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BT BT kB EMMN BB

TAg! x#e' TUB® E#E' % R

( FEILIRE D B e, HOR AT 05 0 B S 5000, 220 730070)
CACFITIE AT 2B 2 S S [ K N SL0 s, dEE 100875)

W OE AT A Sk TS F R AE 8 AR A AR K 5 1 1 49 & I AL JK (mismatch
negativity, MMN)EF?E ey b #t—F KR E T R K B R JK (expression mismatch negativity, EMMN), »A
HEAMEHEHAFEETNEE M T EERIAF. HAE N — AT & & A5 K & Fe § K (visual mismatch
negativity, YMMN)A i R 3], EMMN At %, % £ T A M4 fT § s hn Lo 87 T e 415 6. S AT ey a5 2248
T AREAG @A, FRMA . SIKAKRE /AR EMMN £ 57, DA A A HE. WARVGE. HAv o2
%5 F ANk EMMN 69 4% 2. er TR 4 70 84 4 B FE T EMMN 890U, 46 69 BF A 5425 & EMMN
BV RS W A6 77 R e R, H R R R4 & & EMMN 694 &, i — ¥ 4357 EMMN a9 24041,

XA @AM, AEE T, KIEE R N170; oddball 58 X

2ES  Bs42

1 3|5 115 B/ A 3 & M B ] (Nastanen, Tervaniemi,

KAL) 8 SRR SR o 0 5 LB 57 ““f&g%ﬁ“gi;ﬁﬁiﬁ;ﬁémMm
A5, I SR W BB o 7 e B A oL -

i Rl 1 L i
R EE . T B VET AT B R FLAT AR 1 SR L] (A 2 BLRY FE A

0 Y 'ﬁé{ N NN R DU HE 47 3% (visual mismatch negativity, vMMN),
PRI b VMMN 2 A A — AR 95 8 52 4 A8 I
B AR I 8208, X B AR Z AR AL H L4 (the

THE TR0 7 51 v 18 S R 300 A AT A0 TR 38 (22 TR0 75
change blindness phenomenon; Simons & Levin % ) (evoked)ERP I 31, BFIEH 1A vMMN
1997). . FOMMBLSEACRTINEEIRIE R g ot gz At W 4 11 6 ) ERP 22
PEPEAE L BE A2 AL AR BRI L R P i B4, OF HL Y22 {4 (Kimura, Schroger, & Czigler, 2011; Zhao &

L.Ju

IR B W 7S R G P (5 B RME A 5 TR Li, 2006). KE% vMMN AHSCHEFE IR, %45 b7
KA P22 A A 22 Bk — P T (Simons & % g g Ay 2 U7 % MMN {59 8l A% (Naidtanen,
Rensink, 2005). 52 FLAY QLG 7 —SLRF5EE (] Paavilainen, Rinne, & Alho, 2007), % #Z i HifF
Je B, BRIV O TR D R e S H AR OGO GENG Ay — Rl S g L RE BT T, IF BT A
AR 55 b, X 26 H AR R R ATI AR RE A 5 ke — KB ME . 76 VMMN B R BB, S
T W] R B ERP i 7y —— 2% VB I 9 % (mismatch (Thierry, Athanasopoulos, Wiggett, Dering, &
negativity, MMN), Fifi % #H OGRS AN WIFR 22, BF Kuipers, 2009), £k45#][f(Czigler & Paté, 2009),
FEFHANTIAEL A MMN 38 T i %t Wi 5 A5 B 25 [ 40 % (Sulykos & Czigler, 2011)55 fij B /g
HURREAR ALY | Bh 4 THLHI O S BEsE . e,
R 19 S H ) 4 (Miiller, Widmann, & Schroger,
ek H3b: 2019-06-06 2013), Al {17 K& (Shtyrov, Goryainova, Tugin,
* ER HRBF RS MIX T H (31960181), Ossadtchi, & Shestakova, 2013)% 5 7k -8R 4
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ANEE B ) BUR, X E 34k 0 A T AL ] 2 A5 AT
PUHE T 2 |92 Ah 2 R AR B n Tk 2z
(Kimura, Kondo, Ohira, & Schroger, 2012), & T &
FEIX— [, WA 22 0K A\ S 1 25 78 1k 1Y TP
HEEM T A vMMN 93 57 40 85 (Zhao & Li,
2006), MHEBFFTIESE, BMEEIEFEZRET, 4
RMKSRBEE 1 3 Ak HbJin T A T 2 19 19 A8 Ak OF:
7= 4 vMMN 1% ) (Stefanics, Csukly, Komlosi,
Czobor, & Czigler, 2012), N T X524 5 AL 4%
VMMN, B 58 T TH IR 7 K (1 vMMIN BR
215 9% DL JE 471 1% (expression mismatch negativity,
EMMN).

JEAE 3K (2006~2019) AN BHE N EMMN #F5%
HEZh T vMMN G A e . —Jr i, B
TR I IEAWIHERR 87, o0 — 7, - XHRER A
FECIEBAE | £ JECRE S5 IR R IF 52 51 ABE H o AR
[ N Ah2 38 O N DR 1 38 ) R 5 (R I, A
HEBE, BER, BN, 2017), KICE FUE 5 N R
rA2E I F (Czigler, 2013), LK 2K DL f
AU & X (Stefanics, Kremlacek, & Czigler, 2014;
Winkler & Czigler, 2012)% f1 B, %} vMMN A
MMN #E47 T R SRR, (H B EMMN A ¢
WESE R EE R AT . STk, A SCEE A Y HiG 45
TP TR ARG Sk S, 2 4t b [ iR A
I EMMN YRR, JEARAH OGRS In L 43 b7 R g
BE, LU A 5 26 A% B\ o m T S50 i) A 5%
RAMEE IS,

2 EMMN YRR A%

EMMN i # 7E“#%2)) oddball JE=rhik1s .
“oddball i =2 7 & 5 7E A Wr 5 & 19 br o ) L
(standard stimulus, S)/F %1 FF2xFEHL H BL/NE R )
i 2= ] 3% (deviant stimulus, D) (May, Tiitinen,
Ilmoniemi, Nyman, Taylor, & Niitinen, 1999). #f
FHET LA DM T SR — BREHE (R IRE
FIRAIE) L i AR SRR AR I IE 1 E AR S g sl
TS WOATE LEE X LE S FI D 1) 2 AR 7 B AT —
SETESAE S5, X TR LE B FRFrIE AR 1L A5 B
T R—FdEF W EER . Ak,
EMMN 5 WF 5% 38 # %z 47 =5 1 19 1
BRYGH . —REEAFM S A1 D IR
RRBAE,;, RS R, D™
M ARSI R T, R E AR RIRET 5

2.1 EEFRERERFSRERFEET

TR 35 AT s 9 0 B0 g 222 R P 16 4% |
B =R, B, AL S BRI, &
WIHAE EMMN AY#F5E(Zhao & Li, 2006) LR H T
—(LIE O3 AR R, IXRE BB R LA HERR
S HIl D Z AR AWy B 22 S B 520 o 3X S A R
FE TH AL =2 [ AR K P 457 IE 22 S 38 B 1) 451 90 i 281 3,
MRES MG R E R M TR, AT
o X 4[], Astikainen 1 Hietanen (2009)f) 7
FERHT 4 AR (2 5 2 Lo)Ry 2R 16 18 1l 35
AR, XL 51 AN R KR At S D AE
[} —> block Hr 53, Ak, A BIFFE K A R] 3
By B3 A5 B R 0 AR B 57,19 block H1(Gayle, Gal,
& Kieffaber, 2012), Hi— Bl i)y 51 H il g5 —
LGS F D AL, BARKESE AT IR 4t
—PEFIIF — block B ML block Y I Ir,
ALt JTIAS 1] B 453 1) T8 LA 428 SRR K - 22 5 9 O ik
C 23 i g W5 E AT T 2 o

o, Ak B AL AN B
U 2 IR T L S, AN S A S T H
o BSCER B 1) R, T L e 30 T LR A AL B A
I [R]E, fe BY R B F 5T (Astikainen & Hietanen,
2009; Gayle et al., 2012; Kimura et al., 2012; Li, Lu,
Sun, Gao, & Zhao, 2012; Susac, Ilmoniemi, Pihko,
Ranken, & Supek, 2010; Zhao & Li, 2006)¥44 1)
SR AR AE AN BT v e 2 I RS T L B R A AR AR
R |, A Stefanics 55(2012)I9RF5EEIA T #i
B S B0 BET, oR TFL R S B AE B AR Y DY
7o XMBLTHALBESRLALL H A 6 v I i 2%
) TE B R AR A, T LA il B4 b A o R R
PR X R T AR 5 — e 58 vh A5 LK
22 (Liu, Xiao, Li, & Shi, 2015; Liu, Xiao, &
Shi, 2016; Wang et al., 2016), UIRAH ETEER
Tl BRI, PR v e ) BT LRI A1 SR 1Y 22 T
FLEI T AT 5 T RIS AL, PR
A [F) A5 B (R

w5, S D MR BEREAN IR o KHB 3 A 52 #8
W rEmfLES S, W PURTLIES DI (—F
ZER), B I A 15 2 T AL (RS A, SR,
RO D2 (5 — P 22 10350 o SR T, —LERFSE
BB T <R ZHH (reverse block)
(Kreegipuu et al., 2013; Kimura et al., 2012; Stefanics
etal., 2012; Wang et al., 2016), TEXFEITH, R
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Y AR O 22 R 2 (EAS R A9 block b A i B
B3, BN, 1£ Stefanics 5F(2012)MMFTEH, —FHY
block ¥ EEFLIER S, WA FLIEN D, Tid
—2f block NPRF TS THFLAE N S Hh M ALAVE ) Do
LI ) EMMN i 5 5 D B BRI 2458 S
TR 4 F 5 & 1Y ERP 345 . X PS4 14
HH I TR U BT AL B )R 5 BB AN R], (H SRR
LRGSR R B R X ST AR AR Y
EMMN 5¢ 42 e 1 AR K P 26 5 R E - BR T
FIREATTHZ AN, WA —LEBFF AR TR R
) Hofth 22350, 0 B 901 L (Chang, Xu, Shi,
Zhang, & Zhao, 2010; Kreegipuu et al., 2013)%%,
2.2 GEEIRIEA AR

EMMN BT 2558 o ot . 056 LA S AR T (7]
35 1) =R T0 AT 55 R A= R . Zhao 1 Li (2006)
0 DIAE R MMN 755 (Wei, Chan, & Luo, 2002),
22 B5 3 38 %E R % 6 g 3 (cross-modal
delayed response)d&iiE I EMMN [AFTE, %02
BESRA AT H A T L 2 10 00 18 R o A
75035, BB Z B S HERIE 5. S
P 5T XOJF & T 153 7 8UE %5 (Astikainen &
Hietanen, 2009; Gayle et al., 2012), Astikainen 7l
Hietanen (2009) 858, 7R LG R I
TR B, AT — B R, IR EOR PO
R Ty TSR AR B H o T Gayle %5
(2012)FRFF 5 B2 SR B T3 e v LA BTl
HCKOIF L IR R RCH o AR TR BT 5
T E THEUE 55 pOXERE TR, A kg mT DS Al 4%
HlE I, AR, X SEAF ST i AR AE— AN
Z 2R AR, BT S8 A58 38 T A i R R ]
REEA — B R M, R T B8 A 45 7T R
A R B ) 0 v T PR (Czigler, 2013), MU,
— BB 5T Al T AT [R] 25 AT 55 ke 42 il o 1
TR YEUR BN, 7E Vogel, Shen Fl Neuhaus (2015)
IR FE WA AT 2 A SR N 10
TERERE A, T H IR A A A R E LA
Fr AR SR RN o A B S B0 R T LA M A
Tl A R, E R 2 IR G v A 55 M
T 10 3 #3298 57 (Stefanics et al., 2014),

T — B0 B AR 55 (A 55 ) A B
1 A 25 M BE A AL A 09 0 R BRI AR, B AR
EMMN #IF 58 Hg i o 46 1 S0 3 H: rp A0 45 X 3
# HR 8% ) i FL 4288 2 v (Kimura et al., 2012; Susac

et al., 2010)., X5 H4E e+ S i AR AL
I (Liu et al., 2015; Liu et al., 2016; Stefanics et al.,
2012; Wang et al., 2016). X 5% v+ F 1%
S i (Kovarski et al., 2017) %} FH €4 [EHE 5w (Soshi
et al.,, 2015)5%, (H_ LR AMRAL S5 MR KZ
H T FL AR JE O A 55 (F 7, MRBE 55 ) A 4
IRAE AL BT g, AR AT S AT 55 19 [ I
WENE—E R EawmfLrms| . anfA4ae
HEBR X — BN A R 7 FiSCEE R 04 LA AL
TE ALY A0 R R O E R E O — AR AF Y Gk R
(Stefanics et al., 2012),
23 RHFFIEESRH

TEAZGENY oddball JEZ Y, v 2 AL
W2 o AT B 7 RSS2 o T Y IR 43 g
[i], ity H 23 (B 37 A X AR TR B A AN R . S
T, W58 2%l 0 2 Ar fE 8 2 (roving
standard paradigm)f ¥ il b v R R Bl £ S
B R DM (Kreegipuu et al., 2013) . %1 30 # 76
B — B vk ] Py B A LR, G SR N ) e A
DB A AR SRR, s R R A A A I ) S B Ry
2Rl . flm, 2] 6 wihmiLS)E, #
HEM S5 whRmAL, ZEXEW 7 khrmL,
WRIEHESR . Hh s — R ERW L5
T U B A 1A IR L o AR D 22 L (D), T 15
RmALE eI, BHE R — b v
LI SRR 14 D 22 SR B (D2) o 33X A 4 b 4
7 EMMN RS8BT i S e it 1), i 5 e Vi
ATk — 20 PR 5 it 26 R e O T/ A 2236 8

73— TP RIS BRI J5 52 7E oddball JF 4
FRI A SR 2 7 51 (Jacobsen & Schroger, 2001),
fltn, 76 Li %012)f5Erh, B 7 bk S Ak
15 D 4L Y oddball J751 block 4k, WF5E#H &
T AL S AR G TEL(S D AAIED) .
PV T FL o MRS T L DA B 284 T L 2H A 45 1l 7
51 block. ¥ block H i 5 F il H A H )
S BEAE AR, DRI AR S SRR A L IR Y
EMMN i oddball J351) i E 43 AL 75 & 1) ERP U
LM TS ARG AL & 1Y ERP 3R, X fiff
73 EMMN 53 75 1 F 1 B v, DA T ik 4
TARRAPEXT EMMN B3 B 520 o 1 Ah sk Fat350J7
G S m P A, At aT RLHRER 3 A R K P
YRR R . IR A A A ZE T LA
AR ARAE“EL 52 vVMMN” (genuine vVMMN, #5/2
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ATREHERR T F AR R VMMN TG 3, 1R
Stefanics et al. 2014) >R 1% 35 200 W 5% th il =2 3%

% (Astikainen, Cong, Ristaniemi, & Hietanen, 2013;

Kovarski et al., 2017), {HR2Z T EWFE—L)E
B Ry SEg s EA, B T2,
BT b3 B SO 5 SOk Dy iR A, — SERIESY
9T IR TI 4n 1 BE  1HFL AR Ak & Sh ki Tl
Tl AR T, AT HINET A AT T AN [FIF% E Hl
(Kimura et al., 2012; Vogel et al., 2015), 7 SCETE
S5 — R X 1 SO FY HEAT TR 1Y A 2R RN 3BT

3 EMMN 0435

3.1 EMMN Ry R (8] FAZS 8] 4 #r 45 1E

SHEMFHIMTAR PL. N170 22581040
FeAMEAE LAY AR, EMMN 5 I ) 5 03 R R
FE o HHT MMN 35 0 151 58 4o 5 — Bt E] Py
1S (E SR A e, TR b Vs R AS 2 gz 0 T 2
Hh 2k DG JC 1 3h 19 & A B 200k 8 . INBILAT A
FERKF, TE100~520 ms NHFHEE 3R TF EMMN
(Kovarski et al., 2017), HA—LHF5a EMMN
g | ELER(Gayle et al., 2012; Kimura et al.,
2012; Susac et al., 2010; Stefanics et al., 2012; Zhao
& Li, 2006), 175 —LE0F5E 1 EMMN D2 0004 |
4B i (Astikainen & Hietanen, 2009; Chang et al.,
2010; Kovarski et al., 2017; Tang et al., 2013), X 4&
EMMN 8 1\ > 55 H 3% g s [a) 28 11 PN A9 A0 I 1
434 % . Chang Z:(2010) I 5045 T 5 26 15 A8 1k 75
& RE EMMN (5 H#H (120~200 ms) F J5 ]
(220~320 ms)ifish, 4 AfERFES N170 F1 P250 A
O3 X 1 £ i 2 0B 2 S O, T 3 A R 2 AL
FIBFFE A g BT R I EMMN 3% 3 4 B39 A1 35
A3 BT R AR AR X N170 Fil P250 Y5 N
(Stefanics et al., 2012; Zhao & Li, 2006), Z5Z |5
R PR T REAE IR 18 AR 4L A SRz A HL
il R ERE A — i 2 M, W Kovarski %5 A(2017)
KB FLAGE 2575k Lo HP AR AR R R T I KA P
W

Feig Bk EMMN W58 45 R 258 nl DL &
B, 1SRG RN A S THLEN R T 24~
Fid B, Astikainen %5 (2013) 1 F 25 HE 2 = 6l
oddball FER MBI A, EIRTE oddball J751Fl
AR, R BUS 9 130 ms A1 170 ms
EAHHET EMMN %3, (HHF 130 ms £47

) EMMN KIS [R] Fr 91 28 8 ) 1) Sk B 73 A1
a5t UWIF NN, HB—BrB EMMN Bt TR
i X6 3 TR AR A SRR T, T AR B B
EMMN W sz e 748 2505 B i hn I o e #8 — i
S8 3 5 T L v i 22 T 28 D 2 175 18 AN T
EMMN Wi )i, #f— 7R 1 R AG 22 4 B 3 ik
T TALH A [ 9 B (Kovarski et al., 2017), XI5
SRR 2] T Mg EMMN, I H & BURIEIRA~
WrBL EMMN, 5 4% fi 22 1) 28 S 0 0 107 24 HAT B
K HFZE Al , Ah, PABrE ) EMMN i)
R TR EE G B AR AL PR E I,
TP 22175 722 A1 149 B A0 7 12 B 9 A AN ] 1 i
HERYG, RIS AR A A —BPERLR G — B
BoOMUE &I TSGR B i T B ES
TR IFANFE A3, DRI TGk e v 8 5 175 722 A 1) i
TR AL 58 38 AL 7 W 2 HLAR 7 4y, TRk
FRE BT X 26 J8 3 Z B DG 2R o (HIX TEBE 2 — A iR
It HAEAS i — AR Rl L

DMEWFSE R EMMN #5843 70 7E A3 - H A%
XA, b — e R B, I 2 25 B0 K
FLA I EMMN £7 75 47 2 BRI #4(Gayle et al., 2012;
Li et al., 2012; Vogel et al., 2015), XS5 F 7 #r
T REiA7 2 ERB 156 (right hemisphere hypothesis)
(Borod et al., 1998), Stefanics %¢(2012){di F“ % [i1]
HYUrt, @A CEHR R 22 BB AR UE) — (TR
IR 25— SRR ) 9 22 5 B A5 31 1 Sk B0 A1 T
R ORI D 22 15 Kk T A O R A
90~120 ms AP fi 22 BE B 25 5 %, (EPR AR D
22 REIBAT 2 BE S RN L0 22 S S B o X AR
DR A 2P BROG T B 4 17 S SR . SO
S, HHE 360~390 ms VIR AR fi 22 4005 A Y
2P Y 22 5 R IR, AR I 22 RCAE R i A
S 2 Bt T PR AR Al 22 S8 R g e iz, {HL
PRI i 22 AN 2 B T 2 03 - g o 7 G
AN TE RN BROC S B L 19 73 B AR S Fs
T ¥4k IR i (approach-withdrawal hypothesis), X
RN, 20 B 4 S 9 in T RRUR /42 3 P P 1
26, T A il D) o AR/ T sl AR 2 o AR A
(Alves, Fukusima, & Aznar-Casanova, 2008),

BT AL AR A, — LB RIF S TR A5 0 T6
RAF 3T 1) P, B A2 A B 1A B0 EMMING i 3
(Astikainen & Hietanen, 2009; Csukly, Stefanics,
Komlosi, Czigler, & Czobor, 2013; Stefanics et al.,
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2012; Wang et al., 2016), X W, W5 EOLH
SRR B A SN T, ATREw K T ¢
T2 W ) 25 45 . —SERF5E7E oddball JEX 1Y
FERH 1, fdFH MR MEG $7 A X i 5 2 175 748 1k fip
RN AT Bed KW R &5 64T T 0020 AR R

Large, Cavina-Pratesi, Vilis fll Culham (2008)[%J#/f
FUH AR AL T OFA A REAE A &R A5 B 10 i = i1 52
WS AYIESE o BfiJ5, Stefanics 5 (2012)WF T & FA,
M AR [ P BE 2 EMMN B AR . T Li
25(2012)if 1 Xt EMMN B335 B A5 2] T8 AT
1Z RS L R, P S A s
[l TR N AL

3.2 EMMN B95H R 1R [

BN — L i AL 25 UM B R B, AT
TOIS o488t A I 2 1 T S R 1 LA B SR I S
N, XK Z A TH A% IR [ (negativity bias) (Luo,
Feng, He, Wang, & Luo, 2010), 7 EMMN 4
W5, i (Kovarski et al., 2017) ., RLH(Stefanics
et al., 2012). IEfi(Gayle et al., 2012; Zhao & Li,
2006) 55 i 22 0 3 147 5 v 1 PR A i 22 RS
THRA EMMN i, 33X 3E— 2558 1 1H A i
o RS2, DR8] TORREIRZE R . BRI
THAE 4509 EMMN 3 i 22 (RN f72 7 G 35 22 7
(Astikainen & Hietanen, 2009; Astikainen et al.,
2013) A FF N, T AIX LA [ 25 3R 64 s 9 AT
AIE 2 W T A1 38 B Ao o ) 385 s 2 ) A% 5
(Kovarski et al., 2017),

L, SR A B FIR , s
PR 1 2 AL TR 0 155 A Ay T R v 22 AR o <
i 1) > B A Sy e — ol A SIS A o R o AR A 3
P, BTEMR DR3240 % DLRGE Mg .
A IFFEAE B < TF A i o) AS AR 74 S, i
HXS A 5 AR A A7 A OG5 B R 2 AR [ 19 5
JH P (Franken, Muris, Nijs, & Strien, 2008), ABA,
I A PR AL S B 114 R T b SR
JoMF S 0 A A W 5 B ZE AT 1 1 B0 2
s 55—l AN AU 5 3l A A T X S — i 2k
KOMBERE | A5 R AR R, 55 b )
EAE R A T A R ARIE, Ak
K KIS T B [F AR R RAR R A o 58— M E DL T BEZR
A B R AR T BRI B, 7 AMA
HE— 2L A HEAL s 105 G ST IR — e
BN R (HREBLA (1) EMMN SZ807E A HERR

TS BRI — i T L,
AR ASE RIS S, @t DLk
FATAT LA A R A R R, X EWE 54
318 N REJ7 B B ARG TR ER R G A sfbin T. R %
A RETE SL L I LR RN S X BH R B ATE 210 5
&, ARSI AS 52 M <3 AR A [ > #6155 45 28 46 B 3
TTHLE RIS M A, SR 2 SR L T AR
PR RS B, R T UM LA, SRR &
X R e BT Ak 238 I 3 X 2 AR AR BEA TR
B [N T (Gayle et al., 2012; Li et al., 2012; Zhao
& Li, 2006), 1 4nxs 35473 i 5 T8 A0 )19 n] A 22
FRAFAL S WEVE SRR o 343 X R T <9 AR AR
1) FA) A A7 I N DI i
33 EAAWBEERSSHER

TAFLAE S AR 22 £ v e 25 2 4 2 3R A RN 6
K, BIEDE R, L EN NS ER A
AR 38 Ao T L e 40 Tl N B, 4k A Y
AR L OREMRES, 0T LUR) A LR RSN [
WRHE R SER, WH XSS AR EA
T BB HIANFIN T . B4, 3 6 FL AR 1 28
AR W AT A vMMN §5 3, KX ix g
AL AE B8k 1y 8 S n L5 AL IS 415 548
iy B sl fbin T XA T4 X 517

Susac, Ilmoniemi, Pihko F1 Supek (2004)a9
FEE WAL oddball JuxrP A T LA {FES
15 215 B A1k B h I i T/ 5% 7] (Susac et al.,
2004) Z I E T PIFN oddball J7 81 S, Sl
U o 1) i 22 0855 s o 98 R A ] 8 7 1% 79 o T
HBFAE (w22 JECH vk, ARAETRRECN PR, &
A 2 18 25 TR JE 5 o A TR SR AN [ 3 5 ) v
AL WAMZIF R E T 550 1. 2 Ji%sE4e
MFEMEEE 2B 3, 40 BIRA R, XTI
F% SR AE P Al 22 TR 0 #0452 T B0 I 4
WU E TSR AY ERP JEIR, {HU2 I B0A 15 2% 26
EMB M mEZ BN EFEZESR . 6 4F)5, Susac %
(2010) FF- W Ad FH 58 2 A [A] 19 S 36 S 1T i AT T — 30
MEG W55, &SRB, IESLAMFT, Biin
RN 26 i 22 OB R T TR vMMN TR
i, B35 vMMN B IR AR AEfE B 2 25 5%
WAL, WA 54T 75 20 0% P D i 22 038 A S AL
] A T DX 2 [ B B A R 0 B AR AH,
HAFR A AR LU BB R ) vVMMN {5 3]
FETE R W T AL B Oy I RS 4 AR AR A B ke
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M, X2 vVMMN 375 2l ] BB Bt T LR B
ALY HShRI . EARE A RIS R, FEmfLE
US4 100 ms P, ASARSERT DAAR &b hn T 026 5%
&R 43 2545 B (Liu et al., 2002), {H T3 (W7
SR, THL B 03 R 2545 B BN TR AR L N Y
(Bruce & Young, 2011), 3£ I+, Susac 55(2010)AY
WFGRAUR I T W 44 V8 B3 0 T FL B R AR S kL, RD
B 5 B AL A —Fh, EEAANBIN ARG
P 5 107 12 B TR 22 9 T FL B A SRR A =2 )
B, Bz, R K@ 05T e 2% B L &
By RN 2515 B A B AR o TAHLE], {5 EMMN fY
MAMITER, FO0ME%ZME RN AT
1 T BEES 43 T AR [ A ML A b 2 g
fit o B FAI A OF SRS B R, B R REHE
Bk M S B T R, X AR B 25T
LRI

1 FLIE 215 B 505 B8 46 8 Skl = [
)25 S 16 Wang 25 A (2016)[RFFE H 185 T 561
ZAGTK 4 TREFLE A R BAE T AN E, ek
T 42 block: THH M ARL block #4174 TKIH
WL (2 55 2 ZoOfE AR e, AL 4 5K
BUR LI E A2 5 2 ZOfE I mZERIE; B4
W AE 4k block T 1% 45 BRI 25 4L block H A A7 i 3l
ORI 22 SO TR B AR A block Bl 4 5k %
PEHFL A R (2 B 2 O ME R,
4 5 5 M T FL B9 P R (2 R 2 T AR 1 A i 2 338
2 PEAE 4K block UK 55 4 25 1 block H A4 i Tl 8
Il 22 0 R S AN A B T B 4 A Ak
25251k . BHEAR LAY vVMMN T30, 1% 5T
FHiINN, AR L vVMMN () B2k 7T Sz sk T T $L
PEINAS AL 0 8 BRI I AN A AS T a7 5 04 T AL 43
R, M HSZ B LSS E BN,
Lk 59 M 45 1 Zo vk B B il P (Cross &
Campbell, 2011), P55 ML A L L5 51
EAAMTIESE . BLAh, B vMMN 13 R 1
(240~320 ms)#1E L5 AL vMMN [ AR 3 (R -
200~400 ms; M : 120~520 ms)E ., XEIUE T
SERTHFIT B . T AL 2515 B B0m T AL
s B nFh g . HAHFENBEIRS TED
(Amihai, Deouell, & Bentin, 2011), 4}, ZHF5EE
KITHAAR 22 LB R 22 . B IR 2219 EMMN 1
IR R, HEABERNRLAN, EHET
XL SN, L) T B 1 5 A AR ET BE B AL

oAt fz B 78 b T 28 5 Mol ) SR AR B 1.

B LAt 215 B A shikin T2 4h, mfL
RU(E B 5 A5 B A Shkn T2 18] 1) 56 & 45 3
T —SERFGE R . WFST A AR O S
B SERE L, 360 AH ) 2% 1 A f30 T LR R 5T 9% 1)
M, Kimura 28 (2012)0F58 A B, 13 8 mfLEIE
SEIFLFE & 1 EMMN AR A S G, [H 35 PR 22
B f) 22 52 00 R 0 3, SO T LB B AL N o 1E S
A5 BT L P17 2 O 2 S JBCRR 2 B i T, (Ll
T8 AL AR A BB IR, PR AR T
A Bl SRT, Susac 28 (2010)WBF 5T HIAGE] T
AN PEER  ANFEIEST AT, 15 26w 22 0 nT
DA B B i) EMMIN 3630, /EF I, XFE4
Ut B 28 O 22 55 b 1 R R I AR P 22 S 0 A 2
EMMN 77 A (9 JE R, {ELI 85 K 25 1o L A0 g 78045
BRBHEBAIBMWEZELEK, Chang %(2010)
ORI 5 R F T IE SRV B A 1m0, O HLix i
RN L T AR AE B S E g 2 R
EMMN )i 28 5 o X IURF98 & B, 7 1E gk i
KM A7 2 BR M s b, TE 7 FLA 25 D 22 3R 38 L
{51 5 1 LG 4 O 22 034 9 EMIMIN I I 5K, T 2
Bk EMMN i 22 (8]0 b 3% 22 5 o SR, EBE
PIARAE £ 3 A% A 3 B v b i 22 TR 9 & 1Y
EMMN 2 [H] 4o i 25 25 5% o

4 BETUHEHNUMIHMEES

R R 22 BB 58 T IR O TR TR R 1 H sl A
MRS, WARFEES (Li, Zhou, Zheng, Liu,
& Zheng, 2018; Xu, Yang, Wang, Sun, & Zhao,
2013). AR[FE4F#E(Liu et al., 2016) ., EARG AR 1
(Liu et al., 2015). ANFLA#E #3555 (Soshi et al.,
2015), ILAh, A HIE(Gayle et al., 2012), FJEH]
AR4E (Chang et al., 2010; Wu et al., 2017). K4
Z4JiE (Corcoran et al., 2017; Csukly et al., 2013;
Farkas, Stefanics, Marosi, & Csukly, 2015; Yin, She,
Zhao, & Zheng, 2018)., {HX4 MG (Tang et al.,
2013)%5 1 KA EMMN 052 3 7 #F 5 & 9 56
TE o ASCUUARFMES i KA 5 1E 5 A AR
EMMN 2 5 5], 9E47 1 2 A
41 EMMNH®M4RER

KEMAREY, LB LERAEE T
fi#(Li, Yuan, & Lin, 2008; Lithari et al., 2010). {&
a5 B2 A S AL BRI AN T2 A A1 2E L)
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BN 7 Xu 55 (2013) R A5 (8 FH T 1 FL (17 28 1),
BT BT TCFRAT 55 B8, e 19 00 1o FL A5
27L& 1 EMMN J5 3 %05t 2B, A4
25 00 A B AR AR 2 S e T A A KBRS 1Y
EMMN {8l iX R T L HEAEN %480 B skl
AR P L B R RO OB . Ak, ST
J5 7 M SLORETA) Y 45 R 8 7k, 2otk i R 1)
EMMN & g IR 8% M AER B, 5 EMMN 8
FE SCAETRUE R0 1 55 7 A 3 EMMIN 422 037 78
Wb lnl, 5] EMMN 8 € A7 P o], ax gk
EMMN SRR Z [6] /4 25 5 s i T 58 Lo 4e A 2h i 4
AR LI 3 A o B i b 28 R O R — B Bl
14— JTURIE 5 B AL 1 o Pk A T R AR Ak B sl
HAETE R HTIEYE (Li et al., 2018), 5 3RS
— 3, PR EAMN, LB MR
(100~200 ms)FJ5 #1(250~350 ms)fJ EMMN 1 i
R, X — 25 SR T Lo MR RS 4 AR Ak B
SN TR SRTTIZ 5T I A& & BB L7 m
TRV R 2R EMMN W 25 BFEE R,
X AT e AR R T MR 45 16 2 2% 5 A v R A
1o, SRR B A s A
4.2 ImARAEHER BE R EMMN $5{E

1 HGE B R B B8 (ASD) i #F AR FEAE &3
WRER . Gayle 25 (2012)#F %8 7 T &8 1% 725 1k
EMMN 5 A4 A H BIAERE T Z B A E R o %P5
KA 2 #19 5) oddball JE307, BT = Fh w22 H]

VAR < I O 22 (s o 00 8 T LA B € Dy 2 (),

TR A 251 22 (B AR ) R W 17 4 s 22 (B A ) o X0
TFSRUESE T EMMN 5 [ PR R 5T 2 (A7 AR G HE,
FRB IS 45 W 22155 2 10 EMMN 1R 5 3 B E Ry 5%
(AQ)Z [ AFHE W 3B W IE A 3¢, (EIH ARG 25 I 2= 2%
4 F EMMN fl AQ Z [EJFHKE K RIFAEE, TF5
FINN, X AT BEULH TS IR 175 ASD 1% 8% b
REAC A0 AH B0 ST o

T E M ARSE (major depressive disorder, MDD)
BEE ORI E BN R INnT,
A% 0 5 RN 1 25 N PR AT 4 2 L (Leppanen,
2006; Persad & Polivy, 1993), —L6fF5% FBHHNAR
iE KB 3T TR0 FEURRE 0 T A T 50 2 1 A A DA A
[ (Persad & Polivy, 1993), Chang % (2010)#5%5 T
TIARAE £ 2 15 A7 75 1H FR RG22 40 A 3hin T4 ik
Fa, TF5ER RG-S, 7€ oddball J¥ 4 iz
TR AR A T A O 2 R, B S R E]

PRI, 450 A MDD 1% #ki5 & 1
EMMN H§5, b4h, W5k X8, MDD
EMMN I3 I 5 1E 5 98— 19 <im0 FL 43
ERON”, B MDD 3y B 52 5y 1 FL A 4 7Y
{5 B LRe 3240

A5 #4324 (schizophrenia) B # 18 % U3 77 76
U PR AN A, U2 IR R A iR
5l B 1 3% #t (Kohler, Walker, Martin, Healey &
Moberg, 2010), & A WFFE45 H EMMN i i (14 45
RAE T B0 2 A BLIRE A BE AT, JF H 54 4
ZUE B B H DI RESZ 11 % (Light & Braff, 2005),
Csukly % (2013)AYBFFE S0 UE T 1 #8245 22 b 15 &
9 EMMN i 1 508 4 73 SLAE B8 25 15 28 HU0ME 55
P IR v A DG . Bk, RS o 2UE
¥ EMMN £ 0E % Bk EMMN f 0855 /2 5
1 LR ME 55 B R g TE 22 R I G, AT
FEHINT, EMMN (95245 Al BE S 1R #7325
BEEHEZ AN TR 28 . XrhEs
HIFBARBIRE T T e, Bz L A2 D BE A

B T LRI Z AN, A K &5 L
EMMN SBi8h5, R8T %428 5+ asiil 4 T.he
JIZ P KA RS B Zh A n TAg 26 2 A 5 R
BORE S, ANt R PE BE A (Tang et al., 2013)%%, X
S Z GBI TEAALA I T4 705 A S A 1 B A,
T L A 33 R #5055 114 12 Wt FDIA T 350 B A 4
HET HETE Y R T8 R

5 MNmAEIERIERTHEEEREE
LT

5.1 TNZmAZIBILE

KT MMN/VMMN AR 1) 2 ot A0 3805 201
B RR, O F I Tt X — [l 8,
FEA AT TR [A B0 A 9 55 A5 A (fatigue
model) FliCAZ 45 L 15 & (memory mismatch), Fij#
KA, X s R ) R R AR R R AT S B B 28T
BEAARTT RE 2277 2R N R MRS, T O 22 00 AT e %
TG <R G I A 2 TR o DR 22 B 2 Le
HEROS & R A SRR PE ERP B4y, MR EOE
SR 25 S S Bl o T 3k e [N 2 e T A Y
AR, IFRCA BIRIAHIIGEE X (May &
Tiitinen, 2010), J5#& WIIAKy, KNS HEEE%T RS
{5 BHHTICIZ RAE, A8 U2 HT 1Y B (5 BT,
2N H 5 B 28 A DCICIC /AR AT X 1L, 4N



92 LR R

%28 %

BB ARFEN S EH LA . MMN/VYMMN B & 1E
FB X P SR AL o B 1Y SF #E 3% B (Todorovie & de
Lange, 2012). #A& 100 f5c T 36 M0 A% 100300 2 44 213
(predictive coding)fBl-F- 7] LK - 3R B Ff A [5] 114 i
B G K, ZIIE I (R B R 45 1
(25 F PR 0 R R A0 S 3 BUAS P R AZ 3R AE 1Y

T G R (1 ME TR T — A L AE S L s
Ao BT SO B — A% B R 4 5 K
SO, DR AH SR ] 1) 22 S 2R AT A, 1
3 g S v Ak B R A A A ) VR S I Ak T
DU G A% BB A, Rk T 2Ly ok
RGP ZBIR AN R HR — L,
BN 2 Bl b S R AR B R 4R A N T,
M2 B 256 O 20 50 R AR B0 06 15 8L ) B
A, DT TR Jixsr 03 th 5 i Al i o 30k v KA Xof 41
S TH S 10 5 2 T ML ) e AR 2 S < A AR A
(generative models, Clark, 2013; Kimura et al.,
2011; Winkler & Czigler, 2012), T} &, 45—
A Z 4 32 2l 15 B 5 B &% i R I A — BT,
TR 25 PR K 30K AN — SIURRAE AR Ay <TI0 4 152
5 BT R, FRO8 s R JE A ik . 1ZHEe
Hh L RN AR A% O AT 55 2 AN BT e 38 A << 0 i 22,
AT PR T A 35 1) i A% 3 B o 3 A4 DA i T LA mf
AT BEUR, JF HAE S F M i

TR 2, 500 i Ay LI 38 1) Ml T AR i AR
W SZ I WE? Friston (2005, 2008, 2010)4& 1 T
K 1 43 J2 190300 24 75 HE 22 (hierarchical predictive
coding framework), ZMESLEE 37 7E KN N 4% 52 2%
O 2RSS I 3L (Amal & Giraud, 2012;
Kiebel, Daunizeau, & Friston, 2008; Wang, 2010),
NN K ERA Z EHM TN RS HRE, B ER
HBAL o PIFP 22 TTREA . 4512 5 I (error units, E)
FIFAFE BT (representation units, R), 1 /Z24% R i@
Tk X PR SRR SR T IR ) SR R T 1R
F18) 00 A% L (BRI SC b 2 3B A A5 ), IR T A%
BB G IZS Bo MHRIZS E W2 T3R5
BT Y ET NG B A EAE, RN R )R R G
K HE N B TR 4% % {5 % (precision-weighted
prediction errors, pwPEs), FRAFHICS AN Wik 3
pwPE {552k BT Bl 45 B (Clark, 2015; Rao &
Ballard, 1999; Friston, 2005),

W52 AT MMN/VYMMN 2 B0 24 A5 fin T

I pwPEs FU4NH L (Friston, 2005; Stephan,
Baldeweg, & Friston, 2006; Wacongne et al., 2011;
Stefanics et al., 2014; Kremlacek et al., 2016), Jf H.
RREC L) Z W OFFEIEN], Horp BRf 4 — 28
I‘Eﬂfﬁiﬁﬁ(Aukszmlewicz & Friston, 2015; Chennu
et al., 2016; Garrido, Rowe, Haldsz, & Mattingley,
2017; Phillips, Blenkmann, Hughes, Bekinschtein, &
Rowe, 2015), A5 — LR BRI A5 21 1) B
BEUEYE (Kolossa, Kopp, & Fingscheidt, 2015; Jepma
etal., 2016),
5.2 FRM4ISIERILTE EMMN 5 8936 E

TR ZRNE EMMN o 75 514 Ak T 10 R 1
R AF B TC R B ST 7 A2 7 Kimura 45
(2012)IA 2 oddball J¥4 H1 5| 2K EMMN A{LAT
VLR A 8 DAy < 0 B 1R, T L (A T L e R
“ICHZHE L (Czigler, 2013; Kimura et al., 2011), N
WZ WA T TR IR RO 51 A 4 T L
GRAR PR AR ) A7 R (19 22 5 H B CRMFL A v 25 1
PARBRESAE) o (EAERIER B B, W2 AL
A T RE 2 AR 10 H A B (R A 22 4% R AP SR
i 2 25 ) o B AT 55 2 X B R A5 11 T L A 7
FREE SN o 2T A AERCRE o D A R 7,
A5 T JRA AR, Rt SR BR A8 i i
i 26 50 0B T B T AR A A R EMMIN
W2, FERTLAIE EMMN 2 HaE 15 1 B i 8%
Frifs &, B EMMN S2 KR 3500 45152 B g i e
R WA, HOPTREECE T EE TS, LR
EMMN sz e i) F5000 4 B 37 ) 2 75 40 T 18 L 19
BARAE R o SR, RMEFN PRI i 22 0 4 BE
VBRI EMMN G 3l, HIE N7 SRR & A
i EMMN ¥R 01 5%

Vogel 25 (2015) I 53 W & BR T 1% 26 9 2578 T
D 2 % 3k 2 v AR S P T SIS v Y e 25 2%
PEIEAS R BRI, i = 22075 . DR
e T 55 Lo & — 42 38 G rp R 2R L B R AR
JibrkE, FES BB, ORISR E 40
AR R UE T 5 (S 2 90 55 A e AL S &
A o R L) . ZE RS, Bl A
WLEE AR IE T 91 (1 70%) Rl =28 0t 22 )5 971 (4%
10%) 4 LA R0 . =281 22 17 51 43 50l kg, P 571
FAUM 22 P9 G B 5 e ) VI 25 2R R 22
P8 (S P 55 Jim AR L) 1 910 17 2 26 1L i 22 17
NGtk B E AR ) BHE R, 15 4528 22
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BFFI R 22 19 EMMN 3R IR FT T 100 ms,
155 26 AUt 22 3075 e 1 BT B 2 A i 2 A 2 BREE
K EMMN ¢ o 5E ) 22102, WU (sSLORETA)
AT AR B, 1 2 S R I 22 O TSR )T R R
4, XIHFFEAAIESE 1 LIS 2515 B2 i B
B Ak T 00 g A% B 2 ) Y SR A R, T L
AT 17 &5 P 25 REAE 1158 AR R s 2 190 44 )
Wah, JFHET s RN X WA,
2R O 1) U0 2 B 0% Bl B A S O e g, R
IR A A R SO T A R R S T TR
e 9 S AN RN 22 1Y S A G

EAS — A2, R — I 5 58 o P 22 1
HRERIEN], EMMN A 52 5B T S50 g A 2 e v
i pwPEs (Stefanics, Heinzle, Horvath, & Stephan,
2018). TR shibrifiEit, B8 1 mALE
NG 2 PR Dt 22 RIS A o PSS 1 P 20 )25
177 1 #% (the Hierarchical Gaussian Filter, HGF;
Mathys et al., 2014), TEAREmHE -3 WS E 1)
TEBLT, g Bk EEG {5 S48 T =X AR
5 (1T L £ 5 T LA 26 728 4k 15 &l  HGF
2 — SR R 2% > SR A DL A A, B
1Y JLIRAIF 52 R AR B AR ST 1 R 11 )2 5 T 4
TR0 R (Iglesias et al., 2013; Lawson, Mathys, &
Rees, 2017; Powers, Mathys, & Corlett, 2017;
Schwartenbeck, FitzGerald, Mathys, Dolan, & Friston,
2015; Vossel, Mathys, Stephan, & Friston, 2015). il
i HGF 8 7 1 56 R 26 i 22 025 A B9 pwPEs
Bl s, WEE KA S HUE S Bk T S
FERY(GLM)1E = [8]H Kl F-(quantitative regressors),
TR T pwPEs Y 1l B T8 FH IR (5] . 45
AR, BEMES METE AR pwPE
2 B Sk B2 4 A (I )% E Sk 320~500 ms Al
405~455 ms)5 1558 75 12 (i 22 H—Hm o H 0O 75
F B EMMN 3k B0 Afi (8] 23 112l 324~484 ms
H1 420~452 ms)HH 4 W) &, %5 FE EMMN 1 [y
R T g A B A B U, OF B3R T
JEHT IS . MMN/AYMMN AT DL gl B o 43 J2 DL
I 37 #E W7 T 5 B A0 BR S L BE (Friston, 2005;
Garrido, Kilner, Kiebel, & Friston, 2009),

6 BHESRE

N Iinder B shiehn TBE 207 2 R 1§ 25 5 8.2
BEFEHEMIAH EMMN, 4858 T #8122 10 1 3h

RN TRt 2L o I i TR S . BRI
WK, DIRER 55 %A ZH ) EMMN
25 BLAk, WM T G A IS 0O M RE, MRS T
EMMN (7= PLE LS 2 . FL b, RTH
AR B B SN T, A K A 1) B A5
FFEE A2 B2 FIHEST .
6.1 ISiE EMMN 7EIG RS BrfniE & a9 el 1714
Kremlacek %5 (2016)%f 45 #7249 . O BEbE
. A . MR AT R . R ERER .
RLBRAGAE 33 T RN 4Tk ) vMMN #fF 58 45
TIsrHT . ZAEF NN VMMN £ MMN ) —4~ 2
B IR T DA WA A L A T
PLBEIN T2 A8 H 8 A P s 22 BRSE I T 7
), FFEX R AR A o R U, SR, A
F MMN, vMMN A1l FRAF T 0 A TS 24 B Bt
LR 7 A 2 5843 1A . EMMN fE R —
FEER Y vVMMN, REAS S A0 3 T8 155 26 15 8
AN T 8RE, X iE— 1 sh T vMMN (11 R
WESE, K AH OGRS 2 s J8 7 22 B 1 & 13
PR AR S HAE R = A L AR K R R i P R
R TN, Fit, 4F0RA Btk —E%
SATAT 1 26 I TR 15 AH SRS plrge s 28 5 761 24
Ak A Sh R RE ) B G R, R IR
EMMN 7EIG RIZ W . FAG 55 7 1 0 H i ml 474
6.2 T ERARBEHBAMARMIEE EMMN
RIS
ANEAE B Z Rk KR HE R, XL
W F B HEFL, & MRS e, AR E
BT W FEAE AR 0 [ SR LR, LA
FLFNEE 5 B AL A Sl i 2 A HLHIGE L . 37
WraE, 2017). HRORVE AR50 E L1525 15 Bk
ALY — D EEHRGE W T/, BEEH,
&, 2017, Tk, BRERHE, B, A%
2017), = EA SELmLLAHLA EMMN {H15
i — & % %% (Ding, Liu, Kang, Wang, & Kret,
2019), BbAk, HRIKFIELRER TR LG 215 B
SIEME BAERTE BN T R BB KRR
TS5 EE EMMN BEEEZER? KRR
SRR RN ST Z M EMMN 134
SRl A i Tk — 4K
6.3 &7~ EMMN B9 £ & 2Rt A0 i TH0
EMMN/vMMN/MMN [ 55 3% 4 & 57 75— 4>
B AR, B — A 30 ol
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TEMEE G, KMk2TE 0% = Ok SR A A 2R 150
M, RIS 2 M R R BOR A, 2R DL BC Y 3l
TE 2 PR S BN T I e A . A 1K
WEEERAE Q1 HAA W] 0 O 34V i — 1, ol 2
AR SCT R A 1) AR X R Tl O AR R A B B
SR, SR T X ACRE T 14 53 Ah— TR —— K {5
SRR R R G FR 0T B [RIRE B 2 (Stefanics et al.,
2014), T 4% HIS 71 2622 4005 2 B Sk il A1
X EMMN FZSEAUER TG TS —#%
AN T2 18] 0 S G AR, T LU 1 00 s
FRIE K LA 5 0 2 T SRR TR R R i AL 1 32 A 1
T2 BY TSR o A5 B 5 R 12 0 588 Xof <R T o) —
B, IF 3 — LR 4 B sh ki A 1
0 24 R 24 1 2 SR HBAY

5% 3k
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The automatic processing of changes in emotion: Implications from EMMN

DING Xiaobin'; LIU Jianyi'; WANG Yapeng’; KANG Tiejun'; DANG Chen'
(' Key Laboratory of Behavioral and Mental Health of Gansu Province, School of Psychology, Northwest Normal University,
Lanzhou 730070, China)
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Abstract: How does the human brain automatically process changing emotional information? Based on the
theory of mismatch negativity (MMN), which is generated from our auditory system, a new concept named
expression mismatch negativity (EMMN) has been developed by researchers. EMMN is regarded as the
index of pre-attentive processing. EMMN is primarily responsible for detecting the variation of information
that contains emotional details, and this is where it differs from the visual mismatch negativity (vMMN) that
accounts for processing common visual information. Current review mainly discusses how EMMN differs in
regard to different facial expression, gender, and fluid intelligence. We also focused on EMMN in aberrated
populations such as autism, major depression, and schizophrenia. In addition, we sheds light on the
mechanism of EMMN through a perspective based on the predictive-coding theory. In addition to further
exploring the neural mechanism of EMMN, future studies should focus particularly on the application of
EMMN in clinical diagnosis and therapy, as well as pay close attention to the feature of EMMN in different
emotional cues.

Key words: facial expression; pre-attentive processing; mismatch negativity; N170; oddball paradigm





