HIEREGERRICB T 5 R My — TR

H OZF O A

[¥—T7—F : Stroop effect, word matching, color matching,

perceptual encoding, reaction time.]

ARRTLLTONF I bR, ERONELRELOEHETL
BRLEEXEL TV, L, BB L LTOXEREE L LOFRLE
i, FROYEBCHERATS I kb L, AN ROBTHER L
DA LERPHEEDTHADH BB > T, BEAEDHATIR, X
FRBEOTML, BREMETEIBHLTE D L 5 ik b, Cattel
(1886) 12, #eefalcxid B AFRITH & XFREFEOmMAL, bbb X
hEPRORSREN L, HEHEHERPEROHERLESGIETVDE LI
TIREALTHH N, AFCHEORAIAFEECT bR 2 b IcERR
ENmE D, ST 54HFR L 0 b HERY (automatically) 27

1) AT 5 EEFERAZAHEF R LR O—NCHEEE L
D THD,
ok, AFRO—EBEY BALEESH58E (19944£E) TV THE L,
2) ABXOERCHi o TIREWEEE ¥ LR TR UERREARSK
¥, BEERZER, BARSECEI S ELET,
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S TWVWABLDRINLDOEENETS & L, Yo BEETHMR
NG EL AR LIFERE LB,
Stroop (1935) 1%, HE® X 5 7 BRI LR S OBFIEH & BEE O
LOBRERA T Hcde, BREEY ThXEURTARERRL»> G
THRR LIFI#E AV TERET -

2. RPIL—=THE

2-1. RML—7REEX ML—THR

Stroop (1935) 437 » 1B TIX, FlxE, K1 v 7 THivvhic ThH)
EVCOHEFEOI IR, BEAKOBERIC L o TREAZALERIRTY
HEEN—H LI VEE (F—HEP), TORMDOERE TR DL
MR R RS BE O RIGRE IR, B0 X 5 el © & O FIEO B ER
(D5 —%— 3 v 7 OFHENE) 2 ROCBORIGHM L v B b (¥
FBILIDTHHR), ThilBLT, A —BEGOEEIHALEED
HREOHmHR (7—F V) —F 4 v7Off#&EH) Lo, RKEBEER
EEM e\ (Stroop, 1935), hbOBE&ES, —BIKA P —FHE, F
TR P A= FFHEFER TS, ¥, TOX5RBLEEEN—KL
TV LEAFHR 2T e 5BEEY A b A — 78E, hitA
PV —=F e h T T FFALERATWD,

ZhbHOEEKE, Stroop (1935) MEEBEELAT—HKTHIHEET
DEBEDZER ST L L BN, ZOHOWERC Ly, HE RUB%
DELZLhEREFRL - TETWS, flxi¥, Dalrymple-Alford &
Budayr (1966) 13, T—H&HLETTIREL, HEELEA—KLTLD
BE (—HBEH o THRLT-Twb, 22T, HHlEELI DD
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— & HEDOBLEHROFIEL 7o b (BEE X B IEDR), —B&RHOH
FOFTACBE LT, HHEEEOBNSEALRLRR W E W5 BER
PELRTWS, ZOBELUE, = br—-7RETE, #HHl, T~
—HD 3 0D F I B KIGKE 23 R Shp o Lpisw (Dyer
1973a; Jensen & Rohwer, 1966; MacLeod, 1991),

oDk 5 ko, Cohen, Dunbar, & McClelland (1990) 13 <
P — TR, AN — FREOELECRT BEFORL L BAITFR
DIGREDIETIETH B & Lic, Thobb, HHEOBRIBH DL
BEeoafEEY ERTHHESNE, GRMEYZOREEIARE LURT
B Ric - B TERTHA—HE M, ROGREEYXOBEIRX
BLRTETETRTH—HEEDOThLTRITE T, (@QHEFEDH & 25,
HH, T—, —FO L DR T RIGEREEL bRV &, (b)
AR O RIS H S & i LC—#&aTiEm (REDH,
R—HE&TREY (FTHEHR) & Ths, IDE, TOEOPETIX
— B TFHBHRL, REDRIVIREVEVWIERIPELR TV S
(Dalrymple-Alford, 1972; Dunbar & MacLeod, 1984 ; Duncan-Johnson
& Kopell, 1980, 1981; Dyer, 1973b, 1973c, 1974; Glaser &
Diingelhoff, 1984; Glaser & Glaser, 1982),

W, IEBCETA—HEHFCBT 5 FHHRLT T, —H&EHt
BT A RESDHREYDEDRHABNEA b —THREFEh T3, UTF,
RIWL TR, —HEHCBT5REDGRE L FDIIEEDOA P v —THR
EDWTEBERIT - T <,

2-2. RyFLHCEBAM—TEREELHX ML—THE
A PN —FRBORKEY, BRECEERIEYRDDZECDHD, Lk
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L, Yo F v ZRIDVRIEERDDFEEI L 20 TbhTw5, —iH
K=y FVIREBA P~ THREL, AREEY—HDH IR —KD
HBHETRNTLENRHERART, TORRCHCAAERE,»OEOE
BHERYBOONFTERT D, 75—~ F Vv /7 HETIERECE
MR OBOZHLE UL 0r BER (MBI ohnr @RS, v
=NV F v B CRENRBROBE LA U O HER (LB
DERLFEIRERD, COL 5k FVI/RXBA M —7REACE
THRFRICERD DA A — THRELAROKEIELRATVS, Th
XL, B EERS) & LCRAOHBER T Ak L oai
HeRuic rr—7RETIR, RERIGPBEAORERIRB X 538
CEWTRALRDIA M —THRIFB R~ LEREBELRL T WS
(Chmiel, 1984 ; Flowers, 1975; Martin, 1981 ; Treisman & Fearnley,
1969), Tihrbb, 5 -~y FvrTIR, HEH, 7% —FKorogk
BB Th RIS EN L, V- F=,F v 7/ Tit, F—REHBT
DFE, —BEETOREDYHRILAEDND, ChLORZUTHA + L —
TR LR TW B,

RERIEE RDIA P v — FREL, EPXFREFROERCERNE
BEHEIRTVABET, 7—FI)—F 4 v /eh5—%— 3 v7/700E
WBRILEEZLNBEN, T o FVIRIDBA M~ FHRECIE, HBERIE
PROOEER TS0, BRETIM L > TEHI RS TR 5 NEEEMN
Riz->TL %, Thebb, HENHLECOBEC LLES, V- F<,y
F vV IR B OB S ENRMEMENCRA Ok <y F v 2T
RFTIOD, #5—<, F v/ TRENLEEOESYVERLIY, *
DEREEH L IcBEY~y F v/ TH LB, BN R
LG ER, 75— <o F v 73R B oS0 O BN B & aEie
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FLLDE <y FVY 7 TREFTLIVA, V-V F v/ CREEND
BOEZEERIE, TORKCHLLHBE~<y F v 7/ THERR
5o

DY SEBRERIGERDEA ML~ TRBE <, FVIRIBA N
— 7HEL, £ UHBRRIFEMULTH32, ZoNEBRIFAEO LD L

Tz i,

2-3. X ML—THROER

A A= PHEIMERAEABC SV TEDLIRELD RO WT
1, TrarEge{tsi (Hock & Egeth, 1970; Williams, 1977), #E%
By EES: (Morton & Chambers, 1973), BE)AE K (Dunbar &
MacLeod, 1984 ; Glaser & Glaser, 1982; Harvey, 1984 ; Logan, 1980;
MaclLeod & Dunbar, 1988; Marcel, 1983) © 3 -oDgiB A 7c 3Ty
%,

MEHASTIL, A b — FHRORESH LRI OF S LOBFHTK
WU\ %, Williams (1977) X hid, FETREFBROFRRELHEM
T3 EBHEODOARMEN LTFEBREL, ZOLBRA M —7F
BRETBELTVS, L, ZOHBR, —BEHCE - TERES
BINLTWBIR bbb, REDEFPELLZEAFHF TE o\, ¥
7o, BELOBRENEZEF TOABRYELOMHET WA LHEATD
5o

R AEEESLY, UToRHEEET, Tihbd, a) BLHEFED2
DORTEOFIWIL RIS » EETEINCAEIhD, b) WHEDORTOR
BONERBIABHR INERIGF + VR EED, £1LT, TD2D
DBREHRIEORD 1 DRI NEEORIGEHFERD LV DTH %,
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¢) MBOHEMPAEEEIMEOKTHZ, COBL DL, KL
BEEAND LM QB ERE SR, BEOMRIIADOME X H HIES
HOBRECET b B T2 RN EEL XV FE2%ET 5,

LaL, BONBEHEEFEOMIAL Y IEL T2 b, BLEREYY
BELCARBABENRLIILETLTER LB S T (Glaser &
Diingelhoff, 1984; Glaser & Glaser, 1982), EZMEfix B cHEX
7% T3 (Dunbar & MacLeod, 1894; MacLeod & Dunbar, 1988),
FBOFRATARCIDZEEIZHLCEVIBRPIBLRTV3, 2hbD
FER AR R B TR T & b

HEE RS, LaBerge (1981), LaBerge & Samuels (1974),
Logan (1978), Posner & Snyder (1975) < Shiffrin & Schneider
Q977 o HBYME (automatic process) & 4|74 (controlled pro-
cess) D&% A b A — FRRR Y Tizd b D THS, LaBerge (1981)
B E, HEARIAWEYE ERABERNOMKELET 2 L EHESH
Tw%, Tinhh, BBLABIRESASL6h5 L, ThicERELAG T
WAHWIE WL L TABENET S h, EREORREE LR/ odfl
DMBEOFE R Z T Ie\v, ZThicw L, HELEEEXHET bh Tk
FHhEETINT, LWEAETIhTLEBEORAEZEOHREYZ T 50
TONEDOEEL XTS5, ¥i, HHAETHDH, HHLE TS B0
i, 2{ERcd O TR, ABMITEEOBM L LTRESRS, A b
= ZERNL, BREAEIENOC EBAE TS D, BONESHEMNE
THBHEFRETHZ LI VFBAZINS,

BEA A= 7HROBERPOBRE LTI, T OEBABREHI—BI
RFARLRTVSH, WS OnOMBEREIN TS, O &k, X
RYSLERRER & Ak, BAFHOREBI L » THHEEBEOHRARIFEYZIT
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s~ & (Dunbar & MacLeod, 1984; MacLeod & Dunbar, 1988) ¢
B, 500, BERERBMLACLHR THEOH AL RD IR
BT EI T2 AEAMThbR TUWAREEIVRE IR TS T &
CFH - &k, 1989; FH - AK, 199D) 7 & TH5,
PEo32oo#Biz, Fhdb W onolBEXY ATV %, ZDXi7%
R #A T 5 D I HER AOUEER L S & b 2 5 NERD
%, Sternberg (1969) i1z DEDOBRFEOMBE = FTALE LT, a) FED
AJ1, b)) WHMORE, ) RKIGOER, d) RIEOHI OB R T
Wh, TOXHCHEECLCOOLEL, W OHDRMENDILSEANLL
HEBTHHLEELLRD,

AEBRTIE, Tk LEANCAERAEON, FMBERAATIRT
HOHBOMEHRENELND T TORE (FMORBERE wkit3
HEE L G oMERRE L, B0 3 DORBERORELRA D,

3. = B

3-1. B 3]

Ltk b, MEHESH TR, HRATEBEO LB OB
CERWTOHRABOESHFEEL TS EEL bR, iz, HRML
HEES T, BHRABBRCKCTERFR ORI O NBIZNTICET
EhrEELLR TS0 L, HERABEFEH TIREFEOFTALRD
TG A AR TH 3 BFMOLBIRETIRTEFE L BT
Do FIBOEBMBMT KT 5 ERFhofEOMBEHET > 2 L X
D, ThOOEROEYUKLYRFTTHI LATES,

AERTIE, BABRCREAOHERO L S 1 BEOHBRBE Avic
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KD~y F VI IBA LA TRBELIR), BLEFDO2EEY
Frc e e BRI V5 2 L X D BEREBE R ST 5 ThZhofl
BWOMBABHNT B LK L, Tibb, HRHEE LCENH
WO—B G L ABOBEBEAFED AMNIE LRTE T I GRRERY
AVCTEREZ T, ZOXREHESVTL, AD~y F v 7 2RD
bhicrd, BEo~yFvr7eRbbhicBed, EREBLThLh
DHMBERRERERTEZ LI L Y RIEOERYRITTHZ EMRTED,
Thicky, FMZHBRBCRT EELALONBYRNTHZ EHT
&%,

3-2. A *

WERE LEELED, BERXFORTHRARFOKREE, K¥BAE 36 £
EBREI2OOFEC L Th 18 ZT o5 v AREI VS THRT,

B <—vrarzve.—x (NECPCHO801RX), F 4 =7 v A
(NEC PC-KD854), % , 527y —v (NEC PC-9873), &EIDEERT
12, RIGKMOHEAZA~=—cLT, Isc1000 7 7 v b $5X51T
VT FCERB LI T —F vERE Ui,

BHOERE HREOCHERET 4 AT VA HELEELRD LOET 4
ATVAREE 45cm DBD Ly 45° DAETEE L, #ERZ LT
4 AT VAR TEDY, Kb = 2EEE B & OEE H40cm %
FoX3IBEREN, T4 A VvA ORHAPH D, EREANDIRY
MU THEERBTEREY T 0

FBRUZOMOME FEIT 4+ 27 v 1 OFROFPBETHER
Lz, BERRL, 55 X10mm DRADEH TH5, Zhiud, Ek,
REREZR L,
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BRI OMERME L LT 2XFE O FRABLHESRE (“7r°, “7
A7, A7) RV, BEME LU, BEERMIELTIEHOAY
Auwic, ZhooBFLAErnL, BERBKOKH DI “++” &F
%, BELEOHHOLDIBEY AT, BER, MBERRADORSSL
ki, 1XF4 12X10mm T, RTEC 1B TO8ER L, ERT
i, MERBFELEOELE ¥ (BEAD “+47) K<, 200BHO
EToMAZEhe (156 BHOFE) AV,

BT, “THT, TAT, ‘AT DERERIETETH 3
mrRVi, Thbik, EFBRTHCEIAICER L, 2hbiy, £kt
FHERIA, SREIEREMTHIY VR — "I VAR L o1,

RERHE ERI2X3O2EREFETT -7 F£1OERI, EyH
BOBBEME L —R LB L ERT 275 -~y 5+ v 7 HE (CM)
EERIR B O BRI L — B LB E BIRT 5 7 — K~y 7 v 7R
WM Tths, thbit, RMERTHS, F2 0B, BRI
BED L= OBYED L L FEOFHHIEME (CM Tk “++” k@S
b0, WR TREGOGEE), GENEEERECHT5RIGAR—T
HH5HEG B, Ko “7H7), dEEEERR T ARG
BRIL - TOBR—FKGM (FIE, BQGD “7T4") Thb, hbit,
BAERTH B,

FhE ATRERS %" B8) 0BR X - THE5, BRARE
RO B (BERHRIMASTRINDEHN KET L, BEfAORR
2B 500 ms BIEE R BT DI, LW I RETFLREOR S,
REFR V- 2D -TFLAVR, FEE»D 500ms Bio
ROEL, BERCENPE AERINS, FREIFECIH Uk hEhl
EERL, T4 AT vA LORBRBcFCMID Z Ltk h KIET %,
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BERREHRIET 2 & AR R EE»DHEL 5o

RIGE Rl R B D 2R 2 B #ERE O RIG T TOM% ms B TEHH
Lo ROBITIE, BRENT 4 ATVA LD yF A7 Y —vD 1T
fEhsz il virdbhsd, EROWHI2T -V rravda—&
X oTiTote,

R BRECE, BEAHC L TEBH ELRBEERECSWT,
BRI & M B2 R o LB e IR L, T& 2 E0HE B RIS
THZ ExRDI, T, CM &R\ Tit, BEBMEOBMEIHTH
DIHOERZEN LI T2 X570 &bl X 5 Hm Lic,

3-3. & #

B L R sl 5 P RICHRE R Table 1 iR,

Table 1 Mean correct reaction times (ms) for each tasks and
conditions in experiment

TASK=2>/CONDITION control conflict congruent
CcM 544. 16 600. 79 549.50
WM 672. 86 756. 84 635.27

2> CM =Color matching task
WM =Word matching task

ThHOfFERY 2X(3) 02 BERESBAWC X - TRES LR, 5
% KETHRBEOEMR FQ,17)=6.14, p<0.05), SHOEXHR F
(2,68)=56.1, p<0.05), ROBRBELGHEDOKENEH (F(2,68)=8.33,
7<0.05) BNENEhBEETH -7, REFAKEETH DT, Th
FROBMEDRC OV THRHEIT> %, TOMKRE, ThLhoffics
I aEBEEOME (F(A,85)=10.28, p<0.05; F(1,85)=15.11, »<0.05;
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F(1,85)=4.56, $<0.05), RUThFhoOBRE KT 2%E0HE (F
(2,68)=p<0.05; F(2,68)=51.44, p<0.05) 7 5% KETLTHET
BHot, IHLBECET &G0 RE L T4« HSD ikt
DH5EEBHT 7, TOFBE, CM BEL TR, #Hil—F—% T
——HOEFMHRIC 5% KETHREN A DI, Hl—— Bt
BOTREEZER AR, 27, WM B LTI, £ To%&tEK 5%
KETHEREN L BRI,
RREIEDDLERDL S D, a) EDLEBETEH, CM O
2 WM ORISR L b S BFcEr -7%, b) CM Ti, R—H4tic
BOTRERC L 2TFEHERLSNR BN, —HKEMHFTE T REL Rz
bhigl, ¢) WM Tit, R—FKEHI\TLEIR L 5 FEHEDHEN,
—REHC BT L5 {EEDHELL DR,

3-4. E 2

UFezh bR 6ET03 20HBBGEORH YT 5,

- SEIOHERTH - & SEERAL, MBERHRBMICS TEHO NI L 3
A DB FHEZT I ETh b, ¥1, MEHFEIC LT,
A b — TEHRITERALE O DB S W TEL 53 F T H
BHo TED, FERIFIMARBBRE KT 30 L BEOMEORE SRR L
TWwss, BRI YErhd b0 LBl RN B bR, Tk
L, BRBEEEEVCTREBRRIEERDICA b —TBETCHLRS L 5
Te B DUH KT HHEEOFRIZ A B RIH, BIEIC L 5 IEEMERITL D
Rigvs, Fhe, BERIGERDIA bV — FREC, BMEO MBI
LEDOTFTYE, BEZADNILVDS, SEOERTRELLOHELALR
o THODRERNLIX, PBRBEMCET 2HEOKRE LB Gy
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fdBA A — TRBECAOKD X d A - THRLXEEEO S0
TELDHZ EEETH S,

Wi, HTHMIEEEER T, BRI R 5 ABEE IR S
RTWTsnds, SEIOEEN Sz &b PIBERHBBEE T s TR
DOMIEHEDMIED L b S ST\ iel, Ee, PR DD
A B\ TIRBEONTE DK, BOLE L D HHMHIE - EREL
T, ERHTIEHBOETERNEEORACHEECRIES 1
ERRE R T A RHBIIRATREIE T TH B,

B, BRHABEH T, EFOAEZAPHAETHY, GOLIX
HELBETH B ENREINTWEY, SEIOHRTIE, HBERHRERE
CRWTIE, ELONEBABTHENEVIHRMIE LY, T, B
MR T, HHAETH B EONETERNAT bRIRTEETS
REEWETETHEHR, WM iBWTBoTFER BbhTnbZ enbd
7ol & HHERBBREE CRACHTIAELETIRA TR LELLN
b, THODOFERL, HEBHLABEERTEHBEATEIN N,

LSEOEBRIERIL, KTOIOOBATIRBTERVEDTHD, &
i, TheOBERNEEDOTS, BLTEHH Sternberg (1969) D5
X5 hERBEOAETH B LELLT, ThbR oMK EbL T
e tedicE UTWAMBEEEZE L bh D, LT, BBHABRERZELT
Briicrb, SEDEREREL DA bV — THROMFERALD,

REEDHBMEEDR T, PEAERINRS L BEHAETH D HEFEFEOL
B E B EE R AT TLRENETSh, HELETH L EOL
EIIEEA AT VA E DEFIREW EREEL T, Thik, &
EOHECL OIS X S ERX AT &b RBEREREN  TiiEoL
BIREFIRTWBZEEFETS. Lrl, Thik, BEESLEOHFHRL
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HBBE W &b X, FISEBEET S W TAERIhaERER)
LRICHERT 5 COMOAENHBAUETH D h, HIEAMLECTHS 7
YRBETHI LRI VBRTHENTES, Thibb, AHBEI
WTAER SRR EFEOMBERIRSE D, D RERIC R ERT 5 AT BB nE
THH, BOMENRELLREERIGYERTHUBRHEAAETHS &
THEEXDLDOTHD, Thic kb, RERBH TEOLEL H B ET
SR TWBEIEbLTREREERD B A P L — FHEC S\ THED
WEPENICIL D EOBRBLARETH D, o, TOX5EXBI L
dh, BrETERIRTLEFORACCOMENEEY £ o
& (Glaser & Glaser, 1982; Glaser & Diingelhoff, 1984) % i Cc&
Bo Tlobb, 7—FV =74 v/RBETR, B#REIOACT LTREER
AR DD DOABCEEXETTviel, LoT, AREFTERIET
b BOMBILTRBEIE E TIRET IR B, Fh LR LI A0
BEDTERUEOMBEIETIRG, Thitk ), W HEPETE
AERTHREABCHE S LD ENTE\NZ WM R T 5 7k
%o

AWX TR, BLEED2BEXRHORBIRY AV~ Fv /X
HAMA—TRBERITSZ L X D FIBMARBEM I 13 5 BEE L oA
DEEIREADZ LR LY, DAL —FHED S OO BB A
Lico MIBEREBB ISk, BN L BEOME L WF LTiTbh
TE D), HEABEOBMMERKLRARE SR, £T0 3 D08
BEWTHHARATEAR DD TH o1, AR LT, BELAOLEBR
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BV E b2, BHABENYBETSZ kY, SEOERER,
ROREKOMWEHTRHIRFRE L SR Tuiel < D2 DR RA BB ATHEIC
B EELBN%,

RIS\ L AR EH OB, BEECOOMRLESA
BEOBRE LTE b, REBEBETESCTERSCHBOMENERER
PO RIERERT B s s ABo ARHEMEEL L, LL, &
6] DB TR AR S b RBERIS AR T BRI\ T, HEOL
EAHBHCH D, COMEIHENTHSEVI T ERRNTII L
TERL, 4%, XLICHBOMENESR, LRFERICYERT 588
KU B MR ST, BAICRET BUESB D,
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Stroop Effect in the Information
Processing for Recognition

Masayoshi Shigemori

An experiment of the matching version of the Stroop Color-Word
test was carried out to examine Stroop effect in the information
processing for recognition. This test was different from the ordinary
matching version of Stroop Color-Word test in which comparative
stimuli have two properties, word and color. 36 subjects were as-
signed to word matching task or color matching task. The results
were as follows : (a) If the word conflicted with the ink color (con-
flict condition), interterence was occurred and if the word was
congruent with the ink color (congruent condition), facilitation was
occurred in conflict in color matching. (b) Only interference was
occurred in conflict condition of word matching. These results
were inconsistent with the 3 major theories for Stroop effect, namely,
perceptual encoding, relative speed of processing, and automatic
and controlled processing. It was discussed to modify automatic
processing hypothesis to explain the results of this experiment.
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