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Schloss and Palmer (2011) provided (weak) evidence for preference asymmetries: Summary

Preference asymmetries exist: people prefer pairs with yellower, lighter n B

What type of area is more important? Predictions of Image-based vs. Surface-based area ﬁgures on bluer, darker grounds.
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Preference asymmetry:
Greater preference for one color
pair over another pair, when the
two pairs only differ in the spatial
assignment of the colors.

Preference asymmetries operate on surface-based representations, after n n
amodal completion.
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