
Full Terms & Conditions of access and use can be found at
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/journalInformation?journalCode=rijs20

International Journal of Sport and Exercise Psychology

ISSN: (Print) (Online) Journal homepage: www.tandfonline.com/journals/rijs20

Can automatic reactions mirror exercise
dependence?

Anaïs Quossi, Layan Fessler, Silvio Maltagliati, Benjamin Gardner, Matthew
W. Miller, David Sander, Amanda L. Rebar, Attila Szabo & Boris Cheval

To cite this article: Anaïs Quossi, Layan Fessler, Silvio Maltagliati, Benjamin Gardner, Matthew
W. Miller, David Sander, Amanda L. Rebar, Attila Szabo & Boris Cheval (20 Aug 2024): Can
automatic reactions mirror exercise dependence?, International Journal of Sport and Exercise
Psychology, DOI: 10.1080/1612197X.2024.2387698

To link to this article:  https://doi.org/10.1080/1612197X.2024.2387698

View supplementary material 

Published online: 20 Aug 2024.

Submit your article to this journal 

Article views: 101

View related articles 

View Crossmark data

https://www.tandfonline.com/action/journalInformation?journalCode=rijs20
https://www.tandfonline.com/journals/rijs20?src=pdf
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/showCitFormats?doi=10.1080/1612197X.2024.2387698
https://doi.org/10.1080/1612197X.2024.2387698
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/suppl/10.1080/1612197X.2024.2387698
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/suppl/10.1080/1612197X.2024.2387698
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/authorSubmission?journalCode=rijs20&show=instructions&src=pdf
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/authorSubmission?journalCode=rijs20&show=instructions&src=pdf
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/mlt/10.1080/1612197X.2024.2387698?src=pdf
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/mlt/10.1080/1612197X.2024.2387698?src=pdf
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1080/1612197X.2024.2387698&domain=pdf&date_stamp=20 Aug 2024
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1080/1612197X.2024.2387698&domain=pdf&date_stamp=20 Aug 2024


Can automatic reactions mirror exercise dependence?
Anaïs Quossi a,b,c, Layan Fessler d, Silvio Maltagliati d,e, Benjamin Gardner f, 
Matthew W. Miller g,h, David Sander a,b, Amanda L. Rebar i, Attila Szabo j and 
Boris Cheval a,k,l

aSwiss Center for Affective Sciences, University of Geneva, Geneva, Switzerland; bLaboratory for the Study of 
Emotion Elicitation and Expression (E3Lab), Department of Psychology, University of Geneva, Geneva, 
Switzerland; cFood and Human Behavior Lab, Faculty of Psychology, Unidistance Suisse, Brig, Switzerland; 
dUniversity Grenoble-Alpes, SENS, Grenoble, France; eHuman and Evolutionary Biology Section, Department 
of Biological Sciences, University of Southern, California, CA, USA; fHabit Application and Theory Group, 
Department of Psychology, University of Surrey, Guildford, UK; gSchool of Kinesiology, Auburn University, 
Auburn, AL, USA; hCenter for Neuroscience, Auburn University, Auburn, AL, USA; iMotivation of Health 
Behaviours Lab, Appleton Institute, Central Queensland University, Rockhampton, Australia; jFaculty of 
Health and Sport Science, Széchenyi István University, Győr, Hungary; kDepartment of Sport Sciences and 
Physical Education, Ecole Normale Supérieure Rennes, Bruz, France; lLaboratory VIPS2, University of Rennes, 
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ABSTRACT  
While physical activity (PA) has numerous health benefits, in rare 
cases it can become addictive and lead to adverse health effects. 
Automatic reactions to addiction-related cues are a hallmark of 
addiction, however, their association with exercise dependence 
(ED) remains unknown. This research examined the links between 
ED and automatic reactions to PA-related cues in physically active 
individuals with low-to-moderate levels of ED through two studies. 
Study 1 (N = 65) used a dot-probe task with eye-tracking to assess 
the association between attentional bias toward PA and ED scores 
measured by the Exercise Dependence Scale-Revised. Study 2 (N =  
125) used a manikin task and a single-category implicit association 
test to examine the association of approach-avoidance tendencies 
and implicit affective attitudes toward PA with ED scores. Results 
revealed ED scores were positively associated with behavioral 
indicators of attentional bias (i.e., reaction times), but not with eye- 
tracking indicators (i.e., first-gaze localization, gaze duration). 
Similarly, ED scores were unrelated to approach-avoidance 
tendencies or implicit affective attitudes toward PA. Therefore, our 
research provides limited evidence supporting the hypothesis that 
automatic reactions to PA may reflect a “signature” of ED. Our 
findings do not robustly support the link between automatic 
processes and ED, raising questions about whether the 
psychological mechanisms involved in ED might differ from those 
observed in other addictive behaviors where automatic processes 
are key. However, due to our sample’s low-to-moderate levels of 
ED, definitive conclusions cannot be drawn. Further research with 
individuals exhibiting addiction-related dependence, personalized 
stimuli, and neurophysiological methods is needed.

ARTICLE HISTORY
Received 15 March 2024 
Accepted 27 July 2024  

KEYWORDS
Approach-avoidance 
tendencies; attentional bias; 
automatic reactions; exercise 
addiction; exercise 
dependence

© 2024 International Society of Sport Psychology 

CONTACT  Anaïs Quossi anais.quossi@unige.ch Swiss Center for Affective Sciences, University of Geneva, Geneva, 
Campus Biotech, Chemin des mines 9, 1202, Switzerland; Boris Cheval boris.cheval@ens-rennes.fr Department of 
Sport Sciences and Physical Education, Ecole Normale Supérieure Rennes, Bruz, France

Supplemental data for this article can be accessed online at https://doi.org/10.1080/1612197X.2024.2387698.

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF SPORT AND EXERCISE PSYCHOLOGY 
https://doi.org/10.1080/1612197X.2024.2387698

http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1080/1612197X.2024.2387698&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2024-08-19
http://orcid.org/0009-0001-5798-4800
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-8435-5110
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-7199-0599
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-1223-5934
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7896-7217
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-1266-9361
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-3164-993X
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2788-4304
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-6236-4673
mailto:anais.quossi@unige.ch
mailto:boris.cheval@ens-rennes.fr
https://doi.org/10.1080/1612197X.2024.2387698
http://www.tandfonline.com


The benefits of physical activity (PA) on physical and mental health are now well estab-
lished (Warburton & Bredin, 2017). PA has been shown to reduce the risk of several con-
ditions, including cardiovascular disease (Wahid et al., 2016), cancer (Moore et al., 2016), 
diabetes (Wahid et al., 2016), obesity (Hills et al., 2011; Wareham et al., 2005), depression 
and anxiety (Kandola et al., 2019; Rebar, Stanton, et al., 2015; Schuch et al., 2018), as 
well as the decline of cognitive function (Cheval et al., 2023; Hillman et al., 2008). 
Thus, there is widespread agreement that PA is a positive health behaviour that 
should be encouraged. However, for a small portion of the population – i.e., roughly 
less than 3% (Hausenblas et al., 2017) – exercise, and more broadly PA, can become 
excessive and take on a harmful, addictive dimension. The present studies aimed to 
improve our understanding of the psychological mechanisms that may underlie exercise 
dependence.

The term “exercise dependence” is used throughout this article to maintain consist-
ency with the instrument used and with the cautionary note made in the literature. 
While exercise dependence is often adopted as a synonym for exercise addiction, the 
latter is a two-dimensional construct that includes both dependence and compulsion 
(Goodman, 1990; Szabo & Demetrovics, 2022). Therefore, when exercise dependence 
is referred to as exercise addiction, scholars are making an erroneous analogy 
between a potentially hazardous behaviour and one of its components. In fact, as 
Goodman (1990) has pointed out, not all dependencies are negative factors in addic-
tion, because high levels of dependency can be controlled (such as exercise for 
fitness, work for survival, rehabilitation exercise to heal from injury, etc.). The 
outcome of “controlled” dependence is harmless, but exercise addiction is linked to 
the loss of control over the exercise behaviour (Szabo & Demetrovics, 2022).

While we use the term “exercise” in this report, the studies reported here focus on PA in 
general, not just on exercise, which can be defined as a subset of PA that is planned, struc-
tured, and repeated (Caspersen et al., 1985). Furthermore, we do not separate exercise 
from sport, which, in addition to being planned, involves rules and comprises compe-
tition. Consequently, our notion of “exercise” refers to “planned physical activities”, 
which is performed on a regular basis.

Exercise dependence

Exercise addiction is characterised by a loss of control so that exercise becomes a per-
ceived obligation and excessive (Hausenblas et al., 2017; Mónok et al., 2012; Szabo 
et al., 2015). For people with exercise addiction, exercise is compulsive and manifests in 
symptoms similar to other addictions (Berczik et al., 2012). For example, people living 
with exercise dependence may need to increase the amount of exercise they do to 
achieve the same pleasure, experience withdrawal symptoms (e.g., irritability, anxiety, 
fatigue) when they are forced to suddenly reduce or stop exercising, need to exercise 
despite persistent or recurrent physical problems such as injury, and report that exercise 
interferes with other activities such as social, occupational, work, or family activities 
(Downs et al., 2004; Griffiths et al., 2005). The intensity of these symptoms and the 
overall risk of exercise dependence can be measured using various scales, including 
the EDS-R (Downs et al., 2004). This screening, rather than diagnostic (Egorov & Szabo, 
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2013), scale allows the individuals to be classified into three different categories – nonde-
pendent asymptomatic, nondependent symptomatic, and at-risk – based on their score, 
but can also be used in its continuous form (Hausenblas et al., 2017). In the context of this 
paper, we will use the continuous form, which allows for a finer degree of ranking depen-
dence symptoms intensity between individuals (i.e., scores from 1 to 6).

Although exercise dependence was initially defined as a “positive addiction” because 
no harm was expected to result from excessive exercise (Glasser, 1976), it transpired 
that it could lead to a variety of physical pathologies, including osteoporosis, dysrhyth-
mias, and myocardial fibrosis (Hausenblas et al., 2017). Exercise dependence is also 
associated with negative psychological effects such as anxiety and depression (Starcevic 
& Khazaal, 2017). However, despite these multiple detrimental effects, the “dangers” of 
excessive exercise are overlooked, and risk of exercise dependence remains insuffi-
ciently understood (Hausenblas et al., 2017). Importantly, little is known about the 
mechanisms underlying it.

Automatic processes and addiction

Humans have evolved to behave in ways that increase pleasure and decrease displeasure 
(Cabanac, 1992; Ekkekakis & Zenko, 2016; Williams & Bohlen, 2019). Part of this process of 
approaching pleasure and avoiding displeasure occurs without our awareness or intent 
(Evans, 2008; Evans & Stanovich, 2013). These automatic processes are the result of accu-
mulated learned associations that serve the purpose of initiating rewarding behaviours 
more efficiently and spontaneously (Rebar, 2017). Indeed, within fractions of a second, 
we have automatic reactions to visual stimuli around us (Thorpe et al., 1996). For 
example, emotional stimuli have been found to attract attention, elicit automatic 
affective responses, and generate an immediate impulse to approach or avoid the 
stimuli (Krieglmeyer & Deutsch, 2010; Mogg et al., 2003; Pool et al., 2016). In other 
words, encountering a reward triggers automatic responses (i.e., attentional bias, positive 
implicit affective attitudes, and approach tendencies) that ultimately favour its consump-
tion (Sander & Nummenmaa, 2021).

Strong automatic reactions to cues related to the addictive behaviour have been ident-
ified as a hallmark of addictive use in other contexts, such as illicit drugs and alcohol 
(Wiers & Stacy, 2006). Thus, automatic reactions to exercise-related stimuli may serve as 
an indicator of the risk of exercise addiction. According to the incentive sensitisation 
theory of addiction, as dependence develops, people’s motivation becomes largely 
irrational, driven by automatic processes with little cognitive control (Berridge & Kringel-
bach, 2008; Robinson & Berridge, 1993; Wiers et al., 2013). This is related to another hall-
mark of addictive behaviour, the transition from a voluntary to an automatic mode of 
behavioural regulation, in which cues that predict the addictive behaviour increase in 
incentive salience (Robinson & Berridge, 1993; Wiers et al., 2014). Consequently, among 
individuals with an addiction, a cue that has been learned to be associated with the addic-
tive behaviour becomes sought out and triggers the reward system and various automatic 
reactions (Berridge & Kringelbach, 2008).

Overall, studies have shown that three types of automatic reactions – i.e., attentional 
bias, implicit affective attitudes, and approach-avoidance tendencies – correlate with 
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levels of dependence in a variety of contexts. For example, regular drinkers, smokers, 
heroin and marijuana abusers, and gamblers have shown attentional biases for their 
respective addiction-related stimuli (Field & Cox, 2008; Schoenmakers et al., 2010). In 
addition, people with alcohol disorders show strong automatic tendencies to approach 
(vs avoid) alcohol stimuli (Ostafin et al., 2003; Wiers et al., 2010; Wiers et al., 2011). A 
similar pattern has been found in heavy smokers (Bradley et al., 2008; Wiers et al., 
2013), marijuana users (Cousijn et al., 2011), heroin abusers (Zhou et al., 2012), and 
problem gamblers (Boffo et al., 2019; Brevers et al., 2011), with strong automatic ten-
dencies to approach (vs avoid) stimuli related to their respective addictive stimuli. 
Finally, several studies have found a direct correlation between positive implicit 
affective attitudes toward cues associated with the object of dependence and levels of 
dependence among smokers, regular drinkers, and marijuana abusers (Rooke et al., 
2008), as well as among people with internet gaming dependence (Yen et al., 2011) 
and problem gamblers (Brevers & Noël, 2013). In summary, dependence and automatic 
reactions to addiction-related stimuli – e.g., attentional biases, implicit affective attitudes, 
and approach tendencies – have been shown to be intertwined in a variety of contexts. 
However, it remains unclear whether such automatic reactions are also associated with 
the risk of exercise addiction.

Automatic processes and physical activity behaviours

Previous studies have shown that automatic reactions toward PA cues are related to PA 
behaviour. For example, numerous studies have shown that PA levels correlate with atten-
tional biases (Berry, 2006; Berry et al., 2011; Calitri et al., 2009; Cheval et al., 2020), 
approach (vs avoid) tendencies (Cheval et al., 2014; Cheval et al., 2015; Cheval et al., 
2016; Moffitt et al., 2019), and positive implicit affective attitudes (Bluemke et al., 2010; 
Chevance et al., 2017; Conroy et al., 2010; Rebar, Ram, et al., 2015) toward PA-related 
stimuli. However, to the best of our knowledge, only one study has examined the relation-
ship between automatic reactions to exercise and exercise dependence (Forrest et al., 
2016). Using an adaptation of the Implicit Association Test (Greenwald et al., 1998), 
whereby participants were asked to classify exercise-related (vs. rest-related) words 
with words associated with the concept of importance (vs. unimportance), the study 
showed that people who tended to associate exercise more strongly with the concept 
of importance reported higher exercise dependence symptoms (Forrest et al., 2016). 
Although Forrest et al. (2016) provided evidence that there may be automatic biases 
associated with exercise dependence, the association of exercise dependence with the 
other automatic indicators identified in previous literature as characteristic of depen-
dence (i.e., attentional biases, implicit affective attitudes, and automatic approach ten-
dencies) remains unknown.

The present research

To fill this knowledge gap, the purpose of the current research was to investigate whether, 
after accounting for usual level of PA, individuals with higher risk for exercise dependence 
would exhibit stronger automatic reactions. Specifically, we examined the associations of 
three specific automatic processes – i.e., attentional biases, approach tendencies, and 

4 A. QUOSSI ET AL.



implicit affective attitudes toward PA cues – with risk of exercise dependence. Two indepen-
dent studies were conducted. In Study 1, behavioural (i.e., reaction times) and eye-tracking 
(i.e., first gaze location and gaze duration) measures of attentional bias to stimuli depicting a 
person exercising (vs. not exercising) were examined in a visual dot probe task with an eye- 
tracker (Cheval et al., 2020). In Study 2, automatic approach-avoidance tendencies and 
implicit affective attitudes toward PA behaviours were assessed using a manikin task and 
a single-category implicit association test (SC-IAT), respectively. To increase the likelihood 
of observing high risk of exercise dependence, Study 2 included only active individuals 
(i.e., those who engaged in at least 2–3 hours of moderate-to-vigorous PA per week). 
Overall, based on the dependence literature, we hypothesised that, after accounting for 
usual PA, the increase in exercise dependence score would correlate with stronger atten-
tional biases, approach tendencies, and more positive implicit affective attitudes toward 
exercise-related stimuli. Note that the use of the EDS-R scale in its continuous form (i.e., 
from 1 to 6), rather than in its categorical form (i.e., nondependent asymptomatic, nonde-
pendent symptomatic, and at-risk), makes it possible to examine whether the hypothesised 
associations can be observed beyond participants classified as “at risk” (Hausenblas et al., 
2017). Note that, as discussed, this choice may largely account for the overall lack of consist-
ent associations observed between exercise dependence scores and automatic processes.

All data sets presented below and the scripts for the models tested are available at 
https://zenodo.org/records/12633064.

Study 1

The aim of Study 1 was to assess the associations of exercise dependence with behavioural 
(reaction time task to detect a dot) and eye-tracking (first gaze location and gaze duration) 
indicators of attentional bias toward exercise. These indicators were captured using a visual 
dot probe task, in which stimuli representing an exercising (vs. non-exercising) individual 
were presented on the screen (Pauly & Sankar, 2015; Pool et al., 2019; Prévost et al., 
2013). Based on the results observed for other addictive behaviours presented above, we 
hypothesised that, after adjusting for usual level of PA, participants with higher scores on 
the EDS-R, indicating higher risk for exercise dependence, would be faster to detect the 
dot when it appeared in the area previously occupied by an exercise stimulus (H1), 
would first direct their gaze toward exercise stimuli (H2), and would gaze longer at exercise 
stimuli (H3), compared to participants with lower risk of exercise dependence.

Methods

Participants and procedure
The study design is described in detail elsewhere (Cheval et al., 2020). Briefly, the study 
involved 84 young healthy students from the University of Geneva. All participants 
were first asked to complete questionnaires measuring, among other things, their usual 
level of PA and their risk of exercise dependence. They were then asked to perform a 
visual dot probe task while being assessed by an eye tracker. Participants with a history 
of psychiatric, neurological, or severe mental disorders and with uncorrected visual 
impairment were excluded. Participants with low levels of PA according to the Inter-
national Physical Activity Questionnaire (IPAQ; Craig et al., 2003) scoring protocol (i.e., 
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less than 600 MET minutes/week of total PA) were excluded from analyses, as a moderate 
level of PA is considered a necessary condition to observe at least moderate levels of exer-
cise dependence (Cheval et al., 2020). This study was approved by the ethics committee of 
the University of Geneva.

The sample size was determined for the original study. Therefore, we used all the avail-
able data in the current study. Of the 84 participants, 19 were considered not eligible 
because of low PA levels and were excluded, resulting in a final analyzed sample of 65 
physically active participants. To ensure that the study was adequately powered to 
detect the effect of interest, a sensitivity power analysis was performed using G*Power 
3.1 (Faul et al., 2009). We estimated power for an ANOVA: within-between interaction; 
set a = .05; set groups = 2; set measures = 2; a correlation between repeated measures 
of r = .5, and a non-sphericity correction = 1. The results showed that with a sample of 
N = 65, we have a statistical power of 97% to detect an interaction between risk of exercise 
dependence and attentional bias toward PA (vs. physical inactivity) stimuli.

Material and measures
Exercise Dependence Score. The risk of exercise dependence was assessed using the 
validated French version of the Exercise Dependence Scale – Revised (EDS-R; Kern, 
2007). This multidimensional scale measures symptoms of exercise dependence accord-
ing to the operationalised DSM-IV behavioural dependence criteria for exercise depen-
dence (Downs et al., 2004). It contains 21 items divided into seven subscales to assess 
different dimensions of dependence (i.e., withdrawal, continuance, tolerance, lack of 
control, reduction in other activities, time, and intention effect). Participants answered 
each item on a 6-point Likert scale ranging from 1 (never) to 6 (always). Items were aver-
aged to create a global score, with higher scores indicating stronger risk for exercise 
dependence (Cronbach’s α = .93).

Attentional Bias Responses in the Visual Dot Probe Task. The visual dot probe task, 
which is used to measure the attentional bias toward PA (vs. inactivity) stimuli using eye- 
tracking, is described in detail in Cheval et al. (2020). We used an infrared corneal reflec-
tion eye-tracker Tobii 1750 (Tobii Pro AB, Danderyd, Sweden), which provides a non-inva-
sive measurement of fixation times using corneal reflection to detect oculomotor 
movements. The system records near-infrared reflections of both eyes at 60 Hz, with an 
accuracy of 0.5 degrees and a spatial resolution of 0.1 degree.

In the dot-probe task, each trial began with a fixation cross in the center of the white 
background screen. Then, the fixation cross disappeared and two pictures (one of an indi-
vidual exercising and one of an individual not exercising) were randomly presented on 
the left and right side of the screen for 4000–4500 ms. This longer-than-usual presen-
tation time was chosen to allow participants sufficient time to navigate the two images 
on the screen, which has been shown to increase the reliability of the eye movement 
metrics (Waechter et al., 2014). A black dot was then presented on either the left or o 
the right side of the screen. Participants had to press the “S” or “L” key as quickly as poss-
ible with their left or right index finger when the dot appeared on the left or right, respect-
ively. The dot remained on the screen until the participant responded. After the 
participant responded, the next trial began immediately (Figure 1). The task consisted 
of 6 training trials and 80 experimental trials. In half of the trials, the dot appeared on 
the side of the stimuli depicting the person exercising. In the other half, the dot appeared 
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on the side of the stimuli depicting the person not exercising. Trials were presented in a 
randomised order, and the position of the dot and the type of stimulus were counterba-
lanced with respect to appearing on the left or right side of the screen. For each trial, we 
recorded the following variables: (a) log-transformed reaction times for dot detection (i.e., 
the time elapsed between the appearance of the dot on the screen and the participant’s 
response), (b) initial gaze location (i.e., attentional orientation), and (c) gaze duration (i.e., 
attentional engagement) (Pool et al., 2016). The initial gaze position was calculated based 
on a fixation of 100 ms as automatically implemented by the eye-tracking software. The 
velocity criterion was not used to determine that gaze had shifted away from the stimulus, 
but we relied on the fact that both eyes had shifted away from the AOI. Gaze duration was 
calculated over the entire stimulus presentation, not just the first fixation. This compre-
hensive measure allowed us to capture the total engagement with the stimulus, which 
improves the reliability of this eye movement metric (Waechter et al., 2014). The pro-
cedure for obtaining each indicator from the raw eye tracking data is described in the 
R script available at https://zenodo.org/records/12633064.

The split-half internal consistency coefficient, adjusted using the Brown-Spearman pro-
phecy formula, was computed and indicated a low reliability for reaction times, (radjusted =  
0.46) but a high reliability for gaze duration (radjusted = 0.82).

Covariate: Usual Level of Physical Activity. Usual level of PA was measured using an 
adapted version of the IPAQ (Craig et al., 2003), which used two items to assess the time 
spent in moderate and in vigorous PA during leisure time in a typical week. Time spent in 
moderate-to-vigorous PA and its MET minutes/week equivalent were calculated accord-
ing to the IPAQ scoring protocol. Participants who reported less than 600 MET 
minutes/week of total PA were classified as having low activity levels.

Statistical analysis
Associations of exercise dependence score with reaction time, gaze location, and gaze 
duration were analyzed using mixed-effects models to account for the cross-random 

Figure 1. Visual Dot Probe Task and Procedures. Note. (a) A pair of stimuli representing a physically 
active and a physically inactive woman. (b) Procedure. Trials began with a fixation cross for 800 to 
1100 ms. Then, stimuli representing physical activity and inactivity appeared for 4,000–4,500 ms on 
either side of the fixation cross. Then, the stimuli disappeared, and a black dot replaced either the 
physical activity or inactivity stimulus. Participants were instructed to indicate the side on which 
the dot appeared, as quickly as possible.
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effects (participants and stimuli) and to reduce the risk of type I error (Boisgontier & 
Cheval, 2016; Judd et al., 2012). Mixed-effects models were run using the lme4 and lmerT-
est packages in R (version 3.6-3), specifying both participant-level and stimulus-level 
random factors (Bates et al., 2014; Kuznetsova et al., 2015). Effect size estimates are 
reported using the conditional pseudo-R2 calculated using the MuMin package (Barton, 
2018). Statistical assumptions of normality of the residuals, linearity, multicollinearity, 
and undue influence were met for all models.

Results

Descriptive results
The final sample size included 65 participants (45 women and 20 men; M age 21.9 ± 3.2 
years; M body mass index 21.3 ± 3.1 kg/m2). The mean usual level of moderate-to-vigor-
ous intensity PA was 232 min per week (±273 min; median = 150). The mean exercise 
dependence score was 2.5 (± 0.9, range 1.1–4.5 on a 1–6 scale, where 6 indicates strongest 
risk of dependence). Five (i.e., 7.7%) participants had scores greater than 4 (i.e., classified 
as at-risk for exercise dependence). Forty participants (i.e., 61.5%) had scores between 2 
and 4 (i.e., nondependent-symptomatic) and twenty participants (i.e., 30.8%) had scores 
below 2 (i.e., nondependent-asymptomatic). Overall, the final sample displayed low-to- 
moderate scores of exercise dependence (detailed descriptive statistics and distributions 
are available in Table 1 and Figures S2–S4 in Supplemental Materials).

Attentional bias measures and exercise dependence score
Behavioural Indicator. Results revealed a statistically significant two-way interaction 
between the location of the dot (which appeared in the area previously occupied by a 
stimulus depicting a person exercising vs. not exercising) and participants’ exercise 
dependence score, demonstrating that the effect of dot location on reaction time 
varied as a function of the risk of exercise dependence, b = −.02, 95% Confidence Interval 
(95CI) = [−.03; −.01], p = .006 (see Table 2). As expected, simple effects tests showed that 
when the exercise dependence score was relatively low (−1 SD; 1.6 on the EDS-R) or mod-
erate (mean; 2.5 on the EDS-R), participants were not significantly faster to detect a dot 
appearing in the area previously occupied by a stimulus depicting the person exercising 
(vs. not exercising) (b = .01; 95CI = [−.01; .02]; p = .385 and b = −.01; 95CI = [−.02; .01]; p  

Table 1. Descriptive statistics.

Variables

Study 1 (N = 65) Study 2 (N = 125)

Mean SD Range Mean SD Range

Gender 45 W – 20 M 82 W – 42 M – 1 OTH
Age 

(years)
21.9 3.2 18–38 25.3 8.1 18–55

PA time 
(min per week)

672 620 160–2200 827 468 105–2700

MVPA time 
(min per week)

232 273 0–1360 538 330 75–1500

Dependence score 
(1–6 scale)

2.5 0.9 1.1–4.5 2.7 0.8 1.2–5.4

Note. SD = Standard deviation; MVPA = Moderate-to-vigorous physical activity; PA = physical activity; PA time represents 
the total time spent doing PA, including light PA such as walking, as well as MVPA time.
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= .108, for low and moderate score exercise dependence, respectively). In contrast, partici-
pants with higher risk of dependence (+1 SD; 3.6 on the EDS-R) were faster at detecting 
the dot when it appeared in the area previously occupied by a stimulus depicting a person 
exercising (vs. not exercising) (b = −.03; 95CI = [−.04; −.01]; p = .002) (Figure 2). Results of 
the region of significance test further showed that the shorter time to detect a dot 
appearing in the area previously occupied by a stimulus depicting the person exercising 
(vs. not exercising) became significant when the dependence score was greater than 2.8 
on the EDS-R.

First Gaze. Results showed a significant effect of usual PA level on the spatial location 
of the first gaze following the location of the fixation cross (Table 2). The odds of gazing 
first at a stimulus depicting a person exercising (vs. not exercising) increased as usual PA 
level increased (odds ratio [OR] = 1.10, 95CI = [1.01; 1.20], p = .023). In contrast, the exer-
cise dependence score was not related to the spatial location of the first gaze (OR =    
0.96, 95CI = [0.88; 1.05], p = .393).

Gaze Duration. Results showed an effect of usual PA level on the time spent looking at 
the stimuli (Table 2). The viewing time of a stimulus depicting a person exercising (vs. not 
exercising) increased with increasing usual level of PA (b = 4.83, 95CI = [0.39; 9.27], 
p = .037). In contrast, exercise dependence score was not related to the gaze duration 
(b = 0.99, 95CI = [−3.48; 5.45], p = .666).

Interim discussion

Among our sample of participants with low-to-moderate scores of exercise depen-
dence, results of Study 1 showed that risk of exercise dependence was associated 
with the behavioural indicator of attentional bias toward exercise – participants with 

Table 2. Results of the mixed models predicting behavioural (reaction times in log) and eye-tracking 
(First Gaze, Gaze Duration) attentional processes.

Model: Reaction time (log) to 
detect the dot

Model: Probability to 
first gaze at active vs. 

inactive stimuli

Model: Relative viewing 
time toward active vs. 

inactive stimuli

b (CI) p OR (CI) p b (CI) p

Reaction time
Fixed effects

Intercept 6.08 (6.04; 6.11) <.001 1.35 (1.13; 1.62) .001 13.42 (6.64; 20.21) .001
Dot side (ref. on inactive 

stimuli)
−0.01 (−0.02; 0.01) .108

Exercise dependence 
score

−0.02 (−0.06; 0.02) .332 0.96 (0.88; 1.05) .393 0.988 (−3.48; 5.45) .666

Dot side*Exercise 
dependence score

−0.02 (−0.03; −0.01) .006

Usual time of PA 0.02 (−0.02; 0.06) .294 1.10 (1.01; 1.20) .023 4.83 (0.39; 9.27) .037
Random effects σ² σ² σ²
Participants

Intercept 1.7e−2 1.8e−2 187.1
Dot side 8.9e−4

Corr. (Intercept, Dot side) -.13
Stimuli

Intercept 4.3e−17 7.0e−2 82.4
Residual 3.1e−2 2769.0
R2 .364 .029 .098

Note. CI = 95% confidence interval, OR =   odds ratio, Corr. =  correlation
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higher risk of dependence were faster at detecting the dot when it appeared. In con-
trast, eye-tracking results showed that usual PA, but not exercise dependence score, 
was associated with eye-tracking indicators of attentional bias (i.e., first gaze and 
gaze duration). The discrepancy in the results may be explained by the characteristics 
of the measures used. While the visual dot-probe task is generally considered to be 
indicative of attentional bias and is often used to assess it, other studies have 
suggested that this task lacks validity and reliability (Rodebaugh et al., 2016; Schmukle, 
2005; Waechter et al., 2014), as typically observed in implicit measures (Gawronski & De 
Houwer, 2014). Although in our study the more direct eye-tracking measure of atten-
tional bias provided greater reliability (radjusted = 0.82) than the indirect behavioural one 
based on reaction times (radjusted = 0.46), our results should still be evaluated in the 
light of the limitations of the task.

Study 1 was conducted as a preliminary test of the potential associations between auto-
matic reactions to PA-related stimuli and exercise dependence. The sample was not specifi-
cally selected based on intensive exercise training and had relatively low score of exercise 
dependence as measured with the EDS-R. Therefore, no definitive conclusions can be 
drawn, and the results should be interpreted with caution. Study 2 aimed to assess two 
other automatic reactions and was designed to include a sample of more physically 
active individuals than Study 1, recruited from populations who are typically highly active.

Study 2

The purpose of Study 2 was to assess the associations of the exercise dependence score 
with approach tendencies toward PA using a manikin task, and with implicit affective 

Figure 2. Reaction Times (ms) to Detect the Dot According to Stimuli (Physical Activity vs. Inactivity) 
and Risk of Exercise Dependence (Arbitrary Units). Note. SD = Standard deviation, ms = milliseconds. 
Reaction times (ms) to detect the dot when it appeared in the area occupied by physical activity (vs. 
inactivity) stimuli as a function of participant’s risk of exercise addiction. ** p < .01
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attitudes toward PA using a SC-IAT. We hypothesised that, after adjusting for usual PA 
level, participants with higher scores on the EDS-R, indicating higher risk for exercise 
dependence, would approach (vs. avoid) PA-related stimuli more quickly (H4) and have 
more positive implicit affective attitudes toward exercise-related stimuli (H5), compared 
to participants with lower risk of exercise dependence.

Methods

Participants and procedure
Sample size was determined with a power calculation using G*Power 3.1 (Faul et al., 
2009). We used the ANOVA: repeated-measures, within-between factors statistical test; 
set a = .05, 1-b = .90, groups = 2, measures = 2, and Cohen’s d effect size = 0.5. The 
power calculation estimated a required N = 46, which we rounded up to 60 to account 
for lost data (e.g., due to poor or incomplete data). However, the study remained open 
for two months, and data collection was not stopped prior to this period, regardless of 
the amount of data collected.

For this online study, participants living in France or Switzerland were recruited 
through multiple strategies to ensure a diverse and physically active participant pool. 
Some participants were recruited through the Psychology Department Research 
Subject Pool of the University of Geneva, which offers course credit. Other participants 
were recruited through posters, social media, and word of mouth, specifically targeting 
populations expected to be more physically active such as sports science students, 
sports club, fitness centers, and gym members. After presentation of the inclusion criteria 
(e.g., engaging in regular PA) and a brief introduction to the study, participants were 
invited to participate by accessing the study via a URL in the email. They were asked to 
complete the study procedures on a computer in a quiet environment. Basic information 
and the estimated time to complete the study were presented on the first page of the 
website. All participants gave their consent and were then asked to complete a short 
online questionnaire (approximately 10 min) using a secure web survey hosted by the 
University of Geneva. This questionnaire included questions to assess PA profile (e.g., inac-
tive, regular activity), usual level of PA (in minutes per week), risk of exercise dependence, 
and other information (e.g., PA habits, intention to engage in PA). At the end of the ques-
tionnaire, a secure link to the Inquisit® software was provided to complete two online 
reaction time tasks assessing approach-avoidance tendencies and implicit affective atti-
tudes toward PA (approximately 15 min). Immediately following the tasks, participants 
completed a short questionnaire (approximately 2 min) assessing some potential con-
founding variables (e.g., PA during the previous and current day, current injury, visual 
impairment, French fluency). Questionnaires were hosted on the secured web LimeSurvey 
of the University of Geneva.

We excluded participants with missing data due to study incompleteness or tech-
nical problems (N = 204) and participants who did not engage in regular PA according 
to the Saltin-Grimby Physical Activity Level Scale (Grimby et al., 2015; i.e., less than 2– 
3 hours per week of moderate-to-vigorous PA; N = 108). In addition, participants who 
indicated that their data should not be used for research (N = 14) and participants 
with a history of psychiatric, neurological, or severe mental disorders, with uncor-
rected visual impairment, or who were not fluent in French (N = 4) were excluded. 
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The final eligible sample included 125 participants (see flowchart Figure S1 in sup-
plemental materials). This research was approved by University of Geneva Ethics 
committee.

Material and measures
Exercise Dependence Score. We used the same measure as in Study 1.

Automatic Reactions. Two reaction time tasks were used to examine automatic reac-
tions to exercise-related stimuli. A manikin task (Cheval et al., 2014; De Houwer et al., 2001; 
Krieglmeyer & Deutsch, 2010) was used to measure approach-avoidance action ten-
dencies toward PA and sedentary behaviours, and a SC-IAT (Karpinski & Steinman, 
2006) was used to measure implicit affective attitudes toward PA. The tasks were 
designed using Inquisit®.

Approach and Avoidance Tendencies. In the manikin task, each trial began with a 
black fixation cross presented randomly for 250–750 ms in the center of a white back-
ground screen. The manikin then appeared in the upper or lower half of the screen. 
Then, 500 ms later, a stimulus representing PA or sedentary behaviour was presented 
in the center of the screen. Participants were asked to move the manikin “toward” 
stimuli representing PA (approach) and “away from” stimuli representing sedentary 
behaviour, or vice versa. Participants were instructed to respond as quickly and as accu-
rately as possible. If the response was correct, the manikin was shown in its new position 
for 500 ms, and then the screen was cleared. If the response was incorrect or the partici-
pant was too slow to respond (i.e., > 3000 ms), error feedback or “too slow” feedback 
appeared in the center of the screen (Figure 3). The task was administered in two 
blocks. Each block consisted of 12 practice trials and 48 critical trials. Within the critical 
trials of each block, all stimuli were presented four times, twice with the manikin pre-
sented in the upper half of the screen, and twice with the manikin presented in the 
lower half of the screen. In one block, participants were instructed to make the 
manikin approach PA stimuli and avoid sedentary stimuli (i.e., approach block). In the 
other block, participants were instructed to make the manikin avoid PA stimuli and 
approach sedentary stimuli (i.e., avoidance block). Participants were asked to press the 
“U” key with one index finger to move the manikin up and the “N” key with the other 
index finger to move the manikin down. Participants were asked to respond as quickly 
as possible while making as few errors as possible. The order of the blocks was counter-
balanced across participants, and the stimuli appeared in a random order within each 
block. The split-half internal consistency coefficient, adjusted with the Brown-Spearman 
prophecy formula, indicated a good reliability (radjusted = 0.68).

Implicit Affective Attitudes. In the SC-IAT, each trial began with a 250 ms black screen. 
A word stimulus then appeared in the center of the screen. Specifically, participants were 
asked to quickly sort words belonging to three conceptual categories: a target category 
(i.e., physical activity in this study) and two attribute categories (i.e., “good” and “bad”). 
The attribute categories were presented in the upper-left (“good”) and upper-right 
(“bad”) corners of a black screen. In one block, the PA category was presented on the 
left (i.e., compatible condition; “good or physical activity”), and in the other block, it 
was presented on the right (i.e., incompatible condition: “bad or physical activity”). Partici-
pants were asked to press the key “E” with their left index finger if the displayed word 
belonged to a category presented on the left, and to press the key “I” with their right 

12 A. QUOSSI ET AL.



index finger if the word belonged to a category presented on the right. If the response 
was incorrect or if participants responded too slowly (i.e., >2000 ms), error feedback 
(i.e., a red cross) or slow feedback (i.e., “Please respond more quickly”) appeared below 
the stimulus for 150 ms. If the response was correct, correct feedback (i.e., a green 
cross) appeared below the stimulus in the center of the screen, and then the next trial 
began. The SC-IAT was administered in two blocks, each consisting of 24 practice trials 
and 72 critical trials (Figure 4). The split-half internal consistency coefficient, adjusted 
with the Brown-Spearman prophecy formula, indicated a good reliability (radjusted = 0.71).

Covariate: Usual Physical Activity. The measure was the same as in Study 1, except 
that we explicitly added a category measuring sports-related PA.

Statistical analysis
We followed the same analysis strategy as in Study 1, using mixed-effects models to test 
the associations of exercise dependence score with the two automatic reactions (i.e., 
approach-avoidance tendencies and implicit affective attitudes).

Results

Descriptive results
The final sample included 125 participants (82 women, 42 men, 1 other; M age = 25.3 ± 8.1 
years). The mean usual level of MVPA was 538 min per week (±330 min; median = 450), 
higher than in Study 1 (232 min per week; ±273 min; median = 150). The mean exercise 
dependence score was 2.7 (± 0.8, range 1.2–5.4 on a 1–6 scale). Ten (i.e., 8%) participants 
had scores greater than 4 (i.e., at-risk for exercise dependence), while eighty-seven (i.e., 
69.6%) had scores between 2 and 4 (i.e., nondependent-symptomatic) and twenty- 
eight (i.e., 22.4%) had score below 2 (i.e., nondependent-asymptomatic). Overall, 
despite higher levels of PA, the final sample displayed low-to-moderate exercise 

Figure 3. Manikin Task and Procedures. Note. (A) Manikin task. Trial in which the participant is asked 
to approach a stimulus representing physical activity. (B) Description of the procedure for the Manikin 
task. The order of the blocks was counterbalanced across participants. (C) Stimuli set of six pictures 
representing physical activity behaviours on the top line and six images representing sedentary beha-
viours on the bottom line.
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dependence scores, similar to those found in Study 1 (detailed descriptive statistics and 
distributions are available in Table 1 and Figures S2–S4 in Supplemental Materials).

Automatic reactions
Approach (vs. Avoidance) Tendencies. Results showed a significant two-way interaction 
between action (i.e., approach vs avoid) and stimuli (i.e., PA vs. sedentary stimuli) (b =  
−82.72; 95CI = [−115.53; −49.91], p < .001). Simple slope analysis indicated that participants 
were faster to approach than to avoid PA stimuli (b = −95.25; 95CI = [−114.57; −75.93], p  
< .001), but were no faster to approach than avoid sedentary stimuli (b = −12.53; 95CI =  
[−29.67; – 4.61], p = .155). However, there was no evidence that exercise dependence 
score, or usual PA, had a main or interactive effect (i.e., with action or stimuli) on participants’ 
reaction times (see Table 3). Of note, post hoc secondary analyses were conducted excluding 
usual PA. Results were consistent with those of the main analysis, with no main or interactive 
effect of exercise dependence score on participants’ reaction times.

Implicit Affective Attitudes. Results showed a main effect of block (b = −88.36; 95CI =  
[−100.63; −76.09], p < .001), indicating that participants responded faster for the compa-
tible block (i.e., “physical activity” associated with “good”) than for the incompatible block 
(i.e., “physical activity” associated with “bad”). However, there was no evidence that exer-
cise dependence score, or usual level of MVPA, had a main or interactive effect with the 
type of block on participants’ reaction times (see Table 4). Of note, unplanned secondary 
analyses were conducted without including usual PA. Results were consistent with those 
of the main analysis, with no main or interactive effect of exercise dependence score on 
participants’ reaction times.

Interim discussion

Contrary to our hypotheses, results of Study 2 showed that exercise dependence score 
was not correlated with either approach-avoidance tendencies or implicit affective 

Figure 4. Single-Category Implicit Association Test (SC-IAT) Task and Procedures. Note. (A) SC-IAT task. 
A compatible block trial in which the participant is asked to associate physical activity words with the 
categories “Good or Physical Activity”. (B) Procedures. Description of the procedure for the SC-IAT task. 
The order of the blocks was counterbalanced across participants.
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attitudes toward PA – i.e., we found no evidence that, after accounting for usual levels of 
PA, participants with higher scores on the EDS-R, indicating higher risk for exercise depen-
dence, were faster to approach (vs. avoid) PA stimuli or had stronger positive implicit 

Table 3. Results of the linear mixed model predicting the reaction times to approach and avoid stimuli 
representing physical activity and sedentary behaviours as a function of the risk of exercise 
dependence, adjusted for the usual level of moderate-to-vigorous physical activity.
Variables
Fixed effects b (CI) p

Intercept 649.79 (630.66; 668.92) <.001
Action (approach vs. avoidance)1 −12.53 (−29.68; 4.62) .155
Stimuli2 40.69 (23.21; 58.17) <.001
Exercise dependence 3 −3.88 (−25.83; 18.07) .730
MVPA3 −13.49 (−35.20; 8.20) .226
Action*Stimuli −82.72 (−115.53; −49.91) <.001
Action*Stimuli*Dependence −21.16 (−58.99; 16.67) .275
Action*Stimuli*MVPA −5.41 (−42.92; 32.10) .778
Random effects σ²
Participants
Intercept 9.73e3

Action 6.70e3

Stimuli 6.80e3

Action*stimuli 2.79e4

Correlations
Intercept, Action -.05
Intercept, Stimuli .10
Action, Stimuli .86
Stimuli (i.e., each stimulus)
Intercept 6.49

Residual 2.21e4

R2 .403

Note. CI = 95% confidence interval; MVPA = Moderate-to-vigorous physical activity. 
1−1 = avoidance; 1 = approach; 2−1 = sedentary behaviours; 1 = physical activity; 3continuous variables.

Table 4. Results of the linear mixed model predicting the reaction times to categorise stimuli in the 
“Good or Physical Activity” category (compatible block) and in the “Bad or Physical Activity” category 
(incompatible block) as a function of the risk of exercise dependence, adjusted for the usual level of 
moderate-to-vigorous physical activity.

Variables

Fixed effects b (CI) p

Intercept 722.07 (701.74; 742.40) <.001
Block (compatible vs. incompatible) 1 −88.36 (−100.63; −76.09) <.001
Exercise dependence2 0.05 (−20.35; 20.45) .996
MVPA2 0.38 (−20.00; 20.76) .971
Block*Dependence −4.46 (−18.20; 9.28) .526
Block*MVPA −3.51 (−17.25; 10.23) .618
Random Effects σ²
Participants

Intercept 9.60e3

Block 3.66e3

Correlation (Intercept, Block) −.48
Stimuli

Intercept 5.15e2

Residual 2.88e4

R2 .277

Note. CI = 95% confidence interval; MVPA = Moderate-to-vigorous physical activity; SC-IAT = Singe-Category Implicit 
Association Test. 

1−1 = incompatible; 1 = compatible; 2continuous variables.
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affective attitudes toward PA. Overall, study 2 did not provide empirical support for the 
hypothesis that the risk of exercise dependence is associated with these automatic reac-
tions. However, due to the low-to-moderate levels of exercise dependence score exhib-
ited in our sample, results must be interpreted with caution. Possible explanations for 
these non-significant associations are discussed below.

General discussion

Main findings

The purpose of the two studies was to examine potential associations between automatic 
reactions to PA-related cues – i.e., attentional biases, approach tendencies, and implicit 
affective attitudes – and risk of exercise dependence. Two independent studies were con-
ducted among physically active individuals with low-to-moderate scores of exercise 
dependence. We observed that exercise dependence score was associated with a behav-
ioural indicator of attentional bias (i.e., reaction times), but not with more direct eye-track-
ing indicators (e.g., first-gaze localisation, gaze duration) (Study 1). Moreover, we found no 
evidence that exercise dependence score was associated with approach-avoidance ten-
dencies or implicit affective attitudes toward PA (Study 2). Therefore, this study suggests 
that exercise dependence may be associated with one form of automatic process but did 
not provide enough support for the hypothesis that automatic reactions to PA cues may 
reflect a “signature” of exercise dependence. However, given the characteristics of our 
sample – i.e., low score of exercise dependence – no definitive conclusions can be drawn.

Comparison with previous studies

In Study 1, we found that an indirect indicator of attentional bias toward PA – i.e., the 
difference in reaction time to detect a dot appearing after a PA (vs. physical inactivity) 
image – was positively associated with exercise dependence score, after adjusting for 
usual PA level. While this study of attentional biases was, to our knowledge, the first to 
be conducted with consideration of the risk of exercise dependence, this finding is con-
sistent with previous studies showing that individuals with dependence typically show an 
attentional bias toward cues related to the object of addiction, such as alcohol, cigarettes, 
or marijuana (Brevers et al., 2011; Field et al., 2004; Field & Cox, 2008; Rooke et al., 2008). 
However, we found no evidence that the exercise dependence score was associated with 
more direct and reliable indicators of attentional biases (i.e., eye-tracking outcomes 
including first gaze and gaze duration). Reliability concerns have been raised for 
behavioural measures (Ataya et al., 2012; Jones et al., 2018) and were confirmed to be 
low in our study (radjusted = 0.46 for reaction times). Therefore, the current results did 
not provide sufficiently robust evidence that attentional bias toward PA can serve as an 
indicator of exercise dependence risk. The most likely explanation is that we did not 
examine a sample composed of highly dependent and excessive exercisers. Furthermore, 
it is important to remind that the dot-probe parameters used in this study (i.e., stimulus 
presentation lasting 4000–4500 ms) to promote the reliability of eye-tracking metrics 
(Waechter et al., 2014) are rather unusual, making direct comparisons with the literature 
difficult.
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Similarly, in Study 2, we found no evidence that the risk of exercise dependence was 
significantly related to approach-avoidance tendencies toward PA and sedentary 
stimuli. This finding differs from previous studies showing that individuals with substance 
dependence (Field & Cox, 2008; Wiers et al., 2010; Zhou et al., 2012) or pathological gam-
bling (Boffo et al., 2019; Brevers & Noël, 2013) show a tendency to approach (rather than 
avoid) stimuli related to the object of dependence – although null results have also been 
reported (Cousijn et al., 2011; Cousijn et al., 2012). Notably, in their study, Cousijn et al. 
(2012) did not find an association at the behavioural level. However, analyses of neuro-
physiological data showed that activation of several brain regions during an approach- 
avoidance task under functional magnetic resonance imaging was associated with canna-
bis use and the severity of cannabis-related problems. These findings raise the possibility 
of latent effects in our study due to the absence of neurophysiological measures. Thus, 
incorporating neuroimaging methods alongside behavioural assessments may be war-
ranted before drawing definitive conclusions about the lack of associations between 
risk of exercise dependence and automatic responses. This is consistent with the 
general call for more neurophysiological research in exercise psychology (Cheval et al., 
2021; Cheval & Boisgontier, 2021; Cheval, Radel, et al., 2018; Cheval, Tipura, et al., 2018; 
Parma et al., 2023).

At last, in line with the lack of associations observed with approach-avoidance ten-
dencies, we did not find that exercise dependence score was associated with implicit 
affective attitudes toward PA. Our results contrast with previous work that has found 
significant and positive associations between implicit affective attitudes and levels of 
dependence in several other contexts, such as substance abuse (Rooke et al., 2008), 
Internet gaming (Yen et al., 2011), and gambling (Brevers & Noël, 2013). Furthermore, 
our results are inconsistent with the only study that has examined the association 
between implicit affective attitudes and exercise dependence, which found that indi-
viduals who more strongly associated the concept of exercise with “importance” 
reported higher exercise dependence symptoms (Forrest et al., 2016). The discrepancy 
between our findings and those of Forrest et al. (2016) may perhaps be explained 
using different implicit association test content: whereas Forrest et al. (2016) assessed 
importance, our measure captured affective associations (i.e., the extent of automati-
cally generated positive or negative emotional responses to PA). In summary, auto-
matic reactions toward PA were not observed to be related to exercise dependence 
score, despite the robust link found between automatic reactions and dependence 
in several other contexts.

Theoretical implications

While there is a wealth of evidence to suggest that the incentive sensitisation theory of 
dependence largely explains how automatic processes to drug-related stimuli develop 
over time (Berridge & Robinson, 2003; Robinson & Berridge, 1993; Rooke et al., 2008), the 
evidence supporting this theory for explaining behavioural addictions is beginning to 
accumulate. A few studies of behavioural addictions, such as gambling or problematic por-
nography use, have shown that addicted individuals exhibit a neural signature of sensitis-
ation with hyperreactivity of the mesolimbic dopamine system to addiction-related cues 
that is consistent with the signature commonly observed in substance dependence (Gola 
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et al., 2017; Limbrick-Oldfield et al., 2017; Van Holst et al., 2018). To the best of our knowl-
edge, no study has examined whether the same neural activity may underlie exercise addic-
tion. However, based on our results, a more clearly established pattern of addiction may be 
necessary to investigate this issue, since scalar results on a measure of dependence do not 
appear to reach the threshold at which automatic reactions can be detected.

However, PA may have characteristics that distinguish it from other forms of addictive 
behaviour. For example, physical effort is inherent to PA and is processed as a cost and 
an aversive experience to be avoided (Cheval & Boisgontier, 2021; Cheval, Radel, et al., 
2018; Maltagliati et al., 2022). Thus, from an evolutionary biological perspective (Bramble 
& Lieberman, 2004), one might wonder whether it is possible to develop a true dependence 
to behaviours that have an aversive value. Similarly, unlike gambling or pornography, PA 
behaviours are generally associated with delayed, not immediate, reward. For example, 
the intrinsic hedonic experience of exercise is triggered by the release of neurochemicals, 
such as endocannabinoids, but only after 30 minutes of moderate exercise (Raichlen 
et al., 2013). Therefore, it is possible that PA represents a specific behaviour in which the neu-
ropsychological mechanisms underlying its addictive dimension may differ from those 
underlying behavioural addictions. Furthermore, unlike other addictive behaviours, many 
individuals do not engage in PA for its intrinsically rewarding qualities, but rather for 
long-term goals such as body image, health improvement, athletic performance, or social 
affiliation (Aaltonen et al., 2014; Ball et al., 2014; Molanorouzi et al., 2015). This further 
calls into question the addictive dimension of PA. Some authors suggest that exercise addic-
tion may exist not only as a primary addiction, in which the reward is directly associated with 
exercise, but also, and more commonly, as a secondary addiction, in which exercise is used 
to cope with or compensate for other underlying problems (e.g., coping with emotional dis-
tress, weight control; Weinstein & Szabo, 2023). In such cases, the addictive aspects of PA are 
intertwined with primary addictions or underlying problems, as observed in eating disorders 
such as anorexia nervosa, bulimia nervosa, or other body image disorders (Weinstein & 
Szabo, 2023; Zou et al., 2022). In other words, the lack of robust evidence for a link 
between automatic processes and exercise dependence may also reflect the possibility 
that the psychological mechanisms at work in the development of exercise dependence 
are not underpinned by the development of automatic positive responses to exercise- 
related stimuli. Future research is needed to determine whether an idiosyncratic model of 
exercise dependence is needed or whether a general theory of dependence is sufficient 
to account for behavioural and neural observations (Dinardi et al., 2021).

Beyond these theoretical explanations, our different results can also be explained by 
methodological features.

Methodological explanations

First, a stronger association between automatic reactions and dependence score may be 
more likely at higher levels of dependence (Brevers et al., 2011). Accordingly, although our 
studies were designed to include only physically active individuals, we found that only a 
small number of participants exhibited high risk of exercise dependence according to the 
EDS-R (Hausenblas et al., 2017). Including a sample of participants with a higher risk of 
developing exercise dependence, such as Ironman athletes or ultramarathoners (Buck 
et al., 2018; Di Lodovico et al., 2019; Magee et al., 2016), seems to be a necessary condition 
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for testing the hypothesised relationship between risk of exercise dependence and auto-
matic reactions to PA. It is also emphasised that dependence is only one dimension of 
addiction, the other being compulsion (Szabo & Demetrovics, 2022). Addiction, which 
is more closely associated with automatic reactions to PA than dependence, involves 
both high dependence and high compulsion. Thus, it is possible that we missed the 
sought connection because the participants, despite exhibiting certain levels of depen-
dence, were not compulsive in their exercise behaviour. Future studies assessing the 
risk of exercise dependence along measures of compulsion are recommended. Even 
better, selecting participants who score high on both measures of exercise dependence 
(or addiction) and compulsion should be followed up with interviews to ascertain addic-
tive tendencies before examining their automatic reactions to PA.

In addition, in previous studies, the tasks involved personally relevant stimuli (Field 
et al., 2004; McGrath et al., 2018). In our studies, however, stimuli related to a specific exer-
cise (i.e., a person doing fitness exercises) for the attention bias task, to the general 
concept of PA for the implicit affective attitudes task, and to a wide variety of physical 
activities (e.g., running, walking, cycling, swimming) for the approach-avoidance task. It 
has been shown that automatic reactions are more pronounced when the stimuli used 
in the task match participants’ PA preferences (Limmeroth & Braun, 2022). Similarly, it 
has recently been suggested that the use of personally relevant stimuli may improve 
the effectiveness of interventions aimed at modifying automatic reactions toward 
health-related behaviours, including PA (Maltagliati et al., 2024; Wiers et al., 2020). In 
line with previous studies, personally relevant stimuli may need to be used to adequately 
capture automatic responses (Coppin & Pool, 2021; Pool et al., 2016; Stussi et al., 2019).

Finally, as explained above, behavioural outcomes (i.e., differences in reaction times) 
and eye-tracker data (i.e., differences in gaze patterns) may not provide a complete 
picture of the mechanisms underlying the automatic reaction toward PA behaviour 
(Cheval et al., 2021; Cheval & Boisgontier, 2021; Cheval, Radel, et al., 2018; Cheval, 
Tipura, et al., 2018; Parma et al., 2023). Accordingly, the use of neurophysiological 
methods, such as functional magnetic imaging or electroencephalography, seems 
highly relevant to complete the picture and advance the field.

Limitations and strengths

The present study has several limitations. The first set of limitations is based on the afore-
mentioned methodological features – i.e., the relatively low levels of exercise dependence 
observed in our sample, which may have limited our ability to detect associations 
between exercise dependence and automatic responses to PA-related stimuli, the use 
of generic rather than personally relevant stimuli (Limmeroth & Braun, 2022; Maltagliati 
et al., 2024), and the reliance on behavioural outcomes and eye-tracker metrics that pre-
vented us from examining the neural mechanisms underlying these automatic responses 
toward PA (Cheval, Radel, et al., 2018). In addition, although the scale used in this study 
may be treated in its continuous form, according to some theoretical perspectives, such as 
the interactional model of exercise dependence (Egorov & Szabo, 2013), exercise depen-
dence is considered to emerge suddenly and therefore can hardly be measured on a 
scalar basis, but rather as presence versus absence and in-depth interviews may be 
necessary to identify addictive tendencies of clinical significance when addressing 
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research questions akin to the current study. Future studies should seek to sample highly 
active individuals at higher risk of, or with documented, exercise addiction. Moreover, 
conducting this study online prevented us from controlling the conditions of data collec-
tion (e.g., quiet room, no distractions), which may have reduced the accuracy of the 
measures. However, studies have shown that online and laboratory settings can yield 
similar results (Francis et al., 2022; Germine et al., 2012; Gosling et al., 2004; Miller et al., 
2018). Finally, usual levels of PA and of exercise dependence were assessed using self- 
report questionnaires, which may not accurately capture the actual levels of PA (Lee 
et al., 2011) and exercise dependence (Szabo et al., 2015). Assessing usual PA using 
device-based measures, such as accelerometers, or measuring exercise dependence 
using complementary methods, such as interviews, may provide more reliable and 
valid information.

Notwithstanding these limitations, our studies were some of the first to examine 
potential relationships between automatic responses and risk of exercise dependence. 
We examined all three discrete automatic reactions that have been thought to underlie 
dependence – i.e., attentional biases, implicit affective attitudes, and approach-avoidance 
tendencies – using not only behavioural outcomes (i.e., differences in reaction times), but 
also eye-tracking outcomes.

Conclusion

Automatic reactions to cues related to the addictive behaviour have been identified as a 
hallmark of dependence in a wide variety of contexts. This study has revealed some 
evidence that exercise dependence score was associated with one form of automatic 
reaction (i.e., behavioural attentional bias). However, the evidence remains insufficient to 
consider automatic reactions as a “signature” of exercise dependence. The lack of robust 
evidence may reflect the fact that exercise dependence differs from other forms of 
addiction and is not driven by the same automatic processes. Yet, it is important to 
emphasise that no definitive conclusions can be drawn given the limited extent of exercise 
dependence observed in our sample. Further research with individuals exhibiting higher 
risk of addiction, incorporating personally relevant stimuli, and using neurophysiological 
methods are warranted to better explore the mechanisms underlying exercise addiction.
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sique: L’EDS-R. Pratiques Psychologiques, 13(4), 425–441. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prps.2007.06. 
003

24 A. QUOSSI ET AL.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2003.12.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychsport.2015.06.006
https://doi.org/10.1525/collabra.31030
https://doi.org/10.3758/s13423-012-0296-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2017.78
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1360-0443.1990.tb01620.x
https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.59.2.93
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.74.6.1464
https://doi.org/10.1136/bjsm.2004.017020
https://doi.org/10.1136/bjsm.2004.017020
https://doi.org/10.1111/sms.12611
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.j1745
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrn2298
https://doi.org/10.1136/bjsports-2011-090199
https://doi.org/10.1037/adb0000414
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0028347
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2019.09.040
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.91.1.16
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.91.1.16
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prps.2007.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prps.2007.06.003


Krieglmeyer, R., & Deutsch, R. (2010). Comparing measures of approach–avoidance behaviour: The 
manikin task vs. Two versions of the joystick task. Cognition & Emotion, 24(5), 810–828. https://doi. 
org/10.1080/02699930903047298

Kuznetsova, A., Brockhoff, P. B., & Christensen, R. H. B. (2015). Lmertest package: Tests in linear mixed 
effects models. Journal of Statistical Software, 82(13), 1–26. https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v082.i13

Lee, P. H., Macfarlane, D. J., Lam, T., & Stewart, S. M. (2011). Validity of the international physical 
activity questionnaire short form (IPAQ-SF): A systematic review. International Journal of 
Behavioral Nutrition and Physical Activity, 8(1), 115. https://doi.org/10.1186/1479-5868-8-115

Limbrick-Oldfield, E. H., Mick, I., Cocks, R. E., McGonigle, J., Sharman, S. P., Goldstone, A. P., Stokes, P. 
R., Waldman, A., Erritzoe, D., & Bowden-Jones, H. (2017). Neural substrates of cue reactivity and 
craving in gambling disorder. Translational Psychiatry, 7(1), e992–e992. https://doi.org/10.1038/ 
tp.2016.256

Limmeroth, J., & Braun, C. (2022). “Some hate it, others love it”: Formation of automatic and reflec-
tive affective processes toward exercising in fitness centers and mountain biking. German Journal 
of Exercise and Sport Research, 52(3), 321–330. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12662-022-00803-4

Magee, C. A., Buchanan, I., & Barrie, L. (2016). Profiles of exercise dependence symptoms in Ironman 
participants. Psychology of Sport and Exercise, 24, 48–55. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychsport. 
2016.01.005

Maltagliati, S., Sarrazin, P., Fessler, L., LeBreton, M., & Cheval, B. (2022). Why people should run after 
positive affective experiences, not health benefits. Journal of Sport and Health Science, 13(4), 445– 
450. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jshs.2022.10.005

Maltagliati, S., Sarrazin, P., Muller, D., Fessler, L., Ferry, T., Wiers, R. W., & Cheval, B. (2024). Improving 
physical activity using a single personalized consequence-based approach-avoidance training: 
Effects on self-reported behaviors, attitudes, and choices. Psychology of Sport and Exercise, 70, 
102565–102565. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychsport.2023.102565

McGrath, D. S., Meitner, A., & Sears, C. R. (2018). The specificity of attentional biases by type of gam-
bling: An eye-tracking study. PLoS One, 13(1), e0190614. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone. 
0190614

Miller, R., Schmidt, K., Kirschbaum, C., Enge, S. (2018). Comparability, stability, and reliability of inter-
net-based mental chronometry in domestic and laboratory settings. Behavior Research Methods, 
50(4), 1345–1358. https://doi.org/10.3758/s13428-018-1036-5

Moffitt, R. L., Kemps, E., Hannan, T. E., Neumann, D. L., Stopar, S. P., & Anderson, C. J. (2019). Implicit 
approach biases for physically active lifestyle cues. International Journal of Sport and Exercise 
Psychology, 18(6), 833–849. https://doi.org/10.1080/1612197X.2019.1581829

Mogg, K., Bradley, B. P., Field, M., & De Houwer, J. (2003). Eye movements to smoking-related pic-
tures in smokers: Relationship between attentional biases and implicit and explicit measures 
of stimulus valence. Addiction, 98(6), 825–836. https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1360-0443.2003.00392.x

Molanorouzi, K., Khoo, S., & Morris, T. (2015). Motives for adult participation in physical activity: Type 
of activity, age, and gender. BMC Public Health, 15(1), 66. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-015- 
1429-7

Mónok, K., Berczik, K., Urbán, R., Szabo, A., Griffiths, M. D., Farkas, J., Magi, A., Eisinger, A., Kurimay, T., 
& Kökönyei, G. (2012). Psychometric properties and concurrent validity of two exercise addiction 
measures: A population wide study. Psychology of Sport and Exercise, 13(6), 739–746. https://doi. 
org/10.1016/j.psychsport.2012.06.003

Moore, S. C., Lee, I.-M., Weiderpass, E., Campbell, P. T., Sampson, J. N., Kitahara, C. M., Keadle, S. K., 
Arem, H., De Gonzalez, A. B., & Hartge, P. (2016). Association of leisure-time physical activity with 
risk of 26 types of cancer in 1.44 million adults. JAMA Internal Medicine, 176(6), 816–825. https:// 
doi.org/10.1001/jamainternmed.2016.1548

Ostafin, B. D., Palfai, T. P., & Wechsler, C. E. (2003). The accessibility of motivational tendencies 
toward alcohol: Approach, avoidance, and disinhibited drinking. Experimental and Clinical 
Psychopharmacology, 11(4), 294–301. https://doi.org/10.1037/1064-1297.11.4.294

Parma, J., Bacelar, M., Cabral, D., Recker, R., Renaud, O., Sander, D., Krigolson, O., Miller, M., Cheval, B., 
& Boisgontier, M. (2023). Relationship between reward-related brain activity and opportunities to 
sit. Cortex, 167, 197–217. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2023.06.011

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF SPORT AND EXERCISE PSYCHOLOGY 25

https://doi.org/10.1080/02699930903047298
https://doi.org/10.1080/02699930903047298
https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v082.i13
https://doi.org/10.1186/1479-5868-8-115
https://doi.org/10.1038/tp.2016.256
https://doi.org/10.1038/tp.2016.256
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12662-022-00803-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychsport.2016.01.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychsport.2016.01.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jshs.2022.10.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychsport.2023.102565
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0190614
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0190614
https://doi.org/10.3758/s13428-018-1036-5
https://doi.org/10.1080/1612197X.2019.1581829
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1360-0443.2003.00392.x
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-015-1429-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-015-1429-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychsport.2012.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychsport.2012.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamainternmed.2016.1548
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamainternmed.2016.1548
https://doi.org/10.1037/1064-1297.11.4.294
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2023.06.011


Pauly, L., & Sankar, D. (2015). A novel method for eye tracking and blink detection in video frames. In 
2015 IEEE international conference on computer graphics, vision and information security (CGVIS) 
(pp. 252–257). https://doi.org/10.1109/CGVIS.2015.7449931

Pool, E., Brosch, T., Delplanque, S., & Sander, D. (2016). Attentional bias for positive emotional 
stimuli: A meta-analytic investigation. Psychological Bulletin, 142(1), 79–106. https://doi.org/10. 
1037/bul0000026

Pool, E. R., Pauli, W. M., Kress, C. S., & O’Doherty, J. P. (2019). Behavioural evidence for parallel 
outcome-sensitive and outcome-insensitive Pavlovian learning systems in humans. Nature 
Human Behaviour, 3(3), 284–296. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41562-018-0527-9

Prévost, C., McNamee, D., Jessup, R. K., Bossaerts, P., & O’Doherty, J. P. (2013). Evidence for model- 
based computations in the human amygdala during Pavlovian conditioning. Plos Computational 
Biology, 9(2), e1002918. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1002918

Raichlen, D. A., Foster, A. D., Seillier, A., Giuffrida, A., & Gerdeman, G. L. (2013). Exercise-induced 
endocannabinoid signaling is modulated by intensity. European Journal of Applied Physiology, 
113(4), 869–875. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00421-012-2495-5

Rebar, A. L. (2017). Automatic regulation used in sport and exercise research. Oxford Research 
Encyclopedia of Psychology. https://doi.org/10.1093/acrefore/9780190236557.013.231

Rebar, A. L., Ram, N., & Conroy, D. E. (2015). Using the EZ-diffusion model to score a single-category 
implicit association test of physical activity. Psychology of Sport and Exercise, 16(3), 96–105. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychsport.2014.09.008

Rebar, A. L., Stanton, R., Geard, D., Short, C., Duncan, M. J., & Vandelanotte, C. (2015). A meta-meta- 
analysis of the effect of physical activity on depression and anxiety in non-clinical adult popu-
lations. Health Psychology Review, 9(3), 366–378. https://doi.org/10.1080/17437199.2015.1022901

Robinson, T. E., & Berridge, K. C. (1993). The neural basis of drug craving: An incentive-sensitization 
theory of addiction. Brain Research Reviews, 18(3), 247–291. https://doi.org/10.1016/0165-0173 
(93)90013-P

Rodebaugh, T. L., Scullin, R. B., Langer, J. K., Dixon, D. J., Huppert, J. D., Bernstein, A., Zvielli, A., & 
Lenze, E. J. (2016). Unreliability as a threat to understanding psychopathology: The cautionary 
tale of attentional bias. Journal of Abnormal Psychology, 125(6), 840–851. https://doi.org/10. 
1037/abn0000184

Rooke, S. E., Hine, D. W., & Thorsteinsson, E. B. (2008). Implicit cognition and substance use: A meta- 
analysis. Addictive Behaviors, 33(10), 1314–1328. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addbeh.2008.06.009

Sander, D., & Nummenmaa, L. (2021). Reward and emotion: An affective neuroscience approach. 
Current Opinion in Behavioral Sciences, 39, 161–167. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cobeha.2021.03.016

Schmukle, S. C. (2005). Unreliability of the dot probe task. European Journal of Personality, 19(7), 595– 
605. https://doi.org/10.1002/per.554

Schoenmakers, T. M., de Bruin, M., Lux, I. F., Goertz, A. G., Van Kerkhof, D. H., & Wiers, R. W. (2010). 
Clinical effectiveness of attentional bias modification training in abstinent alcoholic patients. 
Drug and Alcohol Dependence, 109(1–3), 30–36. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2009.11.022

Schuch, F. B., Vancampfort, D., Firth, J., Rosenbaum, S., Ward, P. B., Silva, E. S., Hallgren, M., Ponce De 
Leon, A., Dunn, A. L., & Deslandes, A. C. (2018). Physical activity and incident depression: A meta- 
analysis of prospective cohort studies. American Journal of Psychiatry, 175(7), 631–648. https://doi. 
org/10.1176/appi.ajp.2018.17111194

Starcevic, V., & Khazaal, Y. (2017). Relationships between behavioural addictions and psychiatric dis-
orders: What is known and what is yet to be learned? Frontiers in Psychiatry, 8, 53. https://doi.org/ 
10.3389/fpsyt.2017.00053

Stussi, Y., Ferrero, A., Pourtois, G., & Sander, D. (2019). Achievement motivation modulates Pavlovian 
aversive conditioning to goal-relevant stimuli. NPJ Science of Learning, 4(1), 1–10. https://doi.org/ 
10.1038/s41539-019-0043-3

Szabo, A., & Demetrovics, Z. (2022). Passion and addiction in sports and exercise. Routledge. https:// 
doi.org/10.4324/9781003173595

Szabo, A., Griffiths, M. D., Marcos, R. d. L. V., Mervó, B., & Demetrovics, Z. (2015). Focus: Addiction: 
Methodological and conceptual limitations in exercise addiction research. The Yale Journal of 
Biology and Medicine, 88(3), 303–308. http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/pmc4553651/.

26 A. QUOSSI ET AL.

https://doi.org/10.1109/CGVIS.2015.7449931
https://doi.org/10.1037/bul0000026
https://doi.org/10.1037/bul0000026
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41562-018-0527-9
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1002918
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00421-012-2495-5
https://doi.org/10.1093/acrefore/9780190236557.013.231
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychsport.2014.09.008
https://doi.org/10.1080/17437199.2015.1022901
https://doi.org/10.1016/0165-0173(93)90013-P
https://doi.org/10.1016/0165-0173(93)90013-P
https://doi.org/10.1037/abn0000184
https://doi.org/10.1037/abn0000184
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addbeh.2008.06.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cobeha.2021.03.016
https://doi.org/10.1002/per.554
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2009.11.022
https://doi.org/10.1176/appi.ajp.2018.17111194
https://doi.org/10.1176/appi.ajp.2018.17111194
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2017.00053
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2017.00053
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41539-019-0043-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41539-019-0043-3
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781003173595
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781003173595
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/pmc4553651/


Thorpe, S., Fize, D., & Marlot, C. (1996). Speed of processing in the human visual system. Nature, 381 
(6582), 520–522. https://doi.org/10.1038/381520a0

Van Holst, R. J., Sescousse, G., Janssen, L. K., Janssen, M., Berry, A. S., Jagust, W. J., & Cools, R. (2018). 
Increased striatal dopamine synthesis capacity in gambling addiction. Biological Psychiatry, 83 
(12), 1036–1043. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2017.06.010

Waechter, S., Nelson, A. L., Wright, C., Hyatt, A., & Oakman, J. (2014). Measuring attentional bias to 
threat: Reliability of dot probe and eye movement indices. Cognitive Therapy and Research, 38(3), 
313–333. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10608-013-9588-2

Wahid, A., Manek, N., Nichols, M., Kelly, P., Foster, C., Webster, P., Kaur, A., Friedemann Smith, C., 
Wilkins, E., & Rayner, M. (2016). Quantifying the association between physical activity and cardi-
ovascular disease and diabetes: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Journal of the American 
Heart Association, 5(9), e002495. https://doi.org/10.1161/JAHA.115.002495

Warburton, D. E., & Bredin, S. S. (2017). Health benefits of physical activity: A systematic review of 
current systematic reviews. Current Opinion in Cardiology, 32(5), 541–556. https://doi.org/10. 
1097/HCO.0000000000000437

Wareham, N. J., van Sluijs, E. M., & Ekelund, U. (2005). Physical activity and obesity prevention: A 
review of the current evidence. Proceedings of the Nutrition Society, 64(2), 229–247. https://doi. 
org/10.1079/PNS2005423

Weinstein, A., & Szabo, A. (2023). Exercise addiction: A narrative overview of research issues. 
Dialogues in Clinical Neuroscience, 25(1), 1–13. https://doi.org/10.1080/19585969.2023.2164841

Wiers, R. W., Eberl, C., Rinck, M., Becker, E. S., & Lindenmeyer, J. (2011). Retraining automatic action 
tendencies changes alcoholic patients’ approach bias for alcohol and improves treatment 
outcome. Psychological Science, 22(4), 490–497. https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797611400615

Wiers, R. W., Gladwin, T. E., Hofmann, W., Salemink, E., & Ridderinkhof, K. R. (2013). Cognitive bias 
modification and cognitive control training in addiction and related psychopathology: 
Mechanisms, clinical perspectives, and ways forward. Clinical Psychological Science, 1(2), 192– 
212. https://doi.org/10.1177/2167702612466547

Wiers, R. W., Rinck, M., Kordts, R., Houben, K., & Strack, F. (2010). Retraining automatic action-ten-
dencies to approach alcohol in hazardous drinkers. Addiction, 105(2), 279–287. https://doi.org/ 
10.1111/j.1360-0443.2009.02775.x

Wiers, R. W., & Stacy, A. W. (2006). Implicit cognition and addiction: A tool for explaining paradoxical 
behavior. Current Directions in Psychological Science, 15(6), 292–296. https://doi.org/10.1111/j. 
1467-8721.2006.00455.x

Wiers, C. E., Stelzel, C., Park, S. Q., Gawron, C. K., Ludwig, V. U., Gutwinski, S., Heinz, A., Lindenmeyer, 
J., Wiers, R. W., & Walter, H. (2014). Neural correlates of alcohol-approach bias in alcohol addiction: 
The spirit is willing but the flesh is weak for spirits. Neuropsychopharmacology, 39(3), 688–697. 
https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2013.252

Wiers, R. W., Van Dessel, P., & Köpetz, C. (2020). ABC training: A new theory-based form of cognitive- 
bias modification to foster automatization of alternative choices in the treatment of addiction 
and related disorders. Current Directions in Psychological Science, 29(5), 499–505. https://doi. 
org/10.1177/0963721420949500

Williams, D. M., & Bohlen, L. C. (2019). Motivation for exercise: Reflective desire versus hedonic dread. 
In M. H. Anshel, S. J. Petruzzello, & E. E. Labbé (Eds.), APA handbook of sport and exercise psychology 
(Vol. 2, pp. 363–385). American Psychological Association. https://doi.org/10.1037/0000124-019

Yen, J.-Y., Yen, C.-F., Chen, C.-S., Tang, T.-C., Huang, T.-H., & Ko, C.-H. (2011). Cue-induced positive 
motivational implicit response in young adults with Internet gaming addiction. Psychiatry 
Research, 190(2–3), 282–286. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2011.07.003

Zhou, Y., Li, X., Zhang, M., Zhang, F., Zhu, C., & Shen, M. (2012). Behavioural approach tendencies to 
heroin-related stimuli in abstinent heroin abusers. Psychopharmacology, 221(1), 171–176. https:// 
doi.org/10.1007/s00213-011-2557-0

Zou, L., Yang, P., Herold, F., Liu, W., Szabo, A., Taylor, A., Sun, J., Ji, L., & Liu, J. (2022). The contribution 
of BMI, body image inflexibility, and generalized anxiety to symptoms of eating disorders and 
exercise dependence in exercisers. International Journal of Mental Health Promotion, 24(6), 
811–823. https://doi.org/10.32604/ijmhp.2022.024862

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF SPORT AND EXERCISE PSYCHOLOGY 27

https://doi.org/10.1038/381520a0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biopsych.2017.06.010
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10608-013-9588-2
https://doi.org/10.1161/JAHA.115.002495
https://doi.org/10.1097/HCO.0000000000000437
https://doi.org/10.1097/HCO.0000000000000437
https://doi.org/10.1079/PNS2005423
https://doi.org/10.1079/PNS2005423
https://doi.org/10.1080/19585969.2023.2164841
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797611400615
https://doi.org/10.1177/2167702612466547
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1360-0443.2009.02775.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1360-0443.2009.02775.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8721.2006.00455.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8721.2006.00455.x
https://doi.org/10.1038/npp.2013.252
https://doi.org/10.1177/0963721420949500
https://doi.org/10.1177/0963721420949500
https://doi.org/10.1037/0000124-019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psychres.2011.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-011-2557-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00213-011-2557-0
https://doi.org/10.32604/ijmhp.2022.024862

	Abstract
	Exercise dependence
	Automatic processes and addiction
	Automatic processes and physical activity behaviours
	The present research

	Study 1
	Methods
	Participants and procedure
	Material and measures
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Descriptive results
	Attentional bias measures and exercise dependence score

	Interim discussion

	Study 2
	Methods
	Participants and procedure
	Material and measures
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Descriptive results
	Automatic reactions

	Interim discussion

	General discussion
	Main findings
	Comparison with previous studies
	Theoretical implications
	Methodological explanations
	Limitations and strengths

	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	Credit authorship contribution statement
	Disclosure statement
	ORCID
	References

