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BUMIHTE K22 F2E 2R, LM 310036)

it

B E AREZAEAKBRARMGE &AL A%, AETH AT EE R EREIRIRIE T 69 1k
fEEATA T, T FTRANEH T TARMARZ A2 ELF AN T2ER, RAFE kT
TeF Mk FAERVA B L T eh 5 X3 FEBRAREFAGH T HEI REe)Hh. KLAZAEMT A X
IAERIC A ZAT AR EZ T TR AR Lak, SFIRITT AT IHRICARZNAL EE/HEKNG A
P, F5 R T TR A AT R B IR E—AH L A it A,

KR e EERA, Tl MREE, ok

HES B842

1 515 WRGEFE, WS AL A B AH [ S B

PR T A RS DU B AT 45 40 {5 B I WA (R AZ TE WL 100 ) 23 Dt 56 SRAT 3 B i ) 43 21 3F
I TE S AF B — Rl Zn L, T AR iC A TR — LRI L, RIAFEAERE T DA iE 2 N AR
A0 FER B 2R JE A S DL R OR R AT 45 A 0 (R B EALE . R SRR AT S H bR 2
BRI RTHR 5 — P ampLgl . Bk, ] IO HR, v LOKCAZ UC Fe 5 43 g DA PR 2 2
LA MG E RS TG R € X LIEHR (HEAE H AR S IZ VS EE I, 33 5 X Rl 42 T
AHABL, P 35 0 B MR R 5 M AT S R JC TUKE < A R F 58 1A 10 AL BT 4, B
YAk AT IF [F) I 0001 FL A TE S il (Olivers, 2008;  J&F TAEICIZ N 2 AL 38 7 = 2 B 4I1; ()
Olivers, Meijer, & Theeuwes, 2006). Ak, T A 9 TR B0 12 DB R I, v B X Pt AZ VT Rl
FEICAZ 5 A0 3 v = T V5 1 i DX 5 A K TGO & AR 58 A AT A8 AT 45, Bhi 2
I # & (LaBar, Gitelman, Parrish, & Mesulam, T LTARCAZ N B =2 B slr= Ay, Rk
1999; Awh & Jonides, 2001), XLeHH/R TAEIE T TARICIZA A RPREIE EH T (%%, 2009).
25 R A IR R IR TR, EHGEG A COWEIE R RE, REMH T A XK
Tl 90 2 R B D0 v T AR 2 5 W v B 2 TR TAEIRZ A X P B 0 =3 F A 3 5] S 4E
THAEH, Hd, TAEICIZ AN R L6 % B 1 FHIM LA SCHk, JRE e IEaE Bk — 23y T3
B SSWR g S — > 25 1 (Olivers, 2008; Soto, TARIRAZ A AL eI R Al gk i A sl

Hodsoll, Rotshtein, & Humphreys, 2008; 7K, ik ) THREZAAMA S TSHENI S
(W) ey v

BH, 2007; &%, VFE R, S5, 2007; R, e

N 4 = S ok v =L

VFELE, BRBESS, 2000 B, WAL FTIION R L e s 0 L

BT RO L, O B Al e

B ARRIEIE AEHO J . 5S8R, W AR ST, B IER A P
ARSI TR, N2 0 DL M55 AT 5 o AL,

P A ANGHE TR B, RSB A
PR Sl v IEAE AR IS A KAT AR T AR R . XA
917 e A AT 9 i A AR GLAZ P9 5 R RGN EE 2 SE IV A 7K (capture of attention)iX M
R T IS BUGE, ML H 00T PR 4540 5 T i

FEIXMAEBLE, TAECAZ A wT A ok 323051
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FHEEREFENGH S Z ISR, — e 1 H bR AR At 2 BA B BT 1 77 23 5 L A0

TEREBAN Y, R4 R P R LRz
1) H AR e i w8 iR g2k
L TS A3 4037 vh BAT H b A 1) SRS o 3K
3 vE 7 W I\ (Duncan & Humphreys, 1989;
Bundesen, 1990; Wolfe, 1994). {1, 44T45 53k
MR—ANLEZ MG, WERH WO Ey k=
B A 5643 B B o0 L DME 5 4 R B bR kAT
Lok . DRIk, RREF b () ik 5 O 37 LA Az
1) H R AR 2 1] 1 U Sk e T LB v Rk
A REME, BRI e RE Rt 51
VERC P o X Tl H A 3 ) IRV B 4R S T IR
FRE AR ICIZ R RAE P LA B Bl F 1
X EF G PR

PRAFTE LAEIAZ TP IR H AR BEA AL T- B8 5% )
MBI L RS, EREE RS, S
R BV TP T8 0 B 50 B8 S I (A
1517} 2 B vh 48 R T AR BY), X H AR &R
W2 B3 ¥ 5 (Wolfe, Friedman-Hill, Stewart, &
O’Connell, 1992). R, XFH R4 AK AT LR £ £E
LAEIZ T B AR RO 5 R H, RA
4 W A8 R H AR R E T K 2 B DR A7 AE
LAEAZ I, MR B RS TP B 81X
TR R AR N, E IR AR A
PRI IE A4, i R a8 Rr <S5 A
RO, B bs 5 TP e 8] R AE 2 e A
SO R SR T AR W B ¥ (Hodsoll &
Humphreys, 2005, 2001; Hodsoll, Humphreys, &
Braithwaite, 2006).
2.1 fwiEFEEER

Desimone ! Duncan (1995) & H 5 I 36 4
Fi %Y (biased competition model) & — A LA 5
i) PR AW D0 Y R AR, R R PR R AR L AR 12
PR H A AR AR TE Al DR 35 b RS [ A 2 TR s A
TR OCHER . M4 ) 32 AT, A1
WARRGFP R T 2R, BT REE
PR, ANTRI WA RAE 5t 25 AR BLAM I 18 7 2056 43
RETEUR LR B S AP N L, 3R e &
3 DA A A ) S s AT Dy R Y . TR B
(salient) 5 fiF (1“5 AN R ik 2 LU A Tk
(075 U SR A B v R, AR T X AR R v R
B RAER B AT 55 H bR I A 25 R AE (Ruz &
Lupianez, 2002). JLi, TAECZH b F IR E

BB JZ 5 B RS ARRAR UTC I AR R AR, DT A
AL 5 H bR B DT 5 9 44 R AR B 5 4
PRFA B A AL SE . W R K
2 i ph 22 25 B 2R AE T O O I S e AR B AR AL T
EULE # (Chelazzi, Miller, Duncan, & Desimone,
1993, 2001). %%, Chelazzi %5 A\ (1993)7F — i
B AL A AT 45 e s R A T S 41 A
P15 B o TEBE— I (trial) T 4R I 45 5 )2 0
IR HR, BRI G 2 A SHEAY
I8 R, o — s B bR, ZERHE
FEAeE ) H bR TR I S (A7 B AT AR Bk s 25 3
RN, FEA8 RN I W I IR B B B 4
JRORF 4T 48 2R F AR LRI IR B 1 s N, R IR
H b5 25 B AR A AT SR FAAR AR FF 72 T AE 1212
Ze MR EIE, MEE BN A R
TR e e, RAR R SO RN H bR P AR R BT X
Noo WFFUE K, TAERIZ AR ORRE 0 H bR
WRete LL B bfi gy 2 T R KR
PRENEE), AT B A B ARFEAE 4 44
P S RAF I AR 1]

i o) 5 4RSS R A B T LA BRI AT
ST 2 FF . Downing (2000) ZER #7 il 78 L1
WZARFFBY B i — N BRI % . 72— IR
W FF AR I B I — 5k N B R (R 42 30), FF 2k
Baad xR, ARG, 7 LRI R FFR B 2
I— AR H bR, ZER AP A W H bR
FFOJ7 R . FEBRM B br 202 /6 AT RN
PN, Ho— AN A 530 12 B A (e 42 T
Bo L), iy — A A AR CAZ IR R ) . S5
5RO, Blulon 5 3R A0 12 UG I T A 43 A 47
B RN E bR SN I EE R R T 2
70 | ic 2 U8 S 1t 78 2% 18] A7 5 B 400 B AR 1 X
N, AT BB AE T AR 12 A 2 152 T g 42 T
BC IR AT T A AN . FEIX AR, R
PR RPN N 5 AE S5 TE o, (HE, i
T2 UL e T 7E g GR B i i B, JF ALTE
50% 1 46 1 ic 12 UG T 10 45 TR ok IR E A
F A 23 T AR A, DR, ik 5 R E 3230
T I 12 D T R SR M LA T L b 58 A A 12 12
FHEE BARNAT %% o #et)ih 3, BT id 2 DL Be m 2
A BRI E b 0 B R  (E 2 A LR A )
{7 &), Downing (2000) FIATF5T &5 J 5 br b e
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TR TAEICIZ A A E 5] S Sk
Pt AZ IERC I . 55 4248, Pratt 1 Hommel (2003)
FE A5 R B0 T 46 I B s o e 2 — A H bR R
R, % H PR R WL &1 4 Bt B AL
PRk i —FP €, SR AR /R g e N R N %A R
R E AR 6 B AR I AT, T B g LY
MHAARRBEAM T L, Hrh—MakmEas
HARE RIBEAAE . SLI0AT 55 2Lk B AR 8 H
PRek R0 Bz T ok EL B AR AT R R B, Y
H b B0 55 25 22 000 A [R] I 3 B R 4 25 b
AT IR N, 24 P B A [ B AN 77 200 H bR
WA N . SIS ORI, BRAN RIS H
b 85 2= H A7 AH [ U6 1) v ke o Sk I 4R 7 19 A0 A
2B ) F ¥ H AR S O, A S R AR
WL PR AR LRSS FEERREY
Z HA MR B b gy sk, I AREET RS
H Bl 1) 1% T g g Sk TR s 1 A L AR R, AT 5
b T A ) B E AR RO . PR IR
R P H AP g kM H ARk R A A H
[ e, I L2 o 37 Sk T Fie 7 (9 40 8 25 ) ]
RE 2 2 R SR A0 H AR BT S LA = TR A B, IR
Pratt Al Hommel (2003)1I6F 57 45 S A b & 43
2 TAECAZ WA i s 5 S EH
22 MREXHKE

AR Z W T, S Z USRI A S S T
VECAZ W B AE L5 A M0 [F 1A, DAk,
FEIXFP G BT T AR IZ A 56 M e B 51 5
1 F 2 A2 AE H AR AR 5 50 R AIE 2 1) 1 2 AR
Py R AEVURC ¢ R FERE 2 . Moores, Laiti 1
Chelazzi (2003) AA T 1E 12 A 28 5 A0 0 i 3
W £ 3051 546 A AT DU AR H bR BAR 5 S0 5
FRAEZ MR S8 LECRERM 2 1. MR EER
KRB P EEZNAE R AN HB W EERN
YESL AR (W <key”), RIERE RS E T IE
R0 5 48 2RI, b B R T R I e
I ) W7 R A5 A7 A ] T A OA A H AR (B ),
Fo b S N2 Jig SR B 2 2 i S I
R, SRR, WiF ISR E bR
AT SCIBE AR ) AR (B B0 25 2 3R A R i 1), E
B B2 5 25 R Bon 5 H A B A LR
WAL Y H bR A SO R W) 58 25 5 AR
EHK. Moores 45 A (2003)i\ K, Xur TIYEIEIZ
oI ORFE I E bR AR AN AL BE 8 5] T RO B

Wy A H bR og A UL R A, o HOd RE 51 5 0L
P R L FER H bR AT 1 ORI AH AR A B AE
IFASUE R AR

3 IFiRICAEMMREIERMB IS

1EH

WHT TR, 2412 VT EC 30 A R 1 R AT 5
1) EARERAE T, Bl R A e 78 24T CAEd 12
o) E bR AR 32 3 51 S A R Bl A2 DT S
i, DR R 3 TA R R 3o A 2 2R SR s e 2 vy 4
KRG AT, 2L LA B A # R 451
H o 48 A 17 A2 A 0 T P il s I 7E I 1 R
SO, CAE Q2 WA RS RAes 51 S AT
BEOEEEICIZIN A I ? FEX A S AT, Tl
12 VG BC TAS 2 55 00 0 4 AT 45 18 H AR AR DS A,
M A2 5 R HE AR AR 1242 v 1 3 TG 5% 12 12 SR AE
AHVC D, %A 0 2Pl £ E 3 ka2 It
LRSS /SIE S bE =X (R a7/ W L R TR A LN R
B AR T 5w B RAL S B, 249842 DL B 3
B 0 TP A L 4 R S se i, W R AT
AL/ wE s SE o= RTINS (7 L £ B (R TR VA
WAL A L35 ST &, EWae® a3
FIFHEREEMY DS Z IR Y14 .

Soto, Heinke, Humphreys #! Blanco (2005)il
Tob R B TR T 12 PR B B R A 48 R
B 55 B9 2% 8 T AR S AZ P 280 5 10 58
TR | Em T mEsIEN .. EfaliR TG
A B BRI — AR AL BB, Bk atic 4
HEBEM R BB AR LR, KRG, 75 14FE
LR FF Bt BI04 R AR5, TRl AE B
HEBRTPHRMMAR, FELBHE BN
JUM BB AR . A=Ak (D&
PR A R L VLS I (2 2l B ), ()M &
B A — AR RS R B AR 242 VT B 5
BORE); G R — A aEE T
FB I AZ VE BE I B ROR R ) o N I 45 S BoR,
HELWREME RGP, FR08 T R
SRR R VTl v &7 W Sl AR B R~ e A N
I HLIZ 350N 7 B R I 4 2R B I TR AR SR A AE
AL, MR Z)Ed B TAEICAZ A AR T 4k
M —RIRBRAT b, HEEZXIAHL, 7580
56 vl 3 W] ) H bR R AT 1 28— IR IR Bk ok S B
T, TEAA CAZ DT BE 1A 7 S8 b 28 — IR Bk
T CZ VS EC I T i 3 o A AT 1) S8 DY 25 3 8
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R, IXAHE T AR AZ A BRI RN AR D
2,V e T3 AR 8 A 25 A B H A 1 7Kz #62 TPE
R AT SRAFTE . Soto 55 A (2005) 4 44 ix 4 45
Mg, TR RN ETTU A BT A5
HERERENY T Z LRk, REXFEM S
AR T a7 A8 RAT S 58 ik, I XA 3
FISERTEAE S RN R BRRCERAET .
Soto, Humphreys 1 Heinke (2006a) & #H A [
R A —PUF T XM 3T TN
BB bR R AR R R RL R AR TE R b ik
o TR M R Bbs g — N AR RE
FEAE R 5% 1 (pop-out) il ¥, 548 & JI W %A il
2. VC P 0 ) AR b, 24012 DT I S04 S T Pl
WAEAEI, R SN N B WA, IF Hslm B bx
PR 565 — R IR B 0 25 I Sl il 2> o 3K 3 W 0 T 2
Bk T LL5E B 58 2 B bR 4 R0l TR W RE i 2 F)
AT AL IL A B B R g, Ak — 28
UEBH T 31X Fh ok AEAE A AL B Be i) B BT R
i R B A sk P i (L Olivers, Meijer, &
Theeuwes, 2006).
3.1 FFEESHFE4 E ITi
O K2 H 5, i IZ BB R A b
H o SN AL 5042 0 H AT A [\ H AR R AR
{E (feature value)¥fk. i, 242 kyl ¥ —
AL = MR TARCAZ i, A3 i
2, VE JE I S A7 4t 3 = A T IR A B A
W R, 4 TAERIZ WA S5 b ) e B
AR A AR F IF AN T8 T 77 A 7R Hih % B R AIE 4 R
(feature dimension, WIFIE/TEIR) EULECIT, 47
AR AZ H IE 7R AR PR R 0 4 B2 AE B2 5 A R
W HIE FEREEAY TS TR R A 4
JEWE ? Pan, Xu Fl Soto (2009) # VXX i% v ik 47
T, AATTI S5 SR AT 45 v 5K, kot
76 LA G2 £/ R By B 40 W7 9 A [R] IRF 52 300 1) 4 44
B EE R E T AHE, JF B R £ A Y
R ) BEE R T AR T 51 S 1) IR Y 38 A A AS — B
), WEAS YA B B AR [FE AR FIAN R, ez
TNER o 1T TR IS 52 BV 9 A 40 A4 1) 1 A 4 2 3 5 |
IR S Y S AN — B0, A T S e T B AR
55 AH G 4 B T R £ 2 AR TG SR 4E i o Pan 55 A (2009)
Bk, & LAE 2 P IS R ae B3 5] 3
AN 5 2 UL TC R R AT 4 BE s, 445 L1
VEACAZAE 55 [0 AH OC 4 B 5 3 AT 45 1) T o5 4t

ARV EF, 3 30 4 AR A 2 A0 AT 45 1) TG K 4 i
TR ELRCT B 5280 45 5UE58 T AR i,
J Al K 7 A ok 3 6 T 8 W A S AT S
AHRYESE, (HJE, TAEICIZAT 55 AH 5% 4 & T =
5% T 9 4 5 AH [R) 4% 11 8 0003 2 40 7 I L I 0
WIS TP A AT B NI, B8 AR
T2 4 B AE B R A B 5] R Ik E S
52 TURE Ao 4 B, 5T TAE 212 2 AR 3
TR A R A R A8 T s R 5 ) 4 R DL
3.2 HRIEBXNEKR

CLAE K 2 ORI 9 rp 2 SR A i A2 1 SRS A2
LA TE 3 IR AR 5 15 0, AT, BTk
] fi 23 X0 3 S0 M5 F O AT B S A, AT A4S
T TR IE 5] TR E R LA L AZ R AE 3
JER 2 VB G Tl PR A2 R S A ) o e R) T U, 7R
Ba5 M dEsmdfZd TELIZARES
Db 7 LA O JE s AT S i 2 bR (138 3% T 4B
2R AL Ae 5 A 3) 5] 3 M vE &= ? Soto A
Humphreys (2007) % F Al A77 8 B (14T 45 96 =X B
YO % 0] AT T SGUE 9T, sEieh RIMEA Y
A B T AR 1K) 98 S (0 “red square”) [R] B
BER AR H S B IRl AR, A ORI L
A 52 LAV 25 i 5 78 ARAEAE LAE IR L o S0 45
KB, HIRLEZMAMLL, MW RA PP H—4
TP 7 B A 20 I R R R AR I, 8
I B AR, I B A 2k R R A 12 o AR B
TE 2R T AR 5518 FOUTT 5 1A PR 2808 A AH (R 1
Soto il Humphreys (2007) A iX 156 W T W5 G
T R 2 B T AR 82 N A I AL v Bl R R
LR SAT, FIE LAE LI WA FFEREYS A 5)
SIFHETE R AESE AL b, 7 B(2009) KL E B
TAERIZ R FE R e 8 B 251 3 2k T 4 B 10 40
W, KR R T 3T TAE AL 95 B Ao
R AR T DU TR 4 G A BE LR
e 4h, Huang fil Pashler (2007) &I & & LAEid12
WAL B SIEREFENS T 5 /B
SCBRRIE BRI AR g —rh, B K
55 T 4f I 52 B — AN 5 SC B (L1 “atom”) BE K B
W 2 RFE TAEIRIZ T BB OGR4 R, 2R
JETE B R LW I AN e, K — A fia
CZ IR A VE U R (U “molecule”) T 53 4 AN
A 52 R AR . SRR, =A%
b [ 1 = 5 g A B (T 78 32 R
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ANE = AN B 5 Y AT 45 TRk, b AT U A
SABCEPTE ABCFIR A RR T T o SRR A
FEOR, PR ORMBCT LIS A, kT
7 T30 25 6 L8 B B AE 5 07 A T ST &R
W BT, S S S AR R A
H 0 SRR S E R A B3k TR . K
L, Moores Fl Maxwell (2008) 3R #f i 5¢ 1%
Downing (2000) HI4T5%, {HZAbAI7E L5 —H 2
SR AR AE B UG B0 TT 4 I 0 A BT 5 I A
PRI B (i = AN SO i A A AR 5 o 45
PRI, 4 B AT A BT R A B (w37 5
A2 IR AN B BN, % E0T 2% S A S Al 3R A
R R, NI OB R SR VA A BT T AR AR )
P E E BRI B  B INR . LT 4 % B
FIE TR AL R R R 0 AR B AT A
DA W 7 T HEAT AR . (1) 4 R s A RE A
TAECIZ B, KA 5 iz A S
FI0HARAT BRAE S 2 B 3052 BA 2 FE ¥ 1
7 (Moores, Laiti, & Chelazzi, 2003), X264l ik
R AEHS LA b A 77 2% e R R, AT
{3 5 40 TAECZ N A R 1
Wk SE 25 G R SE SR A R R ) () FRATT B A% X Ab
S E 3 5o A B R B0 SOKCE kAT R
TN T (Potter, 1975), MM H 33k #3703 H 4 Ff
L T SO R R T L 2 AT T AR R L A&
Z R R, ARG ZE LR A LW
77 SR ML

4 T THEIBIZASHNR EIE/HKNE

1%

AW AE AR, M T i 12 VT R
WAE R 5 2 1 = AT 45 B bs J0 2% 1 T30 ) BAT
TERT, "B RS AR AT TAE IR I I3 H T A i3k
MAFE. WA, BFRM— D EZE R ELE, X
Pl BEF TAE Q2 P9 28 BB T = R 00 B Bl
FIRA 29?2 VE 0 30RO 12 U e TR R
SEAEATA 45 F R #RE 9% 1 3 3R AT 2 1) W 2
B TR EM, LR ET Ldi
P IR R B v R A SR S B R R A ) B B
P, B B Le PR E R R .

4.1 BEB

Oh Ml Kim (2003) AZK, T {R#FLE L/
12 A1 H bR SRR AR AT I RAT S R A
(TR O S AR = v T N = B T NN s

51V R E B R B B PR AR 0
NG iR T S eI (R Tak v SRR LRV RN
AEXS P = 5 SAE 2 #24#] . Oh 1 Kim
(2003)7E 3L 56 e LT A8 R Hbr: —F R
HrA kB EHMESRGEE, 5—MHERER
NEME R BT . SR gs BRI, fEHR
=T T S IR (R TRR VA i R
HRAR, MR R B AR AR 1 H b
FEA R I T AR P9 Z5 50 3 v = A 30 5
FAEH . BEFRE AR, FREARE
TEAR I B AR, B R B AR A0 T R B AR RR
1E TAEICAZ T R RAE R R 5 S AEH, M
FEAE R FR H AR T H AR A B, TAEILZ
HH [ 0 5% SR AE X R R 0 51 A AT A
. 52l Downing Al Dodds (2004) sk 4
IR A Bl P AN A, T — AN A O R R
(0 H bR, SEO6 48 BB R I TAE Q12 N 256 11
BOERM A FAEM . BFFCE N B AR AR R
HoAth 6 I R AL AE TAE 812 7 7T g S 20 T 171 10,
A b3 = £ S (focus of attention; Oberauer,
2002) 11 H b5 B8R A BE % 51 5 WS T R .
Houtkamp F1 Roelfsema (2006) i\ g H bR AR
18 TAEACAZ H BAT 5 ok A7 LA 26 51 9 0
B, T ) A AR AR A A AZ A (0 A R R
RN SERAEE ST, FARAEREER
ANEIAEMIB ST A T RE MR, LR 4
RO, BTAELZAAELS YRS RIS L
SR, 32 21 H AR BAR 6 40 4 I JE G d Az &
TEARME B 3051 SRR, B A RS 4 R fig
5] SR, X5 RN B SRR R
WAL .
42 HRKBE

WAk, FWETTE A R B R 4 2R SR e
& T TAR AL N ARAEL S R AE ] . Varakin
(2006) X HZALT Downing (2000) LS5
WEFCR I, FAT 24 Bl 3 R 3 B 7 = DG i 35 1) 56
W ) T AR ICAZ A e % 51 S AL E R, i AR
R VAR X S s 11 kK 0 98 R G RO
A2 B TAECZ N AR, XK TAEICIZN
B ST EE AN EHEE, EASEHEEH
I 30 = B o LA A e 7 7% 2E . Woodman
M Luck (2007) EELH, SR DA
AFAEACAZ VT C 30 1) KR 2 4 AR LB 3%, M A2 VIS
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T4 F PR A R gy st e, &R
DU A R T BT B A BT R A (U
Carlisle, Boucher, & Woodman, 2008). 5% # A
KN, TR HNEAS AT RREER, A
9 B SN D2 T FR WUA ] g 2 B AR, k4
SR Y By (9] ik 1 Sy T A 0 R A 12 DT IS I 3R
W DAY 8 R SR, BRIk, Bk Ae s R G 323 b
FIH TAECIZ N ARG R R .
4.3 ZEME

& & 4 (articulatory suppression) F 7 15 £
SR o e B SRR AN W RS B s O B
B MR ke BEL 1k B 6 R R AT TR S
4. Soto A1 Humphreys (2008) & AthAr] 78 )
4 TR IR, 4 92 30 i A2 v B SR k[ b
AT — DR FIHES T, TAECAZ ST
R B35 SRR KB, JoIe ok
T B P A [) I LR RF AR A e 2 b ) i
WL, Soto A1 Humphreys (2008) A & &%
U0 S0 3 T T A A AZ A T R D A 3R R R
W R RE AT Y O IR K — A, Tk R
JF 4 T30 A R AZ 6 18 12 I FR AR AR $F (Allen,
Baddeley, & Hitch, 2006), M54k T LAFIEIZ
AL B R AR Pk, 40T FRAR T AR 1012 R AR AL
HEERGIREM, 5H—m, \T TERIZAE
51 AE I B O F A D S A, T
TR B R R B S A R RIS B BT AR, T 2
AR L A R B A | B R
P4 I AE o R 3 T B8 2 Downing Al
Dodds (2004) LM Woodman Al Luck (2007) ¥
BRI T TAEC L A2 B A0 5 v = 3k 1
Kz —, BN TEABATT 5 #4587 & 4 il
R
4.4 AFREES

9 T IR L 5 S E AT 48 H bR IR Sk
BRI AT A s, AT ZE R — 2 m Z0A
ST RECIN TAE ) R AL AR K 455 H AR )
i A S8 B BAORAEAT 2 AL T 2 Wi AT 45 H 5 16 455 4l
2R kM E M 13318 (load theory;
Lavie, Hirst, de Fockert, & Viding, 2004), =2k
ST Re R B0 (s TAE IR 12 3R 43 T AR
DLHEAT 03 ) 0o 3 B2 3, AN TS5 BORUAR A
AR RE 2R, RIATE Sk a A &1~ T
H 0 T A5 AN 20 5T G 00 A T R4S T 2 m

L. % Tk, Belke, Humphreys, Watson, Meyer Fll
Telling (2008) A& B AH X TR A &1 4 80 4 11, 7
FEINA R SAT T S TAEE 12 A A L
MK EERE S TR MAIRHA
Moores %5 (2003) L4536 30H 52 7 0 G 3300 2k
T SCIBE AR R A D R RO SR N5, S 45 HUIE
SET AT AR B, 5N A B A R E Y
WZ S BOM LG, TEANF &M T (H RS I
A O R S Y I B B A AR T
Gy 1IN QIR VAN TR Do vk s i A TR RN
BRI S E g — PR 7R, SN AR
FE AR T A A 0T A Sk A R I A A2 D TS 6 4R
YA [N, RN AEA WSSOI T e A
5 B AR ICAZ IR TE I b F F T B S 389, 23 B DA
B I e 3 BOUA S 42 1 T g R B AT AT A5 4K
AR AEFI B AZ VL I AS R R H AR A4 . 28
BLH, Soto, Humphreys #1 Heinke (2006b) T 5T &
B, SRR AR LG, % (frontal cortex) 45 457 9
AN R E02 $dAZ IS RL R K sgm . i+
WU 5 22 3 BOA R I Lh HEF F# (Stuss, Floden,
Alexander, Levine, & Katz, 2001), Soto %% A
(2006b)IA Ky bk & B s me T & AE 4 3 AR I
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Content-based Working Memory-driven Visual Attention

PAN Yi
(Department of Psychology, Hangzhou Normal University, Hangzhou 310036, China)

Abstract: Since there are usually much more stimuli in the scene than limited capacity visual system can
process at any moment, visual attention selects only a minority of them for further processing. Working
memory (WM) may be crucial to resolve the competition for selection amongst different stimuli in the visual
field. Top-down feedback from the representation held in WM will bias attention in favor of the matching
objects. The present paper systematically reviews existing literature on top-down guidance of visual
attention from WM. In contrast to the consensus that target template held in WM can voluntarily guide the
deployment of spatial attention, there has been recent controversy as to whether WM contents can also guide
attention automatically. The automaticity of attentional capture by WM contents is discussed, and a novel
notion that content-based WM-driven capture of visual attention is conditionally automatic is proposed.

Key words: biased competition model; working memory; visual attention; automaticity





