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Figure 2. Representative exalﬁples of the stimulus displays uses in
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each condition: (a) ’I’liLa\ (b) RDS, and (c¢) RTL. 1In each example above,’

the central disparity is 4 dots. (The actual stimuli. appeat:edj'as
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Table.D-4
Mean Data of Observer 4 in Condjtion IDL '
. - AN
Q‘
Independent Dependent Q
Variable % . Variable - )
PCR E MRT (ms)
- 1
Direction " Crossed 87.67 (3.47)  608.30 (46.49)
Uncrossed 88.67 (3.16) 645.20 (50.67)
- ‘ Left 93.67 (2.98) 601.40 (15.64)
; Right 86.00 (4.82) 551.60 (16.82)
Disparity (min) 1.56 74.79 (5.45) 705.20 (53.35)
3.12 85.21 (4.80) 614.80 (46.18)
4.68 . 93.33 (3.27) 565.60 (22.46)
6.24 95.83 (2.35) 595.20 (49.76)
7.80 95.83 (2.55) 536.40 (16.90)
Pulse 33 ~7~75.00 (6.23) 609.80 (42.81)
Duration (ms) - 50 84,25  (5.15) 612.90 (49.35)
) ; 67 90.25 (4.61) 575.50 (25.54)
. 83 93.00 (3.35) 636.00 (72.21)
, IPD 96.75 (1.92) 585.50 (29.67)
| \

/

Rote. Values inside the parentheses represent the 952 confidence
intervals of the means. The data for each variable wvere averaged
across all the other variables for this observer. PCR ™ percent

correct responses; MRT = mean reaction-time; IPD = "infinite" pulse

"duration. . }
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