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A Research about Cognitive Flexibility of Students of Different Academic Achievement Types
LI Mei- hua, SHEN De- li, BAI Xue- jun
National Key Research Center for Linguistic and Applied Linguistics, Guangdong University of Foreign Studies,
Guangzhou 510420, China

Abstract  Objective: To review the development of cognitive flexibility of the students of different academic achieve-
ment. Methods: 320 students were selected from Grade Three of primary schools, and Grade Five; and Grade Two of
junior middle schools, Grade Two of senior middle schools. There were 80 subjects in each grade and they were divided
into 4 types. They were given two tests of cognitive flexibility. Results: ~ The students who studied well in both Chinese
and math were the best in the two tests; On the contrary, the students who studied poorly in both Chinese and math were
the worst.  The students who studied well in Chinese while poorly in math and who studied well in math while poorly in
Chinese were both at the middle level; there was no outstanding difference between the two types of students in most of
items of the two tests, but there was outstanding level between the two types of students in the specific items of the two
tests.  The students who studied well in both Chinese and math were better than the students who studied well in Chi-
nese while poorly in math and who studied well in math while poorly in Chinese in the two tests; there were some differ-
ences between the students who studied well in Chinese while poorly in math and who studied well in math while poorly in
Chinese than the students who studied poorly in both Chinese and math. Conclusion: Cognitive flexibility has osculation
relation with the schoolwork achievements of the students.
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