R MNV—TEEICK TS HHERE
EEWRRSRDORE |

Neutral words and semantic gradient effect
on Stroop task

H &R O =

[#—7— k : ®Stroop effect; @neutral word; @semantic gradient

effect ; @color association]

BESNEBLEDL v 7 DBEFHTHHE, TOBIARBEORL
R B> TW5 & &, BROAETEREYTHHE LY b RIBHRED
Bl D, 20X 5B, AFL— THELFEINS (Stroop, 1935),

A b A— THRE, BAFHRCHT D HELEAREOTH LRI INT
b, FOTERE, FEHEE (hHE), GBERE GLFEOMH
mEs ot (FHREOERAR) »#Hs 3h Tyw 5 (Dalrymple-Alford,
1968, 1972 Dalrymple-Alford & Azkoul, 1972; Harrison: & Boese,
1976; Klein, 1964), = X 5 ieERAMBILL, A b — 78R, B
ELELOMEERI VETLHT EETRLTV D, TORLOWTI,
AAZEIC BT 5 BWRAM A RE LB (b, 1988; L, 1985) 5%

1) A CEIERIC DI - TR TIEE Ao & L Bl A M RAHE
Br@E BaeLET,
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25, AUubHbhTWARIRECE LT, e oBEE, HRRE, @k
E, BT REENEINT 5,

¥, EEBEEELRALELOA L - FTHREETHEVCEHLAL
THZ L, SBOMEOEML LTIEETH S, Bz ¥, IKHE (1994)
ORFEIHMREL B oA b v — TRHRONBEBE DA I WTiE,
BRSBTS R T 7o, BERIBSERE &2, BREOHARELDD
by, BREELDOPOREEREPEOERECHERECEL DD
Thb, ZOFHEEXTIE, KRAMAL-THRETHAVLRTELS F -2
v FENREFIE LCOREF RIS TH D, LorL, FEEH
HEE (PHEE) 23 h 5 — %, F LRI E LTRIET 57 b,
COFHEC RN THHBISGELRT D L2 E LD,

AR T, BAECOWT, GFEERHELATFRFHELEAGLE
FoBBIEAE & T\, BLOBEO/NIVBEE GFEEIERE), $IUE
EDOBEOK E\BEEE (ABEERE) »BRL, EXh I IECREEE Pt
P (R & UTHOHEET 50y, %1, BLOBEORK BEN
REROTRI LT RORD L RFEOBRAEDIREZRT A OWTE
BRI X hiRErT %o

Eﬁ
it

B B9

SEIOFHEDBENL, A A — THREOERICHES L tfELERL
ek, ALBEEONIWEE (GEEEER) EEofLoBEOKRE
WBIEE (fBYHEE) &%, EERAELATRTHREYELAGhEAE
HRAEC L hFHEL, ERTHZETHS,
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v i

WEBE FERR¥EOR4 45 £ (B8 A, Ltk 37 &), Fik 19
B b 21 B

wE RAERTHERR L AESRERKD 2 20T v, 20
201, WIEEE CPER) BBV O EFRE 2 500, FIME»S
WENRZBDAFERE L 501U, BUTHS, FECHAVWLh:
FIWEE R, O CORE LCHEE 72 B LFHAEOBRTC L v EA
748 BEEwR, 20X I -BLHEHOBE 2 EY N A5t 52 BET
Hoteo £3I - BAERKOS-vO1fTARE R, £t b3k
fhEhtc, Thik, BAERKOR - ORFDEFECHT 2 RKIGR B A
Ha b BN AL LD TH B, &I —FBELHBERAOKER, £ECE
WINT,

HoOUHHEE L 72 HORIBEEE, = v -2 DAKRELEHR Y »
vi=v FFrx, s (FEP) OO &> TH5 ATOK9 Ver. 1.0/R1 for
Windows (4 A+ v 25 2) OEEFETHS ATOKI, DIC 0=
FLABE (AL UDEBEFIN T\ 5 BEE) 0—BEAFEOF,»LHRIRL
foo BAZELH FEP OoFBEY VLD, 2 v . -2 ABODHOE
BEEOBHBTHD, Fie, —BEFHEV >0 ATOKS THWHRTW
LHETHBN, —ROBPHELSETE, EBREFALARKINE S DOTH
o BERDHARGEDA b v — FTHROPR T, FFEBEEFEDORRT I\
T, BFEArPHEL LTV, SFECBELTR&IYEREIh T
St THEARFIC X » CEEY 2 5762 Ehri Q977 X )
HBEIRTBDT, ThIBELTLZERTRETH D, R E LTH
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LhBEABIERLAL AL EINDDOT, SEIEBLFCRE LTH
BELBER LI, ThODOBEENDA ML FHRETRBCHA VLR
L% B, H, ROLBOEABEYFRARL L L ERETRLLT
(B, Twl, Tasl, Tond, TEL TE (), T&L Tol, TA] (M) &
[A) @, BECYLTLTEWA] LW BEXAVEEENS D)
ZELLORERA Lic, Thi, BEAEOHEXFEFTHA P L—THR
BEUD LW ERIRE ST ) (Regan, 1978), = 0#)Ru PR3
B TH D, EblL, PRENFEREFO—BEER LT, BE, ®
T, BE, BRE BE FBETrAUHEE 18 RO2FORBTREN
BENDEEE (I 2%, LELES) 3R LA, hi, ERABE.
FERTHVAEBAELT (0.02) (ESZEERER, 1962) O b DR L
o THUL, FIMEOEREEOHRYBR LD TH D, A b1 —THR
RIS THBEOMH AEES S, Effler (1977, 1981), Langlois (1974),
Scheibe, Shaver, & Carrier (1967) = X W EEEOTFHEHEHEES
CHARTREVZ EBBE IR T 5, '

CHhODOEEDS S, —XFEFBEERLOhE L0, B R
FEFOD e &0 L DL EAVNERFBIREBRFOFERIEFE LR
CNEBSFEIRHETENE, 1987) 3k TH 3 ¥EE TRBETREWTT
HBHDBRFER LI,

HEMTIL, B5MOKRE ST, Rk #on, MBAKEThER1KE
FHAERL 2O 5 Die s, ARARKIL, &3 —FxED, 1
KB 26 584, 2B 24 AL XF 10.56 A1 v PDOKEZT
HR X hic, RAEAKIZ 2 R—vrbicd 51 ToFELk-Tkb, &
fTOFTH (i) wi, 125 50 ¥ COFESHEURI S, FIMEET
£ T LR CHEED 4 SHRIS W, £FIHEOEBIERTH Y, B
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BB CIEEREA Lz, FIMEEL 1736 X Wil Shic, FIHEED
JEs v #aThy, BREBISLLIT VE—R"5 VAT L 5T,

FiE PR, RAERTOEE,SERL, v TaEEEEY £
Lo, FHEE, EAMCHAR (1969) LRBOHEY & olend, ks
Ric s mid, RAEOHETICEE LABELTA LT 0Tk, £70%
BRTAR LT D RET TH B, shix, FlE, Tkl oX3eAf v
F—va VKD ), T3] %, HESERT S LOXIRET 568
HHERT B TH D,

FhThoPFEORNC, ok, FENThii, 4uR, HEIFboT
#®, REEHED MMADDO] ANT, HRECABEALLHE, 125070
4 DOF CHFEDER L OB OERIC, REFRFEOFHEEE DB
FREALL, #EEO (2] OGRTE2TECE L, DT, FEHRcH
BEOHA LT BB RIEL T o1, 1 2DFTDOFEAD D DORER
X 10 BETH - feo BRE L, HORC L VRAEELIFA LTRSS LD
REHAIED, BRIZD LW BRI, Thicing, EERT
AT, BERIXFETL 2XFLUETH v &, BT, HEESE
T B2 &, Dl L b 1BRELL LR ERERI,

BEBRER, XAWEFREIRATTHY, L, £TORL4L2D
BEOHOEMc BV L ARYRAT LI EhRkD LI, BRIET
THEABTS I &, HEkisd DIiT 52 &, BuoniuwBal,
123 FMLTH IV ERBR IR,
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#5 S

EBEARECE LT, WEEES DB ShiGoREY, HsEest
LT—-Fiad Bl Licth, ROEOASRE L, ke, AERTE
DRECB LT, FHE» O ER LBEFHEOTEH, MBSk L
T—BIEDICEA LT HEE, ROE D ARR #3 Ui,

Chbrd i, BEBEO/NIVGECE LT, AEBHEECRVT
81 EREORKBEE D0, HORGREHEIC KO EMHN
DI b O EFR Ui, R, Fis 2 FRETE, T3 %], Mol
B, GEERECKT 58 1 #REORKEE A Eh Fh 6 (13%), 7
(16%) THb, HOREFERTEABTCRKT 5 EHEBH L+ h F h,
111, 1.04 ¢md5Meid L C v (Tablel), FhEhOF{REEH
LHBMINDZEFRERLH (8], TR Thote, T, FRAK 3 F
BT, Mxfe Ll 2, BEEFEEC T 58 1 BEAOKKBEE[E 8
(18%) L& LML, »ORFRFERECHST 5 FHEEAKD 1.56 T
Y, BbEMHL T (Tablel), ¥7, [l L] »bEBIH
BHETIL, [ THoto

BEDCELOBEENKE VBB LT, GEEREITH 1 38
BORURELS L, HOVPHEREOLICSDTHD, hoRFRFE
REHECR T PEERE O I D&EIR L, bk, BEERE
DEMFER L LTk, F1EMGORKFEEDCA, K, & % &
H, BOZEEY EF, TOMIxRt Ul FRIZ, T<Bl), T &Y,
F2o] 5, GEERECKST 281 BREORABEEME?., Fhrh 40
(89%), 42 (93%), 42 (93%), *ThZThoFHEMAKL, 1.87, 1.93,
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Table1 The word list of law MRF words on CAW test and of words
being close to 1.0 MRF on KH test

% responded kanji character
MRF MRF on KH test

on CAW test** on KH test*** kanji****  frequency (%)

X% (sama) 0.89 1.11 B 33 ( 98)
¥ (nani) 0.76 1.03 il 35 (100)
137 L (hanashi) 1.01 1.56 = 35 (100)

* MRF : Mean Response Frequency
** CAW test : Color Associated Word test
*%k KH test : Kanji Homonym test
*kkx Kanji is a Chinese character used in Japanese writing
“}£” means a suffix as a term of respect like “Mr.” or “Mrs.”, or the
state of affairs.
“fa]” means an interrogative pronoun like “what”.
“=£? means “story”.

Table 2 The word list of high frequency words responded first and law
MRF words on CAW test and being close to 1.0 MRF on KH test.

responded color on MRF responded kanji

stimulus MRF* CAW test character on KH test
word
on CAW frequency on KH . frequency
test™ color (%) P kanjitr* (%)
<% (kuchi) 1.87 red 40 (89) 1.20 ] 45 (100)
¢ & (kusa) 1.93 green 42 (93) 1.53 & 43 ( 96)
X 5 (sara) 1.58 white 42 (93) 1.89 m 33 (73)

* MRF : Mean Response Frequency
** CAW test : Color Associated Word test
***% KH test : Kanji Homonym test
*dkk € ” means a mouth, “FL” means grass, and “[M” means a dish in

Japanese
1.58, mOoRBFEFERBCKT S EEEBHN T h £h 1.20, 1.53,
1.89 Th v, BILMHHEL T\ (Table2), £hFthnrbEE IR
LB, <bif-Tnl), <X F-TEL ZH:@A-TIL] Tk
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oY el

z £

SEORE T, JFEERMEE LTI g, Mol Nixds Ll 2,
GBBIESEL LT [<bl, T<X), M85 ABRShi, Lovl, GBIE
BB LTz, A A= FHECH B D OHEIREOHKPIREE
L, AbA—FRECETELL VLR, BEOBPEOKEVFE
HBRLHERTEL o fo EBE, 6] RELETHHEDREED
REVETHY, Thr, EREEEE UTBET LI E 50, FERC X
HHEEET D, T, HEMHERE L O B X, B o
Mh Xes5iw, T THLICIAEE L AEE EERNLED
fEOAE WA AL — FHECKNT, EDL5RYRLYHTHIER
RBEE D EET S, chbo&eBL, UTF, ER1, 2l v
T %,

£ B 1
= i)
BRIEMHE CH O IR EBEEES, BRSO 7 -y FELER

B, A bo— FTRECISWCORERE BHIED L UTBET a0 E 5 h
ERET %o
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75 ik

wERE FERRKFOEERAEIEZEL, AEECEFRLIBELL
KEAELTF 20 B, THEH 22.2 5% (20~32 EOHM),

RFMHELEE P, F K & ZovwThrof il
FmEHVI Thil, —BETHY, BILEBL L ORERCER L
bDOTHDo BB, BEEAEC - THERIh AR AEE Y F K
BERELI-DO (%], Tl M3 l] CEFRT LSO MHEY,
Marl, T8l e, TLal, TAL <AL TRl ©45E2Mzi 10 B3E
Auvtee Fio, #Hidldgts LT Mk, Mkkk] BBV, ALEY
Mz D, —RT7 — Y =74 v 7REOHEIRRCER, i
BOREEIAVOhBI), # T —35— 3 v 7Bk T H Al
TR #E%T5HENEEBEEE LTUBET 20 E 202 R T 5 12
HTH B,

FIBEEY, KAREBR L v Y. —20F 4 A7 V1 EE (NEC PC-
KD881) dic, 1XFH 6X6 mm DAXITEREINL, WL
F 4 AT VA LD, # 50cm TH Y, LTI XEHLHO
BAITH0.69° Th »tco BHREDKIGIL, BB LEL~(r7n7
+ ¥ (SONY ECM-155) i »CTHEETHZ L TH oo RAERIL
#£4 2% — (LAFAETTE INSTRUMENT Co. 18010*C) i k » T{E5
fbxh, FIMERL»SRIEE TORMY = v €. —x (NEC PC-9801 DX)
DarA4 ==k 10ms B CEHEI LI,

FHE AFRCHTHIRWEHR2 GELE) X6 (BEOMEE) X
4 (BOER) © 48 £HTHY, BFEBRBILTOLEELET L. F
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FEER B onR, FHREIARTCEILD, HHRIEOZOMEBERT
% §EfT »Tco ARTIL, RO ETOLREDELAIE (48 RIT) 126
5, HBWOERIE, BUA, BURADOEENGILWT LML
v & A L,

O EDDFTIL, EHEA 48] OERIC X » ThhD bhtc, 500 ms %,
HRAHNME L, PMMEOEREFAMICS 1 < —EB L, BBEDORS
RIS & R & 4 = —HEIE Lic, EBRENS 5 —BH D% = % — (SHARP
ANALOG/DIGITAL CU-14A4) G O Kt OB HiR L, KRATT
DB S hic, BRISERTI, 2RTHRFOER Sh, 2MCIHERTO
R VI, BREFR, RHEOBOANY TE S KETHE (IEELE
25 X HBR L

¥ S

RIS 2 L OFER SR % Table 3 1R, [GRH % I HA R
Licts, &4tk 2 RIEREOEY, 2X6X4 ORIGOH 5 =THEE
S L > THHT LickE R, BEEOERLGOBROEHRILhL
REETH-Te (F(5,95)=17.14, p<.05; F(3,57)=11.54, p<.05),

Table 3 Mean reaction time (ms) as a function of script type and word.

script type,/word *Ek sema nani hanashi kuro** shiro***
hiragana* 537.8 581.6 570.3 598. 0 636.5 656. 5
kanji 542. 4 564. 6 608.5 589.6 668.0 045.9

* “hiragana” is one of the Japanese syllabaries.
#* “kyuro” means black in Japanese.
*%* “shiro” means white in Japanese.
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Lo L, RELOBE, ROREFACBELTRERENRO A d -
FRoBHECEIR Db o O T, UBARR T\ THIBEE DR
ke —=F2H, »-<FTRLIN L FCRIETERL L FREE
EOMGEERTHI L & T 2), BREOEHLAOBHEOEMNENEE
TH-»7eDT, ThThOFHE LT, HSD BEk X3 S5EHEY
fTotco T, HEBEOREEWR U T, HHAB & Mani), hanashi],
[kuro], [shiro) [E1& [sama |, [nani], [hanashi| & [kuro], [shiro |
BRI 5% KETEEEZNA bR, 1, lsama] & nani] & [hanashi |
DED  Fh o & [kuro] & [shiro| OMEBEZIIR bhich -
foo Eio, MUMIRIEKE [sama] ORIIITHEEENR LR 1,

el

z £

K1 OFERM S, [kuro], [shiro] i3, #H4IRE, FaBEEZO LR
IDAVFRCTFEELNS L, EEPELETELBLE L LTAATHCT
Vo 52 2WHEEITE IR, L, SEIDOER T, FEEaxET
L DOHERT-> T oo, ARREYETELEVOaYETEOMK
THROEVRDDZNEI heERTHZ LixTE v, ThicBiL T,
KB 2 TERETT %o

¥, FFEHEECE LT, Msama] i3, A b — F7REIC KT,
MRS & OB EEL RicT 2 LMt i » 2 LA L, [nani,
lhanashi] (X, B4&FED [shiro], Tkuro) & ORICEEZZRORsh -
7oy, MBIES L oMb BEENREbI, X T, Manil, Thanashi|
3, THEDOREILXIMET 5L 5 gkt oik, HEREKE LTHV5 2
EILTE R,
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£ B 2

= B89

ERIEFIE I W GER S GBIEE OB T2 RIETIE
b, FRPECROWBEERCADISL L5, TOTHIL, BB ID X
DHPNEEW S BRAEDENE LD M E D a5,

73 &

WRE YIBEAFOEFLENXEL, AESCAELLLBELL
i, BF 12 4, &TF 12 £, FHEE 21.6 % (19~29 O,
FEAHE JEEBIEEL LCERL THVREOLRE [ E], [,
Nxfe L] %, EBEFEL LCTEGEREC RSV TELDERY T, - 1o
F<H GR), T/EJ (B, TEB) (A) %, B4E & LT, kot
HEELBIEOE\ [ha), TREDL], TLA] %, &, @, &DOvThn
OETEE U THG K, il CRILE (BEFE, 1A OPRFLEOh
MoleDT, SR RATKILOBEFEDOHR TR\ T
FBEORTR, bk, EREBCEL L, ER1 EAKTH -0
FHiE AEROPBSEET, BEOGBME 3 K#E GFABIEE,
BIEEE, BAE) Thole FHBREILTOLMHEET L. FHER
Bhsicwdic, BFRESAMMTCEILD, FEHBEEOADEZTRITY 9
BT > 7o ARITTR, LBOZTOEFRLOWT, FBIhIBDOHAHE
BRI, Lo TRITEIIEITD » oo FIMOERIEILRE UERIHE

— 236 —



A bl 7 SB35 B R & R AR EORS (BT

Dlenz ELSME T v H ACEE Lic, ZOMOFREE L, KR LR
TH 70
HERBLNDERBSEM T & OFERIGRHE % Table 4 Wird, RIGH
MR Lict, BaflofLackd s IR OZEY 2 (%) X
(3) (BEoMEE) o—HEHRIMEA e, —BERCHEOD 5T
BRESHSIC X » THI LeER, BEEORKBEEECIYHROZIE
BETh-T- (F(2,44)=19.38, p<.01),
BEEOBFRBEEEDOEHRIER TH -0 T, HSD B L24E
g & AT - oo MR, FFEBIEE L ARE, ABERE L AKEOMI
1% KETHEEZ R bR, Livl, JEEBEEE L GBEEORIILE
BERRDRIEh o1,

z =

SEOFERTIE, BEEERAETC L - TE LI IEOEE, AREE
EBARE L ORICERAMDRIBORIE b » o ZhiR, Tl Tix
7o L] RIEMBAME L LTV, EOBEEZEOFHREHHE K E
{feotez i IBdDEELLRD, EE (3% OROFHIGEH
(23 EOTHRICKM X b $F < 75 (Table 4 EIA).

BREEER

AREIC L b, FEEEBLEATFRCTELRIEE L LB 5
Lot Thid, A MA—THREPBLEERHD 2 O0EE (UFOR
LHIEDOER) HHEEMLEIRIFRILY T ) —GOERIET 5 RAEN
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Table 4 Mean reaction time (ms) as a function of sex and semantic

relationship.

:zi{aéiirﬁigtic non-colar word* color-related word color word
male 434, 44 (397.50) 448,61 503. 33
female 478.06 (462.50) 492, 22 616. 11
mean 456. 25 (430. 00) 470.42 559.72

* Number in parenthesis indicates mean of reaction time for only “sama”

BRAEWCHEETH LI VEIZBRIZIND D THD T EHRTRESH
B0 Thth, BLLERILINS ZOBRHTH2EEORBNEL B
ELOEEMLIRZAHRTOLDODORFLBLOBETHD. AHETH
WREIETRE ], BRELRL R, flad T, THRT) 52 0%
BoEMAL IR d Lhicwdy, BRCBT248uE LA EERLS
Nit\ve TO XS IBARIE, ALEMELINIAB R LTTEEL
WS T ETHB, ThiE, 731 3 vIZPRREWT, £—4% 4 b+
BLELHIT I —OBEYRTETFTIC LRI £ —%, PEEOLE
MEEEhBDO LR, ERMOBRTHSD, Tk, Fhid ELogw
5% DDy, FIHMEOE IS ORDh, SEBEFIETIHET
BHrEEZLDLND,

PR T, BRAEGHRCOVCTIEBHCTRF LEBLVERE k-
feh’, THRIRERCAWSRBEOREBETAMELE LI HD T,
SHOBFERELE Lizw,

2 XM

Dalrymple-Alford, E.C. 1968 Interlingual interference in a color-naming task.
Psychonomic Science. 10, 215-216.

Dalrymple-Alford, E.C. 1972 Associative facilitation and interference in the
Stroop color-word task. Perception and Psychophysics, 11, 274-276.

— 238 —



A b= 7R T 5 R & ERAEGROBRN (EHRER)

Dalrymple-Alford, A.C. & Azkoul, J. 1972 The locus of interference in the
Stroop and related tasks. Perception and Psychophysics, 11, 385-388,

Dyer, F.K. 1973 The Stroop phenomenon and its use in the study of per-
ceptual, cognitive, and response processes. Memory & Cognition, 1, 106-
120.

Effler, M. 1977 Experimentelle Beitrige zur. Analyse des Interferenzphéno-
mens beim STROOP-Test. Zeitschrift fiir Experimentelle und Angewandte
Psychologie, 24, 244-281.

Effler, M. 1981 Interferenz bei Stroop-Items in Abhéngigkeit von Worthiu-
figkeit, Ubung unt Wiederholungsrate der Wortkomponente. Zeitschrift
fiir Experimentelle und Angewandte Psychologie, 28, 54-79.

Ehri, L.C. 1977 Do adjectives and functors interfere as much as nouns in
naming pictures? Child Development, 48, 697-701.

Harrison, N.S. & Boese, E. 1976 locus of semantic interference in the
“Stroop” color-naming task. Perception and Psychophysics, 20, 408-412.
R W%SUMP¥%%%TO%ﬁ%D%%Lhﬁéﬁmmﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ@&

oo T, LEEREE, 59-8.
Klein, G.S. 1964 Semantic power measured through the interference of

words with color-naming. American Journal of Psychology, 77, 576-588.

ENERERT 1962 ExEZRFEmSS, 21, ¥ TreoRERF (1
—RREER L UFERE-FELIK

Langlois, J. 1974 Frequency of occurrence as a factor in interference on
the Stroop word-color test. Perceptual and Motor Skills, 38, 986.

G 1987 FAEFIETELME. NENEEREESE b 24-27, KBRAHRER

Regan, J.E. 1978 Involuntary automatic processing in color-naming tasks.
Perception and Psychophysics, 24, 130-136.

Scheibe, K., Shaver, P.R., & Carrier, S.C. 1967 Color association values
and response interference on variants of the Stroop test. Acta Psychologica,
26, 286-295.

WHETT 1994 A A — 7HR—FBMUBENLOT Fe—F KR

Stroop, J.R. 1935 Studies of interference in serial verbal reactions. Journal
of Experimental Psychology, 18, 643-662.

¥pAkgssk 1969 EHALHES /A4 1000 A0 HMEMC L 5, HKEHKS

i £ 1965 A b~ ST B A0AEGE. LEFEE, 56, 185-191.

— 239 —



FEEARFEASIREHEVI (1997)

Neutral words and semantic gradient effect on Stroop task

Shigemori Masayoshi

Non-color words and color-related words were selected using the color related
word test. It consisted of the color associated word test and the kanji
homonym test. Asaresult, “X%”, “/ric”, and “i%7: L” as non-color words
and “< $” (for red), “< &” (for green), and “X &” (for white) as color-
related words were picked up. Furthermore, two experiments were examined
for these words on Stroop color-word test.

In experiment 1, it was examined whether non-color words couldbe used
as neutral ones. As a result, “X#%” didn’t interfere, but “/x¥ic” and “I%/c
L” interfered with color naming.

In experiment 2, it was examined whether semantic gradient was shown
among color words, non-color words and color-related words. As a result,
color words interfered with color naming more than color-related words,
but difference of reaction time was not observed between non-color words

and color-related words.

(FBEAXZAB LR LR IRE OEF RS,
() BB A BT BT SE I EhT%)
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