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mET kAR ¥ M ox ot

(AERIITTE OIS, T 510631) G AR KFH BRI, LR MG 264025)

X

H E AREARFTIRAE—MEZERLEEMEGT X, bl zdaant, R RMRT LA XELA >
AWHENAR, MEX—TNARGTAEGERRONMREF. RIAAKRE RGO A B, 2N T NG EZA
HREFAOERLE RN EGYEEMBE LTRGBS, FREZT ARG R T @ KRR 8 TR EFA
REF IR, RBALEEFE A S FRFAHFRT R —FFE.

KA A% BaXRME; MEF, WRES; AR

S B842

# 4 (mental imagery), INFR R, RFHYA S, #HEBhFR G IS T ] AR 5T Y i —
A TR B Sk R I S R S . X — R I,
PETE G (077 e 96 B N R i 5 B3R AE 7 =X, B
%] il =X Z= 1iF (pictorial representations), LA s 24 1 RROTHER
WfE B RAE T AR, ABKWERT BA B LR R A HYTE L AR C 40
“RhRERET A —f = LU R ThE” 25 BB, (H X X — B R AT B 0 i R IR AE 5
R OB TR, 2 H AT A T8 i 45 A he & il ., BEASH, BUERE SWMEMFT2E 5
B SR, 7O BERR ST DT 8 b, X — e B & BB R4 B Pk XL S R S W AR R
HE 75 RGBT — B =Hrxing, 2004), HE T E 4 11 MRRKEME
KR 24" (Pearson & Kosslyn, 2015). “ KR Z RLRIETEICACEAR T X 58 2 56 19 FAR 58
S T B S A ) BURTT . S —RE R RS 5 (re-experience) . WX A E, RPN
LN BE 2 A5 B FL2e M W] i R AE, siFR R L, REWAMAMELERUNEME. Fit,
5EMEN . MG MR AEA 5C (Finke, 1980; F G 1 UL AL AN AT B 2 RV I, 1T X
Shepard, 1978), %5 = A-MBUERZ MK AR TEE —RGIG B ST TR G5 M N A AR AR
23 (B, I A Y (Kosslyn, 1980). UL, 7E PIE AR T R R 0 B E ST, 2k
LRI NEHAR P, REHMEEEI S HEENEN,
RESEMBUA PR S, “REZP SREHA R K O 30 41 5 114 2% 5 0 WA B R 3R
52 7% 1 F AR I LRI 9T S 2 % LA A LA Y S E T B F 5T 1. i, Galton (1880) i« 4&
FIEARTLKR, B, REFHEARHMEES, A 23" . Sheehan (1967) B2 47 % DL K
XA R FEERE LS R RAFAE T AR A Marks (1973) 4 #5625 A= 3 M it 3= (Vividness of
MHEE, BAETI, AHFRERGEHY T Visual Imagery Questionnaire, VVIQ)H#S & H 4
ZARZES R G NN IR, D& fg AR, (5B LRAFTE i, wF5R
BN o DAHHBE RS (2 E 00 B 22 0 98 X SR e 1A 2= FOR DAL 6 e G0 W B A AR W] W AR 25 =, B

Hh, Galton (1880) iz f i # il AR 41 A [l 45 =18 7™

MRS L : 2017-06-20 iﬂﬁ?ﬂ%ﬁi‘%%‘%ﬂ’rﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ\ﬁiiﬁ, M R 5
* % AR 4 BT F (31600907). T BT B A 1A 22 5 5 gl Y % ol 25 R (Sacco &
HEMEF: X, E-mail: liuming@scnu.edu.cn Reda, 1998) i3l (Marks, 1973)45 3 A 6 o 1iii H,,
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185 Bl 3 Tk D 1k 400 0 3% 0 s b HA
T BE A 7 (Cui, Jeter, Yang, Montague,
& Eagleman, 2007), FGiEH# ik J1(Marks, 1999)
SEVAAAE i B AR O . ARG M B YA 22 5 T RE
BT R g0 M LR R ik E R TR T AR
(Goldenberg et al., 1989), HAN 5 INAIYREH Y]
AHOG, T HAEAR KRR B b5 A A A 17 26 Tk
F£ (Pearson, Naselaris, Holmes, & Kosslyn, 2015).

KRGS EgaR WA A 073, TR sl
TXRZBERWE, KT REEEAENEK
SO SRS, Wk — PR T RE MK E R
I B Z MR, (HIEET 0K 3 WA
BT T A e RIA R, B &AW
—FZRR (XY, 2004), PRk, Wl ZERRF 5 X 2
G B M BT 25 5 2 ) 30E 47 % WA 1 5 o B
KRG WG — > E R,
12 RREZEER

AN B2, B3 i R R 4 s 1
HATECR A B, L0 3R 52 10 23 () JE o 1k F
RHREMZ L . NI RS BA L5
(23 ) Jg 2k, WF 5T A5 B A RRE 7 08 Bl 4 53 A
X RGN ZS B M 5 R AT T 2 oA . H
o, EE A WMAFRIERX Shepard 1.0 B iER:
(Shepard & Metzler, 1971). Kosslyn (.0 B34
(Kosslyn, 1973) . > BEJ74K(Shepard & Feng, 1972)
S R X 0 R W 0 S )| SR ED - (23 DA
B 545 R R R, BRI T e R
Sl sz A B R A S M R AR e A E T

TN 24 %6 22 01 5% 19 BT Y =AU R
R 5 ILRE SN 4L T S IEdR, HAus
A B bR R BIF I X e G R 22 S Bl Al 0 o
AL T AR AR . HSL, KLfE 1978 4,
Vandenberg 1 Kuse (1978)% A fi Bl U FR e 1 =X
L ITA AR AL R 5 A A AP A 1 3 Ak 22
St o T HALGE R 2 [AE B MR 22 5 5 H TAE
o, PATEER . MA Q15E EFE SO ENE B
F R % V] (Ernest, 1977; Knauff, Mulack, Kassubek,
Salih, & Greenlee, 2002), b5, KAEAFITUESL
B F G A5 ANE BAERAE B A4 22 7 32 M (Jordan,
Waistenberg, Heinze, Peters, & Jancke, 2002) . 4Eii%
(Roberts & Bell, 2000) . illl %4 (De & Wolford,
2002) . ¥ijw (Zacks, Michelon, Vettel, & Ojemann,
2004) 5 R . Ak, BFFEE A B T £

JEFE L0 2R G 2 R 5 1 A A 2 S R OAE A
1 Bl B VR AT RS2 NS0 O S s e X IRE e, i
JBHE, 2007), ARHEIAFIAL bR R A FE AR (Just &
Carpenter, 1985), W4 34 25 [H] {7 BHAE 1 A&
25 H5UHAFR R DL BN IR B IR B A

DE 8 B, AR 23 2 o 1 b i) 52 3 15
T, MES )5 B A B e R R 22 S O B
PR T — AW B A M fe bR, Y)SE
HES) T WFIEE X8 R A2 S 1A AR,
(EAF TR, A e e R R X T
MESFRIED FZLERE, 1 B R 028 5 8
A K A S8 IE S AE A R B v 4 T AR
(Borst & Kosslyn, 2010), {HAL 5 220 A4y
OIS, HDON T TAEICAZ 5058 i i %
FiTE T H A AR Gl a5 AR RS A 2%
T, AT L 2R G N A AT R A B R 2 F
X AN [l (7 [ A
13 MURRKAR

WAL SE RPN =, Kk AR B4 5
o B T G AR AR B2 2 A% O R AE, (H 3K A 7
RIS B R B, SR A E W TR AT
FERIFES R BN RRNE T FE
5 By —Fh AR S5 AL R, DR R B TE A
W 4 4 AT AT DR oG B S B AL, g A
SRR E M R I R A AL R RN
%% (Gosselin & Schyns, 2003; Hansen, Thompson,
Hess, & Ellemberg, 2010; Smith, Gosselin, & Schyns,
2012). fHIXFhcEe A0 A REHRRR A IR 2 5
HIFZ IR

ARk, W TR R SR HLRE S AT
TR B 22 WIF ST e BRI 58 3 2 08 B I R 7 1 ) 52 3
AH ) PR 25 B AL 60 9 a0 5 A S e, T 5K e R i )
IME B B A R RN ER 1
[F) 250 ) G B A T S 6 e A ey i 1 1 B AL R
G GE 1500 2 W5 R AN N S A7 B
AR 5 4 5, 3 SRR 3 R vy 9 5 45 22
A IR 5 ) IR e 5 LR IR Y L 49158 B A, AR UG
BLfilh b, BFIEE 0 e R RN B S LR
S R 2 52 (T BIR 3 38) R A0 58 R 4 i
% (Bergmann, Geng, Kohler, Singer, & Pearson,
2016),

B LR T2, DB TRGRE,
VLR 2 W LR R N A I A gh B . BT &
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WARAR G4 E R RIL RS, IF o0 LR 48 W 2
9 FEMPESE, SRJE N BL(750 ms)3E 4+ filik, Jfic st
B B0 0 DL S, R TR SR S
AR 35 G rp AR AR LR, X — R sh AR ol
REWE, FREAERZRENER L, -2
B WUIR 35 i B R, XEHRS
FE e 248 RN 5 B IR RAE I 2 R AE
(Lednsgim . f B Ly —E, K, FrEfE
RENEWPER E SO PORAR IR 45 8 R R R E
ArE MRS, IFo0 R R B 1 F T2, 4
Jii 2 — B — U B LN I 5% 4 il i, 105k
R AT . —BOA B N E D)
BN 25 7 R FE 8 SURRE L B IR KGR

RGNS SRR HPE N A" 1Y A B
T MIERENE RN G LM R, 59
TP 5 25 [EE BT e AR A L, X PR
A E N RERZNAEAR S RER, Wi
Gy WX A 2R R g A, AR AR s
W, XA bR, BFoEE W&
G M2z S ) S o R CHEAE I T R b & B AR R adE
T THERMEAMBT . AMUEL T 9 R 2K
EZREINNS R P EEEEEM, 1 TAEILR
(Pearson, Rademaker, & Tong, 2011)4 BeAH i 2
(Lewis, O’'Reilly, Khuu, & Pearson, 2013), i H %
IRAT 55 05 ot 5 B ) 80728 4 5 T 3R 42 5o R 3 1T 52 i)
L8 T AE 30 12 % 1 (Chang, Lewis, & Pearson,
2013), #F—LUESE T MO8 R A —Fh SR B £E A
AU b R ERE

2 REMEERHHEEM

i G4 A 32 F R FRATIA TR R G 1 1 22 0L
WAL TR 2, WRHb A AT R BRI 25
2SR IE TRTRE . T RE BB NE RN
OGS RE, Hpeg | i SEEY T
LY SO 113 S << L 1 U ) = Ry N P
(Formisano et al., 2002), RE WL, KL ITREP K
G40 A i 2 2 S A O R R R R S A
A AR B B0 A, BRI AR ATH 5
— R (NG, 2017). MK, HEIAFZEH CIE
SR G 3o R A O R I SR i B 2 5 R Y
SLEG AR, SLER I, sy s, LA
%, R HESHERNRA X, BAEENNZ
RLAMEEF R FHONF BTSSR o157 1) 2

% (Reeder, 2016),

i AR F A K e M FRATIAR R R AR 2 57
By R 2 E Rt T AT, Goldenberg %5 (1989)#%
YLl 6 & R G (SPECT) K IR £ &
SR A= S R A B I £ S A O R R O,
FIET XA 5 i 3 e AOE ARG . 5B IMRI AR
A RIF 5%, B0 3 52 =6 A= s P R R A5 2 J2 1
BOLD {5 548 fb A7 75 i 3 IEAH X (Cui et al., 2007;
Olivetti et al., 2009), BAh, KEAFFTLEFEKHMN
B G2 (A5 A R AE S O R TR L AL
i FI45 - (Harris & Miniussi, 2006), T H 76751
ZIRIAETE 2 DO B, o0 BRE R AF 5T & L
P 32 TR0 7 3TN T2 TR AF R (AN TR ) AN 2 4 45
AE (1 fily DX (o 35 J A% B i IR 45), T P
T A O A PN R At 7R 2K 2 )2 (Butler et al.,
2006; Jordan et a., 2002), fJm, WFsEH E—A5
B IMRI A0 R )22 BB R e IR 98 3R 5 N4
0 AN R 22 S T R A 7 I 64 i 5 R e L i
Bergmann %(2016)% A K BLRLIRE S V1 X%k
T BUR /N GFUAHSE, B VL X3 1 B/ st b ]
eI ERS, MELKMMEM VI X R KN
SIERIE, Hop v X 4 RO B PR R
B, AN, VLX) B 2R F R S5 A
SEEADE, RIS RENE A — 2 A,

PEAESR, T I AR EE 1 Z AR R A5 B
75 ¥ (Multi-voxel pattern analysis, MVPA) A1
HE— R RG AR R A 2 SR T 28
MIRIFTE A o 515 G AT Ry FE Al 14 R o 4040
ST IT AN, AR R A5 BT 5 1R 24 M X Y
BEMERZENGE TR HER, XY EE -T2
HeAp i, B A3 IR O 3 BT i AR 25008 P 485 77 1)
5 4% % #H % 89 {5 B (Norman, Polyn, Detre, &
Haxby, 2006) . 3% — 4 b HHIEL 6 1 55 78 7843 % 1%
WA RRFF L R R AR, B 4R
TR A T A SR, N RS N SRR R B
FERRAE T TR AR AR A2, R WA — 5

R (kS e, FREE, CE, W ERRE, XA,
2014),

BRI, ZRER 0T 5 7e R K
TR MR T R 5 RS AR R T A
KZ IR, Hop i A R 0 2 i i A
FZgmAoAR, FAE 2000 4F Craven %5 A\ BhiE 48
18y B S AR A T e R B, AR 2 b (191
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U, NS ) R 2 G AT S [R] 14 o 22 Sl

T L 60 5 2% A4 T G 983 i 8 B K (O'Craven &
Kanwisher, 2000). 4k B AT AL, 765058
FAET, AT LB LG B )2 vl A [ 28 75 1 o
1T 43 25 (Peelen, Fei-Fei, & Kastner, 2009),
R EEL S, HE SR RN R o 2 s e L
iz F 3 3R 9 00 % 1% b (Horikawa, Tamaki,
Miyawaki, & Kamitani, 2013)., X— &M —J5 H N
RE GBS 2 4t T e, 5 —mit
FWLE PP TR FH 2 AR Z o1 7 i ko
REMWW AR AT RE . AR, FENZR
Tk, WHEE R IAE R G W P S

G BEAE I B2 J2 1) T B o B AT A 1 35 1K

Bk H A 2 FE R R AL T SC B IR 4 (Dijkstra, Bosch,
& van Gerven, 2017), MtAh, S BhfRADRIAY, 5T
RS WIS SRy S W T I eI P T
e A e, A DE 3R 4 A5 (AR B4R A 0 b 28 BE Al
AL T S IE 4 (Mourao-Miranda, Ecker, Sato, &
Brammer, 2009) ., 7EIL IR [, BF5T 5 2R FH 2 i A
i (Kay, Naselaris, Prenger, & Gallant, 2008) 5 it —
HRET RENAEMTTT, S a5 8 a1 0

SR 40 B AL UG SRR (7 39 1) 25 ) EA T 4

F05 00 S S A A 2K ke T30 A A R, DA
ST T AL ) 8 A 2 R R i e oz A X 2 D 7 R ARG
R, R FRATTECRE Ak BE i A AT PN 2 AL
T &2 (Kay et al., 2008), W NCHER I, 1EHIHE
SAE TR 3T B A ST R ) S A AR A T L)
AROZ BN R Z B, T R R R AR R
J2 R A0 2 R AR AR AL T A S TR B
R FRATTAE A PR b A R G R T T 4
1 (342 4% (Nasel aris, Olman, Stansbury, Ugurbil, &
Gallant, 2015), (E1FE &, X — & A ARAS |28
4k TR gL L TER £ S 2 4 (Pearson & Kosslyn,
2015),

B, ZRERA s #R e M4
PGB S A 2SR 2 MR, 5L
IERL N EWIOE AR ER R

3 REMFEFRHINA

(DAE LB BT A F 5 F R, R IEFE oy
1535 FNIUEIE. SEHIEWEE ARE = S s 11 1))
R, R LG DRERT FEAFAE 73 B A5 P2 AR
Z, P PR EREAE R ZE . B, 3]

T 22 52 4008 1) — A SR AT o (8 R 4 0 e AN
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GAE Ry — B A5 BN TR A AR AR A
AN T RN REARSMHE . A8 TS
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W SR ] BEAR B AT, WSS IR D 4518 v i
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(RGP ETME SN TR, 7N
Reh B HEAARVE o WEAR 2 B AE R R A4 11 i 2y
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T 505 25 i B b R VR WA R A TR . B Uk,
Fe G W AT T B e i T e DR 2 A mT T o T e AR
Kz, HABRKWRN S LIRS, £%
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FEAOBLG B B A HEES S50 B
1% 5 P 5 45 A N 1 7% (Pearson, Clifford, & Tong,
2008), 17X A 45 R A 7 A S, K S 5 e 4
W2 B AE I DI RE o PR, REAR2E AT L
15 S P74k il Dy 68 R 2 i — B 5 22 J7 X (Gross,
Crane, & Fredrickson, 2012),

BEAL, FGAR2E T n] LA N —FhF B
OGOy RE 0 E B R AL EFEK, E&
(mindfulness) ., F-AH (meditation) L K 52 i (14 1 £ )2
AR (real-time neural feedback) )72 W T4l
ABAE . WU ER RIS | SRAERE . A5 S R R A
SO T (McManus, Muse, Surawy, Hackmann,
& Williams, 2015) . il & 42 163X Lo 4 AR i 4% 0 A
FH, ARk S AR 3 0 o 18 R U P T A
REMWA, S EBM RS, Xa0E 5 A
PR A O A A SO AR SR AR, TR X R
ZRE 1 I A PR AR R BE L] AT A3 4 k3
it 10 i Ty BB DR S 11 2% Je A8 Ak B 34 (Blackweel | et al.,
2013),

4 RE
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Theindividual difference of visual mental imagery and its neural basis
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Abstract: Visual mental imagery is an important way of information representation for human being.
Compared with working memory and attention, visual mental imagery sheds more light on the subjective
contents which are different strikingly among individuals. With the perspective of individual differences, we
review the various individual performances and the underlying neural basis of visual mental imagery. We
also explore some potential applications and future directions of visual mental imagery. This review will
lead to a better understanding of the nature of individual differencesin visual mental imagery and accelerate
the development in the research field.
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