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Abstract

Based on the Go/No-go paradigm and the Multiple Object Tracking (MOT) paradigm, the current
study was a 3 (sustained visual attention load: no load, low load, high load) x 3 (target modalities:
auditory, visual, audiovisual) factorial design. Subjects were required to complete an AV discrim-
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ination task while continuously tracking visual targets to examine the effect of sustained visual
attentional load on audiovisual integration (AVI). The results showed that audiovisual integration
occurs in all three loading conditions. Low sustained visual attention load significantly decreases
audiovisual integration. Whereas, audiovisual integration is comparable under high visual sus-
tained load conditions and no visual sustained load conditions.
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1. 518

FEH SRR, NRMHRE S FERE E G S WriaE B s B (E 5 KA
AR S o, DI (E B AT 5 AE B i N EE B KA A W @ T 1R B R A A G — . ET
FIRITERERE, BN 5% 5 (Talsma et al., 2010a). KEMFFEIER, 5 F— B I E 0 58 s T 515 2
FHEG, SR AT 5 A5 B EI N, AT NS4S SEPR B ffh, BI2A2 1 JURZN (Lunn et al., 2019), %2
JSCy 15 ] R PR S5 e (RO AT A8 B, BRATT TR A A R AL RS P T I A B A G R S, XA T AR
RV R (James, 1950). Talsm 58 NI R FIAF7E CAUFSE, 20T LEEANT B A M 2 A BURIE =
BRIV 1E A (Durk et al., 2007; Talsma et al., 2009, 2010b; Talsma & Woldorff, 2005).

FRHE 5 67 22 1 (The Perceptual Load Theory), H152 00 LB J8 2 A BRIV, 40— AL 55 A k0 %
VEFERE, FT AT HAAT 55 13 2 Ve Rt £ 38 2 (Lavie, 1995; Lavie & Tsal, 1994). Alsius 25 A1 i i
AR S5 A XUE 555 20 (Dual Tasks) Bt 7 133 & S far 6 AL 5 B85 (R 520, ik 7 2 28 1B AT R0 ) T A 55
(McGurk ££:5%) i [F] I JEAT — TG S AL 5 BT AT 55, 47 92 A1 ERP (1) 25 SR A0 W AE e = A gar N AT
B RN I (Alsius et al., 2005). FEHE—BHIBFFLT, BFFREER 7 IANR S BN L SRR SRR
Wi, 32 7 BRE 7 B A S 0 Y5 X (Rapid Serial Visual Presentation, RSVP) 5 31 J61E SCRE T 5 Il ok B\ 03
MmO, BRI RS Alsius 28 AR 7T 45 AU (Ren et al., 2020). 73 4F, Alsius 25 A\ (Alsius et al., 2005,
2014)H1 Ren (Ren et al., 2020)55 A A 78 #R85 Je 30 7 HIBUB PR #E 0], 36 I bt s AL e v S e — e
FE ERAER . TR, AHFRERN T Wyt & 5 2 5 2 T e B G 7 A AN R, [E]
K53 T A K, G SRR IR A T R AE AT A S N, R SRR A R A A o
655 i B AT R BG N, AT D S R 2 PR B BT R (BRI, 228 %, i, 20215 BRRih, H %,
ST, AR, 2021). AR, CEWHFLZ R MERANE R A BRSO U I AR BEREAT I, (R HE
ATEHIVE 2 e R R, BRI NATTE B s, ey, T B AR R R R g o AT i
e ALY EPRTIS

BT NIZH 7 RSVP JuzUHRI\ 1 Wron RIS 20, KB SRR RN 5 1 2 S far AR W o 4 5 (R 52 i,
G I I B A R S PR T i AR T R D, RIS 2 I SS A AR (Ren et al., 2021). Wahn 1 Konig
WFIE T R Dy S S e R T e 4 S (R R, 45 SRR ARG SR SRS Fer S5 T LT S B
RO AL, &3 W35 S PR VA 235 A7 e AR S e AT 5 4 5 (Basil & Peter, 2015). HAK K , Wahn F1 Kénig
L BEARTE 58 AT 3 8 17 (Localization, LOC)T45 1 FII, 58 H ARl T4 (Multiple Object Tracking,
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MOT).

R RO BRI (S BIR A, AP ERRI N T % 14 (Object-based) 17+ & (Chen, 2012; Duncan,
1984) A1 3L T2 [a] (Space-based) [ 7E & (Posner, 1980). F&T 24y B M0 0t Bt 1 22 FhRF AL 5 20 A 7F %2
A2 (A B VRS 52 T A 2 A4, K SRR AIE TT SRAZ N [|]_E/¥)°F47 I T-(Duncan, 1984). _FiR K& H
FAIEH T T EBREVER (Alsius et al., 2005; Ren et al., 2020). F&T 45 A fE Bk B — 2 A BAE A
RS, MTESANEEIFMEEHEESER, e bBER MR B 5 5 % 5 —7 & (Theeuwes et
al., 2011). 4R, Wahn F1 Konig (78 B /MESSEEE T AER . ok, NRAEZ A 73 HHE 55 TR B AR
FEALEAE R TR, #5718 FH T2 A0y B AT 55 SR I AR T 3 B RUSE, SR FH 2 T 25 ) 3 AT 55k
FFEMEASE R R AT IFEE, SRR XUT 55 X I T B A S 7 A ] R i 2

25 FRriR, AW R £ B bRiE i (Multiple Object Tracking, MOT) 75 2 (Pylyshyn & Storm, 1988)——
BT 2 R R AT S5 R AR R S A v i S R L g« AR Ber « = 647), 53 7R A Go/No-go i
T AR B AT AT 55 SR A% b B B (WS« Wit IR 5E), AT SRR T RR S R
GRS R . BT AT AN RS, AR, (E =R R fuer . ARG s A ) Ak
PERLSEIE R AT N, ERE R AT B 5, BEAE ST RN, AT 0 B AR 2 1B )

2. ik
2.1 #R

K RAME T BERCANE S 44, L5 K)ZHIK, FikTiffE 18~21 &, FH4FE 203 £ 1.8
B HZSELNTMN TP ELREARAE, WIEH, MAsHEM RS, YIOART, REAHE
MO, TR S B SEIR A RS 3RS — T

2.2. LR BEMME

ARSZIOFE Y B4 5 FVEE R AR YR FH PsychoPy . il 2 FILTE Dell SE2719HR 245 (1 d i 2%
AIRLRSE 27 36~F, 73 #8308 1920 x 1080 4%, HlE# 4 60 Hz. SCIRTERRNE . MR&E IS Tk T, BE
BERONKE . YK IR I 2 B R T2 60 cm.

SRS 1 . il 1R, 2 BERBEAES IR 18 AN B ki1 MV HEmE 5 ol
BWAtE 6 M EIUEA, WSt RIE W 1), A ARV T) AR S AR AERIE(VS): Wk H Azl
B(AT) A 60 dB M35, WSt ARAE R (AS) N 60 dB [#) 1000 Hz 1E5% %5 W3t B AR R (VAT) R
E bR RO T 52 A2 A e, PR S AR AE I (VAS) A0 S o R SORN W i A o 2L 1T

(a) (b)

18/ Ptk VS VT

Figure 1. The stimuli of the experiment
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2.3. LW FIERF

YR 3 (FFEEMEAL SR R AT TP ARG ) x 3 GRS Wr ot . MUE 3
MU B ) 5 A Seaa et o FARRIBORTAR AR B B 124, TR Siugi B SRR 34T 300 MR
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231 BRFEMUEERATTRER

SCIFE AP 2(0) B o BRI FF AR I 7E R b 230 18 Ntk 1, R EM S )5, H 1
AN A7) 83 3 (i g ) SR 1 (& 2(a)) B I AR SR (0 IRAE 2 s R IR E A th, #2318 Mhi T ez
B 11 s ek, ZRRIERL T # b bR s o i ey SR R RN, BRI S R IS RS
S IER SRR T o 76 18 ANBL T CHUNGZ AN 11 s A, ML EE AT & i 5. s, 4
WEBERIBE MOT E45 R XA AL L. AR AL A NRERENEENLH DL, BRYGRNT VT,
AT VAT fife s e o e -] .
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Figure 2. (a) Different load conditions; (b) The paradigm of the experiment
2. TWHEREE (ML RETER (b)

2.4. BRI

FERRPZEAE TS AT SRR Bty oh 3ROSR o MR AS (] AR A7 6 A K ) S B2 AT SD
BEAT EAUFRCTEME. BfJa, ] SPSS 26.0 o, Xt H R S ML AT IE RS R 3E4T Friedman #5558 .
FyAh, AN SR B B ST T (Y SR AR L (Miller, 1986) 0 7. 3% £ A 7L I R e AT B R i )
PR AT B B ML I RE AR Z A e TR o SRR AT o B S A R 5 3L T ML SE AT SE A 5 5
HMRREAT HLEL

3. /R
3.1. HhE

P T fioms « IR AAART s m fer 26 A R I =R AR RIS i e, SR A Friedman 46, 4558w 1
AN FELSATEAE N, AAE B RSB o 4 3R (92.0%) « Wbt H Ar il 14 o o 2R (91.5%) AL I 5t H A il
(ki 2.(94.5%) 1 22 R e gu it (P = 0.707);  TEAR MG, #ok HARs 0 o+ 2£(90.3%) Ut
o, 5 R R o P 22(87.1%) AT 5t H AR I o v 22 (94.9%) I 22 e e G i 27 (P = 0.097);  1E & i
fp 26AE T, A B AR R0 o 26(91.5%) « Wb B AR I i H 2 (96.3%) AT bt H b il B o o 28
(97.4%) ) 22 74 G it 5 X (% = 6.320, df = 2, P < 0.05), %/ Bonferroni 245 IE & 25 1 7K 1 (O 5 5 3
FEBOR I, B FR RIS o 28 R TR e G vk 22 5 (e - Wrvt: P = 0.438; Lo - MU oi: P =0.172;
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Wroi - A5 P =1.000).

B B ARG W ok BARHINEG AT B ARG AAE = SRR A R B T AT EUE, SR A
Friedman f3e . 45 5w 1 fros: M58 HFRRIEAE TG s 2610 T et #8(92.0%) « ZEAIR A 2541 F 1R
H 2R (90.3%) FIAE 1y B iy 514 N Bl H 38 (91.5%) 11 25 3 T Gt -2 3 (P = 0.345). Wi it H b B7E T2 67 4
A R R (91.5%) AR AT 251 N i P 3R (87.19%) RILE i B Ay 26 14 N i 6(96.3%) I £ 7 A
Gt 75 X (y® = 8.486, df = 2, P < 0.05); %] Bonferroni 1:4 IF & VK555 W RS EL i R I, TE A fer
ZPE T E BRI A 22 (91 5%) B R TR A A 264 T )i TR 26(87.1%), B W) 22 S o 4u it (P
= 0.353), A& T Wbt H bR o o 2R (91.5%) i /N T v S g 24 T (1) o o 2.(96.3%), T # [E] 22
ARG E (P = 0.656), KA 26 4F T W od H bR i 28.(87.1%) i & /N T i fir 26 A R i vk
#(96.3%, P <0.05). WG HIBTE T 5 A 25 0F N B R 3 (94.5%) TR 7 4 25 1R 1 1) %6(94.9%) F
TE i ST 26 A I TR 2R.(97.4%) I 22 7 BG4 (P = 0.435).

Table 1. Response time (RT/ms), hit rate (%) and standard deviation (SD) under different load condition in audio-visual dis-

crimination task

%z 1 MITANES P ARRATEE TR ME(RT/ms), 353 (Hit Rate/%) & HirEZE(SD)

FRER AR B 7 f g ST DilE et RT (ms) Hit Rate (%)

Lo 546 (63) 92.0 (7)

i W i 586 (68) 91.5 (8)

PRI 5 486 (70) 94.5 (6)

AL 612 (75) 90.3(7)

KA At W i 630 (124) 87.1(8)

HLWT B 544 (76) 94.9 (5)

L 608 (92) 91.5 (7)

i B Wy i 608 (84) 96.3 (3)

PRI 5 510 (74) 97.4 (3)

3.2. REREY

PeB e fims « AR rm BT S A 0 =k H AR IR RS, SR Friedman A6 . 455 1 A1
3HR: BAGEMET, o H AR [ S (546 ms). Wit E AR il () S 82 B (586 ms) AR I 4 H
T T84 ) J2 S IS (486 ms) 22 S A G2 5 X (® = 14.600, df = 2, P < 0.01); K H] Bonferroni 7£#% IF &
AP i P 5 LB R B, MRHE B RS ) 2 S I (546 ms) g BT W5t H s 384 11 s S I (586 ms), 1
[ 2R TGS (P = 0.353), M5t H AR fIIB s NI (546 ms) g 18 TR0 5 EH br 3811 s v s (486
ms), P9 A2 F gt (P = 0.076), Ui H AR [ S (586 ms) il 3258 T LW 5 H Ax Al 1) [
BT (486 ms, P < 0.001). fi A far 5544~ , Bt B AR KBS (612 ms) Wit B Ax I3 1) R (630 ms)
AR5 5 AR B S SR (544 ms) i 25 745 G2 L (x® = 12.200, df = 2, P < 0.01); > Bonferroni
PRI IE 2 KPR 3 5 PR R ELBOR I, A58 H AR R S BB (612 ms) g R W7 it H A il 8 e S st
(630 ms), MY I ZE LG TH S (P = 1.000), M5 H AR S ML (612 ms) i 2 18 T AL 5t H AR
PR NI (544 ms, P < 0.01), Wr o H AR A0 S SIS (630 ms) it 2518 T HE W5t H AR 5 ) S B I (544 ms,
P <0.05). MAMEAE T, MUHE H ARAE S S (608 ms) Wit F Al ik i) s Sz s (608 ms) AR T it H
8 ) 2 SR (510 ms) il 22 76 G 27 7 X (x? = 15.800, df = 2, P < 0.001); %] Bonferroni 34 1E & 3%
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PR 5 W EL ORI, 5 H AR B SIS (608 ms)-5 W it A TS 528 R (608 ms) G ¥t 2 22
5(P =1.000), #05 H AR R S ST (608 ms) i 3518 T 00T it H AR fIIE s B2 (510 ms, P < 0.05), Wyt
H A% FIEU SR s (608 ms) 25 1 T 4T 3t H AR il 1) s BN (510 ms, P < 0.001).

VAL H AR Wrod B ARSI RN 5 E AR T TE = 5 2 1 S BB JEAT AL, SR
Friedman £:36 . &5 5 w19 1 f1E] 3 Birus: A0 H ARRINEE TG 57 A 2644 B R SEIRT (546 ms) 7K 57 £ 2514
IR SRR (612 ms)FITE i ffT At T 1 S USEI (608 ms) (#1255 Siil 2 i X (3% = 15.200, df = 2, P <
0.01); K Bonferroni ¥z 1E & 2 /K1 2 J5 5 7 EL A8 R B, TE A7 A 26 AF R AR 5E B A i 38 ) s Iz ef (546
ms) & 3 PR TR A7 44 2E T 19 R (612 ms, P < 0.01), 6 57 fiif 4544 T 03 AR 801 SN N (546 ms) i 3%
PT i S 244 R BRI (608 ms, P < 0.01), & sy 254 N AL5E E b o) B S B2 (608 mis) i BT £t
Ff 26 A N R R (612 ms), #3582 S I Ge it 255 (P = 1.000). Wyt B AR SIELE JC 97 4 2644 R RN
I} (586 ms) FEAL B 47 25 A 14 S S (630 ms) FIAE fs B 4if 2k A4 1R S SIS (608 ms) ) 22 o e ik = (P
= 0.905). FLWF 3t F AR BLAE TE 5 AT 46 1F R 1 S SIS (486 ms) ZEAR B far 26 11 I 11 S i B (544 ms) FILE 7
TF 264 T 0 S 2N (510 ms) ) 22 5 G it 75 X (y? = 12.600, df = 2, P < 0.01); & Bonferroni 3Kz 1E i 3%
PEKST IR 5 J5 9 LU BRI, T Far 2640 R AT B H AR IR BRI (486 mis) i 35 PR THAIG 87 A 25 1 1 1R I
JSIEF (544 ms, P < 0.01), Jofufar sk N AT o H AR RIS RSN (486 ms)g PR T i Ffir 26240 11 S 82 i
(510 ms), PRI I ZERAGE 228 (P = 1.000), g sk A AR F AR R0 SR (510 ms) 2tk
FAR A 251 R 1 I N2 (544 ms, P < 0.05).
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Figure 3. Response Time (RT) under different load conditions

3. RREIH RIS R

3.3. Z%iEA(Race Model) 53t

G, TE 200~1200 ms [N [AITEFEl A, 15 H B 10 ms J AN [ RS A i 2 B s 254 T 1)
MERAE o ASFIRRSR A v T AT S b BB B . BRMUT 3 . RRIIT 0 45 & BT R R0 5 4 185 28 (Race
Model) Bt AR W 4 fon. R, B EFRSEIL T B T B 2Rl it 4t A 1 2R 55
i (Race Model) 2 1170 A28 1) B2 U 22 S MRS AE ARG, 7EF 10 ms B EAT BRAEAS tAR 56 (45 0 AT LB ARR) o
RN 5 Frow, fETC AR SRR, B 3 I e AR A (235 KT 0) B[R] % 14 380~580 ms, P < 0.001,
I 7E 450 ms, A4 26.3%; FEARGSFAF T, 535 i S o A (2 2 KT O) I [ 7 1124 360~580 ms,
P < 0.05, I&{H7F 500 ms, 4 17.9%; 7F & fufif 25 4F 1, 0253 & 38 A7 (2. 2% KT 0) AR ) & 114 370~600
ms, P <0.001, W&{E7E 450 ms, N 21.5%. VLHAZE=FP&ME R, #ORE T A . Hob, LRk
PRG3R T s AN R R SR AL T B AT B A SR RIS T 1, RAR I RIE(EARAL, VEBATETG . &
R SE VR R ST P AR 25 1 N R S e & 8 0 22 5 RS B e 2 F s 25 1R T U 2
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Figure 4. Race model

i AP EAE NI, BB RR I I iy B A S PR T 5 8 5 B LRSS o
(b) 100
80 |
3\5 60 |
A
3
SRR B B 40 f B
— T Bk — TR
—_— iﬁ':”ﬁ?jﬁ o b —_— L
—_— T —_— R
0

600 800 1000 1200 600

200 400

100

80 |

~
ES 60 |
5
=
n%;z 40 HOALE
— I 5
" — W
—

0

200 400 600 800 1000 1200

under each sustained visual load. (a) No load; (b) Low load; (c) High load

E 4. TR FHZFRE, () Thaf; (b) KAafE; () &5

4. e

25 ¢

20 — oA
I fufif
15 r e BLAar
WL
% < 10 F
§ ~—
5 L
0 — e —
200 1000

Figure 5. Direct comparison of bimodal and race model

El 5 MRS R STMNE HERMERIEE

1200

800 1000 1200

K9 R FH Go/No-go i, %&£ HFRiE i (Multiple Object Tracking, MOT) i 2 (Pylyshyn & Storm,

1988), 1% HARIBEAE AR RFEAEI L R AR R TE . IRTAT . = 9r),
PRSI B B (M . A RO, ARFFSAERLSEIE B O T AL R

KB REAFREEL
BAVETES

INTFTC RS B v R B fr A R R AN O v T AT N AT B B A RN s e R MR A B A T A7 A R vy
FREMEA R R T AT A TR 2 . RS FIFE FE A RR S A 5 v R B far 2 X A i B
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FEA AN [ R o

TER LS55 b, FEANIR s S5 A N 38 R IXNGEE B bR 1 S B 35 T Bl TE H A, BIF=AT0R
580N, fRBLT BUEIE I T, 5UERT 745 R —3(Lunn et al., 2019; McCracken et al., 2019; Tang
etal,, 2019). %:-F Race Model 558, W7t R BICFFELE B0 & 0 N 2 LUARFFER L i = gy i
SRR AR BE R, RIICHRR SR A AN B v = AR AT 2 DR S R o 5 RO o AR S 3 77 2 B 18 (The: Per-
ceptual Load Theory), VEREBTIEZA R, WIR—TUES GH 7R MER TR, 84 H T B H AT 5
PERE RS D . R, T2 HErBEATS(MOT) T B 2 I = 5, it R aeRH
B R YR S8 AT HE AT S5 . Talsma 55 N EF6Ha: SRR T 5 8- 2 [R] (1A FL A A AT 1 — R 0
Fo RIAHECTRA IR BRI O, R BRI LT T 0 A RS 22 358 (Durk et al., 2007;
Talsma et al., 2009, 2010b; Talsma & Woldorff, 2005). K1k, 4T 5 B A5 LR AR RS MEAN B 2 S tar T BEAR,
A RE 3 B B T AEAIT AT 55 v R T A BRI R B A5 B R YR AR

SR, SR F CAAERF T, AHIF 78 A TR S 1 A0 4 8 970 A AR 1 R S P B3 3 By S PO R T i
RUSIFAL,  HAR TARKF LR AV B A T T 4 5, B HARB TS P E SR BN H 5
A LA 6 BRSO AR A AT B AR (B 5 55, 2010), (HASHE Fe kbt 2 HARIE BT 45 IER 26 1)
52, RIS PR bR B — BT 2 HARiBER, BIJCE e pal R B Rr v s i A
o NIEAT IR HE AT o [FIIE, AR U4 AR T Wahn A1 Konig 75 H 10K iR gt s ~ 40
W75 RE A BN A 25 18, T B 56 BRORR T 2 A1 R AT 45 A3 T AR AT S A EZE 5, AR AT LA
SEE M UG SR AR — R

UeAh, BTN, BRI R TR, EE H AR L, TGRS T RS 2 2
PR A R RRMNET: Wrot HARRE b, =R R A R R IR S S5 R IR 35 22 5
REFRME, X—FEGEIETE S BRI LA SR B 7 — i s SR, (A2 g [F — ek i 8
P A A BN T, BTV R BAGEIE R (Alais et al., 2006; Bonnel & Hafter, 1998; Larsen et al., 2003). [Xl i,
AR TR B 73 PR3 0 e oA S e e Ot BT i bR R S R, iR R AT i W T i R ) R ST R
YU BT LA R 0 AT CAGE A5 RS M A R RE S W B B B el BRI U 971 A Xof R T i 45 ) RS o

AHTETER T RIS TR S i fmr R AT 5 B S R (R 7, R AR SR P AL 1 AP AT 2 K
SERLIT R RN, T e AR M A A R AR A AT R R A R A s [, AHIE T RS
Z HARBEAE S (MOT) ) IER R HEAT WL, 53 b SRR B A RF SR I E R AT IR R B 52, AR AT DA — 5

Ak
EEWH

2021 fE5 AR KA AL I 2RI H (202110662043)
SE 30k

Eevemt, RS, FHi(2021). LGS AU AT B A e, O B0, 11(3), 796-800.
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