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2 | Laterality effects obtained with different

targets
Target Percent correct Difference

Right ear Left ear )

Gaisuu 58. 80 45.37 13.43
(8.99) (6.93) (14.65)

Daisuu 61.58 '49.53 12.05
(5.87) (9.55) (12.18)

Taisuu 75. 47 52.31 23.16
(8.09 (15. 00D (14.67)

Kaisuu 77.78 63.42 14. 36
(12.32) ait.o4) (19.47

All Words  68. 41 52. 66 15.75
12. 34 (12.89) (16.07)

Note : Values in parentheses indicate stan-
dard deviations.
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# 2 Number of subjects who exhibited
REA® or LEA® in experiment I

REA LEA
19 5

a) Right Ear Advantage

b) Left Ear Advantage
MENEEEMEL D SBRERLS VT LARE
hiz (F(=8.17, P<.01),
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#£ 3 Mean performance on dichotic listening
task in experiment II

Hits Intrusions
L R RtoL LtoR
37.08 39.75 10.79 7.92

(6.28) (5.52) (3.39 (3.0

Note : Values in parentheses indicate standard
deviations.
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#F 4 Number of subjects who exhibited
REA or LEA in experiment II

REA LEA
16 8

% 5 Number of subjects who maintained
or switched ear advantage between
experiment | and experiment II

Maintained advantage Switched advantage

REA LEA REAto LEA LEA to REA
15 4 4 1
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Laterality effects in the dichotic monitoring by
comparison with the focused attention procedure

Kenji Minami

Kobe Shinwa Women’s University

Twenty-four right handed female students
were tested on two dichotic listening tasks. In
experiment I (dichotic monitoring task), subjects
listened to the pairs of words which were dif-
ferent only in the initial stop consonant. They
instructed to detect the presence of a
In experiment II

were
prespecified target word.
(focused attention task), subjects listened to the
pairs of stop consonant-vowel (CV) syllables
under conditions in which they were instructed

to attend to one specified ear for a block of
30 trials and report only the item presented to
that ear. The right ear advantage obtained in
experiment | was very strong in comparison
with that in experiment [I. There is also a
significant difference in the distributions of sub-
jects who showed REA (right ear advantage)
or LEA (left ear advantage) only in the di-
chotic monitoring task, but not in the focused
attention task. These results suggest strong la-
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terality effects in the dichotic monitoring task. a useful technique to study human laterality.
Therefore the dichotic monitoring seems to be
(Japanese Journal of Neuropsychology 12;136-142, 1996)



