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“.I kept asking ..how the neuroscientists
decided which experimental tasks it would be
interesting to make brain maps for. I kept
getting the impression that they didn't much

care (Fodor, 1999).”
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An Analysis of the Naming Task
and its Implications for Brain-imaging Studies

Jung-Oh Kim

Department of Psychology, Seoul National University

This article examined several expetimental studies that have used a naming task. This task turned out to
be quite sensitive to strategies affected by stimulus lists and instructions. Lack of task analysis seems to
have produced a false impression of distributed processing regarding neural bases of naming processes. A

recent review also demonstrated the same lack of task analysis in the neural basis of self concept.

Key words : naming task, task analysis, strategies, brain imaging



