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BT 73 o % T 28 0 2% g TR 22 0. fusiform gyrus)ffLIX EE M FTEFLINT, MmAM
AL SR B [ A 20 B (Tovée, 1998) . 3 TZi’lﬁIE]EE‘LIZ)”JJﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ-ﬂﬁﬂ@%wﬁﬂi(hrah,
e I T A 0 T AR . o T AL 1990; McCarthy, Puce, Gore, & Allison, 1;97;

. . . N Moscovitch, Winocur, & Behrmann, 1997), — 3 #]
% A N HE R (R R ” )
HEXP IR R R S B BOARPTIALIS™, ) 07 50361 2 5 4L T (Rossion et
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’ & 1 21 WM FFA 7E00 T4 St H8 F 894 T
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Wit % DA 0% L, L 0 W2 7004 T AL A Bl . AR FFA I T EAL A7 R LA
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* ER A RFIE LA AR E (31400974) . H K A AR FL o7 N FFA 3% % plp
AL S ST _F I H (31371134 MHT T HRB 454 A E‘LEE%L" Tfm § E/J,i,u @%ﬁi]iﬁﬁl’é‘]ﬁ
4E39 H (LQ14C090004)VE ) HmiA E‘J*Hfufi;tﬂétjtﬁﬁazﬁf%x%(mng,
SEHES: WA, E-mail: zhangye.lucia@gmail.com Singal, Cherian, & Sinha, 2008), Mur %£(2012) A9t

510



54 EN

FRAE: SUIIAAR 18] T FL D75 AL P i S RE 2 15 PR 511

FABAFRNERIEER . MATRIX A . 40 FFA
B AE BE PEA T SERS AN A T . IR R R,
BPAE R EOEAKERE, 2. Al FFA YIREX
SrEALSARELEMS, EA M FFA B 800 T 220
FFA; 51l FFA AHIL, ZEM) FEA 5 i L vk
BUEMR R R D, T X A1 L2 R
(AL vs Zh4iE L) ERg A A2 FFA S
i 37 DX 30T ] — PG 1Y) B g 22 S 85 /0N, BV W
PR 3 BB AR A B SO0 o B B A B Ok B
Parvizi % 1Y /5 N BRSO S8 5 08 - 4 W oA
FFA (LB s, g A & 20 A T L & A= FL i
A2 M FFA YRR s BT, 99 A2 1A i fL
s bRy, R EGE ERyE A, e
B[N 5 4J 0 (Parvizi et al., 2012; Rangarajan et al.,
2014), XLEEHFFEL R UM, A0 FFA B930E 5 A
LR 0 R0 A e KR ER &R Wi ZE M FFA 1)
WOE AT BR T 5 AR mALRNECA G, Bl S HAD
TR LRI LA R A T L2 Sl R A 6 o

EE BRI T 1, — e ds il Z M
FFA 1975 3l 7 S i BT LA K 20 AR AL R 5 1 T
FLIB] 194 40 [X. 43 (Caldara et al., 2006), Meng %51
IR LB, SR A I FRA X 1a FL R0 4 STk,
ZEM FFA 115 315 =1 18 L SR W b A & 25 )
TIFL A RFAE S A 5 AR OG, T AE BR 22l FFA (1
TTERAT, A0 FFA (996 305 AR R AE 2 NG A1
?é(Shu, Li, Cheng, & Meng, 2013), HAbAF T &
W, 4 FFA BEIX 43 BRIl 5 AT fL(Ma &
Han, 2012), Z=fll FEA %t A 3w fLER € i e
J& 1 (Ma & Han, 2012) . X 43 16 fL I {4 (e.g. Minami,
Goto, Kitazaki, & Nakauchi, 2011; Nakajima,
Minami, & Nakauchi, 2012; Nakajima, Minami,
Tanabe, Sadato, & Nakauchi, 2014)L) K Zm 5 i £L
JEIR (Caldara & Seghier, 2009; FKHMESE, 2015), K
PG5 1) e T HL RS R 45 TR R, 2 X T
TR AN AL, H e FFA S BUE X
AT FS T AR 5 7 A T it 2 (SR MESE, 2015) 0 220
FFA S 11 FL Y I T A AT B8 2 5¢ A I LA o 19 SE o
Z1F(Shu et al., 2013),
22 XMW FFA ERTZEMEERH T

XU FRA 0] G351 £ 57 A [a] 45 i B B T L
] HEN, BFERERW, 4 FFA A M
(volume) 5 )i 5 FE 1356 435 14 Bt A1 1% 11 385 4 171 BH I
HOR . HETR, X — K — H R E AR

(Golarai, Liberman, Yoo, & Grill-Spector, 2009;
Haist, Adamo, Wazny, Lee, & Stiles, 2013), RE %
M) FEA i BAT X — 45, ER B AR I 1 4
JE AR S Al FFA (Golarai et al., 2007, 2009; Haist
et al., 2013). WA, £l FFA AR/
T FL R 51 52 42 19 B B B IE A1 5% (Golarai et al.,
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PHNCAZ B & S, I, Scherf, Elbich, Minshew
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N UE B g R B R WG Bl 5k B B K (Druzgal &
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VG e ok B e A 2= . A FFA 5 R
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REUR AR GE & B0, A IRZH Y 4 M) FRA-Z6 A5 1
. A FFA-JG $04i5 [\ [l i) D g i B2 Lk ASD 1
B, T ASD LAl FRFA—ZE M A% 1 i RE
MRS . A0 FFA—A7 AT k9 3% 3 1 5
(Kleinhans et al., 2008) . MIX—Z5R FkA, £
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A0 PR 26 (A 2Bk 1 FFAL AT 81| 380 1 78 ) 78 i
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X [B] (Y 25 M) 7 2 B B, E R BCIRES T, AR
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PERARE R [ (SORE LX) ~FFA ()2 RE s 2%
) 2 2 2 TR ) T FL ) — 2% 2 B 3 [ (Pyles,
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VL b s g 25 Ui, XU FFA 5K MR IX
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X LA B BN T AT BE T 51 BT A S AT Y
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A FFA 8 520 W) i 28 R A 55 08 ) K P o X AR AT
RESCHL T XU FFA i T FLAS (15 B AR St 12,
BIZEAU) FEA SeX) mfLHRE N T, SR 5K A5 B AL %
L4 FFA #ATIR AN L, WA BFFEHEN, Tl
S5 B R T2 MNA M FFA f£38 2 20 FFA
(Verosky & Turk-Browne, 2012), 7=l FFA FAE i
LB 5 BB A FRA A 5CREE &4 ik
MR, T RE TR EERA (Y IR A BE IR BRI KT,
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FFA I 700 FFA PR3 5 12 531 58] PR i e 1 e o
(Verosky & Turk-Browne, 2012), ¢ A A= B22 0
WEE M, LS B A% 3 1 7 18] m] RE A8 1 0 22
S PR LN TR A A% 8 2 A0, i o
2 A7 )45 336 28 45 i) (Proverbio, Mazzara, Riva,
& Manfredi, 2012;Godard, Leleu, Rebai, & Fiori,
2013), Godard 45(2013)& 8, 7£ N170 W5 (E Y
K5 FFA WG MG, Sadeh, Podlipsky,
Zhdanov & Yovel, 2010)A9 AR I 1=, 41 L5 30
HALET I, 2o Ze Bk Ib AR Rk 18 #,
MAH[FEEOLT B Ze sk R ekt 4 7 4
1AL A ML i, e mi AR e, 58 1A 2
BRIGZE BRI LY 22 #0, ZothAa 2k R b2 sk ik
5FWETE NN, XS5 R B L M T
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AL fam 2 s U400 24 3R ] F) DA T A2 A 55
FEER . Mohr, Landgrebe F1 Schweinberger (2002)
HYBFFE I, U2 Kk 1] Y IR R AR e T
Z& T LI, T 3 A B4 A TR A T L i D) 95
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A o X — 45515 %) Keyes F1 Brady (2010) W5 32
#, Keyes fll Brady (2010)[F B & B8, WU 23Kk 1E
D)1 BN S I ATTR W N W oA TR WP o Sl 0B 009 53 2 VAl O]
B LA T T L AN RA A T LIS S o7 s B R
WERR R A X — DUl B, XU BRTE R AE AN
B 1A 6 T L AR A 528 22 T L e e o i 5 LA
PRAE B LE A B e T 2RI IR e i,
XA 2 B [ 14 5 1 o 1A B o T TR LA 4454 L B
# ¥t 3 1 fL & 13 B (Compton, 2002; Compton,
Feigenson, & Widick, 2005),

4 HFHERBEEIMRRE

PEAVEE B, LI TR FFA Thfg 4 T8
APERBITAER 2o Wi FFA 7E L0 T4 9
DIResr TSP ER )8, ASRBFFEFT AR
JUJT IR TAE

B5E, A FFA BT 98 M: R A fR B 2 1
SEUEAFST o Bi 45(2014) B9 1 WRAIE W T Z2 ) FFA
B2 T RE0E, X 45 T FL 0 B A 95 T 38 B 0 s A
I7 18] o A He 58— J5 T W] LATE— 4 2% 4% Bi 4(2014)
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JRAENZE FFA TE B W S3PE | 220 FFA #E 2 K
R BE L ELA W] S DR R AT S S A ELAA A
TR E PEAE M) Bi 45(2014)F8 th, ARWFFE IR
T BN FFA FET AL 2= > VR IR 2% R
iy DX 38 7R 24 ) R A BT mk, DA ST AT RETE AR A T
LT M4, Tan 2 Q011K B, ZEMIK R E -2
PRAZ 1B B0 P0E 7K RE A TN L BE A5 iR 5 2
B R, T — W 5 R AR T e TR
TCIFURIF 3 (] 422 M UE BH T Z2 AR AR [0 I R T 19
EEE, RFETWRR, A0 FFA 5 AR X T8 AL
1Y P 4% sl B TR T S B AR S SRR AN, RS AR
T2 A — 5 I

ok, ZeM FFA 5 At DX B N 25 A
FDIEEIL SR AR AN o ¥ B LN T4 45 44 5 T fg
T I BIFFT A 2 B G FFA SR AT AR 1 (e g.
Saygin et al., 2012; Matsuyoshi et al., 2015), MIfij
2T LAZEM FFA 25 55 48 E B 0L, ik ffi
RIRATTRE 2 e Bk A E L TR AE I T R AR
b RHIFHETTREE LTI W& —REflm TR
BA AR, 7R85 AR 4l FFA
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[ B (1 PO 3] 1 1 22 ) i 2 R BCEE 2 /D T AN
T WSS 3| al b W 222N FFA 19 )52 R 5 B2 A
e AFBENMEES . 55 B X 2 M)
FFA 1893 % IV 25 FEAEAS [ 1 9 DA Bk 3 880 A
GG OL N R E AL, LA [F BT LB FFA 19 5T
Wk MAEAENRZRE, IREAM FFA HTE AN
RS ZE M) FRA S0 B 2 19 AT DL IX 4H 43
Bro BLAh, Y 22 T 5% A DG T L T A
2 SRR R R B, B Tk S X 51T R
ST B A P (e.g. Zhu, Zhang, Luo, Dilks, &
Liu, 2011; Bi et al., 2014; Scherf et al., 2015), X2
N, RS SR KT SR T3 A HTRE 1 02 X 43 A%
e —MAER S Z bR . XA Hrdeif vl Lo
FAAAG E AR TTFLIRBIRE I 22 57

e, WU FFA S HE i 0 45 34 32 (0 A 1)
PER vk . FEXUN FEA (113 B 3k 1) 9t |-
Meng %5 (2012) 5T BSR4 1, ZEM0 FFA W] figxt
T LA AT B T, (H2, FEMAT R o A
] FFA S B (0 B[R] 55007 5 o L 2 [0 422 AH G 1 25
o T IMRI B AREARA IS A 9 R, AT A9
FEAE R TCEMER M 01 2A A5 B T a8, 32
AN E | BSURE BREE (2004) ST 0
T MPAILE R AR L, 25 R A, 7
B2 ST BB, 220 N170 A VAR 35 2 LA o
M. AN N170 W g S i T L0 TAE X B4
HY BB, AR I 1% B A7 K TC VA U W T Lo T
AR A, FEGIL UERA XU FFA 34CHG B9 56 J5 I
¥ o A AT N2 L8 0 ] 38 2 e AR T B A R
TR B i B 23 43 Rk M1 AU FFA 915 BG5S
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YRy — TS0 A% K %5 483U FFA. (1 5. l% T
LA A s (CE TS, PRIiaw, BBZE,
T, 2015). BUAG 00 fili 90 246 34 32 40 56 RO AR 5T 7 1%
T T 3 TR 250 1 L T 0 465 % 42 A ) P T, )
T, S5 EETCE XA AR ), R RUE RO
BT AS BEB 2 P 4 A 322 DX dnf 2t T 90 34 0 0 2 [ 42 1
FZ(Furl, 2015). A ) Mk R RR AR5, ARk TF
R HATEREZIIEE, Wb shS iz id
B R E A

&% itk
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The functional specialization and collaboration of
the bilateral fusiform face areas

SUN Dan; ZHANG Ye
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Abstract: The fusiform face area (FFA) is a sub-region of the human visual cortex, which is highly selective
to faces relative to other objects. However, there are controversies about the functional specialization and
collaboration of the bilateral FFAs. In terms of the processing of specific stimuli, the right FFA is
responsible for perceiving face categories while the left FFA is tuned to fine facial features. As for cerebral
plasticity, the normal development of the right FFA underlines the teenager’s social capacity and perceptual
learning while the left FFA contributes to face learning in adults. Within the face perception network, the
bilateral FFAs link to different cortices in order to perform various cognitive functions. The directions of
collaboration are tasks contingent. Three questions deserve further examinations: (1) What is the extent of
plasticity of the left FFA and whether this plasticity is cognitively specific? (2) What is the cognitive
implication of the left FFA and how does it connect with other brain areas; (3) What are the directional
patterns of connectivity within the facial network.

Key words: face recognition; bilateral FFA; functional specialization; functional cooperation; face-selective

network



