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Perceptual dimensions and the remote distractor effect

Distractors presented at the same time as the saccade target prolong saccadic latency (remote distractor effect, RDE; e.qg. [1]).
Sumner, Adamjee, & Mollon (2002) |2]

found a robust RDE when both the target and the distractor were defined by luminance. They failed to find a RDE for color distractors. However, they did not include a
condition where the target was defined by color.

» Would there be a RDE for color distractors when the target was likewise defined by color?
» Can differential effects of color and luminance distractors be explained by subjects having adopted an attentional set for color or luminance [3] ?
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