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The Influences of Feedback Time, Feedback Type and
Masking Type on Probabilistic Category Learning

Xing Qiang Wang Jiawei Huang Xiuqing
( Department of Psychology , Guangzhou University , Guangzhou 510006 )

Abstract ; The learning mechanism of probabilistic category leaming is investigated by manipulating the feedback time( immediate , de-
layed) ,feedback type( minimal,full) and masking type ( tarot, blank rectangle). The results show that; (1) Compared to delayed feed-
back ,the academic performance is significantly better under the condition of immediate feedback. (2) In the case of immediate feed-
back , given the minimal feedback ,the participants can be excellent to complete the weather prediction task,but they cannot correctly de-
termine the probability of card predicting sunny, which means people tend to implicit learning. (3) Under other conditions, the partici-
pants are able to correctly determine the probability of card predicting sunny and the importance of the cards in predicting the weather,
indicating that the participants are aware of the importance of these clues. These experimental results support the view that the probabi-
listic category learning is mediated by multiple systems.

Key words:delayed feedback ; feedback type; mask ; probabilistic category learning; weather prediction task



