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Response selection and visual search 

MURRAY J. WHITE 
Victoria University of Wellington, Wellington, New Zealand 

Subjects made forced-choice or golno-go responses to target letters flanked by noise­
incompatible or noise-compatible letters. Noise compatibility had a pronounced effect on RTs, 
but there was no evidence for any selective effect of type of response on target detection times. 

Evidence for the view that noise letters impair visual 
processing at the response selection stage has been 
advanced by Eriksen and Eriksen (1974, 1979) and 
C. W. Eriksen and Schultz (1979). With two targets 
(H and K) assigned to one lever-movement response 
and two others (C and S) to another lever-movement 
response, the targets in noise-compatible displays 
(KKKHKKK) are detected more rapidly than are targets 
in noise-incompatible displays (SSSHSS~). Response 
competition effects are extremely powerful and appear 
to account for a substantially greater amount of variance 
than effects due to target-noise featural relationship. 
Even when target and noise stimuli are made compatible 
with a single response movement, targets flanked by 
repetitions of the same letter (KKKKKKK) are detected 
more rapidly than are targets flanked by repetitions of 
the other letter (CCCKCCC) (Eriksen & Eriksen, 1979). 
This finding is not easily accommodated by inhibitory 
interactive channels models (e .g., Bjork & Murray, 
1977). In all relevant experiments reported to date, 
subjects have been required to make a forced-choice 
response, pushing one button or lever whenever a target 
is a member of one specified set and pushing another 
button or lever whenever the target is a member of a 
different set. It is conceivable that this procedure also 
engenders an element of response competition, in that 
subjects have to retain an association between two sets 
of letters and two response movements and make a 
decision about which of the response movements should 
be initiated. The possibility that overt response selection 
somehow interacts with an earlier, internal recognition 
response selection cannot be discounted (Corballis, 
Roldan, & Zbrodoff, 1974). If response selection and 
internal response competition effects are eliminated or 
minimized, will effects attributable to interactive inhibi­
tion be more pronounced in the Eriksen visual search 
experiment? 

METHOD 

Stimuli 
Target and noise letters were the capitals C, K, H, and S. 

In five sets of 16 displays, each letter appeared four times in the 
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center of a stimulus card and the sets were constructed as fol­
lows: (1) In no-noise displays, only the centered letter appeared 
in a card. (2) In noise-<:ompatible and featurally same displays, 
each centered letter was flanked by three repetitions of the same 
letter (e.g., KKKKKKK). (3) In noise-<:ompatible and featurally 
dissimilar displays, each letter was flanked by three repetitions 
of the other letter from the same response set (e.g., CCCKCCC). 
(4) In noise-incompatible and featurally similar displays, each 
letter was surrounded by three repetitions of another letter 
from the other response set (e.g., HHHKHHH). (5) In noise­
incompatible and featurally dissimilar displays, each letter was 
flanked by three repetitions of another letter from the other 
response set (e.g., SSSKSSS) . In each of four blocks of 20 
display cards, there was one instance of each of the four centered 
letter by five display type arrangements. In multiple-letter 
displays, the spacing between the edges of adjacent letters 
was .26 deg, with a display subtending an overall visual angle 
of 3.38 deg. 

Procedure 
Stimulus cards within each set were randomized for presen­

tation in a Gerbrands three-field tachistoscope. A constant 
background illumination of 4.7 cd/m2 was used throughout. 
In each trial, two short thin lines, one appearing directly above 
and one below the position at which the target letter would 
appear, were shown for 2 sec. Immediately on the offset of these 
fixation marks, a stimulus array was shown for 1 sec, and on the 
offset of this, a blank illuminated field was shown for 5 sec. 

Twelve females and 8 males were randomly assigned, 10 to a 
go/no-go (GNG) and 10 to a two-aItemative forced-<:hoice 
(2AFC) condition. In the former, a response was to be made 
only if the cued target letter was a member of a specified set, 
namely, C and K for five subjects and Hand S for the other 
five subjects. In the 2AFC condition, one response was to be 
made if the cued letter belonged to the target set (e.g., C and K) 
and a differen t response was to be made if it belonged to the 
nontarget set (e.g., H and S). In both conditions, a response was 
made by the subject's depressing two microswitches, one with 
the left index fmger and one simultaneously with the right 
index finger. The 2AFC subjects also made left middle and right 
middle fmger responses when the cued letter was a member of 
the nontarget set. Only index fmger responses were monitored 
in both conditions. The fust session of 80 trials and the fust 
20 trials in the second and third sessions were treated as practice. 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

An analysis of the mean correct RTs (Table 1) 
collapsed over the featural similarity variable showed a 
strong effect due to type of display [F(2,36) = 17.65, 
p < .001] . Targets in no-noise displays were detected as 
rapidly as targets in noise-compatible displays (565 msec 
and 581 msec), and these times were significantly faster 
than those for noise-incompatible displays (626 msec, 
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Table 1 
Mean Correct Reaction Times (in Milliseconds) 

Target-Noise Combination 

Noise-Incompatible 
Response 
Condition S D 

GNG 
2AFC 

519 
743 

513 
727 

Note-S = similar; D = different. 

Noise-Compatible 

S D 

473 
687 

488 
676 

No 
Noise 

471 
659 

Newman-Keuls test). In both GNG and 2AFC condi­
tions, target redundancy neither facilitated nor impaired 
target detection (473 vs. 471 msec and 687 vs. 659 msec, 
respectively). Collectively, these results are consistent 
with an independent-channels conceptualization of 
visual search (Eriksen & Eriksen, 1979; Krueger & 
Shapiro, 1980). A second analysis of the results for 
only the noise-compatible and noise-incompatible dis­
plays with featural relationship included as a factor 
showed no effect whatsoever due to target-noise featural 
similarity (F < 1). Contrary to what might have been 
expected, RTs were marginally slower for featurally 
different noise-compatible displays in the GNG condi­
tion. Overall, RTs in the simple response condition 
were much faster than those in the forced-choice condi­
tion [F(I,18) = 16.95, P < .001], but type of response 
nowhere interacted with any other variable. Mean error 
rates were .5% in the GNG condition and 3.3% in the 
2AFC condition. 

The absence of a featural relationship effect is equiv­
ocal, in that Eriksen and Eriksen (1979) have reported 
faster RTs for noise-same-as-target displays but the 
postulates of inhibitory interactive models necessarily 
predict the opposite, that is, faster RTs for noise/ 
alternative-target displays. Speculatively, this null find­
ing might represent the interdependent effects of featural 

relationship and response competition. Any benefits 
conferred on targets in CCCKCCC displays at an early 
feature extraction stage are cancelled and vitiated by 
competition among internal recognition responses at a 
later response decision stage. This explanation is post hoc, 
and while it is impossible to identify separate processing 
times for each of these stages, it is of some interest to 
note that in the GNG condition 8 of the 10 subjects 
made faster RTs for noise-same-as-target displays and 
that these RTs approximated the values reported by 
Eriksen and Eriksen (1979, Experiment 1). Overall, 
RTs were slowest in the 2AFC noise-incompatible 
condition, and here, targets in featurally different 
displays were detected faster than targets in featurally 
similar displays (see Table 1). In short, however, the 
study has provided no evidence for any selective effect 
of response procedure on target detection in the Eriksen 
visual search design. 

REFERENCES 

BJORK, E. L., & MURRAY, J. T. On the nature of input channels 
in visual processing. Psychological Review, 1977,14,472-484. 

CORBALLlS, M. C., ROLDAN, C. E., & ZBRODOFF, J. Response 
set effects in recognition memory. Memory & Cognition, 1974, 
1, SOI-S08. 

ERIKSEN, B. A., & ERIKSEN, C. W. Effects of noise letters upon 
the identification of a target letter in a nonsearch task. Percep­
tion & Psychophysics, 1974, 16, 143-149. 

ERIKSEN, C. W., & ERIKSEN, B . A. Target redundancy in visual 
search: Do repetitions of the target within the display impair 
processing? Perception & Psychophysics, 1979, 16, 19S-2OS. 

ERIKSEN, C . W., & ScHULTZ, D. W. Information processing in 
visual search: A continuous flow conception and experimental 
results. Perception & Psychophysics, 1979,15,249-263. 

KRUEGER, L. E, & SHAPIRO, R. G. Repeating the target neither 
speeds nor slows its detection: Evidence for independent channels 
in letter processing. Perception & Psychophysics, 1980, 18, 
68-76. 

(Received for publication July 16, 1981.) 


	SBAP13080800108
	SBAP13080800109
	SBAP13080800110
	SBAP13080800111
	SBAP13080800111.pdf
	SBAP13080800108
	SBAP13080800109
	SBAP13080800110
	SBAP13080800111



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFA1B:2005
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<


    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>



    /HUN <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 6.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 6.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>


    /SKY <>

    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>

    /ENU <FEFF004a006f0062006f007000740069006f006e007300200066006f00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000440069007300740069006c006c0065007200200039002000280039002e0034002e00350032003600330029002e000d00500072006f006400750063006500730020005000440046002000660069006c0065007300200077006800690063006800200061007200650020007500730065006400200066006f00720020006f006e006c0069006e0065002e000d0028006300290020003200300031003100200053007000720069006e006700650072002d005600650072006c0061006700200047006d006200480020>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice




