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KAEEEHEREETERHR P M IHHE

2 ;M zre! T or' K ORS HER
(CRHEITE 2 0 BB, 2 2 ST SR A5 T S % TV 2 B 5 AT R B SEe ;
P R R S ) R A SRl S A, R 300387) (¢ EIRREBE KL B R,

JE5T 100049) (K E O F AR I TE KB BF 24 B, KREE 300222)

1 § EEMEAAREZTLOHIRTRHRERACRMEREZGOAL, EL LGN EHEES P, £5E
F 32 B (cACS)#E ’Wﬂﬂ/zz&mmz AR E]#Tk)(%ﬁ‘]llﬂ_ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ']ﬁii ot BT e Ae T, IR
cACS E/iaé#izk‘#’éﬁﬁvl#m% BT RIEERKAIRA LR, TR ERAFREN S, @it
ARAREE, A cACS WIHERM-B . cACS #mw Li3&E & cACS 'T/l?)ﬂﬂ‘fé']/%'i«%ﬂuﬁ#/\ﬁ@a%'f/i LA 3R P ey
cACS #ydm THLH . KRBT A H 269 ACS, R EAH cACS Im T £ F AL EH ACS v Lit
REHATH I,

KR /ie'ifhzt E S %“ , cACS

HES B4

1 3]

AL SRR H o 6 4 K LA 9
BT ST S5 AR £, K AT
S AR B, HERR A L BT R %
FIRERE B AL T R O A 0
R, 15 £ 55 B X MRICR FL S M attentional control setth
SETE B, EI0EE T B (Folk & Remington, Y9, ACS XHFR M TEREMRM (attentional template),
1998; Theeuwes, 1992). BIUISHH MRS, falory  C e o) TS HES HRAMIL,
S T ML S i ORI T 5 F LI A, Jef T
WIS, M, bum sty s ACS BT SIERERIHOGIL, P 66
AR A LT AT L s O RBRREIIURIT, il s
SRl FILLE HAR . ACS A (T 55 % R £3)

HE AR C RS, LU R gy (TR D SE S SR ) ok W
WE TS A FTiFRiRr, s g i (Giammarco et al., 2021), Luck % A (2021)%} 1548
AT AN B R R A AR R pre- 10 PRI ALR P EAOBLACIEAT RS, A
attentive) B B, 5 SALIOE R, HoE 4kt = O T N = I N TR R (RN R A= P b e M N
T ERREG B R, A OO BRI ORI S RIEON A £

B, AT LA SO A ) G A0, R

VR B ;. 2021.05.13 EAARE 228 [ i R AT Bl e H

o R P G (RIS 2021Me03377), 2 OME, MR E S DY 9L, BT

FET P L SRl MR S0 H (TIIX21-001). PL2xZ 80 2 [ R b A T8 i (Wang: &
BEEHA: %, E-mail: yanghaibo@tjnu.edu.cn Theeuwes, 2020),

il

BUE MBI E b, AR RS M AE
545 35— 25 T.(Theeuwes, 1992), & ik
A BN I A A, R Y05 E
PRI JE AR DE RO, S3 O A 2 = (Folk et
al., 1992), Folk & A(1992)82 H, Mk Em
B2 € $(attentional control settings, ACS)HRAE
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VWP R, T 4B 1Y B AR SUIE P #T
SRR ACS, WS 75 (Kiss & Eimer,
2011). Ej‘i@(Folk et al., 2002; Lamy et al., 2004)%7,
I LLICTE BARIEEE R 1% ACS (feature-specific ACS,
fACS), BRT fACS b, HIFZWFFTIES T AL
RN Bk B R AATE R S Y ACS
(category-specific ACS, cACS; Wu et al., 2013;
Alexander & Zelinsky, 2011; Yang & Zelinsky,
2009; Reeder & Peelen, 2013; Peelen et al., 2009),
Yang Fl Zelinsky (2009)ERBR7E H F A4 16 H i
i R AR, SRR, BARBRUBIESER,
1B H 02 2 3tk BB 2 I (Y AR 23 W 5 | T R, RS
T AL I AT LU TR BIME B . Reeder Al
Peelen (2013) R s RME=, 450 AWM, MR
FE R & T8 — 2, 52 i PR T [ 26
UL cACS TEAL G4 R AN E R e Fead Fe v /R o
cACS Szl 1 H Ay -5 o i) 7 245 T 0 T A AR 1
S, JF HOGTE TR 28 12 E Bom T,
I, RSO EEERVTA BN E) cACS W E
AR FZA

TE R 2R, A0 i 1
A F R — ik, (HRETESR B R EXF e
AT KM 2N EERARNES, B
VLA 85 9 /0 £ L S48, A AT B o b 23 Bc A
TR UL N AT S Wi A 4 i R 3% (Reeder & Peelen,
2013) [Al}, 28500 T 02 B 5 A Fi i 2y fn T,
SFFATEY S L2 R A I RS A5G (Peelen
& Kastner, 2014), SLIEMMRARLL, EiET
A AR 22155 B2 5 AT 255 B AT Y
PEFEFINN T . 3ok o i o B ) R ok
TELR SR R 5 SR ] (4 AT v L B
fER oy 155 o I, BEAEEEM LR cACS
MV B TAIL], AALREAE B R B 3= & mi AR
T A AR G Y BEIE B9, 340 AR B e AR S 0
SRR ARG G, X SR By A 7 A I AR AR
Fdg s, HA SR ENE SO A . A<
HFEAGUIE, Xt cACS WITERBBL in T 58 K&
H R R A I 25 0 ik DGR AT 28R FIg,
M 5 I 42 1 cACS TETE R 3 5 in AL,
R RS,

2 EKIEBEHEBHERME
CACS 7 T R is 78 i MR 6 5 B 2 1 112

XF T HAE B BU 42, AMUBEEARTY cACS fE
FHR B E R, 6 BRAE AT W) 3% AT 3 A v R4 3R
FROAT R, LAEXTT cACS BIE R B B A e
i, R A ACS 7ERIM I Z T . HlE0n T
NGB . RSB B iR, E,
AT cACS VERIB B i 22 5 AU A4 2 R
KSR .

1% 45 ¥ P (Theeuwes, 1992; Folk et al., 1992)
N, ACS STERIFE MG RAIEM . 87, B
KM, ACS AAUER TN TG B B, 84
FE AR B R AR AR B bR 8 AT BT
(preparatory activity), Grubert F1 Eimer (2018)7 H
RIS EREZ FLR, SREKA, BR
WA EW A, HEERFFRAGIE T WEM N2pe
(FEB B 5] & B 0k, 558 E B
%), VA ACS AT LIFE B A5 3 Z 17 100 56 B0 o
Grubert Fl Eimer (2020)%& 3, ¥ & 5t v fE [l i
TG £~ fACS. 1Lk, Grubert 55 A (2017)i8 Kk
W, AMRE K EERBEAMRMGEE, ACS
£X7E 100 ms AT PR I R0, 72 SemE R
PEEER B, ACS M E T - AT, BRI
B BTG 5 R OE RE T ILTE cACS h, X AT
fE2xZ 3 cACS BIE XMW m . QR cACS ¥
R ZERE B, IRA T4
1 EACS K48, AT LA AT 24~ cACS BT ;
WA cACS iR REMNNITaIAGER, B4
TG 2352 B TARICIZ A R 20, 8 1245 =T
H cACS NI #E 47 HO0E - 7] LTI A 2, Bl
AL 5 RN R B RN, A AR R I B
ot . MM TR —MREIE, cACS THIHE 1Y A
() FT BE <427, RS BT AT RE S HE)S .

WG S, ACS 2ER T 4R RAE S . 4 H
FraE AR, 5 cACS PSR AE 1215 3
PLAe iy m, PAERERK, 5 cACS ARILELHY
IO 25 22 BN . SR, cACS TEAE S5 h i H
W B SRR AW . — 71, ATFRIAHR cACS
ER PRI RTEZN B, E8S Hinm e
F80 R O E A7 00 S8 18 FIN T-(Kiiss et al., 2008;
Lien et al., 2010), Battistoni 5% A (2018)iz JH ki
[l (magneto-encephalo graphy, MEG)>k % 2% 3 T
FHNME BB 1 R K s 0] S i i Tl i . 25
WRM, TEHEIG 240 ms B, SAFEESE
A E] H AR E, 1 180 ms B gt T 48 5¢ A 251 H
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BB A o X, B RN B R S A
RN, ZIEA 234735 H AR R0 E 07,
cACS I TR B e A= AE A0 25 R B 22 i 00—
Jrifi, AHFTEINK cACS %A 7 ) A L [ i T
B o FER It 2545 Y (delayed disengagement model,
Theeuwes, 2010)IAR, VMR AEI 5 B2 b
FREER N Y, Toit A5 BARAEOE, 1 i
Y25 30 SR, ACS MUAE FIH D o A6 T I 1Y) B
B, ACS A iy N5 H bR A UCEE 4 8
5 LR I L R B R T B 5 AR O 1 il
P b, Contini %5 A (2017) i, ME S E
KF, ARAKE BYRHERAE 5| 5 91 B TR R TE
R B, T 900 1Y 28 B R AE 5 | = 1y T 2 L
U A AE RS BT B

B BN T B8 (two-stage selection scenario,
Kiss et al., 2013)iX K& F1 cACS YEF M BRI T &,
IS cACS YN TBE 23 & A e R B BL,
W R AT IR B . 7E R g A
AT 55 FRIE 2T BUAS [F Y ACS 3 & A I FRRAIE 38
B, ZE R ILE I T, 24
ACS SHFATHEA, Xof A T A 8 3 T 4
iHJ . Eimer #l Grubert (2014)%H T BGH RAT
%, 4 B A SON B RRIE R IR AR 1 25 5 (11
WE AT, ZORBARTERHAE 53 VEBC Y 53004
SR B B bR, 45 R A, HEEIE KA
250 ms, B 5 KA 2 VLIS 6 230 B 51 k)
N2pe Z FIZE T H bR T 51 & 1 N2pe, SR T, HE
B 250 ms ZJ5, HERA N2pe KTHR4PCHEE 43
P N2pe Z Ml X R, 7ERI(250 ms)XEif
FIEAR AL B RRIE ACS A S IF P47 hn 1
i 7E 5 BB Be(250 ms 2 J7)Hifl fACS #4645
— IR ACS RIATER, HAZEMG PR
fACS 1Y BARARERE 5| & BN 1T g ], 45 2R
SCRET PR BOI T8

A, HIFR A, PR B TES A E
HATFETRIEAFEEMT, Wb H T 5T 2500
RN Jenkins %5 A(2016) % B, TEE REHE
i %ok Bk A 2 AT R AP AT I T, Wu
5N (2016)45 B r 8 SCH B R AR AN B 28 Y
GEA N AR TR, SR, R BE6
5 FACS FIF B cACS N7 AR, W30 B Be Wi i
ACS HHTHAIEZm BHER R . Wu 45 A (2020)
204 B AR SO B B FDE RN 1 45 &

(AN BE (O /<08, 455 & B, F W o B W
cACS AT LIl 7 4 A, X DG IE B 0 B it A7 1
FE 7 (N2pe, 220~260 ms), FFXF A JE B i) il B /R 4T
HEEAME (P, A OWXHN G & B IER, 5
A5G, 290~330 ms), ZJ57E M O i BB By
HEATEA N B AR IR . XUESE T cACS fE
KBS ACS SR T LR SR B B sz AR
FETE I B BERE A0 T, S R Y B TR e P A
THEZIEE,

VLA IE Y AR LRI B T ¥ e, HH
B e SRR B T B (N« B G BE), S
JE b 4SRRI I BB AT 55k T 1 T R R
BN, DR RE 6% 76 U HEAT 20 S ARAE N T, AERE
WA AT EATLE . SR, MR HF AT
R Z NG BN 2T, ATREE A AR
B, KM, BREEERER), IWVHBEAR 2 LI
50w 0 A (R B AT O AR R, R B
ST RRAE 8 T2 AR AR AR R R e . ST fe/ TR
FIHISE M (Kim et al., 2019), MATT fELAR i 4 B
MR 455K, RiGHERE ACS M T )7 X (Bisel
et al., 2018; Ort et al., 2017), FEZRHIERIT5F,
WA E AR I 5, AT LK 280 9% 43 S AN
[) R AIE FY) 21 G, 38 2k I B T 5 i 4 08 48 R
W BRI AN B 4, W02 080 28 01) 1) 4 1A MR
BRI b R ] (Y, AR RS A
S i TR ) R DL B AT R ) AR R W H AR
e PHIE S B SN0 IR 7/ E SR 8 B3 /309
A/ ESEl Kl TR B TN 7/ Bi o B e =1 i s o B
B, DAt Ergch st s Bon. Bk, Akwsear Lt
ANRIEZ ZAREE R cACS Ay TR AN 2 8 T A58 =t
ATERT, DAGAR X 28 5045 20 TAE xR cACS
Jin B B PR A

3 EiEFSEHESHMIEE

MHBEAFETWEREEREL, YEEER
R4 0 BFR g E SR 2 RIEM S B, &8
MZ A ACS (Cho & Seok, 2018), A[EHY ACS 2=
FEAEAE FHALEE (weight) I+ 11 25 5 (Weidner & Muller,
2009). 5|51 KA (Guided Search model, Wolfe,
2007)IN A, AT 45 52 Y H AR 0 A 5] 8 v 2 98 &
“fiseE = (priority map), ¥ ESRIEILFEE X
PN SR b @i pviot < /51 1| I Y ) ol 3 B W AR S
BN ENZES . 45 A 8 (dimensional
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weighting theory, Memelink & Hommel, 2013)1A°H,
B TR SEIE AR, LE SN TR AT A A R v
WHETERENESR

PIEWF I kK , MEE LE, cACS #1 fACS
FEAEI TR R 22 5 . BARBIZERINHE, AR
P RRIZEGR/NAFZE R Z R cACS BIff
EMTIREMZES . WAFE cACS Min T5RE 2%
SEIEAT A, AT LRI E B 2 R gk 2 B
5HAGE BAFE BRI EZR, @&
W cACS JE Wi FAMRLE B S E e 5 it AT
AR B AR R .

e, ERNEAKTFMERER, EH5]SE
B TR cACS 5 AKK 1) fACS #7761 T.58
BE R 22 R, MR ERE LAY B AR I RFREE
B HARRERAEAS 2 . Yang I Zelinsky (2009)%
W, AHXT TARAESY F, S8 R Y SN I 2 S
. Malcolm 1 Henderson (2009) % PL7E PR 5L 5t
HE AT S R CUF R R R HEAR) T ZH
RIS TH] LU HEA TR AE 48 % LA AR ) I B4 . W
45 A (2016), Wu Fl Fu (2017)UL &30, 7EIES P05
RS, 2% B ARG 8 2R 17 36 58 F it 5
FRAS DE e Jg AT R, FACS AN T 50 B 23
F cACS [N TR, Nako %5 A (2015) % ¥, il
B TR RAE G| T 1 R AR R I B Y
RE&ER., Wu FQ013)WAM, LM TR
KRR, BARUAES R E N N2pe, {HH
WEE KTt B B R I R R BRI
N2pc. cACS [ L3R EE 4 ACS T 55 7] GEA ™ Fh
R, — RNy, fACS SARYE 41078 s
B B YRR AR B — BT 2 LUHERR 430,
1M cACS 7151 = i SRR 55 1% st r — M
T ZFPRRAE Y B AR 00 H bR, E R T BARE
iR & MK BHEZ AR I R 28 B A5, & ff
HORBEAR &7 1) 5 28 AT 55 A 56 19 B AR E A7 DE L,
T3 cACS B FEBIMCREE; 7 —FRBaA
g, FER T ARRAE X FRAE S BRI B, FAER
T 1 RAE A A 00, AN BEIE U T 1) 5L
Bt . X FPBR I cACS 1E5| S IE ZILE AT 4 H
BR80T 5% 8 55 F fACS 19,

2, ARJEMR cACS TEM TIRE s
EES, BRI RRISIELERE, g,
TEAR . KNG, Forb, BiEAEY TIE R (Eimer &
Grubert, 2014)F1 5 R4 72 jl(Nako et al., 2016)

R R B BRI E, 5] Wil %
MRCRAM I S . Eimer % A (2014) K3, MATESE
T4 2R B 23 TR A R AE Sk IX ) B AR 5
308, T 5546 A AR AE (B AnJE AR 5 | 2 0 2
HYRE T B — 201, B cACS (N L5 B i i
WHHALR R cACS I TiREER, Wu 55 A
(2020) B IE 173X — R, Z5R A, HrEBEGH
FAES R A T B cACS FIIEAR cACS i,
Bt cACS AN T3 BE 0758 o 3X 16 I, & 24 A2 31
15 B2 il T8 B A [0 1 7= A i 58 B 1Y) 22 5
cACS MVERIt 2 i BAR MY J8 Ml E (i ta . JB
REIEATRER AN T .

8=, R R/AMLZFEm cACS [N T.58
. BERBNTH N Z, BERECESBET
o UEBHZE BB, cACS BN T 35 FE 53k (Wol fe,
2012; Yang & Zelinksy, 2009), Wolfe (2012)% i,
FONmH L, R AR, H 8RR 52
BRI AR FR o BRI, A B IT 25 AN S
KNI cACS TR B = £, Wu 58 A
(2013) & Bl BE FVEC7 P A /NS 51 B AR 5] &
B N2pe A & 25, Wu % A Q016)th A, A
R A5 RAE S| S R, PAENER
AR BA W2 25 57 KRN K/NE AR cACS
BN T 58 BE AT BE AL ELARAT 55 K B B8 bn A Ko 7E
TR 93 EE 1] B BE(N2pe 46455 Wu et al., 2013;
Wu et al., 2016), ZEH NI H SHEATFA7 457 /1
SR B0 TR R R E 1, 2SR K AT R
SN TSR . SR, 6B I B B Be (T 7
A Y BN IR E] ;. Wolfe, 2012; Yang & Zelinksy,
2009), KANIHN I H TS, IFS TAEIEIZ
T H AR AT AR IR ELX, SRR 2B RN &0 )R
o AT A R

S0, ZRBIMZHA S cACS BN T 5%
BE o RPOE BRI R B, R0, M T
A, TR, SRS, MRS, g
PEBRSS . Maxfield F1 Zelinsky (2012)INH, AHHEE
JZ 2 (superordinate-level) 25 JI] Fll — /% (basic-level)
24, 1K )2 & (subordinate-level) 25 HI/E hy £k & it
REME T Ar b 5| F I R, B IRE R A
KF M, BRI RAOR . Wu % A(2018)
i 16 MK A FIAREE B R AR, Hib g
A RMERE PR R, S35k 8 A A HESE R
REY/NER, LB o) 5 X 48 i H AR A 2 51 ik
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PRI, 255 B, ST HEHEPE B AR /N0 i 38
28| % B N2pe K . Bravo # Farid (2009)4 & .,
R ARG, m R RN RA R A5
SR, KANRZERXT cACS KR ]
AERZ A G AL EE KA O, AIRJZ R 2 3k
FEVE R, S I A R AE KOS T, TR
S TR 2 I A Tk i, T i S A
AU, TR ETES . FHit, B%XF cACS
SR RZ IR, AR T AR R ARAE 5 20AE S T
R 25 5 T RN . AR A RS B2 1 )2
PSRRI, D0 B R R

Z5 1 RTIR, cACS FEG I AR HEA T 2 1) M
TN, W7 B8 S H 52 2 00 30 4 10 2 A AR,
W] BE ST B N RRAE A AR, H A0 B U Y PR
i, [ R A ACS 2l H i T g B A 5
(Berggren et al., 2019), #f cACS il T-38 B (5% 1
K E, HHik k5 2 i W 5802 ORI A
JE& BT 55 BOR SR AN SR M Rk HEAT IR T, R K
AT 255 o 3k S5 2 ) K 1 o T 2 5 At
B, fACS 23R T cACS, Hifh cACS &R T
B HECBIR . KN cACS, K21 cACS
PR R EHN cACS, 1M, A cACS AN T.5%
JE 1) 22 5 0T g B i) S 5T 28 il B R Ty
3o AR B AR T A, A
HIMRIE(ACS . BRI cACS il Lok
B R R, WRINE SR BEA T HA A
(7 AT, TR A5 T H A W 1
BOBM: . KNSR cACS I 58 B 1Y 2L
HE . B, AR M RFSE T LU %2 55 B 4141
T RATHIRA B 2L, LR R [ 5 i
RESR,

4 FAEBEHEDRHENX

cACS finTid b, MR E S EMREATE 5 1%
SCUIFE A B AR RAE, T A ETIC 2
PRI B LSRR S48 R AT 55 BRI TR L,
R A 15 R R U5 0 S s o, DTS H A 5 530
WIEATIX O3, S AT R S S ok A, A ) fii
X2 5A50M T AR B E %, By
INFIHE A O, 1R300 ) vh 7 53 3R AE 5 S0t 73
ZE# U (Buschman et al., 2012; Meyers et al., 2008;
Braunlich et al., 2015), Antzoulatos 1 Miller (2011)
P T 20 2 2] B 4y 28 aod A8 v SOIR AR (striatum,

STR) 5 Hi# iz /2 (prefrontal cortex, PFC)IAEH .
BEREB, TEXHF TP, PECE S T NEA
TR A G T 0 I R B R A T A R
2 W )G, FARNMRIEHHITH B, STR
BEEEM . A, B EESS T LRI
A 26 A5 B (AR 98 25 W) {5 ) (Shadlen &
Newsome, 2001; Freedman & Assad, 2009) .
Swaminathan il Freedman (2012)% ¥, T2 5
TG EREG U ZIR N S . BRI 4
M2 5T Rk B, B A28 )
LT B, 2 R TR 4% A TR T 26 ) S
5, MEINARZEHER, 2R KB T B3
b, FEAEFWEZHTN S5, Hik, &G 05
J% B4 Bl iz 3l [X (supplementary motor areas, SMA)
FIHLHG - (precuneus) 2> 5 5 28 1 43 2 s B i) 3k
B 5 R A AU (Wenzlaff et al., 2011), &5
TSI R, A2 L8 (left superior temporal
sulcus, ISTS)FIRES 5 THL 558 & W HARZEH 5
AN (A b 25 M (saliency) Il O T LE st 72, BI2 5
T AR b ORI R A E R i TS
sk 2 7 A9 9 & (Corradi-Dell'Acqua et al., 2015),

M cACS 5l FIEEHATWIL RIS, SRS
PR 55T R B G2 AR, LAk 3 5 % H
Fr A AR I T o o R . B IREBE R 2
(object-selective cortex, 0SC)5 cACS WI/EHT N
I o Peelen 55 A (2009) 2 3R Wk 76 K B 35 h 49
I E IO\ FE), BRER, BB E
(ventral temporal cortex)Fll OSC F 1% f o, MR
AN R 288 ) Bsf i DX AR, 25 77 A B AT R S M ) 9
A AZRM RN, IiXIE R T 8 R A
KHBOG B, BORMRREN, MBS H
FIREAH KGRI, Peelen il Kastner (2011)
FET MBLR RN IONE RS, SR E,
AN LA B AR 2R R AN HE AT BR &R B, OSC
WRILH T 2R M aE B, X FEH OSC 1
T RE 8 A 14 X 28 500 B AR A s, Py ) i 0
(medial prefrontal cortex)V] BE 1 548 FiX fh H -
M FRINT . A, Peelen A Kastner (2011)if%
L OSC MG S AT 55 RILEL IEAHE, VI 51155
FIE A, FTRERYAFREE OSC HilZ w25
HRAHXE, VI 5EMMWRHEE B AHCEE, Ui
R FRAE B BOTE AR T2 B AR AT . BRJS,
Seidl 55 A (2012)i8 UEH] T OSC a4l 4300 v it
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HEAE . AT 55 BRI TE B R 8 46 251
B, IR = Hbs . A rEd o
P (E— MRS BRI R BiR). 4R A,
AEXS TP RE ), OSC S R =X P 0 2 o
Z BFRZEHINME B, o OPIZE R B

ZE LR, cACS 7EIE MK A7 T,
T2 KX M4 S 5 15, 16 cACSEHZ
B, T BTN, S T I R Kk
JH R DU (10 2 > (A T0E Do 6% ) B 48 (STR) . 2R B
(R G 5 DR SR (T L 250143 28 R B AL AT (SMA il
G AW DN < € I 1 0 N =8
(ISTS). X4 cACS KA:MEHRS, FFEILMAHAAAR
IHEAZ T R 28 B R, OSC 5 1 0% A6 1 1Y
cACS I 74T HARVEEE A3 Wp Ml 3 7 . SR,
OSC MEEHE 2 5 1F BEABH K, 0SC #iF
M % (PFC, FEF, IPS, TPJ 25 ({1 i i AN i 28,
A FE AT UE S i A B 29, @ &
YIS FIAMR 250 (W . RAEI L HR K,
NN T cACS il T 1 A 99 25 8435 15 B,
DAL ST cACS Fh i 0 25 A5 3

5 REE5RE

PRS2 2 B SE A ) 280045 B RB I Y B 3
T A A T B4 R Rk B . Y Hbrag X
RN, R R G AT U B R R 0 T R
FER(cACS), LiA T A CHK, ARSCEEH cACS
BN ML . 28, cACS BERSTE I L R A ETvE
T B2 A5 8 AT TG (0SC), i i 2
SR FR R . SR RIS, cACS BRI XT
H b SO P A /7RI T X FL(NT, PL ST,
B4 (PFC, LIP %5)Z 5 T3 Wd R, A&
M g ASTS)Z 5 T A LW T 5 A T kg
Gidt. 5 BArE LIRE AR RE Y 5| & R
R(N2pe BLAY), TG H bR SCRDT RS Rl 2351
FAEEMEI(Pp BN, 2 cACS EA T ER
55 I, 1 R 0 58 B 2% 52 3 B brg LIS ]
JEE@ TERE) . NI E KN 2R
SRR, LN, W H AR E LR cACS,
T2 JBYEEIE B cACS 2300 <7 F 0 T 24 4
P, A SR S B I B B, R 2R RAT
% T 21 cACS eI R A B—1> cACS, FFX T
VEICAZILIE (CDA 1853 Be S5 1o AU (IE Aff 5 71
NEHF, SMA FIBZHT 2 5) = A5 M . AR A

AF 50 2R3 42 ) A A AR b VR AT T
T, HEA — LB E e, ARedE— BT

TG, BR ACS 4b, UIMETRR R T HH 4t
(template for rejection), TEEAHERIEN T,
TR ARG T LIARYE AR B b 0 40 ] 5 2w 1 Jag 1R B
BB AR AR, DLt 3 S i 43008 0 SR 4 (Gaspelin
& Luck, 2018; Kim et al., 2019; Chang & Egeth,
2019; Moorselaar & Slagter, 2019; Gaspelin et al.,
2019). AT, HAT AT S BT 4 )
TS, B AR A REE AT o FH 48 AR 75 2R
BN B IR, AT B4 00 45 ) R 4R w4 0 )
Y73 2 4] (Berggren & Eimer, 2020b), ACS FlIfE
Y RARTEA PR, BTN B RGE AT E
R b E AR A Y 8 X 430 ) e A 4 o
Thhe, TRAPAN TR E SRR IR R
781 ACS RIE I TT 20, I B RGBS R IR
T AN TR M, fETCEE B IA H AR B PE Yy, AE62 I8
of F A G R HERR S 08, AT AE A TAE
ICALTEER, AL R TN Rk, SR, FE AR
VT BRI 52 25 A5 R 7 A, AN S W 5300 W)
MRHIE, B E L KE WS AL, Mk
>J BT 1 ) 15 4 AR T RE B R ) 2 — b 2T 1B Ak T
EERGERERE, ARIBEFE R BELE R —1T:
5 h gl H AR A3 0 W AR RN, AT D)k —
AR ACS SR A BUARE LA ROV FH 3 R 1 22
S, A TE AR P H AR RS 400 W o AR
PR

Hyk, DAEFFREAXT cACS M THLH i
T THT, HIFEA X ARZERL cACS #H1TX
5o TR IRA MR AMIE R, cACS AT LLJr Ay Tl
SMETIEAN, B THEN cACS B 5E
SR8 & M S 4 B Y 200 B AR (Wyble et al.,
2013), fldn, TR R T IE, 2
A TR AZ v T R R B AR BT A 5 4
AIHE, 5050 5 20 B A AN 3T H DE RS,
cACS &5 FEEHIT BIREEE(Wu et al., 2016),
BEAS BT R 2 ST R 4521, TR I T Ak Y
cACS MIEMHERKIHCIZM S5, Ioh, T
B CcACS T R BT H i AL, WUH [ 4
R R, IS THFEE Z AA MBI, R
HOR ] BE S T [% (Berggren & Eimer, 2020a), 3T
JRAI cACS AT 55 SR8 2%y SR A 21 1y 2 1)
HAR(Wu et al., 2020), JFEEIZ 2 5] ih R |
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LR RAE, Y000 R 5 12 D A B R AE AR B
i, cACS 2N A EJE T Hbra L2, 5]
TR HAE T £ 8 (Yang & Zelinsky, 2009; Lim
et al., 2021); 53T 20 4 & FE T H
AN, e A 4 2 i vh I E & AR R 5 R
AL BBl 25/ . Rk, EFHEAE cACS
A RE T B 2 BN T2 5 (Lech et al,,
2016). AR, LAFEBIFSE X5 T 0 A 3 T HE & 1
R TR A AT EEA A, TR cACS
WA TR 250K AAAE RS, 3
WA EENEE, RS EMM cACS 7EHER
W IVER, RCBEB BT BIE B pLH, &
REREXT cACS I TR BE AT IR A % 52

B, HFHEEERZEMNFRER D B
S AR BRI M, R AT
Bl A SC—Fp 25, RE A 1 26 2 AR
fE RS TE I 103R T cACS MITERMLE ., AxF T H
WARPLAEMN . 2 KBRS i3 m
PSR, N TP cACS HIFERIAT fEd: & 2
TR LR, TEANMEREB ST
% ., Folstein 25 A\ (2017)1EAMA: S & 3 ANERE
HEpE (L AR BT, =5 56K
KANCHAT &, SR A, W RIS HARVC D
P AE BN, SN/N250 il (S iE Bk B &
PRTRUINAG 5 ) B I a3 O o T B N T2 00 i e
BT R B, TR 25, b
BN T2 2 2] i a] B, X o 38 ) 2 I 3% i
FF SRS, WA R AR 8RR TE .
Antzoulatos I Miller (2011)W &%, Zit LW
>, K55 BGOSR PEC 2 52838~ STR
25, SR, DRSS T AN TR B 2% > it
TR HAH B 1 i WL PR R W AN 238, AR
PR
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The processing mechanism of category-specific attentional control settings
in attentional capture
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Abstract: attentional capture refers to the phenomenon that stimuli can involuntarily capture attention in the
processing of orientation. In the complex visual search task, category-specific attentional control settings
(cACS) can help us to guide attention to the stimuli that match the target-defining category, and then
prioritize the processing of the matching stimuli. Exploring the mechanism of cACS in attentional capture
can not only extend the theoretical account of the research field of attentional capture, but also provide
guidance for real life. Previous studies have focused on the effects of cACS in attentional capture, including
the processing stage, the impact factors of the processing weight, and the involved brain regions. We
summarized the mechanism underlying the cACS in attentional capture. Future research can explore the
mechanism of rejected templates for categorical disctractors, the differences among different types of
categories and the processing of the artificial category.

Key words: attentional capture, attentional control settings, category, cACS





