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EFEAMTREESHEMERREHRENH
BHE ERE TR N K ERE

LR HF B ORI R, BRI 430062) (G50 AP EE 2GR A SC S BRI BE O B HEE, S 550025)
C AL K22 2 Be i SIS s, BRI 430062)

i OE EFANNTRESRNBTERBFERA, B HAEMRREN. 3F2F AN LA
AR, A FARRRERE—FAFZOHBEELSFTE. AT CAHAALRRMAA G GRTEL: HYAE
FAMT RSB E, QIERMGWE B, FIRZ I E K R AR AT R M EE TR, )2 F AN
RHEEHE ., HREN, —H @, HFARAE L ZH G RERE, MEREFBRGITT EELIEL, do:
ZEAMSETR T R ANFT AR o A £ BT ot 08 R 252 09805, FP R X 49 P2 3R1E R I B AB Ao, £ HF ALk
FR AT TS L AERTFARKGIEAN . 55— @, ZFARRKE R Fadk 55 69 o488k, WA Bt
AT 50 R AT R BT AR e K 69 4R850 TR A, MR RMIFE RO EFARTRES R —FTBTES
AHIARAR T TS 6 b, {220 F 5 R HE T T AT 845 &8 THHIBFRR.

KEIR ATTEL, HEA B RAGES, AMEAE]; R

23S B844; Bs42

1 35 . AT SE £ e O B AR, — P
5 3 3 (14 5 56 800 (Hlusion Effect), Holn: A
AR I AR Tt — AT IR, o R (usion Effect), HCT: TR A

. i . . ) ] U (Ventriloquism Effect) (Hairston et al., 2003)
YRR AR TR RE, REAEE o oriled 0 >
Lo N . N XA S4H 3 (Double-flash Illusion) (Shams, Kamitani,
L HABRGHRBEH . WRMBIR . SiREANEZE L . — A
ek : A % - & Shimojo, 2000)5; ) —FETUAREUN (Redundant
BREs . BEEFRNSE, BEANNAT . T v v T v 1 s fs
. U rr e b o s i vy Effect), Bl B — a5t 38 18 Mo s W e 15 B M T,
SERANFNRE B E T . e AT SR BEA s J N .
o N N B Y B i L =SS G L R P2 SN VA = 3
RN A P A B R UR, K A R T B " L .
o . RN My 4 . R YA (Laurienti, Burdette, Maldjian, & Wallace,
I A E R A RO R G G — . T R — e
SRR IR 38 4 (Audiovisual Integration) (Li et 2006; Ren et al., 2018), TUARLN 1 K /)N Je: flir 2 f
i i udiovisual Integration) (Li e . N L v g
' e s S 2R T T 2 R
al., 2015; Parker & Robinson, 2018; Regenbogen et

McGurk F1 MacDonald % P24 118 575 3% A

ol 2017; Yang & RQYIT). EAEHERAA ﬁéligwékﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%@fﬁfz
oy we g p - L, = A T R JH T (Mcgur
TP R S50 5 7 52 45 0 B T ol e

o Macdonald, 1976), Bi: 241 McGurk %, .
B 7 S0 — S B I A, SR 5 A A 30 B A o . 0
G 2R G2 — I E B RE, S s S I fE Y ik U <ba” 7 1, [ g™ 1R, it

W B E 55— A5 1 <da”, F WA BT

N BAN R B & A T T 3 & (B B e, B,
WS BB 2019-08-13 IR, 2018). HT MoGurk R 928 SbETT St
* [ [ A 234 00 H (31700973 31800932); HH o 2 o ZT McGurk % R
WO A4 A2 3 4 T B (16YIC190025; 18XIC W, FRERHEFENGERANZ A IR
190003); 5t Mt & 24 Kk 2 18+ 7 3h 3 42 (2018[21]); FIRIT W3 A e S, H 2 B N LR NG H R
SO AR VR S N B R I 8 {14 1R I %% % 4 BiE J1 (Cienkowski & Carney, 2002;
[(2019)04]. Sekiyama, Soshi, & Sakamoto, 2014), IR}
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TR R, W) B R W L (HA R
K AR BT S0 885 ST A B 3G i . XS8R
BEE TORFEE ARz 2468 . A
BT AT R 2210 A N BALIT 524 5 fiE
NEAFTERR . e A R R AR N 0E B S Y
S DR 2R (O S0V e R s O 2R A ) RN R A
ROERES); P NS R | FH N X ik
LT o0 B 5 A 22 B, s 418 1 F e e B2
R AR 5 [

2 EFAURRESNTMER

A5 R Wi 3 T 2 TA) 2 el R L AT R AR
AT AT BA MG N G — . ET R AT
BRI 2R A N RES . TIREN, A
BN K/NZVFZF R, tn, | R
RSN R (BRI A ) OC RS L
TR N R R (EE ).

2.1 BTmMEMZWESR
2.1.1 YEBERHBEMENEZEANTREEESNZ

S B PG R0 W58 38 B AR B B 1 B XA
WEARE BXHEEMIEH, LR d iRz
FHAS [R5 R 98 8 4 AT 06 88 5 BB T o
Laurienti 55T T MWT 5B HI4E 55, B . A0 5
TR B Y [ A, TS 0B B R A e o
SRR, BAE N B GE | ER AA T
TR SONE K AR R, B2, X TR
FENEBE, X085 0 BN B T
EE AR 5 ST BN . I — 20 N I AT S A
Al (Race model) 74T, 455 & &4 A B9 9L Wy
TAE FERUR 3 T 4% A\ (Laurienti et al, 2006), I
Hh, AW E MBI Ak, RAE R
AT EA R AR IT B B G . AR, WrdE . HMRE)
TFER LA NPT S8 3 6, &5 51 & BIXT B — 3Rt
FR I B I 48 N 5 4R N 2 [ 25 5+, 1B
E o YN TRl S A ER 1S | X BN
VA5 T 4% A (Peiffer, Mozolic, Hugenschmidt,
& Laurienti, 2007) c ZA4F NI 58 75 30 3 =i
TF4E4% N (DeLoss, Pierce, & Andersen, 2013), T
H.#& 4 W6 % (Time Window of Integration)th < T
52 N\ (Diederich, Colonius, & Schomburg, 2008;
Laurienti, Burdette, Maldjian, & Wallace, 2006;
Peiffer, Mozolic, Hugenschmidt, & Laurienti, 2007;
Wu, Yang, Gao, & Kimura, 2012), 4. Laurienti ¢

R ILAE 32 NPT 52 47 R A i e A 7 ) i 2 s
340~550 ms, MMEFNLERFEHG 330~740 ms.
DL RS 2R 0, el A SR O 1 B S A
NAT 2T AT S A RE T TP AE BB
B AV 5 2 8 ons B A TR 2 — Y 3 A N
(Inverse Effectiveness)fi 5%, BB — 58 il i oA
AP 9 AR ST AT LA AR i 2 0K 6 8 A (Mozolic,
Hugenschmidt, Peiffer, & Laurienti, 2012), 5400
CAEFRAPARNTES, W KR A9 9T 58 3
VAAE A TR 26 )5 Sk B2 #0075 & h TR G (40~
60 ms), i /= 78 B AL T 5 SR R R 5 S o L A0
4 (Senkowski, Saint-Amour, Hofle, & Foxe, 2011),
I ELAR TR A0 5 o0 T i T T ) 35 L v e R i A
T 5 BC X6 i) 384 7E Fr il #% (Thalamic Nuclei) 3 7 5
K 45 15 3l (Noesselt et al., 2010), M FE3 %%
S, AR AT R R, 2R
T A 215 LR & o

SR, Mahoney, Li, Verghese Fll Holtzer (2011)
R SR FH 17 B R AR T S R (L . PR RS, Wy
3t : 1000 Hz tone)ih s 76 MEHR M A1 55 LA I % 4%
EFENZBRES, HWELFNNRT S
BTN BARE HREE L, A
THARF AR o X T HADTE 52 22 i 0T o
T, AR N BT 3 G 00 o A A RE I AR
A, XA BB s R B LS e, e
FEAT R R LA A, OG5 WA XTHE
B NFBAE AN @ BT i G G %, AR
B2 NAE =R SE Z5 A (IE 8 K TH AL L AR bE BE
BEAL . L0 A To R X ED ST LR S YA
A, P HAE® & & L5 S B R &
RGN IR, AR NALAE 5 E R & AL
Xt 4 18 T A7 #E JC 4% 8% Wi (Tyemurray, Spehar,
Myerson, Sommers, & Hale, 2011), %ZWF5T M,
XFF McGurk SN 5 & BT 588 A 300, E4F
NSER AN FEELENZE S . X TIEHEFLGEAR
IFEDE R E SRR AR P A SN ]
TF4E4% A (Ruffman, Henry, Livingstone, & Phillips,
2008), SR, 7£ 18I i1 25 1 FL AT 25 75 & L
YRR, BRTRURE AL, A IE )RR
HERANEAREZET ., PR R
AR 2 1 LR 26 75 B A A A e, AR AN S 4R
N A 8 [F 72 B 89 5% 25 4 (Chaby, Luherne-du
Boullay, Chetouani, & Plaza, 2015), #5818 1%
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%7 B R SE N, AR % 22 B % 23 I R (Hunter,
Phillips, & MacPherson, 2010),

AL, ST SRS R T R,
RN T2 55 TAR R NS T G o IFFe sy
RWE7R, X T AN A J& P 0 ) BRI, 8 4F N
B INTTHLE AT RE R A 1. 53 8h, X T 44 AL
M, BFENRIT G5 F RN Z AR
We2e 5 o RO EE SR 0 IR RV R T AR LR
AT W RN 2, X AT V(R S R e

RSNV S
212 RHERANNZXRZANZFEANRRES
O

5 T E A B G R B AR R R, AU R
AR, WV Z AL R, A
U, L R VT 0 5 2 30 P B 28 O R A 23 5 T
T B 2 A %% S (Jones, Beierholm, Meijer, &
Noppeney, 2019; Kaganovich & Schumaker, 2016;
Li, Yang, Sun, & Wu, 2015; Yang et al., 2014),
Frassinetti 55(2002)7E i 22 0/K V- b & B0 T & f1
T 58 3% A Y BsF [8] 123 [8] 3 U) (Frassinetti, Bolognini,
& Ladavas, 2002) 5 HL5E FIT 58 40 8 ] 1of 122 LIS
A SO, (H S R BE 55 T B o R B
[&] /] B# (stimulus onset asynchrony, SOA)# L 500
ms RFALSEAE SRR T 2% o AR, EALSE £ v
FAAETR, DL 2 AN 7 A0 T i 0 8 )
SETHI, (HFE SOA KT 100 ms ATHPIH K
(Bolognini, Frassinetti, Serino, & Ladavas, 2005),
Wil 5 A 8 0 B, ATk 3 0] ) 38 =2 1] Y [] e
PE LRI S A A ] T ) 5 2 ) A R 1B O 2R
Ao ST PR A, 5 ORI () I TR AR R S
AR5 NHH L 58 B B il (Bedard & Barnett-Cowan,
2016; Diederich & Colonius, 2015; Poliakoff, Shore,
Lowe, & Spence, 2006; Setti, Burke, Kenny, & Newell,
2011), A RFFER IR BEAE 55 % 4% T A6 SOA
M 24 AR ALIUT 44 (Ren, Yang, Nakahashi,
Takahashi, & Wu, 2017), 458 &, FrA i x
W i) A 22 8L 8 52 17 i I 35 PR B AN [) e 22 B
L) BB, ABTE BT A 25 AR 284 I S0 I
Y0 TAERR N ORI, NI NIE R
SRR YT 58 R ) i DL K IS 50 ms 1 2
BT TR HERONE; AT AT B 100 ms i fiE
HERONETE s LT S BT B 150 ms B 52 7 2
AW IRV o F S AR R E— 25 3 BT AR A,

EAENTEARTFRY SOA F5 1T 1 45 i ] g i
EERI LA R N B8R, JF HFEE SOA e
K, BT 98 HE G WE IR S0 ™5 Sy Ah, A%
G WU 0 G 1 A TR U], 22 400 5 R0 W 98
SEIAEAHRR  16°00 7 B 739K 25 Hh AL 5E e 15 55
R (Frassinetti, Bolognini, & Ladavas, 2002). if—
A RS e AN W 5 e 32 2580 17 I A 7P ) 3 2 B
A7 8 A2 AN W A A 8 Ak, B H 0 (0°) 21 F8 i
B (300, 60°)Z Wik, BIAM 90w A A {2
RN (Stevenson et al, 2012); #R1M, 40350 P
FERIRAT S, WA 2 IAE 180°0 & B i 5 i X
HBLT (Yang et al., 2013). A WF5RIETIH . Ui
FNRL T 5 5098 Y 25 ) Bk AT 55, BIFSE AT e 8 5
HE 1 19 AL BB (Zou, Chau, Ting, & Chan, 2017),
SERR I, A NTERR H ES B4 I (central
and fronto-central regions)ifs & Hi ik 3 ) 2 B4 P2,
BT . R0 S ] e [0 st S B, 35 & A v A7 % R
& e T 2 IO RO T B 15 R B RN, AR
X ANE AN T ARAEAER NP R, X SEAF5E
K LRI A NBHAAE 25 R 55 h g R B 1L
SRR NHERA R A BT P2 00, WE7R T & 4F
N BRI BB A T LA B0 M AR R Y
INFNRE T RS VE L, BlaniE i 1 shhe. 28 Br
A, EATHEET % 5 R4 A ) ) B B 2 ) far
EIFN AT, 0. R PR A5 AL B A LE K
W, AR BT 8] i 8 A A, I
IR A s T 12 ] P9 R OGP X6 2 4 AT 5 8 4 114
WA TERE, X LF B F A — LB
22 BLEMTHREIMEZR

T R I B SO LT R 1
W, B B0 A S A HR S AT R 2% = A
BRI . BT RIS EH IR N, FEH
LR 5 P R 5 2 T 1Y O R AT 5T (Mords
Fernandez, Visser, Ventura-Campos, Avila, & Soto-
Faraco, 2015; Tang, Wu, & Shen, 2016; ¥t &
AR, RS, TR, HBEN, 2018; THk, T
B, KW, 2017), ARSI REY, S
W 5E A7 B R (D A B i ), MU de G
A AR I A AL BRI BE (Sensory processing
stage), 1M1 H & AE7E S5 WA I AL BB B (Cognitive
processing stage); 1 >4 {3 7 B B — J B 38 18 /R
15 B (RS B0 58 ) i, BT 3 % S H & AR 7E IS )
AL B B (Giard & Peronnet, 1999; Li, Wu, &
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Touge, 2010; Talsma & Woldorff, 2005; Wu, Li, Bai,
& Touge, 2009), SRTM, X FEERKNE AR
A £ (Hugenschmidt, Mozolic, & Laurienti, 2009;
Hugenschmidt, Peiffer, McCoy, Hayasaka, & Laurienti,
2009; Mishra & Gazzaley, 2013),

WF5E R AL T 58 2 9 =, BB i R o o)
T BRIV R LA K% 5 3 S )RR i R R
KRIFENLE I, A3 Fod i R X = A Al
P8 SR K A0 AN S e S N7, T R B A 3 ) X
(B )AL SR SRR A T B RS s W R 4
P DX B 18 W i 3R 98K R R U B S 3
NEo Z5R, TESFBCHE PP E AT 2
AR N FNAR A2 N 35 3 B0 X 15 3 0 100 400 W 5 3 9
D7 2 R T O B T AL e B nE R Y S
(Hugenschmidt et al., 2009), il i 35 45 5 4 47,
R IAE ST B R BV 25 1 T A A0 22 S i 4k
T HEAE R TAER N, Jf HAEPIAE IR 20 b e 51
TR 19 22 S it 4271 T AR 3 /N T 40 e R
AR, B AR RO TR AR AR YR 8 B 5 i E
CY QAT N T o R a5 =8 N R L e S e
Bio TERTA AT, BHF NFER A HAE R
LT 5 R A R T, (LTS AR A8 o e B P i R
REESRET . BAEAMTEE M T ESEN, H
AN BE A2 3 C M v R0 1) JE e A 3 A A R A
fne MERER T BN H BN IR EEAT
G RARN, WER T RGE D) RE Y A 2 Tl g
PR A NE R e 41N e B S O
HE—ARTE A BN B AR PR R X AR U
B S A E SR T Oy ), E BRI R
AN ITARAT FN 04 W UESE, SR SR B FE ] X 3
AL ABCE R A S R G B ], AR, X T A g
HYIE XTI, AN LB E XA —,
TEAR R NI AR A vt e 300 e M 3 T 118
AR TP . AN, TR S T
PR AE B PR TR RN A3 B R AR A R i RE I
EAENSERNA RNV G R T, Hok
B R I EHE S 45 163 T T 2 Y 47 I B (Miishra
& Gazzaley, 2013), A[ W, BARE AR CET E
AENE 0T B TA R 2 X T 5 G Y R
HJE X — 7 A A BRI R T 25 ) o AR5 AT
DL IEHAL A BRI, AR | 1
HOIRASE, XL XS B AE AR LT 58 4 5 T BE
FRG TN A

PSSENTTRSIES & €S PNk € bl 2
HY T RE SR A 4G R s M . I ZS 0GR
TR IRA A, (HIF ARG R FEMEN] . 24
A% T B TE R SR DR L SLRaig . i
KA 5 55T McGurk R0 5 & AL
W5t # G AR TEAN [ 5 22060 2R AL A ] 05
MRS WAAAEAR . B — 2L fF 5 F I EIRA
I L N B A L], (HAN R 8T 7
E SN 0 N 37 WS 1B NANE D O A SRS ASE E
2B (Couth et al., 2018; Gibney et al.,
2017; Mahoney et al. 2011; Stephen, Knoefel, Adair,
Hart, & Aine, 2010). JIr LA AHH 5T MLZ IR LA |
HWRE R, BREMHRT EE NIRRT 8% 5,
I DA Bt S A ) R B 1) DR i 45 40 % 45 28 4F
AW 58 #4522 BIL T

3 EFAURTESHMENS

H T HEIRA R AR NV, A0t
FEH XA 2 LRI TF R TAFSY s A< SO L i 42
PLHIBF R 25 ik 17 8 20 iR, LUB /R 2 4F AT
AN T AR R o
3.1 EZBFEANTRESEXKX

A B 5% 38 FH ki #% %] (Magnetoencephalogram,
MEG)H AR5 LA KM 5 &, £ Y
RIS 100 ms B, 7EBFEHMAEZA PR &
BT, R S e DX 3N I 3 T R T A
TN T P 38 5 T X B S AL T T v i Y
REAGPE . SR, R HLUS 150~300 ms WL
4 N\TE J5 Tl (Posterior Parietal Cortex)Fl P #i
it (Medial Prefrontal Cortex)[X A %585 1) i it
. W AE A AETE I E AR RN, RS
0Tt R A A0 37 45 - DXk 1 3 2 44 5 T R A B AME
YER; WWT 58 3% A 3o B B 2 47 % 1 A8 fb i A2 Ak,
HEA5 5 TH0 P R0 PN AT A0 0 B0 R 2 AR VB R
R By 34l (Diaconescu, Hasher, & Mclntosh, 2013),
A2, FFZH MEG HARMFS A 5503 (Soccer
ball/Pure tone) R MLWT 5248 54 & 0 5 ZAH I B 45
o YR RS 29 100 ms B, AR LB L (A
(Superior Temporal Gyrus)X AU W7 58 535 A& 1)
PR W 55 T4E 4% A (Stephen et al., 2010), Z4E A X £
T A N R I B JZ IR, 5
18 1) R B RS AT 4 E A R AR — 3K, TR
524 NS AT 58 T AN BRAE 7 T A . 4R
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1M, A BF 5% 2 1 268 M # 3L 4k 1% (Functional
magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI)F A, W5
Wi A R P AR N SRR ARG 25 5%
PEAT 4 I 32 A K 2 49 M7 (voxel-wise whole-brain
analysis) & 3, & 4F NAE AW 58 B )2 FBU AL 5
N N TN E N U W A T e NN
AR NI WOR IR N A ek o X R R X
J5 (region-of-interest, ROI)[Y) BLOD {5 5 #4770 #r
RIEAE N B, 22 W B 2 R 2E BLBE e )2
B AR A BRI H N 5k . DR 4 R IR
AR NIG I w278 ST R e i B A
FIHE T 4 % (Baum & Beauchamp, 2014),
32 ZHEAMNREESHHEIRS

A OBEgE XS AR OR W kB el &
(Electroencephalogram, EEG){F 5 #F47 B 47 43 #r,
%I NAE LB (Left frontal Lobe) X 38X #1
W5 L L AR 32 AR BRI theta (4~7 Hz) 7
HRE AL (Yan et al., 2016), IESXA BN 7E£4 A
ALY B0 B B ad B TPl 5 AR AT . Wang SF A
(20183 — 25 Xof 1] B 0] 38 (L A% / 4 5 ) 375 o 1Y)
EEG {55 FHAH {7 #E3R $5 %4 (Phase Lag Index, PLI)
HATIIRE TS HT, JFLL PLI (E N ACE 1
SRR 2 T ACTG [ A P 2%, I3 T 246 717 A5 A%
Fo GEREH, AV E IS PLI &R R
MR sh &k, SERAML, ZEANE
EEG X4 Bt theta (4~7 Hz)#l alpha (8~13 Hz)fKi
AE D0 % 2 W POERRRIEZE R R, B4R
I A5 50 B AR AR B theta Al alpha th & 25 3400
X BB A i Y R RCR S e T AR N S AR R NPT
[F)AE AT 55 Iof 2 4F N 75 >R 22 9 10 8 ) R 4%
il o A REFEL, A P G T IR B AR AL [R] 25 00 265 i,
BB 70 B EEG B %5 5615 4F i AR 5 1 LT
WAL, FEALIT SRR B 50~200 ms B AN
FER LB beta TiHE(13~30 Hz) HbARHE A HLA 5
B4 ) 1 3 42 1 RN B Y Y 2% 5 R (Wang et al.,
2017). [R)EF 2 B, X R0 T 5 o0 8 k1) L Ao
BAENIRG Y BEE W R TR R A, RUIBEN
TEPRAT AT 55 I A7 76 S 50 0 BAH B R AR AR OC
(Pearson correlation) 74T /R &4 A9 beta Hi B
W 26 S5 AT R RN Z A AE i 3 A E R
DL BT 45 R R e 45 F T~ EEG RS54 12
FH AR W2 22 S, TSRO B B RS Y
WAL TC 25 5, a7 BAENILER AR

T3 1% AL T 50 5 A8
33 EEAMWRESHMIME

ZH /4 A0 ¢ B, {37 (Event-related potentials, ERPs)
iAo, AWTREEGE AR P1OAT N1 PR IR &
/N TR R AR T 1 R LA 2, JF HL P
4 4 MR E 2 4 N R FE AR /N R 3 2
3 B4 AR W 9/, P 7 5 3 O AT 9 ) e 52 R
18 JHEUD B 28 58 PR BEAR A b 58 LA T AT 55 o
[ & AT 05 & N1 P9u R0 2 T o
AL AN B T B 2R, AR RO [ RE K
TAER N, WA EHE N 20 RO T4 %R
No BN AR NA T AR5 8006, FHIRIIE
HH 2 4 A R T 5 DA T R A 7 R Aol AR K 11 22
HL#I (Winneke & Phillips, 2011), 46, HHF5E%
B NTE S8 WA [ 5] 25 6] AT: 55 Bf R T 5 2 5 1)
AL SR R AFAEAMEDLR] . Ren S8 AWFFE A B Y
A5 W 58 )35 R 20 S B, B AF NRAR R A
P 5 #8  H T UG 80~110 ms 19 B B,
{2 4 N B 5 22 10 (] 1 T 4R 5% A (O1d adults:
280~300 ms; Young adults: 210~240 ms), K5 5
W5 ) AP (T 58 56 T AE9E 50 ms 5 100 ms)&:
B, BRI R 80~110 ms H&4 IM4FE 5
AJUERSR (Ren et al., 2018), MLZEHFEM, BHEAN
Xof AL T ] S5 25 R B M R Bl i 22 T O, A
TN 7T A8 LA b 7 o B — 8% b 38 8 ) 1R, 2 Ui
B NJE B[R SR R i 4 5 AR R L AT
A% B1(Yu, Pianta, Bode, & Mckendrick, 2017), [F]
I, A AITTE K B2 8 4 N PRAT 2 8] B AT 55 1) ke
SRR A BRI S A2 E 800, IF HAE4F N TR
e g DAY P2 iR B A A N, RORLIT S A0S
R A FL A Sk 2 DR T B R s R W SR 3RS
ML 2 L I 8 SR 3R WA I AR DG AN IR 1Y 1 A
RGO B 25 G i B, g s AT 5 4 G W r 7E
25 [ FE L R R B S R R R TR, LAAME B
ZAL S EEZ W E R S (Zou, Chau, Ting, & Chan,
2017).

gi BTk, WEREE R AR A AR T B
(MEG/EEG/fMRI/ERP)IE 5% 1 & 4E N 1 40 58 2%
G AL, (H R X S 28 2 UEHE 2 (R 7EAH
HIPJEZAL, RIEAE R I DX A3 35 T i 2
TR N J38h, BAE BN D RE XY 4 ek
TR, JF EBGIN TR EWR R TAEE A
T I H 5 SR 1 D PRI T B AR S A AR R AT i R TT
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AEAF7E FE R4Sk /) £z DL (Freiherr, Lundstrom,
Habel, & Reetz, 2013), SR EAARAIHLE] A IHH

4 INGEERE

Bifi 5 S % A ] A0 N T 7™ B, S A CBE AR
W b2 A [l AR B WF T H AT G . BN
PPN b A B E IRt Z 0Btk AR v
T R M T AR AT R A R T, A
SN B A N IT 58 38 6 B 58 L S AT R Bk
AL, MRS AR . (DR EAE AT RS M H &R
A YHRIREECRE . BE., 25 4.
HEEE . WILE) . RIS R . EEN
SAECPESE o (2)AE AT 5648 A A i p 2 AL ]
— W, & ANTEJG T (Posterior Parietal) . P
A &% M (Medial Prefrontal) Fll A i % M (Left
Prefrontal Lobe)f 45% IIIE, FEAP RIXA P2
PRE E A B, ZEANLERANAE RN
BLOD {55248k, MWrE# & kAR RHARK
SRR 1 QA NI = W S 3 L R O R T S
Mo 73 —JTTH, BN, AT,
PL Ko ok A0 W v o) 98 Y S B 7E 38 E [ (Superior
Temporal Gyrus)fiii X AJHRIE 5 TR AN . Toig A
(RS RTTRLY Y It S RN X N AL
WA BBMAREGR TR THERAN).

AR AW I X AR A AT 348 Gk T T
Wik, HHATFR G5V R e 7 JE Fh o€, 1%
Z REEME IR RS B, ASCES A DA RN
AR, BTN EE.

B —, UESE AR AT S8 A il 2 L A
XK BB AT 55 MO . B AT i3 &
ZRNE WA Py B E R . IR ZS R DK
FLE R o SR RBF N AR UL E R
PYBERN 1, SRS R &2 4 B A Can = e A 9
BIENZ L ERNEE LA E L), &It
HINHAE S5, [l sz F (R4 4 0080 43 B R D
B0 T A B AR R R 45 ) 7 T 4 TR T AR Y
LG o SRR T AE AT 58 B 5 1 0 S
55 AR I AR U5 1 A BB AR

B, R A AT R G B AL
R AR 35 00 (B — JB B ) Y P A S R A &
i F £ B 36 74 & 1 5 (Krueger, Stevenson, Nidiffer,
Barnett, & Wallace, 2016)J& 0], ZF AR T 9K 4h
B — B E NN RE TR TR, PIRE SR BRI

ZIEAGE AT RS, H I W RN AE B AR N AT 5
HARE S AR BINERT o T AR B
SR I UE B A NS R AT A A TR 2 — 5
RN i X — B A OT ¥ . AT R EEE
b3S 24 2 A NRIAT 8 T B — SR LB %) 2 i e
WA 2250, B4 NEMIDAR R I e A T o
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The influential factors and neural mechanisms of audiovisual integration
in older adults
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Abstract: There is still much debate over whether older adults have enhanced or attenuated audiovisual
integration. Research on the neural mechanism of audiovisual integration in older adults is needed to
provide a scientific brain-health programme based on crossmodal integration. Here, we summarized two
parts based on previous studies. First, audiovisual integration ability in older adults is influenced by the
characteristics of the physical stimuli, the spatial and temporal relationships of the stimuli, and the
attentional allocation. Second, audiovisual integration effects are observed in older adults. On the one hand,
older adults showed higher functional connectivity, network efficiency and enhanced audiovisual integration
effects, such as stronger activity in the posterior parietal lobe, medial prefrontal lobe, left prefrontal lobe,
and the super-additive amplitude of P2 observed in the central prefrontal region. In addition, audiovisual
integration in older adults occurred earlier and extended longer than that in younger adults. On the other
hand, older adults have slower response times and smaller amplitudes to audiovisual stimuli in the superior
temporal gyrus than younger adults, which shows a weaker integration facilitation effect in older adults. The
study of audiovisual integration in older adults induced by simple stimuli provides a reliable basis for
further revealing the integration mechanism, but the processing mechanism of audiovisual integration for
complex situations remains to be explored.

Key words: audiovisual integration; older adults; multisensory integration; compensation mechanism; facilitation effect





