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Controlled and Automatic Processing
During Tasks Requiring Sustained Attention:

A new approach to vigilance

Arthur D. Fisk and Walter Schneider
Report 8006
Human Attention Research Laboratory
University of Illinois

February 9, 1980

Abstract

Vigilance has been investigated in a variety of settings using a multitude
of independent and dependent measures (see Mackworth (1970) for a review),
Vigilance experiments typically show a decrease in detection performance as the
period of target monitoring increases; but, many experimental conditions do not
show a vigilance decrement. This investigation attempts to predict when a
vigilance decrement will occur by analyzing performance within the automatic and
controlled processing perspective (Schneider and Shiffrin, 1977). The normal
observed vigilance curve 1s assumed to be composed of a controlled process
vigilance decrement, a simple task practice effect, and in some instances
automatic process learning., This analysis explains some conflicts in the
vigilance literature. An experiment which examined vigilance decrements found
no significant decrement in automatic processing and significant decrements in
control processing. A second experiment replicated the first and showed the
control processing performance vigilance decrement reduced when memory load was
increased and number of channels was decreased. A third experiment showed that
when subjects were required to continually and consistently allocate controlled
processing resources to display locations the vigilance decrement was maximal.
The neural habituation hypothesis of vigilance decrements was disconfirmed. The
results suggest vigilance decrements are largest when subjects must consistently
apply control processing resources. Suggestions are made for training operators
and structuring tasks in order to obtain maximal sustained performance when
observers are faced with tasks requiring vigilance over extended periods of
time.
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Schneider & Shiffrin (1977) and Shiffrin & Schneider (1977) have proposed
two distinct types of information processing. One, called automatic processing,
is thought to be a parallel search, not limited by short term memory, and
requires minimal effort. The other, called controlled processing, is high in
its attentional demands, requires a limited comparison rate serial search, and
is highly dependent on load. Since automatic processes require minimal effort,
no vigilance decrement is expected in experiments measuring automatic process
performance. lowever, tasks requiring effortful controlled processing would be
expected to show a vigilance decrement. The automatic/controlled processing
framework predicts when either process is expected and therefore predicts when a
vigilance decrement is expected.

In light of the data presented by Schneider and Shiffrin (1977) the present
research investigated performance differences between the two above mentioned
types of human information processing, controlled processing and automatic
search (detection), in a setting where the observers were required to remain
vigilant for a 50 minute time period. By utilizing an experimental design where
both automatic and controlled processing could be employed (at different time
periods) a priori predictions were made concerning performance. In brief, the
normal decrement in performance as time passes should not be detected when the
observer can rely on automatic processing. But, one would expect to see a
vigilance decrement when the observer is forced to control process the stimuli
throughout the watch.

A necessary condition for the development and subsequent efficient
utilization of automatic processing is that subjects must have extensive
practice (e.g., 200 target detections per member of the target set) and must be
able to deal with the target stimuli in a consistent manner. In consistently
mapped (CM) conditions, target stimuli occur only as targets and never as
distractors. Controlled processing must be utilized when the stimuli cammot be
dealt with in a consistent manner. This occurs when the stimuli are varied in
their mapping (VM), sometimes occurring as targets and sometimes functioning as
distractors, In this situation controlled processing is expected (see Schneider
and Shiffrin, 1977).

One of the confoundings often introduced in vigilance research 1is the
potential for practice effects occurring during the session for poorly trained
subjects. Figure 1 shows what components might be operating to generate a
vigilance curve. Figure la presents a theoretical controlled processing
vigilance decrement. Figure 1lb shows a predicted improvement of performance
(controlled processing) due to simple practice effects. Figure lc represents a
hypothesized controlled processing vigilance curve given the combination of
"actual" vigilance decrement (la) and effects of practice (lb). Note, there is
still a "vigilance decrement" portrayed in Figure lc but it is much attenuated
from the vigilance drop shown in Figure la. Figures 1d and le represent the
effect of using a task which may become automatized. Figure 1d shows automatic
processing development for three tasks., Tssk 1 is more readily automatized than
task 2 or 3 within a vigilance session (e.g., memory set size one versus memory
set size four). Figure le shows that depending on the amount of automatic
processing learning performance may improve, remain stable, or decline as a
function of time on the task. The point of this example is that researchers
must concern themselves with both the effects of practice and the type of
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vigilance task. In the typical experiments carriéd out in:our'laBoratory we
routinely observe the effects portrayed in Figures 1lb and 1d. . The size qnd time
course of the effects depends on specific experimental manipulations.

Inséert Figure 1 sbout here.

A brief review of the vigilance 1literature reveals that often in
experiments where the stimuli may be dealt with in a consistent manner no
decrement is observed. In addition to, the consistency of the stimulus mapping,
the experimental design must be such that automatic processing can be developed
within the time constraints of the experiment. . For example, . Childs (1976) ,
using auditory presentation, presented subjects with either a "simple" signal
condition (the target would always be a 7) or a "complex" condition where the
signal was either .a 2, 4, 7, 8, 11, 14, or 18, These conditions were -
factorially combined with instructions that either specified the target(s) or
left them unspecified. For the umspecified condition subjects were told to
respond to any number beiow 13, The background events, or distractors, were the
numbers 19 or above. ) e '

The subjects in the Childs experiment participated in only one 50 minute
session. All conditions mapped the target(s) consistently; but, one would
expect the simple conditions to allow the development of an automatic process
more quickly than others. Childs' data indicate no drop in performance over
time for the simple-specified condition, a slight decrement for the
simple~unspecified, and about a 10 percent drop in performance (from beginning
time period to the last time period) for the complex conditioms.

A study by Smith, Lucaccini, Groth, & Lyman (1966) and one by Lucaccini,
Freedy, & Lyman (1968) used a task that required subjects to respond to a
blackened square which contained a certain appendage. Distractors consisted of
blackened squares with no appendages, an appendage in the wrong place, or more
than one appendage. ZEach subject participated in a one hour session.’ Both of
these studies reported no vigilance decrement. Again, an argument can be made
that the target stimull were consistently mapped as ‘' targets, resulting in an
interaction between the éffects of time and the development of a different mode
of information processing; thus, the flat function over time,

The performance stability in the above mentioned studies could be due to
simple practice effects and not due to the rudimentary development of an
automatic process. This problem 18 eliminated with the present experiments
because . extended amounts of practice wera given to subjects in all experimental
conditions. Subjects were practiced suffj:iently such that the control process
practice effect (Figure lb) and automatic process learning effects (Figure 1d)
will have asymptoted allowing examination of the actual vigilance decrement
(Figure la).

In sum then, the purpose of the present research was to test the notion
that once a subject had developed an automatic process, subsequent search in a
vigilance task, for the consistently mapped stimuli, would show 1little or no
decrement as time passed during the watch. Since subjects also participated in
conditions that required controlled search of the stimuli (the varied mapping
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condition), the relationship between simple practice effects and type of
processing mode could be controlled and evaluated.

Experiment 1
Method

Subjects. Five University of Illinols students (one male) were paid for
their participation in this experiment. All subjects had normal or corrected to
normal 20/20 vision and reported English as their first language.

Equipment. The experiment was controlled by a Digital Equipment
Corporation PDP 11/34 computer. The computer was programmed to present the
appropriate stimuli, collect responses, and control timing of the display
presentation. The stimuli were presented on Tektronics Model 604 cathode ray
scopes which contained P~31 phosphor. Each subject wore a headset through which
white noise (80 db) was carried. An error tone, used during training, was
delivered through the headset.

Stimuli. The characters used in the present experiment were digits and
upper case letters of the English alphabet. The characters were constructed
from dots on a rectangular grid 32 dots wide by 48 dots high. The character
size was .52 degrees in width and .58 degrees in height. The refresh rate of
the dots making up the stimuli was 10 msec. The display of the characters was
divided 1into frames where each frame consisted of four characters positiomed to
form a square around a center fixation dot. The subjects sat 46 centimeters
from the CRT display. The distance from the focus dot to the center of each
character was one degree visual angle. Three of the subjects were assigned the
digits 2, 3, 5, 6, 8, and 9 as their CM character set and the letters A, C, E,
M, R, and S as their VM character set. This was reversed for the other two
subjects.

Design. The primary independent variables manipulated were the following:
1) The mapping of the stimuli, being either varied or consistent. This was a
between session variable., 2) The number of target stimuli per 30 sec interval.
Either zero, one, two, or three target stimull occurred between memory set
displays (i.e., every 30 sec). Fifty percent of the 30 sec intervals contained
no targets, 20 percent contained one and 20 percent two targets, and 10 percent
of the intervals contained 3 targets. 3) Frame time, the time from the onset of
one frame to the onset of the next frame, was 240 msec for the VM condition and
100 msec for the C!M condition. (The faster frame time for the CM condition was
needed to eliminate ceiling effects as CM performance is generally far superior
to VM performance (see Schneider and Shiffrin, 1977)).

Although the task appeared continuous to the subjects, for scoring purposes
the data were grouped into 10 minute intervals. There were 18 target stimuli
presented per ten minute interval in both the VM and CM conditions. Since there
were differential frame times, a ten minute interval consisted of 2500 frames in
the VM condition and 6000 frames in the CM condition. If each frame is defined
as an event, the probability of a target was ,007 and .003 per event in the VM
and CM conditions, respectively.
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Training Procedure. Prior to the actual vigilance experiments, the
subjects participated in nine 50 minute training sessions (approximately 4000
trials). The purpose of the training was to develop an automatic process to the
consistently mapped character set. All training sessions contained discrete
trials of 12 frames per trial. The memory set size was one for the first seven
and the ninth sessions. The eighth training session used a memory set size of
two. For the first six sessions of practice a target occurred on every trial,
The trial type, either CM or VM, was manipulated between trials. Performance
feedback of two types was given to the subjects: 1) Error feedback consisted of
a tone burst given through the subject's headset and the illumination of a red
light (LED) on the subject's response box. The error feedback was given when
the subject i1uncorrectly indicated the target's display. position. 2) Accuracy
feedback was of three types. First, when the subject correctly indicated the

target's location a random dot pattern would appear to spin off the screen from

the target's location. Second, the subject's current accuracy for the block,
indicated by a two digit number, was presented along with the memory set
display. The accuracy level was initialized to zero at the beginning of each
block of trials. Third, a "skill" rating which corresponded to a given accuracy
level was given to the subject. The ratings and the accuracy level needed were:
100-90, Ace; 89-80, Expert; 79-60, Average; 59 & below, Novice. The "skill"
rating was initlalized toc zero at the beginning of each trial block. The
feedback procedure was utilized to maximize the development rate of automatic
detection. o ’

The remaining training sessions (7-9) were different from the first six in
the following ways. CM and VM trials changed between blocks. The targets were
presented in only 50 percent of the trials, Subjects received accuracy feedback
as before, but the spin off and skill rating were eliminated. The error tone
feedback was the same as before. Finally, in addition to the practice sessions,
the subjects participated in one 50 minute vigllance task which corresponded to
the actual upcoming vigilance sessions. This was included to help eliminate
contrast effects due to a drastic reduction in signal frequency (see Colquhoun
and gaddeley, 1967).

For all training sessions, the subjects initiated each trial by pushing a
button with their left index finger. Upon detection of the target, the subjects
were required to press a button on their response box that corresponded to the
target's location in the target frame. The buttons were positioned to form a
square on the response box with the display positions and the buttons
representing a one-~to-one mapping. The subjects were given up to 2.5 seconds
from the onset of a target frame to respond. If no target was detected the
subjects were instructed to guess at the end of the display sequence.

Testing Procedure. Following the initial training to develop an automatic
process to a glven set of characters, the subjects participated in the vigilance
task. In the vigilance task subjects were presented with a memory set item for
approximately one second. The memory set was followed by the presentation of a
fixation dot for 100 msec which was followed by the presentaion of the “trial"
frames. This frame sequence continued for 30 seconds. For any given 30 sec
presentation a target could not occur during the first four or last 2.4 seconds,
(Subjects were not told about this fact.) The targets were also required to lag
the presentation of a previous target by at least three seconds. When three
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targets occurred during a given 30 sec period the last target was forced to
occur in the final one-sixth of the legitimate frames, This restriction was
meant to guard against the subjects "giving up" as a trial progressed simply
because they by chance never received a target in the latter part of the 30 sec
interval. The subjects were not informed concerning the number of targets that
could occur. They were simply told that multiple targets might occur between
memory sSet presentations.

Subjects were required to press a button on the response box that
corresponded to the target's location in the target frame. The subjects were
given up to 2.5 sec from the onset of a target frame to respond in order to have
the response recorded as a hit. No performance feedback was given to the
subjects.

Order of CM and VM conditions was counterbalanced such that two of the
subjects began with the VM condition. The subjects participated in one session
of each processing mode condition per day, and participated for two days.
Subjects were tested in groups of two.

Evaluation of the data. The theory of signal detection (TSD) has often
been used to evaluate observers' sensitivity (ability) to distinguish between
signals and noise. Recently, the TSD measure of sensitivity, d', has been
criticized because of problems of validity and reliability when derived from i
vigilance data (see Craig, 1979a). Swets and Kristofferson (1970) have [
recommended the use of nonparametric sensitivity measures rather than d'. A'
was chosen as the measure of sensitivity for the current experiments because it
is more robust than d' to violations of distribution assumptions and is,
therefore, a more appropriate index of sensitivity when a small number of
signals are presented and a low rate of false alarms are observed (see Craig,
1979a; Norman, 1364, for a review). The use of A' necessitates the knowledge
of hits and false alarms. Since the vigilance task is continuous, or nearly
continuous, a problem arises in specifying the false alarm rate (because we must
assume the number of false alarm intervals). Kessel and Wickens (1978)
summarized techniques available which deal with this problen, They suggest
employing a modification of the method of free response called the method of
‘ undefined intervals. This technique allows the breakdown of the continuous flow

of events into discrete intervals.

|
- R W

] In the present experiment the hit interval was defined to be up to 2.5 sec

r from the onset of the target frame. False alarm intervals were similarly

defined as intervals of 2.5 seconds which did not contain a target. A subject

- could have only one hit per hit interval but each button push not defined as a

) hit was recorded as a false alarm. The probability of a hit was calculated by

dividing the number of hits by the number of targets occurring during a 10

. minute interval. The probability of a false alarm was calculated by dividing

‘ the number of false alarms per 10 minute interval by the number of false alarm
intervals during that period.

Results., Figure 2 shows the percentage of tarpgets detected for both the CM
and VM conditions at each ‘time interval. An analysis of variance was conducted
on the corresponding frequency data (a processing mode X time X subject repeated
s measures analysis). The relevant analysis for the conceptual purpose of the

pewd
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research is the interaction between processing mode and time., This interaction
was significant [F(4,16)=3.463, p<.05]. An analysis of the simple main effects
revealed that time had a slight effect on performance in the automatic
processing condition [F(4,16)=3.11, p<.,05); but the effect of time was much
greater for the controlled processing condition [F(4,16)=26.57, p<,001]. As can
be seen from Figure 1, the significant time X processing mode interaction is due
primarily to the accelerated drop in controlled processing performance.

Insert Figure 2 about here

The averaged sensitivity data, A', are presented in Figure 3. An A' of 1.0
represents perfect detection sensitivity and .5 chance performance. These data
were evaluated in a manner similar to the performance measure presented above.
An arcsin transform was performed on the individual subjects' A' scores and then
entered into the analysis. The processing mode X time interaction was
significant [F(4,16)=3.91, p<.025]. An analysis of the simple main effects
revealed that time had an effect on the subjects' sensitivity when performing in
the controlled processing condition [F(4,16)=28.15, P<. 001}, The effect of time
in the automatic processing condition did not reach statistical significance
[F(4,16)=2.25, p>.05}.

Insert Figure 3 about here

Discussion. The hit rate data (the "raw" performance measure) clearly
indicate that a vigilance decrement was observed when subjects were required to
utilize controlled processing. It is apparent, from Figure 2 and the analysis
of the simple main effects of time, that the subjects were much more resistant
to a vigilance decrement when they were able to utilize automatic processing to
perform the detection task. The drop in performance in the controlled
processing condition is 2.25 times greater than the vigilance decrement in the
automatic processing condition. Also of interest is the effect of time on the
task sensitivity decrement in the two conditions. This measure 1indicates that
the decrement in performance is due to a drop in sensitivity when the subjects
participated in the controlled processing condition. This is not the case for
the automatic processing condition. Since a reliable non-parametric response
criterion measure is not available (Richardson, 1972), it can only be inferred
(and not shown) that the slight drop in performance in the automatic processing

condition is due to a shift in the subjects' response criterion. This seems a
reasonable assumption gilven the stability of the sensitivity measure over time
for this condition. Another possibility is that the slight drop in performance,
as measured by the number of targets detected, in the automatic processing
condition was due to the subjects employing a controlled processing check after
attention was drawn to the target.

The results of experiment 1 are consistent with our predictions; that {is,
the normal decrement observed in tasks requiring sustained attention is due to
the inability to maintain controlled processing of the stimuli. When automatic
processing may be wutilized to perform the detection task, little performance
decrement is observed. Semsitivity remained stable in the automatic processing
condition indicating that it could be possible to eliminate even the slight
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performance decrement through proper training.

Parasuraman (1979) has proposed that a primary determinant of vigilance
decrement occurs when the task requires utilization of short term memory. The
next experiment was designed to examine the effect of memory load in both the
controlled and automatic processing conditions. In order to maintain a
reasongble frame time (event rate) in the controlled processing condition, it
was necessary to reduce the frame size to two (see description below).
Therefore, the subjects were presented with a different "visual environment",
In addition to the effect of memory load, the following experiment looked at the
stability of the previous results (and predictions) across different display
characteristics. : -

Experiment 2

The primary difference between the first experiment and the second
experiment 1is that the memory set size and frame size were two. Random dot
patterns occurred as "place holders" in the ‘display positions not containing
characters. The actual display positions of the characters were randomly
assigned for each frame. The procedure and evaluation of the data were the same
as the previous experiment. As in Experiment 1, each subject participated in
each condition (controlled/automatic processing) once per day for a total of two
days. All subjects, stimuli, and equipment were the same as described in
Experiment 1. The frame time for the VM condition was increased to 300 msec.
Therefore, each 10 min interval contained 2000 frames. If each frame 1is
considered an event, the probabiliy of a target was .009 per event. The CM
frame time remained at 100 msec as in Experiment 1,

Results. Performance, represented by percentage of hits, 1s shown in
Figure 4. The analysis was conducted as in Experiment 1 and revealed a
significant main effect of time [F(4,16)=4.249, p<.025]. Neither the main
effect of processing mode nor the interaction reached significance at the .05
level.

Insert Figure 4 about here

The data presented in Figure 5 show the level of sensitivity (A') for each
processing mode at each time period. The analysis of variance performed on the
transformed A' scores (arcsin transform) indicates the same pattern of results
as shown above for the performance measure. That 18, there was a significant
main effect of time [ F(4,16)=3.99, p<.025] with the main effect of processing
mode and the interaction not reaching significance at the .05 level., A post hoc
analysis (Wewman—-Kuels) revealed no difference in sensitivity at any time period
for the automatic processing condition. There was a reliable difference (p<.05)
between the first time period and the 40 minute period for the controlled
processing condition,

Insert Figure 5 about here
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! Discussion. The present experiment offers an interesting comparison to :
g - Experiment 1. In this second experiment, absolute performance decrements did )
not differ between the two conditions (VM-~.18, CM~.17) and did not differ from }
the automatic processing condition in Experiment 1 (.16 drop)

Relative to Experiment 1, the present vigilance task oositively affected
! the controlled processing performance (.36 decrement Experiment 1 compared to
.18 Experiment 2) but left: performance in the automatic processing condition
unchanged (in terms of absolute vigilance decrement). This demonstrates the
- performance stability .of the automatic processing mode and the susceptibility of
controlled processing to ‘task manipulations, The underlying reason for the
3 slight vigilance decrement -obtained in the present experiment is a decrease of
F - sensitivity for the task requiring controlled processing; but, as in the

previous experiment, the automatic processing condition did not show a
sengitivity decrement. Tiis indicates the use of different processing modes.
The controlled processing vigilance decrement, although slight 1in the present
experiment, seems due to the inability of the observer to allocate processing
resources to the task at hand. This notion is examined further in the General
3 Discussion. The automatic processing vigilance decrement, which was small in
voth experiments, is not due to a decrease in sensitivity. Other factors, such
as a shift in the observer's response criterion or perhaps extraneous factors
like eye blinks, may have caused the performance decrement observed. in the
automatic processing condition.

In terms of Parasuraman's analysis of vigilance and memory load, a larger
vigilance decrement should have been observed for the controlled processing
condition in the present experiment than seen in Experiment 1,. The present
results are not in line with the analysis by Parasuraman (1979). liowever, the
data cannot be used to dispute his claim since the "visual environment" was not
consistent across the two experiments.

The results of Experiments 1 and 2 suggest that the source of wvigilance
decrement 1s the requirement that observers' continually and consistently
allocate controlled processing resources to the task at hand. The next
experiment directly tests this assumption by requiring observers to search for
targets when events (distractors) are presented randomly in one of four display

. locations or two fixed display locations. The habituation theory (see
Mackworth, 1968) is tested by alternating the presentation diagonal on a frame
by frame basis.

Experimént 3

..'

Method

Subjects. Eleven students (three males) from the University of Illinois

were ~pald for their participation in this experiment. All subjects had normal
or corrected to normal 20/20 vision and reported English as their native
language.

vesign. All experimental conditions varied the mapping of targets and
distractors thus requiring controlled processing. Memory set size was two and
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frame size was two, Frame time was 300 msec for all experimental conditiomns.
The frames were constructed as in Experiment 2. The primary independent
variable manipulated was the search condition being either random, alternated
diagonal, or a fixed diagonal (see Figure 6). The Random search condition (RS)
was a replication of the VM search condition used in Experiment 2, That 1{is,
character display positions were randomly determined with the restriction that
the same character was not presented 1in the same display position on two
successive frames. Dot patterns occurred as place holders in the display
positions not containing characters. During the Alternated diagonal search
condition (AS) characters were presented on first one diagonal and then the
other, the alternation being on a frame by frame basis, The diagonal not
containing characters contained random dot pattems; This condition was
included as a test of the habituation hypothesis since perceptual chammels were
cleared every other frame. The Fixed diagonal search condition (FS) presented
characters on one diagonal of the display for the entire vigil with dot patterns
used as place holders on the other diagonal. Which diagonal was to be searched
was counterbalanced across the subjects. The manipulation of the search
conditions was within subjects with order of participation in the conditions
controlled by a Latin square. In addition, whether the subject's character set
was letters or numbers was counterbalanced across subjects. (MNote, due to loss
of one subject the letter character set and the search condition participation
order AS, FS, RS was not completely represented.)

Insert Figure 6 about here

Training Procedure. All subjects participated in two hours of training
where™ all search conditions were equally represented., The training was divided
into two 50 minute sessions. The first 30 minutes of the first session utilized
a target probability (per trial) of 50 percent. This was followed by a target
probability of .009 which was the same as the target probability used during the
actual vigilance experiment, -  During the training sessions there were only 12
frames presented between each memory set presentation. There was only one
target presented during a trial if it was a target trial. The memory set was
displayed for one second after which the trial frame sequence began. The
subjects did not initiate the trials themselves and no performance feedback was
given during training.

Testing Procedure. The procedure for the vigilance task was the same as
Experiment 2 with the following exceptions., The fixation dot was presented for
500 msec subsequent to the memory set display and prior to the frame sequence.
Each subject participated in two 50 minute vigilance sessions per day separated

S by at least one hour. All subjects participated during the same time periods
each day. Each subject was assigned to a search condition presentation order
) and went through this order twice.

The equipment, stimuli and evaluation of the data were the same as the
" previous experiments.

Results, The subjects' performance during the vigil, represented as
percentage of targets detected, is presented in Figure 7. (One subject's data
: from the second session of the AS condition and one  subject's data from the
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second session of the FS condition were deleted because they fell asleep during
these vigilance sessions.) The analysis of the performance data revealed a
significant main effect of search conditions( F(2,20)=8.8724, p<.002] and a
significant main effect of time [F(4,40)=47.6922, p<.00001]. The interaction
between experimental conditions and time was significant [F(8,80)=2.589,
P<.015]. Simple main effect analysis indicated that there was a significant
difference in ability to detect targets across the search conditions at the 30
minute point [F(2,20)=21,.55, $<.0001] and at the 50 minute point [F(2,20)=6.33,
Pp<.0075}. Ability to detect targets decreased with time in all search
conditions with p<.001 in all cases.,

Insert Figure 7 about here

The averaged sensitivity data (A') are .presented in Figure 8, All
conditions show a decrease in sensitivity as time passed during the vigil with
the AS condition showing the fastest and most severe sensitivity decrement. The
analysis of variance on the transformed A' scores (Arcsin transform) revealed a
main effect of both search conditions and time [F(2,20)=5.9403, p<.01 and
F(4,40)=38.8052, p<.00001], respectively. The interaction between search

conditions and time was marginally.- significant, F(8,80)=1.9624, p=.061. The

analysis of the simple main effects indicated a pattern similar to the hit rate
analysis. There was a significant difference in sensitivity across the search
conditions at the 30 minute point [F(2,20)=16.53, p<.0001] and at the 50 —inute
point [F(2,20)=4.95, p<.02]. Sensitivity decreased with time in all search
conditions with p<,0l1 in all cases. T

Insert Figure 8 about here

Discussion. The purpose of Experiment 3 was to test the hypothesis that
tasks requiring continual and consistent allocation of controlled processing
resources lead to maximal vigilance decrement. This hypothesis was confirmed by
both the performance measure (hit rate) and the measure of perceptual
sensitivity (A') of the AS and FS conditions when compared to the RS conditionm,
The habituation hypothesis which argues that vigilance decrement is due to the
habituation of neural responding (Mackworth, 1968) was not supported by the
present data. The AS condition, .which showed the largest decrement in
sensitivity and a performance decrement equivalent to the FS condition, cleared
the perceptual channels on alternating frames. If neural habituation in the
visual channel were the cause of the vigilance decrement the AS condition would
have been superior to the FS and RS conditions, but it was clearly not.

Subjective reports and subject conceritration problems confirm the empirical
data showing consistent control processing is difficult. Many subjects stated
that performance in the AS and FS conditions was easier than the RS early in the
vigil, but that it was harder to maintain concentration in these conditions as

time passed. Subjects indicated Experiment 2 (RS search) was less boring than -

Experiment 1 (FS search). Perhaps the strongest evidence illustrating the
difficulty of maintaining concentration in AS and F§ search is that one subject
in each condition fell asleep (Experiment 3). These "sleeper" subjects were
generally good subjects and were embarrassed about their performance. These two
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cases of an inability to remain awake while consistently control processing
suggest the difficulty of such processing.

It is interesting to note that the AS condition showed a performance and a
sensitivity decrement (maximum decrement) exactly the same as the VM condition
in Experiment 1. This would indicate that a fixed display with all channels
conveying I1information 1is equivalent to a display that alternates information
across the channels in a consistent pattern (at least up to a frame size four).

The present data may help explain why monitoring performance ret to a
level at or above that observed during the beginning of a session when the vigil
is interrupted and observers are given a message (Mackworth, 1948). VWhen the
observers receive a message they presumably reallocate their controlled
processing resources to encode and interpret the message. The shifting or
reallocation of controlled processing resources seems to be sufficient to break
the vigilance decrement for at least a brief period. Support for this argument
is given by the differences between the RS and both the AS and FS conditions.
The reason for the drop in the RS condition is that controlled processing must
be allocated to the task at hand whereas in the Mackworth "interruption"
resources are shifted to an entirely different task.

General Discussion

Apparent conflicts in detection, search and ' attention literature have
recently been resolved by proposing a two-process theory of human information
processing., (See Schneider and Shiffrin, 1977; Shiffrin and Schneider, 1977.)
It was shown by Schneider and Shiffrin that subjects could process information
utilizing one of two quantitatively and qualitatively distinct processing modes,
Which mode was used was dependent on the rarget to distractor mapping. If the
subjects could deal with the target stimuli in a consistent manner, then
automatic processing would be employed. Otherwise, controlled processing had to
be utilized. ’ ' :

Given the present data, a similar statement seems appropriate in regards to
the vigilance literature. That is, if the experimental design is such that the
mapping of the target stimuli 1s consistent then an automatic process may
develop. If this occurs then 1little or no decrement is expected during the
vigil. When the vigilance task is designed such that controlled processing must
be used throughout the watch then a vigilance decrement, due to a decrease in
perceptual sensitivity, is expected. In other words, this variable, the mode of
information processing, must be carefully considorcd when examining data across
experiments.

Craig and Colquhoun (1977) and Craig (1979b) claim that the monitoring
requirement does nc substantially influence vigilance performance. This
conclusion was based on studies designed to show that laboratory wvigilance
experiments have relevance for '"real-world" tasks. We believe that many
vigilance experiments have ecological validity; but, the statement that the
wmonitoring requirements of a task do not influence performance seems too
simplistic. The data presented in the current report indicate that the type of
information processing, either controlled or automatic, will lead to different
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vigilance functions. The monitoring requirements for tasks demanding controlled
processing are clearly different from those of tasks that may utilize automatic
detection.

The present data indicate that the ability to structure a task such that
there 1s a consistent -relationship between signals and noise will allow the
human monitor to be resistant to vigilance decrement. Also, given that this
consistency - can be maintained, the monitor's performance will be more stable
across various task situations. S

An exauination of the "current" theories of vigilance decrement (see Loeb
and Alluisi, 1977) leads to the conclusion that none are sufficiently supported
by the present data. For example, habituation of the neural response cannot
account for the controlled and automatic processing differences in Experiment 1.
Tne habituation argument actually would predict the automatic processing
condition to show more of a vigilance decrement than the controlled processing
condition., Data from Experiment 3 also do not support the habituation theory.
Specifically, the alternating diagonal search condition cleared the perceptual
channels every other frame and showed a peérformance decrement equivalent to the
fixed diagonal search condition. The habituation theory would predict that the
fixed diagonal condition would show a larger decrement since perceptual channels
were not "cleared" for the entire vigil.

An alternative explanation could be a "levels of activation" hypothesis.
This explanation could account for the sensitivity data from Experiment 1 due to
a lower level of activation required to perform well in the automatic processing
than controlled processing condition. As time passed the activation level
dropped an equal amount in both conditions, but it did not drop below the level
needed for sustained performance (serformance equivalent to initial level) in
the automatic processing condition,

The data from Experiment 2 are inconsistent with the above 1levels of
activation hypothesis. There was 1little difference between the controlled and
automatic processing conditions in regards to the amount of decrement observed
in the performance measure.

A more plausible explanation is that as time passed during the vigil, the
observer became less able to allocate controlled processing resources to the
display positions. Since automatic processing requires little or no processing
resources (Schneider and Fisk, 1980a) this is consistent with Experiment 1. The
second experiment does not support tihis "gimple" allocation of resources
hypothesis but suggests that the allocation of controlled processing resources
interacts with some other factor. This other factor appears to be the inability
of the observer to continually and consistently allocate controlled processing
resources to the same display locatioms, Experiment 3 supports this
interpretation. ihen the subjects in Experiment 3 were required to continually
and consistently allocate controlled processing resources to display locations
the vigilance decrement was maximum (i.e., the AS and FS conditions). In the
situation where the continual and consistent search requirement was reduced (the
RS condition) the vigilance decrement was also reduced.

i coce e i DT T T TN T
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Je conclude that vigilance decrements are the result -of continuous and
consistent allocation of control processing. As a task requires less control
processing resources vigilance problems should reduce. 4s a control process
task is made more variable, 'even though total processing demands are fixed,
vigilance decrements should also reduce.

These present data lead to several suggestions for future design of tasks
vhich require the observer to remain vigilant for extended periods of time.
First, when possible the critical signals (targets) and target features should
be consistently mapped as targets or have a high probability of being a critical
signal. Second, training should be carried out to maximize the development of
autouatic processing (e.g., carry out training when targets are very frequent;
see Schneider and Fisk, 1980b) prior to placing the observer in the task
requiring vigilance.2 Third, information which cannot be consistently mapped
should not be presented in a continual and invariant pattern to the observer,
For example, instrument design 1in situations requiring primarily control
processing should induce the operator to sample the instruments 1in a varying
pattern. This mway seem counter-intuitive but follows from the results of
Experiment 3. Fourth, the general task should be structured such that the
observer must reallocate controlled processing resources to other tasks from
time to time. This is not meant to imply that the operator should be given an
overload, but enough diversity (of mental processes) to allow reallocation of
resources,

In sum, we believe that the nature of the cognitive processes involved in
target discrimination determines, to a large degree, the ability to sustain
attention, Also, as indicated by the data of Schneider and Shiffrin (1977), the
stimulus processing rate must surely have an effect, The rate of information
processing should aifect the ability to sustain attention for those tasks
requiring controlled processing to a greater extent than when the observers may
rely on automatic processing. In addition, we believe that the ability to
sustain attention during a watch requiring controlled processing of the stimuli
is related to the amount of continual and consistent allocation of controlled
processing required of the monitor. It is not just the demands of allocation of
controlled processing resources but the requirement to continually and
consistently allocate those resources that leads to substantial vigilance
decrement.
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Footnotes

Parasuraman (1979) presents data which indicate that wmemory load and
event rate are the determining factors of sensitivity changes in vigilance
tasks. Both a high event rate and a target discrimination task which loads
memory are required before a sensitivity decrement will be observed in a
vigilance task. Parasuraman suggests that the sensitivity decrement is due to
the data-limiting nature of this type of task. ide states the limitation may be
due to signal~data or memory-data 1limits on processing (Norman and Bobrow,
1975).

Our data do not support the interpretation that the decrement 1s due to .
data-limits. Norman and Bobrow (1975) point out .that a pure data-limited s*
function is a straight line and that performance is completely independent of
resources, Schneider and Fisk (1980, Experiments 9 and 10) have shown that
controlled processing is affected by the resources (emphasis) given to a task.
Although it may be reasonable to assume that the quality of the memory trace
changes over the course of the vigil, it seems unreasonable to assume, for
controlled processing, that performance is independent of the amount of
resources applied to the task. If changes to the stimuli do not occur during
the vigil, then the observed controlled processing decrement will be related to
the reduction of the resources allocated to the display positions.

2 In order to develop an automatic process the target stimuli must
consistently appear as target stimuli and not as distractors (Schneider and
Fisk, 1980c), the elemental features of target stimuli should be kept as
consistent as possible (Schneider and Eberts, 1930), and operators should train
with high target probabilities (Schneider and Fisk, 1980b) and few non-target
searches. Our experience has shown that even tens of hours of training where
the above rules are not observed does not lead to automatic processing. This
suggests that putting an operator into a normal vigilance paradigm may be one of
the worst ways to train operators to maintain detection performance over the
vigil, This work also suggests that short refresher detection tests (e.g., ten
minutes per day) might be helpful to maintain automatic detection.

0"




Page 15

References

Childs, J. 1I. Signal complexity, response complexity and signal specification
in vigilance. Human Factors, 1976, 18, 149-160.

Colquhoun, W, P. and Baddeley, A. D. Influence of signal probability during
pretraining on vigilance decrement, Journal of Experimental Psychology,
1967, 73, 153-155.

Craig, A. Nonparametric measures of sensory efficiency for sustained monitoring
tasks., liuman Factors, 1979(a), 21, 69-78.

Craig, A. Vigilance for two kinds of signals Qith unequal probabilities of
occurrence, iHuman Factors, 1979(b), El’ 647-653,

Craig, A, and Colquoun, W, P. Vigilance effects in complex inspection. In R.
R. tlackie (Ed.) Vigilance: Theory, .operational performance, and
physiological correlates. New York: Plenum, 1977, 239-262,

Kessel, C. and Wickens, C. D. Development and utilization of internal models
] . in dynamic systems: A comparison of monitors and operators as failure
. ' detectors. University of 1Illinois at Urbana~Champaign, Engineering
3 Psychology Research Lab., TR-ERL-78-2/AFOSR-78-5 1978,

Loeb, M. and Alluisi, E. A. An update of findings regzarding vigilance and a
reconsideration of underlying mechanisms. In R. R. Mackie (Ed.)
Vigilance: Theory, operational performance, and physiological correlates.
New York: Plenum, 1977, 719-749,

Lucaccini, L. F., Freedy, A. and Lyman, J, DMotivational factors in vigilance:
i effects of instructions on performance in a complex wvigilance task.
. Perceptual and Motor Skills, 1968, 26, 783-786.

Mackworth, J. F. Vigilance, arousal, and habituation. Psychological Review,
1968, Zé, 308-322,

Mackworth, J. F. Vigilance and Attention. New York: Penguin Books, 1970.

Mackworth, N. H. The breakdown of vigilance during prolonged visual search.
Quarterly Journal of Experimental Psychology, 1948, 1, 6-21,

Norman, D. A. A comparison of data obtained under different false-alarm rates.
Psychological Review, 1964, 71, 243-246,

Norman, D. A. and Bobrow, D. G. On data-limited and resource-limited
processes., Cognitive Psychology, 1975, 7, 44-64.

Parasuraman, R. l!lemory load and event rate control sensitivity decrements in
sustained attention. Science, 1979, 205, 924-927.

fichardson, J. T. E. Non-parametric indexes of sensitivity and response bias.
’ Psychological Bulletin, 1972, 78, 429-432.

e ST T e e L e—— Yy




B e o o . A KA S P O ek I M 73 STl

Page 16

Schneider, W. and Eberts, R. Automatic processing and the unitization of two
features. Report 8008, Human Attention Research Lab, University of
Illinois, 1980.

Schneider, /. and Fisk, A, D. Automatic and controlled processing in visual
search, can it be done without cost? Report 8002, !luman Attention Research
Lab, University of Illinois, 1980a.

Schneider, /. and Fisk, A. D. Visual search improves with detection searches,
declines with nondetecticn searches. Report 8004, [luman Attention Research
Lab, University of Illinois, 1980b.

Schneider, U. and Fisk, A, D. Degree of consistent training and the
development of automatic processing. Report 8005, Human Attention Research
Lab, University of Iilinois, 1980c. s

ST .
i Y A

Schneider, W, and Shiffrin, R. M. Coantrolled and éuﬁomatic human - infbrmation

processing: I, Detection, search, and attention. Psychological Review,
1977, 84, 1-66. . _ N ] -

Shiffrin, R. . and Schneider, W. Controlled and automatic human information

processing: II. Perceptual leaming, automatic attending, and a general

theory. Psychological Review, 1977, 84, 127-199..

Smith, R. L., Lucaccini, L. F., Groth, H., and Lyman, J. = Effects of
anticipatory alerting signals and a compatible secondary task-on vigilance.

performance. Journal of Applied Psychology, 1966, 50, 240-246,

Swets, J. A, 'and nristofferson, A. B. - Attention. Annual Review of
Psychology, 1970, 21, 339-366. ' S




- ONR Distribution List
: Schneider March 10, 1980

A. Bachrach, Environmental Stress, WNaval }Med Res Inst, Bethesda, MD
T. Berghage, Naval ilealth Res Cntr, San Diego
R. 3reaux, NAVTRAEQUIPCEN, Orlando
2 » Chief of Naval Educ & Training Liason Office, AFHRL, Williams AFB
| L. Dean, Naval Submarine Med Res Lab, Groton, CT
R. Elster, Admin Sciences, Naval Postgraduate School, Monterey, CA
Federico, Navy Personnel R&D Cntr, San Diego
Foley, Wavy Personnel R&D Cntr, San Diego
Ford, Navy Personnel R&D Cntr, San Diego
Gibson, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, Washington
Y. Graine, Personnel & Training Analysis Office, Washington
D, iiarris, Naval Air Dev Cntr, Warminster, PA
R, Harrison, US Naval Academy, Annapolis
Helm, Univ So Dakota, Vermillion
. litchcock, Haval Alr Dev Cntr, Waiminster, PA
« W, Hutchins, Naval Air Sys Com lig, Washington
S. Kennedy, Naval Aerospace lled Res Lab, New Orleans
d. J. Kerr, Javal Air Station llemphis, Millington, TN
L. Kroceker, Havy Personnel R&D Cntr, San Diego
I, L, Maloy, Naval Training Com, Pensacola, FL
K. Marshall, Scientific Advisor to DCNO(MPT), Washington
R. L. Martin, UJewport News Shipbuilding and Drydock, Newport News, VA
J. licBride, Navy Personnel R&D Cntr, San Diego
. G. loeller, Waval Submarine l!ied Res Lab, Groton, CT
Y. Montague, Navy Personnel R&D Cntr, San Diego
W. Moroney, Naval Postgraduate School, Monterey, CA
Commanding Officer, US Waval Amphibious School, Coronado, CA
Library, Naval Health Res Cntr, San Diego
HNaval led R&D Com, Natl Naval Med Cntr, Bethesda, MD
T. iI, I. Yellen, Navy Personnel R&D Cntr, San Diego
Library, Navy Personnel R&D Cntr, San Diego
Technical Director, Wavy Personnel R&D Cntr, San Diego
Director, Navy Personnel R&D Cntr, Washington Liason Office, Washington Navy Yard, DC
Commanding Officer, NRL, Wasuington
Psychologist, OJR Branch Office, Boston
Psychologist, ONR Branch Office, Chicago
ONR, Arlington
Personnel & Training Res Programs, Arlington
Psychologist, ONR Branch Office, Pasadena, CA
Office of the Chief of Haval Operatioms, Res, Dev, & Studies Branch, Jashington
D, F. Parker, Navy Personnel R&D Cntr, San Diego
. C. Petho, Naval Aerospace Med Res Lab, Pensacola
G. Poock, daval Postgraduate School, Monterey, CA
it. Yo Remington, WAMRL, Pensacola
D. Rimland, Javy Personnel R&D Cntr, San Diego
5. Schiflett, US Navy Air Test Cntr, Patuxent River, MD
Pe G. Smith, Office of Chief of Naval Operations, Washington
A. F. Smode, Dept. of the Ravy, Orlando
R. Sorensen, .lavy Personnel R&D Cntr, San Diego
Y. G. Tnomson, iHaval Ocean 5ystems Cntr, San Diego
®. Weitzman, US Naval Postgraduate School, llonterey, CA
d. M. Jest III, Program Dev Branch, Arlington Annex, Washington

O YTuOwaG T




o A e - e ML o U A A R0 S 0 e R

ONR Distribution List Page 2

R. Wisher, Navy Personnel R&D Cntr, San Diego
M. F, Wiskoff, Navy Personnel R&D Cntr, San Diego
Technical Director, US Army Res Inst for the Behav & Soc Sclences, Alexandria
HQ USAREUE & 7th Army, USAAREUE Director of GED, APO WY
J. Barber, i1QS, Dept. of the Army, Washington
G. W. Bloedorn, US Army TRADOC Systems Analysis Activity, WSMR, NM
R. Dusek, Army Res Inst, Alexandria
B. J. Farr, Army Res Inst, Alexandria
E. Johnson, Army Res Inst, Alexandria
M. naplan, Army Res Inst, Alexandria
M. Katz, Army Res Inst, Alexandria
Director, US Army lluman Eng Labs, Aberdeen Proving Ground, MD
H., F. O"Neil, Jr., Army Res Inst, Alexandria
R. Ross, Army Res Inst for the Soc and Behav Sciences, Alexandria
R. Sasmor, Army Res Inst for the Behav & Soc Sciences, Alexandria
Commandant, US Army Inst of Admin, Ft Benjamin Harrison, IN
F. Steinheiger, Army Res Inst, Alexandria
J. Ward, Army Res Inst, Alexandria
AF Human Resources Lab, Brooks AFB, TX
USAF Office of Scientific Res, Bolling AFB, Washington
Air Univ Library, ilaxwell, AFB, AL
E. A, Alluisi, Brooks AFB, TX
G. lladdad, Life Sciences Directorate, Bolling AFB, Washington
R. G. ilughes, Williams AFB, AZ .
Res and Measurement Div, AFMPC/MPCYPR, Randolph AFB, TX
M. Ree, AFHRL/'®P, Brooks AFB, TX
M. Rockway, Lowry AFB, CO
F. Schufletowski, Randolph AFB, TX
3700 TCHTW/TTGH Stop 32, Sheppard AFB, TX
J. A. Thorpe, Naval War College, Providence, RI
B. X. Waters, Maxwell AFB, AL
He W. Greenup, Educ Cntr, MCDEC, Quantico, VA
HQ, US Marine Corps, Washington
Speclal Asst for Marine Corps Matters, ONR, Arlington
A. L. Slafkosky, Scientific Advisor, Washington
Defense Doc Cntr, Alexandria
D. Fletcher, Adv Res Proj Agency, Arlington
Military Asst for Training & Personnel Tech, Office of the Under Sec of Defensz for
Res & Eng, Washington
S. Chipman, Natl Inst of Educ, Washington
J. Lehnus, US Office of Personnel Management, Chicago
J. I. Lipson, WSF, Washington
A. R. Molnar, NSF, Washington
Personnel R&D Cntr, Office of Personnel Management, Washington
by H. W. Sinaiko, Manpower Res and Advisory Services, Smithsonian Inst, Alexandtia
< F. Withrow, US Office of Educ, Washington
J. L. Young, NSF, Washington
E. 3. Andersen, Studiestraede 6, Denmark
J. R. Anderson, Carnegie Mellon Univ
J. Amnett, Univ of Warwick, England
M. Atwood, Science Applications Inst, Englewood, CO
1 Psychological Res Unit, Dept. of Defense, Australia
A. Baddeley, Med Res Council Applied Psych Unit, England
P. Baggett, Univ of Denver
B J. Beatty, Univ of California, Los Angeles

-




i‘,‘

anpeat B An e Rk o B g e -V Ll 2 o oy £ A e Lk

ONR Distribution List Page

N. A. Bond, Sacramento State College

L. Bourne, Univ of Colorado, Boulder

B, Buchanan, Stanford Univ

J. 3. Carroll, Univ of No., Carolina, Chapel Hill
Charles Myers Library, Livingstone House, Stratford, England

W. Chase, Carnegie Mellon Univ

M., Chi, Univ of Pittsburgh

W. Clancey, Stanford Univ

A. M. Collins, Bolt Beranek & Newman, Inc, Cambridge, MA

L. A. Cooper, Cornell Univ

. P. Crawford, APA, Washington

K. B. Cross, Anacapa Sciences, Santa Barbara, CA

E. Donchin, Univ of Illinois, Champaign

J. C. Eggenberger, Directorate of Personnel Applied Res, Natl Defense HQ, Ottawa,
Canada

ERIC Facility-Acquisitions, Bethesda, MD

R. L. Ferguson, ACT Program, Iowa City, IA

E. A. Fleishman, Adv Res Resources Organ, Washington

J. R. Frederiksen, Bolt Beranek & Newman, Cambridge, MA
A, Friedman, Univ of Alberta, Canada

R. E. Geiselman, Univ of California, Los Angeles

R. Glaser, Univ of Pittsburgh

M. D. Glock, Cornell Univ

F. E. Gomer, McDonnell Douglas Astronautics Co., St. Louis
D. Gopher, Technion-Israel Inst of Technology, Israel
J. G. Greeno, Univ of Pittsburgh

if. Jawkins, Univ of Oregon, Eugene

B. idayes-Roth, Rand Corp, Santa Monica, CA

F, ilayes-Roth, Rand Corp, Santa Monica, CA

J. R. Hoffman, Univ of Delaware, Newark

L. Humphreys, Univ of Illinois, Champaign

Library, ilumRRO/Western Div, Carmel, CA

E. Hunt, Univ of ashington, Seattle

D. H. Jones, Educ Testiny Service, Princeton

Journal Supplement Abstract Service, APA, Washington

S. W. Keele, Univ of Oregon, Eugéne

W. Kintsch, Univ of Colorado, Boulder

D. Kieras, Univ of Arizona, Tuscon

S. Kosslyn, Harvard Univ

M. Kroger, Palos Verdes Estates, CA

J. Larkin, Carnegie liellon Univ

A. Lesgold, Univ of Pittsburgh

C. Lewis, Rijks Universiteit Groningen, Netherlands

J. Lumsden, Univ of Western Australia :

M, Miller, Texas Instruments, Dallas, TX

A, Munro, Behav Tech Labs, Redondo Beach, CA

D. A. Worman, Univ of California, San Diego

M. R. Hovick, Univ of Iowa, Iowa City

J. A, Paulson, Portland State Univ

L. Petrullo, Arlington

M. Polson, Univ of Colorado, Boulder

P. Polson, Univ of Colorado, 3oulder '

D. M. Ramsey-Klee, R-K Res & System Design, Malibu, CA
M. L. Rauch, 3undesministerium der Verteidigmg, Germany
A. M., Rose, Amer Inst for Res, Washington

3




ONR Distribution List/Recent Reports o . Page

E.
D.
R,

‘

Z, Rothkopf, Bell Labs, Murray Hill, NJ
Rumelhart, Univ of California, San Diego
J., Seidel, Instructional Tech Grp HUMRRO, Alexandria

Committee on Cognitive Res, Soc Science Res Council, New York

R.
R.
K.
R.
A.
D.
P.
H'
K.
C.
D.
Jl
P.
Dl
J.
B.
P.
D.
GC
K.
S.
C.
w‘
J.

Smith, Rutgers Univ

Snow, Stanford Univ

T. Spoehr, Brown Univ

Sternberg, Yale Univ

Stevens, Bolt Beranek & Newman, Cambridge,
Stone, SUNY, Albany

Suppes, Stanford Uuiv

Swaminathan, Univ of Massachusetts

Tatsuoka, Univ of Illinois, Urbana

J. Theisen, Jr., New lope, PA

Thissen, Univ of Kansas

Thomas, IBii Thomas J. Watson Res Cntr, Yorktown Hts, NY
Thommdyke, Rand Corp, Santa Monica

Towne, Univ of So. California, Redondo Beach
Uhlaner, Perceptronics Inc, Woodland iiills, CA
J. Underwood, Northwestern Univ,. Evanston, IL
Weaver, llarvard Univ

J. Weiss, Univ of lMinnesota

Weltman, Perceptronics Inc, Woodland Hills, CA.
T. Wescourt, Rand Corp, Santa lionica

E. Jhitely, Univ of Kansas

Wickens, Univ of Illinois, Champaign
Wildgrube, Streitkraefteamt, West Germany

A. Woodward, Univ of California

Recent Human Attention Research Laboratory Reports

7901 Eberts, R. The automatic and controlled processing of sequences of events.
8001 Schneider, W. and Fisk, A. D. Independence of foveal retinal locus and visual

detection paradigm.

8002 Schneider, V. and Fisk, A. D, Dual task automatic and controlled processing

in visual search, can it be done without cost?

8003 Eberts, R. and Schneider, W, The automatic and controlled processing of

temporal and spatial patterns.

8004 Schneider, W. and Fisk, A, D. Visual search improves with detection searches,

declines with nondetection search.

8005 Schneider, W, and Fisk, A. D. Degree of consistent training and the

development of automatic processing.

8006 Fisk, A. D. and Schneider, W. Controlled and automatic processing during

tasks requiring sustained attention: A new approach to vigilance.

8007 Fisk, A. D. and Schneider, W, On the learning of distractors during

controlled and automatic processing.

8008 Schneider, W. and Eberts, R, Automatic processing and the unitization of

two features.

8009 Schneider, W. and Fisk, A. D. Context dependent automatic processing.

(in preparation)




