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HH T O [R] — I 1] Yo A5 B 25
HA R, PRI AR X b S ER B v Y IR AN W
B 5 AT, ST 2 X0 E B AT e
PEARER X — i FRBE S 1 X AH SAE B
Pt , WAL T RICRAE B R 2. TSR
HL ) 13 2 B 6 ( Posner & Petersen, 1990
Desimone & Duncan, 1995 ; Kastner & Unger-
leider,2000 ; Connor, Egeth & Yantis, 2004 )
R SR A AR T R S B B9 R B 2R S

PRI T, — & 2 PRI Sl i L | R
A9 =it R ( stimulus-driven bottom-up at-
tention ) , I ANTE AR 22 &3¢ 0 73 KL rp i) — PR 4L
eI 2 A SR AR E . R E
Sy | B BT R (goal-di-
rected top-down attention) , 5| UNFE - 4= 3+ #&
H AR S BRI AL AR T A R i R
FEEPR, DA AR 25 3 22 42 o 255 IR 4ROk 1Y
KEIFFEEE R AT WL, B BB WA~ R R Z 4,
A T A 52 B R (AL R R B
) B A 1 B {52 i ( Awh, Belopolsky , &
Theeuwes ,2012 ; Chelazzi et al. ,2013) , FbUl
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BERFN B B X T /N %, 4 B0 T AR Kk
VAR HA U B SN AR B B X 24k
FS BN AR i RO R e LU AE T
FA N va 5 =N 2 B 3l N 87 g I & N DR R [
( Pessiglione et al. ,2007 ; Xue, Zhou & Li,
2015 ;Seitz, Kim & Watanabe ,2009)
I o 5 6 e A (S NER 3OS
FREE S5, XA A e g A B2 | S ALK P
AT 55 S 1] AR 434 v T PR A T T e ) 4
J7 17 F BV 5 A AR T (7R WL 2R 38 Pessoa &
Englemann ,2010) . #KT, T 45 3 T2 B
27 YO ECAIF ST 45 R N i 7s 1 2 B X e P
PR 5 —Fh T HLA o 5] an g 2 B
A7 SCHR B9 B, AT ATE IR A 2 R Y
e b Rr e g R, R e 5155
TC I 5 H 55 Wi 3 J 358 1 R0 JER N v i T
(FEMLZEIAR Anderson,2013 ;2016 ; Chelazzi et
al. ,2013) . MBI 5,1 X— R
KI5 2 L4 ] ( Pavlov, 1927 ; Rescor-
la & Wagner, 1972 ) Fll2% > IS 1) F0 P i
] ( Mackintosh , 1975 ) ¥ 41 Wy 4, Bl % 2% —
HUBLER 25 PR 27 2 ANAT DA LE o 2 8 45 Hr 2
25 5 H A 0 PR Y 300 ST AR AR A N R A
B, 38 AT DA 75 32 ) JAE 58 4 b AR AR S 2
TR . X255 WO P AR 25 5 s
FOOOCER AP AIE , ol 75 2 B RH O I UL RE 0% T 1
EEPETp PRI . 2E K B T R AN
( reward-driven attention ) 7 A\ ZEF1 R K255
Yyt gE b AR B, AT AEAS [FAT: 55 Z [H) 5T
Az AL, 52 Wl AS [6) i DX ) B 22 0% 3l LA A2 41
AT R B, AN SN I TE A AR IR Bl 4
(TFEILZE AR Chelazzi et al. ,2013; Failing &
Theeuwes ,2017 ) . #EFG T & , 2 5 GE 9% UK
BB ™ AR T AW ( Della Libera
& Chelazzi, 2009 ; Raymond & O’ Brien,
2009 ; Hickey et al. ,2010; Anderson et al. ,
2011 ;Wang et al. ,2013) , 3f HiZ &40 09 &
AR AN TR TOAS B ) ) B 2, Bl

TS HARBUAH G HE . X P2 B oK S i
OB 5 T Bk ( midbrain ) | SR AK (stria-
tum) £ 5 A0 T i X ( Anderson et al.
2016 ; Hickey et al., 2015; Gong et al.
2017) , A AT LAJEHE 7 45 il AH SC Y 5
MK DX, A0 EjF0°H7 8] ( anterior cingulate cor-
tex) ( Hickey et al. ,2010) . J5 T [X_ ( posterior
parietal cortex) ( Peck et al. ,2009 ; Krebs et
al. ,2011) ,B& 2 W] LS ) 2 B4 S5 R rE
TR b J2 2 1 pf 48 RAE (Weil et al.
2010; Serences, 2008 ; Hickey et al. ,2010;
2015 ;Gong et al. ,2017) ., ARG R E X
TE T XML G E e W R AME IE . T X
£ 48 19 1% 2= A 46 B ( attentional priority
map ) #2 % ( Bisley and Goldberg,2010) , BX
HE R WA R A0, 5 2 BUTE N B I R 22 56 (se-
lection/reward history ) Y Rl S7. FAE 55 H AR
B b @B G )5 W0 s WA G S = i e £ 51 Ly 7y
Hr(Awh et al. ,2012) , {EHAFBLHIAY &, &
SRA WFFTHE B 2 B IR S RN AE — E R B b
K2 T B 28 % 19 BE 1 (Sha & Jiang,
2015) {H WA WF 588 i 7 Rl i (An-
derson & Halpern,2017) , 88 A5 AR RE IR
HHEAAAE S 93k ( Anderson , 2017 ) , H 4%
P35 7B ) kR A R i X

BT A MREGHR P, X2 E 2% 2 N
AR]85 3 2 M A 2 AL Y S5 1 AR DR
TRBL AT W 5 | A A N 2SI EE ( Ander-
son, 2013 ; Chelazzi et al. ,2013; Anderson,
2016 ;Le Pelley et al. ,2016; Failing & The-
euwes ,2017 ) , A 3C—J7 T8 K AN [A] #6 B2,
L3 F 25 [E] $iff 38 ( space-based attentional
capture ) vs. FE FHRAIE AY 13 & 8 75 (feature-
based attentional modulation) SFH] A S T 44
CAMIEEE AR, 55— J7 T 3 S A 4 K52
IO T A R Y A N AR 2 AL
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2 BEZIXNEFMEEERIEEILS

2.1 RFFIEFHH TR IEZTHIE vs. &
TR AR E FZ A

Ko 1 e H8 R R R W], P+ >
AT LLSK 3 35 F 25 a0 B 00 7 B R0 .
4, Anderson &5 A (2011 ) K 5255 43 Ay Il
SRR A S g B B (L 1), D25
9 B AT SEAE AN [W) B0 €0 1 I 4 R H
INGAREREE - SNBSS R b G R
P RIEC A ] (K E R D) o WSS I Y
e AR B S AAS R 2R 0 JE 2 8, an
215 R F: il 80 % M 235 1) vy 22 il [ 15t 5 43¢
e R AR 20% 119 /55 22 0 ) st , B FE AR fE
AR N7 S R A R 2 B 2 A R R
TEM BT Be % FH A7 7 11 3548 2R (feature sin-
gleton search) , 482 H AR FyFe 5 I AR ( Hban
ZA e i — A28 08 ) o % H s filE AT
DLRRR 2128 8, 22 A AT — B 62, 1 W) B A

T PRI R Z — AT GBS 5 22 5 5C
QNN TR S E L W e B /I U B R R
TR B S 1 6 B, k3 ) S N ) i
18 AR B B AT Sy T R AN B A 2 8¢
RBRE A 25 | e e BT, TS vh P 1Y
o8 R FRAT 5 B QIR S BB A 3l
W | A [RITEAE  3X A iy 22527 > IR B i 3%
PEANSZ B FHAT: 55 H b sl i3 1 ) B 25 44
( Le Pelley, 2015; Failing & Theeuwes,
2015) , #3250 ( Laurent et al. ,2012; An-
derson,2016 ) A1 iz [% 3% ( Anderson et al,
2011 ;Hickey et al. ,2015) , n] g7 < 15 2F
LI ( Anderson & Yantis,2013) , IS GE0S
Z A A 2T SRR A AR I 2R )
(Gong & Li,2014;Lee & Shomstein,2014) ,
B R FAE B A — 2590 19 3038 ( Hick-
ey et al. ,2015) . X — RIIBFF L5 R I K
BT B B A E B (Chelazzi et
al. 2014) .

1000 ms
+ $0.08
$10.05 total s
H b R T
el 500 ms
target target
\ distractor
Comect
1000 ms 1000 ms
\O) N
VYO @~ <
P ® / 600 ms or A0 N 1500 ms or
until response < :) e until response
400 - 600 ms 400 - 600 ms

E1 RE -FRHEBEFIMNTER (ZE R RERR)
(A WHAT 55 (B) IRAT- 55 . ®l4# B Anderson, Laurent & Yantis, 2011,

A2 ) AN W) 1 T P R AE AN [F] 25
a2 B | B9 43 Bl ( Della Libera & Chelazzi,
2009 ; Hickey et al. ,2010; Anderson et al. ,
2011) , i BEHUE X HIPARFE (B4 3%
FERIRAE . a0 7 T = BEBAT 55 (atten-
tional blink) , Jji 7T 55 2& B SC I Y 1T FL A0 33

A2 3 1 2 PRV D 1Y BR Al ( Raymond &
O’ Brien,2009) ,1MijiZ & B IESL 54000
TR ER B A S R = A E (O Brien &
Raymond ,2012) , % T e 454 7 = A AR
ic 12 H: =[] — L i) ( Gazzaley & Nobre,
2012) , 2527 >0 R J Ak 1 38 1Y e m] L
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TACAZAH S R IF S . Bl , 7E 5 TH #)
BRI, 5 25 QIR 1Y i BT LA
SEAERA M B IN , I AT D RO W] I A B ik
R A5 o o -5 ORI B A OC o AR T
45%5 ( Bunzeck et al. ,2009) . 2B 22> BR
AT DA 5 5 OH 4 O IR Y R R AL L I8
A PAvz A 240 5 2 B SQIBR R R 7E N Y HAL
P B a0 Gong 5% N (2014) SR 5 An-
derson (2011) AH [A] i Y1 27 2Kt 7 A 22 5
Stz ) gkl e a0 B,
WFFEE R 22 AR FE X ( change detection
paradigm ) , & 2 B SR B O AF S 5 AT 55 0
R B AL, 2 SR Rt L 3 0 9k g 5 1]
ARAGAS S BT a5 R R I, A AR X
IR B0, DT BC H A 0 984 vy % 0 0 ) A 4
5, HAZ A0 5P RPR HETC G . IRV AE
RIR 1l 2 (8] 7 2 5% 7 1 251 S AT SRAF TR,
M S ARG 58 L TR A Y T R AR T T
PO T HRA IR . 5 IE R B AR
T2 BE AT (8 U5 T i B F/ BAE fift [ B 1Y)
Hi T 278, Thomas €& A (2016) £E43 5B T X
PSR S R B, 2 B 2 ) AT R S A Xo)
fEFF I AR R i C A R . SRR
25 AR T DL — 25 9 i B2 B2 2] X g
212 (Infanti et al. ,2015) FIHKBFCIZHfE
# ( Murayama & Kitagami ,2014)

KM EE AR BTN FiR B H )
JIT 5 | AW A TRl AR AR 13 8O S 3 1 v /i
HOBL I PR R o 9] Gn i H AF 58 R B B D
R 23 5 A1 ARG 1Y N2pe 8043 (Kiss
et al. ,2009;Qi et al. ,2013) , 32 = HEchn T
FHEHY P1 P E ( Hickey et al. ,2010) ,
I HE IR BB 2 ] OB 1 e A A T N v
R R B . R4
PSR W) e B, X6 2B IR 445 i R AL T2 22 A
AE 5 25 B 5% UIAH G B9 Ik X ( Bisley &
Goldberg, 2010 ) , B J5 T9l i ( Peck et al. ,
2009) . AR, AT AR DD RE ML AL PR AR

(fMRI) pJWF5E b 5 78 1 o ki 15 2l ( Hickey
& Peelen,2015 ;Gong et al. ,2017 ) £E T 4
BRSOV TP AR L SR B O Y
Ha, 2f PR 45 3R — & (Schultz, 2002) . R 1E
HE, - S T2 ) AR BER HE— 20 R B T %
B2 2] F I B B i A W] 52 e, B2z )
B B A i B BB iRk 4% ( Anderson et al. ,2017)
AP B B M SO A4 ( Anderson et al.
2016) 19 22 B2 g 32 Jou R ik m 43 9] i) 2 B
TEAT N RS0 3 RO B . b, 5
AH G X IR 1Y) 22 T2 iz 32 o 25 A ) 2681 19 [XC
( Frank , Loughry & O’ Reilly, 2001 ; Botvin-
ick & Cohen,2014 ; Hickey & Peelen,2015) ,
TG R E R B A R 5 e RN
BT BAEARE AN BE X I 19 R AE (van Schou-

wenburg, Aarts & Cools, 2010; Serences,
2010) ,

2.2 33 3] BREh Y 72 & 74 (attentional
suppression )

Fh T 2 B O IR U R AR S T I
B, Wit AR 58 AT 55 B AR #2 , PRI 1T ¢
U RE 7 A X 2 B A T W ] A oAk
AT RIS AU RS, — 7 TH A WF
TR, 2B 22 I ARXME S| & X5 T PL A3
i (Hickey et al. ,2011) , B 7645 & £
551 458 v RN 0] 2 B ST IR 1) T
T ECE TS, AN RE T v 2 B
IRzl B 1 = A (Le Pelley et al. ,2015;
Failing et al. ,2015) , #R\ 55— J7 1, A
WFFE R 2 B AL B T M ] gV TE 7T RE L1k
T — & M FF. 40 Della Libera 45 A
(2009) % BHL, 752 527 > By BO 31 3
W) 22 AT ARG 5 A e D B B 120
B HRIAE ] o (B Tz Am i 80N ] RE 52
FE M 1 a0 2 B P R =2 ] S AR
A2 2] 45 5%, BRI ME LB L4518 1 4 i
PE. WAh, A WS A IR T 22 5 K 30 1 &0
TEMPRE By 28 4k, 38 i 38 B R R 3l 3 7
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I IR B I P ) B BRAE 4 BT AR IR Bl
&, PEBEE R i B HE R R, REAR 3 U7
I i 1255 2 B S IR I B AE AV B (Hickey &
van Zoest ,2012) o ZERL45 L o A4 B AE i H,
S, Bl H AR R a0 3 2R 9800 A Bl
PR A Sy RN U G A UG = Ao
N2pe, AHJ , PR 48 22 3 H AR % 128 0 ) Xt
WA FEORIB T 5| & A il 43 PA(Qi et
al. ,2013) .

A SR A O 11 2 3 il WE 9% 09 ke
(Sawaki & TLuck,2010 ; Geng,2014 ; Gaspelin
& Luck,2017) W [A] B fig i3 1 2 54 2% ) i
AR AT ST o T AT A 2 BRAG Y 2B
THIPAE BE 75 4 78 AT 55 17 5 v Xh 122 1 33y 410
g R A3 2 7 2B 5E, Gong 55 A
(2016 ) K125 1) 8 2R AT 55 ( memory-
guided visual search) Jf 4% & X B5 £ R (&
2) iR ST 5 2 B SR A 1 R AR AR
NER AR R B, SR B0 I iR LR IT
TERE J5 A8 ZRAT: 55 v 2008 5 iX R R AIE DL
FCAH TP A 45 R R B, i 2 B ORI Ry
NEAE R T PUAN 3, PO AR B 8l Jo 2 57 O Ik
P8 PIE R B T T S g ) B, R B AT
PIARR XA 55 T S BB i Al o 32800 F
R R0 X F Al P2 NS T bk DX P3 i 1)
I, DA S 5 P it R AH SC 1 %0 X theta 17
sh3a55 ( Cavanagh et al. ,2013) . #3159
Pridb— 2B i R 2 TR et T
HOCH N BAE TAEICIZ T 59 KA F, A
(0P |G = I AT N ORES sX ol S 34
HR—TJ7 W Sy 7 2FON sl o a4,
I —J5 AL 5 PRI BT R 5 5
TTAEICHLZRAE 5C FR AR AT, TIE 52 A0 58 4 5% )
CARICAZRAE SR BEAMY AT LLdE i PE S H AR
R R A 45 2R, 3 T DA 2k DG IE 1 e )
AR (template for rejection ) & i 445 31 1l
HLH] ( Woodman & Tuck, 2007 ; Cunningham

& Egeth,2016) . it — 488 H 2% 3] X}
B bR e LR de 2 B %
B B SR i R A R 75 AT AR AT
il , Gong 55 A (2017 ) F| ] fMRI £ AR ( &
3) , H R TE AR A A X B O IR B A
WIHA DG B )2 VI B RAEFZ i), LI 56 R
JHARGE A FRAT: 55, 38 8 B AR 0T H0 01 3 AH
X 1T R B 1) 22 S o 4 i ) K A]
ZERO K7/ SO 1 = O N 1 N i N O 7
JUECHE SF F R A 6 R YIRS = IR
ENCEOE ST R E S a2 =T RE /W1
W B 2 e TR Bt 28
2B IR TP PORE X TR B X 1 2%
PET S B B 5 o 24 R 5 e PR PR R
B A5 Y ( Houghton & Tipper, 1994) Af]
A, P& R a] 5 A BE TR T X T R
VRN SR B o[RBT, 32 AT SR RO I P B
2 TN 22 0 i DX 1 B g i , LA VI R
22 TOREANT I3 30 2 BORH O B 1) 19 J2
IV o dz ) E R 3 s Dl SIE R R T I R
L TE B AR LB B X ( object-selective visual
cortex, LOC) & B 1 AHAL 9 # il 4 FH ( Hick-
ey et al. ,2015) , X4bzE 5l —F i N ILA
WS — 207 JE 1 2 R AL T RE, 9] an
WE G & i A 31 T W 51 (Hickey et
al. ,2010; Anderon et al. , 2011 ; Falling et
al. ,2015; Le Pelley et al. ,2015) 745 E1H
BT (Lee & Shomstein, 2014 ) , 7R 3/
I P, S 56 AR 2 B DA T 5 | R0 it 28007 1) T
4 ( Hickey & van Zoest, 2012; Qi et al. ,
2013) , J—J7 it A B R e
223k 1 R 6 P (flexibility ) $i2 fit 1 52 E 3¢
S A S G = B | (T e S ok
PR R AE FH AN AT AR T 32 5 0 ik i) e =
PEFRAE , o 7] DUAR AT 55 220K 595 {6 H 3%
PERIERIE
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A X -4 ERPR B [ X ¥ ¥ ERPE ¢
180 - 200 ms 270 - 320 ms
4 —_— R
¥, 2uV — R
. —_—

1pVv ' A

ouv 5.4 -0 y( 10 V 0 ) 0

AV . 2pV

P2 P37
T R IR (ms) $49 FF 484 ] (ms)
C B 39 T 4 R P D WUE L SERAE ST

14 (Hz)

" l.
-’ 15"
" \'\\\ .Q,-.:’e
L

=Y
mput
=== backward

100 0 100 20 ) a0 00 00 00

ERR FF %0 ] (ms)

2 RESFZIMEIE AR (#E LM% RR)
CA) BB AT A A5 X P2 R M AR 3 5 ( B) 22 BUAR DA A BE TR IX. P32 M A8 5t 5 ( C) BT IR S IX Y the-
ta {5 ZIG5; (D) REAF ST R A LW FIEEER EIEHE. K% A Gong, Yang, & Li, 2016,

A C E
FAL RTINS vV 1 A K LTS AR

62 An
200 (or 400) ms 0.06 ) _— R
f 1 O fEseat g

oo
R
200 ms 002

0

arbitrary unit)

Vil 2

1z
4

.
0 - 1300 ms 8 -0.02

004

<0 06
=y It
300 (or 100) ms *®
FLRR 33 8
IR 11 09- Mz 1S shi M X HRBOLD{ Y
-0t i1 10386, p< 0,05 . — | i

9% " 006 E It i
- 00 0.04 3 09
£ <
£ 2 e
+~— 570 -
= e
T~ %0 ;
“ a
& slo =
= =3

™0 0.06 -

g 0.08
- 03 0.2 01 0 0l 02 4. 5
. o 29 B2 ale Suk 40 A . i
HirS ¥tk VR 5 75 W AT
(- 3B R 0F)

3 RUFIEEHMHE MRIH5E(CHERLRMER)

(A) BUHEAR BRI T 9550 5 (B) B0 R HCT He A0 900 38 3RS 5 C) 4 B0 56 T B A0 SRR
JEARAEHREE VR 5 (D) FT 49 5 BTG B J2 0 220 3 74 B A PRI R S5 3R 5 () 36T AP 225 Mg 195 S w1 2 000
X 5 (F) FRIRRHZE NG S AE S B A F AR (b, P ) Gong, Jia, & 14,2017,

ST S ) 95 ) SR B A, £ 155 20 DA
3 MIREESRKHEITME B R erE (Awh et al. ,2012)  £5
HEATT NS Ty R g R Al L,
S ) ARAT B BN T ASE 5 BB ] AT LA 55 4 R 5 [R) 67 T B

/)
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FANFAF AL e £, 38 v LATESS & 0 35 1 18 1
NI ( cognitive control ) 4 UE I il Yy &
R AT e £ BT, 2B X I N
il AR TS M P T AR B TE AL e B
MR IE 2, B W 5| sl i o [R] ik 2%
JEFI B ) Tl AR AR RE RIS A2 8 gY, b
IR ] g5 2 BAH R RNPAE TARIE L
H RN A O (B 4) o J8 2 ) ZRAG1
BTN A mT LR g 0 0 s E R, — T
W51 A% B s E SR, 55— Jr &t B
TR AT TS i) A R X HAH S ) B 4
[ilpuR s

A
(reward predictiveness)

Nz
( cognitive control)

[ 71 & ( attention) ) <_' [{l]l ﬁilJ(suppression)]

B4 ®ESSEAETEAERZEST
3.1 REFIJIAFEZHEBGAZMN
i)

AR 2 ) Xk 3 PR TR R 0 R AL )
AR AR Ge e AR b i 5 194 55 B AR
RO 2 R T Re 08 R i B S K
A7 o3 (Awh et al. ,2012) o SR 7E H
SR, R T T T B X = A B A
K I [ B A AE Y, 38 3 %) 3 2t & AL
P8 e W] R s A S i A BE i Ak B . PRI,
X = A B A3 el P[RR, H AR B 2
1532 BN [FE 15 (a2 125 [a) sl R e 2
SN, K FLASNE T & A T o N ) A 28 Ak R
Hfs e ik — 2B W 58 8 7R o Chelazzi 55 A
(2014) $2 8, BARSZ YR E W = DR A
T v A5 B A AR X A ST ZRAE A X, {H H
A 2 TEAE * winner-take-all” (1% Ji WK

T 5 1) 0 5 B v BT e R A A
1, F AR RN N S I AR BT 5 T 48 7S 1) B
T ARAE T BT A E N X, AN T N VA
AN ] BE ( lateral intraparietal cortex, LIP)
( Bisley & Goldberg, 2010 ) . %ii ' HR 3 [X.
(frontal eye field, FEF) ( Serences & Yantis,
2007 ; Ptak ,2012) | I+ - ( superior colliculus)
(Krauzlis et al,2013) , 275t 2 5 4 i 5t
TRLE AR ) P @ ar BRSSP B, OF HOAS
[i] ) 2R 7 2 [) A 72 i) 5 R i I U2 75 A T )
B 2E s Rt —

BT LA S i) AL o) PETE AR RN 0
J )2 L5 RAE B S 15 i B 5T A R
SRSV B9 e R U e Ho A 22 i A R
FeruEds . M—J7 i E , K8 A AEAT
SR AR BRSSO 5 T T BT B Sl i
T B AR A T R
H 2B — I PO 45 ] BB A 2 s RN B
=20 CPING 7= ol s G AN R e % D 4
B ORI ) Y SR 68 R AIE (Peck et al.
2009) o X i R 5 2 B S 2 ROV REAE AN
[F]4T- 55 [6]iF#% ( Lee & Shomstein 2014 ; Gong
et al. ,2014) , FFAERAS I 0] N A5 DU 355 Y
ZE R M 45 ( Anderson & Yantis, 2013 ) . $R
1M, N — 5 kG , A e85 RA K
22 SCASF AT THL DX 1) I A 19 7 S BRI X R
IR K F ROV I AE ] (Weil et al. ,2010;
Serences ,2008 ; Hickey et al. ,2015 ; Gong et
al. ,2017) . B, 22 U i it 28 388 o 1) 3 75
SEFAEAE BRI b g (N 2 2= TR R A
] LSRR B 2 2 i B ) 38— iR
I R
3.2 EEFILHZFRHXAE

H R HNER A B 2 AR B it ] ATE TG
AR SR 18 e 9 7E 58 AT 55 b 7 v
5% J1 L (invested effort) , R 1 AH X T 5]
AR BRI E , ORI A A REAR
P AT: 55 BESR 52 i) 3 JE — TE ) 58 I AT DG 3R
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( Bijleveld et al. ,2010) . 4h, G058 A%
RO BRI ) B R AR B IR A — s R AT
popE S N A o U5 T PO
TR 2 B X I B 1% B A AR AE W 2R
( Bijleveld et al. ,2014) , Z&&5 TS , A EE
PUKFT, SbER 2 B AEAT: 55 E & Fl ke 3 3k
A A YA [W] R 22 S A 5 i) A] B 4T 55
s a2 M E KA L (Zedelius et al. |,
2014 ) .

FEIRIXBEHF I L, R N B ) 5 R
ML R R RHE T 51 & 0 BRI 2
AL T H R A ER 2B RN i A AT
55, B i A R iR S . AT, S
B IR ) 1T FRAI B B RE 75 7R TG R Y
AT R Bk 2 REEUIR. H
15—HE 19 A, X5z 0] & Y B 9% 7 1 o 2 >
P A PR . BN, Seitz 55 N
(2009) LERIE 7~ i A vpom aak 2 B T 7Y
SR , DE W AE ) 1] B ARG 25 T B AR
BB OK) 85 R AR 7 2] J5 %) 250 B
XF DA R BE S BE T . I E SR
B, i nT DA &0 45 10 B0 B Ah
M BT Z ] B OR R M Ah, Xue SN
(2015 ) SR HTEIZ SHHMAT 55 19 R0 908 7 > 5%
5, SRR 2B Dy RO T, A5 2R Kk
IR 5 v 2 B A 2Kz 3 U7 Ta] B AR DU Bg
PARTE =1 A O O DIVA U Beati sl 1 P =
LERIE TN, KB 2E I O Y K AN — E W
AR AT R IR B e B B R L (H
o ) PR e R B 1 U 55 A AT RE A A 2 TR
IV e B I 2F ST B[R A B 7 A

TEAT NI Z A0, X JC R P 5 Bk 4
H AN T A5 AR R R 1Y) i 8 30 B 2 {H A
WEFE ], 5] 4, 55 S8 HE A 45 AH O 1) )
BT LIFETC RS Bl o6 B 5 A7 A%
[m] A [6) X 8% A% 338 1% 5 A 56 ( Vuilleumier,
2015) . AHRIEY, A BB A BRI 2, R AL
B, IATAZANL A G 1 MR 45 1) g

T DL 2 B S I B0 AR AR E A
R, HAZ A 22105 2l 1 728 Ak P Bl 5 %512 01 3
JIAE &5 (8] A5, B 19 1 22 G 9 %L W (Peck &
Salzman,2014) . ZZ5 KRB RTEERFMFT
R D A RS AL T —E s
SCHF
3.3 RFFILHAE X (B, LR
FT R AR X R 80 69 X A

BB IR B Y TE RO BN AP Y 2
FHEPEA —E R TE, (H 25 S H A
FHOGRZR , Le A& ST 17 25 P 3 200 1k i)
SEPR R Z (B2 T AP AEAT N )2 1 sl pi 2 L
I 22 ik k= —E 1A IE, T AR T 2
A WP G R WA AR R A — M

DABITFE o %o 75 500 1) 48 455 SRy 191), 52 36 2
18 3 9k /b 455 Bk ( monetary loss ) B 25 T~ 42 1
PR A Oy 2 S R 5 R RN 1] 1Y 3%
12, 45 R kL5 2 B IR B AR 1 A AR
SN, ( Wang et al. ,2013; Wentura et al. ,
2014 ;Schmidt et al. ,2015) ,{Ht F W58 &
P BR 0 2 0 25T, 2 55 O AS g an [+]
A — A I H QI AN 19 in L ( Raymond
et al. ,2009) , L) SR B0A B TR Y
WS AT DL Tz 327 ) 5256 (Abe et al.
2011 ;Galea et al. ,2015) , ALY, % b2
BN 45 0 AH S 98U O 224 m] - 9 = il
5| A B RON ARARL A, BRI 1 9 A [R] — B
AR AT IR T (Pessoa ,2009 ) o X 1M1
LEFNIEEL W T B A 9N B E5 R B, P o e B
SRAT: 55 AH OGN A il A A 2 3] 1 AH W) Y
YEFIIF S =2 [m] — tp 22 WL, BP PR A 1R 3R AR
AT RLFE & v i R ik 22 2 i 3k ST, I 1a] TA R
2 ] DX Il A% 326 A5 5, H P 25 7 At 7 ThT
FAE— B 22 5% (TEULZ5iR Chiew & Bra-
ver,2011) o ARMFFE AT LA~ B 2R anfa]
S ARAT: 55 AH S A5 5L 19 S8R o FA T L
RRE T, 22048 75 T 35 AT BE I T AE 22

=N
Jt o



L5 F I A R F R/ TR 107

AEXS T 105 55 B0 45 W R0 0 #5HE A
BEBLHEAT X LU IR b o SERi ) R Z 8L
RSN, A0 ) S D) e — e 225
SR B [RIRERT LA e vp i DX 3 ) 22 B2 g 328 Jo
( Bunzeck & Diizel, 2006 ; Wittmann et al. ,
2007 ; Guitart-Masip et al. ,2010) , ZR 1M T
AR AT IE 2 B, S A K Bl 1 A5 R AR
WAE S T RAE, (H =0 7E I 2 B 52
TR 4355 S W A 0 EAE A Sy AR AR T —
FEW X (Foley et al. ,2014)

3.4 %553 5 3 4F ik 4F (selection for
action)

TESLHG = 1 3 v, WF 98 38 R Z R
B e AERAT S o SR TS AT 2
Wt F14) S 0 S 17 5 s A AR S 2 R AT
fay B AL, AnPMYE (force ) FIHNHL (reach and
grasp) ,Go/No Go {T: 55 v 6 S 1% 5 Jof 4 1]
(response withhold) 25, 4ui#lsT L H
T2 QAT W) B A 2 TET ) U R T PR
('selection for vision) , FHXJ 55 /0 i3 2 5
I X HAB BV E SR PE 1 AT RESZ I

C A BF 9 R T 98 # §2 £ 55 ( pinch
force task) & Bl , AH X T v 5l A% 151 S5 1,
FEAE TR XS iz 3l 2% ) 7 AR B 1 fig
PERENE o AHRS Y, 2B R it il LAAE ] )5 6
INES) 7 A IR [ AR 335 R0, I HLIZ SO0 AT
DATERAC I [A] P (30 K) 4EF7fa 2 (Abe et
al. ,2011) o iZ 45 R 5 ot 12 £ 1 oF 58 28
L, PR B T 2 BAR B XS I e A2 i T[]
YEH ( Murayama & Kitagami,2015) , $RT,
WA IR T 22 B X0 b T Sl B 45 1Y
ANEISEE . 0 Moher 25 A (2015) 43 51 2%
JHFRBEARNPTC S 1] 19 48 AT 55 R B 48 5
2P 2 BN, S5 0 A B, XoF KB SCHR T )
PRI A R B AR B TE $ AL 55 b, A
AR T IS E R B AT
UL, 2B T AN [ A7 A Ha i O 2 8 AT
REAFTEZ2E 5o PRI 0 2 B el 15 52 Sy

SR B AR R A, I s HOXS L 1 pl 22 AIL
il EAR ST T I 2 —
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B 2 N R i B SY, AT RE

Bl X — Ll PRAE R 09 A0 S WF 58, b an i
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(2017 ) 5 2 5027 ) 1 35 0 T H HT9E
(autism) JLEE . L5 KM, BAX A PAIE L
2f 2] 22— FLEK 25 WO AR B B[R] 8 TE 5 L
R B2 S An] DABE s LA K5
DRERTHAL T4 550 A4 R, Sali 4%
AN &B(2017) ABX FIER JLE, A iFEE
R FE 1Y LB A5 2 52 3 2B 9K B 1) T R A
o R R 2 E 2 2 XY ADHD L
RN LAY RS, O TR B TR
JLEE A e b A2 v AT RE AR ) 19 4E T, S =X
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P T AR T SR AL SR [ P . LT RRER
HEA BT FEIE 7T BE DAy 2 BL 80N IO e R 14 4
PEOCBEPEREYE . 1) U0 Anderson (2017 ) X}
FORISE FF A4 T IE 8 9 ik 28 2k 22 B 24 ) A
(TCXFH W) LHEE I P 5| A WY 200,
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Abstract

Learned reward predictiveness alters stimulus sali-
ence and modifies visual selective attention towards
the reward-associated item. The investigation of the
neural mechanism underlying reward-driven modula-
tion on attentional processing promotes the under-
standing of human adaptive behaviors. Recent studies
showed enhanced neural representation of the re-
ward-associated stimulus in terms of its location and

feature. Moreover,reward can strengthen suppression

over its associated distractor by decreasing attention-
al allocation and weakening the sensory representa-
tion in early visual cortex. These findings suggest a
key role of reward signals in modulating cognitive
control for behavioral optimization.

Key words :reward predictiveness, visual atten-
tion and suppression , cognitive control, primary visu-

al cortex



