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People often fail to notice large changes to visual scenes, a phenomenon now known as change
blindness (Simons & Ambinder, 2005). This change blindness study contributes to our understanding of
the integration of information across scene over time, in particular from the points of view of visual
memory, object perception and attention, including consciousness and awareness. We review key studies
in order to reveal the most likely mechanisms for this phenomenon and suggest useful methods to
investigate it further. We believe that such research can contribute to our understanding of conscious

experience and what we "see" in real life.
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