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* # 7 47 & (Regular Articles) °

ITmA“E»? AN RINERIFHEHLE
AER HHK MEE 2 E FX-

KEH

FEBE WEKX

(PUHEImE A0 B 2= B, 220 730070)

H E AFEDPEANSTHAIRANSF ST OMEXEE, KREBAMRARREFFTRANLEFRE, Ah
AFRAEEEMFCLERRT IR, AFRIEABAFS DM TG FRRAGEEAER, EREIEZE
FERBBAF KNE, ZRBAF RRERL LA EARAS KNEEHZHRBE L 0EH, HAR
Fo B, KBMAB RAEEZEE B MB AR RS f Bt Sz BRI H X, U
JE R T E B R EA B RIEN RSk, FAER N EFF T @,

KA
HEES B2
1 5|8§

AR (voice) IR Him PR, PR~ —
T 5 AERRE J1, SRIAT LE IR A2 28 T X i
fit /1. van Lancker 1 Canter (1982)¥5iX#h A B
A3 i TR RS AR AE < A RS 2 UAE (phonagnosia)” A
JANAE A& 80 T N B 0 7 04 5 M T B g
A AP 5 15 2 R 3] AR A 4 DA S & R
FTHFLAF B A A RN T RE ) PEAR R AR BE BA5 3 T
{43 (Neuner & Schweinberger, 2000; Roswandowitz
et al., 2014; Stevenage, 2018), HEj ™ LA M~ £A
BEXF N RINAEBEAT 7328 . — D7 11, WA Tl
P i) i BE AT LUK FE0p S, TR 1503 22 I A7 7
T By T WA SR AP R INE (acquired
phonagnosia) FlJi5 K JIfi #8 B A 1145 7] BE— 2B 3k
FEAE N B 073 TN T B A5 114 516 R i R e 7
1MJiE (congenital/developmental phonagnosia) (Hailstone
et al.,, 2011; Roswandowitz et al., 2014; Xu et al.,
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2015); i —J7 T, WA SOy TR B
AT LUK FL 4 Sk, BN N 7R R TN E (apperceptive
phonagnosia) I B¢ 48 % A 7 2k 1A JiE (associative
phonagnosia), 7 AF 5% 1K 33 P R 2 51 09 R AR
JANAE LY, HLAROR UL, B 2 48 £ 75 SRR AE
PR SRR N T B B AR AR BB, TOR B T SR
BNFFWAFIN T, J5& IR TIE LA
NPT RRE S, (RGBT X F A B A B A
HE JJ(Gainotti, 2018; Muhl & Bestelmeyer, 2019;
Stevenage, 2018; {lLv] %%, 2020),

IeAh, CABITE R, ALV B I &
PR, e S TERI VT U B 2 (primary  auditory
cortex, PAC)XT A HATIRACE 434, Hk Xt A
FHHEAT R JZ IR Z5 K 43 BT, BIDFE S Y 1,
1% 28 1 B 3 (5 S8 78 =Nl 57 A ol 28308 10647 T
(Belin et al., 2004; Scott, 2019), X1, AFHHF
W, W BOF RS o, AR U,
AMARTE N FE 5 T8 AV 26 A5 5L H B0 o T B A R A
A DA e O R R B A S T (AT S
2020), i F3CHEK S F S JOIAE 1Y R 0 2D,
N JINIE 14T R 26 BURRIE R 5 1998 BE AL )
25 ) B — EAFAE AL, R e — X A SCHEk
PRI, A Bl F I 2% xS e E 1 IR,
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(7 A Ay [ P 2 4R A3 N7 R A ol 2 AL ) T )
WFFE kAl 53— 75 i i B A R IE 5 AR
I Z I8 R 2, S R T A 22 B R R
NAE A BEAIL TR o AR SO AR A7 2R DAE B HC TR
RIR R LRI HEAT T AR, JFAE R 4R R
KA FET5 1]

2 REMANRKINER RRALE

KT B0 TEI () 1 2R 2 AT B G — A
BOREM TP RARS, Kk AHALE O 15
MG T AN IEYE (Blank et al., 2015; Ak
FEE 4E, 2013)0 AR G H IR RER S8 2 X A
4, BARRUL, (LT RO RS
(core-voice system)fd$5 1 G /iK1l (Heschl's gyrus,
HG), #i°F-1fi(planum temporale, PT), i I [Wl(superior
temporal gyrus, STG), #i[F](middle temporal gyrus,
MTG) #1 #i _I {4 (superior temporal sulcus, STS)
(Roswandowitz et al., 2017); ¥ RS LFHLAIH/
J5i $117 (precuneus/posterior cingulate), i (temporal
pole), 751~ #% (amygdala), % F [fl (inferior frontal
gyrus, TFG)Fl— L8 H A 38 18 A9 DX, HE antietRk [n]
T FLIR 5 X (fusiform face area, FFA) (Aglieri et al.,
2018; Blank et al., 2015; Schall et al., 2013),
FRAY R RGN X AT RE St LS
0 N5 R G0 X 387 76 Bk 45 (von  Kriegstein &
Giraud, 2006; von Kriegstein et al., 2005), JB4 &
BIEEHTEXMWAZHLHEXBGZE, N
M RBORAS AT RUAEE? TR # X ik T
KEWFE, I BB AT A5 I A RE 55 0 A ok
BRIV ML -

FE 75 R 2 BRI AN IR 5 5T P ,van Lancker
I Canter (1982)J75 T 30 44 B0 451 £ £ 3,
LS 21 & 22 BRI1405 & (left brain damaged,
LBD)HI 9 £ 47 P 3k 451473 8 & (right brain damaged,
RBD), %%, RBD (vs.LBD)7EZ & AR5
R SRS SN e DN R R RSP E R
BRA G, WM 522 ERTCC B A ISR, AT
T IK, LBD Al RBD 7 Fe 4 75 35 X AT 45 0
FBE %, XU A 5 MR & (bilateral brain
damaged, BBD)JI7E A7 X 43 F A5 UM AR £
JiN T %A% (van Lancker & Kreiman, 1987), FiJGH
Tk — 20 R W, AR N U B A% 5 A o
(right parietal lobe)fy45i 4y i ZFAHC, A HE B

55 7c A 2E R A3 (temporal lobe) i 1454 3¢ (van
Lancker et al., 1989; Roswandowitz et al., 2018;
van Lancker et al., 1988), K, A[Efidbifn &
AT REAE AT I T AR B B 7= Az 43 8, Bk UG,
FE NG5 ST B B A7 A B A R0 BN 75 2 A
I FIVLE P PR I T 9 B o 20 e 7 ) BB AL TR A
KINAE -

21 FRIGHERBAFKIAE

FRAF M IR 5 R AT 248 R 32 B ik 45
iz Ja, TENFE BB n T j Br i SR REBE 1S,
170 55 R RIAENFE 75 SRR R AR G 242 A
FEEFENM TR EE . B, EMKTEI S
T B BLTh RE R AR 0 AR DG g b, T AMA
TEZAEARR SRR b, AL RE D8R T 0 I X ZE 46,
AT AT R BOHAE N 5 AR 1 75 2 R AR DA R 72
TR TIRERERG . — AR5 E T MRI A 20 4
AR AE 66 % BB IR 25 BORE B, Ik RiZ2 W
SRR, 16 24 B E WA A B L4 Y T
(hippocampal) 245, 4 £ BEA ) ZEMiZESE, b
JEE—TRAFEFAES T, BIE— R 2N H
PR PRI R A R AR, SR, XY
TEREB IR, BTIR 2% 15 BOAE S8 2 7 G5 IRK 7
VAT T W BOAR AR B bE, BAARSR U, AT AR M
TR N 0 5 TR R 0, 5 — SRR AS (1 7 AR R,
[i] i B8 45 R & B, A5 R TR (right inferior
parietal lobe) 45 175 5 18N 1 N\ 7 SR IAAE A 45 %
VI 11k 2 (Hailstone et al., 2011), %—IiffifIEE
2234 (repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation,
rTMS) B9 F 5% $2 {3 1 8 it 75 % X (temporal voice
areas, TVAs)5 ARl ig )] ¢ R i HEZUEYR, B
AR, 24 rTMS LA TVA S HFREE, AT
A 54BN B9 X 43 BE 1 3% 51 (Bestelmeyer et al.,
2011), XIRFFTRY, £l TVA X TMELENFS
AW S5 S I T B B R EE,

FCYAE NP BT BN T S BT i R 4 1) AH
5T, Papagno %5 (2018)4A 55 29 44 125 it 2]
S RS TR VIR TR B R A, IR SR X S A A i
TTRA A NS B XA 55, 25 R, A5 0 e o 98
IR (vs. 2000 16 J5 968 DI BAR ) 8 385 A7 A 7 i JR R o e
TR RERT, S MR 4 HHEA T A4 4,
i A S5 A — T T S AR T R AR, B TVA
Tz 32, J1—J7 T, AR XY R B A MR (right
frontal) FIA7 J5 MFHAF(right posterior temporal lobe),
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Hr )5 H G HG #RIRIE (fusiform gyrus), Pl
JZ i(medial subcortical) 1% I £7 i (insular cortices).
WAL, B 5 3% WA A 0 850 - R A I ) R E 2 1 B
24, FIHRSE T BUBN 7R R DA AE ) B R
XL R KRB NN RRESY RARGEN
WRE,, 75 N H BN B sk A8 v 9 21 A 4R
BETIESE . TS IR B AR AR, AAFIRR
NN X BE5E T, 45 AR IHAIE 52 4 2 3RO
T B By B T Y 2P (Candini et al.,
2018).

HULTT L, RERESHBERARY], Wi
ZJa BRGNS R R 5 R A > 3R 25 % 1)
BEAR, SR, DTS [RIAE & 30 A0 21 Bk 43 i X
FHEZ 5T A BB B L, 3 Hid A feg
FEATERAGTN: | AN T PR, SR
) 0 DX 2 [0 A T e e 45 Yy BT 284, 2 A5 K TH 43 368 i
NN TRERS, RO PEIBCAR A A S S IASE
22 RBUEBREE AFRINE

ARAT IR AR IR e DA 28 10 15 4954 T AE
N5 B 0 PR 0 B SO T B s B9 T e R 1
17 R R 22 R IAE UM AR T 50 SCIEAEUIN T2 19
BRG o TEFE A B Oy PRI T SCHR AR I TR AT Y
AHXWFSE T, Hailstone Z5(2010)E 4548 1 MRI X
W 2% B 2% 1 BRE AR HEAT A, 45 R R,
Hovr — 2 835 XU T WA (bilateral  anterior
temporal lobe)ZE 4, 4G 7 HOIK FI7E 4 1Y 3
N ¢ i (inferior temporal cortices), 1 HA72EERM
Jili 2 4 T Ry L Oy — 44 R SN AU (bilateral
fronto-temporal) 244, I H A Hij#iM (anterior temporal
lobe, ATL)ZE48 N, o XX 9 44 /B kA7 5l
1B VG E 52 g (b an A 7S —TAFLUC S, A -1t 44 VG
Be, 78 AGEAE 55 4F), S5 RFRM, PA BE (vs.
fa R AR AR R N TR RIS o A X T
FIEA kAT PN R T T RS, BIAE
AR TH AL D ARk 42 R INE 45 v [RI AR R B T I
B, H R 3 T 5 2 HH B i B 7 22 A4S (1
L AR A2 )y T A AR

RS RIS FR 5 T PR iR fb Yy s 3, B
R I TR 2 SRR N BT 9% T BT, S5 SRR, AiE
ENF S HPUINMTES hRIE =, FRBHAEL
ATL FIFT#HR B (anterior fusiform gyrus) K5 (grey)
AR b 2 BN, 1 FL RN 2% SR N TR
fi5% %) 3= 2 s K (Hailstone et al., 2011), Cosseddu %

(2018)XF—44 56 2 A A R fb a0 HBE AT
A NTEAL, 7SR E RIS, 4
KB, X 44 fR A R T LR R R T A e
Fa, EORE T ARSI TG T, Mo iR 46 2R
BoR, REBEIES ATL B S . X5t —
4G O [R) T T AR BRI AT A, SR AN A
RIRNFE RN REE PIAT A AR A A 1L o
Young 45(2020)1h A R IAE /R B AE R
I A AT A, (R K AN 5 ) 5 3 1A
FIINENIN T S THREA RGN TR0 B R 5
£, W5 AT 58 GG B TROIAE 55 RIS X 43
1£55), #vk (m FLIRBIE 55 ) s 38 38 (5 & — T FL
FPE B — 44 FVCBCAT: 55) 2 S 40 A B2 X 58 24 LA i
0 B AT, SRR, 4R E g
2 AT BTN A DG BR A AL, T A T AN
T FL B IR0 T A 4 B0 (AN 7S T L S e AR
%), A NI, R G R XA S I AN
TR0 BN T3 2 H (Roswandowitz et al., 2018),
Luzzi % (2018) i 13 1F HL F Wi )2 5 $f (Positron
Emission Tomography, PET)I MRI £ KXt —4
O A R AT TR, SRR, XA
BB ZS AL . PATIIRE . 050 050 FnZS
B RE . TCER . T RVHE A I A A I P i S
R, fEME RS R EEACRE K, AR B
U, BA A LA B 50 DL S AR T LRI
%, RIRERILIES, MESXT 24 NG5 & R AL
Jn T RERR, B AR A R R X A R AR R
(right subcortical) IX 3877 76 P A4~ /1N 8 e 1t 6 395 7%
It H % A8 ¥ I B A R AR R 4% (lenticular and
caudate nuclei) LA K 47 #i# (right temporal pole). iX
T 5 33F — 20 3R P ARAS PR BR AR RN 75 2 DUAE 4
P AT Sk 2% BN ECAH 7 A M X, EL A SR U A 2 45
AW T 55 2 NS SR S A 2L, O
ISR A P ER S 5 AGE ARG TR e . R
AR AT 2 BRI 5400 0T T A R AR AT M AR B A 7
JNAE B9 BRAIL T AR 2, (HR A BBk T A
G VE R RIS BB Z 00 . Papagno 4%(2018)
TR 29 244532 5k SR R BT RE U0 B TR A AR
HiAT A NE RIS, Bk, MATRE
TPl X 2 24 NP S A GR EE, THOIN Eh piE X,
IFHRGX R R R IRE AT, SREM, £
R U 5 1 A AR E DA 44 T B PR R
W4T XA AT REZ Ry, 726 MU -5 43 1) 2
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XF T F i 9 IA AU AR 7R BE #% (Candini et al.,
2018; McGettigan et al., 2017),

Zi b, FRATAT LUK BUAE AR AR A BN AR K
WAE B S WIAIESE Hr, 450405 1) i DX TR A AT DA s
PN TR, BEEREE A T V2 AR
PRI, HE AT RE F R, AT X AR SR R
(G A0 S i 0 ) S R 75 T i, DAL A 2 ok
Ui, A LA T PUINME S, XK — 7 12
T AEBR TS B BN TR RS B B
THYSE, 53— 5 Tk ARAT R AR AR 0 T e
5 F) AR S P %o I ) fil DX B AT g R A

3 REMAREKINER L E

Y- 3/3c UNEESINT NS I Y (PN VN SN
SiE, JEFE TR B I BT LT S B
By T BRSO & R AR JUE B9 & 3 H
HIE A 50— K . — SERIF T R W] X b 2 I 1Y
B RERAHANOW 02% % 1% Z [
(Roswandowitz et al., 2014; Xu et al., 2015), 5 —
T 58 WA 3 % e o N 7S SR INE 19 & R TE
3.2%, XA BT R T FL G A B8 A
#(Maguinness & von Kriegstein, 2017; Shilowich &
Biederman, 2016), U & A A A I UAAE 49 B
EARTERE, H KSR NS SR AGE R SR T AL 2R
NAE —FEHR AT AE 845 19 7] fiE(Djouab et al., 2020;
Maguinness et al., 2018; Maguinness & von Kriegstein,
2017; Tian et al., 2019), Garrido 55(2009)4R & T 45
— R YN RANAE, X4 BE I T AN
FE I TR, MR A IR, e = ek
TEHIE RN ZLI S & o 8 T B ORIEAL
PN TR B0 S 1, X 44 S8 A — AL B
BIEAT T — R 5047 I, A 45 L 0 W 5 i
I AR R B, AR TR A, X A4 R
TR H U 5 T AR AR B . X R BZ R
B AL AR I AR R RS S IAE, AR T X JLF 5
A & BRAL BRGNS I T8 B
A WFFE R SR NS SR IE [R) R A7 7 P Y
B4 P TR RN P R DAE i A SR IR AR R N 7
JLINIE (Roswandowitz et al., 2014), HEj, KB
NP SRANAE 55 I Y ) Ao 28 B A A 45 X LA
J5 1
31 REURAMBABKINE

R A R N7 R DA 2 4 A A i

WA 22, A 0] RE— AR U E A B 3 J%
BT BRI TR AT, AT A S 32 SR A )
Wb A5 5 FIRA AR NS 5 BESI N T 8 e A s 2
F#AE T B B 3 2 BE B A A AH OC BIF 5T
Roswandowitz Z¢(2014)%F K £ 1000 4 gk AT K
R B FE LN PRI B8 K, 33 300 3 R 4
A SR B, 4RI H W L A AR B,
SR, AT HAB R, Hrb A e X
TR A 23 B T P ASbn o 22, TEBE S Y I IR 12
Wras R A I, TR WT I3 IR, I H R A
P, 2 A g T8 B8 A S NS
JRINIE o I FEAERE 5 19— 50 I3 e BH
TR — 24 BB AR N 20 2RAT 55 T X 0 75 3 3 AT
SR IMAR 22, BNAEAR /K SF- W 5 fin T B B 52 3
BELAG, HJ2 X S dils SOfE B AR 55 B 4F,
PRI 336 44 R85 O R SR PR IR R N 75 R AAE o

HOR, KRt N MR TE N B0 S8Ry
B TR A 5T H, Roswandowitz 45(2017)
T EMRI AR — 0 & B3k 45 (8 e A IR
B BN T8 B A7 S RIS BEAEAZ O N R
M AR AP AR D20, BG4 A7 TSI FG Al
[7] (right antero-lateral Heschl’s gyrus), i ~F [fi
(planum temporale, PT), 3 H ZE{H Z 47 J5 Mz -5
o} [F](right posterior superior temporal sulcus/gyrus),
H £ A5 ) 350 #% (right temporal pole) £ 7 1= #%
(amygdala) 5F 47 J'& R 45 X FHE R [0 1 L 3 X
(fusiform face area, FFA)F) I8 5 £ i 2 1400
X TS — J7 TR A Je P B A7 R E 5
PR ML R AE— 2, B0 HO T R A ) R S
It HFR WK T 75 5 B B 0 T B A5 7T R 5% il i
Je TR AT BERIN T, 55— 7 18 D) 3¢ BH B A
RUN P R INAE B3 ] LA R A 14 5 3 0 15 2k
M HAE NS BB B T, © A BRI R R S
RE Tk 26 DX, H R SR 1 A0 5k EC i 9] (lateral
Heschl’s gyrus)f3 B T A 507 B 4 i, PT XF
TG (vs AE AR U, I HXTE € &
B Z SRS R B DB S (Belin et al., 2000;
Bonte et al., 2014; von Kriegstein & Giraud, 2006),
gi b, R AR RN AL SR AE 5 L W e in T
Wi B i DX 18 ) R e i A DG, 3 2 i X LA AL 6 T
LI R HG M3 @ T PT,
32 ZRMBREAANFLRINE

e LI AR RS NP AT 298 AR A i 45
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Pz, A A RE R s il R S BOR TR A
RN SUE B A B A B A, AT R
B RIAETCIEA RN BE N 7S & R G
EEI=N

ARTE 75 TR A TR RS SCIAR B B B i T
Ffg B IE K P, —4& 20 2 e RGR A HiR )
D5 EAEAEBRRA, TEHEE —4 IMRI SCEe P, KX
2 BBE AR AT (vs ARG ) BB, 7 T3 7
filj(bilaterally temporal lobes)i] TVAs #{#i%; TE
HEE A IMRI LS PFAh T 75 2 GG R T iy 2
BESC N, ELAARRUL, 259t 5 R 1 T LR 44
¥, M2 T — Ly SRR, JFZR0K
HERRERE 25, B 52X RS, 4
R IIX 2 W% T 24 N5 0 AR A A A
B7E G N AR, 22 M AT (left precuneus) I
72 ] A2 - (left  cuneus) & BE 17 1L & 7K - 4K 41 14:
(blood oxygen level dependency, BOLD)/s v/ [ V&
/>(Herald et al., 2014; Xu et al., 2015), BFFE3EH,
B T 1 A A0 T 45 ) R B A B R A IR
A B b, R B 44 AT SRR, B
B VA A B TS XA s, 3R B IR TR B
T ARG G, PR RT DU R JE F & e Bk
RS IAIE o A LB B 5T X X A 45 R4 T R BE,
BLpRSR U, AR I PR 0 A5 Y T e B B ] i
PR oy (3 s BRI BN 0] I NG
3N T, X BRI S M A A8 2 g ) 920 T g
HRELEMEZANNFEAKL, B fe5 A5
KINAE A W 2R X &R (Blank et al, 2015;
Maguinness et al., 2018), #RW % —WHRLEL T
AN —FERI RS, Bk UL, AU R i AR
B 48 % (Voice individuating cues, VICs)K ik
AH R 3 TS IXORSEBLRY, X 44 R R IR
BN TERUE B R B O TR R U R AE N &
By 1 2 m 5 B & O I B TR B
(Biederman et al., 2018),

ARG — 20 B IR R AR A R U
TR e, HLACR UL, X4 8 (vs R B )
TEATE N TR GIME 55 (R BUE 25, T 26 T FLIR I,
TGN, B AR e 0 AR 5 i R i R B
#H 24 (Roswandowitz et al., 2014), 5 A WF 5564 F
fMRI XJ3X 2 & R 55 J A RE A R F AE G5 R
S TS B e AL T T IR R, AR R,
57 F A5 M3 rf [B] (right middle temporal gyrus)@i i

I ¥l (inferior temporal gyrus)i#% .0 AR R 5107
TAATAZL A SRS 19 e 2R GE 2 8] K AR U
FETE N R R MR R O TR R UE R G R &R
(Roswandowitz et al., 2017), XIHFFT 0Tl EE
HETWATE: —J7H, X GET &Rk
R YE B PR OR R I R A 17 0 R B M Hoph 2
Lkl 55—, I T O NS REMT B RS
Z M AT RIS A2 A TS SR T i . — 267
SR FEAAHEA T —45 5, BWARi, 0%
—3BU D REER S 1Y B 5 AN R (Y BE T = 1E
FH%(Aglieri et al., 2018; Bodin & Belin, 2020),
25 b, RT R R SN TR B Y B 6
P ZE AL B AR T IS P A A B R, A
LI P R0 22 A0 AR %) T e B g 2b, ] B A% e A
7RG R R G R D RE IR 45 (1990 55 [R] A 255 1
ANMELEN RSB BL T,

4 ETENHHNEZREMKRFENS
KINERI LB

NS INAE 9 % B, F S WT 58 308 38 A AE AN
[ A, HLARORUE, FRAGPEFN & Rtk N S A e
BRI 191 B il 2o (LR, 2 LA TR AT 25 R0 R AL 250 7 o
N JINSE L1 A B EAT TR . SR A
R YE B R g5/, 3 ok %o BN (] A B PN
75 JINAE (B AT A R ) AT X e, A AT
TR R AR AR FE A 1D,

AFEHIRE BT

B ATEHORAII T (—B) | RS

7

| amsprmmTe Gaone)

7 > TR A A
£ Rl
2| munThE GsEmE)

B 1 AR RINGE R INFI A (Roswandowitz, 2017)

B, MO ARG, RAEHRNA R
P T SR DE A8 5 R B B T AR, ER v
Koo K75 R G4 M (right temporal lobe)
FIH% FC 0 7 (Heschl's gyrus, HG)H! 318 S g B pg,
SRS [l S, A JR A N 75 2R E H T30 32 3
RGBT, T LA E I X Ak B, L
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[7] (superior temporal gyrus); B 75 A5 R B Bt
B4 0 T I AR VB B B A 0 TR R G
(middle temporal gyrus), sRMIARIEE, RGN
FERYAEXS N E HG Wi, &Pt A Je A )
FE# T [l (inferior temporal gyrus) L) RE FE % .

Hk, Sy RAZGORUL, AR RN
A R IAE 7675 BN B By I TR RS, 5 X R
MY R R Gu i IX R I B R 0 X5, Bk,
IRAGE NP I TAIE 78 A7 N &5 - (right frontal), 47
F T M- (right inferior parietal lobe) Al 2 K [7]
(fusiform gyrus) X IASFELEA R B2 B 45405, &
RN SRR ALY TR 22 G0 i X () Th RE B A4 /N,
AH B2 A A7 ) 3 A% (right temporal pole), 71~ #%
(amygdala)ﬂlﬁi’lﬁ =] i FL R 5 (fusiform face area,
FFA)#RFR I B A T RE S o BRAT PRI AR A A
FRVEI Y B RGN B G, BRI R
— T i DX R A, AR TR LA X, Lk
A R Bz i (right subcortical) H R % G ifn 4 9 A8
P ECE (temporal pole), #RT HETHF5EEA X
IR SR N SR Y R R Gt i AR S8 S

TR, WD NS RGMY R R 58 0 T aR Bk
A5k, FENFE BB BRI T 5T, ARAR A
RIBMEFRILL AR AALE, BARY, FEEAN
T R VAE 3 T 32 AR T R0 A0 %) T R 16 2 1 4
i, T & e NP G TAKE 1A B0 A 3 AN (A% A
I 45 H IR RE B A M TS PR3 B B iy
U, IRAFPEATE R UAE B3 A AR R
— T M X, X R G RER A A B
FEUEHE, AR R R NS R YIE B b BT
Z R, Bk UL, A F RO A RGN R
5457 T4 8 28 G 3 47 A% R PN 0 iy 451 o 2 (1]
Y Ic 28 H L D) RERR 15 .

b, BRTELNSEREMY RAS, W
SR R BE A7 76 25 38 3 A AL, Aok U,
FRAFE N5 2R UIE B B AE U TR AL T, To
eSS 5 AE-mfLUCE A Tk f2, &R
NFERINIE B HFE TR STEE L, 2 55 B hay
RN RGBT RE SN, AT GE R E R S
T AT REREART . A e AT LIXS 7 Flt AP SR DA E
TTRAR DS, — 7 W B E N S0
ANEIMT BB, BTkt 37 45 5% B T B R RS 11 L
I IX, RUHE— 25T pi ML S5 47 o0 B0 R
Sk, XFETEA R TR AR RINE; J)— T,

JEIRAT RN & SR NS R INRE I 2 40, 2 &IF
SEFE L LA AR AT B AR U B 4 T
B, B, AR 4 &L RN M 2K
INAE A FE 15 8 8 1 22 HAE, BV AT RES 3L
18 18 2 TAE (Young et al., 2020),

5 ABEXRINMESEAFMIER

ARG SCRTIE, A7 R IAAE B A B>
W& O 5 Bn TR ds, BAACkUE, A5 RIAAE
BEAREDC A FIPRI P IR E o R A RGE B A
T4, SRS T 208 i 52, AT A
HE TR R 45 5 B AN TR AR S 4 R e A A )
FURE B AR BRI
51 ABFXRNESAFEFEEESMIERS

NI BEFE T, AT LA i) TS
T TR R R T2 R R Y B
HAp g ud, A R R AR F TR RE T Y 32
B, JF HF AR 0T AR R R A A0 R
SR, CAMTERY, BiEEeE S A
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The neural mechanism of phonagnosia

ZHOU Aibao, HU Yanbing, ZHOU Yingxin, LI Yu, LI Wenyi,

ZHANG Haobo, GUO Yanlin, HU Guoqing
(School of Psychology, Northwest Normal University, Lanzhou 730070, China)

Abstract: Human voice recognition is critical for many aspects of social communication. Most people can
recognize identity from the voice, but people with phonagnosia seem to have lost this ability. By definition,
it means the deficits occurring at different stages of the processing of voice identity. It includes acquired
phonagnosia developmental phonagnosia and its subtypes. Acquired phonagnosia patients’ damaged brain
regions mainly include the temporal lobe, Heschl's gyrus and temporal pole. Developmental phonagnosia is
associated with atypical responses in the right posterior superior temporal sulcus and dysfunction in the
functional connectivity between the temporal lobe and the amygdala. Future research can focus on screening
methods, scoping and cultural differences for phonagnosia.

Key words: acquired phonagnosia, developmental phonagnosia, sub-classifications of phonagnosia, neural

mechanism





