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Abstract

In recent years, research on social attention has advanced rapidly, with the gaze cueing effect re-
ceiving sustained interest as a core experimental paradigm. Accumulating evidence indicates that
this effect does not arise from a single process; rather, it reflects the joint contributions of reflexive
spatial orienting, top-down modulation by social context and individual differences, and decision-
related processing components. This article synthesizes findings from component-based behav-
ioral measures and evidence accumulation modeling, summarizes the key evidence and bound-
ary conditions for these three mechanisms, and proposes that orthogonal manipulations of stim-
ulus-onset asynchrony (SOA), cue predictiveness, and social learning—combined with multimodal
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indices and parameter-based tests—can further improve mechanistic discriminability and ecologi-
cal validity.
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1. 5|8

NSRRI 7R 2 B 2R 2RSS, H A CARIN PR (E B EA . Bk, Ptk
3 B (Visual selective attention) A —F OSBRI FINLH], ERI AR NL R, BiEES 2 EFEE
M R A X, T $R A B AL 2. (Desimone & Duncan, 1995). fEABREShH, A A KT
M7 ) — s BEHEL ISR 5 5, AR B (3, N SRR A x5 2ok 3L =234
B A RE RO ARG S, DA SRR UM S AMA AR BE ) (Zeitrig et al., 2022)0 I SEARNE X Al IEBE
i NFRER, RVEAM A H OGP IR LW B RBAR AL e VR R, R NSk 2 DA n v i) B B AL i o0
(Nummenmaa & Calder, 2009),

TESEIG = A, LR R N (gaze cueing effect, GCE)IE & il i o R FLZR R 54 B kit 28 8] — 2k
BIIMCAZIE, Ry H AR AR — B0 BN OB SR BN T A 2. £ E ke frior, GCE &
WAAAE, [FIN 2R - AR EEE(SOA). AE5RA . & A& BB i 1 3) A2 UL T FL RS 5
IR Y, 4275 GCE 5 AI g S I 22 Ffoin T e 7376 AN R I (] & A 8 im0 AR — 3 R R A ) 4 S 4
#r(Chacén-Candia et al., 2023; Dalmaso et al., 2020; McKay et al., 2021).

%% GCE BAIALE], AT R P EPINZ I : H—, GCE fE2 KAERE A& S 2 18] 5 1) K&
HYRahErgcme: T, e SUME S TR SR a0 SO E AL R ATE B KA ISR 7T A8 S T
MVERRIN IR A S # S 2eR, RIE AR X SR M 7, SCRFH BT SR B 3h IR 3h B
N LA S (Schmitz et al., 2024). [FIF, &5 5R R E WA EE Y GCE, Fa24 R
WA S A R Ja SR R AL T ) 3B AT [ PR AIC, e WY S 45 P Ak 23 28 TR 2k 30in 1
TN TR JZ R0 (Yang et al., 2024).

TETTIRA IR, ARGt LA LI Z2 (8 AR 2 B AN R EGEME L X /e S ) {5 B A S fE L
Mo TR, BEFITIR I NIES RS HE RN, GCE #HAT S8 i, AR 3 5 3R TR SR ) 45
SN RN L] B AR T AL T B A 1 A] R 56 LI (Alister et al., n.d.; Parker & Ramsey, 2023). Z&T 5L
BERE, ASCR 58 = 2% EERRGMEL GCE HIAFINLE]: 58—, RAHEE R RS ES AR 26—,
HoE CETRETT R AT B=, BT NSRRGSR, IR R
IRV IWICIE

2. REFMERLS: BEERSRINES
2.1. REES RGHEIER
VERLA RS0 — MO REAE AR T A BRI L0 26 PR R U3 R i, O
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- HARIAIRE A I R PR £ 2 [R) 2 R (2 o S SSRF 1HR VE E m) I AN B 58 AN AT 55 S SR,
T A2 5 R L PE B = B A SR S 2 T B P SE R R 2 PE . KRR TG 0 B % BE AT I AL B 538 B, GCE 1E
ZPES SRR B N EAAAE, RN HIEE S SOA. AE5RAER R, TR RS 8L
IAE RIS A 5 N, 1T 22 BenT /e &0 SE AR 4 i) 5 iR B (MeKay et al., 2021).

S S5 AR SR it T — AN A AT IR 5 Sy T MTE ST ERRER AR AR AL B, s
REf% 58 A M bE By, WU BB m SE T RE AL B M, A ARAE RS R, WAE R v s
BRI ) E L H . Schmitz 25(2024) 78 [ U VEHR N T o0 LR S #T S 2R, R4 &= Ak
Bl S B AR B i, SCRFHLE AR 5 il i SR M % 18] € [ (Schmitz et al., 2024) . IX—4510 5IEFE ML
B UEHEAH—F: Chacon-Candia 55(2023)%8 H, VERLTT [ AHE 7 Sk 55 0] B 5] & 58 B8 A6 1) 2% [A] € [ 72,
TR LT TIEM R RAEDL &M T 57475 2R M Fi M 2 7 (Chacon-Candia et al., 2023).

TERANZE, RIFEHE—R—. BEWEME. T PSR R TSR B . F R
BOBRT & R R, TR K SOA SEERMEFES T, WEH PR EH 55 S MR E0
BB RN R I R (McKay et al., 2021). Kk, 4 GCE ML & b R 8 — ) SO v i s e R sl s — 1 B
PGS S DR AT S R g 1t 5 05 25 A T B MR AE ) S B 1 B MO 2 S S P R P —
ANEIHL SRAFEUR I T, JRES St e B UME S S8 o it — 0 e A AR L A

2.2. IRENEESEREERIIREK

S E ) 2 BB IR BN AE %, MR GCE 57— N . piigsh B i) 15k, Bais S
B r RN IR B AR P e & i ThRERIE, 4B L, #PRHIATIA MRS HARAL &, SO PR E 17 )8 2 2 2 40
XX —HE, Morgan 25(2014) N EAERG SR T 1ML RASAER BN 1 IETE Bl 2 A R B iR . S5 R0
IRy AMEZRER S AR TN M S 28 R AL IR B3 Bl X DS R SO PR TE I, TR 2R ST AR B AT
P, NI HR 7 AR (1) Bl 19) AN 0 SR AR B2 AT 3, AN SCRRRE G B B U9 DR O IR A P v 6
(Morganetal., 2014). 5IX—KITE RIS SN2, ST R3PS BT =0 R IR
fath, SARLHMNIEMEE ) B 5 SZ IR VS FEIZ0 TR, T R E AR AR, RIS RI S AL 8 1 i AR AE IR B
RGP KRR FE AN M [R] (Casteau & Smith, 2020).

AR T 72 AR S 4 A BEVE iy, B LB A 1k 1) B A2 R T IR R A A v A A R R A TR 1 B s Ay
fabr. Yu 5(2022)FE THE H5A7 MIEIRTE H, AT H AR RAR ™4, MIRBE & &
VERVE ARSI B InTa b5, MARE SRR AL E R (Yu et al, 2022). S5H—3 Liu % A(2024)1
Wyt — R, VR W] LSRR BT A A AR, AN SR TE 2R B E, MR AR
BAVE AR AR T AR SRS IR PRt T T B AAT N2 S RR(Liu et al., 2024).

TECEERE b, SUTES S5t ST LLgt— B R BhFR bR 54T 45 B nT RS 56 (1 BB R« Parker
15 Ramsey (2023)7E5) B IR BNHE S 5 ORIFIEAL 261 T ORI, VEANZR 2 800 BB AL 75 B & IR Bk A 15 B2 T
PIRTORFE: AR AT IR R R BN W] BAAIUEAF N T 240 b, A SRR e 2= 5 IR 3 i 4 vl oF
ATAEAS D6 SR % [)— LH1)4 4% (Parker & Ramsey, 2023). #E—#1M5, ESBALHERERT, 77 LUK MR
Bk 507 i EAE IR Z AR, GINKT RS 5 IR 2 A R A 50 4R 2 S5 e I [A)
{1 IR Bk 0 1) 5 P B 77 [ — O, e 7 T B 5 ) e SRS TR AR A, BSOS I ASE 2R w5 T 3k R Al e it
AR ZHORF) . @XM, ERBE AT A FEBE I R A T Bk, TR I AR e b, R BAIX
SV ) S S 2% DA S HAh S B0 T4 75 GCE 1 I AH X BTk -

K, GCE 7E 5 $H MY B 52 5 30 S SR 14 25 1] 5 [l FRTRFAIE , F2 S S PR B o0 AN SR IR Bl i %A g b
s IRZ) RGBS SR B 77 1748 A B8 0] RS SO T R I A R I B BRI A . K
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JE SEFLHN 7 A T 55 X RREE 7 ALY R D RN SOA SHtIYE, JF48 G IRBNC R 5 S UL,
A RE KGRI ) RO E )« i e 5 Hofth 5 SR T £ GCE Hh HIAR R BTk -

3. MRS : HaEXRESTHERT
3.1. #SBEESHHFINETER

LR R AN BAR F A JE TN A5 1R R AR B, (EORERZ E 4R R I, L5 I Ak f i A 7 X —
G B e, MISAR AN S W KRG MR . RN, MESTET S I IE T ST
Z5 1 R T BN 4R AN 26 R AW S M E VRS (91 WS 4F), RIS XS E 4 LLTOZ J7 A FH T 0 ERUE
ERIRIHFEEE, AR =g A .

Yang %5 AN (2024) DAt HE FRIENE R R AL, IR REIAEMENL R, SRER, HERT
JEHE R TAL, WEEF A HE R LT A B RERES, PR thax 00 R I M AE RE 6 PR (A 22 S (R 2R 2%
VE R IKB(Yang et al., 2024). X — KM EEZ LIET, ©F GCE MR 2 [A) 2 M 30 R 24t 2
PR ISR, BV AR A S AL B, TR B R AT R R AWt W 2 . 52 AHIE(HEE
SR A 2N SN R ST T . Ding 25 A(2024)i@d A 5B ALEEMRE L, RIREMLEER
AL M55 GCE, 5t HAS AT I aT /F Dy T 2 i 4% 52 ma b E LS B R (Ding et al., 2024).

*h4s 7 UG E AT LUE I B4 S B BB K« Zhao 25 A\(2023) ik iR 7E S il BB o e 2k
NI A ARES:, B 5 I A AR DG THI AL AR X508 J5 25 GCE EA [R]I [R] 0 (1 R I, 47 3 A OG5
2% 5 3 P AT AR R A A FE T R (Zhao et al., 2023). ZBFREN, TUEEA AR Rk @ %5
ZE(UATE/ANTIE), AT RER A T A B OR RIEIE 46, Ml GCE B #20 St 2337 S (A 2 1
HEE.

BRI S, 255 S0y 1% GCE AT IEE L R R — AN 4518 7 el R g IR
RS S S, TR SRR AR TTEENE . ¢ R IS5 B R W I ) v g 5 SR i i i

3.2. R NS MEER

LRMALIE B IEZE B S BEEL, WM HER T AT SRS, R
15 A RE I AR THER R AL A G 5 5a 1, SR I 4 2 80N IR 9 S I TR A, (B — 15 FF R
AN AR E H . DMELE LG R I TR IR, AR 2R AR I R B KU RFAE AN o m] R
HEARIRNGS , T2 AR B 500 RO (018757 7 B8 52 A1 55 45 4 5 AR AE L [ BR 1 - 8 41, £ ADHD R AREA T,
TSR B S AR X AL/, ABAE A T B AR S e, 13 RUR SRR I A — P B R
KN, RIRIE LTI A IRAEARE SR B B AR IAE 5 b B (Uono et al., 2023).

APLA S, IR A . AR AR IR R 2 — o IR PR A B k2 EBLEh )
JBAE T, REIE N R NGO HRAS 5528 B BRI HERT, M ZE K BRI 77 45 S . SR,
IUAT VAR 13 Y AR A4 i 1) 4 P AT 55 42 75 7 S0 A AR 2 1] o 2 B RAS FL S A B AN S R 4]
I, BRh e o ) e R s B K E R R AR MR BA e . RS R, IRl 112
HEAE AT Re g 55 8 22 e R L (Kompatsiari et al., 2022).

N Y TR 1 75w 2 TS A NG o0 V5 7 OA TN NS S e (= 9 (L NG A B |71 o VA .32 357
NFEAR T, BRI R RN S B AF T LB 26 R R I . DL )k — B A OG,  $on
b AL 2 P E B AR P e 5 5 B AL 22 ThREAA7E R GUIC R (Shin et al., 2023). HFF RN, FHELERRHR
FA IR FEEANLZ R RSP LA BRI, AR RAE R R S 2 R R M ARG MR
K E PR B E AR AN EIC R 2 5, 22 57 B A] REARIILLE I [ 74 4% 48 JERF R M #2 B (Chen et all,

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2026.162065 98 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2026.162065

WK 7

2024),

gr b, TS EN LR 3R AT BRI O3 T A R 2R A A DG DL RO ) 7R SR B U, s E AR
LRI R I s AR 22 7 W $E 7 12 S AS [N i] B B AS [8] 0 35 BB ) o 0 8200 7200 5
B OB I ] AN 2 A7 28 BURF A2 5 52 GCE, M2 E I FMESS EoR SR Z40F, B1adrREm G R
BN T B 5 RIS (A],  FFan ey 5 T 245 1) 3 [7] 1k 8 S & AT A4 R

4. NTRIEFITERER: FRSRHMaIILE 57 5%
4.1. ITAERNTRREREFS RS CIE

LS R AU AT RAE, A S BRERE R N BUEf R Ei) 2R . AT, X—ZE
AR A2 EIN TR & g B, BE T B & =€ W) 5 F 8 1R BT s I ALA N 8], AT RS T Hix
SR I AR ROBIARHE TR B R - WERRAUET SR R . B MR RAE S, SOl 4R
mIER A, BSOS R T AR SN s IE TR AN R A SR VEAR AL, S ST T AR BE
AT R BEAE SRSINE BT “IALE 7 BISRTHZE 5, T AR A% 5 25 A 4R bmond O B I #2198 7 1 (Parkeer
& Ramsey, 2023),

BRI, SRR — MR R IR R FF A SR R AL S B il BRI 0 e 7 HE R o 38—l e
VT HER P R B g N SR S, 38 S 70 AN R 25 AR B 2R 30 ) o BT B — W BT I P AR R . T ik
Wl KRG T Z M AR, 18 ISR BAE— @& TR sl ARG Z, FFHEH
BT S BB (0 BIS. LISAS 5)ZERF € Wit T H&E A H T4l B - MERANT (Liesefeld & Janczyk,
2019; Vandierendonck, 2021). SEMLRVI AN T, ZXRIERMENE T BRIRBE, MHET 405
1N T R M P 60 D o BT R R RS BT, RERE AR I NI HUE BB FE bR, TR S B B R
Wl RS A R T B R R XU

B IR R R R RN AT AR, SRR P R E . B S ROk, B S
PRI FE S A0 PRI BRI — R IR SR AR R T B 25 O 8 - ) S AR R - i),
RS T E RIS SO AN RN T s 2 1 I AR AR AR A . 5 MR 2R R B 70 e 12 g FE B R — 2L
KRR PG BN LS vl eI NEAMEMY, WIMAE A 51 &5 F 2 AR, X OEZ Rt
FARHE T ATIE RS I A 2L o 4T 25 BR R 2R B AT B AR (9 a0 B SR G HEAR 25 A7 ), 45 WL 5% 21 i
AR & T T 3 AN G R R, K T TN 5 A B 2R R AT AR B AN T AN 2 1] A A2 3 (Chen
& Wyble, 2018; Li et al., 2025),

HE—5, AT NE TR R RN 5 R 2500 R GRS . BEA 08T C R W GCE 745 F SOA
SAESRA T RIMAGLN, XM B S 1 66 1) 7 ffE AN R 25 & SOA, R AT REHE a5 S B Bx
P % 5:(Atkinson et al., 2018). Kk, —ANEE BALHIAA] J1 04T Sy FE SR 2 . 75 SOA BT[RBT 25 (8K
RO ZRZRBN . AR 58 LSS - ER RS 4R bR, R DR T M SR AR E RS X SR R AiE B H
ALk,

4.2. IHERFRE: X9EE, FEMISRMNRE

ESE R RO RAAE T, AMUEMZ R RS A A RS TR A S S 2248, 1 HF
SIS I3 A AR I NAR B, BRI RN TR RO I TS, b 2R AU (S B TR
SR R (5 S5 BT TERR S ) o RS R S A (S B S B0 HE A RS ) 15 A e SRS (8] (J8R 25 000 i 9 5 18 3 AT 45
RAT) (Ratcliff et al., 2016; Ratcliff & McKoon, 2008). KUk, f& 6 7E [F— 504 45 F P X 43 P 2K 5w IRIE 1)
iR RRREUET BIMERIMLAL, &2 FESR T E M5 & 5 5T e ol 2.
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EEME RIS, SENBICHAI T E N H RIS KPR RE R A S, W
SR R BRI R VR AR ) 5 A TE R B BRI RV AE, 84 72 e B ] RE A T AR L FE SR R SR I
(] E 5 AR R ORI A RS s MR, AR RIS T B AR B 00 LR & S uEdE v A, EE )
PRI RS Z 1) R G4 (Myers et al., 2022; Ratcliff & McKoon, 2008). 5 340k 4L &8 51155
CERIIRIE, AR B B ANESERE AT BERZ ML T WS SR, T BRSO R IR e R 14
TR P B B —— AT o E A SR U B RE S 7 [R] —MEZE R R THERS R 50 50 &, T Bk
U VAR R AR T 8 AR AR, At S R R AT TR A F 15 BN Lk 2 v S hn Al S T B
4 FIREPE BE 46 (Myers et al., 2022; Ratcliff et al., 2015),

S R A, AL T R AT A R e PR T SR S AT R ARG . T AESR I VA Fu AR
PRI AR 51 2 505 I 1) AR A R AR R 46 52 2% b o0 A BRI SEAERRE A v, IR I AERIE FE et By
BUATHEA S S HKE P4, FEAE D6 I R Y B R @ i A Y 152 5€ (Boehm et al., 2018; Evans et al., 2020).
ESLPUETH, JZG U4l v 5 58 RIE 3G 07 A B THERUD IR B T SR e i, Ik
RIE AR I S FOE T DUAS 56 4 228 8 HI4E F %42 (Feltgen & Daunizeau, 2021). IhAb, EHE BFAESL I
JERFR—ERIEA, T A RGN AT X PR e SRR 038 7EA A LU 75 B B R R X
FE b i P AR R (Kvam, 2025).

5. RE

RRMTE 0] N = 2R BEAR TR TR RSN I JT . o, TER—SLIe R IE SR,
SOA B AR TR (FE T/ S F0 ) 5 4t 28 52 5 2] (G4 - 565+ 1. b Z&, JFR ARG
B el TAR 2 as, DS G m 5 TZ 0] RAELER s e ) B B, Hk, H#E3)
TR AR - R - A — Ak FER T AR/ 28 5T - HERRTR AR IR, BXA IR 2 S5 R 554845, I
PLEGOIESE BRI AL S BN SHE, HELEAFRVLSMR % (Zhang et al,, 2025). &5, #EE4E
ARE, KEZEATEAS EAMRCEEE, W E S E ), SRS s S & Wl AR A E
VAJIBAE 5 FIAY B (Marchesi et al., 2024; Woo et al., 2024).
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