
Supplementary Material 2: Split-half reliability of the dot-probe attentional indices
Supplementary Methods
[bookmark: _GoBack]Internal reliability of the dot-probe reaction-time measures was examined using a conventional odd–even split-half procedure. Trial parity was defined from each participant’s original formal-trial sequence before exclusions. Within each half, only correct trials with reaction time (RT) between 200 and 1000 ms were retained, consistent with the preprocessing criteria used in the primary analyses. Condition-specific mean reaction times were calculated separately for positive-congruent, positive-incongruent, negative-congruent, negative-incongruent, and neutral–neutral trials.
The vigilance index was calculated as neutral–neutral RT minus congruent emotional–neutral RT, and the disengagement/avoidance index as incongruent emotional–neutral RT minus neutral–neutral RT. Both indices were calculated separately for positive and negative valence within the odd and even halves. Positive-minus-negative contrasts were also calculated for each derived index. Pearson correlations between corresponding odd- and even-half scores were calculated across participants and corrected for test length using the Spearman–Brown formula, rSB = 2r/(1 + r).
Supplementary Results
The condition-specific mean RTs showed high odd–even split-half reliability, with Spearman–Brown-corrected coefficients ranging from .921 to .938. In contrast, the valence-specific derived attentional indices showed low split-half reliability, with corrected coefficients ranging from −.483 to .178. The corrected reliability estimates for the positive-minus-negative contrasts were −.156 for the vigilance index and .211 for the disengagement/avoidance index. Full estimates are reported in Table S2.

Table S2 Odd–even split-half reliability of dot-probe reaction-time measures
	Measure
	Odd–even r
	Spearman–Brown corrected r

	Panel A. Condition-specific mean reaction times

	Neutral–neutral RT
	.880
	.936

	Positive-congruent RT
	.874
	.933

	Positive-incongruent RT
	.883
	.938

	Negative-congruent RT
	.856
	.922

	Negative-incongruent RT
	.853
	.921

	Panel B. Derived attentional indices

	Vigilance index, positive
	−.194
	−.483

	Vigilance index, negative
	−.154
	−.365

	Disengagement/avoidance index, positive
	.098
	.178

	Disengagement/avoidance index, negative
	−.075
	−.163

	Vigilance index, positive − negative contrast
	−.072
	−.156

	Disengagement/avoidance index, positive − negative contrast
	.118
	.211


Note. N = 60. Odd and even halves were defined from the original formal-trial sequence before trial exclusions. Only correct trials with RTs of 200–1000 ms were included. The vigilance index was defined as neutral–neutral RT minus congruent emotional–neutral RT, and the disengagement/avoidance index as incongruent emotional–neutral RT minus neutral–neutral RT. Spearman–Brown correction was calculated as rSB = 2r/(1 + r). RT = reaction time.
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