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MRRREBRREREE AR
has kAL A o

(RIS DI BE, 1M 510631)

M E AREARRAERICEAMETAGENL L GEERIE, CRAMNED FTAZF RT RS E D)
Z—, REENBT ZRBRT RBA B0 AR T E R, FR—F AT AEREEREZ LGRS
BHE AT Ay Z Ak, AT RRE T A BALTE R A U E ot B3R RE S B M, AL
G B ARBNERZEREAONGEZL S TREH A, REEA B TNEEZEREZ LT KA @ IR,
RHMTE AR F R E—F AR,

EE M ERER ARAG; MAREF R, it AR, AbZHH

NES  Bs42

% (mental imagery), JNFRALF, BIEH X — B R 22 52 1 ] ) R AR B AL T 8 ) ST
YIARFE AT LIS, AR K i TR i 26 T WG, TEAR RAREE RS T KRR 2 H> (Pearson
Y IE % (Kosslyn, Ganis, & Thompson, 2001), #i & Kosslyn, 2015), HHil, RZMACEHAT G
Bt F G DU 58 A, MO AR W IE A, Kz iR, HRENANHERIERLRIERK
BOA R FIAL A HI5E” (Pearson, Naselaris, Holmes, I Al 8, TR R R AT A B R A 0 S
& Kosslyn, 2015), 20 {22 60 4EC LK, £5% HURE ok, TERX—E T, RATHEB AR
TEf A% 2R AZ 20 T2 6, DL Pylyshyn A% G0 Az e FE R ZE AL ) LA T U 40 B2 B &
R —H o2 IR G2 A BIFRAE (propositional TR S RIS, e RS0 AR R 2
representations) (Pylyshyn, 2002); i LA Kosslyn & MIERZ M T AR EENS, FEFER
T I — 532 WA R G R—Fh U o HAAERMENEMZ b Hit, THUEELA
Y i 205 B ZRAE (depictive representations) (Kosslyn, R I AR R R T GE R B S R ek . SEF UL,
Behrmann, & Jeannerod, 1995), W& 2 [0] ()41 AR SCAE Z G BN 06 2 A I 9T SR 9 3 I
WA R R4 2 4r(imagery debate)” (Bartolomeo, R0 R Z 0 HE MR G AT il e £ 5 A4
2002), FHERHFBARM AW, PET. IMRI % BRFRGE N 25 R R 2, 3 ] 4 T 20 T 3R 4 AR K —
g AL AR B B TR R R 4 S AR I T & AR AN ALS R,

B, WA g 2z S8 it 1R iy B A vk N R X

Naselaris, Olman, Stansbury, Ugurbil I Gallant 1 MBRRERRENERNE

QOIS EH T — A TR E N Gabor ZRfEfimy, 11 FRRITHEHEL(computational theory)
UESEALGE R Gt B I8 52 )2 (VI ) REE Kosslyn (1980) 93¢ 4 1135 # i (computational
TE BRI Z SRR AR B (A0 Ty ) | 23 [R5 46, theory) 2 i H A RN R L HEIS, Tl H#W
I H 3k e 225 P A A S8 R AR T DL AT R 4 THAHUB IR R, X0 58 3 52 1 A il R alF AT 4

ARG A TH Y AR
RLVTH IR, RPE MRS Y
i&ﬁ' ;%:ﬁznggﬁﬁ 1371049, 31600907 1 MR 2O i A LR B 2 AR A7 AR R, 3 Y
I G 1 Q0L aA030S OIS RRAEI SR T R K S B
WBAEEH: X, E-mail: lium@scnu.edu.cn AR IXEIS AN RAETE 0 0 3R )2 R A (surface
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representation) flI IR JZ K iF (deep representation). #
2= ZRAE X FR R K15 R AE (quasi-picture), EMn B
VLR i R A 1T AR AR R gz, fR#
PrE . 5 AR B e 23 ) JE ﬁ'ﬁbk):'i'%ﬁ'?
ﬁﬁa‘iﬁ‘f&*ﬁé&, N A SUFRAE (literal representation)

AT FAIE (propositional representation), A< X 3
{Tﬁﬁfﬁﬁﬁmfﬂ:% BIREATIRELSR, &
BV AR R T AR A THEA DL, FR %
W S AR R AL E o AR SCERAE T
B ZE ph g b, EOBT R R Y S IEmu‘
o A REERAE WJE: 3 G2 00 i R SR A Y,
R WA B, TU»H:J%#LEF/”ZIKE/J%@*%?EU
Kok SR 5 B AR RIE SR 2 M A OC &R, LY
AR R PR — W ER, G TAER. 7
(k= NP (o S R RS 1Y (DO K A

T RLIPIFIRAEIE R, Kosslyn [EEFH:-1H
9T SR A AN ZREEESE . (DE—F
G R SEE T, BFEE N DR B AR A B A
SR £, A RS 0 B [E] AR LE MG 0, i
VL Z A R ES B A R — IR M A &, N2 DA
ST B GRS 75 R A7 (Beech & Allport, 1978; Paivio,
1975a); (2) AATAT LAGE 3o $ 2 1 0y 27 Sk i 5 ]
R EB N CE I EFRS; (3) Farah
Kosslyn (1981)#1 Hayes (1973)FIBF 58 #BZE B AA]
A RE R« E MR A 3R 4, (HAES) 2B
[Flo X —AHih, AR Z 88 5 ds /R
LbAs 2 5 BUBCR W RUSH BT 6 2% 1 B ) B /L, 3
B A K TR e/ R B R, B T3
TEBR G, M T — L6 TR A 4075 . AR A ik
SEEZE R, Kosslyn YA TE R SR it B A 7E &
A FEAIN TR SF LR 1R <K
RVAL AR HL (PICTURE processing module), 244
RAE th 24 538 BRI B A3 2 AR 2 A
S 2B ) PRI R B A, AR AT LU A A AR
WCIZH IR Y R AE B T RS, L
WK R 2 R AEFE Ak Ry 48 B e 1 v 1) 3R 2 3R A,
IR G A U [R] 23 BB W) IR B Y s i B e R
AT AN ok B AL FEAHL(PUT processing
module), & JEF|AATAT LI #6204 07 206 Al ST
e L5 BB AN — A — MR 5 5,
Kosslyn tA Ry KMl o A7 76— AT B A B, %
BRI EEA TR BCE T IEM 0L B . ZB AR
fa] B4R B AN ER 4y, MORARIE /AL, WA

- — - AL R
Wmﬂﬂﬁﬂ A%Lﬂﬁﬂ

————————————————————————————————————————————

%k

o
7 5

FHAE

Bl 1 MSERZ N IR
T <BUR A B He £ T3 B0 A ZE R B T S A
By UE AL B A H £ DT i R e 3 PG R AT R A <R
U Ab PR S T A FE AR AR, =3 BE AT A B AR AT
WA Sy b2 5 R G A W A

M%7 5 RERALIN, AW 4] Z 8] A X
Bl PR R AT, R AT T AR R X
[ — AN P A HE AT AN 18] 1 RS sl B 8 1 R AE ;. <&
B4 B HL (FIND processing module), ixBiHL &
TR IC I A R BN R E 19 B AR B 43 (1 )8
PE, SR A5 B AR AL 4 il b A P A 7
G MR, TR BRI TR
AR I T B, $H—E F A A 17 RAE 5
RCRY, A RS R S AT DL 1R A0 ST i TR
JeIf HAA st — it a2,

HAFE B AR, WHEEG AR & DIRZESR
TERIE AF R K BHE A2, (BB TR EEEAN
T RN BR, WE T 28RN SRy, BRI
FARAEEITTENE FB)p b i scff, |TERAETE
BLE MR 28 5E e 1 he 2 vl AL R . LR %
[R5 BEAE — A A i WL 5 22 v 2% (visual buffer)”
HIEEF A RIS B R o D822 vh 2 2 — Fh 2 1]
AR, BMARR TR, ©HE—FRFRIEN
If/ﬁ" B, MRIEA R T Z AN E S M

% FP%%*U? A AebREsE], BRI E
*'AJJJEE"J*/I\WWWEO wmE 2 pis, <4 R Rl
ANRTE AR LR R, R 328 5 1 T 6 T 9
(array) S B %) B ITHE (cell), 7= AR A0 I 1Y
DERFRAE, {H K LA P I AN J2 fA7 5 Hb I 0 sl R U8
W, B EE RS RGN IERS, 3+ H
BAARF B EIE AT Rk, JATIA IR p
AT — AR (A S B CAZ A, BREE I T
KmF gz g A BT R B RAEE B . B HA iR
KA WS R BYRE ST, T LA LUSE B 9 O OB —
AApRzsfa], HRERLEI, Pearson (2007)il
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pe DPOBEREORAS W AE B Z S BB 4 R, [ LT F MR

BBBBBBBBREEER " IR MR B, TR BERAE . Shepard Fl

B%BB BBBSBBBBEEBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBE%B Metzler (1971)PA =4 . =4EEIE LI M AR E% .

BBBBBBBRERBRBSE BB BBBBBBBBBBBBBBEB FRE L SE A O BERERE AR ST (AT R, BR R
CC CC_ BBBBBBBBBBBBB CC CC , ol s ,

cC € cc . L¢ FIWTBAZ AR AR LS 22 57, M AL5E 8 S AL

s s it ey OTRBT SR (ORI A1

2 R R R B e g, KRR A O

IE: AL B CHEARFMBEIEAKF .

Job [ R SR 4R, AT 23 R el 0 B R
N BEAF B s B A2 A B IO RS0 2R
&, SRIGAE 28 wh a8 th AT R MR . e 22
M YRR R TR B AR, H b 5 i
1R AT BRI R AR R, 38 B PO HEER A
12 RFTEERSUMARERNXASEKRE

TG Z P 2R E W e = % AL
HIEIE R AE A, A58 3 5 R %0 58 BLAT A1
IR DIRESSHE o A 3Gl I BRI 3 Z Tl X 51 5
R, R (DIRERZ S EHLREEMN
F; QIR ZA BB R — AR ST R4 -

Paivio (1975b) £& ! (1) B & 45 1% 2 i (dual
coding theory)INHRE R TICL RGP —
Fhgmin ok RAE X, T REAE X B K R AR
PEOE BT g RS . REAF . FEHORIER IR, 2 —Fh
ZEALFN 1 AF B RAE o EE AN BE B i
(constructive episodic simulation hypothesis)l] A
P 2 525 000 56 A i AR Sk S AR AR A i AL
X — WA B AE T FR 98 K B8 (Kosslyn, Ganis, &
Thompson, 2006), ZEIEHE HH, 012K ¥ &
XoF =4 Gt R 194 B2 JBT DX 1) 43 A A 28 P 2% I, 31X
S gt 22 [N 28 TE S O g E BT IS, TR R
TR TEM 28 P 25 o3 A b i SRR AL, PRI
ST 45 1R 10 12 W) 7= 4 (Schacter, Gaesser, &
Addis, 2013), X B R 1E A B 56 2 5 RN bk
myad R, BRI N R, MR A
FHLHIZERL T 5E . BT, R A IMRI FBFR AL
HE— 2 RS2 T B R 42 DR w2 TR R AR
(pictorial representation)f 77 2AFFE, 5 H1 56 FKAE
I R E Y, JF B A S R0 i i X AR
KFEZ (Pearson & Kosslyn, 2015),

BRI 3R G 55 LN 5 AE FRAE J A AL
il EARRL, AASE R ITAEE TS . 5
ER BB 0 A TS B RSt A R AR, MRS

B 45 A4 & AT I« Z K [l #4956 R (second-order
isomorphism), R[4 &8 AE (1) T B8 BX & JS 8L TF4b
ORI ZEA IR R o XN [FIAE JC REDIE T RE W
LA T B R — R L FRAE, 250 % WA 5056 119
WA O BB G . 1006 38 52 R 0 0 22 37 1 I 5 e
Fa] DLiE #1%] Behrmann, Moscovitch A1 Winocur
(1994)F Servos Fll Goodale (1995) 4 J2 TASERF A &
ZLIEH, TR EAN1Y E IR A GERE S 77
SYE, WA BRTEMBED IR, HEE—R5
R RERE A SE R e RS A, Zeman 5§
A (2010) 1 % B — AR ik 2 49, A2 0 AT o] R 5
FRERIE ST, AR E THERZEET . AT,
RE 5 A BAHPIE AFAEE 2 710, W2
PLBESEM R, (HE AN D8 3R 22 T LUAE AL o Bl 2
PS5 AR, 1 B AR AL T A R G 1) B e 45
o v g — S AH XA ST A A o

o BT 14 10 1A T 98 DA Bl 2 AL L 0 R R o R
HE— LB IE T L3R 5 LA 2 (R AEAE 2 AR AR
52 % 24k, Dijkstra, Bosch £l van Gerven (2017)
i R AL . FREMACRNE R, BRI
PR RIATIC, G55 K Il AR 2 4 0 3 o
JEEBMEMBELIGNES AL, X5ITAR
B —2, BV TAEICIZ . W5 R e 2R 4 2 R
5 X da HP A TR 25 30 ) A R 2 BIL T (Albers, Kok,
Toni, Dijkerman, & de Lange, 2013; Bosch, Jehee,
Ferndndez, & Doeller, 2014; Lee, Kravitz, & Baker,
2012), F Hix il i E AL T B = X
I, i A7 7E T Wi (parietal area) . A iz 3f X
(premotor area) LA JZ %l I [X (frontal area); #X 1M,
Dijkstra, Zeidman, Ondobaka, van Gerven #/1 Friston
(2017)38 3 K 56 45 %4 3% #% (effective connectivity)fi¥
Ak, Hs T AW MER A Fm A A EW Y
WA ERAENZES . WIIEH K I ™= A B ot
FIBY B, A LA AR R A R AR X T
FLLOK AT B = AR, R RS ME, R
A A LT AFEGIGR, JF HaxX Al e i R
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R TR SRR o X TRk UL, AT
A R AR E R TG R B 2 6 ) S
M T RGOk, BIREAL AT B, |
e A LT RS SR AR R, it
AL, AR RS SRR A 4 I BIL o B A A R
HEZA, WATEE 2R

2 MRRKEMRARGHIMZ I

i o7 8 AR5 B AR 12 F R FRATIAR I 38 R 42
AR LR AL TR, RIS RATIRER
W8RG A AR G 2 BRI T T RE .

{3 F Brodmann 17 X V1 K2 315 5
I — N EZEXE, WEEMERENENAE
WEYVBERW X, FH, XTFELAERNEL
W5 FEAR Bl %8 VI X & JF (Bridge, Harrold, Holmes,
Stokes, & Kennard, 2012; Roelfsema & de Lange,
2016).

MIATVE B —AF AR, I R 2% I
HIn TS 2 IR B B . B e K5 B
ik 4 A M 4R % (lateral geniculate nucleus)f& i
B V1 X, RGBT e 9 A58 X dk (Pearson
& Kosslyn, 2015), IBAFEX ], V1 X B E
TEREMAE YR 7 AR P AN B T B8 (perceptual
anticipation theory), 4§ AfTiRZIHL TR H C AEHE
B — Y s E A, S7E VI Ky
a6 F A Y B X 3R A (Kosslyn &
Thompson, 2003), %X —HiE, &T RGN
AL 38 B A2 LU AR T8 A T T
(inferior temporal lobe), 24 V1 X A,
HE AW AR A, Kosslyn Ay, A
A A R T B AR TR B <IN [, TR — A E
BT R R, ZEEENGERIE, BB
V1 XA EBFALEREIE, XUl V1 XA Refr
E—DPEHLH], 05T RAF YIRS 5 i A
MAERRE, A BB KM 5 B EHE A RS
(Kosslyn & Thompson, 2003), i Albers Z¢ A (2013)
BRIt — 2 Z 8, VI XKEZ—D TR B
(blackboard)” I /EFH, AT Ab3 [ T i L (4 8
BN H BN AL EER S . X RS I
ST VI KRR —RIE MG R M T AN
MBZ AT WAL

HRFELZARZ AN BTN T 2E 745
BRI RIE NFEAL G5 B I, Azl

FERYE . R T AR 25 . 1 X R 22 R Y
KA, FIREZE R TR X5, Rl 2 V1 X
FIYER, PR IE & XA KA 4R 05 T 5 3 2.0 B 55
GLRRAE AR G 10 50 A HE R A0S, B EL AR SE 4R AiE 119
G, IEMMIIRC LIS T X MR, FRE
T S D S R R R SRR (N B &S
A . SR ) HEAT R, I8 A RNECR R A =k
TN A i )8, DA N T AL TR P S R
Ji e O A X 22 [ Y PR EROC R o IXNEE TR JZ LG
FEAE Y G A A T8 AT IR AR R A VI X
MR ZETE S, M b T o BE R Pk 09 & 7 e 4 10
B TE K H AR 4 19 18] - (Naselaris et al., 2015).
R EIEW] T A GR AR, VI XERAE T Bk
IR S B . v — i, PR 22k 3=
SRR P A A 25 S RN 2 25 SRR RGOk,
RV XEARMK, 28 W e AR I #E . B3
PR T AR M RE TR L BUsk B BRI (Schwarzkopf
& Rees, 2013), AT, V1 X FREAEA, WL
JE % = . Bergmann, Geng, Kohler, Singer I Pearson
(2016) 7 YR A By MR A 12 )22 WS 5 R B 9E 3R
SO RIS VI KZRIPER. SRAEHR
REWMEE VI KERBERNEAAER, BI VI X
FE RN ] e AR TR R A MR GAE P
V1 KERBINRIEMSE, Hf v Ky
R ARG BRI R B V). VI X RES 3RAT]
TR B2 B 9 28 3R NS R A0 2% vl 2 1 R S A
fFa, Bk, FRATHEM, W58 2% b 25 1 pl 28 HL )
A REAAAET VI X,

MR R G IR FT R TR, VI R
HURRAE BRI IR 2 M 38 7 1R {7 B (Kok, Failing,
& de Lange, 2014), EicSY5 T8 & KFERIIAH
JINT. . Naselaris ¢ A\ (2015 5TAIER T, #iak
AR B EAZ T I E Je 9 5 A iR 2 T #
JRJZMBERHE RIFEAS 2 98 . T Roelfsema F1 de
Lange (2016)id i [HBTAT A AT, W T V1
XA AE S & 24 A F R e 2 ROBE N0 B AR
(multiscale cognitive blackboard)” Wi s . FFFTH
RO @ N - SN /N i 0 | K2 E O T
SET ARG AL BT AR R D R 2 ik XY
AR FTLGEST VI X P E RS RS AR
R DX, PR3 e KO B4R B AT AR BN G Y
i DX g 2 B Sfe b I E AT S SR N T, NI
HA A EE . T, VI KEHESS TR K
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%26 %

MRE AR, I HFLUE R KA R R REE 2
)45 B e 4 AR X 41

Br VI XZAk, MR A S 515 2 06
WA I, NATAT I X8 3 g, i —
L7 2R X, Ishai, Ungerleider Al Haxby (2000)
1) S5 50 SRl A SRR B R R 2 T I 00 2B
KFpRE. mLLRF R EG, 25RFHRER
L0 R G ALTE T 80 Fz J2 X 3 (extrastriate
cortex) LA K T0 i % J2 (parietal cortex) Fl % - | 2
(frontal cortex). SN TS5 WRZIEN (5= . HiFL
RO, (HIE A DX R B i it R
PO B — /N A X T RN B R A B
Y TR A T R R, MIAE R Z T gloE, 8 M
BT PR A B 12 Hh 4R TR A AR R A Y 3
BENTRBEE SR TE., FEmFRbR
W1 T Hh S Rz J2 DX B R A A BT R 3R R 288
MEEREETIEM . AR,
HBLEZ T2 A 28 53 3 A X R 5 R A X
B o] 3 H2 R R 1Y S A, fESE RS,
) A 4 VBT 2 o A B U3 ) R R Y
A (Mechelli, Price, Friston, & Ishai, 2004),2002 4F,
Ishai, Haxby #ll Ungerleider %11 1 %5 —~ 555, 8
S BRI ML AR A N AL, AL AR
TN B e s B DX, i — 20 LR K R i A
FHCAZIE LT AE M R L2 R, IREGRY
IR R — B, B AR B 4 N T AL B
L [\l (inferior occipital gyrus). fll#5:4K 9] (lateral
fusiform gyrus), _#i74(superior temporal sulcus)
FIA A A (amygdala) B G, 10 26 5 AR WG (Y
DX 3 X BB X N . BRIL=Z A0, B E ik
KT NHEFLARRET, BRI T 300 BER 2
(bilateral calcarine). ¥ Hh{&(hippocampus). L]
it (precuneus). I P {4 (intraparietal sulcus) Fl1%f T
[l (inferior frontal gyrus), H:rP#EE]TH &3R5 4,
SRR ST ERAR G T R EE XS, B
285 1 2 W AR A R T A A 3l 1) 3R 4 (Ganis,
Thompson, & Kosslyn, 2004), Hbr] i, XK
[] P Mg X Sl AR e R 2 A i Pl R R B B Y
YER .

3 REREMRMFTMEZR

Kosslyn (1980)# i iR L ITE IS IA N R
G G ARV R = AN 2R A A BB R (R L R

BRI AN Y R 2 5k = AR 4
1B, B RE N AR, EHRITRS AT
w2 AL A LT, FRATIHE R G A A
HEA T —LBWA T RS AN T,
31 N<ERCEKRRME R

“ T 7 Ab BEASE R R A i A7 AE R B TR
JERIEFACHE R T ARSI R IZRIE, HIL
WK FNAL(F B RS B4R Albers % A (2013)
BRI VL XA R 2 g g =] LR B AR5 T AR
TCRMFR SR, M 2 48 5 8 0 B oy ik
(multivariable analysis) H #% 4 TAEICIZ AL B
R & RAE 5, WS B0 Bl 78 4 5 4000
ERECTAE TR ) Ao 33 [] AR P 308 A A0 b 0 35 (o0 P
RELHBWIW, KM= R UMM &ES . Tk,
Albers 55 A SEH0ZE K —FR A i A6 S B T AR I
TEAT 55 Th R s 2R R 8 1 G B 22, 3R
Bl B T 5 — e BRI 45 AR R, fE
i e O BAH TR A R e 2R %, IF itk AT 0
PR ERE . PR R B, BT ER TIEIC2 &
P VI X SR Y 4 2 AR BRI R 1
Ml RS, RS ER S TAEICICHAE
fEHLHI DRV W E S, 774 T REHCIZE
S22 I L R G TR A LA R B T S
=] i A T ARSI LD R R 34 O R N AE,
T AR [R) 1 BEGIE S T T ARSI X R R A B
ZER AR, W Zvyagintsev 55 A (2013)3EH R4
W T TR R SR, B3R TAEIL 2T
P bE 25 (8] A Al 45 WY ol A0 I PR 08 e SR T AT . il
Baddeley Fl1 Andrade (2000)[i& T TAEICIZH )
F AT R G A RLR P WIREER, DIRES i
TR L W3 HVE FH - Gunter F1 Bodner (2008)
P2 A B 2 5 Yo AT R G RORA G, T
RGNS E, REZHM™E, ol 0, FeT
R St R LBV, I B mAl RS
A BLEE AR
32 Eh“HE-LEIERER

“HE AL P HUR R R L E BT EE,
R R FH LI TR TRE P W IEHAE
Fo 1982 4F, Ungerleider 1 Y42 Hi i 77 76 15 ]
L8 8 B (ventral visual pathway )Rl 0040 5 18 B
(dorsal visual pathway) i 25 #05 in T8 %, H
L0000 5 3 % B UR R AR I AR R S e, i
A 490 38 (6 ) 47 B A S [RIE S N T, A,
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ARTERCE BRI RIEE BEW RN, R
B, s FE A S AR S R AEAE B (S AL E
BTN TR EE R MG RGRIETH
R IR A, Kozhevnikov, Kosslyn Fl Shephard
(2005) % A 1A 119 2= G2 XA 7T 43 A 19 Aol AN ) ) 28
i, AR E S A (object imagery style)Fl%s [A]
% 7 (spatial imagery style), Fij#& {81 # A &R &
1R B R 5T HERANT, AT RTIRILETE (degraded
pictures) 5§ % (K L 56 41 19 4T 55 h R LA, HAE
23 [B] R GAT: 55 (AN BETERE ) v 1 il 58 A AR F- 1
KV EEMTHHARSERERMESZM R, £E
AR 2 [ B AT 55 Hh R UL 75, (BAE R IR R LRAT
5 WP LS A1 88 22 . Blazhenkova (2016)f# F VOSI
HVVIQ T LS TiXA45E, 2R 111
SR 9 AR 9 T4 ()30 H Y R4
W EE 1 5 FIEAL, I IR TE Z R R A2 fg
JIKF E AR SEUEs A S 4 A R 4 10 3 i
JEZ WAL R . BAREE . S EIER)
Nz () (= GES5 1 | 0B FEE ). &R TS T H
ARG EEMI, Mz mEwEmE 5
BHFREIPTFR 2 IEAH K,
33 M LI LIBERE R

FEAREE 1Y B AR B 4 JT R AR A AR
TP HEI8 R, Bk I AEs mEENES S
RSB —F A LW EPLE, BRI EE
PEFE M AG BR & AR b 5 i B AR AR I B 23 X
J& BIAT55 BT 1 BE R . AT LS A MR Y T
YEILIZ N ES, DMRIEDR Sete 2 5 241 i1 55 40 ¢
PNAERIE, SAERPFREI, AN T2
V% PRSI, AT TAR XX RSk gk o i 22 iy S5 4
AT IEM RS, XEH THRIES SHR
FERGWESIGE S, N EE I am, T
Yo7 AR R R LMY AE J1 (Hirsch & Mathews,
2012), X T iz4hie, A AT Hishitani, Miyazaki
Fll Motoyama (201 1) fBeis, ABATTIA 4> B IE
] R G LU AR BN 1) R 2 2R 3N, WIRE R T
TR E, KW A — T Rl R4
S B R HLEI, A BE [ SRR M EHER
SO BLE L AR B BRI R BIL ] 2 0 6 e
KL 4, TN ESL . Motoyama
Hishitani (2016) 58— 20 UFE S5 T K 5
AEAEX RPN RIALE], &AL T 22 M40l 5 a] X )
(left posterior cingulate gyrus), 4/~ F=A: i 1) %

GO, 2N S B IX SROE, WOE K5 4R
BRGNS 2 R L, % X R B S R
NEB IS R — B, BV B 55 AR it
R el Nl i s = Ml P 2 R e B T
(Tomasi, Ernst, Caparelli, & Chang, 2006), AJ Lk
iy 22 A 10 S5 [ AT B SR 3 R A BIL A A Y X
W, Bk, FATIN, FERZNERT, T
FEMINAE B BIRM S BE, fRdF sl b FRA1R S
Az AP A R B AR BRAR T I SR A A A R
34 HMFRERIEMEMBER

BR T BRI Tt B 5 i 2R 4 AR il =2 41,
— AN PARE T (ANAE % A R0 A B R Ayt 2 fiff
MELAEWAEAELER .

Raz, Briggs, Marks Fll Acker (1999)% B{ 4%
R R G U RGP RO R RS R
Kemps Fl Newson (2005) ¥ 57 B, XFF A6 1)
R FR G, TN B 2 W 2 AT % 0% 1 i 9%
%o SR, 76 Z R A5 T IS AT 25 i P AR
W4 2 [0 T e S fEAE 2 HAE T, L any &G oh s
TE OB LY, R M AE W WAL (Verde
etal., 2013), [H I, Palermo, Piccardi, Nori, Giusberti
1 Guariglia (2016)42 H 1 591 22 53 T LA gt g i A
EREE 015 9L rS ik e sbued il d 1S b N
AR AERMBEE S, A CVMIB #
Z%(complete visual mental imagery battery)> 35 iiE
iz, SRR T REYEFI B, R LMD
KRR R R AR A2 B R 15, X
AR T MO AR E IO 1 A R B AT I 11
T/ (Raz et al., 1999), FFLALL_E B0 T 5 72
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The system of visual imagery generation and its effect factors

LIN Yuting; ZHANG Delong; LIU Ming
(School of Psychology, South China Normal University, Guangzhou 510631, China)

Abstract: Visual mental imagery is defined as the representation of visual information in human brain

without external sensory stimuli, which plays an essential role in most of human’s mental activities. In this

paper, we reviewed a theoretical computational model of visual mental imagery and summarized the

essential components of visual imagery generation system with its corresponding neural basis. This paper

highlights that the great importance of primary visual cortex in visual imagery process as it works as a

“visual buffer” for generating visual information mentally. Factors that affect the production of visual

mental imagery were also outlined. By offering a comprehensive understanding model of the processing of

visual mental imagery, this paper may facilitate the further researches on visual mental imagery.

Key words: visual imagery; generation system; visual buffer; computational theory; neural mechanisms



