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EXCEL 2000
1
n M SD M SD M SD
(UA) 27 - 0.117 0.728 0.231 1. 067 0.235 1.114
(RA) 11 0. 126 0. 895 0.324 0.742 0. 135 0.931
(PA) 11 0.631 0. 905 0.194 1.105 0. 056 1.151
(NA) 17 - 0.038 1. 062 - 0.698 0.509 - 0.329 0.624
F 1.99 4.53" 1.18
PA > UA(p=0.021) UA >NA(p =0.002)
RA > NA ( p = 0. 005)
PA > NA(p=0.014)
Dox p<0.05
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, LD PA T ,
UA (t=3.95,p=

0. 05)
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(t=6.13, p =0.015)

4.1

[12]

3.3.1
3-2) 4.2
, (NA UA RA PA)
PA RA
UA RA ,
PA
X2 , PA
(X%2=4.59, p<0.05) 9 ),
2 (%)
(NA) 43. 2 50.0 68. 4 84.2 94.7 89.5
(UA) 46.4 37.5 44.6 75.0 64.3 96.4
(RA) 16.6 43.3 50.0 76.7 50.0 100
(PA) 23.1 30.8 23.1 76.9 73.1 100
3.3.2 SIP
1 t RA ( t = t
5.266,p =0.025) JRA  UA Dodge
(p<0.05); JUA  NA
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The Hanker Effect in Chinese Character Identification

Qiu Guifeng, QiulJiang, Liang Na, Zhang Qinglin

(Department of Psychology , South West University , Chongging , 400715)
Abstract In thisexperiment Chinese characters were used as the materia of the Flanker task , to investigate the differencein different
conflict dtuations. The results showed that the reaction timein the conflictirg condition waslonger than in the no-conflict condition, ©
the Hanker dfect was very obvious. Of stimulus conflict , only under phonetic condition did the Hanker efect showed yp , and under
orthogrgphic and semantic conditions no difference was found conpared with the no-corflict condition. The resultsindicated that the
Hanker effect may be influenced by the cognitive stage. Phonetic activation might come earlier than orthogrgphic and semantic
activation.
Key words: flanker task , repponse corflict , stimulus corflict , Chinese character
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Aggressive School boys Social Infor mation Processing and

Perception of Emotional Faces
Yuan Qiaoyunl 2 Huang Min’ er
(* Department of Psychology , Sun Yat-sen Universty , Guangzhou, 510275) (2 Baiyun Detoxification Ingtitute, Guangzhou, 510440)

Abgract To investigate aggressve school-boys scia information processing and perception of emotiona faces, the present study
sdected 49 boys with proactive, reactive or undassfied aggresdve boys from among 808 primary school students and then to test and
compare their traits and diff erences repectively by lab experiments. The main resultsare: (1) of the three typesof aggressve boys,
there were much more unclassfied aggressve boys than proactive and reactive aggresive boys; (2) Aggresdve boys werefound to have
more aggressve and angry reaction when faced with ambiguous socid Stuations, but no dgnificant difference was found among the
three aggressve types; (3) A little hogtility was in proactive boys; (4) Proactive boys performed worse in the task of sad faces
perception , and reactive boys were weaker in identifying anger faces. The research inplies that aggressve boysof different types have
their own features in processng socid and emotiona information and should have their own vauesin interventionpractices.

Key Words: Proactive aggresson(PA) , Reactive aggresson(RA) , Scid Information procesing (SIP) , Emotional face perception



