Results
[bookmark: _GoBack]Participants ability to detect a tone change during high visual load tasks may not differ to their ability to detect the tone change during low visual load tasks. Forty participants (24, Females, 15 Males, 1 Nondisclosed) took part. Four participants ages were missing from the data file, however, from the data collected participants age ranged from 19 years to 57 years (M, 31.02, SD, 11.51). A 2x2 within subjects analysis of variance tested participants ability to detect a tone change during a high visual load task compared to their ability to detect the tone change during a low visual load task. Analysis focused on accuracy scores of forty trials. Levels of tone detection accuracy during a high and low visual load task showed no significant difference between high visual load or low visual load trials F (1,39) 1.30, p  .260. Levels of detection accuracy between the tone change and continuous tone were also non-significant F (1,39) .442, p  .510 indicating no differences in participants ability to accurately detect when a change occurred in the tone compared to when it had not. The interaction of the visual load tasks and the tone detection tasks likewise depicted a nonsignificant result F (1,39) 1.6, p  .2.15 suggesting that the ability to accurately detect a tone change is unaffected by visual load tasks. The main effect of the visual load tasks recorded more correct responses during high visual load trials then low visual load trials (see Table.1.). The main effect of the auditory tasks showed more correct responses during tone change trials than continuous tone trials (see Table.2.). Finally, the main effect for participants ability to detect the tone change was the same for both high and low visual load tasks suggesting that neither the high nor low visual load tasks impacted participants accuracy in detecting a tone change (see Table.3.). This table did also show that accuracy was impacted in the low visual load trials for the continuous tone more then the high visual load trials and the continuous tone. As the results here indicate that high visual load tasks may not effect an individuals ability to detect a tone change compared to their ability to detect the tone change during a low visual load task the hypothesis is rejected.  



Appendix ?
Table.1.
Estimated Marginal Means 1. Visual
	
	95 % Confidence Interval

	Visual
	Mean
	Std. Error
	Upper Bound 
	Lower Bound

	1 High
	4.93
	.38
	4.16
	5.69

	2 Low
	4.70
	.38
	3.91
	5.46



Table.2.
Estimated Marginal Means 2. Auditory

	
	95% Confidence Interval

	Auditory
	Mean
	Std. Error
	Upper Bound
	Lower Bound

	1 Change
	5.03
	.51
	4.00
	6.05

	2 Continuous
	4.59
	.47
	3.63
	5.55



Table.3.
Estimated Marginal Means 3. Visual*Auditory
Visual 1 High, 2 Low
Auditory 1 Change, 2 Low
          
	
	95% Confidence Interval

	Visual
	Auditory
	Mean
	Std. Error
	Upper Bound
	Lower Bound

	1
	1
	5.03
	.53
	3.95
	6.10

	
	2
	4.83
	.51
	3.80
	5.85

	2
	1
	5.03
	.52
	3.97
	6.08

	
	2
	4.35
	.48
	3.37
	5.33



