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(1,129) =59.67,p <0.001, 5> = 0. 31, PRt ph v

RTHE MR A B (M =84.99,8D =17.71) ; [A] 2k
BAEHNBE,F(1,129) =6.29,p <0.05,%° =
0. 05, gk L 32 R] 8 i S B B {5 28 (M = 83. 87,
SD=18.20) W Z & F AR (M =80.33,8D =
20.73) ; ACS T B ZE, F(1,129) =28.17,p <
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— DA BT B AN A BT FR A, FE LA L SR T 3K
PR B2 F(1,129) =0.84,P >0.05; 755
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{H WordSum FI w1 5 JE il . 28 a] 81 ) 1E 5 3 AH K .
X A RBR IIA R AR 7 xR B LR M BB M T
REEEER, B mREEEIFAMELK KT BIE
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T 0.01 0.18 0.09

FE 4 T 5 TR AR BUEEA B e L 2R
[ A A B AR B, ACS 5 RC ygren 3 1235 T 4R
5, ACS 1553 R RC yirens s 7R, 46 R BT 5)
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TP DA R XA A0 1o 2 83X o B 28 TR AL 3R L
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The Influence of Analytical Cognitive Style on Bias Response and
Conflict Detection in Reasoning

Ai Yan"? ,Hu Zhujing®
(1. School of Psychology,Jiangxi Normal University , Nanchang 330022 ;
2. School of Humanities, Jiangxi Jiangxi University of Finance and Economics, Nanchang 330013 )

Abstract : The purpose of this paper is to investigate the individual differences in analytical cognitive style how to effect the logical re-

sponse tendency and conflict detection in reasoning when reasoners complete reasoning and judgment tasks. ACS ( analytic cognitive

styles ) measurement scale was used to measure the individual analytic cognitive style tendency,and the subjects are divided into high

analytic cognitive style tendency group and low analytic cognitive style tendency group. we investigate the response accuracy, response

time and response confidence rate of the two groups on the Base — rate neglect and Conjunction fallacy problems in conflict and non —

conflict condition. The results showed the analytical cognitive style does not directly effect the logical response tendency of the subjects

to complete reasoning tasks;but it has an impact on the conflict detection process of individual ; Those peoples with high analytical cog-

nitive style tend not to have obvious tendency of logical response,but they are more sensitive to conflicts and can detect the conflict be-

tween stereotypical responses and responses that followed logical rules.
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