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TESACRBORS PIEFIEIN AR 1y s om0 o i 200 58 o MO 0
FrfE5 . Cherry (1953) 7 H H Y X9 FE T £ n) A A= TER . DURAIE A
B R BT X — AT RE . R R 2 A ULTE )

XY R 2" BREE R, &R A A S HIE b S SRR ER G SRR 2 R0 0 O B ABIL I AN Ak ML
R A I Y B T 22 18] 5 2% B #E i 4 FH (Du, Kong, ZAELIK, EWNAMY—LLiF R A A R G R T
Wang, & Li, 2011; Schneider, Li, & Daneman, ZMA AL RN A MHER, JHIESLT Cherry
2007), {HUr#H N4 BEE B i e 58 . SR bt A (1953) 1) —A™ PRI A AH - Wy 2 ml LUF L2 5 H AR
PUMN BT R BAniER? BEE TR ARA, A TR RRAE AT IR Y 0 0 4R FE R AR HE X B ) H
O 28 R P SIS R T 2 ] ) SE A PN o HE AN A=) br 5 w0 SN (SRR X B AR F B R R
BT B R, T S e T iR M 2 b unmasking). #il4n, it LRSS SRy
R RN T RR S B — A LA TR, 1243 Fs 4548 (fine structure) 75 2745 LI IR & 5 SR
1k, AR SRBC SN T D% MERk (Huang, Xu, Wu, & Li, 2010; Yang et ., 2007) , %
T BB R (A TR R i — A S Ay A IS5 B IS B 312 (Wu, Cao, Wi,
b ] B H X A (] A0 A A5 39 B 24 1 & Li, 2013; Wu et d., 2013; Wu, Zheng, Li, Wu et d.,
2017; Wu, Zheng, Li, Zhang et al., 2017) . %1851
SE BN A G sh4 & (Wu, Cao et al., 2012; Wu
Li et al., 2012; Wu, Zheng, Li, Wu et al. 2017; Yang
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Huang, Chen, Wu, & Li, 2009; Li, Daneman, Qi, &
Schneider, 2004; Li, Kong, Wu, & Li, 2013; Wu et d.,
2005)., f—FRIGE L R A XTI T H bR 5 E 2R
B AR . M OCHERY [n) R, W S fr] B
XF HAR 5 B RS AS R 3 i T+ 17X H
bR o T R A B (intelligibility)? S iE—, AIA]
LR M LA RO 245 17X AR & i p9 T
=, R T X HAR S TR R R AERCE Y, HiE
%) i BG5S B 5 b 2 BH A R TR R R i
THLH Z 0F 18 2 B A F (#1140, Wu, Zheng, Li,
Wu et a., 2017; Wu, Zheng, Li, Zhang et al., 2017,
Zheng et al., 2016), X /RA[F AL HHRIZERZ
() 7T B B A7 7 LA AR, o W] I B A H AR e
() KA (R FE L)

VLAEA, A DG 2 23 28007 19 i BIL ] 1 7E B
ST RIRIETE AL, (H R 2 B 32 AR P AR R
WL (5 R 3E ) 5N s 5 10 b AR Ik R
(#l4n, Ding & Simon, 2012; Mesgarani & Chang,
2012; Moon et al., 2014; Power, Foxe, Forde, Reily,
& Lalor, 2012; Scott & McGettigan, 2013), i %t X}
B 2R AR 2 0 i AL R Y B O A AR 2D (W,
Zheng, Li, Wu et al., 2017; Wu, Zheng, Li, Zhang
etal.,, 2017; Zhang, Lu, Wu, & Li, 2014; Zheng
etal., 2016); [FIMF, %% JLFh LML RS HAE
FHREALE] AT 55 A NI R 22 (Du, He et al., 2011),

I 303 4 1l FSCAGBIE 5 T AR LEAS [ ) 4k o 40 531
PRR T LA R 2 2R LA 00 %5 S PE A 1L 1)
(Bifa3h: Wu, Zheng, Li, Zhang et al., 2017; Wt
ETESA S Wu, Zheng, Li, Wu et al., 2017; F W
25 [8] 43 85« Zheng et al., 2016), — > S (1Bl 17]
R, TEA T2 R 0 2 HEM VR T Il AL 1) =2 ) 2
AR A — P it 2 2R 1 AT 1 (0 FE A HIL R A
AT, HA 18R £ Fh &R RS BRAL T Y
L[] P RLAE, A RE R 4 L IE b 4 75 X8 R 17 23 3500
R FE AL, AL 2 i 22 T ik A R T 2 ) A ) O
o BIHATC R, RE NS BRI SR BT LI ST
TEZ M LML R AE AR i — WS 2l
AR, HAR R FR 1 RO A2 B AR R L

AT

2 BEBEZEARPIEZRRAN
52 4 440 1] L

AT 7 5 (B 5 3 00 A0 A I [ 48 2 I

JETFBNASIE 5o X F o A B R — Bl [R] B 7
E.ET. EIEIBAENERER ERES SR,
55 A R T S8 A DG LA, X
B R RO TR AALE B IR 2 v K B )
D =i N U 5= o LoTF 7P Y [ 7

FERASE R RN T8 B, — N RE R R
A FPRRIE R R BRI IX | 0 B R A e e B fAOR R
SRR . WG AT AR I AR —
HEBS RO RRAE, T2 25 R TR 4 4R 46 1l 58 % i
A % R 2 XA 46 1] i (binding problem)
72U B 22 F R 2 b Uk ) — SRR ()
R, Treisman 1 Gelade (1980) 4 Hi A 4R AE 44
BHif (the feature integration theory, FIT) A iX4~[Al
BAET R M . KREMAFSRIESE T M5 4
TESRR I ZREME N 2 2, Bilan, st
BN AT LAY Jie 2 A [R] % g it 38 38 =2 [|], i HL AT
DIy R B R . 1 X FRB LA R EE shin T
4% J7 T (Burwick, 2014; Feldman, 2013; Spence,
2011; Velik, 2012; von der Malsburg, 1999), X itt, K
Wi 1) — A FEARMLBE R . A — DA R R &
ANRRAE Z (R FE A6 6 B P9 26 AR 48 CRE ) MLl . 5
X ST 20N 25 U G Bk A T S 4R 2848 LA T PRl
21 BRMWHEREMBEEHNWERIEZ

B8] B4 4 4B

Wb A1 J 4 B BRI DI R 2 — LR — 1A
75 B AR YL BE T AR — R G O AN )
MZEWES . T iX RE R EA T4t
AR5 A B S 2 (tonotopic organization) ., 1E
BHEESHEZHEBENSRENSBET, kA
[i] — 7 IR B AN [ A303R 19 25 {5 5 22 ()] AT e
PR 1) 115 1B S 3 17 5 T 2 R B2 B — A
SERE MW % AR

SR, SEPREE LR NS 2% . 7555 A0
TEYERE FR I, S B IF RS IR, A
T A5 580 R A R A R 2 8 (Hilbert transform)
(Hilbert, 1912) iy JE 2 it — 25 73 il BUTE B[R] 9 30 9
2 | 51 7Y A1 %% (envel ope) B 3 A1 31 45 e A Bisf
[G]4% 21 4% ¥4 (temporal fine structure, TFS)E.{7y, T
B A HITE B i L AE S X AN UG 1 SR R (LR
W, Moore, 2008) . X Fi5& & A i, WEM M EHE T
sk (] R R A5 5 Ay, T T 200 85 4 A 46 T
I 25k (harmonic structures) 5= 5 (frequency
modulation) A K J& 3 4 B9 38 MR G Bl
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(periodic occurrences of noise-like consonants) % 7
2#{5 5251 (Huang et al., 2011), Smith, Delgutte
il Oxenham (2002)ik g, 5 (3K Wi A AL AR A A
[ AR = G 4 8 = % 0 1 3 IR R0 A
U 1) o AR T, AL 4% RN F R N AR
T AR, R AT 0 T W R B2 B
2% 6] (where) 31 1% 15 N 25 (what) B 5% 70 75 24 SE Rl (59
UL Zeng et al., 2004) . TEARE FI (] #5047 8 & 1) £
PR XS I 2T IR, R IR — 75 PR £ 2%
5 FIURE 20 45 FA 15 5 2 18] T LUK 53 3t 7 00 J2= 2K
AR IR AE — A T JSORE R T 2 7 Y 5 R T 3 B
AT S 7R RS ) A T A8 AR, X AR
208 X8 R 23 BN M A T Y R S
22 SIEARERMNARFERE. EETE.
BXAE. URZEEE)Z (8 /51845
KA — A F IR AR BA 2R IE, HER
I i A R 2 A A A [ PR K o B
— N ATEVLIEIS, HAfi SCNES . R (5 0) . 25 [0
A7 LR 45 6% 25 A5 AT L 5 2 1 (time
varying)ifi & 751 1 2l S AOR [R I 2235 o A R
Wi, EAZANFHEEN GRERHS"RET, B
A S JE TR — DL A B2 Bl S TR IR AT LABERY
S AR T B — AR B TR AR
AMTB— DA B BIE, H—DHARHESR
PR HE—ANFRAE (N SC ., W | I ) A e s
() By PP X R B TE R B ARIN, IR AR A A R
5% BARE W& B R IR A AR 3k 22 TH] 1Y
A SE A 2 Bl s Ak, DL H AR F R R R
R OTER AU B AR (R ) B,
M3 B2 AR 55 0 R 08 5 A ) 4 1 S B0 2 ) 4
1ol LA KON AR 5 A A o 500 A8 R T 238K
7T s AT T
23 kBERMURIIRRFHERREIENE L
A Ok, R 2 0] 5 0 e T 2 ) R 2 [ —
FE AT BT G, G vy — A TR el fr) B figp 23 e 5l
Xof o — A T PR BB A o 3k B 21— MR R R
KB PSR R A R R B . —
A 22 NV LA S 7 (TR ) () I 23 ) 38 P9 X6
FE T 23 PR AR 2 — Aok 5 T R A SR A
(WAL, (EX BRI, — A HIEE T2
) ) sf 2k 19 28 AP R 780 L 3K P 3 R R S i
e By ZUHERAE o R A X ik — 52 2% ) 038
s, B HEAFE IR A ELIA A5 5 %00 PR Rt

BT 5 Z TG UM 3 8 & (HRZ6), BT LK 3 —
T VR A LA T RN g A v A O 1Y B S  AE—
HIBE SR SR 2R R 4 23 TR B A 19— B0 )
A% o R T I 4 WT 4R S8 8500 (precedence
effect, Huang et al., 2011; ZA W Li & Yue,
2002), [ B33 Foft 5 Fil 5001 1] P 947 A 8 s a2 [l
74 5 B (echo threshold), V4 5z 5 75 I i — A4~ ok
B A 19 43 P AR B2 U 5 AR R 22 R Y A
/NIFTETEEIR (Li & Yue, 2002), R 4 ER /N T [A]
7R, B A RET B ARG R AR
SRR, 0 I B K AR TR R Y
5] 75 [ F (Huang et al., 2011), 33328 A S K Rixt
HEE SRR I fURME R R R

— R Y BIBF ST TAEES2 (Huang et al., 2008,
2009, 2011; Li et al., 2004, 2013; Wu et al., 2005),
FERLIL B Wl A TR R B T, B ARE 5 R
5% BARE 5 EL Ik B 2 ) 0 A DL R
WA 5 19 BB I 5 TR 1 5 T 3 0 22 M) 1% 0 5
B AEAT DL T 2 B AAS 25k [ R TR J5 A9 S 5T
U2 NG s NI =N 3 W ER N
SR WA 5 2 [0 A =W A (] 4, fedk TR H
PR EIEES EBE R, 2R LA T
WO Y THRAEH, #EmiR i T X B AR 5150
PUN(FEAAN 40 4.1),

h BT SR SR RN ML, BT A4
T —AN45AE 8 $E (attribute capture) B (Li, Qi, He,
Alain, & Schneider, 2005): 7EIRMAIE T, T X
B R IR A BRI S VR S 04 S I 2 TR
JE B ) Bl A AE S, SRR 5 1 S 0 R A
HHEIRF PGS WM TR e, BT &
ST £ 75 YA 1 — A B 7S R RS P 2 DRl 1Y
FEAG, T[] R A BRSO R Y Rl R
PR TR S A AR P R 2 R R RN 4 B . 3
— IR AL A, IR B 25 A S 1 [6) i 42
FRZ (MBI AT R R A S, A B
G5 N R R RS MR Rk B L, N B
HIEAR SR B — BB X, IR A ST R AE 1l 32 2
A R S 5 A7 418 290 1) R L S 0 R T 4 ) R Y — A
W,

M LA R, X R 2 ) A AT LM WT 6058 4
RO 28 00 R Bk R IR . A — 2R & B
FIRMW XGRS IE T, e — Bk 19 Ui s
BT T 75 5 T AL A A P AR RAE | K
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HRESFAREE . ALARAE . R SR AR S A A
Je S [VASAE, G0 A 3 e R0 41l 408 3 7 1T R 2 L
SERE RN T TR T 0L B P HE T B T 2 i 1) 7

3 EHBHMRERIRESFIEIRMNAMN
o) &% 41

31 EMNTENBEERKREERUTHIRSIE

ESERREEBERHRIE

H A5 75 5 5 i & 2 1) (S5 Br ) 2% 023 )
BTG LR R RN, A LA =R 6] g B
il s 1)3E TSk S AE A A £ 5 15 MR Lk i 75 S A0
2) 3T RUCE I TAE F B R AL XT B bR 5 i 48
o BRI A B AR AN . 3)E: TR E X BARE 51k
PR 2 0] 3 T 040 B2 (R0 B8 )RR o 55 = s o v
PSR 3 T W 52 £ S5 8500 1) 3 s [ 43 B8 e 7= A 1)
B2 IR L S kN (Li et al., 2004) . HLAACR
Ui, FEFRAT AR FT 32 002 18] 43 18 25 3 Wi 1Y) S 56
H, YMEsERZE . AR AR E R AR
7 RS B, X BAREERYE, AR
21T 3 ms 4B . AR B B bR
) ELIAFI R S 7R UR), X e Sk, AR
PR 3 ms (L . A A B A
BRI IR) o BT W e e AN A R
WARVEH, W75 88 Z 01 B AR & F A
7 g 22 T] A 75 43 R 1 0 vk il (B VR S
1 E A 75 RS 43 3 4 40 5 1Y) B AR 7S S
Fronseaiee), HahG e r B bR FIEwHE 50 A
fi. ekl XHE, BHAR RS
E R B AT Y 23 a4 B D T LA A (] A 3 0
25 [AVREAE, BP0 3 X2 B8] 43 25 (perceived spatial
separation) . H #5 &4 5 BT AT FRAE ) 3200 53 (8]
55 HE e &R 0 BT A A A = s ) JE M 22 a) R
[ B AR = T W o AR SR 1 T X B AR & iR
FCSRRRE A BB R, IE AR T BARF R
B S8 A (A9 T B BRI Y T S
FIEME T Z M PRE). BFRE RN A ELb
L [R] B 0K T X i 1 A 2, T 9 T

WA HARTE AT B AEREHI(L et al., 2004

Wu et al., 2005; Rakerd, Aaronson, & Hartmann,
2006; Freyman, Balakrishnan, & Helfer, 2008;
Huang et al., 2009; Huang, Wu, & Li, 2009),
TR, BT H AR RIS A b
MOEZIEE RYIE 3 O R S-S VM s U] LT = P58

B, S AEWTSE O S S ak b B AR iR 5
WCTE ) 22 B] F) 2 002 () 3 B 0T AN Bl H AR S I S
e 7 ke 2 ) A1 R L DA B A% R e s R . [
i, FE WS ] 43 B A8 P R B 1 Sk 52 2800 XL
0 T AER 22 A0 — bt BRATE (88 . A E
B 5 W BRI T A FRAETE 2 () 4y B 5k T
JAE TR 9 5 A 1) T A R AE R B T N 43 B, X
Tl o 18 T P A 1) SR O R e B 3

UEIA KR AR Sk LA S R B, B
AR B RN, ARSI B S A 1) 3 By
W A5 B A T DL R B T I SRR S
{ii (Event-Related Potentials, ERP) v H1#Y N1/P2
) 53 (Zhang et al., 2014, 2016) , T 7E 32 8 V52 1)
AT, WEFR ST 5 5 iR HEOR e B 0
23 1) 5 i) = WL [ 43 B 0 P At v DAk — 25 54k
1% N1/P2 i/ (Zhang et al., 2014), 1% 6k Bz i e,
0 SR Y 45 55 REAZ S5 N B0 B0 10 SR AT 5 19 45 AR
#¥(Du, Heet al., 2011), X B E WA A/ R R
siAk T HARF B S R R I T Rk,
RITERT T 5 B )2 rh i 2R3k

AR R S AR I B AR T R
AR LR (functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging,
fMRI) (19 9F 5 7 2 T 45 31 3 00 25 1] 43 8 2 i 1)
T2 WL BT 5T 45 5 (Zheng et al., 2016), FL{k%k
Uk, 25 [E] 2 B AR R A T AL S T Y
“where” F7 )23 i % (15 038 %) i) T b /I 60 82 i
L S D& i o T B T R CTIN En B B D22 o i
Ko KR, FW2 H] 53 25 M B v K 3 T
Wit 22 S8 AS AT L TB0 L I ] 60 S b 42
TEEZA N IR FE sh . Horb, 7E R0
FERISAET, TE /N O AR B S H AR Y
U BLZ (VR0 A 5 PR AL ) 22 ) A7 S 355 194 A O (2l
T5 /N r = —0.550, p = 0.027; A5 MT5 /M-
r=-0.538, p=0.021), E4MFsEMIE, WL/
Z 5 T HE XY RB43 BB 05— Ui is A
(Hill & Miller, 2010) LA S A 5P 1 1 28 1 e e A1
I, FEXF H bR 5 T AR B L2 H] 43 s
HISS I AR, TN 25 T X B F iR S
s R AR, S5 T RS E MR
I EuR

UEAh,  H 3RS T 43 8 7 A 1 5 40 i
TETEBR N T AT A 22 O 1T TR0 TR T 9 2 =
5 I1EH BT B AR EARBIAT A S 42 &5 22 (8]
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A EMIEM K (r = 0.568, p = 0.009), A HFSE
R, FTFLHE G X TR S AT A 2
€ (Fornito, Yoon, Zalesky, Bullmore, & Carter,
2011; Schulz, Bédard, Czarnecki, & Fan, 2011;
Shenhav, Botvinick, & Cohen, 2013), FIlt,, 32
() 43 B i 7 26 ) A = 1R UM BB 1 48 R A —
TR B bR N ORI A = A il B 25 2R . Bk,
B/ BUF R, &ihmE ., DUk
il T RS 5 T RE

FULZS [a] 43 B R TR AL T PR T L /it 545
AT [ (=), A7 02 AZ DL B 22 e i 22 )
HThfeEH . CHAMREMR, G0 T A HEHS

51 E51EE S R8¢ (Vouloumanos, Kiehl, Werker,

& Liddle, 2001), L EA F -4 W IRE, anikin
ek (Carreiras, Mechelli, Estévez, & Price, 2007)
LR U SO I AR L (Liu et al., 2008), KN
HEFHRIT, FHEMEHREED SN TRz
HXR, A2 S5BENS AR THFIEMEAH
K (LFR W Wu, Chen, Wu, & Li, 2014), [HiTi |-
A SET EWTREE RN INREA T XS EH
ST B E IR RN 15 S 3 R S0
G Z [0 P REAAAE R DI K AR o

T ) BRI R 4% (default mode network, DMN)
FEARTR] DR T A 38T 52 0 A [ A 38 A
(Andrews-Hanna, 2012; Raichle et a., 2001;
Whitfield-Gabrieli et al., 2009; Zhang & Li, 2012),
F2 XS 18] 43 B AH X 3 W 45 (8] S 1T AR AR AN
INCRY AR, R TR LR A 0
X A~ BRI 2% 1 % 193 311 (Zheng et al., 2016),

L LR, EWMA B S A LT Ay
TR BG4 R T A G R R IR A A, T I
G5BT S 2 R 1 P 2 T D 2K i R 2% 14
EES: D)X T F B & RERE G R eI
PEBEE N L7 R0 T R, R A T R R B D SR
N4 B0, 2) B3R5 18 & A5 5 26 0 o8 X
M ZR IR B R Ak )T 5 1y AR Fe b g il
I B e i B B A i X (An R AR A% ) B BT 4)
4 7 WA B2 shELE (the motor theory, ZEiR
UL Wu et al., 2014), 5 if 2T R LR A — L
TS Bl X (AN ) A3

HE—2, WARGS I T M R A, EW s )
G35 T 7 A 1) 25 HE 0N S R U A i ) 45 3R 8%
ZEIPMENG S DI Re iR g8t AR, RN ERRE . &

THRASIR IR 1) S RE BRI N 1S B B i [
MIHREE . T A 8] 3 s 1 H A 5 o & R Yy
TIE 55067 T AN [F] B 05 25 TR 8 | R 5 R & 14
FRIEZ B A BR PR 8, SEini (2 T (62 T — %0
o () A8 F ) E AR A P R AR 22 18] 48 26 L
K AR BRI RN e 4F 1, S48 T AR B
bR E iE AR
32 MRS ERIMEEIERREKH G

TE XGRS, 4 — A & %A 54
Wi A H AR DS AT IR A BT, 0 AR E 4
T HAR B AR —a" o i T X H bR
TN — il BRI TR R BARTE SRS L T
%=, WiRizg . i NS DT AR B TAEICIZ
TE R, X E6fE B0 TAREICIZxT B AR i A BT
P U — 3k 9 P 25 B PR A R 2 R S VR, B
AT AR 25 T b b o e 3 T B BN B A AR
HAriE o b, R0 2 X B ARiE A g i
Bl RIS — A T R A SR AR
JH B H G 0 2 ML) A 0F 5 TA o

FELME AR5 T 38 5 15 5 sh 2R LI 55
S, —> H bR UL AT I AT R A 1 T E A
BEFE. B, BiHZRTHE O T E LEA)
(nonsense sentences), il 1 7E“ IR A~ 28 BT LR IR
i —A T, FRIZRE. B By AT
AY 5% 48 ii] (Freyman et al., 2008; Li et al., 2004; Wu
et al., 2005; Yang et al., 2007)., [H &4 1a 2 [A] A~
FETEA B B SRR O R, Bl Jo ik A i v
TR 1) 2 B TR She HfE T R 4 0 T K e B T O 1Y) OGS
W, FESEE T, X HREA] S 53 AP AN
WS R DR 5 108 R R ) [ o 5 173 52 3] R S HE
FE A . A SRAE H AR AR ) 7] R il 2
i B i H AR Ul TE A By I B Y H AR
) T P — A I, (IE AR ) T DUAR
Pt H bR 5 N 2 10 T AR ISk 2 55 4 v o)
(RIS IE T () B ARA] - ORTE)S /4 h 2 BEAY)
H i — AR EER B 1R 51 (Gao et al., 2014; Freyman,
Balakrishman, & Helfer, 2004; Helfer & Freyman
2009; Huang et a., 2010; Yang et al., 2007),

AT, Wrae 5 18 I8 s 7 H A0 3 AL
W BT — A eI T R, a4 D)XE
SR E HRT AN 25 AL A5 2 T R AT Y858 43 BT (Belin,
Bestelmeyer, Latinus, & Watson, 2011); 2)JF il 3&
T RERI R R SR R RE R Rk, I
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BRI BB SRR A T ARIEIZ . X HARR
T DL KR sh AT A5 T AR IR, 4) BARiR &
PG, X H ARG RS 40 2548 154 T IR 4 BT 9F
JE B H AR R F 09 500 FRAE; 5) TR SR B A
BERRIE S BRI B Y B8RRI R B2 A DG (V) DA
FIaaha NS B Maia—, X Eins
AR AR B B M T B R Ak, T AR H
bR 18 &R0 B (saliency) 4R =5 6) H AR
BRRIE S H bR E R0 I RRAE (AL 4 R S ) 2
(i) (% B 1] 2 25 40 S0 4 I 7) H AR o ) 5 VR 19 %0
BRI MR, SR T B AR &R S A A
Z P EITE AR, RS T BRI ] R

VTSR ATH TMRI A7 B 7E R B B
PR T T 5 5 1R B2 R R A AL Y
WHFE 45 % (Wu, Zheng, Li, Wu et al., 2017), #EX} T
Wt AR 5 1S SR R BRI A, W E IR B
2R B 0 2 A B AR v UL [ SO g T
LM S . ZE M R L LR M5
B sl o it —2, DAZEON 0% 3L [l /350 e TR Sy Fof
TR, S IER IR BRI TE
AN Tl 0 o 5 2 T Tl A L DA R
ZEM A% Z (B D g 2 . ECrp 22 M3 L[] 5 72
WG W] = 0 2 (B D e B2 0w B 5 E IR
T 0 B AR S BRI S 2 B B 1 IR AH 5
(r =0.512, p=0.048),

U 1PN S A U T R R X,

HA 5l & UM ) D) BE (Ahveninen et al., 2006;
Boatman, 2004; Friederici, Rueschemeyer, Hahne,
& Fiebach, 2003; Hickok & Poeppel, 2004;
Rauschecker & Scott, 2009, 2015; Scott & Wise,
2003) -l i 5 F A A IS T2 T 4R ERL
A AR B Y DI BE(Snijders et al., 2009), TiE
557 VT 0] B By 8 3 6 B /) - 45 #  Jn T LA
RO VB T8 1 M e 15 1 A4 # (Papoutsi, Stamatakis,
Griffiths, Marslen-Wilson, & Tyler, 2011; Tyler,
Wright, Randall, Marslen-Wilson, & Stamatakis,
2010; Tyler, Cheung, Devereux, & Clarke, 2013).
AR, e R e ] S S 3 5 K B e S R
AT 2R R AN T (Tong et al., 2005). T
B EHERCE L T XA S5 B e TAEICIC R Ry, K
AR YA 9 BB T AR ICAZ 00 G X9 05 318 ) i
WS . AWRFE R, ZE 0 A AT AR
T2 B DI E (Arnott, Grady, Hevenor, Graham, &

Alain, 2005), i [ Je 3t A fif f7 L3Rk
B2 fE(Lau, Phillips & Poeppel, 2008), iXiLiliz
REXS I SRR L MicA B MWE L, FI, Wr
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The brain network mechanisms underlying perceptual unmasking
cue-induced improvement of speech recognition under
cocktail-party listening conditions
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Abstract: In a noisy environment with multiple-people talking, how does a listener use certain perceptual

cues to facilitate recognition of target speech? To answer this “cocktail-party” problem, researchers have

used brain-image methods to examine the underlying brain-network mechanisms. Recent studies have
shown that using a unmasking cue, which is associated with a feature of target speech, is able to not only
shorten the latency of the auditory cortical responses to a target-speech signal, but also facilitate activation
and functional connection of the brain regions that are associated with both cue-specific and cue-nonspecific

attention, speech expression, inhibitory functions, and speech motoring, thereby forming the brain-network

foundation for the unmasking-cue-induced improvement of the target speech perception against speech

informational masking.

Key words: cocktail-party problem; informational masking; unmasking; speech recognition; perceived spatial

separation; auditory speech priming; visual speech priming; brain network; neuroimaging.



