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RN ERE (Stroop )5 OFERE
—ZRLQERLEEOREBHGB L OERA2RD T—

1. &

Stroop ZEEIZU Stroop BG L i, B EZEOEREE HLA—3S color-word 1THL T,
color naming RIGWIEIN B & &, RIGKRHEBERL, RIGHPRETDH 3 L5 BANS
BERFINUVHRTD 3.

—R, O THMIEZIRFO L3 BN 3D, TOBRIETELHEFITSOTESREISHEE
THEPTEOLNTEHEFEHT LU, K - #% (Lowe, D. G, et -al, 1982;
Glasser, W. R,, et al,, 1977 ; etc.) i3 £ L b, A# (Breskin, S, et al, 1970 ; Geller,
V., and Shaver, P., 1976; Golden, C. J., et al., 1975), ¥ (Rand, G., et al.,, 1963;
Wise, L. A,, et al.,, 1975; Shiller, P. H., 1966), 43 (Duncan-Johnson, C. C., 1981),
=2 (Morikawa, 1981; Fang, et al., 1981; Smith & Kirsner, 1982; Ridley, et al.,
1978), %38 (Schweickert, R., 1978), Btk - B%{% (Saunders, D. R:, 1980; Ray, C.,
1979), KEXEER=E (Tsao, et al., 1979), Z¢F (Simon, J. R, et al., 1979), FAEE)E
4 (Grand, S., et al., 1980), #-2 (Loomis, H., et al, 1958) 0% ¢ DS /35—
UTHH, TIRWLEEOBREVS>TBBDH B, 2L TEDT L, Stroop TES, OHE
FRBNT, FRICERNTLOEKRZ D8O TH BT L2 RT3, LEKHT, Stroop
BN E7 To—F b LI SRBP L LBEOREEZ03 D2 RMUTISH, »ZHO
s bhE, 20T &KL, Jensen (1966) Xy Dyer, F. N. (1973) oLV & 2~ dH

PO T3 EBHTH 3,

AF&Ti&, Stroop FFFET, FROHSEEI R IIU T S 1CBAER AL LT 3 EROHEEN
7 Fu—F &, RS> TESLU TS BRAOEENT 7o —7 FROEFER) o
C, Dyer, F. N. (1973) O#HA LB ONWTOMFLIC TR 2B EEHH, VI a—2F00,
FCRAORBHEREMEROERLEY L OBSA%Z RlZ 5 LEA T,

2. ZEBRLEE»LOHMR FBHESEZHLELT)

Stroop IR LW 5 term DKL, Stroop, J. R.-OHERCH 3, Stroop R ELUTT
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A0 HTHERCIE > TLREDIC, T OFEHROBAZEDLZELENHEH &4, Stroop test
EUT, ZROEENY 7o —FIC X 3L bI I,

Stroop test (Stroop, 1935) OFRENL, BNFOBEZPTEANTELAEI L LdH-T,
ZOB, #i2, ZOCEEOXFERC—HUTOIN, 20 Rl &0 3Ry,
Fy B, BOBBEOWTHFEZUTHWENDOTH 3, COL 5 EHEET, BHSERIK

(color patch HiZBEDA v F) OMBICHBUTEU LWL 23,

Jensen, A. R. & Rohwer, W. D. Jr. (1966) it X 3&, R r—7 -« FA M, UTF
D3 HOOHEHTOIEENEOPERE INTVE, a) ABD performance D3 H>D b
D THMTEANTHEEBA S L OIEUTOEAZOPS ) BVERME L Rtk 2 o
HEBETH3, b) Abv—7F+« FRAMTCH LN 3B 3 2ORHABRDZN NI OWNWTEREL
IBAZEYD 35, 203 >OREBEILE, SHBEEC O OVWTRAUVAK:XIDHERE 2 & 2.
C) TOF AR, WAVABPECHN N TNT, MORWOUIEUIE L h H#EZOE
FRIE L 3 EBSHEEZRLU TV 3,

0L 5 BEROHENFIECHAO LN T BRENIRO L 51— M BRI TWY
3; DEOWH—F, CH—F, CWh— FTH3 WAL H BIE—ETIXISLA,
B, C#—K&ahich, reading card, naming card, color naming card & 3hich 3
3)e WH— FiZ, TICBId 338, 50~100EFISh T3, CH— Fid, faf v+
FEEEURISIESIINT S, IHICCWH— RRBIFEEEA VFEP—HUENLS
EFI STV 3,

BEAES, WH~ FOBERTEBNETHELINFR2ERT 5L 51, ENHEDO2OOH—
FOBE, TE3LTHIA VFOAREGHAUV TV I 3KERIN 3, BRGRER,
WH—FK, Ch—F, CWh— FOIEIGEL R CWH— FOFEREIL S > & HEITZ3,
CWH— FOBBECBNTHBRERXTER CRIGT 30 TIRE L, FER—HUEVE
OHEHERIN G, BBRER, RSB B3I TREL, heiiEse, FomTs
A ERE, H3VRERBABLUILH, BECHERZHALICH, RGN UIZY T
3,

Stroop performance 1C331} 3 AZiE Broverman 5 (1960) i€k 9 Z8HIE! (cognitive
style) D IRICISPN Tz, FEAE L XBEEOTEICISIT 2EAZICET 3 RFRNNETH
%, Broverman X, ZHE 2L O OTEID 7 7 A DHTOMEAM DR 3 iGmRel:
BOURGHRERZ2EDTEDEZATI, W OPORMEIIR hv—F « 72 Mp b DBA
- TRENCERE IN S, 37305 [HMREEEE (perceptual motor dominance) X,
A% (conceptual dominance) | & [EEH! (constricted control) =, FERA (flexi-
ble control).| @ 2 IRITOEBHIEIE ST,
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BIEIL, Wh— Rl 3R E— FECh— FILRT B3 RAE~ FERHBTACEICL Y
HEsh3, C/W HBE type &, ESE%2RL, E» C/W g Esiogntte
NY. BESEIOREREIE, MEEHE L )  BARBICELRZDOBHL, Ubrd =T 28
ZOEINTNG, b5, AREHNSHEREE, FIMOVIHIE#TD- 2 (Lazarus,
et al., 1959),

LB 220 type OFEREIC, 4 PR 2RBUTHERHRDENL, UrIHERZGR
DR L3 VEEE (distraction) {EPEHAILETA, BEEOHEEBREOHVREVEN
- 12 (Broverman, et al, 1958), FEEOFEE X b  RESHEMETE, SEOFETH
b O TEESE O, MEEHRL ) L BN TvI,

U UHIREEIVEE (HEiz/ s 4 —2 @ tracking) Ti, AEEsifyisweEaEl, &
MBHEEBREL D $EE (S OFICEENY Fv2ED) KX 3 performance DETHD
T 1z (Broverman, 1960), % b task PEFRITZ3iICoN, EEOFEITBESHL
BERE TR ST, BiEXRE task TREFEHRPZTDTNEVAL .-

b5 —TTORWABEITH 3 EERNFKEORTIE, CWH~ FORGREECH— FOK
HEEDP 518 0N 3, EFEMEIEEKLETT, SO 2T, 2y 3 mpic
FERNEGERE Lo o h B# AR & -2 h T3, chicnl, TEELE, BEEKET TS,
FRERBICERD » B RE2 TIER LTS C &5 Tx 3, Loomis & Moskowitz (1958) i,
APCONTO DO EWISEER (EQFHE & BOFHE R HECat & 5 S5t RUER S
RAREILCEILL T L —EDRIT DWW T DAL Stroop T8 & DEEEICOUWTIHNTN
3, EFBIFET3UEO E D bhr—F OFMEICH It X HHIZORFUT, RKEG,
HNENRZE D2 HNENBEFICED ZEAED - 12, BITDNTEH, BEEEE, BT
BRI BT 3 EESHP - 12D Td 5, Broverman (1962) 13, ETHE LETS
HOEEROT — 2 % U T 3,

HMEFBE R, SANEEE, EANBIE, RENSHINEH2ET 3L, R,
BERANDHRMNER E UTH# O b3 & Broverman i3#33 3.

[HHEOETEHERIETEEL Y 1 FRE2RASEILD, L-BOOBNEE 1058
Ho, BEOSTEEIR, ETEHEL Y & Masturbation DEIF%2 X H ZLARBL, KB
2AERLTY, FHEFEEL, STEELIVILPIIEBIP»LARD 3, ZUTHT
- Y BEDY 3 2 CIRETEERBORBRZELUISV] ),

Gardner, R. W. 513 cognitive control GEEWER]D &5 S22 U 12 (Gardner,
R. W. et al,, 1959; Gardner, R. W., & Moriarty, A., 1968), ZEEIS, SiCR~LIoE
MR E RS, AT 3EAELIEICIE 305, BH% control 4 3 BRMEERICTIE LIS
P T3, Gardner 51 Hartman O EHBROEZEOES % ERIICEILU L 5 LU TWH
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%, EEMRIE UT, Stroop test 21U & UT, BERWT X b, Size Estimation test
FOXRITLTHEV BAS O UAEOBEAZE 2ECLUTEY, WhY®3 [=a— -y
7] OFRPRMU T3, 7% 513, cognitive control &3 BERKEEEEDSHHETEEST, HIEE,
N= F YT 4 (FEMGCBIRU TV 3 &0 5, RO MOITER TV S B0, A
X - THERZ 3RANEREL ROHBUBEP - 12, HROHEEEIZHEECXED TH
SIEUTYH, ZORENELEEERBICELTE, AHOEETh-T0, b, FE
HORZOMEY, BHOAE»LE DA LS & U, BERERNDE (REMTONTS
FEIE) TH BT LPERMOHBICONTH KRS time span THEBEHEBRL T3 T
LR E, BE WO THEBZ VDS, %O ORBUISEREN, %6 OESEESELO®
Edid e L, BROBHAMEEE, BHic [HEE] OB OBELE § > TWizEWn)
EEZ, AL THERTIFMOBEENT Fv—7F, BCESEROBIOE XIKE LT L,
EHWET 3,

wiT, ARSBERWGICT 3MAZITIE, Stroop THIZFHL SO E 5 phifEmEIs
3. ARSERMME2 FOT Stroop test &/9—V F 0 F 4 & OFF#EZ TN L 5 & UICBEZOH
%% 1%, Thurstone & Mellinger (1953) TH 3, HHIXIKRDO L 5 BIRER 2T, [BIC
LEDLBFENTOTERRHMHE OB BB OB A Stroop 77 —7— K7 R MLk -
THEBAINTEERERTE12A 9, #UT color naming OFEEDET L DIZNTHA 5,
COXIBANR, BEUVKHEBURRWEETKEE U AL TH 3, & 5—2DafEkk
B 2BRORBRZ 0T L OMTICEDTEZANLLT, HHRERICAEDZ Fot R
ORBEAND 31255 ] # 513, 4I5EHED X —V F ) 7 ¢ ARERIEEMED Stroop
B CW,-2C.+10) tOMQBREEANTNS, (THBEBEOT IR TMN3,) 20
R, E e, ETEER, ARk, HEEVEL, BUFET, AS0EHE
TR UTHFIRZMA ST EMREINT., SORETSBEZHEEILTIE:RD6 217
BEETBENS, a) REET, BEDH T, BHIKTHM@RLIZW, b) HBEERHT
ZECHN, KEBL, BUSO, ) RFEMTEL, BUWTERIHFAELL 0,
d) ERE, EWNEIELRET, OEd-nh. e) TENTEA U L BR2HT.
f) B X THESN, UEDOX 5 I3E#, Jensen (1966) 1<k % &, Eysenck (1960) o
BHREZEOARBIDRICE I ELUTO B NI, HHE, ICONANAN THEERCRE
BT, MEEETHICER2RHUN, 5T, AT A NODEOATT2HBL > 55
FE—RE: (E) BT e e (N) BF & Stroop T & HSEEHU T3 D TIZIZWND
EWVSRSEDS, KA 436 BRHEEBRE L UTRIEI NI, Z0#E, th b2 20ARRE
&, TTD Stroop RIGHEE & BZSHEEED -1z, EREE Stroop B8 (W, C, CW
® RT) :oMEBEEEzhEFh—.10 (<.05), —.13 (<.05), —.14 (<.01) TH
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512 ETENREE 3 DD Stroop ZEARES & OHBIGEEE, #he Fh, .08 (N. S), .11

(p<.05), .10 (p<<.05) Th-To, BRSHBABEMBE LA TNBE X TIA, EWEE
FETUDIZ, Podell (1963) 3272 MMPL %9 7 + v=7 AK#HZE (C.P.L) %
DI DFBA, @iE, BEHESE L - U s Stroop R %7 7 A2 42—~ UT, % OR
&, ERAUVIZ bv—FHIE (W, C, CW-C, CW-C) /C) @i ED 72 h& 3ERE
BRBRZ2EIBP o I—2DRTRANER2 $ 5120 TH 5 (Callaway (1959) & MPI ©
EXr—nEFERa7 EOMC 43 DHEBIZHRE LT 3),

Jensen (1966) &, Stroop test ZEFUTLLTODL S Kﬁ&’CL‘%Q MEAENDRIC
WANABWNMETH B VA, IEIEBR bV~ FEEY, R bVv—FFA7ERUEL
WERBINCIINANARL - O S EEO OCHENEH &, BERERER»RT VI BE
13, Stroop test WX OWAHUTL B3ELAD HINFu AN EDL3ITDTHBICUT
b, TMONAEERNTLENERZE S DO TH 3L EBTRET 3, 1T TOOLEZERIE
ik, 72l SADEEDNADRAATNED b, BRO—BM:2E> X 5 BRI Y o €20
D HMOEEE DRI UATNVEEU»ED T T E BT EZN, ]

Time
(secs)
16C

150
140
130

120

110
100
90
80

70
60

o r_\\ﬁ

30

72777

g7

a
O

Card A Car Car
] Normals (N =12)

(AN Schizophrenics (N =12)

B4 1 - Stroop performance (T3} 3 FEH & EREEE DFE (Wapner, and Krus, 1962)
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Wapner & Krus (1960) X 2552i%, BshR b rv— FEAISHBEORE2KBRU 5
BLERRUTN S, BHARRER, EEALOS W,C CW h~ RicisnwTezneh
46%, 36%, SABAE ~ FPBNT L 2H HIRBHU TS (FOEBLAVIE, 2hEh
10, .05, .01, FHBEF CW-C) Tit, HuDMpEEE, ERALD LT 8% LT
BhiE» -1z (M1).

FAROT L, ' (1969) OREPLIB/LATVE, ERE 808 BHCWH—F
DR IGREN108.58Tdh - 12O UT, BHAERE (80%) 1X155.58, #EES
(804%) i, 151.20Cdh -1z,

%7z, MMPI BEH:OBEERIB LN TNE (B, 1978), FHERIGHEOADDH T,
BTBELETEBEEOMITESS bNIEh - 10bs, BREGHEZERICAN 3 MMPL 54
WHEBERA NI, ZOBEPD, 3070 2 MNETTRIRNIL T & M 2&EU3HE
i, #{15 SHRKANE L, BIE, BHOERIICKRT, st EIREOEANEE
HOREERBATH 3 LERINTN S,

F 72, Stroop HIFTICBWTEHZEDOH 3T &% Comalli 5 (1962) OHER» HELNT
W3 (X22), b1k Wapner 5 (1964) &3t Stroop F¥% Werner OFZEHHRMP 5
BEUTNE, 2%h, BLEESTI—HTH3CWH— FOMBEREIX word O Eik:

260 £

'6. ) /-Color-word Naming

. — ..o.)_
~220L %
S — X,
g e - o..x
0 — *eee

X
o 180 |- ..
~ — .'. -
o - x...'x.‘. ..o
£ — ¥ .
=140}~ .
c - Fa — Color Naming - ., R
g - \\ . .u. . x'..
— S ‘e PP EE) seceve s
=100 |- ~o. _ o XepeeretX
- N

. Word Reading

- - N g . : "_,’o

60 |- )_\\o_.__--—-—°‘-——o—“’"

| | | 1 i 1 1 | |

8 9 10 11 127 13 13-19 25-34 35 44 65 80
Age Groups

®2 Stroop performance iz} 3 4E#ZE (Comalli, et al., 1962 table 2 X b FERR)
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word /¥% — 1 O EPBERICTEU TN B T & 2ERT 3, CO task 1& 2 2 DHERE (word
reading, color naming) 3%, TCWSWC{EU TV B T TR, IHICTRELTWVLS
identity 2#FFT 32X 51C, BEENCHKEST 3L L 2ERT 3, (word reading & color
naming ICHEBU TN BT L 2IELU T 3,) /- T, TEBI, DLEHEBEND,
Stroop test OFEITHIENDIZERKHINBZDTD 3,

FEOL I BERLBEFENT o —FIE 37— 2L, W OPRERD 5, —2i,
Stroop TEHERITEHEDIES CHEEL, FIEHCL Y, AN TV EBEAPREZLLT
b3 (E1), L zhZhOoTBEBEOBRE, BITULHELPTIZEY, Comalli &

& 1 Stroop EABHE HAGDRBSHER
(Jensen, 1966; %%, 19781 % 3)
EAEE HEEE ®)

114 Word #— K

C Color #~ |
cCwW Color-Word % — F

BRDEEH BREHER

A Cc/W

B w/C

C c+w

D C—w)H/(C+ W)

E cCc-wyw

F W

G C—Cp*

H C/CW

I (mW-C)/C

J CW-¢C

K Ccw-o/w

L CW—CWyp**

M CW—2Cz+ 10%%*

N Wx(CW-C)/C

0 Wx(CW—C)/(CXCW
P Cc+CcwW ‘

*) Cp=Witxid 2 COEBICET L COTHIE

*) CWp= Cieidd 3 CWORENRCHE-S L CWOFHHE

) CWe D CORRRCOARNTIR 2 BEIKERINTVS,
X CW H#—FO RT %3 5 CTFEBRa7 %2EA 5255, Broverman i&, CW #—FECH
—FD RT 25 TCFERa7%2E42 30, Jensen &, CW H—F&CH— FOE2F
BERTHBLUTVS, it (1969) i, CW-CO/W 2FB/RLUTNS,

U d, HIFEECI DEFEUVTOA BT EIX, Mo OHEENEREOHE2E5 L &I

FEEOTBEBAZANTURY, thOTBEEATRBERNE > Th - i OFEIRIT T
BLETH3, A—OWFEET, PHRICEL > TTBBENBRE-TN3LLETHd 3,
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CoT ik, Comalli 50FZET— 4%, MORATI > THRAPATABZEHLPT
b, BTUIBILELBHEBSBONTONEINDOTH S, EEV T8> R (KH,
1982, 1983) 1S T, THEHIC X H REHIFRIT > T3,

Jensen (1966) DFART 3 X 5 BHRFDICL b, EDOR a7 OFBEELSHFRISBET
b BWPOEAL, PhoTHY FIVDER, HICK - T, HEVRIIEEEEEIEINT
WBEDTHY, KOBEZEOMETE, AN+ e RHEHE L UIHE, Jensen ORERHE
FTaxd CW-C a7, TBETFCREROETANER I8P 12D TH 3.

ERLEENT o —~FOFHOMER, MOABA 27 L OEE)S, Jensen DUV5
SOCEETD-> THEWHEBETUNPE L, AT A MEOHEEIICL Y, Stroop test DF
Re I CR3RAICRBAND 3 LEAL NS, (AKFOT LXK, oDV v 2— (L, BH,
198D T - ICBIKFEHIC DT R VA B, 12120, COHER, BiKFER v B E
GYHEETHY, —BRETDH 3Y.)

LA, Stroop HIROZEUIBMAZCRERPIE I EHTNE 00D 3,

3. MAMDLHEENYTe—7 EEERmE2PLELT)

Stroop FIRICEIT 3 WU LI T 3 BANEENT Yo —Fi, CTLIHEICE-T
BHUTEIIDTH 3, COLB 7o —70 EANREZ UTOL 5 EHRIN 3B,
a) FERCEENKGE, HEOEBENENTIES L, —HOBRELERL, $ L O/LR
WSl BT (store) 2B 93, b) BIEOWE L RFHRR RO IIONEE2H~ s &
12, EEBAEIECX h, TRETHd 3 (Haber, & Hershenson, 1974, p. 158),

CO7 Fu~FOHTR, EFVEER (—HOFEEF IR &, Y- LTIk
2, BREUVTOEEIHEIER2EETIEEAL LN TS,

Stroop BROTHOHINCET 2 HRT, D120, BEULFCERLU T3, K5
I TRD 3D TE L,

D FEERICL 35, 2) FHO locus 2T 33, 3) BEOEEER, HE)
BOMLTER & FIEE9ALIED interaction 1Tk B HIIICOEET X 3,

1D EBICKB5HB

K& Q43D B &, reading RIGEOBREFR L MBMRIGED 387 ) 7 4 FUCOEETE
3. BREFHICL 338, Stroop (1935) M OBGCHER UILBICAWIZHBRETH
%, reading & color naming O GEEIE, color naming DY KTH 12T, FEk
BEU B, Thid, BEROYECL B3 L3N, DECERREEABZ L VIRGLD &,
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HEOEFENGOEEMEO DX 3MICKE V. COHMIE, BACERNT o —7
ITRESENND, BAED S-R mapping 12Xk 33T 5 230 T 3,

I OFAR, SOM TR TER OIS CRIEICIS - IHEAZEDPABESE  Stroop
test & DBIEITOWVTOHIAL, HEHICH v » PHRETE B3 LVDRIFE SN, 58
i3 5, reading & naming OFFY DOER, HEAMIC S-R @ association % ZFEICISNTIS
b, ANEEBHA 3RHDED THR0D 5 Td 3,

Stroop (1935) i, color naming DFHH 2 EHAITS &, % DHICITIE- 2 word read-
ing session 1381} 3 F#iH— Ficxd U T word reading TRIGUIZES, "D H T —
%C%%éﬂfﬁbf\ﬂ#ﬁﬂﬁb THWKRTBICEREH Uz, Uleman, J. S, & Reeves (1971)
3, Stroop TF#25EE (color naming) & NH{E (word reading) td & ST
WAL T3, U T scanning task {375 - 1284 Cik, word @ scanning i, #iC,
color (@ scanning X b B DT, color-word card @ scanning #2173 A1, TEHOM
EWSEY, 127 H7—XH b T — FO scanning OJF TFEI LD 3 & DIRED $ L1CE
Bietio, RIELTH 3B,

Dyer, F. N. & Severance, L. J. (1972) &, reading ® U9 X (legibility) %4
TRLET, BERER2Z(LIY, BHED Stroop F# (color naming % reading Tk
hFEE%T RT BPWKRTICE) LRMOBKLRHEUIL, 2FH2Y » F2BUTHI
W RRT B%&MT reading %175 C & T color IWikEFE 252 7, reading O AT
HZBLEPOEBIRUICER, 77 —7— FO reading RIGPWENTZE WS 3D TH 3,

Pritchatt (1968) i3, SEAEEFECINT, EERBE V7 — L OMICEE 2D 3
CEiky, THLB IR TEHOYRLMEC UL, T TRATFF L UTRO 2ENERY
bhiz, — OB, BCEBSKE2ATHI —ZTRIGT3H NS-CE) Tdhh, $5
—FH OB, #7—%AT, EERBTRIGT 28 (C-NSE) Tdh-1.

C O, ERORBICHBRER, MNEEFFUNLIDLRELZSILHIFI—TFYy bah
TIEERBO) X MRS 3, ehThFEHUIZN 7 — T, MEIRRIC verbal TG
UIBTHEIE 5780, FEFIIR2ICE DI, FHBRIE, M3IWRLILIIK, FHEINIE

% 2 Pritchatt (1968) DEEAZRH:

S’:&dition Stimulus Response repuired

BNS-C Nonsense syllables, black print. Colour,

P-NS Colour patch, Nonsense syllable,

WNS-C Nonsense syllable, wrong colour. Nonsense syllable associated with colour,

WNS-NS Nonsense syllable, wrong colour. Colour associated with syllable,
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1%, Stroop FEHICEHB 257 T3,

BT — U TEBRE TRGT 3 & 5 FHUHKERE (C-NSE) &, #75—&—FU
ISVERESRB D 7 7 — e U T e B UTcic & - T RUIGY 386, BB Reboit

(WNS-NS), MCHEBHRBICH I —ZTRIET 3L H)FEEL, SBE—HUBWHIF—D
DWIERRBICKGT 3 & BRI h o #iBRE (NS-CE) &, BB Ulth 7 — L&
AUNESHRTRET 2L % (WNS-C), -t iRIGHEEES 3, (BEHEREN:
PEEVKICEEDIZONBHL TH 3,) WThicd X, Stroop FHIE, WHEEFEFICL
STHEBINBZTEIRINTS

S-R compatibility 22T BFEL T k72 SZE& D ik, Stroop FEi, EEREREOD
S-R compatibility ORWIPERTH 3 & I T3, 2% H, Stroop DEEEEZ, SR
KU THETRELUZITIEEE 5130 12)IT compatibility 33MEL, FEILED 33N
T3,

IS NN
SMNAN TN
S ININININENININA
ELRNNINRENRNNR
: NENINNA
~[INN N NN

3 Pritchatt (1968) OEERDRIMSL:E KSR
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S-R compatibility 2Z/LI B LWL -T, COHAF % L7 D i, Pritchatt

(1968, EBR2) TH 3. U, &, BOEEE FROBHBCHULT, @020
F—TRIGI W, BHO Stroop BT LI, MARH: & FFREO NIRRT
ZEWIS - 1, LRI, ROBCERMCENT 3, T3bb, GRomg, Beo
color-word DFth, HA—FD color-word DEFiA, A—FD color-word ODHZDIETH
%, COHE, HIGRRIBEZDODE—FHU TN BBF~ThH 3, Wi»Phbbd, TOK
i, BBEREVTTFEEHZENIHERTHD, R ERSHE D compatibility 12k 3
FEINTIZEEN D 3 L 0bREE b5,

C—NSE KT E
R —> (abc)
G—>(def)
abc abc—t>»(red)
G —1> (def) G==t>3 (def)
S R S R
WNS-C WNS-NS
NS CBt YR ox o
o EETE
abc —> (red) (D) verbal response

def»(green) — GfTFECIBES
— ERINBEG

abc=—3=3(red)

G —P> (def)

S(green)R
WNS-C

--> s s RS

abc —> (red)
G
S R
WNS~NS

B 4 Pritchatt (1968) DEEACEET 3 EEDER
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Beller (1975) $ %7z, S-R compatibility {C oW THRIFU T B, 51, ZERMGRE:
31T % Stroop like SFE 2B LI, KEIS U LR Y » R OBICS U 72 tracking
FEOBERITI C LI - T, WikE UTOXEBIAEEICE L T compatible 725 %
HAUT, '

Stroop F¥id, compatibility O#AICE 3 &, verbal Z3HiE (BEE) L T verbal
BROGHE R compatibility % § - & [T, JF verbal 2RI (&) 1BIL Tid, verbal
TSRUGHMEN compatibility U & 7127802t EU 3 EEA b 3,

Beller O compatible SFEEIZ, KENCX > TURINITGA 2B (tracking) $3C
ETh-1, FNHEBERERANOX T TH -7, L, tracking RISICBOT, R
—E - —BOREEZ, BEAERP 51, Ul - T Stroop FiG% S-R compatibility ©
HETIL LR TERNDTD 3,

2) FHO locus ZHABICTHER

AEROEFEORIME UT, 1970FIiZ % OB, Stroop FE:D locus % [T
Ui s e (Stirling, 1979; Hock and Egeth, 1970; Doehrman, et al, 1978;

Dalrymple-Alford, et al., 1972; etc.),

COFERISWD 2 2o FIn3d, 2% h, @M Mencoding i, ORICHESHTD 3,
chbig, #heh, BHOAT, HAOBREIC, THO locus 23K 3%, €N T8
FEOH ENET, UEMRICA - T OERIL, TEHONIE LT,

@ MW encoding i

T DL, Stroop TED locus #H D encoding DEFFEITRD TIN5, Stroop FiHL
i, BEBELWL 2O00REER2 D, £h ik, B4 encoding 3N 3 NERD B,
C @ encoding DILEDRFIAS, AIEM encoding HTEERZFEZ2RIIUTHBIDOTD
%o

Utzds5C, color O counting % scanning DFBSICFENDIZODIL, BHIR task
TdH 31D, TIEPW encoding PEFETH 212D Td O, Stroop task % Sternberg

B on7—Bh7—0 target WRLU TV B E S PORE) O BRRISEA S
22T, SEICEEED D 3R, BV encoding OEFE 2B 37, irrelevant 73]
BT X BTFEEBARSNEBZBALONIZOTH B3 (Hock, & Egeth, 1970),

Williams (1974) &, Ri#ucisid 2 FEwBRO D 3@ () & FRECEER B
(B3 OR#HERZzhZORENCEL Tz, ZDHE, task IR RO BEHE
bETTEREARITILVIERENE LN (K5),

P T, BECBEKROD 3 (relevant 73) (FMNOMEARIT (irrelevant 73) I2{EHA 4k
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WHAT 2L %, encoding FEREIVEINU, v 257 A&KICEF D 3O TTEREINT
ZOMLHBPINB, UL, CORTIE, BEEES—-HTIRETE, BIZTDOEEL
h 4 RT BREDTIEELHATEIZ (Hinzman, et al, 1972), &3 0k, &2
DExLH Y, HHEOBEOBHIIHEALU THIEpIrD 5T, RIGEEAUZWD LT
b 3B,

® KiGEEHR :

Stroop FHERER, —OOHOED o TRIGHBEESUTWIBREIZLEZL 309, T
ORIGHEHTD 3, THIKRD 3 DDRED HEH IL-> T3, a) color iITH3 3
A 32 BLIENC, BRSBTS BRI ARG 2 WA LU hidis &
2, b) BREICEBIRISEROGDS, BRD 3ERL D EINEBINZ L 5, BTS

O =1BIT COLOR
224 A =2 BITS COLOR
O = 3 BITS COLOR
20
18
161
1 4 O

RESPONSE TIME DIFFERENCE (sec)
>

o " T T T
1 2 3

IRRELEVANT WORD INFORMATION (bits)

B 5 @ERERCHEERE & SUGEHE s OBIR (Williams, 1977 X b)
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WEU B, c) BifRd 3RERERY, BECERINIUGICERINZBDENH B L X,
—BR B RIS B OB TE b B, (D& b, Stroop task Tik, word X3 Tic
verbal ITEEERHF LT3, UL, FRECERODZHOEY TH 3 &EHRIE, AR
code %> 5 verbal code ICEINBZLENHBZDTH 3,)

U U, RIGBAHICHNTS, ARices) 20, EESRE2EIILVTNS,
COY Fo—FIGEAR, FEHIE, FECEBERT word BES L ) HIWBIh 3L 3T
T &ED 33T ChH B (Dalrymple-Alford, & Azkoul, 1972 ; Morton, 1969),

Klein (1964) &, HE2EB»A 30X, RSBEARICII- TN, HRY— F~OH
BRI G2 RIRT 310D, BERIT— TV~ FO I T~ X 3ERIBULSHET
HBEUTT, ZUTHR, #I7—~7— FERHUT, RS2IT538, #7—mRRIKSGT
-C, 77— K reading 5% 4T75 & (double response) TUZIEN AR TICER
RHUIZDTH 3, reading RGRBICHRT 3 L1CL - T, HA%2D CEABRERMEET
%3, UL, &% (1983) DE#Hick 3, Klein D3 X 573 reading — naming DIF
CRIS21T8 - 1c & S OMGREOBDIR R 503, Mi< naming — reading DIFIRIG
BT 510 E EOFWBRIGWEP S IZE NI BRBB LN TS, WTRICE &, RIGHEE
FIER DT BRLER B UL TV TH H, BEPEINUEI N B Dh, MRAIT
WEINZ0PES> POREFEITEON T ST, BERRBMUTNIENWEBZBALLBNBZDT
»B. COCLI, EEREROHTHIMN 3.,

3) EBEREHC-T
MEE] REMOEFCIS O TKE B 38EETIEd 2% (Keele, & Neill, 1978), U

TH-ESTRIZL, EENHRERTH S5 (Posner, 1975), HERD ¢-C, HRK
BBV TIs b, RICEEVECIS B HEDSE {13 - IT0ERBYLIE, [EE] ©
FIRT Stroop HEVEEH IN 3ICE 512 (Flowers, J. H, et al., 1984 ; La Berge, 1982;
Kahneman & Treisman, 1984 ; Schneider, W., & Shiffrin, 1984 ; Harvey, N., 1984 ;
Kahneman, & Henik, 1981 ; Neill, 1977 ; Logan, 1980 ; Kahneman, & Chajczyk, 1983;
Lowe, et al., 1982),

@ BB

BT OESRHRICBO TR, HEE (automaticity) D5 2HEHHAL T 3B,

BB ORMIL, air traffic OIY Fu—F— DR X v £ — U DRNDBRRE,
dichotic listening {Z & 3HEHED £ v £ — 0 OWOORADOFERIC L > TN BT L L
o T3, 1960FER~TOEMRITINT filter X =X A D early selection 7>, late
selection >DFE#mHID - 12d% (Broadbent, 1958, Deutsch, et al., 1963 ; Treisman, 1960),
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late selection ICHFIZFMM D bbb BiCoh, FRUEICKT 3 AEMEIHAIN 31
EhH, 1970F010FEMIT, EEPHEED/ S 41 ik, HHIRKEE D> T 0NEE0Eb2
Z 537 (Kahneman, & Treisman, 1984),

1970FERGENCISNT, BEBEUTCNRNF » X 2 VICIRBR SN §l# S 72, semantic
MEE TIOR3 E S T EpiExntz (Corteen, & Wood, 1972; Lewis, 1970;
Mackay, 1973; Von Wright, Anderson, & Stenman, 1975) Z &5, HEME late
selection DEMVBEH LT -12DTH 3, Kahneman 5 (1984) 1k, ¢ DEAF % display
board model EFFRD EHUTIN B, WHRD identification DEEic, familiar 75 object ik
INT LTM A @ node 2iEHALT 2. Z2NIIMOBET 3/ — Fick - THEHELE
1, associative network %2BU T DX 5 BiEWILIZIERIN 3, B4 D mental life i,
LD & 378 LTM HOMEFSEHALICEPE 5780

Tid, BEMEEREDISIWERINTNBEDTHA 5,

HE: &3, BRABRZHEOLTWESHN CEBERNEENROBIERTESLETD 3
LR IN BT LWZ (La Berge, D., 1981),

La Berge (1981) &, c®5 %, MEOLRAEHE, BRABZRRMORHE 2 BEMEOE
FLUTN3, TO3 LRABRRRNOKME L IZBERD 2 OOFHBZA -T2 DT E
REBLON TS, ORFRIDICT 3 —w X+ ULAULHBEBEETO & ST BPUR
Ve QEBAF R Y ODEICERD INEBOE X,

FEROC E2FANIZID, B2 OB dichotic listening FREE % AL VT dual task %
78512, Bz, FFDHET, shadowing UIEhSH, $5—HDxv2—UTHBT7—
FBRBCABET—TN%cizlE,

Duncan (1980) &, &® & 5 '3 single task FOXF2HILT 3791 v 2 BT
visual search 2773 TCW 3, #EEIL, distracting letter RO digit 212z 3. FlE
HTFETE LA A DOXEN LTI H, RGP—2178Hh 3 one response task
T, display @& THic digit BHE TS, RIGFA 2T, RGN 2 ofF8bh
B 22T, KT digit BHNE, 4 2L, EFEHIC digit PHELIBIOX 1 2
TENS80TH 3, £UT, BE - AFHMIT digit BSHETNIX2 0§ F1 2L

one response task {Z3SUVT, display 234 DDFE R SATINIEMEE, 2 oQEE»
BATV BRI LB SNz, ZORKE, BT, DTIPBEULIBOT EBDP -1,
175 two-response FEETIIREREND 3T b1z (/J\3 WD display 5@,
COWRD» D, BMTEFERIILUTVBDIE input 23205 312D T2 L, detection
BISHB 2 PBEUVTO BRI TH B B -1, COREITE late selection DHih%
KFEUTN 33 QL UTHRI NI, RSO, AIROMMBE T, RASE2&T
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WAL 325, HIRBRISHEEL X0 3 LENCRARR 28 31 b I50IT0,

BEIRSLED b 5 —75 ORE & U T ONBEORTEMEIC O T, DT X 5 BEBRT
zbhhic,

dichotic listening ICIWT, —HFDETD 4w £— % shadow ¥L & 3N, §5—F
OEIEHODY — PR IN B, BEEUVTWRWAFDEHOT — kY, shadow Ih 3
OHWHRRINTY— NO AFEETH B L %, shadowing 13 362783 (Lewis, 1970;
Treisman, Squire, & Green, 1974), O &%, BEUTNZNT — K38, HEIMICE
W27 72T 5P LNBNEV) RBRZET 3,

FIRIC, Mackay (1973) &, BERUNKHETO NI Y 7 Xk, ERU TN
HOBC L > THBRINS 3 %2Rz, 12, Underwood (1977) %, BEUTWBWE
BRI 330RIZ, target 22D shadowing #{EHT 2 E2FERA LI,

® BEHPLEE Stroop ZHE

BTl X 5 S BB O IRICISUN T, Stroop task i3 —EMIER H 0B C 21T
3 (LaBerge, 1975; Harvey, 1984),

Stroop task 1TSWVT, 7— KD color 2H/ZAT3EE, 77— K¥4 v 7hI—-bhoie
HhI—HZTHBEE, RIGIREET 3, 5T neutral 3Y— RTIA B FER2OSBC
U, RIGIERGE 2R,

C ORI, FEUTNENY — FOBRP EBNCUE I 3 L0 ) HR2ZFT 51
Y, T0EREYED» L, BEMEOIRTER ShED I,

<1, Klein »% Stroop BIRICISWNT, BT —+ T — FO T — FRLUTALB L5
I TRIRU, LFOE & BRELEOBREMEICL Tz (Klein, 1964), a) HE
g (hih %), b) EREEODISOEEE (sol, helot &), c) Ik, XGH7 7 ADWNWT
NHPICISNT color name EEARUL TWIRW—RIVISIEEEDREE (put, heart), d) Zh
EfEdS color name TS, BRI TH T —%HIT 34 5 5 H3E (lemon, grass
%), e) BOFUNGY 5 A1ZBRIZ 51258 (purple, grey, black &), f) EHEM Stroop
D .

UED6 >OL{EDECENFN red, blue, green D&% D13 TIR/RL, color naming
2ITEHRIKER, a) — 1) OINCUGRBSEAL, THOMIMBEL 3 E8bros

T i, ChRBRTE & FAT, iR~z BEfLEict 32 LTM @O network @
access ODMEIT Y 3L, TDOHKIE, color naming #2175 i, word DERYSEHEIYIC
mEsh LTM ZEHEAUV TN —LBROD BTV — FOL S WTHBRAELR
BE, HBAINBY, HEHE, FHCL 3HRNSHPUPEELE» - 15

77, Morton (1969) I logogen model iCJ - T Stroop IR HIAL X 5 & LI2DS,
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memory D access U3 BEVA S TS, AP LHIONOERY flow T3 5K
MEEFVTH T, logogen i3, logos DF H word & genus 0% H birth & DEAK
ETDH 3, HE#iE, numerical BER%2 b - TBh, » I bHVRERBAT, —EEEH
INBE, WHEUILRIGHED 2 BRI, FANSET IV ERKOA, word reading LD
TORENSEFNVTD B,

Whict &, RO BELEICH S SR E UT, Stroop BRSO BT S NhIcD
Th 3.

© HEIRLEFE L Stroop R

LA, BVEMRICA - TEHE Kahneman 5 (1984) &, @ X 5 iz HEIINLEEIC
FRE2RIPI T3, 2 U T TEEILEER 2 AT 3BCH bhvic Stroop %)
B, BRI MTKEOTTHDIRANDGN T30 F T L iciigZEy (Kahneman, 1981,
1983, 1984),

HBILIEIERRIC I T familiar BIEE ORIEIERD, LEOGIRC/ <7 LIovicHiH 3
N3 EW S RILIERIC basic $IRETH 3 (La Berge, 1975 ; Posner, 1978 ; Shiffrin &
Schneider, 1977), i b Q%2 TEBCHRTL, REOBEID DL TO familiar
BHEER, BROBHRE 2~ FicETREIN, %4 — A TIiE phonological 7% name =
— FRUOBHROA » by — 2 TUEIN B, A, TOT R, BENCRRINIE
FROZLERH T — b U L EMEICERS L ARNEED L NV E THEE 2B TCLES
NB3ENSTERZERT 3,

Ud U, Treisman % (Treisman, & Gelade, 1980) O feature integration FEIHiT &
niE, #I—, H, ZEAEE B330L~0, EBGAO L 573 feature ik HEIRIT
Lo R Z—lt AN b, feature @O conjunction & U T®D percepts $ U  i& objects i,
feature OEHHNOAICERZEATICLICI->TAEINS L 3N 3, QAICERIIH
—Hy72 percept 3 U { X object ~ feature % conjoin IX¥ BZFEERIE UTORH»ET
LEBABNTN S,

D EDX 5 s MREALEO MBI 3EEOKEO EEEOH MNP 5, Kahneman
& Henik (1981) i, BRIEHAS, HBMNCLEINS &V BLCEM 2RI P 3.

ZFCTEBETIDD, TI2UTH Stroop color-word task TdH 3,

#% 51X, Stroop task 1TISU T, distracting W& — FMEHERUMEBICH 3 &
XICTFEBBREVTEZRHUIL, CO 2R 7SOV THRE, HENARSRRCRHY
xh, MDD color-word D# 7 —%2@BEE L &b,

HOFBDE2—5"y b« 7— KW, BE—FUE L word TH 3 & XDHW, BE—FHLE
WHT—7— KPS, EEOHRICH L ExDOFLH FENKRE» -1, DERETOBEE
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HREER T, 2 20FHBMOTHROENTFEINTVRTTHE LS, 2% b &k
WR O FERY & AT HBICESRLEE TR 3h 3 & Thid, distractor & UT
OXFHEBZOTONIHRD 2HE L, BEE® focus UTHWEWEATZORITH - TH
FIGHRICZER 2T TH 3 G 200 msec LI FOIRIREEHFTSONISVERAT
‘R INI),

TPz RERR, BWEEBOHRD 3FRCIEE O %A 3 Francolini & Egeth (1980)
DEAZILES>TERINTNB, BOLFIIOHCH 3 2lDOHRN [3] LS HF2 S
BUTT22] EHA BT LI, Stroop ERABOTFEZ L U, B [3] OHFE
SIOmP S 2EDHRN TAL 23IBUT20] E¥A 3 E 5, F6TFEHBEALNED
272, TOZER, HEREESTSTHEWCLEINS &9 3 BRI,

Treisman & (1980) O feature-integration EZICX1UE, L, EENOME 2k
RHICAF » U, REDOMNBICOAFET 3H# % cojoin T3 LW 5 EIC-TLh
bORRIE, HPEsN3,

Kahneman & Henik (1981) OEBETIE, #— 2 AVBFWBPH Thoi. Fibhick
FRU T Stroop T DR D conjunction FEENHTHN B T LT - THUESFIZDH
TN, Fbip b LS5 BNIEBD feature (Kahneman b OVIfR, Francolini b ®
H ) OEMIE, conjunction RT3 [HEEH] ZIXEHNL, Biy h7—
DRT VAUV, QAI, TP B 5 THINMIBNOEBRE LA ES L Stroop
FEE2RINENS,

Kahneman & Henik 1%, 20BCOEL T %2 3 HITHUED 72 (Kahneman, et al,
1983), #%5i%, word & color {EH# % M IICIHEET 3 T LIC X - T Stroop task DA%
fEsto. BEOHRNCD 3EREADELIC word 2 10T >R 4ERUIZ, word D—i,
B7—4 o TRRIN, $5—TREBA VI TRRINI, H7—DOWIZEHEDMNER
BETEIC T X A CE A DI, FWEBED 2 A7, nonblack 9~ FO# T —%HHT 3
TETho1, ZUTUTD 220K HOMT, RIGHBESHE SN,

BHB3FMHTIE [red] EWVIEXVEFA ETrPNTEY), BRADKINT neutral 73
[most| L3 EVEA 7 T T3, T, normal 73 Stroop R E—ISET
12 #Z A bhlc (intra-object conflict), & 35— D% Tid, neutral 73 [most] &3
FEHS, blue A ¥ 7T, EHEOUC [red] LW FEXERAL 2 Thhrh T
(inter-object conflict),

7 — K43 neutral CTH 3 3> b o —VREICHT intra-object OF#iE 159 msec
Thh, BHED Stroop R E—F Uz, THINUT inter-object DFHIEH bNISH -
12,
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F 1z, target ORBEDO—2D letter DAICEEDITT, 3 X3 E DD DR THE
93 &, intra-object OF#:iT M msec TH 3 DITH U T, inter-object DFEIZH T MIT
21msec TH-1,

conflict word & % 7 — i & % ZMMNCSHHEST 5 T & T Stroop THERIIHCHIU
1cDTh 3,

RREEEIE, COEBRCISOT S RRESI TERVR ERDEP - I LZERINSB
RETH 3B, HY— FZBEEAPLZEUIRBA TN, QAKHY — FOBENEELD
BXIEEL,

WZIT, inter-object MUK intra-object TOFEEDZER, B/ HOHEOZES UL, &
RICL 3BT CENTE T, MRSEROYRZHLDLDUTVE, CHLDRERENPS
Kahneman %3, EIROHS & RIBOREIRE »33 attention DL b v —iTISIOTH
DESRE PR IIUTNE EFRU TS, FHikkiu, [RcEEerd 3%,
ZORBDHH WS aspect b 3iE element [CEET I RIG2EET 3] £ 3h 3,

U U, %5 DIRIE, reading @ HEILEICH T 3 ARMOREEBZOPE I I, $5
~)§1’%§ﬂ'b'€$5;{2\§7§§5) 3, EWVI DX, reading ZD 4 05, HEMLETD 3 &3
ODRTH, BEZI-IAMBBEURWLETD 3 L0 - ZERE—E S T3 TS
5Th5, reading 103547 5 HEIME & 1 La Berge (1982) $435 & 51, BABERUE,
WBOTARMEE O TH - T, HRE BBLEEIZNIUA > b 0K LIZBA BT
Vo DA T, Kahneman 5 (1984) ®OFiEit, reading PEBR2EHITIBETHBC &
PRUNRICEEZ B,

UMU, TOX 5 3EBVLECE U THERLEPENICII O E¥d B T L2 AL,
T 2 DDMEBRERMNICOE U ET, 205 OO interaction 259 3 L5 R
BERTEbNE L 5 1iE>1z, COBEPD, Stroop BIRZ2HRHL L5 LT3 3080
% (Logan, 1980 ; Posner, 1975; Schneider & Shiffrin, 1984), i

@ Priming % & Stroop %E— HEINIULIE & FIEIAMLEE (control processing) & D
interaction— ’

BEPEHSMICay be—1T3C itk > T (Posner & Snyder, 1975), HERVIMLE
WRPECEUICOESDCIRICD UEB L0 5 ERBED 3,

A, MENE=y MNIDHET 3 OBRBETDH 3 LidVA, DIMEANTE, WHELH
object (D separate component (<X U THNICHER 2T 3 C EIXHRETH 3 & 3N TS
b, ZHEZBHOBICE > THFEHbN 3 (Garner, 1974 ; Pomerantz, 1981),

VWHW 3 priming task 1, DX BRIRTHTEONE, FI4 I TDRITE1 b1,
target OFEDS T T4 3 v FHIE (TERE) OBITERIN, TO target FEICO>NWT
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FIBT2ERT 3 L0 5 b DTH B, priming Rl & target FUH & ORICILAIL 2 OBFRD
b3, HEEPFHUTNE D E—FT 3 L X, target FIBICHT 3 /87 y —< &
BEEID, BOHARIE SN, COX 3BT, SfBici~ic display board model
BT, BEOODHEI R D = 4 OFFEE(L2{E#E IS (Posner, 1978) &3 i LTM
123t 3 node OFEMALOB 22 L33 (La Berge, 1975 ; Shiffrin, & Schneider, 1977)
LELLNB,

Priming ZiRic, 2BEORMD 3 C eBERIN TS (Neely, 1977), —2ik, &
BRI priming ZHRTHH, 3 5—2i, T L 3L EYNE priming FRTH
3

Neely (1977) 13, #EXEXMS priming 3E (FI714 L& target L #~ & ORREEH
BREPED CTEWEBO & 214D, word > nonword P RWETZHE) &, BRI
priming Z5 (target letter string Ok H £ on set asynchronomie 12X 3) ©2F
HoUR2DH LI,

Stroop task OFAEICE, & R 7 PRIBKTTHOHMTH 3 LidvA, BEIDBRYD 3
& Logan (1980) ixtv5., 2% b, Stroop D/87 41 £i%, ZHITKIED 5> HD—2>DK
TANDEET 2 ERT B, 2hid, HlfRTtE 279 7 FERICE>TH3EELDH B U,
—HUTWBT b b3, BIAE, HKRIGHEH 7 —DEE, FBREREZHUTHRRAL
Tz o, JFHRKOTRIEETH Y, chidn 7 —&—HUTwich, ar79 7 b
BIREIZ STz h T3,

R, BT ET 328, /97 1 — < > AHBROT & FEHIW R & O OBERIC
S o THPDIHEEINZ, BRVHHFE-HU T3 E 5 EEIR, £5TR0E 5W
flxahz,

T34 I TOBRERIESTNBDR, 774 I 7O85k, JIEBHEE TS0
WUT, Stroop /$7 414 2D L &1&, —DORBENOITTHHECE > TNBE L ETH B,
P ED& S ZmBEicd - T, Stroop ZJROBEREIX, priming task KR 603,

7217, CCCRIBEESZ01, UEOLS> I @mER2 MHLLI EUTW3 EBRTH 3,
Logan %, Stroop test ZD 3 D2 HIN 3 H T, Stroop ERE? simulate U T3 L&
bh 3BB2 NBOT/EY LT3, %), 7~ FET7 2T Y R 7 & OMENIISNIEE
RO¥IWI2ITS> 2 22 2HNTNEDTH B, 7— Fid ABOVE & BELOW »Hu 6,
FARATYAPT —~ RO LD B, TRbDZP2HRETE (B, 7—FB7AFY R
OFCH B TDZP2®ETEHO IV —FEEITTNEB),

ZzUTC, A Y —> kD configuration DESHINE &V — FB—HUTWB3HEEE, 2
7Y U RNBBLUTHWBHEORERZHRIT I
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B ED &5 EHOREE, BHO Stroop KT EBELBTRONE&TH3, FHiC
& 3N priming DOFIRIL, JGED Stroop OFEHRZEESRIL), WHUEZ O
», EBER, BE, ERPRTHTD 3,

¥72 priming OBWAR L H ANS T T Neill (1977) OEBOFIRVAIREL IS )
Uhizu, Neill i, Stroop R 2R INICIRRL, MIGIE3 e > T, ZfFRRO
color word R D irrelevant 7% word %%, WRICEBRIN 3B relevant 73 color H#E&—
BT 354, MEMTebhi 2 RHUIL, Mg, CORBRCHUT, BRSEFVE
SETTNENL,  RIERE ORBRRB ORIV T S BB UTWEn,. ETo &R,
irrelevant 73 word »MEEKAYIS priming 1k H FEHILIN B2 5 RD color naming X
ISR BEIRTZXTTHY, priming ZR» 5 I LR TILEND B, Fiz, FH—RIE
ODrelevant ZELEE 2 FIBO irrelevant EFEL—HULBHW I MHVECZPE S &
RBRBHFINTIZWV, BT irrelevant I XFZHER, relevant ZEHEERICEENED 3
PEI WY, BERFH U TN, EFRE EROPRERZFL TN S (BH, 1984, R
#£, priming Z)R & ORFEICOWTREHTD 3.

Stroop ZHERICH b1 BRERFIIHERE Z D & DS priming £H5F & 18- TV 3 AMREMIIBREHE
EHO—BITH 3, EIBTORBITHUT verbal ZRIG2FTH € &d8, THOMERZ 1o
BT EUILEUTE, verbal RS2 BEEMNICIZFTIE - T W reading BB $ XD Kt
2 RITTC e 5, HED COBEREERMS priming IR & UTEEH IO 38S
TdHB.3HIC reading ZD 3 OVBEBTUIE VA B DO E 5 2>, F12 capacity 2EN
IZOHEBUTO A ESHIAHEINZIREY D B, L) DiE, i~z Kahneman
5 ® reading HSEBI T LS TR, task A5 H NEERBEACEONIERETH»
T, BHEO Stroop BRI D TIZELINVAREES D35 THH, reading XX H HE
BT o B ATREAE S T 5 & 0DRIZTE b IR,

Priming 2R LT, BEIMVLE & FIERLEOE O interaction BHE sh 3 C LT
& b (Shiffrin, et al., 1977 ; Schneider, et al., 1984; Posner, et al., 1975; Logan, G.
D., 1980), Stroop ZNEAS, HHEEAOLN TN DX b b, BHESZ T v ADEYTH 3
CEVBOWPICIEY DDOH B, I DHIT Stroop FRITOVTDOBED 7 — #ITIUT, word
& color B—F T AKHT, BEDRVALNIZET S { O (Hinzman, 1972) ¢, FEL)
EWBHLNTETE08d Y, BEVBEOVIHEANSP-cCE Y, ABTRNIZX ST,
EEERLUEIOHBIE, Ehd ChedBEUEE»- 1005, EEIRLE & SN L 032
EYERC X 3HBAP b1, 2ETHTO—HRMHOEIEY priming ZRCHELRIZU,
BEEEZ->Thobhizh, FEHEEEZ->THobNITHTBC & THREH DL,

EIRIOE TR BAE 2 RO E UILEROEENT 7o ~F X 3BREROT— 4
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&, CTRES>TRDTEAVRSUIOLNIIDTH S, 2% h, reading e 5 H
BB UC, SIEEVLERS ENIZOER TH 30035, Stroop FIROMEETHH, C
OFHBILITGRTIz = 2 — « Wy 20O Gardner 5 D cognitive control OE A [T
FOOTHENEAFILENVAL I,

¥, Kahneman (1984) 12, BEORMOHEEDH % [ma—c=a— Wy 2] E
UTEBATIY, MR ZEAZRCREORMEN Y N4 XV UTEBBLUTET.

IDICEE TR, R T TO priming ZPHRIC DWW TH TS Tlsbh T h, B#H
EEBH L VS TDEFO S - L Y EANPO BB HES B 2 REO00d 3

(Allport, 1977 ; Macel, 1983),

Stroop ZJRid, FEROLEETT—23EWEINTELLY, BERERVAKRSHEZOHE
Bed@ELUTHIS L UTWAERE, BARHFEMRER3IEAS, L5 DIk, ZERD
WY, BALEZEOW 7 7o —F3HIKFTb T 3 PHTHEENE, Stroop BRUSMCHER
DTOBAPETH B,

WItueR X, [EE] HiReho LT 3 REORAOESEY, ZROEFCHUEL?
MUTWBHRR, EEITNEEETD Y, Stroop FRCZMEZREL T3 HDISNE
RTH3, TORICWVNT, Stroop FROMFIISETET v —~F %D > THEICHIES
NB3BERDA 5,

. *

RIFECEI U TEIRE N IS IDO AT R AR BRI, N RER, e By
U,

L&)

1 COBRKOFROBEL, EROBZEOIMDTETINDIES, 1883, BHIOD OHIEEERSICK
T Wilhelm Wundt 32340 — A TH 3 Cattell, J. M. 1T color naming ¢ word reading
WETIRE2RES 3 X 51T RU, color naming D)5 reading X b § %L ORI % TS

. 3LERRMUIL, $12 Wiliam James 3 [[OBEZEOFEM] (1908) 0TI EHU TV 3,

2) EHPHEINT 3T ONTTEREPL LU TN teid Wise, L. A, 1975 § RE LT3,

3) 335, BEFHEE Stroop AR E OEFEICOWTH BEN fT8bh T3 (Ray, C., 1974;
Hochman S. H., 1971; Bone, R. N,, & Eysenck, H. J., 1972),

4) Dalrymple-Alford et al.,, 1966 {2, Stroop K% %% % h 22— 7 TERTIHER2ITUD T
ﬁz; l Tﬂﬂ%%’ﬁ &) % o
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THE STROOP EFFECT: THE APPROACHES
OF DIFFERENTIAL PSYCHOLOGY AND
COGNITIVE PSYCHOLOGY

Hiroyuki SHIMADA

Summary

This report is a review of researches on the Stroop effect, especially of the
researches from the viewpoint of differential psychology and cognitive psychology.

Stroop stimuli yield a stable effect whether the factor is within-subjects or
between-subjects.

However, the fact that many scales of personality inventories have small corre-
lates with Stroop factors suggests that the chief determinants of Stroop varience are
not likely to be discovered in “the personality domain.” Therefore the approach of
differential psychology has limitation on research of psychological function of the
Stroop effect.

The theories derived from the following cognitive approaches on the underlying
processes in the Stroop effect were discussed; a) overlearning of reading response,
b) the perceptual encoding hypothesis, c¢) the response-competition hypothesis,
d) attention.

The focus of interest in the study of attention moved to the exploration of
automatic processing during the decade of the 1970s. It is considered that the
Stroop interference demonstrates the automaticity of reading and the difficulty of
blocking automatic processes. It is discussed whether or not the interaction between
attention and automaticity in the Stroop paradigm has parallel effects in the
priming paradigm.

It is suggested that automatic effects in the Stroop phenomenon can be altered
and overcome by attention.

This view is useful in the study of individual differences in the Stroop performance.



