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The Influence of Activation Level and Presentation Way on the False Memory

Wu Wenchun Yang Roujun Sun Yueliang
(School of Education Science ,Hanshan Normal University , Chaozhou 521041)

Abstract ; Drawing 80 students from Hanshan Normal University at random, this research adopted DRM ( Deese — Roediger — Mcder-
mott ) paradigm to study the effect of activation level and presentation way on false memory. The results were found as followings: (1)
The false recognition rate of the key bait under the condition of random presentation was apparently lower than that under the condition
of grouping presentation ,but the correct recognition rates of learned items under two conditions were the same. (2) The correct recogni-
tion rate of learned items at a high activation level was significantly lower than that at a low level ,but there were no difference between
the false recognition rates of the key bait under two activation levels. These consequences suggested that presentation way had a signifi-
cant impact on the false recognition rate of the key bait,but the influence of the activation level was not significant. Accordingly, hu-
mans’ memory would also change spontaneously because of the process of intrinsic association without any interference from extraneous
information.

Key words : false memory ; presentation way ; DRM paradigm ; association ; activation leve
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The Dual Effect of Perceptual Grouping on Temporal Order Perception
The Evidence From Simultaneity Judgment Task

Yin Tianzi Liu Zongxia Feng Yuxing
(School of Psychology , Guizhou Normal University , Guiyang 550025 )

Abstract ; The goal of the present study was to investigate the dual effect of perceptual grouping on temporal order perception. Partici-
pants performed a simultaneity judgment task,two stimuli were presented encouraged perceptual grouping or not. In experiment 1, We
found an effect of perceptual grouping on simultaneity temporal order perception. Specifically, the proportion of simultaneity judgment
was significant higher when the stimuli were presented that encouraged perceptual grouping. In Experiment 2 and Experiment 3, we
weaken the perceptual grouping conditions by varying the length of horizontal line of the configuration and the color of both the target
configuration in order to examine this phenomenon further. These results still revealed an influence of perceptual grouping on simultanei-
ty temporal order perception. In experiment 4, participants were asked to make simultaneously judgments only if they had undoubtedly
perceived simultaneous presentations in the condition of restrictive instruction. In the unrestricted condition they can make simultaneous-
ly judgments when they perceived simultaneity as well as uncertainty. It was found that there was no significant difference in the fre-
quency of judgement between these conditions. The results indicate that perceptual grouping can improve or impair the performance of
temporal order perception.

Key words; perceptual grouping;temporal order perception ; simultaneity judgment( SJ) ; graphic orientation



