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(AL B O IR GE BT A7 B T SIS, JERT 100101) G EAREBERE, JE5 100049)

B E AESEEITFHR BEALLMIEREMO TR @, FE T 2XE. BAOARRN, 4
BERB LT T AELN., O IR 5B L, BRESE L0 R, St a7 B9, &5 R AR
% 9 ARR B — sk FE AR X 5 (ERP)4) FEAF R R BB A M E ) QAN TS24 —23ES
HZ 8 eyt dr, — R BATHEEME LS B, A0 K60 3 AL IR (IMRI) 89 BF 70 & B8R 35 B H 4h 22
MRTEERRNE LR INE, BESZSABRRALEGAL, o, EEEMRNL. SEEH(ToM)H %, K
RARRAEE EARAR . E i BOAR 5 B R A ks AP B AR BT R Bom B &, AR R AT
VA N T BT B AR AR A — R e A

KGR ER; WHEM, AmidAg; A2

SES B4

TELHIES %o, MM OB A EE IR,
iR TAE R AR W i S — i B R R R R SRR ZIE S T
T RO A B, RO R AR TR B SRR TR N TR L, AR 4 B A A
SRR R WY, MR R R A A BNy, B AR AR T R, DA O 3
T i 58 ZUFE ¥ (Lang, Bradley, & Cuthbert, 1997; EEEM RN EE . 5 EA S 2
Russell, 1980), ) F FIE R AT RS04 SR U, TR Rk sl e e 45 g U
T X PR E T AT R S L BN T R JEIFI R . TR R, 151 45 AR YRR
MR 2, EEREWAEEEBNIESER, KL SR B T R I 28 1R B AR 38 R 5 ST A
AE AR S 25 15 AR LR D ERTIIE S B, o NIRRPCT IR R,
Al IR IR E S E B sh A2k, i%%%ﬁ-‘ﬁ%@l 1 EEISEEES S
TSR AL A O AU i,
i, S N ETE T e B T 2 TR FEVR RN T, A A U o 3 6 2 1
B, AN AT DU M S A T R W5 R, LA R i BARR B | 2 n LA
(A A 415 B, MG OIS MR AT Lo e TEERL R BDEA TR PR AT PR OC G  Ta)
SR IE A M S . AXER TR 11 BRMIRNREENRAER
% 2 AR T 2 ML, AT E AT OG Gernsbacher, Goldsmith F Robertson (1992)
FAERIINT b i1 S AR O F S R E g 4 ORI TE RO /NG, B3 15l o 0 A9
o — B A — B ), KBS A —
A Xt 0 T S T — B i B 2 e
WOk B 2017-02-14 S WY B T LU A O AR ] GE

* KRB A TR E (61433018) . EK A AF L e e 3 o i 3 vy

HLL FE 42 (BAICIT-2016018) ¥ 1) S AR BRI R A (i, K B
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—LRAF g R, kLR R 3 A AR Bl B
FIG 2600 o 455 & IS 3 A v 4 DG I 19 1l o B
AL IREARAS B T Sy 4k, 3% B BAR 3 7 1R 120
FE R ) A 18 28 01 A R A — A, iR S iE R
s 4 SR (IEAE SO0 ), e Al 204 25 R 3k
WK, (AN BARBIRE—FE% . Gygax, Gamham
A1 Oakhill (2004) i — ¥ MFHAK, HFiRET
TELNN TR ZNN T, &AL R L 1.0 B ff &
AT DA D B A B R IE 245, MiAELR I TR REIX
P IE R S AN E R 2, BXT T ILR S EMA15H
25 IR 25 VT TE A4 1% 25 1) ) KN BE [X. 43 . Molinari %
(2009)7E X SEAF 5T (Y JE Atk b=, SCHGIN T 9E Bk
[F] — R (& T A [R) 2 16 ) B 17 26 1), RAE 5 2k
fE55 b, BRMRE T DUMED R LR 28, T AE7E 4
RS54, JB T R — 80U AN [R) G005 i 155 28 10 174 ] 152
A ) TR A, 17T ) — 0% 1) 155 4 1) P D] 452 i ] D ¥z
BER . X455 IR W B L 18] 152 b i 2 ] DA
T B 1 A, T AR S R G v D) R T L 4 i )
RN BTG 22800, (E X [R) — G0 1 15 28 U AS B AR
WXy, ZRA L BFSY, X g B — 8 R I i
AT LU A AT RS, (RO L ) B
PR AR B AR T 5 =X, AN B 4on T v B A
AT RAHEDN AL 3 A i B AR 28, T AR AR Sl T )
S2 T AR 32 A1 28 R s 2 1, A RE HEDN
Hh AR ELA 1 4 -
12 ERFEENHEIMI

TR A A8 T — FR 5 9 52 50 T 55 2 WA 132 3 %)
W B 4 D A 34719 . Gernsbacher 45
(1992)4 T HE b5 # i 25 % =5 A0 1% 45 1 4 I 2 7 1)
BERC R A AT (R iR R A R & 5
A T2 AR 25 1 OCRERD), AT T OCHEA,
SRR ER IR E TS FAESE B A—
HATEEE), TR R A iR, g5 R R
5 F M0 45 A — B0 IR 1Y SN B A LR T —E
BRI, 3 WL AR ] et AR v 1 B X 3 AR I
25847 T HEM . Gernsbacher, Hallada I Robertson
(1998) 3 i i — R HN 25, 3 5 A W 3 0 A
5yt er, hpa I e 2 PE i, A5 R R D
fHTE R I 53 DA 55 B ST B, 15 28 — B S A —
B SN BTSSR AR 25 5, T ELRR 5 A 55 T G
ZHAEM, XFRW T XS 0N E A 3T
Bo N T B HEEH IR X — R &, A1 s T
Sh AR B S, MRS S Z AT —

FE, AN SR A IR ) T 0 T — A B AR 3 A
AT S5 R WRE 4 — 805 A — 200 S p
ZRETEWFPSAT T BA 22 5%, HIERY TIENR
Fli AR I B T LIARSD AR I — A 3 Sl eI
F AR o AR B R 1 & g, ERP AR
SR TN 0 F SRR A T B AIEE . 0
Leén, Diaz, de Vega 1 Hernandez (2010)% B, Xt
TR IR SRR RA—B 2iE R ER
9 N1/P2 J B R 1) N400, 3% £ FUIH Rl 43 1) ) B 3
W B3 70 Bl e R v 2 A s AN A RS 4, —
HLH 5 SO AS — B9 45 200 mT LAt g s i 2
13 EREEENMNEZMNT

IR T T v A 17 4 D A 2 Y IR 2 B AR Y
XA, BEFE AT A — By, RN T
R X AR R A HENR AR AT Y, R
FENN TR A R b st AT T A e, AN
SR N 145 9 J5 F5-9E4T (Gernsbacher et al., 1998;
Graesser, Singer, & Trabasso, 1994; Marotto, Barreyro,
Cevasco, & van den Broek, 2011) . #ALL FEFK
T, TSR AEL N b & T, P
HTT DA 5 AR I 2, SRR A B A
TE22 5, M HAFE BRI R A 7EZe i T, X
TN A s & AR, 535h, Marotto 55
(2011)7E A AR T R (FE U5 W) vh AL T 3 7 2
AT I BE (T2 5 1), KA & 18 254 Y
UL L A, 2 ] i 9 2 i PR SR A 3L ) A 40) 1 T e
S T RIS . L, A ATTE TR A 4
HED () o B v B T IR FI W 55 (SE 0 2), KU
LA AL R IRNC N TAR 28] T 5 1k, R UI PR 1
Be] S R AT TR BRI, A 4 0 AR R A
D2 T S YIRS . IEAh, AR RMIR 2
ERP 5%, RG24 S =C e R0 L iR
53590 K BT AN 99 175 2 5 S ALV (N, Baetens,
van der Cruyssen, Achtziger, Vandekerckhove, & van
Overwalle, 2011; Bartholow, Fabiani, Gratton, &
Bettencourt, 2001; Bartholow, Pearson, Gratton, &
Fabiani, 2003; van Overwalle, van den Eede, Baetens,
& Vandekerckhove, 2009) ., iX So0JF 55 & B 52 3 2 %)
T R 2 S AT S . FEZ N T, —
BUR S 447 B R 3 Szl w] LA 2, SR AE
2 b BB LA AR A

LEA LA BT, B T LR AR IR R T A
T 2%, X R B B HARPE RO T T 5, B
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LR T R DUHE N S A BRI 2, T AE S
TP S EOE ZFARRIN S 4, RRRHED I 21
B IR . O FE T O 2 G T
AL T, FER T HEME T LU
. H S b ER AR A A TE LIRS
14 BEENEEIBFENENR

Bl A IR TIE, 1B R AT LA A F A
FRIEL RS, BT UREELE B NS
o 1B I ISR A T L 45 132 25 oF 1 1A 56 A Rk
%, Bl — RIE L E RO, XL
NABZHRLER . Bl rEss, HET g
R AR TR Y TN I = s 0PN e R L
HRETG SR B E 45 A8 1k, RETERERT B A C N
BERIAL? Vega (1996)F KR A T 15 44 e ¥ i =itk
3588, KRB T LIGE B 2B R 3 A 0 4
A, I RE AR a3 Pl A8 Ak BT L SRR, A
SR B (e, BT BN B R A b
WS —BZ R SE BRI EIRE TS
F—BUWIE 4 —BUA—BU &, S5 R R R
INEEBETS, WAL 1 25 R — 3500 4] 1 B 32
AR T — B8Ok . MBS T, B —1
N7 L5 2 R — B ) Y ) S ) B — K
M A) - T TE R A I 8 e i e (B — BRI 3 —
AEE L, 55— B E 25N — B0 A B R e
FI ] D 67 156 2 — B A o AT b s
FATRLE W, FARin s T S — B 4R — B0
AIFHASR 55 T Beh s 4 — sk A, Wi
e 52 FsF 1) B 4660, 3k 9 W MR 5 70 5 — B bR 3
TEMNTEEAE, FHXHT TR, T
KT B I 45 1 0 BEERAE

X —HRZ G, AIREUITHEBRI TR
B () NI 4 AR Ak, SR BR AT LR oA A
HHE I, BRI T E G sn, B X E %
T A8t 18 R 1 o) 52 P R B T 45 A B2 R
. Komeda FI Kusumi (2006)3% JH H i il 3 % %%
TV R B R P e AN A e i WA
HEREIUT I BATF B RNEBIES T, /A
55 & T A8t B 12 SR O S A 19 ] 32 B R R 2 AR G
FEH I ] DL A 2 1 e i, IR AR IR I AR
TLHEB A OB AR, & SO T 2188 (2011)
R BRTSRA —FH O O 25 e 4 ) 2% 10 1) 1) 132 ) TRl T
TR T WA (1 28 JE 252 ) S PR ) ) 132 25 1 o SR A2 B,
REHE, PRI 5 (20 14a) 7 15 BIUAE 2 55 1

ORI TS G AR, T AE S R B A R R
K IIX —B8 o A1, Mulcahy 1 Gouldthorp (2016)
K BR AR = AN FRBUAR B BT 1 45 e e sk 1,
R B — A FR AU I U A e X — R0 o

VLB B, 1324 7 Bl 132 5 A o i i 3 B
Wi s R R, — B IE g S B Ak
AT LADE 223, I A N TE R FLIE s AL, RN
15 L AN 03X — AN . AZ B0 SR BN BR B 17 A
SRR . LAk, RZ ERP MRS W AIER
1 405 B BRI T UESE, R —H o T EL A
TR X S 5T

2 ERIFEEMYRIIAFIEE

BEE AT LIFELH . B S B AR T
TBfE B, IFT LIHE 415 B A8t b 47 858 .
WA T IER IS A —H%, BAXF
T 1 4 P LR AL S R LE D R R R 7 4 ROk,
FRAT K 38 2o T T LA v A A B R S AH JG ) ERP
SEUEBF ST SRR I — [A] L,

21 RBEHERINEERE R HEN

WFIEH A8 T AR 220G T 18 o L Yy R 7Y
IR — N FIRE AL R A XS P i 2
PRAR Y o FRATTHE AR HE 15 B 0 A SRS B SR 4 T
TR TR 2 RS SIS R, T E A
S RRAH G ALY . R — 3% 4 45 (Construction-
integration Model). 254 (Structure- building
Framework) 5 3 {4 #5 ig # % (Event-indexing
Model),

A A BRI (Kintsch, 1988)IA M 1E b J i
B B AR ST — AN B D BEERAE . 1B IR
VIS AAERZE . FRIZSRAE (surface representation) .
AR FE Al FRAE (propositional textbase) Fl {7 5% 1 Y
(situation model), H 7E1E e FAEHITE B 615 W
AFEIN TR @ 5EE . ZERn—4
FE SR, AR T R,
SAEH EEARAE AN B, EEMTE, i
B LBOE, U AT . SRR RS 0
Fli LA Sy T S0y O 0t i
P —L Y, SERITER AR RE
T LRI, X — W BOR R A 5 A
FRIVER Ao 1 AR ST SR SRR R AR B R,
MRS R R —MEN . F50, HEAN
B SCATEMERAE, SIBRTRARRNANE
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ERFZ IRIER T RWEL TR AR, KPR
MEMBEEAGEWN, BETBREHAFTENRE
BN RAE T HERR

45 14 g 4 B2 78 (Gernsbacher, 1996) A JyiF
B ARG H 0 B A — N B0 R AR 5 4G
¥ o ABATTIA R ARG AN 3% 51 1O BRRAE (928 — 20
SN AR, SR S AR BRI A1
5% B B K B A B B g 21 E S i A
WAB AN B ME A NE R —B, S
S HTEER . R R B R R G = A
A3 . BEI(Lay foundation). HREF(Mapping)Fl
i ¥ (shifting) . BLIHEIR 4 TH i R AL BB RS 2540
BOE B, RPN S — B B, BERE G,
T S W SPT 3 RR  E  A EARI 3 2 I ) SRl
b HFE RO A LA — Rl E— 1 H
SUTF BRI AS BE MG B O 25K rh i, BRAR 2%
R BRI A . PR A R R IROE BIE LA SR
B BREE Y JERY, 2T RBOE A9 AH R 5 AH 5 /Y
OSSR T Wesgt o B 0 i A 5 S
T AR AL 05, XN R 45 55 s T L T
B EEA I JERE, SRR T,

AT s i S N, — A TR A
TR, XS AR Y i AN E B S
ZHT RIS DL RN LU G 0 B R
fif(Kintsch & van Dijk, 1978; Zwaan & Radvansky,
1998), b T B S iy LA i Sro B TR 9 ) 0 22 1Y
Jin T i 2, Zwaan, Langston Fl Graesser (1995)#2 i
TR ICEIR, RN, BE A R )
W I S AT R B, EE SIS
(BFIE] L Zs (0] . AW, TR SRR BT s 4 R B 3T Y
R E B AR Y, Zwaan Fll Radvansky (1998 )4 1 1 ik
TSy R =R METR I (current model), &G4 R
(integrated model)Fl15¢ 215 %! (complete model), fili
ATANAE SRR B I TAEAE 4 A8 —=2mL,
Xof T3 TE 7 B 152 1) ) T 415 38 1) 22 7195 5 A5 A 1Y)
AL, ORTEH, R Y WA I A B Se A T
AR R SRR R SRR, K TAE
JEAZ s B 8 A ARl e AR Y — 43 D2
JRE, BTSRRI R, iR
B TAEICIZ i B G AL, AT BB g e
R G RERIAE TR R, I — AN A Y AR B A e T
FEICAZ e, 58 BT o B Y A

ML b =ABERIh AT DUE o AR ) B

SRR — 3 TR O BRAE, 4 T RAF
W R B — B BRI Tk AR, A4 A RS A
R . AT R, AL R A BE I |
Wb Rl B, SR ICEB RN T SR
AR ARE X SRR, FRATIA I G b i 4 AR
ALV A R 1 2R B A S Y s
SN TPEAG 5T, AL R G R Y A i A
SER AR R B A L SRR IC R TP Y
N g AR A AT DAAE A SRy X 2 R AR R A MR, ST
15 8 A5 TR R AR R, A 4
T N I M 2 R A A AT RE AL R R
ik o T =AM A A S Xy R A R L BRA K
B A L ST A AR T LA SE A Sy Xk Y A 2 A
B 58, = ARG B S
BERE R Y HE B S B A O BRAE T, X
C A Y0 BERAEBEAT ST, I 45 40 A A
Wit AR, )R 3 5 ST BT Y SR AE ST 0 B R AL
BT

22 kB ERP B

TE R 4 BT 5G9 ERP BIF ST 3EAS b H R R
FHaE R, R H o T % ek ] AR K 9 K A
AR HETX O RO AR G 4 PR 1R R
HEATHRVE, AH DGV A O T mes A AN ], B2 B R X
SERFSY G =AM X T A A R
X AT S R T B NS T e T I (R
BEHEE . FHOCH) ERP WFSE M R BLAE R ILER 1,

—IOCTE FMFL M ERP FF5T(Ledn et al.,
2010) K& B, X E AN AR S5IREE B A3
B 235 & BRI N1/P2 S BRI N400, KU
S W A I 4, — B S U — 20
15 Bt mT DATHGH I 2, 5 %o HC AT B I A8 Al
HEH .

SR EAAAT R BT A 558 A A —
AT R, Al B A . B AT
TE JOR AR BT A 0 (A G 4), SR 5 QB m) 45
FAMFEA BARIT AN, fhghy T4 H — >384/
— L) 5 P HE I R BT — A — B SR A,
5 EMRE A BT 2R R R N1 B P2
W (Bartholow et al., 2001, 2003; van Overwalle
et al., 2009)2) R TIK Y P300 = LPP &)
(Bartholow et al., 2001, 2003; van Duynslaeger, Sterken,
van Overwalle, & Verstraeten, 2008; van Duynslaeger,

van Overwalle, & Verstraeten, 2007; van Overwalle
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*1 EREHEEREXH ERPHIR

o B 25 R — B g R
Bartholow %(2001) FiIf vs 170 LPC: Xt 55 T AR — ST A 0 R
300~450 ms; RS AN Y1 L HT .
450~650 ms
Baetens 45(2011) Fit vs 170 N400 (300~450 ms); 55 TR — BT A A0 1 IR X
LPC (450~1000 ms) % R —HA7 A M PEA .
Ledn 45(2010) T PEE N1 (70~150 ms)/ T4 fE B AT,
vs 4 P2 (200-300 mS): s e i ) s 12
N400 (350~450
¢ ™) g i 36 2 A 2
— B BRAS—Fogf e ) )
Leuthold, Filik, Murphy R AT R vs N400 (200~500 ms); & ¥4 KiE o2 i HEEG
1 Mackenzie (2012) N pN400FP W KO RS 5 T

Leuthold, Kunkel, TEEYETREE vs
Mackenzie il Filik (2015) 47 %

BRSP4
{5 BB —BUA—5
SBUR AT SN
MR BT vs T

15 451 R\ K )

Wang, Bastiaansen
F1 Yang (2015)

Delaney-Busch Fll
Kuperberg (2013)

(600~1000 ms)

P200 (200~300 ms); A U B A IRI 315 36 L HE
LPP (320~1000 ms) % R—Ffi5 B A IEAH

N400 (300~500 ms); PRI W0 B A — BH S 42 A IRIHE;
P600 (500~700 ms)

TEA— BB

DA D6 AN — B 405 B R RS BT S5 T
TETFAEVERSE T, AR G 5200 1 = 5
SUR BN, 50 TS 45 i sl 3o

etal., 2009). WA M &I T H KM N400 S B K
f% LPP (Baetens et al., 2011),

K FIE R LA RS 4 15T (Delaney-Busch
& Kuperberg, 2013; Leuthold et al., 2012, 2015;
Wang et al., 2015), KL ZRHELEER, HIT
AU T f 15 2, oAl & A NS Uy i 155
2 o XL 52 Bk T — W 5% (Delaney-Busch &
Kuperberg, 2013)% A & B 25 A — A9 Hb,
HAb LI R 53 M ERT A—FEL /R THEK
A% P200 (Leuthold et al., 2015). N400(Leuthold et al.,
2012; Wang et al., 2015) 5 LPP (Leuthold et al., 2012;
Wang et al., 2015),

X SERF T AR OCTE T AN R, H RS R
% 2 PR VR SRR SR TTIIF 9T, 24 SC B vh i A7 O s
@ 5B R B A —Bn, KA
AR50 R T AN B B o H T O T A [+,
1% 26 05 BAE TR h A AR AR, B e 2%
PR PR B T, SR T ERP ST 1A [
AE, FEMRE NI/P2 5 N400, N1/P2 5
P300/LPC. N400 5 LPC, A SmFsw LBl T
P300/LPC. ifif WA R A BECY W 2y
FAFRIRT, S AT DL LA A S W D B G
TR BIA—E, 2R N1/P2 5 N400 2 #
N1/P2 5 P300/LPC HYRE i F 58 & S 9 2

R P S 25 B, S T RER 2R 5 it 5%
B R TR 1 455 B AR —5, WX R — 8
B EERI e, R N400 5 LPC A, 764
s, T %GB ARG, SEbelfe
Tk SE g G 405 B — 8, HE e s 4 15
B PG 5 T B B 3L P300/LPC BN o X 2 A
SIEANTR W5 P A FEAS R P AL A, (A — LR T
PLay A AN B, AR FRATT 2 AT 5 17 2 LA 1Y)
IS R A AN PR B T I SRR, ZE A A
OHEN K ERP SCEGUEYE, FRATTIA Xt iB R v i 19
E B E/DEREWA REN N T . —
A REXHE R O 0 B SR M S — A R
I 26 A B A S5 R

3 ERBEERTRIMEXS KWL

HRIEAERE TN EEM TORE, 1)
53 5V A T [R], 3k 6 T sk AR A Ao 2 B it R
I ERP WA AR A G . B mitiRinRE
175 26 PR 0 A 2R HLTH, 0 T 0 3 2 T AR AT
REWD B i DX K i X 4% 3R AT HR 3 o

Do HEIE T 2R A T T 45 1R (U, Tsenberg
et al., 1999; Kuchinke et al., 2005) . # £& )+ (2,
Lai, Willems, & Hagoort, 2015; Willems, Clevis, &
Hagoort, 2011)5 1% 24 VE:1E R (40, Hsu, Conrad, &
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Jacobs, 2014; Hsu, Jacobs, Citron, & Conrad, 2015;
Hsu, Jacobs, & Conrad, 2015; Hsu, Jacobs, Altmann,
& Conrad, 2015; Wallentin et al., 2011)K 1 11E 4
RN, FE F A FIER AT EE 4
fifAE G A BIF ST, 3X 7 1 R RIS B A IR AN 8 4 TH
48, FATHEENIA AW 5T bl o5 e 1 2
P 1) i BE Al

R A 261 I 98 A B T 8 — B 1
I R BKIX, EEARE. A% (amygdala)
PN B 45 - (medial prefrontal cortex, mPFC), 11
M [] Aif 30 (the anterior cingulated grus) i il &
(insula) (Phan, Wager, Taylor, & Liberzon, 2004),
T PR A B 2 v e R LA TS 2 I 4%,
& I &R (vmPFC) . A1 4%. Ferstl, Rinck Fl
von Cramon (2005) % BU#H 12 75 W 1/ 45 1 08 s e 2
WIE I 25 A OG0y B X, A 4R R Y 00 T AR
(vinPFC) . 72 Ml 4 1~ #% (left amygdala) 5 fizi #F
(pons). Burin %£(2014)[bE T vmPFC 23 {95 A
55 fdt e 40 7E IR 1 e I T AR B R], R IR R
2 1 1 KT ) 152 5 )RR 28 A — B0 m) I e 32
B )23 A2 K, T A2 5 A 7E B 132 25 Ta) AR — 2y
) I B I ) A 284G, IR RE R B 4515 R
FIAR—E, XFW T vmPFC 5iE R o 05 45 21 1%
F 5%, Wallentin 25(2011)i# i 11 WT <“The Ugly
Duckling” Al Fr B, & 90 e e BE 1) 7 BE &0
1% A7 A5~ 4% (right amygdala).

Br T 1548 2%, 15 R 15 45 B 00 Ot )
%, FEAIGIE R G N4 50 B X 45 (ToM
network) . 17 i BT 0 45 2 0 0 B P B 1S
P2, VB T I 2 BILA H T ERIE R E SGHE AT
PR AN b, PR TR R SRR 1 o AR b B
T AL B I AR R DR, TR A I 2 )
o 1 A PR R B SRR 4K . e R B
fife b, WO BB S S A T LS B A AR
2} (Ferstl, Neumann, Bogler, & von Cramon, 2008),
EEEEMERTNESEEE, FEANTNSE
A OB A2 5 (Basnakova, Weber, Petersson,
van Berkum, & Hagoort, 2014), [K 15 5 1F 25 ¥
AL 29 RO BRSP4 o R4 S R X
A IO 28,55 1 il DX B R DG AT SR IR o

T B DO 2 B TG4 A 2 X A% 0
DX, A 5 X5 BURJE SO ) Ah, L& R
Y 55 15 M 4% (Extended Language Network, ELN),

FEA BT (QTL) . R (STS) . # AI AT
i (dmPFC) , FUAF 154 B BLH{I-(PCC/ precuneous)
(Ferstl, et al., 2008; Xu, Kemeny, Park, Frattali, &
Braun, 2005). fil40, Hsu % (2015)& BLiE# 75 b
BRI 28 VRS I R T M2 (4% i 5 5%
T Th Bz )W BEE, IR T ZE AT ] XA
MR HR S5 97 BT8O T Ak X, Wallentin %5(2011)
& AR IT < The Ugly Duckling” f) 5 M i 2 1) F-
BB T s A A A%, 2 3E SR (bilateral
temporal) , #fi I [l (IFG), Ferstl #1 von Cramon
(2007) & P 22 0 3851 0 715 358 (left  anterior temporal
lobe, 1aTL)7E & 52 1% 45 M ik g5 i & 48 EAE .
Jabbi, Bastiaansen Fll Keysers (2008) % #1 5 H 1t i
s AH B, B B N 4 I A B 2 R T (Teft
inferior frontal gyrus) & 5 %55 K7 /2 (right frontal
and temporal cortices) Y TG MR . X LEAFITF B,
T 4 PR R T 95 G 2 PR W 4%, 0 TR TR
e A OGN X 2 5

Walter (2012)%% 345 43 A HI 1% (cognitive
empathy) 5 1% & 3L 1% (affective empathy), .00 H
FE A R EN B0 B EL S (cognitive ToM) 5055 J8%
AY.O PP B (affective ToM), s i, IAEIFLESE
[ 1% 2% .0 BE B e, JEFE fR E P 00 T
(vmPFC) £ 37 o i B 1/ 1 A% 0 i X2 17 I &5
(anterior insula, AD)5F147 | H &8 (mid-cingulate
cortex, mCC). X L& 525 MK AAAEE S AN
D PRSP 4 EEAFE RIS X (TPY) . B i
(STS). I IMIFT AR (dmPFC) 2 J& N BZ 2 (PMC,
wiEET e JEH0A L NI - F22) (Altmann,
Bohrn, Lubrich, Menninghaus, & Jacobs, 2012; Baetens,
Ma, Steen, & van Overwalle, 2014; Walter, 2012),
KT I 1 2 PR W 8 XX — M 2% 2 5 441
T 37 FE 10, Mano, Harada, Sugiura, Saito I Sadato
(2009)% JH17 28 PR e AT: 55 e BRI 7E BRI O
FE T, SE0E SO X, W 5
Fis 1] SR A X

AL B, BRI N, W
KMz, FRAFEEMY . 15
fife W 4% SoC SRIRIE P 2% X SE )BT T
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Emotion comprehension in discour se and its cognitive neural mechanism

ZHANG Xiuping'?; ZHANG Yuping'?; YANG Xiaohong'; YANG Yufang'
(' Key Laboratory of Behavioral Science, Institute of psychology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101, China)
(* University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract: Emotion comprehension is of great significance for discourse comprehension and it is widely
studied in psycholinguistics. Previous studies demonstrated that readers infer emotional information in
discourse on-line and automatically. What’s more, readers can keep track of emotional change in discourse
and update their situation model accordingly. Recently, some empirical ERP studies and related discourse
comprehension theories showed that at least two processes are involved in emotion comprehension in
discourse: one is the monitoring of emotional information and the other is the evaluation and updating of
current emotional information. Related fMRI studies suggested that emotion comprehension in discourse
activated not only emotion network, but also other networks, such as narrative comprehension network and
theory of mind (ToM) network. In the future, more studies are needed to explore the influential factors of
emotion comprehension and its cognitive neural mechanisms. The findings can be useful for the studies of
emotion computing.
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