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gEN ERE BME
(LIS R HE =0 R, 1 200234)

# E Gamma WZEGEL—AEMNEEH. COFBEELSRELEESM T FATHAERLZ. LHMR
Bw, AT e @dfZ e 8e SRR AWM GammatkH B S %; LBEH Ld FTHEEELEHA
KBy Gamma R B IEIRA k. WA A 24BN R A I AER " 3 3L T Gamma kG el TE“H T
M LA Efm ToeE ST KBS . Gamma BB B EELS M T EMX, EHIBAFTEE. T
Gamma # % £ 5 R &6 T F e94E AR IR A

XEA Gamma M2 H; HAE; BEEFE LML

2SS B84S

1 5|8 HFEFIFLEL; BJ5, #t Gamma JR5 275 AT IAE N
I 4N T % A SRR L G R e
B, SR ARy o | SR IIRRELR Gamma % (X
. = Z 5 B I A T AR A 2 VR B, AN AR
MR T, ORI G, NIRRT D
TR R BT S B — B A 8 ’
RS B TS, M h— a2 GammaiRESALXMEEEAEMT
. S — 7] i 3 Sz 52 75| 5 2%
ﬁ?gﬁ%iTgffffXﬁfiﬁﬁ?ﬂi 01 EBEMESEAS GammalEs
] A 7> e R | 8 o N
ARSI LR (Yau, DeAngelis, H3 A ameh, A3 T 28 50 R
Angelaki, 2015), H A SLfF o5 30, ARk A U B S B RS B TR — A
ALt 1 ‘%gi%fﬁﬁﬁi ﬁ%f%ﬁf ’ A2 RO 5E 8 I (Klemen & Chambers, 2012).
Gamma ﬁ&?‘ﬁ;ﬁ&%(%nkov&‘/s‘kl, Sc‘hnelder, Foxe, A e B IF S U R A A T Gamma
& Engel, 2008), #R1M, 4 20 &2 K B At

. PRz R R AT TR
T Gamma #Z4R % (Gamma k%) 5 AN )

211 ME
FERI KRG, W“Gamma JR3% XM T4 AE R &0 ST IR LS A T 036 B
TR WA T ) B (Herrmann, Friend, & Lenz,

RIAT Keil, Miiller, Ray, Grube F1 Elbert (1999)4
2010; Bosman, Lansink, & Pennartz, 2014; Merker, WEE . EIRASeerh, AT 5t T Bt B — ki
2013). RUEIIIL, KEIBII—ERI, Gamma  gr g0 oney i 7L i 1] [ (IE 52 2 e, 815
R T A AE NS G B IR P IO s g o BEG (55 BEG 4085, ekt
WAZAGA O ASCHIAGMBACH R gy nooney HiL I H I 1E 19 TE 37 AL PR T
B (58 F B2 A4 T 5 Gamma $i& %% ¢ & (1 0F B A Gamma 515, I EL7EHER: 355 TR
%; ,E\:{K, Mﬁiiﬂﬁlg, lﬁ]*% Gamma ﬁfz?%ﬂ’ﬂéﬂ EH@'(J—EI)HQ Gamma yﬁfiﬂ%j(o JX*Z{I%%EE,
Tl A RS T INTROIR; IS, WZIRI gl e een T, Gamma $R ) T AN
B, TEIE Gamma R FE (R R AT MR g b B0 . R 5%, JEAL#A EEG/ERP

g & L2 (vector machine classification)
YR 8 2017-01-10 M 777, Castelhano, Rebola, Leitdo, Rodriguez FlI
HEEH: INPE, E-mail: gaoxp@shnu.edu.cn Castelo-Branco (2013) #1A T Gamma ¥ ¥ 5 55 /<
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e T A b # X “Mooney” X 42 (i FL Al b,
W La) By ORI T, i A S e
T, i#E#H, Moratti, Méndez-Bértolo, Del-Pozo il
Strange (2014)fd F 2l A R BRI B Jr ik, V5 b kb
BT Gamma R %2 W 72484 T FL IR B T
RN . TSR BR, AT T
F T fL, b T “Mooney” i LAY, Gamma #&¥%7E4]
BATEIR . AR Ez 2 R T 2 J2 R A 2 O
I H, FEVIHAGE R )JZ ) Gamma IR 52 2] TR A
ToUM: 7 )22 Gamma $&3% i 2835 2l IR, 3% —E 4
HHEMBEIR T Gamma JRF7E A LW TGS
BEAMTHRER.

() (b)

("] N
¢ ¢
e % 9¢
¢Idh%e
“Mooney” THfL7R i “Kanizsa” FEJERH
(©) (d)
VISITV 1 1 1
1S 1 " @
2!V Eo !
g1 1
vis2's ' v's!
[ T TR
VOS2, S , .S,
(ms) 0 30 60 90
FEIBEE MR

Bl 1 (a)Fl(b) B3 i {5 B A TR0, (c)Fi(d)Z il
HAE B A TR

% T “Mooney” B 42 iR, “Kanizsa” &4 (&
TE 238 4 e e Ui o — A S R BE, W
1b)iR B JERSY Gamma &% 515 BAE &N
TR FA WA MM 545 . Tallon-Baudry, Bertrand,
Delpuech il Pernier (1996)7R F 5t %} “Kanizsa” Kl %
WU 5 #2455 B A O R AT THRSE . ATk
B, “Kanizsa” =KL, 518 T Gamma #z
Vi BE R, TN BEAS B K anizsa ™ B 1) 1 G R Al
Gamma IR0, J5ZLMBF9E SR T LS5
JEE A, W R A T W “Kanizsa” BE -
BT, “Kanizsa”EJE 53E“Kanizsa” EIE H- A&
K .2 Gamma 3§ %5 2% 55 (Herrmann & Mecklinger,
2000), X—KIE—L K, “Kanizsa”EJE1E B
) Gamma #7958, KRBT —F H i N AEE

AT fif i) — W00 A d g it 1
Gamma 1§ 5 “Kanizsa” EZIHH LA ik
P AR A B (0 400 50 B AN T i Rk R —— R ol
Oy BUER I, JFRCABIE S N+, filT.“Kanizsa™
FEJE b in T 4E “Kanizsa” FJE # % B K1Y Gamma
Y& 3% (Wynn et al., 2015),

B 7R e, FEFFRH E AR A AR 5T
i, PR ER A T Gamma ki S5 B S
T SCPESE . Hean, 7853 0% 34 4H S B
(ERP)A1 b, I L ESEAATE AR L5 TR
SN AGEXS ST To 22 = (Wi 2 Py 2 M AR D), 5
2, MTAEMNE5 A THEBRZM Gamma EY
(Busch, Herrmann, Miieller, Lenz, & Gruber, 2006),
HARFEENE, X—4RNREEE T WAL
AL IR, J54E, & E L Granger [RIRAR
R, HERT I AT I LR S 5] & 1Y Gamma
I 22 1 Bl X i (BT A BT R B AR
i), o TR AR Y R AR R R Y
Gamma & %% # £ 7% 3l (Supp, Schldegl, Trujillo-
Barreto, Miieller, & Gruber, 2007), %534 -
FW, X S R R AE Y ST I TR, A
fI& 45 B b T i h e (s BT A
1M Gamma 4 % 5 X M & & BT A=
212 W

TERE W {5 BB S I Lrh, Gamma #R%,
W EEZENMA A, L, TFRE RN, HET
A 32 3] — L ANFF G B AN A B, Y el T
W — 2 A5 G R A B IR B, SOk TR R
Gamma k% . WAL, &FHEMFRSIES .
WG B E AW, I H Gamma#R ¥ I fig
1E H v & 4% % 1 F (Bulitz & Hannemann, 2010).
FRT AR, R AR &3, Gamma k5
T R B AR AR AR B R A N AL A 5C (Schadow,
Lenz, Dettler, Friiend, & Herrmann, 2009), 7E—
e, Flic s T —RFIH 6 MIEZ
T IR 2 R4 7 R 40 B M R . 3K 7 9 4]
AU A SR e, LR gt LI eliE L T
K D1 —LBXESS 4 5 5 IR T T 5
WIEESLTE . BLAT Sk R S0 75 R T 91 AR 45 ik
HORAR R TR . SR BN, EOA ELRE
B 7P R 0 A Bt B B ) Gamma R 35 38 i, 33X T
/N Gamma i ¥ 76 T I8 B W 9845 BURRIE IR
AN RN
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PU_E#FSE & B RN, Gamma PR3% OISR fE S
HUE AR B AR A, RS R A
HA BB WA R (W) 1947 55 (Tang, Wu, &
Shen, 2016), Jf H., XS EES mEONRK)Z
) Gamma IR A G, WYL, SRIAF K
JZ Gamma #R% I RER“H LI FEBEAMT
B —Fp R BIEAL . MR, X~ A SR
Z WY SRR S
22 EBBEEMNEEEASS GanmalkF

AT, BATE & <GSk A AR
G TE (5 D . FRAT T B X L F B T E
A, DIESSEEMINIX . A KENF
FEW K F| Gamma $ky 5 EHEIE R BB G HER
R,

221 MUREWEHES

PR RS I T, PR 2 iR T
G B WS, 1EWT 3815 & 4L 98 (sound-induced
visual illusion) [ B AR BEAF ST, AMTTAR
MAM T Gamma HREG ST FEEES M LEHE
Ko Wk RAES SRR, Y — 0N A ™
ATRIBRATE 60 F| 100 ms A4 AR A & H13 2 (AT,
Bl W ST EA AN (I E 10).
Bhattacharya, Shams I Shimojo (2002)fJHF5¢ 7w,
MW SE ISR T A SR, 23 f BE R T A
BB B2 B A (supra-additive, £ 18 iE 15 B FT
FE A O 0N R A BT B — B R BT R AR
BRI B =2 Al AHSEHY W Calvert, Campbell, &
Brammer, 2000) LA & 345 ) Gamma $77% . Mishra,
Martinez, Sejnowski Fl Hillyard (2007) X<l 5&75
BAEEE M — ST BN 8 2 AN E AN
SRR, BOREA KRR, I EREE
B K )7 Gamma PR3 23, HE 10 S 2 T WS A
MAE L R A . MATR S SRR, B R
Gamma $& % Al 0 ALIG TR, 7T BEJE W o 5 A LA 3
) S B T M A S

i —H XK Gamma JRFGAEMITFEEEE T
TERMESY, FZ & P T [F] 24k
RIFLA., Kaiser, Hertrich, Ackermann il Lutzenberger
(2006) % B, MYt HE F/pa/ixX A & i i 11 AIHI[F]
AT 2 ta/ ik A~ R B, MTTRTBES ™= A4 A W E
)& /pa/iX A~ S 05 IF H, 250 %5 MEG
{55 Won, P A58 X W 5 7 AR 52 i TR
FEE S ZERL T Gamma R & E A OG, T HIER

Wt Gamma ¥R¥% 551G T I LN (EEEEGH K
RUIEHE SR A Doesburg, Emberson, Rahi, Cameron
1 Ward (2008). ABAITH#RFE 1AW 5 S 18] 1 1[5
ARS8 0 T A 5 ) b S R i s i AR
WAL R E —BK 2 2 B A8 F s il ¢
P K EEG 55 B & ML A M. —%K
R EAE B VT fF B 30 ms (I 28); 5
— AR B VTR (F B 300 ms (] A ]
H)o MATAR IR, 5 B AW (5 A a] 1] 251k 11 i
ZEAR R e, IXHE i M 45 38 i2F Gamma $% 37 [F] 25 1k
e S BRI R Y D BEE B LA S IR RS
222 MRESMUENES

Br 7T ALUTfE BB A, WA RERW X
Gamma #I% %% 5 fill 5 FIAL 5 7 B8 5 19 X &, Bauer,
Oostenveld Fl1 Fries (2009) icts& T #i7e in T 40
B 55 5 6] 20 AL RO R MEG {55 o fESE
b, POKTER WAL EUE B R i, e E
SC R % 1A T AR S A 50%ME R fil v 15
o WEEAE S5 XA T TR 2 A L AR L R T
PIE 2 TR, 45 BoR, SO E RN
A 1 i 5 5 5 REAR HE B TEAT: 55 v A 0 1) 2 B,
I HAX s B A2 5 R Gamma k3 W) 20 4k
TSR ARG

ST E SRS I TR, —sai gl
MG Gamma &7 5 fil s AL GE 5 BB & Z 1)
KAEMERE, e, B S XA 55 9 (double
flash illusion) B85, 7E XN 48 8 WF 58 7, WA TE
90 ms PSR ISCEIAI  B2 f bi 14) 25 45 308 T 0098k (£
5 2 UCHLE 5 Ml SE IR A 2 UL R B 1
R SievE R, 2 U o R 1 YRS ) B
AL T (2 R B 1 U /Ao ), T AR
2] T LA R . 2 I 2 Yl
Wb 1 AL SE R, s A T 1k
ik v (5 1 R o i R R A A ),
BRI A RUIR B 8 A o R i B, 1R Al 6 5 XLTA)
L I AR 5 IR DX R ) B Rl (A SRR X (fih i )
B9 Gamma ¥R %38 H. 19 [F) 2 = 7% 14 5 A 5 (Lange,
Oostenveld, & Fries, 2011),

F—FEE Gamma R 37 ALk XOGHE E(E S
BB KR MW TE G55 A8 T4 %€ (rubber hand
illusion), Kanayama FIBATFJE T — R II4T AR
THE W R IR AR B S5 . ZEWF S, Fil
2t AR T E e —46 1 b, [FRZR 0K
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BT A W FBAE— T RAE 1d), 4k
BH OB T Al ey, ] R e E AR T4
Rl ik T 7] 8 457 B AN ] 09 47 S (PP 48 R o
EEG M4 IR, HMS Gamma 4Bz 1Y% ¥ [F)
AL TR BE 5 AR T 0 R 00 5 B B T AR G
(Kanayama, Sato, & Ohira, 2007), filbfi1)5 Z& 55
ERETUEMWER, 3 H &I Fhol il A 45
RERATHEZRE NN, 5 GammalRZGHA
8 ZU A PE B E 5 2 (Kanayama & Ohira, 2009),
A[LLE ), Gamma #8355 ¥ EIEEBEES
JEMDG, HE—2BAgNnl LUk B, R B GE 1 B
BENEREREA NN RN, SZRT—E /e g
[l (Tang et al., 2016), JFH, XMEEEEEGTE S
Bt 7 J2 1Y Gamma 4 Bt 24k 7 Rl A0 A O 24
SR, UL 58 T O A IE 4 46 R 2 80k B LT {5
S AR 5 SR S I TR . AR SR I AT RS
HelsEiEfEaEA NI Gamma IR % K LA,

3 Gamma RFEEBEMEFSSES
)1z

LI E W5 2 BH, Gamma R HE-5 A0 2%
BINTA K A Gamma &% S8 K H AR F
RSN T 2SR R X RE S TR R
FEAM B R A G
3.1 Gamma FHEIRHFEEEA

Gamma i £z 3% J& — P % AE 30-100 Hz 1Y
R, A TIRGE . 18 3 R SO FN T RE K2
1(Fries, Nikoli¢, & Singer, 2007), #Z23 5NN,
Gamma 7B A& A ) A= BRI E B WA . 1FEAR
P2 IC(E A5 R el 20 (1 40 ) 28 B
(PING), 2)HF [AI# 2B (1 20 A ) 32 T 41 ol A A
(ING; Tiesinga & Sejnowski, 2009),

PING AR T E A 1 4 E 3h, ;=&
Gamma $iz 3% FF I 90 i 24 E 40 i 32 530 &1 50 51 8
Ja, SRR AL, SRS B T 4
O H AR A 20~80 Hz)o #E3IGHY T 4000 S ad
Pl E AMEAACE . PP BB, IR T —
A~ E. I ZUAEHCE IR M B, AR Gamma
B,

ING BT 1T 4N 5.3), 77 /E Gamma
RGN, E— DT TARREMN T 4
HEEM T, MR R T A7 W —
A1 AR, 33 S 24 AR LA [ — R (TR
T 40 Hz)IFFE AR GABA, WX 4~ ¥ 45

FEA T A0 S, M A 140 B B4 R AR A it
BEIEZE, LT — U F B R ) S a0 00 ] B O
T AR L], 2 GABA RE IR, M il
B4 T 290 MR 2 30 R4 ) 2 AR FL A T 4, X
120 0 285 B AR PR 5 3, (P2 T Gamma 4R35

JHCERL 19T 8 T
32 GammaifkZH RS “BEMI rIMKIE

Gamma R G1E G0 B B =), AWM
KAFFE: DTERMA B2 2 A7, 2)FF BRI TE
FCEA B A B X RSl Gamma #R%
FLA& TAE R A m 1A B A ) T 55

56, Gamma R 75 RN 45 K )2 <38 3 A7 75
HRRE R B T O <386 I T Az SRR 90
o YRS B8, Gamma I EENA 2R
A A T IR R 1 B B A BT M b 8 U 45 25 4
(Schneider & Stengl, 2007), LA K %44 504y (14 i i
2277 (Kay, 2015)% J5Ua s Re X o, Mz i b
FiM, BT EYHAEIWERN, Gamma R
2 —Fh STl b 28 00 B Bl = AE B i 2 e kAR
T Tk (Bosman et al., 2014; Michalareas et al.,
2016), M, Gamma $i 35 11— Bl it £ G ] ) B
PR, T HAAETHIHEZ T, X — A
EREME, F Gamma ¥R B4 TE b —Fhiil 52
FECTARE T M40, #E MR8 2E AR 3 Rz J2 W] 1 22
B, LI R AR EE S

Hyk, #4E Gamma $83% 775 19 A L Ak R
K, Gamma FFEEIIE R — S8R, 4
PR 20 BB A AH R A 36 Gamma 1y LR AT,
X A Rk b T AR (R A AT B S Rl R, B
TR 2 fil % A0 A PE AR B HE 08, P9 2 4 i A
H) N Gamma 9 LR ER RS, ETEL TR
[R) AT BB R T, B AT B B s ]
(Womelsdorf et al., 2007), 3k, Gamma JR7%
REfl iz )2 Z Al S B A« [ UM K sh 085
M5 B S i, XAV TR EIRG AR <8
RHPEDIREE R G R, RefR P F RS IN T
W RS s AN

B2, Gamma PR AEMEMEMHE 5% E
TP TV TE Y B B BK R (Bosman &  Aboitiz,
2015).

4 Gamma ¥RHEAL“BEMI HH
YEFHLIE

AZ A Gamma R 550
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THECR, AW R Gamma 7FHEE
“H B E RS s IE A T 5
BAEGR RAEERMN . TONZZRAES
I TALA, B Gamma JR3% 76 AL A N T
BARAE LR,
41 EEMINZERM

2 E R EE RN BB AT R 2 R 7 R
7 B A& A 0 T 4 420 88 SRR AE 22 — (Ursino,
Cuppini, & Magosso, 2014), 4 22 )80 Jin 1T 5. Bk
i (Driver & Noesselt, 2008), A [EZHSNE
MBALEERA; RI5, HEARKTKZE LT
HRRNNEEE . BAOR, Bz s s
WMESIFNEFES R ETHALXE, KZTKX
B 0] B RS 5 G 3 S R R K R, 9 32 B ax sk
B )20 08 1A B (R 52 e o ) Rk B2 J2 22 () HLAH
BT AR B A, IRl BP A5 5 2 — 20 1) i A% 3 25
B ERE B R XN, ek, 5T )R, 3118
AT G KRR (A R RS, R
2o AT 4 R 2 K, T A M i A ) X
ARG B AT A LTS, JREE R
TR BT 52 el 3] SRS K S e 2 B v 1 2 A
BEASA LTRSS, SSOAMER; 22%
RS T LM, ESILE 2), TXCERTZ2
RAEE A, RN K Gamma HiR 355 76 A [F] K 38
A C A E e

BN

R X I, .
(an: VfV2,V3)}[ il B XI5 ’

e A

El 2 #EEMTHEZ)ZHEER
E: ZM Klemen & Chambers, 2012, % — 2% (5 5%
G R HE AR B Bz T2 (I 26 T 7 k45 8% b Bz J2 () 1 A 2
G938 0., BTN R4 B B2 )2 A4 BAE ik A JBE
BRAXBEWRZR), B 2REBEAREERIONT
B )2 (F7 S I 7S g 250 100 DX 388 58 2 5t [ 388 5% Wi 2 J R i 7K
A B 5 A L, AT SE B AR BRAE S A

g
X

W3 X 38
(fm: Al, A2)

42 Gamma IKZ5ZEREESMITAHERXIER

R
421 BHREBRHEEESE”

KA B E B AR i AR B A
T 515 B B B B 18] [A] 25 4 5% (Tang et al.,
2016)., Womelsdorf Z(2007)4& H B #2555 FiE
REFH TR T Gamma ik ¥ 761X Fh A58 )2 HI (R B
BETMRHEE- A1HAR, HE5H AR
R R 2R, XS R R o i S BB 1 5 5 )
WHZE S FEM ALK Z., Ex—idEd, kA
AN ) 8% 8 B IR 5 s R AR R . XA
A 20| R ORIk B0 2 I DX N2 32 5 5 1 J&
B W B DX A R 5 A DG Y R R 2B AR L,
2 X Gamma [R50 IR G, M {2 F 15 3 1
s BEE,

422 SRNAEERHNERES”

VT A FH(MUM, match and utilization )Y
(Herrmann, Munk, & Engel, 2004)3 & i iR T
Gamma ¥R 3% 75 = FONF B2 2 A L T 7 AR B
G REER . YA E R R 2 E DL —Fh
] 2 A X — B AR AT INEN TR, Sk s
ST N 1) o 8 T R 4 O, A ORI R R
fil AT RG2S BTUOH E R ik
TTNFNERAERT, E T8 WL 3 0 7 2 28 il 2 R o
1Y GammaHikiz, MR HEABAT TR I — & AR X 5
AR EENES T, W2 ul, MESIT
I TAEE G, TERUM T X4 6 W3] (match),
M@t Gamma k%A BMEES 5HUHIX R A K
)15 B (utilization)

ATLES], ANEECH NI R (AL 2)
WA LT (SO E 2GR EEINT,
EENII AR T A A BB I LU R . 1
X B A — R AT SR AL B — A LR e 1Y
HISHESE, (B2, XA G TR 58 2l
RS, FEE—TMRLHE, BTN K EA
KRS T, R Il TAERY? Gamma
PRGEE P REER? CTFiX— 8, A
WA INERE , RATHARESX X —HE
(5] R AT — 2 R o
5 R

WG EASit, Gamma $R% EES55 4N
TE#YIMER . X — RIS T2 E WA T 8
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%, Hi—, BEAR Gamma fRGW A W HER ST
B —Fh A BEEERD, SEAEMTALERR, A
EEEWE Gamma HRY; AT DL I B2 & R
BEMTHMEZEER? 2, WATE, 4T
2EFATX Gamma PRV 7E AT BAE RSN T A Y
TERE LA LWEIRANT i, WEAERRERE
BN Ve B 2 T SR X I A ]
HATIHAR S R,

51 Gamma#RFEESMIAMIERENX

WIE E R, Gamma % 5«5 B AN
TR EfHERAN., Ba, 25EKE
“Gamma & 719 1 U <5 RS I T B 58
B I 2 XA ] AT T A Y
BV, NI Gamma IR 5k KW <5 B4
AT ESLEAE”ERHE Y M (Merker, 2013;
Bosman et al., 2014), ZEA AT K, FATw
REM A Gamma HRGAENHFIE AN T 2E
KA R FR PR R R DL 28

B, EHIREA R E . AT
RN, PR KNI G BE (Perry, Hamandi,
Brindley, Muthukumaraswamy, & Singh, 2013) DA
M 75 % B IR JE (Ott, Stier, Herrmann, & Jéncke,
2013) 55 Y B AR AL AR 22 5 | 2. Gamma R
HIARAL . gt U, TR Ak Ay SRR I 2 3
AN E, 51 & T KA Gamma &%, (HX MR
A SEAEIM T IR, Frik, s b m
YT M 25 SR RE AR AF BB, F 5T R AR M
it Gamma HIR 3% A9 728 A0 2 BRI B B 5 R
B2 AN T A5G, DI R 45 2 1 £ 15
J3E (Rossiter, Worthen, Witton, Hall, & Furlong,
2013).

85, NSRS A XA Sk AR A N Y K
B AHTSCITIR, AR B A5 B S N T
W B AFM XA Gamma YR, Lin, <A R
BRSO R 5 RGE R 2 ) Gamma [R5k
FI; “H bR RS N TR S A T A )
20 Gamma ¥R WA L., H UL, #E
Gamma i 3% 28 1k & A 1 B A4 i X0 T0F 5% 2 il
MXLERSHIR KA, Castelhano, Duarte, Wibral,
Rodriguez Fl Castelo-Branco (2014)FJ4/F 5% Wi 14t
T—A%H MATEE S EEG & fMRI % gk
F£ i1 T Mooney B 4 LA K FTH#E T 1Y) Mooney El 4 i
(5 S Tie R, SRER, EIELZEHR

BT BB B RY Gamma $R3% (60 Hz), Fit, flf]
WX AT 5535 S B T B AR AN T,
52 GammaiR#HESRIERESMIPMIER

WETETIR, 22FAN1E L4 Gamma I7 ¥ 75 fij .
T RBEEMTHMERA T IEREARINE, |
TR A= S A Tl 24+ 4 6 AN E
B X RAREM RN — MREZM T,
521 Gamma #fRFEZNKFEMERESHM

R

HEAmT, FEFURERMEA R, &
BEZKFRERBEASM T, FrLl, — A mfiE w2
F )2, Gamma ¥R X F 2K THE B A
HR AN fe A AEAE R 73X —In) 8 1 2 T 1R 15 2
FEATR I, AN, Kanayama, Tamé, Ohira Fll
Pavani (2012)4R5% T WU T W08 5 fi 38 15 B3 &
TR p 2 iR 0 R o AT R B R L A — B
PEARDE 55 il 5 A5 B BEAR SR 0y Rz, H X —{7
HE22Z B AP (R HE R 80% vs AIRME R 20%)H)
T, AR R, FERE R B G T, AR
B M B )R Gamma IR A BK KSR, R
Gamma &% FEIBRIE (5 B A Tl TEM,; X &g
LA Y O I T S K R A X Y Gamma
PR T A ¢, W Gamma IR % W] fE [RIREAE 5 2%
INHUKF- R BB A M T R EEEH . 51—
A OCTUH 54  LWT (5 S A LB s b g i
TRMMER ERVEERS I TS, s
Wr3E 2 2 Gamma MR R4, W AMIER
TR 1% B0 T SE AT 5 38 1 R B A TR, R T
X AT B2 2B Gamma R 251458 (Friese
et al., 2016), LA EWIRESE R IR 22 2K F
{72 G, Gamma k¥ FIBES 401 PO A~ Ff1 €5,
VA58 AR 32 I 0 K ST B 8 oA KT 147 B
Ho HE, HXFRAEKRD, REBEFEZRMN
LKA TN, Gamma & 3% 2 ERERVEH
Ko R A,
522 GammaiRrmSHKEREAMT

T —ME AR ERES I LE S S E R
MREG I T . — A TCAE R 3 T Y (R B2, 4t
25 B A TR I AR LR 2 B iR 2 Gamma
PG WE? T, —Lck A B E B A AT
XN, Gamma R% T RE A& 1F B AN A
PR — HAn, Hagan %8 A(2009) %, A
AT A B 2R 25 115 R S T LR E R
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fF, 27 ik (B BT BB X)) H 3 p 2 4R
)8 28 3 U (RN R DL 2.2.1 #B43), IF Hix
AUV FE ) Theta Fl Gamma 33 T i, 24 A
TR T2 bR 45 1 R 8 5T LR 5 R
1 07 N 4 8 S I B R L ZF T 7 e I
N o AATE S AT BN, DLk B S 38 BN
EMTREREN RS KA, I H GammaR%7E
TP o e A8 HL AR R R S 1 {5 (Hagan,
Woods, Johnson, Green, & Young, 2013), {HZ, i1
AR R, AH LT ERIEE SRS BT, 24
X A58 5 T B2 1 45 15 B R TR, A
Theta J% Bt 1M AE Gamma 3 B tH 81 T #0298 3% 1) 48
B HRN, I HaxX Fhid 288 & 28 N 5178
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Gamma oscillations and information binding process

QIAN Haoyue; HUANG Yihui; GAO Xiangping
(Department of psychology, Shanghai Normal University, Shanghai 200234, China)

Abstract: The Gamma oscillation is one kind of neural interaction activities. The characteristics of the
Gamma oscillation contribute to its important role in information binding process. A large body of research
has demonstrated that binding the sensory signal from multiple channels at the perceptual level is associated
with the gamma oscillatory synchronization in sensory cortex (e.g. visual cortex, auditory cortex), whereas
binding the information from single channel at the conscious level is associated with the enhanced Gamma
oscillations in higher cortex (e.g. temporo-parietal cortex). The functions of Gamma oscillations in
information-binding process have been described in several theoretical frameworks, including Neural
Coupling model and Match & Utilization model. However, extreme caution should be exercised when
Gamma oscillations were applied as an index of binding process. What roles of Gamma oscillations play in a
complex binding process should be investigated in the future.
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