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Study on attentional bias to emotional information in undergraduates with suicidal ideation

LI Xiang-yu,OUYANG Guo-zhen
(1. School of Electron and Information ,South China University of Technology , Guangzhou 510641 , Guangdong Province ,China;
2. Office of Science and Technology ,South China University of Technology ,Guangzhou 510641 , Guangdong Province ,China)
Abstract: Objective To explore whether college students with suicidal ideation have emotional interference in atten-
tional bias. Methods A total of 4 669 college students were screened by the key questions of University Personality Inventory
and Eysenck Personality Questionnai combined with structured interviews. The study employed emotional picture-word Stroop
pattern to look into characteristics of attentional bias to emotional information in college students with suicidal ideation(n =32)
and normal students(n =32) respectively. Results There was statistically significant difference in reaction time between col-
lege students with suicidal ideation and normal students( # =5.76,P <0.05). College students with suicidal ideation had more
obvious reaction delay than students without suicidal ideation on emotional words( F =8.20,P <0.01) ;there was no statisti-
cally significant difference in reaction time of picture-word consistent task between college students with suicidal ideation and
normal students, reaction time of college students with suicidal ideation was significantly higher than that of the normal students
in picture-word inconsistent task(z =3.70,P <0.01). Conclusion College students with suicidal ideation have emotional in-
terference on their attentional bias ; college students with suicidal ideation have much more negative cognitive bias than students
without suicidal ideation and they have more reaction delay when the picture and word are inconsistent.
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Tab.1 Reaction time for the different emotional words of the different groups of the subjects (xxs)
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