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The Attentional Effect on Information Paralle Coding

Hu Ping Jiao Shulan
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Abgtract The present study aimed to explore whether there was an attentional effect on the paralée processng
by meansof different validities of cues. The results showed that even the searching of the badc features was
preattentive coding in pardle diglay , and the reactive time was highly influenced in the location of attention.
The effect of attentiona location could be obtained though the inhibition of the distractor rather than the in-
provement of the target procesing. The possble reaons were discussed.
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