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FEERIBZ AL CKIEBSEENR ORI

SFERa =]

HENROSELTH G EDO X D ICHHE, EHMEhT
WBDIEA D h. REMRORMED, Bk’ -TH
HEh 3 &332 REEREEDR (global precedence
effect) ASNavon (1977) ik > TRIESNTLUR, £
BOBRAERSITONTE L, APE T, LEFIFH
(hE - Kk - F& « REF - i - 276 - FH, 1999)
KRV, 2&o &% [KEE# (global feature) |,
% [FrHE# (local feature) | &FE3,

—EHIC KIS B USRI, BRREsic s 3 K
BOBRINEEESR (time advantage effect) & F
#B5hE (interference effect) @ 2 >%18d, XK T
. CORMMEBEEDRCDVTRFEET S,
Navon (1977) & Figure 1A /"3 X H 7 2REEO®I
# (hierarchical stimuli), 2% D/hNE VWXF XL~
THE> L REVWXFEHERIME L TEREITo 7. T
T, NSOWXFREFF#LE LT, KEOWXFRIKEK
e LTRZ 3, #BER, BEEICIERS h R8s
TN77Ry bDSTHAPHTHEMI%E, TEEH
JE EREICYIMT 2 kv o, KEVWXFED
AEYMT 2B (KEEH), NEOXFoH %KM
T 5B BREE) PRI Sh, I —HOXFRE
RE s &I icigrantk, 20E, KEESIEIE
I bEMMCECHEI NS C & (BHvEEl)
MREN1z, Navon B DfERE & - T, HELAEIC
BIEFHE (queue) B&H b, KEbSEH~ELEE X
7o

L 7 L Kinchla & Wolfe (1979) % Lawrence
(1982) id, Navon (1977 THUL Sh - HERIE Y 1
X () NSV EEERL I, Navon (1977)

D) RXOERICH .0 THRBEVKEE LLEEEX
FAFEHERERFHAIM M ERREL, HEME
e, TAPEEIRICESE#H I LET,

2) BHBRFAFEEATREM AN L RINRE

%ﬂaz)

THOWLh R KBRS BEEFAICLTHS <
Y, BFBFMICE->TRIL LEDbHTNEVLEL
Z %, Kinchla & Wolfe (1979) % Lawrence (1982)
FEEAEZERICONALERETY, SFA6~8 &
120 5 S RO 13 5 ASKIEE# & » & RUSK IR
{183 T E&RL, RKEK#ORMPIEBEEZIRH L/,
2% ) KEBNE & BB EFE 2> boTidiil,
WHchlx ONERETHIEEL SN, TLTIhH
SONRIGEBZERENFhOLBICEHEEN S LD &
i,

Zhicxf L, Navon & Norman (1983) &, Navon
(1977) &%, Kinchla & Wolfe (1979) % Law-
rence (1982) THW 7 @ (FigurelA) 3 KEE#
LB B ORILE (eccentricity) MR 3 T & %15
KL, ROE S FRIBCHT 2fETOED S DR
DERT, KERIHE, HFALRUCROELRD, FH
BTH5, —H, RAAFIEOBRHFALROER, A&
HMOTRICE - TEDLD H B, Fo & I REFI#HH
“H” Tkh 5156, M#odLEsy (“H” Ok
LEFHIMAREE S N TWE, —BIICRAEIIBVLT,

Figure 1. Examples of hierarchical stimuli.
(A) Eccentricities of global and local features
are different in Navon (1977), while (B) are
same in Navon & Norman (1983).
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3 BRI & B\ 7o KIS S5 SR O BREE

RE/BL 0 OB THE LB S BE LS h B
7% (#2 & 2 Erikson & Schultz, 1977), & Y &L
BEO/NSOWHEIZSEEINTO AFHATRIEDIE 5 HK
Bl L 0 bRHMEACER & 725, Navon & Nor-
man (1983) RLOEEZF L LARIH “C” “O”
(Figure 1B) 2T, #HEM17.25° TbKEHIH O
BB A R L F£7/22° £17.25° ORl#EicE
WTRIGE IS 2B Sl b1, 2D
BRI B SR ERIB Y 1 Rtk 2 bDOTREL, &
CE THENRSKEE LTREBER S, BRELT
MBINZPHEETHEIEE/R LI, 7/ Navon
(1991) EABEB & B O WLER DS EF- 1 2 K> ©
», EEEFINTHZ2ONPEEZEEL, RIEOHRERT
W3, X5 Amirkhiabani & Lovegrove (1996 ;
1999) i, Navon & Norman (1983) X 50, Rl
BaiEl L e E AT, REAZERICmA
EREIT-> R, WThofEA TRz
K& 0 S REIEDRIGE A E W C E MRS i,

L L CORISHEREIZS, KENE & B OERF
Hick 3 boor, WIS BB OREE
KEBHDBEDONRIDIP SV, £ I THERHETIE, /I
+ A4 ZORIBHBhY 1 TORIBEERL, FhodhyM X
OFEMERRICKY 1 XORIBZEKT % 3B ORI
(Figure2) ZHWT, lEFHE®RET 5, $48bb,
N A X e tat 4 X o K4 XOFEIE A 7 F n A
B o thIREIB - BRI E AL, RIGERZ % 4
3, LI SOUNBEINEFHS S 578 513, RIGKRE

Figure 2. Example of three hierarchical
stimuli that middle level is letter “L”, and

global and local level is “U ",

B, dif, BDNAICEL LS THA D, Navon
& Norman (1983) i 50, ZhFh OO ROE
WELL X B L ICHNEHBERORBEH VT, EES
MR (attention-divided task) %779,

F7, SREBRIBAERVCIERE Kdvhg — 7'y
PRI 2175 & &b, ETARLOBEEHEZEL S
DI QEFESIT Y, THbE, KA X&thy A4 X
DA ERE Yy MICEL (MW A XEEFEV) Ky —
iy b, EIRRICHUYNY =4y PRI, KNS -4y
FEMEAEH T B, Navon & Norman (1983) & b, 2
HRETRVTOO Y -4y PRFICBVLTH, LK
XY A XDIFHH, NEREH A IR TRIGERE A
HLXBTH A9,

A &

ERIE 2 BEROKEOHBRENGTHTH >/, H1l
OERKEY (2HEE-3BB <bbh, F20EH
BE S -4y PREFICBY B RULERIZE (Kot - o
INEEER « K/NEEEIR) T - 120

T LORBEEOKRD Y —F v bR NS =4y
PRME KNS =4 MR, SBEREOKRP/NS —
oy b D4 FKEEDBHRT SN, ATTR, £hE
NEBIC B ARUCKRIZEPNR ELE, THabL 2
BHREOKDT Y — 4 v P RFERY A XEhy 4 DK
BERIZETH D, TNy =4y P RE, KNS =4 b
EELREETH 5, £ IRBREEOKT/NY =4y b
ZHETEHAY A XEDY A4 X, A4 XENHA X, K
#4 XY 4 XORIGKEZESHV ST,

#HRE [ESHIEETIERIRZADNERICSML
72 (M=19.1, SD=2.1),

B I tVa-—9% (Apple #% iMac Special
Edition G3) %#f#fHL, v 7 b9 =7 (Super Lab)
Hf & AREBIERMTTON I, EEE (chin rest)
ZERAL, 74274 (154 v F) F TOHEBEE35.
S5cmICEE L 7o

FIMEEL RIBE, N A X ORISR 4 X 4 O
FRICHA THY 1 XORIBEEKL, /by 1 XD
R A EIRRICKY A XORIEMEHKT 5 3BERIHTH
y, BpoBFRic L THBTRRE N, FRHD
— (BEMEREILES) 3, K41 XORIEA6.25cm
(HEMHIc LTH10.08° ), thy 1 XORIFEAH1.25cm
(2.02° ), /©r4 XOF|EH0.25cm (0.40° ) Th -
1o

FgE7Lr7 7y bOL ), EAFELL (D,
LFoBgnwimE (LD Tthh, HMOEsELER, (1)
LIl (KR¥ A X ethy A4 X o /N4 XDNE, LIEIE
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BEo), (2) LI, 3) L1, (4) LI_dLd, (5) Lo,
6) LILI_L, () UL TEETH >, 2BBEEED
Kh g =4y b RETROEBUNTD, Gy —4y b
ST IREBNANBNBNTIAS, KNG =4y b R i(1N2)5)
(6XT)3, 3EBRBOKING — 4y b &M R(1)~(T)
2TOREMBHVLN, &6, (T UL By -4

FAESEHOVEETH B,

FhE AERIA-ODH Ty b hORBY, FHhE
643817, FH256ERITT TR AL, ThThoy T vy
MiE2BERB O RS, dUNRM, KNEE, BLU3
BEEHEDOVTNLTH S, Ty 7Ty PHNICHOD
HEE 1 AR IT 7. FNFhOH Ty MITABHIICHE
ABLUBHAITH LR AHEEATER Y, BFERENE
BEELIEBRLTVWAIEERVELERE L, Th7
oY+ 7Ty FARITO S LO16RIT (4520 1) &,
Y=y bESEBVEIBTITH D, B OISHITRE
=4y ricESENT, ERERRIEE X 2455 T
Hoto BB, + 7y FDOIFFRIEEBRERTHY v 51—
Ny vRENT,

FNFhORTII-O>VTIE, EFEHEA “+7
1,000msiR/R & 1, K\ CHER PRI A150ms
ERENT, FIEPIRRENEK, vy —v <27 BH
o, HBENRIEETS 2, &L < 1E3,000msAs
BT HE2R7IHEA, 1,500msD 75 v 7 DRITIK
DORITICHE - 12,

WERE I, BEICR RSN IEERNHC, Kbhoy
AXCELLTTLT7 7Ny +DL (L) BEETHTL
3, EA¥ELEZL () BEFNTVEIETES
P2 ES IERICHT L CRRED + — 2L, WIhbg
FRVEES (LULLD @ F—2WEFicnsd T EMK
Hoht, LICEF-—F—FD “2” & -, Efdk
LELicid “/ 7 #—2EpHToht,

= R
MNCEEZD 7 — 3 DAHAV SN, REOTY

Table 1. Mean response times (ms) and error rate (%)

#

FRIGEE]13534ms, FHERERIIS5.82% THh »71. 1,
2000msPl EOfE%A /R L A RICEKRIEZANE & L TBRA
L7

RIS R&H0RIGHRK % Tablel iI/RT, &
o B RIGEBZEE R, 2 BHR 6 KED RS
%fT- 72 (Figured), ZTD#R, RICHKMEZEOFHE
(F(2, 22)=8.07, p<.01) &, BEHE X KGERZEZO
KEERA (FQ, 22)=9.33, p<.01) BEETH- 7,
BEHoFHE (FQ, 11)=0.44, ns) BEETLE -
too RHEAFRIDPEETH - cd, BEFHERE
EfT-7&El s, SWEBRHCBT 2 RICKEZD
PR (FQ, 4)=17.21, p<01) FEETH > 70, 2
MERtcBVWTRERTHL - (FQ, 4)=0.16,
ns)e Thicxtl, FEHE (Tukey ic &3 HSD KRE)
EfT-o1ce A, IRBRECET 2 RPHER IO
B bEBRICESNSP ST,

(ms)
950 - [ 13 hierarchy
- 2 hierarchy
200
& 150
@
&
2
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w
3
&
50 -
0
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[ 1 .
middle-big  middle-small small-big

targets

Figure3. Difference scores of response time
at each sizes

response time (ms)

error rate (%)

size
condition big

middle small big middle small no target
2 hierarchy
* big-middle 463 563 - 2.7 9.8 - 0.5
* middle-small - 473 568 - 34 5.7 1.7
* big-small 470 - 604 3.8 — 10.6 1.0
3 hierarchy
* big-middle-small 485 495 674 7.4 2.1 17.6 2.1
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3 BEIERIBE BV o KB SE N R O REE

mEE SR & EREIC 2 BR 6 KEOHHATE
-8R, BEHM (FA, 11)=0.04, ns), RIGER
% (F(2, 22)=2.38, p>.10), BEEH < KIGHBZD
ZHER (FQ, 22)=38.18, p>.05) bIcHETRYE
ﬁ’of:o

=4y b EEGTBVLRBCHT ZRER 2FT0
4RD1RE -4y bEETRORIE (LILILD THY,
ol —%Hd LBELANENS, COMEEE:, 2
JEEREXRT Y — 7y FEE - dUNY =y PR - KD
g =y bR, SEBEEOKRKPNY =4y FRED
tagehrhicowTEL, 1 BR4KEDHH
DET-o /e TORR, FHRIABETAL- L
(F(, 11)=2.05, p>.10)

z =

AFEO B, SREORIHERVT, KRN E
BB OIEFEHZ RT3 2 & Tdh - 12, EROER,
QBETIRVWThO Y -4y FEREFIKBVLTS, DK
YA XDEIDBPNEVHY A XX SEINETEAE L,
Ty -4y FREBORICKHZICEEZIED S H
Whpotie THid Navon & Norman (1983) O#ER
LBAENTH %,

—HT, SBBOLMTIE, RIGERIAE, ohif,
BEROIRIcEL 125 2 &1i37 <, Navon & Norman
(1983) DFREREARBETH -1 THOLHRENER
KRB o FHErklgic @ s - TEFRICEL O Tid
VI EMRINTI,

AR TR IBBORIBMERA VWS I ET, #ERD
2BBORIBMTRASHICENE 2 - 2ODHERHBR
AN, 12, KiBUENEVWDLITEREL, Bl
BEBBWEWVWS T ETH B, AR 2BBORHETD
o &I, KRR EBFRLEOEREEII RSN
ThH, TRRHEMHLETLLEV, SBEBORBICS
3 B/ A INDORIGERI, K4 XPhy 4 X%
NICHRTHEICEL, F1KH1 X&thy 4 XBlicE
BERIHONL M1,

b9 1213, KN LR LEOBEXERICERE
TEBHIETH B, Navon (1977) W ARERIB AR T]
BB S h B &Rt KD 2BED S —4
FEREBICHEEZRED SN h ot Paquet (1988)
RAHRIB O PIER L TV B8, R LEE
Xt AR E RS R E TR L bIch SbN
TWhb, %71 Navon (1977) % Navon & Norman
(1983) TRBFRIEAF v F TS TV B DXL,
flin% < DEE (Kinchla & Wolfe, 1979; Lawrence,
19826 88) WEFRES I 4 v TibhTVWE, T3

bHE#EICE, Navon (1977) % Navon & Norman
(1983) 1k kv P EBDEARIBE U, R XF% DERIE
ElL-3WBORIHMEDVIEI B, LL, Navon
(1977) % Navon & Norman (1983) i, o 54 v
HgEH W ERLRIEOERPBONATVWS, T14b
b, KB & BRAE IRAENRITO D TIRE

, FERE->TIhsoBELHERICEILIE SN S
TEBRENT,

ASHROBEE LT, IBBRIZCX2THBIRER
452 & TH B, May, Gutierrez, & Harsin
(1995) KBV TRENB LI, THHRIEMEIE
MR EE LR B A D =X LE2F L TH AT
» 0, FEEIEEMIE L OBEIC HBALDEFE ST b,
IO RBEORETH 5, AR TCRAESREE
BITbhi s, BEOBICOAEEL M 3 FEEEPE
& (selective attention task) &[5 U < K5t
TT—ROUICITDODNRTVWE FETH 5, Navon &
Norman (1983) cBLWTHENHEE L AREDH
BORIG Y — v OERIRHESO TV WA, 3HEE
FEABOCTHEREZITTORMIED L5 1CBbh 3,
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ABSTRACT

The verification of global precedence effects on 3 hierarchical stimulus

June KIMURA

The purposes of this study were to verify the sequence of global and local processes.

The

experiment used 2 hierarchical stimulus showed that latencies for bigger stimulus were shorter than

those for smaller stimulus in both target conditions, while the experiment used 3 hierarchical

stimulus didn’t show it. Thus the results of for the experiments indicated that visual processes

didn’t progress from global to local stimulus orderly.

Key words : global precedence, time advantage effect, 3 hierarchy stimulus

—191 —



