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1
1 2 3 4 5 6
189 195 264 12 117 269 319 59 84 101 118 46 22 15 13 17 332 13 10
189 19 120 268 303 & 177 207 132 130 77 21 13 13 12 10 351
22 201 155 261 332 8 19 210 192 106 63 2 20 12 5 6 391
14 178 127 208 281 S 135 198 97 110 73 27 14 13 5 12 299
240 249 379 111 200 283 319 166 120 171 167 20 22 7 3 17 444 17
217 217 317 118 212 223 260 175 131 13 137 17 3 5 7 20 334 10 13
23 213 A3 108 214 237 240 211 9% 167 1656 9 1 4 8 24 3B 9 12
1424 1452 1705 119 1659 12351649 1226 82 923 800 162 75 69 53 106 259 60 67
:1 500 ; 2 500-1000; 3 1000- 3000; 4 3000-5000; 5 5000- 8000; & 8000
() (P<0 05),
( ), ,
) ) ) (P<0 05),
2956 2 904
() (P<0 001; P<Q 01; P<Q 01)
SPSSlL 5 ,
(P<Q 05 P<Q 01), ,
() (P<Q 05),
( 2, (P<Q 05),
, (P<o0. 01; ()
P<Q 001), ;
(P<Q 001, P<Q 05); , Oneway ANOVA ,
3
2
(1 425) 918(180) 1556(266) 1171(229) 119(239) 923(174 880(19) 671(Q07)
(1353) Q950(18) 1553(265) 1214(222) 1184(250) 905(1 73) 881(191) 6687(889)
t 4 579 ** . 354 -5 210*** 1 695*** 2 742* -. 227 . 668
(1705) 973(179) 1544(266) 1187(223) 1184(241) 908(173) 874(190) 66 69(8 80)
(1 199) 956(183) 1570(263) 1200(234) 1200(251) 922(174) 8 89(1 %) 67 0(2 20)
t 247 * -259%** -155 -167 -224+ -203* -198*
(1659) 960(18) 1562(259) 1188(229) 1200(241) 905(175) 882(18) 6698(871)
(1 235) Q74(18) 1544(271) 1199(226) 11 79(251) 925(171) 877(19) 6690(2 32
t -202* 18 -126 225* -301** . 68 -. 01
(1651) Q980(184) 1555(268) 1197(291) 1189(251) 921(171) 882(19) 67 24(2 10)
(1227) 949(181) 1554(261) 1185(224) 1191(238) 906(17) 877(199) 6661(882)
t 4 47 *** . 46 156 -, 20 2 47 * . 63 187
:*p<005 **p<QOl, ***p<Q 001,
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3
(386) 10 34(1 72) 16 17(2 74) 13 18(2 17) 16 64(2 31) 954(2 03) 9 36(1L 75) 71 23(8 13)
(388) 925(189) 1565(2 70) 12 55(2 35) 12 33(2 40) 8 99(1 99) 9 02(1 82) 67 80(9 43)
(416) 945(182) 1583(257) 12 42(2 33) 12 13(2 67) 8 99(1L 99) 9 08(1 77) 67 95(8 91)
(335) 965(184) 15 94(268) 11 94(2 40) 12 08(2 38) 8 85(1 87) 9 13(1 83) 67 60(9 27)
(490) 956(182) 15 17(256) 11 41(2 45) 11 66(2 17) 8 49(1 84) 9 09(1 67) 65 35(8 38)
(435) 959(167) 15 12(253) 11 12(2 29) 11 50(1 94) 8 38(1 81) 9 06(1 66) 64 77(8 28)
(451) 981(186) 15 19(2.60) 11 06(2 39) 11 37(2 10) 8 49(1 88) 9 22(1 68) 65 15(8 85)
F 19 76 *** 10 82 * * = 48 95 * * * 18 05 *** 19 77 *** 181 27. 72 ***
, 3 000
) Oneway ANOVA
, , , 4
, \ , 12
! , 34
, 1000 - 3 000 ;
, U , 1 2
, ,2 3 4 ,
) , 12 4
) ,3 4 ,123
, , 3000
: () "
: : : (
: ): ;
, , (P<0Q 05)
, (P<0 05),
() :
, 3 000 (P<Q 05)
(P<Q 001),
3000 -5000 5000-8000 8000
4
1 2 3 4 F
n 855 923 800 306
9 56(1 79) 9 60(1 81) 9 76(1 87) 9 81(1 90) 2 876 *
15 61(2 68) 15 33(2 60) 15 57(2 62) 15 93(2 78) 4 157 *
11 91(2 24) 11 67(2 28) 12 08(2 21) 12 37(2 39) 9 024 ***
11 95(2 43) 11 90(2 44) 11 76(2 44) 12 19(2 60) 2 445
8 95(1 79) 9 06(1 71) 9 32(1 63) 9 43(1 86) 9 756 ***
8 76(1 88) 8 76(1 87) 8 81(1 91) 9 07(2 20) 2 252
66 75(8 88) 66 32(8 84) 67.30(8 87) 68 78(9 74) 6 318 ***
: 1: 500 ; 2:500-1000; 3:1000-3000; 4:3000
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5 « .
(53) (106 ) (2599 ) (60) (67) F
964(181) 969(1L98) 966(182) 943(18) 9 64(1 90) . 238
14 91(2 88) 1559(2 67) 15 56(2 65) 15 30(2 35) 15 56(2 67) . 924
11 21(2 290) 11 70(2 21) 11 97(2 26) 11 98(2 06) 11 12(2 58) 4 298 *
11 49(2 58) 12 02(2 43) 11 90(2 16) 11 88(2 09) 12 17(2 48) . 661
885(157) 929(172) 913(174) 927(L60) 9 19(1 92) . 688
817(218) 862(219) 882(192 872(L81) 888(172 1 767
64 26(8 86) 66 91(9 40) 67 04(8 95) 66 58(7 40) 66 56(10 03) 1 310
“ ” [11] ‘ ,
' 5
“« , ,[14]
() ()

[12]113]



21

(3 000 ) ,
(1 000

(X*@ 931 5,
P<Q 001; X°@ 887 3,P<Q 001);

(X*@ 718 96, P<0 001; X°@ 677 39,
P<Q 001) ,
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Long-Tem M amory for Briefly Presented Faces[ J]. Journal of

The ERP Disociation betveen mplicit and ExplicitM emory
M ENG Ying-Fang

(Dept of Psychology, Fujian Nomal University, Fuzhou 350007, China)

Abstract: Event-related potential hasmore advantages in investigating the dissociation of different neural activities correla-
ted with cognitive processing This article review's the relevant studiesof the ERP disociation betveen implicit and explicit
memory in the process of encoding and retrieving, thus providing further evidence that disociation exist in both distinctive
memory systans closely-related o neural mechanisns concemed The author al© reveals the dravbacks of present resear-
ches and outlooks ino future propects

Key W ords mplicitmemory; explicitmemory; ERP disciation

A Study of Teenagers School A djusment

SONG Ai-fen"?, ZHANG Xiang-kui"®, GAO LT

(1 Dept of Social Science, Changji College, Changji 831100, Ching 2 Dept of Psychology, Dongbei Nomal University,
Changchun 130024, Ching 3 Center of Psychology and Behavior Study, Tianjin Nomal University, Tianjin 300074, China)

Abstract: This paper investigates teenagers school adjusment by questionnaire survey of 2 956 students sampled fram
grade 5 © 12 The findings show that 1 genders and birthplaces affect students adjusment, with fanale students better
than male ones in physical and interpersonal adjusment, but not in leaming and ocial adjusiment, and students fram rural
areas better than those from urban areas, but not in emotional, <cial and living adjusments 2 marked grade differences
exist, in general, with primary students t be the best, in sharp contrastwith high school students 3 studentswith higher
family income are adept better at adjusment, 4 teenagers cared by both parents gppear o be better than those by single
parent

Key W ords schooling teenagers school adjusment;  investigation



