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bigger picture?
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Analysis: e Local (N=28): Same pattern — equal but ns. change

3 * Global (N=27): Increased analytic solution replicated (p=.02),
S s '”.Sight ?fA“:'ySiS even when accounting for order effects & reinforced visual
o Local_Insight . .
. . . S 8 L ocal_analysi attention. Marginally more problems overall solved
2. Judgments about hierarchical letters (Attention task) 5 — P analytically than by insight (p=.06).
<10- .;Z::'—I:ZZ:‘:"S . : Not enough data, but doesn’t appear to replicate
oo cceCc. - Vatch_Analyis increased insight solving from expt. 1
Ready? |jm==pi HHHHH g ccc =
H H OR CC C 05" I
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Conditions and prompts (IVs): Local - ggﬁn induction)
Local = Is the SMALL letter either an H or S? (Yes/No) _ o Local 97.4% 581ms
Global = Is the BIG letter either an H or S? (Yes/No) * Local (N=25): Solved. marginally more problems by insight Expt. 1 Global 95.9%  566ms
= Do the big and small letter match? (Yes/No) (p=.06) and analytically (p=.10) after local task than before Match 95 6% 730ms
* Global (N=23): Solved reliably more problems analytically Local 94.9%  591ms  94.6% 556ms
3. CRA problems (sfet .B) | | (p=.03) after global task than before; no change in insight Expt.2 Global  97.1%  602ms  96.6% 549ms
DV = Change in insight and analytic solving o (N = 21): Solved reliably more problems by insight Match ~ 96.7%  720ms  96.7% 653ms
(Subjects who didn’t use insight/analytic rating and performed under 90% on the (p<.01) : .. .
attention task were excluded from further analysis) ° In EXpt 2, RT improved across blocks

after match task than before; no change in analysis
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