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Performance should be comparable across both
single-modality tasks, regardless of cognitive style.
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Verbalizer-Visualizer Questionnaire (VVQ):
* Verbalizer Dimension (10 items)
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and word-responsive regions
tracked with cognitive styles:
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* Propensity for visual cognitive style correlates with converting verbally-presented
information into visual representation (commensurate with activity in right fusiform
cortex).
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* Propensity for verbal cognitive style correlates with converting pictorially-presented
information into verbal/phonological representation (commensurate with left
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