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Figure 1 Experiment 1 flow chart
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Table 1 The descriptive statistics of response time and accuracy under different attention operation

conditions
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Figure 2 Experiment 2 flow chart
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Table 2 Description statistics of response time and accuracy under different number of attention objects
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The Effect of Different Attentional Operations at Encoding

Stage on Perceptual Priming

Ouyang Tingting Zhang Meng

School of education Hubei University, Wu Han

Abstract: The main purpose of this study was to investigate whether different attentional operations at
encoding stage affect perceptual priming. In experiment 1, 60 college students were studied on perceptual
recognition under different levels of attentional manipulation, and it was found that there were significant
differences in response under three levels of attentional manipulation. In experiment 2, 40 college
students were studied on perceptual recognition under different numbers of attention objects, and it was
found that there were significant differences in response under two different numbers of attention objects.
The results showed that the priming effect was reduced when distractors were identified and responded
frequently in the coding stage. When the distractor and the target stimulus were on the same attentional
object, the priming effect was further reduced when the distractor and the target stimulus were on
different attentional object.
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https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0407099 Www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc



