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Visual working memory contributes to visual search in 2 distinct ways:

1) Records distractors processed during search, subsequently inhibiting them!

| 2) Stores the identity of the search target, facilitating stimuli resembling this

target template?”

Can VWM simultaneously support both processes?
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Replication of working memory based preview inhibition with a
static target (supported by LTM)
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Working memory based preview inhibition is still evident when
target is variable (supported by VWM).
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t Inhibition and Facilitation by the Contents of Visual |
Working Memory During Visual Search

Blaire Dube!, April Basciano!, Stephen Emrich? and Naseem Al-Aidroos!
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Are items that share features with the target facilitated? Evidence from attentional capture.
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Matching distractors capture attention. Simultaneous facilitation of stimuli that
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Conclusions

VWM can simultaneously support the inhibition of previewed distractors
as well as the facilitation of stimuli resembling a search target:
o Working memory based preview inhibition with a variable target
o Attentional capture of distractors sharing features with variable
target template
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