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C AL FITIE KNI 2B 2 52 S E R N SCH s, dEE 100875)

W E ZIHFLBRESFRAMAHIHTIALEZEM I FRGTEX. A 1998 £t $ B AFib szab 2
M) 0 BARFE AR AR, AF5 A KA ERP fo fMRI FH K3t % B 4772 F 832 A7 B g 4b 2 0 4 38 7E 3 Fo fii )
BRERRFEF@HFRT KREHA. ERP AR LN, E3RiT424F4 49 ERP il 4 4= N2pc. CDA #9852 &
BIERAA A, FE I B AL AE B AR LR MR A L A I R e N1 P T8 6 £ F 5T Rk & 1R
e, BARAH BARAERIEERTRRTHE, RIEBFZTIH T, IMRIAF R LA — K LI T Tt (L4
WMIRAA. BTRAA. Dot ISR EFEEZEERTRALE. AP TRAALTEE5ZE R4
K, MAANESHKFAZERALTURF EFLHFOTAEAN, ALt THREZ G R TEZES. F
SN B T BE VT 8% R T 38 R B 64 R GEIE Bh TR i AR

KEIE B BT, EE SR, FAMX G, BRI TR A

SRS Bs42

1 3l iZ B B E B BRI IE SIS IR R B bR, R
. I 22 bR 36 B 45 22 SR FH 2 0 A AE 52 4240 ) 1
DFERFSE 2 AE A 5 R AT 05 LI

DRSS ARSI AR RIOR e i R S ST
SEANERN TRIE. WAEIET R, A0 ) YN
RS A R AN B AR ey T O AR SATARSE ) 5 A B s A 0
. S e SN FRTARAE, J5 R MR ST R B 3 A

X G, N T AT I T RS, R 1
. \4 . iF 1 % AR S 3 B X0 G SR 4 3 3 TR A1 0o 1 73

BN T 2 G B R 22 G AT R v
L JRR EE RS2 (Liu, Chen, Liu, & Fu, 2012; Makovski &
FABEE, I X E R G 0 REAE R AT P A T . U , b
Dylyshyn A Storm (1988511 9 F1 R EX (Multiple Jiang, 2009a, 2009b), AN4E 38 B XT 52 I 2R THI FRAF J2
iy 7N ZN s = 7: =] ?:‘ ;\‘ ;:: ==
Object Tracking, MOT)Ju =X EWF &Y = ik Eﬁ*ﬁmkﬂztjﬁﬁi%%iufELTJEETE%TW
7 7 ) (Obijout-based) A 46 1 5 8L 1% B0 1. BEEH X H AR O AT RG], FEOR WA S 1
AN, i) X 42 8 i B 3 B BRI Ty (A5 A, F A28 )

g, FEIEI R, B R WA A A 3
RN ’ _ o 215, AR ERRIE Bhit B b 37 B A5 B (Where) )
A K IR) B S (LR f 0 ) B, G o — 6 A i Al S B e R, TR S R 2 H AR G 5

WHE, HANEBRENBE VA ERBR A e R, A SR

. . ¥ (Makovski & Jiang, 2009a, 2009b); 1 I Wi 5<
7N i EX): o ”'}? X A —\L N i . N
BRICHBL; BRI RS RBRT OIS BPL o e s b B0 L 0 0 5 FOR 2 0 21

Dy #EAT 485, i A T A o W H BRaE sh ik
VR 2019-05.02 BT LIRS . L
* LTS O B T T A S 2 PR AR Z HbRiB = A et DOk st gk 1 i e
2 o S [ ¢ T 5 92 2 TGRS (CNLZD1804) ., [ R4, HlSiZ BARIBES IS FEMLIT 5
FARP IS T AT (016320 HMEZK ARREE  AQmIEIF . ()R R R 2, I H bR

Fe4 T FI0H (31271083)% 1) . F e -
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2000, 2001). X} 41z 8% BB (Liu et al., 2005;
Tombu & Seiffert, 2011), 2 Bl FEhxd 4 a1 HE Y K
/IN(Alvarez & Franconeri, 2007; Franconeri, Jonathan,
& Scimeca, 2010), E3IrSHMUHES (Liu et al.,
2005)%EHR 2018 BE R M = A ()R AN FIAT
A SE B R S5 {4 A 3¢ LV 4 R (Event-Related
Potentials, ERP){Ri+ £ H FRiB & o 9 3 =i THL
ffill (Cavanagh & Alvarez, 2005; St.Clair, Huff, &
Seiffert, 2010; Tombu & Seiffert, 2008; Thomas &
Seiffert, 2010; BAMIHE, K =R, 2K, &%,
2014; FKIESE, THRLL, 2010)F1 1 & BCHLH,
N5 e UAE B B ok B2 T AETE XS H AR I S0
X+ H AR A (Doran & Hoffman, 2010; Drew,
McCollough, Horowitz, & Vogel, 2009; Pylyshyn,
2006; Pylyshyn, Haladjian, King, & Reilly, 2008;
Sternshein, Agam, & Sekuler, 2011; 3Kk=<E, XK,
#2210, 2009; KRR, BN, BEIT, 2011); (3)
PRV X 4 1 Ry 2 TR AR X T 8 B Y 5
(Howe & Holcombe, 2012; Liu et al., 2012;
Makovski & Jiang, 2009a, 2009b; Ren, Chen, Liu,
& Fu, 2009); (4FRIF 2 HFRIE BRI H 3 T3 1]
BJ 4> ¢ (Yantis, 1992; Ogawa & Yagi, 2002;
Suganuma & Yokosawa, 2006). FETF4FAE K534
(Erlikhman, Keane, Mettler, Horowitz, & Kellman,
2013; Wang, Zhang, Li, & Lyu, 2016)H13E T & X
U WK 4> 4 (Wei, Zhang, Lyu, & Li, 2016; Wei,
Zhang, Li, & Liu, 2018; Wei, Zhang, Lyu, Hu, & Li,
2017; BAMIFF, Tk R, 2014); (S)F NFEZL HiRiE
BT S5, WL H TR R B R TR R
(Object-based; Pylyshyn, 2000, 2001, 2006), ffLA
J5 R T 2 B bR b ER e Uy — A T
TH, RET AR FREE ST DL
%K (Scholl, Pylyshyn, & Feldman, 2001; vanMarle
& Scholl, 2003). WHFFEHE KM, fEiBEL R T,
HERE R MR A, WA S ME
W, B H A R R E AR A AN 2 e B R
o T A R AE Y 2 R B IR SR AE (Object
Representation) 748 {623 il 2 T3 38 R R ¥ (Zhou,
Luo, Zhou, Zhuo, & Chen; 2010). (6)FFFE R AL £
JLE ., BN, B3R Bk . AWE
JLESSTEZ HARB AT 55 b iR 22 5 S 2R
%% (Allen, McGeorge, Pearson, & Milne; 2004;
Green & Bavelier; 2006; Trick, Hollinsworth, &

Brodeur, 2009; Zhang, Yan, & Liao, 2009; B %,
KR, BHEMK, 2006, BE, KFER, KEF,
BN, 2013; kR, BER, BEFK, 2008),

BT LLE 5 ANJrm s, o E Rk A
ERP AR Z HFril i i F o 4 2 4 i 19 Hl
il RN TR ()RR B AR A AR
TE 5 W ) AH 56 ) 40 45 o A BRER A TRIE SR A
) BE Wh FL R 1% (Functional Magnetic Resonance
Imaging, fMRI). % /4l (Transcranial Magnetic
Stimulation) F1 £ il 15 i HL il ¥ (Transcranial Direct
Current Stimulation, tDCS)% i R i1 5 £ Hiria
B 0B B3 00 ey AH DG B IR D BE X A ph Ze MLl . LA b
P 7 T 58 AN [6) £ BE TR A8 7R 1 L5835 (] I XoF
LA~z YR IR AT I8 B I VR S 0 T 2 Sk A,
A B F IR T AT X Where 5 B T 283 ¥ 14
TR, VLRTEE BB R LA X2 B AR 58 L
TR R 2 TN TR R S i DX R e £l i (n
What 3 B FIAIH . A SCEESE5C AT IR
H 2 B bRiB BR A U AL L, X e A AT
AT T 4001, JFHEH T ARRXT £ HbRiE B 4
HLHIT 5T 1 R 22

2 ZEMMEREFEESEASE ERP #5%

2.1 ZEMEBEFFEZERESEHEIN ERP FF

3R RHIBRRITIZRIME R E

WF5E#E R ERP BORIE VT T 2 HbRif i i
RATEL R AL . 1T AR R, #kE £ B
b 38 B b A7 26 XEE B AR 19 5L T & 4R 19 (Object-
based)#I | (Pylyshyn, 2006; Pylyshyn et al., 2008).
Pylyshyn (2006)5% H 2 H 4738 i -5 s 48 00 i o
FAL S AHEE G L Xk B, AXF T B bRz
X, R FEE B bs L0 SR R S 22, F
HAE B bR LAY s8R 0 s S 2 8 2T B bR A
25 [F X, T EARAR T H AR B T R AR bR R
DRI 3K U B AT A A PR AR RR & A
o Pylyshyn 5§ (2008)i#t — - 52 & BLIX Fh oS T4
HARRMEIHLE B Y 5 HRAES X
Ak BARCan# kAR B Aw) B D X8 SRR 55 TR0,
T AASSZ A0S 005 B A2 5 IR 1R B AR A
XT38 ERAT 45 TR A R, HA X T A SO
PLHEINH R GE A BRI 52 BB AT 55 o

RAIF5E 5 ARl AT A S 56 25 SR AN i U8 BH 38 B¢
I AR R AETEXT B AR AE H . Drew 4£(2009)
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KH ERP HARFR T HEAE L BAinid s h e
o BFRERER H £ B iRiE RS s 00 8o 22
RS A mEa, BA7E 10 Mg dieEs 2 1~
Hix, 8 E Hbrrh 44 i 1EAE Bz, 44> iz sh
B, gk RFEEEEE bR, AT XS0
WEAT RN o BRI BAE B A . #rakdE
Hir, a3l Bt Sa 0 E. 48R A MEN
1E HAR BRI R K 1 P N1 3 35
RTAEEAR S 2 A X, 8B RRBAF Pl S
I 2P L, s 548 BFsFrifs & r N1
PR A 22 S B R . XU FHAFE X H AR B 1 1]
TE B I 3 &N (Early Attentional Enhancement), BfI
Xt H b5 B9 075 BN, Sternshein 2 (2011)1A 7,
Drew 45 (2009)7f %A % %¢38 B3 i far B9 52 0, 7E
Drew #£(2009) MW7, il R 2B B H
br, I H X R8s gl RS, (Lo 19,
Sternshein 55(2011)PA y A AR 14 38 252 67 £ oL 4
WALz sh Bz, Al e Bl REEMAH
b [ AT T U0, WA 2[Rl 8 B 24 B Ar .
P, 725 48 1 Wil 7 15 5 8 (10°/5) T 1B B3
2. 3 f1 4 ASHERR, HEE BARsidE BAr L6
KERIA 5 & W ERP IR CHIB B 0~
250 ms) R, g5 Kk B BAE B BR BRI
W& T BRI ERP IR, BERA H AR5 HE B ARIE
BF 2 AT, MEEEX RS A THEZMEER
W, Brr53E BErM) ERP 3% iR b & I8 & A 1Y 3
IESH BT R, SAEHARAA L, HAs ERY R RE
o RE TR U B A S B A A B3N, A ) H
br b AR IR . EEENZ, MAEER
far B3 n, Hbr 5 EE B AR b B0 R 5T 5 &
ERP i iR2E 5248/, X—B# 580 T RN
—F, R I A E OB T 5 S AR X
ZFAHRAPMAFETHIRR.

Doran F1 Hoffman (2010)i i3 =/~5256
TSRS ER. EER. 2 E KRR
T AT & () ERP K10 25 5% o L8 — 1 359
WA B AR B AR, L5 =F = Hirf =
AR EAr . Hr SIS — AN R Rk R o i
FPRORE, SE8e — M =R B3 ot 25% 0 H iR
PR A AT He B SN o JBR%HRIY ERP U3 2
Posterior N1 il Anterior N1, SZ5— & ¥ Hbr 522
1 X 38 (1) Posterior N1 I liF 76 i 3 22 5, (HER KT
B, Bbs L AEI R R & 1 Anterior N1

Bl R T2 XL, Mz X RERTIER
i, Ul WTE ER A R A e X AR B AR K B
FROBE MR R o 520 — 7 T ol 3ot 305 43 4 0 3]

BT RO AN, B, =X, dEHR

I BB T 5 & %) Anterior N1 Fl Posterior

NI ¥R . WP AN 568 AT HAR, R0

T R AT 55 AR OGS, AT DA B2 43 A 2

I8 5 X AN B BR AE A 2, H AR IE BT REAS

T e TR, TR T e R 51 (Visual

Indexing, Pylyshyn, 2003)HLiil . S5 =3 g &5

1 55 1 e B8 e A0 Y R A R AL R, B E AR B

%) Anterior N1 Fll Posterior N1 I I . & KT 55 1

XBUFEE B AR, m2s © X859k B bR TC B2 2

o XKW ZHMBEE PR

XF E AR B O M, 1 B AT RE T 2 b 43 e 3

THE .

gia L EOE T LU, IR ETEAT S

RO b, SR DAAE 22 H w38 B a5 200 ) v

AT 55 7L (Pylyshyn et al., 2008), &/ 1E

A TR] DX 18 A 4000 SR 8 BT 5 e 1) 5 o 1 T U

A PL, N1 &5 3] ERP A4, FIH ERP 1 iE

XU R TR bR, B AR b H AR R

WS AR H AR 30 S A T TR A TESE, (W] i

T T 3B B A B ) R A G A i L R Ay, i —

IR T 22 B ARIB BRI R SR AU . RIAH

BCTHE HAR RIS X, T 0 I 22 4 o) I 3

T HFbR E.

22 ZEHNERPEIFIEATMERRIEX
# ERP #f3%: N2pc 1 CDA 5 &#EF
BERRXR

13 TR B AR AEE B AR AR | 12 3

LR E AN S A U EASR IS Eh ) e X )

WFoE LA |, BF5EE R 2 HiRiBEAT %5 F1 ERP

TR, A2 A H bR R GE BR 57U | iz 2l i8R 45

S E BRI SEL, IR ERP K

S5 1B A L N2pe 1oy A R HFEE &

AASCHY CDA JJ355), BRISANIR] TR 2 67 i i L 4¢

ORI E BRI T B 0 48 A A SR, AR

FHVLZE 3 1) A 28 v, A B s 0000 JH A B 2 B4 41

T RE,

553 (Drew & Vogel, 2008)ik Yy, £ HARriE

ERAE S5 2 /00 BB S0 1 R MR oy e

$ 14 F (Transient Selection Process)fIiF B iFL£Lid
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2 (Sustained Process), & B E LA Hin
PRICBT B, B SeUE T R R AR B AE B T
R R R AR TEIB ER B B, H Y2 24 B ARTEAR
[F AR B Ar iz gh it R R AL TE B . M2 B R
BEMAFR RO, B A &R
(Capacity Limitation)ft), K251k R GER BB
BEK 24 4 K ARPylyshyn & Storm, 1988; Cavanagh
& Alvarez, 2005), {HixX—%#¥ 5 BR§1H )5 1924
PHHLHI AR 128 . Drew il Vogel (2008)%] 38 &3 4E
55 1Y BB e B AR RN B A AL B AT T ALY
P g 2 P B, DRSS A R I Y R e
K%, Drew Hll Vogel (2008)FF5&7E T Fifh ERP
%4, —+#& N2pc (Posterior Contralateral N2){ 4y,
ST LI X B, ER R S 29 200~300 ms
Z A0 BRAE B BR 5 0% %o 00 i S5 DX, A 4
FAL G PR T Ao rh R B bR pad R,
PR S T X B AR R 4 I & (Luck,
2005) . & X ] 3 3R % 3) (Contralateral Delay
Activity, CDA), W] J Weig g B v 4 B b RSt
W, BEoyext B iR R E s TR 2 %
PRBCE B SRR, T ELX I TAEICAZ B 25 R
Tl A U DFR IR A E R 1, 2
o 3 A~ HAR, 455 %3 N2pe il CDA W i i % H
Frgica g I REge ok, JFH N2pe #il CDA i
W P B0 AN Ey T B A DX s ()5 L 3
o PR LA 2 AL ) R DX B/ X
BNIBEE 2B s, REET AR L, B
TR /N X P 3B R R B IR T R X, (RS
KB T N2pe Hl CDA i i F AR %0 3 i i
ES b NS N O R R SR T S
Wi, AR Rl 25 48 T A B SR A E AT,
PR A 2 75 W B GE BR AT O R EUR . FRE
iEgERGEEE 1, 3 80 5 N HiR, RIEEGE RN
B 2oy Sk i 45 1 4 (High-capacity Group) AUILA &
2 (Low-capacity Group), %55 & LW 4 #3R 1)
N2pc Fl CDA Y BEE HARECE M 1 3] 3 1y
fmEgsR, (HAEEEE 5 A BN, SA RPN
ST SRR 3 > HARE R E 2R, MR
PR D IEREARE 1 S HARNKT, fEL
Hul b, RALZETBERENMEES KT
MEZE, REMEL | A BERFEEE 3 4> Biset
ERP 5 i 1 305 in P B2 5 A M43 B 4 B 2 DDA O,
XT3 R A B BRI PR R,

MR BB AECH AR AR B BR 510 1E 2 00T
{38 B3 B[] 58 0 (o) 45 823 R R BIR) I, N2pe
T WRE 1 348 R R T A B 3R IR LA A A TR
T 224 s PR B eI (B AR AN EE B 5 20 A 78 2 L 5T )
{75 RN B B, CDA PR A 3658 558
BRI ELAG T S A AE DG, R A T Ay b T A B
FKA,

DIAERFSE B3, Xt 442 gl B 3 Ak 3 bx
BRI IR LS BOR S B BRI T, B fE
B IEARIE BRI B bR gm0, B4, BFARE
S8 T XM 1L? Drew, Horowitz Fll Vogel (2013)
KA WFp ] RePE, — 20X R T BB BiR
(Dropping), — & #iXIEE 7 Bz 54k B #x
(Swapping). Drew %(2013)i# i3 CDA JEIR X3 T
PRI 2, CDA B 2 e T8 5 B AR 1%k
i, MSESMERETR, Z AT (Drew & Vogel,
2008; Drew, Horowitz, Wolfe, & Vogel, 2011) % #X,
CDA I I 5 % DU BF fry 38 B B gl sk Lk, BD
CDA i b B 5 B AR 07 R B mmisg m, 2458
P B H 38 B 45 1 (Tracking Capacity) i 43T #7
i 4 (Asymptotes), {H I AN B 2 At X B 35 4 1
ST . Drew 2(2013)f% ERP 547 45250 &
W, MR HEE N FEBCEEERATEEHR T
BARm £, miEE 5ot B2 380058 2R 3R
TREE T B AR SR BAREIRYE
23 ZERERESTSRTANMFH ERP 5

PIE 2 HRIB ERAT 55 1032 & Bkl
TERARIE 25 1k 5 1 T A H AR sl & S — 48
FEIRIETR N BFR. Merkel % A (2014 H T AA
T UM Bint G, MmATbgadE 8 &Ik
HHEEE 4 ASHER, BaiEik)E, 4 DRI E,
PERE R 4 NFARTTTRER 0 4~ (W RV dE B ir) .
LA 240 3AH 44 BiR. ZORBOATE 4 1
FARER N B AR e — A, HZEH 1 ANFIRARZ
HAR (B EE B AR )8t 55— EA RN,
BRIZ T IER], 8 NFIRIYH ALK IEE R 4 %K
AR ZAHF Y . DFREHE R AR ERASH
P — B FE 4R B (N 2 B 04~ HARE 3 4
Hiw, 54 —8 R0 e 0 4 %R0 BARBRSM),
B Y S B R RN, SR B[] R R S K
564 —BURME T B A R EAX T 3 A Hir—

SMFEEAR, AT, MR R E SR
WF5E AR R BT 58 42— BT 19 S i H gy
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AW, —HANGERMADEIRFZAM T W IRR
NI R N B R, o — A (IR
Y1) B T B 1SS TR RS Y SN A
HNAFEAT AR AE ERP 5 D fFE2ER,
ERMHTE 170~210 ms FUEFEIE O P46 TR
J2 )2 4M (Lateral Occipital Cortex)fy &1 i ¥ T
AR . X SR U] R (38 R ISR AR A
Erad R b DL E bR O TS R AR RAE, 26
T Yantis (1992)A943-2H {15 (Grouping Hypothesis),
P ALAE 58 4 —BUR A T B RO HT IR, H iR
FAK . PI4LAAE 270~310 ms i T LTk 2 )2
(Superior Parietal Cortex) 1 i Il 1% #75 bl & BE &
TR H bR —BORE R A3 i G, X R T
A E AR B 5 AL f A7 AE AL B e A2 b, % Rk
U B T 3 5 2 AR R B e A A2 R AR B AN L
B . WS E AR PO AL A DL R B0k, 7E
Z HbRib B 72 v T BEAAAE I FP ORI . — 2 XHE
3 H bR B 8 (AR IR B0R 3 AT I, e X A
H AR I s 25 R A T 0

Merkel, Hopf, Heinze F Schoenfeld (2015)7E
VL SEE BRSO T A AR RAT A
N[ #2232 B (Neural Representation). AI12% H
% 7% & 15 3 43 T (Multivariate Pattern Analysis,
MVPA) T EXTIZ LS B fMRI BdE -7 230, &
FILH A RPAE 58 4 — B R B TR L oA
P NTFEIZ ST R T 5 oA 4Rk 5 A 8] 1Y
REREE, X —fi 22 B Hh BLAE R T R
ANRE DX, T TG 7 B A 3K 4 i X D) 2 R
PEARAE (A 2 s R 2. X TR Bk U, A
WA GE X 5 B 2P 3 2R, ik it e )2 41
A iz g )R M2 I T 22850 PN
25 W) I AF AT S 2R AT B 3 B R W 1) R A
WU R AL T P2 Al
2.4 ERP ffRHIEE 5/NEE

B LD E =R R R B, SR ERP HR
5% 2 HbRiE B R 30T 00838 B3 rf i 0 B 40 B
TR R R L R I H Sy, MR A L A S
KA — 2 5y B FO i R T 25 H ARl 2R 1Y
NI BL o X S i i o3 br 1 2 B, (B
5% 3% A A 5 A R B AR A X L A I 3E
ERRIAATION . [RIAY, Z HARiBERR ERP HF5E
A BT X439 503 LU 58 3 B 42 0 10 A 2 BEiE
&%, W Pylyshyn (2003)f“¥L5E 2% 51" (Visual

Indexing)BEIEFN Yantis (1992)F) 431185 (Grouping
Hypothesis)% . Pylyshyn (2003)IA M358 R 5 [N &
ATERGTE BB, BB AR AN T A T R
Z 5, WAL RS, X — P AT B e AR B E
B4 F A B A PP (Doran & Hoffman, 2010);
REZBAGOHT, 8RBT B e 2
5o SreBBOA K £ HbRIB B L H b5 T
s BAR I 2 Y, JF AR B R b R S AL B
FOHX — AW B AT AR, WA E e 4
B EF AT 55 b on] AR SE A ) T X — 70 4H 38 R R
(Yantis, 1992; Merkel, et al., 2014; Merkel, et al.,
2015).,

KM ERP HARWIF £ HARiB AT 55 i3] 1
— BRI RIS, — 22 HinB eSS 2 — D
AW B AU EAF BB BT 55, W B HAR ks
1B FB AR RS — RIA R R, SR ERP 4%
RWE5E 2 HbRiE 5 75 BT 55 17 PAg P i, 31X
FEREFPRERE BRI 1 A58 & BT R A Y ERP 52
60 Ho 28 iy AR BEALAR AT R, —J2 ERP B4
) 43 FR AN, TOIEAE B4 A2 5 1 H, 1l 53 Fi 7 104 i
X, kAL FR T X 22 H ARE R R R 2 BIL R A9
ARZE . AR, AT L2260k ] ERP £
A 5L 414N Functional Near Infrared Spectroscopy,
fNIRS)H ARG G (19 7 4R 22 H AR e T = T
BRI AL, 3X RORE R R R ER A EAT IR AR IR .
FRRH ERP £ORSN, B ZHEFEH KA MRI HiR
X2 BARBEEEAT T —RIIBE5E, BARBESE R
mr,

3 ZBEREERRIMINEE IR R

3 XoZEnEEFEIEEBEMIEAN
X B X #9 fMRI #3

Culham 45(1998)f R il fMRI iR B T
% 555 8 BE (Attentive Tracking) AR X, #
AE 9 At [RER B R 5 H AR (R 39l 38
ERRE I AT ESR, FIREH 3. 43 5N, 1BERLTE
ot R IR B A TR ], BRI S R AR R
TESRREH UL, VE B B 5 S W4 (Passive Viewing)
LR BT LU XA G, B34 28U ; Totr
JZ (Parietal Cortex)f$5 T8 P4 74 (Intraparietal Sulcus,
IPS). " Ut J5 {4 (Postcentral Sulcus). T _F /NI
(Superior Parietal Lobule, SPL)FI#. [ (Precuneus),
AT 2 )2 (Frontal Cortex) 4% 4l M- HR 2J [X (Frontal



2012 O B R 2 it B

%27 %

Eye Fields, FEF)# 1 4L Hi ¥4 (Precentral Sulcus),
U P (Middle Temporal complex, A&7 X,
Middle Temporal, MT; #i - % J2 X, Medial
Superior Temporal, MST)., Culham, Cavanagh
Kanwisher (2001)7E Lk #5783t [ 2R S 80k
{1 (Parametric Design)f3 3] fMRI % B H: 721 L
PRZ (Attention Response Function), iX#£ pR 44T
%5 I B 75 K PR 4L (Attention Demanding Function)
XA RPN . 55 R R —— B 3T B R R B (W0
AR B (4 300 4 ) B T S e 67 5 7K ST 47 7 BRI AR
BB SRS A B, o 54T 55 A X
B B B S 3 WS A LE ) B AR A IR 3 X T0
VAN N SR S sy 1= RN P TN P s B
Y X I8k (Load-dependent Regions, 3B & fifif 5
T K T 19 PR %L A 45 A L 14 (Superior Frontal
Sulcus, SFS). HYeEiE . TN HA TN E
B2 5 TBEESWIAA S, THESEES
ATAEIENZ

Jovicich 28 A (200 )R 1 B LA T XF 2~5
AN E bR AT T B -5 1 S WL I IR i DX ) 22
Fo BEAPIRN ST Py BRI A AR W], T LAAE
WAHWRRAELT, M2 R T 54
S RIACH A SR, EFEEW . . (15
FE X (Task Set)Fl S W AT . XA LE s T I
WX (V5/ Human Motion Area, MT+)f{ iR Z1EL
i, AW B )ZVD . TR S
T PN 78 (Posterior Intraparietal Sulcus, PostIPS)Fl%i
IR 2 DR, DA BT DX S, HK,
Jovicich %(2001) FZ 4L T WG 7K RE 1 & 7 fof
B8 B E PR SR AR A IR X, 25 S A U ) T5
I B JZ (Posterior Parietal Cortex, PPC) (fi#5 SPL,
AntTPS I TranPS)%& BL T 50 ZU LR . PiiA
Ji T DX 3 R T VR 1) 4 B v R —
MVEHT . Alnees %5 A (2014) 76K 1 £ H bRig BEAT 55
B FL AR/ 5 0 B S% ) (Mental Effort) 5z HAH B
W X IE B OC R MR L R . A TR B g,
TE RGBS T 5 P B = AF5E (Culham et al.,
1998; Culham et al., 2001; Jovicich et al., 2001)#H
LAY R X, e S i 74 (Precentral  Sulcus)fil &
AR B IX L TP VA AT /)N R T A A T
% 2% (Dorsal Frontoparietal Attention Network)A¥ 1%
DX TS ME R ML M A Em ek H
PR A TR, AR 2 T E AR U 55 Ul

H YR IY 4 BC (Corbetta, Patel, & Shulman, 2008).
32 EoMEXKRXEZBRERTREKERD
B AR 5 B 5
3.2.1 IPS 5 MT+EZ BirBERFHTFEER
L EWFSE & B, Ti(Parietal Lobe)PN Y TH Y
WAPS)TE: BB B il G =2 nER] . IMRI
R N W A o U =~ R | @ T
(Culham et al., 1998; Culham et al., 2001; Alnzes et al.,
2014), I H IPS (i 3 75 H A DX ) i 306 sl
BlKT- B G T 50 1 28 AT AR Ak (B AR B E
3 m w35 Bl K SF 8 5% . Culham et al., 2001;
Jovicich et al., 2001), FLELMT 5, TR DX I g 350
X (MT+), REEM B PR TRz
WG, AE AN T A T A 0 A ) 228 1 TR 7 A BB K
TR AL, FW MTHA R 53 e BT 1,
W38 B AR 5 B A9 (Culham et al., 2001).
Battelli, Alvarez, Carlson # Pascual-Leone (2009)
K G RGN AR, B UE T T0 A VR RE R
EZEMEN, If B R BPERTEE B b 5w S e
BRSO ML (A2 M A 2
Ay e 3 R P AS b SO 0 00000 B (4 R ) e B
4 A~ BAR(ZEM 545 AR & 2 ), 4300 il ks ik
(7247 IPS FI MT+IX 38, & BRI 19 25 T
(Inactivation), 55 W7~ M MT+ X 38 % 98 i 1Y
BEERITF T, R IPS i, ol
HY 25 R B T A R S BIWR, R AT
M3 RN SZ 50 o T I 2 T Rl o0 TG 3 7 A0 A
W, PIEERSAHESE PTI98 ik wial7e 2k
MILEF B EE 4 A HbR, RN 1PS, 4551 Kk
BERIFARZ B, U — e R HiE R B
FrEE JC3% . Blumberg, Peterson fil Parasuraman
(2015)R JH 28 i it i I H AR AN Battelli 55
(2009) # S #y A B 0 T AT T 98 (Anterior
Intraparietal Sulcus, AIPS)7EVEREIBE P HIVEH
AT B3 5 A ) AIPS 45 T FH % 3l 34 (Anodal
Stimulation), 5 X} 2 ] & 4 M Ay & - & 2
(Dorsolateral Prefrontal Cortex, DLPFC)%; 7 BHYE
SRBANBOR PR SR A AR L, XA ATPS f B
PERBAEBARTE = AT (4 A FAR) T AIB ER R 3
PR T RFERTE, mARGA (2 A B AR) T JE
225 UL AIPS 75 2 HbRiB AR5 i & &
M. tDCS 51K BIAM AIPS (98195 i) B &
HZ OtriB iR L, W AIPS 52 iR
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1B R R PO A 0] 22 57 3 FR BK &R (Blumberg
etal., 2015),
322 S5ZEGMUEHRAXAMEX

Howe, Horowitz, Akos Morocz, Wolfe #l
Livingstone (2009)% ] fMRI AR, Xf Huif BT 55
5 sh MEAT 55 K4 T B R Ir eE i X, ALd&
AR BN IX . BITANE  T_E/NH S TR YA A
W X, WFFT R A B B # E AR S R
T B MG, A5 T A T T O B X
SRR T JE TN RBRTE » AR 58 B4l 1,
Howe %5(2009)4 H 22 H #5857 BEJ& i LT 2848
SEERRY . B KOO B T R R AT 3R
fiE, J5 U bR WL iR 2 B iR, 23154,
W RPEE S, HARI RG] . XA XA Y 22 B AR
SIS ARk, BEIE ) Birth RN
WS, AT PRERAET B s &7 E
Bo TR PN YA % T 5 T0_E /s i R - AR 31 XA i
VIR 3, I H W] e 4E 8 B 2R 54 T bRl IR
3fj(Coordinate Eye Movements),Jahn, Wendt, Lotze,
Papenmeier fl Huff (2012)% ] 3D 54 £ H
bRl AR S5, 8 I i S e LA R I SR T
1 5 143 6] 5 (Spatial Updating) )4 28 SE BV
RWE T HWEIE G S, BEES XA
AR —RBEAM(EREEN 2. 3. 4,
12 ANER), AR S AL 1k (Continuous
Viewpoint Changes)" HFr 1k H AR Z A5 AT 0L,
38 AT 55 5 0k B SR AT 55 I X LR 25 4238 B AT
55 BT OIS PR I X 0 AR AR X LR B 4258
3 07 A TR (A DX 025 A AR AR R e & RO
AL UL 454 25 (8] BE 37 BT i I I, 25 SR B R,
S sh WAL A L, 38 ERAT 55 5 0L TR L A
et B2 MR ELOE A G . I T B2 2 RIS
ERU I WV 2 T R Sl 1 B s = R U -8 s
Jo& B T3 PN VA I i — 25 B B i AL S8R 2 (MT+F
FL I 52 )2 #MI), Lateral Occipital Cortex) ., & i+ e
A J% )2 (Precentral Frontal Cortex)t#{iii%, #i%
{1 5if Z1 Hp O 8 7E 1T 32 o) B2 )2 (Premotor  Cortex);
4 Bhiz 1 X (Supplementary Motor Cortex, SEF)t
B ARG . FEIBERATSS D, GBER U SR
ACIUE T TN . T /NI AL i 7 J2 S0 )33
6 SGB ER UG DG AR AR 4 B & RS T L
I T B 23 (W) 7 60 AR R RE T, 3k (N AE B i P
(Precuneus, Ml RESHRBEMTHR) =4 TEH

1B R AT S BB, LA T T RES S
T AT
3.2.3 S5REZmHITNAE XX

ZHI R I BRSBTS 1R
W #B8 & BT 5 40 %6 it 2 J2 (Dorsolateral
Frontal Cortex, DLFC)A i . W54 A DLFC
B3OS SR UEF FEF, 1 FEF £2&5 TR )i
23 8] 7 2 N T.(Culham et al., 1998; Culham et
al., 2001; Howe et al., 2009), Atmaca % (2013)IA K
TE 2 B 5B B b A2 75 XT38 3 B0k /Y 0 i 72
(Franconeri, Pylyshyn, & Scholl, 2006), Ifij DLFC
MESET X B R . M E T 9 4E 58
Z BB i 5 2 AR BT &5 (R AT 55 2ok R
[/, PIAESSEMERIMER . TRRERE L2 —
FORMEE M X 25, BRAMT 5 iR AH{
) R85E R IO A0 A, DR R I R O
¥ M5 M §i 32 3h JZ )2 (Dorsal Premotor Cortex,
PMd), ELH5 X gL /i [[] (Precentral Gyrus), *X
] d e Hj 78 (Precentral Sulcus) A1 22 % - [ol
(Superior Frontal Gyrus); Tz 3 7 )2 (Ventral
Premotor Cortex, PMv) F % & % T~ [A] (Inferior
Frontal Gyrus, IFG) 5 3558, M52 # A X e X
W55 T 8 B0 KRG8 32 8 B0 (Sensorimotor
Prediction)id #2 .

Alnes 55(2015)% Hib B FrgE Bk —
B [H) Gy 32 B £ B bRiB A 55 12, JF
Xof 3 2% 3 A T 0 M A B SR FHARRAE [] 2 0 B
4t (Eigenvector Centrality Mapping, ECM)I¥) 47
ik, B EET T TN I APS) MR _E /it (SPL)
FEF B EE T AN FEAE R o AR ] 5 o B Y
J7 ¥R T BN AR ZR 5 TR X 4% A O BB 43 1 G B
JESEAT AT o Alnaes 25(2015) A N 542 136 B 2
REEX AR RG], DEEERERAETAEH
br b, MIATRETEES . FUEELE PO
PRGN XS A R R G AL, ol PR
FY XI5 i B R A G . oM i R G
RS B . AR R IPS fERFLLA
Ex bR, I 5 A R 8 R X
FITIREEHIG N, ZH T IPS TERILRS|HAI1E
Mo 52k, SPL 7EE 55 2 v U] 52 30 AL v
A, 55 005 R0 40 38 Mo X B Ty R 2 B2 T B 1) A
o X5 SPL ATTHE B BIAATT . 1PS FI
SPL 72 HiribEs i & NI DI RefE R, (HAT
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B2 5 T 8 B AR v Y il UK 7K SF- (Blood
Oxygen Level-dependent, BOLD)# {5 5254k
3.24 MHEMXEZBFRBERPHER NS

A K2 HbRIE BRI BB AT 7S 28N T —
S 55 T TR B T H O R A B R R O B G X
T (EAERT TN | S TN | T BN 7ETE:
B Y 1EH Jovicich et al., 2001; Battelli et al.,
2009; Blumberg et al., 2015; Howe et al., 2009;
Alnes et al., 2015) . X 62 5 1% R0 B2 Ik X A4 % 31
R AR A AL B S0 BN AP 2 2K B T
Sehl o TR RIS, WESEEBOL TR AR
1) 4 BT 1 B A8 5 T R R v B A G i X
IPS. SPL. DLFC 7Eif i 2 rp ) B AR D REANAF:
FH(Jahn et al., 2012; Alnzs et al., 2015; Atmaca et al.,
2013; Blumberg et al., 2015; Merkel et al., 2015),
FREETIN T IPS 5EENMAC, IR EER
vE HFR R LRG| B R T IPS B0 T2 B 4
W WAL ZE 2 1B B 2 B (Battelli et al., 2009; Blumberg
etal., 2015), SPL H{EEHA X, DLFC 5Xfiz
BB A IRSE TN A DG (LR 1) o IXSERT5EA )T
HE— 2 A0 A0 3 B 10l 2 A ) 455 25 i X 1) B
YERL] o

Z H bRl 5 19 i B A5 BIF 92 A0 A7 A — 2B PR -
— T Z R8T 5 1 Ak, AR5 H
ZIEGEEAE S B E . IRSh S . Wl in i s
022 S0 T REXS BIE 45 2R P2 A 52 . B Alnaes
2015 BYWFFE AL IPS TEiB B S B ook
B, DhREE A, X5 H R A TR
KoK, M SPL R O PERRAR, hfgiEH:
TR, X R HEEATIEEER . MREIN
NTERREERITE BB ER T, A B R R
EAEZ Wb, #oal Ay i BR T 8/, AU 258

B 1A 2 A FAR; S BERAT X 4 A H iR sl
HIBERA R 4 DLLE AR BEFTIB BRI, A AT AE
W RBNERHA LR 25 X R AT
DL R . TR BARBE ST R EOR g A IR
i B P E R PR AR LA, (E R0 X FEHR
S HLEAT W =R TR B B A P AT RER
FHT AT 938 BR S o ik LUK 23 X il 1l 15 K dle 7
AR

3 BEERE

FER BT, W] LAEE X bR A R 5T A )
B, MNIF LA 7 R R — A g, B2
H b e A P B A s 2 L
3.1 RH ERP-fNIRS && K5 ERITE BIRE

BRI T2 A1 2 L

BEELL A 2 H AR B Y ERP W58 AT
PLZBE, R ERP AR AT LA M 558
5 TP R R R R Y A IO O, Bl T R A 38 B OR
W, LA R 5 R 00 A 2 DD AH DG 1 i 2 HL AR T B
UL, FFTE LA AR 5 A A B B0 B4 R
PEXHGE B R BT WO . (0 T £ HbRB EAT
55 B S ERP HEAR (1 — SRR, 78 AR KRBT,
A )22k 2R ] ERP 5 fNIRS [6] 410 5% 4 7 vkt —
BV I BB R M S ML . INIRS FiAR =
[ B R A, 1 ERP H AR EA mEHE 4 PER
VIR F AR 256 1T LAY 20 285 1 08 5 b I 3l
T12AG S M AR B 5 Z M B R, T 10 DG HX
S BEASUAT BhF BRI X 2 54 B AL B WA~ B
B, T HLRES 25 A 0SSR X 4 ERP i B poe] fiE
A1 55 B AN [R) A AL 3B B (P14 HE, 2013), TEH B
&, PIFE S Z RAEEMAE T4, HAl fNIRS
-EEG [A] 2510 3% F 2 A Tl S, A Nmsh skt

®1 ZERERPRIEXREX R

i X it

LEBSIEISEN

i

WA APS) . T5 /N (SPL)
BRI (Precuneus) . &7 AR 36
X(FEF). #i"H X (MT)

58 N 75 (IPS) 5EBEAmEYMG, ofE
Bk B RGP RERE

oL/ (SPL) AIRE TR S B R

HLH I (Precuneus) Ay

# HMUR R i 2 (DLFC) &)

3 B I B AR A X

He
B 557 2 (8] J7 57 (9 P4 RS
AE 171 5% 6 e (1 SRR 58 2 T i

Alnzs et al., 2014; Culham et al., 1998;
Culham et al., 2001; Howe et al., 2009;
Jahn et al., 2012; Jovicich et al., 2001;

Battelli et al., 2009; Blumberg et al.,
2015; Jahn et al., 2012; Alnas et al., 2015

73t AR

Alnes et al., 2015
Jahn et al., 2012
Atmaca et al., 2013
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2245 B T INIRS-ERP [R50 A o8 45 22 0
B 23 8] 1 7 A9 2% iR (Huang et al., 2015). #
fNIRS-ERP H A% & U — B RABRERZH
il B3 00 A AL o
3.2 XA fMRI $ A% BFREEES Where 0
What #£2 M EH X RFITRAHAR
VLA K2 Hbris 5 0 S pL w1 0 78 383 1
FIRE S 2 BARMSEIB R M . RS S
PRAH OG0 I DX, D 5 3 o A BT BH B T 45 2 i X
IPS. SPL. DLFC 7EyERGEER P Ry TR ffE M, Jf
S ST TR ER M 2 IR, XA B F
B D FATTXT i <“Where™ {5 BN T4 2838 % A0 A
W IEAR B, —H, WURSFHZE
it 8 A AR YN Z B 5 20 A B AT Y
PR, AT “Where il J 094F ;55— 5, TLA
W E 2 HbRiB R Y42 3 % o A RE Y SR T R
LB B Oy 4 0E, B 2 38 B 72 o “Where” Fl
“What"{7 BAHEAE R EHLH . DA KK
FETHRRAE X 3 B8 R S A A AT A ISR R, R
BRI B I R R T B X R R i 2 T B B
By RRAEEAT N T, H B A AR 1Y 2R I R AE AT 9K 25
XiF 38 B R B FE A 52 I (Howe & Holcombe, 2012;
Liu et al., 2012; Makovski & Jiang, 2009a, 2009b;
Ren et al., 2009); X {6 BH 7618 E it #2 o BEAEAE XF
B E BN T, W AE e X & AR B A5 2R
Too P, BRI R A R 2R R IE 1 2 H bR
B R R AL, BEP K B “Where™ {5 B BN T,
W I E“What {5 B 890 T, 7T ARG P& A
YE R R 2L
3.3 XH MRI AR % BirBERdERE XS
AR R H A E AL TR
A XZ HirBE R H LR T K, £
H 47 38 &5 BE A7 76 & T F¢ 4 (% 43 41 (Erlikhman
et al., 2013; Wang et al., 2016), WAFETERTIH X
T W5 Y 43 2H (Wei et al., 2016; Wei et al., 2018; Wei
et al., 2017); Wang, Hu, Hu, Xu Fll Zhang (2018)[¥
WG AN F X — 2 BN 3R T 22 B il B rh it
T XM Y o3 2 5 B TR AR B 43 2 4 8BTS B
TG 3 R DX B e pf e L o 3K S I 22 H FRis R AT
FRVT BN G 50 b AN [R) H1URE 43 20 10 1o 28 4 S P A
TH MR, ERRMTFR T, FRATFEFETT L
FIR 2 B brif i A AE 15 TS RE o> 4300, 45
A8 ER 3 5t s SO LA 43250 LR v

Ly, AP T 552 345 2om TAH
ER(SELEEHERDIN
3.4 XBEIMHSHERTESHIARLELR

B 16 22 AL 1

ARAMIFFE i 1] 23R L 55 e AU 5
Yy b AR DB BR X R, WSS (R B R
LU T AL LB HE T4 3 T 0 ) B iy A
AR BT LS o TS = a1 AL e £ B
SRR THURI B BT, AT LR AR I 1R BT
RN 1 BE 1) AN [+ DX S8R P4 2 23 2 0 T AL ) e
ARERI R M A, XA B T TR AR A
XIS PN T AT BRI B

J38h, iU AR R 2 HARIE BRI A Sk
LA 16 R AT 202 s M R g A7 A 3 1 R
BRI AR SR PR, O T B R BT 0 A SRR, A
ARRBIBT T, AT LR A 923 5 i DL aE 8 BR
1E55, QLA RERHLRE R Bas, SR Af7E
ST H H AT PR UL L S AT 55 I TR L
I RE DX A 2 [ 2% o ] DI7ER R 2 H briB 7
155 AR SRR B R b, S0 AR 2 H AR B BR AT
G —AA BB TSRS N AL, R AL
BENIEN . SR PR R AR B R
SCRYBIFE R

&k
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Abstract: Researchers have used the Multiple Object Tracking (MOT) task to study how people distribute
visual attention in when they view dynamic scenes. Studies have used event-related potential (ERP) to
investigate neural electrophysiological activity and functional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI) to
measure functional localization in the human brain while people process dynamic visual information.
Studies found that ERP amplitudes changed with tracking load. The difference between ERP amplitudes
elicited by the probes on the targets versus distractors reflected how people were distributing attention
between the targets and distractors. In other words, the ERP amplitudes reflected people's increased
attention to the targets and inhibited attention to the distractors during tracking. The fMRI studies
consistently found strong activation in the dorsolateral frontal cortex (DLFC) and the parietal lobe,
including the anterior intraparietal sulcus (AIPS), posterior intraparietal sulcus (PostIPS), and superior
parietal lobule (SPL). The IPS had a particularly strong relationship with attentional load. The level of
activation in the IPS was directly related to observers’ attentional tracking performance. The evidence also
suggests that the SPL might be responsible for attentional shifts and that the DLFC might be related to the
sensorimotor prediction during tracking.

Key words: Multiple Object Tracking; attention distribution; event-related potentials (ERP); functional

magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI); intraparietal sulcus (IPS)





