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The Effect of Points on the Allocation of Study Time Under Different
Time Limits

Niu Yong', Qiu Xiang*, Fu Xiaolan®
(" Beijing Jiaotong University, BeiJing, 100044)(? China women’s University, Beijing 100101)
(? Chinese Academy of sciences, Beijing, 100101)

Abstract  This study explored the effect of the points (one type of awarded gain )on the allocation of study time when subjects learned
under or withont time pressure time préssure. Three items awarded different points were presented on one screen and each of them
could be selected freely by participants to study. The results indicated: (a) study time increased with the points awarded for each
item; (b) time pressure modulated the effect of points on the allocation of study time; when there was no time pressure, the effect of
the awarded gain was limited; {c) though it was good for the subject to allocate more time to the items awarded higher points and
study from the item awarded higher points to that awarded lower points, there was still a labor-in-vain effect for the items awarded the
lowest points under time pressure conditions.

Key words  points, time pressure, allocation of study time, labor-in-vain effect

(E#EE 792 1) .
The Influence of Similarity and Rivalrousness of Category Features

on Feature Induction in the Uncertain Situation
Zheng Haivan'?, Mo Lei!
(! Department of Psychology South China Normal University, Guangzhou, 510631)
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Abstract The present study explored the influence of relations between new items and category members on feature induction through
the paradigm of multiple categories. 212 freshmen participateds in two experiments, which investigated the influence of rivalrousness
and similarity of category features respectively. The results showed that the rivalrousness and similarity of category features affected
feature predictions, no matter whether the objectives and pivotal features of non-target categories were combined and no matter
whether the subjects were asked to classify items in advance or not, a finding which validated the Features’ Probability Model of
Category Learning.

Key words feature induction, similarity, rivalrousness, features’ probabilities



