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BLTF P AR R 09 2 A, X — )M 69 R R AL ESRAEAR S 69 AR 2R JF A B0 T3t — F IR T M = 7 Xk
A BGRE B F K LA FFEERBFREZH ML E ARG RE, ARARTAMRSE Lk B F st
KW 77 ik An BRAF AT AL, Mofn K TR B B BLAL A 2T X — P ATIRN RIEIR R,

[k $ 8 )AEFREX; B AL &R ST EIR; 2 EBRM

[EZBBN)X —8 , S MNKFHETFRSHERES ALAF PO ()M 510006) ; F &k, & RIFE K
FOR LGN FFR, LETORERE ANTRELERE(LSE 200062) 45#4 (B RAEH ), T M
KFHEFFROCHEZNE AL S P8 E - mail  fusm@ gzhu. edu. en( )~ 510006) .
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[E£TB)BE A XA R AT B (31970993) )7 M K 3 B R K 5 A4 #9147 B (202111078030) %84,

1 AERAPHNEHEXNSESEZS

KT IR R4 A 58 3 4 L i
“HFT HET T R B R A s oA S EX b
Ll o R PR 5 AL R Y B S AR A5
A R R LA R 20 6T XA sz
G R, O &A1 225 3 T A G B TE 4R
( Forster,2020) . H i 3£ 2 09 0 5 0T LLAT BT ZE .
(1) B8 (Asplund et al. ,2014; Dehaene , 2006 ;
Sergent et al. , 2005; Sergent & Dehaene, 2004 ) ;
(2) #LERE R (Cohen et al. ,2023; Overgaard et al. |
2006 ; Pretorius et al. , 2016 ; Ramsgy & Overgaard,
2004 ; Schurgin et al. ,2020) .

A% SC 3 3 AT AR L R B K i AR A R
T I ISR 4 R 5 P O e e O O I U ek ™ A

8 D R B S PRV 2%, DA SR i — 26 5 38 L B RS X
A RRIE , (1 45 S5 26 OF i 10 00 A 0 A5 FE 25 1 BRI HE
20 JFEEXT R R B L B T AT B SE B B O IS Ak
WHoT AR LRI

1.1 &H#EXIE

BT 2Rt TAEZS M #1i8 ( Global Neuronal
Workplace Theory, GNWT) [ 5 BB =000 & IA O - 8
% b TE R R SRR AT WL T TR T 1 22 531) , F 5
] IUEWIRL 58 IR 2R 06 0 A A, I HX kAT 0
i, HFZAE IR (1) T & IR AL BEAH
XA A A BB I ST A R A EE
HAH ZRNE UM R 5 (2) X P BRI T,
TEARGE B PRI AT AL BRI T AT P50 = A A T
(o FEIEIERE b, B IO =O0 48 ), o R L
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A AT AELE O R A B —Fh %
SR (HAL S BN S AT — Fh AR L v i i 20 AR
Ak, BRIV 224 S 5 R T ) Ao 5 R i e N, A
AP BB, 5 BRI K s
HKFIEAF . — HOREOR 33X — S BR A, gl 23 28 4R
“ORRT (ignite) (G 4R TAEZS[A], DI 7 A6 2R
(Sergent & Dehaene, 2004 ; Dehaene et al. , 2003 ;
Mashour et al. ,2020) ,

BT AR E 0, 42 )R AR 23 8] Hy 15 ik
AT TR DX R B o 2 e A 2,
PR T R AN L2 B AR b 28T, I AR id G 45
P Sk B A% AT B IS Bl 2 T R — B R SR A
(Férster,2020 ; Dehaene & Changeux,2011) . %4k
T AFTE , RO U T T e, B =
SR ER B E T, ML ROR A 77 2R A T
Rk R, I AR IS T80 10 X sl Y KR
(Dehaene & Naccache,2001) , 3% & W58 2 LY
A N % BA — B K R, B R
ik, fF 35 44 A 3¢ #L 7 (Event Related Potential ,
ERP) A58, 3245 1 B 2XOUL A5 A4 BIF 5 25 6 0 3
IS 350 ms 1k BN WE(E Y B 1 5543 ( Late Posi-
tivity , LP) /A58 B iR e B FR 5 ( Del Cul et
al. ,2007 ;Sergent et al. ,2005;Seth,2022) , LP J& 4
RN RAN T P3 JEN 255, Bl P3
(5 E AL AR I RE A B 19 5 18, (H AT AT 5T
CZ R P3 2B T Z2 A 6] B A 0 ik A PR mp
e HA Z AN E 17 (Forster,2020) , Xt F LP 4%,
WF5EE PR o3 98 3 B B 2 A 3 BT O 125 € 2
XU X TR X 1 2% X s X FIRAL X ( Volpe
et al. ,2007) ,

1.2 &SR IE

BT H M (blindsight ) 5 9058 7 2 PRI 5% 1) ik
AR I AE AN E L BEIE ( Reorganization of Elementary
Functions and Consciousness, REFCON) ( Overgaard &
Mogensen , 2014 ; Mogensen & Overgaard , 2017 ) Fl1 4§
PRI T P38 ( Recurrent Processing Theory, RPT)
(Lamme ,2010) Ay % 22 0 8 B RA B fHE T B8 52

.28 -

R, WA (D) B iR A AR E 50
ARASAELE 3 (2) K DX 35 14 ST e 1 2 1) R R Y
A2 B R AR LM B0 ; (3) 162 T3 i 48
BRI LB

R AR Ty A A0 2 3 R 2 A O, L
PURHVFZ AN RIKT 1 R XK 2 50T 4 A )
FKPZG, X — ISR B TR 2R 2 R TR
T S R0 £ 3 30 I 2 X S A )
REVE S ARS8 4 2%, B an TAEICAZ D) RE s it 2R 3
AL TAEILIZ (McAllister et al. ,2006) ; [fi
FLAR A £ 5B T LR 25 o« — S R R )
TR7 1 B A 58 4 2 A7 7E ( Oakley & Halligan,
2013 ) s I B2 J2 32 400 1) B B R X 5403 DX 3 Y
AR S B A W AR (R TS8R T DL DL s T B
HURE 2R 1 7K 7 52 B H) W7 4T 55 ( Weiskrantz et al.
1974 ) s A WFE & 1 A AL 2 DR S F 5 v o 1Y
G R B LR R TR, L &5
TR, GR X F A & AR R B 1 IR (R A i
FAF A b)) RS RV X — A
SEMR I JE R UUIRAS , 08 R A A AR R ) J2 G 45
¥y, HF T 3 2 B 0 W 5 (Overgaard et al.
2008) .

PEERIN T BRI A 32 B A5 S - K AN M
AR X358 1) v 00 DX 38 A 3ok ) T 50076 ), 35 A DA v
X 3ok 300 2 DX ek ) S AR (B R A3% ) |, I At i A
X A o R A A R b 21 (Lamme, 2000
Lamme ,2006) , HAKI0 5, 764l 285, (5 B 8
R T B T 22 WAL T 3 3 DA AV 2 0% 5 1 )2 11 1 M [XC
B A B S S AE R 5 ST A% i A BRI
i DX 58 B R A FEIX A I B 7 A FE M A4S
P S 80 Ok 1 R 3 2o e g &7 g tR A A
PP BB 5 21 40 R R 5 B2 2, P 8 £ S L L 32 B
5 B8 B Jo DX R A, A A B A T
IR R A B, R OGO 75 RE
NG Z2 G0 4 B8 i 2 U R VR A TR B 06 b
EPRAL A 50 2 2877 A

FE NP S5 v B (o SR 43 R 4



i X o) T FL A T LS W) L, A T g
T4 3% 184% (functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging,
fMRI) A1 i B, ( Electroencephalogram, EEG ) $ R %
B AT L ALARRE TS AT DL L7 & T IR ] 5
AR5 X 58, ( Broadman Area 17, BA17) 22 1] f) 3R 7
FRAE H 1% 31 ( Fahrenfort et al. ,2012) ; 73 A #F 58 {di
Jiki i &1 ( Magnetoencephalography , MEG ) . 4% & #5 il
0 2RI 3 TR o 3R 3 2 A8 = i v R R A T
F 2R AT, 455 R B DX 135 3l BB 06 15 2 b i 756 o
FAT53 0 A2 Ak 1 A0 T 2 B0 TG 1k A R e R T
3 3% SLEL T IR T DX 7 A R il DX 4 S
P00 TAEZS [V ERIE B WS, SCRF T AR T35
(Andersen et al. ,2016) , [A)if 7 H At gy b % B
TR , AN, > 45 S I Ak S SRR B
TCI S g0 e 75 %56 B 0, A 25 R AL ) 2
PRE B2 J22 53l 28305 2l 5 A TR Y 2 | Y S A oK
GBI T, AT G B J2 A 223 Bl 1 e 3
(KT 100 ms) BN, 3X— LA BN A T 7K 7
RS, SCRe 1 1SR 1 WL L (Hupé et al. |
1998 ; Lamme et al. ,1998) .

1t ERP W58, 5 S35 B Wi =X ag WL A X
PBE B AR 7URS> ( Visual Awareness Negativity , VAN )
FRVAH BT E J0) B 22 b, S Ay 3% 2455 =X Y WL A ( Eliser-
beck ,2022 ; Roth — Paysen et al. ,2022; Seth,2022) ,
VAN JZ7E N1 F1 N2 i [B] B3 P, A 2 PR BRI 7%
F MK ERP BB 5 TR RAM ML BOE Z 1h]
IS, AR R 255 200 ms ~ 500 ms (Koivisto &
Revonsuo,2003 ; Ojanen et al. ,2003) , VAN il & 73
AR AR AR X4 H A I, 9 LA SR 3R 0 %o
BRI IR, X VAN B4 09 U A2 07 43 B & B
VAN A GBI & MR8 37 A, 5 Th A MR I e
JZFHCT [B] )5 38 ( Koivisto et al. ,2009; Liu et al. |
2012 ;Pitts et al. ,2012;Vanni et al. ,1996)

R R LP 7 P3b At a] % P #R0E
EBINTEA T BRI Z A7 22 57, (H Ok B
22 HAIEE R I 3 b 22 S T BB O OR S e 1 A0 R
A B | 2 5P A X R B A T R A
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X (Koch et al. ,2016) . #l4n, G55 E L, TEAR
T B N B 26 0F T, o i BE A5 a2
T, HASBE 7 A 2 1Y P3HLSY ((Cohen et al.
2020) , [7] LP B4R, i FH 2 R A T o
R SR U — ) FIA A VAN 2058 B iR i R A
Fra& kI (Forster et al. ,2020; Koivisto & Revonsuo,
2010) ,

2 FEMFAETHEERBEEANEEY

2.1 FREIFRFIAAH F56 £ 7. EEIH A
W R

BEE 3R o7 G PEESE B8, A A 2 A L
PR AN SR 2R A B Tl i A = T2
T HLUEREE () S22 40 ( Binder et al. ,2017; Derda
et al. ,2019; Eiserbeck , 2022 ; Windey & Cleeremans,
2015; Windey et al. ,2013) , H 25002 —4
FE 0 R 2 EH F ARG 22 F 0 E A0 i Y 3
K (Fu et al. ,2017 ; Koivisto et al. ,2017) , HifF e %5
PR AE T2 0 W7 R URAT: 5 %< A A AP A
b R O 5 RO AR A B B0 T8 1k 1X 43 1Y )
R T T 4] 19 3 2 B g b R 3l 3 — ], A
TS IAR A A B X8 B R A TR T

HIABFFE 9, A FHAS ) 1) S 96 0 =X i 45 31 1Y
BARB 45 2R & & A B b (Forster et al. |, 2020;
Jimenez et al. ,2020) , A W5 W PR (T
R AL AR ) 0 Ao R S L ( R AR ) B
FEME BRI, 25 R R 7 BT A A5 F R AT
FERL 0 AR ) SBR[
FCXH 2514 T, B 2 i v 8] D40 Y Lo 9] e IR —— B
WHEAT 1 e DR 5 PR 1 S 4R 5 (Pretorius,
2014) 3 53 AN BIF ST HL A 1 (50 FH AL 5 4 iR 12 I
JId 91 X ) ) O R 25 R AR R TE T
WA, B it i e R et ) 8 i e
RS 2T D0 S 7R S i R B R X
(Sergent & Dehaene ,2004) ,

SR B 5T O T A v X AT L4 ol
e (1) FABEAM I AR T 2 (X e BERRA | 1) 4
RN GIR R ) 5 (2) FE R H A AH DG (U5 |

.29 .
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23 [B) AN Aff 2 PRI T R R ) (Kanai et al. ,2010)
PO TS B R BRI ML A A 22 5, T
Wk 0 X3 o o 3 0 ) B ol M T BEL L ] 9 3 3k
MHE AR (Raymond et al. ,1992) , i #E il 315 20 2338
TG ARG DX 2 ] ) 2 57 AT 3 AR X
PR A BE 2 E 1 ( Lamme , 2000 ; Lamme , 2003 )
H T BR AL A AN [ 2405 400 1 £ 45 i A5 45 32 2]
T DA T 5 SO0k 3 T0 12 % S AT e A TR
R B3 1 T R ) R BE R A B B AR AT 2
MY B bR BAAAE . X T 4 ] B e X A
“HIAFAEAREE L B0 00 5 RO A AE” 1S
O, EE R0 v, Bl T 3 R O 1 32 0
WIbRIEEN A DO, BEAS XX I FP I 0 #E4 T 1X 43 ( Kanai
et al. ,2010) , 4t FH 2 LI et B, 3 P AN ] 9 B
HIAIL R R RE A 7T BE 23 E0f i ve 70 45 2 A AT 55 %
IR ) F ALK, T 3 2 30 ] A 4 55 SR B0 e A%
i FRILKT

WA, 1 S RAAAE R VA G . Kranczi-
och %5 A (2005 ) JHi: BRI Y 2% B0 1 7R 450 A Tt
DX 1% H AR A T B R T ) I T 25
() s G ST IR AR i 4 S A 28 T A &5 ) 3
W, R B B AR, SRR R
T TR PR £ A IR 58 8 451 10 IX 3 A1) B B2 ( Dehaene et
al. ,2006) , 173X — DX 3038 5 5 1 B BB AR G, A
W — BRI A Ry i R L R TR AR I b AL
il ( Posner,2012 ; Rees & Lavie, 2001 ) , B v 2 M %
SR B PR E R B E TN T S BT
ST LE B REE R (Vul et al. ,2009) , TG
TR D0 Y R B RN L R TR 4
APeE T XHE B T2 B RedE AR Z B B, A
SR AN DA IR — b e 2 TR A 9 {EL S SR X TR 5
IR SEA T AE

X TR A OGE S AT A & T T K
HIBEFE, RS T R AL G IR T AE (Over-
gaard et al. ,2006; Pretorius et al. ,2016; Ramsgy &
Overgaard 2004 ) . 1% B Al B A O, UE
PR I B Kk 3R B B E h AE AE  d h

- 30 -

NGk M 5 AN 3 b 4 ) 8, B H R SC
FREF A M R 33 Ao 2o 7 o 82 S A7 1 T g
P PR IR R i A AR DG = TR B A R T
JRAR 5 AR BRI G4 45 B A 52 2 % R i T TR X
HEAT R4 TH ) T A , PR FE R R A ] o s R
BAAEXT TR B ATl 7 B R L,

2.2 ML FIRAEX AR 4 EE R
EROR 2 cd

2.2.1  HEEBEB A AR

FET MR A b R e 5 T
T (43 T % DACERE [) 4 3 A 5 40 o R U LA
FRIR TR . TR BRI (Attentional Blink ) 24824
P H AR A IS (] N S22 B X T3 =4~ H
PRI SR I bz BB X — IR B TE R
HF 41 W 5% 52 B ( Rapid Serial Visual Presentation,
RSVP) {E5 g 5<% ( Raymond et al. ,1992) , 1F
R T AW Hrp — R 2 R (Lt
Bk Ry PR e 5 A 22 B =) A O AE T L AR
{187 T o7 15 P i 2 B0 08 (9 B D 10 A ) L B
RAESRAE A T 0 iy — Al 24 Hiw,
AT R R BN T2 B ok 2 Bk i 27 3|
BRI AR AT SR BE AR 56 B0 B 4 AN H AR iR
5l ( Broaddbent & Broadbent, 1987) . #R i % F % H
PRIGAE 55, B 5% & AR R I8 — A B AR (T1) J&
200 ms ~500 ms FYIFE]ET TP, IR BLSE — A4~ H
BR(T2) AR5 T4 = A HARA R B 2 52 1 2458
—A> HARFIES A B AR BRI, WX T4 =4~ H
PRt i) 22 4K 52 ( Raymond et al. ,1992) .

2.2.2 FEBRBEA R EZEN

TR WG A A — =5 (| 3 N P 5 R 2
AT, A B D K AR E bR o A RE
BEFERCRFEEE L RRIF B0 L, #7485 =4
b (4 BSR4 1) e 1 A 3 5 ik O i A F 5
B R R A Tl T RO 5 A BRI
FAEHEA R I A B BOL 2 E S0, A A T #F
X BB T RN

AR T ] b A AR S 28 OBUE: 5535 0



23 [RANB E M) | R R T DA A AR AT 55
e SR J B R] ) X400 50 B DR A 7 B A RIORTA 4
OEEE PN NI <0G =¥ 74 O & N 7 T
BUER A~ AR AR OCAT 55 (BB B AR AR 55 ) B A] LA
%28 A H AR 76 8 R PUIRAS vl LI A5 e
bh e S IRE =N 7 ORI RV NETIUUR s o= G D o]
(Eiserbeck ,2022) , 3 H.i# 33 %} HLIZ AT 55 4544 T B
PRAFAAE R BARATE IGO0, A B TR G VF 4353 A
5 BRI B IR E R (Sergent et al. ,2005) .
XUEARAT 55 0, Bl Bl B R B 25— A B AR SR —
NEbRTEREE R REE AR EHT
TR BB B T2 — A HARFIEE A H s ]
IR B T A 1 6 I MO 007 6 59 B0 2, T LA o
IRARAS T R 88 A B 0y R = 7 A i IS
SRS B b R R REUR, X 5
A EAR I B U B R IR 55 . R T A X
AR JE R 5 A, T BRI S B b T LIOKS 4
i B 22 21 T IR TE] LA [ R RE s 1 55 0 i
P A, T ) 2 0 R P (A T R R P %
NI AT 55 2% R 2 Wi o Vi J BT[] £ 38 ¥ 185 0 1t 58 20
P, M UE 55 3 =X b bl 10 H E
AHEINE A BRI BEARIE AR B 5 28 Bl
1 5 M 2 (S A T o 2% 0 P LAKE LG (i o /A
i %€ ) (Kanai et al. ,2010) , A] DL 22 Bk i % 1) 55
BT AR 9 SRR 1 R R A B i R T
LTS 0 A AR FORS 20 1 ik S0 2P 55 B AL
JEAAEOT P SR A /D 3 U R G 2%

AF 5 A0 2 TE A I (o) R 2 DA AN ] R
IS SR R FE A8 R Y B RO i SR X
HA EE Uk, R RS B UUR A A Bl ST
B HE B )7 ¥ ( Forster, 2020 ; Koivisto et al. , 2009 ;
Seth,2022) , X} F Lot B A, 4 ) bl 4o T4
23 ) B3 G P8 0 T B3 001 1) T 2k 4% 5 Ah AS [
ERP 143 (LP Hl VAN) VB 050 25 TR A bl 28 O HK
Yy, FLAR I PR R LA X 42 B A A B ) AN (] VS AR 30
A FI TR I e, A DG 1Y ST R BR A8 5 7
R S AT ML R U SR IR
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Pl 28 SR 55 T R G IR B A3 22 ) P T TR A
FEN DI E R SEIR R, Mo, E B
AT TR e =X, 0 2 BEAE A — > =5 (Rl 7
B T AR A W) R A R TS )
P P A BEAK S48 T 0 B 4 ] A
O TS A B /b TR sh A AN T R SRR
PRI 25 X5 S 0645 L ) 2 10 ( Pitts et al. ,2014)

3 FERBEX THRMAEZIREXNEX
IE#E

H R SRR 5T b, 28RS B 45 R A
PR BT 75 R B B =X (Asplund , 2004 5 Sergent et
al. ,2005 ;Sergent & Dehaene ,2004) , £ ERP |- 1A 3]
S LP 1) =3 SO B 5t A I 5 38 3 i A e 9
B R OCI ) UH PR T R R B X ( Seth,
2022) . FRWISEPR I, AR R I BRI R R
TS IRAT 1A Y — BB 3 i S X L 45 2R
I HFRFERILT VAN 1950 G s 5 ( Eiserbeck ,
2022 ; Karabay et al. , 2021 ; Nieuwenhuis & Kleijn,
2011;Sy et al. ,2021 ;Roth — Paysen et al. ,2022) , Al
IR SCE TR UETE B BEBE T  Fh 5 2 R =LY
FETE IF I T M — 2P PR 5T 5% o 2 R X Ay 1A
2, NITTET XS AR S A 28 42t BAR T AT (9 S 0 48 Uy
T 1) R B AN L

3.1 IAFBBAEXGIERE

3.1.1 A7 RiEdE

T A 3 R 5t 9 A 5 e i R Y
SCHR Y (Sergent & Dehaene,2004) , Bt 5ok 75—
2 B U R (R QTX A0 4y 4 KRS 7 i)
{14 TG T8 SR 3 v 4 380 A [ 7 BR300 1 20 1L 1)
(40 DEUX) , JF4i s L 00 mT Dk, A5 0t T
— R R TR (21 5 bR AERS [t ok
PERT LM, X IO 5T & B, T T 5 R 800 9 1) .
TESE A BARERR I 25T, AT DM i 3R A5 70 4
HrE Ao AR AT LTRSS A B il Y 2%
TR e o R AT L, IR
AL = AR B B Y

FEMCIERN b W58 3T T LA A 5 6 1R

.31-
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RHFEATI &, YRS T 1 (Post — Decisional
Wagering, PDW ) ZLR PR AEAE L E 5, 45 H Lk
R IERRPE N VE AR P 2 0 D0 AT DL R A
TR AR, QAR AR, W S e e, X
oy 2T DA 0 b 3 Bl AT 9 A R 45 TRl At
G TR A iR 0 AT 22 W PE——RIOR BE X A
553 TR ) S IR B LB R, Y R AR
PRSI o BT SR B A 7 R SR I S B 4
TR5 BB LAY = IR X ( Nieuwenhuis & Kleijn,
2011) , AWFFEHE R 45 R AR T &g
UL T — B & UL R Y ik R A DG MRk
(Asplund,2014) . ZBFFIA N FE R RAH L,
BB ER A B AR BT BE LI A2 352 | 1 Bl
—> EARFNES A E b 8] B s T0] 18 385, SEU500HG B
PRI A SR 78 43 31X 25 €2 1 T
UM RHIEA T OB A S B T B B SR AR B R
“THFLIA" (face wheel ) b HEFTHERE, K B W44 0 4y B
AR IR PR 5 IEH A R Z I, 4R
M SEREs R s AR EH— A i 55—
A F bR [R) B4 T B Bsf (] 17 4 A 378 Ak, TR S
FHRE5E I B YPUR LA RS IR = 1Y

WeAh  BEGE A R A — A B AR A e — A~ H
PR BREOE (B 5 ] ) SAT: 55 S8 B 5805 BE R
TR AR Ak (R T 5 Asplund (2014 ) 417 (1)
PR SRR ) . SO A R R B, AT 55 BOR H
FEPIAANIRN ) E R 22 [ RS ] B R AT (B
FUHG) i % 5 A~ H AR I8 AL 0 2 TRUER A D) 4 B
Te 75 F B 55 , 2R IR0 I A L 2R ( Sy et al.
2021), 93—A~5L56 (Karabay et al. ,2021) W3 i
XiF E 22 L T e O 1 L U 7 I S = (A e
O 2554 A0 ) i 522 B 870 0 ) DA B B — A~ A
S 5 AL BB B e =X, R Y
S HAr A — 8 B, TR A B
ARV I [P 3 W 8 1, Bl 1 H AR A TR
FETERE DN AN, B 5 2R 52 B =

3.1.2 ERPIiFE

Sergent 5 A (2005 ) SR HU 5 Sergent il Dehaene

.32

(2004 ) AH R (9 LB BT, BRIE T AN [A) 0 ml D B 2F
5y Z [8) ) ERP 22 5 BIFSE B AT DL EE IF 43 5 B BUIE
I3 (BRI R A2 A ), IF ELAE P3b(LP) B
] 7 A AT o O A, R A o i R
AR B AR IR R e s R 458
RSEPR b R AL R P iR BT N2 (e R I A7
TE ] WL EE VY432 5 (0 B ) I ) 18 PN A7 7 32 252 1) 98K
IR SRMIIFIE 3 TAT N8s3R 374 i XL
W oA LA B 4 SRy #2800 T A 25 [ B8 I N2
LS ) 1) 4 G O A X S B b R B T TR R IR
IR B, B JC R 58 G PR A 31 AT LR % 22 1, (E 3k
AL 2R T 2R 4 30 JC 1Y (Sergent et al. |

2005) .
3.2 I HFHESEXNIERE
3.2.1 A7 MiEdE

kA A ] ) SO AT AR TR 3R A T 32
R SR AR BRI . ] A0 A BIF 508 T LA
SR RL BRI 5 A H AR R AT
1155, JFT 4 A5G0 i 2 i SR AT D EE
HEATPE ) (Eiserbeck ,2022) , BFFEEE R A : EM
TR VE S Y TR AR SN H B 7 s S5 B e (AR 2
FAFR 3) AP Z 0] 25 5 0 2 HLB A n] UL
JERE, EWPE 8, BRI AT BEEE
R T I BRI L A, LR A SR
VE AR RS2 50 & 0, >S4 i) Ak 4y
TR, B RV o3 A O i S B 5 B o 3
PR BN AR 2, 5 )V Ay 3ok kit i 45 2]
(45 A K2 ( Nieuwenhuis & Kleijn,2011) ,

ACAE A ) 38 A AR O R 4 ) JE s 47 A S
WA T IESAR AR IE . WTE 3. 1.1 /N
RAYSZE 1 (Sy et al. ,2021) , BF5E#7E B B R AY
S5R LB R Y WA B AR I 6] — A R
(7 1)) B Bl R 28 A B b B A B AR, 40
WRR R E S ORI 93 i Y R
VR o A S, AL A 2 o 0L i R AR 7 A R T, I
T 3o 3 TR AT 40 A R R T A T A A0 B R A
R, T2 (B S & B, YA — A



H bR A7 B AT A& A B0 B ( RPBEAIL S 37 22 )
Ay e SRR R 1% 225K ( Karabay et al. |
2021) , HEUCHEFE B T N T RS
T BN A3 ) R e W s e TR R AR
TR, PR e TR Y B A AT, L R i
et MY ) AR SR P E— A2 AL -
B, 30 5 2R A A TR 0N, L R D S R
B,

3.2.2 ERP 4

TEBUR TR ERP BE R BRI HE R (VAN B
LP) , 2 ORI L08R 4538, Eiserbeck
(2022) [AIREIFSE T AN ) o] 0 BE 743 Z 6] /%) ERP
i 22 5%, 4 R BUAE N1 N2 F1 P3 N[ 1, 6T AH
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Is Visual Consciousness Dichotomous or Continuous?
The Integrated Perspective Based on Attentional Blink

Liu Yiming Luo Haocheng Fu Shimin

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 exoge-
nous 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.

Key words ; visual consciousness patterns ;dichotomous visual consciousness ;continuous visual consciousness;

attentional blink
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