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i E MAEMSBENARRERT FESEP ESERRBERMX G RER. BLRaN@T 5E>
AP ENDEER 2 ISR . 7EHERE L A4 T3 Fl e AR BB R 3845 LRP 71 N200, R i XUE 3 i % 9 X%t
FELNN EHBRNTE . BRERTAXEFTFENNS OB EMREMBEARIE, ERERT FIEXES
B i) HE AR 0 IO A S B IX, 35 TR 7 A i X R B Y A e e
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KFFESHERPPRIGE T 20 H4E 60 FR)E
¥, BRI EE PR 4 s 2L = A P iailE R K
AR, HER,FEENAMERENERE, A=
AR REABNRER KT, BRIRFEHXT
2NAE B — AN R A AN R A R P R R E
BT ayet s, 5, & FE S TH KA
HE XM sh A ASCEXTX 2 4N E R it
frerik,

AN P AR R T 2 AR,
—Br BRI $E , OB iR B rh 18 SOCRIE B BTS ;
REBIEEZPNAWIARKFE, EHBEEETYHH
B, TR ZIK B — Y BRI LR E R
RIEL,

HET, X FRILEXNAE 2 88, —HKL
Dell (1986) '/ $8 1 ) “ B 4 38 H BIE A HD” (two -
step interactive activation theory) A {XF, “WiH" 48
HIRMIE L BEFKELHT 2 MR & UFE
WA EATHEOE D BB A B B R B T A,
RIEEMNHBEHRT BEEFET S BEMA—TK
FRNIE 5 — K, 2 AN KB Bos £E B A)_E A
HE HHKEUWBELERERAAEEER,
“THRHMRBETRXNEZEW, BRA KB
FERIUm ), WA 2 A TP

T —R A B B . BIET AT
WLAERB T 2 AN BENHER, BEEHES,
WU, EIFCEEZ S HH#H T PRGE, %

WeRE H #7:2002 05 -22

BETE, RO HE S R AL, N200, FIE AR RO R,

—BrB&, A — A EEA 5 SCHXHTE N AR
S EZEE, BEARA 1 EdkEdBi £
7Tk, EREBIR. EFE ZKE, RABRE2
HHLEMRG, wkRK, ZEF TR BIR T
AT o Levelt 2(1999) P42 i # WEAVER( Word
— Form Encoding by Activation and VERification,

WEAVER) U8 BV T4 37 B B,
1 Bf[EHRE

T A BRI, 50 T B iA) A TR E 3K, 3RAT)
AIUE—BPZA=E RS 2 MAE, WER2EW
U AR R T B 5 B MR BE T (MEG) B
B RBT ]S> P8 3l 0 P X 2 Fhor sk kB AR iANE
PR BT R R

Levelt % (1998 ) '*/ 72 B [ #iy 4 #9 MEG L%+
R RE B4 PR R K 538ms, RBEBPIRE
R AT S E R Eify 2 R P, I AR
AR 3E Ak H B 1] g ] i A R JS #9 O ~ 150ms 2 (6]
R R A [H] L B 2 150ms  275ms; R HRG
EFFREFEZ G, & T K4 125ms #atE] K B,
BRI 275ms ZE 400ms; B 5 BiEF ME T IR HE
4%, B} a2 400ms ~ 600ms,,

BT R TE SO E Bt A B A BT
L R AESR N HA BRI RRETEEN
SEXUESE . B E BT R A B A B AR O AL S e
{ii ( Lateralized Readiness potential, LRP) i N200,

* EE HAR RS (39970254 ) AP A BRI S B2 3 LRI ATSE I B 24 (Klexl -07) WBHTIH .
HBHRSEH HEFF, Email : yangyf@ psych. ac. cn; #KI§ ¥, Email ; zhangqf@ psych. ac. cn
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1.1 S AZBE(LRP)

LRP 3k ¥ T #E & & i ( Readiness potential ,
RP) ., 1965 4, Kornhuber 11 Deecke B XK & B T #E
HHAL, FERBRMNATLS $, RP 78 KN H 1R Z BT
IsARES2MH, B— M BB A . KAHF
R ZRi# 0. 5s it RP H B MIfL I B3 RISk,
31 B SN T A 2 BR , 7 SR AR i i W 3k 3
BB, HEA AT Sk B 4 A6 76 BURE X 60z 3l
B 5 X B K, TR AR TR 5 tH BURMBLE S 2Z 18]
H it , Kutas 1 Donchin(1980) BT IA S o & B o g 3.
WAL BT LAVE K45 08 I HE 3% B 48 4% , KB BFSTIESE
TiX—mo BT ZH LRP 1R RN HER 1645
LRP 8] LUE S T A XS H

LRP = FFF#(C3' -C4') - EFFH(CI -
c4’)

LRP B2 TIHEARFEEM LHiF 27
I, S H R LRP B RV 0 38 Fiz h o 72 Hp R 4y
R BHE N, BT R ATES B RN R A
F,LRP Al AFEfL S 1 #0505 B Al BRI,
X2 B — R A TR B RE T R BB e 2 HA
Z B, B T R A0 A B A SR B
A X R , IR A B NS, LRP A L]
DA SEERHI B S ) 7 £, B BT LA R R M 5 R Tl o 2
M B SN HE A BT 2. LRP B BE T LA
AR DA Z0 A AT LA A 8945 BRI VE SO I HE & o
S ERE A P AT LAFI B LRP SRAF5Y1E LGB F UK
EF OGRS R
1.2 N200

BRI — S B R (GO trials ) , R
55— KM HUR B (NOGO trials) . NOGO i 5]
BH ERP & Bl — S KM B (1 ~4pw) , B [H K
ZI7ERIE PG B9 100 ~ 300 ms Z A, JGH 2 7R R
B0, AN N200 S BR T #4875 st [
(%] ( response inhibition) o 3X BB R M T AU H
Wit f R i8] TIE, Sasaki 85 A K BLAESE
R4 NOGO I3zt 3 iy m Tt 2, i B A o it
BRI 75 200ms B (9 5t 2 BB A 40 i Ah B N
BF|—1 NOGO Hili ., ik, N200 By BLR R A4
TR TR, 1 FRETE AT R AL

£ GO/NOGO LB 1, N200 iy 5] & RAE—
N ARTEH SN BB 5, B, N200 1) H BLRS
RET LRI ERB A - R, AT
GO/NOGO XMW i2LRE , FI N200 35057 fy I8 {5 7T L4
AT B A — SeAEE 1R BB B T A

1.3 REAXIMXRBE

FENZF LRP F1 N200 15 [ 38 b5 019 SE 5o o,
Fefs F A A E SE B A N - DU HI T %5 ¥ 2 (Two
~ Choice Reaction GO/NOGO Paradigm) , Ll H|KE
SO ) S 09 TR A £ 0 158 A SE G 7 K A 4

SEEHIE F RS A 4, B, E—
2 b 1 i i % W, B i 2 R 150 ms (L A St
A TiRFEESR, & U B MR R A% TR
v Z e, e E Y JE B B HE , 3RO 7E B Ay
ZRZMEBEER—THEMLS, X2 BT
TS G — A PUCE FIW, ZoR B AR E UE B
MEBE BN EE ST, AnglE L FiE X
{5 BASH FRR— R e S a3 A7 SR A% 40 08T, 2 1
PE R ES R BRI, L, #lsE A
F N s E AT BN B AU N, BRI R
R FIRIFCN GO RITH A AS it B I3 NOGO
R

L% T LRP AB 8 & . LRP RBkpg R
BEEIHER . BUE BAFE BT Rl 5 B A &6t 1 REGS
5 R R B 2 U B, AR A X A MRS
Al LRP /B K, TSR RO T Bk TiE X
BE, MEE EEATENEBHI, B4 GO
HIF A NOGO FIFFT 5| &) ERP f#82: i B LRP,
HE, — BHEBE B PG, I AR E AT EME R
RZBT, GO M AN NOGO RT3 & ) LRP = A
TArE . RS, NOGO H 35| & #9 LRP 7E i #¢
R EEG ST 2 PR B 2k, Mok, 2R T
HURTH8E 8, T HE S B TERIE BRI,
Bk ek riEUE R E TR RN, H
I, NOGO HI# 51 % K ERP 5 A< 8L LRP,

N200 fsL B0 B 8 5 LRP K6l 7 —fp &4
F, R BT R T X AF R, 2 RO Lk
FEHEBEB . N200 2 (GO W FN NOGO i ¥ 751
% ERP Z [A|j 25 ) o LRI AR B B 5 B &
Afi b B RO AR ) PR, RS E AR
SRR e E BB R i RS R i
KA, MPHRAK S SUE B R 7 B P SE B
YE R TKESHEBME 2, BRATHHIMR
N5 B PR BRI LR B A RS HE M
il i, wT LU ER B R B ) N200 ohy . AR iE X
5 A HE G BN AT 9889, A4 N200 R gt A 2
A

Thorpe %(1996) '*' iz Bl N200 {5050 18 B 46 2%
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TEREREM T KBRS, iR N200 7EE
23 150ms BBk H AME, Wbt B A TR R
5 B EE RSP e R E M A Aef 2, [FIFE
K N200 H BLAGHE (R , B A i H 3R 3 GO Y3
1 NOGO RI¥ A9 ERP Frif i Bl R A9BFE] , GO
BOF NOGO R i B E R WX & F 2%
K5 BB AT LAE T g BB B o

van Turennout % (1997 ) RSP FAT
LRP /W B 8 bRk R a7 A AR il s
BEESMERARE, &RER, REUACHIEXE
BEE S L IRBUPHKEF RE SR 120ms, X
120ms W] DASB IR — BLIE OGE BRI B $i iR 8, B9
GRS I BFEEKRY 120ms AT E) RS THRED

van Turennout £ (1998) (81 I LRP H I8 hRIF5T
TIRC = A ) {5 B A& 15 8 40 A5 10 B ) i
BEREAETYEEEARFMERR 40ms Z 5
MBS RITHRL T o ‘

Schmitt 25 (2000 ) '°) B B 5% 9 45 — WK [F] B LA
LRP FI N200 A 4r kB 5515 SUF & 8 g i3 i i
[, GO F¥A NOGO R LRP 7 A i & 3
K 380ms B HEL TR, FAKISBFEEEE
FHaM T, M 380ms % 460ms Z Al FFEEfETE LS,
1E3X 80ms BY (A9, GO FIEFN NOGO K LRP i
HTER, IIEKEET N200 & 2 45 B EH
R IAFGATE AT, N200 257 A U (] 28 OR300 76 45K 3t
G B R T LS BIE ENFR G TR
89ms, RYIE X5 B ETHE B ZA# %, B E K
#3% 80 ~90ms, LRP F1 N200 (%8 4: REFWiE
XEBHMTREFEYMT,2 MSREREN
BIEEANRIIEANZEE SRR TR, N
VAT TAERY . Schmitt 25 (2001) " BF5E T B
iy 4 P S )k g S B B RE R, R A B
LRP F1 N200 fy%5 SRR R B BE & T2 T A vk 4 75
80ms, ISR T H E A M RFIE B ZE B A
B,

2 FEFERKENR

2.1 #HEOCEZEHR

BB M A BN RIBEE JCIE R IE B¢
FLEIR BT (545 A BB IE 595 B O BIF ST BB S IE 6 B4
HESA SR S — A B R R S A
Mo 1965 4E4R B R FiE T WM X E ALK Wer-
nicke ~ Geschwind( W - G) BRI gk &8 7 ZE MG/
AR PER E, RN IEESEET M THME

MR TFAEERAKRERMEERE, H
AFRAR R GRO B FES M, BEZE
LRI TF 7 AN 5 E T WE s X
IR UTBE B SR (W7 DR IR AR R (B
) MZEE s E R (FERNEIRAL) F R
X (E% D) 2 A B OFF 45 T 58 i) % U AR
B) AP RX (A EENTHR, # T ME4
MR ESERETE) SRR(EEFER
XHHES FX,FEHEFEN=ENEEATRERR
BEERD X)), BIE W -G HEE, 4RI KA
a3 K B R B MIR B RE R ARG
e T2 223Kk A1 8] ; 7 £ Bl B Bl S5 N B 3F
HEREFRAX MU, 2R ESRRENAD R
XiE S FHIER, EMRE s RIS T =4
Sk
2.1.1 kiBE FEMHRXST 2 BRKEE:H
B RRXLIBIEMSE X KB, X 2 BFREHAR
RS G, EAE 2 MEE L FEER . —
REMENEETZE; “BXES DA% RS K8l
FIRASATAAE, FEBEX EWHET RXRIBE
RIAFEARA, BLHBBEFRE S ;5 e
TEXRIBRE S IE WA, (B4 0 B A BRAE 58 1 pE,
MRETVUNTIERS RA A BERX 5 RIBAE,
AT AR AR B BFRE I R KRN -
2.1.2 &M% (agrammatism) FEGRKR AT
3RS B —, FHEMBRA TS, A4 IE
WINFFREE, 2, 5ENEERSREBHE
BEEF, UHEX A%k R FAEEBEERE, I
WA RIS AT , (H X F T RE iRl A iRl 4 R MR 77
WMEZATHE. £=, FEEEREORATEHE
R R, BRINBIR A SETERRR
AR R iZ R it 0T FUAEAR - A1) F R BRPE 1B
AT BRER )k B R P 5 3 A2 P LA S 1R B 3 A
Bpah—F, BOLMANRAIMFRRAT Lk
FER 2 gyt

SELBR B (1) TREB TRANEK
FHEAEL RN, A TREEBMER, RANEE
X B AMATZE R T DIRBA , (HiE B ik 5K FH AU
RTE LR R B , K LB B R B ) F i 2 ik
P LA Rk BRARBREG . (2) HEBEB KA XI5 &
R 3 FhGREERRE . — MR AR T R AT
TR MEEEERSY. EEENTIET £,
WA R M RERI Z BRI MR B4R, i, e
MIMEALE T, RFERHELBEERIEER
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N ZFRFI D AR B A F B Tt 8 , (HiX A RE A
BB BB AR B B A B R TR D B 4 e AR
ZIEBY5Y S, Stemberger' ! WA Ky 18 1k Bk 2k B IE #
BB —F T, BEERARAZIESE
H B RMN — MR s IE 00, B3R BB E  B R
FIBTA KRR (3) Schwartz(1987) i i ik 5
Garrett" (R 1B PA AE BRI R AR SK, BB 5T
AR 2 AN EEY B K- L B K
FEUNREAKE b, ¥ B R i O A 9 B 4 i 3
A A B R & U] I S
FFRIE, £ B K L, iR 00U 158 B R A
Garrett TA AR AR MBI RERIAETE 5 =4 TR E A
MIYER . TETNREK - L BE A 25 1A), 7E 07 B K F |
WREDIREIR] . W1 TE Garrett B9 R G ) ShBEKF
B BEKFRFER E I T AR, AR A A BE A B
T ARER BRI B LAY . ) A R B B kR
IR Z AR S B R B, 7 Garrett AEAY Sh IR [8] ) il
T R4 3 M ] S M RHR BRI AR T o
2.1.3 £F BLIESE(jargon aphasia) AuELEIKR
TR R T S B IE 00— AR 28 A, R LR AR DR
SR, HATFRPFAIE. BEEFAEREEAD
AT 18 SR LA, TE RIS BB ZRAR I 25 5 B
X7 A 24 AL TR O VR E R B AR AE B 3R W O T Y (]
B, .
AL LEEPHIAEERRA NG HAE
. SERFMAERR, SIERFEBELENE
EAEEL, timiE AL JE RS EL R B AL, AL
7 4 1B E o] bR th T Ak g #2 b iR R I B R A5
EH

2.1.4 #F&RBEAE (anomia) FRAANRERBAFE
4 FARFIE E N B4R E, M TR R HE
7y T 928 I8 b T 5 e T R AR B RE Bk AR B R R OR
FE, L@ IR B B B R A 7R i 24 i 8 rh AT RE
FEARBUE SN A IR 2% B H BRIl BBy 2 7R3 3 1) 7%
FEARRRBH SN HITEAE 2 FAT a4
NEBIE -

18 X4y 4 A~ BE E ( semantic anomia ) ; 2 BLA A
fEiz Pl 1B X 3% 1F 3 # OF # /Y 18] %k, Howard %
(1984) "V BBFF AR TR JCU, f R B 4 BT
BRI 3% , T B BRI IF £ 15 IR W
RAMRM—EPRER, NG EERLHBIK
IRk ., PP A AN JCU MK AFBE
FIF AR R B, FTREHE LRIERZ B THE, A
BB X AME M XSS AARTZ M A9 5o iR

BB IA AN T RAE EE . Eaa BER, 7 1N%
AFBERAE EBE (b A k) FRIEBL L
FANEIIE L TEBE (LA A B AR ) BT
M A 2 A HEIE ( phonological anomia) ; Laine

4(1996) 1 HBIFFE 4t 1R B B DT PERR 4 R BEE
A L B RS M B S, il RS R A
R ERAERBUEM X T BN E#HEE L RE
R, BEMRBIRAFHhBAR B AR 0 F 50, (HARER
B, REF A —EXT B2 E 8, ™
A8 SCH SR W Ta)E L an b J8 Rl s AT Th REHE
o XFRISRIA A2 A R AE A BB TOT R4,
IL {8 B 4R Hh BRTE & BK A RAETE UK,

2 MR A A RBIE R T Sl A iE X
MEBMTIRIBEIMS . RAREXFFTE
A PN E R P B A B 5 — B B A
HARFE, FE— BRI, i a4 AN BEAE i BE
FETE X R G R AT, T DF 5 e 45 A BB AE tH BUEA
3@ s AR FE AT,
2.1.5 HEME Haglund'" Z3ER T 126 Hil
TR AR R A RSO . 45 R R IE 5 X KR
I FAEBRAE LR, Bsh X s X HiE S
AV [ At o B 7 3 AR [, TR AT . NS
ABAAREEES BRI, BE -1 32—
BRAREEATHARA. XL AFEEEREGSTE
KRGS Z AR % —, FIARRRBE
TE A2 Mk B H AR BRI R M B R R
W, #0A T BEBH A5 T & i #) 65 44 M. Ojemann
USSP T B RIBOR FE AT 117 2R A M5 45 51
R, B B, TR R R AN b e B s, 2
B, UERAELBMETHX . FRX AT R
X A #i% . Dronkers(1996) " 7 25 4~ b XU A
ok BLIX B9 A & 38 3 T H R BRFE , X Sis A i
SR A2 3 T HE
2.2 RBRHIR

W - G BRI T fE iR i A BT s 2 I, da
MR ABEARNFRGE RS W - G BT
Rz b, Petersen %' * iz H PET RIFERHH
TEPEAE ARSI X o B AE A B3] N R R A 2
BB U sh 7R s RS . KTS E i ]
BT 919 Bh B B YRR BN By B W0 R U o B SR
LA e 50 P B S B UG Bl o B, X5 4% TR G Y
BRI L R T A2 24 BR O R A0 M e B 39 9 3l
XA I F A5 2 XA R RT e AR, -
WEERXT W - GBI TR, 3 M
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T B —A 30 T DU 2K BRETE 3, AAULERZ
AERATES ;3 ARG FBRE &AM T FE
RX, AP RXRARNES. HR, BELEE
W — G BERY oh 5 A i X SR 7= A T 308

PET W] A KB EIE S WX, HEH THS
&) S PR BAR, R RERE B e o FL SRS AR W AT LA
HEEWEN . E—BBFF S, F A0S R
RFBA BIRBHE A M B R, LA K& F A R
HEER AR, IHENTRE 2 MEENER
B.FE—, B W TR RE—MEEN K
R, MR KA ERXE ., £,
AR, 2 5EFRRARAER, HK, 5=
25 (B4 PR e B ST e /NI RRE S RAT]
BAES WX IRAREXEFEE. REYBIRE
RBARYEE Z B A HE S ZE R S8, X
BETENIRBRERNRAT . EEdrs s
AT RS B4 L o R X I A B X L B
B i 28 0 A9 e T AR B ARl A A R e
MEBPRBHRX EMNHRERKHEBE. EFEK
fr & FIEIAR PET BF5C 0, Price %1 £ B T 51 X
BE5T EEEIN Pt MR, SURET
FeF, Z2/N s KBS ZERT S MU A /TS M A /DS
5T EEfy & B 453 B, Martin 25 (1996) ™ [H]
e PET B vh R BB Y i 28 T AN & TR A4y
BWIE T et 3X 2R B AT BB [F] B9 E SCIE BE X
R FAR B A% X . Damasio 2 (1996 ) ™! % 31 & K-
fir G ARG 2 BT R X R AR, X
T Martin SRR LR

B F ERP f1 MEG M6t R 2 BE R B R, A — &
X5 T A BT 54 B ) 47 -5 0 7 ) S i X S 5 K
RERBERFIET AL B P LAY BTSRRI X
FEEAZ N MEG SR RBEA LF 2 Fdk . 8—,
B B E Ay 2 BT RER, B BN E R,
WA T A A B AN BY . Salmelin 45 (1994) ) 3k
|G TE AR MEG B .. FRIEAER A4y
25, B2 BB MRk PR Bz SR e S AL A
%, BUEMsAdR S EE G P RE BT RE
[EHERRETIAE, AE R RS BT BB A 2 R
PTG . 200ms Z R B9 B4 TE T 46 FRE 0T 8R07, 28
g O P g o DX 3, 28] 3k A - X3, 3% B 4 i ] 2 O
EE )5 K 600ms, £ 280ms E 400ms 2 [
it , 55 e S XA 1] X A SaE R R BB, (HH AR BT
AMBIRERILM., H— AR RALEH - H
BSOS M2 IS XA TE SR Sy A ok

. Abdullaev 1 Posner( 1997 ) ) #|F 64 S ERP
WFSY T BETR 4T b 5 AR SR 1A F= AL AT %, (H 2 A RE BE AR
7= A B R, & BLFE 1B S A B IR (T 55 B B [
HBEP FELEFH BT AOEE, AE TERR
X, XX 15 75 4] 3% B 650ms 2 J5 Hf B 5 o
R UERETFREIF AR RAE T AR
N TR T 2B, Levelt £(1998) ™) 72 EIH
&5 MEC BFUFIRR T &3 B PR 8 sh &
AR R, BT BN, B X B0 2 DAL g i -
B , 2 T FE, BE RBH MBS, e
- X 5% 7 P i) 2 PR 200ms J5 R Y 8 EREIER
2,76 350ms Z SRk BB RWE . 784 I T B2 JR
BT — BB , B0% £ B A 281 230ms 2 J53k
PR , AW T Fn 22 JS S DX R 16 sh7E A (8] L
H—EBRFERES, M 275ms 3] 400ms 28], 358
RXAESREEN, BRFESTEAERE G
£ 5 BB N T AN R S8 1A B R B R A
BOE ;A T AR _ (015 58 X 3870 1] A A 7R e
W SRR BRIE TH L B RS X ;5
B S A0 22 7 A AR U A BB 35 Bh B2 BRI TR -
FISAFERIE . FiRgs Rkt T #8035 S,
HEBAMEE SHimMsr R ER—,

X FHEE AP 150ms B 275ms (1H K EFEH
B Z AT EE M AR BEIN, HRE
B TRAF A 28 p R — A, T RETE S o4
S PRAKEFERE T UERRKEN, ETHED
124245 %, Klingberg ™ %57E PET B 5% o & BUA THH
TEHEKIRAFLERIE . Salmon'”! R RELE FiBICHZ
i PET BF 52 R BLA TRH T 3R X SR 75 300 Lev-
et B YUK E X BB TR E FREEE.
Fallienot'™ 28 ¢ PET BF 5% o & BR7E YL UL BR 4T %
i 7 FA 248K Brodmann 71249 19 KA1 7 K%
HATIA R X A B R 1 A R 2 s F &
MU 2 BT IR R Levelt 251! Fallien-
ot ¥ pyBF S AL 5 Fink %A (1996) P i9— %,
Husain % (1997) P % B % A5 TR X 458, 66 45 46 B W
TRABEBERNES . AARERBETEETE
EHPHETEEMRE,

TE 3 3 T B 250 B T B 32 9 6 JB JE X BT
i R B 72 Az rh 5 9 4 A B B X B 50 % (X ( Haglund
217150 Ojemann %) , BEMBFF A TOT B
REEGEEYHRBHE, H—FREEHRENE
B 9RHS Y B ) BRRE 55 | A B0 , 3 s o 390 B A A g X
M FFHEHIX, Boatman %5 (1995) Y g pf5x 45 £
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WHZEME RS 50 E B RSRELE TIEHE, Ab-
dullaev F1 Posner( 1997 ) 1 7 A 7= 4 4£ 45 oh K BR
THRRXBEIE, 7T LUR DL Xk 26 & AR R O =
A R B B B e ED T R BT 51 R B9, Elia %
(2000) P Fifr 4 A0 H1A 2 BT S RF R IR IS
Sy B, KB ERP #1 N1 I P2 {53k H
HFEIRIRX , B F 3 v 2 P 3us R B g sh i
EER, IRAAIN MR fE2 MEF LER
FERBT F3hfa MY WE H OB AR HAR
el EMERMN, NEEEIAFH 275ms &
400ms, FEfp A R AEF M T X A#E Mt E XS, #%
BB M E B4 Bt BRIE S R T AR,
RO F A KIR L BRIE S AR, TF
FEFEPHTPREHNE, TRRARSE T HHY
Eah,

de Zubicaray % (2001) ™' F| B fMRI figi i 8 %
ABFFE T B - 570 TS5 i T3
RE, RELFE AR X TR B, 5 TR PR LG
B[] ZCATSROIR B LA R U0 Al 4 i A BTG . G OR
B T A H BRI TE LTI 4b T
BARBUK B, H B UEER T 306 BB a8 2 & m
THHFHRBUK L Z #1198, Buchsbaum %5
(2001) ' 76 5 18 B8 F 5 38 2 AR 9 MR AR
KRB EHMIE T AR L B, Kicher %
(2000) *°' B3 IMRI BF5E T & 1874 AT R B
B, K BUFFER B 5 = A P BUE B XA ZE AR A
THH, X5 8 A 3810 7= A B00E 9 Il X R 6],
Kircher 25 (2002) ™ iz FIRIAE B RBIIT 1 A KE
AR BARILNRATEELE S BRI EMHR
Y., RAEHEANFE=HERFESLH LA
XWANEES A8 FA X, EESSHN™
A A S IER ANEIERX Z2ARR.
2.3 BRRITOME

Indefrey 25 (2000) "7 F1 Levelt % (2001)™ 15
AT T 58 D E B A IR T BE R
IR R, MRS TEMEEESPET
HEIATBEMEOTR, FEESEENROTRE
GRS SAANC R FPRBRE S8 %
B ESREAESE R E XL B, A8 AL
FWmEEGAEE T ZENZLIRE, ANES
Fe BRI DR 3 RS T A BB 46 K UG #9 3
AR, XTI ARG I R, AR A X
PEMEER AN MY AEEHRTE(HP K
X)), 8 b B 3, Bk ], 5 8L R S R R (R

RBHRX),LEM, T4 E B %085
155 BB B — U B BT X R (0 i X

M A FHAND o . B 20 vh B E IR E AR % A
BRI A RO, (H7E A R AR, B i
XIRBA K S S B ANC ERE B X R, Pikh
B R TR — MRS LR G I — 34y, (B RN 1%
ICAE RS A TE (USRS S EE SO Tk
BT R, BRI S, X A A
i BB RTIA LR,

E BRI . SR B A A i 4 L SR
e Rl R (R FE BRI T R .
MR T B S BOE B4 5 Ll B b |l e B
WX, R, BUE b 7E SR AR o B ORI
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THE COGNITIVE NEUROSCIENCE MECHANISM OF SPEECH PRODUCTION
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Abstract

100101 )

The study of speech production is a challenging question in language research. The topic of this paper is to review the

development of speech production research from the point of view of cognitive neuroscience. There are two major theories

about the lexical access in speech production two — step interactive activation theory and discrete stage theory. Their im-

portant differences are the time course of the lexical access and the interactive between two stages. Using the dual GO/NO-

GO tasks, the ERP researches provided much more detailed evidences about the time course of speech production by LRP

and N200 indices. Summarizes the core findings of the neuropsychology and the brain imaging of speech production.

Based on the meta — analysis of a number of the studies of brain imaging, concludes every stages corresponding dynamic

brain areas in the time course of speech production. The network of producing words is almost completely left — lateralized.
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