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W E OAMONRHERATESI NI LT EAEFTELHAAETL, EEERTAER RES0HL
2P IR AR K AZ B A I X AZ 8, A bk K E) B AR,
Aoy it A2 OF R AU AR K TR A AR RALE AR B R BB RALT A AR E TR, LT A5
HhERMLILT, RREREZEZERGAYZIHAELF ., REOFRTEXEZZERMAEE TP ARG
BdefTAE 3, 272 R BIABLE SR AY B AL, VAR R e 4B 4o BEAR 3 4 U 09 32 36 S,

X EEER, BELAEMR, AFZHH, Bl
SEES B2
1 5|5

fEH WA, RINESFHEEELZ R, F5
AL T 5 B A R E 1Y H bR . ZESC R AT
H, IR — R R MR TE R — 5 b R B R
SE I B ARSI WX A BAR2 A B e RAE
FERATLUN R E RO B ARRYHh R,
FEAE S I8 B H AR R, K HT AR T SRR
(attentional template)al ¥ K (search template)
AEEFE R I ICAZ T . FEZ ) 48 Rl R AR Wi
BUEE, ¥ AL (E R 5 R e b
BERRHEAT DT IC BB 4 B Fe DL RC i H AR, B 58 48
R (Vickery et al., 2005) fERLEAE R AL 55 IR FOAE
B 8 P ZEAL X B N2 i Lo 48 R A
MR,

K F R R AR R T LGB 3] Duncan Fl
Humphreys F 1989 4F#H i F EH A # L
(Attentional Engagement Theory), ZFHiSIA M
WA RT3 AR E R PATIN TR R
BB, XL A AE AT 228 ) R Y S5
ERAE; BB AR R, M ANELRSY
HIAT 2 I s (8 A AR HEATDE I, e SR b e 4% 1Y
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BEHRHREREZEAATRIA: AL EEHR

{7 Bt AR JERTE4Z(Duncan & Humphrey, 1989;
Duncan & Humphreys, 1992), £ 538 R 5 4,
PRAFAE L HCAZ P B AR B4 T i R 15
BOMT g, JFHm S HiE B2 A5 HARIL
fit (Geng & Witkowski, 2019), 7ELAfE: i) —LEff5¢
o, JRBCA AR X TR A ARIHE R AR
(Geng & Witkowski, 2019; Malcolm & Henderson,
2009; Reeder, van Zoest et al., 2015; Witkowski &
Geng, 2019), Fifi# X 4 BAAR (218 R AR, DL F
HORR R TE BBAOM MY e, WFTE# AT B
B 53 B AR AR RIE A AR 28 TR I 1 AR AR
AR AE i 10 15 BT LUy I wiFp, —Fhfrfg B
PRARDCAR B, M TX BArmiE il i, —i
B bR (Hout & Goldinger, 2015; Vickery et al.,
2005; Won et al., 2020); % —FhfEE THWHE L
fE 5, FHTIE T4, PROIELRAN (Arita et al.,
2012; Cunningham & Egeth, 2016; Geng, 2014;
Moher & Egeth, 2012; Sawaki & Luck, 2011;
Vatterott & Vecera, 2012; Won & Geng, 2018),

X TR A T 9T 2 4 S T AR 14 ST
AR EEEREEMER . ARSI
KA LA B R A T AR i) e B 55 o RRAE
44 P8 (the Feature-Integration Theory)tA A
R TWAW B, 7R85 — B Bes xd fil o A
[FRIEHEATPAT N, gt Jy 4, J& T A5
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IR B AE5E A B Bkt IR — PR 1 A [R] R AE
HEATRES, DN RE RS XS WA R AT IE A RAE, XA
W B B E A AR T 2 5 4 B 58 W (Treisman &
Gelade, 1980; Treisman & Sato, 1990) ., f [i1] 35 S+ 15
i (Biased Competition Model)IAh, 7EM 518 &K
R, BAR TP 2 LAAH B 3E 4 1 7 U 3R
FE, BRTATMLEMEZERNZIN, BFEA
R B9 E B (Desimone & Duncan, 1995) . %F
TEHE A BRI TR ] 3 G BT AR A L R 2 H
LR R RAH R B B 2 RS B R,
ETHY b T 2R m A S A Emr
P B AR VC B . A AR 8 AR YR B bRk
H AR AR AR B, XRE B — LA
AHTE R EMAYOR, BiR JE 488 @ BRI
R H AR B0, Vickery 55 A (2005)R FHZ R HEm
TR AR (ST R . 7E 5 AN SERE ST
01 R FHAS TR] B 4 7R 4R R R BSR AR GE AN [ 25 7
MAE BTE T B P VR . WFoR 4 Rk
MR B LR Hirog 2 LR (R 2 R)I,
R T HPER R o 5 ) sl LA R,
[F SR R e R P TN R B &, 5
LR R LR, NRR LR
NIRRT, F B FE D (E B LS
TR R T A AR, 3 R A
FROR, FE B AR 25 AR TAE
iofZ . #lan, Woodman 25 A (2007)AYHF5T & BE,
MR B R A 50T, RES 5%
FIEACATE 55 1Y S 35, 150 AR AR A i E AR
Se CAEICAZ A MiE48 R B An ik ) 1E 2 1Y 454
T, MRESASZINCICES R, Ui
XAZMT, R H ARl B e K Bg e,

TET BB AR HLH BT, X R
ST R B, TE AR 09 BT U B 3 A A R R
(prefrontal cortex) ¥l 2270, TEILFEFN4EH: H 45
1 % HE4E ] (Chelazzi et al., 1998; Evans et al.,
2011), JEHS B FRAEY) K 19380 (inferotemporal)
J% )2 (Hout & Goldinger, 2015; Peelen et al., 2009),
Wei 45 A (2009) % BRAE WL 58 8 2R AT 55 7, XU
MR 3 X (frontal eye field) . Tii P 4 (intraparietal
sulcus), " JLH] [Fl (precentral gyrus)Al%H B R 3 X
(supplementary eye field)& | R4t HAa/EA, M
TR H bR 5 BT A8 B niz, ] B
T LR 2850 T2 2 S Ak VT REAE 3k 8 AHE 48 TP A5 2

T AR

PTAFER, WFSEF AR A A 9 e HIL ) ik
11 7 HEMBEARIBEIE, A SCOR LT ff B2 217
W, B T ST T R AR I R ) £ B (R S o
). EEEMR SIS R AFfE R . R
i fie HE 48 R A B (VAL ) 25 BLA BF TR
VA RS O = g 0T 5 T 18

2 ERERAENS R

21 HEARBEFEIFEREBETNER
2.1.1 RBARIERRIEEERAY A

— SRS R BLIEA T 1 R AT 55 B A ST v
TR AR 1 RS B o ZEXT ARSI AR (1 i 5%
M1, Reeder 1 Peelen (2013)% FH s #10Ju =0 5%
T AN B SR 548 R AT 55 BARE AR
WS, LR 75% AP AT 55 1 25%11 A1
RS H A . A RS, B RIEL
R HN W R B (1 B bR TE PR R A2 IR 2 A
H, AESHEMAT 55 b 2 J S e B A A
353 ) 5 BEAS [] AR D 8, O D 22
SO, R O S A S, AT S
ST W A B B A M A, AE XA SE 5
WRHF, HF 75%BRUCE M RS, L
MR N RIE, Wt SRR &R
BH BRI, A4S S R Y T R T N A
A5 B HEAS PRI A, TS24 2 B ROz 4 00 o35 )
— AR, M T Ok A R R — B A
FeF AT E, RN BB, R — B30 45
TR BUES B0 0038 A E A 3 I — B RN,
W AR L 5 0 T P R 2 il 9 5 43 R AIE . Wurth
il Reeder (2019)7E J5 Zefif 5% v [R] A% 2R F ANV
KUK BRI S B 7 AE St bk, 458 &3
WA S K S 1) TSR ey A A D R 1
VRIS 0 8 4 FRAE LB, R A 4 T 4 4k 5 51
{350 43 R AE I AN RE G B — A~ 78 43 1 H AR A AR o
Zhang 1 Li (2020)% A S BRI =0 & AR sl
SR RAT S5, FERE IO B AR AR (5 B
Z AR B, I EL7E B BRI 0015 B RE
% Py Bt A1 3E AR S AR, R I B o B R
BUR REZE UL TR T H T
R AHH AR AR (7 2. o Reeder, van Zoest
Fl Peelen 7 2015 4 fifi FLSHRMGE R R T £ AR
Yysc R B AR EAR B 3E TH R G b RRAE,
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SR R SUE BT 4. 45 R A, ARG
PRSI X H AR R 00 0G5 R 22 LS8 R AE X
H AR ASAR (9380 o AL, Chen %5 A (2018) & 31,
LLA B 8 AR GE o R3S 4 42 (amodal
completion) Y J7 =X Xf — 25 5 £ (1% B R 3E 171 R,
WLk R S8 B 3% 4 P A 5% (38 43 A7 kb 4 11
BLHI S AN 4, 280 B AR BOE 2 3, DA faj e
B E A EIEME R, XA 27
RS TR, 8RR, £2RERME
(B R e, WERE G EIEZE TR
45 (B R B or 23 LK S 38 A 55 (K 7 36 40
FEEPH PR R M, HIEFRE &, XUl
R RIS D, EH R BTN 2SI 0T =
Bit, U AE R R GOE R R 2 A BT B A AR
2 HEb R 4. X2 RETE S R g R+
T H AR AR BE 1 X R 1 EDE [ B kb4, B
VLI T B AR T LUE i B A S RRAE AR B
o B P S B RRIEE B, W
T T TRY RS S . TEXHEA B BT 5T,
Geng %5 A\ (2017)7ESL B H #4138 38 R AT 55
LS BAR AT PR MR, A S A L4
5 HbRE AR T B R A E, EAR
AL, 5 BARE AR T8 L 9L R 5
AR, SR BRI GIRA PRI, w2
o SRR, S I fE A8 T LAt 3R B K, Bk
Bl S ) G U E 7§ R ACEE 78 i S B 7 SN 2
fHABAR T, WA TR EE, JFHiE
A AR AL B B A5 B nT LIRSS T34 i 1% 0 2R 47 R
IR, 5 BRI RS A g,
FE 4 BIAR KT TP 4 i R AL B 0, R A X T 44
PR 41 ] B 7 R
212 RBIBXEEREILEEEENUS
FATTHE S VE BT UE BIEAR B AR
YEHINY, R A 90 S 26 0 v i T A AR O AN B2 fig
PR 5 R E HAR AL 00 8 RS o D e A5 B, 18
FH bR (5 Bl 2 H s U Bt . fln,
BN TR PR 2 A5 BEAEACHE B AR Bl iy (2, (HRAR
FHHTIFEAHIE X TR BRI e (5 5, 1t
WL AR RGN, Z R Z/N, HE
RIHREAER b AR B . PR B WARAL T X 1B X
5 ETETE A ST I 7 A 52 Y UE S . Nako 45
N (2015)R FH =544 AH 3¢ AL T 58 AN ] 48 8 2 1 %
S AR A SR A, SEG P A AR

SERIH N E B, B4 BEREEA LI
R BB —wk, P N2pe (N2 posterior
contralateral) & 3 1E 4 H A7 % £ 1 25 8] i B A8 A5
(Luck & Hillyard, 1994), 7£3C50 8% Hir 2 M
Ja, SlES 3 AR, ST EEGANH
FBE PR BRI Z BRI B . LA
[ HAREE — W . 38 RS =BT kW)
N2pe WA #EAT T XL, 24 H AR 1Y B AR 2 B
T SR, 5 — A AR T A RN AS =k
R N2pe PRIF AL, A2 RSCs v, BrinlZe s
B — WRAETR Y B AR R R, B E AR R ih
B R 8 SR o 45 5 & B H AR S — ok A I Al
JEPIIR 2 I N2pe A B3 2 5 L m s R
VLML 2 i, 5 — R RZATE 2T
BN f Y E AR AR T M 2 R DL iR TR U
BF, 5 — U ROIF B AR 1 £ RS i 09 H AR
B, WiAE)5 2L b B B AR B A IF i
SEAEA Y B ARBAR o X IR E RS B AR AR
JTIE, HIRZE R AT RE AN B i k&K . Baier
F1 Ansorge 7E 2019 4F 53 PR T S8 #E &
B 0 B R SR TR F s0R UE B,
25 A R RE & B F B 008 {5 B AR 1 H AR A
MR L T3 T SUMR 7 A 1 B AR AR 1 R AR
T, UG ST HARBOR T E, 1 AR B AT g
I A WA A% B A B (Baier & Ansorge, 2019), Sun
SN (2015) W53 5 36 AH OC A A A&l (1 dn, T
55 040 50 ) 2 75 BE 18 V0N AH I 0 1R B e 1 H AR
REM BT & 30, 1 B AT LUFE & A L R AE 1Y) 2%
R E BAE R, I H RS AR R B bR
AR 55 P A8 A 7 A 9 R AR A A 55 = B 1
WHBEES . RN 87 5 AR R X
{7 B BFFEAH T B AR BIAR 2220 (Daffron & Davis,
2015), —LERFFEE AT A& B T AE A 7 AR 28 A AR I A
] LIMK #3E {5 B (Balani et al., 2010; Daffron &
Davis, 2015,2016), &2, #t BRI KR, EE
BEM ALY e i SUAF B s, i BLA v X 21Y
PR3 7 B 0% (Hwang et al., 2011; Lupyan,
2008; Meyer et al., 2007; Moores et al., 2003; Nako
et al., 2015; Sun et al., 2015; Telling et al., 2010),

RATIEARE BN 5215 S SRR AE X AR AR
wysem, BN AERRSE h ERAT IR R SR
FRAEAR LS B 43 2 (Hwang et al., 2011), 7EFRATIHAR
FYFESE R, R R T RS h i SCRRIE EE ST 1Y,
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BEE LR A FEAT, PSR AE Y D3R8 7E S5 9Tk
e (de Groot et al., 2017; Hwang et al., 2011;
Nako et al., 2015), FEA 7 R 0 2 A B 15

S8 2 1 S B B0 WA A W 3K Bl LAk B E AR,
%ﬁwFﬁﬁﬁo
22 FEEBRSIEIZHXR
221 EERWEMETECIZHRER

FE B — BB AR T ARSI,

HAFAEM G RS 5] 52 J1(Olivers et al,,
2011; 5K% 4%, 2013; AEWEH 4%, 2020). 7R TAE
WA RFFRSAR A WL ZE /DT LB IS 20 gl
90 AR AT A A 42 AL L 24 T 5% (Desimone &
Duncan, 1995; Duncan & Humphreys, 1989) .

Duncan F1 Humphreys (1989)IA #3568 &R i3,

55 RS A VE IC 1 5 45 B AL ICAZ, BT
SEP T EAE] o RIS R B N S AT 55 AH DGR
TETE B AL SE TAEICAZZRAE, BIVE SRR 5] 51
(van Loon et al., 2017), X F =M 50421 5%
R, B 4% 2 0 B U AR B R IR A AR AR
e, L AE R F T AEIC 12 3R AE (Soto et al.,
2008). X — WA ARG T L KPR AT 3L
¥, Woodman Fl Arita (2011)R XM 4E 3R 1 5
(the contralateral delay activity, CDA) 5% T AE
I RE S SUERNE BRI, CDA MU #A N 2
W38 TAEICIZ S fes B v] SEF8 45 (Vogel et al., 2005;
Vogel & Machizawa, 2004), Z55 K ML RTI LR
CDA — B FREERIPATIE R, UL 19 P 5 1
TAEICIZH (Woodman & Arita, 2011),
— BB AR AE TAEICAZ v AAE it
ZABICIZIR, AH AT LLEOE BB AR Ei AR T —
A, HoAh 3 B AR K Bt S I AZ A AR AR A2
(Burra & Kerzel, 2013; Carlisle & Woodman, 2011;
Hollingworth & Hwang, 2013; Olivers et al., 2011;
Ort et al., 2017; Soto et al., 2012; van Moorselaar et
al., 2014, 2015). fildn, *FF B oS AR 1 8F 5%,
Houtkamp F Roelfsema (2009)3% F{5 546 B i
W B HU B B RIS AR A Y rposke Al 1+ T AR IR 12
rhoal DUFE il BB R, S50 SR DR A i
B ¥8 2 (rapid serial visual presentation), 7F¥E1T#
AT PR OB 5), S BE @6
SR, B NIR— RS (A SR ), BT
AR P A O B o R S 2 T
PTAR SR B o A7 R 45 R R A R T H 2

P8 R — AT H R 22, JF HAE A
SRR, Tie MR AT H G H
T A AR R A 0.9 3 1.1 Z 8], BEEHAE TAE
A R — AR o X T 46 4 AR 1 BIF 5%
van Moorselaar 55(2014) & B 241012 f 48801 (. 50
HA—Fhi, 5Z IR T e mr7Es S35
SN IS0, e A2 SR A B O A DAL e
SR DL E Y T PR B RIS D Y T 3B
MR R BT POBA B 2 5, wITE TARICC
AR AR A AR A it A — > HABBT 5T % 5
AH BB, A TARICAZ AL T DL JR] B A7 22
NE B (Ansorge & Horstmann, 2007; Beck et al.,
2012; Beck & Hollingworth, 2017; Hollingworth &
Beck, 2016; Irons et al., 2012; Kerzel & Witzel,
2019; Worschech & Ansorge, 2012; Zhou et al.,
2020), 4N, X F HARBAR B FSE, Beck 45 A
(Q012)FF5E T 16 TAEIC AL v J2 W) B i 45 95 4> H bR
R I 2 7E WA H AR 2 8] D) 4 ESE 5,
FORBORTE— 2P P SR R PR L R I H
W8 R A5 F), 7255 — 10 () I 45 58 4 ol
P 4 250 () I 45 2% 2R ) o 4 0 O B 2 X 7E [
45 2% Z% A RO 48 R AR PR A48 R 3 B 3
25, PR FEMT, ML T 83508
AR (REXE 08 [o] — R B B TR, A — Rl T €0 14 L
) I — G 8 R I TR 23 3G ), i (] 4 R
FAF T B AL LOIUF 48 R A RN, JF
Hfﬁﬁﬁ? SR BT X T LA TR A 25 S
XULBITEAR R AL S5 482 T, 12 TAEICAZh BE AT
I e 3840 1> AR A A, s AT L[] A 38 7 1
H FREHR - Grubert 1 Eimer (2015)3% ] N2pe 543
VR AR B IR AR, R IAENTUT 15 R P A~ B B
078 SCI E AR BT L S0 4 R SR I AS 2 T
H AR AR 1 5 4 A 2 B, M2 AN H AR AR Z
) AH .55 4 I 45 5 . Kerzel Fll Witzel (2019)%F i
0 H b 1 T8 SRR AT I i A B, B 4
RN R A Z AT AR 1520, AL
fCr ] DA AN Ik —A> ARSI . X T HE 248 54
RIBF5T, Hollingworth Fll Beck (2016) & ¥ TAEic 42
Ha] DR 1k — DRI, S thEORId
— PP ECE PR B R B, TEICAC SR B Bl
ST RS, e ESR BREN T IE 6
ARGt R LM, RGP T8
TR 5102 YA DL Y B2 — Fhid 2 R R,
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RN B B2 Shceh =02
LA MR . H DN TARICAZ A Y
BB R i . — LI, S RW
ANIH I AR I R 2, AR TE T
YEICIZ I EAR AR R A —1~(Burra & Kerzel, 2013;
Hollingworth & Hwang, 2013; Olivers et al., 2011;
Ort et al., 2017; Soto et al., 2012; van Moorselaar
etal., 2015), R, [FAFHERBATH L R—
NIH R RME MR AR Z, TP EED
N TARIRIC b Rl — i . lan, 5m4
B [8] B A AE AR ICACRT, BT TARICIZ BT R
AR, BEASBOARAT 2 05U T AR —
MR s 23 A R 920>, 3 T A5 B R BRI B A [
W, BARAE TAEICAZ i AL 7T 5. 234 7] I s
FT P, >4 AR [F] IO I, 7EZ S
M5 AR BT, TS SR B R A~ H
FHIE R AT H R IE I (Zhang et al., 2021);
PR A A DD, T R A
], RO FRAE 2332 B, 2 fff [a] i 48 &R
WAL H RCRAS T8 K — -0 H (Zhang et al.,
2021) T HAS[A) Aty 592 565 5t 7T RE S 36 AN (7] 45
SR S A (Fratescu et al., 2020), fEAF AR,
AR I AE TAEICAZ LS PR 22000, 24
AR 35 5 AR S5 AR SE R Rl i, 7E T AEICAZ
A B 4 R BEUR B T ORE 23 H L P D A AR
(Grubert & Eimer, 2020), i 4 H P —431HH T
1557 R 8 R R L e BT, B TAR LI 1%
B A %W L S 0D, J0 Wk T 2 A T AR AR
(Kerzel & Witzel, 2019),
222 FEERATREEEERMIZIZON SR

Iy — BRI, BRI AR AR A AE T AR
ICIC TR AT RE A E Y, (HOR B LT T ARG RAE S
[7] FAHR (Dube & Al-Aidroos, 2019; Hollingworth &
Hwang, 2013; Kerzel & Cong, 2021), tBAMFTEIA
g AR B S F TARICIZRIER & M, X
TN B S TAEICIZEAE T L4 3 (Carlisle &
Woodman, 2011; Kerzel, 2019), #X1fii Kong % A
(2020) Y WFFE R B, 1 AR A TAEICIZ I A 2
SRy, HEPEWIF AR 2, AT RBAETE
— AL AL TR AR TAEICC . R
ARZWEFR A, T BB LAAAETE TAEIC 1
"F(Berggren & Eimer, 2018a; Carlisle & Nitka, 2019;

Desimone & Duncan, 1995; Duncan & Humphreys,

1989; Sawaki & Luck, 2011; Shirama et al., 2017),
{2 — BRGNS B AR BT LU A s
it 2 (Carlisle et al., 2011; Cowan, 1995; Woodman
et al., 2013). 4 HARTEREA SCL0 1 T R AR
i, #RESASZENCICES W, i
A T REE AR AT 12 H (Woodman et al.,
2001), 124 BRI Z B AR fL AT, 3 B A AR A
FEFEAL S TAEIC1ZH (Woodman et al., 2007).
SR, AR F NN, B AN R84 i 3
HIA R RAFAE TARICICEE K igterh . Carlisle
FNQOID IS & B 1 AR A 01 ] & (R R 1
MoE TAEICAZ, (A5 24 B Wi % $I K R e 12
o fESEh, PR E RML R R R
f£55, B R BARFEILIL I, 7 REE M
H b4 m s it HAREE R, Bl T B A Wi m i B
PR thit, 455 R M 7E W B b4 5500 T
) CDA il & 5 B Ard R 2544 T 1 CDA #R i i1)
P, UL R H bR i SRAEER AR5 25 L5 T A
igfer; WP EE R T B B bR R L,
KRIBERE S0 A EAT, CDA W2/, Bl
Wil 5 E R MRS, FAAEAE LS8 TAR 12 it
Wt BB EHE . AR 25 R 32
BT X — % P (Grubert et al., 2016; Gunseli et al.,
2014; Reinhart et al., 2015; Reinhart & Woodman,
2014a), B4, Grubert 25 A (2016)HIWF5E 1, 74
MR TF RS G PORER —Fh . PR ek =FpaT
Ry Birsifa, POt S R RIS R TR I
s Hbr, EHaEERRh, 5ERMHEC
M LR AW, SOk, B
BRIk Z M & kAT, LR LN
CDA Jl.43 7€ B b5 36028 Ak i v h 22 LU 7E B0
18 AR PR, - H CDA AR B & Bt
JeAZ A Ao B BT G i, 0B H bR e a0k (B AR b
fF, AS[R] B AR AR AR 2 (8] W] BEAEAE VI, 1 B AR
FEREAE TARICAZ T, i B b5 Wk ] 48 22 B
FEREAE TAE I o B T BRAR 2 /03 o 2 56 75 3|
Kptigtsrh . ik i — W8 BB Tk — & 3,
M R WA B AR 0 Horh—Aag, BRI E bR
By 2 B2 1Y, T BRI 2 1T LA Ak S AR i E
TAEIC 2 (Berggren & Eimer, 2018b), Woodman
S5 N(2013)4F P170 A K icAZ b 9 45 B AR
S EH IR R, Wi X) Carlisle 55 A (2011) 5T
BREHe LM, WA CDA K, [FIFULLEE]
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P170 iRMESE I, 7E AT BA S 22 A RIS b TR
W, BEE BRI ER, P170 W4 R IR 2
B, BT B ARSI TT LU RS B I
0129 iy (Reinhart & Woodman, 2014b), i3 B H
TE PRI T B AR AR B AT 25 P R, S 2 L5
AR, VR AT B8 4 SIAE AR TE M Ah A2,
B4 F AR AR, AETE TAEICAZ A 1 AR
R BB, 2 B AR, AR H bx
R 2 18] AT BEAF7E DT, Bt I 12 X — Fh A Al
PR RS ), BB AR b o SR,
H A5 i AR W] LAt A A B2 R
FRZk A HARBAR TF5T, 5 4Bt A6 L 18
F ] LN ARSI B B g i rh il 2
RS R o

AR WG B VR R A AR AT BE BAT AN ) 9 A7 Bk
B, A BIBESE B E AR ARG 8 1 B AR T
0 288 T 3 5 1 3 T B AR A X AN A B, 7T DAL 5 ()
— RN A FEEAR, B2 mE N i
MR 23 Bt A 14 28 AR AT AN W TR R A 1 P 2,
RAETRE, B2 ORFF A 1T BN AL,
DA K 28 S0 Y W 1 AR AR 1) A7y O 7 R A 2 )
H bR A2 AR 2 AT R iE o o
23 MEBRHEFEERERE
2.3.1  BAREREI1ERHLE

TEAR 584 2R A B rp, AN B 9 0 AR i
b= WS &IPS i 7 /B U 11 TS B 3 7 O i
RRCR o T B AR 1948 28 95 2805 K 31 P il
TEENUE 35 HARAYARSCAE B A& e i
{5 B.(Won & Geng, 2018), £ KR 57 ih EE K
TR, B0 H AR B R AE AT L 2o 1 58 AH SCJR e
RS B Sen T, B AR R e R H AR Y [
W, WSS HAREA M RERIE R T 8o
ij%ﬂ"]iiﬁ,*%(Desimone & Duncan, 1995; Treisman &
Gelade, 1980; Treisman & Sato, 1990; Wolfe &
Horowitz, 2004); 7EX} & # MWF5Eh, K IHHSAF
TEA& — R T I A R pLd, RERS 4R S R AL
R (Cunningham & Egeth, 2016; Gaspar & McDonald,
2014; Gaspelin et al., 2015, 2017; Noonan et al.,
2016; Sawaki & Luck, 2011), Pk, HAREARFI4H
Y AT ARREAE FEL A 2R o AR F RS B R 4
BEARHR RE fE HE1 28, (H2 e AT n] AE th A 1] 9 AL )
e AE I (Zhang et al., 2020), I HL 61 7T 2L gk 57
T BE AL AR B A5 v i B A ) AL AT

], 3 H b A E 0 R 2 o0 7 i (Chelazzi et al.,
2019), X— WS A3 BN HISH 2B R0 S 4 BF 5
B KB, £ )5 JZE (right posterior temporal
cortex, pTC)IX ik & 1iF 5 & I # 1& 2 15 8.,
REMZ AL U H Fr 1Y 18 & (Reeder, Perini et al., 2015),
A [ T0 i (anterior superior parietal lobule)Z 5 T
H b5 A AR X AT 55 A 5C 45 AE /Y9 & iE (Peelen &
Kastner, 2011). FZJZ o $B G 3] 685 W HIME 55
TR ITCHITIRE, B INAT 55 A1 G bl 220 2%
%P4 K (van Diepen et al., 2019), Reeder %5 A (2017)
K TSI BE % S 4R AR BORWT 5T 1 WIRLE iR X 5 $H 468
BOAR B AE R G, 204 R I H bRk Fi46 45
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2014; Suzuki & Gottlieb, 2012), ML LI K
AEAETE RS 2R, DART R W PR R AR,
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1o FE SRR 1 BIF 9 S 30 T A 2550 7 4 i AR
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557 IR RSOOSR A, SR kM
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B8 M, PR, X AR AR 1Y 5 2t
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TEXT T B IR AL E S, 2R E
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410 i S35 23 8]V B (Beck et al., 2018; Beck &
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N, CHTESE FAT 55 Z TSR 0 B A5 BN, XA
RO AT B & 32 5 H#4V (Schonhammer et al., 2020);
MY RAT 55 2RI R FHIE S BN, T HRRE Y30
7] 58 5 3= 5 H 7 (Arita et al., 2012; de Tommaso
& Turatto, 2019), F I, FERFKWFFEH, 7T LR
B 5 2 118 92 56 Y0 OB RR AR 2 ) 7 8 AT 00 8
T DG P AR5 AE A7 JEL A 2 8] 4o AR EOMERE A 00T,
AT LR IR SGE S 0R  IR Sk, ik — P45
FEAR AR AE 43 50 5L T W AR B A 4 i ik 2 b f
FEHHIF I

3 REMREE

TEASETE AR NTENL R B, F2A
I 5, BaE 8 AT 55 g or T R BARR
AR S b, F AT SE 3BT A BeAs LB 15 S
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RV E:
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g £ 328 A T Z £L /0, i HAE R Z 80 i =
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(% 37 13 2 (Alfandari et al., 2019), BB LA
IR A AR 429, Hout M Goldinger (2015)
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The internal mechanisms of attentional templates in facilitating visual search

WANG Zile, ZHANG Qi
(School of Educational Science, Minnan Normal University, Zhangzhou 363000, China)

Abstract: The visual searchability of organisms has a crucial survival significance for adapting to a
complex environment. Attentional templates can enhance relevant information and suppress irrelevant
information to find the target quickly during the search task. Recent studies indicate that it is not clear
whether the process of establishing attentional templates is based on semantic or visual feature information.
Moreover, attentional templates can be stored in both the working and long-term memory, and there are
differences in the neural mechanisms of different types of attentional templates. Future research should pay
attention to how the internal information is transmitted during the establishment of attentional templates, the
neural mechanisms of attentional templates in different populations, and resolve theoretical disputes about
the suppression mechanism of rejection templates.
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