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EXEARNPHSHRARIE: KBEBRES
REEER AR HIESE

NEw' RES£ TEg' TEARS x2zx
CAEEIMTE I D BEAEER, LR 100875) C AL RUINTE K SCHIAE Be O HIE R, BRI 519087)

CALFIITE N S 2 R 5 2 o] [ 58 T S0 38 F) ID G/ R STIRRH# R 9E e, JbaT 100875)
(AL EIRE K2 A 2R 2 5 2 o) [ G S S S AR & TR S s, BRI 519087)

W B AR fTEAEE A8 — A AR RS Ah 24 F 000 FIA . % AT R £ Tl i Ak 3 9OR R T
RELFERE LB F FRAFELRERE, ZEFTFRARSFTH SRR, BAKRKFANELF @I IE
XAZ B A B A F A, K TE 65 XL, B RE T LEENLP)E AR B4y . ARSI E L
FEHT A% —0 THAENREHX, RARSTELZLGADHE, RETALXSEREFEFEL
#) T A, 5 NLP B ARRIAEE LA L, SFld R MBS REER AT ELGES BEHBEX G
WA £ R, FFRHERARIEE AT LA ZEM T 20K EFt. At Ft F SR, RERFRTIIA
il AiER SRRSO ERNE LT LB A Th %, B e BERA THREFERAFETRS, XA Aiks
A 2 LI kAR SRS A T B,

KB ERAE, K, ARBTAE, ETHEA

HES B4

il

1 80 R0 2% P T % L B 58 90 A5 T — 2 9 AR
S, SR AESR 5888 S I 2 E 5 Jn T 0 B I A7 e
LR R,

S, MR SCRRIE A 2 OB P E, H

RN RIS, R AR L
EAE BAS AR B TR, ST R
Z%ggﬁfﬁggzuffﬂﬁgﬁgigﬁ WKL RN, H O T A B e B, R
=, BIRISAET B QY mo R AT L AR/ B ) T i AR 3 A R,
MR BTG 3025 SR FROA g ey gy 500 v 408 4603 T 80%09 H
FRERIEI B ORI . Ty PIRTSCRIER gy apa ) R S6 AR BT, 2013). ATIRIDIC:
TR #h 28 FE R, BF 98 3838 % 2R FH ) 18 B2 o0 R 2 & R TC R B 25 B, LB B 7E T AT —
ﬁu@ﬂ%‘@ﬂﬁ%f*, Xd’thxlﬂ%{#?ﬂ&?ﬁﬁj*ﬁ iﬂ?E%K*@@TE‘E%Hg‘D}E%?E, Z:lﬁliﬁjﬂ:#g/l\
KRR, Fln, 7eiEC AT %5 P B S U AR 25 5 L LT R ST B
(& 53 Wi X 22 5F (Pulvermiiller, 2013); 80X gyokerpk S 36 2 09 BEK £ 45 B
T AR 0, X il 5 T 45 19 A FERLIGURE BE 21, 9 00 X 43 44 3 45 ghiAl, A
16822 5% (Poldrack et al., 1999). JEF/ MM ek ki, B TAMEXE LA FR, BT

A5 5 M0 B 2 B M A AT B R, 91
Ve s 20221106 TR, 2, Bkt | MRS 12 AN k)
* EE ARFIEE G IR S A 1000800 ey, HIEREEIX. Wang et al., 2018); SURRE
WIRFEE . X255, E-mail: liulanfang2 1 @bnu.edu.cn FEEGE Bl WA, 2SI, ARSI AE L TE
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WY 65 A5 2 2 ok /5 7% (Binder et al.,
2016), T 0 PRAE B TR LERIR T Ik BE 2 A
A B DA KMEEH YOG R, Rt R s, (HA R
H—E MR Fian, 4L B R+
SR RE, 4 e Y A B A SR M A
AR, X Ta) SCAY Ak 32 B3 i B S W E AR,
R B S I RS T di5h - AU TR 0/ NS 53 = 8
BV o R FE I B O, ME DAHETT E T 1L,
ME LA T B 5 AN RS T iRE R 2 A& X, IR H
AN R BIF 53 3 22 (] e L ) 1) 3R 5 4k B R P AN [, 34
I T BEFE A SRR RS R A X

B, R AEL R, RS HNIES
R, KA SR & T f5 2 R & X, filan
FESEIE T 80% LA [ 1 B3 #R A7 7E — 1) 2 LR
(Rodd et al., 2002), fEHSLEH T, MABEIE
WE A S SRR FIRe Tl 5, 52,
MRS L RAE R BUZ B AR . RR
55 (Yee & Thompson-Schill, 2016), #l#n7eEE K
A28 TR i 3] 2% 8 I 2 fh 1] T B AR 2 AH S Y )
AEC AR, P TR EEA B i 5 2, ARME T i 52 50
BT B IR B RO AT 2 W . I, 24T
R 22 B 5 0 IS 22 B0 o 5 0 . T A ik
s SO ) A e R A A RL, (HEATS
A PR S AR LA — Bt . WAL T
NI AAT RAE S50 TR BE, LA K if SCRAE anfar 52
TR A R R Bl 2SS A5 R AT T I A B A PR

%=, i (discourse) EMFE BMELI R,
EACLIESRINE FSENIE B E R KRRV -/ Hi PSS
BB, AS[FRo3 B) A7 AR T SCORHR, RERIA5E
R GURY & (TR o T RIS R i AR R
I AIRAE, 0 BR A7 AIF 5T 385 30 46 S8 B R 3 5 )
— T BEAEAN R K () ) BB ) AT LS A R
47T He(Hasson et al., 2008; Lerner et al., 2011;
Simony et al., 2016), 2R, FTELIE R RIEST 4
Qb 1) 52 2% JBE 5 0 B B R (T R LS B i 14 i A,
UNES YRS i T AR S S A NTINEOY B 2D
il Lo SCHEBY, R 25 () AR o Y 7 =XmT BB TG vk
YER ARSI ) R S T B AR SO T, Ak, %k
I8 T77 Y M L JRE o T A AN [ A 20 R T LA R G &R
LA [ 55 22 () 1) v SCREL S

T DAL G Ty 1 R BRI, T AR R
ORI Z 1.0 B F 5T 5 AN TR RE ST A
SRIE F AL Bl (natural language processing, NLP)#;

A, BRI FE TN TR 2 R 2 R 2 S TR
BERY, DA o S 50 ) S SRR LR R, B
NLP 5 1l A5 SE 3 BB A S 6, IEAE A
ZUE O B G T A E Y S
G H SIS T 2F O AR A ANE T A R
B FHIEAT T RS AR BN, T/ RE4E(2022b)
B TR EE T % REIE S E BRI A
YEpE . AR S E B E . B S
ST B T 2 R R ) A B A R B 2 G
% 25 TR 5 ) R A R, SCEE Tt I
WEEEBA TIHES . 15X, Ak EL TN
5o TER—RCER (T %, 2022a), fEENE
WA B ZR GRS T INANE 5 22 5 E 5 2%
A BRI, BT O vk AR BR 1, IR ok
ST LA B TR AL . R R E R
R0 S SO AR R 5 A HLC B4 1 T 284
4518 B RY (FE F R 1035 SRR RY N 3L F 5K 45 R
2% 0 1 SOBEADTEHIR AL | 2% I AL R S
FOr AT TIRAR B, FFT T 3ARE T8
PR 55 P AL G AR 1 45 4 7 42 (Kumar, 2021)

LR BI ST TR AR BEAR S T RE S RO
FEVE T INE R T 0, (R AR E EL A fn) R AT
RE BRI . REERPREE T INA
I 2 A0 88K 11 A% o0 ) 0 22 ——— A X3 A
[ZRAE, X NLP B 7R 2 m) 1 1) 13 2R 47 2
SEE, KRR E N4 NLP AR RLRAETE Y
SRR, I 105 T8 5 I AR R T
SEA MMk, FEILRERE L, REME NLP £
ARAE N8 SCRAEAFFE H B, A4 iR i
SCL AT (ROE BB SCRMRS 18 X, I 5650071
2T R LR 2 A AT b BE,
TP R NLP 18 5 # R 58 AiE SCRAE BT 7E
BIF . PRSI SR & R 5 ) o

2 NLPEXNFRTHEZRERI#E

WAL LRSS SCA T A B3k SO TR
B FA ORI — R E R T
F TG I 2% B SR 5 #7845 (Chomsky,
1957; Hobbs, 1977), % HBitBHUZ N —FEARTEH)
eI 10723 195 b I B2 TR W BE N A i B (=g VA
BT R RORE E R, EE s BN T4 i 1
WH S, REA R S AR
TETRIE BT L B SOk 2 19 LK 0 B AR,
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H A Z AR AE /] . 5k, o T
MFRAEAEVF 2 A8, Gt 2R T 1 S0
LA 18 35, FL R SO AR AR 1Y 4 A 28 R
(Harris, 1954), $&H T 15 LAY ) 1 7 A B2 5 (Salton
et al,, 1975), ‘AN T NLP SGUGE 4045k 1) 33
¥e 5848, B4 2R (distributed representation).
X — AR AL X — B A5 (R iR R, local
representation) B 4 2| — 4 F8 2 1 ) 25 (8], A
A — AN ARSI A 1 ] 125 (51 40 300 48 )R
B =ik JL T 7 4E 09 4l #4% 15] & (Bengio et al.,
2003), BIANSC THUA R R RR AL B #
K oHpEg---- ”([1,0,0,0,01,[0,1,0,0,0], [0, 0,
1,0,0],[0,0,0, 1, 0], [0,0,0,0, 1), 1 H> M=
TR T A B A5 —5] RGB =4k m & [ (]
WK A 0] R R[125, 125, 125]), KK T 1
AR . fEor A AR R b, 1 U B LR T 1)
SN b, RN E LR FEHEA
FE S ) P B DG R B e s AR )RR A O,
T SCRF AR 8 7

FETE 23 (6] A48 8 5 1) [n) 5 () 3RAS D7 THT, Y
BT ETA MR, —KEETRITNELTRR
Tk, %O 3L T e X a1 Tk <3 -
ORI IOC R AT AT, A EAREE L
Hr(latent semantic analysis, LSA, Deerwester et al.,
1990; Dumais, 2004) ., =E 1 4[4 43 f# (non-negative
matrix factorization, Lee & Seung, 1999) ., 3 T &/
A AR N-gram (Brown et al., 1992)%% .1 LSA
), %7 8 A Gt SO TR A ST 3R] - SRy
HEIEEE Ayq EH w2 IRIER, d 2SO, A5
Xt 3 B R AT A A Ay = U o Z Vi
i v 1 LS ) O S R A (A b B Y I
XA AR . K BF U 8 —17 A alE v s LR
AR CRPIA ] o), RERE VTR A8 Ry SCRY T
SFRIR, X th A A BT s
BEERE ., Ik—k, WSO RE BA5 Bk,
B 8 T 58— MG s e, BEw] LUA T IRiE
W3 R, AT DL T 3R OR R 3 R SOR i
Xo BT GATHE LFRR I LR SR ISR S
T R BSOS, FETE ORI 23 A L 1) (BRS0RY)
R G RIRIEES FHAR T RIFI S (Jelodar
etal., 2019; Xu et al., 2008). {HiZJy ¥kt HA B &
8 Jey BR A, 8] 4 4] (B8 SCRY ) ] 5 B 43 A S — 8 4
R AR AR R T R A TR S A3 A B A3 i 1)

IR Z R, JF H YA 0 SCRY i, 75 8
YL T HBIAY; KR8 FT 4 % S8 )+ i) 15 Y 5
JRIUTAE R A —in 2 LM 4AE,

HETEIWINEARR, J)—285 T 3w
T SCHER A0 #2824 2% 310 L3RR, it
THEE T AE 5 3052 {H ) 25 5 ok R B A S8 Ok
Tl OB AR Al A3 26 hRE, 1625 Kumar,
2021), N T A% /2 (artificial neural network, ANN,
T SRR ol 25 TR 245 ) S o A AR LI A 28 R e X
52 A A5 B AL F AL R B 0 — B 2 AR A
(Mcculloch & Pitts, 1943), 4 M2t #h &0 (T
SOEAERGR) MR AL, e 58f5 0UT 250 N
N2 BEJZ i)z . AR EEHITE T
e 55 8T (461 An B IRUIR) U X 7 g 3] [ i, S HE A
T | RS A R X A B B B2 2
PG %L, BRI ESRIT.. BAH
A5G 2 B R TR Mot A
B 2R R R B 245 ); a2 e Bt )2
TREMESE, RIEESsHRETRE 2R
It (] AR RN AT AR 4 4 26 AR, R T R Ak
KW B31EE). 5Ktk a i
FRPEAIARL, N A 20 I 45 Bk 2 HP i A 28 oo IR
L2 A& ITME 5 5 (S R I 2 T i 98),
Fie B[R] A HEAT INBCR F G LE AR, Bl
FRYTIC GG IAF 5 A R T I00E B PR ke e e 2 15
I TR RS U RESRE(— RS
sigmoid, ReLU SFIEZMEMT s e i), Jm 2k b
B TAE SRR DAL 24 . EAREE R, B
Bt oty RSt Z 1 (E BAY
HRANE Y, 3L SR 2 P 4% (5 L sE
B2 22 38 3 S ) B HE AR W B, S 2R
YA W s /N TIAE 5 LSS 0 2208, P M4
IR AG S5 B R M B e R,
&2 DSBS R I SR R a LEZ W dl

FE TR I m) B R (R b, Ao 48 ) 5 il
FARRUBLTE AL SR I 25 45 AL EE, i A A] T 44 L LA
2 SRR SCESRRIOCR o LLE LAY Word2Vec
P Y 3% 25 17) 4% (continuous bag-of-word, CBOW)#5t
TR 45l (Mikolov et al., 2013a), AT KL T-43 4 =X,
B R T (T SO )8 R A L), 45
FETGE 3 kA B SCIESE A, o b e g B AR
A2 Rl AR AT [ &, S AR S RO
)2 AN S P BB 5 Y ] o, B )
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55 W)= a1 2 22 8] )RR R R AT oS T il
softmax PREGHATIH—1k, F3EIRZR 210 H L
MR, BB b i B TRITEAE D T &5 SR (LA 1),
38 A TR T 1] 5 S ] B 3] e 2 5 0T R R I
EAE AT S BRI, A2 2 2 8] A E
(B TR] 1] ) P LA BT B8 0 b4, Word2 Vee . A] LA
i FH Bk A5 7 (skip-gram) #E AT U1 2k, BID45 8 —A>
HArw, B EFSCaamr. mEE k).
Word2Vec #%7 FRAG (1) 1] 1] & 5 43 0 AR W) &
BAE, b T RN ARG, e
Hb Sz Wi SCAH AL (Mikolov et al., 2013a; Mikolov
et al., 2013b), 4N, & FE V() = V(EE) -
VEBAN) + V(& AN), BEIN VoS V(& )%
DRI 1 1R) [ £ A% % AH RS B v o

Word2Vec BEIEE 1 LIS, NLP Uit 1 1)

AR B

—

00001 000000---0

4]

=0 /
ﬂ ‘VA/!

N
TN

[ 0010000000000 |

000000000100-+-0

E

000000010000---0 |

=
S

iz
(softmax)

] S S AR R G, RS R E T T
— RIS T AT b N 5 0 AR, e AT
R ) i R T E R SGERMER, EAS
N8 5 TR WA A o T i 1) ol 28 1) 4 A
TUIAR B] AR ) R 55 18 SCHEAT £ AT, (R M AR
RUGLAE . AT AR 0] - B 45 R 15 5 10 32 UE i 28 )
(recursive neural network, RecNN, Socher et al.,
2013); fEIFHZE W 4 (recurrent neural network,
RNN, Elman, 1990; Mikolov et al., 2010) & Ak 1k
A G C T2 4% (long short-term memory, LSTM,
Hochreiter & Schmidhuber, 1997; Sundermeyer et al.,
2012), AFHE A WUT B E TS, 5%
(F)3CfF B2 A 2 Y HiialiE (14 ) 2 % 7w H (Graves
et al., 2013); ML M %% (convolutional neural
network), & 2R MIE AF B I B4 T Rk

R BigngER

= 000100000000--0 |

K1 CBOW IR
e X EZEBIA HARE W, SEEEET . W3 kA B SCREAE B RR (— B L BN SCE A AE), 4
T4 A2 R B 2 1 AL A O B I AT 0 ) e e AT SRR, R R AR T 1) 1 R 5 B2 i )2 I R A I g
ok, M4T softmax THEAHF] (KN Ry N 2c A0 B A HE R, 358 HOHE 238 d5 DR A T 38 6 Ay o 00 25 28

skip-gram BEAIMEA AR, HA FbRiE we, S0 BT 3C
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BYF11 71255 HE J1(Yin et al., 2017; Zhang & Wallace,
2017). BR T iRl 42 R 4% i Bkt v DIXE
B g B B 1R TR, Blin Doc2Vee 7E
Word2 Vec #5704 iy FEaith_E i A —A~Bepydh=2 | Befil
M BV ] S HEAT U0 S, DT BRAR B % 14 1) 2
A8 LR (Quoc & Mikolov, 2014), FHifdy L BE A
BIZRACFIESR B, a0 it Bk )
T TR SRR AT B A ), T LA ) 22 A B A
ARG B B 1]

Ja AW TR T Transformer 2244 (Vaswani
etal., 2017), sk T RNN K HS AR KB 554t
FEBFTINARARREE SRR, WA T I 4F K NLP B
IR F WM 25 F T Transformer 244 H 4 fith 45 A1
fERG ge H0L, B g AL s MRS S th AL T A
& 71 )2 (multi-head self-attention) fll 4> % 2, H
) 2 H AR R S R A AL
PESEAT I S INBCR MR B SR 5 AR B, MEZ
b 4 i R AR U B RRIE . Transformer 2244
BB FEZEIILHARE T RNN Sldrg iridis
PIT, AR AR I 474k, HFE Transformer
BRAL) 3 I 22> A S A R ARG R A HE SR T T X 3
AFHE 4R E SRR o BT Transformer 2244
(AR Fe T M 4045 BERT (Bidirectional Encoder
Representation from Transformers, Devlin et al., 2018)
5 GPT (Generative Pre-trained Transformer, Brown
et al., 2020; Radford et al., 2019)%%, BEf17E4Z H
RIEF AT S5 b R IMEBUS TR K4 F.
LT TR B ot 2 000 24 ) o SRR T 1k 1 S B R
(Bl BERT-large #RIA 3 {ZSHUTZ IR,
GPT-3 IS HR M ik 1750 12), X kb g & |
TP RE S 2R B o I 2Ry 1 H B
R R 75 A 1) = 1 7 5, R A
WAL S L AT R IR (B an 58 8 128 ) AAR 3
RIS HYL, & AT DLk — BRI S50k S
TERE R AT 55 o T ZRB B KA 1 BIF 52 141 BRI 25
[ RIEE s 3 NES TN T o NS 5 2 A R T A= B S 1 E
P e S A

AR TAE S T At s LRR ik, tha
o0 248 455 R BT 2R T = 0 SCAFAE, i PR T O,
TESEI S | BT . M@ SCH . RS 2
BHABEF S D EAERFH RN (Sutskever et al.,
2014; Wu & Dredze, 2019), ItAb, KEEFTII Lk
R (0 BERT)H4 2% 2] Bl () 2 #iiE 5 5 B #f 28

AL SR, WG AT ARE A B 5 2 B 2
AR EAT SR, DT LA 40 1 0% U5 9 B 3R AR 4 X
LIUES BRI, pEEHEIE A
WHEE T, LI He 34 5 3 0 fof 45 et 222 ) 4% A 00 5 A
WAL G T G i 1 SCAR R R ik, ok NLP 4
WD HE AR Z — o T NLP H 1 SCAR R R ik
RN R A G5 S R 55(2022)

3 NLP EEREE ANRKIE X RUEFR
H B9 Az

31 NLPESHRBSHMAGEIENESTE

NLP 15 F A BRI T 2000 B 7 5 1 SeAR i
AR TR, MIHAZTE, s 52 as
A DA BE— 20 o3 i U5 BAE 2 KRR LA 1 i
B 1281k, IS R X 2 5 T i
SUE B ERAE S I L AEfE B 12, NLP B S 1
RUFG L 3R] ] 2= 5 R S AR SR B AN TR A Y
BOAS, 45 1B i 4 B P BUE AR 3R 1) & UBUA R
[W. fi4n, BERT %iiliJZ2M Il 768 4E(BERT-
base)d, 1024 4E(BERT-large), 45— 4Em%{E & X
AN T Sl B AR A R DU AR A1 4 B i DX R
/N AR, —4E(voxel 7KF), JLH (ROI 7K
), JLT (MK, BJLTT (@K A%,
RT3 T 28 4 A ) 1) 22 70 e AR R A A R A
2 HA PBSERY B, YA R 7
oo FAEAUES3HT (representation similarity analysis,
RSA) 54 MM,

RSA it 3t 73 B o8 SO ABL A R 4 0 fiki 7% 2 A A
PEAE P 2L S 2 R, g T R 2 0 Y G Bk
(Kriegeskorte et al., 2008), #£47 RSA /r#rht, B
Ses B4 BRI NG A NLP 15 5 8 B 4513
BB AN FRD) B SRAE,  H b R SR AE T He 45 4 BRI
SR B — AR R I 3l BB i 328, NLP Al
FAETT - Word2Vec (Bl H Alb 45 1) Xof322 B i) f4) 3]
== =5 Sl by = DN R b r =g R R 90)
ERGE U GEES R PR e A QL S P i N
KB B al & [CHE B S AN R 6 05 B 1), Mmif sk
fiE 2% 53 4 [ (representation dissimilarity matrix,
RDM). RDM Jsz Bt T[] — S  XsF TAS [i] il 384 14
FAEMZESE, W THE P4 RDM Z [ Spearman
AEARLPE, 75 20 B AH G 2R 2505 e A RN 5 A A X
TR — L P R R AR AR LR EE (WL IR 2)

LR 1A R o) — Tl SCIRAN [] 28 7Y v 4 K54 1
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g1
Q 2

B2 SRAEARRIE SRR
b R ol 51 1 55N Ny 1 M O N i U B € S T R e MG A
T EBERN T X L (AR R A TR ) B R R o AL
F 1) 2 R AT A J2 NLP B 1] ) o, AR mT DA Bl k7
T B I T4 5 ZRVRRE o A7 5 J& R AEASAH LA
P (RDM), 38 3 T 50 fi 17 3y s R B 1) S o6 300 354 60 19
PRI 2], THH 4 RDM _E =1 Spearman
AHOCZ AL, B Ry R 5 A8 TR Y AR A A o

Tk, BMEARAREIR -HSHEUE A
Bolln Z 189 G 28, AT T H0 R Ak A58 L i o
[ TR A G s 7 (i b ), S Ml 0 Bl X
TN 1 2 I AE AN T N A () . TEZ Rk
PEE Ty e, 0 (8] 2 de T B —F, e AT LA
fir it A5 2 Hm LR R, R A A DT
FERB, XTI —iE 5 58, NLP AR & n] L)
3 gk 0 [ 09 5 i 3 gl #E T B G R (E A A,
2022b; Anderson et al., 2021; Caucheteux & King,
2022; Dupre la Tour et al., 2022; Goldstein et al.,
2022; Jain & Huth, 2018; Prince et al., 2022;
Schrimpf et al., 2021), S REEIRR i A7 8 AR [R) B
ARRLAY RAEAF B, 08 [l 5 5001 5 B S (B = ()4
S HA W EACE

RSA FI [l 9 HS AT LA G AEAS [R) A AY 15 filg SR AE
MR, HENHEFIFIIRE FA i 7 (Bruffaerts
etal, 2019), RSA i [1j& NLP BRI B 5
R H — ZEL A 3R (i 1) Jsz 7 A5 X1 £ A L P
B, i [ AR N R AR (R R ] ) A
R X)IESZ M BIHE R . RSA HEA
T EX ST G, RS RN X R
BEORAR AR o AHIZ T B B A R AR Dy —
M, oA TSR — R X i 5 B A DTRRRR A . e
[0 U5 7 ¥ B8 AR IR — R AL X i 1% 2 i A {3
77T AR 8 7 SR 385 R o 00 S A X, AE (]
B A SRR B 55 TP O L. BT
ity A S8 2, JF AR T X E T R AL

PEAT OAR AR 28, PRI T E 3 0 B RO HO a2t 1Y
TR o EE X RSA FIUE [0 575 45 A BB AL,
Anderson et al. (2016)4& H T FAE AL gn 65 7
o BT VR BT AR Y 2 5 A AR AL A il 3
gk — AR, e THE R U H bR S B A 2R
HARIRRAE AR LT, BEJS K AR 48 b5 A S A
XFC 1 H AR A BTG S IR T InACE- £y, AT
A5 T30 H AR S SR 1205 A R
ARRLPE R B AT 00N, sk o0 1 X AR 1) S 4 T,
THECPLEE B AR R ) SR AL PR ) B A 350
HI AT iR bE, BABKIIR M {H(Anderson et al.,
2021; Wang et al., 2020), {HAERAYE, YT RSA
U [ 3 e S0 (- L S A0 A DG 2R B Al 1
TR, AR OC R B RE UL IR B R ik Y
FAEAF BAFTEALZ AL, TEARE B HHEWT — &
Jei B TAERLE 2 AR TR Y, T H R AH 6 &R R Y
1%L F (Kriegeskorte & Douglas, 2018, 2019).
32 #ANAH
3.2.1 GAKTFEEXHRIE

W E AN AR BIR, b 2 A U
S HT TR fig DN T L Al i T — B2 A Rl 2 R
OCTEM )8, R SRR AT 9T F 2@ A L
BRI 2 AN ) AT AN [T 55 1 R Ml i3
T 26 5, PRIT 1) 1 BOME & 7 WP 4 figi DR AT T,
Bt EARA (Pulvermiiller et al., 2001). ia)iE2& 5]
(Gonzalez et al., 2006; Pulvermiiller et al., 2009)
i) P (Pulvermiiller et al., 1999; Warburton et al.,
1996) . & AT 45 FiE 5 1T 55 (Poldrack et al., 1999)
AR LA o AR L e X O 2 U T A
BRI, EN T A B B 22 ) A R A L
i 2 HoME LU fE . NLP £ AR A5 55 3 g
FE A BE XS APRHRY T AR BT R R, RITIR X
15 B 5 R RAL Z 0] 1 98K

TR TAE S, Mitchell 45 A (2008)1EH 44
TR E R, AT 25 MERAE SR 1)
FU AR AE SRy i ST i R, g 2 v [ A X R
i fin 4% ) A 0 3 S AT S L 4 R R AN L
Ly SN 0y N 1 R T il =12 A P i R S
TR o S A 45 1R B A — AR L TG B Bl
FRAE, b i 1 25800 T BB R PR Sy B %o 44 ] 1
ARG BIES 57 4 T IRAR . I FIFEI T NLP 5
i B AR B AR AR S B B Je ], il SO RAE D 5T 42
BT AR LAE A DL AM R B B . AR T
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54 NLP Jy vk I BIXT [ 2R 7% 2035 5 MR an
R B R ) AY I 4B (Huth et al., 2016;
Wehbe et al., 2014), I FEGHSLEE RN
S G il m Bk 1R /D R E TS TR, X2 A ARE
SEMPRM S A IRE S R RN R, RS
10 A 5 S T i B R S B I SE 1 AR SCERAE . 5]
WN7E Huth 558 A (2016)A9BF 5, Blllier 1K ik
2 /N B IR R AP REAT IMRT $948 . BF5EE B
JehRic A TR (repetition time) PN Hi B AGHI 3%, 42
B3k S ROt o7 1) IR R I I B AR N i TR i
MR, B JE R A0S ] FOm AR i A SR
718 [a] 5 50 R A A A R 1 3. AR MA R
T AR DG M 285 2 B LR E SRR 3, 16
ERESNES TIEXEL, S5 T3 LRI,
SRR, T SUE AR K i RAE A B T
IETAB A | b | S X AR 2 A INIX, 5
T & BRIKTE LM 4% (Binder et al., 2009) & J¥ &
B XUBHFT AR FIA NLP X LA FRR e A
R is HIAE S 2 i B SRR, R — R T
W A A ZRAE WL A5 (Kiefer & Pulvermiiller, 2012;
Nastase et al., 2017), Bl X ILFE T . RAE
X, MEEE PR — R AR XA

UEAh, NLP AR RS S 51k 2k i A
FEH BRSNS 20 1Y £ B2 25 2600 SURAE, #h%E T
WFaEasia), #an Kivisaari 28 A (2019)% 2T AA1]
XL A SRAE S5 HE SRR Z R B R, AERFSE R
i E — S H SR 3 NMRRIE IR () e —
AR WRITF . “WTIzE”), BikFEERE
T B A AEGH IO B MR A (1] < AR o RS 18
FH R i 44 283 Bl X AR A 1 5 B A i) 19 0] 1) 2
AT IR, JF BB & AN IRl 8 1] ) 5 A f T
IERR, S5REW, REHIKEER T 3 DMHE
i, EFE E AR Y A R IR (RS B S R Ry
AR )X 7 P ] o) 5 A NS A5 3T 3R Y A T E B
K, BE ST 2N RAEENE R B AR,
DR A BRA(E B R Bt T B AR X gt B ik
SCRAE, JF HE 1 AR DGR A BE SRR B -
322 EREENZMUKAKFEIEERE

HEBRFTE SUAER IR R RAER, 2R
T TE AR A S, A B AR HALE B
TP ITE LRAE, SRS LRI (Yee &
Thompson-Schill, 2016), [F]— i i& 7EAS [F] B9 15 5%
oA I B B R AR D U S TR, B

WA B R A0 BEERAE 5 b [E 22 HE
SA TR, J5 & 8L e B R AT RE
SR HEE . BIRMAMIELS5HMER . B
AWFIERM, AT AN 2 S X A
FEHH AR TE {5 B (Bonnici et al., 2016; Branzi
et al., 2020; Humphreys et al., 2021; Lambon Ralph
etal., 2017), #E—LULH] T CRAER S5 o 5
S ST 1) 2 3 B T B A 1R ) 5 AN RE ST b %)
=5 BN A E SCRAE, JUHZ Ml —iR 2 X
PGS

NLP HAR$EHE T REfS B & i B i) Z MR B i
SR 40 ELMo (Peters et al., 2018) ., InferSent
(Conneau et al., 2017). BERT %%, X} F[6]—-iH,
A it )1 S ) i REBE A 1R B I AN [R) T A2 4K
FIHIZAE A, ARG HOBE T RS 18] Rl 5 15 BE
15 55 W 7E A (19 3R1E (Gao et al., 2023), 1E
S, RAMRUCE S AN S B IR S R,
POk ZHFWT e N TR AATETE ORHE ., FREE
ek Word2Vee 1 R1F I S, A AR
T (9 T SCER RS2 AR X [ GE 1Y, AN A2 1 B 0] ) 52
N3N e QR T T vt 7= 3 i S S R i
— Mg, B E AR T ELMo MUALR LR L
o] B, 2SR SR T X (0] A0 P P 28 1) 26 254, i
R3] 6] ek 7800 R G T R RAR L (R — A R]) o d i
fd7 FH RSA AN 5 A8 T[] — 2H 3033 )
WABRAEARARLBE, WF5E 3 & BLORST i LY RAE
FEE % FINA O, 0TSO Y T RAED] 32
B A AR A A0 A O

i iE A E LS B SGEBE B,
NLP $ AR T RAE A K18 48 b5 (]
InferSent R F) % i1 1] . BERT RAU Hi ) CLS
] i) o KV 0] i R R AT JE T BN R] Y i
MAFE, BFETHSRZRMASG KRR, £l
W —mtseh, $alaE — R0 4~9 iR
B AT, [ HEAT FMRT 4 BF 78 % 1 el
InferSent AR F YTH SLRIE, K508
[ A A 7 ] - SCRPAE 5 3% 2l A5 Tl 1 19000 5C
Fo AR, FRAEA) SCRAH RN DX 53 A 7E £ 4%
T ST 7 Sl T < S T BN S 1 BN 7 s R I 24 |
i) 72 X 38 (Anderson et al., 2021), 7E 5 —IHF5E
T, BEOE B R R FEAT MR 948 o BT
BRI 7 B, X — i Bk A7 3CF
TERERERRKAMEE 15 i), S8)5 K NLP
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BERDK B G 4 i Sl B2 AR v s v B
WEAE, a2 T I 3 AHE T A5 A B AR
TERETR SURAIE . DRFEERI, BRIAMIZE | BT M4 .
TR - % G i A X R A M O e B i SR
fIEF X 20 A A By A BE(Vodrahalli et al., 2018). 5 |-
RAFFRAE R —3L, Acunzo %5 A (2022) 8 Seilll 4h—
AN R AT 4328 1) A5 FRA 28 ) 2% LS 24 1) &
AR ARSI B, B S SR IO R Y 2
) B A A ] T TG R ] N o TS ) i SR
Wil 0 Bl AT RAEAR UM 3 A R B, SRR . ER
N %2 5 TIEBUKPF B FRIE, TR
N BAHE . BERNBELSE WY
BEAY WL A5 (Smallwood et al., 2021; Yeshurun et al.,
2021),

3.2.3 SBEEEMEY

W E F B RS IR 35, AU IR TR A B
B SAE B AR R AL G R, B E N
Z AN A g, Bk, Sy mkor
03K 32 R AR L i) B I BT 43 B A vk i T
G, BIIEE 2 8] T 25 1A A5 PN 2 1) e AR 3 7Y
jabberwocky 4] 3\ (Fedorenko et al., 2012; Matchin
etal., 2019), /)i 75 (Batterink & Neville, 2013;
Petersson et al., 2012). /)¥:1E Jv (Segaert et al.,
2012)LL K JE1E 4 A (Law & Pylkkanen, 2021)%,
SR A% G2 0 )00 T 98 T ik A7 e — S8R FR,
B AR R AT 5545 3 B A0 320 0 Bl DX 3 A1 A A 2 26
5, JF H TR SO SR AR A B, SR )
BMAEE &AL — 2 W ME B (Pylkkanen,
2019), FICAEASEL A TR KB E LR T
AR B, 1515 50 50 g wE L 43 Bk 4i 1) 4735 m T
1 & (Kuperberg, 2007),

ARG T SCAR T IRE I a5 T+ 5
HEFEL, BMERARXFRRINEXR, BAE
i 5 Re 1 NLP BRI ot A8 rh 25 2] 15 4)
RRR, e, <z PR LR ZR T
JFHB, AR TRAREE” TR TR 5 841 BERT)
EFE 8. kB EESE 2 M aEES -
B2 H A 28 E B (Goldberg, 2019; Zhang
et al., 2022), FEHILAEMSH N HEMHH A SCA P 3R
BRI B o R IS g R T rhes e i BUEE, AT LA
i F NLP 8153 B2 U] T i A i A UAE R,
AP BN R, WS T A5
21 B [X 43 47 (Caucheteux et al., 2021a, 2021b;

Wang et al., 2020), WFFE4E R AL, WU F1 45
T VAR A AR B AT TN, X A LS
SR B SE R 5T AR Ll (Hagoort & Indefrey, 2014),
B T A6 WF 5% & {F SRR 1 5 (feature  elimination)
149 7 2O ) VAR R R AT SRS AR 1) 20 2 (9 3 4
A LA TR 1 A ), HETTRTE
TR0 T e = I BT AT 1 22 B ] EE I L (Zhang et
al., 2022) Z5 R I, JAEAS 6] )T X8 g 4 i 1X. 43
A A AR 22 5, AE A0 A 19 X BCR BUM ], 4R
FEM ], 380 [0 A ] 255 SCIN % IX Bl (Binder
et al., 2009),

NLP HEAIT] DU R 53 B 1 ORIV 215 &,
FF BB LE RR 1B 0 1Y B SRAT 55 TR 98 K iy in L
BU, 35 KA A i % NLP AR 75 fii SR AF A 52
J5 ) b By J1(Cichy & Kaiser, 2019; Hamilton &
Huth, 2020). #Rifi, AT NLP AR KM
AN TR SRR A R, e B A i T
Wi X LU AZ G o i e T ) I X, Xk — 3
BIETE NS oA AT AF BN AL Y 5 e e,
2 R T NLP AL 5 1 B 15 5 405 4 S Bl S A7 72
MR 2, AR B IT ek — 2540 HT
324 RETHFEEREREBENEMIRIE

T T (B V% ) Ui 2 7 AE TR R0 I R LA AT
ez b, 3 SRR A [ ER 4 1 LA
AR, BE ETUER, RS EZOE
AUE B (U B D ) R AE (Patel et al., 2022), 1%
G S T ik — ROk g B B S AT RL I B RE AT X
Lt (Hasson et al., 2008; Lerner et al., 2011; Simony
et al., 2016), MIHCELAAEMERRFBHRAICIZ 5 %
GMERE TR, B B ) 22 5T et AR S e i
RS T w0E UE B LTIk s, wesh, %07
AR AR BT = Ak, MELLRE B N A
MR HORR, NG T A AR BT

UEAESR C A WFFEE TFUA I NLP SR X 5
W8 SCHEAT SRR, AR NGRS A ARIE S
T Can il = RS ) R N TR RAE & 3 3 — TR 5%
454 IMRI HORH LSA J7i, SRS LIRS 2
P 2 BAE b anfaf = iE(Nguyen et al.,
2019). S P OATEEZ MR 3 A R, H:
h—HMAE TR, 51— T AT R
MR B AR . FEFA A RS B0 A C Bk
W N, WAt E T LSA HEATIE X, &
RBWFE T 5 h iR SR VT i & AR, Btk
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S Y T SCRERLEE B, A AT T8 BRIA R 6 5 AT
PRI 4 LR 2 iE S AU Wl R, X —BFR
2E WK T BIA M 4% (default mode network, DMN)
PERERRAL FRE LA R IIRE. J)— IR %
2T FIE TS AR O A A AR I X 32 A R
By ZNME—Z 1k (Patel et al., 2022), 7E fMRI =30
[F AT, ik 55— R 5 E AT O Sk R, Jf ik
Wr o5 — Bl R oAb BN %% . FsR & 2
LSA TR AW P Z 0] 1915 LIRS, o
TR 55 R R 1R A AT 55 1 I RAE 25 S5 A R
TSR TR S 25 55 R R IG RAE 25 55 6 R 19 R 40X
FE(RSA 73H1). G55 FRM, WHEHUT ML A0 RTA
VRN TN e N 1 I = RIS a2 e A R PR VA
Z X, R SRS T AR A LN
AR, R | RO B A R e
IR ST A0, $88 T 1R A TS AR
P R 0 10 53 5 R G TR AR SRR
% LA 5T a0 R S KO SUE B AT 4 BT,
WFFR &5 it — 4 S HF T BRIA 45 76 B SR 1
Y& (Margulies et al., 2016; Smallwood et al., 2021),
Ko} i TR LA T LA DA T 45 4 1 1 T TR 5
W SCEERXTRMIN T. 2= 3 B 2SR . PR
A MUBRAE SRR h, A RS A —
FN A B R, G —A i E e s
T DB E BRSNS AT RIT . S X
AR VE o 7 3 AR, R T R 4,
AT DL e T iR LRSS R R . AR
X EL S B T 22 5 AT Z 8] IR R EA TR 5
(Laurino Dos Santos & Berger, 2022), f# FiA14B H
B 1F SCRE ALY AR O i 2155 1 R R R R AR AR,
185719 & R 518 i AH 48 7 B s SR v . A
FEERWR, TFRTEEE . RE T HEH R R
LR AR B TR B Ty, RIS AIE L
St S ATz S AE R, il )
— I AR I 9E 25 E T e T A XA ROR
B2 (Lee & Chen, 2022), B3¢ X940 A B itk
175750, 1& B NLP FAR SR 7 BOW I ST
W s, JRUL R BAESR T AL DU B
W SCHHBNEAE i A SR, #0254
AN 2% AP ST 45 R R, 0 B (centrality, Sk
THH AT S CECR BB i B AR T
U BICALROR, I HAEE 5 M2 A S X (BRI Y
LRV KT SR A0S 5 A e ] — Bk, R

B 6 F A B n T 532280k 5 Hfe il A
BUER AL B R .

DR E L R A& AL (DI N
T FEMERSZ . 1CAZBER S K sh B # = A4E T
B, (B HFTE R NLP 4 RRiE R AE R iF 58k
Z I m s o B e, W SR P o LA
LUEEFRIE e RAGERIFKR A . ARBFFT AT LI
H AR BB LS AT, E—FHERHS K
AN T 2 S RS OR B SRI, an X T B 3
WHIE S IR 5 (Miani et al., 2022), #EHE WL
(Cooper & Nisbet, 2016)%5 [ it 22 5L Al
325 NG

NLP £ AR L 5 AT R 7 1)
Fon, —ERE LR TIRIEEE. R
MEGE— R e, M ARTE BT B EL B R
ARE. SULRIEE, FAFARMRIMEAT . et mle 4%
Z TN 1R AN IR (R HE e T 4
Rifi 5 R BE G 5 AR A &, NLP RIS s -
TGRSR REAIEMBER R, BT HIES
BB NG BE, FE A5 ST 20 i AR A [FE 5T
SRS ETRCA RE. BTk, R HEMH
NLP $IC 3] ) @A R LR, W T 0 5
Wb BB SE B AT 55 S B O R IR SR, X i SO
FAE PR FEAS TS [7] 28 B o TAE: 5519
XF L o A, NLP AR i s SRR B R RS R
M, A [ 28 B 9 SCAR AT LA F 6 N A AE
B0 BFFEE T LU T LB R X AN [F] 2 A SO AR Y
Ii] 5 & % () 40 2 1B 45 A S ) 1] o RS 5 1R B
{5 BRI [ 5 KRR AR A DU RCRE R, v e —
Jigi IX A A9 {5 8 2 A Bl in T 4% /5 (Cichy & Kaiser,
2019), BRI A A 7] 15 B ML (Caucheteux
et al., 2021b; Goldstein et al., 2022), JGU{5&%f
SCAS B AR (R 5 A (Tikochinski et al., 2021)% i i
W SIS BT T G K 7% 20 % 3% BT TR |-
NLP HAR AT o3 B A B 115 B, a2
TR G LB ENE R, &fE, AR
AT FR 4T 55 Ay o ) I3 98 Ky ks A AT 9 ) s 3
(Finn & Bandettini, 2021; Hamilton & Huth, 2020),
SR A5 S50 BRI T 1 M LA B S Wi A\ B4 3]
TR S HMELLE SRR B AR B G B Y R
NLP HEARBBU T RS, 6, A, BEEZER
T SUE B T i, TE B SR TE TN A il Ak 2
SERR I RS B g5 SRR
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1z T NLP F A P& BORNE Y 35 SCRAE I 5 i i
BT U OC R, AR A RO — Bt 5k F)
T SRR RPN G850 )32 sy AR AE A L B
B S 2K, 2R SR TS0 M T
T3 35 A B i 451 493 9 AT 48 7 1) J) S i X SR A 1 X
g AT e M. KIS EEARET, &£T
RAEAR SCAS EYIN 2545 B I 15 5 BV 7845 H A
RTEFHSNEZEEUEE, MESLE2ES
55 TP (5 FH A R R AT 55 (40 < T SOOI W e B 1k
M TR S A R T EE S, R A
TRMBER G X 25 (ERERNE, AAD
RGBT 4R HH 3 S B R 2 R AE 43 A AL FE
SIS 12 Bl X R B R AE N BT 2 il X (B, 20215
Fernandino et al., 2016a; Fernandino et al., 2016b;
Lambon Ralph et al., 2017), #lin, &L MER<H
L4555} (hub-and-spoke) " #i> (Patterson et al., 2007;
Lambon Ralph et al., 2017)}%:"[‘5, P E IE S M
I 25 L TS AR B (B hub), 322
B AR B0 5T RAE 5 RS, S S AR b
R 3 4R R Sk 15 B (B spoke, fLFEFLGE . T .
15 25 3N S M A A £ BB RR R 2 . LA,
XUEE 2 L PR UK R R AE 2 RS . BT
J& 138 B)) (sensorimotor-derived) ) & 4 5 % T i
5 175 (language-derived) Y R 5t , HH 32 158
12 ) B (1) R FRAE 2 B 5 243 A 753 18 47 5 11
I8 B B B VL RERG BR TG SRR
B YA I HITR R AR R G0 0 3 43 A7 A6 T 00 i
(dorsal anterior temporal lobe, dATL) K H: % J& [X 3,
(BLFEHUT RN b o] 45 28 3508 5 I X)) . £ F NLP
FORIB R 09 )12 T SCEURR R DX Ut W R AR 15 LAY )
HZSAA AT RE R BT AR T ARIE S S . 5
TE RS R A R LAY, SR T R X LB A
RGNS 2 [] 55 1) G I 34 18 1 5 Ak
ZHIRCETZMBERA T TES R . E /0
%, 2022a; Kumar, 2021),

4 BHEERE

M AR GO B2 S0 Tk, 18 T A AR H AL
HH(NLP) £ AR 2 i i SCEATJLRAL S (1)AERS
XH A A AR A R BT U BT R
MR AT, PR AL TR R B R AR AR, (2)RE
et B SCAE R, AR T S O R R 1 e Y
MRS FE5E T 3 SCH BEHERR Y%, (3)NLP 5

TR 1 A ) 1) e 26 R R AR R, 3E O R
sl S [ S A ) i 5 O =X, RS A T D4R B
FBRIEFPE B (A EAE B, MIMTTEA R A5
S EEXT M T SCRAE AT B4, (4)in] 1] 5 (4K
PG | A2 WP R T, AR R KRER
PR i AR o 38 i 2 AR AR B A 1] )5
07k, WA R T S R AR LY
SUAF B i R 0 2h i AR Ak, AR 4R 8 1 SCIY A A
ARAE . BEEAR BXE SCGRIEM R . A 515
ST DI 0 43 5 DA R i 0 SCERAE 55 [ T -
BTHEZH KN

SR, A 012415 75 A0 B i AL ) 45 4 & 1)
B, 3R F A PR A — 1 R BR A
TS NLP BT (1 AT i Rt R, S 4P ok 56 T
25 I 45 FIUR B 2 > B AR 11 o 5 55 70 PN 5 45 g ok
M AR K, BN i GTP-3 R S 40 ik
F| T 175042, (Brown et al., 2020), RE1EIESIT5
A FRIBLLE, E K S T 2% Y 45 K il
PR RL () T i R 5 25 ¢ AR i 1 1 3] 1) kR R
T T WLy T AR RRAE 7 A TR 3 o R O A R
ARAT T DR BERRAE 7 32 ) H A E A R
A AT AR AR A 56 b 45 =X (1) i ok s £ 7
TESRAR L L SR BEAL ) 12 A0 3] 1) o 55 R 98 K
Xof B B T, AR AT i AT SR A — i
BE B BRI T NLP FEE 5 INAF S e 5
N 7o VR, AR B R SRR R K
ARIBRIAE D bkt . 200 . S50 LA
YR AT: 55 55 2 A7 AR AE 22 5, S 30 A 3R] )
ANIAANF] o AEAE ] [ 5 G 16 3 A e G
FRIF, AT 2 8] G i B 11 2R 0 22 R IR AR A
BRIV feft SR FH R [ B4 T 9011 455 700 Sk 3 454 [R] A9
BT ZH0, AT I B Tl 158 25 45 (R, I 4h,
NLP A 5 A2 21308 s AT, H
PIEETHEE 5 T T RE 5N I A A AR R 2
o NEIIE T I th A RS T 2246
B H AR, i H T3 NLP AR AR 24 1
A F MRS, IE HAE U ENR AR — R T
J SR LR S At e >0 A5 37 PR el A A O A
—J7 10, NLP BRIl 25 i Rkt 22 | 254 ok
MR S, TEBARAER . AT B R YOS S TS
MR E I, NLP &7 B F 1515 5 B
JE— NI, F U, B NLP # A E
i 22 KR B Mgt T N 114 3 SCRAEHIL R 7 A
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TIRAMBISE . ST UL IR BRE, 76 8
AUSEBORNECRRIE RS, B 90 3 T AR T 5 0] A e 4
P RREAL, 255 S I BT X AL A M AT
W, JE B R SR AR

EAREE M Z, NLP FADEA BT LRR
B W — i b e DR o O B AR A LA YRR
D5 EAE— S LT WS T AR, JFHA
R T AR, 0 QR 51 2% 1k RE A% O b
S M & A [m) ¢ AE TR SC A2 P i B E (Cree &
McRae, 2003); FHAEVTE 2 BEAR A HE &7 212
BE A | I 2555 L JE RS, WARELL Ay
A R X HE S AT AL PE 25T 5. (Binder et al.,
2016); o £ A5 Y HE 1 I b sz I ARE 2 22 1) F J2
55 R 4514 (Solomon et al., 2019; Zhu et al., 2022),
FeF 4l SCARBEAT YN LRI NLP AR IR — 5 BE 5 44
NS0 o SOHTR DL RN TR s (i 3 B
M RS, B0 X BE &S X R AE A A
R, HHILT NLP fRY, JET AR5 M AR
V4355 G 4 AR AR U 505, I ELA A A G
FEHLEER NN )G, AREEDRRDS
RN A 2 R AEAR I, T NLP AL AR A i
F, VLG M 1) SR AE A7 AR NLP BCRL i oK
2% > B ) £ % & 5 B (Fernandino et al., 2022;
Tong et al., 2022), Kt NLP A7 5 4£ 55 .0 BR
U URR BN S 2 5, BATIHE A
T HAMAE A5 1R (Kumar, 2021): fE/NELBE
BE, AT S8 1k BOR TIUR B AOR, (H R A R
A Bl TR 5T RS S R AT B 7R R R
BEFE SRR, R NLP A 1 1T A Bk
o 75 ) i 24 R SO B, (L H BB A5 1 1 b AR T
EHALRY R L3RR, IF I R R L R 5 O A
5 RN AT H L.

T2, WFsEEE A LT LA DT R AR
J& NLP #ARFEM L E T F R R H

(OFIAFET BB IR LRR L. BT 5
T AR SR KR Jr ik, EIBAIdLE NLP
U R LAY R 7R SO O B AR (191 B R
HEE) . EERGRIN, MR ARRIEFER
(Al WEE . SR, Al REESE), MERER
HEBERMEMKR . DIARERE 4], EERG
TSR TR ERWBEEXR . BH L
B A PURIIE FURRARE B, SR 2R RLAR [
BT S W] g RerE, & SOCRW, 5 T#1T

WAL 55 o (BRI T 2R 18 L BURE 45
PR S 2, ME LA Ol PRIASE B ) SO 7
I 6 S0 R A AT B, WIS TR TR R
Jr2, DN 4 B SOOC Rl iE B R S, B
JE T RSA 25777525 SR 1 SO R BT
PL WordNet A5, 2% AR 5 P 1) 6] 1) 1 SCO6
F (B0 N JE 5 2R), K R R] i MR ARIR 254 14T 4
21, WordNet H1 A~ 1) 22 [8] 1) 3 SCIE 88 7] 38 4 7%
33X 8] I i 19 i [ A% O JIE 4t (Carota et all,
2021; Fernandino et al., 2022; Wurm & Caramazza,
2019), Ban, MHi(cat)” i 5 2] 35 (mouse)”
M R AT LT AR Mi—R s —a R
Y —R B LS —me 2R — B, X
TR RIEE 5,

QN Z BRI G IIR G S AR . TE AR
SRS T, ANATAAF B 0n T 5 S A
THEE . KR SOREZAEE, IF H A
WE & B A S PR I A RS 5 B (B, 2021),
SR A% 58 1 S 56 5 12 RS T 4 SCAR (1) NLP AR U e
VLRG58 Z RS0 B, AN BB 42 145 38
Xof T HE A& 1) R AE 4 %5 (Dubova, 2022; McClelland
et al., 2020), A TR REGURC ST K T 2 H4
BB ETE X R J7 1 (Lahat et al., 2015; Wang,
Zhang, Lin et al., 2018; Wang, Zhang, Zong, 2018;
Zhu et al., 2022), iz F 2B F R, 0] gE—20
TRAARFE RIS AN [RI RS A5 B AL, 40
BT IR R TR LS 9 75 26 5 B (B, 2021; Paivio,
199 D)AE R vh 9 RAE A 50720 A @A L
BEITASHES,

(3)iz MBS BRI DA Fr R AR IE S RE T o
Bitn, Ok IEH AFI AL (B0 A PATAE RS # RAE
S5 BE TR T AT SOR ST, BRAS H R R
Wil R SCRORIVE RIS A RN SCEE R AR £ T T
FFE(Day et al., 2021; Nevler et al., 2020), T iX
SERRIE A ST A R A Y, A B TR A e
T35 B VAl A 1 A 1 2 0 1) R A2 R T (de
Boer et al., 2018; Fraser et al., 2016), Ff-F&{ETEAY
JIrts S Ta) 5 A A

(4) ) L 5 5 A 498 5 o T B o 5 A 1 ) B
it PR AR LA B TR T S AR L B 58 A
BRI FAE S, A NTRARE Y AR A S BEAL
MR B Z W5 0T AN o ARt 5 o — R L IE
R AARIEF LR GE, PRAR IR AL — 4>
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JEHAE RN I NI AT X L, X W 4
GEHF U F5 T R B AR (9% <2 17 100 SR A U AR A Py
BB AYIB AT LI B AR B RS R A 22 S 1 SR A
BN — TR, B IR AN RS 5 A A
A R[] — #5580 P AN [] B g 2 W A AR B A
f% J1(Toneva & Wehbe, 2019), BF573 fdJ1] fMRI
R T R P S (A 1) S R AR R 4 L)
B A R T 20, AT P B T AN [R] NLP B AL 35—
R XoT 0 = v A T ) 1) i R, 08 [T
O3 AT 55 TR By 1 3] ) X 2 A E S TN
XTGBT R B . S5, YA T
R AR BRI (T 10 4Mid]), BERT
Transformer T-XL A5 Ay r 8] J2 X5 1 1% 311 0% 351 )
BORE TRIZ AR, T 2 iR R
FRES . UMARIESE B 10 AR, BERT
Xef R 47 S 198 T 00 250 S i o 5 15 1 1S T
[%, 1M Transformer T-XL AT &% 5 045 5% 15 35
GG TR, DRI E R, XG5 B 00 AR
A XoF 17 P o 4 B T B S B T AR (B )R )
BAEEHEGE RS, 45RE/R Transformer T-XL
[t BERT H{HK G KIERIAESGE, MxXiE
Transformer T-XL M #) Wi 91 2 — L1 T
YEIE 3 NLP 115 75 4T 55 BE J7 A KM 1% 20 1) 1
i€ F1 4778 . 3 1E A 2% (Caucheteux & King, 2022;
Schrimpf et al., 2021), it —2L, A HHFFEH X1
RUSEATIROM, e TR A 78 X M 37 3 TR B T i)
[i) FsF (ol A 700 <20 il ) S 35 0% T AR A 2 A0
H1E% FE B (Schwartz et al., 2019; Toneva &
Wehbe, 2019),

DL s B, a5 R A AR 2
T TR X Ll St H ik 22 ek R O T AR G —
7 B RKRWE S o B o TS SR i Bt
VT i AR B A AR B ) 023 1] 4 B3R 1 i) SRl B
VLR ARA M b S m) 8, EA T2 A BT skt NLP
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Distributed representation of semantics in the human brain: Evidence
from studies using natural language processing techniques
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Abstract: How semantics are represented in human brain is a central issue in cognitive neuroscience.
Previous studies typically address this issue by artificially manipulating the properties of stimuli or task
demands. Having brought valuable insights into the neurobiology of language, this psychological experimental
approach may still fail to characterize semantic information with high resolution, and have difficulty
quantifying context information and high-level concepts. The recently-developed natural language processing
(NLP) techniques provide tools to represent the discrete semantics in the form of vectors, enabling automatic
extraction of word semantics and even the information of context and syntax. Recent studies have applied
NLP techniques to model the semantic of stimuli, and mapped the semantic vectors onto brain activities
through representational similarity analyses or linear regression. A consistent finding is that the semantic
information is represented by a vastly distributed network across the frontal, temporal and occipital cortices.
Future studies may adopt multi-modal neural networks and knowledge graphs to extract richer information
of semantics, apply NLP models to automatically assess the language ability of special groups, and improve
the interpretability of deep neural network models with neurocognitive findings.
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