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Evein bask-irrelevant action effects tend to be wonitored, and effect
monitoring deteriorates the processing of an unrelated subsequent tasic
(Wirth et al., submitted). However, effect monitoring might be beneficial
if the effects allow ko shortcut the processing of a se&ond&rj tasie,
Consequently, action effects that T‘QIE£& subsequent responses should
facilitate subsequent tasks: the earlier the effect, the greater the benefit.
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Even though the effects of Task 1 were completely irrelevant, they were
monitored i the short inkerval condition and provided a shorbtcut for
Task 2. Response times and error rakes diminish with earlier effects,
However, i the delay is too long, it seems to be EM@F&&EQM to wownitor
action effecks, and Task 2 is completed without using a shortcut. Here,
effect monitoring is chara&&eriz.ecf as a coghitive process that can be
scheduled {L@.x&biv 4 it proves to be beneficial for subsequ,@\% actions,
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