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Stroop Results so far...
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Stroop Results so far...
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Discussion...

o Stroop effect with a signed stimulus.

 Data Is consistent with other cross-language Stroop
studies.

 English might be the dominant language of our
bimodal bilinguals OR Interaction between speed
and facilitation/inhibition.
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Where would we like to go?

 Modality differences enable the exploration of
guestions difficult to explore in unimodal bilinguals.

* Role of mirror neuron system in processing Sign
language.

— Speakers hear themselves speak but signers do not see
themselves sign as others see them.
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