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A PRELIMINARY APPRAISAL OF ITEM
RESPONSE THEORY
Chen Li
(HangZ hou University)

An inquiry is made about some basic
issues, such as unidimensionality, local
indenpendence, parameter invariance,
sample-free,and some discussions about
reliability and validity.  Issues based on
the theoretical concept of intervening
variables are also presented.Methodologi-
cal versus scientific inferences are stressed

with IRT, and also its controversy with
CCT.

A FURTHER STUDY OF THE SEMANTIC
MEMORY OF CHINESE WORDS

Miao Xiaochun, Sang Biao
( Psychology Departent, FEast
Normal University )

This study further examined the
problem of semantic retrieval of Chinese
words based on the previous study con-
ducted by the authors. The results show,
1) typicality has effect on semantic retriev-
al time. Which indicates again that the
semantic network model,is not universal;
2)unique to the Chinese language,both the
word-formation in which a subordinate
word contains a superior word, and the
character-formation by which a character
contains a basic structural part which
expresses the meaning of the character do
not affect the semantic retrieval time for

China
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familiar words, but accelerate the ascer-
tainment of the semantic content of
rarely-used words.

A STUDY OF THE PRIMING EFFECT
UNDER VARIANT CONDITIONS

Ma Zhengin, Y ang Zhiliang

( East China Normal University)

This research examined the effect of
several variables on implicit/ explicit
memory by means of Chinese language
material. The result demonstrated,
1) Chinese Language material could be
effective in studying the priming effect;
2) study-test shift of presentation atten-
uated the priming effect on phrase-con-
structing performance but had no effect
on cued-recell performance; 3) the change
of the loads of memory and the time
of presentation of the items influenced
cued-recall performence only,but nnt the
priming

A RE-EXPLORATION OF THE ABILITY OF
FREE CLASSIFICATION IN PRESCHOOLERS
FangFuxi, FangGe, Xi Huiyuan
(Institute of Psychology, Academia

Sinica)

Four sets of nine pictures of objects
of three categories were shown to pre-
schoolers of three groups aged 4,5,and 6
respectively. The stimuli represented the
concepts of hierarchical structure, then
the subjects were asked to classify the
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stimuli freely. The results showed that
even the youngest children (aged 4) could
classify the stimuli in terms of the criteria
of basic calegorization generally. Most of
the preschoolers could also classify some
sets of stimuli in terms of the criteria of
superordinate categorization. The develop-
ment of the ability of classification was
consistent with the general thinking fea-
tures of preschoolers,

THE EFFECTS OF SUCCESSFUL AND
UNSUCCESSFUL PERFORMANCES ON
CHILDREN’ S SHARING BEHAVIOR
Cheng Xuechao, Wang Meifang
(Education Department, Shandong
Teacher’s University)

In this experiment, the effects of
success and failure on children’s sharing
behavior are studied through a two-factor
design, The results show ;success or failure
is an important factor which affects chil-
dren’s sharing behavior;under high direct
salicnce of deservingness, failure yields
more sharing than success. However,
under medium direct salience and low
direct salience, the effect of success or
failure on children’s sharing behavior
is not significant, but it is significant on
urban fifth grade primary school pupils’
sharing behavior;the difference between
sharing of urban and rural children is
significant.

A STUDY OF THE INTELLIGENCE
FUNCTION OF EPILEPTIC PATIENTS
AND ITS FACTOR ANALYSIS
Zhang Liyi, Gao Bailiang,
Yan Kang, Huang Jianxi

-640

(Institute of Psychological Medicine,
Nanjing Command, PLA.)

Our contrastive study of the intelli-
gence function of 124 cpileptic patients
(78 males and 46 females) and its factor
analysis indicated that there was a gener-
al intelligence level and function in the
epileptics. The intelligence dysfunction
in epileptics of different natures was not
always the same. The intelligence factors
were verbalization-comprehension factor,
perceptional organization- nondistraction
factor, and space synthesis factor. The
study provided data of referential value to
researches concerning intelligence func-
tion and factor analysis in epileptics.

A COMPARATIVE STUDY OF EEG

ON NORMAL SUBJECTS AND SENILE
DEMENTIA PATIENTS
Zhang Mingdao, et al.
( Institute of Shanghai Psychological
Health)

A DANTEC Electronics Ltd. -made
SEEG (16 channels) system was used in
this study to contrast the EEG difference
between 34 cases of senile dementia and
28 normal elderly subjects. Our findings,
the abnormality rate of EEG in the senile
dementia group(55.9% ) was much higher
than that in the control group (28,6%).
Most cases in the senile dementia group
were of middle or sever degrees of abnor-
mality (58 % ) ;some (21% )showed overall
abnormality in full channel records. The
abnormality rate increased with age in
the three age groups of senile dementia.
There was, to a certain degree, a statis-
tical correlation between MMSE scores
and EEG results in senile dementia.



