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Young Children’s Understanding of the Relationship Between

the Trait of Painters and the Style of Drawings
Xu Bingling', Guo Liping®
(! Fujian Vocational College of Child Development, Fuzhou, 350025)
(2 Department of Preschool Education, East China Normal University, Shanghai, 200062)

Abstract To examine young children’ s cognition of the relations between the style of drawings and the personal traits of their
painters, 5-to 6-year old children were told to match the pictures according to style or trait (“rough — cautious” and “imaginative —
realistic”). The participants were randomly assigned into two different conditions, provided either with example drawings or trait
stories. The results showed that children at the age of 5 could recognize a certain style of a picture while this ability was ready for
further development and the understanding of the painter’s trait increased children’s sensitivity to the painting style. At the age of 5-
6, children’s cognition of the relations between a painter’s trait and his works witnessed a rapid development from randomly matching
to matching by value and finally to matching by trait.

Key words  personal trait, painting style, matching strategy
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The Effects of Similarity and Perceptual Load on Inattentional Blindness
Liu' Hanhui, Li* Huijie
(! School of Psychology, Beijing Normal University, Beijing, 100088)(? Institute of Psychology, Chinese Academy of Science, Beijing, 100101)

Abstract The present research explored the effects of similarity and perceptual load on inattentional blindness. The results provide the
evidence that visual and semantic similarities have different effects on IB in different conditions including different numbers of
unattented stimuli and cognitive load. If the cognitive load is comparatively low, similarities have no effect on the IB no matter how
much the unattened stimulus is. If the cognitive load is comparatively high, with only one unattented stimulus, similarities have no
effect on the IB no matter how great unattened stimuli are. However, with two stimuli, the subjects in the similar groups tend to have
less IB than those in the dissimiliar groups.

Key words inattentional blindness, attentional stimulus, inattentional stimulus, similarity, perceptual load



