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BTSRRI E A = 1 TR

VBT ACHEE - ANIT ERT

WREOFCTMAEELEZNIDH o ERZTBWY, MO TEs NOEHER
ATBWwih &, SRIEIAMOAEFTIIRPE L VEELZEEETH 5. £
72, REYATAIEBEoRBEo MR (K5 E Ferbinteanu &
Shapiro, 2003) 7217 T% <, BUIEORERR (7T —F 2 7A€, R - 5%
B, 1994), KRkDOITHLBEXROMERE (REWLE, HH - ~Myd, 1998) 7
EREVRBAEE Z XA TWD, INET, BMEKEHE O ERe S
E Vo B2 FH 5 H MR & Vo 7ML TS E T, KR4 RO
BIZOWTHRONTE, 2L T, NMILALKHZTLHHEIZEZONLD
FTIEARL, EZRTVRHDLHNIEIEZOLVHDLHLT b roTE
720

FBICRET 2 ERIE, dRIZH LD Lfibo TV LHEMA S, Ik, R
REEFRIC L DO T THEA TH DA, AR TIIR E EROMEIEMIC X
S THEEINLHLENE (familiarity) (2K H T 2. JAEZANOBLEMED R S ASELE
ARG 2 BB BT 5 2 L, BIZITRERE L 3R 2 LT AT 5
YHEIRED R 72 528 iR, HBEIZE > THEMEORVEO RS E I
LASOIEMHEEZ EDL L CMESEE0E2EZ 5 L TEELZFIND I
BLEZONL, DR BLEMEsE RRISEE SRR L HEEROL
) 1252 5 REBIZOWTHRE L7-3ige 2 i L, BUROMREZ e L 72 &
T, SHROBELEBRRD,
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HOE ROE

HWELBES O A3 O2OEBIZFITLIENTELEEZ 5N S (Fig-
ure 1) 3, ANSNAHEA A=V, BE ) B2 O R MIEHRA R
SNAEERBIZESLN L. KRIZ, BELEBIHERVRIF SN T2 HIZEE
FERZANFEEPATOND &, HHRO/SHEMENFEE (visual short-term
memory, VSTM) ~%51t (encoding) M O E(L (consolidation) X5,
VSTM (315#H & — I (B B H) W5 2 LA TE LEY
AT LTHbe FAMORBEAN AL E L THESET—F 7 AE Y (visual
working memory, VWM) %% %75, VWM T3 L 7215 % — B9 1206
PALL CHMECTE 2 RUICE RN ENN L, VSTM & VWM (I FERERY IZHHEL L
TWBET TR, LEOMRIERIZL AL ENTWEZ LS5 (Eriksson,
Vogel, Lansner, Bergstrom, & Nyberg 2015 ; Bundesen, Habekost, & Kyl-
lingsbeek, 2011), AFTiX VSTM & VWM % [XBl&$12, VSTM & L T
C%o %2, VSTM IZIRIF S N7IBRIE Y N—F V4 ExfE T, IriFRH

Bl ~E+

ERfk
Short-term T—FUTAEY
consolidation Working Memory
WSt AR

encoding

Short-term Memory
AR
EE{k

perception ﬁﬁ;ﬂﬁ ﬂﬂ
—l Long—term retrieval
Sensory Memory =
consolidation

wEI U~
RIARGHE
Long-term Memory

B ~E, WE
Figure 1 HHEET UL A OB, ME SN2 ERIGEELENE S
He, FHEHERT XU I AT TSNS, E512YN—
Wip Exn s L EREANEELLI NS,




Bt R R A = R TR 3

RHEEIHH O R VEEEEGFETE (visual long-term memory, VLTM) ~
LHEEfLE NS,

BREREBEOAESE

VSTM % #ll5E 5 % 720 OREM 2 FEEREE LT, Z{bRlE (change
detection task) 2SFIF o5, WAL L ERE (Figure 2) Tl, &
WICEREA L LWL OB R R ENE, 20Kk, 1BREDOT T V7
BT, TAMRBDSERINS, EBRSINELT A MRBASFERRT E —
BT 208 PERNAET DI EROLNL, RSO (BHE &% 2
RERR) R, 7T vy O, <~ A ZHIMOE AR A AR L TE
BREICEMES N D, Z LT, MERERTH L EDOIEERAL 2 D E)
END, IEEFEZT TR, VSTM F& (VSTM 12KV D OIEH % TR
TEL2) OFBELLT BEHLMFHIZE D w7 d % Cowan’s K

TA SRR

Figure 2 ~AZHIEDERENDGEOEMHREEICBIT S 13
TORNOE EBRSMEIZT A M (22 TI3E Lo
EHROR) HFeEiM e f—Tad 202 HMT 5,



4 PULTEASH R G EA = IS R T
(Cowan, 2001) HWVHNS Z L b4\, Cowan’s K IZH MLz v FEEE
TANAT T — LAROESREHHOBERET L2 LTRSS,

ZALM R % T VSTM e & e L 72 i ifse & L C, Luck &
Vogel (1997) 7% 5. ZOWZETIX, OO WEAEXE (EHE)
% R T B AU RREAYE M S L7z FEIRAIEL S AT 100 ms I ER S
72, 900ms D75 > 7 kA TT A FHLECY] 25 2,000 ms B 2R S
720 FEBRZIMEOFGEIL, SRR E 7 A AL 25— Tdh 5 h iz
DLOPEMETLIETHoTe COL X, FMETIOK (v M4 X)
PEES Nz EBROMEE, £y ML XD 12005 4 DOMIZIEEELT5
W%LLEEEWKETH 5720, £y bFA AL DL N EL B D L EEEN
BWUART L7ze CofEmn, SRRy o 2orrEH % 500 ms (2 L7234
R, WEFIPYEERLAEBAETLRON, 72, BHOMY Wrof
EHNRE) PO ENEF TV 27 VERELRZTNER S5 RWEET
D, LY M AANLDEN L AL EEEMET Lz, SISO/ REE
HLiZ, VSIM BRI A 7V 27 PR—AT4ORETH L EfmOT 5N
72,

ZAL L ARE DAL C VSTM A= OBIEICH W S5 N 5@ & LT, N-back
P & SOPT (self-ordered pointing task) 7% %, N-back i@ Tlid, [
FIZT7 VT 7Ry MLFRBETREF1IRIIMICERE NS, EBRSINED
AEIIBITESR STV B HIMAS N /TS ER Sz b 0289 % HIlT§
52 ETHD, PlZIE 2-back B THILL, FEIRS N TV SHEAT 2 OHil
KCERENZLOLFEUNEZHIT T4 2 LARD O, FRERYIA [N] —
K] = TCl = Ul &bz [Cl EERENLS, EBESNE I
FoWLALIL o TRIET b0 TD720, ERBMBEIFIC2O0OHE %

(1) ZToLHIZ, VSTM H= I IHE Mo (BMES) I8 s T, flig
O (EH) THEINLEEZLZETFVE ATy M ETF)V (slot model) & &
5 (Zhang & Luck, 2008 ; Luck & Vogel, 2013), —7/, VSTM F® I EH T
L, WHOBEMSIZE > TELT5LE251) Y —AET ) (resource model)
EERT AR ST 5 (Brady & Alvarez, 2015)



B HE A REA R T 5
HZOD, GERINTVRHIMIEH LR U2 2l L, 2»ORENE
EEF LT IUIZ 5%, BEICBIT 5 back AT A 2 & TREZRIT
LB 72 VSTM BFEZBIET 52 LA TE 5, —7J7, SOPT Tid, Wi
FICERORMASFEER SN, EBRBINEN VT L2 ORI % #IRT 2
&, FIBAESY ¥ v 7V ENTBOEEARR SN L. EBRSNEOFE
3, BINFEAORIM A FHERINL 2V E D ICL A0S, &Tofl#s 1§
OERTLIETHL, BRTHMPUOEEENET LI LT, VSTM &
HET DI ENTE D,

PAEDOMETIE, RENEOEMMELZHET STk L CGRIEFARE
(delayed estimation task) XM RE (continuous report task) &
JIENZHEFHCENL, TNHOFETIE, ZURIERE L Ffk, SO
RIS RER SN R, TT o kA, BRET A MM ThNE, 27EL,
BIERAREICBIT S 7 A FTid, SEIEE 72 RO R FH BTz
{, RRELZNELZEHENET LI 2RO LML, Fl2IE, BTEKTEZHEL
DEIEREZLET 2 WETIE, EBRSINE DERNICEPENT 20 T —F
A= NVOhpoREL-BEHE LN LTRET 2 2Lk b5, SRR
OFBEEEE L/EOESZERT L2 LT, REBEZ=NICIET S
EDTRRE Do

oo %

fER, VSTM & VLTM (3. L7z AT A THE EEZLNTE (eg,
modal model, Atkinson & Shiffrin, 1968 ; Scoville & Milner, 1957 ; Shal-
lice & Warrington, 1970). L 72> L, E4E T H O X 45 XA T2 <,
VSTM (i b E N7z VLTM 129 E4 e A AR b HE S T2
(Cowan, 2001 ; Jonides et al., 2008 ; McElree, 2001 ; Oberauer & Hein,
2012 : L ¥ 2 —& LC Eriksson et al., 2015). VSTM & VLTM & 0% 7%
BIRDBHZ ICHN BB RO E DL LT, SRRELEADO R OBANED 58D



»

BRI E A &I R T
HEIFoh b,

AT, B 7T = ROZ ORI 2 AEAERIC L > TR S
7o RIS A B REER, BESRTEE, EIREEES BRI EMNICAAE T 5K
B, RUOZORELBHEMEL EET D, FULMEITTROMERERIHEZ 52 L
THEE b, 21X, H2EHANET LEFML ECTRZ2MEF 2 21250
T, TONPRT 2HEMETEL B b, —Th, FHEPINEFTEIEBRL
CED VIR R, FMRIZ L o TREHHEDH T H o 7RIS 2 BLI X
K< 2% MAT, MR O RIZHT S 2 HMEFEERD, TOMREF—HT T
Y —IZET A MOMKERICOMILT 5, Fl2E, MAFEEI Y & 3 AFE)
LD ICREMTEL I EPHMON T2 (Valentine, 1991), Z DOBIKII AT
4 (cross-race effect/other-race effect) & LiXii2 7%, M AFE & OEflE
BEh3dh HE12131 99 %5 (Bukach, Cottle, Ubiwa, & Miller, 2012) Z & 7
5, NEATITVIIHTLHAEMOEZICLLbD7EEEZS5NS (Anzures
et al., 2013),

B, THREH->TVRD] ERETHLBMMEL IR L2 IMETH L,
BHREO—2THLH Y — FitEld, 2200V LABEZTHR I N T
5EEZH5NTw5 (Yonelinas, 2002). —2I3#F AR L 72 HiskFER T
EVOEZTHREBRLZz0h (ZEY = F) [ZOWTEHERICEWHT I LA TE
LEEHNET, ) —2REEOIE Y — FOMER LKL SN LB
Thbo REVBMEEMIETHEMEETHL LEXLNDLD, FRTHS
BUETEIZBEICMERBROL S 218 L CTwh, 2T, RECToOHEETIE, £
ORI T 2 HR N R ORI 2B L vwolz, ¥ Y — Fid
BEITELLZEMEENEET L I EPBMEEN TS, T2, Hiakizi
[RLARTE] TEIALE] o BB AMEIEE TN 2\,

PoErEE LU E L L THEL (expertise) 23 5, #uEfbLid, &
B8 U CHIBERNICEE R MBR AT Ve BT 52 L2 iET. BT,
KATHNHFOMBEE RO/ &, BIZHELZZATHIUIEND S A
FROPF 29X a T FLornTCEFHHTE %, Young &

o
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Burton (2018) (2 XL, #EALIZIZ, BEOKRICEIC L, HEAD
FOBHIEMETH S 2 &, JRISFTHUEPEEILS N TNRE I E, &) 3
DO D5, TNEHFE 25 L, POELITHRAOHIIM: = #1535 mfE
DOEDIEENZDIEAH D o TDORKETIE, Bkt E H#E LR R ILX 5]
I L %o

VSTM £ & HaDRR

B, VSTM Bl ET 52 WL o Tnd, Bl H
F oG & BATE RS OB IEEHR (Brady, Stérmer, & Alvarez, 2016), HEjH
(Curby, Glazek, & Gauthier, 2009), 7=A¥ ¥ F 7 ¥ —DOKRT7 T (Xie
& Zhang, 2017 a) 7 &2 BB E L CHW 2028 T, BUEMED E Wil
O VSTM F&ld, BRI L ) b REVWI EERLZ, 2DH B,
Brady et al. (2016) (X, Cowan’s K (ZHI2 CHREHEEL (event related
potentials) ®—>T#H % CDA (contralateral delay activity) % i€ L T\
%o CDA |3 VSTM # &I Ab 2 G Ei 2 KWL CTB Y, IRIEAK
EWFE VSTM A825EM L TWwW5A Z L 277 (Fukuda, Awh, & Vogel,
2010 ; Vogel & Machizawa, 2004 ; Zhang & Luck, 2008), EEDKFE, #H

IEEDE VRO Cowan’s K (ZBLEMESME VR L D K& 20, Fank
AR I B O PR FFRE I o> CDA $RIEIZBLE ARV L D K& ko
720 2OZERNL, BEULEOE VRO T BLEIED K OHIHE L D b IEHROE
FEDSHEGE L 72728, BUAESE WO VSTM A& (Cowan’s K) (IHLA
PEOHEO VSTM FEL D bRE o728 FEZ BN T WA,

BEIIN O 72058 C ), Btk om &2 VSTM FRICEET 5 2 LUK
ENTW5hH, 1213 Stelter & Degner (2018) Tid, #HE DFEME (N-back
FLRE SOPT, Z LMuHGERE) 2w CH AHEE i AFEHO VSTM F& 0
EWERET L7z, ZOE, CoMETHL—E L CHAEEO F M AFEE X
DL VSTM HAEREVWT ENRHL AL o572, 72, Chiou & Lambon
Ralph (2018) %, BILMEoOBEWEZAIIXT 5 VSTM A& ITHEMEO KW



8 PULTEASH R G EA = IS R T
FHEL D HIREVILEZRL TV,

COXHITHEMED VSTM eSS e HNE LT, EIZ2 00
PEAMET SN TV5, 1 DHIZRMEEE O, 2L T22OHIERFERD
WEETH D,

FEHREEORE BEEVMHBPT Y 7L - 2H-oTw5, H50IEE
M A& B C & 2RI O LTM NORMEERESR L) v 7 883, ZhU
JNINETBLZ3DOPHA4DOTHEETHL EEZOLNTE/ VSTM A=
(Luck & Vogel, 1997) 25 FNLLEICIER ¢ 2 W e E R E N T b,
Brady et al. (2016) <TIX, #7% KJE H ¥ o @O % H © VSTM & &
(Cowan’s K) 3—ETH-722%, BRzFo/+ 7V =27 (HHM ©
VSTM HEIZEREEEARL 2R 21 EREL otz FD720, Fli
WX 2 Mk B 2 L TIHIRO B/ FRE L, SR O BRI 2SR &
|2 VSTM FEIEWDBIN D W RS RIE S 7z F 72, FMERITERIG
DGR EGEHNE, —BAE (57— X—=2ORHE) © VSTM &% it
# L7132 (Chiou & Lambon Ralph, 2018) T, M-I HIE O EIEH
® VSTM % (Cowan’s K) I—ETH o725, HHOD VSTM A= L ERE
BAEL IR BIFERELL o7z, 61, BERBEIEVEE, AHA
O VSTM HRIZ— R NEL ) b REL o7z ZLT, CORAANEICE
7% VSTM He=OEMMEL, BEEZOAWIIOWTOMBMEE N DIT S L &
UGBS 2 ATEIGEZE (anterior temporal lobe, ATL) % fEUAZE LI
Lo T—MMIMERZ VLT L LERONLE o7z ZOKENPS, BH
ANEED VSTM HED— A & R TREVHB L LT, FHANETIE—M#K
NEE AR THIEN 2 DS OEFE (AHi7% EOBRN AR B2 L
T VSTM HF&055 | & FIF SN MRiESEITFo N TWwbE, ZOFAAEOE
MHEIZEOF TP E T LB TR I NG EEZL 5N 5,

— 12, NROWBA M S 1X VSTM iEO G R T 285 2 & h%h
7o C\w5 (Alvarez & Cavanagh, 2004 ; Hofmeister, 2011) %%, VSTM #*
R VLTM ELDHE VO 2 ETREDFH A RO A2, Tk
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o CTEBI RS DA SNTHER, W RPWHICHEMETH 255 TH -
THiLE SN 3<% %, Ngiam, Khaw, Holcombe, & Goodbourn (2019)
(&, BERFOXF 2OV T, KABOFHO LT & BaEonig
FL LT, FatEoE A VSTM 12K THEIIOWT, 2t % 8
L CHE L7ze Z208ER, BEEOBWTFIEHEE RV ILFE L AT
VSTM HEAFREVWZ ENFY Lk o7z, 512, TORAEOTRIZL
FTFEOWHN L BEHES IR L 2w & bR E N,

REWRDZIERYE HRICETLHEIDH 5 2 & THRLT L EHROER%E
WAL L TV A ITRREEAEH SN TV b, SRE RIS B BEESE W &,
B THRERERFERR 2 T 5 72O (S ERAKR OF 2 BRI/ 5L
THIENTE, MBAMEZRBTLIIENTELLEEZLON TV D, Bz
i, NERIROFHBHET VO O & D TdH S Category-Individuation £ 7 )V
(Hugenberg, Young, Bernstein, & Sacco, 2010) &, B tEoE v AfEHE
BT ECNEBEZ T B REPDD 57O AMO X% L3
{, ZOMRANEEOFPMBATEE LD QWL T AL LTWwE, &
7z, WERERSF &M ERERFE G OBETIIN T 5 VSTM 48 & ik L 705k
(Zimmer & Fischer, 2020) Tid, #ET %o THRATF IR TE S ADETIZ
95 VSTM HEIGEFRFFE L LR TREVI EPIRENT, 2oL
&, BETOT7 4+ v bRUTOOOEILOMIPAEER, BOBETIINT 2 ER
=X, METEVDRRONL D572, LA > T, BRI T 2 BEE S
NDBEFIZ0$ 5 VSTM AeOBALIEE, LTM IZE#E RF L T 2720,
ETOHENREREFFLT H2LEP TN LICLBEEZ LN,

BEICR 3 2008, BROZ% EOMBI0 78— 1203 % H 5 B (parts-
based process) &, FNOHLEHERLVWHIVDEDDFLEN & LTHET S
&R L (holistic process) 245 1} & L %5 (Farah, Wilson, Drain, &
Tanaka, 1998 ; Tanaka & Sengco, 1997). FEDLR/ALER & E(RALEE & A3l
VL TWwWAZE2RIBEZDO1 DL L THIVEHERE (inversion effect, Yin,
1969) 3 5o BB, EVEE BV EY BT 2 & BV EORRD
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EVEHEMRTEH L 2 2BRTH5D, BHEFEVIZTSHIET, ED/ =

W23 B MBI IR/ 23, LI THE S 5 7O RS H I %
% (Curby & Gauthier, 2007), BIMEDOEHHNEEZ AV72H5E (Buttle
& Raymond, 2003) Tix, BEEOEWEIZBIT 22 LR HED EE A
BN L D b & o 7208, ZOBMEIIEE BT S5 gL,
C ORI, BEOBITTEIZERSMB TIE 2 SR EIMET 5 2 L 2R L
TWb, &FIHEE 3252 L THY L EROERERET A ENTE S
B, HRELEME L CRIFTAZ LA TESLLEEZHNS (Curby & Gauthier,
2007) o EEITHERIEI BRI L D b SR ESMEE S D5, £ <D
HREDETEZ 2000 LRk,

512, BEMoOBEWEIEICB T 5 VSTM Ao uililEg &
TREVOIE, BEEOESCRIHOFFF LR EELABEEEOR R L ) b
HAPSTHD I EDRBENT VD, BIZIE, R7EYZHCHE Xie
& Zhang, 2017 b, 2018) Ti, FLEAIED B/RIEEM % 30F L 722 b il ERE
DERS NIz, FER IS 21T, R oAmEFHE LGRS 5
CEIETERVEYIZEN, FLTEBROKE, EREMAEVE & (100,
500 ms) (FHLEEOR AT E Y L) QBAMEOF RS £ > D VSTM i
DT HED - 7278, BREEMAEVE & (1,000 ms) (FHIMEIC X B#EVI
ooz, T, SREHEAEREINTLLYAZHMSEREND
TOWH (SOA) %##{ET 5L, SOA A& & (117 ms) (&R €~ 12t
FTHHEMEDENT LD VSTM BEDED RS N0 725, SOA HEW
L& (340ms) TIHBAMDOBEWERTFEL LD IBAMOHB RIrE D
VSTM BB i Eh -7 (Xie & Zhang, 2017b). T7abb, Btk
WRTEVEDBHEROENRT T DOFH, SOA MU zZ k12
Cowan’s K OINENFL W LM% o7z, Mz T, ElEo 2R
BEHAE VW E Z (500 ms) @ CDA OilElX, EZEfLoES 2R3 (300
-800ms) THHFEZ/RTHEL (1,500-2,000 ms) TdHFLHEDOE VKRT E ¥
DFHBBEBEORNRTr T L) b RE VY, BREMSEVE X (1,000
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ms) @ CDA JRIEICBIF L2 HEEOEIMPER CTCLrRoN o7z (Xie
& Zhang, 2018)

AT, e LCXTE AR T, LEEFATZRBIZVWE (%
EHNREABE) 50ms 75 300 ms &\ o 72 TRER SN2 30E RICIE
LWED OHEE) THo TO IS 522 205C& % (Lefton & Sprag-
ins, 1974), F 72, EBRNT ML —=2 7% L CHIBUII T 2 0% & %
&, FHWEIRIER (500 ms) % SOA (517ms) T lfERE O IEE R H
, RAZHBMOWEEZIF OS5V EDH SN E % 72 (Blalock, 2015),
DLEOREREN S, BrEomIIC BT 25 5 b e b & oI
PHEOERNTIM L ) N EAEZ LN TS,

FREOMERITEL B E L THWIZE TS 5N 5, Buttle & Raymond
(2003) TiE, FEREFAYEC TH (100 ms), A/ NBEITRME (ME O
BOFEFET WSKDOEHEERE) & AR TR REO IEEElE N LS
&7 o7z, £72, Marcon, Meissner, Frueh, Susa, & MacLin (2010) (&,
FREHMAS 1D, TA MBS RAS DORERENLREL FEH L, FoRflig
DEIRIEH A & & (100, 500 ms) (ZIZAFERRA SN2 A%, EoRIkEH
AEWE X (1,000, 1,500 ms) I AFEREFIL SNV & 2R L7
Zhou, Mondloch, & Emrich (2018) (ZJEMCFAEFRE L FH\CH AJEEE & A
O IR ER ORI O W THET L7z 2 OME, BRI 2R
M2 E X (200ms) FHATEEO RS MM AT L ) b IEME?Z > 7255
ERKEE SRV E & (1,500 ms) (& E A & i A ZE TR R R O B
CEWIER OGN o7z, £72, FEH OO TIE, RERMOEREH %
250 ms 7* 5 1,500 ms @ [ TH#AE L T H AFEE & b A FEEH O VSTM % =
(Cowan’s K) OZAbZHEEL, BIE Y TIO CTHSILEE (k) Ll
BRIz, ZORKR, BANEEOFSLHEEIZMAEE L ) b HZ L
IRENTz LEDHENS L, BUEMEDTE ORI BT AR & T
bR B E L EOMEHNZ EATRIES NS,
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BURDFRE L S 12 DR

Bt E VSTM A2 OMBREH O T 5 L CHEL 215 1d % 5 2wl
BE - REELT, UTO320%H 5, 12HIE, FEBRTHWHHEIZNS S
BEMOBEPMREICL o TRRLHTHL. £ OWh, BRI FIEL
FEDWRIZBWTIMENLHHDOZ LWL D, RAD L DAV SA T
%o LAL, BEEOEWHIBEUIREA T, £ SWETED T IUTTEED
BN L O I ISR ENTW ARV, Ngiam 5 (2019) 2BV T
b, FHINZHEOBAEOREICIEM TIES D& P55 2 LR ETH
HEBRML TS, MEANOBEEDSED L) IEE SN L E, Filt Ty
27 b (Greebles, Gauthier & Tarr, 1997 ; Rossion, Kung, & Tarr, 2004)
EHHALZY, A ROFEEZENEI (LE 2 —& LT Anzures et al.,
2013) AN/ D T AL THIEENTWS, 29 LR THWw STV
SPAMEDFHM T IO T2 2 LT, AEAOBEEOR S 2B EFRT
HIENTELLEEZLND,

2 0H1E, BEMEIHEROTFZIL»HRE, MBEICEL LT, LEIToEA
DA R THEZ RET 2 EPEZONLD, LR 7 H 1 20 &LE R
NOBIEMEDO BB LD L) GHAETHNZ ODBHSL NI G o Tniand
ETHbo ZOFERDVEDE LT, MRILIZRRLZEF T F A LTV
TWAHZ Mz, FMOERKMZ: Ebfi— 3N T inizd, BigH T
REEBELBET A EPHEL W EPETONE, ZOMBEZERT 572012
X, 1 ODFEBRT F A 20N TRIENHOEREHL 77 7, kiR O
FEE3%2EL, HUBSRETI L 20 EOBRIIHET L0 RET 572
DDOERRLREEST L EPVETHA ),

ZLT32HIX, Ru270tAThLHELEEENLEL THICWY 51T
LNTVRVETH S, MHofbidEERED S VSTM e A7 % #te
T & % (Craik, Govoni, Naveh-Benjamin, & Anderson, 1996; Naveh-
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Benjamin, Craik, Gavrilescu, & Anderson, 2000; Woodman & Vogel,
2008) 7%, [EEALIZIEE S 7z VSTM ERPEHICHZ 5125 b DIZT 57

IZRREEDLBEENDZ & THSH (Jolicoeur & Dell’Acqua, 1998 ; Nieu-
wenstein & Wyble, 2014 ; Ricker & Cowan, 2014), 551t b [EEfL H HilEL

ERINZCEEPLETE ) RIISR TS 5720, Y0515 250058 L,

D7z, INFTEAFFLLEENEFFERE L TELOTLE) LB S D
o7z L LitdE, fFafb & @2 KB 5 kS Ha S Twbe flz
(£, Ricker (2015) TIE~AZHIMEIFAY 22 & THEILLEELZ Y)Y
A EERFEL TS, FRbIEERLEISERNMT SN LEND S
A, BEELIEEERELLEL L, Lo T, REMRETERLH L
WZ= A 7R R AN D & THFEICHF IR L D, v 27 HEBERS
THHT A MG EREND ETORMEZEEST L2 L CTHELTD 2%
TR ZENTELELTWS, 72720, REIBOETREH (%A 7 il#H
BERENG ETORH) 551 h s LEELb#boTLE ) 720, T4%
HBEPVETHD, 29 LIEBTFHREZAHHTL LT, FaEORRIT

BT UL ADLEDRBETHNL O, SHIFELIMETLI LN TELLE
Abh5,

B b 1

AAIE, BOEMEDS VSTM 125 2 2 582D v CES L 72389t & i L,
BUEED VSTM =BT 2K E LT, £IZLTM & O & VSTM
REEHOMEED 2 0P SN TWDL I LER L, TOLET, Hiko
MEE LT, HAEFED L) ICEORERE SN D L FEEOR R BING
O, LD L) HRFATHEEROMEITLE T 0t AOLER THN L D7
Eo &N & L, £ L THSLIE & BEELLEA ) 5 S5 hTuzn
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