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Abstract

Attention capture refers to the perceptual process in which certain stimuli can capture attention or
make us prioritize the processing of specific information. It is divided into top-down attention cap-
ture and bottom-up attention capture. The experiment adopted an additional singleton paradigm
to manipulate the presentation frequency of emotional stimuli and examine whether the attention
capture of emotional stimuli is regulated by the goal-oriented process. The experiment required the
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participants to search for and determine the gender of neutral faces in a specific direction, while
emotional faces were never targeted. This approach separated the physical significance of emo-
tional stimuli from their task relevance. The results show that regardless of the frequency of emo-
tional stimulation, it will not capture attention. It indicates that the presentation frequency does
not affect the attention capture of emotional stimuli, which is regulated by the goal-oriented pro-
cess. The research results show that the capture of attention to emotional stimuli is not automated
but top-down.
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1. 5|8

FEHH AT, AMRASTT BN Z1%6) ] Bl A EE (B 4E 5 ORFRE S, AR E I HE A 5 W ST E
T A 5 1ol 3 I T VR B R 5 ) B G — — B ) R A 0 Al T R R S Ak R S A R ) R o
(Anderson, 2021), #FRNIE = 3R (attentional capture) (Yantis & Jonides, 1984). JEEMHIREIEHE L FHI
AE T ERPAEE. 3 BT RESERR, WOy EARIKE i SR, 2 mAMER ER. T
BT 2% 75 IR AN Iy RO AR o A T AR DA R4 B AT H bR T 1 SRS . BRI B R RIR, TRR
IREEIR SN ) AR, R IS R A B Pk Ok B SO R . ST B A
SAMEAEAR B YR A E B, AR 5 5 B (Kenrick et al.,2010). WFFEE, MHET
PR, 1 4 ROAT DA 3R AT 2 (Armony & Dolan, 2002; Bradley et al., 1998; Mogg & Bradley, 1999;
Calvo & Lang, 2004; Calvo et al., 2007; Nummenmaa et al., 2006, 2009; 2%, 2018). XF0in T {w[A 7] 68
T IEEREEERE, FF AR T TR ZLALH] (Compton, 2003; Vuilleumier, 2005). B 78k & B, HY
{15 4R ST BAs L%, TR A S A =, A sZmss B AR N L(Forster & Lavie, 2011; %
B, 20205 BEHMESE, 2021). 0, AHEGARVETIAL, USHIPR S 26 T LR w8 RAT %5 ot B bR
Do T PUEE SRS, 2020).

SR, DAAEREFeH, A B2 R BT AE AR5 2 2000 . I 48 R IAE — Sumft su b [RI IR R B
PRI, IR R E bR, 82 RSS2, 3807 1 200 i SR AT 55
HirAELL e 450 8. Mook, FEfE AN glia e e Ferh,  HARiE s 2 A ME—RRE 1,
HAME— g s 46 R 2 B M — R E i, B ME— T, A R S
PR, XA AE BRI 7 1 R SR ORI R E bR, R 48 2R 2] v e ok 4k 2
H#Fr(Bacon & Egeth, 1994), IXFEARME&E G L8 I IN L, SEUSL R SRHIR. 7k
B E R AR 555 B bR 58400 8, AT ORIUE S 28 RS0 VE R 3R AN 32 H bR A SGHER 2, skieh B
Pl AT e it LA R, ARG LA RE, s R E R 2 T I, B
155 4 BB R R R AT S5 A R T 52

AR, AR5 To A S5 IR E i IR, FECE MBS AR . 55— F0 2 Lavie $2H 1 15 BEIG
(Lavie, 1995, 2010), ZERRIAINFI TR A R, AR5 BRI i, R i B ek b, fF
25 TC R G 25 BOTAME LRI TIIBL 2y s AT 55 Sr BRI, oo v 8 B VR A 2 ) Bl s 1 28 il

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.1512631 85 LB


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.1512631
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

INEX

M, RICESRR. £ oFRE%asm TEw, ZERICNELE BN TESE AN, JLT
AR A RNE . AT S HME AL BN AT S5 R BE MR, IS 25 TR RE RS AR 1S 2 T, REmE IR 3R =
(Attar & Miiller, 2012; Oei et al., 2012), K, SREe45MH] 7 LI, £ SIFA T B Az 7 LR
([P % A7716 2 Sl NSNS il =i S = (1 7 =T 715 3 Sl N 0= 7.3 A NG 10,7157 3 Sl N (R S S iR T EER it
SRR A T N o2 S, I SCREIE 26 B3 3l T3t .

BN B PR SRR D 48 RSO E B LR . Rz, S E R MELE WAL R,
I FHAAOE S B SCHFEANREE, Bl B AR 77 ] S8 2 S UAS PR ORI — /M g R, 18
KA RS, A SRR E PR, XA H AR RSO LRI R MR AR AN R T A v
BN BAANFEW 71 . 2 REeE HE E AT . #A T ERa A 2 B AR, IR E bR
AN EPERFEEAT F b SN o T W B A A T IO, DAB S 4545 B0 AR 55 L A2 i sem . 4t
B R BRI IS 45 B R W R, XS A CRHIE = FE U (Wentura et al., 2014), IfH.
A DAIX 43 B 2 3R 5 503 B0 T(Sawaki & Luck, 2010), PRI AHT 55 5% FHiZ 6 .

BeAh, SIS R 2 SO M 25 R E B A IR A AE S e EB 20 70N Dy S P s
BB RN (A1 100%- 75%), AEAEASGIAGE SR BB BRI (U1 25%. 20%E% 15%), BIAE
5HBFTR, WESHIHRER Micucci et al., 2020; Zhao & Most, 2019; Turatto & Valsecchi, 2023; Becker &
Horstmann, 2011; Folk & Remington, 2015; Grimshaw et al., 2018). 52 Wit 2 R A B R A % B b
SR, AR . WA RS HERALS R, EEIN TR IR R RE R, REGH
FIFE K S B W Jil $RE B (Noesen et al., 2014; SBFEME, XIFH, 2022; Maxwell etal., 2023). tHat2 3 H
T e TR R A R 115 28 B R IR . AR, DAAERIEFT R, 8 28 ) 2 I ZE AT 2R BB S (A 50%),
B T 17 4 R B AE S5 b S IR LB, A TT RE 2 SR FH A Bl ) S R 0 ) 15 28 R R hn T
(Grimshaw etal., 2018), X fEex FEUE L RIA SRT R SLIA 7B 5 2 P 25 2 0 i 4
PRI AR, AT HERT IS 28 R K S R S 2 B, A2 BAR S R . s s s
SR IR, FRB BRI SIS AR S . MR T 2R ZG T, R EA G
SN AT, X T B AR IR SR RO IERA 28 AN AL L 35 22 e, U8 W I 8 U B A A SR AN 52 2
PSR (P50, T 52 2 H s S By, &8 BT, JEE3MEm.

2. LI
2.1. AREH

TGS 2 R S IE, R H bR T IR SRR T RSO R R, R
R RS2 B I 520 .

22. &
2.2.1. iR

AT 48 B RFAMERMR, 32 Zdcd, 16 L 54E, FRTEH 19~25 % . 2MANAFIT, M)
(AT BTGNS, BEAFEEE . FMMERREME RAN . IrA 288 17 aE R =S, S8
PR E Y IVEE R
2.2.2. LWEHRFNEE

A LR B 288055 AN (201 1) Zm il AR AEAL B T FLER 1S B e, Pk M A B PIUR . Al
PEGZE AL, & 60 5k, Pk, BHESLME& 4. [ photoshop W& 44 HIFLA KL AT e ks ik
B, IR e 5 I R BT — s AL R, CRAERTA B B B AR R 52 FE AR U o SEBR AR IAE 15.6
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BET B B b, BRI 0 HREE N 1600 x 900, FESKIGZ AT, il 14 AN NS e i o0t 1 2L 1 £L K
RO MR FE AR 51 04T 1Ay . SR ALE S R R E, F(2,13)=141.36, p<0.05, np?
=0.357; BRORMFLEIZM N 2.94+£0.29, FPER 4274038, 155N 6.48+0.36. —FhifLAEMBRSE |2
FARZE, F(2,13)=0.89, p>0.05; =FHEILENRS T EERAEE, F(2,13)=0.22, p>0.05.

2.2.3. LW FIER

KT Theeuwes (199 1) & BIA4M 41VE 20 28 20 (Hodsoll et al., 2011; Hodsoll et al., 2014; Glickman
& Lamy, 2018),

K 2 (BRTFIY LI S0 75% AR 25%) x 3 (BRTIMM: PR, BE&. dhik)RE
SR TR T RN R PORA A &, TR TR BMN 2ol N A & 6 B ARTH AL 3 W )
SN R 2 R AR

& £ 7=500ms
SEL A SEMR
2500ms
‘ ‘ BERES, IR
BirEILAE
[ D @&
;\\
e e
\\\
\

Figure 1. Experimental flowchart
B 1. kERiEE

W de e 2 10 R4k, RAA U T B IER 2R IA 3] 85% 4 Ik N IEASLES  IEASLE N 43 9 A4
block, A~ block BL% 32 ik, &t 288 MAK.

SEIGFEFE WA | fin. fEIERSEIH, EES 20— 500 ms KRR HHERH5K A 45°
M mALE ., N — T —&, ERER, RoRE R BRIl m, HiXmkERE R A2l
TG SRR A s R 22— 500 ms K BBEEE, FIRER SO ER—ANAA+F
TR RES 2RO, SRR DAL E . R, 76700 DY BE AL 2 DY 5K i L
FER LA OBE B AL 5.5 om. PUSKTHIFLH QR FE 5K B EMPI Tk & tE, 23l Lh 45°0 90°, —45°,
—90° VY M ff FETig . B ART AL PE B R B LA, 55 ZeBibL, REZRARSE . oAt =5k B BR 7 B ARTHI
FLE LA B AR BEALEL, 5 2 BENL, MEEAESE . HARTFLA T [ e A 450, HR =ikAEE bR
THTFL I TR 232 () = A7 [l R AL, HX = 5K T FL A 7 T AR 2 AN ] o 3K R A 55 A Bk 1 W7 4 1 45° 1)
PR 15 28 T FL RGP S, L 5 L HE BRI N 50%, St 4248 R D 2ot FL B HER R AR N 50%,
X LN Ko ALY 2B ARG, B 2R RN EHE R, BN T —ilk. EXLEH,
—HPRE RIS T LI S IUR N 75%, B —HPORE BIE LI 2R N 25%. LI
AL, BRI T AL P B, MEERARSE . BE R OB @ T AL TR R S
mALRE, BRI, MRS, B LA 2B E 2 RSB 7 Pl — Rk E e =4
block H5EHEBIPIRE B A, A=A block £FHMERERIKF, 5= block LIRS 1 &
Fs A PHARTERT =4 block HIEE BBV RERIE Fr, HE =/ block EILFHREMES, J5=A
block EIPURRAGHIE o SLIGHAR S AP IEAT, BRAE A HE— R R, DLk S Tl A 530
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23. &ER

XHEEFRSZIG 264 3 ANl 2 LM B (<5%)3E4T B BR, MRt R IR 1. DU SR FIER R
NAHTEERER, WA R SZIG AN B SAE N RMTSSR I . 40 33T 3 (LR TN : k. B, HdE) x
2 (EFRTIMMEBAR: FI 75% ARI0 25%) 5 2 & 5 Z 04

Table 1. The mean and standard deviation M (SD) of the accuracy rate (%) and reaction time (ms) of different emotional faces
under two presentation frequency conditions

= 1. M EIRRFM TIRIFEEFLAY ETHE(%)5 R RE (ms) B T FFREE M (SD)

PR iR i
NIRRT SR NIRIES SRR NIRRT SRR
90.00 875.69 89.00 866.60 87.00 884.87
g2 (1.52) (34.20) (1.39) (27.68) (1.61) (31.57)
87.00 869.04 88.00 847.52 91.00 872.78
(7 (1.78) (25.94) (1.46) (19.46) (1.28) (29.43)
m S e RS WS AR
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Figure 2. Average reaction time and average accuracy rate under different conditions

B 2. REISMETRHTEHR RAFTEY ERE

Xof SRSEI R IER 2603 AT 3 CERTIRA: PUR BU& . ) < 2 CER T RO &
75%- KA 25%) BB &5 2 T PIALTEAN R 54T F0 S BBy AT IE B R ] 2 Fro o

SN . BB ERN AR, F(1,66)=0.39, p>0.05, MEHTEHNALEE, F(1,66)=037, p>
0.05, HMhS5MWixz W EAERANEE, F(1,66)=0.02, p>0.05,

EfR. B ERNAEE, F(1,66)=0.49, p>0.05, MEHEBNAEE, F(1,66)=132, p>
0.05. X SR HAERARE, F(1,66)=1.80, p>0.05.

3. Wit
KGR ARSI R, AR SRR, i 4 B 45 A FE 5 M R 55 5 b
PETTR 5 2 R v B R B T i, R R .

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.1512631 88 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.1512631

HEXL

WHFERN], R HE R L TSR 2L, H RS m) R R BE 0% 10 ) 15 6 RSO T SR, e
Ui, TEHERBRESH IO AEE SR, TR E B AR AU, X4 5 EA OB
Schettino %5 A (2013)R FH i[RI I B A 25 ka6 PR 2 2 75 2 B sl IR . S5 R o, S mfLAe
B, AR A 8 T FLCRTAS AR F RS 3R, 0 B 1% 48 RS0 T i 3132 B AR ) i R O H1 o Xue 15
Pourtois (2025)F] M AR I, R U REAE 25 RIS 155 BARAHOCT, 15 48 A0 5C I 5 57 (EPN)
Aoxtgng, FHIEERBE B, EPN JEAN G, XU HARREEEW L 5epn TIHF 5| S =EH], M
BRI AEERTIRIEE b . AT W37 X — W 5 (Folk et al., 1992; Stein et al., 2009; Glickman &
Lamy, 2018). AWFFAE Glickman 5 Lamy (2018)fSZ48 3L Al kA7 okidk, &5 R EoR R B IE S5T%
HArTok, LHEERMINM, HASHIFER. X5 Glickman Il Lamy (2018)525 [ R I —2L,
B 2 T AL EAT B35 O BRAAE, RS HARER, MASHIER . 31 A Q2021)@d IR 5hia B
BE—IDUESE,  DAJRE 7 A 25 R SO SR S S TR E RN TC I S R B RS, Bk — B S
B e S PORE A . R, WA D EE TR A 2RO A SRR = B S RE . B,
SEHRAE N(2020) FEAL 0 AE B AT 55 LA AE — 4 B 28 i i L oh SRR B ST, IR SR AR B AR
TG FLEAS T . GR SR, WO ALRE SR ZAESS TR, 23 B30 TR .
TEAZ T T IR AR R H 0 B BB s i B R 5 1, T e B0 B LU 46 T h i &,
MAFEIERER TR MR, AT RS R S Ry S, BRI T, (HAAE
ARV EVE . RS — U], TSR S PO A BT B LR R, TR
P EEESEN . 52, HERBEEERMTIAZ AR, 23] H AR mId R R .

SIS RN A TA BB K, Cohen’s d = 0.75, NHFEERNIE, Si8BEN 0.95. XA 5T
ITHRIEIHR T R IL, TEREE RN Cohen’s d=0.75 I, 4RTFEA IR 2L 124 0.96, 1A% Cohen il
[1°0.80 FnitE, RIABIMEGI R A KT REN HIFEAR S . 458 FIRGETHIESE, AT TR T id s i3k
RT3 8 A E AR SIZBR: 25 T B SEANARAE BN TR A AR, 3735 Al R ) A3 8 T e 7 AR A A 55
YO — D i m R, B PR A RN H)3E FHVE . Maxwell 45 A (2023) I # BHE RAT S, thRK
LS BT 15 4 RO R i 1] RS2 . S5 EAR S, Grimshaw 25 \(2018) & I 2 IS BE % 52 0 175 25 )
Bk A ], AR AEARI S A R B B RV S RN . FEABATTRIW e, A T e R R e 1
ip A, MARMCEE B RAR AT AL, 1 Maxwell %5 A\ (2023 )f5 F f) & e L 5 S5 AR (0% 4 ThI AL, TR
N RNV 20 1) 2 8] A AE IEAH % (Pool et al., 2016). MR i (Russell & Woudzia, 1986; Niedenthal & Ric,
2017) NN, A e M L R Rl RE 408 M AR 28 T Rk R T L O R (MRS, 2024) . 4%
PRI AL, 123 508y L e T AL ISR B SE v e R EE,  ENS ™ A BE SR A R AR N, HaX
FPRON S E T A, e SR, AR . AEAHE TR Maxwell 25 A\ (2023) BT T, {3 HTH)
15 28RO R PR T B G L T AL, ks ) 1 IRIEE, TWIAE Grimshaw 55 A\ (2018) 5L, FFoA
XML FE AT . ZRE KRG, AHEFAS TR IR, AT RE A BT A 1 g RO ) R ne R IS
PTG L, e R S S %S5 A . Grimshaw 25 A (2018)f3 H T RHMEMLE H, W REF Z 2t Hh
WM RE SRS, MARRAY, XPTRESCMR T i xE LA 28 37 55 b B B E =, AR B SR TR

s Ak, SRR A U BRI 45 5 300 BRI R R AT 55 0 S 8 T | ) A R
MR TR IR U, 4 R R B LRI, o TR s Le i, AR R E v
PRI ECAE B s b, MHESRELAIRK, R iea b8 i = stii b, B2 RMEA
ML, AR R SIS LRI IR LB, BTN S LR, A R BRE % A D
P VER TR, MiAZBERRE R R AN TEIR A, RS n T2 B3, AZiE
ERERE], EHEie RIS, HEREE R R ARG RER, Lk RIME K,
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18 25 RECER A Re RV E R, R IE S B N TR A 2 B ). WP 7 B 3l THR(Attar & Miil-
ler,2012; Ocietal., 2012), X5 KEMFTER B, RIEHS R INTIHFAR B30, o seidE s stlE
HIBR I (Folk et al., 1992; Stein et al., 2009; Glickman & Lamy, 2018). {H&¥ AL UE T B g (Lavie, 1995,
2010), SE—FrATRER R LR AE L RTAESSAE S T, Bl ZAE VAN AS[E] 7 m) ) T AL 48 R — AN e T 1m) 1Y)
AL, AT Lo my,  BIELE M2k A T ml Resxd i 46 I FLIEAT 7 40 (Grimshaw etal., 2018), /80 4 faf
ATREA PR LU, IS EE A AN B R R W E R B, BTN L. B DRI B AR ik R e 1 2K
PSRRI, R T PIPERAE B 28 Rl T BRI 5L IR 8 A A S IO = AR S R, TP E
(1) S8 = AIF FOAS FH 1R 1 2 R SCRR A2 B S 1R 28 R (Maxwell et al., 2023),  TELSEAEGE -/ MAXTF1E 4515
SRVRAR TS B, R B TR PR, A Ik A B — L8 AR R RS 44 5 B (Chen &
Whitney, 2022; Gendron et al., 2013; Shaham & Aviezer, 2022). ] BETE B AR RE BRI T, B0
ERDSVNEEE R, PG 2, #HICEMRER. 5 =Pl 52 n i K2 5 2600
BN RE S HAR, B0 15 25T 1 4], DAST A 46 R0 B AR L= AR 40, Br AJcie BB
K, THERBEAANRNEE T, TEMER . ARROHE 0T DLl = Fh 5 kit — 20 58 1 far 2
W R AR AT RIS RS, sk 8 RS b RO R, B i R AR,
R R EEEE R, iR ERE NSRRI, IS REERE, HIGEREE T — 21
Birbo ZRRHMSALR . BEILIRTEMEEROR, XAS[F B X3R4T 8 A, TR FE 48 R My e n T
(B ARAHZ AL

4. g
RIS A B B0 1 5 R v AR, G TE R I B AR S R A, R R
T,

FE AT AR B ARSI BEAT, FB2ERIB S T LA ot B b R s, IR A

5% S DR
S5

R, BT, BU, PEREQ). FEMILRIEEA RAMIEIT. FE O FAEFE 25(1), 40-46.

K, B3, BBZR(2018). IR HIHMHIAIE % (F BiE R e 4 RARBIIAEE. O2F 41(6), 1353-1358.
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WA, K5, WMNAE, BAQ021). TEXR TARILIZRAE K S PEIE 265 R TR = — IR L. O 5
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IV, XIEZE, TUHE, MR, 5KERQ2024). 1% T2 WHUEREBER: BEMEEEICIN TG O, O EIRE 32(1),
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