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Abstract

The mechanism of distractors in the RSVP paradigm remains unclear. In this study, the sin-
gle-target RSVP paradigm was used to manipulate the presence or absence of the distractor (D)
that immediately follow the target and the congruency between the target and the distractor in
category and response. The results show that distractors immediately following the target affect
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target recognition at the perception, category, and response stages. The current results suggest
that target-evoked attention enhancement is a slow process, a property that causes target-evoked
attention enhancement to also enhance closely following distractors, inducing attentional control
for modulation.
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1. 5|8

FEH & ARG T, AT R G S, 7240 B BRI EOGBRE Bt L. sk
WERE AT DURAAE R (B AN [ 4R b, ARV E R R BE /R A BRI . ELINAEVE Rl B A I [R) 008, A7 AEVE
X 5 )l L B (attentional blink, AB), RI7E— 284156 27 52 0 B 5 S0 b A 6 3 R0 55 — A B AR(T D 5 19
200~500 ms PG EE AN HAR(T2)M IERfZR 2 2% T F#(Broadbent & Broadbent, 1987; Raymond, Shapiro, &
Arnell, 1992), TEVERBRBLAIR, @WK EIRE T1 M T2 B —ADTRP 0 588 D1 fl D2, {EEBEHILER
TEA R ZHMER P ERE R R (L, B, XIEEMA, BR3P, 2014; Martens, Munneke, Smid, & Johnson,
2006), HHEE %R BRARERBEBUY (Braun, 1998), BT AR TE R SIBRG . #RF0E B biA R+
PR B RIZIES . AR IS DU A SR i O B FE AR 2 U o VR B O BRI 8] & (temporal
attention) U] T2 ZEOGTE A 7 (Martens & Wyble, 2010), CAHBFFUIRH 7 2N EIE KR LIS

Raymond %5(1992)7E & I B I ST 52 1 17195 22 18 (gating theory), A4 T1 HBIERT, &HF/H
FIFZEALHIINT T1 & D1, B[R hn 7 — 2 Rp eV BT BT, 8 IR N IR Refs IEfk S T1, &
FE SRR E KT E 0] T1 5 BSI0, A T A A 3 = 10 B 5« 1 7= 9 B 10 i L (electroencephalogram, EEG)
SEUG RN, BIE R A B IE AR5 1 T2 i K T 5% P1, N1 LLIZ N400 55, 15 P3 i35 (Luck, Vogel,
& Shapiro, 1996; Sergent, Baillet, & Dehaene, 2005; Vogel, Luck, & Shapiro, 1998), 8] T2 FFi% A &7 {50
BB B A 1 XU B (two-stage model) I AT DA RS ik 2t R, AR CNE BN A WA EL: 7E
FBr B P RBCER  pRE N LIS HE S R, (B B R AL R M ), R A A R
(28 B BRI B CAR IS 2, VR B TR 28 B B ULE T1 E#E 13t 2 (0 55E S BO0ERE T2
it 3:8(Chun & Potter, 1995). HRFFLKI T1 5 T2 ¥R M P3 B BHAHK, 24 T1 KM P3 BB
W, IR T2 FIA] EME T K (Kranczioch, Debener, Maye, & Engel, 2007; Pincham & Sziics, 2012), A
4 T HFEBIREDIS, T2 AT MG BIERR S, X S5 BRI & . XU B A\ 5 10 il &N
BRI BRI SR, RS 3 € SEIRAE S I SCRE, (HZ R AP AE SR PR, oV e 12 T,
M —Le B . i, WUR BARZ WA T, woknr DLaERiR Y 3 N EZEE L HAR(DI Lollo,
Kawahara, Ghorashi, & Enns, 2005; Lunau & Olivers, 2010; Nieuwenstein & Potter, 2006; Olivers, Stigchel, &
Hulleman, 2007); fE43CRAE T, VER BB ASIK TS (Arend, Johnston, & Shapiro, 2006; Olivers & Nieu-
wenhuis, 2005; Taatgen, Juvina, Schipper, Borst, & Martens, 2009; Visser, Bischof, & Di Lollo, 2004). X %57
FURARAERIT TEF A B ) A R R E SR I L R
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T E BRI R B ) HE 18 LGRS S 3 (boost and bounce) R i Fll eSTST (episodic simultaneous type,
serial token)f AR, T HAEEE T BB AL PRSI TR B, (RS IA AT R R A B R RS 5
(), TR T TARCAZ T TS . BARR U, 0 I EIR(Olivers & Meeter, 2008)IAA TAEILIZT]
PR A BRI 5 0T B ARGEAT SO G 5, 5T PUAHEAT BASE I, E T ) i 0 A e 47
181, KAEHEARZEIEH 100 ms A REBIATE, FrLl T IR, AUEE T T1 &% T D1, M
5 4 S8 R ) S it A 1), 5 SO AR W] ARSI 2 T2, (EL7E R I ) Py V4R 45 T2 17 eSTST LA (Wyble,
Nieuwenstein, & Bowman, 2009)F A 75 TAEILAZ H 2528 (types) FlAx 1 (tokens) # 2 (Kanwisher, 1987;
Mozer, 1989), FEZILHRARME LER, bRidR G55 E . eSTST BALA T RIFHIE E 5
HRBOE , H IR S B AR T EA B SR R 50 E . BAESEE T1 A, Joiki T N — kit el
S, AT AE R I (B N TGRSR E T2,

P SRR AT eSTST AR 7 ) 5 B2 DX AL -0 S B 1 B 55 0M D1 BAER], 10 eSTST LAY B s
W T1RER o — LBt 78 R BLAn R A 22 B4R D1, vE =% i 308 2 k7N (Marois, Chun, & Gore, 2000; Seiffert
& Di Lollo, 1997). #Z4 T2 J5 A T BN, ERBEMIL G SR, XFIL G AR R E
E[BF (unmasked attentional blink, unmasked AB), #HM [k L SZIG AL T T2 i & T 5¢ #{HAER 1) P3
(Ching, Kim, & Davis, 2021; Dell’Acqua et al., 2015; Vogel & Luck, 2002). 1X LA 57 3% B TP W 1L v E = I
R B EEEH . ARMAERT B, PR 2R SIS AR R, IS A==
(AR EM A 77 18], Tang 45 A(2020)7) FH Ao F E50He 325 A7 108 ) G R A4S, 45 SRR LR 2B i B i A A R AR
FEEB XA, X D1 BRIERR R A 25, £ ERE EEE T ImETR sl h rEH. 1t
Ak, Alilovie 25 A (2021)4 v F I 1) 248 2 85045 BT (Multi-voxel pattern analysis, MVPA) N FH 2173 5= it
I8, T RAUA U5 B H RSVP Ju Ui — H AR DA R H0 B R AE 5 B A8 R A 1 S it LA SR R AR
BRI 2 5, 45RO T (3 3 (0~300 ms) LA K 1 #1743 (300~600 ms) LA S D1 [ #5 #A /i 7
AJ DL 3B 43 B R AR R AR R AR BRI . AR T D fEEE R ER, BB
WOE SR FIR TN D1 BRI AR & AR A S sl ok i g S s 2L ) # e WL, SR TR
M i 2 15 DA anfer e A FH 21 H BTSSR AR AE S il

AW E 2 H ETHEAE RSVP Ju i SR AR T B bl TR S AR, W RAFE R
Wi, AELETWRLESIN THr B, BAAXH PR RSVP JEA2 i H H R e B i e x0, (HXCH FF RSVP {8
AR Z SO N TCEA R B TP B b s i sz . ok, DRI T T2 A E2 AT
PAK T1 A1 T2 Z (B F I EEAEA R KA AR, ToiEA SR RSN, AN e BUR I s B S 36 4 O it
KEFEW . Nk FiRRIRR, ASZIGR A & Hbr RSVP 530, %380 AT LHERRTE X H #5 RSVP 5+ T1
X T2 gem, (8T WEETIYNT B AR RIS . fEARB T, K5 BAx RSVP X BARFRA T, ¥
RS T IAFEA Do N T IR RS, AR SEEe B AR B T HIBUT 7 R8s — M E. A
SRUE, FESCER 1, IR D R TEE X AT S B BRI D X T 7EM M BT 7ESEE 2
T DAL T BB s LR — B SRR D X T 78 53R s B2 BE T4 o 75 P AN 1256 A W00 X
XF T N IERR R S NN, BfiE D &R ERISE . HRRA R BB B To FRATHUE IR B AR T4
VI AE RIS FE LA BRI Bz B bR iR .

2. 5200 1: 7F RSVP SERX A FMEMRAKE EFIMBEHEMT
2.1. LA

2.1.1. SEIE#R
KH G*Power 3.1.9.4 #f:(Faul et al., 2000) {5 FAE AR, WE Effect size dz=0.60, a=0.05, Power
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U

= 0.80, WHEMGBFEAREN 24 No KB 33 XA, KPS o4, ik 24 4, THFEE 19.49
B(SD = 1.44). FrAHRBAAERT, WHBFEFIEM IR, GRIEs, ToRH s i igom £ .
S 25 AUE PR A 21— € (IR -

2.1.2. R SLER
LI RMEFE O NF S #, %, >, <, @, %, /, =, &) M4 PMFEHA, B, C, D)L — 5K H$ AT 4 % i s i 1]
Fro TSRO N B, WAKNRN12°x1.2° FEDSPEREN 1024 x 768, FlHETZFE N 60 Hz.

2.1.3. EWFIHRRE

RIS 1 OB R AN BT, SR D A&7 BRI R SURF5 B E b S B 0 TE A 28 S RS . il 1 BT
N, PR e SR B RE LA B ANESE 1000 ms FIVERLAS, BEJE L RSVP IR, R a5
MUFE 2RI 4~8 NTHMTT S, SN HIM—DHERTRE, 252 ML —AN I SATY AR I & B
2 BERACE SeHE R B o BT L BRI (1 2 BN 18] 50 ms, Ff4£BE 50 ms ()73 5 - RSVP
R 256 J5 2223 5F 200 ms, SRJE H IR A 7 PR AR B4 N BT R (B, DURIEAE AP 264
PR B A A . AL By C DARIKA 1. 24 9. 0 BRI N, ERPERAAE ML IERRTIR TR
PRAZERE, FOVFEROSIN A 2000 ms, #8E SR, Z 572 1000 ms A 8] B (inter trial interval, ITT).
PR SeEAT 10 WG REAT IEARSLEE, B0 aFE 80 MRIK.

D
4-8 MFHY
/\ T
+ % A |
1000 ms 50 ms 50 ms 50 ms 50 ms '$ 50 ms 200 ms 2000 ms 1000 ms
50 ms

v

Time

Figure 1. The procedure of experiment 1
B 1. 23 1 RIEE

22, &R

WRTE D v Bf B o SRS 26 1F 0 H bR S S I IE A 28 S S iR LK 20 BOXTREAS ¢ R a5 1
FHH D A B IEH R M = 0.97, SD = 0.04)5 D NTEE X550 FIEZR (M = 0.96, SD = 0.05) 2 8]
HREER, 1(32)=1.36,p=0.19,d =0.24,95% CI = [0.11, 0.58]. ANit, D %5 B (K] S MR (M = 481.72,
SD = 122.76)% 3 /NT D NICE XLFF S B NI (M = 526.28, SD = 125.87, #(32) = —4.23, p < 0.001, d =
—0.74, 95% CI = [-1.12, -0.37]).

3. LB 2: 7E RSVP SEXRTFHMEMAI R R B EFH BAR ML
3.1. ST

3.1.1. SEI§HR

KH G*Power 3.1.9.4 A (Faul et al., 2009) i HFEA R, ¥ HE Effect size f=0.45, o=0.05, Power=
0.80, THHEAMRIFEAR Y 22 N SLbrif5 25 BARE, Ho Bk 6 4, ik 19 4, FHFER 19.24 &
(SD = 1.17). kTR brue M6 1. Sl ss i e sk 219 31— 5 TR .
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Figure 2. Accuracy (a) and response time (b) of target under the condition that the ditractor (D) is a
blank screen and meaningless symbols

Bl 2. FHMO)AZFEMEEXFFSFMH T BIRRA R ERZE ()M R KA (b)

3.1.2. SCIEFPRIAN{LER
LI RHLIE 9 MES#H, %, >, <, @, %, /,=, &)« 4 NFEHA, B, C, D)F 4 M1, 2, 3, 4). bt
BHOBU . KNSR . B R H 525 1,

3.1.3. LW RRTE

ARSI 2 (T 5 D WEH—8M: —8%, A—8)x2(T 5D MM —8E: 8, A—F0HN%
it W SR G R LE B NMES: 1000 ms FIFERLAS, BEJE H B RSVP R, RS a5 b
MU E 2 4~8 MFIWFTS, NEHIM— D HRFBEEY, ZEatR— N Ty s8idcr. bk
REFFS . FRAECE R RO 50 ms, FEAERE 50 ms 925 5F . RSVP IR 2 e e S5, HILR M
BREDZEBE, W HbRZ AL By 1 A2 R R — AN A T7 B (<), R B Z C. Dy 3 F 4 FE
fa] — AN [ A5 7 B (=), BERBERE CRUE IERR 10 AT 32 N R Pedecs, Rvr NI 28 2000 ms, 4%
S SN BREAE R . B 1000 ms (9 ITI. WL T A1 D 2850 5 [ N — 85 AR —E 444 T 0 B bR S
TEH B B o B SEHEAT 20 kGRS, IEASEIGALHE 160 MK, B 80 MRS 2 0%

3.2. 58

S 2 S 3 Fn . DUIERREZ Y AR BT H G M E 7 204, 45K T M D Z A2 5]—5
(M=0.83, 8D =0.20) 5/~ —%(M=0.83, SD = 0.18) Z 1] ZZ 7 A 8., F(1,24)=0.14,p=0.71, 7, =0.01;
T Al D Z I8 SN — S FIIERIRW = 0.92, SD = 0.07)8F KT RBA—F &M FRIEFRM =
0.74,SD =0.22), F(1,24) =15.77, p < 0.001, ;. =0.40; ~F KL HAEAALZE, F(1,24)=0.04,p =085,
. = 0.01. LSRN R RAR AT MRy 2 T4 R R T R D Z A28 5] — B () S S (M =
762.48, SD = 184.17) 2. /N1 T I D FEHIA— U 1 ) BB (M = 806.84, SD = 199.56), F(1,24) = 17.54,
p<0.001, 7, =042; T D ZIARRN BT HIRNI (M = 746.42, SD = 186.67) %2 /N T R B A
— B R RN (M = 822.90, SD = 192.14), F(1,24)=17.5, p<0.001, n. =042; —FHILHIEH
AERFEF(1,24)=0.15,p=0.70, 7, =0.01).

4. Wit
ABF S T2 H bR RSVP 3, TR D (G T D AT 250 BB — 5k, WEE szt
7% SIS 10 T8 0 RIS 6 P B 65 S 26 W 0 T 3% SU TR, 5503824 T R D 2 [ () 35 Sl AR — 5t
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Figure 3. Effect of category congruency and response congruency between target (T) and distractor (D) on ac-
curacy (a) and response time (b) of target

& 3. BAR(T)5FHY(D)ZERF & F—2 3T B #RIE AR (a)F1 & N BT (b)AIEZ M

4.1. # RSVP SEXFFIMMEMI . PAF RN T EfRNT

BT A R 22 ()RR, RIS R 40T 2 IR I, 4 7 vl DAE IS0 2% 5 #E4T IR (Coltheart, 1980),
FEAT LFESE 300 ms (Keysers, Xiao, Foldiak, & Perrett, 2001; Rolls, Tovée, & Panzeri, 1999).{H /& 243 J5 &
PRAE — AN HE W Y (mask) 08 AT PUA I, Ao HODD T RE D 0K IE TR B, X R I G A T A ik
(backward masking). ARABEFMEMADIAFREE, 0T LORE S AR R — 25 70 e A . BCHERG . Xt L
RS (YRt wrml, EaEd, 2009), HPUERT S MR 2 RR T A5k o SR AHT 7tk
W, D AMUFEFN AT B AR L, IEEFRIA R S B BT EH bR Lo X Ui B 5 m i A DOR A
TEFIUEJZ T, 38 R AR TE F AN s B J2 THT

Olivers fll Meeter (2008)#E+ 2 Al ~7Ex(cueing paradigms)HI R I, BIHLLZFHFRZEH SOA
(stimulus onset asynchrony) >4 100~200 ms B, H##iH5A] &4 (Nakayama & Mackeben, 1989), A\A Hbr 5
(YR I S 38 | B ARSI SR 1 B AR S BERM 0. AR SLIe g5 BB FE RSVP Juslr B ARG
FEEM AN L Y HFR& L 7 BAfE SRT98, IR TR el O BB, X%
BE RS R — DRI R R . AR CIRA bR DUE— PR W B R bR 1R AR A e AR AN R Y 2
H BN E s s, A AE R Bt ] DO R AT ], S K Bt B AR
E’J$TjET7£A(UZS%—JZ/¢J5'i RSEIR 25 R, AHLCLE RN s AP B, LR BOAMS S M) Jz 8 IR 3 52 i T
WhER, XM~ HARTS K B 51 SR AE R I 8] N R AN S S

4.2. ERBRBER: ERERIEERRE P ER

TR R R A Th e 1 A% G PR A% (functional magnetic resonance imaging, TMRI)SEZEG R BILAE T1 + 2
AT T1 + 1 NEBFREAAT, & SMUFTi (dorsolateral prefrontal cortex, DLPFC). Hi 417 7]
(anterior cingulate cortex, ACC) /% I 4 V4 (intraparietal sulcus, IPS)#i% 5 58 (Marois et al., 2000). DLPFC.
ACC Rl IPS /2 B w47 il AR BI04 2 F) B B2 20 Pt 7 o EWAAE RSVP Yl 1T DI IIAEAE TR A 7O
SR RS, X5 | FAETHRWAMET, RSEIEIMRI S SARRT . shoh, DT Fe S i
IR E F5 RSVP 68 R 38 850 (78 £ 7 48 2 S 7 B BRRFIE (1 7 28 7 B AR U PR A 20 8 7 B>k
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X4 B fEMRIEZNE X BTG, B4 B AR RE TR ENHEA . OF
F 53R B AR n] ATE B bR AR (R BEA TH040 BB 2245 Z AN B s, (B2 REH T BARRH—E
R AL ML) B AR RIS — 3, 2 RBCHE AR R AIER 2 53 T (DI Lollo et al., 2005), X i
B2 AR B AR IR AAEE R o FEARIERFAE & LA H Ax RSVP 530, H bR AR R BT s B
A= BHRREAERET EBN SR, T2 2% 3R D2 (Chun, 1997; Isaak, Shapiro, & Martin,
1999), X UtEHEER H AR TR BN T AR RG] . 5250 2 45 R R 7 RIME 7L H AR RSVP Juzk
HER BARII T 5 H BRI AR SRR — B 20 B AR IR 79138 B

DU FIN A5 v B A ) 25 UIAE S R AT X 4% 153 22 i o A ke 1) 38 B24E H (M arois et al., 2000; Ma-
rois & Ivanoff, 2005; Wang et al., 2016). {H3 4% il i fa] FARAE FH 33 SR AL & -T2 B8 BT
TR O R S ECH PR K R B R A NIG 5 7 H bR, WG B E T, SEEA A R
MR B3 S H R AT T AR A B AN T2 I _ExF ARz, SEON HFRE) BB E N, s
BEAG . THAEZE HL e R RS ge Al 7R B D AT W v B BTN B3 4 R T T1 A D1 2 ) A
Je T2 A1 D2 Z I8 FIA RE LM & T1 AN T2 DMESSFIE R Bt (0 0F 70 3R W1 22 B A0 XUH 5 RSVP
JE R D1 22 S 80 2R BSOS k2 (Marois et al., 2000; Seiffert & Di Lollo, 1997), £k D2 &S &
5% B B0 %294 2% (Ching et al., 2021; Dell’Acqua et al., 2015; Vogel & Luck, 2002). 24 T2 'EiR T1 HHH, &
I lagl 172 (lagl-sparing) L%, BIFE T1 IEMR & HIATIR T T2 MIERR S EE & T T2 AT EBbh
7 AR IER 2 (Raymond et al., 1992; Visser, Bischof, & Di Lollo, 1999), B¢ ML HEL =4 HAR(T1, T2,
T3)B T3 MIEMFR B RE S TH T B T2 1% 4F(Di Lollo et al., 2005; Lunau & Olivers, 2010;
Nieuwenstein & Potter, 2006; Olivers et al., 2007). IXECHF FTERFR H Y N 7 BT —E RSN, AT PLE
Wik S Z A Hir. ERANHZ B, A S A 3 BRI T2 5K P3 ISR, Wil
e BRI )5 R R R T . P3 T LAE—28 434 P3a Al P3b, P3a FESATLEAN: X 55,
HESM IR, 1 P3b FE AR X, — BT SR 5 0 LRI 2 DU R R A O
(Polich, 2007; Polich & Criado, 2006). LA P3a F1 P3b JyFE it i3k — 25 Ay 2 ik e A0 5 14 ) 39 0 &1 43 i
IR TAEICIZINE PR B 7E R AR B B Al n] LA EE 2] P3a FT P3b Bk 2K (Sergent et al., 2005);
1M unmasked AB SZIRFEVERBEMLE D T2 K P3a JRIES TS, P3b IRMEE 5 H 18R 28K
(Dell’ Acqua, Dux, Wyble, Doro, Sessa, Meconi, & Jolicceur, 2015). Ui BAEVEREBF L E D, JE =6 Ge
NEEIAE P3a b)), #E—2 T T2 M TAEICIZIUEE R BB (R P3b _F). 47 P S AR 2 1 i)
SERHAEW], EXHPF RSVP JuzUrh, Wil R ST — e s hik R 2 H AR A B 1T 0 2 18]
BIFH0, e T Mot R 2 ek 55 B 2R s T 224 5 A AN 1) Y R AT P ¢ B T By R R AT T1 A
D1 PAJ T2 F1 D2 Z [AIfTFHumf, 58 o Bt A GiEr 4T, SECT2 MIEMEREE . X
AP ARCL I T A2 S o B AN R B Gk P T AT R 5 R e i ) S B R R . IO T I E T SR
Jit H R AL S A T 0 A

JE SRR LLE— 0 R ] EEG A1 EMRI S5 40K, 24 1) # B2 L Rt — 3B AR ST P05 mi H ARl
SR ZENLE o 57 A0 AT DUE— 5 e it SO SR UE B S0 SR Mt 00350 4 T 81 A2 e I 1) P 9 R 4 ) 2 R AS A2
WA TR B B HAAAE R . AHEFCUE B T T SRR R R, AN T fEE =B
HEIVER o LA G W TR 2R B2 T1 B g bt X B2 3G e , v R ek it 280 23 39 K (Akyiirek, Hommel, & Jolicoeur,
2007; Colzato, Spapé, Pannebakker, & Hommel, 2007; Ouimet & Jolicceur, 2007); T1 HJ IE AR FIVE 2 I i X%
R NAE 3 A 9%(Dux, Asplund, & Marois, 2008; Seiffert & Di Lollo, 1997; Zhou, Zhen, Liu, & Zhou,
2020055 . JEEAH IR N A T A H bR EE BRI AE R, 3R B AA A B R R R
B i I
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