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The Empirical Study on Correlations Among Several
Field— Dependent/Field— Independent Tests

Lin Shengdong',Ke Xue®

(1. Department of Advertising, Xiamen University, Xiamen 361005

2. School of Business,Sun Yat— Sen University,Guangzhou 510275)

Abstract: Embedded Figure Test (EFT),Framed — Line Test (FLT),and Cognitive Bias Task (CBT) are frequently used to
measure the field—dependent/field—independent construct. The present study has found that (1) in the FLT,individuals’ abil-
ity to ignore contextual information is positively correlated with their ability to incorporate contextual information when making
a judgment about a focal object; (2) individuals who take long time to discriminate a simple figure in a complex EFT design,is
also likely to make more errors in the absolute task and the relative task of FLLT;(3) The CBT performance does not correlate
with the EFT and FLT performances. Accordingly, the perception of field is very different from the decision — making with
field. Furthermore, because EFT scores usually correlate at a high and significant level with 1Q scores and therefore cannot be
immune to the 1Q effect, perhaps the FLT is more appropriate for cross— cultural psychology studies.

Key words: field—dependent; field—independent; perception; decision— making
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