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Effects of Divided Attention on Implicit Analogical Reasoning

Min Rong'? ,Hu Zhujing'
(1. School of Psychology,Jiangxi Normal University , Nanchang 330022 ;
2. Mental Health and Consultation Center, Guangdong Technology University , Guangzhou 510006 )

Abstract ;2 experiments explored the effects of divided attention manipulation( at retrieval and evaluation ) on implicit analogical reason-
ing. Experiment 1 asked 83 participants to judge the semanticpropositional analogy problems with a paradigm of preference judgment,in-
terfered with divided attention manipulation. Experiment 2 had also 80 participants to judge the same analogical problems. The results
showed ; (1) Divided attention during retrieval had no effects on implicit analogical reasoning. (2) Divided attention during evaluation
had effects both on explicit and implicit analogical reasoning.
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