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MoeinmS TIRIRIZRIEFREEIRFE:
— N GE—H A

PR EEE K 7 AEF Kok Hde x| B
(LTI E R 2 A 2 B2 BT b, Ki%E 116029)

H E SEENEZTRBERMAETALEmIE, BLTAEG S ML G602 lc ke, ETHER
L, BMAEENB RS EIE —BEOAT AR, FEIMAEAEAB AR EZE M S XORB M. Elib2E
BE, —F5&E, OF AL ENRBRANARLENFHYEILEEMRNEZ BT XRGAKLER
(VI~VA) R 247, RERR A EE AR A RFEEMIGRETS. F—F @, kA FMNFAR+ W& e54%
BE T A AL EAN G EERERTH Ed T a9, LT B AFE S a9 ibin T, X 237699238 A W
AR ET LTI FAE T AR — G EFEFNH. B, AL RAFIERLA ZHERIEL
AT TAEIRIT 1) 69 K R RN A .

KR RS, FMHART AL, MK E;, AFEE, AR

SHES B

NI .68 1 978 FRAEDEE T AR AR B9 A AT B — S o UE PR 1R SE (Bel opol sky
L HNEBPRES Yar Hir e mMEE . & & Theeuwes, 2011; Munneke, Belopolsky, & Theeuwes,
B RGN —FE B IR ALE], T LR AR 2012: van der Lubbe, Bundt, & Abrahamse, 2014:
Wi 2R {917 R Sh ML & 1] R e B 5 8, DA CEEY Ye, Hu, Tapani, Maria, & Liu, 2016), %3t Chun %
TS MTE L. WHE BB i AT LR RIS [ PR LA R ANER B v B ML AT T B
T S5 Sy 55, T s ) LA 224 P SRALE ) FLE 5 X 43 (Chun, Golomb, & Turk-Browne, 2011).,
PR, B o A EE R R AR L A B A iR 1L R HT TS BB RORE, AT E R R
fE, 2 B IA O ol T AR GO AL AR SR S8 g e B 43l S N P S A 4
(Gazzaley & Nobre, 2012). ZFR G — 1 fE (Chunetal., 2011). 7E{A1E e, SMBIER W
LMK 2 AL SE T B IZ (visual working memory, o T SN o S T P
VW), LGSR I b0 B RBATRONE gy ey o e e (o A A 56 96
S BRAFCL A ST HARIOTBLIERINTICAL, L0 g sty 1) 77 1
TR ICHC AL T BRAEFE, AR L FET IS AT S50, A T DL 4
V6 TARIHCT X S VWM RIEITPLR g s 4 b AT RO 1 2
WS MEACT R, BB PR RIS s e e 2010). M VWM o,
HI AT 55 B A o6 o W v B FR AL, AT A BRI TR PO — i LA A BT F A
LI 5 AT 55 A0 5 B30 B B T 108 S5 Il i AR BCHR F T4 5 (Larocque, Lewis-Peacock, & Postle,
A (Myers, Stokes, & Nobre, 2017), i fh i & #e 4 2014y, B, 3 BETT F R A 45 B
14 L[] 45 5 32 (Oberauer & Hein, 2012), i — &k
Wk H B 2017-03-03 B2, 15 VWM i 2 A5 A
* ERAMPIEREEN A (31600883), LT HARIT— AT AR TSR35 (Nee & Jonides, 2013; Larocque

M3 H (L201683684) % 1 . ) i .
SE(EEH: H11h4E, E-mail: huzhonghua2000@163.com et al., 2014; Zokaei, Manohar, Husain, & Feredoes,
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2014), XFHLEILE TAEICAZ M Z RS HRY (different
states model) i R GE Y IR . RN R, 75T
Rz e r A I H o, O — 4 TRt st
KR (Olivers, Peters, Houtkamp, & Roelfsema,
2011), W H BB T NEERE S, DUES R
MRTIAE S BAR, 9F HREUB (R HF 5 Z A0 A Lo
i A (Oberauer & Hein, 2012), A @K, XMk
IS 3 T T e 1 A 1 3 4 55 AR AH B (Desimone
& Duncan, 1995), FEWRA PIH 1 REW KL R AL
il o JEBR L, IR SRAR R IR BN, PIE

KR 25 M 4% k2 B (Kuo, Rao, Lepsien, & Nobre,

2009; Kuo, Nobre, Scerif, & Astle, 2016; Munneke
et al., 2012; van der Lubbe et al., 2014), 7E3X H, A
SCHEF R, B VWM TRl Ry
SR A 1) N EB I AL FRAE MY T R B AT B (Kiyonaga
& Egner, 2013), A PR LK AN B TAE
H—AG— L PR R IETE e S R, W IRATE
e =AM (G T as R . TR
R R DA S T R I R R ) 4 T b B R
P I B AT R 2 R R AL . R
FATRGEH /AT T 30 3 56 T X0 28 3R 17 3% 7 7 i
HEREIM TS 5005 . BG4 SO P BrdLfq
P R ) T ) 2 55 6k it AL g 2 1] %) 328 B2 L ) g
7T HREE, XA BT DS i DX PR 09 1 B2 ok 2R
A T AR HLE LE PR = T PR

1 BT A AL LR B AL

FE PR T TR LS8 I T A7 S A1 i DA B AH
IO i 28 FE A T T, AR ST B 7R A KRR
A R o BRI AS B R AR AN () A B A 78 41
SV AR AL, B R kR R
TARE BB . — MO EEAT =Rt S
Fas i BB, 2T HRRAF A e LA I 3L
FRENERERE, BWNIT IR —8EH
AN T AR L L =R B R L3 E, FE
RERE T RAT I MM 25 . TEMR M 2K F B, Bt
FIR R 2 R A% R 2 5 3 F = F (5 B AR Y A1
TERINT o % TP TAE IS R0 5 7 =10
B9 22 (Chun, 2011; Kiyonaga & Egner, 2013,
2014), — > ATRERY WL I, ARLEAE SN E O T
Hp T O 3] B AL R R AR RS T8 17 VWM 3R AE
FINEBERIN T.o N, ASCHe BT T
ANTRME B 3 — WA SRR S A2 R IR -

11 ETFTZENFERE

RN B, YA AT B P e rh
HIFEAALE A, 23 B 58 X i B AL A i T
(Posner, 1980), Griffin #1 Nobre (2003)i\ %y, XF
T2 A B T S SR AR T RE AR AE T N
TERIN T SRk, AT o s s R 2R R HL %
P 7 A LS . EMTRY SEgG b, S
SRR B1) 2 iSRRI 2R E (pre-cue) BE 5175 & 457 19
SRS ()AL TR R RE, 7 S BLAE RS 2
Ji B 1 22 2 (retro-cue) W 7 AL 48 0] VWM ZRAE 7
BOE R AR R, LB THHELRR, W
P& B Re s (2 2wl AT R, WY T
AITERLIS W 7 — S )47 AR o Griffin 1 Nobre
(2003) 4 Ik (¥ UE 4% 2, T AT DL LA — 25 0
HAEG R EERE B T, £ VWM FRAER]
B, 7EZRMIRYEFSEH, Belopolsky F Theeuwes
(2012) K FHHR BhH AR — 2L B0k 720Uk o AT Y
AT 55 A L b A 43 A TEAS [0 AT A 158 1 7 5
— AR RS EIAE VWM {RREIE], Rk
WA EFMR TP M E, 250 WR, 5X
PR BN AL B AR L, BEJS 09 IR 333 L B A
BRI AL B . XA IR S 4T A S S T
P 2 1] 1 72 T AAE & By % IR 3l R A3 il (van der
Stigchel, Meeter, & Theeuwes, 2006)., 7k, FE4H
FEi0E 0= | B G S R (511 Y QA N o R
HAREIT 19 T8 O HHORE H 8 T 48000 1) 0 K R 8 Xof
H A% T 4: 3 K 9 T3k (Franconeri, Alvarez, &
Cavanagh, 2013) . A7 Hit Y 2, 3 T 2 [1] 410 i) 84 by 7
F 1 VWM ZFRAFE (Y P38 I T g O e 5|
(Sahan, Verguts, Boehler, Pourtois, & Fias, 2016).

TERE G, X —A%8 (6] AL & 19T S RE
T AL B IR 2 X 1 457 B (Brefezynski
& DeYoe, 1999; Gandhi, Heeger, & Boynton, 1999;
Somers, Dale, & Seiffert, 1999), X Fif £ 45 7]
PIAE g — Rl 5 B AR RSO 22 T8 1
1Y 5 4+ 7 1 H (Desimone & Duncan, 1995; Gilbert
& Li, 2013)., Munneke 2§ A (2012)i% i 7E VWM {E
F R, XF—A VWM AR B 1T SRR
FEAEARE LR R VA IR ATk pie A
Sy AR BEFEAS AL AR (A B, 26—
AP R EIAE AR B B, PR Btk 4%
PEME B H P — A RAE . T EEETER
TETR] A e B, e AR 2l e b 2 P 22 B — A [l )
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KR, SHE-TLRBEMIL, ZRRWALEFR AT
ReAHIE], WATREANIR], #EW G E B R S —
ADRAEALE b, SRR, MRl 8551 IR, S
T 7 A2 B 1 R0 7 JE i 220 B, AR b 2 ki
B IR o YRR R NI A B A S e
FEXTIE ROI Ab(V 1~V 3)fE % W5 FI) 1 28 15 B (1 B
% T ORI B B Bz B A, T
MRS . EA&NE, YW ERRE
S48 1) [ — A B R, RAFZALE M XA
AN APH— P RS R . X SRR R, BT
2% ] ) P B VR R B8 7 2R 5 AR R ARSI
Wz B (Munneke et al., 2012), P, K
WL R (V1~V3 X)W RE[EIIT 2 5 T B i 2l
TlAE 2 [ 4k FE b 4 .
12 ETHFEMNFERIRE

BT HE R (spotlight model )%, 1 & H Ak
DL —Fh L BRI T BT AR B P44 o AN )
FiZ B, HETRAE M E RSN, EEeT L
PR AL ST B B A A R sl A RURFAE (A 6, T
R ECEA 1)) W B R T BRI, PO DA — R 23 )
BTG TR AT v 173 £ (Reynolds, Pasternak,
& Desimone, 2000; Treue & Martinez Trujillo, 1999),
I, ST AT AE 56 TR AE A9 PR b g
B Z M4 (Heuer & Schubo, 2016; Ye et al., 2016).
Heuer Fll Schubd (2016)1E4k a4 i 42 B 5 B
B PAASIH SR a3 i R ) A AN [R] R R
(ZR%RE, WEFTERRURIELR) RG] 9
WEEEFEHE P ATE, BT E
AR 2 (B AR % DA B = Fp e g AR 2, ]
PP H AR 25 B R, A3 ek A A8 E
AEAHLB AN . 25 R AR B, MRS 552K
R 1 B AUAE AT H A7 B AH SR A
B MHEZT, MRELRL] S TR ZX
Tl s () I 300 P R PR o DR AN, AR IERG R, 3
FAHEM N E R B IR IR & VWM %R
fEAS BE(Yeetal., 2016), (KL, A0l RIETFIE12
TR T — R R, DA —Fh Il T AR =
$RAE Ty 2R o T BB BRI

MR E b, 5T RAINTEEZAL,
I T RRAE (4 SRR T8 5 A 1T LR ) 4 0% R AIE ) R
W2 X A2 sh, WinTEiEr V4 X (Reynolds
et al., 2000)FIhN Tz 8l a1 MT X (Treue & Martinez
Trujillo, 1999), Zokaei % A it #IR FH & 4 M

R (rTMS)FARFE— 2 42, I A ]
DUTE N VE 72 A B4 A i 22 3] (Zokaei, Manohear,
Husain, & Feredoes, 2014), i1 sEik#Riciz
PIAS B AN R B0, S s 3l )5 ) 1 s e 3 Bl 5
AT B AR R L R, fRplin
PR AR WA R R RS BB s e b, 7R
RRMBN ST, —4 20 Hz (30 sl 1 7 35 e
FEIMFESGISZ S T M MT X, &R BN, XX
DX 350 1 0 o SN 4B U I T AR 1) AR 1Y
ICACHRE L, X AR [0 8 RRAE AT ] o Rk,
SRR SR, FE TR Y P TR R AT LA
FEAL B g B IZ AR AE L B B X W E A Y,
B TRRAE (4 SR 1 TR AN TT LUTE S 1 R ik
1Y A Bz JZ o WL %% 3] (Saenz, Buracas, & Boynton,
2002), thAEME Y HL B HE 4 7 JZ X (Serences &
Boynton, 2007), X1 H ij i A B Fh 4 AF 1 2
HIAL B 29 RN 2 5 A A T A A
13 ETEEFITEEE

A I Z2 A AT BE 23 S0l HL A A [R) 9 R AE 4
JE o BERT, FEFRRAE Y R B T AR I ANE
SR 214 3 0 Y ok A 2 B S 20 By B 25 4
iF, 7 B 0 B A AE A 4 (Roelfsema & Houtkamp,
2011), XANEE T % PR B R BEAIL G AT LAE A
Y HUR L (Vecera & Farah, 1994) K it B . 243k
IR AR S — T nt, RS —F AN
7 Y R E TR e MR E L, T
B 58X W — Z AR BT A RRAE R N T, TR 2 AR
R T i 98 % 1) R iE 48 B (Gillbert & Li, 2013), 741
WA R R, T EARNEEERECA
BIR FH 22 b S0 ek R 52 30 B T 4 F 5 T AIE 52
(ZFRFEIL Chen, 2012), 7 fMRI 52, BET&
A 3 A 50t 7E R A )2 b UL ¢ 3
(Shomstein & Behrmann, 2006; Wannig, Stanisor, &
Roelfsema, 2011), GI7ERIHA R ZIX(VD), HTH
] 2423 [0 B R TA R 2 sh HA Y
X 47 3 A% X T U 2 R B — 1 A A
15342 5 (Wannig et al., 2011),

5 AN RS, T A B P R R A
REAE A ARMLIA T 2 SR A il (Gazzaley
& Nobre, 2012; Oberauer & Hein, 2012; Peters, Kaiser,
Rahm, & Bledowski, 2015). 7E17 421 b, BF5E
BNV, HAEF— A B AR AN [F 7 B A
TR, ML T S50 B AL R A R &K,
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PR A AT M SR T PR (Peters et al., 2015). X 1)
TE HEAE 55 T WLEZ B (1917 2 1 25 (Roelfsema &
Houtkamp, 2011)., ZMtf£Z1H I, RAZ A &
A (multivariate pattern analysis, MVPA))
WEHE I 7R, B A A B AR — A B2
HOR A AL W — F R E A E NI R A S
(Peters et al., 2015), X FLE KI5 AT 45 H BT 22 5]
PR JZ TR IR, AR5, M2
A7 DL — 5 RN 20 Ry B — R R, X A —
A7 B A R 4 T g R L L LR 2
X #2753 (Gilbert & Li, 2013; Stoppel et al., 2013).,
PLERGIESE R I, 46 ) VWM AL B3 =T
DA DA —Fp 281 F 50 3 1 2 8 7 s A R A 8 4
BERARAE . TN R, PIRNE B RER I
— B R IR IS R R AR AN R T
h S S HAR B g %R 5 A A a A K
(Gilbert & Li, 2013), #K i1 2 22 R AR A4 I A
BEMERRE M) VWM RAE Y P9 30 1 8 0 30 SRR i 7
FEEE . — AT R HLEZ, Bz R AE
VWM RAE YA - 47 o B A . X — W
BARE VWM ESENE B UGB ULIA N, 5]
Z: 505 B 9 A0 K )2 [] Bt 97 3¢ % i 2245 B
ST 7)) (Serences, Ester, Vogel, & Awh, 2010;
Emrich, Riggall, Larocque, & Postle, 2013; Serences,
2016; Sreenivasan, Curtis, & D'Esposito, 2014; Riggall &
Postle, 2012), L 5iA ] —LLkH MVPA H AR
fMRI BF 5% 45 5 —3 (Emrich et al., 2013; Serences,
2016; Riggall & Postle, 2012), X 46E 5 7w,
VWM SRAE RS AL L i W0 K 2= B e h, AR
5 B B A 300 S 15 DX I 5 A W5 B S 3 v P 22
W5, HZAHR R, I DX A R4 1)
() il 8% 7 AE Rp B T = AR 2E B, RN VWM 3R
AIE7E 3% 26 figi X T AN R AR o PRtk AR 2
3 o SR 0 e B S I A AR D RE, 43 SR T
BAEMGEZ 5 A L VWM EAE AR

2 ERBAN X EY LR EE A IR I

IR B AT A, LR R RERE R I 2 5 0
50 G 0 LB A, DR IS A AR LA
KA TE A PR RR S R I — B L 2 T A
3o AR ZAE VWM 1 4t L A7 it B B
MZ 50— D IELR LR, B4, VWM AT fEH

J N RR T A L R AE L A 522 4E4F (Chun, 2011;

Kiyonaga & Egner, 2014), X kK%M EXT VWM
T H Y B FRAE T REAR K AR BE A T 3 N i
BRI L O AR I H A RS R . AF B L],
TR LEH Y F 1Y 4E 55 B An B AH R IC 2T A gt
FRAS I RfEfi%(Larocque et al., 2014; Lewis-Peacock,
Drysdale, Oberauer, & Postle, 2012),,
NERIE R AEZ A VWM RAE L Y Rr2e4E R Hl
SR TR AT AR S B R e .
AN R T A, DA — I BB R £k
M2 BAriBERAE S, AT 5 TR W 2 b 3B 2
ERE PR 2B B, RAZES,
Drew 1 Vogel (2008)%& 3K, 7=4= T & ¥l ik X ity ot
M FE 3R 67138 (contral ateral delay activity, CDA)BE%
AR S I R BB R I E ROV IR, I B AUk
THIAMBERA R, RMESEMWE T, CDA
— H A 2 BT A — i VWM AF B AR
Mg dE bR, HIEHEEURT VWM PrEaEm &k
% H (Drew, McCollough, & Vogel, 2006), H T7¢
Drew #il Vogel (2008)fHF5EHr, XF—M#iEF £
A BB R ESNE RN LN S, AR
VWM MIFERETIRE, B arss 4 o ik i,
CDA AN B BUR T RAE A 6E, 2t AE
fi% [vi] B 5 A A1 35 3 % 22 VT D0 AR B 1) e 8
B, AL, BEEMZAFRARIESE T X —
M4, (Tsubomi, Fukuda, Watanabe, & Vogel, 2013,
Berggren & Eimer, 2016), 41 Tsubomi % A (2013)
3 T AT 55 B, A R 8 v R
S AE— DAL BT v 1) 224> 1 € e R 8% 70 il 8L
PRI F) X0 5 0 DX 375 %2 — 4> CDA i3 o — A A,
7E VWM fE:55 11, CDA (¥R B REW B w1 AT i 12
4 100 R4 38 i 75 (Luria, Balaban, Awh, &
Vogel, 2016), A #R 14 J&, Tsubomi % A (2013) % #i,
CDA 114 i {8, g 8 ol > 1A JIr e 82 1 8 1 301 4K
FrE T o X ELF 5T 27K, CDA BEME [ S Bk VWM
A LA TR 22 (0 AR B e B S RS [ B
Tad . XFE— N mese, RuleE
CDA HEEfE I VWM 115 B /74 (Drew et al.,
2006). #4522 A T 4 B UL, B A
X VWM FRAE 0 BN A At AR AR R B AR T3
N AR I e SRR e 4k iy, R4t AT LU
R =Rt R A — PR A R, BIJCIR 2T
D, %) 00 5 003880 5 B AR I IE AL RAE, XA
PR A T L PS4 RO T A [ 1) S Bl XL o X
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— Bl =k CDA BPh & 3Lat . B Ik, CDA 1f
RER ML T — RS B AR, AF xR
16 ) EAFAE B I I RAR IR S SN BB . Bk
Ah, RIULZE CDA, BF5T & BLMFp T Bt ak
175 K I WL 6] =43 e B9 N2pe A3 (Kuo et dl.,
2009, 2016), -k )5 MK X al pha = % (9 =5 4 4H 5
AL BT EE (van der Lubbe et al., 2014), #7 )
HJ, JERI X alpha 5235 A Fh A B sl
ST 58 & CDA JE i i il 2 9% 3% ALl (van Dijk, van
der Werf, Mazaheri, Medendorp, & Jensen, 2010),
XEWE, WA ReE A4 TR 0 X
HL

T EAR LB, B e iR R PR R,
AT VWM T H AT BEAR KRR AR T
FLPYHR R R A X ST H b RS e R . (I
HAZEWE VWM HFEEDIRE T &K E N TR
PIRFEL i ok SE . AT HEERT VWM
T Th B B BT AR OUR BR AR 28 07 F 13 B A AT Y
423 H (Larocque et al., 2014; Lewis-Peacock et
al., 2012), XETHFCY TS Bin A & 2%
PR o AL T R B AR A A e A2 3 E ]
REA & H ORI AR ALH], G ph JE 09 A 28 sk
BEBRAR T A 3 B iR B (Stokes, 2015) .

3 FEIMMRKEFEERXEND
paEd

bR E, LT AR M X ) CDA B LA
K alpha H5E  F 4 AR OC 25 [A) 20 A X BE A% W] ) 5B
BRAE [ TR LA S AN A R S T R R R, I 2
AMTFEUESEE L P 7 A PR AT REY AL TS T
- (Posterior Parietal Cortex, PPC) i Ti 1 4
(intraparietal sulcus, IPS)IX (Becke, Mller, Vellage,
Schoenfeld, & Hopf, 2015; Brigadoi et al., 2016;
Palva, Monto, Kulashekhar, & Palva, 2010; Robitaille
eta., 2010). 7E VWM [HIF5EH, IPS AT 8N
S ST IC AL B FELAFAR I X o 40 1PS fy 4
221 S RE S B A 1CAZ 0T H B 3G i mi A2 58 (Xu &
Chun, 2006) . #RIMITH ) MVPA IEHE IR L X
—Wi. 7E VWM LRFRIIE], A B 5 {5 50
FESMHTRETE IPS KN R HFEE 38 Y BOLD 15,
1ER 32 X B A 2806 Bl I F A BRAR AL 1 J2 T A6 A e
(Riggal & Postle, 2012), iHAb, Xtz X it i 411
PERYRE R RESS [N 40 VWM AT 55 SR s AT

45 T3 B T.(Emrich, Johnson, Sutterer, & Postle,
2017), Ik, % VWM 77T, PPC /Y IPS
FAHARES S H BN RRSE LR (Magen,
Emmanouil, McMains, Kastner, & Treisman, 2009;
Tsubomi et al., 2013), F-AEN LA K AR
I T 9 IR PR B SAL I (Kiyonaga & Egner,
2013).,

PPC 13X il 1) RE £ €0 71T B R0 L2 A 1) i ) 25
A Ko AR TFIHERIX, PPC WAL & A 59K 2
I RS 5 3R A9 A 23 [H] 46 F1 1k 5] (topographic map
of visual space), FIILBERHE Ak AME)Z 24X
11915 B (Silver & Kastner, 2009), PPC 54z 2
[i] P X A F D SR 2R B IR X B E T BE
SREHE H S S AR AL B )2 YR U O DG T B
(Greenberg et al., 2012) . X F A AL HI7E T AL
Se ¢ L E (priority  map) A5 U A Bl 2R S i
(Bisley & Goldberg, 2010), iZ i RI$5 H, 7E IPSH)
S X P TR 4 1 5 9% b 1R Rl 6% 58 2o b 28 310K
e RN 4 P = I TR R NS & il o
il X A b T A 45 i 5 7 (Bisley & Goldberg,
2010), g AR WL, A AEE
AR S HT AL 55 HAR, 76 1PS ZMI X i #2215
KNTE R — AL Se b 1, HE A5 B AR AH S0
9T i A 15 2 8 S 4k in T (Bisley & Goldberg,
2010), JFfhnswxs B 45 4H 5 I0 12 R AR 19 1 B 4k R
(Jerde, Merriam, Riggall, Hedges, & Curtis, 2012),
[ B, 2% 5 4 i P81 o ] DA AR 40 AS W7 28 8 9 4 55
o oR AT E A, LUE ST IS RN BT R H AR e R
(Peters et al., 2015),

4 BIFAESIX B LW TATEREE

BT RTINS, PR E SRR REIK
i3k A R4 (prefrontal cortex, PFC)E X [
TR AR o AR &R P — A8 U 0
SOy, PRCRERS I 500 R R DI RE &+, A
R MR E R B FR(E S B0 T.(Duecker & Sack,
2015; Gregoriou, Gotts, Zhou, & Desimone, 2009; Gilber
& Li, 2013), AMUNRAMBFERE T, 2k H PFC
{3 AR AF 5 0 AR A T AR B R R
Kuo ENGEMAM — R TAEIESL TiX— . 5P
FERRFR A5 R —3(Munneke et al., 2012), fiifi1k
W, XF—AE A3 B ) R B RE 8 T i%
i B R 2 X (V1-V4A) 1Y i £ 35 3l (Kuo,
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Stokes, Murray, & Nobre, 2014), & % & (), PFC [y
%1 T 1 (inferior frontal sulcus, |FS)FIiZME 2 X
() 1) T fi 22 422 1 W 1 A T H JR] A e A% i AR
o X FNANR B % A% B WA 2 iR P = CUAR R,
PR PN I B ARAE VT RE VS S AL R PFC I HE A
Ko BfEMATEE S — T TAE 254 MRl Rl MEG
FARSXT AT T 5F (Kuo et al., 2016), fibfi1% 2K,
P AR AR B A 038 %) X i X 315 e —
A S AT AR N2pe By, I ELEg R 1l
TR ) 4% 5 RAE H AR H A R0 2 = E] Y
AHOIFR G o AR AR, XRG4 AR G AR K
KAEAE N2pe B 2 /i, I B AW E 5 N2pe IiF
HEDFEMC, B, kRaHBtMaEE BT
B I8 AT 5 S I b R 9 T i X R A DG T B
(Kuo et a., 2016), A{LUNLL, 7EJGH & i
I iCAZ A5 F5 01 ), PFC 0 8 45 Rl BE HoA7 3 X
(Larocque et al., 2014), f&Hi >k A PFC A B 2
{545, AT DUAE g i 58 B B AR T 1R), AR AR
AW AR AL A 55 75 SR Ak SE XS IC RAF HEAT IR B4k
H)HEF (Larocque et al., 2014; Stokes & Nobre, 2011),,

XFT PRC 72 PR R H AR b A9 B AR T LD,

— AT RE A R, T R 2 I 4 o X
AE A S AT 55 i 8 IR R S 5 (Nee &
D’Esposito, 2016), i HARAH A5 B (Lara &
Wallis, 2015), Jf- LA iR# AR )2 N v BB .

T2 ik AU R 1) — S PS4 — B, An#E Lara
1 Wallis (2014) 95T 1, AATT I 25 Tl A i e
Mgz —A~ e, g5R A, R 4R 250
PFC #1 £ CIf R AR B AT dm i, T ™
R N R E R TERNASEY . A
LN t, 3505 AT B B A PRC AN 5% i H
XPICIZRAE AT I AEA6, TR RN T e AT TAE R il
R B P 3 4 B L =AY fig ) (Pasternak, Lui, &
Spinelli, 2015), TETERZ, RERKA PFCH
R SR WA EOLH S LB R ek, [HM
PP AR AR IR ARV K o8 4 M R 1Y) PRC IR A

A, & o X 45 e R T B R E R S 5T
DL L — Ff 58 42 R[] 14 B 23 45 2Ok i 47 (Tamber-
Rosenau, Esterman, Chiu, & Yantis, 2011), X Al fig
H1 PFC 119 F 38 1 M 4 5% 4111 75 5 (Duncan, 2001).
VBN B 2R H X, PFC BRI G 3haens
R4 224 i 19 4T 55 247 2 25 1 1 38 (Stokes et al.,
2013), DME#EHARMGE MM T, S eEs

)2 255 (Kuo et dl., 2014; Woolgar, Hampshire,
Thompson, & Duncan, 2011),

BEAR, AEXE AR BN T LA B iR 5%
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Attentional selection in the perceptual scenes and internal working memory
representations: A unitized perspective

LIANG Tengfei; WU Haiyan; ZHANG Yin; LONG Fangfang;
CHEN Jiangtao; HU Zhonghua; L1U Qiang

(Research Center of Brain and Cognitive Science, Liaoning Normal University, Dalian 116029, China)

Abstract: Attentional selection does not only exist in the visual processing, but also points to a number of
short-stored memory representations. At the behavioral level, both types of attentional mechanisms exert a
facilitatory effect on the task performance. Besides, this facilitatory effect is stable across different patterns
of attentional distribution. At the neural level, on the one hand, due to the fact that the encoding and
short-term storage of the visual information are mainly processed in the occipital region (V1~V4)
topologically related to retina, these regions can thus serve as a valid platform for the operation of the two
types of attentional selection; on the other hand, the controlling signal from dorsal fronto-parietal network
could modulate the selective attention processing in the visual cortex in a top-down manner, which
consequently facilitates the priority of the target processing. These new evidence indicating that both types
of attentional selection may arise from a unified control mechanism. At the same time, the neural
frameworks described in this article also provide a new perspective for re-understanding of the relationship
between attention and visual working memory.

Key words: attentional selection; dorsal fronto-parietal network; visual cortex; internal attention; perceptual

attention



