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L1 EIRIER

Ta P EET 2RBEIIEMICERINTEY, Z2oho LB R ERICER Z R % 4%
BB 5, b b OIERLEHICIIBERIBRED Y, TRCOERE—EICUHET L L idTE Rk
Vo b P AEIGIIC HE AT 2% S 201, BERERZERL, FEAERE PR 2%
W EOMBERDIEL 72 2, Bl ZIE, A——TY v I ZEALEVE TS, R—r—1IC
38  DEFMDBA TV 25, TRTCOFEMRE IS 52 3T, A VIt
— ¥ a vV CEMi S NAFEMOILE POP & &, FEIFRETORIObDICEE DT b5,
LaL, Vv azAT L0 TEHNZERK T 2 729101, FRIFEHE 2ERTE %L
HT OMEICBET 2EMICmIToNBERH L, 2D X5, FEEZHIET S & 13T
B EOHMEZERT S 9 A TEETHS, 2D LITDWT, Klein& Lawrence (2012) (3,
TRCoAEIRETOHREINEL, HICIGE U 21T81% & > Tw 528, [ERE s+ 3
CLRIALNY—%HET 23R D22 2{T8ITH 2720, HIVICX Y iE<BHET 25
SIS L IR ZEI ) M T Tw b HERL Tw b,

ERITEE 1L 50 FLLEIC D72 o COFEMEDOFE LT —<TH 5, H 2 KIF A
I, ANAIXBEROIERIC L7208 TITEN T 2REICIEIRAD ® 5 2 L itk o<, Bl z i, -¢
Ay Miayszey PICERINIHERERL 7 VA ZEBL TURI NI EHERE LD
BROEFRZFERFICE=2Y) v 7 LATNE R LAWY, TXTCEUELCITHTS 2L
IARAHES o 72, ZORIREICOWWT, YEHILHENAFA2 52 5 208 TE A o7 d
DD, TNEEopIFE LT F OEEMESEAT (Style, 2006).

EEVIE Wl ERIER & v ) BB 2 S BB D B RS <R 3 2
Do (IR, 2 e DIEREMY ANz 0L IRIRBERT 2 02 (BIAZEIRGD
L) kSR X 7z, WE ST EERERE  (dichotic listening task) % FW7zH#FEiICc X v,
BT X 21EROER NI D & OBRETA L 2 205w S Wiz, T OFRETIE, D~y
FAVICERZERPERING, COL EEBRBIMEL, RAOHED» L OEMICERLIEB
I (% F=Av72) $22E0KDONT7, Cherry (1953) 13, FEERSIME I3FEE % AT
TV WHICE R I NEH OV OZNL (eg, BXDOFEDZ() ITIFAIL DD

D, NEDEWRNLZITIZIZ LA ERO» RN LR LT, ZOfRIE, FEZmITT



VR W YR E OB e Sk BUR L, TR ORI o 4] B
BECHRE Z 2 & 9 2 WIHLEINGIC D72 28 5, Broadbent (1958) 13iEED 7 4 L & —Fi 2 21 L
T2 TOETITIE, FIEROYIBRHE DD D 2P T 7 4 V2 =233 72 5 &,
FrE OIERILER SNBSS 523, R OFHRIIVIH OB cHikan s &
MIHE NG,

— T, FIHERGUC AR L R WERERIS RIS X 91X 572, Moray (1959) 13,
FEZAT TR WHICERSMEOLFZERL, L GBIEX1ED 2 X 5 ICHRT 5
BREERT Y, K300 1 ORITTERSMERIINICR OV LR L, ZOME
13, TEHR OB I E RIS RO LB ORI CTR Z 5o TW3 2 2R L, RIIRIRG E AT 3
(Deutsch & Deutsch, 1963), % D, HFEUH O ORI CiEEORENRDONDL T L
D3V D AEBRLIIZE 0> S S 20 & 725 72 & & %% 1F T (Moran & Desimone, 1985), H7EC
TH R XYIARRE 2 O HEE L 2 M 2 2L TRHRAO—B% AT (Moore &
Zirnsak, 2017), & O —HOMIEIE, HERIIEBDOIEFRBFERIC AT S 2 581 H T 2 15K
DHFEEIICEE R EH 2R L TWE 2 ERRLT WD,

EEOBBENIZEMTF 30 0 FEIC X o CERB(L I N 5, FEZRTICH T A KOG % 15
BEe L7=b Db LTRANGELSBF X L7z (Posner, 1980; Posner, Cohen, & Rafal, 1982),
ZOFETE, HATROFHREOLEHFICERINIZRO TR 7 F v v a2 L (FAAF
20, ROTEPHEAHET 2, ot E, LT3 OE &N H B
O —BUEDERIE Nz, —BEUTCRELF A2 Y OB AR O HBIE % 1F L
CIRT o A—EEUTTIRENAFES 2> » OALE & Bir 2 MBI R R 3 2, HarilsT
TIEHIOFED 7 T v o 23 25, UG D 53T DFGR, —2EH T D RISk 23 25T &
DB B ) KIGKERE ORGSR (47 4 v b)), XL —EERT O KIGKRE 28
T LD DR %22 &) ICKRIDIBEMR (2 2 1) 238D bz, ZOfRIA,
—HEIT CIREE S ER RO BT 2 (1B ) L T 7z 72 D IR o R 23 (e it
I, A —FEITTRBEL CORER 2R OBEIT 2 BERH % 72 0 IR o
DUEIE L 72 LR E B,

FRESED XS X RICHET O WEFRSMLE X 2 22T, FEIRICE T 2 A8
(1) 72 LB & BEBI R WU S X E Tkt e T 2, AT 232 0 3iEE % B8
B 5, HAFRH» Y OZUEMEEE, 77 v v a LERIGERZMT 5 2 & I1THE
W OBIEIES 2 C L ick b, REOXKITAYIET 2, LoL, 77 vy 2T 580



EERET S L VO HFNEA D 21D 20b b, FETAS Y OZ YRGS
T RICEHE D 2 2+ 235589 5 3172 (Jonides, 1981; Lambert, Spencer, & Mohindra, 1987; Miiller
& Humphreys, 1991), Z OfER I, BIEF OB THIC X 5 FEESHEINICH % Z2[/I6L
EICie I N b 2R, 20X 5%, BEICKL CEEAEBINICEE T 2 1EE 0HE
HHo & %A LTy 7OEREGIE G E RS, fESEKEIEOFEEHE) L v,

RIBGEIRIC B 1 2 R OBEBI R U % "33 D & LT, Posner (1980) OFFETIE, &
7z & OFLFIC X o TEERYRR O BB E & OBIRMEZ BT 20 F230 0 iEE vz
Bt sz, HUOFD 2 D IEICE VT, T30 ) BENRR O EE T T2 EL $ %
BIELEBRSINEICBR Lz, 2O, ELEI50%DL & LN, ELEIBEVE X
ISR O _A7 4 v PE X F2/NEL 2D, ELIBREVLZRRAT7 4y P L
AR MPREL o7z, TOREE, TR LN B MBI ERMICHBE S hTnz
Z L %mT (Leber & Egeth,2006), D X HiC, BERICK > CTHEEZBEH S 2 HEHOEE
HHo &% by 72y v OFEREGIE (NRGEEGE, BEfEREoFEEsE) v,
DLEo X i, EREIZABNY - REBINICIE % RIS 2 e 2 7R 3,

ZER 7Rt 72 7 <, FRZERIN R R D EEEIRICH WO NG, 2 C kM
F2 IR LT, FEBEOHMOBEO T2 Th 3 FEHTR2 0 2 EBRSE I
BRI BRI X o THRET S LT & 72 (Egeth, Virzi, & Garbart, 1984; Green & Anderson, 1956;
Laarni, 1999; Theeuwes & Van der Burg, 2007; Vickery, King, & Jiang, 2005; Wolfe, Horowitz,
Kenner, Hyle, & Vasan, 2004; Williams, 1966), Green & Anderson (1956) (% 60 il ¥+ % % 7
V= VICERL, FBRSMELCZOFD OREOHTFAEICERINT L0 2R T
2L ERD, MFRRELREOTERINZ, COLE, T2 L LTHEICKTD
% EERSINE ICEOR T 22 (set) Sofh & FRNICBT O 2 EERSINE ICHOR L m Wiz
7% L (non-set) FfF03ik i b7z, EERDOHER, 27V —v LICERIN2 BRI N0
BBV EEIRE, WSO P RICR IR Z 7t LS00 P ROCKHR X 9 #2
o7 T ORERI, FRNCH Z 5NN O GIEHICH O W T, EERSNF IZEREE
DR LFRDPY & T 2HBICFEEE Yy 78y VichHIRTE B 2L BZRLTWV S,
F72, MEICESCEE LHMICE S FEEDE VL LT, BcE S EEIHE M
Z DR K3 (Maunsell & Treue, 2006; Rossi & Paradiso, 1995; Saenz, Buracas, & Boynton,
2003), Rossi & Paradiso (1995) DFETIL, HLTH R — AR O 220 E 7213 507
ZIAL AL, BT 2 7R — VR OB 217 5 BB H o7z (&2FfTD 3 50



Do fESR, Hic BT 2 /7K — VRO SRR X, Foic BT 3 0 R — VI & HE
TR EEDP 0Tz, ORI, FEICESWERIIREeRICEE T3 LR,

1.2, SRR

WHEEER &1L, B 2FREEORE BENRIED 2 BRI (WERE) ok o8 L
T, HAEMNFEEHECACHVONTWEER T X4 LTH 5 (Chan & Hayward, 2013;
Eckstein, 2011; f#{% - A&, 1996), 4 IFHHEEEFEDS OB CHERK TR o T
. Bz L, GEEOh A SFIEELZY, AR —F 7+ VICRRINEIES L DT A4 2
VORPLETLIZWT TVDT A av LY LTwb, FIEEREY W KB
XY, HENEHONBBECL 2R LTy 7OERSEELOENICLE by 7 XY
v OBERAERIREE OB E 2 52 2 LRI T0 5,

BHRBERBEE P OWIEIc X > T, HHEAES Il T & 2 R LI
RFRI D 2220 B TRER D38 5 T L DR S Tz, FHEIRER (feature search) SefF T, BRI A
P ERBICH L CH—DRIC X > TEFR I N, HlZAITEERD ZERT 2HEICE
T, FRICERINEZPHERELE TR ORI TH 256 TH L, —ITOMOHER
(conjunction search) 4&ffCld, EERIRIA M ERIFICHT L THED RO EIC L - TE
FIND, Pz FREOEEMRD ZRRT 2EICE VT, FIKFIC 2R SN 3 PERE A
B D MEHRS© HEDOFATHY, £ L CREOVTHTTH 256 TH 5, MiFHOHERE
SROECIRRINE O fH Sk S N2, HRADR I RER M IC 2R X 12 HE ok
(2w A X)) xbd 2RISR 22 2 ROGK B O ERBERIC X > TR S B,
FEERRSAE T, £y P A X X S FRIGKIIZIZIE—EIC R Y, BRI O BERAR
W30k bDlid, 20X RGE, BRED Ky 779 ] 35800, HR
I TH B LRI T N5, —T7, MARESRMFTIE, £y b A XOHINICHE W RIGEK
IR L, HERAMIZABE DD 5, 2D X 51T, WMOTERITEMER LT
M ERR AR D3

Treisman & Gelade (1980) IR AHRZIREL, HEER CHO LN I BR DA%
AT R A BEGR C IR R M AR IC B T 2 I ELEERE 2 AT o X 5 IC 3
T 5, PR CIRATEENIIC X > CTRfR BB 5 2 L AENHR oI+ T dh
5200, HHERIMTURCETING, —~HOMAEER TR ERET 20



FEOEFMBBETH B 2 L h b, HEHERIIEXNH RTINS, FHEAER T,
B~ v FICHEARN LR (G, 56, ) BT RS b 2 7201c, H—ofH#
TEHREI NI HHEBER I~ » 7o COENflEZ it c ¥ 2 L3HT 2, —7,
R OREEBE L2ERE A4 7Y =2 + 7 7 4 v (Kahneman & Treisman, 1984) 1K L,
R DBAEZIT) O ICRTEREOES LB EL 2 5 2 &2 b, AR IO %
HI 7L % T L 3% L FIAT 5,

R & PG L, H— DR CENHS ER I N2 289 2 & ) FIEREE A E 1R
ROMBIPREZRGEL 9 5 2 & 2@t L 7o FHEfAEER <L, RS Ro02 <7
VRELCEBEIEET S L TERERDI I NG LHHT 2, ARV TER
28 & DRFUCIANT b B 2 OFIIZ o ic R TN CTunde vy (% - BEH, 1996), ¥ 72, FF
B AR, AERELE S CERLE AR IC X S, Z 070 Il ERIIEER
D EIEMRN AL DICKIENE, Lo L, BERMRITIRN D D5 5 IR 72 b
OF CHAENTHZZ LRI NTEY (Wolfe, 1998), Z D i b RSB CIZ 401
WA T % 72> (Chan & Hayward, 2013),

ZOHT, KFLT v 7OERE by 72T v OERSMHAGD E o iEEL~ Y 7T
L7z o CHEESBEIT 5 & v ) FEERE T AMBRIBI N7 (Cave & Wolfe, 1990; Wolfe,
1994, 2014; Wolfe, Cave, & Franzel, 1989; Wolfe & Horowitz, 2017), & b 47 v 7OE#RIL, %
NENOFRHD WL X NCRE~ v 72T %, by 747 v olflild, < oFE~
v TN BT 2RI e B 2R AR INE S 5, 20X H i L@ 2L
<y 7HERE NG, FREFOEE L~y 7oEEESEVIRICEEIT 5,

ZDEIRRILT Yy 7OWERE by 72T VOERBAAED X > TEEOBENICTE
BT 0wHrFEZIE, EFEOMREREANIIE S O S XTI T2 (Baluch & Itti, 2011;
Fecteau & Munoz, 2006; Itti & Koch, 2000, 2001; Katsuki & Constantinidis, 2014; Koch & Ullman,
1985; Ptak, 2012; Serences & Yantis, 2006), ZDETFATIX, KM LT v 7OERE + v 74X
vV DIERBE~ Y TR T 2 IERLEEZ LT O X 5 @3 % (Figure 2.1; Vaele,
Hafed, & Yoshida, 2017) . f1H A IZLHINLE &, (KR L~ DR BEEE, @, Jfz, &
) SoMEh, RS L cEEErSMTENDE Fi~ v 7). R~y T3 —KE
HEF T X L5 (Li, 2002; Zhang, Zhaoping, Zhou, & Fang, 2012), RIC Z D~ v 7282
LAbINEHEEE~y 785BI NS, CoBEEE~y 7IIHEBICL 2R LT v
TEHRD AT X > TS NG, BEM~ v 713 L (Kustov & Robinson, 1996; White, Kan,



Levy, Itti, & Munoz, 2017) “°#EFL (Shipp, 2004) T I N2, ZOBEEM~ Y 7icxiL
T, fTHOHEICK S +y 72Xy v OlFHRsHAGD T o TR~y 7HEKING, 20
B~ v 71X HIAIREF  (Purcell, Schal, Logan, & Palmeri, 2012; Thompson & Bichot, 2005) T
JREN2, 2ZTlE, TOBEE~Y 7Tho L bHIELA GV D DK L THEELAAITONS
&) RS (winner-take-all) DFRFE %2R,

attention

<—| op-down
Priority map VaNEA

4
A A
Saliency map N N

7 NN
Feature map / Luminance / Color / Orientation / Motion /
/ /

~
y 4
Visual Image -

Figure 2.1. Model of visual attention (This figure is modified from figure 1 of Vaele, Hafed, & Yoshida,
2017). Priority map integrates bottom-up and top-down factors to determine the locus of attention.
Attention is deployed toward the location with the most activated area in the priority map. This
figure is an example where observers have prior knowledge that the target is blue.

WHMEESF P LTy 7olERE by 72y volFRIcCESWGEEI s Z L icD
T, Bundesen 232K 3 % A NIEEHEE (theory of visual attention: TVA) Tl FH 5w 75
S 2S5 2 & 3172 (Bundesen, 1990; Bundesen & Habekost, 2008; Bundesen, Habekost, &
Kyllingsbaek, 2005; Bundesen, Vangkilde, & Petersen, 2015), TVA IR EHIHDIER - FF51Lic
DWTCRMB L 2 EEOFEMNET A TH 5, FEDRE A 7 =) i IE L T 2 L E R
x BEENEIHGR IS L IR T T o it 5,

Wy

ZZESWZ

v(x, i) =n(x, DF; (1)



X () BUTD3 OOETHRE NG, 5 1HD n(x, i) 1IBERE x 25055E OF A 7
TV P KEL TV RREGFSOIET VY RAEZRT, & 2 HD B IFFERIBL x 23FEE O HFEL
ATITYiICEL T E LT 2 HERERED AN T A% T, w i IEHERA~ DT E
DEALDTERT, R (1) OFIHIF, »I2HEERH x OFEAD T ZHEEMH S I 2R S
NTOLZLETOREHBOEADTCTHRLAEZDDTH L, ZOEADT w IOV,
Bundesen (1990) (LA D X 5 ICiak L T 5,

Wy = Z n (x, m; ()

J€r

22T, nx)) i, K x BT_RCoh 7Y ROFDOHT Y jITEBL T LHERE
RLTW 2, mid s 7 =Y j Ol (pertinence) %78 LT\ %, SUEICBHHE L 7-18HH (B
PRI (X ERBE L 0 b EVETMEOfEE b O, Fl XL, BIEEBRVA TV 2 7 B
RKLTW2EE, Kh7) ol MEITES b, X Q) 2bREnd Lo, FE
DEHZDFILEYIEOMEcCRI I NS, EF, FMORBNRRE=a Y 7 X b Oigx
K, #IEICED 7= (3) 2MEE Iz (Nordfang, Dyrholm, & Bundesen, 2013),

Wy = K Z n (x,j)m; 3)

J€r

X Q) WHEEOERXDFIEFR LTy 7OERK FHa v 72 ) Eby 77Xy vo
N (R oBENE) oBRN LEHEINE 2 & 2RT, 2D X5 IC, TVA IZHIBEICHT 3
WYIEEZ S L ICEROEADFTREH I, HEHEANERI NS LIRET 5,

LLEo X5, HEERIIHMOVENREICL 2R 47 v 70oHERK &, BIEEOEK
KBy 77X VvOBRICL > THEIND ZEPEMINTE TS, FEERET
LVDRRIBLRE, FEIEAR LT v TOERPERICIT T 5 W TEE DR ZIRIET 5 DD,
Znld by 7Y VOBERPMERICIE L or Ko TEmAEM S Tw b, KA
TlE, AEERZFETIAR LTy 7OHERNE Yy 787 v OEKITOWTHILT 3 4

Rezfews,



1.3. BIREREZFET 2R LTy 7OERE by 7 XY v OHEK

A ELTy 7oFEMElOE 2 TlE, FREIEIREFROD o &b HZoflEichiFbnsg,
INEFRLGED 1| DBy v 7 b vikai® % (Simons, 2000; Theeuwes, 1992)
Theeuwes (1992) (IR IRE Z IV CHEB DM ) MR EHET L 72, Theeuwes (1992)
DHETIF, ERSINE ZMBRRICRE S W EEFohr koM 2RI L, 2 odh ok
SrDMEE ZWRET 5 2 L 2RD BTz, BIER R LT, BRI T XCREE 572,
—H DUWERED 0 &fFTiE, BRI BD 1 o8RG 7E -7 (v It v), ToOHE
TR HZ RO M REICIERECH 2 720 (eg, Y Y 7 v BEHIEE 2 5
Zlixay), EBRSME X NEERT 2048055, b LERSMENTEICHNIIL
o THEERZHIECE 30 THNIE, VIRV ERIRTEZ L3RV, LaL, £
DGR, WERE 7 LS Ic bR CTIFERI D 0 5etF o IIGRFEIBIES RS iz, T
FEERIL, EERHIE R RIS 2 HTIC, iy v 2 b EFERIBICERE AR N T L R ER
3%, Theeuwes (1992) (%, WiFEHED b FefbCIXF R IEE 2P ERBIC ABIYICH &0
F o, FEEML CHOENHBICERZ 1A 2 LI B 2 720 ICHRE O R T AR
L7z &fRRRL 72,

Theeuwes (1992) 13 % E R O BEM: % #0E L, BEEWESEENNER OB ICE 2 5 &
EWETL 720 MREDOERD 5 5 1 DOAREOIEEED @V EFIC A T, BEEEOKVIE
FIHD 0t e LTERD S b D 1 DM EREOFEDIZRT bz, ZORETIE, BHEH
WA EDORE L LR TYHN RS 03 SR, EERORBE, 255 R 0 B MK
WA I ERM s USetE & RGO 2 137880 b7 d o 7o T OREHRIE, YIBRAIC HAZ
DOHBAABTFIET % LIERIZABW IR S 2 2, FMoBEEEMECEEIEZ 0EERH
RAERLICS W LERIRL TS, 2D X, BFEOGEREAHES I I L
By, BEREMCIS FTHENICZ OWEROSWRIBUCHE S 125 (Theeuwes, 1992,
2010; Theeuwes, Olivers, & Belopolsky, 2010; Van der Stigchel, Belopolsky, Peters, Wijnen, Meeter,
& Theeuwes, 2009).

Hickey, McDonald, & Theeuwes (2006) (ZAxi% D N2pe 53 % Fl > C i 28 B 7 i~ 1A
JoNTWS Z & RIRL Tz, N2pe iy &%, o 2R 200 2> 5 300 ms #&ICHIE O 2R
A & HUEER D U CiRo b B aEEM O C & 215 d (Luck, 2014a; Luck & Hillyard,
1994), Hickeyetal. (2006) 1XFIERRICHCE X iz odh2 &3 i 3 2 R ER



ZEATH QRS INE DM A FHI L 720 BiERA I L 7 W TIE, N2pe |3ARRYH]
Wi X o THEFR I Nz, RGO AR L 3ol BB 2 HRe o, B X 3
N2pc 2355 X N2 BT ERIBIC X 3 N2pe 25380 b7z, T OFERIZ, ENHBUCER
DS X B HNICBEE R I ERPA~NFEE DSBS ST/ L2 /R LT3 (Hickey et al.,
2006; Hickey, van Zoest, & Theeuwes, 2010)

R bLT v 7OREEREOF 2 TIE, SEABIIYIA O FiE BB & %I 0B
B D 2 BP9 1F 5415 (Theeuwes, 2010) ., #IHABEES <1k, HEREH O F X CTOER
DAHIHNCALE X 2 (BRRF DO ALEL), BHIBRE <1, WIHIER TP X 7z —EF
DIER A BINIE T 2 (BRRRBAROD 2UE), 20X 5%k, —HoERMEREI T
KOG X B & v D F 2 IIER A HFELE L 72 (Broadbent, 1958; Treisman & Gelade,
1980), 22T, Kt LTy 7OEEHEOEZ CIE, BIBRBECUEINE 2L 2138
EHEICKET 5 LEtHT 5,

—JiD by 7 EY v OEEHEOE 2 Tld, EEIIEXWICHIE T E 2, Folk, Remington,
&Johnston (1992) (ZF237 Y OFEMH L BT OMZ #HF L, HEEIIBIEEOMA L —&
L7=d DIt 2 & v ) Bt ERITE (contingent attentional capture) %3R5 L 72, H
WERD Y TR, 1 2FORCFERL Y BHRL 720 —TOGFLDY TiX, 4 2FTICFD
220 BT 223, 1 0FIOFR Y DEBMMERLZ S Do/, TIT, WEDOFHL
DIXIEH DR L LR CTHZ BT e v ) MCHEFEITE V. 23T 2 b -
7eo HBEWERE T, EBRSME L 4 2FOMED 5 b 1 AT BB L 2§l TX] 2
[=] &% 27, BENFEETE, 4 2FTOMET X CTCHEAHIRT 223, FFEOfED
FlMEERL, 2ol [X] 2 [=] »2EFEZLERH 72, 2% 0, HBUERHE
TR T 2 BY 2 HERT 2208 S, —HOOENRECIIGORBYEHERT 2
WA I NG, EEROMER, HIERERECIIHBT 22 ) AR —EGE T 07 08 —BER
TX 0 b OGRS AE L 7228, T2 0 o —5thic X 2 KIGH R 0213580 b i b
> 7me — )7 D EABFRE TIZ, HET22 ) 0—FEIC X 3 IGH B 02 3R D b ad -
73, BFRD Y OA—BFEIT O A -BEIT XD b RICKFAEIE L 72, Z DfE5RIE, #
WOTHEE IR S BIRFEOBKIC X > TERI N A & — BT 2 ICHER 2 mT &
N3 LM E sz (Folk et al., 1992; Folk, Remington, & Wright, 1994).

Py 7EY v OEEHEOE 2 Z LT 20 0L LT, WERB ORI R & 4
LT EEZDHBRE VLW FALESR (similarity effect) 23K 52T % (Ansorge



& Heumann, 2003, 2004; Becker, Ansorge, & Horstmann, 2009; Ludwig & Gilchrist, 2003) . Ansorge
& Heumann (2003) (Z#5ERIBMOMERRIBIC AT L CRR I 28I BT, B e
BRI o BN B o 22 [0 7 — B icin 2, SR & BRR R o t D B BIE 2 2 L
720 FABISAMECIIENRIG O G L FERMO a2 L T (e.g., BEMRIEKIZ G T
ERIRERR G, FEEDSE C IR Ot I ERM OB R A2 BT T E o7

(e.g., EMIRIBKIZ RO CHIERIBZ A3 o 7277 ), FEROFER, #FERIE & =Rk
DALE DB L T % & & ORISR NSO T BIFBIGM L Y dh oz, TC
T, o BEE DS IRELS TR A, LA o T, CoRRIIMA & 3K
L7ZFIBICEREREI Y BTond b w) by 77Xy voFEflloE z L EET 5,

IO XS, FESREPOEE RRIC BEINICHiR S s b, e dEESHT
LN BZNRIIBIEEOW 2 IC X ZHIENICED S it onToFEMmAB T CTE Iz, Kb
LTy TOERKE by TRy v OERD ZE0F 20k, FZ o BR 2 EESIEICS

2WBREZ L) A CHARMETH 228, FEAEHOEELZ T+ ICHHATE LAY

(Awh, Belopolsky, & Theeuwes, 2012), {5l 2 (¥, Awhetal. (2012) (R b LT v 7OHERE &
Fy Ty v oBEROfMIC, 774 2 (Maljkovic & Nakayama, 1994), ¥R o &%
(Anderson, Laurent, & Yantis, 2011), EEFYHIIEAHBI S 2 SR (Chun & Jiang, 1998) % %17,
INOLBMEINEL~y T Lo CEREFIHI NS LIBT3, CoFLTIE, HE
FHEMZAR N ATy 7OERE Py ST Y OER» BB XN S DT AR, Tz, 01
J5 - B (2015) AMERET 2 X 5, FEGIEICH T 2R o7 vy TOERE by FX Y v
DERNIC X % 47k oikm TR B L oA Rl 2152 < L3l <,
20 Z Oifam i BEE & M X O BER O HifE AR O i & MEE L T b, BREED kR B W
Td, FbLT v 7OEEHIE L RS 2 55 3RO BEE RO A ZEIEL, Py 77X TV
DEEHREOGE I A DEED A % IEL T35 (Lamy, Leber, & Egeth, 2012), L 72435
T, WEW L2 OME OMAEERIC L > CEERIEHZA D X S KHES N E 220 T
EERTE Ty,

FEGHOMRERICET RISV, FEATy 7OEEREE Py 77Xy v D
TR HE L 2R B Lo THbDNTWE Z 2RI NTWw S, BEFEEA v b
7 =2 0535 R AT v T OFEERBENIACR O FIEREIC X 2 EE O B L
THA Y F 7 =2 B85 52 by 7&Y v o EEHEN RS~ o BEBh Y 72 AL

\ICBH#$ % (Corbetta & Shulman, 2002, 2011; Corbetta, Patel, & Shulman, 2008; Fox, Corbetta,
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Snyder, Vincent, & Raichle, 2006), Corbetta etal. (2008) (ZJELT-232 Y FRRE & F.LTF23%
HEEAHCCR ATy 7OEEREIE by XY v OFEREE DL, oItk 3

&, Kb LTy TOEERENIREE 2 O HIEME, 2 U CRTSEIRE ~m 2 5 £ &, Al
ISHBATAEE &80 2> © A R AERIRTEE Rl 35 X OSHTSEECE % 38 > 45 O TR ~[[] 2> 5 R # I
Lo<Tirbnsd (BRUIFTTE-SEEA v PV —2), —HD Ly X7 v oEEIENE, W
SEARET 2> & W SH TE A & B - CHRBEEFIC R 2> 5 B &, A BEHEIRTSAEIR], A RRRIRTE]R, A6
B X OHEEEETEE AT~ H 5 BRI X > TirbhvTw 2z (FHIETEE-SHTEA v P 7 —2),
ZDXHIC, Rhoa7y 7OFEEGEE v v 727 v OFEBEGIENIZ R R 5 iR E b o,
L2 LTS, 200 3 L CTid7z 5 2 & 2R &N T E T % (Buschman & Kastner, 2015;
Miller & Buschman, 2013; Ptak, 2012; Yantis, 2005) . Buschman & Kastner (2015) (%, #MilIf{T5E
Hi B 23R, HTSEIRET 35 & Y M SE TE R 23 B8 S0 W1 JLBR 3 2 ZE [ i ~ D B 4 D 1
Ery 7R AT, EROERLLT Yy TORBBANOHEERBSEEDE Y BT x
REFT D LML TV D,

REPLT Yy 7OEEHELE by TXY v OFERERIENI P R BIR Tk <, MHEAE
LCHRET 22 e ld=a—m v OiEEI 25 bR E T 2% (Connor, Egeth, & Yantis, 2004;
Melloni, van Leeuwen, Alink, & Miiller, 2012; Ogawa & Komatsu, 2006), Ogawa & Komatsu (2004)
IO R LR OEOBER) b L 133 R 25 (ofEER) IRk Z 823 7dE %
PARBEITL TS L ED V4 =2 —u ViGEE 2GR L 72, ZDRE, V4 XEHICH—D
FIFAHBLL T, ZORKBEIITHOERD L L IFBDOEERDO VT H—TTTOHIEK
L7z ZOERIE, FFED by 77Xy voFE e R+ 47 v 7o FEHEHA G D &
Sl —a vIEBAE L LR LTE Y, W OEERESHAEER T 5
TeapRBL T3,

ZDOLIRF LTy 7OERE by XY VOBERO ESL L BERED[ D 5 MR E R
ETB00E w5 hklaER T TR, WAMEEHEICr2bsTEY, &
DEIBRGHICELLDHERBPERIC R 2D L Vo lifmd b E L w25, 2% 0, K
FLATy TOFEREE ~ oy T Xy v OFEERIEZ PRIk 5 Do Tlide L, MEHE
KIEL TS LI 2L bz, YOXIAe X ICEELDIFM~ATONE 2 %23HT
LM H D5, DT, Fellrath, Manuel, & Ptak (2014) I3 BEE M & i 2 & o BELE: % [F]RE
ICHE L 72, BB 3P RICFREED B (g, H) DRI HBIL 72 2D F— 25 C
L %K% % Go/No Go i % EERSME ISR L 72, BRI 2 RIS, EGVTh
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DI ERRRA BAR S e, Z T, BIERRBIIHEEL IC X o CTHEF S, (i X o CREE
DMEVE S Nz, BEEMEA S WHFAE TIHEEL X 49 cd/m? T, BEEFMMEVFRECIIHEE X 9
cdm? 725 72, Bt E R CII AR L UL TH Y (eg, KE), BIEMEAR
RVCEFRECIZ G ENRIEE B2 7T T ) TH o7z (eg, ), KISKEHE O 5H DGR,
BEHE A3 E WFHE D 7 S ROGHKFR I3 HE 20 o 7228, BEEEIC X 2 OG0 72 13580 b Lk
o7z,

Fellrath et al. (2014) |3 FEERRBOBETE L 2 & OBEMEZ FRFICES 2 2 LT, &
FAT v TOFEEMEE by TRy v oFEEREOMEAER ZBE L 72, 7272 L, RIGKFH
IC X 2ITEHERECIX, by TE Y v oFEESIENIC X 3 ERORIY B CTEED L, FLAT
y 7OFEHEE OMAFR%2R0 223 TE b o7z, L2LAEREL, TONTXA L
i, RO BEENED L X L OBGEED &b 59— D R B EIE L T & LAk

M (Lamyetal,2012) Zfi#R L, FEGIEHOLX A F I 7 AICHY 93 D7EEEZ L E
HBTZE B,

14 V=% v 7 A2Y LHEHR

141, 7—F% v 27 2% LERWTEEOBR

HIfiE Cm L7z & 9ic, HEERIEERE DT ORBMOYHREIC X 2K Ty 70
TR E, BIREOBENICLZ Yy 78 vOBERICL > THEEINDE, 2Oy TXT VD
LRI X 2 ERDOFFICOWT, BEESMEREZ W S22 itk o THRE I M

GBB 5, FToflcwvxiE, WEE? S E RO T 72034 AT 2 1%
BOBELREROBHEICARLI D9, A= b7+ Vv ERLT PV 2RO T37201C
X, 77V DA A=V 2 B0EDPR BB LR —LWEEZATA FEE5759, 2D LI 7%
TERO —FEF R R EFIC IR R T A TH 2V —F v 7 A2 Y PG5 T2 2 LR ENT
XT3

T =% v X ) G RERE - RERICREFL, BFED LIRS AN =X L%
BT AT L TH D (Baddeley & Hitch, 1974; Baddeley, 2000, 2012), Baddeley (2000) (%
V=% v AE) BHRRFETREAEMAT y FoNy F, HHEAL-TEIPNTEY —FN
Y7 7En) 3 ODREI AT ALK ING & Lz, By AT L3 NE N
BIEBRORFFOKREN Z R L, PRFETRIIWE S AT L3RR T 2EMe BT 2, LV
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RIEDT —F v 7 AE) OET AT, FEERORFFICHITL 72> 27 22385 L T
5E0nIEZTIRARL, FEEPRMGERR OWEEL 2 6 L i ki EHc
ZARAEICT 2 LFHAE L5 (Cowan, 1988,2008; Oberauer, 2002), Z D TlE, FEOER
{LDHIFHIC R > TV E T —F v 7 A2 YNO 1 HALZ DR TONED R E 2 5,

7 —F% v ATV ICRHICERE RIF T 2 RICIERAS D 5, Luck & Vogel (1997) 1%
M F BB OREE 2R L, | B OBIER I EERREE 2R L 7z, solERE < Il o
ZEM IR IR U CH 2 25, D 5 b 1 DO ERZET 2BA0RT b, EESN
HROOEDOFEL WG T2 2 LRk b (BURHGEE), RBRoE, SrRdh
%25 4 il E TTHNIXIEF RIS VKEETD 7228, BRI N2 HE 2N LTk
2 EIEERIIMET Lz, COMRE, e PRV —F v 7 X2 ) IIERERFFT 2214 F
TCTHLILEIRLTVD, £z, ZOXBEARICIIMMAERDH 2 LB LNTND

cf

(Luck & Vogel, 2013),

RN (AT - SETE A v b7 — 7 23349 2 (Corbetta & Shulman, 2002, 2011) 73,
COREE-FETEA Y PV — 2137 —F Vv /AR ) ICEREME LW L 2 Icb 5T 5,
Gazzaley, Rissman, & D’Esposito (2004) 13 EHRIIE % fif o 72 AL BAR G o 38 % X 1T IR D ik
EE % MRIIC & o CRHIIL 7= & 2 &, &I - BEAETEERT B & BHTEENS, SIREE 2 & D
v b7 =2 DIRIEZ B ® 72, 72, Lepsien & Nobre (2006) 13EH & JARE E % f£FF L 7214
CEBLERFFLTELREDPDOFELRHL Y (retro-cue) 52, VT—F VI AE)RE~D
FEEBEELZECA, BIE-FEER Y P 7 —2 OIS 2007, Thbb, JNRHEA~E
BZET2 L ENMICRRIN T ER~NTEELZAT 5 2 Lici3@omiEry 7
— 7 PEHAEI T3 (Kiyonaga & Egner, 2014), TD X H1iC, V—Fv 7/ A )L
EHEL CHE L ZMEEATD N TV hb, T—F v AEY L FE IR
Bo—HEHETLLEEZLLNT WS (Gazzaley & Nobre, 2012; Ikkai & Curtis, 2011).

IDXHC, T—F v AE) EFEEFZUHICILEESARDONE bOD, TNEFNEL
DAL L L Cib N C & 7, EREIIHIEBRE R ICHE S 2 BREER (e.g., Bk DM
R %IRRT 2 b 0 & LTibh, 7 —F v 27 2% V3BT L &2 WEHER (e.g.,
B Y 2) 20T 208 LTSNS Z L%\, LA L, HLOMFERT —F
VIZRAEY LFEIEEOH A TH L EETBL TS (Awh & Jonides, 2001; Awh,
Vogel, & Oh, 2006; Chun, 2011; Theeuwes, Belopolsky, & Olivers, 2009), JT4E (3R S7 [ 1Y 7 B %
dbELTIRA B INTE L (Hutchinson & Turk-Browne, 2012), HEE LV —F v 7 2
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) 3 AFEOBRICH Y, FELT—F v 2 ) OUBITHES L bHNIE, T
—F VIR )PREFRICGHET L b DD,

FEEIC L o GER S N2 ERARREA~EX I S & T 2500 ZETEE 7L (Atkinson
& Shiffrin, 1968) ICfRF &N 2 X H i, HFEIFEExIIER T eERIONTE L

(Desimone, 1996), 2 1L Cl, 7 —F v 7 A€ ) FREOMAE RERIC L > TEIT 5755
%>, Karis, Fabiani, & Donchin (1984) (3% D HEE% RYIHICE/R L ERP (event-related
potential : FRELHEN) ZFHML 7z, K CEESINE ICRIIPOHGEL HRICHAE S ¢
T2o X OFER, HREIMECHAINAZHECL > THERIN T2 P3 DIRIEIIEHIE LT
WIHFEIC X o TR IN T2 P3DIRIEL U S KE Ao/, & 2T, P3ITEERRIEICES
L 7 EHRICH D B CoNEEEIERZ KT % (Polich, 2007), P3 251 E &I DAL &
DIFEL 2225, TOREIZED YT o NEFERERO B OCIEIEED %
RELIBZEZRRLTWS, &d, P3IIATTHCRADIEEARD 5115 P3a & ZIH TR
KOEHHRD LN D P3b &\ ) FEERD» S 255 (Polich, 2012), T Z Tl P3 24
D P3b B R HFEE LCHIFT 5, P3 IIATHE & {ITE - SETEFEK D &\ 72 ok [al K
WERCTH 5 & END (Soltani & Knight, 2000) .

—JiC, V—F VI ARV IR LEBEHRVPFZEOMITONINREFET L5650 H

%, WADPEMEBREO T2 R EORMARERT 2L &, 2O oENT v 7L —t

(targettemplate) 237 —F v 7 A VICRFFEN TV B EEZ 5N T3 (Bundesen, 1995;
Bundesen et al., 2005; Desimone & Duncan, 1995; Duncan & Humphreys, 1989; Vickery et al., 2005;
Zelinsky & Bisely, 2015), TDFEzFIcX 3 &, WNART v 7L — &AW CHRE I BE 3
ZHAICHEEZAT 2R TE 2, NWNAT Y 7L — M k> T, BEH 2 L ofl#o A
T 5, ERONR L 75 2HH L F— ORI L CEADT T2 L8 TE L, HAD
F o NRIEE ORI L ) b AN DEESOREREE D, DR, REOXR L 7 2
WHAOEREINDE T 5,

ZDF ZATLUT ORI X b EERIVICHED? D H T\ % (Soto & Humphreys, 2014; Soto,
Hodsoll, Rotshtein, & Humphreys, 2008; Woodman, Carlisle, & Reinhart, 2013), 4l 2 iZ Soto,
Humphreys, & Rotshtein (2007) 13 EEBRSINE Icao oWz %22 XE GoEEH) 27 —%
VI RAEVICRRIT S 2 kR, BUTORRZRICEET X VHESER I h, ERSNE
BREEH LR 22 EE LD Lk bh: GUERE) ., AUREES 2R S BT
i<, EEOEERS WIER) oh2 S kEA s Tl e 72885 R 2B,
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ZOMEE FRET S L v ERERRES R RS Nz, 2F 0, RSN REEEA 2 Y
—F v 7 AT VICLRFE L 72 RBE TR 2 51T L 72, SIEERHEICB T, BiRE
NI Z N NEME KB EN T 72, &2 C, REEE & HEFERIRER I 2R
N2 M E RGO —BEAERIE S Nz, Thb D, BN RLEIEE & Rl &M X]
BicEnTws e & (86T, PiEfE RREE & F—o&MERFIcHEh v
2% (F—8GMT), 2 L CEEEH LR— &M EREAHEERL Awve & (hazilfT)
DT bz, EEROMER, —BETORISKENIZFZAT LY 38 (RA7 49 1),
R—HEITOSOCH IX R IT L Y DR %m0z (2R 1), ORI, FEST—F
VIZRAEYNE T ARICHBINICHEEI N L ERLTE D, EREE0 R
f#it2 (memory-driven attentional capture) & #:/¥41% (Hout & Goldinger, 2014; Houtkamp &
Roelfsema, 2006; Olivers, Meijer, & Theeuwes, 2006) . < D sefEBRE)ME: o =R X FCEIE H I
BRI (Downing, 2000) “CEIY)E D G EH[EL (Moores, Laiti, & Chelazzi, 2003) 7z & DT
HREHWZGAETOEDONDE, 2DX I, T—F v 7 22 VIR N2 I EE
ZEEL D b,

RN ARRRZT T2, LVMROEERIC L > THOERIIFEI NS (Balani, Soto,
& Humphreys, 2010; Grecucci, Soto, Rumitani, Humphreys, & Rotshtein, 2010; Soto & Humphreys,
2007; Soto, Rotshtein, Hodsoll, Mevorach, & Humphreys, 2012; Wilschut, Theeuwes, & Olivers,
2014), Soto & Humphreys (2007) (FFEERSIME ICHEN 24 7Y = 7 + (e.g., RPUATE)
¥ 7213 HEE (e.g, “red square” &\ ) HiEE) ZRFFL AR OHEERFEEZITY 2 &% KkD
Too HEBZ 7 —F Vv 7 XA VICIRFEL T 254, SERRECI BRI N2 HFENFE L b
IDEWET LB RDONT, OF Y, HEE b OIHFR~OREN LK% 3 5 LEH
Aol ZNITH b O T, BERINICBRE L 7280 R BRI i E R e LT
B3 2 & ROSKFIAEIE L 72, &0 X 91, HEMICRSIL S 2R 0 <k SBMIC
FafbEN-1EROEZRZFHFEL 5 5, Soto & Humphreys (2007) 13 & 5 i, (HEM L IEHR
IC X B RICKE D 2 2 b & SRR RIERIC X 2 SOCHERI D 2 2 Mg R w2 L RR LT,
Z ORI, HENARRE SHENARRPERORICE 2 2 BRE M L%

L TWw3,

INHDMFBIERSMELT —F v 7 A2 ) ICHIEEHRIFL TV S 2L ZEL T
2, L2 LA, ERHEEIC X > CRAMOEIEDO SN A3 E ML T—ETidawna]
BEME2MERE & LT\ B (Olivers, 2009; Woodman, 2013; Woodman, Luck, & Schall, 2007) ,
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Woodman et al. (2007) 5L H 23723 2 S (BfLeth) L& ke Fic—ET
HoEME (v RE Y MEM) RET T, ZLEETE, SEEE &R R BRI
WHIR L2 20 HI L Ww e & L HERTRICHIEIEL 72, —J7, a v AX v PEAET
iF, RCEIHHE & FE— ORI B L THHBIL 2 e & & RICHH O Z IR b iz -
720 TORERIF, V—F v 7 A VIR I N O REE IZFREEERIC X > T LT 51
BEMEZR RS, Ladio T, VT—F v 7 XE ) ICHEA L D X 5 IcffE X T 3 » %2 EER
TILEBBELE VR D,

(il

iy
o

142. FEZFETLIT7 —F v /22 ) RROIKEE
Vogel & Machizawa (2004) (% ERP Z T —% v 7" 2 & V) #ET o S8 2 -l L
oo %5 3 EICEB OB D WA E BN L, EBRSNFEICERM» OEA VTR
DOERINMCRERIN T BRI ERIF T 2 2 L 2 kD 7z, O EFNA= b
0 — kL FEEIL S (Gratton, 1998), RLIEEHHE AT SN 5K (eg, EHFFICERIN
7R FUIRE U 7 5B 1A R ER) IR R R tREE 2 S 5 2 & T, sEicBfR o e
fh TR CIREKIG, HROKEE, KIGCOHEZ &) BT 2 GBI 2RI 375 2 L AT
% (FEH, 2013), ERP D Hr OfHRE, SCIEIEHE & aHllEakic v CRUEE H © 2R%49 300
ms 2> b ke 7 TS E) (CDA: contralateral delay activity) 23 Iz, X5, 50k
R 2 MO MBI Z 21C L7228 > CCDADPKREL D L 2 MG L, 2NbDfE
RoH, CDA F7 —F v 7 XV ICHIBZRFEL T L ofEffie 7z (Kang &

G

Woodman, 2014; Klaver, Talsma, Wijers, Heinze, & Mulder, 1999; Vogel & Machizawa, 2004).,
CDA 1501 & N7z TE o & 2 i & B 7 T o i 7 % K3~ % . CDA 13 RFE 3 2
IS L7208 THRT 228, HIoKRE S CEMME, FERToBTRE/LL 2w
(McCollough, Machizawa, & Vogel, 2007; Luria & Vogel, 2011; Woodman & Vogel, 2008), — /5
T Machizawa, Goh, & Driver (2012) 1\ 72485 % fRFF & ¢ 2 SifEiEIc BT, Z o
DEREEEL 72, RREHEICENT, 15 EOMHEE 2T 2 86D H 5 54F (Fine 5&F)
EASEDMHE BT 24D B 55 (Coarse 5tF) 2% b7z, EEROFER, (RiF
THREIF—TH 21D »2b 5T, Fine FefF TX Y K& 7 CDA 2Bl I /-, LED
FEHR2 D, CDA BFEOHEERTICH T AT —% v 7 A2 ) NOEROIREE I 5
TEBTELL VR D, 2O CDA IZHATEMNE (intraparietal sulcus) 237EE)IR CH 2 AlREME:
D3HEHT X LT B (Perez & Vogel, 2012) , SHTHEE OTEB) 150183 2 JIBEOCIG U TR L
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DOEAROMAE LBES 5 2 L AWHE TN T2 (Todd & Marois, 2004; Xu & Chun,
2006)

Carlisle, Arita, Pardo, & Woodman (2011) % CDA %455 L LT, 7 —F v 7 A€V ITfREF
ENTHFHAERERICHHAIN TN S Z L ZEBIR L7z 175 35T DUk o (IR H 3K
ZEMMOLEAIT 100 ms 2R L, —J7 3R REREOEHEI TS 5 & L TEBRSNE
CEBE S (FHBT2200 ). 900 ms OIFIER, HEGRIRENSER S, RSN
HIIEORS TS 20 L A—ORIEAHERL w2 2B sk F—MLICK > TG T2 C
RO LT, FEEOME, HROF2 DV IC X 5T CDA PEfHI iz, 5T,
Carlisle etal. (2011) | CDA Rl & AR DM HIC 22 5> o 72 KGR & D & 72 12 #H BERY
R23H 2 2 & W L7, MA T, Woodman & Arita (2011) (¥ CDA IRl & (HHEERHED
IEFRL O WIICHBEBRE D 2 L 2R LT, TRUHDOFERIE, V—F v 7 XY HND
KRPEFEBICHAONT WL L2 FfT2bDTHE, ZDLHiC, VT—F v X%
VICERFF S NAERIC X o THEERSZEITIN TS 2 L2 CDA ZHWVWTREINTE
b, EEOWIED Z OFERELFFL T2 (Gunseli, Meeter, & Olivers, 2014; Luria, Balabam,
Awh, & Vogel, 2016; Reinhart, Carlisle, & Woodman, 2014; Schmidt, MacNamara, Proudfit, &
Zelinsky, 2014),

Gunselietal. (2014) (FFC{EHE & SUHRRE CAFR I N5 CDA ZHER L, WFE X
RINTWBET—F v I A2 ) NOERDEICEDLD 5 DD EL R L7z, 851358
SMFECF ¥y TG ET —F v 7 A ) NICIRFFT 5 & & ko7, i@ ETIx, ¥r
Yy THED 1 DER &, EERSIMEF ZREF L2 0 L F—28 5 % HW L 72, HEERHR
BT, ¥ v 7B 6 DRR S, ERSINE L2 0BBHL w3 0Er%
HR L7z, ZOfBR, SEREIC X > THRI NS CDA EHIRERHEIC L > THRIh
% CDA ICEEFED LN o7z, SO LT, EHEEE BEEREECHWICRZSED%
ROPMRECTHHAINTHDEZ L E2RHRT 2, ZDXIHIC, CDA 13H2HEEKICEH T S
T—F%v 72 ) NOEMOREERFHET 2 5> x THHAT 5,

— 75 C, LlER B o FERR LI BB Tld R w2 L ERE ST 3 (Carlisle &
Woodman, 2011, 2013; Dalvit & Eimer, 2011; Dowd, Kiyonaga, Beck, & Egner, 2014; Han & Kim,
2009; Kiyonaga, Egner, & Soto, 2012; Kuo, Chao, & Yeh, 2013; Pan & Soto, 2010; Soto & Humphreys,
2008), Kiyonagaetal. (2012) 137 —F v 27 2 & VIC{RFF S N7z (b & BRI O 23 —305
DHERZIREL, RERSMNEFICERNICHBOR L 72, HERIT 0%, 50 %, 100 %D 3 KEEHZF T &
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h7wy 7L niz, 0%5MECi, L 20 ENRKE 2 23T 70 vy 7 NiIcE %
NTELT, REFL2GREICHERRE FETH ok, 50%5%MTlE, #RFL 72 G
FlE e 230713 70 v ZICEREEN T 2, 100 %5F TR, R L 72 23 H ICHER
R L 707z 2O ORERIFFE LT S BNCEERSINE CHR I Nz, 2F 0, S
FIIEFF T 2R e IR ER BT 20 & BRI E LTAL Tz, b L
EE B O FEEHES AN CHEcE A vEED b o Tch L, FHiiich z b hn-ER
KL LT EOFEMELRDONLITT TH L, EEFOME, 0%5MF0a 2 ik 50%%
toazx bt X /&L, 100 %5&EDORA T 4 v MiE 50 %5&Fo_A27 4 v XD bk

& o7z, Z ORERIGEIEREIME O FEEMRSABN TH 2 L W IFEZLEBA LRV, 272
L, 0%FEMHICH T HEFEZEMIRIZERITITHEE L md o7, L EOHIRS S, Kiyonaga et
al. (2012) (FFCTEERBIIE O FE I IZ BB IC AR T 2235 2 —75C, EMWICIiZFEE
D EOREFE I NS »IFERICHEICE 2 LR L 72,

Olivers, Peters, Houtkamp, & Roelfsema (2011) 1%, 7V —F v 7' 22 ) ONEIEE % HE
TELPEPERET IO, 7T—F V7 AE) TR RINTOIHHORETH S L)
ETAEREL TS, HHLOETATIE, VT—F v 7 A VHNOEBALE LT, EN7v 7
L— &7 27w AfEIEH (accessory memory item) 2MFETEST % Z & #RE L 72, BT v
7L — b L FHERRICB T 2ENIMORROZTH L, BINT V7L — 03 —8F
LREREANINCEL DT 2T 52 LT, [THHEL AT 2FHRERINL, —T7, T/ %
ZHEHH R —F Vv 7 ARV ICRRINTN B D00, FTHOMEL ZEHD 7 IH
HThh, HEICET2ETIT L A LHEL RV,

T—%v 72 YVNOHHDREIC X » CEEFECHET 2008020 0E
Z%, LT ofTEF 281 H % (Downing & Dodds, 2004; Houtkamp & Roelfsema, 2006) .
Downing & Dodds (2004) REBRSMEICT7 —F v 7 AV IC2 ODHEH RT3 L %
Koo —HOATY 27 3O EGRHIEIC B\ TR 2 HE N7 v
L= 1) T, 504 7Y = 7 MIHERRFEEO R OZIERE cliEg ko 5 3 HE
(77 e AGEHE) 72 o7z, EEOME, ZEHECORAOABRKDOONLT 7 & A5
BHEHPSHERECHAL COEBZ2TH L Aar o7k, TOMER, V—Fv 7/ 22V IR
FFINAHBRFICEREZFET 20 TIE AL, YDOXHICRRINTWE I X - THE
BEVFEINIDEI»PBREINDI L EZTRBTE25DTH D,
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1.5. REERICE T 2 WiERE O HNH]

FTEh FAZ I B U 7= 5 3 & (e ic Ll 2 Lo 2, 178 B JEREE 2 R o AL
BB T 2 2 b EBOTEAKE D | D TH 5, FFEIERDHE 72 5 BASE7E R 14
fildnzg 2 &% L DEBWFICL > ORINTE /2, EHIIFRPIE (Inhibition of return: Klein,
2000; Posner & Cohen, 1984; Posner, Rafal, Choate, & Vaughan, 1985; Samuel & Kat, 2003) 3,
EE 21 72008 IO L CGEZO MBI A L 2R CTHh 5, MBENICIE, SENTE» Y %
W 723 EIC BT, T30 0 0B IC R & - il oo 3 2 KGR B 2 gk s v g . T3
20 DEIRD 6 HE O B E T D SOA (stimulus onset asynchrony) 7% 300 ms & 0 b %\ 35
BT 0 ALE T ORI 2 KT < 72 2 2%, Z LD SOA TIXF235 0
i T DRI 3 2 SOGRFRE A3 EE S 5

2D X5 BALEOEEN RINEICN A2, FEOBENZMHBAST T4 7774 I v 7

(negative priming) DOIHRIC X VY /RI LT % (Fox, 1995; Frings, Schneider, & Fox, 2015;
Tipper, 1985, 2001; Tipper & Cranston, 1985), HBIHIC (X, EESMEF X Z TN E L 2B T
I & 0 72 BRI D R & D ERBR O MRE A A — =T v T LR AR RS G, &
DL %, nFB1THOEERREICN 3 2 ROCKHENE, 2 OFERRREAS n — 1 5T H &R
ELTCERINTOWAEAIGELEST 2, 202 &3, HEIERE 2 H i 2R X 7= 15 |
WO SBEN I S N TWE e ZRL TS,

WRRF IC BT 2 W FERBOMGNE, BFREHZETERT 5 2 Lic ko TREER?
b Z 1o DY ERM RN HERR X 41 2 HARYEI-D T (visual marking) 1€ X o ThRE 233k
6T, HENHIDTIL, JBITER S WA EREE HRcifl 32 2 & ©, Fidlic:
IRENIHH ZERICUES 2 X H =X L TH 5 (Watson & Humphreys, 1997; Watson,
Humphreys, & Olivers, 2003) , #IRIIC 1, PERFROPLEBEITEREIND Z 2ICX > T,
FATRRD I WHINL G & LR CTERBRDRIENIC R 2 GETERZIR), BfTERIC X 27
151%, JeRUHTH > & it O YRR A £ C D IRFHIFIFEAS 400 ms LA E4EECH 5 (Watson et al.,
2003), FEATERIIRD 7= D ITHERB O Bon L HERE O 28 & OfIC 400 ms LA E ol
IR B TH % 2 & 1F, WENMOAE I Lo IEE 2 AT, £ D% ICHEBN I H]
ENTW3BZ L %ZmR%T 2% (Humphreys, Stalmann, & Olivers, 2004) ,

BRBER B W CHE 2l 2R S N2 58, BE R~ O FE B O BB 2 FHi 0 Al

I X oTHIHIE NS 32 AR INTE T3S (Burra & Kerzel, 2013; Eimer & Kiss, 2008;
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2010; Eimer, Kiss, & Nicholas, 2011; Gaspelin, Leonard, & Luck, 2017; Gaspelin & Luck, 2018;
Hilimire & Corballis, 2014; Kiss & Eimer, 2011; Kiss, Jolicceur, Dell’ Acqua, & Eimer, 2008), Burra
& Kerzel (2013) 13> v 7 b+ v (singleton) 2SI 2 HEERFE L A, T390 %
B 2 L CEESMEDL D b 0> UDEERRR O &2 4l - T 5 188 (THIATRES) &
H O e (TRIAATRESEME) %30T 7o, A DRSRERENC I FRIE & 25T S
T2 TTT, YV IAN VIR E 3R o 72H (eg, () 2RO DICEY IT YL
THIR SN 2R D Z & 2453, THIRTRESAF CIIBIEERR 217 5 BRI RR O 03 M
72 DHETE T2 O 0> BIFEATNC KRS INE ICBOR & iz, FRIARTRESM: T IR R T <
HEYPERTHLIPII TV ELTH DL BRI NI, 2D L E, BRIz Ctio Rz
VI YRHEBILE, YV A R VIC X o THERINS N2pe K %900 L 725 E,
THIRARELIE TRy v 70 b VIT X - T N2pe Db S =2, PlllfgestEcizy v o
)L b IT X B N2pe 13589 7 - 72, Burra & Kerzel (2013) 1%, FRTCEEAHIIBO FFE4
EFHoTWE I EICLoTy v N b vy ~OEEMES IR & 7 &b L 72

WA, WiERIROFHY % FRTICF 30 ) BR 3 2 HEERRREICE W, HiERMo 6F
237> D % Al TGRSR B 2 P E R 2 M6 32 £ L 23T & 2 Ao TRET
D3ED 5TV %, Woodman & Luck (2007) 1, FIHEBEIRICIEN o TEIR L 7= A3y &
W —HTEA—EHT L, HEERCIIHEERL W7o 2 &bk %I 72, 5 13,
SATRIRT 2 (0 LAEWHENI A 0 F—R L 2w L 2 ERSBMFE ICHR L7, % DR,
AN —BGERT O SOGRE X 2R O ROGKFR L 0 DRI R B 2L AR L7z, ZOFERD D,
Woodman & Luck (2007) 1%, #EHETREGOFHREH T —F v 722 ) NICEH D=
HDOT V7L — L (template forrejection) ZHEKT 5 Z & T, PHERBITIEEZ T 2w X
T BTN TERLEFIRT S, ¥72, Arita, Carlisle, & Woodman (2012) 13 EHEZRE
RO BRANCHIERM O % 2R 2 MHF 0 0 & e, HEERHEECRERL v
tx BRI 2T, Y KMk T 2, ZNEhoRITIE 7 1y 2L iz, SIRERR
TR 2 HOBEREHSMBERICHEL (Y F 94 X 12), 2 (TR E L7z, FEoR]
WIE 7N =717 5 X ) ICRR I NIz, EEROFER, BT 0 5tk KGR 0 75 53
SEFD 0O SIGHERE X 0 HEA 5722 &5, Arita et al. (2012) 13 FRREIEREE 2 4F
BoEREzH O CGEEZERBICHT R w51 TE 2 TR L, 2b OfERIT, B
KOFNC RN I NS WEFH 2D 2o AT REERBICEEZRT 2w X 5 ics
LZLNTEBLLERRTS,
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TEAF 230> © DOFIFH O FRFT N O IR EEFE 2 WEE L 72981 & o ¢, BT 0 1XHE
BROBIEMECHMICR S 2 L AR ENT WS (Beck, Luck, & Hollingworth, 2017; Han &
Kim, 2009; Kugler, 't Hart, Kohlbecher, Einhiuser, & Schneider, 2015; Moher & Egeth, 2012), Han
&Kim (2009) [FFFEOFEZEEL, BME T XX OOERDO T2 ) BRI IR R IGE
IC5 2 2578 R Et L 7z O ERIRRO FRRIE (F v v 7OKRE X :1043°vs.0.57°) %
BZ 5T, EHEOBREBE S 5 paEEEL -, HEEZROERECh Ny F%
ERL, EBRSMEF RS2 X o icke iz, 2ottty FIIREERRIREIC B TR
W LTHBT 2 283w E BEBRSINE ICBUR S e, oty FHERBE LT
HHLL 72587 (R—8GETT) Loy FAMBL RWRT (BT o KIGKHHE o 72 % 47
M U 72 A5 50, BRI o 71 M < BRI o B 1 R 23 20 2> 2 FE T I3 AR —BGR 1T
E—EETO RIS 13320 S e o 72 (1717msvs. 1725ms). — /7T, EEHIE D 7+
DS BRI SR S Icl T & 2 HEETIE, A —EE T2 —EEIT X 0 b K
K28R < 7a 572 (1221 msvs. 1144 ms), & 512, %5 137231 T 0 KISEENIC X > TG
DR BN T LT EiTo72 8 25, KIEPEWEETIIA—FETD 52
FAZEAT & 0 DL, RIGAEBOEECTIEA—EGET 0 /7 23 0L a T X 0 b RIGHER 28 5 2>
o7z ARREICKEIA 20 512 E T30 0 D5 2 LN WERME R CE /22 &5 5, Han
& Kim (2009) (FREEERIR ICIFIE] A3 722> 2 5 G I LRRAIGIH 2313 72 & < +53 el 03 & % 7=
DI ERF DI IH & 7z L FERO T 72 2D X 5 &, HHEREREZINHT 2 & v 532
MFEORITICERMZ2ET 2 L wHE 21, BHorr - 2B0RIGEARZHA L
KO BEHEAERICEDWTEITINDI L WIFEZLBEAT LD TH S (van Zoest, Hout, &
Kingstone, 2010) ,

Moher & Egeth (2012) MR T 2EDOFA2 V2 ERT 5 L, BIEFIXZOOORHE
b ORIEE 1L U IGEIRT 2205, KT Z OFANGH T 2 L 3HT 2, %5 13EH 4 T,
HELEREE (€Y P4 X 4) BERINIANICESNY FOT L —RAF VX EERL T2,
7L — A F X O BRI E 100 ms, 800 ms, 1500 ms 72 o 7z, AT T4 DD T L —R
FAEDIBD 1 DOERFLRDY BRI, ZofiEic BT 2 M #ito MR ER
AT ERE LB L 72, EBROKR, 7L — 2k XD 2R A 100 ms D&M
TIIEHGIT O 3R IT X 0 b SOCKE 235 A > 72 b D @D, 800 ms, 1500 ms D 5T
FERGRTTO T 3L ERIT X 0 b KICKER 232 5 72, 2 b DR A 5, Moher & Egeth
(2012) 13, EEBESINE ZEET X EHEH 2 F CoCHRE L, 2V oifil L Tz & fsamo
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F7zo #51EZ DI % [search and destroy] & #4172, £72, Kugleretal. (2015) 3%
IR D B D F20 0 EWERO D T35 0 255 2 b =5 A O HEHERIECOR
BESB) & I L 72, % OFGE, 1FERBEO T2 0 FEAFEO T2 0 X 0 dRhEIL5 <,
BFLOOFy H— FRGERICHETONTLES 2 & 2R L, 510, HERO B
25T ICEETADL VNESET LR L, 2O X O, EBRTSL Y ZHCHEE
R IIHERROBRIABRIE cHIC 5 2,

FUDICHEETREEHZERLTLE Y &) ZofEFI, Tsal & Makovski (2006) 2°
WE L72FEED v v 7 <5% (attentional white bear phenomenon) & $A{El3 % , FLEENSER &
¥, EERSMFICHRE BRS¢ 2RET, EAVvINsoiic bR EREERL T2 6
ROWIKFEMD ZER S 2 &, HHPERI NS OO RIS L TR 2T 2 X
IICHIE I NEHLTH % (Hikosaka, Miyauchi, & Shimojo, 1993), Tsal & Makovski (2006)
EFEBRSINF RO TFORFFEEIRL, Z ORICHE Tl < FREIEBE I 70 7 5
Wak LT RER L7, % DR, DERO BRMESHEED HVEEE I Tw 54

(ie., WIERADOOLE S TIACTE 28556) LHERM O ZROEDR 7 v X LIcZ(bd 28
& (e, BERBOMEXTHTE R WEA) Ol ICEWT, HHEIMBERINTN2
BEF 2 B RN [ 2> > TR DM 2 X 5 I & 2 B G2 AN 1A 2> > THRGT A3 O
Z2X5ICHBIN2EALYbEL otz TOREERIE, WERM O EIT 2678 2B T
B o THERIIWERHIC AEICEI Y 4 ToH N 2 L %R T (Lahav, Makovski, & Tsal,
2012; Lahav & Tsal, 2013).

HERBOEE DL LORRT2EATE20 &, EWHHotzdoh Lo RRT
LIEHF 0 0 BREERICEG 2 58 2 IR L 725 <ld, HHFES2 Y 03 EE %
FHETIMRPRE N LR EINT WS, (Arita et al,, 2012; Beck & Hollingworth, 2015;
Becker, Hemsteger, & Peltier, 2016), Z 415 OWFECl, AR ZBH L < — 2 {3 S
KEEZEH 2320 O AF O i B ERFER 2V EFL D DB L 2R LTS, 2D XD
i, FEHFES2 D ITERFLS 20 X S HERRICECTEREZFHFET 5 5 2 THREKR
v, LaL, EEHFRD D ORI RIER ORI THIC % % L\ 5 [search and
destroy] D& 2 ICHE 2L, TEHF 0 & HEHF 20 0 ORTERRICE 2 2 B IIHERR
WBRDOFIH & 1Y) b 50 TR 3 2 BE 2B %,

W ERER O M 720 T <, BIERBLE O WIENIC & —ERRE O IR % 252 L
T3 2 EARENTWS (Chao, 2010; Munneke, Van der Stigchel, & Theeuwes, 2008), Chao
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(2010) FEEAREEDSHIR L W& 2 T30 Y ER L, T30 LiE E TD SOA 2854
W (507ms) &RV (2120ms) 2T 7z, EEROFEER, SOA BARWEFICHE VT
AT N EALEDO T2 0 AYERN72 5 72, Munneke etal. (2008) TIZAZMHIE A B L 720
MBEFB»VICL o TRERLZZP, BEHITXEMEOFL Y BEMICIE T S\ 72 FEk
TOFH Y LFEE TD SOA 1F 1500 ms 72 o7z, TDI L5, Moher & Egeth (2012)
IZ, Chao (2010) & Muuneke et al. (2008) D FEERIC I\ > T b BIZEH 13 [search and destroy ]
DAL TTFI—%HGCTLIZAlRENE 25 L Tw 3,

—7J5C, Cunningham & Egeth (2016) (Z[F]— DR % 0 & LIHIS 2 & v 5 228 H3 R
FH2Y ZHCAARRERICEEAZREZRZLTH 3 ERELTHS, HHERITIL
ICHFERR D % T30 b R 3 2 HERRINEE v 7z, SIREEREE Cl, M~
BOTLT7 7Ry FXELEFOMDEDT LT 7y FXLFERT v X LICHBRRICHE X
iz (v P9 A X 12), EBESINE»ET L7 720 K713 237520 10 7w v 7124y
I, zhxnoT vy 7 LIBT3 0 Gtk & LS ROSHRERBI SR & 7,
I OFER, WHT 20 HEZEA L CEEIN TGS, 7ry 7 1 TREHRFERDD
SO TG X D D RICKFFASELE 3 2 K352 5417228 (1989 ms vs. 1927 ms),
LD 7' vy 7 CIHIEETF 235 O SF 0 77 3L 50F S RICH 03 i 2 o 72 (Tmy 27 2
1723 ms vs. 1909 ms), Z OZHFIIMME T 2 23507 & & B LT 2 55 1CE@D b b
o7z TND DRERIL, [Fl— DR QMG % BT D IR 3 & v 5 2EE I X o CTHFERRK
DR ZFICE B X S ICh>722 L ZRLT WS, TDZ &P 5, Cunningham & Egeth
(2016) I ZIEAHF 232> 0 & F W FHEHERIC X o TRICKHE EoFIBAE o 520 &5 2
I FEPEEREEZ R L Cw 2 im0 T 7z, FRIC X o CHEIERHE 7 15 E K
G TE 2 X 512/ % & vHF Z2I1E, Cunningham & Egeth (2016) DRFEHIC I\ 22015
iz, fLEICEDWEIC B W TH D 5N TS (Leber, Gwinn, Hong, & O’Toole,
2016), TD X 5IC, MEFD 0 2RV HEERITE ICETATRE Tl R <, RO
BRI 2320202 2 > & W 5 BRUERHE S, BIEE 3R URiz 48 0 3R L REBN ) I I 3 2
LS EEREHTS0 0 I X 2 ERBEOWFNGEE T 2 LRI TE T 5,

1.6. A5 D B & FERHFIT D ERK

KL TIE, 7 —F v 7 A VIR LZRRICK o TREMTEE 2 L0 X 5 il &
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N2l 2, ARERICH T 2FEEOFEICOWT, HHOBHICX2R LT v 7
HMOBER L BIFEEOEKICL D by 7 XY VIEMOBEREZY] Y /3 1F 72Et 87 T &
Tz, B AT v 7OHEESIEOF 2 i, PIEBRE P OME R~ TEESFEIND

(Theeuwes, 1992), + v 7& 7 v OFEEHIEOE 2 T3, FERBIEEOBENIC X > THE
I3 (Folketal,1992), L2 L, I - B5E (2015) 4662 K51, o X 5% "4
FEOFER CIIEETEBEE 2 M ERICEHIAT 2 2 Ll TE v, Z2D7DIC, RELT v
DHERE Ly 77X VYOERD LD L3 ED X 5 RIBAICERICITE S Dh b v S REF
BHETH -7z,

Z ZCH 2 W T, SERERICHEEST 2HBUCO W T, YR TH 2 B L e
DN 7 2 & OBIEME 2 FERFICERIEL, AP AT7 vy 7OFEERBEE Py XY v OER
HilfH & DM EAEF I DWW TS L 7z, Fellrath et al. (2014) (3H# 0 B & 2 & D BEE
HEFERCEEL, RFATy 70FEEE Yy 78y vOREBOHAERAZRE+ 237
KA LZBAF LT, B 1 B LUOER2 TlE, 20X 4 L% 6L, Y05 mBAIc
PAEE L2 & OBEED &b b O BRI BMEEMNC 72 B A0 W THERET L 72,

FRERBIEES R —F v 7 A2 VIREF L ZNEIC XL > TEFE I L5 (Sotoetal,
2008), C OFCEEEIMEOEEFEIISLT L ABN A OTIEAL, BIREFOEKIC K-
TR ICHIE X5 % (e.g., Carlisle & Woodman, 2011), ZOHIRIIX, 7—Fv 7 2XAEY
X 2 EERESBIEEOTHHEIC X > TR L ) 2 L 2REL TS, 22T, EE
L7 —% v 2 O Z NE ML ICIRE OB ICHEL 9 5, 2 0, HIEICHER
HiHE XV % < HID Y TS L 3ol aERAE o m Fico 7230 (Karis et al., 1984)
V=% v A ) IERERIET 2 2 L 3EROEMWAMEARET S (eg., Soto et al.,
2008), L7z23> T, sel@bREhi:odEEH S0 AflEHicE W, FEET7T—F v 72
EVREDLICHET 200 L VIR BLETH 572,

ZZTH3ETIE, P3 & CDA Zf8fEE L, V—F v 7 A% ) NOHR & ERRIE L O
RIECOWCTOHFAHEA T —F v 722 ) OUBEICED L 5 BT 20 2R L 72,
P3 B3 13 AR I B L 72 RIS HT D 24 € S N7 i E R E R E & )3 % (Polich, 2007) . — 77,
CDA iz 7 —F v 7 A D ICHIBZRFFL Cwa Z &2 KMF 2 (Kang & Woodman,
2014), 7 —% v 7 AT VIR S N NE & AEHRIER O RS — 80T 2 R %
EL, HANCERSME CHOR L7z, FRICG AR ERED LIC, FEET—F v 72
TYREDL I ICIHERENI L, FROFEEGIHEHT 2 022 WG L 72,
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PEERICE T 2FEEFEICE VT, L0 X ) ICEESHEBEO FHRICH T S5 2 5
EWVHHIIICHIAT, EOXICFERELRMITEVEIICT 0L ) b BEERKE %
B, HlAIE, TVA 37 —F v 27 22 ) ICRRI NHERIC K 2EREOERD T 2R
DFEFEERERTE T2 L AT 2 (Bundesen, 1990; Bundesen et al., 2005), Z DFHHEIZ7 —
F v AR V) ICRREI N REIFE A ERIC L 2EA T LTHETEINE, 2D
RIZD2WT, Woodman et al. (2013) &, FEERICIGC T —F v /A VICKRINE
ATV b DB BT 2 EEDEA DT (attentional weight) # < (e.g., near 1),
F 72 13K < (e.g.,near 0) FXiE T & % & 3tHH 9 % (Woodman etal., 2013, pp. 5). X & IZ, Woodman
& Luck (2015) 1%, Hlz 1Ly ¥ 2R —F o L@l & o H T ofT8 B & 13 IERE A
A7V 27 PICH L CEREOERDFEZ 0 MTICEREL, b DIHEHDFEEEN L
I L CRREEICBEE S 24 7Y 2 7 I L CTEADT ZIEICRET L LATE S L
AL T3 (Woodman & Luck, 2015, pp.189), L 2> L 7285, WERERMIHIC 2w T,
FUEN T O EBELHAITN CORE O ERIE % F 8T 2 BEA D 5 & & 2NEEDEEK
DD HRBRI N TS, Fl 2 1L, HERRFEO AN ERMORHEZ F035 0 BR L
el W RIc X o C, BEFR 0 ZH ORI FES FEREE 2R L
9% 2 EARENT WS (Cunningham & Egeth, 2016), ¥ 7z, W5 HIBL O HIHNC 13 KFE 23 2>
72>% (e.g., Moher & Egeth, 2012), L2 L7425, BHET 2EEETACTIRITEHEL 3k
B R ERBIC ED X S ICFEBEZMT AWV KT 0L I miconTidFfld T
AYARN

ZIZTHA4REF SETIHEATE» ) ZHCHERROERA A =X L% af L7,
BTS20 EHCZEHERRICOWT, FEOFHELEGET 220 2 H v 72 HEERIC
WET 2 ZLARENTE TS, Han&Kim (2009) (3, Ao IR D 2022
FECECTREHFEE2 ) A AERERRSZITCE3 2Lz, /T
Cunningham & Egeth (2016) (%, [ UFHE AV R LINGIT 2 & v 5 FEHBEEFLH» 0 %
7= ERE o MHNIC EE A GE A R 2 L 2R L, S E CEMHEIEL OB Ik
[f2320 2 % &\ 5 SRR & BB RO MH O F B sh AT L CRET e T &, 2 C
THEE4 T, £y P YA R X o TERRI OB £ < h00 2 T2 B0 L, BRI
DRI R B30 52 5 &\ 5 FRE R 395 F R 0 B 0 2438 % e 3 5 D 58 5> % Mgt
L7z,

5 BT, BHTFES2 ) ZHCEHEEEREEHTES2 Y AV HERR OB Z
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HBMRET U 72 o FHEBUC B D o 72 W5 B0 0 S L BDIRF 1 1330 R 0355 <, SR ERR o 1R AR
BEcHfrE b (Becketal., 2017; Han & Kim, 2009; Kugler et al., 2015; Moher & Egeth, 2012),
—77C, PLEICHD W 2] IR IC X RAT T2 3, —ERE ORI 2 438 L 3% (Chao,
2010; Munneke et al., 2008) . EE# 5 Tld, FHEUCHED W 7201 & A7 1 H D 72 4l oo LB
ERRIECE D 2 D0 E 0%, FHICTHE W2 EEEIE L 5 b TR L7z, ¥ bIicHE
5o XU 7 Tk, BEHFRH,Y EEEFLS Y 2 HERRILERE 2, LB
DHTHA & BRI 73T THRET L 72,
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28 RFLT v 7OEEE Ny XY v OFEED BRI

2.1. e HBY

Fellrath et al. (2014) XfTEMHEECIX b+ v 740 v OFEERIENC X 2 FEOH Y YT 23
DIH, R LTy TOFEME E OMAEMN 2D 5 Z LidTE b of, LA L, BHE
P& W2 & DBLEYE 2 FIRCERIE S 2 FikidmiE o BRI O M AER 2Rt 2 2 &2
TELFIELEEZ D, ZDZOKRIHIE T Fellrathetal. (2014) OFFEERSEEL, K+ 4
Ty 7OEEEE by 7Y v oFEHEHOMEERE R T2 ABNE TS, B
—IC, PO IIHEREIC X o CHRROBEF M A RIEL Tu7ed, X0 ERNICHHEEZIRET 5
COICARIETII IV —T 4 v 7Rl 7z, 77V — T 4 v ZRIBIE R O YRR Rt
ZHHS 25 2 CRERRECTH 2 L I nD (EH, 20060, AWFETIEIL—T 4 v 7 Hl
WMoay b7 A MCX Y HBOBEEREEZREL 2, B0, AR CRIIIEM#BEETRI A
mvay b — VR 72, Fellrath et al. (2014) T BEEME: D K D B 2 FlE % 95E
FEE LCTRERL T, ZOHEETIE, BhEM: O & RIEL~ O HE T & Bt o (K]
W~ DB MG 72 D A 13 b A b 7\, DF 0, BFERRMASHE L 28 g & T,
BELEMEAMEVHIE T b —ERETFE R IR T 205, 2l bHEEETEHIE (Folk et al,
1992, 1994) THL X T3 X 5 I BEEME A & WIS O AEERE S ER T 2 D hico
WTHRETTE Tnav, a2 v b e — AR fF 2/ icak) 2 2 & ¢, B0 sic X 3R
OB ICOWTHEIETE 2 L& 2 72,

2.2. Ehi1

22.1. J5iE
ERENE

12 BHFEERICSIM L 7e 5B | A REOIREXIERICHES 2d o7 DR L2, %
D7D, 11 Aol T —Xeatticf L (B4 4, &7 4, FHFEER 269
o TRCOERBRSINE ZIHRS LOCMERNBIER TH o7, RENPLHETH 572,
FERSINE T HATICEROEN L Tt 2 2 AL RIEZ 57,
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rE

FEDOERITIFZ 194 vFDT 4 2714 (DELL /8 % w7z, #HEoflis X 0K
SRS D I 25 13O FEER Y 7 b Psychopy 1.82 % 72 (Peirce, 2007), EERSNH DK
JiiZ 7 v ¥ — (ELECOM #H#)) ZHWCHIFL 72, 72, EERSINE OEIRNE % EE 3
270IChHEEMAL T,

(A) Go/ No Go Task
600 ms, 700 ms, 800 ms

300 ms

1000 ms

(B) Detection / Discrimination Task

600 ms, 700 ms, 800 ms

Until response
Appeared at
left or right? .
Until response
Tilted left, vertical,

or right?

Figure 2.1. (A) Example trials in Go/NoGo task. Participants were asked to press a key when target
appeared while ignoring peripheral distractor. (B) Example trials in Detection/Discrimination
Task. Participants were asked to report the location and orientation of the stimuli. Note that this
figure is not to scale.

U
TRCORITIKENSE FIc 2R a s (RGB: 128, 128, 128), HOFHA (1°X1°)
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DS D FRIC 2R X 172, Go/NoGo R T & N 7= RV s X O EflEic iz 7'
—T 4 VRIS bz (1.6°X1.6°), ZEBEBEUL 4.4 cpd 72 -7z, {HEIZ 0, 45
EE X135 B o7, BIRIBoa Y 7R ME20 %7 o7z, WiEfoay b7 X
122 %, 5%, 38X %7 o7z, GirEREITEH D P05 5 EA T pIC 458 7247
BEICER SN2, B - RRIEE T, EAVTheic 4580 - 00E i, ZERENEDS 4.4
ecpd TV F TR %, 2%,3%, 5%, 10% BXU0%D L —F 4 v 7RIS
Nz,

THA Vv BLUFHEE
Go/NoGo ERE

AT DOHI % Figure 2.1A IC/R T, FEZAT I ATIC, EESINH ICAERRIBOMEE % 0 &,
45, 135S EDWTNA0 5 1 DEAEE L 72, B OME X 3 EKBRSIMEM A v v £ —
NIV RAEWN ST, EEHSME ZET=20 6457 cm OFFBEICER L, T=X %85 L 72,
RFSME BT v 2 —F — %2 W3 T35 S e, FRUTIHESR RO 285 b s &
7z (600 ms, 700 ms, 800 ms), K\ > THHFRIMA/EA > F4H I 300 ms o S 7z, B5E

FEDa vy b T2 (2%, 5%, 90%) ¥ X OELADRRAE, HE (05, 45, 135 &)
7 v XL EfF CRR S Nz, PIERIROME E & BRI O BEE M A B E & 4, B R
LRI O X 23 E U Th 285G L B 25ADT b/, 100 ms OEIER, AR
28 1000 ms B8 & N7z, EERSINH OFFEILX, H 520 UoIFE T N-HE L NI OME
EBFR—2E2Z AW T koo, b LEA—-THENE, HFOAELIETO ¥—
L _XLRLFT L ARD O N7z (GoikfT)o d LA —THRTNIE, F—2H IR
LARD b7z (NoGo #tfT). Go affTid 94 5T T, NoGo sdfTix 192 idf772 o7, F 7z,
avbe—AEfe LT, BHERBBERINAVEITIE 28 TEE vz (53203
1) av bu—AMETIRT 7 v ZHHE A 300ms R & Nz, EERSMFIZLEITIG L T
32T LICHEIAING © LA TE 2, FEOHNICHIE 23 10 3UT5 2 Nz,

R - FRIRRE

1T DB % Figure 2.1B 1T 3, Mt - ABIFEEIL, Go/NoGo #RE THI 7= HIl D 2 24 1
ERGET 2720 ICEM L 72, FERSBMFIZET =200 57em OFFHEICERF L, T =2 %8l
WLz FRSMES T v & —F — 243 LEUTHHIG & e, FUTIRER RO 2R 5
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ks X L7z (600 ms, 700 ms, 800 ms)o K\ TZ'L—T 4 v ZREKA /AT 41251 300 ms
BREIN, Zv—F 4 v ROy P72 (1%,2%,3%,5%,10%,90%) B X Ok
foRRiE, HE (0, 458, 135%) 37 v X AAEFCERE Nz, Kl L
L —TF 4 v RO BIRAIE A E 2 B 2 L 2RO BERIBERSINE ORIEBH 5
FCERIN, EHRSIMEFR L —T7 4 v 7REBECHEEL Cu 85134 —%, A
CHH LW ESAR 6 F— %2 2Nt A TFoAELIGEEIETHT L ko b/ (&
HEE), 500ms OIEERS, Wil Lic /v —F 4 v 7HIBOEE 2 & 2 % 2 L ko 340K
XHERSMEORIGHH % £ TERI N, EBRSINEZ X7V —T 4 v 7B H
WTWgHIT 4 F—%, HOTWRWEAEILS F—%, Gt ZERIE e ¥—%
INENETFOAELE, P, 2L CEETHTC Lk bz (FRIGRE) ., £Hs
MF L, F—HLICHS koS, EMEICETT 2 X 5808 L7, AITRHIRERREE 800 ms,
1000ms, » L < 1Z1200ms TH Y, 72 & ORfTRIEIRIZ 7 v X L TH o7z, 1 DDV
F7AMICOE 8 RTHERIN, G288 RIT72 o7, EEMSIF IZLZICGU T 32 &
TS LIREZ IS 2 L A3 TE 7, SFEDOFNCHED 10 T5 2 b,

Relevance
| Control
B High

Bl Low

2% 5% 90 % Control
Contrast

Figure 2.2. Mean reaction times in Go/NoGo task for each condition in Experiment 1. Error bars
indicate standard errors.
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Hay 7R MICET S Go ATV RICKHH % Figure 2.2 127839, Go #kAT D SKUGHKFHH
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XL CHAEETE (2%, 5%, 90 %) < BlEME (&, %) © 2 HREROSH T 217 o 72 K558,
Bt D FRNR A H RS 072 (F(1,10)=7.44, MSe =42527,p= 021, 12 =.43), $HEWOE
MRIEED SN o7 (F(2,20)=2.38, MSe=42547,p=.119, n2 =.19), BHZFME & BN
DA IERD SNl b o7z (F(2,20)=1.30, MSe =306.88, p= 294, n2 =.12),

RIT, 2V b u—VEED RG] & D72 % BEMEOm WS LR wEFczhn T 1 &
CRIB 2%, 5%, 90%, 22 v ba—) OREON ZIT o7z, BEM: A3 4 tF < ldfil
WO FRBIEER -7 (F(3, 30) = 3.41, MSe = 332.03, p = .030, 2 =.25), ZEHLEDHS
B, aviro—nE&h oI 2%ay b 7R DR THED b (4954 msvs. 471.8 ms; £(10)
=2.99,p=.014), 5%=2 v 7 A+ CEFERICKRE 4780ms) 53X U90%a v F 72+ (F
YOG HEE] 478.6 ms) & DFEIXFRD H N d o 72 (1(10)=0.85, p=.418;#10)=0.61,p=1.00),
— 77, BEEMEAME WS TR O FR R A E Tld 75 - 72 (F(3,30)=0.50, MSe = 540.40,

p=.683, N2 =.05),

R - FRIZRE

100
O\O
o 757
® Task
> 501 -o- Detection
1) R
© Discrimination
3 251
<
O.

1% 2% 3% 5% 10% 90%
Contrast

Figure 2.3. Mean accuracy rate for each condition, Error bars represent standard errors.

#av b 7R Mk T s mHEES X OCREE O I IEE R % Figure 2.3 ISR, MR
D IEEFRICE T, | BEEERE NSO 21T o 72455, 2 v P 7 2 F 0 F3R»E
B2 o7z (F(5,50)=30.00, MSe = 102.74,p < .001, 2 =.75), HERI LI, 2%V F TR
MBI 2B HEEOMMEIX 5% 2y F IR MBI T 0%V FTAF LD KD

(#(10) =5.65, p = .002; 1(10) = 5.87,p=.002), 5% A Y P 7APL 90 %AV FTALDH W
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EEROZ IR b o772 ((10)=2.46,p=.135), 7=, FHFEOFERICTE N

T, | BERPEBRENDIHTEZIT o 72658, a2 v P 7R OFMRERIEEL -7 (F(5,50)=

44.95, MSe=127.51,p<.001, n3 = 82), HEAR I LI, 2%+ 7R MicE T 2 F)lHE

DEMEIZS5% IV F TR NBLV0%TY FFRAFLD K572 ((10) =8.09, p < .001;

(10)=6.67,p<.001)s 5%V F T AP LY %IV FTRAPDBHWEICEERDIFFED
biiedr o7 (((10)=2.44, p=.105),

223, B

AL B, BEEVE L BhEME 2 RRICEES 2 2 & C, K b o7 v T ORI & b
vy 7 XY v OFEEGIEA LD X S AT 202 Rats 5 2 Lo, R - ilEE
ICBEWT, 2%5MFOMHAGE & AR & D IC5%E X 0%EMFL D bEr o7, &
DRERIE, 2%5FMFL 5%5 X V90 %KD B 72 TIREFWEOBRIEIEY) 72 572 2 & &R
ER

Go/NoGo i CIxBHEM: D FRFR O L2370 b, BHEWO FFR B X OBHEE & B
DR AERIZRD b o7z, TOMRIE, BIEREOHABTREDOMIT b5 NR %R
ET2E0I by TEY Y OFERIHOE Z LBAET S, MAT, EEEOTXTOEAET
BEEDRR RO bNTe L b, B2 IZHEDO D SOPHFHEIC L S FHEEOHI Y 4T

BT DRSS RR I NG,

EREBHR L v ay e — A& 02T LEMAER, A —8GTTlda v b
0 — VSR ORERFEIZ IR b v d o7, —H T, =@ fToa v b 7 X+ 2%5%M
TOHay b a— L5l ORIGRRIZEDRED b vz, b OfFRIE, #x & —3 L 724l
WD HHER RS 2 &3 2 R R OMR L AT 2 (Folk et al., 1992, 1994),

K 1 OFERPD, R ELT v TOBERE by XY v OBEROME A FRE D I E
T2 EMNTREENT, L LERICIIWERD3 05 2, g, KT 3F & P
PO ZEMN B OB ATEIC X o TRICKRENICEE DR B o 72 a[RetE R H 5 . AR TIEEBRS
MEREFTEF 2T EPBRO LN TV, X oI, WERBMAEE O LS TR
ICHBIS 2 438872 5 72, Simon & Rudell (1967) 1ZIGF % FOALiE & BRI O 22 ML iE
B—EL T3 L FICHARR—HD L & CRRIGPERLEST 5 2 %R L7z (4 E VR,
DX IiT, HIHOZERAE & RGF — DOAE QA TEIC X 2 78RR L CTw 5 AlReNE
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b, 2T, FE2 CEMFCAR—ZAF—%2W{T X5 CRICOPUSHiEZEE T 5,
DD, A= R F — IENHIER O HIRALE 2 & EiR EIcilE T 2, CoffEick v, #hE
R D ZEFINE & RISFOBMEEEZHRT 2 2 L8 TE 2,

BRI T 74 I v 2 (repetition priming) DWREMED S 5, BHEHIPAOME Z & BEAYH
WOMHE ZFR—D b DZMEMAL Tz, 2D X5 7%, F—ofiligssEs: L <+ 2 HET
BT 74 IV IBERLY 2, KIRT 74 2 v 2783, (77 20 X » T of]
O DMEE X B 2 L %\ 9 (Schacter, Dobbins, & Schnyer, 2004), X 512, [Al—DHI#EK
BB L TAN SN L WREE A IGEI S b, 2 KRN (repetition suppression) &
> (Henson & Rugg, 2003), T D X5, [F—DRIEHBEVIERL ATIINE T LICX 55
BRRFEIL T2 AR RH 5, 2 2T, T2 TEPERBILEERIHRR L5 o E % of]
WA 2,

F=aT, BEEEME G & L RERER IR S T o d o R AREM DS B 5, AFER
TEa v 72232 %oRIEE 5 % DFEE 72, R RIFNE O BUE 1X 2 L2 53.8 %
L 86.7 Witodz, LAL, TORHMEIIMIENEE H—CTITo725A TH %, Go/NoGo il
TlE 205 ORIFUTFHEIEBDHE 2 M R 2R L L TRERIN Tz, L7255 T Go/No
Go iE T AN DO BAEBFHIFRE L H— T o 725 A L 0 KL 2 0, FanRE»ES
NTWAPo RS 5, % 2T, FR2 CREEFEMECEFEL LTCa vy b IR
10 % DR Z V2, Z OB FHIRE TIX 93.6 %DIEERTH Y, FRAEIERE 2 Ml
L LTERIND Go/NoGo i Th il d s L& 27,

2.3. EER2

23.1. J7iE
EREmE

10 ARFEBICSIL 72 (B2 4, K8 4, FHAF 269 ). TXCTOEBRSMNHE I
HRIRE XL R IER N PBIER 72 0 72 1 BB & 725 72, FEERSINE I ITHATICHEER D HRY
EFHex I LRIE 21§72,

dx
=

Pl

BZMEDRIGE ¥ — R — 2o iG L mzlrg, FE1 LE—DboEHwvi,
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R

BERHIEE X CERBICIE 7L — T 4 v 2R S e (1.6°X1.6°) . 22 AL
X 44 cpd Z o7z, BERTHIBOMEZ 1L 45 D LIF 135 572, a2V P 7 A M 20%7
o720 WIHREOM X 1L 40 B, S0 FE, 130 LD LK IX 140 2 o7z, 2V F T A MIE 10%
b L IE90%72 - 7z,

FHA UV BLUFHEE

A AT 9 BIIC, EERSINF RO E % 45 £, 135 EowdFhrr b 1 D%l
L 7o BRI O X I EBRBINERCH Y v 2 =5V 2% W 72, HiEfHD 2 v b
ZAF (10 %, 90 %) BXOELOERAIE, HE (40 B, 50 B, 130 FZ, 140 &) 117
v X LRNERFCRRE Nz, B ERROME E &AW O BIEE A B e & N7z BEME 2N
WERIETI, BRI OMEE £5 EogERMS BR sz (g, EERIHIEA 45 o & &
C40 FED L <1350 EOERMARRENG), B MR GSMETIE, BRI o X
IR ZEE ST ORISR R E N (eg, BERHIIEA 45 D & 212 130D LK<
¥ 140 EOWEREA R R I NG ), EESNEOHE L, HO0 LOIEEI NHE L
FIRBR D ME % 23— B 2 MW 2 2 &7 o7, b LIA—Th L, RO 7 E
HHE EICHE S N2 A= F =% lF TR IS FEIFT e 283k bk (Go 1),
b LE—ThRITE, F—2fhnz ek oz NoGo ilfT). Go sdfTid 94 5lfT
T, NoGo ikfTix 192 if172 57z, &7z, a v hu—A&Fe LT, SHERBSERS A
WEITIE R2ETE I T (GF 320 3UT). EBRSINE FLEICIE U T 32 F T L ik
BE 2 2 LB TE Iz, FEDATICHE 2 10 5TH 2 b i,

2.32. fEER

#%av b 7R MCET B Go iTO I RICKEE % Figure 2.4 IC78 3, Go #{AT D G IRFH
XL CEEEME (10%,90%) X BEEM: (R, 1K) © 2 BROGEOIT 21T o 724G %, BhdE
PO EMRPIFETE 272 (F(1,9)=13.20,MSe=26721,p=.006, n3 =.59), BAZEED FHIH
FHECTEZARD» o7 (F(1,9) =030, MSe =397.15, p =597, n2 =.03), XKAMEFABHEER -
7= (F(1,9)=6.26,p=.034, n3 = .41) 7=, HMIHRBELToL 225, 10 %2 b
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7 A b EFICE W CBEEMEIC X B RICREZ 25580 S 7z (436.8 ms vs. 463.3 ms; F(1, 9) =
13.20, MSe =267.21, p=.006, 72 =.59), 90 % =¥ b 7 A b ZfFCIEBhEM: IC X 2 RG]
DAFRD bl d o7 (450.1 ms vs. 456.9 ms; F(1, 9) = 0.77, MSe = 297.34, p = 403, 732
=.08),

Kic, 2 v b v — Vil fT O ROGR R & 0 7 % B o @ o Stk LRkt ez 1
CRHIEL 2 10 %,90 %, =¥ b u—)v) OGHOINTEIT o7z, B S W S Cldfil#o
ERBEEL o7 (F(2, 18) = 18.14, MSe = 348.01, p < .001, n2 = .67), % EILIEDHKER,
IV PR AFEEEDER10%I Y P TAPSEAEL 0% Y P TR SEAEOmTTED S
iz (4(9)=5.07,p<.001; £9)=3.99, p=.003), —/ T, BHEMEIMEOSA TR %)
RIIHETHY (F(2,18)=535MSe=417.79,p= 015, n2 =37), LHILKDOFHLE, a2~
0=V DX 90 %y P TR FEETRDONIZDHDD ((9) =3.28, p = .010),
10 %3 v b 7R MEETCRBAD NP 72 (1(9)=2.17, p=.058),

500
m
g 400
(2]
2 300 Relevance
E " Control
pet B High
S 200 M Low
©
©
¢ 100

0.
10 % 90 % Control
Contrast

Figure 2.4. Mean reaction times in Go/NoGo task for each condition in Experiment 2. Error bars
indicate standard errors.

233. FEK

ARFEERDO BV, R0 BEEN: Wz & oEE oM % RRFICREEST 22T, A4
Ty T OFEEE Y TETVOFEENED L ICHEERT 20 2B3T5 2757,
FhE 1 Clda v b —AE&E ORICKEDZ 2 v 7 2 b 2 %EEOBE S E WA D A
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¥ N7, F2HR2 TIIRBOZEMME & RIGFo#EEN, RIEZ 74 v 7, B XOHEGE
JEORER PR L 72, REROFER, BHEEAE VY P 72T 90 %5etE T I3RS N2
RIGHFIC 5 2 2 508 3R b iz o T2y —J7 T, BFEHEOK Y F 7 X+ 10 %%t

W EREBRENE IC X B ISR O ELRED bz, T b OfER I, FEEE DR I
HEUEPERCGAECRICED N L ZRT,

Fellrath et al. (2014) ZRICKHOHTICE VT, BEEE LM DR EZRD b o
7223, ARHIEDFER 2 CTIREEEMECGE O AREEDOFELR D 5 L\ S RAMER %R
7z, AL, Fellrath et al. (2014) 3EOMEIC X o CTHEHZBMEL CH Y, RICKFH
DAEEFZ T RIBEL o T o R Z IR S 5, %72, ARERITHEOBE M
EIMLCERL 72 BEEORRICE VT, Fellrath et al. (2014) & [FEkOMHAIZ B 72 &
Eho, O ORERITE L VS FHEICRITICBUER Tl Za T L 2VR S iz,

ZNTIE, Fx e B2 X 2 EEOMIRIE R CHEEEMEWEFEToRED L
NI=DIZD 5 o HEBSEMEOEEHE AT CEEANEZH S 3720 F 2R LA L23E
AbND, ZDEZIE, v AF VAT MENTTEIC X o T3S 5 (Woodman & Luck,
2003; Woodman, 2010), Woodman (2010) (i L IcEE D&M EXE % 2on L, FEES
FICHNESREFEOEAELLICHAL T 22 BE 2387, 2oL &, ENflETH 2
FXE2 4 e A F v BRI X o TEEWICHE I N 2w X S Kk 4 v A ¥ v
7k E, RO R2RERICHEOREMIC 4 2oMEERT 5 2 & CENRIEOAH % H
ET2HETH B (Lleras & Moore, 2003), A F v 7 I n-HEETIR, ERSINE ILEE
DEHBE LS HICHB L PR AECE R WD T Y X LICF =% L, ZHITH A
boF, EWRIEIC XY N2pe OB FE S Nz, ORI, FEoflasmtL Lo e
THIBEHEOWZIC K o TEENICHE S A WHIBI~NFEERFHEI N TV L 2IRT,
AT DOFER S FIERICHHAMAIRETH 2, T72bDH, 2V F TRA PR 2%E W 5 5 WRIEA
NBBREEFEOHZA LB LTkt &, by 7Ly vy oFEHIEIICX > T2 ORE~EE
BEDYCTON, L L T nWEETE, Py 72Xy vyoiREREzE O A%
oz eMncET, HReLGEREHIVYCONhr o LFHATE 2,
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H3E U—F v/ AT ) OB L EEHIE

3.1. D HIY

FHC G 2 6 N2 HRIC X o CRUIEIREIE o H R S BRI K & 2 & v ) i
(Carlisle & Woodman, 2011; Kiyonaga etal., 2012; Kuoetal.,2013) ¥, EEE: 7 —F v 72 %
V OMHEERAOBRENHEZEOHMIC L > TEL ) 22 ZRBLTHEHTEETH
2, BT —F v I ARV IIMHAICKE L XITL & 5 R TH % 28 (Awhetal., 2006; Chun,
2011; Hutchinson & Turk-Browne, 2012), % OMHABHRANFARNZERIC X o TED X 5 Ic&
FHEINDEDODICOBTOHAIFI v, 2 odC, GRS T E R o & X 72 &
WOBRIIERL Y —F v A2 ) OHBBRICBREREDER 2D X5 5L 5 %5
RS RERIHR TH B,

—7C, BRD XS ICFEE L 7 —F v 7 X E ) OUET 2 0 F T I BB R 1
L9%, 2Fh, FICHEEEREZ X 0% CEIY YU T 2T &3tk ocEERE O M Fic
27%75% (Karisetal., 1984) —J5C, 7—F V27 A€V ICIHEREZHEITF T2 2 & I3EEDOZEM
7B % REL 5 5 (e.g.,Sotoetal.,2008), Z D728, FLEEREIME: D F B O EXI 7%
FEICECCRMEOHFG VR A AR LRH 2, 2% ), BHEOHEEREEICH T 28
JER 7 E R OFFESFMA~ DT EEFROF VY Cic X o THRE I T 2 A[REE L, 7 —
FU AR NOIFRORENZENT 2 LIk > THHINTW A AEEED 2 2D
WREZ LN, LA, WEPFEKICIEZOWTWBEATREED & 5,

5T, BIEEEOHNIC XY N O EIRO B 3203 2 RS 5, bk X5
i, 7%V RAEY) LERIIMREEO A 1G9 % (Gazzaley & Nobre, 2012), 5#)i:
W 7fTE % & 2 720 I 3R AR E RO D ST H 2, eliERENME: o E =i o
B HIEIE O BHREFMICR T2 8k, V—F v Ax) LERICET KN
XAFIZRITEY S B,

AWIFETlE P3 & CDA ZfsfR& L, FlEMEE &R O BEFRM: IC O T OFHFTHIEED
V=% AE) ORIRICED X S ICHET 222 METT 5, ERSINE T RIEEE O A
2> OIS N 28 (Figure 3.1A) B XU, GOiEEE & R ERRHE D O ik X 1 3 3
(Figure 3.1B) %#3%F{T L7z, HREERIETIL, HREFL 200 @ L BRI O A —303
AT DR EEIE S N2 (0%,50%, 0r 100%) . d LIEEOE ) Y THFEFTOHGKIC X -

ANSY
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TET 2D THhNE, HERFLFHTPIErnEOw LN EFHlENE, DLT—FV
7Y NOBHRDOIRENERTOHEFRIC X > TELT 2D TchniE, HEELEHERT CDA @
BT DO L EFHIENS,

3.2. 3

3.2.1. J7ik
ERENE

15 ZHRERICSIN L 72, 2 %% BEG D/ A X% Dz, | LEEFAFRIC X 3 FED
FEi D720 I LRI L7z, 2 D720, 12 LOEBRSIE D> LN T — X 2
SR L7z (K9 %4, B34, FHER 235K, TXCOERSIE IR L< ik
WEERNBIEHE CTH o7z, FESMBERBBIGH & 72 5 72, FESINF X FRTICEROH
Wy FHeE 2 LIAE L2k,

KB

FIWDOERICIF 194 vFOT 4 A7 14 (DELL #8) ZH\W72, fl#ofli#Hs X 0K
JE RS oD I 25 13O FEER Y 7 b Psychopy 1.80 % 272 (Peirce, 2007) ., EERSNH DK
J5i3 7 v ¥ — (ELECOM L&) % HWCHFL 7z, F72, FEERSINFH O VR E % [T 3
27201 H B RBEHL -,

R

TRCORBILIK AT R E (RGB: 191,191,191) IR S iz, BEoFds FAicL
T 0.3°%0.3°) AT Z2ML CTHEOHLICERI N, BRI 1PORHFR2 Y AERS
D1° RIcERI N, HREEHIZ6 20F v v THBIC X o T I Tz, ¥x v 7
MIFEDOKRE X130.9°X0.9°TH Y, FROKZ I 0.18°TH o 7z, BHWHIETIZF ¥ v 7KED
EFTwFhpicF vy 7 (036°) 25 0, BiERHMCcIEGWTINDICF ¥y THH o7,
RRIEH IR EONADOTEMICH 722005 716°DMEBICE NI N, EEHS X
ORET X MEHHE X 4 DOV RTTE (0.65°X1.15°) 2 ORI, o0 i
45, 90 FEDH LIX 135 TH o7z, 2o ORIFEIL, EHSE 2D 3BENZ B ICH % 4°
X73°DREITHONERICER X N7z (McCollough etal., 2007), 8 DI L 23 23 ER
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JHH & X ORREIEH, ST 2 FEHICH W bz, 2 o Ik (255,0,0), (0, 128, 128),
# (255,255,0), A% (255,0,255), K (255,255,255), 2 (0,0,0), % L C#HEE (160,
82,45) T otz, Fiz, VERHHEDOMKMEICHE 2 T B\ 0ic, Hix s 8 A KHITF
B Zh 2 b7 AE & I35 A 00E ICHI S 250 EEE B L ORE T X PEHBICH W
N7z, *OEITFRIEE (255,80,5), T4 L2270 —v (157,204,0), 4 (0,51,128), M
B (255,164,5), Bk (255,168, 187), JKta (128,128,128), % (116, 10,255), A%
ta (153,0,0) 72 o7z,

THA v BLUFHE
(A) Memory Task (B) Memory-or-Search Task
Memory Search
Memory Delay task task
Delay task Memory ) = 10
N:teenr:qosry Amow  ems + OR|C +[C
Arrow I + I cue + A C O
e 1o + — - : o 4000ms
+
900
< [T S [oooms + me
+ 100ms
100ms 500ms

600ms

Figure 3.1. (A) Example of trials in memory task. Participants were asked to hold cued two bars and
to report whether or not they were the same. (B) Example of trials in memory-or-search task.
Participants were asked to detect a target while maintaining cued two bars. Note that this figure
is not to scale.

FIEERRE

FCIERRE O AT % Figure 3.1A 1T T, FEERSME L€ = X 2> 54 57 cm DOFEHEICE S
L, E=Z2%2BEL7=, ERBNEL LY 2 —F — 24 L BTHMK S N2, BRITIRE
BR L REIFED DD D 600 ms D ERA LIS Nz, R CRAEEE 2 100 ms 2R S 1
720 900 ms DIFIEDH, FUET A MIHHA 4000 ms BiR S N7z, EESIME XFH35 0 5
HzbonrilicEransz 2 oo BEAOMHEBE U2 E2LZ WL, b LIEZ2BFL
ThHhNT 4 F—%, Bl 6 F—2xnZTnGFoOANELIGLIEECTHIT L2 kDH
Nizo F—MLEMHEEICT 4 — FNy 723500 ms B8 & 7z, A FTREIMERE I3 600 ms, 850
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ms, b L 1T 1100ms TH Y, 72 & ORITRIBIRIE T v XL TH o7, FLIEHREIT 128
RIT ORI N7z, T30 ) BEHICEG 2 5N T A5 x 5N b alfTid 7 m v
7t (% 64 3 1T), EBRSMEZ LAY v 2 =T Vv ZAPRNERIETE 2 bz, %
BRSINF NI HECIG U T 16 TS L ITREEE IS 2 L 23T & 7o, A DFNICHUE 23 8 31T
Gz,

SRS L IFIRREE

D L 3R ERE 0 R TH % Figure 3.1B ISR T, FolERE & [k, &3TIKH
FH30 D D 600ms DERH LIS, 100ms D HWZFEEIEE 2N 2R 7z, 900ms D
BIEIR I 2 FEOBED 7 v X LCERE N2, 23T 9B 62.5 %I ERBEN R &
N, 375%FECET A PHEBER SN, BERFE TR, ERSNEEZ L TuInsicF
Yy 70BHEEREL, LicFyy 7RH5H5 I8 F—%, TCFy v 7THdb 555
X5 F—%22nZnEFOPRETRIRREIEMICIT Z L2k b7z, HREEIC
B —HETCIRIENEE O G RFEEHH @ EF—Th o 7z, A —BERT TR EH]
WS bonTns 1| DOHMEATEEHOGLFE—CTHh -7, hZRTCIIEEEH L
Al U ofIEII B L 2o 72,

AITOMBESEEI N Ty 7La iz, TEFEL L TO %, 50 %E X T 100 %D 3 FhH
RKF oz, 3FMEETICECT, 1 &2 HBRT 25UT (128 31T) D 50%1FHzafT T
H oz 0%FEMETIIEFITD 50%IFA—EBEUTTH Y, —BEUTIEEE N Ed o7, 50%
TR ERITO 25%IF —EBAITTH Y, 25%IF AR —EERITTH - 72, 100 %5 Tld 2k
1D 50 %z —BEMTTH Y, A —BETIIEET A o k. FERSMEF LHEEIT O Hi
CHECHERDOHAZZ T e 72, 8, PIBLUCAR-EETORREI 7wy 7NTT
v X LRI CRRNS L7z, ARATIEERE X 600 ms, 850 ms, d L < 1& 1100 ms TH Y, RfT
T oRTRIREIZ S v AL Th o7z, TSV BEHIICEZbNEHITE EMICEZ S
N BT IIHEREMENT T vy 7L En, ERSIMEICH T v 2 =T v ZAHHN 7 E
IEChH 2z bhrz, EBRSMERILEICIEETI6 TS L IckBA2 IS 2 8 T& 7z,
DHETICHE 23 10 75 2 b7z,

Rt iRz D EC £ &
FEERSINE 1L 19 F ¥ v 41D EEG ¥ * v 7 (ElectroCap, Electro-Cap #181) Z&ZH L, ¥
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BE 7 2OVl (EEG1100, H A E AL % Fv TRl X 417z i o Fe ik 12 EIER 10/20
BicHoOE, 195467 (Fpl, Fp2, Fz, Cz, Pz, F3, F4, F7, F8, C3, C4, P3, P4, T3, T4, T5, T6, 01 ¥
JU02) EMiEZR (A1,A2) &1 21 BMECIT - 72, FEAMETEMIC 12 E 22 o MR 2 i L
7z BARIEPIRIMEIZ 10KQUT &L, ¥ v 7Y v 7 JHERIE 500 Hz ICF%E L7z, 72,
WETIHavy a2 —2 7 VA VINEKEIORIEHEBICE T 2 ) F—o I
StimTracker (Cedrus £:8Y) % fiff] L 72, ERP ®43#7 < 1% EEGLAB toolbox (Delorme & Makeig,
2004) ZHEHAL, #KEFENTY 7 b ¥ =7 Matlab (Math Works #E81) TfT - 7z, Al I
B 7 -T2, T, IS LTAHT7 74 v TNV FNRT 4L
£ (0.1-40Hz) %@ L7z, B IZECIEIEE © 2IRET 200 ms 2> & 2R 1200 ms % 15
BT, SCEEEO SR 200ms #_X—2 54 v e L, HERKEER A X (ko
0.01 %) %ZHMTHRZEL % (Luck, 2014b), IREKEFHCBEHFICLZT7 —F 7727 F 2l
SRS 8T (ICA: Independent Component Analysis) % FVs TR LERZE L 72 (Kuo, Zhang,
Rissman, & Chiu, 2014),

JefTHH%E (Baijal, Nakatani, van Leeuwen, & Srinivasan, 2013) 1Z L 722%\>, CDA 13456, UH
TH3 X CHBEO BAIE (01/2,P3/4,T5S XU T6) 2255 L 72, CDA IXFClEIEH 23 2R
INTALE I 20l & [FH o EALA TR E iz, FCEIHE O 25% 300 ms 2> 5 900
ms DHiPH% CDA DOHF DR E L 7= (McCollough et al., 2007; Vogel & Machizawa, 2004) ,
CDA (FIE G, R < BHALE (01/2,P3/4,T5/6) PR GO, 0%%flF, 50%
&AE, 100%5%M) © 3 BEROSEGHT %{T o720 —7, FHKRFEOEHRICLX 2 -8k
CHEEINTWE 24 12 (Gunselietal.,2014) ([CIED %, P3 IXFCIEIEH O 2R 1% 275 ms
25 375ms OHEIPHZ W ONGR E LTz, P3ITEMALE (Fz,Cz, Pz) XFRED 2 HK D53
M %{T o7, HHE X Greenhouse — Geisser @ ¢ I X 2 F#E% 1T > 72 (Jennings & Wood,

1976)

3.2.2. fEER

SOGRER D AT DGR, FRERICE IR S d o7z (0 %5&F; 690.9 ms, 50 %2&F;
662.4 ms, 100 %514 673.1 ms, FCIEERE; 646.8 ms: F(3, 33) = 1.64, MSe = 2518.91, p = 200, 12
=.13), HEROH OME, FERIC A TED 5Nk o7z (0 %5l 10.8 %, 50 %5t
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12.8 %, 100 %2&fF; 10.1 %, FCIEERE; 10.4 %: F(3,33)= 149, MSe = 12.26, p= 234, n2 =.12),

BiED L K IFIRREE

BEMBICEF 2 FEHDONAT 4 v b & TR T % Figure 3.2 IS8T, 100 %5FicH T 3 )
A7 4 MES0%FEMHICETEINAT7 4y P LD BHREICKE o7 (1582 ms, 95% CI
[263.5,-52.8]; #(11)=3.30, p=.007, Cohen'sd=—1.15), —/7, 0%ZFHFICHEBF 53R+ & 50%
SMFicB I3 ax MCHEERZIADLONRD o7 (283 ms, 95% CI [-93.5, 150.1]; «(11) =
0.51,p=.620, Cohen'sd=-0.21), M&ERKICOWT, 1 EHKH FER: 0%, 50%, 100%) DIy
Wit oleb 22, WEOTMRVIAE 272 (F(2,22)=3.94,MSe=1.06,p=.034, n3
=26), ZHEIBEOKR, 0%FMFICTH T 23HERIT S50 %EFEL dE L (2.0 % vs. 1.0 %:
(11)=2.53,p=.028), 2>2 100%5=F LY b Ei o7 (2.0%vs. 0.9%: #(11)=3.08,p=.011),
50 %Z&ff L 100 %S OB R OMICEITFE® b vk o7z ((11)=0.07, p=.947),

0 120 BB
-100
A + 80
"o -200 E
— [72)
® ®
: 8
e >
2 -300 20
-400
0.
50% match 100% match 0% match  50% match
Condition Condition

Figure 3.2. Reaction time (RT) benefits (left) and costs (right) for each condition. Error bas indicate
standard errors.

CDA
SHTICHER L 72 8BR~= 7 (01/2,P3/4,T5.6) ICHBWT, R LICiET — & % P
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{E L 72 CDA IJE % Figure 3.3 IC/R 9, MER XM X EM~T D 3 BRGB T 2{To72 8
25, D FRRBEE 572 (F(1, 11)=20.71, p <.001, n2 =.65), ZiLiFFEEH
X>TCDADME LN LERT, MERLMEICRAFRIZRS Skdr -7z (F3,33)=
0.43,p=.651, n3 =.04), ZilL, CDA IFERFMAMCTEL Lol LaRT, HRLE
WRfLiE DL HAEA RS b iz (F(6, 66) =2.83,p=.037, n3 =.20), ZEILEDHIRE, 0%
ZMETIE P3/4 1B BB 0172 ((11)=2.66,p=.022) B X N T5/6 (1(11)=2.92,p=.014)
BT BEME D H/INE L, 100 %5METlE P3/4 1B 1) 2 EA2 012 (1(11)=2.51, p=.030)
BLUTS6 ((11)=2.70,p=.021) ICBFLEMEI Y B/NE oz, b, BALE &M
WOREAERAMRD bt (F(2,22)=5.79,p=.010, n2 =.21), LEILKOHE, FflOE
f7iZ P3/4 2B oN7-EBM IV D 012 2oEbN=EMDITAKE L ((11) =249, p
=.030), AHAIDENIL P3/4 2> HFLNZEBILL D D T5/6 2> H1F O N7ZBIOHFHKE 2> -

7= ((11)=2.26, p=.045),

0% match 50% match

5
)
2
g lateral
E 100% match Memory Task = contralateral
a ] TR —ipsilateral
&

A U A .

-

0 400 800 1200 0 400 800 1200
Time (ms)

Figure 3.3. The averaged CDA waveforms for each condition. The CDA was calculated by subtracting

the ipsilateral EEG activity from contralateral EEG activity between 300 and 900 ms (marked by
the gray rectangular region).
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P3
KIS, MR L 728 (Fz, Cz Pz) ICH VT, FERSEM T & Tk — & 24k L
7= P3 ¥ JE % Figure 3.4 IO 9, MERXEMD 2 BRSO WEITo72L 25, BT
ROHEEZ o7z (F(2,22) = 6.04, p=.021, n2 = 35), HEILKOMER, PzIicH T 2RI
Z ICBTBIRELY HREL ((11) =267, p=.022), Cz2ICBI BRIV bRKE» o7
((11) =229, p=.043), X I, WHEROFMRVPHEL o7 (F(3,33) =442, p=.024, n3
= 29), ZEILKDMHER, 100 %&FiCE T2 P3 13 0 %5 X ORERHEL Y KEL
(#(11)=3.26, p=.022; ((11)=3.77,p=.009), 50 %5fF XV b KE WA > 72 ((11)=2.47,
p=.093) FEMNLE & HEHR DR HIEHILFRD b7 o 72 (F(6,66)=2.19, p=.108, 0% =.17),

25 /"\'

s ..'\,\ / N
2 o001 I condition
g \ —0% match
2 50% match
s —100% match
<Et Y —Memory Task

25

5.0

0 400 800 1200
Time (ms)

Figure 3.4. The averaged P3 waveforms across conditions from mean amplitude at Fz, Cz, and Pz
between 275 and 375 ms (marked by the gray rectangular region).

3.23. EE

AWge o HIX, FHRTOFFEIC O W T OHEERS R OB & D X 5 ICHEST 20 % Kk
ST B ol (TET — X DO DFER, 100%5tFicEH 5 A7 4 v M it 50 %5MF
DRATZT 4y PXDHREDPSTZ, 100%=ETIE, EBMSINEIZT —F 72 VIR
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T 3RO AL RBL D L —F LT VT & ZRATCH > Tz, & OFERIT, FOREEK
B OEEMIRIIHERNICS 2 O N2 ERIC X » TERMICHIE S 2 & S BfTifgE off
RAEMIHET 5 (Carlisle & Woodman, 2011; Kiyonaga et al., 2012; Kuo et al., 2013),

—JiC, 0% L S0%SEFEDa R MICEETRDLNE» o7, ZORRITIETED A
OB A2 SFHHTE %, Kiyonagaetal. (2012) 13FEE 2 BT, F—th 7Y NOH
WAEMHTZETER 1 X REREOMGEAE D, ZOME~NSE 7 4 v MIE
Bl CARICHlERICL > T LZb DD, a2 DOiERICX 38D N o
7z. Kiyonagaetal. (2012) 1%, i3 2 AWM E L o 2R X W A RERR 2 LK T 2
MR RY, A —BEUT CIEEIERENE OB O B 5 PR 2 HE L 2 L
LTV d, ZOFEZIAMEICL > THIFrI N5, AL T2 DG % T —
XU AR ICRETALERS Y, tBDDW 1 DDOMMATE (Carlisle & Woodman, 2011)
A 7Yz b (Kuoetal,2013) 2{RFFFT2HBEX D b AMITRr o7z VWb, ZOH
BBICBWTORAT7 4y MIIHERICK o TEL L7228, I X MICHERICX 22 TR LN
ol 2% Y, o AMIFEEIREME OB A B e L LHIflT A C L iC
Wil e 525 5,

MR X % CDA DEIFBED bNAad o7z, TOFERIL, FHIOMFEII 7 —Fv 72
TV NOEHRDOIREBICHEE L RIS o722 %R T, 2% 0, —BEUTOMERIC L ST,
HWICEFEOY —F% v 7 A Y REHPEBERBHTEICHH I N T bR INns,
MA T, EEREICE T 2 CDA LitlEd L RERMEHEICE T 5 CDA ICEITFED bk
Dotz TOFRIE, T—F v AT ) NOEROE ITHGEOFEIC Lo TELL ZWv & v
I RATHROMER AT T 2 (Gunseli et al., 2014), ARIFFEOREF I, REFE T 215K
D3 At DB RIEE ORI O 5% Tl T 2 FETDH CDA AL AW Z L &RL
TEY, ThHLDOHRAEZIERLEZDbDE VR S,

100 %5tF D P3 13 fth DRSS ICE T 2 P3 X0 b KE D> 72, P3 OIRIEIZ
R~ TR 8% K3 2 (Polich,2007), L 72285 C Z OfERIE, SRTHGERIECIEE
H~OFEOEI ) Y Tray bu—A L2 2Rt, 20, —BEUTOMEREWEA
I, T AR~ X VEEAEIV LT TWAT ERBINS, AT, ThbDfEIZ
100 %5t CREFEROZFIT VR hor L WIHTTEIER L BLET 20 TH 5,

ERP DS % KIGH M OMER L ABGbE S L TiD L H ICHHTE 2, FHilich5 25
N7 —BEITOHEROBERIC L o TEBRSMNE TR T 2HEH NS 2 FEOH W YT %
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RZ o —HBEITOMEREDS R OHEE T, s 2 B O Rl s it ORERRRE CHA
ThHr 7T T2 (P3 OIRIBOHAR) . % ORER, BELOMRED M2 H T2 (~
#7400 b ORI, MDA D > 7- I ORI T, KR E AT BIHOE R
CDA DRI IR ENT, HRIChAPD LT EThot, DD, EHOMEE 20
ERIZ Bt CcE 2 72 2 THh L [HE DS D 2,
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FA4FE EEHEOEE & UBER

4.1. Lo HBY

BT ) % O REERPAHED L9 iconT, R o I EE D 2> 2
LTI, 3 CIIENREARIEC & 2B X 0 b MEFA Y 2 v HRER R
fTLRTWI EARINTWS (Becketal., 2017; Han & Kim, 2009; Kugler et al., 2015; Moher
& Egeth, 2012), ZD—/ T, R UFHEEZEY R LIHIT 2 & v ) FEBERAF22 0 % H
7= B E R DY EE AR B A 24 2 L bR E T WS (Cunningham & Egeth, 2016) .
DX )T, EEFR, Y FH OG- HERRIZEIRICET T2 2 L 2HEL <, Bl o
B IRERE] 23 2022 2 &0 9 FNERHE & WO IR &, VIR LA —OfHE T2 & v )
FE LV BERBEAF 200 2 AW ERBOMGENEE T 2 LRI TS,
ZNTIE, BRI OB ICKF 23220 5 & o 5 R I E R O I o 8 & e i
LI 2DE39 D, THNETHFHOERIIHICHIT I N T Wiz720, MIFEAED X H I
HAFR L CEET 220 2 V1R EROZITISHE T 2 2036 ATl R,

Z 2 CAWIgETIE, BRI O B IS REREI 23 222 B & & A3 ERIEANENIC B 1 5 2 E %
RERRET 20822 BT 5, BB OBHE oM%Y P94 X2 X > THIE
L7z BERER OS50 I © ¥ 2 ResRaE < i, R o iR ik 2 v P 34 X
CEXLT—ETH B, AERTHVZ X 5 il AHERIE T, Ao B R
v b A ZOBINCHEVIEES 2 (Bravo & Nakayama, 1992; Wolfe & Horowitz, 2017), A5
BRCl%, Cunningham & Egeth (2016) 2SHWVCTWwi7zky b ¥ A4 X 1245k 2y b9 4 X 16
SERHEE L7, &Y P A XBKRE VR Y b A R 16 50D T ASEERIHRIBL D W i< RS
D05 70, BHFLD Y ZHCEZEBERBET LT Ve THEINE, S5, ¥F
DG EREEOINENC G 2 2 ER R 2 7-0ic, FEELEKT 2 2883 7% 2T &
D4Tay 7IHT, TNEND T a7 CEEBT L P o KGR A S L 72, b
L [Rl— DR & 3 2 22810 X o THERF2 2 0 2 AV HEEROZRTHETIND
DTHNE, BEDOT vy 7 CEHETNRD D ICX B KICKEORESRD b s &Pl X
N5, MAT, b LEEIC X 2R RN OB IR 23022 5 & v 5 FHEERIC X -
TEI N2 THNIE, Y PFARX 2LV Dy A X 16 FFicE W THEYE
F2300 0 OFFRN R L W FiD 7T vy 7 TR LN E A, FEHES LY KEwEe Tl
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INb,

42. Fhi4

42.1. J7iE
EREmE

BIEEZ HAGE L 32 48 O RFEE L L REFEDEERICSIML 72, 24 b3k v F ¥ A
R 12 OEFEERFEZERTL (K214, B34, FHEFER 209 SD=2.2), &Y
24403y P A X 16 OBFREFE LT L 72 (K 16 %4, H1E8 4, I 209
W%, SD=2.1)o T_XTCOERSINE IRIRSE X VB IERNBIEHE T 572, ZEPHEME 725
7o EERZINE ICITHANCEBRO BN & FHt 2 2 3H L RIEZG 7%,

rE

FEDOERICIZ 194 v F =% (iiyama tE8, MR 1280X1024 &7 kL, V7L
v ¥ 2L — b 160Hz) % F 7z B o filfil 35 X ORGRER © HIE % 13 MATLAB (MathWorks
#t) ¥ X O Psychtoolbox (v3.0.11 : Brainard, 1997) % 27z, EBRSINE ORKIGIZF —F —
FooliG L7z, $£7-, EBRSNE OHEHOMBEZEET 27201Ch T8 %2HHL -,

Rl

TRCORFHTBOEE R LICERI N, HEOERA (0.6°X0.6°) A5fT% 8 L CHj
HofRICERE N, WRERZ 22 16l xhFick> TR Enz (£
NZNty bFAXR2EMH, £y P4 X 16540, BEREHE 1°X 10T, ERR»E
£ 6°DZRZE DM I R THLE X v 7z,

FRITCIH] D LEF 2] oIy — 8RN E L TCRERI Wiz, K OWE
R T & T3] 2R 4O A 2 A FOhhoBRITTI VA LIGERE N, 8 8
DI LT WESEREEICH Wb, ZDEIIFR (255, 0, 0), FH (0, 0, 255), #%

(0, 255, 0), #& (255, 255, 0), Bk (255, 182, 193), %k (139, 0, 139), f& (255, 165,
0), Kt (0, 255, 255) 7257z,

HfTicih AT e EER T O 2 EEAR T O N, P AT TR v A AIGER IR
Teky P YA XDPEOLFERFR LB TRRINZ (6 XFD LT 8 XF L), %
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DD Y FBOXFIFEA 2 2 TEREI NS (D), ZNZ D LFOMEIT KR
f1T7 v X LITHE S iz, WO XF 3 Bar P BEo T hTRERE N, L
7235 T, P T CIRBIEROFLE 20 L1373 0 b o 7z, —J7 DIESET C IR H
I H e oFTPBETERINT, ZREITIRET XA L LTFA» Y BRI N7, B
TREGRIERSINFIC T v A LCE VY THN, 2OoEBEEBAL CEL 57, 2D LI
i<, ERAITCRERTIREANE 2515720, RRSME R ERMROCE DS L0

Hol2) A CHWEBEZITHI T EBTE -,

Neutral Cue Ignore Cue

Ignore Red

1000 ms

800 ms

until response

Set size =12 Set size =16

Figure 4.1. Examples of the ignore and neutral trials in Experiment 1 (left) and 2 (right). Note. The
actual experiment used Japanese equivalents for ignore cue. This figure is not to scale.

FinE

FERSMEITE =20 68 57 cm OIEICER L CE= X2 BIR L7z, AfToRLDIC
FH320> D 23 1000 ms 2R 7z, HFAZERIT CTIRIAIO FRICHEBE T [XXXXX] L 2RI
7z o BEHET CIRIERT R E oA O RICHB TR R I N (g, TR 7R,
FHH 0 DERE, 800ms DT T VI EIZIATRIEAERSINE ORKISH S %5 T TER
INTzo PEIT R B R HEIEMEICENRIES [3] » T3] obbThiEF—HL
X o THET B o7, RS (4] 0L ZRFX—%, 3| 0L ZiX] *—
EHF kOO, F—MLOERICHNT 27 4 —F Ny 2135260745027, il
FrREIEIRE X 500 ms 72 > 7= (Figure 4.1),

AREFRCIIH 7T AT E T NS 50% T OE TS 288 ilfT R EES I IR

49



L7z, haZitfT e EEERTO BRI 7 u vy 2INT T v X LIEE - 72, EESINE 2257
6 RITHL R 2MEAITOD L ICAKAITEZZ T 72, EFRSMERZISLEIIGLT 16 AfTZ &
WK AR L B LR TE -, EBICEL 2RI X % 30 97 - 7,

4202, HER

TR SRR D

SS =12 SS =16

20001

1800

Cue

[lignore
[CINeutral

Reaction times (ms)
>
o
o

1400

1200

1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
Block

Figure 4.2. Mean reaction times in ignore and neutral cue conditions across blocks for set size (SS) =
12 condition (left) and SS = 16 condition (right). Error bars indicate standard errors.

100 ms LA T D )G 7 & IS o JKOGKEE © 3.5SD O #ipH % i 3 2 50T 13047 2 H HL
DER VT (Y b A X 12 5&0F 2 ITD 03%, &y A4 K16 5l 2T D 0.7%)
KBEZBELTCOTA2 Y OMREZMTT 2 7201c, 2T R2lfTrbh% 4 Try 21Ty
# L7 (Figure 4.2),

ZE e 7wy 25, F230 0 RN L 2 PR RIS 2 ¢ R AR L LT, &
v P AR (12, 16) ZHERERER, F252000 (hazifr, E\ERT) 2 7vy 2 (I
vyZ 1, 7wy 272 7Juyr3 Tuyvs4) pHERENERE Lz 3 ERREAEHE O 5H
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DM %IT o720 RGO ORIER, €y b4 X0 TERNREIEER 7= (F(1, 46)
=7.53, MSe=.580,p=.009, n2 =.14), T, &y FF 4 X 16 KDALY bH A4 X 12
KRR CHREDZEITIC 2 2B R 5722 L 2R T, T2V OEMRIEET
172 < (F(1,46)=0.00, MSe=.032,p=.996, n3 =.00), 70 v 7 DFEHMRIFEEL 7= (F3,
138)=67.08, MSe = .034,p<.001, n =.59), &y FHFAX, F23ph, Tuv o3 ERHRD
ZHAERMBRD b (F(3,138)=3.47,MSe=.020,p =018, n2 =.07) 72, &v FH A X
TERFRDPY X Ty s OBMHEROBEZTT .

v PA X R2EFICBNT, RGOS MR, T4 0 FRITEET
F 722072 (F(1,23)=0.09, MSe=.033,p=.765, n3 =.00). 71y 7 DEMRIZTHEL -7

(F(3,69)=19.07, MSe = .034, p < .001, 2 = 45), ¥ =4 77— O ETMIREELIT-o 72
R, 7uy 2 | oMGKRIZZ7ey 22, 7y 238X 07vy 274 X0 b2 (123)
=328, p=.010; #(23) = 4.81, p < .001; £(23) =587, p<.001), 7w v 7 2 ORKICKEIZ 7 v v
74 XY bR o7 (123)=4.50,p<.001), FA2Y LT ay 7 DZHEMITERETIRE
o7z (F(3,69)=1.86,MSe=.029,p=.145, n3 =.07) TN LDFERIE, FAPVICLIK
G DX T RTCDO T ey 7 TRDONE» -T2 E%ERT,

£y bFA X6 KB T, RGOS OME, T30 0 0 FRITEET
F 722072 (F(1,23)=0.06, MSe=.038,p=.809, n2 =.00), 71y 7 DEMRIZTHEL -7

(F(3, 69) = 52.96, MSe = .035, p <.001, n3 =.70), FH30Y & 70y 7 OXOEMBPHERETR
27z (F(3,69)=3.47,MSe=.023,p=.021 n2 =.13) 7z, HMENRRELIT o 2R, 7
0y 7 3IEWTERRITON 2P EIT X 0 D RICK 252> - 72 (F(1, 23) = 5.20, MSe
=.024,p=.032, 02 =.18) bDOD, Tmy s 1, TRy 7 2BXUT v 4 TR
& LT O SOCRH NS #1330 b e 2 o 72 (F(1,23) = 0.23, MSe = .023, p=.634, 13 =.01;
F(1,23) = 2.09, MSe = .048, p = .162, n% = .08; F(1, 23) = 1.30, MSe = .014, p = 266, 2 =.05),
7, 7Tay 7 PELITICE X 2 B ESNRIEE o 72728 (F(3,69) =36.02, MSe = .032,
p<.001, 2 =.61), ¥=4 77 —DHETHELKEZITo MR, 7 vy 2 1 OMELT
DRIGKEIE 7 vy 72, 7uy 7 3B8X07wy 27 4 X0 HiEL (1(23) =4.05, p < .001;
#(23)=59.01, p <.001; #(23)=9.50, p <.001), 7' v v 7 2 OEEFITORICHEIE 7 v v 7 3
BLUTuy 27450 b7 (1(23)=4.19, p=.001; 423)=3.58,p=.003), X LI, 7
oy 7 BPPALEITICE 2 3 i ESN RS HE S - 72720 (F(3,69)=29.31, MSe =.026, p < .001,
n2 =.56), ¥4 77 —DHETLEIKET 7R, 71y 7 1 OPETo RIGH
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flid7wy 22 7avy 738Xl 70y 2745057 (4(23)=723,p<.001;423)=
8.96, p < .001; #(23) = 6.84, p<.001), TN 5 DFERIL, T2V I X 3 RKIGHEOREIZ T
oy 2 3 TROLLN, TS DT ey 2 TIRERTE D OBRIZED bk o722
LERT,

BRI AITOS

REBCHZHEITICE, EHEs DB e o fic BB 2547 (DRERT) &,
BRIIRIE A % Bt o pic MBS 2 34T (B 8EAT) o 2 RS o7z, 2hd 2 DD L
AT ORHHIC X o CRIGKA E 7 2 \TREME A WMRES 2 201, &y P ¥4 XEfFET LI,
B (DRERIT, 2RERT) X7 ry 702 EROEOMTEIT 2 72,

v b AL 1R2E&FICONT, BROFMBIFERETIEARL (F(1,23)=0.99, MSe=.057,
p=.2330, 13 =.04), 70y ZDEMRPIHER o7 (F(3, 69) = 11.61, MSe = .047, p < .001,
n2 =.34) EEAZ Lig, AR (F3,69)=1.04, MSe=.024,p=.382, n2 =.04) [FHET
7o 7z, WIS, £y P4 X 16 &thiconT, BT RFAERECIERL (A,

23)=1.05,MSe=.046,p= 316, n2 =.04), 71 v 7 DFEMRIEEL -7 (F(3,69)=29.31,

MSe=.052,p<.001, n3 =.56), H¥x T tic, ZXHMEM (F(3,69)=0.31,MSe=.046,p= 816,
na =.01) BHEETRE»o%, LEORRDLS, £y Py A X 12 ZfFL 16 &fF L b,

DREIT & SR EHIT O SROCKEZE ZFED b rd o 72 T LAVR I Nz,

423, E5

ABFEIE, RO B IR 23 2020 5 C & A ERIEHNENIC 3 2 25008 % (i
T2 0B %M L7z, FHRNCHIERBOREE R > T 5 & L 3Bt ERER % 5h#E
b 2289 »iconT, RITHORELEE ZET L 21581 X - <, #EREE H 4 2
7o DI IZABRIC KR 232022 5 Z L 2R E T % (Becketal., 2017; Han & Kim, 2009; Kugler
et al., 2015; Moher & Egeth, 2012), %7z, $EHTF2320> V1T X 2 B 55BN S o FHE A o IK#H
R ARG L 720F58Ic X o€, [Al— DRz i ViR L3~ 2 28I X o THEF2 50
ERWBERBTREIC R 2 2 L AR E LT 5 (Cunningham & Egeth, 2016), Z L5 DEF
7 L CRET S Tl 0, BRI O M RERET 23 22 20 B & v 9 FRETESR 2815 R o
N BT 2 EBNREAGES 2 0B I ERIFIAE o 72, FHRICF B O OFER, & v
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FHAR16E&MHETIRT e Yy 7 3 CHEET A2V ICX 2MEIRD LNz, Tay 7otk
TERTER2VICXZAEREONZ L VI Z ORI, F— R AEIH T2 & v %
BT X > THERFEN T D L\ 9 Cunningham & Egeth (2016) DOfER AT 2, L
L, 71y 27 4 CImEEIT & adfT o JOSKBIZIZEE Tl R o7z, ZO/RIE, #
BT X 2 EHETF22 0 OFIF2 R L TIF 5 4172 £ 3 % Cunningham & Egeth (2016) DR
LA LRV, EHETS Y OFESFHEL m o 2 BHE LT, EEOWEY (attentional
fatigue) DAIREMEDRZT HN D, REFRD X 5 R EHFH 200 0 % BEEIYIC W TR D
B %247 5 B 13, REICRR DD 27EE > 27 L EE T 3 729 (e.g., Petersen & Posner,
2012), HEEEFEAROMECEEORE %51 2 L 5 5 (Warm, Parasuraman, & Matthews,
2008), EEOEIID-DICT Ry 7 4 TIIIEEFLD D 2 72330 R RERZD b
mho T AlREE R B B, AEERTIE, BRI RZEALFICL Y T2 2R3 h, EiEs
MEIZZ DOF20 Y ZEEBICH WHLT 2 BT D 572, D X 5 A AEBIN 72238 & 13
BRI, ZEARRMESE CIRESNERE2H T VLTEL LAnoic, FEOEHICO%
DI W LRI N TS (Head & Helton, 2015), AEER O SINHF IR EHERE
% 288 XfTiE{T L 72— 77T, Cunningham & Egeth (2016) DO SIN#E (Z[ERE DR % 720 31T
BEITL Tz, O OERETIE, AEBRE VL 0TEERATE Y, BREINAEE I
ZERMEZEAER L TR S 5, S8I13, ITREHES L, ZEWARMEY
H & REEIY 72 228 & DO L 72 RN O 87 OMET AT B 5,

—J, &y bHA X 12 &ECRERTS2 Y ICL 3 RKIGHEHOFFET T T ey s
TROLNAEDP 5Tz, £y b ¥ A X 16 54F & BERITORUIFE—TH Y, HiEfk % 1]
LEPHBIREMCTH 212200006 F, £y P4 XXk o THERFR2 D ZHW7H
HERIIR A 2 HAZ R Lz, 2O ORI, FEO AR E WA IS ERIR O MH %
@ 7z Han & Kim (2009) DfFHR L AT 2, [F— DR ZINHIF 2 2 & TfF 50 2 PR
BWAINH O F BRI TR COFERGH AR T 20 Tldk{, HEAMHR L & OFEIR A
FENREEMT 2 L BRBEIND,

REFFE T, PEREINHIC BT 2 28 RFREO AR X o TEMiI W E 2 ED» %
Bat L 7zo RBROME, BET232 0 20200 2 R E R 3, Ehflomtic kv
WD A% € v b3 4 XHRKEWEHET, o4l oRITrERLGAICREI NS,
No ORERIE, BEFHH 0 % RIEERIZHIRICIIFET T & 37, QB X Y K28
2270 % &5 AR (Becketal., 2017; Han & Kim, 2009; Kugler et al., 2015; Moher & Egeth, 2012)
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P EREOYE E LT LT 2R (Cunningham & Egeth, 2016) L #A4T 25, £y F¥ A4
R 16 &b DBICHERF 200 DFERRED 70y 7 THlD L NIRRT, #F
WERIFED X S RERIEIC D HMICE L 30 T3k L, RO BRI EERE 23222 %
L) EELRIC X o TIEEX W B TREME R RB T 5,
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55 E WEREENE o H TR LR

5.1. gD HIY

ARF 232> 010 X D FBUCEL D W M TR R ER R o IR RS cld 72 5 S LR a
T %7z (Becketal., 2017; Han & Kim, 2009; Kugler et al., 2015; Moher & Egeth, 2012), Z O
T Moher & Egeth (2012) 1%, TR & FEEE b D P HEREAEEEI T 2 FBIcB 1T 2
HALF 300 ORIRERET L7, 801, JWHF22 0 235 2 b 2Rl b DU ERH
HEFERFEC 1 2P TFHET 22y b4 X450k, 3 0BTy 4124
Fic B W TERTFL 2 ) OB ERGEL 72, Z OFGE, BHEHFEA2VICL 232 Mdk v b
FAZXDREHDT Ry P AXA5EMHELY B REDL 72 (142 ms vs. 60 ms), T DFEE
i, EEOEHTXZIIFEHZIG T2 L I3 -0 EHT XA ZMGIT 2L LD D
FETHEEERLTNE, 2D L5, Moher & Egeth (2012) 1%, FH#ICHKI W
7= HENZAE NI I T b S, BIEEIZ 2 D DB % BEIER#H 2 (i & L CHIHT
Tz W AREHEZREL T 5,

fE I EE DB I oW T, BT EE D ] & Rk I —E R ORI A B & S
522 LHRRENTE TS (Chao,2010; Munneke etal., 2008), L 2> L, FFEICIED W 2244
EEICEE DWW IIHIE N TN R 57 XT X4 LTHREEES L TE Y, b Ol A
5 = X L OFEFRIGE V23D 5 DB 2 S 2Tl v, 2 2 CHEES T, BHATF
D3H Y & EEAE T35 D Z v, Moher & Egeth (2012) O3B 4 O Tt & #IEIEL /2%
7 X4 4 (Figure 5.1) I X o CFDH 0 2 FIH L 2 HEHERBONHEEREZ MG L7, 22T
X, 7L —RFALXDERHILHREFERFEDOERE TD SOA #IfELAZ, 2hickD,
R o M & A7 i< H o < I o LB FE 0& W A EER O B 2 U1 Y 43 1 T
T2 TE B, b LEHEUCEE D W 72 I & A7 1 FE 0w 72 4 oo 1t 77 23 TH H AV i D
RIN a5tz 08 e 3 2D ThIE, MEHRFH 20 ICE VTR SOA TRIGKFHH 2
Bz erilans,

KE 6 B L UOER 7 <3, HFHF2 Y ZHCAEEEEREE{]TLI2 0 ZHVZHE
BERVPPARWEROBIICE 2 2 HWEOBECERGT 2, HHFEZ2 Y L E\HF2 0 A
RHEERBIEIC G 2 2B L 2W7ecid, TS Y 05285 % FREREE H
CHET 22 TEOHRBIKREY (e, KICKHOABFRKE W) 2L EZRLTWS
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(Beck et al., 2017; Beck & Hollingworth, 2015; Becker et al., 2016; Kugler et al., 2015), L 2> L
72235, [search and destroy ] (Moher & Egeth, 2012) D3 z 13- < &, WO HIH]IZ
FREORERL O b HHEERWEO BB TIZ2 5K, L2 > T, HHFS2 D I X 27
BOEIR O & ST 282> 01T X 2 W EHI 0 ] & (R BRR UL o W) HH BE R & 12100 B s
YD TR T 5 2 L ARETH B,

Reeder, Olivers, & Pollman (2017) 1XiFEHFA35 0 L MEF 50 272 HEERF O
MATEE) % IMRIIC X o CRER L 72 BRI OBt £ Cic 22 2 ROGKE &2 0T L7z & 2 5,
EHFD Y Gtk 0 ROSHFHENIL AT 235 0 SO KOG XL D b FE W 2 &R S iz,
ZE, BEHFELD D FHOAEHEERIIEEFS2 ) #HWAHEER LV b IESE T
HBEZLHPLTVE, DI, T30 LHEREHED H 72 D ¥EfFHIENIC 3515 2 MRI
E5 DN OME, FHT 2 0 FREEROBIE 2@ 20kt L, BET2 0 3H7E
FEIK D BRI % KIR & 272, HEEROEEH MR T 252> ) O E/RICX Vi & 7z 2 ok
B3, AUSEAEAS R IS D 7 4 — RNy 7 BT S MR A ) = X L DI R R
+ 5,

FLodl, FHFES2 Y LEHEFELRD Y 2K L 722 E TOMFKIC LY, BEFH
D ARG HEERITFEEHFESD2 D ZHGZEHEER L) DIFMETH L 2 e ARINT
Wb, L2 L, HHF2 Y & EEFEH ) OWEERRZFHET 2 HREEN B WIC O W T
FoICHHEI TRy, B0 REEE, EEHFESD Y LEEHFELR S SIROE TN
ENDOF20 ) PEBROFEIGHET IMMEBCL > TCORFHHATE 2, 20FEZIL, HE
BEROBLTIIEETFL 20 OMBIZFEE T2 0 OMR EFBREICHENICRE L%
THIF %, 5 o rREMEL, BEROIIGENIRERER OB IR L L CIFRERICHAE
T2, T2 EOMRKICDE L (Reeder etal., 2017) 1CHEDFIF, HFERIBLOMH]ILHH
HERZWE L CHERORIEL Y IR TH 2L D 2, ok ic, FHFR2 D &
BARTF230 0 ORRDE D, PIERBEINGEI2 13725 K Z L ICKfA 005 7-0Iick o T
AT 200, BHEFRE»YZHGE L PNHEERICBERACIFMETHELickoT
AL 2D S TRV,

Z ZTHEB 6 3 XUHER 7 Clt, HREREBRICE T 2HEHFNDY L EETF 50 %)
REWHIT 5, AKFEETIE, Moher & Egeth (2012) DFEi4 O Fhii & #EIEL 7257 £ 4
LEHW2 (Figure5.3), 2T, HHTREZABIVEHIREADO T L — AT LKL DI
EEZDLZLICXYD, FRL0 -y b A XEEELZ (Figure54), ZOEFICXY,
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HFA5 0 L MEFH5 0 236 CIEHRE 2R OfERE 2 FHT 5 L L bic, BEARE
Uh 832 2 & CHERLEEZ BN CTE 5, BRAMLURIZFELR»D Y P A XiC
2 SOGHRFRICAIEEIRZ 7 4 v 74 v 7952 LIk VREETE 2, BRRAMITHER
DRFEM % T % (e.g., Wolfe, 1998), HRERAMLIEE v b A4 XIx3 5 KOGKEE 0 BA%L
DAFLE LTERIN, HRICBWT | HEH 2V ITEET 2 DT o 7Rl % K3
%, ShERI R ITERER O AW 3 20T, RN LR IO 2R E 72 5, X
LT, BREAKOYUIR LB S5 & OFEFRUERT OB S L < 13RI o [F
TE R0 SOGTEIR 72 & D BEERAULER S O U % [ 3~ 5 (Solman, Cheyne, & Smilek, 2011; Woodman,
Vogel, & Luck,2001), X 512, Moher & Egeth (2012) DFEFRICL 72250, aD DWWz 7L —
AFRNEDERH) LERFEOERE TD SOA % 100ms & 1000ms ICFHE L7z, THic X
b, FHTB Y EEEAT0 0 OZF NE N D ERYLEL O BERH) 7238 2 BRET L 72,
b LF22 Y EOEERD DENBZNTNDFH 0 BHEEET 2 RHIEDEWIC X o T
DHELTHWDEDTHNIT, SOA 28 1000 ms DEHICHECTHEHTF2 Y L HEEF2 50
DT ) FF B TR AERIBO LN L FHlENG, ZhicxL T, 3 LF
230> Y B OBERER) 7 VM F 232 0 DIERNRIEIC X o THEL 2 D THNIX, SOA 27
1000 ms DFEMHFTHBMBAF 2200 FFITEHFRH 0 &ML 0 I ELRERE R T LT
Hxns,

5.2. FE s

52.1. J5ik
ERemE

REEE HARGEL 35 27 B OREAE S L OREFAERICS ML 72 (KE20 4, BT
%, PHEER 229 %, SD=6.7). T X TOERBRSMNEF IR E X OCREIER ) A IER 72 - 7=,
MEFi2 1 HAPLEME T, RO LEPER 725 7, EERSINF ICIZFRICEROBHR L F
fe & 23 L RE 21572,

rE
RO B/RICIE 194 v FDE =X (liyama 18, MR 12801024 &7 &L, V7L

v ¥ a L — b 160Hz) % 72 Bl o #il#H 35 & ORISR o I E % 13 MATLAB (MathWorks
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#1) ¥ X U Psychtoolbox (v3.0.11 : Brainard, 1997) % F\»7z, EEESINE OKIEIE F —HR —
FHROHF L7z, 72, EBRSINFEOHEIMONELZEIE T 27201CHTHEZ[HML 7,

R

HREHIE 16 XFOH & HF KRS Nz, FEREE (3] LI 3] o7,
HERBIZZ DM R 2 A F 2 oRITS LI T v A LRI, FEo @iz (255,
0, 0), & (0, 0, 255), #& (0, 255, 0), #& (255, 255, 0), Bk (255, 182, 193), % (139,
0, 139), & (255, 165, 0), 7K€ (0, 255, 255) AV L7z, PEFRMEHE L 3 G TR X
Nz, 1B SHHEICK LTH N (BHE), DK D2 @4 HE T DI LTHY
YToN (D), $72, L —ZAFALEXDKRKE XL 1.5°X1.5°7 5 7=,

FiE

Attend color cue Ignore color cue Ignore location cue

Attend Ignore Ignore
Blue Location

1000 ms

SOA
100 ms,
800 ms,
1500 ms

until response

Figure 5.1. Example trials in three cue conditions (attend, ignore-color, and ignore-location cues).
Participants were asked to indicate whether a “¥> or “=” was present as quickly and
accurately as possible. Prior to the visual search display, colored placeholders consisted of
squares appeared to indicate the locations of upcoming search letters for a variable duration
(100, 800, or 1500 ms). Attend cue showed target color. Ignore-color cue showed distractor
color. Ignore-location cue showed distractor candidate locations. Note. This figure is not to
scale.

Figure 5.1 ICEBRDOFHi % 2R s, EBSIE LT =22 64) 57 cm DIEHEICEF L, <
SR EBR Lz, EIE T ey sbE ik 3 KECERENE (BEEH - GBI - (EE
o ZNZNOHEIT 1000 ms D F2320> Y W THIME & 7z, KICT L — ARV X P ER
ANz, TL—AFAZONE L ARG OEREHOMBE L B LFE UL 572, 7L — A%k
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L EDERD HFEREH O E/RE TD SOA 13 100 ms, 800 ms, 1500 ms 72> 7z, {HEHER
B ESNE B RIGT 2 £ TRREINE, BFEH - GEEEETE L — 2RV X 16 A
BERINT, GEHEETIIENRBOGLEF23» 0 BRI (eg, [TEH #HD, Zo
BEBOTE 5 7z, BEREECIIEMBO GBI TA2 ) BRdh (g, [EH K, %
DEILHEETE o 7z, MBEBRGESECIIMVEZER T2 X5 CFr2 ) B5200 (eg.,

MG (&), 7L —ZA A0 SRS N, TNOIIPERBMOMEE R L 72, 1
R OFR 5 a7 & NICHERMBOFLRD Y GITHREO S W EZEE S L TE Y, SME
TLILT VR LICEHPEY HTONT, BEMZI6FTT, Hy v 2—n"T v 22T
IEFCHEML 72, 2hEFno7ay 7oRNC 12 3T (RKAT 24 817 DiEBIG 200
Too FEBRICE L W B K Z 40 1972 5 72,

5.22. FEER

SOGIREEI23 220 O V44 ROGIKEE 0 £2SD %82 3 2 ZER N H ORI L 72, S
T, FHRIGREE O 3.5SD OHiH % @3 5 8T & 900 S IR L 72 (RITO 1.1 %),
FHEORERIIED o 72720 (BIFEH 088 %; I 1 1.58%, (EMER : 1.25%), K
JSIREE D B & ST DX R & T 5,

Ignore Color vs. Ignore Location Attend Color vs. Ignore Color

2000
1500
T
£
a Cue
E [l Attend Color Cue
= 1000+
€ [[lignore Color Cue
5 B Ignore Location Cue
3
/4
5001
0.
100 ms 800ms 1500 ms 100 ms 800ms 1500 ms
SOA (ms)

Figure 5.2. RTs for ignore-color vs. ignore-location cues (left), and for attend-color vs. ignore-color
cues (right). Error bars indicate standard errors.
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EOER X UBEDER

F2300 0 (R, (LEMEF) XSOA (100 ms, 800 ms, 1500 ms) DHEERHE N 2 FK 5
BT %177 o 72 (Figure 5.2,left) . F2320 0 O ERRIFBEE Tl d > 72 (F(1,24)=1.89,
MSe=.097,p=.182, n3 =.07), SOA D TRV HE 572 (F(2, 48) = 15.48, MSe = .029, p
<.001, 92 =.39), ¥4 77 —DNETHELEZ{To72L 25, SOA % 800 ms DEj&y
D KGR E SOA 25 100 ms DA D RIGKHE L Y FE <, SOA 2% 1500 ms D& D RIG
IREfi]1X SOA 23 100 ms DEE ORISR L » b 52 o 72 (4(24) =3.44,p = .002; 1(24) = 5.81,p
<.001), SOA %% 800 ms DI#r & 1500 ms DA ISR D& X 72 o 72 (4(24) =144, p
=.164), T3> 0 & SOA D H W2 IR HAERIZFRD & ind - 72 (F(2,48) = 1.54, MSe = .026,

p=.225 1% =.06),

B0iFE x B R
F2h0 (AFEH, GEEH) XSOA (100 ms, 800 ms, 1500 ms) DHERE P 2 K

50T % 17 75 - 7= (Figure 5.2, right) o 2322 ) © E2h 5 X O SOA D ERWRPEEZ - 72 (F(1,
24)=74.78, MSe = .048, p < .001, n2 =.76; F(2,48) = 6.82, MSe=.019,p=.003, n2 =.22), SOA
IC2WTC, vz A4 77 —DIETHLEREZ{TR-724 25, SOA 2% 1500 ms DHE DK
JGREE 1 SOA 23 100 ms DA D RIGKE X » b £ > 72 (4(24)=3.57, p=.002), SOA 7*
100 ms DA & 800 ms DAy, ¥ X U SOA 2% 800 ms DHGér & 1500 ms D541 SIS HERH]
DEFBD LN o7z (1(24)=1.77,p=.090; (24)=2.02, p=.055), FH2 1 & SOA DK
HAFRIZFR® b e o 7z (F(2, 48) =2.54, MSe = .013, p = .089, 2 =.10),

5.23. &%

FE 5 TIE, F—Do87 X4 L% e CREUCIE-S I & 7B D < o L EEE
RIHEFE & LT L 72, EEROFER, SOA (T X 3 KISk o2 Lic i - IEEALHE
F30 W EOECITRD SN b o7z, TOFERIE, KREBD T XA LB TIE, e
fLiE QIR F A0 OFHICE TRV EZRL T 5, ThE, BEHTZOF0 05
52 O N7 WEREOEEER S 0356, FUcE D w2 WA 2 361X R #EC, friEo
I L HPIL 2B BTONT VB 2 e R T, 2F 0, MEAETFAH Y % A HEER
ZRTT 57-0101d, BEHTRZIHEHOEZ RIS T 2 2 L2 0B LE T2,
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R o < M (Han & Kim, 2009; Kugler et al., 2015; Moher & Egeth, 2012) & {7 1< 3
> il (Chao, 2010; Munneke et al., 2008) %, HHENIHOBIHERE CIX72 6 < 2 L 2RE
INTVE, KEBRIZDEZ 2 LT 2bDTH 5, EEHOTHD Y 5MF & EHALE T
200 Mo RISK & IR L 72 & 2 5, SOA =100 ms &1 @ KIGIFE 1% SOA = 800 ms 51
725 TNC SOA=1500ms 5o & 0 biED o7z, Z OfERIE, MES 2 REEMNC X 63, &
R BRI O WIH IR R O BB cEITIN 2 2 L R L T 5,

—Ji, EHOFEND Y G EROTF 05 Y RF0 KGR % R L7z & 2 5, SOA 78
GWEED S T30 ) B0 KIGHEZE 220 57z, 16 il 8 AW RIEL DA< 72 5
LV ERIEIFEMTH 2L 05T, GOEATFADD & AOEATL S Y O5MH
ICRIGREE DE W2 SOA IC X HFTRD bNTe, T ORERIE, FHE~OFEREIITRRIER DY
B2 513725 —77C, FHBUCE D W MGl BERROBIKRE TlZ o & v )
Rip o ZHENHE T 0w ZOFEEERTET 5, Z ZTEE 6 5 XUER 7 TI3, F~o
R LR~ oM O H R MR 12 5 2 BEREN B W 2L 2 IC T 52018,
HORWIE O YA BLRS & R IIBRE Ul 0 30 <, R OBERGR LY 2R L, K
+ 5,

53. FBi6
53.1. J7ik
Attend Cue Ignore Cue Neutral Cue
Attend Blue Ignore Red
500 ms
500 ~ 700 ms

until response

Figure 5.3. Example trials in three cue conditions (attend, ignore, and neutral cues). Participants were
asked to indicate whether a “X” or “N” was present as quickly and accurately as possible. Prior
to the visual search display, colored placeholders consisted of squares appeared to indicate the
locations of upcoming search letters for a variable duration (100 or 1000 ms). Attend cue showed
target candidate locations. Ignore cue showed distractor candidate locations. Neutral cue showed
no information. Note. This figure is not to scale.
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EREmE

24 DR EES XUKRFFESERICSML 7 (i 23 4, B 14, FHEFE 206
W%, SD=25), TNTOEBRSIMF IIERS L CBIEE N BIER 72 -7, FEFIZ 248K
M C, Y EEPEHE o7z, EERSINE ICITHANICERO HIY & Tt 2 23 L FIE
w57z,

rE

F DO ERICIZ 194 v F O =% (iiyama tE8, MR 1280X1024 &7 kL, V7L
v ¥ a L — b 160Hz) % F 72, B o filfil 35 X ORGRER © HIE % 13 MATLAB (MathWorks
#£) ¥ X ¥ Psychtoolbox (v3.0.11 : Brainard, 1997) % F\>7z, FEERSINH O MG F — K —
Fo oG L7z, $£7-, EBRSNE OHELOMBEZEET 27201Ch 8 %2HHL -,

R

PAEPRREE FIcERT 4 XFARRIN, LFORE X1 0.57°X0.57° 270 XFD
i3z E (255,255,255) 72 o 7=, ERRIENE [X] 7213 [N] ©, 20ftio 3 > o EHK
X THY, TR, ML, TV TWLL TZ) @ 6 XFDHn s 7 v X LIGERT h, BRIl
XFOZRNLE F 100 T OALED & 7 v & LISER X i 4 (#5772 5 72, 100 T o 2R
PrEIERS 2RO E L2 10X10 D= b ) 7 2T E N7z, <+ Y 7 RicH W CER A
2o b ol bEENTALEOFA I 9.53°C, FHORMOBAIL 1.43°72 5 7z, 7D HB
A, oDz 4 HOPUMATE (0.96°%0.96°) AERI NS, TNHDTL—AFLED
fLE D LT OHBEZ R LTz, 7L — Ak AL Dmicidf (255, 0, 0), & (0,
0, 255), #& (0, 255, 0), # (255, 255, 0) D4 EHEHVLNT,

&

FHD 0 EMTIZEEF 02 0 5F - EETF 2 0 SeF - L FE0 2 0 b D 3 0D 5
DT BTz EHF 0 0 T, TL— RABA XD ERATICEARER I N (g, [TE
H &, EWREERT 2 EE T L 72, \BEFER2 0 EMFTlE, 7L =T E0
BRANIC BB ERE N (eg, MG FRD), PERMEAERT 2 0E%2 FHIL 72, HazF
BV EETIE, 7L —RFAXOERANCRODBEREN (eg, [————1), 7L—2X
XD LR DAL E IS PRl w2 & ZIR Lz,
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Cue Colored Placeholders Search Display

Positive Cue
“Attend Blue”

Negative Cue
“Ignore Red”

Neutral Cue

' = Target

1 2 3 4
Cued Set Size

Figure 5.4. Experimental manipulation of cued set size. Colored placeholders showed target or
distractor candidate location(s). In both attend and ignore cue conditions, cued set size was
manipulated by changing the number of cued colors in placeholders (see method for detail). Note
that this figure is not to scale, and squares in colored placeholders as shown here (used in
Experiment 6) were changed to four different shapes in Experiment 7.

FEHFR? Y R MEAFL0 0 FMFICONT, T =R RV XDEDOEIC X > THE
BETH B0 g E S 7z (Figure 5.4). HHF 2 0 &MFETIE, FA320 S0zt 1 t,
2, 3BEOHEAARTI LN, ZNThoFEBEHARIL 1, 2, 37207 (ZNZTFH
Yy b4, 2, 35, BETS2VEMETIE, FALY INEAR 1M, 24,
3EOHEMHT O, TNZNOREEHELRL3, 2, 1 2o/ (ENZTNFB2H &
vy P YA X3, 2, 15, FUFR» Y EMHTIER, TRXTORITTTL—R P A X DML
’oH & Eo4EPHGLN, L ERRLIE OBLENEE R 072, D F D, BRIV
WRE DT L —AFAREICHBT 2010 W TOERIE G o7 (FR20 Xy +
A X 450,

T —RFNEDRRD DHEERRED 2R E TD SOA ICOWT, 100 ms & 1000 ms

D2 EMEDER T Oz ZNENDERKEHIZ T vy 7Ll

FH &

Figure 5.3 ICEITOWMNE R T, EBSMFIZE =225 57 em OFEFEICER L, €=
R EBR LTz, KT 500 ms DFA 2 Y BoR TR & Nz, T30 0 D ERE, FER
25500 ms, 600ms, F7z(% 700ms D H 728K I N7z, HEHM O BERREIZEIT I L I1cZ

VELE o, EHREDORERE, TL—ZKALH 100 ms F 7203 1000 ms D H\7EER X
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iz (BRIEEIZ 7 e vy 7L d i), DT 4 XFEOEREHIHIR L 72, EBESINE 13,
[X] 7213 IN] 2L, B3 BELx—2WFcepnkoons ([X] oL XF *
—, INJ ot Z]*—), BREHZEBRSINEDOKIGHEH 5 T TERINZ,

Table 5.1. The number of the trials for each condition.

Placeholder durations

100 ms 1000 ms
Attend cue 72 trials 72 trials
Ignore cue 72 trials 72 trials
Neutral cue 24 trials 24 trials

FEMOBITE R Table 5.1 10 d . FA35 D 5eff e SOA EfFlE 7 m v 7 d s, v
CBLET R HEHEII 70y JNTI VR LICERE N, HHTRS ) EEEHTRL ) %
NZNICBNT, FBE2V 2y PFARXDIENE (1, 2, 3) 245727 VX LICER
INTz, T30 GEHTS2 Y, EEFER2Y, FI2F2%0) & SOA (100 ms, 1000 ms)
THE I NE 6 7my 7 DIAFIZFERSIME LI v X LICH Y Y Tohlz, FEERSM
FIIBEIIE U T 24 BT TR Z S Z L3 TE 7,

FERD T COICERSINE L 24 A fToP T Ab ks VL=V SRR T, 22T
X7 L — 2R XD RREE (100ms 7213 1000ms) 137 v X &bl PL—=v
TEBED R, 74— FoNy 7L L CEBRSINE O KIGOIEGRHE YT 500 ms 2R S

7= (“CORRECT!” or “ERROR!”),

5.3.2. fEER

T RISERE DS

Figure 5.5 (top) IC5/F T & O P RIGHE %R 3, S & L, RIS D 3.58D
DHPH % RS 2R IT 2 LRI L 72 (23T D 0.6 %), SOA (100 ms, 1000 ms) X
Fo30 0 GEHFMR2Y, BEHFERH2Y) XFB2V 2y PHAX (1, 2, 3) O3 HLEK
BB DB 24T > 72, SOA, T30, BLXUOFEREDL Y &y P H A XOEMESZNE
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NEER 27 (F(1,23) =449.86, MSe = .009, p <.001, 3 =.95; F(1, 23) = 95.39, MSe = .008, p
<.001, n2 = .81; F(2,46) = 215.93, MSe =.009, p < .001, n2 =.90), SOA, FH2h, Fii2
Dty b A XD 3EROLZHIEFIED HNT-720 (F(2,46) =322, MSe =130, p = .049,
n2 =.12), SOA T L ICFRDY XF32 0 £ v b ¥ 4 XD B HNEHOMIE %175,

SOA =100 ms SOA = 1000 ms
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Figure 5.5. Mean reaction times (ms) for attend, ignore, and neutral cue conditions under the cued set
size conditions for each SOA condition in Experiment 6 (top panel) and Experiment 7 (bottom
panel). Error bars represent standard errors.

SOA 2% 100ms DEEMFICHE T, F230 0 XF230 0 & v b ¥ A4 XD 2 ERPEERE N7
I EITo72L 22, FHEPVOIBRBIVFERL Yy P A XOFRENEES -
7z (F(1,23) = 126.57, MSe = 010, p < .001, n2 = .85; F(2, 46) = 84.23, MSe = .007, p < .001, 1?2
=79, T2V Ly FHAXICONT, Y2477 —DFETTFUREZTo MR, T
B0y FHFAZX T EERTFRELY 2y F A2 BXO3 LML D b RICHBAH <
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(#(23)=7.84,p<.001; 423)=10.92,p<.001), F30>Y &y FF A4 X 2EMHFEFHB2 D Y
FHA X3 X D b KIS 5 72 (123)=6.63, p<.001), T30 & FTH00 %
v YA ROZHENIEE TR b2 72 (F(2,46) = 0.33, MSe = .004, p =722, 12 =.01),
NS ORERIE, HEHFAD Y EHOSICRENIIEATF 230 VG X 0 bV, Z oA
FRpD ey FHFAXOREIICL o TENTE LTV RV L EZRT,

SOA %% 1000 ms DFEFITHENT, FAH Y XFoin ) &y b I 4 XOWEREN 2 EK 55
B %ITo722 2%, T2V 0FEHBREETIZRL (F(, 23) = 1.87, MSe = 011, p
=.185, 02 =.08), F20 0 v Y A XOERBGET o 7= (F(2,46)=277.11, MSe =005,
p<.001, n2 =.92), FHY LFRHY Ly b A XORENERPEER 57 (F(2, 46) =
5.01,MSe=.002,p=.011, n2 =.18) 7=%, HMEMRBEZITo72L T 5, FH30 0 HBFH
Yy bHARX 3 EFICEZ B HEMEMELEEL o2 (F(1, 23) = 5.28, MSe = .007, p
=.031, n2 =.19), 2F Y, F23H YLy YA X3FMETRBERFH Y MO HHH
F20 0 E&MEX Y D SUCHEI DB o720 ALYy A X 1 EEBLOFRL D+
v b YA X 2 FFECRERFELR S D EEEFL D KMADH VI RIGKRFZE RS bh
wro 7z (F(1,23) = 0.02, MSe = .002, p = .898, n2 =.00; F(1, 23) = 0.43, MSe = .005, p = .520,
n2 =.02), FHEPY Y I A XEEBTEHFSD Y &M X CEETFR2 0 FFICE5 2
HAMEMRIEETH Y (F(2,46)=213.98, MSe= 003, p<.001, n2 =.90; F(2,46)=193.73,
MSe = .004, p <.001, n2 = .89), ¥ = A 77 —DFETMIBIEET > 74E, HEHF
DB X VERTERLVEETEREL VLY A X1 EFRTER2V ey P4 X2 BX
V34X o ICHFAE L, T2 2y b A X 2E&FERTFERLY Y P94 X34
X v b KICKRE 2 2> - 72 (all ps <.001),

ERFEIIYICK ZHFLIEX

BRTF D20 EMEOFH Y £y b AR 35 (e, BRI 0O2 1 DERINE
ZfF) IcBnT, F23 0 I X B RICHERI0BK - FIfR G 572912, SOA FfFElL
ICHINL G & D IR 4T 5 72, SOA 28 100 ms DFEAFICE VT, EEF22 Y KD F23D0
Dty b ¥4 X3 G PO RGN THIEDH 2 (MEEITo72 8 2 5,
WF230 0 MDD L X 0 ROCKEA A RIS R A o 72 (RIS 51.9 ms, 95%
CI [8.06, 96.03]; #23) = 2.45, p = .022, Cohen's d = 0.25), —7/7, SOA %% 1000 ms D 5cfFIC F 1>
TRIBRICHIGD B 5 tEZ{TR o7& 2 A, HIEEO T BT 2300 F&EL 0 & RIG
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23 BICR 2 o 72 (MOGKFR22-127.5 ms, 95% CI[-203.12,—51.80]; £(23) =—3.48, p =002,
Cohen'sd=-0.63), IO DFERIL, ZUDICERTNEEEZENL, D THHT 2 & v
5 [search and destroy ] (Moher & Egeth, 2012) % FHi4 2%,
¥ 72, SOA 2% 100ms DEFICH T, WHEHFED 0 EZHEOFR2 Y £y P4 X2 5
AN OB AT o728 25, FAIH Y S O KGRI E 1ZFR® bk o 72
(R EIEEI7£-38.3 ms, 95% CI [~95.88, 19.64]; #(23) =—1.37, p = .185, Cohen's d = —0.20), Z D
FERIL, BEF2HY 52 ONZ G2 I 2 BRERINZ L EOER AT F—~v v

21X, FRP DR CBEBEDOIERA AT+ —<w VA EERH L LT VIR EERT,

ERAf LY

BERAMIISME LIS, FR»20Ey AKX (1,2,3) I/ L TENENDFHRIG
IRFfE % 35 2 & TR L 72, YR 13l 4 ofBEIR 2 5 SnE & L icE i Lz, BRERE)
fidicoW»T, SOA (100ms, 1000ms) X T30 GEHFT2 20, EEF22Y) 0 2 EK
ST % 1T 7 o 72 (Figure 5.6A, left) . SOA @ EXNREBE R - 72 (F(1, 23) = 39.04, MSe
=.002,p<.001, n3 =.63), F2035 ) O ERRITHEETIE /2200 72 (F(1,23)=0.94, MSe=.002,
p=343, 13 =.04), SOA LF03h Y DA HE 572 (F(1,23)=5.50, MSe =.002, p
=.028, n3 =.19) 7=, HMINRBIELITHR o728 T 5, SOA 28 100 ms DS TS
EHCERIR AL D #1338 b v o 72 (F(1,23) = 0.57, MSe = .002 p = 456, % =.02), —Jj
T, SOA %% 1000 ms D5 CIXIGETF 230> U S&th D /723 HF 430 0 St ic e~ TR S
fl2s @72 o 7= (F(1,23) = 8.33, MSe =.001 p=.008, n3 =.27), 2% Y, SOA 7% 100 ms D
ZMECIIFER TR LERFL D ) THREBOMEEIZFEF L2, SOA 23 1000 ms DA
TRERT22 0 O B ERONENED - 72,

PR ic2w»T, SOA (100ms,1000ms) X F23220 (FHEHF2 220, WHFR2H) © 2
RSB %1772 > 7= (Figure 5.6B, left) s SOA & F235 0 DFRMBZENLZNEEL -
7z (F(1,23) = 272.34, MSe = .010, p < .001, n2 =.92; F(1, 23) = 29.19, MSe = .007, p < .001, 1?2
=.56). SOA & F230 ) DA EE o7 (F(1, 23) = 49.26, MSe = .007, p < .001, n2
=.68) 720, WHMiFEMEZITR->72L 25, SOA 2 100ms DEfFETIHEERT 235 0 4
FDTTHYIRIFKE Do 72 (F(1, 23) = 56.06, MSe = .009, p < .001, n2 =.71), —J7T, SOA
23 1000 ms DA TIEFDH 0 SRR 0 £ I1FZD bivkd o7 (F(1,23) = 2.58, MSe
=.004, p=.122, % =.10),
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Figure 5.6. (A) Search slopes for attend and ignore cues under two SOA conditions in Experiment 6
(left panel) and Experiment 7 (right panel). (B) Intercepts for attend and ignore cues under two
SOA conditions in Experiment 6 (left panel) and Experiment 7 (right panel). Error bars show
standard errors.

533, ZK

FERDAER, HEERLE oYM & R IC B T 2HHFR 20 & IEFR
DRNRIC BT 2 HRENI AR S 2 & 75 o 7 “PHERICRFE D3 Hr DAEER, HEHF5 0 1
X2 EE ORI F 230 0 I X 2 4HFERHOMHE L v bRV cHEITI L Z L
NI Tz, T ORERIE, BHFSH Y D5 2 oG, B IREROIZ LD ICERT
EFIHH 2L, 2Tl 2 &) [search and destroy] DU &5 # 2 (Moher &
Egeth,2012) %#3Z§59 %, [searchanddestroy | DUBEDE 2 1%, F21300 -ty P A4 X35
fric s T 3 RICKH O 2 2+ (SOA=100ms §:fF) BL U474 v I+ (SOA=1000ms 5&
) DRERD» L LI NG,
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LA LARS, WHEBRTE2ICEINFIENTOuANWI LAREBEI NS, SOA BREVE
FicsBnTh, vy P AR 3 FHFCECTEEHTAS Y LERT 5 ) ORI IGREH
DEEDRD LTz, T ORIGKE 1L, WHF 0 FFICBT 5 X0 KE RERABLICK
Bex iz (154.4vs. 181.0ms/item), & OFERIE, WIEREOIHNLFEEFEROMEHE L v b Ik
METHLLERLTVD,

FHF DY St & WEF 230 0 FFEICREAR S LU 0B v s@Ev bz L
DHERIC, TV—RFVEDIN -V IBREEL COAEEERED 5, IR 7 v—t v
FORRBENFEZEORMNICHET 2 LR EINTETCNS (eg, Kim & Cave, 1999, 2001;
Niemeld & Saarinen, 2000), Kim & Cave (1999) (%, WD R I3 BHEER I 0 K1 H Y 72
W B I NS L RR L7z, O 1, BRERIHEBOBLESRER 7 v — v v 78
L, fRERERE /L v 7 INZHARE L o GEIRI NS LT, Lz
5T, ZL—RAFAZDEOMEBEIC X 2 7 —v v I RFEERINEZIEEL, ZOMEE L
THRBET v 7L — P elT v 7L — P 2 HOERBOENC O o 72 AR H 5,
HER RN =y T OFERRL 7201, F5 6 THWTWANEAED 7L — AT LK
RAEEHEL, T I —RFRAVXICEME, BEAF, £A4vEvE, BERoMEEZH
W7z (Figure 5.7) 0 b LFEER 6 DFERDBHEN 2 7N — Vv 7L 5 DTHROWOTHNII,
F2hk 7 ORGTRITE 6 TRO O NTARBLHBL YR ICEH T 2 F20 ) HloENZHIT 5
&Y 5,

5.4. EER 7

54.1. J7ik
ERemE
FEE 6 ICSIL T WwRFE - KeEbidk 20 B3 EERICSINL 72 (K17 %4, B3
%, PHEER 22.5 %, SD=6.4), TXTOERBRSMNE IEIRE X R IER ) A IER 72 - 7=,
MEFiZ 4/ LEME T, RO LEBPER 725 7, EERSINF ICIZFRICERO BN L F
fe & 23 L RE 21572,
KB
Fh 6 & [A—DEEE i,
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U
TL—AFAV X EZUATEIL ZAE - Hi=A - X4 YTV F - EORMEXFICERE L
EERE, EEB6 LE—DRHEE HW,

SELFHRE
Figure 5.7 ICERfTOWMNEZ R T, TV —AFAVEDOEEREz 8% RE, &P IToR

, TEIRFER 6 L [F—72 o 7,

Attend Cue Ignore Cue Neutral Cue
Attend Blue Ignore Red
500 ms

500 ~ 700 ms

100 ms or 1000 ms

until response n “ “

Figure 5.7. Example trials in three cue conditions (attend, ignore, and neutral cues). Participants were
asked to indicate whether a “X” or “N” was present as quickly and accurately as possible. Prior
to the visual search display, colored placeholders consisted of four different shapes appeared to
indicate the locations of upcoming search letters for a variable duration (100 or 1000 ms). Attend
cue showed target candidate locations. Ignore cue showed distractor candidate locations. Neutral
cue showed no information. Note. This figure is not to scale.

5.4.2. fEER

T RISESE D 931

Figure 5.5 (bottom) IZ5efF T & O PRSI Z R 3, SIN#E Z L, “FERIGKE O
3.5SD D #iPH & i3 % 5T 2 T 0 HERA L 72 (BT D 0.4 %) . SOA (100 ms, 1000 ms)
XFERH»Y QEEF2I2»Y, BHFE2Y) XFHR1VEy P4 X (1, 2, 3) ©3EHRA
WeBRE N BT 21T 2 720 SOA, T3H 0, BXUFR2 Y &y M4 A4 XOFEMERZ N
ZTNHER 572 (F(1,19)=225.05, MSe=.002, p <.001, 2 =.92; F(1, 19) =24.04, MSe = .001,
p<.001, n2=.56; F(2,38)=232.07, MSe = .004, p < .001, n2 =.92), SOA, F45Y, F2»
Dty b A XD 3ERORAIERHIZED Sii=72% (F(2,38)=4.39, MSe = .004, p = .019,
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n2 =.19), SOA ZYICF3IH D XF2H Y &y b ¥ A XD B HIEH OBE LTS o

SOA 28 100ms DEEMFICHE T, F030 ) XF2300 2 v b ¥4 XD 2 EREERE NI
I EITo7L 22, FEPVOIBEBIVFERLY Y P A XOFELEES -
7z (F(1,19) = 9.55, MSe = .023, p = .006, n? = .33; F(2, 38) = 25.20, MSe = .007, p < .001, 1?2
=57e FBPYV LY FHFAXICDONT, Y2477 —DHETTVMREZTo MR, F
DYy FFAZXVEMERTR2Y Y P A X2 X003 &L B ROGHER2%E <
(#(19) = 4.02, p < .001; #(19) = 6.05, p < .001), F30> Y &Y FHF A X 2EMHFEFHB2 D Y
P A X 3EMX Y D RICHERDE 2 o 72 (¢(19) =3.84, p=.001)s T30 T2 H +
v P A ROZHEIEE TR Ad o7 (F(2,38)=1.79, MSe = .007, p = .181, 12 =.09),
IS DFERIL, HEHTF22 0 MO KICRFIIER T35 0 S X 0 VDS, 2 DEIT
TPV Yy FHAZXDORKEIICL>TET R EIFVARNT &EERT,

SOA 78 1000 ms DEEFICHE T, FBHY XFRH» D £y ¥ 4 XOWWEREN 2 X5
B iTozL 22, TPV OFEMRBLVOTFRLV Ly b4 XOEREIEES
o7z (F(1, 19) = 12.65, MSe = .009, p = .002, n2 = .40; F(1, 19) = 257.48, MSe = .004, p < .001,
n2 =9, F2HD &y bFARICOVT, Y24 77 —DIET FIBERIT o 72558,
TR0y b HAX 1 EFRTERLV Y A X2 B3 &FEX Y b IGHR2 %
{ (#(19)=14.20, p < .001; £(19) = 18.15, p < .001), T35ty b+ 4 X2 XT3
£y MY AL 3EMX D DRI E D o 72 (1(19)=12.40,p<.001), F2552 0 & F25%
bty P AXDORAMEMIEERE Tl A0 o72 (F2, 38) = 2.93, MSe = .003, p = .066, 13

=.13),

ERFHDYICL BB LEX

HHTLR2 VDT 2y b A X3 5 Ge., BRIEEOR 1 DERINDB
) T, FBVICX B RICKEOEK - flfFE MG 2 7201C, SOA FffhT e
ICHINLEE e DI E (T 5 72, SOA 23 100ms DEEMFICEWT, BWHRTF22 0 ZLFOF23%
Dy b4 R 3G PO EICBEWTHIEDH 3 it BREEITo7-& 2 5, fE
T30 0 Gt & PAZLEAF O RN RG] D 22 13580 b e b o 72 (RIGHFEIZ-18.1 ms,
95% CI [-69.76, 33.64]; 1(19) = —0.73, p = 474, Cohen's d =—0.12), —77, SOA %% 1000 ms D 5&
TFICsWTHBRICHIED B 5 tREZ{TIR o7 & 25, hEMO TP ERTF 2 0 &5 X
D b RISHHE A A EICE 2 o 72 (SFFE22-68.0 ms, 95% CI [-121.60, —14.37]; 4(19) =—2.65,
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p=.016, Cohen's d = —0.42).,
¥ 7z, SOA 28 100ms DFEMFICHE T, MEFEL Y FMEOFRELY 2y ¥4 X2 E
LHOLEE L DI EIT o8 25, F2D0 Y G O ROGKRERIC 2 13580 b i h2 o 7z
(RIGHFE2£-48.1 ms, 95% CI[-100.20, 3.98]; #(19) =—1.93, p = .068, Cohen's d =—0.31), T D
RIZ, EETA2Y 25 2 o000 i 2 GRREhEZE FILHER AT+ —~ v
21, FRDPV B RCEEOEBR AT+ =~V REEDRH D LIV ARV L ERT,

ERAf LY

PRERAIBCIC DWW, SOA (100 ms, 1000 ms) X F2322 0 GEHFRHY, MEFH3HD)
D 2 BRGEOT %177 - 72 (Figure 5.6A, right), SOA O ERNRBHFEL -7 (F(1, 19) =
45.82, MSe=.004,p<.001, n3 =.71), F235* ) D ERRITEETIE 227 (F(1,19)=0.10,
MSe = .003, p =751, n3 =.01), SOA & F4% ) DA BEER 572 (F(1, 19) = 6.62,
MSe=.003,p=.019, n3 =.26) 7=%, HMEMRBIELZITRo72L 25, SOA 28 100 ms D
FlhCRSMHBICERA RO TAD b vz h o 72 (F(1,19)=2.78, MSe = .004, p=.112, 12
=.13), —/i T, SOA %% 1000 ms D5 CTIIIMHAF 232> Y S0 Ji A3EH F 232> 0 Skt
S TERRBI D RIRTE 5 7 (F(1,19)=5.08, MSe=.001, p=.036, n3 =.21), 2% b, Fhk6
L[ARRIC, SOA 28 100ms DEEETIKER T30 0 L RT3 ) TR OZhEM 13RS
2%, SOA %% 1000 ms D5 CTIZIEHR T 232 Y DI HERFE DR HED - 7=,

PR ic2w» T, SOA (100ms,1000ms) X F23220 (FHEHF2 20, WHFR2H) © 2
LR % 1772 o 72 (Figure 5.6B,right) . SOA & F235 Y D FRMBZNLZNEEL -
7z (F(1,19) = 168.75, MSe = .025, p < .001, n2 = .90; F(1, 19) = 9.01, MSe = .015, p = .007, 1?2
=.32), SOA & F03h ) DA HEE 272 (F(1, 19) = 5.44, MSe = .019, p = .031, 73
=22) 720, WHMiFMEMEZITR->72L 25, SOA 2 100ms DEfFETIHEER T35 0 4
o Fi B3R IEKE 2272 (F(1,19)=8.22, MSe=.028,p=.010, n2 =.30), —/jC, SOA 2%
1000 ms DEFETIEF 32 0 LRI R D22 13580 b v v - 7= (F(1, 19) = 0.19, MSe
=.005, p=.669, n2 =.01),

5.43. £

AR FBEE P EACGEVEICET 2R 2o Twas it ko TfEtEx s, &
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D X 5 R IEHIC IR O GEH T2 1) U ERBOR M ERT2H»0) 258
ENd, EHFR» VR L EEF 20 W RB/EREROUHEEE LD X HICRR S
DT DWW TIERIR R 1803 % BRI, FEHT22 0 EEE T2 ) D&V & SIS
5 EC2o0mBEMREZbND, F—OuEEEE LT, FTEEHFAH D L IEEFEL 0 D8
FoE O IR EHERUIERRICE W CERET 2 REOEVIC L > TOAFHHTE 2 2 &
EZbND, FooHEEEL LT, T2 Y LERT22 0 OMEOECIZERT 252

D ZRC7ZEROIFIREPEREROMEIC X 5 FICEY bW B ATREERE 2 b h 3,
PHEEBOHPE L B PEZNZTNICB T 2 HEHFI2 Y AT ) OBRABL L YR %
ST 2 bickoCZ DREEBREL 72,

HEHF22> 0 ZF o KIS 1 SOA 28 100 ms D4 TR T 232> Y Sk o KOGHER X
D bEIH o7z, TORERIE, FHFL 0 IXEARIE OB R RIET 2 & v 5 BT L —
B9 % (Wolfeetal., 2004; Vickery etal., 2005), Z D X 512, {FEHF2 2 D ITHTELHER OWIH
2R B B,

B T252> 0 ICBI L T, Moher & Egeth (2012) 1%, BIZ& ZEHIREIHHZIIL®DIC
BEIRL, DWW THIfld % &9 [search and destroy ] DU ZIRE L 72, ARBFZEDFE R 130
LOREEZIRFHETE, FAPV Y FH A4 X5 3 DEMFICEHENT, SOA 25 100ms DT
ZIERTF 2320 012 X 2 RIGKE DIBR 25720 H 4, SOA 28 1000 ms DSl TIIIEHRTF 232
DT X B MIGHERE ORI S 25580 S 7z, & 51T, SOA 2% 100ms DEEFICH VT, HEHTH
20 Y IREE T DR XY b RED o7, 2T, BERBIBOUIA 1 HRHT
DI D L < IZHERB O % KB % (Solman et al., 2011; Woodman et al., 2001), ASFEER
LB T2 F00 ) MOY R ORI HRRATOF S LU DE 2 KIRT 2L Ex b5, B
REZEHTFLE2 0 S L REETE2 Y ZHVE 200, GBDoD 0727 L —ZAF AL XD
HREF T BT D 572, L70d o T, WiERIB O PIH 281 HER UL ot B RS ©
b CEoBERICE, HENREREMNFSIT 220X VK EZLEL 57207
EEZLND, TOXD BFFLEIHERNBONGE LV dFEORETL Y RIUH I
57010, MEFHD Y OMRIIERREOREICh o THO LN LIFRTE 5,

BHEFER2 D ZHCEHERIE, A0 0nETL—ZAFRAEBRRRINT DL H WIS ICHE
HWIREOEDTL - ARV LN ORI ~EFRELZATE L IC Lo TEBHEI ATV W
IEZDTE D, Pz, REBROFLH2Y €y by 4 X 3EM4TlE, HHF2L2 VST
FEE TN EEEIL 3 5T, BEFSHS 0L TEHERTREEARE 1 ook, 2D
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%, WEFL2 0 FMCEBRSINEIIERY 3 207 L —R RV XICERER AT 2 X 5 cy]
WBEZD L TERTELE2 Y ZHCTOE2D Ltk \w, LA L, KICKHE D534 o 52
5, SOA 28 1000 ms DEMFICHE T, F3Y &y P ¥ A X3 EFETHEEFE» Y EML
BT 23200 &b D b W72 ICH B R ISKFZESZD b v, 2, BEHFR20 2idH
TP ICEEERZZZ ETEMHATE 2,

RT3 0 % W72 PER 1L SOA 28 1000 ms DEEAFETHEHEAF 220 ZHWHERLY
bIEINHTE o 720 VRN & KIS 2 ERR BB DT DFGH, SOA 73 1000 ms DEEMFICEH
WC, T2 0 EFOERABIIEH T35 0 K OBERAM LY b REDP o7z, 2D
R, WEMEONE 2 ETT 27201+ a2 5 o 2556 O WHFRH» 0 & H
WIZERITFEEFL PV ZHCZERI D DKARL L TIEETH L L ERL TV,
Moher & Egeth (2012) I X o THRE X N7z [searchand destory | WUHIC L7232 1, BEHE
DR TN AEOFMAIEIRL, DLW TZ2n o oMz I#H T 5, 2 2T, AEBRD
FERD S, CoMflix—@ED b O Tk <, B X ERIEZNHI L 7228 O BRI E
RBL TV ZLBRBING, 2L DFERIE, THHFR2Y LHEFE» 0 0RICE
i 2 BERERY 70 (B BRR O MBI 51 2 MELTF 232 0 1 X 2 R O IR #E M I K 3
2E0IEZELFET2HDOTH L, BHFLL Y IEREROBLTHEFEHFL, D &
FIRE DRI RBE AR S B R o7z, EHF2 Y LEETF2 ) OMPDENITZ
NENDFHH D BEERET 2 BB DENIC L > TOARMATE 3D TIIA L, HEHFR
220 G EROIENHREPER L 72> T D BRI NI,

PERIBE R L Cifil e g w5 F 2 0d, BRI (Inhibition of return: Klein, 2000;
Posner & Cohen, 1984; Posner et al., 1985; Samuel & Kat, 2003) & \» 9 fHEMFEZEOBHR 25 b
XFRE NG, HRWHENE, FEEZATZMAECH L CEROMEISEL 2BRTH D,
Samuel & Kat (2003) (3 1& IR 1] 0 MLBLERR % MG 32 72 ® 12, SOA % 600 ms 2> & 4200 ms
FCIRIEL 7z, REBROMER, EIRINHEIL 3000ms DHWABRI Nz, 2ok Hic, FEM
HliE—@E0d DT AL FHEOH 2 U TH Y, DI LIZERTI2 Y EHICET
5 X0 RIEAERABERHTE 2, 2F 0, METREFUOFL2 Y 235 2 6 - Bl5
Hid, FULOERTNZIEEZEIRL, 2oz 0IEH ZHH L 722 SR O R 21T
DL VBHIBLEREDH B T L ATRBING,

Eimer (2014) (XHEHRIC I\ CHERELRS - FHEB - BINERRY - FEBRRE D 4 B o

FEERNUHZIREL T2, KEBROFR2 Y £y P34 XOBMER, BIEHIZTL —X
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FVZHPRIR N T B NSRBI B L - RIS A fF b L, R % RE 0 HHE ~H
DUCERERDL LD, HRERICETIFEFERBICEEL W LEILN
%o FHUICHE D W ER IR 2RICh 72 o THEROEINICHET 2, 2, b 2FHHD
PRER I ERE IR B 2 A7 IS SR S N7 HIIC & o € V4 B P HISEE B O RIS AN 2
L) RS LRI N T B (Martinez-Trujillo & Treue, 2004), 2D X 5 i, FHTH 5
DT X 2FHIC D W 72 RIS I BEBE R D A A DT $ 5 2 L B TE B,
TR LT, EHEFRD DI X /IS WIHENIZ R 2500w Tn 3 EE 2
LB TED, F—I, HERBMOMFENC ZFEENOMMEL » b X 0 EEE D25 2755
EDBREETH B Z LA, SOA DFGEEMFTHEFH DY SE&FTo XY K2 LBERBA DY)
BRI N2 b HRB I N5, e, MHTFHAA 0 2HH L =851 3 E R0 2
FHRPOMH B TH 5 Z & 28, SOA DRVEMFTHEEF 20 T X 2k iR
RABOPHERI NS 2 ORBEI NS, 2O OfERIE, FHTAS D IC X 2EHEESWL
BOELDF & MEFRDVIC L 3 ELSFIIIENFEMNUECH 2 2 2R LTWw 2,
—7}5C, Moher, Lakshmanan, Egeth, & Ewen (2014) (%, % EREREII R E AL O 9] 1 B
BECHIfl &3 2 & /R LT3, Moheretal. (2014) 13, A{1EF GREEBLHLIEF) 1< &R
INBHFITH LT, EFSME RO F v b (eg, REDF v ) OREZ(L %K
HL, EREO Py b (eg, MEDOFy ) OMEZIIIET 2 2L 2R, K51k
FEAREF GREJERHEEF) 1c 2RI NS 70— 7RIS 3 ERP # sk L 72, EBR O
B, WiERH o T e -7 X > TEREI N PLIRIEZFED 70— 712 X - TEFEFR
N7=PLIRIRX DV D /NI N & 2R L7, Z OREHRIT, 055 R R0 AR B L o 1) S B
PoMflEN TR Z L ZRLTEY, KEBROBRLEES LTI ICHZE, —REE
LW OfEZHAT 27 7o —F & LT, BERMBOUE L EERIROWE Y] Y 4y
F5ZeMAETS5N5, PSR ERE 60-90ms DIFIFCHEFE I N 0T, HED
BRI ICRIR A KR L A MEBICER I N FHICH L CTRICHARELS b 2 ehb, K
TV % SR X 2 2L A )KL T3 L E X BT 3 (sensory gain control: Hillyard,
Vogel, & Luck, 1998), Z 2Licxf L, N2pe 5 IZHIFLE R 200-350 ms DERFCHHEFR LD
45>, PR GERMEE T DU ERIE O i B8 & 2 BRI O 2R A1E & RHlEER TR
D HND T EDE, FREBEIEH O ZEHRIICORIR MBIt L Tw 3 e 2 bhTn
% (Eimer, 1996; Luck & Hillyard, 1994) , 4, #HEEEER P QI ERIHANH ORI H 5 kg
A H = R L RV & GEPULBE 2 X L TR 2 003 S 5,
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BHEME-2 (visual marking) (%, JEfTER & N7z P55 RREZE WA HIFI 55 2 & T,
PFHICEIR S N-TEH 2 BRI S 2 X = XL CTH 5 (Watson & Humphreys, 1997;
Watson et al., 2003), HBIICI, BEREOPLEBTRERINL ZLICX T, TR
RO WHNLEA & R THRDNENIC R 2 RITETRZIR). C ofiRI:, RERTRE
» BT RN TIERNEE A ERIE & IR TH 2, 1 D OFARTEEN: & L <, FUHET
DT TCOWERROE MO ERB R LT vy 7DV — v I %F & L, HEOHEH
ZFERF IS C 2 2 A[REESE T b D, AR COMBF30 0 ZREBIICH V2 b v
7 v OWIEI A S =X 0%, SENEHOTICR SN S X5 RgiERIBNE X v b IERhE
TOPb LNk, S5k, FTAPY T X4 LEFHENHI DT DT XA LDOZNENT
RO LN WERBINGFI O A 7 = XL HEBEIE ST 5 2 Lic ko C, WERBOWE 2
FIRNICIZ72 5 C FAE L RINIC 1372 & K FIEDBIH M 2 AT 2 B ERH 2725 5,

AWFIEERF030 0 LR F 2020 B3 RRANERICG 2 2B 2 BET L 2 AT @ 3 511
DEERERTH 5, B—IC, FHFMR2 Y AW EEOMEE X EF 232 0 1 X 215F
RO X 0 b R ERUIE O YIHABRE Tld 72 & <, BT, RO U I KB h
% X5, WiENBOME D 72 1 13 O 25 B SLLBEA LB TH %, FH2IC, R
BIs o BFIC K X B X 5, BEREOMENLEITIC o0 AR 2B o T H HERE O
HEX D SIFHETH 2, 2o OFERIE, BiFERBILTE IR S hCuin L E2RL
TWwd, &L 5, BEFIIHAT X EHEE 26 L 20 SRR E R L T2 8 F 25
Nd, TDXI BPERBORHEEFRAY BRT 5 C LI X 2 Fefe L 72 906X IR0
LU DONI AR L TWwd, 2D X ) aF LI X - €, T CIcE\HTXEEE
HENZMEBEICEEPR LT, HRERCETHFIChoTwdeEZONE, $L95
L, EEHFDS Y LEET A 0 IIBAEIIC R o U A R T, FEHFE S D ISR GER
DY D BB CRREBLEIE MO IR & LT 2 20 i v b, —FHOEFEN Y 1%
PHEROBIAOEIECTH O DA, XV IFRERNE L 725,
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6.1. fERDT L ®

AWFFEDOHNZY —F v 7 AV ITRFF L 2 ERRIC X > TREMEEL L O X 5 il
INBDEMITT S L o7z, B 2 BT, HIBOWEE L GO B & Rl IR (E
L, REL7y 7OEEHIEE ~ v 727 v OFEERIE O EIER 2 a3 L7, EEHE
ANZZALFAR LTy 7OFEEGREE F vy 72T v OB 2 FEEICKH S TR
TENTE, LAL, W - B (2015) 23EHT 2 X 51, 2o X5 R mEoiEm T
FEER SO LS Il T 2 IOV TORAR R HEEIZEEL W, 2 2T, FEOBENE
Lo R ICIRET s 2T, A FLAT vy TOFEERIEE by XY v OFER
HIH oM AN 5 72, FERORER, FREBEM: 08 X B AR TRl b Tz
bOD, BEEENECKIETRAD ONEr o7 (EE D, 2 OERIHEO RRbE L
SOGTF D2 EOBAEOHELZ PR L TR b (FR 2), 2hoDRRITF T
LTy ZOFHEREE by T XY OFERESEMICIE o2 EERLTRE, D
0, by 7Ry voFEEHEL BEANZTHCES, ZOEFEMI Lo Cids A
REVEDS R S 7z,

¥ 3 ECIIEOMERGRAY —F v 7 A Y T X S I I, HEEHECHE
TE0EMN Lz, VT—F v 7 A2V IS NAERE —B03 2 HERE R o E#RICHE
B EINE R EINTE TS (Soto & Humphreys, 2014), & 51C, RN Z O1F
WA ML D H R IR RFE ORI & & ORRE 3T 2 I oL COMERIEWRA G 2 b h
%L, FEOES % BRIICHIEITE 2 2 & 23R{5 T T\ % (Carlisle & Woodman, 2011)
Lo L, MEREHRSED XS INCHEEOENN AGFIFESER I N T E2IcD0n
TS 2Tl d o 7o, % 2 CEEE3 T, FIMOFEEERON > & % [)KW3 % P3(Polich,
2007) LV —Fv 7 xE) NOERD BfTE %KM T 2 CDA (contralateral delay activity:
Vogel & Machizawa, 2004) % f5iE L L, FCfEHEHE &R O BRI IC D W T OFH{HERH
V=%V RAEY QBT ED X S ICHET 20 %A L7z, EEROKEER, MEFMFICL-
T P3IIE{L L7228 CDA 3Z L Lindr o7z, TD P3 DAL THI T — & L#A L Tz,
IO ORERIY, HERICBET 2 FHAHMKIC X > CRIBEHE~OFEER>E2Xa v br—0
INDZ—HT, 7=F Vv I/ AE)NORREIMWEEICLS T —ETH LI L ERT, KEHRD
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fERIE, HERICBT 2 EWSREEE ~OFERER S &V —F v 7 2 ) NOFEHICHNT L
THEEGZTCWLIEERETEHDTH 5,

5§ 4 B CIT IR 2 WO B 2 E R (R R AR ERIENIC 5 2 2 BT O ORGEY
U7ze BiERIBOCBE S 2 RS ERERREICTL > THE 2 b N5 2 L THREZRIT 2 %K
BT 22ico20T—HLZHERIIESNT WAV (Beck & Hollingworth, 2015; Becker et al.,
2016; Moher & Egeth,2012), % O H T, $EH T 2 % FHTICHI > T 5 2 & B3FIRIC R 2 5
2 VIR ORI R 2302 20> B & W 5 FREREE (Han & Kim, 2009) &, [F—D%F
AR B LISEIT 2 & v 5248 (Cunningham & Egeth, 2016) & 23 E T Aa%E 2R 724 C
LARENT VS, LAL, TAbOBERIFML TlET S hTwiz, 22 cHEE4 T,
ERgo MY E CofE Ly A XX VEEL, EHTRS 0 OFHICE T 2%
ERIED Ly P HARICL > TREDZPEDPEMRITL 72, ZORBE, £y b4 X 12 54F
TRPEHICL RT3 0 OFFIIGONAr o722, £y FHA X 16 & CIRRERT
B 0IC X 2RER %D T vy 7 TR b, 2D OFERIE, WIEREIHICE T 2
FEMRIZT R COMBEICHMICEDOONEDTIRAL, FEFTCX >IN S 3
TeZRRLTWE,

5 5 O E RG] O WLELEFE & MRt L 7z, R EE o K] (e.g., Moher & Egeth,
2012) & fiiE ic -5 < ] (Chao, 2010; Munneke etal., 2008) (% N ZF B 57237 &4
LCHETINTE 7z, Z D7e®, R o I & ALiE 1< 5o < ] o MR 1 E A3
HBHPICOCTIEREHE 572, 22T, TS CIIEREAFRD Y LEEMNEF 2 %
AW REREREZF— DT X4 L& TG U7z, FEROME, EBReF1820 %
& AEATE F 230 0 Sk & B IRV SOA S CTRIGKREHDEE € 72 o 72238, WIFA3H 0
SO RN SGH R 13380 b Te b o 72, T OFERIT, BHT 2B IC X 53, 1iE
I D INHNC (ZWERIA 2220 5 2 & ZRL T B, £77, EH G & EEOSEO g,
SOA DMWEAMED b WIS IC RIGHEE 25380 bz, ZOMERP S, FEHT2 20 ZH
W HRRR L IEF ) 2SR RR OB RICITE G U T o 2035 5 2 &
7:)3‘71_:\‘"23 ?}/Lfiio

ZZTHE 6 BIUOER T Tk, FEEHFES2 Y ZHOEREER CEHT 220 2V
TR IRER D JUBEAR &, (R PRAR UL 0 W) B RS & SR B RS 1Y) 0 431 CRET L 72, SE40E
F32> DI X BRI BEEBUIOBIHERE CTII72 6 T AR INTE L (Beck
et al., 2017; Han & Kim, 2009; Kugler et al., 2015; Moher & Egeth, 2012), —7/7, T30
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LEHTFAS ) OMBEOECICER LRI > T, HHFRA Y OJAEE % SR
HIHHICHET 29 A TEL VRSP KRECZ LRI NT WS (Beck et al, 2017; Beck &
Hollingworth, 2015; Becker et al., 2016; Kugler et al., 2015), L 2L, fEFT2A2 V2352 50
GE, BIRE IEHT REHEAZIILOIGERL, DWW oilifil3 % & v 5 WU (search and
destroy: Moher & Egeth, 2012) 232 Z L %Ez2 5L, FHF 2V I X 2 EEER O
L2320 01T X 2 WiE R o ] & 1R PR SR ALER o ) BB & PR HABCIS 1< 8 v 43 15
W d 5 2 e s b 872 o 72, FEhi 6 Tlk, RRAM LU 2R T 52LicLoT, 2%
NOFELH» Y ZHOGEBEPHERRUHERE CED XS ICR A 200 2T L7z, R
ZJBC (search slope) (IERZBEDOZNHEMEZ KL (e.g., Wolfe, 1998), HRZRBIE O YIH 13 HIRAL
Rl 7 & O YRR UVERT OIS L < IARAHIEL 0 [R5 0 KGR 7 & O GRRILIE
DL % 32 (Solman etal., 2011; Woodman et al., 2001), Moher & Egeth (2012) @ i
EXRBEIEL, 7LV—RAFNVEOOEEZ L LICLoTERELY Y A4 XEBIEL 72,
FERDOFER, SOA MM TIHER T2 20 &F 0T BERBEMOVIF 2K E {, SOA
DR TIIIEE T 232 0 StE DT 3R DRBR DA K & Hr 0 720 T DRERIE, &
THUAEE 272 7L — AR X% Big 2 M E I & o THERK L 752850 7 THBL I i,
IS OFERIE, HEHFRDY 2 A2 HRERIIRERR OV » > EITE N 5D
XL, HEEFE2 0 2O EREER TSRO BRIARIE» bR ITI N2 2L 2R T,
Ioic, MEFLEPY ZHCHERERRIHERRORIRE cH - CHIERF2 Y %
FAWEREERL VIEETH 2 LRI N, T, FHFAS Y LERF2 0 O
MEFERICE 2 2BRDE D, TRENOT22 ) HHEET 2 BHIEDE VI X » T
C2DCix7aL, BEFRED?Y 2HOEROIFNRENER L 2o T T & xRS
2bDTHEILRFLTVS,

62. HEFERICBITIZFEFEETNVORE

KRR OMERD S, WHEFHH D 2O HERERITFETICRER 222000 (5 4, 5,
6, 7), POl —DRHEEMGIT 22 HICL > TiRES 2 Z LR ani (KB4, h
S OIFERE O IIHNC 5T 2 R, FTHTF22 01T X 2RI O #IR D i & 13 F 7n
o7z (EEES, 6, 7). T OEWIIHIET 2 FEH#EE 7 ClEEH X LTz vy (Bundesen,

1990; Bundesen et al., 2005; Itti & Koch, 2001),
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FEHT22 010 X B HBEOEIR DI o\ »Tid, BIfFET %€ 7 O e A C Rt 28 il gE
T®H % (Figure 2.1; e.g., Itti & Koch, 2001), Z DM A TIZ, HIB D BEZ 72 & O Y
CXBRELT Yy 7ERICL VIR I N AEHE Y 7ICBEEOTHEEIC XS by 7
2y v OERBMEI N, B~y T72BRT 5, BERES (winner-take-all) O JFHIC X
D, B~y 7Th o L BIEEINEWLE D SIHICEIRE NS, & 2T, KD ERED S,
FHIREBEHEICHE S by 72y volEiRiE, L7y 7OfHRITE & 2 ICERIC
Fb bwSHHRES 2 Zbamans B2%), X5IC, HRNRERIMD 7235
B, FHIRZBUHEO 7 —F v 2 22 ) NCOERRBMEREROFELZ T T, HREHS
L3 2o EEREORICHET L bR dnk B3 HE),

[ Top-down ]

(A) (B) ~ ~
~ N
o e time
AN N
N P\//////
Priority map /\ N
t

A AN
Saliency map N N

. NN
Feature map / Luminance // Color // Orientation // Motion /

\ N / /

Visual Image

Figure 6.1. Proposed model of visual attention. The model attempts to expand existing model of
visual attention (e.g., Itti & Koch, 2000), which assumes that both bottom-up and top-down
factors are integrated to create priority map, by introducing time scale to characterize state
change in priority map within a trial. (A) At early stage of visual search, prior knowledge about
distractor information guides visual attention to to-be-ignored items because such knowledge
activates priority map in a top-down manner. (B) At later stage of visual search, prior knowledge
about distractor information inhibits the activation of priority map but its operation is
inefficient. This process of distractor inhibition can be improved by inhibiting the same
feature repeatedly. This figure is an example where observers have prior knowledge that the
distractor is red.
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—77, BT DI X o THERB ORI OERME G 2 & B & O EHRLENIC
DT, BEFORHA CIEEATE v, MEFAH 0 22 2 L3 CE 3L RE
WCTH b, MEFRD 0 PRE SO, F—OREE#EVELIET 22815, 20
DEEHHRR OB 23 922> 2 R E DG A ICIRE I N7z (B4 E), £/, BEHFER
2V IZEHFLI2 Y ZHOCAEHAEERL DD LV BRIHOBRMBTHEMNITH 225, ZoHERE
RIZEHFSD Y ZHORRERR LY QIEMEE 72 (5 5 5),

ULEofER» o, MHFER» Y ZHOI2EEOFREZHAT 2 7201, BEFEOMAIC
Iz, R Z BT 2 BERH 5 LK T 5 (Figure6.1), 2% Y, WHERMOHE
HIRERIC K B by 727 v ORI OB ClE~y 7oK ICFHGT 5L E 2 5,
ZDBRMBREcoEl~y T~D by 72y VIEROTF L, FHICX oI NG &
RET 5, BARNICIE, RO X5 RUBLERAERICH 2 LEZ 5, T TUHOYIIATIL,
BT RERBICL 2 by 7Y vERICK D, BRE BT 2RI T 2 (B~ v
THERE NG BEE RS (winner-take-all) O JFHIC X 0, RIS ERBICA Y S5,
TR PER OV RS Tl I3 R ZTHH OB IR C 5 23, HBIERS cl3 il R 2 IHH
BT NG, ik, FRITNORREICHE Y, BT R ZIEE ORI § 2 Bk~ v 70
EB DS NH 57207 EZ D, ZDFEE, WERIER (winner-take-all) DJFFIC XD,
BT REIHH LI OBERE R ICERERRIIICR S b, COUBIFHEEIC X > TH
fidns 2, 2o kHic, EMEITREFRICHE IO by 7XT VEROEENIH RN O
KRR IC X - CTEIMICZ L, B~y 7OBRICHES T2 LIRE T 5,

RIFFE T~ v 7THREICZL L, EEOMT ON I NRERET 2 LREL =, &
D X5 e~ v T OMRF e 2 I RGN EE (visual statistical learning) DHFZED H b
REIN TS, Todd & Manaligo (2017) IFEEIREE A HIL L 2 3 WALEIC D W T OHERHT
REFICX o TEL~y THET S LT, MEHNWABRCESOBENRTEDH
ERARRIND ZLERRBEL TS, 2HICH L, RIFFEIZER T S HEEE KOV
by TRy DERIC K 2RI AR OFEESN B~y TOZLIC ko THEBII NS L
RETLHTHHTH B,

6.3. SHRDOEYE

6.3.1. RHEEBICL 2 FE0FHE

81



A TIET —F v 7 A VIR I NZBERPFEEZFET 2 A =X LICD TR
NETo7, FEOFEDZDICIIHICT—F Vv 7 AEYVNICHB%2T 77 4 7ICR-FF L
TELARDERD D255 0 iFEOHFIC LY, RIFGIEAS7 —F v 7220 icflboT
FEEZFET 2R RE S T3 (Carlisle et al., 2011; Reinhart & Woodman, 2014; van
Moorselaar, Theeuwes, & Olivers, 2016; Woodman & Luck, 2015), Carlisle et al. (2011) (Z£E#HY
R A RATRER L, B0 fIEERRE ot % ko 258 ICE VT, BITERI N SER
FIOBEVIRL % 1 [ 6 7 [ E CERIEL7Z, BIHEE Y —% v 2722 VI L Tw»
LD CDA B % 00t U 7= 4GSR, ERRIER O 0 IR LA % < 7 31 L7228 > T CDA
B DIRIEIZ/NE K o7z, C OFERIZ, [F—oflEE&E 0 R LIRET 2 HEcik, BT
V7L = PORFFICBEWT Y —F v AT ) ~DOREEMET LT ATREE 2 RB T 5,
Fk DT XA LT, V—F v 7 A% ) OETH % CDA B Ichinx CRIFGED
f5f5CdH % P170 ik (Voss, Schendan, & Paller, 2010) % 4347 L 72#F%8 Tld, HEWHER D F
DY HEVIRLEREINBICL 72285 T CDA KO 23843 2 L [FKFIC, P170 5 O
232 &7z (Reinhart & Woodman, 2014; Woodman etal., 2013), Z 416 OFER X, F7T
VL —FMIELD T —F U I AEVICEBWTERRIN, —EDHREOHRVELDRIZE
R AR OB 20 ) AlREME 2 RT D D TH B, 2D X Hic, T—F v Ax) L EW
IR L Cld7e & < 2 & CHEEZENRIMA~FE S 2 vEetE2H 5 (Woodman & Chun,
2006)

PHERBOIFICO VT T —F v 7 22 Y Tz CRMGEEo B M T hTE T
% (Vatterott & Vecera, 2012; Vecera, Cosman, Vatterott, & Roper, 2014), Vatterott & Vecera
(2012) (&> v 7 b v MEERI L L CRIRI N HEBERICE W T, FEORTE Tl
YN v OEEREICEE L TRERL 2, ZOME, ZLOFRIFT Y 7 b Ik E
ND7DICSRFREET 2d 0D, fTeENL LIk Ty v IV VIck BiE
BRI 0 b { 7o o 72, Vatterott & Vecera (2012) 1, @O HEZITY v/ b
Yotk b HFEICEEL 2, ZOMFBE, vy b VI X 2R RS R
b, ifT2ENS & ZOFREMIIRIFURED bkl ok, ThbOfRL D,
%O X EREE AT 2 013+ aREBEALETH Y, Z OREERIC X B TEHIHENIZ
FTRCORPUTPUL T N2\ EHEFRD T 720 Veceraetal. (2014) X 2 b DFERD 5, FEER
CHEEORPMAZZIC LN oT Yy FXY v OFERIEAR LT vy FOEEHIE L Y

LERIC R L WO ERETIEHOET ARREL T3,
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ZDXHIE, HFEDLy 77Xy vofiliHliz7 —F v 722 ) oRR ERWGEEORSR D
MHICE>THEINS B, AFETRT—F v 2722 ) ONBEBEELGIEHT 2 27 =
RXLERFIHT 2 2 L B HINE L7z, RO EER 4 TlX, Fl—OREAMGI LT 2 & v
FEPGERBOFL2 Y ZHOI-HERBOZRITICEERKEH 2 RAT 2R L,
DL E, FEICK o UK N7 RIAGIEER R 035 ERE O HIHNIC 28 L T 72 AT REME
MDD, TOT L ERET B0, SHITFEEIC X 2 W ERBINHS R O R Z 0 H
AR T 2L ERBH L5725,

6.3.2. ERDOT —F v /A Y RRICX BEBEOHE

LMY —F VI AEYICHICKRRTE 2ABOMRAIT 3 H20 4ffichsreInsd
(Cowan, 2001, 2010; Luck & Vogel, 2013), 2D &lF, BEFHIIY —F v 7 2 E ) ITEED
BTy 7r—1r b L RERT Y 7L — F 2R CE BN 2 "B T 5, LA L, 7—
¥ A ) CETAEEGHTIE, VT—F v/ AT) NORBERBIAREICERI ATV
20CIE%RL, 1 DORROAPEROESMLOHPEIC AV IEH{L TIN5 LFHHT 2
(Oberauer,2002), ZDEZ X, FEEZHET L7 —F v /A2 ) RFUT 1 DIKREIND
&) BEE (Olivers etal., 2011) 127235,
FEEZHETZ27—F v 7 A )V NOEHIZ 1| DICRONS C & 21T 205e 05
INTE T3 (Houtkamp, & Roelfsema, 2009; Menneer, Barrett, Phillips, Donnelly, & Cave,
2007; van Moorselaar, Theeuwes, & Olivers, 2014), van Moorselaar et al. (2014) X FClERE &
REERFEE HAG O HEIC BT, BET2HEOMEEE 1 25 4 ff F CH(E
L7z, R ERIE T, BT 21HE & F— o ot ERlES 2R & h 5 5t (BhEEF)
L, ST 2HE A TR A WEOYERML BN S h 5 5 F GEBESM) 2A3%Ton
7z EEROKER, FCHT 2 HH D% 1 i 0356 13 B S & JEBEAE M 1 SUGIRF A 22 208
ROLNTz, 2F Y, T—F V7 AE ) ICRFFL COZEEMFEEERICTS L2, —77,
FClE S 2 HE D% 2 5 4 HOSMEDE G, BIES & IEBLES R 1 SRR 72 1%
BOLNED»oT, 2F Y, ABETZHEHAX1IHLY L VWEE, T—F Vv 77X ) OAR
BEEERICEEL AW L 2Rt SRNO ORI, FE2HET sV —F v 722N
DIEHIF12ICROND L WHIEZ LEET S,

—J7T, MEDHEIC X > TEROEN T v 7L — k> THEELZFECTE L LD

RENTWE (Beck, Hollingworth, & Luck, 2012; Chen & Du, 2017; Grubert & Eimer, 2015; Irons,
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Folk, & Remington, 2012; Stroud, Menneer, Cave, & Donnelly, 2012), Irons etal. (2012) (¥FZ5&
SMEICHKRED L 3RREOFENRRE BT T 2 2 & 2Rk 7z, HEERFEEOHTICHIE
TE2FERHYICOWT, BEIRKE Fl—ot RtaF 721dikt) o5& L ERRE e 3527%
Lt () OEMENHRT NIz, FEROME, Fo35 0 GOERHIE L OBEMICX 5T
TR RS R o7, ORI, ERIEEOENT v 7L - XoTFEEIND
TRt s,

Dl ks, 7—Fv 722 VHNOENT V7L — ML XZFEEOFERE—-DRR
CIRONZ D2, Zhe bEROERICX > TEELFIEE LS 22020 Ti3—E L7
BRBME TN TR, —77, BROBHTXEHREAVCCEEEZFET LT
LI I NTESL T, KFHTH 2, Stk EBOEREZY —F v 7 X2 VICREF L7
EEOFENEEES LS A& v ) RIEICH Y D HE 1, AR T X 5 1, RO
& W ERIEL O PN OILER B I 5 1 2R IRBNBLDE 2 BT 2 LN D 5725 95,

6.3.3. 7—F v Ax ) FEOMAZE L FEHIH

T—% VALY ORBICIIEAELSD 2 LML TS (Luck & Vogel, 2013), 77
—F V7 A VFRO/NS OEAGHEIEBE R ERSICEREEEI VM TcTLEI L
DB T & T3 (Fukuda & Vogel, 2009, 2011; Gaspar, Christie, Prime, Jolicceur, &
McDonald, 2016), Gasper et al. (2016) (X v 7L b v 3 HBIS 2 B ERE 2 ZTHh D
Wi & FHII L 720 #2513 v 70 b v Iickbd 2 Pd S 3T DI R & L7z, Pd 5 133
FEBEE 72 15 E R D 5 D $ BEEBE A TR0 b AL, WERI O e e INHLEE % RS 2
(Hickey, Di Lollo, & McDonald, 2009), ZA{t#HRE kD727 —F v 7 A2V EKE
(Cowan'sK: Cowan,2001) & Pd 5 OBEA AT L 724558, 7—F v 7 X2 )V FEIVNE
WIE E Pd AN S W E WO MBI bz, ZOFERD S, Gasperetal. (2016) 13V
— ¥ v 72V FEI/NS OEAGEIERE R ERE A IR & F, EEERHR I
TL %9 Lm0 7,

V=% v A ) ERLGERROMGENCEIT 2 2 oM, RIS BT L 215 EH]
PO AR IC D KIS N B 0 &) 0 2Rt T2 2 L BRETH D E 2 5, P,
FER 4 T ERRBINENC B T 2 FE N RAHREAMIC X > TERMiI N2 2 L IR L7223,
V=%V I RAEVEBORNIED X ITHET 20250, £, Eir6 LU 7T
X DRI & 5 R 0 I o FHHEBER LR DB IO W THRET L 7228, 2 0w
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BV —F Vv A VEBICK S TREZDEAI D VT—F Vv I AR VHEBOENEZE
D IARRWI R 21T ) REDDH 5725 9,

6.3.4. BURDTjiE

HEHT2 00 2 CTZAWIED ST X4 LTlE, ERSNE ICERTICEMROFE
FEL, 220BHFERL Y ZHVE X ICHERL Tz, 2D X5 AFRIC X 2EBRSINE
DN A BEABERR D X7 7 — < v R E S 5 TRt 354 S T v 2 (Chisholm &
Kingstone, 2014; Huffman, Rajsic, & Praat, 2017), Chisholm & Kingstone (2014) (32258 DRI
O (v 2y M) IC X 2EEOHROBRENERSINE ~OLURIC X o TELT 2 0 5h
DR L7z, 5 0K TIE, BICHTEREOZITHICHARAEH T2 8H 5L
FURT DM (Aware 55fF) &, BIREEROZRITHICHIRZAHIT 2 2 L 035 5 DT,
ZORFICHZRIF R WX 10T 2 2 L a2k 554 (Avoid 5:F) 2358 b7z, FERD
fER, vy FOHZEITTIX Avoid SefF DI Aware 5efF X 0 b BUHBER O KGR
DEEEL, Fht vty b ~DRKEFHOHROENE LK E o7z, 2NbORERIT, Wi
FIF D PN 2 R T IEE) R BOR 1E 0 2 o THIERBEA~TEZM I TLES 2 LIcokdh
552 LERLTWS, BHERBIMHO X 7 =X %2 B3 L2 2 g COMETIE, BoRD
TiER—EHL Tz, HRNCYERBA BT 260E %2 7325 5 D (Tsal & Makovski,
2006; Lahav et al., 2012; Lahav & Tsal, 2013) %, #iERBOEHRE 7 —F v 7' A€V IC{REF
X4 2% d (Han & Kim, 2009; Woodman & Luck, 2009), % 72 IZARMIED X 9 A hERF O
PR A W32 X 5 1C#BURT 2 D D (Arita et al,, 2012; Beck & Hollingworth, 2015; Becker et
al., 2016; Kugler etal., 2015; Moher & Egeth, 2012) 7z &23% %, Chisholm & Kingstone (2014)
PRS2 X )T, BoRIC X o CEOREYERBEZBML Tl ) HEIE, chk
TORFERFANHNICEE T 2 HRBOAR—EEHHAL 5 2., 5%, BiEREOHFICNT 2
KIRSINE O 2 BT 27 X4 LOBRDBBESES 5,

6.3.5. 74 v =y 7LH

EFOREME AT LB [~LA0E S T2 GFLToL 3T 4n=y 7L
# (ironic processing) & FFiX4L 25 (Wegner, 1994,2009), 7z, I 7Dy T 4 vV 7 %4fT
&, Wy ThF—AN=LAE0EICHRINIREIERICA — Y=L 7% (20.79 cm vs.
—11.67 cm; Wegner, Ansfield, & Pilloff, 1998), ZD Xk 5ic, v M [~LAWwWXHic] T5C
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LaFEZDLLZDTEEN > TLESMHH2DH 5,

ZDEZL—HLT, RIECHERT_ZHHEELZD2COFR2Y ELTEZ
5L, BIREEROVIACIIMEAT X EHEEBERNLCLE S T RN LA, T, EHH
72 & DER ORI T L, ERERE OB 78 L OB HRUHEICE WTH T4 B
—y RO bND L ERBRT L, CNLORFEEMAGDESLZLICLST, b b
DOILHE DD CE 2 220 Lvz .,
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fir# 22.
fiF# 23.
fir# 24.
fiF# 25.

RKER 6

FhR 7 :
FhR 7 :
FhR 7 :

REFCBT e SME LU (2 VW)

FHRMFIC BT 22ME C L o FgRIGHHE (2 08)
FHEMFICB T 22ME L OBRAE (2 V)
FERMCETEZME LY (2 V))
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it 1. %5 1 : Go/NoGo

FEOEFMIC BT 2S0E & L oIS (2 V)

2% 5% 90%
High Low High Low High Low Control
sl 550.0 537.5 531.2 521.9 552.0 539.6 511.4
s2 567.7 519.8 5323 493.7 503.3 500.0 535.6
s3 560.4 512.5 533.3 542.7 545.6 548.9 492.7
s4 664.4 690.5 644.8 610.3 667.7 673.9 603.1
s5 408.3 397.9 397.9 406.3 427.1 403.1 392.7
s6 515.6 515.5 481.2 513.5 483.3 457.3 527.1
s7 474.0 438.5 468.7 455.2 476.1 503.1 466.7
s8 401.1 399.0 396.0 400.0 405.2 380.2 399.7
s9 404.2 422.9 395.9 385.4 384.4 399.0 390.6
s10 456.2 420.9 436.5 409.4 401.1 418.7 416.7
sl 447.9 414.6 440.7 427.1 418.8 447.9 453.2
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12, EB 1 BEREO KL BT 2SMEBE L DIEER (N—t v })

Detection

1% 2% 3% 5% 10% 90%
sl 50.0 72.9 91.7 100.0 100.0 100.0
s2 37.5 77.1 72.9 87.5 97.9 100.0
s3 72.9 47.9 66.7 75.0 95.8 100.0
s4 47.9 50.0 56.3 70.8 100.0 97.9
s5 52.1 81.3 100.0 97.9 97.9 93.8
s6 45.8 60.4 87.5 100.0 100.0 97.9
s7 52.1 52.1 64.6 70.8 77.1 93.8
s8 62.5 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 97.9
s9 56.3 83.3 95.8 100.0 100.0 100.0
s10 50.0 50.0 50.0 56.3 66.7 95.8
sl 64.6 64.6 81.3 95.8 93.8 100.0
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1263, EB 1 fREEO RSB T 2SMEB L DIEER (N—k v })

Discrimination

1% 2% 3% 5% 10% 90%
sl 333 68.8 91.7 97.9 97.9 97.9
s2 29.2 52.1 64.6 89.6 97.9 100.0
s3 39.6 41.7 43.8 56.3 87.5 100.0
s4 41.7 27.1 39.6 72.9 95.8 97.9
s5 39.6 70.8 91.7 97.9 97.9 100.0
s6 47.9 66.7 87.5 95.8 95.8 95.8
s7 333 29.2 57.4 60.4 81.3 100.0
s8 54.2 87.5 95.8 97.9 95.8 93.8
s9 47.9 77.1 91.7 100.0 100.0 100.0
s10 31.3 29.2 333 56.3 68.8 95.8
sl 354 45.8 79.2 97.9 97.9 95.8
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15 4. %R 2 : Go/NoGo D HEMIC B 1T 220E & & O UGHHH (2 V1)

10% 90%
High Low High Low Control
sl 475.0 529.1 473.9 541.6 529.1
s2 434.4 443.8 456.3 445.9 459.4
s3 415.6 404.2 438.6 452.1 471.9
s4 452.1 470.8 487.5 466.7 494.8
s5 538.5 543.7 550.0 554.1 602.0
s6 481.2 502.1 450.0 456.3 501.0
s7 384.4 450.0 420.9 439.6 484.3
s8 386.5 414.6 407.3 398.0 439.6
s9 404.2 441.7 413.6 410.4 482.3
s10 395.8 433.3 403.1 404.2 389.6
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15 5. HERRFEO KL ICH T 22ME L o ICHHE (2 #H)

0%match 50%match 100%match

neutral invalid valid neutral invalid valid neutral
sl 1279.2 1277.8 794.9 894.2 1390.1 779.1 978.8
s2 1027.8 1200.7 805.0 1119.5 1282.3 647.1 1092.2
s3 1354.4 1329.3 681.7 1071.1 1339.8 708.3 1177.4
s4 1266.9 1236.2 879.1 1202.4 1049.1 698.0 1173.2
s5 1378.4 1416.0 1104.9 1266.5 1259.8 825.0 1599.7
s6 1022.4 1158.4 671.7 1123.1 1070.1 641.7 1173.2
s7 1115.3 1165.2 747.2 1036.1 999.9 820.0 1040.3
s8 1016.2 986.2 660.1 896.5 908.3 753.8 1075.1
s9 1122.4 1096.0 692.6 1022.0 1080.7 581.7 1044.5
s10 1420.8 1398.5 1058.2 1231.9 1228.2 802.4 1278.9
sl 833.7 980.3 645.1 875.4 949.1 720.5 1088.6
s12 745.9 897.4 605.9 705.9 785.0 630.4 882.1
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iR 6. HEHERHTEDKRLMFICE T 2SIME L DBER (X—% v })

0%match 50%match 100%match
neutral invalid valid neutral invalid valid neutral

sl 2.5 5.0 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 5.0
s2 0.0 2.5 0.0 2.5 0.0 0.0 2.5
s3 0.0 2.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
s4 0.0 2.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
s5 2.5 2.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.0
s6 0.0 2.5 0.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0
s7 2.5 5.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
s8 0.0 2.5 0.0 2.5 0.0 0.0 2.5
s9 0.0 2.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.5 0.0
s10 5.0 2.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.5
sl 0.0 2.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
s12 0.0 2.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.5 0.0
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1R 7. SEHEOBREMFICB T 253NE C & o IGKRR (2 #)

p=(11}

Memory-or-Search task Memory
0%match 50%match 100%match Task

sl 805.4 723.5 715.7 681.5
s2 697.2 757.1 780.4 709.3
s3 701.6 638.2 632.2 626.6
s4 665.5 619.9 581.4 616.0
s5 807.5 668.1 791.0 715.3
s6 558.5 617.5 583.6 518.7
s7 736.9 736.8 774.9 615.0
s8 649.8 618.9 692.0 732.0
s9 725.7 677.2 634.9 639.9
s10 787.0 779.8 639.6 797.9
sl1 581.7 566.5 613.6 620.0
s12 574.5 545.2 638.5 489.8
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15 8. REHEORIFMICH T 2SME T L OFEER (=2 1)

p=(11}

Memory-or-Search task Memory
0%match 50%match 100%match Task

sl 43 12.1 12.5 11.7
s2 4.2 16.7 6.3 13.3
s3 10.4 12.5 14.6 12.5
s4 18.8 18.8 10.4 12.5
s5 10.4 10.4 83 5.5
s6 12.5 20.8 14.6 8.6
s7 22.9 20.8 14.6 14.1
s8 16.7 12.5 18.8 15.6
s9 6.3 4.2 83 9.6
s10 4.2 6.3 2.1 7.0
sl1 83 10.4 4.2 94
s12 10.4 83 6.3 4.7
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f12 9. CDA : 0%&MF D HEBMILEICH T 2 SNE Z & OfRiIE (uV)

01/2 P3/4 T5/6

ipsi contra ipsi contra ipsi contra
sl —0.17 -1.22 0.15 —2.74 0.45 —2.26
s2 -2.19 —5.80 0.53 -2.28 —-1.55 —6.62
s3 0.95 0.04 2.30 —0.05 0.40 —0.11
s4 1.37 1.20 0.82 —0.37 0.82 —0.53
s5 —6.68 —-7.27 —5.47 —4.72 —5.54 —-5.21
s6 -3.98 —4.94 —2.43 —4.49 -2.91 —4.54
s7 0.85 —0.76 1.19 -1.19 0.72 -1.77
s8 0.65 —0.46 1.85 1.15 0.01 —4.61
s9 —-0.85 —0.58 —0.55 0.92 —-0.77 1.23
s10 0.65 —2.54 1.54 —-1.85 1.12 -3.17
sl —2.43 -2.51 —0.73 —0.03 -1.91 —-1.82
s12 -1.12 —1.40 -1.19 -1.18 —2.45 —1.54
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fF#€ 10. CDA : 50%%tF 0 S EMALE ICF 1T 2 SIE L ofFlE (uV)
01/2 P3/4 T5/6

ipsi contra ipsi contra ipsi contra
sl -3.29 —3.34 —4.05 —3.48 —2.44 -1.92
s2 —2.70 —-5.10 1.49 —1.80 —1.48 —5.56
s3 —-0.39 —0.03 —-1.09 0.39 —-1.14 —0.81
s4 3.09 2.76 1.95 1.89 2.20 1.91
s5 —7.96 —6.58 —6.21 —5.24 —6.04 —4.50
s6 —4.17 —4.91 -3.17 —4.96 -3.27 —-5.70
s7 —0.36 0.11 —0.99 0.26 —-1.12 —0.35
s8 1.77 1.21 3.51 2.34 —-1.32 0.64
s9 -1.41 —2.75 —0.04 —2.76 0.84 -3.19
s10 2.48 3.40 3.21 5.08 1.67 3.67
sl 0.61 —0.88 2.84 —0.45 0.95 —3.44
s12 —-1.10 —2.74 —1.00 -3.03 —-1.02 —4.14
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ff# 11. CDA : 100%5/F o FEMALEIC 1T 2 SM#E & & OfRIE (1V)
01/2 P3/4 T5/6

ipsi contra ipsi contra ipsi contra
sl —0.99 —2.63 —0.70 —-3.86 0.33 -2.91
s2 1.90 1.14 1.18 1.03 0.73 1.05
s3 0.99 0.78 0.43 0.87 0.40 0.28
s4 0.21 —0.06 —0.78 —-1.23 —0.78 —1.68
s5 -7.27 —5.86 —5.78 —5.12 —6.14 —4.65
s6 —-3.78 -3.93 —2.01 —-1.32 —2.69 —2.95
s7 —-1.14 —-1.72 0.40 —-1.18 —0.25 —-2.10
s8 0.62 —0.81 1.64 —0.56 —2.18 —-1.75
s9 -2.23 —2.31 -1.41 —0.87 —-1.74 —0.38
s10 3.11 —0.43 4.68 —0.21 5.51 —0.63
sl 0.21 —0.96 2.44 —0.51 —-1.75 —2.15
s12 —-0.71 —2.09 0.44 —2.35 —0.53 -3.62
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2 12. CDA : @EFEO K EBEMAE IC BT 2 BINE & DIRIE (V)
01/2 P3/4 T5/6

ipsi contra ipsi contra ipsi contra
sl —-1.25 -2.71 —2.09 —-3.30 —0.63 —2.03
s2 —6.08 —7.60 —2.76 —4.54 —4.85 —6.95
s3 1.35 0.65 0.96 —0.09 0.96 —-0.30
s4 —0.25 —-0.71 —0.70 —1.50 —0.62 —1.45
s5 1.35 0.65 —4.16 —4.67 —4.61 -5.33
s6 —2.68 —-3.50 —1.65 —2.41 —-1.56 -1.92
s7 —0.07 —0.41 —0.38 —1.80 —-1.03 -2.33
s8 —0.75 —-1.59 —1.63 —2.31 —2.67 -3.61
s9 -2.29 -2.29 -2.13 —2.27 —-1.80 —2.41
s10 —2.35 —-3.86 —-1.62 —-3.06 —0.43 —2.61
sl -1.25 —2.16 —1.00 —-1.78 —-1.13 —1.58
s12 -1.82 —2.14 —1.65 —2.21 —2.27 —2.90
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15 13. P3 : 0% 0 K EMAIEICE T 2SNE Z & OIEIE (uV)

Fz Cz Pz
sl 0.14 —-0.01 —-0.19
s2 5.06 5.65 5.78
s3 —-0.87 —-0.74 1.97
s4 2.80 4.42 4.73
s5 -1.83 —-1.86 —1.06
s6 3.68 2.68 3.34
s7 0.87 0.98 1.60
s8 0.41 1.05 5.05
s9 1.79 3.09 4.14
s10 0.39 1.05 1.23
sll 1.50 3.15 3.72
s12 2.84 3.83 6.44
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fit3 14. P3 : 50% 50X BAEICE T 22ME 2 & DIRIE (uV)

Fz Cz Pz
sl —1.58 -1.99 —2.61
s2 6.13 7.56 6.60
s3 —2.07 —0.63 5.17
s4 6.51 9.42 10.16
s5 0.28 -1.24 —0.66
s6 1.37 1.63 1.96
s7 1.08 0.05 1.05
s8 0.63 0.66 1.22
s9 1.22 2.90 2.79
s10 2.64 2.39 1.84
sll 1.02 2.73 5.47
s12 0.65 0.85 4.30
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fF2 15. P31 100%5M D K EMALE IC BT 22005 Z & OfRIE (uV)

Fz Cz Pz
sl —-1.35 —-0.81 —-0.79
s2 6.34 7.55 6.51
s3 —-1.61 —-0.27 341
s4 4.91 7.80 9.52
s5 0.24 0.12 0.69
s6 5.55 4.66 5.48
s7 2.76 1.63 1.69
s8 2.48 2.90 6.56
s9 1.82 3.05 3.57
s10 3.52 4.01 1.78
sll 1.45 2.45 5.36
s12 3.44 4.11 7.30
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1% 16. P3:

(V)

SERRE O K BMALE IC B T 5 SIE L ORiE

Fz Cz Pz
sl —0.84 -0.77 —-0.57
s2 4.13 4.76 2.55
s3 —0.46 0.44 4.00
s4 1.96 3.13 3.93
s5 0.85 0.31 1.39
s6 3.77 3.17 2.94
s7 0.56 —-0.13 —-0.03
s8 1.15 1.24 2.36
s9 0.79 1.13 1.27
s10 0.41 0.07 —0.48
sll 2.41 1.29 1.51
s12 1.86 2.13 4.39
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17, FEhi4: 2y P9 A X 2B T 2502 & o FERICHR (2 V1)

Ignore Neutral
Ist 2nd 3rd 4th Ist 2nd 3rd 4th
sl 1687.0  1501.1  1019.8  951.5 14355 13362 1283.8 1140.8
s2 1397.2 15352 12182 1040.0 1473.8 17963 12342 1419.2
s3 1767.0  1655.8 14415 1208.0 1458.0 1502.7 12522  1400.2
s4 1664.2 16325 15442 17597 14322 1653.0 1602.7 17853
s5 1727.1 16974 17124 14450 1547.0 15012 1303.0 1219.9
s6 1433.3  1842.6 18325 1813.0 1562.0 18745 17019 17752
s7 1102.7 975.4 835.1 866.4 13474 11477 821.6 935.2
s8 1549.4 14412 14663  1362.8 974.3 1203.5  1213.7  1340.7
s9 1812.6  1469.6 14362 1346.4 17972 1701.7 1329.1 1447.6
s10 1407.2 13734 14724  908.7 16359 12484  1433.0 1010.8
sl 1564.1 14677 12448 1456.6 18948 14264 14327 12599
s12 18332 16259 1663.6 1396.6 1764.1 17365 1847.0 13552
s13 1668.3  1346.5 1567.5 1476.5 15107 17373 15374 133409
sl4 1733.3  1644.6 15553  1521.8 19319 1621.8 15451 1626.2
sl5 16442 16063  1511.4 13319 1490.1 15448 14522 15673
sl6 1546.7 14483 11552  1393.8 16554 14234 1571.8  1300.3
s17 21445 17025 1285.6 15443 1859.0 17756  1513.0 1365.7
s18 1629.7  994.7 1159.1 12534 13107 12373 1498.8  1256.6
s19 1733.8 1360.3 1696.4 1601.1 1575.6 1617.7 1587.1 1351.0
s20 1446.2  999.0 1188.8  1069.1  1683.7 1219.0 1260.7 1171.0
s21 1504.9  1131.1 999.9 11229  1293.8 11159 1016.0 9425
s22 1565.7 11564  1323.1 1180.6 1354.6 1141.6  1109.6 966.8
s23 1520.3 950.4 909.4 935.7 1367.9  1026.7  799.4 858.3
s24 1296.8 12333  1272.0 1270.6  1384.1 14084 12499 1097.1
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1518, FEhi4: €y P A4 X 16 FMFICH T 25042 & o FERICHH (2 V1)

Ignore Neutral
Ist 2nd 3rd 4th Ist 2nd 3rd 4th
sl 1589.8 12769 1103.7 1209.8 1887.8 1637.6 1508.9 12274
s2 1650.8 1651.0 1325.6 1381.6 1792.0 1681.0 1344.6 1170.6
s3 1786.9 1536.2 1442.8 14355 1952.0 1569.1 1490.1 1620.6
s4 16429 1921.0 1391.2 13684 1715.0 1544.7 13753 1523.1
s5 1871.1 1783.7 1483.9 14145 17693 13955 1635.7 1368.2
s6 2283.5 22659 15542 14217 2251.0 1396.8 1610.8 1594.4
s7 2586.9 2108.6 1790.8 22159 2722.8 2512.7 2597.8 2418.0
s8 20243 21445 1283.0 1592.0 2179.8 1830.6 1374.2 1350.1
s9 1640.7 1031.5 1278.2 1226.5 1569.7 1229.8 1168.0 1260.2
s10 2290.2 1506.8 1385.6 14779 1999.4 1502.5 1757.6 15103
sl 23473 20234 1867.7 2026.1 22654 2080.3 2119.8 24319
s12 1881.3 1076.5 1379.1 1441.6 1801.7 14313 1266.1 1332.8
s13 1992.0 2030.8 1868.9 1748.9 2154.8 22299 1904.2 1498.2
sl4 2040.6 1918.2 1589.7 1927.0 2023.6 1898.3 1643.1 2098.5
s15 2087.5 1968.1 1725.6 1560.3 2229.1 1893.5 2074.7 1800.7
sl6 1770.5 1231.8 1089.9 9994 16285 13324 1149.8 921.6
s17 2052.3  1402.0 1058.9 1269.2 1313.6 1197.6 1173.8 1177.2
s18 1570.5 1227.8  818.6 694.6 13825 9799 808.2 700.8
s19 1888.3 17842  1827.8 1779.1 1953.4 1694.8 18164 1835.5
s20 1569.3 1632.4 15059 1342.1 14424 1416.1 1411.2 1578.0
s21 23143 23289 1664.5 1660.1 2202.7 16223 1753.9 1769.0
s22 1208.4 1013.3 1018.8 901.4  1099.5 9715 831.6 882.1
s23 1860.3  1712.8 1455.7 1592.7 21213 14457 1651.2 1458.2
s24 1951.3 1589.1 1596.3 1487.5 1938.1 1479.0 1466.0 1578.4
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1519, FEBR 5 - HEMHCE T 22E 2 L o FIGRICK R (2 ) #)

Ignore (color) Ignore (location) Attend (color)

100 ms 800 ms 1500 ms 100 ms 800 ms 1500 ms 100 ms 800 ms 1500 ms

sl 1763.6 1551.6 1552.8 2115.0 1242.3 1566.7 1295.9 1060.7 1122.2

s2 1384.0 1395.4 1415.0 1922.9 1405.1 1886.8 1203.2 1398.9 1261.9

s3 1143.8 1200.5 1229.7 1363.8 1467.1 1307.2 918.7 940.7 957.7

s4 830.7 937.5 868.2 1223.0 1252.6 973.8 911.1 924.8 1084.1

s5 1105.3 1252.5 1306.0 1551.3 1177.0 1297.3 832.6 966.1 929.9

s6 1349.8 1184.0 1182.8 2123.6 1351.0 1325.1 917.5 1036.8 1029.4

s7 1312.2 1498.2 1353.6 1111.0 1135.0 1076.7 1014.6 1115.9 1001.3

s8 837.4 804.8 889.7 805.5 845.3 802.1 692.3 682.2 653.0

s9 1505.1 1578.3 1470.8 1773.5 1566.8 1867.6 1324.3 1054.2 1165.7

s10  1433.3 1468.5 1131.5 1473.1 1137.7 1249.5 1028.1 977.8 934.2

s11  1096.1 1428.1 1062.6 1081.6 1025.5 1119.9 1078.8 1058.7 881.0

s12 1650.3 1475.9 1386.6 1497.7 1642.4 1470.9 1469.0 1326.9 1323.1

s13  2018.0 1584.5 1376.6 1977.2 1467.2 1716.6 1038.1 1160.8 967.6

sl4  1733.0 1705.8 1354.5 1555.7 1607.4 1627.7 1164.4 1174.2 1058.1

s15  1473.7 1319.2 1133.6 1607.6 1855.7 1659.8 1239.7 1263.5 1030.4

sle  1979.7 1527.6 1625.3 1531.6 1391.1 1346.7 1264.5 1174.7 1214.3

s17 941.4 1169.4 961.5 1290.0 1065.0 1147.9 941.2 884.2 817.3

s18  1392.2 1425.3 1611.7 2166.0 1910.8 1844.7 1328.6 1316.1 1172.7

s19  1855.8 1811.2 1808.8 1683.6 1328.0 1428.1 1221.4 1267.9 1439.0

s20  1960.7 1881.1 1712.5 2526.0 2424.4 1989.7 1414.4 1259.7 1284.2

s21 13205 1189.4 1282.9 1394.7 1332.3 1262.2 1135.3 949.7 1002.1

s22  1543.6 1330.7 1104.7 1326.0 1316.0 958.3 1073.9 11244 878.9

s23 15705 1361.1 1567.2 2269.3 1897.7 1804.7 1260.8 1279.1 1140.6

s24  1216.0 1154.1 1219.8 1528.0 1536.5 1058.4 993.0 919.5 1001.3

s25  2120.9 1520.1 1761.5 1712.1 1276.9 1442.3 1200.9 1162.8 1211.8

s26  1830.1 1199.1 1174.4 1588.3 1694.2 1540.8 1207.7 1084.6 1223.9

s27  1779.8 2008.6 1552.4 1647.6 1532.7 1264.5 1170.0 1114.4 1119.8
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15220, FEBR 6 - HAEMHCH T 22ME L o FIGRICKR (2 V)

100ms 1000ms

Attend Ignore N Attend Ignore N

sl 459.0 576.7 686.4 693.0 694.8 835.4 7704 3384  479.6 538.0 3803 4739 669.0 665.0

s2 8452 901.1 10328 916.7 995.0 1119.2 966.9 4799  633.8 792.5 4952 7220  915.7 934.8

s3 6359 850.8  943.0 892.4 1063.9  1063.7 1003.9 4413 646.3 656.8 5353 768.7 983.6 963.8

s4 5774  629.7 7629 629.4 864.0 917.7 931.3  480.8 5334 744.6 4193 5432 751.9 783.3

sS 742.0 789.0  904.1 871.6 10145  1050.1 1044.5  460.3 650.7 774.0 4725 7164 815.1 1014.8

s6 9474 9579 11215 1069.7 10385 14974 1317.0 5424 7904 11502 5683 8564 1177.7 1162.1

s7 6754 8592 9299 9153 930.5 1106.0  1088.3 3923 5513 7242 367.9 546.0 7355 866.4

s8 509.8 646.8 9104 732.1 959.4 941.5 9372 3709 5228 626.9 368.0 5927 651.8 825.9

s9 616.2 890.7  739.0 836.9 867.7 1035.0 8802 3974 4931 639.3 430.7  593.7 765.2 785.9

s10 5305 6893 805.1 747.0 843.5 982.0 8264 3948 5945 662.3 398.0 529.0 674.1 831.9

sl 6578 6950 743.0 837.8 847.8 965.9 873.3 376.5 597.5 648.5 413.7 5784 747.0 907.7

sl2 622.6 8145 889.2 684.6 954.5 1068.0  1017.4 4755 658.0 840.6 4657  629.5 852.5 983.8

s13 529.0 6293 715.0 848.6 867.7 895.8 969.0  426.0  583.0 781.8 4595  627.8 726.3 792.7

sl4 7177 8374 1048.7 1021.2 11769 13659 11457 4995 717.1 863.0 4905 7538 979.3 1057.8

sI5 7446 8964 8377 837.1 933.7 1026.1 930.7 489.6  638.7 7448 4748 6765 873.5 1086.9

sl6 6120 7573 883.9 873.0 1300.8  1183.7 1097.8 5242 664.9 880.6 519.5 6519 747.4 1004.5

s17 7014 7503 882.6 790.3 884.7 840.5 8323 4314 5585 698.6  436.1 627.8 700.8 941.4

sI8 5905 687.7 789.9 850.4 811.5 848.1 8749 4472 560.2 651.2 402.0 525.0 594.5 759.2

s19 6908 8289 891.0 933.9 1004.5 984.4 795.6 3964  592.0 721.5 499.6  645.8 808.7 808.3

s20  666.6 7327 9109 836.0 1096.8 13163  1281.3  468.5 666.2 789.0 4645  763.7 814.8 964.5

s21 5713 7893 945.6 696.4 962.5 1063.7 11240 466.0  680.1 8447 4624 6803 920.4 1050.4

s22 7553  970.0 11909 1060.6 1332.6 14853 17502 817.8 1153.6 12243 5733 7556 1095.1 1891.8

s23 5893  690.0 8173 858.8 992.4 1019.8 9233 406.5 622.3 7279 4905 7230 10934 8714

s24 5622  700.8 762.7 789.1 7223 713.5 6974 4121 583.1 620.2 390.6 5189 572.2 771.7

Note: N represents neutral condition.
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1521, FEBR 6+ HAEMICH T 22ME Z L ORI (2 V1)

100 ms 1000 ms

attend cue  ignore cue  attend cue  ignore cue

sl 113.7 71.2 99.8 144.4
s2 93.8 101.3 156.3 210.2
s3 153.5 85.7 107.8 224.2
s4 92.7 144.2 131.9 166.3
s5 81.1 89.3 156.9 171.3
s6 87.1 213.9 303.9 304.7
s7 127.3 953 166.0 183.8
s8 200.3 104.7 128.0 141.9
s9 614 99.0 121.0 167.3
s10 137.3 117.5 133.7 138.1
sll 42.6 64.0 136.0 166.7
s12 133.3 191.7 182.6 193.4
s13 93.0 23.6 177.9 133.4
sl4 165.5 172.4 181.7 244 .4
s15 46.6 94.5 127.6 199.3
sl6 135.9 155.3 178.2 114.0
s17 90.6 25.1 133.6 132.3
s18 99.7 —-1.1 102.0 96.3
s19 100.1 253 162.6 154.5
s20 122.1 240.2 160.2 175.1
s21 187.1 183.6 189.3 229.0
s22 217.8 2123 203.3 260.9
s23 114.0 80.5 160.7 301.5
s24 100.2 -37.8 104.0 90.8
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122, 266 F&FcsFremEc Lot (2 08)

100 ms 1000 ms

attend cue  ignore cue  attend cue  ignore cue

sl 346.6 598.6 252.5 219.0
s2 738.8 807.8 322.8 290.5
s3 502.8 835.3 366.0 314.2
s4 471.2 515.4 322.4 238.9
s5 649.6 800.2 314.7 3253
s6 834.8 774.1 219.8 258.0
s7 567.0 793.3 224.0 182.2
s8 288.3 668.3 250.8 253.8
s9 625.8 715.2 268.0 262.0
s10 400.4 622.5 283.1 257.5
sl1 613.4 755.8 268.8 246.4
s12 508.9 519.0 292.9 262.4
s13 438.4 823.6 241.2 337.8
sl4 536.9 843.3 329.7 252.4
s15 733.1 743.3 369.1 276.3
sl6 479.2 808.5 3335 411.7
s17 596.9 788.3 295.7 323.6
s18 489.9 838.9 348.8 314.7
s19 603.4 923.7 2448 3423
s20 525.8 602.7 320.8 330.8
s21 394.5 540.2 285.0 229.7
s22 536.4 868.2 658.7 286.2
s23 470.8 796.0 264.2 166.0
s24 474.8 817.2 330.4 3123
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15223, FEBR T : HEMCE T 22MEF 2 L o FIGRICKTRE (2 #)

100ms 1000ms

Attend Ignore N Attend Ignore N

sl 554.0 730.8 969.2 1096.4  899.0 956.4 9744  459.8 606.1 699.3 4675 7245 828.6 892.7

s2 766.5 865.7 716.1 852.3 793.4 796.3 981.7 4284 529.6 6652 3744 5920 6599 709.9

s3 755.7 783.1 816.9 779.9 861.4 996.3 897.8 4333 5079  657.0 4852 6883 7379 644.6

s4 575.8 687.6 922.8 874.5 962.4 930.8 1073.7 4937 653.7 7839 4393 590.8  806.3 958.3

sS 611.2 805.1 884.4 813.1 1065.3 11258  1268.8 486.0 657.5 804.7 4384 6459 8824 992.5

s6 614.8 687.1 759.1 669.8 816.6 866.9 970.2 4428 5612 765.7  427.6 6108  748.6 797.7

s7 606.3 770.9 728.3 726.6 7413 864.6 7743 368.6 565.1 784.7 3899 5403  760.8 733.2

s8 547.7 685.5 758.2 666.5 901.0 879.9 884.7 383.5 486.0  527.6 396.0 5019  624.1 707.8

s9 674.7 708.3 905.0 832.9 800.4 835.0 894.1 4129 7736 813.1 4279 6093  706.1 816.9

s10  563.7 748.7 843.5 1074.6  1060.6  1104.6 9553 400.6 5785 743.1 530.0 678.6  780.5 1220.8

sl 832.3 836.5 894.1 856.7 870.0 11246 10622  516.1  689.3 721.0 5206 7042 825.5 881.8

s12 1238.8 12294  1332.1 1170.0 12514 13246 13815 501.5 7157 10025 6145 8027 9856 1145.3

s13 715.0 724.1 895.3 862.3 871.9 974.9 888.9 4252 5764  697.8 4439 5935  709.6 848.6

sl4  1183.1 1021.7 1046.6 11257 11958 1102.1 13034 5779 777.0 859.3 646.5 9799 10741 1050.7

s1S 974.0 992.0 1135.1 10363 1136.8 1039.7 1171.1 5302 715.1 836.9 517.8 8427 10294 984.5

s16 895.4 1093.7 10283 887.2 1048.8 959.2 995.0  429.0 6709 778.3 588.0 799.7 1077.0 11259

s17 976.6 1011.6 12329 857.7 1231.1 11415 992.2 4619 5572 667.8 701.0 734.1 903.5 1035.4

s18 11289 14332  1438.8 1091.0 1036.0 1151.5 1070.7 561.7 9467 10443 681.8 8092 1154.1 1188.7

s19  768.6 745.4 853.8 864.9 884.0 890.1 9413 467.0 569.7 6484 4724 5664  796.8 756.7

s20  884.6 882.0 926.5 967.7 961.5 922.8 868.4 4559 5848  678.7 4789 7562 9324 890.4

Note: N represents neutral condition.
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[ 24, HERT

BEMIC BT 2SMF L OBERAR (2 V)

1000 ms
attend cue  ignore cue  attend cue  ignore cue
sl 207.6 —70.0 119.8 180.5
s2 —25.2 —28.0 118.4 142.8
s3 30.6 108.2 111.9 126.3
s4 173.5 28.1 145.1 183.5
s5 136.6 156.3 159.3 222.0
s6 72.1 98.5 161.5 160.5
s7 61.0 69.0 208.1 185.5
s8 105.3 106.7 72.1 114.1
s9 115.1 1.1 200.1 139.1
s10 139.9 15.0 171.2 125.3
sl 30.9 133.9 102.4 152.5
s12 46.7 77.3 250.5 185.5
s13 90.2 56.3 136.3 132.9
sl4 —68.2 —-11.8 140.7 213.8
s15 80.6 1.7 153.4 255.8
s16 66.4 36.0 174.6 2445
sl7 128.2 141.9 103.0 101.3
s18 155.0 30.2 2413 236.1
s19 42.6 12.6 90.7 162.2
s20 20.9 —22.4 111.4 226.8

134



1225, FR7: F&FcsFremEc Lot (2 08)

100 ms 1000 ms

attend cue  ignore cue  attend cue  ignore cue

sl 336.2 1124.0 348.8 3125
s2 833.2 870.0 304.3 256.6
s3 724.0 662.8 309.0 384.5
s4 381.8 866.3 353.6 245.2
s5 493.7 688.7 330.7 211.5
s6 542.8 587.3 267.0 274.7
s7 579.8 639.5 156.7 192.7
s8 453.3 602.4 321.5 279.1
s9 5324 820.6 266.3 302.9
s10 438.8 1050.0 231.6 412.5
sll 792.5 682.5 4373 378.5
s12 1173.5 1094.1 238.9 429.9
s13 597.8 790.4 293.8 316.6
sl4 1220.2 1164.8 456.7 472.6
s15 872.6 1067.5 387.3 285.0
sl6 872.9 893.1 276.8 3325
s17 817.4 793.0 356.3 577.0
s18 1023.7 1032.4 368.3 409.4
s19 704.1 854.5 380.2 287.5
s20 855.9 995.5 350.3 269.0
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