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B B ONRBEZESRRESCNREAXAZRA NI R AL FAMEAAR, —AAREZTHREMNX
E. ATHBEREN G EAAEAIE, KAXATOHARARRANA T BELETIRREIES S RLESHR
EXF: (I REEZTABEA TR EGTXAT ZR/REES, QETR AL, B L8R EA R
BENMZEFREEZF ZAERBI, QS BRRBELSTVRATIRREE. —F @, kg % BN BEH RS
AT b F XASES, £0E0M5 A EE ML B8 8 F A X0 MAMA IR T E
T A—7 @, BEEHEBLBERRAEBIEA SR ETHERAMT AL, AR AIES T ERE LR
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1 5§ A 5 1% (Santangelo, Fagioli, & Macaluso, 2010),
Ji291 %i“*é% 7 Eg»w 1] 2 7
AR R . U e A PR T A7 A SIS E
. . e i (Meredith, Nemitz, & Stein, 1987) . 1T HHEi % T
EVIE BEMEERIFRA NG —0 . ERNME N e e A o .
SR R R B B (mult SMEMEE RS 2R A N K2R E P TE
B SCRY 0 A R B AR TR multisensor s .
AR e o SRR, M A E I T SR
integration, MSI; Tang, Wu, & Shen, 2016), &4

; - & PRV I SCF R AT 2538
o EEA LR ERIIDR . ol S Jeilthy o
. o - Posner 4% (1980)Kf ¥ & 70 A I 1E i &
¥ (multisensory illusion effects), {41 McGurk %X

- o ] i (endogenous attention) 1 &I Y5 P 1 & (exogenous
i (Tiippana, 2014)F11E 15 ARZLN (the ventriloquist
’ attention) . HiH, HMEPEE B X FR MR B PR
effect; Callan, Callan, & Ando, 2015)%; H - hZ )

B 3 2 i 4% W (multisensory performance TR BN 1T B, S48 TR B A B R Y 17
T, HAMERSMRE B SR TCEIRTERE . B,
TELHI A BN, — A ERIKTTH2A A5
WS REMTER
RS ZEGERGZECRE LT R
BT R BRI — B TR 2. B —
SERF TN 2 IR G 1 R A T T R AR
(Soto-Faraco, Navarra, & Alsius, 2004; Vroomen,
Bertelson, & De Gelder, 2001), {H KZ 553 E A
Wchs H W 2017-10-26 HTERS Z RO G Z AFTE B UI OC FIF R

* [ER AARREEEST H (31600882; 31700939; 31471075) 5 R “n SN .
A : ’ ’ ’ YWFFE AL AR R AR TS TR OC R BRI HE 4
T E A E 34 T R (2017M611888)4 )y, o ;T f RIEES S s
SEEES: T, E-mail: tangyu-2006@163.com: (Koelewijn, Bronkhorst, & Theeuwes, 2010;
F&F, E-mail: ajwang@suda.edu.cn Macaluso et al., 2016; Talsma, Senkowski, Soto-

improvement effects), il 41 J0 & 1§ 5 2L I
(redundant signals effect, RSE), E[H tt%}ﬁ‘ﬁ@}ﬂh

B BT )R, S AROKT ] A 2 0 1Y 22 JR i 3
A S5 7 B P B E B (Miishler & Neider, 2016).
WHEMK BN, AW ERERNMIE LTS
TR 78 T ) P 7 A L M B3 T 9K R
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Faraco, & Woldorff, 2010; Tang, Wu, & Shen,
2016). Horfr, KARHUE TR NEETEES 2
GRS G R, AUA DR K B SN R
HZBOEREM KRR, B, ACETEA U
BCR, NPT ERE T AMEME T E S 2 A
WIRFR: — 7, SMETE B X 2 B A i
TAEH S5 — T, 2Rt B A X AN T B
PTAER

2 MNEMEENERREESHIETER

FRATT 4 Il TIC I JE 2 AN 3 52 AN AE AH 5 R
MfE B A, 2084 T LK R A AN R iE
ERE BAE B RSN TIER, A
TR S 22 I i 308 TSR SR A A I | RO 12 32 (Stein
& Stanford, 2008) . AP % [R]AE RE A% £ #1381
BRI P AE AL, B, AR L R AR S 1
SRR [F) — 57 " R X 07 1) [ — J28 i 3 1 AN ) J o
TEC PR SR Ak B R AN A X S 8 ) S R
(Spence, 2010), T LA 5HMNEE T EHD
A AR E R 0 T, 5 B AT T e b R e R S
S, BERENIIF R R C R, B EEIME
PR RO 22 I B A PR AR

AMIE A 28 K —#0 F 715 3 (cue-target paradigm)
SEMF Y AN MR T B 2 ML 5 (Posner & Cohen,
1984) . 1% 32 LA W ARFAE (A 5 HE S 58 R H)
VER R B BAE LS8 NS R AL, R pORKTE
2% 318 — Bt B 1] 8] B (stimulus  onset asynchronies,
SOA)JE, Xf AL SR EAMFE (RIA LR, valid
cue) B A [ (BP AL £k &K, invalid cue)fi & LY H
PRI AT RN o B R R, LR b R A
[a] (BRI SOA)FE 300 ms DL B, ARk RO H ErY
2 I 3 T TE R R AL S, WRR O B Ak
M (facilitation effect)”s A1 2% SOA KT 300 ms
B, AR ALE T N I ) 0 T oAk
FKALE, PP <R FH0 6l (inhibition of return,
IOR)Z( M (Posner & Cohen, 1984), Van der Stoep
45 (2015) 3 Tz N B 4L T AMEE T SE 2 R AE A
SOA (200~250 ms)Z&f T X 22 8% bit 2% A i 1A 1 1
o 8 I 7 S 7 R AN R, BRI
S 22 B A I A A E (visual, V). WTHE (auditory,
A)FIHRIT 3 (audiovisual, AV)iliE B bR HIEGHEFT S
N, SIAE TR B AR RU , IFEEE R BoR, Sb
TS T 50 2 2R AR A% 0 MR A R R A 1 H A

rﬂl

PR, B Az s [ e m AL S A0 B
MR, HILTTRHERAE, AREEMNE LN E
GRS RN IR/ N o ARG SRS, Van der Stoep
SFQ016) 2 TMIF LT, H% T HMRIEM
HARAER SOA (350~450 ms)s&fF T /5% Y IOR
RN R 22 JE B A R TR . AR R, mAR
TE S I8 58 1 e A e (L o 0 e 3 o B o
BF 7724 TOR ), HARBEER RN B 12 Bt
BRAIR N T MR RO E . T, CAHR
BIWoR, MR T DL T (8 2 B B
/DRI 5L 5 30 (Van der Stoep, Van der
Stigchel, & Nijboer, 2015; Van der Stoep, Van der
Stigchel, Nijboer, & Spence, 2016),
21 SNEMEERIBETE RREESH=MIERRIR

BT OEAMIRER, IHEfm T =F e
Ve B U0 R A B A IR M T 0 2 IR B 5 () R T L
i, RIS AN L R R R R T T
() 4755 i 88 2 S0
211 ZEFRHEMERIR

T A IR R R T P B 2R N RE T
N e 52 B B AR A 6 B DL & T AR T Y B AR
BN M, RN H AR A SN T 2 R
TRRFERMZSRIE R LR A2 0] 5E 5]
HE AR E, 20 HARA B 51 iy 23 (8] € W)
B | 25 B (Van der Stoep, Spence, Nijboer, &
Van der Stigchel, 2015; Van der Stoep, Van der
Stigchel, & Nijboer, 2015), HTFIEAML RN E
b, AMEPEL R S 2 RGE H bR A B 51 Y 2 [H] E
mfE B IO, PILRRIR T AR RAE 2
Bt BRI G S, R BB R N E
- 2R R RN B Y

T35, ARETEEE R, MR A [ 2o i
EAR B EES S gt A5, BRI AE 4%
R 48 AN [R] J 3 3 T8 {7 2 19 1T 5 (reliability-based)
Sk v g X H 59 F JHAL = (Fetsch, Pouget, Deangelsis,
& Angelaki, 2011; Li, Yang, Sun, & Wu, 2015; Li,
Yu, Wu, & Gao, 2016), i AdE , Xt
TE AR TEA B A5 R HE Y 55 56 0 AL 2 B 2 18 IE
BANEN—DEENRXIE 5, 2010), HT
SREPEL R A RETUIN R 5 2 9 B AR AL E, KA
EIE L 20T H AR R AR At 10 25 [l 5 2R AN T 5
PRSI IR, M AR AE A AR R AL b 4% B
AR BRI AR, fe 25 T 22 8% 5 300
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SR A3 W] 28 K B8 2 i I 1 A B 9 8%
SR, [FIR AR S R B R R E
H b A4 SB35 JiF (Carrasco, 2011), AF5% B £ &
B 4E A TN T A B RN JR U (The principle of
inverse effectiveness), B[l i & Jil i 5 | A8 £ 8%
B A BN BN, )R Z IR 8K (Senkowski, Saint-
Amour, Héfle, & Foxe, 2011), PIZMEPENT 7282
P £ A A 158 (Van der Stoep, Van der
Stigehel, & Nijboer, 201504, f£%H SOA %444 T,
FHEE TR RN B, AL RN E LB S
BT, R IR A B T A H bR R R
RV DA O - S Sl oy G I L % T R R e
KRN E L 2B SN IR,
213 BERBEEESEEZEZRRIR

HIEABIFFE e BRG] JER i 3 T8 2 [ 1) £ 55 5
B2 Sl KA, 2GRS RN /N, 1A
RV B 2 18] A S R A Y, 2 R AR
1 8 K (Otto, Dassy, & Mamassian, 2013), PIZME
PEAR 56 2 T 221808 A BT 58 (Van der Stoep,
Van der Stigchel, Nijboer, & Spence, 2016) 415,
K SOA KT, gk g Hg i R N W v
i HARAY TOR RhE, FEA 5RNT#EE B PR

4HSOA
HYRROE

IOR 2N, MAMLRAE EISE B AR L
] FR R W A AR T, T B AR A
PR, AL T IEDE E ) T 25 R RS K s
FEE TR 2 AR R, RS B A R
E A Sl e T S VR AN

o1 T DL B = S R R B 5 AT T AN W]
WFFREFT S (AR SOA ZefF)B iy, R A SO i
BN TAR BRI — A EE WA E, L=
B 53] BT ASF) SOA 2544 T #ATHRIT (LK 1),

B, HETEARE SOA 44 BYAFIT 45 A4
TR BT E B, B AR AT K
SOA Z5MF, HARlE I E 12 MIASH 2 M
—HATE, R 2B G RN AR LR RO E
A BN o AKBIESE AT LU A R SRR
B 2 E A St i — 25 BIE G AR A (UL T 1 A0 1) o

Hyk, Bl RALERK SOA &M T sl
SCRPIONE ORI B (UL 1 B 2 % SOA).
B TTEK SOA KT, ARARNE 5 HiRR
IR I T VI AL PL AT IR IETE /)
(Slagter, Prinssen, Reteig, & Mazaheri, 2016), Rl
SOA £ T AL FRN & L RSN 5E fUR I TR,
oA E 2 IR B AR R e AH s s, R
BT RO R, FRATMR E £ 8 A R 2%

KSOA
ARRRIE

BRTEEENEZRE T
BR=EEEEERE 4

RBEL: =3 A E SREEANE 1

KRTEEHNEEY T
Bir=EEEEEYE 1
ZREBAYN

BRI EURE T

B2 RAISE AR SREBAYN

FIAR R e U |
ZIBSEEEARE 1

P B H R I A5 50 B 22 AR

REBEEOFESEEER T

PR - A0 8 2 R 2 ERRBANE |
420
738 7
B MOLLERESESE S £
30 = U 47

260

THER  ABER
LRAA

o B3 B iR

THLFR  HBERR
LRRRT

P12 B R A =R B Ul
T P o 2R A0 B R BLC A B E PERUE, RS SR R, R T 1555 B 22 e B E AT SOA A5
T SOA vs K& SOAYES R . Forh, MM G FRARIE T OAWRBI AR 0LR, BEFIRARBEELR . BK 3 45

H51 A Van der Stoep (2015 5255 1, 2016).
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FROLE 1 UL 2 £ SOA), KAl L it
ERP (Event-related Potential)$ A SELFE AN [R] s} 7]
PEFEH ERP A7 Y22 AR B e B R U

Ja, BRTHA R SOA &K IF FfFse 4
SCRF IR I T8 (845 59 B 22 AR (L R 1 i 3
K SOA). i THEM SOA &M T, M. Wit Hiw
PRI G AR IR A AR R BRI AR T
RO F) T I TE [A] (L . Wi ) e o T 3 B 2 S
AT, R M550 B 22 S A AR, PR R Mo
165 SOA 5T, RRILREM T MBI EZEE
RN T .35 22 S (WL 1 BB 3 %L SOA) . AR A
FE AT LA 75 B R E 3 b 3R [ 40 o 4N
R WL 5% IR i 3 1 (] 45 5 R B A8 T %o 22 R R 5 2K
DL T A5 A, DA T 6 R A Al 3

L5 FRTIR, FEA SOA ZAFF, SMEMER
X 2 e B B B U VR AR T = A NS A A
[ ) i 86 o (L by T I TR = $4% SOA 784 (R F
PRI T 12 HE Bk A IR T A B A 7 B T B BRI
(J5 SOA F I Zh LR vs. 1 SOA T Al %R )
(Martin-Arévalo, Chica, & Lupiafiez, 2015)%} £ J&&
oG T LA — B AT BE, X T R AT
TEARRIE— L H5E
22 SMNEMEEERNRMIEN S RRESIH

TR R

TELMESC T N TR PR T 2R T 2 I 2 5 (1 B
g — 5, R R AT AR T ) R R R
LI A, ANE BT IR R (Gao et al.,
2014; Li, Yang, Sun, & Wu, 2015; Senkowski,
Saint-Amour, Gruber, & Foxe, 2008; Talsma &
Woldorff, 2005), & J& & /K F 5l # (Fairhall &
Macaluso, 2009); 53— 751, WIRETE B4 AT L
B TR TE B A 2 R0 % 4 (Degerman,
Rinne, Salmi, Salonen, & Alho, 2006; Talsma, Doty,
& Woldorff, 2007). BAR WA WFFEAT B 45 2R,
B G A S S e R 1 AR A R 2R A AT
2% P v 55 H = JH BR% (Mozolic, Hugenschmidt,
Peiffer, & Laurienti, 2008; Wu et al., 2012), {Hix &
S5 R s N DR T R RE A X 22 R B 5 AR
AT R

X F PN R T R AR T R 2 I
GHIPTEE, RIPIH A RERT 2 B A7 R TR
YERT, HLERTE 1 AL B (A AR &) g 5]
RGN o AH B T AME P S IR

O

EARSIFAERRZES: H—, W ER 2
JE 8] 00 B AT 55 1 SR A8 Ak, AR U R
23 [8] 58 [\ 30U AN 5 % AT 45 5% (Chica, Bartolomeo,
& Lupiafiez, 2013); 55—, SMNREMLR L NRIEL
F RS TP 75 A T RO, W TE U K (Busse,
Katzner, & Treue, 2008), 55 =, #MNEMEIERETE SOA
KF 300 ms HHAERS 7= Az TOR Z W (Martin-Arévalo,
Chica, & Lupiafiez, 2015), i NIEMEE 2 LA 7S]
RIRBRIE 3 R G AE B R IRBER A4 257242 TOR
S (Henderickx, Maetens, & Soetens, 2012), [K i,
P X 22 Bt B B R A AR R 25 5%

— DT, PR 22 s A R Y Oy UA
25 o WM AR BARIKSIE R, AR
A C R H 89 1 3 24 B0 B 3h BN,
I TR R AT B R A O ORI T 2
DR L o MM TE BAS B Ry — RO BOR 3 T R,
M aE it AR R 7 ORI Y 28 A (Van
der Stoep, Van der Stigchel, & Nijboer, 2015; Van der
Stoep, Van der Stigchel, Nijboer, & Spence, 2016),
AL, T 5 ) 22 SR R SO 8 R T O T

T3 T, WX 2 I R Y T 45 R A
Fr2E 5o AENTRPEEE BT 2 B B G s
DA VR Y R 0% 3 Ao 9 5 AL ) 8B A1 R D 3 S P 1Y
T HeAF B AT 1 5 T A B A I AT E
(Macaluso et al., 2016), [Hitt, MHICAREENAE,
E=N A Ml e 2SR BN GOR RS ATE A7
TIHERR, 2SO TR AN, 22t RS RO T R,
A Talsma 55(2005)AF 58 R 6, 4ni&l 2 firoR, 22K
U RO AL R LAY R, X AR H A R
RO SR E B, REGH R 100~140 ms 1Y,
A A e R, TEEALE B AV 5 (A+V)[] 2%
Sl ARE R E R, MR E £
SRS ROV R, RIS 160~200 ms Al
320~420 ms, 7 PO DX HL AR S BAR [R] A 7
TR o R, RSN Y 2 B R A 1
WF5E, LA Van der Stoep ZF(2015)WF5T A aLE 1
GOR B, AR AL E Y TR E) By
228 B G ON ST /N T IC AR AL (RS T

VAV AV 25 3 i L S AV) i 42 1
ERP 5 A% R (19 50380 38 W7 52 (A) AL 52 (V) il 84040 0075 & 19
ERP 1% 73 & F1Ok &0 22 1% 32 4 & il T.(De Meo, Murray,
Clarke, & Matusz, 2015; Giard & Peronnet, 1999).
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— HBAIE: AV-(AHV)
........ IEERAE: AV-(A+Y)

+3puv L

[E 2 Talsma %5(2005)HF 55 1Y 52 56 R 5 45 SR 17
W PR R 2B A R SR R A R . SR h BRI BB P — I (A M, FEXP RS AL E Y
B BARB RS . TR AR ST R S L (ZE ) e SR BN, WITRPEE R B 2 R A RO R (A ED .

AR E ) T, P X 22 A B i A
WERA,

UEAk, MR AT S AV B £
TR G R B AR AL AR s R, BETAMNE
PR R 5 PN VR T R RO TR B R A 5 4
W, T8 SOA KMET, AMEMEH: R (5 )ik
K Pl B KT MR 7 (Hopfinger & West,
2006), FEI SOA 24T, MM OR A5)
G35 e R P1OFI G B P3 43 (Chica &
Lupiafiez, 2009), SR N PR PEHE R0 P3
A3 (Chica et al., 2013), DX 85 22 Jlv 4%
A I FE AL P REA A T 22 5o

AN R S I BT AR R 2 IR
B VER . SRJE A iHE T a8 MARHG 2 v L ek
B SR R J i L T (R R R 2 S — R RS
U2 T A5 SR SR B B 0E 7 1) o S5 X L
TAMEE T RS PR R R 2 A AR Y
WS BAkUL, ELRR-EFEXT, OAHW
UL R H SR (AT e M. H ik F B ar
> B L R SR, AEH AT
(PR3 48 2R 3 20 & BH T X T8 ) 98 A 52 17 I T e
T GE R, R kAR 2R, A
SRR RATE LB DU I Y SR I 25 AN TR
W& 1 B (Matusz & Eimer, 2013), I, B 55H0F
FEAN i — LB

3 ZREESMWIMNREERMIFATIER

WFFE AT A R 22 e 4 5 X AN IR T R AT
TEVFAE M, A GE A A T b s feE A b

T
31 ZRRESEATM LEMIAHIMNEETE

A UEYE R B AR AT B B TR A AL R A
KA BB R 2 B8 3% & (Van der Burg, Olivers,
Bronkhorst, & Theeuwes, 2008a), Hll i 7E 2 WK B
F T 53 ) JFU s s ) SR A B AR Ok, B A
Ji ) 22 8% 388 TE I O AR IR B AR A R

R T 1
311 £ZF-BFEXPEZRUBSMINREMLE
BERETER

ETRELRBHEEMWLER-FHA,
S5 v 23 e Bt AN [ 38 1 28 A 1 2 R (91 A
Wr ot BT 5 26 ), HEE I H AR R, ZOR Pl
S8 WA [ HE T 55, 5 U AN R 2k R 26 A0 5|
A 25 [ 2 RN 5 A i 22 57 o TRAIWT e %
IR ERZ B EELRR G RBBELRT .
WL ) 5 RS 1 28 (B e R AL A 3 25 5%, BIIf
ANy 22 I 5 38 T A LRE 6 02 A 1R U 4 )
(Mahoney, Verghese, Dumas, Wang, & Holtzer,
2012; Santangelo, Van der Lubbe, Belardinelli, &
Postma, 2006, 2008), #X1Mi7E Santangelo %5 (2008)
ERP W52 7R, SMEERLIT 20 AR LE S i 40
VAT R RER T HR 2G5 . BACRE,

2 23] J5UU) (the special rule): 243K [ A [ B30 38 18 1915 B i
KBOH [ 09 47 & 5 R, 2 R0 8 A 250N 5 M (Spence,
2013).

3 [ E] JEL 0] (the temporal rule): 43K 19 7 [l Jaid i i 15 5,
[ IS RO G B A B LS VAR e

(Stevenson, Fister, Barnett, Nidiffer, & Wallace, 2012),
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H LI T8 2 2% (LT 3 ) 195 & 6 TR I P
BERTHR—M ., RERIELNRISZH, H
WEE W] 2 Bt il T 2 R AE S M g i BT
HEMER . EIRERE R, HEN T
FENmMAERE, A2 EELRERLR
25 [A] 2 RALEUN (Barrett & Katrin, 2012; Matusz &
Eimer, 2011; Santangelo & Spence, 2007), /&
Ui, YOl R EE AT, BV R —
DA U 5 2 s ol S 8y = A 45 S B 5 ok n e ) 37
W5 5L B (rapid serial visual presentation, RSVP)af
B} 7 $] Wt (temporal order judgment, TOJ)ZFIRAT 55
ST, ZEGEESEMILAEELRR RS
TR MERR AR . [FIARE, LAY 45 S A8 W fish 52
¥ H 9% & Bl (Ho, Santangelo, & Spence, 2009),
BT RGN AT S, MR R IE A R,
MEE S X B IERN SHBREE T 545
SR RIAS B 22 /00 T (Lavie, 2005), Bk, #ist
TE R A AR AR, B BT =T T
THEEFTRMERIE, RAEEEMNZEE
TEL RPN B AT RN W, AT m&E b

i LRI Sl 09 7 3 206 1A F) 25 18] 3 7 (K rausse,

Schneider, Engel, & Senkowski, 2012), MIifiife sk
HEEAE M
312 MREREXNPEZRAEESIIINEEER
BETIER

Van der Burg (2008 a,b)fiff 5% #F 3% H #3644
FAL S, FORPOAE AR 2 % S22 B F 7
[ AR AR T DI e B 8 2R K P e B AY AR A
B, Hoh, BAREE B AR A 0 W] s A i
AP BE TSR, W s RO A AR T H bR
B AEAE S, XFE B RN B B, 258
KB, AR AR BE T o R R e H AR, [P R
TR 5 30 A 58 I A HAG I 3 3 TP, X Aoy
W5 9% 3 1) IR 5 48 R A H 4 PR A “pip and pop™ &L
J% (Van der Burg, Olivers, Bronkhorst, & Theeuwes,
2008b; Van der Burg, Olivers, Bronkhorst, &
Theeuwes, 2008a), Van der Burg 2£(2011)7F H 54k
W5 b PRI S T W 5 AR 6 Jin PR ] pof 52 B
B¢ B AR A8 RET ], JIf R AR ANT A W
FUH P50 853 547 R 2 45 A vl o A 00 o i 23 o
M. FEAE, ERIEEBE 210~250 ms 1
5B T EEESEOCH N2pe 4 (Luck &
Hillyard, 1994), 1032 B30 & i 52 B 0% 4 4R 1

B, AR MELE R RO K A 2 80 3
PR ) AR T R T B T DA o B K ) 2 [AD
T B4y A Rk 9895 (Van Der Burg, Olivers, &
Theeuwes, 2012), A W57 & i FE, [6] B 2 804 UT
BN G E B AR RS, ARG T XA
SR AN A WEOE =3 I 1 R o e O R DA
1] (Pluta, Rowland, Stanford, & Stein, 2011), %
P Z AR B 58 4, A58 B AR A 2% 3h
35 B M3k (Van der Burg, Olivers, Bronkhorst,
& Theeuwes, 2008a; Van der Burg, Talsma, Olivers,
Hickey, & Theeuwes, 2011), #KT, A 55—
B, AT HHFRCRIR AR T 2 a8 8 A 1 AE
M, miZmT5 BinFe 2 0L R ERE
TP T B A <<l B (oddball)” fr 5 38, AT
il A w3 B OF A2 AL B AR 19 R (Ngo &
Spence, 2012), &2, ZEGEEAFENGETE R
AR AL R TF R F A0 — 2L
WK, HAAEZENRE, BRRZWIE R P EeE
PEVE R R R B SE BARIREh (B BT LA
HEER B (H R ) (Atchley, Jones, & Hoffman,
2003), {HA SCAE I O T 9 [ s 222 B A T B SR 5
Mt B bR B A BT | BRI ER 3 Y
“pip and pop” 3§ B A B ESE AT L iy H: 2 JEk e
18 38 5] 4N fik % (Van der Burg, Olivers, Bronkhorst,
& Theeuwes, 2009) . 245 (Chen, Zhou, Chen, He, &
Zhou, 2013)%if5 kK, [RIFEREUE R i [F] A 2 LAY AR
Ul SRR T o NN RN e 78 A AT R A
k. Bz, Y Hir SR EROCEENES
[F20 ZEAY, fefEoe bR G, WER, &
E2 ) RO N R VARG I a1 W = 1 O [TV
A% 2R 5 i (Chamberland, Hodgetts, Valliéres, Vachon,
& Tremblay, 2016),
32 ZRRESHLMTHIAHIMNEETE
FM ] A3 F Y WA 45 M A e RRAE S H
T T S SR R H E ., Attentional Control
Setting), HAFFG M HI {55 B AR M RA A 7] 58
A 30 48 3K 93K 1Y 25 8] 33 & (Folk & Remington,
1998), T A4 A 24 il 45 S BRI e 20 R
TR A ILE HARMWRE . XL RIE A
FEEARKF AR B A . Ko B i
PE . JéfjJ%) (Ansorge & Becker, 2013; Goller &
Ansorge, 2015), i 48 % & K 0935 L&
(Folk, Berenato, & Wyble, 2014; Goodhew, Kendall,
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Ferber, & Pratt, 2014; + 28 F&i%, 51,2016, £
20 TR RS ,2014) 0 X SZ R Y B B A R
G A W B AR, SR T2
KA AE 5 AR T A C A R T AR H (Lamy &
Arni, 2013),

DAFERFZE A, 3 4T o B AT 55 P G SR Ik
PEVE BT T8, Shmife B # AW, &
AR D FUOR — g v 38 18 1 S AT AL B, 38
2%k H R IR 8 8 A5 8 R AR B, DUAR
TFNRGE . Rth, AFFEEATTE 46 % 5 3 T8 A E: 45
By S 6 M B AR AT R 1 . Matusz A1 Eimer
QO)FET U KW, FERNKEE AT LA
5 H bR A EORE DC I R 8 A [R] R 8 1 (e
T 58 ) ) 22 (55 B o S0 Hh B R i A 44
F A e ORI A R LS RRAE (AN 4T (56 TR ) 5
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Abstract: The interaction between exogenous attention and multisensory integration is a complex and
controversial topic, which has been debated for a long time. In order to explain the interaction mechanism
between them, here we summarized two parts based on previous researches. First, exogenous attention can
modulate multisensory integration in a bottom-up manner, including three hypotheses as spatial uncertainty,
sensory sensitivity and the differences in unimodal signal strength. Second, multisensory integration can
also modulate exogenous attention. On one hand, stimuli from multiple sense modalities can be
automatically integrated in a bottom-up manner. The integrated multisensory events can capture attention
more efficiently compared to unimodal events, even under quite complex circumstances. On the other hand,
integrated multisensory events exert top-down control on attentional capture via multisensory signal
templates that are stored in the brain.

Key words: multisensory integration; exogenous attention; top-down; bottom-up; endogenous attention





