Scientific Report of 3nd visit through EURO-XPRAG travel grant no 3811

The objective of the third visit of Tomlinson to Assimakopoulos at Granada was to analyse data the second experiment and conventionality ratings for our items as finalize the design for the 3rd Experiment, which replaces our “sense” and “nonsense” targets with strong and weak competitor features against target pictures with the intended meanings for our items. This experiment seeks to better explain the effect found in Experiments 1 and 2, which show strong spatial attraction towards “nonsense” before selecting “sense” for unconventional metaphorical items. Prior research has shown evidence for “active suppression” of strong associates of literal meanings prior towards activations of weaker associates needed to understand the metaphoric meaning (Glucksberg et al, 2001; Rubio-Fernandez, 2007). This would suggest that our effect might be attributable towards active suppression of the literal meaning. Other accounts hold that this could be attributable to rapid trait comparison between the topic and the vehicle of the metaphors (Jones & Estes, 2006). Using our mouse-tracking paradigm and different types of picture targets, we can tease apart when and if prototypical features of a category are first accessed and then suppressed or whether relevant features can be accessed without accessing an “atomic” concept, i.e. without first accessing the most typical feature of the vehicle. For our conceptual narrowing items, we did not find attraction towards “non-sense” competitors, however this may be due to the fact that the intended meaning are subordinate to the literal meanings, i.e. he likes to drink - to drink vs. to drink alcohol. We therefore will test spatial attractions towards literal meaning picture competitors (man drinking water) when selecting intended meanings (man drinking alcohol). Along with completing the design for this study, we analysed conventionality ratings and are still conducting more rating tasks for both conventionality and typicality of our metaphor and narrowing items via Amazon Mechanical Turk. 
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