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t MIE—DKEESY ) 74 (modality) 7217 Tld& <, HOEEESY ) 741
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& Russel, 1973)o &9 L72HIEIE, HIER A /< b, HIREH % EDkk4 252
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B RO OAE=FVAIRI, B4 GRHIITEL 5o HORIZIE L CHRGH
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52 EDIRENT WA (Calvert, Spence, & Stein, 2004 ; FIH - Al - K7k, 2007 : 4t
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HO—2E 2 5,

HIRFHOIEE & 7 2 LEEHARIC B TH SRR ThLTE Y,
ZE AL E & 35 O FE (Bernstein & Edelstein, 1971; Melara & O'Brien, 1987; Ben-
Artzi & Marks, 1995; Patching & Quinlan, 2002; Evans & Treisman, 2010), & & 0D
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BHIOFADIRIZHE LT, SREGROYEIZEH L TId, HEREIOK
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Etthnger (1967) 1&. ¥V (monkey) TidZZ7 B AE—=FIVEESVE LW &EH

5. SRS L B ERY S LR % /R L7228, Davenport (&, F > /¥

YV=RF T =8 L EOHN (Great Ape) HE LME T O AE—S
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70 AE— S VHIRITEBOREERDSFEEICUB I N TN D 2 L 2 ERT
B0 BHOBEPMET H7200EEKE LTEBEIEZEZONTE 2, Lo L,
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THZEDL, BT LOTHEVHIEN LTI/ I AE—FNVAHEIEL S
DI TIEREZ)THD. PIOMFE LT, 242 BEAIMITIEL L TRE
ENDOTII R L, BRITHKE SN T IERP R BIEENE ML T
DA A RET D LM TH %o AW A FNIKHP TIEEFIIKROKT 12
Lo TRIET 5o ZORR, KR TORMIVIFER L LT TR, fillge L
THHEEIND, 512, FEOEIFIZL o TRPORTHEILT A7, Eh
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ZITy AWIETIE, FrFare bReF o v V= RELH I, FA—K
TEN DA HIZ R 23BN B W THO LR ENMEASE L2089 . @l
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Figure 1. A picture of the Apparatus used in Experiment 1 and 2.
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Figure 2. Averaged total time of spent for each visual
stimulus in Experiment 1.
Note: Error bar shows standard error.

72ENEL 25 LbDE LT, 2O00THRESEZ SN D, 110, EHW
72 BAGRYE & FE OB 0 ) 4 XOIREE IR & & &GO O LK
LD R 2 METH Y . BHIMALEOBKW CHILL2LT500
Thbo bH—2i. WMELHET 2720 DHBD LD 701226 1
TREBEEWMEEZRHNT L2 LB TE R oM EETH L, HERD /A
A D3 @M & PRI EATIIR T, BUEEO /) A X L ERES) & g DA E
b THolze TDO, B RLFIBITENIR R ZMAEDETH D72
O, WEDECPHEATH L, —F, EB1oWaiE, £LH, 1000Hz &
400Hz £\ ) L9112, EBELQFE—KITHNDILETH B D720, FIHH D
FEEDPAFE TR o 2B D B0 2 ODOWEEMED &8 S ERGEET 5720
Wi, LD HI O ERAD B HAE DR TOMAILETH 5o

B 2

P

FE1 TR, FUrFafF oy Y—%Fy b ERBRICE L0 D
LEBENAELA LTS LT LGN o720, ZOREE LT
[F]— R IC ORI D38 DR ASHE L Ao 72 W BEEA D 5o FFI2. FEREHIEK
B L Tid, RS OE N E S SRS 2 ENTRETH S, 2T, FEER2
TIER]L EFELTFETET EEFTOEZIETC, ¥ FarkEENNEZ



9 ® U F 318 B L ROIBRNAL MR

R DE ) DEBREL 72,

itk

HER K

FERLERIUF o Fa (VFy) ke LTHW, 72720, TEFIE5E
B 2 BABARIICAE T L7272, 9 R 2 BiBRfA L L TRV 7,

KB - BB - Fhz

FEER2 Tk, EB1 IV ETERFOERZMMHICT L7720, EEOREE
FlF L LC2000 Hz i, K& oRlEE L T200 Hz OffiE & vz, 2hd
. FEEPHLVWELBEWE L LTHRTELZETH o 72, ZNLSMNE, ER
1R ETHo720

BREEE

R Z & —FORIAT R R S M7 RN SRR L 72 e ] & AR —BORIAT 2R
ENTEBEPNTHAE L 72 B % 058 L 720 SR 3 2 e o -39l %
B L7z YT 2L o#ER % Figure 312787,

ZAITOWAERH OFIEMICE LT, BRI E oMAELE (—FK vs
—3) x AT D 2 BRO G 247> 720 T OFER. BRI OMAE D1
DERFR (F[1 81=0.11, p>0.10), AITOERR (F[3241=0.79, p>0.10) & 12
AT B R ZIA LN L o720 LALARDS, MlAEbE xHMITOHE
TEH (P13, 241 =3.84, p=0.02) DHEEHICHETH o720 AT T L ORIE O A

140000 -
120000 - m Congruent [ Incongruent
100000 |
© 80000 -
g 60000 -
40000 -
20000 -
0 ‘ ‘ ! |

Triall Trial2 Trial3 Trial4

Figure 3. Averaged total time spent for each visual stimulus per trial
in Experiment 2.
Note: Error bar shows standard error.
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