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Abstract

Purpose: To prove the existence of the perceptual sequence learning, and to explore the effect of
cognitive style on perceptual sequence learning. Method: 2 x 3 x 3 three factors mixed experi-
mental design was used, which was completed by two parts: 1) through perceptual sequence
learning, introducing and changing Remillard perceptual sequence, the existence of perceptual
sequence learning was proved; 2) by cognitive style analysis (CSA), effect of different cognitive
styles on perceptual sequence learning was analyzed. Result: 1) The pure perceptual-based learn-
ing exists in Perceptual SRT; 2) the perception sequence learning can be implicit learning; 3) the
degree of perceptual learning significantly influences implicit learning; 4) verbal-imagery and
wholist-analytic cognitive styles do not significantly affect implicit learning.
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HE: ABFEAEEWETFFIFEIHREFIFE IO, FIRRR RS X A B R0 P 51 % X
M. J7i%: 2 x 3 x 3I=ZRRBE LR BT, B ML THR—1) MEFFIZES, 5| AAEZERemillard
HIEB 5, I T REFIIEIREE. 2) NRRAE DTS (CSA), 5 A FIA R XS X 515 75
ZLAMEW, 4k 1) BTREFIINEIRT URAER; 2) MREFFEIRNREN; 3) ML
KEREERWENRSET; 4) Fi5 - REMEL - 2PTARRAEXT JIE K A RS ST BR BE R,

Xiid
HMIEFIEN, WRES, B - HHARREE, 518 - RENFAE

1. 51§

FPAESIAE DL S AR T B AL P O, FTHEER. W, BUE. A E R BE X g S ER T A
2] o A 2190 EO0 T BN AR SR R A SRR AT T AR IR S, DRIOC HE A T A B
> (Destrebecqz & Cleeremans, 2001; Destrebecqz & Cleeremans, 2003). J341 % 3 — &4y N HH FF 51 2 S F1
BT 52 21 (B 11, 2007) o F15E 7 51 27 ST AR NATTAE V& I HBA AR T3 E 7 5102 2], EE R e @ #0
H o 22 A R 51 2% ST AT 5 ) b B RO . DR AR B TR T 1 2 STAE P BT 912 ST R A R e T IR
ARV, AR AR LS

PAAERIF 72 K 2 LML G2 51 B A 45 (Serial Reaction Time task, SRT) LRI 7T A BE2ES], 44t
SRT il it EA MGG T, ZREREEFS, AMERFRE K, JEEd b E 5 R
i B S/ T BT 51 5 S SR i B P B2 2] (1 kA, 3 H DL E By B 7 91 D LA s 8 7 41 2 [ 5
Rl 2 AR 22 ST AT UK 38 F 002 1 91 s 2B AT 45 (Perceptual Serial Reaction Time Task, Per-
ceptual SRT), ‘©51&4t SRT BSLE T AHIR . AR Perceptual SRT 4 H bR B 5 [ M T4 73 B, X
FERTLARE I AN Bt 2 =) HARAL B 741 AR B AR B 7 PR % 8 — e M L), 7815 ) KA A
SER—NERAE, T AN IR KA B8RRI EGERE I /N B 1) R B (Remillard,
2011)0 JEEFEAEER B 2250, sk AT DAAE Ui B 63X AN 8 Z1 AT 2% >0 1R [R] B+ 1E B A 60 5 2 20 72 Y B o
P A AL RN 51 5 S AR IS, BT RE A BT Bl R ST 4l T I, Perceptual SRT fi# ik
IXASAERR . 1T Perceptual SRT F1HE 7512 =1 5 4l (Remillard, 2003), KM BEARHL A5 5127 51
ENBRE IR RIVER, RiE— et 7 e B

O R BRI TR, DA XA A0 25 S AT AR DR R MR (52 [E DR 5, 2006) o 17 Y A0 2.5 2 18 B 1) A T3]
e 53 FECASN RSO P B2 ST AR 2 DT 2 80t 53 B & Mor - — 0 — 4B\ R XU £E
P RG2S S e R, 566 75 G2 (2010) FROBIE FE A 5028 AN [R) DA R0 AR DR 2 A2 1R P 8 2 2] S U AE I
EFEF, WIS RIAMER SN B T KA AL, AE S IR A AN ) N B 2 ) S 2 v T I Mar Y .
AW FERRYE Riding 55 AN EIXES 708, KA XS 73 R Bk - A 4EFERN 505 - RBLERE, FlinkE
AMATLEAS S LH L SEAG ) - FH B AR 43 M T AN a2 20 0 BT 0702, D01 HL g T AR R R R XU 5 T 2
A R ] S A6 ) T DAVE 5 T AN A2 DA Sk {5 B AT R AE, WIS TS 1E4ERE (2 040, 420, 2006).
Wi Riding A1 Cheema (1991) 40T B, LAY —ZE D\ A0 RS I 38 T2 xf, A @& X i, 1 2
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W 7 FCABP R OB . BRI AT AT 5 5B S — BT SRR R 358 - 28 Sl S SRS KR 12 2]
R

KOG = A bR 25—, it Perceptual SRT iEWHAIS A% STy 2L KA, 5, AR
W12 SR ER MM RERE ST, 0=, U RBS X 157 12 ST [ B

2. RRMREHE
2.1 #i

ok B R A FARER R, 3032 N, Hp3iA 16 N, 4 16 A, PRy 21.5
%, Forp 5 e pils 21, $akBoe AT, BRI IEAL ) IEH « B0 A AT 7 41 S S (SRT)
55 B8 2 SR ST A 5

22. 5%

2.2.1. SLIEHH

1) &35 R REHME S (Perceptual SRT)

Perceptual SRT 1F-5% & 1EA% 45 5 47 [ i AT 55 (SRT)FE A Jkfith_E %+ 1) . Perceptual SRT T2 545 H
S [EH Cedrus 2 mIAF A& F T 1HEALAT B FE 1S58 42 B R St SuperLab 4’5, @i v 5L 58 SR -

Akk: B o R NN ACEHES R xo B ox, HHR—ANFBREX xo(ox) 2 B bnid, 3EALEE B Z°8 55 cm,
RIS A R FR RS A 25 em. Z0EA K C AN WETE SOBiseE b, Bl /2 4 F B FR e I ik B, X
WARAC T BERHH SN, xo 487 C 48, ox KR N .

FE— MR (trial)F1, FRIZ () Spmic e — MR N7, B L T bR i) BEX A
STRLBE, EIERRMZ )G, FRILSLZIE R, A EARS DLRALE L Rt IR o, v
DL 1,

HERIR R B BRI E A, JEH ox RIELPIER, IARULF RN ox Fid TALE A, I
HAARE T ox Fraf B N 8 ARG B 17 B0 xo(ox) & BENLIEE, [RGB R E 1 56, (B 2 55,
FLE 35 4 BRASFEN 7B FRIC X &R 7 ARIE LA H i MER K 5 42 B AN [R) 1) 7 B B c
FRRIRMSEIG, 5 400 ms (R E, BB IK t+ 1 DA PRI F RIS AR B B TG, FEEITEILIE 2,

B BFFIMEW: BT 1~6 NEAAIKKREANHIRME. & 1 B0 T Hirh 855 1
U, XA B AR B 5 PR AN BT A 1. B, 55— i = AR — AN ey 37 EkE
P 1 JSTHERKE 3 RN 3, S5 —ATIIEE DUBII SR — D Ey “67 MR FRAE 6 /AL & 4 a2, P(3/1)
= 0.33 (CMEede: L, BIALE 1 SHIRMEAE 3 M%) 0.33), P(4/1) = 0.67 (Mt H, HIf:
B 1 RHEREEAE 4 MR 0.67). 25 3ATRMA, B 2 JFHRME 3 KAIE 113 KM E 6; i
Wi, P(1/2) =0.50, P(6/2) = 0.50 (AR EEHe: M), JET DLE H bnfr B E R E LT B 46 16 41K
HOEHM AT RE(FE L2 2),

HEn MR BLFFIRI G : BRI SOSF 52 A S50, I BASE T B B 8. XT84
WL EN ) 8 ANHBH,  BARTIRARYE & 3 45 AR A ), A AR RO R A B BE LGRS T
MR B ER A R a2 UE, IX 8 ANl i 108 MRRALEHIZHEEF, o JE T ERBE ox Al xo MI%L H %%
HERKEH 05, ox JEEREE xo 1 ox th2—FERT. HARSRR ZBLR AT B — G )\ R (P LI 3), 4%
Bl A [ RS AZAE TP HIH . RNF 415 AR F AR,  H AR xo T ox 73 76 BigE A -1 C 8
AN B, Bl AR LB ) B AR AT AR B SR RI AT o PR ARIE T xo AT ox FIMESR %4 0.5 (B B 45751
IME )t CRAIE T SSL C BRI N B S IR %y 0.5 (B SLF BRI AR ) o

828
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Figure 1. The process of one trial
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Figure 2. The sample of perceptual sequence events
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Figure 3. Eight conditions of target
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Table 1. The frequency of target location sequence

1 B ERYIERIR R

T HERAE
A — A F AR E

2 3 4 5 6
1 33 66
6 66 33
2 36 36
5 63 63
3 66 33
4 33 66

Table 2. 16 kinds of target location connections
7= 2. 16 MBI EEZEER

e R 5 T
o) 1~3~2~1 (9) 6~3~2~1
2 1~3~2~6 (10) 6~3~2~6
3) 1~3~5~1 (11) 6~3~5~1
() 1~3~5~6 (12) 6~3~5~6
(5) 1~4~2~1 (13) 6~4~2~1
©) 1~4~2-6 (14) 6~4~2-6
™ 1-4-5-1 (15) 6~4~5-1
(8) 1~4~5~6 (16) 6~4~5~6

Table 3. The probability of target sequence
7 3. BirFFIEER

» 5 = Hbs
AT —AN H Aw
X0 0X
X0 50% 50%
0X 50% 50%

2) INHRA T B6 R A A SRR 23T BB (CSA)

CSA el tHSEHLTE R . CSA & = AT Il5e: 55 —>- PN B8 1L ) W kit ) () IE R I & 35 4
- RRYENL: BT TN AN BT WK TR ik tHREPLHCSRE P75
ARSI, BEAAR HA) S LIS (W BEAA) R AT (4 SRR (A 0 8T), IF TH SRR - e bR W B IA 70 A, i
RN TR, m bR N, AC T rp IRl B R hn e b (8 847 121, 2005).
2.2.2. SEEgTH

AWFFE R A 2 x 3 x 3 ZHF ALK K2 EIREER. @) AP KT IIHE N
B NI PINEE —— 5 18 - RENFIRUS (F 68 SOEIER RGN AEEAR - 734
PRI el R, IXRANERE A = AR v R AR
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2.2.3. SEH{UER
AR seIe =, AT & QRN AT SR, BERE 17 )

2.24. LWKIEFF

SCIGTE AP T, HETHr, AN, AR50 i S B e IR 2 . CSA 4r 4R
Perceptual SRT. WPSRIGIFETHENL 52K, CSA 7 2H 528 5 USR5 704 J5 3547 Perceptual SRT.

Perceptual SRT 43 45 ] 5236 ANE 2R3 : 1 e LER AT 40 I 5248 538, IR AN B (A il i A7 DR«
B BIBEFRICH xo [ C B——H 72 F(L) BF84% F, B B0 ox KM N fE——HAF(R)BIRIZ .
TE S0 A 1 R 100 B R LR g4 i s B RS T, (BB LRAE L R S IR %, ARIEAS R AR T 10%.
TEER) B LE T AN SN BEE B P S . B AT 45 2] 5200 . 45 2] SEd JR AT IR AUa e, AN
SERE SRR 30 B, FERHT N —41B, —ILEkT 10 N4HEE, 1080 MRIK IS .

SO0 4 A LR R POEAL S, R BRI R Bt

Perceptual SRT H trial AT Block FI4-#if&: Perceptual SRT AT PN EB2y: 5 —ANEE oM 225 ) 5K
B, 34 12 MRV (trial) 945 S UG 8 AN R IER SR, & 2 AMBENLAL B (block) AT 8 A sE i
FE B (40 B —— B0 At 5 81 - M, AN 108 MR (VE L 4). 85— MREE 4B N
BEHLTHI, 28 BB IAHBONIME TS, BARHN R 5 BANHBSEREEA = TR E, IR
BAERPAREN T — MBI RS o 45 1E 2SI A 157 3008 3 10% LA T 531 Bk A Bl i) 8

3. BREHH
3.1. BRI THE

FNUE PP B SIS A S5 AR SR 98 A 25K, 70 A Sl i B 0 R A IR K55 T 10% OBl i it s ARk
KR 32 NHHRFIGLE 10%LLN, 32 D AIEERIIARG [R5 BR T4 et i S B 2 - F g 4>
P e 22 (R DA K S MR VR B KR 19 B UK 3 A 0 i e R -

Table 4. The frequency of each location in each block
=4 BMHBERAEMIUR

ERTRAZREE EL(IX) F bhr B e e 1(¢N) ER AN RE EL(IK) 25
1~3 (L) 3+3 3~2 (H) 6+6 2~1(M) 3+6
1~4 (H) 6+6 3~5(L) 3+3 2~6(M) 3+6
6~3 (H) 6+6 4~2 (L) 3+3 5~1(M) 3+6
6~4 (L) 3+3 4~5 (H) 6+6 5~6(M) 3+6
it 36 36 36 108 Xk

H: L— R, H—&M%E, M——05 #%; 1~6 (AR HIrIE.

Table 5. In the experiments left and right effectors both perform this sequence of blocks
=5 KhE. AMNFHIPITILFTIER

HE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1£45F L&R L&R L&R L&R L&R L&R L&R L&R L&R L&R
{£% Ran Seq Seq Seq Seq Seq Seq Seq Seq Ran

7E: Ran FoRBENLALEL, Seq #mIBF4LE, L ERAET.



3.2. MIRFIIFEIEE T RN ES

B LSRR (BEAL. MR SR N N A AT T BRI Z 00, R IE 6 FiR:

F6 NI T R, S SRR ) = MoK ORI A B 3 2 5, F = 13.107, df =2, p=0.000 < 0.0;
BEMLAIRAE R 72 57 855, t=02.93, p = 0.06; MR A m R Z T R, t=2.22, p=0.034; B RT fa#L >
RT MR > RT S,
3.3. EIEMAARARBERR 24T

E T H 1 52 8L B 44 e A AT B 140 300 B 2R 0 27 ) IR AE s oV VEA U8 B RN ok 2% ST R AE B L,
&N BRI B EER, R, 2000) MRS TH RS 22 2] B (L = RTR10-RT fIHER) Al m iR 2% 3
& (L = RTR10-RT mifit ). LLAFIXAEAE R AR &, DI 8ENAH N E, X2 (&) x 3 (Fib
- RGINENRHE) x (AR - 3 BRI ) AT SRR ET7 2500, 45 R W% 8.

Table 6. Repeated ANOVA: the SRT of participants in three levels of learning degree
=6 ZKPEIBETHAFIIRNNESNESEZ5

P df Y3 F Sig

IR

(B, R, P 5768.56 2 2884.28 13.11 0.000

Table 7. Post test: the SRT of participants in three levels of learning degree
=7 ZKEFIEETHINFTIR A AL

N M SD t Sig
KL 32 612.17 52.75
fimEZE 32 600.17 41.13
BEAL - (A= 2.93 0.06
[ 32 593.43 49.13
MR - EfiE e 2.22 0.034

Table 8. Main effect: the two dimensions of cognitive style in learning amount

7% 8. INHIRARR N EEF T ERNERR 74

ST AR df B F Sig
FOTE(IRR . mER) 495.42 1 495.42 3.58 0.034
) EFEIE - KRR 721.70 2 360.85 2.61 0.094
HPH

S AR - T 294.77 2 147.39 1.07 0.360
S ENHE - REEAM - 0T 379.69 2 189.84 1.37 0.272

B - RENFARE
(HER . OB, 3) 2888.22 2 144411 1.63 0.217

e HfR - AT
(R, L, AT 1546.89 2 773.44 0.87 0.431
B - REEAK - W 1240.65 2 620.32 0.70 0.507




Wk %

L8R, FABANRESES] BTN, F=358, p=0.034<0.050, w30 B8 5
i TSR R0 5 S B 8ME; 22 B S 518 - RGN A =458 HALRE, F = 2.61, p = 0.094 > 0.050;
o) B SRR - NN RS A AE R BN, F=1.07, p=0.360>0.050; *>J&. 5if- RRMEHKL
- DFTNRIME A=A A AR, F=1.37, p=0.272>0.050; &i& - REIAFIRKIRLE R Fa: > B4
F R, F =1.63, p=0.217 > 0.050; BEAA& - S ATl B £E A Ba 2% 2] EAN = A 2408, F = 0.87, p = 0.431 >
0.050; FHif - RE 5B - A=A HAEH, F=0.70, p=0.507 >0.050.

4. #1ig
4.1, MREFYI R MEMES AT LGERR AR FFIE I L 2R

411 BRIESBHFENEESAREIMESE, ERATET Perceptual SRT HIEIRZATIALZER

KI5 55 BENLT 51 1) S BB B A7 7E i 3 22 S (< 6), UEIHEET Perceptual SRT (115027 2] /& A
PAURAIT e DA RIB SO AR AL (0 R0 50 7 8102 2) (FAGE 1, 2007). BRUONAR G0 7 51 I ST 55 (16 4t
SRT)H, HARNL B P55 87 AR SCER M, BPANGE A 2] 5l E % 2 M ORI . 7E46%8 SRT 1, H
FAsr B 5 T X IO ) S 7 e —— A RIS R, BB Ay Bl 06 2045 A A S S B . TR AR
TE SRT Wl S ER 5, Wb Uk B FRALE 551 5 RS B A 4 55

ASHEFE BT ) Perceptual SRT,  H FRALE AN BE Vg f b B (RI4%H] T 304E), BUONEIAT HbriZA+
I, A HARLE S AR B ——B AR BN E AKX 6 4, HisHA xo Al ox i, HirE R
IR N B 9 R ——x0 XFIL C 8. ox XTR. N 4, FrLURE) 7 H AR E 5 S B H 1. X
13 B AR E P A5 BT AT, M AN 2 2] 5 a2 M 8. BiT7E Perceptual SRT w1 H Ax
BB 7B EARREZR 2 43, T H A% (xolox) I AR % L2 9 0.5 (IS eiv IIREZR 2 0.5), At LA
T 5 5 BEHLFE 51 A B S AT 58 25 0 2 Sl (U 22 6), U= A 3 A 2 53l st T DAIE A 6 i 2 >0 Al % 2

4.12. BFENFIIRBEFT, BEETHFIIRSNEFS], ERATHREFIINREINZE

e W 5 1 B LR (Y B S 2 AR TR e 81 S NI RO B (R 7), U WA S0 5 e 21 s B A 55
PR RI 22 SR W ERE2]. FAIII N BRSE IAGR — DA BRI IR, TR — R T 2 S B I AR
FHIFPBFE 2 (F8 751, 2004). fE4R4GE SRT o, HARCEMFPIIRREN, IR Ak E
Fr 3\ BRI 5|2 04 S I R T A s b LR A 0 SRR o KRR, B S 3T [ E R IR 3 2 i
Pl PP A R PE AT 08, FTREAL S RORBIEE ARt A, LR T IREHERAN R ST W RE. T
AHE TR i A B RO s R T ANR AR ST AT RE .

4.2. AEIMARE I REXRAKFIIFES

PARAEA A2 I RE L S BIN A N S35 1022 5, RT BEML > RT R > RT Ml (i 6. &
7)s MR SE ST TR R A S R (4 8) o WIS ST REENS R UE PN B =T Y RS M S b O S 2
(K1 BIFEBATH & M 3E L TR, PORRZHERT BT R 00 27 ST REEE KA RIS 22 A K2 2 HOR 2 AR K
MM o XA AU AEAERATF I BT R B AN 22 S, BB B R e 7ot siE — B0l
Ao ZBINETI. REMARRS S, XA FE RS BATCAE BATR F0E 5 301 7 B 1 A R 2T IR 25
FAR— 2. EH T LRSI R RS ) 22 ST S UE 0, BT DATE AW A2 2T R B RO AN 7] B
YR AN R ) 2 2] R B R AEAE RIS B ER 7y, IR R AEAE SRR 7, ASHIEFERIE M T 2% SR L Pty
R 2F SRR T LR AAE RIS 3 o BRSO3 2 5 R AR 75 2R S I FUAE K



B %

4.3 INAREH B NMEE TS RARFINZEINETERME R

ARSI 55 1 - R - 73 A PN L AE R0E Y B 81027 3] BT R RN (dn 4 8), BIX Y
Tl AR 6F SR P B 7 51 AT S 2 (RS o MDA KRS T P AN E P 0 IR Xt S i e 31 e 2 I A
FMIA B SIRYE, T2 HR A REE XN TR, YRR IR IR WAL E, B
BORRITTRE R AR R AR, B0 FIHRR, FroAE 15 - RGXAE O K08 FP 41 1 P9 B 2 ST A 7 .
MEEAR - TR ARG, ATRE T 24K - oM A2 URHR Dy 2B, F AR Tid e S
o9 S SEAE 55 AR 175 RN o AR R A ARE - R i A A R R Bk O 50 A8 SR AR T 20 #7 2RE F
o [FIRF, AN RGE T RE RS IR 0 XU (4 70 B R AR A S 4R ok R 20 1), TR LS A0 B (R i A
IRAMEXSIXANRSE « AN T 32 A0 T 5L A0 A B o 7 AR50, it [R] DA ) — Sk 7T e/ A A il A
EORIUA RS ST R 2 B SR DA SR BN BB R DAAE A ST FE A RAIE T 1 D0 UM X A B ST — SE I 52
Wi (55 75, HEAEZL0, 2010), (FX KB FH R R TS — I RAF X TR o R, /DL 1 TEH 0 F 8 - &
ZAVE - i 5 ARSI HIR R RIIT T . PRI T A3 B M 45 R 2 5 L

44. FRRWHF—FER

XTI N REE ), BATE N TR LR, BT DA V2 AU A B TR e, DRI ARSI LI
Bl LAl m DA 0 R R R

NG S b Bl a1 s b N GO VA= 21 b 31 o A N = A B W 7 W [ R 0 v Z ) W 3 0 LT
(I TR B 42 2 22 o s A A s

2) AR FER VLR LW FEEER, &5 DU BARRIE R Z R, w] DL A =& 7 88
B, VPR 2R R0 S R B 77 A2 AN [R] PR 5 )

3) AHIFFUXS A PN B 2 AT 7S S B S (R A T 7, 5 SE0F 5 AT DA S R b S 3 AT 2O
B anmT AN W 5 55 7 1H

4) BRI AT BN 1NN AR T H0 50 7 515 ST B s, AB R RE R T SRAR 26 A TRR , A IR gk
ATERVE S BT LA 5 S0 70 AT DAAE c38 R i 388 36 55 7 THI R sk B AT 1 — 2D HR) .

5. &g

i DA S R DA B AR 218

1) FABEFF AN IR N ARG Hh, T2 R B 81 27 S T AR

2) FILRPAE S R NEREE

3) KL A ) IR B R N A 3

4) FT A2 STAF B IR AR X 00 B PN R S SR 35 B

ERERIR, FERIBEF AT, B AR E I A R S SR T DOR AR, (ES 1 - R -
T3 BTN AR TR RN B8 P9 B 27 2 B0 225 5
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