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HE

RAGEZEOSBETCLIFLIFEHINTEZ L) I, HENESLHEREL, #15
PEL P E»ERET 5 REHNERIT, AMOBROUEIFLELTLNOTHE, 0
BRELERWIIRET2200FREE LTS, 2EBEHEONFHHOBRR 24K ¢ 5
AL - L LHBNT, Zod ) KERHEHRICECTREI N2 - E LEELEE
2, 2 O0FRBE “same” & HIM§ 23F/E5NF 4, “different” & W T 2HE& LN L&E
(R ITbNS Z ETHS (K, 1984, 1986 BH).

ZOEBRERZBHATLILHIC, BREINTERELETAOFRTRIN L DI, Bam-
ber (1969 AT HE B ABEE L LIZL2ETATH L, ZOTTNE 2 OONEL AT
LEREL TS, T4bb, “different”HI¥ric oW T3, HEFBO T & HERHD
XEEHRIIEGZ B 2 4L 588 E &, “same” iz > T B0 F—MER H 250 (B8
T5EE25, THL2EZHIE, HMNEEICESEH T LNT, BRIGEEKRDH
WrBFE & IF O REREBETELZRARTHEEMEL TS, LT, ZHET
T, RFEHIBERICE T RICHMT-2139 ZHATE LY, BRIBT—FICEL
T ETFUHTEL LI FBEEETA TV, ‘

REHMERICBIT2HEOERX L EMS L) 28ENT— 2 2B TR A13,
Krueger (1978)? noisy-operater € 7L TH LA, ZDET IV FEAREYIZ I ATIHYHE
BEtREL TV, SHICHERENRELNZ T, HKELZ, “same”H KX
TN Lo & “different” HIBTRTO 2 H N E#E S LR X1, HEBEABRICENT
U RSO BSEEOT—HORBEL LI LABATH L, TALDREEE, FiMNS
iC & D RFES N, fast “same” s RA L B DL, same RO HEOFEAVINE <, dif-
ferent FIBDFEAKREVWFEETH S L EZ LN TV 5, noisy-operator €7 /LIZESRK
HEROERNH» SRBL TELEZ T, HMEEIESREOMSEICHS TS, L
2T, ZOETINTE, RIGCROELY» L, BEHKICZBIT2RENES 2 FRTE
5721 T, BRUOCOME, FIZETREER T false alarm (#8243 % false “same”
DHEZLHHATEDL LEZ 5N TS,

L& L—FTI3, fast “same”hF & false “same”DIHN & A5G L vy & v ) EEBkE
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By #HEE N T 5 (Proctor & Rao, 1983), 22T, BEHMIZCETEL ) —DDETIL
ThHHHFTHIT, HEEEORESZE T, FEHL 72 5T priming R4 L HHA £ EA
Tv % (Proctor, 1981), 2D ETIIWVERIET 5 B TERM S N2 XFORKBEERTII,
FIBAMEBRRICERT 2R EPRAINTE L, ZOBROBR L L, same FIBICH
WCR UHIBIEBE A2 ER2RT 5 2 & HMREXR, T4 b b fast “same”MRE L2 5T
EEEINT S, DF NEEMS BRI L T priming 1R+ F0 & ERIGIZE
(e, 2o kE v, different L N b same FIBTH B L EZ LN 5B,

DU LEnBREIHMMEET V& WERET L2 ERIBEE 22803, KDLk edHon
2THAHS. BLIZ, “same” ¥ & “different” W7 iz iz £ N FNE 7 5 EH AR 5B
L TwanrEds, $2ic, RAHKIL, SSRUBROERRHICKE) D1 E 9 ».
L LEES & T, fast “same” B IZ UGB OBEE & 4 57200 T, BE 4" L I3RS FE
To0pEIH E3i12, EBRFRECARETREZHVLEACEERBEINTEL
BHRVA LN DR E &,

INLOMBEEZHELICT 201, AERTIE, M¥IRMOBRIIENFFEN BN
25 REIHMRIEBRE L RET 22 L 2 HE L2, BoR0EERIENMHENTHRE TIZ, &
BMOBERD b Tide {, HRUEHFROER Y 5 KBCERBREEL & 5252 8H 50,
Bio, FEERIIFFEIE L FAUCIE - 2 RBRICRERILL T b ikt L, ARk FEREY 2
MBEICENE W) BT LITLIEE 2 5TV 5 (Ohgishi, 1989 M) . same-different &
V) RTEA T EERH DO BFRABEBRDBNERTRITTH 5 &\ ) BICITHHISE* &
LIRS EE E N TV 557 (Sergent, 1984), REHW & H -2 NETHOTITINV T E
BCi3, WM L R oRic K BEER R & LTw 5 (Egeth & Epstein, 1972; Hellige,
1976),

AR TIE, REHE & EEREEE & OB (EFIKIC BT % “same” HIMi DB & A2
BRIz BT B “different”HIBF O BALEE) 25, WBREBIIRIGNA T A 22T 2L RN
L EIpERLIRETLA. L, RGN TR & 281ED, REHMOE#S OE
REICBIL R D20 T 513, B =X LR ESREBEROMELL LBRT L2
DEEETHH .

B, REHMERICBITLRE A TAOMTHE L TE, #RIC L 5 H80E & R 8
BIC L 2 BIES I N TIoHE I N T 5 (Ratcliff & Hacker, 1981; Proctor, Rao, &
Hurst, 1984). #i#i3, “same” & “different”? 2 DOKIEN 5 b—F D LIGIZFEEEH K
WS TL TEBLTECREL, b —FORGRTIHEL2 2 T LHTRIET 2 &
SEURT B HETH S, %%, same #)# & different F# & o RIC AR BRI R %
HRLERLIFET, —HORBEMEORHEL N LS ETT S, MREIFREHEICR
ITTEIRICIE, BEAEDPRLILE W E V) ERBEDISH 52 (Proctor & Weeks, 1989),
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BoRIC &k BHIEIR, BBEIFRBY)ICKIGL 2 E V) BBRERICZE L wWEEZ LN
DT, AR TIIRMHERIC L 5K 4 T AOBMEL EBRERICHRAL 72,

B, MEMOBRECEL TiE, EERSE RERS L FBICERT 2 Fikt AER
TR AN, HROBREHMERT REINTE2 BRHPEBEESREECBWTY
RHE N 55T A3, priming 12 & BIEESED 5 DERORLMELRIET 22 L12% 5,
E5iz, EBRSARNFREIEHIEECLDTIT IV T4 ERTHD 20, HEETRL
NYRBEROBHEBEENEIESC LT —T4 77 7 FHHELIC W2 L
A3, HBUCEVZEL, XFEE L CBESr B S RETH D, TFERE L KE
CEBERT2HE, BBRENEESENITTI) T4 HRICBELRITTEELLND
DT, I TIREEMBIH L TELWRATETRINDG L5, HEFSLEL KRFHA
EROFEICERENS LI THRL, '

WERE

KEEBLIUKERE0E (BF1E, BF154). FBHIE 19505 26k (FHE
#22.5m%). BAERIITNTHNETH L, HEFORERI, Oldfield197))nF] & FH A
EHIZ, E2FATLIFLEML TERLAFREAKEBACTTY, 777274 8%y
100 DHA (TXTHHEETAFAERTLE) v A E L L2, KBREIIIDDEREHE
CENFNMBTL L), FWEL»LLL320B (EBF54, BT54&) atshn
1z,
EREE

L FEETOERIL, w472 3222 (ELBFM-8) TiThw, =470
XKL= DT 4 ATV A - A7) = IZHETF £ 2RY 5 CRT tachistoscope %
Huwiz, &8, A#ETRNIBREGECZAX Y 781745 2012, BEOERICEBONHE
BRL:, #BEOREOBEEICEL T3, KtEHEosEE L CEF Y 7— (I
HEEHF TR5104G) 2R L, FMETREOBRENBEEREESOHEEOGHIZK ) 757

(HAEESZ% Polygraph 360 System) # M L 72, EBREEFELEORMMHIEIIL, <4 7
uarta—% (NEC980IE) ick» Ttk » 72,
FEk

—BATICERENDIHEI 4 >OXLFHL LBREN TS, Thbb, FEMHELT
KRS 1 CFEPERACEE SN, KB L TERE L L0 DOREFC 3B FHE
BEE3INS., HERHL XTI, EERSE HERNSRVTNY, FIREEESEE (71 -
ez A) B HBIRL 2, EERSICEL L, SEEAXFoOHNBREELFLL,
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EREFIIwA A 702 a3 0E#EREICL - T bl 72, HERBIL, BEwv
WCRL D 3EOFOBEREN, ELEREICL ) XFH»ERI N,

BBERZA 7)) —i3, HBELL T0cm DABIZE» N, HBETRZA 7)) —>rnh
GICEERA (XED BLUBEREE 2R, BHAOPLL DA S OME 2 Bofl5
DELFOHRLHMET S L HICBRL 72, HBHHMO 330FEI, £ EnEgERigicxt
LT#HE60 - FUAFEZL - $HT 60D 3 ONLEBEICEREN, H2OLFENKE
X3, HEEFEE RBEABOWTNDL, #0.72, #0.72°TH 5. MEIL, same Bk
different Rl#Ic I N, BIZIIHBERHBMOBPIEENBEE L XF+ 84, REITHE
FOPICBEREZ S WL HOBREN,

RERETE & FHi &

EBREBIIAER» LB, 205 b, RBREMERIZ, REHENLTH L, FIgHE
BRERIZ, same ¥ HBEEIFHVHE (High#) L FEENHE (Medium #), %
LTEWES (Low #) 3 KEPLEBREIN TS, B DI BRI TN THBRENE
T, HBEHHEREE (GHRE-ERE) LS {7 (same-different), % #IZEER
tyviary (yiarl--2-3) Tha,

FBETRELZRE, EBRPIEHEHAZHEBORPRICEICERL 2. SERATORHE
BISLLTO@®Y Ths, 23T TEES BESOBBRUZ7 ) v 7F) 2278, 20dk
E0.5MnRFHIEIRE 5\ T, BERB 1 CF & BRI 3 SUF % [FEFIC 148 msec D FF
BRI T2 72, BREL, THEESETR» LERNBETRZ ToOM, #BIBERZ 7)) —
YHROEREE RETS L IR LN, B LICHEBSER, BRANVIBICEREINS
BHREABCT LR LXFEY, EAELL2DHEICERI NS KEHBOXFEOFICHE
T 5% (“same”), EHh (“different”) 2 WL T, TELIEL, ANEBELfETEEL W
FTLIEREN:, HBRECIHTIERTEAL -8, TEESET»LHEKRTET
BRETERTLZ L, HBEABIIEROBREICT T LB RENLDT, HEFOH.L
KEBXERTIOXL > L LMEBEROWRICREHFTEL I LD 2HTH 5,

WEHEOREIL, “same” MW & EEF T, “different” M0 & EEFTRIETH L9
FREIN, B OFBOBBEIL, WL FoBFREZECL TRET S L) #RE N,
EBHIL EOG nfllEic L VIRESHZ2ERL, THEETET» LERAEETE Tol
MlCIHEGESI A U 23561202, £EBRHEIIETRET, b5 2o TFEESOER,» L%
DRTEERL B L.

BRI EFE THEICT, REBSEHICEREZ BN 2o, ERATIZATL-
T, HBRATE 60 RITERL 72. HYERTIETNTORBREICH L T, D same #l#
& different fl# % 5 2, HEHBIC OV T EADREICHBEORE % 2R 72, £BHR
TIZEFBORITERL, TN%2320FEBRLy a2 TEBLE. 1EBRL L3



R EIFIMTAREIATE & ERRELE

VHRT BT LIS GOREE & 57, EBREITICEBIT 5 same FI# & different FE N
R AL, High BT 4:1, Medium T3 1:1, Low B Cl3 14 1o 5 & S #BIEL,
WEEORIGIEIE S L T3, KGKEME L OBREES BEL 7.

® R

BEBBICOWT, FES A7, SRR & IS HBREDPHR G & THEER
FHML 2, BRRBRERSERDEHRIGHE % Table 1 (2, SFHAEHR % Table 2 127K T,
RGN —2 & LT, BBREDFHIERIGHE & PHBEM S L &2, ERE X HE X
R A7 (3 X2X2) D3BRGEANEATU - 72,

I TROGBAMOBREBBEOBER 2 F.0I5H L, K TEDOMHOERIC DWTH

Table 1.

Mean Reaction Times (in msec) by Stimulus Probability
(High, Medium, or Low), Stimulus Type (Same or Different),
and Visual Field (Left or Right).

High Medium Low
Type Left  Right Left Right Left Right
Same 539 480 610 505 793 651

Different 593 781 584 712 513 583

Table 2.

Mean Proportions of Errors by Stimulus Probability (High,
Medium, or Low), Stimulus Type (Same or Different), and
Visual Field (Left or Right).

High Medium Low
Type Left Right Left Right Left Right
Same .182 .094 .301 .113 312 218

Different ~ .213 .192 .201 178 .007 .188
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MLTWLZ &t 3, £7, BBNEREZPLIC- Y F v Z7HREICBIT 53 REMMED
BELRET L2, BBOEROEHMEICHOWTL, KIGEHEMICIIAERIALNLZ W
», ERBEROFVAREER LN LS ECEB A A L 72 [F(Q, 27 = 4.01,p. <
10], Zhicxtl, BERCEL CREHRIGEET, ERFOFH, LR LY LREFED
Kz EHRWZENL [F(Q,27) = 6.88,p <.05], LhEnER, L, RIGEMHLBRET
3B ICE L CTRNOEBARL TWB Z bbb, Thbb, EIICEL TUTEHE
HHT, BERETROH L RIGT 2EE5H 5010, REOEESICBL Ttk
HHAEN T, ERREROFIREHSTERICABEINZZ L% ZOBRIITL TS, L
2L, REERLFERCAETH L0, BB L HBOER & OBFR b LERERIEDORIE
PRETTLLENSH D,

I DZTIc BT, F# S A 7TOEHRIBEEKREISEL Lo - 2 [F(, 27) =
31, ns]. L2L, BB LHESA 7O KOKAEB»A LN, Fig LicmT &)iich
HWEERIZEB WTIZ, “same” ¥ i
3“different” ¥ & D, A#
700r Different B2 35 V> T U3 o 1z “different” ¥

Mo Fhr#ELRIEINTS

Same [F@,27) = 894, p < 01)]. =
500 F DFERIE, ERDREHMERT
e &N T % 72 fast “same”
effect (2, FREFLFRETICE

Ki , , WTLrabnT, EREELR
P il Feg SRCIEE LA fast “different”

Fig. 1. Mean Reaction Times as a Function of Visual ~ effect 2L T3 Z & 2iRL T
Field and Stimulus Type. W3

600+

400

Mean Reaction Time (msec)

ROGEEE oG F & I3 REYIZ,

BEICETIIHE S A 7OEME

IC2EHA LN, same BB T

BRIGD S A, different BT 2L D BI &< E LT 5 [F(Q, 27) = 11,

94, p < .01)], B< DEFHIMERTIZ, BRIEE LT false “same” it ¢ false “differ-

ent"HIGE N L ZELELZE VS HELZREL TWEY, AFROSEKBRIZIZN LI

Wiz, false “different” KGO H & N L HBRL 22 2R LT3, BRIGICEITLH
By 47 BRI Fig. 213N T35,

BRICOFHTRENE S 4 7 BB L oM REERPALNL Z 95 [F(Q, 27) =

1352, p < 011, X NAEMERES 4 7HERETCRL D ZEPHLLTHD, Tibb,



REH WAAFAAE & PIREL M

AREP 2B Tl same R B2 0

0.30
[ FRBREY L, RET
g 0.2 different 7 ¥ (= £ ¥ % B R it ¢
= o2t 5 Shewn, L b, BREEERKIC
° Different
& o5t S N, EREPAFER T, RIS
£ a _
E e DEDIKE( T >TD, Bk
& Z g, EEBR false “same”
0.057 RIGHR & D b, 470 false
000 L s ITPh 34 P2 i s
Lo Risht different” o RG] O 5 Y &
Visual Field DIEENHRNZ L 2RLTWS,
Fig. 2. Mean Proportions of Errors as a Function of E#E1z, same BlE8C T4 2 BOG

Visual Field and Stimulus Type.
DIEFE AR L 0 L D

Fhkx , different ®EISxTL

TIIFEFERL ) LA ERES

ICEEoTna, Loy, BiED
ENHPHENEL DL REVWZIEDPREINT NS,

Wiz, HBREMERTH 5 EHEROMBIZOWTRET L2 & 24, KM TIZER
BIAEZIRBE L -2 (FQ,27) = 237, n.s.], ZHizxL, BEGICEIT5HE
HRNEHBIIEETH -2 [F(2,27) = 593, p <.01]. BRIGEI L - & LEVDI,
Medium BT, kT Low £, %L T High#)04 - & LBARIBE K, 72, DF D,
same #¥ & different MBORBBEEIFL VL &, L - & LHWAHTIEMICL ), same
R A AT HERR A different RIS O EREER L ) L RKEWE B ICHMH L - & LIEREIC
toTwnsb,

FIBHER ERBEOXEERE A5 &, CHEBIICBWTIEMREBLCABRRIIRE
EnLhh -7 [FQ, 27 =291, ns]. —F, BRIGEICEIKAEFEHA»R S0, High#fl
Medium B TIZERE DO H HBRIGH 7% {, Low BT ERBOHPBRIGH DL -
72 [F2,27) = 4.11,p <.05]. Zoo#Ri:, RBEHENBRMEL, HKOES L) LK
EREIICHRL2L2L LI EERLTWS, RE & RIBHEENBFRIL, Fig. 3 & Fig. 4
KR3INT 5B,

BB LM 2 BER/E D 3KREEERIZ, RICEH L BRIGOWTHICBWITLEET
b7z [FIGEER : F@, 27) = 4.02, p. < 05; BBEUGE : F(2, 27) = 6.04, p. < .01]), K&
B TRy 2 = & 1X, High B & Medium B C13 different #8123 1T 5 EREFHH 2
EhDHTREVDIZHL, Low BETIZ same FIBIC B T2 EREFEHAEIKENZ L TH
5. & 512, Medium BE% 3% - | C High# & Low BOBREL BT 5 &, RIGHED
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Fig. 3. Mean Reaction Times as a Function of Stimulus
Probability and Visual Field.
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Fig. 4. Mean Proportions of Errors as a Function of Stimulus
Probability and Visual Field.

WRIBLZH T 5 RIGISEL o » T3 (Fig. 5 3H),

BAHPKE DL, HHRETIR
High # > same R B2 X3 5 K
&, KRBTt Low # o differ-
ent fIBICXTARIGTH S Z &
Hhhd, i, RICEMOEM
HEEFE w3, GHE TIE High
B o) different RISt L ¢, &
2% T3 Low #£ ) same B 8
MLTTHSB,

F72, BRIGED 3 KRKEHEER
IZB8 L Cl3, High # ¢ Medium
BETlE same FIBUC KT T 5 HHE
ARSI KEVDIZHL, Low B
Tl different RISz x§ 5 ]
BEFMEIZ LIZKRE WD L2
BHTHL, ZnkHiz, 3ER
B HAER I UG & 38 EUS
EDFIZH B LERERL T
5. .

TN DERDRE DA% &
LTREDER L BRWI2E0,
REBREROBHE S ITTHL.

C RIGERR I B 1T B R SRR &

FATORERBITEET [FE,
27) = 547, p < .05], same FJ#
l2xtd 5 Kisid, HighB#Td -
ELEC, LowBqTL - L2
Vo, different FIBZ X3 2 BUE L
ey ) EENERERLT
Wi, Thbb, HBEEENDY

BECENRMHER L RS A 7ORAERLEETIEH 525 [F@Q, 27) = 381, p. <
05], RGERO L 5 4 —B L 2@ @34 bk (Fig 6 88), $4bb, HighBts
Medium #£¢) same F#IZ 53 % KIG 4%, Low B0 same BEIC X 2 RKIGE £ U differ-
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Fig. 5. Mean Reaction Times as a Function of Stimulus
Probability and Stimulus Type.
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Fig. 6. Mean Proportions of Errors as a Function of Stimulus
Probability and Stimulus Type.

ent B IZH T 2 HIG£# it
~N,EHMTHEZ e RBEN:,

Pl bEogrtr & ix 501z, same %
B %155, different W% / 4 X
AL LT, E5RUBERCEY
ez, FTHBRE
A EERL, TofEE L LI2H
R X B 2 ZERS B %
T -~72, Fig 713, RIEEEE
JURBEANDEH ' TH B,

d’F L EiIZ L oo REE
D H, ENRIZHEEETRS
nreat [F@, 27) = 5.16, p. < .
05], WETIZALN Lo

[FQ, 27) = 2.14, ns.]. %72,

HMERDZHEHIIAETH - 12
[F(2,27) = 597, p. < .01]. Lk
Fo¥ERP S, £ TRIEHEECH
L Tl%, High # & Medium #t(c
T, Low #Tl3 d’ D {EH K
WZErhITFoNaE, Thbb,
same Rl HBRBEE L E 4
T3, #HBEORRHKICETS
BEZDLONFETTLZ LR
LTw3,

T B L DBES LA B L,
same FI#AH* 50% LL_ LA T 50K
RIZBWTIILEREBEROEIE
MEFETRL D L REAHMICEITS
R I3 E <, same BB 4 B FE

FHERRRIZBWTL, ERFEROTIBREIE L t->Twh, Doy, %z
BN BT 7 ROGEEE & BBRICENER 2L TAa L &, dDERIZIEVCOIIERIGE
DRIV VUL AORICHREORERTH S, Tibb, REHMICEIT2RERL, R

oA LRBRERBMIN TS vz 3,
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Mean 4’

Fig.

K B B #F

Bz, EBX oL a3 L OET
Left Visual Field <19 RIENELE A 5 72612,

307 RRMBERBE L, KRty
a v XHEsA T XREN IR
20r R 24T % - 12, X DR,
mwﬂm“”wdﬁmﬁﬁtﬁﬁmﬁmwfnuo
10t W, EBLy sy OEHE
B, EBRbeyarifin?
0.0 . : " DOEBERE OBEOTXEERICEHE
High Medium Low

Stimulus Probability BRRLEL o2, Lien's
7. Mean d’s as a Function of Stimulus Probability and T, REREEGEBATY 12 5 TRER
Visual Field. Wizx§ 2 ENE, EBRBEORIE
) WKHRE2LL3 L o728E 2

Lis,

z =

FEBEROBANEE, LI TE 2 2 L3, FIRBERE L RMEEHED 2 DNE
HAsREHMMEARICHEL RITL TV LI ZETHD, T, FHRBREOBS
DPLEEL TV Y, REBRREICEITE 77 7)) 7 43R13, KL ) LBRREC
BWIHEZETH-72, HighBicB U2 ER2 58 L% & 95, RBHEIrEL WKRT
IFEEFRICCEROBEEZEALNT, FIKEICRBORBERENENHYH S LTV
v, Ldio T, FEHBREZOBA» LERREBL AL L, 7770 T 4RI ToH
BL T,

COHRPLTBENS Z LiZ, REBRTHWFRATFREIE, OB L Tt
FREL ~NLTREIN, FHL LI TEZ L2 -72L0w) Z8THE, Tihbb, KE
BCHWZHBIICFEEVITENLZLNTHIICL b 56T, HBRECERKINLR
HOMIRIL, IEEEOERE I D -2 A L5, HighBC BT 2 KRB0 GHME & Low
BICB T2 ARBOKGHEIIX, F-#BRERCBUIERNARFOBRLEL-TEY
INS 2ODRBERIZTNL, Medium BEOMETARBORICL ) L&, 0F Y,
BB E T WEMBICE VT, 3L ICHFHRGLE LY L BERESThIL T
BT W,

FBMBAOEMHS ICBL Tk, BERTHREEIROSNIZLND, d O LIZEE
HTHBEEIRRS Lol Eh b, #Z AT XFREORKEAICBITARBREICIIEYE



R[EHI WAMFEBE & FIREANE

BREICBHELZIA LN T W EEZ 5D, RIS 47 L MIEEERE DBIRIZ, 2Dk
TMBL VST R EEEL TRETT 5 Z &L ETH 5,

HE LRI F A 7T ORANEH DRI OFER, £4BRIT “same” ¥ > J7 3 different” | i
INHESBIVEHSITBNTE S > T3, “same”HI M ABEREAEIC DOV TIL, W
KOHNTTTY T 4 MRETHEENTH Y (Egeth & Epstein, 1972; ki - %, 1984),
RALGEENMMOSEOMREL, L L, R L - IX 5 HET 5 SHEICE W2 B,
BENLBRETEITENRT W L2 2 11T v2 5 (Cohen, 1977).

5, ZOMBEICEL TEBTNEZ LG, EEHOKRIL, 77774 B EEH
BEUCMZ Z WRERDBRFEHMEREFHLMEEEZTRL TWb28ThHbH, DD, fast
“same” FF E L UF false “same” IR E N5 EFRHBIC BT % “same”H BT D EAL
L, EEBRICREHRILL 2 BEER EBEE L 20 X R LD, FHRA L0
A4 72 5§ priming SR H“same” ¥ Wi DB D RE & # 2 5 Proctor(1981)? & 7L
12, COWBERMUSLBIC > TnD, ZTOBRBIMERDBRRHUMERTHRESNTEL
fast “same” effect |3, HRBFLAFERERNCBOTL »ALNT, EHBARRERCIR
£ L A fast “different”ZhR7E L TWd I 2R L T3,

Proctor W& Ti%, RMOHFFL0BRE;BREHKAE LBERTIZ L 2MEL T 5
», REBROFERIIZORHEALEMT T, 2F ), SENREBLIITLbACTVESE
BRETICE W T, fast “same”RIRHEL T E0ICH L, IEEFENLEI T b
WERBFALERER T, HORELEL TS, Zo#HEIL, ESENFSICE T
fast “same”SIRAPBT L LR LN TV E W) BT L —3TF 5 (Ratcliff, 1981),

7272 L, priming &7 /U123, F#AY priming R IR 2 HEICET L RBEICHARE
HEEZ T, RERRETIE, BEAKE ERAHZRBERTIFREZHNT
“same” HWIBMME LB T3, L2 T, BEHKICB T 20E A =X L, EET S
BA, B2 HFNICETRT22RBNICERT 200 FhE LB AEME
TiR% L, HBREIRERICH2 > THCIRERR X NE I LLDTHI e L b
2B EDMETH S,

iz, BHREFTH LN fast “same”#hRid, EF-BRH™same” & HK L 3 W HEHE % R
LT3 Zedsh, EERHEERICEITREHOBEL S ZOMEFBIRT 5 RAHT
BeTH B, 72k 21F, same Fl# & different FI#D 2 D5 L IRE T 2 BRI Mo #—
BREET I, ERNICRESRUBRNEZ IUD2LNT, HBRENRE & IR %
bric, BERHMBRICEITI2HBEORIGHEREZHBRL L 5 & R& T 5 (Krueger,
1977; Ratcliff, 1985),

RG34 T ZADFNRICE L Tid, RMOBREIRICEEZIT TR, BREJICLPES
5.2 52 LRI N T & 72 (Ratcliff, 1987), AREBR TITZ » 72 FIBRERDBRIED 4127
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ErE5z72 013, BRCRGHEEEE22ZITTH L, RN 2 BEs L 21k
SHALZEEERT S, DF ), FEHEDENY, BMOLBEECEELRITTEEL
b, ZOMEIR, “TERBICBITFKERILOETLE LEROTLNDETHS S,
B LI ZDRERIZ, Krueger(1978)0 5/ 4 Xotainss BEHIETIC BT 2 BRI B84 5
ZHEVIHERHE L —ET 2, FINEHETS 218, Proctor & Weeks(1989) NI & (3
20, RIGRERIZSUSHE D b LA, REHMICE T2 BE L BEEOBGL w5 %
Zbilh,

XFNEBREERANFRE LAV T T 7)) T4 HEIZEWTEH, same F#(C
95 EEFE L different FBISHT 2BEEL LB L 72 I OSHERY L, AHREO
HEREL) bEEIRLNLZZ EREZIN TS (KR - 8, 1984). L2L,
BoRilER %+ REHMERDEROBRICER T 2BAICHEE % 5D, same & dif-
ferent D 2 DDGH B FEL WHGHEE TSI I EHIRIEEIN T LI E I EV) ATH
5, REHM 2 ETRIBERLD SR T 22 LT TBIEL LI, A T ARRIZE -
TAHWERT B EVHIBEER, 200FHFIFFLVSHER LV E2RTIRTHS
&) RO N T B (Proctor & Weeks, 1989), Ui L 4eh's, REBROEERICH
W OHIBEERIC ) BB OSL RGHER L BRIEERIZ WAL N2 2 b, K
JSNA T ADBIEIXEI LA D ) 2 THRENINETRL L, UL 5 EHEHENER
KBUKSIE T 5 same & different DFFHFET 25 EEZ 2 FHPBEETHS 5,

3 51T, RIBHFEROBRIEL, “same” ¥l & “different”¥IMHI 2 L < 3R % BT L Tizw
v, Medium B %2 2#(2 L 72 & &, High B “same” | ¥i ) K IG# E 12 Low B o “differ-
ent"HIWIDRIGEE L D L AE(EP L T3, ABROREZEMRIZONWTE S &,
High ) “different” W13 Low BN “same” ¥l & ) L KIGEEIA AL TWwWa 2 & Ht
bbb, Thbb, MEHEENRIEC L 5 EHENHFII ‘same”H K12 51T 5 Fo5“different”
HWICBIT2 &) KECHN, HEDRITEIC ‘scame” ¥ W7 & 1 { “different” HI¥ 12 5T
KEWZEPRENTWS,

L DRENR L EMRIL, BRICEDLALHKOERSIZOWTL%TIIE -
Twad. D& ) RIS L T, #BH L difference & ) 4 sameness (23 L THUETH
), sameness DHEFENSR R L 72 & Bizld, ZOEIZE L A>T, HBESIKIGH2
“same” HIWIDF AT EERT W& W) BRATHETH 5. Z ORI, R0 EL
HIILBEDWBD R THREREF I N DI L, FIMBEOZERIIMIEORD ) IZEVER
BETMLING B BB EERNICBRLLH» L EZE N2 LD TH B (Erik-
sen, O’'Hara, & Eriksen, 1982).

L2L, RENERZ E 522 TRBHENNR LRI L2 & 25 TR, REDRI
AREF D “same” H W & EHREF O “different”HIBTIc B W T LBEZEICE L TW53, $72, #14
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hRIE, EHEFO“same” H] W & FHRET 0 “different” M T A L 72, = oMEEIZH KO IE
2 LN LESICBCTHETH ), REFRICHLTI2DICHC 2 EHAERRNE
WOIRBEN TR Z LA REENS, ZOMBLEEL T, bbb, “same” &>
HEr 2 T T ol “different” 2 W HE 2 TTL DL ECOBEBRL2H-THEY, TNHER
DHEBENBRIZBWTEZ L L THC & v BA3RIER 1Ty 5(Downing, 1971),

WERENEZ REHKERET 2% 51, “same” DO MBI EEREIZB W TEL
BNRTVOIL, FICHENEELHBRE» L 2BETHL, U, EERICERILL
72RRMRRRICAH S T 5. Z ORI, same RIB 2 BiEL 2 EBRFEHIZE T L, sameness
HROGEEIC R T3hEIL, EHBOFIAHRBLIILREV W I ERPAREEA TS
ZEIZE o TLEMT LN TS (KR - IERE, 1984), LIEn#EEH, S, HEERICLS
RG-S4 T ADHER I, REMEAELE 2270, BRHKEEOES I
2RIZT EHEROUTLNL .

ZofEERIL, REREBYREICHE ) B ENMNERLENELIC L > TE HIZEMFITE 2
EHTEL, LrL, REBTIIERLY L 3 v DEVICIIEROEIIREE N5
72, ZOBHEEL T, TTIRE Ly s v i2BWT, BBEIINIEBEEHOBEGICE
L2 EXREZLNS, HOWETIE, EBRL YL 3 > 0B & L L2 same R8> same-
ness NREREVFUCREICRITTHRIL, ERBOFIERBE L) LS E-oTn(ZE
PEEINTEY, LROBRL2EIFTI/ERIMGLNL TS (KE - EE, 1984)

PUEn#HR2EHN T2 L, FEEERIL 25T/ 7T 2R3, REHKOOMERRA %
BETHEELLNG, JOMEE S LICREL TV iz, R KR 2
BLICHA LTI EIcE T, MOBERE OBEEEL2 25 2 L0 BLETHDL, $12,
REHEBRBRICB T 2ETREERORET I ERMEI LTI E 20Tz O>TUL, #
BHEICHMNDBEEL2EL3Y, SHEEIIODWII2ERTAIHENEZLLNS,

R N4 T 2AnBEICE L T, SR Ay 5L, BlucEEnsHEKRTD
BEERERL LERIYETHHH., ZOBA, BHEKTL2ELTHEEEZAREL
T 53%1EIL, “same”HIWTDFEIZ, F-BHEKRIT % 7% ( § 5 #EEId “‘different” KT
FUZSNA T A EPITEZ L2, 2ok &%Eﬁ?ﬁéf?{f‘#ﬁﬁfﬁﬁ'%l:&Li’i‘&b%%%?}%
T5ZEd, REHE A 52 =X LDBHOFL D) 2552 52T 815,
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Summary

This paper investigated the cognitive process of same-different judgments from a perspective of the
hemispheric asymmetry and the response bias. Thirty student subjects participated the divided-
visual-field experiment, where one target letter was presented foveally and three test letters were
presented laterally either to the right visual field or the left visual field. The subjects were instructed
to judge whether the test stimuli contained the identical letter with the target presented simultaneous-
ly with the test stimuli. Reaction times and error rates were examined by the analysis of variance
and the signal detection theory. The results indicate that “same” responses were faster and more
accurate when the test stimuli presented to the right visual field whereas the “different” responses
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were faster and more accurate when the test stimuli were presented to the left stimuli. The
manipulation of the stimulus probability also affected the visual field superiority, that is, the bias to
“same” facilitated a process in the left hemisphere and the bias to “different” hastened a process in
the right hemisphere. These results suggest that the mode of information processing determines the
degree of the fast “same” effect and the speed-accuracy trade-off in the matching process.
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