Connecting Events: Bridging and Predictive Mechanisms in Event Cognition
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« The results support Consequence Activation Hypothesis.
Antecedent Activation Hypothesis Consequence Activation Hypothesis « Reaction time data suggest event context facilitate
responses.
« Accuracy data suggest the effect of direction is stronger
when event context is given.

This study aims to understand the mechanisms of causal

Inferences by looking Into the activation of antecedents and
conseguences of a subevent under an activated event W oo [
schema.
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« Effects of different dimensions of events (e.g., character,
action, spaciotemporal etc.) on knowledge activation.

« Effects of episodic context (e.g. previous events) on

knowledge activation.
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« Pilot Experiment (N=29): material generation.
« Experiment 1a (N=121): relatedness judging task with

2(antecedent, consequence) x 2 (close, far) within subject _n . Jnderstahd the mech.amsm of causal inferences via
design. computational modeling for structure of event knowledge
. Experiment 1b (N=124): same as 1a but without event and knowledge activation.
context.
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