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W OE BURRA e DB E R A EBRAE A 2T . MR ERUE R 48, 5 OE 5 BURAR, AR5 4
Bakegar A k. EAMEEAK, ZIEARTBRRRN R T IS5, L F AR HENER SHHEK
FRT X — L REARMTG e T 45 F A Gab 2 hah, £, KHEEAEBKRBE TR PHOERA LT —
R A GGk, s, M e TR A e Tk 4 B AR R T M A T AL R A R, fast
TFHF A LA Q40T RASTEHFE—ESH., AREZH TR ZABGHRBRBRT, BT K586
B, TEAKRELMBEABIRER L BEA A SBUL G MARE B2 .

KA BAREIE R, k8 M T
DES B84

ERNF A E PR E M X g, AR
RS FL—FE, MIRATIRME GOy . F8 . 0.
FREE . WE] s 44 E 2 Ak &5 B (de
Gelder, 2016), BARERWIFFH, WAL— B 5
E WA BIF T SUR A £ S, ), BriE s
GEBWR IR, A T AL AR A 2 58 A e 2 [ 2

FEMEM (de Gelder, 2016; FEWN, Z5(5E, KM,

FRPCHR, 2015; JuBE, BRIAR, ok REE, B30,
2014), L&, AR — S BISCE BE BB NS 15 v T
RRERM A, B, AmAL . IR IR R A
AT, AR XEEL 2 A GEULEE TR 1 2 Al B THI
TRRFAE, BB B SRR A A L 458 R
(Stein, Sterzer, & Peelen, 2012),

48 B RV (inversion effect) i F T4 44 )
WP, BFRENCENERRZET T
43 TR LRI At 44 26 08 vy 3R i o 12 7 =X
an, R, THE) (Yin, 1969), KLW5E A A
BN JE YR A IE N T (configural processing) 1Y
— BRI G SR A n] DL A R AL
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M e L TR

B2 R LA W A AR 50 3 28 P (A iR FH %) 2 A T
TR, BEEFRMEARMERE, AR
A4 7 1L 3 L TOAS 1 ol SR e ) P A o3 I
It % BLT A AL A9 B 44 8] 800 (body  inversion
effect), BR8] 5 B3 44 ) 15U51 1 4 241K F X O
SRR S . BT R . HRGE
SRR L, TR B R R B R B L IR
iR ¥ {fK(Reed, Stone, Bozova, & Tanaka, 2003;
Reed, Stone, Grubb, Mcgoldrick, 2006), Xt #HH
T P A0 2 A A LA A St P A g R S
T, JTEe4E ZEAFAH 2% HL {7 (event-related potential,
ERP) . T fig P #% 3L ¥R B 18 (functional magnetic
resonance imaging, fMRI)FIZ:/GifE H# (transcranial
magnetic stimulation, TMS)Z i R AV & &N
HIF 5 25 A TR 50 P A 38 5 2550 17 LA % I ST IR A A4 T T
THReEALH SP LR RAE T AT RE. FRATMAR
UL [ BT A 158 8 480 0 A 5 v 3 AT S R HL
TIUESE ) & T 5 X — SRR E AT R B e
i 1A 5 10 3k I A 0 S8 45 AR v ) AN (] R B B
oy, & EIRVT T A OGSk AT B AL B 5] B
HR PR, AR5 o AR f5) A P B A R AR A T
TS, 30 T 32 S5l v AR S ke Y ) R DA R AT 4R 5T
JrinHEAT R EE, LI A JE AH G ST R it —E 1Y

e 1 =Y,
HE 5
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1 B & R A L R AL )

11 ZHpREEENE

JRCVR 8] 8 A0 e P Reed 45 A(2003) % K,
A AT 1o 1K AR [R) SR (] ) B i LR RON
3D B A IO (AL 5 AT AR B MR LS 7T e A
biomechanically possible or impossible body postures)
G BRSO, K Le BT — 2 S, — 2R
S 30 SR A KR 3K A R YOGS 114 S ) A o A
FREER VR, GHEMIL, ASEHELLFT fe Bk
W37 2R T AR £ RN, BB B AR AR I A
R AR T HIE LA E, SO B (HOAR
FFE NAAHE 3 1 BRI R JF R A% Kt 2l i )
RN B, Reed 25 A (2006) fd FHAH [ Y 5236 5631,
PE— 28 L #8138 4 AR (part body) 5 52 %% ¥ ik
(whole body) . &L ¥ KA (scrambled body)5 5¢ 4 ik
A (intact body) , — 2 i A (half body) (£235% L/ T2
JECAAR RN 26 /4 2 JBAAR) 5 58 2 A& (whole bodly ) H ##4
XS] & B EIE RN . g5 RAB, HA TR
PE -k e NpalE S O N AR S 1 LN DS
PR HE RO AR T R

Z 5, WEEEEATE H T AN IR 25 0 5okt
WK B N AR R (gray-scale figure, HAIERIE
BT T AEALBE) (Arizpe, Mckean, Tsao, & Chan,
2017; Brandman & Yovel, 2010; Minnebusch, Suchan,
& Daum, 2009; Mohamed, Neumann, & Schweinberger,
2011) 221k 3D A& F (black and white 3D figure,
HfL B 415 EAHIE) (Tao, Zeng, & Sun, 2014),
15 (point-light sequence) (Chang & Troje, 2009)
A, HAT R A R SRR T 58 B IR 10 ) ' R0
MAZ S BER T, IR ] 8 00 B A 25 R R ALY
— B BRI ERE M
1.2 B8 E RS B9 B 4L )

N170 2 fRe S W I FL 48] % (1) — A 21 2
ERP #5475 (Bentin, Allison, Puce, Perez, & Mccarthy,
2009; Rossion & Jacques, 2008), Bi#IKEMIE A
B, B LTI & N170 B0 SR | RIS
+ (Maurer, Le Grand, Mondloch, 2002; %,
AR, 2011) 0 Z IR VF 28 XAESE T N170 1
G AE BB B RON TP IAE T . B4n, Stekelenburg
Ml de Gelder (2004) i) i i 2 B IE 57 15 8] B 1Y
fLo SE R ACRIEE 7, R AT T R
Jii), FEic s H G i A o LR AR R, SRS
TR0 LB AR L, 5] 1o FL RIS A T 175 & 19 N170

BETE R . WK, BRI, LA B RN R
PRI N170 72 At [F) A% A7 7E T OR8] 8 200
IF HZ 45 R0 45 3 1 A BF 5T 19 3 Uk R S
(Minnebusch et al., 2009; Mohamed et al., 2011;
Tao et al., 2014), K tk, N170 B L) RE & SURMUAETE
T AL A, AR PR AN T A, AR
B EA W ZI T HAL ERP B4 4L, filan,
Mohamed %5 A (2011) & IELIX P100 43 (L FRVE
P1 W) ARG KT o 3% 5 Ttier 1 Taylo X T
LB B RN (1 BIFFE 45 SR AH L (Itier & Taylor, 2004a,
2004b, 2004c), P1 B4 H A 59
FRAE N T A 5% (Luck, 2014) . SR04 — Lo fF 55 3
A AR N AR RS B ARAE PL OB b
225 (Minnebusch et al., 2009; Stekelenburg & de
Gelder, 2004; Tao et al., 2014), X 7] & 5 HL 5
PR G, MR, B PR E AR B T
1) B D e SGE A T R — 2 HRTE

TE G AR B FE b, N T L AR A 1) o e
SERG X 2 28 R BLAIESE . Hor, T ALk
X 38, 3= AL FE AL 1A FL X (occipital face area). 14
IR 8] T fL X (fusiform face area, FFA)FI# | ¥4
(superior temporal sulcus) (Shao, Weng, & He, 2017;
Yovel & Kanwisher, 2005); JE{AR 5% £ X daf 3= 22
A0, 55 A 204K A4 B A X (extrastriate body area,
EBA) A AR 8] B & [X. (fusiform body area, FBA)
(Peelen & Downing, 2007; Soria & Suchan, 2015),
YER T RME R AR AR, TMS Ay A ] 5 2%
NLAAIT TR AL T A S B o LR Ji BT TS )
Je B A 28 T R R P T B, A R 0 A g S Ak
X, IF A DL 4E $F — Bt B} (8] (Lefaucheur et al.,
2014), Urgesi % A(2007)FIF TMS [ 2e )i 3%,
PRIE T REKTTIE 3l DX A DX A T DX 7
PRI I T g BRR AR T o AT SEE 3R DC A A
% (delayed matching-to-sample task)[a] #f {52 #L 1E
LR B A RS RO R (B A I, sample
stimulus), 2R B g = 52 B0 0% 58 EovT o ik
A A, I TR R 150 ms
TE/E JE M FTI2 3)) B2 )2 (left ventral premotor cortex,
vPMc). £l EBA. AT _F /N (right superior
parietal lobe, SPL)FIAMIKIZANYE B )= (right primary
visual cortex, V1)Hii—A~Xfk#h(dual-pulse, [A]
H 100 ms), Z5R LM, M| vPMe AT T XS
T IE ST M UC BC ) T R 55 AR B, 4 EBA
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SRITHEAE: TR OR R A 18] 500 29

8 WA T B (B PR MRS 3, X LE ST AR )
TCREM o 5T 5 A, AR T ST B A 1Y
U R FH A 2 T8 i T =K, 0 R AR U R R
PR E N T 730, 458 RIRSIRas R, Wi
INH, EREBEMEIEMTS vPMe % PIAHE,
I EBA %2 5 RO )R B R AE N T

SR, BT FBA {7 T RIEIRAL, BF5EHTC
VAT TMS HOR R ST HAE e A8 & 00 i AR
. RILTEZ GBS AF, Brandman F1 Yovel
(2010)ff FH T IMRIFE— W58 T AR IR PR P A X
RV FL 2 4 A i DX A SR A SR T v i A AL
il Z5R KB, EBA Il FBA X 1F 37 5 8] B 1 5¢ 4%
JHAR B T AR OIS R BE, 1T FFA X IE 758
% A B R B T T R Y 3 1V &Y (adaptation
effect), BIV5 B 3 A1 5] 9 c % 15 37 A4 I EOA HE,
YL A IE 57 BRI By AR, FRA B9 380
FEEE TR o 2 J5 OWFIE R S 1 X —45 R (Brandman
& Yovel, 2016). i H, LIS XL HZ
FFA)/E LA SE #8018 Bofk . Jo sk BT ot . TSk (1
AR LR R S SRR B 2 R SR B 1 AR A
A, 454 Yovel, Pelc A1 Lubetzky (2010)HI4T M2
WFFE 45 3, Brandman A1 Yovel ARy, I FLiE £ X
BYTE 57 B ST A b R I RS N I s
A 50 2 AL (B R I AL AR T = A
IR AL, Wik e R BT Sk
FRAE NS AR I T rb g AR

gil, A=A —, %8 Ek
Tt 4 420 B 008 B MBI R F S AT, 5 R A A R
TN X AT RESS & vPMe Fll FFA, i 5 i {4
JRy R RN AR OC Y IR X AT REPY S EBA. Mo,
Brandman Fl Yovel (2010)AY fMRI #5745 SFAE,
E AR N i A b, 2 1AL (B0 ) i AL
TITERAE ], A Ao T . (HX LTS5
H BT & B SRR BE B 1 X S5 (EBA, FBA)YE M
RSN DA 55 I BE R S R B L) RE X (Peelen
& Downing, 2007, Taylor, Wiggett & Downing, 2007)
R4 —5, fn, 7 Taylor % A(2007) 555,
TF 92 30 30 5 B AN 1) 22 YR K T 109 JBCAA TR 38 (DA B
—FHE B E AR LB, FBA 1R85 8 K im AU
AR B3 50 B A R R TR S5 R I A DA O 5
7E Brandman F Yovel (2010)AY3X s fMRI BF5 H1,
T 5% 3 VAT TR AR 5 Al BB AR 388 3 e 2 o Jo A £
RN B, AR T o8 R AR R TG Sk J AR

T A0 ORI B0, PR T O S G 5 R T A
Sk AR SE B AN T A i RO I — S5
HBZ BT 8 =, Sk R BRI L AR A
R ERPI AR 7, %500 58 5 AR A1 TE
S A B BR ST TR T 0 Sk i He B A BRI,
A PR TR SR B, RSk R A E Y
SERE A BEAT S ABUE . PRI AR R BTt AT LA
KILA AT, AR A 25 35070 0 58 B M1
PRSB804 2 ML, B S A A X S
T L A28 P DX B PR AR i b B D RE R L

2 KEME R AR B EN N P RIER

HNEGT A&, Brandman F1 Yovel (2010)fY fMRI
R L5 R R, FFA AL S8 8 v AR i = il
T WO, 20 A ) TG Sk e A R R B M A
3, PR O D A 380 Ak A e Lo T AL A
F7 A, A5 B NS RO T b O B AR
FH o SR S5 5% R AR BT T 1R, 4R 5T ST
AR B0 P A4 FH G2 Minnebusch 25 A (2009)
M

Minnebusch 45 A (2009)4F i 4 < R 4 84~ 3k
WBEFR, IFHRM TS Reed % A(2003)H LAY 52
WA, TR HLE T WA X IE S B B A G Sk i
1 (headless body)-5 5847 3k i {4 (whole body)H]
O U RS R AR Ak . SR A, TR
PR BAT A ROIE R B T BB R B, JF
HEE SR BRI & T R PR . BRI
N170, SR, TGk AR EN ™ A 7 8] 200
i R i By v A N A ol A 7 i
SEIGSk PR, T 57 JE Sk RO & T B ORI I Y
N170 J4y. XU, BARREFmfL—8, &—
FERRIRB Y, WA SRR TALH R L1
1 2 0 X3 00 TR AR B, T 3%k 6 X = D )
b 55 T LB A T A B . IR, R
BN R EE R AT RE S WS R % B —, W
TE M Ta] et T4 Sk B U thAs |2 8,
Ik BRI S, KRB ENPUINLRZEEIH
BN B BB R, T 6 5 A TG Sk I A I Ok
VLA AE NS, DR AR TG Sk SRR R 1 i B
T,

BEJ5, Yovel %5 A(2010)ifF— 5% T ok ik
R A S5 RN RGREE . ]84
TR 5 —, TSR A T8 B A 2%
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BB E ROV IR B, SRR BE B R
AP RERRVER . IR 2 R T IESLMEE
1) 58 3 R A 55 96 Sk 1B PR ) 35 0T e U R B, X
KT BE ARG BN, FAEAS
Minnebusch %5 A (2009)4R &5 HH 250U A% JC Sk B A5
BN PR IG . S 3 X 0 4% B TR AR
(armless body)FIJo— % 1A (legless body )il i#
XHEAT T EER, ¥R T EIERN, RILEE T
ik —, FESCE 5 i T Sk EBARfb B {4 (varied-
head body) 13k [& & JE 4K (fixed-head body)Hli4
XF, HE RS DA O AR, S ER, EE
RZo SR EIM, RSB RARRNEY 7R T B
F S RN, F S S I e PR 1 ] AN ¥
BB K . 45 AT E SR 45 2R, Yovel
SN (2010)IN Ty, Sk AF B0 TR A 4
ZAEH, YA RER X — 4R, HR A
Gkt o % TR, [ARE, Mohamed %5 A (2011)fifi ]
To 3k B AR AT (R SEBG I 5T & B T AR 45 5 o
ZRA DL B SIS Reed 55 A (2006) W 5E 45 R (&
IR 58 e I A 0 A /A 2 R R B RN ), FRATTAT LA
KI, BRI N BB AT T AR AR B Y
B\, (HEHA TG REE — I a, RIEE
B AAEAE T 3K 05 B 50 B A B sl oA B 1 e
W o XA REE T AR AT A 2
ST 55 B 32 S SR 0 X MO Sk R S B
PRI, AR T Il R AR ke 2, Sk 30 e 2 o Ji
PRS2 M B K X — it A5 2 TR sh AR
7 ¥¥#(Arizpe et al., 2017; Tao & Sun, 2013),

SR, WA — LR ERIN T AR,
41, Soria Bauser il Suchan (2013)fdi F o3k A& [
R AR SESS A REI, EAT A 0 A |34
T R EMEIE RV, Robbins Fl Coltheart (2012)
WA BT Ik BAR B BB . Tao 48 A (2014)
DN B AT IE ST R B SR A TGSk IR K T
PR FNEL e B AR 1A 1R 530 B 4 B e AR Ak, 45 3R A B1
SEAE RN TE S TR T R A 4 R B T 5 2 A 45
BN o PR, AT R Y — B B T
TENE R, WA Z LI IK T MEH . XTi%
SR S HT AL A 2L, Tao % A (2014)H
HIags Ry 3efe 2z AL R 22 5, Bk,
Tao & AWF5T A2 B QB ) B, - HALTTR A
2 3D BRI Fr, 5 R 800 R B T AL
5 S AL A JHR ) R R LS AR I A BT X

ZRETAT IS, BATI AT LG EAW
MTEMM . S, TTGE T S AR R TG
S B M R TR Sk AR B AR, X AR X Sk
TG B S B EG . HRRT kF 4R
{58, 568 I ) Sk A5 23 Iy A 4 3k i %
PAEE . LB AA A, AMTERES e
PIAN AR TRI A9 22 50 XTI, {CA Yovel 48 A(2010)
MIAT M SEEGHEAT T H A9 55 =, JoSk Bk
5 Yovel 5 A (2010)3Z 56 3 v 1% JC i il JB 14 25 T
i PR A ) 35 - S 8 T B s R B < AN S Sl 0 1
WM R, ERTAETEY, AR RR LI
SRR L, ARk 253k 3 I A AR H R AN T] BEAF
TERY, B BRAEISI . L, BFSE X Al
IS (TG 3k I 44 5 mT B B SO 4 (TG B JR 8 T
B FH A Y TR) A Sy < AN 58 8 TR T AE — R LE B AN
BIE N, X5 20 03k A 22 it LR BOR
[R50 B A5 T ) S R PR o &3 B TR, A Sk
SAE BB B AN T B VR AT AR AE — 2 19 3 RN
G, A KRB R REASE ) #E— DA 5T

3 RREIER AR IE AR

KREWRHE LB —F NNy, BIE R
I TR —Mbri& . M T 248 X M IE A5 B
L, HFEEM KRN 5IB RS &
SEWH, FHEME, 2011), Gauthier 45 A (1997;
1998)I\ Ky, #TE N T ] g idi & T A4 %
W AR R, BT R A S5 A R, BT
[R50 G2 2z [ B AR /N X3, I HL# ek
R TR . Bk, AT LA S+ A M TE
N X T FL R B R 8 3 L W A R 2, ]
M5 2, Z T LL 27 A 1AL R A 2 A0 ' 3800,
2 B A ATTAE PR3 T ST T LR R AR FH 8 2 A T
Iy, TENE R Tl R, A SET
PUNRST TR . HETA Ik, RO B8 00 5
MR SE Maurer 558 AR H BH9TE in T3
(Maurer et al., 2002)f1 Reed %5 A2t fF I Jin T
T 22w PP (configural processing continuum theory)
(Reed et al., 2006), X HiFELE AR S & T HIEIN
AR AR RO A T AR, (X T AR i T
E T, XA IR TR — S A
31 HMfMmIEg

Maurer 46 A (2002) #F T fLEI &S00, $#iH
THPIE N TR . AT A AR RO E LY %
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SRITHEAE: TR OR R A 18] 500 31

%, i A EE 7 V3 BT % T L 5y R TR i Ty =X
o AN T R A AL AR XA AR IE AR A
T, AL A R RRIE Z ] G R BN T R, 4
JE T AT AR 532 =R 2R . — B B0 T (first-
order relation processing) . #&{AJj1 T (holistic processing)
1B BN T.(second-order relation processing),
It BB BT LIg AT N T R — R e A, Hor,
— B {5 S A R B R R T I i
“Xf & FRFIEZ [B] DG R AT,

— i {5 B A NS A LR 3 22 R A X A7
BRFR I, BT, K AR T XL
TR o, S S AL T AR A A
G — M REFT LA 5 20 8 43 =22 1] 1 1E 55 A8
XF L OG FR, DAk $R A0 A R — B 45 R
IEH R HPEAE R — O (5 S S B AL
J MR I, R 1E S A B i s BT R, O
HARP A 3 ({5 B ALV (Reed et al., 2006; Soria
Bauser & Suchan, 2013), X Ut B —B 5 B T4}
TENT BRI 5 AR W, 2O R e — L ]
AR B — 15 SR A A Sy S A4 L 5 (Tao
et al.,, 2014153 T ¥k, B4, Brandman
Yovel (2016)F& 4t A7 & e A4 JE 1 22 HIL T 1) 265
—AMEYE, AT S5 S A F A — R R e
F1% 572 8 T AR T — B £ JEL A L FB A 1) ik 883 155
Blo SRR, Tk EE BAAE S &, SELT K
RH E, EBA I FBA # X 5% 4 J 1A 6 Bt 5 A 1Y
S o

BRI T8 ATV ) T4 B A 2 — A
PRI, 3t (A AR AR SR SRR AE 1 Jon T AR
3 e B RME o 2O U B R EE 2Ok A T8 K
BV (composite  effect)” A1 43— 4 fA 1R 51 % h;
(part-whole recognition effect)”, H& &T5 Y&
JRc A i B BT AR R AR RIAMA R, TR
R B AR A T A R O TR S R S
B E T B 7E— R/ (Willems, Vrancken,
Germeys, & Verfaillie, 2014), X @7, 244 B
SEBAA N, e N IRIEE B R E A G
T2, PR R TR IR A0 TR 52 3 R
RN TR SE A 5 AR A 1 SR R AR AE
A 5% o B R B0 T 5 5 B (Harris, Vyas, &
Reed, 2016; Rezlescu, Susilo, Wilmer, & Caramazza,
2017; Tanaka & Farah, 1993), iX th 3 B7E i A0
SRS 5 SRR N AR XS o7 A (5 2 T

T E R R A A AR 43 =2 [ B R S
(] BE RS, i an, XCHR 22 M) s 5 I 2 (] Y FE B
— BB F 5¥ UE B (Le Grand, Mondloch, Maurer, &
Brent, 2001; Haig, 2013), 420725 1 £L N 3R 4E 22
[i] P B B, VT AT AR PR bl o 2 1 3 2B A B
F IR LR B A RSO, R 2 T LB
AATTAR MEACR 3 — o TR, B {5 A J A
FBEH AV R RS B E4E, X AR th TS5 m
FUAR L, B A - 20 RS 43 22 8] AT R 14 B 2 728 AL i
JEFAE A s (A AR B, PR A S 30 F 5 v AN B
P o BT XA A, AT EA R, B
FEHE AT LATESR I P IS 5 KT = TR A9 B2 .
MBS a  h ZR 2 R) A R AR b, I BRI
NR GEN = N A e B i el TR SR S e R
K2 5% (5 AR AR i Tk #R e i T
HARTTERGE RS - B B, SR RE R
S B S AR M A R R
RAEAT 2T I, A A BRI AR Al 7
X [R] AR B A AR T SR R
32 MEMIEZESEE

Reed 5 A (2006) 8 WF 53 Ji (4245 B 3% 7 s %o
Maurer S5 NI I0 T3S 4T T A&, JF4h
TRTE I CiE S A TR B, FRIE
Jin T (featural processing) F1#4 #Z Jin T.FF A =& 5¢ 4
XS B o RN T (28 Jm 300 T2) 5 M IR o T 53 £
TS A, ) o B A — R R
BT, 4585 BN T (structural information processing)
MZBE ST =

T4, AT AT I % i — i i <R AR
T B FR R340 T (part processing) . 43 T
(componential processing) . Z ¢ Jill T. (piecemeal
processing) B 43T I T-(analytic processing), Af]
Xof AR 22 W VR B R0 AN AR T T 49 1 2% 2 B 73
Z[B) 25 () 5G ZR T, T B X A R 0
HE R IEAR BN T.(Cave & Kosslyn, 1993), 3 HixX
SRR B M WA AT BRI BN, R
AN IR FE T H 3 FRRIE IR 5 1 — 251K . Cabeza
5 Kato FYBIFFE(2000)F M, FFEAN T 5 R A0 T
T FL U AR E 2 1 L AR 4 7 e AR
I B AL AR AEAR 2 9 B 1 Fi it
2x g AR (de Gelder et al., 2010), FATAT
PUIEARIN Ay, 408 0 15 R A in 7 JR A U]
WAL,
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HR, — B (s B T AR R8s 4 S
53 Z IR A A B G R Bm T, AR I 5 SR
TR S5 2 UOR BRI 75y . BRe—Bir {5 8
ZAb, VR RE BT TE ) PR R A S5 K 2 U T A
X7 B B AR 2, Reed %5 A (2006)%4 1 Fif

R BFRZ LR 5 2 o N, X T B AR Aok U,

KT A F Ty L, oy F R AR
M), MAF B E T Bk IR 2 R g5 . 7]
PIUk, <ZhRAE B2 X < — M5 8 A i
—A0Ak, ERREIET RATH I N Tad
S R QRN % N S 1l 11155 S5 [ B v o B S
BT Ao AEARSRAFSE Y, FRATATLUE i B AL IR
SRR 285 K 5 S A TR 9 LA AR 80 20 M A
PN AR VR . e, X B R Y AR AT
Pig: REEESIKT . IKT5 TR E A X
PLE R R — I ER), BUE R 5Tk
B2 [ R R LA, Gndgeds b B, fiH A
A AR B4y 2 —, DL IR AN FEA T2 i
P E . Reed 25 A (2006)I\ R, “&5 k(5 2T
TG — B BN AT I Lk
B, FRE— SR B E R T,

WJE, TN T %L 5 5 — i fY 2 < 0%
PR N T o SRR I TR 48 AT — 2k
B RN PR, 250 T8 i P i 5 e — 0 3
FEHEFEAT He A DA R 0 0 S (B A 43 A0 Y
VERC). fan, ROARS T ARAE . AR E Z ) 1y 28
B SEF . FIEZ R AT RE RS | 45 AE 5 A 1A
7 5 1Y 6 R (5 B BRI ATE —BUb iR P, i
AT T3 B R B2 32 20 R R B S X — 1
M2 TR HE B o A X IR AAR TR 1) 75 T B 58 S AR
w4 A, Reed 5 A (2006)7E H92 56 3 Rtk AT 1 F
5o FHorr, AT A T 2 RO (B AE LKl 43
F 0 b/ 2 BRI L 2 A 4 08 224 R
5 oe s R e . Hop, B/ AR A
e /A 2 AR YR B T 38 2 1 — B (5 B B /s
B AR, B TEIRRLEL BRI, A
A AR PR B T BB AR AE B . LA R L B,
AN 58 B AT A T BN, DA B A Y
Ze /A AR AR = AR T BB B RO . X AR,
I F ST BT BB BL A0 T X B AU Sk v
NEMBTFN . I, Reed 25 A (2006)IA A B A 31
PRI T B AN SR SE R AR (5 2., 41
B A 2 (hn, AR B Sk 3B 22 3 B AN S8 B B )

RE T AT A 3 2 A n T

LR LIRATAT LRI, X RS A AT
TR FRA I, BEET —E M bE
BER ., SEAYE, Reed 25 A (2006) T iX
BTy, (ERTE N T 7% 2 it btk — 25 4R
TgEMER S, HAN, ERTEIN TS,
Maurer %5 A (2002)Jf 2K XF <343 m T #4718 3R,
MAEAS TN T2 3 P, Reed 55 A(2006) 1]
WA 136 ] T MRS £ 2 i R T A S A B
T A B Sy, (HR A T P A T AL
PO AR A Can, SR MER . SR mi{ER
B2, R T 0 BRI O R U T
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Theinversion effect of body recognition
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Abstract: The studies for body recognition processing often focus on inverted body. And the body inversion
effect refers to the fact that the reaction time to identify the inverted body is longer and the correct rate is
lower than that to the upright body. Recently, researchers have used a variety of techniques to examine the
effect and its configural processing mechanism, in which there are still controversy about the role of head
information. In addition, now available body inversion effect mainly concentrated on the configural processing
theory and the configural processing continuum theory, however there are still some discrepancies between
the two theories in terms of the subcomponents involved in the configural processing. Further researches,
with more special populations involved, can focus on the improvements of relevant theories and the specific
role of head information, through using materials of high ecological validity.

Key words: body inversion effect; head information; configural processing theory; configural processing

continuum theory





