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Abstract

The visual search ability of organisms is of vital survival significance for adapting
to complex external environments. Attentional templates can enhance relevant
information and suppress irrelevant information during search tasks, thereby
rapidly locating targets. A summary of recent research findings reveals the fol-
lowing key discoveries: during the establishment of attentional templates, it
remains unclear whether they are based on semantic information or visual fea-
ture information; attentional templates can be stored not only in working mem-
ory but also in long-term memory; the neural mechanisms of different types
of attentional templates exhibit differences. Future research should focus on
how internal information is transmitted during the establishment of attentional
templates, investigate the neural mechanisms of attentional templates across
different populations, and resolve theoretical controversies regarding the sup-
pression mechanism of rejection templates.
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Abstract

The visual search ability of organisms is of crucial survival significance for adapt-
ing to complex external environments. Attentional templates can enhance
relevant information and suppress irrelevant information during search tasks,
thereby rapidly locating targets. Recent research findings can be summarized as
follows: It remains unclear whether the establishment of attentional templates
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relies on semantic information or visual feature information; attentional tem-
plates can be stored not only in working memory but also in long-term memory;
and different types of attentional templates exhibit distinct neural mechanisms.
Future research should focus on how internal information is transmitted during
the establishment of attentional templates, examine the neural mechanisms of
attentional templates in different populations, and resolve theoretical disputes
regarding the suppression mechanisms of rejection templates.

Keywords: attentional templates, rejection template, neural mechanism, mem-
ory

In daily life, we frequently need to search for specific targets within complex
and rich visual environments. In laboratory research, visual search generally
refers to the process of locating a particular target or determining whether it
appears against a certain background. Visual search tasks primarily involve
the following processes: first, extracting an abstract description of the target
and forming a mental image of it to serve as an attentional template (or search
template) maintained in short-term memory; subsequently, during the search
process, attention is continuously shifted to match incoming visual information
against the template in short-term memory until the best-matching target is
found, thus completing the search (Vickery, King, & Jiang, 2005). Investigat-
ing the internal mechanisms of templates in visual search tasks is essential for
understanding human visual search processes.

The concept of templates can be traced back to Duncan and Humphreys’ (1989)
Attentional Engagement Theory, which posits that visual search comprises three
stages: first, a parallel processing perceptual description stage that constructs
multi-spatial-scale structural representations of information within the visual
field; second, a selection process that matches incoming information with in-
ternal templates required for current behavior; and finally, the selected infor-
mation enters visual short-term memory (Duncan & Humphrey, 1989; Duncan
& Humphreys, 1992). In visual search tasks, template information stored in
short-term memory is used to determine the priority of sensory information
processing and to judge whether current information matches the target (Geng
& Witkowski, 2019). Previous studies did not strictly distinguish between the
concepts of attentional template and search template (Geng & Witkowski, 2019;
Malcolm & Henderson, 2009; Reeder, van Zoest, et al., 2015; Witkowski & Geng,
2019). As research on attentional templates (or search templates, hereafter re-
ferred to as attentional templates) has expanded, researchers have categorized
them into target templates and rejection templates. Based on the type of infor-
mation stored, attentional templates can be divided into two types: one stores
target-related information for attentional selection of the target, generally called
a target template (Hout & Goldinger, 2015; Vickery et al., 2005; Won et al.,
2020); the other stores distractor-related information for suppressing distrac-
tors, called a rejection template (Arita et al., 2012; Cunningham & Egeth, 2016;
Geng, 2014; Moher & Egeth, 2012; Sawaki & Luck, 2011; Vatterott & Vecera,
2012; Won & Geng, 2018).
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Research on attentional templates primarily focuses on their establishment pro-
cess, the information they contain, their relationship with memory, and the
neural mechanisms of different template types. Feature-Integration Theory pro-
poses that visual search involves two stages: in the first stage, different features
of stimuli (such as color, orientation) are processed in parallel, which is an auto-
matic processing stage; in the second stage, different features of the same object
are integrated to enable correct object representation, a stage that requires fo-
cused attention (Treisman & Gelade, 1980; Treisman & Sato, 1990). The Biased
Competition Model suggests that during visual search, targets and distractors
compete to capture attention, and that beyond bottom-up attentional biases,
top-down attentional control is required (Desimone & Duncan, 1995). Both the-
ories view visual search as an interactive process between top-down knowledge
and bottom-up information, where selecting a target among distractors requires
matching visual input with a top-down attentional template. Attentional tem-
plates are typically established based on relevant information about targets or
distractors, usually presented to participants as cues, who then form templates
and search for targets accordingly. For example, Vickery et al. (2005) used a
cueing paradigm to investigate template establishment. Across five experiments,
they employed different cue types to examine the role of different information
types in establishing target templates. Results showed that search was faster
when picture cues exactly matched the target (precise cues) compared to neu-
tral cues (no information) or semantic cues; fine-grained cues also produced
faster search than small or rotated cues. Compared to semantic or neutral cues,
small or rotated cues facilitated faster search. The researchers concluded that
visual information is more beneficial than semantic information for establishing
attentional templates and improving visual search efficiency.

Attentional templates are not stored exclusively in working memory. For in-
stance, Woodman et al. (2007) found that when search targets varied between
trials, search performance was significantly affected by a memory task, indicat-
ing that attentional templates were stored in visual working memory; however,
when search targets remained constant across trials, search performance was
unaffected by the memory task, suggesting that under these conditions, search
targets might be stored in long-term memory. In research on the neural mech-
anisms of attentional templates, studies on primates have found that template
activation involves neurons in the prefrontal cortex, which play a role in selecting
and maintaining targets (Chelazzi et al., 1998; Evans et al., 2011) and project
to the inferotemporal cortex that represents objects (Hout & Goldinger, 2015;
Peelen et al., 2009). Wei et al. (2009) found that during visual search, the bilat-
eral frontal eye field, intraparietal sulcus, precentral gyrus, and supplementary
eye field represent targets to detect their presence and guide responses, while
the right superior frontal gyrus and bilateral temporoparietal junction may filter
and reject distracting information.

In recent years, researchers have conducted more in-depth investigations into
the internal mechanisms of attentional templates. This article will elaborate on
existing research findings regarding the information relied upon during template
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establishment, the relationship between templates and memory, and the mecha-
nisms by which templates facilitate search, as well as future research directions.

2.1.1 The View That Visual Information Is Used to Establish Atten-
tional Templates

Some researchers have found that visual information is relied upon when estab-
lishing attentional templates during visual search tasks. In studies of target
templates, Reeder and Peelen (2013) used a dot-probe paradigm to investigate
the contents of target templates in category-level natural scene search tasks.
The experiment consisted of 75% visual search trials and 25% dot-probe trials.
In visual search trials, participants judged whether the target appeared on the
left or right side of the screen based on cue information. In dot-probe trials,
different probe stimuli were presented on both sides of the screen before the dot
appeared, with participants instructed to ignore these stimuli. After the probes
disappeared, a dot appeared, and participants judged whether it appeared on
the left or right side. Since 75% of trials were visual search tasks, participants
would form target templates based on the cues when they appeared. The ex-
periment hypothesized that if the attentional template contained a particular
probe stimulus, the side presenting that probe would capture attention, result-
ing in faster reaction times when the subsequent dot appeared on the same side
compared to the opposite side (a congruency effect). Results showed significant
congruency effects for partial contour features, indicating that attentional tem-
plates contain partial features for judging object categories. Wurth and Reeder
(2019) used the same paradigm with natural scene images and found that ob-
ject category-level attentional templates consist of whole object contours and
partial features for judging categories, but that partial features alone are insuf-
ficient to constitute an adequate target template. Zhang and Li (2020) used a
dot-probe paradigm and found that in rapid visual search, target template infor-
mation in short-term memory is primarily low-frequency information, and that
low-frequency information near threshold can implicitly facilitate target recogni-
tion, thereby improving visual search efficiency. These results demonstrate that
attentional templates contain visual information about object features relevant
for search.

Reeder, van Zoest, and Peelen (2015) used the dot-probe paradigm to explore
whether target templates in natural scene search are based on visual features
from the search scene or semantic information in the mind. Results indicated
that the critical factor in natural scene search is the activation of target tem-
plates by visual features. Moreover, Chen et al. (2018) found that target tem-
plates can be used to search for occluded images through amodal completion, a
mechanism by which the visual system automatically completes missing parts
of occluded objects. The experiment used simple or compound shapes as tar-
gets, with these two presentation forms randomly appearing in the search task.
Results showed that in global search tasks (with complete images), searching
for compound shapes was faster and more accurate than in local tasks (with
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partial images) or mosaic tasks (with partially occluded images). This suggests
that during global search, attentional templates are formed when searching for
global shapes, which then automatically complete missing parts when searching
for occluded compound shapes. The finding that target templates established
during global shape search can automatically complete occluded shapes also
demonstrates that attentional templates can be established through visual fea-
ture information of targets.

Target templates contain not only target feature information but also distrac-
tor feature information. In studies of rejection templates, Geng et al. (2017)
manipulated the probability of distractors similar to the target appearing in
visual search tasks. In the high-similarity group, distractors with colors simi-
lar to the target appeared frequently, while in the low-similarity group, such
distractors appeared infrequently. Results showed that compared to the low-
similarity group, the high-similarity group responded faster, reached asymptotic
performance earlier, and showed an inflection point closer to the target color.
This indicates that rejection templates also contain visual information about
distractors and that this information can be flexibly adjusted based on distrac-
tor characteristics; the more frequently distractors similar to the target appear,
the more precisely the rejection template represents them and the stronger its
suppression capability.

2.1.2 The View That Semantic Information Is Used to Establish At-
tentional Templates

Semantic information is not irrelevant when establishing attentional templates,
as real-world templates do not always provide information that precisely
matches the visual attributes of specific targets; search target information is
often provided by semantic information. For example, when someone asks you
to find their bag in a closet, you may not know the specific visual information
about that bag beforehand—whether it is red or green, large or small—yet you
can still locate it accurately. Researchers have also provided evidence that
semantic information influences template establishment. Nako et al. (2015)
used event-related potentials to investigate how different cue types affect
the efficiency of target template establishment. In each trial, a new search
target was presented, with each target appearing only once throughout the
experiment. The N2pc (N2 posterior contralateral) component was used as
a spatial attention index for target selection (Luck & Hillyard, 1994). After
the search target was presented, three consecutive search displays appeared,
and participants had to find the target and report its location in each display.
The experiment compared N2pc components elicited by targets on their first,
second, and third presentations. When target templates were defined by words,
N2pc amplitude was reduced during the first search compared to the second
and third searches. In a control experiment where word cues were replaced
with accurate target images (picture-defined cues), no significant differences
were found in N2pc components between the first and subsequent presentations.
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These results suggest that when cues are pictures, precise target templates are
formed before the first search; when cues are words, precise target templates
are not well-established before the first search but develop as the target appears
in subsequent searches. This indicates that word cues may be less efficient than
picture cues for establishing precise target templates.

Baier and Ansorge (2019) investigated whether color-based attentional capture
in visual search depends on linguistic or semantic information and similarly
found that target templates based on color visual information produced higher
search efficiency than those based on semantic information, suggesting that se-
mantic information may be less effective than visual information for establishing
target templates (Baier & Ansorge, 2019). Sun et al. (2015) examined whether
concept-related words (e.g., “ocean” associated with blue) could activate corre-
sponding color target templates and found that target templates can be gener-
ated through semantic information without visual features, with no significant
performance differences between concept-generated and visual feature-generated
templates. Although research on semantic information for establishing rejection
templates is less extensive than for target templates (Daffron & Davis, 2015),
some researchers have found that rejection templates can also rely on semantic
information (Balani et al., 2010; Daffron & Davis, 2015, 2016). In summary,
current research shows that attentional templates involve activation of both se-
mantic information and object visual information (Hwang et al., 2011; Lupyan,
2008; Meyer et al., 2007; Moores et al., 2003; Nako et al., 2015; Sun et al.,
2015; Telling et al., 2010). We cannot separately examine the effects of seman-
tic or visual features on attentional templates because these features cannot be
well separated in research (Hwang et al., 2011). During template establishment,
semantic features may dominate early on, while visual features may show su-
perior effects later in the search process (De Groot et al., 2017; Hwang et al.,
2011; Nako et al., 2015). Whether the template establishment process uses vi-
sual information, semantic information, or both to find targets remains to be
investigated in future research.

2.2.1 The View That Attentional Templates Are Stored in Working
Memory

Attentional templates are generally considered to be stored in visual working
memory to guide attention during visual search (Olivers et al., 2011; Zhang Bao
et al., 2013; Che Xiaowei et al., 2020). The view that templates are maintained
in working memory dates back at least to behavioral and neurophysiological re-
search from the 1990s (Desimone & Duncan, 1995; Duncan & Humphreys, 1989).
Duncan and Humphreys (1989) proposed that during visual search, visual infor-
mation matching internal templates enters short-term memory, thereby achiev-
ing attentional control. Visual search is thought to be guided by visual working
memory representations formed by task-relevant features, i.e., attentional tem-
plates (van Loon et al., 2017). The most widely accepted theory regarding the
relationship between attentional templates and memory posits that templates
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are directly stored in working memory and are therefore equivalent to working
memory representations (Soto et al., 2008). This view is supported by cognitive
neuroscience research; Woodman and Arita (2011) used the contralateral delay
activity (CDA) to investigate whether working memory is involved in maintain-
ing attentional templates. The CDA component is considered a reliable index
of visual working memory load (Vogel et al., 2005; Vogel & Machizawa, 2004),
and results showed that cue-elicited CDA persisted until search execution, con-
firming that templates are indeed maintained in working memory (Woodman
& Arita, 2011).

Some researchers argue that although multiple items can be stored in working
memory, only one template can be activated at a time, with other items stored
as accessory memory representations (Burra & Kerzel, 2013; Carlisle & Wood-
man, 2011; Hollingworth & Hwang, 2013; Olivers et al., 2011; Ort et al., 2017;
Soto et al., 2012; van Moorselaar et al., 2014, 2015). For example, in research
on target templates, Houtkamp and Roelfsema (2009) used signal detection the-
ory to fit data to different template models to estimate the number of templates
that could be stored in working memory. Using a rapid serial visual presentation
paradigm, they presented two shapes (shape experiment), two colors (color ex-
periment), or one shape and one color (combination experiment) before search,
with participants judging whether the presented sequence contained the previ-
ously shown shape or color. Behavioral results showed that searching for two
items yielded worse performance than searching for one item, and model fitting
revealed that the estimated number of templates ranged from 0.9 to 1.1 whether
searching for one or two items, suggesting that only one template is stored in
working memory.

In research on rejection templates, van Moorselaar (2014) found that when mem-
ory load consisted of only one color, the presence of a distractor matching that
color slowed reaction times; when memory load included two or more colors,
there was no significant difference in interference between distractors matching
or not matching the memory colors, indicating that only one rejection template
is stored in working memory. Other researchers hold the opposite view, argu-
ing that multiple attentional templates can be simultaneously stored in working
memory (Ansorge & Horstmann, 2007; Beck et al., 2012; Beck & Hollingworth,
2017; Hollingworth & Beck, 2016; Irons et al., 2012; Kerzel & Witzel, 2019;
Worschech & Ansorge, 2012; Zhou et al., 2020). For example, in research on
target templates, Beck et al. (2012) investigated whether two target templates
are maintained simultaneously or switched between in working memory. Partic-
ipants searched for two colored items sequentially in half the trials (sequential
search condition) and simultaneously in the other half (simultaneous search
condition). Results showed no significant difference in search speed between
simultaneous and sequential search conditions; sequential search showed signifi-
cant switch costs (longer fixation times when switching between colors compared
to fixating on the same color), while simultaneous search showed smaller switch
costs, with no difference in average fixation times between conditions. This sug-
gests that under different task instructions, two target templates can be either
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sequentially activated or simultaneously activated in working memory.

Grubert and Eimer (2015) used the N2pc component as an index of attentional
selection and found that delays in searching for two color-defined targets were
not due to template switching costs but rather resulted from competition be-
tween the two target templates. Kerzel and Witzel (2019) measured the number
of attentional templates for color targets and found that cue effects in color
search were unaffected by the number of colors held in memory, indicating that
more than one target template can be stored in working memory. In research
on rejection templates, Hollingworth and Beck (2016) found that more than
one rejection template can be stored in working memory. Participants memo-
rized one or two color patches, which always appeared as distractor colors in
the subsequent search task. Results showed no significant difference in search
reaction times whether the search display contained one or two colors matching
the memorized colors, suggesting that at least two rejection templates can be
maintained in memory.

Controversy remains regarding the number of templates stored in working mem-
ory. Some researchers argue that searching for two items yields worse perfor-
mance than searching for one, indicating that only one attentional template is
stored in working memory (Burra & Kerzel, 2013; Hollingworth & Hwang, 2013;
Olivers et al., 2011; Ort et al., 2017; Soto et al., 2012; van Moorselaar et al.,
2015). However, the inferior performance in searching for two items simulta-
neously can be attributed to many factors and does not directly indicate that
only one template is stored. For example, when two templates are simultane-
ously stored in working memory, limited working memory resources must be
divided, reducing the resources available for each template compared to when
only one template is stored, thereby decreasing search efficiency. Additionally,
template representations in working memory may involve either simultaneous
activation or switching between templates; when two templates are simultane-
ously activated, information in the online state may interfere with each other,
leading to poorer performance in dual-item search (Zhang et al., 2021). When
templates switch between each other, switching requires time and may impair
memory representations, also reducing efficiency in dual-item search compared
to single-item search (Zhang et al., 2021). Furthermore, different experimental
paradigms may contribute to different results (Fratescu et al., 2019); in different
paradigms, different items have different priorities in working memory. When
items have equal priority in an experiment, they may receive equal resources and
allow for the establishment of two templates (Grubert & Eimer, 2020), whereas
when one item is deprioritized due to task demands, it receives fewer resources
in working memory and cannot establish multiple attentional templates (Kerzel
& Witzel, 2019).
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2.2.2 The View That Attentional Templates May Be Stored in Long-
Term Memory

Other theories suggest that although storing attentional templates in working
memory may be necessary, it is insufficient to equate working memory represen-
tations with templates (Dube & Al-Aidroos, 2019; Hollingworth & Hwang, 2013;
Kerzel & Cong, 2021). Some researchers argue that attentional templates have
properties independent of working memory representations, indicating that they
can be dissociated from working memory (Carlisle & Woodman, 2011; Kerzel,
2019). However, Kong et al. (2020) demonstrated that attentional templates
and working memory are not equivalent but also not completely independent,
suggesting a shared mechanism may be responsible for both. Although many
studies have found that attentional templates can be stored in working memory
(Berggren & Eimer, 2018a; Carlisle & Nitka, 2019; Desimone & Duncan, 1995;
Duncan & Humphreys, 1989; Sawaki & Luck, 2011; Shirama et al., 2017), some
researchers argue that attentional templates can also be stored in long-term
memory (Carlisle et al., 2011; Cowan, 1995; Woodman et al., 2013). When
targets remain constant throughout an experiment, search performance is unaf-
fected by memory tasks, suggesting that attentional templates may be stored in
long-term memory (Woodman et al., 2001), whereas when targets vary between
trials, attentional templates are stored in visual working memory (Woodman et
al., 2007).

However, some researchers argue that attentional templates cannot be simply
considered as stored in either working memory or long-term memory. Carlisle
et al. (2011) found that attentional templates are initially maintained in visual
working memory but gradually transfer to long-term memory over time. Us-
ing a cueing paradigm with randomly appearing search targets (single or dual-
target cues), they found that CDA amplitude in dual-target cue conditions
was double that in single-target cue conditions, indicating that search target
representations were maintained in visual working memory. They also used a
fixed-target search paradigm and found that the CDA component gradually de-
creased as the experiment progressed, suggesting that as attentional templates
are acquired, templates stored in visual working memory transfer to long-term
memory. Other studies support this finding (Grubert et al., 2016; Gunseli et
al., 2014; Reinhart et al., 2015; Reinhart & Woodman, 2014a). For example,
Grubert et al. (2016) cued participants with one, two, or three possible target
colors at the beginning of each trial. In constant-color trials, target-relevant
colors remained unchanged; in variable-color trials, target colors changed be-
tween trials. Results showed that CDA amplitude was larger in variable-color
trials than in constant-color trials and increased with color memory load, sug-
gesting that when targets vary between trials, different target templates may
be switched between, and templates are stored in working memory; when tar-
gets remain constant, attentional templates stored in working memory at least
partially transfer to long-term memory.

A recent study challenged this finding, showing that even when searching for
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one of two targets with fixed identity, attentional templates can continue to be
stored in working memory (Berggren & Eimer, 2018b). Woodman et al. (2013)
used the P170 component as a direct index of information accumulation in long-
term memory. By reanalyzing data from Carlisle et al. (2011), they observed
that as CDA disappeared, P170 amplitude increased. In subsequent studies,
they also found that P170 amplitude gradually increased as targets were re-
peated across trials, indicating that target templates can transfer to long-term
memory (Reinhart & Woodman, 2014b). The storage of attentional templates
in these two memory systems may be conditionally constrained: depending
on presentation format, templates may be stored differently—when targets are
constant, templates stored in working memory transfer to long-term memory;
when targets vary, different templates may be switched between, preventing sus-
tained learning of a single template and requiring maintenance in working mem-
ory. However, the view that attentional templates can be stored in long-term
memory is primarily based on research on target templates; more experimental
evidence is needed to determine whether rejection templates can transfer from
working memory to long-term memory during visual search.

Attentional templates in different categories may have different storage mech-
anisms. Existing research has focused primarily on precise object categories,
whereas category-level templates are relatively imprecise and can include differ-
ent objects within the same category. Whether category-level templates contin-
uously adjust their content to become more precise during search or maintain
their original content, and whether their storage is similarly affected by target
variability, remain to be investigated.

2.3.1 Mechanisms of Target Templates

During visual search, it is necessary not only to enhance attention to targets
but also to suppress distractors to achieve faster search. Therefore, successful
target search involves two attentional mechanisms: enhancing target-relevant
information and suppressing distractor information (Won & Geng, 2018). Most
research has focused on the former, finding that target features can be prioritized
through enhanced sensory processing, though this may also cause distractors
sharing target features to be incorrectly selected (Desimone & Duncan, 1995;
Treisman & Gelade, 1980; Treisman & Sato, 1990; Wolfe & Horowitz, 2004).
Studies of the latter have revealed a suppression mechanism for distractors that
can improve search efficiency (Cunningham & Egeth, 2016; Gaspar & McDonald,
2014; Gaspelin et al., 2015, 2017; Noonan et al., 2016; Sawaki & Luck, 2011).
Thus, both target templates and rejection templates can facilitate visual search,
though they may operate through different mechanisms (Zhang et al., 2020).
Suppression mechanisms can independently inhibit specific stimuli or locations
in the environment and are controlled by different neurons (Chelazzi et al., 2019),
a view supported by cognitive neuroscience research. Studies have found that
the right posterior temporal cortex (pTC) represents information about object
categories to be detected and facilitates target search (Reeder, Perini, et al.,

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202205.00016 Machine Translation


https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202205.00016

ChinaRxiv [$X]

2015). The anterior superior parietal lobule is involved in representing task-
relevant features by target templates (Peelen & Kastner, 2011). Cortical alpha-
band activity may be related to inhibiting task-irrelevant neurons or increasing
the excitability of task-relevant neurons (Van Diepen et al., 2019). Reeder
et al. (2017) used functional magnetic resonance imaging to investigate brain
regions involved in rejection templates and found that target templates and
rejection templates activate different brain regions. In a search task requiring
participants to report whether target letter T faced left or right, cue types were
presented before search: “+” | “” and “0” represented positive cues (target
appeared in a colored circle matching the cue color), negative cues (distractor
appeared in a colored circle matching the cue color), and neutral cues (cue color
did not appear in the search display). Results showed that target template
selection was associated with activation in the bilateral occipital pole and lateral
occipital cortex, while posterior parietal cortex bordering the precuneus played a
role in filtering task-irrelevant information in rejection templates. Furthermore,
Reeder et al. (2018) found that target templates had clear representations in
primary visual cortex, whereas distractor templates did not, supporting the view
that target and rejection templates have different neural mechanisms.

2.3.2 Mechanisms of Rejection Templates

Arita et al. (2012) proposed an inhibitory attentional template called a “rejection
template,” which is established based on distractor cues, can suppress distractor
features, and facilitates search more than neutral cues.

Research on the neural mechanisms of rejection templates has used event-related
potentials to show that when visual search displays contain salient but task-
irrelevant distractors, more positive components are elicited in posterior brain
regions contralateral to these distractors. This component, called Pd (distractor
positivity), is thought to reflect active distractor suppression (Burra & Kerzel,
2014; Kiss et al., 2012; Sawaki et al., 2012; Sawaki & Luck, 2010). In Berggren
and Eimer’ s (2018a) study, where only one side of the search display contained
task-relevant stimuli, Pd components were elicited contralateral to distractors,
indicating active suppression of contralateral distractors. If distractor suppres-
sion is controlled by rejection templates, the presence of Pd components should
indicate that rejection templates have been activated. Activation of the dorso-
lateral prefrontal cortex may be related to distractor suppression (Geng, 2014;
Suzuki & Gottlieb, 2012). Suppression can occur before attentional shifting
to prevent salient stimuli from capturing attention, and this suppressive abil-
ity strengthens as participants gradually learn distractor features (Gaspelin &
Luck, 2019).

Previous research on high-anxiety individuals has found that attentional sup-
pression effects decrease with increasing anxiety levels. For example, Gaspar
and McDonald (2018) used N2pc and Pd components to investigate whether
high anxiety traits are associated with preventing attentional capture and sup-
pressing distractors. They found that distractors elicited significant N2pc com-
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ponents in high-anxiety groups, but Pd components were observed in both high-
and low-anxiety groups, indicating that low-anxiety individuals can actively sup-
press distractors, while high-anxiety individuals only begin suppression after be-
ing captured by distractors. Moreover, Salahub and Emrich (2021) found that
higher anxiety levels increase the likelihood of being captured by distractors
matching rejection templates, while lower-anxiety individuals can avoid such
capture. Rejection templates may affect search efficiency differently across pop-
ulations; for example, in older adults, reduced cognitive control capacity limits
the ability to suppress irrelevant distractors, and the mechanisms by which at-
tentional templates facilitate search may differ. Therefore, results from studies
of typical populations may not be universally applicable, and future research on
attentional templates should consider differences between populations.

In research on inhibitory mechanisms, many researchers have proposed that dis-
tractor suppression may be location-based (Dark et al., 1996; Theeuwes et al.,
1998; Watson & Humphreys, 1997). Recent probability learning studies have
found that when specific distractors appear in a location much more frequently
than in other locations, selection efficiency for that location decreases (Ferrante
et al., 2017; Wang & Theeuwes, 2018a, 2018b). Location-based suppression of
distractors has also received electrophysiological support. For example, Schon-
hammer et al. (2020) used a spatial cueing paradigm and found that responses
were faster when cue location matched target location than when they differed,
and an inhibitory Pd component was generated contralateral to the cue loca-
tion, indicating location-based suppression of distractors. Beck and colleagues
(2015, 2018) found that rejection template suppression of distractors is unlikely
to be feature-based and may involve converting feature information to spatial in-
formation when the search display appears, suggesting that rejection template
suppression is location-based (Beck et al., 2018; Beck & Hollingworth, 2015).
However, Carlisle and Nitka (2019) used a cueing paradigm to test Beck et
al.” s (2015) location-based rejection template and found no evidence that par-
ticipants used location-based strategies. Recent studies have also found that
rejection templates suppress distractor features rather than locations (Tanda
& Kawahara, 2020). Even when distractor features are salient, they can be ef-
fectively suppressed after learning and training (De Tommaso & Turatto, 2019;
Gaspelin & Luck, 2018; Turatto et al., 2018). Some researchers have investi-
gated how template search strategies (feature search mode vs. singleton search
mode) affect suppression of salient distractors (De Tommaso & Turatto, 2019;
Graves & Egeth, 2015). They found that in feature search conditions, partic-
ipants could effectively suppress salient distractors with learning; in singleton
search conditions, suppression learning failed, possibly because both targets and
salient distractors were feature singletons (De Tommaso & Turatto, 2019) or be-
cause target and distractor features were not fixed and switched between each
other (Graves & Egeth, 2015).

Current research paradigms tend to confound features and spatial locations,
making it difficult to exclude location effects when suppressing distractor fea-
tures (Tanda & Kawahara, 2019). Moreover, the priority of location-based
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versus feature-based suppression may differ across paradigms. For example,
when location information is cued before search, location-based suppression may
dominate (Schonhammer et al., 2020); when feature information is cued, feature-
based suppression may dominate (Arita et al., 2012; De Tommaso & Turatto,
2019). Future research should employ more refined paradigms that separate
features and spatial locations while matching the difficulty of feature and loca-
tion information, and use eye-tracking to further investigate factors influencing
the priority of rejection templates in suppression based on these two types of
information.

3 Future Research Directions

Research on the internal mechanisms of visual attentional templates involves
several controversies: First, current experimental studies cannot adequately sep-
arate visual and semantic information when establishing attentional templates
in visual search tasks, leaving debate about whether template establishment re-
lies on visual information, semantic information, or both. Second, in research on
suppression mechanisms, factors influencing the priority of location-based ver-
sus feature-based suppression of distractors require further investigation. Third,
attentional templates cannot be simply considered as stored in working memory
but may also be stored in long-term memory, yet current research has not distin-
guished the conditions for storing templates in these two memory systems. In
addition to these issues, other problems in attentional template research remain
to be addressed:

First, we know little about how template information is transmitted and used
during visual search. Most laboratory tasks have not focused on the template
establishment process, especially in tasks with fixed targets where participants
have already formed corresponding attentional templates after practice, leading
some studies to neglect this process (Alfandari et al., 2019). The process by
which attentional templates facilitate search is complex. Hout and Goldinger
(2015) and Rajsic and Woodman (2019) propose that attentional templates have
dual functions in guiding search and making decisions, directing attention to
potentially relevant items and comparing visual input with templates for target
confirmation or rejection. Some researchers suggest that during visual search
using templates, there are actually two related representations or “templates” :
a “guiding template” containing relatively coarse features for directing attention
to candidate targets, and the previously mentioned “target template” containing
precise object features for target confirmation (Anderson, 2014; Cunningham &
Wolfe, 2014; Kerzel, 2019; van Loon et al., 2017; Wolfe, 2012, 2020a, 2020b).
Yu et al. (2022) investigated how template information is used during guidance
and decision stages of visual search and found that different information is used
for single target templates in these two processes. However, few studies have
examined the time course of guidance and decision processes during visual search
cycles or whether the same information is used in these processes when searching
for multiple targets, issues that require more experimental evidence.
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Second, research on atypical populations has found that individuals with Autism
Spectrum Disorder (ASD) show clear visual search advantages compared to typ-
ically developing (TD) individuals (Hessels et al., 2014; Marciano et al., 2021;
Shirama et al., 2017). Under equivalent task difficulty, ASD individuals show
higher search accuracy and fewer fixations on targets and peripheral distractors
than TD individuals (Peng Xiaoling & Huang Dan, 2018). ASD and TD individ-
uals also activate different brain regions during visual search: ASD individuals
primarily activate frontal, occipital, and parietal regions, while TD individuals
show activation concentrated in the left putamen (Keehn et al., 2012). Given
these potential differences, future research on attentional templates should be
extended to atypical populations.

Third, despite significant progress in understanding rejection template suppres-
sion mechanisms, controversy remains about how this suppression occurs. Some
researchers propose that rejection templates facilitate search through active sup-
pression of known distractors, known as the active attentional suppression hy-
pothesis (Arita et al., 2012; Zhang et al., 2020). Zhang et al. (2020) used
a dot-probe paradigm to investigate early attentional effects of rejection tem-
plates, presenting negative cues (indicating distractor colors) before search so
participants knew the cued features belonged to distractors. Results showed
that 100 ms after search onset, targets captured more attention than distrac-
tors, supporting active attentional suppression. Other researchers propose that
attention is first captured by distractors, with suppression occurring only after
capture, known as the search and destroy hypothesis (Moher & Egeth, 2012).
This view is supported by eye-tracking studies where participants were cued with
distractor information (features or locations) before search and instructed to sac-
cade directly to targets; results showed that despite instructions, participants
initially made more saccades to distractors, gradually showing suppression with
fewer direct saccades to distractors as the experiment progressed (Beck et al.,
2018; Chang et al., 2019; Kugler et al., 2015; Moher & Egeth, 2012). Although
both hypotheses have experimental support, the debate remains unresolved.

References

Zhang Bao, Huang Sai, & Qi Lu. (2013). Eye movement study of visual atten-
tional selection guided by working memory representations. Acta Psychologica
Sinica, 45(2), 139-148.

Peng Xiaoling, & Huang Dan. (2018). Effects of task difficulty on the manifesta-
tion of visual search advantages in children with autism. Psychological Science,
41(2), 498-503.

Che Xiaowei, Wang Kaixuan, Shangguan Mengqi, & Li Shouxin. (2020). Rep-
resentation of attentional templates in visual working memory: Evidence from

EROS. Studies of Psychology and Behavior, 18(3), 297-304.

Alfandari, D., Belopolsky, A. V., & Olivers, C. N. L. (2019). Eye movements
reveal learning and information-seeking in attentional template acquisition. Vi-
sual Cognition, 27(5-8), 467-486.

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202205.00016 Machine Translation


https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202205.00016

ChinaRxiv [$X]

Anderson, B. A. (2014). On the precision of goal-directed attentional selec-
tion. Journal of Experimental Psychology: Human Perception and Performance,
40(5), 1755-1762.

Ansorge, U., & Horstmann, G. (2007). Preemptive control of attentional cap-
ture by colour: Evidence from trial-by-trial analyses and orderings of onsets of

capture effects in reaction time distributions. Quarterly Journal of Experimental
Psychology, 60(7), 952-975.

Arita, J. T., Carlisle, N. B., & Woodman, G. F. (2012). Templates for rejection:
Configuring attention to ignore task-irrelevant features. Journal of Experimen-
tal Psychology: Human Perception and Performance, 38(3), 580-584.

Baier, D., & Ansorge, U. (2019). Investigating the role of verbal templates
in contingent capture by color. Attention, Perception, & Psychophysics, 81(6),
1846-1879.

Balani, A. B., Soto, D., & Humphreys, G. W. (2010). Working memory and
target-related distractor effects on visual search. Memory and Cognition, 38(8),
1058-1076.

Beck, V. M., & Hollingworth, A. (2015). Evidence for negative feature guid-
ance in visual search is explained by spatial recoding. Journal of Experimental
Psychology: Human Perception and Performance, 41(5), 1190-1196.

Beck, V. M., & Hollingworth, A. (2017). Competition in saccade target se-
lection reveals attentional guidance by simultaneously active working memory
representations. Journal of Experimental Psychology: Human Perception and
Performance, 43(2), 271-280.

Beck, V. M., Hollingworth, A., & Luck, S. J. (2012). Simultaneous control of
attention by multiple working memory representations. Psychological Science,
23(8), 887-898.

Beck, V. M., Luck, S. J., & Hollingworth, A. (2018). Whatever you do, don’
t look at the. . .: Evaluating guidance by an exclusionary attentional tem-
plate. Journal of Experimental Psychology: Human Perception and Perfor-
mance, 44(4), 645-662.

Berggren, N., & Eimer, M. (2018a). Visual working memory load disrupts
template-guided attentional selection during visual search. Journal of Cognitive
Neuroscience, 30(12), 1902-1915.

Berggren, N.; & Eimer, M. (2018b). Electrophysiological correlates of active
suppression and attentional selection in preview visual search. Neuropsychologia,
120, 75-85.

Burra, N., & Kerzel, D. (2013). Attentional capture during visual search is at-
tenuated by target predictability: Evidence from the N2pc, Pd, and topographic
segmentation. Psychophysiology, 50(5), 422-430.

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202205.00016 Machine Translation


https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202205.00016

ChinaRxiv [$X]

Burra, N., & Kerzel, D. (2014). The distractor positivity (Pd) signals lowering
of attentional priority: Evidence from event-related potentials and individual
differences. Psychophysiology, 51(7), 685-696.

Carlisle, N. B., Arita, J. T., Pardo, D., & Woodman, G. F. (2011). Attentional
templates in visual working memory. Journal of Neuroscience, 31(25), 9315-
9322.

Carlisle, N. B., & Nitka, A. W. (2019). Location-based explanations do not
account for active attentional suppression. Visual Cognition, 27(3-4), 305-316.

Carlisle, N. B., & Woodman, G. F. (2011). Automatic and strategic effects in the
guidance of attention by working memory representations. Acta Psychologica,
137(2), 217-225.

Chang, S., Cunningham, C. A., & Egeth, H. E. (2019). The power of negative
thinking: Paradoxical but effective ignoring of salient-but-irrelevant stimuli with
a spatial cue. Visual Cognition, 27(3-4), 199-213.

Chelazzi, L., Duncan, J., Miller, E. K., & Desimone, R. (1998). Responses of
neurons in inferior temporal cortex during memory-guided visual search. Jour-

nal of Neurophysiology, 80(6), 2918-2940.

Chelazzi, L., Marini, F., Pascucci, D., & Turatto, M. (2019). Getting rid of
visual distractors: The why, when, how, and where. Current Opinion in Psy-
chology, 29, 135-147.

Chen, S., Schnabl, L., Miiller, H. J., & Conci, M. (2018). Amodal completion of
a target template enhances attentional guidance in visual search. I-Perception,
9(4), 1-10.

Cowan, N. (1995). Attention and memory: An integrated framework. New York,
NY: Oxford University Press.

Cunningham, C. A., & Egeth, H. E. (2016). Taming the white bear: Initial costs
and eventual benefits of distractor inhibition. Psychological Science, 27(4), 476-
485.

Cunningham, C. A., & Wolfe, J. M. (2014). The role of object categories in
hybrid visual and memory search. Journal of Experimental Psychology: General,
143(4), 1585-1599.

Daffron, J. L., & Davis, G. (2015). Templates for rejection can specify semantic
properties of nontargets in natural scenes. Journal of Vision, 15(15), 1-20.

Daffron, J. L., & Davis, G. (2016). Target templates specify visual, not semantic,
features to guide search: A marked asymmetry between seeking and ignoring.
Attention, Perception, and Psychophysics, 78(7), 2049-2065.

Dark, V. J., Vochatzer, K. G., & VanVoorhis, B. A. (1996). Semantic and
spatial components of selective attention. Journal of Experimental Psychology:
Human Perception and Performance, 22(1), 63-81.

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202205.00016 Machine Translation


https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202205.00016

ChinaRxiv [$X]

De Groot, F., Huettig, F., & Olivers, C. N. L. (2017). Language-induced visual
and semantic biases in visual search are subject to task requirements. Visual
Cognition, 25(1-3), 225-240.

De Tommaso, M., & Turatto, M. (2019). Learning to ignore salient distractors:
Attentional set and habituation. Visual Cognition, 27(3-4), 214-226.

Desimone, R., & Duncan, J. (1995). Neural mechanisms of selective visual
attention. Annual Review of Neuroscience, 18(1), 193-222.

Dube, B., & Al-Aidroos, N. (2019). Distinct prioritization of visual working
memory representations for search and for recall. Attention, Perception, and
Psychophysics, 81(5), 1253-1261.

Duncan, J., & Humphrey, G. W. (1989). Visual search and stimulus similarity.
Psychological Review, 96(3), 433-458.

Duncan, J., & Humphreys, G. (1992). Beyond the search surface: Visual search
and attentional engagement. Journal of Experimental Psychology: Human Per-
ception and Performance, 18(2), 578-588.

Evans, K. K., Horowitz, T. S., Howe, P., Pedersini, R., Reijnen, E., Pinto, Y.,
Kuzmova, Y., & Wolfe, J. M. (2011). Visual attention. Wiley Interdisciplinary
Reviews: Cognitive Science, 2(5), 503-514.

Ferrante, O., Patacca, A., Di Caro, V., Della Libera, C., Santandrea, E., &
Chelazzi, L. (2017). Altering spatial priority maps via statistical learning of
target selection and distractor filtering. Cortez, 102, 67-95.

Fratescu, M., Van Moorselaar, D.; & Mathot, S. (2019). Correction to: Can you
have multiple attentional templates? Large-scale replications of Van Moorselaar,
Theeuwes, and Olivers (2014) and Hollingworth and Beck (2016). Attention,
Perception, & Psychophysics, 81(8), 2700-2709.

Gaspar, J. M., & McDonald, J. J. (2014). Suppression of salient objects prevents
distraction in visual search. Journal of Neuroscience, 34(16), 5658-5666.

Gaspar, J. M., & McDonald, J. J. (2018). High level of trait anxiety leads
to salience-driven distraction and compensation. Psychological Science, 29(12),
2020-2030.

Gaspelin, N., Leonard, C. J., & Luck, S. J. (2015). Direct evidence for ac-
tive suppression of salient-but-irrelevant sensory inputs. Psychological Science,
26(11), 1740-1750.

Gaspelin, N., Leonard, C. J., & Luck, S. J. (2017). Suppression of overt atten-
tional capture by salient-but-irrelevant color singletons. Attention, Perception,
and Psychophysics, 79(1), 45-62.

Gaspelin, N.,; & Luck, S. J. (2018). Distinguishing among potential mecha-
nisms of singleton suppression. Journal of Experimental Psychology: Human
Perception and Performance, 44(4), 626-644.

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202205.00016 Machine Translation


https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202205.00016

ChinaRxiv [$X]

Gaspelin, N.,; & Luck, S. J. (2019). Inhibition as a potential resolution to the
attentional capture debate. Current Opinion in Psychology, 29, 12-18.

Geng, J. J. (2014). Attentional mechanisms of distractor suppression. Current
Directions in Psychological Science, 23(2), 147-153.

Geng, J. J., Di Quattro, N. E., & Helm, J. (2017). Distractor probability changes
the shape of the attentional template. Journal of Fxperimental Psychology:
Human Perception and Performance, 43(12), 1993-2007.

Geng, J. J., & Witkowski, P. (2019). Template-to-distractor distinctiveness
regulates visual search efficiency. Current Opinion in Psychology, 29, 119-125.

Graves, T., & Egeth, H. E. (2015). When does feature search fail to protect
against attentional capture? Visual Cognition, 23(9-10), 1098-1123.

Grubert, A., Carlisle, N., & Eimer, M. (2016). The control of single-colour and
multiple-colour visual search by attentional templates in working memory and
in long-term memory. Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience, 28(12), 1947-1963.

Grubert, A., & Eimer, M. (2015). Rapid parallel attentional target selection in
single-color and multiple-color visual search. Journal of Experimental Psychol-
ogy: Human Perception and Performance, 41(1), 86-101.

Grubert, A., & Eimer, M. (2020). Preparatory template activation during search
for alternating targets. Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience, 32(8), 1525-1535.

Gunseli, E., Meeter, M., & Olivers, C. N. L. (2014). Is a search template an
ordinary working memory? Comparing electrophysiological markers of working
memory maintenance for visual search and recognition. Neuropsychologia, 60,
117-126.

Hessels, R. S., Hooge, 1. T. C., Snijders, T. M., & Kemner, C. (2014). Is there
a limit to the superiority of individuals with ASD in visual search? Journal of
Autism and Developmental Disorders, 44(2), 443-451.

Hollingworth, A., & Beck, V. M. (2016). Memory-based attention capture when
multiple items are maintained in visual working memory. Journal of Ezperimen-
tal Psychology: Human Perception and Performance, 42(7), 911-917.

Hollingworth, A., & Hwang, S. (2013). The relationship between visual
working memory and attention: Retention of precise colour information in
the absence of effects on perceptual selection. Philosophical Transactions
of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences, 368(1628), Article 20130061.
https://doi.org/10.1098 /rstb.2013.0061

Hout, M. C., & Goldinger, S. D. (2015). Target templates: The precision
of mental representations affects attentional guidance and decision-making in
visual search. Attention, Perception, and Psychophysics, 77(1), 128-149.

Houtkamp, R., & Roelfsema, P. R. (2009). Matching of visual input to only one
item at any one time. Psychological Research, 73(3), 317-326.

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202205.00016 Machine Translation


https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202205.00016

ChinaRxiv [$X]

Hwang, A. D., Wang, H. C., & Pomplun, M. (2011). Semantic guidance of eye
movements in real-world scenes. Vision Research, 51(10), 1192-1205.

Trons, J. L., Folk, C. L., & Remington, R. W. (2012). All set! Evidence of
simultaneous attentional control settings for multiple target colors. Journal of
Ezxperimental Psychology: Human Perception and Performance, 38(3), 758-775.

Keehn, B., Shih, P., Brenner, L. A., Townsend, J., & Miiller, R. A. (2012).
Functional connectivity for an “island of sparing” in autism spectrum disorder:
An fMRI study of visual search. Human Brain Mapping, 34(10), 2524-2537.

Kerzel, D. (2019). The precision of attentional selection is far worse than the
precision of the underlying memory representation. Cognition, 186, 20-31.

Kerzel, D., & Cong, S. H. (2021). Attentional templates are sharpened through
differential signal enhancement, not differential allocation of attention. Journal
of Cognitive Neuroscience, 33(4), 594-610.

Kerzel, D., & Witzel, C. (2019). The allocation of resources in visual working
memory and multiple attentional templates. Journal of Ezperimental Psychol-
ogy: Human Perception and Performance, 45(5), 645-658.

Kiss, M., Grubert, A., Petersen, A., & Eimer, M. (2012). Attentional capture by
salient distractors during visual search is determined by temporal task demands.
Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience, 24(3), 749-759.

Kong, G., Meehan, J., & Fougnie, D. (2020). Working memory is corrupted by
strategic changes in search templates. Journal of Vision, 20(8), 1-10.

Kugler, G., * T Hart, B. M., Kohlbecher, S., Einhaduser, W., & Schnei-
der, E. (2015). Gaze in visual search is guided more efficiently by pos-
itive cues than by negative cues. PLoS ONE, 10(12), Article e0145910.
https://doi.org/10.6084 /m9.figshare.1276159

Luck, S. J., & Hillyard, S. A. (1994). Electrophysiological correlates of feature
analysis during visual search. Psychophysiology, 31(3), 291-308.

Lupyan, G. (2008). The conceptual grouping effect: Categories matter (and
named categories matter more). Cognition, 108(2), 210-221.

Malcolm, G. L., & Henderson, J. M. (2009). The effects of target template
specificity on visual search in real-world scenes: Evidence from eye movements.

Journal of Vision, 9(11), 1-13.

Marciano, H., Gal, E., Kimchi, R., Hedley, D., Goldfarb, Y., & Bonneh, Y. S.
(2021). Visual detection and decoding skills of aerial photography by adults
with autism spectrum disorder (ASD). Journal of Autism and Developmental
Disorders, 52, 1-13.

Meyer, A. S., Belke, E., Telling, A. L., & Humphreys, G. W. (2007). Early
activation of object names in visual search. Psychonomic Bulletin and Review,
14(4), 710-716.

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202205.00016 Machine Translation


https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202205.00016

ChinaRxiv [$X]

Moher, J., & Egeth, H. E. (2012). The ignoring paradox: Cueing distractor fea-
tures leads first to selection, then to inhibition of to-be-ignored items. Attention,
Perception, and Psychophysics, 74(8), 1590-1605.

Moores, E., Laiti, L., & Chelazzi, L. (2003). Associative knowledge controls
deployment of visual selective attention. Nature Neuroscience, 6(2), 182-189.

Nako, R., Smith, T. J., & Eimer, M. (2015). Activation of new attentional tem-
plates for real-world objects in visual search. Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience,
27(5), 902-912.

Noonan, M. A. P., Adamian, N., Pike, A., Printzlau, F., Crittenden, B. M., &
Stokes, M. G. (2016). Distinct mechanisms for distractor suppression and target
facilitation. Journal of Neuroscience, 36(6), 1797-1807.

Olivers, C. N. L., Peters, J., Houtkamp, R., & Roelfsema, P. R. (2011). Different
states in visual working memory: When it guides attention and when it does
not. Trends in Cognitive Sciences, 15(7), 327-334.

Ort, E., Fahrenfort, J. J., & Olivers, C. N. L. (2017). Lack of free choice reveals
the cost of having to search for more than one object. Psychological Science,
28(8), 1137-1147.

Peelen, M. V., Fei-Fei, L., & Kastner, S. (2009). Neural mechanisms of rapid
natural scene categorization in human visual cortex. Nature, 460(7251), 94-97.

Peelen, M. V., & Kastner, S. (2011). A neural basis for real-world visual search
in human occipitotemporal cortex. Proceedings of the National Academy of
Sciences of the United States of America, 108(29), 12125-12130.

Rajsic, J., & Woodman, G. F. (2019). Do we remember templates better so
that we can reject distractors better? Attention, Perception, and Psychophysics,
82(1), 269-279.

Reeder, R. R., Olivers, C. N. L., Hanke, M., & Pollmann, S. (2018). No evidence
for enhanced distractor template representation in early visual cortex. Cortez,
108, 279-282.

Reeder, R. R., Olivers, C. N. L., & Pollmann, S. (2017). Cortical evidence for
negative search templates. Visual Cognition, 25(1-3), 278-290.

Reeder, R. R., & Peelen, M. V. (2013). The contents of the search template for
category-level search in natural scenes. Journal of Vision, 13(3), 1-13.

Reeder, R. R., Perini, F., & Peelen, M. V. (2015). Preparatory activity in poste-
rior temporal cortex causally contributes to object detection in scenes. Journal
of Cognitive Neuroscience, 27(11), 2117-2125.

Reeder, R. R., van Zoest, W., & Peelen, M. V. (2015). Involuntary attentional
capture by task-irrelevant objects that match the search template for category
detection in natural scenes. Attention, Perception, and Psychophysics, T7(4),
1070-1080.

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202205.00016 Machine Translation


https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202205.00016

ChinaRxiv [$X]

Reinhart, R. M. G., & Woodman, G. F. (2014a). Causal control of medial-
frontal cortex governs electrophysiological and behavioral indices of performance
monitoring and learning. Journal of Neuroscience, 34(12), 4214-4227.

Reinhart, R. M. G., & Woodman, G. F. (2014b). High stakes trigger the use of
multiple memories to enhance the control of attention. Cerebral Cortex, 24(8),
2022-2035.

Reinhart, R. M. G., Woodman, G. F., & Posner, M. I. (2015). Enhancing long-
term memory with stimulation tunes visual attention in one trial. Proceedings
of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, 112(2),
625-630.

Salahub, C., & Emrich, S. M. (2021). Drawn to distraction: Anxiety impairs
neural suppression of known distractor features in visual. Journal of Cognitive
Neuroscience, 33(8), 1506-1516.

Sawaki, R., Geng, J. J., & Luck, S. J. (2012). A common neural mechanism for
preventing and terminating the allocation of attention. Journal of Neuroscience,
32(31), 10725-10736.

Sawaki, R., & Luck, S. J. (2010). Capture versus suppression of attention by
salient singletons: Electrophysiological evidence for an automatic attend-to-me
signal. Attention, Perception, & Psychophysics, 72(6), 1455-1470.

Sawaki, R., & Luck, S. J. (2011). Active suppression of distractors that match
the contents of visual working memory. Visual Cognition, 19(7), 956-972.

Schénhammer, J. G., Becker, S. L., & Kerzel, D. (2020). Attentional capture by
context cues, not inhibition of cue singletons, explains same location costs. Jour-
nal of Experimental Psychology: Human Perception and Performance, 46(6),
610-628.

Shirama, A., Kato, N., & Kashino, M. (2017). When do individuals with autism
spectrum disorder show superiority in visual search? Autism, 21(8), 942-951.

Soto, D., Greene, C. M., Chaudhary, A., & Rotshtein, P. (2012). Competition
in working memory reduces frontal guidance of visual selection. Cerebral Cortez,
22(5), 1159-1169.

Soto, D., Hodsoll, J., Rotshtein, P., & Humphreys, G. W. (2008). Automatic
guidance of attention from working memory. Trends in Cognitive Sciences,
12(9), 342-348.

Sun, S. Z., Shen, J., Shaw, M., Cant, J. S., & Ferber, S. (2015). Automatic
capture of attention by conceptually generated working memory templates. At-
tention, Perception, and Psychophysics, 77(6), 1841-1847.

Suzuki, M., & Gottlieb, J. (2012). Distinct neural mechanisms of distractor
suppression in the frontal and parietal lobe. Nature Neuroscience, 16(1), 98-
104.

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202205.00016 Machine Translation


https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202205.00016

ChinaRxiv [$X]

Tanda, T., & Kawahara, J. (2020). An object-based template for rejection effect.
Visual Cognition, 28(2), 87-96.

Tanda, T., & Kawahara, J. I. (2019). Association between cue lead time and
template-for-rejection effect. Attention, Perception, and Psychophysics, 81(6),
1880-1889.

Telling, A. L., Kumar, S., Meyer, A. S., & Humphreys, G. W. (2010). Elec-
trophysiological evidence of semantic interference in visual search. Journal of
Cognitive Neuroscience, 22(10), 2212-2225.

Theeuwes, J., Kramer, A. F., & Atchley, P. (1998). Visual marking of old
objects. Psychonomic Bulletin and Review, 5(1), 130-139.

Treisman, A. M., & Gelade, G. (1980). A feature-integration theory of attention.
Cognitive Psychology, 12(1), 97-136.

Treisman, A., & Sato, S. (1990). Conjunction search revisited. Journal of
Ezxperimental Psychology: Human Perception and Performance, 16(3), 459-478.

Turatto, M., Bonetti, F., Pascucci, D., & Chelazzi, L. (2018). Desensitizing the
attention system to distraction while idling: A new latent learning phenomenon
in the visual attention domain. Journal of Experimental Psychology: General,

147(12), 1783-1795.

Van Diepen, R. M., Foxe, J. J., & Mazaheri, A. (2019). The functional role of
alpha-band activity in attentional processing: The current zeitgeist and future
outlook. Current Opinion in Psychology, 29, 229-238.

van Loon, A. M., Olmos-Solis, K., & Olivers, C. N. L. (2017). Subtle eye
movement metrics reveal task-relevant representations prior to visual search.
Journal of Vision, 17(6), 1-15.

van Moorselaar, D., Theeuwes, J., & Olivers, C. N. (2014). In competition
for the attentional template: Only a single item in visual working memory can
guide attention. Journal of Experimental Psychology: Human Perception and
Performance, 40(4), 1450-1463.

van Moorselaar, D., Olivers, C. N. L., Theeuwes, J., Lamme, V. A. F., & Sligte,
I. G. (2015). Forgotten but not gone: Retro-cue costs and benefits in a double-
cueing paradigm suggest multiple states in visual short-term memory. Journal
of Experimental Psychology: Learning, Memory, and Cognition, 41(6), 1755-
1763.

Vatterott, D. B., & Vecera, S. P. (2012). Experience-dependent attentional
tuning of distractor rejection. Psychonomic Bulletin and Review, 19(5), 871-
878.

Vickery, T. J., King, L. W., & Jiang, Y. (2005). Setting up the target template
in visual search. Journal of Vision, 5(1), 81-92.

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202205.00016 Machine Translation


https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202205.00016

ChinaRxiv [$X]

Vogel, E. K., & Machizawa, M. G. (2004). Neural activity predicts individual
differences in visual working memory capacity. Nature, 428(6984), 748-751.

Vogel, E. K., McCollough, A. W., & Machizawa, M. G. (2005). Neural measures
reveal individual differences in controlling access to working memory. Nature,
438(7067), 500-503.

Wang, B., & Theeuwes, J. (2018a). How to inhibit a distractor location? Statis-
tical learning versus active, top-down suppression. Attention, Perception, and
Psychophysics, 80(4), 860-870.

Wang, B., & Theeuwes, J. (2018b). Statistical regularities modulate attentional
capture. Journal of Experimental Psychology: Human Perception and Perfor-
mance, 44(1), 13-17.

Watson, G. D., & Humphreys, G. W. (1997). Visual marking: Prioritizing
selection for new objects by top-down attentional inhibition of old objects. Psy-
chological Review, 104(1), 90-122.

Wei, P., Miiller, H. J., Pollmann, S., & Zhou, X. (2009). Neural basis of inter-
action between target presence and display homogeneity in visual search: An
fMRI study. NeuroImage, 45(3), 993-1001.

Witkowski, P., & Geng, J. J. (2019). Learned feature variance is encoded in the
target template and drives visual search. Visual Cognition, 27(5-8), 487-501.

Wolfe, J. M. (2012). Saved by a log: How do humans perform hybrid visual and
memory search? Psychological Science, 23(7), 698-703.

Wolfe, J. M. (2020a). Forty years after feature integration theory: An intro-
duction to the special issue in honor of the contributions of Anne Treisman.
Attention, Perception, and Psychophysics, 82(1), 1-6.

Wolfe, J. M. (2020b). Visual search: How do we find what we are looking for?
Annual Review of Vision Science, 6, 539-562.

Wolfe, J. M., & Horowitz, T. S. (2004). What attributes guide the deployment
of visual attention and how do they do it? Nature Reviews Neuroscience, 5(6),
495-501.

Won, B. Y., & Geng, J. J. (2018). Learned suppression for multiple distractors
in visual search. Journal of Experimental Psychology: Human Perception and
Performance, 44(7), 1128-1141.

Won, B. Y., Haberman, J., Bliss-Moreau, E., & Geng, J. J. (2020). Flexible
target templates improve visual search accuracy for faces depicting emotion.
Attention, Perception, and Psychophysics, 82(6), 2909-2923.

Woodman, G. F., & Arita, J. T. (2011). Direct electrophysiological measure-
ment of attentional templates in visual working memory. Psychological Science,
22(2), 212-215.

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202205.00016 Machine Translation


https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202205.00016

ChinaRxiv [$X]

Woodman, G. F., Carlisle, N. B., & Reinhart, R. M. G. (2013). Where do
we store the memory representations that guide attention? Journal of Vision,
13(3), 1-17.

Woodman, G. F., Luck, S. J., & Schall, J. D. (2007). The role of working
memory representations in the control of attention. Cerebral Cortex, 17(Suppl.
1), 118-124.

Woodman, G. F., Vogel, E. K., & Luck, S. J. (2001). Visual search remains
efficient when visual working memory is full. Psychological Science, 12(3), 219-
224.

Worschech, F., & Ansorge, U. (2012). Top-down search for color prevents vol-
untary directing of attention to informative singleton cues. Fxperimental Psy-
chology, 59(3), 153-162.

Wurth, M., & Reeder, R. R. (2019). Diagnostic parts are not exclusive in the
search template for real-world object categories. Acta Psychologica, 196, 11-17.

Yu, X., Hanks, T. D., & Geng, J. J. (2022). Attentional guidance and match
decisions rely on different template information during visual search. Psycho-
logical Science, 33(1), 105-120.

Zhang, J., Ye, C., Sun, H.-J., Zhou, J., Liang, T., Li, Y., & Liu, Q. (2021). The
Passive State: A Protective Mechanism for Information in Working Memory

Tasks. Journal of Experimental Psychology: Learning, Memory, and Cognition.
Advance online publication. https://doi.org/10.1037/x1lm0001092

Zhang, Q., & Li, S. (2020). The roles of spatial frequency in category-level
visual search of real-world scenes. PsyCh Journal, 9(1), 44-55.

Zhang, Z., Gaspelin, N.; & Carlisle, N. B. (2020). Probing early attention follow-
ing negative and positive templates. Attention, Perception, and Psychophysics,
82(3), 1166-1175.

Zhou, C., Lorist, M. M., & Mathot, S. (2020). Concurrent guidance of attention
by multiple working memory items: Behavioral and computational evidence.
Attention, Perception, and Psychophysics, 82(6), 2950-2962.

Note: Figure translations are in progress. See original paper for figures.

Source: ChinaXiv —Machine translation. Verify with original.

chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202205.00016 Machine Translation


https://chinarxiv.org/items/chinaxiv-202205.00016

	The Underlying Mechanism of Attentional Templates in Facilitating Visual Search
	Abstract
	Full Text
	The Internal Mechanisms of Attentional Templates in Facilitating Visual Search
	Abstract
	2.1.1 The View That Visual Information Is Used to Establish Attentional Templates
	2.1.2 The View That Semantic Information Is Used to Establish Attentional Templates
	2.2.1 The View That Attentional Templates Are Stored in Working Memory
	2.2.2 The View That Attentional Templates May Be Stored in Long-Term Memory
	2.3.1 Mechanisms of Target Templates
	2.3.2 Mechanisms of Rejection Templates

	3 Future Research Directions


