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* % o4 (Meta-Analysis) ©

B A fEIE & [E65 A 8118 X TR Be g =
ETF MRI AR TH

B4 HPEE RAF

(TR T R P SO OGE 2R, s 999077) C o s K2 3% BE, Bat 210097)
C i EBRER AR KRS R XL, AL 230026)

W OE OAMRHAET IIARAA AR ARIRT T8 O M EABE U TR, Wit T ZAR
SR MABBPBERXNEZFZETLALHRENZ TR EREN, ZHOBREEEXBEHE, BEAAAL
ZHREF LN AR ERREERE, LR TE ASD AFE T I THAZIHRET R A AU L85
BERSEIEYE, B CRBORTRE X —REEZRAAGAS L, BATAHSRRAE T IESFREL
U E AL AE

KR A WEE RS, AL, IMRL, TH5H

RS B84S

1 58 T AR G 45 4 A1 D REFR T (Harris et al., 2006).
A EF X ASD  ABEE T T4 2 AL (4 A
F—BORIT M0 T35 = R, 2 R A I s
5 TD S, AR ER R LF
TE4+1, Herringshaw %5 A (2016) 5425 1 BLA £ %)
ASD A BFIE 5 Wi 10 G S Atk ) = b B, IR
T oM k3858 T ASD A BESE iiiE = m
A 55 B 2 B9 2 190 DR M 93 0 A2 2 S R — 1
Vo X0 U A 55 A S 18 I 45 T R D 0 4k,
SR AL B T DX, A B ek 35 ) A S
P BB SR A S G . BRI L, A WESTAR R AR
EEIMTAES ., 5 TD #ik M, ASD #k &
b A2 R S DX, Il AR T X — A R
FA T 55 DX 0 Ak 1T BB X B I TR
R4k B )7 [H] (K leinhans et al., 2008); WA #F5T %
P15 TD X BRZHAH L, ASD #H 76 58 s =5 i TAT 55
W, T2 OHE T 5 A E A [1] Z R R S A i X
Can ik FR TR, IR HE T 22 3800 455 =TT AR 1%
BB 40 18 5 0 AT 55 22 B0 5 0 1 K e 3 ik
(Kana et al., 2006); A BF5EHlts T ASD #idm

P 4 3% 28 5 5 (Autism  Spectrum Disorder,
ASD)JE—Fh i 22 K B FEf, LAAESs 38 i R AE 15 e
13 AL Z0ARAT by A B 8K O R IE (Diagnostic
and statistical manual of mental disorders: DSM-5,
2013), iH, ASD AHEAEIR S 175 2 8 5] —
E RIME, 78 ASD AR A o & et D RE R T
T (Tager-Flusberg et al., 2005), Hefs & @ HIGE
PEIR F 19 ASD AMA (R FR 5 i ASD)TETR & > 133
By RN 5 AR B A B (Typically
developing, fAifk TD)Hy2E5, BN, 5EIE AXT
T AN 2 b T e SR RN, 7 PR A O
PR 1A (A Sk, Rh k) SE D TH AE 7E R X (Bigsti
etal, 2011), M TIZABAETE T JrH 2RI Frak
o TR X, AIF 58 AT P T ) i v e A R i B
(functional magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI)%
BB HARIRSE ASD AHEIE I Ty p Z AL,
T A K 18 0 T X IRk B S i AR

Ve W 2021-10-24 T G B I T O P
BEEE: 2T, E-mail: 1dd233@sina.com BB AU B TS (Harris et al., 2006), UL b 5
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FEATREH THES5 268 . ok A4 07 Jr vk 45
B AR FRAF — B 4510, iR T4 B 7 1 % 5 B
REERIATEA, eigAT ASD AR 05 = H#
A 5 A9 — BOROE UK X . Herringshaw 55 A(2016)
R T W0 ALK P A 71125 (Activation  Likelihood
Estimation, ALE){&%% T 5 TD A#fAHLL, ASD A
BN T8 F 0B an X, A, B R —30
MG 22 AR, IR oR 45 2R R B b iy = Fp
BRI AT IR — A0 A5 2 BT AT 15 5 0 TAF 55 1 S04,
5 e A 3O AR BRAR AT 55 SRR T
AH I 1 s A0 A B 356, 5 B A0 o 085 hm T R ap  n
T AR 45 S HF T 384 50 9 A0 B T DX 3R 0 AR U,
T 9803553 P 80 500 o 48 5, ) 3 P SR T K R %
RAFZITTIT T EE R SR o X — 45 R WR T 58
AREF I TAL%0), ASD ARES TD ARERY 25
PGB AT A A, 55 2 XA [R5 00 1 55 hn
TARS FER AT

WHEINN, FiE ASD ARHE T e OB
TETE 15 FH 7 1l (Tager-Flusberg, 1985), Kanner
(1943) e FI i i [ PARE 42 2, <“&f — A~ 1] T 5~
ZAEMEME 22 AR AR ENEF N
i, EABATTE > 15 F0R] T8 SR8 W08 Jr T
FEAEEIME, Phan 28 A (2021)[FE#ERJH T ALE 4387
RS T ASD AR o0 S A v S 8 06 A%
A5 TD AR ZIIE LB, 5 TD AL,
ASD ZHEAMEEE T ¥ S Ae 3 [BURT A2 3801 [
SYWEIX; 5 ASD 414 bk, TD 4 ANIE T ¥ K /2
A ER A X . A IS R I R R AT
FITF IR 25 RS2 F T ASD A 0 T0s 55 i 4
b 35T A B4 5 0 B TR (R U, (R R
R EZBUWMAR ., X~ RE
Herringshaw %6 A Q016)M K MG EZE R, RE
Phan %% A(2021)C 44 va 46 /N8035 SO T, Hi%
F 5% [F) B A 466 7 /) J2 TR O] 2 1T A9 8 S T F
5o 25 I FR] S AV SO T8I R LA
25, S ST AL, A SO TALRE T i S
G AEIN T AFBUANESR, H Herringshaw 55 A
(2016) % Bl g SCHn T A0 3] SO T /9 3% 5 4347 45 2R
YRTAFMZERHERA, RETFEHE P
43 ) ) TR AIA] 2 T A 38 SO T, TR J Xt g /) IG5 43
It .

B TR SO TR I AR T A5 E RS R
P E BRI AL, 24k, F=FEANIXT ASD ABE

HYIR] UM LI 74720 . a5 SR,
AR X 12 A HE B8] S T RE 7 BN . 7EAT
MR, BUA BT TS R R TN TR S, i
ASD NRERIUHAES SHUGIEAE . EWOT RO R
B1(2008)4i 4t T i ASD AREHHAT — i) S T
AEJI, £ Stroop fT:55, i 44 1] (1 1 S W4 e
155 A SUR ST 55 1 5 TD ABER I (Eskes
et al., 1990; Tager-Flusberg, 1985; Toichi & Kamio,
2001)0 2R, WA TR T TH ASD AR i
SCMTBE I FAEAR s o A 201 H(2013) i £33k
FRME THIET EICAES T, NLEZRA,
ASD B M2 5 SORE G 1R] i 4500 o 25 /0 T LRl &
JEe Xt B 20 (Bowler et al., 2000; Lopez & Leekam,
2003; Smith et al., 2007; Tager - Flusberg, 1991), H.
R A REE B EFBAL(Cheung et al., 2010; Gaigg
etal., 2008), WAk, FEINC I PEAE S T, ASD Bk
B2 7 H G S Y N A 14 1R A TR T H RS 2R Y
7] (Dunn et al., 1996). 7 043 F AL 1R 4324
%, ASD #Hl LRI H T —F B FHE(Minshew
et al., 2002), EMZJZ 1M, Harris 5% A (2006) % 3L
—21 ASD R S8 R SN T AR 55 B, 85/
AR DX, B AT AL 22 M BT T L, g —
FRIVWEFE I T ASD Bian Tin] S, 3 K Ac i
TEPHES TD sl tR XS, HRABT
W KA 8NP W K )2 (right extrastriate  visual
cortex) ] 72 I (Gaffrey et al., 2007; Shen et al.,
2012), XLEMFFAR— BRI T 18 5 iR SO T AR
5 IF, ASD #1505 TD #1278 Al i 45 X0 T 47
25, HATREH TR0 SBAESs . i ik
HRAE B2 e A0 TAFAEA R . AR, H AT
REWFRATCIT TN L, #R9% ASD AFE5E I
) SO A 55 B 385 91 5 10 i T A =X

MIMTHZ, CHRRIET 2R T 5
ASD ATEREAE N LR 4 () Al X, $06 — &
3R] SO T RE 7, AE AT X 1) 5 1] 2 ] Y R Sk
FIFAEUER, WAL IS TD AREAAAE 2
(Naigles & Tek, 2017), R fifE & 2ol P B A IE
INTARS PRI TD dIfF7E 25 (RIS, #
PV, 2018) FEFH 222 H, ST AR — 2o
H W ASD AHF N L in) S R TS B 5 TD A
FEAFAE 22 5%, (HAE B 22 3 3R B BRIk R — 3,
0 1 AN B Af i RREIN T3] SCAF R R A S A e 2
SR AR R E . AL, X E S m
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TR SO T IF R T A 45 R s 1 b X =
i ASD AR T TA) S 1 A S A T e T4y
Prof sy ms 24k . i, AP0 RET FH
ASD AN T 35) J2 i SO A R S A, i
VR MRI AR RIBFFRSE R, 12 ALE 431,
RIE ASD AHES TD AN ) SCHE A il i 5
AZEFEDT AV, 7 2 7 AR
EAFAE, HARLB A7

2 HiE

21 XEKBRE

SCHR A F2 43 DA S S SR AN T S SCHR A
41 o TEICSCHRAS R AE Pubmed F PsycINFO %(¥E 2
A7, RHELUT 2845 . (‘fMRI’ OR ‘functional
MRI’ OR ‘functional magnetic resonance’ OR
‘neuroimaging’) AND (‘semantic processing’ OR
‘lexical processing” OR ‘word processing’) AND
(‘ASD’ OR ‘autism’ OR ‘autism spectrum
disorder”) . HH F & 7 Th U] L RS ASD A
REH TR fMRI WF5EA FR, Hh SCCHRIE R 1)
KT 5 ISR RIS A 2257 o TP OO 3R
A5 D v R0 2 A 3 ) 1 % 1 AR R, K SRR
PRI h : Jb KA, CSSCI Al CSCD, JFRHILA

TR i SO B PR /AR E B EMR DA
“ [ DA E /ARRE
2.2 XERBIANSHERR

AR ARAT ) SCHR T 206 L LA N AR e : (1)
TS Q)R MRS ASD 2 L, /D4
S (315 B #L A % R Xt R4 ; (4B 7E MR
1 18] 5 SR 2 1 B9 TE UM T AT %5 )ik T
WG {30 AR AR (6) AR BRI Z O MINI 5%, Talairach;
(7) 7 B3R TD HR T ASD FR N T 38) SCH B g
PO TE N

ARSI —VE RS e R R A
HEBRARETEAR | 7 B0 42 3 =5 Wik dE ik
B HEHEAT AT T A, RS B E 9 A AR IR T 4 BT Y
SCHRECE: ] 11 o 1 JROR T SCHRAG R 52 iU 1Y
e R
2.3 BUEMA MR

AR5 GingerALE 3.0.2 %44 (http://
brainmap.org/ale/)ZEFR#E MNI =5 [A] T, 3 SCHik
e O S U {1 4 (foci) TP & ALE 43#fr. ALE 4%
B 05 B4 58 00 S A S50 o B F A R T 4 i
T8 [N R (voxe ) IS T REME:, SR U5 K
R B IO R E PECBIAE MG 45, 2015), &
WG B Je X SCHR TP $2ELAY TD 41F1 ASD 4143 31

SO AR Y
SCRREUE (n=117)

& AR IR IA R
SCHRECE (n=1)

Y A

FEBRE R SRS BB (n=98)

PR B BEHERR SCRR SR (n=84)
« LERBISE (n=16)
o JBIE SUHEBIFE (n=25)

Y

AR E A Y B SR B B (n=14)

Y

* PIRARZASD (n=20)
+ JEfMRI (n=21)
o RS (n=2)

TEA S BeHERR IR SO R (n=3)
o A FRREIESUNT.(n=1)

Y

RPN SCRECR (n=11)

o R HTEE R E=1)
o JEEi (= 1)

1 Sk o O A A
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)’ ALE 4347, S50 E AR « Cluster-level FWE =
0.05, Threshold Permutations = 1000, p value =
0.001, BfiJm, #17 TD 4R ASD 4AYELS 4 HT
(conjunction analysis)Fl12= 543 #7(TD 21-ASD 41/
ASD #1-TD #).

3 #£3

3.1 EESH

259 4 8~50 % 1) TD # I Fl 241 44 8~52 % (1}
ASD BB A S /TR 0o R 1 T 11
T 5T AN AR T s A B A
TCAMAT R A AN R 0.5, KR 3, HOA
RIS I A B AN R P ANBCh 227, 8%
PR 11, FRAFATCHTSE RO 0.78.

VIS4 18 % R IR, 11 Rt ss oA 5 s
AR IS T A N A9 3R N L (Gaffrey et al.,
2007; Harris et al., 2006; Kana et al., 2017;
Kleinhans et al., 2008; Shen et al., 2012), A 6 &/

KR T ILE KA F 43R U T.(Bednarz et al.,
2017; Chen et al., 2016; Fan et al., 2021; Knaus
et al., 2017; Knaus et al., 2008; Wong et al., 2019),
75 ASD Wi J5 i, 7 FEHF SR GG DSM-4 12 Kby e
(Chen et al., 2016; Gaffrey et al., 2007; Harris et al.,
2006; Kleinhans et al., 2008; Knaus et al., 2017;
Knaus et al., 2008; Shen et al., 2012), 1 &5 5K 5
DSM-4 8 SR AR 4 DSM-5 17 - tA (Wong
et al., 2019), 1 FHWFFEIKIE DSM-5 2 Wits i (Fan
etal., 2021), 2 R HF5E A UL 2 Wibr o (4R AL 1 fi
FH 2 W T. E.(Bednarz et al., 2017; Kana et al.,
2017). AL WIbR A AE 22 57, (HA AW ST B
AR IS A HE IS R BRI

2 THEATTA AT 11 RS A BLAAAE
B Hr 8 R LR BHE T 5415 (Bednarz
et al., 2017; Gaffrey et al., 2007; Harris et al., 2006;
Kana et al., 2017; Kleinhans et al., 2008; Knaus
et al., 2017; Knaus et al., 2008; Shen et al., 2012),

F1 HASTHEIWELRER
N TIAE RS (%

\ Bt THERE) ‘ N

WigE (R ) ASD £ W 5
ASD# TDH ASD 1 TD 41

1 Bednarz et al. (2017) 18 13 10.7 10.5 ADOS, ADI-R K& F i A W 5 Bl

(8.1~13.8) (8.1~14.1)

2 Knaus et al. (2017) 15 19 13.57 12.64 DSM-4, ADOS-2 ADI-R & SCQ  3iif

3 Shen et al. (2012) 14 14 24.1 24.2 DSM-4, ADI-R, ADOS it
(15~44) (14~42)

54 Harris et al. (2006) 14 22 36 31 DSM-4, ADI-R, ADOS Wik
(18~52) (19~50)

5 Kana et al. (2017) 15 15 21.63 27.25 ADI-R, ADOS, SRS it
(15~36) (16~34)

6 Knaus et al. (2008) 12 12 15.46 14.94 DSM-4, ADI-R, ADOS; i R Yeilh

(11.4~19.8)  (11.5~19.8) L5 HiIk ASD LM

7 Gaffrey et al. (2007) 10 10 26.1 25.3 DSM-4, ADI-R, ADOS e

8 Kleinhans et al. (2008) 14 14 23.79 22.41 DSM-4, ADI-R, ADOS-G Wit
(14~44) (14~43)

9 Wong et al. (2019) 31 38 12.1 11.9 DSM-4, ICD-10, ADI-R JUERR;  BUE

Kl DSM-5 FAfiIA
10 Chen et al. (2016) 37 35 13.3 13.3 —— B
8-18) (8-18) DSM-4, ICD-10, ADI-R 7 i it

11 Fan et al. (2021) 61 67 12.66 12.79 DSM-5, ADI-R I35 iR BB

(8~18) (8~18)

#: ADOS: Autism Diagnostic Observation Schedule; ADI-R: Autism Diagnostic Interview-Revised; DSM-4: Diagnostic and
statistical manual of mental disorders, 4'h Edition; ADOS-2: Autism Diagnostic Observation Schedule-2"™ Edition; SCQ: Social
Communication Questionnaire; SRS: Social Responsiveness Scale; ADOS-G: Autism Diagnostic Observation Schedule-General;
ICD-10: International Statistical Classification of Disease and Related Health Problems-10.
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K2 PATHTARHEERS
N . AR bR A
W5t 19525 2 17l 4s XEE
ASD 41 TD 41
| Bednarz et al. 2017) i 5 DU A~ 2 BLAQ i) 2 765 S50 = 768 UK T R AR LI B > VLK 5 6
A1 T [l — 250 75 T A 2 PR 18] 25 57
2 Knaus et al. (2017) 3 iR R =MD, BEREGL 7E R OR OE B R R N 3 > BB 2 4
T 45 B AR R —A Ak & B 22 5
P 5 H AR AR
3 Shen et al. (2012) FIWTA R 8 TAEm R M. ASD AMEMEEERT i > 585 3 6
TD 41, AR,
4 Harris et al. (2006) S W7 1) SL kg AR A8 A T A o TE LR OE B A N I R > dR A 3 7
07 T AR 2 PR 18] 25 57
5 Kana et al. (2017) FIW —NIE AR ZEHTIEA AT RIRSITHER, i > Pl 4 12
W ST 5 Y S U
6 Knaus et al. (2008) BB =W EE R T —ANER MR R Rk W > TR 8 7
ByiA . BEJE BB E], T — BRI,
N5 ta AH Y BRI .
7 Gaffrey et al. (2007) FIWTIR S & T e ar 2 B, ASD HIEMFREFMILT 7 > FH: 13 14
TD 41, {HR 2,
8 Kleinhans et al. (2008) JXAfEL i th )@ TH—200 097, ASD 41y~ WIEM & F—2&5 > A% 3 3
F/0F TD 4. B 5 5 “nothing”
9 Wong et al. (2019) F WS JE B WA AR b AR R AR TE i R R N A ECE > R 9 18
EEAHR. 7 T oA S BRAH 6] 22 5
10 Chen et al. (2016) WG 5 S W AR 7E & X - ASD HTEME AR R EiA > i 6 5
REAKR bR A B E 2T TD 41,
I Fanctal (021) TSGR S IQPIA 76 85 X ASD 7 AMEMMER R S fid > i s 4
AR FT TD H4E, R

NI b TCAH 8] 22 5%

Hox 3 REWESE S50 RHE T U (Chen et al.,
2016; Fan et al., 2021; Wong et al., 2019), 4N Afx
LA HTIIIFSE RECRH T UL 4 #0080 T4%:5%,
TR W iR T 8 A1 LS B (Gaffrey et al.,
2007; Kleinhans et al., 2008; Shen et al., 2012), ¥
Wi i) & 75 B FE PR SCRRME (Harris et al., 2006;
Kana et al., 2017; Knaus et al., 2008), J|¥iir 5 id]
Z [ i3E X S & (Chen et al., 2016; Fan et al., 2021;
Wong et al., 2019), LA K [A] B} 22 3R 4 il I Wi v
e Z 25 (Bednarz et al., 2017),
3.2 ALE THH&R

F 3 T ALE JUAr AT 4h SRIISOE 75 0 AH 3¢
= B . i ] Mango 4.1(http:// ii.uthscsa.edu/mango/
mango.html) 2 LR ER . B 2 2T ALE J04r
v v 8 72 4 03 A

K130 SO TAFFE Y 259 4 TD #isk

FITCo AT A R s 4 SRR o SRR O
{3 F 228 (Left Frontal Lobe), M 97.5%HY%
[ (Inferior Frontal Gyrus) 1 2.5% {9 & &y 7]
(Precentral Gyrus)ZH i, & — N0 7 K 40 F
ZEM(97%), /BT A K(3%), H 96.4% %
A 3.6%01 1 2 (Limbic Lobe)t4 i, H % -
[7] (Superior Frontal Gyrus) A 68.3%, #i N [H]
(Medial Frontal Gyrus)A 28.1%, 4077 [F](Cingulate
Gyrus)Hy 3.6%. 55 — I AL T 22 il o [o] (Left
Middle Temporal Gyrus), &5 UG #2280,
i 54.2%FA4 %0 H [0l (Middle Frontal Gyrus)Hl 45.8%
MR T I L. oK A 241 %4 ASD #IR I IC/rHT4s
FA IR 3 AR L S B RIS L T 2 I
HA@F I 86.2%, A 13.8%. 4 — il
TR FZE M 1] o 5 = ANEE R A 22w,
HT 88.4%A5 N [E1F1 11.6% 45 1 M1 44) 1L



FE1H ATRREE A5 F PRI 1 2R B ok AR SO T s AR . 361 EMIRIE 52 19 72 43 BT 2453

x3 FTEMNNHRE ALE &R

i X AFR(X, y, ) A (mm®)  ALE KW I
ZE%i T 8] Left Inferior Frontal Gyrus (—49.3,25.73.7) 2624 0.02 4,5,6,7,10, 11
™ 41 % L [9] Left Superior Frontal Gyrus ~ (=3.3,17.2, 53.2) 2504 0.0219 2,3,4,5,6,7,9
Zeirf Al Left Middle Temporal Gyrus — (—53.4, —46.4, —3.1) 1408 0.0167 5,9, 10,11
Ze i 8 Left Middle Frontal Gyrus (-47.6, 18.2,26.2) 688 0.0164 3,8,10
ZE%5 T [0l Left Inferior Frontal Gyrus (=47, 29.5, —2) 2904 0.0191 2,3,4,6,7,10, 11
ASD # e Bl Left Middle Temporal Gyrus (=56, —40.8, 0) 928 0.0183 4,10, 11
e Bl Left Medial Frontal Gyrus (4.6, 6.5, 60.2) 832 0.013  6,7,8,11
45 R [l Left Inferior Frontal Gyrus (=47, 27.8, —4.9) 872 0.0154 4,10,11/4,6,7,10
ZE3irh [B] Left Middle Temporal Gyrus — (=53.2, —42.1, =2) 264 0.0138 4,10
TD %1 & ASD 41
45N [H] Left Medial Frontal Gyrus (4.8, 4,56.4) 80 0.0104 3
ZE#UF [Hl Left Inferior Frontal Gyrus — (—48, 30, 10) 8 0.084 —
TD #-ASD 4 ZE % L [9] Left Superior Frontal Gyrus ~ (=3.3, 15.9, 51.6) 1128 0.018 2,4,7,9

T (UMK 122 B 2 0 0 01X (2) A % S B 0 AR AR s (3)ALE {72 0 X 7 B 5K 0 LA, AR 1% X
FIFIE AR (4)TD 41 & ASD 4 NER A AT 45 R, TD 41-ASD 410 2 5 i s R .

(a) TD4 (b) ASDZ

E2 A

TD ZH71 ASD HIWERG TR A 4 434
W, YA T AR R A, Ze e Rl e P [l R
ZERE Bl 25 R on ASD 41-TD 4%} [t
RAEBEIEHE, 1 TD 4H-ASD XTI & 8L T
— ARG o U R 6 T 22 MK (98.8%),
INERAIASE T A I (1.2%), 92.9% T4, 7.1%
Fihgnt, HAgi LIk 63.5%, &Nk 29.4%,
oA BR 7.1%,

(c) BRE4HT (d) TD-ASD
LE 414k

3.3 Neurosynth $#7 4R

i# 4 Neurosynth (https:/neurosynth.org/), iX
— R SCARZ 8 AT TEL A Fhoc s i TR (1%
s 4, 2015), AWHF50F TD 41F1 ASD 41 ALE Jt
Srifret B 5 Neurosynth 5038 ZE P B R BRI &
B2z e BRI EA T LU X . 3R 4 HRE T A TS
aHrH ASD # A1 TD # ke U T 5
Neurosynth [ i S Jii T. & (semantic processing
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map, JET 1031 FHF5) LGS B AT 5 SAHC
JE e 1) DG E 1] o 2 i DA% 4% “semantic processing
map”, B SR E N H B E Rk IR SRR R £,
TN ORI A A Y B A5 ORI A
7 X 4r*“semantic processing”Hl“lexical processing”,
5 B 1A 158 8 S “lexical processing” 1] B4 4% #
IHARAR

% 4 Neurosynth 53 &5 R

w20 5 PSS 31| ARG
1 X semantic 0.433
155 language 0.416
TD 41 #iF inferior frontal 0.396
#int frontal 0.392
i word 0.390
i word 0.349
T inferior frontal 0.343
ASD 4 i# X semantic 0.337
5 language 0.333
il frontal gyrus 0.328

KT L Hr R B, X TD A&, FHCHE
B S ANMARCE S IEEY L CBUR . <En
e, XRFABRIICER TD X RAR 3
ATE TS B iR X5 9 0 i R AR o
BRI G R, RN ) AT R B A S o
U i X5 R B PRSI SO T w2 AL A
W45 —3, Neurosynth &Y 5 PN E i
1 1 ASD ZH 1) JCARA] S ) BT HE S i
FOMER, X FFER AT TILER ASD
200 = AN OE TR B i DX <am] i SO
TR SR 1R BTG, ASD A7 i T SR R B
L0 T S R B ) G X R 53 SN TR i 22 A0L
Tl AT ABF R A — B Ak,

W AHFSEH TD 4150 ASD 20 938 Ui T3
figi X €] 5 Neurosynth H3 SN T figi X &I 3647 %) L,
2E L] Neurosynth 13 XU T & 5 A 4B
TD B3 (1737 SO T =2 (8] (19 & &R R/ R
3541, 2947 48. 7% R AL Tl SO TR % i 5
ASD Bl I i ) SO T8 i & R R K/l 887,
A 21.5%HI A ZRAE T N T4
34 REMITAENHT

A FE X L AL R A D AR AT TR

KWLM, ALE 042 1R, Sk 5 Wi
XY 75 BN TD 44 3 MG RIS
AL T B, o 77.2%B9%0 1 0 22.8% %
2 WETIES 7 R C 1 S M ST S <3 E VA ekl
M, k[ 67 £ ASD HAYIC/br Bl 2 4
WG B A BOE R T AR T Ml SR AN
W% 7% AL T 4 # i (Right Occipital lobe), H:
60.6% T #2IH (Cuneus), 39.4%1 T 7% [ (Lingual
Gyrus). BEA /MMt B2 B0 1 ANBOE 5, (7 T A5
T, ZRANEREBETEE, kA 6 TR
) 184 4 L3 K5 /4 TD 4L T/ 4s 3 s
WA, T AR, kH 174 HILE
Ji5 DA ASD I TC A T 285 5 i 1 AN B A,
MFEH T, BKAENSWERE KRB R, &
SOFrEEREV], ASD ZH-TD 489X HooR & Bk
TG, 1M TD 41-ASD ZH Ay %F e & 38 T — A T
2 350 H [l B R

BEAh, AT A 5T R T IR R MW
HorHr. kA 8 WHFF Y 119 A %iE TD 4
TCOTHTEE R o 2 ANEOERE . BRSO
TR, H 79.2%W%8 L BIF1 27.8% 45 P9 1]
R S AN T AR R R, 112 29505
ASD A I0H T s = AN R - BRI IS
LTR80T Bl 8 AN R T AR PN Il
B =ANEOE RN T AN, HAR® IRy 67.7%,
Bl 13.8%. BRG AT AR R I 2 M EE#E -
AT AN R, AT AR R R, 2
ST EE RF, ASD £H-TD £H By b AR & 0%
TR, T TD £H-ASD ZH A9 % He ) e B0 T — A~
Mo ZBEERRAL T AR, i Emsh 82.9%,
BANE R 17.1%.

4 iTig
4.1 ASD AEF0TD A TiRXKRERRTHIK
REMEEXRRR

AWFFEHET 11 31 IMRIBFSE LS 3, X T
SERGIA N TAE S, Fif ASD ABEE#Fs R E
W X 5 TD ABEY 572 Ak o ALE J3Hrés R ey
JetE/R T 259 4 TD #i A 241 44 ASD #ilm 1.
i) SCERF i 9T 9% A T ) LRI X, A A b 4
AT TD ABEA ASD AR W] 30 MOk (X, T

S AT 23 SR D0 A PR L R 2L 0 9 R B
Jigi X YA [8] Z Ak o Neurosynth 23 #7145 S MR P T K
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T AT AR B 3 SO T 5 AR 580 4R
TR TD 411 ASD 4L SO T Z B E &R

H5E, BXT TD 41F R ALE ST B4R .
AN, BRI OG5 E B AT A A R A [
ZEAT 2 5 SO T8 YA OC Y i 7 i X
(Bookheimer, 2002; Poldrack et al., 1999), JC/#r
fF5E (Herringshaw et al., 2016; Phan et al., 2021)#l
LRIRWE ST (Price, 2012)#F4 5 1 1858 W2 Fhifi S
INTAES5 B, TD ARERIAE A0 [0l 3 T o
e A AT T D 25 7 5 B B2 I A 55 vh 2R 0
0 (Price, 2012), TD 4455 N800 # v L i
KK T 22 M8, /NGB AL F A7 i LAt
F, N Kl gt AL ok, HR
SHAGP RO T, Ak S S A S TR E
TAEICIZ % I AH 3¢ (Leung et al., 2002; Petrides,
2005), WA FH MBS T AR TR 5 Y i)
YISO, 8 M2 SR B0 (Price, 2012), il
N [nl 45 BT I2 sl B X Fniz sl Bh X, 5 58 AT
55 1 45k — M N TR 1A B % B &R (Scheller et al.,
2013), filtnHeEAE /1 (Nachev et al., 2007). Price
(QO012)M LR IR 18 K T B W 52 & I ia] 5 2B B 72
(word generalization)t, 545 A 1145 X (Buckner et al.,
1995), TD LM —ANBOE A /NSS4 F s
[0l /¥ B ¥ (Brodmann area 24), 12 X385 1]y $2 HL
IR R T8 53R Y 2 A G (Barch et al., 2000;
Price, 2012). TD ZH A4 =AW & AL T 4238
Wl 20 DX 32 B AR IR IO SORN I TiE S R A 3=
BB (Price, 2012), [RIREAETE & 00 TANE SN
LY IC 4 A 45 R h L 1K ¥ (Herringshaw et al.,
2016; Phan et al., 2021)., TD 41 /9% AN EIEFE WS
KA EA AT Bl /TS S S5 R I A
o B 2 FE P K R $R B (word retrieval) (18 7 7
AT 45 vh 30 L B0 (Price, 2010), 27 ia)I0 1
AT 55 h R 1 B0 (Cutting et al., 2006) . KT
T, ALE r BT 25 R 3R T TD 4R s 19 4 4
PO FEPTVS T 9 i X 38 55 0 T LA e 77 5K 2 Y
AR L% B, Neurosynth 0 #r4dh SRR B AR
JEAHTE TD 38 UM T B 5«5 9B 7 7. “i)”
i SRR E R R o RS R RIFER T AT
Hrefr TD B 5 Win) SChNCAT 55 i R L 5 B 5%
o e SNG4 i X 500 T X, i T R i TR
KEEY.

£ Xt ASD 20 T HY ALE b 45 R s, ok

() T e A T 22 A, SR R TR R R
[l ASD 41ES B 78 B0E 1955 — KIS e T 2280
HE . ASD 4 M9EE = AN R 32 B H5 e 22 P [l
AR DL R X3S 7E TD B 1R, 1
59 T S IAR G o 45 R W ASD 41 5% B 1)
SO AT 551, B AF 5 e 8000 1) I DX 3 0 J&
5 58 B F I TAE %5 B LB X, Neurosynth
TS RFRBIATTAMN ASD HUMTES
AU SCFIE ORI R R, IR T N
ATCAT BT ASD A N T.38) SCB 5 AF 57 e
PTG B X SR T, 3 SO TE0E E i TR
FEAHOCEE

TD ZH 711 ASD ZH i) ALE BX &40 45 L he g %
W] ASD ZH 1 TD £H 78 10 T35 J2 A 55 SO R I 0%
B AR Z Ak o BRE TR LT 4 WG
W, FEW KL ZAERS  £BUT B, 22 E
FZERP IRl T SO, X =S4 B 17 53 58
R SN T AR S5 o B E AW s Rk — P RP T
ASD A BESE RG] SN TAT 55 i A vp, 5 Ao fese
PG T 5 TD ARSI X o

ASD ABEY TD ABEIN T8 SCRT i 55 80
WX 2ZEFEFEH ALE Z 540 Hras BIAW, 1
ASD #H-TD @ myX b R & BBE R, xRV,
5 TD ABEMILL, ASD ABERA ¥ 5 Al ik X 4
Wio SZAXE, £ TD 41-ASD 4xs Her, &
BT NS, SRR T TD AR 138
SCad R P S I ST RS E NS B IX B E ASD A
TR T3] SCISE ARG o IS TR A T A
Jigi, ANER A AR, ¥ K T AR L, PN WA
FUHE I, TR AN B SO, ik R X R 58 iR S
INTAR S5 2 VG . R4 ASD 41 ALE 3 Hr4h
AL R T KA L R R ZE 45 N ] i 85 F 9 B
EWE, HERSWEERRNATE TD 4L,
ASD HFE W S A2 L BRI A2 45 P9 [0 19 i X 7T BE A7
TEBOE AR . Btz 4h, 5 TD AL, ASD 4k
R BLVS KeFnaty B G, X MR T % ABERE 78 K
WSO TAT 55 (R v, R4 i 8 & 1) 18 7= Hh
T T REAF7E R ME o &5 & % 00 7 1 Sk IR 9, T
PLRBURAEEZBUE LT ASD Bk IF 3 A 78 1
By S0 B NE s e B B S A PRI, (H A — 04
FH WA 55 rh R B T 2 451R (Gaffrey et al.,
2007). #EL, FRATHEM, FiH ASD AREAESEBLHS
Sy SO T AT 45 B8, AR W] e A2 i 56 5 17 1 T
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W HAFE—EBME . ZRATERERT TD
ZH PSR BETE B X HE ASD 41 5 A 5 S8 1) i
RAELBAET 5. XEWE, T
W, S ASD H BT 5 A2 E B0 1Y X 5 K 200
L EAFZEB P E, (B5 TD ML, fFFEREARE
PTG SRR, ZRERFRWUT 5 TDAMLL,
ASD H FZRIM T A B HBIE AR, K
H Neurosynth [ 4 A 45 R &8 ASD 45
Neurosynth # 3l T B HEEMIERK/NAH TD
05 Neurosynth i X T EE KR KN —
2 LR ERE R ASD 4 dn] SO T A Hp # 78 Jing
KITEA R T IR .

B ALZE, XTH 1 ASD AN T3R]) S 5 At
SERRE WO W DX AT A0 A0S, AR SR R LR
ASD AFEBASCUE T A% W, Z28rm, A%
N 145 5 5 BT N AT 45 AR G I S R i X, (HL
5 TD AR L, 225 09 Ran R E A4, B
IR IR TP R 2 ) SR i XA N R o
ZEREWMATHOMERTFE -2,
Herringshaw 25 A (2016) % ¥ ASD #H 5% i85
TR BheE T3 [, & BAE 515 F i T AH
KWK, HY TD 21 B0 5880 S0 1 I X 77
HEEA. KRR, AT/HMgRER T ASD
BN TR B E T B ST N T A i
X o 7F 22 S5 3015 AR 28 5 T, Herringshaw 23 A (2016)
RIS AR TG RAFAE TR 2 5 . MERE T+,
5 ASD 4iAHLL, TD ZHA MG T XU [l 22
L], HOIR EIAER X 5 TD 41HH kL, ASD 41740
MBS T A& W, ZEA e, A b T AR X ]

Herringshaw 46 A (2016)E$5 T ZFiE 5 TAE 5,

H B as R\ T4 A F R 20988 5 T4 5
T X I (9 0 MR 5T e B, R, S AR
FRIAFIELE R IF AT Phan 48 A (2021) 58
TG AP R B, HENANTR, 50T
G A EAE 2 R . YAADFS T E, Phan
LENSHT TR A 11 TS SCN 200 44 TD JLE
1195 £ ASD JLEE 8 iE UM TAT55 iR 3,
P 9 R SCEE RS M B IR SO T, 2 R SCER W M
A]F I T.(Just et al., 2004; Tesink et al., 2011), 4<
PFFEMAT 11 BIITIESC, 8 T 259 4 TD #
R 241 2 ASD B IR 58 W iR) SN TAE55 1 3R
B T4 % ASD AR SO T4 fMRI IS4 &
JEBYBE, A IGAHT A A RIS SCHT Phan 45 A (2021)

YN B SCHEW BAm SUIM T L E A, 5
ATCA M EEFTF ASD ARERE N T3 — /3,
UL HERR T35 S FIm TR 5T, FFrEteRid i
ORI T HANAT A AW BRSO R, A T
Z TD #iAl ASD #RBVEHE . 481 iy I,
Phan %5 AN (202K AT ALE 8k, MiAM R
KT Neurosynth 4387 T TD Z171 ASD 41
ALE %558, & TX ALE 4rHras B mis i w58
o SR TIH, ARG RA—EBRE LS Phan
ENMIBITE S R —8, EZRIAE ASD 411 ALE
I s b ASBFSE R Phan 25 A\ BT SE AR B T
ASD B S A H L8], 2245 T a1, 225 P9 [l
LU B . X KRR LR T
ASD NFEAE TN T30) Sk 78 i SE 80 TR S Y it
RINGIX . AEZ RTS8 I 1E, Phan % ABFFR4SE
REGAPVRERAAERKRESR . B, Phan FA
KL TD 4AH L, ASD 4RI T ¥ S 22 3w ]
MA b A BeE, MAMRAR KIS TD 44
b, ASD 2 ¥ B Ho A ik XA 8% o HOR, Phan 45
NEI S ASDZHAHLL, TDLHFEI N T 35 K A2 % -
W] s, MABFR SR T 5 ASD 4L,
TD R T ¥ K H 280 L URIES P ] 09 3805 .
J$% Phan A KW RORAATIBF R S5 R HF
T ASD ABFIET I T 55 A R0 I S0 e Bl 38 5
P S0 P SIS R B, B AT Y e BRAE B R AR
B . SR, ARBFITESRAGR A 2 F: T BN,
RILT ASD AFEW UM TR R T e
PR Y 553 A R, TR R & ASD RN T
TA) SCad AR R G T A X, FRATHE, %2R
FEAE RN, AT BERESE Phan 28 ARG/ ANA T
54) U0 TAH S 5T o Tust 25 A (200458 & B T
TESE A FIN T #rr, 5 TD X HRAIAH L, ASD
NBESERB T8 K35 e 7 X (ZE LX) B 555k
S FOAG I R XA RES EOE (2280 T [, Hth, 4
TSR I TV e A2 A R 3 55 0, XL T
FE ASD ABEIR NN, S REews T A A
A I R P SO T b < 583 P B T B 4 o

AR EE R B X8 F I TR SO AR 55
HITCH T EIREAEE —ERENZS, RUAF
KRBYEF N LAESh, 518 ASD ABERIL Y
2 BE R ARR . KRR, KR ZRE
BN T T A BT SR BE A T REHS BB AT
ASD NFFRISTE F g M 245 bRic )
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ABEFERT BN, JLEE I D I E 4 4y
BITF I TR R WAL 0T o XA IR R
R WEE LR, TD B BE T A% LR, 4
PN BRI ZE A5 [l 45 £ 3¢ 58 A ) SO AT 55 11 i
AU X o R T A28 [l — AL X, ASD BiA
TS T AR A L X A S R N T
YIAH K B9 X 38k (Gaffrey et al., 2007; Shen et al.,
2012), SR X BN AL R IR A 43 M7 F 25 5 43
BT I 45 SR A0 A e R UG e, (FL Sty 3 A 48 R s
R T ASD B AN T i) SRS T fiE 2 B A L
TR JL# KT ARG R E i 4 R W,
TD 40 B — A BG FR AL F 2238 9 [l ASD 21 A — A~
WG A T AR W, 255 TR I, TD 41-ASD
20 B E e B — A 2 R RO R . X
IR R LEME DAL F, ASD iR M
TS B AR BB R o BT A [ AR R B B
TR R R R MW AL A4 &5 SR B, i T4 i
WF 5 1 g 98 0 455 =X T BB AF TE R R R 1 25 5
ASD N T AT GE B < 5 14 W0 T DX
157, ASD JLFH FIT A AFE I B T 6 K A2 i ol
BTSSR o BRI R R R M
Wres R, JiE TD Al ASD Bl B e s 1
FEA L E, A2 N DR AE A5 [ S R X, 2%
SR EL, TD 41-ASD 4 A% He b &2 BLAY
— ARSI T A R ZE BN ], R R
BHPLTE ASD Bl T3 SCRd R B i £ K 72
B BE ASE, SATCA T EE R 2

GG TN 2 LRI & B CE WO, TR
i, 2008; REBL, HPVE, 2018), DARAWIGE
o ASD AR #4318 SO TAE S5 RIS TD
PR T B 25, ARUFIIA R IT /T I & B S5 1T
ARG 0 25 AR R R B LA B EIE, BEST R
JZ1E, ASD AFFEIA — & nyialL iR SLRE T, (HA]
LA H, 41 SO TAT 5 R I
WX, 7EMZ 2T, ASD AN T i LI 3% T
T8 SO TR S AL R X, (HER B TR R
o BRI, BTAPISIRRIX 5] ASD ARERI L
PRI B4 ) SO AT 45 Fn 3 B 4 1y 1) U TAT 55,
PRI A TC o BT 45 R 7E — TR JE T RE S B
ASD AR SO T /8 1 5 B8 FE A7 1Y T 5 o TR B,
HFMADFIEE ASD BRLLE DER AN E,
3 HLAT — 2 1T S AR T, FRATTHE I — R 1Y
1] SN T 25 5380 455 2 T e 1 B AR A2 1

FO i & N ARAE, 33X 5 15 A5 o i 44 D0 28
fel(Paul & Cohen, 1985),
42 HELRRERE

T, ZIRT ARG, APRCRER
X0 AN [ 26 Y fy i) SO0 TAT 55, K BRARAT 55 F 7
AT 55, BN IR] Y T SCHR IBURTR] 5 48] 22 [ 1 i
KA, WA . BT XA R i 4
Br, AR E H ASD ABE AT REAE N T 5041 11y
BERH TR SO ANAEAE R, T AT BB X 1] 5 6] 22 [R] 1Y
KA, BUR I SIS B AU Bl A OCHT
FEMEE, RRITENE D T H i ASD AR ]
RERPUTE T TD AR RSl b L8R S T
1155, W55 2 60 7 e 28 i AL AR A

HR, AT ARFFE R EI7E fMRI #F 58
b, XM XA 5 45 5 A e 0y BRI ZE. ASD
NHE N3] SRR Bios #50S TD ABEAAAE 2
5o BR T IMRI SR Z A6, A HH 50 I oE R
FH T H Al i AR B AR (A TF HL & S R SR AL
2 WAR), SRR YR W oA, SR S A
KL H AR I L NN T30 S YLl 22 4=
R o A Ja BT AT L2 R A R AN [ i 22
AT SR, AW xT ASD A B O Tf
ZeHLH I

WL BT IOCATAE R, ARSI T H R
ASD A B ] SN R 0 A X 25 S AR T AR 2
PEBEZEAE Y L SR, FEFS o1 SO a5 h, 5k
ASD WATEAT HIZM S TD XHHRAI LB, 2
fMRI 45 5EA) K 309 A0 9 K I s i X 25 7
% (Knaus et al., 2017), #5522, & XN Tid
o 0 K O B AP AE 22 5, (HER 4375 1 ASD
AMMELEAT R A TR, ARl L% IR
M ASD ABEAETR] SO TAE 55 947 )23 T RITR 28
PLHIJZ | R A ICRC &, IRTEZ AR B T
HME SR W A LA A T A J2 TR 6 B i S TAT 55 o

e, RSB 45 R mE R T T
B, LB B /A (1 25 101 5 il 38 A =
REAFTE2E 57 o X — R I T HT AW 945 R AP 1E— 3L
ZAb(Chen et al., 2016; Fan et al., 2021), #XT, BA
A W5 ASD Bl Y 4R I8 3 i 15 FE ALK, AT 2%
[ L5 LB R A . A5 WF 98 a7 2 A% 45
il AR Y, T A T B S [ A B B
ASD AR T im] SCH ) i s a5 . i T4 AR
FEHSR A DOESGR B 3 R, Bt
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T RG] REfEEIE SRR, K
EHEXTUE ASD ABHES M IR MEE, 55
WF 9 5 B8 A DU A D WF 5, itk — 2 B I 0
ASD ABEIN T35 SCAY G s =0 5 96 1 ASD AHE
07 i i e N 2= B T RE A DN S e
ABR, 25T SRS 4L T L SIE RS Y ELIIE

Mz, REZER, HROCLZX ASD ARHW
SO TR AT T 2200 . ZMENHE, H
B T AT PN 0 A S BT R ) SO T & A
MHARZ SRR . KA ARFFER, 57
5, WBERRS, AR S, TIET WL ASD
NHE, KA ARRIZER, SO A W18 T 1 3] SO
T, HEAlfEE T —KrB ASD AR SO T.fE 1B
Y ST AE

5 %#ig

ABFFIE T 11 WU IMRI #8555 18 ASD
NHE ST /58, RA T ALE JC4r bt & 8
FRUB ARG SO T ad FE v, 2 A E S AF 55 e aE 305
TZERUN I AT A DT N SR i
X, {85 TD ABEMAEL, 255 09 K s AR =R 2
TEAE, ELORFE IR 5 B vh B 20 A6 Al L0 fi IX 38
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Brain activation differences in lexical-semantics processing in autistic
population: A meta-analysis of fMRI studies

YU Jiayu', JIN Yuxi®, LIANG Dandan®*
(' Department of Chinese and Bilingual Studies, The Hong Kong Polytechnic University, Hong Kong 999077, China)
(% School of Chinese Language and Culture, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210097, China)
( Interdisciplinary Research Center for Linguistic Science, University of Science and

Technology of China, Hefei 230026, China)

Abstract: The current study identified 11 published journal articles that used fMRI to investigate lexical-
semantic processing in individuals with ASD. Activation likelihood estimation analysis was adopted to
investigate whether atypical brain activation patterns in individuals with ASD were stable across studies and
how the atypical performance manifested. The results revealed that although the ASD group activated
typical lexical-semantics processing brain regions, differential brain activation patterns were steadily
present between the ASD and TD groups, manifested as hypoactivation in the left superior frontal gyrus in
the ASD group. These findings provided evidence for the atypical brain responses to lexical-semantics
processing in individuals with ASD from a cross-study perspective. Their atypical brain activation activities
when processing meanings of words were consistent with the "decreased frontal lobe activation" hypothesis.
The current study highlighted that distinguishing between different levels of language processing can help
researchers identify the corresponding neural markers of certain types of language impairments in autistic
populations.
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