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S5 R 2R VL I 50 R W3 [ F (1,34) =2.958, p =>0.05, 9% =0.078 ], 5| AT 55 9 T840 A W& [ F (2,
68)=1.967,p>>0.05,75=0.029 |, L HAEH AR E[F(2,68)=2.352,p>>0.05,7; =0.047 .
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BT B 1E 3 SR Uk 2= 45 {4F DT Tab. 3 The means and standard deviations for correct rate of response and
fit S — B 0 F S 1Y 1E B R Stroop-effect size under different conditions in Experiment 1
XN A B IE R . 51 G485 K
Stroop F M & (25 B W 3). % x5S IR I3 F
HHFTRREZTENT . SR E —BUE# 2 0.9870.06 0.94740.09 0.9640.06
MAFE S SIS Z B ANFAERE R —BEH R 0.91+0.16 0.92+0.15 0.910.16
25 [F(2,102) = 2.341, p > TE#fi % Stroop &4 0.07+0.10 0.0240.07 0.05+0.09
0.05,7"=0.038].
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S RO B E[F(2,70) = SIS T I |
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F HI e X 2R AN Tl % RIS G R
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FIWTAT: 55 v 245 PRV BC A9 A5 ™ A2 T 820 IE B 2R Stroop 280Nt i R BN /NA < 38 L5 FAT 55 L 5] AR 55 A
G| AR 55 XA SRR

3 ZE1Tie

VE R ) U R i R T AR R O R R R e S B A gt A g ke B Sk n T A e
TR SR 2 5 S 1 T 07 A R AR WE S8 51 S AT 95 52U Stroop A 55 Y8 UAR S5 & L 8 i 51 AT 55 0 1
AR 1) AN R8BI T WL Stroop AT 55 #4952 R . A B2 RE HE— 2 96 E T 8 ) SO L 7E []]-F Stroop
55 2R A DU T — 05 A — B0 22 BIOCKR B T A s A TAe Fe b % 4% 59 R [RAE L E S AR BFFEAE Stroop
55 B G S AT 55 I 25 R K B T 45 PRVEIC 55 51 54T 55 1 S B I b S8 35 A8 58 A T T L S5 48— v IE g
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The influence of induction tasks on the figure-word Stroop effect

—Verification of the Attention Sensitization Model
Xiong Jianping', Zhang Yueyao®

(1. Educational College, Henan Normal University, Xinxiang 453007, China;

2. Psychological College, Shenzhen University, Shenzhen 518060, China)

Abstract: In current study the induction task paradigm combined with the figure-word Stroop task paradigm was imple-
mented. We attempted to verify whether the regulation mechanism of attention to automatic processes conforms the Attention
Sensitization Model by observing the influence of semantic and perceptual induction tasks in the previous induction tasks on se-
mantic and perceptual processes in the subsequent Stroop tasks. The results indicate: The interaction of induction tasks and
conditional matching in Stroop tasks was significant. Different induction tasks have different effects on the Stroop effect-size,
and the Stroop effect-size under the condition of semantic induction was significantly larger than that in perceptual. The reaction
time for induction tasks was markedly larger than that for non-induction task, but the accuracy was opposite.Conclusion: The
results of present study supported the view of the Attention Sensitization Model. Attention system can modulate the automatic
processes by means of changing the sensitivity of related and unrelated pathways.

Keywords: induction tasks; Attention Sensitization Model; Stroop effect; automatic processes
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