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N170 7 75 [ FL A0 A 4 24 ) o i 522 IR F
1 130~200ms i & 2, JFAE 160-170ms I ik 5
WS A PR — b o oL A7 Ry, TR0 T ORI B
[X (occipito-temporal region), il % 7E P8(T6) Bk
# POS B O, & I ARAL I B de K o THIAL 5 R
) N170 WM 75 70 A7 5 2 3R B 5 T 40 AR S (v
VR NI70 P, HH BAT A7 2R 3
(Rossion & Jacques, 2008), Wk 1.

LA, Bt 1) P 40 X i FL A AR AR 5 28 1)
PR U BRI U W 22, ST X — g
AR A I W IR N, SR AR AN ) A
T N170 Jse Wi FL 45 ¥4 9ot A 38 2 T FL A IE 9 A 1)
g N170 S B £LAF 5 PE (face specificity)f5 &
TN & — SRS AE BN TR i85 N170 /217
TR, g AR SO IR = A AT,
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W B B o BT 2 202 0 T AL 1 &5 M AT G 5
J5 o FE IR N 1 L AR (Can 2 4 43 AT 55 ) BA A T
FLITHR R 0 5 0045 EEAT AL A i o X —ABE Y
PRI BIR T — R 5 G 8050, AL A 4
AP EEF A N170 R iR s a
R IR— B B R T 1R
1.1 N170 S BRTE FLES O 4R AD A =

HB 49 T FL IR 5 (17 F5 44 48 5C FL 47 (event-related
potentials, ERPs)HJf 57 L % Bruce-Young [ iA %N
RS (¥ AH SCHEN Ot % 5. 1, Bentin, Allison,
Puce, Perez fil McCarthy (1996) & 5& & L AE SURL 7458
(occipito-temporal regions) [f] — A~ R W 40 4
172ms 1 53 (N170) 55 18 FL R AIE ) 45 4 2 T2 7
Ko IXAR Y T 1 LN FIAL 2 (Bruce & Young, 1986)
PSSR g Y B . I AR I — RAUAH ST L4
REIR: N170 ANBZHFRE . M. 3B,
SRR RE I, SR T T AL U R e e .
Eimer Fl Holmes (2002) ik %t i W A 14 Fl R4 3K
& T AL B R QESLFNEI S ) 85 SRR, T
R IS EGE B R IR AL, b PR A L ER
BEERHBWMAL, TR N170 ¥R #H
Ao 7T LR A AE (W5 5 (Tanaka & Pierce,
2009)H, Ik Bl N B AE AR IR G KT B
Joe, Bob) i jifi 3 AN A JE /K~ b (41 Hispanic,
African American)[X 433 [5 54 A\ [ LA 75 B 2T 1]
fL, &5 TP AR T AL ) 3 RN 2R N170
BRI LB =R, S EAEIRGUKN EAE
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FEAKF B B 3R N250 /85  IXBE~ 4, 1
FURBRRAE IO HE 9 5 2% S % N170 o 7= 2B 1 5
Wi AR /N, N170 X 1 L () 240 2% B AN BUK . Eimer
(2000a) K I AR H L BA 2B THFLFA b5 Sk R 306
BE, KIL N170 H AR PSR &6 467, HANSZ I
FUBRR BE I 52, BB RN AN 20 3% T L W n T 22 5%
KU N ABREILL AR WEIL SR T E M

N300-N500 Fl e # 1E 1 43 P600. 1k 51 [ 3 th A 5%
My N170 1) 3% W& F1 38 4K 3 (Mouchetant, Giard,
Delpuech, Echallier, & Pernier, 2000). LA 1% L&)
S RIS IR, AL &5 K 9 TR0 26 T 10 FLARRE S
5, TS 2 J5 A AT I FLRFAE 2 5 .
N170 S e 1 i FL &5 F 2 5 (0 0 1, B #& A 1
FLEC BRI RALE
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K1 LA AR () R INTT0 8045 S H X A7 % (Rossion & Jacques, 2008)

1.2 N170 /= BRTE FL 45 fiE 4R A3 AL =

S IR TS SRR N170 181 L4544 2
MW AL, AR AT — L8R4 S0 HF N170 SR
FUBRAE 4 5 R 30 55 - Batty £ Taylor (2003) K HF 5%
WHET 26 LN EIN— RAUBE A LT R
BN FHEEAR R GEGE . B, JRTG, BE&.
VF R ER) LA S PR 1L SN ) ERPso &5 2R 2R,
AN TR) 5 2 22 1 HP O T R T AR 0 2= R I AE
140ms (N170 7))o 1 FL 445 4 Ak W1 I 52
N170 [ AR 3, BOBR 0 2 15k EL i A 2 155 75 R 1Y)
N170 ¥R BEAE, Jf HAMH R R 1 N170
i KT PR A R B K N170 B
Blau, Maurer, Tottenham A1 McCandliss (2007),
LA K Jiang 45 (2009) F 78t 45 2 LUK 45 2R - 1k
A, PRI K2 2006; Jonathan, Freeman, &
Holcomb, 2009)HUFf &R Ak th n] 22 N170 ()22
b CATHIFLFP R RFAE 1K) BERP BIF 5T R 81, [) ¢ T 4L
SRR ED N170 4y B ER. B
(A 5T R B, S I THD AL b TRD i T L 5 R BE K 19
N170 3% (Stahl, Wiese, & Schweinberger, 2008),

SR 53 Ah— S RIF 5T ) A B, [) Ao e v LA P B S
KR NE 8K N170 (Herrmann et al., 2007).

B X AN 5] T AL Bh % RF AE 9 8 9L AE 5 R 1
N170 sy ERIZER, AWEAR R E . B
Bk, X RO RE W A VAT, [F
BB RIRMI AL SR HE R N170 Ik T 114 2k
(Caldara, Rossion, Bovet, & Hauert, 2004)F/1 i L
B Py B AR, A0 GIB AR, ROGEERIXY L
(Rousselet, Pernet, Bennett, & Sekuler, 2008). %
i, Vizioli, Foreman, Rousselet I Caldara (2010)
(R BIF 00T A 45 T SR R0 RIOM B LR AT T 4554, RN
1E ST LR T AL 16 37 ) e e T AL 5 R 1) N170
AT 2 2, TS (R R R T AL EE e
) S e LG R K N170, X—Z R AT
J e (inversion) 384 K 1 1T AL AR IR PR HE o 58— Fl A
RN, R T AL 5 S R AL AR i 22 T
fie A BT I AL &5 R BUBE AR S BN LI 2 5 (Wiese,
Stahl, & Schweinberger, 2009). REZE AN
EEEE LR DU B R 3 (2004) 1 1A 2k i AL IR
(05 58 N170 A BET Bruce-Young WA %l
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R ey LR S5 i i, U e i TR R A Ak B
(TR 790 4 U8 I e R SRR AR ) 85 LA N L, B0 2
1117 L &85 ¥4 4t Rl R R A0 Ak B S5 RV A 7 ) o

IR 2 WEUE WG R, K AE AL PR T SLAR
KON BB R ) RS AEXT LR S kAT
G R 1) [ I 0 BEAE 25 [R) IS AR RSB i)
PG SERFAL, 00 B A I A T LR E BN 1T B IR AT
T L& M B AR I T XA RG] R AR
KIWAEY R XL R FELERRIE AR DX AR
S, RN 2 0 T 46 A A R TR IR X ey
AR B, H BAE T SEBLAS o] X 28 B A 2R
AEAT TS 4D SR SRS S bR T )5 A s B
2 XTHRHEEAAMIE—MHERINMT

Y S

2.1 Xf N170 Fz BRI FL43F 5 1 0 T B R 5§

AT AL ZLAH G 1 SCHRSK B, N170 643180
T aep N ALFE A, B N170 2l Tk
PRI R0 — Rl oRs R 1R L B 23 o IX R “N 1170
S T AL R S P e 20 R A SRR R R A
(Bentin et al., 1996). {H & —24& ERP #H E7~, JE
LA %4 74%5) (Carmel & Bentin, 2002)F!
E[ il 44 <7 3] (Marina, 2008) B8 75 & 3 8 45 K 1
N170 By KRB AR E N (2009 KT, it ETE AL
REVS K N170, [ ¥ (inverted) A LI ¥
FETE AR N170 AR AR B2 53—
5% (Dering, Martin, & Thierry, 2009) & 7~, %
THUR M N170 PR 2 8 3% & T i L 510k
(K] N170 B0 o 32715 B2 55 N (2004) 53X — B4y /& 75
S S Al T AL TR I PR e M AT T R
ABATTR <2 23 - P e =X, ik 16 ARl
YT AU I AR L5 R R AT AR AT K, R
W SRR 27 SR RN T LI i AR A . S5 ARk
B3/ £ T RS ol | = = 2 e Tl ]
N170 ¥ M8 K o 3 35 S 56 HIF 9 (14 45 S — T T B 1] TA
KA 55 (KA AL E S 25 5 R N170 SR, o3 — 7 i
A TN170 7 — A€ 1 i LR AL (Cauquil,
Edmonds, & Taylor, 2000) 1 i7% . HAh— LR 5T
WA MBI N170 PRGN, PR
we, DA, EEEE, D, 2003), A7 L6500
TWET N N170 e e i AL 30 ) 45 3t 1% (Tovee,
1998; Rossion, Curran, & Gauthier, 2002). Rossion,
Gauthier, Goffaux, Tarr 1 Crommelinck (2002)%]
bt 7 i AL RN T 0 4R (i 44 Ok “Greeble™) ) 1E 32 Rl

G UUT BRI N170 Besy . BE5CH, #E5eE il
A B ) 1 B A ARAT] IS B AR K
o GERLE I, THIFLFI“Greebles”# i &K T N170
Ay “Greeble” & ZX A8 R W & # 1) “Greebles” i,
ZEAN N170 S % 280N (BT NT70 P98 g 334 Jon 0 985 R
A AE ) 55 PR B T AL IR AR AL . IX B, N170 11
TR B0 AN T FLARE e 1D, T A v 85 AR )
b GRS SN TR W& =3 A< SR Ee i
BL AT LY & 318 B & KA K SF 1 3R T L9 14
FEAARA . I, P2 By T BT 4s R
RI, BIEFR L L KA SRR AR, G
FRAR TH FLIX (fusiform face area, FFA) 73 B J43%
(Gauthier, Skudlarski, Gore, & Anderson, 2000).
RKIE IR A, FFA W] fg JF 9F &2 i 9L 5F 53 19 (face-
specific), ‘& REXT HIT A I AR R N .

T FL 2 i DA Bl G Ath — 5 4 258 33 0 0 4R 155 Ok
TORH N170, W] fig 2 B 2 FoArT 40 72 iR 1 4L 1)
% % (Gauthier, Behrmann, & Tarr, 1999); 1 A]fg
S BRI Sy A T AL R 0 1) 51 56 o D L0 3 1) 1
it 22 5 (inter-stimulus  perceptual variance, ISPV)
NTHEYAARERME S A ZE e WERAN T
P B 0 GE 22 S (ISPV) A3 BLE I, A5t A
SAEAE N170 1H fL%F 5% %N, (Thierry, Martin,
Downing, & Pegna, 2007). XAFHE K, N170 J it
T LA e P PR v 7 75 B — 2P T A i T
2.2 N170 235152 0 T 89 iR

N170 518 AT &8 J W iR ) a2 v i il i 2
JN T N170 Be 4 i L B A i oA fil 300 5 %
WmEY, BRE, #7, ¥R, TR, B, fb,
E[1 ) 777 (Rossion et al., 1999; Carmel & Bentin,
2002; Itier & Taylor, 2004; Marina, 2008), A [=]
WK N170 WG B 4770 B3 72 e (n, KA
vs. ZEF, Carmel & Bentin, 2002; 45 vs. T.H,
Itier & Taylor, 2004), IXEHifF 5745 s 7R, N170
AT RE FRY AR 1 28 B A7 SN T AH 9% . Haxby 46(2001)
TR, AFE RS NEAET 2 5040 T i AR 5
JAN, A [ P4 28 ) s 8 A e T 43 AT T AL
B2 AN [ R A A £ HC O A HR 5 2 0 A R
1) WA . Rossion 28 5T (1999) K, AT
PSR FL s T BT BT BT
#WIFERT N170 &5, It HAEMFLY R385 2 18]
(I 25+ F ¥ ) & 10 1L 5 — S84 0 38 3l (i
FLRZETYZ M FFE R N170 19 2 7. Al
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AR, N170 1B —A 5 WA ST < 1 0 o] g
B S PR, N170 FROME 2 AT RERR IS A G, HX
FEA S E SRR 20 .

Ji4h, EHAFRANES N170 Bosr H B 2
52 Sk AT 1R 3 FE A7 (Recognition Potential, RP).
P HL A 2 R B R TR A0 D RO, 7E 200~
250ms P4 I 3 0 AR 1) fioi LS R (Rudell, 1991). 5K
T K X Bk %5 A (Zhang, Liu, & Zhang, 2009;
Zhang, Liu, Yang, & Zhang, 2010; 5KJ, sKERM,
2010)TA kg, RS0 FL A e e T A ) B O S B
HAHIIN L. RP 5 N170 76 B2 11 7% 5 v] g A2
T RP (WHFFT R A T PRl o e =0 i,
A5 15258 Sl TR0 AL IR IE B HS T AR AR T R A A
B, 3 U R A B A A& SEIR ) N170 (Dien,
2009).

3 XF NI70 FEMEBERRE IESEM
Fil

X N170 B A BT AT RN S 55
FVERE AT R N170 55, 2447
IRAFAEE 4o

— MM SA R, ALK N170 80804
529 B W 52 W (Cauquil et al.,, 2000; Carmel &
Bentin, 2002; Lueschow et al., 2004). X — % i [1]
T BARREA A DR AN A7 AE 1 L5 90 30k B A
(Cauquil et al., 2000); & P52k %o [ L o n L2 56
4> H B4 I¥) (Farah, Wilson, Drain, & Tanaka,
1995); & K0 Jo 18 2 1 AL IE 2 W) A 75 K ) N170
B Ay, LR AR R TR] R 11 AN 32 v T VR H s,
B OF 52 B W I A2 B K 23 (Lueschow et al.,
2004).

R AT B LS R I SRR
1E Stevens W 5T(2008)F, WFFT# [ ik 2 I —
ARG G R St bR HE AL R 2 1 B
T R, TSR U S ) — ) K i
THE, MAZEBHEE, 5 2000 R B
E¥g @ AR, X7 b S . 25 A Kk
R, XA [ SO e R R K N170 7R IR BE
FUERW LA B =%, RAG1E 300ms 5
A TEUE B 17 AL 21 22 TR AS [ B ) 22 52
R4 N170 (10 B 28 AR BB AN 32 ke PR kv 2
5% . Cauquil 25£(2000) IHF 7Tt % 3L, N170 1)
T TR 5 R A T 0 ) S0 =1 A o) AN U,
FH, N170 B4t B TS R, A2k

P = %W . Bentin, Golland, Flevaris, Robertson
F Moscovitch (2006)% H BRI S5y 5, 766
AR RS A (R 28 45 B B SUBIRAE A
KL i Py 1T L 2 2% P 00 490 A T2 IR A A TR 5 ) T8 AL
2 5 D) block 1, ZERACABREIL g H )
WA L) H , T 286 block HH Al 28 ) 1)
. 25 AR, TBEEOR B = AR H Ar R
SIFIFERERE 51k N170 R B A2 4k .

SR, —4% ERP WFFTE RABUE] TV Roxt
N170 K875 16 H (Eimer, 2000b). Herrmann
Bosch (2001)& i, #7E N170 7= 42 11 P Y5 P i 72
TR TSR BRI AN AL 55 m
Trffie A& Ashit, iRk —Fe, 7ER
KRR JE 152 3 A U 1 DR 32 1R S ), &4 ) 8 56 )
AL E, X% 55K X 7 (discriminability) 45
S o T AN IR AR A RS BT IX — R E A
"B PR P DX P 4 B By o R I A A
V180 SR 358 T 35 S 1) R 0 B I ) i T B AR R T
RO E A R I R AL e
KB EY N170 f% 4 (Crist, Wu, Karp, &
Woldorff, 2008). #1515 5% [0 (¥ X 43 FE UK
IR, B R B3 R e R L I B B AT R Y .
Sreenivasan, Goldstein, Lustig, Rivas #! Jha (2009)
SR LA S5 2 i R O SEge A4 Rk, Jorpm
LG B % — e S HRA, A, T
R AR AL . WF 5T R B 1 A
INALECE Y e AT = . WP, 7EAR AL
ST, o S B i AL R
1 N170 IR, i LS 5 m i, gt
Xof % B R b T AL R R S TR AR /N N170 18
A, A, =R AE TEE T, WAL
LRV A 2 R Y I 3 I T.(230~300ms) . AlATT 5
W, AR R T AL AT AR R 2 A I L
Bro R, RAF 4 LG 5l i L ) S i )
T Kb B335 A2 IR B A (suboptimal ) R I, V& A
23%F N170 #2815 7E FH . Bentin, Sagiv, Mecklinger,
Friederici fil Cramon (2002)[FIHf 58 HAIE 5L T4 =
XHAL N170 BIPER o ARATTRIE, Toik st 3/
{3 J& (Bentin et al., 2002)i A& Z4 &L 1 T L 2k 5%
Kl(Bentin & Golland, 2002), M ZEH5 7R i ix 4
T IR R AL R A 0%,k IR e % 85 e W)
W1 N170.

DA b3k Se 50 5 I VR N170 A& 15 52 7 711

|
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S, ARG SRR T (IR F LK)
AR 55 BERA 5% o 2 A Bk P v JEE A,
N170 S W 5 30 L ik 5 H A 5230 &5,
o UL, VE R SR Ry R
78 B A IR I Aok 1 B2 01 1) RS b ol A 6 %
SE ISP S0 A 55 LA IR X PR IR0k, 7 300 e ol
W EVER S 5T, TSI 2] N170 [ 5 M

4 NEERE

MR, 2T RENNSS T, W Bk =
AT T R BT T RN R . T S
WEFEEIJ7 1, WFFLEATE] BLN LR JUAS J5 14T
WNBE R REHS .

T 5E, N170 22 157 2 LR R e 3R 2 Je
ST — AN BT M. A1 N170 5 i K e
AL BRI T HLEI, B4, N170 50362 5L
S F g A B B DGR 5 T FLAS AR Can i il . 3R
1 o SRR S5 g T B BOAT G 7 B3, NI170 o
SN AL E e 2 /N R . PEREE . B0
F1E T £ (2002) 42 H 1 1L IR IE ) Bruce-
Young TAKIBLTRS PN ITAE, 2 PANBir B 1K P
TR HAHE A RA R LS . 45
LA BRI L KRG, /% (2002)11
MR EERA—ENEME. CHMAEH, A
28 e WAL RE )2 A A TR T R AR L AS [R] 4 T L R
FEIX, AR B A0 TE T L &5 A 4 5 R AE g R
(Liu, Harris, & Kanwisher, 2009). Zhang, Yuan,
Bao il Zhang (2008)4& i, 200ms 247 tH B 1) fini
FCGY R RE SR T AN [ SR AE IR AT 0 L, X
I E 75 2RI T ORI e B RS MR RE A SRS S
SEIXFE, N170 TFL P B BT I A 40 B8 15 &
INENZEBE RN . 24K, CAM N170 TR 4R
I AN B8 56 4 HEBR T AL 45 4 5 R E AH O AE B IR
ANBA R rTaetk . Bk, 4 EWF5a L
9L 445 4 Gt AL PR AIE G A AE 5 R N0 43 Hh T ke
A FH LA B g e A T 55 ) R AT IR AT

ok, BB AR TR R (5% 2R 5
L K AH )X N170 5% 0w 1) 72 S8 02 — AME AR
F BT IR o AR 2 W ST 4 A R IR T AL R B,
V2 AR T ALY 7 80 B RE B8 5 K N170 e —
SERIE ST A R W, AL S HABY) AR Z T N170
WG FEAA R 55— e 70 R B, T AL 3L A 4
T R N170 TE0R & 808 AR EIF B w3
. HAEENZ, SERTHEo T aT 25 &

I ) TR BRI . RO BEAE
WEFER M, 2 A R 2L AR e 1 1 LA 3
P, XA A i B A IR SR IW AR AR RS, S

- AN 5 TH AR U B T AL — 2 AR LR K 1 TR R
e BMRG R [ 52 5 2B BB N IR S
W EEAE 15 K N170 SN 75 18 8 FvE AR 3 E 5 i
FLAH 24 (Rossion et al., 2002). H A5 H¥,
REE R AR Ge 75 & 5 I FLAH 2410 N170 pes). 41
41, Zhang, Liu 1 Zhang (In preparation) &8, A
] AR AR SE MR T i R N170 B4y [0 A 35 8 3%
2, b, iR d R n N170 g K H
ARZER . ALS K . XFEE K, FE
) S S5 T e A S B A ) — AN B R R
fHJE, XIFARRE W LHETR L &8 3%
FACHE R L 250 i R W N170 J%4 B 1 2
SRS SR S A — R b A o TR ) SR R 1 22
AR ENTI T R R s b, R
FEM LS 1, W N1 R P33RSR Y (Hauk &
Pulvermiiller, 2004). N170 7] (g5 s B T #9442
AT SN AT T A R 2 0l 1) B AR
fE. PR, JEEET SR LUK A F T AR i
FE AR ISR T R 5 S AR R, AR 5 X s
BEAT Hr AR B I 2R (s 20), TR A s 2 ST A
] B B ) SRR B, I 2 2 AN TR B B T i sk 3
(1) 5L 153 55 RN T 5 R I N1 70 53 3 L
TIAh, AR O AL I SRR S T 5T AT LL &S A AT
H, 2 MBI AN R — R TS0 o

e JE, SR DL — B R N170 B4

5RO WA (RP).Z (8] (1 56 28 LA 3T & AR R0
N170 43 i it 48 7 R DA 0 I o 22 o RO WAz 4
ST — N RS o Iglesias 55(2004)
(RAIT 5T 2 WY, 7 < bR ) Y v =0 T i 3R A5 19
RP 4, FFHERR T 530 W00 AH 5C f 43 F1 0
83 (0 5 R A N170 55 RP A [] 958 ) 5 B 4
B2 A7 PR A RS N170 = T 5E A i
WX — o AR L B S R A A2 T
Uy, RP BRI B S 50 15 1) N2 AH 2,
VAT DU R RP AR 1 A S B ok 4
N170 FIAHTE .
S 3% 3k
P, M, AR, B, R, 0%, RS

ZLH6. (2006). ML A G I S N170 52

IR, 10, 1-3.
SN, WEREE, BLS, F R (2002). 1AL A

78
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A Review of the N170 Component in Face Recognition
LI Ming-Fang'; ZHANG Ye?; ZHANG Qing-Lin
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Abstract: The N170 component is a negative brain potential, occurring at 130-200ms time windows,

peaking around 160-170ms after stimulus (e.g. faces, object) onset, with a posterior lateral distribution.

Recently, studies of N170 focus mainly on three questions: what cognitive mechanism N170 reflects, face

structural or feature encoding; whether or not it is face-specific; or whether the component is affected by

conscious awareness. In terms of the above questions, future research could investigate the effect of

structural and feature encoding on N170 response, compare familiarities of different stimulus on N170,

differentiate the N170 from recognition potential, and combine multiple methods to real the cognitive

mechanism of N170.

Key words: N170; face recognition; structure encoding; feature encoding; category information processing;

attention





