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This study examined how attention influences the affective priming effect in terms of temporal variation by measuring the LPP.
Participants were required to pay their attention to an emotional picture (unpleasant/neutral) or a checkerboard picture which was
presented simultaneously (a prime stimulus). After the presentation of the prime stimulus, an emotionally neutral target picture was
presented. Participants were required to evaluate the target picture valence. The evaluation of the target pictures was more negative
when processed by the unpleasant prime pictures. Furthermore, the affective priming effect was larger when they attended to the
unpleasant picture. Notably, when participants allocated their attention to the emotional prime picture, a significant negative
correlation between the magnitude of the priming effect and the LPP in the time epoch of 500-600 ms was observed. The result
suggests that the allocation of attentional resources to the emotional picture would influence the relatively earlier processing, and it
would result in the larger affective priming effect.
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