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Abstract

The phenomenon of switching of the focus of attention has been one of the hot topics in the field of
working memory. However, current studies mainly examine this phenomenon as a general cogni-
tive process, but pay little attention to the specific cognitive processes involved in this phenome-
non. In recent years, a series of studies have found that switching of the focus of attention involves
complex cognitive processes, which are related to at least four cognitive processes, namely
processes of context access, retrieval, updating and backward inhibition. The paper first intro-
duces the research backgrounds of switching of the focus of attention. The paper then focuses on
the researches of these four cognitive processes and points out the problems existing in these re-
searches. Finally, the cognitive processes model of switching of the focus of attention is proposed,
which provides a new perspective for further research.
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1. 3]

T = AFEREIWE 7NN, TARICAZ FAEAE — /N R A S (focus of attention), VR A& f2 15 B AFRUAIIN
TR OS], HAERAR, BXAGER—AN0H, HXX—0H #4750 T (Garavan, 1998; Oberauer,
2002)0 1M EANHE S @ H T 20 2 ANIE I, EXE RS, R R EED H 2 B, 5]
1, éIXTﬁAVﬁUﬁUﬁﬁ OFLI, ERE R E BN MIEOE ., REEN SR, X,
AR TR E MBI B A

VEEESROE R R TR N i R 2 — o IR 52 SV 1 [H) H A (the  concentric
model)ih A, TAEIEAZ 4 NK I 1CIZE 47 (activated part of long-term memory). HB3AFHLIX (region of
direct access) &= A 1 = AT EE X 3k (Campoy, 2017; Nee & Jonides, 2013; Oberauer, 2002, 2009, 2013;
Oberauer & Hein, 2012; Oberauer & Lin, 2017; Oberauer, Souza, Druey, & Gade, 2013). H 1, KF1SIZ80E
o I E AL TN IR FFDIRES , X 6T H w] 3 RPN 8] s B A7 ER X (R I0T B 4 3 B R R AE TAE
Wiz, R XA REF AN A EEEARX Y, FEEEASOEE - E#TINL, X
— I H NINFAESS AT R I B R, B s KA AR . R — A, A S A AR IUX
I H 2 (34T S, X P4t 22 TARIEIZ B AR AT DI BE Z — (Verhaeghen et al., 2007).

Garavan (1998) &7 K112 F Hi{T 45 (memory updating task)# %2 T VR R A MBI S, X—(T5H
FONTE B S R & e 2 AR 1Z A AU, Garavan B R g7 AR B 20 iR s — N7 (I H) ,
R R, FRBENL R MR, ZORBORIEIOX — M R A 8T, ST T Y1 s,
T i 545 A X — B I i 2 = Ohf B 87 B8 7 — DN is B 750, PIRTEDE S 2 2
UCHAT X P . S5 R K, 7R SO — MR i T s B, R — kAR X — &
T AT IS O H EE A, W SR TSR~ — 0O 7 — M T 3 A7 is (0 E ¥
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HeRAY), WSS . Garavan 41X — S W ) 22 5 CRe AR AR NE AR O — NI H e e 21 55—
ANIGE P 5 B TAARAR o

H Garavan PR, BIFFE 0T e M UL R BE4T 7 KBRS (e.g., Berti, 2016; Chen, Feng, Wang,
Su, & Zhang, 2016; Ecker, Lewandowsky, & Oberauer, 2014a; Frenken & Berti, 2018; Janczyk, 2017; Lendinez,
Pelegrina, & Lechuga, 2015; Price, Colflesh, Cerella, & Verhaeghen, 2014; Stewart, Hunter, & Rhodes, 2019),
X — L% 2SN TARIEZ 40 i 50 1) #4 55 2 — (Oberauer & Hein, 2012; Oberauer et al., 2018). {HIXSEH 5
FER X — RN BRI AR AT ELGE, T T X — IR P K B AR i RS b r ek —
RAVWT TR, R R LR ARG R, 20 500M Ao, I SEE. SR
SRR S ], 2 S A R T B AR R AR U R W AE L) B B . BEROR, AT
H AT X VYN EE R A GBI 7T, T8 A R AR (R In) s AR5 52 tH — Pyt BB RO R S
AR, FAEIX — ARGl E R EE TR SR I 7E T M)

2. FRERERTHNEREFRMENLE

FEITH FAR SRR p, SRR A R B AR A SRR E I, 31X R SORT e R P A R A A R
2, RESAEAE A/ EZ R AR I H M1 5 AL B (A RE), 25 & ERB0X — T H (R BGEE) -
fltn, TARCIZLIE “A-B” fREFIADECY, HHEXHE B #EATEHMN, ERERE 2R
SARIIGLE, KA T ERBOX A BRUH B, R EA REREATIZ S

2.1. EREFREROEXAR

RIS, TAEICAZ o B30 H i AR s ) B0 % (Garavan, 1998; Oberauer, 2002). {HIT A
FOAR: TARRIZH b H SFE s A BRI E . RAVGE)HGE, EEE R ERE—
WH, AN FHERREIHE MY SRAE: o, 200 EEE S S EMX S, SN — A0 H i
TIBEN, RS ELESR X T H K AL E (Campoy, 2017; Nee & Jonides, 2013; Oberauer, 2009,
2013; Oberauer & Hein, 2012; Oberauer & Lin, 2017; Oberauer et al., 2013). RITFIX—M &, LW HEEF KT
o, FEEEROESEN IR A E NS SAE . M H BRI G, R AT SR Y R A E
(Linares & Pelegrina, 2018), K, X FA7HOLHE ] REF2 M e AR o

I, AT EEA R T IX — 1 R ARG ROt B, 2020). B FUE SR 0 = Fh i 1)
HFiTisE, EFGEER, PlF A —AE R “3 +27) g REARH h— B 1) )5 A HeT .
TEIX—AT5, Pl KRR S U 45 AR A S e B (8, R FR i BOX — At R A 87 =
B, ZAPRRE A AR, AR KT, FAEE R SHNEEO R RE B E AR, B
HIEE, BSOS TASEEN . B XMEE, £ “EEHFm” T, R BEIo R RO M

R EA Y, BRI IR R, N TIH R, RS R = T R AL
B, B, WERAAER AN, A AR R BE S BULI R SRR . 45 RAE “AREH %A
TRRRIL T HeHAC T, DEIIVE R AR R A TP AR T R A O AR

ZiE LR, SRAREELERESAERNE L, HIAMRFENSAERE T X—1T
P2, X — i R SEUE R 7E 82D o X — PR #1240 T W 98 38 0 1 S AR BGT R i B
2.2. BELSEEEXMR

HEREARR -DHNERCER, EHERIOX A ERH, eI IH i TERE, H
WETEE M S B AR O FL 45 RIFA— B — RAIBI AN, REBGIR R —Fr A sl e ie, Aok
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M. Bialkova Al Oberauer (2010)ZREAN MBI R FHTIEHE, HE-NBEFIIHRER
FIZE &M —Fioy “PRIRAE” , X — MR R IO T — R BB 1 JE A HT, W B E AT
BEM “+47), FEHIBEEESE X SR T Moy CHERICGRMET X SRR ER
AR — AN “1 + 47 )8 FAE Ry Horh —Bhigi (iR O E T, TG 7 S B — B 1 S5 A 7.
SEREIR, CAVEREE AU — NI T E B, X — T H I8 E A A A A, R R IR B
FEXH 4 AR (R RE M o

Frenken A1 Berti (2018)ZRYG il VU 2= [0 AL B 0 R FF— N, REBIRS BRI —NERER, L
KRG, A2 ER 2 MRS+ 8=, BRI B BT “ 417
-1 MIsH . SRR ERR R F: RO AR FMN, XN, KAREMNEH T —
ANENE, P RMEEM S U EMAEME R RAE; H— MR LR FMg, X%, 4
RIFEE 2NN EALE, #TREEEMS BIARL P —DNTEAE. ZH TR, T 00E
FAY, EEAE AT B AL E B EATIE A SRR R, AR BN, EEE A
PATH e BOX — 23 () A7 B 18, HAEIS BT 5 2N B0 S T 8, BRI SRR, Fe it
WU TAE PR AT, R RUCEE TG S UM B 25 (B A7 B 8T, BRI, Mig HAF 5 2T,
R BT BRI R T, MR EN T ATIEE, RN, FBRAMER. (B8R ER,
PRI R A T RN Z R A RE, AR R ISRIBUS R e 4N IR 520

Campoy (2017)ERPAAMK TN IA A B (e 2 B Bl A B0, A0 & PR —5k
WG s FEARYE IS A2 074 5k B (e H 2 (a7 B AR R IZ S &8 7« BEEAF I X A E A i =
MXI . BTR, FRSBEI-ALR, EARBERE, AROMES B —5KENE F, ZORE0EH
WrERI B 2 5 5 kIR B wh i — sk AH R 2 SO R R B R E IR & — MO I
FrE %M, BRI EMETATRME R —MMIE, EX 50T, WE ARSI EMER
WILE B A R GEMEARI), tn Re 5 Toskwlis B R AR R (FOESRI) . 53 — Rl e o B 564, BIZkER
BIAERFM P EAE, EX—204T, WK R TR S H b —5k a6 B R A R GE ), WaTses
SKRATGE B B ASAH [ (PRI ) o 5 SR I, B O W AR A B A% AF T T PR BRI ) B S IR PR %o e ) 7 B 2%
PR IEVESRIN G SRR, HAEWIGE A B2, KA LR BB 0T AR, AfAEX—
RBL. Campoy INA, EVIIEALE XM T, HARZIA RN WS EAERN, X— M E 2SS
WOE AR . B4R B s DRI R X — T 46 B 5 R ] 3R AT BN e s B I AR s T e R Al B 2R T
KRBT EAE, AENBOEVIEE R, BIEEEAFEYGE R CHE R, S5HENE
J AT EEA ) SN LK . IX — S5 RN, TR R AR AON B IUX A I T H IR B R e —Fh E Bk
g A

A RTINS, FEE RO RICIRE, RGN #AA4 . Linares Ml Pelegrina
(2018)7E Bialkova #iI Oberauer (2010)f2£A b, #F—PF % 7 iE s f b RO 2. —J71H, %6t
FoR “HEURAT FN “CARFRIGRAT” ol BAEA R HE RS SRR,  “IRBGRH” BT
AN KT “HEIRBGRI” BRI SR . 5—T71H, &SR “HEIER AT F1 “ JEFEIE
7 WBIEER—NMEEFIIF . SR, MEBRESRRB AN FMIE R, SIX—5H 2 5 %
o AR, PRI B KT “HERRECGRE” I Berti (2016)WE “HEHN
AR A CHERRERAT” PIRTE RS, ORI T —BUN SR

gier BREETG, 1RBOI AR VE S S O — 8, AT AN X R R B SR>, HARST
GERIEA B, WEFEH BRI G RA SRR BIG, B A v 0 B A R O R v A R
I o
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3. AERAERFERPHNENTE

ECAZHHAESS T, R SUS T EN T H 247 508, XAl e i A0 . Kessler 1 Meiran
(2006)F2 KA 0 Tl B B AT IS 5, FK BRIR 38 S 25 SAE AR B 8 8T . i 7 i B
PIRPESRAE: — MOy “EERAMT , R FMT, B BB 17 KEREE, B
eI 2R Mo “HEsR a7, ERX N, #akn BB 8317 “+07 B “-0”
e, BB EASEE N SR, GiEsE RG] — A Emm EH e, X —50H iz
AR AR, AR RITE I R e AN s . (RAEX — W ge e, WEJiaE R T e e
RSB TH B EEOIRES,  TARERNE B AR SN RS I E B EIRAS .

Kessler £ Meiran (2006)5%if, 7 “H#&M4" T, ERESAFERZHESROHE KHHE BB
N BT B R A Ee-(H B R A (S B TER FN N, ERX—FEnd i, WH K EA(E SRR ES P m
TR B R GS, X P B IR 40 I R R TR A% 0 ) 2 (Chang, Ecker, & Page, 2017; Ecker et al.,
2014a; Ecker, Oberauer, & Lewandowsky, 2014b; Singh, Gignac, Brydges, & Ecker, 2018). {HiX Fh il B R 45 HY
WREIEA R — M 2R R, EIEE G, HRI IR 2 B 7, S TR IE A
JTFE(Lewis-Peacock, Kessler, & Oberauer, 2018; Oberauer & Vockenberg, 2009). MRHEIXLEH T, LiEE A
X—=MEEHGE, X—0HWEAERSE 50 B IRl B 17, XAl Ressmads kiE
BESERE S — 0 E R B, RSN R I E SRS T RE s AT

I, AR EIR G T SR A SO, RN 7V R AR RUN T AR R BT IR, X
B\ 7 R SR B T H R EROIRES, BRSO R AU R O o, I, 2020). 1%
W BRI AR R — . Hodr, S23e 1 WEMWMIEE Y. “RIREFEHFY)” %
KRB AR I — P O SR B, NECF A TIE S, JRREE A R X — S R 1 B
CERIUFH” R BAASR IO 7, TP B AT S, B TC R s S A AR AR N IR T
B SRR, “IRWHFERFFA” BN KT “IRIFH” B . S 2 EORGR AR IK
R — AR S5 R B A — RO 5 A ET, EAX By, IR E MM E &0
— o CEEHFMT, WERNS RSB EBGEREAETAR, EX %0, BT 5,
AW AR, BIEXMES R SHEMBERRARFAEE, EX—%04T, BanfEie
ETEEr . AERRI,  CHUE AR WA KT CAESEEN AR A . XA R, T
B ARSI AR, A AU e rh B S R

i RO, SR AR R AR AU B RN 2 . BV T Kessler A1 Meiran (2006) ) 5
AFF FEA R IS B e 4 AN BRI 52, 5 SR TN A R b B B I AR O ER D . RAE I A SR

DL AR s b AR R RO Ao AR, BT, 2020), (EAHSGHBE TR D, HLEEAG B 5158 %2 BE R
TEE RSP

4. EERERFERPHR EHIERE

M AR REP NI H Z (AR e, R RO R RS A T E AT RE 2 B A, X e 1) 40 1)
(backward inhibition)& —Fh B NS RE, HAFFUE X IX — it AR A R IEA— B — LW TR,
R AR SR AR R I AR . XSS AR AL AT S, BRI = AN RO 0, BRI,
&E K, 2014)8% B (Bao, Li, Chen, & Zhang, 2006; Chen et al., 2016) I F#t4T HHEH . B =T
SPARIE A By C, 47 B RUELLHT =S H, XS BRI A — M “A-B-A”
RAEDHIZERY); H—Fpln “C-B-A” BBEFEHIHA), XL AL E “A-B-A” KB, MFEsE
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RMIE A ¥e2] B I, A S, M Ea il BIas 1k, SOLEIFEHE] A I, POy
H A NIRIBENEIE, 3k TEsRMsRES, B His H R e “C-B-A” KM, U7EE
R HITH B ¥4 ) AW, EONITH A JFRAEZ AT RIRIREm L, PR s SO B . 25 RS0 T

R, Y AR R A A S R A A
BTN, TER AR SR PR A A R . Rerko Al Oberauer (2013 ) EER AU T 2 £

ROESHR A = A AL E B, RS — M E SR BT . X —E5 T, FEEEST
R 2 ()7 B B AT BE R o AR = AN AL E B E T H ALBL C, AR B “A-B-A”
FAIFN “C-B-A” A, R WRAAERAMEIERE, BL5 “C-B-A” KM, £ “A-B-A” %
A, MERESHTE B ##3] AR, BFEATE A RINIBE ST, BT LS BRI L i i 1E i R A
K, S . (H45 RIS X — R, R AU AR . HewE 7T % A 280 ¥ B A%
1, Rerko, Souza Al Oberauer (2014) W B “A-B-A” ZKAIH “B-A” RA(EX —HKRd, (R HE HEL:
FRIAPATHE, K E—DH SENEE 47 Li #1 Saiki (2014) % B “ A-B-A” RALFI “A” KA (TE
XA, R SR R — AN T H , HR X — 0 H SR E FE47 HR), AR IR S AR .

52 IR T4 R 2 R R B A B BB ANME (Grober & Janczyk, 2014). ILAERFFEIN, AT
L R 2 5 v e S 0 AU T A FH AR S I 2 5 A 50, FE R I e 4l i B2 A T b, DR 55 7 2
XPUUH AT R MAEAR KX — IR FE T, INAUES oo T H SR, XM S I 78 0 22 57t W] g
SETHRGRMZERE fotE, B0, 50, 2017) NEUEX — W5, %0708 R =5 B’
T ATIEE, FHFRE SFMES &M PRI TS BRI B — B A 2
L, N HATIEE, BB EERE IR — BRI E, X —E% R QRS 2, <4
BTES " BRI IRIE I A — R T, S TE R, HEFREESRIENZE—EER
BT, X% RAERIOE R “HERM TS BRI — N E RS RAE R H P — M E Y
P AL, HERRIUX —EENREET, XI5 AaBEHdRE. =TS ERE “A-B-A”
FKAH “C-B-A” KA, DIBRR PG, SR RE “RIEFEFAES” M TS PRILT
SRR, AR CPRHUES T AR RBUX R X4 UL, SRR A S ) P S AR ) S
K

A LIRBETE, I ) S A A e B I AR A, B SR — I R BT R R A N
it AENL o ARX — i RE IR SRR T 08 1T, AR T b . Bbah, B B 505 S Im) 4]
REFEIF T LS R IFA B (BT OT RS, 2017 B8 TiX—85 BA—EM R, #F 70 #H 0k
1) 1) Ao R P 7 A AL R A D

5. AIRERFEPRIANERE: REERE

g EPTR, R RS KRR . AR b, RS — P R G R
BRI AR, 0l 1 FoR, WTH A RITH B 2250 51 S E | A AL E 2 AHRE, REANITH S
WA E S RN R R . MEREARENTE A (KHBESE DERBBH B (LR 5
BN, X Rl B se EAE R BARB RIS R 1) WRAFIULAR, BIVE SR S S SRR A S
B 2; 2) fRHGSRE, EEREAUTRETR EIRBGY RALE 2 MUTH B 3) A, MIWBIH A FTH B
FSE BT th e oM — R s 4) SOrlibld #2, EIERX —Fefud i, TH A T RESHEml.

X MR T A R B AR R T K B AR AR R . BN, 7E Garavan HCIZEEFHESS S, TAE
WIZBUB “ B 1%y - BIE 2 8 REPAN Y, X8 a0d, PNl s 54
AN A RFI BRI X TES P GES, BBar— JosHARAEIE 1 108y, I amis 5 sem
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Figure 1. The cognitive processes model of switching of the focus of attention

B 1. EEERERIARTIERE

Ja. BB 1 B —A RGBT RN FETok, fEDTE EE A, JER A m v BT B
o1 T HGeE,; MEDHEBHREMT, FEEAFEREE 2 T e, £ —FHdiE
o R S e TR AR 1A A RN E (S AABUS ) AR5 T RE R E RO — A B R EDE 2 T
(PRBUSRE): BTk, WRERTENETE 2 BT T Ea s, X —3Hnd B ULRT—ig ot
B 1 207 B SR R ) th 2 fmm A o FE R 1) s 5 Jia, Ui B R B 2 i e la
BT 1| (87 v] Re - M s i #2) .

RRAAERX — BRI ERA b, A =TJ7 T — B 58T e R U e (R i 7

1) ARHE T AP FRN S R L B 2 1) SRR s [R)BF REIR N2 88 1 NI 700 B BUR e ) 44 i it
TR 25 R 2 1 R A

2) FEPUF NG RE B R AR DCRIAR U A St 1 v s fE SR AR U H I AR, AL A X 25 2 2
i o AELSEEOR S [ 4ot Ik AR BOMLAR ARG B2 2%, RORAF L TR — %2 TR Ro M = A R e e i AL
st S = A AL A R 2

3) WEFEFE RACZ AR S AR, R R AR RV — R 5 e k4T 155, WiAMEZE = (Bopp &
Verhaeghen, 2020; Chen et al., 2016; Lendinez et al., 2015; Unsworth & Engle, 2008). £l (Berti, 2008,
2016; Frenken & Berti, 2018). ig/Z RN K S0 FESF, 2014; Basak & Verhaeghen, 2011; Oberauer, 2002;
Oberauer & Vockenberg, 2009). £5>] %M (Oberauer & Bialkova, 2011; Price et al., 2014). Wi Hi&E#H 5 kM
EREM R R (Janczyk, 2017)5555 . (HIEIXLEER A, B AU 0@ O 2 A Fd R, RRFiE—P
ZEZ DY P R R A X LE B 5T ) @ AR, X O 2 S8 AR R N ZE AL AL T — NI

HEEmE
AWFFRAEF] 2015 FETMHTEEAESRE “+ 7 H” HRIRE(15G41). 2020 FF LT H#4t4
REE R (2020BSHO07) A _E 767 11 78 7R 37 X 5 2 W PR i 2 R e 4 00 H (PWY gy2018-10) 5 B

&E ik
Ak, BRBE, £ ERQ014). ICIZEENE B 3 S R RIS R, OB, 34(3), 213-217.
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