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Abstract

The attention network theory was first proposed by psychologist Posner et al., which deconstructs
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the attention function into three subnetworks: vigilance, orientation and executive control. A large
number of studies have shown that the attention network test and its variants could effectively
measure the efficiency and interaction of the three subnetworks. However, the traditional assess-
ment of attention network mainly uses behavioral methods for analysis. Indicators such as reaction
time and accuracy could not reveal the neural mechanism of attention function in depth, which has
great limitations. In this manuscript, the anatomical structure, behavioral characteristics and neu-
rophysiological mechanism of the attention network are reviewed from the aspects of behavior,
EEG/ERP, MR], eye tracking and biochemistry. Based on the existing research, the future evaluation
of the attention network using multimode fusion technology is prospected. This review promotes a
more comprehensive and in-depth understanding of attention networks and provides theoretical
and empirical basis for enhancing attention network functions.
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1 EBEEEMSEIEL

AR AN HE 22 () — N B AU, R FR DR P S AR B o AN 55 AR T THT O B A % R IR B
FE£(Nobre & van Ede, 2023), #iANZEA KA G BRI FHARBE 12— 1EA—FEARM.OHELRE
R 225304, YOk, o2 EE R g, AT CR AT S SIS I I R AR . S HERA I
SN AR BT 45 (4T 4 (Grossberg, 2021; Ben Azouz et al., 2009). vEE B A 18 M A4 th V(R4 . bk
HRGE T OB B RTE SR RS X B, AR It R e R R IR B B AR R, DA OR(E Bk
R ) A 2 1) v (Carlisle, 2019) .

20 tHed 60 AR LR, OIS EIRI T — RINEZ IR, ARG RIERE M T 3E 2 #E18 (Broadbent,
1958). FEJHFIEIL(Treisman & Gelade, 1980) LA K XU T HE (215, 2019)%%, ix SLHfip AR 7Y b K Hb 2 i3t
TIEBIRE BRI SER L. BEE TR, FENTEIRS, TR MERANERE, aF24 K
WiXIg, ZMEERE, Z2H00HERENSYS, LSRR — RIS O AR RN LTI T
IZEAEIE

LBEE2SZ Posner 1 Petersen &5 A J8 5651 i D) B8 PR DR R e 51 45 ) AR 8 DO BB 9, $2H TR RN
ZEREAY, MBI N E . 8 I AT A I = A1 2% (Posner & Petersen, 1990). &5 o £% s 451>
PR — e R B R MRS, MTTT SEILN AR A A B A OB AN, S B i) AR S P R R e 0 (R
VL, AAENE, 2010). WHICREH, 5t IRV s A MR E A, VRV E 2 5 AN A
SRR, MAMNEME S 2 5ARRI KRR DS (Van Vieet etal., 2015) . B W 708 2 RSN M
B, RIEAUEIN T A B R T 55 5% H AR RO T AR s m, i H AT O 9 I e i it e e b
SE 1) 0 288 47 57 AT 553 ) B AR I B BB ERECR IR I B AR R sliB e, St 10 T4 S 5 B ik
PP RS, RGBS, llis, B 55, 2019). HRHE S I AR v 2 a) Ao B R i T2
RIS, 58 1) 458 P YR 2 ) AR MR S [ P b 28 28 (Jefferies et al., 2019) o PATH5 il I 2% A0 45 X i %
PSRRI R, 22 5201 BRI X 87 5 0 SSRGS B 4 T TR e 1
FAFEUER, SR SIBHEAT RS AR, R ORI D I RAT JE N ) v 4 e SR E B il (Fan et al., 2009).
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BIREE L JE [ APRAT 12 ) = ANV T X 28 £ R [ g 70 46 4 R AL 1, BAT 3% B A R
2R SR, (HFZ AR CAUESLOA M, T 0%, 2015), FERIIRERIA BB T =7 M
28 S X 2 TR I D e HE A AR ELAE T o R Tt WEFTE AT R 1 RANER G PR ITE R R 45 I 56 (Attention
Network Test, ANT)XF &5t . € [A AIPRAT F 1 DO EREAT DI (Posner, 2014).

2. FERMLE L
2.1. ANT #IaHEA

Fan 25 A\ T 2002 4F 1 CHRIE T IR ) ANT {145(Fan et al., 2002). Bl Z R Pt kb + A4
HAT T S ) P S Sk 7 MO 7 A R R N . [RIE, PUFf “*” RRA TG T oK, RITERE
R AR I 47 FERLS LR, AITERE AR S AL E B 7 WERR, BITERF R e 47
TR A BN EIR 2EA “*7 o FHRR, AR R “+7 HEA EECF2I— “*7 o ZESH
DL EPUFPZR R A (R R LR ER . LRI MLR) S =F0 Flanker Z4F(h 1. —8RA—8)4A
G, wE 1R,

ANT 1145 LA HAE W (AT 25 WA T B8 50 AT HOARR 05, — OB (B4 12 (6 . A F TR iz sh otk
T % (Psychomotor Vigilance Task, PVT). =¥[f] 2k 2275\ (Spatial Cueing Task). Stroop 1T 454543 Al &% =
MIAEIC IR, BIGERCAS ) ANT AE 55 1 UCKE B B e 8 I AT R 517 I 4 — RN T, [T SE 3L
XF AT 2 D RER M &, A 280k G 1 I TUAE 25 S8R0y SR R PP Al ey, B RGP IAOAE BEFI RS . 8 %
155 (RIE 72 3 = AT 4% 2 i) A H ST (Federico et al., 2016), {HRYF 22 E FEANEM A, MAI1AN
HERINEEIPAT HAE S T A BB E AR, & FM%E 2 MRy B —E M aAER. Mo, R
WA EIR R ANT AR5 AEAN RS B E AIAS [ N FFIRE i 208 = 2 M 7R R ANVE 2 435 A i
THR R, CATAHZA BEANFEFRE S BIRAS (de Souza Almeida et al., 2021).
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Figure 1. The flowchart of initial version ANT test
B 1. #3RkR ANT LERAZE

2.2. ANT fiTERRA

ANT-I (Attention Network Test-Interaction){T- 451 Callejas % H [F] 3 7E 2004 4F 5 b A7 B 7T 4 i
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(Callejas et al., 2004). M THIUEMR ANT 15, ANT-1 R4S FEHAT DL REIT: 7R BBk R
WFERERMNL; TRRR TSRS TEE; K57 ¥ Flanker 24 XFEBTHE AT XGE TE ¥
B E M D5, TR R TR, “*7 KBTI e Mg, @EmA SRR E
Inatip 7y 25K o

Rueda M LRI HAERFFC )L VE R S X HIGGE AR ANT HEHT 71817, 77457 JLEER ANT (Rueda et al.,
2004). HETI)LEFZ IR, ZEESP G RRE <l BRARET L. EfMRBUSIERR. 5
BN s R A, DU IR L2 DGEFTVE B ) R 08 4R Tk if IR 56 e i . AHEL T HARRCAR 1) ANT, %
AR B K SO SR NN T A5t A8 JLEE W] DLEEAE 55 TSI AS 24 2 2T, RIS BB 4R 7 J L 28 v R 9 2%
{18 2 B B [R5

BTV 2 3025 58 [ FIPAT F3 1) 0 4% -2 T) (R AR RS PR AE FAE FH 43, Fan 26 A 2009
HFEHGE T ANT-R (Attention Network Test-Revised)fF5%, H g FH 4R 7T 0 28 2 7] (1) 55 FAH A F (Fan et
al., 2009). AN[FEITFHIUER ANT, ANT-RAESHEAT T 40 BTG Wb i % K MRk 5 ANk &4 —
AN TEAET, HHBUOAIE RN “+7 AR EATEN, X —HUNORET 5] N T 2= Stroop %L
N, BIFE HARdT kS R 4 ASEEk B B, NN T 5K A A E LR o 28 (2R3
WAy NAEBRITCRPIFN, L2 I IhEE R B . FR AN REAN R ks Ak, R H ARl
V) (A B i) () ot AN A T 2 1), T M AL S R Hh 4 9 0. 400 1 800 ZFP. —ZBZR. Wrhae. —[Hlk&
ST 1) s SN 3R AT 32 SR B T R A5 I 285 |] 3= & RAH FLAE A (Xuan et al., 2016).

AR, A B T R G N 4 I BT AR ANT AR 55 TR FT AR 35 5 25 B0
B ANT /£45(Roca et al., 2012, 2013) A1l & KA w4k i) ANT (5L, 2020)%%,

ANT K HF 5 AT S BN 1M e oA 2 AR 59620, SE8 1A [ N 7
W 2% e g DI Re AAH EAE L, AN R BB E S AT SR G VA, IO 2 F TN ARG . RS
IYRYE . AWHICRE L T SR IERE DG DLACRRR B A AR R Zh REVEAl P (Wang et al., 2023; Pultsina et al., 2022;
Francisetal., 2023). &G4 T ANT BIPEAEFB R B AT A%, BEE IR EPP RS 1R K
J&, BT 72 L 2 BT R R 2% R AT B RN o

3. AEMERITESE

FETER M IR A BN, BN AN 2 2 ISR PEE T, SNBSS MERE
T T XHER N IR 2450 . AT NS SR A B AL S 78, DU AT A2E . e, iR
LA BRB DL S AR WA 2 7 TH O B 28 PEAS g v A e R AT 450 .
3.1. THEITHE
3.1.1. BHEHRRITEEE

TN RN ARG M 53, MR OB ER I & JFEE, 0 I AN [ SRR R 2R R
TR FIZR 2 — AT RE 25 1 T O NI A IE A%, i I 3 5 n] DASRAS 7 9 265 Ah B A5 % DAL B X 4% sk
MBI FIA AR o FHFIFR bR R 1 FR:
Table 1. Common indicators and calculation methods for ANT test
%< 1. ANT 3 & RIEfR RITE R

CAEE LN WHITE

Effalening RTno-cue - RTdoubIe-cue
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Efforienting RTno-cue — RTspatial-cue
Effexecutive control RTincon — RTcon

Validity RTinvatid-cue — RTvalid-cue
Flanker Effect RTrt-incon — RTFi-con
Location Effect RTwo-incon = RTLo-con

/jI‘ Effalerting: %ﬁélﬁl%'ﬂl%@ Efforienting: %WWJ%’%Z%?, Effexecutivecontrol: #Lﬁ?’i‘%ﬂlm%%lﬁy Validity: éﬁ%‘?ﬁi&
%, Flanker Effect: Flanker (5, Location Effect: 7B XM, RT: KK, no-cue: JoZk%, double-cue: XL EK,
spatial-cue: = [AZEE, con: —FUEWL, incon: AN—FEH, valid-cue: 5 30LE, invalid-cue: TR ZE, Fl-con:
Flanker —&(f5#, Fl-incon: Flanker A—F{%, Lo-con: {7 ® —F M, Lo-incon: i & A—iEH(Fan et al.,
2009).

3.1.2. EE— ERMESEES

BT 7E ANT AF 55 iR BE PR OCHE RO T B AR RISOEAT IS, AMATTRELE s JE—— R AL
57 J5 T SIS (R4 A (Hudson et al., 2020; Seli et al., 2012). Posner #11 Petersen 7ER/F 52 F & B, #E4LT
o P B RAS IS, AR AT ) T A — R YRR SRR RO AR BE AR S R, G e I I 5 3 B I AHL i 3
Rz ¥ hn(Posner & Petersen, 1990).

3.1.3. FMLEHEEIER

Fan 2548 FHAI AR ANT ARSI R R BL, = A TRKE S 2 RIIEEEE 2R, #) Fan S NN T
WX 2 2 8] & AT A7 1 (Fan et al., 2002), MSEUERFFEHIESE T Posner BB AAR . 2R, 256 1 1129
LRI — I8 4 T & W (Macleod et al., 2010), £R& %155 Flanker 2 1F 2 [ A M EAEH . A4k
G T EH HEI 2R 2R A% 1R s I B4 B A 2 i RS2 1) X 4% 5 ER Flanker 25 1R TH 5575 31 A BRAT 12 1) )4 2%
RN AFAE — 5 WA AR (Ishigami & Klein, 2010). %55 A2 58 R 42 5] R4 5 K Flanker 3
5%, RIYUNPATIEHI N EE TR AR M RIE S 7 HAT B8R, WML R TI T AT
.

3.14. FHERIFR

W FE A6 JLZE AR ANT AR5 R T8 1 ¥ 2 X 28 B A A O BRI RO 2R, R = AT 28 B AN [
AR AORE R LN 28 R B TR W I KNI I 151, 8 1A I8 AR AE 10 2 Je s B e, HRAT 128 1) ) 245
WMRLE 6~7 & 2 M2 LI [FiS, G, 10 & )LELE ANT (54 )L TRt 5 B N R FEFRIFE
MIIERZR, (B T35 OB I B N TG, OBt LB AT BRAE K R B AN B BT Kk e A [ (de
Souza Almeida et al., 2021; ##, #iti, 2017).

3.1.5. RHEIRYE S

8 H ANT-R 1F 506 T2 % - 138 b (Stimulus Onset Asynchrony, SOA)MEAT BRI IBF AT RN, VEE
5E [0 7E [ WA I 7= A Sy AN, SR BRI B4R R T ROSIRTA] s [z, TR B R g £ DU H B3 [ 4o il
(Inhibition of Return, IOR) I 5, XL AL B L ¥ERIIEN S B fa T AEZR R AL AL E . 300 ms A2 XU B
BRI 43 505, X — B R B i RO B AR A AR (R, Ek 2z, 7k, 2012). AR,
Fan J@ i KRBT TR I, b0 FPAT $a 1 W 28 2 18] (19 A ELAE FA7EZR R - HIBIRI B 400 ms Ac A5 5 9 A I
BT X HIA S S X T, Fan SRR 0X — B R AR A WA 48 75 1226 1F R X4 PR 2 SRR i) o
GefEHI(Fan et al., 2007).  [RIAREAE R 0F 5 B U0 AR P A B, 958 T i 248 20T T WL i [l R v 50 T F) 2 1l
P % (Fan et al., 2009).
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3.2. BRERVRM,

A Hf7 (Event-Related Potentials, ERP) 2 5T AN S AN R R ThRE M EE k. B HA &
B 1) 20 AR R, Sl T K AR B A 45 AUBS R R I e B ERP 1] DAFR A T A\ 4 4b
HE S5 FAE R TSI B, 7R3 AR ) R 7 1 B A BRI % (Helfrich & Knight, 2019).

3.2.1. BHEsES

i L (R BT SR AT E SR B, Py N1 N2, P3 DLJZ NV [ F 8 55 1l 20 350 AT DA Sz Iy s I 24 A
IHREFRE, IR RN RE AL R LRI sh ML A 8 b

P13 4G T RIS 1 60~90 ms 47, FFF 100~130 ms Hsf ZEAM [ B - H B A AG I 21 fe KAl . — %
N, PLARERML ST B i) R AL B AR, 75 S B IR I L i g n, S BR 1 BB IR RN IR B R
(Williams etal., 2016). R, P17EA 204k 2R 1€ MR A B BoR tHABCR IR, IX AT g e e 1 Kok i
A2 B BN TR #E (Williams et al., 2016) .

N1 4 Pl ZJa B — M sy, REAHIAEREE I 51 150~200 ms,  [FEIFEA A A2 Mo i
SRS o B TERBH, EEROIRAS TR AR T R LUK 280 2 25 B A0 0 NL i, 5 2 i R I &t R 5 H
i VR R AL 3 5 — E(Neuhaus et al., 2011) . X FTREZTE R ZRCIRE T, B T 5B 2 i 2RI
SECLH T, O, HEGE, 2022) € G sE A NL U S AL TR R TIRL X 4 (Neuhaus et al., 2011).

N2 43 il I 200~300 ms /& S HEA A7k, AR I UE B E I AS B A AN R AR A X, A0
"o, R L0 A E R b B X3, W i 9B = S 0 A A v X R A2 B (Groom & Cragg, 2015). 4
Groom %5 N\ fR4RIE, N2 F= 2wt 7 HATHEHm TR s —Fr Be——h 9l (Groom & Cragg, 2015). {EVF
EA—EUE BR, MATREBRANE Z M BHE, RIH N2 FIIEE K (Zheng et al., 2022).

PATFEHIIN T8 AN B —— 1 S e 32 BARBILLE P3 A A8 4k . P3 A A2 ERP [EE—A
PIRTERL S, AR IS 300 ms 76 45 ¥ 1E )75 & FRLA (Helfrich & Knight, 2019). Isreal &5 A & 514
TER R VEER S R P3 S K (R VE 7 S R (Isreal et al., 1980). W7t M, P3 Al LA%3 A P3a (HiiMH:[X 2k
Iz An) A1 P3b (B Bl K To i X 302 0 A ) AN T B o3 73 ARG RO AR T FR) SRR R R I R B B
(Polich, 2007), [FIB 457~ 1 [ R0 AF Bl P PP S 2 A1 Ha AR SRAL A

DA b USSR 23 B 5 TV E R AN SRR, AR TS BAAFRHE, TTRERALR
B 1) R RS SR I R A DR A AR A T LS A A T AL R S A P A O A
By AR BN SE R LA TN T 2 (VR BRI, AR/ IR T RE 21K, VAR I MT BE & 4
Fiio 2) BRI IHENLH] . FRERLS I IR REARERE 1 140U, B DR & A0 S5 SR i A K
I, AN [0 P R A B 5 K i 08 6 AT 8 B 45 S VS 3, DU AT S 2R SE IR AN I LA 3R . 3) 5
RIS VER - AR AN L A AR RS AN R A n T e A I R, X A A R AN S SRS 1
AR Ao FEL 7 o] BRSPS I TE A VR, TSR E AR N A D e B B R S

3.2.2. RIS

B b IR B IBREAE A, 13 ) % 0 56 3 T DA 5 | A A R — s A N i R T R MR VR B AR A, IR S A
IR AR AL TR 9 AR A 5 (7] 28 4K (Event-Related Synchronization, ERS) A1 {4 5¢ 25 [7] 2 44 (Event-
Related Desynchronization, ERD). B #5177 [RI B {R B 1 B[] A2 F0 8 & 07 T K115 2. . Fan {8 A =y 2 B il
HL OV 5 W 28 A 5515 R I A 2 R 3 AL D Za i AT 4R IT, RN T E B 2R R $27R J5 200~450 ms 1 0, o #
BB ThZ Ik Ts; TEE LR LG 200 ms 7247 y ABL DRI 0R, X v REHE /N 1 76 25 1) [a) ik 72 o K i
SXof TSR B 7 v % R TR R s 7E A — B0 Flanker o€, P47 42 9 268 76 )38 HH B0 400 ms
I y SRBL ERS, BfiJE B A1 y SELHEL ERD; [FIR, RN ZATATA MBI RIE T RN Z 5, X
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R, RN TIRE T M2 5 B A R E A LRGN W BERE (R 2, PRIEEE, HE, 2021).

e X A A 246 A L 00 Y B BRI EAT M, FRATT T DA S R N e LA KA ¥ X 5% P 1 25 AR AL AN
FRZEAL o JXLEARG AL —J5 T SR 1 DR IRT 471 F SRS PR i S A R B P 7 BEA DL, 5 — T3 TR R 7K
Jibi AL B AN [0 X 2 T F) [ 20 AN BE S i R o SO0 T JRATT R 5 PR 2 RO s e L)« LA i I 87 58 A
LT R AR KA R 2 B R A 2R

3.3. WMALHRIEAG

IhBEmE IR 1% (Functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging, fMRI)J& —FhAE42 APk J0 i 0 22 K figi
G ENIEAR, HAT L R A28 18143 $5 % (Minhas & Oliver, 2022). fMRI {14 e K HUHESh T ke &Rt
20K JE(Bigler, 2014).

3.3.1. ERMLE

VP2 A8 FH D) RERE LR SRR ARG B 2% A LI AT ERER R I K R o3 (- &3
TiiM 2 J2) (Kam et al., 2020; Capotosto et al., 2023) 5 Bz i K X 38 (2 _E Al FEEfiii#i i) (Mu et al., 2023)%% 45
M 225 380)F 8, ARNIX 4R ThRE A LR ARAE 7R 2IME B e 8. AR
N, BT R EE R G T AR RS B OCE T, (EXS T AL R e BRI D Re D15 B — B 456 .
VEZ R TR T AR 2R AT G R FE S R I VATE Thae, 76 R A& IO Fr o [X 48 55 B KT
WOE AR (Galvao-Carmona et al., 2014) . Petersen S5 1 o i {1l £ 1 22 S i 88 Ay [ A5 80 it (AR B 435 ) FAR 67
PR (MR LR R B 15 5 51 K) I 2 7 (Petersen & Posner, 2012).

3.3.2. EEMLE

FeFUE B R 2 17 T MR T 7T, Posner Al Petersen T+ 1990 4 (Posner & Petersen, 1990)42H T 1
Fr A e A AZ AE VE R A A E B IR RO E R, EEVF 2 A UARWIESE . BIE IR, & MR
SR FEBTMN S, PR R RS S E R R, e N 3 %S S
$%(Fiebelkorn & Kastner, 2020; & H, FESFF, 2015).

PR 28 2R ARSI 2 (M R AL A2 Ry PRI S8 )R MR S 170 40 S S0 T O 2 D) 4% A
RS . F5VE R M 2% (Dorsal Attention Network, DAN) SRR 7 [A]73: 5 1% 4% (Visuospatial Attention Net-
work), FERFETNVA(IPS)FIZHR X (FEF), =53\ L T p3 E kA e Mt #£(Vossel etal., 2014).
PRI T R RTINS P ELE S, 1 AR SN BT R R M A i s, MR R
B NYERHRR I B IRAS , FEAT N R BN AR, FEBCA AR IE TR S m G B - HERA IR . B
A 75 9 2% AL T A R B8R, A B2 IR U4 R s (Clarke et al., 2022) . ST & X (TPI)FHAE
B (VFCTEH h RAEE B, 25 B8R AEAT G R A i Efd s fe, B EA B
TE ¥ — M (Corbetta et al., 2008). 1%id F HARIEIREN, ZR R IO, Wil 75 ZAT ik S5 R A B 7 ) 5%
IR BISEIRA S BRI, B R AN T A% 5 1 i3 SRt 2 g 51 ok
DASEZINT SR AR A i B B G R 55 U0 B0 A RS % (WU et al., 2022) . IR A 25 X 4% 45 g AN Th R 22 T
ARG B SR, N X 2 R385 4 P S0 A R B ) DA B s T B 8 R TG R R s B, LR SRl
3.3.3. BUTIZHIMLE

WHFR I, AARE 5 Flanker Mot  HoAH SN DX S 0T A A2 M FTAT - AT . A O a4 45
X3k o FITH07H (B 2 5 SIPAT 12 1l W0 25 1) 1 45 Hh ok (Sarrias-Arrabal et al., 2023) . ARYE M BRER IS, PP
IS O AP A A N, o A N K R R XA TS A A RN SR R B A, e AR N A
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RO AT PR R AR GEAR . P, 2015).

EARR [ T BE 7 4 o0 A A A (R 6 X, (EEAE R, FHEH M E =N F Mgk
AT —EMESEIE, 53T VL EE I RAESE(Xuan et al., 2016; Vazquez-Marrufo et al., 2014). 077
R 225 28 R, X T AN e 115 B Ab 3k 15 B 2/ H (Sadaghiani & D’Esposito,
2015). ¥ = I R ER RN B UUIRAS I AT eSS T 407 (5] 57 2 R0 28 B 2 13% 32 (Dehaene & Changeux,
2011), ST VRN RN TIA B it D s T AT ] R 2 AMI AT X B E AR 2 5 R e SRR A TR
il FE 2 i (Markett etal., 2022) . 1% W] {82 T 4% (B F AR R ML, B ORAT 22 550 v 545 20 1A
HAERRbRIRHE TR SRR

gi b, RESEAREAR T LR KR & e e iG shid B ik sh 712225 BN E R, KX ar i X L
K, I CIIM MR GE TARE ReRAR T TR G, BADTNEER L 1) EEFIAEY)
RERIVEAE o REILIRAFAE A48 4b AT DU RANMATE B R I ThREIRAS, 0 ThEEIESE 158 5 AR AT DA s
5 AL R BE ST ARG L R, I DX PR 5 R AT Bl T DR SRV AN AR (3 R AR R FE AL
VIR ECAE L o 2) FHEAE MR A2 Wi USRS o B HRAFAE 0 53 A8 Ak T B8 5 4 2R A 008 ( i 7
FRIEZ BN RRAG . SHRIE R 2 BLAESE) I R AR IR R B VIAROG .l fMRI RS2, TRUE BT S
T RE I PPl LA R G Bl B2 AR EAT RS RN e Y697 77 58, Il WL 6 i 3 78 Je B0 A% rh i DX B0E A D g
BRI, AT DAVEAS A T TG RO A R R TR

3.4. EREhIFM

IRBhHAR, NWFNILRIE &R (Eye Tracking, ET)BIAR, SEHF TS a0 BEGE RIS . HERG. Toiefl e Bl
WIS ENE R HIHTAOR, AT U A RN TR (g e e v . VR EOAN L) L I SRR AL (N R 7K
P BREE L FRE FE) AT RHIE (03 AR X A5 S PRI RO R e A (1 i ) 334745 Rl & (Carter
& Luke, 2020; Valtakari et al., 2021). ZREBATITL, AFEFEERE. RRIFLRZMHESNEGAR
PIRZNRE 2L, AR TR T A e — B4 R .

HE B REAE AT DL A TE 1 R AT 55 R I I ThRERAS o fldn, A0 Ao A3 ROV 8] o] DLVE A%
AN R ) B R FE AN RN SR Z OIS 0 IR b P52 AR T B ) DAV Al AN AR PR R e 3 AN R
W R, SNEMERAEERER, 5 TESIRE b LT e, IR R ] fEth 75 2R
I RA NS H(Lowetetal,, 2018; F:b%, e[y, 7hE16%, 2022), {H Remington S5\ M Fhid 2k
I A — 5 HR T EVEAL A5 #4572 (Remington, 1980), Smith A1 Schenk [IAF 78 1A A P Y5 P 725 AT USR ST
F B HR 44 22 1 $44T Th B8 (Smith & Schenk, 2012), 7] LLIE ik J6 HE 3l 5940 B Y0 ] Py 28 4 S0 i i 1 S 30
(Casteau & Smith, 2020). T~ PR BRAIE: R IR AR AEE — @4 24 B AR o B
55 PR IRk 4 1) 07 e — B, AR s B IR, AN IR IR Bk AT AR E RS, TR
B 2EFH DN W RN IR B 50 R A 2 A B (- #, RfEEL, 2011; Hunt & Kingstone, 2003). 433%
SR8 N H IRV SMNEVEE B B SR B R 5 B R PE I G R . SR ER, EEARER%
PR, W ANEVEE RO IR BRI B A B R, AMEMEE RS S R R R A T s e
RURZR AT, WIS AL AR G R PR 25 B R em, AN RG] S N IER R B 21,
PEORIRBE AT AE IS ARS8 . ANEMEE R IR AR (2525, Eete, 22405, 2007).

g5 b, HRENRFETEE R 4B 78 s A 0 SR B IR N AT IR Al B AT N #REe kit
BRI WSS J LA T . AR IR, IRSHE AR T E WA PPl 45 RIEMR KRR B2 8k
HIUIN TSRS FIIR B A RS o 6 TR M4 S IR BN 5 Aok RIE TH B H 2R AWM FEEATIR R .
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3.5. EMF T

MAREE AR B AR AR RESR UE,  H AT AN i DR R IERE - 'S IR F B8 & Si(Locus Co-
eruleus-Norepinephrine, LC-NE)Z: 5 ifi#%(Thiele & Bellgrove, 2018); €[] W 4% i IHB AE R4t 5 5 ThRE A%
(Ruiz et al., 2021; Klinkenberg et al., 2011); #ATEHIMZE HZ R RS S5REG =, ki, x5,
2018). AN [E] AR 38 57 AN 5] KA DX 3R e i i B R e 24, RIS S5 M RN Th g b R 1

SRMIBEE BT Ut e, BRAGBR 2 1) TIE4F5 2 W e 222 366 5 RV 1~ D9 28 2 R 1) 9% R T AN 58 A ——Xf i) . Sara
S NIRRT SRR, (A —Fh A 20380 5 th Al g [E) I B2 AR T 2 ANE R R, RIEERE T IRt 2 |1
P [F A HU4E H (Sara & Bouret, 2012). Naicker 55 NI,  HAH 2454 A= B 25 0 mT RV 70 sz e IE B RE R
GURZ B RGP, RIS E R O PRAT £ 01 X 4% 7= A= 52 1 (Naicker et al., 2016). eAb, —Fiih &8 i
(AR SRR FEAS R — AR ), 3X W] RESZ B4 N FREERI 8 SR FE 520 o 5l l: Grace S NRIL T £
C M R RF SR T T DA RE A 28 [l B 1) I Th e, T Wk A A 803 5000 30 P 3R P P SRR A e v e 5 s T
24 # R 55 5% (Grace et al., 2007).

AT, RNV SIS LA SRR RS R, 2S5 E ST REEKE
sSSP TIARIThRETEAL . MRk . MR SRR HEE . AR EN R, B
SRS N 2 HAT H R BRI Z s I, E & i 03 5 I A R DL R ST 1) 2 6 = AN X 4 7= AR A TR 2
FERREEERT,  SLIRIM I FE 4 Rr B RV 25 R D fE

4. BESRE

HEREAENEBERNAESh . —, RAEMEBRM . 102 B4, BRSO — 3L = 10
FRIE. BTy m WA Ee, VERE MR R AR AT W N & T 85, & AT S =N F M2 T he
MRE, FFrT LA BRI A AR . 1Ak, PSR 2EH AR SR IR AR 70T s 2%
MR TE . (ARATEE BRI, BMEARTEHA MBS L. TR ERRE TS SN e
JIKFH) “EARFR 7, ARTCVEIR R AR 2 A B I BAR B L R BT ) 73 2, (HE T “%%
B G, s (B PR BN IR R H AE F Ko 45 F A [X 35 3 B R I FE R, vl
DATE RS (R0 25 (] ) B R b S AR 38 F AR s BRBIEAR AT DL by T HRER “BWREL. BZ A B4
B HIBNREA ARSI T A R I S i s AR A SR AT D i o 3 o S AR A 5 ) 4 AR
V) R P 28355 B0 4 23 LA RORE DGR s, (LRI 6 o A 7 v 2 A iy R

BT O WA RS 7R LR a5, BF T 1800 2 e 45 A T 2 BEASHAR J5 10 AN R] # %R
05 (I 5 A RN I BEBEAT S8 VR4, A B T8 RN AP LG s AL OB FE A B AR SRV EBR R &3 —+
RIEHIKE, EEG-EMRI HiAR LA AN B AL TN Z RSP AR RTHY, FEEIR HIR AN FLFE A Fn g
ZEHLHIFIHE S R T 10U B3 J3(Cichy & Oliva, 2020). f#/ EEG-fMRI £, Yin & NI 7 EH =
TR, EEIEE R p IR 5 BOLD £ M 5%(Yin et al., 2016); Liu 25 NEALSE 2 4]
R RIEER alpha ThEAES Bk Alpha fmfll{t 5 BOLD {5 54035, # & IPS. RIAALIX . DMN %%
P S dACC/MPFC A1 DLPFC 26/ X, #E7n 1y B G S AT TR & 104F s (Liu et al., 2014). [F]FfEH,
G L R AL 282 8 A 1 [ 25 M 000 8 7 DA R JRORAT AR AR S DA B i PR S B R R AR Iz B
(Scharinger et al., 2020; Moghadami et al., 2021). Louisa 2 A FIHIF 7045 7 [ 25 HE Sh A e A e 4 A & B0
T HTA AR E R AN AN ST R R B, T A SR Y B R R I A A A L AN R B R
BT HE (Kulke et al., 2016); Simon %5 NN LI o iG S ATHRER BA7 2 YIS PR = 1 B TR BU TR A,
FHAEWF R PRI T IR R AR, K o PR SEFLEZ R M, RIH o HBREBRA
[F) 35 P R AL LA B AN R Bkl /> S5 1o X AT BB AR N 1 — AR P BN HIAS 52 T IR i A5 25 ) Fr 4
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SR BT ML (Ceh et al., 2020), DA b 2 13 5V I 45 6 FEIE A0 VR R R 0 ST 1B RN

ZIREFEARMERN— AN FIHR I AU, BEARAARIR A, WAL TP B, RS
J R . 1EW Tracy Warbrick ArifF, M. #HZRIBER. ThEEREILIR Bi1% 55 2 B H AR K48 & M o] LR
FE T R EZN 745 5, AT AR T i Dy e i S8 f A, 13X A R B — VB P GRS B 1Y)
(Warbrick, 2022). fEA JGHIBEFLH, W LLRIN FE. DhRERESLIR AR S PP S RBHF AR 5 6 L AT R
TGS, TENMEPATE R ML SIS, [R5 RERME SRR BE S MRES). (E5iE
(WIS IERGEE) BRENAT AR R (A . G . BEFLELAR) . AR AR (I O AR itk .
TR ) S5 HE VR M AR I DR S50 AR 8 A DL R R 58 BAT AR, SRBI 2 REAS Z IR A R AU A8 X
FAb,  DASESh AR R R 4 T A AR OB AR, BRI RN 4% T RESR AL ERS RN SR AR -

E&UH

rh N AR 2 2 28 R IR K < e % T H (2023KXKT061);  HH N R AR i 22 2 S 26T 70 AR %
BT H (JY2023C199);  H BN FR il 28 2 7 2% £ 256 Wit 9 3 s T H (KJ2022A000415)
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