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Visual Marking: A Mechanism of Prioritizing Selection
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Abstract: Visual marking has more reasonably explained the phenomena of prioritizing selection that occur in

temporal asynchrony between new and old items. Theory of visual making supposes that the top-down inhibition

of old items prioritizes new items. This article reviewed the classical experiment paradigm of visual marking and

the preview benefit, and then summarized two views of inhibition mechanisms, i.e., the inhibition based on the

location and the inhibition based on the feature. Several other mechanisms and relevant limitations were analyzed.

The implication in the study of visual marking was provided.

Key words: visual marking, prioritizing selection, preview benefit, visual search.



