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MA Heng-fen', WANG Pei-pei’, WENG Xu-chu’
(1. School of Foreign Languages, Civil Aviation University of China , Tianjin 300300, China;
2. School of Basic Medicine, Capital Medical University, Beijing 100069, China;
3. Institute of Psychology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101, China)

Abstract

Although much research has shown that there exists
significant difference in language capability between
males and females, whether this gender-related differ-
ence exists in learning capacity for a second language
is controversial, and relevant literature is not suffi-
cient. The Stroop paradigm is a classic in language
research, which utilizes interfered color and semantic
information to deduce the representation frame of the
mental dictionary. The current study employed the
Stroop paradigm to investigate the effect of gender

difference in language representation for second lan-

guage learners. The color Stroop task consisted three
types stimuli, including consistency condition, incon-
sistency condition, and irrelevant condition. A 2( gen-
der) x 2(language) x 3(stimuli type) design was ad-
ministrated to college students. The results showed
significant interaction between gender and languages,
and between gender and stimulus types, suggesting
gender is an important factor in the representation of
second languages.

Key words: bilingual, stroop effect, gender

difference, second language learning



