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* #t 7 47 & (Regular Articles) *

M-ty BT g

(TR 2 B B/ SRR, T 510006)
C ARG R 2 O S AR e, BT PR S ML T i S 5000, 1 200062)

i E ARERABRIAEGHER? 2ZWHAETHEZERRLA LR EAX— MW ERLTL, 2&
BERLE R AEB T Z AL E PREELEWERN S MBS EY 10A), HXFEESTHSHFPRE—A
HEABAF, HE XA @426 iF 5 i 1A A 2R B AR E LA 30 ) 33 % 3R, BRALEE T 4K A2 £ 0LF) B o
HRAGPA, BATLB L TR EZEFRNORE ATESCE LN I LIEEZETRM T RHAEGEA, A
K—PF AR RNERBEANE G ERIER, FAH TR -FRAMZH X RS KL EH X T
KEFFEEFERFREY QML FTRBEXGRE, AR TURYE Lk B F 587 kR F 4741
I T E R LA A XX — B R B AT RN SRR R .
XER MAEFREX, BRAL TR, £EMNLER, ZEBRML
HES B84
S s = 2 B . A g . Overgaard, 2004; Schurgin et al., 2020),
! z“;“%' AR T R SO B A R SR g, it
&1 DA T W5 I %) P A0 A e R T o I WO e ™
KT aE AR, &40 B 55 20 4 3 Ll vy oy AR B B #E, DR E— 25 58 5 05 B IR
TR, Hm T O R 2 g e, HiX BEC Y e, (H 15 i S 08 i 0% 00 e 3 A AH 25 ) 28
il 4 5l 0 9 B R A5 5 00 R TR Y B SE 8 A WSHESE, JEEF XTI IR 52 1 B AR AT 47 10 S e #2 4E
77 ERE BRI REAARZH? XTXA R SR AR R R A L
MZEWES, CaRFEE R THIEH 11 BHEEAAR
JE4 (Forster, 2020).  H R 32 B2 1900 45 1] LLAS 1 5 T2 /i 2ot TAEZS [ #i5(Global Neuronal
25 (H)EHBE X (Asplund et al., 2014; Dehaene, Workplace Theory, GNWT) & Ui 200 Ay :
2006; Sergent et al., 2005; Sergent & Dchaene, A 2o X HE T BE T AR I BE R IR Z 1) A 2231,
2004); (2)i%E£:#i5(Cohen et al., 2023; Overgaard B AT LAE I ILSE R IR 2 9 19 A7 45, JF HLX I
AT, HEBEAEHNIS: (DLW EIR
A AR AT A0 TR A B sl S, A L
TR RN B4 B 2 iR A G IR R ()% T1F
Wk BB 2022-12-12 BN T, S R R IR AT A B, T A
* EHEK HRPAILTH (31970993), MK 2= E K 9% B BT R b B R W

KA AE I 2RI H (202111078030) %5 Bl N—— i e R
b B o SR s, sty DU e TR B e R

et al., 2006; Pretorius et al., 2016; Ramsoy &
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R B B I, BE R R b A B,
T BRI AT A= R KO . — B
T IX — B PRI, Wi IR SR (ignite) . BTG4
J T AEZS ], AT 7= 4 2 iR (Sergent & Dehaene,
2004; Dehaene et al., 2003; Mashour et al., 2020),

BT AR MR, 2R TAESS ] 5
5 A TP I R TR I O DX ) B b 3 2 A,
T T R AN Z MR 4on, BLAMA
LGRS Pk Fe A A . RS 28 R — B e 2
I i (Forster, 2020; Dehaene & Changeux, 2011),
F3 A T R A TE, 20 e Bl T
B B ok IR A R, MLE AR AR
WA RIS Z G, JF BN BESS T4 T X Sl Y
KI5 (Dehaene & Naccache, 2001), X £
P TR B 2 AR DG N 1% A — BB K i AR
B, IERCAANE, 7RS4 CH 7 (Event Related
Potential, ERP)WFSEHY, S 45 B HURE UL A3 A BIF 5
FR i S B 29 350 ms A 3] 06 {5 A4 16 300 1 AR A3
(Late Positivity, LP)YE b4t B0 i 5 B AR
#i(Del Cul et al., 2007; Sergent et al., 2005; Seth,
2022), LP A BRI E IR T P3 PR H 2
SR o BAT P3 I A A R T AR IR WA 1
W, HAT AR O 4RI P3 Bt T 2R RIAIA
Mok, WO A AE B A 2 A IR E 7 (Forster,
2020), XFF LP oY, BFFEE HUK S 985 B gl
J2 AR A3 7 8 A R B A DX TR X, 3
ZIX . 407 X RIEHURL X (Volpe et al., 2007).
12 EFEANS

BT 1 P (blindsight) 5 L 58 1 2RI 1 5
AR REM IR FEiE(Reorganization of Elementary
Functions and Consciousness, REFCON) (Overgaard
& Mogensen, 2014; Mogensen & Overgaard, 2017)
F1 4 25 i T B 38 (Recurrent  Processing Theory,
RPT) (Lamme, 2010)4 3% 220050 B RB S22 T
PR S RE, HEEW A (W ERPREAAR
[7) J2 AR A AT AE 5 (2) M DX IR A 15 i i 2
Wk, AR B E SR L MBS G)TER
DI ok i AR 0= o | Py = AN P VAR: 5

R A A Ty 8 R R R 2 SR AW, ML
HIEHRTFZARREACEN . MXHRR R 9
WA FEKTFER, X—HIpR 8 T IVA R &R 2
PR TEHE SRR, At £ R0 2 3 3R 3 32 A X
INHI T REI 55 TR S8 40 2%, Bl an TAEICAZ T RE

iSRS 5E a2k TAEIEIZ(McAllister et al.,
2006); 18 FL R PAAE f 30 1L B R S Dy 2k
ANBGEB YR MR A 58 4 Z L7 7 (Oakley
& Halligan, 2013); #1232 100 3 AR XS
00403 DX 38 A 1) PR B SR A R L, (E AR
Al DL DL T B AL 2 0 KO 58 ARH) B AT 55
(Weiskrantz et al., 1974); A B 5% & i A58 TR
A5 R AR A IR E R M EE GR
AT, IR B, GR X TR & AR
TR ) BN (R B 1 3RS 1 o0 A 1), iR 4s
LI E X — MG I A BRI L EPIRE, 4
WRREEANF R R L, e T E8 =
M 4. (Overgaard et al., 2008),

PEFIN T HE A B R R h A
AT 21X 48k 1] 175 20 X dul % 3o OO I 050 2, 3 A K
1R G X I BIAR  IX 3 1) S 5 A 3 (B B B, s
FURT X T 98 R Y 7 A R 6 B (Lamme,
2000; Lamme, 2006), HA&1M5, 1EREERE,
15 LB 09 T BT 422 WS I T DA AR R D 12 )2 1) e
G DX ) A 1, RS 24 O e S 5 A% B A
BRI XA, S BN A XA SRR
Ao FEPRZREEH [, SR E BT SR A
i &7 MO0 J R A DR D B 81 A A o B )%, T
FN N ITAE . 38 BE B X A . 96
AT I R IR E &,
BHXTPHMEGREAMERENERZR,
T AR T TR ) 35 0 kA 2 Ak B e ) 2
A,

TENEWOX A T2, AF5E & T RUIR 43 40
o e 31 g o L T AR AT I, L A
e P 14 3L PR 1% (functional Magnetic Resonance
Imaging, fMRI) #l fixi Hi (Electroencephalogram,
EEGH AL w] WL FLARE TR vl WL E FLG &
TR 5 H O 5 X 3 (Broadman Area 17,
BA17)Z [RIAY5RIEA A B 8 (Fahrenfort et al., 2012);
5 5 W 5% 18 FH ik #% ¥l (Magnetoencephalography,
MEG) . £ & HEid 1 CHR 3 B TR o 0 i 2488 5K
AL BRI AT B 2 e AL, 45 AR e B DX 5 3
RE A% G S i % B R DE 4 (022 Ak, TR P 1 3 Bl
ML P A RERERT S, X T X ™

BRI i DX 1) 42 R 1 2200 T AR 55 (8] 3R A,
YT UEFR N T35 (Andersen et al., 2016), [A]Hf
ALY b TSR IESE, B0, 245
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S A 5 AL RN, TC IR S R A A i 5 F)
L, A2 5 R AH AL A ) SR BT B )2 I ol 2205
3 AR, 2SR e 58 B RN, HA)
LB EAR 35 SR CR T 100 ms) Bed
i, 3% — BT BN AR T K R i, S
R T 3% S U WA (Hupé et al,, 1998; Lamme
etal., 1998),

7E ERP BFFE R, 5 SCRF B i X 0 UL s AE X
B B R LA 4 (Visual Awareness Negativity,
VAN) 4 A S WF 5 ) B 22 1l 52 45 3% 2452 2010 W A
(Eiserbeck, 2022; Roth-Paysen et al., 2022; Seth,
2022), VAN 278 N1 Fl N2 BFE &N, 720G
FHB A4 T 5L ERP B S5 R IRAME T
W RWIE Z [a] 0 22 58, WARIIRZY 2 200~500 ms
(Koivisto & Revonsuo, 2003; Ojanen et al., 2003),
VAN 38 43 A FERL FR R F Ak |, I ELAE R
VR IR T 02 BRI B A o X VAN 23 1 JE
BL53 BT & B VAN R REY & RO AL 58 it 7= A,
TE MU AL i Bz 2 AR [ )5 &8 (Koivisto et al.,
2009; Liu et al., 2012; Pitts et al., 2012; Vanni et al.,
1996),

JUEAEAREA T, LP £ P3b i 1] %1 4 #R 4%
WL B TEA T8 R AN Z A AE 22 57, HB
Ok 8 22 9 IEARE 2 B D 22 S T BEJE R e T L E
RORA L, TR 5 iR 75 % R AT 320
2454 5 (Koch et al., 2016). il ln, A58 & KL,
TEAN TG EE IR I 250 N, TR wilae &
BB R, ARANRE AR WA P34 (Cohen
ctal., 2020). [d] LP i ANIm], fifi 22 b 2ok
FOFFE Y SCHR I — Bt ) THA S VAN 2 o 2
PR R A bR P 3R (Férster et al., 2020; Koivisto
& Revonsuo, 2010),

2 FEMHAETHIESERREXH
BEEMH

21 AERHNHEHWESR: TENHBEN

EEH

WiE b3 oF JE IR 3 N, dAg 2
A R R O SR AR ) B el o i s,
BT R E 1 SE 50 2 80 (Binder et al., 2017;
Derda et al., 2019; Eiserbeck, 2022; Windey &
Cleeremans, 2015; Windey et al., 2013), H.i, &
KPR PEENEWAE, HEANRZ

JHEN 36 B9 YE 8 (Fu et al., 2017; Koivisto et al.,
2017), HAFAEH DA 32 008 W7 A % WAT: 45 %
TN BAEAEAR G AT B A5 B0 5 TS A A 100
To DX 43 By In) 8, T 3 2 400 1] A v X e s 4 T R
X — A AL, DT B IIORS B . 40 S X AL R
REHEATIR ST

T ABESE & B, 1 FH A [R) 4 5 3 v = BT A5 3]
B PR U2 & K R A f (Forster et al., 2020;
Jimenez et al., 2020), F 57 & 8 L AR
T IR 0055 0 0 ) R0 R e 81 IS TR (B 3] RN AR
R FRBE, B WIR: EAEN&GET
TR BRI S =, (HR AR R BELS
R BRSO T, R A R4 Y LA AR
—— BV AT T e D i A G = S I R
(Pretorius, 2014); 53 4MNE ST L8 T 4 AL o
AE AR 9 5 W O 31 ke B ) ) 1 R 22 e, SR
WoR, FEEEBEREET, B i R R )
TR, WA RS U, 0 R B 2k
YR 52 e R R (Sergent & Dehaene, 2004) .,

SRNTE, PR EIREIETT LA A S
250 (DN A A S o LU EERE AR . 5 1 4
AR D), (2) 3 A A AH X BUE 55
22 (BB E PE AN BRI ) (Kanai et al., 2010).
ZE A F e IR B BRI B A A 25 5, TR
Wk ot 0 X e %oy 7 B o) DA BEL Lk 33 21 s
8 B IR (Raymond et al., 1992), Wi #E#EE =28
T FPeE . ARG X 8 2 (8] 1) S5 i DA T 3 A %o
il B P3G B BE 1 (Lamme, 20005 Lamme,
2003). FH T FRGIBLEIAATR, 05030 i 5 155
T BN, DA SR R T R AT R
AT A 0 A T R AR AR H
b BT ZAL T HARAEAE . R TR, #
T TC T X P A7 A RS I 1 O 5 < H AN
ARG B, FEE M, % T X WA S
DU 32 XL WA o0 X, REAS X3k I £ 1
FFIX 43(Kanai et al., 2010). 24 F & UL FE B, 3%
PR A [r) 14 B ] AL ) [ 6 A AT 2 S50 200 5 400
BN A 55 R I ) T BEALAKCT, 1 230 i 69
155 RN B & T REHLK .

WA, EESMEEREERYIAMHE,
Kranczioch 2§ A (2005) 14 B Bk 5 X & B T 76
B AR DX % AR AT JE A R R A
W, FATW L SCrR, R mmait T
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fEzs NS, R IR AR, HX
TR 100 2 T ) 5 A5 T i o)1 O X B ) B
(Dehaene et al., 2006), X — X3 # 5 HEE M
WFFRAEIG, DRt — B 58 35 DA O T B M =R
774 1 o B AL (Posner, 2012; Rees & Lavie,
2001), BRI EE 2 A A5 2 h e PR R A B
T, S8 T A sk TC R A B IR 45 R (Vul
etal., 2009), MG N T.F IS IIHE H, T BAARN
B R AT, (Y T XHE BT 26
REEATRIZIY B BB 1w AN W ff IO — o 202 2 OF
B, H SRR T 00 B R A BRI R G AN T B
e

XF TR A SE R, BAC ST T
R W wEGE, UESE T MR AL e 2 R RE O 7
(Overgaard et al.,, 2006; Pretorius et al., 2016;
Ramsgy & Overgaard, 2004), 1M % 1 2 300 il i) AH
KA, TEEAEXT D, I HE EZ R R
AR DI A 25 AN Gl | W TR e AN TR T S5 ] A,
HLH R A SOk S8 A M R 1 R T 2 i s
AR PT R o PR 326 e A il i) A G X
AT T A B R A AR R T 5 S B AR 9T R
s AR GHET T I AT Y T, IR
il v R AR R A A A X T R AT S A

EE Y,
22 URBIAEANHEISEE: TERFEERXW
BEEM

221 FEBBRBEENX

FEFE AR ZE N e =, R O i
T[] A B, X DB [E] 2 A 5 0 i 2 R 5
BARRR DR o T BRI ALY (Attentional Blink)
SR YA B AR AR RS 1 B[R] N T 2 R R, X
FHE A BRG] S a2 2R . X —
UG I S AR DT 51 52 2 B (Rapid Serial Visual
Presentation, RSVP)YT:55 Hi W44 3 (Raymond et al.,
1992), ARG A H T —FE =, R
T8 2 (s B A PR 5 A0 0 2 R =) I A O
o FEEE ) 25 B 7 B rp P 2 B () Gn B
10 4Y), #iPERES T a0 h g —1
WENHir, iAFRRY, REFEENT4H
Sy S R A2 BB, AR R RE A 8 BN K
4 B~ H A5 a9 iR 51 (Broaddbent & Broadbent,
1987). SRMIX T X HbRAESS, R A ARG
55— A~ BAR(T1)JG 200~500 ms 4R E] 67 1Py, 0

FA I A HAR(T2), IBAXS T4 A H sy
PUN 328 58— BARASE — A4 H A ) bR b
£, NXTF5 =4 BRI &Z % & (Raymond
etal., 1992),
222 EEBRBREANEEH

FEBE AR —= R BN T 2 E
A, v R R B B D R IR H BRI T
RERSER KRB IR GIME B T #lx T4 —
A BT R0 BN AROR T4 1 A A 3 T R R R T 5
PSR R TR, il T gl 88 =4~ H
i B RAE#EA IR 7 SR B HOs BELm, A
F TR 0 B AR A TR

RT3 A A v ) A 31 5 U 5595 5K
s [AUARH E M R), TR BRI T DL i e AR AT
55 e SRRV J I R, 6 A R IR AT B A o
Fa AR . BRI &, B BB b, (R
TR 58 AR A B AR A AT 55 (HI 5 H FRAT: 55 )i
AT LU A B AR 2 B UIRE, T L
DA TEBA TR TP B0 R Al WP i R4 1
43 Aii (Biserbeck, 2022), F Hidiad X i%AT 55 45
T BARAEAEF BRSO, A B TR
A4 5 B HOR I 8 B IR Y 96 & (Sergent et al.,
2005). W HEHRESS B, O E RPN —4H
FRFIEE A Bhn: FERKEE KT, REHE -4
HAs 5 T, T8 -4 i
55 A HUbR I B (R A4, T T I O 80 A 5 1
TG, AT LA R ZCRAS T e 5 A BAR IR
PR EEEE AT, S-S HRE
TRV, I REEE A H AR Y 2 LR Bl K iR
IS5 . BR TS DA S R S AR, 1
TR IR S B AT RS 40 M R 22 L e E], L
N [ A5 FEE St 1 55 e R oAb, T A
V14 AR A A5 T W IO e 2 O P 4 95 22 30 2 i 4 i
J& I R] £ 32 B kG i A AR . MR, SUE
5530 3 b B 2 5 E 0 A B B A, Bl
RILA BRI A 8 28 A PR = AU
TE BN S E F DU L (B 2 AN 5E) (Kanai et al.,
2010), AT U7 7 7 A 528 ) 35 i EH A i IR
TR P R B B R o R 5 0 T U X 1 A Ak
FURG AN, 38k G X BT 55 09 R0RE N AR B L 4%
Pt i iR R B R 2

TFF 5 AR B T U B i) 2 A 2 DA A [ R R B
W EIR A, KRR L Y B HOR 7 225
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KEAHEETTHR, UERAETESEREGHE
ST Y T B 5 vk (Forster, 2020; Koivisto et al.,
2009; Seth, 2022), X T ERKERK, £RMPE
T T A 23 ) B8 RV BRI T BRI 1) T 328 4% w5 Fh
RF ERP 48 (LP i VAN)YE 58 2R i ph 48 56
57/ I % o3l [ B o o DO S E N S N T
TR IAF A F @R N BRIS, AH G SIERF st fE
(12 VN Roreto M o3 (S ORI =R 120: S W Fu )
SR IR 2 JC W) 5 TR DG Y AR 4 =2 [ F e (]
KB, PR EVUBREEESEIRMLER, I,
TE R R BAR EL T s Tl il X, o 38 2 A T
—AEE TR, R T Bl B e A A AR R,
fiff g 1 2 )40 i 9 =X A R AR 48 S8
£ [ 22 78 Hh 0 LS A B, b T AR Bl R AR
PR B SRR A R R S0 45 R A 0 (Pitts et al.,
2014),

3 FEBRBEEXTHARAEZIRER
HIHE KIE TR

HATE BB h, 280505015 3 19 25
KA 5E B AR N B HE = (Asplund, 2004; Sergent
et al., 2005; Sergent & Dehaene, 2004), 7£ ERP |-
PRIy LP B o0 Bos A, oA WF 50 & X ol
A Y BB SRR 2 OB I T i R T
3 (Seth, 2022). RTMSEPR b, JrAFA T B BRBE
KRB AL IRAS 1A 2 — 840 % LA Y
SR AR, IF HIFEAEZ BT VAN (195 s 5=
(Eiserbeck, 2022; Karabay et al., 2021; Nieuwenhuis &
Kleijn, 2011; Sy et al., 2021; Roth-Paysen et al.,
2022), P SCELEIRIET BRI T AL 2
PR AEAE, JF T — D4R 503 TR 58 2
PRI R, B X AH G R £ Hh BAR T 17
F18 SIZ B A58 T T 114 B R AL
31 XZFE#EXRIEE
311 1TAIEHE

T e (50 i 2 B B U P e R AR
SCHkH (Sergent & Dehaene, 2004), # i # B oK 7
— % R A R QTX ALK 4 K5 7
B (14 T 7 SR P 380 R ) S S R R B
(4 DEUX), JF 85 H 0] Wk . 058 it
T—FhEL EMRFEQRL A)IEIRAEY A ki
VERE] WA . XTI ST A B, A i T R R
6] 7EE5 A ARG R T, vl WAE i R Y

e te e v, ARERCATT W FE5 A B
W, g e fim, ATl B
AT 5 A A A5 T TR U i O =

FEBLEERE I, BFOT T T A 7 R
e R ARPEATI L . Pe3R )5 T T % (Post-Decisional
Wagering, PDW)ZR #AFEMUL PUE R, 4 H C
PE B IE R PE T e, IR e S e A Y, AT L
WS AR, WM, WS R A 4
B 3XAh Iy AT LUTE i g e 3 E A T Y
&, R TR ER 0 2R E—RD
O B T A5 5553 K T e R B L R . YA
FR PR PS5 R v % i) il A T R R
R, SO &5 5 2 B0 B HL A0 B IR AR 3 (Nieuwenhuis
& Kleijn, 2011), A WF5EHE H A 45 5T A
ATAE, DR Y T —Fh 2 UL i B 0 3 AR S At
W (Asplund, 2014), ZWFFTIN R EMEHEF RO T,
BTN B A HAR RS B 3% 32 B 52 e, T Bl
HH—A BERAEE A HAr ] B (a] 3, 7
TR B PR AR, RIS, 7E 5 B
€, 0 T8 LA B IE AT SR ) AN S50 v, B
FORTEG IR T FLIR” (face wheel) | HEITEEE,
i E A B R Bl €6 38 b k58 1) 01 68 5 1E W 2
LRI, RMiLg R R, HEIFRA
biti 5 55—~ H An 558 =4~ B bx 22 18] () [ b s [ 17
KR EAE, FILIEM B iR
DL iR A = A 1

WAk, T T B — A B AR A
AR B RFAE (BT R 7 1)) B AT: 55 S8 R PR ST HG JEE
FAE M Z A 25 Ab CR I T 5 Asplund (2014)4[F]
PIARHETR SRR, SEIRES R R B, 445 EoR
BAE A 6] /Y E b 22 18] 7 B R [ 4 45 AiE (R0 7
FEE SIS, RS AN B AR AL 2 R L
S ol J6 7 A0 55, 2% BN A I R 3 8 i (Sy
et al., 2021), — L% (Karabay et al., 2021)I]
T g RT 28 BE RERE L O) E X
(0L A1 7 o) ] s 552 0 19 900 3 3 ) A R o —
A~ AR BEE A B H XU R A A T
BHSH—A B AR R BTE A — 7 B, iR
A AR AL B E R AR, #a T
T (R TR0 Y4 A7 A0 A T Rk, B e U S B
[ F
3.1.2 ERPIE#E

Sergent Z¢ A\ (2005)>R B Y Sergent il Dehaene
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(2004) A8 [m] () SE 86 i3t AT T A 6] WA L
WAy Z 811 ERP 225, WFF8 & B nT UL EE I 4 S 81
XU A7 (B v 76 8 38 A2 o A i), JF FL7E P3b
(LP)A () 17 P9 & BT 0 A s A, PR e A
T TR R A R AR B R 2 ek
T ZEe . BhR b, R E SR E BT
N2 (e - I A7 AT D BE P43 22 5 04 18043 ) s T 7 PN
FETEE S G R0, SR 90 3 T AT b B
B VS Y WL A LA B 4 SRl 2 0 T AR 23 (A
I, A N2 AL B o G AR S bR
ST TORL R U TR B, B JC A R R A B
A DU ESE, (A A SRR ) g s
¥ (Sergent et al., 2005),
32 ZHEHEHEEXAIEE
321 1TAHIEHE

3l A [ R O L, AR SR 3R A% T
R SR A A R o 5 WA A ST A T AL
YE R b R, BER BRSNS — A B AREA T4 1
FEAMESS, JEETH 4 5900 o8 B R SRR ]
LB HEFTPE 4 (Biserbeck, 2022), W4 R B F
R 5 DT 1) v A5 S b A 658 9 i J2 7 B 1 (55 2%
2 ML 3), AN Z 25 w3, HRi%E ]
VLEERE N, PR, WIATEIZAME T, BF5E
FHRILT W BIRMESRI, Ak, DIEiR
FEAE S 0 S e ) S 56 5 B, Y SO B i A R R
e Ry FRERRM, VP A A S, B
BN RN LRI, 5 BRI E S ) EOb R R
FA8 30 i 45 SR I (Nieuwenhuis & Kleijn, 2011).

AR A ) 384 ) A O R s o) E 2 i) 37 A S
g T AR SIS . WNTE 3.1.1 /T ik
B SEE Sy et al., 2021), BFSEE 78 B Bk =L 1)
G50 PRI YA H AR R R
HECTT T I, BT 45 AN H bR 20 RS FE I,
Mo RN R, WL 2 YT
YIRS A, L Ak FH 2 X AR R A R
FF38 1 T T BT 40 ok 3R N VR R OAS [RD A A R R
BEEIEE o 1€ T2 (B4 A S0 ) e B, 2458
— A~ bR 178 AT DL & AR A i (R BB S BEAE
ZEM s A M), 058 2 1R AR X 7% 245 X (K arabay
etal, 2021), FEILHFEEFHE T TG MR T4 S
VR ) W EEXE A A (A A R e, TR
A B, MSE R IR B (ERE AR, HL0E
POEBGE S, MY AR EE R E—1

A E LR, ERERAERNTEER N, IR
RSN g S
3.2.2 ERPIEF#E

BEWORFI ERP BA1E R B IR B T8 55 (VAN
I LP), & FEAR MM ERBERL L,
Eiserbeck (2022)[R#EMH5Y T AR AT WL BE1F43- 22 1]
) ERP R 22 5, 4558 & BLAE N1, N2 Al P3 B[]
P, FETAR T 0L IE 3 1Y ERP U IR 1% I =22 (6]
HRAEAE B2 S, WAL ERP M BRI T Mot &
WL . AFFEF AN TE N1, N2 B[]
RILE 2 MELL M AW UL VAN B4k
i RE, I B AU IR bR, 45t S
A A5 (Sergent et al., 2005)4i )% - 5345, HAE P3
Il A R B T i 2 AR AR, PR AR I
X AT BE R T AL R R AN R 2 o

A B f5T D TR LR ) R 8 2% 5 14 0 9 R
PR, G WO R AN B (RS
AR JE) IR A BARRXS LU, R O
P4 AT UL AAS T LR R H A G2 S A
4, DR FT A0 00 TR0 B 00 R G 40 s A P A
Kotk o WFFT 4 e 2R M TR AR AT R DL -
IR 224 HT KB N170. VAN Fl P3b $RiE7E
AR R AT, MEFARWRR AT A
T, JF ELREE] LR PR SR AR Ak, UL TE
HITE(N170, VAN)FIHIHE S5 (P3b)Ab BE B B, #0950
BARTEEBBEBLE 1 P34 530 R s S0 AL A 1L
¥ 1% 2285 7 (Roth-Paysen et al., 2022),

4 FEBRBEAUNEAR. R RF
RESHFM

HR Y8 BRI 7 B9 7 JiG 45 S vl A, 7 v =
MIFERS, 98 BRI A 2 B 20 Y B Al =X
WHE SR, ASGE N AT 5% ST
W, WUE T R R = b PR S R R R O
R AT REME, JFEAEAAT T, PO 5K | ot
RN S B AT: 55 (1145 e 0 B i 7 5K AT 55 s 19
ALK . FEREAE)E T, Z4EEIRRR
FE B SE 50 PR R 0 B R R S R e, 9
e H AT A B, WAL R R E M H
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I svisual consciousness dichotomous or continuous? The integrated
per spective based on attentional blink

LIU Yiming', LUO Haocheng?, FU Shimin'
(' Department of Psychology and Center for Brain and Cognitive Sciences, School of Education, Guangzhou University,
Guangzhou 510006, China)(> Shanghai Key Laboratory of Mental Health and Psychological Crisis Intervention,
School of Psychology and Cognitive Science, East China Normal University, Shanghai 200062, China)

Abstract: Is visual consciousness a discrete or continuous pattern? The attentional blink paradigm from the
perspective of attentional blindness is an important tool for answering this question. Attentional blink
paradigm refers to the rapid presentation of stimulus (approximately 10 per second) in a fixed spatial
position, where participants need to report one or more targets among several distractions. This paradigm
can effectively weaken consciousness to varying degrees by controlling the lag time, avoiding confusion in
subjective judgments and errors caused by exogenous attention. Based on the perspective of integrated
theory, the coexistence of two patterns in attentional blink is demonstrated, providing a compatible
theoretical framework for different perspectives on this issue, and helping to further explore the reasons why
measurement methods, stimulus materials, participants' reaction modes, processing levels, and attentional
load affect visual consciousness patterns. Future research can optimize experimental methods and operations
based on the above factors, thereby conducting in-depth empirical exploration of this issue from the
perspective of attentional blink.

Keywords: visual consciousness patterns, dichotomous visual consciousness, continuous visual consciousness,

attentional blink



