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2 Experiment
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v" Graph Comprehension Task:
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v" Number Judgement Task:

<>

<>

<>
<>

BRI (1-4and6-9) BEHEDOE (5) L KEZuvwavhawn

MEBERD

27 vy

@ vl 1l RKELYRKEHSTEOEAERY Y, INEholo b
AN A s

® Tuvul 2 HEIYRKRENSTELERZY, INEhol=bh
NG AV e

&7 8y 7 80RIT

Ta v 7 OIEFIEH T H—RT R

v' Complex Spatial Span:
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2.2 Results
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Table 1. Mean verification times by Slope, End Terms and Consistency.

End Terms:

Consistent
Inconsistent

Descending Ascending
Separate Together Separate Together
1738 1918 1787 1765
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»  Number Judgement
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3 Discussion
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Fig. 1. Sample materials from graphical relational reasoning task
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Fig. 2. Two simple bar graphs with separate end terms and descending slope
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Fig. 3. Two bar graphs with adjacent end terms and ascending slope
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Fig. 4. A bar graph representing the valid and consistent conclusion that follows from the premises
depicted in Fig. 1
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Fig. 5. Interaction between Number and Block from the SNARC task
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