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ERMEREMEETY: BERANAEREE

EE ORAKXA =R BrE & 4

(EPERM GO ST R ERE A LREEPINERF), AWEES
OB ERE AL F S S =, AP IRTE R R DB AR, I 430079)

=

B B OSRMBEABRE TR IR G AR TR H TN FRF G IR TR RAER
BRERAEGHERRZ”, BERMAF G WL A LR & Ha e LB HA A ES TR mAIR &,
EA M F IR — AR AT VM T B2 ——AETH A TR RIUH 09 T ik, AL 3 X A
P A E . A, SEGME, AGRERSIE BN PG RFARE, AT EFEMEERL DA
POREME M Sk, SFRBB TR AA RN AR, B AR AR TR AT L R HA S I
R4, R RMEFR TABL AR ZR R XA T &, PRIERHOELBEL, ARRAEZFERELA LS
F G A R IR A R

XER i, BAK, FEH, AR ZIE, FIRH RS

SHEE B84

1 5]

B DA N 2 O RO TR S B % O R AR
(Kim, 2011), R OHEZEAAHR2E K
KVE B — ST I8 (Seth & Bayne, 2022), 2R
1 HH A G DL RO [ B ST A b, < i S
HAH FH £ & 1 FME (extension), Bk Al LTS £ BE
FHINENG S, — AR i (wakefulness)
BAEURE, WHTFHEKRAREIR. B L%
TR0 R SR (entity) 9 3 1 (van Gulick, 2022),
AR SO 3 5 5 AR T 00 B2 B 5 op A,
BPARE 8 RO AR 55, 56 TR 8 8T 7= A 1Y)
I P A AR B B R B OIS o

MF B E B AR, —
T8 AT 43 06 T — b 32 AR 6 (X 41 € B 2
WK, X5 — AFRAY “what-it-is-like” & 56 B

il

A 2 B TFUIR 2 1% 40 T FR 3 (Kim, 2011; Nagel,
1974); {5 55 —J5 H F AT 2 5% 3 A A &
TN, X e e Ge B T — A
S, Ul XA R B A A (A — LR, AR
"B AR AE L £ T T A 2R SR (B B IR 2 NOGO
82 I PEA NS o A FAT IR HHOE i
TR RIS, B S5IRLEHAR R G (501 |
THE R R R AR T R G —
AAREC. FUE S, BNAE 2HA KU (cognitive
access)I{5 E.(Block, 2011; Dehaene et al., 2017),
RHEHANE EW—BEr A WIEALHE S
ARTR) 7 LR R AR 5 AT BTN T 56 3R DA B
RORMIE L, 2 BRI — A Ty W
(Fazekas & Overgaard, 2018; van Gulick, 2022),
BRBHEXTERERA —DAINMNE XL,
(B R A B R i s AT AL BRI 1Y 32 AR
5y, XA I WA B AN F RO e IR
Wk H Az 2022-08-02 FRIN TR A BE, R RAEAFAEASIR] ¥ B B2 Al
* SR 2 LG B o R LA K1 AL o e —— R B PUA S 1) J2 941 (The  Gradedness
P REST . OB T AL B H T AT 58 (BBA210036)

B - .
BEEES: R4, E-mail: x.cheng@cenu.edu.cn Chong, 2021; Mashour et al., 2020); MEIHPZ

JuJA, E-mail: z.fan@ccnu.edu.cn N TAE A, BIRRIEAEA R W)z

of Consciousness) (Ul Jimenez et al., 2021; Kim &
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52 AR B —— R B AR TS W 3 & M (The Richness
of Consciousness) (Il Fu et al., 2021; Howe & Lee,
2021; Xu et al., 2020),

AN [R) Y 52 35 0 3T LUAAS ) B AT X0 R
PRI LA B, AR Ok, — S8 S =M T
JOT 2 —— T B AR E AT, X R G ]
A—— RN AR AT 5 T B R R < A el g
(all-or-none) . .47 (dichotomous)# 3, A J& MAIK
B 15 1% 2 AR ) <48 (gradual) . JZ 9% (graded)f
A, TR THRGT, filan, BF5E 34 8 e iR
(perceptual awareness scale, PAS; 1 s & 4 £5{ 1
S 20 T, 1 AN JCIR, 4 KA 21 X R S8 4
TH RN, ] X A ) R B )RR KT ) ke T
RO I A A b B UK - (Ramsey & Overgaard,
2004; Sergent & Dehaene, 2004), [R]H}, 5 —2bsz
36570 =X A I S Tz RS RN
F, X B E M R —— R AR A1 S ol T
T2 W B IR SR AE 2 F & M (rich), KR Z W
(sparse/impoverished), JFR& T ¥ #il4n, s
R K i & JE = (massive report paradigm, MRP)
DU AR R ) U Ry Tz AR R, RDTER
WME K E G, 2R EIIZE e H A &
R A, SR ki ) Uy 22 R Y 3k 26 43 TN
RETETIEIEE A (Liang et al., 2022), 7EAFSY
R AN [ A 38 200 B 3 AR 0 T R 5 1
Firh, BESTE R T2 R U0 A IR R i AN [
FEEMEEWEELE R, Bk, YErxt iRz
RAEFE IR FE B ENRR, E RIS 5
et R TR 30 0 B P A £ o = | RLR R AR
B AL BT

MBIFSE 7 i A B TR B R T Y — SR, o
AR F R PRI E RN TSt k3, Mk
TR BRRT A3 D WIS 2 00 ) R R = U8 5 PR
(Cheesman & Merikle, 1984, 1986; Stein et al.,
2021), EHEH LS TR . BB A
FEROR I B AT N S B, Tl A 5k
TR T Y TE A 2R, 2 00 IR BR LT X g 4 3K A 3 3
TE A A8 55 T sl IR T4 DU ABE 5/ BE AL 5 3200 1 R
D) 2y 3 0 S ORI A (B AT TE UL 5% 3 033 52 )
WA, J2 000 1 BR LTS 00 %o 1o I i oA i 45 1) o
WO, LB 32 R 5 s o =2 W) AT B
Wy RIBk 12X Y 30 T T 5 T RE W T
o 7T BB S5 T w (I T IURE S/ BEALE 3 . BORINZ

FAEM A BRI DTS kD, AR T IE R IR
G, W AR AR i, e A IRZ )
PEWFFE(Kim & Chong, 2021)HIE IR 3 & HEAF5¢
(Del Pin et al., 2020)7, LA PAS W& Kt FRA 3
WL bR AN L8 2 E 0 3 AR A W B R
B 05 ) I A EL T i PR AR 8 AR, BF5E
AR R A () — T TR 2R R (2 W A LR )
AR, R AN [+ 592 56 2% 11 22 ) PR R 36 1) T 22
Sl reEg

R JE G B M AR A 2 A [R] 9 X
HOBIFFE A SR ok, HE AT AR AE 25 AN 1T 43 i) N AE
PRAR . 3 WA TR] S BE AT 5 10 R U TR R AR P
SCHL R, S et S LR I8 R AN [R) 5 T
FORFAE; I H 8 M A% O A #6131 32 0 R 50
FRITE LR 75 e M TN RO I TR it 4
S, ATARR, ERWEIT AU R B, ]
PURERVAR (S A T N TRRvAE S W= I TRk VA L
(higher-order mnemonic theory, HOMT, Lau et al.,
2022) F1 2 AR L AT XA 28 ) 4% B 2 (Graziano,
2022), HLIBIEH AR 73, XAy e B R
AL v ] A 52 S0 R TR 56 4 T Bk R TS Rl
AW R (PRI B4 THe SREE), HIE, XX
P [ R B 5 S8, AN(ELAT B T it e ]
N RO B Bl fRE BT O AR, A BT A
EPUE AL —RI IR BSR4, BT
T X N EEA B4 (] B (Koch, 2018),

AR SO SR R R G R P OB T
FEIE SR FEAT A AR IR AN A7, A LU AH SCWF 58
[ BT PP AN T O A B 418 LUK X 3 A )
FYUE AL B N TE SR BEAT 1118 B, X
o] S G i A SRR AR AR R PR, LA S
A0 g V9 ] 130 B G v % Sy 4 00 i 5 S 6 B R AR 5
G R REHEAT TR VPRI

BRI TR E R 1% 67

BT SRR B, BEFEE TN B IRA I T AR,
o U T A J2 G IR 4 T D B
Yho B — AR UL 3 TR U T < 42 BUE A
(all-or-none access to conscious perception; 4/l Baars,
1988; Dehaene et al., 2017), RV {5 Ko T4F
BB AR, MR O TZAE B EIR,
NATE B B AR U A S BRI T
it B L I AR AFRLAR, S P B X3 Bl % A 4
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Jnes, B RN R M it E T, |
TN TG i A8 " 3K (graded visual awareness;
Lamme, 2006; Zeki, 2003), 5% = F R 31K FH <42 5L
TR BE N %, (HKE R IR RAE AT R A 4k
FE 3k, IR I8 Z2 A0Sy 2 B RRAE Y & i
(summation) R fift B N ] B J2 PR By SN e R
BN R T2 E =R, all-or-none-based
Gradedness of Consciousness) (U143 & BV ;
Kim & Chong, 2021; Kouider et al., 2010), iTijif
BT R < TT B i A T A LA AT
ARG, U RUEAT S B R R Y 2 0 1 0 (B
AU, integrated view) (U0 T/K UL Jimenez
et al., 2021; Windey & Cleeremans, 2015), 4>
A3 Y AR 8 B A R AT 5
2.1 “EFAMIEX

P = WA | o g W [ L7
4Ry T AE %S [A] B (global workspace theory, GWT)
(Baars, 1988)FH T15 2|4 £ Sk 3 H 1 A AL
GWT HUSiA R AR — N ERESIR a1
B S R E S AT RIS 2 A Re < T
ez, BEMFMERAAEZS BN #>
(broadcast)F -4 224~ i X F0  InT, AMAEA &
Xz B AR, B, 5B R TAEZ RN
INFI(F) RGBSR AT, 2B PO iU 24 4%
FA——SE B, AH R 75 GWT Hah I,
A 5% # (Dehaene et al., 1998, 2006, 2017)#E—
e TiZHER s 2 LH, 8 IR s TR
[A]#1& (global neural workspace theory, GNWT),
GNWT NNy, TARZS [ AR BT 52—~
Z A BB S HE AR A 2 T0(H) GNW #2255
o ZMAnSnmrt . TSR TS, 0.
BT RE 1Y 2 A IR DX PN (1Y) # 28 T0 T 080 ) B 4
NI AN el @ R s = (T SR & B ST Y )
R, LS AN [ XA R0 T A s s
il o KT GNW #i 28 o Rl L BoE i, ik 2s7E T
YE=ZS 18] 7 A TR < URR> (ignition) I E Lk M il 22
1% 31 (Gelbard-Sagiv et al., 2018), ffi & {5 575 5
JHREIFERE IR, GWT fl GNWT AN &R 1 fE
FE A BTE PPN AR =X (R R0 13 R 1 ME 0 T
BA PR S —— BN A R BT #5158
2EW, BAREREI,

BIRR <l g T A5 8] T 14 £ SEUERT
FEM L FF(ILLEIAR . Mashour et al., 2020), 4,

Sergent Fll Dehaene (2004)F)H i E B/l (attentional
blink, AB)JyE IRk I T 324 T 17 4
$i& . Dehaene Il Changeux (2011)003# i3 Ho 4 9k i
ALEREMFT MR, KRR EI 200~
300 ms 5 HRTRIET N, MAE TSR INIAEL
P22 S PEAR AL, AT GNWT AYAEZ M sk 2
fE7HZIEYE . b4h, Sanchez %5(2020)id 1 AR
Ve WO L Ml SR A A RN T, 20
ST R R 47 B B 53 1 (cross-modality)
385 M

{2, GNWT X TRy iy 2Ll s
A2 TS E B B SE(UD Forster et al., 2020), 4
BeATiA, GNWT A 74 22 BE 200~300 ms )5,
OB kAT AE RN, R GNWT BU R
g P3 ATRERE I E AR S (WAL 4.2),
{H&, Koivisto 55£(2016)i# i X}t GO Fil NOGO ¥
RS T 0 P3 BIE, RIAER ERFMHT,
P3 PR A HE SRR T GO &R i RS . A
5T it — 2 R FH IR 22 X (no-report paradigm)
R, TEATEEMRAE RPN G . WiksTo)
FIAG OL T, BIVEE B X 8 08 17 T AR 0 0008, o 9
ARREF A 1 35 1 P3 A4 (Cohen et al., 2020)., iX 28
RN P3 LI REAS 2 R AR AR AR, T
EHMEREPATICIRA X, BAAXLEERIER
RESC & HER GNWT B EA, (HN—ERE -
g T X B IRE R R RO .
2.2 “HE"MIRER

LSS 5k SR A 2 5 )2 N A5 B T Rp
AR, I ELTTE B R 0T (AR 1 13
Wb AR RE M) 23 BB AR B I T T B X 1Y 22
52 7% 4k (Eiserbeck et al., 2021; Lamme, 2006;
Zeki, 2003). 5 GWT/GNWT A[al, “Hizs w5 3
TRAF B BT R A RO I R R 4
s MR, JREB#E I Tt n] LUE B vl i 45 19
REEER MESKEENH—-ESH5T, B
PURAE (Y B A5 FEE F, 13 7 b 15 20\ S0 U
I T——RR“Z R TCFFEH, AT4eh BIRE &7 HL
A7 H, /N2 R H 2 (micro-consciousness
theory, MCT)I\ N, TENN 145 & J& 4 00 2 )2 X J8k
PRI LAE B iz s v i B, T E B
Z i )2 X B AR 4G s, AT L3k — 204 A~
BN LL 8B 52 (binding) 1M JE A% 7 WL 2 7 (macro-
consciousness), E £ ™ A B % & 3% i (unified-
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consciousness) (Zeki, 2003), % —H HA R
A& N T. P18 (recurrent processing theory, RPT)M
AR, AR AR G B D B T2 T R PR IS A A
(feedforward sweep) i A & LU= A IR, {HIRGE 7
J2 AN [ RO AT e (] 4 4 B T, B R
2 XS5 B0 B AR G, AR R AR S
e A A %, SRR T8 AR [R5 2 9 I SR A Y
FuAr A, HEETRFEEA I TR M R TG
T 11 B S 5 (attention-free); H A 24 %5 T 25 ]
25 TNTE S A DG T S UL R A S 5 R R L,
AT W AT 38 3 1 T s AT A AT AR 0 B
HiIREAE(Lamme, 2006). H1F MCT 1 RPT #BiA
AR RE AR BT AR S (B TR Jm v, B
ToIRIE S ) A, FFE AT LB I T A ik
DX () 38 0 T B B R R I RE S (N R 2 AR
P, HBEFE MR, FIAT L MCT 1 RPT 1)
F2 IR AT Dy B AR R 0 T DAARR B 0 < AR
BEPUN TR,

Hesai 0w H, AR B2 i — A
PAETF 0l LS E R BRI R E I o HAR S
MR, BREHNEETEH Zeki Ml Ffytche
(1998)7EX & #(blindsight) B & B h R B, &
PR PR 670 B A5 0 T %) i X 57 358 T 5 %) AR g B
K, R St A T P R — X el = 32 AL (R 5
HIRETE 2 WL 1 AT 45 v i 52 R 121X 388 P A o 35
A B T ROK S 19 2 B (Mazzi et al., 2019), %%
HEAF 5T A5 A6 B AE AR A R F & m T, |
Zeki Fl Ffytche 1k EH I EA TE2LERHLE
PRI e ER, TR ES —ERER
FER R 6 (B 2 2 X% X 3k p 938 B UK Rl T
SR 44F) . T Ramsey Al Overgaard (2004)[f] {8
1t 2 T K R R, ol P R e
BT I R (1~4 4 B R« T, KB, JL
T RE SR, ST A N R AT ) Sk i g A i L THUK
o AR LI, FEE RIS I R, Bk
1) PAS PF4rl kA <l 2 ARk, R E
PUKSE AR F IR R 2K 20, K
M A7 <A I A Rt T 42 S U0 UEAE

R s AR R AR A 52 8 T — 22 BT %€,
BN WS IAH MCT . RPT 2536 B AR EE )R8
D3 PN R AT A= AR R, EI A X B RE
ST B A A R AT AR R S, X R e T OV R
WEE Bz A ——<BId 7 L 45 v =R, Bl

ATRER A T B, HEimE R RS B
Wi HE R (Cohen & Dennett, 2011), 534k, IE i
W52 # (Michel & Doerig, 2021)48 1, XML
TN KHAAE 300~400 ms I [A] N | <
J&i 1 (long-lasting postdiction) B % (Drissi-Daoudi
et al., 20194 LA B A B .

23 AF e UBREREIR

FU Y 4 5l 0 I T A =R 2 0] 2 40 R IR R
BT EE, FlA0 Sergent A1 Dehaene (2004)7F
AB SZE A PR 21 5 PAS BRI H TS
A BIRE R PUKE, 4558 & B R R 5 B AT
L5 4 TG 78 PURT i 7K - 19 58 4 T TR /4 il
TR R, I TG 18 Bl ) KF B B R PE 4T .
R, AR R LB, ERERHLETH
5 il R AR | L A A AR G
1K 1 1 3T R BB R B R R RS 1 E B
HCFECN 21 s RIS XA F R SOR B )
MY 3 S 4 sEFR, DL A 5 =X
i, B EIRASEIE Y B 3E (Pretorius et al., 2016),
BT ARk, «“&ai e TAL M 2 F: 734 (1 Kim
& Chong, 2021; Kouider et al., 2010)ix [ LLiZ#E =
s, K AR RAETE 2 4k BN LAy R, R
i e R AT A A A B TT N TN A R Al 1 7] LA™
ARG, TASDYFRIE Hi AR i A,

RS R # AR Kouider %(2010)42
H 1 HR 43 AR B Ul (partial awareness hypothesis,
PAH), Z MBI AN B AR 4 B 2 1 a]
VAR 20 53 S % 2 RS ) M4 B i B R L
TERHIE . BRI . B AR A ) D e Sy i) —
RN LB IC N T AR SR e 21, A L4
BB RAF LT s LA B PUIR A, B —
SO FE ) FAE U K 5 B B YUIRES, WA AR #E A
HARM B IS T 24 3 T2 I L i R
RAEBE I, HULREGEIE A T R T B RUR
W58 A IR Z ] B B A RS .

AR, 20 S 50 SR SE T AN [F) g 2k )
SR RPN T, A PAH 424 T 3255, #illn,
Elliott £(2016)F| ] AB juzt, A5 HTEEMRE
H AR IR — Tl e R AE S AR L, BT e (]
i 5 A €0 B R € R R B AT 55 rh 3R
P2 FRAIE, MEOR 0k R S, A
RE X FL B AT IE B 4R, UEBH SRR B bR
B 03 B B AU T4 e Sr o ) FH 3% 22 A A )



1176 O B R 2 it B

%31 4%

Ju 3 (continuous flash suppression)fd B 53t & #K,
B AE H w3500 5 7 F 24T 55 P R A —EL,
S A RN R U T 4385 5 25 5 (Kobylka
et al.,, 2017), T i —TAF5Y(Kim & Chong,
202106 PAH whae (94 AR S 04 4 28 4 2
1o ST SO T B 4k BE A TR B T B — AR
SEAT AT (91 A AN [R) 2 [) 400 26 7K ) Y 4 B3 4 fide
KB ARFRAE (9 43 A A SE 0 T AN Gk ) 1) 55
2 (hierarchical) 25 F AL, A 18 1] (71T (parallel)
ZEFIHLE . BARA HE, Kim fl Chong (2021)% A&
S I ) F o K, 0 R R ) B 4
B, AEXT TR S )4 S B (A SO0 . ik
Navon ] | St ARG 432), BT &2
[ 350 R ) S (R A0 R 6l . SRl Navon = 8E 5] 1] |
S M EOT2OR B IUIN TR I
HAERr e mr B 2T, 2 B eI 23 1)
R AR, TR 1R 2 Ta] 350 TG =R
ESIG  RROR UL, TR g e T
T A B RN 2 0 3 R (ER) AT A, R L
BT 2 30 h R I BRI T 2RI,
24 “ERLHHTEANES

e Ah, A B 5T & (Jimenez et al., 2021;
Thiruvasagam & Srinivasan, 2021; Windey &
Cleeremans, 2015)§ 4= 8 Jo > i T 455 28 0 < Ax
I AL DU S, B AN TR R
(level of processing hypothesis, LoP), Z{RUiIAN
T ) R PR AR A AT S5 B R e T R U TR A
A=, BART S, XEit . JBRERATEY
P M 1 R TR A < AR A, X B 1] B
RN A AL o SRR B R KT AR AR 1Y
T EAE a2 s o8, 5 PAH AN[F, LoP A
KRR RAE AT 53 E

LoP XA [A] 19 & M RRAE K T T AS [R) (9 =
T, X — F RGN A KA1
VERc: —Jrid, PaE vk 2 R 5 2T
AR () ] b A R B G P K R AR TSR |
LML, I B e A — 5 T 5 R
AT g R 38 A (8 B (R U, BRI G Rz A AR 7K P
BN T A R i Sy W AR O — i,
EGAE A A SR DG Y B MR A, LA s ] 1) 22 S
R PE AL T R R 2 1 YT 4,
B 4% B R <BIG” HE AT = U TR, e [a] S B
“IBYIN LA 25 25 R BOBUA AR R 4558, #H T

<A WA “BAG (£3)7, in T <E7 ) R A
“BEG (Z3K)”, I H X8 T8 0 U0t A g
FE XA AR TR, TR A R ) R KT = RN
L ¥ B 1 ol W o s

LoP WIEZ WM P33 7 UESE . i, #
WAL S PAS 454, R A (Jimenez
et al., 2021; Windey et al., 2013) % B, 74 PEKIK
SRR AN ) AR 55, BkiE s PAS
6] PR (9 HC B 5, PAS V14015 % WL 107 1 7 %%
MO RERA M, WA S ACEAE S, T RN
(Windey et al., 2013). E1{%3$%](Jimenez et al.,
202D 4 rh, BRIk BE PAS HEIPP4 04 L i B
1%, FFH PAS 435 % UL N 1EA 56 1) 56 22 B )
ekt 5 =t LAk, A5 (Thiruvasagam &
Srinivasan, 2021)il 1T LA [ 55 T O B4 2 i1l
e RPRFEE, Bk A YUK A L 7ERK
AR 55 AR E P ) B2 bk,

3 BIRRMEAFTHEEEEH

BIPREE N TR EE RS, 4
TG B A =E 5 P A) B (Fu et al., 2021; Howe & Lee,
2021; Xu et al., 2020)— 24— if {5 22 FA T i mip
P R, RATSEE A CF L TRIFEE, 7
Ko B M L N A 2 s T R T — S P
P H R B 25 A I ) AT 1 B 38 IS 40 IR e L
RN EE, RATEFREA LK, 2 HBEXT 84 i
BHATHEMH IR . PG, “F W T 205 E
RIS ] {57 XA E RS2 R R TH
SCNFIIN TR ANER B, B —Fl R R A 4158 7

XTI — A i, RN EEAEEPIR
— 7 M (Block, 2011; Howe & Lee, 2021)ikN,
“F LT R E B IR R B AT AR Y, IR
T IRATN S X B A AT TN T, I A
T AR B RN RAE, [HiX g R w26 T %
TEARPORIE R T, R — 0 RS2 TN
BB — T, e dnyE TAEICIZ A5 204
B T R 2 A0, DA RE 0% B R AT R A
ko 55— W s (Cohen et al., 2016; Dehaene et al.,
2006; Gibbs et al., 2016)IA Ky, “F WL T &g &>
IR R —Fp LT, FRATTSE R L X — /N 4
AR N B T B IREE, W H 2, Mgk
NRRBRIEN AR ERT N, BRI TR,
AT TAR TR S A A BUH 9 BE 1 (BRI =R AE N
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FERYCF T, IS A A B IERAE N 2 R
Z 0, NN TR SR SRR TR i B 1,
PRI T R A o 5 RN R AE P A 32 B R T 1Y
PRI RV ERRIE N A 1“9 Z W) o TR 52 N PR
UL s AR A T A5 T A SRR
30 EiRRMEATHFEN

RNEMF N B <& W I T Block (2011)
X} Sperling (1960) B4 42 (iconic memory) 3% 5 1Y
fitis, g, AR E Mg E R 2 3 4T 12
AT, BRI 2 (50 ms) ) TRk
fritl, @R KRPOREIRAEFTRE W T A 70k,
UL BEHER IR P Y 3 3 4 A~ [EXTSEERARRT
PEATME GO A, BIAE - Bk B A RS R AN W) &
e B 7 B AR R B R TR X I — A7 B A T R
AR B BEME A i 2 3R 1 g — AT S Bk
1 3 5 4 1. Block NHIZIG ™ 2E Y JE RIAE T
TERE Y S B ] P, s AR RE )z sy B
() FBEHEAT BRI L, B R i i o TAR A2 2
HNBEREE, A BT IA SR ER
R, (HEA RITE TAEICAZ A3 2 i A7 i 2R
RAEABEAZ B8 5 45 = P2 1k — 26 i 4
HEBR RS ok, X BT $OR 5 IR KRR
Z 5, MRS RPT Bt (Lamme, 2010), ZRFEN
WA T B Y R R A BAR R b BRI, DY e
PN LREERT, IR =W EIRRIE, H
B T A R 43 FRAE TC 138 aoh i R R B A A —
To Je i 55 X, O = Y IR ERAE (L BE
A R EUH o

AR N FAE“F B W LA K Block (2011)
FIrHE A< %5 > (overflow) 5k (HI B R R AR B
INAUBH R BE 3R HE T IS S o AP FATTAH AR
RIFRERMEXTICAZ . . FEIR S F A HIER
JHEE 11 #RAETE <% B MR (W ik, Fu et al.,
2021), 0 Sligte %:(2008)i& i ¥+ Sperling (1960)
B MR IR 12 35 X 5 A8 {5 22 (change  detection) s
ARG S, Ol R W2 A T A2 i A R
W AR R, Zead — B s B S R A S
W, TR AR AW R IR (cue) BT 48 1] 403 o rh
LS KA m AR, 45 R KM, HHERTE
25 i 4007 P9 A R ] 5, 5 0 s —— a0 A T R
BACAZ RN AR IZ Z MY <l 55 00 o i e 42>
(fragile-visual short term memory), #1015 N 32
I WA T s B Rt s B, B ARG

TG BL, P 2% 1Y 25 55 R B i B AR R A T
] R TAEICIZ I A BR ] . 45 A 5% (Bronfman
et al., 2014)K BFRIC LT85 B 4 PR 55 A 45
G, Bt gl B2 IR A5 B X R B
BERTEAT MDA AR, e BB N (B IE A 4 5 42
ATFE 6, IF RS R Z K
LR X AR R AT B B Z M (color diversity)
AT HERAITAL o X P 5% 32 B B AR R AE A T2
RERZHE H TAEICIZ AP N R, B E«=
TRRAER TAEIEIZ W > (Consciousness
overflows working memory and focused attention),
M HABIF 5T # (Agarwal et al., 2020; Matthews et al.,
2018) 3 1 R FH 4 87 B 4T 55 (divided attention
task), 14 BEBEIX R R o0 L0 AR IR
NL AR O BRI RETE B RAE, i — 2
ST EARFRIE AN T AR O ERE . AN,
H F5E 4 (Chen & Wyble, 2015)il i 76 H AR 717
B SRS P AR R BB R S iR AT 5,
RO TC I E A B0 S w1k, B X
B3 8 M 0 TR 58 i B B RS AR 55 1 B
S, B I T R P FRAR XS A IR A M 0 v
(Consciousness overflows reportability). [MjJ5 LK
FERE B R Bt — 20 R I, Bl X B i)
J7 Y438 %5 B €8, (Chen et al., 2018) . [A] T EF51 &
B 1T L 8 B3] T e 3R B 1B 45 (Xu et al., 2020),
VLKA B A B AU (Howe & Lee, 2021)%%
S F 3RS S U T 0 IR A A B s
(attribute amnesia) 5, #F—PUESE T R IHRAE
IEXS ARSI 8 AR B T B s . DA b
R BEE o M S, LR IRRIENAERR
“EE MR
3.2 BRAREARTHRZ

HIRE A AR T Z WAy . BIRFERAE
TR 8 2 LA 2 A2 BIIA RO fin 1 T e g 3200
5 R BEL A, PR R RRTE MU FR 9 2R
ZR1iE(Cohen et al., 2016; Dehaene et al., 2006; Gibbs
et al., 2016), SZFFiX — W 5 1Y BF 52 & (Dehaene
etal., 2006)IAN, MJCikNt H AT WL A AT A,
AF, AMAXTF T R R TR R
P 1 BRBE & 5 <YK AR XT 41587 (refrigerator-light
illusion) AHZE (LAY B IR SG o J5 35 98 1 FH4T IF Uk AR
TR KT 3E 2 e R B RO AR OGS TR, VKAE
ST L8 52 498
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“FLZ WML HFFR A6 L, Sperling (1960)%
TR 5% Hh T e IR %) S 56 B 42 BR 8 A6 AN TR i R A1 Vi
IR A TR 805 2R, G TR
(Cohen & Dennett, 2011; Kouider et al., 2010)IAH,
& Sperling HYSEHG H, $27 RE AL E A 4 i
HAETAR /R 55 A T RS 7B, 2 TR
INFAFT 28 F A R B BUT R L, i
HOE e A e o B 2 b, s iy m A i 458
B —EZRARR TR BT SR
FEZEm T, WU BT X R R AR R R
fiE, 25l Sligte %5(2008)% BLAYHE ) THEICIZ A
T < 55 A0 B S R BRIV BT LRI TE
UM TRFITRE . Hoh, BB S st
LSl DONES-SUNG USRS FIRIR - £ WSS TR §7:)
RE A X VE R S BRI U IR RIE, IR ARER
W B AR SRR X I B Ui o —— 2 IR AR AT R 2
T O ERI TR EREAR 2 e in T H AR
B BT IR AR R 3 O . BN, A PEIE R
B, MBS BN T R B A R PR TR, B
T AN B 0k Al Ab ] & A A IR (Mack &
Clarke, 2012),

3 —J7 I, oAl SE R 5t % SR AR« = 0
$EH T BEE 10 8L H (change blindness)
(Gibbs et al., 2016) 141 = H (inattentional
blindness) (Ward & Scholl, 2015) B 5T &R /R i,
AT 8 To T %o 52 A AL N 1 S 3 RO B
PUFRAE, MR Wt U T R B, b
4k, de Gardelle %5(2009)7E Sperling 7 =Bl I,
X D X ) B AT AR, R AT S
B A b 50 0 SC R R], (H ) BB 7 1) k22 B
TCHE & R, HER LM, A2
R, Bl s E o R 1A R 45
BESEAT B4, JFANE B WL T B X — R
FH, WOl BE I A B X S REREOE iU M
AR, TSR Y B R S0t 7T BEAS 2 X A Y
B E, FRIE UL TR R T R R
A DU I A 2 — i T U A SE T 2 50 1Y
J5 W4 (Kouider et al., 2010),

4 BEHMMES MR B IR
i) B B3 ik

4.1 7@ 5IALNEN A 0 TAY < Bk
2 G IR BB R T RN T B BT IE

RAEMFETEW R, MEEHEMEEE T ER
TR R RAE N E B R, —FH AT
FA RS 0 BRI T R RAETE LA HLAL, R Bl
0 PRI 7 AN [ 5 30 91 = BT S B R

T PR A [ 80 S [ SO0 et 9 403, BT L3 ) 3 %
F2 A5 FA N I 9 06 R ) —— R
XL TR B0 T B2 15 A AR A T R IR A 0,
B BB I T A AL R 75 2 R TP 1 i
— AL, T 33— ] A, A A Ry 2 TR BUBL A 19
%0 [] 1 (Fazekas & Overgaard, 2018),

B 5K 33K — A% o [R1 A, — ol WO e DA SR DA S B
Jin T2 BRI B Y i — HLH (Naccache, 2018), X
FOUL A 7E B U T2 G M (] e e Sy X e 4
e TR S Kk, B A A5 3 D ORI
TARRIE 58 4 1 BARRAE, & WBEATE B IR
(N Baars, 1988; Dehaene et al., 2006, 2017); £+
WAL L, WA B AR SRR T B LA TA T ER
FIN TR, Rz 2 EE S R, HaE
JE %% 2 1A BRI R R 4E (40 Cohen et al., 2016;
Ward et al., 2016),

T3 — UL A5 DU IA A 2 LA 58 19 T A AR i T
INHUOR, B AR BT AL i Sz T A 0 BCRT |
T o 3 — W85 7 2 G () S5 e Sy X<t
AR S HRE, R JR 8 DX P B T R LA
AEER, RT3 DL = R JE M S
il F AR B ZE WP T (U0 Lamme, 2006; Zeki,
2003); T 45 PR, 100 3 ek R
TAREZ IR & B IRRAE, A2
HOHBE 1 B9 FR 1 (40 Block, 2011; Bronfman et al.,
2014; Howe & Lee, 2021),

42 WEAESZIRMEVHIH KB

EIRYZ 0 R A B IR B, 5
LR R 2L A7 7E % VI CBE (U Eiserbeck et al.,
2021; Filimonov et al., 2022; Mashour et al., 2020):
—J7 18, XA (] A SR 5 9 B 3 X A I R
MR P2 HLRI 5585 51— 7, X R EHL
il R WAl A BT T P () A LS i, A
DTS T X6 AR 7 1] A8 A [i) SO 5 %o Ao 22 AL 1) 32
kTR RE, LA AR B R R 16 0 G F B R i R A
EIHAM A CE ) (neural correlates of consciousness,
NCCs)mLAA 41 .

GNWT 5815 Bl ik GNW HIZ oty Sik”
W30, SEE M A XT3 0 BRI LR, Of



%7 HEE S BRANERER R IR AR 1179

R BR T R0 g 5 R & o AR
gamma I 7% 5 [ A0 5 (Mashour et al., 2020), #IA
SRy HE AR 28 T i % SR A A T A - B2 J2 (prefrontal
cortex, PFOYERINMIE AL, JLHEAEE RN 2R
JURE T A E B A, ARG S T, <Al
T TR FRAE A A< Z Wi T kI
TR B AR 832 30 2 55 e SO N B 2 B BT
WA, Rt 3 B SR A T B 5 G A ) 7 (A
WEIE 300 ms 22473k B0 () I B2 iR T 401 T
JRJZ ) P3Sr, AR P300 B ] 1
43 (late positivity, LP), “4xoJo i TAL =%
fE 220 Z W% PFC Al P3 B4 (5, 753 T
— LAY B S . BAN, 7R TR T A A
10 % (van Vugt et al., 2018)FITRE 4% #E LR A
% (Dehaene & Changeux, 2011)AIHF 5% H 34 %& B
PFC % ZMMATENS S5 T RPN T.. NEif
FEABUESE T P3 W45 PR R SGHK, an7E XU
FAKFSR T R P3RS T K A& S
SN T B AR AFAE Bk 3 AH G (Jimenez et al., 2018);
TR AL E BTt 2 8L P3 i REWS
SR R in T 5 T8 Al (Scrivener et al., 2019),
SR, PFC M P3 5B R B3z 8 1
>k H £ 7 1 B 5t 5 (Forster et al., 2020), &%, Xt
TERTEMX, {58 %4 3 it (Integrated
Information Theory, IIT)ReAR WS . TIT Blig
(Tononi et al., 2016)INNy, BIHEEAFEHLE
XY T R GEn) N TE & P BAARTE RN
TEFR 1 (e B 5 53 RN REEA R &
P B, BRARERTAmAE, 00 BA e
AT XM N BN YR RGN a4 2
P X F AR A FEE MR R, BIRSNE
GlE BB AKX, BT PFC, X
I Ji5 it Bz J2 DX (B 43 TOUR: B A i ) B4 35 3 T
e 558 1 B IR N 48 22 (] 1Y) DG B 4 T 5 (Boly
et al., 2017; Koch et al., 2016; Tononi et al., 2016),
T R T 30K 4 DX I A 1 Ao 2 e ) 2 R e TR
GBI EAKFESFER . AUREWRAmNA
FH, il (intracranial electrical stimulation)F{ AR, &
PRHTAS I i 2 5 B R E (Raccah et al.,
2021), BEAh, P3 AU 558 A 2 Xk R S N T
MAEXT BT b e e, il hn, 7€ b SCR R
43 2.1 ik i Koivisto 5£(2016) il Cohen 55 (2020)
HIBFSTER A B P34 AR T 52 o v gl Y = 00

e, 2R P3 ST RE A OC 3 WL 1 N b
JEINT, SRR U (Pitts et al., 2014) R
742 IH (inattentional deafness; Schlossmacher et.al.,
20215 AR A B, AT 55 T S RNTE 18 2
T ERE], #HASTREER P3 IKIRE Mk, R
P3 BT g 2 55 A S M ok S i T .
B2, VLW T P3 SRR s et

T35 T, SCHRECW AR I TR BRI R
A SR 38 DX 35 N A {2 T8 3 T DU R,
HH NCCs & o F R0 52 )2, B Ak 4ok
BEIE B X 2T VS XAER I B2 2 (Lamme,
2010; Zeki, 2003) % T B SCHY ik B By, ¥
A R R R AE PN 25 B W 1) SRR 3 AT T A
WO B ARG N2 sy, AR EIR
TFF 5% U T DG 3 R U8 T A I e 2 9 0 o R
1 .43 (visual awareness negativity, VAN), VAN 5
FEARIE BN T QA 22 TSR IE AR 5T e A3 3 T
UESE: filn, 7e4% AB yuszU5 PAS WAL &
SCEH R B, WA N2 RS RIS 2
TREREE PAS 13 Y 54 fim 52 B Aef bR 1) 670 07 1o i 7%
(Eiserbeck et al., 2021). T 75K H = R B FF AT 55 7K
5 PAS AN ASE GRS R B, FEROKE
{14 (Jimenez et al., 2018, 2021)5% & 1K M K FAT:
%-(Derda et al., 2019), #HikAY VAN 3 % #7532 2|
BUHUK A ZIRE, 25 PAS IF4-HH
) T RS oAb, A WF5E (Dembski et al.,
2021; Filimonov et al., 2022)3&@ i3 X4 . W FlA R
SERISE RN B IEAT LR A MU, A N2 B[]
T N TE 5 0 H 2 (modality )AH XS W FY . Y8
FAS TRV B80T DX A B A e B 4, R BH A X
AN A AR B AR I T3 AT BE A7 AE 158 B R
% (perceptual awareness negativity, PAN), [ 7EX}
VAN W8 UR h, BFF 55 35 158 1 o FH I i /21 (Liu
et al., 2012)Kf VAN JE v 2 BL W58 52 )2

B VAN = PAN 58158 B IR A CHRBZ 3] T
— 2 FUEE, W40, A5 5 A o a0 5 ™ AR A
BIRMET, RIS D21 VAN JEIE 21,
HEIAR VAN JIF 5B ] fig 2R R U BT
fin Tt FE(Salti et al., 2012), B H VAN JfIE
PIE LAY 4 B 45 A (Koivisto et al., 2009). %5 4h,
WA WL (Bola et al., 2021)IN 4, VAN 5 PAN ff
S FOR AR N T, IR IR
TE 1o
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5 BE. WitERE

Zr LTIk, SEARSEXT BRI TR B R gt
FNERAF P25 14 3= 5 1 A~ R s Tal R Y B 5 2 LA
TEZHE, BOMEREE M T
TS B A BEXS B AR I AR ER o SRR
TN T 25 T 2 A 4 B 03 2 Wi A2 B,
H A TG E 1S, (B A IRATIA R % 0] i 4
BETPIABRYERE . — B IR RAE AT AT E
T 4E /40 (0 Kim & Chong, 2021; Kouider
et al., 2010), B2 TR0 T A9 2 Sk a) Sk 2|
R P 55 2R BT S m LA JE (AN Jimenez
et al., 2021; Thiruvasagam & Srinivasan, 2021), £}
X ERRIEN AR w R m g, — 5w, AT
el AR EZ RAETER . 014, AT AR
INTACE i th 4, HERRIEN AR <F R
P PR AL % FE (A0 Fu et al., 2021; Howe & Lee, 2021;
Xu et al., 2020); {H5—J7 T, WAFERE S K
FLFFREIRRIEA R R 20, rig«FEE
JUR G 2 — i 3 T0UHH AR A 2250 1 J5 9 4l
(4n Cohen et al., 2016; Gibbs et al., 2016), H &
B, BEUIN TR 2R MR N AN
B PR P A a) R (R AE AR AR DRI, RS TT LA
TE B 380 X6 T R A TR R 1 A 2B A IO o T
BY4+ie I (Fazekas & Overgaard, 2018; Fu et al.,
2021; Naccache, 2018), It4k, 4R EAT B E
JE 1) T IR M 28 IR B 5% (Eiserbeck et al., 2021;
Filimonov et al., 2022; Mashour et al., 2020), —J7
18] B3 RS GOPE RN B kB 2 BT 4R
BET SEEEE, D3 — 05 A B TR X 2 gk
AT M0 DL RE R AS TR L 2 ) ) i, FEXT
PRE G WA 0] 8 5 2 UE L X — B A B} 2% ]
AL BTR

SRIMT, A1 0C T 2R 2 Gk = 1 ] Y
WFRAN SR — 20 R R ZS (], AR AH GRS
AT AE# T AT BEBF ST VDA SR BIE A By ) bk AT
TIRAMIRE, 4.

Bi—, SERMERRI, TIRAMKRR
2 R B 52 i TR 2% R AR ML o
Bl AR OCHIE T AN TR A, B R 22 11 T 3R Bl &
P AR TR 2 BB IRRIENAR
FEERIAERZmM, £2RENE L, &R
AR &M (Kouider et al., 2010). J& o A [) 4 B

(Kim & Chong, 2021), LA JAT55 ZER i T./KF
(Jimenez et al., 2021; Windey & Cleeremans, 2015)
SEHR S RN A BT RO RAE AR E T
WTRERE o TE A R R b, A o AR A5
AU AT 5 19 0 T R R HG i o 3 R B R ) RN,
P 17X i & R N T e 45 55 B (A garwal
et al., 2020; Mack & Clarke, 2012; Matthews et al.,
2018), X6 X EW PR S HLE],
i B AN BIRE .

8 SRR AU R 2 R
HRBGEE, T2 AT = 5 AR SR 2 L]
e, REPRENC S g . ik S
1R BARES & BT 3, R JE QN F B P )
AR NCCs & i T 5 91 J8% 1 52 K¢ JZ (Lamme,
2010)F0 (B4 T - 1z /2 (Mashour et al., 2020), ¥
AH 0 B % B E 4 VAN/N2 (Eiserbeck et al.,
2021)F1(E%)P3 (Scrivener et al., 2019), {HXUJ5 W
AT S R A S — 200 18 G B R T A0 A o DA Ak R
29 7 HEBR AT BRI T, LA . R
SEINFS I T RRVE, AR RBEFET Z AT S50
A CE, DL SR BN A R 2 X S R
A RN TR o 22060 R AR X 53 o 120, Cohen 55
(2020) R FH AL 5 e v 5K 5 To i v X 45 B 1 i
HLIC SRS, A3 0 F AR n T 8 4 i
Y o

O =, JE A SR ORI T R R R, X
V2 DA N B B R AE i R R Y BT A
¥ . HHTA SCJRRAER F W YR 50 K2 Jk
TG BRI R W, X TT RE R H T AL S
MIHRINE Ty LA . I B G kAT H )2 MR
PRI A A R T R AR TE, LUK
IR AEA TR Y A e IR b iy R - & A
Zedr, i EARRM AR I LA PAS A5
7R SRR AT ok, lan, A RFSE A
(Schlossmacher et.al., 2021) T B R TEE R
5 J R OC HU AL (ERPYF AR B 25 4, % W 3¢ 3 3
B U S L R o3 AT T B 4l it B AT
B E h, B2 R E R L,
A BT B e RS W 25 H A 0 B TR
[i], - DAY 4 3 3k e R 30 R S P R
B BB SY o

S0, RS 5 5 Y HT A B AE SR 2 A,
A RBFFEALTT DA AR Fo0 i B B, S iR
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PR J22 0 0 3 i L B T (] v e 3 ) O e 5
MRS SRR, BIRNEHEME T
'] R 2 X 3 W T AR 50 A AN [ S 503 =X BT R 3
FEAE Y R B, I B R AT 2RI BUH Y 5
RIE, —HAAEEVBR ., HER AR
TN B APERE FHRE—S— RAE R,
It HARME LIXEAS [6] 145 52 rp 2R 2 P T 5 1k
S AA] H RAR 2 22 S ST I 48 SR AR S S A R 4 T A
R Ak — 1] REM & RSB B LR S 2 10
HUBSHUR Z A0 TAHLH 5 1A BRI AL e
h, SE A AS R RTAIL R E R 52 HEAE, SR E
T J2 G 0 3 L B G v %) %o S O st R S 56
MG PG — AR FEHESE

— 77 I, Graziano (2022)7£ 3% W11 £ H 19 &R
TE 1 B 28 R 2 B, ] e A R TR J2 v
FEMERLE-AREMBEEL., ZERFEKE
PRI HUE 253 700 R P ST 0 o 228 X 4 47
T, PP RIAEAE R 22 BEAERH : B
I5 B T B AR F TR 0 2 HE X 26 (theory-of-
mind network) X} TA 1R 4% I 145 B A F- 24y, M
E COE NS N TS &g 3 A NI TE- T
BRI T, B FRXFp A8 B F2 3SR P A M 4%
() {5 SR S ), MR AEAE— 2 Wim 22, Btk
FRATE TP I IFAS SRR A0 S5 S B A N
B, XSHTH.. eSS4, mA
SO G TE  )2 GPEFD T B R AR T R AEAS [F] 55
b, R TR £ DA I £ i T 0 £ B AR ]
£ B0 LA 19 7= 4

Y— i, St Z S (HOMT, Lau et al.,
2022) 4% % T 3¢ R 4 5% 19 0 LK 37 25 (8] (mental
quality space). & T N FICIZ T B 38 W H5 (self-
monitoring), AKX T AR ictZ A0 42 F i (memory
replay) = ML EA IS, WRENZREMES
PRI B AEA R 5P S et RIS AR &
HOfERE . R4S HOMT ROELSHESE, FRATHEI 75 &
PUZGLE R, BRI TR AN R 2 Ok P
AT RE—J5 TR T 3R 4 e 50 0 A B0 T 5 £ 19
FALTPAL, 55— J7 TR 0 3R A2 25 () 19 S T R
fiE (Morton & Preston, 2021); #4058 Fr & B
B O K T &R T e e
(Windey & Cleeremans, 2015)J 7] GEIR T4 4h %
NN S 5 B IRFRIER, 12124 M (Dasgupta et
al., 2018) LL — # £F %5 1k (symbolic) Fl 73 25 1k

(categorical) Y 752X (Wittkuhn et al., 2021)5.0F
Bz MAESE G o IAk, B TX HOMT #4347,
TATNN, ERIRFEFHENE D, FREEH<F
O HB Z WA — R N A A,
T RE 0 T B AZ 23 ) (PN B B A ik i
1 ARTE DL A AR . — 7, “E &7
HIRFEMARLE T REA = AR OHURZ A Y
1) 5 R Gt AL {7 A5 B — 8L A o T ) A 25 5 | R 5 )
P HE AR BT, TR WG T AR O B 37 25 [a] N R B 1)
W Rt AR P AL BT 8 R X HE F e
s, 2 RRENWASHEEES, U
KA NI Tad B 528 BAEH, WX
PP BRI BTk O — 0T, <9 =Z W0 T %
| T S4AN RS 5B TR, ER5IAMNE
Aeorde . BUR | AR B IR & Bl B iR
FAEAY )5 W1 844 (Kouider et al., 2010), XXfH#HZ
4% 3 1f(Graziano, 2022) A1 HOMT (Lau et al., 2022)
HAr#HS F 2 m R T4, —FH e IR
R RALTE S T . MER AR, M
Frift—2 SRR B . (ET 1Y B ARTE AL ] B e X
BRI 2 G0 A= ) 5E R T e — A
THAR RS 5T 72 T M 7 1] o

2% 3Tk
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The gradedness and richness of consciousness: Two pathways
toward decoding consciousness

CAO lJinjing, QIU Shiming, DING Xianfeng, CHENG Xiaorong, FAN Zhao
(Key Laboratory of Adolescent Cyberpsychology and Behavior (CCNU), Ministry of Education; Key Laboratory of
Human Development and Mental Health of Hubei Province; School of Psychology,

Central China Normal University (CCNU), Wuhan 430079, China)

Abstract: The gradedness of consciousness refers to whether conscious processing follows an “all-or-none”
or “gradual” mode. The richness of consciousness refers to whether conscious representations are “rich” or
“sparse”. Our consciousness experience is explored from these two perspectives, i.e., the quality and the
scope of processing, respectively. These two topics represent two important pathways toward decoding one
of the basic scientific inquiries of mankind, i.e., consciousness, in that any theory of consciousness
formation must provide comprehensive, accurate, and reasonable explanations to them. A thorough analysis
of recent research progress for these two topics could help to clarify existing contradictions and ongoing
debates between different explanatory views, and to show that these two research topics are intrinsically
connected since each can be traced back to the long-standing disputations on whether cognitive access is
necessary for the formation of consciousness. Future empirical researches are expected to explore new
theories about the gradedness and richness of consciousness, and to provide an integrated interpretation of
the complex performance of the two under different experimental situations.

Keywords: consciousness, gradedness, richness, cognitive and neural mechanisms, theory of consciousness

formation





