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1. [ZL®DIZ

AN % &GO 2 OEYZ, FICHR» S oRE (FH) 12385 ST T
%o RO B ARE) - IREGEE)IC L - C, FADPELN TV SLEIREZ
HWIZELL Cwd, A BZOBEOHRT, BHRMIZH2VIIERHRD D B
12, ZNoDIEMETTAHEEEIR L TER LT b, ANMIIZFFEORIIE
WOARERNY AI, AUEREREIY AT 2\ L) 12T 2 FIREE (selec-
tive attention) DRENI VB 5. BENOFEM 2 ME - FRALE D720 1213,
FRIZIE L EEDIAC 2 EBBELRBHA % e x DH 4 DR Z LY 37
7ZHTVEEVSTHHRFTTIEAVIO [FEE] LwIRNIZOWTiE, &=
REPFEVIMEETH L2 E L THLIALWZE SN TE7 (Kahneman,
1973 ; Norman & Bobrow, 1975),

REIZBIT 2 BRAEE L VO BSIIE 2 2OWEDS D 50 121X Z2H A
HThbo EEEMT2HROB LOEHIOIL SIZEBALD 5. b D3R
AT CHMMEZ b oEEO I L %, IR (space-based attention)
&9, Posner (1980) &, XD 75 v v 22N e L CTER
T LERINERE 1T O, ZORERTDD D R L RN O BIR T ANE 1A
DYFEZ, BERIB ORI SUS R A L, S MO 13 UG 0 &
EAHEZ 52 L& R L7ze ZOFETIE, EBRBIE OEEH D 5 70
FONTZRREICH 572 LIRS, COWREEX AR Y bIA FEwnI x5 77
—EHAWTHM Lz, 2, »2RE0ZEMICERZ AT %8877 % R
AL DTH L, /22 OfFRIL, EEL AT TW R WA ORI
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JEFERABTER NI L, SHICARISERZ T SN 5 2M (#FH) (2
EBEA D H S EZR LTS,

L) 1 OPEBEOREMMVAITM TH 5. FEFITEVER, &2 0IERAEIZS
L ENZEROEDVLTIUL, FA OERZ LT L T 5 LIRS 1128
WONT, TN ZEYNIIHE - RRAMLELY 5 & AR BT 10
NS DR R ZRIRICH & 71T 728w &L, BEMNIZEATRTHL EE
HEDLEHEV, HIROBIIEENZERTH L7, BREMEFEZEICELTHHE
O L E 2 5. Lawrence (1971) X, SHOKERO L) I2k A4 LED
LR 1s MIC 16 SR, 2O 1 DFFHFTES 5 BEIREIC O W T
DREZITOE, TOMRER, B OFESRIIH 70% TH o7z, KL
PR L72iEe, TR - RRAILERS 5 D3 EE L\ 2 & IR LZCFSET
Hbo TOZ ENLEFMMYIERE (time-based attention) (ZH F 7z, ZEHYE
HEFRRICIRADHFILES 5 L0 b

LHEZ BT AR OFERICE T 20581, 50 DL EICE > TIThbIT
&7, Z0% IHBOZERNERICETLLDTHo7z, LAL, av ¥
12— Y ORI EBRBRFEOTERESH Y, 15 4F13 LHi» 5 TR
SV T AR ERICEL TS L) Ik > T& 72 (e.g., Shapiro, Ar-
nell, & Raymond, 1997 ; Dux & Marois, 2009).

AT, ERORHMMNE L K3 23R L LT, EE OB X (attentional
blink) Y LiF5, Zhud, REIEBRO RN EAESIZLRELE L
RTHbo KETIEZOHROFHMIOWTHEN, 20k, TEREKSND
DHED ZOBROFMET N ZHMIAT 5o

2. EEOB XIS
HEEOBZHLIIT AW T, EHEERAEZERE (rapid serial visual

presentation method : RSVP ; Potter & Levy, 1969) 2H v HiiT\w 5,
UL, BRAGHIBIC L > TR E N7 L— 2%, ERHEPICERE CERT
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LHETH D, EEOEEHEEEONIETH 5N 5 —f7% RSVP Hil#
AFITIE, WEA R ICE R CTERESND, 1 7L —AdH 72 ) OFERKERH
34 100ms TH Y, 1sMI210 7L —2 () BEFT1 AT LA EIC
RSN FEGRYIHIZIE, SREMERIC L o TEFRI N 2 D OEIH
W, ENDNOWERIEAGFAET 5o EBRBIMEIZE, 2 DOEMREZ N
FRUCOWT, Wil FER EOREIRES NS DB, Af iRy
O 1ERIEZ T1 (Target 1), # 2 B0z T2, F4ZhTho
AR T 23 8E% T1iRE, T2HEE KT 5, 2D L) MR
554 LDOBl% Figure 1 IR L72e OB TREBOMFOR?S, AL
¥y (T LREOTVT 77Xy b (T2) TNENEFET LI LAKDL
Nbo ZOX) BHEEIZBNTL, SAFINTEIERINS T1IZHES 5%
BILH SR CIEMEISE TSNS, —H, T2 81 2 D OBEARIK O KEH
WMEASE WV E &, SR 2L, 2 OORERHINE O L5 EH A 2 g
2BV, ZOEEEPMET T4, 2, T2ORBEL LIZEAMEND
OB TH D, TOXH 7%, HHHEHEOMBIER L7z T2 &0 IE
BEOET % [EEOWE | L5, Figure 2 £DERIL, IR L7z gl
BIAsBEsNZ, T1ZIELLFEELAZATICBITZ T2 HEOELEETH
o MEENIFEAYR MG, o T2 REDOIEEREZLL Twb, $72, W7
7 7 LoRE#E, FEED RSVP RFI & V728 54 A12BWT, T1 %

-~ _ T
~ Targe; , -
)

Ta”géz 105
)

Figure 1 L3 Ob S AV S5 B 72 RSVP HllECRY 0 F)
T1HAEEOHT, T2RREOT VT 7Ny b, HEEAEG O T
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Figure 2 572 RSVP % 72 EEICHEIT 2 T2 E0EAR
7’ Figure 1 T/R L 72 BB TR S N2RR, HGIBRIORTRE L
L BL#EDSH S 7z /58 (TR, 2008 £ ) —#BL%).

MLTT2HEOAE T2 & (T2HEDOADHER) ODIEERTH D,
TR LIZL ) BT F A a2 HT, RS OBmEICEELZ T2
EO LR OTE & I HE L 720D1%, Broadbent & Broadbent (1987)
Thbo EHIL RSVP IZ L o TNLFTHRL LB L EERL, 20
HFIZ2DOL TR ENARLFTOEEFELY T1BLUV T2 & LTHES T/,
ZORR, T1E T2 OMBARNEREIZBWT, T2 ORERPKT TSI
EERFER L, HEOBRE L VWHIFHE2 WO THWA®IL, Raymond,
Shapiro, & Arnell (1992) TH %, 5 1E, T2 REDIEEROE TR
~ A% 7 (visual masking) (ZBI# L7-BLRTIIH 5205, TNLOKTIIIH
HATE LW s, ZOHAEIPERICHELZZLDOTHL LR L7z, F
7o, TTTRONDL T20OREL LY, H7z0d T1 OEREZICEE D TD
N, DBELIESCOBMLRZTWARWDIDL) THLEVIFZLL, KD
FZoHSE [FEoRE] et L,
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Figure 1 (IR L7785 54 A E W EICBWTIX, T1 & T225EHET
BRENLHEIIBOTC, T2HEOEERSROEL Y, ZOHBT1ET
2 OMBEARL A1 OoNTHET S (Figure 276). ZAUIK L, BFRY)
OHRL2O0OT VT 7Ry AT L W) EAEIZ, T1HEE T2 HE)H
—DHTFITVIZREINTZIST 54 L FH O FEEBEOKEH, Figure 24T
Hbo 777 LOFERE, T1ERIELIBBLAZFITICEITS T2 REOIES
FOWARIEEREO RSVP FGRANICBWT, TI#EH LT T2RED AT
1oz EDIEEETH D, ZONTF A LIIBVTIE, T12T2 OEEZIC
ERENIEHREBIIBWT, T2OREL LA ONLR2b, THUEL, T1E
#o [H¥EE LEE (lag-1 sparing) | IFIEN2BHRTH 5,

R LABOAEE e 2K E LCiE, BN EOFREDS, Y
RS LR D DENPE V) TEPEE L TnEEEZ LN TS, Vis-
ser, Bischof, & Di Lollo (1999) (X{EZE O XA 2 s L T AH%EICD
WTORX YT AT, 2 DDIEMIZET 2382, 2 DL EDRE LEN
BROND L XIZEREL LEBER SN, EUPR SN WEE I R%
& LI Z % & ER L7z BERRIME COREDE - &1k, BRI AE
MR E L CHIE S N5 720 OB AR S S IR R 5 2 &%, 2
NS 2 BSOS (BIFE or SR T#, FE or Mt &) 7 &35
HAHZExIEL, INnE [FUEY D EZ (task switching) | &5, R &
L [BEASTREY) ) B 2 BF O AR 2 20, REZEROEONL TR
HETH L, LoL, EOD BRI, REL LEMOBAEICKECHEDLLE
HD1DOTHAEI LIF, VL) DHRVWEETH S, 72 Hommel & Akyiirek
(2005) 1%, HEL LA AONDHEICBIT2 T1E T2 0 OHSE
WCEHL, T1E T2 07 BWEHELZFREIIBNT, T1E T2DHF
ZHES THIE T AMRIEL A2 2 RN L2 ZOBEDPLMESIE, #
B CRR SN R o [#41 (competition) ] 127 EH LTW5, #A
Heid, FMOBEZEEO L) b 0T, FHOESEICEEELE52550TH
%o 2 DODEMRIEIE OBAEEDL D 5 BA120E, FEEEROR 5 ®I2E)S
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IR, EAPEERICKEEND DS, ZOBETEIMHE > TWEEEIZIE,
2 ODOBEWREIE 1 > DftE S N/2HE (the same attentional episode ;
Hommel & Akyiirek, 2005) & L CTRLIE S, W5 OBERHI LI ICER S
BRSO T b,

3. EEOBSHROHFMET IV

EEOBSBROTET VL, BIROFERLRLSEHEEINTE . 2D
ETNVOLLTIE, T1ICHT 2 ERLHEISEEEROK - A2E->TL T W,
T2 OMBIZTEGHEBEPERIN TR W EDEEPEEZ SN TWDE (G
HEETTN), LALEETIE, T2OREL LAZHFEHEICLLZ2bDEEZ
T, RRIIFIAFAET 25 OFERHO TS T1 2R IRT 5 70t AR
HWAHHLEEZLETIV (BIRETIV) BPEBERESNTVD, UTTIE, #F
M HETFTVIZOWTHIT 5,

3.1 HiFEHEET I

ER 72 EEF A E 7V IC Chun & Potter (1995) 12X o TR S 7z 2
BERET IV (two-stage model) 755, ZDETITIL, FONEIT 2 B
e CH#ITT L L BESIND, B 1LEKOLEIL, ERENTTTOH
B L CTITb N B TH B EIIZDOWT, FIBOERE T HRICHE 21T
I 72DITIE, 2 BRI T OB 2 2T ESERLTE (working memory) & L Tl
FALSND ZEPUIETHD EER D REICET 2MEDTTOIIHINE T
DEE 2 BB T O % Jolicoeur (1999) 1ZFZHE E{L (short-term consolida-
tion) &g L7z EHIEELIZ—EIITZ 2BEN T TBY, 51 Bk
ZHANZ ORI A 70 % EMGEEN Do €Dz T1 & T 2 ORIFLH
TG S (stimulus onset asynchrony ; SOA) 23\ & X121, 2D 2
BPE DI T 1ICHF 2MIIC X o THF SN TS 72012, T2 OHEHIE
FEALIE TLICHT 2P TR T TL2ETRESNSL EER D, TOH
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BIC, BT CTERSNAIFEMBIZ L 22 798, BEOHERIZL S T2
ZObDDOWEIZL > T T2OMENTE R Rbo FRYEMBOELEIS
£oTh, BEEMAPBIEI NG, INH, 2EBMETNVICL2EROBE DI
HTH D, ZOETNVIIEEA 2ISE (e.g., Jolicoeur & Dell’Acqua, 1999 ; Vo-
gel, Luck, & Shapiro, 1998 ; Potter, Staub, & O’Connor, 2002) 2B\ TE
EBIUREPH#EDLNTEY, KL Ak MoE S s RENZET IV
ELTHbN TS,

HERAEETNVOEZ HIE, BHEMIZE > TERT 2 HLEEEM
(event-related potential ; ERP) % HW/zi2EicBWTd, ZHNIZEEKT S
HAPESLN TS, Vogel et al. (1998) X, FEEOEEIBEZVPALNLE
BICBWTENAIBOMBEIREL, T2 LD EIRTS ERP B3 Lz, £
DFER, AHE L LIPS CROLNZENHBEHEBICBVT, P3ESHED S
WIIZIFRONZ L BB 2 E &R LT, P3IIMFERREAOEH O HH (updat-
ing) %KMLTW5AE W) i (Donchin, 1981) b H 2 Z L7 5, Zhid
FEOBRES T2 OBEMEELORKICL>TRI S, L) HRETZHT
LIERTHLENZ D,

%72, Vogel & Luck (2002) (X, RSVP % w7 HilBERBEIZB W T,
BRHEAEVCEETIEI T2 LV ERS 2 PIROPRBIEL TAERET 52 &
ERL7e SNET12ENE L TUETL70LXI2L->TRI LK ML
2w 7N, T 2UBANOFEFEFROFE AT L T2 EE2 58T, BIHET
EEFIVICEHELTw5b, 2 T Morimoto & Yagi (in press) &, FED
i & HRECTRIBOMF 24T 5720 Figure 3 1%, T2+ kv +%2 by FT—&
LTHI LA T2k o THERLZ ERP b 2R L TWwbo 2 00BN OR
BIHEMEE £ D EEICk- 72 2 OgECld, EHRBICEKES 2 T2 8D IE
BEN, T2OERICL-TERT L PIRFTOERLANIET LI LPRSN
720 DFD, EFEFPRCERE (FEOMEIECHEE) <id, L) P3 o
BAYKE CBIELTH Y, BEWHELZ R T2 2 L1282 I8RO BEIZHIG
TLHETPIFERHOBIEL/NS hoTnol, RELLOLZVEETLY
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Figure 3 T2D% » vy & MY H—IZHE L7 ERP I (FB7 : Pz)
Lag |& T2 2% RSVP JIHRFIFT T1 OV DBICER SN2 RLTHY,
Lag 7Vh& Wiz T1 & T2 ORI 2> T 5.

T, TEIREICBWTIR, REL LIMEOR SN VIEEOR S MRS TE
D, Lag 2V/h SV E T2 OREERIFE.
(Morimoto & Yagi, in press)

RELIGHFMHOBEDIHEZ o TWBHEEZ LN, TORKED I BEHET
FNVEYE-MTLHMATH D,

3.2 FERETNW

FEEOREBR L V) SEL RO TR T L 72 Raymond et al. (1992)
A, HEOFHHIZH 2 E T IVAEIHE 7V (inhibition model) TH 5, =
DETFTNVOHATIE T2 OREL Lid, T1HEERICEROPERKRE T1 O
R %M 272012, BREATCHHIPREZ 22 LICERT 2L S, 2F
Dz, O T OEHRLEER I, REE LOER S ET5ETNV
Td» > 72, Loach & Mari-Beffa (2003) &, BED 75 1 3 2 (negative-
priming) (CRATAMRALEAL, #HA-2WHIE T IV THEEOBE S OFLH % K
HTzo T OWFGETIEHIHCRINH O ORGP 2 AR RIEIC B W T,
IDECRABELLPRIZ L END T2MEIZER SN WEMEL, K&
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BREADTIAI VT EEG I EPRE SN, ZTHICLY, EEOBEIZL
THE L SNDEEMMAEICER SN AFRERIE T 1REIC & 2 IHLE % 5
I, ZORRADTIA I IETNS EHHSN, 22 TORRLE L
%, Raymond et al. (1992) »SH\72RHE AJTEREOIIH] & v ) BTl %
<, TIHERENZ LIPS HEROWERBMIT LT [F =7y PTid%
WD kv, HEEDTNUHPHOND L) BUBOZ L& ST, ZOH
WL, o0 T1HREEZR T 2> 2FREIZBWT, ADT T4 I V7)Y H
RL7ZZEVIRERP L LTFEEN TV D, SOETMIZBVTIE, T1HLHW
ET212BT 2B BT ZBIE L V) SIS T v, E512, Ol-
ivers, van der Stigchel, & Hulleman (2007) 13#fl & v FFEEZ H /€
TUOHT, T1DOERIZLDEZEDOHE (boosting) & ) &z HwTw
%o HEOWMEBRIE, TOEEOME L 2 BBICHBEOWERMASE & A
FNBWVEIIL, HHANIE T EELEITE I N WL )1, EEREL
DAZA L AT O BB W EL R AE LB FE I2 BT, RS2 TH 5
ELTWa, FZ0EFIVTIER, T1IEZOMBEIZEROHEEIZL-TTL
EEDITMIMEINSL ZENTEETH S EHHALTEBY, INHFRE L LEED
JARTH 5 & FRL TS,

TLC i (temporary loss of control hypothesis) (ZB\WTi, AJJ7 1)V
% (input-filter) &\ &2 H 5114 (Di Lollo, Kawahara, Ghorashi,
& Enns, 2005), AJJ7 4 v % Lid, FIBUSHT AL TRy 757
FIIZRRE SN D, RS ORIEUE IS L7 E TV AT L TH b, 2
DT ANTIZ—HT S E, TORBUIRVEIZEERIZES & SN DH, —H L%

B AT 2 RREPLEII LD L END, TOTAVTIE, 7
A NVFIZ—F L 7R £ 0 ENFIE O ERBRICEOMRFNEE L 2 b, 22
THET TERSINTZHENEIC L 5T, A7 408 OBEIFAFEMIEL S
TLE)o TDTANY OFREIIIDLEEMA, EEOBZAR SN S KH
V) Tl b, TOETMIGD &, Rk & LRI 215 E
WM ER SN2\, BENLR 7 A VI ~DOREN RN L, »DOT1
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il T2RET 7 A VE IR EREEVPEDL LR\ E V) 2005503
%3NBo WIE - HEH (2005) &, 3EMNERRELHVWTENETNOEN
T O BRMEMRE L BE L EBR A T o7 ZOMR T3 & LTERSNIE
R OIEEHIL, T1E T2OMBICEEIN RV LV G o7 ZOR
Fi, EEOBHRFMELZETIVCIIHEBEIHE LV, SI5I2T2EED
XL o TREL SNAFERBIZIBNTH, TORICHEFRTERENAZ TS
ERELSBRVEVIERS 2, MR T AV OREL V) FIPIINIHT
BFE2HDTHo7,

Nieuwenstein, Chun, van der Lubbe, & Hooge (2005) (X, T1& T2 ®
BN EREIEFE O T30 ) M 2 BMER T 2 EBE T o 72, TOMR, HE
DOBEZIINSLARY, DFD T2HEORMIZMELZ, HEoiZZofR%:
U CTHEERBEETVERE L, SOETMIBNTHESIE, T20R%E L
Lix, T1ICBIT 21D T2 ~NOEEL T 28852, T2
ICEY R EBEZRMTONEL 252825200 THLESHPLTWDE, T2
FOPVREIC L2 T1RENOBBEIR SN2 W L2, T2 ) il
FERRHZIZ TLICHET 2RBIBLICRTLTBY, WO D&HFEHEETT
JVCARGE SN B NS B ORIE & v ) BES IV S kv, F250 1 il
Be T2 & OBEME A EE L 7258 (Nieuwenstein, 2006) DFERN 5 B,
Mok, EEOBEE 2SBIE S A T M BB R Ic B, e LCE
WIEEbE 2T 20 & 2 2 HEANFEBELXMT LI L ZDO0DOPEIET S, &
W ETIVERIBL TV,

3.3 WiHET NV

BT E TV % @A L7270 (hybrid model) 3\ < Dh#iis X
Tw5 (e.g., Kawahara, Enns, & Di Lollo, 2006), ZF 7-F:HMEE O %
DHbDORERE LA/ BHTET VO L EFERIN TS (e.g., the global
workspace model : Dehaene, Sergent, & Changeux, 2003 ; boost and

bounce theory : Olivers & Meeter, 2008 ; the attention cascade model :
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Shin, 2008), ¥ [T DO H A4 — FEF)V] (Shin, 2008) i, MFEETFIL
HEDEOERICHWAEHET LV TH Y, MOET IV EOED S IFF 125
RV, ZOETIVTIE 2 BT TV & BRI, BB OBHRLEIZ 2 DDB
axEzTBD, EHICFTICELHEE (pathway) PHEESN TS, 1D
HORIIMOET N EFAEEDORN D DTH 5o Z DR CIIAERFEU A L
TTr7L— 2R ELRELZTT ). BRI LHMEMIE T2 L TENE b
YH—E LT, EEOHT (attentional enhancement) 2S5 2 0, i I2M
T COMBEELRE (decision processor within working memory) ~ & #Z[3fil i%
WIREHEFTT 20 D9 1 OO, FEICEWR AT Y 7OHEENE (sali-
ency) DWAON-L ZIHASNZREETHY, 2 TIEEEICAT ToOR
PRI A D 5 Z L SR D & LTV D, SO ORBOIFEX K
ETH L THMRERHNEDEZEZ FOARTITHPOH L WiEEO R L LN
R 3B ERFEECTRON T3 HREDIEEFEORL FHENIZOVWTH AV
— MREMAPMTR L, FAPNOENET VN THDEHER D,

4. EFIVOFM

2000 “EACHHEE COFEEORSBROFME T IV T, ABIBEZ A7
WIS L 2MEOBRIML LS D, WETHI L EHFEHEICL 2E 2DV ER
Thotzo LAPLFEBEOREKEL LIRS, 4 OETHONZFEREORS
BRIHNHLTRONS L) 28R %, LVEHOZWETHHT2EZ %
B AA, FAEBIREFIVIIE L WRELZFITTE 72

FEEORE & LRLEEZZ T CRIBORYIIZIR A S 72 IR R o filiIC
I T2HEDILEERADFE (Nieuwenstein et al., 2006) = 3 iy 2R
AL TR - BEMH, 2005) OG- L, WML EEHEDOE 2 T OATERE
DFEHREZHHAT L2 LT RIRARTRTH L LEbNL, LaL, &
EBLIOCHOBRET NV CTIIEE SN TR WLHERIEICE L T, 43HiE
A WS SHFAET 5o ZNIIH LT, Vogel et al. (1998) LI, EKHE
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ATTBe W % SOMed 5 I 0 ERP 4 (P1, N 17 &) I2Z{EAR o
HIMEIEHETH Y, BIRET VAWM R — M2 RS2,
HEOBZHRIIFHMNERO N LA L b0 THL, L DET
VT, 2O [he] ORIZEEIGmEE Lo TWD, Rks LEks FF
CHBT IR ONR® & 2 OReH, B X OWBIRIEZ: & O &2 S RIE
DOHFLEL ST BEEZLND,
FEOREIHRICA SN IEEEOKTORER, B & OFREICIKE T
bETHNPREL, DI LWL DFERIZEET 5T TOHYIE T IV OFELL
BEATWS, ZORTEAENLZETNVE LTCETEZEOHN A — FEFV
X, ZOFHDOES S, MATHRET VR ESHE R FNFER L 0%
DD S EHROBEEPFEESN D EEOR B L EEORE MM I2 R
THBRICEOT, FELVIADIZZXLOREZHHET L 120D — )b
ELTH) A, SRdEVTVEER D,
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