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NZEBEIS A 2| A0 T A5 B SEKE 7 IRZS
Hro AMACE RR YO B 28 B IR AN AT e ]
P A2 B A ot 3 i (5 R, BB 1 R MR A
L E O S A B T 2R PG S AE S, B
TR PR, BEHR T AR O BT R gl e 45
PEHb A3 BE 25 BE LB HUn Tk B, A & 1R
XEEIAH 3L FE ( The Principles of Psychology ,
pp- 403 —404 ,James 1890) , 1F & iEFFZE—
AR L B S DA R A R XF 3 A T Y
woE B Bl N AR LR — B & AN
A2 g PR S AT

PEPEVE T I RO 1) s« T
PR P A2 I A P e IR SE A 5L
ABE BN LRSS CGER) , N5 Sk
AT BT s e o, T 2 vk PR DL S
PR 7 T O 5 ( DL25E3AR Corbetta & Shulman,
2002) :—J& H LR HARIR s HL] (top-
down & goal-directed mechanism) , 4N, 5
fs N2, AR 7 1] PR AR XS O K L {H
AR X 7 gk 44 RS A (R S B (B HE
b GEED DB 5B ) 5 B 3 X 7 1 ik fe
XA EWAR N B BT & (top-down
attention ) \FF2EPE 7 (sustained attention )
B N YR T 7 & ( endogenous attention ) 3 &
A b 8K 3 AL ( bottom-up &
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stimulus-driven mechanism ) , ] 41, 5 fth A
SEULI , S AR P M HEAS (ShER ) 25
H S5 | A B 1 ) 3R T W R
1 E T i _E 1 & (bottom-up attention ) | [
B} {4 7 (transient attention ) BY P Y5 P4 11 &
( exogenous attention) ° Tj? E[ T%L'EE {ﬁ EF‘ s Ji
PEVET: AR # F3R P Ty T A 3R 2 [E] e
RE o

AKX B BT G EEny s s
HLAl BEAT T s, LG AR X (frontal eye
field, FEF) & P9 {17 %% M- ( dorsomedial pre-
frontal cortex, DMPFC ) . #p ] 5ij %5 it ( later
prefrontal cortex, LPFC) | Fij31747 2 J=Z (ante-
rior cingulate cortex, ACC) . Ji5 I '} ( posterior
parietal cortex, PPC) | T0l [N 74 ( intraparietal
sulcus, IPS) 28 %5 — i M 73 2 X 4% ( fronto-
parietal attentional network ) Az BRIA X 4% ( de-
fault network ) ( Baluch & Itti, 2011 ; Botvinick
et al. ,2001 ; Bush et al. , 2000 ; Kastner &
Ungereider,2000 ; Noudoost et al. ,2010 ; Ser-
ences & Yantis, 2006 ; Swisher et al. ,2007;
Zhang et al. ,2016) , W5 K8, MHL B |
RS, B F b4 T Y 43 i 5
At A A %L (Jonides, 1981 5 Nakayama &
Mackeben,1989) . William James 5 H H T
[ SRE 0= WSS U SIS RS C X S SV B VAN
LEYIARASBRIE P, A5 AT B 2R B LB
S SRR ) L A SR OOME (< | Il S
TREPE SOV, X AR AR g A A B R
So SR, BRI b B e Sl — E
FIEGIE .

2 BTmEESHEE

2.1 A TRFMHGETRAY
TEMDE T 5, M — o I S AHXT T

HAFR I3 BN A2 35 (salient) B, X #7375

Wz A s 51 S SR, HAR 35 P (sali-

ency ) fQFR T KMk X122 38 43 1 S v 5 H Aty
FROr RN 2 . R T BEER A R R
PR 3= B TN R0 B 2 1Y) — S 5T A
IR ( Niebur & Koch, 1998 ; Olshausen et al. ,
1993 ; Tsotsos et al. ,1995) . Koch #1 Ullman
(1985) fie T 4 Y, A A b 2= [a] v e — 37 5
Fr xS AR 2 oeiE shRE S A2 /Y A 1 b =
W5 | 9 B, R e 1 RN R AL 122 A 08 45 (6] 37
B E PR/ (2 U Treisman $i2 Hi 19 52
Hi ] master map, Treisman, 1988 ) , H. {4
&, AT THE R B 37 S5 vh A A0 0
2P e AR A i AT G i il — A R
AE @ K, WY AE IR R S PR RN I
At —Fea s O =,
TEIEEEA 2 [, Tui 25 A (1998) $2ih T
HA R ) LT 2 R A T
FERL (DL 1) o 3246 B 1 S ) e 30T 46 7
A5 3 e ik da AR 9 A4S ROBE iy K]
12, 5R )5 47 B B 21 L 4 Vi — A Bl
18, AT = n S EAE o R 0% B IS, 3X
FERRAR 2 7T B 50 B Y 2 RUEE &R
WIE R G FH s = J8 Bl 2 43 ( centre-sur-
round differencing ) 1 75 72 73 55145 3| 5C T B
R L, DL K JR)ER AR T 0] 1 22 SRR AR
Kl ok - i B 2250 7R 48 ¢ RRERY
PG (s B om B 5 m)) 4l {E 2] E—2
R ¢ - 1,805 55K ¢ — 1 RUBEEHR XTI
SSAHCIAS 2 TR AR B . 260 58 1 A 2
12 SRR, 5 E 6 AR K, SRR
W 1) {5 238 8 5 ] P Gabor 4x 5735 >k 15 5]
24 EFAEE . — B XS IX 42 ARk A
PEAT R ) AL I 45 5 8 R IE il — > W 2
A, B )5 [ © winner-take-all” {4 J52 ] 328 25 e
REALE T TR A T AR A AR R R AT G
Yy B A% o g 3R 5] 4100 ] (inhibition of re-
turn ) 3 ] ( Klein , 2000 ) , Bl — B#iE T 24
R AR A B S, H T TE By /)N 450 DX s
AR e SE )T A S R AL TR ]
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PRAT T 3R O F T 4R 3 Y A R A . Tuid
SEN (1998 ) B B 1y e R OTHRTE T 455 1
Treisman [ 4FAE 3% 5 PR (feature integrated
theory , Treisman & Gelade, 1980 ) #EHU T B

(a)

(d) (e)

B 1 g Bk T 2 PR A A8 TR AR A
(a) BUEORFEIE, (b) s FEAFAE I, () 510
FRAEE, (d) A KR, (e) B K, (f)
FHAS & 18] g 7 414 O 20 R4 A T
et al. ;1998

Tuei 25: (1998 ) 4t 1 1 5 A BTN Sy
A 2 R T AN TR A8 4 A an 263 | 59 1)
S5 ) RS, IX SO R AL b AN [R] A G
A7m L, JF HoAE B 58 4l 57 (i & Koch,
2001 ; Koch & Ullman, 1985 ; Wolfe, 1994 )
ES T A NG S T ES B2 R ) e S35 SR G o
X, AR5 1) 2 IO i DX PR Ay v i X
HAF 22 TC I AR W R A )2 (V1) Pl 25T
XfAREE AL b AR EL A AR 9 1 e R, F
T A RAE A Fh AL v R AR 19 2 5 P 7R
fili =z b, de L A= PO i AR BF 9 2 B, 36
Ak B R bR PR N X AL S B A (supe-
rior colliculus: Fecteau & Munoz, 2006 ; Kus-
tov & Robinson, 1996 ) | # 4% ( pulvinar:
Shipp,2004 ) T ' ( parietal cortex: Bisley &
Goldberg,2010 ; Bogler et al. ,2011 ; Geng &
Mangun ,2009 ; Gottlieb et al. ,1998 ; Serences
et al. ,2005) . V4 ( Mazer & Gallant,2003) .

0 GREE Y ) SE Z APRRAE I, e T A
— JREI 22 50 5 i AR AR 1AL, O B A Rk
R SR g A KL DU A6 AN R AIE 245 5, )iy FH AR 1]
IR EEE AT A 1) .

(£)

i iR X ( FEF: Serences & Yantis, 2007 ;
Thompson & Bichot, 2005 ) X fij & i ( PFC .
Katsuki & Constantinidis, 2012 ) £¢
2.2 V1 2FHEEER

AN AP R B VI RIZ P& TT
() FFAE R Y 7K P 3 432, GX B8R S 4 e fil
A 22 U AR R ARFAE (A sl 1a]) A7 7EAR B AW
il , P R U B2 I ( Allman et al.
1985 ; Gilbert & Wiesel, 1983 ; Rockland &
Lund,1983) . Li(1999,2002 ) 3 F it H, 2E
BB, N VI (ST AWETE & B i 3
P FAE DX Il A7 7R B4 B ] 2 Y A 2 BT
Shipp,2004 ) #1258 50 N ERTR] H 7K - 128 45 S 3
HOAH EAM ], (545 V1 Rz oo gl s A
AT SE R, R A B i, i
ASAH R SAE AR i pO s ), H VL 2 oo a)
A A 5, R 2 35 PRI . AH S, 24
e —3H W N 505 B H i i (pop-out) Hi ok
i), HC P 32 3 3 iV P 0 , BRI T G s 25
P . JF H, IR A Sy B — A A
1 3 1A S e 1) S Ja 52 BB Ak T AL (AR
X TS BY AL T HAWAL D) BT A VI ffiss
TCHY Y SN B RAB T HE S AT (LR 2)
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1, S R — S A L T IR 4 G (R Bl
L, BaAEdE — B s R - 24k
AE H AR (UNFE PR 2 40 (0 — % 1 e s 4L (o
— K I R - A 5
RIME R — 30 Serp 3R — - i ok
M EAR CUNFELL A — KSP i h i R 20 4
— R A ) WIHE B 45 55 (Hegdé & Felle-
man ,2003) , 4N _F TR, 52 )2 N A [ ARRAE

7J<¥S@ET§|
I ICENIOR
A NI
Ity
L = 1
S S o
oL 1232 B N A AL His A

B2 VI BT N =
A, TR SRy = A 11 7 X0 0 ) it 45 2R o
FEASFE AR R AR Q2 L I 2 PR R R, A
B h g — R p e g —3. B i A
Li,2002,

H AT, 52T V1 8 2 PR R i 22 Tl
WAF 2] 7 — 280 B Yy B S 525 /Y 5 ik
(Koene & Zhaoping,2007 ; Zhaoping & May,
2007) . Hod, & A B9 UEYE R H Zhao
ping(2008) KIBTFT . S50 i 45 gl — IR
5 (CAnZeiR) S B — A B — g s, oy — H
HIR I C RIAT R ) 52 B 22 HoAd iy Ja e (5 22
HR B —JgtE s Al B A A ) , Hob—

B B ELAH A Al 43 V1 X T — 08 S HE
AR BA, I ELAR T H 22 4 45 i 21 Y
AE—FerE S, Bk, RS VI XS 3300380
AR BAR, (H A AR H bR b 22 4 FF
fE AR e . W — A
XF TR 46 355 18 S5 07, 3t 5% B 22 75 By — 4>
Y5t it 2 VR, L3220 s AR A S o
AR IO S o

M
O izt

Mgt )
HER UML)

///////

s\ 717

///////////

R R 1] 5 At 8 A 5 ) S W], B R
PECULIE 3) o 455 A B0 A2 R 52 B ) 2 —J
BETH0 1 A7 B b =5 e 8 09 A v #9822, R fele
BT AN FNIE B — 1 AR R W R IR A
MR szgi Bl O A BB X 45 B — 1Y S A%
I A IR I A IR, (B A2 IR 5 B Y Bp—
ST AR B AR e i R
FEUESE, BR T VI(BURE BATE VI Za Rt &
T1E— , Palmer, 1999) L~ HoA ik Xt A~
REIEAT X 43 o BRI L, i WF 98 45 S 5 A T Hb
SCFF T VI BEEVEELRL, H1S — R0 &
Wolfe 1 Franzel ( 1988 ) #/f 37 3% BH #% ik - A~
REF R B T HIR M Hbr . X —F &4
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AR — 2 W, P el 3R 21— E 1Y
H AR 3512 E s 3o | 1 50 1 ] RE
L ERE L yaR

IR EE HIREE

E3 HERAMEmEESE
(®l F#i#% B Zhaoping,2008 )

2.3 AR g bix

IR AR AL AN Sk S PR — A A
{8, MO T 75 5o/5 8 (R STE BRI , AH
7] A8 I AS [R) 19 3 5 T H Ik 25 AT Re A
[l T 3 1 DX 3 2 1 I 2 I AR A
MK, T I 2 P T AR R Oy, i
PE] A i T v i X, an &6 To0 R (T et al.
1998) . b 3 & U5 F A [A) A0 5% 4 AiE ( 4n 2
o FAMEE) EE G, WO )2 AL X} 3K
LN 11 o L) | IR = [ W B
FEEEBAIX, e B EES Rk X
P 2 T ANG AT A S T2 P 22 TE X R 2
PRI 4o 1E EL AT AR 5 1) 08 P M, HF 1T AT 3R
AEAS AP BT RRAE 19 B35 M. SR, VI B3
PEAR R DU DA Sy S 2 R AR T VL i A E & T
MR N X /T ANBIESE & 3004 20 ToT - fiki DX
Xof di 2R I FRAE W] BRAAN R VI i F Y
i (Li, 1999,2002) o /i AWFSEIFAS REHf
FE A TG i DXO0) 25 R ) R AE 2 IR T B
S ICTE SR S 452 T A K XA 28 0T
15 MG S A5 (WA LR TE %) o I
AN BRI AR X g UESE T LUSE S H R
AN E TR PR 43 IC ( Bisley et al.

2010) o SR, BT AW FE I A 7355 53X 7 A
E=sur Iy o Sl T e g 3] DR
o PRI, B WFFE I AS BE A E BT - ki
D R AE S 1 B e 5 19 i R (e 25 B |9 A
) ISR B AR (B ) o
AN, BEAWESE A, S 2 R A AR A
PR IR WL 2] 11 45 THT - i DX i 385 14 1Y
FAE AT RBAAN I R X 8 358 5 i) P 1) 2R 0
LR (A B R st o Blhn, B A K
B V4 AU FH T x5 b AR WA
FH e P, T T AR 03 0 Ik 2 A
PEPE (Schiller & Lee, 1991) , Jf H V4 £z
JUXT . 2 PR RO B 1) S g AR A T v A Bk
FH A 5 H P AH & 19 47 & 0 3 AR
( Burrows & Moore ,2009) , #FHH V4 1] GE{X
S W PRI A T AR AR s 2 PR B ki
X 2Rl , Lynch % B (1987) Hif# R [X 45
T T ARG B X R R ) IR ik
ANFEAERZN ( Schiller et al. ,1987)

Zhang &5 N\ (2012 ) G157 P4 #h >R ] J5 4
i 72 ( backward masking : Enns & Di Lollo,
2000) , fei 45 Hif S5 A0 T 9l BT R 68, AT
SrEes BN B EA A B R R E A
B, B g At T A Ry R Dl A
TEFHATTE , B n 33 A I [a] E 5 58,
B 5B e X bR RE A S ik B,
15 AR AN Re 2 AR IR, fi QR JEE IR
TH BTN HEEREm, S, B
FH RIS -5 T S SRR [A) ) 5 1) 22 S (R ) o)
PERE) s (& 4A) o G5 2R &P, B F R 5
Al | s G| o i 2 (8] 1 &, H Posner 55
(] 2 R FL RN ( Posner et al. ,1980) [ ZE
B A 0] PO RE N G 3, X Z 1 VI i
ZouiE ARG . SR, IPS f P ZE T
% Sl AN IF A BEAG 593 1) % LU JRE i 14 hn i A
TEF A (B 4C) UESE T VI £ 58
BB IPS 4 | B R E R, 1
Hb, H S R 1 CL R AR L BE 5 5 1] X LB B2
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HOIG MG R (] 4B) o BT AWFFESE M C1 VI BT AL 13— P i pF S i ds o
K Vs F V1 X il 5% 19 SR BE SR AE (Clark et EIY,Z5 EWFSEUESE T A R Ml b = &
al. ,1995 ; Martinez et al. ,1999) , (N i%4s  HopAmsg4aznl th V1 e ocid sh i, 326
R SFFT VI B, fElbEE 7 Li gy VI BB PR (1999 ,2002) , K
fiiz I, Chen 45 A (2012,2016) SR E I 7 AT 2% 0 57 13 088 A2 il R 8 79 X — A%
ERMARFE (AR RPAE T RE SuEEES,

FIAS R AL SEFFAL , T AE S — A5 1 15 8 ) X
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3 REARTTME

e HE AW, e B & A
R B R, WA S A R R
EIESE, IR BLaL M B, B AATEE R
Z5. iz A B R R A - T
P2, 32 2 A0 4 R X (FEF ) K2 T N 4
(IPS) , 155 A T M b3 & i S A A5 -
TR 2% , 32 S A0 FE U TIER & X (TP)) | Ji
#inf ( VFC) ( Corbetta et al. ,2002) Az V1
(Chen et al. ,2016;Li, 1999,2002 ; Zhang et
al. ,2012) o SR, PA i 4 22 ek A 4 4n] B ]
YERDF e & 5| N RAT S e iy —J5 1,
H H AR Th 22 50 R B, 58 2R HY 30 Y A S Rl
g B 7 N S B TR NS [ o (T N 5= N Al
METHEAT I HARME S "o Asplund 258 A
(2010) BFFE A BRSEER H B i) SR RAEATR 1 740
T [E]BE 4 X (inferior frontal junction,IF]) 5
FEF IPS [A]AH 3¢, [ )35 1 IF] 5 TPJ
VFC [a]AH 3G, R [\ B A X AR X Fl 58
SRR RIPC TP A i F R R
HEIZEEM. BT EEE TP 5
HEATH S BARMESS” , ARt b — stk
Hu A PRFR 43 3% v A5 5 09 ok A, HAOW R 22
15 8 (AR5 3R AE) 5 R IR S
WAT S BN (B A TE (A P R R A ik —20
7 o

J—J7H, B B M EEX AR R
TR T ATAE R LA S AN 520 7 — Sefiff
FRBA BN EZREXT AR R A
PEHERT . an Li F0 Gilbert (2002) , Li 28 A
(2008) , McManus %5 A (2011) B 544 % B
P AR BE VI $E R 5 o Freeman 55 A
(2003) pFgE & B H B R iER S VI B
2T R o i 45 A (2004 ) F 58 &
BV pifrze o0 sz B PRI B 52 3
RSP . SEmrh, 2 2SR B 58 il i

Fbr-R RUE S5 (vernier task) i, Bl 5 V1 fifr£g
TR SZ W PN e R e 2 i A (A TR BT
AN ARG AH I . A5 R R B, i S i
Ko A 28 0 I I AEAE S 25 PR VR R, T 2
SRR TE V- 73T 55 (bisection task) i, I
LR M R X 22 T I PR TR I O o 26
LA, 24 SR 5E AR R RUE 551, ~F
AT B A% XoF Bl 28 0 I ) AN AE R 1 AR
T 24 SR P 58 V- 20 A 55 i, AT i J
T U X i 28 5 I O A S Y . 2R EH VL B
28 TC W 32 S5 B AT 55 1 R 1T . AH B b,
Zhao ping F1 Guyader (2007 ) W5 X8 5
OS2 N A DR N E N N T 2 G ¥
e AU TIRAE T (& 5) o 7ERIE A
FRAS SR T R ) R SRR 5 ] 22 S T
i 52 ( pop-out ) H B, B0 HAR BE 18 &R R
WAy IR, TERIT A Wy el =z B b
2y 1 Bl K P AR 1 Y- T R R
B, B At S Ofe i) e R LG 4 3R
WARFSHE & RIME . 12245 R UR TR =2 1) 5
Y FNIR B 52, A Sl 48R b N SR AR
BT A AN [F] R 1) B B X BT T
T A B R, KA Bk R
AT E R A e A AR A R R
TEM . &8 BEt5ERB], A~ Bk E R A
238 B AR,  H A e SR
XA MHIVE~ . 2R, B B sy
At 4 EHE S anel S HAE AL 2
120 AR 325 B84 ] 2800 AR R Y S A 2 AT 4
S U Rt — B o

AN, 25 5 R R e R A KN
LERIAAANA R B)Z , i A B2 #% Al
(Krauzlis et al. , 2013 ; Michael & Buron,
2005 ; Saalmann & Kastner,2011) ., 41 F
(Fecteau et al. ,2006 ; Kustov et al. ,1996)
FNFLAZ ( Shipp , 2004 ; Snow et al. ,2009 ) &%
Zénon Fl Krauzlis (2012) W58 & B4 15546
100 T & W = 1/ R 1 2 O 1N (W B2V
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Abstract

The stimulus-driven contribution to the allocation of
attention is bottom-up attention. Investigating its
neural mechanisms leads to a better understanding of
how the brain creates consciousness. Although bot-
tom-up selection is typically quick and potent, there

are controversies concerning the brain regions in-

volved. Two models with their respective evidence a-

bout bottom-up attention over the past decades were
reviewed ; the saliency-based attention and primary
visual cortex (V1) saliency map models. Issues for
future studies were further discussed.

Key words: attention, bottom-up attention, sa-
liency map, brain imaging, primary visual cortex
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