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The Social Orientation of Fiel d-dependent and Fiel d-independent Individual s

in Explicit Memory and Implicit Memory
Liu Ningl'z, Li Shouxin®
(* Ingtitute of Psychology , Chinese Academy of Sciences, Bdijing, 100101)
(? Graduate School of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing, 100039)

(® Department of Psychology , Shandong Norma University , Jirf an, 250014)
Abgtract  Two experiments were conducted to investigate the socid orientation of field-dependent and fid d-independent individuasin
the recognition task of Chinese socid and nonsociad doubleword phrases. In Experiment 1, a combined dud task was adopted, in
which one was a centrd learning task and the other was an incidenta learning task. In Experiment 2, the process disociation proce
dure was employed. The results showed that : (1) under the condition of incidenta learning, the fidd-dependent subjects recognized
dgnificantly more ocid words than nonsocid words; (2) the fidld-dgoendent subjects had higher automaticity soores for socid words
than nonsocid words, while the fidd-indgpendent subjects had higher automaticity sooresfor nonsociad words than ocia words.
Key words: field-dependence, socid orientation, explicit memory , implicit memory
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A Sudy on Implicit Mathematics Gender Stereotype by SEB
Ma Fangl’z, Liang Ningjian2
(* Department of Education, Huayin Teachers College, Hua’ an, 223001)
(? Department of psychology , East China Norma Uniwersity , Shanghai , 200062)

Abgtract  This study examined implicit mathematics gender stereotype of undergraduates by SEB. The result showed that: (1) Im-
plicit math-gender stereotypes that” mae does better than female in mathematics” were goparently found in undergraduates by the
SEB. (2) no gender difference wasfound inimplicit math-gender stereotypes by SEB. No mgjor difference wasfound inimplicit math-
gender stereotypes by SEB too.
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