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* % 44 (Meta-Analysis) *

EMMN Z2{RE-HrERIEXT B FNE 2 2L B 22 M)
SEB T HIERE

M W ok W W oA FME
(M RZEBH 2B OB R/ S N FR2E TG, T 510006)

H OE AHEMNALEEOENIAARESR T 5T R0 % KN F448 % B AL(BRP)E R 69 8F 2 AW
% % T B i 9% (EMMN) T AAE A 4o & LT 4 B 30 hm 89 3547 . 9T A G BF A AR £ —47 4 218 (R B /A8 )
Foth e XA CEM/ABM)R " T EMMN 2, 122 465 £ 50, AR 35 A EMMN 2 364769 #F 70 (3%
721 B HR)HAT M, R E: (1)AE-TH(0~200 ms)F= 84 (200~400 ms) & H T B %45 EMMN 2 5, 18
REAWEEETILERANE T AFLE G ERP, £ EMMN KBt T @ILH &40 %09 A=t 41 ERP
PR BT R Q) 2 AR R AT E A Hoh T S R A %Y EMMN 205 : £ FHEE A, RE&HE-
AFER AT E AT £ K89 EMMN; Q) EA s £ AR R ST AF T F, S AdE F R 09 EMMN 28 £
AR B R AR R E £ R (4T A EMMN #R A ARG, B, HAHE %95 4% 69 EMMN 2 % X F
B AR 09 EMMN, X 82 R &9, EMMN &8 % 3)1p 2 ARt i b A A S 2B T2 Hh,
KEER WK TERRK, O HRIBG; R E—ARER AT

HES B4

1 3]

e R ML EZENE R Z—, T AR
WLOE BCRAS, B AE 23 28 it BB b i & 143
HEER] . BUET P Y LA S e T AT H
Ny HAIR 25 0 P (Stefanics et al., 2012), *H{EZ%
5 BRI B SR AT B T4y A, ) At
JEB B A A5 B R RAR EBTAS, PRE A B U
FME L AT A R T AAE . FIUAT R Ae 228}
FOTERVFZ AR, L4153 1 A 3
T.(Hahn, 2017; Schindler & Bublatzky, 2020), 1£%
— BT, LR 2 A9 TR PR A (Mermillod
et al., 2018; Turano et al., 2017), B JCT7 5154
% (Hinojosa et al., 2015), i FHEFLIHFL b T A
B L B ARES B BRI R I 4E R o> 2, Xt

il

T FLAR 45 09 Sl TNy 2 N 258 1 PR 45 19 45
HL(Chen et al., 2020; Rosburg et al., 2019; Stefanics
etal., 2014),

T WIS T LA 45 B9 E S TR R I AL R
— SERF T I R FH e 6] [ 2 9 25 0 A DG He,
{7 (Event-related potential, ERP)F; AR5 k1T &
ST, BRI AL 2515 B U5 K 1 ERP AL
53 o Forh—ANE Y & U, ERP 28 5 o
L VUL £ % (visual mismatch negativity, vMMN)2>
PRI JE 5 B A 3 A () s B, S e T R Bl X
B A SR . vMMN 205 % 5 900 15 B A
A B S BLA(5 E(BI, oddball J¥31: 0/0/0/0/
X/..., Horp X SRR A% 2 BRI, O SR i
IR TE R GG 2 F (ERP) Y 22 5% (Kimura
etal., 2011), HZE A S5 R A 76 47 5 AL X |
IE(E7E 150~400 ms Z ]9 (Kimura, 2012), 7]
VLo VF Z 0 AR 1B K, Lot 225w 10] (Czigler

Wk F A 2020-09-29

* [E5 [ RBRE 4 VI H (31970993) & Sulykos, 2010; Fu et al., 2003), %= A4 (Kimura,
WIEVEH: (@, B-mail: fusm@gzhu.edu.cn 2012; Sulykos & Czigler, 2011), i {2 (Stefanics
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et al., 2018)a# HA #E 2 S H & 20 ot 15 S
P51 (Kecskés-Kovacs et al., 2013; Wang et al., 2016),
HfL(Amado & Kovacs, 2016), & (Li et al., 2012;
Stefanics et al., 2012), #{IA A& KX L3815 B
ALY [ SR AL H] (Winkler & Czigler, 2012), it
43k(2006~2020), FIH vMMN MF54%, BF5T i fL
1% 2515 DB A0 Y B S0 B SCERAS T3 . A5 24
2 DU 171 3% (emotion-related vMMN, EMMN)#JHF
FATRRWIEN B bR LS, vVMMN 7] DL
I EESFESME BN TIEREZ (T /vt 45,
2020), WEWEEIEFEHENT, HEEBEH
TRWEY H BT, 7ERT AR EMMN Bt5gh, &
LRI NG 25 FRRAB &), I 25— o 00 X
(FE G5 2R3 = T D Al 22— T RO, AR SCSE R
4 Al 25 — A OV ) B 2 B (R R AR [, SRR
1 U1 e O N i 1 s o = s O
91/ 5 30 yx AL 25 AR A B SRR B AR R E
ZRRZ R (Li et al., 2012; Rosburg et al., 2019;
Stefanics et al., 2012),

2 X#k&Rid

2.1 EMMN K& B #F2

fE R 533, EMMN BR8] % 5 8 B 22 50
SR8 R S 2 A ) X DR e LT /It 55, 2020),
EARFBIFR A EARFR NS, —SiFR ki
T2 Y 1 ORD g ) % DT D 47 9 (Csukly et al.,
2013; Kreegipuu et al., 2013; Liu et al., 2016;
Stefanics et al., 2012; Xu et al., 2013; Yin et al.,
2018; THUST 4 2013), B —LHFEARAE T
210 L 1 e 20 2 DT i 678 (Asstikainen et al., 2013;
Kimura et al., 2012; Li et al., 2018; Liu, Rigoulot,
& Pell, 2015; Soshi et al., 2015; Vogel et al., 2015;
Vogel et al., 2018), MHIWFFEEHE] T 100~500 ms
NiZELE B E K EMMN (Kovarski et al., 2017), [fi
LR & ) ERP 43U P1, N170, N2 45)5
EMMN By 2 437 -+ 43 AL (Stefanics et al., 2012),
Kt EMMN  #0h 2 5 HE gl I a] 6 N 19 14
£ % (Chang et al., 2010; Zhao & Li, 2006), 4 W55
TN R XL+ 15 AT RE S IR T MMIN XA 5 1 ¥
AR, FH MMN (100~150 ms)/ B T
SEARITE, Bl MMN (200~250 ms)U S5z it 1%
B L G I (Kimura et al., 2009), & T ic 2 b
B A ARSI S A R, VMMN B T 24 i 5 8 5

W —15 B BRI 9 L 55 1 5 A A 28 by S 1k
PR TTRER B, AL SEAS N M A vMMN
FLW T AR AR 2T A R E B, A
I PR A AR ) B B R K-, 3 B 3 R o] 37 f iR
M7 22 7E oddball S AN F BN S5
R (Schroger & Wolff, 1996), 7E—ii EMMN HF5¢
(Li et al., 2012)H7, AF5E & % SR 2R 36 ko2 if
LB AT, &BRE KRR LK
T WER NI170, {HAE P250 0] % N4 EMMN i
N170 B[] % A, BT PR A Sk T L% 26 19 A
SN T R ATER LA IR Z J5 . Kovarski 48 A
(2017)1 Kreegipuu 55 A (2013)K FH T 2L 5%
EREAR SRS Li SEANHETFE, KB5S
EMMN 2R oddball 5=, H EMMN R
H0 B B () 8 AN R AR ] 3 S8 H A P JE ST 4 R
FEHH, ASTRI B[] 6 P9 4 2 DG B 3% 2 mT B 5 S 3 7
KA K., H, EHA DT E—IT T/
S T i 8] b T LA 25 1 8 shin T 275 32 3|
SR AR
22 RE-EREIFEET EMMN B80T
L 5: 1) oddball {E 5T EMMN i, 45 % 1
BRI rp b T L 2 SR 3 (standard stimulus,
S), /R B Y 4% 45 v T £L Bl Sk I 22 i3
(deviant stimulus, D), S HELAA R (LL U 80%)it
FERKTF D W (ELAN 20%) . SR X A BT 3 5
REfT 3] MMN, {HALA R F NN IR R ik
) MMN, 177 A2 FH ARS8 A R 1 175 & B 58 N1 AT
4 MMN )& H1 43 (Kimura et al., 2011), K D
S AUH B BURR 2T, F K0
58 LAY 225 (D S 4351 i 1 28 v 1w L A0 = ¢ i
LA Ak, 2 5 0 A AR SO ERR i AN TR 25—
HERET MMN)o i T HEBRAS B P B 520, A5 F
FHE KSR AR LGN A 3T
(Kovarski et al., 2017; Li et al., 2012), 40, Li %
A(2012)7E oddball J75IHin A HES ¥ 51, 7E55
RES T8 P (78 oddball JEHIH N S). 3645
(T£ oddball J¥ 5y Dy, . PRIRLDLBCGEHA S
1 2 vk L, BRI AL LA 20% A9 0 R B,
oddball J¥F] (1W:EG i FL(D)ERP ¥k 2 S5 )7
FIrpE A L ERP A5 20 AH [ f 22— o500 3806 19
EMMN(control-EMMN, A [&] fii 22 —F5 v $] 354 %
EMMN i W41 AH IR 9 1 4 TR LS & 1) ERP i
TEAHI A E]), Z5HR A control-EMMN H H BLAE
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I 390 Ff 1) %3 (210~310 ms), fi] oddball-EMMN I ]
B L B0 ZE 01 (110~210 ms) R0 e 309 BsF ) 57, 32 9
HEBR TR 5 B AR A2 I, EMMN 5%
R S B AE B T 8] 7 control-EMMN )88 16 HE
B TR B 22 5, DR G AR 5% 30 T LA 5]
“E S MMN” (Stefanics et al., 2014; T /it 45,
2020),

74, BEEE 3 i R R 1) 41 875 20 (Reverse
block paradigm)F i SR #EE K (Roving standard
paradigm), MAIRIFIAABEE LS F1 Do FE M 4]
Herfr, S Fl D FEAS [A] 1) 41 B (block) e i Le. 451 451 2,
1£ Stefanics 4£(2012) 5T 1, —A4> oddball J351
PP LN S, B mFLA D, 1M —4> oddball
AL PETTFL N D, B HEFL R So i shhrifEis
>3 F 7E % 22 1k b 5 A ) — Al . Bl
Rosburg 252019482 7~13 RAHFEIEL
T ALAE R —AN P8, B4 F 5 A & 2 R s
L. AT —A R A N & D, FfiG
EIHHIECH S,

SR R 1) 21 3 20 R 3 3h b v v XA 30 Y
EMMN #B /2 i /154 D 95T 8 i L ERP I 22 /E 0 S
(e A% T FL ERP 1551 . 35X W #p ERP 2P L ph 4 #
J& 52 4 AR ) B T PRI 4, BRI 3k B T IRk
SER M RS BN EMMN 88 5% 0 (FH [7) 25—
FRUEFIIE ST EMMN), X 21558 oddball {8 T A
HLA 1 o BRI IX A 18] B ARL T 3 8 B — SE 0t 55 3 22
W, fE5EH oddball 2058 A X 43« H 3L 11
MMN" N LA B P, P RE R i T EMMN 1
OV (Kimura et al., 2011; Li et al., 2012), 5 — 71,
A 5% # (Kimura et al., 2009; Li et al., 2012)3¢
N N NVR RS kR b E ) DR AL R (EP S
AT A M 14 R T i 2 — A o SO (B
VA 20 A (] A 1 4 2 e L BRI RE SR Y R 20%) 5
AV 45 M3 119 AN AH [+ g 22 — b fEHBORH A P (L
HhPE T FLAE O O 2 0 38 s B A ME R 80%, 2%
P T FLAE A b o 0 3 BB A 2R A 20%), B4 Li
2 N(2012) oddball FFIHY 20%EH L ERP
U 80%H 4 T FL. ERP 75 2| 1) EMMN (FE SR 11
ASAH R i 22 —hr HE O EMMN), 5 oddball 41
F) 20% 35405 1 FL 75 & F9 ERP I AR ME 3R 7 51 20%:1E
Pt L% & 1 ERP 45 29 EMMN (%54 2 (144 [v)
0 2% —FRAE T EMMN) FeAE . S2Br b, P b
EMMN R0 A3 & T FIER AT P 345 B 22 5

BER B2 5E . SR, 520158 (Kreegipuu et al.,
2013; Liu, Rigoulot, & Pell, 2015; Stefanics et al.,
2012) 5% H 1 AF 25 A 32 A AR () i 22 — b o S0 3800
(betn: 20%1 25 ML 80%I% 45 ML), i
B 75 3E A A Y AN ) i 2 — s 1 0 O BIF 9T 2K
ISR, 456 2. 109988, AR A9 22— v
PO SRR BE AR Y SEIAR AT BERZ I T EMMN
RONE, X EAETC o AR B i — P UE S
23 EMMN HERIRE

FUWRY)—46 ERP BFFY R, ML TAEE R
B R, AATTNS T B A P R A S i B ) R 3% 3,
WK R T A ] (Ito et al., 1998; Luo et al., 2010;
Smith et al., 2003). & JH EMMN Jy 38 47 ) 1fi FL 1%
s, WU 5, 2013). AE45(Guo et al,
2020; Xu et al., 2013; Zhang et al., 2020; Zhao & Li,
2006) ., ZLH (Chen et al., 2020; Rosburg et al., 2019;
Stefanics et al., 2012)3F HIEHD b P BB AR 155 &
THRAE EMMN J0E . (H2, WAMRAE T A
[A] B 25 . 5% (Kreegipuu et al., 2013)., k45
(Kuehne et al., 2019)F1ZH (Csukly et al., 2013; Li
et al., 2018)if & (1) EMMN 5P AR 16 4517 & (0 I A7
B EE 5 Kovarski % A (2017) ST 45 3R o = 1T
FE I PR AN o7 P MK - 90 BRAE LR 22 5o AT
454 oddball L2 FNAF LA AL AT 58 A IR 4 A
TP L5 & 1 EMMN, & BZE R I [ % (100~
200 ms) N, fXAEAESRFKM T, control-EMMN
(10%1E 2T fL ERP — 16%I5 26T FL ERP)EE K
F oddball-EMMN (10%/7 % 1fi f. ERP — 80%
fifL ERP), M MiFH EMMN {25 378 T 27 K
KV 4y 3RA S FRE 32 AR [R) 1 T L7 e o PR o
K& NN, control-EMMN FI oddball-EMMN fi) 22
S AT BE A A WM AVIOK P P 35 B 22 = S 80 .
K EMMN S &5 A TH B ] i F s A IR 2, (04
W ARG —, HIH T T IR e R B G 2
WEHY
24 ABTHHHRE B

KM EMMN AE L1525 2210y
H BRI e s . ARSI RTIA, BTN R
W D 2 — b T OO A 2 AL | AR SRR 2 D A )
EMMN R A EH E B, B I 4
i 22— THE IO 28 B BOAE A% EMMN 800 52 il
RIF5T AR 20 (BN, Kovarski et al., 2017; Kreegipuu et
al., 2013; Li et al., 2012), 1fif HE5RAHF G . KHB
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ST 2 AR 25— AR RO AT EMMIN 4%
ISR, AR, X EMMN B% 45 8500 4T T 38
RINFFRAMRZ, B RS LB LS —. Him
SR A IC A0 AT A X 9F 5 3550 07 s R A I R IR 4 A A
AN AT AT B0 A X A% Gt 25 O vk TR Ul R
W . S — 5, R , FEAR R R/NR
—(5 ™~38 M) AR FREEARBGE, IEAWFFE
250 B Gt A I 77 TT BE & A B W (Jennions &
Moller, 2003), JC/ BT /& —FhiR KRG Jr ik, wf
VIAR I R8O8R/ INEUINE 2 /NRE A I 5 1) R 35 (Yuan
etal., 2019). Kk, AHFFE R H /28 3 70k
B 0 A S0 R S ) e TR O, 25— v
X (2D | i 22— HE RO PR SR 22 R 452
BRI T EfLEL R Az T Bk,
BT T, K2 L EMMN B 07 b3 b8
FRTETFLE 26 F B TR 5 32 3] F ik R 520

3 WIRAFE

31 XEHKE

i1 Fe ] (fac* OR express*) AND (emotion*
OR affect*) AND (MMN OR (mismatch negativity))
1E Web of science, Pubmed, EBSCO Z&%i ¥ & i
VEANE R W SCHR, T340 3 R A A L IE 45 Sk T
BE A ZE R (B, Kremlacek et al., 2016; Schliiter &
Bermeitinger, 2017; T/ 45, 2020)/0257%5 Sk
2 fEEM EMMN WF53(RBl, Susac et al., 2004;
Zhao & Li, 2006) 5| FH SCHR s i 24 A £ B 3 il
0 SRR 5 SCHR TE VR TR b R B0 2 A, R A
Google Scholar SR % . LAk, BT g8 ARG
RS WA RE L, DRk
I8 AR SCHY SCHE

T 45 A W SO 2 LA A T 0 BT i
(Hedm, AR TR RO KN i AE S, AT
R 5T 1958 TRAE &, 3 R B AR LR Y B8 1R
B SCHRIGE R A LA H I8 2004 48 1 1, B F
1IN A 56 — J AH G B I FEAE 2004 4F & 3% (1D,
Susac et al., 2004), SCHRKZR 98 E H 10 2020
4 H20H,
3.2 WRFEE

B SCERAN A TS I BR R LU T L% 1)
WF TSR 55 1 Bt A & 1 f B ik (B AN TE 1Y
e ORI ) I F HHHECE B 2 0 A o 2)BF 58 v
FH 1 28 1 1 FL R 54T 45 78 6 09 b 1 I 22 3

o 3) DALY 2k UG TE 67 30y 6 R B SE . 4)
AR BRSO m 5T . 5) A FTER
TTVFH B P oT

YA BIBFFEHR R 2004~2020 W] kR, &
— Tt 1T B AH DG 1 SO B R RN A e 0 N AT
HT, DA PRI S SR R A A BRI
33 HIRIRE

Bl 3 WA A 1 A AR L R EL
B de SCER P DL R B R TG 2B —1EE . k&R
ARy L RN ECS B A e s AR 2% |
THRL AN k(B (RP S (A 22 . tfH . F (D
p ). SLIVE TR | WA . 22—
O AT S HISEME . HAR/ROL, THIFLISES | B
YRI5, BRSP4 b 4R U
BHE— 3t 92.3%, Uk BHAS T 5T 10 B4R £ U2
WERA A0 o SR — B BE T e 2 )5
BT 5 — 4k

FHF 155 R0 S 14 B8 7 DL 22 R 6 (L dn
L PERAAT 2RO A T, W 2 B 9 A 3
B — 2 FH DA R
3.3.1 EMMN HEE

AR A5 R T AT A ] 4 1 ] 43 A
WE, A RFFE TR T — AN B[] 7 14 2k DE 6 3,
by — SB[ B & T S B ) B A G DL B, R
G — BB G TS B R) B 8 AF ST A Sk R 2 DG
WEhSE N170 A2 5, 8% 40 /9 2% DC RC 3% 3l 2
P250 B P2 )% 5% (Chang et al., 2010; Zhao & Li,
2006), {H A5 AfF 57 & BH 2k DL EC 3G 8 & #E . ERP
LS Y W {8 Ak B W i (Kovarski et al., 2017; She
et al., 2017), & 7E H A AL A3 1) 0 (i b B 5 3
Fb 2 i s8] 1 P9 B9 N250 5 N2 (Kreegipuu et al.,
2013; Tang et al., 2013), SRl B Ry K HB 53 F 52 e 15
TSI D R DR HC G Bl L B TR 6 Y X
B RF FE A oA — B, T oK B [ 741 3 kg B 011X i) A
B30 DX )2 P AT

FEAEFE R, iSRG 1 P B07E 200 ms Z i
HRE A B R B, AL E7E 200 ms LUS N
GG 30 B ) 80 o 7 4 5F [ 7 N EMIMIN e b 25 1) 3040
WA Sy 2 Bk ) 7 P 2 DG i 34 3 ARG B . SR —
MR R AT T 3 ANs 8 2 0 ] % (Kovarski
et al., 2017; Rosburg et al., 2019), 30} [H] % /)
K3 bR s 5 A 5 PR 4 — 2, T e 0 s ]
NIEHL 200 ms J5 AT — o B KER A
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WFFEHR 5 Y 06 31 sF 1] 17 76 200~350 ms Z ] , 40t
— BRSO TE B ) 9 o 98 AS B 5 0 S 40 R
W 301 DX [ %) B 43 L 451 (She et al., 2017), FRA,
W MR SCH 45 i ERP TR RURBE, 045 SRk
TE B RS I — A X [
332 {RE-fRERIHT

A G4 Dt 25— v OGS 28 80 43 S A () A
ANFEPIA, 3B PR EAE THA 22 R i 2 5
A ) A 155 28 1 LA S O 25 0 BRI T TR . —
e b, AH R 22— AE RO Y 55 96 8 2R S5
R 1) oddball Ju X AR MEE R, AR
s 25— v TR O B 2 30 ¥E 204 26 LAY oddball 1
Ko WERHEGE i BA Wi 32 205 Y 22 Rl A
K FFH [R] A0 155 28 T FL ORI (L An, Wang et al., 2016),
SR T BRI . QAR A W B R
T A ) RN [ s 2 — s o SR SO A 25 R, 4l
HIJH X FIZE MMIN B S0  ,
333 EMEMIFEME

GRS T AR MR 5E 1 X AR B &
DL O A5 Ry SRR 2, R AR L R
PEBY BT, D 22 F0b5 o (AR R A5 1 SR A A 0,
T e — A SEME R 31 A EMMN B 5E v, SRAR
T 510 B 3 3855 0 25 4 0 MR SR T BB A 22 AR R 1Y
(Hedm, Kuehne et al., 2019), 7EABFSEH, 22 A0
o YR S SR B A A5 B A (22 T 0%~6%) 5%
A5 HO (22 FEAE 35%~90%) (I BIF ST 851 0 1 5
SR SR R 5T RN E SR A R A 5T
334 IEHEE

HREAIF 5 T FH 100 T FL 17 2 2R A B RO . 3
SETEFLAG 4 — MR oA B, RUE, BUR,
L, PSR, B AT RO AL 2500 H
SN T AL, Fit, B, 24 0%
55 28 55 T FL A U5 R T ARORI R, R ARG 2 T LA
g R A

AT WF5E EMMN & & ELA R ), ASHIFSE
FUR TS 45 28 RUE Al o9 N F B B T kA5 o040
Mr, Z7A XS AR B9 45 10 % il 5

BAR B LS R 1,
34 itk

ARG, BT HEZ W05 5P e 25—
o T SR SEORT ) 2J T RRE 4 G e 52 i) 1 L1 28 A1 2
TN, A £FA AR R EMMN BT E5 8k 40 A T4
Br, RIEHFE LIRHANHEEX EMMN 800 52

M) o A1 Sy 5 ABE S5 (0 A0F 5 249 SR A [ A 25— o 40 5
XA R AR, T A SRR R B B SR A AL TR [ i
2P UERIT I 0L o ZEST BT R X EMMN 2%
L PR S A, 2% RO ] 25— o O EMMING
FIBIESE, XA AT LAHEBR AR K SF 2 HLE B R 1 T
AR . B—Jrm, 5 EMMN A 354 0 14 5
A BIBFSEER L 20 A [F]— A X N P Fl EMMN
BN B A EMMN 22 S350 4

3R I OT 43 BT A i N R X (0~
200 ms)FE X [6] (200~400 ms)Fi-A T 8] 4 BT
A
35 EHAMAHE

1E HETBIHFSE T, Hedges i g EGHAERFITE
t3, 2308 9=(MeBNgay ~MBNgaring )/ Do, 1
ﬁﬁmﬁmﬁﬁﬁuTWQﬁ:g%mmmm—
Me8N e )/ SD oot - AT K K90 (M (I
WE22) B WA, 50 t {8k F {355 Hedges
Mg M, AT g=ty(n+n)/(nxn,) 5L
g=1Fx(n+n,)/(nxny) o GRFTG 05 %A
B, WIORIH R IS8 F RS p(E, ¥ pfi
AR IR A R A SR B (Lipsey &
Wilson, 2001), #7454 i E 5 p < 0.05, KL
p=0.05 2R 5 FE AL A DL A BUR t{H A5 5 SR L p <
0.1 BRI EMEIE 4 i, WIEL p = 0.1 SAHR;
HIBUE, FFEEIE R RUR t {8 o & 45 R A B 2 5l
HEAT T 07 28 53 TR AT S AR 25 51, It = 0
(Borenstein et al., 2009),

TP 2 2050 A TR R ot L2850 7 A5 8 2 5 43 AT v 7
ol FH B GET TR R, 356 S Ti) A 1% 158 3 3 AN ) 114
% (Borenstein et al., 2010), 7EFEALSN AT,
RV AT RE R R AR AE |« BT 2 22 S 1 AS Tl
HOGA 4538 T UHE S 200 )2 % 4, 1 2L
RARFRINA S . o499 A EMMN B 58 7E 87K
R STy T 2 AN TR, HFR AT A R A R
AT B NRE, Lk T B AL
RS HEAT YT TC o BT o BEAh, 5 M A 56 25
25 Bl SR PT-A e 456 Bt ML 200 AR 1 45 B

RO Y S R A Q RIS A 12 K ok
WAL . 76 Q Kb, Q fH I 25 M wl HR Ay B 57
JEPER) B EME 17 ST SRR KN 2 S R
Bry BRI 20 E, 12k, SRR
(Higgins et al., 2003), Q KU1 1> K 56 i A 1FAG
SR FH Bt LA R BT (14 4 B, 5 R 28000/ M B
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FERAL, 12 > 25% Bk kS k426 B AL A0 A5 AR Y
DS

& F AR el L I SF B Beger B U5k 56 AN
Duval and Tweedie il #M& LI M Rosenberg %% %7 4%
FH(fail-safe N, NfS)#EATIFAl . 7E Egger [l 4
I, Egger #E K H: 95%1) B A5 X [A]44 .3 KT
Z, TR = 2 H R X FR (Egger et al.,
1997), B BN & 7T REAE A B R WA, E T
Duval and Tweedie J8i#M2 PFAl U8R M 9 55 07 7 2 75
S0 SR BRI (Duval & Tweedie,
2000), @it Nfs RIPATREZ /DT R EE LW
WG A B A5 4 AU AF 5T (1) R AN B AR A5 R 3
WRAZABOKT 5K+10, K RV E % (Rosenberg,
2005), TN A f 2 A RON A 8 AR AE Y

SN IR AT ST L AR T AN AT
fiti B R MRS R AKAF(3.6.3)f0 metafor F/F (1
(2.1-0)I 15,

4 R

E RS TR AT IR AR 35 R SCERAYEL
PEOLE 1), —3F 721 #8068 . EMMN 200 K H:

N, FERIIXE], KR4 EMMN 808 A & 7 130~
200 ms ZZ[i], 107G X J) A4 S A A0 A AE 200~
350 ms Z[H], HH 26 BT (K = 43) 8 R TTHH
B EMMN 3087, 30 B#F98(K = S0)8H 55
il EMMN 3007 . 22 R ffFoT (K = 24) 8 k36
R EMMN BTE R ), 24 FFR(K = 26)8%
KA1 S EMMN [ 75 A 7] o B 2 FIIET 3 H
FRMRE 4 B 7R T 76 WA ] 5 L EMMIN 8%
o7 1 F EMMN 8 88 i [7] 6 3550 17 o
41 BN E
411 EMMN 355z

Fi0 EMMN B 8300 12 8 3 1 (g = —0.66,
95% CI: [-0.77 —0.56], p< 0.001), Wi EMMN HY
BB EBEM(Q = -0.61, 95% CIL: [-0.76
—0.47], p<0.001), KIIMFLIGELIFEK T &0 H
HIFNBE ] EMMN s B 4 AF 5% A9 5 5 o0 %
P, 3 EMMN 5T Q (42) = 47, p < 0.27,
12 =11%, W] EMMN #5260 Q (49) = 104, p <
0.001, 12=53%, Fi1 EMMN &0 50 5 ik
AN S 3 T G A0 O B W 2, R R L I
BECHE 2 501 SR PR 1 R 5550 I A 1 0 A L2850 o 7Y L A

T A5 AU DX ) R T DX (4R . AR Hid
| mtsERRa-2) || SRS Re -7 |
=
‘ WA (n = 1619) }—»{ BEXE KR = 561) ‘
v v
‘ FEXRIF e (n = 1058) ‘ ‘ ZWFIWT(n = 1058) ‘
v

B

(n =1058)

PAMARE . FERCEREA LU TRER:
(face or facial) and (emotion or affect)
and (MMN or mismatch negativity)

| KRR =86) |

v R E AR (n = 157)

| B AR (n = 196)

B AT SR (= 85)

‘* BAHREMMN (2 = 68)

v ERREHR(n - 4)

TEFIRA X (n =39)

B34 3 (n = 100)
B LR A LR (= 36)

Y

| BTG =139)

BAWEMMN® = 53)
WA BEREFTTH TG =4)

‘—)

v

AR =1)

TR CAEE A A SO (n = 35)

‘ HAEERHRE=1)
LR E @ =5)
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e W RUBRCRL] W% SRR B[]
RIF] Susac et al., 2004 : : N ‘ ; r , [ ]
A Zhao & Li,2006 H|! +——-f—H S S [ -
R Zhao & Li,2006 S Pt S e [ -
A Astikainen & Hietanen,2009 F+H | 4——— F+H | |
R #E %2010 NetPg | —fo—{ NetPo| | —ie—| [ —
RIF Chang et al., 2010.cxp2 stH| i— 1 s | i E—
AJF] Chang et al., 2010.expl StH| | ——1 S+H b —— m
Rl Susac etal., 2010 P N o L.
A Astikainen et al., 2013 FHH | —— P i ;
A ZUHE 45,2013 AH| | —— AHH| ] -
A T 42013 NetPo| +—et— | NetPo| ——i— m .
AIF] Kreegipuu et al., 2013.neutral standard H R H R H =
AIF] Kreegipuu et al., 2013.neutral standard A U A : H e
AF Liu, Xiao et al., 2015 H | 4t H PR -
A Liu, Xiao et al., 2015 F || —4o—d F N .
N[ Soshi et al., 2015 : : H R [ —
A Soshi ctal., 2015 P A - [E—
AF Vogel etal., 2015 P F — |
A Livetal, 2016 H| | —=— H P N =
K[ Liuetal, 2016 F |l i—— F | ——t .
Al Kovarski et al., 2017.0ddball EMMN N || —— N [ EE e
KA Kovarski et al., 2017.oddball EMMN Al ——d A P EE e
KF She etal., 2017 H P e
A She ctal, 2017 P s P e I
R Wu etal, 2017 SHH| | o SHH| | o -
AIF Song etal., 2018 P SH| 1 ;.
AR Vogel et al., 2018 F || — P o
R Yinetal, 2018 P 4| H D] -
Rl Yinetal, 2018 s |1 4| s P e -
R Guo et al., 2020 S+H | ot SHH |~ -
A Zhang et al., 2020 SHH| | —to—| S| | e [ -
il B Kovarski et al., 2017.controll EMMN N || —— N — EE e
HiIF B Kovarski et al., 2017.controll EMMN Al i——] a| | = mE .
#lF A Kimura et al., 2012 : : H B : [ |
HilF] A Kimura et al., 2012 i i F 3% E l
Hil A Stefanics et al., 2012 F+H| | —p— | FH| | —o— - .
HilF] A Csukly et al., 2013 H| | i—f =© Pt - .
HAF] A Csukly etal, 2013 F| ! ol F P = .
#[ A Kreegipuu et al., 2013 emotional standard H| —— H b H =
#ilF A Kreegipuu et al., 2013.emotional standard A| i——1 A R H e
HIF A Xuetal, 2013 H|! | —— H R R P e
A A Xuetal, 2013 s | e s ] e
AHF A Liu, Rigoulot, & Pell,2015.Chinese F+S | | —o— ; -
#iF A Liv, Rigoulot, & Pell,2015 English F+§ | | —o— P -
#iFl A Wang etal, 2016 Po| ! | ——Po R . mm
HiF A Wang et al., 2016 Ne | | —o— Ne g — mEm
HIF A Liuetal, 2017 FiS | | —jo— o
48 A Lietal, 2018 : : N : §—ot . |
HIF A Lietal, 2018 P H P et C .
HilF A Stefanics et al., 2018 FH| | L —s—FH| | —o— m =
HIF A Kuehne et al., 2019 H|! -~ =H ——— Rk
HF A Kuchne ctal., 2019 s | 4=t s e o !
#flF A Rosburg et al., 2019 F+N| | —o— | F4N Do — T R
HilFl A Chen et al., 2020 F|! —— F A . - ‘H .
HiFF A Chen etal., 2020 H| ! | —e—n | | | 4 ‘o
RIFHRE-FRAERIBT Mt P S i 3
R TR R it Pl R l6sms®
E g B (4:HE%) P P 20ms T MmN
A A (ARSHESR) ' L ! L B MMMN
-2 -1 0 -2 -1 0 0 100 200 300 400 500

Fl 2 FHAE: R EMMN R EMMN BR800 & A ) 1 o
THEERAL fiR(A), ZHURE), PURME), 0 (S), FHEWN), HNe), Btk(Po)
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REATE BIIERA e RSMORL] fi% BRNR) LLES!
A Zhao & Li,2006 S-H |, ‘ SH |+ e
A Astikainen & Hietanen,2009 F-H || +—  F-H | - =
A ¥R %2010 NePo|! | —4— NePol! —— [ ]
A Chang et al., 2010.expl SH [} ! L S H | —te— _
A Chang et al., 2010.exp2 S-H —— Ss-H R S _
A Astikainen et al. 2013 FH ||  —— : |
R U 45,2013 AH [ AH |t ———
A BT 42013 Ne—Po|: —e—  NePo|: ——=— m B2
R Kreegipuu et al., 2013.neutral standard A-H | —— A-H|! - H =
A Tang etal.,2013 NePo|i ! i Ne—Po| I _
R Liu, Xiao et al. 2015 FH|! | |—=—FH]| e— | I
A Soshi et al. 2015 AH || — W
A Liuetal 2016 F-H || 3 — FH| .
RIF] Wang etal.,2016 Ne—Po|: —o—| Ne—Po|! I ] [ ]
A She et al.,2017 P S-H | o o
AR Wuetal,2017 S-H | S-H | —o— S
7F Song et al. 2018 I SH |l e | -
AR Yin et al, 2018 S-H || SH || e [ —
A Guo et al.,2020 S-H | S-H | —ar— [ -
A Zhang et al.,2020 S-H | SH |1 4o [l
HiIR Stefanics et al. 2012 F-H | F-H | —a— i -
i Csuklyet al.,2013 F-H | F-H | . W EEn
#ilF Kreegipuu et al., 2013.emotional standard A-H A-H —— ] -
AR Xu et al.,2013 S-H | S-H |1 4o [ N
#H[F Lietal 2018 F-H || F-H || o | ]
8 Kuehne et al.2019 S-H | SH | —tfo—
#R Chen et al.,2020 F-H |- F-H | —=—

ENGIEE=S ARk Pagsy s dA= : : -
A R i 2 A v Rk -
-2 -1 0 1 -2 -1 0 10 100 200 300 400 500

E 3 ZRARE: B3 EMMN FI8G 3 EMMN (35 0% 0 1 2007 5 A e 1
TELEA: BR(A), RUE(F), PURH), Fi0(S), HM(Ne), FH(Po)

412 EMMN ByiB#RIER

EMMN A9 7% i 1] LE 3 T A EMMN FIFL
Wl 26 EMMN Z i) ) 22 5, JFCRH 0 B30 it 2
B E (g =-0.28, 95% CI: [-0.48 —0.09], p < 0.01),
LR EMMN Al iEH EMMN W BLA 21
R (g = -0.32, 95% CI: [-0.54 —0.10], p <
0.01), FHIFIABEI A EMMN #55 TH B w17
XoF 33K P ZEL B ) S M A AT R B, BT S
i, B EMMN {HR I8 Q (23) = 49, p <
0.01, 12=53% Wl EMMN W AR 1 Q (25) =
78, p < 0.01, 17 =68%. |*#H T R bR
(25%), AR FH BEAT L0 A R 2 A3 1Y
42 RE-RERBTSEET EMMN $EH

A
421 {RE-FRERBIIIF EMMN B35 00

At 25— 7RO ) 2 B R EMMN 000
f 54 5. 35(Q (1) = 8.58, p < 0.01, WLl 2), ANJFl
T 25— HER N EMMN (g = —0.83, 95% CI:
[-0.98 —0.68], df = 22)& F K FHREKFEI(Q =
—0.52, 95% CI: [-0.66 —0.37], df = 19), BA&3ki,

A [l i 22— o R0 EMMIN B 1(Z = 2.93, p <
0.01), XM MMN %05 A 520 A B2 (Q (1) =
2,92, p = 0.09, W 2), A [FIM2=—Hr i 5] 8T
EMMN (g = —0.73, 95% CI: [-0.92 —0.54], df = 28)
5 AH 1) i 22— o fl 35 EMMIN (g = —0.48, 95%
CIL: [-0.68 —0.27], df = 2002 F R B3 (Z = 1.64,
p=0.09), 78R 2E—Hr RO B 22 5 250 g
s e R4 EMMN 2305, {HX I3 EMMN %087
WA E
422 MR EMMN HIS50E
AR Z PR HER TR T, BEZEXT 0~200 ms
#) EMMN RO A BEZmMQ (1) = 1.29, p =
0.26, WL 2), HIE4EHE#% EMMN (g = —0.49,
95% CI: [-0.64 —0.35], df = 17) 5% % EMMN
(g=-0.84, 95% CI: [-1.40 —0.27], df = DAY 22
SABIFEZ=-1.14, p = 0.26); ¥} 200~400 ms
EMMN %0 %A B WM (Q (1) = 0.79, p =
0.38, WL 2), HrIE4EHE3 EMMN (g = -0.51,
95% CI: [-0.71 —=0.31], df = 16) 525 & EMMN
(g =-0.77,95% CI: [-1.40 —0.13], df = 1)f{I%% 2%
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FAEE(Z=-0.89, p=0.38), 7HI7EAHER2E—
B B WF 5, A3 I AN 25 5% i L 00 R i 0 17
EMMN SR o
43 RE-IRERBI EMMN BB RIE R

A1

i 25— RO A S AT R EMMN 54
i 1) B S 0 A 2. 35(Q (1) = 0.28, p = 0.60, UWLIA] 3),
B, AN [F] i 22 —F5 RIS EMMN 545 fi
[1(g = —0.25, 95% CI: [-0.49 —0.01], df = 16)54H
[) 43 2= — 5 v BT EMMN (g = —0.36, 95% CI:
[-0.72 —0.01], df = O)EF AR E(Z = -0.53, p =
0.60) . %I EMMN R 520 A B2 (Q (1) =
0.02, p = 0.89, WK 3), Hrp, AS[EMk 2R i ]
ot EMMN W% 15 (g = —0.33, 95% CI: [-0.60
—0.07], df = 18)554H [Flfi 2= AR XT EMMN
(g =-0.30, 95% CI: [-0.72 0.13], df = 6)2=F R i
# (Z=0.14, p=0.89), 7 f 22—y v o0 2
TR 25 5% W e S0 R 6 1 DX (8] 17 EMMIN T A% D 17
44 ERREH

FAX I3} % Egger [T JH4 95 F1 Nfs L4 52 Duval
and Tweedie V£ 2 SR PFAG AL 1IE & 0 {7 . Egger
] K6 38 & L EMMING 35057 14 3 - (8 72 7E B
FIARRTERYE((41) = -5.23, p< 0.001), FWHA
Al BEFEAE K& el fa - Nfs 2 2869 (> 5K + 10 = 220),
T BRI O U A R AT A R 45 SR
A% . 8T Duval and Tweedie W 4&MZ:, I8
AT 13 AR AR A R NS, 15 205 E
JE MR MMN RN AR SR 2 2 /(g = -0.56,
95% CI: [-0.68 —0.46]), H. 58 1E R AR N i A 14
ZREXEF(=-149, p=0.07), Kl EMMN %%
N 1) J AR R R 360G AR LR 25 3R, Egger [T 56
g B R U 1 B A AR 3 5O X R (1(48) =
~5.86, p < 0.001), % 2760 I~(> 5K + 10 = 250)
T =SB AKON M B B AF 5 A RE i 45 RAR AR TR
SCo WANT 14 A0 R HEAEAR /MBS, 15
FRF L EMMN 208 R 2 B 2 1(g =
—0.45, 95% CI: [-0.58 —0.317), {H 5 1F Ff R0
HREXEF(E=-1.91,p=0.03).

FHFIRER BN A9 EMMN T4 8% Ji [0 57 5% 1
K F ey . Egger [0 I8 50 & L H 0124007 19 T <1 ]
EXFREI23) = 0.05, p = 0.96,), BT - &t
EXFREI(1(26) = 1.6, p = 0.13), FEWIHFFTHY Nfs
K 87, Wl 109, /NT 5K + 10, &1 Duval and

Tweedie bk & B I 7 K030 R ) %046 4%
AN EEATIAN, R To R R R . Wi
A — IS5 R R AT REAT A K R ey, PSSR
INTC K AR o

5 i

BATRA T EAR, RE b H T L
EMMN N385 00 FLI 25 B s TaF5E . 58
78 vMMN BF5E— B, AT Kl )2 5 &8
0~400 ms H) 2 F U5 EMMN, 25 5 % Bl 25—
o YA TR S (HRL TR /A TR 2 35 5 T 248 EMMIN
N M B EMMN R Z 520, 53 R0 g 4
EMMN #3751 T 15 45 28 8 (T A8/ AU B 52, T
A 7] it 2 — s o 0 O B B 5T R, TE IR TE RN IR
JE W X [R), M AR A (AR /A S R S R 5
] EMMN %00 o
51 MMN BT ERP R4 B 2R 35 b

ARBFFERIE T 0~200 ms Fl 200~400 ms X Jf]
1) EMMN 287, &3 EMMN 7E 754 X 8] Y 3
N2 . 7E 0~200 ms AYIX [, EMMN B[]
B IR 165 ms, 55 MUk K 4370 14 1H FLAF
S N170 543 B B[] 4+ 43 W) & (Carmel &
Bentin, 2002; Qiu et al., 2017), — R fLIE L5 K
B N170 PITCAHT & B, 4155 A0 5P 25 Hh oy
T N170 MIE L5808, 1155 LR MIEHL T N170 14
1% 45308 B K (Hinojosa et al., 2015), S5AIi50>
BT R AS [R) i 22 — s 7 00 S0 R 25 SR 25 0L, R A A
Al 22 —FR v EMMN BF 53 22 il 3ok 22 R 4
itk AL, PRAERIOR 2 T ki AL o AR T AR T
TCAT TR R, MR M N T N170 M iR, BA
AH TR i 25— o ) S 9 EMMIN 78 0~200 ms /&
WER

200~400 ms YD [EI P, BT 2L ZE R,
EMMN i [i1] % (%) 4o B0 275 ms, 5 N250/P3 119
B[R] B8 3630 . A W95 R B ERP o & bt T FLA
g ARk, 5 FLAE L, 1 28w AL
2517 T K N250/P250(Dong et al., 2020; Eimer
& Holmes, 2007). AR IG4Hr & ISR 258,
TEE 2610 FL 51T 5 055 A EMMN 5t A, (4R 1
PR 175 & 2 T FL ARG 450 % B P M T LS &
H1 TR R 5708 CAS [R) 174 O 22— HE BN EMMIN)
53— 7 10, )0 R 2 —Am v R R 25 R R,
HYAA H B T FL 7S &% (9 B 3 ERP A 43 LA 25 31
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B T L A B A, R PR R T AL A IR L B
TG —FERY . FRWIMEA R A T e L 25 A
KBy ERP 143 .

L E, RESBNA NG EMMN
AR, TCIEXT N ERP FALSE N250.,
P250 SR AL . X R, (IR 2G4
1 fL{EFS ERP BHZEFE 0~200 ms Fl 200~400 ms 71
mAE T, B, EMMN St fL1% %% ERP AYAE R
BN
52 {REFRAERIBIXT EMMN 35 & 520

Wik, 76 0~200 ms, 2% —hr R
AR RIZ I T EMMN B8, AH X TR ) A9 i 22—
s 1 SREORE, AN TR 4 s 25 — s o RO i k1
EMMN &3 5. Mi7E 200~400 ms P, Pi )2
A RE, XS Li 5 A Q0125418
—3, 155 Kovarski % A (2017)F1 Kreegipuu %5 A\
(QO013) MBI 5T — 3, X LA RAE A — bk
5T T AH R RIS [ 09 O 22— HE S EMMN,
HIA R SE R B, O 22— v RO A — S, 5
ALK A N1 3 N170 3402 SE AN R, TFE
200 ms Z & I RLUNE S W T L 1 4 4 5 R AR Ak 1Y)
I 3l T.(Czigler et al., 2002; Kimura et al., 2009).
AW FELES T B4 19 EMMN WF58 & B, TE s
A5 B A S T rh WA A5 i . R,
Vb A8 T AH [ 18 FHAS ] B4 O 22— 5 & 1) EMMIN
KB, £ 0~200 ms, A MZE-RHERIFERT
B2 EMMN, FIHERR T 0K P 235 Bk 2
S, LA 25 A5 BAR SR REAE R IX 8] B A i
To Z5RMIR, SRR A shn A,
HA A5 B R O30 3 B 3hin T A9 R B
AIRETE E

X 5R SR EMMN BT 45 RA
—%(Kimura et al., 2009; Li et al., 2012), —/1J
AE AR R R SF AR E N A EMMN 2 25 HE 3R AY AR
i) 0 2% R ME ROV 9 ERP 22 530, WRERL & T
KBS B 2R MR 2ZE S . TEHARN
WFFE A, A [ A 22— v ) 380 ) A SR AR T R R
LRI CRID B2 1] 2H B v i i 2 SR SRR o SR 9 R
AN 100%), 336 T M 00 5 i 22 i R
BT AE B — R, (R AR 1E 5 1
RS AT REMRZE AT EMMN 2060,
FRATEC AL T AR ) A 25 bR Ul S5 1T, SR AR AL
FEMWEM EMMN &N, KW HEMNZERAE

0~200 ms 1 200~400 ms &BA B 3F, X i HHER A
S0 EMMN 8007, B FLIE 2515 B i AR L e 1
0~200 ms il 200~400 ms N33 H S0 T A2
RN . 75— 7T, B AR5 ok A
MESRISH A (2 T 55) A X Tl S HE R 28 A (1) (11
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EMMN varieswith deviant-standard stimulus pair type and emotion type:
Evidence from a meta-analysis study

ZENG Xianqing, XU Bing, SUN Bo, YE Jiantong, FU Shimin
(Department of Psychology and Center for Brain and Cognitive Sciences, School of Education,

Guangzhou University, Guangzhou 510006, China)

Abstract: The automatic detection of facial emotion changes is crucial for survival. Numerous studies using
event-related potential (ERP) technique have found that the amplitude of emotion-related visual mismatch
negativity (EMMN) could be used to test the automatic processing of facial emotion. Previous studies
suggested that deviant — standard stimulus (D-S) pair (different/same) and emotion type (negative/non-
negative) might modulate the EMMN effect, however, the evidence so far was mixed. Therefore, we
conducted a meta-analysis to analyze the findings of 35 studies (involving 721 healthy participants) on
EMMN. Results showed that: (1) EMMN effects emerged at both the early- (0~200 ms) and late- (200~400
ms) stages, demonstrating that infrequently presented deviant stimulus elicited more negative ERPs at both
the early- and late-stages. This suggests that EMMN reflects the probability effect of early- and late- stages
emotion-related ERP components; (2) the type of D-S pair moderated the EMMN effect at the early- but not
the late-stages. Specifically, the EMMN effect of different D-S pairs was significantly larger than that of the
same D-S pairs at the early-stage; (3) in the studies of same D-S pairs, the evidence between equiprobable
and non-equiprobable paradigm showed no significant differences in EMMN at both stages; (4) a negative bias
was found in both early and late EMMN, i.e., the EMMN elicited by the angry, fearful, angry faces was
significantly larger than that of happy faces. These results indicate that the EMMN effect is affected by
experimental manipulations such as D-S pair type and emotion type.

Key words: emotion-related visual mismatch negativity (EMMN), meta-analysis, negative bias, deviant-

standard stimulus pair





