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Introduction Exp. 1 — Eliminating Confound Exp. 3 — Measuring Effects Simultaneously

Target

* Object-based attention (OBA) preferentially enhances visual
information within boundaries of attended vs. unattended objects!

Paradigm eliminates confounds by restricting attention

shifts across visual field meridians within one object
Target

rv

* Double-rectangle cueing paradigm developed by Egly et al. (1994)
exhibits enhanced performance at invalid-same (IS) vs. invalid-different
(ID) location (approx. 13 ms), known as the same-object advantage'
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* Utilizing two objects to measure both SDA and OBEs resulted in a
similar pattern of results obtained in Experiment 2

Exp. 2 — Comparing Paradigms
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