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Hiusser, 2016; R4, 2474, TH, 2014), &~
7 8% 30 L ) A 22 O 0% 8 T ) i A K B A5 A
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FERVEWT I Bt B A8 T st . il
FHZGAN Y 55 [ PR 00 o A Bl R A S AR AT
PR 2, B TIEE & Je REVT I B i
MRAE A= A ) A TE i B B 584 W WT 9645 5 B TR,
BT FA T 5 3 25 (early auditory deprivation),
X BUMATT Y W D8 K )7 AR DG B P TR A b
SR R, FX T e AL BRI AR B R, O
B Bl B 5 T A 1B % (Campbell & Sharma,
2014; Shinn-Cunningham & Best, 2008; KH, Bk
BH, 2003), I, ASCHYSE — A FE N
I 5 340 25 X6 W 0 B )2 R T RS

28 3 BT e R 2F 0 R AE ]E R S,
HRIVTE RGeS ERE R 7 N T H W (cochlear implant,
CHFnBhWr %% (hearing aids, HA) H B R il 223X )~
()RR T 2L, T 20 4k, A AN T H W AE)
W 38 2 AR ASWT LA, Bk i 2 1 S PR T ) B A
JLERFF RSB T hEE ., SGiRH, 2l
FANCA T 50 JTW ) it B2 s
(Mistrik, Jolly, Sieber, & Hochmair, 2018; Zeng &
Fay, 2013). X WAR (05T G5 50 1 24 2 0y 44
W5 R 25 MR R R R W IR, KM
2 ORI 38 K2 J2 )0 & J 45 Wiy i 2 J22 e 45 1%
Wi A T R Y D R T, RS AR AR Wy
NEEFEFIEN TGS EF AN 2E5%,
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e, A EE A EE N AR BT ) S
EIIRERY R

(EAF R, X T 0T g B fi & X T 5 2
AE A IF 5 22 8505 27 i BN T H- 3 5 1 W 18 4 1)
LT FEAT,  DTAIESE R X W o (0 H 2 5 1)
N SO o H T H T4 R 25 W e o A e
S, Hol g R R AE S A, DhRERE A Ik g
(functional magnetic resonance imaging, TMRI)F1Ji
104 &l i, 4% (magnetoencephalography, MEG)$% R %
b FIZ IS 58 (Kim et al., 2015), 53109 F
5% 3 F L34 #H 5C H 3 (event-related  potentials,
ERP)y &, X K¢ 2 DI RE M 58 R B R R bR o I
M JLAFESR, BEFR R L 9 JE R (Campbell
& Sharma, 2016; Sandmann et al., 2009; Viola et al.,
2012) . i B A AN T R0 58 2 Bk 4% R (Wagner,
Maurits, Maat, Baskent, & Wagner, 2018)., T[4}
1% (functional near-infrared spectroscopy, fNIRS)
(Chen, Sandmann, Thorne, Bleichner, Debener, 2016;
Ferrari & Quaresima, 2012; Olds et al., 2016)#11E
BT & 4 W )2 3§ 32 R (positron emission
tomography, PET) (Barone, Strelnikov, & Déguine,
2013; ZE3R W, Strelnikov et al., 2015a) 1) ik & J&,
ISR B TEAT T PR S o

2 BHAWRERIZFN R EINEE R RIS

TR ST 5 3 <5 2 S PR T 5 A ) BE 3 AR
A EWECE, FERRAE =T B, MR
J% JZ (primary auditory cortex, Al)3] gAY iR 1k
(Hossain, Raghunandhan, Kameswaran & Ranjith,
2013; Sharma, Dorman & Spahr, 2002; Sharma,
Dorman, & Kral, 2005), %=, Al 5KHNT &2
(secondary auditory cortex, A2)Z [A]TRE I L R
i 55 (Ponton & Eggermont, 2001; Karl, Tillein,
Heid, Hartmann & Klinke, 2004), S 3&{5 E.JC
AR RN AT ) A2 FIE % 24504, R
JEIXIT AT H R AR AR R S (Karl &
Eggermont, 2007), £f =, A2 % HAhB 58 18 18 7 H,
BT HE B 3 3 1) D) HE B 4 (Bola et al., 2017; Scott,
Karns, Dow, Stevens, & Neville, 2014), ffif50r Jy
HASE A2 XTI A T S BT RE T R
[%(Gilley & Sharma, 2010),
21 HIRFEESEHFTIEIRL

XS R 77 it JL2E 19 ERP BIF5E R B, il

TP AR s Th e 5 E W )LER BENARE, —1
SUAY YRR 2 S R VET Sy B g JLEE W ie P1OR
STTERIAE B MR . Sharma 45(2005)%
ERP 1Yy X8RI & LAY W e e T #EATRIFSY, K
IAEN TH SRR AR, X 28 LB XS & 1975 A 1
WroE P1OAVE AR LL E# JLE A B e
Sharma %7(2002). Hossain %(2013)LL % Silva %
QOIH WL I T ARMIMLE R . Wik P1 W38 fl %
PRI R JZ B AL, FZH AL 774 (Ponton,
Eggermont, Khosla, Kwong, & Don, 2002), H.&{k
W — R W e R IS P13k B W (4 B ] 1)
B, w5 AR T o g 2 AR BE 19 46 B (Sharma et
al., 2009; Tomlin & Rance, 2016). Fi/EZE LAY Pl
TR 28 300 ms, Jf Bl A 4 0 1 46 o ik 4
3874 )LER) PLIIRIIZY N 125 ms, IEH A
B P1 R IIZ9h 60 ms (Sharma et al., 2002;
Sharma, Campbell & Cardon; 2015; Stephen et al.,
2017), AFFE o, e RVENT Iy Bafis LEAE CLAEA
WIAE PL WIS 350 ms ity #IRI4EIE
BOIEH LA B 2 4E K (Sharma et al., 2005), 5%
FHINN, BRIATRE R T Al PRERIEE L
A FriE b (Hossain et al., 2013; Sharma et al.,
2002),

Neville £ A (1998)FH tMRI B Bt &3, 14
JRCNTE AT B 352 I i AR 31 14 (anterior superior
temporal sulcus, aSTS)A . #G, {H 5 R MEWT B
RERTEFI RS aSTS WA # I . aSTS kRS
5 I T4 X (Narain et al., 2003), P BFSE A
Jy, W ERIZF AT BE ST AL H aSTS Ui

Feng %5 N (2018)%t 3.5 % Z WiAYe KW 51
Bt JL B AR T H- 0 TR HEA T MRI S5 F 84 4,
I AR AR Y 0 E B LE R IS A HEAT X L, R
BT g g JLEEH . P& (medial frontal lobe)
0 0ol DX R o % B Y IR T AR L
H A3 | 7] (superior temporal gyrus, STG)Fl3i I
W2 A W o IAh, JeRPENT J7 AT L 2
R DX S T A B IR TR R L X
0 WY ST IT S0 25 3 T T B B )2 XA 6 A 1
o
2.2 HMRWEESREWTEE BT REE B 55

TG J 2 4% X sk 22 8] 14 2y B % 42 2 A\ Wi i A7
S AT o N = I o TR SR R =N R e R R R RS
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filt o Wr o A5 BAL 3 2 KM BRI, 8 Se i o T3
LEE BAAL XA AL, ST A1 B R4
FEI7E A1 AMIAY A2 (BA 42 IX) (Morosan et al.,
2001; Penfield & Roberts, 1959; Schreiner, Read, &
Sutter, 2000), B il B 5 9% Bz = (AT &)
145 (Hickok & Poeppel, 2015; Rauschecker, 2017),
[FIRER, R KRR ol A2 ) A1 #E47
B, HFEZRGE AL BBURL T )2 (infragranular
layers) (de Ribaupierre, 1997), #E47 H L1 T )
T, S OAL X E R kB L% T g
(Woldorff et al., 1993), WiHLAFFTHL, WrSEik &
A3 N1 B IR BT LA T Bz J2 0 T g%
WA K Zr=H:(Du et al., 2015; Niitinen & Picton,
1987), ZWM v ITE—E T AR AT R . I
9% 2 1R D BE 1 e 2 15 1E R 4R AR o

Ponton Fl Eggermont (2001)%} 6 % 2 J5#%
CI A PIERTE LTS, fh & B L LA
AP Lo F AR 35 X T AR L=, T ELAbAT]
4 T 5 5 % R T A B N A, BN Ry
BRG o BETEE N N1 B H T A1 FTA2 2
[&] 1% T B I 28 1 Y (Kral & Eggermont, 2007),
XS Karl 55 (2004)%F 5 1A W7 52 3425 1 A 19
3R —30. Karl AR, TAEL D520 50 3]
T, Al RAAEHARMIES, H A1 S A2 (9%
g% T EHA (de-coupling), A2 (JiHJEES 111,
IV 2L AL MGE Bt Karl %00, 5
W 5 3% 4 3 BTE T B¢ 22 5 st o7 ) GBI Y, AL
Tk A2 g R RS M, e T
PR ) AT RIS, (RSB ENT ATRY<A
TR R T R R
23 WRKEHINESEEEES

WF5E #3258 e B, R0 5 dgk 2R
i JL#E FE L5 (Gori, Chilosi, Forli, & Burr, 2017;
de Schonen, Bertoncini, Petroff, Couloigner, & Van
Den Abbeele, 2018; Schorr, Roth, & Fox, 2008) ., fil
% (Papagno, Minniti, Mattavelli, Mantovan, &
Cecchetto, 2017) ., JE{K /2 5E (Sharp, Landry, Maheu,
& Champoux, 2018)5F %4 iy R I 2 I T 1E
WL, KR 8 I 28 5 5301 W o e % R
FhE, A2 BIIIRER AR T HE, R E (AN
W58 ) B 5 I (Gilley & Sharma, 2010), M5
e R (Wr g E S ) B MR A W 43 b
fiE J1 R B (Campbell & Sharma, 2016).

Bola S N (201 R%: 1 15 #4205 T H- 0T o8
FIZF T 7 B AERA 15 ZIEw N, 1EPI 4 B
OB 2 IR W = AT HE A, JFH IMRI
AT . 45 R R IAE 5T, W ) REfs2H
B Y WT 50 K 2 B, S IR GO KR Y
PO fe AR A T 1B A T B B B
HEAEG o T A6, 16 H AL B IMEC T X W 5 ) 8T
Z AT BN AR % o T RE % B2 43 BT (conjunction
analysis) & B, Wr 77 B it g i 76 A0 06 37 2= AT
55 v 5 TE R e A T T B PRI 55 T B0 Bz R
I 311 77 2K (pattern) & BEARARL o HL3E 17 22 B AT 55
SR T Wy S R ) A2 AT AL K2 )2 =2
B DIREE . XUAHH A2 &4 T BB DIRE
4, Scott FF(2014)[) IMRI BT L, Rt
W 3 B i SR A T AN e 55 v, W 2 (B
& ADA RF S

Campbell I Sharma (2016)H & 28 & fig B, 1 5%
14 44 5~15 % BN 1 R LZE A 41 44 1EH JLE R
G55 & L L (visual evoked potentials, VEP), &
W J3 AT LAY VEP IR{ETE &, HISRII SR
R R IR, 78 VEP $iB LR, W I EEh
JLEE A M B )2 A5 3 TR0, 3 10 A
WEERAETEBIBDREEM ., Ho, MWITER
Wr S E S T AR LEA R T R TR
JRHNBE J1 5 VEP tf N1 LA AV DR 2 B 6k G
XU, WA LERN K ES S
BT OEAE S, G4 T X R, S
F B JZ RS W 5 R G T B T RE 1 055

B T LA Bl iy ar e, Xt shi it oz 1
A2 & B . Lomber, Meredith #1 Karl (2011)%} i
SRR EATITSE, BEHCT S KAk Ok BE 0 4 AT
TEH B AR AR A R, SR R 8 R 1 J Tk 4
A0 ) JR0 08 i DX S 1 v, R SR AN [ X 3 X
PO LB AE A AT 55 TP i SR I L5 . 45 2R
RI, LR IR 0, Je R MR BB 1) A
JEI BT (5 o7 BB O HER, ELADE 2 B A RN (5 B
TR, XFF AR MR R UL, X5 0T & )2
(posterior auditory filed, PAF) )& Ur 8 4540
WENLBE S TR, BT B2 /2 (dorsal zone of
auditory cortex, area DZ)I¥) 5B 7R FEAR T X AL
B2 s R RE 1 o (ESRXTFIEH A, XI0T 22
HY R TR A S WA D 8 . AT 7 33 T 40
A T R R S B T G T AR EE A WA
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A RIS X T B 3 2 S 3OV B )2 I 3 A
EARRN T B, 1INy, 4R 2800 ) e
JLEA 24 2] FiB(sign language) &, HEAH LK
WG BB 0 55 — 15 & 8 F-il(Scott et al., 2014),
FiE R EEATHFIENT, 200
MEMFIEE R REREGNES . TP, —A
RBLIR: QnAn] DX 3 W 5 B2 )22 o B 4L . T 3 1 4R T
SRR, 2T ) R R /N S TR
S, W55 # (Fine, Finney, Boynton, & Dobkins,
2005)%F /N R T35 1 1F F L E M BF 5T N —
B LA T XA, AT e L
AT SRR, AT AL B R T ) B AR
PR e Al AT T4 0 5 AC RS I . FST4E R R W,
X M /N 3 TR A A T L BE B T B 2 ORI
RIS T MThEe. Hit, FIE&DLkE
AW R SRR DR L B R R, H R 5 — i
MRIBFFE &I, B HTE L0 T2 > 400 f R4
W o R 25 28 7 #8618 5 O b 7 )2 (superior
temporal cortex, STC)7EZE A FITIRE FAYE L, H
PRI ZEM - f2 200 2 1) 52 Tl > & e
W, T A AR 7 J2 B A2 T B R 3R s e, XAz
F| FiE 2 M BRI (Cardin et al., 2013), K, X
T2 3] U QnAnT s 0 W Bz J2 1Y) 35 3 T 2) e B 2H X
— a8, ATREEEZHAFRIRER.

3 MHERBEKENENLRE

P 22 T 22 6] (1) 5 T 2 fioh ) 3 422 B RO T
PEo MET T RIS F WAL G RIRE T
Xof 33k Fofr g o Rk Y HE R T 0, RE O R B )2 Y
TR SRS R IEE I ReE S AT
BB R O 25 XA ) R T 3L, AR SR,
MEE N THIRB AR L, e R A2) 50 H
B A T ) B AR A ARAR T WY A, Mk
Z WA KT ) A8 5 RE S EA T 5 98I0 TR 1 12
3, MR R T E e A 5 X AT 3L
Wi(Li et al., 2017; Zeng, 2017; Zeng & Fay, 2013),
N T s >F 1 Wy 2 P T 5 T g R A2 1Y
SEAy, T R VT BE T i A R A TR T T i B )2
TIRE R “H e 5 oA 2 I B . I,
WF 5T 3 T Ui 56 1 48 17 B ST 0 ) 25 1 A AR AR S R
W o B R R 2 ARk, i an iy B2 )2 (1 T B
AE AR S FL A AR, A2 J2 5 J18T i 1T 5 o
T AN B O e, B B S A D RE EE AR S

5545 LA 87 0 T H A R R 5 A R R 2 (n
PRZ J2 AR 3G X388 TR i 4% 119 Rz J2 DX (A iy
U TE 5 TR T8 A AR .

3.1 HRATREINEEE MR EEXME LA R EEKFE

FA A OC LA SR 5T W ) 3 A IS WT B2 2 R
RYE S T H . Sharma % (2002)% ] ERP 1T Box}
245 TR JLAENT ) B A S 0 TG RE ) BEAT I
5%, WHETEHR R 19 /ba/ R WIWT e P1 LA AT
PRI, SRR, TE 7 & ZHiHEZ W S EE A
e LARICSES TR P1, H P RIS E
A A BYIMK, £ 3.5 P 2% CLEAHR
1 Pl WEARIITEAE AR FIE % L EE A i 25 1 4
K, BJE 3~6 NH NSRS, RAS5IERIL
HRAREER MR, 3.5 52520
NEEFZLRAEER TR, P1 ARG 2
KRB IEH KT, 78 3.5~7 % Z 4232 CLAE AT
JIRETLE R PRI WM 2% 5, Hig
ERILEA TR, MRLETE 7 2 Z 51k CI
A, BIMEZ0T 8~10 4ERUREE, P1 TR
TR EEH K-, [Hitk, Sharma 4£(2015)1A4,
Wbt AR B SR OGS A 3.5 B A . X—AFk S
Huttenlocher (1999)2¢F 4 iz J2 b 58 fil B (1) F
FARHNM <4 &30, B 3.5 2 W W &
TG v 5 22 fif T 19 S A 10 41 % (Kral & Eggermont,
2007),

M EIRBERTT LUE S, 4532 WT J) B A AR %
HEBFWRNREN L RABEI TR, TR
TEWT 58 4 J 25 R, fEARRIAE R4 CI A
AW JLERY 225, Houston il Miyamoto (2010)#f 1
AJE 13 AN HETAEA CLAITE 14~22 D H Z LA CI
9 5 RAPEWT ) et )L 3 /18 5 R AT L, &
W13 DHETEA CL AL E AR > i R )
WBERT 14~22 FHBA CIHILE, BT
SNE5 TP LB W 25 . BFST A R X
2 H TR RN i B 0 2T A5 Y S BRI L O
TR S B

Petersen, Gjedde, Wallentin Fl Vuust (2013)%
JH PET WBFR AL AR, 205 BT 38 30 35 A1
TEfG KWy dEd s, SUrad . &8 A5G0 ik
X2 o AT 5IAE CLIFHLE Y 14 K |
3ASA A6 A A X F IR RN, SR E
B, BEA T 3, T g i A A LA (]
FUH L BR8]0 080, Horh KT e e &
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JEE AR B AET D E RS 1 . Olds %
A (Q2016)R ] fNIRS F 77 05 W g B A3 W e
TR R ALE AT IS, SRS TR S AR F RS
VE R & R 45 R R B TR UK B 2 (B
TP AR T 40%) A9 W Jy T A 25 1) 7 03850 - )
WO AR R O A B 5 S HE,
HIEFUIME S SR A& WU R E T 70%)
4 T 3 B R T R o R (0 2 M R S
R 2 T HEF IR A R, X AR S0
T E B FER . CLRAMG] . FASERE . A
JE T 77 19 R Y JC 1 3 ME O - Wiggins il Hartley (2015)
LI} Wiggins, Anderson, Kitterick fil Hartley (2016)
f9 ENIRS WF 58 78 1E 5 At b i 3 70 st et
X RN R TR WA RN . P,
FARWT ) S T TR RN ST W ) B
Wi K 2, EE T ) d 3 O S F iR
I BE 1 22 ) W B J2 DI REATS 55 1E H AR B
RESR,
32 WKEBBENREEARNGFE

X T RAENT ) Bl 2, AT T B JZE K
TCE R S 2 B W R, DT A 5 3 3 )
AT ZH, A i At %R T SE Y R (Goor et
al., 2017; Papagno et al., 2017; Sharp et al., 2018),
W Jy A e, W g A T B2 I IR i B ok
I T 5 30 R IR o K e A {1 e ) RE R
ARG B . AR XX — [ AT TR

Rouger 5$(2012)% H PET WIWF5 K, Wrh
HHHALE CLEALY 8 NG . B 5 iR %
REAZIKE] 60% A A7, HLodid i i) = 1R BATIAR
REME U A2 J5 M) STS, (T ) 1E 1 i 76 A
[ 55 B 22 J5 I STS AN =930 o Rouger 55 AIA
Sy, Wiy EAE WA S M STC AR 5 0l i % 1 —
17 O N &7 g = =2 N 3 | I S 7Y 71 B
B AR B AR S ) S IE R R . X
Wi B W g R T K JE AT A A B O 1 2 RE
21, Strelnikov 25 A (2015b)% ] PET )5 BE7EWT
FIE AR ORI, TEML . WS E RN AL 5,
Bl 18 2 A0 e 6 3 Sl R P 1 T S v E I 2D
G o AT DA Ay 2 03T A ) 3 o 125 368 3 ) BRI
PRI AL AL HE T W 0 A T I T T R
HIPIRER M E . Chen %(2016)K Fi {NIRS [ HF5E
R, HEFEEET EEE, AUV K ZE
Z 55 TSR, R 2 hE50rm T

SRR o X — 5 RS T RS ) 2 FF(Sandmann et
al., 2012; Hauthal, Thorne, Debener, & Sandmann,
2014; ZEA UL Lomber, 2017),

Hirshorn, Dye, Hauser, Supalla i Bavelier
(2014)BIFFE ¥ Wy Jy 0t 5 A B e vh i R B, 5
7 BROPR SR AT sl =4 2
P B T B A R (BT R4 RS U iE )
Wt g Befg A (BT R4, LI IEE IR, =
A AR TE AT B 132 I A R A O, ER T R
BERESIA B EES . DBV AT R
XU STG AP . 2 R T 165 Xf BRAH, w1y
W 2 2 (B W 25 S o W D A s ) B
£ STG X IR AITG MR o T B B3 gl kT
PR 308 B A SO L, B s Ay, W&
5 AT ) FERSZH 59 STG A7 A% B8 i T e i i 15
B INRE . DREIEH T A R R, W ) R A
MIZEM STG 5 1A 531 SUIN T/ BA4S5 Xl K Y
MR KT IE R X A

M ERBESETT LA S, Wr 5 25 A0 O et
My RIET e E A FE RN S5 F IR
KT B (AN SCF) I T 5 ZE M Bz SR AH L,
Wy i A 1 A 0 R  DX PR O R B Y
WIEYIREE A . TR TR A AT 2 S AR
K (low-level) ¥ W 52 il 38 £ B 04 T, 48] 4 4R 5
iz 8l (N\JE9iK: Anderson, Lazard, & Hartley, 2017;
Dewey & Hartley, 2015; Shiell, Champoux, &
Zatorre, 2014; ¥ #%ik: Butler, Chabot, Kral, &
Lomber, 2017; Clemo, Lomber, & Meredith, 2014;
Kok & Lomber, 2017; ), {H5E R A:WT 1 B & 78
Wy AR, AR S 2 5 R R
S (IR v 8 T ) AR, RS

AN, AR E KRR, EEEREET)
HAE, T )2 A A T AT A R S Y A
SVEREEAT G o a5 AR 2 1 B0 A5 R EORH L,
W ) o 2 (T B 20 T BA R e B S Lo
Sl BTG BB B (Lambertz, Gizewski, de Greiff,
& Forsting, 2005; %:ik Il Lazard, Innes-Brown, &
Barone, 2014), {HiG AT+ 8 & W K )2 ] 38 1 18
A 5 R A MR A DGR A R

NSRS = LI = = PN 2
W 3 Wi A 25 T 1 )2 ) 1253 1 1) R 2R AT SR A A o
B2, HHTX T2 ) 8 58 = K8 BT,
DAL b i 5 4 A2 W i 388 3 0 SR ) B9 344G, T R
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4 1538 1 L) e
WA Ay M2 .
33 FEMI&BTESRMIKXEIhEEHME

Wy Jy B e, SE R ) BRI 1 — K
PRHUR & F IR AN T, SRR R AR
(BN M 5 HE M F IR T AR FH R, U
DI E A HAEF WHINLE, AR W AR RS
PR, PR 0 T g R A % W o A T
55 20 TG DX 4 31 E #b £ (Campbell & Sharma,
2014; Mortensen, Mirz, & Gjedde, 2006; Peelle,
Johnsrude, & Davis, 2010; Peelle, Troiani, Grossman,
& Wingfield, 2011; Rouger et al., 2012),

Campbell F Sharma (2014) LLWT 7 &5 5 A1
TR B, s R Ml L T SR AE B Sl I
S F (passive listening) 5 15 I #5 & 1Y WF 58 5
J% Hfvi(cortical auditory evoked potentials, CAEP), 24
B R P, PR BN CAEP # S HIE K,
BT 3 B A 2 64 P2 43 v AR R T TR 4 )
B, L % B B8 8 ¥k (current  density reconstructions,
CDR)HEATHAIR 43 B A IR, WT 7 e 20 g gk ) i
F49 9% B Fo IE B T s, (EL AR DX R ) B
R MO BORXIEAT 1M T R UM R AT 2 D
B, BN a5 P2 TR IBT A 10 & 2 A
Ko WRFEF N NAERL ST S5 w4 0
R B = D R HATI SR AFAE, JFAE AT T J )2 )
REVR S 1Y #ME2

1E 53 Sh I E B W 25 /F F (active listening)
1Y fMRI BFFEH A BR, 28 5 ik 5 3 Wi o 381 3 114
B R BT BRI IR, 7 8 e JEE ) T
AR5 (e & R iR, 4 R T e R 2
AR AT S A o R T O A A
43 546 %% 77 (listening effort) & 3¢, FEuk K TAE
WCICFIRAT D RE, PRI 5T 35 A S Wy ) i i 7E
W 5 AT 55 T 75 B T8 22 15 PO RN T BE 1 AP 3 (Peelle
et al., 2010; Peelle et al., 2011),

Mortensen 55(2006)% ¥, Wr /1 8 @& FENT 36
BRI W= Rz=n 01 a R ats R ) Ve oL v = s L
Bz 2 038005 FR 2 A IE FE o Rouger Z£(2012) ) PET
R 28, 5 CIMA 22 RN MWT JEEEH L,
CIHEA 8 A4 . HWrid S iH IR RIAF] 60%01Y
W oy B 35 AE BT R 00 38 T 09 5 1 R N A 55 I
Broca XA B & A0S, HBOE A EE T
Wr 3 1B RO A0S Ko IR T

ALRET S BE B R, AR

STC MY 55 Wr J S5 1 3 TR IR RE S AT e
JERE G, WUESE T4 (40 Broca [X)3% — i 40 T
Jigi DX AE 5 P 04 S B EE A B AR A

M SRIFTE B 45 R mT LUHED, W7 ) A Y
IR 22 O T g TR X A A . {H
X T AR E TR 2T SR, A g Tk
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Brain plasticity under early auditory deprivation: Evidence from
congenital hearing-impaired people

ZHANG Changxin
(Department of Education and Rehabilitation, Faculty of Education, East China Normal University, Shanghai 200062, China)

Abstract: The development of cerebral cortical depends on the input of external sensory stimuli. Due to
early auditory deprivation, congenital hearing-impaired people often have disorders in cortical function. The
function of their primary auditory cortex is degraded, the functional connectivity between the primary and
the secondary auditory cortex is weakened, and the secondary auditory cortex experience cross-modal
reorganization. After hearing restoration, the cross-modal function reorganization remains in the secondary
auditory cortex, and speech processing requires complementary higher cognitive resource. Future studies are
needed on the long-term plasticity of cortex, the mechanism of speech processing under complex auditory
environment, and the uniqueness of Chinese language processing after hearing reconstruction.
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