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T A AR FRR RIEANE FAR R g i 20, RV E AE K AERIPLE . R RSVP AR5, $##4FH
PREGE NS BARAOPE R (S5 1a MISEH 2), A (LS 10)FIEE BRI R 2), XF AR 260 T4 =
ANFS A EF IR A GAUE . (VAR BE . BT R R B E KT HAR N B A5 1 i
HEHE . QA BT H: . BARO RIS, Hhsfe 1M 3 A8 B TEERE, WifE 2 F 4 g
BEAIMBEENE . 3)43F B @ int 7 H ARt st o5 i i B2 E KT B AR A= i A B A
o (@M HAR AR AE AR m it i th 8 T w2, AR H bR 2 AR N = H Ik .
SUGEE R LW, FREMDUTAET, BRI B AR R0 g8 B AL AR R, SRR

i o

AR M PR, e B

B&42.1

1 WP SR ) e

& M H (Repetition Blindness) &5 LA R 3 7
B AR5 i) 35 5 PR S (rapid serial visual presentation,
fi] FX RSVP) & B — FR RS, Blialad e 45 A 2
oy e A Oy 8 A O B Y ) B (Kanwisher,
1987), Nt 4o kA B HE RREW TR Bk
PLERI L, JE R TN E R RS . pRid AR ELS
(Kanwisher, 1987, 1991; Kanwisher & Potter, 1989,
1990) AR, AATR S — A Hil 2 28 % i 1 28
U4k (type) AR IC AU~ 4 1k (token individuation), 2
RS PO R R SCRAE, MR 2 x> e Al
w R ERRIC, DA Rl — 2R i g AR . an
SRAE S I [) PN A i R B, A SR SRR T )2k
R, HEE AR S SZ BH, DT A A
MBSO, ZESRTT T 28R SR Park
& Kanwisher, 1994; Chun, 1997; Anderson & Neill,
2002; Morris & Harris, 2004; Koivisto & Revonsuo,
2007; Wong & Chen, 2009; de Haan & Rorden, 2010;

e H 4: 2013-06-19

T, JKIESE, 2004, 2005, 2006; RHE, HRIEE,
2011), ZKACKAR HH S (Luo & Caramazza, 1995,
1996)TA g, 78 KL (] Py 52 30 8 5 38, 26— ol
W R BUAL AR ET AT LSS A, 3 S B B 56
TAARRESE MR AU, P RS A AR O
VA M B R, AT AR, Hm- AR EHE
RO o BRI ARAS T D EULAIESE A SCHF(AN Luo &
Caramazza, 1995, 1996; Bond & Andrews, 2008), %]
IR THREAW L, ANOHFE I B 28
A SZ B IEHE (U Neill, Neely, Hutchison, Kahan, &
VerWys, 2002; Morris & Harris, 2004; Wong & Chen,
2009),

FR B HA B W HS Fbric S ARk ihe, B
HUE 10 & A 2 iy T o 52 00 7 28 A bR e
P A 3 A b B 0o BR 1 BT 3 A, DR AR R
/NP 3 DR 2R O R e i 2 ) A T AR T,
Whittlesea £l Masson (2005)45 i, =& J1H 50 A
AXAS R IF [ 1) R, 8 [ AR 0 TR 52 o A I JBAR B 1t
JECRIIN A S5 R e, A AT] 4 R A — I PR e R
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MR E A o HELEI, AMT7EHR RSVP %)
F (list)H By FRE, F5 SEXT AN G R AT EHA, XT
b BRI IR HEA T IH A 2481 e vh oA o 5 R
TEFN B I Bz, WA o0k hn T 49 — £ 47 (Whittlesea
& Podrouzek, 1995), M7EFZETBL, AT 512 H
B, X E A RIEOR E R A T RFIRIB A, S ANTE
T A5 IR A I ) 2 0 ) 1) 2R e R R ) R
M FE 1 2 HE A B DL 9 ) 3 (Masson,  2004),
TR S50, AR O L T 55 B R
ek, S AH [R] A8 HIE AT BE 23 Bk VA7 1 2R A [R] Y
g b, #ol HAB RS b — AN, T2
HEHHE (Whittlesea, Dorken, & Podrouzek, 1995;
Masson, Caldwell, & Whittlesea, 2000; Whittlesea &
Masson, 2005), @0 KIS, EEHEHZ
— OISR ERUBR G . —SERF Y AR RN A A —
TP B HESE, (H SR 2 R R e AR BB Y
S5 (U Armstrong & Mewhort, 1995).

Morris, Still A1 Caldwell-Harris (2009)% 28N
NOHIRE ARl AR ER IS AT A - R ES 45 B
(0 S HE S AT 3BT R, ARSI AL BRIE 5 2 A
AN HPISANBEf# BE Whittlesea Fll Masson (2005)
RZE 5, AN 7E Whittlesea £l Masson (2005) 1) S2 5
1B, AR 2 B AR [R], 25 R0 H AR
AL BT TE A R BEIE B AR 1 AR
WHITE FIA ] B i) AN [F A R [RIRE, ik —1a
RIS A REMEBE Luo Ml Caramazza (1996)5256 1
g R, oy SEE R R2 GE— DRI FR N
R1, 55 "N EE RIFHABFR T R2)SRIUT 7 F 1 IE A it
HRTEHE RN AR E R A5 N & . Morris 55
NN, PIRFRIE AN RE S FRAR TR XS J7 S g 245 5 1) I PR
TE T AT 50075 JESN R R Z [ ) 52 AR, At
IR T SE B DU B 2 A H 7 AR ny A 3%
BNy, R A B G T I A R AE A
R 5 G R 5 o SRAE IO BT L S
M7y 1, gty R, R T A5 5 b i
o B RN« R A B B 2B R g8,
SAEWRLE, (55 B ZORN, MR R 2R Y 2R
BE, Sy Bem R, (RS sk, MR U,
fEMR Lt R, A AR S T —E e, A
R R G A REHEIA ORI . A R CRR 72 15
SRR 2 Y, A5 S R O 1 LR R IR

TEOE R B, RV 38 28000, S IR R AR L
T 9 B R T AR AT, A e S A 4R ik
F, AR WU, — IR R S
K, ZANFLAAE MR LSS T g E, BB I g
3 7, i H e e Fr kAR il i, B RE s
G801 MIETEP R, WIR RSVP JIRPHHEL
I, R RSO AR B MR 2, R
MELAE . Morris %A, se4rB ] LA B
¥ Whittlesea F1 Masson (2005)5 Luo #l Caramazza
(1996) LI 25 0 . HAKM#REIE . 7E Whittlesea F1
Masson S5, KA AE B bR gl el it 5 & A
H bR R 52 2 K TR B AR 00 BOR 5 B A 5
e, AR AR BRI b A2 A AR B bR RO
2 BPRRIS R TEG IR, I, HE T SO AR IR
A SRR A [ ) ) B A B, 2 AR R 14 08
/NN, 7E Luo A1 Caramazza (1996)f)5E50H, HE ¥
BEiR A5 2R 0 B IR 5 o A2 5 BRSO 1 - Bl A R
A3 L 2 o U e AN ok R A R A R

KTEEME - ERKG =IRES, #f-H
PRI B 3 28 G T 1Y R H AR oy k22 %k B bR gl
PRI, A B E 202 SR HUR s e (D&
VLT RN N R, ZmE T ORI B
PR B E B . pRic SRS IS ARLAS
7 5 B = B O T 18 A R B A T A ] R ) 38 ]
() 728 A 0 H 5 R 7 AR RS2 e, R o A Y
b 2 e T4 s i (RD3A 7 LR R ), 2
W& 7 AR B BRI E AR 5 e 17 S A
N E RN SR S N4 T RE - -3 X
FRBE N TR BR A 52 0, A A2 12 12 38 B3R BIR A9 532
FE i A RO 2R e R A AR
g, BEOCHE B AR A R AR R E A R
fE, WIRTENZE a4 AR BE R A i
ERAE LI RIS PSR, e MEIL e
FUAS R A B35 5 EE A — 04 DY B HL AT T 5 ) i B
Ho

To A A I B AR R B BT A v T R U R G R
A RO TRy sg e, SR, JFBCR 2R
PR WA E 2 (] 7

55—, FEAL E I RSVP 31| R rbid i v
PRAEAS R RIBCZ TR] 2 T er 4 B Y o A ic AR EE IS
FNZERUAS R BRSNS T BRI A 4 lc ) A

"G RS A B R R T A TR, B B BRI 1 53R A R 2K B (Morris et all., 2009).
2 550 A o S RO B, B T o A R A A B R L X BB A TET AR /> (Dehaene et al., 2001).
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Fa -1 PR B VAT BH A U B 3 VR I A B SR
B WA 2 LV T R 2 B N ) e, (R A
— 25 B A 52 56 %k LA F A 3O T rp i A A
TR, N AN 7 A B4L T Luo Al
Caramazza (1996)fSCH . ¥ | /ML, R,
FRIBE SN S Z2HH (2012) K WG F A BE 453 T HE B
U553 Fext B E W sZ ), HBCA #E— DTl
e FH 2 T SR s 1) D PR 5 S R A4

S, SRR AT s R R e A, AR
BN AR S rh a2 /E ] . Morris 55(2009)% H]
DIAT: S50 A B8 6 A 7 S HUBEARL A 150 B 2 ) 335 T %of
IR B e, I BARERAE RSVP 513 il
MIRASR T, X e VR T B R SE B ik

XoF LA b PR A ) R85 A R 35 AN AN S 5 e (R AE 42
TR 0 E A R A RO IRl R, i L AT DA g
— RIS R R R T, RHR TR E M 1
A HL B N2 BB in T AL B 2R

R, AHFFE R FPRE RSVP (155, @i iis
H AR 3038 5 1E H b o] 5 a0 5 DA RS B, Rk
AR R AR T, 25 SR AN [ T R R
B A se g E T, MR B2 A E 1= R, i
A B0 AN ) B i e B 2 N (BB D o

2 LI 1

Morris 45 (2009) & i, Hll P& R AE 1 30 e T
ZRE ) IR T, GRS R v, R AR ) B
TN, ARWFFESER 1 A g3 AR A5 A gt
B8 3 v W e SO BEAE S PRI, A 56 i i AU T
XTE S S XA, FhkS
ANE LRI AT S AR L, RS ERA R, BTl
TR GRS AR T B o SR PR AL R A 25 ) o
FEREAEMN R SC8 la BF5T HARRIB A
()P SO (PR 06 4 5 R S R ) X6 B T S
SEEy 1b DIATS o HARR, 9e3c5 Rk aE B bRl
A, 38 I A5 R R 7 B APOR T i Sm ARU T T
O AN EESE IR ARSI W =R ST A
2.1 I 1a
211 BHH

PRITFERRME RSVP E:55 1, DIAFSAE 0 H bRl
B, % P SCFEREVE S B AR, S BT AN ],
et 5 S R I T2 A S
2.1.2 #ik

36 AAEM IR HIES LR 2E4, 4
R 19~23 %, Bk, MIE0 B EH .

SEES AT > AR
2.1.3 IR

HARHNSCA PR, S BREITER 26 K
HYeCF R 8 MM S (@, #. $. %. €.
X, W, &), AE BARHIEARESBE. RSVP FIERA 5
B, 51 ASFNE 3 A2 HARRI . K B AR
R1 JAESE—A0E, R2 FOAESE = A B0 B (R FR
1-3 ), J&h T R2 B A & A5 58 £ 1)
WO, AT B RESE ik HS IO e ok o
MBS 53 P20 25— 20, B 80 A~ HARKIECH
A FRERGIR(A 2K), RIEH 80 151k HARH
PP IS — A A R A B, 2 H
FIROEAE B F R SR B 2K), HIE A KyRT
W PR AT, AR BRI EE AT
FIFR(C 2%), ¥ B FIE£ XN F R AT 5, 4
B HARIEOEAEEE /55 15RO 2K), AL B, C
H1 D 288 e th A RE BT 5 T AR, kA — L)
#T 3201813, B, ¥ 320 NIRRT U7
HerP, 44 £, 54 80 1MFIK, AL B. CHID K
SRS 204, EE L AFEE KA T2 —, Pifh
HARBIS S 22— BRT 80 LR8Ik,
AN T 25 NMEFEYIFRM 15 51K, HAEM
G HIRBRECH 3 B 5 DMAE, FELEEMEH
HE . FEHFESN RS 5 DREBAFT S 1A 54, 4
A SV A5 FIF B 25 A 5 A, 3 R
I3RS TR A 5 A, LB Ik giiA R
B 5 AT A 0 SO I 22 o X FE R — 2R Y
BE 120 MR, 7RSI, BEM BRI
M E-prime X iE1TREALAL o

S T ARAIESE S i T B A5 s R MERE, SR
5 800 B 4)REFRXT 24 N HNFT S5 ATV, BT
RFBIRBA .30 ZASINER L 1 KA [ IR
SN TV R, S8R E B E /N TR
T2 KT 1 W 8 S AE ARSI 1y H bR, 3
R VE TR 5256 BT FH B B ) AR
R 5 SR REE, 24 ASINIER SR AR
2SN 26 SRR BEITE 3 DL, WO AE
AT B HARRIE . MOEHEEGIINE

FXLFH. ELFMH: HAHGQ; EXF 4.
FEL 444 PAHGQ

WS, EAL5M: SASGQ; WA 5.
EEREH: #ASGQ
2.1.4 IWIEIT

K 2(BFRRIBMERT: TR vs A5 )x2(ER
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P BE vsAEER)BIAN I AR g0
R2 o4t 1 IE AR

SEER T MR TE B, A AR AR AT
S REMEREA, 24 R2 5 R1AHFIE, R1 X R2 Y
HI R °, RATREAR S BRI TR, 23m R2
RIS 553007, s EZMERN /N H
BRIl B 1 25
215 XEREF

F E-Prime 4wl S50 F2)Y, SR RSVP {155 2
PURNEANR, FrA RS T 5 5 ) 28, K
KR, F5h 34, BRI b e, ARG
FEBEHE 50 cm, 7EIEASLIRHT, A — 5L BRET
AR 2R P, Adh 15 DI, SLRMAMT .
AR REH— 1 000 ms AYHE LA,
ZIEHESRE 5 AR, BRSBTS
117 ms, 55 5 AHPEH K G 2 —1~25 5% 1000 ms,

M55 L R D B A SRR
2.1.6 ZER54H

36 AT TR SE R T 5L . HAE HTE UM K
AINATLAHAEE Z 45 T M IEM R L EE KT
MIEB R, EEMERN R, EEMEN
EA K o BT R2 A5 IER R WL 1, 355 A
M2, T,

F1 KW 1a R2 M FHIERHKEE(n = 36)

B AT % A o 5
B HE el EEAE R
FhE 0.08(0.11) 0.46(0.15) 0.38
5 0.19(0.20) 0.35(0.18) 0.16

X R2 BT 249 TE Aff i A5 A5 2 H bRl B o
FhE vs fF 5 QERME: R vs AFREE)HEE N
T3 22530, SRR B BT 0 RN AN R, F (1,
35) = 0.003, MSE = 0.020, * = 0.000, p>0.05; H &
PEFRON B, EELIT R2 BIEMHARE R 0%
& FAEEE &0, F(1, 35) = 116.13, MSE = 0.022, 5
= 0.768, p<0.001; H MK ZZ M\ EAEH B,
F(1, 35) = 26.89, MSE = 0.016, > = 0.434, p<0.001,
20 AT AN T 1) A AT BRSO R B A
PRLZR, X e I R 2R A P A KO- R AT R 3, &5 51
JE: TEAREE AT, F8F R2 MIEMR B &S T

55 R2, F(1, 35) = 10.32, p<0.001, ¥iHIFF5 1Y%
LRI S ARG, TEERE RIS, F6F R2
FIERA % 0 E LT R2, F(1, 35) = 13.74, p =
0.001, [ fF T 2, X E M ZE A K
PR S, S5R0E . 7E BARfl B F Rk, ER
T R2 W IEMR & R 0 E AL TAEREE 540 F(1,
35) = 195.66, p<0.001; HFRHECHFF SN, #HZ%
FF R2 WIEMR SR B E M TAEEE &0 F(,
35) = 17.74, p<0.001, XAZERUL, FREMFFS
FUFTHRMB T EEANE, BFENELMERT
FFEMEZAE.

ARG R FW], HARRECH F RS sk
AEZ BN, SHTAMPFREE R -, SR,
H bR RS 7 B E R HE & T AR5
EZHE, RIS 2 HE B 5 520
(Luo & Caramazza, 1995; Morris et al., 2009), H T
75 L F R, 45 R SR U EY &
1o AR S RUAS N B BS Fibrid MRS, R
HUE 2 T 0] = 5 3 R v A I B RIS RE A A
AR LAY, Qo2 ud,  H AR B AS 23 8 A A
IR/, 5 AL 45 NPT o 1 EE A —
U DR 5 R 18 S 0 S T o B B A 5, AR S
55 AR HAR IR T b, WU S ARSI 45— A
¥ o SEUREE T PR T ) 23 AN B, X
TS S50 16 A9 A5 5 20 D Sl R RN B
% P RN FE AT, LY H ARl
EEE N, 55 1R RMAR T 56, M-S mEH
BB /NTFEE, SEERE RN .

AR S 5 4% G0 1 HE A VR SE B AN [R) 22 Ak 7R
T —, BAE TR gt %71 o Morris 45(2009)
AR B E E DERN G A R R R R T
YERI#EAT TR, (BABATTITBCA B — 2P0 g A AL
SRR = ] A B A i AR, A
SEU MU T SR RA T LA SORIN R Y a8 L B
1558 1 B A2 F1TE S S R H AR RO ZE RSVP 31
Ferbpy s B AL E (PR 2-4 f0E), A SEERE
H AR RO 5 — RS =, SRR AR A = ]
() B 4 0 B VR PIVE o S LR AS AR AR 7F
SR NRIE R, R e R, X AT S X h)
FIBPA TR, RS TPk, KWt

RF5 5 Arad AT B9 TR T BETERLAR, AR HC

SR A 23 (1) sl ) S50 A TS, — R R B B — A IR BB AL BN R IR RO B R, &

FOZ A HEN B AR A B RO (Enns & DiLollo, 2000),
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% 1) 7 T BT YRR I L RAS R T, (AT DUHEA R,
BEREEEN R2 FBEE T BIRR, #iEs/N T
R FRE, M & AR A E SN AR, AR
A 0 3 A 20 — RN Es DU B, E N U 2k
A EEEER, OBAESCR 1o TP T UL R E
22 K 1b
221 BHH

W ERAE B AR 7 B AR, BRI g R
A AN [v) 2 75 5 M B 5 SR i T

MRyETE PR, 4 BARRREAE 1-3 AL m, Xt
R1 PR EEERE, N V& i S 1% 52 i (R 30
ICIZHE RO, 45 R1 BOEME oA, Basis
AR, R1XTEE R2 M FT TR, 45 R2 15
SRR RN, T R AY R 1 LR A
B, BRART R2 A M R E O o, LA
TE g 483 g, M & A A AIE, Morris 45
(2009) &% 28 H 52 30 PR ADL S B TE S 73X A 45 28 24
HFR e 2 FIALE 4 B, R1AYIE MR FE IR,
PRSI BAR, X EE R2 Y FT ] i 0 4D,
M g, TS R, AR R,
TR o ARTLIRAUUE TS MBI o TSR EE
WRIBRIE A AR A 24 DA Ay R St BT [ ] B —
HprfilE S s, e kAERmERNE.
222 #Hik

48 AR I RS HIBES MR 24k,
R 19~23 %, Hag, MAsUFEMIIER
S JE A 45 D AR
223 awrsy

RSVP % E i KGR CFRAF 5 (@, #. $.
%. €. %, ¥, DA, BANIIREA S DR
R HERLIN 55255 1 AR, EEAAEHERESE NN
80 NFIZR, PIRMOIE 44 40 4%, HirflESR
HARE & LR N 50%, HIEEHLE I, 51088
T L e 332 A DG R i — A, X B — S TG X
— PP S E S AR, PR AEEE A, M
BRGNS

13 f2&F. 554 SASGQ;1-3 {2 &,
FEEL 5 #A$GQ

24 5B, FHEM: ASGSQ;2-4 {5 F.
FEALLME: AHGSQ

THME 25 MEFEILE, 5 AR NS )
254, 4 DRI BEC AT S MRS R4S
AN, 3B N R TS MR SR 54, i
BIEET 15 NI H13

224 XWIRIT

K 2(01E . 1-3 8 vs.2-4 ir B )x2(FE B 1.
FRE vs AEER)BIAN I, HARR X R2
A5 B IER
22,5 KKIERF

[ S5 1a.
22,6 HRE54H

48 2 AR EOR S T . BT R2
5 I IR B 3 L3 2,

*z2 T 1bR2 WEHERIREERN=48)

s 1 i o i 5 A

(VA i EL A 0
1-3 fi®  0.23(0.20)  0.34(0.16) 0.11
2-4 fii¥  0.36(0.17)  0.35(0.16) -0.01

X R2 (PS4 IE A 4t 3R AN 2 H AR A
130 & vs. 2-4 [ E)2ERZME: BE vs.IFER)
M7 22500, 455 R OB R W, F
(1, 47) = 11.48, MSE = 0.020, *> = 0.196, p = 0.001;
M ERON B3, F (1, 47) = 5.24, MSE = 0.024,
n* = 0.10, p <0.05; HFAKEZ W38 HAEH 8%,
F (1,47)=6.90, MSE = 0.152, 5* = 0.128, p<0.05, ik
— AT R BN AT, SE R A 1-3 A E S
T, EEEZ R2 MR ES THEEM RS, F (1,
47) = 12.05, p = 0.001; 7E 2-4 (i & 4T, EELE
R2 5EEM R2 A REMNZES, F (1, 47) = 0.03,
p>0.05, WA A KEEL AN . 75 —"DIF
[ 14) 87 AR A B 4 SR S PR A SR, 13 B
MR R2 BEMRT 2-4 (B R2, F (1, 47) =
12.05, p = 0.001; 7EAEHEE ST, WAL E K1
THYR2 L E 2R, F(1,47)=0.28, p>0.05,

A TR B Y R2 fEEE 40 FMAEEE 5%
PR RIA, T HARRI A& i S E R
HUE AR 76 2-4 L ER RS SIEREE &M%
AR EER, FWREXE DEAHHEENE,
HE—IE TSR 1a AOMRBE: 4 H bR n i
RO/, EEAE /N, R, RS
AR FbR DA REEEE, 2-4 VB EE KM
W EEEEAE, XSARLBNERATF, &K
SEE R B bR RIS R B T, e R —)A
S, FEEXF AT S A TR, M5 X bk
WS BTN, RNEAERMAT R2 #REN T
MRz, HE S kAEREEAEH, WAFEAR
SCEREEAL . MR e AR, AR T 2-4 7
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B, Rl B4R EAR T, TEARAEMR LT R2
VR4 T TIT R A 2 2 3] 15 R i o A5 S 0TS 58 P AN
b &R SRR I S R R RN, PR R A R RO,
ESEENNE IR SR LT O

TEH G FE B3SOk, LR AR E i A
RIFAIALE, AnRA, — AR S 4 22 & (A0 Luo
& Caramazza, 1996, & T 2-4 L &A1 3-5 fi &),
FAEN A AR, — I E S — > BRI A
AGES A H AR A, R IR AN 1
L, T S B S 22 (AN Kanwisher, 1987,
S 1), BN B4 HL#E 2-4 RLE M 3-5 [V EINES
HUE, T FC B [ 38 1) B (lag) %) B 52 R Y 52
Wi o 7R SCCHR Y, 2 5K 54 (2004) K B 2-4
ALE 3-5 MEHAEEANE, HI/NCAZES,
SRAF . ERNEN . ERVCAISR AR (2008)E145 5 1R
[ S B2 A . BT B R JE WP AL E RO,
SICAZ W S EROS AR S, RV i ) A TR K,
H A A E R /D W IEAE(2012) A5 R R H AR
HEAL T 3-5S(RFROLE ) L 2-4 {7 & (h AL IS Y
HEME /Do T, X T EEESERELANE
DL I far sEmenix A ), JE A 15— 2. xf
AR SO AR A R, E B KRR
(2004) . & ILEE (2012)ff H 09 2 I T, ZBW A 55
(2008)ff HIIL F 5 7475 WIR A Ak, (H H AR R
P, g B R 2 A TC & T AR 55 (A
repetition—detection task), I A~ J& 4 &8 # & £ 55
(Full-report paradigm), ASHFFESZE 1b {f FHAF S5 Al
FRPRG MR, HARRIBEORRT S . f7 5 1 g%l
HHBFK, B BFRf55 5 T 2-4 (08, R1 %
RO HEAR, AR TE A, ORI,
2 R2 MRS R, HEEME 2B R,
SEH 16 Bk 1 xRk o

SR, (A ER R, KTHEEME KA
PR, DS R BT Sy 52560 AR T 58 45 2R 1
BOR, M LADUHE y SES A R ESE, 280 R SR
FRiC A RIS, BN, T2 F ok R4 (2004) %
B, AT ARARL S R 00 B i A AR AE TR SO T 2Z i Y
WrE, T2 RIgKkIE48(2006) 4 B, 5E8A] RSEHE
APNRE 5 ) ik = A 2R By a) 1~ rh AR 3 T
SEFE ROV, AN TS AR FHANBURR, DB i
RO B 7 A= ] BE S AR IC MR AL 9 2R K, Wong F
Chen (2009)5 12 e FIFRNIE (201 DWAT T [RIFERY
518 o WAT DB SRR AT D B, AR S A
AR 55 W (2012) X6 i 1) I T Fp B 80 ROV YR

o WYL, MNP B B AR A [ g 45
S, RIS ol FHAR R 1 5 A Akt vl BE A 1 AN [ A 45
o SR, A ) B A R PR Jo ) B e A 6
SN A AR IR, AR AE A [ (1 52 56 o 2R AT Y,
BT 5 i H AR R R AR, ARWTFE R S28 1 4
B 1 SC T RE A AT S RS [ 1 A R A
SERE RN, S35 2 H5 R DUT R K455 PR A
[ PE BT AA R}, HE— A B 5w R B A R
Az PR A i RS

3 S 2
31 HHY

PRUHUCF AL I A5 S B AR, AE B brfl
P DU AT, X 5 5 0 E RO A 52 )
32 FHiE
3.2.1 #ik

36 AEMITE RS HES LR =4, F
R 19~23 %, B, MAEUEMIIIER
SEES I AT A D AR
322 LImm

RSVP F & i @i RS (@ #.$. %. €.
X. W, &), BRI CDUE AR ) B
PEEUAY AT AE 200 /1 T3 LA b A8 A U (R AL
FAX T A BRI 5 s ), UFE
AR HIAE 3 B 11, BAFNRAA S AR F%
e S WIIRSE v W S P E R 7y g (B S s S LR
Y 40 4%, BFrfl%ES SIEEENILEEA 50
%, HIBEHLH I, FEWAEHEEZ M4 80 171
%o BB R B A VE ECX ) — A, X R —
ASVCECX, — P8 e e 2 A, —f ) 2k
BRRA . BB RS BB RAE S T M
BHEFIIE

XFE. THEM: RIXBIT; XF. FEL
S s i 2

WS EA &M # TH BT RS
EFEEM4: %IH B

TIANA 25 ASBIFESLE, 5 AR A A S 8
R 5, 4 DRI AR AT R RSN FR4S S
A, 3 AT M ER R A5 FDUF I R4S 5 10 I
A, BT 15 4R35k,
323 Tt

KH 2(HARRIBEAERT: T vs A5 5)<2(ER
P B vs ARE )P N BTt AR Bt
R2 5 i IEH 2
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324 XWRERF

H TN 5 S SCFE BRI AR ], A 525
MR T 2 S RS R 22 (2005) O BIF 5T, 5 3038 ) 22 30
AP A 128 ms, Bk BB AR SO0 o BR b =2 A1,
AR PR 25 1,
33 #ER5HH

36 SRR R S T i . #xE R2
(- R R L3R 3,

R3 KW 2R2MTFHEHBRERN=36)

LAY b AR il 8 i 2 52
D HE dE  EEAE A
WF- 0.15(0.09)  0.44(0.15) 0.29
55 0.18(0.20)  0.32(0.17) 0.14

X} R2 BYSF- R4 1E A R A8 2 E AR . 17
vs PS> 2B EEE: EE v FER)ER
W7 22500, G550 RIS B RN A 3, F
(1,35)=3.22, MSE = 0.020, #* = 0.084, p >0. 05;
B FERN B3, F (1, 35) = 91.64, MSE = 0.018,
7t = 0.724, p <0.001; Wi-NH % 2 i) 2 7 AR B 3%,
F(1, 35) = 13.73, MSE = 0.016, n* = 0.282, p =
0.001, #F— L T RN AT, S50 Hinil
WONDUFER T, SEEER R2 MWiREREE R
TEEM, F (1, 35) = 141.04, p<0.001; HARKIEL N
FERA&MT, BEEER R2 IREGRE E 5T E
S, F(1,35)=14.48,p=0.001, & T HAEDFH
FE5 B2, AT 55— T [ () a7 B354 56
SRR HESNMT, EMA S I IE R0 8
Z5, F (1, 35) = 1.06, p>0.05; FEREELKMHT, L
FHMEREER TR Y, F(1, 35) = 17.02, p<
0.001,

HARRISCH DU A B4R, EEHEE R2 1
R m FEE R2, WHINFMFSHESkE
BEMEHN . IFEEFMET, WFENRERST
55, VLB SRR R A1 f DU S R IR 455
WA . WP B, ERERELMNT, WF
PG RN AR TAF S, (ASCI0 25 52 W% T i 3
Z5, XEEHBATHAYE, SHEK larldh
RAUA—F, vTREAIEHNT

SRS 2 W SMEMAF 4T, Bl SaE
H AR g3 2 0 A XA TR, I 250 X/,
Sy BAs AR BFR#ZFE, 59504, BinefF
S AR BRI, FIERRKIIR, RS SEIR,
S =2 B DX 3G n, 23Rl g s gy, =

FEEME MK Morris et al., 2009), U1 X,
M2, WFRMT, EERR2 SRR, fF55%
TFF, HEER R2 M R0AL, 0 2% & B AR
M by, TGN B SCER, BUF RS RO = T
59, ER AT D FRME RSN, M550
AN K HARRECS HE B AR R X3 H
FRJINEA B ) i3 25 Gk, X5 B AR RS
FFF5- i 32 0 38 98 A AH BRI a3, X mT e
IR T DU RS/ 5 il R0 22 5 1
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BORFEE, BPRREOE DO MRS T, BErf
PSR HAR R DA, PR Ry T S8 R 2 T
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1 DX R T A5 5 T bR DO, IR A, 525 2 755
MRS R2 B4R R IR SHOEAT 5 A 5
IR R B SR B I, TSR 1a S50
TR R2 A Z A BEARAS 2 DA 213X R A
L A5 R2 B9 3 33 T 70 R2 IR
PRI, 5250 2 g R 55 R I AT & .

SEEY 2 A RERN], HERREECH IS )
SIRAEEE RN, SN AIR -2 R
T SR Joi R o 5 P i A B AR R W, A RO
DU Y HE T B RO 75 450, 39
FEDCFIN T, g o 8 2 E SO 2 7 A
SO T A SRR BN AT LD ECE, BIE
HEFMT, WFNRERRER TS, 4k
Sa AR B IO VA Y o AR A 28 BN N S
bR AL BE, HARRIBEC 755 A1 B ARRIECN
PUFA ST EE FH RN A5, 5A TR
GERANTT . ARSLEGAE H bR R I, e MR
H-H B, BRI DU A S0 R E
B RN 72 A 5 ), A 5 ARSI 45 —RANAT S

SEH 2 RN 1a HAE ] T AT S K, el S
BERCF SR I H AT T R, RS ER
HUE B/ N T BRI o AT 5 2 e 2 1 I,
R 5T AT RS R TSR, 4
UL Tk — . B0 2 4R 5500 1a B4
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4 SLIG 3

PIDCFAAE g S g b4 ok, 484 E B bR iy 45 2,

TS SR %) s R 288 T3 >R A 9 A R AR R
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T B AT TS A EOE &, B4 R2 A S
By, PARBCRIERE S, X2 H AR
WO e AR B, e AT LU AR R S A AR A, 2
R1 A5 MR LU RN S80S S O AR R] i, % 42 1Y)
R2 PRI R, (0 HAR SR 2 SRR, i e 5
b OO S R T R I R O S i LR
B, Wl et R LR B 23R H ARl
WORARARRI I, 852 1Y H bR 0O AR, B0
50

mE(3niy-]
B omEy
40t

RSB0 (%)
— ) ] e e
IS = Lh = A

=
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TR USROS =, A R2 A
YA, ARV EEE, X2 R R A
B EWE S BARCR B S PN, 5518, B& &),
X EAE Y R2 AR AT 0 HEiE, 45 R2 (55153 1)
PR JLAAC T H AR mstial i, s S
AR A O B LR R, W
R B LR R

FRPEE A B W S Fbric A AR e, HE
TE—E MR, flEE B, ERMEaKE,
AN 32 F AR IR B AR R e AR e o AR A
ARG A R BRI, A RO, 23 R A B 1A )
AN, 243E B bR R, S T REAS
bk, XEE AR R THREOR, SR ATE R
HEFE RN, WEE H AR RO S,
;7100 o)/ 1 I INE 1 7 W4 N RPa ot O =I5 SN S S G T S A
55 38 e B W U 1 AH B o

TN, ARSIEIRAER AR B AR 1R A S I,
PR TEE HARRIEOA [F]R A5 Y RSVP 41 3k,
A v R R 5 A bR G G b A R R R K
B7, AMUETE R2 Wil R, bR ES R2 ARk
HARRIB 5380 AT, X H AR &
HAE, &% PECLARIT AR B ARRIEER S i 2 it
(Luo & Caramazza, 1995, Morris et al., 2009, Park &
Kanwisher, 1994, SZ4 5), ZRAUR R HHESIA A,
MR A EE N, T R2 Z RS R
BB TR, S80S R2 B myiE
AR AS IR N (Luo & Caramazza, 1995), Fric
ARSI BB RIS R2 g £751) 2R
H ) — A FREHEfE T 45 ) (Park & Kanwisher,

71 1752
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B 1 S25 la 5505 2 A Xttt
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1994, S5 5), HI R2 ZJ5 I 0 4t S ok e ik o
Mg AN, FEAREXT R2 MIARRE: B
T A A R, T R R R KT
AP Te4r, FECT BT RIBL AL E . ARSI AR
Ak B AR RN AR, E AR R AN A, AR
o5 e s, v AT £ M bL R RO A, TGiR
A B AR RSO m AL 2 AR, R2 Z Hi B3R B AR
B R2-1 #RANSRAR HE, 1T B AT e HERVE L, G
AR B AR RO S A 2 IR, R2 Z )5 1R H A%
il R2+1 #R SR E . L, ARSIER A PR AR
=4, BER2-1 (R2 Hif—D A1) . R2 HT R2+1 (R2
S — I ) B ST 24 TE A i
41 HH

TEARUE RSVP o, 9] i A5 7 AR A
Al B AR IO E 5 HTE RN A R
4.2 FHik
4.2.1 #Hik

24 ZAERIME RS A RS MEENFAE,
R 19~23 %, B, MAsUREMIIER
S JE A 45 /D A
4.2.2 LA

SRR AR v A AR L, I
S A CBLTE 4RI B ) L BRI P A0 7E 200/ E U7 LA
R E R RAE 70/ T VAR BRI
BEAFNREA 5 AR, HAREEE FERIEALT .
HARRIAAE 1L 3 A0E, JECEE I 156 ms,
PR ZI A T A 80 ZMIMEN R, SRkl
Ty E 4 Bk, BRI EZ SEELZN
JLRI R 50%, HIBBEHLH B A gl ) 152 4
ANV HE X o ) — A, X — A PE R, — 2 ik
P e AR, — 0 B R E R R
BT .

S AL RIEBI; 5. FEL
4 T XBEN
WM. TE LM RAREL;, KA. FT L

TIAME 25 AYEFEILES, 5 AR AR
IR 5 A, 4 A FE 53 T ES A e AL R A
FHIFNRE 5 A, 3 AT BIHER v B I
W F 5 F 45 51
423 LWigit

K 2CIE HAR I A0 . >200/F J7 =0 vs.
<70/E TS <2(EE M. ERE vsIEER)HIAN
wit. AR s AT HAR 5 R2. R2-1, R2+1 (1)
W& IER R
4.2.4 EF

R TR SR S R ] 8 156 ms | SEERAT 55
AV R B E 25 KRG F 2600 A 13
PIAN, HARR Y[R SE 2,

4.3 HEREHH

24 AR AR H AR BOR S N T S . #xT
R2-1, R2. R2+1 AR5 IE# % UL 4,

e, X R2 S IER M 2 B bR T
Wi A o vs R <2(FHEE M R vsAFHEE)HEE
W5 22500, G550 . 3B H AR 00 32 3500 bk
#, F(1, 23) = 58.19, MSE = 0.014, »° = 0.717, p
<0.001; HEEVEM EROV B E, F(1, 23) = 12.64,
MSE = 0.045, n° = 0.355, p <0.05; H./A>HZE 2]
THAEMRE, F (1, 23) =12.02, MSE = 0.016, ° =
0.343, p <0.05, #— LA T T ERRN K 3, 45 SR A2
TEAE HAR B SR E R 550, EE AR
ERE AN T IEFRAEREZES . F(1,23)=23.91,
p<0.001, it &kAETELME; IEBirglEN
I FHENT, FEESEE LR ELESR, F
(1, 23) = 1.60, p>0.05, WAL R A ELNE. 7
— AN [ B TR PRGN K S 2 R . TR R,
Ak BRI SRR, HRRfIE R2 M IERG R
B TR, F (1, 23) = 7.14, p<0.05; 783k
W =R U O N | S R A o E =1 RN e o N I = R 7 U
R2 MYIERAR B 2 5 AR, F (1, 23) = 61.39,
p<0.001, 5 BH 1= B350 - 1) G B 250 7 iff S LU ARA I

M TARBEEZ ES P TI GAN=1N
£ 4 T 3IR2-1. R2. R2+1 U FEHEMIRSEZEN =24)
EHEER R2-1 R2 R2+1
IES HirfiESs BioiliddiESE BRREMESE BeEdESERE EREMERNE  BiMESE  BheiliddEER
N 0.92 0.90 0.33 0.57 0.24 0.69 0.56
= 0.07) (0.10) (0.25) 0.17) (0.19) 0.17)
0.89 0.85 0.23 0.30 0.07 0.53 0.46
R

(0.15) (0.17) (0.26)

(0.16) (0.18) (0.16)
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F 4 2 B B LS FbRic SR fe e, dEH
BRI TC I8 2 v a2 A, R HH E S KA,
HR 4 A — I P B e, SR H AR TP KAt
SR RIS FE RN, ARSI AEAE H bR
WO ARATDL 2 1 S5 40 T O A & A 8 5 R AU,
TEEIF A P RETERZAE, 5 L8 =14
FISHEALRE, AT G 3e PRI . X2
MEPRRE RL 2SI, R H AR RS A,
R BEAEAT 515 0 A K0 RN 21 A 1) v BT (IR
15 e o) B RAE, B AR 0B i B 280 T BRI, 1)
HIHE RO 38— MR R2 BOME 537 AV EGN, &
fE R2 MRAE_ L7 AR RS, FEEEME
K M EARRE R SEmE, JE B AR Om
R BEAEAT 515 0 B 1 06 RN 1 A IR BT (5
HIMENE F) T RAE, R R1 RAERYEME I8N T,
F TR ) B S AR AR, AT TAEE R R1,
TR IARBSIE A R FI, EE R A g
H, TR EEAE .

HVR, FEE AN (B R2-1) A9 34 1E A R A
2(H M B vs ARH )< 2(IE BAR RS &
W vs AR B S I A 22400, A5 AR B AR
AR R0, F(1, 23) = 2.48, MSE = 0.017, 5
= 0.097, p>0.05; EEMEERA EH: F(1, 23) =
3.24, MSE = 0.007, #* = 0.123, p>0.05; HMH K
Z A SEHAEM, F (1, 23) = 0.824, MSE = 0.006,
n*=0.035, p >0.05, XAZERBEIIEIE AR HbRjli
JE AT AR, R2 Z ATAYAE H AR H R2-1 #6
Ao dE, fFE T g BRIl .

55 =, GRER DU S (D R24+1) Y- 34 1 A R Ak
2(HE M B vs AFHEE )< 2(E BRI &
W vs AR B S I o T 22400, A5 AR B AR
POVE R FRON B, F(1, 23) = 19.43, MSE = 0.020,
n* = 0.458, p<0.001; H&PEFERLN BE, F(1, 23) =
11.00, MSE = 0.019, * = 0.323, p<0.05; B PHE
Z IR BEE A AR, F(1,23) = 1.78, MSE = 0.013, #*
=0.072, p>0.05. X &5 R UL, Joiedk B bRl
I R AR, EE A SAEEE AT
R2 #B£XF R2+1 P2 AR HEVE o

SEge 3 L5 AR, AR HARRIEAN B AR RSER N
R I 2 e A T A R AN, X 5 Y SE
SR B, SR YR HARREO R DCm H A
WO R, EREAESHR T, XA
B 0 A B, 2R B S ES AR e AN AR AL BRE BT
ANREfRRERY, HEA—IE PR ES R RE AR B A A

B, 115 40 (B T LR e 5 o %
5 ZEATTE

H Kanwisher (1987)X} & HIH R 1 T0F5E
DIk, Whoed et T 2R R ui s R E 2 M E
PR . ARWFIRAE AT O A SCHRAY R |, fE
HB SRR A RS X EE A N A D R A R 1 R B
ST P ORI W75 S 11| WYL SR i 7 S0 G S DTN A e Al K DA e |
EHPRRIB T, FA T EEAE AR R,
Xof L A% 32 BB X H A AR AR R T o
50 BXEEHEFEREENEIESE

X EEAE AR, Bt EZE ]
DAY R RHESE <P HE LR A4 — ) PRI AE R
“PIEHESE R O B B FbRic A AL EEE, T
SRR E TR E R R AR B d-a
HIE TR IE, 1E 5 AR b S AR EER X R
Wi, 1 Morris 55£(2009) 5 #1958 ik, |+
WA R A7 BB RAE IAFAE, I LAY R S0 HE R,
HZATEE AR R, BN NEE M E N2
G B ) A B BRI SR R 2 AR,
RSVP 155 2 K TR 0 B[] Ay 52 300 P i i A
s, RIS AR, BT & — 2
ERERME AN, R S4BT R s P RE A
ARME o AR T TR 3 B o 5 ) G S A T R
IR B, R RS SR T Rl . T
A EE R RSVP b, A8 I R Y
X IR BEAR, RSO TR R A S AR R
S, 38 TR B AT REEAIR, AR L AR E
0B P 2238005 /) (Dehaene et al., 2001), fFLATE
54050 v AE I A 3E e b T
52 AMRERIZHFEFERILHITE

SRR N 9 B S FbR 1O A AR B R 1 52
YO RESE, BT ERVERT R R LLAN, EEAELE
BRI A R P, X A A & F T R H bRl
FEEE S B ARl R 2 i S g by - P 2
W1 S 58 IF 5 5 TR AS TR B Ak 22 3R A EE H fr
4 AN [ B %00 5 52 R 77 AR R e, s Rk
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IV A HE— 25 BT G A5 850 R 3 4 B e kol
W2 B SE S = AR Rg . ARHEGER AT RSVP AT 55,
AT HRAE B AR RO EE B AR RS AL X
SAVE P A W R TR, A — e R

S8 la h, FASRC AR A5 1 A
HUB RN RN, 5RBURRN IS . Arid Ak
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R Z, HILSEST S s EA T IEEZ a
WK, H—KEIE T a4 ik

SRS 3, SRR DO AR B ARSI, X
b AR B bR o 38O A s, TR SO T R
T o X5 EAURN R ELE AR IC AL RS Y T
ANEF o I AT S s I T s SRR AE, M9EH
R v AT s, XoF [ AE 2 v A ] 1 B s o
TR, B4 EEHE RN, X 55
4t AR AT, AE AR A iR X s AR B9 T8, k-
VA PR B e A IR A T T AR R B R,
T A AT R s, X B AR A TN, )
R B ATREPERR R, il il R2 MW RE MR /N, A

U, 7 A T A RO A A IR
AN, ARSI .

HRYERAUR R IS, 24 %4 FH G HE SOV,
T R2 ZHTAIZJE BRIz 2 e, it
S0 R2 A3 015 R s A3, st
VLAESEYS 3 v, YR HAREOE sta ey, KT
ERFE ML, IR FER2-1 A1 R2+1 5 21
Hafn, WIAESZHy 3 v R2—1 BY4R4E HAEH & 1R
EEE ST IFRA BEEZES, Shric MR
1 (Park & Kanwisher, 1994, 5236 5)fFH A W) 4,
HREAEREMTIHYIA . XTTF R2 ZJ5 B RIEUE A
PEE, BEHE T R1 e 0 P00 38 % 3 s 7K,
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AN T 4af% . fEEZHECA WKk, X+
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RGBS, SR RIS 2 i AR A LA &
BN, AN SR AR ) RN SE AU AR B UEAT TR
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Abstract

Repeating an item in a brief or rapid display usually produces faster or more accurate identifying of the
item. However, sometimes the repetition produces the opposite effect that the second occurrence (R2) of a target
(R1) in RSVP paradigm often fails to be reported. This phenomenon is called repetition blindness (Kanwisher,
1987). Existing theories of repetition blindness can be classified as activation/inhibition view which holds that
the ability to report an item’s occurrence in short time depends on activation of an abstract representation of the
item, and construction/attribution view which hold that the variability of repetition blindness when different
aspects of the processing episode are changed (Morris, Still, & Caldwell-Harris, 2009). But neither view is able
to explain the evidence from studies supporting the other view. Morris et al. (2009) supposed the Competition
Hypothesis and challenged those views. According to the hypothesis, inter-item competition in RSVP is the key

to initiate repetition blindness. However, the Competition Hypothesis did not explore the effect of encoding



606 L poiil 2 iR 46 %

effectiveness from the different stimuli in RSVP on the inter-item competition. The present study conducted
three experiments with the RSVP paradigm to investigate the occurrence mechanism of repetition blindness.

We manipulated the property of target stimuli (English letters or computer symbols) in Experiment la and
the position of target stimuli (Position 1 and 3 or Position 2 and 4) in Experiment 1b to explore whether the
encoding effectiveness of stimuli influenced the processing of repeated items. In Experiment 2, the property of
target stimuli (Chinese characters or computer symbols) was manipulated to verify the reliability of the result of
Experiment 1 and the rationality of the Competition Hypothesis. Experiment 3 investigated the effect of the
encoding effectiveness of non-target stimuli on repetition blindness by manipulating the word frequency of
non-target stimuli (high frequency or low frequency).

The accuracy rates for reporting R2 were compared using a two-way repeated-measures analysis of
variance for each experiment. Results of Experiment la showed less repetition blindness on the condition that
the target items were symbols. Experiment 1b found that repetition blindness occurred on the condition that the
target items were on Positionland Position 3, not on the condition that the target items were on Position2 and
Position 4. In Experiment 2, when the non-target stimuli were high frequent Chinese characters, and the target
stimuli were high frequent Chinese characters and computer symbols, repetition blindness of the former was
larger than that of the latter. In Experiment 3, when the target stimuli were high frequent Chinese characters,
repetition blindness occurred on the condition that the non-target items were high frequent Chinese characters,
and there was no repetition blindness on the condition that the non-target items were low frequent Chinese
characters.

Therefore, the results in the three experiments supported the Competition Hypothesis. Further, the present
study indicated that either in English letters or in Chinese characters, the encoding effectiveness from the target
and non-target stimuli affected the repetition blindness.

Key words repetition blindness; encoding effectiveness; occurrence mechanism; the competition hypothesis



