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Bicultural Experience Facilitates the Global Processing Style

Wan Minggang', Yang Yang, Li Jiansheng’, Jiang Hui’
(I Research Center for Education of Northwest Ethnic Minorities, Northwest Normal University, Lanzhou, 730070;
2 School of psychology, Northwest Normal University, Lanzhou, 730070 )

Abstract

Studies have shown that, compared to individualistic cultures, collectivistic cultures could facilitate global
processing. However, cultural experience can be divided not only into individualist and collectivist according to
Eastern and Western cultures but also into multicultural and monocultural according to individuals’ experiences.
Compared to monocultural experiences, are multicultural experiences, especially, the most common bicultural ex-
perience more conducive to the global processing style? To address this question, we conducted two experiments
in which participants were divided into two groups, one exposed to a bicultural experience and another exposed
to a monocultural experience. The two groups were either required to search for similarities or differences be-
tween two videos (Experiment 1) , or recall the information congruent or incongruent with older adult stereotypes
(Experiment 2) . The experimental results showed that, compared to the participants exposed to a monocultural
experience, those exposed to a bicultural experience tended to search for similarities among the objects (Experi-
ment 1) and were not prone to have stereotype impressions (Experiment 2) . This indicates that individuals with
bicultural experiences facilitate the global processing style.

Key words global processing style, local processing style, processing styles, bicultural experiences.



