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Interaction of activations in a semantic network : An effect of presentation

intervals between homographs and context words on recognition memory

of homographs

Makiko Naka (Doctoral Research Course in Human Culture,
Ochanomizu University, Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo 112)

This study investigated the interactive activation process of homograph (H:e.g.

context word (C:e.g. “strawberry”). Subjects studied a list of
tion intervals between H and C were varied (0, 0.6, or 1.2 s).
cognition memory of H in a changed context (e.g.
(e. g. “jam-raspberry”) in Exp. 2. The recognition memory of H

was obtained. An interesting phenomenon was that the recognition memory of H in H-C pairs at the
when tested in a changed context, but bet-

1.2 s interval was poorer than that of the 0.6 s interval,
ter in the same context. This suggests that both meanings of H
but one of them related to C was selected at the 1.2 s interval.
the spreading activation model of semantic memory.

Key words : activations (semantic network),. interactions (activations),

stimulus onset asynchronlzatlon recogmtwn memory.

“am” % < 27 & YW OFBRE L OSRET
ﬁéﬁ: “strawberry” L5 IREE LR BRT A &
“2 e 27 DERTERINS (Light & Carter-Sobell,
1970).
s 0I5 EEY, XIRELSBEOHEALShIE
BB OAEERICL - THE LS LT HHRR
%r\n (Anderson & Bower, 1974; Swinney, 1979;
Tanenhaus, Leiman, & Seidenberg, 1979).
#%1¥ Anderson & Bower (1974 T, & BHR*y

7205,

b — s ERESE, RO XD RBBEREINRS. 2
SPREHER Y b O SHEH W “jam™) &, H

—*jio,w%km%%méi@%%oimﬁ c
“strawberry”) ¥{EET 5. Figl @R3hd X5,
HiZShk%y t7—2 ET200RMR%S /7 — F hy, he
%%O.itC@,H@—ﬁo/—F(:Cﬁmhzk
T2) GV vIEELTHwA, —F ck®do. HE
CHAFLERIND & by, by, ¢ BEHELS NS, ik
IR Y v 2 iEb > TEEL, h, h 25

L KBRS S bl DEEE VK E E L, BR

DRETFRE Mok Rak, AEEREE NEHT
Gei, BOLTRY Bk BEECSLBLEFET

“jam-traffic”) in Exp.1, or in the same context

DIEED 5 b, b DERKERE (intersect) LcJF
n/—F (&
SHTJOERE LTERIND, L5 HPDTH5.

“jam”> and
H-C or C-H pairs, where presenta-
Then they were tested for the re-

as a function of presentation interval

were activated at the 0.6 s interval,
Results were discussed in terms of

context effect, homographs, i

= CIT hy) DOIE#WA, FOXREET S

FhIb S RO M AR L0 LS RET |

2ok, EEECRE LRl Flail, HE i
FERMREUBIIE, £/ — FikE oREFERILINTY
felF UL e B\ DD, WEERCL-T, &£/ —FO
El L~ AVRIRED X 5 LTS oh, BEROE

L4t

C (“siruwberry
H (f‘jam )

i ACTIVATION LEVEL

~~~ SPREADING ACTIVATION
H HomoGRAPHINODE hi, h2)
€ CONTEXTWORD { NODE ¢ )

Fig. 1. Interaction of activations.




2 . LB ¥ OO BB B1E

Tl (BHWEH h, OBRTHERIhL) &I,
hy, hy DENRTROFEHELVIAN ED X 5 IelREBIT e
122 E%E D DO, FORER, EEAIhCERD

HEERYEL 5 ETEELBbRS. LiL, 2hb -

DB E LN ER TR,

ZZTHARETIE, COHEEROBRICESLYHT
5., CNRISBEFBOMBROMEL LTET T, b -
E—e, BERECIE OME (Anderson & Bower, 1974 ;
Collins & Loftus, 1975 ; Wickelgren, 1976) iz3sit 3%
HPEN S TH BERAORET &5 Ao b, BER
ThH5.

RGHNCIZ, SHE (Bl XA by OFKRY B

97, hy OBER%Y “Wir” &45) LRE W : T
BDAT) DRT7%, 1ETOMRRENC, ¥ 4k BRER
TERL, BT h WL hy OBFRERRDD, 25
HExk L 5. :

LHE L XRFBOETRHER (EOENERINLE,
ROFJHERIIS E TORMD 2ELIRHOE, &
RERShIEONBRME (ROBNETINS ¥ TL
B LELD) 2HET A THD. AR
FBOCEEE LSRG kB, ELDbIE, BT
FOHBEIBEE v <L DHBMERS Z L2 TES. flz
3, FBRELYERLCERCXREXERTS L0,
LRBERE 128> T bXIRELXERT 5528,
HRFEERIFICHIT S hy, hy OFEM VLB L
2D, AFETRZD XS kETHEROHEY, %
BFELECLC, FRXRBELECLT, MBH T
5. LT, TORREEREBRECIVTED LS
HEERRE Clehvy, BHFEIRTWS hy, hy, OF
TV OFInLHETS (HL, hy, h, DFRFR
CEOCTREINTVHERE VLD (GfEcolast
Wie) m3k, MEFRNELREEEbLR,, &
5).

hy (BREEONRE “FVdA” LEE Lok
BB OB VL 0ERE, BXRBRER
(FB1) THRNS. T2 CTRERZFEHLIELT, B
TRREDIR LR RIS HREE (B 2 “ouiZ 5 ”) whEx
B. FoTx—%,y P THHLHEE CLXDAY) OER
DEELZZ, REIRTHS h OEEVILOEIRK
WTBLEEZBNS. hy REEIATVWAEE V<L
DR, BRIXERSTRS.

hy (BRREOIRGE “TV A" LEIET A - “9
B DFER VA OB R, FAXIRERER (EBR2)
THND. T TRBERFEND & LT, BEFEEOIR
LRARDOIRTE Bl “HTF 5" xS, fEoTx
— 7y F OBFRDOHELY, BREINTWS hy OFMLY
SAVERBRTHEE L DR B. hy KEFIRTHWLE
VAN EVE, BREASKKS.

SO IhDLDOERERTIE, MR T—2& LT
B CTVBHAY) DBEREIRDSE. chbD F — 2 5
b, HEFAPNE LB IZE , — FAEOREEMEAL R
T hERbRV0ds, HEFBR X -T& ) —
FOBHE VAR ED X 5 RELHE U D0E, 1F
LI N EROMEEROBREYELNCT S L4
T&E 5D TR,

i

ERME L BSICDITLA T OFHRAELT - 7o
P :

R ERERES GEE - Y R, 1980) 2,
OLRRRRETIRVLAFORTLEE? (L) 234
BB, ThE 2T, £4117E1BR5 2
BROEEBBRLER L. BEECIZER—orRD LD
30, SEENOLNRTRLTHS.

CFEE PBREOHBER, BEEROSBEYETTE
L (EFHSLORVCHBACIRERYEL), 05
POEBINDE BFED) 2BL, w53 0THA.
HEROX— )R, Tﬁ:%o%é’?%%@%iﬁlﬁﬁfbi, Wik
ERTS v EATHS.

WRE K¥E 0L A GF 1 OMEIRC 48 A, B2

DHFEIRIC 43 AD.
R

234 EDOEHTBCOWT, ThOREMT RS
L0 BRLAEBEOEEROEREL, BHZE0F—
2\l ThOLOF— 200, ERTHVS (a) %
ik, (b)) XXREE, (c) 74 5— (OFHioxgs L
VEE) BROEETES. BLEHBFEDO2> D E k%
hy, by, THRENROEBRY f1, fo £35.

(a) BFHEFE BB LLEBWRDOIBEAED hy vhy T,
B2 fi & fo DEPHBRINEVE (HET S, fit
fe=.91, |fi—/f2|=.23), 30 FE. HI:“lEHA” (b %
“BWFT”, he & YW LT 5). (b) CPREE : #ARE
DF—=2D5b, hy ¥BLTHEEDLRSE (FHK
2& Cy, 178, BX0 h b T2:E b h 5 =
(HHwE2E Cp, Cf, C" D3, 31208, @ : “o
Wiz 5”7 (Co), “TWHAR” (C), “HZFHH” (C)), “X
Elek” (G () 74 59— BHFEMEONIVE (F
ET5. f1=.79), 66 FE. R XV 30 EOFIonT,
CTOBEMEE (FEFI2% F, 18). 596 E. #]: “a
WL (F), “Iuninl” (B).

REBR1 ENIRBERER
HAR (1976) I hiE, LB/FEO—FH OBHIER X

2 OLMBRTERESRTWBEER, 2o F0RL
LZERERIET HEERL X L OBAR, FOMELF
BEHEELTS.
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- -+ Table 1 ,
Pairs used in presentation and recognition lists

Presentation list

Recognition list

. H.C2 v v . - H-Cl . . )
(xd A-FWVHdA) [30]t (xdA-2wigs) - [30]
- . ) . C,-C," )

Exp. 1 (T Af—% X&) L10]

F-F ' F-F
(BAL2=-20 %) 18] (W T ) [30]
O HC; S H-C,' B
(b A=FTWVdA) [30] (2% A-%F5 %) [30]

N C -C "
Exp. 2 (FVb Am & 72 [10]
F-F - : F-F '
(BALD=-HWEL) [18] (B l-fwbnl) [gﬂ

T Values in parentheses indicate the number of pairs.

o BBEEV—FOERTHERIND) DI, HHE
Bt ERBEYED) 12 BBE:EL bR D, %
7z Swinney (1979) Ti¥, ZFHEOETRNK T L= #
(BEFREBMEE TR 0.7—1 BT, XROBELY 2T
T—FHOBERNFEREN TS, SHFE L REOHT
TERR, 2BEETRR IPIE LTSI E Bbh
5. X TAERCIRERMBLNY Fig2 0 X 5 1R
ETH. Thibb, £HELY ECERLUCERY 0,
0.6, 1.2 LI D 344 (&1, 2,3 &, X
WRFEX R ERLCHER0, 0.6, 1.2 L& es

3% (Zfh 4, 5, 6) DFH6EHTHSD. HEMEED
ZHEAE-REOSTIX, —HDRXT7 DY A+ DOFTE
RENDL., VA LHORTERT LOME (b 27D
BROENERIhhE, KORTOEDENERIh
5FETORMD TRT1BELT5.

RUPRER T, hy (BREFOREE LB# LT
DER) “BETHLDOBFRFH» VX5 %, h ©
REINTOEERE VS LOEI LTS,

M1, 02, 3 T, SHEORRMV/KTLEE O,

CONDITIONS INTERVALS(S)
1 [+ .
2 o6 __ M [1
3 2 Ml [T
M
5 0.6 .
6 1.2 .

Bl HomoorarH ] contexTworp

4 o

Fig. 2. Presentation intervals between homo-
graphs and context words (left ones are presented
first).

0.6, 1.2 BRECXRENLEREIh B, #-T, RS
BEFRIN B AR 5 HHEO hy OEM L~ i,
1, 2, 3DOJACE k>TWBbEELLND. &4
fFekiF % hy OFHE VA, BRERIWD RS
X TEDXI RHEBEYZFHIEL 0. HHBEOE
BRIFR (—HOBEROFEN) MNRECERIND XRE
Lo THEBLRZTHOTHE, FHIX hy OFEEL<
NEED LSRRI ENDIEA 5 D,

M 4, 5, 6 TIX, WREBOETRHIKT LIt 0,
0.6, 1.2 BB EBENERINS. #-T, LHE
MERINDRRACKF 5IIREED 7 — ¥ ¢ TOHE Y
N, &fE4, 5 6 DIAREL K- TWBEEL bR
5. CRBITDHEMHELVADEX hy OFEM LV ALE
BEEXBIEH DD
F &k

BERFE 6®YOMRSAMHE WBREMER) o—E
HEETH 5.

M RECTRINCERE RE, 71 705
ER)ANEFRY A MERERTS. £V 2 P BT
57 & X DOF% Table 1 wRid. BRY A b ickd?
Co-Co” D731, REMBIBTS ¢ (BREEOXIRE
D7 —F) DEMVSLERELRE LTBBIHIE,
nz%.

FE EROHEE, IXC7, A ravie.—x—
BT FNTAET » PAF 4 AT THS. FBER
CR=EHBHET s A S v 1 E=%— (CRT). B
. BHREORIGILT v PAEREDOF — £ — Finb A v
Ty bEN, FiAyy + LRESFEINS.

ORESEY R T, XBREEIX 30 BETFIABN, B
BIVALTE, 205 10 BRI HERIh S, 305
3 s, B4&H 15 AD5ATor{#HrE vy
Th. :



4 D OB O¥ R H5% H1F

EB®7 " /5 212 BASIC T, ERAVLARIFEL

FUSHSEIRER & 1 = — 1 2BMEE T, EEFFRLL.

XFR Yy 7HERE (UK, 1978) ©HESL, 1 cn

EHDOAEZDLDTHD., 214 =—1k1.4 1 V%1
BiT530THB.

FiE BEARRTDHS. w%%uﬁﬁi%m& i
BEBL T - 1ok, XEBELTH. BER (a) BrR+
y¥avd& (b) Bty va VIDRS.

(a) BR+yvgv:CRT EoERE “PUSH YES-
KEY TO START” eV » “YES” +— (/)
T, BFENED, 0.5 BECETRY A FAUAE
5. FREIBRINDEY, “EBECHEz IS LT
DT B” X5RERINTVS. BTEREEZRDD
hBEZ LML EIN5N, BRY A MARTTERSh
TW3Z ERFROEE (BXRER, 9 wambdh
A _

H-C, 0 B/RMEFIL Fig.2 REND X5
C—ETH 5, F-F iz, 18 682N 058, 6&MN
0.6, 6N L2HWOMBTERINS. FEOER
BRI 0. 4%, R7ERTEOERBT1IDTHS. ED
BrRNDOERE CORMEYEEbT 50D, X7 0ER
B S BRAERI T v ¥ AT 5.

VAMRTHE, Bty va VEBRECTH1IHDK
BeAhs. O, BREOCEEN Y ~— kbl
Cledie, RREHNFE, BROFRE LEEFHEN
B3 5.

(b) 2y v a v i CRT LOFERICIEHEERL
“YES” +—%#7 &, BFENLEDY, 0.5 PERER
VAR EDL, BRIVAIORZIZLET 2B C2ER
RRcERIhs. BREIT7TOFR (a) TR
BHBLEMWESEZHEL, 15ETL DL “YES” +—
¢/, kg “NO” +— (“2”), 4hbiruvwEEer
1% “DON’T KNOW” * — (“<”) T L51RkDB
5. HEFEB LTI “SEVFaA v, EI Lo E
EIRBERTD IR L#ERINS.

FoNHENDG L 0.3BWBERTIINL, 1PDBRE
FENRST, ROXTHERING. HIhiF—D
BELE, “TERMIDLF-AHEING T CTOREINES
Xhs. BRAML 70 EFEIEIRS.

H-C, 0BFRIEFLS v ¥ A ThoHM, CprCl' DER
It (a) Bty va T C ERTEINAHOER
REALRE, s AOOHER T CiThhs. Zhill
DERATH Co OFFRATRCXELEELRITI
X5t B ThS. HOBRF— 2 %BETLOT
HORTEFCRTEES.
NRT7O2BIEARCELhD XL, FEBLLD
BALTELLOBRCHbLh A hFEBRER TS v £ a
&35,

Pll, BrEmmisn, B8 10 4, BRty v e
2y, KB l1y, BRty vavR54, 518
STRETHS. :

REROLEEE TRV A0 HC, C-C oR7
1% “YES” RERG, F-F O=_7i% “NO” RERILT
B%5. FHL, SEEFEOLEFRR Hit R) »b74 9
—~NDBEFFHER (False Alarm X) 5|\ =ETHAE
EBRA=7 &R, 1979) &, EFRCELLRIER
Ml CIREHR LB ©owTiF5.

WERE KRFEE 0 A (B&H 15 A).

EREER

HC, oR7& Co-Cy' DRT7 IR THRIEDHER S
Fig. 8 1R

SHE ﬁf%#o—ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁoﬁﬁ,%mﬁm
A a TEREREh o1z (Fian=.21).

EFRCETIRIFHMCRBEE REZR XA bh
(F5,1199=8.73, p<.01)%, Neuman-Keuls iz X b3}
FHHBEZT-lcl s b, £HE1RMBOTRTOLMELD
RICEMBZERCRES (Qurne=3.00, $<.05)5, £Kif
2RMMDTRTOLBL Y BECE» » 72 (Qure=
4.83, p<.01). &ff 3, 4, 5, 6 [EICIZZEILn\S,

EBRCET I RICHH CREHEMOENRON, B
AATTRENR LR Tz OB L LT,
RIGRE OB R BREA=27 L0 BIEE LTBETH-
T, BECIEENHER 7 vt ADRRLHER KBk L
o, ENELZLR IS, COMEIBY 5 —EErT
5. TCTE, Al EHRICHERE, 2 — FrfEx

1.0 1100
%\/& “ﬂ\;

o p 0
A S~ { 600

+— CRS HOMOGRAPHS
| & CRS CONTEXT WORDS
e—e RT HOMOGRAPHS
o—o RT CONTEXT WORDS
o L £ Iy 1 I 1 o
1 2 3 4 5 6
CONDITIONS
Fig. 3. Results of Experiment 1 : means of
corrected recognition score and response time (log-
transformed) for correct response.

BN X b RIEB LT — &k, unweighted means:
B Xoms. UTRBETHS.

NITION SCORE
(=]
(7]

A\

CORRECTED RECOG-
(Su) IWN, ISNOdSIY

S SEREOHEY, DT L i CREECT
T, DTHEBTH 5.

¢ HEERORIGEM oW L RABEDO S 2T o .
BRI, FTERORCHELABOERA LT L.
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W > <

]

Ve =y 9

fo: TSI hEEROBEEER 5

RTVWAERVSARRETS EREShTyaERY
AANEWE, BRCETLREERE R TTE
LW TREROEREITS. :

c ORI REXIE, UEDEREM D, hy BT 5
PSR 1 TRIZIEL, SiF2 THEMEL, &
#8, 4, 5 6 TIMEHEL, LFEXLLD.

L1 & 2 ORI, hy OEMV ST AEREO
BASCCHIINT B, &V ) FREXETD.

%#3fh1®%ﬁv&wﬁﬁ<taou,:©%#
BT hy (BREEOYIRE LEETHHOEWR »5
2 DEREBOXIRIC KT 5 EBEOEKRE LTERS
Fotedd, LELZDBRA. by OFEHEVSAMIL, he PR
XNBE LR LTS hicDTHS . FHFITE
1% 0BG, HAK (1976), Swinney (1979) b D#H
ERLTRREIND L L (HREO—HOBRI, SHE
DEFE I DB TRRINh?) %, EEVL1OHR
LLTEBETALOTHS. i DR, ERFO
RTERWTREERIN S XREDY, KRERIND
SEEBEOBRER (—HOBEROBEND CBELBLC
EFRB LTS, C

&fk 4, 5, 6TlY, SHBIERROTIEWTHE
CERIND. - TEOLBBERIL, ROXTHER
ShzzTo 1BETEHS. ZhbHDOFHRENT h
DIEM VS ADMEC DI, itk 3 AR, BERROIIRE
BAE B D hy MEIRIh, hy OV Anfiflshic
b EELbRD. XRED/ — F BT HE/R Y~
AT, Feth4, 5, 6 DIEREL K> TWBH T ERTFRES
nis. UL, Co&ER O, h OFEREVSIT
EREIRT W, c OFERVSLVORER, c&Y
vIESEIh T — F (h) DEME V<A,
HELINIOTHS.

YIRS RED T — 21 CrCy” @, \WhIEAEHR
By (BRxhii A UXRTHERARDLIRS) T
Bohic.

MR St D— BRSO H OFER, BEBRA=2TIC
BT T (Feen=1.08) 73, FISKH CIZER
FeEN R b (Fis e0=3 44, p<.0D).. A E DR
B k6 ORIGHED, &2 BB TNTOEME X
DAEBICED T (Qe=3.83, p<.05), LThLIHD
S OEIBERE TR,

S 6 1T 3\ T ¢ DI VAT, LEAL
5. Chul, c OEMLVSAAEM4, 5 6 DIFHICE S
froTnb eV FREZHTHLOTHS. BL, &
4 25 OEICIAERERR b o .

S%ELVIREOE BEBRA 27 LGKEIC?
WTHEBRE T A PHEOEDRERT T LTS,
BEEBER A= 7IERECHPERRCE (ten=2.51,
$<.02), RIGREIISIRGE OB ERCEDN TS (D)

=3.19, p<.01).

S BT ELEEE, H5VIRECKVTL, R
FR &R DX RICER LrBlbhich-7. Ll
= D&HE LTRSS OB, RIGEMES Tl
BRAz7RENREONSD. RERHEEBRA=7D
Babaw, COBBREDISCHBERBEALD
A,

e, RIGHELBERA=270EVOHALLT, K
RO FNEREA= 7 XD DREL LTERTHS,
BBVITENER S v ADRRHAEL KBTS,
EnEr bhb L.

21 o oA uE, EOBRKIIRD X5 CHE
XN Bhb Liiel. Anderson & Bower (1974) »»
BREIND XK, &/ — FOEELERIIEED/
— FRER G2, £EXDRLIE, S8®ED/ —F
hy, hy DEME VUL EHEONIWIIRED 7 —F ¢
DEME LA LD BENC ERFEIRS. EbE h
DEME LV < IE, hy OBEROBIRC L » THHSHS
TS 5. FDHSEE LRECH TRLAI
23 5%E, b HWIEIRE R S5 MR &ERHOZET
BTk, BEE LTHBRRMGERA=2 TR
BE X Rt D TIRIR 2.

%9 OBPBETIE, “BRS v v A ORRBAUE"
LLCERFEHN YV OWRELEL D ENTED. 5
=PFHTE 2 bR OREIRFH» v ERREO3L
IR & BB O \WEE), XHREE O BRTHEX bRicDIXF
YERF#E» D (BREOXIREBEES S ThoT.
SHE, b5\ IIIREE ORIRA O B T, FE
DIE—ETHY, HRGHEOEDREARIILDE.
Ui LSEE L OREOLE T, T OFEVHE
DEREOV LD Lo TwB S Livicl GEA (1979
g, A—SRCOFERA = TIREXIRCTOFRA
27 LD EBREV). BRA2 7Y RIGKH &2k
D, BRFH» D OPRLEFERCKRT 5005 L
oo, '

g1 DY, £2 OHPOBEIHH (EEILT LSS
B S OTIRAWD) BRI Lk, SHEORE
Thb.

PE, RYRERERIC L > T, hy OFERAHERS
B ET hy OFEM VLIRS OB CHEINT 5
Tk (&1, 2), HFEEOEKRDOERIL, LFHEER
%1 BT, XREOHEBEZEI (ibhbt e (&
B3, 4, 5 6), BLIREL SHHEFORLCERSH
T3 (&fE3) BRERIRTE (& 4, 5 6 FR
= DEROBINCHELBSZ &, SHBOTEKR(M) O

VBRI LY, SHFODHI—HOEKR (h) OV

AmERhs o b (&3, 4, 5 6), XPRED/ —
¢ DM v b R OBIR THIINT B0 (G




6 TN

4, 5, 6), TOEX h OFEEVLOTFHDOESITIL
FE LML (&4, 5 6), BREIN.

RB2 FRXRKER=ZER

FCIRBER TIL, he (ETﬁ@iﬂmﬁkﬁﬁ’?‘%jﬁ@
B 2BRBETHCHOERFHN Y HE L, h, B
HERTWEEEVSLVORIZTEANS.

&1, 2, 3 TR, EREOERKKT LIE O,
0.6, 1.2 BBRECXRENER I 5. EBR1 ORKEL
b, &3 Tk hy OFRINBERIEh TS LELBN
5. T hy OFHEVRARED LI RBIN D
A5 .

&t 4, 5, 6 Tk, XMREBOERVKET LB 0,
0.6, 1.2 DBICEEENERINS. EB1 OEEL
b, XARFED /7 — F c OFFEM v 113%h 4, 5, 6 DIE
CE s TWnBZ E, FRIhLDEMLETIE h, OE
BRVBIRINT B Z EATRERENS. cOFE#HELVIL
DEIX by OEMVRARCEELYE L 5725 5 .

ERMHE E£R1ELAL6&HFE0—ERHETHS.

## Tablel WERY A EERY A VRERTS
<7, BLOLOHERT. BEmRY A MXERL TH
b DEFA—THS. BRIAMIER LI THWRY
A+D H-C, oR7% H-C) DR7EELILDTH
5.
KE - FHE - BROLEBHE ERICELS.
HEERE KA 90 A (B4fE 15 A).

HREER

H-C)/ o7 % Cop-Cy' D_R7ILHT5 RIGDEREY
Fig. 4 R+

23 %%1&DL—§E“&“%@%%,ﬁmx

1.0 1100
1 B
& '/.\ »
ox il T ] .
£ ¢
w O .
E: ;
& Z 05} \/ 7 { 600 ™
v = >
o = — CRS HOMOGRAPHS L &
e 2 [ ~— CRS CONTEXT WORDS ] -
o] e— RT HOMOGRAPHS 3
v o—o RT CONTEXT WORDS e

o 1 1 A 1 i 'S o

1 23 4 5 6
CONDITIONS

Fig. 4. Results of Experiment 2 : means of

corrected recognition score and response time (log-
transformed) for correct response.

T BRER ORI\ T b FRD SR o R
MR, EAERORKGRFHLASOEAERLE.

H55% w1 E

2 TIIEER b o Tz (Fs gn=1. 38).
RICKECREELREZNBE b h i (F(5,1791)=3. 92,
p<.01). WEHLBOKE, &M 3 5 6 3%H4 2 4
IO LRICRHAERBCE D - o (Quren=4.04, p<

05, ZRLSNDEEGEMOZEREE T

EEBi 1 LR URECTHEYEERTS. &1, 2 3T
3, ZEIREBVWTERLVABREBWEELLS. oh
WX 3 T hy AEIR I Rcicd b E 2 b3, hy OF
PV, hy ANBREIhBZ LI X VREZhBD
»Hd Lhiou.
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