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A Comparative Study of Selective Attention Between
Referential Communication and Individual Learning

Under the Condition of Similar Degree of Learning

ZHANG Heng-chao

Department of Psychology . School of Law , Tianjin University of Commerce, Tianjin 300134 , China

Abstract: One hundred and forty-four undergraduate students participated in the current study. The study
designed referential communication and individual learning by four features virtual alien as experimental
materials, and discussed the differences in selective attention between referential communication and indi-
vidual learning by controlling the learning degree. Significant differences were found to exist among the re-
sults of dimension selection under the condition of score groups. Except for the lower-score group, the av-
erage numbers of biological dimension selected under the condition of referential communication were high-
ly significantly higher than those under the individual condition. Under the individual condition, the results
of relative dimension showed significant difference among score groups. Under the condition of referential
communication, the average number of relative dimension selected in the middle-score group was signifi-
cantly higher than that in the high-score group. The different characteristics of relative dimension among
learning manners accorded with those of dimension selection. The differences of non-relative dimensional
results were significant among score groups, but there were no significant differences between learning
manners.

Key words: referential communication; individual learning; learning effect; selective attention
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