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IOR) . The main experimental variable was the tem-
poral interval between the cue and the target (SOA).
A computer was used in presenting stimuli and record-
ing subject’s reaction time. 14 students served as sub-
jects. The experiment showed that IOR occurred when
SOA was 700ms and diminished when SOA was
900ms. This result was different from previous experi-
ments which found IOR occurred when SOA was
about 300ms in detecting light spot. However, this re-
sult was similar to that of the discrimination task on
IOR. This result was considered an effect of task diffi-
culty on the temporal dynamics of IOR.

Key words: selective attention, inhibition of re-
turn, location, temporal dynamics , task difficulty.

THE FIVE—FACTOR MODEL (FFM) AND
THE ANALYSIS OF PERSONALITY STRUC-
TUREIN PERSONNEL SELECTION

Wu Zheng s, Zhang Houchan

(Psychology Department. Beijing Normal University)

390 adults subjects, all applicants for internation-
al company positions , were given a set of psychological
tests as a part of the recruitment procedure. The 18
dimensions of CPI sub — scales scores were factor —
analysed for personality structure. The results showed
that the 5—factor sturcture was a common structure
in personality. The results were silmilar to the Five—
Factor Model (FFM).

Key words: personnel selection, personality anal-

ysis, five factormodel.

RADICAL PROCESSING 1IN CHINESE
CHARACTER RECOGNITION: EVIDENCE
FROMILLUSORY CONJUNCTION

Li Hong, Chen Hsuan—Chih

(Department of Psychology. The Chinese University of Hong
Kong. Shatin, N. T. Hong Kong)

An illusory conjunction paradigm was adopted to
investigatepossible effects of radical processing in Chi-
nese character recognition. In each trial, two stimulus
characters were displayed briefly, afterwhich a probe
character was presented for recognition. Two experi-
mentsdemonstrated that when a probe (e. g. , " " )
was formed by radicals fromthe two source characters
(e.g., "#E”,” #1"), the participants tended tomis-
judge it as one of the preceding characters. The error
ratedecreased with the increase of character frequency
and radicalfreeequency. Furthermore, the effects of
character and radicalfrequency were no longer de-

tectable when the consistency between theinternal
structure and external organization of characters was
reduced. Overall, the results revealed the significance
of character frequencyand spacial organizational factors
in character recognition. Theyfurther indicated the im-
portance of radical factors in the processingof charac-
ters.

Key words: character recognition, illusory con-

junction, radicalfrequency, character frequecy.

A RESEARCH ON THE RELATIONSHIP
BETWEEN STUDENTS’ SELF — EXPECTED
ANDTEACHER — ENCOURAGED MENTAL
TRAITS

Liang Ningjian, Yin Fang, Wu Mingzheng
(Psychology Department, East China Normal University)

A test was made on 662 middle school students
and 86 teachers to investigate the difference between
self — expected and teacher — encoruaged mental
traits. The result showed that there existed significant
differences, expecially in creativity, curiosity and ad-
venture.

Key words: self —expected, mental traits, self —

fulfilling prophecy.

WORKING MEMORY, RELATIVE MEAN-
ING FREQUENCY AND THE PROCESSING
OFCHINESE AMBIGUOUS SENTENCES
Yang Lixia, Cui Yao, Chen Yongming
(Institute of Psychologys Chinese Academy of Sciences. Bei-
jing) .

Two experiments were conducted to examine the
role of working memory and meaning — freequency in
the processing of Chinese ambiguous sentences. Each
sentence in Experiment 1 had two possible interpreta-
tions and three possible interpretations in Experiment
2. The Reading Span Test was used to select 24 sub-
jects who formed the high working memory (Hwm)
group and 24 subjects who formed the low working
memory ( Lwm) group. In the experiments, a sen-
tence verification task was assigned. Working Memory
(high ;low) and Interval between the stimulus and tar-
get (100ms, 1000ms) were used as between —subject
—{actors. Meaning —Frequency was used as a within
—subject—factor. The results indicated: 1)Without a
context which provides unambiguous information,
working memory had no effect on the processing of
ambiguous sentences. 2) The main idea of an ambigu-

ous sentence was more speedily accessed than the mi-
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nor idea. 3) When the difficulty of the material in-
creased, the Hwm group began processing a little bet-
ter than the Lwm group.

Key words: working memory, sentence ambigui-

ty, disambiguity, relativemeaning frequency.

AN EXPERIMENTAL STUDY OF EYE —
MOVEMENT CHARACTERISTICS IN SCI-
ENTIFICARTICLE READING

Yan Guoli

(Department of Education. Tianjin Normal University)

A Model 4200R eye tracker was used to study the
eye movement characteristics while the subjects were
reading scientific articles. The subjects were fifth —
year primary school pupils, junior high school stu-
dents and college students with normal sights. The re-
sults are as follows: 1)When reading key parts of the
article the older subjects could change their scanning
strategy accordingly. 2) The older subjectstended to
use selective regression while reading.

Key words: eyemovement, reading regression,
selective regression.

A COMMENT ON THREE THEORETICAL
MODELS OF TRANSFER WITHIN THE
FRAMEWORKOF KNOWLEDGE CLASSIFI-
CATION

Zhu Yan

(East China Normal University)

This paper deals with three theoretical models of
transfer within the framework of knowledge classifica-
tion: the cognitive structure theory of transfer, the
production theory of transfer and the metacognition
theory of transfer.

Key words: declarative knowledge, procedural
knowledge. cognitivesturcture, production, metacog-

nition.

A COMPARATIVE STUDY OF TWO TECH-

NIQUES OF COPING WITH COMPETI-
TIVESTATE ANXIETY

Jiang Biyan, Zhu Beili, Liu Zhengian

(East China Normal University)

This study examined the effect of Cognitive Affec-
tion Stress Management Training Program (SMT) and
bio — feedback relaxation ( BFB —R) used in coping
with competitive anxiety. 31 shooters of Shanghai
Shooting Team took part in this experiment. The re-
sult showed: 1) In the laboratory condition, SMT and
BFB—R could help shooters to develop the ability of
relaxation and imagination; 2) The experimental sub-
jects showed lower somatic anxiety and higher self —
confidence than the control subjects; 3) The subjects
of SMT got better performance than BFB—R.

Key words: competitive state anxiety, Cognitive
Affect StressManagement Training Program (SMT),
biofeedback —relaxation (BFB—R).

THE BOOK OF CHANGES: A CLASSIC IN-

TERPRETATION OF THE SCIENTIFIC AND
AESTHETIC MODES OF THINKING OF
HUMAN BEINGS

Zhao Linli

(Department of Education . Southwest Normal University.
Chongqing. )
The Book of Changes, an ancient Chinese book

which made its first appearance five thousand years

ago, embodies the profound logical principles in mod-
ern mathematical and physical science and the logical
principles in aethetic appreciation. The book interprets
the two incompatiable fields as well as their respective
characteristic modes of thinking as a perfect unity.

Viewing The Book of Changes from such a perspective

may be helpful to the present —day psychological cir-
cles in blazing a new trail in the research on thinking
modes and logical problems.

Key words: element combination, mathematical,

Aesthetic logic, Modes of thinking.



