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[Abstract] Objective: To investigate the effects of critical thinking disposition on sematic processing of judging words.
Methods: 300 college students were divided into High and Low critical thinking disposition groups by Critical Thinking
Disposition Inventory—Chinese Version(CTDI-CV), and asked to complete a revised Stroop task. Results: Compared to in-

dividual with low critical thinking disposition, the group with low critical thinking disposition showed longer reaction time

on the affirmative color naming task. Conclusion: Critical thinking disposition may influence judgement of processing on

the affirmative words.
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