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A Review of Study on Crossmodal Attention Shifts

Chen Xueying Lv Yong
(Academy of Psychology and Behavior Tianjin Normal University
Center of Cooperative Innovation for Mental Health & Social Mentality ~Tianjin 300074)

Abstract

This paper reviewed the primary paradigms about the researches of crossmodal attention shifts. There are some
theories to explain the crossmodal attentional shifts such as modality — specific attentional resources account su—
pramodal attentional system separate — but — linked modality — specific attentional control systems and interactivity
thesis. The summaries of influence factors and the neural mechanisms of the crossmodal attention shifts have been
demonstrated. At last some problems on present researches and the future directions on the issue are also dis—
cussed.

Key words selective attention attention shift crossmodal attention shifts.
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The Study on Eye Movements in Rorschach Inkblot Test with Field
Cognitive Style of College Students

Zou Jie Jia Demei
(College of Education Science Xinjiang Normal University Urumgqi 830054)

Abstract

Study on different cognitive style fixational eye movement law of Rorschach Inkblot drawings and its response
characteristics. Perform GEFT (group embedded figure test) as for more than 201 university students with different
major backgrounds. By using Eyelink 2000 eye tracker Perform test as for selected 48 typical students with typical
field — independent cognitive styles and field — dependent cognitive styles. Try to combine the assessment index of
RIT to obtain eye movement rules and response rules at free association stage and inquiry stage of RIT. Results are
list as below:1) Eye movement rules of free association stage: field cognitive style shall have major effects on the
movement index at this stage. When people with field — dependent cognitive style response reaction time fixation
and saccade count is less but the average saccade distance is longer; vice versa for those with field — independent
style. Color shall affect the subject of the research. When chromatic figure the response latency reaction time fixa—
tion and saccade count is more but the average saccade distance is shorter; vice versa for achromatic figures. 2)
Eye movement rules of inquiry stage: field cognitive style shall have major effects on the movement index at this
stage. And the rules are the same as which of free association stage. The color reaction (C) reaction time fixation
and saccade count were significantly higher than no color reaction (UC).3) Response rules: there are apparent
differences in movement response times of the subjects with different cognitive styles movement response times of
the people with field — independent cognitive style are more than that of those with field — dependent cognitive style.
Key words cognitive style rorschach inkblot method (RIT) eye movements.



