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1
GFI AGFI NNFI CFI RMSEA
" 0.81 0.79 0.70 0.72 0.06
0.84 0.82 0.70 0.72 0.07
0.60 0.57 0.53 0.55 0.084
1 RMSEA 0.05
GFI 8
1 "
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>0.9 Bender CFI
CFI 0~1 3.2
1 Bentler — Bonett NFI
NNFI TLI 1 2
2
“ " F
43.26+6.78 45.64 £5.35 22.56" **
47.62 +8.88 49.52+7.52 8.20" 7
30.39+4.96 31.52+4.25 9.39" "
30.80+4.63 31.18+3.70 1.21
20.39+3.93 21.16+3.89 6.80" *
26.80+5.50 26.99+4.94 0.20
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n 1]

14 »

”u ”

10

11
12

13

14

15

16

17

. CPAI
1993 25 4 400 —407.
2004 36 3 347 -358.
2002.
1990 3 17.
1994
263 69-177.
2005 19 1 22-24.
2003.
2004.154 - 165.
Berry J W. Independence and conformity in subsisence — level
societies. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology 1967 7
415 -418.
1999.
2004.
2002.
1999 14 2
22 -26.
2001 3 73-176.
2002.
2006.
2006.
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Comparision Study of Personality Structure between Han and Naxi Basing on the
Seven Factor Chinese Personality Model

Xu Sian' Zheng Xue' He Xiumei*
1. Department of Psychology South China Normal University Guangzhou 510631
2. Department of Education Science Yunnan Dali College Dali 671000

Abstract 985 Han' s adult and 207 Naxi s adult were selected to be subjects measured with the Chinese Personality Adjective Rating Scale

short — version . Results showed that the fit index beween Han and the Seven Factor Chinese Personality Model was good while the fit index
beween Naxi and the Seven Factor Chinese Personality Model was bad. Naxi ' s means of four personality structure facor were higher than Han’
s and they weré' extroversion” “ conscientiousness” “ gentleness” and’ honesty” .

Key words the Seven Factor Chinese Personality Model Han Naxi
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The Research on Mechanism of Feeling of Knowing and Judgment of Learning

Chen Gongxiang Zhang Chengfen
Department of Psychology School of Social Science Jinan University Jinan 250002

Abstract Based on previous research we explored four hypotheses about the mechanism of feeling of knowing and judgment of learning by us-
ing paired — associations in an interference paradigm. They were cue — familiarity target — retrievability accessibility hypothesis and competi-
tion hypothesis. The results indicated that the FOK and JOL accord with competition hypothesis in interference paradigm.

Key words FOK JOL accessibility hypothesis competition hypothesis





