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B. Hypotheses C. Task Procedure

Models of yisua! working memory “Barmember “Attend 1o “Is this jtem “Remember Both” “Attend Cued ltem”  “Maintain” OR “Compare” “Attend Cued Item” “Report Cued Item”
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interference by new percepts

Yet, new inputs are shown to

systematically bias V\WWM items, even
when only one item is maintained:
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D. Does the FoA facilitate VWM maintenance? E. Does the FoA limit perceptual interference? F. How does the FoA protect against perceptual interference?
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FoA minimizes representational decay and forgetting! FOA reduces Interference by similar inputs! FOA helps preserve correspondence with encoded representations!



