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The Impact of Threat Anticipation on Dual-Category Task
Performance in Deaf University Students

GONG Wenxiao' QIU Xinyue' WANG Diandian' CHEN Lihan’
(1. Special Education College, Beijing Union University, Beijing, 100075 ;
2. School of Psychological and Cognitive Sciences , Peking University, Beijing, 100871)

Abstract To explore the influence of threat anticipation on information processing in deaf/hard—of-hearing
(DHH) , this study employed a dual—category task paradigm to compare performance between deaf and hearing
college students under three conditions: certain threat anticipation, uncertain threat anticipation, and no threat
anticipation. Results revealed that: (1) DHH participants demonstrated significantly lower accuracy rates than
typically hearing (TH) controls on dual—category task; (2) DHH participants achieved significantly higher accuracy
rates under both certain and uncertain threat anticipation conditions compared to no threat anticipation; (3) TH
participants showed no significant differences in accuracy rates across the three threat anticipation conditions f. The
study indicates that threat anticipation differentially modulates information processing performance between DHH
and TH students : it produces a facilitative effect for deaf college students but has no impact on hearing college students.

Key words threat anticipation hearing impairment  dual-category task

RERKREREFR)

(EEF37TH)

From “Uselessness” to “Symbiosis” : A Qualitative Study on the
Transformation of Educational Concepts among Parents
of Children with Intellectual Disabilities

LIU Jingjing' CHEN Yinghua® GUAN Wenjun'
(1. College of Educational Science, Xinjiang Normal University, Urumqi, 830017;
2. Beijing Academy of Educational Sciences Beijing, 100036)

Abstract Based on in—depth interviews with 8 parents of children with intellectual disabilities, this study
employed qualitative research methods to explore the dynamic process and internal mechanisms of
transformation in educational concepts among these parents. The findings reveal that parents of children with
intellectual disabilities undergo five stages of transformation in their educational concepts: “uselessness—
hopelessness—limited functionality—redefined purpose—symbiosis.” This transformation is influenced by the
interactive effects of three structural factors: institutional, cultural, and practical. At the institutional level,
resource scarcity and ineffective policy implementation lead parents to question the education system,
generating a sense of educational “uselessness.” At the cultural level, stigmatizing labels and society’ s rigid
perceptions of “normality” create conflicts, resulting in parents falling into a state of “hopelessness.” At the
practical level, parents oscillate between survival rationality and educational ideals, gradually shifting from a
“limited” functionalist approach toward a “redefined purpose” of life—oriented reconstruction, ultimately
achieving lifelong extension of educational narratives in the “symbiosis” stage. Based on these findings, the
study recommends optimizing special education governance systems, dismantling stigmatizing narratives, and
establishing a collaborative support model involving families, schools, and communities, driving the
transformation of special education from “deficit compensation” to “rights realization, ” thus creating a more

inclusive educational ecology for children with intellectual disabilities.

Key words parents of children with intellectual disabilities educational concepts qualitative research

(RERK D)

HEM  hitps://www.cnki.net



