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* &t % 4 # (Conceptual Framework)

THEAA TERTHEENIANSHEH

HmE #HEF

(PRI MR KF AR EBE, BAT 211106) (C H ERFF B O BB IS BT AT Bl d R 5080 %, st 100101)
CHEBERE R OISR, JLET 100101)

W E OTHEMEATRENRAGEGAZER, RIS RGeIERs, TRANKTF R EL, 4
BEREEAAEBHFRELHTIR, EAMBDELGIERT, AXMBLTREAVTRANE E5H5 G,
BT H FH B R, HEFTRYHENG A Z R, BAROEAT 4ATEHNL: (DEFRET A
B Al It AR b, o B AT A4 S B R AR A S TR A 3 AN vk R (2)F BT iR at T4 R L
T EMTR AT A BIH, QARG AEMET, FENTEEDNRRE LES S ERY MEM Gl
AZIH, (DERBERT L, FRFTEWFIRBEZEZRALZESHDETREN A LARE AN TB=F
REEM NI 0 —ALH], AF RN ZBEB G EL R A R, MAHRERERFATRERETDEF
REFHRRBENRE, EFRFABAABEG LA T,

KR TR, LECHEP AAZHIE, THEH, BB

RS B84

1 EmEE B, IR NN H R R E RS 2
AL TR B LA BRI I SR AR B . AT

TR S, &, LR et IRV S RIS P R AR O
NANFEAL S . 5ICEMEmEL RN (ERIIS R AU I sy Hri4s #, ok i B
A, & R BA S 0 X, WAEA 2 m IR FT A% 388 00 R (BRI B, B 9R, 2010; Nave-
(9 E G P (AR, 2016). 1E—I TR A, Blodgett et al., 2021), #F—# BT ERY, 7EH K
FIRF L — A ] PRI . B sl BUTROE R D, S A4 B [ SR A R
QUG H I, AT —35 R Em AR R K s IR —o SRR, AM12% & A k™
SRR AR LR R, X SR EREE AR SR hh g, BE BT SR
SRR ML S B A, IR Ao SR R A & T BRISEAT O AERURR SR T 2P 91T
J& . VTG R RV R 2P 4 e SRR 55 410 PR A DBk, REWR . R RREL . B2 A AR LR G
FMALIEX, ERE RIS EHES (Vuust et al., AR A I, TR] AT R 5 38 1E M 1 4
2014), FEMIZ AL, X BA N7 A58 1490 FIUIR 25 (Juslin, 2013; Trost & Vuilleumier,
BRI S TR AL — DALk, Lk 2013)0 SIS, ERAERERIE A9 A R AR
K IR IS L R — PR BRI . S ANTH R R IR
HIRE TSRO E I AIER bR BLECTmE, AT AR 3 AR S i R AR S
P[] WP A 38 F SRR, SR T AT R 1 R 25
RN BT JE 2R G R % R G 7 e B 3 e,

ek F3B . 2024-04-07 2w 5 e Bk T 2 2
b [ BRI AT E (32300865) . $(E A REGWZ 5 H E\iﬁ? 2 1) %Jt)faé%

2Rl 2B ST 43 400 H (22YIC760086) (Trost et al., 2007) . K& 1741 [] 2 A 24 LALC HEAL
WIEEH . K7, B-mail: yangyf@psych.ac.cn i, THE — SRR I RIGIT Tk Tt R R
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WEEM . BN, BeasEIEyT R xHE R i
P I T FE I — Bl oA 8k BLG A BR T BB, H
WU S8 Bh 518 5 H WA — B e AR 2 R TS
HRETT o BB IIERE VR T O R I G B AE T A,
Ht, 54 @A, B J7 w250 ge 38 &
ZINIE FE, 2017)0

2, ANATAHT ¥ AR A W dA 4 kg 7 Ay
Jei A T 2o WL S A 2023 SR B T 2 K G
2 T4 AL A 1% 3 Bl A 72 (Koelsch et al.,
2019), HE—NEARFHBBZE, TEKED L
B B A5 AL BERAE, M
T BRI 0 E SR S . AE XA SRR
ZJa, WiE IR SRR R R AR,
i — 5 T O B AR DT B e e T =22 I A AR
PEAT o TR SR I R 4R b, X A4S T B
T B T A SR AR W A T R . R
P IS8 R 00 o 4E B R T SE, KPS AN
5% 315 RIS 25 R0 BN S AR I, S TE R ik
H B8 A7 A 519K (early right anterior negativity,
ERAN). N5 LIK P600 45 fixi i i o3, 439 5k 1
T S 45 H 5845 (Koelsch, 2012; Koelsch et al.,
2000; Zendel et al., 2015), KM, & 4 B[] 4 B A9
T A Z B CEQLR S, 2014), Horp
W R R A I AR A BR . [ R,
1 T3 SR TR & ek, T HA S # R 3 R
IRV F rp B0 X o5 AT 55 311, 8 45 31 78 43 1Y
5%

L5 TR, AR SCICR I B R, 7E T 4
T PR A HE S N B8 K 8 3 T35 SR s i
BN AR, R $A 4548 T AR B 5E B 3h
AP R, DA KA SR /) AR B RN 9 AR R
TCH A T A IR 2L . BRI A S
TRAL AT 25 55 B ) 45 F4 Jn T DA B+ AR i AR
TR, A Bh T E i N2 B A% DT Bl i — JBEHL
i, S AR ST B 5 AR SR A T SR R AR
e, E A U LA VAR 1 1 S

2 BRIMK ST

21 FIREHEZH M IEINRERELE
REFIRMBT YL L S e EZE
(TR %, 2014), SR, HUEFH SCHR, HIXF T35
TR BT 5% X6 S s D 24 i T2 &z B AT Y
FeVE(Overy & Turner, 2009), Jones (1976)# 1)

Sh A5 Z P8 (Dynamic Attention Theory, DAT)¥f
HE TR ST £ S B TR R 2, R R
PR B R 5 AN B )3 3 [ 2P AR e R
2 L I A () LA AR I, AT
B U AR AR N AR e . 7E S SR I,
5T HE— 2538 P 2 LR BEIE (Neural Resonance
Theory), fif BT[] 38 B (%) i # 28 JL ik (Large &
Snyder, 2009) % F IR TA N K A7 7E 22 Bl 2 1
MAYRGES, B 55 A R R RS Y S
FIE BN, R4 2: 921 (neural entrainment)
LT W, JCIeTE BRI 2 W &G, Yl
PR A IR B ) %o LA A0 0 7 B )4 80 2E AT G
T o BT A I 5 ) B R B T A D (T
2019), B, Lh_E B[]0 58 R O B BRI A5 280 S 4%
X AR A RS A AR T B S

TEH AR B A) 168 Y SRR ST, W9 4 2
FE| 28I K 4> # (Barnes & Jones, 2000; Rao et al.,
2001). T Z2H1%E (Geiser et al., 2009; Habibi et al.,
2014). FATH1H(Grahn & Brett, 2007)% 77 Wi 4T
THT . AR BT SR, ASUGES% T
B IR BE $A 7 5] 25 F i (Rankin et al., 2009; Van
der Steen & Keller, 2013), i REXT R 3 BLAGH1F
TR Y T (Geiser et al., 2012; Repp & Su, 2013),
i, — S F 5% # is H ik B (Electroencephalogram,
EEG) Ml %% Kl (Magnetoencephalography, MEG)%
HARTB, RN 5407 F2L M &Ry E
BAA T RGN 2 3 Al (Arnal et al., 2014; Fujioka
et al., 2012; Fujioka et al., 2015; Nozaradan et al.,
2012). SRT, 4715 AU ¥ AR I 1) 25 1 B Y
FERN, AT T 55 B AL ZU /N T AR A Y
TG A A R SR R R 25 A8 TR DG

HAT N 1E, EEGT 4 B R A
HARR, H T E LW A B S
(Hannon et al., 2004; Liégeois-Chauvel et al., 1998),
BAR ARG T WSS T ph 2 5%
fik, K BRHGAMAR T B, A e geRiE S
TR X 2 5 T T4 A N L (Fujioka et al.,
2015; Li et al., 2019; Thaut et al., 2014), {HZHF5%
ST A8 P 1 52 36 Ak K 22 Ay T B Al A ) () R 1
VR, RS R L) R B S AR IR T
o, R R LB R A SE N TR AT

T W Has B 8 e, X a8 f I AL
BT RGN TR s R . ST,
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ARSCR I BA S RUE R E IR R, REEFHEE
W25 %1 A Z5 A BN 5 2 BLR], $87R 5 SR I
E] 25 K 0 TR AS BT, A TR T SRR T A
I Za
22 FERTHESHHTEMI

T 20 4Rk, HOREZ I OF AN & R U
JE RINFFE A W s WU 75 5 . RS 3 A A 0
{33 72 (Huron, 2008; Margulis, 2005; Pearce, 2018;
Rohrmeier & Koelsch, 2012), HAZ ML K IE
PR M IHCAZ TP ARl 00 35 SR A5 R 42U,
A 3 1O B R AR Ok TOUDT BVKS B A, id
T U 5 52 BR A R XS, SO B
FENE DT T4 M U R — A~ F F (Koelsch et al.,
2019; Vuust et al., 2022), K, WA SR
S B, X ORARTEE AR TS R I AR A T
RGP AREH 2 B

R TR R AR (4T RE A2 4 G HhC R
B 15 ZE 3, (Lerdahl & Jackendoff, 1983), T X 4H
WA IR RIZ A 22, Wi i B2 A0 il B 454
R EEEWEEREN, PR TH—ERE LR,
ZF BeAs T FA LS A .0 BEERAE, B BN SR R S
Y. CABEFERY], 15752 P9I i AT by
HE R IEE S RME TS, RRmET
FAZER )[R 25 (Jones & Boltz, 1989; Large & Jones,
1999), Bt KH, TEFINREL TR
TR 22 50 S S 1 A 8 2y 1 B (Hardling et al.,
2019; Large & Snyder, 2009), fij A~ 7] 15 At i ik 7]
5 JEL TR AR A [] A3 3 1) M 22 91 377 1% ) (Doelling
& Poeppel, 2015; Lakatos et al., 2019; Wu et al.,
2024), W82, TEEIRJEIFH, W3 We 8 5 i 2
HO I LT AR5 O PR AR 7 AN [R5 38  l 222
A SO AR P [, DA SRR W 254 AN [ 26 A
ML 2 BT, AR ORI A A R TR
IITE 10 BN 25 5 R BAH N 1) A 8 0

T2 A 1) TR TR 5 TN R AR OC
2 ML) T 4 53 (Predictive Coding)FRig it T L)
B A% O B RIS REREAY o Ol T A B % £
AR R, KMl 2 R A BUAN TR] J2 9 ) TiLil, s
1o J2 9 ) TR 5 B2 1R B A HEAT LA,
U S A Z L AN DE RS, BRI A T SO A
Bo PUPHEE R R S ARG, THEA
OIERAE, 2P UM A SR oMb, USR] F
PEBRTR, T3 T A 5% R R R, R )

T b S IR AR R, T 5T RT B (Friston &
Kiebel, 2009), 7EXAHURHEL T, BFR#HiE—0
P IR T FRIS (Koelsch et al., 2019), 5#i#
AR W S A ATDRE U 4 5 B S s e & LA
FESE O WU AR R HEit, FRATHED A4
A U SR Y A B ) R U AR, Hsz FaT
T 1 5 0

B S M AE SC T 58 C X T 4 A 38 1617 5
TE, BT3B A MR TR SR A i Ry
B N H X B Y #4236 Al (Kuperberg et al., 2020; Li
etal., 2017) 7EH ARG, /S48 C A WFITIE I 451
i S E R BUM T T KSR E (Koelsch et al.,
2000; Sun et al., 2018; Sun, Thompson et al., 2020;
You et al., 2021), {H 23200 1 WU I MU Be
K X T ST 98 T AR T GIRRR R 55, 2020)
TEG SR W, W J2 75 A48 5 4 45 48 R AE £ i
S TR AT B O H AR BUBIE RS T
S0 5T SO A e R A AT S A5 I %o 5 41145
AU L7 DL E el B A ek — PR

g5 bR, A SCHU TSI TR B RN T SR
ANTTTE, 530175 BT R T HA S5 AL O BLRAE 1Y
SNASPIZEME L, DL o] 3 e A i 15 S IR T
TOB, ARSI S5 1 BB TAHLE, Sl
L AR GAR I T DR A 2 A5 A B A SRR B
23 BERTHEMNESMI

AR A SRR R 0 DO T RA
SRR LG . B RS I R A T rh L2
P77 208 A 2 #OC R R Z548™ (Fitch,
2013; Lerdahl & Jackendoff, 1983), XJ & 5k 21
SRR Y 0 58 AN AU 29 8 AT A S5 4 i n 1
R AR G 4 AR 06 R SC B Y S (You et al,
2023).

B SRR kU, PR U R R AR
AT BE 5 4K A7 ¢ 2 (short-distance dependency) i
17 Jmy W 8 4, R) I I 22 O B B AR A G R
(long-distance dependency)5e IR AL AN T .
H 7 H 7R B/ T RUEE B (n, AR A2 ), AHSB
TR Z A MHHOC R s J5 & TR TR BRI I 18] KU
b, ZRMEURBY, % EEBZ S RE) R R
EREE AL A RE SR AL 1Y) 2 45 OC & (Phillips et al., 2005).
I ARIFTE A B, /N ] RUBE 45 800 T2 32 24K
SRR B ST i 1 )2 S5 BB X, 7T A ) R
DUV 22 by AR ER DA IO 205 45 5 455 ke [X 5 (WO et all.,
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2022), HET AL R G0 AN [A) I [a) RUBE A 5L 1Y
2SN T, BATIA AR ZE A TE AR ) 5 AR B
HoTH A B A pn T

CA TR B S T AR AN TR A2 A5 1
PN TALH . 25 Rk B, WSS H i R 2T
KW KA ERAN. N5 Fl P600 45 fiki i ol 4%, 5 ik
TR B S A A Y RS 0 T.(Sun et al.,
2018; Sun, Thompson et al., 2020), 7EZPRITT IR
Ef A 22, WS ARZREFE, £
ANTE AT N AT R 2 R IR T R
2K -1 2 44 457 (Lerdahl & Jackendoff, 1983).
(B J2 LA EBIFSE 8 R 75 18 /N 35 7K 2 A AR 2 2
X ARG T RS2 KR T2 AR T B
(Coordinated Hierarchical Control, CHC), K7
S B A (] PR Ao 228 1 4% A A B 4% Ao 2 KT A
AN T.(Asano et al., 2021), M4, KEHK. T2
G5 SRR T AR ZE AR S 5 25 R AN [ B I )
N5 TR W BE A DL R ] 5 5 22 il 2 9
IRV H &SR ATAE R, W TR

AT H B R R Sl 38 v I ) RUBE
M AR AT, B T 2 B KA C R, SRBh
AR 45 1 DL B B AR O RO, BER 2R
B R, B R R KT AR AR T R Y o
SR, H T B R W & o) B 5 i B
AL . 5 WA, W&l 1R R BUT IR
s )R A R RN T fE, X RS S5 AT T
FEAFHIWESE, W AT B B AR RS
OB SR FR AL T SEUEAR 9 (Koelsch et al., 2013;
Ma et al., 2018; Sun, Feng et al., 2020; Zhou et al.,
2019), R EFIFE GBI T A5 IS, RHRTT
KRR TT P S M & B EE R S5
TS B PRI, SRS W 2% A0 ey 4 4 2 2 MR A7
KEMTiRE TR SR, WA RE
LAY

AR SCAUAE R ) FAR B A I () RUBE |, 43331
BTG 22 PO A I AL, LA e
AR JIC B T AR A 5 2% A B R ) N i) B o ik
B,

3 RME

ABIE TN U 2 A5 BEAE 5 5 AR AN T 45 5
FEPUI DR ZZHE R T PR 5 8 A 40 M) £ 8 A ] £ ek ]
HERE AU R E AR BRI R A S Y

A FRFRAE A2 B A B AR T AT 5 Y Al RSB e A 1,
— BB SR FRAE, Wr 3 R4 F X BIVRE & A= 19
SREFSTTUHARE . FREHENIRZE, T
FHW RS EIY, BHESACANERE
S, JEARIE U AT A sld S 015 00 T R 45 48 3R
fiE, TSR GF ML TR o BRI 0k, TOURA AR G 2 R %o
WA M TR D EER R, =&
B—ANTT, JFEAES W, BT KX T 2 A
A 30 T AT R

A SR U FRE A A AR B B
PR ARSI TR S L, B
RPN TR (D) WAL BN T, ()74
LEMRRES N T AFRAEZR N 1 PR, MPAS
B (4 NBFFE) A Al REH— TR AT HA 25 1) 1) Tl 0]
TN, DATHA AR R B AN T I, 40 5 AR
BRI RS AR B AR T AR 24 O B R AR 1Y
ST RRWIE 1), DL ] 38 i T £ 1% 55 BE
PR B B A AL (BT 2); A RTINS
HAEEA T, 7ERAAKBEMAKFE L, 545000%
FEWT 5 X 1 450 2 12 BOKF A (5T
3), DA R AN R IR B B AR ARG R, AE R B
B BT AR At E TS (TF5E 4).
31 FHREMOERITMBNNSLE

W 1| S EREIRWERT, WitrH
TET 22 )7 5 R T i F2 vh SR A A 22w R, 8 R T
BRI OHEFEN ST R, TR
KV T HISF RAEG . 5, T 2/4 401, 3/4 411,
4/4 411, 3/8 411, 6/8 FATLRN Y DL AT HILE KA 1) 5 SR b
Bl RJE, EBCEH 44N, BIBRETR B e R,
TE 1l o [ 2 i1 2207 ), fe)e, 4T Sibelius 3K
PTG I SO o AR TR v R 2R RS
(Lerdahl & Jackendoff, 1983), &EFhiFI2EM HAg
FRE TS ARG OC R . BN, 2/4 HE5
fAi B, R/NTEEER . ST M 6/8 Lk
BEZR, BT, 55, 55, KE. 5. 86
MAF

AR BB (D2 )RR
(global field power, GFP)J 54— 0} [A] &5 I Jir
B3k B AR AR AE R, BRAMKI T 25 Bk iy
3% (Jia, 2019), AEASHE 7S AN HL I N 1Y) B 2SR
ki 2 (Sun, Hu, et al., 2020), & TIHEF W ALEH
O RIMEME R SR, #id GFP X IHES
BEATHREOR A3 M, WO 10 40 45 4.0 B SR AE A 2 1 2
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[ FARTTHSHIAR SHEHLH] ]

RN H0 T AR AR

G

: N o EEIEN EE oo
—

ISR

BrBel: EAmE s B s BN T
(H&ER—)
I

TIHGH O IRRAE WGBS R
A 2L

(#F2)

MRS R
((7E2a))

{ 2. BRI (AN T J

(EHRrT)
[
(SRAIKF) (RBUKF)
LRV BETHEHK
BAEINTERE3) BEINT.(ER54)
_______________ LA

B SRR, RS AET |
. BT BibRG -
. WU, RO

SR, (2)i R M T 1 (intertrial
coherence, ITC)if i T8 4445 K ik 2 18] A9
AHAL — B Sk £ 1k 28 237 (Delorme & Makeig
2004), FHET RIS HUERA Y SCHRPE, AT
SRR IS T 2, FITC SRRk o 48 e i
L, 254 P 25 el AN [ 451 25 1 28 el 1) B[] i
N, 38 7 % O e S 8 i 28 B R X I G R
If) B 5 H 25 40 B AEAG B A SR E . (3) LA
5 FhE DL ISR A 2 25 Rk A N, B R T IA
25 AU T 1 45 74 0 B 3 AE A R 00 52 R H w4
B

Yo AR 5 45 R 0 U AR

Bk 1. R Sh B FE (Jones, 1976), 7
LR O BLRAF R S R R B AN, BT %
FE 50 S TF, T2 R B 232 5 5 R ke T A
) AR 3 H A7 55 50 B 0 A o

Bk 2: 455 C AR (Doelling & Poeppel,
2015; Nozaradan et al., 2018), Ti4A%5H FAE [ 1
ZE AL FE T4 48 e Aty FAS [F] 99 2R Je iy 2 18] B B )
YEM .

3% 3. AFFTHAZEAIE & Bl 2 A i 1 2
) EA 25, 40054 AR —%.

32 WHSHMTEERMNEHEYLH

5T 2 RASHERIE, 80 E X Bix
B AR T AR T R R 2R N, 4 s T A
SEA T BT A R e L . SRR B A
W27 5, FrA AR e S R, K
BE 6 A/ o SERERH 2 (FTHUE: & ovs. 1K) x
2 (TMEREME: IEH vs. A5 PIE KR EZ N
LB, W IR O SR S i AT S
FHUAEGPE, B 4 FEgm ik, Yinsii
e BB ET, HARS RO n] BONE S, NS RE
P BT A A TR S A 1Y )R AR ORI, B AR
SRR AT SO M B ARG S OCHE AR AL TR AN
BBy, BUHIERS, 4384 5 5 &l 2 A T 5540
fLE I, FUHAR

AR RS (DABIR P EE R
B G, RN, 75T R S F A SC A (event-
related potential, ERP)4 A F Bt 73 & Tt 51 Al By
BB TR BB, LA B bR S S R ] A
S5 T I A AN L B A B ) B A AT, Gt S
AR K 1 0 A Ak F, i 7 4 T A B B 114 A LA
F 26 R, MBETTE X E & MIRSER, WA
8 75 75 0 25 0 TIBT SRR S A A 1 A Bl 22 L
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Hil. (2)FH-IEFEA (phase-amplitude coupling, PAC)
RGN ARG i 5 A R RIS S
IMTHEEMEIERZ —kS 4, 2016), f#iE
AR AT o 22 9355 1 AR 5 g A8 V) el 2 [ A7 A
PR IR G R, RO T ORI R 28 9 Bh AR AN [ B
[B] R FhRZH4H (Jensen & Colgin, 2007; Lakatos
et al., 2005), 7 B TTHILE 4 Bl ORI SRAE o 72
WEZ REMLITIRG WM e A, Hit,
B bR R SR AT B BE, DL PAC E Ak
delta-beta [ESHIRIG, WIT HEANFRFRYE
S PO BT % DR i 7, 485 7 T S0 4 X 4
SR T A RZ A

Xt AR 5T 45 JE 0 U0 A

A% 1 WRYETHY) 2 A BRi% (Friston & Kiebel,
2009), 7 W T B B, T B A 00
E, WUHEER 25 & B KW ERAN 208 . P600 44
N beta BTG D3R 3G 0, 43 0] 5 BT %
TFAZE A TUNAS R AR | AR R

8% 2: LMEBFSE R, 7EWT 56 B FR il B30
Z W, delta 5 beta 4B R G & &R A B TR T
I B HERA M (Arnal et al., 2014), #K ), FEAHFSE
14 T4 2 I B B, AT T 1 S RGN e, AR
AT SRR T AR A SR A R delta
5 beta MR 1G5

fBLAR 3 - T T A 5 T o B A AR S HLAE A,
F TR TE U TR B P600 7 iE LK beta 4l
BERE R AR fb(Li et al., 2017), SZH%A] T30 ¢ X5
FO45 b T S ELA IR AR R RIS AR
33 FAFSELZTHEHWHNESMTI

5T 3 LUARAIH S HTT, YR A RS
PR RO E, R T AR AT 7 4 /0N 1 B ] RUBE
A TINEER, R E AR AH BT R Z A1
WRIFOC RN T. 2 2GR I ALH . & SR AR
FE 6 AN 2/4 AW RA), IR SRR
D e =1 e S o Vg b 2 B S
NG S | AN e e o I K (N R ) A =8
FLZZHMAL R ABSCRHBHEE 3 KFE
BYKF: BER vs. FEHK vs. KESNE
SNSRI . SR SR A 2 R R A
D8, il 2 3 AL F /AN K P43 A5 K L
BB FERFKENARZER L, WEEZEH ., +
BHSRER =5 SRR RE R,
RS 45 S M) O Fie i 1) 50 UK, AR ) A M T

%, FEHZRZ, REREHEMNEATRE, K
A O EIME. N T T R RN E YA
T ZS IR R R OR AR A IR P, BB T 38R R
R RIS, BT T 2R TS BBV N
WRIESF o 250 55 B2 R MR AE W 58 A~ 22 )7 5
ZJa, £ 5 BAER LAWK A 58 U

AR BB . (HPCREBFHEN
KA pf [E] S 4T ERP 20 #r, ST E /N, 40
T A\DERF A BRYOKT BEA T HSEEITE
R LA BN, R T A A A I L £ R G
o Q)F ERP WU 517 45 RABAE AT, R
PRCIP W iR UEZE 1 A € Wl TATIH: e g =/ € C
TS HR 2 G N T 5 1 Bl X 2 T A DG Bk
P, BRI T B % B A B, AT
FHRA Z RGOS TG M X, 48 R KN
TE A BN [R) J2 G ) 15 A S5 A8 B R A A 22 R 4%

MABFR S R B T

BE 12 AR PR SR A S5 o3 T s & 1Y
Kipimap A 257, &ZERILTER . DRI
102 9075 & T 3 1 58 BUBE . /Y P600 5 N5 &%
N, XTI Z RIS I T AR R .
MR FEFRARR, SRR S IR B AR Ak

8% 2: FETHEE 2RI N #IE (Asano et al.,
2021), =R R B0 G X AR B R 4
T, TR0 il DX 55 T - il IX 22 ] LA O e A I B2
R

B 3 A BRI T RE2E ), W X
AN FZ PR S5 B A Y RO R
W 3 48 5 0 OB B TR, 43 A B AE R
ERAN FliE ] N5 5 P600(Sun et al., 2018),
34 REFHEVHEMNWESMT

WFST 4 SRR A B2 ARAE b i SR B
R ARBIRE N HETHEHITE LN
FEEMA N, 878 £E R B RE R S i A 1
INFIT A AL . SERHINECRIR T 2/4 0109
FLSEARAE S, IR 8 /N HAEL &4~
SRATI SR A B, BB S e R R, B =
PWRREENTRITY . ARERA 2 (ZHREH:
JERE vs. irE) x 2 (IRFAFHEE: K vs. J)IW
PRI 2% H A0 2 S B0y i T o i SR 5 ) e S s
A BF5E L R (Koelsch et al.,, 2013; Zhou et al.,
2019), SL55E i F AN = R0 DU /N T HA L5 A
BR, B R Z B SRR RO R, TEIL
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FEHE TN SR E TSR A FR,
B R =/ IN YRS DU/ IN YT 1Y 22 P B O AR
AR, PRI A 1 X9 471 25 4 o A 52 W 5
BLo A T RATRERRAT A ARRSWTIRAS, Bk P
B 22 3 G R W 19 JC AT 55, A0 i 22 5 (A9 iR
A ABET T

AHFE R AT AL A . (1) IR AR ARy T
UEAE R G HE IS [R] i, X LE 1 4R 2540 B 5 vh K I g
SR T, B8 TR R R AR 0
T AHRPER . (QFRTE IS T 458 2 Ak
BRI T 3L BN IBILR, 46 75 W 2 A
T 2 I AR AL U PN TS SRS . B 2R
o ()X LB TR S 1 5 i AR 5 R N T
22 5%, 78 B2 R G TR ] R (5 B —
AL o

XEAWFFE A R B F

B 1 HELH AR IR B 45 M R R

N5 43 F1 beta 471 BE 1) ¥ 22 9% %7 BE it (K oelsch et al.,

2013; Ma et al., 2018), FHINT & AEM X HAL5H
AT B AN T, BN TikE g
LB S

ABLAR 2 ¢ AT I T 6 4T A 485 4 o T g g =
WA TARCAL s, SiEgsFan i TALHI o

IR 3 i E T HASE ) S i B R TR 25 H A T
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The cognitive and neural mechanisms of metric structure
in music: A predictive perspective
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Abstract: Metric structure is the temporal framework of music. It is not only the basis for composers to

create music, but also the prerequisite for people to process musical aesthetics, musical emotion and musical

meaning. Hence, within the predictive coding framework, the proposed project explores the cognitive and

neural mechanisms underlying the prediction and integration of metric structure, using behavioral

experiments and electroencephalogram techniques. Specifically, it includes the following four studies: (1)
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track the dynamic neural activity during the representation construction of metric structure and the
prediction establishment as rhythmic sequences unfold, (2) explore how listeners use prediction errors to
update the prediction of metric structure, (3) examine the neural mechanisms underlying the integration of
multiple hierarchical metric structure at the phrase level and (4) investigate how listeners integrate nested
metric structure according to long-distance dependency at the period level. The above research will reveal
the general cognitive mechanism of the processing of musical structure and lay the foundation for the
construction of cognitive neural model of music. Simultaneously, the results will provide empirical evidence
for music appreciation activities and music aesthetics research, which has potential application prospects in
the field of music.

Keywords: music cognition, literary and artistic psychology, neural mechanisms, metric structure,

electroencephalogram



