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[ Abstract)
with high test anxiety. Methods: College students were tested under high and low pressure experimental condition. Re-

Objective: To explore the effects of experimental pressure on working memory capacity in college students

sults: Subjects with high and low test anxiety both showed significantly increased state anxiety under high pressure experi-
mental condition, but only high test anxiety subjects showed significantly reduced working memory capacity under high

pressure situation. Conclusion: Working memory capacity of high test anxiety college students is influenced by high test

pressure.
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