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Abstract: Attention can be selectively directed to a spatial location or non-spatial features of a stimulus. Pre-
vious studies have examined the effects of spatial attention and feature-based attention (FBA) on basic visual
processes, but whether and how these two types of attention interact with each other still remain unclear. This
article aims to systematically summarize all related studies concerning this topic. Following an initial intro-
duction of some theoretical backgrounds, it makes an intensive review on both the behavioral and neuron-
physiological studies based mainly on some newly developed experimental paradigms, focusing on both the
cognitive and neural mechanisms underlying these two types of attention. The authors suggest that besides
separate studies a combination of both spatial and feature-based attention should be emphasized in future re-
search in this field.
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1. 518 Tames (1890) 735 26 TV 25 1 e “43° AHSAT

IEW Pashler (1998)F 5, “VF&” (attention)7E{R EERERM 4. EROMHEZE RN, EEi
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KB R 45 DB A 50 R T B IR — b W A0 A 3 B T s[RI 2 B LA 44 B8
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FEBIZL” (Solso, MacLin M. K., & MacLin O. H.,
2005). Forr, “M[RIF I LA PR U 4E 5 81 R
TR W R TR, EEAA L
PR BEE X A1 3= B4 B R AT Ok DA ORAG B R0
FNBHIEAT USROS AT, AU BRI LT R ik
FEMEThRE .

FEAE PR R AR, BT (A3 % (spatial
attention) Fl % T~ 4f {iF [ V£ = (feature-based attention,
FBA)R W 7T F AT RTE IR A BT A S B A
A, EEWF R IEHT (spotlight) — #4826 18 5 = (] fr
B, RJERNZAE R AT RN e W A
7 (8] 2k Z Ak Y = (spatial cuing paradigm)36 il 5 e (T 45
B, TR T T A ) A ade v v R R A e A AE 28
(Posner, 1980; Tsal, 1983; Eriksen & Murphy, 1987), #&
TRAERVE R BRCIA DY, A8 I e A 1) A A 4 ) Ry
TER G, TR R/ S BRI T S5 AE I
HER, B MRAEAEEE 15 B T UANRAEE B AS
R 2H A T RT DA v AR 3k 5 4 Hh T (Allport,
1971; Folk, Remington, & Johnston, 1992; Remington,
Folk, & McLean, 2001),

—HEEUR, LRPA SRR R R S AR R DB
A A S R, & BARE T MR
ANHIWEFE, TR T V2 O B R AN S 56 i 2
SR, RPN R G 70 A45 2 KBS L,
XX A F G0 18] 5% R T B D e, B B3 Aok
AAFR] TREFREATR O . T2 (R i S AR T
TERE R ZFHA M XA, AR SRS BT
REFE P AE AN [ RN 23X 1 A& AR SC T2 1) 1 L

2. BipE =

CAWF IR, P = R R AL D it
TR LR SZ 1 . 2B (8] 3 R 26 56 P AR R MR o R A
B A 7 (perceptual template model, PTM)if i 2 4t b
GNHNER IR RS R A, I 0T R0 AT 55 2R I A A
. AR FE B S LR T — A3 b
AL F R ATAESE o T foh 20 A B 232 At R A e ik
WRAE TGS I T F & o8 Tk etk vE s ph
MRS R . B, T OOR T e En e SRR A A
FREE oI SR FEAT TR B2, DU S SR e dR 4t
AH R EIR T o
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2.1. MREIERIERY

PTM H1 T8 7 B RIS s AR 2 M4 a3 (e
BRI TR, AR R ZE R AR A e A 5 T
(R RE R R L] ST BRI P B e s,
EEARARBEREE; RFIFE(Lu & Dosher, 1998,
1999, 2008).

6 AV R I R0 AR (0 A T A A AT B
THES R, 385 PTM Hig, ERMEERTUA =
AN 5] (1) AL - 0 55 (stimulus enhancement),
AR 7 ) HE R (external noise exclusion) X LE & 4
4% il (contrast gain control) I AS . IXEEHLH] 5155
AEFRE =ANTTHEARSEAL: §OK, kYR DL A i 4 )3
B BFPRHLHILE AR L OB B SRS AR B SR
R 1) FET 00 5 OB A1 e O R 5
R, B M P IR 75 T 0 AR (51 T 4 5 R
BEAIC, FUESE T WA = R e, 2) T4
F R 7 HE B B L) 2 T A - B 1 A1 7 )
REJIIG DRI AR, S EUAE AR P AR T B IR B
IR, X PCWR ¥ I RN R 2 1] X 3 R RS AT )
VR s 3) Sk Py i 75 o IR PO 189 2 42 Al ) 25 22
BRGNS B S B R A AR AR AR AT AR
W 7 K B AR SS R B B3R, H H AT sk Z AH N
1) SE BRI -

BEAh, AEAHERR — 2, EEEEE R R
I 7 AR BB AT W] BE AR T SRR HE R
ST R ) SRR i 5 B e R R KT B R S AL
ZIABERERARAL . 0 F 2, BRI RAERFF AN,
TR SR E R A= T 248 (Eckstein, Shimozaki, & Abbey,
2002).

2.2, AT SRR

B R AE BT 7R AWRN, EARZE
SIGAE IR, ARG TEENmID SRR
T2 B2 b S8 KB 48 O A B B T 3 ) 3 56 B
1, B e EERE IS (population coding). ¢ T+
ERE=S AR v ¥is U PVA: R I I P s SR i
e 1425 H(gain modulation) AT 4 fh £k 2 4% (tuning
change) (Herrmann, Montaser-Kouhsari, Carrasco, & Hee-
ger, 2010; Martinez-Trujillo & Treue, 2004; Mazer, 2011;
McAdams & Maunsell, 1999; Reynolds & Chelazzi, 2004;
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Reynolds & Heeger, 2009; Williford & Maunsell, 2006).

F TR RN, Bk E R TR
() o ) —AMRE S DX, XA X SE AE A 2 TO
N, XEehg o M IEsh G R, Bl SRR
RERS ST P 22 T URR I B i o IXRE R IR0 1Y s g v SRk
HA R SN TSR “ 3 26 (gain) 7o

FIR PR 22 OIS ZE T R i A e B, SR AR
TCIG A RREU R, R T RIE S 5Tk
TS 5 2 TA) A G B o V18 T 28 10 B B80T =X E i o
FRIERIZS kg, S84 ih 42 B W) —Fi. i,
FER AT 2ILN B T B RS X BE =5
BB ot NS BEVERRPIRAS . RIFER), AKOP4%
SN Bl AT LI 53— e £ 70 3 N e BEE N BR (1R
A, TR SR B0RE 2 JI R b 22 TR b T S A
JEE BR (PR S (Inman, 2006). 3T 138 Hh 28 48 (g #1
WA, IEFENEVE ORI 9 A 22 T 0 BT = )
W2, T AR A 1 e oM B, AT A 1 45 i 2
FIAR A T B2

3. FE N MFHEX M AT AR

BTt AR A S FOAR G B ie, B Fe il
O FRYIERSELS, PRI RIS RSN TA5 B RRE R, AT
X0 2% (1) 396 93 FH R I 346 38 6 A0 R0 0 38 40 7 A 1 s v b
ITECEL . X —FWH T 2 R AT ARSI e O B B
VM AR RS 05 1) TR 8 Hh ZeAME AT DA
S BREN e 2 S8 HAE BN TRR s, T ELAT AR B 2%
IS RS AT YA R R 2 T3 R R I = AR () 52
T SR R R A R v 1R D de A T AR AR 2
B B ), WA — TE R b S e 177 ) AR R A
FRAERBL ) 73 5

B T &2 RV A (cuing paradigm), ITFER
B FCRH T V28RS R, A8 ERRE
PR BRI I ATF-B . P4 A X eima, XF
25 A 2808 AR AE 2508 1) Bl B ATE 52 320 A7 At 2L AN A 498

4.
3.1. ETZRWEANSTEMR

LR MR AL FEE R 2. £5
FESS AR AAR R DL /T, 2R
G B —NEE AL B B HARFIE B fEIREEZR
WAESS H, B IR RS 5 B1E BRI

Copyright © 2013 Hanspub

PIVE AR AL A H AR (Al A7 B B 22 A0 H Arfl
WAL L BVRAE, AN TTER I 25 8] 200 BRRFIE 24 o
FIH 26 Z 3, Liu, Stevens Al Carrasco (2007)
LS SE ) T 28 g PR AR B0 BE 7 A R R AR AR 7
o ETANERAFATN, A H § k2R kIR TE
ENOZAREM A B MAEREER R T, R
KRR Z B BARIIE 3 J7 A . BT KN,
A B A IR S B0 0 PR AE 7 TR B AR 55 Hh e AR TR
RO, RO DR N FEZR A R KAMT T
(H bRl AR A E ), ML R
(FERER AT, AR FEARAALE) A, Bk
RES S A ORI 1) B AR (2 3l 510 2 1 A2 4 ) 1
Mo MEFFEE BT, W7 RIGW Hbr HIAE
FeME A ARET, X B bRigzh 77 a5 s i e
IEME . 2SI R, RS LR AFHEL R
PIREAEAT 55 R4 TE, HHEBMZ, A&
N, SRHMEFEEFAEL, RN A ERE, |/
1R 282 I F] B b 2301 B 8] (5] BF (stimulus onset
asynchrony, SOA) B &7 () 1f 40 T HI, H22 SOA K
500 ms I, PRARYE R AR B RN R BUR A

3.2. ETFIMERIgATE R ASCIS AR

A1 g 7 Y X (equivalent-noise paradigm)— % f#
FHERIBR - 7 (threshold vs noise, TvN)RHZ& #2505
] R ATV 0 1) A I8 PR 18 e P R T ) R
R R o KM A 2 A FH G 2 52 380 P 3 i ] A
PE B BRI IRZE . PR TG B I BE ALY DL S 2
e G B ERER RAIRE] . 72D RGUKF
b, X PR BR 2R AT DA S R P9 R A AT A
S5 20PN 0 IR TS ) R T R G R AR I B E 5
T AN BRI P B R T FEA L R S AR A
SR (B R FR 2 — e S HO R I /KT BT 75 145 50
P09 L ) (SRR RO A/ 8 M 7 ) B0 T £ T L SR (Dakin,
Mareschal, & Bex, 2005; Dosher & Lu, 2000a, 2000b;
Lu & Dosher, 1999; Pelli & Farell, 1999).

Ling, Liu FI Carrasco(2009)fIHF 5T, F A6
Mg 91 2 (H 8 M 5 1 B A i 4 N T2 B R PR 1 2 5
J7 1 — RS, 15 T BARIEIE S HIAE S T
Bl 7 2o AR AT R SRR N, ZRRALDYAS AT RE
Al Ar B K — A, EORBEAA iz A B A
REZME IO E B S REREE) T ), AR5 4%
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—EIEE S5 (QAFC), BIESR I W i B U 15 2 1
WEHER): ERHMEE R AT, RAERER T I 2 A
B, ZRZAVUATTRE RSB 7 [ R I —AS, R 28
RWAENSIRNE, HO R 55 2 R EE S L H
FrRfili 5 S R RO LG, 2 I &I 2 30 B 42 3
T BHREEREY, ERHEE AT, SR
JE 7K R A 1 75 7K P 4 %l 32 3 7 1) F AU
PERAR BB =, ARIL 9 AE A A 7 7K1 E e R
{E F%{%(gain change F tuning change); IMi7E %S [A]VE &
HIZEAE T, FAEARSMAME S 1% 100 T B PR A 2 2 %
{&%(gain modulation).

33, EFREHEEANNBHS

P (visual masking) 2485 MR 5 —1E
22 1) B () 5 HAE 20 ) 40 4 1 52 0 T 5 B80mT WL B
PP (Enns & Di Lollo, 2000). H Friili#x

“BR” (target) (EIUE—%/NTF 50 ms), H—

T2 H bR T LR PR RN, WRRS AR
(mask). FERF 7025 (AR AR R st , 2R
FH B [B) 22 18] b5 H Rl 7] & = A Nl -
It RGNS H bR B 1) 2 A2, ]
PAAS H i (1) 1 1 i 28 (Legge & Foley, 1980).

7t Baldassi Al Verghese (2005556, HbxH|
WA 0 I IESZI e, LA O° (P2 ft). 147, 45°
G R 38 I 2 A B o7 B m o 5 1)
R TAT IR . SRR, TETMERNI%
R, BRI IR 2R A TR TR, RIRIRR
BT MAEREER SR T, Bk R il
BRI T — DR A . BRI, 704 e (A
FEEAE FH AL 8T 7 P BN A o AR 3 AL, A
T 73 B (1) R 48 T 20 A M, IR 2R AT 0K
AZ 1 75 (gain change); TIHRFEYE BEAE FH BINLHIZ R 1
SEROOT N T AR PRI R AL R, AN sg e HE
PRIASHIRCE, R80T 5% 1418 (tuning change).
3.4. ETREHEXERHOIETR

I M e H AR (reverse correlation technique)>k H
TR AR AR AU, T TR SRS B I R - 2
) &5 R ARFAAE DA S i 22 o i 18 il e BRI . oD, s A
PR A 2 AR A 1) S T 210 Sk 3R 45 40 e 1) 75 7
TEFEE o 8T BT B RN S N B R AT S 1m) A
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KON G IRAG — PR LERIIT ] - D7 07 [ S EC2H . i o
YA AT R H AR i, EL s
A1 7] A 52 ¥ 7 (motion reverse correlation, MRC)H,
IO PE 2B 7 A FERIE3) P, RISk
PR TG ITBCRIE SN, 8IS AH K A e fs HiIX AN 2 8 7
F R sh A sk B, RINFRRE A A
TR IB BT 10 51 R A2 T s AL AR . 28
iy, CoFYE SIS R MRC JE AR 22 T7
) R R N o R e, S T RO BN
FE RN (PRI BB, B R A R] 43 R
(Neri, 2004; Neri & Levi, 2006, 2008; Tadin, Lappin, &
Blake, 2006; Wyart, Nobre, & Summerfield, 2012),
Busse, Katzner, Tillmann 1 Treue (2008)FF 7T
R 7 MRC Ja3, ZORPREAT — DTS5 5250
FEALS BTN IRAS s)85 W JE s A0 s
W FE AR AR B (0~3 IR)s IREAES —AE— M E
PLAE 72 M BA AR BT (1932 3 20U 51 R I A Tl o
i € I B 77 1) o FE PR FRAS [5] 04 25 AR (R Doy 4 R B
FEARA T 5 it 8RB B HME B 5%, SrFC 4R IR EAT 55 1V E
EBIERAFEN . WS R, 2 [ E AR R
T IE REHE RN 1 A R R, R L R R R R
FSEZI o
4. B R AFES R R E IR 5%

PLE 3 BT O BT SR, s R B
ORI EE L AT, EEEEE
I AR FH 2 anfer SR 2 AR AR A e R T 3 et
FnE I R A R T AR R 2 P 1S AR T A (R
FIRRLE ML ? B 1A ER SRR T AN 45

T R G0 3 2 ) = ARV E &, David,
Hayden, Mazer I Gallant (2008)W%2ic 3% 7 & %t
V4 XPhZ o R EE - . B FRas REN], 20
R R A TT B S B /K -F DL s 4%, (H2
FER BRI TT IS I 2 Re iy = BRI w22 T
M FEEAIG B K- DL R S o s, RIS dh s
WE R RFE R A 7R3N, FF HAR A A1 Bp 5 )
2B 2 WIRRRZ Ak, Y REMLEE BRFE T B A Fh i
HWER . BT sE s, SEEEMREEERET
ENGILEREEEY 1N S

Patzwahl Al Treue (2009)F 42 7 3 AL 2 MT
X 22 07 I e P P i M ASE AR R o AT 9 0 R A

Copyright © 2013 Hanspub



RUBE A SR T ) 2 1) T S R

[F32 3 77 [ B & B PR B B e — iR R TR T 1
RSZET, X FEEATEE S T A R E A, A
HEBR S IV E R . BRI SR, T REIE I £ M o E
BANFIE BN 7 A5 . 2400080 ) BT A2 A
B, M S R R R SR A R . SEIG 4
RRE, MR R RE, RREE B A AR
T 010 R o P52 o0 o) S T e A AT I R 7
HHAERA PRI 0 b, 28 (A B AR ¥ R 1 A o
EEAHKKR. Hit, THREd, aRshiEs
FVRRE R B B MR L], “ SRR HA
Rek, BRI CHRRIE” I —FRR AL

N T AR A R AR v R 1 2R T AR E
FZHLH], Cohen A1 Maunsell (2011)VIIZR1E A M IE
SZ M AR AT IR BN RS BF 7S 3 2R R AL e
R AR 2 (AL B (e AL B AT ) LA RO A A
AL BV RHAE R ) B AR ), AT RGN T
E)YE R AR AR 3 o P IE A R 70 A7 2Bk V4 X fif
ZICTEBNINERR I, 2R DL AR I Re i
Wi p 28 JCAE B (130 2 4%, (R AN T2 Ry = RE
F T AR o 1 R AR 2 OB AR, RFIETE =R 2 A
BT (R P49 TR 0] 2 35 ) F) 4o 48 SC B AR 9 3 7 A
SO . PR, WA AR S IR AR S R A A
AR AL, AER I B F A AN Tk 2.

5. ARRE

gr b, AR RS 7RISR AT RSk
IS4, Ling 58 AN\ 2 (R S AFE TR0 5 B AL
SRS, RPAETE AR F A B R 5L T3 2 o
FIR R4S . T Baldassi A1 Verghese (2005)F07F 5145
REW, FBANEZRESCEIE AT, TR E A E
AR . ARSI, David 55 A(2008)
NN A B AR R B2 T A E A 2L,
Patzwahl HI Treue (2009)\ N =% BA AH [F I FH £
il o H AT FRATTIE AR ME Gt — Hh R RE X BT 5T 45 R 22

=N
Jto

O 16 T 2% a) 3 2 AR E V3 2 22 6] 56 B B
FAFAE— € [ i) o bh T2 18] %S AR RS (1) 3R 45
FAARAARIR XS P BV E HTE AR5 H BT 4510
Blhn, £ 73 A1 2 2R S AT FVRAE 2 R A% AR A8 T i) )
B AR, B HET 4T R (e.g., Baldassi &
Verghese, 2005; Theeuwes, 1989). B NEHEEM &, T
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() AMAFAIL R 3R AE [F] — A s rp 22 2 70 T 5 R Y, AR
DA SRR I BRI RE S WHUE E L I
FEREHHT X7, FHFERFBRENE MRS EM . X —
FWE AL BAT B AR SRR, i, ISR
B, BBEATEARE R TR DA, BATIFAL
WA RERAERIITT S T H AT HA AR EE
AR BT A, A RIATRERITE A KT
Fr AL AR LA, IR IR RS &, A,
LA ARG, AT AU BA T %R fE
TP G I, S PR e R B B Y
P AT R Ge 28 520 DR AR OR R T
BT — AN BT A

FL b, NG e AR B A TR R
PERUERN R B, RSO hES . AR iARA
JRI, VER AL A T 2R A R AR T
FRERE R, T 2 A0 B A L BEVEAL ] 7T 5E 75 22
S/ BEYR, A AR RPN B0 R AR B AR
o MR, BRI ME ST AILEA S,
F]HE 7 B TR AN TS A AOHESE, T 2k 7
B TR R B T Re R A EAER] . H
PRI = NTIDAE o i VA R ANB o e (RS o i 2. B b v el 1 i
BARKR R AERE . POSEETRFAE AL R A EAS
HERREE T B ROBHLRIRAE A, A T RESE T AR AL AL
HIERMIERE b — B4 & 7R T mA B RILE. 1t
Ab, e B AN TR AE AR R VE B T e AN A
A2, AF ARt BRI RENE, XA N LU $2
T
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