LI, 1983, Vol.26, No.2, 109—128.

54 IR E
AR - R ERAY L

ERRTFRE Jn M -

I I U ®» I

A%ﬁﬁ%@@ﬁ%%%,ﬁg,ﬂﬁ?éﬁwd,ﬁw%i%ﬂtﬂﬁﬂ%®ﬁﬁ®
BIRF>TNBDTIREL, ZOMBICEALSNIHIBREREBA2RE, 50
W3 B EATH HAHMOFHCHEA, PEZEIKE>T, RELBITINTNS,
COX 5 iEE, —BRCSIRSECEZOMEE LTI S 5T ST, Bild
HEIOIEOREE & 31T, $TETHLOPESTEONE L 12 UL,
VIREEE S, &b CHEMESCIUTEELSERTH Y, AFCHELZEATV?
LEZLNBITE b 5, HEIESTICHEIED 5N TEIL, ZCT, FwX
TIRCDACER L, XIRDEORENHED 1 DTH2F 54 3 /%5 (priming
effect) % & b HlF, ITRIEICE 32 XIROZE & WA TH 2 AHOER, I 51T
B OMREEZEL, 1°0RIERZS ET5bDTH b,

XT, OELBRIIRDIZTZS E &N TH, DEFEINTOSFLO - TOWNEE
FE20 B CHRD ST 5N TH D, BICAR TR BROERECTR W TIIBEN L
F 2. REMFRS HIFIUE, HlAIE Tulving 5 (1964) 1, SEFXIRELTO
2B (D% DITXIRISL) » b 8EEDHEN LA ERRL, ZOHEBICHE L
BEIERLC, ZOMENATH -T2 HBEICHRIZE L5, BEOERICDH S
FYIROBHB BT L  BHIS NS T EbSbdr - Toe FHTHITIIRDS 8 FBOBRITI,
Bg BN XBEESEEICRRINDVIETS, #d - T, RREVHABL COIIURE
— B T BEE R T B HERHMY16% 5 B TT o T AU, JEtT SRS U THEE % 40 msec
BERUITEEEEIHFEL L, BMEQBANETIRICREL TV 5 L & 2R HESH
ChBo ¥iz, Palmer (1975) ZBERIRT S NIZRHBMOBHEE TR NT, HKC
HFTIROE B2 BB LTV, S5, XEZOD DEHVENTEBSHETDH 2
2, FwBYIRELUTIRRTACEICLY, ZOXEOEBHGBRRICIZE LWL
T3 (Bransford & Johnson, 1972), ‘

B DERE, —MCHIEERICY e K bs& 7y S (bottom up) FDILHIT
LT, FoFLTL (top down) BIDMEEANITZ BVIEREUTEALN TV,

b OARBXOERICHY, BEATRRE WK E ¥ L REBARAE AT REEC
L B# L ET,
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WHIE, BERE O - T 3 HIEEE DS HIIEROMFICHE LI DL VAL 5, ¢
g, FREHEE SV S BN (static) BEECERLIZADTH Y5, —F, JROE
125 32EABBTE, ZOBINSHE 2B I EN (dynamic) ZEFEC S B2
DREND .

B E &3, WEREVMEICET ANECERTH B, EEWER TR, T4
% —¥im (Broadbent, 1958 ; Treisman & Geffen, 1967) <, HIEZEDOZ LS
(Kahneman, 1973), Shiffrin & Schneider (1978), Schneider & Shiffrin (1978)
Tk % HEINLIE (automatic processing), 2> b m — LLIE (controlled processing)
D#Z %77, Posner & Snyder (1975a, b) 12X % 2 @3t (two process theory) 7%
EDHEHLIH BH3, Posner 5 OHREHRNTIE, HEEWEMEDER S 414 212D
5 & TR D, UIRZIEMTE & OEER 2B B U,

ZLT, BIROX 31T, XIRENR LERE, EHMOBEER 55D, KR TIERD
IO BHRTHRZED T, 9, 94 v 7HRORBNHR BB L2, 2
N5 OIFESFIEKRL TO B EF VDN TBND. 22T, CIROME I ITRIRHS
BPNTOVBY, KT, HREOHEBCEMCEE L ES VL OERE2ID H1F 5.
ZUTRRIZ, 7734V PRICBIZCLD2OD7 Fu—FRFEDNELT R R
H3 %,

II 75422038 &E

T4 RUTRREZ, TR OSBRI D IR R B X 13T C & RiE
To ZOMEELUTIE, WEHEPEET S L b dIUIIHTS L8 H 3 (e g. Posner
& Snyder, 1975a ; Neely, 1977), {B#FIROARIELTF 54 T v 7 5E & T3040
3% (e.g. Ratcliff & McKoon, 1981),

REWSHITE UTIZ, Meyer 5D—EDHZE (Meyer & Schvaneveldt, 1971,
1975 ; Meyer et al., 1975) 2517 % T EMTE 3o 5 OREVIIRERSEE R, —BiT
FRRIESE (lexical decision task) EFFIENTH D, WEREITERTR S NIz TEGHS
EBEOHELEP 2B IS DTH 2. HAE, BRINIITEFH “NURSE”
Thiug yes, “NIRSE” THHUF no &% 3IET, Z DRIGHR 2 E et L
%o REMFMEPK LICRINTV S, 2T, T2 HEOBESAIETIN, &
TR ORI XTI EANDD B0 BEREDRIGT 3 LEVEEEBZRBNT2E
HOXFIIHRR SN, FARORIGH KD 5N bo 1IZUERTEEL DS54 25
EBT, 551 OXFINUIMDEET & KDIDANC EDB B1OTEH R 75 4 &
(prime), H2DOFF|% %~ b (target) EERETIIE, T4 2E4—7y
FOMAEDRIISEETE S (F1) 5, CCTHEESIOIR, MEISHICHED
BATH 5. REMNBRBK 2ITRIN TV D, CORIE, %—% v MNINT 3 EE
FHHE (B LHEER B 5v) 2, 2T 54 b EERIVSEBEEGESD 3D
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NO: 754 sy rHRe & - mEsnns

fixation first first second second
points letter string responce letter string responce
+ NURSE +
nyesm nyest
+ -+ BUTTER
reaction \L delay ' reaction
foreperiod — ——  time /I interval I time
/L
) —

K1 75432 IEREFEH Meyer of al., 1975)

K1 FEROEFEZRNIZST4 30 VERCBI S 75 4 be
2—5y FOMAEDEH  (Meyer et al., 1975)

Correct

Stimulns Type Examples Responces

associated words BREAD—BUTTER yes-yes
NURSE—DOCTOR

unassociated words NURSE—BUTTER yes-yes
BREAD—DOCTOR

word-nonword WINE—PLAME yes-no
HAIR—VEATH

nonword-word SOAM—GLOVE no-yes
NIST—LAMB

nonword-nonword NART—TRIEF no-no
FOCK—BAME

575 F
S
w
2560
w
=
R 545 F
3
5530 F
<C —~
& k>
Z515F 2
& J: ﬂ 1.0¢
] &

ASSOCIATED UNASSOCIATED
WORDS WORDS

K2 77430 7EBRCE T 5 RENER Meyer ef al., 1975)
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(e.g. NURSE—DOCTOR), 7st % (e.g. NURSE—BUTTER) 1k > TELIH
DTHb0 COEPBELNTL ST, 2 DDHENERNEMEBERICH 5505, 7S
BATL bRTRINZE L, BELDI, COREIX, 774 2 k> THESRIE
BREOSTARDS, & =%y N OMBEREELIZEDENVAS, 2F D, 1 DOHERTrC
L - T, ZNEBRMICEROD 2 HE~OHFEVEE Y, 215 OBEORAE
BEXHED NI EEZLONS, ’

CDE578F 54 2 U ZHHRITISNT, 2EOBOBEEEBENAS R ZREIZLT
WAL, TORIEDWTIIRETHRT S C LU, XETIR, MOBERICOWTERE
LTHLo

Y, BRI TEREZYRGREZLONB T 54 2 L /558IE, MEOE DBRET
HENBBBISDTHA S o COEBPIRRBIIDIT, FEOYFRIINEE ORI HE
INTVB, Meyer 5 (1975) %, FIBONEBHE 25t (encoding), FEEIE
DR (lexical memory retrieval), KH(MFE(T (responce execution) D 3-DODEY
TR E LS DIT, BRIXXRBETIO2 o085 5 DB TIITZ5 L OWR2HELL S
EUTe ZT T B, Sternberg (1969) DIREHRRD/CT £ 4 A DIRFUTUTZD >
T, FBOYENEEIRAOTELOBRBOACHET 2 EE A, b UBRISURDS
ERBREOBBEOAMTHEL TS Z51E, HEOYBENEEORE L I THY,
WERD RT KB XIFTRIIMENTH 2 EFRI U, —HREHHE U
BVTWVWA7s5, HMEROREEANALNITHAS, FERIE, 2—7v FDOEH
(intact) ZRECHEMEEISHTUIZEED RT 13 528 msec, FEHAEES ST UIBA
1% 566 msec T, 38msec DS54 T U IRNB LN, LY (degraded) Fff:
(FIBUT K v bt 2 2ERQTIER) Tid, BIBEENIT LTSS 657 msec, JEHEEEE
VAT UTZHE 728 msec &75h, Tlmsec DF 4 3 V7 HEMABLNIZ. 2D,
R O EEREE & BIRISUR & ORISR EERG A BNIZ T ED 5, B Hid, HEkRE
SR AL DEIHABRE T b B T HALDOBBEITIZ T 5T B Efss LT, 172, Becker
& Killion (1977) & FEHIRMZEEETICL > TEV L, FARORERZENTH
%0 :

R, BEEEORINTIZZ OEFAERE, RAMESHET S 3L MoNTNED
(e.g. Rubenstein ef al., 1970), Zh 5 EFEHRATIREIZEDL S ICEFELTNED
1255 o Becker (1979) 1%, BEEIHOM~<7 (e.g. FREEZING—COLD), i
BEED~<7 (e.g. REASON—MOTIVE), #R{%5~<7 (e.g. DRINK—MITH) o
STMORMEHT > THEERITL > TIERLTI S, S5I04 —4 5 F OEFEE
OREIEDERZ A TERREFE 21T 272, ZO8ER, HERICIZEIERASA S
N, 754 REEEEEL D L EEEEICE L TRENC Ehh 512 TD
TEH 5, FREEOERIIEWRNIRE E MBI 6 EEZ AN,

1212, TS DEBATTZ, &% INEERE 2T UIZRICR D IBREB I~ &0 5 B
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NO: 7542 v 7 HREEH: - s nE

MREEREDIGEICE SO TV B, b 5 WEBHEID 3 FIICR DB L %
LT HIAy — FEF I (cascade model) 12k T %< DEBRIERVHETE 3
CEDRE 1Tk H (McClelland, 1979), T DHicoL VTREHORMMBEIN T B,

I 75432y IBREEHCDULHESTL
(spreading activation model)

TIA TRV TR I BELER, 7545845y FEOBRNEE
DHEITHbo —ICIX, ZTOBKNMEENBEERIIE S 51 1 L HRIRASNEE
AbM%o HZiX, Fischler & Goodman (1978) }3, post hoc 24T »C,
BRUERE TSI 5754 I I3ROBDS, F54 885~y b EOEMREC
Lo TSNS L E%RUIZ, ¥1z Fischler & Bloom (1979) i3, %754 &
&UT (e.g. She cleaned the dirt from her D, BRICERUIZZ =79 b
CHT BERIERELHOIHER, 794 2 bOBBBREOE N4 — 4 5 b
(e-g. shoes) DS, & =4 v b (e.g. hands) kb 3 KISHSEANC &% HHL
TN 5, [ARRORERIE, EREEUNOFETLALATINS  (e.g. Loftus, 1973 ;
Rosch, 1975),

LDk 5 sHERIZ, —RTEMILOTEE S v  (spreading activation model:
Collins & Loftus, 1975) 1Tk > THEIN T2, DT Fovi, HERIDE (se-
mantic memory) OREML2ODEFNVTHS, %v hv—2E51 (Collins & .
Quiliian, 1969) &4r#iHEie 71 (feature comparison model: Smith et al., 1974;
Smith, 1978) LDREEFVEEZZL T EXNTES (Kintsch, 1980), ©F b, FiE
DOEBICER BB WIIEAH &, BEONHITESRBOICEAN E2WOARTZLD
EWVAD, COEFNVTEIBRMORIZEIZEZRL, BHROTO S DIXZEANICE L
T, BNIDFBEINET2L582y by -2 BEPIRELT, 211560 —
K (node) HZHEA TG U > 2 2R T, EHALDED > T EZA TS (K3)o
Towk s bic, SOEEE, 0, BEGERRETAIER»LI CI3EEBHL T 308,
ARESOTERT 2 MDA R IITHERE 5o

T, HAMIHERLS NS L, B A Y by =2 DY L 2ILZ S TEN ST
W, VrrDRs (O HVHEHOBERO®MS, K3 TRESTER) KKEMILT
BWAUTOL o 72, HEELIIFMRE LA RBELTO S, SEIFRREELDOE
LR EBOBS — FOPRBCERLINAEE2ED TN E) BiNEshz, 2
UT, o/ — FOEMICESBERZ C 2% &, ROFERR (evaluation phase,
—TEOYTEB) ~EHlre 2 CTHAIE, RBDHEEEDED & - T2 BEERICHE -
TZHEES TIN5, EWHIRENWSINTIVS, Collins 51, HFIY —HH DA
Bk (e.g. Loftus, 1973 ; Freedman & Lofus, 1971) %, Juolal Atkinson(1971)
DX, Conrad (1971) OXOEKIBIERLE DR > LHMATE 2 E0 B,
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K3 EHLOEEE F LIl 3 EkniEs

BB, — F2EDL, Z2hb 2R
Uo7k, 0 EERNERISRNC &
2RLUTW3 (Collins & Loftus, 1975),

CDEFNVOELERERL TS,

112, COEFVREDOEERRTTE D, b OEBERZHETE 5 KM,
LhIZT B L OHEEE2 BT Z 1§ YR TIZ WD, &0 5 #H¥D5A 515 (Smith,
1978)c LU, Lk, EMHALE ZOMEEV S ZBAHTEPED—RZEDEZST
%X T¥ D (e.g. Anderson, 1976 ; Bower & Hilgard, 1982), ZDEiHFDEHER R
FTHEDEVAL I : '

TCTC, RO F 54 2 SRERPBAHUTAL 5o BELOEEEF VITE 572
51F, HABEERPBATAENS L EIX, ZOHEENIGUIZ Ay b — 2 HOS
— FREHLIRACETHY, ZOEMHMNZY 7 2R > TERWIGEO S, — F
ANEED TR o CDEHICEAZBHIE, T4 2 EBROFNE =7y SRR
It E, ZREMNBUIES, — FIZT TR H ABEFEEIEE > TWABDT, 5F
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NE: T4y vy 7R eSS - mEEmmLE

BB~ SHECBAE R € A 2 ToDICRERIFELEIR D5 T A, 2N0 ARIEI5E
{BEDITLERT B EWNTER D, 12, 754 3 L VBRI EENHOATTL,
BRI oW Th A 60, FEREOEFDLIN TS (Sperber et al., 1979; McCauley
et al., 1980 ; Carr ef al., 1982),

LLAT, BT 4 22—y MEDERIBEEDEID, 514 3 L7 5ED
RESITHET 3 LB, BT S COBRETE LTS 513 (Warren,
1977 ; Fischler, 1977 ; Koriat, 1982), ¢ O&WENOEEL, 1) ﬁgbs‘ﬁfga 2)
R EUTEDNIZ S 4 2 L& =5y VY OEEBEIBRENES S, 3) T4 A
L& =%y D SOA (stimulus onset asynchrony: 2 DODHED onset DRI
[B) BRIz3, CERENELLNBD (de Groot et al., 1982), EHTIX/T e 17
UIT, D& 5 S ISERTFRLEDENMNCE > TIHEDZEENALNIDD» S L
TR, X OEELRIL, COEFVH, WEREOTILMEICENT 2B E Ok
BELUTVELETHD, LI, EIRCOERERLZITINTIS S 4 3 L7 8BED
TORHBIZED IS0 Z CTWIT, T T4 2 2 7RI 5 35S OO/
BT DV TIRET T %,

IV 75430 73RsnEBHR

1. Posner & Snyder @ 2:BFEE )

T4 R TREFHREOER & DEE P T REHWAEE LT, Posner &
Snyder (1975a, b) DOREBDT 5N b, WHITIVT > Ny MXFRHBE LT, #
ZiL “AA” 7251 yes, “AB” 551 no EEST AL ERRDARAE Yy F L SR
2RV, ZUT, CORBICHKITTASI4 2HELTT VT >Ry b 1
WIRIRIND DIZN, yes RIGDHAICONT, —HEHE BAE “AA” LT
“A” DIEIT), WAL BIAIE “AA” ITSHELT 47 T, R—E&HE Bag
“AA” ITHUT “B” 23517 O 3EKHBHRITI SN, T AEEBRINI. CCT,
BEREDT 7 4 2T HEBRIET AToDIT, —BEELR—BEHED 4 fE0HE
THELY 2 EREE, MR —HRMEY—BREO 4 EORETHET 2 BRI O 2 B
DRI bl ZOME (K4), F542L% =4y D SOA % 250 msec LI F
THHL, EER, FEBHEIK, o F r FVICBEUNRIGERE, —E&E»FRT
FE, R—BEAL D b (BEPR), B=HIREUTH-2. —F, SOA 8
500 msec 723 &, FFFEBEETIZ SOA WSO & ABITEEDIREI A BNIZIZTT
HoTohs, EEETIE, BEDRE LV, T—HEMPHIELL D §BRS &0
HHZIRS A 51720

Posner 5%, b OIERZEECOILEODE 2T THIETIDTH B, 206
BICIRD2EDO S OWH 3 EEZ TS (2:BFEHGR © two process theory), 1D
IZEEAERE (automatic process) TH Y, B 5 1DIXEHBAERE (conscious pro-
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LOW VALIDITY

=N W
o o o
T 1 T

--0
O -=-Ow o -7
: ==0-

o
T

1 1 1 1
00200300 500500

HIGH VALIDITY

oal
o o
T T

N W £~
o o
T T

’ @——® FACILITATION

-
o
T
~
~

O .
NN O-=-=-O INHIBITION

o}

AMOUNT OF FACILITATION OR INHIBITION (MSEC)

100 200 300 400 500
PRIME TO TARGET INTERVAL (MSEC)
X4 EE# HIGH VALIDITY) &3Ep#E# (LOW VALIDITY)
TSl % i, HNHIDRSRMZL |
B2 =RT (+—AA) —RT(A—AA) #§|E=RT(B—AA) —
RT(+—AA) (Posner & Snyder, 1975a),

cess) Thro HEMBRIL, 1) FRICHEERTS OXF msec L), 2) 5k
MEBZUIEC %, 3) BHROCEENISL, BHELOED bR EEHoRIic
BHELI, O3ELI > TRHESTEN%. 2LUTCOE3DAILE - T, BIEkD
EBROFEBRNTS N THIFIROS 5N o 10 C ERFHATE X 50 —75, BB
BRI, 1) Wo<K b EERT S (300~500 msec LIf%), 2) BEAZOEB/ESE L
TRAELSY, 3) BHEAEBEOMT SN TV, BRINCERRSTEEROBRER
BT 5o AAORROUEME CHHBTNS 5N DE, D) DATHBL T
3EELBND,

%72, Neely (1977) 1375 4 3 v 2 REC—REHY /s SER B E JEE % FC, Posner
502 BEHEHRHL OB BB AR, FTWEHEZC, “BIRD” 555141
TRRINNE, £ -5 > MTZBDO—EDEZRT (e.g. ROBIN) 2R3 h (v 7 b
‘ﬁb%#%EHCBWUHM?ﬁ%ﬁ?ﬂt%ﬁw&%%®~%ggﬁngMNm
PBRRINDCE (V7 MR 2HDICEBEIE. COL3UT, BBERSS
AL 5H7 Y —HEREBNCTRSE, BEER2ATSVE0TH b, 208, 7
74 LEUT “KXX” 2RINT BHNEMEE, Bie—2y POSESNTH & 13— L
ROEAT Wi, v 7 MEUZMETIE BIRD—DOOR, v 7 4Tk BUILDING
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no: 734y v rpRess - gEsnng

—SPARROW) 2HIAT, % —% v M OERIERTSORIEE (K5), v ME
URA (R T, BEZHEERL, BENTHE—BRULNE—7y T3
THNZP oL b EHSbhiz. Ciud, SOA OEVIRS Tl BEIFERIC L 2 EE%)
£, SOA DEWIS TIREHNBRRIC L 2 EHEES X oHEIED, Z2hahugiz
BINTNALEERTEDTH %0 — 7 b (B T, BHENERICK 2R
ﬁbiUWﬁ®%ﬁ>Sm&@ﬁw%ﬁf@o<ba%5bm1maocnewﬁ%:,
Posner 5D 2 BEFHZZHTI2EDEVAL S,

CDX 5T, Posner 5DEFNIT 54 T U I BRITIITAEEOEESE 2L,
ZORENZHBCUIETHEINEREIDOTH D, 20K, X227 74 4 EUNH
%% (e.g. Ratcliff & McKoon, 1981 ; Stanovich & West, 1981) s& G Fish
TWbo 1212, TOEFNVIEEILOIRE e T v &M, 516 E2 -2y FOE
ERHVBEMRODIR S DERITDNTIL, EEAEMN TR, B, P54 6E2—5y
~ OERBIROM™ S, HAHVIZZOEEICL - T, B, WHD & VRS2 &
SEBHERSRINTNS (Becker, 1980), C DEADERITSHROWISE 2 izt
5783, Posner 5D E FNMLEOMIE (5138 (path way) OF#(LEWVS
REZLoTVWAI ILERZBVTE ), HEHOBRNBEROMS &oTz, iEE
ELEDEDDITONTHE Y HN TN EWV S HZBD DU,

+60 [
= (BIRD-ROBIN)
3
£ ta0t
T
= Expected
S 420 PP el category
= -
2 "
£ L (BUILDING-HAND)
5 OF———&K——— e
£
g-20r
8
i
€ _40} ~~_ - (BUILDING-SPARROW)
5 ~
15 —= No shift ~
5 | emes Shift O | Unexpected
g —60 (BIRD-DOOR) category
Lo i . i i il L

250 350 450 550 650 750
SOA (msec)
X5 v 7 b, v T P ULRBIET 28
B & HHEIORFRNZEL (Neely, 1977)
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ZLT, *v bU—=2RELIZEECOIKEE Vv E, BEINEE, BHIERD
RBIZFRICERT 2 CEICE T, 794 o758 %L b L LBETS 20TIRS
W EEZ, 1DDRH%E 5 BEITRT, 20EATOESIT, BREIHEZEERL
TWISNEET & BHRIVELTEDNTNE T E, ZUT2DX 5 ISEE s &
AL & ORFITH 508, ZDICDITRET, EEBONIE 75 4 2 o rRIC
DNTIHBRTEBL 56

2. EHIRNE S EE RGN

BEDT 54 T I HFTENT, Posner 5 L3RI -1mFHICk - T, B
HORBIERER BRI T 2 HESAON D, ZOHEEE, T 71 2 RENETRL,
ZDERD 5VIIEREBICY 2 7 FIg2IRRT 2 8L > Tt BWHENT T4 &
ZEET S RIS, BERNSIWIELIT2bEIIN, LN HETH o

BlZiX, Fischler & Goodman (1978) i3, WEAEIC, TFHEA% 1. 5sec, /4
CF54 5L THEES 40msec H AW\ 500 msec, S HIT/N& 222 % 50msec,
BEICE =7y b (HEIIIENEE) 2R, 2~ M AERIER TS
DRIz ZOER, 774 2 RREEHDS 500 msec T, WEALEIST I 14 223381
FAETE2HEAIE, 2 -7y MEELERNICEEDH 275 1 AMFIT U D
P, MEBHEREMSRITUICKEL D & 54 msec FISAHD-T0 CAUIPER DB & —3
TBe —F, 754 LEFHEH 0msec T, SIHTHBIC, WREICTS 4 2p3f
THoIPRBRTEEALNENEATS, BRNEEELSLTUIOHY, KIS
% 66 msec Hh -7,

%7z, Fowler 5 (1981) 13, FROERIREEERFAVIIT S 4 1 v 7 EBRICKIA
T, YRIDYEMETE, 754 6E~22 00D SOA »HWBEC LITHELI, 2
DOREHIL, T4 2PHBETHADEIEET 5 2 [T 2 OHEH, 74
AV (50%) KIEH L ETh o1z ERICHEDNT: SOA 1%, 10~70 mséc Tdh -
2o TOYRAYHYRMETO 1R, FTEEL% 100 msec R, WILTF 54 &%
10 msec, #2472 SOA %IWVT~v2 2 % 20 msec, BRIT, T4 2BR»5 2000
msec BICH =57y % 500 msec $BRG B &I HRECIT bz, <X 2758 U&HE
Tix, ERAD 100 msec, 5 4 435 500 msec, 75>~ 1500 msec, BRHBITE —
7y b3 500 msec TRINIZ, I HIC, FT45E5—4y FNEOBERNBEEZOGE
BPERIELICHER (K6), BHRIELIC 71325 TRNRTIT b, <2272 LM
T 38msec, v A7 HHEHETY 29msec FHHHL, L bICHELIREE)S
BHNIZe CORERDS, HEREIE 222 DRFRRE T, BHREOZTHICO

T BRTDIRIN, 779 Va~vAITHINARY IR I THIMC L »T, B
TRIBORMCERD BN D Z L h#E SN T WA (Marcel, 1980; cf. Turvey,
1973), Z 2Tk, R"EY<R I L BEPDLEFHEA LIz,
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NO: 774 v 7R e s - EEENLE

- 800F  MASK CONDITION  NO MASK CONDITION
8 ] [
=

g

=700F

&

=

o

-

o

E .

z 600

z =

w

:

i 2 3 1 2 3
PRIME-TARGET PAIR TYPE

X6 <2o&MH, <RIBUEHBCBITBESS 4 4-
=7y FOEAEDE T & OEBRIERIGKRE
PRIME—TARGET PAIR TYPE 1 : &by
BEEBZERY 2 : BIRMEREMIERY 3 : M
SE—JEHIERT (Fowler ef al., 1981),

EHNERITEBNT S, [{L0OMENTsbh (EEHNWLE), 512 07%
RBBAroNIzEEZLbN S, .

Fowler 5 D%EBIZ, BHHAVLE & FERHICESBONLET 3 BRNZUEI I INT
WA T ERRUIIY, ZOBENMTODNTEERL TN, Z CTRIC, TEDIMED
BT OWTERUITHIZRIC DN TIRRE 5,

Marcel (1980) ¥, ZEEOBWRUNIEDS, IRE—BUIZE—DERIDONTDS
fFlabh s Db, HOEKS &Y THEOBEWRIC OV TIT/SONE D, &5 HicD
WT, BEANIEEEBHBONEECIRESACERRL TN S, i, 2FE®2S
FELLUT, 32O0HFE (H3WVIIFEREE) 2MEHRRLUIC (e.g. TREE—PALM—
WRIST), ZL7T, 2FHOHEI 2 <22 DIBTICE > THEATTEXINIE L
v XU GEBEBNLEEE) &, X7 3BRUBSNR 2B UENE (B
M BRY, SEREICE, 1FHE 3FEHOMBCH U TERIVEZ KD, 3%H
DORBITKS 5 RIGHADBESIBETH 5. ZOFHEE (K7), <27 2UEHOEE,
—Bet: (e.g. HAND—PALM—WRIST) ToOKGIE, EEI#ESH: (e.g. CLOCK
—RACE—WRIST) TORIGL b $#<, (BEHENABN, I 5IT, F—BEH
(e.g. TREE—PALM—WRIST) 3EL 785 W5 MRV ALNTIZ.  Chig,
PALM &5 ZBFEEDO 2 00EBR (FO0U5, vau) O35, 1EFHOHIEE—HK
THERDOAMPNES N, 3 U3SEHORENZOER &—HTIUINHIEEINS
B, —HUZTNEIMHSNETcD EBLLNE, —T5, Y27 dHYFHTE, —HE
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Abstract

Priming Effect and Its Relation to Conscious

vs. Unconscious Processing

Jun KAwAGUCHI

" Nara Womaw's University

This article reviews the studies on priming effect and discusses its relation
to conscious and unconscious processing. It is considered that priming effect
is influenced by two main factors, (1) semantic relatedness between a prime
word and a target word (a stimulus factor), and (2) sub]ects attention or
consciousness to a prime word (a subject’s factor).

Spreading activation model (Collins & Loftus, 1975) explains how the
semantic relatedness affects the strength of priming effect, but it doesn’t
deal with the subject’s’ factor. On the other hand, two process theory
(Posner & Snyder, 1975a) describes how subject’s attention affects a pattern
of priming effect, whereas it doesn’t refer to a stimulus factor.

This paper proposes a hybrid model of two theories above. It assumes
that semantic processing occurs before a subject becomes conscious of a
stimulus and that such unconscious processing yields a different pattern of
priming effect from conscious processing.
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