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R
A (Rey-Osterrieth Complex Figure Test: ROCF)&E =343k njelo] % 7]
Aol A FelstAl At FFS Hol= Aol Ui JA RuFz gl

g, B go BASAAN BRHE wdelq o] Agte] 7o o

AAe Agelerlnrke Ao FHd 243 8 5 Tgshe D7)
so AL WISt Aelotn AR L Yk AE Fol, A Pl BA

79 ROCF & 24 4% AFE5L 7 Zof SapatolA #&H =

wre o] AR dA A Bl g& ARl A5 A3} wioletal Bialskal
ATH (Savage et al, 1999). = 7t Aol A7t =9 A JHHT=

AF-A QL AR AUA A 2HE 2FE IS 7HAL o, ol A
K E5Exd o7 gtz Fo| W (attentional bias)o] A9 H-Ed 5 W st
AL yolzb s Hdold 7 el E e drk= Aol

AAA oz Azt e AS5e MEste] A= AF-AA A 3
A (local-global processing)s <13 Navon (1977)2, “AA 4 714
(global precedence hypothesis)”& A3ttt = A1 A A4 A

ol AN ARA Ao BAuch A FAe] B $AH (A7)
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Aup Aol SAEoNAM ket AFF v o] WAL A dEse B
393, Perani 5 (1995)2 X5 5 Zub Fo] S4o ¢h3tel vl Eo A}
7h ARstE = A #EEsdd. old tlEolA Sanz (200D 7EF Aol

g5 g HAFY Fo AAFHE A (event-related potential: ERP)Z

2% A% AR F P00 WEo| felsl Frhs Ag wASAL.

FAE] GgFFd A 49, F de/mdeF 7o, o] {24 (Harvey
et al 1986), A& T4 8, 7o 2 475 SolA FAAEd n3

of Aste FgS Holva st} (Otto, 1992; Savage et al, 1999; Tallis,

Aol 7199 B, dF A= AH Aol SAso] dof 7o A
S 7FA 3 Qdvbar B 3Fl o} (Savage et al, 2000), tiFEEo] AFELS
1o Aol A ZFut Aol apel G Atoleol #o]gk ApolE st
A E3F9th (Boone et al, 1991; Christensen et al., 1992, Zielinski, 1991).

do] slojm wel Fu ol BAL wglold s} AFS A ek

re
©
N

AL AdAA JA HuE drl. dE Eo] Savage 5 (1999)8 7Fulk Hof
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A& 7]% (executive function)®] &4 710 Q1A & (cognitive set)

2 wEE e 9L mAEd, o2 s AAL A £ A Aae

WS a3k A "ol (Savage, 1998; Savage et al,, 1999, 2000). 2 A 734t
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Fo x5S FAY eSS HUsle 9224 = B F AAF (Wisconsin

D

Card Sorting Test: WCST)ol| Al HES & o] A2 FE o2 W3 T
H

A&H o ol gt wet whgstE HEWNES Holil (Head et al,
1989), A= 9l7] ZA} (Trail Making Test Part B: TMT B)olA % 1A

& BHFA e ® ]le) whE Aol AojAal w2 F &S HYol #

ot

25 At} (Aronwitz et al, 1994).

2. 74t B 3R XNRZG EA

guk ol 3zt AH A H Ves AR AFELS A Hofl A=
g 2 oWk oA (Martinot et al, 1990; Okasha et al., 2000; Veale et al.,
1996)¢F Al-&3F =23} (Aronowitz et al., 1994; Cohen et al., 1996)% <] t}

G AA FHlA FohE Hola 3

dlo

& Basta glou o] FolM:=
Az 719 8 Algzh 719 Adte] ddHA RaHa Aok (Kim et al,
2002; Purcell et al., 1998; Savage et al., 1999, 2000, Shin et al., 2004,
Simpson et al., 2006).
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2 Z& A3k (relevant) SWHHUOE AHHO AXH T FAHF

3. AIR-AA A HA: AA 4 7F4 (Local-global processing

: global precedence hypothesis)

Navon (1977)2 A o2 Z=A3H e A=5S AAeL JJdA=
ANA A= A Ee= AN FEol BREEEE 895k AlF - A et
(local-global paradigm)& 7W&atdch AAS] 55 A A=534 £
A AFor FARTG. 5 43 A= (congruent stimulus)S A=He] A A ¢}
AR FFe EAo FdI ez FAFE dd EBAA AT
(incongruent stimulus) A&} AF FFolA =2 A A &A1 +A4%
o FA@xEe] AA Z& AF g g S dlof sk 27 oAl A A
A= LR Aol o g A wkS-sk=Ttel A, Navon (1977)2 A
A &3 (global advantage effect)e} Z A FA &3 (global interference

effect) S X3tsl= “HdA 4 7F4 (global precedence hypothesis)” = A

AR SA EmAE AT AA FEel A FE mT o w2 ugal
= =

= dRS guPdn #e HAAER o] Fofzl A A sk A =
= AR FEd wEet=E g Navon (1977)¢] ddg-olA A @A A



FAel wlEte]l AA FAAA o wE ¥ AFS Bt Roux®f
Ceccaldi (2001) ®=3 HodA= 22419 A= Fdd=" 7049 9F#
ES e E A An, F AT EFolA g AzE 8 L EoA A
A A 237 JeEbdS ®askt

AA P ZEoE AT ARHA 249 AYes AR £ 249 o
A eHA ok

Al AA FE fas AAAA G AP axe] HHL WA P
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A4S on 3t (Navon & Norman, 1983; Peresotti et al, 1991; Roux &
Ceccaldi, 2001). & &9 Roux® Ceccaldi (2001)8] Ao, AlF A
o] Az Ao Hlste] EUx 2HA ¢ 7 HbS A|7ho] TE T}

A msE ARAe ez At AA FEe] fid od AHe we

kv

TE& AF-HA A #A st SAsE = g s del A v
AAQ L7 vdetdrhar st vk S AN 5o AR Ao s ANk
b AE vk AA o] AR Agds Rk fAlsideE Aot
(Delis et al., 1998; Fink et al., 1999; Proverbio et al., 1998). Martinez &
(1997)°] A BATFES gz MRIE AF&8te] AlF 2 dA] AR
Aol #olets ¥ F9e A3 A, R AA s AR A
o o E&HolAd v AWkt= AR ARl HIES B
Ak Aol ghatel digk AR AE A tiE A= =3 AT
o|t}. Rankins & (2005)& ZHr el &apare]l AL Blusto] HdA

Fol WMeold folal =¥ Wee HAAT AY FEo) WMgANE ¥
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1. 9794

Me Aol fAIFE Solthel A T oA WA 670" s o=

X
Maudsley ZuFsis A% (Maudsley Obsessive-Compulsive Inventory:

<=

MOCD) ¢} Padua ##8 AE* (Padua Inventory: PD)E A A &4t MOCIS}
PI Aol 273t ARG 3089 a2 digdEo] & Ao Fholatsinh
ot ek A2 PIolA 1243 o]/, MOCIONA 4473 o< HsE
Hl 1599 FoAxz FA AT, o] Burns & (1995)9] A|Qte] & A
O F N HEo e BIEoA A9 3% ol et FolApEo]

At A FATE MOCI9H PI oA Het HFE Bl 15682

+ (Structured Clinical Interview for DSM-IV-Non Patient: SCID-NP)”

o] Al&% Tt (First et al,, 1996). T3 ZE AF FoxEo] QEEo $
AlEolnem wAgA o] 1.0 o] o] At
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=
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.
(Sanavio, 1988). PI¢]
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gl 1999).
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A, AA, Qe 474

AEEE!

o

°

-
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]_
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A ol A
aksieh.
gjo

e}
tog2 #4559 Attt (Hodgson et al., 1977).
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o7 ®BHuxa 9t} (Chan, 1990; Tadai et al.,
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1995).
22 ¥ =

(1) Beck $% 2% (Beck Depression Inventory: BDI)

BDI= &5 Ha 7] By dEA ot (Beck et al, 1961). ©]

BAIE= &9t thsk #7] Bud AFA otk (Beck et al, 1990). ©]
21709 w&@oe= FAHY Ja, 7+ £FF
& 0-37oem HASNHY FHE 0-6377A ot B AFdME @AW

(1995)0] Wekd HEE Agstelm, AN Aol o] Hwe A F

(3) DSM-1IV % 1 FollE s Fx3d A4 W (Structured Clinical
Interview for DSM-IV-Non Patient: SCID-NP)
SCIDE= DSM-IV A&t 7]Ee wel & 1 s Jdstr] 9

rob

L]
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W E oot (First et al, 1996). S 5% & A A7 A&skH el
et o Fo] o2 Wolrles G A AR 7% (decision making tree) &
& Zb 2  F 1 (8l &2 i <kg), 2 (9A myh, 3

7% e
(4 ® AR E)oR BTk B ATAAE Fo5 5 (20000] W A

23 dxH-94&E8 AH4A8 A FHA (Short-form of Korean-Wechsler
Adult Intelligence Scale)

o}
wAlek A, FAd GA A wR7) B A)e] 474K axAb
& 4% Aoz AA Ae HA Haoke] o] r-95%

H 3 Eo] ) (Silverstein, 1989).

3. 49 A % 49 A%

A w89 A=, & d9x A= (congruent stimulus), ELA A=
(incongruent stimulus)¥® % #H A= (neutral stimulus)¢] 23 Aoz A}
SHAG. A AFEHE AT A4, 2, 391%9eH, o] F Ex A

13k 20190t &2 eAbgol o 4 B shte) 2 A B

4
rlo

o

o]

u
H
J
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3t=d), 94X A= (congruent stimulus)& #& £x 1 5& 27 Ro] &
21 & 28 olFa (A= AA FEH AF 5o A 549, =

rlo
My
N
(N}
N
kg
Q
U
My
N
—
o
o,
it
k1
Jhu
gi
2
i
Qi
1
lo,
29
‘_>‘~l_lg
4
N
i)
)
4

ghel dd Aoz ArgEAT. A R AF A ALEE A

1 2 11t | 222222
1 2 1 1|2 2
1 2 1 2
. ! 2 il ,22
A A
7 A % : n 22,
1 2 1 2 1 1|2 2
1111111 2223222 11t |"222222
A A
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1
1
1
1
1
1
1
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2 2 1 3
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5% A= FFe wet dAE F 7HA, S AA #A (global task) <}
Al kAl (local task)= -8t Ath. A Al FAANM = A FoARF A
AAE = 2 Aol WEsts Aol aEAde AN HAAldAM= F A}
& TS A2 Al whgate Aol a7 HAT. ZF AAlelA Hx A

291 A% SBZ (AHMES 5T @

ZE Al A 240709 A=, 5 DA A= 8070, =LA A= 80,
H A= 807H7F AAIH A A AAY E=A % BE ASY wEgel AL
HE #F, ¢ 8 EY 99X counterbalancing dUtE RE A=Fe He
Aol sk AR ASFE A Sl 500ms &<t AAEH AT, A= 1
AL 3000msel e A= AA A nAFHoE A FEA(+7)7F 500ms
b AAHAT. & AF A AP HAY ol E 9l AF Aol A
AlE A et A= E-Prime version 1.2 (Psychology Software Tools)ol] <]
&l Al A= AT



Zqoz ARG A (AA @ APAAG AT F3 (DA 4T, B
A5, FY AF)el NPA U] 2ololw Heke] AP 7+ £l girk,

S Yo PL MOCI Aok AA/AH sHAlA Al

& Alo]o] #HHAE  Pearson
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V.97 2%

1. A7 FA%H A

oFAY Fut HFTI FATES AW, WEkFE L AFS TFF ATE

AgtAd WMolol A Feoldk Aoyt AT (3 1). ¥y, PI (F128=200.85,
p<0.0001)2} MOCI (F12:=210.68, p<0.0001) Aol Al 93k xpo] 7} #2 5
ATt (% 1). ofdA #Aur Aol EAdto] H e PIS MOCIA A &9

7 H =2 AaE Bt E3, oA A Aol SAlTel vk

Tetetal st As v g

oA A} 7Ful A dkt AR} EA T

(n=15) (n=15) F p
Bt (E=A A Bt (E=AA)
B AH 19.67 (2.02) 20.60 (2.32) 1.376 0.251
WS A 12.47 (1.40) 12.93 (1.48) 780 0.385
A5 AF(1Q) 113.87 (8.98) 115.50 (8.82) 244 0.625
PI 145.27 (19.42) 53.87 (15.27) 200.845  0.000%=
MOCI 46.40 (2.56) 35.80 (1.21) 210.675  0.000%:
%% (BDD 20.27 (11.75) 4.80 (3.82) 23.504 0.0003
=<t (BAD 28.26 (11.88) 5.87 (4.95) 46.528 0.000:
wx p<0.0001



2. 35 &4

Mo

21 AlF R AA A=A

HE-S- A]ZF (reaction time: RT)9 A% A (F15=6.47, p<0.05)2} A=

T8 (Fos=15.06, p<0.0001)ol A 2]k =po]7} #2E Ak, v A 7Holl A

FpA el Hlste] AA HAAA T

T odA 2 A A=l nlek

2). ol BlizolA A

x A Fo2g a7 BFEHATT (Fose=7.52, p<0.01). =, AA FA|o] H
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(r=.451, p<0.05), LA (r=482, p<0.01) ¥ FH4 A= (r=.507, p<0.01)9]
©FE AoldE Feld A el #EAAT MOCI Fsh AP A

of LA, BLA B FTH A=l gk wE ARE g2 e {78 Afolol= 79

_l

_22_



AA A A A

obd At 8 SAT ob At A4 SAL

4@ (n=15) (n=15) A& (n=15) (n=15)

gt (F=0A) v (204 F (p) Ayt (xeda) HdE (FFdEA) F (p)

Al Zt(msec)

375.09 (90.55) 344.86 (46.11)  1.328 (0.259) 369.78 (39.87) 365.54 (45.60) 0.074 (0.788)

390.54 (79.18) 359.21 (49.45)  1.690 (0.204) 407.54 (43.52) 403.42 (49.66) 0.058 (0.811)

378.33 (84.19) 329.75 (93.44) 2238 (0.146) 403.64 (43.28) 395.78 (55.54) 0.187 (0.669)
LRE (%
A= 5.60 (7.58) 2.53 (2.64) 2.191 (0.150) 3.33 (3.60) 2.67 (3.42) 0.271 (0.607)
EUX 8.86 (5.22) 5.87 (3.60) 3.354 (0.078) 10.73 (7.01) 12.00 (6.71) 0.255 (0.617)
Ok 6.13 (5.29) 3.20 (2.18) 3.944 (0.057) 7.53 (6.94) 7.00 (6.13) 0.050 (0.825)
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ABSTRACT

Local-global processing in a sub-clinical

obsessive-compulsive sample

Bit-Na, Kim
The Department of Psychology
Graduate School of

Sungshin Women's University

This study was to investigated whether female college students with
subclinical obsessive-compulsive symptoms would overly focus on
irrelevant details of stimuli as obsessive-compulsive disorder (OCD)
patients do, and be more affected by incongruent configurations than
normal controls. using local-global paradigm. Fifteen subclinical
obsessive-compulsive group (OCG) and normal control group (CG)
participated.

The results showed that both groups showed the global advantage
effect . CG showed the global interference effect. However, this global
interference effect was not observed in OCG. In other words, there may

be less affected than CG by incongruency at the global level when



responding to the local level of stimuli, and have difficulty in processing
global aspects of stimuli. In addition, OCG showed significantly more
errors in global, but not in local, task than CG. Also, There were
positive correlations between MOCI score, reaction time and error rate of
global level. These results indicate that OCG have difficulties in
processing global features, and possibly due to an attentional bias

favoring local elements.
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