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Intermodal Stroop Effect IZ¥ KIXTHEDORIR

Effects of attention on the intermodal Stroop effect

s Mo AT
Hiroyuki SHIMADA

(PR 244 H1605%H)
Abstract

To verify two hypotheses (the automatic parallel-processing model vs the feature integration
theory) using the Stroop effect, an intermodal presentation method was introduced into 3 ex-
periments. In Experiment 1, subjects were required to name the color patch on the CRT and to
ignore the auditory color-word. The results indicate that without the presentation of color and
word component in the same spatial location the Stroop effect occurs. In Experiment 2 and 3,
subjects were required to focus their attention on physical or semantic dimension of auditory col-
or-word. As the result the Stroop effect was produced under each condition. These findings sug-
gest that the above hypotheses were insufficient explanations for the Stroop effect.
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