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Abstract

The visual working memory is a limited storage system in which people could flexibly process the
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representations to complete the task. Among studies on the capacity of visual working memory,
the representation unit is a prior subject. Previous research employs the change-detection para-
digm and the recall paradigm to explore the nature of representations when features of diverse
dimensions and different-level features of the same dimension are stored in the visual working
memory. These studies elicit two binary hypotheses: the object-based representation hypothesis
backs that those diverse features are bound on the object and form a whole, while the fea-
ture-based representation hypothesis supports that independent feature representations have a
specific capacity limitation on each dimension. Besides, as a target-drive memory system, the vis-
ual working memory receives an undeniable impact from the experiment process and the task
demand. By comparing and concluding previous debates on the representation unit, we attempt to
reach a united explanation of two hypotheses. This benefits our comprehension of the capacity of
visual working memory. The exploration of relevant problems might consider the impact of task
demand to improve the experimental design.
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1. 518

Mt TAEIEZ(visual working memory, VWM), {E—A RiGERIZ L& R 58, wAAEREIN (8] A 32 3h
Y iy PR FF AR LI (E B, IR 0T LAX QA7 1015 BT B AR R8N 1 #F (Baddeley, 2012; Luck & Vogel,
1997). M TAEICAZIRS T HAMUAFUE S, s AMA R R AN FR IL(Fukuda et al., 2010). SRTIHL5E T
fEICIZ A 7 A R (Cowan, 2001), LMEWFFERIAMA AL TAEIIZ A BRI T 3~4 ML (Luck &
Vogel, 1997), {H &% & RS HERC I AR A .

BRFIX— M8, TIEGaIF X T TAECIZZRAE ST 1 18 —— L B /N R AE B S X SRR IA A2
ST AEAE IR A o — 23 T & AR 1 KA (object-based representation) 2% : I\ A/ [FI HIHFEAS BAE
MUbE TAEICIZ AR s 40 e FEAH N AR b, s TS k(e K7 EETMmAE), W T/
(75 B A FRECE 24k (Luck & Vogel, 1997). = J&%: T451iF () F1iF (feature-based representation) {1 :
INAARERHE S BT A B B (nata, #it, Kie. IAR), NRYgEERHEGmEG. FiR)
5 A K E IR # (Alvarez & Cavanagh, 2004).

H R T PR A AR AR AR R A4+ (Drew & Vogel, 2009; Luck & Vogel, 2013; Brady et al., 2011), 1
e G2 0 SRR 0 SR A0 45 R 2 R T A7 70 B G — Ff e s DRVEAN [RNEAZ 6] B 1) 22 S AAS [ S 38
TCREIN & B RAE AT S 4l 2 IR, 1A B SLI0 e T HRIT 55 B2 SR AR B RAETE A5 . PRk
ARSI LR /TN SCRFHE T 2 AR I R AR B S 2 TRHE R R AR B S AT R, IR &R o T
PP E AU B I 7T B R R

2. BT RWHRIERAL

FEG 5 22 AL RIS, BT AR B B AARRAL AR BN N ] — 2 AR 0 2 SRR AL SR ) S0 52 A2 — kS, A
HAgiZ— KT, iDL ORI ZEFESIMITTIR. Luck A1 Vogel (1997)F F ot B I 2ER 1L
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Hic A1 55 (change-detection task) & X & th 22 RFAIEXT RAEAL 3 CAE1CAZ H UK AR ST ARFAE A BRI A AE o 5K
IR, Jefh ik R AR I SRR 2 R R B E e B, — BB S e Ok, 2
] B TRD (72 B, SR IR o At 5 2 R 2 0 AR R B R AR ARk, IRk AT i
KL ACAZAR R HCR I FARFERT G (e, AR BB RHE) M 2 R ES R (B K%, Bd— it
REIEA—AN 7 FAFAE s SR EBHURE MaY, GBS PANEEAFE)R, RSAERZEA 25 . RifEidiz
ZRFIEXS BRI, AU TAEICAZ o 4R U IE RO D IZ SRR XS R (I A%, 45 RAE S MO AFE, R
RLAERf 2 SOZ A, WU, UEZNRHEE T R—X R, #iloamgn M B o428 2 55-40E,  #of
FALRALR NS SRR Al AN TR BE R REAE 3 A A7 AE RS IR R G T A DA AR R SR T R
fE,  ERARTEACAZ 54 5 22 FRAE T BT 55 KBS 10 AZ A0 R B0 B SRR AE X R —FRGF, (BAEICIZ [ 4
ZHHEXT RIT S RIS Z; MLRW, FHXHEASSER LR EES, FYHERERFYEEAN
A KPR AE X8 AT LG s 1E 7] — % % BT A AFAE A L ARSI B — AN 384 (Lee & Chun, 2001; Gao et al.,
2011) o FF B P HEAR FAE AR W HE FH F FL AR AEZE B (F22IR . Luria & Vogel, 2011; i&5)2< %&: Shen et al.,
2021).

KPR — BRI 2 RHE SR AR A2 [, DAZE T 30 70 4 B R AE R AR SO I, FERL S T AR 1242
A AR RS2 2 A4k (Hollingworth & Rasmussen, 2010). [F&EF) SR ILECTE R, Hollingworth A1
Rasmussen (2010)45 #% it 2 HLVUAN AR B A7 B 1 B E RGN &, IR IZ BB RS , BRERHIETH 2K
PR LAV RIUANTAE, BEJSTHEFF AR5, — BRIl S 1k, Bea s I AR R 21, RIS
A SiCIZFE ARG e . 45 RV LH 0 AR BN, ISR T IR AL E
I o FR TSR AT A A B (L T HE) R A AR 4K, (HTELSE TARICAZ H 55— AN 4E FE IR AR (7 A
WIEA B E) B B80T, BB AN B AR e (e R — 0 R b, SRAE M B B R R kST
(12 A BLAFAE

BRAT JyScidl, — L8 v AR SR 50 S 2 MU E B 73X AN . 540 Luria A1 Vogel (2011) % Bk B 43
CDA (contralateral delay activity, X UAEIREZ), HARME B R AL TAE L2 A 4ERFRAEE) 4R iE 5 0t
FAECEARX L, 50 RARERCG K. 58 CDA, F¥ RS A\ (2015) K ILAL B AN RHIE B 246 € 1E ]
— %Ak |, Chen %5 A\ (2018) A& I 55 73 8424 1) PR AE AL AR 142 Hh DL e 8 VR 1 F 1 28 5 (R T2 A 47
X148 ERPs [ 5256 45 FH OB R AR A T 0P 28 A= BHIEHE o

3. ETHHERRIE LA

AR JE TR AR R AL, R IAE R — &4 b BAN IR 48 FERRAE W] DAL AEAE, B R T AR RAE 1)
PR B EHE S ——AH LG AZ SRR R, B2 2 HRHEXT R A/ (Olson & Jiang, 2002; Wheeler &
Treisman, 2002; Xu, 2002b; Fougnie et al., 2010; £§#4%, 2018); HF5E T [F— %KM & MRHE R FEAH DS, X
BT (RS 2 A R R — B0 (Davis & Holmes, 2005; Bays et al., 2011; Wang et al., 2017; Markov et al., 2019).
WY, — T A IS R RAE R N, 10420 R B (s Gt BT R e R i an s 2 0dbs B — 0
[, ATEICIZZRAERAARR, A IFHEICARTEEW, A RRHECS RSO, SR AN BAR N RAL 2 T 4
107 (AT LR 53 7 W RSO R 38 43 » - T80 SR AE (1) i /N B A R 1% 2 R A 40 1 H R 3 23, RIVRRAE, Thi
A, WA AR [F]— 24K ERASRIRHERS, 5% 22 (B RAE 5 92 bRt 22 )4 ek ST, 7] LS HRHE TR AR
I FRAER % -

XU (2002b)F] FH AR AL B 2 P 3R RN AaE 38 DG IE 90 RS 360 B8 T AR ) SR AR 1, o B 0 < 5 s s A
MBEAE, #F—Z RS PANRE. EXRESA T, ol ZC A B R e R T,
T L OB C1Z B T < BB A AT o 55 SRACUZ T A U8 B T P A SR T2 A B 0 5 7 < S 2 A 11
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Ye IR A PR AT IZ B AT LUK A7 IR AR AL 2 B0 2 T WURFIE 2 AR, B R A7 SRR 2 AR N I 36
MESERE . a2 R 5 F IR TBAIMUANICIZ ZRHER R BRI AR, 51 H T ARIERAE R B )
BB

Markov %5 A (2019)R F [EMZAT-% (recall task)iEATSES:, S5AERICEAES AFIIZ, R B A
TEHAT RN R BT R, S SRS BRI RO R (i B S I = A TE) — 3, eSS
A RO RAERSFAAR L REAT R . SIerh B8 =ML, ARECIZ =R, KAFETEit. 77 A4k
FERIRFAEBONTR, 5 LA CAZ DA RAE s r, SR By i, =Fh i TS RN TE 2
X SRMERPERICAZ =AU T5 FBIAH R R S, SRS R IA 2 = A5 A F]
(B T7 A R SR R 0 55 1 R BB ERE RO R, TR RO7 2 S AH TR, PRI ER G iR I A =
FF X GIRR I AR R R IR T 1X — 4EFRHE SO, 5 A4 R ETE G .
BRIy Y 30, 17 B J2 T 52 AE R — 204k B OAN [RI 48 BERFAE RIS IZ R I A 5, LRI 7] DA EE D7 [ AR 12457
FEVERE, WUBA A A FIGE RS RE ML A A7, SCRPHE THRHE R AE R L

AR TE AL 0 AR ICAZAT 50T, RS RAOIR T Re i e AR BR IR AR R 1A 24y, &
FREVE TR DR HLAR A 1 ARSI RAVRHE AR, JE 3 O TR 5 R AR ISR JEANAR ], IX RS b iR
R RAE LURRAE A 847 FIEHE 22 —(Wood, 2011a; Wood, 2011b; Markov et al., 2021). Markov %5(2021) LLE
SR GAE RN, 250 R I P2 [F) 2R R B L PUA K G (2Lt SREads FOMAIZL G, SREade 2048), RIS
TR AL A A B R FRPR S AR (AT T« 7 L) » AESRIUPA 5 BRI A — SRR SRS
S5 R IR A FPARZS R 0 RECARRPIRASIHAE 55 R BUE 2 . IS L N id 23t REGHE, FETX3
PRI RSB A 2 . A LRI FERES RN, A AT R A S EAT N as R Il
ok, MO AR 0] BEIR TR RRAE AR B 10 B R A4 15, BRI IX B R ARFAE R AEZEALSE TAEIE12
4 fF .

TR 43 ) SCRE A RAER B A R S E5 IR, AR T — T BA B, EEMILIIA R e R
Y, SEIYEANREI R B RAELNTT 258, DAL 55 2RO RAE B ALK SE0A 55 77 T FE T W 18 . (HR SCHF
PIMMBOR R SR IR G R BT G, ARl Ab . BRI 2 BT 78 R DAL TARICAZ o R AR S AN 2
RS EIBEIR,  TH A [ I A7 AR B T 2 AR RS TR AR R PR A R ALE

4. ETEFSHTRIELAL

05 SI26 R LAOURI JEARAE 5 ORI, E1EIRE R Luck A1 Vogel (1997)45 5%, IR RFHAR KL
Wi Vogel 2 A (2001) N AIX A2 H AN [A) S A Ac A2 0 G i 22 5, AR B 4 P AN 90 €0 3 471 T30 ) gk
FeiFEAT 41 (chunk BX grouping) . AN [ 4E 5 f 5 AE B ] — 48 B R [F) KPR E AL E 8 T 17— 2 ik ik
FEFRONA S, & RIRAE N B ARG B B R SE MR, 4 B b A B 2% (Luria & Vogel, 2014)K,
26 2% % (Kaiser et al., 2015), 1y ZHR (8] SCER T BT 58 B IAE 55 TE FH (Cowan, 2001). 4R1M0, ZHER BT MR
FrAICIZZ RN B, RIAS Qe 170 [R) B0 () B RR IR X S A 98(Olson & Jiang, 2002; Fougnie et al.,
2010)——Vogel 5 A (2001) 1S58 ¥ fg R BLIXFP “ A7 BUF 2 SEE0 R THE R, B 75 B0 /RG22
LB AL L 4 i —— LA R A [ 4 4 ) 34 2 ik ST (R T 9 (Fougniie et al., 2013) . b AN, JEFA45FAE AR AE
185 T R VR AR AE R A AR CAZ R AR B/ N BT, B R S DX S AE AR S 0 2 1 7] LA T [ — 4k, B
SR L@ 20 B BTS2 M B, R RRAE 1] AL I B A S 30 AR 1 58 R BB I IZ A S T iX
SERHE ZE R G052 . B RAT4Y, T Vogel 25 N (2001)F1 F 52 7 1HE B 56 R JAI W R AE 45 ¥ PR e T A TR 43201, 7EAI
W TAECIZ BT BRAORTIR T, JOIE X208 N2 A b O e AT S IS v f 28 TG W S 28 A A Y5 T R AE B
FI3E K, I8 2 IR F A H SR AE A2 800w T B Zfulith, SERP B RRAE Y CDA iEHE(Luria & Vogel, 2011; f¥
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Ji 4, 2015; Chen et al., 2018)5 X RFRFERALI K BAT A SERAESE Z I P &, #6505 T4 CDA
PRI SR AL B W UE VL . AT AR B, CDA RI4RIE, SvEmithl, w2 maam B 1S
BB, M F B i 5 2 2 b T B 5 RS S RA SR CDA (Luria et al., 2010). BRI T 2HER PR 1 %)
FACILE AT, HINRFAEH R E CDA L5 RIABL.

RUE Ik, Marshall 71 Bays (2013) A& I SRR R iC 2 AT 55 #H G HE FE FIRFIERT , AT 25 0 4 FE IRy
fiE2x E Bt NS TAEZ, Ul BRI AATT o] AR G Hhoc 8 8N TE 0 & A (Vogel et al., 2005), H:—4ERF
PRFAE O 56 A 2, Rl — A HAFAE ] 40 & 3 i . RN TEE S IARE, 102498 e Rl — %4
FRIAFRFAERS, R TieAZAH R B0E 0 2 B 4R AE(Xu, 2002a; Olson & Jiang, 2002; Quinlan & Cohen,
2011; Kim & Kim, 2011), WiBHAE TARIEIZ A, [Bl— % A4 BAS R REAE (8] AT DAAEAE A e B AT T A — A
BAMIEAS SRS, N SGET 5K,

Mot TARICIZ AT SRR AR I R Gt AT 55 B R il (5 BAE TAE 2 A7 2A(Droll et al.,
2005). HOREZ SRR, A TAEICAZ A M RAE BT A Z AR BL BRI ¥, [RIA7 AR B T AR T4
{E R PP R AE (Hardman & Cowan, 2015; Vergauwe & Cowan, 2015; Geigerman et al., 2016; McCants et al.,
2020; Chen et al., 2021; Sone et al., 2021). Geigerman % A (2016)R I AEBVEELAT 55, ik iic A A H
Bt TEARXURHERIR G, BEJSERIEE . TOREON R . RIS QAR EARS A B &4 T,
KA RN G TR F TAAZBEF A RRHE KT, 0 R 7 ZIC IR KT 2 5 i
BIWT, ASAH5 RAE CURFHE N AL, NI A $E B B B IR BB A s i s o SR R IR AN, 5 R AE DA
FARNIRAL, [RNVBT A MIEAE SRS T, KA G id 12 B 51 HhREAE 7K B2 3R
2, PSR EILEBERIRI E KRR, 35 RAECURHE N AL, H I FTA RHES g O vT BE i
W, HOR LA N TR ECRAFAE [ BB A A AN, 5 RAE LR AN RN, RNV A AT . 4550 5
NS5 B AR AT N ONRHIESRAE, ATS R %A T ABAARIE . T AESRG I B A FE SRmn G s 24
(I SE AT, TCVETE ML R G IE BRI AR —FhRAE AT, BT DAL TAE G2 A mT R AELE B FPRAE . 1T
HARAEFURARRAE, DASGR E RHAE (R PR HAR B, I TAT 45 77 22 o

5. INESRE

ARSI T TARICAZ RAL AL A R T 518, 23 IR SR T2 AR (M R AE IR 1 5 2 TARFAE IR 32
TEARBLHEAT T g, RS R SLERE R, AT 55 75 B LA A B S0 DL BT F B A7 22 1K S 02 AT
R o FRAT TR AT 55 7% B RABIR A AR KT W, BEARRAEAVRHAE FAL AT LA SR FFEE AL 3 TARIC A2,
T G R ARIE— U FE I RFAE RS, SR PR IERAE e R FH A1 SE AR e A 55, T AE % S0 AN AR
GBS FH B AR RAE AT AR A SR 18], AT S 56 AT 55 R S i 4

EIRHT AT FAEA S TARCHZAEAF I RAE B B APAE 53 B, AR 25 A — A LR AT ——
i LA B RAG R, XAWFE T BAARRAER BN AR RECE A IR, TRHME R BOA 9 77 5
ANYEFE R IE SR & IR XRS5 2 5005 TAEICZ 2 G040 28 70 B0 A7 IR R A
(synaptic weight) {128 1%, 45 I} 8] FR s AHL 6 R (Vogel et al., 2001; Miller et al., 2018) . Fl-T-Z4ufdic iz % b
TCREBCHRIE R D i, B A ST 2 o SR A IR, A CARICIZ T RN 4ERp o iR 2, dmit A
[T R ZE TORERE YT [FE OB T RETERR R, & CRAE T4, AT BRI RAE & . IRAEAESS =5
Wl —E R I RAL, EIRE AT AA AL TARCIZ T I S A IR . jAh, TARCICRAE R 4E
FREIS 18] b5 S A A A RP I TIRE G, AR B 7 — B ) A S S EE A T PR B 28 R A A, T 22 oA
R 1) V) R T PR 2 i S ML B, SR AR () R T [B) R X — IR PR T 2 MR R e 4 A TR
(RTINS ), TAEICIZ i 2 B R A R
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SR, KT AR 32 B FATAZAE 50 43 Jey PR, b dse /b R A B O B S, AT 55 ZESR A R A 5
PR AN TE 2, S5, Rk, T SCRRATTRE 2 2 AT T R BR PR SR R A, AR SRR e e ) R A
B T RRATE R N TAR Q2 RALE AT HE

HINBIEFE 5 22 SCRpSE THRFIE R AE B 1, B PIAPRAE o] LRI A2 AE, AEE—FPmT e, AMTFER
ZHUE DL E R REAERAE AR SEI6 T AR AR B — S PR 2 5 5, IR o B R A
S TR A TR RAE AL, BbAh, SEIR = AORHRHE BN LE R, B, TEARZ R FAS [H 50
B R IR R E S XA G K NG E R — &k L3077, BIVE R A S Se iR i,
BCAZ (RRE 1) AN FEAE A 7 ) BE(Markov et al., 2021) . FT L R A 44508 58 BT 55 A5 AT AEZE
SEJCRAS, 40 Luck F1 Vogel (1997) ) SEE8 s ZEicIZ FIRHERE I Lot TAE iz A& IR, AReiEid &
eIt 77 :0(Geigerman et al., 2016)73 83 LA N RIE AL LS R . S, ESeth S bk
S B SUR T eI T S RRIE ] B AR GRE R R . CZBENLO GBI %, 75 B A — B AR B PIAN B R AE 7R AL
B EESWII—DMRLET B —AMPREY) A G E, EHA S X HEHAE, k.
M. a=xt g, HEAMTEIREIEZ % E EEA R G, BIE =Pt =i g, WakEshimms—
ANIEARRAE o AR AT A ZE0T A 2 SR IACAZ, W] REHR 3 T 2 SRR T AR I R A IR

WL TARIRAZ R — A RIGHIE SR, H AP RAEEME AR AWRGE, X FREE 2, gERFRAERT
WA, AT LU E B —— ATTARIEAT 55 R0 RAE AT 28 EBEA L B0, #2BR(Luria & Vogel, 2014).
FHEGHT A S5 15 He st 78 7 AR VT ey SR (1129650, [P 2 2R AT 45 58 R AR BT 55 SR BN I B A5 FRAE B8 37
(MR ESS, 2020), T IXFf A2 2 BE BT AR A R AE AR AL AN B o TR LR RAT S5, B IZREBE R
JEZERFIN TR B, 2> R ZR R Ao BRI BR0r B, i T DUAR S 26 2 6 L A e AZ A i 3R AR 147 R
o MR BYEERIWILRE, QRS I 54 XU AE T R (AR 7 [ K A0) R SR 4
FEFIRFAE 22 AR (A B 5 1), BRI 51 B B JE 75 TRl R AE 7 T e $oR 7 ), RN 51t BT B )
KR BUAR RMEZ A AR o BTN FESR B, ZR 248 In) B AEAE RN A i 28 IR r T 2R 48 1n) ARV ARFAIE R 2 IRLRD G
RBEFMTHIEI, BIFEAELERE AL 2B (Ye et al., 2016; Park et al., 2017; Ye et al., 2021; Arnicane &
Souza, 2021). WIS REEARRKAE, TCIE AT BREUINGRGE & 7E (7] — AR LI FEAYEFE HRAE, A e
R IR FEE [ 1 2 2 280 o T A (1) S B B 7 AT DA DLRFAE N ALY, B — 2 Adrr,  — AN BEARRAIE 1
SRS G E ) Y P RE [ D 4 5

B oW

AT 5T [ K SRR 3 42 (31700948) % B
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