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(Summary

« Both exogenous and endogenous attention increase
2nd-order contrast sensitivity at the attended location,
while decreasing it at unattended locations

- exogenous attention improves performance as a
function of the 2nd-order spatial frequency content

as in Barbot, Landy & Carrasco, 2011

- endogenous attention improves performance
independently of the 2nd-order spatial frequency
content, consistent with a flexible mechanism

* Increased 1st-order contrast sensitivity cannot explain our
results
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