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This study examined how the contents and timing of a visual stimulus affect the identification of mixed sounds recorded in a daily life environment. For experiments, we presented four environment sounds as auditory stimuli for 5 s along with a picture or a written word as a visual stimulus that might or might not denote the source of one of the four sounds. Three conditions of temporal relations between the visual stimuli and sounds were used. The visual stimulus was presented either: (a) for 5 s simultaneously with the sound; (b) for 5 s, 1 s before the sound (SOA between the audio and visual stimuli was 6 s); or (c) for 33 ms, 1 s before the sound (SOA was 1033 ms). Participants reported all identifiable sounds for those audio–visual stimuli. To characterize the effects of visual stimuli on sound identification, the following were used: the identification rates of sounds for which the visual stimulus denoted its sound source, the rates of other sounds for which the visual stimulus did not denote the sound source, and the frequency of false hearing of a sound that was not presented for each sound set. Results of the four experiments demonstrated that a picture or a written word promoted identification of the sound when it was related to the sound, particularly when the visual stimulus was presented for 5 s simultaneously with the sounds. However, a visual stimulus preceding the sounds had a benefit only for the picture, not for the written word. Furthermore, presentation with a picture denoting a sound simultaneously with the sound reduced the frequency of false hearing. These results suggest three ways that presenting a visual stimulus affects identification of the auditory stimulus. First, activation of the visual representation extracted directly from the picture promotes identification of the denoted sound and suppresses the processing of sounds for which the visual stimulus did not denote the sound source. Second, effects based on processing of the conceptual information promote identification of the denoted sound and suppress the processing of sounds for which the visual stimulus did not denote the sound source. Third, processing of the concurrent visual representation suppresses false hearing.
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INTRODUCTION

Many studies have been conducted to ascertain how auditory and visual modalities mutually interact. Many interactions have been examined only under conditions in which a participant is exposed to a single visual stimulus and a single auditory stimulus. In daily life, however, we are enveloped in and bombarded by multiple auditory and visual stimuli. Consequently, it is important to elucidate how the two modalities interact under the multiple-stimuli condition to reveal the processes used in daily life. This study specifically examines the interaction under the multiple-stimulus condition and particularly investigates how visual processing facilitates or interferes with auditory processing when the visual stimulus is relevant or irrelevant to the auditory stimuli.

Numerous previous reports have described that auditory processing interacts with visual processing in several ways. For instance, some studies have demonstrated that vision can dominate audition in determining perception of spatial aspects related to a stimulus. For example, the perceived location of a sound source tends to be shifted to the location of a visual stimulus (Stratton, 1897a,b; Young, 1928; Ewert, 1930; Willey et al., 1937; Thomas, 1941). This effect is known as visual capture (Jackson, 1953; Hay et al., 1965) or the ventriloquism effect (Howard and Templeton, 1966; Jack and Thurlow, 1973; Bertelson and Radeau, 1981). Different studies have demonstrated that audition can modify vision through duration perception (Walker and Scott, 1981), frequency perception (Welch et al., 1986; Shams et al., 2000, 2002; Wada et al., 2003; McCormick and Mammasian, 2008), and apparent motion (Kamitani and Shimojo, 2001; Wada et al., 2003; Ichikawa and Masakura, 2006). These results of studies suggest that the dominant modality in interaction between auditory and visual processing depends upon whether a participant judges the spatial or temporal aspect of the stimulus (Shimojo and Shams, 2001). Recent Bayesian models (e.g., Battaglia et al., 2003; Ernst, 2006) show that dominance of a modality in audio–visual interaction can be expected to result from experience related to the reliability of each modality in our daily life.

Previous studies examined audio–visual interaction using congruent and incongruent visual and auditory stimuli. For instance, studies of visual search have found that presenting characteristic sounds might enhance visual searching of corresponding objects, although presenting the name of the object as written word has no effect (Iordanescu et al., 2008). Studies of object recognition have found that presenting a semantically congruent sound might improve sound source identification (Chen and Spence, 2010). Presenting picture and sound elements that are mutually congruent, might hasten the recognition of objects that are denoted by the picture and sound, but presenting an incongruent picture and sound has no interference effect (Molholm et al., 2004). Studies of speech perception have revealed that congruent visual information might enhance target voice detection in a noisy environment (Sumby and Pollack, 1954; Campbell and Dodd, 1980; MacLeod and Summerfield, 1990; Thompson, 1995). A motion picture of a face speaking incongruent vowels is expected to modify pronunciation perception (McGurk and MacDonald, 1976; Sekiyama and Tohkura, 1993). In addition, a motion picture of a speaking face is expected to facilitate listening to the target sounds in terms of grouping of congruent motion pictures and sounds (Driver, 1996).

Interactions between vision and auditory processing can also be found in sound identification. Crossmodal priming studies, for example, have revealed that prior presentation of a picture hastened and improved identification of a sound when a picture was relevant to a sound, compared to when it was not (e.g., Greene et al., 2001; Noppeney et al., 2008; Schneider et al., 2008; Ozcan and van Egmond, 2009). A similar priming effect was found in auditory word recognition when a spoken word was presented after presentation of a written word corresponding to the spoken word (e.g., Holcomb and Anderson, 1993; Noppeney et al., 2008). These results of studies suggest that visual prime, irrespective of a picture or a written word, facilitates identification of the following relevant sound. However, from those earlier studies, it remains unclear how visual processing affects identification of the auditory stimulus when multiple auditory stimuli, relevant or irrelevant, are presented simultaneously as they are in daily life.

To elucidate how visual processing affects the identification of auditory stimuli, this study examined the effect of a visual stimulus on auditory processing with visual stimuli of different types and with various temporal relations between the visual and auditory stimuli in four experiments. To elucidate the effects of information obtained from the visual system on the identification of sounds, in the four experiments, we presented a picture or a written word which might or might not denote the source of one of four sounds recorded in a daily life environment. Then we examined how the visual representation of an object affects the auditory stimulus identification. Furthermore, we investigated the mechanism by which the time course of the visual–audio stimuli affects the visual–audio interaction. Manipulating the temporal relation between the audio and visual stimuli is expected to yield important information about what information processing is involved in crossmodal processing. For instance, we might infer that crossmodal effects, which are found only if the audio stimulus is presented concurrently with the visual stimulus, would be based on real-time perceptual processing. Furthermore, we might infer that the crossmodal effects which are found with a visual stimulus preceding an auditory stimulus, would be based upon the cognitive processing of the visual representation formed in a past observation of the visual stimulus. In addition, crossmodal effects, which are found with quite a short-term presentation of visual stimulus, would be based on the processing of the visual information obtained within a short period, such as low spatial frequency components (Schyns and Oliva, 1994). In fact, previous studies of the effects of presenting audio stimulus on the identification of visual stimulus (Chen and Spence, 2010, 2011) revealed that presenting a semantically congruent audio stimulus might facilitate the identification of the visual stimulus with various stimulus onset asynchronies (SOAs) between the audio and visual stimuli (less than 500 ms). This result indicates that facilitation of visual stimulus identification depends on real-time perceptual processing. However, few studies have examined the degree to which the temporal relation between the audio and visual stimuli affects the visual stimulus’ influence upon the audio stimulus. To elucidate the time course of visual–audio interaction, we manipulated the inter-stimulus interval between visual stimulus (a picture) and auditory stimuli in Experiments 1–3. In Experiment 1, the picture was presented simultaneously with the auditory stimulus. In Experiment 2, the picture was presented before the auditory stimulus. In Experiment 3, the picture was presented for an extremely short period before the auditory stimulus. In Experiment 4, we presented a written word as a visual stimulus, instead of a picture, under the same inter-stimulus conditions used in Experiments 1 and 2. The participant was instructed to identify all sounds involved in the auditory stimuli. We used the correct identification rate of the sounds that were presented, and the frequency of hearing the sound that was not presented (frequency of “false hearing”) as indexes of the effect of the visual stimulus. Comparison of the effects of a picture and written word on the identification of the auditory stimulus might reveal how either the visual representation or conceptual information derived from the visual stimulus affects the identification of the auditory stimulus. We also compare the effects of a temporal relation between the visual and auditory stimuli and discuss how information derived from a visual system is processed to identify the sounds in hearing multi-auditory stimuli.

EXPERIMENT 1

In the first experiment, we presented a single visual stimulus and multiple auditory stimuli simultaneously to assess the effects of a visual stimulus on the identification of auditory stimuli. As auditory stimuli, we used natural sounds that are audible in our daily life and which are readily identified when presented separately. As the visual stimulus, we used a picture (static photograph), which might or might not correspond to what one of the auditory stimuli represented: the picture was relevant or irrelevant to the auditory stimulus. The durations of the visual and auditory stimuli were sufficiently long for participants to judge what were depicted and represented. Referring to the results of previous studies (Holcomb and Anderson, 1993; Greene et al., 2001; Noppeney et al., 2008; Schneider et al., 2008; Ozcan and van Egmond, 2009), we expected that presenting visual information for the auditory stimulus facilitates identification of the auditory stimulus.

Methods

Participants

The experiment included 20 university students (4 females, 16 males) with ages of 20–25 years. All had normal hearing and normal or corrected-to-normal visual acuity. All were naïve to the purpose of this study. The experiments in this study were approved by the local ethical committee of the department of perceptual sciences and design engineering in Yamaguchi University.

Apparatus and Stimuli

A 21-inch display (21C-S11; Mitsubishi Electric Corp.), controlled using a personal computer (Macintosh G3; Apple Computer Inc.), and two loudspeakers (MU-S7; Sony Corp.) were used to present the visual stimulus and the auditory stimuli. The display was placed on a table at the height of the participant’s eye level and in the frontoparallel plane arranged at a viewing distance of 180 cm. The horizontal center of the display was placed at the intersection between the midsagittal plane and the frontoparallel plane. The right and left speakers on the floor were placed, respectively, 107.5 cm right and left of the intersection. The visual stimulus presented in the display was 10.2 by 13.5 degree. The sound pressure for the auditory stimuli was 35 dB (in LAeq).

Stimulus sets of two types were used: experimental and additional sets. For the experimental stimulus sets, we used 13 sounds as auditory stimuli, which were recorded in a daily life environment, and 16 pictures of objects or creatures as visual stimuli, which were also taken in daily life (Table 1). We created nine sound combinations, each of which included four sounds selected from the 13 sounds. The number of the combined sounds in a sound combination was chosen based on results from a preliminary experiment in which we examined the difficulty of identifying multiple sounds. The relevant visual stimulus means that the picture denotes a sound source that 8 of 10 participants reported in the preliminary experiment in which we presented one sound and asked participants to report its sound source. In contrast to the relevant visual stimulus, the irrelevant visual stimulus means that the picture denotes no sound source. In Experiment 1, the sound sets were presented with a visual stimulus relevant to one of the four sounds or irrelevant to all of them, or they were presented without the visual stimulus.

TABLE 1. Auditory and visual stimulus conditions.
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We prepared 12 additional stimulus sets that presented one, two, three, or four sounds that had been selected from five newly recorded sounds. We were concerned that participants would adhere to an answer to give the same numbers of sounds for all stimuli if the stimuli always presented the same number of sounds. To avoid such participant adherence, we changed the number of the sounds presented in the additional stimuli. The responses for the additional stimulus sets were not recorded. Therefore they were not analyzed in the following sections of this manuscript.

Procedures

The experimental stimulus sets have three conditions in which four sounds were presented simultaneously as auditory stimuli with or without a visual stimulus. In those stimuli, one sound was selected randomly as a target in each sound set and was designated as the target sound. Participants did not know which sound was the target in each sound set. In the relevant visual stimulus condition, a picture that denoted the target sound source was presented with the sounds. In the irrelevant visual stimulus condition, a picture that denoted no sound source of the four sounds was presented with the sounds. In the no visual stimulus condition, a blank screen was presented with the sounds. Table 1 presents a list of the target sounds and pictures in each of the relevant and irrelevant visual stimulus conditions.

Each participant conducted 39 trials in which nine experimental sets for each of the three stimulus conditions and 12 additional stimulus sets were presented in random order. In each trial, we presented the visual (or no-visual) and auditory stimuli for 5.0 s simultaneously. After the stimulus presentation, the participants listed sound sources of all the sounds that they identified in each sound combination on a paper. No time restriction or number restriction of answers was used for the participants to describe the sounds. They took at most 30 s in each trial.

Results and Discussion

To analyze the reported sounds, first, three naïve participants, who were newly recruited, judged whether or not the reported sounds corresponded to the presented sounds in each trial. Second, we classified the judgments into three categories: identification of a target sound, identification of non-target sound, and false hearing. False hearing is used to describe a report of a sound that was not presented in the sound combinations. Third, we calculated the rate of the identification of target sounds and that of identification of non-target sounds for all judgments (i.e., all reported sounds), and counted the frequency of false hearing for each sound set. No number restriction of answers was used for the participants to describe the sounds: the number decrement (or increment) of false hearing does not mean the number increment (or decrement) of correct hearing.

Figures 1A,B respectively present the average rates of the identification of target sounds and of non-target sounds based on data from 20 participants for each visual stimulus condition. We conducted one-way repeated measures analyses of variance (ANOVA) with the visual stimulus condition, separately for the identification rate of target sound and that of non-target sound. The main effect of the visual stimulus condition was found to be significant [F(2,38) = 14.60, p < 0.001, partial η2 = 0.43] for the target sound. Tukey’s post hoc HSD tests showed that the identification rate in the relevant visual stimulus condition was significantly higher than those in the other two visual stimulus conditions (p < 0.01). We also found a significant main effect [F(2,38) = 10.99, p < 0.001, partial η2 = 0.37] for the non-target sound. Tukey’s HSD tests showed that the identification rate in the relevant visual stimulus condition was significantly lower than those in the other two visual stimulus conditions (p < 0.05). These results suggest that the visual image of the sound source promotes the identification of that sound, and that the visual image suppresses the identification of sounds for which the sound source was not presented. Details of the bases of these promotive and suppressive processes will be discussed in section “General Discussion”.
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FIGURE 1. Experiment 1 results. Mean and SEM. (A) Target sound identification rate, (B) Non-target sound identification rate, and (C) False hearing frequency. The target sound identification rate and that of non-target sounds to all judgments (i.e., all reported sounds) were calculated for each visual stimulus condition. The false hearing frequency was counted for each sound. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01.



Figure 1C presents the mean false hearing frequency for each of the visual stimulus conditions. A one-way repeated measures ANOVA revealed a significant main effect of the visual stimulus condition for the frequency of false hearing [F(2,38) = 3.42, p < 0.05, partial η2 = 0.15]. Tukey’s HSD tests showed that the frequency in the no visual stimulus condition was significantly higher than those in the other two visual stimulus conditions (p < 0.05). This result indicates that presentation of the irrelevant visual stimulus did not increase the false hearing, and that presenting a visual image of any object, irrespective of its relevance to the sounds, suppresses false hearing.

In Experiment 1, we found the facilitative effect of visual presentation on sounds identification, as we expected from the results of previous studies (Holcomb and Anderson, 1993; Greene et al., 2001; Noppeney et al., 2008; Schneider et al., 2008; Ozcan and van Egmond, 2009), and also found other effects. The results of Experiment 1 revealed that presentation of the visual image simultaneously with auditory stimulus has three effects on identification of the presented sounds: promotion of identification for the target sound, suppression of identification for the non-target sound, and false hearing. Two possible explanations exist for these effects. One is that these effects are based on perceptual processing in terms of the visual image presented simultaneously with sounds. Another is that these effects are based on cognitive processing in which visual representation of the past visual image affects the identification of the present sounds. In this case, the basis of the effects of visual image on identification of sounds is the priming effect of the visual representation, which is obtained shortly after the beginning of the visual stimulus presentation. This issue is examined further in Experiment 2.

EXPERIMENT 2

Experiment 1 revealed the effects of presenting a visual image on identification of sounds presented simultaneously with the visual image. In the second experiment, we examine how cognitive processing, not the real-time perceptual processing, is involved in the effects of presenting visual image on identification of sounds. We presented the auditory stimuli after the presentation of the visual stimulus with ISI which was much longer than storage duration of visual iconic memory (Sperling, 1960).

Methods

Participants

The second experiment included 20 newly recruited university students (4 females, 16 males) with ages of 20–25 years. All had normal hearing and normal or corrected-to-normal visual acuity. All were naïve to the purpose of this study.

Apparatus and Stimuli

Settings of the equipment and stimuli were identical to those used in Experiment 1. We used the same three conditions for the visual stimulus as those used in Experiment 1.

Procedures

Procedures were identical to those used in Experiment 1 except that the visual stimulus was presented for 5 s, 1 s before the auditory stimuli presentation (SOA between visual and auditory stimuli was 6.0 s).

Results and Discussion

Figures 2A–C respectively portray the identification rate of the target sounds, the identification rate of the non-target sounds, and the frequency of false hearing. A one-way repeated measures ANOVA was conducted with the visual stimulus condition as a factor for the identification rate of the target sounds (Figure 2A). Results show a significant main effect of the visual stimulus condition [F(2,38) = 14.84, p < 0.001, partial η2 = 0.44]. Tukey’s HSD tests showed that the identification rate in the relevant visual stimulus condition was significantly higher than those in the other two visual stimulus conditions (p < 0.01). This result suggests that presenting a visual image of the target sound affects promotion of the identification of that sound even when the visual stimulus precedes the auditory stimulus. We conducted the same one-way repeated measures ANOVA for the non-target sound identification rate (Figure 2B) and found a significant main effect [F(2,38) = 4.90, p < 0.05, partial η2 = 0.21]. Tukey’s HSD tests showed that the identification rate in the relevant visual stimulus condition was significantly lower than that in the no visual stimulus condition (p < 0.05). However, we found no significant main effect of the visual stimulus condition in the frequency of false hearing [F(2,38) = 2.71, p = 0.12, partial η2 = 0.13]. These results suggest that a visual image presented before sound sources including a target sound might promote identification of that sound, that it might suppress the identification of the non-target sounds in the sound sources, and that it might have no significant effect on false hearing for the visual image presented.
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FIGURE 2. Experiment 2 results. Mean and SEM. (A) Target sound identification rate, (B) Non-target sound identification rate, and (C) False hearing frequency. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01.



To examine differences in the effects of presenting visual images on sound identification between Experiments 1 and 2, we conducted two-way measures ANOVA with one between-subjects factor (i.e., timing of the visual presentation) and one within-subjects factor (i.e., visual stimulus conditions), separately for the identification rate of the target sound, that of the non-target, and false hearing. In analyzing the target identification rate, significant main effects were found for the timing of the visual presentation [F(1,38) = 6.08, p < 0.05, partial η2 = 0.14] and for the visual stimulus condition [F(2,76) = 28.61, p < 0.001, partial η2 = 0.43], although no significant interaction was found [F(2,76) = 0.83, p = 0.38, partial η2 = 0.02]. The significant main effect of the timing indicates that the identification rate of the target sound in Experiment 2 is higher than that in Experiment 1 in either visual stimulus condition. These results suggest that presentation of a visual stimulus before an auditory stimulus might promote identification of the target sound in all visual stimulus conditions used. Tukey’s HSD tests of significant main effect for visual stimulus conditions demonstrated that the identification rate in the relevant visual stimulus condition was significantly higher than those in the other two visual stimulus conditions (p < 0.05), suggesting that a visual stimulus representing the target sound might promote the identification of that sound, irrespective of its timing for presentation.

In analyzing the identification rate of non-target sounds, a significant main effect was found for the visual stimulus condition [F(2,76) = 12.39, p < 0.001, partial η2 = 0.25], although the main effect for the timing of the visual presentation was not significant [F(1,38) = 0.05, p = 0.81, partial η2 = 0.00]. A tendency was apparent for the interaction of these two factors [F(2,76) = 2.39, p = 0.09, partial η2 = 0.06]. Tukey’s HSD tests of the significant main effect for visual stimulus conditions showed that the identification rate in the relevant visual stimulus condition was significantly lower than that in the no visual stimulus condition (p < 0.05), suggesting that presenting a visual image of the sound source suppresses the identification of the other sounds, irrespective of the timing of the visual presentation.

Analysis of the false hearing frequency revealed significant interaction of the two factors [F(2,76) = 4.19, p < 0.05, partial η2 = 0.10], although the main effects of the timing of the visual presentation [F(1,38) = 1.26, p = 0.31, partial η2 = 0.03] and of the visual stimulus condition [F(2,76) = 1.91, p = 0.26, partial η2 = 0.05] were not significant. Tukey’s HSD tests of the significant interaction showed that the false hearing frequency in the relevant visual stimulus condition was significantly lower than that in the no visual stimulus condition only when the visual stimulus was presented simultaneously with the auditory stimuli presentation (p < 0.05).

These results suggest that the effects of presentation of a visual image to promote the identification of the target sound and to suppress identification of the non-target sounds in the sound combination were not restricted to cases in which the visual stimulus was presented simultaneously with the auditory stimuli. These results imply that the effects depend upon cognitive processing in which the visual representation of the past visual image affects the present auditory identification. In contrast to these results, results for false hearing imply that the effect of presenting a visual image to suppress the false hearing was restricted to cases in which the visual stimulus was presented simultaneously with the auditory stimuli. This effect might be based upon perceptual processing of the visual and auditory stimuli, which were presented concurrently.

EXPERIMENT 3

Experiments 1 and 2 showed that presenting a visual stimulus of the sound source had the effect of promoting identification of the target sounds and of suppressing the identification of the non-target sound, irrespective of the timing of the visual stimulus presentation. Many studies of priming effects have revealed that the visual stimulus presentation promotes identification of the sound even if the participant has difficulty understanding the visual stimulus contents (Noppeney et al., 2008). Experiment 3 investigated whether understanding of the visual stimulus contents affects promotion or suppression of sound identification. In the third experiment, we presented the auditory stimuli after the visual stimulus for, which was sufficient duration for visual processing to obtain low spatial frequency components from the image, but which was insufficient to obtain high spatial frequency components and color information (Schyns and Oliva, 1994).

Methods

Participants

The third experiment included 20 newly recruited university students (8 females, 12 males) with ages of 19–23 years. All had normal hearing and normal or corrected-to-normal visual acuity. All were naïve to the purpose of this study.

Apparatus and Stimuli

The setting of the equipment and stimuli were identical to those in Experiment 1. We used the same three conditions for the visual stimulus as those used in Experiment 1.

Procedures

The procedures were identical to those used in Experiment 1, except that the visual stimulus was presented for 33 ms, 1 s before the auditory stimuli presentation (SOA between visual and auditory stimuli was 1033 ms). After the auditory stimuli presentation, the participants reported all the sounds that they identified in each sound combination in the same way as in Experiment 1.

To make sure that it was difficult for the participants to identify the visual stimulus for the short presentation time used in this experiment, we examined how correctly they reported what they saw in the preliminary test. The newly recruited 20 naïve participants reported what they saw. The rate of correct reports was 8.33%, which implies that most pictures used in this experiment were difficult to identify and that the presentation time was sufficiently short for this experiment.

Results and Discussion

Figures 3A–C respectively portray the identification rate of the target sounds, the identification rate of the non-target sounds, and the frequency of false hearing. We conducted a one-way repeated measures ANOVA with the visual stimulus condition as a factor for the identification rate of the target sounds (Figure 3A). A tendency of the main effect of the visual stimulus condition was found [F(2,38) = 2.78, p = 0.08, partial η2 = 0.13], but we were unable to find any significant main effect of the visual stimulus conditions for the non-target sound identification rate [F(2,38) = 0.37, p = 0.69, partial η2 = 0.02] or the frequency of false hearing [F(2,38) = 1.37, p = 0.27, partial η2 = 0.07]. These results suggest that the effect of presenting the visual stimulus to suppress the identification of the non-target sounds necessitates the duration that is sufficient for the participants to recognize what is depicted by the image. Even for the short presentation time, however, we can find a tendency of the main effect of the visual stimulus conditions. The duration of the stimulus presentation in this experiment was sufficient to obtain information of the low spatial frequency components in the image, but it was too short to obtain the information of the high spatial frequency components and colors (Schyns and Oliva, 1994). The present results suggest that the information of the low spatial frequency components in the image is sufficient to facilitate identification of the relevant sound.
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FIGURE 3. Experiment 3 results. Mean and SEM. (A) Target sound identification rate, (B) Non-target sound identification rate, and (C) False hearing frequency.



EXPERIMENT 4

In Experiment 4, we examine whether a written word that denotes the sound source as a visual stimulus can affect the sound identification. As discussed earlier, a visual prime, whether a picture or a written word, might facilitate the identification of the subsequent relevant sound (e.g., Holcomb and Anderson, 1993; Greene et al., 2001; Noppeney et al., 2008; Schneider et al., 2008; Ozcan and van Egmond, 2009). The question arises of whether or not the visual representation of the sound source contributes to identification of the target sound.

Methods

Participants

The fourth experiment included 40 newly recruited university students, 20 of whom participated for the concurrent condition (8 females, 12 males, 20–25 years old) and 20 of whom participated for the preceding condition (9 females, 11 males, 20–25 years old). All had normal hearing and normal or corrected-to-normal visual acuity. All were naïve to the purpose of this study.

Apparatus and Stimuli

The setting of the equipment was identical to that for Experiment 1, except that we used a written word instead of a picture as a visual stimulus. The written word was shown with white characters presented on a black background on the display. The size of each character was 0.68 × 0.68 degree at most. The range of the character count was 1–12. We used the same three conditions for the visual stimulus as those in Experiment 1.

Procedures

We used two timing conditions (concurrent and preceding) for the visual stimulus presentation. In the concurrent condition, we presented visual and auditory stimuli simultaneously for 5.0 s as in Experiment 1. In the preceding condition, we presented the visual stimulus for 5 s, 1 s before the auditory stimuli presentation as in Experiment 2 (SOA between visual and auditory stimuli was 6.0 s). Durations of the visual and auditory stimuli were 5.0 s.

We presented the nine sound sets for each visual stimulus condition, and 12 additional stimuli in random order for either timing condition. After the stimulus presentation, the participants reported all the sounds that they identified in each sound combination in the same way as in Experiment 1.

Results and Discussion

Figure 4 shows the respective identification rates of the target sounds (Figure 4A) and the non-target sounds (Figure 4B), as well as the false hearing frequency (Figure 4C). To examine the effect of word presentation and its timing on sounds identification, we conducted a two-way measures ANOVA with one between-subjects factor (i.e., timing condition) and one within subjects factor (i.e., the visual stimulus condition), separately for each of the identification rate of the target sound, that of the non-target sound, and the false hearing. In analyzing the identification rate of the target sound (Figure 4A), we found the main effect of the visual stimulus condition to be significant [F(2,76) = 22.52, p < 0.001, partial η2 = 0.37], although the effect of the timing condition [F(1,38) = 2.28, p = 0.10, partial η2 = 0.06] and the interaction of the two factors [F(1,38) = 0.93, p = 0.40, partial η2 = 0.02] were not significant. Tukey’s HSD tests of significant main effect for visual stimulus condition showed that the identification rate in the relevant visual stimulus condition was significantly higher than those in the other two visual stimulus conditions (p < 0.05), suggesting that presenting the relevant written word to the target sound has the effect of promoting the identification of that sound. However, for identification of the target sound, no advantage was found when using the preceding presentation of the written word.
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FIGURE 4. Experiment 4 results. Mean and SEM of the concurrent and preceding condition. (A) Target sound identification rate, (B) Non-target sound identification rate, and (C) False hearing frequency. *p < 0.05.



A two-way measures ANOVA for the identification of the non-target sound (Figure 4B) showed that the main effect of the visual stimulus condition was significant [F(2,76) = 5.96, p < 0.01, partial η2 = 0.14], although neither the main effect of the timing condition [F(1,38) = 0.66, p = 0.45, partial η2 = 0.02] nor interaction of the two factors [F(2,76) = 0.92, p = 0.24, partial η2 = 0.02] was significant. Tukey’s HSD tests of significant main effect for visual stimulus condition showed that the identification rate in the relevant visual stimulus condition was significantly lower than that in the no visual stimulus condition (p < 0.05), suggesting that presenting a written word that denotes the sound source suppresses the identification of the other sounds.

A two-way measures ANOVA for the false hearing (Figure 4C) showed that the main effect of the timing condition was significant [F(1,38) = 6.36, p < 0.05, partial η2 = 0.14], although neither the main effect of the visual stimulus condition [F(2,76) = 2.44, p = 0.13, partial η2 = 0.06] nor the interaction of the two factors [F(2,76) = 1.20, p = 0.33, partial η2 = 0.03] was significant. The significant main effect of the timing implies that the presentation of the written word precedent to the auditory stimuli would increase the false hearing frequency, rather than promoting the identification of the target sound. The result that the interaction of the two factors was not significant reveals that the effect of visual stimulus presentation to reduce the false hearing, which was found for presenting a picture (see “Experiment 2 Result” Section), was not clear for presenting a word.

GENERAL DISCUSSION

Four experiments demonstrated that presenting a visual stimulus has three effects on auditory identification under multiple sounds. First, presenting a picture or a written word promotes identification of the sound when its content is relevant to the sound. Second, presenting a picture or a written word representing the sounds suppresses the identification of the other sounds. Third, simultaneous presentation of a picture with the sounds, irrespective of its relevance to the sound, reduces false hearing: the participant heard sounds that were not presented in the sound combinations. In the following sections, these three effects are discussed.

As the first effect, both pictures and written words for which content denotes the target sound source promote identification of the target sound, particularly if the visual stimulus is presented for sufficient duration in four experiments. These results are compatible with the cross-modal priming effects on sound detection for both presenting a picture (e.g., Schneider et al., 2008; Ozcan and van Egmond, 2009) and a written word (e.g., Holcomb and Anderson, 1993; Greene et al., 2001) of the object generating that sound. These results suggest that both presenting the relevant picture and presenting the relevant written word can facilitate the identification of sounds in the sound combination. However, the benefit of the preceding presentation of the visual stimulus in the identification rate of the target sound was found only for the picture presentation, but not for the written word presentation. We assume that observing the picture activates the visual representation of the object which the picture represented, and that the visual representation extracted from the picture proactively promotes identification of the sound after the picture presentation. For the written word, from which we cannot extract the visual representation of the sound source directly, we were unable to find an advantage of the precedent presentation of the visual stimulus in Experiment 4. These results are compatible with the idea that activation of the visual representation contributes to identification of the corresponding auditory stimulus.

As the second effect, irrespective of the timing of the visual stimulus presentation, both the picture and written word for which contents denote the source of the target sound suppresses identification of the non-target sounds. The number of the sounds which participants identified in each trial were almost constant (M = 2.30, SD = 0.40 in Experiment 1), although three indexes of identification of a target sound, that of a non-target sound, and false hearing were not covariant because no restriction was made of the number of participants’ answers. It might be true that the participants shifted their criteria for reporting so that the number of answers was constant, and the identification of the target sound changed the response criteria not to report the non-target sound. Presenting a relevant visual stimulus with a sound source would enable participants to promote identification of a sound for which the sound source was presented. However, it would not enable participants to identify more sounds. Present results obtained for reduction of non-target sound identification in terms of presenting a picture and a written word demonstrated that the conceptual information of the sound source, rather than that visual representation, reduces the identification rate for the non-target sounds. The identification rate for the non-target sounds in Experiment 1 was similar to that in Experiment 2. The rate in Experiment 4, in which a written word was presented, was at a similar level irrespective of the timing for the visual stimulus. These results support the idea that the conceptual information related to the sound source reduces the identification rate for the non-target sounds. Some earlier studies (Holcomb and Anderson, 1993; Schneider et al., 2008; Ozcan and van Egmond, 2009; Vallet et al., 2010) have exaggerated the conceptual basis for the facilitating effects of presenting relevant picture on sound detection. The results reported herein suggest that the conceptual information has other effects on auditory processing, i.e., suppression of non-target sound detection.

As the third effect, the frequency of false hearing was reduced when a picture but not a written word was presented. This result demonstrates that presenting a picture of the sound source has the effect of suppressing the false identification of the sound that was not presented. This effect was not found for the preceding presentation of the picture. These results suggest that this effect of suppressing the false hearing is based not on the activation of the visual representation, which is the basis for the progressive promotion of the target sound identification, but on the concurrent presentation of the picture with the auditory stimuli. The concurrent presentation of the picture with the sound directs the perceptual processing toward a restricted area in the sound combinations.

We conducted four experiments to examine the effects of the content and timing of a visual stimulus on auditory processing. Results of these experiments imply that the visual/conceptual representation activated by concurrent presentation or prior presentation of the visual stimulus affects listening to sounds in at least three ways: (a) effects based on activation of the visual representation that is extracted directly from the picture, which promotes the identification of the denoted sound; (b) effects based on processing of the conceptual representation, which promotes the identification of the denoted sound, and suppress the processing of the irrelevant sounds; and (c) effects based on the processing of the concurrent visual representation, which suppresses false hearing. Experimental tasks used for this study were similar to our everyday tasks in a noisy environment. Therefore, one might expect that visual information affects our sound identification in our everyday life in terms of these three ways. As results of these experiments demonstrated, we propose that elucidating details of the bases of these three effects is effective for improving sound communication techniques in our everyday life using pictures and written words by promoting target sound identification and by suppressing false hearing.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

YM: planning and conducting of experiments, writing of article. MI and KS: planning of experiments, writing of article. RN: planning and conducting of experiments. This study is supported by management expenses grants from Yamaguchi University to MI.

REFERENCES

Battaglia, P. W., Jacobs, R. A., and Aslin, R. N. (2003). Bayesian integration of visual and auditory signals for spatial localization. J. Opt. Soc. Am. 20, 1391–1397. doi: 10.1364/JOSAA.20.001391

Bertelson, P., and Radeau, M. (1981). Cross-modal bias and perceptual fusion with auditory-visual spatial discordance. Percept. Psychophys. 29, 578–584. doi: 10.3758/bf03207374

Campbell, R., and Dodd, B. (1980). Hearing by eye. Q. J. Exp. Psychol. 32, 85–99. doi: 10.1080/00335558008248235

Chen, Y. C., and Spence, C. (2010). When hearing the bark helps to identify the dog: semantically-congruent sounds modulate the identification of masked pictures. Cognition 114, 389–404. doi: 10.1016/j.cognition.2009.10.012

Chen, Y. C., and Spence, C. (2011). Crossmodal semantic priming by naturalistic sounds and spoken words enhances visual sensitivity. J. Exp. Psychol. Hum. Percept. Perform. 37, 1554–1568. doi: 10.1037/a0024329

Driver, J. (1996). Enhancement of selective listening by illusory mislocation of speech sounds due to lip-reading. Nature 381, 66–68. doi: 10.1038/381066a0


Ernst, M. O. (2006). “A bayesian view on multimodal cue integration,” in Human Body Perception from the Inside Out, eds G. Knoblich I. M. Thornton M. Grosjean and M. Shiffrar (Oxford, NY: Oxford University Press), 105–131.



Ewert, P. H. (1930). A study of the effect of inverted retinal stimulation upon spatially coordinated behavior. Genet. Psychol. Monogr. 7, 177–363.


Greene, A. J., Easton, R., and LaShell, L. S. R. (2001). Visual-auditory events: cross-model perceptual priming and recognition memory. Conscious. Cogn. 10, 425–443. doi: 10.1006/ccog.2001.0502

Hay, J. C., Pick, H. L., and Ikeda, K. (1965). Visual capture produced by prism spectacles. Psychon. Sci. 2, 215–216. doi: 10.3758/bf03343413

Holcomb, P. J., and Anderson, J. E. (1993). Cross-modal semantic priming: a time-course analysis using event-related brain potentials. Lang. Cogn. Process. 8, 379–411. doi: 10.1080/01690969308407583


Howard, I. P., and Templeton, W. B. (1966). Human Spatial Orientation. London: John Wiley & Sons.


Ichikawa, M., and Masakura, Y. (2006). Auditory stimulation affects apparent motion. Jpn. Psychol. Res. 48, 91–101. doi: 10.1111/j.1468-5884.2006.00309.x

Iordanescu, L., Guzman-Martinez, E., Grabowecky, M., and Suzuki, S. (2008). Characteristic sounds facilitate visual search. Psychon. Bull. Rev. 15, 548–554. doi: 10.3758/pbr.15.3.548

Jack, C. E., and Thurlow, W. R. (1973). Effects of degree of visual association and angle of displacement on the “ventriloquism” effect. Percept. Mot. Skills 37, 967–979. doi: 10.2466/pms.1973.37.3.967

Jackson, V. C. (1953). Visual factors in auditory localization. Q. J. Exp. Psychol. 5, 52–65. doi: 10.1080/17470215308416626

Kamitani, Y., and Shimojo, S. (2001). Sound-induced visual “rabbit”. J. Vis. 1:478. doi: 10.1167/1.3.478

MacLeod, A., and Summerfield, Q. (1990). A procedure for measuring auditory and audiovisual speech-reception thresholds for sentences in noise: rationale, evaluation and recommendations for use. Br. J. Audiol. 24, 29–43. doi: 10.3109/03005369009077840

McCormick, D., and Mammasian, P. (2008). What does the illusory-flash look like? Vision Res. 48, 63–69. doi: 10.1016/j.visres.2007.10.010

McGurk, H., and MacDonald, J. W. (1976). Hearing lips and seeing voices. Nature 264, 746–748. doi: 10.1038/264746a0

Molholm, S., Ritter, W., Javitt, D. C., and Foxe, J. J. (2004). Multisensory visual-auditory object recognition in humans: a high-density electrical mapping study. Cereb. Cortex 14, 452–465. doi: 10.1093/cercor/bhh007

Noppeney, U., Josephs, O., Hocking, J., Price, C. J., and Friston, K. J. (2008). The effect of prior visual information on recognition of speech and sounds. Cereb. Cortex 18, 598–609. doi: 10.1093/cercor/bhm091

Ozcan, E., and van Egmond, R. (2009). The effect of visual context on the identification of ambiguous environmental sounds. Acta Psychol. 131, 110–119. doi: 10.1016/j.actpsy.2009.03.007

Schneider, T. R., Engel, A. K., and Debener, S. (2008). Multisensory identification of natural objects in a two-way crossmodal priming paradigm. Exp. Psychol. 55, 121–132. doi: 10.1027/1618-3169.55.2.121

Schyns, P. G., and Oliva, A. (1994). From blobs to boundary edges: evidence for time-and spatial-scale-dependent scene recognition. Psychol. Sci. 5, 195–200. doi: 10.1111/j.1467-9280.1994.tb00500.x


Sekiyama, K., and Tohkura, Y. (1993). Inter-language differences in the influence of visual cues in speech perception. J. Phon. 21, 427–444.


Shams, L., Kamitani, Y., and Shimojo, S. (2000). What you see is what you hear. Nature 408:788. doi: 10.1038/35048669

Shams, L., Kamitani, Y., and Shimojo, S. (2002). Visual illusion induced by sound. Brain Res. Cogn. Brain Res. 14, 147–152. doi: 10.1016/s0926-6410(02)00069-1

Shimojo, S., and Shams, L. (2001). Sensory modalities are not separate modalities: plasticity and interactions. Curr. Opin. Neurobiol. 11, 505–509. doi: 10.1016/s0959-4388(00)00241-5

Sperling, G. (1960). The information available in brief visual presentations. Psychol. Monogr. 74, 1–29. doi: 10.1037/h0093759

Stratton, G. M. (1897a). Vision without inversion of the retinal image. Psychol. Rev. 4, 341–360. doi: 10.1037/h0075482

Stratton, G. M. (1897b). Vision without inversion of the retinal image. Psychol. Rev. 4, 463–481. doi: 10.1037/h0071173

Sumby, W. H., and Pollack, I. (1954). Visual contribution to speech intelligibility in noise. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 26, 212–215. doi: 10.1121/1.1907309

Thomas, G. J. (1941). Experimental study of the influence of vision on sound localization. J. Exp. Psychol. 28, 163–177. doi: 10.1037/h0055183

Thompson, L. A. (1995). Encoding and memory for visible speech and gestures: a comparison between young and older adults. Psychol. Aging 10, 215–228. doi: 10.1037/0882-7974.10.2.215

Vallet, G., Brunel, L., and Versace, R. (2010). The perceptual nature of the cross-modal priming effect. Exp. Psychol. 57, 376–382. doi: 10.1027/1618-3169/a000045

Wada, Y., Kitagawa, N., and Noguchi, K. (2003). Audio–visual integration in temporal perception. Int. J. Psychophysiol. 50, 117–124. doi: 10.1016/s0167-8760(03)00128-4

Walker, J. T., and Scott, K. J. (1981). Auditory-visual conflicts in the perceived duration of lights, tones and gaps. J. Exp. Psychol. Hum. Percept. Perform. 7, 1327–1339. doi: 10.1037/0096-1523.7.6.1327

Welch, R. B., Dutton-Hurt, L. D., and Warren, D. H. (1986). Contributions of audition and vision to temporal rate perception. Percept. Psychophys. 39, 294–300. doi: 10.3758/bf03204939

Willey, C. F., Inglis, E., and Pearce, C. H. (1937). Reversal of auditory localization. J. Exp. Psychol. 20, 114–130. doi: 10.1037/h0056793

Young, P. T. (1928). Auditory localization with acoustical transposition of the ears. J. Exp. Psychol. 11, 399–429. doi: 10.1037/h0073089

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2016 Masakura, Ichikawa, Shimono and Nakatsuka. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution and reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original author(s) or licensor are credited and that the original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

OPS/images/fnint-10-00011-g003.gif
Identification rate of target sound (%)

Identification rate of non-target sounds (%)

Frequency of false hearing

100

80

60

40

20

100

80

60

10

05

0.0

Relevant Irrelevant ~ No
Visual stimulus condition

Relevant Irrelevant ~ No

Visual stimulus condition

Relevant Irrelevant
Visual stimulus condmon





OPS/images/fnint-10-00011-g004.gif
Identification rate of target sound (%)

Identification rate of non-target sounds (%)

Frequency of false hearing

100

80

60

* Relevant

Irrelevant

M Concurrent
W Preceding

40
) ] '

Visual stimulus condition

100

80

60

Relevant

Irrelevant

40
20

Visual stimulus condition

ovs I I I
00 I I I

Relevant

Irrelevant

Visual stimulus condition

Concurrent





OPS/images/fnint-10-00011-g001.gif
Identification rate of target sound (%)

Identification rate of non-target sounds (%)

Frequency of false hearing

100

80

60

40

20

0

100,

80

60

40

20

10,

05

Relevant Irrelevant  No
‘Visual stimulus condition

11

Relevant Irrelevant

Visual stimulus con

" Relevant _ Irrelevant

Visual stimulus cor





OPS/images/fnint-10-00011-g002.gif
Identification rate of target sound (%)

Identification rate of non-target sounds (%)

Frequency of false hearing

100

80

60

100,

2

s
&

20

0+

10,
05

0.0+

Relevant Irrelevant ~ No
Visual stimulus condition

Relevant Irrelevant
Visual stimulus condition

Relevant Irrclevant  No
Visual stimulus condition





OPS/images/crossmark.jpg
®

o fark





OPS/images/fnint-10-00011-t001.jpg
Auditory
stimulus

Visual stimulus
Relevant
condition

Irrelevent
condition

No visual
stimulus
condition

Electronic

piano

Drum

Railway crossing alarm
Construction drill

Playing electronic
piano

Ambulance

None (blank
screen)

Sawing timber
Typewriter
Cicada'’s chirp
Murmur of a brook

Sawing timber

Horse

None

Ringing bell
Construction drill
Dog’s bark
Electronic piano

Rooster

None

Cutting
vegetables on a
cutting board
Frog’s croak
Sawing timber
Rooster’s crow

Cutting
vegetables on a
cutting board

Deep frying
of foods

None

Railway crossing
alarm

Drum

Cicada’s chirp
Ringing bell

Railway
crossing

Bowling
alley

None

Rooster’s crow
Electronic piano
Dog's bark
Drum

Rooster

None

Typewriting
Construction drill
Railway crossing alarm
Ringing bell

Typewriter

Platform of a
railway station

None

Murmur of a brook
Frog's croak

Cutting vegetables
on a cutting board
Cicada’s chirp

Stream

Beating drum

None

Frog’s croaking
Typewriter
Sawing timber
Ringing bell

Frog

Cutting
vegetables on a
cutting board

None

Bolds indicate the target sound in each sound combination.





OPS/images/cover.jpg
’ frontiers

In Integrative Neuroscience

Visual Presentation Effects
on Identification of Multiple
Environmental Sounds









OPS/images/logo.jpg
,frontiers . )
in Integrative Neuroscience





