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Previous studies suggest that processing the object is facilitated with the representation constructed at the preattentive visual process.
Given this process could depend on the identical features, to construct the object representation would derive from both outputs from
this process and integration of these. However, to do this, prior to the selection and integration of the features, it is necessary to have
specified the features of object. This report examined the representational integration to object from features at the early visual
information processing using the object-based attention. As a result, it is observed that the selection made on whole the primitives of
an object not only a primitive, indicating prior to selection of features the construction of the representation on object could be done.
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Figure 1. Mean reaction time for each condition between the object
level and the validity of cue in Experiment 1.
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Figure 2. Example trial sequences of Experiment 2.
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Figure 3.Mean reaction time for validity of cue in Experiment 2.
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