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Abstract

The visual working memory is a temporary storage system, which encodes, maintains and re-
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trieves visual information. The researchers have found that adding retro-cues to the maintenance
phase of memory leads to changes in participants’ memory performance, which is the retro-cue
effect. The magnitude of the retro-cue effect is not set in stone, but changes with the changes of its
influencing factors. However, there is no study to summarize the influencing factors of the re-
tro-clue effect. This paper looked into the articles related to the study of the retro-cue effect and
summarized the influencing factors of the retro-cue effect: memory items, maintenance interval
time, interference in maintenance interval, and types of retro-cue. Based on this, future research
can explore the factors that influence the retro-cue effect in other dimensions. At the same time,
since retro-cue can improve memory performance and cognitive processing, these influencing
factors should be reasonably controlled when using retro-cues. The internal attention mechanism
of visual working memory could be further explored and the understanding of visual working
memory mechanism could be promoted.
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1. 518

Mt TAEIE1Z(Visual Working Memory) &5 {5 AT B I AEE ICIZ RS, REEEXT IEAE = A IS B
AT TACEE, BRI N TR K EIZE BN T &, SHEHZ10E BT FI . - H
MG TAEIAZ 555 3 UL R Ho = ol nee 1A & SO ARG, & m oAk RE 71 it 22 ait(Baddeley, 2003;
Conway et al., 2003; Luck & Vogel, 2013). 5 TAEICIZHA M MAERRG], RA KL 3~4 ANk
(Cowan, 2010; Luck & Vogel, 1997), {HZM 5 TAEICAZ MR —NRIGH . ShARILIZRS, v LMRIET
% HFRXH0 A2 A 2 AR AT R BLE 4T 135 (Christophel et al., 2018; Wolff et al., 2017).

R, AE A 12 HP i P v R B 5 H AR A OGS B A7 i TAC SRR RAF I N EEL . e
T RIS XA N AT B B 5 B AT IR R ARG RE BT R, T DI R AT HE R R
B BT RES AT . B TR, AR IZ I SRR B gt (0 ic 4230 B 34T B R B PR
EERFA A T mE LIRS IZ R 552 AT % (Berryhill et al., 2012; Fan et al., 2021; Kuo et al., 2018;
van Moorselaar et al., 2015a). fEML S TARICIZ BT, A ANEZZR 4G A BN AZ RS 5 MRS 2 T8 1)
YeRFIRIRE ok 5] 5 BBV ROERE, X PR R AR A B2k 2 (Retro-Cue) . [H13I 28 ZAR I HAT Rtk mr LUy
AR . ORI 2R R . — MRS, A O [l B 4 2 R DI S R 2R R AR 1Y)
TH s TG 1AL 2 8 2 M R F R 2 R AR T o B FE N S S S R, KA Rk Rl 2k
REM S P AR RSIRE BN R) AT, MRTHREER, BRELRES 7k
HIiE 12 %45 (Griffin & Nobre, 2003; Hollingworth & Maxcey-Richard, 2013; Lepsien & Nobre, 2007), RN
W Z T H R . JEI A N R B O R 4R Z T R R AZ BUS R SE FHEAR [ 2k R AL 5
(Retro-Cue Benefit). #HS5, HToRUBIZER %A 5L RFMEHATILE, METHIELER, TRE
LR R RS T A AEAZ ST . B JE 20 [m] i 28 2% SR A2 2 BRGR 1T F A [ 28 2% 45 FE (Retro-Cue
Cost). 2, HEIILEZR AT T EIICIZ RS AR N (813 28 2% 205 (Retro-Cue Effect) (Backer et al.,
2020; Souza et al., 2016; Ye et al., 2016).
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H M 2003 4 Griffin A1 Landman 7™ [41 B\ G 1 14 3455 FH [El i 2 2= it Fe A i AR e 25 R i ok
IR, BRI ST SR B 72 %0 KE A SE 4 5200 T R R 3
[ FF f& (Nobre, 2008; Clapp et al., 2010; Astle et al., 2012; Hollingworth & Maxcey-Richard, 2013; van Moor-
selaar et al., 2015a; Shepherdson et al., 2017; Park et al., 2017; Wolff et al., 2017; Christophel et al., 2018;
Loaiza & Souza, 2018; Strunk et al., 2019; Hajonides et al., 2020; Ye et al., 2021). < SCil i s B3 2R &R %%
FIAHSGHISC %, 25 DU FE I [l AR RS I R 2, DLW AR AL kAT FE B2

2. EZRBMFHZER

TEACAZ B 437 A1 A oI N 26 2R $ 7 1 90 X 7 AR Y T 3 A AR 7181242, (Iconic. Memory ) B % FH 1)
BB 15 7% (Sperling, 1960). 2 J&, Griffin A1 Landman %5~ [Z1FA(2003) JLF [A] i ZERL 36 T A0 124038 5] N
FIHZe R, B T FALSE TAEICAZ A i P v i ARy 2, B[R] 26 22 i U (Retro-Cue Paradigm).
IS AW =2 N N A a7 N3 175 75 2 A 711 s T v 971 N 1 1 2 3~ 1 1 8771 P R
FEA A R 2 (Change Detection Task)al# [a1424k 1 ¥ 7 (Recall Report Task) ) 4ERF A1 B& B Beis in (=]
AFARA IR R I AR IIFE SR B2 5 90 22 18] B DX e o B AT 55 R AN ] . AR A
DFE AL SRR TE BT 55 22 FIWr L AZ B 21 5 M0 51 AR iCAZ 0 B 2 15— 2 1 B2 4 e 20 2
TR PR B2 FEACAZBES ] B 550 H B AR GH S (BT s 1) . BeAh, FRIE IR 51 75 2 b
Wr i3 H B4, w4 /R AIE 2 (whole-display  task) A& &5 3R 51 ¥ 3 (single-probe task), X
FRE LM PE SIS R 2 HBL— AT, H2 4 /R ke 210 T 3 2 HIEL e X s e, 7
B 5 TAE IR AZ AP A7 1 0 BEAT —— B b 00, i e 38 0 ¥ =X X 27 3 4 HE BT
Sz kR T H AR E AL E, AR ER R B S TAE 2 A% 104250 H 1247328 — EE R (Souza et al.,
2016). LA, 38 AT DR % S (1 X0 R 28 2 751X 65 X HH EAT I 7 (van Moorselaar et al., 2015b).

3. MmEMERY N E R

LA EAT R [ R ST, BATEGN T 2RO B PN 2, 2 2 H - 4EfRy
1RGO TR) . SESFIRIRG B30, ImI 23R

3.1. 18z

TCAZ A TR 2IULZ 0 H & ZER LR G B 10250 B 145 B R GeAZ 57 Bid 200 B 3R
AR 52 2R FE I R (Alvarez & Cavanagh, 2004; Eng et al., 2005; Gao et al., 2009). Shepherdson %5 A (2017)
FEICAZBEFN 2RI 2. 4. 8 ANTH, Akl ic 12 57 A 45 A e i 142 75 B 5 1e 2 25 B A [ 09 408 2R R
GOl M EIAEIZT H & A I TAEIL 2 A R, 8RB~ E R R A D125
SN, AHR TR R B AL B 2R R PR o X U B B AR AT s S I SR E T A S HE I I SR
(Prioritization for comparison), BRI iXZsfEil 2P R AILIZITH , FFR R 52 05 H 551
SR ITE AT R, N ENCIZ St TR 1S 2P R I E BOS AR B e idiZF, A
AR RBFE. MR, SEIACIZIH BT AR, 85 R RN R 2 R A AR R
RFRANF, MR R R T RORIIRFE, SIS PR, xR HPHCRIE B (Removal)
P PEn I B F ks, B RO eE & HeAZ U H BT LA 1 I 28 R B3R ok E AT OB, I
B Bk R 3R s 0 T H DRSO SE ARG AZ B 23 8], AT 5 BT 20 2k R 7 A 1Y) el il 246 R B kB 3 K
(Shepherdson et al., 2017). X3 BIICAZ I50 H £t 50 B30 28 2 2008 o F A i DAHEN & 2 A2 B R (LT &
Saiki, 2015) 8% J& 1 & Z4%4E (Park et al., 2017; Ye et al., 2021)ficAZ I H , FIREt2id ik & TAERIZ
I BVRIFE, a2 FECE RN AR, TR LRNIFE A, S AL 12 st
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BRI S22, A7 A7 52 00 [ 01 4 R A0S, X AT g RN R 2R 3R R B 18 TR T O &8 Ae 6t T LAR IR 12 s 4,
1 AR IS IZ R B A 52 B B AR 51 3PS BRI ) (Alvarez & Cavanagh, 2004; Pertzov et al., 2013; Griffin &
Nobre, 2003), {5 Bt % ox S ECER S LCG] T BE, AT H 55 213 2 2% 5 R 112 i 32 7t

3.2. #¥EFRRAYRTIE]

YERE (1B LARIIIZR 2N A 0 T AN A, — AN 20 2 1e 12 B 51 21 [] 391 28 2 19 (7] R (Retention  In-
terval); 75 —ANEE40 A2 o] 2k 2% 20032 % 4] 1) 5] & (Cue-Test-Intervals) . TAEICAZ 5 1Lk &R (1 72 4 2>
BACAZ R 5 B 3 28 2R 2 18] (it 18] ¥ B O AS /DT 150 ms (Astle et al., 2012; Sperling, 1960; Makovski &
Jiang, 2007; van Moorselaar et al., 2015a; Liang et al., 2019), K AxAf nl DUE G ic 12 4t 4 T 2 R R it
A7 0 DAL IR SUR YERRI (00, ZERF B [A) R0 B AT AT REAE SR IO 2 e A2 2 ik D & 8 s
T—EBAr N2 . 1960 4 Sperling KA 70 2 72 (R SRR R 1 — B0 e A2 N 2, AT ik S A
RSB W7 R T IRGEACAZ, R IR BRI (8] M2 50~150 ms, 75 & KZ)JE 9~12, it T
PRI B . i DAOC T 52 (R 2R 2R O R 7, 1212 B 15 [T 2 2R 1 AT BR 2D 1 150 ms 2395 4% [H]
WL RPN, SRR m il Hoh, A0 Fe3E % B2 22 200304 51 1) (8] [ 2047 R T B 5%
&5 SRR B R 28 2= R 21 1 T B (1 B T Je it 20/ R R R AR, AATTRT AR FH A 28010 [ 4 2 4
ECAZ R SR 1] 45 /0 & 300~500 ms,  [KUNTE[RIHILE R Bl 5, 7B A A LU 85 B R AR
#(Souza et al., 2016; van Moorselaar et al., 2015a), HH ki FLAF 75 A1 BEIE B IX AN I 18] B2 A 8V = R 8
HRFE [E1 9128 2% F S X AZ T H HEAT 56 37 BT 75 B2 1A I E) (Schneider et al., 2016). {HA2&, 24 [E1 312k 2% FIt
FEZ ) )RR K B — EREFEIN (4 s 2o ), BIIZR RN A2 TRE, oz i Il 20 R A FE ) 2> 38 n (Park
etal., 2017; Astle et al., 2012),

3.3. #¥FERPTFIt

FEH AT, AT BZIAERA K BRI GG B, (HAREE AN, Ml TAE
CIZHE R R 4E R IR et AT H B EENE R, HBR G BT, R4 R se e i T
YEICIZ IRZ R T S R AE T N i S B IR B o A 7RO L BB AS T H B I L s A N 40
XF R 2R B MR, B A AR ICAZRE A1 G 5 TRl 2 AT I AL S FE i (R I AL B 2 51012 R 51 23
I H AL B2, (AN T 45 R I B2 2 T DARR AL S ik 5 BUR2 12 R I F B (Landman
et al., 2003), {H & AHHL T JoHE M1 (] 28 2= S0 45 3L, [0l I 4k 2R R 340 A& ool 1), 52 7 [ 28 2R AR (van
Moorselaar et al., 2015b; Makovski & Jiang, 2007; Landman et al., 2003). ¥z, A —#4 FIFF R % R BRTE
BRI RIIFE T, FER IR I A XC IR DG B2, 33X 1368 (B3 48 28 v] LAORY A2 500 H S sZ 48
i i (Hajonides et al., 2020; Makovski & Pertzov, 2015). XFEEZ T, FA 1A IUHE ki AS 5200 0] 3 28 2% 1)
JE R AT RS ACAZ I H AR B (e I E RIS, [BI A R Ae 8 IRy 02T B e sz MM ) 48 sk, HBIE
DA REZ1 BR300 151 H (Probe) t 7] Ge AL W AN T8, Souza 55 A (2016)KH 1 BMZHR 5760, MRES1
2 BIIHE—AMDZ I H E R DAL ke, EORBOAAE WA RE 21 shd i sl o4 BBtk S id iz 5 3
PIBE, FHAELERR R BB B AR AT dm AN MNART BEA 2 MR (ke . G580, $RATHIl AR 28— e
JER “ ksl 7, BRI InIZ B 5T H i 25 R 2 [ PRI R T AE AL B I i (ke i EwAs, i T
TARIACAF R AE . (HRAEMAN B R G, BZER AT R MR T8, 7= BRI,
{HANBE 58 A8 e X P TR I, X S EARIUAE R e R 38 & 1 TAEICIZ TR B IZ RAE 3=,
R IR S A2 & (RS, 2020). B T AE4ERFIAI RGN BOAs AR s T HLBAAE, BB IEIR R 11
[ 1 2 2R 5 DN 471 £ ) i 4 N B4 RO 55 0F TED A 26 2 S8R AR 2, B Gl AR S48 R AT 5525 4R 102
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£5%5. CARBIRE RUEY], EABIMESRZIT, METAETELRIRR, A RZR K
HICAZ BRGTIR IF 2 BE 4 1, AHL & HL AR 23 LU A B ME 55 1 Rl 12k 2R S5 A R S IZ s A BT T B (Janczyk &
Berryhill, 2014; Lin et al., 2021).

ZE PR, FIRSNAZRIE AT, MAMEL R RS s XML R Liang 55 A BT
FEERAT LURREIX — IR . Liang 25 N K AR ARG 2T 7E 4E R (8] b B B A VE BAE 55 AT S5 16 5,
HRAES S — HRFRS MRS L, SRR 51 7] G 0 S S5 1 H - m] BEMIC 2 AT 5 1 15
H, PO aE4E R iz H i ErS, R bR E— BT SRS R ST 45 R EoR, M T 5
155, fERUTS RIS, Mk HLEZ CDA (Contralateral Delay Activity, SHUZEIRIEZY, HRIEBR AT
e LARCIZ A7 5 B RO M IE RS G — B TR, a2 4eRi G BT B RS 1+
PR o X T T B R S A AR 2B VI8 R i B B ARk B, AR
T TARCIZAA AR E I, XL giexab T “UiBRIRAS (Silent State)” , A& T X FRRASHIITH A& e 55
ARATER), SBENAEEER. Mk, RABESIINIE A 24T “WHPRIRE (Active State)”
XAIRES T H3 H 2R fd i, S $RE(Liang et al., 2019). FFLA, 4B R 10 T30 2 S 0 HEIZ R A 7 4
—EMIRE, BOATIE VR D) (HR R R B A E S A A E R B2 b, RS
DU PR T “UEERIRE” o FTRL, THRSHISS R A RIS, EAS TR L.

3.4. Bl FEAR

[ 80 28 2R i HE G 01 W] 40 G A El 2R R AN TE A B 2k 3R o A A AR 12 AR R IR R N A R 1
ERRES B N A — 2. ARAEEEFOE AT B B DAL SEER v, W DA BN [E] AT SV R A R .
AISEVEFR IR A R R M SL I I . DIMAE BT B, Bk T DU 4 [0 4 25 1 ] S 14 SR e 4%
SE T I 2k 2ok 5E G2 AT S5 . BART S, 2978 RRII 4 2 10al  S A i  Lu g s, ik
S fitm T E 2R R B B eSS, R RSl R R R T s SR, 4G 2 mlii 4k
Zh SRR BB AR,  B kSt BrA iieAZ 00 B #ORL e A SRS, RO LR BB B R A A (Rl
LR RASBEARIEIR A 2 B IR /R A0 H (Landman et al., 2003; Williams & Woodman, 2012). #t4h, B
HART TR, AR T H B AR I I F 2 P4 RS2 100 H AR B (Grriffin & Nobre, 2003; Niklaus et
al., 2017; Park et al., 2017), S ZAHLL, AR R4 27 R A2 BG F2 T 06 58 HE BE TC R =]
MR FENCAZ ST TR B2 ISR & [ i i A0 2R R I CAZ s SR 5T R g 3 1 T H
frig, AR 2 A R B AZ G R T A — € LRI R T H IR I T B, R n] AR
WA MRS R, FREMZTEAANN L, FAENKRESNAL A HIBHZIE o AR R R R M
H ¥ 2K (Gozenman et al., 2014; Loaiza & Souza, 2018; Myers et al., 2017; Shimi et al., 2014) . PA_EFAFIEIAA
[F) 1 S0 5 SR AT DASC R AATT AT DA R 36 R F (R 30 28 2% e s X ie 2 00 H 047 3 5 B 3 2 83 s ) W s o

LAk, TR 2R R 3 IR R I H AT DLy AR R 2 2% (Object-Based Retro-Cue)Fl 4 & [F13 28 2
(Dimension-Based Retro-Cue). 544 a3 2k 2% f& Wb $2 s 10 A2 FE 51 vh i e — N dA, Ban e b gt 2 80
kAR A A2 A B B R AE RO I E FALE IR E R R 4R A R R B R T
HZ B3R AE4E R, flanderh R BB “Bit” “J5ia” “JBR” S35 Hajonides 45 A (2020)R% H
AR, FAATUE RS B2 G, R EZR 3R 4 9 1 4 R TR 2k 2 AN Ak [E
AR, WATHRIG R, EIRLE L [ 2 2 A s [m] i 2 = #8v] LA AR Rl 4 Z AR 35 (Ye et al, 2016), 1H
e R R, 4EREAR BRI BB R B IR, R4 %247 53 1) alpha
WAL, T 24k B TRl P 2 R U A 2. 35 1) alpha S Rl {4 (Alpha Lateralization, JH g€ B R 20 ) 1
), XK A XA AE T 2 AR B A R R TR LA AR IR 2 R EE—ATUH , T4 R 2k
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RN ERERAIFALEZMPTA B, 8% A LR E—IUH (Hajonides et al., 2020). B, EMRE
Hrp, YEFZIRNH 2 R IR N B e e AR A2 e £ 5 RS UL ARSI H - 2R )5 PR R AEREAT L
AW AR L RS RN CABUE T —NITH, Prelang kBl TR 2 T A H 5l
WH AT LRSI IR . 25 E, ERSERMET, 4ERZIRIHZ 27 28 0 B 4 R AL S/ T 2 AR B 4 R
(Arnicane & Souza, 2021; Niklaus et al., 2017; Park et al., 2017; Ye et al., 2021).

4. INESRE

A SR 8 R 2 AU ) SR 2 e 4 A 2R AR B 1 520 [ 20 2% DA B [l 4k 2 S R DY AN AT ER - 232
CIZTUHE « ERF IR AT TR] . ZE R0 Th B 4 DU R R R 6T . 5 2003 471 IR 2 R BT Fe il vt 1
PRCIZH N EE R RS, KT R RN I K 3B D UG 1A% 2 (132 & (Souza & Oberauer,
2016). SR, IAATHELE R ZHE DR IT, A AR 22 SR A BRI S5 A 5 T B

4.1 MEEFEHZROTNR

AL L IS TR A SR () 2 W R ] (R 24 2R R AR AR REED, 1 AR U N N AR B 1) 22 DX 2 0] [
RN A . H ATEEFUAE T W] AR R F B WA TT . — J7 = ME TR 1268 71 5 B
LR [F] 2K 5 Robison A1 Unsworth (2017) 47 F iz 595 R 45 e R 42 il oo B il ATk, 2 J5 7
FIH BRGSO IERE ), BRI S, s ICIZBEFIA R J7 1A (R 5% 40 AL WEm s, [
AR R IR IR TR I T E B, R R R IR0, 4, Bl iR S 2 A il
S A AL E 2 S 5ic 200 H 2 — 8, mdEEamE, ke, MRIRRAE, EEEE
AbATTH Al PR A e s SR S5 A AR T2 o i S 45 SREAT RV 40 A, R AR S MR T
YEIEAZII IR RE ST o<, X IRARAE 2006 4F Cowan 25 A fE B HEAIE B T 4038 ARG IZ B0 TiE it g
(Cowan & Morey, 2006), f#Zn] LIS HFEEH S5 MM TAEILIZAE =G RMNG R 25, Ye 5N
(2021) % MA AR L 25 5 5 345 1 R 2 &R BN AR 5 R /NEEATBIE A, R T A2 A I 9 =Gl &4k )
WIZER, I NEIREERAN, 25 AT R R AR S, B PRI S s g Rdt A7 AH K i
R TARCNZ B RN ST LIRS 2 /D R R AT R . T WIE R S MEISE TS IZ [
(R HAR G 2R W AN IR, ROR 5 EEAE X AU T 1 — D IR ER . 51— 071, R AN R (AR 5 [ 3 26
TP R, BIAERAR A BRI 2 7 . 2400 A T A EFERJE R A [0 26 2 1) 22 = A
(Loaiza & Souza, 2018; Maniglia & Souza, 2020; Shimi et al., 2014; Strunk et al., 2019), XL 7T LI, Fig
N5 ZAFENEH B R 2 5 AL stk A BE 1 Zn], ) LEARR A 2k, SEucie
AR THE/ N . AL, 3B P DARZR IEH A OB 0 DL AL TR € I 15 Z80IRAS T I NI el 2 2= 48 H
Ze i, MTTHE— A2 R R R A 5 T B TR i R 0 2291

4.2. EREEGEXNEBLRBNARER

S AT AT IT 5 B2 AT ST TR T 101 P02 3R N S R 2, (H R AR B T AR e o SR
P A PR A H A 45 SR T DA SE DN EL R S WA RN TR, g [ e 20 S50 ) B AR 4R (3t BE A I HOAIE B
IEERTITUGA D BT FOR B4R 5 i A ORI SE & 5 Liang 25 A\ (2019) F) FIXUAE: 5538 3055 il L B2
CDA 5 alpha B fmMUIEAIZE &, #E—PAESE T W E S TARCIZIE VIR R . RRFT LLFER AR
FCRME 0] P24 R RN I AH R AP B o

E&WE

AW E K B SRR FE4:(31700948) % Bl
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