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MR TAEIRIZHTLEMI: FE. EX RN
RFH FER OKRF FIH OEBT X B

(LT IRE R -5 A 22 B2 T hl, K& 116029)

OB AL LAt SRR R 6 SR AR E R AR 6 B AR AR K32
T AAE, A0 TAATRE XA A AL . TR AL TR AL 6 TR, AR
M E 2Kt B A AR5 XAt 2T 4635 R B AU BATIR . A, £ RR) G X T AL 2] 0 FUE A2 4
BHKE S, J AR BB X AL T, Sesh, A FIUE T35 A 80 2096 A 2 AU I A4 TR R 49T 5
AV R K 89 £ P A ARIE By AL, T AR S L Bk, AR FFRIR T TOLE 3 A
N TF AR E R GATIAE, BT ARTZFTARE TR, AT A RS WFEZ 23 E An T = A ATH
.

SE@A A THLIRE, RE R AEER

HEE B4

1 51§ Mo D EEH VWM T H, I BGRRS BE IO RAT;
AR BIE DAy 5 R T REZ AT H, Rk 2815 H H
BELABAR AU FE 76t (Bays & Husain, 2008; Wilken,
2008), FRTII, AEXFZAANA L HFRAESEATA A4
FeZ 0, BfEEZ M T B, A e (s
BT, KRR BN M e, X
& Bays, 2014). JETRFSINBECERMARID. s fog e i s 0 SRR BV BLOE T A
VWM ﬁ%ﬁ?f’ﬁﬁ*’l‘ﬁ%)\?@%ﬂﬁ@%ﬂ%@%ﬁ( E‘Jé}E?ﬂFIXW(Ballard, Hayhoe, & Pelz, ]995)’ ﬁfj‘_
AT AR, TREEXI SO MR T gy, mase i s 22 1 A e BRI 56 1k ke
Mo KB VWM BN ASSAFA K, (R B W5 TAE 30 12 R AE (Jolicceur & Acqua, 1998;
2 T A BRAY AT % %45 B (Awh, Barton, & Vogel,  Nieuwenstein & Wyble, 2014; Ricker, 2015). [H i,
2007; Ye, Zhang, Liu, Li, & Liu, 2014; Zhang & Luck, T 3 P 1 e e IR LA B RE S itk — 2P A7
2008). HE I, B TFHME VWM A FRAL S it K 354 (Droll, Hayhoe, Triesch, & Sullivan, 2005;
—HHM R VWM G AZ LS, X F VWM Triesch, Ballard, Hayhoe, & Sullivan, 2003),
AL, BESEE AT B AN R B, Al AR SR, B A — LB R I AN A AR ILIE
RN, VWM N ERAETEAR BRAE 1Y “ffit, HoAr XM TR, M ILE A B iE B FfE R
fiti—ZHAGBRAY . BRY . [EEHR BE 1Y FRAE(Luck & R#T AT . B 5 80— R IEE N s, BH
Vogel, 1997; Vogel, Woodman, & Luck, 2001), VWM IHEEEREASEWILE N T, 5EER B8
B 2R RS U DA, VWM 1S BT —F SR BN T3 72 (Bayliss, Bogdanovs, & Jarrold,
BROE S W B . e LA T, TLAm 4y 2015; Stevanovski & Joliceeur, 2007), AR5 #
e S EAAFILE I TAEREA VWM REEH
VRS T 2018.00.28 I 4EH, @Eﬁ%é@ﬁiﬁ%@iﬁ%%%ﬁﬁﬁ
b [ AR A (31571123 %E ). 5o N, — &SI E A A S TARICIZ I
A5 HE#: X3, B-mail: 1g780614@163.com [l 1k — #E 2% (Stevanovski & Jolie, 20115 Vogel,

P TAEICIZ(Visual Working Memory, VWM)
& REUE X AR B AT R WA, JF HSZ
FE & R AE 2600 A B 4E 1990 12 R 4t (Baddeley,
Cocchini, Della, Logie, & Spinnler, 1999; Ma, Husain,
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Woodman, & Luck, 2006), 1fij% —3R5 k5 & W)
X — i AR AR AE L 58 48 B I8 12 L (Joliceeur &
Acqua, 1998; Stevanovski & Jolicceur, 2007), Bi#
T #4212 I [ (Nieuwenstein & Wyble, 2014;
Ricker, Hardman & Hardman, 2017), 7EAR S, 2
G — 1 AL TAEIE 120 [ (Visual Working
Memory Consolidation)iX —ARif . REERR LA
WA, BAEEAEEE B, RRFREHZ
) HEA — B0 X R PP, Ho—, TERRR 525
BAE T, ISR BT RE LA [ I X 30,
by OIEURE AR KT, (BT # R ER IR
LR A B ILE T T ORIEILE i TR
TEALEJZ T iz AT, S8 b n] B8 B T8 S g i
BB R Sy U E 2k B W 1 S (B SR BN i b
SR 1 553 1) S RAE B A S AR I AL TARIC
TCFRAE TR

ETU FHEREBAE, — TR ELARRE
EE A [ 9 00 91 P L I g g R R 7 A LR,
BB SUESIE . AR 22 o
E 2 {U= W 1 o7 v 6= W N [ B T ST
BARMESD T XL E AR, (BB AT AR IR [
B FR 7 I A AR K i —SeffF o % K B,
S ZE 50 ms FEHETE ALILIE (Vogel et al., 2006). i
F3— B IR, 55 400~1600 ms A fE
25 o0 U, [& i 2 (Nieuwenstein & Wyble, 2014;
Stevanovski & Jolicceur, 2007; Wyble, Bowman, &
Nieuwenstein, 2009; Wyble, Potter, Bowman, &
Nieuwenstein, 2011), AU W A PERE, HL5E T
VEIC L B JLIET 30 97 J H 8 i A W A o L]
I — SR G AR s, D A I ] B e 12
00 H HE AN A8 K (Joliceeur & Acqua, 1998;
Vogel et al., 2006; West, Pun, Pratt, & Ferber, 2010),
SR, X Fx—RE 5 E i AL E s, H
HIR B Z 58— LA

12 | 3 ) UG B AR G M AR Bk A 4% 07 ALE
Wi o M, ARSCE XS T AEAN R 25 T AR
3 B & T JLIE I 2 A DT FEIESE o XA B T B A
(] 91 2 7E PR AT L [E I 72 O T A7 A 0 S Tl i, 7
R EE R A ISR UE SR R 0 22 AR IR . BEJG, A3
3 A EARTEXT LG T VWM LEBG A LA 23,
FEXT M LI B R R AT T R, %
Fehede @ (Sullivan, 1986), A i E
A TAEICAZ PLIE 2 AT B B AL T 2 P L

[l o A = A AN TR, I X e T REAT AR
(o 2 AL BEAT N . XA BY TR T R UL AR
BV ARSI TR P R VERT . TE B
oy, FISE I SRR IR AT A2 1 SR A W S IR, AR
SCHE— AR — S RO BT S B I VI A KL

2 MREITIECIZAERE I

2.1 FEMREXARTENE

PLoE TAEICAZ I B Lax — ™ A T
B B9 WF 5T . Chun 1 Potter (1995)1 W8 v
BRI T BE S T LI A ) R . FEABATTAY S
46 v e FH PR 3 52 B9 5 (rapid serial visual
presentation, RSVP), 4 #ik &M — &5 £ Al
PR S B A6 B AL TR RO, SR i A3 R
T B T RE, O AR E A O R B e S
P BART B, SEI0 Iy SRR R AR AR — A 1
B RE T1 RIS AR 78 T2 Z [A13E A
[F) Ao s fa] fa] B o Z525R R, 24 T2 fE T1 Z 5 200~
600 ms W[ LA, Bl Te ks i T2, X —2%
If WEFR N T R RO, o B Tk — Ak, — LB
FEETEM ] RSVP AT 55 X5 M3 TAEICIZ I B 4T
WEFEIE, AR HRR R 1 R BRI E X (Vogel & Luck,
2002;Akyiirek, Leszczynski, & Schubs, 2010), H#,
AR 2210 R M AR AR IA Ry, Tk ) T2 19 5 A
2T T RILERFER, MMTSEE T T2 KL
[ﬁﬁ‘i'ﬂﬁl(Chun & Potter, 1995; Vogel & Luck, 2002),
MR X — 2 B, AR 58 I T JIr 5 S 114 e i ]
AT LA 3 2ok 5 T IR I 9 2 1) s ] () o A 41
i, RTEZR R, i T2 M IEsh 2T
ETFRENRT S, HOAPRE R LS
18, YLIE T1 58 BT T K2 )2 500 ms (Giesbrecht &
DiLollo, 1998; Isaak, Shapiro, & Martin, 1999),

% 74 ] RSVP S 20 UL 3o #4752 A,
XA 55 0 o A T3 v T LI I AR 1 D £
AT, B — LR ERER— RS
FhEAE, SORBH AT IO (3 TAR 24T 55,
T1), ZJ5 5 B ek i s i & 18 R0 SR il
PR (UF SE AT & T2, WiRms 35 )5 ar R4
G m AR, wE, FESR A2 1 Z Frid iz
AR WFSE T8 BRGNP AT 55 2 1) B I [ i)
B, B¢ T1 X T2 W93 SN I 9520 o Jolicoeur
Fl Acqua (1998)ff iz =Nk B, S ve £ G
L BRI AT 55 Z Al R SE AR (330~550 ms),
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%27 %

X 55 AT 55 AT I T Y S5 N7 B s i 2E ARG, IR
ST X FEH ZAMES RN A — A DA
{RZBES T1 A T2 Z [l AIBGES B A3 0, X5 T2
RO DL AE B, B JETE 550 ms Z )5 AN EAE L, B
FEHE N, 550 ms J2& T1 ARFEM T2 SR Y e J
A (] (B B, P AR 02 T1 AR SE TAE A2 L
SERLA R ] o TS B AR 5 — A S h AR EE L
2 )RR, TR B D T AR ] 2 S
Ja G2 W58 B % Jolicoeur Fil Acqua (1998)9ic 12
R BB (4,31 1 (Stevanovski & Joliceeur, 2007),
AR B TR B 45 R

SR, A T R R AT RUE 45 v
HAFFE AT, R O R T . AEYLEIES
W R FIRE, HAHR R RS ER . £
bR N sy A L B e =i s L S B B
PE, 16 T1 A T2 Z 835 E A [ A i fa] ) b, A T2
) T 8l S B AN & AR AR B B ) DA 2
T1 YL 58 BT 75 22 i s )

SR, SE i T1 AT 55 % T2 4R 55 19 T 9k
XTYLE B R AT SE, XA gl & —Fh ]
W F B, O T RE N T TR b a2 I A A AR,
— BB AF Y 4 i S R A5 A i £ Xk 5
Mo XWX WHEEREE, EiCCEHE 2R
P AR BCHS AT W7 IEAE R AT R IEAZ U . AR X —
AT, 38 AR 242 B 51 F R 2 8] Y
SOA (stimulus onset asynchrony), $£Z|iC1Z2/% 5%
IS AN 5 i) ) e i ] ) s B AT Sy IR T 58 B
RYEE] . A0 7E Vogel, Woodman Fl Luck (2006)#Y 5
o, 842 B ECE DL K SOA B R G R
AT R B, 1EA2AT 55 B IE B 2B SOA B3 T &
Wit e, HRBENENEL, NEEEUAE, R,
TCACRES BT B B 2, 3k B 4 04 s () Bl
ZARK , R, UL R AR S AT RO b
S AN, %15 Jolicceur Al Acqua (1998) I BF 5T 45
F—H. Vogel 55 A (2006)th XF MLt TAEICIZ L
BB )RR A T — 028 A T, AT IA S DL
—ANEEI H R R R 275 2L 50 mso X NS5 5R E
TR BRI 2 OB 45918 3 W82 30 1 DL T[]
PR Z SR, TEMLATRITFSE v, JLRE A 2 €T
A4 B ] 2 4 B8 A ok L BE L [ — i B Rk
AT B, XFFu AL E, Wl aes L
AT H B R AL . AR R, IR A A it
5 AT RE Al T ILE — A1 H B 2R [,

T IE L — A B ) B (8] AT fE L 50 ms TE 4,

{EA57E B 42, Nieuwenstein Fll Wyble (2014)
N, AT Y R Ak 0 52 20 A PR R T REAS
BSL o AT R P — F 48 ) B0 T v X R B,
TEHWE Z 5 PLE AT SR S Uk sk, JTHRpEe A 280,
TEICTC D) IE R, A5G0 RS T W3 71
TCHEFIGENL 4 DFEHRINT., JE7EM S 23—
A~ T 38 ¥E (2-alternative forced choice, 2-AFC.
SR, ORI WAL 55 . TR A,
U AR R RE BT I I, 0L 1 AT 4R
25, BLHT R 2-AFC 5K < TPk — it e,
It HX Rl T 08 2 BEE JEROI S 2-AFC L5 2
6] SOA [¥GINTZEWH IS o HI, QSR & 7E 4
i I Z R B & 5E N, B2 R (Gegenfurtner &
Sperling, 1993; Vogel et al., 2006), JF4 2-AFC 1%
SIS THRAE, SRER, RELT
THEM R FT W, B2 B2 2-AFC 51T
oo XULBHAEREI Z 5, JLES BRAR A dh 2, If
H#EA BT E 1000 ms A HESE (1000 ms J&
2-AFC ARSI THATH ). 1SS b, flfiTfl
FFHFE A, e A2 B el T vk AE Y
W RRIR AT, 4558 B F A4 B UL E
A/ 1600 ms A HESEIN
22 HFEEFHNEER

T8 Ao 0 25 A S B v K B R R A A, FRAT T
i B, RS AN T2 50 e O UL B I R A T A
AR E X, (Al TR S AN, S8
W& B A ILIE B B AR R R I 2 S . A R R
b BR TGS B 22 750, BEINH, &1
SEEE S R RO B Tt AR — 2, ] fg
S 2 T R A

TN AE B8R Y XU 55 90 R B BRI e K
— LB AES, PR EESE MEFER
Jof B B IE B AR AR, St % LI S B e ()
Tl o R, (X S UnT, P REXT S fidid 2
MYLE = R RE . A TR ST, X
M AR 2L kA, H—H
Frgk, H 25 H R AE e TAE A . S
5 2 X A0 A5 B 1 A PR A T R Y et AR
(Duncan, 1983), 1YL= &7 g% 2 J5 AT 1 72
(Jolicceur & Acqua, 1998; Nieuwenstein & Wyble,
2014), REREMEARE BB THiais s, R AT Il
H YO e, TLEE BRI R S irs . HIEF|
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Y L W 2, USROS A i R R AT
X3, AR e Fe ok off 2 A5 A 2 R —~ i T
JT 2 (Ricker, 2015)c #ERUE 551 = A 2 Wk A 78
Ao, ATARM, FHEA X XA SRR T AR
3o UL, X85 A 2 Y DL B R T BE 2 m i
K ILIE By B e A, iR el g L E AR, %A
FAAL T 7R T R AT A AR 5 HE i 1 A8 Ak b %
X, H I R T I A5 0% DL R s R

W e g, HEAZR
B I RN E R Z AT &85, |
B, AT LA RS S R A R i F T e IR [
o SRT, X FIRGEICIC I MAS Tl e SRR K
Y} (] (Pinto, Sligte, Shapiro, & Lamme, 2013; Sligte,
Scholte, & Lamme, 2008), % fRiX — W ., FEHH
TBE T (4 F] R R IR A AT Y SR AT R . L, —
SR F AR L, TR MR AR e 5 T B
DU AT Y DL 7T BE I A2 ECIE A UL, i 2 26 JL A
Z B L A 5E G 15 m TRy B (Stevanovski &
Joliceeur, 2007). AISRZIXHE, 7EIZMT WAL
i s 6] (50 ms, Vogel et al., 2006) 1] fEAUAY 2 4 b
NS N A O U -4 A P e S U SN
R SE I IEYE (Liu & Becker, 2013; Miller, Becker, &
Liu, 2014; Rideaux, Apthorp, & Edwards, 2015;
Rideaux & Edwards, 2016),

e BT =, WF 5T Se X ig e B it
Tk, BEFPIT— 2-AFC {155, H TR
HBRT LB 35 B S AR R G E A2 IR T (Saults &
Cowan, 2007), DS IHORE S S 28 11 4 5 B BEAG A H
BEJG Y 2-AFC A1 5544 HABAE T 0 A T 1 I i
2o MBI AT LIS 2-AFC AR 551 s i AR 4k,
XU AR AT I A A, [T A
T2 R BRI URDBUE 55U T RS
o AEZATIER T, BRGNS WL HIX i1
B 1 L A T 58 AT 55 19 B g B B G A 3
AIEA BEMIESE T1 MiciesaiSkEE
T 1 BsF ) £ 384 v & A AR o 3 b 4 SRR SRR
GNPRS00 OIS (e - S =W i S U 231 M EN
0 I £ Y B A I B ] T 3k — 25 SR I B
X, Ti7E Nieuwenstein F1 Wyble (2014) [m]3H+
WA, TIAES Y IEF RSB RS 2-AFC
£ Z [E /Y SOA B4 Nt m, [FIRT 2-AFC 551
R B[R AE BRI fa T AR e . Bk, [l T4
1 AT DL AT 58 A ik B UL R B AR AE . R,

Nieuwenstein Fl Wyble (2014)AYiEHEJ& 5 —AY, 75
B 20 E W R IE I i u R . IS,
ZRE T RS R EE S, XA GESR
il B T — S 22 4G e AR A 45 A R

3 MRITECIZABEERR

EILE BT, — Ak E EE B R,
2 [ T2 B35 H R 3G 22, i 8 LI
[#] B < (Akyiirek, Leszczynski, & Schubd, 2010;
Jolicceur & Acqua, 1998; Nieuwenstein & Wyble,
2014; Vogel et al., 2006; Vogel & Luck, 2002). &I %
X4, W R T WA AT R Y DL A X
AT B . 7% L[ (serial consolidation)#i=IA
Jy, AR R LT Y O B A DL HE A 2
MAE TAEICAZ i, RIS A — K H BEILIE —ANF
BB, MEHCIZ I B E 2, FEEL
4 I ) 58 B UL . A PR 19 947 IL R (limited-
capacity parallel consolidation)fEzCIA Ry, A BRA™
LRI SR E¥SNi = 2 R @ NN o A S R AN
ARG TAEICIZ RS, YFFTILRE A I E &
BB I LR BERS IR AT UL 1Y s R B N, 0] e 25
J7 50 AT Z2 0O AT I A BERE B A i 3 H AE B
U HE A TARICAC R G o TEXLSE TAEICIZ
U R AT IR T I, W58 AT 1R 19 06 T i 4R
TR EAEA REE W IHTILE . 205, U5
(] A% o) IR A 06 45 BT DA A TG BR AR 0T 47
DU, ARz 232 S W2 PR 3R A 52
3.1 BEBHETERBEMITIE

FERRFE YL W IB A TR, O 7 kg 200 H 4t
3 22T AP T4 (Eckstein, Thomas, Palmer, &
Shimozaki, 2000; Palmer, Verghese, & Pavel, 2000),
R HE — AR E B IO H . 7R 5
Ferh, S5 G HEI 10 A2 1 e %435 X (Scharff, Palmer,
& Moore, 2011), 25 H LA 51 sl 7] i ) 7 2
EIAEE 1R, SIS E &, AR
— 50 H B TA] R DT AT 2 B 50 E A B[R] A
[ o 33— A ] 2 7 1 5 6 22 i e o 99 9 6 )
O BRI H A2 IR 3K 2 80% i AZ 51 2
BRBST 1), o FR hy fe Jo DL T B ) CEL AR 430 07 vk DL IR
— R, AR, AR R e R R A
ISR T W ) S T 0 25 e, T ] it
% [m] Ao Xof PRSI 5 AT L

TE KA 5E ¥, Huang, Treisman Al Pashler
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R [ S B
+ +
u [ |
N + N +
TEPLA400 ms I HALS400ms | r
+
AL mt Elaskm | pg
+
HEk B 3200 ms HERE8.5200 ms *
+ |
XL 500 ms [ | LS 500 ms
+
ez B2 mt = W 852000 ms

i 8.35200 ms

A 500 ms

R £5.3:2000 ms

B 1 [ PE) R G, D, AT AE, X, 2017)
TR T E 5 B0 R (ot e e 00 ) R e ) A 6 2 4 4 R T B — I B i SR N TR B R B Oy S S i i B
AT F I R B RS2, RO al AT 8 AP AT fE(8 ms. 16 ms. 33 ms, 66 ms, 133 ms. 266 ms. 533 ms I 800 ms %4
REEHLEIL), AR EBUE & 18 Ko 4r BT AAE 8 Fl S BN ] 54 T B RN IE TR SR, Mt S8A, EEE IS A g
SKE 80%1E A T Xob I3 B B ) VE g 1E =X S 38 vp 13042 G b SRR 6] o o, S T B Lk W7 T e R R Y B X 9 R R TE
RoJRonE, ) BRI 8 AR )k A Tl B SR AT 55, A 2k R 5 5 50 2 AR AR W), (R #EAT 5E 3t BT o

(2007)H St 1B EAF SR ILER ., Ml A )
JFH 2T R IE AR T A 2%
o TR R T RS TAE T B L 5
FESIHEATHY 4R 1M, 7 Huang 25 A (2007) A9 BF5 1,
OSBRI ARS8 2 AL L P, e R
LT, WO IR 25 5 Tt 76 )7 9] S A5 T 48
TSI E BB, DA XS PLIE 4 Ly =5
TR, B, Mance, Becker Al Liu (2012)FERR
TiXx—HR, e REH, 2IMA-CYn, F
ST ZIESTC2E T W2 =AU~
PRy, W R ST R 2 TP R . X
i B T B 5 B L DR LUk A7, H
JEATYLE B B IR o =, 2 — g A R If
iy WX R OESE SR B o R 22y = AT 1 1)
5T, Siemann, Herrmann 11 Galashan (2018)
R, M E B FRAE S E — A $ 2 TR,
RERS (X P 2 TRl oy — 38 TR, Hitk, AR
B AT YL 9 52 BT AT g 2 A8 X 2T E 3R 4T G
o, 7E Mg 2w sr T R 4 IS (Snyder,
Banich, & Munakata, 2014),

o 7 P ] st/ ) ) 2 00 %ot IR A A X
TR T 41, Hao, Becker, Ye, Liu A1 Liu (2018)F F

i, CDA i {H AE A% S Al 38 CARICAZ T PR BRI
T B X — ek, X LA AT T B
R, TEMBATRYSEE , TCAZ R ) 7 S L [ )
B~ BB, CIZ I H B 1, 20 4 T
iR R, DUEZ O fE Bk 7 LUTAT Y Jr Xk
T HARRGY 2 ATH, X453 Z H i i
G55 R —F((Mance, Becker & Liu, 2012),
3.2 WiMME R BB HITHITILE

bR T EEAE B LASR, BFSE N GUA I R/
&1 8 B A% Oy 1) 5 B AT T, S5 SR A,
J5 {5 B AN B8 LA 347 19 75 2 3k 47 I & (Mance,
Becker, & Liu, 2012; Becker, Miller, & Liu, 2013;
Hao et al., 2018), #R1fi, 7E[Fm/FF 2T,
JIT L5 3] 1) ] i 52 B 2% A R e A2 s AR X — 30
. BR T ANBEIRAT ILIE R LLS, I AETE 53 A
— R RETE, BT E REAEIEAT LR, (H I
AR 0 RS BE 2 B o R, Hh T SO0 Y
IE W A bR THLRE, JF A BE X e 4747 &L IX
gro BT, —SEHFTEFRIZ AU AR 5
1E 55 B0 M2 A5 1T 55 (recall task)dE— 25K T
77 M5 B AL L (Lin & Becker, 2013; Miller,
Becker, & Liu, 2014; Rideaux, Apthorp, & Edwards,
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2015; Rideaux & Edwards, 2016). 52158 24T 55
ANTE Y2, PR 155 Be 8 [R) B 25 21012 Bk
JE FI%E (Zhang & Luck, 2008), XLEHF5E L,
TEICLIAE B EE A An b, R 2 84415 75
EIHFERA BEER . HEEICIZEENIE R
b, WIS BT R S, AT HERR
T HeM IEAT I EH L2 YL IENA B RAR 1Y iX — 7T 6
:(Liu & Becker, 2013; Miller, Becker, & Liu, 2014),
Miller, Becker Al Liu (2014)i\, PFPHL5E(5 &
EILE X B2 R R 2R A FH#EAILE R
FE (BPE ARLSE TAEICZ T B P A 25 S BR 7 9
A, BERE AT DUE A VWM 1RIE#E D), R
B GRS B TAE IS Z B A 58 R AR, 3
AT ER D g, Rt 28 mAEEE
Bt WX FARGER, TEARGEE,
A B SRR, BT A —IR HAEEA —1~,

SR, Rideaux, Apthorp 1 Edwards (2015)1%
W R, 375 {5 B0 - 7 3k) RERS EAT AT R
B I T ILE . F IR 3y n) 1A 52T 1)
= B AU P (Britten & Newsome, 1998; Hembrook-
Short, Mock, & Briggs, 2017), U053 I047 I A 6E
J1 55 B SE R R/ANA O, B A% T % 3h 75 [l 1)
JEATHLEEATBEN . RIL, B3y MR itfT
FHAT U X — S5 S HE B T R IE 0 iR R . S,
TE Rideaux 55 A (2015) ) SE5% =, 3 #5617 [n)
TR 2L E, LR, ERIM BN
[ GO, 7 {5 B AL AR SE LI AT I

VI RS Xt g Bl m Ay nfE B =
PR AR, ATRAE L, (5B R T I K
SR IEAT A AT IURE, AN R B R A, T
R BT B R RIW E . HAh, FEXTSE
A B TR G, X T 07 I E B T AT YL R
A % 5 (Rideaux, Apthorp, & Edwards, 2015;
Rideaux & Edwards, 2016), XM, #id % —
SeHNERIZR, TR XS 5 AR B L B AR
BB T 55— AU, RIHELEE R 2R BE A5 5 i IR
Eifiig s
3.3 JIEHEXBFZWMER

— B ik B AR 0 B 5E R B, 45 R R
(context)BE % J#55 FMM SR 2 |2 1Y 76 4+ (Kastner et
al., 2001), Beck FI Kastner (2005)%} 22> 4] 3 [ i}
B, FERRNIE R B R AT T %
AT R, MBETIFIZEMR, FeT2MAE V2,

VP, V4 XA 3 8 E R TIPS 8, H, &
TSk P 2 B RE A% 9 o 221 30 L ) %) R B A
HET AT R A 5 )P 5 25 | KA AR Y A
o B I O A IR T R A B )2 I S
F B LT A, 58 R AT ek s T
BRG0S0 3 A R A I R T AE A
SUIR KR 584, AT OLE 1 T RE .

TN — BTG K B, 25 (] B AT DL
fF5 MR RS, TS BOGE BN T8 7142
=1 (Haskell & Anderson, 2016). a4l
o7 BT LAy I, XTIz AR B B T B TR
R FETX—KI, FATAT LAHEL, a3 bl
SEUALE PR E M, B T R AR xR H r L
R A4, TE R 2 B &40 F, wilhnleE
B2 A7 I, AR A E T E A 2L
B, ORESBO PIAS T 1) R L AR A R, X
FE—3k, 72 INATEIARZE LR L, AT LIRS
FATIE M EE R . X — i 7] LU B Z BT o
RIA—L P4 AN7E Rideaux 25 A (2015)H0 5256
o A B 7 R N R R A B, A BE R I
ATYLIE A SEEG 25 R

WA, AREFR LR, M2 WmH E
1) 25 () P AR S I, AR AT LT A 4 %o )38
W B ¥E 47 4 7 N T (Hiittermann, Memmert, &
Simons, 2014; Malcolm & Shomstein, 2015), B4,
23 [) 8 2 5 At s i R AR P — AN TR W 2
ETX—%a, ERZEB . DM, e
5201 7) 38 3 = 0 A2 0 H Y 5 BB, X 56
5 Ay i R ILE R AT 1548, AT
oy B 1 = 3 o NS 1 I A i e W R A TRk VA
Ho SLIE5R— & Mic e B Z (8] 1) 25 8] FE 25
23X AR ICAZ YLIERE 27 A 1 25 ), A1
[ B 22 B SR AR T 1Y) TE 1 20 25 B O 2 () 5 ) 34
FMTREAG o 3% S 4% 5 3 HH AL ] A A =2 T B 3 5 1R
B 7S W AR K.

4 MR TARCIZIAERIHLH

AU HR T LI Y I e S X, AN R A SE
R R JUE I TR ALl . ik, X —ak o
FATR e bl i, R T HEM AL SE TARICAZ I
JIv AT ) RV ML ] B AR L 14 1l 2 B A
4.1 AR TARICIZYLE A ERIEHH

B R X TARCAZIUE B #R ) £ ZAKAE
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I MGEAOR AT, P, X — &
1 3] e 0] FH T SR LI 9 LA S =, X H T
J& BT BE R FRIS LA FEAT I, LA T Aok I A
ASHE AR ICAZ ] & A AR

et R R 1) 728 1 e 0 A B Y S 4 25 2R
W], YLIE A A BT 1002 FRAE Bl A I [) AN 0 [ 4k
1L B (Vogel et al., 2006), 36 T Be 45 dis,
PG FAE 275 LIS A T BE A I 1) 32 3 [ 4k
JIF LAAC A2 I8 R R 38 =2 [ g s T ] e K
FALRORGE . BEfS, MBI 22 (201 ) 7E 3
LR X — R T 5 — R . AT,
TUIE B4 0 S A= S B T B G 0 AZ R 5 R R AL
22 [ 4 R i) [ B8 85 DA, 44 W JHO0S 4 o R AE 19 1
R & E SRRV

B, B X A0 L [ f F 5 0 4 A, M
RO T RAEA @ LAY B 56 o 75 Blalock
(2013) A RIFE Hr, AHARL A 48 i CHE AR PR a2 6
T 1830 €0, 2 80 U AN AR AL ) 4 T (S R 0 e PR
P 15 2H ) SE R AR TG I IE B R,
AT HEE A I, X RN G R, AR IL
(B o R AN A T 1 BT e e, OIS AL Y
NS AL 1) 4 KT T 1012 18 48 1 52 10 37 2% A [
SR, B4R RS R R WY, A i 55
ANBESE MR ILRE N T . YL A0 T i 2 ] fig id
W K g PUAT 4 ol 5 058 + 38 (Engle & Kane,
2004),

WHETZ M ERE, CAMEREY], )
SR . A LARTCAC AT e AT RG24 W BN
SEHWTSE, (EABAT R AL EH A, XA AL R
AR B M A LA 202 5. KWk, 55k
— et S MR L R, dR i T
P i B o6 AR A DL I BIL AR o 5 T I ] 9 3%
TR AR (B R T BRI ) Iy, JLE
JEME ERFFAIR), —K AREn T —/FAE(Camos &
Barrouillet, 2014; Ricker, Nieuwenstein, Bayliss, &
Barrouillet, 2018), A DL FI| F iX — FRI& i B 2 Wk
B G . HA RS — A H ILE e 2 e A
REHEAT S5 AT H B9 L, ht 5 2 7 i S
ML, S, XA MREA T FE BT AT 55
ok SRS IR, EI TR, MR ER
5 AN 55 Z 1] (I [a) [ B B ), ASALER — A
55 09 S RLIN 233 im, 55— ME S IE R BT
R, SXULI] T1 A YL [RIRESZ 2 1 5200 BXT X —

MG, WHFEE R T Je 45 S SR TR R i X
— [l (Lehle & Hiibner, 2009). H 7 it H 54
R o b B TR IR R A B A, (R AR B
FSEIS A — R, IZBAL Y T1 i T2 /]
DI IR AT om 1T B, JUEN T RIEs2m T1
T2 S AR EENZE, MREERES
MR, BB BRETEREEN AT, BEH
AR PEHOR T ML B P R I Tz e
BN TAESS W7 T XA (a8, Y [T AR AR
/RS —r45e .

PO, BEF RO 2 5 I A 1 4k 22 1) T
5% &% B, Wyble, Bowman £l Nieuwenstein (2009)42
H'T eSTST (episodic simultaneous type - serial
token, M| 2)BIARUSE M R — MG, BRI AE
MR B T AR Z S, R B T an ey 4k 22 DL K 4o
{9 B B 2-AFC AT 45 ik .

P 2 iR, eSTST AR L3 5 B i 12
I ok AR A AE P AS BT B, A J31) 2 P 8 3R 0 400
VIR RS Ak BRI B (56 — B B, EIPARIE N
“Input”), 17 BB A58 TAEICIZ I B M B
CE =AM B, EHHric A“Encoding”), TEREFEX
P AL BRI B 22 1] e 2 41 AT 55 A DCHINEGH AT
— ™ By B V8 (FE 6] R B AR 9 R “Transient
Attention”) . 7EZE — B, &g sh A2
(Types)Hit B A #EATVE BRI PIES 73 . BAAR TAER
AT Y ESCIZB, E ik A
2 (Input) SN 28R 2 0 BRI S Bl o s VR JEE 000 R i
18 [ Y 2 P R AE B S ) Bl (Dicarlo, Zoccolan, &
Rust, 2012; Wang, Xu, & Ma, 2012), i AR5
TR B RAE N F—Fp 2R, A Y5 F g sk —
AL W E BRG] — A BE R, A ST
U A, TSRO 25 s D X A S S B R .
I, 7E RN T PAT 55, BRGNS T H S
3, EEF EEERARC A% N, HEDA
TG, BT LI B FE I AN RE AT W E 2R T B I
i, eSTST FEALR S — Hr BUR S C 2835 3
B B 2E T2 N 2288 BTS2 (Token) 4R B2 HEA TN
T.o eSTST KL i £55 1] IR VR S bR,
EATRENE KE A B A M HE RS A R LR SRS, IR
LA N — G A g T SR, SR A
KT R AE R o X R RRITT JORFF 5 2 [
{14 12 420 o Ak T 3 22 18] (9 25 % 1t (Binding Pool)
LM, FESS M, BEAREZM ST AR
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TR

Transient Attention .
—> MAF(Excitatory)

—eo il (Inhibitory)
——k }{iR(Amplifying)

Py

T1 T2

4
[ ) -5 2 (Tokens
f SE(T ) -
(Encoding)
45 % 1 (Binding Pool)
[ YR (Type)
AR A
Task Demand (Input)
i AJZ (Input)

!

E 2 eSTST %I (Wyble, Bowman, & Nieuwenstein, 2009)

TR B, XSl P R R W 32 B, TR
Ja S — 2 B ROR B R 53 A — R ARG R
JAsh. EETIRARNSRE T, TS EL R
RAEFFRAMN G Zh, BB — M5 A —F A
A RIS, HA AR R 2 R A Gep 1
WARAE, IF BT LUAE 2 )5 R RS R TR &, iF
AR WA R R I E 58 AR . iR U,
EFW T AR S, BT XA 488 8 Bt R
fE, AH R 2SR 3OE 1 AR B RS i R, BRI
[ 58

AN, AT AR s LR AT LA R A R AR A A
MBI E P, HZE, Y5 AR 1T gD,
B 5 R PR AR A A 55 . DRk, B T LI
G Y S S, DL TEDR B R A ) 32 B T
SR T B () 2 B AR — 42 2, eSTST £
Y 550 T AR I B Y H A LS HL R AN [\, H
b B 3 MEE DU e — > G481 R 91 n Tk
2 (Zylberberg, Slezak, Roelfsema, Dehaene, &
Sigman, 2010). {HiX —HBIRIA Yy, HEWH B n
T T, gha Bt e LR e & AEfEZ AT E
b XHE—ERE L ZETIHATIEN WA, H
XIFATEIRE eSTST ¥ TAEICIZH 45 B YL [E %
AR . A, TAR T B B T PR R R R A AE Y B
il o B PR 2 LI 23 5 SO BB %  38
FEAEFEEIE . BFrLL, An SRR ) 3
W, A R RN, e R AT BRI B
A FR 2 fr LR g sh g 28 82 T H 2Z MR A T
ok, B THAEXM TR, Y248 E I TH
P B TARICAZ i, SHERZ TS 2 K g8 e

P PR PRI SRR Y S S 5, S BOILIE A
Y # AR (Dell’ Acqua, Dux, Wyble, & Joliceeur,
2012; Wyble et al., 2011), £ L Jrik, eSTST 5%
AT 2L St fiee AR 22 L 81 1y T8 1) & 3, 7R L [ 3
BL b 4R S0 AT DA 3o 3 — B A R
4.2 W5 TAEIZIZYLE B4 Z AL

T00 PN 98 AL AR P JR i X35 1Y) 22 5 T R R
TARICAC LR & A i 2 550l . Z AT YRR3R I,
TN FE R A BT A g i 24 LR
(Cowan et al., 2011; Emrich, Riggall, Larocque, &
Postle, 2013), UN7EL AFRIBEALSH, TNHN
4 P 22 15 2 e 6% BURR T 38 BR 40U (Nelson Cowan
et al., 2011; Todd & Marois, 2004), F H.iZ ki IX #k
N VWM A9 2B ERH AL (Xu & Chun, 2006)
PR, SR A e AL 2 5 0 T R I X
T IXE, JCHE TN, AT AEE S I
PR Ay 558 fiK X (Marti, Sigman, & Dehaene, 2012;
Todd, Han, Harrison, & Marois, 2011), It4h, T
1Y — e B ST AR 45 s, JLIE N Ao ] B8 ¥ S K
i RE X B . BB B EHE Ok - Makovski Al
Lavidor (2014)AYRIFSE . AT AT A B 22 P
A B, ] 84 (transcranial direct current stimulation,
tDCS) H He 3 R AL it K BT DX, 45 2R & AR A7 ik
MR e ZEa T, el L s i S AR
[ )5 , Lamsweerde Al Johnson (2017)i#— & E T
TR A2 o SR X SETE 4t FT LU A —FE 1 A
B2, JUHE IR L A RS AE AL i
TG, SRR DX A BT R A AR A AT
BRI VWM RAE, 228 B i R % B8
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AL T RAE A UESE S o RATZEOR, BF5EE A
R, TERGE TAEICAZ A7 Y AL 7T LATE G %
X EEAE B AL B R AR AR % (Emrich et al., 2013;
Ester, Anderson, Serences, & Awh, 2013; Larocque,
Lewispeacock, & Postle, 2014), % [&F| JL[& i T. &
BV R e 55 1) R A B — 2D R B B S E
FA#RTBE . T tDCS FOARAE I PR B2 A BRI
MISRECHE, JFAS B 2 T PR L [ B B
XA TE Makovsk fil Lavidor (2014)#F58Hh,
Xof AL B JE it A ) BB AP, T RE R T T
NI KIE AL B B VWM RAE . A SR A9 5 AT
VAR T RF ) 11 225 T SO A 1 ) 20 28 o ) Y AR
SKeitt— 2 KE Makovsk Fl Lavidor (2014)11) % 31 .

AR E A, JLE I T fE 5010 IR
MR E A OC o AR T H 9858 BIS, N IR b 2 A
SIS <y QN D N i R TRl v ) T N R E )
(Lisman & Jensen, 2013), X#E/R, 1012IR I ) 3
U AT BE A — PR W 2 R DA O R AR
FTZAA, RATHEN, P9 TAEICIZILE T g
S il FE ATy A 0 A5 A By miE i I R O
g [F 2P S AR

5 RE

1B KB R A7 R 58, b TAEICIZE g
NI T A5 T T YL AL ) 15 2 PR )
T WL E B RR S I ALGE TARICIC RS, IR
AR . BE R ENT—B0WIA R, &k
TLEHLH], A TRBENE K ASER E 1 BB S A 5L 1R
Ta 8 B 58 TAEICIZ 3R AE (Jolicoeur & Acqua, 1998;
Nieuwenstein & Wyble, 2014; Ricker, 2015), #Xfij
TeAE A5 BT Fh 2 - Bt DA R b 2848 4%, XL E AL
il R 5T 3 5 B AR B ) S g X, PR AT
C4AETEBEBIER . UL HHEH
P 7% A b £ 91 2 5 TR e v =S T UL i 5
o ZRA LR, P TP RS S T A ik AR
e g3 DL R ST S5 e 8, 2 H oA sE Bl
0 R T AR R R Bl A S By e, FEIZ KT,
TEIC IR 2 5 7 BRIV 2 B0 008 4 ) S A0 2 1 R
T A2 B XA AR, 3 HL AT D 5 b S
B 2-AFC AT 45 A4 B2 07 Bt 7 285 %o I 18] Fsf 7 A7
o R 5K BB A% 7k 5% A 4 i A B P T 42
T, XTYLE S AR T IS o SR, A A BN
DR NG 2, 0K PR — A 5 ] R

ZR T REME . FRATEIY, HAREEH MR ER
X FLEAT I AL, AR BT 5 (7] 0 1 ) B ok i
TP, I B N v =X 1Y A 2 % 45 5 7T g 3 Al
RIS, FEYLER L, HATA BN IEAT I
B AR, JHELE AR T rmER . %
7 E B A S HATIATILE . [IE, 7] DL
A B B 2B E S T I T I
AT RE . AEFRIG T, FRATEWAE eSTST
HERY, SR PR AL AL G AR i — L4,

S SR/ T P A B A7 AL 208 l— 22 9A
R, ERT LU, B R L E AL S B ST AL T
— L TFRIB B, AR SR A A — S TR B — 25
WAL T o

e, EIES L NIESE L, X FHAT AT
FIRE A R 32 B A A R Y AR A e e R
#HAT. R, ZIEB NN TERR 2 )G
L [& 4} 7 4k 2% (Nieuwenstein & Wyble, 2014;
Ricker et al., 2017), A1, A LRI T HEET,
XA 1045 BB 5 B IR AT 50HIE

Hyk, RAEERM SRR T EEZN
[ A JE G, 6 LA [ At 5 2 B AR S 2
HIEIR (Chun & Potter, 1995; Jolicceur & Acqua,
1998; Stevanovski & Jolicceur, 2007), {H 2 HITH)
TR, AF 55 Tt 2 5% ) 350 H e 75 B JLIE 1F
VWM H—ANEHEFE, HHICHIESEE HF Chen
1 Wyble 2015)BIBT5E o EABNTAY L, Zadisk
R 5L B — A TR R = AN BT AL A R 3
LA R, FiEFEFHNAE, REER
DU T 2 A 44 o B A B (B AT 55) . S 3
H R R A 2T — B E IR, BRARE
PRI S 100 2 SR Bl At 4 5 1 1 B 1 5 2 8 (R A
£55). MATRIM, fEEIMES P 70 B ok
B A 2R R T U AT 55 TR R s B
HIE#RR, BFEE R X — AR R R TR
Bifi J5 ORI 5 v, At AT A e I 1230 B Z BT R T LE
B I H 09 A T kAT ILEEL, N TIEBR T
X AlE P AZ B S (Chen & Wyble, 2016), X #b4%
RERW, JBERACIG 2R TR BN A3 H 8
WA LA A SE TR R 53, BR
B e R H By e B &R, B
DL H S iR s E B, EHNA Re s g
A TAEICIZ R G . BRULAT L, 3 BRI
FHA—E SHIIE I AR, W TR
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AT DU e M ILIE H 5 2R SR 10124 55 A G
B3 B AE S SR, AEYLRE R, 2 el H
VEFEICAZAT: 55 HR OGN0 HEBR 3 FABAT: 55 A OC 19 )& 1
FRWE? X —HLHIFE T A I L B g B = 4R
T o AR5 B AR e — 20 A SC 42 ) a7,
FERALE D H R 2B

e, BB — 2L 050 R A R A2 5 H
FIRRIES WYL E N TAERE . W07E Xie M
Zhang (2017 WF5Eh, LA-RiE sh YT 460 Hl
TOMPRL, SR FH A HE R 4 A2 b ot 583 X% 4 AR
SRR — AR 52 DL R )5 R R P R I8 (e B
PR 52 DU R )i LI R . o )5 S R R B,
TR R BB TER A YL B . PR
N, B Z T A2 4 o TARICAZ ILIE i
T, S TN RE A8 P K © 2 AFAE TS
AL T B FRAE S AT O IE IR e AR IS 12
(Blalock, 2015; Xie & Zhang, 2017), A4, X Fha
ZRAMETEYLIE B F A O 2 A5 m] X I [ £
M T = A AE YR HeAnE, X TN B 4R A
R, EILEB R DL A A O =R T 0 T,
IR A IR = IR AT LR R gk AT . B,
FRWF ) — A EZAT 55 AR50 K B e A2 R
FY 3 25 A2 A5 23 XS AR I AZ YLIE A4 oAty T 7™
AR

22 ik
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Consolidation processing of visual working memory: Time course, pattern
and mechanism

LONG Fangfang; LI Yuchen; CHEN Xiaoyu; LI Ziyuan; LIANG Tengfei; LIU Qiang

(Research Center of Brain and Cognitive Science, Liaoning Normal University, Dalian 116029, China)

Abstract: In the process of visual working memory, the maintenance and manipulation of the memory items
require transforming a fleeting sensory input into a durable working memory representation, which is
defined as the visual working memory consolidation. In light of the “gating” role of the consolidation, the
researchers have developed a variety of research paradigms to explore the mechanisms that may be involved.
However, the time course and the patterns of consolidation observed under different paradigms is quite
different. Moreover, there are also different views on the theoretical and neural mechanism involved in
consolidation. By comparing the differences among different paradigms and sorting out the views of various
parties, the solutions to these problems can be effectively promoted. In addition to verifying the
consolidation model in a variety of paradigms, future researches can also explore the role of attention in
consolidation and how factors such as project familiarity affect consolidation processing.

Key words: visual working memory consolidation; the time course of consolidation; the pattern of

consolidation





