OHBESERE 2015, Vol. 23, No. 9, 1531-1539
Advances in Psychological Science

DOI: 10.3724/SP.J.1042.2015.01531

3 =

T E

P 2% 1) BY o2 AR R ELD0 3B 5 A TR AL

#EHT F k2

(PRI 2R R BE, BHR 610052)
CHLTRHE R Rl SHOR b, M E B E W E S0 %, WH 611731)

# E Posner f= Petersen 8IE&E A2 LA L. R @ FPITEHNZANL, EEREMNEAL T XZHAA
EERBLEKRAZNEEZ TR, AP F. WESBEFITARRTMIAYZER T ZRAT. BARELEF, ZZF
RESFFAIERBA T AEIER T AEZERNLEZARAM LRI XL — R E, WNEFEMK. T XHE
MRAEZEMBERLXRZGAR T RAFMARGFM, ¥ROFREZHAENZT LR, FHREZNLL TR

43 P 2518 X # H % em

KEERE EFERLNE, LRHEML, LE WL, HATEH R
SEKE  B842
1 518§

HREBINABA WO, BRIEE &
6 R ) P ER BT w0 B R E YA 0 SO R
(Raz & Buhle, 2006), KHLIR, BFREHEEMR
H—THR—MRG., METRIRA, AN
WA R R B i R B R B2 1 BB .
UL — RGPS A BB, Posner FI Peterson
(1990) 4 T DA 0 i 280 B 2% B BIF 5% 42 ) 7 7 ) 4%
BERDR IR AR ERE RGN TAER L, %R R
¥ RS 4 RE (alerting) . 7 [ (orienting)
11 (executive control) =A~F a7 . 58 238 15
F) el R —FOR A, R T X R 2R 1 1E
B BURBE RN, R B R B T
BRl O AR b PATREER R X T . R
NI R 22 8] A 5E Y W R i R (Petersen &
Posner, 2012), ZAIN Ry, TER RGN =A4r
S AHHE M ST () (Fan, McCandliss, Sommer, Raz, &
Posner, 2002; Posner & Petersen, 1990); {HJ& k&
IR IR = B 2% 22 B A2 2 22 A8 HAE
(Callejas, Lupiafiez, & Tudela, 2004; Fan et al., 2009;
Fuentes & Campoy, 2008; Wang et al., 2014), &
IR 45 (5] 22 H.AE AT 0B s B R G009 TAEML
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Fan, McCandliss, Sommer, Raz 1 Posner (2002)
B R HE D VR 4% 0 56 (Attention Network  Test,
ANT ) A 30 V1 T8 190 2% 1R 2803 R T M o 2 5
14 H AR SO 2 IAE B w7 50 S R 5
HER—AT R ET S o 58 = A E0 Sk S PN Sk 4 77 )
AT (—BOERATF), SO R —BURF) . #isk 3
IR 4 LR A SRLR(—NESILNRAER
R B L ) R R (B BT A
BLE ) R R (P BS540 5 T 545 0 b 50w
Jr AR AL E) . R R (FEA SRR
A8) o WAL 55 R FIWTER = A Hi Sk A5 1 o AN I
RR] 28 114 3580 17 38 3ok AN [] 6 A2 19 5 1o Fisf (reaction time,
RT)AHIAGH] . Hoh, #5800 = RT(EL %) -
RT(WZE); MR = RT(FA2%) - RT(Z
[H% %), PATERIZLN = RT(A—) - RT(—
) o 7E ANT Hh, 5 L [n] 2000 #2385 2 R 2%
Pk e SCHY, PRI 38 22 [8] 9 28 HAE I E R
it HK, ANT iy as (a4 R 2 100% 45 241,
T KT i) 2650 1o ) 00 2 i) s, 55 1 PR R P DR
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33 2 ¥4 7% (Chica, Bartolomeo, & Lupiafiez, 2013;
Ishigami & Klein, 2010),

T RIS R m) 22 [A] 4 38 ELAE B =
FRAE Y SRR R AE [, Callejas %7 (2004)7E ANT
Al B BIAGE SR, RS MR AR
PERCH 50%, HF& I H TR EA/EMR ANT
(Attention Network Test for Interactions, ANT-I),
1E ANT-1 Hp, ESERIE [8) O 700 RTCE A7 77
HR) = RT(H A & #2875 RT(EAZF) - RT(H
HAF), PATERIZAT R RT(A—E) - RT(—
#H). ANT-1 Hh AT 50%0 %5 1R R A 540, A
T PR VR AR T 1) IO 8% 1y 1 £ 4 T
ANRPEZ R BEAE 2 KRS _E 51 (Ishigami &
Klein, 2011), {HJ& ANT-I {EAETEH 28, 1L
WA 5 FN s () 2 R AR RE TS & 56300 (Ishigami,
Fisk, Wojtowicz, & Klein, 2013), 4 [&] A fdf 41
HRGEAF 5, BTN 5 T (Koelewijn,
Bronkhorst, & Theeuwes, 2010), F ik, £
BT EESE MM EERTRAAERZT
15 % (Botta, Lupiafiez, & Chica, 2014),

Rifi 75 1 B S AT IR A, 4% 18] 38 HLVE

5332 #i &5 (Callejas, Lupiafiez, Funes, & Tudela,

2005; Fan et al.,2007; Fuentes & Campoy, 2008), T
J&, Fan %5(2009)#% i ANT FUMEIEfit(revised ANT,
ANT-R), LT R A Hb B 53 78 72 M9 45 0] B9 58 A
o ANT-R 28 IR R ARIERCE S 75%,
T EWRNEM, BRETAFRNER-Bis
(P, H¥A 5 AR SR ZiEXBARabT
SRR, 5L T 45 1] 52 ELAE A B [ 280 6,
R A PR R AR ARG A, A
AN 5 L E ] 22 [ A 28 AR o

IR IE R AEAE P S R R, — 2
EATHER R I IE AS LB Y T B 15 M 46 3 5, 4%
BN Z A AESE T . L, 58 F0E ) X 4%
ISP RS — BURAR —Z B s, AINi3Z
PATRERI 8 152 . 28 BAE R AR R E
R 28 B4 M0 s A R FH TE 32 F S J7 s (McConnell
& Shore, 2011; Wang et al., 2014), — 25 HIE
) P 4% 22 0] (9 56 RN R4S B A B 78 . ANT Fl
ANT-R NRE T 50 FE [n] N 45 (9 38 TAE T, 1
ANT-1 HESERIE 1] P28 )G RZ BIVT R |
SN R T % T ik, Wang %5(2014, 2015)
LEA YT ANT AR IESS L9 7 5 3

I 4 (8 N A BAE AT T AR B . T
T A DN D 2% B BT AT L b S T e
P I AL &R — 2, DIHERR T m
PHAT 2 ) P9 28 1 T 000 2 1] ) 8% BT T
RRFNM A=A, FICHERR T2 5 AT
Pl 45 (0 T4, A T Sloke G SN IR i R 1
FE DU 2 FRAT 4 ) P 2% B BB T ZRR SRR T A
B AR kR & T e g, I HERR T R e
] 4 B T4 o e 0 286 1] B 52 AR R, X6
TR M PP ECAT, HEBREE =AM i T4, A
JE AT R AT P I 3 - H B (] B S ) T 1) 4% [
KA MFE, AL BA A 53 % I 5 B 5 DL SR
Bl RN R EE Z AR R

A, —SefEgT X ANT JEAT MR DLIE B A
) A 197 FHEESR . Hedn, JLEE R A ANT (Rueda et al.,
2004), R MIAL G ANT (Greene et al., 2008) &
4N T MR KSR ANT (Roca, Castro, Lépez-
Ramon, & Lupianez, 2011), XLty E2 H AR
R R S A BAEH, P FRAT AN AR

3 EEMKEKE

3.1 EEMEFEIHEXM

RS F B ML M5 UL H B AR E T
TEFESC AR, AH 4% R 77 AR R A A 2 A
AR B AH 62 (Petersen & Posner, 2012) ., B KA /b
B ANT FOLAR=C AR AR S T i B M4 1)
B4 2.2 A 56 (Fossella et al., 2002; Wang et al., 2014),
HJ2 KA A3 5T A = 2 X 4 22 [ 2 A X A
7K, MacLeod 25 (2010)#5 MY, A Ay ) {7 s )
B3 0 25 (] (14 AH SC PR Ay o A A5 2 % 15 4>
5T bt 1000 MREAS Y 437 R B . G | AE )
AT 28 109 4345 B2 40 028 0.2, 0.32 Al
0.65; TP [EIAYAHSCPE/NT 0.1, Habekost, Petersen
1 Vangkilde (2014)F5 i, 2258 F01 3 1) 0 2% A 2300
{RREEAE 0.35 F] 0.6 Z[H]; i HAF 74 il o £8% ) 2 )
{5 1E 0.65 %] 0.8 Z [, Wang %:(2014, 2015)K)
R BARARAR T3 = AR5 B, HIRA 3R
FE B 455 TR (4R D1, 3R B 3 2 T 4% () LA a7
o IR RFNIG IR0 f0 B R, MR R TIE
JRCT R 8 - ] - PUATRE AR, — ek
2~ 5 1 S 0 R TRATEAE 5 B e BLAT GG
32 FEMKEHNRZEER

BRI 4 Z RAE SRR s, BT 205
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7R T WM& 2Z B 28 HAEH . Fan 45 (2002) 591 1Y
R EMTERRMERNRZEAEM . BEE M
ANT-I 75X (Callejas et al., 2004, 2005; Weinbach &
Henik, 2012)48 7 H BUAT 45 il IO 45 2 7 o I 244 1)
P43 HA 2 ) 4554k, [RIR, 2250 I 45 7R 4k
RZJEH 500ms PR T 52 7] AU AL % (Fuentes &
Campoy, 2008)., MacLeod % (2010) 17043 Hr 7 W,
FHATFA ) DO 28 55 At P A I 2% =2 [ 1) 22 AR R4S
F )z W RIE . o, R B o R 4%
[ 56 AT 2 T R 2 WIESE SR (Ishigami & Klein,
2010; Posner & Petersen, 1990; Roca et al., 2011),
FE ] 5B ) 5 PAT R A ) 4% () O R 1 R IE
AAXT4% /0 (Raz & Buhle, 2006), MK EHIMER,
H 2 ZIFUR, AT 28 220 7 D\ 5 A [) )
b oAb ok, I R AT R IR Y 4 S RN E 19 T fig
BCR A ] 1 3K (Fjell et al., 2012; Rothbart &
Posner, 2015), Fi T RE IR PRI R T 2 &,
] AR AT A ] P 4 55 DAtk I 4% 7 22 B FEAS:
B ZRE N EZRN

AR, B IR G =AM ARG
5N R 22 BAE R DA B 7 4% 19 a3 ) 38 BLAR
FAM s, ten, Rege s il F IR EHESh
PR &5 M (Roca et al., 2012); sk R AedR
o 1R B i B A o U, T S ) R e 6% [ A
HEAT A _E R AN A R _EA97E 5 (Botta et al., 2014);
Wang 45(2015)45 & 4l B ik it ANT FIEIESS b
B 5 4 s T T T 4% ) 7 T A A AT R o6
FRo ERMEHIEREE RN, PIREFWMAR
[F] ff FE XX S B 2 50 R EAT T BB iR . X 2b3
T LMD HURT A 22 A B 0 T R B

4 GEEM K8 K RBTIAFIHLE

41 INFKREEM S

FKARATAT R RIS rh OG0 2 P 4% [ 38 EAE
R 2 DA ISR I A BE L R . R R A
FEVE, BLTITE A ANT 1145 T 2R A T H brfil i
JEFRARAE, RILTE SRz 5k B bR Rt i i
TGS T R T A B I A 1 A e E
HErml e B i 8 B R REANT,
HEEAE BAn i IEHAL TR EARDS, NERS 2
WA 3L ) 84 1Y 4 (Callejas et al., 2005; McConnell
& Shore, 2011), {H 2 M &AL R 554050 B AT,
B T T R R A RIS R B R, 15

VAT 3, 7 B bR B IS 08 & 2R s o 41
il S W LAk o X 2R AR R BN, AN TS I T TG
LR LM 1B (Boulinguez, Ballanger, Granjon,
& Benraiss, 2009; Galvao-Carmona et al., 2014),

g 2R R AR AL TR ) 4F 2 E R 4R ik A Tl {F
Bo HTEREB ML, PolasE g an
FNWA HARALE by TR, #OR7E Bn
11 R B 5 B T g A PR A i T A Y Y
R (McConnell & Shore, 2011), Weinbach #il Henik
(2011, 2012, 2013)MW 5T B e 28 R 1E 25 1] -
RES 175 R BN TS m, DA 1S 5 T I S %
HARMTHE; AERT ] 100 RE 175 & J B 0 e e bR
RN I B T RONE, I L3 T A s ] R 3R T
HxE SRR R AEAE . A, A T A
) B OGS N 22 IR A 3 58 BB 3 i 1S v B
o 14 0 5 RURE M 18 o R M S 1] 2% 07 (Bootta et al.,
2014) . Callejas %5 (2005) FH Wr 515 5175 & 258 5L W
BRI T B ERASEE 0 A E A . TS
AR 315 5 BE TE A 80 42 = 2 5 IR 28 (Fuentes &
Campoy, 2008), X 25 % &2 [ {4 s 4 FH nl /g
55 I8 8 T BN T A G, AR S Y R AN .

FEAS MR ZMT, PSR AR I B R 3
HbrfrE . $EAT I E R AL BRI B A
TR SR, BRI N PRAT 4 ] A SR R IR (McConnelll
& Shore, 2011), HHRERML, aHLEXTH
FrASE B %) TS B v, R TR A S AR )
AF, BRI E ARE R T LA AT 5l 22 % TG O T
e, o 5 it (Galvao-Carmona et al., 2014),
S5RLRZMAME, SRIZGRAEE R T E5KE,
I BE [ I e B] 753 390 A1 A 0 47 4 (Galvao-Carmona
etal., 2014),

Hrp e g B A5, WERRAM T HORTH
B EE AP BRI E . §7 K08 Al
FRERIN B ARERAE A HEBR O 35 T A5 75 IRk, A
58 wh 2SR % (McConnell & Shore, 2011), H AR XL
LRAMPRERARM T HHILER, H_FHY
SERAN AN R AT A W 5% 3% B 3 R A0 o AR AT
PIAREM E 2T R BN 2R .

MM R IA SRS 50%, a0k
ANKF 7S A B AT, P TR A ] S T AR
FH; R 1 R E 1] [R) B 52 B 5517 B8 0 g ik o ik
RS2, AR TE L R B H Ax i B S BV 1 5
LRI 1], X BUR 20 28 M4 R 1



1534 O B R 2 ot B

%23 %

ANT BF 5% 3R |14 il 8 % 59 35 2k (Girardi,
Antonucci, & Nico, 2014), — H HFRINIAE 5L R
AR LB (TEA R R A1), R EE itk #
YER, (HRTEATE N A REA R £, [HiE R
BRI R I 00 S 38, 37T {6l e 98 1 (Callejas et
al., 2005).,

W EPRRNN E, AN — B R AR S M
BN L s I U L B N v R R A5 22 AN i T
TN B 0 B ) 5 SR I 3, 5 Z AEBERY 2 P3
& BUE N (Vazquez-Marrufo et al., 2014), Galvao-
Carmona %§(2014) & £k R A1 H 5 1Y 38 HAE F R
P N1 BOVEAR . AT 2 T T4 il
RENEF S BLREB DA - EMET R
R, Salzer, Oron-Gilad FI Henik (2015) 1]
o, HETRBEENAIRGES T, kR bR
WA BN T8 N TR BIRAGAHK T o X SRS
=, ARG AWM EEATREHLEREED
AIREH BRI, ERMEREMBREE T gl
23 R ICA [R] (4 TA 0 5 W LA T 3 1 5 WA 55 -

B2 TR W A S LUK [ R AR5 ke
PR T A TR A 1 25 S A0 SR R R = AN 45 1) 28
YERT, BT 58 5 5 ) =22 8] 1Y) 5 R i Z A 3L
o HbAh, XL RS M 00 3 W R i R T
W& G R, 2GR AR S e, B
DI AS TR e R S B L A e —ii .

42 FEHEEBEWS

SN S SR ), B IR S —
G — Wi RR R TP R ML O R BHINZ
MG B BRI G — Pk HE D Z B 2. Fan
I Mackie % NIAR, TERE RGBT 2 0] %
BALBCR MY, M]3 W S R, R 4R
HE R (Fan, 2014; Fan et al., 2009; Mackie,
van Dam, & Fan, 2013),

FESAIBTFEHh, Fan 45(2002)F8 1, TTLE
SN BT E R BB TR RO, T 424t
TERKA B MR, AN, WERLH
T B R P 000 AR A4 T S R B[], T LA
R, EIL, TCLRRAA T vl g R0 b/ F XL
RSN T th s N 3 KL R R8T A — B
L — B T RN N . LA, R —B R
RS MR R LA RL R T RN, #3008
Tl RIONE 3SR o S Y FE E Bef 2 S  BL VE REEUR
B FFR, HAZ S SRAL AT RS Ay b3 2o 1F 52 LR

P A R 25 0 1 TR — R Y, TR BOE
ST AN [) X 48 % e B R R ) e

Fan 5B A RIFSE O B8 5 58 4 B 4 41k 738
AN, B, EORPAT SRR K AT
5 [l (anterior cingulate cortex, ACC)HY{E 31 (Fan,
McCandliss, Fossella, Flombaum, & Posner, 2005)
F1 alpha % A9 #1 (Fan, Byrne, Worden, Guise,
McCandliss, et al., 2007), Hik, BRIz ELR
SR T PRATESWIRE ST, M TOAL Y 2 [ 2k 2 0 ek 55
THATEEGIRE ST, MR A 1] R T o R 4% T e
TR % (Fan et al., 2009), 7EEEINAERLS
o, A TEE— 2D dE R R T RE R SR S0 A
VIR e v o o, 58 AR 17 A ) A9 AS
FEME; AT ] AR T 23 B N B TP
AE I SR B B A 1] 4 95 AR DG B T, =AM
ZKUMRAE, M E R (Mackie et al., 2013).

i, WRESHIRMAE THEZH LR,
Salzer 45(2015)IA K, 5 (55 N T3 7 B ¥R
M2, —J7 T, B AE 5 TEAR G i S IR 2
) BB REAR B E A N T Sl — i, R
MERFM T ERGESNN THEEEZFER
I8, Wang 5F(2015) i AT 5E B30, MPANER
P £ [ Bk T AR A, 46 Z [RLE R AR BAM Y . X
IR A6 RWIR PRI, HICE A AR SR
R, EAER, HERBIEM I 55532 5 Mok
2 1A YAk 2= T 2 USRI 5T 1 SRR -

5 EEMEEXFRBIHEE R

51 HMUERS

RIS, S [ A I 45 02 iR AS R Y
o 223 i M SR 2 A8 IR B Y . o, B Az i
BE-2< H 5 _E IR % (locus coeruleus-norepinephrine,
LC-NE) & 5: &t ADRA2A NET % NE 3 [F i 4K 3,
Z T RET# (Acetylcholine, ACh) & IHTH B 2 45 (14 5t
N Z 5 CHRNA4 Fll APOE)R I X158 2 R
HE RE ), £ (Dopamine, DA)Z{A&(DRDA4).
$32 75 1 (DAT1) FI i (COMT) (1) £ 5k 5 $hAT 5
I 714 2= (McConnell & Shore, 2011; Rothbart &
Posner, 2015; Posner, Rothbart, & Sheese, 2007),

LR, X MO BT PR — 2
— P22 BE SR A e, RS
2 22 A EAE T . ST 1=, NE 1 DA #i%
IR AL I B R i R AR 2 M D Tl T A B =X (Aston-
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Jones & Cohen, 2005; Bromberg-Martin, Matsumoto,
& Hikosaka, 2010), Jf H.iX iRl 2858 i 5174
SR I8 1 R AR 8] U TE R (Aston-Jones &
Cohen, 2005; Cools & D'Esposito, 2011), M 255
FLZ B ZE, =Fs S 2 Ml EiE o)
AHOCHE, (R OK 3 3 R T R [ i (Sara &
Bouret, 2012; Sarter, Lustig, Howe, Gritton, & Berry,
2014),

LC J& NE ByME— IR, X NE i & EAT
Wk B AN 22 W R AR 2K . AR 3 Aston-Jones 1 Cohen
(2005) 941 4 L (gain theory), B & A RENE 1L
MRS SR — H S S E HA TR,
W g R, DMERER T LA Re AT AR,
PRAF IS5 BRI AR T . G218 R AT, (RKF
1) NE 2> EPLIRSEBEREAR, a7k NE F172h
RMELT, WEAKFER NE T8 5 % T NE
1 Bk B R KT 14T R R B G . NE 2218
RILEE, BERT Rz 2R, 7 A T E R AR
ST, EEEES T, TERMPRLR
FMSBERGNER NE K, DMEIEXT 257 H bR
I P 8 2 7 (Gabay, Pertzov, & Henik, 2011), NE
1) IR I & T s U T S, R R A, [
B NE ARSI, FRI AT 3 i %o 2 5
Z5 B4 (Gabay et al., 2011; Salzer et al., 2015).
NE 15 1 2 Tl 384 Jon el AL A B A 258t 4 00 7 o 98,
Xof Ji SRS I U, AT RS Sy 2 T, R A
WO IR . EA—BURME T, NH AT 3
N2k NE BYBRES &L, DA E 255 ik
EEMNES . NE BBRE/Z8 K EZ TS
BINLAYA SRS AT, SRR AR PR A
RER N —IR, KREFRRY, HFEMiEEZiae
i NE ENMILZEE RS . A X niE R &
% Ity 4[] % 5 (Bartolomeo, 2014), %422, LC-NE
RETERAAT I GO LR & SRS PR E2AE
FH, R IR 5 58 FPA T2 1 > P 45 (550

i B 36 X DA & 4 (ventral tegmental
dopamine system)7E H 4% -5 1) 1447 Ry ke G AR
JH (Westlye, Grydeland, Walhovd, & Fjell, 2011)., 5
NE #H{6l, DA 1 R FZE 12 R HI i . DA
14 % s 2 T80 5 0 Sl R SN i L TR R
FOER RS ERETAER, FEZ D1 X2
JHz 5% 1A 3% 15 (Aboitiz, Ossandén, Zamorano, Palma,
& Carrasco, 2014), DA 18 K&t £ % D2 2k

Z EU G ZARYETT, B X ASH E S S T
TGN, 5258 K A BN e 6, IR
Tl B B R o P B AR X 22 [R5 224 7 328 5 - i
i 2 7 R4 — 2 i B 1) I e Bl 2R 45 1 8 1 TR
A5 1L (Aboitiz et al., 2014) . 53 (1) DA 12 7E %
RIS . R AR EIES S NE
B8 1 2 i 24 Bl B B 42 (Aboitiz et al., 2014; Aston
-Jones & Cohen, 2005), DA #Z&IuiEf il
Fh I B3R, R B M S I 2 I A T IR ) 2
T B HHIR, IF5 5 ) B iy S WA IR AT & R
(Bromberg-Martin et al., 2010), 14}, DA i£ & NE
A ACIS AT A (Snyder, 2011), —& 517 0 G000 5
18] U & % % (Aston-Jones & Cohen, 2005; Cools &
D'Esposito, 2011), iX £8iF 4 % B, DA RNALEK 3k
TR P25 (93 3, T HL 25 X 458 0 1) I 4%
EhECTH e

ACh 7E [ L i F A9 3 B4 il o ke = AR
25 1 2 E | AU B (Klinkenberg, Sambeth,
& Blokland, 2011), ACh (¥ bk i & T3 RE A% R AIK H A7t
Ko 4 A 5 P (Sarter et al., 2014), X P I)RE[R]
FEfEAET NE Ml 5-tafe TR RGh, M
T T I E I AE IS (Mackie et al., 2013), P,
ACh AMUZS 5iEEE S, BT HEA %
YIBE&R .

2% LBk, NE DA Fil Ach #5852 F i &l &
AHICHE, AR R — AE R M4, Pt
JOT 2 E V2 AR R O R 4% ) (9 38 BLAR 2
TOEER, R R R L LS K
— N EEANTEERS
52 RGNS

AW A S G 5 T R G I O 3 B,
T P 28 B 15 32 B DA A LR % L A R T o 1 B AL
il o FHITIREE AL R B, 4 v B 5 5 A
9 X J8 Ko o i (thalamus) (9% S 56, & 10 M4 5
i _L /NI (superior parietal lobe) . I Fr(superior
colliculus). %irHR 3 X (frontal eye fields)f) % 3)
AR MPATESIMLZ S ACC. T FMHif & rt
(dorsal-lateral prefrontal cortex, DLPFC)FI145 %5
 [El (inferior frontal gyrus) ¥ 3% 4 5 (McConnell
& Shore, 2011; Westlye et al., 2011), Jrr, ACC %%
IR TE R MPITER IR B X ., &
— 77 T AR W 4% vh 5 R i K - fi %2 DLPFC 2%
fif e, 53— 5 T 5 A 008 T IX 7 A
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3y, MR A (Raz & Buhle, 2006), ILAF,
ACC 5 NE fil ACh RG22 T &5 #4728 1 Bk
Z, BEWE I I X 26 AR G0 M T BT f 2l T B
(Bartolomeo, 2014),

AR X P 45 PSR TR 2 NI RE G 1Y
FAEANT, WF5E 1A P45 (intrinsic network) 78 7
R AER . b 5 R G M 24
FE AU IO 4% (frontoparietal network, FPN) . #4541 1:
7= 4% (dorsal attention network, DAN) . &3 =
[ 4% (ventral attention network, VAN). 1™ & ™%
(salience network, SN) X ZRIA M 4% (default mode
network, DMN), FPN JZ 4745 il I 45 119 55 B2 40 1
BRIy, T DT 45 B S W45 (Petersen & Posner,
2012); FPN i 1 4 15 3 5 % og 70 RO A B AR
(Visintin et al., 2015), ‘&7F% 5 FIA T HAT 55
H A ALY 3405 (Liu, Park, Gu, & Fan, 2010).
DAN FZ 73T A L0 F #9735 (Chica et al., 2013)
FREePEvE 3R K TAFIC1Z (Aboitiz et al., 2014); DAN
Y TR 43 1 B R TE B 5 M b ge . 7 B i aE
T H B AR H AR A S (Visintin et al., 2015), VAN
FESATMEMER. FEEBSENE WA
2% (Aboitiz et al., 2014; Chica et al., 2013), SN 7£
PHAT 2 1] 099 2% v 47 AT 55 IR S I DR (Petersen. &
Posner, 2012); HA T BIF 414 H &3 2h 5 A1
FAsr B b5 () 28 BAE BN v RN 2 Tl i 28 L
YE JFTAH 52 (Visintin et al., 2015), DMN 35 & & 1
PRI S o 3L 3 ) R SIS0 800 T 22 R A B 4 (2R R
&74E, 2014); H B &KV 5 BA TR
3B 6 (Visintin et al., 2015), 1G] L, [ VAN
Gh, IR MIE S — B S5 2 N ERERNEA X,

BEAb, 2 BT 1Y & R R M [ ) 4% [l
FICHR, SEME T EREMEE W ER, EEE
M4 FEE NE M1 DA BIBERT & A 3¢ (Dang,
O'Neil, & Jagust, 2012) . DA BRI & HAEAZ(H SN

VAN B35 3, 2 E B BT SR X

A3 %5T J38K 4 5 11 10 T (Aboitiz et al., 2014), {7k
S DA ZEE R TRE I ] A ) 4 T B,
FEHE DMN BTG 3l Hr 2K (1 DA 2518 % il e
B PR AR BT A MR KO, {2 3F DAN 1 SN 93
3l mKEY DA S22 L ONAEHE VAN 1935 3,
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The Relationships among Attention Networks and Their
Psychological and Physiological Mechanisms
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Abstract: According to Posner and Petersen (1990), the attention system is divided into alerting, orienting,

and executive control networks. The relationships among attention networks have been tested with attention

network test (ANT) and its revised versions. Biochemical, neuroimaging, and behavioral studies have

demonstrated the differentiated but integrated relation of attention networks. Specifically, the interaction
between attention networks is supported by the evidence that different attention networks share functional
brain regions and neurotransmitters, compete for attention resources, and are modulated by cognitive

strategies. Urgent issues exist in measuring of attention networks and their relationships, such as the low
reliability of the ANT and ambiguous definitions of attention networks. Future studies should focus on
improving the ANT and take into account the influence of subcomponents of attention networks on

inter-network relationships.
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