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KRCRELTT R AARL, BAEG — MR R X VI AT V2 ()2
PN S LGN FHEAREH CAHI RS « 27 2] B 7 A7 2 7 (Grossberg,
1999a; Grossberg, Mingolla fll Ross, 1997 ; Grossberg 1 Raizada, 2000 4
Grossberg 1l Williamson, 2001 4; Ross, Mingolla Fl1 Grossgro, 2000 &) . #¥F
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PN RIR ) s I 2 52 1) JE] [ A58 B 1 s B s (511401, Blakemore & Tobin, 1972;
Maffei & Fiorentini, 1976; Nelson & 3% Wi (Frost, 1978) . 2RI, HF|HT,
XL bR SCRHCRR I S A SR 8 A BR ) Th R BB A4 B2 AR (i,
Allman, Miezin, & McGuinness, 1985; Gilbert & Wiesel, 1990; Grossberg, 1994;
Grossberg & Mingolla , 1985; Kapadia, Ito, Gilbert, & Westheimer, 1995; Knierim &
Van Essen, 1992; Lamme, 1998; Polat, Mizobe, Pettet, Kasamatsu, & Norcia, 1998;
Sillito, Grieve, Jones, Cudeiro, & Davis, 199 ; Sugita, 1999; von der Heydt, Peterhans,
& Baumgartner, 1984).
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TR SCRONE B — AN ) AR B A R R R SR A, e g R T X 4.
H#Ar (Kapadia Z5 N, 1995 4F; Polat Ml Sagi, 1993 ) AIFiF4E (Field.
Hayes F1 Hess, 1993 ) [#ill; Kovacs & Julesz, 1993), 475 St S 8t
WM R 22 e, X s 5 L) v e B 18N (Kanizsa, 1979) (Grossberg,
1994; Grossberg 11 Mingolla, 1985 4£) . (LHEMH FIEIERY, WK ERNATHE
FH L FI5E (Moore & Egeth, 1997) o Al H AR451 75 2L A1 43 L AL
T B BT L FEAR T o R JZ X3 VT I S b 20 A2 B2t gk — Ui B 1 X
LU 508 A HOAE O, i BE AR, B SOV X EL AR OG I, 2]
BARTARK LLEE B AR, s e BAs 2 2 ], & 1 Prox (Kapadias
Westheimer Al Gilbert, 1998 4F; Polat % A\, 1998 %) .
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Weerd, Peralta, Desimone F1 Ungerleider, 1999 4; Motter, 1993 ) . fE
ARG B Z AR B TR RN, AFERIEXT VI PRI R
(#1140, Brefczynski 1 DeYoe, 1999 4F; Ito A1 Gilbert, 1999 #; Roelfsema.
Lamme F1 Spekreijse, 1998 4F; Somers. Dale. Seiffert I Tootell, 1999 4F;
WD RS Je/RFRS PEEFA=)N, 1998 ) o SRR H—E, EEIIE
I FRoS BRI 0 AT s KB EEE T, 40 De Weerd 258 NHIBF AR o
(1999 #; #HAEE 2¢ fror) o #oh, EEJUEZER TS HAb B TH 0k
FANEAR, JCHAE 4 VR T LR E ML SE 70 414% 4% (Davis & Driver, 1997
He & Nakayama, 1995) , FfH 7] DIiE BSCAEZ) M5B &#E ( Moore, Yantis,
& Vaughan, 1998; Roelfsema & Spekreijse, 1999), #1& 4 F1& 5 Fiax. - Pk
2#>] (Grossberg, 1980, 1999a, b; Grossberg & Williamson, 2001)
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A V1 & 23 FaEshegEis, BARXELEH XM T G 1E e a2 23 KRy

¥ 7T,

KT A WAL FE TSI A LB . 7EA SO, AT 22 am it A w
AP AE CRIYE R J3A 020D 2 HH 5 2 R R0 R i ) o 48 A 3 2 05 R i v iX
AR, XN I R R A S A . RERSE, FRATTEIAE VI A V2 Al
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T, A SRR (e FEE) Ml gek &, HEAm )T O 2R,
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5 2L Grossberg Al Grunewald (1997) #l Grossberg and Somers (1991) . A&
BRI AR R T A G838 1 — > B EH & 2RI 77 T ——15 B A e A
7] (4] 2 )2 DX 4 DA% (] — DX 3N R A R RS2 J2 ) Ta) B, AT AR e A — kg o FRATTAE Y
S J5 TR RN B2 JoT A S A RV RE s AL, oV e B AN [ 2 0 X 3 L5 L 22 [R5 &
AR S AR . 1 — 7 TH, FRATISE RICud B T W SR v e e B, 8408
b fz AR PR B B N T BRI B E T .
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A T3 B () pp e A P2 e AR AL 1 N AB IRIIEE,  RIAE [A]— A B Jo X 3k
CRI VI AT V2) Hh, BUBEME RGN E B R S = R A7

TRATVAE e i, R0 1 25 A5 A [ (%) R0 X33 P ] B R AT X e AN 8] 1) B °F S0
FEIRE I — L) 2 A AT B B B L DR 25 ol , B B IR ATV
RATHURFN . CANZ 558 B 3 2D (R BRAME 55 AT BEAH X 25 2 A 3, (HAE[R] —A
B2 )2 8] gt o R AT IX AN ISR AT S PR Y T X 20 B S I R AE ). T
71, SMEMNAE: K2R X GBI T ARG BS540 m T H -
T PR 52 J2 A B 17 7= A 3 300 2 TA) T X ).

BT R AR, XA 3 B B R T DA 9 L2 T R A0 )
TR, AH G A B AR BCA AR E R 1T R R A N B4 DL T AR B L RS
P, A KA = AELRER——V1 A V2 HRESIC I & Wi 5] &8,
Bl o A% 356 ) B vy (A DI, T 3K 8 By PR DX 3y V2 X N BB AN AR 7 A B S o
L b, HAtt D7 Cadg 7 — BRI R W an el S B LT, B AnAE RS o) RORE
A RH P RE R I E] (Grossberg, 2000)

VU AT BE FIALAR AL AT LN i e @ & BRI o 7 58 . SR, 1= 4
FEULEA TR R T, o U A R 5 2 IR G4 R SE R R T 22 . o8, Y
R AT DA OR B BN B S AR B AN A i BUE S B, R R
JIRGAET S5EP AT o SR, V2 AREREEE SRR, VR T DAE R B R R A
WILBRRIIVER, Bl MST 20 7EPE T 113% (Treue & Maunsell, 1996).
b T AR REEEE AL, R e BA R EIHIER , Bt E o i #sz
S RE, SNgl RN, MINFBHHE T NS (Reynolds,
Chelazzi, & Desimone, 1999) .

HAhTHEBIAL 28 5 R 28 AT Be 22 40 B b R i S Amont iz 2 e B
H AL (B4, Neumann & Sepp, 1999) , Fldi@E i ik i 1 14E
T NMDA i, ZilEST I Rl 40 TIE PR ES (B4, Lumer.



Edelman A1 Tononi, 1997) . X¥ifR A A CEAFAENINESNA RS RIN8R. R
1M, XA BETE AN BE AR A TR B 20 A3 = 0 v U AR PR, o mT DL (e sk
1o REAAE, A7 OB E S MR 2 AR B AEE S R W], T3 ) B (s O A )
PRI A (Caputo & Guerra, 1998; Downing, 1998; Mounts, 2000; Smith,
Singh, & Greenlee, 2000; Vanduffell , Tootell, & Organ, 2000). M4k, A UEHE R IH L
R 5 S i 2R [E B VE T4 NMDA F1 NMDA & (Cauller & Connors,
1994).
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ZRRTE R S EE I D e AT AR AR5 R . X Kanizsa TYZ] 585 Y
S SEFRIAH S TO AN I ST X MR BE RN o IXFEIRIEE TGE . CRE A AR T
RSSO T g th s T BB R N, I B CAIFAAET V2 (Peterhans & von der
Heydt, 1989; von der Heydt et al., 1984) 1, tHH[REF/ET VI (Nguyen &ZF,
1999) o 7£ V1 I T X Gl 51 2 iR £ B8 ¥ . (Grosof, Shapley,
& Hawken 1993; Redies, Crook, & Creutzfeldt, 1986; Sheth, Sharma, Rao, & Sur,
1996) o XX FAIEAE H R B & o R A AR 2N, HlTE
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PR, R 2 I A A O BB T R 2 0 Rk BRI R R A R A
FH R 1) A, RPASEAR R X 5C BRI 1) 7 2H P AFEANRE 32 E R 1A N B4 B AR
BRIAEL P 2 AR 4, 26 DU AT BE BR3P 6 R ORAE B2 5 AL PR v i 2 0
KoL o> PR [ I 0T ART, IEANATT SRR MIATE 4 MK 5 FR, e
B 2RO B BSR4 R WV R ) Sk bR BV BSEAR L) R o A% HE (He
& Nakayama, 1995; Moore %5, 1998; Roelfsema %§. , 1998; Roelfsema&
Spekreijse; 1999) . [Fth, F =T HAE R —ME A B N B HAHIE. X
FATR HRR R O e B SRR o B4, e Wl FE 3 2 B 1) B 2 AT AR
AR, A B JE R 2

Moore & NIKISES: .  (1998) $fit 7 —MREAIOUHERIER], & 17 LIRS
REZIHIRC BRI SN o ABATIA) 3230 s 7S “HZ ST R, EAIERE ST —
MNREZIN Kanizsa FETE. &, P pacmen #4052 dil) 3 ) 2 7]
fR T, BT EREA IR LR E A LRI T — D —Ek . Moore
. AREE T NHR L —A pacmen SRIERXTLIHE I — i MVER, JER
B0 e LAE 2% 3 — i BB SIS e I TR) A P 5, 3 P T )k 4 i 35
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4 HACS AT AW TS T B R ZTHC BR 7 LR ORI, 7B A Refig 4 Hie
AR R | R 52 R B 25 18], % pacmen 73 TF. RN ) H8A BUIEATART BT
GreH, T RZR TH RV CETE I, B DU R ST R S 2 R
FEAAZ.

A2 ABBE A BT 00 0 A T 1) % RS Pk 32 g vk T 8 4 R I
W2 B ARl e 2y 2 B SRR S LD A R 1 I A Je) R, SX — SR DU E BT R
ATHTYE SRR AN 3 I AN OB B R SORONAE VI AL V2 N SR AE A ELAE
HAS RUERT . FRATEW, 2 Ui B A 1X 2 AN [] HLAE DU B b R AT 55 1 I it o
JRiE AT R R T W 1 R SO SRR R R

FATIAESR Y T V1 M V2 R R, iz R ] B SR s i 2
REPESR HY T BT R R A € T 5, FFETHRAUE T o TR ) B
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Grossberg (1999a). Grossberg % N[ 5GHT TAERZEMA . (1997) LA Grossberg
F1 Raizada (2000).
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ARG ) IR A A A FE AR @R R WSS 6 EIs T35 4 ERrhd
SPIRGErEE, DLIER 2/3 EMANTEAKCPIESR:, BHATILERE SR 34, X
PRS- FLEE B — AR T T B IR R D Re A €, I B B 2501 i (1) 1
AR PR A R PR 2 ORI AR, I03R 1 o VLRI V2, W 6 Fiow,
TER T —AN K2 M4, AR nT DU T REPE - FEL 26 R AH ELVE F B, (HHAT N
bb B MCR B AT AT F B AT N EEE R L .

B R 9 7 0 — R ERATIFR 9T B B BT AL A 5 (Grossberg, 1999a),
HH IR B 2 XS P J VL BRRLE E 5 M MRS VI Z 6, RE“HT
7 FIRTEE s 6 2 ®4 EHOsbgigs (B 6b) , ML OAE
GV TR, SRR RO ) 700 6 4 20 W 8

ZAT ) — AN BT 2 6 ® 4 BRI o TR (B3, B
) , X5% 6 ERESIEMLZ 4 2 EPSP HLRIESIEA EPSP §55 2 MK
W—3. LGN FhiZeliAHALEE 4 200 AR5 ZE (Stratford, Tarczy- Hornoch,
Martin, Bannister, & Jack, 1996), JHXUHREE 6 JZ 12 705 fi 21 PR B 2R 24 (1)
HIREE 4 B L, MRS XY ST, R (RBE, 1998 4,
%056 T o BATEVGE T ES M2 MRS O BRI Y R S . DR,
S OB S, (H 2 AR G A RO AT R R . RN )%
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(Luck, Chelazzi, Hillyard, & Desimone, 1997), {HIEIRLEA] LLak F1 1% 06t i 6 A\ &
BRI W 6 FERIBT LA 4 ERRSSE B EMN A RN, HEX
SNEIH AR R, BEATR IS AN BE 3 BUKF 8 N R A BIE 7> 41, %A
RPAT RN SRR 2/3 |2

mE 1 Pow, KRABSEERNREUEE ZFIEFEIE VI 2 6 2.

Bl 6b UiB T RBHME SIENGE 1 EREE, HoREsr V2 bR &k
(Rockland & Virga , 1989), #RJGHIBEE 5 ZHEMRYNBEATIEGA 98, Hhh 5ok
B k%% 6 /2 (Gilbert & Wiesel, 1979; Lund & Boothe, 1975), 7EAFHIE
BIESH P& B 6 F 4 NMOINAGER ., BT V2 [l RiEi AR
B, N V2 2] VI W REHSEEA F0IMASE R (Bullier 55, 1996) , 14h,
LY V2 b, BOERCRZE VI ERSE 6 2 (Sandell & Schiller,
1982) .

TATVR DA AT RBLH R A Bk B A& 0058 2/3 2. WA
KA EAE AR A, RN b, IEMaAn gtk T8 2/3 ZKF
SRR — U A NS B T T B o (B2, i BB 22 Ff 4320 AT R P 113 S BE]
B, TIRETR EMEBILEES 2/3 R IWIUE 7 L DL B IE R 20 2. shAgok B
W ZREBIME S —FE, (58 23 EIFIETRN A HA R 5E] 6 ® 4 #42 (K
6¢) , LUEIEHOM 6 ®4 Mo eIEs 4 EHMGE, HHET 6®4 Hg
AR HAR S N . Bk VI PEEEEREE 23 E ®6 Rk, UK
B 5 ERAERE (R D . B 23 2 @6 ®4®2/3 EKRB B 2/3
R A IX M 4 2 S EUL R AR N 7320, RIS $ BS54 R4
TG o 2 8] B B o1 2 456 AE — L TR D BEAE

T RIS oy 2H S 2498 0 5 R SR A SR B BRI SR S RN RIS S 1
REPE S S R AT OB PRSI FE L 6 ® 4 378 S I A3 1A B 1 Of F] ¥4t b At
o IXFhZAREE ML AR T BT AR Y pre-attention-attention 2 1 A, KN
EeMEAILEKEMIFEE VI A V2 hIRHELE, HEERA A R LK
PG SRR 3 2% (8]0 2 v, Y NG A AT N AR A AR I o B DA b gl
ST AR BRI ESCRR I (i, SEAIMIACERD IR, XL 2 7
523 JEH IR SR, B B FRERIGESHANE 2/3 BRME—ERE
I MR, FEIZIE R, S RO A A PR 0 S s R D R
HEEZN. K, attention RAEASIZE 2/3 2, WAREAT I T HREMN K
T, AT AR A 8/ A8 1) R
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JR XK Z B iR 1T V1 28 1 2 (Rockland & Virga, 1989) , F&Al]
e THERE S T DUERIECEE 2 ZEREE 1 Z T 5% 55 B 15 28
2/3 EHATREME. 3 NET . Lund A1 Wu (1997) RBZE 2/3 ZH/E VI
FEERIHI M E T, 5 1 BEhHamR. Bk, ATUCNAT R ERUK
A P47, CRIFIX PR R0 NS 2/3 J2 AT SO0 B E FvE R 18R, B
%6 E ®4 HMGEHR 6 ®4 HEEIFVM. B ZATHIRRIRSC, FATH
TE AT AT B R S IR SR (LR 5F8 20 A1 21) o 1B
TR DR, G XS R R ) BT SRBES RS 2/3 EANIRFEFE b
M~ B EHER, i 2 WP .

T 8] V. AR B 1 1 O RE S AR A T RE TR 45 1 — 1] B ) SE 48 AT 3
B G IS 2/3 JEIEEhA 2 M%Z A A= A AR AT 5 o 45 A\ IE BT a6
o G W, FHITR DO E R RN T, wfEL 13 (s Fink. 18
V1A V2 1, WA PATRIES, G HEERN 0.2, BENZEAN 2/3 ZE 5K
BoEEEs, HHAESMAMERPEE, R G B8, MERITheiE
g Hnl P A . BB MR T RV RCE RIS 2/3 B, R T
ARBIIRVE V1 2H R EE H At o ZH AR R A S ZE R . BOR HME 2 W& Bl 55 23 2
HEWE TR A BT R 5 R MR ST B 73 4

WATLIE S — DI BT Grossberg A1 Raizada (2000) H$& H T[]
NS DT T, BT TR G Polat S5 AR L. (1998)
MV PR SCIHEXT L H AR Gabor BB B, BT L2k p i
Gabor BEHRIIAELETIAFE] T2k, (H2 2 Hbr/e mnt LR, )3 1 R0ER «“ 2 37
W13 A0 . Grossberg I Raizada (2000) 18 3CH RFLIL R, M o 2 (4]
e V2 R T DN EE RS0 s Gabor ) VI {7 E, DR
A m B RE DL ERE B E AKX B, 2R, MMIE SR 6 ® 4 X
X H AR SR A2 43 R, BRAR T AT T I 25 5 B0 34 RN AE R H AR XS
FORE S 2 2046 o PRI, 2007 1R bE RS ARG (1) 18R R0 o A AT VR A X 48 4T
(25 R I, 110 75 7% REO6F B BE X AN M A M A | M 28 T ) AT g AN TR 520

SR, RERMAA AR R Y, EmmBlEct LET, 6T & 3 i
Ar, X2 PR IERA 5 R I [A] # 28 TOAE im0 EURE T B A PR A4 4H
o B T A4 25 (McCormick. Connors. Lighthall A1 Prince, 1985), ik
S ik I F VR FAR T 24 A %Mk (Varela, Song, Turrigiano, & Nelson, 1999), M
I H ] 22 TG B HEAR I R A S s E R AR AR A2 ) (Markram, Wang, & Tsodyks,
1998; Reyes et al., 1998 F; 7i#k, 1997 ) . XFhIfbaTAIZ A5 K R E
FIREICE TR, FRAEILA B EE S 2% o TRANTIE g FE A4 100 i 0 12 A% 3



4 S S 5 RECRIE AL S N, nsE 16 A 17 Fros (LB .
XAME T R RAETT 46, 28 5 85 5 i Ao BL R 5 B s - R A o
T H I o EH T 0 2% 4 - T ol 0T DU RS B IR i T A, 3 OB R R4 o
FSHAL (L Grossberg, 1970; Grossberg & Kelly, 1999; Somers et al., 1998;
Stemmler, Usher, & Niebur, 1995 ) . i#id LXFh 7 Ay Je A R, iz A n]
DA SR B T2 0 LU BIUR A H AR . — M2 %) Kapadia 55 A\ feils 20 15
o (1998) Wi 1 Frows

3. R

X BRI B SRR 2 AN T T DA BRI R R U T
B2 J2 B JZ R G AL n ] 3 B AR AT

TEROOHENT B BRI BRI R

EWE 9 RTR, S B AR B T8 T A G B B b FEAR T B TR
g 2 1 BT B R B, W R TR bR H bR B R ZUER R DI RE
AN, ABTE EX LR B ARSI AR . IX 1E & De Weerd %5 ANl
TEFRIRAT AR TSRS B, (1999)0 M T HIAT S5 H 9l T 0 Bl iy ] 4%
of b RE YE RIS B 5 1) o X o) b RIS AR N4, WP 2a B, fl st
No BRIEE TR ZHA NG RIR, O RIX I V4 8% TEO & st
MIRBR, AFTRA, XA X IR AE ey 2 i At R . AT R B (i
Bl 2c Fis) &, 24 BAR SR L BRI Heyd 3 07 X3 i ok e B T
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AR FTAI B 2 SR DX CnT Be 42 B A R BOAT 9 R TR I 12 D 28 S B
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77 T (A S A% 326 38 B8 vy X A o X SR i ()G SR, AR 145 S At ke,
DAL RS 2 00 o ER T i T R S B AT R BIHE, RZ MR, BRIAE Ty
T2 3 A T O P D o T P VR SRR o AN A 7 B vy %) R ol IX sk, AT T LA
6] FAL PR ASE TR T I RO G PR 32 05 YR IR SEIOAAE ) H AR B IR T € ) 7 2
SRR 1138 I S v T 50T

EZREA R, R TEE PO 6 B ®4 ELGEN B R S 3
55 2/3 ERIGE H AR M SRR BIX 73 B T FIE R, X
HERSVENTERANE 6 2 ®4 MGt I8, XSS 2 LUER:
LF I LGB H FR B2 2 SR AR B B AR X AT YR T P2 DA O



FIMIZE B 7 i Am A 2 A . vt LU BRI AR EATT A SR B 753 5 2
f1 6 ®4 Futir, HEBXHRREERK 6 ®4 SASENIDRITHME], N
T FEAREATE S XS b REIE 28 PRIUE, B AN B RE RO A B i 2, PRIk
A DUEREVE R ISR 2 5T, U, MR B B R SRR, kT

e R R PRI T LGB I 3 T 0 A e o, R e X B PR R S P AT 4 4
MIARE -

a Bar alone Iso-orientation ¢ Cross-crientation
d Neurophysiological data e Model simulation
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0.4
[ ¥

B 3.V1 Fedp 248 AP oy r@atb. (a-c) Knierim #= Van Essen (1992) 4% ) &9 AR # 4
Bo WREINZFFNRNWERE, REEFHF —FHNF R T @ SIL IR 6 RS
AT . it B a9 AL R Z LA ML ey R IRkli%. (d) kR AFRE VI a9iv2 42
A&, % Knierim #= Van Essen # 7 &% (1992, B 10) . x # E&BEARETHTEZA
B RIH S AT (a). (b) #o (c) FPAT T8O K. TlAE, HEREAFMErmIL, AP
BRI AN 2 E AR AR, AZER IR E AR S L HFHBMTAERH &
d lERZRETRARLE “FBh” R HAR—K. (¢) ZRrIbapayRA I, KX E

I A, ARG B AR F I H R, mARRIRLEE G AR B,

5 I EE

TR R 286 & T HE 1) ) — AN EE S R SCRRORE A T 1D B, H R N IR S E 7]
SUPE P 3, TR T n) A RSN AN 22 (Knierim & Van
Essen, 1992; Nothdurft, 1991; Northdurft 5§, 1999; Sillito %, 1995) . X
RNV [ BAE VI A TCITES . BAREE M ANEE X7 A IR S AT 2% (1)



PR S N B VIR, (H38 SCE R RS 3 7 F B 282/ (Knierim & Van
VA%, 1992 4, #dE WK 3d). Knierim & Van Essen i FH IR R 7~ 1
3a-c FvR. IXUeEUESERR B AR R AL I 2% I R BT . Wi 3e foR, 15
V1 #HETURIVH A R E AT AR ST IR R R T B, TERERL A, 55 6
ER 4 Z SRR AR SN EIAE F EGAS SCH A IR F 5. SCBEE A R IX
PR QAT T i) 2 S5 1l A AE OO [ A 45 3 AN B B AN 2 T AR E 1, T
JETE Grossberg A1 Williamson (2001) /& J&JZFA A H AL, A AE
5 TR AR 5] 0 )= A, R R o B o R . FE AR AL H UK R
R, RARERER 2 IS S LSS N I LT A o IR SR AL B S5
TeHRE, X ST E & A7 PP 48 0 [RIAFAE S5 ) FH O o 01 1 2R fi
PREFIXSSE M AHOCHE, 285 LI & M) 3] LU 22 U 1) Aok B 5

ER B B LA B RS

B &k, 5 U LSRR 2 I AR BRI 80 B RE 06 H ot 2 2 b B
TN T B RR . VR B ATRE RS R LA TSETE RIS S AR B s, H
ANBE R 5] L T R TS B0 o VR B TR SEVR R 23 A B B 3 AR R
B, T B GE B J2 rPoR 2 R 2 0 A T G R ) 4 A iR R R B L
filo Halad, ER IR AT DO i v F i SR R I B P 3G iR B T R

Grossberg F1 Raizada (2000) #fll I Roelfsema %5 NFIAFFT (1998) , fufE
R R AE R I (AR, 3K HHYE I M SR A 1 i 75 (R TR) 5 ] Ak
1. FEXH, FRATEEE IR 1 VG B SE B LT i 4 iyt s (| oA, il
4 TE 5 Fros. ERXMAELL T, $8 ) 20— dm 178 SR = ) SO e By
XA, MAMNIGE R EEZ SN E, HWIF&NEEK Y R, RIffik
TEVEE AR NN I (LA 5D .

XFER ORI AR B VL R V2 15 23 Bk E
FEEATI . IEMAT T A, SR A M ARBRATAT IkiE R NS 23 2.
FEBAT I 6 2, REWEE 6 2 ®4 ZH0sbseegis, H
Hh R IRUR AT R A A G 22 TR P Ok 1V 1R JE AT DAENER 2/3
J2 B G SR AR 2 AR . 5 AR Gt L RO REE 23 2, WE 6e Pt
~, JRESER 20 A 21 A (IS0 o BEAEES 2/3 SR AL o ) A
LU AT AR AN, CLE 2R 2/3 R K IER AN B R O fd SR 42 i) o0 21
RITE R, PR BRI P AT R a3 1 P47 7, B ORI R I s R e B . AR
XA BB TASAREE BTG S 2/3 &, (HEAPA AT DAY 55 i 28 HBOY Ak
RITRSETE U, I HAE R HITE DL T, BB 0 AR 32 T 2 1) o TV



FEESTZEET N, T ERE X T EmEEn 2/3 BEKFiER, V2 FiE
PR R E R NT VI (Amir 2%, 1993) .

a Top-down attention

b Visual input to network

c Cross-section of V1 layer 2/3 activity

0 10 ¢ an 40 50

Spatial position (pixels)

B 4. Z& 7 LAEAWERA VI FALA RGP EEIERFNHE T Roelfsema FA
AP ZARE ERINT R4 R, (1998) #= Roelfsema #= Spekreijse (1999). (a) 181
TR A EMTEENOT G, (b), EABRRREOALMALIL. (c) ZAT
Rl G AH VI E 23 FH0MEEE, EENEVERAER. &N TABLRMFELHE
NF 23 B, AR BARGE T LS AR 0 TR EINEE N ERERE, £—FRBZP,
EREARIAERBGE 6 &, MATERIAF T OTEE 6 & ®4 B2, Rew LiriEE
% 23 Fo BEHEHET, EEARME VI F 1 B, ENECHKE 2/3 EHikmia
B TR RACE, WAk F 2/3 Ea9HpHl e b A 2 T R R Lot RACE, 2R F |
ZF a9 R (Lund & Wu, 1997). TTAE H, 2E N R T CHA§ @6 —35, 1223 5%
LEEROKERS, BETEEN M AGOTEE, MAIESHRH R R. MR RFE kR
8% 2/3 BHEKRGZTAZKFHRET. RARR KIGREBF LG EENEA THE, X

RABTFEEHLFFHITREE 6®4 dpHl,



%t B AUR 7 AT

TR BSOS AT DL RSP, 7] DL S Y, 3% Bk T oS B o e il 2
FLZRMIZE T H FREsZma AT BL “A32 7, IIRRE EEREE TR 144 X% a5 21 vmo0) BURE R 145
], B 20 B bR AR LES (Polat 28 N, 1998 4F) , a3 24 H A
FPPNT LCRE AN RIS o IE AR B T A e 1, LA S Al T AN S Al s R 25 AT R
B3 6 B v R REONT B B T 40 X (1) SO AR, R BRI X 8% 7K~ 280 3k
JEUURERE Polat 28 N (1998) #dlE, nFRATZ AIHIE 3L (Grossberg & Raizada,
2000) Hrss

a Top-down attention

b Visual input to network

c Cross-section of V1 layer 2/3 activity

Spatial position (pixels)

B 5 IR A R IER G H PTRAY B R R — AN R LI ERAE V] B AY EAE AL P R AsER
#IEH psychophysicall y B & REFA (1998) » (a) ¥ P E&AayaM ™ Fayz &) 5§
BIFTR IR —ANEE, (b) ¥, AW ERANACMAZ ARG R, (c) PHAB
V1 & 2/3 &3 Aed ATk B & KALE R AT iR K2 R B 0GR A%, 2 Z KB LR
threshol d & 2/3 & M5 X Z 18] 69 BLAG P 3K 8 4%, preattentively 7T ak 89 4Y 427 4% 900 49 6934 7
Bh. WmER 4T, XIZRLEINENZEE TR CON AiF, &TAZE#ET 23 KFhh
RiEF R min, LA ERBME., 2N LA TIETLRNIZE 23 ARET,
XKiECATHROEHAE PR URBE—ANTLHATZUNEANET, AERETHE LG R LGS

Bo. EBEAMRZTAEHET A LR THRGISHIMAF A,



1w T =AM ED BRI ST R 28 SURCR, TR Kapadia 58 A
T SHSUE A R IFE (1998) 0 U 3 250k HhCa B i 7= AR X% A AR E FH o 7EAIRNY
LLEER, 28 6 2 ®4 40| sigmoidal 155 BREISREURAE, FF H M| LI 2
2/3 WR S, RN (B 1b) o EEGE RIS ELE T, ke
B FER] sigmoidal MG S BR A PR IGKAR S, SRR BN Z B30I He (54
S pE % ar, AR RO B S (B 1e)
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230 rT O

V2layers O N e
‘ oyell[e
VI,9R(9 v2 4§ :

C
X V1 4
T
6 LGN

B 6 AR REEwTERES 6 B ®4 BiaF 23 BHERUKREAN VI/V2
BRAEA , P M AP 2 AR T AR, (LGN @dAEREN S 4 EREA TR E
WikE. Ak, cABEY 4 BEIREE, LK, LGN 4R¥EM L LEBE 6 &, K
MmALBIE 6®4 PR AERBREFS 4 F. B, A TFm L4y LON BB 69E5%ER
MR SINIRGEREE 4 B, IRETH 4 Bl m a9 2tk & Ja—4 (Grossberg,
1973, 1980; Heeger, 1992) (HRLME) o (b) HEABEELAN 6®4 BREKEES




FEEMREZ R EEZD VI 8% 4 E. KRR RIERAE THRARR TR S X5
6 EHLETFEAKLAMSE 1 & (Salin & Bullier, 1995, p. 110), £ ZEAVT Lk K 46 %
RFEGH 5 BHERMCGT AR RERENSE 6 & (BF ZAMREEIHGE 5 ZHikm
B) o BRI TAERE VI % 6 By Et A% ZE (ARE | UMEEAE) . B E 6
B, BB 6 ®4 USRI T & @ AT 4 A (Bullier. Hup é \James #= Girard,
1996 ) o (c) FP IR 6®4 FEFNF 2/3 Eomwsh: BAtaRAT ML)
Re% 4 EREETESAFERERMBZIANES (RET)ARIANCMEFTIFa% 2/3
BEAREAME, BROAB[REEGEZENGET 4, £F 213 EAFMRGSALERE
RZ B & RARSE2, BE P oty 604 ERCMNAERTHH 4 EFe9zE, FpHaf
HAy By NGB 6®4 IM3R3%, BRIk VI Y AERENE 23 & ®6 E#EiE, VUIAE
iHE 5 BeyAaEsd (K 1) . (d A VL % 6 EF LGN A EmTFTHRARME ¢ BRI
LA FSIPRRARIEHN, AT 6®4 B2, PORIMBEFHRIERE LI RGRE
— %49 LGN #mfe (Sillito. Jones. Gerstein #= West, 1994) , 3R B) T K & #R
(k) vhg, Rt 2 A TITE R, () A VI/V2 ©3%: V2 8 V1 € ERELX,
MR RGTARE L, 43R, KFE 2/3 E8AE V2 PAARZKGER, AFEZRE
Y 19 514 5 R 5 2 W & 2 T IR 69 B %n 528 (Amir., Harel #= Malach, 1993) . V1 % 2/3
EAZ4TE] V2 F 6 F= 4 Z, #A% LGN 42412 VI 9% 6 42 4 B—H. BSAR
BRI REE] V2, REABKF 6 B, #E V2 REBERT VI 8% 6 Z—4 (Sandell
& Schiller, 1982) o A @ M KB AEHEN VI (KET) 69 RIEIEAZR T AL A3 5% K
V2 # V1 #R5.

4. 118

X HL R (AR A J 7 1 A O g 2 T AT (] B S 22 MR AR B bR S AR,
FHRFENTHATA B AL X R, BE#L Y B T Grossberg 55 N3 H AL
(1997). Grossberg Al Raizada (2000) UL Grossberg 1 Williamson (2001). It
Hb, ZAERGE T ORI LR R E D RE A O AT B SO, R BT R
AN 53 2H U RT 8 12 2 0 P B A TEL AR FH AR R Ty e e 1 vl

PEIRATTHT RN, A HoAth IR A 2R 3 ik 2 B 40 B 2 [R] I AT v e AR G
A RE SRR XA )@ Pk . & B b S R D Ae B T S W
1, (BE—%F, ML KITE AL 2 B LB B A B L A i A2 B A IR
SR, REZ)HIACBR AT LARAT — T OB A 55, T FRafi (R (g ik 20 ik 2 EATm]
PAE Bt P AN e B R 7, X — AR SR A AN Z R0 CRF 4 7598 )
DAV R o IX M4 A 0] DAAE AR B A8 S UL Do JISE 5 Ik 7 | A P 400 i )
(R 5e AT, BT LIONER o RS AR (R R A R AL SR K5 2. (Grossberg, 1994).
V1 AR UL o AR = AR, (A A B LIA BT, Rk
TCVEAHHE 7 2 b (11X — FEE )5 T (Li, 1998; Sommers %, 1998; Stemmler %%,
1995; Yen & Finkel, 1998) . HSLLHASCSEIL 1 MELIFE BR NIRRT 24 2% 1 H b
M F A2 =Bt (Heitgers von der Heydt. Peterhans. Rosenthaler I Kubler,
1998 4; Williams A Jacobs, 1997 %) , ZLARBEHMHEE]FOofi B- K



H T A B A Al0RE (1) 2% A 14 1L R, (Neumann & Sepp, 1999) , 5%
TR AR IR “EN” RBHUE S R EEELRME T RS ER I
HE A Wit 4Ca #ENIISME%LE” (Finkel & Edelman, 1989, 25 3197 70D,
MNP A S o 2 5 B AR o A S, VR 2 A Ab B e B T B8 SRS Ve A SE
J&FN4r2H ()0, Harth, Unnikrishnan F1 Pandya, 1987 #; Mumford, 1992 4F;
Olshausen. Anderson #I Van Essen, 1993 %; Rao F! Ballard, 1999 %F; Tsotsos
(et al., 1995; Ullman, 1995; Usher & Niebur, 1996) K|, FoAT8 AR B8 883 | 2 1
REJZ I A8 ) S B BT R
a

Layer 4 inhibitory-to-excitatory kernel, W* Layer 4 inhibitory-to-excitatory kernel, W~
from orientation r = 1 to orientation k = 1 from orientation » = 2 to orientation k = 1
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b
Layer 4 inhibitory-to-inhibitory kernel, W~ Layer 4 inhibitory-to-inhibitory kernel, W~

from orientation r = 1 to orientation k = 1 from orientation r = 2 to orientation k= 1
4
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@ @ A~ RN
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B 7. % 4 2 W+ PoInh-# AR v I 5REAM. REFTAEZA ™ LES
WA, BAEKFT @ LETGABAMEY, 2/ T 90° . (b) % 4 & W- F
gapHl-pEt y IR AK. B, RETT E2H A

ERATZATHIE S (Grossberg & Raizada, 2000) 1, FRATTER T iZA A B 1A
WAL, 5 9 FTIRA AR 2 AMNAE T8 558 2/3 JEHIEE 6 J2 4 JZ2)
HEEREEMGE T II6E. /E5 AR OB T =M AT N: EERT
H s S sz U Z 0 /EH (Reynolds 58N, 1999) , JEEJ1IIRE th s rms
(B3 #2 (Roelfsema 5N, 1998) F1 Gabor HhfxtELBUBE AN 2H (Polat 4%,



1998) o« MERTIE P HRALRIBA AT LA Y, X L@ PEAERTY 47 J A T 47
IRORFFAAE, AR BN T A EMEAE GRS . Rk, BERL A Er g
JRFF I R ¥ HAeui iy AT s, B I Tasin 7o i, #vIn € 817
NIEAMIE .

X LG A 2 SRV N A 5% B T2 o 0 At e et o 490 2, i 82 B 8 AL A5 R
A F o AT DT A AR E R S LA R A EE 4 23156 2/3 E RIS S AT
o R, R 2R IAEEFEAHERR R (1) B2 240 BE (Thorpe. Fize 1 Marlot,
1996) o Z BB S 2 A SOV T RERS, T B P S AT AL A5HEOR 1 B
o AR E, BAD R HREFEE ATUES 4 2 ®2306®4 )=
Z I —AERE Z I RGN IS MiER 1 L IaUE B SR A T A 2
HAbSERH G, ATRET R ) S e, F TRk T bW, SRR B IR 1 RN
FARE @ H AR ATENL S 6 F 2 AN B DAL R R AR R A A DU
ar, MG BEBIEEAMES 2/3 BERHrH. — DI s ) B J X i
LA 1) J5 BN RN 13 LA S AT/ Dy 2 aad 1) g Jo DX sl 8 1) R 5003 9% o AL 13X
SE TN SHANVE Ry MR AR PR [F) 5, B AR R SR A R P A PR R 2D IR
(Grossberg & Grunewald, 1997; Grossberg & Somers, 1991) .

SR, A X EERRR ER 7R R o N, SEior2H BRI B SO ORR A
Al RS TG4 EE, i Francis. Grossberg A1 Mingolla (1994) 57y
FroR o BEAbh, TR0 5| AR T8 2 0 m] AR BN 2 AL 3 (LI 4 A 5D,
M FEPE I R0 RN IX —FESER B, I ARFE T A IGO0 N # i il =
[FAZ OGN R (Roelfsema 55N, 1998 ) . fx/a, #5Esmir2, Z R
FIT AT R AR, DA R S8 ST b 50 T3 b AN W R ) B2 JE S TR ) g R AT AL,
R PE AL GE K AP R AR 8 3 FACEE, AN @0 R HJ4E# . blob i
N BB . 7R A RIS BRI T, interblob Wi H AL )
RPN AATT WELGARAS . Bl 1X— R AR ST I A 45 S0 7 A ey
AR H AV, AN X Ee il 5 i f, [l 0 ZR ThT RSN AT DL T4 blob
MR RN —Fh g Y, LR IE B TAE blob ¥t HH I B3 I 7t
HNHET T EREIE (Grossberg, 1994) o HARFEER & MEATAT W 418 5 & St
AR, ERFOIFRER AL B, BOIEEZ (Glass, 1969) B35 & B 1[F
ORBAH, BASIIRMAMEER, AMFHYIRZEALL Ehrenstein [ [5] TE
AT I o ASBETY 1 53— A IR 2 B VA 38 0] A8 A B 2 0 Jel ey e 285 w12 41
PRI VDR ) o XL — > 2 ERAR P RE & “WRE” 00 B . &
AT (RIS B A0 PSR (o) B 7 3K el 25 i S () S B B (Baloch Grossberg. Mingolla



A1 Nogueira, 1999 4F; Chey. Grossberg 1 Mingolla, 1997 4F. 1998 4F) ,
DL BT W S| A E R /) (Grossberg, 1998 4)
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V1 layer 2/3 excitatory bipole kernel, H V1 layer 2/3 excitatory bipole kernel, H
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V2 layer 2/3 excitatory bipole kernel, H V2 layer 2/3 excitatory bipole kernel, H
from orientation » = 1 to orientation k= 1 from orientation » = 2 to orientation k= 2
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B 8 (VI & 2/3. H "M MHyEAH. & FHMH LR ELRL, BRI ITH R
WA ZREILF AR, CMNEXART. (b)V2 % 2/3 &, HV2 #89MMHyB A, #F
EE, CMEERA RS VI A2 K,

Charles Gilbert & F [F S i #4717 LI 9, IX LR Fud@ 4t 145 S8 0 4R 11
R L VI 59 FEAlE, Kapadia 25 N.  (1998) fEHE 1a T
AN R SRR I 9 HH 5 H As B AR 1R 7 ) 00 38 28 51 2 1 1 s (e gk A i)
S ABATRIL, S ECE RS B8 KBRS, MEE S,
B9 EAL T B AR P M 2 3R . FEARE T, FSE el ARG S T
—ANE 6 F ®4 JZHMAGEMEI, X ELHNH] AT I, wE 7 FR,
HHEFEFTE 2/3 ERIMERZIN)E M FPEX S, @ m E L SR
5 (B 8) o XUt ANt X IRFE 20 L H S (HiE, &R AR N LR
Al RE g, S DLHRIE R Bt = AL I E A, AT P A v R RV R, JE
SRR LE IS LR o PR, FRATTEENAE 5 B 2R AR i AL 2R 1 o B AR AF A 1%



wAEH, FHFATEREMHEARASRIZ SR T B rI Mt . Foe b, 7R K i
FERI G MHIFE D Re BIERAH, BIndeEd R UIFIN (Grossberg &
Mingolla, 1985) -

Ito A1 Gilbert (1999) fo & | LT E LWEAESS MBE VI B Lk
VR B ) ISR 2 A B AR ELAE FH o SRS IX TR 56 A 1 A X el o 1 75 0 AH LA H
Ji AL TN, (HIRATERA X B EA TR EdE, BN EATRS R
BEAT R H I RO T 2 AR A— 3. £ — T, RIERE I E H IR
T F A M B R IR SR 2 AR HEE o 72 5 — U T rb R T A R ASUCR
AR RESFBOX M Z 5 IEATHBEA S AR B O, kT2 7 ANA
FERERI ISR o ) —Fh AT BEIE AT AT S5 B ZER A KE S & 5o FIE R A7y
HIhRE: LAFATESF P PrHerEE, S B RE s B FE AR, &
TXLI R, IR B AERXAEOL T, AT BRI A~ i 78 A HAH B
TEFER AR PER . SR1fT, 76 Tto A1 Gilbert (W78, HARZM5EH S A6
Y, AR5 2 W] REAERAH T ) LB o BRI, AR i B A ] P 4 (2 it 2 B BT
RE 2 BELRSB  10 58 FEE H o 4e 7E A 5% 7 SR 5 1 R 1 R 20 AL P s o LA 38 3 22 1)
I A R P RE BB AR T T 2 IR 2 o AE HATHIRR R, XA ZE R T AR
FTRENLH R AR B AR AE R R R e R Sk, Wi og HAx, (B
RN B SBRRAHISLL MM E, BB SRR EEEH . iR
FERUE Y, TEREPEERAE E, L e st e 210,

T AR 45 72 B Th e A o Be 45 B2 2 v VR 22 7 1T, PRI AT BAAA
RIS 2 AR B . Grossberg Al Raizada (2000) Hg5e g 1 LA
XFERITIGI o HeAb A IR FEAIAR B0 T AR KYE ], O Hae A s 1 2 A
R PR FREIUN PR 5 TR0 o 9,V 5 L T K ot DRV VR R ) P L S B 0 AL 1Y
il (LI 4 AE 5D o FATTEE R A7 A IX AR LB AR AT 0 5 F e 22 A B 5
M, T HGRTE V258 2/3 J2, AT RETE VI K56 2/3 JZ . 1X AT LLdE S B ] Roelfsema
LSBT (1998) WL, (Hilfe 1 H i A st st g, hT3hek
5321 (von der Heydt et al., 1984) , I T M4 HHER 11 V2 A ITGRAZHIFUK
FRATTTIIN XS ER B Hh 28 ) SGE: 12 B % 3 9 SX MUK, i ARAE ) B A7 A 5 BE R B
HIIE DL o AT E R, KT FE R, VB 9 N i N2 (W, De
Weerd 58N, 1999 EBHN, B 2 thrgsdE) o DKL, AR BERE R 2 %
B 5 ST 3 T D R
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attention’s off-surround will actively suppress the collinear flanker, and atten-
tion will tend to reduce the flanker’s facilitatory effect. If the focus is slightly
wider, the attentional on-centre will fall on both target and flanker, and the
facilitatory effect of the collinear grouping will be enhanced.

Because the present model assigns specific functional roles to many aspects
of cortical laminar circuitry, many testable predictions can be derived from it.
Several such predictions are presented in the conclusion of Grossberg and
Raizada (2000). The simulations presented here extend and broaden the scope
of the model, and also generate new predictions over and above those already
presented. Perhaps the most directly testable of these concern the spread of
attention along illusory as well as real contour groupings (see Figures 4 and 5).
We suggest that there should exist measurable neurophysiological correlates of
such flow, in particular in layer 2/3 of V2 and possibly also of V1. This could be
tested by replicating the Roelfsema et al. (1998) study, but having the monkeys
trace curves made of dashed instead of solid lines. V2 neurons lying along the
empty parts of the dashed lines should fire as a result of collinear grouping (von
der Heydtet al., 1984), and we predict that attention to the traced curve should
be able to enhance such firing, just as in the case where the complete contour is
physically present. It also follows from the model that attentional enhancement
should be more pronounced for low contrast stimuli (see the simulation of the
De Weerd et al., 1999, data in Figure 2). Thus, using low contrast dashed lines
should make it easier to observe the predicted attentional effect.
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