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This study investigated that the somatizing tendency group would have both attentional biases and memory biases for

somatic-symptom words. As a result of previous studies, the tendency of somatization consistently showed a tendency of bias in

somatic symptoms-related words. The purpose of this study is to investigate the bias of somatic symptoms-related words using

probing task. Also, the aim of this study indicates that significant impairment in memory inhibiting affects people of somatizing

tendency group differently from the normal people. The subjects were college students who showed high somatizing tendency at

Somatic Symptoms Index(SSI-3/5) developed by Rief in 1996. As a result, First, the somatizing tendency group presented

significant short reaction time for somatic-symptoms words in 2000m sec. Second, The results of the test show that the RIF

effect both types of words(somatic symptoms related & neutral) has been found on control group. The RIF effect of somatic

symptoms words, however, has failed to affect the test result of the somatizing group. In other words, the somatizing tendency

group more remembered the somatic-symptom words than the neutral words. These results suggested that the somatizing patients

group have both attentional biases and memory biases for somatic-symptom words. Therefore, the hypothesis in which the

somatizing patients group would have both attentional biases and memory biases for somatic-symptom words was partly supported
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Figure 1. probe task of expressing related with body-illness word stimuli, positive, negative,

neutrality word stimuli using Pictogram
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Table 1. response time of probe task according to groups, word stimuli. values are expressed as mean and standard error

control group

somatization Group

word stimuli (n=15) (n=15)
M SE M SE
body—illness related stimuli

405.40 28.43 367.95 18.80

(SOA 500ms)

positive stimuli
413.74 39.34 372.05 18.27

(SOA 500ms)

negative stimuli
414.24 34.26 366.10 20.46

(SOA 500ms)

neutral stimuli
410.63 31.05 366.31 18.77

(SOA 500ms)

body-illness related stimuli

434,85 26.69 367.91 20.31

(SOA 2000ms)

positive stimuli
433,53 35.21 396.85 24.30

(SOA 2000ms)

negative stimuli
446.73 37.15 398.17 30.74

(SOA 2000ms)

neutral stimuli
442.61 35.56 397.99 26.42

(SOA 2000ms)
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Figure 2. precision of Probe task according to groups

SOA 500ms 2000ms AAAR A T2 Dolz2o] Hl§] AA-AdE o
e 9 ola 3] o Foh Bl 9e AT tolzt
e 23} AN ol Aokl dig B B ax) 24
w0 oo AmmmEo oA 7% AT Figure 49} 5ol RS Aok AXAG
o e AeAg Gl dste] FAA0R dobas] gist
- of te te ave AESL. 1 A SARlA
- 500ms AAIAIAE7E 2000mste} BEAJo] felofat] B
= Aoz TR, 28)=6505.413, p ¢ .005]. 500msF(1,
o 28)=18.093 p = .000], 2000ms AAAZHE(, 28)=59.729,

body-illness  positive negative neutral
—Comatization Group = = Contral Group
Figure 3. response time interaction effect of Group,

word stimuli, SOA in somatization group
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Figure 6. word stimuli and interval example in RIF recall practice phase
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Figure 7. word stimuli and interval example in RIF recall phase
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Table 2. recall

stimuli, Rp. values are expressed as mean and standard deviation

rate(%) of RIF task according to groups, word

control Group  somatization Group

word stimuli (n=14) (n=18)
M SD M SD
neutral Rp+ 61 22 69 17
neutral Nrp 31 9 44 15
neutral Rp- 23 15 27 21
body-illness Rp+ 50 24 55 14
body—illness Nrp 30 11 32 14
body—illness Rp— 21 11 36 14
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