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OEFANRENEARFES, TR RINTEEHE%T

AR A Rt Hl e # o dm T, S,

AR H 48 MR B L TR RAT = A& B AFEFTOE 4L, MR IEAMRARIEL # 0T AR R
FA% B T bk ZiEEs), REORARLERPRFAAE N ETEZARA, KT DIVA (directions into
velocities of articulators)i¥ 22 i+ HAELR, MiEZ 3 F A5 ZARANK, WA T ke R AR 3E 4 -0k 4e
AP EVAERR G R, T AT U B AT B AR AL 2R A5 6 F R B Fe ELAT AT TR B L,

VAZ ERP AR5, F P1-N1-P2 AR5 & AR B 69 1A %m 9 i, Bboh

, I ZT

4 T HravhE A i Rl R £, &

FEARER . NAENFELSTRF, FREX AL E S X EGARLFA.

X8R FTEEHAL; WIRER, RARES); TR RAR
HEKS B4
1 518

FEEAREREZEN T AZ—, B2
S NEER N R AEHE RS —. —
Bk, BT LU N =R 23S
1k (Conceptualization), #f 37 Ui B & K AR £ 5
RIHE &, &5 14 % (Formulation), 8% £k
W ME & 18 B X, = J& & (Articulation),
W R E HAR N AR RGBS, #mED,
2003), H#E S F AR T AT
Wt A8, WA R E T FIESENPIT SR, HET
O PIE F 2 WA F OG0 AR A L )
(Levelt, Roelofs, & Meyer, 1999), ZM T P71
FRATYE B B2 Z2 AL AN B G FAR . PRIE Ee AE
MY IC AT R W], KREWFIE A Lo 1) & & AT 5%
[R]Ffai Bty . IR )2 R 1942 s (Indefrey, 2011;
Indefrey & Levelt, 2004). F52 b, 4 & 35148
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it — RN K AR 138 Bl Ak B T A B R 3L
W &P E— AR B A i, W R R
BT . B A S L BN B, X
LIRS LTI R R B R
Ji%i & . /N 4E (Golfinopoulos, Tourville, & Guenther,
2010))  Z WML NS5, T R EHITE RN
B, WFOTE B W % M AE B g i AR R R AT
5T, LARAME SR oE & Ml B ) A B 0F 58
AR, NEm . REMBM S E 4000 B HLE]
$EALHLS NS B 48 F: (Hickok, 2012),

R WO — e M 1z B4 ok 72,
BRAS R anfar 7= 2R KE B 0 L DL B AR N R 10 1938 30,
i I BB 52 1 (sensory  feedback)7E i 2 44 il H 1)
T EAF FH (Wolpert, Diedrichsen, & Flanagan, 2011),
AR, & BN B OE A A R LW TR
R B B I S S TR S e 7 M
T g T By T 5 B2 Gk (auditory feedback), X B
e HH ) HE R PR 3E 4T FI T (Guenther, 2006; Guenther
& Vladusich, 2012; Scheerer & Jones, 2012), i 5
B I G IR B AWITRA, TR H E BN E
A i 4 il (feedforward control) il Jiz 4 il (feedback
control) Y IAHI N A AR FIBLH . MEHE SR o, Aot
FEHFENMENT EZ R G T A Lmi N MR
PAT B AR HH N 2 B 4e 4, TR i i HE A
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PRI E 0 T AR R AR b S A Y R
B SR R, TR BB B B TR R AR
FMEIEIZ sk . WA RGEIF AR EAEH], M
BAE A, IR T 5187 4 A7 o 22 10
| #E4T (Guenther, Ghosh, & Tourville, 2006; Parrell,
Lammert, Ciccarelli, & Quatieri, 2019; Perkell, 2012;
Tourville & Guenther, 2011), S SR HOR# Z H0F 5T
T i Mz gl i A OG5 TR AR I R AR AL
il F1#ft 28 BE Atk (Cai, Ghosh, Guenther, & Perkell,
2010, 2011; Chang, Niziolek, Knight, Nagarajan, &
Houde, 2013; Chen et al.,, 2015; Hickok, 2012;
Scheerer & Jones, 2018), 1B 20 LM ITIE [LIEE
W, B2 X Z A ENS T 5. BFSE A ORI AE
BB RGEMIRR . T T I, A SOR AT 15 R I
T R AN TR LR S . ST AR L B
PR3 45 0 DA 5 18 sh AT 1 .

2 HNRFRGHESIB SR EAER

& s s WA 5 O B e A T
PG L R, AR TR L
FAWBET) T IR0 A B AT T E,
iR 28 192 Guenther 20452 K L BAF 2211 DIVA
(directions into velocities of articulators)#fi 21154
RERY ARG TEAMATE LR & 2 1R B B
AT HE BRI G5 R S B 4 T B BE D, 3 R A B AR T
B PG R F 7 AR AR b e B A
S 2 8 AT DR AE B A H 18 A o
2.1 BEIFIEPIIRMRIIZHNES

DIVA FERLERE I, W AR 9 2 LA B 45 5 0h
FRAERETT, TR AR 2 D WUF S A
AN RJERT B, IR 8 K T s sl U S A R
G,

MREF S IEMYER . 7ENRRENS LR W,
WA Sl A N — R (R AR R S R
PRI Bl 4 FU R R 2 18] YR ES . AR
IR M e B B By, LT IR SR, T
IR A B GE (1A 58 ) K )2 53 30 I AR 5 8 S Ve 7
Az B W e FMACSE S R B, 2 ek B s A
AR RIE B XS o U, A0SR R B B R R R
A, AN ARRT LA P X 5 132 3 — 8% o 1 45 4
ST R R AT 5 F AL B IEPE Y12 348 2 (Guenther
et al., 2006; Tourville & Guenther, 2011),

KA B o Y — ek 75 & 1912 3 — B e K 45

SEIE L, ARHEAGE ST B, T AR 2T R S
T P A o I S4Bt 2R 8 B At 8 A B
Az BT AR R B T RO RO, AR
TN TE & T e B bR, B IE 6 7 A 5 1 I
S8 B A T 58 S B (Tourville & Guenther, 2011;
Kearney & Guenther, 2019). T iE& /775 E#; 1k
SEILGE, RIS TE — 5 178 S Y0 [ P A b
R ZIE S, BESEE R B ROk 18
F U5 H #7(Guenther & Vladusich, 2012), Liu
I Tian (2018) LA i WriE F b iy W7 5 25 2R R AL,
IR A =T 8 5 W R G0 WAk, il R &
SFRMLA A O IEM A S RS S, Ak
B (AR AT AR ) B B sl B AU W) kA
P22 il AR 2 S5 (Parrell et al., 2019), MARIE T 14
B E bR, BT 7 A 47 2 1 A 400 B L A A
2 (Tourville & Guenther, 2011), HILAT 0L, f2 ik
R F 0N 2 CEZ, Enl DI B A K
TEICIL FR G I BRI TE & IS H AR RAE
TEWE 58 H AR 215305, AR TT i 3 T8 07 /Y B
2 2 P A RS R B s ZAjJTE'/?\(Guenther et al.,
2006; Perkell, 2012; Tourville & Guenther, 2011),
I, WA AR A A 1 R R 32 3h 45 4 22 [
T S E AT AR AR S, K s Sl YD 46 Sl AR
AR IRECR, & s 3 58 MOl B RSt
SR, A AF R R a5 gl Wrad 42 R Gext e A
B SRR A Y RN T H bR, SRR AR VT
e HARMEIE & & s s b s iR, e Er 1t
BT S8 S . 2GR, B L hE
7R ) SR B s O ELR P A TR AR R, aRAE
Tis - R B Z A R SS, R iR IE ) &
BT 25 b, ERIEE IR, B
RIS A 42 ) 5 B A O 2 T BT T Y R
AR F ™ A 1 R 152 3484 LA R i Sy s 34
A R GE 2 5t 2 () A E AR AS, 180 & e Hh 2R A
T F 152 s il H fe
22 EEFEIREPEIRNRIGISHNES
WE R, RBHE S N E RIZ g
il B Sk, v KR AR G R R A R ST L B
HKFR AR AL . DIVA SRS AR TEICIZ R G Y
JRBE b R i 454 R0 2 A5t 4 o 1 P [R) 5 R A2
THEE, A ) — LEAEAY ] AN AT 55 3 2 (TD:
task dynamics) (Saltzman & Munhall, 1989), JIRZ
S (SFC: state feedback control) (Houde &
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Chang, 2015)%Wff#Hg i, AT IERHT 1457 (internal
forward model) 7E £ it 5. 1) J8% 5 T 301 2 6 R R At
PR ) SCBERX A . 552 B, BAR DIVA AR
TEBISHE R I AN ER A 1) A A, (H B JF R
N B SR ] A A R 1) LT (Guenther,
1995), K, BT 4 s S ot . s H AR
T8 B8 A 1 SR TN L [ 4 a#E T A R S
PREERE 0 5 5 7= A2 B9 BE 1 (Guenther, 1995; Hickok,
2012; Hickok, Houde, & Rong, 2011; Houde &
Nagarajan, 2011), £ FX = PMHRRZME LR,
FRATTHe: 2 DA i 5 R B3t s A T A
B

FEACREE R AT RIS S . A 0 & s
MG THIBER RS . YR A i R
FEEE RE WA, A R MR ORE & A R
R BHE shdE 4, BARRSRKMEL EGE, &
T BRI A, LIRS AN R AL E A B, B
LI E LA 1 SO IR ERYERSY) (Guenther,
2016), HiifBHE SRz she S A E A E, HA
SR 1B 3 7 AR IR 2 R S A T SR 2 el Y i
{3z sl (Perkell, 2012), X —id FERMUT R4

e B FF B4 il (open-loop  control), f&—Ff
Tt A 0 52 5 A2 P Xk G2 AR A SR ) A TG S 2 B £
B RGBSR ST A
I2 SR A B i TR B . R RS R
E5 e S 1K o P s 2 R A S K v s BT R 2 N )
T b & G2 B 4, T H R T AR HA Z 1 b
B, BT ORI F 15 77 A (Parrell et al., 2019).
B, fERRE S AR I MR, B E e
MIHERRPEA A TR, TP IR I R 58 b 32 3h 4
A — B, BARSFEF IR, I
AN IE T3 5 345 0 R B Bt (Guenther, 2006;
Guenther & Vladusich, 2012). M4F, 4AMAFrAb
WA ER, B2 kAE—L TR, [l
Tt o AS L8 WO RV 10 3 5 i o R R Y
AT A A FRE IR T .

AR RSB RRRA . AT 6 R4
B AR BB T s shs 4, MR B H R4
4 NG B & P iz 8 7= A R B, R
JRE BJCE B bR, UL 152 gh 4 il A
e 2 WA A 1 e 5 R IR A TR R . B
SR A 1 R G5 IR i A7 A aent H AR A2 42
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BOMEETF 12 8454 1985t T (motor-based sensory
prediction) (7EZAb S MIFN 7 S S 5 BB
] (1) B3t F4E (Liu & Tian, 2018; Tian & Poeppel,
2012),

T4, DIVA SRR, A8 Bs s 3l
A1 (] B, 23 B0 1012 R 4 R N YRR H R
TR s 2 B T 80 77 A T 5 I 40 B8 v S 1,
PRIt T L5 S B e S A T X b . FETER
At AR, AMAGE R AS R RS B AR R i
o, FIW & SIER) BARSEHS 75 (Guenther, 2016).
SR ZE R SRR A (4 E 4 A R, e H AR A
S B SR S5 A5t 22 ] F 22 AT AT T ST H AR R &
Y1z 35145 4 (Guenther, 1994; Hickok et al., 2011;
Lametti, Krol, Shiller, & Ostry, 2014), 75 ZLBI#i Y
J2, BARTER 1 BT R GE R G e H
b, MBSEFR FGE & BESE B AR B BT Byl
P Je A R

S AN, i AR 54 ) T LA aek PR S R e A
U 45 B P B B2 13 (Franklin & Wolpert, 2011),
ToX Tl AT B A T R A A AR Sy T A 4
(predictive control) (Parrell et al., 2019), MIAFIZ
TR, JRRBE T H A A 7 AR S BRI B A5
A, 3 3 B P ER A B 24 i O SR A DL B
J&i ] BE 1Y B8 I i (Hickok, 2012; Tian & Poeppel,
2010, 2012), AR 58 MO8 T8 5 I 155 B
HENT 5 32 Bl 48 A R GE iy HE 2 ] ) XL ] BB 4
(Hickok, 2012; Tian & Poeppel, 2010, 2012, 2015;
Tian, Zarate, & Poeppel, 2016) . PN B HI [ 45 7 )
25 BLRl AL H B A (efferent copy), BIVAE IR P97
S ) BRI ) R G [ R A R NI B4R 4,
A Z A AE T AL R ATEAE R T R & dE, i
3 — 2 A% iy 2 W uE B JE AR SE K )2, 43 D
BT B IR T S ARG U (LA 1 LA HE)
(Hickok, 2012; Hickok et al., 2011; Niziolek, Nagarajan,
& Houde, 2013). BARIE 1 MRETIREEH R G h A4
5 WU, (HSEBR - AT 4 B85 U A
T A R TR o PO S AT
B A R A 3, PR RT L 5 i Bl A
A TR S 5, B A A R AR Y SE LS A
(Parrell et al., 2019), {H2, & 44/ PN HRET )45 7Y
TRME A, B B IEAR O, EORE B
8 8% 5 S 15 T RE 5 S PR SR S B R D TE, G R
WREA RBHER RGNS S, METCEB I

Wb SR

A SRR IRES. SiEEhRERI—
A AL R SO, 5 A AR S5 X
BIHE T BRI & 18 3l 77 A 8t S i gk AT 5 1
iz s il (Parrell et al., 2019), X—d R TR
48 15 1 18 1Y 14 2R $58 1i (closed-loop  control), 3§
— K B2 AR T G A R L R B B AR X 4, JF
Xof it 42 % G 7 AR S e Y R e A Oy =K, PRk A
EEHIA T ERE— N2 S84 B RES, T
FRAG 7 BB She 2 W SR, RBHE R
—ZM T BOLE 1 hE s AN H
Se, BOE R GRS B & T I8 Bl AR R I
Bl S, AR S B 4 8% o S 55 38 2ok P S 1] A
RUTE 2 Al B 0 B T AT LA, #E R 2 HUE L
FWEILES, B A RBRINH SR, B TA
BB T YT T O A R T 2 4 ok
B8 HAR Y BOE o (HRAEDECRR RIS LR, B
TR T AN VE R, T S8 T 1
MR, IR B AR 23 78 40 B0 g B IR A R
RGBS L 2 R B R AR, R T
B — 12 Bl 22 (8] (1) 7 e 2w A5 15 1E 1 132 3 48 4,
MRS AR Z R A, BT R B IR B IE
4 2 BT Y 1 5 R 52 3 R AE (Guenther,
2016; Perkell, 2012), FH AT IL, S8R9 ) A4 £
S TR E B EREE, ST IR A& TIE
T DR T IR A S S S i (Hickok et al.,
2011; Parrell et al., 2019), {HJ& & 18 & 4 #4b+
3B, P R G TR B A I ) R R
G5 IR F i A IS r 2 s, ML FiE
ia Z 4 W 2 s OB R B, s E)
202 IR 5 P A (Civier, Tasko, & Guenther, 2010;
Guenther, 2006; Perkell, 2012),

Bz, WA AR R R & AR
PRI E, RGN T s S T 5 A PR
G, XFEREORER T AT A, T LR
X A T B AR R s S 9 4 B (Guenther,
2016; Parrell et al., 2019), £ F F 3 b0 Ty i w] 1,
DIVA BRI 45 T 1R 2 A LI KR I 1Y) S50,
e— TR TR, Guenther Bzt Z iR E
YHT RSB R P AR R 2 A S A, PN AT
HuAUE BAR Y S EE, (H 2 SSUERT SR AR ME £ 1
EAE A IR 35E . R, Guenther 2452 1) A BA IE 2
F TR . FTEUE R =SB0 AR,
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UG W o8 S 545 i 3 25 (o gains in auditory
feedback control)., A5 5 545 il 4 25 (a5 gains in
somatosensory feedback control)FIHi 15t 44 il /2% >J
R (Lpp: feedforward control/learning rate) =~%
5, BAETHGIE T A i R v TR B 4R ) R
4 1 AR X 51 ik (Kearney et al., 2020),
2.3 FiBEHEFIRHE R

Z 55T 75 A I 2 A4S T AN P A )
WEE. T ER, BEEE. B, SRR
5 #/Mii(Bohland & Guenther, 2006), {HA3kA
R R R A I X R TE F  A h B R VR
PIRAEH B0, DIVA #EEIIL T K fMRI #f
7%, /T S5 AR S H A A A R
WX, AT TS RS R T a2
[GOEE

DIVA 5 BUHE I 4 53 0 T35 & 48 i i IX a2 T
ZE R ERIEMIFTZ B 2 )2, T2 E M e[l
AR ABIE BT S E MG . M2 kES
HiEgiew G S RMNENEEBIEF, X
WIZ G BIF W T 7 i sh il T iE 4
(Guenther, 2006, 2016; Guenther & Vladusich, 2012),
AR AIENE K H T K 5 152 3 B 05 04 i 45147
5% (Kearney & Guenther, 2019), a1, #F5%#H &
PLE 15k H (apraxia of speech)fig AFE b5 & 4=
A IE R G F AR T, (BRIt ) GE & 2
JEMITTZ 3 J2 )2 X ) kA, i T7E 2 35l Fi
Ymfi 7 A7 7E B (Ballard, Tourville, & Robin, 2014;
New et al., 2015),

DIVA SEISRIE T /Nl i 2 FhDife 56—, /b
Ji X 2 2] R B B A R AT i3 is 248 4 B X EH T,
FARGARA T g 2> 802 F B (Tto, 2000); 55,
/N AR FRAE T MU B #7(0 Reilly, Mesulam,
& Nobre, 2008); 5=, /M RES 5 T KB,
PRI A 70N i P9 1% 3115 JR i A 5 P9 R /N DA RO A
TR 5 1R () RAE 1 — AL IR B B E 1k 1Y 328 Bl 45 4
(Grafton, Schmitt, van Horn, & Diedrichsen, 2008),
HTF LIS, Parrell, Agnew, Nagarajan, Houde
N Ivey (2017)%F L /M2y 6 1R Ak 1905 R IE 5 9
RAERT B A R B 5 ERAE R, &
/NI B g R 16 0 PR RS I w5t e 2 1Y Rk
TR, S AR O SR AR, SRR
7N i B S S A A R B A AR A AT 1528 B4R 4

MASZARIIE R I, Y808 N ks iR

I 3] 4 1o E v B Wi S A5, 2 WL B3 DX i
FWOE, F WX — il D5 T A R BN T 6 (Fu
et al., 2006; Tourville, Reilly, & Guenther, 2008;
Toyomura et al., 2007), %41, Tourville % (2008)f#)
P SRR A B 19 1) (A “beck™ Fl “bet™), i
23 B v BE B R i 2R A I SRR 0
(5 30%EFEAR 30%) . SEI0 X HE UL I o S
T A A R W 2 A 2% T R G ) J88 T 17
55 R R BT 0 1 Y 2 O R [ AU [,
P IR WAL T e DR 17 ¥R o o R Ak AJF
SE L UE SEABURE [] 670 T7 W 00 U 8 15 AR i 2 T i S
e T 58 LA S DCIC (49 A2 B (Parkinson et al., 2012;
Zheng, Munhall, & Johnsrude, 2010), Hickok (2012)
TE FIE AR rp 48 Y T 67 5T W s Az S 15 S Y
Heh, PIGZIX O RR W oE —i2 3 # H (Hickok
et al., 2011; Hickok, Okada, & Serences, 2009).

S A ) 35 B0 AP Kk 1Y il X (Kalpouzos
& Nyberg, 2010), Tourville F1 Guenther (2011) & ¥X
1 DIVA AR rprg | AT fi A7 0 £ A9 s 45 428 ) 4
TATTTE F AR R R AR I AR BB IEYERYIZ 3454 .
FLIGI DIVA BERIF0E 3 B J2 1 1% 3l A7 T 05U,
I B P T HI902 3 BZ (Guenther et al., 2006)
$RIM, Tourville 25£(2008) & B A AR Se4iR I I, Wt
B A S 2O A M ATIZ 3 B2 )2, Golfinopoulos
S5 (2011) K BN g ok 74 W s =T A A% Bl I
A5 S 5 S TR 2 BOHE A UT I 3l 2 o

25 b, DIVA BRI K J 10 A B IR i 1M TE
TE T IR RNE F A B B bR i R B A A
FINTALH . 7RIS AR B, AR TR &
R H AR FRAEFNZ B RAL LA KW A IES . X T
IR YRS, A R AT DL R B R i
BB SRS, WAl LUNICIZ R G B BUE ¥ 1Y
SRS H AR B0 1 N TR I 1) A BT 12 Bl 4 AR N
FR SR TR, T P A 7 ) S W 0 7 A R
I B BHE TE SR T 15852 2l 3R AE . Bl 2 LAl >
B, A HIZ RGN SRRz G X, ok
RAETE I By T 485 7 T AR A0 A 9 2%, L S A
[i] i X 2z [i] Ry R A5 A X

3 SiEzHEFIMARIRK

TS IE 5T 0 W TEAT O 2 TR T 5 S A5
255zt Ik, HE R AR
PERACHLSL ERP, —FH7E Sk B2 i sk B RS IR IR 75 K
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FELASE ) IR A5 B A (U i 8 6] MEG RN ) 8 A% i 2
& IMRDIY R R, RO RFEL AT NS ERP.
MEG I fMRI 455 AR 3T 57 R R 5 2 i (0 4
LI, FFBUS T F R

3.1 WMRRIRAIhEE: TAMSR

MR FE A IR S T 08 R AR TE A5 R
wE AT ER, BB BEA =R EE
Uige: WM IFE T B shBine . ELEHIET
77 A LK BT i 15452 B R AE (Cai, 2012; Guenther
et al., 2006; Civier et al., 2010),

Wbk SR TR B A5 B B E AR AR TR
HHiZH e, MR RMEREEENILELE
PAFTAIE 71 B8 1 (Cowie et al., 1982),
F % B IR A0 0 A B LB R ek
A= v B 15 7 (Oller & Eilers, 1988), fH & 4 fH
By N T B AR, Wr 1607 B AR R A sk 1 Al A
WBE re R RE 0 ) #5(Tye-Murray & Spencer, 1995),
P iR ERM, B&IEW M e 2IM™iET
BEIFRER & S, B RIES I8, Ui
B FAMERARFE 5 8 sh B pe R B A HEAE
Mo BPREMFHENT LS FHA KT Rz
PR Z TRk, SRR . &R DL SN
(Lane & Webster, 1991), {H& A T H i A 2142
HEIE S T HAR P K (Gould et al., 2001),

LR R Z R AR I, R
W E B e R A MR AL, B To % 440
B AE S F iR S shE I T R . ek, B
EHEIEEENERSTLEEE AL, #BF
T i, TOUI AR i S B D TR, PR T AR X 5 4 2 0y
B B TR 112 845 il (Simmonds, Wise, & Leech,
2011) o AR 5T R 0 AE I T 5 B 4% (delayed
auditory feedback)y =, S50 v R0k (1 1 4%
FVER A A D35 25 19 75 3 A% 3] H 2 1 I () A iy 4B
iR, WA ATEE SFHHRUOZENFIEN
WMAAS . AR AER A THENEES
W o S i AR G, WEBIE 5 7 A 4 a2 BT 0 I R
Y52 Ik (Mitsuya, Munhall, & Purcell, 2017; Tian &
Poeppel, 2015), {HJEAG W53 J5t B AE I ] g b g
AT Wrnh Rt A SRR, AR % N B AR,
D] B2 A5 B A 0 240 1) 52 B 4R M (Cad, 2012) 34K,
IATE {5 S A PR R F53 T 5 Wiz shE il i ot
RF B, AT S5 48 3l (auditory  feedback
perturbation)jiZ 2 (Cai, Beal, Ghosh, Tiede, Guenther,

& Perkell, 2012; Cai et al., 2010), 1 T3¢ Sz 15 %
BRI G S, Ao AR, P E
FE Uk LIRS A il (4 o7 =2 52 s i AR T s J 5t T ) 22
P2 24, Hoh el RO 4245 & 38 (Bauer, Mittal,
Larson, & Hain, 2006; Patel, Reilly, Archibald, Cai,
& Guenther, 2015), FE45i(Chang et al., 2013; Franken
et al., 2018) AR (Cai et al., 2012; Daliri, Wieland,
Cai, Guenther, & Chang, 2017). 3 8l 5 X fr 2 )
PR HENT T T A S R R 7 112 Bl R 2 T
NSRS S e e s QER U] PR

S —, MW SR sl K AR, plos an ey i
BEHzd HATRSEOIE KM, W R 5t
B 3R L B R (BT T REIA R S S B C
KA, PHEE AT 2 A RS A R O5 B IE S
B 3l, XIS P FR N #MZ: A% N (compensatory
response). Bl AN, 4 S 45 ) B2 BLAY & A0 Bl 42
L, BEEE 2 A BRI (Chang et al., 2013),
X FPAR 527 ) AR S0 3R B 1 s sl A R Y
H YR T o S i 4 RR T AR e RS .

o ., Bl T B S 5 R 00 Bl R Rk
A (R R AR e 7 DL R mT SR R s ) R
AR H S A T s I Ty BF5E A B
W S A Bh R A I, BRI E 1 IS 3 1
For iV, Gl YLl & AR 100~200 ms A
(Bauer et al., 2006; Franken, Acheson et al., 2018;
Cai et al., 2012), Scheerer Fl Jones (2018)%& L
A T 2R 0 B X 3 35 77 AR el N A i 2 At SURK,
S5 5 Y I A AR R B AR I R RS BN sh A kb
£ VE I B AFAE (Cai et al., 2011; Parrell et al.,
2017), Munhall, Macdonald, Byrne # Johnsrude
(2009) 75 52 58 rh 41 3h M 4 e I 45 0 Bl 3h Y B
RGN, TR AT HATAMEM R . Z5 R K
BEERAE 5 Al s, TSR 2 8 3 i AR B
] R 5l RUIAMETE RN A 5 2 A B R

A, DL AR (B R A iRl . TR IR BEIE

DA R AS 52 5K W 5 W] ) I8 S 45 i 457 1 2 15 45 i )
A B JE A 34k B i I (Korzyukov, Karvelis,
Behroozmand, & Larson, 2012),

8=, WrvE SO B 1 R B 1S Bl
FAY e B 22 ) Y 06 3R S NIRRT 47 F5E S
R IRAMEEAE S F) I R 38 i o W S U5 4 Bl
BER /NS4, AN 100 & 43 A9 i T o 52 5 4 3l
HEgl /N T 50 &5 B2 N (Korzyukov,
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Karvelis et al., 2012; Scheerer, Liu, & Jones, 2013),
EREGURME DA 8 & A B AMEN:
(Scheerer, Behich, Liu, & Jones, 2013), — /i, X
& T 1 Sl AR T () AR i 457 4 o A 54
il R4t (Tourville & Guenther, 2011), %3 — 71, H
T e St sy =2 R R 3 1 U Y W e S 5t
VS B 0 W 58 S A AN DG, T T4 1% R 5 F 15t
RS BR AR B S IC i, 0 S A5 4 ] R G 7 B
(7] B0 T 28 L A4 T s S A4 2 R G 8 A I 5t
158 o PP FAME AR XT BRI R U], T
RMAEFTIBBIHRZ DM —MF LS HWA
(Lametti, Nasir, & Ostry, 2012), B/ ] FAR 5
Rz 5 F s s,

W 52 A5 14 56 = A FH 2 BT i 4542 3l R A,
Delvaux Fll Soquet (2007)% B N1 5 =42
B JE U F R, AT AR R 5 R
PR TR SR (AN & L T E IR o X 1 B I 5
F8 A H TR AN I E AR Y, TR 2352 BT 3 S
T )52 W AN T A HE ST AP R L 1
(speech adaptation)u =, % 2K B2 AW o S 5t
P 3h an A 52 e 17 152 2 2l R AE 7Y TR (Cai et al.,
2010; Daliri et al., 2017; Parrell et al., 2017), H il
2 R IZ N AR i 0 4 ) ) F 5
LAY 1) T I W 9 AL A I A % 22 Y B B (Daliri
etal, 2017), 1)k (baseline phase): AfI7EIE
W RE SRR K 2)#i 2 ) (ramp phase) : 7
Wit 52 4 3l A5 4 A rs W i B st 410 2l 1) e 2
B R B IR 3) P45 (hold phase): +F
SLAE S R W 3 S AR B A R, i
ZA IR E IR NIZ 3 RAE; 4)45 M (end
phase): 5 76 1E 5 W38 S B0t 56400 F k75 o EoE R
AR FE 0] 55 S LR A b, VRIS 3 4 ) 3 3h A AR R
7 ) A R B R, L FREE P 2V (adaptive
response), 2444 oI S RUES J5 O W T S AT AR
SXRFRRE R ], oKt B A% (aftereffect) (Daliri
et al., 2017; Parrell et al., 2017), L& MZE T Y]
BT 4 52 0 R AT 00 ST A5, 4 SR gt R AN,
UL C & TR E TR & AT IS SR AE . X
RIS T e iR 2 5 B R R 4L 8
Eizd), WRKNFRE, BIEMHETE S0 Abis
i R gt WG 1R ST A -

TFF 5 25 0 G 1 75 1R N B 5 32 Ak 3 LAl R B
S 1o Cai %F(2010)% 50UEREE & 76 1 %t

iR 0 At 2 Bt A 7= A = 0 e/, DL RGE R
S5 VL BE A5 42 Ak B At B 18] 52 8] F#AE 5 iau/ A —
B ITE b, /uail, fia/Fl/au/55 ., 255 Rz A
B2 AR TE, (H02 e Bs, HEEE PSR &
AR JBE 19 B AT 77 338 3¢ o Reilly 1l Pettibone (2017)
% B S R B R A 0 B W SR A 2 iR
B B TC 1Y 7 A Gl PR BN, 2 ek R
AW TTE 1977 A (12 4k) . LA _FEdE R WA ] JT
B AT B4R A AN ML R AR R, A AT
T T R BB % A T 5 R AE ST AN 2 R i
T B A o B, SR I A ) R s [R) R
FEARARL ) 7T ¥ FT A S BB AL LA £ T2 3 50
32 B HLIE, X FE— A TT & I8 3 — B B S 11
o FEHAL T E B3 MGk . XX DIVA
BEALEE T Pk, DIVA BEALEEAN ] 1 & 40 i S7
BRI I5GE 338 4 (Guenther et al.,
2006; Tourville & Guenther, 2011), A A fit fiff B¢
ANRICE R RAZ AN o 3 — 2 W50 5 2
AR A S MRz Ak, LL5E3E DIVA AR,

3.2 ARFRIRIEGIES M TAE B #HIZ: ERP

1 MEG #5

SR KBTS AT 2 W 78 5 1z sl
Hy &AL, E2AT AR R AR IRIESN Wiz 3
VAR, oIk AT S IS DR I B R BEE
IR R 0268, ADIF5EE R W o S 5t
PG, IF454 ERP. MEG 45 i i 8] 43 B
AR BT 45t A S 5t 4 ] R G T Y I [R] B
(Behroozmand, Sangtian, Korzyukov, & Larson,
2016; Chen, Chen, Liu, Huang, & Liu, 2012; Franken,
Frank et al., 2018; Heinks-Maldonado, Mathalon,
Gray, & Ford, 2005; Scheerer, Behich et al., 2013;
Scheerer, Liu et al., 2013; Scheerer & Jones, 2014,
2018) AIFFEH SCTENT 8 S 5t 0 3l i B2 5 4 2830 5
AR CR, KB T RMH iz shiEd i) N1-P1-
P2 i 43)% (Chen, Liu et al., 2012; Liu, Meshman,
Behroozmand, & Larson, 2011; Scheerer, Behich et
al., 2013),

S, BFREEEINN P1 S (MEG 255
XFIV M50 J853) it 1 a0 B i R A i
Weil 5040, Scheerer, Behich Z£(2013)7EiC5% ERP
AR BERLIR S e S 15, 4 R A B P1 $g s KX
AU, (HRXSN AU Korzyukov,
Karvelis 582012yt &3 P1 (i K & L2 T
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Jia, R T XS — P A 5 o R s D

AR T P1ALSY, FAORITE SOG4
SHER N1 BUME(MEG S250 it i M1 2k M100
BT e 1S B g K B R (SIS: speech-
induced suppression), SIS HAKFRI K. HEHHR
RAERIT E COIEE M RS A O 2 B n
WT 5 S 15 (Heinks-Maldonado et al., 2005; Heinks-
Maldonado, Nagarajan, & Houde, 2006), ¥ HL 4 #%
R A T 3 O IE R AT S5 W N B 7S
(Heinks-Maldonado et al., 2005, 2006), B¥ H4:#k
A A I T 3 O IEF AT 8 S5 5 AR & N 2
HoWT H & 7 5 1) 5% % (Houde, Nagarajan, Sekihara,
& Merzenich, 2002), N1/M1 i 42 A% , SIS ¥
L33 MRI UEHE R CHE, PR R ki &7
I A COE & T8 S s 5 W H O A2 BI4E 3 i U
B R AR L, W B2 2 193 30 B IR (Parkinson et
al., 2012; Zheng et al., 2010), A, SIS A |
Wl T ok Py S T A A AR B S 5t A AL
(Behroozmand et al., 2016; Heinks-Maldonado et al.,
2005; Kort, Nagarajan, & Houde, 2014), 4T
W5t S 15t 55 S5 s 18 W 5 S A5t DEC IS, 75 &t SIS
MG, MPH AR, Wron j = 75 B4 Ah 1) Bt
PN T F A5, SIS WA A& PG & X /73 B
O RSN A 75 T Y B L]

WFFEE N N B 4 728 Ak S e 1 Ak W
it AT B0 B W I L B F R R A R A T Y
X43(Behroozmand & Larson, 2011; Heinks-Maldonado
et al., 2005; Liu et al., 2011; Scheerer, Behich et al.,
2013), 7E Scheerer, Behich Z(2013)f#F5E Hh, £
ART T 56 B 15 410 3 A5 A U AR B 3l 2% A 35 TR 1Y
N1 s, I H A sz 2P sh i 2 p s, B
TRFIAER AL 31400 F 43 ) LEAR XTI He 2y
(50~250 ¥ 4375 A B KA N1 R . X5 Liu, Russo
0 Larson (2011)MAF5RE5 R4, 500 543 F1 200
BB L 100 ¥ 23478 A R B N1 0 (1]
I, Behroozmand & Larson, 2011),, [H1tt, #F5% %
D NT B3 S B S W T P 25 6T L T i Js2 £t W
BT ek AR 2 S B W S i R T T,
B IR A 2 B O A M F IREE, N1 JEIE
FR R LA s e iy J7 2 E Y R T B S 5
AR, PHEF A T AR e SR
A PR RS R, R BT B S Aok AR, OF
WA TR NT B0 . N1 BRI AT BE S e T 0r

BB T RAR, A RIS 2R I BE 2 R 3 I R
PR, N1 VRIS J, 1 WA T PR i b, 4 0 58]
KB W o 52 G 4 12 (Liu et al.,, 2011; Scheerer,
Behich et al., 2013),

BEAh, W58 T fR B B G T 5 T B I3 %
izt EMEEE FMRM, IFRIT P2 1L
43I (MEG 256 X i M2 5 M200 143). 5 N1
AR, P2 PR AR DL SR B A N R B B R 5
B2 4k , Scheerer, Behich Z5(2013) & L AE 0 £ 250
oYL XA A, P2 I B I 20 2 6% 1 i i 1
Jn, AR P2 PR IFE— B LT, M4 S
T 250 FormE, BARITIR TR AR, 17
RETE EAAMEE R RIS P2 B E ARk
AR . 2T 58 B S8/ N, P
ISRy R LN b TR T E P N LT
IR A LRI, s T T S ok 8 At A
AT, PITAS 2SR A2 SN B S N
FY I 2 %55 7N (Scheerer, Behich et al., 2013; Tian &
Poeppel, 2015), Ak, 47— A HL A4 AH G437 A [E]
H 73 TR 2 BIAT Sl A AMEE SO F P2 R AT
TEIEARDG, P53 I\ P2 AT BRI W 17 5 5
BRAY T3 LR N 1932 31 45 4 #8 1E (Chen et al,
2015; Jones, Scheerer, & Tumber, 2013; Kort et al.,
2014; Scheerer, Behich et al., 2013; Scheerer &
Jones, 2014),

BT T i SR IS0 53 A7 PR3 Rk
Ty e 53 S FIWT 8 S 5 B HEAT S ShAa
KO BECH & WB YR D i s HA R
(Behroozmand, Ibrahim, Korzyukov, Robin, & Larson,
2015; Cavanagh & Frank, 2014; Cruikshank, Singhal,
Hueppelsheuser, & Caplan, 2012). fi4ll, Cavanagh
Ml Frank (2014)% 3 & #iB(1 3| 4 Hz) M 0 HBL(5
FI| 8 Hz) 193 2l S e 1 X4 3 W ot S 45t o i 5 L o
ZE UL SRR BN T, R AE M 2 B AR T
XA il (4975 5K o Behroozmand 25(2015)iF — 4
Xof HO T AR 8 AR AR 270 3 1 T S I 3l S
A B 25 . BFE R B, BNt Wi i 2 Bt
YU A B L R RN, P BE AR AL — S 6
B X B RE 6 S, HE SRR 0 MBINRE
DR TR R K. TR 1 B, At
XA R B AR — B0 & MBS TE g, HE
IR S BN = vk EE AR T AR H AR K o ILAh, & 9
B2 G 3 5 0 sh 45 S o SR R A e L
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BH B KT B RE IR G o IR E PR LHED 0 45
B 228 32 AR 0 8 SR A8 = 1Y N TR
01, RWT NZEE W R s B AR F 1R
H: LI (Behroozmand et al., 2015; Cruikshank et
al., 2012), 1M & A B bRic & i M AL, BP-A~ 4 dn
] 4488 T i i 5t 6 1R SR B AT IS B4R 2 IR RS
%25 15 77 4 (Behroozmand et al., 2015), HFABATSY
DA TR) £ B b 38 T i 45 R0 B Bt o 3 G T e
LML, AR R TR FT N 4k BLER I P 28 5B 3 0 B A
VIR S o

Zi b, P1, N1 A P2 OB AL R W], W58
P 7 ) -2 oY I N WD R e 2 S T
B SR, PR RTE 2 0900 k0 BRI T A IR,
IFREF ARG BT F IR SR, 0 BB §
B RES 5 T s s (m B R AT

4 FWENRMRIHEFHEZEMINEER

TS 3l R GE Y TE B B e AR TR R s
2 0 09 U3 5] & 4 (Guenther et al., 2006; Perkell,
2012; Tourville & Guenther, 2011; Hickok, 2012),
PRI I T 35 78 5 182 48 ) v B AR T BT R S HL 5 i
R R H EZE WIS, B985 8 s
A2 W 5 S A HIE 3 T 0 R R 25 S i A R S A5t
PR B AR AL, S 06 38 A T SR T i A
T P AR BT, ) % R i g 5t ) A AR AR
R, AH U 25 B A7 BT A R R P S i T
KEWFFUAMEE N B P1-N1-P2 54533
A, RN BRI = I : S —, 4>
s, GRS . W, R RS E R
g B, NGaD, lETaMmERa
4%, 5B =, 5165, 46T B FE E RN
faf 4
4.1 MEER

HE RN SR ) B R MR 2 5, BEAR
HREFEANERZEFWARTREF, THREEFS
A WE RS 1932 B4 Tl B o

FEREFAMER . 1 RS S F AR & A TT
BT 2L MEE 2515, JFAERE IS IR S S R
Hh—E R DL N R A E AR . LA
20 20 8 LA K il 3% i ) A2 4k (Guenther et al.,
2006), A BIFFE K ) L2 AT 06 S 1 458 1l 1) 22
S, B4 Liu, Russo 25(2010)%& 3 7 7] 12 % iF 3k
TR L ZE A5 AR S N A T AR S TN o

Scheerer, Liu £(2013)F W5 %48 T 4 3 30
AR B R R, 45 R R IR B vk S R AN
P1-N1-P2 PR32 B AF W Y20 . W IETE > #4if
FIY LB KL, WrbE St T LAAE Bl 7] N7 Hi 5
RAE, HHN AR B4R, H Y K R AS R,
B RAECRFFARRRRE, Wr 3 S 15t $2 4t 1) 45 2 )
ARFFTUAR, PRI B e A0 A o g A R T AR N
T U A% BE A /D A T4 (Civier et al., 2010).
AUEHE R WY, ot S w4 3 S g vh Lo M e 58 1k e
AN RME M R N, HONT A P2 ¥R
(Chen, Liu, Jones, Huang, & Liu, 2010; Swink &
Stuart, 2012), Li %5(2018)%& LT 4F T 1 LU 75 4F &
PRI & BRI N1 A P2 PR . BF9E F AN mT e &
AP ] 70 A 380 2 S S 000 T A D S A 4 1 19 22 5
(Chen et al., 2010; Kakimoto et al., 2016),

RELRM. T EmLIMES P, LR
W EOR WO AT R TS KA AL ST, K
FEAMATERL LA, BVRAE 30 W 5 S5t i &
AGBIARIEZS o BB BIF9T 3 0 T & 75 A8 S A
A 22 S5 QAa] 52 W T 58 S 45 92 ) (Scheerer & Jones,
2012; Scheerer, Behich et al., 2013), Scheerer Fl
Jones (2012) & & 75 75 5 P T IR A k% T i Js2
AL P A R B AMERE SOV, s S T Y
ANFEIE 23 B RSE hnoxs i S s A B AR
v, LAYERRRSE Y & 1 sh il

BIERERG. T OAMEEBRITI, DIVA #
AUTE I b w10 A () 55 18 B 94 1 458 51X
(Guenther, 2016), & B fE A (14 )™ 5 P e T i
P DX I8 B2 MR 1 A8 4 R AR e R S e 4 T &R
i, TS A kRSB, GRS RgRN
T HT 598 & R A BB . (HIE, HifE
05, HUE RG] LLAE JLP AN 5 R A
REZ 5N T KBGs siig It Aty . W
e, X TR PR E TS, SR BHER RS
A i X 52 45 % 1 i L RS AR XA R . HUE,
7 5 i A ) 2R 0 ) i X2 B R B I 1 5 O
& FRE % (Kearney & Guenther, 2019), # Ui
TR ERH . D2 (stuttering) . #47 R
% (Dysarthria) 5453 2IWF 58 & 19T 12 R

TR g R g i A, g A
FRAE i g . e dih . BsE S, SRk
JH R B IG5 0 F2 B0 T 2 2 BT X8R, U
SN FTE 3l f 2, 2 X 33 4 TRURS 41 4 A5 19
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Hi532 3145 2 (Guenther, 2006, 2016), FHith, =ik
I T F 22 th TR I5E 2h i ] 2R 48 1Y BB (K earney
& Guenther, 2019; Tourville & Guenther, 2011),
FEH B AT XA 4505 7T B s 23 5 A~ 4 i B
T RS H bR, TR s ] s AR AL 2 X L
JEE H AR RS B AR ERDE S A5, DR IR 2 A DX A A 7T
e S BU B 6 5Z 11 (Ballard et al., 2018;
Kearney & Guenther, 2019), {HJ2&, Si5fi4a il Hpe
ARAF B SHEDFFE FL 43 (9 9RAIE . Maas, Mailend Fi
Guenther (2015)F 3 #Ei#i (noise masking)iiz =,
T FIERMNBA R, 458 R Wi A w5t
ZEWIR, P BU AT H 5 18 5 5 Y AR (R L
Tuzzini-Seigel, Hogan, Guarino, & Green, 2015),
IZ 45 18 WA B 5 AL IR 48 19 3K (Terband,
Rodd, & Maas, 2015),

F iz S —Fhil 5 i i P R A, SRR 2
EEEE | R EERK AU, DIVA BAgH, O
W73 o E a0 2 5 SR AR Y
S DX (A 2 BR A e eI LA BB, 1 S
T4 T 4 A ST R T I R IR B IR R a2 B 4
A, PRI F iz 3 R S 4 4 o A B I B S
(Tourville & Guenther, 2011)5 12/ . FE47 M2 1,
Cai 45(2012) 18 i BEHL YL 2 Wr ot S 15t o 1k 52 H iz
W 5~z 3) % e (4 D BEAF 7E B [ (Daliri et al.,
2017)0 F3Ah—ROLIA N, Iz DAt 2 ) 5
gerh HAR R UZ 3h IR 2 R 2, S EUATE
Z W AR T 06 I R A T8 B4R, S TR ST
A P (Civier et al., 2010). 7 AL A 32 1,
Daliri Al Max (2015a, 2015b)UESE T F1z % 010
B S5 A — MR BE ) AFAE R B, PRI I 45 4 o
RYTTRERZ N
4.2 %EH

BEE&R. REIFREST &S0
AR ZE RS AR, R T AR S
A R Aok DX S, AR A R S
HE m R BURE A, I RE 5 &
23 R TR R S MR S 4 I RE JJ (Chen, Liu
et al., 2012; Liu, Wang, et al., 2010; Ning, Shih, &
Loucks, 2014; Ning, Loucks, & Shih, 2015), #iF &
MR RS IR T, M OOE R MR A RIE
Ning Z5Q014) KX LA LHETEIE S &% & &
FERI RS2, IR 5T ) e 255 35 4=
IR B2 ) SRR, DUBREH ™

Az W B S /N AMEEVE R RE, T 3 2T A R R
A T DU B3R MG B Z W), 8R 1
T IR 28 I3 %) oy 45t RS2 A5t 42 1l ) %8 3% . Liw,
Wang 25 (2010)XF bt B 15 R BUTEREE 5 T 58 S 545
Y 22 5, AR PIRNE FERE T A A S, HE
W RG(6 7)) LLIE @ 753 B Z G4,
5 R AR RS B DGR RS 77 A TN AR
PEVEONE o LA RS AR UE SRS 40 1 75 ) 2R G o
WP TR E W R AT R RE ), AN 5 %
Wit S B e sl T4

BRER . PRI RIE RN T F &
BT A R R o Y RS T A
155 h BEBLHE Sl W 58 52 Bt 00 & i, A &30 15 2R
A& IR 5 /N AMEVE RN, BT R
YIZR$E @ 1 & m sl iR e v, Wb 1ok | AME
ST Ht(Jones & Keough, 2008; Keough, Hawco,
& Jones, 2013), Ning %5 (2015) 78 Wr 4 5 5k L s AT
S5 LU DUR BHE . DUR iR . il
SR AR R fihod P R R R VRS A DY 4 B
MR, KDL RER 2 120 & Koa ML i
R4 R I B AR M m i, &t gy
AT L AR ook 7 08T Rl T R R AT
55 h R BN RS A0 E ], (HAE TR S R e
L4 R RIS o DA 25 S U A s ol 08 v
122 A B TR R A E T B iS s R AE, (H ik
AR IR v 1 5 e A 42 o RE iz AL B S AT
55 IR R RIE
43 EHHEER

AT FREAME . R JE PR E B A AR
T B RE ) kR o 7E S TS Sh I
T 42 ) AT LA ek pA) S i 1] A Y A0 T s S 5t
TR MM P 5 3 47 00 a2 LA T i 48 %) =X 3 i i fe
W, sk T B 2 B i IS4 A A A, ek
Sk B R T RIS B K EHIEYE (1) 3 FF(Chen,
Chen et al., 2012; Korzyukov, Sattler, Behroozmand,
& Larson, 2012; Scheerer & Jones, 2014), Korzyukov,
Sattler 2 (2012) & B 3l 75 1] 14 a] PO 4 075 4 o
/INBY N1 1 Scheerer 1 Jones (2014) % BL 48 i@
J3E 1) TSP S BORMEE 1 SR R R B AR N, N
MRV /DN, M SR A N YR ST b o i g % B
RS AT PP B e 1 A 5 7 1 R GERAL

EEAM. HEAEW D, JHEE TR
Tt 4[] B AT 5 75 22 I A B AS 19 (5 8., (A TE
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BRFERARM, HbA R &R EEAamnT SN 2 S B AR TE & 1 5 1B s Lok,

>

REFZ W T 5% S 15 i T.. Tumber, Scheerer 1 Jones
(2014) 53 5 7E BAT: 55 FORUT: 55165 B2 R B AL 20y
A, AT 55 T 4R B R W bl ol WL L 2
WA, WU 5515 55 B SR a7 K 7 4 [ R 9 1)
TR LIS hE R A, R AR, AR5 L
E 55 1 55 7 AR SR Y AMEE P BN, 1 Y Bl Y
W RO, TEA R EE T T A R
Liu 55(2015)#F— B IE T2 WL, b1 B2 %
PR EEVE T BT R, 2 R A
SN o R, Alsius, Mitsuya A1 Munhall (2013) 44
FEAR R IUAMEE M S A R RN A HU T 5%
WS, WFPENGSER, KEFEEZ W
FERIRE T B IR FEE T 5 S A5 1R R ML R o

5 RESRE

A A4 R 245 ) 2R 48 A0 AT A R R TR
EAEDUARIEIEH 51874 B A EE M EIe 2 L
MIEMAE, I 10 4F, BFEEE S TR EMEN
T iis s AL S A e M 4%, RS EA
A n AR 1) T B8 2 A5 A £ VR 3 5 S Bl DL R
HIBRAE S RAE . PFG & B 02 318 4 1Y Rt
FEHIRE ST, DL IOR L IEE S 18 1 18 34 A 1
BRIE S fe S 2 B Z R R R B . AR T LUAE LA
TIUA s I — PR R

B, ELFiFedhEHNHREZHETT
MX TS B TCE, W/a/E/u/ (Chen, Liu et al.,
2012; Scheerer, Behich et al., 2013), #7535 25 7
SRR LB TR RO K B, SRT
TUH IFRASFRAE . SR, H R ICH R KB 8l
SREGRIERAZ, AN Moy i B, Kt
W N EERIEZ — B AW 3 25281k .
B E, ERAOESEETILEF RS HEAAEA
WRESE R, HASYEBIC, KR
N HSCERI AR, WERE AKES, B
T 5 4 T M B T 1 12 sh A il R

B, WHLSEARE, BRI DIVA RFiEi2
B SR A e a A B AR 2 — ) {H
SRAFAE— BB BLS . B, BEREM /N RITH
kEED, METHRAEEHNEE, ZIETS
THiB 3 & 5L il 42 i 2 2 735 B0 h R F B i
T, B, DIVA BRI JE ki BT 5 R 3l
U e LA IZ AR RN, R sy e o T T G

OIS F 2RI NG B 7 A R G
i) 5% 1% B B 1R T 5 4 1 45 25 BB (Levelt et al.,
1999), Hickok (2012)F5 i} DIVA A 5145 H
¥ BIERRE R, 2T 51500 WiE
BEMANKR, &fa, BARKEFE 4+
MRS, ME s, TR, FRMTRELE
T EBWNTE T F MRS B (Tourville & Guenther,
2011), BT Guenther 521 BAJT 4 % J& GODIVA
(Gradient-order DIVAWERY KA 57 H W75 B AE
ORI T AL & Bk FIREF1RIE D)
SOECTH N

H=, WNEWERERE, MEER IIZGET
FESAE S S, B RrER BN Sy 5w Fn s 45 42 i
HIEE G T YIAE G, SR 76 2 Sl o A7 7 BOi
FRIMANGE— LR A, WF X2
5% o i [ 52 e B 15 S s ], IER A 1S
BT o ARG T 2555 525 M iy 53 A
TR B A 0 T R 2R A RORE R A B AR A

H, NIEFRARE, WEHE BT
G BERRINIE D, 58025 IR R R R
JNGE . Simmonds ZE(2011)42 i E AR BEE M —iE 3
IR -E S ML, (HELS LR, BE T D)
A4S E AL, IFEACES R ARBEs . T
WS RS S AR R, T A g s i A
B, T E T R B 4 5 N ERRAEAS LR, R
AIRETR EE Z B R NS tAh, i
XL 3537 38 A7 A 1 1 ) LS T b e e T i
1B B 7 B A R ME IR B KO A e
TR TP SZAE T 5T 48 /R 38 = 15 shis il g — ik
PERLAE, SRS I F R S BRI AR .

B, WEFIBEHER WIS XF
T2 3 & 50 FONFIALE i R R R 2ok A 2
WHFE, VT AF R I & 23R F G S B AR R
BN T2 & IE A A 0 i ) i R R b 2 3
Tilt o AHLH 75 i 2% 38 3 B K Y B 2 R SR i
AT, BFFEE A R IE 3N Oh 3 Rl BE 4 i
SR R MG BB L. BT, ERA T
RETRGAAAETFEFT I EL B R &G4
B3N (Chen, Liu et al., 2012), BRI
B 5 S BR b5 M (Scheerer, Behich et al., 2013;
Scheerer, Liu et al., 2013), RN H A4
{L:45 (Tian & Poeppel, 2015), T — W57 v & &
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Z 45447 8. ERP, MEG Al fMRI 24 R LU
KRS, WA SO % A 5 R R
&SI TR R 2 AL

2 2% ik
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The integration mechanisms of feedforward and feedback control
in speech motor system

CAI Xiao; ZHANG Qingfang
(Department of Psychology, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872, China)

Abstract: The final stage in the process of spoken production is articulation, which involves the integration
of feedforward and feedback control in speech motor system. Specifically, feedforward control (top-down
mechanism) refers to speakers’ ability to retrieve and execute the motor commands responsible for
producing target speech sounds, while feedback control (bottom-up mechanism) refers to speakers’ ability to
adjust speech movements based on the sensory feedback generated by articulation. Sensory goals and
sensory predictions are important hubs linking feedforward and feedback control systems. Based on the
neural computational model DIVA (directions into velocities of articulators), the cognitive and neural
mechanisms of the integration between feedforward and feedback control are illustrated in the stage of
speech acquisition and speech production. On the basis of previous studies, how speakers utilize auditory
feedback to control online speech and update feedforward motor representations, and the cognitive
significance of the P1-N1-P2 components in the ERP studies are especially discussed. Furthermore, various
factors that influence feedforward and feedback control are summarized, including individual variabilities,
training experience and task demands. Additionally, some suggestions are proposed for future investigation.

Key words: speech motor system; feedforward control; feedback control; auditory feedback





