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* # 7 47 & (Regular Articles) °

FEIENE B AR ER— G5BT 2% ?
#Fx! TEH® & 4

(L KRFEOHSE R, T 510006) C AR TG K2 OIS BE, I 510006)

# E 45/EiE & (feature-based attention)Z MAARIE 45 TG 4 AR Y ST RAF B B AL E B TR . &
EELEEN, BAEFT RN B E AL RN AW AN EAE S, S0 A T A A B R
WAVZEAFSN. REFREAY, HILEEGRAPERTAT REZE RS0, BALRReGE S, [2X 4
oy R B AR R IE BR AU AT R AP B AL AR KA S BT AR o T R AT LR AR B A2 5 B E A E £ R
ENFZAZ &M TP THDIEE IR A E., Htms, &AM HERTRES L FRR TR LR AL m.
J& SRR R AR A B A BB B 4 St T R AR R, VA B — 7 x4 By M 64 3 3R LR Fe 3 ) ALB) AT

2

KR HEEE; 2RMEIRARER, RIS R LA

S5 Bs42

1 BIS i 1] LA 0] Z2 AN REAE BEATREHE, XA AR A5

B4 47 HAHEL 57 /90 T.(Andersen, Hillyard,
& Miiller, 2008; Andersen, Miiller, & Hillyard, 2015;
Jenkins, Grubert, & Eimer, 2017),

REAE T B A L — BUR RS O
), BT A BRAESE, BANSR T A2 A
RS R « (I 36 S8 (biased competition
model) FUHFIF AH L) 1 1 25 A% Y (feature similarity
gain model) . i [7] 7a F+ 1% %I 1 Desimone 1 Duncan
(19954 i : HA A [R] R Ak (B A4 R B0 1 AR 538
R TTERE, X AR BB R A e
PR B 2G5 X H AR RRIE BAT SO e B 0 il 22
JUIE B, TGS HE B ARRRIE B AT SO e R
MR 2T S (N 1A), AR #2850 2 [ 1Y)
T 4 ) H AR 4FE (Kozyrev, Daliri, Schwedhelm,
& Treue, 2019; Liu, Larsson, & Carrasco, 2007;
McAdams & Maunsell, 1999; Polk, Drake, Jonides,
Smith, & Smith, 2008; Treue & Maunsell, 1996, 1999;
ZE3 UL Maunsell, 2015; Moore & Zirnsak, 2017).

Wk HH: 2019-10-10 41 v M D4 p .
FAEFHRIPERS A5 HL  Treue 4% A (Martinez-
CERASREESGIOT008); BErmALEaRy T ( oo,
BFSE— 5 H (19YIA190004); T A0 3031 6 T ro & Treue, LIPS aunse reue, £UE

1E H AR e g 5t e R A R R B,
B2 32 BT i g T Be g, A B[R] s fim T
Forh /b (5 B, AT S S e M T 2 (visual
selective attention) i i i H g FMAF &, £XF
TR AT RN . ARZAEOE, AT L
HRAE AR HE X e 5 B R AT e 8, L INAE & Fh
B VR e AR — R A 7R . X PR AR
SE [ A 208 B2 (im0 2 ) B0 O B (A0 40 ) e 43 1
3 BE AL E T T IR Y 75 WP S AR AR 1 7 (feature
-based attention), F ZWF5E &K I, AT LI
TR SE AR 19 J7 1k TR B U8 FORE £ H AR A
A9 H W) (U0 Grubert & Eimer, 2015; Irons, Folk, &
Remington, 2012; Lee, Leonard, Luck, & Geng, 2018;
Wegener, Ehn, Aurich, Galashan, & Kreiter, 2008;
Z5R W Eimer, 2014; Wolfe & Horowitz, 2017), fij H.

I*%@Jﬁi)\j‘lﬁ E(201626026)%Hﬂ9 Treue & Trujillo, 1999)%5:'1 : Q J:WT E/‘J#%?E{E%:
WEVEH: 4T, E-mail: quzhe@mail.sysu.edu.cn 18 3o e AR 4 Jr PR ] TR 2R T G e K, SRR

566



%4 WAL A

P V) e P 9 ) A

J O 34 ST A i 2 567
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Bl RAEE RS T A R SRR T . 2 TR

g I7 14

Agr B5 1k

0 EREBFI I
= IRE Y SRE

BEIT5 1

32 P OIR A0 M 28 [ B 7R ) N A7 T AR EL 5 40 O AL 58 R, 1

LR R A2 S W BEML T, BRI T R R T ) A R 2 B BT RN R A B P TR R RN . A5 IR B, EEXT
MT XHHZETT, AH LT RS2 B AR A SRR 2, A0 T o8 43 P v o LR a2 87 D il A ey 1ol A 38 3 A, &2
TUJHCHEL R ) RO, T A T B R A R T I, B2 TR R RS . OB . Treue & Maunsell (1999),
B A&, B: BREAI ML 254K R . Martinez-Trujillo F1 Treue (2004) 7 B4 A8 B 52 BUAH [A] 32 2h 7 o] B BE ML A, 30 5%
e T 3 B ML 532 B0 7 1) RN B b o S PRI S T 882 Y O (6 J 2[RI B 7 )X R A MT XM oaif ol . 452
RIL, BEOLEIE B 7 1) 5 g e AR i 1) 22 [0 AR AU IR ) T sk e on  K - - BEAILAE B 1) 5 b & T m b
A ARLEE, M0 I BN B 1 s T Y B AL 32 Bl ) 5 2R ST AR A ) 25 SRR, B R T I RO AZ B

4 B OB T 2 T H AR RRE -5 1200 28 T D 47 Ik
PRI RRBE o 24 H AR RRAE 5 GF AR AE AR BLT, g
WK A 2 B 95 Y bR AR AE -5 i 34 i AR 22 5
RIS, W ACE- 32 B0 (&L 1B). BT ABFSE K
B, Y P RRAE T G R T S M 2T
B FRERAE AY I R 1 25 (response  gain), [AIRFEifL T
(sharpen)FEAIE 718 il 2k (tuning), 3% 3R T HEAEAH
)P 1 254575 (Bartsch et al., 2017; Herrmann, Heeger,
& Carrasco, 2012; Ling, Liu, & Carrasco, 2009; Serences,
Saproo, Scolari, Ho, & Muftuler, 2009; Wang,
Miller, & Liu, 2015; ZEik W, Carrasco, 2011),

Rt 5 XHRFE T B AE S BRI, BFE AT
R, 8B R E B R A EA 2 Rk
FRE G TR AR 2 7 B3 T 7 4R AN (attentional
focus) L AMIGAETF: 23l (Bartsch, Donohue, Strumpf,

Schoenfeld, & Hopf, 2018; Leonard, Balestreri, &
Luck, 2015; Liu & Hou, 2011; Liu & Mance, 2011;
Saenz, Buracas, & Boynton, 2002)a¥ % A WM &7
F| 14 05 098 (Schmidt & Schmidt, 2010), HF 2
WA B 2 B W 3E V& L & (Serences &
Boynton, 2007). XfIt, WFFEEATHEH T PAFRRRE
T 4 Sy R VR A Pl RE ML« 4 e o 4 9
(global enhancement) Fil 4= J&) ¥ # #l (global
suppression). il & ST 48 FFEE B S e FR M Hi 3 5
A P B A AR AR BT BN i e 4 il 22
JUITE 3, BIETEE SRS, A HARRHIE R
PLSEHNFAAI R 2 T 1A [ A 25 358 (Forschack,
Andersen, & Miiller, 2017; White & Carrasco, 2011);
J5i A R R R T 2 456 1 e 40 o o WL B Y
PR P R AR LA S g 4 1) o 22 T Y TR B,
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FRMEAE T B A SN, A TR AR Y A58 R
TEAL B JZ I e AE 1 45 98 59 (Moher, Lakshmanan,
Egeth, & Ewen, 2014; Zanto & Rissman, 2015), i&
Ak, R RIS 2R T R
XA Ry AL, (2N [ Y 55 46 v =l SE 46
WIS 2] T AR B UE R M4 s, 2 EmMiFL
TR R IR R A B RR AR A FE S 1L o A SGE o B
LML AT AW e iR S i, AR
PP FP B A 09 S TIE PR R R e R, I XX
A [ R S FRATT A DA o

2 FHEIEZRMNSINERARTER

A RFHE B2 RIS s, ks
N G A [A] —RRAE 4 B N (e, 32 Bl R AF)
FE CEPRRBAT L, JF 8 WeE R (divided
attention)y X, &M (probe stimulus)E=L, i
5 J5 % (visual aftereffect)Jiu 20 45 SL 96 F B, K1t
RRAE R AR A BLA

B0 B S — R AT 55 AR, k32
TR [R] B 2E PN 43 85 1 25 ) 9 L v 45 1 3 AR
RORFEAE, JF58 N34T 55 (U Saenz, Buracas, &
Boynton, 2003; Xiao et al., 2014) ., iff 5% # 18 i #4AE
PR 25 (6] 91 Bl P9 B R AIE 22 (R sl B AR AE 5 T3k
REAE 22 [ f DG O R B ofe 35 AN W) 1) S 30 45 14, I
JESRAN A 51T 32808 AT RIS 205 50 .

PREH e N2 A T s N A R
155 TR HREE I, T 5% & 8 A R VR R 4 TR 3
5 B bR HEERRAE L T ECRR B Ok SCIR AT R
BRZERY, ORI LL BN [ S Y i R TR T
& Wi 3l (A0 Moher et al., 2014; Zhang & Luck,
2009).

vt J5 S R T #4234 B (adaptation) [
SR, BIH 2 o0 Y 1 3l 23 B 2 000 Rk Y R R A
[ 35 o T K 55, TR 3 R ) R R A s e — 2P
R 2238 B A9 25 B (W0 Boynton, Ciaramitaro, &
Arman, 2006; Zirnsak & Hamker, 2010), EHRZ
AYJ&12 31 J5 % (motion after effect, MAE), Hi5Zix
SV — T 1) 38 Bl 0 58 % — B s aL S,
T UL 2 8 1k 10 3038 25 7 A2 IR 19) 32 B 9 B0 A i
(Tootell et al., 1995),

FrT bk 3 AE e, WA PR E R
3818 2% (visual search)JL Z (4 Drew & Stothart,
2016) 32 K (cueing)7L =X (41 Ho, Brown, Abuyo,

Ku, & Serences, 2012) AR RHIEIEEAIHLH] . &
MR UL, Joie MRS, SR B Y R
— PR 2 A T T R N A R S A
W W AR RIRERE, i P A% AR PR 1) 4T S 2R B
Bl 23 Sl 19 2 SR s R B Y A R LA

3 IFEFHEEEZBMIEEIE RIS

Saenz %5 A (2003)# 7 A FH 43 BOE B S R
98T KT B3l Jy ) A B R IE R R R AR .
SR N B FE R A ) B 2 R A O AN [ R AR
B B AL AS () RN ) T B2 B 5 ), SRAT R €6
WE 2A, ), FEREZEE L B o 5
FEAFFOE R BEAL A, I PO AL BT vh B AL Y
T ERHIE (12 2l 3R SO0 52 BE ) /& 5 A T 28k
AR 00 7 SRR A DG R, 4 D T A R R i
T BORH BCRRAE (RP — 00 A 3 R RR AR 7E 53 — M T
PRI, RRZINR) PR A 1E . SR LB, ML T
T AR BCRAE 25 4, 323803 78 T B R 4R ik 2%
THETIFAT HRI(E 2A, £7). Saenz 5 AIA
A S TR AE R A R M SR A . 2 AR
A E AL B PN A RV RFAE B, R A 3 R (] Ao 3
ST TR i 4 AR A AR R T RN, TR
T 2R AR5 AR, 24 A2 A A B A
R RORRIE R, RRAE R R M SR T A )
P Al 40 T R ARFAE o0 22 0 00 B R, AN TRT IR 1
2 P P R R T PR Y S A, A A
FAES R, RN, B TR ERZ A4
PERYXT A AT, JEANRE N 4 Jm M 3 SR AL ) 42 3t HE
Lk B UESE o SEBR b, 4 R PRI AL R AR AT L
file e FR SR . TR A FRAE SRS, w T
PERFAE AR K 32 201, X Ah by [R]40 1] 25 41 3k 32 3K
F AT R, WA B IR AT, BT
— A 8 T PR AR A ) — O 8V BRI, PR 0k A
HITE B ARFAE AR 23 32 B — > 2 R P pg i, AT
FAEN AT R

Z J — BRI [ A A A3 0 e A B T
5 Saenz % (2003)—AY17T N 45 R (Andersen,
Hillyard, & Miiller, 2013; White & Carrasco, 2011;
Xiao et al., 2014), H:+, White F1 Carrasco (2011)
W mMA LR R E T REMS, e
Jri PR R SRV S T HEM e . PFSE AE
LT P RDE X3 2 B e LR 12 3 i BE L
SAE R EE B (primary stimulus), 775 —MH
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o peoor  WEEAIRAE

O AR SRHE

Bkl Beik2 A3

FEHIH
800~1290ms C

[ 2 SRRV AR M B SR AL 9 SEIEMEIE S . A: Saenz 25 A (2003) M 4N BIE BAT S0 AR B, 2R 6 w0
PREEF Py 3 2 e — iz sl 5 el B BB A, I [ e 58 B o B AR AR AR AT 55 . S5 SRR, IR BAH AR 25 T %2
RH 0 E R B8 T A RARE £ . B: White Fll Carrasco (201 1) B4 HOE BAT SRR K, — MR & 29
] A 52 2 B & LA A BN, 7555 — A 2 R A X BEAL s A IR B, 2B
BT — Rz 37 m), X E RS A — BB S RN 55 . C: Zhang 1 Luck (2009)5% ] B4 5l
BOESOR B, FE— MR P 2 IS () L S AP AR A B L, BRZ I R — R, 25—
AT P HREE I . D: Painter 45 A (20 14) 4R BN R T AR B8] 323038 78 v S P AR 4 201 €0 R A1F 58 A 36 48 R AT
%5, [RIEHAESNE LT S B0 3 B0 (£ 5 T A v S RSP (00 2 €2 0 ) — Fofr B S BT A/ JR WL 10 2 €2 ) RO AL A L 5, 3
Bt 4l L 3 FAR SN MR . E: Forschack %5 A (2017) R4l 2OR B B, A b Yl 7 2 g 23 1) 1 & iy 40 G R
I BEHLAL, 6P ) S JE 0 ET DU 43 31 B S22 32T 48 B i Ty REATL A o

7 2 5L 3 A (B X3 1 Bl AL 55 A A 1 O 3
(secondary stimulus), FHr—ANI8JE P Bl HL LAY
BT I LA, 15— BB N2 —E L]
B BEAL A ) E sl ) T i — 3z 3 (LE 2B).

TR H T M EEE R A R T AR,
LR R A b W — A B AL B Y REHL R R A T

—HtiEg, P EBCE T 3 MR R (P L
R, W ERR, HTAR), URRZIRAEELT
oK 19 52 56 v e T W bz 3 O 1) (P R R EOR A2
IE R TE R P 2 BCAE PRl 3l 5 1 1) 4528
KB, FELARICEL ) AT (I =7 1) 45 U2
VY S BRI Bl 07 1) A RV B ), R R A Ty R
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WER T R R A, YR 3 O
TE B3GR OB T RN b, XS T ARE
B AR RS MEL R ARICE A &8 T
(R 2 T ) 55 B 1Y) 52 Bz 3 5 ) A6 S BF),
WERM AT R F PR R AR A W 2
S, U X 3 AR R A B I A
WK BN L, O SRR AR B Y 2 R 4
B

Br TAT A= IR, — SOiF o0 R 2 R 4t
S A 7 =R R R Y 4 SRy P TR I ML SR AR
FHEYE . Zhang F1 Luck (2009)7E — 40 87 Py 5
23 ] L E S PR AL, IR 2

TR —Fh B LA S IR — A58 B AR AR AT 55,

T AE 575 — 0 SR 22 1 T B Ay B e 22 B 5 A
T B AR ] B AL A R PR ET R (L] 2C).
SER LB, TEBRET RIS 2 100 ms (] ] 7
N, 5 H ARSI R BRET R0 & 1 P1 AR R
R T 5 T Yo AH W) i B AT 0% & 1 Pl
PRI o VEF A R B T RRAF 78 7Y 42 Jm) 1k 14 i
B o AR R T3 AR e 2 — 4> v M i e B AR 1,
K L5 Saenz %5 (2003) A A 5T — B, AREHE M b
TEBA 42 R PR SR AL

TEWEJG Painter, Dux, Travis F Mattingley (2014)
MBEFE T, BIFFE N BOE— 25 8 T R
okt A, HE T R A1 & FL AV (Steady-State
Visual Evoked Potentials, SSVEP); A X HEE 1 2
IR R HEAT THRSE o L g h 2R 2 7
ORI IE 8 B — M RAT 55, RS R S
PR € A [) 2B (T B L)AL, Z iR T 24k
FIHE B0 R W ) R SR e, AR
Y Py 23 S B> p 3 i 6 2 B R A R (L
l 2D). 3 B oh BAREi . THREiE . L
B B (R e 48 RAT 55 A AETE R B ),
FEHATHILL 3 FpOR R B4R RSN IR, B 5
S INRRAT R AR N T T . 25 R, FE)
—INBRART, TS, BBt
JER R & T BEK A9 SSVEP PRI, 1M T4 B 1
A JE B H vk B G A S0 JE R0 & ) SSVEP
PRIEIF VA 3525 5 XG5 R M b S T
FROE T B 42 R PR SR AL o

[a) R F 5 & SSVEP i T-Bt, Forschack 28
N (2017) W) 2 3 5k 31 32 38 9k sl 0L S35 )y =X
VAT B SR o DR L b L BT 9 2 s )

7 5 T B AR S CREALA, 1 E— AR
B R T (S P BE AL A, 53— 0 Bl 2
CIYRAHLE, 4 FIBEHLA 530 DL 4 FPAS [ (1 4503 )
JR(ULE 2E). ZRAERWHOLRFEPRAMA
S € 1 BE AL A DL S8 B B AR AR AE: 55, [l st
ZBEAMNE RS . ABELR BN, ZiXEH
B e R S — B R, DL S p s A
B IKF . S5RZ B, AT 0 sh WA Ay Sk Lk
K, BB AR BN SR T R
PRUFAY SSVEP, i 5 3E i & B AH R 1) 41 R B HL
MK SSVEP HiR IR %A & A8k, X [ REHEAD
PEH SR TR AR T B A 4 R R R ML

Boynton 28 A (2006)%5 & T 8% 1 8 75 = A
U5 J5 A =R, e ) 2 S T PN B &
B2 B J5 R/ IMVE SR R T T 4 Ry R S 3L 1 [
M EFEAT . 5 Zhang F1 Luck (2009) /9 SEEG 21U,
TF 9% 5 70 LT 1 — 00 52 B0 25 i) - B (H B 3
D5 AH R R BRI, S R R R 2 R
FEAZ B T7 0] W BEAL A, TR B 2200 55— R 1
B AL A5 340 38, 3 A B BE R S 38 7 B BX (adapting
phase) . HR 4 5 17 B BEAE 1 B AR 4 BE AL A 1438 3h
FE, AR 4 FEIE: DSEREF MR 2)5
WEREIT A )BT 1) 4)TCHNE . ERE S Y
W B B, IE v LR A S ) b s
Bl 1B R iEsh sk A REPL S, ZiE
T B — A ZWGEa AR S, FIWBENL Y IZ 3
SR AR R, LA E I B B v R
7PHER) MAE K/MNEIEBR MAE B (19 2 1] 123 3
FEEE KN . SEIRE B, M T AR RO 1 A, A
[ [/ 4 A5 & T R A MAE; AUk, BEsL
D7 )R TC B0 25 A T BRI & T 3 1Y) MAE,
X s 23k SR B A 0 B AL S Bl P ) B O ) ) sk
PR RGBT 4 AL S L N X ] 1 s
Bk, SCRE T AR R AR A B

4 D EEZ MG

53215 e R R AL R E AT S, S
R R PEA R HLE] B 0FFE LD  Moher 25 A (2014)
A5 Zhang Fl Luck (2009) 2 L FRET 52 500 5K,
HEIA — b T R P9 B B (R P PR )
YERIEL R, I E T 3 FhREERNN: HARE
@, FHEE, P aOLE 3A, ). FPR A
F AR 0 R R 6 B R B RO & i P L



o4 WP A FRIF IR 2R M EE o A 2 A ] 7 571
A TR E e RS
| | | | | |
.l " a ¥ N | l.
| | | | - ™ - =
m TR E
L I | - ... H N
+
8.5 Hz 7.1 Hz 10.7“Hz
- +1.3 v — Hirgifa
o THEe AR
FHEia

-100 0 100 200 300 400 500
H$ &) (ms)

0°  30°  60°  180°
B AR

B 3 SRR AR M R AL (4 SZIEPEIEHE o A Moher 45(2014)H4 /1 T rb ke 2 8 B4R &L I, 25 5 R 9UAR T
PR IR A R, S TR DE I SRR AT RO & PLRIETE /N, T 5 bR A DT E AR B NG & 10 P
PRIEEA BEB ., B: Stormer Il Alvarez (2014)EAE T 1 RAFAE Z [ B9 MU B, & BRAERFAEZS M PN, 5 R AR 1E
25 B/ N 28 7 B R MY AR TE R AR 3 32 B TSR 2 00 4 Ry PR A o

PRUGBAT 35 25 5, 10140 200 6 i R A 0 38 T i
KB P1PRIE B BT AT A (WK 3A, ). X%
A 7 T 7 Y0 R LA Al 28 0% 1 e B3 €6 194 52 )37 52 %]
AN, X B AR B Y RN A AR B R, A
T HEAL P b SR T 42 R M B

Stormer 1 Alvarez (2014)0)455 4303 B G
A H SSVEP £k, JfiE— P44 T A BT
Z BV RR R B . AR5 0 T A A T TR ) 2 3R R
o€ 1) BRELBIL A, (L2 TR A0 0 B A 3 R (A
TEZS R AP AE — 8 19 25 57 (R 22 0° % 180°), 4
R, B2 00 (BREE@HR) M & 1F T ZiX#H
IERR R ERFH@HZE 1802/ &, T B AEH
BAIZE 0°F 60°HIX [N, SZik#H AT N IEH 2R
SEIE U B, FEAHZE 300 IR AL, B 5EE
22 180° B KW H W 22 57 . TERI— 5T,
WFoEH R T5 Moher 25 A (2014) 55T
PG, L6 AT P 2 0 2 e o e (L v

—Foh BERELE, 51 —R o THREI6, ZH B
0,75 (B FH 22 180°), EARTE ZULET P 52 30— Fh 251 £,
PEMIRE R, Rl 3 Bl €y BEHLS LR R A5
FINHRLATE & SSVEP, MRIEHRE R F (.5 H b5
B RR, Wk 4 B DEEHFGZE
0°); 2)F1 22 30°; 3)AH 2% 60°; 4) k122 180° (LA HR %
5 T VT B P T S e A TRD) o &5

KW, 5 BB GE 2 0°) R ERENRIBHE &
B SSVEP #iF KT 5 Birgi Atz 30°8
180° (Y FREN M35 & 1Y) SSVEP JR1E, Ja Wi = [a]
BHBEES. MH, MBEOMH2ZE 60°8, HEH|
W5 & 11 SSVEP JIR I & 25 K T 4H 2% 30°H1 180°11
VRAT Hl 3075 % B9 SSVEP R, (HJE W& /N T A2
0°FRIAR IR L% & 1 SSVEP JRIE (WL 3B). R T
I, BF9E & A N A T 7 3 S 5 e 0 5 AL s A )
P2 ot AR R R RN, T AR AR 4R R N,
5B SR/ 2 30°) s KA (A0
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2 180°)3F 1 B AR 32 B f 0 il 5 B o

Sawaki fil Luck (2010)LAfiKi H Pd L4 K F64r
KT a7 LS B IESE . Pd (distractor
positivity) /& Hi 75 2 Z i (to-be-ignored) F A1 it 4l
TP 2 0 0T 000 R AR L T] A0 R AR i 8 B O %) e 0 Ak
ERP 4y, 388 PN BT AR THEF et
KA B E B (258 W Gaspelin & Luck, 2018).
£ Sawaki Fl Luck (2010)f#F 58, BFFEHTE 1T
PP B 4 D REFRAETHPAECR, HA
BN, SR AT R I — A B TR
W& 3 — A B L, ORI R H bR
RO R e ARSI, ERZERK T,
i 8 AT EMBE S BB -3 ),
HArF B r et A i B . AR B E R
I AR T, AEAE— AN [ B (a2
)1 %€ B T3 F(salient distractor)ZFHE R 4 H £
TEFE RS B AR T B, A TE7E B b8,
HAe 1 M EBRFEEEES Birgia—3, &=
THRFMBOEHANEE . 250 LW, FEEE
WHAEHEE B E N RE T TEIEE T BEM
Pd B4F, X T R THRRAE By 4 R pL] o

5 Pd 532 fBl, alpha 5Bt (8~13 Hz)ffiZ:
PRG G ) I VA TR BRI R rh v T
RS, IO R X 7Y 5 alpha BE RN
EF X IZ R A A 5G24I Klimesch, 2012),van
Diepen, Miller, Mazaheri Fll Geng (2016) 1) alpha fig &
JRbR Z BT AR I PR ISR . PR A
BT WA 53 ) 2 I — A TE R — AN 22T, %2
R T B R LA TP AT 0 1 25 T8 (A 4L )
AT IR T BB T 5 — AR
RTT, TR FHENLERE AT 4 Fig
o, RIS S B AREE (LD 6) B AR BE AT 43 R 5
AHALEE TP 7 Fn MMl LB T4 77 45 R A,
TE 338 S IS 500~900 ms B E] 7 11 Py, R AR L
THF XA o RERE W& KT R o BERE; 1M
“FEAERUE T F A B RN o GEREm MmNk
Z5H. INMERBRTXHERBOQNEZRRT
MEAEF EEE A B 6 2ERBER TR F R, %
T2 mrE AL .

5 RMIEBALES ML EIERF
AERYIER

PR RSN, WA IS R i R B T S

T4 Jey st s LR AT 4 R PR R ML B9IE R . Ho
FENQOI)FIHE R, IHRIELR S Hints
ETR] AR ALY, H8 7 T R A T 2 0 i £ FH D3 i
FMHI AR EE R . PFREE T AE 4 D ZBR &
PRBH AL A, I B R AZ 30 i WA S B A B AL A
FETE— B2 3h (S50 — ) 3 B 8 1) — B0z 3h
(CEE =, WL 4A), TEHIECE I Aoy S
LRWER—BEZBS W, SNARER
(50%), TCRLZ R (25%) R dEL R (25%, ANLfit
JfEE) =IO, LR — A S RM
t, ARLERFZRENITARA D ZRT, 0
WIAEAE & R MRS BR8N s T TCALER &R T AT 3%
PRI G2 2 B, UAIAEAE R eI R RN . 55
B —tHLG, FESCH & R IR — Bk is ),
Ul B ) S AR AR IR 25 SRR, DL 4%
LREMAIT N RN EZEF BB R, WHER
P 48 R A0 R T 20N H4 A B G

Andersen % A (2013) F] F 43 10 & =X A
ERP AR % B8 T 4 Ja P58 s B ) A4 skl B0 sk [ st
FELEMIUEDE o DFFT N 5L 43 ) 6 A1 B Py 222 3 28
V)37 i o 1) VO € P ML 0, 32 30 0 Sl A
RO HEF 8 00 3 S0 3 T — € ) R MIL A, I 58 B
5 B AR LRI 55 o AESCE0—h, R A AT
00 5 BT € R0 € R B AL AT, 43 o T R A [ B
o B A P A (B 4B, b); i
FESCE R, WA AP E I 4 FORTE B,
A R S EX — i &0 (B 4B, T),
A T A T A0 T 2 [ A ) 4 B, AN A7 AE
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R, 5 R RRAE VT EC R B RO & T R
SSVEP #kii, 15 TR VT AT 4R ST RIS &
T /N SSVEP 4Rl ; X AN45 3 W I S T4 )R
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NI ) F 5T H (Miiller, Gundlach, Forschack, &



a4l

W AR RRIETE B A AR P U ) £ T ——38 SR A ] 573

R

HR50%

Fh25%

HE25%

ER

P 4 [k S A4 R M SR AL o 0 4 S PE I A L B9 SRR SR o Ar Ho FF(2012)7E P R 2N MR, IFTE 4
ANGIRN Z I T 17 UHE B S B, 2k T B R L B S S . PR I B R R S A
FRIE B 77 [ AR, R TEAFAT T R 1 4R FH A S8 B0 ) 1 S RIS 45 R . B: Andersen 2 (2013) I 70 B RE X
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FEAE 5 T PR FRRAE R Ao 2 90 B, X B AR R AR 3
I ] AR5 2 M 0 A AT L 5 | e 32 i T T
FREHAT A LR R ES g, SE A RS
IF 4 Lk 41 ) AL ) A2 45 BE B AR E (40 Bridwell &
Srinivasan, 2012; Moher et al., 2014), &TF 1k,
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A5, 0 Pd 4 HI alpha g, (HUIA 4R
HUTI R FE BB AR /2% X S48 b . 2Pk |, HE T
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T R AR 22 5o L AR i e e gy 51
18 5 Bi (rapid serial visual presentation, RSVP)JZ =\,
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The global modulation of feature-based attention:
Enhancement or suppression?

HUANG Zili'; DING Yulong?; QU Zhe'
(' Department of Psychology, Sun Yat-Sen University, Guangzhou, 510006, China)

(* School of Psychology, South China Normal University, Guangzhou, 510006, China)

Abstract: Feature-based attention (FBA) is the ability that observers can direct their attention to a specific
feature dimension or value. In the attentional focus, FBA can modulate the response of neurons in visual
cortex: it selectively increases the responses of neurons encoding attended features while suppresses the
responses of neurons encoding distracting features. Many studies found that this attentional modulation can
spread outside the focus of attention, but the underlying mechanism of the global modulation of FBA
(enhancement or suppression) is still controversial. The global enhancement mechanism and the global
suppression mechanism are different in time courses and may play distinctive roles in visual information
processing. Compared to the global enhancement mechanism, the global suppression mechanism seems
more likely to be influenced by experimental designs and parameters. Future studies are needed to investigate
under what conditions the global suppression mechanism takes effect and to further disassociate these two
global mechanisms in the process of feature-based attention.
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