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I, AT EIHRILTAER A, ERMET ST ESRMGRAE, S MERMEER T EARMMER, £
A ERAKFFGKEm T, BfT L —FfSeeis it Ly K. AR TREZRITMERIEGATE L
YN X ROE AL

KR Gt R ERAE, SV Y, BRM, BAKRAE; RS

NHES B84

1 3|5 AL, ARG R SERE PR T — AN A
251 LA 38 2 I FL2 3 1 E%Ef%isziigﬁiﬁgTé%%
B0, ARSI R TR A T o R R JERES.
FUHIT (4, WEEERBA MO R R %), ok, 2 FRITEIERTEMAR
TR ARSI, AR 4 A
AR AT IR IS0 T.(Cowan, 2001; Luck & Vogel,
1007), A 45 i S 223 A
BT E AR T AR, AR AR AL ARV
. T4 B P £ (Marr, 1082). S PR 2 T ATRIAR A, F8 0 AT A2 2 e 4
GorHERR(I, PRI b e sae RN, SRR .

SRR R, TR B A 21 RTEBRE )
TR BN, NI K 55, fE B MBI BT RRS, F 15 (mean)

XEFRHE B S A A ey, BT T RO S R SRRAE 5 o ()
LR B4 41 9111 25 (Peterson & Beach, 1967), i n, HSE a2z K ) . 5k = L4 (2009)
RMZ MBI, AR RIS Ry B R RO R DS B s T, e de

£E hia ¥ (central tendency)FiIAE 51 (variability)
SRR AU E AR AR, AN, S
FNEANAR Tk R R G LB R AR E N,

SeiF 5 B RS B R A (statistical summary TS ERREO A (mode) KA 51 B S T
representation), St 146 b ok FRAEE A M= — R e R S B (B A T nT RE B e ik, S8
FES RO T 7S, MG R AR pyBF A gy (FORAOE AT AR PO 0 AR AE A9 3 20 9 2 (3 = M

TR AT AR 1 2R 5 ] b B 45 2009).
ARSCH ST T Go b2 1 32 38 I B R AL T DA R OUCR I TR, BEY 4

TIAAIGEIR, SUPE T ARAE ARG . B o, P
PIMEARR AR B R i 5 S 1 %) > AR 2
(970 0 AT, X BN T 07 2ORR I A T A R AR

Weks H#A:  2015-01-23
* [E K A SRRL 4 I H (31371031), FEI K N

FERIBFST % JE -5 (2011CB302201) Frs B B A, DT A T A B IR (Ariely,
WINFEH: B3k, E-mail: chenwf@psych.ac.cn 2001), BEAN, SRR BT LA Sk B i Y o A e
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DAL Ay PN MR 7 5 50 A R TR 22 W) DAAE P34 et
TP AE EAHCE, DT B A A £ 5 B R A
(Alvarez, 2011), KT F i T A% 3t A AH Rz )4
Wy, PRI EAUR B T 3G R e R B 15
TCFRAE TR B AR A RS F B

FHT- BB FRAE 4R G H00 38T B 2 — i ik 1) 0
ML e — 5, RS T A [F 28
14) 7 BB o 51 G A TR S T, g AT DX [
5K/ (Ariely, 2001; Chong & Treisman, 2003; Im
& Chong, 2009) . iz 31 J5 [l (Watamaniuk & Duchon,
1992) . SrHsR Gy ) 1M (Dakin & Watt, 1997;
Parkes, Lund, Angelucci, Solomon, & Morgan,
2001). BHJE(Bauer, 2009). fii ¥ (Alvarez & Oliva,
2008) 55 I A - MELHEA T HERR IO FRAE . AE0 S0 I
ZHh, SFIFARR K A AENT5E (Holt, 2006; Albrecht,
Scholl, & Chun, 2012; Piazza, Sweeny, Wessel,
Silver, & Whitney, 2013). H}[E] %14 (Schweickert,
Han, Yamaguchi, & Fortin, 2014)% £ fh %8 8 14 .
PhF 0t 5 e [l 58 B X 1 S50 199 8 B Yo A ] 26 4
SR By T B el

J—Jr T, AT LI 5 2 405 50 1) v
KPR B AT FRAE o i i AT LA i 2 B
T FL 175 4% (Haberman & Whitney, 2007, 2009) . %5 |
J1(Rhodes, Maloney, Turner, & Ewing, 2007) . &1
(de Fockert & Wolfenstein, 2009; Neumann,

Schweinberger, & Burton, 2013) , 4= #iz 5l (Sweeny,

Haroz, & Whitney, 2013) - F-¥{E (5 B . X6
YRR R A I TR AR R By B, it — 2 Tk
TN T R

ZE L RTIAR, AZEAT D b 5 HOf A% S 2 1
R RAEEA R e hta s, ARSI
F 15 8 AR HE A R 1 42 8 o P 2 {E 3R A T RE 2
— b3k 38 FH A S e T 5K,
22 TRMRE

R Z S, AT EXEA B Sk
HEAT 0 W (a0, R AR B T v A ) AR SR SR PR A
TETTIA]) o Al R 7R ST M B W] RE S | & S B Y I
(B dm, & AR UK S BT 807 40), R AR S
WHARENAEGFE L, BRUEEEETEPGE
S TC TR BRI SRR B o A {5 . i B AR S
PERAE, AT DAAESE k25 B AH [F] sl i 2k 19
T 00N X AR A B AT FI W (BN, LEECR RIS
I R B PE) o

AT REH — R al LR ST 8 AR R R AF AR 57
P, SRR A P AA] Bl 1 AR G TC R 18 . bR k22
(standard deviation)J& & i W] g —MERE, BER
SH A SR bR A L, bR 2 R A Rt iR
%Y 4% 7 #5 #% (Moulden, Kingdom, & Gatley,
1990; Bex & Makous, 2002) . 4 )i 2l # A1 H 47l
i COR RN S AN SN R Y I B = X< 9 [
TR B Z 4k, X Ul BT AE G 0B 0 A o 2215 85
27 A 3T (Michael, de Gardelle, & Summerfield,
2014), 4Hf(range)f& 5 — AT REMIRIE . 7E A 5L
GRS, SRR AR5 TR Y T B Y
[ B, B O 4 B L Y L ) B 2R
R, o i W ik e 8 o 4 G B Y 2 BE R AT —
TR = 1F (Lovie, 1978; Ariely, 2001), & |y 728
S B 52 mg EOUL A0 ek, 9 A0 S R AR
(skewness) Fll & JF (kurtosis) 72 1k B IA S F1 6 B ik
1% 5% (Motoyoshi, Nishida, Sharan, & Adelson,
2007). 4EA IR B HES I A 5% ) =5 08560 5 5]
AR S, B A RS- Y (bR o 22 A~ R
JHH AR RWEST LN EWE R EE X
(Lathrop, 1967),

3 — PR RS, AR S 9 0 IR X
HATE MG IHEbR . AR AEI, #lnT L
ARV AR S B AT KT, 0% 28 S 1 1
o %of 7K 7 B 4T Wi 15 3 (Beach & Scopp, 1968),
ST 9 R A 17 AN R U D L ) P A i ol
AT S En LR ESGZ R X ERERNR
TET] e R A ) 3G N 522 ST M Z5 2R, AN EES
Beit2E Xt R 6 bR (Pollard, 1984).

A5 Sk 2 5 e AT R AR A D AR 1 9 I T
1o 748 S MR T RS BOT S4B KT 55 TR B 32 00 %
(Corbett, Wurnitsch, Schwartz, & Whitney, 2012;
Marchant, Simons, & de Fockert, 2013), A W55 E
NN RS TR GBI Tyt AfNIHE
X B A BT 25 S AR AT A o 22 1 4 BRI AT IH 26,
AR 5T W AR A EA TSN T, X AR X S iy 4
£ WA T.(Allard & Cavanagh, 2012; Utochkin
& Tiurina, 2014),

Zr BRIk, AR R PERAR VKR TR R
PR R AR, AR TEZ S
FARYE . Rm H AT A D ER B R AR R

B, SR FH SR SO AR A B AR L B S
TR, R AR S R AR SR R E (R AR —EE
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FLA I AR
3 WERGITRIEAHE

WEFE A X G T AL RAE (A 17 X4 T
B F B AR, BRI T oA 2 R I TR
FTREFENMEN T, BB EN, S
BERAL A TE B AT g [ B R A T X PR T 7 5K
IFRAEZAD I T H . G EEERAL A # 22
SERb S A AL TR A B B, (R A s SRR
FATGETHBEZE AR DA [6) 1043 7T B EL AR 43 25 1) ol
2 EL .

31 mIAR
311 EfkmI

BN TR S RGER A T —Fh i
Fi BN AR TR B, o IR R
FRA A L, XA R EEAT AT T Ariely
(2002) 5 &5 Bl i 52 B el R/ INAS ] A9 158 e 2 8 ) 4
G RIE RTINS, TR R S P SR
At o SR, YA S KN TR A
LA BT BEE, B S oS R R,
5 B A 453 B A B S N S Y (E
B3 RTINS, LI 2 A ST ) st X Y
He S AN K o Ariely (2001) ) 75 — 52 56 SR X 5
AR KN 5 R SR A T B RN AT LR,
R IR RE 06 18 1 50 R AT 55 . TS SE e [A)
Ui B RE 0 ME T SRAE AR 5 7 Y0ME, A BEEE XS
LA NIRRT RAE . BAARTAT I T —
IR R R KA SR G KRR, X —
K9 8] T SE B 3 HF (Ariely, 2001; Robitaille &
Harris, 2001), it — 2 HF 5% 4 FH b skt /5 371 400 o 52 B
(rapid serial visual presentation task, RSVP)Jz = 55
UE T B AE I A XA AT W w9 17 0L F £2
WL T B K14 58 1145 H. (Corbett & Oriet, 2011), 25 5
AR (Variation summation modeling, VSM)Z>
B 3, R AN T P A M P A A A T
B PIER R S, Al SRR T GE T A R AE SR A
T AW 5 (Im & Halberda, 2013),

RN TSN ST ZE AR TR B2 A
Y, FEZIRIEA MU E G, ATTAT AR s R H
EERBMNGIE B o IR FPERAETT L
£ 100 ms PN 52 i (Chong & Treisman, 2003;
Michael et al., 2014), 55—, {F& MM Ed 2
TE 3 3RAE, AT 6810 HA 7 5 (B 48 BUAE S B 1 1

2 BT A 3h5¢ M (Oriet & Brand, 2013). %5 =, #%
T IR A5 R /INF- B 1 BE R S5 B Ry i A
MMi 4% (Chong & Treisman, 2005b), e f% 7E 1 &
BEUR B AT 55 R 0 AT 8 RO BB AR 55
(Alvarez & Oliva, 2009) . 2f U, # iR 7E A BER I 2
Jr T AR A 1 15 T AR SR AT G T 3] A 1 AR Ak
(Haberman & Whitney, 2011), 3B {4 {3 B 142
IR AN 32 10 2 B YR B i

TR T AE, & 4E A AAE B 5T
R TR XE DA BN T, A X T R (distributed
attention) A5 B G O S G THE B, T
Sl R EEAE A B (Chong & Treisman, 2005a;
Corbett & Melcher, 2014a)., 43 HEE LAF /YT AE
PE T BE R B AR VR R IR AN RS BT, B vk
K& 2000 T4 A 1 JE LB (4 2 AR, R R 4
SRMOX LA R e E B, AT A i in T
% IR 52 L6 A JE R BF % Jn T (Whitney & Levi,
2011).
312 AMEmI

AW A TR T EE, A EAT
I TASIZ 20, 4 e D B M A 74 4 m
T B AT 3k 2 2 A0 BF 5% o6 4 A 3R 1R K SR
(Myczek & Simons, 2008), F&F M ARAGHFE N T
SRS A A R AT BRI 1 R R R R R S
B DB A |, T EH TR A T, K5
AT R HEWT AR G BRI (5 2. X R
PIHEIS 2, G EERIEAE S, kA R
S ANERIEAF PLE] . 5 R 5E 45 A,
A IRSE PR G H A B PR SR SR A R 1 K
M RFE, S T kD T3 8 (Allik, Toom, Raidvee,
Averin, & Kreegipuu, 2013; Marchant et al., 2013),

TEARE N T oRmE o, B3 (focused attention)
Z 55 EERAE L R, I B REFER T WA
P TAE G HEZERAE P8 EH Z A, de
Fockert F1 Marchant (2008)7E#F 5% 5 | S 4 il v
HREE T EES P IEASME L, RE R
SERCT YA FIWAT 55, & BB R0 - Y {E 1 R AR
i ] TR RS XU GE T B R AR A7 R A
VERE Y415 (de Fockert & Marchant, 2008), Myczek
1 Simons (2008)7F FH A 5 s e A5 40057 247 8 ) Wy
155, & BRHRE I T804 PR mT LSk 1) 58 B4 14
I TS AR IAKT

FhRE I 08 A5 BB T AR T R AE I T B
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sk, JLHX A Sh kR AR R T, L
IR R ], R RS A R e A i A X
SO LA, S B n TR ) RT B B K (Whiting
& Oriet, 2011), 74b, GEitAEERAEM A ER 7>
EEAAFB A FAshnT—Hsa
(Chong & Treisman, 2005a), A4 —¥4>32 )i 5
PEERYBR ) (Brand, Oriet, & Tottenham, 2012).,
313 EAMISMMIMES

S TR0 T A — 5 2 HE A 4 75
i R, X R A TR A I TR B Rl R T T
Fhin T J7 =X (Allik, Toom, Raidvee, Averin, &
Kreegipuu, 2014),

— 7T, XS WL B SR T 4 X6 1S AT 0 Y
VARG, BOAER LS b, HEER
TRTEALET A B A e Bh S ARSI, R
FIEMEANS, PRUWEHEEEBESEID, &
Pt KA VE R, AR /D T R R S AR AN
P o A X B0 TR 7 B R 5 e 3443
i, SHLAFF, RN AZERE T TR
FEAEN, SPATIN 0] R & A 76 Jm S AL Y O O 7E
TR BRI D 1 S LT ), R 2 R Bt A
{147 {490 BF (Utochkin & Tiurina, 2014), % —J7 1
4 6 1SRN TR AT AT, B R A B R
TSRS AR N T,

PRI, 5T R A A R 2 A AL BT 9 B A R TR
B2 5 8B RAE A T, DO T 07
FPTERE ., AT 1, SN G
5 S AR TR T B g T, i eh e B AR
RSN T, S B AR RAS T 2
RORUR, PR B A G AR AT o o 4 R
HIAN o

K B TAEICAZHF 5T BT 55 28 B W6 A om T2 [\
FELER B REMA . WSO BB AR RAE 230 1) 52 1 B
i)/~ 4 (de Fockert & Marchant, 2008), #HJW 1, #
T A A 1 I8 A2 TR 23 i 1) 48 K 7 24 (Brady &
Alvarez, 2011). X b B X 38 R R4~ Y R 41T [R] st
FAETF TAREIZ R IR E W, SRS RN
BB AR, MR 2SR
itih, IAETEES 9 %44 (Brady & Alvarez, 2011;
Walker & Vul, 2013)., #& /KA AL 2 3804 T
BIRAE R 22, W T A 3 kA4 0340 T.8A X4
WRIEAT X4y, AF55 To AR 2358 2 B AR T m) 4%
T PEAT: 55 A S ARTE T AR ICAZ H B FAF (Dubé,

Zhou, Kahan, & Sekuler, 2014),

25 b, Gt MEBLERAE R A AL DI RN Ty
2, BRI A AN A B T A %
HASE, IF B EAE TAE SIS P AEAE A BRE
32 mIKFE

WA ST, ANZEBE AT LU 2 R K S 3%
(Bian, [ SN G ) 4T g TR A,
A0, T LA 22 ol i 7K 7 00 B AT 5 T R R A
Haberman F1 Whitney (2007)% F i £L 3l i 58 A
X IE 48 B Ge Tt RS RAE, K AT LA 1Y
MR EALP TG . BEMR LM, M
B Z Ge b n] LR B Sl (Haberman & Whitney,
2007) . F j% (Jung, Bilthoff, Thornton, Lee, &
Armann, 2013)4 =K 15 B ST ZERIE . de
Fockert il Wolfenstein (2009) H i FL 4 4 7E h il
AR, R o8 R R B AT 45, 45 R
45 FH 18 AL AR A B A B T 24 10 S B 5 A 1Y
Lol i 2 T SR AE A R, RkHEe, it
MEERIEAE AL B X — R A 4E B L iE .

55 5R RN 37 sl F T L 0% 18 AL AR AR A Y i
UM LY, 83 78 SR 1B 57 T FLAE G S Lk st 2%
IR AL TG 1S X A 4 I B Be T, sk i B B 7E 8
BT S5 47 46 1 W A 55 IR B 1) 2 R KA 15 2.
1M 3E A% 7K 7 &l & %5 1F (Haberman & Whitney,
2009) ., Sweeny 1 Whitney (2014)BF58 B4 7 4
lia] B SF- S5 R AT, SR Ak R R L 539 1) 0 18 L3 )
PN R BB AR I 0 46 SR b i A 1), R B
AT LA B W 1) (9 S B8 3R AE, i HL 3 R AR I
AT R AR, I T R A R AR R
TR A FERRRAE o B Ah, ik B A B 5 3% B e %o
ARG N 1) I R 1 R AR T AR S A L ]
B X =S N 113 [ S =1 e A e Y
KL(Cant & Xu, 2014) . X = /K257 B hn T n]
BE M A5 AN R B R 4 A i 4B & S LA i T
flt#+(Cohen, Konkle, Rhee, Nakayama, & Alvarez,
2014), RIS U I N2 0 9 T DX R 5 R
Y =5 KR BE T S T A R AR

BT SRAF T g kA AE AL TN T 24 )2
2% I (Sweeny & Whitney, 2014), TR0 A
AR A RN BB SRR AE 19 158 (Ariely, 2001;
Dakin, Bex, Cass, & Watt, 2009), 5 1 % A4
25 P {5 B (19 I0 A1 (Haberman & Whitney, 2007;
Sweeny et al., 2013), FEA Y T 8 ) LA A9 T
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BEUlmERHRBEZ N SEEL, Wik, MEA
FES LR B B K RO AT S8 TR B RAE T R
HA k7 X (Gallup et al., 2012),

3.3 #HEHEF

e 1T HEZE SR AE 0 I AL 1 BF 5T 1% A T R 5 By
B WM, YRR M & AR ORI T
WIHAR B 2 2 )5 .Joo, Shin, Chong F1 Blake (2009)
FHRUIR 43 W03 2 52 % [ 05 K/ NS 4 3RAE, 45
REB, BEREAMWRMWEE A, PR ANE
HRH BRI, A 1Y) TC S FEXE T 4 RAE A T
MR, 3 U I ST S4B SR AE SR P 0 0817 B 2 2E LR
AlA 2 )5 B B b AT AR R, TS AR B 1 SR
fill 5 BN A AR W R B )R Z )5 (Hubel &
Wiesel, 1968; Poggio & Fischer, 1977),

AR, Bt AL ] 25 AT e AR p 2
JEfil . Bonin, Mante FI Carandini (2008)#F5% 1 4kif
A AR AA (lateral geniculate nucleus, LGN)Xf AN
RS TTRAE U, &I LGN X 45 Jil 3 1 52
FERRUE 22 BA RS M0 o X U] LGN T RBJE 40
PSS A S PR A LI B X Cant il Xu (2012)
KA fMRI R TE R H R T AR Y IR E S
TR AL RS IR X, &2 B R T PN AR DR 52
JZ(anterior-medial ventral visual cortex)7EF-2JZRAE
R EE/EH . Michael %5(2014) 15 H T e it 2
FAETE AN AT BESE I . — 2053 Rk R
AE A RO G %, RO T S I AN R
BAHCR T E B . AR X PP RBARF Wiz, 4

RIEAH

TR AR A R R AT RSO T 2 Zk il i, R
N T BRI D, FLARE AR E DI RESE A

4 FUMEREMESIER

AR AFIE R, AN ZEREAE X 4 & I BOE W 48
THHEZRAE, XFhRIFAL & TG RS
A SRR B, AT REAEAE 2 A Ty R Tk
o MRS, CAEMIR A LIBEARE 1 BT
INHIDFTERESE

GHEARA S P4 EE . TR
) e (R SR AIF 33 I 0 3 T R A vE R A IR SR AF 18
H o P AR I R RO T Ge R R AE N T
LRI T 07 R 58 h BUAF I P ) o TEIRAER T
TEREILET N 1 £ A IR 2 5 S 2LE B R
TR T, R I T A R I T [ 58 iR E
I FRAE

Wi 4538 A I T8 iR IL A, Soi s R 1k
(AN ) 23 3 A e T AR . BB &
PR FAE TN R AR AE TARICAZ T A7 e A 5
M, 33k b2 M 2 75 & A A T AR % i B B AT
Tk — IR 5, MG B R AL T
Xof S5 A A, 5 S I R — A R e AT
B A e SRR UK

5 MREE

K1 TR BB SEHE SR AL T e T A 2 3 A
FEMY A BRI EER IR . RIEN A
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FALMINH . X FixX =A-m 8, RERTRE e
TR WA, B SRAEAE VR 2 08 R i Rl
fih B2 1) b, 5 45 R AR IR IR A 5%

B, mLEERECHHR T Asitien
FEFRifE(Chong & Treisman, 2003; Michael et al.,
2014; Whiting & Oriet, 2011), {H A shfkin T 3
fEE AR —TEIR . EF TR R
14 (Moors, 2013)——i# A3 B 583 BE5E . H 3h
IS AR A E B TE G T RAE BT A 2
FEAS BRI, SR T[] BT il 24~ G T 2 R A 4
Z 3 %48 H i BRI (Attarha, Moore, & Vecera,
2014), XUk A AS [R1 42 1] 0 A B2 SR A 1] R AN [R] Y
InTorse A, DAFEDR SR T 220G [ R 1 X
TR IR AL A R _E B R $E (Alvarez & Oliva,
2009), {HEEA PR EELIAI | 55 ERE S
AP E X G RAE I T B i A 52

B, HUIWFR S EE RIE N A FE 2
LR Sk, HXPE TR E ST, B
n, FEPCRE T AR R A SR (R B ETIR T, B
WRAT BATI 2 5 W W AR FE SN AT 19 i T (Alexander,
Schmidt, & Zelinsky, 2014), Bt4h, b AF5E £ W
LA SR AR, A ES
W 7R o5 T o S B e 2 LA R A T
AR FE R LR, kit E
PR M DUF 8. G B RAE (4 AN [R] % o3
e — 250 T 0 7 AN [R) B A3 BT U2 A5 FH R
MK AT 30 RAEEWAB B PR E T E
5 AR AR R TG LL L), 398 % F 9 A0 b
RGN GIHE BEMEARARBLERE S,

=, GBI ERIEW R T2 M THRH
WA TR UR . 4R e A (Alvarez, 2011) Fl4E
PR SE R E M (Corbett & Melcher, 2014a, 2014b)
A, AH L0 B ny N R AN 1 38 0 A 45 B 38 43
Wo WFTSCHTAR, M4SN GHE B0 Wl
BESRAR 2 1 35 P P SR B G B, PRI e e T AR
A B R A 8 PT BE 1R B8 78 X D 3K Y 52 0 L (de
Gardelle & Summerfield, 2011), 7E#%2¢5: 1155
RAF Y L3R B SCR, S R 2 R FH 9 52 30 00 98 mT
FIE TE I A A5 2050 N 2 1 [ L (810, i A 1 2 5
5 i & B I HINEOR A R T I — LA
J, SRR AT G B R S R) . REE,
O A7 B 5% 3 2 2 T SR e W 3 3 %) 7 24
AR R, XS HERE SRR KX, K

HAVEREBA EIR B G br 1 A BEBAR SR 5L
THE R MRSR o $2 T 9250 i ORI R R 9 A2 25
RCE AT RS T ST B RAT 55 DR 5C 2R i 22
FAEo

e, A WA R A B S E AR BT
AR ()RS GETH SRR B RE T 7E AN
FEAARIO) T REAFAE 22 52, Hb ALK R RE I 76 A\ ) B IR
M b AT REA R S, O RESE D, AnsgiE
AR B2 A A, i AR T 0 4 S R (4
AR RACBE ST o ()T 28 . NN GEiH5 B
58 BE 3 AT BE S — MHOE R B E AR A 2R, R
B8t PN PSS Z R GAITEE S/ 3- Ti e  Bii
i B 3 B e L BB A 5 4 G T R Y i 1k
JE AR S IR Y e rh R AR

5 2% 3CHk
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Statistical Summary Representation: Contents and Mechanisms
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Abstract: Humans are capable of extracting statistical information from multiple stimuli and forming
statistical summary representation (SSR), in which central tendency and variability of the stimuli are
represented. According to the use of attentional resource, the mechanisms of SSR could be categorized into
ensemble processing under distributed attention and individual processing under focused attention. Both
mechanisms interact in the working memory, constructing the representation of multiple stimuli. SSR occurs
across different stimulus types in both low-level and high-level processing, suggesting that it may be a
common encoding method in perception. Future work on SSR may focus on its neural substrates and its
impact on decision making.
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