R FEIH M E 7L & RERIENFRED

X B OB #

2ONERIFF LR B0 2HUML 2T HUT % 6 WRIIZ, bRbIDBHEEREFD
FTLIFLITRREND, 2Nk ) L REHN (same-different judgment) 2*RKHHN 3
#R T, same-different disparity & > B&as4 L 3 Z & %, Nickerson (1965, 1967)
DFRLE, ZLNERTHREIN TS, 213, TRL YK 5 same KGN T5 A7,
TR %, L HK¥ 5 different G & 0 L EEATE NIRRT, BALEFOZTEHTD
KELBLOMBRE L > T,

same-different disparity |2, bILbNLO—RELZFR L RIFETIERTH S, T4b
+, same YKHIFIMOBYEN TR T HIERT 5 BEAME (exhaustive processing) #
VE L |, different HWi AR T 2 BHERETNEZZ THEREZRHLEFT LU E
M (self-terminating) i & » TITx b5 LIRET 5 &, same ¥l F A* different ¥
Wid ) LB LS W T TH L5 5 TH B, same-different disparity # 3
T3 270, BALCEZEOFHTH L OPRIEEN TS0, AMOKBTEFIREEEED
ENBHELIELT27T7 7)) T A HROFETL ERUKOMEIF L ENT 5, FR
XTIk, INHERRMBICET2ETAEBMAL, KiZ, 777 ) TAHROVERERL
NBERLEET S,

RAHIMREE T

Bagnara, Boles, Simion, & Umilta (1983) i & #uig, AR RIEHKQE & % 5
B4 3 EF I, HE{LETF )L (encoding model) &, H#EF /L (comparison model)
YIEHETE D, g, BrORNBOFELDE NPT 2D\ A same-different dis-
parity 4 AHT L £ ZEHTH D, #EIZ, HEMOKKBENERLMBEL T2
3¢, WESERE 2 DT 5 B8R ETL (two-process model) X, 100 HELERE
THHAT 2 BB E 7 (single-process model) &i2& LicAlTHN b,

BEEETFNL

ZHEFALTIE, ERYMNREETCERING 2O0OLENHD I b, —HORH, b9
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X B OB ¥

—FH ORI BB L RIT TR EZHET 5. Nickerson (1975) 13, same R
BWTid, 2ONHBERHIFE—LNT, B1HAMOFTLL, F2HNHOFSLERE
T3 L#Ez, ZN72 same R LA N 3 different FIHOMBE L ) LFES k2 L FEIR
L7,

Proctor (1981) i3, Nickerson DRt * KR ¥, ME~ v T TEETORBNFS
{Lic oW, Bk (levels of processing), &1 (facilitation), % L C#0| (inhibition)
L 3OS AV THET 5, Proctor B2, same-different disparity %
name-physical disparity ¢ BE DI THHAL LI LTWBETH 5,

name-physical disparity & i3, XFE=vyFr7icBWT, BELALTH=yF 7

(physical match) DB HFHEL D=y F> 7 (name match) k0 L:FEEITE N
235 T, Posner & Mitchell (1967) DBELIE, L<AMbNb LI ek siz, LL,
ZOBRRIIBETFEIC L > TELT 5, Posner & Keele (1967) NEBRTIZ, 2 DDIF
DERERICEmMZ bz, MEH2RIIE AL Eoiciv L BiCiE, BEeyF
>»7 (B, AA) oFbERe vy F7 (Bl Aa) L) L ESRIBE N5, FEHE <R
B LpiconTliey F 7HNERBAL Twolz, 2L T, REE2RA 158
EVTSE, MBOER LS Koz ZHEI B~y F LT EER>y Fr 7LD
RIGREEICEZNG L b 0iE, F2HBOERETRITCRELIFAYMOBREFRIWERL
TLEILDTHBEEZLNTWS, 72, REZBEREVGFRBHUEERICEET S
$IOERENTY, HEMAaRoEmE L bic, B~y Fr 7oRERERIzTER~y F
> 7O RICEEEIZ DT { DHFED & 1L T\ 5 (Posner, Boies, & Eichelman, 1969),

Proctor 3Pl En k5 =y F o 7ICBT2HR%2 L SiC L REHKAER T T L 242
BL, ENETNE, B~y T 7BEICHET % 42 5% (unified theory for perceptual
matching—tésk phenomena) * £+ 72, T D ETFNIL, HEERDFE B> KRS
LW ZERERT B, BRERDBAICIZNEKEENE S 5 name-physical disparity
HEL Y, MRERTIE, HBMARIrRC L2138, B~y F o 7 TLHERev F
PTICEBMBYITLbNE EEL L, XFEERICHATILT 58, same M TI3F L #
B 2ERRINGS, F2RHEOFSLIIE LRBICE > TREEZ NS, ThbDb,
HEREZRNGE, FIABEIBIHBUCHNL T IS4 Iy I7HR2FI2LEZ L
Proctor ic L i, RIBABREN L E, MEI—-FLRBHI—FL W 20D AT A
HIEEILT 5 2%, 200~300 msec %I IZBBM I — FOAXFERIN L, ZHREI 2 E4a
A—FT T4 I TRREFONITLR, MBFRETROBEIZITT, Lizd'> T, same
-different disparity 4 U 2 NDI3MBRERIZL b~y F> 7 DBAETH 5 & Proctor (3
FRL T3,

IDEILETTA I THRIZHEOBRYVBEL L LTHRTHE, HE~vF 7



BEFH BTN E T & RRIEN R

BRICELRILABIC T 72X $52 8icd» T, EEROABNEEI— FHMBEI N, £
#L7% same ¥ W ELERE IC B RiT T (Seymour, 1979), ZOHRIT, BAENEVFR
B3 B RIBC BN T same O AF AR B oF, different W7 od MUBLI |3 BG4 12 BY
L Zewv &S EBREER (Egeth & Blecker, 1971) & I XMIET 5,

Proctor (1981) #* same-different disparity # 3884 % 5 2 T, HFH5boEEEL L b i
B biFrznid, FELoIHThs, ORI ZHAEIFECCHEETSE (ThbbA
%3) BEI—F B OEAICEL, HBOREZPETIHRTH L LFEHINTWD

(Proctor & Rao, 1983), 2% 0, = v F> VEifilshRiz different FFic B THE
L, #ha, different HMi#B L2 FERN—DL %2 &2 LN T35, Proctor i3 Z
DB, BERTIET T ERBERICBVWTLELSL EBRTWEY, 774317
BRI, ZOMBBIRICOWTRTEFCHAE L Tk, Lizdt-> T, Proctor DfF
BB THOE L S same FIBICALNE T T4 IV TRHRTH S,

Z M & 52 Proctor & F LTI, MEFRRIC L BHBSLOREMR S & same-differ-
ent disparity # 38 L T\ 3 %5, FEE/R T4 same-different disparity 7% 1 % Z & %%,
L OWBRTHEIN TS, ZNAEN Proctor DI T 2 EELHHE L->T D

(Bagnara, Boles, Simion, & Umilta, 1983, Krueger & Shapiro, 1983 ; Krueger,
1984), 72, 2 ODRBHRE—TIR TV AELUL T2 & &icid, REMHRIEL DD,
HEBELEL 200 %E, 734 IV 7EHRBAHL Ty #HILINTVS

(Rabbitt, Cumming, & Vyas, 1977),

—@AEETN

My 5 7B RSB E RO Stimlus

EZ2BHETNALNI L, ZHBEET NI

Bamber (1969) iz & » TRIEI N2, 2D

EFME, HEOR—EEANL 2T 4 Reporter
(identity reporter) &, RFIMBRHFT HY)  samen T\ different”

0 MOMBETE 5 L AT A (serial proc- >

essor) & \» 9 2 DDMBRF KD HIE

Serial
Processor
(slow)

Identity

“same”

Press Press

Z, BBEHI~yFIIREIIBYT, 2 "S}z:;e" "Diflffemyent”
DLONLAT L EFRIBENT 5 £ B X1 Bamber (1969) »@RETNL

LTw3 (M 1%MK), identity reporter (3
LB F T, B ‘same’ » D) R HMT 5, 2D L AT Ald, ‘same’ LHIMTY
HEF ClRB 2T 2, ) ThWE BICRIBE5IERI &L\, JHIEXL,

“different”
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X B & #F

serial processor |3 BBV AT LT, FIBDO L DBEZIRICAEL TO X, F¥op
iz difference 2R S NILITWEE R L 5,

Bamber = D7 5 FHRIT 5 &, different Figicxt L TiR- T ‘same’ & i §
5 false same R kD 2 DDFANDEL LA TH B, 120, identity reporter 538 -
T'same’ LHWLTLFIBET, TNt Eizsame NERGERLBES B LN, b
5 123, serial processor »* different filgion s ic difference 2B TE LWL & T, =
DFHEIIIHMOBYEL TR TRBLKZ 725 L TRIGIHEL 5726, different DIEE &
DL ELIKIGHEIFE k5, ZOTRRXFIORRUE TRLNLT—F L —&T
% & Bamber (3F3EL T 3,

% 1, Bamber #5818 € 7L, 2 OB TIZ SEKRIALEE X S3HTRIALEE &\ 5 i
SICEE»ZLN, REHMICHETIL- L CHLNTERICE>TWS,

HE—REETNL

same ¥ & different ¥|ir & 2 EHBA LR ETHRL L5 L T200°, B—BRETLT
# % (Kroll & Hershenson, 1980 ; Krueger, 1978 ; Krueger & Shapiro, 1981 ; Rosen &
Hershenson, 1983 ; Tversky, 1969), = ? € F L FEHF813 Krueger (1978) ¢ noisy
operator HTh 545, FNHHNT & % - 7=ni, Tversky (1969) » BB (two-stage
model) T4 5.,

Bamber > @231, 2 DOMERITEEEICHIET 5 L& 2 5 5%, Tversky o) “Ekf#
Hiz, 2 OOMFHREMBICETRL TITRbND L EZ S, FEH»ANEINDG L, £7,
S#IUM A (template matching), & L <IZBEROMEI; @, = DB THIBDE—N
L LR L same RIEHEL 5. Lo L, BIL Thw EHEFE g, #gd 5
—EF 1 v 7 (rechecking) Iz b XN b, = rechecking »@RI28HITHLE N BHM
BHick 50T, 20T different JGh R E & 115, different | 5 same $HET L 1)
LEBVWI3, different $jMric it rechecking &\ 2T » 7HRFICMb 5720 TH 5,

Tversky > 3tiz Bamber (1969) HEF /L & 12 R4 D, same M & different H]K7 & »*
BRCRLDIDTH B LIZEZTwigw, ¥k 5, different $IW7i2, same H) i 2 mEE
T58EEZLTELH, L THS, Egeth & Blecker (1971) 12, BAENHR A same ¥
BT ic Rt different HIMTHICIIRIT LW &2 6, ZOBICRL T3, LA L, differ-
ent ¥¥TiZ 17 5 rechecking & v H &L, TEMREFFERIRIEGSL ) LBV EWIH
ROFHICLEWN AnLs T3 (Cohen, 1977),

Krueger (1978) »:#2#2 L /2 noisy-operator 313, = rechecking Byt 5 %
R THBEET 2222 LI2ETNMEL 223D TH B, Krueger 2 ki, &Kz EIz /4



REHNE € T & FIRIENHKE

ZOBRWBICEBETHY), /4 Xit difference counter MBI N TV, MELy F> 7
L, HiEvssIrcehkicbloTHEINSG, 20k &, Hl#s different 7
513, counter |z difference D H kI N D, LA L, same HENBETH, WY/ 4
X (internal noise) »RET 572012, AEhlTNZERH difference counter 2 BHF X 11
5ZrhH5B, 22T, difference counter |2 B4k & 17 difference ¥ x b L I2 L2 K
JEREED 2 DBEEIN D, £ND—DI3, same HI W% T, difference #*ZNLITH & &2
IZFE B IC same RIGHETENS, b 113, different HjkrH% ¢, difference »*Z
PEo & &iCi3E B different REH5%1T 3 1L 5. difference Db 2 DR EICIT S F
NSRS B S B & & IR rechecking » KM S N5 720, RENRHIE
ns,

Ll E#»* noisy-operator theory A TH 5 #%, Krueger |33 5|z, same Fil#g s kv~
different RI#Ic & » TH U 3 difference (¥ % ##lic & - 72445 # % %, same-different

disparit =) g v B, a same criterion different criterion
P y’&;%.m,'c% (l?lz ) IZI\Z — N
{3, same ¥ different HWmFIH L IR L L5 % respond respond
“same” \‘different”

S & BBAET, & &2 same-differ-
ent disparity i34 U %2, K 2b i3, same F#
P EBREIFBRIEL 23BE T, same DGR ' different
RIE#B, S0k 5 ARIFTI, different 1K ] o
HHA Iz TN, different FIgDH» 7% ) DES
Afrechecking 2%t 3, Z 72 different X
BB kb, M2cid, 2b ki3t dif-
ferent %% % EBEH»RIEL 12354 T, same
W MFRERE AT BB L, same RIGAHE( & 5, d.
2di3, MEey FrIIREBTLoEL—
RIS BAHTHB, D% Y, same DA T
AEFEICHE S - T35 728, same fl# Nk =
Eh4ris same HMTRELITICH 5, Lizd->T
same R 1313 & A & rechecking 2 &7\,
Zhiuzkt L, different ## iz % rechecking é A

Number of Perceived Differences

Relative frequency

109

RV SMIH % ) b5 72, different iz X2 Krueger (1978) ¢) noisy-operator g 388X

B %2, Krueger 3 2d D & 5 kB HHLFLy Fr TI2BWTELTWB2HIT,

same A7 different K6 L D 438 % %, 7% b b, same-different disparity 54 | %
YEZ 2, B2, L7 PRy Loy Fr 7RENEE, same flgic L -THEL S
difference i3 2 b TA %, DHIZBICHF b, L» L different L, CFMHOIEEL
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ErEaBe (BlziF0:Q) »LEVHE (FiF0sX) FTEHRETH), ZHICH
LR ENng, Znie, different HiEEE2 B2 5 different RBOLIZ D %
< %0, different KGi3 3 Clci3zHBEIN LW EHBRTE S,

X2ei3, B2d &idxic different FlENFHEHEICHE T - T 34T, different K
SO % B, 2N &) TRIIIBEBEN &V different BB AP L TEZ Licd > TE
DT EHTES,

noisy-operator theory 48z, AMOME B %, difference N HICEE % H\,
sameness iZ3EH L VWil e L THEOTTWEHTH S, ZHOETNVILEDLLE
BEREBR» LREBL TE¥F - E 2 L, Proctor B2 2 E{LnRER, d (5
1) OEKRERTOTIRLL, B (REH) OEICTELVEWIBERZL T

(Krueger & Shapiro, 1981), Z»#&#IicxtL T Proctor & Rao (1983) i, SN%E(L
IIZBFEDORRHHEL 5 12T TH 2 A5, same K EA5% 7 2 B4 &, false same K js#k
DEMERIMEL TV v REREREL T3,

IRIEN TR & REFIMTORR

KT IRBEEE DI A B L T55 T 7 ) TA ERICBWT L, REAEIIZLIE
LIFEBRFEHREZOFIIIANLN TS, T L) ZHEICEB T, same-different
LWIKRTR, SEIFSEORTIKD S, Flo LR 2 5E0BE L L TLE
St d ) 23 3RAIIA L { (Egeth & Epstein, 1972 ; Paradowski, Zaretsky, Bruck-
er, & Alba, 1980), i+l 5, AEERMELAAEIRLED LV EEFEREGOPICH
AANBEZEIE-T, RERHMABED A =X L2HL2ICL LS ET2HEOF»E
% { §4: & LT v> 5 (Bagnara, Boles, Simion, & Umilta, 1983 ; Hellige, 1975 ; Patter-
son & Bradshaw, 1975), $7:, ZRHKIZ - ER— DB L RKCBEETH 51201, K
GREDNA TR (FZiE, SEREFICLZERR~DATH) »HrrbZ @ iITbNns L
WHOEMT, 777 T4 MREOPTREHMFRIVAVLNEZ LS\,

REAHWICETES T 7V TAMRIIEL L TRESEHICL2\REERT, AREBF
F - EERBEAMED L CIIEREAHN - AEREUE L ) BRLLERIBRENS,
2y FrTCBeLNAREULZ, RFEHMERTIIL LI CHAVONAIFENEZIZL
& (Bagnara, Boles, Simion, & Umilta, 1983 ; Egeth & Epstein, 1972 ; Geffen,
Bradshaw, & Nettleton, 1972 ; Hellige, 1975, 1976 ; Hock, Kronseder, & Sissons,
1981 ; Wilkins & Stewart, 1974), 3 BELI_E#E Sk CF8E (Alivisatos & Wilding, 1982 ;
Cohen, 1973 ; KB, 1978 ; K-k, 1984 ; Polich, 1980, 1982), #i3E (Brand, van
Bekkum, Stumpel, & Kroeze, 1983 ; Urcuioli, Klein, & Day, 1981), & (Davidoff,



REHBE T 7L & PRI iRtk

1976 ; Hannay, 1979), &% X BE L L A0 H» 3 1R 0# (Klatzky, 1972 ; Sergent &
Lorber, 1983), X (Bradshaw, Bradley, & Patterson, 1976 ;. Herrman & van Dyke,
1978 ; Simion, Bagnara, Bisiacchi, Roncato, & Umilta, 1980), g8 (Fairweather,
Brizzolara, Tabossi, & Umilta, 1982 ; Moscovitch, Scullion, & Christie, 1976 ;
Patterson & Bradshaw, 1975 ; Safer, 1981) %, SEM# L ESHEMNHOTMHICE 25"
THWLNTWS, iz, FEREEEE REHN & BREY, KEEEBRELHVTREL
7> RE2% (Buhr, 1983 ; Paradowski, Zaretsky, Brucker, & Alba, 1980) =,
HREBLD L AHE (Ledlow, Swanson, & Kinsbourne, 1978) { #HEI N T 5,

SITELIE & £ARINIE

EE—ESEORTICE > TRO BT L WERRBEED 2 58 L LT, AMOFHLERRA
¥ FEL TV OLDRLHIRIBEN TS, FHTH—424kE (analytic-holistic) & v 5
&b 20—oT, EFRIANSNHEEROMB2zNKTE L W12, FHICLET
2T ENBDICHL, FERKE, BRELSEBGICS VIV HCRETLEEZLNT
Wb, ZOSIE, EEONEICET 2R TEHE & T\ % (Bever & Chiarello, 1974 ;
Gordon, 1978), T % b b, FRLER LMW T 2B TIX, EFFF -GEREMIED
RENDY, FTEPERTIRTHO— BlziE, VXa) 2L, 20EicEH
FTLEETIE, BEAMN - EFREMEIITREINS,

AATEYAER3 different HIWTIC ARG L, £4EIFRIL same HIBT & FIGT 5 &V ) IREED
Lriz, TNETEELDITFINTAEBRIFITUbNTEL, TN ) LHRTIR, &
skpkiy different ¥jWi% o4 2 X0, AEEK(L same MM ETTHEEFEI LN TV D,
DRI, Bamber (1969) o @€ T /LA E5RT 5 identity reporter (3 &{KE)
MBI T N B AR E 3G b, serial processor (343 HTHIMERIZ T ¢ LB EAEK
PRI b N2, TOL I RERICHL TE, KkOL ) ZEMyLIZLERT»TLHN
3.+ 7% bb, different BBzt L T3 2R ERA 8L L, same R L TidAFEROH]
B2 T, BB~y 5 7T b LB T TIC, KB same 74 different
PHRBEICL > ThboTWBIEICL Y, ZBERTOMBEILEL(LZ>TLEID
Tl & v BEITH 2 (Davidoff, 1982 ; Sergent, 1984), Z m#t¥lizxtL T,
REYINT & peRkeEe & BIEDT BRBHE, &REROME D, same b L < (3 different >4
WrcBEL, FEBUCAWLNAZERERICL TW 0TI E ey ) Rirrdntn
% (Boles, Bagnara, Simion, Umiltd, 1984), S¥E##2 TS 2, HNBOEEIC L -
T, ¥bor—F0RRONEIBET 20 TIE A, HESGANIALERED L, W
BROMEHFEICEET 2 EE20ThHb, DL H %% 213, Bamber (1969) NET
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NORTTTIREEINTVBZ L THY, same-different disparty |3, WHRER (W3
) nuBEEENENRBLEEZ LD,

L Ladhs, B —2ENE I BRrLREHES TS T4 EDBREAL
WRD 5 b, different ¥ i3 A REAL, same H BT AFIREA L Vv ) BRERTHED
bTH»TH 5 (Patterson & Bradshaw, 1975 ; Paradowski, Zaretsky, Brucker, & Alba,
1980), 12 L &, BEOREMER 2 RTHER S, AR L (2BF % < same H[ i 5+ different i
ENLFENEHIRROFAFECBEINTW S,

Egeth & Epstein (1972) i3, 777V 7 4 EBROP TREH KO RE £ #H TR H-
7zo RBIZIZ—XNDT N7 7y P XFOEE=y F> 7h bR, same REHIH L T
12, BRE - EEROFHEEHRE - AFERE ) & 22 msec EATE & ) FERHITRIN
7z iz, different FIBHICX L Tid, ZEREF- GFIRDOFH 21 msec H v & v ) R
Lithz, s niERICK L € Egeth & Epstein (3, Z2£¥Rkit sameness Otk HIz, i
BRiZ difference DR ICZN FNFFBRILL TV 5 LBRTHICEBZ > T 5,

Bagnara, Boles, Simion, & Umilta (1983) iz, ¥~ F o 7 NEBRERY L 212,
Proctor (1981) i & tf Krueger (1978) D7 NMICERL TWwb, ZOMRTILET,
Proctor 3B $ 5774 I v 7R ETFHFELELR L L TR L 2. 2 DR, KRR
NERREREOMICERRHMOBMICEIIR LN, Proctor nFS{LH2FEHL T
%,

Bagnara & p5RICRIEE & L 72713 same RIBOXERMETH 5, EANHXF 2725
BB IE UU) &, FEMHRLXF 2B RE (B 21ECC) L, T b same M TIZ H
2%, HEZENHEIEL RIGE NI, 72, different FI# % R T 2 XFEOBELEH»Z D
EBRTRBMES N, BEENE different FB (B, 0Q) IZMLMEN K- different F
B UQ) LY IRGICREE2EL 2, Rikic, HBLHKEOBRE2AL LD A,

Egeth &Epstein (1972) D#ER M UREEASRBE N, T4bb, same ¥¥iid
LS - EEERTHE C, different HWiZ LRI - HERTHECEVWIBRTH B,

BlEn#R% $ &Iz Bagnara 53RN L H IZEBEL T2, 27, wv F 7REBIIS
F— 2B L Vo ZRTETETEINDE LDTR L, FRIGHHLUELBEOLNT
H b, £NEKRT Krueger ¢ noisy-operator 45E5E 4 % ‘difference counter’ |3, if
BLHEEREOL V) HTRLALEZFTTHE, L, REHETAL NS LMK
BRIZEMBICE 5 2 LN B B DTId% ¢, same H¥ T ¢ b &Rk ‘superfeatural’,
different ¥ ¥j iz 3 ¢ 1L 2 A Bk featural’ & 5 Z X IFTREDTIT LN B, b
Bagnara & DEZNEEHTH 5, superfeatural-featural & v» 5 —FEICDWTIRRTES %
AL 3T, superfeatural &\ 5 (3, IHEM OB 4 RTHEY R H
TEETHY, featural & 5 N, HEMOREU 2R TRHEL BT 2@ E £RLTw



B E1H LR £ TL & 2RERRIEN R

52&EEZ N5,

Bagnara & DEERD LB LN 2N L DEERIE, Krueger o) noisy-operator g4 5 b
BRTE 3, Bl2IE, EEMNR same F#3IExdHro same FIBIC -, HEFIC inter-
nal noise # 4 U &% 3 EAH A%, rechecking #%IFFICHIE2RMTE 5 LHBRT
%3, 72, \EllEE- different F8i3, different $[WiHE % %88 2 2 difference 2 4£
% 7=, rechecking % 1F1c ¢ VW%, LDV different F) 83 hfEE o difference L
»H L\ 729 recheking #2107, RGBS &EZ LN 5, & 512, same RGHEH
BRCEL o 72, SHEABICT CNBEERRTIE, XFNFMAHRK, internal noise 2
HELIZS WL EBRTELTHS ),

DEZZTEN HTFLWEL LRBEENLEERIT, REYUNZ2INH—&EE VI
HABEBRADOKRTICEEDITE Z L1, U L L EREMBOBRL SHI3TE L BWE
WIHIZETHD, FREMPIGEL LLBRAEENHE,» L L, ZoORMIIIFEING,
Thbbt, BREESDP 130 & N 170 DiRIEIZ, XFitHs different ) & EHPERTKE
{, same ) & EIAEIRTRESEBRTLZLVHHLN T B,

BHE

Hellige (1976) i3, BHEOTAH I L I BE» L REHME ST T ) T4 DERZAT
Vw3, RERRBERINL2OOXFOFR Y F 7T, WBITHrLLERT 0y
7Y EERE N2, FOKE, 170y 7 TIIERE - HEROFVABRE - EHBK
S 0END, 7oy 7aEGICON, GRE AR same KIGHBHICE 45 2 L7
oo &N, ZHICHL, different HIMin#ERIZ, &7 0y 728 L TREZIZES
btk oz, TR L, BEICLLATYEVWERR T, ARE - A3 E,
LiEHE I T (MY ANSNL WS, BELZRETE WY, HEERL TSI An
LNBEBEICL D & EERARNBESREINL Z L0 5, LY IERNOENF
2 RITTNIZ, same HEIzHT L TP TH B, different RIS ICi3BEMRIZRLNT,
different ¥ ¥ I BMBHSFTH TR THHRICL VRTINS LRI N,

EAENHEEFL L TFOoflovnThs ol s 2781 72 Hellige (1975) »EBRTiE, W
048 & BB OMIC same RGN ZEN A b, BREHTCH % .04 T same H Wi H*
RESND &) RRHA LN, different #IWTIC DV -Cid A0 & BEBROBOEIZA
XL, R iE@®rzidcd different HMHIEL 2 = ERBI NI,

Hellige o 2 > Ffess 5z, Krueger /mnoisy-operator 3i» LR TE 5, 2F N, 1§
WHFEA Th WIFIRTIE, same R EHMEIZH5 T § internal noise A8 L, F#zx
$ % rechecking &4 LTRGBS % 5. L2 L, BRIFTFICEHI ANLND L) ITX
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% &, same H#i3 rechecking #5137, T ClcRIGrHEITEN B, —7F, different i
I2, A3k rechecking #i7%% (, F#EL 2 & 2 WML T, rechecking (34 L, Kt
DFESREFEL LW EBRTE 5,

Hellige nF B3 FHE~w v F> 7 TH N, BRENIRIIEHRE - ¥R same Mz
DWTIEITES LN, CTHORRIIFEBEOMEICT N HEERT same HIMAMELE L5
TEEFRBLTND,

visual search 8 (- & 17 3 RIUAHLIR

visual search DF#E 2 A2 7T 7Y 74 EB T, 2L LOXFLRRICERL,
ZFORICME B DXFENEIND L E»OHEZHBEZITKD 2 FEIR) AnsnT
v» % (Cohen, 1973 ; ki, 1978, Polich, 1980, 1982 ; White & White, 1975), Z#. 5
NEBNER B0, BEOBICHE L TRIGHMI AT 202 (RYIHME— serial
processing), MWDz HHb ) % KIGHBIZ—ETH 5 DH (EF|H0E— parallel
processing) % REF-FBREICHANB Z L TH S, Cohen (1973) 12, RFIB—IEFIAT L
W RTTH 6, EFBRE AFROVERRNNBNY L LZ5N5DTR vk eV HE
RIREL 120, FORRNFFTOH T, same FE (TN THXFEHR—D L 0) & different
g (1O RE2XF 280 L0) oxnFhicH>wT, HBEFRonb 9%
et L 72, Cohen B 1 & 2 Ti3, same FBICI T 5 KIS IZARE - E3ERD B HER
B-A¥ekE D LE(, different FIBUCZEAZER RN L o2, ZORRIZ—IOIL
FhowF S8 HEY EW2% (Bagnara, Boles, Simion, & Umiltd, 1983 .
Egeth & Epstein, 1972) O#REFE T2 LN TIE L\,

K (1978) i3, KIR& %2 EBICETRT 5ELEM (Normal Condition) &, 180° @i
a4 TE2RT 58354 (Inverted Condition) & # 5% L T, visual search EBR % 17% »

o——o Same in Normal Condition
& ----a Different in Normal Condition
o——e Same in Inverted Condition
& ----a Different in Inverted Condition

I 800}

Mean reaction times (msec)
-3
<
=3
T

o——o Same in Normal Condition
&----5 Different in Normal Condition

r oo Same in Inverted Condition 600[
= &----a Different in Inverted Condition E
T 1 1 1 T I} A1 1
2 3 4 2 3 4
Number of set letters Number of set letters

M3 ARFOFHRGRHE (k#, 1978) M4 ERBOTHRGHE (K&, 1978)
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7z, M3, M4id, BREFL LUCERBICXFEEER L2 L EOFHRCEHR 2 RT,
IR LHL LR L IS, MBMICENRD LN 5 DIHERE - EERDIETKHE
BWTHDATH D, COEBRTHRICHWAEELIZ, Wiy EERICEMLFET
Ho72DT, TNLOXFHENMEBREIND &, XFELToMEIILL b, HEHYIC
MBIND LHRTES, ZHZ L, RIGHMSELEETE ) VBENEGTCAERE
P US> 1RRPLBMITOLN TS, Ld-> T, BERHICHM»ThbNs & &2
same k. differen & DWIGHICZIZE L TVdy, EXEEGND L 5 iC, XF % S5EHIC 0B
LRFTWHRIRTESEBRICERL 72 & X|2it, same-different disparity »s4 |7 & Z#8 X
s,

ZNEE L, Proctor (1981) ¥ H1{LE & #i% —iz L, same-different disparity #<#l
BMOEHRHNFFTLROTEL L LB E W I ERHEXIRL T 5, 2721, Proctor i3 E &
L TR TOMREZMBEL L2, ZOERTREBERFAEV LN 2OH
BIBBINICCWIEITTH D, BEL (1L, HEERYL 26 THELORERRIZ,
XFHRORTIABENRICLEET H0OTiE kL Bbh b,

RINB—IEFNE) & v ) RITITEROBEHIENHES AR L HBTE ML TIIL L,
Cohen (1973) ®KK (1978) Tid, RMH BB TH 2B L2r»TrE b AW, —F,
White & White (1975) & Polich (1980) iZ, FI&»*XFETH - T PR IcBHER D
EFRBELVWEREL TWwd, LrLLds, ZHO2BL2HEL T4 5L, HHlEM
BATRERIC A S 117> White & White (1975) OB Tl1 same FJi; & different & i
—HLZESGALN I L, WEERTRIIGAIE LA S 72 Polich (1980) MHEB
Ti3 same-different disparity 4% % 1, RIBOLFERIZH»H b D % {, same LGN
different s & D @B -7, 2N L Hh 5 b, BRIICH > THTT 2 RIILE TR,
REOFFHBEE L - REHM O T 2N I REEN L 5,

Krueger o noisy-operator i &, Kk (1978) DR BRT 5D IIHWBETH 2., D
0, EXFGELBYENHL TRALAE» AL, BRAFEATEGMTET®IZE
N2 TH %5, internal noise D4 U K IZWEHE TR L TH 5, L7255- T, Krueger
D> LT IUE, BTREEMTEIZIALNLVIITTHENDIZ, #HRIZBSIEEDFHHHE
Ko Twnd,

sameness NIR1E
Krueger » 7/ J &, X2 bid same FI#c A L THREL M2 72BE& 42 RL T3,

IS ) THEEMZ 3123, REXIZLHE L2 SRTHER, HEOTF2NHEEL
7> visual search # Fiv» % = L L ETH 2D (Kroll & Hershenson, 1980), Ff - ik
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kB & F

(1984) 1%, #—%"» VB2 BET 5 Z LI & » T sameness NEE X ELEE 2, TDE
BTI3, PRICEFAL, 4TACHBREB2EEL ML EG LD L2DRFICERL,
HROFFL LR EFROKEE (F—7 v }) PATADEIRPICHEPE ) hEER
HICHW 7, BEoERIL, 5—7 v } 25T same F# & & F 4\ different #E o
218, same Rl E Hi2, 7—7 v FOEX 1 ~A BN DT TAEEREE N &
#i3, same R K Hidifferent s & ) $#, WHEDRGREE DL 240 msec & K&
o, ZOkERIT, sameness DRI L D different B HEI B LB E W),
Krueger D& & —8 L T 5, 0% 1), different ¥|Wis#h 5 & 513 &, different F|
¥ i3 rechecking # ZiF 9 ¢ & 1, different KjE»* BNz & EZ b b, 120L,
Krueger i3, Z 0 Lk 5 %354, false-different #s85fn4+ 2 & FRIL T adizxt L, KE-
IEERORERTII L L » different FIBUCK T 2 EEL D 7% <, false-same DF A SV &
P, BlHLHLPTHE, ZORKEIE, K& - ABROREIFRV N TOMEEL LR
ETBLNTH 2720, same ~NORER S T > 72T LW eEILNL, D
¥, MEKMELSESE 513 L, internal noise (34 L2 (%Y, same & LGS ¥ <
hBEERTEXS, R1OFELE &1 HMERRNMREEI BT 5 FHIEEK

(KH - EHE, 1984)
DT, same FEic T 5

RVF LVF

EEZERE - ZHREMMES spssion SAME DIFF SAME DIFF
RE N, different RIFH L Tid 1 M 3L9 277 2.0 215
WEEN A LN D512, TOK D 30 49 42 52
2 M 333 29.0 30.8 28.1
Ri3, FHNE L same KIGHEM SD 2.4 57 53 6.3
LABETDIT AR EEL T 3 M 325 295 30.1 285
SD 24 51 3.6 5.9

5. RVF : 5% LVF . EH#

X5, KB - EBROERICSE SAME : same %1% DIFF : different #i#
iT % same FIBICX§ 5 BG B RY Lok I | OALME
Thd, 2ORLLBL»% LS o EH%
i, THE & b sameness DB g o I I
#21FCHEY, sameness HE V> E so0r - -

B3 v UEPRATE R T £ 700 I I
B.ORROBRELTIE, 77— £ e ! I

Sy bR b nEEATEE S s00; I !
eopBREALOIROM®S T, T, T, .
MR TINLEHFZDLILDT 1Seszsion3 14 1Seszsion3 24 1Seszsiori3 34

% 3 5%, sameness H¥ &5 \» {3 ¥ Number of same letters

internal noise #34& U Ze v 728, & 5 HERFRHMERICH TS FYsame KGHHE

(KE - ERE, 1984)
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EOSE BITIN L LBRTE 5,

LIk, Proctor (1981) M#r51kdt &, Krueger (1978) o) noisy-operator g4 %, #IH
HECBET 27T ) TAHRICONWTEREL TELD, METNVED, XFvvF 7
EFHRHT DR THNLEBRTH 20, Lot BCREL2ULELTE, BERSHT
TN =Dy Fr TICHBATE 2L ) LD TIE % W, $iC Krueger £ 7 VI
ey F U TREBT2LNRDTEICRAPLETH D, KiE - L (1984) HFEEIL,
ZDORDBRLENBIENDAALD—DTH b,

FrRBERE & REHMOBRIZ, 2% LI AH—2EkB L ) BE» BIBTES )
DTIR%L, LA, B8EPL VMRS CRETE SIS, same PM 2 E(EITTES
EEZ OB UNRETIREVWIERbONE, Thbb, BEivvFr 723 eT

BRIy F 7T, ZORXTBRALZHEBERICIREINTWS L ) i, same |
I AR TRBE I NN TV, —F, B EDESEMR LAV 5 7RE TR,
same $Wiid LiZ LISHERRTOP I E LN 5 & v ) BEHI L ZN T3 (Moscovitsch,
Scullion, & Christie, 1976 ; Patterson & Bradshaw, 1975),
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