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Mathematical Models of Response-time in Visual Search Paradigm

Hideyuki UNUMA, Hisa HASEGAWA

Abstract

Recent psychophysical and mathematical models for explaining response-time data in visual
search paradigm are reviewed. Specifically, models based on similarity-choice theory and on
signal-detection theory are compared, and their possibilities for explaining visual attention are
discussed. Models include four elements: similarity-representation, attentional weight, stimulus-
bias, and response-bias. Authors suggest that these four elements of models should efficiently
explain response data in visual search, and that several issues about these elements remain to
be clarified. Methodological issues to constrain models of visual search, including analyses of

response-time distributions, are also discussed.

Key Words: visual search, response time, similarity, similarity-choice theory, signal detection
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bDUbNOHOTHNIZIE, @S T IELLARPFERIHFELTVD, 20O L) RBREE
DPTANMPBED L HIZ L THEDO N R 2 #IR LT 2 02013, RRANEEIC BT 55K
HHEETH L. 2O L) KL (WE object) OFEFWLIOREICE L T, ML E
27z o THHEEFE (visual search) FREZ H\W7WFZEAEE 2 MR 2 %M L T & 72 (Logan,
2004; Wolfe & Horowitz, 2004) o AFRIE, HEIRFEREIZ BT 2 FF I SUCKR O BEIZH - T
ZOFHE TN &P EIRBE (similarity-choice theory) % HULIHEB L, & 5|25 %M
RENDEREMERZRT I EZHMET 5,

BOE AL - A
A
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BEFRFRREIB O TUE RISV O ORBEA MR IR S, SR OREIIYEHE
(distractor) OH 225 BEEIHHE (¥ —7"v b target) ¥ ADI1F5 2L THA (e.g., Treisman &
Gelade, 1980; Wolfe, 1998, 2001)s & L& =% v MR RIZ L o TEEMNLHEISB Z b
LANCHIATTRERBSEEZ 2% 61X, 205 —7 vy MIlBeko (v A X set size)
WA L 2 WG TR SN E EEZ 26N 5, 728 21, 1 20RVAD 10 HOFkD M
D7%HTH00 I VHTRLOR), S51220 D 5\ id 30 OB H T FEkIZ 500 3 1)
TR SN D% 61E, TOWERRITLY b A XREL 2 WERTHY), ¥—7 v Lol
BB T E RN DRI AT RECTH 2 LT S, BRI (33N (efficient) ] & 5%
FTEIND, THITHLT, HEErHtd 27200 KIGKM Y YA X0 L7z25> T
FEl %2 %01E, ZOBOREHREETIES =7y MRO05 F THEUBIIKTT 2 BRN%2E
BOBIDBI hbh/bEZbNL, o6, WKL [FEN (inefficient) | LEF#S
N5,

LR, WA EOBR, WA ONH AL ED [FHEN] 2HE—ORTYEEE»SXAE
N7zy =7y ORI TH Y, TS L TIRERR, KFPLEREELR EOMAEDLET
B S NHEE Yy b2, 728 2 I3t L HMO/BETERSINLRCEERE Y —F v b &
L TR BHBFIIERNENTH ), ZIERILL2FHOFTEVPLELEZ b (F
B S  Treisman & Gelade, 1980)0 L2 LBRICEHEBOEE TERENF =7 v b2
FWIHE SN0 E S, COBERBIMBIEINSLZ L2k o7 (e.g., Guided Search 2.0,
Wolfe, 1994), L7235 C, MWK, HHHBREDSHE S AT A28 o THEERT
HVIEBLBELENAAENDE L DUEFHTIED o T, THFEHETELZVWI EAVREN
7z (Wolfe & Horowitz, 2004) o

Z 2T, EEUATOME (pre-attentive processing) D FEERAYMML L LT, ZRMMILIZ <
D2 THREOINHM (search asymmetry) 25\ 51T X272 (Treisman & Gormican, 1988;
Wolfe, 2001) o #REDIEXIFRMEE L, 2HEDOMHEEIZBNWT, =28 =7 v FOBEIS
BRI GTRBES B I b, 5258 —7 v FOGEIIZIERNEN LR/RESBI b s 2
ExRZT, ThE, HLNBBEERYTH Y, EELELATICHRIE SN S Z EodkdEL L
THWHNTE 7 (Treisman & Souther, 1985; Wolfe & Horowitz, 2004) o
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RERREHTT 2 EREREORE

MEIRRIZB U R H 5\ IZIFRFRATRR e BIET 5 HH & T DM 2 FH T 572012
L DETIVHFRFESINTE 72 (Wolfe & Horowitz, 2004) o SLHLE X 1 = X K22 TOFHIH
(&, BRI ] R 2 SR (SRR 2 BOE S A i, £ L CLEESIERI R 2 E S (8
K) B ) HTXHT A ENTE L. WEZHETHEME V) Blih oL, BER
SR, T o 22 [ B B AR R R B SUIR &2 B9 % & L AT & 528 (Wolfe & Horowitz,
2004), NS odE$ ZHMEORRE L COEPME (similarity) 2Y84E19 %38 (Duncan
& Humphreys, 1989) & L TEETH A ). $4abL, EHHILE, WHILHO KGR, H—0
HEBEEORE, MERROVTNNIIEDL LT, E0 L) B TH - T HEEROWEE
Sy =7y b EEHEOMOBBEOBME & & I128R L, #iFEHE BOBEB kORI &
EBITEADT B 2F N, F—7 v P EWFHEIEL S 2ZEREEIREE 20, — Tl
EHHMPEUTIIHRRIIES L 2D TOMB, FERIFOERIKITOVILLT 5o

oL HBEUHICH L O CHEREOWMEIZOWT, Duncan & Humphreys (1992) 137%
5 OB 2 & PRI OWT, [HBMERE (similarity theory) | & JiEdN 5 LD b,
O LABRIZOWTO [ERMSH (attentional engagement theory) | & JIEN A RETH
HELTWES, bbb, oML, HENEESVCLICHE ST, HHRISREH» S 5#
RENBLEN L 2R 2 2 L ICEHAD D 50 BARMIZIE, BHEFBUT 2RO G
X DA G EE - 0T &) FTIALER 25| E e\ T, IR S MRS A RCIE (VSTM;
Visual Short-Term Memory) |ZH5% &, ZOHRETER SN L FUSICH AT L 7% 5,
VSTM ~OERIE, BBOEZISRBOBEH LB TH Y, 2O00ZERICHEE NS, £
FTREADOZEFIL, TOFEETORICIZLELF D o THESNZHRORLARTH 5 [iE
H O (attentional template) | 12 EIUTEBET LM L7205 THEA (weight) & 52
bNb, HHIEETIE, TOFMIFERENL Y =7y MIHIELTH LD LOBIEHIZL -
THRZHEMEND Z LIl b EADRE RERITEHWIERTHEIR ST VSTM Rk S
N, NELBEAOERILEIRSNDMERPM N EESND, I, HREANORL LEHE
PHEBIFALIC L o TRUDIT ONBREIZL 72> T, HHEFOEMIMOEROEAIZ
WHE DD ZO [EHDKES (weight linkage) ] 12L& o T, 87 2 EHEMDH S
13l TS 3eme LCGERSNTVSIM ICIEE SN D, T2, RuEATHEL
TeEFIME SN DHERDPEALS 2 b ZORR, ¥—7 v b EWEHHOMOEEIITRER DR
R lT S, —HEHEBOKEGINRN LR LYT 5, £72, HLUEHE OELN
BFT2Z L, ZORERADKTEMOERANEIH S S, Ziud [HIHIEH (spreading
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suppression) | & X (X715 (Duncan & Humphreys, 1992, p.579) o
B RIRIEER

Logan (2004) 1&, #HEFEHEE S CEROBRRZREMWICHITLETVE LT, HE
PE—#IRPLEG (similarity-choice theory) & 155 M PLE (signal-detection theory) (2% &<
B 2 BFWETVERD EIJ72e 22 TREFTZOETFTIVOELE Logan (2002, 2004)
EATATERT L, 512, HEFERICBT 2 UCEHOFINIOVWTERE (DR L,

IR (Shepard, 1957; Luce, 1959, 1963) @ B, UL N1 7 A OHEEfE
B EIFHER LY FHlT 5 Z L Thbo Shepard-Luce DEF OV — V2 UL, H# x5 2 5
N7k &12, S i RIS B RERIL,

U(x, l)Bz
>n(x )8, 1)

JjeR

P(ilx) =

Tk ) BHRxEUEH T T —DER iOMOFLETH Y, BIIUG i 2L 2
INATATH Do 728 21E, [HRELIERY V2, oM7) LwIRRT, Lok
WZHEBLL 2R EATR SN I3 ERY ¥ 2T TUSOMESRIIIEI 20 F 28T TRz
LR A% BT, R RSy 2T HRIEEmT 2 (B o). F7-4&koifl
UM L 72 R S U, R Y2 HTRISIEEAY T 5. $4abb, WR x I LT
POG i &2 4 U B HESRIE x & i OFBMEE N, 7 A BOBEINE & ITHML, x L UGOES R
WZEENLMORE j OEBEOBINE & b IHPT %,

FOE- BRI MRS R E B 7 T — 3 S ke =N om L LTERE S,
722 DM OB Z DZZHN O HEEDO TR TH 5 L E S b (Shepard, 1987) DT,

n(x i) =exp[—s - dg], (2)

SIEEIERT XA =% d I RICZEMIIBITS x & iOFEETH Y,
1

d, :[ZH: Uy, — ulhlrj, 3)

h=1

ZZT, whwbr—2Y v FZE (Euclidean space) 25, £ ) —fMICIZ>EDI v o
TAF—=Dr A Y v 7 (Minkowski’s rmetric) PMES N5, Tbb, FEHECIE HKIT
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DERTLZEMII BT 5K EOHHEN S Z0 r EPRD LN, EHIZFD r R GRITT)
BHVONL, riZHHEA M) v 7 2D B85 2 =4 T, r=1 CTlrli#ELFTE (cty block
metric), r=2 Tl —27") v FE#iE %5

ST, BB LB 2 TN T 22 UG 2 T L 2w ZAUIH LT,
MV #HGET NV (independent race model) (3B & RO #PHEE 2 T 5
Z & (Marley & Colonius, 1992; Bundesen, 1993) 205, Z 4% FIH L CTHUBE-#RBL G 12
R RoCZ B L, ERFERIC K DA TS b TS 2 2 &3 TE 5, MUBEFET IV
TIIX LT 2 W ORI S, b o & b HCFF 2R T LB RIS,
Bundesen (1990) 3R 2 57 VA S HET L, SR (1) Ro%HRn (x i) B %I
BAATDA 78T A =% (rate parameter) & L THRL72 ' 0¥, “B#E" (winner) »%#
Mooz b OBRIRMOM OS2 KT T 5HM b, %?%\ﬁ®l®ﬁfﬁélh
T A=Y B SOWBOGM L bo TFHORTEMIIT 25 OMETHL (RIESH) »5, O
EODMEN AT I) =G RO R LG 2T HRMOFE (FT) |

1
Fl= ———,
>0 B, (4)

JjeR

&, uﬂilifc(l)O) GRTERLZEDTH Ho (1) PERFERZ G525 DI LT,
A () I EFULE R OS2 52 %o

RERR EBOUMRIRER

FREOFEOE-RINEG E, EIER Y S OHENEEOMBEIEM L RRN R E L L
C Bundesen (1990) ZH 175 Z L3 TE %, BLREMERICBWTE, WHRITFEREICL 5:ER
AUALER 2RSS B EA (weight) %52 S, BEADOBNNZ L7208 TR S5 FERAHAN
§ % (178 Duncan & Humphreys, 1992, ZH) o, FHCHIEIRRIC BT 2 [W—0EHE (72
2L, ZHORLBEMAL»S D EOOFRME RO %) FETIE, R« RH) 2705
Rk, 2EONXTHZ 6N %,

ank

_ i (5)

ZZU

ZZT, nx k) 1T HR Dy =7y bEERTLEHMOL Y b S GR, M) ook R
F203H) 23 OoREZRL, DRIZFORTIIRENLNROL y M &kEET, n, 13558
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k&b ORIZHG 2 HNEELE (priority) TH D, % B, Logan (2002) &, 7 A85E&Il8k
BB Lo THIEE NS DI LT, n 3RO R E, B kIO TORERE OBISE
JEIEIZ & o THE SN D EE L 72 (p.381)o —77, Bundesen (1990) (&, 7 7SH B 1 & B
BRADW T IZBE SND L HEZT2e WIIUIE L, 730ty FOL» TOREONFOE
HERMT S, TR LT, XQ) DB IERISE Y FORPTOREDIG/NA T A% KB
LCTwb, £72, P,OKIZL0 LRESN, CNEDHLIMRIZELD P L L, MOHED
EAPWDT B L2 BT 5, ZOfl#iE, EELHEIZEIT2ERRFOBGEICRIG L T
% (Logan, 2002) o

& 512, Bundesen (1990) 13HIBEEIR & SUSEIRZHAS 272012, A (5) LXK (1) Z#hT
Ghil, Tabb, bty MIBWTHE x 2BIENKEIIUS S 73 — i 5T S
NI A= n(x i) B L, Fty MIBWTHR xPBIREND Z LIS T 587 A —%
P(x) BDENTAEDLIND LT, TR xAERSN, PORUL i AHNEIRE NS | FEEIRKD S
N,

n(x, B, balx)
> >0z B b )

zeDjeR

PxNi)=

Bundesen (1990) OB M%—EIRE 7TV iE, HEEROMWY O E TV (eg., Treisman &
Gelade, 1980; Wolfe, 1994) IZERIIZH AT D, IO OBHEERET VL, WFEMLHER
TILACHIRER DS, FERN=RAY 2 PR BEYIRBEDME S B HUM—EIRERIL, ¥—7
N & WEEE OBEUMEME W EHH S 56 ORI 2 R IZ OV TRIZ & ) IZH
T ho F—=7y MBI IR SN LEITIE, BEOBET 2:EHEH O 35 (race)
ELTCEFMEEND, BHEEBIZS —7 v b EOFEPUIME O T OB I IHELY 52
Vo TADLLIEHEOHPZNL TOUSRMIZIZE ALEDLL R\ & =7y b AVl
ISR SN VEITTIE, HEREOFT L) IFEH (deadline) 2MRE S, T OREH F Tl
Y=y MPEROPLHFIE [ L] LG E NS, 72720, ZoF B9 BEHOMEIC
i, LY =7y b LEATICBIT AHERIT B0 ) O T ETIE W E W) IBRE1H
% (Chun & Wolfe , 1996). # 72, Logan (2002) &, & 5 IZHERE D (3) ITIEEDOEAZE N
A % Nosofsky (1984, 1986, 1988) M LT Gt (3)), HEEOHGmEILEL .

1

“, ] 3

46

H
d,= ZW/J% -
h=1



BRERE X 54 2B 2 ISR OB ERE TV

ZIT, w THROBEDRBERIT h~DEBDOEATH L, T bbb, HEHEIIHUME
DERTLZEMIIBITD 57 =7y M EWEHBORMAHMAS S 2 LT, IEEME L FULRH
FHREBICESTAHONINETSH I NN TESL, —Jf, Bricolo, Gianesini, Fanini, Bundesen,
& Chelazzi (2002) (ZIERNZHEMHEBROFHE LT, WHIEER - BRAR= - HEHTHU0)  (self
terminating) €7V & EFPIERETIV - BEFTHY ) OM A RETH S Z L e L, &k
BCEHIERRE TV Z R L T b,

B D EERIRR &I TR

FOED 2RI SN D L) A, VRIS X o THEHERIC BT 5 UG R % 5
AL L) ETDBICERELBEL R L 20T % 6%, ZILUIIERTEOMETH S, T
bt WE, HEUMEEMICBWTIINR i E R G OMOEEE, L i OO FE—T
HbHo LLAAs, EUMEHEICBWTIE, LIFLIZ 0 jIC$ 28U, jo il
T AHHW & F—Tld v, 722X THRIZT AV HICEDOREMN T L 00] Lv )
X, T7 AV HIHRICEDREBM TV L5 EFE—TIZARv (Tversky, 1977). —F, HEH
FIZBWTHy =7y b EHEHA 2L 72720 THRIBOMEDNZEILT 52 L (Treisman &
Gormican, 1988; Wolfe, 2001) 75&% % Z & 705, FHMPEIC X 2 FEBI 1 IERSFR 2 FEANE 1 BT >
AN E ENDLLENPH D (Logan, 2002)

Nosofsky (1991) (&, BUG/NA 7 A L EBNHIHNA 7 A ZAE L7zo B ZAZHRI S 58
ATADRIRT 254 T ALY b e, HEBREIREBLEMEZ L0 b, BakEikFE
Ledw, LEL, ORI N A 7 AR OEEE (salience) P (familiarity)
EHPLTWBEEZ TV, 722054 7AW, o (B) 6) I2BITD B/8T A -5
HHLTWEEEZEZONETHL I, 72721, BEHERIZBIT 2HEROIFIFIEN Z ORIHN
ATAPTHHAZINEZOH, ZNEDXN () ICBTEENATALIZL > THESINLD
7 (Logan, 2002, p.386) |, S HMEI SNHREMEL LTHEEIN TV,

EE R LI
HMREFFEPGEET (/4 X) 25 GHMEH»S>05 =7y b (E5) ot s
ReInsZ enrs, B5MINEER (signal-detection theory) % AR I O FHT L2 8
LE) e d2HANRBI bt TE (Eckstein et al., 2000; Palmer, 1994, 1998; Palmer et al.,

1993)o & 2 Tid, MERFRIZB T 2 USEMOFIIE 7N 2 8T 2 2 &L ORelk
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CHEZ, PSR & L 27 5 B 5,

oM B, MEN 2RI 2 EE (sensitivity) & /54 7 AP BrHEST 2 2 &2
FEEZBVWTWE, ZZTIEWNA/ 1 X (internal noise) 12X > CTHELL L -HEHASELR DA
FH (G5Ai) b O LRESN TS, HRYREFREERTIE, BorfRsnizre)
HUZDVTD Yes-No DFFI UG DHEERE KD H b o ATTHRIBIR L CLEIEBL o
KICLETHAL L72HFEAS (percept) WSRIEHREE (B) & B2 TWAUIHERE X Yes & FUG L
HHE\E L Ve ZlENo ERIRT A LES NS, BREabFRBOEOSMHE, /74X
DHNKET B LD DOEL ) OFREDS, HHREDKEEZH O DT (d). MEDER ) B
RELBNZL, BE CIIETT 5, BHriEbRBOSMIIBWTERELZBZ 28605, 1E
LW Yes K& (2w b hit) OFEFIZHIEL, /A ZXAORDOFREOGHICBWTCEEL-Z S
FIGH, #0722 Yes SUL (GREEHR false alarm) OFERIIXHET o LAY 255 # R 1X 1
EROERDGA TR EELIME ) A ZDRDIAHENEFHTH HIKENP S M LD, %
D, MOBAR T FOBEICILR SN D 2 £ 127 572 (Wickens, 2002)

Bt b B, BRI & MR 2 2T ZEMIC BT 2 HEEE & L TRIT
B, ZTOHMIIHERNTH L, $4abb, HRIZEMAOFE L TEHSINLDTIIZRAL
GAE LTRBENS, 728 21X, Ashby & Perrin (1988) 1ZHEBMEZ A O EAR Y & L T
ML7zo 22 TlE, BUEOSWHRIIEFTMOEL ) K E V. 72, Nosofsky (1992) i,
L w EBI AT BT e s L W EI, SAOEZR D IZ L o TEFRS LD
JEDS, FNODFIMEE VD) HOBOHEEEIZ X > TERSNAHEME L EMTh Yy, SO
HELZ X 2B OERDPDMOEL VI L D EROIFH T — AL AT IENTELI L ER
L7z

IR E SRR R, MV rRAZEI LT WHEXMEEL L20T, 6D
IERERE (accuracy) §7aDBLIEERPFERMBNETH o720 L7z > T, EE—MKOME
WCEFHREBERYEHAL LD LT 254, MHMORFEREZHIET 220, SAF 0 72BIh
I % & L CRIBOIEMERE % 5Hxf R & LC &7z (Palmer, 1994) 0 ZAUIZxE LT, BUSH %
Mg ek (B) Ot (D) OB TH L EMRET S LT, HEL USROG H
L X9 LT 2380H 5. 728 21X, Maddox & Ashby (1996) 1ZAIH (% & FdED i (D)
ERUSE RO BB BB ZRET 5 BTV ENRFEBEIET S ETNVE, Garner (1974)
7 speeded-classification R THEHRE L TV %,
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ESREER ERARRR

PHERIZOWTORBZHRE 7 70 —F1%, —RICHENLZEER AL BEES, Fo1E
FIBERIZ X B2 BRI 2 L HARE T 5 D7 v (Eckstein et al., 2000; Palmer, 1994, 1998;
Palmer et al., 1993)o Eckstein et al. (2000) T, HAIIH LT, HLELRAHIHARICIZN
BT HRITT/ A X% 5 CANEREZIER T 5. SHICHBORTORIPHBESINDL I L
TH—ORERITTOMPHO N, ZOMHEORKMEZ U726 % RES 5 L ARE S
Nbo TDX) RERMRE GRS 2 0ET 26 7 MIMEERIC X 235013, HEoREHH
(feature integration theory) X°#%EIEZ (guided search) 7 )V (Wolfe, 1994) 1213 # A L
A, GBI AT S & O CIEB GG (Duncan & Humphreys, 1989; Heinke &
Humphreys, 2003) 7 & DALEFIILELE 7OV IEFIE L 72\

MREHFRIEORE BN EGIZ & 2 FINE, FEZITORE (accuracy) 3 7% b 6 IEEHER
EHEMICTHT LM TENRZLDTH S (Eckstein et al., 2000)0 7272, BUBKERH % € 75 )
L BEOMEERRELIHHL L) T28A0561%, KTRoMBELIBEHTE 5, 9, X
N RER & A5 SR L BER 1A AN B AL, JEI2dH1F72 Maddox & Ashby (1996) T speeded-
classification ifEHIZOWT B I bz, MEERBEIZBVWTERTIZBI b T
v (Logan, 2004)o € OHHNE, FBoMIMHGEIRES 2N 4 XL, WMRERKHT LK
DOFEW (5Ai) OFE4 Y ZEHT L7012, — ARG O HREMIRERICB T 5 EER
PIHEBAE L D506 THH ), bR T, EEMRRFEREICBITLY -7y OB, @
HOBHREREI BV THEBE OIS E TRIEH AR SN HED 5 — 7y M L [F
FRICETWALTE 5 &9 2, RRROFMETH %,

551 R S BRI L TR FRE I BT B RIS 2 E 7ML L LD & T8 2 L
&, IR FREICBITA Y — 7y M OR M EFSSIRERERREEOBEIZ L b bk
WETIUEARARZ L b Lvev, LA L, 72& 21X Duncan & Humphreys (1992) 12817)
BLIEDHEND [EH] OWEE L THIEESREQHENATONE Z L 2HAT S %
HIE, BT 70— F IR AR HERRE T IV OESMEISE Vb DL 25 ThH
590 WEFIZLTY, BHOBEHOBE LIFEDHENDONA T A% EO L) IZET VLT
B, L) BARICHRE S NELENDHH ).

ETIVOREEICH (T 2 RE

R, RIERZREEIC BT A MBEMOE IV ERIET 5 HEICOWT, I E TR

49



wowm F AT &ka !

NCEHEREOMBEAIY FIFTB &7, HIRERICBUY A KGKH O €7V 2 ERIZ
BRET 2456, —MI2y —7 v s OBMMICES 2 oM AEHE (LY b A X set size)
OB E LTHML, BROMFEUDIHMEF SN TE . ZoHE, &M (F—7 v FOKFE
Xty MFARX) BlOSISRHOMI T, #EE o oREM (B, 8M7EY, &
SWVEHgE) RO LN, S HICHBREH TREMBILINL Z LI LEAETH 72 (eg,
Treisman & Souther, 1985), & 2 TOMILDFIFEIE, b & DOFUCKEH D536, &5\ id (%
T HHVENNEZR R ED) M ENDADOERETH 205, WThogGEDL %
DORIFEDNM 72 SN W REME AR S LT & 72 (Luce, 1986; Miller, 1988, 1991), 72, A b
W= TEHRED X 9 B IERICBE L 72w O O FEEE R OERIEDS, UG 0534125
I, R, EEICHEORE Y5 2 5 A REIEDE S U (Heathcote, Popiel, &
Mewhort, 1991), & 5253 A 2EOGHAMOHIE - FRATFED FUBFEIIZOWTHHAA LN
5 & 9127 o 72 (Gottob, 2004) .
WERRREIIOWTY, USROS Aef e FIH L THERROE TV 23+l 277
EDRFE SN TS (Bricolo, et al., 2002; Palmer, Horowitz, Torralba, & Wolfe, in press; Wolfe,
Palmer, Horowitz, 2010), 72 & 21, Palmer et al. (in press) & ex-Gaus 534 & 5 & 4 D D45
fike )b, HEERAEO S OSANOMEEE R Lz, 4 D05 L Z2D/87
A=FE, WINHHEROME - FRAERICB W TEEE T IV ORER LRI O T DHA SN
TEZLDTH D, ex-Gaus 774 T IEEL A & I8EG A DB A A (convolution) (2 & o T
F# 3 1, Burbeck & Luce (1982) 12X 5 T 5720 McGill (1963) &, Z O5Ai DIEH
AR AT E AR (decision process) DI AT ISHIG L, FEEG RS 255% ) OHE & FOGA
BB DA G 5 & L7zo —7, Hohle (1965) 1Zis@fErsfgfinfiz 2 L, 2o
DG HIEB A % 72 & L7zo ex-Gaus A IS L ClE, ZOEHRDE OIFLAYEAR (2R IE
TLOMPIODVTHERORIADH S (Luce, 1986) 5, DL HIZE S N5 hi B OEE
 DHBREOBEOMSFIHIE O THMLL ) 357 70 —FIZAMTH A o Palmer
etal. (in press) |ZBWTIE, M SNV TNOGATD, ORGSR 3 IETE B
e L, RISEOFEEED NS — 2 % b 52 TnD T EDTRIBEIN TV D,

e

A, SUEHRRREIZ BT 5 USKH Z 33 5 720 OBEE € 70V &, FUE-S R
A HLICEI L, EOWREME L MR IR L 72 B7OVIE, RO H M OBOE, RIS
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L2HEA, BIUORBENA 7 A2 5 CHEBRRE L, SN, 7 A% 5 GG - RE B
570, INHIZ & o THIBEEIR L PUSEIRDFHII S Nz, 610, BHREREIZBIT 5 )X
IS 7 — & 2 2 720 O BRI R CE & £ TV, £ L RS NRED R S iz,

FE—ZIZOWTIE, INEFTHEEROEINIZH, S F ST RREIIBVTEBRN R
FHEETMEABI b TE72, BlxH T, 1950 F480 5 60 FAU BT 2 FEIRATEIL
(selective listening), 70 4EA4D ZHEEHE (dual task), & L T80 S LIEOHESRLR, &7
74 2 ¥ 7 (negative priming), T2 1) ## (cueing paradigm), EEDWEE (attentional
blink) 7 & &#ET, EEOHRBEY ) B2 (task switching) 12725 FC, 4 OFRELSEY
EFSNTELZ, INHIZDWTOHMRIIEEMEO SR RIER LYY Z2RT LDTIED
575, —HTINEDOMPOBRIEZNENPEEEICIY LIFonsER D), b
O—BLIHHAPRESINSE Z L3P % h o7 (Logan, 2004) . LA L, AFHEY LiF7-
HREIEROEBIRGLEIZET 2 AT T VIE, T CTICHERREDINCL, Fhr R
R - 7 a) e S5, LDEVWREICEHTRTH L Z EARBIN TS
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