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Abgract To invegtigate the effectsof driving fatigue on auditory attention , a between-groups desgn was used. The control group in-
cluded 12 taxi drivers while thefatigue group included 15 taxi drivers who had been driving for ten hours. An auditory oddball pattern
was adopted. The standard stimulus was 800Hz , probahility 80 % target stimulus was 1000Hz , probahility 10 %; the new stimulus
were unds generated by a computer , probability 10 %. SOA was 1000ms. Duration of stimulus was 100ms. The subjects were asked
to press the mouse when hearing a target ound. We found that the distribution of P3a was mainly around the fronta lobe while that
of P3b was mainly around the peak lobe. The amplitudesof P3a and P3b were evidently lower ater driving fatigue. Our condluson is
that the ability of auditory attention declines ater driving fatigue.
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A Preliminary Research on the Sructure of College Sudents Mental
Health With a Healthy Personality Orientation

Cheng Ke, Huang Xiting
(Key Laboratory of Cognition and Persondity , School of Psychology , Southwest University , Chongging , 400715)

Abgract Based on literature reviews, this sudy constructed a theoreticad mode of college sudents menta hedth, and then con-
ducted an operrquestion survey of college students. Taking reference from smilar scdes, we st up theinitia verson of Mental Hedth
Scaefor College Sudents (MHSCS) . 4,452 studentsparticipated in the test of theinitia scae. The results showed that college stu-
dents menta health includes sx dimendons: hapy experience, interpersona harmony , active learning, emotiona regulation, god
purstit and chdlenges of life; The MHS- CSisvaid and rdiable in assesing college students menta hedth.
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