shEA2IEE|R] 0 Q12| A ME Original Article
The Korean Journal of Cognitive and Biological Psychology

2023, Vol. 35, No. 4, 229-242

http://dx.doi.org/10.22172/cogbio.2023.35.4.001

OPEN ACCESS

The Effect of Hybrid Collaboration Method on Performance”

Songeui Kim', Jooyong Park'"

"Department of Psychology, Seoul National University

As society becomes more complex, collaboration gains more significant importance in learning and work contexts. People employ
various methods of cooperation, and this study highlights the hybrid collaboration method, where individuals first work on tasks
independently and then collaborate with team members. Prior research has demonstrated that this method is more adept at
generating ideas than traditional collaborative methods. To test the generalizability of this finding, participants were asked to
complete two English vocabulary tasks - Word Scramble and Anagram - in three different groups: traditional collaboration, hybrid
collaboration, and nominal groups. The participants' performance was subsequently assessed based on the number of correct
answers they provided. The results showed that the hybrid collaboration group performed better than the other two groups, in the
more challenging Anagram task. Thus, the hybrid collaboration method emerges as a potentially effective means to cultivate
collaboration and generate innovative ideas in complex learning and work situations. This provides further evidence of the
effectiveness of this approach and suggests it could be effective for individuals and teams aiming to enhance their collaborative
problem-solving skills.
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Individual, 7 min
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Word Scramble Word Scramble Word Scramble
Indridual, 8 min Group, 8 min Group, 8 min
Anagram Anagram Anagram
Indnvidual, 8 min Group, 8 min Group, 8 min

| Questionnaire (10 min) |

Figure 1. Procedure of the Experiment: Using Word Scramble and Anagram Task
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Figure 2. Performance on the Word Scramble Task by Three Different Groups
(Nominal vs. Traditional Collaboration vs. Hybrid Collaboration)
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4. they see > 000 0000
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1. babes all {-> baseball
2. comfort is {=> microsoft
3. funeral {-> real fun
4. they see (=) the eyes
5. debit card {-> bad credit
6. t.s. eliot (=) toilets
7. obey god {=> goodbye
8. woman Hitler {=> mother-in-law
9. eleven plus two {=> twelve plus one
10. silent {-> listen(or enlist)
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