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A Comparison of Two Kinds of Inhibition Abilities between Excellent
Students and Students with Learning Disabilities in Mathematics

ZHANG Li-hua, SHANG Xiao-ming
(1. School of Education, Liaoning Normal University, Dalian 116029, China)

Abstract We chose 30 excellent students and 32 students with learning disabilities in mathematics from Grade 5 of primary
school and used different kinds of negative priming experiments to test the ability of distractor inhibition and memory retrieval
inhibition. The result showed: (1) the students with learning disabilities in mathematics are worse than the excellent students
in mathematics in distractor inhibition and memory retrieval inhibition; (2) compared with students with learning disabilities in
mathematics the excellent students perform better while the distractors are in perception level
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