Appendix 1.
Overview of spatial cueing paradigm in the Cognition and Emotion literature.

On December 13th, 2017 we search the web of science for relevant articles to assess the extent to which there is widespread usage of the location task and interpretation of results in terms of attentional processes rather than in terms of response priming.


Of these 64 studies, 64 (100%) were interpreted in terms of attentional processes, whereas zero (0%) were interpreted in terms of response inhibition (Table A1).



	Table A.1
Overview of 77 papers (118 studies) citing Fox et al. (2001) and reporting studies with spatial cueing paradigms.

	Article
	Sample
	Task
	Ratio Valid/Invalid
	Stimuli
	Attention Interpretation

	Bar-Haim et al. 2011
	anxious children
	MSCT, location
	75:25
	Faces (anger, neutral)
	yes

	Bertels et al. 2011
Experiment 1
Experiment 2
Experiment 3
Experiment 4
	
normal
normal
normal
normal
	
MSCT, location
Dot Probe, location
MSCT, location
MSCT, detection
	
80:20
80:20
50:50
50:50
	
Words (negative, positive, taboo, neutral)
Words (negative, positive, taboo, neutral)
Words (negative, positive, taboo, neutral)
Words (negative, positive, taboo, neutral)
	
yes
yes
yes
yes

	Bocanegra et al. 2012
	normal
	Dot Probe, identification
	50:50
	Faces (fear, neutral)
	yes

	Broomfield & Turpin 2005
Experiment 1
Experiment 2
	
anxious vs. non-anxious vs. repressors
anxious vs. non-anxious
	
MSCT, location
MSCT, location
	
67:33
75:25
	
Words (threat, neutral)
Words (threat, neutral)
	
yes
yes

	Carlson et al. 2012
	normal
	Dot Probe, location
	50:50
	Faces (fear, neutral)
	yes

	Carlson & Mujica-Parodi 2015
	normal
	Dot Probe, location
	50:50
	Faces (fear, neutral)
	yes

	Cisler et al. 2010
	high contamination fear vs. low ~
	MSCT, identification
	67:33
	Picture (fear, disgust, neutral)
	yes

	Cisler et al. 2011
	normal
	MSCT, identification
	67:33
	Picture (fear, disgust, neutral)
	yes

	Cocia et al. 2012
	anxious vs. non-anxious
	MSCT, location
	50:50
	Faces (fear, neutral)
	yes

	Cooper et al. 2009
Experiment 1
Experiment 2
Experiment 3
	
secure vs. preoccupied vs. fearful vs. dismissive
secure vs. preoccupied vs. fearful vs. dismissive
secure vs. preoccupied vs. fearful vs. dismissive
	
MSCT, identification
MSCT, identification
MSCT, identification
	
75:25
75:25
50:50
	
Faces (anger, happiness, sadness, neutral)
Faces (anger, happiness, neutral)
Faces (anger, happiness, neutral)
	
yes
yes
yes

	Crump et al. 2013
	normal
	MSCT, identification
	50:50
	Faces (happiness, anger, neutral)
	yes

	D’Hondt et al. 2014
	normal
	Dot Probe, identification
	50:50
	Pictures (positive, negative, neutral)
	yes

	Eldar et al. 2010
	anxious vs. non-anxious
	Dot Probe, identification
	50:50
	Faces (anger, happiness, neutral)
	yes

	Ellenbogen et al. 2006
	depressed vs. anxious vs. normal
	MSCT, location
	75:25
	Pictures (dysphoric, threat, neutral)
	yes

	Ellenbogen & Schwartzman 2009
	anxious vs. normal
	MSCT, location
	75:25
	Pictures (dysphoric, threat, neutral)
	yes

	Ellenbogen et al. 2010
	normal
	MSCT, location
	75:25
	Faces (sadness, anger, neutral)
	yes

	Fox et al. 2008
	anxious vs. non-anxious
	Dot Probe, identification
	50:50
	Faces (happiness, anger, neutral)
	yes

	Gao et al. 2013
	normal
	MSCT, identification
	50:50
	Pictures (fat bodies, thin bodies, neutral)
	yes

	Gibb et al. 2016
	depressed mothers + children
	MSCT, location
	79:21
	Faces (anger, happiness, sadness, neutral)
	yes

	Hauschildt et al. 2013
	PTSD vs. no-longer PTSD vs. normal
	MSCT, location
	50:50
	Pictures (trauma, negative, threat, neutral)
	yes

	Holmes et al. 2005
Experiment 1
Experiment 2
Experiment 3
Experiment 5
	
normal
normal
normal
normal
	
Dot Probe, identification
Dot Probe, identification
Dot Probe, identification
Dot Probe, identification
	
50:50
50:50
50:50
50:50
	
Faces (fear, neutral)
Faces (fear, neutral)
Faces (fear, neutral)
Faces (fear, neutral)
	
yes
yes
yes
yes

	Holmes et al. 2006
Experiment 1
Experiment 2
	
anxious vs. non-anxious
anxious vs. non-anxious
	
MSCT, identification
MSCT, identification
	
50:50
50:50
	
Faces (fear, happiness, neutral)
Faces (anger, happiness, neutral)
	
yes
yes

	Holmes et al. 2014
	normal
	Dot Probe, identification
	50:50
	Faces (angry, neutral)
	yes

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Hu et al. 2014
Experiment 1
Experiment 2
	
schizophrenic vs. normal
schizophrenic vs. normal
	
MSCT, location
MSCT, location
	
50:50
50:50
	
Faces (threat, neutral)
Faces (threat, neutral) as targets
	
yes
yes

	Koster et al. 2004
	normal
	MSCT, location
	75:25
	Conditioned Patches (threat, neutral)
	yes

	Koster et al. 2005
	normal
	MSCT, location
	75:25
	Conditioned Patches (threat, neutral)
	yes

	Koster et al. 2006a
	normal
	MSCT, location
	50:50
	Faces (anger, happiness, sadness, neutral)
	yes

	Koster et al. 2006b
Experiment 1
Experiment 2
	
anxious vs. non-anxious
anxious vs. non-anxious
	
MSCT, location
MSCT, location
	
50:50
50:50
	
Pictures (high threat, mild ~, neutral)
Pictures (high threat, mild ~, neutral)
	
yes
yes

	Koster et al. 2007a
Experiment 1
Experiment 2
Experiment 3
Experiment 4
	
normal
normal
normal
normal
	
MSCT, location
MSCT, location
MSCT, location
MSCT, location
	
50:50
50:50
50:50
50:50
	
Pictures (high threat, mild ~, neutral)
Pictures (high threat, mild ~, neutral)
Pictures (high threat, mild ~, neutral)
Pictures (high threat, mild ~, neutral)
	
yes
yes
yes
yes

	Koster et al. 2007b
Experiment 1a
Experiment 1b
	
normal
normal
	
MSCT, location
MSCT, location
	
50:50
50:50
	
Faces (anger, happiness, neutral)
Faces (anger, happiness, neutral)
	
yes
yes

	Leland & Pineda 2006
Experiment 1
Experiment 2
	
normal
normal
	
MSCT, location
MSCT, location
	
75:25
75:25
	
Words (food-related, neutral)
Words (food-related, neutral)
	
yes
yes

	Leyman et al. 2009
	depressed bipolar disorder vs. normal
	MSCT, location
	50:50
	Faces (anger, happiness, neutral)
	yes

	Lien et al. 2013
Experiment 1
Experiment 2
	
normal
normal
	
MSCT, identification
MSCT, identification
	
25:75
25:75
	
Faces (fear, neutral)
Faces (fear, neutral)
	
yes
yes

	Massar et al. 2011
Experiment 1
Experiment 2
	
normal
anxious vs. non-anxious
	
MSCT, location
MSCT, location
	
75:25
75:25
	
Conditioned Patches (threat, neutral)
Conditioned Patches (threat, neutral)
	
yes
yes

	Matusz et al. 2015
	normal
	MSCT, identification
	67:33
	Faces (angry, happy, neutral)
	yes

	Milosavljevic et al. 2017
	autism vs. normal
	MSCT, location
	70:30
	Pictures (threat, neutral, positive)
	yes

	Mogg et al. 2008
	anxious vs. non-anxious
	MSCT, identification
	75:25
	Faces (anger, happiness, neutral)
	yes

	Moritz & Van Mühlenen 2008
	OCD vs. normal
	MSCT, location
	67:33
	Words (checking-relevant, paranoia ~, neutral)
	yes

	Mulckhuyse & Crombez 2014
Experiment 1
Experiment 2
Experiment 3
Experiment 4
Experiment 5
	
normal
normal
normal
normal
normal
	
MSCT, location
MSCT, location
MSCT, location
MSCT, location
MSCT, identification
	
50:50
75:25
50:50
75:25
50:50
	
Colored Frames (threat, neutral)
Colored Frames (threat, neutral)
Colored Frames (threat, neutral)
Colored Frames (threat, neutral)
Colored Frames (threat, neutral)
	
yes
yes
yes
yes
yes

	Noh & Isaacowitz 2011
	normal
	MSCT, location
	67:33
	Faces (happiness, neutral, anger)
	yes

	O’Hare & Dien 2008
	normal
	MSCT, identification
	75:25
	Faces (happiness, anger)
	yes

	Pan et al. 2017
	non-anxious
	MSCT, location
	50:50
	Pictures (high negative, medium ~, low ~)
	yes

	Park et al. 2013
Experiment 1
Experiment 2
	
normal female
normal female
	
MSCT, location
MSCT, location
	
80:20
80:20
	
Faces (fear, neutral)
Faces (fear, neutral)
	
yes
yes

	Pérez-Dueñas et al. 2009
Experiment 1
Experiment 2
	
anxious vs. non-anxious
anxious vs. non-anxious
	
MSCT, identification
MSCT, identification
	
50:50
50:50
	
Words (threat, positive, neutral) as targets
Words (threat, positive, neutral) as targets
	
yes
yes

	Pérez-Dueñas et al. 2014
Experiment 1
Experiment 2
	
anxious vs. non-anxious
anxious vs. non-anxious
	
MSCT, identification
MSCT, identification
	
50:50
50:50
	
Faces (happiness, anger, neutral) as targets
Faces (happiness, anger, neutral) as targets
	
yes
yes

	Poliakoff et al. 2007
	normal
	MSCT, identification
	50:50
	Pictures (flowers, mushrooms, snakes, spiders)
	yes

	Pool et al. 2014
Experiment 1
Experiment 2
	
normal
normal
	
MSCT, identification
MSCT, identification
	
50:50
50:50
	
Condition Images (reward, neutral)
Condition Images (reward, neutral)
	
yes
yes

	Pourtois et al. 2004
	normal
	Dot Probe, identification
	50:50
	Faces (happiness, fear, neutral)
	yes

	Pourtois et al. 2005
	normal
	Dot Probe, identification
	50:50
	Faces (happiness, fear, neutral)
	yes

	Pourtois et al. 2006
	normal
	Dot Probe, identification
	50:50
	Faces (happiness, fear, neutral)
	yes

	Preciado et al. 2017a
Experiment 1
Experiment 2
	
normal
normal
	
Dot Probe, identification
Dot Probe, identification
	
50:50
25:75
	
Conditioned Discs (reward, uninformative)
Conditioned Discs (reward, uninformative)
	
yes
yes

	Preciado et al. 2017b
	normal
	Dot Probe, identification
	50:50
	Conditioned Discs (threat, neutral)
	yes

	Raes et al. 2010
Experiment 1
Experiment 2
Experiment 3
	
normal
normal
normal
	
MSCT, location
MSCT, location
MSCT, location
	
75:25
75:25
75:25
	
Pictures (anger, neutral)
Pictures (anger, neutral)
Pictures (anger, neutral)
	
yes
yes
yes

	Raes & De Raedt 2011
	normal
	MSCT, location
	75:25
	Faces (anger, neutral)
	yes

	Rossignol et al. 2012
	socially anxious
	MSCT, identification
	50:50
	Faces (neutral, anger, fear, happiness)
	yes

	Rutherford & Raymond 2010
Experiment 1a
Experiment 1b
Experiment 2a
Experiment 2b
Experiment 3
	
normal
normal
normal
normal
normal
	
MSCT, location
MSCT, location
MSCT, location
MSCT, location
MSCT, location
	
50:50
50:50
50:50
50:50
50:50
	
Pictures (spider, neutral) as targets
Pictures (spider, neutral) as targets
Faces (anger, neutral) as targets
Faces (anger, happiness, fear neutral) as targets
Faces (anger, neutral) as targets
	
yes
yes
yes
yes
yes

	Sagliano et al. 2014
	normal female
	MSCT, location
	80:20
	Pictures (threat vs. neutral)
	yes

	Sagliano et al. 2016
	normal
	MSCT, location
	80:20
	Pictures (threat vs. neutral)
	yes

	Sagliano et al. 2017
	normal females
	MSCT, location
	80:20
	Pictures (threat, neutral)
	yes

	Sawada & Sato, 2015
	normal
	MSCT, location
	50:50
	Faces (anger, happiness, neutral)
	yes

	Schmitz et al. 2014
	female binge eaters vs. normal
	MSCT, location
	50:50
	Pictures (high caloric food, utensils)
	yes

	Schrooten et al. 2012
	normal
	MSCT, identification
	50:50
	Conditioned Stimuli (pain, neutral)
	yes

	Schrooten et al. 2015
	pain catastrophic vs. low ~
	MSCT, identification
	50:50
	Words (threat, neutral)
	yes

	Sigurjónsdóttir et al. 2015
	normal
	Dot Probe, identification
MSCT, location
	50:50
50:50
	Faces (neutral, disgust)
Faces (neutral, disgust)
	yes
yes

	Tapper et al. 2010
	normal
	Dot Probe, location
	50:50
	Pictures (appetizing food, bland ~, neutral)
	yes

	Van Damme et al. 2004
	normal
	MSCT, location
	50:50
	Conditioned Patches (threat, neutral)
	yes

	Van Damme et al. 2006
	normal
	MSCT, location
	67:33
	Conditioned Patches (threat, neutral)
	yes

	Van Damme et al. 2008
Experiment 1
Experiment 2
	
normal
normal
	
MSCT, identification
MSCT, identification
	
67:33
67:33
	
Conditioned Patches (threat, neutral)
Conditioned Patches (threat, neutral)
	
yes
yes

	Vogt et al. 2008
	normal
	MSCT, location
	75:25
	Pictures (valence X arousal, neutral)
	yes

	Vogt et al. 2010
Experiment 1
Experiment 2
	
normal
normal
	
MSCT, location
MSCT, location
	
50:50
75:25
	
Words (goal-relevant, control)
Words (goal-relevant, control)
	
yes
yes

	Vogt et al. 2011
	normal
	MSCT, location
	50:50
	Words (goal-relevant, not ~)
	yes

	Vromen et al. 2015
Experiment 1
Experiment 2
	
normal
normal
	
MSCT, identification
MSCT, identification
	
50:50
50:50
	
Animals (neutral, spider) as targets
Animals (neutral, spider) as targets
	
yes
yes

	Weaver et al. 2010
	normal
	MSCT, identification
	50:50
	Words (names, positive, negative)
	yes

	Weaver et al. 2011
	normal
	MSCT, location
	50:50
	Words (taboo, neutral)
	yes

	Weaver et al. 2012
Experiment 1
Experiment 2
Experiment 3
Experiment 4
	
normal
normal
normal
normal
	
Mix of both, location
MSCT, location
MSCT, location
MSCT, location
	
50:50
50:50
50:50
50:50
	
Pictures (face, neutral)
Pictures (face, neutral)
Pictures (face, neutral)
Pictures (face, neutral)
	
yes
yes
yes
yes

	Webb et al. 2010
Experiment 1
Experiment 3
	
socially anxious vs. non-anxious
socially anxious vs. non-anxious
	
Dot Probe, identification
Dot Probe, identification
	
50:50
50:50
	
Words (threat, neutral)
Words (threat, neutral)
	
yes
yes

	Zhao et al. 2016
	autistic children

	Dot Probe, identification
MSCT, identification
	50:50
50:50
	Faces (happiness, neutral, disgust)
Faces (happiness, neutral, disgust)
	yes
yes

	Note. Studies that used two concurrent cues were labelled as “Dot Probe”, studies presenting only one cue on either side of the screen as “MSCT”.
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Articles citing Fox et al. (2001)


N = 792


Searching for key words spatial cueing


N = 102


Excluding review papers


N = 95


Excluding papers that report no cueing task study


N = 77


k = 118 studies


Studies including a single cue paradigm (MSCT)


k = 64


Studies using a location task


k = 96


see Table S.1



















