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M E AN 0 T & B B A Y

ook e 1
(" LR ANEE KB ST b 2 A EE R AR S R 5 2E R RN T S S, LI 201620)

W B RITEOATENAT XN eIRE, FFE—FOLEA)F R B M 5 — 7 (B ARRLEA)G R
FAEFTWAHH A TR FRETENEME, KBEFRETENEMELA A BAFLEART ARG B G, RELER
AU, REEGGINFe e TS AR LB AMNATE, B3R FNEMBRIESH L EGHERL, FEERNZ
WAEZME T REREER, £FHANES . EFEFT ERFEHRIEGRIREN AR E B BB I H 4
HAIREFHHARAH g S EG ik T, REFRBIZE B RGTEG L L FEFABAZN MR LS
Rk, GEERBFEEAAGERIE, FH—F B A TTEOAF LI, K TBREAR T ERIPAAR.
KEIE REEFRG; RERI, AFBETEHLN,;, BHAERL, MEF

HES  Bs42

1 51§ RSB AR PR (AN 2% L 3R S, AR DL R
s N . KR IR BAHRIE RS (Kinzler, 2021), HAAR
2 SE P g2t 1 1 A A o S & 3
RS A R T BT ARMOE o SRR, U7 2 W B £ R
L (Chomsky & Lightfoot, 2002), 4 HIEZH ” . B
, . o . BESJZ T F AR, s MmO B RS . 7
AR, AR HE A VR R IR A, , SR T, [ LR N o v o A i o
v e _ A I FE v, ULiE A AT BE 2 A ZE A T /R A
FE NGRS B DL Bl et & BRI s e o . .
PR , . . o . W ERRIE AN ZRESER, HEHBCHE
PRIAE TR AU A A MR RE T3, ik r=t e . o s .
. ” o , FEE, LU= R HARULIE A DR, MM
ST AT A KSR B SCAE Y B (Kinzler, 2021), e L A .
. : . s A R IR B 4L 252 Y B 19 (Bernhold & Giles,
AWrRis ., EUS B SMMEEZRT, L
N — ) 2020; Heyes, 2021; Pardo et al., 2022; Pickering &
= iE iz ghEH " L (speech sensorimotor i e
_ . o Garrod, 2013). MR¥E AL AEA Bt At 9 5 1 58 Ui
control mechanism){ %] T XHEMEM, 76X —id N T s B
IR R G DL T T st B, Hrh— A gEREE A
’ o KMERVRE S o X B AP BLE A To i 2 B
H AR BTSN B 5 RRAE, T 2 30 P R AIL il Can i
Wk B 2023-08-04 Tia] 135 (] 455 260 ) [ 4K 1t W i 45 B BB A A 3 19
* EZR AR RS TR B (31971037) BT RS,
BRI M Rl E 2 0BG u H -7 ) s A KR (speech perception-

20SG31), [IfETT [ SRRl H 4 T L35 H (22ZR 1460200 N »
(i% ) T R ) production integrational model)I\ Jijiid A2 {)

WEMEE: PN E-mail: xiaoming jiang@shisu.edu.cn HFrUiiE N F 1558, 5 BAr Ui A MR
U RIS S T DA SO A U R 2 MEWL S A O F= A8 4, IRl X R = 4 4
(F1E )R PR 0N T 32 #2 (Bono et al., 2022), X — 5| G HAEE B ARIE AN S 15 (% B.(Gambi et al.,
TR N TR AR A AR RE R B . B DA R [ T 2022; Gandolfi et al., 2022; Pickering & Gambi,

B SR DA R LA BT S 135 B S o e
: &3]
R AL AP E A, sl ig s (s 2018 Pickering & Garrod, 2004, 2013). HT [t

Wk RSB il gy (Forward model FERUR G| S ATR R A BOL A
PRI, RGBT ER SR AR E S g ik O g (Pickering & Garrod, 2013) il i AL T LA B AR Oy
7 17 B LR B B B (7 B AR LI Wi A E YOI Z FRE BN TR Sk A
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b & 75 4 NZ AN RS By, LA AR R R
ROR(BRSE, BRI T, 2020). 5 1B — R A
RUFE H, PR AFEIE L. AlTE NG X =AY 2 1
A BARULIE AW F EEBRHEZ A O™
ARG BRI, 615 U2, 43605 A HL
Kt B — A Y R (B T2 cap), AT 24
T VR A DB R A . IR SERR
(1 HL 3R] (K e 3k s tap) 5 WUIASAF, A AT 24
B £ B35 0 18 %% (Drake & Corley, 2015), 7E
A EE, UEIE NS AEMATR F A R G
St B BN M AR A, B iR 5 4 e 5 BT
(Martin et al., 2018), #X— " REZ AL
KT, TR ULE A G LA (R B IE
IR BORES . fe i, FERF )2, vhid At
Bl B AR U iE A BRI R B S B RS,
VIS 5 R A 45 E A 14636 A (% 75 7 (Pardo et all,
2013), HAEE T B AYE SCRAIEANR, 1R
) BOFI R B S R R B = I R MR
S, X NMRRIEE B EWES . AR
HE—HGUESE, BhE AN REAS A FE I LR 5 48 28 (N ik
A PRI A R AN MR BN R B AR U E ARG B 4y
(Perrachione et al., 2011), FAGIA KIS B A AT
VLA 230 b 9/ 35k S A A [ g v B A S, ARG
T NTE R P AR E s B AR DS A A
B, VRAT A AR (4 DA I T AL X T4
FWZW TS AETT N B BRI E
o Wb, ARG 2 R T AR, AN
[F) A LK B AN [ A 1 B v 7 2 R AR AR R 1 s 0
WA W5 K B 9 G2 R 5 R T LIASEO A 2 1 g
W, HRRIX Y ER T ARG S5 A
25 AH 0L B SL 4R 4 K/ (Stansbury & Janik, 2019;
Stoeger et al., 2012), 4 WF5% & PR A5 0] L)L #S
Bhisiih N BRA# SRR % 0 ¥ (Adank et al., 2010), if
BRI 5 % A AT LB I 5 3, ]
DU 3 H: 5 0 80 i a9 [R) 25 (Lin et al., 2023), X
SE SRR, REEOIEE SRR, e TR
ARG REEM . R, T ARERGA
B Pl 5 R A 2T A%, 5 Y Ay 2R hi R
RO 5 WA T AL . S E S, 7RIS
Aigh, HEANTERES AN LR, AR
BLES 1T 28 . H 45 B . SR, EAAFAL A 34
AR (5 N3, IR Ok 5 AR &
AR, DASE B A AR T AR S, AT 8K T

Ilfi % #k % (Cohn et al., 2022; Zellou et al., 2021),

5 G 00 5 R TS AR D I LA R
AT AR BB L SRR B AR, iR
G- AR, VAT AN AR B B AR UL AT,
[FIRF iR A O RS 4 . X— BRI T
SIS R T U o = I i DR AN TP U
(Pickering & Garrod, 2013). X M BEULiE AFIH
PR il AN LERR & 7 22 R AR AR B R A2 T B
Fenth AEARER MR, EHFEFIEZRT, MUE
Wratfs e, A LR FLR, HA, XL
LU LR R A RS BT A AR R, IR E R &
R AT DA B A s AT E AR UG A T 5 ) AH
I Lo B F 31 2% > A R (associative sequence
learning, ASL)TA AR & A5 2 45 8 RN 4 B IR i
—i8 BB 2 S 0, R I R v T 5 AR
TTAHTFEI SN PE R Zs 2o o HLARSR U, 7R ARy 1) B
o, URIE N B SE LS B FRUOTE AR — R 8 S A
BT AR A, SR e 2l X
I P EONE A B AT AR R AT S, AT S BXT AT R
J¥3 2% > (Heyes, 2001, 2011; Wu et al., 2019),
5 b A 5 59 J2 336 ) 4 B (inverse model) i & 5
(Belyk et al., 2016), 33 [ B A 3= B 56 1 4 {4 Ik
FF ) H AR UTE A PR E S A UEaE AR
) % 7518 3145 4 (Chen et al., 2021). SR8
(RMFE VLR AT T SE i e M I . & Sk AL & 7R 2%
132 Bl LA™ A 28 IR 1 SR ) AN ], 3 ) 5 7R B
HEE H AR 1 S R, BRI, X R R
TR 7512 348 AR 32 B B AR UL IE N K ik
BE1R, LMES B bR B0E AR REE RRAE L (4,
KPR E IS B IR B BE DT

B AT O, DA T R 7 ) S R A A
FkE, BB LA AT B bR Uias A
AR I MG S 2= S B A R,
W A7 D 00 B U A E AR U S & R
EEERE S . WAL i BRI AR {5 AT
A HAMARR G SRR B . ASL #5250 =B &
it T ] — M b PN B T R AR S AR R AL,
TRl U A AL 3 5 ) A A5 T k2 A T . 52
R, TR A R S S AR A A ok
TE SR, BEN LT Hb A R B 1 IR AR
i 4e, MIfidk#h T ASL AEAIFE X J7 it 1A 2
(Cracco et al., 2018; Mercado et al., 2014), #X1fi,
ASL BRI T TR A0 T8 UL ) BAA B
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B, IR 2P AL S A e AR o R A
e SLHLRY, X F R - A R R
ATV . B, AR 23 551 IR 7 Hh i
AR RN & B SRR BR T UL TE N R & B fy
AN A o SR, Sk ST A O 2 T — A
5 FIHAEW AL — U R 2T B AR
H 42 Z i #E(Belyk et al., 2019; Belyk, Brown,
etal., 2021; Brown et al., 2021), AR, B H
D ANAARASE T U 375 45 2K 75 485007 4 B (LN D
AR, RS BRI EEER], T B
XS E A B R AR TR HARULTE AN, X
2 IR AL 14 AR 5 AR AN S B SR o RS
S &R E M SIERAE, TS B AR
I RLAY P AR o BRAT B AR A 7 A Dy
T AR A AE SRy BR A s — 2 B VTS B 4 T e IR 5
BT 1 22 B2 5 b2 an el AT A T —
SR B 2 X IR AL DA R AR S e ML A £ P
fifR e o Ik S 2 DL AS A B T B IR A M
fige b 2 R SR R Z I i R OC R, BT BE
SIRYT R 7S BRI R B SR A o BT
LN R, T2 Y Hi B 5 A AN G LA B SEE
W, AR — T Ay 4 1T 1) IR 5 A0 F DA
20N TARAY

AR SCHET UL N AEE, 430 A=A 43 oK A

2R A BE” BARGRAE ZE R AT I = A SN T
W B (B R | RN ) 7 Y Y S LA B R ), AR
KEFFIRRGEI S . XSGR Wil A ff BE A 2 X
Bl o W E ST T 7 A AR TR A
T BE 3 AR 5 8, B — 20 %o ik 26 % B AT TR )2 I
F R (A LS A TE T2 5 8, il OB H L TR 18 BiAT
o, #ETWE SR E BN EE T R), LISEEy
SE A2 Y PIRD R BB, B R - R S
R SCIR 7 51 2% > (ASLYRE R, 3 8] 5 35 A 76 J 1 B Bt
ARSI . A, BRI ) RGeS R B
EE T ESRIEN . KRR, RV SRR A
G B, BUE AR NRL UL, JE T REA A R
PR BRI, AU N A B2 R TR BT RE RS
LT b PR G RO AL AR, A o 2 R B A A M R AR I
B of 9 =D AR B B BeAh, AER T i B BIL
TE B 5 1 S UL H Aoy S BRI 9365 e 46 Dy i B AT B
B MG BE— 2P WoR, TRFEH - b i Y145l ] (k29
200 ms, HI7E HARULTE A NISE A F 5 BLE AT IR A = 1
R i) ) B2 /N T — e P A il 44 A 55 TR 1) S R T (R 249
350 ms). XRWIPAR RG] FIEALI 2, el
AR b, R T A

PRI S ) B — 70 2 S TR A 1 P R
58 T A A B 5 HC R 56 A IR 7 DA RN TR B
I B AR MR 7 9 e DA RN T e v e e s
g3 e - R 0V U A O Y R
BIF T 1 25 I 5 B0 1 e W S i 2 R 45, i e
RN TR 5 B AR T ¥ S I BL s 2 =
AR BEAIRE T . R BRI 7 A i
R A W RE 1 LK A P 800, A B 4 i BE A 1A
ZESEAAE, RIRFTIX LE PR R A ] 52 M R A Ay

2 FEERBUABISEREARBEHES
HERMERFEN

TR -7 R A AR G R T A1) 2 T A
T3 531 IR 35 75 2 RRAE L % 75 i B 3 Bl R AT A
Sl 1) B LT A A AR AT A R R A
AT i A2 7 B LTS A BB (reenactment) H FR ik
AR F B IAAL S 5 (Mercado et al.,
2014), J5 & K 2 B I8 S R AE A A N W 5
D5 ¥ K Uial AW EE H bR iE A & 4 B iz oh &
fiE, SR 5 8 FH AR B ) 5008 4% T &2 1 (copy ) IR B 1Y
HVE(Cracco et al., 2018), L& FFM A BER] L& BH,
PRI ST R A BE E H AR U A
B FEANRAE, HRAE ] LS 8 35 b i 7 2R R
AT USR5 28 A8 S RRAE . FE SRS 1, B
TENPAT T — A AR B RRAF O 8 2, 3K
o i T AN SR IR T R AR o A SRR N R T T AR,
1M HRAE T AN W) & 75 A A R o SR, WO
LEAE AR AT LAY 2 0R A0 BN A AR, R —
AR

BT RE I RN, R AR
A >4 1A A fid (vs. TC 2 i) AR Ui 08 A F 205
JE7E A 0 75 S H AR S S B AL
(Goldinger, 1998). Goldinger (1998)1 % F B i3
J (shadow paradigm)AfF 58 5 F I E SCT HYIR
RS R . BB, S0 B A
e BEIE ANV H A, BiiE A gk B
B UL iE N T = AL 0, 7 A RS, UOIE A
FUREEXEE Y, 2, BRI EAIET AXB
fE55, X —1F55 P& m W F KRR 23 = A5
FIE(A . X B)o b, Wrag il (X) & 2w ic ¢
HARULTE A AL 075 ¥, T A il B 2 UEE A
WS H bR Ul iE A — 518 N A7 R,
Horp A JE2Z AT 55 Hh Uk iE A BRI B bR Uas A=
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A P R (R L 25 ), B JRAE R R R AR
B (B B fih B BR Ui TE N 2 AT, B A SR
W), SR EM, ML TIL KM, rihE
H AR IR 200 75 25 5 B AR UIE N5
JAH{LL(Goldinger, 1998; Pardo et al., 2013; Pardo
etal., 2017; Pardo & Remez, 2021), X IHF57 M,
M55 R BRI A B bR UGE A B,
ARSI A5 B AR DS A5 o

SR, Goldinger (1998)A9W 57 /778 X B — 14~
[ R, %o 1 R 9 b s DA R T )
AT 2 1 T, RILEBT A9 — 2 Bl (T 5 &
2H) X VRIS H A DA RS (RS vs. 2k
LA B & R B 5 B R U A S & AR B
PEFAT 03 AE X BERF AT Y, ORI 2, UiiE 4
B AR R B P T A 47 2T — A,
B AR R e =X, B2 T A
T TR Tk o ik B TIF Y A S A B A R,
W H AR B iE IR 2 5 T iU is N 7S
TR KA 225 G (acoustic convergence) (Garnier
et al., 2013; Pardo et al., 2013; Pardo et al., 2017),
Goit R, e HARULIE A . BT ANALAE
TRk SR RN B 55 F T T AR 5 2 S
(A, o AR AE), SR JE A X BE 75 2 SR
o oA R TG B 22 43 80 (difference—in—distance scores,
DID), HLIPEAL A 2% B4 (Pardo et al., 2017). 1154
HPTF 2SR DID, 25 —Fh2E Y DID 2l i 4%
R 555 BAR UG A 22 [8] 9 75 24 RR PG HE B 1) 22
5 (baseline-model), 2f " FhZSA DID J&iil id i
PR & MRS B AR UGS A =2 (8] 09 7 2 BRCEG I B 1) 25
5t (shadow-model), 53R Z B, 5 —FhJsMlfY DID
BE/NFE—F DID, X £, Uik ANAHgA7E
RIS 5 BARUiIE N R AE T 2
F 4 (Pardo et al., 2017),

SR, XAIREFZMAMNFEREHEEZRKEE
AT DR R (A S R e 7 A B R IR A
55 T W EE B 1) 7 22 A AR 5 A 55 B SR AR
FE 7 A A AT LR, DA — 2P U B R
A W LLUAE RSN B 5 B A T (Dufour &
Nguyen, 2013), XIUBFFEEEIR 22 A>Lh/e/G5 R
22 A LU e/ S5 R AIRUE 19 8l . e HARMESS H, AL
B DA e T G i L AT R,
SR — 2Btk A AR5 T b BR 32 H AR UL TG A SR TR
XL B (FR 1), BRI — AR T B ARl

i N EAAR S  (BET 20 o AT 55 im0 St AT T —
TG, 4 W T LR DL NE R TR S
SRR PR b e, R A A P T Yk e L]
T HEBRRTIN A B G2 B, A Ah 44 AR
iR, Hp—2LLle/si B, —FLle/d R, B
TE H AT 55 FJS W0 A o 9 ELREFE RT3
I BAR) IR A8 Sy L4k 17 (baseline word), Kf %A TE R
B A BAGR) B T IRl (new word) o 45 5 & IRTE
W3R I B B, R s A AR () 4R B T AH TR
RO 25 AR, BT iAo (Y e/ Al e/ B B — LR 1% I
AR T B ER, XYL REN, BTH
RS0 & A T 2 BB AR, Il X
T 55 A T LASH B Ry — A AR R,
T F R -7 G R SR IR A 1 E S
W R UL AT DI B AR ULIE N7 SRR, 5
X —E YIS B e R # R A, A
FEXT IS SRy AR o, — A AR SRR (L an
RO DB AR — A
e, FARAHA T UG ATEFL S B 3 S fh
T 2l R AT E AR MR AL O RS R DLGE Y ki
HARULIE A o 755 R A 0] 58 S AR 7R AL S
By 3 PR A VR, T DA 2 4 52 56 2R a0
a5 BAZ 18 f 80K (Pardo et al., 2022), 7248
A B S AR R R B 22 0 8, W B
MBS E s AP ik BT
1A ZAR LA ] o A< B /), 0 B 158
HREARBALL, R ERE ERNEERA,
Dufour #l Nguyen (2013)AYHF5T 45 ik — 5156 1
T, TEBERELE B AR TE A FITE 3 AR B0 1
WT, F¥ERAENBEEEEAERN, XiEE
R, AN RAT S5 A BAT 55 TR B, Ud
T NARSAE— BB FAL B AR BTSN 3

T RFEZBIRIEE SRS R, LG A
5 BFR LGN K 28 18 S R AE AR — L (vs.— )
W, SlAHTRKA K FE R, BS HbRi
WA — B 138 B FAE AT LS UL A & A s sh %
fEE Hp R, 5 HARULIE AR —E 18 sh R AE

A HAR LR R R R, 7 AN TE SRR 2 1
DX 73 /e/Fl/e/, SR THH 5% I B S A — B I 1 &, ARETE
AR J2 0 X3 e/ Rl e/, Ay G BRI 2H RSy 2H Bk 2 i
VARTLLIX O3 fe/Fil e/, 52 5 HARBLIE AP =R E R LT
®a.
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)25 T 40 U 3E N & 75 18 3 R AE & i 1Y 38 91 (Wilt
et al., 2023). A B35 R FH ) 38 I 1o — B0k i =X
(stimulus—response compatibility paradigm)fif F&iX
Bl g X, Z W5 ok 55 0T 58 ) 8L (/ba/ 5 /dal),
It H 580 & 75 1145 BORTE i — B — 801
RS, dEmisem T e R ER . Y
155 2 Z W BAL B W e B, 77 LA HR R
5 B T (/ba/B/dal), SR a2 4R G R
5 RFEE I — 30 A (i — 304k 4
/ba/~/bal, N—FUAF: fbai~/dal). Z5 T L, R—
B R ERE R ERKT S &H
(Galantucci et al., 2009), X B 2 ABATH] 1
LS 2B 7 AR RIS, 23 e A A A 1
KRN B B VERIE, XFP R m R AL &
JESREFR] b o SR, 300 30 35— e IO — 3850 1 80 o
T ELA SRR 4 B R e e tean, (S A
JH 2 75 RH G B R0 i B ARSI IR A2 i B — Bk
AR, )R ) PR AR £ B AR R AN 25 i B — 3K
PERURT o X — (AL T ASL X405 A AT A A
iR RE, BIRLT o R S W R PAT AR RIS 0 48 B
FIBIfE . AT X AN, Galantucci 45(2009)
AT TS A5, BB T EAF S, BF
BEAAT — AR S, BDZ W T S, AR A
B AR I B ARE Bl AN 25 (R4 T R
ZFHREI, DALY HTFEHET RS, A4
SN — BN o A5 AR W] Y TS R R —
Wy 5 S B, 2 PR S A N B R 3 B B S AL
TR W —F 55 & 75 RN A% BRI Y 7 R AR, Y
LBRE T AR S 5k R RAE— B, W2
R HEFE R (9 77 AT 2R, 2 5 I R AE A — B,
)2 30 ) AE R B 7 AL AT Dy o BT H BT TESE R,
T EH I S I S T R — S RO v B
NS HFRUOE AAEH R 00 #8 B IERA B g iz
RIS, BT 1is 3h K& % mAH b T
)32 Bl RAiE (Heyes, 2011), BRANMEFFHIZE 3 H &
S ME (135 ) 2 4F (Virhia et al., 2019), 3T ASL
BERY, FRATTAT LA KT 3 98— B2 R — BUPE R0 #E 4T I
AfERE . ASL BERVERTI5H JHIRSE 5 1 2 18] 1 B
g5, IXPNIR G 23 BB A AR B D 4R B A AR T T
RFNINGE . AEX—HEZRTR, IR —A T Y Rt
(TR S W) AT = KO S/ e ST Y B eaad e
NI A MR, QSR A R A S R
ZBAYE, WA RESUBRIERN™ . %

A SRR, FRATHE R B 14 VT 5 = e S
23 HORE — R AN SR 1 5 3 R A0 R T

5 LRI, BT b i B A 1 R R
37— B 21 4 45 A SR R AT H AR U8R
NG HEATRN, T 30 5 Ay S 7 o ke )
RO N Tt B, 3o 36 R 35 A0 7T LR
KA (B MR SR, U A B
FRBLGT AR UL AR, B R T R R
AT DU X458 H bR 5 AT 7 A . IR
L0075 B 1 T 1 R M A7 X ) e 3
B — B h, [ R R RO A TR
~ENAEIRZE 1) 1 Bh AL o i B IR R 1T LT
S — T P R R B 1 B R 5 2 R, R
e WA SN ED -2 6 3 1k B ol AL BN SN CD 22
PEFEIL . kR L, RIS WA RO R, 6
AR B 10 M T LA AR A IR 75 2 R
AEAL, O DN T b L A
25, BRASEE 2 X TR 07 00 B BLLE BEIE N 5
AR B0 A5 25 S F 1) A7 e AR, o T 3 1
FEARRRAE A A, X — AR R TR B R K
T — B R I — B 9 T R A
A7 0 A 0 A R 5 SR WS R P R 32 B R AE A
SEBR K 7 SR 2 ) — Bk, X SRR A TR
075 SR SR S 8 3 B A A
T B 3ok S TIE % 3 TR 35 7 2 R IR R
T B S R 0 I b ) B AE TR RO A
AR BV, 7EMR AT R, T A
S5 T 5 7 8 T (L TR Sk ) AT 32 3 LA
P T  FE AREE, — ER AR, ST
O 14 % 75 B 10 B G I R 5 S B 1 4 AT LU X,
A T 16 R i 2P 9 2 7 T I 0 10 L R o
MBS FBRIR o RO T — R, 390 i AR DU
FT R VR B . SRR B AR UEE A % 75
BV NP 2R SR A AR L 1 K 5 RS RS B B L
AT B35 A RERS BT 55 BT AT AR BL i % 74
e, XA ALL R PME, BfR T s
BN 2 7 Bl A B A
3 BEEMNBRER NNEHESH

E% 0 T4 8Y

WA, R LR B R 32 B R AT
AR P S A T B, BOF AR 25 25 1R 57
B S F = AN T W Be iR, ATl i =
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AR B, W BT DA N L S e R0 A
BN 7 3 Bl BT B )RR 2 45 24T
15 43388 3 A 3L MR R 1 R G g AR A 5 K
BHEB S RE S SEREmEILE ., b,
IR EBAGER T BT AR AR D AR R S v (B
N B AR URTE A AH R & 75 350 g B 1 2 il R0 F R
HARUE NIRRT, BB 5BA-LE 2
FEAEM AN BB AT R s
BRI BRI, I 5 A MR- & TR s
A W 4 HEATXT L, T R R A 5 R
— R I TAE PR ZHLE] T e R X 5 .

— I I 56 P % 3 3R A% (functional magnetic
resonance imaging, fMRIHF5YZE R UL N IR 2L
28— 44 H AR U AR A 7% ) g 0 03 A f ),
it AR A 4 B #9220 T B 1k 8T8 A S A o
SR BTN L, S5 50 35 41 1 R 0 A O 09 )7 41 R
FE T T Bl il B A AR v i I X E B AR Ak,
IF Had 5 T 97 75 & B 7R = RRE (N Fo,
25 (Peschke et al., 2009), 455 &M, S5iRi%
B HErUitE AFHLE, SU0E AR 2 BiRit
W B, S E#_1{4 (superior temporal sulcus,
STS) . #i_I [l (Superior Temporal Gyrus, STG)F1:i
71 (8] (middle temporal gyri, MTG)5% 5 I % B A AH
%1 figi X (Frithholz & Schweinberger, 2021), JH4h,
TG T %R [0 (inferior frontal), #]4¢ iz 3 ¢ 2
(primary motor cortex, M1)iX 65 5 1E & 5 X 5k
ia B A 56 1Y )ik [X (Pisanski et al., 2016). FfiJ5
Peschke “5(2009)iEAT 1AM 0Hr, 4R A
0 AE R R T AR O A T 2 (left
parietal operculum, LPO) X 38 i) 35 ML EAH ¢ . L
R RN, LPO [6i 2 5 W odid i 577 iz 3)
FIINEUIN T, I HJ& S5 W of BRI B S R 5 28 B

S B R DA B AR R, AR TR AR IR MR R A
A RAR SR T, (HSCBR EIEBA AT © A & Sk
STl

* R T HERS: TE 1 SR — RSP SR B S, BB R AT
SR R R AT 45 ¥ JBE I i S K9, Peschke %5(2009)iE4T 1 4 4h
SIHT, K E S R R IR R Y R I AT X e, SR
7R IE AR I 7 ST A TR 1 7 RO (=
-2.39; df = 19; p = 0.0276; IEMMIKIK A A = 488
ms, FERHRK I RS = 469 ms).  UNSRAT 55 IR ¥ S 5
7 H SR A 38, IR i3k 4 R HE IR A S B R IR Y
7 HRENE S RTINS R L 0 23— IR PSP SR F B

iz ofyad B2 P ) B BN X 2 — (Hickok & Poeppel,
2000), M., Peschke 25(2009)7EMAZ F | 1y4h
ROTRBULEH T, Wr ok B 2 5 iR AR B 22 B A
ST R R ARHE B 5 A 2% 5 LPO I %5 U AH
Koo BRI, IXIRAFGY B 45 A 2 KRR LT LU
R I B 2 HL A W 7

— T MRI ST LR EAT T 5 AT 45, Hoh
PRI LA 55 (DR S TS h, BOoRY
R ICE; QT SRS, TR
PR LRI ICE . A =IO YT 5T R
PR SIS Q)VEIR B MRS, R
7 L HAL S I 0 & (1 45 T oG B A7 A A
IOy, (HTETCHRAT S, BRI 5
I 7 B (1T 45 A G B O I T, () ZE
7 AT S5 (R RLOT B IA R ), B
WP REMIGR, KI5 Z RG2S &
FEg R, HACMER FREETmHh, BRTH
X AT S A AT AR AN, R T ol iy S
DR WA, I =TS AT T, Bk
T BN E I Go—No Go {1455, BIE B4 (i iE
WSS B A RE AT AH R I 77 A 55, B BILL @
A A5 B N BB 2 AT AH B 9 7 Y A 45 (Garnier et al.,
2013) HERKR B, AE 55 0 KA FIAE 55 AH ARy
i & T AH R B R A - R s s M 4, S5 L
TEBFSE & IR B R — & 75 15 3l M 25 A B, 3%
TR 9 i B0 17%) S =5 R IO 2 A 45 0L STG 1187,
FiE A ) B 22 [ 25 (Roland  Operculum) F1 22 ] i
5 (insula), [F]BS 30 22 SMUET T 71, 45 500 2 A i
X% T [B] (Inferior Frontal Gyrus, IFG)=ff#8
FIHTE X BAS LA K WU TH T /N (Inferior Parietal
Lobe, IPL)X 48, XUMZk I 7l (bilateral supramarginal
gyrus, SMG)-5 47l £ I8l (angular gyrus), 7Eil1% &R
48 H i8R & BT A Bk (thalamus) FZ2 J5 00 047
[ B7 2 (cingulate cortex)IL[R] G, XI5 &

O AT 55 T BB AN TSR35 76 AT 5515 4 h R ¥ L
B ER gk 2 ), PR BT B AR o

AT 45 A S BB DA N TR FE TR AT 45 45 4 A B R
XKW, FIEE B B AR .

AT 55 OO0 A T AT B - B ORAT 45 B, AT LAFR S
“EFBAIIAET R, S EBIES R No Go ik
BOLD {55 5 Hif ST, AT LGRS ™ H 1A
AR, WG EAG 55 T Go ik (i BOLD {5 5 5 oo i 4
{1155 'h No Go IR IEATHT L o
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R L7 AL HE, M FHE Bl iz J2 1) L
DS, SEME] IFG =AM SMG, X — M
%W I STG RV o f )=, M3 =[G
= MG S, fE T R X Bk, 2 4E L et
(precuneus) fll ¥ & f7 )2 (associative cortex) A & i1
GRGMTHATE . K. /MK FE#% (putamen) |
1 #% (red nucleus) 147 flll F£IK 75 (right basal ganglia,
BG) & #Lik— 25 i 2 7] 3 7% (Garnier et al., 2013),
I 7% $ B T JEOSHME 55 (R 55 3, 1155 4 LU
KAt55 5)7 i JE S FHRHEF0), IR & H
PRULTE AN FO 5 ROGERAT 55 b BE3E A7 iy FO
MAESG . Z5 R BB, 4155 M0 BT M AR R AR
5 TR, AT 55 HH I FAT: 55 JC B (1) A 5 4R
KTMEIRA . XFRY, FTAHCHRHR AR
A DLRAEUAIE B A0 i FR B . PR itk — 2D )
5 A UM THr S ) SR ) 4% =
1 PR 4% v A B DX IR R B 0 AR O, 4 SRR
55 W 3 JR R T % R O 1) LA W 5 7 2 L WU SMG
FZEM 5 7K J 5 X AF 7 8. 38 AH 56 (Garnier et al.,
2013), XEELE TR, 4155 T0 G FNT: 55 #H G H AR
15 1 FE AR T KI5 M Bt -2 s MK 2 5,
Yo W 5 A Wl 2] 2 o R AT A AN G AR
i (Hickok & Poeppel, 2000, 2004), X —AHI 4%
PR AT S5 AR B T S0 RE, HE—2miAT e
G AR 0 T T g Bl R D A A A
ARG WA DX AR R . TR TR U,
AR IN T G s A0 BR v, U00A A1 S0 MEA b
RN B FRUGTE AR R, SRSk L R )
WA Bk AT R H S E s shis 4. 8
AT X EIE E R A, ULIE BB A C B
B BARURIE NS BRI . X RS TR
RS KRR SRR T B =
KEZEWUREM . X5 — R 5XF
AN T S A O 1 A AL = AT 42

— 91 fMRI BF 5% B R R 40 384T = T0U4T: 55

* I S R W B R 1 N L P
FEARIAEIN TR B, S AR E S O, A5
FNE G RO AT 55 (O S8 B O DA R ) BT 00 1) I X
o3 505 AR BT K75 AT 55 (W5 KR 7 AU ) A s B
A 55 (5 B SN ) o ST Y% 004 i DX R 77 % L,
Itk — A X L 25 R AT IS 0T, BB T I 25 2R 3R
T 390 T A B A 2 LR

(OFE & B 5455, BRBHEE NIA B LA
W) 4 DA R ER, QOTEIRB & A5
R R AR IR AL D T $R 7 19 R e 44 R
RAVZBETET 4 S5 GRS =PI S
h, BORBERGE i e R R RS — A AT
3B WA R R B, AXT
= BEAAT 55 FNAEBA & 75 155, B 55 h IR
Z TS T 5% . SMA HI 3R B 3l 2 )2
(Belyk et al., 2016)., 7e#%{FE K BG iy —ifsr, A
BPATSIEILE SR, J1RHE 30T 8 DL AT 3R
VA U7 1 ) P E(Shmuelof & Krakauer, 2011), iX
gk BG AR GRS EE M, JFHE
TETREBTW MBI H F A G5 2 flrd 5
AR 1135 (Adank et al., 2010), Sy &
(Cartei et al., 2020), Joifi X A5 B 17 (Pardo et
al., 2013), 7EUZ5HIER I, Belyk %5(2016)4
TR AL A 2245 (neural model of vocal
imitation), X —INFIBI SBR[ STG 15 ¥,
W52 5 IR (arcuate fasciculus, AF)f&i% 2|4,
R TFG B I M1, #0202 =0T 18 348 4 LA
BEHbR . HEME, Belyk F(2016)0F 58 KB
BG G Bz B3R ¢ 2 5 Wr o B AR i is g4 4
AR R . SR, Belyk %£(2016)7EH A it T
AF MR J2 I T A5G T 5 1B B ™ A 1 UK,
A 2 B 25 SR AR AE 45t AE N R TE S . — 0
fMRI B 55 % Y BOINA L& (Diffusion—Weighted
Imaging, DWDH AR KWFF AF £ TCH L(BIPA1R)
7 AT 55 )RR 1 SCHE 55 (B B3R 7 AT 55 ) AF
W TFIIReZEM, S5 R, L S5 T, AF
75 STG 5 IFG Z AR B RAEH], MAEA 15 AL
%, AF £ MTG 5 IFG 2 [a)& 28722 0E F (Janssen
et al., 2023), XKW, STG-AF-IFG i 5|15 3 & 1
WL R BIERE S MIER . X5 Belyk %(2016)
TEE R 55 th g MBI R — B0, Tk
— BRI — A, B3T3 (Belyk, Brown et al.,
2021 R FH T B &S M 4 H R A 7T IMRLIF4T T 3
78, WFFETCR AT Belyk 25£(2016)H 19 3 A 1)
FE55, AHS2 53 0 ZE R A I w1 g R B A 7 =
PR, AT X IR R0 (B & PR Hh =)
5 DA BUREE, SR L, 60T M1 BYIEM
1 0] 0 358 52 Bh Bz JZ (ventral/dorsal larynx motor
areas, v/ALMC)IX £ 57 H HH G 1A il X380 L & STG,
N IR f& (geniculate nucleus of the thalamus)iX
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AL 5 I SRR T IS A A D il IXC P B

AT SC TR, R R B A O RE
H AR BT, B &R D —2E 405 P
SR — R T RG-S VRS 1 8 Bl Ak S (G
HOULEE T 0 - S — Bt va =), R DR
BRI 5% I o B4 % et P 09— e g — 31k 3
FORBFFER B 8 A ARV A e R 22
BL, H TSR 0 AR UE AR AT W] 32 A
MZ%, JRE AT X8 F AR 5T 50
WS —F e AR R T ASL PRI RIR Y
BE(Cracco et al., 2018), X EEHFFY K AL FIEAT
VRN AR SIS T B gG2 3l 7 2, X
X I AR 5 BG40 R G2 A J%(Cracco et al., 2018),
BARM 2T R G, JUH R AEBRG I 0 R iE 3h
R FS X, Bk Ry SRR RITE T R 4 il 22
fii(Nguyen & Delvaux, 2015), X— Z& gl i3 {2 it
WLEZ 3 (9 B VR RS 8 0 RS, Sy — P A
DT MR T M5 ml . e R B0, X T
BRIt R g, BT Wi s A VER
“Wr 3] 5 AR BE AR & R RR S, K L (E B
e BARR R TEHE 4, GF DTS A A0 0 0 RN
HIEZE 2 g A ety AR 75 25 . D3 —J2 A
6 E T WYt 358 PR 1 R 00 AP R A e O 7 S R
(FBEETREEAMAFREER) . A Bintkirm,
BT AR —Fh TC B R RN, WE—1F
HARA e . Rt B, Uas A A 38 a) 5
IR S ITE HARIRS TR e 4 . AR
MET R TFIR FH RO A S HLE F 5, BAT LT
WIEA B E MR 2 TR E R, XA

[i) 2K R P A4 6 B 4 M X S AR DG 11 o X I
T RS R G 2 PRI AR 7 i 2 J22 T L T BE L A
LB 4 B AR BRI 45 o AR BOAT IR A B, 5
AL A L, PRS0 77 AR e S B0% 22 4%
PEM R G o XA 2= AR R PR AT DUR T
B, BEFEAER, WafUEARR . BisSmi.
X 1) 3 2% S T RE A LA P 2 AR T I )
B b B TR E R, BIE AT eSS A
PR S T T 5 B AR U AR 2 AR
LB A, DU I S S i A
fE. MiTEA B REEG, Uhid A rTRES Tk
R, LIERE A C 5 B ARULIE ATE R 22
(92 5, AT B 422 30 P 22 R AIE 52 4 AH ) 19 HL AR -

3 2 TR RO DA T A
WFoE, IRATAEE T 5 85— % 7 iz 2h % VI M
KR LB, I STG-AF-IFG-M1, it KT
B BN B, LS SO (BG) FI A I ROIR AR, 3
S X S ARE B AR R B h P A e BE . P
W PITHE BV RRANE 1 FR) SRR &5
D5 WA 2 AL 58t T Z AR AR R A5
PR EM:, DR UE AT AR
Wr s LS A5 S, LLER R4 B AR IR B 2 R4y
. — BXuefs B Emide, i AR TR
A bR F R & R AL DA GA B R AR AR .
TEX AN R AR T #&H, STG-AF-IFG—
M1 M 2R B T X AR L 3 — 2% & 1T 17 5%
MBS A PR BRENT SRS F R, IF
5k FHLHISEITA SRS . A, KBRS
HRAR(BG)FI P FRAR I — A X — i 72,

VBB E |
© IR TEIX N
oFHEAFRX
o HEHWEAFX

BB | [ emies
SR HMHET I
A
Y
R B REREIED)
L] WRETZ
) " CHGe5, I35, 7 38)
HARBIEA BEEA

| R
REHEEE

A1

HTFE —

SR

W RO 4 22 [ B T A B
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E AT R AR AL, 25 3 AR Y 8 A ik
P DPRAIERAT, DL SUEORMER 3 R Y R i A
D5 XL R R M EAR A, JER T —
J3E 52 2 {EL D8] AN IR 2 TR 255 et LR 5 AT Y
AR B A R R A FE AR A3 T 9 5 T 90 7 o
B, XIHESEA BT AR T DU A A AR
B BB DA R AR 5 R )l 22 R 2 AR B,
UK, 1 I T R 0 DA N T8 I )k 2 S,
e DAy A i S8 TR s A3 5 1 2T 4% DR X A 4
JLRBE T IRIRZS% .

4 BEBA. BABHEH L REE
HH i 0 B 5 A0

ET TR, R E AL I T S EE A IA
SRR T B AR BTG BRI R AR W B U6 E A
HOWAF R TEEs R, XRABREZH A
A RS T TR L DR R R i
HRAE LSO 7= = A R B B, ST, Y
FIES A AN B 5 5 = A F 2 T B BEE YA
oK B A 22 57 B8 3 AT 52 e iR AT B AR
HIFLE (Kim & Clayards, 2019), 18 i 47 B 35 4
PHNAUIN TAHSR AR 2 5, AR T —2Rpgk
FERSRAORG 10 T T 28, LLAnnE 3 e ds 5 & 75
FEfS AR, WA X5 8 SR H A

— ISR T T — 4 BB N FE ot B AR
UiiE N, BERILEE Z WGk head F1 had B4~
i) B JE PR R, SR A A A,
—AEWR head WEE, 51— NEWH had,
i#id TANDEM-STRAIGHT #X 4%} head #1 had it
117/ & A I (speech morphing), A= i¥, 20 454k
B [ P KR B AR AR Y ¥ A, M /hed/ B /heed/ i3
V. SRIG I S A EEE SR W XX 20 Z AR
HATIAEAL S, BNAIWiE 458 T head i£/2 had,
M 50%E8E had (947 kR 8; P B 0 U
A, BT JC A MR WX 45 45U T head 162
had JEWE, #F—L 3 TFHAEAHE head 1 had
U A5 1 0 A0 R — 2R S A, o B — L iR 0
(FLFNSE ARG F2)MMEMN 17 SFEBPiEsE 4
Ok, BOGHN T AR AU AR, BN
head ARFEAFAECED F1 A0 F2) 2 4 Kad ¥ F) had,
EREERE b, B A #EL KN 40 ms,
100 ~ 340 ms YK 7 23 TR BL AL
B, ZE AL AE N 49 AT E SRR F1OF F2)A0

ek 0 o 4 32 3 A ) o B, AN IS SRR 5
IR, X F = AR 5 BT RL, [RIRE R B T o0&
RS RN AR GE E, 5 IRE S5 MRS TR 9 42,
ARG AL, B TR o A I S Y
FOUR 1 2RISR, B — 36 3 Z 80, Xk
YR T K 80 ms, 60~380 ms YL 5 4%
TR ESMRD I, BEA T 15 k&,
ST S5 v, EESRULTE AR SR B T head 16
J& had fUHIEAES . A7 RS, BIEAE L
AT Rk 77 AT 55 (baseline task), P6iE AFEIX I
FE 55 g BESRIE I B A SR b IS S H i 57 A
B B, LR R N AT R T AT 55
(imitation task), i AFEXIUE S5 gk WIBH 2K
TEWT BN 45 B 5 (target) J5 /S AT e BB B A,
P WA 5 A0 S T AH R I 75 2 B . AR IR
FE55 R A i b, 36T AR A e K 4E B, 4 )
PUA B2 VG AN RN, RIS BT
FEE A TR 4E B i BN A R, AR R 1944 Uil
AR &b s 225 B Re 01, 677 AR 55 8L
P& B eh, B EE B SR N AT SRR B B
X, BNIELR A AR 2R SRS B AR R SR
Z 1] R B B il By 2 A 5 HAR A 2 S8
8] () R 3K B 4 (| Target-Baseline| — |Target-Imitation]),
TR R AR ECH T, RIS A S B AR 3iE
AR R, mRBFRMIEECH IE, RWULIE
A5 BFRUIE AR E B, 4588, widfETt
B AR 2 ) RN A EE AT A I e 3 A R AR A
KX — A E SR £ BL(Kim & Clayards,
2019), XIWF5T Iz 0o P ) P2 S RO BR GT R
PR e 70 T A S, 38 sk BRI R
SRR FE SRR BE AR A, 0 I R RS AR
B AR B AR AT 55 TP AT I R IN, &SR T LA
T 3 S0 A AR 0 T R R R URY, BB
BTE BT 55 P RIS & P i k(5 B Z,
AR FHBREE, X8RIt — L RY], T

B BN I W Y BE R LA 8 T 1R A
it .

W AN, AN RS A X H BR B0 B R AR
W ) A O R X — i B AN TR, 23
[ R W B P B P . DFSE R B, X T —dkig
H P A% (poor-pitch singing)#EK, HIRFIFI & = i

10 X %S HCR F1(Hz), F2(Hz), B (ms).
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RGEERIE R, SR IX SE S 5 B AG BE AR 1 5
B3 R AR A DT R LA AR, 3T B
2 PR A B e B B A A s S S Y i R AR AE
NI 1S (Belyk, Johnson & Kotz, 2018; Belyk,
Lee & Brown, 2018), MR EFAR I, AR
BOR UL AN BEAT AN B BERAT 55, 7658 — B BedT:
S, BORULE ARG 4 A HERSE, IPEULE
AR EICS TR 15 I BUE S, SR A
RO RS HAR S &, R — Rl TESH — B Be
sl B SR R, S RO s A AR A B AR
AE, RERETES, 7005 Bl
P75 & SRR R & 1022 00 B FEAr T,
AR D63 A S A 0 A5 00 2 B2 A0 2 o o T
AP HE AT, 25REM, BHOiEEA
HERR LN A e H AR 7S 5 AR 0y 26 B 0 25 4 T
Diba AN B bR 75 &, SR TERSLA & o o 4
IR R B W E IF 7 22 5 (Pfordresher &
Mantell, 2014), XSELIRELH, ¥ BT Kk
7 A E B Bl AR A TE A Y R R AE T, IR
RN T A O SRR AR, LY
ABATTIER N A s, T RS S AR VL A 7 A 4
M7 A: 5 A 3 H bR S &AL 75 & ES R
W i A A R B A 7 I, AN BRI G SBA 2R H AR
DETE A H B XY & AR A, ik, TR R
T AL BA AR A I, ZENTIER bl W] DX A
By A O E FIBE AR B AR S & o AR TR
TR REAR, I BRSO [ 3 H AR5 5 A] LIt
FIAARN 19 K P 46 4, T H B A= 1 H bR 75 i R RE
A LUIE R B2 A SR A R4, JF B
B AR E bR AR TR R AR

HJa, B BT AR R S YA A TR
PRSI RE YIS, X T L MEREL
P SR T BB AR R el R, O ELIE
JE5 0 LA B 75 832 Bl 9 4 22 SRAE AR AL T W K62 Bl Bz
JZ(Belyk & Brown, 2017; Belyk & McGettigan,
2022; Brown et al., 2021; Kuhlen & Abdel Rahman,
2023), 7 Bi—3E & i (corticobulbar hypothesis)
A, NERFET N RGN, WIHKE T3 %z

'K TR — Bk 1 O B R T B R
2RI, BT 1 PR RS B bR T B
WX — B /NT 50 3 W03 o o Bl w e 2L, 2R
X R RT 100 70 WK 50 g 45005 5 o AN HET 2

PR ERN T aion HEER:, mEJEA
R KA Y b R [ B2 () (Pisanski et al., 2016),
—Ji fMRI WFFEHR 55 1 8T 2R 24 2 5
ok, BORITA RS 5 AR, fEROR
BT A R e SRS R A%, Hoh 4 A
B RACER S8 o MU o — AN IR A S S
B(EN IS FO FIS 222 LA E: vocal tract
length, VTL)#53], H AU, 43504 5 T Fo 48
VTL, ff FO K VTL, /& F0 % VTL, & FO ik VTL
DU E . PRI RUR SRR I, T (vs A5
2H )X T A [ 7 2 ) i -5 F 7 T B Y R TR
M, xR VTL BRI, Hx T8 ik
GEBAS, X T VTL R, O T 7 T i Wi
"B (Waters et al., 2021) . fMRI FH§ T 9l 8 7E A )7 v
2 AL AT By B 4 ik i 4805 5, BARSR UL,
EEATT 2 B B 6 B a8 8 77 A T s =2 1T A AT
Jn TRy B, BT Bl IE AR R BT 7
FIINHUIN T8 Bt o %A 5T afE — 20 ok FH SRAE AR UM
IR Eh A MR X IR BT 43 M7 (searchlight analysis),
125 15 AT LA i MR A i X5 R AR R AT R,
BARSE, Wi AR VTL 538 30 S+ i 9l K
140 FHLABUAS AU IR 0 0, g 35 T A5 R 4SS 4L 1)
T Bl 5 2 i DX %) 1 A 5 e, 0 I E R
[F) P AR R o 25 SR R 3, R (vs. 28 il 4 ) AR A5 0
BB, WoR AT s/ S T (right central
sulcus/post-central gyrus) [ 5 & [X 35k LA K 1 2 il
Fr B SR XX T VTL AH R B B8 5 1) R AiF,
SR, ALY 43 B J5 15 A R IRAEA T BUAT RN
FIN TRy B B 5 35 25 55 (Waters et al., 2021), X
SZE ISR, B R EERIIGSE AR B
IR RE 01, JF HAE RS SEZ I, e &
N B AR LR B O FRAE

L5 b, VR BRI T DL R
03X =AY F BN B BB S5 23 5 R R LT 1947
RIER. B, HRANE, S-S
R 55 AST AR TR R U 1 N\ T ZE A s ER B H
PrUiiE N RS 225 BT L &5 8 B E B
(hn Yy 3k BB B 235 MR S 22097 4 A R

3 AR A AR UL A A ) T TR AR U A [l s
W 225, XA AR T L 45 R h T B AR
A, Ak T 30 i S 36 A 5 B AN HT (D28 TESEA T L 4K,
HET AT LASE Al 08 v iR e 15 5 R AR A f LI AR AT
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. HEERR PR S E R O 1S EORA
By TR E BT MERTE . AN, X —id B H I
W58 K2 J2 (At L o)A %5 D19 5Bk o Ak, e
WS B B, TR IR S R I, IR
AT AT B AT T 16 S R TN K AR AR A B A
FEAWHETE M 25 . M ASL BERIA M BE R, X
ot s Bkl W] RE 52 21 S AT B e — S AR RS 2 50 1
Wi, BARHUE, AT R RSB
A IESE SR ZE 2 50 i BELAS, T 22 A4 T <
PRI AT RS2 B A A 12 . X — IR RS
SIERMBIRMZ TR A K. &n, 5
H—rE IR GRS ASL BORERER A TR E
BRI VE . BIE NN, T 16 A 1 A5
DAY e 7 SR 4, 5 BRI RAE I & 24 E i
gy Ja B WAE T, U BARXF RGN, AREFEE
Y JE A SRR 250 X — i 5 1)
Gz By B2 (AR ER, T A LA B 5 ) 1) i 2l %% U1
S Jd X =ABr B 2R A b, AR L
S THT 3t B R BT ) S 2%, i T LATE T
2 2 PO JROASE B R A 28 Sl G oy 3 [V Y T 0 5
Bl o

5 BEERE

2% 30N T R R Y L RL AT IR
i R BT S . R BT R 2
PRI =5 T R fE LS 5 A A i 2 Rl . 485
YRETFTZMEARE, RERER, NEER
SRS ) NS R VAT NES R E R AN AN
R R 2R IR AR L R R R R T, 1 H R
B R ULIE N RS E 5 BAR LIS AR S IE
B FRAE XS LR 7 s B A2 1) 8 A o BUA IR
T3 3 (B B 1A N 5 B AR UE A F 22 S 8K
KEEE KN, SRFAEA T 22280k A T B4,
L N TT & PRI (Pardo et al., 2017). & 1HF
JCHF[E] (Yu et al., 2013). L4545 (Pardo et al.,
2013), HR, 85 A 2 5 IR AR 0 A OC 1Y) o 250
i, BRI A2 AL T — 5 T R — &0 B — 0
12 B K 2 A 2208 % DL KR IR & e T i
BAEM . AN, BE BT LITEAE 55 BRI T
KA, I HARXE T 450 3 0 1Y R - K 1B 3
TN, R AR A SR PR A 0 AR TR A H AR
P e, W REA R E R, KR
SRR, TR TR — I B R AR R Y I B R AE AR

FE P AN T THRE T B A A 22 S 23 U AR A
R B R ULTE ARR &0, HE 3 E & AE
T F LRI EE T

SR B RN L e ) — 2B R B L 2845
S ffp ok, AH XT3 18] R 0 B 5% AL I B B, A
ZE T EARRRIRER ., B, MAXRTRA
5 E BB I £ B SR T A S A AE - B R —
S FE 2 Y 7 AR B ) T R S, TR I U
JIR 73 0 75 1 1% BRI RS AR E i g . HaR,
HijC A BIe R, B e 5 i e & 3k
WEEAVE, SR A A SSUETESE 1Y SR . B
Ja, WRE LA SCTE T DI B — e F R R TR
B B AR O 1932 W e v, D DR T8 35 0 9
MRS R TE 45 B R Lo
51 BEF&EMEXEATRNED: XTEFRE

(o) =RN

A IR AR BIL ) %) F 5 78 iR M4 1 (brain-
computer interfaces, BCIs)H 1 N F i Ab 47 3 By
B SR, AR R R R ERE R (AN o B AR ) 14 M
AL 151 07 T T e 25 o 42 i) 75 R Gz 3 1 2 10
P . BT, R S R 2 ik E (intracranial
ElectroCorticoGraphy, iECoG)$ AR 1Y & &, W LI
i e O B 5 R R 7 2R R (AN IR A 1952 3
B2 (iR iz 3 K2 )2), BTERBIAP A (S S
R A LR B IR R R H 1Y (Liu et al., 2023),
SR, X RAFAE AN RRM: 56—, Ik
I 7 VA R St RO ST U I 351 S
SRS T 7 AN T AF A T sk 9/ T 26
=, RAPR-BEERE SN TR E LR E
AR PRI, Eb A0 A A5 B U ST AR 4 IR 5 4
Z(Liu et al., 2023; Zhang et al., 2022),

BEXS BUA AIF 5T B A 5 IR RIAE 7= T
ERIX —JR IR, BB iECoG 254 AR
RAFFE T ARG M R AP X — B b o Dt PR T I
BT AN T3 B ™ ) AW v 4 R A) LA e R BR B
Hb PR H BRI LR 1A R R, B[R]
TSR AN T NS, BEEMNRE,
AH L T30 30 0 7 AT 55, BT IR B Y =
AT 55, AT LA SEOINORS A (4 7S AR O IE B i 2
(Belyk, Eichert et al., 2021; Bono et al., 2022),
iECoG 7 2 1y & Tt .2 [ia) 1 (1) Jy T 1) 416 34,
[FAE AT AR AL R & A0 A N R 2L P g
T S ) STG-AF-TFG-M1 #1283 fi%, H T
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X7 ) A (R RR S MRS R, FR A IECoG HiAR
(R T

AN, BT B A LA AT BN A 4% i
BESX R, BB R T T LA &
iECoG, A AN sl i & 75 ¥ B B AT 4 .
e F, 7 75 1] 4% (Electroglottograph) i i 4 5 £t
FEL A R A PN, T 5 D 6 R
Ja B B L RAE, DA R T R S AN 1138 Bl B
i(Herbst, 2020), #7 F &R {Z (Ultrasound Tongue
Imaging) il i ¥ B 5 HRLCEE T BT 7, #Eim
R 3k 1932 S AT AR EE (Mousikou et al., 2021),
FL i % 75 1 523 R (Electromagnetic  Articulography)
TR K TS E R AN S5 BB AL B I R 1 12 R
JPE T 00 10 fl R RS Bl (Paroni et al., 2021), 7E
BEIERE b, AT DR IR R B AR R 7 R
TERRWEDMZ . PR FERRN S
F TR — P AR G E S . HETENE,
MR —A N L T8 288 32 B0 05 53 o B # T
YR (RN & 75 B G FEAA), A TT RE T 7™ i 5 H AR IR
B RE VG FC A 7, BRIV A R £ o B bR R RN A3 By
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Multi-stage model of neurocognitive processing for vocal imitation
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Abstract: Vocal imitation is a fundamental cognitive process in verbal communication, where the speaker
maps the voice signal of another (the target speaker) onto their own vocal organ motion representation. This
process aims to replicate the vocal organ motion and reproduce the target speaker's voice. Neuroimaging
studies reveal that this cognitive processing involves a neural network extending from the superior temporal
gyrus to the left inferior frontal gyrus, and finally to the vocalization-associated primary motor cortex, with
the basal ganglia coordinating this network. Variations in voice discrimination ability, the capacity for
mapping voice signals to vocal motor representations, and the control of vocal organ muscles significantly
influence this cognitive process. Future research should focus on integrating vocal imitation studies with
vocal disorders and intracranial electrode technology. This integration aims to uncover the causal
mechanisms between brain function and behavior underlying vocal imitation and apply these insights to
lifelong speech development, cognitive plasticity, and advancing the field of speech anticipation.

Keywords: vocal imitation, vocal reenactment, vocal motor movements copy, imitation neural network,

individual differences



