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The Influences of Time and Instruction on Children’ s Divergent Production
Cheng Lit?, shi Jiannongl, Liu Zhengkuil, Xu Qinmei3
(* Ingtitute of Psychology , Chinese Academy Science,Key Lab of Menta Hedth, Chinese Academy Science)

(? school of Education , Beijing Norma Universty , Beijing ,100875) (® Psychology and Behavior Department of Zheliang Universty)
Abstract We examined the influence of four typesof time (2,4 ,6 ,8min) and two typesof ingruction conditions (originaity prompt
group and norrprompt group) on the divergent production of 239 aged 10, 11 and 12. The results suggested that time had a strong,
and typicdly linear influence on fluency , flexibility or origindity scoresin 8 minutes. The influence of instruction conditionson diver-
gent production of the children was dgnificant , too. Theorigindity prompt group got higher soores than the non-prompt group on the
three indexes. Meanwhile, the divergent production scores rise gradudly with the age. But gender differences were not dgnificant.
Key words: ingtruction condition, time, divergent production, fluency , flexibility , origindity
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An Investigation Research on the Satus of Urban Migrant
Wor kers Social Cognition

Liu Dianzhi', Ma Qianguangz, Yang Huihui®
(* Applied Psychology Research Ingtitute of Suzhou University Suzhou, 215123)
(? Internationa Law School , East China University of Foliticd Science and Law , Shanghai ,201620)

Abgract This research investigated 465 migrant workersin order to examine the ocia cognition of their working life and their inte-
gration with the cities by adopting a sdf - made questionnaire with a high rdiability and vdidity on migrant workers socid cognition.
The results show that (1) migrant workers overal socid cognition is acceptable, and their average soore is above the critical vaue of
3; (2) There are dgnificant diversties among migrant workers with different ages, marital status, educationa levls, times and dura
tion of work. Migrant workers who are comparatively old, married , with lower educationa levels, more experiences and longer time
of work have better socid cognition; the younger generation of migrant workers has a sgnificantly lower socia cognition compared
with thefirst generation ;(3) Migrant workerswith higher income and better jobs get higher scoresin thisinvestigation ;their inoome
and career have a ggnificant influence on their socid cognition.
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