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Fear of Negative Evaluation and Selective Attention to Social Threat

Words in Adolescents

Introduction: This study investigated the influence of fear of negative
evaluation on selective attention in adolescents. Methods: 30 adolescents with
high and 30 adolescents with low fear of negative evaluation were selected by
multistage cluster sampling based on fear of negative evaluation scale, and
computerized word dot-probe  task. Results: Statistical analysis showed
attentional avoidance to social threat words in adolescents with high fear of
negative evaluation. Results further indicated no selective attention in
adolescents with low fear of negative evaluation. Conclusion: Fear of negative
evaluation as an important cognitive component of social anxiety, may
potentially give rise to attentional bias in adolescents. The therapeutic
applications of the current findings are discussed in this report.

Keywords: Fear of negative evaluation, Social anxiety, Selective attention, Dot-
probe task, Adolescents.

Hassan Shafiee *

PhD student of Psychology
Departmen, Payame Noor University.
Hossein Zare

PhD, Professor of Psychology
Departmen, Payame Noor University.
Ahmad Alipor

PhD, Professor of Psychology
Departmen, Payame Noor University
Javad Hatami

PhD, Assistance professor of
Psychology Department, Tehran
University

Corresponding Author:
Email: h_shafiee@pnu.ac.ir

WWW.SID.ir


www.SID.ir

ity gl (Bl e g5 g (Ul ke (0l 5 e

e3lS 3 st oy S ate a8 A4S Wl 4ST
3 i 5 el S el a3
S 4 S5m0 SLS s a5 plralr @ o
S g ol slacadge 53 555 385 sl
sbs glaas b WLl sl o, LSl elad
o Dbl 55l 5 las S s slazxl Ol s
ot B e 5 2Bl a5 53 (S s e
o=l ol a5 sl ol ksl fjl,\.?j)'jﬂ 43
aS (g3l 3l aS WUlaBl s 03 2SS Slidss oS s
oS Sledbl ag @L 05 ol el O Lol
3 8 3S AIm SLa S S s AS s 5L 5o
Aodg | B s Sledbl 5 das o 0L (s
S SLS Gl 00V WS e il elonl suiS
Ll aoig slasles wsls el Ol sl
3oL i dile siS A Sl (Slae e
WJle gl ) slol Lag <IN aS el Sl

Al G
a5 ksl g Bl 4 S plafass S
o ClLS 51 lanstls e S UgS 5l se 4 ol
Sl Wl s 45 (10) Wles S eslizul S s O i
g A elaml Ol e sl 3l S el
03,5 ax g ol jsb 4y Ol sel o laee  elamd
S 3 L plaiiles (e e B IS 0l
FS s Bl 5 S e aal B el " e syt 4.6
1 lbassl e oS s e SLDBL e

O aS s
oL elazrl o laae VLIS 3 dalas 5 o)
Lo polal 5 SladS el sl 8l pl aS Jas e
5 oS e Gl e b alis s g L
sl Osdy VB 5 &S I s sl " e s
DL 5 lllas (YY) Wi [ 5b ol elonsd
590 S eleml Ol ol Bl 4 ST S Wilesls
Sl e csliae Cho b Y5 b Sl
slaalis L agarlpe 5o a5l ediShug
(Y2YE) s o 0L e 5 Ol oS dg
s b 5 (V) 55 5 SO S L pon asily

1. Social Anxiety Disorder 5. Attentional Bias

2. Social Avoidance 6. Self — Focused Attention
3. Fear of Negative 7. Negative Beliefs
Evaluation (FNE) 8. Attentional Vigilance

4. Selective Attention 9. Attentional Avoidance

¢y [EY-0Y]A\YAY ¥ o lad NV Jlu (251l p e glaol

.

LIS\
sy plerl sl (S5 b s sl el
SSS S s s ol Bl I ek
e eS| el Olhsl Joesl 3Lkl
Sl 5 LT oy slarl Ol sl Dl
b sl sl eslal s Shas b ola! glacoas 4o
Sb b ol 3 sl aS o5l e U3 5L
AST () 55 dalgs e (gl i b sTclns
S el 0> ¢ U‘-’“J” c,\;\wbﬂ QU);-); BL) JQLQ'.;?"
ssb i plarl Ok Sl L o5 Sl 8550 52
S plet SRS (Ml oo Rl ol 33
u"‘);'fﬁ ésjs 3)_9)5,4.:5“15@[.5 Il a3l
U Y oVwS 5 3 0l &uls 553 o508 Conex
LY QU 55 OLS3 S (sladisas 55 5 Lo )2\Y
NS (gl DU b ys Wlg e 5
OVl U 5eS amas 5 dliss laly) O ees
Jjﬁq&)b L}.:l_w)l.' cL@JTJ_:ASCA.LLQ}jJ:’ﬂJ.:)
s S5 5 Schas a5 S5 elaz
ul{uba‘wgbb\ydwgﬁjr@{}j

(&)

ol 5 s o ol s Slmes Sl 5 LS s

A . LY

9 h5l_”a‘ L;’\jiJ (J}":'Lf"’ cdalie Lf‘«'b‘ Y|
Gl 0 &;JUJ)}QSW‘ J‘;L‘k}‘ U‘JJGJ‘
Ol a sl ) S e el Ol ke sl (V-0)
sloaas b Lo (M) 355 0 sliShag Sledlbl
b L b | sl 4 el s
Wl Jisue s L S5l Olye w0 015 0
349 sd e Slallas (1) s)ﬂ)l.o_isdu_d.:bh,é\
Aol 0L 5 5 OS5 S OV 3 s 5 cikisa
AN 0 Wles S

e 6J_’L£.S 6[.&!&.&_5}1 u.f«l.q.'.’:-\ u\)ﬁ.a‘ ;.A:.A) B
cL;GLq.:}‘ ulj.k.,a\ ;)b.‘).b J‘.‘.}_‘ &Lﬁdﬁ*ﬂjﬁ (\Y) K:m-h"
St Il slal s osbod glaaul 3 i
el ol ol s b SV ) WS
S ol (VD S 5 SIS 5 (V) S pen 5 )

43 Advances in Cognitive Science, Vol. 16, No. 3, 2014


www.SID.ir

OHSad 5 i

S R P S O [ v C PR LT
(s larl Ol sl dile (ol el Jo S (s
2l a5 Ol 5 L IVl L e e el o
Lo s L oWt b ks e ledbl 4 5 515
uﬂ'j}:\zdﬂﬁ ) s e Ol bl a8 )-<i>
sy s B ol LSS Sl eslizad L (YY)
@l oty Sl = (S5 e S b e
Ol sl glhls sla Ss el a8 sl QLA o1 e,
Pl Lig Clls) Jbra Sl 4 ol ol
el Yo o aS Sl (oo SlalS 5 e
53 s Lol e Ol (K5 a4 555 (Ldd e a1l 3
L;l_adl.u)_»ﬂ sl (’J‘j—“ 0 Sds w15l I
Ol g s Sl Gles SldS @ o has Sl
— S S s 3 L e s ol sl
ol Ol

Ol 5 48 coal O Kby imss olosl 5,
Sl 05 aiten 55 I
Lodg b b e bl ez ol sl WD
o Sl el Ol sl LS s (M) Wl
5 2 e bl Ol e f ol g S8
OLES iy Sl aosils (b S 515 eslawd
03 il sla e 58 e iS (gl Llesls
P e e L5 Sl e et b
el e a i gl s mis(V0) el
Wlastls o b s slew saaiged 5 VLS5 s
L ladyo oS e s s oS J
AN les 1S oy 1y olai | Ol Lol (g5
2 Flel Ol ol VL pod 4 5 L iz
as 5l s P bl AU slacasd 5 Sl s
Sledbl Sl iy 5 i sla e rL>_;3\
S iin U0 el Ol el s e 5
S5l eslinl Ly ol si ot oL
SlalS o s gl 4z 5 O -l slall,
5303 Cjk,ﬂ shils Ol g 53 elaxsl S g
el 03,8 s b e L3OO i S

1. Vigilance-Avoidance
Hypothesis

2. Habituation

3. Internal Cues

4. External Cues

5. Modified Stroop Task

6. Drawing

7. Holding

8. Dot-Probe Task
9. Hyper Vigilant
10. Content-Specific
11. Non Clinical

ol il el () Ol = S5 4 35S
J=le 53 O e sl 3l aS 55l ook Jlexs| 45 3
S ek Slal 4 (A 5l Al
Sl e s Ll s 0L g o5 S5 @
S aS e Sl baaslas ) 51 AlslBdl ¢ asls
L a8 s T g L) Bl ety ol
Sl Sl Sl ol (6 S s Jds 3550 58
el b ks e ool S5l 0y el
S LA S e 4 Il gl &S ol pl elez
3 7S e 05 GLGLE e 5 XS p 5
S e (B DL el Jame S a2l
SLAS ;s ax 5 pde ay elonr| O ks ol 3
Lol olanrl el sl Lele Ll 0 " i
(YEYA OY) Ll

(sl Oy sl a5 ) 5 )
) W, O e POl gl ST
e IS P sl S e SIS
Jda bl gy o0 Jled 4 Ol ksl s Sl a5
e Gl el Il 55l a8 (Gadae Wi
s U e ST ol e s sl e
L oS sbl ples a5 cdlseS 5t 05 S s
5 oo a5yl S e K batd (gHls a5 S e s
A)

SLa il Ol 5 a5 i 36 Lol 5o
(ks 55LS) "y — s ST (bl a5
K34 S e ST nl 5 el sk 0 0
—ols eSS e o |y ;.;l_'.b_-\v_:aj
ST s 1 Ol Gl Oy s
G S T 53 (S s 8L 5 31
Slalamdge 5o g Gadlll sl 4 S ol
53 .(Y4) 5yl Koo (ols Olie 3 olas Ciloss
sl Ol sl as JLaS o — ol cidSS
@S Ioug cbalis Kl gl il 4 oLl
el L laalis Sl sla oS Sl Say e
o oLl a5 (gol Bl e A s 5 LA e
Semy ol ae o JaS o S sl s aS) |y LAy
AYY 0800 0 8) das e 0L (5,1

5330l aS el O Sl s iasn opl slaasl
ol o e QLI L 45 SlalS e 4y ey
DL Sl pl el s "S5 4 (555 Sl
Lo ol e g el Okl 5 oS was e

[EY-0Y]A\YAY o o )lad AV Jle ( 55-Ld p e glagsl €€

Advances in Cognitive Science, Vol. 16, No. 3, 2014 44


www.SID.ir

ity gl (Bl e g5 g (Ul ke (0l 5 e

Wgad 09,5 (FBLud Coror b (Sh9 -V oo

onl (e (b5l 5 e Vb i b5yl 51 oy 5%
(n=Y+) (n=y+)
SD M SD M
A7AN VB[R /AN ov/yy e 2yl 5w
o/vo FNIY- a/va ARATANS Slial ol ksl

bl 5 eleil Ol el s

Lo s b LSS oS sl 4,8 YA Jals lds (]
g 53 L 0L 5 el sla b
(s 3 Oy U Lol aisle )ilosie slos|
Gl iy olde G s oS Wadlse 5 S e o510
S 5 e ele 3 53 55 s e (5186 el
5o e S0 L (ki ) T e sl
WS WL (ool ) | slarl 5,55 53 5ls3l
sl lbie ol Sy Sl sl I3
Sl e ol ol 0lld U b Cilee Dladls
3Ls 0l ULz 5 elanrt Ol sl (6 So 1l
DSan 5 st sl Jule Mo il ol
Ol sl e Jlls lss ey s b (FY)
hele g3 bl a s sl 0L U o elazs
Flos S Ll s syls Laasls b o 350
OS5 e 2L Sl e s e Sl el 5 6l
Sl sl 1S 6 e 5 plaxl 5,5 5 5o ok
el s 4 AT 5 /N AL i A elans |

e 25l S e ke o6 S p 5
= sbasbae 51 S e ko) S e el
e ol )l sl ] Ol sl (g 8ol
303l = Lk G s 5 (sl el Y L
Condy ol ol ol >l b iSOl S
=V) a8 iy i GGy S a3 s
G aian "Ly 55 =0 5 UUS b Bl S ,a
S Seilisl gl pwlide cpl s o OLES (US
A S wlie 4 O S0s e ol Sl e
o 23 e s Pl plu s slel gl s
Sla Sy 2sd e 03 LS o elanl s,

1. Social Anxiety Scale for Adolescents (SASA)
2. Apprehension and Fear of Negative Evaluation
3. Tension and Inhibition in Social Contact

4. Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale-Brief Form
(FNE-B)

¢0 [iY—OY] \vay v eJL«.ﬁu A Jdle ;&w (_9.\.6 ‘5LMJ'U

&

w9

WY s 5 s Ol el 250 8IS o (gl
Jl_wj.ﬁ dwb QL:_‘»')@J' rﬂjj.’ w‘)‘.«\_ﬂ :dt_w
Sl el wl b Lads gal Las e J.:KMJ "W—‘\Y'dl.:mu"
Sl gl o i i (S0 )
Sl Ol Sl gla wlde gl >l (gl il
E) 4_"}&-3 LSL_AQLLMJJ:;J 9 Lg_:.l_owhb C‘-;.!.\de‘ ééu»
5 Aty o) v, 5 Ol Oliu el &l
Slesslic s 4o Ol as bl 5 buis Clsal
o=l e Ll s s as iy SLS YL e oL
S QWL EA) s sl st 5ol a3 50 55 lide
AYEBYY) 540 S 8 oS 83 5de o Ll pelde & pas
coles s wldbsls &g 4 4500 05,8 Ol 5
sl oy 5 sl Sl 5 ol s 3 allS
Shestizal b oS Sl gal L2505 (& gad 05,8 o Sl
Sl lvaas dlze SO 5l ol Cows 45 SO
Sld e Pt (ol OMSCie 4 Dl asly
ejjj)" UL PV N o3l u@:}h;\j Lﬁ:"j) Y L
J.:J.&L@.:Twﬁb Qﬁa)ﬁﬁbbbﬁ‘)dj@-
Vo (Glawslie- o) G f5 4 ey L crteg,l,.,,
Ol s Vo s VU i oL, 51 5 by Olsr s
Jw‘_}ju_adwt_aﬂ‘)_’ ej; 92 L;LA&_:J}A‘)T Jaals
Sl Comer Olv g VJgd s S Les
as e 0L | bl &y

45 Advances in Cognitive Science, Vol. 16, No. 3, 2014


www.SID.ir

OHSad 5 i

Al s, S A g el alb QTJJMASJ::;_%)»
So oS L laals o p-ls glaill, IS
el Sl eslimal 5 Jl5le 3 G518 b Sbly el
wtl b S s sl s Colas Sl
5SS el CadSS oS bl 51L(EY) el ol
o5 G e e 53 L bl Sl
Sl sdiaze Oliims 5 Olaasiie 5 (FV_Y0) ol
dsle cilisee SV 3 i 5 (6,8 4w o
A 0) Ules ;S ealizad O 51 elazs! ol Jasl Jolest|
RCHW PTG VY U SN C R I INE S PR R
o (= = VA P<t/0000)  Sias 335 piman
el BS LA SllS @ a5 (6,8 s Dy
Gios ol 5 (181 2le0) e Lol Sl e s s
Ll el CISS ) glesle gl samasOLEs
FLos S Ll Sy sheslinal b g -ls ST
oS LS e a5 6,8 e 6l
Lot OlalS o x5 (65 5 sl 5 /0 ol
b s 03 Sleen Sl a5 el ces @ +/AY
SV (oldS e el ISl sl
dom g ki Olyls b 5l aS  elal saeS A
SladS Ol 4 g ol canils | L;J;;SJ.M.@J
Ll os s 5LS an Oy -l ST 5y Ll
S n -l LSS s Sl A
S o it LS S L elen | BiS L Ag
SLdS Job alal 5 bt SV (Mg e 451
=l 0L s T Sl estizal deliy (o > slaw)
o=l od s Les elaazlsuisag olds' L
S 55 0L 93 elarmlBsS LA AdS o ST
PR [P F P UG PS5 S U FEPTPICIU
LacS e Il g s 5 5 U8 6l s
QUYEE O P S S O P
Sl s el CldS Bl O 5 a5 o el

g sl b 5351 51 G a
i 55 SU G Sl eslanal b o -l ST
PESHRTYA! ,égujdtwéh};g;@uﬁp

. Visual Probe-Detection Task
. Visual-Probe Task

. Shift Attention

. Engagement

. Disengagement

. Microsoft Visual Studio.NET
. Counterbalancing

~N NN kAW~

Ol 5 s 5 1y 0l pl 5o elde (ol (2Ol s
903 Sl waalllae ) ol Lles S s (TE)
Q=2 JAV |y e ol (1085 03 Jale gl (oLL)
SIS e el Jsle sl s a=2/AL S lis sl
e Dl el il 03 S 55158 0= /EY i sAs
S Al iy i U e bl S e
Sen (LK lsy) a5 a0

P/ ) sl Ol (golsbae

SlaedS oy p-ols glall, IS
Lol EslS— L, (ST Ol L CilSS )
S s S N S5 o Sl
olosl 3 a8 b e Oy 223 5 Ll
—ols ST Ol e OF 51 L wlis0ls,
ST ol OV e sl (s LESS L s
S S s il el 05 ) S el
VY0) cnl ol e sl s saiSus g Sledibl
33 G s 8IS WS g -y e AT
GLadlis o 4 45 Sl (s (5 S g
Ol 5o ol Cadone glacmdse o doug
Lo oS s Jmd ol copl ol ol Sas (55l
el sl L8 ) saate las Shee Jols Wil g5
SS e 5 iy Jial e 5 " Jlzal S s
as sl as ol pl ST Glae L(FA) AL (65l
Al Ol 5 35 oML (15 5o oS (Glabais
a5 Ol i 45 (P53 b ias e ey i e
as Osls C.qli 0 lo g O laae ol 31 .(Y) Wl
3 g gp 0 IS UG S e il 4 S laked
;ﬁwu}swwus&w&)\;@ﬂ
ol S S8 L sy ool s o 0lis Sy
ST ol A () el s i Gl
el (8)) OLLSan 5 558 S |y g el
o Sl S - 200, S
el ar g Gamew s glw ey ol
Lo, e cimgs Slosl jes mlS )b 4 oS Wlala
Gl S )5 sl il 5,50 sl a9 L
(alS) Slmr S s K idST ol 53 (10 00Y)
S T ot s Lt 5 53 o
il Gl e 5 0 ) (a6 8 004)
U Slas Lagasasl s S e 0l 5l (S
gwdwﬂjeﬂ\)&ﬁ;ﬁm|f

[EY-0Y] \FAY o 6 jlad NV Jlu ¢ 2513 pghe glagsl £

Advances in Cognitive Science, Vol. 16, No. 3, 2014 46


www.SID.ir

ity gl (Bl e g5 g (Ul ke (0l 5 e

Bl dagd < (e (bl 5w yF Sl 5% 665 83T L ilylg ol gl Ao Y Jgaa

0 F Ms df ool e
-1o* Vo /¥ avaa/ra avaa/va ) ELC S EYYY
N SIVA PR IRY 5.¥85/.Y ) ST aagi x (Ko (3l 51 ey
AA/SD 2VORYS A (Bl 4 g5) Uas
B p<a/rd F p<a/en)

09,5 90 4 OlalS &y Cond (B! dar g3 O o D lasilin! Byl g (lao Y Jouia

ol Fe byl 5 o YU e byl 5 o olals’
(n:‘".) (n:“‘.)
SD M SD M
Iy AR Va/va -Yo/y- S loda] 0alS g
YY/AY AR fo/v¥ -Y/ay RS

Ui P st an el Ol Sl s e
Cllsl i L elde 55 s s sasT & e
G iy WU 5 e Saan Ol 55 olaz|
oo Wb s gl (r=0AY P<s/ren0) Wil
S I g SlalS 4 ol e g e 2L
sl a5 Sl QU 5 s s elexs
Gk ol s slalisuag olds ¢l
T elubes ol La g3 s3] L2815 Ol 03,568
Cl s gssesl STy Ols sl ClldS U e
i 5 Ol e SLS L abai| s laals
o S A SOl ]
S s Sl sas Ol e ol iy Sleds
sl il a5 Ol s (8 el olds
Cb S b sl isuag s 6l
sl S DTS S esIIL bl ke
Ny sl s Shhed) ¥ ox (VSJJLA‘} g
i ey (L LS 5 el ] s0Suag

a3 e 0L ) ol s Y s
a5 ol S1aS s es e 0L W ol
s FO0A)=\ /e mY=2/N0p=2/2+Y) bl
bl o g X ke L )l Sl ey el
el lslirs (F(V 50A)= VA d)Y=1/1 s p=+/+\Y)
Slad gas 6l t Osesl 5l eslizal L lslas Jolas il
Sals gl g el ol ELE et ) Jie

1. Filler
2. Congruent
3. Incongruent

Y [EY-0Y] VFAY oF o jlad NV Lo o 25 LS p ke slaojl

S8 bl Sl e ol 00 Asla gasesl ai |
g(+)g@&£;éu}>5‘q@@ﬁ)s.wﬁ
G e 3 ipg3 iJo-J»)sj@Upl}AOH S
Cdsdan alS 55 laamin Cul dhd Cl)y
g Ay ey il 053 5 S, Al pl5a 00
ol e As SldS 5 S Kl slabal sl
o S s gl s el e S 5e] ST
Gae o Shn Jle 53 503 S oK o Al
SLdS Ools JLAB L e 5 335 )5k 4 calal O
odd all ibi Cyr bl WlSemino slicer
Sl rlad ol A8 Jasie |y (Cly L)
S o od sl el S L sl Sl ol
3 S e |y ahl Cogr a3l Al Sl e
slel a_sstjr)l)_awu sl ol b gin i8S
el Sid S AT s sl on g eme)s 350 0
YY 5 (Lot — Lag) ool OF 23,5 18 45 das e
$Si 3503 LIS s lagnly J S sl 5 2 S
2 3 eShdg OldS gl ouis sl 5 st
Ol (L L) edS  Olge 4 (ol i S
il Sl o =Sl ST 55 53 3 e
Lol ool g el G258 )0 oSS L G0 505
Ll aids Voos Wi 1) cadSs cpl o sesl ,a .l
bt Cgr sl ol s a8 Lla i S uS e
edd b § Lo s Uas (S s oLl | el &1

I LU REI

sl
S ale e Ul e s 4l 4 e L

47 Advances in Cognitive Science, Vol. 16, No. 3, 2014


www.SID.ir

OHSad 5 i

4 -
3

3

a P

3

)

3 .

2

.
i

Y

v

b

o 33yl i v P

il 0aS wagd Ol 4 (Bl dags )3l 9 YU (e (2b5)! 5 v 1)1 Ulgegs ©oglis —) lges

Cpnd g0 S 5 g ol 3l ol as e Ol
33 0,805 4SS UiS oy gas LS el 3 slen]
il glaaca i oLl s ol (ool -
(Y Y8 s (g3, Shes 5 (ol (g al) Ll
I =t usbe ‘&\Jul WS s 4> S
a0l Slidss ax g 3,50 elanrl o Lol
OUl g 5 oS sls 0L Jhasiy ool ol ony
Sbaadlpo 51 (SO oS ol e (plosl B e 5 sl
ot ol oozl Ol el e Sl L
OLE o Ol el sSidg SlS o
ki aul e 5 Oldlas il s s e
Il s plaaslas o glyime 055 ool
otz 5l 5l S gy b an cieal elasl Ol e
L N L b e Sledlbl a4 elazrl Lol
L b o Sledbl a5 dyls bl ax 5 Ol
Ol sl ey s sla oo L oYWl

(YY) Las oS
Ol sl ol glaa i L gl ol glaasl
Sl A sl i 5 (6,8 e Lla e 0L &S
23 5 35— e Ol 5 3 ol Sl glse 5
St Ll Glms glac e osliss 5 ubacde
S S s el Q) Sl gaen 3515 age
S Glls Ol 5 s el su S
sl = S5 e 58 4s b Lk e b))

BE (,_fj Sy e sl B e 5 ghls DUl 5
o RS g LS 4 o ]
(BON)= =V e/o) Pp<e/rer0) Kls golslas oslas
sl o5, S s g s S s S Sy s
(EOA)= = /VAY P=2/8Y) il odalin (g lslina
SlalS a1 ool a5 Sl el ke ¥ s
o Shls Ul 8 s s 5 el saSuug
Ao o0 0L S 505 st oLl

SlalS o sl e 5 ol e (Sl i lis
S e Seas 0L 5 3 elaze] 2S00
G 35) o b L oS 5ol e )
il Sl e s OUlgar g5 a8 sls OLaS (ol
e S LS i sl e
Las e QLS gulslima (SY0O/VY) e ol
Ol 5 53 a8 Jb= 5 (((YA)=—4/4A P<:/++10)
oy 3l g S Ee oS e Ll S e sl
LS edalile clazslsis iy olds 4 ol
ol ml ) Sl el (E(YA)=V/VA p=+/+AY)
e e Ol

S 5 dom 9 Som
Sl s el Ol ksl gl ls (gl
Ll Sl s il a oo oloz| slacnd go 5l (lils o

[EY-0Y] \FAY o 6 jlad N Jlu ¢ 2513 pghe glagsl, EA

Advances in Cognitive Science, Vol. 16, No. 3, 2014 48


www.SID.ir

ity gl (Bl e g5 g (Ul ke (0l 5 e

03 e S UG S e 5l e 55 Olasl sl bLS )|
et Sl (o p Al L ol s sl
5 el s S L s s (£1.072Y4TY)
33 &L&:ﬁ:\ a5 Ol .l gunanl (£0) oL
Al oS e ool 3l e L U
gl ST 3 as el e 2R n
0Ll 55 53 ol POl g il LIS 5 lanls
a5 34y (0V-EV V) Lles S eslaiul O lazs
33 e 2l 5l e glls Ul 5 s bl
3o shls 0L 58 s bl a5 Ol
sl a5 ke 5o b sl B S L oS b))

OV ) ol s
Coale i Ctlid gl Gadew ol laanl
5 s sBs 5l Sl 0lhss elex| o sl
Sl S s 35 el e Sl 35ls
Sl bl 0Ll 5 3 anag L ks e e
b8 Ll e o8 5 2l bl elan]
Oloys a ol 5 gws 3505 3y (sdaled AL ails
claoleys o b 5l slaml Olsl sl s
LS a5 ol 4 e (gl - LS
55 b Jeol ole (a0l L(0Y) 358 0 ol &
Sl ey Sleys dgrlse 5 elonrl Glaclen (555l
So o Ll Usss o el slalo! sl lyls
il 5, Ol 5 ool amslic b e
b 503 Ssls e 5 Syl sl S g
s pah s Gl s STl of Sl
5 el Ol ol Wil sl SVl o sl
Sheslital L Olg e cd2lanils le (28 Ol
ol sl s 5l - ol sladls s
Cam 5 68 s PH Dleps il Tgs 8 ol
e (OF) e 35 e 5l L e syl
S bl Ol Sl 5 #al [ alags S s
Slas las maly 53 Aol g b e il 4S5 S
Sl Blad el Ol sl gl ol 5
L Shasi ol o ld s s ol dadsal Sl
gl 35 oplite ) (ol 53 ol Sla s

1. Introspective Information

2. Internally Generated Information

3. Attentional Control
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