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Prediction: letter identification will be more accurate in
semantically congruent targets compared to incongruent
targets.

Research aim: to investigate whether readers integrate higher-
level sentence cues during letter identification, and whether cues
are hierarchically integrated based on available context.
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FOLLOW UP: WHICH CUES ARE USED WHEN BOTHTARGETS ARE EQUALLY AS LIKELY?

Unpredictable targets

We re-assigned predictable sentence frames to different
targets so that both word targets were unlikely.

Predictable targets

We used neutral sentence frames so that both word targets
were likely.
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The word superiority effect is restored when
both word targets fit the sentence context.

CONCLUSIONS

The word superiority effect is eradicated when
neither of the word targets fit the sentence context.
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