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* &t % 4 # (Conceptual Framework) *

AR ER R BT TS AR AL 5]
F % FMu

(b5 AN i Bk is B2/ 22 B, JLat 100024)

# E A Ak 494 (prepulse inhibition, PPI)A U & 56 1142 69 M EAEA!, KB T 0 2 40 F 015 St o)
. BB PPI W LA Z Bz F T, AL PPITAMEZT A L@ FTRD. Ad, CHARLFREH»T
Bl EUFEEE AT EE)A PPL A4S F Wl , T MM 7 @55 Fo7 K ERIR, 1825t
BT AR 6 4R AT AVAEAR  RR AR b, A5 BT AT B T ey SGBIAEA, RN AT A M E L e A
BRR, BRFEFT AR ZERT PPl AR ENENTRAATHERENZERA, 03 DEIFIEE
Efem R ERED PPLHIG—IT AR, FRAMIZZAT PPILANAHEKFR,; 2)AAEZH T PP
T BAUH], BPATBR A R 6 S Aokl 4 M R e TAEE AT PPL P 694E A £ 5 3)MAFEF AT PPI ey X
B X A i P 45 £ %

ER EE; AR, ARG AR Wl AR A

43S B84S

1 jagRE Wi R AR R S, R S I T AL, W
. . . I B PP 2 30 B A T (Li, Du, Li, Wu, &
07515 0 T 0 £ A B T e A <
L eI W, 2009, WREIE LA 4 0 2 T
e SRS AT e gz TONELEL W R RN K A B 1< B (Chen

LRI 5 S B o LR LR . . . .
G W AT T B 57 R 22 AR o et al.,, 2014; Fritz, Elhilali, David, & Shamma,
ORGSR TE, 2R U 2007 T B — B0 2 RN R 2B 2 5

T B 0T (3 B AT T 52 Bl

O, T LUK AN B TR AV L 3T
TN ATIRBLEL —F e e ot f
S TR Sendon) UL 25—F0 S
A F 0 B9 W J8% 58 1] 4% (auditory sensory gating)#/L *%‘Iﬁﬁfﬂ?‘z%ﬁﬂﬁ}ﬁﬁ'ﬁ' ﬂ’*;;’ﬁ o
WL R e T O e o L RATETEE] [ A T

R T Du, Li, Wu, & Li, 2009, 2010, 2011b; Hazlett et al.,
INTRESS, RERESPAE AR IER B9 A, ;003 2007; Lei, Luo, Qu, Jia, & Li, 2014; Li et al
AT GRAIE R =5 O A R ez« e . Pk X e | ' N

" 2009).
ZEVAN 32 JBR i ) 3B 38 52 A) (Csomor et al., 2014; N s
) X. 3 %J;?ﬁ‘( AR W . o 5 S5 5 B H K w30 i (prepulse inhibition, PPT)
Jones, Hills, Dick, Jones, & Bright, 2016), HRifff

S WA, VR p SR PR AN ST K )
FATCRI T, TSSETHERURRI PRI i, 45512550 O ACZ 1 30~500
) S T —1> 55 R D B A1 B
Vit 1 ;20200222 SO BT OMIR L R PP G £ B
* EFHRFFESEFIHE (31800923), JLITi#Z G F T (2R 1 Davis, 2006), J e T R 816

AR ST H (SZ201910031017), JLiiHEFHFIK . . o s -
AT (CrrCoo0m0cs), s s WM T LR, H AT LS PRI 25

2R AE ARSI AA (AT E Y ) AL R (A R AT (top-down) 9 4
WAEVEH: T, E-mail: minglei@bisu.edu.cn FF(Lietal, 2009; fhiZ, Z=&, 2011), X P =T
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¥ PPI 7£ 5L 56 K B(Du et al., 2009, 2010, 2011; Lei
et al., 2014) I AZ43l 1 (Lei, Zhang, & Li, 2018;
Yang et al., 2017)#AFRE . SR, AW
I8 K T R —RhiE Xt PP AT AT A R, IF
R X 43 A [ 3 2 TR X (U 2 (8] 3 2 RVRRAE 1 20 X
PPI A LI~ AR SSEIE Y, BT AN 3 &
7 PPL ML (B4R vh T Wt 2 2 X8k, 12
A ARA WX AZGER AT PPI R JZE T
BLRIHEAT R . R4, REd A F—17 a2
SETRPTEREXS PPL AT WE? X Fh PPI V&Y
EWTSEEZ 2 . WPl T . Wi ot S SO m 48 b A
TEFERY PR 2R IR

DEERINEIEY E NG T AR R KR =Y PN
ik BZ 22 TR R 45 40 8 B JBL BE E AT N T, — 4524k
U s B L 7T e AR TR, Bl
“what” il [ J) — % J2 bt TOUIE I sl 0GR i,
TN T A Z 0] 7S [ R DL K5 ] 5 o AR i
iz dl), HM<where”i #(de Haan & Cowey, 2011;
Goodale & Milner, 1992), &It HIFFTEH ARG
W 5 (5 BN T A 355 5 4% 4 5 B B, “what”3l
B TV AR IR, “where 8 B 7 TTIN T 5E
P 2 (45 8, 3% 502 T A 15 20 T A G %
1%l (dual-pathway model) (Arnott, Binns, Grady,
& Alain, 2004; Romanski et al., 1999; Ziindorf,
Lewald, & Karnath, 2016), [}, W46 {5 B0 T
LI AR A AN AN R i B2 J2 43 301 o T W v s 1) A
NAEE B, XA “what”fil“where” 1) XU #4155
i TFE 2 )2 T 8t B & A7 78 (Smith, Delgutte, &
Oxenham, 2002; Luo, Wang, & Li, 2017), AR5 #)
MAETT AW M ERE ., BUET — RINT R
i FEL o AR I 9 AR S AR AR 3 2R 2 R X PPI
80 8 1 [R)ARE A W 5 £ JEL N T A0 R B A A, )
FRAE A2 (B PPL A e T 2l . Wb
22 Wbk i Gh i W 45 o ) i 48 e R TRl AR A 4
WA 5% 41 B 1Y) “what 38 [H Al “where” 8 [

2 MRIKREERAESSH

2.1 R SHA0ET Bk A HIE(PPI)

50 NN St ) A 11—k ik o R 4
BV 2 513% 3l (Landis & Hunt, 1939), HA7 R
L R B R L Sl R PRl B AR R
BN, X Sk 00 28 SR T O T ARIWTAE . Rl
BEGEA = XA E R R G, 51k —A iR 4 B

B B, X R S B L R 7 2 A
H R % Sk B 48 5 9% 8 28 4 AL ] (Yeomans, L,
Scott, & Frankland, 002). {505 5 4 4 £ R o L 55
fRf BA., AN I B A . = U 2 DL T
JE Bl 28 % 2T 2 £ 55 2] R O AR ik IR A% (caudal
pontine reticular nucleus, PnC), %%5#) o iy B #Y
N K A8 I AT 4 3 v b 2202 sz RS P i
g ol H HI s g M 4 o0 (48 8 UL Yeomans et al.,
2002), 50 AT AR IS 45 A2k ST PRy, ik
il O AR UL TT DU i 5 R B, X o)
S AT DA 55O DS H ol DT C A 00 T DA 5
B, T R R BRI A5 i B B R B
Wi 50 52 5 (Roskam & Koch, 2006). 53 4MIBFIT &
B, B0 o I A AT ) S Ok ARk ]
DI E AP, R ROk T DA 5 R B AR S 1Y
J1 ) /T DA vsk 55 458 52 B+ (Filion, Dawson, & Schell,
1998). HHT, RSl LU RDF SRV | L&
BB | MRS S R 4IRS, TR I RRS Pl
=P8 Tz 19 H (Rajji & Mulsant, 2008)
502G 2 g b P 1 8 ) AR R 1) 5 FR AR
A52R, XN Ppa B IR A B RE S (R,
5B 5 A 2 TP A RN S i I A AT DA A
AT RTED o S N 2 W AP EE, Pkl
ARG T — R B T A B RE 5
ST THERLEI (B 1 BT ) « S AE 5 R A5 S ST 1 5
)98 2 HiT(30~500 ms) H B T — 1> 55 JEk i o) 38 (D
R R OB, R 2 55 SRR AN B 5 R R R
SR, AR BB SR A AR AR L R 4 B AR
i Bk #h i i (prepulse inhibition, PPI),
HATHEGE AN, PPL HY A28 91 s F2 24 T i )2
TG . 2 AR IESE PPT A 22

4
-

o

RUBKMORIE ORI )
6 W VY@ 1) T QUIE 1 b s e B gl e 2SS TN
50 IS MR RE B (L B R 98 2 1 L
[E3] PAY 3RS T Ak o o 2 400 o B A £ L0 R
W51 R AR S (T 1), R D i bk o i (PPT)
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%28 %

WA T REZET MM T, @6t i’
(inferior colliculus, IC), I F: %/ )2 (deeper,
intermediate layers of superior colliculus)lA A #5 ik
JE0 #% 3% #% (pedunculopontine tegmental nucleus,
PPTg) £ N (Swerdlow et al., 2001; Swerdlow,
Weber, Qu, Light, & Braff, 2008), Ait, 45 PPI
1Y) B 2 PR B AL T B T 7K ST, PP 3R i 5 JRebit iz
2. BHRGE . NG RGEERAFAE)IZ 22K
Z, i PPI Z BB 2 VER . than, s
KB, PPI A2 B 4 B i —BORAR— 1 F1 k- el R
i (cortico-striato-pallido-thalamic circuitry, CSPT
BB TE T (Swerdlow et al., 2001), Hii IS HHST
WIESE, 1EH AKX PPI B K& aint |
E3'€ /N NN N R N1 1 - I N 1 5 2 1
X (Campbell et al., 2007; Hazlett et al., 2001;
Kumari, Antonova, & Geyer, 2008), 7] i, PPI #5 &
B A2 2 i 2 X 4% DG 28 Hht e i 3 1 R IR 24
X, X2y PP ZBEIOARIA R A By
PR T A A A
2.2 EEX PPI B LM THIET REMEH]

HATH S AT % . NAT R I 6 R 43 bl
LR AR R I, EERT LA LT BIE ST PPL,
221 HFHEEFMEEX PPIAYET

BT RN ) 52 50 8 e BUARRAIE e R 1
A LI585 PPI (Blumenthal, Reynolds, & Spence,
2015; Dawson, Hazlett, Filion, Nuechterlein, &
Schell, 1993; Dawson, Schell, Hazlett, Nuechterlein,
& Filion, 2000; Hazlett et al., 2003; Hazlett et al.,
2007; Poje & Filion, 2017), AZEHFFEH @ # % W
Y B AT K o) 4 (attention-to-prepulse) " YE 2, %A
1 5 IV A AT AR A ] 1 8 4 A i bk e 3R
PRUESE T A BESE 5 s, TR K2 8's, TR
B BR HRCH T — A 0 R A S, ]
W 53 A — Tl WA Y 4 ¥ (Hazlett et al., 2003;
Hazlett et al., 2007). BFFE &I, B AT K v
TR SLER PPL KT ZWE Tk R B kA, Uk
HH 32 2 iy ok o ) 4R AE X PPT A5 145 A T (Hazlett
et al., 2003; Hazlett et al., 2007; Poje & Filion,
2017), Hazlett 45 Nk — 20 % 42 1 FRAEZE PR M E T
PSPPI MR ZALH, e BT R K b N AR
T, MRS A BOLD {5506 K T2
WSS, B S5 T PP ARRAEZE BRI A
5 (AN £ 3R B (Hazlett et al., 2001), Ak, S

GERI, Kt —ATi bk vhs & (0 1300 Hz B & 46 &)
BEFTRAR S AL RT3 75 3 HAT AR 282 8 O 5
AL R BRI & B TR R, TR S 4 5 e
7% 5L AY PP (Du et al., 2009; Du et al., 2010),
WHE— LTSS R B, TEZETEREXT PPL Y B
A RIBCRAE AR S, X BAT RERRRRAE (I 1300 Hz
ik 2300 Hz 526 40 ) B i bk R 3
PEBEMES 2 B T LIS PPI (Du et al., 2010,
2011),

SR, FRFRELE PR T PPI 5K
JEARSES, — &Ry PPL G Pl ik ol i id 1< 2
1E 20~200 ms Z[6], T Hazlett 25 A F¥) 35 56 WP Rk
RN B 5 s H 2 8 s B A A FE K B, A
M T A I ) 58 3 19 5 3 M (Song, Meng,
Chen, Zhou, & Luo, 2014; Wang & Luo, 2017), #%
YT BT e — B A I ] QR R 7R B R 3
WA L, W R 2R A E WA —
S E IR A IC o A, TEEEUAY IMRI S5
RTINS 5 s B E 8 s, BT BOLD
F o B R, AR bl B, BOLD {5
TR B RTORE S X R bk ) R e i T
(sensory processing), i /A f& & 38 7] #% (sensory
gating)fii B o ABA—MEFHIFFEIY AU . o
SEHT kB G5 PPL S R
BRI B2 S 20~200 ms, TR —Fh
T A o 0 5T 22 i 5 — o iy K e SRS, %o T Ak
PPRIBCRRAE Y e PR M T R A 23 5 PPL, LA
IO IR P §

222 FT[ENEFMIEEX PPIAYIET

23 (] e PR vE B AT USSR PPT (Lei et al.,
2014; Lei et al., 2018; Wu, Ding, Jia, & Li, 2016),
TE— W2 BT SE BRI b, W B AT Bk 3 75
TG ELIA TS, (A B 3 T 3 22 > B ) S8 S5 09 R 5
o TSR A PR RS S 7 2 ) 1 s ] R A (1~10
ms Zif, BT A ERRARD), T A
S5 PGB S I LA PR A (LD, Qi, He, Alain,
& Schneider, 2005), Wy FUEE|—4k H e
FAL R RLG R, BI—ANI7 58 %K (Litovsky et al.,
1999), 33X Tl G 4 4k Ry WT 52 418 S5 3% (precedence
effect), fLBRLNL AT DL H B AR AR R i
Wik I S S B0 B P (Lei et al., 2014; Lei et al.,
2018; Wu, Zheng, et al., 2016),

5 S 90 B BT, RIS %0 7T LA A



ERE WO AR ORIRE TR S A W R ) 45 i 2 ML 1235

AR P E AR S AR R b 7= 2R A )43 B i 28
(51} i T e L1 Bk 2 o b= S VI B S (]
2 B, MAELTEAWYERIER A, B WA
I (E 2 a), W0SEXF AR RVE, ZEmI WU 3
ms, X5 B A&k, AMVUEEET 3 ms, WFHA
MWL I A FRERAA E0RES, HAEokA
AW, RS, BAMIUE R B S S Ras E
R, LAk AW, XHE, AL B B4
PBopt 23 B e 25 6] 3 25 (18] 2 b)Y, AR, 2R AL
B WA o # e 22 IS e AT R0 3 ms, AN
Bt e A M E A (8 2 o) B AS
A R XA WU T AT & 4
BEMIASE MR (5 e Lo Y 20 A BRI WU B8 AR X 1 7 2
XFFRES, 3 A B 43 B8 A N 52 e P AR 0 0
JE o JE TSRO I P A5 2 T 14 0 0 23 ] 43 B R
BT T i AT 2R 8 T B 7 AR AUE 1) o T 2 [
JE PRI T2 B A R o ORI N5 23 ] 43 B T L
T 5 2 — A FE PR AR, T [ B e 3 iR
Akt o — A7 IR A AR I 28 [ BRI R (L et al.,
2009).

a wiy\E A
Ve A\
7 N
b B [H] 4385 c R EES

&'
O O

B2 Mz masEsnE’. A SRS B A
FERWATZ BB R (E 2), HBA S E
(B b)yFAEIBE 2 M H A (K c)

®

15 5 JA RN 48 WA SR YA =z D) %) 0 9 225 TR A6 Y
3BT DU i 25 () BB B AR T EE HARE % L,
AT X H AR 1 B R ST (Freyman et al.,
2004, 2008; Wu, Zheng et al., 2016; Wu et al., 2005;
Zheng et al., 2016) . My mifR 45 R, HEwk &1
TR A (] 43 A T TR 23 O T
HEE ML TIN5 3l (Zheng et al., 2016).
Ji LTS R B, R0 2 () 3 88 R LA i o0t
PR PR R TR R, R SRR B m B AR R

B2 247 W2 N1P2 53 (Lei et al., 2018; Zhang,
Lu, Wu, & Li, 2014), W17 058K, FoEs
) 4385 n] L3438 PP (Du et al., 2011b; Lei et al.,
2014) TEREAYSEER b, HI582 (8] 43 B ] LAY 3R
KR M2 MM, & KB PPL (Du et
al., 2009, 2010; Lei et al., 2014), Ff E§ifk nidm il
L5 i M R 22 [ ) N B A ) A B X PPT (3G 5 AR
T 5 T P 2% A &R 1Y 14 3 (Du et al.,
2011), X —Z5 A 2 AL 5 5 2 B 3iE (Lei et al.,
2014; Wu et al., 2016) . FoA 158 1 BF5E 44 504 PPI
H A Y = A Bl b, & B 5 25 (6] 43
BT LG A ZSHR A PPT (Lei et al., 2018;
Yang et al., 2017),

PPI M50 2L N R A 2 —, BRI
1978 4, Braff &5 gl & UK i 73 240 /8 5 1) PPI
BRI % X I8 (Braff et al., 1978), X—%#5 4t
TE 5 TH 1 SE I AR B 2 R I, IR R LR A
INBRG AT SRE N R A 2 —  — IR B 5T R,
S 91 SR JOORE P 3 S 1 R A A v A R TE R
EE ST ART I PR DR 14400 390 5 P 00 b 3 R ) e
(Smith & Cornblatt, 2005), it ¥ & th 2R 43
ZUERHNRIZ —, HH Y5 PPI X R %Y Javitt &
Sweet, 2015), & Al PP &RJ& KL £ EH ZF B
B HITC AR BT AALE, FH BB 0TE G
P B0 B TR R O A Y N SR, (R B G
FoHE KRR IAAZL I, Hazlett % AN HWF5E
R, FEREM o ZUE BE D, AMUIEL PPI A7 H
&, WEEXT PPL Ay A Bk, B A R
PPI 75 i 850 2 A 5500 it 43 BAE A S5 P e R g ™
R EA B E A E (Hazlett et al., 2007), 7EHR-H1
23 B A ST RS PR O S Sh IR R B g,
Wit 2 b g s AR 5 KB PPL HARE S
SV REXT PPL A R H S A A 2 188 0 R 3 4 5
1455 (Du et al., 2009; Du et al., 2010), K tk, PPI i
BT R SRl BUE G R TN,
ST PPL A I DA HURUR 2 ML AT 53 ) 1 2
TG 1 40 SUIE B B LB, TR BT N R T8 AR
HEZEE L,

SR, TS R AF 298 28 M 1 T R 2 i) kB
EWAY PPI AT ARG B KBS R AR, (H)2
AR5 B 5 5 R 7 2 R0 2 (B PR % PPT A1y
A%, W, RFEZET PPT &AL
WA TERE A B B, FERIATT PPT [ R )2 ML AN
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%28 %

ETHLRANATERE . AU DR ke 7T
BT PPL B RJZALH . Bln, RS2t o8 & B
e HTAZ 595 A% BOLD {5 5 345 5 H-iE k5
PEVE R PPIAH K (Hazlett et al., 2001)., 5k &
PETR 8 R 2 ) 23 B A T 5 5 T R ) 23 0 W
B = W45 T /N i Y 35 B (Zheng et al,,
2016), EHT, FATHHM BT LB, HIwES 1]
STESTTLIERR PPL Jf HOHISE 25 (W) 43 B3 W] LAKYS 3
X T e SR SR 1 o 22 SRAE, R A i Bk b i v
St B AN LB N1/P2 B35, 37 H PP Ay
AR S; B ORS NT B3 0 05 25 ) 53 1 3 ik
IEAH S (Lei et al., 2018), ATREAY SRR J& N1 et T
Wr K2 2 A5 30, A DG I XA T W i v i X, 4
FE G 7] (Heschl’s gyrus)FI38i_I- 74 (STP), 1 P2 %
W T 3 38 3 R S U RS By, ARG A X 2
BENL TG K2 . XAt — L UL R 7S 4 B
B3R PP Je i i 49 5 Xof w7 Joi b R G850 B 00 1 2 5
S HLAE(NT), DA 48 558 X8 7 Jok b 0 385 174 5 (1) 8 4%
PEFERE, FEMESE PPT (Lei et al, 2018),

PLEWFSEHER, AR 2 3 P A s ) i 4
PEXS PPI B8 1585 S 3 TR R 2 B0 % . H2,
I B  A OC T R A 6 P 3 T 2 ) e %
PETE X PPT AL [ (e S ) A3, PR R
A5 PPI B Z AL 53 A A VE 4
2.2.3 CEEVET PPI B9 E THLHI RSN ZRERE K

N (FFRs)

METUER, LR EZET PPL #&pLE
WroErh, FTCHE TR PPL W ZHLH,
B TEEXT PPT A 19 5 2 N ML H FE A
%, BHIBFFIACH, PPL A B E A T 2
IR TR A ERORESEIESS PPT BB
B AL T 2T R T, AL e b T
(inferior colliculus, IC), I F: ¥/ )2 (deeper .
intermediate layers of superior colliculus)d K 4 fiki
JEl %% % #% (pedunculopontine tegmental nucleus,
PPTQ)7EN, SR, FZJZ TRl anfy 25
IR B R 1 R A ) R M VR X PPT Ry
) H TS A TERE

B3R5 B )2 Vi (frequency following responses,
FFRs)J& —F 5 [ U 5 s T 09 1 2 B0 10 50 &
gy, BT 2 e R AT G R EAORS R A
1% 3 (Chandrasekaran & Kraus, 2010; Du et al.,
2011a; Kraus, Anderson, & White-Schwoch, 2017;

Marsh, Worden, & Smith, 1970), A3k iz ki i ic
S FFRs 1] LU MEXT 1.5 kHz DL PN A9 75 35 A 0%
Zfi(Glaser, Suter, Dasheiff, & Goldberg, 1976), 3l
My 5 P B A HE SR A FFRs 1T DL M 4 kHz LA Y
7 % B AH TE 3 (Ping, Li, Galbraith, Wu, & Li,
2008). FFRs SZI 1 Wr ok il T #2235 2, i1 e
B UHAR R A 36k 3 R M v ) S v R e, %
FNEZ TAT R Z M TR, BT 0205
Bl RN T RS AR BN T 5 O 2 8] Y 28 HAE
FH, RS 20 BRI ZE PPL A AR R X

TENZEWR, FFRs BEAS SN 28 TORE AT
5% S B 4 1 N T (Coffey, Musacchia,
& Zatorre, 2017), HIXFT1% 58 0 T 56 i 1175 &
{7 (ABR, — BT click s & 4li%), FFRs A LLik
BB WT 5% ] 38N 81 B 45 % (Chimento & Schreiner,
1990; Galbraith, 1994) T % & Z% /9 if & %
(Aiken & Picton, 2008; Akhoun et al., 2008;
Krishnan, Xu, Gandour, & Cariani, 2004; Russo,
Nicol, Musacchia, & Kraus, 2004; Song, Skoe,
Wong, & Kraus, 2008) % 4k (Musacchia, Sams,
Skoe, & Kraus, 2007), [Ali}, FFRs #F53th &#, H
bR 55511 FFRs ] L7 3| {4 & 15 (Galbraith,
Olfman, & Huffman, 2003; Hairston, Letowski, &
Mcdowell, 2013; Lehmann & Schénwiesner, 2014) ,
55 1711 45 (Skoe & Kraus, 2012; Song et al., 2008;
Song, Skoe, Banai, & Kraus, 2012). KL%
(Chandrasekaran & Kraus, 2010; Musacchia et al.,
2007). 5EHYEME o E AT BFSE AR X H AR 3 925 18]
PEPEPEE AR ] LIS 98 T (LAY FFRs (Du et al,
2011a; Wilson & Krishnan, 2005), Jz it T %5 [6]F
ISR HARE S R AR 2R AL

TEHE AR, i R E S A T (AR
{AFEAEH), ATLAM FFRs {5 B 5435 s As £k
B 75 5 K 41 245 74 (temporal fine structure) (148 HH i
WL LA K A8 A 85 2 18 1 40, 25 235 44 (envelope) 14
HH B (Aiken & Picton, 2008; Ananthakrishnan,
Krishnan, & Bartlett, 2015; Luo et al., 2017; Wang
& Li, 2017)c ARE W58 15 B0 T A XUE AR Y,
“what”Fl“where” 1) 3G B 5 B T4E K2 F k&
L7 TE(Arnott et al., 2004), Smith %5 AIAK, K4
SR YN AT RETE 2 09 5 5 i iy &S g AL R,
AL 46 BN T AT B 5 P o AR RS A oG, kT
BT BB IR T W5 e 2 1Y 25 6] (where) PR B 5 Y



ERE WO AR ORIRE TR S A W R ) 45 i 2 ML 1237

75 (What) PR [ (19 75 £ 36 R, DXHEJE 2002 4R42 1Y
NG AL P~ 2% W53 B R 6 (Smith et al., 2002),
R WT B 5 JE I T P LS [ S R B R T R
HARHE . I, FFRs AURHFSEERE T PPI
B R T AL ) TR, T L AT LA R 4 A
TRIUAS 20 45 ¥ 70 R A0F T 78 R 25 [R) P8 R 55 PPT
AREWER . Wi, — A SRR SR T
IR RN PPL Ay i £ 20 % ke 31 B LA
FH? A 6 8 3 5 R0 2 [ i 38 1k R X PP Y
WY, RS FFRs {5 2 0628 I TR 40 2%
RN T —— %o 7 2

3 #R#AE

AW AT LR FI W 58 47 S e L Sk B i He
(EEG). IIEMERIIR IR (IMRDECAR, RGHTTEHE
MEVEPEAE T AN 2 RIS PR TR O PPT AR 15 /E
RAEWT e R B ZN R LRGBSl b
Uk 8 A T TR 2 [ e Bk v L R R Y PPT Y
romiEst, L EEG Ml FB, 1ERJ=KF L%
FEPIRME BT PP A [B) S5 22 5 WIS AE
B JETF IRV PR TE RS PPL A il 143 25 4L
i, A AR ST T A o R B 4% 3 MK R 5 A TR
Sy TAEPI RN BT PPL PRI 22 5% A,
DL fMRIT D9l Be, HaR i oz [ E S
T PP AR OG5 i DRI PO 24 15 2l S [l . BLAOR I,
FATHRIIT AT =T R BESE (8 3 FT7R).

R B
T W SAEGTH+EEG) |1
RHEER |:
| PPI T8 T4 B WL (47 0+ EEG) |:
(=R WX AR EMRD |

3 KRB N AR B

3.1 AREFERNAT PPI WA EHSMERE
WNHTAT, FRAF B A S B 3 AT DL Y
PPI. fiti R AR HA Z RPN BB [R] 3 3, A
WA E RS PPL AY RS (8] Sh 4 i T AL Ao 2
AT H FE R Ak moili# attention-to- prepulse)”
R, X AN T Ik R R (4 3 (40 400 Hz
4 M E 800 Hz 4li &) 1] LA 3% PPI (Hazlett et al.,
2003, 2007)., £ 2 1 P I B 5T & 3R, PPT H 3L
A7 Jk b 0 9% 2 %) i LR 43 PO (50~75 ms)

N1 (75~150 ms), P2 (150~200 ms)E &4k, i
P30 (10~40 ms)/i 3% A 78 L (Simons & Perlstein,
1996), HFiffFFTE A P30 S T X A1 ik b ofil 84
Y BRBT I, T PS5O BT S ATk v i i
JnT., P30 Jz B TR B PN Fr FR A B B, T
P50 S BT 12 A M B R AT B, X —45 RS
£ 7 PPL v A7 ok ofo 300 985 1 << T — R 4P BRI
(Graham, 1975), [Fl#f, Hi A& PPI Hi AT P50,
N1 55 s BT 5 A5 S840 0 T A s e, Y8, TG
P2 AT N2 &5 2 B A5 25 H1 00 T A0 i R B0
724k (Simons & Perlstein, 1996), LA 2% 7R,
X Ak b R A 9 A5 BN T 32 SR MR AR B
TRRIARSY, Lh P50, NI 4R, T AL
4% P2 FlI N2 A2,

J3Ah, WHGITR, AEzs MR IR PPIE T,
Pk e o 3 T M R ) ) A S ) 4 T L
8 XoF I o Y S TR PR T R, A A R
PPI. FA1AY—T ERP W55 & Bl (Let et al., 2018),
IE 25 (8] 43 B 0] ARG SR PPI,  [R] Asf 484 5 X i fik e
T R SRAE, RN KRR AL N1/P2 (1
JR ¥, LAY, PP Y AS (8] 4 i 4 o
50 BiEREAT N1 B 9 A58 25 (8] 43 B B 58 1F
FHIE, W5 P2 Bisr 0 B2 (] 43 B R oG

N1 BT Wr K 2 A6 By, A SR XA T T 5
P X, 4,95 B 8] (Heschl’s gyrus) FIE | 15
(STP) (Niitinen & Picton, 1987), T P2 Skt T dF
T 38 S R B R R R B, AR SN X FR R A
FIEA 2 2 (Crowley & Colrain, 2004), 55 — 0 Jik
BRI, IPL (T /N )45 45 B 9 A% W
B R IO B N AR o 8 AT, T P2 A AR %
FEMR, TR /NI J2 T 00 2 (1) 5 8 P 7 109 o B2 ik
X, B N1 535070 25 RIS i 2 VI AH O
(Woods, Knight, & Scabini, 1993), A3, A A ERP
S AN A FH 167 2R 1 M 75 A S i ik o i, JF R %
ST I 2 (1) 7 A W 7 il O o A A I K o ) 9B
T 0L 0 PPL, [ I oK 25 52 W N 190 i . 10 4,
W ON2 WY NE . AT LAHEN, XA Rk b il s e A
SN T 32 SR IAE AR BN T A e S Ry, DA
N1. N2 Bigr R, FALA P50 AT BER 2520 .

AN, 7R 5 ERA DI, Du NS
BT W A5 BB RS MR AR o0
AR, & BB AT L4500 ) A0 3R 28 R AN 25 1]
R E X HARE S I, SO R H R R
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P o U I LS AEAT O B A R I A
o #E—2 0 MEG BRI, MR R FN2S A4k
FH 251 B bRiE S 75K B I#E (AEF) )M N1 A%
43 (110 ms ME{E) AR, 1M ELAT SRR Z 025 [A] 2k
RO N1 oo B Sk & iR, b
HE ULATUR A A (AR ZR [l B N1 Ao 1 3
TS A S5 [ 450 R 2R 2R OR 4% () 2R 2R B s B )
N1 Sainz f, Hot, FRATHEN, FRarseeet:
TR S (A B B MR T B PPT A IR Y R B AR 2
Wil T 17 2475 % B FiL B4 N1, R X PP Y
BT N1 8o 5% 0 o] Be & A BT 1, fE7E
LB R,

R T 6455 B0 T A U e ASE R, T i g 2
1Y 23 [E] (where) 3 % 5 P 25 (what) B % X6 07 58 45 L
PRI T3 A [R] (Arnott et al., 2004), Fitt, AN[H
HEIEAK PPT (915 VB FH T B8 HLAG AN 6] Y e [a)
A, Ak, BT AR S R AEATH TAEIE
ANREUE X — a5 1 X — G 1 A R e
—ANBEFE R, R a3 S R A R T R
PPI 5 % 23 (6] FE R A1 PP, FFB0A 4 Wb v 2
T PPL 7E[R]—#ial . [l —J o v AT 0
W, FERRSE 1 b, FRATTRE SR FIAT S D0 kR A F
AR, FESLARAE S BRI T B A (] B T A
PPI M4 —uX, 4305 SRR IR L 5 1 i R
PPI 07 [A] B #EME T BT PP Y I [A] gh 250 =
[ o FRATTHREDN, 1)RRAF BE 8 T B R0 2 (B e PRk v
BXF PPT BT A R IR A R) h SRR, 4RAE
BEPEME BN PPL AT & AR 75 B T 1
BB, SO T RIS P T, R R
I FRL B A3 PSOJRE S AE G5 272 [ BE 3R 1 i T
PPL Ay 355 K A e AR BN T A RS e i Be, e 1
X SRR A ] 6 2 0 18 o T, 32 e i L A
43 N2 RS PE R G5 3) 0 AF 18 150 v i 2 ) e 4%
PR X PPL IR 5 34 55 07 f2 J2% 25 U1 AH OG 14 filg Fi
WAy N1 A5, T H PR EEXT PPL BT 520
N1 LA B A Sr Pk, 300 B AP E B X N1 sy
R s ELA MRS I 0GR, RV A I A Rkt
N1 B3 B 3658 55 P D FE =43 AR N o 9 3 58
LENIES
3.2 BHEERFBMEEMNSEREFREMEEET PPI

BB F 4> S AL

UNHT AT, A5% 8 Bl S (frequency  following
responses, FFRs)Z—Fp I B Wr ok fixi T 1 #h A4

PRI 31, SR T A 2 Tk Hh AR OS T  oR
A& 1 Bl A S 36 (Chandrasekaran & Kraus, 2010; Du
et al.,, 2011a; Kraus et al.,, 2017; Marsh et al.,
1970), HETAEANSE Bl b 11 Sk B v AR B E S Y
J7i%ie 5% FFRs B4 3E % M (Kraus et al., 2017),
FFRs S 1 W5 o 1 #2232l il B 3UCH-
15 B 3 ) K g v iy T P e e, 2 BN £
AT E2 JE R R, DRI T R 2R 0 Bl s
TRGEE BRI TS &m0 Z B A2 BAE, 2
W5 2 T T IS )2 PP Y FEAR i IX

FFRs fg 18 52 W # 28 JO T 1A X &2 240 75 5 ) 08
FEHE A BN T.(Coffey et al., 2017), B8 Z )&,
i i 1 24 A5 S AL BT S (A R AR R AR ), R LA
M FFRs 5 B A 438 i PR 28 £ 14 75 5 A 20 25
(temporal fine structure) 8 AH S N DA K A8 A3 Ay
N8 1) £, 2% 45 K4 (envelope) AY 81 A S ] (Aiken &
Picton, 2008; Ananthakrishnan et al., 2015; Luo et al.,
2017; Wang & Li, 2017), LAFERBFSEIESS, 7535y
XA 843 O 20 235 ¥4 043 265 &5 #00 ) A Pl R i 3%
TR LA AT & Y . G, SEERSh R
2 RN 58 FP i R Fe(Luo et al., 2017) T 58355 &
T2 7 AR T LA ERA 10 3R 38 65 4% FIORG 2 235 44 3 79 A
B o BLAh, AZEHR FFRs 0] LIgE 4 k4
25 FIOKG 4025 ¥4 P4~ 1 43 (Aiken & Picton, 2008), iX
SRR T AN 2 RN R AT PP A A T35k
S LR AL T ATAT BIg s O, BT LAl
ST H bR A A 2 SN A 465 1 FORG A 45
IRy

2002 4F, Smith 55 A$i H A 41454 — 4 28 X%
BRI, NS ASEH FE S H5IEEFE S S
)5 oL, A 2% i o B R T A 1R UE B,
T EATT23 I8 BT Wi 5 )2 1) 45 6] (where) BR % 5
A 25 (what) 0 B% (9 75 S BE Al o 3% — B Ui 55 22 S g iy
B8 F Gt “where” Ml “what” XU BT B T 103 1
XL, PRI, <R A 45 F — 0 28 X3 B R A
S T A JEL TN T P L R A AR W 5 i T 174 FLAA
ZEP(Smith et al., 2002; Luo et al., 2017), EAHHF
FEHRAE X H AR P 00 2 ) g e T R T LG 5
N A9 FFRs (Du et al., 2011a; Du et al., 2012;
Wilson & Krishnan, 2005), T30 sh¥ w2k
PR ST — 2D AR TS T T b as ] 2 200 [ inf 52 3
P S E SR E I T 5iC 88 FFRs H A
NG5 55376 K (Luo et al., 2017), B Ky 7 35 il
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14 4, 2% S5 B0 7 1Y P A TR R 5 B4R T (Ding
et al., 2016, 2017), J&JE 8N 25 (what) 5 [ 1 75 2%
SLnl, FRATHEM, REAEE XS PP AIHT AT AE S
HARME & R T 45 i IR SR A K. A &
SRR 240 25 K4 I8 6T 75 5 1) 258 ) ke A
F(Luo et al., 2017), 28 25 (0] (where) 3 % 1Y 7
2pELAt, L, FRATHEDZS [ E A PPL ARy
Al RES H AR5 5 00 ik T8 40 25 1 3R 0 A 2
PR VE 25 AN 2 VR 2 PP H RS sR AE I T 4 3%
BB E

BEAN, FRAE R RN 2 [T PPT Y B ik
TR A Hz 2 AL A X 56 2 R (A5 5 A4 )
R T B A5 5 1 T X SRR A A A B SR 1Y )2
AL, T A 2 g S LA AR i A,
W FZ J23 14 Rft 2 G Bt o A b B0 41 705 655 4 150 1) 8 s
(Ding et al., 2016, 2017). Ik, KWifZ)Z EEim
)G 201 235 A 19 ) P e 3 T 6 ki A R O ) U 5
{E R BT P PR IR IR A 2 . Ding 28 A\ & B
KRV 2 2 3 EEG F1 MEG AR AT LLiE 43 2
W IS Y delta A1 theta % B Y445 B2
(Ding et al., 2016, 2017), Ftt, 7 KJZKF L, W
F T LU BT, A BN A S g
JA3 BN (U0 Gama, Theta, Delta I BOH 222175
By o 38 3 X6F ) — A~k R A i T A0 R 3 i
(FFRs) it 5% Fl {2355 & #3037 12 5% (EEG), AT LA%
SRR PIRPIE X PP A TR T A9 2 J2 T ML Az 2
BB R 5 2R o B BF5E & B0 Fe fuT iz 2 %
A A R AL B R AR R B, W R
T, ZHiE BB ARG SRR Gama i
7 (50~100 Hz) Y [F]25 1 2 3 3 (Luo et al., 2017),
BB FRATHN, FRIEE M B PP AT LAY
R T B i T3R8 I (S S Ay, R AE
2 BT DLt — 2D R BG5S 45 A I i 4 3R
SR, IR A TR 0 A B S
£ Gama U B 1) S0 [R) 25 M 1 i

FEULAETFFE 2 o, FRATRER A A A i s B R
(EEG)ic 5% A 28 fixi T 491 % 38 i )2 i (FFRs), 7EWF
9% 1 BN AR AR R 43 M T 7 0 4[] R 40 1 V0
T PPL MG — il b, 55 SRR B R T
VAT PPT RIS M) BE PR VR BT PPT BT 5
MU FATTHED, FRAF 2 02 (] 5T PPL B
TR TR B ER . DREERR M
FEXT PP (R 55 i Mk vl sk 3840 %) i T 40, 4% 2 A 2

IRIEBRAT OC; 2) 4% Al B M VR T PPT 5 i ik o
SRR i A A 25 R R R AT G ZRAESE 1
MG 2 NS, AT R RS PP Y 2 A
G A R G F A AN B AR, 3)FEAE T B
223 (13 T 43 ) 980 0 7 o 98 ) i 25k b i
LREERYFIRE AN 451, 762 T KX PPL #EA7H]
ARV PRI RRE BT PP AT LAY
Wb il T 2k P 7R B AR S A, [EE, fF
SR G R 2 P g, =
BHEBLAMTIC R B ANE S Gama I
B SN [ 25 PE R 5

3.3 HHEEFBEMFEEMEEEEMEEIRAT PPI

9 3% 52 A X F0 i ) 2%

R 8 T A5 0 T A LS e ASE R, AR AE s
IR PPL 1 Bh 28 3835 R AU AR N T3 11
5, H MR FAA LR . DA
o kB, WA 2m L, MR BF5E & B, AT
ik ) R AR SRR, R R S T Y A%
BOLD 55 G KT 20 5%k, S EmES T
PPL B¢ AE VE 2 0 1 19 #l 28 26 8% (Hazlett et al.,
2001), AEHH o Z40E B IO F SR, I gl AE
T K P RO SR AR, B - SOIR R - e il
(frontal-striatal-thalamic, FST)¥ [ H [ T 4M Aif
B BRI T A R, RS R Y
JiE BB FST PR AN DX 3405 8 55 (Hazlett et al.,
2001), BNYH LT H 2N R I, X HEFp AR 1Y
T Ik ) AL 2 PR A T LA s 3 e ) B v 0 R
BBK oh 8 51 42 Y PPI (Du et al., 2011), 3% Fh PPI
14 AR 2% 1 b 0 5 2 3 R R R S e, O FLAR
FAAAL IR ) 2445 M R 1 1% 3% (Du
et al,, 2011), DA L&5RIE/R, FRIFSEEEMEE X
PPL 19875 o] BEVD S A48 ol . T f2 )2 . &
AR AT S R DX, R VTR AR SN T what
JiE A 36 v £ B X

[, NSRS P AT S BF 5 3 E 52 1o 28
] 43 25t 7] LAJE Y PPI (Lei et al., 2014, 2018), #
Z20E I, e ES (] 3 B AR i T RS IMRI
W R B, EAR 5 18 RS W = ok =z [ i

B 43 (8] 43 B8 I 3 M JBORE T T0 E/eE  BRT
BT 1A [ F S R R R A% A5 A X (W
etal., 2016; Zheng et al., 2016), XM, 15236
o B IR TR A R KB T W R SR LASR
BRI L TR R [ R A 2 T 4 22 A ik 0 6%
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B HNE B . SR sUR BR, I 2 ] 43 85 ]
PI34E PPI (Lei et al., 2014), H.3%k 05823 ] 43
BIGIEN PPL 58 5 ) T0H 2475 Mk A SR 1 1% 3
H V) ZR (Du et al., 2011), R T AHEN, H2ET
W TOUCR /INH K H BT A 1 15 038 B (where 38 )
A RE S A F B 25 [R] 4 B R 2R A = PP 1 22 f
Sz —

HULAERESE 3 v, FRATRE SR FH B 15 H R,
FEWFFE 1 HEST AR AE e P T 7R s (R e R e
AT PPL MG — M b, 20 55 SRR IR R BRI
TERJATT PPIRIZS [RIE BRI B MY PPL 1 G4
10 DX R PO 245 o FRATTHREIN, 1)REAIE 36 R T RN s
[ B TR R PPT A9 AT RE LA AN [R] A 56 i
10 X, R AR Pe BT AT PPL B9 98 B e W i
what i H ARG X, EEALFETE G . T
B2 BORAAR B BIE N 2)7 [H] R T A
45 PP1 ¥ K Wit where i % HH AU IN X, AL4547 57
B2 BLETNE . TR /N AE N 3)RRAEVE R R
PPI HIZs (6] B YHYY PPI BAR AR B A%
PPI (75, T Wrad {5 B Ay BLE B 1 pf 28
W26 A5 43 T B, TRk 3 T eV S — e Sk [H]
0 DX T, A A B R AR B R R 2
T I 4 R A 4 T Bl LA R A A ) R ) G DX 4n
FEMRAZ . BRI B 2 A S W o T AR G X
ot WT A S TR B & R R EH, P
Fpid: BB 6 PPT A 3 7 41 6 S 1 T B )22 14 7%
Sl A R I R A i T R R 4% B 9 R
B3 AR O R X, AN A A A AR
] (3, PR P R B 2% PPL 11 #E 46
D3 T AS TR R 2858 B 22 0, T R [ 00 75 4 M i
iR P 9 =M o g Wi U RE B =8 PR V&I POl =k 7
EREAINRE P =81 LD S0 R/ = =N <)) | IO 1 T o5
W, S T BE A G I i X, 0 R IR A% 1 T R
A RE S TE o

4 BipEWN

NN S Wy A 6 4R s B AR, S FH
JRRTE 1] FR G T S R e TR A, AR IR
R BRI T.(Du et al., 2011; Yeomans
etal., 2002), 58K H I — TR A B SEHIAT, A
Mh o B — AR EUY 2 B A S, FRh
TR S, RGBTSR, RS
AN A B E, Al Lk AR Wy (At g bl

P R A SR o AR S 2 TR
FEHEAT BOAT R RN TG 3, O T DR UE S 24T S F
INFE S HEAT, AR R GE & e th T — R il 1t
B T TR AL A ko ], 3 ORAE B T
BRI, T R SRR, R
YER—FhRTE R T A2 A PPL BRI 3R F A T
BT, (HESBERE . BREKE. BIRE.
NG REEMAT ZNKR, FZ2 A L0 R
HERIT (L et al., 2009), ARBFITIEE, HF 20
14 T8 RN TR AE A T BT LA % PPI, 3 J2 ek
O THEAR BN TS = A2, s T X PPI [
P VER(FAZ, 258, 2011), HREITSE (5 BN T
B UG AR R 25 () v B AVRRAE X PPT AT
AT HA AR IR, AR S 5 — R
AETE: 2 A2 (8] 1 2 PPL AT B, H4Eas
JF1) 7 2 ANRRAE TR PPT ZEWT ST . e
JZ . Y AN T AT A R S T
BT 46 iR LR T R A — AR 1 B T 22
— AR 2R RSO R B T R A R B T K,
FE T WE S A8 e R0 9 18 2 [ 43 85 92X AT AR i
b5 BBl B A% 2 ) e B vk R R TR,
5 X6F AR5 A AT 236 1) T R i 2 [ s Y AR 45
AT LATEAT Ry L I i R AF 3 8 A s [R) 7 B X PP ()
LA, D —FE R % PPT By S iE Y
PEF o 3BT AT AR A A 30— 25 00F 9 6 38 1 T
EHATE PP M LGP T E AR

S5 4 0 N W B 5T & RIS SC Y F 58 B IR,
TR PPL MG TG S AEWT 38 R G R LA 2
WHERM ., Wit RE (s 80m T RAZ W, Rt
W 5 JER B 15 5 14 T AR 2 35 A7 7 G ) 8 s 1) J 2 0 A
b, T 0l 28 2 5 HL AT AR 1 ARG B 1 AN U AR
T T B2 )25 10 28 2 ) 4k S 300 M 6 I8 0 A 10 5
W o T R UK B0 00 3208 T 5615 5 O K 400 45 ) i
Gy AL RSy, WT 2 L A ARG AN A R R Tk
i T B R IR, (ER 4 B R IR ISR
e, TR, BRI EXT PP AY TR T fE
5 HPMES WG T A2 S5 0 FRaa i A ¢, A0
HEEXF PPL AR nTAE S H AR 5 10l 1K 40 25
P BRI RRAT 5, TR A2 A R 2 51551
5 A ] AL, AL A 3 S A A U
B, TEWT SR 7K, FRAE R ORI 4 ] 7 B4 PPI
14 38 SR A il PR 28 R P I B S, SRR T T
TN A U BR AR  HLR, FERT 2R KO, FRIEE
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BV AN A (B e B BT PPI AT A A
[R) A B TR] S SRR, FRAFEE PR XS PPL A
WRAEE BT AR BB, Rl T X e
AERPREE N, TiZs B X PPI I &
A AEAR BN TR R B B, B R T X K A ) £k
RO T ik A B 5% DA 00 Bl 25 % A 52 3
— 2L 2 ST N UL N TR EE Y 4 . RS,
ERR LR KT, FREEEEEE XS PPL (WA
¥b Wit what 38 B o RN DX, 28 (R BE Rk VR R
A9 PPL ¥ M Wik where 3 [ H IR IX o Fi A5 0T
SRt — RS T R R IR PPL HAA AS[R] 1) i
WOERS, MR R AT 35 E T W7 58 T 1 B B
BT

[RY B, AR 2 R 2 (] 3 2 X ik e 4o )
LERERUNE & S i 5K E SN oy N I D O 1917 L i)
SRR 0 R 2 () o B 0 AR T T e A7 B
T 1Y “what” 38 % Fll“where” 8 J%, (HAFAE 7 2 M2
() R 2 A A, PIRNEEXT PPI
FA IR S Al 95 S — S L [Rl  IG IX . mT B S oE
R, I K )R A5 R PP FE 45 i
I PPI AP ¥ B EZA/EA(Du et al., 2011),
PPI i 3% i A6 F il - Y I Fe 782 (deeper layers
of the superior colliculus, DpSC)[FEES 5 T %3]
HEREAN I EXT PPL AR, 45 ] 6838 1w ix
X S e 0 K R R R R Rk A
FRAE A T L B 3R 8 2 [ R A A (Ding,
Xu, Gao, Wu, & Li, 2019). HHi iy shaFsc Wi,
K ERA A TG §50k: 450 i 2 J2 (the medial agranular
cortex, AGm)7EZS [A] {3 & FE &5 7 4T PPI [1)5i%
AL A TR, AGm #2851 3175 &
ARAR, BRI T T A RS, HETTSE BT PPI
B3 & 815 (Meng, Ding, Chen, & Li, 2020), K,
FATVA U SE M TR R L2 . BRIk
K3z 8 B 2 6 E R B AGm X 380) 46 figi X 7 AN [
VEREXS PPL 3 AL 1 e 3L Rl AR

s Ja, AW A G RN AT . R 2
i HR AT ML 3 2 AR A T e R0 S
T2 LA K (Javitt & Sweet, 2015; Jones et al.,
2016), BB T4 B Hm POl IR 5 g o 2
i F 43 S0 BB AR B AR L 2 — o PRk, AR
TR 9 AR T 0 T R 19 S v 1T 4 I A R s 2 AL
Yo B A P4 4R AR FRALER . SRR ALY
FRicH . A D R A0 A WS AN T T

B (FEH, HIE, T, 225, 2017), A5
BEEA T RISt 353 00— B A T4 RE
BRI — V2505 T AR A i 15U 4
AT RESES, (AR AL, TR
WAL IR T s PN Z B AR 2, AT 5
K 7R W A2 PR T B R 1 4 0 AR An ] 37 31 K[
REED = 017255 W I (110 NP S e R W 2 e O 08
FEERE IR & B AR 1 & R R e R o
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Neural mechanism underlying the attentional modulation
of auditory sensory gating

LEI Ming; LI Pengbo

(School of Tourism Sciences, Beijing International Sudies University, Beijing 100024, China)

Abstract: Prepulse inhibition (PPI) is considered as a measurement of sensory gating, reflecting the
function of early auditory sensory information selection. Although the main neural correlates of PPI lie in
the brainstem, previous researches have revealed that PPI could be top-down modulated by attention.
However, different forms of attention, such as feature-based attention and spatial attention, have not been
investigated together in the specific modulation of PPI. Moreover, the neural mechanism of attentional
modulation of PPI in humans has been focused on the cortical level, whereas the subcortical mechanism has
remained unclear. Based on the dual-pathway model for auditory processing, the present project aims to use
behavioral testing, electroencephalogram recording and functional magnetic resonnance imaging, to
investigate the various levels of neural representations of attentional modulation of PPI in the auditory
system. The paper will 1) establish the behavioral paradigm of feature-based attentional and spatially
attentional modulation of PPI, and examine the temporal dynamic processing differences between
feature-based attentional modulation and spatially attentional modulation of PPI; 2) use brainstem frequency
following responses (FFRs) to examine the subcortical neural mechanism of two types of attentional
modulation of PPI, focusing on the envelope and fine structure processing differences of prepulse stimuli in
the two types of attentional PPI modulation; 3) investigate the key brain areas and neural networks involved
in feature-based attentional modulation and spatially attentional modulation of PPI.

Key words: attention; auditory sensory gating; prepulse inhibition; dual-pathway model





