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H E FNHABAARES L ARE R LN T ENRZ—, A SEF s RIRSE AT R R TR TN,
SIMNRAEGH EEZRETZNEN. ALKEALF AR AAZRE T XBFERACEALI IR 09 A AR,
F BTN AE T R BB, AT RS A B, AEBR YT EFE LA EACE AT 2 R (Jo KT B i
AR B S E )R KR T  AE) EBARIL, AAA T LB TN R E, ALY ER E1E
AR B T I RS AT B A AT B T A iR RAKT O 5 e I, e B K AR ALE] 69 9A R,

XgiE T, £ E 4 TR £ MMN; SSA

SEES  Bs42

1 35|

Xof A0 SR R AT DA S0 IR 1 R
FERIE, SRR RGN EEIRE . DAWT el
i, A FEIRGE TP AR S A R I AT R AR R HTE IR
TE R 3 13 R AR P 2 R A B A
FAf o SR, TR L6 ] 2 T Bk 1 R R B
I, RN A BE A A5 MK H: A 2 1 2H 21 (Bregman,
1994), M5 EAM AN L PR A5 B, RN &
R DL R I 3 S 345 . Natdnen, Tervaniemi,
Sussman, Paavilainen 1 Winkler (2001 )% iXFh7E
JEGE 2 T HEAT ORI B FR R R 46 R R
(primitive sensory intelligence), SEZW A IAR
G B Hz e AR i b s B AR TR, X
G DUN S N DO SN = S Nl = I Y [ N R
W HEH AR, KMo TR f A LU A
5 FRLL AR AL RAE SN ERFR B 1 N BR AR, SN
TR HE ke IR SE A . 1X —HE & B SE H Rao Al
Ballard (1999)J& T # GRS 52 iy, Al A 14 HL 5

il

TRk —FhF500 4 5 (predictive coding). ELA ]
T, B R G0 R TN g A 0 O g — N 2R
HIfE BT B . RSB A R R AE B
LN N E BT N RV P U B NS ) SN B €
BB AR, IR ARZE(GE S ma =4I m kg
3%, DAFETE Sk IR 0 A& IE S A9 TR0 )
BB BINAES, IEFEEAMK PRI ™ A B,
APHIBON3R2% S5k, WSR-S 2
W F W 54 25 (Friston, 2005; Rubin, Ulanovsky,
Nelken, & Tishby, 2016), X £ 24515 FHF5T &
KT B 2% DT IE 671 3 (mismatch negativity, MMN)AI
)8 S5 38 BV (stimulus-specific adaptation, SSA)
Y 783 ST

T 2 B 1 A Ry R i R e MR A HL B
Ll 22—, FEFXABISHESR, REHIE . J0F
TR B 5T I T o A T dg b 2 A6 T
Yot R 2 U] AE W 5 B2 )2 B AT Y, AR SO SEUERF
YA RS T N R B3 7 & 5 2 R 98 AR
A pR 2 S g, FE IR T S8 2 A AR T T AR
EBW A EEIUEH . HE M H (repetition
suppression) FI M 1% 2% (prediction error), FLATM
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B S WTaE TN A . X A MR AL R R 2R RN 1997

SCE LSNP R ST 5, BL SSA SHUIA,
HE— BTG T B g A B A 2 A B s, SO
TG T TN 2 A5 A D — Aol BE VR A S 1 i T AT I )
PR IR SR e J& A 3, DT 32 7 T & 15 4y Fof
SR IR R A W5 fin AL )

2 ET AT SN SRS A 5

2.1 W% MMN

MMN # TA 5 & & AR 7 48 I (deviance
detection) 1 B 4 M M £ 8 45 (Naiténen,
Paavilainen, Rinne, & Alho, 2007; Winkler, 2007),
7K MMN 2 M5 oddball JEC, RILAA[H]
() % AE M 6 22 B 5 B0 R B 2 Bl R O
(Niitinen, Pakarinen, Rinne, & Takegata, 2004), A~
(] P9 7P 5 BT AR 2 b A ) (i s TR ),
LR AR (B L ), nT DU
W B WO R AN RIS . B ) (Nddtinen et
al., 2007), A5 I AR BEAL B9 75
8 43 500 48 R A s o 98 (standard) 1S S 00 38
(deviant), MMN #& [ 2 b M H08ORN 28 S 00800 5
I A 22 R 7 22 (8] B 22 5730 (difference wave), i
WA TR BT 150~250 ms L. MMN [
gy A AR b e Sk R R P (Nédténen,
Paavilainen, & Reinikainen, 1989), H: 3% & 4 J{
W€ AL AE W BE % J2 T 4 (Nédtinen et al.,
2007), MMN (478 OR300 I8 I 4 2 o o 0 3 4
SR 2 6] 75 22 24 5 (Sams, Paavilainen, Alho, &
Néitinen, 1985) . A8 55 4] 38 1 Bi 4 3R (Taaseh, Yaron,
& Nelken, 2011) L K il #% it 350 15 B & 24 ¥k
(Lumaca, Trusbak Haumann, Brattico, Grube, &
Vuust, 2018)55 KRN . (3 ZHR, E
o Y JBSOR AR S B = ) 22 S 9 K, MMIN
RIAFEAT SRS N1 R EE, SEHETL
BB AR, N1 EE 22 (02 ANl 4 31 M AR
K, AR 32008 R 25 7 052 . R, MMIN (1)
TR AR I 2 Bt A2 S R B A AN [T T 4 A ERE, A2
N ONT AT ORS00 AH X A2 E (Nddtanen & Picton,
1987),

SR MMN #IA O B e 1 2wl vE 2
(pre-attentive processing), LR BN &5, H
MMN (¥ R FIE AR AT 2 32 B0 A iR i
T B 52 (Chennu et al., 2013; Heilbron &
Chait, 2018), H.PIREEM K Z 8945 77 2006 A1

[7](Auksztulewicz & Friston, 2015; Cacciaglia, Costa-
Faidella, Zarnowiec, Grimm, & Escera, 2019), 7£ -
BEALT, EREAM TN MMN &5 iR
S (attentional deviance detection)f N2b 4y
S, BB N2b (RN Z T MMN,
RAFEAE TR RIS 200~300 ms A F e fF ., i
Hh, N2b 13k J2 43 i th 5 MMN (AR, 24 H
e R T B A LR A BN, RN IER
AR RT BETEWT 9 B JZ 2 A (N4dtinen, Simpson, &
Loveless, 1982), =ZFr -, MMN AJ LA43 MBI EX -
PRUEFE i (standard  formation) 17 53 M (deviance
detection), HRUAEIE A MMN 4 3L, A4S
SEERI A ST TR, 2R S B AR B I
MMN B2 #3% %& (Sussman, 2007), —f&EUL, 5
R R B SZ8dE . TlMmE RN%4%5a L
T AR R RS2, T AR 52 4500 B B AS 52 1 B
M, Jz W 2 B OE B A RN T (Sussman,
Winkler, & Wang, 2003),{H & 5 248 S8, 48
S A ) R S T B o TR B R P X A R
J7 5 AT (74 4 LA B A DR A v 4 SR AIE 51 A2 IR
5 (Nadtinen & Picton, 1987), ¢ B HIIEE K H
Sussman, Winkler, Huotilainen, Ritter Fl Niitinen
(2002) YW 5% . FEXIBFFE Y, BFSEE 45 il 52 0
7T A OF R PR s F ZBE E 3 (ignore
condition), I #FH ¥ B & = & fk (attend-pitch
condition), % v B A 1% 213 J2 (attend-pattern
condition), &5 A, TEZME S F ME R mA
&G, ZREHMSFHERE MMN 5, R0
—MGIFRATET B ERA R T H R, X &
TRENAEFES EREALET, RN ERE
SCUAR R IR AR, PR T A
SRR BRI, PRI T B R R R R AR AR EE
22 A LW N EENZmN, N mE MMN
A SERMS R, Mo, BRI E R A LA
P LB R T N2b Ay, HX MR &0
B MMN 3 AH2Y, RHERIFASEI MMN
AR SR 1 2 A B (Sussman et al., 2002; Sussman
et al., 2003),

HAT2EARAXT MMN 9 88 2 ZAK T K
Bt : 1E N {B 1bE (adaptation hypothesis) FliC IZ IR 7
R 1}t (memory-trace hypothesis), & W 514 E 2 M
M2 IO AR MMN B4, ACh &gl
X X3 1 0 SN 2 S ) 5 4 R AR LA e
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TEEEME,  RIXT A o ) R A5 S ) R 1 Y A 22 0T
MEMER AT E—B WMEEL B INIRE
P 25 b TR AR A N i Rz P4 T
M A R, AR T RS S A N e R Y
i1 22 T 20 B D0 Kb T — i S5 R RS, RS AE
5 SO PR R B ARG NT R . AR UL
i L1 3 b 28 5 N A — O B S RS I, T HL
JE VAT Bl B R X 8 £ 5 77 A4 MMIN, [ it
MMN  FfA & — ANl ST B 43, T 2 4E i 5 55 11
N1 43 (Jadskeldinen et al., 2004; May & Tiitinen,
2010y, KT, BUA SL Bl ok o8 4 3 IX — 1
i (Nadtinen, Jacobsen, & Winkler, 2005), |41, 2%
SEBYIERA B L N1 HENLTHE LK MMN
(Yabe, Tervaniemi, Reinikainen, & Naitdnen, 1997;
Yabe et al., 1998), FHILZ T, f£5EHIICALIRL BT
WA MMN & — ST 1Y) S ke 2k DE T J 43 AR
Fro MR EMT R RS, MR e A
T I I T2 AR (memory  template)#E 4T L
L N A BRSNS B TRt VA 2 T N
A, BT A MMN, B, Z &3S MMN
SR R — AT R KT L RS SRR
2R, RETERZEFS, JFREICIER
(Niitinen et al., 1989), 54t HiC 2R 78 BRI Y
ST 2L, T S A BRI R A MMN S B R
A S R, TR — R IC RS S . AL
G2 AR I PRGN (6] (%) H O A, T 2 i 2
WA R G A B IR 25055 2 R By A RT3
TAERUR VBT ™= A 0, ki MMN Sl ) 2
S AF A TI00RS K R A TE B i R, 2
TG XoF A o FH 4 3 Bl I 49 3 F2 (Friston, 2005,
2010; Winkler, 2007). FTI, ABORBZ WL &
B M 2 A — b 2 sh 0 9 7 =X 5 40 R R 20 IR B
WEATZEH., iR B 2 Y A R OE R R O R
H (Friston, 2018),

MMN J&$5 748 5 75 & 04 1 48 S o R b
TR R s 2 R b Z M 225, Hitk MMN g
AR, — 7 T AT B 7E AR S BRI B BE il TR
i %k 72 S )R B O ) 34 K S 3, O — Ty LT g
S AEARUETE BB BE vR T R X A o 380 I P 9
N BIANE BRI R B, BEE bR RS B0
HEm, MMN 5 IR 385 O i) 32 2 I DR AN 2 R S A8 S
T s AR B /N T 5 R T B R B e I, 2
R R AR v e 2 PR 50~250 ms 22 (8% & H—

ANIE 3 (L% PSO N1 A P2 J4%), X183k
SCHEFR K B &2 1E 3 (repetition positivity) (Haenschel,
Vernon, Dwivedi, Gruzelier, & Baldeweg, 2005), 4t
T Z, MMN 7% Bt BT 43 25 1 5 1~ A [R) A e 48 2 0z iy
B (bR T2 G AR S 4580, 43 591 2% 30k 25 52 4100 i)
TR 2 o 5 S04 500 DA 3 A~ 77 1 3 1 10T
B )2 ey A5 2 Bt 1) 5 X 75 o 5 A RN T A
AT N T
22 EEHIFI

Fifi 5 s o RV ) EE A L R, R X R
B RAE WY AL, 76 R0 Ze Iy L W) 3% 30 = 52 1)
il (Baldeweg, 2006), Hpf2e % AL IR S Wi 3z FIlE
WT 4 [X 35 (Recasens, Leung, Grimm, Nowak, &
Escera, 2015). SEPBR I, AS[RISHE B WF 5% # 48 (i
JH 2 1514k (habituation) . AN 1 (refractoriness) . i&
Jvi (adaptation) > fift B 8 52 41 | 4 (Budd, Barry,
Gordon, Rennie, & Michie, 1998), iX $6 5 F K [E] 41
FA M FRIA T el 2 ai /D BT T IR AT 0 2 2 4
R, 1A T —E MR AL, BRI E, Ik
FERNOCHEEMMHEE, TeRA TEEZZN
e — RO S O R 2R IR, X S U 5
IS, MBI B, FTRABUE LUR = A
W (ORI B )G, ToieRlEanf) 2246 (22 K
BEAN), —ES B —A2 2 15k (dishabituation)
ML R (2) 7 15 Ak R Bl 5 8 A 5 N B
BCR, PRI I X 2R 5 3 IR P S I A I 2% A 1 YT U 555
F495 (3 ) IR ) P 2> 5 A AN 23 52 380 3R 38 = 1) i 1]
(inter-stimulus interval, ISD)FJFZIR . SR, XF2>]
5 Ak 09 T O 1 G 15 31 55 50 4R 1) 52 4F (Barry,
Cocker, Anderson, Gordon, & Rennie, 1992;
Muenssinger et al., 2013; Rosburg et al., 2006), It
4B, Ritter, Vaughan Fll Costa (1968)%& Fi~ A H,
A= PR S b A6 R E B LR 2 )5 i R A,
A B EREAR; IF XM RALTE IST 2 2 s I
B, 1EISI R 10 s I FBAT A B, $om il s &2
E ST 38 R 0 28 52 7 538 AN S — TR ALY )
PG o 7R M DL B3 I 3R 1 S — A e 2 AR
PRI G, BIR 28 I N7 U 55 J2 R W 08 i 4800 7 A
SNVEHLALIS B A LR O Bl 28 038 1 B0 (May
& Tiitinen, 2010). #RTMI, £ 70 H) AN HIHR 2 2
ROy, PR R 200 R R SR R B MMIN Jf:
A& T XA KA, O'Shea (2015)A I FHIE 1
B AR B PR, X R Ak T R R R X 1F
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(Stefanics, Kremlacek, & Czigler, 2016),

iz JETUIN G 5 0 0L s, R A A R AN A5 SE
SR A A ARG, 35 AR R I A T T A A
5K, BIVEE S A AN AL o 0 A AR B Py
P SN A, AL R R A B
77 A U T 250 A 28 B 0 i (Grotheer &
Kovacs, 2016; Winkler, Denham, & Nelken, 2009),
B A SE B E B K B Summerfield, Trittschuh,
Monti, Mesulam FI Egner (2008)% i Ljin Tf
FEo WFSTH I B A R B RO R, e B
204 50 5 R A A T I B A i i e B 7% A 4 o]
Pl /0N, 2 B H O A A S DR Jn TS T A
IF A7 A 0 B BT BRI FI0 3R 22 . A T AR
BRI B, R UEYE Ok B Costa-Faidella,
Baldeweg, Grimm Fll Escera (2011)% 4l 3 & 3 isf
() F) T 500 5 o) i AR A AR AR R o Y
KT ARFRAER 5 (roving standard frequency
paradigm), 7EXFh oddball Z8xH, H 3 4~ 6 4>
A 12 A B R — M PRSI BEAL B, A
e 50 N R B I AT B i — B IR R AR AT LA
PRAEREA 81 v B 35— A5 B HT — AR 1 T 5 2
— MR YA S R, S T R RS —
S A T R LR AR R . FR S, R
T 7Y 510 A R 38 e 1) o e A T, S gk Bl Rl A
KT AT F RN T AR . S5 AR I,
M B T R R AN A, A B AT S0 R,
N AT T R T 5 i 1) S A RN e, R
A IE RS I N 2 S A B4 19
SERETCH(~>200 ms, U1 P2), X —45 AR T
I ) ] 500 P (““when™) 72 WT 5 B¢ J22 K SF- 16 38
RS MG IR I iR s, T ELIX R i T fE
T W 58 i T % J2 R (subcortical) By Bt & & 17 &
(Gorina-Careta, Zarnowiec, Costa-Faidella, & Escera,
2016),

Z5 Ll Hs, Wacongne, Changeux #1 Dehaene
(2012)3 3 [ XA FE AR R A EH X AB FIfH
IREEBEMAEFX AA, LIRS A /A
X B BRI, i BRI g i 0 Bis, Hh
T AA HBUAHERAR /DN, AN AT TR, Dt
N A PR 35 T AT B 7 A Y T A, B
AA 23 AB 5K BRI M 22 SOV o SR 25 SR
SRR TR MR, T LK — 25 2R A R AT
V5 S SR v T BE A7 A 5 s G 1 22 TR S

X AB BN (BPIE R WA, 2R AA T AB
) 98 I V] o B 0 328 DK T 22 910 o) 194 IR A2 B i) ST
AA #KIHE A T MMN, Todorovic, van Ede, Maris
A1 de Lange (2011)WF5 WS 2] T ARG5S,
BRI E P AEIEXT AA IEEMEI L, H
XFANHIFE AA ASa] I AE /N, 5 A 5 0
HAETE UG DL 25 S R A AR R R
25 (“what”) i 0T A 2 5 ) B 2 9 o 75 B S A A
5% ¥, Todorovic #ll de Lange (2012)if i3 IF 35 #4:4%
EEMBT, Bk T ] o T
Wil Z5 R e B, E A AN U T i 7 ) R ) B
BOFAMIRE, BARFFERT Bk, 2HEER
Wi 2 A F4) ) 5 R CR 29 76 1 2 LS 40~60 ms),
M7 52 10300 52 ) %) BsF i) A4 XoF 265 B (R 240 7 o 3 222 B
J& 100~200 ms). MHILZ T, FE TS5 00
B 15T S (200~500 ms) o 33t B 7% JERHE S g 78
2500 T 0 B[R] R v 32 AS TR 9 VR F 5 )

W SCRTIR, AR 9 S5 50 F 4 2% B AE AR e
Y BECRVAR T BB B ), R AL 25 By
IR A R AR B e b v IO R Bk 28 I
I (B R A2 ), 2 B ORI R I A 9 AR G R T
TE A R A9 T 7K S 2 57 6 TR — A il A 14 (R
TG o A7 7 LA AR & — R ) A 5
PRME R A A K ST, 105 3 T AR A R T
3 2 R T A 2 R e T R I R KO B, AT
B e T %o B A A T G A
2.3 FUMRE

FEAS SRR IS, Bl A R R A
M7 A 7 RS A R0 A, WO OR 25 S R
(Winkler & Schroger, 2015), 4 T K56 A ] 7K 1Y
B 5 T (RP R ORI L RO X MMIN Y 5 i
Wacongne %5 A (2011)11) 8 i 52 90 B 22148 [R] 0 35
2H R B RS A (0 XXXXX), T i ol As i s —
AN TR A SRR AR S (U XXXXY) R 5 A [) 2 0
T O B R AR e A R R 75%
XXXXX, 15% XXXXY, 10% XXXX ), 455 &N,
4 Jmy F AR S B kg & A A SR A T N R A A (RD
XXXXX HE 9 XXXXY 2®R)E b H & A%
B T AT WO A (B XXXXY 4 He i XXXXY 37K)
WA K MMN, 3XALRFA 00 40 A5 BE 16 1 48
1, 2 B 76 0 1 S 4000 000 T LA SR AR S
T R MR ILIRAE S . BLAh, 1F XXXXY A,
I TC R AL S ) XXX XX AR K T 5 5 5,
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R B7 S A A T e S R ) B AR L T TR
SR, 3 i A 0% 2 0 X T 4 R e G 17 0
e, (R R B E BR VE EC R BN T N1, N2 S8 a5
ANZ N (Strauss et al., 2015), 427578 0] fEZEAE T
SN T BRE DS AF B HE TN T, BN 3% HiE
W 2 Wil (7% 04 9738 o7 9 B A1 37 B MR 532 v ) = 3 Tl
B

JGE R GRS E AL BOR 2 B d & oo s
FaARARL, BRI O B %) T 2 5 153 3 T D AR K
ki Kz J22 1) 21 )2 9K T 3 FH (Friston, 2005), 31X
TR T R T TN R B S T A2 S R A A
Sy 3 O A 7 A 4 TR A 22 0 TR A%
SRR TI o SR, AR DA TR R 25 5 5 vh A e
T A7 5 — B2 T 4% 55 0T 5% 5 — A S
(Heilbron & Chait, 2018), Af#pux—[a) i, RZ
W75 A & e 51 o Bl 2 i) 38 (omission, B JGAT: f]
L A )T R R 28 S AT, RN E Y T 3
R X Bt i AR E S IO . B UG,
I S AR S (] 8 5 A MMIN HP 4 3 175 100,
RIS B SR 0 (Yabe et al., 1997), H1 T8t 26 il 3
HeBR T Wy 8000 A B 00 T4, B I s & 1
MMN A H S e 4 2 W 3 im L rh 3 il 5 o
TR A Z (8] 1 2% PR HE . SanMiguel, Widmann,
Bendixen, Trujillo-Barreto il Schroger (2013)1L4¥
B E T A WS IR R S S R
R (88%, 50%1H 0%), 455K B A A b5 ]
REMR B G R A TS TR A SiE R
MMN, JiF BH X e 2 3] 38 1) b 8 B 17 A 7 22 S 5T
TEFERR A P T T A TR o T LS R AT 5
T AN A 5 2 3 9 B A s () o R
TR NS, A WA R TG 1258 18 v 1Y) 0
(SanMiguel, Saupe, & Schroger, 2013),

Chennu %5 A (2016)>k 1 755 Wacongne %6 A
QOIDZEMIAYRFFEIE N, RIFE %S PR L F
F b, G A ] BE SR L AR R (74%) 1 R AR
FRUEF I (AAAAA B BBBBB), W] A8 H IAHL
Z(13%) e K 7% 5 (AAAAB B BBBBA), 1] fig
J AR B R (13%) 19 Bk 2K 3 % (AAAA_ B
BBBB_), i it 5 il 2k A T30 A 1 A A A
FAEXT I, S5 R I R Y S R A AR T 1
B MMN A #8054 . X — & B 32 B s 5 ok
B P 28 B N 2 TN Y A5 5, TR B B il 2 PR
[ 4E 22 30 V7 (carry-over effect), HE7n T k2 H) i

MMN F AR . Wacongne %5 A (2011) AN 24
AN PR T B A A5 S 008 R A A, 334 T Y
BRGSEBR Ll T BT . — RS T RS
iR JE — N R S L R AR U, B X
ORI BTN, R R T A R X R
B A a7 ROR AT A R B S KO
T, B B i A I T o T EL e O
B2, BURHIEGE AR MMN REEEESLET
AR 2 44 F K (Chennu et al., 2016; Chouiter
et al., 2015), &7~k MMN 32 11 2RI 1,
T A1, 55 TN G B S 2R g R 3 R AR T B0 A
55 I I A R Y UL 0 A — X (Auksztulewicz &
Friston, 2015),

O T R0 I % 2 43 1 TR B BRI R A
Diirschmid %5 A (2018)19AF 5%, AR K ELET
— A B T T A S e R R BT 23
B T 3 72 - 8 1 BT /AT Diirschmid 25 A (2016)
XoF F A5 N B2 75 B 5 50 09 N B )20 A
i o 5, SONAT U A8 O L, N
HI A i e J2 (4 98 I B e M 4R I (high-frequency
amplitude, HFA) 7£ 7] Tl HA (1% 25 S o) 98 522 90 2 i
TR, X5 AR SRR R IS DR 2R S R
IS8 A, B AT HEA (1 REAIC R ] 351
A Sl A N R AR Z M AFAE AR R . Ah,
AT WL 2 Bl 75 AS AT B0 S5 440 °F 75 & R 30 s
R A LI, TR HFA BEM%. BT
ASEL TR A5 4 A B R, ERE T —
AR AR SR AT R R, X 5 —A
£ B2 U] HFA K/ NFIZE S i BT RedE 2 M ) 6 &R,
SRAEAE ST T T 5 2 B B A5 S AR 4L T IEE .

g5 b, YR RO EOR A A T Y I, R A
PR 25, O H A NI AR s R
BN T KT, [ B, 2 8 4 P AR A5 28 DA T 7 A
Y b TS A S50 I 1 T A% aek T R ok T
BR2E, LA/ N 043530 60 i RLRR R A AN 6
FEEIN TR,

3 BT oh¥iE B AT BT TR 4R RD A 5

AN Y e s 28 in Tad A2 A E AR K
HYARRE, BRI 3 T Sl AR A B BT 5 45 2R A — 2
PR BT AME I BINZE . R R 837 ¥ (local
field potentials, LFPs) . fifi f& &} 35 £ 4 5¢ B i/
(epidural ERPs) ., £ i iH i 5% (multiunit recordings)
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SR AR Bl T8 75 W 3 57 )2 v FR00 S R 1) b 28 5
fill o ERAR R 55 W o 0 A O 1) B sh W i 52
F B RELEW R 5 B JZ (primary auditory cortex,
A2 TC I URR S M 3E N (SSA), AR —
HBA3 1% B ) S B R B IE LAWY B Bz J2 v A T 2 6
RETHRXNS ., B2, BRiEkBEETIHY
R ) T G RO BIF 9T 47 B )2 SSA FE AN S B A Y
o1 22 T 240 L XoF AR S P B ) g, AR B e A7 )
A B E RN, XWiR Al fhgooh]
[ R T Rz O S | NG~ P L7/ R
FERIEE B B 0I5 38 X6 100 2w A B 1) TR A BE
f#FIEIE (Heilbron & Chait, 2018),
3.1 SSA

5 N2 MMN 264, SSA $8 21 Al #i £ 0
AN N DO i | @O R e e A
(Fishman & Steinschneider, 2012; von der Behrens,
Biuerle, Kossl, & Gaese, 2009), K, SSA tH#IA
AR/ MMN (Nelken, 2014; Ulanovsky,
Las, & Nelken, 2003), Szymanski, Garcia-Lazaro
Fl Schnupp (2009){# i oddball Fuk, g% T &M
il (ketamine) BRI A5 1F T KB A1 B2 ST X bR
FAZ S E Y LEPs, JFXFHEAT 1 it I 85 B 40 B
(current source density analysis). 5% & B, [F—
I T AR Ry R S T R T L A A b o R 3
B R RN, MH Al &)ZMEITH
We O RN T B W M 2E e o R, RIS
H T VR R R, R B R BT 9 B2
R (TV-V) () #2870 06 335 35 7089 1 75 2 R
i )i (Eriksson & Villa, 2005), 4K, A #F5cHs
TR 728 S5 B8 P R ) R o o A 38 P 3 DL AE T
e (inferior colliculus)#f EL £ 7T LIAA # (Malmierca,
Cristaudo, Perez-Gonzalez, & Covey, 2009), T
A IE 3 .26 B B 78 /DN BR A9 B- 85 4% (cochlear nucleus)
AT SSA MAFETE, Ui W ERE S M A0 4 Bt 3 1
AT A8 5L AL T 5 # 28 2F 4E 558 © £ 9T 47 (Duque, Pais,
& Malmierca, 2018)., {HA5FERE, WritfF M
&1 3 B0 3 W45 I . e &R (lemniscal)FIHE B &
(nonlemniscal)il i . ¥ T ERBEEIMF, HAT
) 28 TR 22 199 2 o T R %) B i A )
W B RmE, HIEZET ERS S
JCIFA ST A TR 2%, M2 T, dFE R
R T 2 Az K2R, AT AR A b
TR TN A= B L R R 25, A TR

22Tt f5 B AL T AT BEPE (Parras et al., 2017), T
B REFAUEIIT] LUEAL T K )2 2 AR B 2 345 bl
Lol SR SRR Y R EUNY SSA, T o
A ITTHLBET 0 5 ] SSA (Malmierca et al.,
2009; Polterovich, Jankowski, & Nelken, 2018),
I, RARTE R EZET SSA (< 100 ms)HEAK
AR PT84y, (HAE—E BB AT RE
e T L AR SR

SR, R AR RN K2 SSA il MMN Z [
HITY) e RS . — I, KJZ SSA #
MMN 45 iEAHBL(Grimm, Escera, & Nelken, 2016;
Ulanovsky et al., 2003), EZEEI K ENIHZEH
FlF 25 5350, K2 SSA il MMN iR {E X
NS AR S L A RE R SR DG, SRR S AR
SR R 22 5 K/ IEAR DG 53— L, fRZ
UEHE R 2 SSA JfAEJE MMN (1 B HEAh, 7
B AE AR TR MR 22 5 (Carbajal & Malmierca,
2018).fldn, K2z SSAZIHL MMN HBLEYTEH, K
AITEAE SRR S 100 ms =2 N RLAE VLI 2,
It SSA WIRESE Al WA MMN BYHTE, T
MMN 7% B 7] B8 2 ) 9RO o 0 Je )22 I g B 45
., IbAh, NMDA #5505 7T LT3 MMN, {E2 %)
J2 )2 SSA JATAT 540 (Khouri & Nelken, 2015).
3.2 WrSER B4 Tt R Tl

HR SSA X — g A A B SR IA T SRR S R
TE R, H B B R 4 n R Y R
HE NAT A € o Ulanovsky 55 A (2003) & BUAH 11
Al PG Test IR & = M R &
KRR, KT 2K FH MMN, H kA
AL BTN T B R AE, 7T BB 5 S st
ICAZFIZS SR, B MMN 78 A1 By & 28 57T LUH
)2 B SSA KRR, 75522855, Ulanovsky,
Las, Farkas F Nelken (2004)¥5 5 BEIR 75 F B0 5%
FEAE LU e M S 2 BRI X RS, B
SSA Wi &AM T 24 T HlEA 5, [al B AR
T — BBy ) Ay (G 3k R 20 A SRR 41 o f T X
TR B B AR B T ] S R 2 2 fih o i) BT
R IE], RN B 7 b ol SSA U2 Hy 28 fiil
¥AVE D SE 1Y (Taaseh et al., 2011; Yaron, Hershenhoren,
& Nelken, 2012),

Rubin %5 A\ (2016)H #4341 T Ulanovsky % A
(00N I EHE, 22il ik SSA A e £ KL E
AR T LAAEAR B BB AN o A5 R
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XFLAAEAT B R AE 2 —Fh 1k iy R AE, LUATXF
AR AT 8 o A AR BT K E i X S R
A6 LA 1 B 2% (complexity) LA K X} 4 2 55 1 fir
BN S, BFRE R Al faiTryms
S5 I FHAR 5 08O 51 i AR LS ke 19 B0 T % 22
A, R RS 28 Tr sk U, TR 25 W] LA R
it 50% MU A 5 o R, AT THERT AL 22T ]
DI AR B . E L2 UEHE>E A Yaron %A
(2012) YRI5, 38 2t X JBR B R I K BRLVIT 0 1 2
S M Y AR LA SR, R K BN 7 & ) 81 1 45
TR, FIL 3T BEPLT 51 23 Lbxs Ji 30 2k 1 ) 5
A WME RN, XN SSA HEETIIRAL T
A HEIEYE . tbsh, Rummell, Klee Fl Sigurdsson
(2016) 3 1 53 IR % Le /s BRI o K R X B kAR
RS FEE B R A RS AT TE S, 45 E
/N BRI 52 458 22 0 X [ O SR AR B 7 i 1o
WS, HRAR BN TR R RS &R B AE R 40K
ST SRl

HAZE MMN BFEEAL, PE o248 S il
) M 7 BT SR SR 0 A4 Bz J2 - SSA (O S5 3R A
28 N I 2% X AR AR A 2 R RE), A T AN
TRMEAE 2 B BT 5 & ) SSA Ak B Bt 43 X
T 5 T SR ) R T A S 8 U 4 B iz
HIVEL TF A9 78 S 480 (true deviance detection)sl# Fiil
MiR2=, Taaseh S5 A (2011) F|FH L Fhbr gl s
il 25} (many standard control condition), JHEE T
[ Sy B — b MR A0 S R B T, (Rt
A RIZTE R T IC 3 209 SSA S L i) & B IE WA 5+
R P (deviance sensitivity) . L fI7 78 JBR B K B
(halothane-anesthetized rats)#% &I i & Hi, B —4R
YA SRR 22 b AR ME B AR F T 0 728 S5 B T
KRR SSA R/NHY o T 5 — bR AE B R
L 2o Tl o D085 2 o) 4% 1 1) 98 55 RO R, i LA
AN Y PR AT SSA MY R e, ARATR
A g2 B A E Z bR R S N 2 T —A
Ay, B AR S U . X — 25 R AE H IS 3l
KEBRI 1S 3] 73— UESE (Polterovich et al.,
2018), WEW A1 HfELE FLIE AR R0

SRR, B2 SSA 5 AZ MMN AR K
A, FT LAAE Ry s ot 28 50 7K 7722 S 58 00 1) 4
Pro BERTEETH . KRR S PRl i 45
R, K2 SSA AR ERLLAY P £ T A X R
SRR RGN, A S W2 R g BT R

MR, X/ A1 Ff o0l R B 25 65 Y
MR . SR, T E AT G 2 RIS R
AR T 5 B )2 A A 2531 77 A 00 R 0 2 22 Y
SEAFZETT, PR HOR SRR TR B 22 BOAE LAV 5 T
0 2t 7 oA B BERSEXT R BSOS . Ak, FIH
ZYIRRTT R SSA BB STt AT By T34 T4 7 BT
2 B Q] A 1 18] 4 BE B 2R 5 KR, Bl A i S
PN et 8l S5 T 5 T T v T 2 A A 4 e B B
AR X — i BB A )2 TRt E s .

4 RESRE

ToUI 2 B R0 K KB B AR — A A A
T BE F BRI LR SE, XM T R A R i A
B4R 2 000 AR A B i A A B R R AR A T
BRI . P BB B B A B
TP TR 2 o VRS —FAL I BSOS
RSS2 B T AR BIGE, ITHE T
SEIE B (Clark, 2013; Friston, 2010), 2R, iX—
e H AT 6 A B KA (Friston, 2018). B
Se, HAZDHESRIAE . B, B TR S
ARG T B SCAP A IR B B8 b, TR0 BE T L
TP Z B AR, WA AR A~ F A
Z [ Y P 2R 5 & (Denham & Winkler, 2018). [ 1it,
TFF 5% K< TH 7 B () ) 33RO 15 A4 £
T e BT TP R R, AR, T SRR AR
FRIS AR R AR AE AN [ I ST U, 5 R
T — MR AR B A7 3R 348 . i,
Xof £ S A1 7 300 G0 L2 R Y < ST AR A T b 22 A T
2R AR E S AR . X AR AR TN [ AR ]
XTI A B B AR A S . R, W
LR BHIE(Kogo & Trengove, 2015), 4N,
iU 2 B PP DN A IR0 B 2 A LE ST R R 48T
A3 G T TR RN T R 2, SR Tk — {1 AR
A B AR BT EIE . 33X 530 H w500 4
& 4 B 3 Rl E Y8 (Heilbron & Chait,
2018), B, A5 WF5E# 0 T 4w 1] GEE 2 19
R AL (AR D), AN —Fp 2
F I () PR 42 °F ff B¢ (Denham & Winkler, 2018;
Stefanics et al., 2016),

R anfey, 0000 2 6 2 2 B i ER e F 5%
T A IS AESE, AT LR R i R 2 B A T
BN G . DR BT PR, oA ok X W 5 TR Z
TR AT LR LU T ILAFE: (1) FFRE
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B S WTaE TN A . X A MR AL R R 2R RN 2003

YRI5 . BT R 2 SSA FIAZK MMN (A LT,
A 22 Y BE ST T 3R A B2 SSA HTHEAT MMN
rh S A S R R A AR G o T L, H R T
WARG T SSA A B C AT T B 74T AT,
R 3 N 4 AL L B S ol 948 4P )
TR B, XA R 3 — 20 3Lk T0000 G B 11 ot 26 B0
PRECHE T RAFIIBEAAL , Rk, AKBFFE ]
DA HTAH R B9 B8 200 31 iE sk A6 MMIN Al )
WK SSA, VATEG Ml T fige Wi i fin L % 500 4
i, Jf 2l SR Bl (2) A 2 i
oddball =AY AL A EH B SL I =R H, 78
MMN H1 AT BB 5 AR W] 43 (Harms et al., 2014;
Symonds et al., 2017). FlUN7E NSRSl
G R S AR S B AR o3 e T 5 B 1 22
85, LA 3R T 5 Jin T v 47 7 S50 2 % BT 5
TR, 3 S A RS ] 2% A1 A A7 FH X T o 3¢ 4
T i A ASEAY L2 K W I ML A A
(3) M 24 5 1 £ BE 40 T500 4 %5 7T RE 1Y 490 o
H:htl(Morillon & Schroeder, 2015), B A W55 %M
{1 4% gamma %% Fl beta I 3% 76 P 14 28 15 HE 0] BB
R R A0 ) R P A R R 9K B [ ) R 2% R
(Arnal & Giraud, 2012), KAk RKBF5E AT LLSE
T A RN A S X i A R I 1 5
Wi, DAA [ B9 A S A TE R R e W i o e ) 150300
A AL (4) M TTOIN 2 B ) 4L 7 LS BT 1Y
Wrot L4, JEHEA AN F ARG B, IR FRATT XS
JESE T AL A B . E SR g A A B L 22 0k
FH T B 22 B s 00T 58 TR B, Anir (50 # 0]
(Ylinen et al., 2016), 7 i&/&HI1(Sohoglu, Peelle,
Carlyon, & Davis, 2012), 7 &4 ili(Okada, Matchin,
& Hickok, 2018), 7 & Hf# (Bendixen, Scharinger,
Strauss, & Obleser, 2014)F1 % 5~/E 1 (Koelsch, Vuust,
& Friston, 2019; Salimpoor, Zald, Zatorre, Dagher,
& Mclntosh, 2015),
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Predictive coding in auditory cortex:
The neural responses to sound repetition and auditory change

LU Xuejing; HOU Xin
(CASKey Laboratory of Mental Health, Institute of Psychology, Beijing 100101, China)

(Department of Psychology, University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract: Predictive coding is arguably one of the most important mechanisms to explain the interactions

between the brain and the complex environment. Indeed, one of the main functions of sensory system is to

predict upcoming events, which is vital for survival. Take auditory modality for instance. The neural

responses to sound repetition and auditory change, such as mismatch negativity (MMN) and stimulus-

specific adaptation (SSA), can be explained under a predictive coding view. As a theoretical framework,

predictive coding is now facing some unresolved questions and challenges. However, combining human and

animal studies under this framework will provide an excellent chance to investigate the neural mechanisms

of auditory processing.
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