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Abstract

People tend to automatically orient their attention to the same object that other people are look-
ing at or an arrow is pointing at. This cue-following behavior has been found to be influenced by
the orienting processes of previous trials in a symbolic cueing paradigm. The present study inves-
tigated the influence of voluntary control on the sequence effect of arrow cueing by manipulating
the cue predictive values. The results show significant sequence effects and the magnitude of ef-
fects does not differ for different predictive values. The results support the automatic retrieval
hypothesis for the sequence effect.
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Figure 1. Magnitudes of cueing effects under different cue conditions
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