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H E:B 0 B8 ESRRIR T AN O N AT RS 4o it e Tt AR e Y e R LA . ik R A R A ST
5 RF A ST B HORA, B A RS 32 30 B (randon-dot kinematogran, RDK)4E 478 X,k # - Hir [ 32 3h 4m 50 52 )
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BT 1R oAk, R A T AR B B 32 B S 50 ) BT 6 RO B 42, P2 R 4 B L F T i GE R 4 LPP T 34 0k ha 1A

TN, AR 0.75 KT ik ) MR 22 B Je 0T 5 K0 N2 K ha 18 2 K

o Lk R MK XY ) 2 B 4 i A T A AR A

ARAFELG, WS E GRS T W RE ) 40t e Tk JE e b, iE E 425 AL ) 38 5% 5 2 V) 32 3h 4e 30 e T F- SR>
BOE B R RN, VAN B KA Ik Sk dl R B I .
KR F A K AL Bl T2 5 i VL SE B e O 5 R B2 B B TE K

HE %S :G804.8 SCHRFRIRES : A

U O PRV IR 4 O AT 45 ] HAS T S5 1 A E R B
SR B R] PR T B AR R R B A LA G —
Il 5% SV (Koolhaas et al., 2011) o Hi T &tk 1 02
A HUAR S I P 52 B AR 2 R A SN R i, B A
SR RS G AR A I 9 e LA B i 3 R A R A . T IE 9
RV, A PR N o 1IN ATT i v R CE 1 A
(Shackman et al., 2011) . BFFEIE &I, 75 = 5 O S G TR
RS, AN A W38 2 MV BEAT: 55 1Y S g s 1) 8¢ 48 (Nie-
derhut, 2009) . 7Eff AP b, 20k B0 o 3 2 12
i 25 V3R RO B BT R A 3 1A A ok S R AR
i B 45 - iz )2 (prefront cortex , PFC) (1A %1 31 E ( Arnsten,,
2009; Sénger et al., 2014) . WF5Y % W, B3 < 6 55 75 2
PFC 2 5 (AT 55 B0, A T BRI A 28755 Tl g (9 47 o >J 18
J5 2 LAR B8 51 5% (Arnsten, 2009; Sandi et al., 2007) .
e — B f] BRI AT 55 v, o 2O A S o B I, Sk
WA ) T AR AR RN D) BE (Qi et al., 2017) . PhIF]iE
B 1 5t (coherent motion perception ) /F 24 tA %1 T GE 401 $a,
14— A2 B 2H BB 4, [ B 2 P A A R - R S A2 Bl
e RE 1 i B B8 B Z — (Robertson et al., 2014)
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BRI (L [E] a2 ) il Be ) W O 2 7 ) (G 4
2013) . KT Il 3l ke 4 B 50 0 2 S R T Y
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al., 1988) %%, fipiz s Wit K-Fizsh 59 izgh. A
5% 2K Fl RDK AT 55 i 7K SF-52 312 52 3L U ()42 20 00 o 9 )

s EE: 2020-10-26; 1&1THEA: 2021-02-08

E&WE: ERARPEAEEG FWH (31671161) KT HIA =R
FHIFH: 4 505 H (20200 TA03).

F—EEE N TR 1988-) 95 PRI, 191, 32 2E0F 58 T 1) A
Hiz DB E-mail: jifuwang@yangtzeu.edu.cn,

SBEEEE N RE0966-), 5, 2082, WA WA, 2
WE9E 7 16 AR F 38 80 B2, E-mail: qichangzhu@whsu.
edu.cn,

69



CIRBERIE) 2021 4F (55 41 4 ) 45 2 3]

Wi 55 .

P IE) B B A 52 B 2 R R R 2 . AR R, -
SO K2R 2 BT AR [ PR I 4R AS AR A U B
T3 g AE () 2SR 5L B RS ) ) 4% (Hallen et al.,
2019) . Koldewyn % (2011) #fF53 & 3K, [ AL AE 28 & 09 B )
12 2l 1 B 3 s T R AR, B A A A B
SR B E PR K A O B B T T . A AT B R
R 5 I U [R5 Bl 0 o B BR KN BE L AR O, R
A RE 7B R R AL, P[] 3 2 610k 13 B2 6 {1 ( Grrinter et
al., 2009), Kunchulia 2§ (2019) A58 & 3, S4E52 AAH L,
%EAH@Wﬂ‘fﬁJiﬂﬁ’E‘z%ﬁﬁﬂfTﬁk R )32 2
B BRI o AE 3X S 5 PR 2 DS 4 S 0 B
A SansE] zrsz%ﬂ?é%ﬂm&%E%ﬁﬁo (ERUR SR EAY. 2!
S 0 B R OGS At AN TR Bl 1 52 ) L Qi 4 (2020) & B,
LMk B R E R R T R T R . DS
— RGBS BN AT LA TR B B R AT 5
B9 AT R BAk, DL B 3% a8 H v 8 W8 UR A B A (Wang et al.,
2020) . MWFSE IR A , 2t 0 B S P IR) 32 2l 0o
195G R i AN WA, B DG A% 28 5 00 0 =2 0] B B i A
g, 2O BN BOTT BB 23 XA K 14 B W] J B RN BE g O
e R P SE N

+ JE = (Kahneman ) $& tH (4 I HTEE IR &7 FH 24 00N
AN AR IR A B A ATTHE A 5 T Py BB XA B B 5
HEAT A3 BC L DR U A AR B2 A A A T T 58 BOA AT 55
B (09 B AR S — P A BR 9 B8 U5 ( T2 45, 2006 ; Kahne-
1979) ; Pessoa (2009 ) £ i 11 X 35 4+ B A A
S, AU T 515 25 0 30m TR AT e A A R
TN IR AT 5 4 o A0 O B 808 15 25 03, 1T B
38 s A SEAT 45 0@ T T A, & e s e Tad
h—E BRI . Qi AF (2017) BT K 8L, ATHE R
PR T go/mogo 1T 55 3 TR P2 I M sk /N 17T N2 I8 1 44
i, Uh B AT S0 BN SRR SR AT LA Ao v L

man et al.,

PR Y e AR R R o e R R A S IO AT o AR
AL G AT N FEEG $8 45, oE — D 58 20tk 0 B

O 1R TR12 Bl A 145 e B P AEAE R BIL]

2 F B[4z 2 %0 5 (9 ERP A 43 , Taroyan %5 (2011) %
JH 3 Ff K- (9 B3 [6) 32 3 AE: 55 (10% . 25% Fi1 40% ) T3 T
9 % [EA B B 0 ARG Dy R Z sh e Re L A5 R R
B, L0 ERP A4 (P1, N1, P2) B0 ERP 43 1 % 1 5
W vE AR 2 TR) 2 S AN W 3 L Rl JE ERP SEIR Y R, AT
FEBEIOR R 5 G FEAT 55 (MIST AT 55 ) 1E R LR = 2
P U BN B75 & 1) T BE (Dedovic et al., 2005) , 2k B )5 i)
MISTE%EPJ%E@%%%‘——"ﬁ@fiﬁ%@&ﬁfi.Km’*ﬁ

MR AE T S B TR AR ) 5 4 2 PR VE A U (B S 158
ﬁiﬁxééi,ﬁlﬂ’a RDK 1T 45 J5 3X ( Braddick , 1974) 1 9 ¥EA 3 ]
BB RE IR 55 o B AR R B I ] 4 R
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1Y) ERPs 52 35 B AR PRGE 20O F N IO B3 7] 52 311 60 5 5% 1
E’JTJ:U\EE,QEEE%%'E WA AH G BRI SL R, W5 R

LI 2R A 5 4 ) 25 F T A B )58 3 e AT 55 AT
jﬂ%%\?ﬂﬂ?ﬁ%#,”UU}[EJEKJJE%*PI\PZ\N2E‘LQ&
6 34 1F A% 43 (late positive potential, LPP) 3F- ii7 IF £ 47 7E
k2 S, ELB A P IRk KT B 38 T e Y B R
Ik 32 T A4 T R i T

1 HRAZE
11 X

2 MR Qi % (2017) WA 5% , JF 38 13 G*power 3.1.9 115
FEA K/ (Faul et al., 2007) , 00 842 048 07 22 53 M b
F F2 40 B 32 AR (AL B3t ) (il L ge i A 5 T ik
F) 0.8 J 1 AF RN it (d=0.25) T 75 B S FEAR B R 19, Bl
BL 5 KL BE A% 25 44 761 K 2% AR I R DL 5 4 A 4k 2
(Beck, 1967) 1§ # IR B TF M R (G B M %, 2007) .
UCLA Pk 22 (Russell, 1996 ) 4 Kz g 4t [T 1 56 (X #5
45, 2008 ) X 3 A 2 IR A | IR 2 B s ) S 4 e
HEAT O A, K 25 2 B R AL F M ARIR S A AR
IF) B 7 A AT DR A L A 3ol Y o i B A IR
A 5 i PR DU 56 v A a1 A R XUAR 12 00 37 e S 1
AL T I — FE LK P o B, HER TR DG w R A A A
X SR A5 R, A R B R, BN A
FIF o W TA 2 2w Dk ik 22 i 50 55k (PRt 3k vk
B R T R IR G 50% i BLE INR BT D) | e SE R
YHAAT R F 5 ERP B 3 Ty il A 23 &4 (12 55,11 &,
AR 19.78 %) o SLG ) FEAS B AR AR SRR T
L AL
1.2 F¥%t

ST A PR 2R B S T, R S R EOK P
2 (I 2% A 5 45 1 2% A ) X B Tm) P KT 3 (50% ., 75%
100% ) , Horpr g 32 0l 3 i B A AR B2 1 i B ] 44 7K S
0% [ RO RE WA [ AR B O AL AR . AR
Bl 52 I B o 52 B 3l e B SN ) L R IE ) %
ERP A 5€ i 43 (P1 . P2 I N2) 11 0 % i {8 5 0 vk AR 201, LA
e LPP 124 P i 4
1.3 ##t

S50 4 Ak A A AN 43

Ho—, 20 BN TS K S BB R S 19 MIST 4E: 5538
3,0 160 3 038 H (414,78 X 2.16 5 ) , 93 77 224
W7 T e 25 RS2 KT 1038 J2 /N T 10, /N T 10 W) 5 2 1 4k
B F B, AR T 10 M)A B A B TR

H =, B[54 2 A1 g ) A L SR H Newsome 4
(1988) WF 5t ¥ [l iz #h %0 3¢ (1) RDK v =X, ¥ [F142 ) J7 1] oy
AP gl () A2 sl ) A7), b BEAL S5 PR IR 3 s L
153510 0% . 50% . 75% . 100% , B AL 5, 5 P ] 42 50 55 1 %k
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S5 20U RN O B[R] 3E B R GE BB B HAL - 25T ERP AN

AT 100 A LA B s A - (0.3X0.3)° %
1.85 5/ 2 B Bl B - 5.0 s |, BT S [ WA - (50X 48)°;
SERE 0.1 cd/m’ ], PRIF] 5 A2 B ] R 2 000 ms , 552 50 0847
il H Matlab 44 i 15 , — 32 7 008, WA A% 20120 WMV
12X, 43 HEA 2 800X 600 dpio Ay 34 i i 55 4 3 2 P Y
B 3B AR, AR E KR 0 6 30 8okt Rt IR 1k
K- O B4 S 8 AR T 100 A A5 1432 3 7 1 24 2 Bl
BILA, kN 5 2 i s 2 e s 6 [) s s T AR Ay it
BN S 5 W — A5 o oAb RO R, 2 By [R]
I8 B ) O T AT I R B N A Y TR, S ]
32 Bl 05 ) Ay e Ae I T B T A 1 P
1.4 it42

D) B A S50 % i, S5 g 0 W15 D se
IS 3R (ARG AR A L 46 1) 0 56 55 ) 5 2 IR S T o
B RS HEEIR MR  UCLA I & 26 DL B BB
D56, 8K S I 0 L2 JE AR AT 0 A HE IR B0 A8 Ao B %
o NS 2500 2 0 A B DL 23 8] DA AT RE T 55 25 1 ok
o 2) FI A B HL Easycap64 T BB IE , 7 A ST HE,
it A FEL B S BB 2 5 kQ LI TR . 3) Fikeh & Bk
5 N2 DA B 52 9 48 5 08 45 kA S 3 0 BLIR AT g5
KPR S N S TS5 S B R AR E I OR R IR
P R A B R 0 24 70 em, I S 56 0 B AU B OR B
HEE Sk R R SE. 4) DRI BL. B
B R BT AL E IR R E R e
LA C BB, WO, A E R 60 s, 5) %k
S HIEASLT B (B 1), WABY B 2 X B T4
W B 3 [R) 3 3 1 5E AT 55 v A B f , LR it S T S
B3 T 1) 0 B B E A S A B R RN DTSSR
S5 A 25 R A BN 1 TE A 5 L R R B 5 A R
2 BN T3 S I IR (700~ 800 ms Bifi L) 1Y He A8 (R T L 4%
THU/NT) BRI T RBNE RS . #l %) 45
Ja A HEEZSE I B B . 1 2S5 B B AL FE 6 1 block :
Hi— g 8 A E (160 A trail ) 5 95 — A g 45 80 46 2F (160 4~
trail) , 3t 320 /> trail, P[] P 7K 53 51 24 0% . 50% . 75% .
100% , ¥ 43 55 40 4> trail (£ 45 4 —2F ) , Horh &> trail B AL
B NI S SR Z T A — A4S 2R block . H
o, S HEBRAT: 95 E BE (9 52 A, USRS R R AR AR O R
45 M B H & —30 . i TR A R T, Ok ke iR
J 3500 A B B S B iR 22, WF YR H ABBA B3k 17 8 i
(i) -6 A2k FHL, BD 7 35— 4 o) 09 o — I S R HEA T PR 4%
P Z AR S 5~ 10 min , DA 5 R AN 55 1 22 8] Y 28 B2 o
WA, 7E Db I ) A S B S 3R L — T i
Bl 19 538 1) 22 510 A (100% 4% 14, 1) 72 i 5 45 - B9 F 4k
) A7 F B AL 1 T ) s R BT A2 B Y X S B LIS B
(0% 45, AT 22 04T ¥ il B g ) 5 — =5 4332 2l 1 A5 1)
Ze sl A7, HABIE 3 i a3 BEHLIZE 3 (50% . 75% & 1F
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EALE BB iR
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Figure 1. Experimental Flow Chart of the Effects of Acute

Psychological Stress on Coherent Motion Perception

1.5 #7hF 8%
A7 805 32 % E-prime 2.0 50 0F R 4 |, 3+ K H Ex-
cel 2007 F A5 4 g 44 Bl N A PR 5 A AR 4 T Sl i
AT S5 10 0 B 55 5, DL AN [ R R AT R R
R} R ER R, SR FH SPSS 17.0 %) 23 £ Wk 7E A W & F
B TE 00 38 B B i R A TR AR R G it e W . FE TR T I
8 Chi-square £ 3 o 7E S L I 5 T, DAL K ~F- 5 03 [m] 14
KT Al TR 3R o 5 oy 2 43 BT L A RO W W AT
A R A AR 3 W AT (R 2008 43T
1.6 JEeitFE ot
Jigi H, &0 s 3 20 it Recorder 4K 14 5% £ |, Sk H BrainVi-
sion Analyzer 2 X {F AT B & e Ar S AL B, S8 BIr R
FH BP 15 %5 1) 64 5+ i H E #¢ BEUIEI PR 10-10 3R 55 %8 ¥ A AL
AFz SR AL Al . TEZRIC SR S5 Bl fy FCz A4, J5 W]
BB O ¥ S EHIRE N T A IRIE T
1 cm &b, K FHR IS TZE MR IR AR A0 | om dib o (5 5 SR RE i
g1 000 Hz, JE I 35 6 0.01~100 Hz. 25 28 i o 55 4 4k
B 98 I3 1 0.01~ 35 Hz, >R 2057 B 4343 F1 12 (indepen-
dent component analysis ) $Usll I+ 2 B HR 2l £ 36 , [ B 25 85 11
I # d £80 pV AY £l i (artifact rejection) o A 7% A [A] i
WOKT T B W IR 32 20 %056 19 ERP ARRAE AR 48 3 W12 3l A
B ) I I I Bl S PR B B 25 R EEG & i 1K E
9-200~1 000 ms (3 1 200 ms) , £k >y 3 I o) 38 5 # i
9200 ms, & T ERP 193 MK AL, Picton 55 (2000) A , i
T ERP S50 1 72 2 32 S HR Bk LA PR 305 15 B 0 4 158 45 TR
EQIIFA ISV RN o8 =11}/ € ) G i (R G CE U )
T, £ SR A M- B R 33, KT 301K
ERP 43 H7 43 S N5 & 38 43 5 03 [R) 3z 3l 05 3 43
— 71, 7E N PO & EB A, AR A T AUF 9% 45 2R (Bertsch et
71
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al., 2011; Qi etal., 2016), -5 5 ERPs &\ -3 | 2= 53 ik
TE B, R 307 & B Bk B Pz A POz 7 4 43 Hf N1 AL 1)
M 55, N1 8 43 B B 18] 2 27 80~200 ms (Reinvang et al.,
2000) ; BEHL PO3 . PO4 il POz 1F 4 43 H7 P2 AL 43 (A HEL AR 45,
P2 A% 43 (4 43 #r BF E] % A 150~250 ms (O toole et al.,
2012) o 35—y i, 76 Y 18 Bl R0 388 43, 4K H Hi A T
F Al (Manning et al., 2019 ; Niedeggen et al., 1999) , 1} [f]
iz Bl HVGE 23 BT (9 BRP % 4y £ ZEALHE P1LP2 N2 DL K i
1E 4 (LPP) . 45 4 ERPs 57 29 R 2% 52 fisi Hb JE &1, 4% 0
43 B BsF i) 7 R EE AR o ELAAR AR < PO 43 A B TR) 7 A o]
B W5 60~ 160 ms, 73 7 1B 3 0 A2 47 5 3R X P3PS

PO7 P4, P6.,POS; P2 AL 43 HY B [A] 5 & 150~300 ms, 2 Hr
FL M 55 4 P3PS \PO7 . P4 \P6 . POS8 ; N2 i 43 A B[] 747 A 3
B 5 S 100~300 ms, 43 A1 L B S B IX POz, PO3 |
POA4 ; I 18] 1E )i 3 LPP 1 11 8] 1 24 400 ~-600 ms, 43 4 H1
e 52 P3PS P4 P6. R FH H &My 25 43 B 7 1 B
TP & FR 43 R [ 32 Bl R uE B8 43 77 2R 1K) ERP Ry HEAT 22
SR, A 28 RO R R BG4 T . EE A A 25 4y
BT v 5 AN W R KO8 A 3, T 7 22 43 AT B9 P AH R T Green-
house Geisser 75 1% 1E , fT 45 3 &4 W 1 2 & b4 338 o
Bonfferni /7 4% 1F .

2 R
2.1 ATAFER

TE LTS R A OS5 T T TC R AR AR ¢ R 36 R B0
AT 55 o R 3 4% 2 B9 IE O B R P A5 43 (13.86+£5.29) &
AL TSR (17.0524.49) ,=3.32, P<0.01 ; H{ ik 78 1 i
FAF I T BRAS SERAT 4 (43361 11.70) W3 K T
i #7543 (37.50+£7.03) , =-2.95, P<<0.01 (& 2) . fE.L:34
555 S L B T, I 3 A% 1 T o0 BEAT S R B T
Pl 25 A (1=-8.81, P<<0.01) , 7 A& F1F T (140 55 15 2%
TN T EH A (2=13.94, P<<0.01) . ¢ B % 3% 76 I 0%
RS 90 55 B 0 I 458 B LI 0 SR AAIG 0 B AT 55 2
T IO R AR -

P 0K P O 85 #2241 o IR 44 7K 5F- (0.50,0.75
1.0) ol P A5 B, S gt 3 S 7 B s AT 19 PR 2R A e
FEOTNT o BE BRI R B AR S B T 2 R K O SRR
B3 F, ,,=10.76, P<0.01, =033, F )5 £ 5 & I M =
813.14<<M,=906.15 ; P} [i] ¥ 7K - F2 B WL W35 L Fy g5 5005 =
87.73, P<0.01, 2=0.80, M,s=1 012.69, M,,=812.26, M, ;=
753.99 (E1 3A) , AT UL 25 Db [ P4 7K SF- 9 385 0, 4 sz oz B
BURAE A . T R R I, 4 BB [ K P 5 P L A A
e EEE S (P<0.01) , BB B RIE A R 3 , Bt s
SN i 8 2 PR R AT 5 I K T 5 B ) PR K P 38 B R
E L F s =1.97,P>0.05, 7=0.08 . £ S iF i 3 J7 1 -
VLR 3K S 55 b R) 4 7K 8058 L3R Chi-square £ 55 , 25 4R
72

H *=0.26, df=2, P>0.05, 1t B i 3K 7 55 B [ PR K7

A B AR R AR ST, B A HAE RIS 35 o LARNEOK T

A% 4t 1) Chi-square £ 5 , 25 S R x*=0.04, df=1, P>0.05,

Wb AN [ W 7K 7 T 3 [ KﬁﬂjfﬁﬂktﬁEﬁﬁ]K%#
A DLW AR K (R — 48 4 Y Chi-square K5 5 , 4

%ﬁx2:17.84,d#2,P<0.01,wmma]mlﬂ‘r@kww&ﬁt

FWT I A 2% 22 S 3 (&1 3B) , BifE B[R] M KT B 35 T, %
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Figure 2. Averaged Subjective Ratings of State Anxiety (A) and
Positive Affect (B) in the Stress and Control Conditions
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Figure 3. Results of Reaction Time (A) and Accuracy (B) at

Different Stress Levels and Coherent Levels
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K AR A 5 BOKFS TAR AN B3 (P>0.05), TF
N1 W 30 1 7 TR, F AR A 8 RO 55 I KT R B AR
2 (P>0.05) ; BB A7 5 0 K7 22 AR W,
F(, =542, P=0.03<0.05, 7,=0.20 , fiij 530 5 43 BT A %% B0
PP Z RAETE 25 57

X ¥ P2 W TR AR AT T, 2 BN BOK T FE A0 AN
F(, ,=0.73, P>0.05, 7,=0.03; Hi #f {o & & 0 A i 3% ,
F(, 1=1.37,P>0.05,17,=0.06 ; W ¥ 7K F- 55 o 4l 7 78 52 A
MR B E £ T F, ,,,=2.45,P>0.05,7=0.10, X} P21



LR

s AR AR BNTHON D12 Sl J6E R e AL < 3T ERP BYIIESE

P W 55, N EOK O ERON E L F 5, =7.70, P=0.01, 5=
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Figure 4. The Grand Average Waveform of P2 (A) and

Topographic Map (B) at Different Stress Levels

DA EZ B AR Sy o P X6 T PSRRI 5
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5 %2 B, 0.50 /K V- B [R152 20 1 P10 fR ) 2 25 F 0.75
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LB A B RN 3 L F s g505,=3.07, P=0.03, 77=0.12, 5
JE RIS R I, P3 HL B S A P WA VE AR ) B T PS R
(P<<0.01), P4 HLHK 5104 P1UETE AR 5 25 40 F POS HL Bl 45
(P<0.05) ; %*&ﬁﬁ'ﬁmlﬁl'rbk%icﬁf’ﬁﬁﬁ %,
F g =344, P<<0.05, 72=0.14 , ifF — 2 fif fa #8013 53 H7
FW,7E0.50 7K L PS5 HLM o P1 TR U] 2 25 K F P4
e & (P<<0.01) .P6 HL# i (P<<0.05) Fll PO8 Hi #f 5 (P<
0.05) , 7£ PO7 5 P4 HL# 55 0.50 7K - Hih [l iz 3 P1 ik AR 1) &2
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students’ Sport and Health Subject Key Competence. Although the above three concepts are still controversial, they have jointly
formed three influential theoretical forces of the current sports reform and sports education reform in China, and their differences
and disputes are conducive to forming a new focus of academic debate.

Keywords: physical literacy; sports core makings; the sport and health subject key competence; sports concept
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Abstract: Objective: To explore the intrinsic ERP features of the effects of acute psychological stress on the processing of coherent
motion perception by using a dual-task paradigm. Methods: The mental arithmetic task with uncontrollability and social threat
evaluation was used to induce acute psychological stress, and the coherent motion perception was evaluated by using RDK task
paradigm. Results: With the increase of coherence ability, the reaction time was gradually shortened and the accuracy was gradually
increased; in addition, the latency of the P2 component was gradually shortened. Compared to the control condition, the reaction
time of coherent motion perception tasks was shorter, the appearance of P2 component was earlier, the average wave amplitude of
the late positive component (LPP) was lower, and the N2 wave amplitude induced by the 0.75 level of coherence was higher under
stress condition. Conclusions: There was a positive association between coherence and the processing of coherent motion perception,
the attention efficiency was higher when the coherence was greater. Under the stress condition, the processing speed of coherent
motion perception was accelerated, and the ability of attention control was enhanced. The results showed that the attention resources
were invested earlier in the early stage of coherent motion perception processing, and the inhibition continues of the occipital area
was weakened in the late stage.

Keywords: ERPs; acute psychological stress; coherent motion perception; RDK task paradigm
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