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THE INFLUENCE OF ENDOGENOUS AND EXOGENOUS
ATTENTION ON NUM BER PROCESSING

Lu Chao % Mai Xiaoqin"> Fu X iaolan
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Ab stract

In the present sudy two different experin ental pamdigms (with he endogenous cue and with the exogenous cue)
wermr used to investiate the distance effect and the notatbn effct of mmbers processing n attended and unattended condt
tion. The stmuliwere anall numbers (1 ~4) and laige numbers (6~9) inChnese and A mbic. Subjects task was to de
cide whether he presented numberw as lager or amaller than 5. The wesults showed that 1) the distance effect of both of
small nunbers and large numbers was not affected by the endogenous attention but he distance effect of large numbers

w eakened or disappeared in unattended condition with exogenous cug 2) the notation effect of snall numbers appeared i

unattended condition with both endogenous cue and exogenous cue the subjects perfom ance on A mbic numbers was not
as good as than that of Chinese mumbers. M orover

the nfluence of exogenous cue was hrger than that of
endogenous cue.
K ey words

attention endogenous attentbn exogenous attention number pwcessing number distance effect number
notatbn effect.



