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JT 75 (PN (] LA 28 o 7 AR A RE TG, I HAR R
B2 R IR BN R AT T 2 L, A5 R )
(dwell time)B K. AH S, 82 W AR Fifi
AT 2 A, A R I TG, I B e 58 SR
SR R BRI R R T, il
TR R CHER, Pl 2R S E
FEHURAT A i b, mT B, PR R
ELIHHLI 75 B 2R 1 23 )5 B B, AT s Y.
3. HRE, s DER — ML R
(contextual cueing), [ b ~Hufg 2w %, T
YIRS 135 v SO0 BT 75 B2 1 38 2R ) TR] B K

DAFITR;— S0Pk 280 1R o S 1) A2 1 B ) 1k
M 4a SR MEEMPFZmS. J52K, Davenport Hl
Potter! & LA A4 1% 355 A7 75 [R] R IR 52 0, AT Re
g %V NA 1 (e 5 B T 72 N G LR (R TN B A s e
SERIE 80 ms, HAE I —/ MR, Tk
X s AR B AT TS, SRR AR
L, TSRS S U XA B S i 44 UE
WA o A B g, BB IR
ST ORI T S5 TN, 1T A — oA AR
M, EERmYARRIN T, ik, Yk sgm iy
BEnT.. Davenport!Jig >R 1) —Hifff 508 K,
YRIRE LSS o AR i in T, &8
MR Z A AFAE— SR, ik, WhA1ded T
P 32 55 0 1 1R AH B A FH A5 2 (interactive model):
HI SRS e L R P A B, 15 508
RPRAUEEE, AR 15 SR b5 52, Joubert
SR gomo-go AT, KIMA—BUEEE
NIEfE TRET 10%, HRNMEEINT 16 ms, JF
LS 8 A A R R R SIS e, — B R
TTSRATAE, XA CFEE BRI T — B RN (1 &
Bk

2 BN A R A IR IR

N400 2457 8 08 KW — A A B R bR, &
)1 Kutas F Hillyard T 1980 £E &M, 24 # ]
BAMAE pAE ERIA T, B — M REAAEE
(1) B3] 5 LU A 5 TR B8 19 FRLRT 7 250 ms FFAR A — A
BEOR MBI, JFLE 400 ms /o A il B 4 K, Mg
Kutas F1 Hillyard X > il 73 fir 44 4 N400.  J& K
Ganis Al Kutas!R I, R B R S N400 24
(53 . JLHT B2 B R v ) Ak B B0 I
(context violation), Rl 444 I 7E A -1 1) 3 5
Wl TR IR IS TR 390 ms Ac Ay, ARATTHE

XA 44 N390. XA RILHEAE T 258 — AN ¢
T BPE RN 16 = A4 #H ¢ HE AV (event-related brain
potentials, ERPs)iE4fs, & H]—HME RN & YA 51
1A SOE R P S B A R AT ST R A
SEAEBER RN S E B NE A, A
—MESE R 300 ms, 25 AR AL AL E L
—NY)AE 300 ms(WRE S S, B REA—
), SRR R R, BRI,
YIRREATHER . SRR, BR T AEAT AK B
SRR — BN AN, AR BN, U T
X, HEE—-SWYRSEREA S mSa —
TR FGE R (N390), o= AR YR i ial
HEREAN Sk Bz 43 A0 5 1B 70 I N40O AR HLAH
Bk, B B AT A A0 CALEL. T2 BT A
PV —/NE 390 ms ZiAT, 53— ANE 400 ms A,
AT e BT B R PR LG SO A Rk A 1 SR R0,
DR Pl Pl SRS T L, A o Pl b SR B4 B L
WP IE 2 5. Kk, Ganis F1 Kutas tA 24 N390
5 N400 —#%, [ T st il ok ik r Ex )
PEINC R s . AR5 RIS ST S IR SAT T
B AR S SR 1 BT mT BE A A4 AR U - e k™
AT ONE, PRI, AR N39O A5 T g 2 SRS
SAFEUE, AR AT B2 A R T 5 52 bR A 1)
S T B P S 5 512 B 149 A s 12 2 (1] 4 2K DT i
Pral R, AT HEBR IR B MY 2K DT T (9 VI
Mudrik 2500 37 5 5 R I 20, 25 RAKSR AT
WSR2 N400 R0, B S 5 i B e A1 oK.

Sitnikova FENVERS — PSS 7 55 (ARSI A 1
Bl R T AL N400 ). Ath s Sk I — AN
FUI pEP AL T — 20 R . AR AN RS,
Sitnikova 554 A M — Bl A, LAy Lo )
iR RATIETEEL, A7 L) PSRk
T SEUE B ) NG AR, AR5 T B e Rl
b, (RS E LA BB ). ik
HIAC SR R I SE A 5 | R T 2R 4L N40O 11 )4y, i
— DRI T IS s BN A AE.
T A W8T B 15 R TR R 20 6 5 560 TR st
XA A0 A AR AR AN, DR X Le i 9T 45 R B A
T A AR

OF IS TRV R (AT A7 B T FRAT 1B S st — B0k
SR 1 7 A s R R B8 DI X () aE . 1 H A
XT3 s LR R RS OR E 2>, HNE
A WA, AT TP LA 3] LE IR,

Thorpe 2520 56K ERPs £ A N 2137 5t 2%
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fE45 7 2. AR gomo-go MITE L, 254k S0
20 ms B AR, BRSBTS s A R S A B
Y, It HARSEE i #Eh F ERPs B0ARId AR )
LI O, SRR, BX no-go 1 oA R B
J5i 150 ms I FF45 LG go IR K Fde, HKH
X3 s b WA R RN TR EE 150 ms. 5 S F 4R
W (detection) F1 3% Jll (identification) X 7] ElEan]
PLSFAT HEAT, 0 TR 5 38 75 ZE R AE 1 4
Y (binding), #HHFEER WM S, ML WE
X T 53 RN A 44 S AT 55 I R B 2 0 1k
BEATHEA, DA AT RS LT 22 B0 IR fR]. S
iff I gl o181 R 2 BT i sk 2 R S A B
5 S (R 1 R s iRk 2 AR, R IR ZI M 250 ms
FIEA B 505 —BUn 5N BOY I e (i
H—ANE R, FFAE 390 ms BIA SR, X
it N390. “B/JE T ERP [y, SO T 5158
T s XS, FE ] e TR R SO A O,
Bar 25 PO 45 & fixi B4 (MEG) A1 I G 1 R 36 4% il 1%
(IMRID) £ A, & AR A7 T 1 250 w1 HE 251 52 2
(orbitofrontal cortex, OFC)4L, FHNIhHIMIE Y
TR R M AARLE R B B 19 130 ms HY B2 5+,
X LE R AL TS B 50 ms. AN, SEEEM IR
B R S 23 ) 43956 (LSF) A 5121 OFC i A
L, 15 & 25 8 4> PF 2 (high spatial frequency,
HSF) K Jr 225 W . XKW OFC J T3t 43 2134
i, H A E R LSF /5 2 S 28U1. Peyrin 552
B RO EL, 3] T AR ZR.

ity FRWETEE R, BATAA, s T
R RECh: Bk, B E Bk NI
2, #RJ5, fE 130 ms Zi47 LSF {5 28k OFC. 5
GRS, St B A S Ik /) 240 B il % A 7 () S
{3, 180 ms /oA AR TG S, 2 J5 A [F] i i
A5 D BR O H AT 4 G (R FRE R, 1113
Yy — B 5 — 8005 B T-K4) 250 ms 4R
IS, JFAE 390 ms B F B K, RIHA I 5t
— BN

3 HER— B B R AL

BEEHARM R, W50 2R IMRI 5%
TBORIR TR 5 P A5 1) 5 2000 3 5N LI 5
W, XA BT BATTEIRAHL T i3 5 — 20t 2oy =
AT AR AR, RTINS A DG
& SN, 7E5%15 5 )i JZ (parahippocampal cortex, PHC),
JUILJE PHC 1) 55 ¥ 5 £ & X (parahippocampal

LRI

place area, PPA) I )5 11717 J J2 () 50 Jm 2 J2
(retrosplenial cortex, RSC)A7-7E1E B 7 M I H0E ,
R EATAER BN L rp A SR o202,

Epstein 25094 5.5 X T PPA XX, Hk
I PPA XA WA IR I 5 (AT AT AR ART ZR V8 1R 2 T
YRR, FIR R IUAE B 5 ERYREA N,
F B PPA RAE S A3 A EBAR B X R s 15
BT e 1R AN FTRILL B AR B BE A 7 TRICUR)
UEPE A AT (R 55 0] 453407 R AN BEHE 1) L
Yy se (PR i, HBEFRN S Ik, R
I 5% [ KAL) 2 5t (1) 23 W) 45 #45 )S.. Bar 56262
T s B R 2B T N, WE T mth
B35k &5 (contextual associations) )37 5% (H1 3 5t H 11
WA 5 R S 1) 20 1) 17 355 7 5 ZU I 3R ) S5 G A7 B 1 25
(1375 (RIS S rh A A m] Bt BAE 2 R g 5 v
Fhgett, RIEGWEICTEERE M sl b, bk
WA = I BEE S 1 54N, PHC #1 RSC (M0&
Hn . A B 4 1K B B 45 5% PHC F1 RSC (13
W, W] PHC FI RSC AT figgh ith (4 /& 10 1k 2856 171 it
AEAERC I I AZ T IR IV S8 10 445 1R AR (an “ Jgt s v m
Reos LA A Mk ).

B4R PHC/PPA Fl1 RSC #8537 5t — Bk 2
HK, AHEAEg IS ) AR N En] Refrde— L8
Jljee2n 230 Bar SRV I, PHC 1r il BE R R 41T
NS T AR B R A, MR AR
RSC (s WIARTF] . IX AT e 1T RSC gt i
SN, T PHC D)2 i A 5% 1 4 4 g 1 B AH 5%
(R 25 B 43 45 T AR TR N 4. Park S5 PAIRIAIE 9T 3R
W], PPA KA s MM IR E 41y, 1 RSC
FALEFE Z R Hh S50, BRI o — AN A
BAE T IR MR I, AR5 AT S5
O TR 3 5, VI IBOE A WD,
PPA ¥ W05 B A, BIVAE 78 b 5% 8] B 280V (scene
inversion effect). 1% R HE & FH T3] B 5w T AT 1XS
Wy e R SO BRAR , IFAd 2 4K 1) 3% 5% A1 R (global
scene layout) & A2 B3, DAL 3% 5 1 1 e 1k
RRKBACEE BB, WAL PPA 11 30 3
b AR T3 S I ) B AR AR B IE AN 2 51 B ) R
W, PR VL EOE IE A . A N A
7, RSC MIEGEFEAZ A E . X PITie
ilE 7 RSC 55 PHC/PPA F1 5 ANAIFI N T

4 IHE—HIENN AR IRIEE
BRI i — SR ROY, T R T A
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SR TS 5 [ A e S PR A 21 0 1.
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SR s BRSO BT TR — B 5
AR TR LT, A—33g 5 AR T4
T, BT AR e B . 5k,
Davenport F1 Potter F — U208 (1) 76 Bl 9K, 1A
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M, TR, SO ARRAIE S, Rad k)
AT SR UGS, S g 5o T AH B
1 H] 5 54 (interactive model)™ . 41 44 17 355 — &
I LA — SO R s i TR, 2B AT g
PINLHI LI 23—, St BUNHR e I 5 (1) %0
o) | 17 [ I BV YA R AP T /5
IS BAEAT R ) e 5 B2 R L, AT RAT I 0 i 1 o o
A XPIFP AT REFIHL IR 25 00— Bz 5o T
it SN )b TR A N RT3

MHEAFRBE R T, fFEHRER, HA]
SUS— RS AA, RS a0 IR A E A
PRIBEIE. b, PRI s — SO A ne o
JEE SRR BAARBL L SRR, Bl a0 W s {2 T ey
SRR SOCREM), 5.
42 [FIE5ISRE

Torralba 1 Oliva 5P T 15 55 5] S A
(contextual guidance model), A\ K15 BN TA7F7E M
ZIFAT I S JR) 4 1% (local pathway) Fl1 4 J&) 1
% (global pathway). Jm) 518 % = S8 o $2 1R &5 4%
SURBUE . SERERT M S EREIE, B RO 5
# ¥ (saliency map), Jrp o2 5 R DX 3BT A 00 A
X, gl RERsIEERXE. BAEETSH
Teti S5 (PAIFFERS 39, 4 Jrpif % - BRI AR I Se i 4t
THEE BAMESSER, JFROE CA ARER, M
T RS

RIS FORYE, 2P B R B
B BRI CHAT I B e, v )= 0 o i A 1) A2
(ST OE =1 o P 1 =9 B i3 TP = M T ]
HERT. T AREAEER S, EERT S
AT LISEBRis N TR R LS, X 2&E
RO, RSN T, AR IR
R T DU BTRE AL T LR 732, HARIX
Tl TR RE AR RRE RS AU Al S ) P AR PR 5 |
TERRE i, ARETE FUR e BESEE, el

REELIERF AL RGN SEBRRF i Ak, AMEE 5
PN T RAT IR K520, 14585 | A5
X EAT BT R . IX R R AR Y A AN (AR
DL T R AR ) )
43 HEEHEE

BN R, S BT BUR A fe T
FRBIINL, AR ISR 73 AU H R IR B IS R I
HELHR B Ly AN — B AR 71, BUARXTIX — sk
FELE— AR g2 vl , AR TS
HE—Bk, HeHmeE A 2N 1T, X
FHIRATE AT JE . 705624 J5 K S B
“HIE” We? LIRS AT N SRR AR L
B, 1M Bar 11 5% 1€ 3k 5 Y (context facilitation
model){REFHI I 13X — P42l

Bar A 5 17 76 1 M 19 K 40 MY 38 2% (dorsal
magnocellular pathway)F1 I 1] (1] /) 41 J 18 i (ventral
parvocellular pathway). K 4fl Hd 18 i e P 2 il —
MEZE 0] 73 8% (low spatial frequency, LSF)IFZRAIE
(I =B ). e ik A5 20 7 302 1 n
T, JERI &) 5 ARG R A (coarse representation),
XANRAERENS 18 IS A FER M AN )2 BLIR T4
I} )7 )2 (prefrontal cortex, PFC)#1 PHC. PFC R ¥
LSF 15 BB R — L6 n] Ge iR 1) AL, 7E PHC 40
2t “IEEEHESE (context frames) ™™, ‘A0 2T
XL, AT T —AFE Mg shal fe s A4
WAk K BLAE A 4 B B S AE S I %G DU (initial
guesses). /DA IR WS B R BRI AT, X4
PR AR G D T A0 (5 R, (FEEERE. AR5
ARG OIS R T s LE S IEAE AT I A R L
(143 B A5 B 89U 5 2 (inferior temporal cortex, IT)
s G K, SRR S s s SO 3
(1), 1 BEHESERT St b o] BE H I A2 A% 1 Tl st A2
AR, X R E IR RE SRR Jk > 7 B
WIRRAE RS, It iRin T, k., Wi
WA 5 5 s SN2, IX R P st 2 o2k
T ST, S AR TR AR R HE.

Bar BB T VF AT A AU SCRE. &
56, FRATERSE AT LA st b i A At 4l 7 45 B
IR R FE 7 I LA HT$2 PRI (40~ 100 ms)ts 5k
1335 5 X (gist)>#*), g2 Berr BL “ HOL Ak
MRAS ILB A (seeing the forest without representing the
trees)” W X dAEH L, T UG B 0 LA,
FER ALY E Bar (UESSEA.  IE SRS TS
s B, A A RN X 4508 % A T RE
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A XA AR B TR AR B T R E Y O
JE” . LK, RV RELEAR A 1) I R) A % S 2
S ABT AN (0 T — AR ek B2, PR
T IO 3 55 (RN T3 g BEARUAI () N TR] B, 177X 2
AR B A5 5L mT LA 25 I 1) i A S0k — = 52 oy i
Tl .

Bar [FJB 70 th 75 21 T i i A5 R e 25 2127 5 TR (1)
UEHE 4. Bar 25 &K B OFC fiff 2 2% T 543 31 34
i 2B A LSF 5 B S 8me, X555
P R R RE — 2. J50 10— TOUARIE 5 0 25 45
fMRI F1 ERPs £0A, 715256 % P FP S 305741
S EULLSF B, R UL HSF I B siE R
UL HSF B R, FREILLSF B . g8 )R, %)
THI—/F41, LSF 1556475 RaT FEbL X = A= i
ORISR B0 5 1) 140~ 160 ms), 445 HSF 1847 2%
PR e, iR JE — P F AN AR X A 7 20,
XA AR T 0 S 5t D s 56 B LSF {5 B
TR, ARG AT HSF {5 BB TN 1.

G eS| S —FF, RIS A A 2 — A
SRYEE LIRS AR R Ry A A A
MBS . B b 00 o LSF A5 B 3%
03 5 AT B W0 AR T B “ ] 46 45 W (initial
guesses)”, IXFERE RG] T RIERITEHE, AR5
5 A B R e T S, ST
WAL AL [ R AR AR B2 A FERRE T 3%
SCBURN, AR T ARG IR SR, (HEK
AN JRAE T T b s 1 B0 ) PR 1 B TS, %
YIRS S 55 0 TIX— fi 2% FE AN 202,

5 i it

ATV LA T —E Wz, hilE—
ANRAE T AN (1937 5 b 2 S B AT T 0ot n 1.
B, XF—ASTRRSCGEHTIN, EEE R E 2
b, FRATTET DUAR Db s S At T G At A B
T, B BRATRA S BRI e XN, X R
GRS — BN, XN AR TIRZAT
DL R A A B, T EL A AN A% 1)
AFFFCER I I A 7 R A B L.

o, Yse— B RN RS T AT A R A
LW RS SR AT ARSI RR e A o
H. PR EAT 45 #RUF B T —BUK NI A7 /E. ERPs
IR T 5 — AN A EE I UEHE . N390 5 N400
FENN TR S =R EARARAL, BRI — 80 5o
— B S 2 e N T B RN A S e T

WA R B3 (115 SCUCHC G R ). BARIX LAY
R B S — SRR — RS e A2 AE T3 50
WIS, RSN HEAM R R IR — 2 1)
), QAT SRR P 2k Akl — R, HEAT S
BSEI 5L AN, JUH R Z 4 AR RUR 1)
ZEn. A R B s e, RO
PIBRRFAIE (3 A 4, IX AT B2 B2 M S50 1)
iR H AT 5 BN A 1 I (R R
WEFCE AR >, HBEATREN COA WD mE T 15
Bl—A KB 4w . 156t LSF {5 B OFC
(130 ms Z:47). PHC/PPA 1 RSC, Z )5 LSF 15 &
L5 HSF {5 BAEMUE AT 8. X W SR vk 51
Bivh AR ILHD), 2&71F 250 ms A4 FFUR A K
AN BRI 5OE [ (N390). SRR &, B
SR PHC/PPA H1 RSC &5 37 56 0 T AH 5C 1) B 2 i
X, (HEEA IR H PHC/PPA Fl1 RSC 2T
U ). AR AT TOWESE, BATHEN, &A1
I NAZ L OFC [ i T KB A 2448, #ib)
(I B RIS 75 A DG F IR R T

JLR, e — SO () AR B R 5 AT A —
SOATH A . BEETT TR, Rk T
FEE A B 06 SR B R TG BER P44 0 L 1¢ 5 i,
AT BT BAT TR i 1 T A — SO RN IR P AE I AL
A=A SRt H T S OOk YE, R
t1 PHC/PPA F1 RSC P4 i X %) 37 55 4 I 12 4
F. ARIEAT A ) BAAT A SR, BARIX A
o X AR 3 e — B O AR R, (H e e R
5y T RSBV ReAFAE— 2 220, 0 Bar 20K
RSC s B M WA 1, 1 PHC F %A 57
BHAAKN I T, XTI — s AR A 2 1R
. B, BR T IR LRI e R A 1 i DX
Ab, EATREA HARM X (25, W0 Bar 5PV I
MPFC A B 75 5E T 50 P o4 1) 7l ke 7 S 224
M. 53— AR EE,  H AT T
TR0 ) A B S5 A AR i B B S s DL
ARG A—BE 5L . BATA
AR, AR SRS A BN K 1S 2 2
B RABUg s, BREMA S
1155 PHC/PPA 5 RSC M3, X a2 HAhA
[F) R i DX 7 Sk A s n W 2

e, AT s B RO R, AR EAER
BT AT B 18, (R Y AL 0 A e i e ik
ST R RN T, 3 2 B AR 590 BT 75 2 1 B {1
oG PG LA WS 2 6 IR AT — AN E 2
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(R T s, R ERRE LS A N BRI 5
P, AHHERER THU, X A AL 455 8iE
AN, BEAh, AHEAR IR AN TS 5 5] SR HUE
AUMRE TS AR BN et Son T
JER, kT RIS AN — SRS 5 1 S AR
SIS AT . 10 Bar [RE (2 2R B
Ve TT DUAL A SRS B HARRE . i TR LU B
(AL R B, B LU a1 35800 044 1) 2
Wiy, AHZML T ARG BT A Mgt e —Le 207 i)
LA S AT LR T, AR SEHE SR 5] 38
JSORH AR A I, A AT U I S AE 2R 4 JE
. EBE XL R, T B AT D
W5,

6 M S

XYy — BRI ORI, AT 5
SOE BT AR A S FRATRIA
ST S5 SA BN WE. 5—Buny i
e, STESEA SR A L X, JUH &k
WX, iR — AR FE ORI ik (N390).
PHC/PPA F1 RSC 27 5t ¥sein LI EENX . 3%
e SO RN [ I [) R AT BB 4 B LSF {5
% OFC (130 ms /£ 47). PHC/PPA 1 RSC, Z )i
LSF {& 555 HSF {5 B8 AT 485, 2
R, A B LAY M A 3 A £ B — 3 Rk
PAE T 527855 (R fRE .
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Scene Consistency Effect and Its Mechanisms”

GONG Ming-Liang, XUAN Yu-Ming"™, FU Xiao-Lan
(State Key Laboratory of Brain and Cognitive Science, Institute of Psychology, The Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101, China)

Abstract The present paper reviewed the evidence for scene consistency effect accumulated recently. Behavioral
studies showed that participants performed better in naming, categorizing, searching and recognizing consistent
objects (which appeared in usual context) than inconsistent objects (which appeared in unusual context). ERP
studies demonstrated that inconsistent objects, compared with consistent objects, induced a larger negative-going
wave (N390) especially in centro-parietal sites. fMRI studies revealed that PHC/PPA and RSC played important
roles in scene processing. Theories proposed to explain the scene consistency effect were also discussed.
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