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RS TREVA: SbURS -

1,2
it

K

G A

(AR T KR OB, 65T 100084) CSAMA T i /MR R, BUAR 610041)
C i RT3 55 e, KHE 300300)

=

iR AR A T AL ARSI 69 T A B 2 Ak,

B A T AR T4k B 5% SR AR AT AT ¥,

EAZmIdBERS;HRRLS AR, TRAF, FRLERBE, FAAATHEFELRZ, BT TR
EAthRAER , Rk e) A B LB AR, g AR EFEEINE R, REAFIENE M
kRO EA A4 BE RS TR E TG X R, ARG SR EINER, WE RS HRET
o B2 b 55 BRAR AT IR AL 09 M AL AR AR I R B AT L X e A RS RUE

KR

DES

i RE, AL TAEITIC, A ZALH)
B842

T 5t T34 41 41 (World  Health Organization,
WHO)4& fit i) £ 4 s, B4Rt R RAYH 135
T3 N A i DA T B S O, 384T 2000 J7
2 5000 7 A3z BIAEE A i E, Hp iR 2 AR
BRI (A BAELIZY, 2018) HLE) 42550 511 30
PRI R I3 3 J A0 A B2 IR, A R
FIWTEE K T, 2012), Ho a2 5178 5@
NI RE——TAEICAZ B VIAH G (Ge et al., 2020),
AL, TAEICAZ R AR H B BTG B e E S, H
MK .

TAFic A2 (working memory, WM)T] L) 48 %7
ARSI ARG B, DLSEI AR5 AT (%
WA, 2019) . {HA R LAEIC 12 % & (working
memory capacity, WMC)ZLRAMA 7 #3015 B
WEREHLH], WA SAES = AR R, Jf bkt
PR T A7 2 B0 T T A Y 75 TR 9% . WIS
(Vogel et al., 2005)Kf X F {5 Sk £ BE J1 K Ay i g
R HE(filtering efficiency, FE, WA W5 filtering
ability), RIE+E 5L 554 G/ H bR 5 BIFdiE S
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155 TER M 0GB R, B Tl TARIC1Z
(visual working memory, VWM)E{?@T%@QLE
T AR AL, AL ] 32 AR B X
5 BB A AL BB B: . Cowan F5(2006)1A K,
FE A5t b o i A5 A e F PR DI REAE VWM Y
TR

L5k E, WMC Ml FE FIEB IR, (H5r
SRR T VWM B BARAERE 1 FIX TG AF B Y
INTALBERE Sy, BFFERM, DMARY WMC AT LU
WA HIKF-, i FE BERS IE 1] Bl WMC (Luck &
Vogel, 2013; McNab & Klingberg, 2008), [H i, A
WA K, e WMC, FE 75t TARCIZ83L
(working memory performance) g #5505 5 A HH
o 75h, BATIEZKE WMC, % FE Bt
WHAERR B EFH AN DB % R
RICHRAEAT R GRS B4, e i U i A
FERRALHT R . BRI S, ASCH e W4 FE
1Y & HEALTRI AT, 45535 5 T 0 T B Be AR 5C il 1X
PO h  22ALH, SRJ5 08 FE R AR A A
L H G2 AR, e 5 AR AW FEATY e it e 1) ) it
Pt #E— 2L T

1 ETHREFEMRIEBENTIRHLE

11 ITEBIZHEEEENRITRBE
FEE AT I F TR A = K BHE A2, TAEE
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B B AR . M 7 + 2 (Miller, 1956)
F| 4 (Cowan, 2001), A FRAA RS T MARF
ENTAALBREES) o i TR AR = /N 5AMA
B 3 A 7 R0 — JB A %0 2 B %8 U] AH ¢ (Johnson
etal., 2013), Hith, VWM (%8 & HAZ BAEEHL
il — B AR S AT A

B 7 A, DR AR R T R T T
P2, [1] 14T 55 (color recall task, CRT) (Zhang &
Luck, 2008)75 (4 RAEKTRE, RIEAK M RRIE#E R
AEAE CARICIC RSB FR L o | T LARIC IS BE IR
A R, S B BRI RIS B2 A R
(Ma et al., 2014), BFRFHED LLEHFRS 5 H W
2R R (0 RN 2 PR R B(L 22 5, SRS HER
HERAERE B . HAT, SRAOEHKE B C I VWM
BT R AR, SR 20 Il B << 1Y
AR MBI E PR VWM $2 65 T . ST
S/

BEXS A BR 8 AR AL B8 U5 AnAar 53 C 25 A7 25
SEAIRAEKS B AT, IS F 4R R T A Al |
T BE YA AL DL Ko R G 35k I A5E AR 17 4 R — T
BRI ([T HE, SRS, 2013), IRl BRI A i 17
RRIEEERG~4 D), WREBBEELZ, WM
HBELELEXT DR AR BEATRE B RAE, JF 2 Mg H A
FARME R o R GEIATRLIN A BT DL R 4
L s ASURIE AT DA A7/ B0 MEAS B 358 i 1 1
A LU A 22 RN BE R A B . Bk A
RERY A SRR 19 SR o TR, A PIHLAR ST
# (Fougnie et al., 2012; van den Berg et al., 2012)
JL - TR) BF 2 Y 7 2 6K B2 B U AL A (variable
precision resource model, JFA] &5 &y VP model),
AR R AR A0 BB R AE 9230 10 Rk
HAT RE K A AR A, I AT BE ML BC 2R E |
SR E B RAEKT B A IR SR T R A
(Pratte et al., 2017; van den Berg et al., 2014), JFIA
AR AT R 4 A G ROR e

O A5 75 fi B - b 7 A 7 25 B R SR AR
KR B AN TR AR ZE (PR FT, 2019), KTk, BF
FEH 5 NS FORS B 9 f X FE ifE A7 0 4,
S BRf# FE (9 % A ML L 3B — 5 T T A B £
A S A BRSPS A ke, — 7 T Ry S e ok
INHIVNZRAE T VWM i3 g Be 1 SR R IE FidE S
12 ETHEIENTIENEE

Vogel 5£(2005)fe 7l HA & 40 0 5 A5 4k

T6824T 55 (change detection task, CDT)K il & FE,

BITIT B rh e o I — A,
VERE R B 7 B4R R 2R (— M ) e 5w A 1Y
ik, FRETRMTEET ), FFLk 200 ms; £2
& B IZ 75 (memory array), I 7E R R ALY
AT WA [R] s 22 BB AR S5 S E A2 R, SR AR
RS E5FHNHERF PR, U2 R 3k iR
Tia) AR — 0 B 3 0, 242 )F 5 B = BLAT [E D 100~
200 ms; %55 (retention interval, RAEEE«“+ 7k
) 900 ms J5 H BT 5 (test array), BLHTFE
BT H PR R DU R 3 (probe) A HL IR 42 )7 B H Y
TR A5 R A T AR A CHIWT AR A T B0 | )
] A AR, PR L R A R, IR A
W, AN RREREEZY 1200 ms, SEE I ECA R
2, —2K 2 BRI A (targets, T), H—ISJE4 00
H (distractors, D), #ILIJLATEIE (=M . LA
B S MTE R M. SE0 5% — AR R B s 0
AT 3 AEEAKT, B I8 T
HK: OnAT, XD;2)2n AT, ED;3)n AT
oo A Do B, —HRI53HK 3 DK HARF
SR H LA T LS 2T/4T/2T2D, B 2 A~ Hix
WH. 4BFBHE. 24 BiaMa0mH,

R LIRS 58 iR 3 AKF
THIEfEA R, IWMEEEXT FE 500 & 590,
ALFEAT S FA 22 A P2 T A
121 fTANE

fF 55 #F — M (i 3 U8 2 BE 4 %X (filtering
efficiency score) K ¥4 FE, HiT5 0 W47

B4, HHE WMC, ARG EAR P L5 1k
AR K = S¥H-F) (Cowan, 200 &A= K =
N*(H-F)/(1-F) (Pashler, 1988), M=l K
fRE WMC, S8 VAR H AR H B 80, H o
#(hit rate), F W55 Z (false alarm rate), & H]
VI CDT 455 H ) WMC, WSR2 U307 51 By
B IS BN, A — AR iR
PRI A AR S B, UL 25 — A U (Rouder et
al., 2011).,

B, WEA/ LW HAMET® K
(Stout & Rokke, 2010), #4504 EAE BY A i U4 AE
o3 HUREOh . WRAE 3T3D A1 3T KA HY
WMC #[A], IR 1, BEA KR 2
F 40T B T, EFRIA AT 503 H B —
¥, BindlH S HAELE, &8 FE 84F kRZ, #



54 K

IR &5 BLOE TARCAZ B0 i DB SR 637

HIERCRERF A HEIE 0, WIBEH] FE 8022, Bz, i
DERCRE 73 BOB R (B Bl 0~1), FE B .

# E RS B SR b, i IR E A A
U A (filtering cost) Flad Y YK £5 (filtering benefit)
WA FE. A0t A 2 MATE 3T 5 3T3D 44+
TAESS ER R A, 13508 0, UEH] FE 847
ILUEIC RS S ANARTE 3T3D 5 6T £ 4F FAT 5 IEHI R
B 251, 454015 38 FE # 4 (Hadar et al., 2019a;
Sternberg et al., 2018; Stout et al., 2015; Ward et al.,
2019),

PLE = ASPEA 48 AR 1Y A0 RS 2 S X Lt AT/
oI H R A B TAEICAZ SR, H&A T
B o i PEACAE 7 B U R R 25 T H AR H
B | o TP AR AR, A LT S O e,
SR R A % 3o B A A B A AR
SUET BHAEFIH CDT IE#3R 0 22 (E UV, 11
SEARXS 5 PR TEARGURBIRETE b, =
WU FE WA bR, 5P AR IERLAE Sy
By Heal bR R R, Ktk AN ek AR M
TEbR, FERFAH A A BRI,

B2, AT 2 I i 2 RRAREEAT: 55 45
JORXS FE #EATINY, Jo¥k T f# FE A0 T 5 Bef
TEIRAR B ZPLE], Pk, 75 20 S vl A 2%
BIFE PR ULER FE AR AT e .

122 #HEEENE

Vogel 1 Machizawa (2004)%4 55 {446 3¢ B A3z
(event related potential, ERP)5| A #| FE 5T 1,
KT — A B AR Y 8 bR — X A R T 5
(contralateral delay activity, CDA), 7% FH X
L, TE22 A BT b SR, A AE— M
S 5 00 1 00 ) 3R 22 TR B8 SUA% 3 5 5 | R R0 A Bk
BRI SRS, B2 MK XS e TR AT 55 1)
2GS, S35k, TR A X 2x f G PR R i Kk
—ERMEIED . T, RIS 7 AL )
Xf 0 ERP 6 25 [ ] ERP BIV AT I8 5 R 2R 114 52 il 4
B, 313 CDA. BERBET VWM X {5 B4
(encoding) Fl & £F(maintenance), H: i {H bf & i 17
RIEECR I Z ML, 78 WMC B3] ERR(—fik
H 4N EAE ETFGETEE 4F, 2012),

Vogel Z(2005)F] ] CDA X & (A% (1) iUk
PEFRRIE, B 7000 H7E VWM YRE A1 O
FCB BRI - AARSARTE 2T2D 241 9 CDA i i
52T M FRYIRIE 22 A gt 2 L, uiil g

DIWHEE#HEA VWM, Bt/ s i i 2 T Br
AR5 0EH; R, RAMELE 2T2D F 4T
CDA IR{E5 4T Z0F I IE{E 22 7 A et 8
SC, U WA/ R 40 B H 2R T VWM,
ARG, (H S, ALHLH CDA R R JC I B e S
FE W&K. BR300 H 1 IR ek,
RATHEH L 2T2D 9 CDA R {H4 515 2T Fl 4T
1 WA 22 S B AFAE GE T2 SO L o X BT
(SRS 5 s IRl = I SIS & S R = R N
BEF R X RGBT A FE, XA LA 54
PRTR] Y F A, i) HLASH] TR B HERR AR A

PEt, Vogel 45(2005) #2778 L) I 56 44
TAH CDA AT FE AN : o =
(F-D)(F-T), a {83 FE 0%, F. D. T /5%
4T, 2T2D A1 2T i} CDA R {H . o E A IE # BUH
TR 0~1, DA T B4 IT, o fE AT 1, FE %0455
D 1 FB3EIT, o (HBHERIT 0, BEH] FE #5022 . 7341,
ARV T 6% H AR5t H B A X, FITLLF
D. T URAYRIEE G IFA G S BRI 2,
T2 MR R AF 58 % G sl BB 5T B AR AT 5 B
% (Jost et al., 2011),

g5 b, BARATNAR PR AR BCE 0 | b, (2
Jil CDA X FE #4752 X AG St AR b 221 o e
Lh, BMEBIA CDA J&, WAL 2 Rl s ffi
DL b W20 5 Ik 3 FE (Allon & Luria, 2019;
Jia et al., 2014; Jost et al., 2011; Jost & Mayr, 2016;
Owens et al., 2013; Qi et al., 2014; Spronk et al.,
2013; Stout et al., 2015; Xu et al., 2018; Ye et al.,
2018), WA WFFE & ML S 90 A RERT % {8 T HC A
i AR R0 CDA, 41 N270 i (Zhou et al.,
2011)F1 Pd % (Feldmann-Wiistefeld & Vogel, 2018),
H N 7 32 58 Al R ) 2 25 TE AN 48 i T 12 B 430 T H
B TAEICIZE 3L AN FE,
13 ETREBEMNIIRMLAE

T CDT HESRWIFR S5 H AW EA /T
OIH S 0 BARTH 2 A A T A2, R
HBEE L L E PR S5 0F N i WMC SEPF4 FE, 1M
T RJURAENE BEARIT5E FE, I8k i, 2244
52 (2016)7E B T2 A 55 oI A Zr 0 I H %5 %5 FE,
PP UNR B b e 2 B — AT A, RS
2y 300~400 ms; A, A EI7 BRI
R(— WA m B m A TSk, R T RMER
Jr1)), 4L 200 ms )5 HEICIZIFF; MR AEE
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yeyiihay saR U EE =k e R S R v =
KA S 5 HNT AR b, IGEAZ 5 7R i 3k
Fr 48w — M B30 B o I 12 5 B2 B R R
100~200 ms; 25 5f 900 ms Jii Y BRI FL i, it
e Z BT A H AR S i B R
HE, I — AN Dy E A [ B T
L RGB {H (I 180 Fft 251 71 ) 7% S Ak (1R €2 [ 35
W95 2 5 # T B N2 2 i 7E 2 iRy #E A 3
0 B AR R LR B, R B AR € [
W TR, KGR A IR e U, X
W2 55RO RPT LERBWE6 S B iRk
FA JEAG B 22 ) A £ B 5 22 AT TR F A, 3R
PHEA ITCor 0T H T VWM RIEK B,
KRG B A A DE, = (PI-P2)/(PI+P2)i1 51 4%
HF 080 (Distractor effect) Bl izt 38 2% A (0] i 21
FPEIRFF, 2017), HHp P1 A PrecisionT,Dy, P2 N
PrecisionT,D,, T,Do #l T,D, H, T, A8 FAR[FKET
HARI H B4, Do 1 D, 23 B T4 0 HIA 2
A3 H 1 0 . DE,, 738Ul R, KR8 FE #2%

WA, CRT RH AT AN 4085 VWM (1%
FEA5 RN RAFRG JE B W AT o FEZAT 55 1 S
LM ASY I, BT 5 3 T R AR R B
FE. I FAEAEA R FE, ASU M55 75 15
i — Ry 51,

2 HIRRLRERI IR H

0 BN J0 2 T 1Y & A BLl Ab, BIF9E 7
TRRARE FE & &AL . DR &3 FE A
At BRALAE T A T, SRR 2 XY
PO N SCEE BN FE B A0 TR BOFITAR Gl XA 27
FE 19#i 2B
21 TIREERIIN TR

T 430 W W IR — A L . 2R IX
Besh iy 2, w3 ABF AP CDA T LU VWM
IR T E, (H X U8 Y & AR HLHIAT AN TE A (Awh
& Vogel, 2008; McNab & Klingberg, 2008; Vogel
etal., 2005), TRMFFEHNTR I BA B E 7
PER Y I i (Electroencephalogram, EEG) B RHER
THIETE VWM AT 55 AN [ s [ 2 11 B Be 4 fik Fi, 9
PR AL AR O . H TR FSE 45 RN FE
FEAE 3 MNAINTHE . RIsegsr0miE |
33 8 5 Bl DA R St I A A

55 # LI CDT HidiZ)e i il 2 s,

FR B e, I BEAT 0BT & PR (Liesefeld et al., 2014):
(1) ) 3 22 BB, il | AL 7E )5 38 ik X (posterior
regions)ic K| B FhH EE S, BIEE 174~
284 ms BB B AR B 89 %) 25 43 4 (preliminary
scanning), A HL % I (H B AR 00 H B0 18 2
2w, I 4 DRREITE, PR K g )
PRIUH; H45, 201~289 ms BB, 78S B H bR H
ER S T o N R L R N T E e SR b1 B =]
Fri e, PR KR T/ 0WH, NG
5% %% i 41 (posterior detection component); (2)
245~288 ms BB, FIAM )2 (prefrontal cortex,
PFC) UK M ] {5 5 (bias signals), R & /i A 5%
$275 (Astle et al., 2014; Vogel et al., 2005), IHEL
FR RS Zfi(initiation of filtering); (3) 290~
715 ms HrEt, Tht3EiR i 3 (parietal delay activity)
LB V7NN 187 711 D L S iy N1 s I E DA B L - 2
FL g . 78 355 ms LARG, G5 008 H (I 2T3D)
PR SECR AR B AR E (0 ST)EUIR 1 iR (1
Jo2E 5, ZJEH0H B R W BEAR, EUR A K
SEH T XS AT H A g, An R iR AR R IR,
W) 430 T H 2 it A7 A6 X B faf SEURR 9 )5 IO J2 2
(posterior parietal cortex, PPC), FK N HEAHL
(unnecessary storage), ‘5 H T HArIil H 1 i 77
230, 5 WMC AR, b BAErE N —1
FRE R T WMC /M2 5

%S (Liesefeld et al., 2014) B Ric 5% T L L
3 A BrAE S i R P R e R SRR, JT S
AN S RA WSS G, $2 0 m T Bz 1Al
FEEURAR G R o R 5% I AT 00 25 B 434,
B 5% B 30 I B S A5 & D 1] 45 5 AT 2l id 0,
b TR0 s I W E e PO - S U 74 e X i
DI H SWARAE, RZ, WS BRARAS LE if
T2, GEfift VWM MAELEGE o 8w DAHEM, K
XA H AT R R, (R 1A S R R
K, Ml srom 3R stk Bk, S
BERF#T . {H Cisler 1 Koster (2010)% HifE &
I FEAR T M E BRI R, =R
FE B EIREM e TS BV B o Stout 5£(2013)
% B A EIE i IR 1 A A S 1T FL T BB A AE
A I, e R A LA sk il R AL T AL T AR 2R 1
Ji A OB E o R S IR AL RE I TR B A I 5
/i (Liesefeld et al., 2014; McNab & Klingberg, 2008;
Vogel et al., 2005; B, 2019), If-HKpEE”



%541 gk BROSE MLSE TARICAZ Ry Bk RE 639

YERZERRINE , Bk, 5P r Ll Ll
H Al T I8 WIE R, KRR LIS
T AR AR TR A R N T B A I R

ZE b, R TR T EEAR B i B B AR I A o6
FHb, PFRIEAFBRMIE RS0, 7T L5 RS
LA LI A T B mE R, MR REG
[5] 4 (oscillatory synchronizations)5 =~ T i Bt
fCFR, Engel (2012)% BE T RSB 1 i ) b
BRI LS, S BT RATHE—
EIA PR, WX FE B9 5 B
RATE T -
22 IR HERIME KA X

R T RGP iR X 5 0k yE Ay 0 W B R G, B
FEE R EA B R PR E) MR FOAR A 0]
BB, A TR SRR . S 5Tk
Ao A I DT LR B0 37 R 53 o 5 SR A AR A
KX (1)7E5r 03 H 2 BT ) o A2 8 B B
(preparation to filter), FEH AN B 2 (PFC)HI
LM (basal ganglia, BG)X 2 5; (2)7E 4030
H 25 R U8B B, 77 AR FI AR 1 IR R i
6 I PR (3)X 4003 B Bt A7 LS Toont
BJZ(PPO)X I . 2N FE EEUKEE PFC
55 PPC W PIR TAESEEE, 1R 4 i XA B 1 4R
51 R AT M 4% (fronto-parietal network) it 43+
IIRECELNE, HEE2, 2012),
221 OTEHIE

W55 # (Rainer et al., 1998)7F R KK sh¥) & I
K PFC SkBEMAER: Bbrui HA X, Vogel 5
(2005)FFE >4 8 21 43035 H I PRC 5l i ik
15155 /3 3 FE. McNab #1 Klingberg (2008)3%
FAALS 4303 H B 25 [ AR LI AE: 55 (visual-
spatial working memory task) 2 3 35 T AT A0 3
W (DIFFREICTE T RINAE IR 53050 B 4R
% (task instruction) i # # i2 12 # ¥ (memory
stimuli) &£ ¥ 2 7] (instruction periods) 1 3 i %5 4L,
iR & B PFC B [El (middle frontal gyrus,
MFG)M BG i\ sh B, /R 2% 5% & HE&id
TE R B 215 Bl (filtering set activity)f ¢, B F WF5T
WUESS BG 3 o 4 7 b 1) PRC H2AEH0 il /AR S 5
I TAEIE L s B T T MLl (Hazy et al.,
2007); (2)7E 1AL 30 E 4 0 305 R B B B Y,
PPC i, $7m KMGXS 430350 H R 4T T S it R fith
7o TERAIN T WMC J5, #F58# &3 PFC.

BG LI} BG H# F1 R (globus pallidus, GP)AY#£:
WS WMC B ¥ 1EM 5, $#E7 PFC 1 BG (3%
A2 GP)BTE R B, AR BRI H B
e, BFsE sk kB GP 5 PPC MM &% sh i 3%
FAHSE, 78 GP HURIZTE shilag, #0203
HY it fr, & MR R A )G SR g
BT L F ARG (Liesefeld et al., 2014), H&A X
P PFC 5 PPC KR,

McNab Fl Klingberg (2008) 5355 T H
MBTFSE B 324 - (1) Peverill Z(2016)%F b3 /AR A
AR A FE IRHLH (EMRI) B & 38 GP 3800 15
AL F Sy 3 B S B RAE A I TR, (2)7E BEHR 3 35 9
WFgEH, 5T BT I PR O 58 4 35 MEHR (total
sleep deprivation)X} PFC & & T %, 4 3 FE
Y F B (Drummond et al., 2012), {H/2&, WMC 3%
BHZM, X5 FE 51k WMC 23ISR, 2
B HEDN AT RE R R R AR AT R, DR AT 45 X
3%, MiTAECIZARSMEE LA 14, iasE R
TE S5 = MEBE W B AT 55 h R B T FE Z 41, 3) BG
2 451 A 45 #% 4E (Parkinson’s  disease) HEAA [V 1 #
A B FE B 2% (Lee et al., 2010); (4)%] [t 3 9811 41
ICIZIN ST TAEICIC SRR TR MR 25
WoR, S RIMIGRSG, o i8R iy A b [ AL
(cuneus, {7 FHLH K2 )2 occipital cortex, OCC)F
X358, 1) Pl 22 35 sl 1 58 (VN 2 T JE 6F L), A 3 5
BRI EZ 3 T PFC M, KA PFC RTLLH L
T T #h = 15 OCC A Ao X sk, (40 0 3 e fIE 1k
(Ress et al., 2000; Sandrini et al., 2008),

Awh Fll Vogel (200845 & I AFFT 45 R, 2
H I U B <R ST 17T Ui (bouncer in the brain),
ARV R WMC 22 5 1 SR 12 I
T 20, TRt 8 40T 3 AR (e, 5
FE, 2013), 4G KA (E B AR PPC L
o — N ERARNESTE TR ESR
i JE S W 1R “nightelub” FH “ B2 25 T8 ), 2877
FLmt, APRT R AIEE ST A RS A
AN EN: B—FRY REST RO
WMC), 5 _FE A Z R HiENER (BT H)
A B WA, ZTFFIN R Py REA A AT
PEo R, BEHATHE MR, wiEl TAsFIIA
(bouncer)#tfR FEZ, PFC fil BG IE &4 T5FI 1A
W0 AP IRTT, SFIIANT B, R
PR VIR 2 ARG B, HIWH 25 32 8 #0F,
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F-Fi2 I 4> 5 JC (all-or-none) Y J5 M 1k 72 ik RE IE A B
2T, Jaok, Liesefeld %5(2014) % B J5 &R MK IX 843
(posterior distractor-detection component)FJ A 3E 2%
DI, ARZSr 78 T SET TR IR S AT,
X TAEM AT B EZAEH . Emrich F1 Busseri
(2015)F #H /3 #F T McNab Fl1 Klingberg (2008)(1)HF
78, &1t BG MM 0 s KF AN REA &5 X 43
I H A, 3R LB VWM IR, 32
BT RMsF TR U Blt, W58 (Dube et al.,
2017) R, SFITNB TAEHSE R 4, Bl
it R E AT VWML 2 R B T AR S
HEAT 5390, RS FE00T 0 BC AR B, B B U, %O
FRSFTINE Z @ GOA I REA T2 48 -

RSk, PFC Fil BG 35 & X 40003 H (3 38
J& VWM B MOARI 5 DRI — 84, J& PFC fE
Sy BB 95 ] FR GERE OGN X 1% S B (D Esposito
& Postle, 2015) 4234 Duncan Fl Fuster fYWL 5, H
R EERUE S UL R T AU A H AR AR A A
WA SCH) PRC X, [R] A3 DX dsl 2 52 o Ho Al 2 2
154 2 I X (Duncan, 2001; Fuster, 2001).
222 SUOIBHIE

Vellage %5(2016)FH fMRT $i A, 79025 [1]
TARICCA RS Al b, E e . RSy
TAHTOIHE), AR AR N30 I H
BIG, iU FAEAE BRI X . IMRT 45 2R R,
TOMAE 5 a0 58 A 2 1) i DX 35 UM g 5 (bilateral
insulae), A MIAYRLI B2 B X (OCC). it (brainstem)
F /N (cerebellum), HoHb i 5 5 J 9K 3l 9 33 7
] ) 33 T2 X (Corbetta & Shulman, 2002); OCC 4
T AL DX A0 R IR S A B 5, XS AT AR
25 B —F (Ruff, 2013); /NMkiAYEE S Baier 45
(2014) % /)N il 32 45 5% ) 3= 9 1) HE U — B, HEE
7 2 A I S o AR I UM il 5
J& PRI A5 - B2 J2 (ventromedial prefrontal cortex,
VMPFC) A i} i (precuneus) 75 3 uE W Bx 19 3] T
Wi . Hor, VMPFC j2ME—2 5 T i IR i A7 1)
IGIX, #2787 VMPFC ] AEJ2 3 P i T Ak B 0
4 Ak (Corbetta & Shulman, 2002; Pessoa et al.,
2003), HEHETH 55 BB P aE A G

CLA BFFE—B0A Sk PPC (T0 P4 74 FIRE P9 740 ) 2
A A Rt SRR A B O B ERAIE 9 — > DG
WAL (AT, FREEE, 2013), Vellage %5(2016)
KB AR 9 PPC . VMPFC AR HTH 2 5 T ik 17

BRILZ A8, B ARSI | R 9] (bilateral middle
and inferior temporal gyri), 7 Il i L [ (right
superior temporal gyrus), 72407 [F] (cingulum) LA
e AN T 5% 1] (para hippocampal gyri)f5 %] T i
T, VRBLT B R A3 B0 o 25 I 45 R AT
223 MHEMXESERERHEREER
ARk, WF 5T E AR & 8 R R
(transcranial Direct Current Stimulation, tDCS)J7 %
43 W% PFC F1 PPC, LUIFRZY &4y BIAE T4t
T8RRI A A7 i LR tDCS 2 —FlnT i
P R % By PR ) JE A B R, T A R 59 (0.5~2
) FREE(15~30 )Ry LA T T R 2,
5 2 FE VR AR R XA 2 oo 4 B, S
12 i X AH 56 19 TA 60 T g 2% L (Nitsche & Paulus,
2000), Li %5(2017)% Bl HC AR W03 7 J2 (3= 4 il
H), HAEREPFCIES TR S5 EER /0
H CDT iy VWM R, HL PPC 485 T 5%
S 5FAETA LT E CDT i) VWM FI, BT
4R FIR PFC 1 U8 TC A7 B PPC it A B Al
HIRE 11458 T HEE, 78 PFC Al PPC 72 T35 vk
ORGP AR B HAE . (H2, AR
# (Robison et al., 2017) % BLHEL | # PFC # PPC
XF VWM (R ITC 25 R, TRt gE 15
HF 5 Li 45(2017)B93E % 58l Robison 45(2017)
A RE (LIRS . gl . R . &
TG 50 7 55 ) %o 1 T RAF 5% 41 AN — B0 h AR 0 R
HEAT T 500, ARALF- 30 2 A R ik N3R5 {5 i
MIfRRE . B8 5% M CSCHOF S5 G IR 53 1y Lk
SpE, iR — 2 E % (DTS HEEARF. 17F
Li % (2017) [ S5 AE 55 v, 4303 H 1 ) 1) 78
0~360 AU N FEALE L, i Robison %£(2017)
B DI B JA 4 ANOKE/EREE . f4 45
FE)o — ORI, R 4 AR AR BE, 361 AT REAY
16 £ 8 YR S 0 T AR A R iy, S
Y AT 55 M MERE 98K . Jones 1 Berryhill (2012)
S PRAT 553 1 75 B 3% PPC 42T VWM £ I &
PR EM . RARE S MERE, xR T g
LA AR A 55 2R B0 F S v 32 25, T AR G BR7 BR
{4 55 D PT A 5 B3 52 5 1 1 v o) G 5 e R
BB I [X 43 BE RN 8, B R AER Y . WFoT & 8
TERE TR . &S TARICIZ SN AT 55 & 31
T AT 45 XE B 54 98 5 4E FH (Pope et al., 2015; Wu
etal., 2014). (2)MAZE 5 . A W58 & BLHLRIEL PPC
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7 VWM R G DA TR e e B
. Ak WMC B4 (Hsu et al., 2014; Tseng et al.,
2012), ik WMC #4E A (Arciniega et al., 2018)Fl1
B AMER B AL (Jones et al., 2015), X#E7 PPC
E VWM HIB A A7 o 72 v 09 BSR4 T T e 52 3 4F
W TAEICIZ A B — e B I R WA

Zil, HWCHBRZEFH (DCS HA%
%2 PFC F PPC XF T4 ik I R 80 £ 47 170 R SR A
FH o RZEBITFT & B33 PPC A 3R T T WMC
(di Rosa et al., 2019; Heimrath et al., 2012; Hsu
et al., 2014; Li et al., 2017; Tseng et al., 2012; Wang
et al., 2019), I F T PPC (13E 3 1l LLSRAE I 4t
RIS, TR PFC #£7¢ FE MAFSTAHNTE
A, B R EZ — B0k, XA IT 3 N4k sk
WAGHIEET (DCS B AR E PFC X} FE 1 B 1k
YERT . AU TS tDCS S 2% 5K 5 Ml % v 1X 3
TP NS, YRIMESE tDCS 25 [ 43 BE R R 2 (35
6 4, 2016), JFMEBh#h &R 50E (AR,
JER%EF, 2018)%t FE Ar & A& i il X B HI Z HL I
HATHRIT o

BT E, X FE A X B4 91 3545 T9)
HBRCR, TR T “RM<F T AU : A& e 2
I A 7 TR 4000 I H g, 5 T i 2 R
SEAERN LA LI BE o Al JLAF BB 5T — ELTE X K
SR ULHEFTAS Wi A FANAL 19 0, Kok
AR RMBERZ [, . ()HEILES AR
NSEIT I R RARDL, T i 98 T R 1Y) i & &
FEAE, IF2% /NG K T 6T I O R A S 1 B
MLl Q)FE HAERBENW R RER, it
UEAT S iy X2 — Y LA i 485 B T 4,
1L AT 0 S 9 A 4 M DX AT IR ZR ok, AT
S GER, TREERA DCS IR T
B )22 0] DA [ S2 mi iig A  Xd 43 00 300 H 3 5 A AR O
B G T AR A R A 56 oy, itk —
FERRME T RTREBY T 17 o (3)J FMG DX A2 ST 8 7 i
R R 2 A A {7

3 WIRMEEMTLER

TERIL T fif% FE B0 BE 0 28 S AR LT A Ll
L, RGBS SR R LR RN R A+
WE L EHBES T FE AR R W, JF2x)
HRm R AT TR (DIEH 2B HFR
FEME); ()40 103 A58 AL CREBAR B R 45 B2 ) (3)

W AR T A RTRE B 5200
31 HEAEZR—EETHHED

WS E T TR ALY FE, 3R] T4
8 of HL 3 25 A Ak B 5 I R A5

B, W #H (Spronk et al., 2012)% & /D4
(12~16 %) 5 i 4E A (20~45 %)Y FE #:17 AL, 4T
S CDA 53 W RHI# 1 FE &5 T/R&
4, Plebanek F Sloutsky (2019)3<F JL# (4 % Fil
7 YRR N 58 F Peverill 4£(2016) ¢ T3 /b
ECE AL 16.74 25T R Spronk % (2012)
PR AR AL T SCIE S, $RRFH AR FE IEAL T
CH BB, DT B R SR A AR FE.

Hoyk, a5 (Hasher & Zacks, 1988,
5| H Jost et al., 2011)IA A AMKRFNH] JC A5 BT
BE B 2 A7 8 38 AT DA A B WM A D BEaR 1k o
Gazzaley %(2008)ill i SLIG A, Z4HFENH VWM
FEAERT I TE A5 B e BRI pd, P BRBA AL
KRR AL BT R L, 8B AR I S
KAF B IR R iR . E X%, Jost
E(2011) 4R 1, i B K R R A AE g A I B
(encoding stage)YR- 3], AB-A FE HELFEIG7EE B
% £ B Bt (memory retention interval) A9 5351 &
R X — WA B TSR SR R AR CF
VIS 24.5 2 YR N CEYF#E 72.8 2) IR
R, BIRME, BENN TAERIZE82Z;
ERP Z5RWon, FMARR U8 B aTE (5 BAE1EB
By FI (375~400 ms)Ff FELE 2 (550 ms), &
AU B 3 3 (600~625 ms) A I HA X T RAF
Bittridug. —E00 kM, FSEW T
T E 2R FEAEPLE 350~550 ms, HE & LR
F2S, VLA NI LIS sh s AR 1R,
PR PIBEIR Y BN D BE T REAEFE 22 5% o Vellage 5
(2016) AT I Jy b iR 45 B4R 4L T mT B g B, A7)
KT MHAE CE AR 25.7 ) 5 845 NCEY4E IR
65.8 )84 FE /3504 3% 2 5%, {0 fMRI 253 &
N WA REOR AT 3 D8 T i 0 R X A TSR], AH E
AR, AR AE 58 BRI A A0 A 1 T AR IR AE:
S, WG T VMPFC, $8/RXTF B NkUL, 4
AT 55 B XE B e O BeE, W 3 Ao 398 AR T O R )2 A T
PE LA AT 22 0100 B R R 58 BT 55, 7 OHE A 0
AT TG AT S i DX R AT IR ¢ AT 45 R,
TR 5% 25 H 0 28 47 A 23 i TG T 22 B X DA SE B S5
FAARER — AP g TR . LAY Payer %
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(2006) 48 H o T 450 0300 FR B S AR S E A G
Fok—2, HET, WX IR (i E
AEFIZAE N FE)OI R An T HEWT . BIREIRAY FE
FEAR TR KEE, Hn T KL, FI4E
REAE AN B AL . PR b 58 B DT 55, B4R A
TAALTR T Z TR . 8Bl 5 2 N DX R 52 BN 430 5
HR I8 o 385 REE o0 SCRe T 3 BB s, R
AR T BB A ST, R T T i — 2
RN B .

Zi b, EHEREC AWMU HEN FE 54
R SR U Bk . e AR s
KB, WAERBARI TG 52 MR, A
FHASHBIEFHEMN TR, X5HEE K
AF J BifAT 5 35 KT B A AR A AH R RS W) 22
Ib: HRZ AT B B A IR B TG 5 1 BT
e, AN ZAZET FE AR BRIR S TR 1.
KT ENF A 5 IRy A i A, 7T
SRR FH YA ) 38 BRI AT (B AN3E BR 5 55 84 N FE
1475 Ak A g ) KT A A I A R AT A S5 T BB E
Ak, IRV]EEE FE 7EARIR 5 AN M I RESC &
TE .

32 #HfEFsEL

WFFEHE 73 AR TR BT CRe I B 1) FIIR ZS (O
HHEEXT FE B bpym, K LR HEE
ZiE T FE BB MEL
321 HHRERFEMEIRMEEIRG

TR FH LT A KGR/ P 2 50 (46
MA&FRAE . FRRUAEE . MECKET . FEHES 2
BB | H PR T 22 A% ARG #2408 ) B 1A 1Y) FE,
XA T T/ FE MRS, IRt 3 & ' fi
9o 28 BIL T 1 2HR A%

Lee 55(2010) % A 4 £RAE B A CF- X 4E 15 66.71
IR R, MiTEA S0 ER CDT WM&
PG IE R N CEEAEIR 68.57 3 W22, 1R
I FEL A B S5 4 R 0 4 AR A T U A0 I H 1Y
Ao F R E R 4 AR B Y ERIRZ (BO)IX
W2, %N FE MG X B sE#0L T 32
FRIEE

Stout FT Rokke (2010)2 fiz i I 7 F5 T A2 15
Wi FE (2235 2 — o A& SRS Mk . OB mmm
BB 25 Hih FE, #F— 40 K I WMC W] REAEALE
TWEA, HAMAERNRIEAEIZMN . Moriya
il Sugiura (2012) % PR /=54 T £ IERIAE S £E il 2%

FEEEN FE, {H WMC ANAERTER, JREH
TR A R R . Qi FQ014HKT
FiBTEEJEXT FE SZmany oy & B, o £ i 2
Y FE S22, WMC B9 54 I Gl A TR I £
S, SRR BT 55 A PR SE  SE RE
(Stout et al., 2013, 2015), Moran (2016)%f [if 5
W #EAT T A0 BT I 45 R 3R W, R AR IEXT FE
F14 404 £ 4 Hh S A R ) BCR (g = —0.700, k = 5,
N=229, p <0.001), HIk, EFHEIEFETEE
20 JCIE A X A EUH (Stout et al., 2013, 2015)
AP s (Moriya & Sugiura, 2012; Qi et al.,
2014) /) 5300700 H B AR B L B AR o £5 1
iR, R BTEE T FE (9520 W] LLUE 94 A e 4 o R
JEH FE . 2838 403X 7T B8 A2 8 BT A5 I AL 5
TAEICAZ GBI ALE] . 55 BT S TR
R A A A A A L et i 4300 T H O o
M VWM T AR HARSH i) — A i, R
FEUL S RIAR 2. FRE B IR R IEAE L
A i 1 — S H Al A PR AR R B, A E
(Thiruchselvam et al., 2012)I\ R H S TAEIC
TCR G ZA B T 1 il 45 PEORH SC A I R i AR A ey 52
Wi MR YA g R B

W92 & (Owens et al., 2012)fdi Ff] ERP %& Bl
AR [ % (dysphoria, [H BRI AR M 4 28 0 ) B 44 LE
IEH AR FE TE 22, MHIThReZ e F 2R A, 1
NN GRTT LA R0 FE (Owens et al., 2013)

Spronk F£(2013)LLIX TIEH A, HEEE S
£ H 5% 1% (attentional deficit hyperactivity disorder,
ADHD)FEIRY FE, 45— F KW E XS . T A
ERP 25513 /%, ADHD o BUAFRER 5 R 1
NTJC2: 5, ADHD SAFERER 5 R8I % AN 825 5o
WL IR /R T ADHD BRRF) & B R i BLis
(developmental lag theories of ADHD) W] BEAE
T FE. %M it (Doehnert et al., 2010)i i M5
ADHD B{E 5 IEH AWM Z A AH IR R & B s,
R BLHT# BN D RE & B B0 5 1E R NG A T 2
s, FURTTHR & B WIN RIA BT s, 5 R E
WL, ADHD FHEAA S BE (A0 i F1iF
L) B NIREE, KOPHAR. MifE Spronk 55
(2013) I T, FFBA A 8L FE K /R R UES,
AT 23 B AT RE Y IR, 4 IS 2% 1R T A 1)
WL — LIRS 4 R, I 48 2T 5 1A
KHGHLE o
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5% % (Bodner et al., 2019)% JLHAE [ HH 5
& A fE % (autism spectrum  disorder, ASD)#f{AS
IEH BUAE N FE KSR REE, 1L ASD #if
KIY FE FIEHR A 25, (HE)E /DA I fp 22 5
2308/ o KT ASD BEMIE RN DI RE M A Rt &
B ASD Hifiiduk, HALThEE S EW A LR
(Christ et al., 2011), X#7R, W ASD BEARAE K
KA Bt rp B AT R . R s I 2, ot
BTNt ] A 3] IE H A ZKF(Koshino et al., 2007)

A5 #1143 Z45E (Schizophrenia) FEAYE CDT Ry
5 IE % AJC 5 (Gold et al., 2006)., 5 HF(2017)
K H CRT BB 4 ZUERER R FE A& 32 5]
i3, T H AT RE EbIE N BE A e AT 5. AT
A D DR At A 1A ot B L e A i ), RIS 9 AR R
CAL AR HE W AR Je D, KA BRI 0 2 98 4%
TER D BbR b BRI B TR ) I A
W FE, (X #ik VWM 5 T /™ & e, #£
PRAENG Bl 73 ZLRE FEUAR 10 5 47 25 1 AR AE RS B2 4R 55
TIEHR N o 30 T kG 143 240 BER & GO A1)
RE 03 15 I A ML T B L T B 2 1 S TR A 3
322 1EHBUTIRMEE

AR IR, AR AE Ak 2 HE R (social
exclusion) Z Ji7 [ 1% 45 4b 38 75 s & i 38 T A2 42
%% (Buelow et al., 2015; Hawes et al., 2012;
O’luanaigh et al., 2012), Xu % (2018) %, 544
AL, ZrboHERAR) FE 2, ol GEJR N A2
FFESHEFR LU, ATSE X Et S HnER
(ANt 2 Ta FL) LA B8 [ O g al, ok A &A%
T 5 A fr P TR 3k T A AT 2 R B
FHF A 0 PR R o R A2 R, TSR 1A i
5L

T 5 55 (201 8)38 33 175 & T W v 26 75 S HE X i
ik WMC 401 FE 520, & ILIEHS 2 23 THIK
WMC 4 /Y FE; = WMC 4419 FE MR Z 50, b
IRHAIE WMC 411 FE $2 T+ 31 52 ) e A2 el 1 i 1 2
BB RN BT S . T Ye %8(2018) 26 T 4% 7L
W FE M8F5E & 8L, s WMC 4, I8 WMC
YN T AL A DR AT, AFE LA g s
B HAL, RIS 46T BE S 0iIk WMC 4>
) FE. DL BRI 5T 45 SRATAE AN — 300 7T RE DR
PR (1)JRJY 05 10 5250 B AR BUEIE & T I A IG 44,
AT S 55 PANAS 1 IS M1 26 4k 1 1) -4
13532070 18, 2T A4 30, EIRE RS

LERY AR BN, T RIS RO I, £
0 AT B R AR Y AR I 4 T LA S & BT
BUNE, BF AT LLAE AR I HP a8 T A 1 45 1S ok
ROBLR )RR B . (2) Ye S5(2018) 0] 1% 45 3R 1 fif ¢
2 XI5 28 1T AL B AR 1) AT, IF SR W% 25 i
THENE,

33 MEMEF

RS R AR B RIURR s0%E FE fEAES2 0 . B
IR, ASE BT RS | TS B AR B
BB RAEAG XS FE A 42, 73 4h, B
FHE A E X 2B T LU 3R T FE,

Jia ZE(2014) 3 H AR 52 1A FE, fillfi]% B
I HKA7 R (field dependence, FD)FI13Zi 37 %l (field
independence, FI)ZH7E5E A 705 H Y CDT B,
FI 20 1947 A8 AR (IE 8 %) FIA B 2846 B5 (CDA)
Y ERT FD A, $amim FHEHNEER, X
TR AT ST 430 B9 35 S AR TA 0 KUARE 7T LR T
FE. W ReRY IR B R ARG AER B, BRI TR E
R, F1 AIMRSR AT LR ESE 905 BT IR, T
F AR AN R T INEIN T FD ZHan R %
LR B, BT Re 2B 4r 03 H WA
B T AT,

YRR FE U4 5200 (Hadar et al., 2019b),
3R INA FE A BT 5 i B K 7 38 (construal -
level theory, CLT)AY = 7K BL . CLT AN XFHAME
S0 B SR AE KT 28 4R T B4 (concrete) Fl 41 52
(abstract) B A8 £k Bl I, 4 bR N A9 JEL 4 A8 AR
(mindset) —- 43 4 i 4 Fil EL{& (Liberman & Trope,
2008, 2014) . K 5 B g IR BIME B, &%
HizAs B AW IS, 20— &m0 15
oo TNHRTE PR A e G B YRR T 0 R
TER . [FRE, 7658 it —J5 S iR 550,
AR AT 55 TR T BEHUE B AR H (97 5E 1k
(=), FFidEHEATRFERWLE). T
&, MPRA RS TR ERES KBRS E
iz, R A, MR B4 1) FE Bk
BT . PSR /(5 B
RTINS, WA R T B i B TEOE B .

X i RN 2R SR T (2017) A BRI A A Ao I BE
TEXGRE S FE A OC. BVAITE, & . AN RIEHR
JEHAE S8 LA 43030 B CRT B, 5 HI 8RR
JE40 FE #47, A8 RANE B BARA N 2 5
RN BAACRUL, DRI =, N SR AR
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JBE IE [ BN A AR B FE. AP IE 45 R 28 VWM 11
RAF PR 23 RS 2N Fm T, BFR#E 5l
AE Y Ji KR AN [ ACF- () 08 R AR RE 152 VWM
TR TRIBY B

ARG P IR R AR BT UG RH R H+ FE,
I 4 (Allon et al., 2019)FE T 4% 5 (Gestalt).0>
P 2E R PR LR R4y H L T o TAF B E
ik, FIRPIRETE A8 R NE M IRRE R,
H b0 H 14300350 H 3% 18 (1) 55 5 P 14 21 20 S5 )
(illusory object, H A&} Kanizsa triangle) fl(2)#% i
P 21 2 5 ] (proximity) 1Y 43 45 BLAE HE AT 0 4L, IF
S AL E 534 B 1 IR R I T L . 5 A5
B RS AR« SR (D) R AT B AR5t B AT
VISEF FE, i B0 (2) T B AR F 43035 B B AT
271 FE, Ui =UEUM AL RE T VWM
R BRI, A, Allon 1 Luria (2017)IA2,
U 4R IR 2 20 430 T B A 3 U8 U L (]
B, T TR S R O LR T e E hE
(Allon & Luria, 2019), H ik, B FELEICIZ T
A F AR B T RN K, ERP 45 R ER,
R 7R R T LA BRI 430 300 H 1 5Q 3,
T FE, WHoed (IR0, FRIRFF, 2017)4 2k
KIE/RHR FE M RGALE] 2R fE A T iR B B
RN P A0 5 R R A I DX B T H BRS R 2
W, 7o, AR A B B AR RS A F £k
KT IERL B

W3R & A 3 I 26 B 742 FE.
Schmicker £¢(2016)# F i 1€ 11| Zk(filtering training,
FT, %k ik B BRI H, ARZEILIZ) il
1211 %k (memory training, MT, Il 7% Ridiz
HArbi H, 1&A 00 B)ekE TEICIZS3, I
G 5K, BRINGR L/INGF, I ZRuE L 2 T4 n
(B ER ), RE LEPI4#E CDT L(RIEE
TCie 2 L P TR 43y 4 ASFAT55)BIHET . S5 T AR
&%, SR BRI 4 DTS LA RS S
FETEO, FT AR ICCE ST 5 B
BRI T MT 4. Uil FT A MT #804 B) T2
F TAEICIZGi%, FT X FE MEFABOERE L
Owens 55 (2013) B X 40 A Bt 75 HF 4 HE 17 XL 4k
n-back 55 MNZRCH I 8 K), B4 sL 2 Fds il
£ CDT L-IA7 A 48R (E# %, WMC 1 FE 4340
FG HL AR AR (CDA)YRYHG . e ARk, 53R WoR, 5
B M, SCIAR) WMC Al FE Y8 35425,

$2 7R AZ I Gk T LUK IA K1 B e 7 AR 3 v Y el e
(Shipstead et al., 2010),

i, BARFI DCS HARRFL PFC LIS T
FE WBFFEAAAEA — USSR, H T HA W I
5%, DA D EAREIR AR R .

4 TRKEFENER RN D

AR LSRN I JUAT 3K i 24 1 3k B A8 e 1 B
FHATRBLA AL, MR .

(V)i PESLRE MY & 2E — LT TARIEIZ
A U RAEKE BE, 4370 R AR Ak 06 82 4% 55 F
B A2 AT 45 e S BE o

(2)a UESLRE MY P 28 e A T B YR U B R i 1Y)
Bigi 2 MERZXE ., ETrEE, FEE
53R 3 AINHIR Be (%% . A g Ml SR sl fit 77) o

Q)i B RE R LR S 3 IEW AR
MG . SRR, M E R FEA
FRAFHY . FRORBRAT . 155 A HIRE B,

EEINN, 1E Vogel Z£(2005)% CDA Bl At
VESLRE B 9T Z 5, I U B ST R Ak, {H
A7 — BT R DL R A, R SO M IR R e 5
TARIEIZA R K R | L UERLHE OB SE B A
ANTFIAE WS PR R 5 A IRl 25 FE A 2o 0 354 B 1) il
WL 7T DL R B T SR 5% 70 5K B A S 2R U 5
fEHRL, HEEAWRAIANLE, EBEERI
YR BETT W] 6
41 AEHESTERIZEENEER

Luria %5 (2016)%} 7 W5&TF FE 5 WMC RY52
SRS HEAT I A B 1 5 R 3R W] 3 2 R A P AR AL
WEIIEM (= 0.478, p < 0.001, 95% CI [0.356,
0.585])0 JAZLKETF H X RMMIFLHFE T Mlifi1oT
A3 M 45 5 (Spronk et al., 2012; Ye et al., 2018):
W WMC 4, K WMC 41 5 XE DL 8 34 B
G H. BEXT FE KEMJLIIE (Manza et al.,
2014; Peverill et al., 2016; Plebanek & Sloutsky,
2019; Spronk et al., 2013)&% ¥, FE 2| ii4F 2 fif—
HIEEERE, HEBENNTIT, BRIV E N IX
R = AR B (ANAR )X 3 R R

Y F H A% FE M7 00 5 K Z 3 F wMC it
T, TR R T FHWHEE LR, (H—2
WF5EAR I FE 2558 WMC MEXE R iR E
(Luck & Vogel, 2013; McNab & Klingberg, 2008),
IR AR RIRC R T O . S5 G <R IisF
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FTABRULY F 5K, BF5EE I8 FE AlGELL WMC
T RE R BB TAEICAZ B D BEFIOK . I, A
DVEEEENE FE B9k, WF5TE (Mall et
al., 2014)2k FIR shE A i 3R E T4 FE,
(BN 1 B 5 e SR 25 Al ok Xt FE T4
A B 2R FH B sl A5 2 L Ay
BoHMER, AMTERAKE VWM [0
TEMYIEE

42 WHEMEEROIESS IR

FE #{ I\ Ry 2SR E £ 5 S 14T 55 A G e i
G BEA VWM, [R] B BE Lk X 8 A5 B8 A
MRET), JB T H L F &6 REMII6E, FaE
DLy 30 B 7R 2 KRR LR AR 28 FE A
HHBREZ — . T CDA A8 I W) 38 fils 17 1 4%
B, MG I e g S By S R, R 2 R A B
iR R 1) — A [ s 3ok 30 9 3 S A SR, k3
IR H AR E A 56 A 2 4035 H i,
R —HERZ?

VWM DIEEGEIRATECR PR B L fh Ye 45
QO M, M fiTIA N A& 75 F£AE H b5 0 H B,
A B BT R 04 43 e 28 0 B RN 3 3l oy e A I R,
o g B AEwT . AR fil ) H AR5 H
B, O BB IRORE A B B A — NI H BB 3 4 i
BB, B B AN AR B, & T A R R
INENARFE; $225, X B AR E A A T v 5
F BB R B, A AR AR 5 5250 AT 55 2R H T
BRI, BT A BN A AL HE
M VWM AR RS BEAU f R, A& R
K BART H B EE, S E I O B R,
I LU RG BE AR AF o — M & A AR iC AL i ] 45 4
Iz AT RIS . R 18K BART H A5,
TSI H Pt OER IR 2, I LA RS B i
fto —MEAEICICH K | 02 ffr /N G
T 5T BRI B BB R 8 TR Y S TE 40 I H
T VWM XTI G LR R A7, G T D
RIS B R TE —E B B S VWM X0
T H 13 WML A A — 3k, B 5k Bk B R Sy
i 45 Fr A5 10 H (Allen et al., 2014; Liesefeld et al.,
2014), SRJGFIH A R AN R E o L
IR BCZE BARIE o WA DF5EE (Ye et al,,
2019) R IMAEARVFASER A LT A FE 4 Bid s %
BT, & WMC 41 & WMC 41iA H it
FIICAZ YR IR A BEfE T, T LA e M e 0 RS

Z A TAA o AT SR T B B AL, IS
Tl A (Vogel et al., 2005)5¢ T WMC 50 FE B BF5E
g3,

Feldmann-Wiistefeld I Vogel (2018)i&@ i3 A/ 5%
W, ARLER U305 H B, Kl 8T
A XS AT I 10 Pd i, O [ BE 430 55 B
B A AR BEROINA 4 s, HYS WMC 2IEM
X(r = 0.43, p < 0.001, 95% CI [0.25, 0.58]), i
WMC E W% B4 FE (Gaspar et al., 2016; Vogel
et al., 2005). FZAFFTIA X 4300300 H A9 10 1 7T g
SRR FE BALEI 2 — R A 5 3 KB, #F CDA
IR IR, 5 T B2 J2 A 484 alpha RE AL
T BB 40T B BRI B3 0 T 1 08, R
TR RN TR BT E YRR, 2019), 5
R T I BB A O 9 R ], R F 5 A
k1 FE Sl 35 X 430000 8 30 1 S B0

A A FE 1T LA S 10K 55 5 B BE A AU X FE (19
W, HE—HRARTT FE S90S B R
43 FEEH. HHREB IS BT ENEE
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Abstract: The filtering efficiency is the mechanism to inhibit irrelevant items from entering visual working

memory, studies have shown that it can be measured through working memory capacity or representation

precision. The neural processes underlie filtering efficiency are the presence of distractors, initiation of

filtering, and filtering success/unnecessary storage, which are orchestrated by the prefrontal cortex and the

basal ganglia, the posterior parietal cortex. The filtering efficiency’s changing directions are affected by age,

mental/neurological disorders, emotions, cognitive characteristics et al. Future studies should further clarify

the relationship between filtering efficiency and working memory capacity, identify the mental process of

filtering efficiency, explore the brain mechanism of filtering efficiency among various groups, and improve

the ecological validity of experimental paradigms.
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