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Abstract

Studies of attention capture by self-related information have reached inconsistent results, so there
is much debate about whether self-related information can capture attention automatically. Given
this, the current paper compared effect of self-face and self-name on attention in different re-
searches. The self-name captured attention when presented at the focus of attention, however, the
self-face reached contradictory outcomes when presented at fixation among the different tasks.
These results indicate that it should take experimental tasks and the specific features of self-re-
lated information into account, when the effect of self-face and self-name on attention is explored.
The future research should explore the effect of familiarity on attention capture for self-related
information and the processing of attention to self-related information.
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1. 518

HIREEEA TR, Hh— P RHEORIVZFEAEEZ R, BR 55 RFEES. XFRHAE
KA R ST 55 A AR F B IR 2 7 P33 1 s — 3t filln, AR CMaFER S
FRER, RIS T- P51 T BRI A 2 5 th b S AR H >k (Conway, Cowan & Bunting, 2001; Harris
& Pashler, 2004; Harris, Pashler & Coburn, 2004; Moray, 1959; Wood & Cowan, 1995); t:4h, B EKEHILE
B F BA E PR 838 28 AT 25 7 e 6 B R PR 4 R 001 R SR BSOS B TR A B A B A N T FL B 5 P P A (Brédart,
Delchambre & Laureys, 2006; Devue & Brédart, 2008; Tong & Nakayama, 1999). 7&_Eik 5 A5 S KNI
b g 24T E LI TH R E R R BRI . VERR B AR RE S B, e
WU, A2 3 B DL R BE % 1 30 @ A 3R = (Bargh, 1982) . VER IR EME 2 MRk Rt de e
LT FREE R B AN AL B (Posner, 1980). MRHEIX—5E 3, Wi HIRAZ EAH LL HARE B 5 Re B sl kT =,
MIRBAET BRI, TERARE, AZEHIMEL T, TR RREEIEEMTHREE L. BE
B AR 2 K A R A RERT 52 538 10 X 0 Bt 780k B 2 A X T4t NS BB TR ——E G i kit s (40
Jh, BAREE, 2007). ANid, REMRIBIT EROIFURI, KT HRE BB MR X — i B R
IRZA—E LR T G W TN B A BXTER R R 2w 1, 1 H R R e 244 N L,
B Harris A1 Pashler(2004) [P 5T K F 40 flanker 1155, 2SR X0 T HE B 0 ) 2= i w45 1 2 5
— BT, SRR E SR TER TR R EIN, S0l RPN i, MECH
255 HAR BRIV R T PR R 2, RMAEA NS, X RN E S TR TR T
PR B0 oA R N L, AR LRy, W E iR eE e v %%,  HOTRERLE AT T 4 A0 S5 . B
2 HBRAE BRER TR ? U A R R 5 3AS BXHE R R ? A4 Ea AT A S
HFLIX P2 B A B0 AR S b BB SRR AR VR A R B TR A
2. BREFIEERHIR

HOATAAENNEETEEELZNEH, 2— P AXMNTA—NANREERS, SHREGEREMR
KR, ETFZUH R BIRAE BAN TG B ST, XFUER T DUEIE “X R H
2xRUN” (cocktail-party effect). Moray(1959) s 7o & B, TEAEIBRE B 2P B A4 7n, F 13
PRI TR T H ORI, MO T ARE R S 2 R A SRR R e R R . X — T
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A R SRR B B M B B (U HE 7E B J5 L 50 R K &SI . Wood 55 Cowan(1995) (1 5256 ) 2
For DAV S AR BT XS RIS RN BB Fi 2 —, SRR 175 Moray(1959) A R 45 R, [FKHE
RIAEEREH B IR B R4 T, a8 B A b S B AN T E 38 BN T R R
i, BE5Z2FFEEHIRRREREHRZ BN WA, ZIEFTIESE | H AL 752 FEM R b
()22 5, AHOREE SRR IAEAIT 2] B 4 7 LEWr Bt N 42 775 % SE 5 21 ) P300 R4 (Berlad & Pratt, 1995;
Muller & Kutas, 1996; Folmer & Yingling, 1997; Perrin et al., 1999), Bf# R HEAR . BRGNS T HH
WA LA R B2 (Oswald et al., 1960; Fischer, Dailler & Morlet, 2008; Pratt et al., 1999; Perrin et al., 1999,
2000). H A4 FAEM R SRFR AR MR T A4 BB IN X . ilin, Tacikowski 25 A (2011)K)
— i sEIE AR, 52 NEBPEAEN LA, B O REEE TR Bt .
A R SEE N )2 X3 Qin 25 A (2012) 1 53 b —T5K F W 5 30 38 2R AT A 98 U ACE, b5 3 A N (B
R, B ORFRERE TR arE . FEahX . s s SEE N m R R, A4
U I X 3 B R A S [l

550y w18 B 5T 45 RARGT R, ALl TE PRI TR H A TR ORISR, X EAER
MR RS2 M M REM AR 7 EmiEss, FERIAE A THE ST
EE, FEIRPEE EEA S (Conway et al., 2001; Harris et al., 2004; Tacikowski & Nowicka, 2010).
Ak, BTN TRA MR S, EEME. W RS U8 A RNESE, FEERIN
H O Re % SR BB TR A B DR 55 v R B S . S N RN Al X LA S (Arnell, Shapiro &
Sorensen, 1999; Harris & Pashler, 2004; Shapiro, Caldwell & Sorensen, 1997; Shelley-Tremblay & Mack, 1999;
IMGE, 251, Didh, KPR, 2013). X H A FHIRAER TR MNE BRI R T HALL T4, EIRS)
A AR F3Ebs E AR, #lan, Yang 55 A (2013) R RS E AR ML &I, 5 ULREEE A A
T R R AR, O B O IR O R Bk R A, e SRR AL R A
If [) th B 5L . Tacikowski A1 Nowicka (2010) i BT ST MR B, 54 N4 FAHEL, A A 7Pl H Al
1) P300 iy 14 N4 - 54 72 (B0 2.3 72 7 . P300 2 JllI S I 300 ms e A5 £E TH - HH B P i
B, E B R AR ) 2 4 B (Gray, Ambady, Lowenthal & Deldin, 2004), FHULA%I, Xt H
O B L s At N 44 0000 T o5 38 22 7 S R .

BAR FIRW LA R B O A4 TR BRI, TR0 FE BT ] B 7 AR T AR R A R 5
SR, HUAHER B O 2 FE T PURIECE S R FE RSO a s e N, BRIRZ A —Fugsie. 2
W R I E OB FAE TR H AR R I b A T HORCE s i T HeAE - a0, Harris, Pashler
A1 Coburn(2004)K ML AR AT HIBEFUR L, B S TAE T PRI FF 58 R H 98 T H Al T4
IS E ] . Bundesen, Kyllingsbaek, Houmann F1 Jensen(1997)3% ] Stroop 14545k &£ HLIUA 4
—— WAL TR EA AT, EERBARIR 41 0 48 T (BRI T 2088 48 F-(FH0RI), 455
KILE OB FAE T PRI FF % FEARATESS [ IE#f %6 . Kawahara #1 Y amada(2004) % 5if & 5256 S ofil 3
B EANE BT & 1 F R BOX A AT BE A TR R R AT 1 S A% 4], S AESE 7 AR 45 R . Bk AT
5, HCOAFREMHKESIRTE5MESMHCREE, M E A FEARERIS 5 B ARG
RER® H B IRVE R, AR AT PRI AT 55 T8 B3 OGS BE T = A R M T HUEH . BARRE| T
A ESSR, BE ORI SN2 RTINS A5 o R BA FHAER . #ldn, Wolford #1
Morrison(1980)%H flanker 4155 1S58 R I,  AEXRE S ILTF- PRI 00 (1 5 B s 8 1 2 15 — 20
SIS, N RZFPRIBOIR B R4 T, T T SN )3 B 2% I 2. AR 1

KT UL EREFREs R 5r B, Gronau 45 (2003) A AR A2 T SE58 B SR FH 0 7 V2K R o v s A s ) o
BEAT A B4, A SRR R BRI T HUE B L. i, £ Wolford A1 Morrison(1980) FI#F 5T

()
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BRI TR O R HC AT AR VTR, a0 B AR R T PRI B T (e, xR
A RS B A 3 R AR PR b R R 2 ) T4 T [FIREIY,  Shapiro 25 A (1997) It 5T R FH PRI 7
FIA o S B Yu 2 (rapid serial visual presentation, RSVP)E SR 4 iRyE: 2 52 BRI, 5286 v i B A ) A
UM NZ, H O 2R S XEEA TR A AR C e R R
T, A EHET T3R5 2 sCR se i 7k LA E R A A B, AT R R AE H ARSI B A
FEFPRECE, X AR T PURIO A G SRE & . #Bil4n, Bundesen “5(1997) R Ft 25K
PR WX 44 I B AR [ SL T B8 4 AR S, R E S RESE FiAfEL4 7 E, SR NERAC
f 4 I EANRE R SR 2. [FIRERY, 76 Harris 25 A\ (2004) AR S48 2B 7 o, 24 H C R4 AT HUR o
HEME SR BRI B AE TR B, XEE O AR RRIREE . kT E A4
FAEAE B XGRS RAEREE A T4, B E S 7R IMEEEE AN AR E, W
AU H O AT RAET R RN A BRI .

L 8 38 AN Wy 5 S8 T A B A4S BN T B Ve ALH R AN E R, Bk, W2R@EEEx 3 47 rmL
EABRAFAEZESFN . Tacikowski 25(2013) B4 7 AM RHI @ IEW 7RI, #ouldElr ot BB B S 47
5 E MNP TAE RN ERZERA RS, MM IEE FXE S48 TR R T A A ) 44
T, XS T AR L A B TR PR T n TR o A SSHIE ST R I R RN RT A 5 A
Wb b S IR S R AN [ 5%, B AE W 38 L B B e 4 BUUS A R IERRIR, /M L
)3 — B S B R B PR T IE A R 591 (Tacikowski, Brechmann & Nowicka, 2013; Sugiura et al., 2008).
AT, i b f XS BRI 2 SN IR AFAE AR ZE 5%, Moray(1959) & 3R A5 K2 33% 1 X 3 I F M
7£ Wood A1 Cowan(1995) FIHF 7 Hix — Eb gl AWy 34.6%, Conway, Cowan 5 Bunting(2001) \ TAEid 12
(R A7 BEXT IR I CAfR RS, I 65% IR AR ILIZT FEpk ik Re i i g2 B4R iB e B b B B C 44 7, TAE
 LARIAZT B X — Ll R 20%. bAh, WRBOAEIB B AR 55 b0 IR e A A2 55 W 35 22 00
e LAEICIZ ) B R i Ia B A O S 3 2 TR TAR 2 Bl Uk mr 0, wraRB i+ E 3RS
BHERRR S TR E R A IR AR 2 TR 20 TR 55 A iR A THE B &4
A AGERE B B SR, FURE A T RER R A O A R, WRTECILERSES
FHRMEE )R IEFDE, WXL RIS YA —2, /B, Wrad B EET RS B —F, 43
FEVE R AR U AN AN BRI SR . WSR2 X, U B 8 AR A2 25 & 0wl RE B 4 v =0 B B
SR, A/ EEIRBEREE G B XA Ae 2N 3 TPl S AL T PR e R 3R B e ) B AR
KRERZ —, X THERE— P W TR MR X A 1] 8

3. BREfLIEERIHER

HIRHE LS B BRACRRE, U7 ARG BN TREA /1. &EBENAEN(Kircher et al, 2001). H
FIMFL S H A 7 A0 b3 B o — M OGB48 AR 14 (Devue & Brédart, 2008), [ E 3 FLEFIE
B AMAR X 43 T4t N B B TR B AR ARFAE (Tsakiris, 2008). MELESTT S, A& FEEHRF RIS K LK IE
Fr¥e E 04 TR R, T T FLARFAE 2 B R TR RIS S AR B R R, B E DA S0, Fid. M
AR 7 A ST S R, XTE AR R AER EEN . B, X AR ALIO 0 70K RSB AT 1 HE R H
BAT ERHER BN TR i, AT B 3 B 3R IR EU A B B T .

BRI AL AE N B ARSI FHRRE, & 5 B TR —FE, X TR S IR E X
R ZA SN R . DA RIBE TR B Y B R ALIE 9 H bRl 5o FE i s B 22 PR-T- AR i FLES P A=
MAfL. #lan, Tong %5 A(1999)FIsEse bbi 7wk 2 A KM AL S bE A NTFLAVIEEE, SR, Tk
R AETHE 2T ) B FRT AL, AR T N THIFL, B B A AT AL AT B RS, X
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PRI MRIRAFAE . — WO T BRI AL FRAE A 75 15 W52 A P AH QBRI 7 R BG4 P T3 RV 3
PRT H AR L(Troje & Kersten, 1999), Keenan 45 A (1999) {5246 MIE B, 45 F F 4 X708 2 L2 F-H4
7 T S PR TR FLAE 2 SR PRI TR AL, %o FE TR L P 40 W 0 o B A N Bl A N T LA 4 BT Pannese A1l
Hirsch(2010)iEBAE 17 ms 133 ms PR N 5 3 26144 AT H Aniin LA VE A, B ARR B v B L.
AN T FL(EMRARAKE) 2 NS BEAE N, 45 R KIS ELE 33 ms [ T B8l %44~ Ak
AL 2GBTSl 4 NHFFE—BUNA—BU AT (a8 s SL5 B At fLag ) — Bl — B0 i S S 22
S HTE 17 ms JHE&ME N RE B REFLE B — B0 AT N IR NI 22 57 83, HAhmfLEa
RHRPINEER . 5 EIRAT SIS BE A UER /2, E 3R IEFL A RN T S A 2 v AR T 5T E B
A AN Al AT FL AR ML o 53, Uddin 25 A (2005) BRI 58 B sk 1R X 23 1 S #GRAb & BT 1L
RIS BGEA NTFLAREE, B FRILEGE 14 % T =] (right inferior frontal gyrus), 55 —Hio¢ T HIK
LA E B G AR R B T 5 45 SR AR 1F 3 7 28U 4518 (Devue et al., 2007). A 2 W5 L T HERTHAL,
AN ] SRR FEE 6l N\ T L (F 95 SR BRI A 6 T L) R B A Atk N T L) RS DR o0, » 88 2 0 8 e i L
T REF HARTE LR X (Platek et al., 2006; Taylor et al., 2009; Sugiura et al., 2008). FRitz 4+, BEIRImFL
it NTFLAELE NN FE E R OSBRI T BT FLINn T AduRs . 50, Caharel FIWF AR IRAERE B 261
WA E 3R T LR L) B BRI L7 AR TR NL70 B2 GE 5 DA O 2 T FLARE S 1 i R 4)
(Caharel, Courtay, Bernard, Lalonde & Rebai, 2005; Caharel et al., 2002) . i1 f)— T 7T 15 H 7 2L 45
. Keyes, Brady, Reilly fll Foxe(2010) #2300 B L. ZABMI A FLLA L a4 N TFL, k3
AT 2 AL BRI CA 2 r, 45508 M, BIREILITE KK N170 [ iE t I A T AL
FBEA NTHIFLI & N170 [BiE KR Z . B T N170 Sdr4h, 78 H R AL KR K P300 Bisr L A7 7R
MgE 5. Biltn, Ninomiya %5(1998) K ILAEMBNVERE &A%+ T B I FL L BRI AN T FLIF A H e B e 1
P300. [AIFE, 7EA AR X H 1 FL 24 R TEALI7 & ) P300 % 8 58 i (Keenan et al., 1999: Sui, Zhu & Han,
2006). X H R FLIEA B Ar o 8odt 4778 22 R ) (003 B 0 b S At i FLR 70 Ao e R o i (% b #8230
HE AN ] A T AL PRI AR A

SRIM, M H RISV E N TR S A5 R 3 R 45 R A —5, B RELS AR ALENT
P T o S ) TR 22 AN R . B, Laarni 25(2000) & B 24 SR AR 58 AT 5 5Kk i FL I
VEECATAS 0, A 18% i il 4 2 vk B Sorh BB B FRTE AL, 2 N THFLIE N S A8 2 T 288001
453, Devue Al Bredart(2008)) S5 & I H e FLAN AR TR FLAE A 730 H B AE R T v iy A 2= i
FHOAESS, H S IAERLET S0 i WA 27 A PR F o 01172045 N (201.2) 2R FH 25 18] 4 B A i 2078 S T il
O] 52 3D T LRI 22 T PR SR sz, 4 SR T LA HE LA R o R AR
{H 1 T AL AN AR AL RO T HUE 22 R AN B35 o X 0T AR R DRI B T4 2 B AR 1 1T AN
s HIAHRTESI R . Biltn, £ Sui 5 A\ (2006) 8 78 H L E B AE T R AT SRR S AR AR T Wi LB Frt 4L
A T L) B SR ), R I B BT LA TS5 & 1) N170 B R AN AR AR A 2200 o X — 45
WHRF AL —E, RITHALI RN N170 BB 50 (Bentin & Deouell, 2000; Eimer, 2000). it
4, Devue “5(2009)H) F HR 2 4 AR FIAR 548 2 AF 55 B R 1200k IR ThI AL H RS 8 W AL iEAT 4 R, AR
BT FLBEAT IR, 25 S A B it B B FLAT I AT AL SRR (a1 A8, L B T FL AR 3802 T L s
BIVERLE (A 25K T e A N FL, BRIFLAMAR L MEA B %5 . FRWAF Ui B &
FLAE R MR S ST A O, Sui 25 A\ (2006) 2 LA AT TR FL A4 Sk 03 ), Devue “5(2009) /2 1k4%
IR AL R ME R, XA SLIG 3L ) SR T AL S 5445 T0 0%, 12 A T FLAE SR8 A
Z AT E SR 00 IR AL S A0 AT BRI X (B« R1E . DAV JSEEEI LXK 5), ATA e
i IE R 0 BT (Tong & Nakayama, 1999; Troje & Kersten, 1999; Keenan et al.,1999; Pannese & Hirsch,
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2010; Keyes et al., 2010), 3XXF T #uli 5 & ZRGAMAIIN T, R UEHIMES BRI Z R T RE S8 T 45 R %=
5t BUEAESSEORANER, B F A FLRIEAEE B R N 2P A RS E e R RS E AN A .

4. BCRAF/EFLIERIHR

T T TR PR A BRI TR 2 R T DU H E 44 S T L R R AL Le AN ] o XTI
AREVIEA B O T RAEEEE A BRI, X TEE, AERAESAFR, RIAEH
EERERAN RN, [FRMSEREARAME. (FABREEM IO HOPSEME, 15474
S LY PAAEE R IAE . IS AR S0 R MR T M s e, R
e A T IR s N 44 T E R Al P 2 B BREEL A, R T DA s 400 e T 52 AL 8w DA o P
PAEIE R AR A R T R LS A IR S A A, T AL RN E e S TR N A
T, RIS NA IR A= E BT, sk N 44 E0A 2 1P LR 51 3T Pt 5 B B 2 A1
(Brédart, Delchambre & Laureys, 2006; Devue & Brédart, 2008). {EAEXT [ P FL 5 4% 7 A0 T4 s R i 2
MUl bR BL, k0 B Sfifls B 4 700 LRGN HER L. #lin, Sugiura % A (2008) I
FUEE SRR B IR AR A AR W . S50, B SR LA 710 R N R #2211
RAPEA NI AL 42 7o TARSE AR S iR S 45 T LR, A ST LS 4 7 1R I A 2
ek, MAN BEA NI LS 4 7 0 S BN 2 AR B B 22 7. FEM G Tabs b, 5 HARB K
TFLAHEL, B B LR S 1 A5 45 rF R [5] (mid-inferior frontal gyrus). 2% b B K N [5] 45 X 12 ;
T =2 N\ 44 B0 B i X 3 0 55 35 R [Al. 7F Tacikowski 5 Nowicka(2010) IR 58 & B3 B #9447/
FLHEAT o3 SN W 1) e S 853 R T N B A N4 2 NEL, JEE 2 R LR E 25 . X H S AL
527 AW ST BRI, BETE RN B ERARE . A, BN ESHEILS HTEK
(17 P300 M 2 [AIAFAEAG B35 I IEAHOG, AR T AL S 2 7 (R UK R X R . 1 2845 AL F
ENSIE T Keenan 25 A\ (1999) i i i1 1 F-AKL 34 (self-advantage) (A% &, B [ FoA5 B GF AR T H LB 4 )
W 3k H AT A A BRI LS. T A ST 2% G R SR I R 5, A PR IOURE S LE s S I
A H AR EUER T H SR AL T BAA A [F T R AN N R A

g b, BAR AR AR B FLE AR S ML BRI AR N B R BT B AN R T HAAE R
M BB, SR, 155 S LR 44 - AT FLEE B A5 B 1 52 ma 1 P B DU 225 Fe BN [l i 3RS
BA G AR . BeAh, IEEHA R T 7 e A o prgd (A, DAE B A 1 1) 5 58 5 3R M5 B
M Tid e, dE—B T RHIEREEM .

5. @S RE
5.1. BwEM AR FE RN

EF R ARG BB IR, FAEERXFE AN, B, BT 5 8RS (self-relevance) 4T,
KRG BAEARNE. B RS2 B LSRG BAERRZEN, RINERAALKEE
XA N SR U B A SE SRR 25 (R AN T 5 (1 N AE AR . TRLE, B R B BRI s AR
WIEEREEHE PR B AR BEA RS N R AR A o 31X — ) RAE | 3R ITAL IR A 21 1 LU iR 2 ke e, gy
R 2 W AE I 4 N\ B EHAh (S SRy B3RS BB R . B, AT SR I 00 1 i L
TR SR BT ) 2l [R5 R AN () THT FL(Brédart et al., 2006; Keenan et al., 1999). 547 hySz56 45 R
FAEUE (2, 1 B THTFL AN T 4 Ak 22 1 AT 9 IE B LA AN R Tl N THFL B s AL, 7EIX I,
F 5% BB At AN BT 1 SCBE B AR AN | [R5 B s AR AN D56 22 i R ) AN (Devue et al., 2007; Platek
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etal., 2006; Taylor et al., 2009). [FIHT, THIFL A4 22 M 7E i Pt SR AT 36 A 5] 1 BAH PR 5 B2 [X
(Platek et al., 2006). FRibz 4, AR FHE I AR AL BB AT T8N, KL 3l
BEEEBIT Morphing F AR A R THI AL A B E A A R 2R FE TR G B AT ke 36 2428 18 1) g2 e 4
PRAE T RGP IR, X S0 AL R LA — B A3 1) T 2R AN 2 DS 80 A R AL IR B L3 S 1]
un, Keenan %5 AFIH Morphing HARE R B O BAK R F T FL 2373 5 A7 48 N BT AL A% B AR 5 1 Le A3
BN —RINREE R, ARG BTL B O/ R30S 18 3 SO R, ZRIE AN
LA B ORI 4 N RIRHeEA SO . S5 R, BRI 7 B R 5 5 T4 & it £LA1 Wy 2
H T 5] (Keenan, Freund, Hamilton, Ganis & Pascual-Leone, 2000). 4k, #iwt T332 9 H R LK
VR T8 52 R AU i 4 2 R R T30S ) 4 R 544 N THTFL(Keenan et al., 1999; Tong & Nakayama, 1999).
FR¥E Keenan 5 A W s, 31X — 45 J 0 ARSI FL 1 PR FE FE AN IR BT RE A RE 1) o

H5EKRMELBE AR, HHiE H 3R F M 0T 5 B T BB VR I B R %2,
(RN A 5 IR (e R B, SR T e AN R i B 34 7 LR e YR 2% . i, A ERP
HF 9T RO 44 T IRE N B O 44 TR Hsos e PR SO, Tt B O IR 0 44 2 S F At N 44 T fik
TEVER L. A5, BE N H O 27K 7 5RIEIER N380, i H CEL IE 4 F Al N4 F1E
%R bR 2= R AR X ENE/INK) £ (Fischler, Jin, Boaz, Perry & Childers, 1987). #407F. +75. Wi H S5
77 2 (2012) LA 4 0 RHETIE P00 R B, #3000 F SR 44 5 BSR4 F T 008 2R R B TE = A0 H &
N 2R, MESEL T4 NA TR RS EXWI T, Lie2Er e N E s 7k
M4, EEWR ERENAERERIZEK T B4 T, ik, LANATFWEARERAEE, #H
BE A H S 4 TN A LE M FL S5 AT A F8 s EAR R 7 R AR R e 50 TR . X e gh R,
REPPRHEE A IEE S B REE TR, BrTREN T ERIE — e e, AR iR s AR
PERTREIF A2 B IRAE B COH R e R 2= . P DVESIE R B 3045 BT s s ma e H, 4035 18
FIARMEAEH AP TR AER, SIS M b R B AT 5, DA — D e B BRAR G B 3R
SR THMER.

52. BRERMERMR

R FRBH AR ARG BT IS REE. RSN T, EAREAE R R —— A RS R
RANSBRNRRG) . B —BEEMAELER? £ Devue 25 A (2009)HIIRShH AT 77 B R Wt xt 2 HLH
AL R e W BB AT AR 2R, [RIT Z208% TTFL A AR AR B, R A ke 1 T LA 8 28 T L ()3 AT
KT BEAE NTFL, 14 B FR I AL AN AR T AL 070, VAR K TPl X Ui i B 3R
LRI B B E R ML AN 240 56 i T (prioritized processing), 1M 42— ELVE R 5 A B 3 i FLAE AT M B 3R 1L
W% B 85 (attention disengagement) . {53 Y — TR /3 BB 50 20 SCRF B 3R 1 AL G 26 TR 0 O A3 o
Pannese A1 Hirsch(2010) B T J& I 78 K U TE 33 ms B Fa sl a6+ F Bl ARMmIL. &AM
FE— A — SOk T (8 B AL -5 ¥E1 T AL A 0] — o — S0 ) SR 8] 22 5 3% 5 (BAE 17 ms JH 3))
FAF T R BRI FLIE —BORA — B A T B a2 573 8 2, HABTH LA 15 H 2R &5 8 . X 300
H B LA S LSRR (P 55 2 ) 7E 2 U T AR A 500 T 0 m] LAAS B PRI R . b4k, Devue %5 A (2009)
WAHTAHFE 2 BT LA XA Je n T 2 LA B, B UL RN ER: — & DUR S e bs R ge sk
BN TR ZE S, ARSI T BT =02, Z AT AR SR S L L T
RERCEAEELAN, BUIAR TR B &G BRem Lt SRR Frblf ¢ 3AE 2 E
R B A0 T B 2 R SR L TR i — DR I 2R
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