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RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN ALGEBRA WORD PROBLEM CATEGORIZATION AND
MATHEMATICS SCORE

Feng Hong', Yin Guo'en'?, An Rong’
(1 Educational Institute in Tianjin Normal University, Tianjin 300384; 2 Academy of Psychology and Behavior in Tianjin Normal University,
Tianjin  300074; 3 College of Vocational and Technical Education Tianjin University, Tianjin 300074)

Abstract

The algebra word problem was used to investigate the relationship between the algebra word problem catego-
rization and mathematics score. The results suggest that the algebra word problem categorization is significanly
different in different grades; higher score students’ categorization is better than lower score student do.

Key words algebra word problem, the structure of word problem, categorization, mathematics score.
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IDENTITY NEGATIVE PRIMING OF UNDERGRADUATES WITH DIFFERENT
CREATIVE THINKING ABILITY

Zhang Lihua'?, Bai Xuejun?, Zhang Xiuhong®
(1 School of Education, Liaoning Normal University, Dalian 116029; 2 Academy of Psychology and Behavior, Tianjin Normal University,
Tianjin  300074; 3 Editorial Department of Journal, Liaoning Normal University, Dalian 116029)

Abstract

In this research, questionnaire was used to select undergraduates with high and low ability of creative think-
ing. The negative priming paradigm was used to examine the identity negative priming on the two groups of the
participants and the correlation between the identity negative priming of Chinese characters and creative thinking
was examined. The results suggest that the low ability of creative thinking group of undergraduates showed signif-
icant identity negative priming than did the high group.

Key words creative thinking, identity negative priming, inhibition ability of identity.





