Comments about Description
• Suggested edits were made to introduce this task very briefly in reference to the construct it aims to measure.

Comments about Identified Description
• The reference provided (Stroop, 1935) does not adequately support the claim of the Stroop Task measuring the ability to overcome automatic tendencies. Stroop’s seminal paper made the following series of observations/assertions: 1. The task provided a mechanism of measuring differential degrees of interference based on different types of associations; 2. The different degrees of interference may be attributable to different amounts of training in reading words versus naming colors; 3. A training effect was noted to decrease but not eliminate the interference of conflicting word stimuli to naming colors. Later studies, however, have more directly supported the automaticity framework for understanding what the Stroop effect measures. Given challenges to the simple, dichotomous automaticity framework by, among others, MacLeod (1991), either additional references are required to support the description of this task or the characterization of the measured construct should be adjusted. MacLeod (1991) concludes that the Stroop effect is related more to parallel processing of irrelevant information than it is to slowing due to non-automatic responses. Given that the Stroop Task is especially old, classic, and often used, we should be careful not to mischaracterize the particular aspect(s) of cognitive control that it measures.
• Please provide a rationale drawing on empirical evidence and/or theory indicating why cognitive control related to processing relevant vs irrelevant information (see comment above) is identified as a possible mechanism of behavior change.

Please see attached track changes for further details.
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Description 
The Stroop task is a seminal and robust measure of cognitive control. Successful performance of the task requires the ability to overcome automatic tendencies to respond in accordance with current goals. Color words ("red", "blue") are presented in different ink colors. Subjects are required to indicate the ink color of the word.

Identified Description
Goals often diverge from natural, automatic tendencies, and the Stroop task is a seminal and robust measure of theis ability to overcome automatic tendencies to respond in accordance with current goals, thought to be an essential component of self-regulation.  On each trial of the task, a color word (e.g., “red”, “blue”) is presented in one of multiple ink colors (e.g., blue, red). Subjects are instructed to respond based upon the ink color of the word, not the identity of the word itself. When the color and the word are congruent (e.g., “red” in red ink), the natural tendency to read the word facilitates performance, resulting in fast and accurate responding. When the color and the word are incongruent (e.g., “red” in blue ink), the strong, natural tendency to read must be overcome to respond to the ink color. The main dependent measure in the Stroop task is the “Stroop Effect,”, which is the degree of slowing and the reduction in accuracy foron incongruent trials compared relative to congruent trials. 
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