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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

TER DX E S— AL gt i 5 M.

IEE £ K

WHE A %

(VTP IS R0 BB, 7 B 330022)

W EASERBAHRERS SRR FH TRETILARG 0, WL~

WG AT EETTRGRBBERE, AEE S

CHEX, AR EATERELSC FHH S

Ko ik B RREEEF THRLRILAS ., £RLI. 5 A5 &Mk, 2L —4kik
THBRERRRGERFSCESFTERNRETR, ML THRELILRELBF>CEMHT
RERK, EWEARAAT ZX —HRNHAR TR TEETR, ZIFEAT 2L — K45

H8AR

FI R L — R EE S I A AT

HE 43S B842.5 EkFRIRAG A
1 HIE

E S — AN — RS IC A2 S g 32 2
BroeE M0 (R BT, IR R, 2015; 303K
5 ,2508, H KBk, 2015) o5& L —{& Ak (definition -
based unitization ) - 3§ 8 B /> A AH G 18] X B & B ER
—IUE BEATRAE, N, “ mR—F " B — B
K== B3% BF” ( Quamme , Yonelinas, Norman , 2007 )
WU T3S A B 451042 B 32 2 AR i #2192
R, A 52 B 248 M B 3 F+ ( Yonelinas, 2002) , 5
T, Yonelinas £ (2010) $2& 1} —{& 4k (unitization ) fi
B A YW H W] LIRS NI H SRAEm , BR
FCH AT REN N, —B R, LR
T H B H R R AR L], BB RE g (T E
WREEICIC , X PR AR T FAICAZ BN T3 8 ( Ahmad
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The Influence of Divided Attention on Definition — based Unitized Encoding

Wang Baoxi

Cheng Chen Hu Zhujing Xiang Ling

(School of Psychology,Jiangxi Normal University , Nanchang 330022 )

Abstract ; The present study explored whether attention influenced the unitized representation during the encoding phase via a divided -
attention paradigm. Participants were asked to study unrelated word pairs as new concepts in the definition condition or as separated lex-
ical units in the sentence condition. Meanwhile the participants were instructed to perform both the divided attention with odd/even de-
cision task and the divided attention with large/small task. The results showed that there was no significant group difference in the defi-
nition condition, suggesting that two types of divided attention have no influence on definition — based unitized representation during en-
coding phase. However,two types of divided attention group exhibited significantly worse performance than the full attention group in the
sentence condition, suggesting that divided attention disrupted association representation during encoding phase,leading to a decline in
familiarity based associative memory performance. The results showed that two types of divided attention have no influence on associative
memory performance under the definition condition, but leading to significant decline in associative memory performance in sentence
condition. These findings revealed that definition — based unitized encoding depend on the attentional resources to a lesser extent,which
clarify the issue about the cognitive process of definition — based unitized encoding.

Key words: definition — based unitization ; divided attention ; memory encoding; associative memory



