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T B AR L0 1 2R A A LR (19 40, Corbetta,
Shulman, Miezin, & Petersen, 1995; Coull, Walsh,
Frith, & Nobre, 2003; Donner, Kettermann, Diesch,
Ostendorf, Villringer, & Brandt, 2000, 2002;
Leonards, & Orban, 2000;
Miiller-Plath, 2008; Nobre, Coull, Walsh, & Frith,
2003; Sato, Watanabe, Thompson, & Schall, 2003;
Weidner, Krummenacher, Reimann, Miiller, & Fink,
2009; Wilkinson, Halligan, Henson, & Dolan, 2002;
Wojciulik & Kanwisher, 1999), {HJ2&, =588
i 220 W% 1 [P JE: - AT 55 JC G HE BE 1 T A5 B anfr
oA N R R, RN AE A AT 55 4 1) T
AR BAME 55 o HE B2 T L5 B 2 B A AR
PN RN 2 Bl o fln, WA E A b
SR AR, — T, B AR
A RE I 25 R IR B (FE AR SO 2 SOR AT 55 4E ),
F—J5 I, XL AT RE S 2 MO (7 AR ST
S SCRAT 55 TCRAEFE ) o 2o 25 930 ik 220 Wt T 15]
HURRIEE BT 55 B S R AL 55, AR S 4R A
155 TC K 4E A7 R A 7] 5T 1 (heterogeneity ) X AT
55 Y 2 FR 00 52 0 S HAR B 1 ph 2 AL . FRATEE
XL RE A 2R P s B ) S S I REHEAT T — &R
PIRIESE, X SEBIFFEAA B T AR SCE — A o8 L
RO R LIRS — 5. T A
R/ TR RN TAE, NMARBENEE
1.1 AREERITHRE

LA E R IEAT 0SB 3 T A R Ay
1T BIRL . Treisman %6 A (Treisman, 1982, 1991;
Treisman & Gelade, 1980; Treisman & Sato, 1990)
$& A FFAE 25 4 RIS (Feature  Integration Theory,
FIT)IN Sy, W38N 10T LXK 43 A B g bk s HoA
R BEATRIIA B BE . TR — B, Br A Al ok ey
FURFECANEE, | TR . /NS Bl . HAP AT
Hi7E RS W8 25 [A] HEAT SR o S [ 4P 1 48 15 7E
(6] FF) R AAE b ] v AT SR AE, 90 40 0T €4 4 5 )RR A
P g i 1 A B ORRIE = A, (HR A R
IR RO OL B AR R o 22 2 (8] A9 4R Ik 2 A G i
B 1Y (free-floating), [A] — > % A B A [ F¢ A8 I 5
XTI TEEE AP B, BB A oA
THIRIEAT o AR ORI A4 S0 B i A%
AR R, 5 B0 R AR A (B0 B R T 51
TS ENZALE o ARG B IA RS 18 R AR
FRAEAE R EA R 5 01 EAUR . FERE R
POR QT EARE I RIEAAE S 1, BT — D

Sunaert, Hecke,

BT e, MAERGHERED, #iliFaE
e B WA RRAE LA T R SR AR R WAL 5
— BB 0N 0k 1A F AR LA AR E,
RS AP BRI T, o a0 v B 4
FUBA S E 3285 B M F] (master map of location)
BN IE LB, A BRI E R AR A & R R
FAAE

AW ST (Treisman, 1982, 1992; Treisman &
Gelade, 1980)%& B, BG 1 RAX TR R A
AERIERPER, X TRIEE ST, R
M, A8 2 FRRAE 18 28 04 SR B 9 A SR AE7E
RS B LR . Wolfe 45 A (Wolfe, 1994; Cave &
Wolfe, 1990) At $2 i (1 5 51 1 & 45 1! (Guided
Search model) & A FRAFE 18 2R AR A 14 & A4S i 22
5o AR, TEALGEIN TR B By, 4514k
BE B RRAE 43 B 4 7 75 45 B 1Y) 5835 7 M & (salience
map) Y, % D R R A A5 A R IR AR B Y
FLRFHIEAE, R EAE 2 R RS H
JA BRI A [ o BR W L0 B B /NP Y
A B BA RS NBEES . S T 05—/
B, ST ENEESEFREEAA FE A
(master map) I, #5513 B 2% 00 B H
FINZAL B RS E R T EEFNFES LRI R
TR . Ak, 7 R A B S (Attentional
Engagement Theory, Duncan & Humphreys, 1989,
1992) I\, AFEAEFRAEE 2 ARG 18 2R 1Y faf
Tk BARBUR TR A AR R, DA KT
LI I 22 ] AR A M e 8 T 48 R BOR 1 = 1%
H AR IR T P30 A AL e v, 48 R BRI
T PRI b =2 AR g, $8 R AR .

B AR AR XS T R o AR i B AL
H A6 8 & W (Chelazzi, 1999; Chun & Marois,
2002; Reynolds & Desimone, 1999), {HJ&iXSLfE
RUA] LI B LU A SR T P =M [ A
Ak, AT T B8 A6 AR50 T B R I B A Ao i
b IEREH B E—E . EXFMENT, WA
R, W T B RENFR R M
(homogeneity), X B #r5 B9 4R 52 BRI 28 1 F-
H — A ¥E B8 W H (odd man out) B A 5 I
(singleton) A 52 o AH M, AR PRI LA
SERRE, B RIEARAT 2 — S AR H R AN B
AR ARk, a5 E A R R
i ] A R T ke H bR R AR
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1.2 XTURERINAHRE LN

BEXT BIR BT B, DA TR R 1Y
M HLHZ RO FEA I E R DI R
— R B4, S8 A I R AT 55 W
eI A2 57 2)BRG TR X TRHEE R E
AR SRR R ALE], I RA, 254 G o
o DX AE WP B 7 A X B — A R, R 3 ) ) e g 3
PRBFFR LA R it R 2 R T —AT 250 4
B A 2 2%, AL 35 8 AR X (Frontal Eye Field,
FEF), Tfi|f]{4 (Intraparietal Sulcus, IPS), 3 S
[X (Temporo-Parietal Junction, TPJ), LK [l #f Bt
4 (Junction of Intraparietal and Transverse
Occipital Sulcus, IPTO)%Z Y B4 RAE 5+
(Corbetta, Shulman, Miezin, & Petersen, 1995;
Coull, Walsh, Frith, & Nobre, 2003; Donner,
Kettermann, Diesch, Ostendorf, Villringer, &
Brandt, 2000, 2002; Leonards, Sunaert, Hecke, &
Orban, 2000; Miiller-Plath, 2008; Nobre, Coull,
Walsh, & Frith, 2003; Sato, Watanabe, Thompson,
& Schall, 2003; Weidner, Krummenacher, Reimann,
Miiller, & Fink, 2009; Wilkinson, Halligan, Henson,
& Dolan, 2002; Wojciulik & Kanwisher, 1999),

BEXFES AR, WIS RBE, T W
A b T X 7RI S48 2R b O X TR AR 4
Z)A #7653 (Ashbridge, Cowey, & Wade, 1999;
Corbetta, Shulman, Miezin, & Petersen, 1995;
Shafritz, Gore, & Marois, 2002; Behrmann, Geng,
& Shomstein, 2004; but see Karnath, Ferber &
Himmelbach, 2001; Ellison, Schindler, Pattison, &
Milner, 2004). H#E FRTT MR, DFFRF NN,
T DSR2 TR RO R TR RN
SR LT VAR 2 SR R VA VA N RS E R
Gk, BN BRI % (covert attentional shift)
FIHEIE 44 4 (feature binding), 1B &, HER ETRH7E
RS 19 R TP AE R B0, AT A —E R W TH
A TT 1 I 1 FR AT 55 v s ) T R B FIRRAL B
BRPE . X TAME R, BA 1 R 5 A
FEXG A, ToU 5 SO AT RE = T AT 55 0k B2 R,
T BN 2 — e A L . BRG
FRIAMERE R I 2R BAE, HARIA— 2R T30
LT —Fp AR, F5S — 2 TP 5 5 —Fh s
fiE, X AR R0 A9 3 AR AR AE AT A K B3 i
% BSF B4 % 4 (Duncan & Humphreys, 1989, 1992;

Humphreys, Quinlan, & Riddoch, 1989; Miiller,
Humphreys, & Donnelly, 1994), K 728 2 (1)
HERAMTBZ S, T BT EMR i8R
ERUIER], JFRA R R BN SiE .

2 MREBEEMRARE

2.1 jE)RRIR

TR BE R AT R B, BRE IR A
Xof FHRRAE 3 AR AE T 4 80 A 15 2 — o R
AP — 7 T O AT 55
IHEM Z FEE(Nobre, Coull, Walsh, & Frith, 2003;
Wojciulik & Kanwisher, 1999; Friedman-Hill,
Robertson, Desimone, & Ungerleider, 2003), 53—
J5 1, AR 5E 3 B R AR S R A48 R A
PR £ R JHOAS RE

SR fe] o8 PRI R S S X RRAE 48 R AN A1
R 2R A e 5o, 7E B FRE
F, HARSUAE— A B X F T, Jf
H A 0T P IAEAT 55 TR B E R4 — 5,
TR T I 6] B FRAE AH A — e, {75 H AR
79 5% B (pop-out), B 1T AR EH, 2T
TEAT: 55 24 B 2 R S A, 4R 30 H A5 R0 BB i AN
Bif 45 18 2R R S TG O T 2 T U AT 55 4
FERANIR BT, X5 AR 9 5 o B Bl 48 2% 42 18 K
3K (Duncan & Humphreys, 1989, 1992; Miiller,
Heller, & Ziegler, 1995; Treisman, 1988; Wolfe,
Friedman-Hill, Stewart, & O’Connell, 1992), H %k
AT ABFFE AN, Duncan & Humphreys, 1989, 1992;
Miiller, Humphreys, & Donnelly, 1994; Treisman,
1988)8% 3t & B, AR XS TRl i 7E [A) — Fb T4 0T 4
R ERTU S, B0 2R TR R HAx
TS f0 B0 I S G . BT R, RA—R
REE LR R B 8 261 T T IR I ] — 1 % 25 4
POER AR B2 AL Y 52 i (Wilkinson,
Halligan, Henson, & Dolan, 2002),

FOWR, AT 55 TC R 2 i 1) 78 A 2 582 i 1R 5 48
R [ I I B} (Theeuwes, 1991, 1992; Wei, Li,
Miiller, & Zhou, 2008; Wei & Zhou, 2006), {0,
Wei Fll Zhou (2006) fili FHAIHE 57 44 55 sl(Lavie,
1995, 2005; Lavie & Tsal, 1994)% B, #i LK
VR G IR TP TR AT 55 4R ROk T 55 4R AT 55
TCORHE E BYRR XS R 5 1 o A RAT: 55 48 B2 S
AT 55 JC R HEBE BB AR, DU AT 55 48 B2 10
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TR A AL 55 TERMEE B2, A,
TN SRAT: 55 4 B2 8 TR AR AT 55 JC G HE B S i (1,
DU S IS A 55 D10 5 4 B2 14 72 A 532 Wi o A 55 46 B2 B N
Too FERE Z R T R IIAFI I Z R 20T,
A1 55 T R AR AIE Bl 35 2 BB ML A AL 1 (Shafritz, Gore,
& Marois, 2002; Donner, Kettermann, Diesch,
Ostendorf, Villringer, & Brandt, 2000, 2002;
Leonards, Hecke, & Orban, 2000;
Wojciulik & Kanwisher, 1999), &3 2318 & 1
(Coull, Walsh, Frith, & Nobre, 2003; Nobre, Coull,
Walsh, & Frith, 2003; Ellison, Schindler, Pattison,
& Milner, 2004) . X SEAIFFY % B 38 & 2 0 TR RF
NES8 b (0 T DU A RN IBG & 48 R v Y T P 0T 2H
BHEATVCHC, Bj 1135 2% A A B Wy 300 A ] i g
MBS 26 57 o (HJ, 0 BPmd, QnRAT: 55 Jooc4E
JE AR AL LM AT A SO R, I A T AR S i AR
o PR AL . T 2 AL B 2 R P R B SR T A
T DR R AE A R P A G 3, W25 13 kS
8 R AL 1 3L F R 10 Bl 22 LR A 2518

P, ABIETE R AT by S 36 M 2 Pk D g
B85, RGRVT 2T 5 N R S50 YR A
AT 55 48 B T S5 14 [ 5 1 X A5 I 48 R R 54
KAIFEA, DN — 7 A 0 AR DG T T 720 o 18 2R
PR
22 MRAE

SIS 1Y H B R A B A ] ORI AT 55,
TR [F] ST 5 H bR A7 2 1] A4 58 FLAT
HphZzLE . FATEH 2(T HRIAAT 5548 -1
FBTrE: [WBU/ARE D) < 2 (HARFEAE: : /A
FEAE ) P 3 A 26 fMRI 03T s R0 B
B TR 5 A 1) s I 5 1) T AR AR 0 — X
(BT, AT BB AN — B TR BT 26 F) . H s
WA — Al P i B, A — ik P oA
o YR B A 1 TR

S 2 A 3 Y H A 20 25 S TR B
fiE 4% A 55 b A% 1A N 3R & 18 &R E 55 (Duncan,
1987) M, AT 55 4k B2 R 55 J0 G4 B T4 A5 B[R]
J X 2R AR AR LA R A 2B . S 2
FAfE RRHEIE R AT 55, 280 3 RN IR G 1#
F AT 55 (Duncan, 1987) WA SEE R 2 (145
RYEE T BRI R ARE ) < 2 (fF
SR THRI A FE B [FBUARBD < 2 (B
FEAEVE : AEAE/AAAAE) A BI 3 PR PR S0 A DG 1R

Sunaert,

ifo 7ESCE 2 b, AARSUR B EH B RFIEER),
I A 8 1A (1 55 46 ) Al RE AR 0 — B, T B
A —EG 7ESE5 3 o, HARSUZIEM K T, T4
T (1F: 55 4 5 ) AT RE e 3 B b — By T = L[l it
PSR —20 T R LIRS OR IR %
7)o (ESCHR 2 A1 3 v, (55 JoR 4R35 o B (A 4
JE . A IUH BB AT BB — 2, ATRETR LA
— 8, HARIE— LR B, 755 —F
A B U BT 5 5 1A
[, $RE/R G 2 PR,

500 ms
I +
E . —_ /7 7/
\ ~ I * /7 % /7 7/
+ + 500 ms
* s | - 7o 0*
- % x 7/
heterogeneous homogeneous
+ jittered between

1000 to 1500 ms

B SEse 1 St RS R R Bk PR
3 59 S T LA 1) S5 2% 4 T B30T ) 5 2% 1 () H AR A
TEIR UK o AR BARA TR, B ARTUAAR I T 55
B 25 on HARECT-P0 0 AT A8 Hh B A A £ B (T
Ehrmh RS AEHR).

3 MARGER

31 X1

SEEG 1 AT SR A, THmE B E
FRAEAEPE B R0 4 8 2 . TR 44 T
Bl 14 R B T P B S 4 R 1 R B
H A5 AN A AE B B R B F B bR A7 72 B 04 5 R
Ao EEMZE, THIRE MY BAR e 5
ZEAEAER . TR m A R, 87
AARANAEAE A SN S 18 B AR AR SRR I
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Re_H(; e—e\ J:_i —i_e
/7,00 v -1 e LT A F
Tr_Hom |+/ /+s| 1L J |__L
/ - L T
/7 \ L & |
Ir_Het /77 \ +’I Ir H J"L+J' -|+I--L
) 7 7| /7 == L1T rJdL
/ ! L T

B2 SEEe 2 RIS 3 I RERE . HP 2R I 2 RIMALE, AkERAr I 3 HlMALS . Re Hom fRRAE
S5 AHIYERE [T, Re_Het fUFATSHISELEEE N AFIR, Ir Hom fUFRATSS Joo4ERE LKA, Ir_Het fURATSS Jo5E4E
JER AR . A R, JISTESEE 2 sUSEEy 3, RS TG AN RS AS R (B Ir_Het), 7ESEPRSLE 2
B, BMURITH B E G EREA 8 B IO RE R B (A Ir_Hom), {ESEPRSEEEMA, #4400

AR OB — . AR5 TORGE IO R B2 F T Hh AN 2T A [R] 45 T L3¢ [ ol 2 SRR 55 To e 4R FE 1 €
AT

B3 S 1o BARELEtE S T R Bt se BAR w0 UE  FWE % I, p<0.05.
RN 25 S W, Wei, Miiller, Pollmann, & Zhou (2009).

JOZASE; T LI A e [, gl HARAE

T RERESL IR AR A R 2 B, AR T T L[]
TEACAF I BN R T HARAFAE AR SOSEIS

B, UM b SR AT S IR X A iz Sl
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B AR AR S5 AR 55 O SR HE B T AR B A R) Bk 32 e AL B4 2R A e AL ) 799

X, TofE) e . WiALBe A . LA KRN 5 Xk 7E 14k
WUR R BT 2 35 0 . TR [ st 5 B ARfETE
4 19 28 B A L AE R v R 0 7 L 9 8 S OR T)
A DX (I, BT 3) o 55— M DX 58 LA 35 S
AR X . TR Y A B AR X, XX E R T
IERSEAIHE, 517 8RR, X
S I A T PRI [ 5 B 1) H A A7 22 R B AR
ATEFERIK, DL R e 6 5 s ) bR A7 AR
0 AH R R B G, A TR0 R 5 i ) H AR A AE
TEIR KA B AR A0S o 58 20 DX 335 LA 51 51
AR MAM EFE, X =AREERT RS
A Y THRBORRFE, BRI R
L B ARAEAE IR R A B R 0 B 1) 8 s T Y TR
W E B, HFRFEE K e B A A AR R IR R
B 71 [ Y0 (LA B R XA BT 45 2R, L Wed,
Miiller, Pollmann, & Zhou, 2009),
3.2 SCI§ 2 FASKIE 3

SLHG 2 PSS 3 AT NES IR R, 54k
BE BT 55 T0 4R B T AR B A IR B 24 25 3 i ik
SR BT A SEAS ; AF 55 4 T HL s (R BT i 5 B AR A
FEPEAEAEE HAR A, RIS 1 R
1R 554 T A5 B IR Bk 5 41 55 Jo e 4 1 T4 A
BRFEMAAELEER . S5 48 THmAR
AT, A 55 J0 G 4 B 1% ) o P A8 Ak A 2 4 28 e
NEEE, YA Y TR0 R FTRT, 455 o o4k
THAF BN T2 138 2R v B o

U RERE IR AR &5 SR B, AR [ 4% A,
55 T0 2% (B 60) 48 B2 TP A5 8. 0 A [ Jo Pk 8 S2 50
21 3 HR S E T RRR Il B A i T IR A X sk, AT
5 HERE RN R FESE RS 2 F1 3 H L RS T W
s AR DXL 22 00 T0 ) v A0 AE A TR G, 555K
51 MEREM,. Kz, HFARREASE, T
5 AR (R BT PEFE S5 2 A 3 AL RS T R
WA X, AR5 4% TG B RS E5 T
K T A5 B S s AR eSS 3 hR
IR AR FR DX, RO T (B L LB A N B i
iy 5 B S, (HFESERS 2 FIBATfTRMR . 5
Sh, MXF T BARAAEEIRIR, I 2 A3 R A
TR /it 2E B AR A AR R s B O iR R, 1R
N ALR i RS I SR s IVA O A VK PSS
B RZ, HXT BRI, 25 3 KB
0T 45 0 1A D i Bz 3h X 7E B AR AR FE IR IR
TG iR, AR K S X8R £ TR AE H AR R B

AT HE— 2L A R BTN TR
4 BRTiE

TE 2B/ = A Thee R LR Se g6 vp, A TH4E:
55 AE i A — B0y T, MRS 4T
PEIA AN — S, S 7 XU - IR DX (60 45
ER IR R ), XU T[] ) A B HR DX 5 T X
F W] JX 26 DI 2 5 D0 18 FR 0 R v i DB AT 55 4E B
9 P A S F #E AT H AR A R DL I (Wei, Miiller,
Pollmann, & Zhou, 2009).

AAXS TR R AR BA — 20 T, 2T
AN — S, B IS 5 BN SR a
LR MRS 55—, 4T A — ok,
b L T TS A AT R H AR IR, AT
PR Hh (false alarm)#4 76 H AR AYRAE(M SEarch via
Recursive Rejection, SERR & % | Miiller &
Humphreys, 1993), 75 %X 645 T X 38 X 43 H 5
T AT B 04 v A AU TP B4 A IO SR A 5T
(Bichot & Schall, 1999)ZH, #in-iR X i 77 FAL
MBEAR 2R o BARIURI T4 AR L . TR Al
H AR AR T, &5 IR DX R 5 Ui, SR
— AT PR B ARBARAR T, $H 43X A>T P
ST R I ], ey |k R DX Y S
(Sato, Watanabe, Thompson, & Schall, 2003), %% —,
FHXT T T PRI e — B, T PRI A — S,
BAS T 40 0BG A X 3¢ R 9 S 35 1 A (saliency
value)o SBEMHE(EMEAEMERE N, - ERE
v, JEASIE SR B 2 KR EA
i e W SR 5 i R E o N o I o s T 2
PEAEMR S . S TP — 30, BARHE T5
JE L T RS AN [R), HAT B8 i i E e i
Hrh—ATHRT, BT 5 BEARTUARE, 5 H
AT LU AR R], 2 (AR AR . T 2 T 40
WA —BF, A TP A Y T R 5 st H
FRIUIAN R, FAT AR 85 ) & P (E. 7RI b
TEOLT, AT X S e DE I H BRI, T2 HERR B
AR R E MR T, R B AR R
SR UNITHEDIE S pIN

AN, SCEG 2 FISCE 3 3k BT 5548 54T
S RYEEE TG B R B AR . Sk Ak
RAEE R B AL TE S AR, fFE
T % K 7 72 #1 8  (Duncan, 1984; O’Craven,
Downing, & Kanwisher, 1999; see Scholl, 2001 for
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a review)o VERPIESE AT LI F R E B BIE A
HIRRBIT . WHZ R IR IC I B R ER R R
A4k 04 {5 B 245 20 T, (Kahneman, Treisman,
& Gibbs, 1992; but see Allport, 1993, and Maruff,
Danckert, Camplin, & Currie, 1999), FAT7EAE 5 JC
Kt P Y RN R T 5B T A 5C BB R [
POGRF A X — WS . TOORHE i 1A LA R AR 1 &R
55 FE A48 RAT 55 i O R BUAE T, BT
BABOE K AR G RAE S5 A Z BTk
4193 W =S N i3 3 I 1 B =1 s B 1 i ¥
AR X, LA R A T 50 400 - AR DX 22 0 i i &5 72
KGRNS5 T 5 %5 545 04 Tk
W P R BEAE, HREREE R EAE
A i DX AE [RL R A LU 5 Hh s B B0 K

— 7, TWRAEFIEH RS EAR SR
R DX AT 5 4 Y RN (R — B vs.—
)b 2 R0E, UEHATRT DAk R 2 5 R PR
MRS I RE S A E TR TIELR, 5k
Hbrk e BFRVEEL . 57— 0T, X4 I s
S REREGH R A Z RS T RGEE TG R
HITRAT, MIEREAE R PR Z 5 m o Bd W40 0 X
B TEFRAE A 2R B 4 2R P T 55 JE DG 4E 2 1
TAHAEZES . AN, 752 KB E LA X 3
T A H AR R B AR b Bt 72 rp 2 3L 55 0%
e THEBWFAWERT A B~ RE
P, EREHE RS, Ol R ERELTHA
FRAEAEBE Y, 9 a0 41 1) 52 56 v g2 3 5 1 4
R, EREEHR S, BafEENG Y E
MG R, AR5 IR e SR R, BY
R RERBETDRIENA S, 24510
S A 2R — A 1) Y B g RS ) P B ) R
FIHEQEM Y T). B FHE R ARIRE R A 7 —
AYERE R(E B, B2 P REAE B R 7 5 [ AR AIE 1Y
“EVRE, SRR B A AR B RRIE
HATHES . NMBERH LRGN E T, iTE
Z G5 TRIEGEE, WA K b AAR TR X
09 B TE K OF B 3 23 1 R R I (Weid, Miiller,
Pollmann, & Zhou, 2011; Xu, 2010). H4k, T5E 1
BOYJR, 00 XA R S A A T BOE K
B 25 SN BB I &5 A S5 ME B ) . 2 2
SEHG 3 WBRYNTAE 55 4 R 55 O OCHE B T IRAE
B, Ml Z MRS RN
X S5 B A Y Y OB . AR, 3k LB A T

DI R RIS 48 2R b SR P2 Y S B,
T AE LT [E) R B2 (Y R AR 2R P B 7R %R0,
Wi AT DX S 7 32 BT 55 JO R 4R BE T 415 B
PRI TR E

A, KT RN T AN 2R o
FE BB RTE A 1 BRI A7 AE AR 57 V1) 1 2 L il
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The Brain Mechanisms for Processing Heterogeneous Distracting
Information Along Task-Relevant and -Irrelevant Dimensions in Visual
Search
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Abstract: Three functional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI) experiments were conducted to investigate

three issues regarding the impacts of heterogeneity along the task-relevant and the task-irrelevant

dimensions upon the efficiency in visual search. The first concerns the neural basis of the interaction

between target-presence and the homogeneity along the task-relevant dimension. The second is about the

behavioral consequences and the neural correlates of processing heterogeneous distracting information

along task-relevant and —irrelevant dimensions. The third is about the common and specific brain

mechanisms underlying the interactions between target-presence and the homogeneity along task-relevant

and -irrelevant dimensions in feature search vs. conjunction search.
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