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1 HiE

75 A ALRE S 2 IRATH AT T — R R &
YRR 1. TE SRS, A% AR
RS AME R, BINbREEES T B2
] Y B 2 55, X IX SE(5 BFEAT I TR 5, Jf A7
fEiCAH, AR FRAT IR AL T[] — PR I E 5 P
Wy S AR 2R, FREBNFRATAR L 8977 (Epstein et al.,
2017; Evans & Pezdek, 1980; Kitchin, 1994). Rji{#i 2
L RHE At 2 4R, FRAT WA 75 AR SEFRAT]
(W FALRE NTEAR Z G 5 o B0, ek iy . B
TE )4

(RO IBUN e SN = &N a3 f S et TR = SO 4
7T A RS SR 1) 25 (1] 2 )R Ok X 4
(A B TEA T At R AL o X 4 4 2 ] 47 5 1) 2
EFLEE TSR DLAKRSS A oS
(egocentric reference) M1 LA R 5% ol fth 497 4 o 0> 2 R
(allocentric reference) (Klatzky, 1998; Montello,
1998; Vogeley & Fink, 2003). H .S R &
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T AT PR 5 1 B 0 AH XA X A BE 1T 7S ] G
5o g, SR TTE, BAEERART. A
ot 2 B 23 [ R AEWAL & T bR ] 1932 3l
A5 B, #lan, fEETEF A7 (Montello, 1998), ¥
BE ) 2 B RAE 2 18 2 W) R 5 B 58 s A 1R
[i1] PR AL B G ZR R N AR AT 25 () S, AN90 M A &
P, BT S BRI 23 [A] R AR B AL & 1 Hbds ] A9 )L
faf Sk (A B 1) o 40, FeATTIA S 1 A3 T A A
BRI, BRI ALAR R N HE R, 2—FhE
52 MEIE,

KAt 2R 2R R, |3 PO Mg
O 25 ) SRAEAFAE AN [] A e 22 [0 g, B AT DA e 1) 25
) AT EE &4 B AY(Byrne et al., 2007; Wolbers
& Wiener, 2014), 3552 B8R AF R B80S PO,
RS . 55 DA B 2 (Jordan et al., 2004;
Maguire et al., 1998; Morgan et al., 2011; Parslow
et al., 2004; Rosenbaum et al., 2004; Spiers & Maguire,
2007; Suthana et al., 2009). Ifi [ F&H .05 IEAE A
FE S B0 45 (Chen et al., 2012; Galati et al.,
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2000; Liu et al., 2017; Ruotolo et al., 2019; Saj et al.,
2014), JUH I 5 T He J2 0 T b /)N it A8 i 1o
WAE A b0 2 A AU 55 h KIS (Parslow et
al., 2004; Rosenbaum et al., 2004; Weniger et al.,
2010),

IR 2, ARTE S 3T v -2 5 22 AR ) o 23 1)
Z MR 7 AR 58 X PO Fh 23 (8] R AR 7 XN AE =
A B BEAT T RIS . B 5, Montello (1998)
fEh, A3 FEREE S BERAE R P28 2 ()45 B AT
FTRETE TR AT B U fh— > BRI s T 4R 3R A . TG
WHRNE— D BEW L Z G, #nT LUE R
At 1 op — b 5[] I 3 b 5[] R AE 5 =X
KT R AT AL 0 H, APFFERY, AL
LA X AR AE 72U ] AT D4 (Boccia et al.,
2016; Taylor & Tversky, 1992). 2k, EA6WFINN,
A AR X 15 1Y) T PR 4 B R 5[] R AE Ty 2
FH, X2 R PR B 2 fd AN P g R AR, B
BE 02 B 1E (Siegel & White, 1975), T7EK
ROBE #1855 vp ZR B ) R TR 5 o — > A AR R
FERFRAY LR, DL A F b 2 BERAE Y M bR A B AR
FREM R —ERERSTES — S BHER T B4
HLLE, BN El (Montello, 1998). 15k /&
Uh, MMARLEE GRS T 1900 1] B8 5 AR08 B R
HG 2 IERAE

BEXT BRIV, AT WEFE 000 A IR AR
PEAEE T SRS ALER AT TR MARE
ARG — MO AR TR T 24RO e X8, H
TEIX — M TP B SR, R SR AR
) 8907 67 . AR . BE B SF (Nemmi et al., 2013;
Rosenbaum et al., 2007; Rosenbaum et al., 2004;
Spiers & Maguire, 2007); /A S fik Bsf ) ¢ J5 w5 6
AT HERA T A PR 05 RIE AR R IR X K ER
BT MR 5 FER OB GRS, HHENME
Xof A 1 LS PR 1 25 ] 10 A2 32 HU(Nemmi et al.,
2013; Rosenbaum et al.,, 2007; Rosenbaum et al.,
2004; Spiers & Maguire, 2007). #ilan, G855 % K,
FEHE T BA 5 A5 n R TE AT & A
F 02 IR (A 5 B A 7% Bl ik i 34 S Jm I
J ) B 58 2 BERAE (A el 570490 22 1) B 9 ) ) 1Y)
PR UL S, 0wl 5 Tt e 2 A ) )=
F I H SR Y 005 (Rosenbaum et al., 2004), it HH
AN AT A B PR A AE H 0 S BRI PR 85 AR
PIRIES, HFZEHARMNX A5, mxEdEaE
GG b A 5 5 N 55 2l AN SR T ik,

Z2 P HE B 2% S A S SURE 1 S R AR A
XS A3 A 5 3 R ] 2 T R 400 A B8 A B A £ 1Y
EAIRBE AN 2% 2] (Boccia et al., 2016; laria et al.,
2007; Janzen et al., 2008; Janzen & Van Turennout,
2004) 1 5% 4 5 L 2~ 2] X B9 Ff 7 30 (Schinazi &
Epstein, 2010; Schinazi et al., 2013), /41, Schinazi
ENQONHZEM ARSI T T 3 YR HL ) S Hb AR
MR 2E ), RBTE2E 2] Ja A Akt BE e
At DA K b P 22 o) S v A R SR IR v T
Horr, e AR 52 b Ty ) Ak I3 Ak T A R R
ZZH S50 00 SRR/ R AARDE, SR, Bk
S Hb SN 2 B 5 SR T AR 2 (T BB AR 2 2], B
W H PR B B D, BRI RE, 25 T TR B I ]
I 155 1 LIRS B 2R 2] AR e L RAE
5 HELIRAA AR X B . B, SUA A
B R TEAR AR B IE | B2 B h MR &
ILRE 732 W 4 v 8 S P DR 28 B, S kb i
RE 1 B 4 ey BT 22 AR AT Ao 2 ] SRAE D7 At R AT 0

PRI, AT SR T 52 % 2 1 s ) S I 2 1Y)
J7ik, BRTHE AR AR Y LS PR B v A 23 (R i fig
I v 3 A — A s [H] 2 BRERAE M R 1Y
PP o Ak, AT HE 553 R 2= AR AR R,
AT A 20 R AR el S22 1] Al 2k . DI ZRTT
JE IR — RYNIE T2 ML, PEES . BEAR T
S iEE S147 K (Schinazi et al., 2013)F1Z)HE
% 5 3L Y& (IMRI) 5 56 (Hirshhorn et al., 2012;
Rosenbaum et al., 2004), F+5A#H1T S M ZRA0EE
T TR LG, LAEZE AU ZRAT IS i1 T R R ph 22
TGS . DRGSR, i R Za % Ak b, Tl
AL T3 ) A AR 2 PR 85 vp 9 J7 8 o D B
I EE 1Y) 2 2 SR B O I (Frankenstein et al., 2012;
Gagnon et al., 2014), 1M H., 24X A8 bR 5 B R
EARTE B SR v i [ SN g S IE AR DG, (R
55 I 240 T T 118 P L 2 ) R Jo A B T A O
(Hao et al., 2017), KL, AHF5E7E T ATk g i
FHZR M Pa b4t A bR R A THR KI5, H itk % ¢k
BBRABE LM S h AR PO S BERIERS 55
RZBEIERGENS S, RATHUN, 1)% 10 0% 4%t
Ae b AR BE IR BE SR N [ FR 0 2 IR AE R 40
F RS MEBIER G R, SHES R
M X FEVNZRIG 2 2 2 5 2 S0, B 7 =X
FRRM ARG, 808 2)EAEREBIAEL,
R A58 A AR B W A3 2K, ARRP.OS R
RIER G SHFEN S 5RO T R EmaL, B
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B B S KM AR g n .

(HAFHE A, DM a9 200
g X 3 PR ) 2 fk(Boccia et al., 2014; Byrne et al.,
2007; Kravitz et al., 2011; Spiers & Maguire, 2006),
ARV T YN 25 1 08 Jag 38 DX Il 380 076 B8 25 DXl ) g
HE 3% 7% (functional connectivity, FC)HYZE K (Boccia
et al., 2016; Schinazi & Epstein, 2010). TfiVT4E%,
VI 2257 > BYWE 5T K BLA5 b 28 B 19 2~ R 5 R
4 R PE R PR (Bassett et al., 2011; Bassett et al.,
2015; Mohr et al., 2016), H¢5!J& RMh RN EE T g 1%
FAR(FC pattern) 952 € PE(Yu et al., 2020)5% 5 H
FrobR 25 59 AH L Y #2755 (Dresler et al., 2017; Yu
etal., 2021), Ptk, AOFF0R I — D4R S Hb 25 (8]
S8 e P S PN S ol € i

2 Jrik
2.1 #ik

SEHT T A [ AT 2R 09 AT R S g FE AR BT 5
Rl gglm 2o 14 2 16 A, RIA] 53] &35 4 9)1
g5 i (Boccia et al.,, 2016; Boccia et al., 2014;
Schinazi & Epstein, 2010; Schinazi et al., 2013)., [
I, AR E ORI 32 B (L 194, B
A4 13 ), Bk AAERCR AL, AFIRAE 19~24 B 2
(M =20.23%,SD=1.68 %), FHLs Ll ZReH (3
16 %, &9 %, BT HyREERHGEE 16 4, &
10 %4, B 6 £4). ORI —FEGOE A, Lk
TERORA 2R 3 H IR AT o BB ool ) 808 5y
IEMLIIIES, SIS 5m A AR A RIS . R R
P R R 40390 50 o T A B A S5 30 T 44 AT il
R P VL IA B B B 1 2T M AR AR B0 AE S
KRR TS D 2 I e o T Bl 28 38 S (] 0
A, IFAE S5 5 ARG G e
22 SRIEEFE

AR 3 AERGY, S I ZRB Be Al
Zrni . YN ZRJE B BE (AT AR a5 )
WP Befrgk 20 X, EZB B, I ZRlplbs 7e i
Bel N R4 T S b S LU 2, T4 T 2H B AN SR A T AT ]
Wk o FERTINANS I B, 29385301 58 i — &R
G T RE I AH S AT I e fMRT SE486 . Hi i B
B AT A fMRI 5230 7E VI 2RI LR Rl iy 9 R Y
SE 8 JE I B B AT S i B B 18] 5947 Sk RN
fMRI 5250, FEVIZREE 5 M R A 56 B i I 2k
AR MR SEE ABR b . SATEE J1AT I
AR AN LR 3C 2.3 2 2.5,

23 =ZESMillZk

YNGH BRI TRELE 20 K2 H S (0] AT
Yk, PR 30558, 11552 AR Pa L 556 M
56 1 A B AR AT 55 o ST AR PU e A A
FRIMEAERTS 224 178 BN 2R 0 i A — 2 (1) AAE
WFFT I, el FH 26 X AL AR B AR e AR IR B P 19 T
D058 LA KO B AR 127 2 R &R B 4 (Frankenstein
et al., 2012; Gagnon et al., 2014), () FHZRFE 5L
4 X AL bR F TR 2 gl A R 5 A, 42
FHUN St B PTHRAE M o N ZRrb BT G B AR Ao 2
3 2 S g e A e PN AR SRR 50 R,
T | BB X S A R UL AR A
DI RSB B s /N A AR A B, Al 1 PR
YIZRBT, Bk EX 50 A Hb s b i) B —Ab R iRz
B, WG EUR SR B R 2R L
FoE T — USRS B Wi, ZRPGATE— 4P N
S AR P A RS R AR A
vt PR IR A7 B E I B b 0 fe AT B B S . Rl
SeEefE, FG TR E ARG PIE AR, Eil
Pt AR AT R, I BRI X LT TE
oS APAT R H T2 s AR R ER, R
WAATR E W, EEIFG T — e AT S5 . TR
Keygrrh, Bt LS ERR N2> 3 i
(GEGRA E)SERL 12~15 N EIATE S5, RIE 3~5 ME
PEAT 554 4 — SR G . 7E 20 REYIIZRrh, 50
NP5 SRS H B 8L 5 48, 3k 250 YRR
AT 55 o FATIGE TR —F0 1 TE B A S gl ot
PP T MR IAE bR . N ORUEVIGR B A Rk T, B
AR CER R NAN 3 NH, TELRATE TR
el P 8 43 3 2 b b g SR (1 DL T DU e A A M
PPE5 ) o ILAh, F5 B AE 55 8 5 R 5005 I AT fur ik
hi B HER
24 fMRI LI R HIRS
241 KW

TEFT G B B, B4 00— g TR 44,
B ARSI S S8 55
FEWA SR AT 55, 49 il J2 BE B8 4 1 4% 45 (Hirshhorn
et al., 2012; Rosenbaum et al., 20041 J&& JT [&] | Wy
114 (Milivojevic et al., 2003; Shepard & Feng, 1972),
T A2 25 AT U SR G AT 55, 5 B R4
%

P ) BT A 55 2 SR 3k W o e o R R
A Ml R — A 5 s b B B A R R T
(N 2A) AT TR AR A ] — > H A Hb i,
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e Fh g A E ARSI T I 50 M. ZLERSACE S MR J2H R & HWHE 5 i B 00 & .

A. FRESHIHE S

6s 2s R

B. EITEHIMES

6s 2s R

Kl 2 fMRI S50 2 A

R A S A, I B A 1 b R
B I B s b A TR B Y Ao B OLIEL 1
BASAE), WHOEOR B B AR & ARSI
P il (s FH 0P — 23 ) 2 BESR WE, wiol R vl #4647 1 3R
SR, VARG O e H AR, FIWr 55 A
A E A ST g T TR S R,
B ZE DA At P1m ) DRI 79 1 b e 5 s b i 1) B A
HE ST S A A Hese i, —3E 4 run, B run
3G 6 NSRS LR 7 AN RS A, W (]
b . A IAT S A B A 4 MR, B IK
W 8so WA, SRl —1 g, %
SR RS A A DA OO — 0 2 0 A b e e H bR
AT, T R AW Y 4 SRR AT SO o b R A4S TE
BL6saiHA, SRIGHIL 2 s 255, Bl 7EHs 4

AR 8 s WHHATRN . TEMRZHIRK 12 s, B

AN T E AT AT S L

TERETIT WA 55, 5 b e 52 B — i 1 7
M i) - TR IR (B 2B), IR 4 S TE 5 AR 1 IS,
BER AU B A M W R O R L A Sk A
WS e & O E T IR R R REE G, HeR i T I
N o AL S WA P, —3 44> run, SEERIRIT
SRR RIRAT 55— B fEEAME S I, SR
FFEIR 6 s JFIHAK, B H L 2 s 5, Pl
TEE R AR S5 1Y 8 s PN T4 S 1 B .
242 HERE

fERVETTF 3.0 T BEIIRFAMALHATHHE K
£ o T Re 8 9 5 1T 10 38 - 18 B8 )% 51 (echo-
planar-imaging, EPI), Z¥(&: TR =2 000 ms, TE =
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30 ms, HBHFEfH FA = 90°, (KE K/ = 3.125 mm x
3.125 mm x 3.5 mm, FOV >/ 200 mm x 200 mm, /=
=33, T1 IAURZEAG G AL FH R4 Ak o A s Ah B
[l % )7 51 (MP-RAGE) R %, %0k : TR/TE/TI =
2530/3.39/1100 ms, F¥f FA = 7°, KR K/ =
I mm x 1 mm x 1.33 mm, g8 FE-ZE k554
AL T, B kL8, 7E Sk 2k B 5 pA sk
22 [ FH Vi 2 B SFL5E
243 HEREIEH

B a0 o 32 AR R O T e bR . — 2
FHEP AL B, RATHER T e KRB
2 mm 3 e KRGS 200 run, — PR 58 s
WAL S5 TGO o 5 B S IAT S5 MERE, FRATTHIBR T
AIESE 3 AU B e S N Y rune BHE
TN R B HIWHT S S, 46 2 4 run 330
o KBAIBRCRE AP A HR), 536 24> run BUE 5558
BT B A B O F 5 44 9 30) o 76 SR I IRIE 55
o, dE 4 4 run BEEL D KEESIER, Hf 3 4 run
Bk A — & N ZRl waak  min i 4, DRI 3 44
B REINER; 5578 14 run BT 55 58 BT 2 B AIK
Bk KL, BEESHIWAT SRR T 32 A WK
s, JRITEIWAE S LR T 31 29000050k
2.4.4 fMRI #iESH

BE Mo I FSL KA (http://fsl.farib.ox.
ac.uk/fsl/fslwiki/) 1 () FEAT T. H. % 5 J5 U P 4>
fMRI 52504 55 B DI REAG B 3 2047 43 o 15,
XA TS A B B run #E775 —IKF>
I3 M (first-level analysis), PR A B 1) 4 3R 40455 -

SRENACIE, 23 B CE R S 5 mm), SREERRIELL,

R (0.01 Hz)o #2T%, ffiH FILM (FMRIB’s
Improved Linear Model) T. H g 47t 8] ¥ 31 i) 45 i1
ST o TE— MR ) BT 55 45 1 1 Bl il R
A% 15 (Explanatory Variables, EVs), X i3 52 B 19
IR [A] (onset time) FIHFLE Y [] (duration) 224, 45
4 30 71 s % (Hemodynamic Response Function,
HRF). TEBERI A A T Sk sh i IE i #R 2 By 6
ISk S H, AE 1§17 5 (Confounding Factors).
i FH e 11 %) He(Statistical Contrasts)ft 7 5 % HT- 45 4%
PEME S #4714

TG —IKE e, AT A Bk 4
0BT A run 4T <85 K F 7 4 B (high-level
analysis), 14 %¢, i FSL AYZEMERECAE T H FLIRT
B <5 — A 4 AT AR B ST S 8RR 55 2 B
A S5, JEAETHELERCME T 5. FNIRT H5%f

5% 5 1 G BC HE ZARE AT MNT AR (2 mm x 2 mm
x 2 mm).#R 5, it [ R0 A 7 53T (fixed-effect
analysis)B 45 [ AR MEIL G AU Z A run B9 MG A T34
BT, I3 IR ZH R S PR IR Y R
7T geitxs b, Bpefmiil > mgo> . s, ARG
ROV AR Y (mix-effect analysis) X P 20 4% 38 AT 5 I 4
A ) 22 S AT SE v X b, Bl 2R 4w S D 22
S>> PRI AT 2E

o fb ik A X AR DU T o THE DI REE B =5
(8] o3 A A= 7 vk T DL ZI i B S s E AR ST
T TR Y IR 2SR Y JORUEE K ik DX 338 ] 19 52 % 1)
{5 B3¢ H (Dresler et al., 2017; Keerativittayayut
et al., 2018; Tambini et al., 2017), ] LR HZ LN
EEanN a1 NG B G 2 L D & S R E LS AN
Jriy P A A X P AU R M o AR SN SE o 3%
FEBL KA RUNE 53 BT % 2 A SRR B S AR5 &
A G IX S A E B A B R e, DLOE R
ST AU OGICIZ PR G 2

TET DI Re i He 0, FRATRE i b E5 s ik
ITHAb L, H e B aig il 555 O BT
5 AT W 52 U168 % $% (background FC) (Tambini
etal., 2017), FACEAY LD IREEE . LI IE, 5]
P CERE YN 5 mm), SREEAREIL, FoBRAE MR RS
DL S AT 55 % 7 (task  effect), LA Kz 3@ i 7 18 U8 %
(0.01~0.1 Hz)IH BRACSEEFS F = MM 75 0 S 1 BR
Kl BRI R 1 A BRI A DL KR BRAT 55
RN AR B Al 75 SRR e R, AR <=
RN B PR RES . ABRES .
KA ERF B 6 3k 3 S LK L0551 4L
TS5 ROV e J, #25BR T X SeiR A A8 i J5 1Y 4D
B 2 I ) )37 8] PETAG BC E 51) MINT A 25 )

B el B IR PR 4D BEH TS AT 5
UIRBHEHERTTRL . B, BT 55 A B et a] e 2 A
FTHIMH b Z G PR, A run (1Y
SRS T TS, K5, 36T DL B S0 20
B 43 BT 5 S 158 HURD - [X 38 (seed  region), XJ 4k
IR B run 782 A6 V0 A5 TR 5
M) BE % #%2 (seed-based FC) . EL4&H, X} FE:4 run,
FE IR DX 35 9 BT A 1R 2 (voxel) Y SF- 24 1) (1] )7 51,
554 IR TSR b 0 A AR 220 B ) A0 AR R
IRIMAH O ZREL, I3l i Fisher’s Z #50BE A5G R 5K r
HE N Z 8, SR ek Z K. K eA 2T
— AP RTE F R A AT 55 A R 4 D run IS
M 151 _I- /INB-(right superior parietal lobule, rSPL) & Fift
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T AR TIRE S Z HE

HJa, WIIRe A AR e T A . 43l
TR RSB HT S M S run D) REERZ K
Z [ A AR B (pattern similarity), EARHL, X
T S DA A R S BT 55 4 1 run )RR
R, R IR AR OGP W 2 ) 23 Rl AU o
fH, FHEHCFIE, ERXAMMES T iEEsi R
EPERFEARANE 6A FTR). FHRAER 25 BT
AR A 3 TN S ) R T P A 55 v Y i
iR Ik, VR NEE AT 55 T i ep A e
b5
25 SfingeA1TH M

HRHETTAMTSE, XTI 1) R &
X HUbR AR, B ALE X bR = (R AL L AR
IR B 45 23 (Al B A MERR £ 48 . h T 21l i i 4
BRI 2 i 5 XA el PR 55 1 A B R L RE 0, 7
DI BGHEAT T — RPN T AL FER . BERAR
BAY4T A3 (Nori & Piccardi, 2011; Schinazi et al.,
2013), ELAAALEE ST HE Fy 10 4 ) | JE Sy 1) Ak
Th. EZEE BRI AR I B AN TS5 . Jidb, #lie
AT T X bR i 2R A 0

Hodw 3 &M BRI E Y IR 2 i R
Y5 rhoRe SR FH R Tl R 2% 1 i A S 500 1) A R
PIRUE ST R LR 67, A0 A s 3 A A 38
AT, BB 0 8 H i s bR 2 RS TRy
AR P 2H R S R TR AR R IR
FES . FHVENEIL 50 M, BN —4H A,
BERMARTSE A T A BAL el AT X — Hl A DA
R HRME 7 B 34T 1~7 4%, 1 T dEH AR,
7 FoRAEW AR AT AEE R BoR, PR s
IR BN 50 MHAR AT TROIZGA M =
5.35,SD =0.97; 41 M=5.12; SD =0.81; t(30) =
0.70, p = 0.487), REMEGLRUE Ty 7] | B4 FTHE 25 I LA
KA MR A 3T

5% #b 7 16y 38 w6 MK AE RS N RO 6 B Y —
TR EI E AT TR E AL A — kAR
A 0°F] 360°[RITE 1 B 4%, 0o 1By 1) . #iak if )
0° 7 a1l sr F A RE A rboty, MR LR Eils
0 A E A Hb S A T BRAE BT AE A, Y 22 /0 BE T )
WIFLRHT, SOlafi g A ST EA & My, 52
9 N B HAR AT 42 AR 07 8 AE B 2 IRy (N &
F1)o izl 3 44 ARk, B EOO —A B R
Ml 3X 44 A JETE R 50 A8 M L R
TELRENEEE/NT 30 KAHTE SR IR

AT 3 A R B A T B J7 6 A B2 45 552 B A 2
R 22, AE 9 ST G THAERA MO 22 A FE bR . £
JETRZEMNN, FRWITT o) Al sy

A 5% 3 oy ey A% R JEAREE NN, L2008, &
SO P ML (At S A BYZH K, R BlA AR Sk
FEHL AL A THE IEAE T [1(0°), F5HiHh AL B 7EHLAL A
2 D BET5 1] o MRHTHS 25— 55 25 S A9 AR
NZZ% . R, X TaEAEE, BATTHR LT
RS S PR A B Z )R 22, Ao AR S5 1) A T
MR P A 22 B HR A o

B A vt ] oK A A A S AR I R A TR LA
FREAE TP I A R AR I 8, B
3N 20 B, AR R P b S 2, R B A T
PR Ml 22 ) ) e S B AR B e i 2 R Ry, B
“K7o MHKEPREZ HH— & B R PIEE A S %
XEFREANE, BTG T A RS 0SB
B Z TR 22, R PIAS - I 3 Bi i 5F i 2E
A T B A S A B A oA P Ml 22 A A
BB IR 2/, AR ER P

3 4%
3.1 &

YR PLIAT T 7 LE 20 KWL T 2k
TESA YN Gt R b, 50 A~ H 5 BEDLBEVE R 35 3% H x,
AT 5 4. BAMGET T oA —48 50 MR AT
55 SRR AN E 3 FiR). )5 220045 51 BoR,
PR B IE AR AR Rt R v B4R, F(4, 60) =
33.26, p < 0.001, 03 = 0.69. BB t K56 (Ffik)
MIZE R Mo, P IER R — 4 558 e 2 a)
R (H(15) = 5.26, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 1.32;
Bonferroni K 1F), Z G155 B2 = A HE (ts >
1.47, ps < 0.081, Cohen’s ds > 0.36), [-iR%EHL 0,
PR S Y P g R IR T4 b
Z 5 T RIS 2R, SR T oG T Tl R EA AT B T
3.2 fMRI LEITAHER

N T RN, (R B HEAS t R
3 0 %o Y11 5 2 R A o) 2 U 00 AT SR S 2R AT L
BAYHT, FEEE ARG IS BEAR A 56 % P 4 o
S A A (5 0 —HiE ) AT 5B o A6 BE 2SI T 55
PR AT o R PORE I 1 TE R | I A A S R 3%
PEATAHT, ARG EE R 15 %, M
RIGLER K IN, PP HTE 4 [ 25 6 %
H5 w TRENLK T 50% (CAIBAREA t A3 ts >
12.95, ps < 0.001, Cohen’s ds > 3.32), £ #iLaE
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INEA ST LA 55 o SR G, FRATXHIIZRR0
AT T RIS . B BRI — LI AR 55 MERE IR,
K (M =4.35s, SD =0.8), #lidnl BB A 2
JOE S, BIVEEAT B R R TE B R 2 Al A AT, FRAT]
R FHR B RCRFE b (LE 0 %/ I i) (Jonker et al.,
2013; Reifegerste et al., 2020), Z5 R B, JIGRATE
i I B S BT v ) S R 2 v T RTIN (t(15) =
5.93,p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 1.48), ffi$& Hl 20 7E /i f5
M AR W25, 1(15) = 0.16, p = 0.436; I H,
YNGR 4 i S W 52 0 2803 A8 Ak 5 45 o 40 =2 1) 22 55 Wb
#,1(30) = 3.48, p=0.002, Cohen’s d = 1.23 (Kl 4A).
R R — UL, ST RN G T A
25 (W) I B R AE AR B B EmR M, ELYE A B AT 5tk
BT REMBHA BEEH

100%
90% |-

ﬁ 80% |

3

3T 70% -

60%

50%

iR Eak EaR B BSR
B3 SR a9 S O R M 28
H e IRELNERMEIR(SEM)

®1 BEHRAHRESHHEILHITARIAM £ SD)

Bk WHEKETE IERR%) AT (s) R &
. AT 78.58 £6.94 4.79+0.70 16.79 +3.28
pllEE )

J& il 87.35+4.83 4.40+0.67 20.25+3.13

AT 78.71 +8.51 4.14+0.79 19.55+4.02
AT .

eI 76.95+ 832 4.08+0.89 19.67 +4.72

e RNRCE = IEBR(%)/ I (s), T,

J&& T T HN W AT 55 v Bl i A 7 o 26 B T A 3 ok
TEAfEE . RN LR R AR AT, HEAR PRS2 R
W 2, Bk, KRR S 0 A s . H s
At K 25 S R, LR TS I A 24 1E
R E T T BEHLKFE 50% (ts > 9.17, ps < 0.001,
Cohen’s ds > 2.30), KMPBUNE . AR TER T
TS5 . e, BATH LRI BT 55 & B AT
YRR o FRATIRAE R T RO AL A8 AR (IE %/
FREEF) o KRR I N80 22 S AT T Gt R e,
ZER N, ISR RN ) 4 7E S 0 Hh 1 S5 g 3R
WEE TR AN 4 . t(15) = 4.07, p = 0.001,

Aoso- ﬂ A
L =3
0.25F _dokk _ns.
020
B I 1
E 0.15
0.10F
0.05
0
YIgra v
JEIT »
B 030 ns. HiT
L )=l
0251 ok x
020
% I
Eo.ls r I
0.10
0.051
0 -
e FEHId

[ 4 HifEI MRI SEHAT 55 bl AT A R
e WAE = IEHR %)/ RV (s), 1R 2L FhriER
(SEM), ***p < 0.001, **p <0.01, n.s. p>0.05,

x2 RABFHESZSHHEILHITARIAM £ SD)

Bk AR ERR%)  RIRFG)  RMEUR
HII 78.45+922 543+0.40 14.52+2.08
VER2E
Ja i 86.33£9.87 5.01 +0.64 17.65+4.02
HTI 81.32+12.68 4.73+0.96 18.20 +5.90
ECGE

Ja i 82.16 £ 13.96 4.45+1.20 20.58+9.24

Cohen’s d = 1.02; #HHil4H . t(15) = 2.37, p = 0.016,
Cohen’s d = 0.59), {HHJ5 M 5 W %GR 59748 AL 78 R
2H 22 [A] 22 58 1.2 (1(30) = 0.60, p = 0.551; & 4B),
Ui I 2R 20 Ji5 D0 Jee T 1 0 W v s I 580 236 10 42 5 2
YRR ASE VR 258, R R R 2
(] AL DI 25 1 800 T 18 AR G A% 31X — /N RUBE 23 1]
B TR
33 fMRIHEER
331 BEMIIZR AL

e, XN SRAL I 2R e B B H AT 55 0
WEFONGE > GENHFTTE%, KRIN%E
2 X B0 0 3 OR T USRS, IR . 40
G R SIE i i N w1 BN 77 = A 1 1) == N
R 3 BT o 145 i 478 17 00 B 25 ) T AT 55 vh O
R PP 25 5 2 X3
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1668 N B
F 3 ZR4E TR EE B HI W 4E &5 h EE 1 sR fn X
JIig DX BBk MNIBIR(X, Y, 2 REHE  zZ1{E
0PN 74 s —48, 38, 40 134 3.63
a5 [ml 1 2,48, 18 199 3.56
Firaiy [nl = —4,-34,24 131 3.53
i I [l Vi —24, 34, 48 146 3.49
BRI Vi -6, —40, 44 122 3.29
R Vi -8, 44, 46 235 3.24
itk /g bl A 22, 40, 42 119 3.24
Fetk A% Vi -12,18,0 119 3.19

TE: AFKF p < 0.01, HBRAKF p < 0.01, A AFNI iy
3dClustSim #1728 R IE, B/ N cluster sizes) > 110,

LR, Wit — 20 N R R Y R 25 AT
5 v IO SR EE AR AR, R IR U SRS I 25 e >
PR A AT JE I 25 5 i X S5 SRR B, ATt S
HRAE A ) — A A B R B 0 2 TR R B 25 R,
FT0i_ /N (superior parietal lobule, SPL), — H %
BRI (125 AR E, MNT W £ AR : 20, —66,
58; W& 5A FR). X —Z5RRY, SIS
SIS T rSPL XA IR &5 W7 s A8 4k, PR
Z DX I 0 S b S 0 BB 7 42 e A DG A A0 ik
X, SPL J& 4T H 3K Hh0 2 B3 [ RAE A% 0 il X,
PR ik — 25 SR AR R T S T RE O i iR e B
M F T b S BERAE, 7R IR B AW 55 th ik 32
B A T2 BRAE 05 B AT Hb 5 2 1] B AR R
B PR A SN A
332 IEeEEEXSWER

FE T RN — 2P 5 S U 2R 0 A5 5 R
HM 4 Jmy M o 2 0% S AR O, Ao 56 ST Ml S A0
g R 5 A RS B SM2E T 0N rSPL

& s
e REIKFE p<0.01, FHIKFE p<0.01, ffi ] AFNI H#Y 3dClustSim #4172 H WAL, B B N4 T LI S o, B
3 mm PRGBS BARAL T 40 1L, BAER I, R2E TR R (SEM), *p < 0.05, n.s. p> 0.05,

w

fREZMAI T

5 i A A AR e PE RS s A G Il TR
BHIBHE 55 T 5 St REE T AL rSPL 52 ik
R B R e ARG A f, 25 kB,
VISR 7E J5 W B B FI W AT 55 h i e i R e S
FIAL He @ 25 452 7, t(15) = 3.17, p = 0.003, Cohen’s
d = 0.79; i 6 ZHAEHT S D0 b O R B0 3 25 5
t(15)=0.42, p=0.342, JfH, YIZRL A%
FAa e Pk A AR Ak 5 ¥ T 4L 2 100 A7 7F B 3 25 5 (1(30)
=2.62, p=0.014, Cohen’s d = 0.93; & 6B), 1l
GGG EEE R E MRS FEER S
MEINZRT R, AR FS PRI 25 2 8500, DA
REERERYY, SH AT IR ER S T I A A A
SPL 5 & ifAk 2 2 B (i i =CmAa e 1, $Rl
Yr[E4L T SPL 5 HoAth i X 2 [] i) {7 . 38 B i, il
BB R T | AR B (o7 A5 4 2 [l
S EAT R W

E—2Hh, AL T LR oMb &I % 2
158 AR Tk 0 B2 5 02 A5 A 5 T UINZoRE DG A9 4T 45 B
NI RE, BDEE S RIMrat /. Uk, R R 0 7 vk
g AT 55 th I e R AR e e R M, &
SRR, VIR AE T 0 e T 1A WA 55 v i) e 42
PRI A B E R, 1(14) = 0.33, p=0.374;
P TS M A B 22 %, t(15) = 1.06, p =
0.152; Tif Jim D2 B 455 R0 e M 1 28 A AE P4 22 1)
WATEAE B 22 5, 1(29) = 0.95, p=0.351 (¥ 6C).
T3 4h, VAL TE IR 2 W7 R R T AT 55 rh e 1A
AFE R3S BN B2, F(1, 29) = 12.76, p
=0.001,n, = 0.31, L ES5RFW, SHINZS R
LT W S OAER d /o = S o |2 VY R ]
B W ik AR

1.0 N
B
0.8 M1
0.6 n.s
0.4
ol | i
Yl EasnE:

A SPL 7S J AT 55 Hh 38 I 2R A s
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et E—
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06- —*  mEW
#05
X
E o4l
ﬁOA
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;g 02t
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YNGR

FeifilH
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C. n.s. L P=pil]
0.7 <
n.s.
g 0.6} "
Eo0s5F b
w
o041
% 03}
ﬁ 02}
0.1f
O i Fehl

Bl6 SN |k i 4 R R Ak 0 i vy M M e e e 1k
T EEEIT YOI B AT 55 T DL oSPL N AP T i A5 B A DI AEIE 1 7 (8 R LU R A A R M RO R . R

(5] i 22 2640 SR AR HEIR (SEM), **p < 0.01, *p < 0.05, n.s. p> 0.05,

Ja, BH SNSRI EE i A R
FEMERR ST R AT S, R I R R A T
R BRI AEC o TR R B 24 W AE DI iy
J5 MBS AT 55 rSPL 5 Al iR 2 1 75 e i J bt
KA M s IR, JFFE I 555
Hh S 35 AR Ak (U 0 — i ) =2 T B A G o 25 51 R,
T 0 A i 325 A R e A 1 A A 55 B B W A 7
Shy 2 B0 4 A8 Ak 7 B 3 ) 52 R 4 3 I A DG (B R b A
KAEKr =055, p=0.028 WEIREMEREr =
0.50, p=0.048; & 7)., FiREEIREH, 23S
AN, oA B WA 55 14T R R =i 22,
H 3 H 0 S BEEAE ARG X SPL 55 4 fik i $ 45

2 —
r=0.55
p=0.028 . .

—
T

G DU SRR AR AR (ZME)
o

2y 2 1 o | 2
mFWﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁEk@ﬁ)

K7 kg ke 0 1 R R P e S AT D O AR 5

AP RE SR, BE7R T SPL 52N Xig 2z
(i) 14 32 2 A5 AR P T 4t v T i P S ) T T
BT RS T3 8, FRATH XTI 2R i fs D
SPL #4075 5 A A A6 5 0 B I Wi 47 o B AT T
AT, 25 3R WoR A DG IT A 38 (B ZR b AR G R
B r=0.02, p=0.935), X—&508E0R, L5
W A B 5 AT RE ST 28 SPL 5 42 i 1% 42
% 1) R M 1T S R R i DX R Bl
34 Sfingg AT AMIRER

SRy T 4 T M S AR U1 S S AR [ B
B2 0 BRI SR RE 1 1 A8 Ak, ASBIFSY A SR FH S5 Hh
Jr g A AR SEH T A . B R B AR
PR B MG TS — R AT R INRAT 55, MHLARIE] 7 A7
B R B A7 3 = T T O KOG e Bl % ] R AR

LR PR . Horp, JESCHL T AT IR S
W%ﬁm S a5 BEA T I A, i A 3R T el A
PRI RALEAY 15 B (Schinazi et al., 2013), X F4&417H
5 R, el RGOS A t A 565 8 i )
B B PR 2H B ) R IR A AE 25 7, P FH B i
SPAEAS t ARG 56 43 00 Yo 1 4 s ) 2H i s I A A TR
B AT RSB, JTE HBGA ST FEAS t A g %)
R 2E 9 i 000 722 Ak O 00— DU 32E A 7 43 -
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A 50 T i B S0 ns. i
— 40 ; m s ! L D=
= — 3
ﬂ 30 = 30t I {
= i
£ 20 1 £ 207
R R

10} 10}

0
e bl Vg Bl
250 —_— » D 250 .
* ns. WA T

g 200¢ I w5 Q2007 * L )]
= 150 [ 1 a & i0f 7
= i I
5 100 5 100
= #

50} 501

0
YIIgra eyl PN I

8 i M-SR BE A7 i rh gl AT R SR
e RELERIRMEIR(SEM), **p < 0.01, *p < 0.05,10.05<p<0.1,ns. p>0.1,

XTI PR FVE, B 2 LR A e A A
N7y BB XA el b 1) L PP 1, A5 R R
A EES, 1(30)=0.70, p= 0487, #E, SHHrHl
Je T AENE ) 22 5 2 B, DI SR a0 b i B 2R
PG B E R EJE M = 6.24, SD = 0.88;
t(15) = 4.98, p< 0.001, Cohen’s d = 1.24), T4
G MBA BEZR(SI M = 529, SD = 0.93;
t(15) = 1.05, p = 0.156); i H, #jJaMaEMt2E1k
TEW R 22 53 B2, 1(30) = 3.10, p = 0.004,
Cohen’sd=1.09,

XS Ty ) AT 55, P 2 A I B B
Y5 I FE ) F B IR 25 A B 25, 1(30) = 1.04, p
=0.306, SHTETEIARfE & B, YIZRAYT7 1) 4 1)
22 W F W, 1(15) = 2.88, p = 0.006, Cohen’s d =
0.72; il HAERT M b AR 2E AL, 1(15)
=1.56, p=0.069, JfH., 50 AHS iR 2228 0rE
WA gk a) 22 55 0 2, t(30) = 2.14, p = 0.041,
Cohen’s d = 0.76 (& 8A), Wi UIZRdLAE 5 17
SR 2 B B v O AN 2 TS A O K ) 2 ) AR
N, MEVIGRATS IR . DL EgE SRR, SCH S
Y Zrb i T 83 A S 1 00 3 v %o A el il o7 6
FRAFE I HERE

XFF AR S M T T A I, A T By

By piAl T AR B R 25 R 35 25 5%, t(30) = 0.40,
p=0.693. ZHTHIEIASfL & B, YLk e il gy
MR ZE Z A 22 R 3, t(15) = 1.34, p
0.10; F=HIA AT 254 B3, t(15) = 037, p
0.360; Hif Ji= DU 5 (32 Al 1135 22 A8 A0 78 0 40 3k ) 22
SRR E, 1(30)=0.59, p=0.559 (K] 8B), x—45 %
FEHH, S H I ot gl 0 I S Hb 1) A R
WA B R TR .

P Ay 00 3 5 A i A B A T R
PEBSAGTHPIAS I, 78 S AR B B Al T rh, B
Je, PR i B B A TR 22 W B 25
t(30) = 0.31, p = 0.757. 1%&&, il SR & 2R,
YINZ5 20 D A Aty 1 158 2 T I e 3 /N (1(15) =
2.00, p=10.032, Cohen’s d = 0.50; [ 8C), Ti#xhlzH
FERT G I p ) R B A W 22 R (15) = 0.07, p =
0.471), L J& W v Ak 3135 25 A8 fb 78 5 2 ik ) 1) 22
WA A F B E K (Mann-Whitney U £ 8 Z =
1.66, p=0.097), 7E HLM &, &%, Mgl
TE I B B A TR 22 R B E 2R, 1(30) =
033, p=0.741, &, PG &I, A
S 505 IR B A TR 22 5 U1 SR AH e g 3

UMSTREAS tARER H O 22 NS, IRIIHR A Mann-Whitney U #6556
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W/N(t(15) = 2.61, p = 0.010, Cohen’s d = 0.65; &
8D), M4 il 25 miy 5 M A Wk 3 22 S+ (t(15) = 0.11,
p= 0.456), HAiJ5 M B4 &btk 22 A8 b 7e
W2 Bk a) 22 55 .2, t(30) = 2.18, p = 0.037, Cohen’s
d=0.77. DL ES55R RN, AN RS T 0L
XA ] Ay b s ] B A28 AR B s Aty o %) T e e

SRR, Bl I s X b =22 (] A8 6L
BEARIE B . IR B AT A AR R 22, X5
5o vh S SRR IR A GE . &ad 20 R
Ja, VIR T o (8] 5 6 . B& AR R IR 2 1Y 4%
R BT

4 HHE

A I LM PN SR ik, WAT R, K
Jibi Vs N DI R S DT T, B 5E T S SRR ) 4R
T IR 2 AU . TEAT R b, RAITAI R
MR m TR sE My a4 1) | R B Ak T DA AR
EHIWT R HERYE . FEM N b, SEHAML,
IR AET 5 0 FE 25 B W71 55 rSPL A0S 22 5%
W, HONHEEAE, B HIEr R, %A
#ik rSPL 5 ik 2= D fig i #eat X nyAa e terE Il
ZmwERE, BHS5P0X57 BOZIE S i T AR ILE
PR FIEADG, FRESIREW, fE— AR
e S b AT RE ) R B i E B A R .o S
23 [ R AE, SAUIIZR] g ik B o2 R
FAEPRZOMNIX SPL 5 42 i H At DX 3k 2 a] 145 8.
e 1 S [ETR P S Koy Ml 1 =1 g

AW A B SPL 17 A P i XA S5 S
TN 25T I BE B WA 55 s 25 5 . DAMEDFSR
B —3 R SPL J2& [ I 2 R %8 ] FRAE
AIAZCo M DX o 0 i 47395 A 98 & 38, SPL 43
15 B9 NAFAE A FR O S BRI ) B, AT JE ik
FIWr P RS AR AR T 3 SRR E R, PR &
TEFRBE S U0 AT 55 th R I, (BABATRMN A Y
WA RN M bR 0 BE ) 91 & A A2 21 5 I (Aguirre &
D'Esposito, 1999). JE£effFssth &8, 5t (PPC)
IR NTE— RV E LA B LS RO
(25 AT 55, Aot PRAR 4 3 i (Ciaramelli et al.,
2010) ., M 13K B 4T 55 (Weniger et al., 2009) 1 #BF F1
A MR IR AL L — B & 3L T SPL
16 3 & 02 B AT 55 (Parslow et al., 2004;
Rosenbaum et al., 2004; Weniger et al., 2010), =4
Yy 55 BHIKTAT 55 (Sulpizio et al., 2013) A KA 7
{2 FI Wi T 55 (Chen et al., 2012; Galati et al., 2000;

Liu et al., 2017; Neggers et al., 2006; Ruotolo et al.,
2019) B0 o T HL, 7ESEHL S ) g iCROCR
T s (AN 45 25 1 b ) B AT REINEAZ 1 3 5%
TE At B P TR 2800 T WM SPL (Schinazi &
Epstein, 2010), 728 SPL F30E 5 52 - S v %o
B B B SIS RCR A . S Ah, WET SO
iR, AHIFSE Y BE R R W AT 55 A B IR AN BRI A8 T A
Erho S e RS RN . Rt, ST ZRmET
J& SPL {0 9 BE i A8 A6 WT DAk o 2 25 )5 9l 3
T B TR o0 S SR AE ) 25 [ E B R T HubR 2
() Y B A BE B LB, H 7 R S S o > s R vp 32
B A IR PO S IR IR TS R B A

H— L IREIE 2 e AT I A R A, 5
R AR L, ISR TERE BRI rSPL 52 iki{k
RUme AR AR E EEISAE R ERS, HS
FRESHIBAT A R IEAHSC . X —Z5 R 48s T A
WS BEERIE AZ 0BG X tSPL 5 K i 42 JRy P T RE
4 PR ARG PR 2 v P R SE L A RE T P
W RIHLE] . LAY 3R A A 2 RS A 2
o B AR, AL R i DX A R
(Bi et al., 2014; Huang et al., 2013; Visser et al., 2011)
R R EE Dy fig i e Uk e P (Yu et al., 2020), H
SR, A8l DO 2, — RIS R, 42
PR 25 A DG ki DX R 1) 0 A X 5 A A T i 1) TG
FLAEHIBE J1(Bi et al., 2014), H I AYICIZ SIS (Xue
et al., 2010) A K B2k 1Y ) 5132 & (Huang et al.,
2013)F K, H A SZ 30 98 BE A 52 ) (Xue et al.,
2010), BFSEHE AR, 22T /N T Rl 2 ol Y Zrofil i
TSN P PN S MR, A S I — B T, R T
WY FRAE T SNF4 52 (Dosher & Lu, 1998), 1EIIREE
L2, PR, FHRIFSlis g w17l
T X5 W W) A2 B X5 4 il AR 25 22 ] T R i e A
KFEME, BHS5r R 2 & EAC
(Yu et al., 2020), _iR#FF7 45 R R A0 Fa
FEVER] RS A R ) i — A S M R bR AR

J3hh, S E I B R T LA 6 A 2 (Bi
et al., 2014)5%)¥ %112 8/1%% >J (Huang et al., 2013; Yu
et al., 2020)A[H], AHFFE WU ZRAT: 55 R AL B0 AT 55
AR A A, BRI 2 A [R) Y b e 44 21
o Wi, AR R U] ] S KR EY)
REJE e R e M4 R 2 e S T R Y, TR
ST REEIE  UReiE A TR E e S iR E)
) DX Il T A AR VE AN ], A1 s i) 3 R Ak
FerE P, TR S e 1 27 2 PN 25 4 G A rh RORUE i
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56 4%

L

P 2 2 1] 9 {is JE 53¢ L3 B AR 5 R Ao LA 1,
2F T RE SR TR O N X5 A i X RD{E B A
PR A 0% 0 1 5, T A 0E B RS T,
PR T A5 B Al [, 76 2 2] axb 2 v i i ik [l
b, 12 > 5 A5 B AR O PR . fERf . T H, A
KM R IR, 2 2] 5 R RUBE ik X 4% 1 ) fig i e A
K5 HARAREEH A5 X500 D) fig 1% F A5 =0 48 1
P, B T R O — A A R O AR X
(Dresler et al., 2017; Yu et al., 2021), #ilfn, 5%
B, &t 6 RIS IS 2] 5 )35 A,
FEHACAZ B Ty o 2 P s A Rl sk, HERLZs i TRe A2
AH O 1 1l P 24 P 45 1 ) 7 D i i A =
1012 6 45 1Y % 1 B X 3R B 0 T I 3 A A L
(Dresler et al., 2017). &5 & LR WESE, ARWFFEIN N 2E
2] B AR W — A ) B BRR AR B RS E R
[i6] A4 i X (8] 9 2 fig 3 s =X, AT 3k 1) 2 ] i 3%
B WL, AR BZERSER T A 2
Fald rSPL 54 liifs X k2 [0] i 52 HLAm %, i =%
a2 G BRI POGE | HEM .

BEA, AT B A T AR B A Y
WLRE ST AT, AR IR HAT T — RN T
i, BEES . BEERmAT NI, SR A, AT
YNGR AEVN LR S 1SS g 1) . AR SEHb A
A B BT o R I AR e, X 5 AR I
b AR o8 LR AT 55 IE A SR AR L IR A G . SR
i, YRl AE U 255 (AR 52 7 ) A -0 rp 9 38
PO AT DAAEREIR N, JESCH T 4k
T 9 32 R IR 2 IR s B SR AE, i A AR
A] RE AU 9 Fh 22 4iF (Schinazi et al., 2013), X —45 %
PEon, AWK TR R I B A A B i AT S b
SR ZR AT R X 35 SR PR 4R 2 IR AR 19 25 (8] 4F
A B AR IR B R T RIOR . (B2, W Es
HE R, XTI ) &5 R IR ASRE S S S A
ol R AR IS S AR PO SEEEN
KRR R

e, AR, MEESH ST E 2
{3 FH alg 34 5% WIR A 2 (8] 2 B SRAE 1T R 32 ) A A 2R
BEshBARIE | IR0 A R LU S DU b 5 Xtk AT
Wiy G 2R R s . — 7T, M Y A AR
FORE, a2 40X — MR 5 6 e b &R BB AE 2
—AP IS BRAESE, T /R PG A s o AR AR
RWEER MRS IER, 5 —FH, Uis
WU 7T 285 % B I L B8 1) S R R sk ik e 2= > B
fEJE A LS EBAE 25 [0 2%, M E
BN % 2 i KB EH R DO S BERIEN S

fii2# 2] (Boccia et al., 2016). T AWFFT 1945 5 & B,
A AR R PU b 4a X Al bR R T AT, 2454
A By AbAE R R 1 B IRR R T 25 0] LA, AT58R
2 H 3R 02 IMERIE R G T AS HE B Y
i, BRIAEE &S KNSR G

AT IBATAE— L J[RRFIA S o 55—, AR5
SORAEE T IINZEAT G PR I 54, XF2: > iR
2% BRI K 175 201 728 A ik R 1 ) o 3 L R R o Ak
FIAIESE AT AT 22 S 2] ad fE b 252 ) s B ZI LA
o2 2] 5 — BT[] 1 0 B g 9 2 20 28 =k
T AN R 52, DL 2 i) B A T Y 2 S 5 R
i 4= R AR A . 2, BARARWESE AR R ] E D R
SEA AR AT R AR 2 (8] S AR 85 1 ) B 4
il T AT RE IR E A8 i, (H i TN ZRay A58 2kl
TE B SR, RATICEHEBRBORAAE H W A1t A
AT SRS PR BE %) AR AR B A PT RE A, o JC kA mT
A6 H L e GBI B AR MR 2= 5 . R,
B S 9SSR U M S AT — o iR,
A HEXT SIS B — A PN o ASRAEE v] L2 e A
MBI e 2 ba A BT SR o 5=, RS
G R IT 2R R A R e A 5
1T WA, SRA WIS WS R, AR /IR
T 30) ARG TR 56 ) A 2s SR A9 RS2 1 (Grady et
al., 2021), AWFFEI Ry LRI 2R 5 R il 1Y D) g
A, BT AN ZReA v a0 16 Ao NI, FERFF
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FIWHE 55 h B9AT R BLE 5 IE ARG . WFFEEE 2R 5
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Abstract

Spatial navigation involves both egocentric (body-centered) and allocentric (environment-centered) spatial
representations, which are hosted in structurally and functionally segregated brain regions. The two types of
representations are flexibly weighted in response to changing environmental cues and landmarks during the
navigational process, thereby achieving a stable and robust neural code of the target location. However, it
remains unknown whether and how improvements in real-world navigational proficiency are related to these two
types of spatial representations.

In the present study, participants who were unfamiliar with the campus layout (newly arrived university
freshmen) received a real-world navigation training for 20 days. Before and after the training, participants
received fMRI scanning when they performed a distance judgment task and a paper folding task (as a control).
In addition, they were comprehensively tested for their navigational ability via several behavioral tasks (live
pointing, offsite direction estimation and offsite distance estimation) outside the scanner. A control group
comprised participants who underwent the same fMRI scanning and behavioral tests but did not receive any
training. By comparing the training-induced changes in regional activation and task-based global functional
connectivity (FC) patterns between the two groups, we investigated the neural correlates of the improvement in
real-world navigation performance.

We found that the real-world navigation training improved participants' performance during all the
behavioral tasks. At the neural level, we observed significant training-induced activation enhancement in the
right superior parietal lobule (rSPL), a core brain region that hosts egocentric representation. Moreover, the
training increased the global FC pattern stability with the rSPL as the seed region during the distance judgment
task, although it had no significant effects on the FC pattern stability during the baseline task. Finally, the
increase in global FC pattern stability also predicted individual’s improvement in behavioral performance during
the distance judgment task. Notably, these effects were found only in the trained group; no similar effects were
observed in the control group. These findings indicated that improvement in real-word navigation ability was
associated with enhanced egocentric representation. Moreover, the navigation training consolidated the
information exchange routes among brain regions, thereby enhancing the precision of cognitive map retrieval.

In summary, our study highlights the importance of egocentric representation enhancement in rSPL in
improving real-world navigation ability in unfamiliar environments. Furthermore, navigation training facilitates
spatial information retrieval by reinforcing the information exchange pathways between the rSPL and other brain
areas.

Keywords spatial navigation, egocentric referencing, superior parietal lobule (SPL), functional connectivity pattern



