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RGFENETFIEREITH: NITAE
AR AL T ST IE SR

iy 2 1 T
FERS KEE
(B BB A LITVE B, Mt 211171) C g stUiu o BB, Mt 210097)

H E BRFARFTELZIHEAEANRSTHM ARG KPR —FrL AE BT, 128, XA it 4F
WA &R F AL FREF T . Wik AL TF A MBI H 0 5 3 MAH, TR R
HRFE, ARFEANGEEFTHORA, X—TR P, EMNBRKDEERBTE FYPNE KL, Mt L& iE
Jiza P 4509 ST I AR R, B E K B — AN T VAR B B F AT 69 AL 38 7 X (visual word form area, VWFA), 45 &%
HREREERMFIRALES T ELEE S FRARTEM I T OER . BEE 4 6935 R THLH B 5
Bl H B e, EFGEILE MR FERZA M TEEM,

XEIR BERFARTFEALITR, AMBRE, WLAHR, kT HH, 12105 wH

FES  B84LS

1 3]

B A% 25 30 (mirror equivalence) 5 5F H (mirror
invariance), WHKEEARIZ b (mirror generlization)k
X #4472 Ak (symmetry generlization), &A%
SR R G2 14 2 — A T A [ — IR ) — e
158 B (Corballis, 2018; Dehaene et al., 2015).
RIATT AR R, SRS EE S S A
FEA AT AR W0 R R 0 Yot AR 2 B — kA S N
Ji L (Bornstein et al., 1978), iT AN #2413
R A, BIRERETESFEOERE LEAE
F BB T SCF R R 52 o) b B AR A R
(mirror errors) (Dehaene, Nakamura, et al., 2010),
L, SC5 B E A 22 s R F g5z e il
<2324 J (unlearning) " AL, FT i B4R 55 AL ~F
i, PAARAS IR A B2 45 I e J1 (Dehaene et al.,
2015; Dehaene et al., 2005), i H, % J@¥E b3
fit )L EE (developmental dyslexia, DD)Zx 2 i i HH &,

il

PG5z AL R, 3278 A0 38 SR ek <
TEFTHEALH ] BEAFAE % (Fernandes & Leite, 2017),
AT, 4R 58 SO T 32 S th B AR S ALl s B AT R
A A 2L, % I WY S o ) 452 2% > 199 R il v]
¥R LA 7 B8 W (Dehaene et al., 2015; 55243,
SRJEAE, 2019), M, A LELHEIRR THEE
ek ST IE B EAL A & I 28 (evolutionary adaptation
theory) X FLRLHHAT IR R IESR . 285, TR G
i B 09 G 4 A5 S A S 1 A IR 0 400 i S
PR EYIN T HL, FR TR e > PR %
ARESFAR AT A FT R 2L A DD L R
32 Ak 00 ) TR X R JHE A G i I 2% S 1 BIF S IR U
LA ) W 7 B S B s 2 2 v A2 AR IR T (left
fusiform gyrus)@{ 5. i JE X (visual word form area,
VWFA)5 R 5 57 /2 (early visual cortices), Ii
I 17 J2 (parietal cortex)Fl i fixi X 4% (brain networks
of spoken language)Z [A] (3 HAEH, Tl HER%F S
R Gz A AL 4T B 55 18 S A el <P Y B
TSR . R R 5 IR — R IR AR
Wk H B 2020-11-27 {1 7] 53

0 B FE A HURR 2 VL9 A T A S 06 T R

(19MHCSKF02); ##H A CH &R~ H - 2 ERENNFIENHLEENIEE
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AN 02— AR S I 8 L E Rl ERE 180 BE
JEIE R A5 . T AR S 2B R
SN S W0 XS B, B AT R A2 — A T AR A R
B 1 B I S R, S BRI T
2 LR B X G 8 A~ 0 T A5 A T — R 3R
4 Jin T_454E (Bornstein, et al., 1978; Corballis, 2018;
Rollenhagen & Olson, 2000), 75X —Fi¢ A9 F4HIE
Pk A w2 S IR e~ T B AR R (7 A
\ ) ZEAIE SR ECE A A A A
BOE BRI ( C A 0 )BT A SRS, TERE S
X RS REURIG 4SS I T Tl SR
TX—¥ % (=, Bomstein, et al., 1978 ;
Rollenhagen & Olson, 2000), 1 H, AZEpy—LLf7
TR, BILG~4 4 H) . JLEG~S )T
NG EATF DY —FE, 255 1R W X A0 if 52
5B A T BE TR 45 1% 1] (2 WL Bornstein et al., 1978;
Corballis, 2018). PRI, BEf5 48Rl <7 18 S Wit i) 72
— RSN TR A S IE v, B RGE AR
AR R B RS E M, PTBE 322 32 Y 8 (built-in) A
5 ¥4 /) PR 5 (Bornstein, et al., 1978 ; Rollenhagen
& Olson, 2000). I FG AR E N T, Ak
AT LA DA 2~ 000 T e A0 b PR3 SRR S
s R B, 36T B AT IA R 2 X 0 far R A A R
#A B BALFY(Ahr et al., 2017; Bornstein et al., 1978;
Corballis, 2018; Dehaene et al., 2015; Pegado et al.,
2011; Rollenhagen & Olson, 2000),

3 SEERENEFIEEEMNNEEEH
RZERMITHER

Tk B IR R 52 38 % (ventral visual pathway)
TR WA L T AL RIS S AN T 0 8 R R
P BEIN T o X4 Bk | RRL M VI XA
WARS, 4 V2 KAV V3 X E V4 X, R5
I B2 JZ (inferotemporal cortex, 1TC)f%i# (Dehaene
etal., 2015), Rodman %5 A (1993)%F4h4E % ITC 41
TP LI SRATF I A B, — 28 4 i o T L S L A4
A BN, PR BRI TR B R R .
Rollenhagen #l Olson (2000)7E W 4EHRME ITC FHE
S B 40 M [R50 3] — B £ SR 40 T 41
M, AT e~ AR 1 L b R B AR
I 52 7 BB AHAL . Baylis #1 Driver (2001)1 & 8, 7
F ITC WYIEAR G % 20 A B A5 B AR e X LE B 22
[E Tz Ak, BB st K Z E IR

WLH, [ JE, Freiwald Fl Tsao (2010)f)—
T 45 & Ty BE 7 W% 4t 4k iR (functional magnetic
resonance imaging, fMRI)FIZH A HL i 5% H7 A 1) i
TR, BB ITC MTHFLRIR RE R ER
JiN L (hierarchical processing)ZH 2 A . HAKF I,
T8 LS I B J2% X e ] /M0 38 60 v [ 56 1 o 28
TCASORH R 2 LI A A ) TR AL S g, T A/ ) o
25 50 U)X 45 S U TR 7 T L S RS R B, T
T PR %) 4 22 T % TL T A A ORI R0 AR % e L B
HAGBHA N . ATUL, B+ ITC Mm-Sl T2
i T NG ) B0 R LA A AR AR A R B 4 T
16, e SEIoE 2GR sFIE

N AR B (fusiform  gyrus) KKl - 78
P2 ITC, R | LA SCF AR [R5
Mtk A G B R CHEH . Dilks 58 A (20114
—Ii fMRI BT &I, 24 A 289060 24 0T
SIS P R R B, 0 A A2 A )
H IR R BRI, R ] % P T i 1 X —— 5 AR
IR ¥4 (posterior fusiform sulcus, PFS)F 52 #l & —
FERY . BRI, AL TN oK S ) /M RL 78 (lateral
occipital sulcus, LOS)X S (& W) IR 51 A U 0 22 7
BN, 2% BB HE 0 7E R 058 n T By B s
TokT, HHEERT . Axelrod 1 Yovel (2012)
H)—I MR Z 7ot B A A s il T etk i AL
X (fusiform face area, FFA)XY i L A2 — 4 ] 1l B 1%
Sy & A = W (B A 41 & 7 | I S v
T fL X (occipital face area, OFA)X} LI A2 — 4 4%
G U N . S, A R0 A0 o 3
A — A 5 RKIW AL ELON T4,
B bR 1] 671 57 Ak 2 40 4% 1o L 22— 0 T A4 Y
G S EAE B, TR R i e 2 00 B B
e~ TR BE A Y g

4 FEIXFREFIPREELHT
TEFT AR BN &N 48 2 4 )

FR Y 5515 S5 a0 ol s e 2k B 3 N BRI, BF
I A A 000 TR 4% Bl ) R 2SR U LT IR A A
LUFAE B, FENZEANE SIS, i AT
15 152 3 7 B A3 1 75 B 88 ) 22 A (Corballis, 2018;
Dehaene, 2009), JLEEE % 7 3~7 % RG] 5%
B 22— A5 M T B AR B, b R ed” s <pr Fl“q,
FEAATAE SCF R S b B B AR SR, B
BEAR SR ST 1E ] R S W R B BUAR AT I S0
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i3l (Dehaene, Nakamura et al., 2010). i1 {8/ 5% -
U6 SRR B SO Y B 125 > rh el 4Tl B AR SR AL
s SR, R T AR A SCE I 1R B T A A R 22 AL
il o AR AL 5 et 22 ML A 3 75 o o LA
L5 A

4.1 INEHLE

X ) 5 2 T R RN D 32 4 R SCE Y BIF S
(Kolinsky & Fernandes, 2014; Pegado, Comerlato,
etal., 2014)F W, [ 33238 JAI W g > 2o — A I ThT 4%
WA 2 75 3R [R) — SRR s v W) A S B
AT BRAR [R) A 1) B Bz, 4 7 SC B 132 RE ) 1 4R
AT RE 2 T I AR R AR 10 S5 8 sy 4B n T, HC
A I BT A BB TR AE (cost) o WF5E
# (Dehaene et al., 2005; Dehaene, Nakamura et al.,
2010)HEM, B SCF Y 1) 13225 > W 2 PE B AR
SERECSF AR Ay < F o )7, S EURAR SRR ST Y
FIH o

WFSCUESE B, B SO 3227 ) T B AR
SRR LAY B <252 20 AL RT RE 5 B 132 X AT R
Wt 70— 00 T B AR B 0 B AR AR R A K
Perea &¢ A (2011)R FH V4 BE 2 15 L 13) 9 1) ) T 4
Wi J 2l 3 2R U 4 2 )L 2 R R AE AR RIS R B,
FRE SO R A AR R G T RE 2 Sl A v
BB AT R T BE (b/d) B BEAR, IEAS 1 A T B e
Tl (e, 1, s, 2)AY8E1% . Brault-Foisy % A (2017)%
JEER 67U s s 4~5 AR B Tl L Y
TR0 R BR, A0 SR i 2 30 S 3 R R T
S e — 4 M B 48 7 B (b/d) B iR AR], AR T
SRR & AN FBE(E 30 0 AS [ B ) SOAS [
AR B kMR EGR], JLEXS Bl 5 BE Y 9
AT Ay 0T B AR DN Sl ) TN R R G A
FEEHMEN, X PGS S50 S e T TE SO 2R 2
Yy AEAE — E BN AR A, S5 0 )R g fBin] v 45
B B U RN A A AR (A R - R )
T B TIZ AL (Brault-Foisy et al., 2017),

DL b A 3 1R B U i ST IR
PEISZHE BN, Borst %5 A (2015)7E— M #r 225
VOB B B B2 A s b R B, 5 Sl
KA AR BEAR T RE (i <a/h) A EL, A 2R Bh
Ay A0 T 4% B (A <b/d™), B B A H R
F189 A0 T B3 A TR DN Bl ) (S 0 s 1 ) 8 S L 4
TN, Ahr 58 A (2017)5R FHAR ] 90 2 HE B ik
VAN B 125 031 000 5 5% - BE (I p/q) R

A H BT EEAN /o) TR SRR & B, BE
J T AR B AR B T B B RN AR
ZAesm . 534h, Ahr 4N (2016)2R HIX — =0k
BVFPEILA BRI LN — . = HAEHR(T~11 %)
ILE RIS LB, = 41LE WX R 7S sh R
PR T2 - ERT A 20 CAF 108 ) B AR ) T oA % o i R B AN
AN B 52 2 31 R 58 4 S BN B8 BRIz A
g7, A LAY K R A R T R 32 B
ALK IR

AL, SRR SCF R R BB A o R AR
AR Ay 2m P, DL S RS T B (b/d,
p/Q) BN B SE R AR, HR, N R R
JLE, B FEAGMN, Bz m T2
RS T 0T % 45 (U, TR R A5z Ae Bl
Al RS B R AT I SO R T R
miH, X A& T AR RerE — A LT
sl 3 W i B AR S ST E
42 TREHLH

NZAFEHSCFER T 8 HAF 3~5 T4 (Carreiras
et al., 2009), F AN KA BE#IL S & R H—4>
LT H TR SCF iR X (Dehaene, et al., 2015),
Dehaene F1 Cohen (2011)42 4 A #2uH-F K
1% (neuronal recycling hypothesis)iA Ky, U138
22 2] I REAiE T IS A0 RR 558 B R S F T U
ESEATTEINSE b N D70 = 2 vl 8 A= 2 s 12
B SCF . BT R WX A R L B T
RS VAN RN IS N G IRt R S DA A
SR B AR I BRI BLE], T8 3 — Fil X %o 45
BRI R SF AN T

TRFRUESE W, A0 22 AR R (o] v 1 2R
T—NAI PRSI SCF A VWFA (Dehaene et al.,
2015), Dehaene il Nakamura 55 A (2010)% FH7E 4
Ja SIS 1 IMRIBFFRR I, AR 0 1R A ] 152
HE RN LRGP S B A R A L T LB k)
W, VWFA BT R S0, #2781 — ik XA X
L N R A p U b € X S W A (25 e 22851 7 v
J7 5 B PR s LB AR I, SEIE VWA 9
EX TR, HAAFEGEMER, £
B 33— il DX AN ASOX 4 4 T FL A B 4500 T2 A5 AR
BSFIER, BRI REARXT R o (B2, 7EF19E
i 5 R A B A% Rl B VWA J1 38645 B shason,
JRAE X — fii X 55 4 R s 1 L 55 1% S5 A0 sl <R I T
I XA ESE, #2728 VWFA 1T LIBER 314
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i, Pegado %5 A (2011)KH fMRI BHF5TI0 K5,
BAR B IR A 5 2 A MR DL M W PR B 15 TR A,
TEAALR IR TE R L4 1 VWFA B1RE sha, $#2
TR IX — i DX AT DA B AR o B, AR AR 4 o T
R GAR RSP IE Y . X LETERE R W], RS
BESCF R e 2, TR S T s L ) A2
PR T B )2 0 B R T IR B B, T B Y
P ITLZ W > 15 T BN B R TR RE ) o

A2, AR5 5 ey 2 2338 3 451507 A 1 il
By« 2T B, FTRE A DA AR BT R J2 ol 28 T %t
BRAR AT Y S sl SR N T, DA N B 22
P VWFA W7 JAS H i id Bk = X i —HL ] )
RGNS, H—LAEE PR M BR R 5 VWFA
56 2 i 0 5% 1) AH AR R T RS OCHEAE . BPR
(Dehaene, Pegado, et al., 2010; Pegado, Nakamura,
et al,, 2014)KM, SCFRBEEBR T %3 VWFA
TP 2o B R B R R R S SO =2 A, i
THREPIEEZHIM T W H, £#HFG
(planum temporale, PT) (f7fif 010 & A& %
R B T8 & BN ARG ZE ST [ 38U rp L 3R
0TI 5 308 B2 J2 78 P9 A 103 o ) 245 %o 5 T ) - 14 L
N #0575 1) 14 5% (Dehaene, Pegado, et al., 2010;
Pegado, Nakamura, et al., 2014; Dehaene & Dehaene-
Lambertz, 2016), #T#, Moulton 55 A (2019)% H 7k
UK B AR B0 R (diffuse tension imaging, DTI)AY
R R, JLEAEEIE P32 2 5 —4E i )
TAERE B K -4 R B9 VWEA 5 3500 5 3B 100 fz
JZ(dorsal posterior parietal cortex)iZ #2 M A9 4% S5
MU, IF H5 I T A BE R AR S AR G
HZEMZE, T EZARESSEGTF TSN
— A~ K X (Moulton et al., 2019; Priftis et al.,
2003), Lépez-Barroso % A(2020)f% fMRI B ik
K, IBAGREFH S CEEMIL, VWFA 5
BT BN T 22 45— T 4% (left fronto-parietal
network) 1) 7% B2 04 B 3958, {H 55 0T 5 W 4% (R 4R
W5t 57 J2F0 Heschl’s [8])F04 ML 5 F) 45 (1 FL 2%
Wy A S 0 S I T ) A R I X)) 1Y 34 4 1k
BIEES. T H, VWFA 5580100 W 2% 19 3% 3 1 el A
AR S = 58] TS A 1 2 5 (Lopez-Barroso et al.,
2020).

T U FAEE A U B, 7S ma s
FFRY SCF B 22 2] v, 1 S TR BTN Lk A2 — A5
T BEARIR W W R AT AU R L 40 ik

(Dehaene, Nakamura, et al., 2010; Moulton et al.,
2019), K5 xF H x5 B 5 R HE AT I g 0
(Lachmann, 2002), Bj—id 2 32 ZA & W RN 1
— B S RAE G A 05 A5 2 AL
K25 ZMBIR T B 25 VWEA A EAER, 58
HUBE AR F B A7 2 FobRHIR Bl i (AR T E )
TN 55— 5 T 9 A R R AE AN 2 1) i L
FR T B2 J2= 55 ZE MR AR [l B2 J= B VWA A LA
H, S EARF R B SRR RIS (A -
M BN L J5— i R K 20 A AR (1] iz S22
VWFA 5 OB Rk M2 A AR, G465 A0
] B J22 (N PT) R 20 At 45 5 1) 52 T A SEE B
FHTE S, L S#E T B RE . BT
B 2 0 S B Bz J22 18 38 B (20 A 75 bR 3 — T
Sy FUBFIRA S F8 B2 5 Hod), DASEBA R -5 R
(grapheme-phoneme) 74t , 1if — i P2 241502 1k
IR AR S ST AT Y DG, JU 2 Tt
B 2 08 AR R I X B AR A 6 43 B R B AR
o A BE T OCT A S i — v n T,
B4 T 5 F R I TE S AR, S/ BT
i 2 — % R0 T.(Lachmann & van Leeumen,
2007), Az, TESCTFR S e R ARz
AEAM T8 7 A5 B A S Ak sl < 1 sk 2 L, T
REAKAS T2 MIBAR Il 5 VWA 5 RUBIHLGE K 2 |
oL Jz J22 R0 1 o A P 2% 1 28 HAE

5 KREMRNERER

e FREAE 1) BB i (DD — MR 22 M i bl 284
YeE AL, IEABESIILERZ | B LT fgh b
WL PrEl (Peterson & Pennington, 2015), F7¢
1928 4F Orton FLIEM, £i15 I 541 % (reversal error)
(1 d 5 b, 51 5 R)/& DD (M40 HEIR . 1410 Orton
Fr U IR AL, DD JLZE B T F AR 2t xfE DU BE I 52
G R 2 To B LR BER BB (Lachmann & van
Leeuwen, 2007), Lachmann F1 van Leeuwen (2007)
IRy, B EeRE AR L3 A RE R M s R gz Ak,
MATE 2 5 & B 2 A MR AT AR, Bh
T 3 R % WO O — A UTE A, b RN d T RERE R
—FERY . L8, Fernandes 1 Leite (2017)M B 327K
. MR EE RN R T = AN Jr K4 T DD L
HGR R R AR RN ELE . 45 2R %3, DD
JLEE M —— X B8 2 F AR g, AT
TEFRERETE I T B 80T 5 5 K TG
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PR PEB G HE N MM, 88 DD JLE A [
(A58 2 (A T R JC T A shr R 2 5 . #F
FEEMEM, T AR T 00 B 52 > A BT
Bk E, BT LT E [ Sh i & BRI AR
HIHLE, X 58 DD JLIE M T 5 3CFE R )
AR BEAGZ AL I R ME(Fernandes & Leite, 2017),
i 2ot R, BUA WFSE(Richlan et al., 2011;
Martin et al., 2016)3¢ £ % T DD A 1ERES N
TRIE T n i B, LR R 56 i i 45 7 5 Th fig
BRAS o SR, AR T 2 R0 E S vk %) i O 46 #4
S5 T TR B2 B, (EBER 9 R e
VEA 2 05 % SR B A N TR R, R
A ) 352 DR X A AR T BE X LK 7 B ) 10355 |,
R At AT — Tt SARMERE 515 B (Corballis, 2018).
WEAE R, DD L 2 5501807 A i e 12 541
ol S FT I A R 56 5 1 45 1T BEA7AE 454 5 T g %
il 7 5%, DD JLE M ZMIBR M 5L VWFA A UAE
TELE R BB (Ma et al., 2014; Frye et al., 2010)5 )
BES % (van der Mark et al., 2009), FHH5E % 2
BN T fE S1 8 A B (Cao et al., 2018; Siok et al.,
2009), X AT BE2HI 55 BEAR B2 > b B R B
PNT, FRZAE A MBRR [ 5k VWFA X855 4%
BRI . SR)5, DD JLEEEMGE H AR 2 a4 55 T
P74 (left intraparietal sulcus, LIPS)FE7EMLTE %
(Siok et al., 2009), VWFA 5 7 T F /) i (left
inferior parietal lobe) ¥ 7% 2 14 1 W {2 9k 55 (van der
Mark et al., 2011), XA fe<s5 X 515 B AR
PRI AE, S BB Rz AR B G . B,
DD L2 5153 % % A & 35 0 T B I M 45 5 42
AR Wl VWFA /93 fig % 4 M W 10 9855 (van
der Mark et al., 2011), XWIFE&FEAETIELFR:
o iRl Z AR B P B 4 i ok & R HE (Lachmann
& van Leeuwen, 2007), 244X, DD JL 2 ) 1% 2 i k¥
2% ZE LR A 25 DA SO R A 2T v B
BEAQIZ A I R A7 AR R S M B, R AR B R
FREIN T AT 55 v R i 285+ 5 2 e AR B A iR £ 7
Rkt BHN, HT DD BR—MERFRENEE
BEf (DRI 45, 2020), FTBiR 2 1l A X
e Ly ) 245 25 LA B 1 AH S TE 38 1T LU AE 2 KRR
B DD BRI R BEALE, A TR

6 BAESREE
1R S e S AR R B 5 A A 7 4 X

PR A SR PR 00— Fb @ 38 B T, {H T RE 2 i 1541
ERAR T SCF R ) . W, WiEE A %
BLaE o R BRARIZ AR A0 0 < 2 20 WL, 4T
BRGSO SEE, LIRS R B A 0 RE

X R, A 2 AR AR [l R e A T — A
A LIRS F A VWA, B 53— JIj X % 44
B AL CARSR R AR F RS . A5G
i 28 o0 PR P B, B SO B 2 2D A T S
FH T A 3 AL T 22 MARAR [ b 60T . w25
WEHE s, ZMAKRPID VWFA 5 R0 j
2 TR R 20 03 A 2% A8 AR, v RE R
SCEA R 2 2] PRI AR ] S AR AR AL S S E
IR P2 IERY . 1 H, DD JLEE (4 AH 3¢ i Y
KO REFAESS M SD)RE S, XS S EUBAT
T ST Bl isE A > b BG4k B ) TR

SR, S BEAG S A s~ e R AT A ol A
P AL E ) WA, R — a8 R A5 A
%,

B, WER R E A A YR 1R S R
oM T MIEH . REIERRH, B, #ksk
B B R SR E S HE N T i 1TC R —
H A A ITHAT IR IR A, B EEAR SERE s T
AR BRRAE A . HE, B —FhELS RS
i, BT NERAG LR, W2 Bk i i
LR TN& B K ENER AR EE,
R, 45015 45 S a1 Al mT LA g 2 Bk 8] ) 3 38
P 37 B BEAGIC ICH B 5K S (Corballis, 2018),
T WA, E—PRE T LOERERA B b,
Wil 5 5 B IC ARG o (HIX — i i X 21 B AT
B (]4L 5 R B, B R A 1 S — A AR A7 i
FHE b M d By, DLSEL RN AR S B R ST
{H (Corballis, 2018), — b4 B 5¢ Y L 75 F 5
M 15 VI W72 BR8] 7 A £F 2 15 2R AT A — D2 BR
G2 2] (N 2R) 5 3 — M2k BRic A2 D3 i 552 56 B
%(Achim & Corballis, 1977; Noble, 1966, 1968)%’:
P 4 SRR BR B AFAE B AR 0 1L B LR,
RN BT A G T8 A R E AT RESE K, i,
ANEMBAR B E AT L 2L BRZ R HoA7 2Bk
5 O W, AT Ay T 0 2 (Balfour
et al., 2007; Schott, 2007), &R AET-HE WiFE
05 1) F Fh A7 2Bk 0 R G R 12 I 5 L . Corballis
QO18)fEM, RSN ITC KHEA L4 g
TEPEER B B AR ICAL R TR G E T . mT 0L, R
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B FARICIL S W A5 B 0 HHEAER IR 5D,
fH—A> 58 B B AR A SR I Tt A LB
A WIS 5 IC A B B, AR IS T
DL J 58 2 % 5 A A7 it b O BEAGIN T B 01Ok,
VA BB 1 27 2 15 2 BEAE S BR N S A R SR AE, 17
J B T EGE 2 BR R 3% G TE W 2 BR A R I
filhn, X+ RAK SR ITC 4000 B g st H AR A
BCEEREE G B AR, AUATLIIEAS ITC 4 xT
B AR RRAE A AR BLE 7E 2 2R P 50 Bk ) 19 S e
3-8 5 1 (Rajalingham et al., 2020; Rollenhagen
& Olson, 2000)2 75 & 7675 A 25 4k 4y B T 5 3
PR, A AT DA RS A A 0 D8 2 A sl il AT 45
I BARIR VR &5 S TR & G 4T 4R 03 i T ) 3R
W, MBRHENN SAEERTEIEES LR
(Corballis, 2018), 73 7k, X 1F & A F1EI 24 fini g A\ A
2 0 WY 3k 7R 5 BH (visual half-field tachistoscopic
presentation) 5 15 B 4% 140 T #4714 AH 5 HL fir
(event-related potentials, ERPs)ic 5% . fMRI &, DTI
FH, 7T LLR Goks A P 2P Bk AE BE 4500 T b iy
25 5k 3 L B BR B A 41 2 1) 2 4 1 5 2 BRBER
J 5% 22 (Cohen et al., 2000; Adibpour et al.,
2017).

0, BBz A S TS i AL R
BRSBTS F RS RS A
Bz AL < 2% 2B, H R RN B 5
B B 2E 3R, L E R B4 el T
WA Wi Ge gz ALl f in TR0 . Bk, MR
Z AL S RS TR, R, i,
BRARZ AL S 5T T S Al e AR S e JLE
el sz 158 T Bifg iz AR i g fe e iR Bk
PR 2 AR AR 1] 1 1R FH 234 2 32 B B AR S5 3
BCSFAEAIN T A H 2, R4 Bk Rz AL R T fig
2 PR X — il X B AR BT S R W —F s &
Y (heuristic) A B T.(Borst e al., 2015), K,
ANE RO o CFRENILE, B2 R
BRI N, SO B B S B RARZ Akn TR
2% B 3 . —28 fMRI W57 (Dehaene, Pegado,
et al., 2010; Pegado et al., 201 1)1 & 9, FElia %
H I VWA A2 A 377 A X AR BT 1R 0 45 3%
BCSPIEMN L, W] DL A SRR B, X
LRGSR B T AE B SR N B e 3 T ARz A S )
INTERT g2 H R A M. TR, 5z ik
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Mirror equivalence or invariance and its breaking:
Evidence from behavioral to cognitive neural mechanism

QI Xingliang', CAI Houde?
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(> School of Psychology, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210097, China)

Abstract: Mirror equivalence or invariance is an adaptive processing of animal and human individuals on
the bilateral symmetry of natural objects, but it could also hinder learning to read the script containing
mirror-image characters. It is necessary for readers to learn to use the inhibitory mechanism on mirror
generalization, so as to break the mirror equivalence or invariance and acquire the ability to identify the
mirror characters. In this process, the left fusiform gyrus cortex gradually develops into VWFA capable of
recognizing mirror characters by interacting with the early visual cortex, the parietal cortex and the brain
network of spoken language. Future research needs to focus on some important issues, such as the role of
two hemispheres and commissural fibers on the mirror equivalence or invariance processing, the detailed
processing mechanism of mirror generalization and inhibition and its influence on mirror writing, and the
mirror generalization processing of Chinese characters in normal Chinese children.

Key words: mirror equivalence or invariance and its breaking, left fusiform gyrus, visual word form area

(VWFA), “unlearning” mechanism, mirror generalization and inhibition





