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Introduction A Bayesian Approach Contaminant Model
The mirror effect is a well-established empirical result in Given the probabilistic nature of the SDT model, it seems like the study of the mirror effect can benefit from the ap- § e Gasi(0.07
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= Are the Hit and FA rates different across A and B?
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To assess the generalizability of the mirror effect, we de-
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construction of the two classes of stimuli, A and B (Massaro : . VA o . , ool The present study showed evidence of the mirror effect in a SD-
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