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w3 gy Ao T TEA
2. U U7t 483 FUES T g g4 5A 4 ok 705 172 -104 537
11 VY vk ARzlRE 2 AgE 7]<)o] 9t 652 073 177 462
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23 ] ol e REASESRT} Holut) 174 147 =151 612
3. 1) Tap] 58 o] AE HFE A v =gl "o do1 684 117 492
28 e W2 Feta A WeS g xdster 247 00 189 590 044 386
24, Y= Bo|y Al the] §&d uf, 2P ETE QdojFor HAgth -281 584 035 421
19. o]d AL 7198 o, Y wg&or dy|Re dojder Bt -313 576 086 437
L Us U S 22 F8ss Ao ojdth 250 517 -240 387
26 e 25 270 T3 & o, W A4E5S v mdsen =gt 297 514 -252 415
6. U= ThE AlRS R 223 ooy o 2 gtk 370 494 027 381
16. o'l AL Add o, Y= 2oy /MeE a8y Hule 28 Adshe Hoth -221 432 012 236
7. e £ #Ro] oA A E71A gett 199 429 -318 325
10. 383} AlZel Foll A4S Aasjor dvhd, vhe Al Zedes 9 Folrt -051  -134 787 640
5. U ago @ Jepd g Re AR AEkEel 2248 st -124  -058 .760 .59
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4. Ue J-FFRTE 1355 #4lo] o Brh 067 -041 624 396
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b AARE nhE&d ugdoth
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A el %) 21.509 10.999 9.119
FAA G %) 21509 32509 41.628
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E 3. g=E 0SIVQe =eld 20IFAM Atz
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=4 399 2d 773.18 371 88 87 .06 (.056~.068)
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) Aggo] BaE 9 23} 7410551.@ £ Ao YERemn|,
odAke]l gd, wEstn AGE, heh AF 278)=63.702, MSe=36.049, p<.0011, U’
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e dAde] JART =& WHA[R1,  27.538, MSe=44.179, p<.001; F(3, 277)=
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B 4. A7 1-2 VIS MY, DSsu AgY, MI3Y XA B (EEHAL
n ikl Exis o]
4 A 166 3.24(.67) 2.94(.77) 3.07(.65)
olA 116 3.45(51) 2.60(.87) 3.18(.66)
3} 130 3.39(.53) 2.42(.70) 3.33(.62)
N5AE
o|z} 150 3.27(.68) 3.14(.79) 2.92(.63)
o 46 3.48(.58) 2.40(.74) 3.37(.55)
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o] g} 71 3.41(.58) 2.92(.85) 2.93(.61)
oty 84 3.13(.72) 3.31(.63) 2.92(.65)
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Individual Differences in Performance on Working Memory
Tasks According to Object, Spatial, and Verbal Cognitive Styles

Gyeonghee Shin Chobok Kim

Department of Psychology, Kyungpook National University

One of the main factors that explain individual differences in working memory capacity is cognitive styles.
Although it was proposed that cognitive style consists of three independent dimensions of object, spatial
and verbal, the relationship between working memory and the three-dimensional cognitive style has been
unknown. Thus, we sought to examine the validity of the Korean version of the Object-Spatial Imagery
and Verbal Questionnaire (OSIVQ; Blazhenkove & Kozhevnikov, 2009) (experiment 1), and the
relationship between cognitive style and working memory by evaluating the differences in performance on
working memory tasks according to individuals' cognitive styles (experiment 2). In the experiment 1, we
found that the Korean version of OSIVQ consisted of three main factors (Object, Spatial, and Verbal) and
showed satisfactory reliability and validity. These results were repeatedly observed for another sample. In
the experiment 2, we found that the greater object style was preferred, the higher accuracy in the object
task was scored and that the greater spatial style was preferred, the higher accuracy in the spatial task
was shown. In other words, these results demonstrate that there is a close relationship between cognitive
style and working memory. Our results suggest that repetitive use of a particular information processing

method, according to the preference on the cognitive styles, can lead to improvement in relevant working

memory capability.

Key words : cognitive styles, working memory, individual differences in working memory
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