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M TAEIDIZMILEM T : B8, R RALH
%% FER HRT FFE EBT A @

(LTI R 2 i 5 A 22 B2 F T s, K& 116029)

OB AWML LAt SRR R 6 SR AR E R AR R 6 B AR AR R
T AAE, A0 TAATRE XA A AR AL L TR AL TR AL 6 TR, AR
M E 2Kt B A AR50 XAt 2T 4635 R B AU BATIR . A, 2 RR) G X T AT OLER 2] 4 U E A2 4
BRREF, LPTRMGRABARKA S TH W, SLIb, 3T HE AT R R i BAY ZHUH T A TR 49 9%
R R R SR £ R LI By LA, TR ATk R k. KRR T T S A
N TF AR E R GEATIAE, BTARRZTATE T 94ER, AT B A EWFE T 22 E A0 T = A ATH
Yo,

E@A TR, RE R AEEX

SHEE  BsA2

1 5|8 B g5 D VWM TR H, JEIE IS B B2 1
AT MBI V14 4R AT REZ 90T, {Hx 2605l H 5
BELABAR AURE BE74i# (Bays & Husain, 2008; Wilken,
2008). SR, 76X A A UL FAE A T4 Ak 4
PR, RAEAEZ AN T B . 1 e S i s 1
B TRAISID, BRI BT . BR, X
& Bays, 2014)0 HeTAFMEIBEAFSAIRIE), o g e et 0. 22 B R B S0 T4 BAZ
VWM REGAEN — IR NSRS TR K I 8% X [N (Ballard, Hayhoe, & Pelz, 1995), i@t

W& TAFEICIZ(Visual Working Memory, VWM)
& REUE X L AR R EAT R M AR, JF HOZ
FF 25 F 7E 26N AT B2 7 191814 R 48 (Baddeley,
Cocchini, Della, Logie, & Spinnler, 1999; Ma, Husain,

INHUI T RRFGE, A2 3 X0 W58 3 5 T8 i3 BT Y LR, R B AT A e BRI e Ak S fa
Bffto R VWM B AZJSNRIE AR, I B AL 38 T A/EiC 12 R 4E (Jolicceur & Acqua, 1998;
21l T BRIG A7 %5 5t (Awh, Barton, & Vogel, Nieuwenstein & Wyble, 2014; Ricker, 2015), K Ui,
2007; Ye, Zhang, Liu, Li, & Liu, 2014; Zhang & Luck, IR [ i P T 42 e 2 MR S B RE S Bk ik — 2 A
2008), FE I, B TR VWM A R fi#% K 354 (Droll, Hayhoe, Triesch, & Sullivan, 2005;
—HBM R VWM SR 01308, & F VWM Triesch, Ballard, Hayhoe, & Sullivan, 2003).
AL, DFEANTA B AR AR, A A SR, A — LE B 5T T AN I AFTE DL [
LN, VWM N e A BREC A I i, HAE X Tk #E, AR ILE A R A S R AN
filt— AT BRI . BHOR S BE 1Y R AE (Luck & il B A4 1 o ARSI — RSN 0 R, BH
Vogel, 1997; Vogel, Woodman, & Luck, 2001), VWM IR EREASZEILE T, 5 ZR#H IR
R BE PRI A g, VWM 15 B AR T —Fl Ay JSEANFI 0 T3 #2 (Bayliss, Bogdanovs, & Jarrold,
FR IS BRI . TR NI TR, AT LIRS 2015; Stevanovski & Joliceeur, 2007), H AR 5T
e S EAAFILE I TAEREA VWM RZE 51
" FIEAER, B7E BARR AR TE KRR EIR A7 AE 2
Vi 1103: 2018-09-28 " R B, — I YL T AT
* [EFEHARBFEIEA(31571123) %8, It )
SE(EEH: X3, E-mail: 1q780614@163.com [ 1% — 48 & (Stevanovski & Jolic, 2011; Vogel,
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Woodman, & Luck, 2006), ifij % — 343 0F 58 # N
X — 3 AR AR AE L 58 48 B2 12 L (Joliceeur &
Acqua, 1998; Stevanovski & Jolicceur, 2007), Bi#
T 42 12 JL [# (Nieuwenstein & Wyble, 2014;
Ricker, Hardman & Hardman, 2017), fEARCH, 2
FHR G — 1 AL TAEIE 120 [ (Visual Working
Memory Consolidation)iX — AR REFERIA L H
MR, HLEBREEE L, ARFREZ
) HEA — B X R MPI R, H—, TERRR 525
FeAEh, A LA BT RE LAAS ] 8 X 2 3,
etk AREURE R EIE, (R E TR
ZORXTLSE A B A ILIE . T T AR IR B T2
TEALEJZE T iz AT, S8 b n] B8 B 18 S G i
B R T U E B = W 1 S (MBS BN i b
Sy I 55 14 v AR A AL AR UE LS AR
TCFRAE TR

BT EIRE AR, SR E LSRR
EE A [5 g 00  9 CH  L JE g ef R A HILTR,
WE BB SUEFIER . AR 2 b e
£ VN 1 5 e = W N = W F e S U
FARHESD T X ILRE AR, AE B ATTTE ek I [ 1Y
I 727 I A AR BRI —Se 58 % & B,
& 50 ms HEAETERALILIE (Vogel et al., 2006), i
53— RS WA, T2 400~1600 ms A4 fE
2t 3 L A it F2 (Nieuwenstein & Wyble, 2014;
Stevanovski & Jolicceur, 2007; Wyble, Bowman, &
Nieuwenstein, 2009; Wyble, Potter, Bowman, &
Nieuwenstein, 2011), AUAUERT R FERE, HLHE T
VEICAZ (R JLIET 38 97 K HC B i AN WA f) o L
N — ST R s, DI A ] B e 1
T F K A 19 00 28 4K (Joliceeur & Acqua, 1998;
Vogel et al., 2006; West, Pun, Pratt, & Ferber, 2010),
SR, X T X — BT 5 s pE i JLE L, B
HIA B Z S8 — A

125 1 3 i) U5 5 2R e b A BEOR 4% D7 B AIE
o i, ARSCE XS T AEA R L5 5 T 4R
1509 26 T JLIE i AR i B ST . 308 B T HE AN
[7) 0 =R R L[] i A I T A 7 1 S [m) i, ki
IR B8 7 A5 TS IR W) 9 22 AR R . BEJS, A
S AIBIRIEXT L T VWM BB A LA A,
FEXT M LI A R R AT T R, %
Fehfede 2L (Sullivan, 1986), A CHLiXE
A TAECAZ PLIE 2 47 B B AL 1 2 2 L

(] o A = A AN TR, I X I T REAT AR
o 2 AL BEAT SR . XA B TR TR DL AR
HAE TARCIZ I TR PR VERT . TE B
oy, FISE % SRR IRAT A 1 SCHE A W S IR, AR
SCHE— AR — e ] R B ST S BRI VI A KL

2 MR E R E

2.1 FEMARTBEXARILERTE

P TAEICAZBLIE I T3 — & =4 T
BB B WF 5T, Chun 1 Potter (1995)71 W8 e
EDRI T 68 B T I A e [ R A AT S
5 vp {1 31 & 3R Y X (rapid  serial visual
presentation, RSVP), A #ik & M| — &5 £ Al
PR A B AR B ) P58 B, B SR T A 38
i B R, O TR O 2 58 S e
P BbR ik, 030 SR = RS —
P EE TL RS AN 7 8 T2 Z M B A
[ Bt (EI TED B o 25 R SR, 4 T2 7E T1 ZJ5 200~
600 ms HWIE] H BRAT, B ToikR s 1 T2, X —2L
B FR R AN o 36 T aX — R, —SEIF
FEHEAEMH RSVP AL 55 38 TAEICAC L 47
fFgEat, s HFR O B BRI 2 (Vogel & Luck,
2002;Akyiirek, Leszczynski, & Schubs, 2010), H i,
BT BB MBI, Tokm s 1 T2 A5
ZHT T1 BB R, AWIFETF T2 L
[ 2 (Chun & Potter, 1995; Vogel & Luck, 2002),
HRYF X — 3 4, A 58 AL 75 B2 ) d5 i ) [)
AT LA 3 ok 05 0 W I 9 2 ) s ] ) o A 4 0
o SOBES R FRVZ, R T2 MIERH R4 AT
BETREWRE S, AE AR RTINS
e, BUE T1 58 A ] K 2502 500 ms (Giesbrecht &
DiLollo, 1998; Isaak, Shapiro, & Martin, 1999),

% T 48 FH RSVP 385 2% I, [ 3 A AT 5T A1,
WAT: 55 J AR T V2 M 7 DL 11 el 2 e )
EAUES P, Re i — L5 Je 2 3 — R 5
TR, BRI IO IZ (W SE TAEICAZAE 55,
T1), ZJ5 23 Ek m AR i 2 8 i 0 2 R i i
AT HER (V5 BEANAT 55 T2, W3 A 5 i S B b i
s EILE), e, BZRgR Rz Z e
BT, BIFSE 3 S R AR A 55 22 [ f e ] ]
W, % T1 X T2 (#5050 B A 5% i . Jolicoeur
1 Acqua (1998)f# FHiZu=0 & B, MW 2B
L) RN A 55 2 [8] () RE A AR A s (330~550 ms),
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X 58 AT 55 AT I T Y S5 7 B 4 2 ARG, IR
ST X T AMES RN A — A DA
{RZBES T1 A T2 Z R [RIBGES B A3 0, X5 T2
B S AR PR, B S AE 550 ms 2 JE AFEAEfL . W
FEHE N, 550 ms J& T1 ARFEM T2 SR Y e S
Al B B, P LA O T1 A SE TAEICAZ L
SEMCY ] T S O AE S — MRS R EIC
2 )RR, TR B DL T A ] 2 S
Ja 8 W58 E 4 Jolicoeur Fil Acqua (1998)9ic 12
A4 4 B €2, 384 (Stevanovski & Joliceeur, 2007),
WA 3 T A Y 25 SR

SRS, I A A R AT 55 K
HYBFSE AT AL, DL R T R . AEYLIENCAL
W H P FEIR, AR ZEE R WA SR ER . 7
T2 IR 58 AR B DB, AR5 3 E R R K — e
P, 75 T1 A T2 Z (A8 E A R g [l () s, DL T2
P 1E Aff 258 B8 8 S IO ) AN T3 % A O Ay s ) A Dy
T1 I [ 58 B 7 2 B B A]

SR, B T1 AR5 T2 AL 55 Tk
XFYLE B R AT RS, X AT [ PRl 2 —Ff )
W F B, O T RS B TR b 2 I A A AR
— BEAIF Y 2 i Il I A8 b i £ Xk 5
M. X—EXWEEREZE, EiLZEHE 20
) AR AT W7 AR AT R IEAZ U . A —
BT, 38 A AR 0 12 B 1) RN A48 i 0 i 2 a] i
SOA (stimulus onset asynchrony), $£%|ic12/% 5%
G AN 52 W) ) e 0 ] v B B AT Sy I T 5 G
B E] o 4N7E Vogel, Woodman Fil Luck (2006) ) 5
g, 0423 H M ECR L K SOA # R G A
AT R B, ICAZAT 55 B IE B 2B SOA B3 T &
Wit e, HRBEWNEL, NEEREUAE, R,
TCACRES BT B B 22, 3k B 4 04 s () Bl
ZAK , KR, JLE B FRREE S22
Jnviidg AN, %15 Jolicceur Al Acqua (1998) I BF 5T 45
F—5. Vogel % A (2006) X L5 TAETCIZ L
B )RR A T — 028 A T, AT S L
— BT E BT [ R AT E 50 mso X AR L
R BRI E 2 BOBUTE 4598 3 W2 31 Y L T e [3a]
PR L SR, TEMLATRIFSE H, JLRE A B €T
H A B[] 2 4 BBk KRR IL A — >3 B iy Bk
AT B2, XFUH I E, Bl aesIL
ANTE g RIBFILE . ISR, IRA B it
5 AT e Al T ILE — A3 H B 2R [,

M B IE YL —A @B i i R AT RE LG 50 ms B4

{E15 3 1 &, Nieuwenstein Fl Wyble (2014)
Ny, Al i ) 28 A 5 5 ARG R (B T BEAS
JRT o AR T — b 423 0 [ TP e =X % B,
TEREM 2 5 JUE TSR 25 Uk 2, FF PS8 m =240,
TEACAZ RSN 5, AT S AT A T W7 X T
ICEEFIGENL 4 DRI, I e G 23—
AN I35 % (2-alternative forced choice, 2-AFC 1%
WECF, BORPOLAIWT RS . MITE A,
SRR A B BT O IZ DL, UL I AT AR KR
2. ULBT R 2-AFC R4 TH X — i,
It H X AT 2 B FEBON S 2-AFC AR5 2
] SOA HYSEINITZ WK . AR, AR ILIE 7EHE
i I Z /B & 5E N, B2 R (Gegenfurtner &
Sperling, 1993; Vogel et al., 2006), A4 2-AFC 1T
S IR S THILE . 25 R WoR, RE&D
THERATI, (LI G52 2-AFC 45T
oo X UHITERI 2 5, JUE R PRI IRTE LR SE, JF
HEA S EFEE 1000 ms A fE5EIK (1000 ms J&
2-AFC ARSI THRAWR) . FESL8 —rh, flfi1fl
JHARTE G, K25 B 4l 1 ok 6 & 9
T R IR AT, 45 0 WoR X T 345 1 DL 55
/D 1600 ms A RESE AL
22 BGEEFRWEER

T 3R A SR T Y B R A A, FRAT T
il 3, A A S I O LI A SR JH A
[F AV E X, Bl TR, 800
)t 38 £ LT B RRAFAE R R I 28 5 o A BRI
b, BR TS BHETE 22 S Ah, EEINK, &£
S E A K 0 BN Tl AN — 2, i nl B
BT 25 S AL

TN AE B Y Y BT 55 90 ORI BRI e K
— LB YA S5 . WFFEE A AT S TR
A Y SR 1 S S F e S RN e s S B L1 B
Tyl SR, X Sy, T BEXS g At il i
YL S B = AR E o FERLSE TARICC ., X
AT AR R B 25 RE A, I —H
Rk, |25 H R TE S TAEICAZ T . S
Tt J2 ok W o A7 JEL 2 A R A 0 R R S Y e
(Duncan, 1983), i JLIET 2 76 4 % 2 J5 0T (19 1 A
(Jolicceur & Acqua, 1998; Nieuwenstein & Wyble,
2014), REWMEIS(E B TR EE . RIE AT L
O RO 2%, U HEREATI AR et . % IEF)
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YA AL A 22, WSRO X P A o R AT
K41, TR 2 f Ja 4 0 1 g A5 9 2 I — > T
1 e (Ricker, 2015), 7EXUE 55 38 U0 B BB
Arf, FATRIM, HBA XX AT FRHTARLX
gro B, X2 AT 3 i JU [ i AR AT B8 2 g i
T O T B B i i A R i L [ ] G
FA LT U A8 T A AT AT T i 1) 72 Ak o ¢
e, s P I A5 A LT ) 2 A

e ik B A e B8 U, AR AR 2 4
2 G BRSO E AT a4 ). W
W, T LA B 5 S B 0 A T By DL [
o AR, X FIRGEICAZ ) AT ] e SRR K
R4} (] (Pinto, Sligte, Shapiro, & Lamme, 2013; Sligte,
Scholte, & Lamme, 2008), % IR iX — Wi, FEwH|
HBE T B P RE R A HEAT B S AR . PRI, —
SERF T AR, T MR R 2B A w2 ST B
DA 1 YL AT e JF A 2 EE R JLE, 102 7E DL
2 A B R A BE 4 A5 0 T B Bt (Stevanovski &
Jolicceur, 2007), UNAEXHFE, FEIXE T IAFH
[EIHFE] (50 ms, Vogel et al., 2006) 1] GE{ AL & 2 i
I H T ] B, 2O i ]
A SEHHIEHE (Liu & Becker, 2013; Miller, Becker, &
Liu, 2014; Rideaux, Apthorp, & Edwards, 2015;
Rideaux & Edwards, 2016),

TE 1) TP b, B e xic 2t 3 it
TrHEie, WfJEAT—A 2-AFC 1145, - FHEm
Hh B AT AR 55 8 J5 AR R e 1C AL IR 8 (Saults &
Cowan, 2007), R i e 3 26 0 F G A I B 4 T
WIS 2-AFC AT 5545 KBRS TR (Y I i
o BN A LA 2-AFC AT 45 11 S it A8 4k,
XTYLE G R AT I o eAb, TR T A A
T AT R BRI R 45 A T RS
. TEZHTMErt, B ARG WA B X C 12
1 1) LI AR T 568 A 55 1Y S I I T A 3
EIFEA EEAIEEIEY] T1 Midie RS s
IR I B[] ) 385 00T A B o X i 4 R X AR
A ALEAF A A2 A e S b pow g B, Hi%
) S 9 ] AR AR 1 R T X — 2 AR R B
X, TMi7E Nieuwenstein £l Wyble (2014) B3+
WA, TUES I IEF RSBl S 2-AFC
55 Z 8] 19 SOA S kg fm, [Rlf 2-AFC £ 55 1y
SN LR B BRI T AR . R, [l 4K
1 X AT DL AT 58 ik B UL R B AR AE . SR,

Nieuwenstein Fl Wyble (2014)AYiEHEJ& 5 —AY, 75
T Z N EEMRORIE R e . 1ok,
AT S B B O R A O, X AT RE SRR
il T R — b 28 A B AR (9 255 1 o

3 MEIAEICIZAERER

IS, — PR EHELNARE,
MRl B BT B R S 2 ), TR B 0 L A
[#] B (Akyiirek, Leszczynski, & Schubd, 2010;
Jolicceur & Acqua, 1998; Nieuwenstein & Wyble,
2014; Vogel et al., 2006; Vogel & Luck, 2002), &I %
X—IG, WP ESE T PAAT AR A UL E A AT
H AT /R B . 5 PLI (serial consolidation)#& =0 IA
S, MAEAR B LU 5 9 7 s A YL i A
e TAEIRIZ i, B R — ik HBEILE — A5
o Wik, MREHccrm B 2, FEEL
S TR Y R = I 03 s i 2 e M i
(limited-capacity parallel consolidation)f&zCNITA Ay,
A BRASE I E {5 5L AR % 7E 5 DL G AR O
T E AR TEICC R G B, YFHEIE M
W H S EOE o B RE 8 I AT I Y B R B B,
WLZBUT 51 b AT 22 R FFAT DL E A GBS A 1 550
H {5 B E i AMGE TAEICIL R G . FEXT LG T
FEICIZ U BB AT T i, BF 9 & AT el 1 5%
HEREDTREGHFEARBENIMTILE, Z)5,
TR [F) A 1) MR AL 0 {5 2T A EAT A PR 5 1
FEATILIE, DA R iz = 3z S R L R 22 (9 52 i
31 BERHITARHBEMHITIE

AERFIUE R TTRCE, T ke H fa
3 i AP T4 (Eckstein, Thomas, Palmer, &
Shimozaki, 2000; Palmer, Verghese, & Pavel, 2000),
WMRE — AR I NENZIH . 72T R T
Ferh, G55 10 2 1 56 %635 5K (Scharff, Palmer,
& Moore, 2011), 42T H LA 51 sl 7] i ) 7 2
EIANE 1 FR). SEH R E 2, PR
— 50 B {4 B TA] R JE AT 2 BRI E Y B ] AR
] o 32— [R5 30 =2 i ek 990 5 0 ) o
HAE AT B 02 IR AR 2R B 80% 1L RS 2
BRAST ], 0 FR A Fe Jo T T ) (R 33 7 vk DL IR
—ER) . WX, R E R I AT S 2
PR T R 0 S T 0 25 R, T ) B i
% [ B % P30T AT L

TE B A5 ¥, Huang, Treisman Al Pashler
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FFEIE A [ R IS
+ +
u [ ]
+ +
B 400 ms I VR 400 ms m
b s
+
e mt gk | pe
+
HER 200 ms FERE£8.50200 ms *
+ |
LA 500 ms [ | HH 5,500 ms
+
itiZ A2 mt i R 652000 ms

W 5200 ms

R 500 ms

M3, H2000 ms

B [P E RGN, D, AT AE, X, 2017)
T 5 5 PR ] (mt) 28 2o 00 ek 0 B Ao [ DA 5 44 5 L T — e A2 S iy die /N ) B B A 5 U SE ikt R
HEATIF I R B RS2, RO al AT 8 AP Al fE(8 ms. 16 ms. 33 ms, 66 ms. 133 ms. 266 ms. 533 ms I 800 ms %4
ML), HA RIS 18 Ko AT B R TE 8 AR BUAS [] 55 0 F (W R ML EH R, Wi SHBE, ARG MK
JRF] 80%1E T 2R I Xt 57 A I 6] 4 Ay 1 20 5230 P BT A2 BB S BRI ] A, S 1 B A a0 1 R o B X R B S IR AT AE
Y5300, T SRR ¢ SO R VR 9 [ B 52 0T 45, A 20 5 )7 90 SR B AR AR TR], FORSEAT ST 2047 o

(2007)E St 1B EAF SR ILERE . Ml A,
74 5 B0 2% F TR B IR A R I 3 T [ I A O Ok
o ZEE AT RS TAEICIZ A I T e 2
FEHIEATHY SR M, 7 Huang 25 A (2007) A9 BF 5,
YT BB A 2 78 LI L, 72X il
LT, PSR A S BO 0 7E 7 5 S A R4
ZACAZIH BB, AT I E B Ty
TR, S, Mance, Becker Al Liu (2012)FERS
TX—EZE LR RY, 2SR, FR
EUAFIRRNGTC2 5. M2 =4
e, FRFERMRS N EZE TP ENR, X
U IR T 2 A5 B L OR TR T, B
AT E R B = BRI oy =, B —M A=A R
TR AT 45 R A P 282 1 b e Y
5. ir ), Siemann, Herrmann F11 Galashan (2018)
R, HPAIHE 1 RAE G 7E — AP & T,
REAS X P oo R iy =2 TAE, Hitk, AR
Hoae 04T O Y 52 BT AT BE R AEXT 20300 H BT S
i E, FE 2 2 T S T R A TS (Snyder,
Banich, & Munakata, 2014),

W Tt R[] B/ 4 2t R =0 L A =
TTHRITAN, Hao, Becker, Ye, Liu 1 Liu (2018)F]

i HL CDA i {H B S WAl v T AR L2 R Y
T H i X — ek, XL AT T B
Uk, TEMBATAY I, 1CAZ 5 7E S J L [ g
A BB, GCIZ R H B 1, 2.0 4 T
R R, JUEZEE Bk 72 LU AT Y Oy Kk
ITHARREC 2 ATH, X —45 3 Z H i i
745 - —3F(Mance, Becker & Liu, 2012),
3.2 WFE R REBHITHITRE

B T AR B LASR, BFSE N SUA U R/
A & I A% Oy 1 5 B AT T, S5 R R,
J5 o 45 B Be L IF A7 1Y O 3k 17 L A (Mance,
Becker, & Liu, 2012; Becker, Miller, & Liu, 2013;
Hao et al., 2018), 2R, 7E[RE/FF 2T,
JIT L5 3] 1 ] i 52 B 2% A R e A2 R AR X — 3
., BR T ANBEIRAT ILIE i RELLSE, I AETE 53 A
—FATREYE, BRI H BERS IR AT UL, (HIL
AR I RS BE 2 B . AR, Hh T SO0 Y
IE A8 bR TAHLRE, I A BE X e o 4747 &L IX
gro BT, —LEHTEFRZ AU AR e 5
1E 55 B0 M2 A5 1T 55 (recall task)dE— 25K T
77 M5 BRI L (Lin & Becker, 2013; Miller,
Becker, & Liu, 2014; Rideaux, Apthorp, & Edwards,
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2015; Rideaux & Edwards, 2016). 521k 58 24T 55
ANTE YR, PR 155 Be 8 [R) B 25 421012 Bk
JE FI%E (Zhang & Luck, 2008), iXLLHFsE &,
TEICICAR BWORE B de br L, R 2 345 )75
BIFERA BEER . HEEICIZEENE R
b, WA RIS WL T R S, i HERR
T HeM IEAT I EH 2 YL IENA B REAR 1Y 3X — 7T 6
:(Liu & Becker, 2013; Miller, Becker, & Liu, 2014),
Miller, Becker Al Liu (2014)i\y, PFPHL5E(H &
EILE X B2 R R 2R A FH#EAYLE R
FE (BPE ARLSE TAEICAZ 3 R P A 25 S B Al 7 9
A, BERE AT IUEHEA VWM 1RIE#E D), R
B AS B] TAE IS 2Z B B 58 B AR, 3
EEEATEER D GRS, Rt 28 mAEEs
B WX FANER, TEARGEE,
ARG WA TR, P —I R B A—1>.

SR, Rideaux, Apthorp 1 Edwards (2015)1%
W R, B35 I {E B0 - 77 3k) RERS EAT A7 R
B I AT ILE . H IR 37 nl A 52T 1)
= B AU P (Britten & Newsome, 1998; Hembrook-
Short, Mock, & Briggs, 2017), U0 I047 JLIE (4 6E
N EFERW R KDNE R, TaX T B30 1m i
JATHLE AT BEN . Rk, B3y e ittt
FEATYLIE X — 5 SR B0 T R AR A S e R . B,
TE Rideaux 55 A (2015) ) SE56 =, 3l o #5617 [n)
TR 2L E, LRI, ERIMEIAE
EE GO, 7 {5 B AL ARG SE LI AT LA

DL L@ st g, sy m Mo mifE B =
PR MR, ATRAVE N, (5 BRI K
WSEIEAT AT IURE, AN R B R A, T
R BRI AE B R RIT E . HAh, FEXTSE
A B HATERGN G, X T 07 I B T AT YL
A % 55 (Rideaux, Apthorp, & Edwards, 2015;
Rideaux & Edwards, 2016), XM, &% —
SeHNERIZE, AT R XS 5 AR B L E AR
BT T 5 — A8, RUGEEE R 2 BB A5 5 i IR
EifiiE =
3.3 MEERRHIZIEER

— B ik B AR 0 B 5T B, 4R R R
(context) BEMS 15 AMU BCIR B )2 19 5% 4 (Kastner et
al., 2001). Beck Fll Kastner (2005)%:f 251>l 38 [l i
B, FERIHE R E SR L T T %
e MAT R, MBETIFHER, FeTEIMAE V2,

VP, V4 XHA 8 B E M TR, (H2, RE
T 9 1) 2 B RE A5 T B 221150 () A4 R B 4R,
HETA AR W S R A 2 5] kA R AR S
ol 5 I E 5 RO A UE TR A G B )2 ST
ol = I T N o P T 1 B Ry T R e = G A
TR B S, 2 3 e R s R 2 e A A
SOR R SR ZE 4, (A IFATILE K T fE .

T — BTG K B, 25 (A1 B AT LA
FS R ARAS M, NI T B0 AE B 0 TRE ) $2
=5 (Haskell & Anderson, 2016), Wt ik, 24518
o7 B ] DLy T B, XF AR B 0 T K TR
o FETX—KIL, FATAT LAHEL, a3 bl
YA E B E M, B T R AR xR H L
R A4, TE R 2 B &40 F, wilhnleE
B2 A7 I, AR A E T E iy 2L
B, ORESEO PIAN T 1) R I AR AR, X
FE—3k, 72 IAT R LR B, AT DIgRAR
JEATILE M EE R . X — i m] LU B Z BT ot
R —E B4, WIFE Rideaux 55 A (2015)HY 5L 5
o LA B O R R R R A B, A BE R I
TTYLRE ) SL g 25 R

WA, AREFRER, M2 Waui H E
A 25 () P AR S I, A R AT L A 2 %o ) 3
W @ ¥E 47 4 75 0 T (Hiittermann, Memmert, &
Simons, 2014; Malcolm & Shomstein, 2015). A4,
2% (1) B 2 5 R S e L P A = — A R R R 7
ETx—%a, ERNZEBL. DM, e
B (2017)38 s P fil e i B B R 2 B BE, X
5 B A7 i Aw SRR BB AT T 5%, AT7E
RS [A] FEE A5 R A0 e R B A I A e A2 T
Ho SLI45R—30k Mic oWt H 2Z (8] 1) 25 8] FE 25
SIRALGE TAEICAZ LR 7 28 W 5w, SR
[R5 TF %) T T 20 2 B 2 () 5 1 34
KT BEAR . ik o2 B3R W LA p A = FT e ik 5 AL
W A3 [B) 3 AT A Ko

4 M TAEIRIZIE HIHLH

AU HR T L[ Y I e S X, AN IR A SE
R R JUE I TR ALl . Rk, X —aR o
FATR e fl i, R T HEM AL SE TARICAZIL A
JIv AT ) RV ML B AR L B4 ol 2 AL A
4.1 AR ITARCIZHE IR

B R X TARCAZ I B R £ AR



1410 DI = N S

%278

I MGG AR AT, P, X — 0 EE
1 3] e 0] FH T SR LI 9 LA SE g e =, X =T
J& BT BE R FRIS L S AT I, LLT A I [ A
ASHE AR ICAZ Al & A AR

et R R 1) 728 1 e 0 A B Y S 0 25
W], YLIE A A BT 1002 FRAE Bl A I ] S W [ 4k
B3 F2 (Vogel et al., 2006), J& N T fr B 45w,
P8 FRAE 22 7EILIE B VE T BE A I 8] 2 [ 4L .
JIT AACAZ T 098 e R 33 =2 1) #¢) B 1] ] e R
AR B . B, #hEWIA /N 22 (201 1) 7E 3
LRI — LR T 5 — iR . AT,
U PG 09 S A S B T B B 10 AZ [ 5 R R AL
22 [E1) 4 R i) [ B8 8 DA, 44 W SO0 4 0 R AE 19 T
IR A eSSt SN

B, B X e A0 DL [ f) F 5 D 4 L MR
PO T Lo FAE A ] B B 5 . 7E Blalock
(2013) Y BIFFEH, AHARL A4 I (R R ¥ i 12
Tt € 2 180) LU S AR AL A 4 e (40 0 vy S
PR 00 2H B0 B R M AR T2 IE B R, T
A5 HE R I, X — RN G R, AR IL
[#] o PR A A A 7 B 4 3 i ok 2, IR 4 ARBL ) 4 i
A AR ARL 1) 44 T T 1042 1 5 1 5 10 07 2% A [
SR, B4R RN R R WY, A (0 T 55 0
ANBESE MR IUR I T o YL A0 T3 % ] fig ie
W S g AT #4655 08 T 4 (Engle & Kane,
2004),

MWETZ M MERE, CANGREN, R
SR . A LA ICAZ R AT RG24 BN
SEHLATSE, (EABATT R B AL, XA AL R
AR B A LA 28025, Ktk 545h
— SRS SN TE B B, 4R — 2]
DU RS TAEICAZ YL AL o 3 i ) i)
PRI = e (A5 ) T RO SR )Ny, TR 7R
JEE FIRFAIR, — K KRB T.—P3RAE(Camos &
Barrouillet, 2014;Ricker, Nieuwenstein, Bayliss, &
Barrouillet, 2018), A L\l FixX — H i i Bf 1 2 ik
A BEGE o RATRE R — AT H DL 58 2 )5 A
REFEATER AT H AU, il 3807 TR BB
ML, S, XA AR T AE BT AT 55
ok SRS SR, TEII TR, MR R
5 AT 55 22 1) 1 ik ) 8] B 5 J i, ASALER — A
FE55 09 S RLIN 23 1M, 55— ME S BRI R BT
K, X UEH] T1 AL AR Z 3] 752 o BExfix —

MG, WHFEE R T b Je 45 L SR TR SR i A X
— [i]8i(Lehle & Hiibner, 2009), 75 it M 245
T {5 v o 4 BB R R AT BR A, (HR RS 1
B A —MEME, B T1 R T2 7]
VIO - T, Bk, JLE 23R a2 T1
T2 MRS (REAREENE, WRFERES
MR, BAFBREFFEREEN KA T, B
R T oK T NI P e B O TR I R
BN T AT S5 W7 X FiX A (a8, Y[Rk
HBE%—r45e.

AR, FE T MR 2 S5 IL A A gk 22 (4 B
33 & B, Wyble, Bowman #{l Nieuwenstein (2009)$2
H T eSTST (episodic simultaneous type—serial
token, U] 2R Mg Bk — NG . XA I A
Hi R B T AR S, 5 B T an ey 4k 22 DL R 4n
BB 9 2-AFC 145 5 .

WP 2 7R, eSTST BEALAH ILGEF B HiC 1L
I, 1 3ok AR AE AN B B, A S 2 P 3R i 400
Y JEnE b B Be (B — A B Be, R AR id ol
“Input”), 173 B H8 A8 TAEICIZ YL B Bt
CE =AM B, EHHRic A “Encoding”), JEREFEX
P AL BRI B 22 1] e 2 41 AT 55 A G HINEGH AT
— A B B vy A A (B P AR IC H “Transient
Attention”)., #HEH—M BT, WEEHLEME
(Types)Ii B FI#E47 13 B H PB4y . BAR TAEIR
AR M EECAZ R, Btk WA
2 (Input) B2 B2 SR 65 3o G T 1000 i
T8 6 ) 15 R SR AE B R ) Bl (Dicarlo, Zoccolan, &
Rust, 2012; Wang, Xu, & Ma, 2012), i A B3
FHIGP RN e —Fh 2R, FUA Y S 3 —
AN 0T AL R B — A W E T, A TR R
T 2ok A, T ) 2 0/ X R A B R R
M, E DI T AT S5, BRI ES T W H 5
oy, (HEFNEENRIEC LN, AFE4
Fag, BT LR SR AN RE AT W E AT B I
[E. eSTST BLALAYHE —Fr BORH C 235 33 3 13
B 2R Z N 2590 € 21455 J2 (Token) 4k 22 4 47 M
T.o eSTST LR rf 755 ] LA AR 2 1 S,
BATRE % BE A B R A HERS R LS SR, IF R
A DL — G Ay S AT R S, R AE A
KT RGN AE R o X R EATT JUMAFF 5 2 (6]
HA) i e 3 A T 5 22 [A] 9 4858 i (Binding Pool)
KM, fEGE MY, WEREAS AL
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B

Transient Attention .
—> MA5(Excitatory)

——=e i (Inhibitory)
——k HfiR(Amplifying)

Py

T1 T2

4
[ ] #¥5 /2 (Tok
f -5 J=(Tokens) -
(Encoding)
435 b (Binding Pool)
o K2 (Type)
fE# R i
Task Demand (Input)
i1 A\ JZ(Input)

!

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

R 1) 0 e, X S i U] S B, AT
VLS 8l Hoh— 2 0935 50k 51 & 53— 2 A 1
MR 3. fEd ST HER R R, 2 A
HRAEFFRAMEZ, BB NS AR A
TR, R AR 19 28 B0 38 A e %
ASEAGRAT, I HLAT DATE 2 )5 B I [ 5 BE AT 46 3%
PR BN Ty I SE AR . 2
Ui, TEE TS b, TR E AL
MIAETE, AHNL ST T He 4 B A S 2y, B
B 58 1

WeAh, AU L AT LR i A 7 2 A
FRZTE b (HR, 245 HABRNEIFAT g D,
B G % 1) SR R AE R A 55 0 DRIk, B R LT
SR B 1, ILEDRE Ok 87 5 32 B TR,
S DU B[R] 2 G AR —FR /2, eSTST
Y5058 TAEICAZ U i oA B HLHCA A, 3L
b PR R0 B E JLIT 9 e — A G2 i 77 91 n et
T2 (Zylberberg, Slezak, Roelfsema, Dehaene, &
Sigman, 2010), {HiX—HIAITA Sy, HZE5 H 4
T T, g6 o) DL B R A A 2 A4 T E
b XAE—EREE ESCRE T IR ILE AL, H
I AREWE eSTST X TAEICAZ H 1917 B ILE %
AR AR, AL R BT P RR AT BE A LE 1 PR
il o B — > PR 2 ILIE 25 5 BB A0 i b
FEAREEANE . BT LA, G SR SR B RO T b
W, IAEHS B, s AR TR 5 —
AR 2 i [R5 s 28 BRI 3 Z [RAEE R+
ol mTAFEEXF T, U420 H I T
JUE B TAEICIC Iy, ARRZE TS 2R K E

i R PR SRR R S S I 55, S BILIE R
BR FEAK (Dell’ Acqua, Dux, Wyble, & Jolicceur,
2012; Wyble et al., 2011), Z¢ [ frif, eSTST A
AT LA Sfe fiee AR 22 DL T 5 T8 1 & R, 76 L [ e
BIL b 4 S0 7T DS A 3 — B AR R
4.2 MRI(EICIZAERBHEH

00PN 35 RS R 808 X 31 2 5 7T R Ao
TARICAC LT & A i ph 2 BE il . Z iR 5T 2 W,
TN FE LR A BT A g i 245 L
(Cowan et al., 2011; Emrich, Riggall, Larocque, &
Postle, 2013), WTEZ HARIBEAT S, TATE N
F P 22 05 B0 RE % U T 3B BR 40 (Nelson: Cowan
et al., 2011; Todd & Marois, 2004), Jf HLIZiIX #
N IE VWM (925 &2 BRI HL I (Xu & Chun, 2006).
K, eI e TR AL 2 5 0 B X
T, JCHE TN, ATAEE S IR
PR By 5658 fix X (Marti, Sigman, & Dehaene, 2012;
Todd, Han, Harrison, & Marois, 2011), It47h, i
) —SefF SRS AR, ILE N T AL AT RE W MR
f 2% 0 DB R W) B E 4 Ok B Makovski  Fl
Lavidor (2014)HIBTFE o MBI IR IR P f) 22 i L
7 HE, ] 384 (transcranial direct current stimulation,
tDCS) H He 30 AL it Je BT X, 45 2R AR A1 ik
MR e 5T, el L S i S AR
P J5 , Lamsweerde Fl Johnson (2017)i#f—2&EE T
PATR 25 SR o SR X S UE 45 A0 7] LA AN —FE 1 it
B2, JUHUE R L A RS AE IR i
RIFE I, 5 R DX Bl 17 5% e I 1 A i 22 1T
BRI VWM RAE, 2728 B HOoR iz B ie
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AL T RAE A UESE S o RATZECR, BF5EEA]
BRI, TERGE TAEICAZ A7 Y AL 7T LATE G %
X B AE B AL 57 2 2R A R % (Emrich et al., 2013;
Ester, Anderson, Serences, & Awh, 2013; Larocque,
Lewispeacock, & Postle, 2014), % &% JL[& fin T. &
BV R e 55 1) R A B — 2D R B RS E 1
FA#RTBE o T tDCS FOARLE IS R B2 A7 B AR K
MISRECHE, JF A AU 3P T PR L [ B B
X R ETE Makovsk 1 Lavidor (2014)JHF5% 1,
X LB B2 J2 Tt S B e IR R A, wTRE R TR T
WIAIE AT RE B B VWM ZRAE . A3k (I 55 ]
VAR Bk ) 11225 T SO B 1 ) 26 28 i ) B AR
kit — L BAiE Makovsk 1 Lavidor (2014) &K #

AR E A, JLE I T fE W 5 012 IR
R RE A OC o AR H 9858 BRIR, IR] Y b 2 A
SHIEUNE sy QN DN | i R R TRl v/ )T N E )
(Lisman & Jensen, 2013), X$&/R, 12T 1) %
U AT BE A — P A W 2 R DA O i AR
FETZAAA, RATHEN, P35 TAECIZILE T g
S i 1 FE Ay A 0 A5 A B B 5 I R R
ok WA A

5 RE

1B R KB Z A7 R 58, o TAEICIZR g
NI T £ J5 THo Ti YL AL ) 15 2 PR )
T WSS AE B RRAE I ALGE TARICIC RS, 0
BAEREAAIE . AW FEH A — 209y,
TLEHLH], A TRBENS W ASER E 00 BB S A He 1R
Fa R W38 TAEICAZ 2R 1E (Jolicceur & Acqua, 1998;
Nieuwenstein & Wyble, 2014; Ricker, 2015), $Xfij
TCVS A BT R 0 2 - B LA e A8 A, TR AL
il R 5T 3 5 B AR DRSS X, PR AT
BT L THEERMEA . BUES .
14 28 Ak it ¢ 31 =X 6 [0 T 3 =X T L T g A 5
B ZRA R, BTN A T AR
e 823 20 DL B BT 45 = A 8, 2 H A se B
- I T AR 5 R Bl A S e e, AE IR,
JCALBE 2 )5 31 B 5 30 0 4 e 4R L s 4 A R
PLIE A B X o T4, JIF BAT DG s RE S
(9 2-AFC AT 55 149 5 I A7 8008 LI i 7 64 0
o R 5K BE A% 78 b 45 I 4 5 oA B P i 42
T, XTYLE S R ATHESE AR, I KB
DR N 2% . 30K PR il — Se 5 )R

ZR T REME . FRATEIL, HAREH MR TR
NP AT AL, R 12AR B 5 IR 0] 2 Aok
TTHERE, I IEAH R TE A A A B X 45 5 1 B2 A
s, FESLER [, BHETUESE AR HAT L
F AR, JHB B AREMEIL T rnERE . %
7 G BEAESIATIATILE . FEy, #f s
A e E 2 S S AT
AT BE . AERRIE T, FRATEAEH eSTST
BRI SRR AL AL b AE AR B — L8,

JAE SR T YL 2 7 AL 208 i — 28 IA
P, AERT LU, B A IR RE B A 5T i Ak
— EFB B, HIARIR A AR — ST B — 2P
WAL T o

B, EHEBXWPIE L, X FIATRT
IR R B R A TR AR R T
AT, BRI, I PHRUNNTER 2 5
U [& ATS 7E 4k £k (Nieuwenstein & Wyble, 2014;
Ricker et al., 2017). [N, A 227 [I# 7T,
TR 7 1945 BRI 15 2 00 L A U A 7 4o

Hyk, RAEERM TR T EEZN
[ A JE A, 6 LA (R At 75 22 1 B AR S5 AT 2
#FER (Chun & Potter, 1995;Jolicceur & Acqua,
1998;Stevanovski & Jolicceur, 2007), {H 2T
TR, AF: 55 Tt 2 5% ) 30 H e 75 B JLIE F
VWM H—ANEHERNE, HILCHIESEE A F Chen
1 Wyble 2015)BIBT 5 o EAMBNTAY L0, Zagiisk
R 5 B — A TR R = AN BT AL A B R 3
A R, e A E, REER
DA T S A 44 o A B A B (B AR 55) . S 3
B RE RTE A —E B il G, RATE
PRI S T80 SR B 4 5 B 1 B 1 w2 8 (R A
£55). MATEM, HERIMES P E S ok
B 1) IE A R I T AR &5 b 4t B B
FIERE R, MM X — R gt kAL 1
Wil J5 BB EE AT E A AR R T B Z AT AL
B I H AR TS AT DL, NIRRT
XAlE P AZ B S (Chen & Wyble, 2016), X Eb4%
RERW, BRI G 2R TR BUS R T H &
BA B A TARICIC R G S8, A
e T S A PN E B S B AR,
LI H S iR S B, EENA BE S g
A TR RS . ik 0L, dEE B RE
HA—mE S E B RSE, Wi TAEE
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LA DA e M ILIE H 5 2R SR 110144 55 4 G
B3 H B AE S SR, AEYLRE AR, 2 el X
TEFEICAZAT: 55 AR G I HEBR 3 FABAT: 55 A0 OC 19 )& 1
FRWE? X —HLHIE T A I IR rfos e = £
o AR EAERIRY i — P3G AR SCH2 1 L 4,
FERABGT I FI M 2L

e, BT —Se 05T R A R A2 5 H
FIRARES WYL E N T AGERE . W07 Xie
Zhang (2017)M9BFZE ., DL 38 3hWT8 S 4%
TOMPRL, SR FH A HE R 4 A2 b ot 5830 X8 S AR
TR CH — AR 52 DL R ) 5 R R P 38 (e
PR 52 DU R ) ILIE B o )5 S R R, it
TGN R @M R TP ILE R . R
N, B Z T A2 4 s o TARICAZ ILIE iy
HEE, J& I T MRREGS PR b K © 2471 TR
AL T FRAE AT O IF R IR e T AR IE 12
(Blalock, 2015; Xie & Zhang, 2017), A4, XFE
ZRMELEDUE B LAY D 2 A5 m] X I [
b v R A A W7 A, X T R R AR
B, TEILREAE R LUR A0 kAT T,
I 4 B PR A 1 IR AT LB R AT . R,
A A I — A F AT 55 A I8 R K 2 R
1R 1 25 T2 A5 23 0P LB AR 2 I 1 At 1
A,

SE Rk
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Consolidation processing of visual working memory: Time course, pattern
and mechanism

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

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

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

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

consolidation



