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Discussion

e For implicit [.2 learning, extroversion was the only personality
dimension with a significant relationship (negative correlation)

e Meanwhile, the other four personality dimensions (openness,
conscientiousness, agreeableness, and neuroticism) did not
correlate significantly with implicit L2 learning

e Replicates findings of Grey et al. (2015) that extroversion is
negatively related to implicit learning

e Contradicts Gass et al. (2013), who argue that openness and

Introduction

e Variability in second language acquisition partially stems from individual differences such as personality type

e The Big Five personality survey explains personality type through five major dimensions: openness,
conscientiousness, extroversion, agreeableness, and neuroticism (John & Srivaslava, 1999)

e Grey et al. (2015) used the Big Five personality survey to examine how personality type contributes to implicit
learning, an component of second language acquisition.
o Q@rey et al. (2015) found that extroversion is negatively correlated with implicit learning. However, no

significant correlations were found between the other four major dimensions of personality and implicit learning.
e The current study aims to partially replicate Grey et al. (2015) by exploring the effects of personality type on

RQ 1: Implicit Second Language Acquisition and Personality Type

*L2 learning was measured as the difference in reaction times on “living/nonliving” response between rule-following
trials and rule-violating trials during second block (after sufficient time for learning during first block)*
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only personality dimension with a significant relationship
(positive correlation)

e Openness, extroversion, agreeableness, and neuroticism did not
demonstrate a statistically significant correlation with emergence
of rule awareness

e To our knowledge, no prior research examines the role of

RQ2: Which, if any, of the five major dimensions of personality are correlated with the emergence of rule awareness?

Methods

e Participants were 40 college students enrolled in an introductory psychology courses at the U. of Illinois
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