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4 i RmoL AR K22z

TrEE MR, L

201514)

B E ARUFEM S Go/No-go 1145 (25 1) A1 it B Go/No-go 1T 45 (L5 2), 2 28 2 1 J8 Fx) ME 4l 7 o M 5%
PR AR TR B B R SO RE o SERR L R B, ML TR, B AR AT B A R AR Go X
N BT 4, No-go SRR & Wi T & L X B4 Go X b i 48, No-go iR R, LI 2 &M,

F1 B H X} HR 4 No-go JZ I B} I RT-slowing 8 , 5 KW, MIILPHAGT, BIRAGF TR L EH R EH T X
DA BZ 5 B AT, B AR X BR AL B BT s 9 ) AR R 2%
KgEiR whsh R IE, BRG], B_L N, R

SES B849

1 55

sl IR Bl AT o B s s . — T
JCA AT R B, FUIE® BERAE L, R0 AE B
S hRIE 2, whah Pk LI W (Vedelago
etal,2019), Chen % A (2014) &3, whahtR 10
1E Flanker Fll Stop-signal T 55 H 52 b #01 ifll RE 7 I 3%
Z T XA . [ WA (response inhibition) f& 5§ >
VRTE 22 P58 XA A7 6 S 17 2 BUR A 2 AT
J HEAT AR 3 AR (Puiu et al., 2020), S 4 il E
Sk R B BRAT 45 1 ) R I SE A, R A A B 4
il HE 1 B 5 (Feola et al., 2023), whahth % H
U B A7 A 5 B B B AR OG, DA R
NHE R 30 52 I 41 T B 9l b 22

55 25 ) OGBS B s g 9 o R
AT . WA BRBEIEIN N, AN EEA
B, 7 A 15 28 300 i R 2 o — A TR
FH T I I 00 ] A A0 5 U D0 AR X g > 5 e A A
f 527 40 il £ B (Battaglia et al., 2022)., Stockdale %%
A (2020) 5 5241 45 5% e S5 41 ) n T2k AR Y
W LI, P 25 2% 1 1 Bl il i s 0z 40 o) 1 i
R EMMT PSS AN FHEFAN(2010) H5
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Bk 2 A ] 52 ma A7 S A BB ST B, bE
AT RN B ER TR EEE &G £E
s 28 h, BRI 5 BCEAT A G R = .
B AT M LR AN A RS A A T 15 A%
B S B, OB S, S e R
HATH (R 45, 2011), 4% Bk (2023) &8,
B P KT R SRR 2 5 2 B R AT 25 SR 1Y
oW, DLAEWFIT 2 R AT e b s v g A0 O R
A1 B R B0, AT TF 5 5 SR RN 4 A T
A B A o 2 5 o

25 52 AE 2 6 AN R, R 2l R 2
P Go/No-go #iz, IHWZ: S WIHL AT 55 K
Bl AT 55 o A1 S 45 AT 55 B0 SR il AR 4 o 38 i)
1% 25 354y HEAT O BE (Chiu et al., 2008), P Bt 25T
g5, ARl Y A 4 A B EAT AT 55 O 1
[F] B % 1 25 15 B8 247 N BRUn T (Goldstein et al.,
2007) ARXTE T FAT Ry SRR AT A0 S TR
B, X AT & 018 25 15 8 2E 1T P9 B
T, WIS RS AT R, BN RIS %5 e
PRAEAARXT S 24545 B 00 A shAkin Tad #2 (Tamietto &
de Gelder, 2010), K, ASHF5ER H NS %1155
g B 2 AU AE BRI SN I ] B
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YR A B I AR BTSSR A B B 0 i 2 B 411

T GE 5N R SO A 5 EE IR 25 (Bimer &
Schlaghecken, 2003), #% 1M Dehaene %5 A (2006) #& H
To R RE BN A AL, TA A R 0T 4 4 5 80 Y o
PHEATIFE DL S B gt AT W B T A0
I o 3 IR 9 R WS A A e 6% A G R iR
P (Diao et al., 2021; van Gaal et al., 2010; Zher-Wen &
Yu, 2023), BVAE7E T 0 A (unconscious res-
ponse inhibition). [ T 2 b 9 il J2 45 24 5 3 A5 = 9
TP, B AT BE PR I AE S 00 BT R 22 S
D T B B ) 00 ) S ) # (van Gaal et al., 2010;
van Gaal et al., 2009),

van Gaal % A\ (2010) & it T #Ei#lf it Go/No-go
55 DU St 18 T B LA o 32 AT 55 R R e A ki A 4
HAH A Y Go/No-go i IRTE [ T 8L, 2R AT
Go Ikt K2, 24 Go ik Z Hij H # No-go ik
M=k SN o T ARSI S5 T Go 1k 55 No-go
WK E T 2B, AR ok e s s .
B A B IR BN B No-go iUk BT BE A% 5 2
P 50 B AT 7 A5 B R, DU B ISR R RE T A
A . SR, BT No-go Rl Y S iz I K
T T Go RN Sy s, 3% B B 90 il /g fin T ask
FEANALAT DL A [ 5] &, iR AT LA H B
5| %4 (van Gaal et al., 2010; van Gaal et al., 2009), X
R SN AR AR R AL T B R . %A S
B H Y RT-slowing {H (No-go K5 Go i Ik it [
Jof B} 22 22) 5 T B R A ) I SR A A X e 2 OE
AH& (van Gaal et al., 2010), b, No-go ik AY %
I B 5 RT-slowing {E 1 A i & 5 T S L 10 1 fig
RUFEHR, No-go ik S W B #1, RT-slowing {H#%
R, D0 AN T 2 1 410 ] RE 7 B

7 e I L IS R N I = S I ) e
Ab, (HALA AR . 2 TR A 2 R il BRA T 45 ) 2 g
() HE B AR A3, B A BT 5 40 A 4 ) AH OGB4
[6] i B 2% (van Gaal et al., 2010; Wokke et al.,
2011), #RiM, fEIFALFEFIS (recurrent processing
theory) tAJhy, P9 J I 7E 5 B0 9 it 28 S g o
S R ol N I I 2 B 4 A o 15 7 S < B ]
1~ B N B A S A B RN T S,
RO TS S SR Y AR S A B S
[d] (Dehaene et al., 2006), EAWIFEEW, BT W
I R O AR R /N T B OB A ] (Diao et all,
2016; van Gaal et al., 2008), %34}, van Gaal & A
(2011) K BRAE B b R AL 55 b, MR BE A
i A S AT R, SR ST R AT IR

XA RAE B T AL 55 OB W R, xR,
S I A o R TEA G AL AR S B A
TR R ISR, B EAE S B N E S
REJHALTER T A BRI B R %R, XR
MR 3 A 79 Ao Sz 17 410 ) A 40 0 20 B 22 5% (van Gaal
etal., 2008). fE H # A, BN ORI 7E A A
X5 BB JC BN T AR b e 4 AR
(Suhler & Churchland, 2009; van Gaal et al., 2010), [
TS i gy P 2 A0 BT B I 40 1 3 B i R kAT
WHE .

Rk, ABFE B TE % 5¢ oh ol P 28 07 AL 7E BT A%
AT S AT 0T s ) e 3 K
25 . AR AE G 45 Go/No-go 1155 F1#8 i i
Go/No-go £ 55, 5 mh sl Itk 2 I3 41 5 X IR 4 7 15
RN RE BT R B, DOERR . (1) AH

P Pk A PF, oh sl I A0 R0 X R 2 A 5008 2 AF
AL R AR AR 2 A (2) LT AR A

TR B ROV 2SR (3) R
&, PRI RATAE R F RO AN 5 (4) P IAT

FEBIT IR R, EHUR A P 0B I R )

A%

2 SEE 1. el PR ) RAE R AR
PF T 04 1B S B 3 3

2.1 #k

AR T HE W AR v B IR AR R (LA R
AN MEGF. BB, faFEALLe
Hhagy, HE psh M- B0 B R (Impulsive/
Premeditated Aggression Scale, IPAS), J-% i ik 2 4%
HALRAETY, Tkl 40 & ek R SR . i oh
SRS B, iR 27~ 41 %, PR
36.30+£3.79 %, V¥ZHE IR 10.93+2.61 4F, Xt
HEZH Ry R R R 2 e b TAE AN B 34 %4, HR5
PER K, FiE 28~ 41 %, PR 35.50+£3.35
%, T2 EEER 10.76£2.79 45, I A PR 8%
A 25 I RIS B0 BORS R s . vhah MR 0 A
(25.23+4.09) FIXf R ZH (24.062.16) 457 5 15 2% 43 $ G
WEES, (72)=1.56, p>0.05, PIHAERTEEE
5, 1(72)=0.95, p>0.05; ZHEEM LB EER,
#(72)=0.26, p>0.05. A5 C SR IE G SH
, A WIRYEE TR FRE .

22 XWIigit

K 2064 550 B )2 . whal

PEZRJIA0 . XA IR G LIt E4 &R
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BN, AR B E P, Go ik 1Y
A Fl1 No-go IR B R R o AR 5
23 EEMEEXERE
231 HREBRER

5 4 R 5T 7% R ) Spielberger(1999) i, %
WEAFTAE N (2011) #EA7 H SCRUE TT 1Y 4 o 1 268 i 3R
(Trait Anger Scale, TAS). % RALE T KN MEFR T
WA A AR TR A e . dL 10 M EEH
49000, LARER LR, 4R “ILT R,
S, R IR R B KR . At
R, % &M Cronbach’s a %K 0.78,
232 mE-FHiEEREER

Bl M — P M s B R Stanford 4§ A
(2003) Zw il , FrUzEEN (2009) HEATHSCRIETT . %
HRAE S BUEEPAE L 330
H, 595, 1 RE “Ze2ArFa”, 5 RE
“REENET. B4 SHAHNHEMSLE,
AT A E A LR TR HEREE
Gy FE 0 Ry op sl vk Yo 3, 2 o SR A
AWFFEH, %R Cronbach’s a ZECH 0.75.
233 154 Go/No-go EEER

K FH Brown % A (2012) 204 (191% 26 P Go/No-
go M5 . IR A E 25 LI A &
43 (Chinese Facial Affective Picture System, CFAPS) HJ
foiss . Pk LI A (G AF, 2011 mr A AL
KR 25 sk A A AL I 25 sRAL Ak, BRI 25 5%
Wi LB R Lot (805 1) mAL 20 5k . B @ik
Py mAL 5 5k Fk2 NS, BB 100 4
WK, ZORPORXFE B 2 PR L (Go) HF AT 4%
N, 7 E) BT AL (No-go) WIS R W, 1L 1)
VERAF S HNAE BN A o BT A AT 55 T Y Go
P 2 No-go IR EE 1Y 4 1% .

fEERELE T, AR Eatdlaad “+
TERL A 500 ms, Pl 5 58— 5k & 45 L 1000 ms.
POXAR I 45 1S AR RN o BAERR “M7 B
RVJEIHR, BEE 288 625 5 1000 ms, 411 1
JE 7 o S TR T Y A A R RS 1 14 )
WAL & B0, BRAFERIHT %0 60 Hz, #idAk
B BE A K2 65 om AL E b, X IMGEA T+ 4
Mo IEFTCEHT, FEdEAT 20 N RIR SR S SE 5,
TEAf AR IKH] 90% LA 15 AT S eS8
24 #£8R

XF Go [z iz Bsf #E 4T P PR 2 B A I 22 40 AT
EIRL . B ERON B, F(1, 72)=171.46, p<

0.001, 1p=0.70; 5%k FAUN B, F(1,72)=30.79,
p<0.001, n2=0.30; 4N S5ELELHMBEE, F(,
72)=5.28, p<0.05, M2=0.07. F— i HH 53 BT
BRI, BIPAEWBEZM T Go [N I B /T
P &R B Go R, #(72)=—5.34, p<0.001,
Cohen’s d=—1.26, X MAFFIIH, 71(72)=-0.67,
p<0.05, Cohen’sd=-0.57; [FIiF, FEHUREMT, 2%
JIALH Go S i B e X B 20 i & B, 1(72)=—13.63,
p<0.001, Cohen’sd=—3.21, WK 2 fiR.

AL
FEMEE

1000 ms

K1 1541 Go/No-go 1T % i #2

O X gl ook
BRI 1

*

700 ¢

(e |
[
600 -

500 |

400

SEE R (ms)
g

200 ¢

100 ¢

B LB A B A

K2 RAWS5HEAN Go ik
. *p<0.05, ***p<0.001, AT,

Xt No-go 4855 e $EAT W [H 3R 3 5 W 4 7 22 43
Bro @5RFEW . HBl ER0N R, F(,72)=17.13,
p<0.001, n;=0.19; fH45 ENRFE, F(1, 72)=
279.89, p<0.001, 12=0.80; ZH %I 51438 HAR A
W&, F(1,72)=3.40, p=0.069, n2=0.05, fajLAaL
B BT R B, 2% AR AERTR S5 F 9 No-go iR
R E R TS T No-go 851K, 1(72)=
13.70, p<0.001, Cohen’s d=3.23, X &4 [l #¢ 40
I, «72)=10.12, p<0.001, Cohen’s d=2.39; [A]i},
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TR, 2 7150 No-go 55152 % i 2 5 T % B
2, 1(72)=3.97, p<0.001, Cohen’s d=0.93, K 3
v

o X R Hkk

BREIL T o |
0.40 [
1

[ TR R [ - R
B3 BIEEXIAR No-go Hi it &

zi b, EN4YE Go/No-go 1155, ML b1

a5, B 10 5O BRAH B2 AR A L AR S e Y R R

VB . A T B
SRR A 35 2 T B B
30 5L 2. npah kAR S AR AE BT
PF T 09 B S A 4
31 ik
IV RREAFAER S50 1, T 5 Wk

BEALIEHL 46 44 5 PEvh s vE 2 0100 . AF IR 1 ok
27~ 41 %, FEAER N 36.37£3.62 %, FHZHE
AEFR M 11.0942.66 4. X HRZH BB A KRS K 5
EAb i B TAE AL, 3649 £ 0 XF BEAH A 4 0
H25~41%, PR 35514335 %, P2
HHEFRN 11.02£2.95 4, FrA #il%AH 259
FH G B0 BORG # s  vhsl k2 R4 (24.85+
3.96) FINEBEZH (24.12+3.00) 5 5 155 %43 B0 T0 1 3 2%
5, (93)=1.01, p>0.05. FHLHAFRTCE E 25, (93)-
1.20, p>0.05; ZHBFFRILEEER, 193)=0.12,
p>0.05, AW EES ST R SH A, g sk
BBETHEREZESR.
32 gt

KH 202 . Go. No-go)x2(1h 25 5% 1 .
A <2l . sl RR AR . XFERA) 1Y
RA TR . RSB RNE 25 45 44 R 9k oy B
., U E HE, RNVECY AR, D&

2(1F & A B k) <2 whahtE R
. XTHRA) MRS LBt B4 &1 sl
Nz, A5 A8l ZE, RT-slowing i, Rl No-
go W I 5 Go 2 W it =z 22 hy R AR 1

33 XM EXRIRRE

331 ERIERER

[F] S5 1
332 HEhE-FiRMREER
A S8 1.

333 AR Go/No-go {E&ETEX

K H van Gaal %6 A\ (2010) B {8 FH A9 # ilfk i
Go/No-go fE 5530, AR5 R F b [ 161 45 1 AL
Bl H &40 (CFAPS) [ h M R B (BB M 55,
2011), Horpfg A& o L A P AL A 40 5k . JEE
3B, BAHERAE 120 MR, B R AR
WIKBEHLE I . Go Fl No-go Bl BAE 5 16 Bl ik 1]
114 .

EIER T, HAZRH - 7 EUN
500 ms, ZJaHB—KELK R 750 ms, RIGE—
AEMLAL 800 ms, B 5 H I HE M Go/No-go 5L 5%
55, S R25 5 1200 ms, {EHE il A Go/No-go 5K
WAES T, HAER AT LA F LB R
17 ms, RiGEMW— Aﬁﬁw%ﬁmmm%m%%
233 ms, RS IFEETA F Bk, Wi HaEE 2 —
E@ﬂﬁ%MWiﬁﬂ,%%f“M”%&ﬁ,é
— N HEEAA T (No-go) 7E €4 X [ 7 Sk i 3 2 Hif
BEH B, R AR AR — S Ak
(Go) 1 18 XL ) i Sk Z Ak 3, koA 2
e “M” BN, WA 4 PR, RS, et
1720 MR I 5 L8, IE#f R E] 90% L LT
CIE SN

) ¢ )

233ms 1200 ms

TF

=

S0

4
ok 4

f

)

&

500 ms 750 ms 800 ms 17 ms

Bl 4 HEWR Go/No-go % FiFi I

R T W R R A A AL R 2 )
MIRZm, 7E 58 OE NS 2 I, 2R w52 i
VEFE BB o 2 5 4t 80 Mk, Hih Go 5 No-
go HIBAR 545 40 4~ W T AR 8 X 777 3k A b
HLH B EDE E R (A f ks A #i k) % “F7 o
“I7 RS TR B0 B IE AR S5 REHL K F Z 1R AT
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HREAR RS, 250 3 2 7 [M=51.26, SD=0.08,
(94)=1.53, p>0.05], FEIHMHIERNEA R
34 #EHR
341 BRALEXMBAEARBEEHTET

Go/No-go Jz [ Bt

Xof B Ry B SR AT = PR R W A 2550 b, 4
KB AN FERNEZE, F(1, 93)=25.40, p<
0.001, mp=0.16; W AER EHN B FH, F(I,
93)=203.93, p<0.001, 12=0.13; 5% TN % ,
F(1,93)=44.71, p<0.001, n2=0.01; 1§k . kK
RS HG =FHZEAEMEE, F(1,93)=41.43, p<
0.001, n3=0.01, H— 2 faj 5. fa] B3N S0 Hr R
TEPYERMET, 2 J1JE No-go ik i #E K F Go ik
W B, £(93)=10.18, p<0.001, Cohen’s
d=2.11, X4 No-go i K i F K F Go il ik 1 )%
MEIF, #(93)=7.83, p<0.001, Cohen’sd=1.62; 7E15
T, #2190 No-go ik 5 Go 2k ¥k 1Y J b Bt
T FE 2R, 1(93)=1.84, p>0.05, B No-go i
W ZE KT Go ik By R i, #(93)=13.19, p<
0.001, Cohen’s d=2.74; TEHPELMET, % 130 No-
go IR 1Y 2 N B I 25 A X IR AL, #(93)=-2.54,
p<0.05, Cohen’s d=—0.53; {EWTRL&MT, BIL
No-go i K 1Y Jz B it i 25 58 T XF BB 41, #(93)=
—8.04, p<0.001, Cohen’s d=—1.66; & JJAPAEMRIL
Z51F T No-go i ¥k (1) 5 I B EE vk 25 10 R 25
87, 193)=-9.52, p<0.001, Cohen’s d=—1.97; %I #
HIEWESEE T No-go IR Y RN B 5 Rk Z 4
LB EER, 1(93)=121, p>0.05, N 1 inw,

#1 FALRENRAEFRBFLEEZEGHTET
Go/No-go £ 5K & K B [M(SD)](ms)

M K 1AL (n=46) X} L (n=49)
Go 363(62) 440(72)
o % S
No-go 464(124) 515(66)
e ok Go 379(70) 435(74)
RS 5
No-go 395(72) 507(63)

342 BAILESXFEEAB T Go/No-go HJ RT-slowing

X RT-slowing #F47 P B 28 5 &2 W & 7 25 79
Mr, @5EM. B EJLRE, F(,93)=47.30,
p<0.001, n2=0.12; 15 SR HAMEMEE, F(,
93)=41.40, p<0.001, n2=0.11, iF— i HLH 4%
MraWl, ZIJIJUAERR /T B RT-slowing i
INTF &R, #(93)=—7.27, p<0.001, Cohen’s
d=—1.51; X B TERTZ ST T ) RT-slowing 5

YT LB EZESR, #(93)=—0.32, p>0.05; e
MR, Z&=SIILH RT-slowing 2 2 /N T X BR 4,
193)=—7.14, p<0.001, Cohen’sd=—148, HIKl 5 fi/x.

o XL e
Hormgpnmp | !

ks

o
(=)
T

1

RT-slowing -#4J{E (ms)
W -
(=) (=}

w2
(=]
T

—_
(=]
T

B T BT AT

R e

—-10t
B s BHUEXSEAR RT-slowing FIH

25 b, TEMEMR Go/No-go 1 55 1 i P 1 25 4%
7T, 2R BB B B R 5

B PER KR I TR S, iR A
B R B2 4
4 e

AW 5T K F G 25 1 Go/No-go 1T 4511 28 5 s ik
Jit Go/No-go 1558, 5 ihah 1k 2 S AL AE T
5 28 25 AT 1 1 5 A o A R R 4

S 1 AR vhgh MR D)0 b R N 2R
o SEREH, BN E N A IEBAE T W
Go [ i B i /N F PS4, No-go 551K i 2
TR . X R, M TN, B
A0 5 5% B EH 27t R 4 5 T 35 e B I R
Hl S o Sun %A (2020) % BURE 5% 78 T FLAE A 4l 3%
ORI, AN B R i BE D0 B 25 I 4 XU TR
RN, HAMERAE AT I HIAE 55 0, 5 4E 55 ok
SR RSB RINERI T, T4 FEHRKF
o B 61 4E 55 PR AT (Tamietto & de Gelder, 2010), 4~
DA 1) 0 56 56 1 A0 I T G PR 28 R, X R
Ry 28 R R AT SE A E I AL N (Straub et al., 2022;
Yang & Pourtois, 2018). 5 P41 25 Bl Lt o 4% 25
FIB T HEZ N E R, SREFEENEBER
(Kalanthroff et al., 2013), Ff34 intA A1 fay, {5 90 6l
i il ) o AR AR £5 PRI ME (Yang et al., 2014),

FEBRAG 2 550, 210 Go [N i) I 2 4
TXIEZH, H No-go FIRF N 5 TX A, &)
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FUAE UG 25 T 1 B b S o7 41 1 6 ) 3 55 T %
ML . 7 HE (2023) TEA[A] 15 25 5 A [ b 3l R 7K
SEAS A B S g A 25 S A ST B, A 2 X
T v R Bl KA AR B A SRR R, h sl
TP B R 2R ) 2 BB 4 e . B )
JU I — B A GT 70 M 1 28 R AT s UM, TE R
NG T MR, BRI T B 4 SRR
AT SN, A AT 55 B0 DA 0 B fp SRR I, DA T 32 3K
L N B A G IR 1R N 3 22 (2R AF, 2014),
O3 — BRI, BT O AR AR A X
MGG A B 2w, HEELED
5 Pk B3R S — S R, K E 28 &R
Grw s, THFE 2R RIR (H /AR AF, 2017),
R FE ARG 26 25N, 22 70 A b sz o 41+
e i3 25 T X IR A
S 2 PRAR B M R A0 R B R il 2R
Mo G REM, FEPHESMET, 2L 5% A
1918 T No-go K I ¥ F I K Go R Wi . X 5k
Wy, PRAAE PR S N B T s il .
P 1 LA 2 B B AN K A2 47 (Taylor & Therrien,
2005), HrHE T FLAE A 25 T S 2 b R 20
T YR W AR AT 55 SE R, PR TE v 4 A%
47T WA e % 2 I BT R A o iR A 1 S
FF T van Gaal % A (2010) IUBFFE45 SR, GER] TR
S AR A AE . van Gaal 25 A (2009) {5 FH 8 i il
Stop-signal {E 55 A KM, S5A BEIRFMAMH, 78
FORSAE T Bt A8 98 AR 4l B HE i 1Y 45 LR S
il A OB RN, X — 25 SRR I Sy S B RE A S
Hb, GERIE K I I I No-go &I ) I 2
TXEIRAL, RN b3 R AS AL L S R A o
55 T X7 R, BT S0y 40 ] R A 55 T 0 R
TS0 410 T U P R A A B s g A1 o 8
FHOG, RIS A 40 BE 0 B, BT S I 0 il
WY R s 4 o A B AN ARTE HOR AR TR R
A g o S UE B, R ] B 22 0 B I 4
AMMEBFT R (Diao et al., 2021; van Gaal et al., 2010),
0 52 1o 90 i 8 77 A2 401 2 w3l 1 2 0 A0 v ik 1R 1Y
ML (Meijers et al., 2018; Ron-Grajales et al.,
2021), PAIOHHC T B A1 i BE 7 S 3 55 TN R L
Xof HE ZH 7 1 A1 46 4514 ) 1 R No-go I s
WERKTET Go A, ML T Go
I BT T No-go i i 26 S AN i 285 2 J1 AR e
WA B9 No-go J 1 i Fll RT-slowing {2 Eb ik
WA TN, X RARAREER. B

U 3Z B TN 28 1 5% ) [T e o A1 ] e T 32
% FE2EL 18 T s by 410 1) i 0 A i 2 AR A . i
P25 i F Ve X 4 B A AOG T 7R I8 1 S 1 4 ] 2
T, xS R T SRR, UESE X T
BN ATHI A, 5 TR G, W
A BE38 (dual mechanisms of cognitive control,
DMC) REWS fif Bé 2 J1 0 5 X% AL e R Rl 28 45
R S R e 25 5 . DMC B s, A A
0 AT 3 Sk 32 Bl 4 ) A RN P 5 | (Braver et all.,
2007; Snijder et al., 2023). i %% 71 JLFE 155 2% 15 44 4514
TR R A R R B AT RE S A B B
F GGG, vt R 0 A 2 R TR
A TS A R I, L AR M DA X %
BRI B (2 45, 2014), SEMHFEE 20 2%
Ui, BHAS TR S n 4 i 2R . X RE 2 R fef A 5
NG 25 S5 W RB % TR B 32 30 Sy SR, B H
R A T R T O B (A T L) X
TE R WA 3R (Folk et al., 1992), R JF Ll AN T3t
FRORE T 20 B R, DB 4 b 5% Bl e i 1)
HlAE55 -

i b, BT G S TR RS AT
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Abstract

The present study utilized an emotional Go/No-go task (Experiment 1) and a masked Go/No-go task (Experiment 2) to examine

the conscious and unconscious response inhibition abilities of violent offenders and a control group with neutral and angry emotional

conditions. In Experiment 1, we found that both the control group and violent offenders had shorter Go reaction times and higher No-

go error rates with the angry condition compared to the neutral condition. We also found that with the angry condition, violent

offenders had even shorter Go reaction times and higher No-go error rates than the control group. In Experiment 2, the results

showed that compared to the neutral condition, violent offenders had shorter No-go reaction times and RT-slowing on the angry

condition, while no such significant differences were observed in the control group. Violent offenders had shorter No-go reaction

times and RT-slowing under the angry condition compared to the control group. The results indicate that, compared to the neutral

condition, violent offenders exhibit impaired conscious and unconscious response inhibitions on the angry condition. Additionally,

the performance of violent offenders in conscious and unconscious response inhibitions are worse on the angry condition than that of

the control group.

Key words impulsive violent offenders, unconscious response inhibition, conscious response inhibition, angry condition.
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