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i FERINTE B IERE(CAS) A KN 2 4l 5 S B RAE DA AR B L AR O 7, AHHCSZ DR R 2 v fn T
(R U RIBILTRN i AN . AR 45 2 B0REUTE 55 (MFT, S8 A5 285 LU RN 2k AR5k 3:0, @k 2:1)
5 Oddball 83X GE ik il AR R AR\ BB« BRI 80%, I 20%), H: X4 FARHSEE(T 45 M1 6k A8 2%
BIMERE; AT 55 T RBUB B M), RO S TIANAHE T 5 WM TXF CAS BAT R SR RIS 17845
BN EINE AR E AL CAS &O%, Bl TR AT 5 MRt i . = FH I BAERM, (UL
ARG, 5 58 B S ) T P800 1 2 R TR 8 fMRI S5 R R, w0 67 2880 5l 1 2 M 44 (DLPFC
SPL), #r5HI NI BGE T HEMIE R M 4% (TP, AIC); BRG IS /T s, PIE7EN =R M 45 (SPL. ACC. AIC)
e LTRSS 2R BB (MVPA)Y & B, A TR R4S & X (rPOT) AR X (FEF) XA T 385 W T/Y
fRSAE IR 86.83%, FWIH AT LI RIRGHE (5 B LAZHAS MR, SARUd, AR5 N T o HiliE o 5
A5 A P 245 TR U PR DT AAIE, DN i Do 483 58 w2 BT 5 R R A IO E. CAS 0% . AWFFE eSS
R R TINEERS EEIN TASr TS PR REIALE, BRI S A AR, S o s BOUGE R A TR
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K (Macé et al., 2009; Reeder & Peelen, 2013), 2k

KA ], BN T, KR, R R, AT X
SEES B842
1 55

HFEEEREGEN T REEL 0B bk
PEA FRAG B 7 LA AN TR SEANLE], # A m
15 3B 1] (Desimone & Duncan, 1995), fEAMESiH:
S, YIRERIE ZREE RIS Sh A ML E AT AR
P& BRI B G —— 2K 5] (category) K 4H 4L 0 442 5
(Rosch et al., 1976). 255 B9l 4 R a8 5 B BRI

BE NG —FAE, BERFIEEICARIFRTHIN TR
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T ¥ (category-based attentional selection, CAS)
PE T R PR AU XS G 48 I 2 ERAE, XAFA H RIS
e ) 18 3 47 A O 1%k B (Peelen & Kastner, 2014;
Wyble et al., 2013; Wu, Liu et al., 2016; Wu & Fu,
2017; Yang & Zelinsky, 2009) ., 5 RFF 7K - 1 7 535k
FEAILL, CAS FRBH T A0 T [ g8 110 o 5
1 % Ak Bk 5 M 2 )2 2 5 (Ferrera et al., 2009;
Freedman et al., 2003), X{#f H AR IE @A
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L

SR AL B E B, R, DIEFRZ
RAAET CAS A G By # 2 ML (S M X5 B a) i2F
F2), CAS i 2 b i 2 2R 40 ann] 2 25 M il 15 DA ¢
AR, Uik 252 22 A R CAS Ay
WA

—Ji T, NG REE X, CAS RS>
fid . tAZN¥E il (cognitive control) 248 MATE 7 E 57
FRAIESE T, ARHE S HT B bR F B Ty A7 i
7 WS S RBERRE T, B S B R RS
DI HE(Fan, 2014; Lavie, 2005; Wu, Chen et al.,
2020). Z %0 PREUT 55 (majority function task, MFT)
TE AT ER AR AL B B SR e A AN B B AT S
SRR A W — A i Sk v 28 L R L, Y2 S
R BIH 3:0 FRARE 2:1 B, {5 8 vh2e 5
i, e 2T FH B 22 DA A ) B R LA R SN
it 5tk 3 35 8. (Wu, Dufford et al., 2016), 4iAH11
FTF Iy, A R TR DX (e TPY) 5 7 3 2 I 2%
(DAN)Y L RE % #2  2E 1G5, {2 fd B bR 1 i 102
5T SRR S Y B S S AE c TP SR PRI,
T T B e RN B SR P 7 R P S R 5 (W et
al., 2015). SR, #HxFFARBIE L, AR E
A AT T CAS By BE R S b 2 ML 1
AR

Ji—J7 i, BEMM TGS XS CAS
AU IR AL . o & M (salience) & 48 M 7E ) F ki 5t
THERIE B AR B, BB Rl St &
Koch, 2001), M HUE BTG 2 ATE S HARBIE#E
KO, AT DX A3 AT 45 AH O I 3 P AT 45 o ok b 25 b
(Kim, 2014): Hii W8 Al S B hs Je sk i
MRFIEECR &, AT B A A 8UF B, JT R
R 25 (L5 SMIU T A LPFC S5 TR IPS)IY
[R5 3 (Brass & von Cramon, 2004; Lerebourg et
al., 2024), J5 & EFE BT T R R AR R R B s M
bbargE i, BN S HT B AR SRE, AU BN
T4t (Theeuwes, 2010), XA TR 5 rTPI K4
1% B8 58 A0 3¢ (Corbetta et al., 2002; Kucyi et al.,
2012), 455 AH G Ik 25 Mk AT HE 9 4 DA s i 9 RO
T S B 5 % (Thayer et al., 2022), MifT:45 Jo3 i
B = X TR AE B =S, M AR B IR
“fr(Oxner et al., 2023), 7ESCEE I, Oddball 55
FEARAE AR S BB S MR EGe it B, g1k
FE R 3R (Nadtianen et al., 2011) I HL 4 25 VT L 471
I MMN FIB S 0 P3R4 T B4z S s b i 2P

Jin 53R (Bekinschtein et al., 2009; Garrido et al.,
2009). #RIM, LMERIBEE 2 QS . A8 Sk
SE4REAE (Chapman & Stormer, 2022; Oxner et al.,
2023), ik 2 P X R AP S A Y B DR 40 T
A AR A e L EIEYE, P2 AR A
CAS st i 22 S ARTEAE

AN ) 5 4 2 T T 2 5 i A 5 U 4y
Be, PIEAENLE] EAEAESr T, [RIB e S 3
P PE . — O, PIETERR L] R X g5
P, W0 SN R R X 25 . DA il = 00 e 3] 1
MU T4 i (DLPFC) | iR X (FEF) #1715 I [7](SPL)
SEIN I ] P 45 (CCN)AZ L i X (De  Fockert et al.,
2004; Li et al., 2010; Noudoost & Moore, 2011;
Wang, Yu et al., 2020; Wu et al., 2015); &M T
D) 2 6 RV R 4 (VAN, G rTPY . BT A &
AIC) It & M 44 (SN, U TIPS i E74 STS), LAWIR
T Hb 2R 0 A1 2 8 {5 5 (Arcizet et al., 2011;
Corbetta et al., 2002; Theeuwes, 2010), FFffN T it
R4 TAEPPRAE S L A . WS
55 B ARl S I, 400 P A 30 e 1 5 00 T P g 42 o)
LIFN 38 (Broschard et al., 2024), fij 10 A0 {1 5
Yt B & P15 5 (Kroner et al., 2023),7E CAS 1,
T2 H AR 75 ZE 8 Z NI IR A, 7R3
AT, 7 s A R ] AR Sk B
FRAsA, DA T B de b G AR T O 1 25 Pk T4 (Yang &
Zelinsky, 2009); i &k 35 0 000 AT £ 8 2 18 A A0
A PR A RSN N 9 W ARRAE, DT 5 A
(1425 1) 52 [ A5 4+ (Chen et al., 2012), ffisr T4%
fEE—2 o 3 — 5T, TR AR AT 55 Tl
R0 e 2 P T s SR PRI A, TPY AR R £
BESAE B MR, FEVMRATE S5 B A5 5 0 25 v
FrEAZ A A (Corbetta et al., 2008; Kucyi et al.,
2012; Wu et al., 2015), 27 D04 il i 25 1 i T
A] BETE R KM XIS BUE B IR], AT SE BB 2
TR BC . T, 2R SOR G T P & P R Y i
G, RIWRLE ST T 2 R R P E] . I
Hh, X FEM SRR AE CAS HEQET
i — 2k

H TR S B E I X CAS By
VR R Bt L, A 58 SR F D AE 1 w3 Bk i
(functional magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI)$i K,
454 MFT fl Oddball JE3X, L8 7NN 3%
PESEHY (55 AH DG/ TG R W [ 20 RN o Ji it el 28 I 0
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TG0 IRTER vs. 2:1 & HdR) R BRI H 5 i K
1T e A ) 3 KT (80% bR E AL vs.
20% 4T 5O R B 2RI T, 8 R A A A
T 55 HAR RSN (55 A SC B9 26 51 L AT 55
TCR BB R B 0 E PR S5 A OGP E . ek T
BT Ry SO R G ST 1 O, 45 A I ST S
W15 2R Z B304 BT (multivariate pattern analysis,
MVPA), REHE £ M % 5 W3 & LI E 53 T
5P, AT RO T RO R
YRR (DAT RO, mNAITEREAL CAS &L
ROAEHR TR NI IER); B 57 RT3t CAS,
RS A TN T IO, = 58 BRI AT 5540
O R A 2T T S TP . (2) i AR T T
NG H1 %% DAN (40 DLPFC. SPL), W& T
0% VAN (W1 rTPJ); CCN BERS S 5 W28 T 59 B[]
YEHT, H AR 0T HF X w28 T 5 ik
BT
2 ik
21 #ik

R ¥ MorePower 6.0 (Campbell & Thompson,
2012)3 15, WE SR T 0.80, a /K- 0.05,
RO A A AR (n = 0.3), 2x2x2 BRI
IR TR 26 Ao HHZE RN KFFER
K2FA 29 2 (CEIRVE I A 18~27 %5 SEH4E 1 20.83
+2.60 %24 Bk S HRBA) el G
FIF, A sUF EMR IR, GO, %5
55 205k RS K220 M 2 0 & W B (it i =
2022030702), #% il 7E 5L 50 A 2 1 AU R,
IEAE T2 58 58 S AR AT AH L A
22 RIHFERF

SCE R IR 17 BF Y CRT Bondy b, Bt
HOT PR T 1024x768 15K, RIBTHE K 60 Hz, ¥
A K 5,(CIE x/y coordinates, 0.313/0.329), ¥k 7E
W2 B B R LA, BRI PR AE2Y 57 cm, LK FE
%% JH E-Prime 3.0 444wl o

ARSI R 2 QAT R m ik, (IRTEk) < 2
(52 7KOF 5 M, AR > 2 (S 3 A Ok

U DA ST IE H R flanker 4R 55 . PH ST 555X stroop W ATSY
NS, (HIX AR 55 P 5345 B 5 B AR I T JE oG flanker
FE5 IS Sk T4, S5 32 @ T L 58 38— S, — B
R 1M MFT AT55h, i SR EE 2EE s, A
FER T B, HER T @ T R AIR Y R (Fan et al., 2008;
Wang et al., 2011),

RS ARG, AR5 TE )N L it SEg AT 55 45
4 7 MFT #1 Oddball (&l 1), & JETEFR T
BEHLEE L 100~600 ms 1« + 1 EML A . SR 5 2B 400
ms IR GE, A5 =5t e S R (R G
0.86°) AT 5(0.31° x 0.31°), FF5 A it &4 7 (2~9)
HFEHA. B, C. D, E. F. G, H), 51
S G P e Y 12 AT RB I B 2 —,
BRI = PSR EE 1.5, 9), Dk
FFZ o A 5] o Bk AR 55 20 2B =455
H A K 22 85 280 (5 B ORI T )R A T T e B S
N, MR R Z8BAT S ey, WA TETE 1
REFST 5 RFEE, WMAA T stk 2. [N ETE
WO B PEA T HT . 7E 900~1400 ms A S 1Al
100 ms )z Bt I, R~ — itk

AN 0 380 o SOEE A5 2 ) L R R - AR
N B, =A% I8 TR —2850(3:0), BP
T AR R FIN AR, A
SR TR 25, BT BN E T 20
2:1), MMHANEFE—NFEE, AT — %
o TR Sk 2 K T R R A R R
B 3R S A i, o EE 80%; T S I
BB 2 B, o E 20%. I SR SG i
BT E YT S BARP BN (155
K I8 5 A e SO R ) B SR SR, R AT £
(CIE x/y, 0.640/0.330)F1£¢ {4 (CIE x/y, 0.300/0.600)
— B A R B v L (80%), 53 — i I (A A A
SR (20%), € 1 dnb 25 7K P78 S 50 28 B R R gk
PR AT P75 AT 55 A G Ik 25 Pkl 2o el A 25
A Y LR S B, — R 10 KB o0 1 25055
HECF(80%), DI T EE(20%), T3 — R B0 )
HIR, ZH0AF 5 1 2 501 A9 7 52 56 20 B[] gl 1K ]
AT A

ALIALE 4 AHS, BAEHSEE 200 Mk
(160 AFrEFI AR 40 438 SR EGA ) . B
RAEIE SR AT TS0 2R > o BESER 1 A2 Bk
B2 5080, SEIEA LR AT 35 R
2.3 fMRI ##EREMBALE

i AR B 7E Siemens Prisma 3.0T 344X L
FH 64 @R MEL L BT, fd S 1 B (Echo
planar image, EPI){&/7%1 1T BOLD {55 R4E,
A%k 3.8 mm x 3.8 mm x 4.0 mm. SRk E
K A (time of repetition, TR): 2's, [l [A](time
of echo, TE): 27 ms, [ [EIf7(Echo spacing):
0.4 ms, X AK/N: 240 mm x 240 mm, FEfA . 77°,
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- + . B H||B H
100-600 ms L H 6 €| 10?2%? ms B_H 6 K
I N AR - !
ms . 400 ms
g R y i
900-1400 ms | PRI 900.1400 ms | BRAE |
A e 80% __.
s N 8 e
Riwies 1 F
L2 0% __} 20%
. P L
H + 9 H 9
+
3 3
5Tk EHHX
Bl LR aEE

T R AR R vs mi SRR BUE =455 5T R B R 2B BRI (3:0 vs 2:1) BB ZEACF Rl vs B 5l
O R i A R AR B A AR SR L B8 (B SR8 80%, 3BT SR I 20%) 0 EFARSCHEASG . JEI0) Rl 75 & M HiAE 55 H AR L%

USRI . AR5 AT, 2 ad 5 O A 55 R G B 25 5 20 Y LU R S B AR5 BT

KBRS . IR LR TR, R

JZE: 4.0 mm, ZMEE: 0, 2% 40, EPI KT
64, WFE: 3126 Hz/Px, DREMFHMEE RGE RS
HHEGEWM S AR, PR 0.9 mm x
0.9 mm % 0.9 mm,

AL PRARAE 2 SE . BRZALIE . 5 bR
b medE. o3l SREhRIE . A RECHE . P AR
Il AR A8 7K - Dy fig EHRE Se A T2 TR B T AR OE, 8
REANJZ AR ZE B BsF () 7 9] v ) ) SR SR BF ) X 5, 4R
J5 ¥ T aE EIR 5 5 — UROSARXT HE DL 5 A 4 18] Y
KA IE o A UG SA A FH AL A (1 1 T e AE—
3 mm x 3 mm x 3 mm f¥ Talairachk %% [H](Talairach
et al., 1988) H f) MNI (Montreal Neurological
Institute) A N #EATARIELL . DREAR H 2 & B (Full-
width at half maximum, FWHM)} 6 mm i = g
I #%(Gaussian Filter) #1755 0] -4 .
24 fMRI BRGS0

i G H A o3 AR B T MATLAB (1 fMRI
B AL PR A SPM12 XHE 55 28T Py gl 4k i %
B A 4 X G AL BRAECE b . ES 5 EAS
IKF- L, BOLD 3 i — B Gt v i 13 i — e 2k
PEAR A (General Linear Model, GLM)IT8453], Bt
FE SCHY 8 AN BT YA AL 43 3l X6 17 8 ot 512 9 b BT 1) 1
W 2 GAEIER: mfagk, ) < 2 (B3
TRV B SR, PR < 2 (i A OG5
AR, AR5 TCR) . ik 2 w5 P 5 AR i 4 30 )

0 2 e R A 55 T

[ % (hemodynamic response function, HRF)i# 17
G, ILAk, BRI A 5 Sk s A E AP TR P AR Y
6 kB SHL, [FIREAE S J0 S H5 hil A8 i in A 7Y
o BN B[] )3 81 22 0o v E B I (1/128 Hz)
K BRARAT I RIS 5 WS o 38 3 3% B 45 Ml 5%
TR A 26 M X6 HE {6 (contrast value), 7E5EM, GLM &
BkiTT (parameter estimates))i, 152 AR5 .
). BEAFGI SR . brifE) . WEMHECCR .
AH ) B S5 R R =35 18 28 BATE R 4 4k g o
PO [ o 3 SE ) LU IS B R A B A, JF A
# GLM, f#i}f] AlphaSim /¥ (http://afni.nimh.nih.
gov/pub/dist/doc/manual/AlphaSim.pdf) #f 17 5¢ 45§ F
XD LU S G 1 SR 2R B E . B AR 1 A
BRI p < 0.005, 46 AL (1 R 1
p <0.05 #IE 2R A I T b 75 1

AT Z IR R B Hr (MVPA) I A AR FE T
Python 3.11 ¥R35Ef#i 1} Nilearn. Numpy. Sklearn
G TR R . ARAERTY GLM B4y
BT 19 235 SR 328 BUFE D0 07 3055 8 0 B 25 K- P A 2%
A v R A v ) ki DX 2 AR BRI 2R
TEZ 5H MK b, B a5 i =38 o0 2
fMRI 55 . 5508 4L, X T2 585 5%
55 BT SR AR 00 ki 0 1% A %) 2 5 F IEAE S 5 Fh
AN WAE S5 AT R RS . o EMRT 4 458 38 2ok
SPM12 Wiy ImCalc pREC KR SEATUN T A0 B] . A
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BOANFI R ER, BT R —ik e
B~ T SR 2% A PR A S ik 2 g — SR AT £ 2 —
HERNE A EUR, LAY 1 — ik i 2k
= S AR AR 0 s 25 B — R AR B 30— S+
FIBA MG, R KO A B, B4
YOR 15—k i £ 38— S AR A TR 4 ) ik 2
B — k& PR ERI AR R, DA SR R
B BRAR B R S R AR A AR A3 3 o 2
— R A 17 2R hR ME AR R IR B R 2%
P MNRARTY . AR B — 1k, BRI L
PO = AN AR U R (75%), T —A-4AE
SRR AE (25%) . BT, AR AR A A, 45 3]
WHEAG RS . Z )5, IR AR TERA AL E,
A2 5 BRI T AR 2 ) ff 65K o
B, AT — 2 EG . &a, i ER
25 S (FWHM)SN 6 mm (19 =5 387 38 )% #5% (Gaussian
Filter)#F4725 [H] V-3, ‘S ALKV GLM iR, jjf
— XA [RMACER B Fff R RS 1 B A T 25 SR

3 45

31 1TAZR

XTIE M ZE(ACC) IEAf 520 Y S s (RT) R IES
(inverse efficiency scores, IES = RT/ACC, /R #{ix
()RR R IDIEAT 2 G TR = gk, IR6ER) = 2
(kK B S, AR vERINEL) < 2 (W 3 A OG-
RS AROC, AE55 Q) H & M 5 22 5347
311 Em=X

TN R0 B RN B 3, F(1, 28) = 209.34, p <
0.001, n; = 0.88; KR IEMFKE THE M. &
FOKH ERON E, F(1, 28) = 22.06, p < 0.001,
na = 0.44 . I A TE A R = T S

NI < WEKPE HEAE R, F(1, 28)
=24.98,p <0.001, n;, =0.47, & ARV 43HT & B, To
WRIKTE[F(1, 28) = 4.35, p = 0.046, 0} = 0.13]iF
R MEKF(1, 28) = 38.33, p < 0.001, n3 = 0.58], &
YESNE ) TE B 2R 38 B 3 v TR S R it — DA
[RIIA N 7 3R 551 T 1A 2 35 3800 (ACC e — ACC 5
s ) EATHCRTREAS ¢ KE 6. S5 Wos, A1 TG
3, AT ROV R R, ¢ (28) = 5.00, p <
0.001, Cohen’s d = 0.93, 95% CI [0.49, 1.36], WI4h,
TCIS SRR [F(1, 28) = 193.28, p < 0.001, n; =
0.87], I H FHIPLIF(1, 28) = 148.29, p < 0.001,
np = 0.84], G IEHRY B & m TR, —

XA ] S 2K SRRV (ACC e — ACC i)
HEATHCRAEAS K50 . A5 R WoR, AH LG TARiERIEL,
BT RY  Z RO TR, ¢ (28) = 5.00, p < 0.001,
Cohen’s d = 0.93, 95% CI [0.49, 1.36], B3 /KF x
WEMCHZ BB, F(, 28) = 24.01, p <
0.001, n, = 0.46., & RN SHT KRR, AT55 FHOCHT,
o o R 38 P T 2 B S T SR, F(L, 28) =
28.06, p < 0.001, 03 = 0.50; {45 JoIeh, Frif ]
PR IE B 5 S O IR T B E 25 5, F(L,
28)=0.14, p=0.710,

VAT < WEAKE < WM B AR
MW, F(1,28) = 12.22, p = 0.002, 0 = 0.30, Mtk
— LW = R S B, S BITEAE 55 AR DGR
5 RSN TIAT TN T3 x BEAKRFHEE
T 2T R BR, (E5HKRE, Nk x &
FKERE HAE WL, F(1, 28) = 37.03, p < 0.001,
np =0.57. W RAMRGAR[F(1, 28) = 6.34, p = 0.018,
ns = 0. 1914 & F R [F(1, 28) = 51.49, p < 0.001, np
= 0.65], brE R IE B 234 I 2 S T
AL FARER, & 03T 0 2 UV (ACC s —
ACC snnn)E K, 1 (28) = 6.09, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d
= 1.13, 95% CI [0.66, 1.59], JCitbrAERIE[F(1,
28) = 73.71, p < 0.001, 0} = 0.73], iR 58 A
[F(1,28) = 72.50, p < 0.001, n3 = 0.72], 1KY IE
RS R 7 A 12 N o AL O T
PR 1 2N (ACC e — ACC maa) R, 1 (28) =
6.09, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 1.13, 95% CI [0.66,
1.59]. 88T, AE55ToRmE, INFITAE < KA
HAEHANRE, F(1,28)=0.04, p = 0.844 (WK 2),
312 &RzAt

NI R R0 B3, F(1, 28) = 404.96, p <
0.001, n2 = 0.94; fIRFZR MBI T 85 4k, W
FIKEBY EROW WL, F(1, 28) = 72.53, p < 0.001,
Ny = 0.72; BRIERIELM SN AT S
AH I RO 2, F(1, 28) = 22.16, p < 0.001,
N = 0.44; AT55H 5 1Y S A PR AT 45 J0 3%

VAR < WEMCHE R BEARE B3, F(,
28) =6.54, p = 0.016, 13 = 0.19., fi BB /3 Hr & B,
T EAT S5 A [F(1, 28) = 298.04, p < 0.001, 3 =
0.91], BREAESTCRKIF(1, 28) = 390.17, p < 0.001,
ne = 0.93], IO 2R A S B ) e S e T Ak, M
FeFAT S5 MG, 445 oo B 8% (RT wnw — RT
wan) K, 1 (28) = 2.56, p = 0.016, Cohen’s d = 0.48,
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100

80 1

60

IEBE%

40 t

20 1

el | BT | bR | R | AR | B | bR | BR
BIR EHR BHR EHR

Bl 2 ARGAEGRE . BEKES B e &R IE
R (%) 45 5%
T *+FR p<0.001, ¥R p<0.05,ns 14E p = 0.05,

95% CI [0.09, 0.86], fE/KF x WEMIEHELLH
YER B3, F(1, 28) = 88.90, p < 0.001, n3 = 0.76. fi
PO 3 AT R IR, AT 5 AR DG, o o SR P 2 o Fsf
i E PR S, F(1, 28) = 100.78, p < 0.001, 1
= 0.78; MMiAE:55 JCOCHT, w08 0% 5 g B A HT S
HOC 3 2 5, F(1, 28) = 0.00, p = 0.959,,
INHI L < B E K < AR HAR
FAAREE, F(1,28)=0.71, p = 0.405 (JLIA 3).

A% fEs Tk
n.s. 1.S.
l n.S. l n.s.
n.s. n.s.
1n.s. 1.S.
1200 | n.s.| | n.s.| | n.s.| | n.s. |
1000 |
800
k|
E 600 |
‘]2‘
=
400 |
200
O k] i | i | B | G| B | bR | B
AR | OR | mER | AR
B3 ORI . 2k T 0 4 P 1
o7 B (ms) 4%

3.1.3 IES
SRHHIES = RT/ACC X} 3 =R RA T A 7
1E, FRPHRIES APPSR T i3RI (Townsend
& Ashby, 1983). IES fH#k/]N, R A2 BERES
NN 3 E 00 2, F(1, 28) = 250.56, p <
0.001, 13 = 0.90; 1R FIE Tk, B
IR BB B, F(1, 28) = 35.11, p < 0.001, 1) =
0.56; FrifERI A R ILF T8 S0 . b 25 AE G
() B2 B3, F(1, 28) = 6.94, p = 0.014, 1} = 0.20;
R R PSS N S R E R v
INHIT AR < WEKPE B R, F(1, 28)
=21.72, p < 0.001, n} = 0.44; fj BLA R /3Hr & PR,
Tie AR TR [F(1, 28) = 20.75, p < 0.001, n; =
0.43], EETMA[F(1, 28) = 36.51, p < 0.001, 0} =
0.57], A HI A 2 B4 T8 SR . AH EE TR
ik, =R E Y (ES ssam — IES wmwnw) B
K, t (28) = 4.66, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 0.87, 95%
CI [0.43, 1.28]. MAl, TS eprifERIEK[F(1, 28) =
353.98, p < 0.001, n; = 0.93], WJEHr FHBLIF(1, 28)
= 164.35, p < 0.001, 0 = 0.85], MMM LI
FWF gk AT BRI, B SR gk
BN (IES #sw — IES o) E K, ¢ (28) = 4.66, p <
0.001, Cohen’s d = 0.87, 95% CI [0.43, 1.28], ‘37K
xR EAM SO HAE W, F(1, 28) = 40.27, p
<0.001, np =0.59, & BRI A3 AT R, AT 55 HH G,
i Y 2R B30 S R, F(1, 28) = 43.48, p
< 0.001, 02 = 0.61; FF55 TS, bRl 55 5
I B E 22 5, F(1, 28) = 0.00, p = 0.973,
INATAER < BEAKE < WM B AR
W3, F(1, 28) = 10.48, p = 0.003, n3 = 0.27; Mk
— AW = R S B, S BITEAT 55 AR DG AT
% RN THAT TIVAI G < BEKFRHEER
T 20T S5 R, RS AHCHT, INFfE < B
FKVZHEAEMBE, F(, 28) = 19.07, p < 0.001,
ne = 0.41, FIRARLN M & B, it MR fER[F(,
28) = 28.12, p < 0.001, 0 = 0.50], B R [F(,
28) = 39.90, p < 0.001, n3 = 0.597, H i I L K3
SR o R ST = (3571 = A = 7 &= A L
Y ZE BN (TES ssmn — IES mwmn) R, £ (28) = 4.37,
p <0.001, Cohen’s d = 0.81, 95% CI [0.39, 1.23], &
WRPRHERIK[F(1, 28) = 285.55, p < 0.001, n) =
0.91], 2B A [F(1, 28) = 73.54, p < 0.001, 3
=0.72], KA EMFRRY BEFLT TEHk. MET
FrUESIEL, B0 S R T 280 (ES s — IES o)
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B R, £ (28) =4.37, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 0.81, 95%
CI[0.39, 1.23]. #R1fi, {E45 JCKHT, INAIfzR < &
TP BEAEARZE, F1, 28) = 0.00, p =
0.965 (W& 4).
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XU R SR A5 ik X AR T o B Ak, AR 3k 5%
VGRTeCa Sx(11F 211y s e 12 o I 170 o 1 N 1 2
] I S 11170 S 1 11 1 I S 1 1157 Rl T
i Do iy )2 | ZE MR T TR SEAN X S22 /K- 2
W MR TARERIL, Hr SRS T A b
1, AT Tal RO | SN Rt RA% 55 o 2 8
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-10.0886 13.3402
El5S  ANHI AR E AT ERN . () G IAAN T EA N X (R 8 > AR ED); (b)5 10 27K FAH C I ik X GBI 5
% > ARERIED . EFRRBOGEEIMNAR ., EaRREE DR E,
F 1 NMBHENEZKFER E RS EXIS(FDR, p<0.05,k = 46)
X 2 P i sl BA Weff 245 (MND) K t
X y z
/G| 7 7 24 -72 48 164980 13.34
5 = | yal 7 24 -72 52 3935 11.77
/N T i -34 -70 -28 1690 8.77
i £ 7 45 -32 22 10 1647 8.17
mtnE > RiEk i 5 ra 45 32 18 12 1004 10.15
i el 16 -14 18 637 6.61
wirp al 7 10 -30 50 20 219 5.4
AR i 17 16 -70 10 84 4.22
HEAR L P 17 -14 -74 10 67 3.81
B el 18 16 —-94 12 4110 10.09
i L [ml +H 8 22 44 48 2714 7.09
G| pal 18 10 -74 -2 1661 9.09
< IR £ 1l s 39 —44 -76 46 1569 8.3
TUF [l & 39 58 -60 42 1563 7.03
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XF L A i DX et BA MR ATMND k t
X y z
i el x 21 -60 -16 -12 492 5.78
15 55 5% [nl i~ 36 -28 -26 -18 208 4.65
= AAFRAT 15 7 45 —48 32 2 105 436
AN vl 20 -82 -38 100 4.87
/N T 7 —42 -72 -36 89 4.01
/M X P -8 -50 —-42 70 4.26
e gyl i 6 -32 -8 60 9549 8.9
/N VI i -32 -50 -22 4251 8.21
£ 1 P&l 39 36 -56 40 2419 7.85
i £ + 45 34 20 10 363 4.43
BRI > bR RS T i -12 24 8 224 4.94
i £ 7 13 -28 22 8 197 4.51
BRI e 48 12 6 12 178 4.67
223N x 48 -14 8 14 173 5.19
/N VB 7 -28 -76 =50 115 4.86

BEKF x BEMRIEMZEAEMEZRIN BT IR, 57 5 0008 0 25380 1 22 ) v S iy
FEZEMI R S5 m] XU b SR el . XM A el ZE S SRR AT L A TR g A [l Ze ik
T F (o] 96 5 35 TE S (] 6 MR 2)o AR S AT, A B A%, MIBCT R s, vl e 2 0 1 22l

E6 WEKFE x BEMHIXMAZEAEM . (a)38EAEFHICHNK X, Gt 5 R —Fr AR w500 > CHT S R 45
) esxrxo (b)AT BRI AIAT, AT55AHICHT, ASTR] 83 7K S5 HE 30 049 i X GBS 00 i e e > ARVER I e sm0) 0 (€)
TR] BN T, AT 55 TE IR, AN [R) G 38 AP X BU TS B4 A DX GBI S 00038 e e e > ARSI e 0 00) o 21 €4 7R B0 22
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x2 BEKTFMBEZMAXENZTEERRERMMSIH(THIE, p<0.001, k = 46)

X1 e 2 il kit BA MR A OAND P
X y z
AT x A rf e [nl x 1 -50 -34 54 6179  8.71
Tt I [ml &l 7 44 —46 58 1476  6.59
/N VI bal 20 -62 -52 415 7.92
/N VI +H 30 -52 -30 396 7.96
F 4 i [ el 6 58 10 30 242 5.63
rh gL i [m] x 6 -60 6 26 186 4.69
v £ + 13 36 22 0 157 4.9
7N ik ] A &l 4 -66 -10 130 5.51
i £ I 45 -32 20 8 112 533
/N VI i 24 -58 24 97 475
UNLTEEES s -2 -32 -2 68  4.67
/i VI x 26 —-62 —54 55 6.28
RS HH BRI > bRAERY rfr ey [ml pi 6 -28 -12 52 127300 9.35
N & 24 -58 -26 4829  8.88
TR [ml H 40 46 -40 54 3680 8.84
I 75 A Il Vs 6 —48 8 30 966  6.93
22N el 14 8 12 675  5.52
v £ s 13 -30 22 8 340 6.02
Tk pia -12 -22 8 334 5.63
/M VIB i -26 -76 -50 333 5.64
R Vi -22 2 8 178  5.03
BN < AR R J& s [ul 7 23 —4 -50 32 1184  6.88
HHIHE 5 25 0 [ 7 10 -14 46 -4 389 5.43
i [l x 39 —-42 -76 34 311 5.94
BTt H 23 14 —54 20 310  5.38
i L nl Vi 8 -18 34 46 284  5.49
Kb al &l 19 48 -78 26 114 6.61
L3N] 7 37 -30 -38 -16 109 5.59
eI x 40 -28 —40 24 84  6.26
3t [m] i 21 —-62 -6 -14 76 5.95
HEE &R %451 [m] Vi 45 -54 30 -2 72 453
AN T &l 24 -78 -38 59 4.95
55Tk BN > bR R BRIl 7 37 -30 —44 -20 175 6.49
G| pal 19 32 -84 -18 49 532

S A BT A S i | A AT 0 55 0 Bk 1]
et =g ST il T S 1 e Sl 1 s [ SRS
Ze M e [l A2 AR AR T [l 4 e S5 SR, AE
5 IR, FHETARAERIFL, B 5 R & H0E
T AEMARRAR T A S [l BRIEZ AR, AN g x
WEAE . N < BEASCHER = F
A 2 A 2 B0 308 35 B 3805 i X
322 AHMEFHMEEENINEKSHE

R T RIS DR N Y T E R, Xt

5 55 17 380RN i 2 7K T B TR A 32 8800 1647 3 BT
ST WE 7 FiER 3 R, ZEMTE R ZEMRL R
] I S 112 1 I S 1 S PA 11 A T 1 = e 1 ==
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323 MEEAER NS A AR A0 R 1 T a9 T
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R T R FE NG A 2 i T B TR ) O
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B 7 DR A 2 TR L FOE Ak X 2r @k
AN IR R

%= 3 IARIIESIFL B N TR0 £ B BOE X
(FDR, p<0.05 k = 46)

T4 FPHANEHMEEEMIRTRoOEEX
(X% IE, p<0.005 k = 46)

U AP A8 R (MNT

Wik st A — P MRD
X y z

TR A X H 7 22 —64 42 183 3.94

L §if [ /FEF H 6 30 -6 46 87 3.51

WA A8 R (MNI)
Jigi X /4 BA k t

X y z
/G| 7 7 28 —68 48 101210 17.47
AN H 26 —66 —26 3181 9.60
£ Inl + 39 32 —60 46 2966 12.47
rfr iy el + 6 34 -4 50 2058 10.52
l/A| s 37 —46 —-66 —12 1451 10.33
i £ 7 13 -32 20 12 639 10.51
i £ + 13 32 20 8 522 7.60
e x -10 -18 8 423 5.03
BRI + 48 16 -4 18 162 5.31
/i VI s —24 —72 -50 159 9.17

TN, S S AR AE U DA B 28 S S 2 KO A B
fF B S 24 ME A R IR B 86.83%, I b= TREML
K 50% [#(28)= 73.57, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d =
27.81]c $E—20 X0 M X AL FE 647 22 S+ 53 B, 45
R, A5 TR AL 254 X (ePOY) A il v Je {if [1]/FEF
TESF S A5 B 0 B i) Tk o 2 (181 8 Tk 4),

R

/\“

N

0 4.2649

B8 PRI R 3 P T AT IX 70 9 MVPA. 45
R LLEIRIRAEARS b oTlk 2 AKX

4 HHE

AWFFELE A MFT 55 Oddball /145, 1@ i 2 0A
AR BT SR E A, REMIRR T
TN 5 0 2 P T 2800 1 B BE R (CAS) iy
S TSRS . 1T RERER, & AL
CAS RCRIES Fhim); 4155 A 58T 5 e Ik 7 2%
I RIS | AR e S T, AT S5 ek
0 S BT P i B B AR G TR, CHF CAS AR
W Eh A 2B e R, BVSEI5 e AR s bR o
F 5, TR Bk A I S A W = T E AR
Mg B A5 25 A e s, R B W 4 (DAN, 34§
DLPFC. SPL)¥E = 2k B 30, i B 00 3 2 I 4%
(VAN, G5 rTPJ ., AIC)NIAE BT 5 Bl B i s, Wi
5y TR, (ARG BOE 400 iR, SPL. ACC. AIC
& CON #Z0il IX A W] 2 528 T, 4278 CCN i
ik A )Ry TR R A U R A A S R . POT R
FEF LAY 87%K5 FE Mt P 2hn T, R BHFHUZ N
il 5 2 P TR P R AL, X — R BRI E T
RN S Pl 1wy v B TR X A0 SR, L B0 IE T 22 WE IR
S e HE ZUAE 1 SO A W3S FH M, S NG (AR 7R
A SIS

G EE S VNN i R ) IPS)
CAS XL E AR, X — % Bk 3 1 0 R
Sy EL Bh A TR AL T CHEUF 4 (Lavie, 2005), HAk
M5, R m 7 E B A A (7 ok ny R
2%, AT 55 J0 5% 08 5 R AE S 3T 0
R T, 5208 ot e, AT 55 HH 5 1 8 5
PHAEAR A 28T 2 30 Hh R AR AR 2 38002 (5 s o 93K 1)
25 S AIXT N, AHTE = AR S W TR (S bR
T 22 AR R A R o X R S T T i
PR T8 e E (priority map) (Fecteau & Munoz,
2006; Itti & Koch, 2001; Mo et al., 2018), HI KAy
TR AN Je (8 23 52 3R B 19 235 PR R H A
UK Bl B AH DG PR L R 95 MR . AR T AR
(IRt )T, B AR (BP 2558 SO R 3R 1) g
w7 o AR, RGRT EAIH S BRSO i 3%
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PECHr S REOA/E A 2R, i AR S BT Y TE 1]
PR PR TR R . I, A 55 A DG A ET S R A
5 HEARIEES, H R EERA N A GES, A
M HEAR RN, o BRI, m RIS T, HARBAR
MIAERFRE T ROA 55, T R GEREA MO AP R f A Y
51 BN T.(Geng & Mangun, 2011); LA}, £
frHT S R (TT IR 2 5 5 B ARAHOC)#R 23 5 sk AR ot
I8, JEHR S BARRHE R 43 8 B AT 55 A0 ST 5
B, BRI E R OIOR, S ECH TR0 K
T B A E S G Ry s S s e . A2 T,
155 TC R B R S B R 2k = BARBEAR I 2,
TR B O T R A B R - IR B N B R A,
TCOH S TR D, S R R =, T
I S B ) G PR B R A IR e e X 22
St — IR T B ORI (Lavie, 2005), Hf
ME R BRI, ARG AL S
WEVEINT, R UL S B AR U R 2 A 45
BT, MIIAEAS [] (8 AH S vh (1 55 AH 5/ T8 50T ik
22 5ALRY TR, BRI, DA B 8 i A
HARMEAR B AERFom T, ShASBUE T &M T s
LIRS . AR, RE R TAX B
EEVARACTR L ; S, Dk g 0t i A R
PR GEIRTE S, X —HLHISH CAS WEh AT
BCEe it 747 2 T E R, o It B 7E
TSR MBS TERHESE AT TR
NS BE I T A CAS g ff X
TRBL A DR S T 5 2 O R A REIESE — o W4 1Y 73
AR A S 225 I 1) 43 29 < DA RN ) 2 20 DAN
(145 DLPFC. FEF. SPL), ifids® ik A ArBAR (n
B i SIS ) I il T3 (Broschard et al., 2024;
Li et al., 2010), 1k M TE S SN (L4
ACC 1 AIC) H S Al 2R 5 S AR ik (U & (0 5= B () B3
@ Xf ) (Corbetta et al., 2002; Harsay et al., 2012;
Kroner et al., 2023; Kumaran et al., 2009), X #1425
FEMSAE S POt B BN, e gk A
T 5 AR 55 TC O Y 2 4O W (AN 2T (8 R B
DLPFC 3036 3 5 LAAER; H R FRAE, 100 TP WG SE i
MR EEAE S, SEUT MR NECE T (Bouvier et
al., 2023; Geng & Mangun, 2011). X Fh % 5 5 4+ 81
REW], PN TAEBT IR EAAEA B2 5, B
INFE R B AR B A E A BRI, i e v
T A 1 1 F 346 SN T (Theeuwes, 2010),
SR, 31— 7T, W AR AE CAS A i
S UIRER A LB . IMRI B4 J4TE M o, 22

T bl ZEMALT |, A e e el L A5 ACC,
X AIC, fHMERZAERE 25 T2 T, £
B CCN i 4 Ry e IR U H br 5 Wk, 58
BN AN T.(Keller et al., 2022; Li et al., 2010;
Noudoost & Moore, 2011; Wang, Yu et al. 2020; Wu
et al.,, 2015). fl4n, 4% 55 A0 ¢ 1 35 1k 4 BLET,
DLPFC 5 LOC MyuifigE a3t nm, MK i 2 115
S IE gt = H AR T, HETHE R ECE (Oxner et
al., 2023), X R [RIBLHITE R 2 A A 45 SR v 5 31
— % Hr: rPOJ FI FEF BYZIK Kias i ] ip 2%
DX A3 A il 5t N T rPOJ A5 T RE T 58 A
BT —2S MBS e 2, S 5 E SR, Kl
iz shfE BWCE, BAME—i2 3P TIHE(Chen et
al., 2012; Collignon et al., 2011; Zhang et al., 2024),
KLt rPOT AT BEAE A o € W I 1) SC B X, 8 5 512
B IPA A 55 R 5 00 o€ i PR ) g s B, Bl A
LT O — N3 2 1) 9% 5 4 Bc . 93— 1D, FEF i T
T ] A IS sh—VE AR AL, e P R i
My AL S 5 S S B e 1] 48 A By 0% B ik X
(Noudoost & Moore, 2011), [K1tk, FEF 7] LIVE R
SeEI BN S VETE A Wk L4 A, 3d ek ) R 5 B 2
S AP 3 4 O [0 25 3 IR T2 ] W 4%, F A
HIE S AR R AR 25 5 0 S RIS R A5 5
P07 G B kg AT BRAT B R 1) 5 O T 5 . R SR T,
1225 5 Katsuki Fl Constantinidis (2014)A% H & M/
P AR Y — 3, A A TR0 ) 2% i A8 e REAR S
IS VAT H AR T 1] 38 560 RN 38 2 o T A
FEAEIL LR bk — 2 HEN, CAS BRI T CCN
X2 2 A B T R TE Sy BLRE T, i tPOJ Al
FEF SH BRI TR SCHET & Bk Ut, AT
AP b A 200 T A 2L T R T O R
PN T 3 TP A4 . 5 07 SR RR AR 1 AN (]
(Chapman & Stormer, 2022), CAS H125 51 H A% 4l
SAEESR T @ PO ATE O T, Xk T CCN
TR . X, HFR TR U AS AR A8 B Aff
MIRHIEE X, A T5 A UPRAE S5 B s 53585
EORULEAIS

FEF RS 5 W T AE DI RE Loy
BEEYE, BRATHERE T — 481 7 10 sh A AR AR A
TG, 40 TR AE A DX 43 0 1 253 5 ) BE A
. INJFEH i DAN (41 DLPFC ., FEF, SPL) ¥ %,
PG I e HAR 235, & T A R H R
S T.(Awh et al., 2012; Li et al., 2010); &M
hn T VAN A1 SN (% rTPJ ACC . AIC) E5%, VU
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H 3l 19 77 2800 T A B el ge T B 98 WA AE,
TP 25 108 B T A 70 RS Sl 25 F B 70 85 (Corbetta et
al., 2002; Arcizet et al., 2011), HIK, 7TEE T4 1
BT, ZHBEISMEE . BRSO B
For W HANM A BB S I, R R G RI N
PR e S SHE A 4, B DAN i3 DLPFC #5i
H bR AE LA R i, VAN 3@ TPI f; S b7 3%
155 (Geng & Mangun, 2011; Wu et al., 2015), #%
2, ACC/AIC ZEHX417E rPOJ F1 FEF Wrih T Up ik M
H GRS TC, 52 BN T 5C it 2 M 1 10 o R %) A G
b 3 A s Ak, DA S B IR ) Bl A D
(Chen et al., 2012; Katsuki & Constantinidis, 2014),
X — R 53 T TR AL A R T AT R 4 R IR B A
PR T AR T RO, RO S B RS BT i A 1Y)
M- H AR ETE G LT — 3 (Fecteau & Munoz,
2006), SR, SRR IE, AR5
FPEIN IR AR T ST, T A ek 3 5 1 3 g S R
e sr L, JFHEREE B R0 T SE B IR], DATE
32 R BRI v R 2 A 1) 5 R Sl A 75 5K

(A5 E R A /2, CCON X it 2 P T 09 38 ELAE T
W T 55 ARG o BFSE A IR, A2 I 251 i
SRS AKR, CCN BIAZ.C ik X (41 DLPFC, SPL)
PO e, HAS P EZ (I LOC) B T REIE 1%
SR EE ST ARCRIEAG . X — IR A dE bR 2
FER P RIVLEDR RS, Bl CCN AU T 4R H
bR, T A VG 3 P55 AT 55 A DG,
FEREAE A S5 10 58 AR D [F) gt 28 B ARRAE P
XA EIPLTIAE th AT S5 UM B, 2 20K
AR LR, CON 3@ i SPL 14925 (] 5E 7] D e,
Pede e S5 AT 55 H bras 8] 8 SC— By 58 200 3
(Kroner et al., 2023), iX— &Pk T 15500 5
CCN ¥ 171 5¢ 4 K A 0 4% il 19 {5 (Desimone &
Duncan, 1995), R HIjGEH HREME.: FESHH
KR FVEM T, CON F8 438 Bk pE as, BRm il
ToRTIE, L FEFRARFTE AR R 85T
Blhn, Wu 55 A (2015)42 1, TPJ (SN ALk I 5]
FVERIUT, 8 SRR D e % ek HAT 55 A1
KeMAL 3 45 CCN, HEMPUE BT BRI, A
W, 54 A OB B Rl s & rPOT 5
DLPFC R PRI, i — 20 3CHF 17X — 85 M 45 Hp
PERERL, PR, CCON X 55 M OC i & PE I 2 5 A i
bt E bR 1 Bk MR, AR S . 7ER
AR ZEBIIN Trb, X Ah3h 25 W4 i HL AT LA R
WM G i SCRAE S BAABNRRE 1 vh 28

FR A, HRATEH, TR R T B
FAHOCHE Y RO, T AR A 5 R AR O
R DX o XTSRS A 2 T g
ML W7 S TR . B, AT RN By
JE I X P A A 22 ULPERE, i IMRT AU AR
IK- ()5 3445 538 ) (Haxby et al., 2001), /55 4H5&
P (1 5 /TG 5 ) 14 1ft 28 FEAE 7T 58 I AS 4RO 20— i 1X
F4) ST W E AR A, TR 3 22 ik X 43 A 20 sl X
By ) 25 2% 13 [7) 52 BH (Bressler & Menon, 2010), HiK,
A 55 A 5 1 X6 T A U8 4 R R R A E SRR Y T
BOE BB, 1 GLM S B AU RIS 4~6 FPiYF-
¥ BOLD 1% 5 (Logothetis, 2008), &, HFrfitk
(G )R VT L T B 7 i 384 52 30 A gl o o 4L
2 B TG R0 5 220 T.(Miao et al., 2023); iMifE:
55 0K AN PR e = 0 AR, LA 4 g 7 B 22 0
PRSI T o A0 2RAT: 55 AH S M A% O R0 4 Hh A
AT, W) MR PRI 8] % 78 55 AN 42, W RE GG A
MEAT KRR 8525, Wk, 1705064
WA 25 I AEF bR vl g€, iR 0 ek A R (2 0 P )
vs. Jay B - 34) 5 43 A B ) 2 (FOB0E v s U e 1)

SERIZEG T o ARRAEGE AT 254 5 B 0] 40 B R
AR (a1 BEEG/MEG )Hi Hie il 38 17 28 )38 0 4 e 7 o
ZENZS, JEE MVPA 453040 A 2010 2 S A
AT B 4 T 1 At 75 A 55 FH DG A 4 ] 3 o 1) 255 i )
DINIRE RS v/

WAL, ASWFFEATT A — 2 1 A ff DL i) ], 7%,
B R SO B T BEAICAN A 2R 4 5 AR
NN TMEBE (a0 T B2 0 2 M), Rk 51
AJE RIS FEFE R (Miao et al., 2023)K: 5625 514 FLAY
PATRON o HUR, MRI A IR ] 53 58 BR ) 1 %
BRI 1 (an N1/PD)IUFERT, 454 EEG HAR(Wu
& Fu, 2017) 0] BOREAERHE IS0 RAF BT P 2 & e
AR, A2 5 A2 A N RTAS I 52 AR ) T B K 2
Z T PRV (Zhang et al., 2024), T57E 5 258
YNSRI SR A &, ZENG IR T 17 1, v DA#E ik
TMS # [ 5 rPOJ M1 FEF 1153, nlRERk % g
() B FR—43 0 i 8 11 (Kuceyi et al., 2012), &2,
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53 S R ) S A PA, 3 — JE DU S S R

JHYEL T B
5 45t
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Abstract

Category-based attentional selection (CAS) enables the visual system to prioritize objects that share an abstract,
semantic label. For example, “tools,” “letters,” or “animals.” Yet how cognitive load and salience processing jointly
sculpt this high-level form of attention remains unclear. Here we combined a Majority Function Task (MFT) with a
visual Oddball manipulation in a fully crossed 2 (load: low 3:0 vs. high 2:1 ratio) x 2 (salience level: standard 80 % vs.
Oddball 20 %) x 2 (salience relevance: task-relevant vs. task-irrelevant) design. Twenty-nine right-handed adults (24
women; 18—27 yrs) performed 768 trials while BOLD signals were recorded in a 3 T scanner; eye position was
concurrently monitored to rule out overt shifts.

Inverse-efficiency scores (IES = RT / accuracy) confirmed the expected main effect of load, but also revealed a
three-way interaction: under high load, task-relevant Oddballs produced the largest cost (Cohen’s d = 0.81), whereas
task-irrelevant Oddballs caused a moderate, load-dependent slowdown. This pattern supports a resource-competition
account in which maintaining a category template and suppressing conspicuous distractors draw on a common, finite pool.

Whole-brain GLM revealed a functional division of effects. Cognitive load (high > low) boosted activity
throughout the dorsal control network, including bilateral superior parietal lobule (SPL), dorsal lateral prefrontal cortex
(DLPFC) and insula, whereas salience level (Oddball > standard) preferentially recruited ventral salience nodes,
including right angular gyrus, bilateral anterior insula and caudate nucleus. By contrast, salience relevance
(task-relevant vs. task-irrelevant) produced no reliable univariate clusters, mirroring the absence of a pure relevance
main effect in local BOLD amplitude. To test whether relevance information was nonetheless encoded in spatial
patterns, we performed multivariate pattern analysis (MVPA). A linear support-vector machine trained on voxels that
were jointly responsive to load and salience distinguished the eight experimental conditions with 86.83 % accuracy (¢ =
73.57, p < .001). Weight-map inspection showed that the right superior occipital/parieto-occipital junction and right
pre-central gyrus contributed most strongly but not exclusively, suggesting rPOJ and FEF serve as a convergence hub
together with premotor nodes. Thus, although relevance does not manifest as a simple amplitude shift, it is robustly
represented in distributed activation patterns and in the connectivity of a posterior occipito-parietal hub, highlighting a
pattern-based, network-level code that reconciles the dorsal-ventral division of labor with successful category-based
attentional selection.

These converging results indicate that CAS operates through a layered priority architecture: dorsal control regions
inject goal-related gain, ventral salience regions register statistical deviance, and rPOJ/FEF synergistically re-weights
both streams to rebalance priority values when resources are scarce. Taken together, our findings extend priority-map
theory into the semantic domain and demonstrate that cognitive load is a key moderator of how salience relevance
shapes the competition between dorsal and ventral attention systems.

By isolating where (dorsal vs. ventral) and how (pattern vs. amplitude) cognitive load and salience
relevance interact, the study refines dual-route models of attention and identifies rPOJ and FEF as pivotal hubs
for balancing task demands against environmental conspicuity, that is, a mechanism likely critical for real-world
scenarios that call for rapid category-based decisions under pressure.

Keywords cognitive control, salience processing, category-based attention, cognitive control network, right
parieto-occipital junction



