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S RAF— BT A A ST 44 9 L 2

KX WA
213165) (ISR A SR B, I 273165)

(M BITE R FHF R E b, MR

W OE R R EE R 05 1 1 28 44 B 58 W Stroop THRAT 55, RIS ARAF— 20 7 A0 O 5 A MR AE AR S

A R e TS BT A AL A e R 2 S SRR

ORIV S S /W 1 4 s
K
3ES  B842.1

1 515

INFITT 3 (cognitive style) J&48 TIRA LRI
(RIS S RO S8 IR K Y () = VL /N
A S HRAE T — AR G2 — 7 L [F] A
Zah ik, SR T EETHENNRE, RERENAD
R A G By B A & AR fl A5 Bk
TR R AT INAIZH R R B 0 B e &1 7T i)
s, #T N B RGN T 30 Z2FIAHT
X, BEMNZEERIMA BEAN TG, Bk
R—or A e B A H TG —R R 4L, JF B IR —
MM T IE 2 TR AA— e i, X —4E
WA E AR R DB AR 13 2 =3 1 b BEAE B
i), ke (&) B R0E i R e
HeRg, REREXTIAMUE S5 i Y Jm i 4 4 R AT A
R BRI T ARAE % (JRRARRL) fie T%
T A E 32252 e X R AT S TR, 15 B A
BUBEAR , FE 53 BT 5 1 JR 3 B 95 22 T A i i A 310
PNV E DS S e D O N N wisr
2277 TH R RE A 22 5 MO ECE R IT T R A Y BF
58, AHXA RIS 7 A5 BN R LS B 5T e
g, N RGEE M TEBh - MEZES, A
A0 5 AR B T P B A8 BAF 5% 1 34 e A fi
BN RNy Xl 2 07 Y 25 5 B o AR AR 1 22
SCFIERT . B A RIA 7 23 A5 120 T 3R
il A7 A 22 S e 2 1N 1 TR DG T I T R Y
5% HHE BN ARG AL A ST B

Wk H 1Y . 2007-1-16

(2) ¥E Stroop 1145, XfF@MAETE A ST,
YK —M SN F 52, Stroop THEEL, P HIALE

(1) BT 35 AL RN T o B 33 M AF 3 35
FUE A Sl LR AR

INHE

FIE R AR 22 S A SR 27 T, PR AR OF 50 4 % A [
Gk J 07 2B 3 i HL SR SR DR

EAG B Tk, i T AU E S A R
B EHBME R, RS AHNEITCE B T, A fB
T HFRA5 B B TR A R T 167 g Bk
TR B A TAE I 80K B30 i T35 BT
YEIEC TR BR R BN EHLE®, Tipper %8 AN 56k
HG B 58 S B PE T 4 D I TR A 1,
IR NZEAF B T AEAEID N 853 A4 o 5¢
TG OC R, H AT Ok 7 F W T
XA, A — A AR B RS T
R TIER T TARICICZ AN o 42
TEZERNBRAET , I TE R Z Mg P, X
Ui B P8O0 S 41 AL A B A RIGE 1 H A s el

Stroop T HLRL N A2 48 I 2 FLF L i B (5 6
(nery) AE SUFER (g7 ) MERAT
MG, BWFRAE B TIRALE e, 7
R e, SO BARRIE, B R TR
rOE R Bt AT, BiE iR, i
BCATHAG B . — MRy, S in] [ 32 50 44 PR
RTS8 BN T B LR BEAN TR, 5 0m) f 13 2 A
SN TR, W JE R, 3O ] B Y
FE A SR A AR S e AR O B B 44
mH LR AL, A BRI SN TR, S
LE A PN - S RS o v N R N1 S s oA 9
NEES, AT PR, BT AR B Stroop il
3 AF B A2 B, B BRI S B 7R, Stroop

EHRIA . RT3, 5, MBI RFHERFZB R, M1+, Email: songgw@mail.qfnu.edu.cn,
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FIRH SCAT: 55 1 5 R S AT 55438 1] B9 SCPAT A 400 1) 2ot
o B, TEVFZAE5EH, Stroop RN #E B AE K T
Do f—Fh g br U2 LADEAR 40 BIL ) ) 25RE
1Mi Stroop £ 55 Hh 7 (0 BB 45 G — DA X —
Feal, 1A TH ARG X 5 RUR TR A 0 75 X
AN A EAT A5 B T PR AL H BB, DA
SR e,

ASLEAR B AT 22 5 RS
FEERAE B T s AL A 2 UK &R . ks #
REA RO TE AR B T8, BT LARBIR B B3
AT R Hr AN T, 5 TR E R
(Stroop ££55) "Horegth HAr g (&7 EEA),
PRI AE Stroop 1T 55 H VR ML B R4 A, S <A 7 5 1 1)
TRABKERALFM TR, SZHNERE
SNIUR- AU IR LI I o R RSN R @ 8 2 (S N T
Stroop £ 55 H AR IR TF] 2 B0 4G . AR SE8 B H B AR
TRAELL RS, DU E i o7 A5 B T
HR AR AL R BRI

2 ik
2.1 i

PR AR E 80 A, PA/NATA I 2 5¢ ni ]

R EKIE NS (GEFT, JLmtiiys KoM & B
1T, Wik 24 4y), BARBEIARNE 71y, H
For (1531105 20%, w4 16 43) Wi ik
SLAH, RS (B3 20%, syl 8.5 4F) WiE
RGN, BIRWEG M A 14 N, kA
14 A, #£28 A, 4EITE 20~22 % Bl HR0 Bk R
IEMNIER, TEFESREASIS, TAEMES M
FTIBERS, ELAR St 280 56 5 5L 50
22 KRIGHAIFNLES

SEIG R FH AL 5K 240 PR R HIAE AY WinPes (> #
SCER RS (2002 BR) HEY Stroop RUN SE B, 5K 5
MAEAA 7 AT S5 B SR g R AT S5
&2 AEFER, KPS 1 AES 2 hEFT5,
B5 1 HERY, 152 haty, 15 3 85
7T NWEEAT S, A5 3 RN TF TR AT T,
FXRGEGHORGANT (Bher, g, &, i),
4% 4 BMEE LHEA T+ F X5 X7, {£5%5
BB AL LNOTE, F5 6 BUAESTEB6
AR O, 15 7T ERNTFOaTEaTFhT LA
GMBOREAMFT (FLRIIIER, £ K,
BoOBREORYINA . B, B W), LB
Pentium4 f{#HL, 15 F~F R A LR,

F 1 Stroop #3375 F 6

51 &7 L% 2 &% 553 BK L% 4 MEE 555 K fE%5 6 M 1% 7 WRE
a (%) Lk () g () xx (41) () & () B (4D)
& (R U (%) 2 (&%) xx (%) K(5k) O(H) (%)

TE: PGS NG S AT R

23 K&

AU R AR A AL A IR, AN
Ao Ry T R LS A B AR

ARSI RS B AN AT 55 (G FEE ) 1)
PR B[R] FIR 1% %

“hy i B AT BE 1 Sk 2] R 57 R, SEE SR LT
Jrit, s gk 14 ARBIRAE R 14 5000
REAL A 7 AN, BAHAMEE RS 2 A, 7104
53 4% 52 AN R WG 4 7 T Stroop S50 AL H
24 ZEHER

S5 AE R s T AN iR AT, gl A A
BALHT 50cm &b, MR F-HL5e 5 by, 8 16 W
T SR W AAE S EAR R, — RS,
RGeS B — 17 F N2 1 A5 SR 5 N A 1)

=MW EE R, S —MEIReE, B
B bR AT F 0 S B N e A AR T
AT ] 22— A — AN K Uit o . B IRATE 55 22 i
B bos g AR s A MR o T I SO
W LT B, — 4 B s
WAREEAETTANL, 7S B s A | E 55
J¥ I 5 B AT 55 1 T IR RAsE 0k o 55— 44 AR Bk
TS 5 1) [ B Xt B £ 3] 0 SR A R A, AT S5 RS
B[] 24 2000ms, AF: 55 [8] B B[] 25 1000ms, 75 5% 3
R KE, BULSELEEENTE, RG4S
SR E, FN2R-TEF/F (1214) A
S MGIEA, AR S e, Filar B <k
N | o ol O S S e 2| 4 TN T
B —m B HRREE ), JF B R G4 A sh A7 ik %L
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DHESTAR

%55

¥, SRIGARZE T — LS55 . WOlAE IR S5 2 Al
T A5 Ml AL B AR REAT FE O T

3 AR5

Yy 1 40 5 A e AR FE 7 Fh Stroop 4T 55 40
PR N A2 1 Ml i (] B b o 22 3% 2 TR

& 2 iTLIAE W, FAlr 41 7 Wi Stroop 4155 1)
SR R BN T35 A 20 . %R 2 S R kAT 7
ZEO TR

(1) Bl m L i) 22 5 W 2, F (1,26)
=8.877, p<0.01, X — 458 UL WG KA 20 i A ol g

)R T 7 S 20 VR I 1], 3X — s e 2 i 5dle
el A, SR LLAE 7 FAE S5 o i 1Rl e ) 3
KTGphsr 2,

(2) B P 7 P b 30 22 18] 4 4 M B i) 25 5tk
F, F (6,156) =56.14, p<0.001, Vi H T AIFH
Stroop £ 55 WITEFUA R, Bl A [RE 55 19 T A5
ST I A R A

(3) #eiakia) 5 il g b 2R 52 BLAPE FIAS 123
F (6,156) =2.09, p>0.05. i A[A] Stroop 1145 2
] ] 457 14 2 52 AN A2 AR D7 R TR RS20, A [l A
J5 A M B 8] Fr) 25 5 AN 52 AN [ Stroop AT 55 19520

F2 FWAHBHIK 7 M Stroop EEZHFHELR BFIREE (ms)

155 1 1155 2 1155 3 155 4 1155 5 1% 6 1£% 7
Rk 5053.86 5563.21 9171.50 6496.21 6785.00 7633.14 9812.29
i sz
P ife 22 775.52 1164.23 1544.29 91438 982.93 917.29 3276.04
Rk 5315.36 6097.36 11798.21 7107.50 8242.86 8418.21 10890.93
IiAr
GR(E 833.42 1771.66 2076.74 1329.05 1550.74 1101.10 2534.07

HTAN2ZES BENLTENARE, FEL
BN EWIETAES T, 51 (GREBRT) M
52 (&) MELRE2ER 2% (p<0.05),
X ERPAA O SFAES WAL T, fERTBEa
B, 1453 5145725 K8%F (p>0.05),
5% 3 MRS 7 I REFFIEMES) SHE =W
EEAL S 2R BE (p<0.001), 1£55 4 5{E5% 5.
455 5% 6 25 B¥F (p<0.05), 5% 4 51+
% 6 2R WFE (p<0.001), £HFOFETIER T

WRFH OB T HGIRA T, BiaBE7sE
M4 R T I CF, Mg AT 55 T 3
e T ORI A . &FES (5 1 TS 2)
HETEET SRR RKZERBE (p<0.001), A
W, B AES  T RN T 7 IR AT 55
R RE7 o8

PHALPELAE 7 Bl Stroop 1155 Hr A 1R U BRI 4l 15
RN 3 PR,

R3 MAWKETHESEHTERIBEBERE (%)

1£55 1 L% 2 1£% 3 1% 4 1% 5 f£% 6 f£% 7
WEL 6 8 39 6 16 11 27
st
FE DR 1.79 2.38 11.61 1.79 4.76 3.27 8.04
W 9 5 43 6 10 9 23
kA
k5 2.68 1.49 12.80 1.79 2.98 2.68 6.85
FRPE R 3 it B S R R, 4 Wfie
) Tu

W72 IR RN 4.81%, WIKAF AL F 24
WEN 447%, RGO B HIRE R 4.64%, &
BRI R BR . P AR R 22 R
% (2=0.553<1.96, p>0.05), " UL, EFXFASLE
1255, ASFERAETT OO TE L 56 P A R R A
e AN

AR BRI £ A R, R A — sk
077 A AR BN T A R A B A R
FAAEZE S B A AR i o ARSI /Rl i ] 45
FIAG B 45 SRR W], St 57 445 T Stroop £ 55 1Y-F-14
PR it 1] 2 B R T Ar A, BT g 2 5



552 3

103

WRERARE, WEAMIN Tdftd, A
A7 20 A AT S0 A AL A e B 2
Gyt St A9 AE 45900 Stroop AT 55 FR I T P45 B
BRI & TR0, X HAE B Al he
B, WESE TR E R, kT XU 2
X Ja 0 37 1 — 58 53 ) 45 48 RO =Xk 47 43 B s>
XA A . 7E Stroop (155, A s ik T
JEE AN [R) 8 PR AR B R A N B T 7 A T 0N
Gy S 5 60T B R dl se Sy 5k, BRES A AR
SCHEBR AU T X R B8R (40 Stroop 1£55)
5 BARRNEOTC OB PR 52 e, T GE A R
FEM T PAESAE N, B TRERS M il 148, &%
M7 F RS T AT I 254, FE N S5k
PR BA B A I 2 RE T, i) TR X A
HERYRERZ R A, (1 N 7E N T2 R 34T 55 2
SRAEROREHEATIN T, A 4 T 15 B A g
AR, AR AR S, R AR AR 41
HRL X E BT HLIFIN T. . 7E Stroop £ 55 H1 3%
M 5284 (FXMBOERENESGY) W
M, 5 R A0 RTHERR X B bRl Z A 5 TR
JSNINNEE=D) | IBE D /vl S =S N B /W U E (N Y @ R
%, S&mar FHHL, HAF B TR 5 .

SR K, EEFAES T (5 1 AL
%2), FEMNEFESESTETHEN, BF
FRGETIAE RO ER () SIS, A
WFRE NN, BEXNEFAEF A E T 19,
AL LR RN, W TIREFIES ., X4 %
THFT Logan WXL, B A shfb & — AN 1 )
A BEA R IR A0, WO R RSURE
—IA R, Stroop KON S FHAF SN TR A ) Ak i il
. Bt S LBAEERVNER, AMITEK
SRR TP R T X SO TR R A sk, mEiE
TR B R EE R, ik, PRS2 25 L
TR, T 2 B A TP Xk U 55
M2, (XTI RAER, 5350, MAFREG
P55 19 LU B A5 R, T HRAT: 55 BORHI AN ] 2 o 5%
0 105 S S = OV B 7 X = > W 2 o 0= S A O
R ER A, X TR R UE B TR S
o, 5 E AR OER A O 0 ORI, X — 45 R S
KT mE SN S et ahic .

AR Ay A RE g i 25 S HAR B T
NEBAILS A SE AR 22 5%, T LU R 37 i O s LA AR
KAMERIG AR, WFFRRY], BlE A A SR

P K &, Gl s SOKF A BT A R, A6l w1
U, G S VEREAR R H WA BT g, miAE—
AR Y BOUW B A AR E 1, 2 U AR D Bl e
A ] BE 0 o B AR e 38 R T B i, AT 0 ] fE ) A
g Bl L g S A A R 0 R T A AL
AT R, I AL RE R T R A G . R TANE T
BRI FE R, Gyl Sr Ve oi 9 N 26 B A s 64 1)
IR U8 AT 32 2T 5 BRI AT LA
AR R A ) B8 3 s R i R . S Sz Vs g N
AEAS XN HE 55 v B 208 i — & B2 B2 [ sh Ak in T/
I IRIE S A TO AR B A FE AT A RO, A
3 AT R DR [ REU IR REST A S8 B 418U ) 5 1 B
R HIRAE K, B BB RE 1, 0 A A P
fifi, AOHIPLE R R A IR —, HA
[7] 1 288 1 P AR S 2 5 40 4 A 48 D RE XA [0,
16F T AN [R5 =i AR BEAL A B9 BT B A —
B3

W7 U TR 25 57 i E AU, ATy
FCAAE BN AL BB 58 6 T SRR RURT AR 18 5%
FEAHEEME, BEE AT TR A W R 5 0
PR, 6 P B AE BN AL IR 5 ] A % )
KR TR 2 EITEA

5 4hie

(1) A T7 A AR 6] 2015 S
MAEAFTENI 22 5% . ML R BLI L A o
i PR G AR L0 Ay 4 il i

(2) 7E Stroop fE55 1, FOXETFEF WS
AT AR B A S HUR — AR A [ A
XFF RN TTRAFE A sk, FUE A s e EEE,

2 % X M

1T, TEaN. NRIXURS 527 T SR — B2 ) FOAT A T Y KU 22
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THE INHIBITORY MECHANISM OF DEPENDENT-INDEPENDENT
COGNITIVE STYLES

Song Guangwen, Han Shujie
(Faculty of Education Science, Qufu Normal University, Qufu 273165; Faculty of Continning Education, Qufu Normal University,
Qufu 273165)

Abstract

Stroop interference paradigm was used to investigate the differences of the inhibitory mechanism between the
filed dependenct and filed independenct participants. By using GEFT (group embedded figures test) , 28 partic-
ipants were selected from 71 university students, and there was equal number of 14 students in both field—de-
pendent group and field—independent group. In the experiment, the WinPes Phychological Experimental System
was applied to present Stroop task. The results showed: (1) People of field—dependent cognitive style inhibited
less efficiently the distracting information than those of independent style. (2) In the Stroop task, automatic pro-
cessing of the word colors happened, but the automatic degree was relatively low.

Key words field dependent-—independent cognitive styles, Stroop interference effect, inhibitory mechanism.





