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BEERE . KREMNBEZRHRE

FEE KHEAE
(RIS DI BE, 1M 510631)

O E A2ER—AHRGOCHENLE, FAINMAEFAZIEARBFAEARCELASL, AR EFET VVIQ F
FUREFTEBTTEALEALOGE, FTHEBREEFRX P ERGEEARR T TRAE RGN Z A, TR
ZIE R REARE T RAERE ., i TR FENL Kok, ATRFNE S4k 89 B 1, X 3 S uk RAUIRIL &
BEARIARR, BEZRARS . LikmfeEBRARS T RAINE S0, REFIBAGZERLESDT
NFeHFEALIFRGIL, TABTRRENAZITEIARET HieE, RRFREBRERELLEY
SREEELEAm AN, ZIHWREFIER, EREFEAARBEXFIRE LA ZIH, AB TR
15 8 F AR TT R FAF 69 MAALE 4k~ S PR AEA FIRIE

KEIR KFE, SEERER, AeR%, KRAEFT

5ES  B42

IR (mental imagery) 235 78 Bt = FM 5 MRTEBR R INRRE WA T, kA i
"B R R B A o o R B AR 6 (R S AL FER G T Az 5 P B T 4 55 3R (A 0 P R
KL, ARG FE 2 Bl 280 PR 2 1 (5 B R AE DIFURZS (Zeman et al., 2015), REAE HFATIAR
B RIT T#EIRIe R %, 2017). BEE T {7 8RR ARG T e R A, T LA &5
NTH BRI DGR AR B, X S5 ip % W 2 3 H B B A 2] BRI R A R W B Lk 7 A
MIYERE . DREE s, JE TR 5 0 I B i 42 TR ZHEMHEME etk ASCNKRZRREX —H AR
26 B T8 5w G B B AR AR AR, K, WHMNEERZ A ERRERZHFMT R
HET SR 08 SURRIE, BUOMER T K5 B 2% FINFHIN L3S, 5 g anfa s ma E3R 50 . 1%
AiE B 387 #:42 (St-Yves & Naselaris, 2018), R #Z: B e RE . RN R B, FRAOTE HEE NG
] £ A4S BEASEHDL I 000 1R i 3 B2 14 = 0 285 ¥ RN 3 A RIS 2] B 5T S (B A0 A, I DUt fd gk
ML, HAH R R B R FRIE L B 75 A0 F 3R TAFHO B2 RN T e B 2RI 58 I A T A 26
G245 1T TN i A0 R i 3 B AN () J2 R P o 2 , R
W )3 (Horikawa & Kamitani, 2017), i i IR B A il 1 RRENRR
D) 2 77 A TR T 2 1) 2k AR AT LIS L R i ) 2R 4 5k A B3R G BB TSR R AE O rh A B
R ey e e S W N LN L B WARMRE ST, BB Rt RZIR” (Pearson,
I ) b g 97 S X BB 7 A RO i R B (R 2019), EAROHERG W KBNS, YT
A2 WP T A 25 [RDAR AR 1) PERRAIR), ESE T R AE oY E TR R AEL 6 Ty T8, 35 58 R 4 (visual
L8 25 G 45 1) v 1Y) 3R 42 4 B AS [ T 60 9 T imagery) ¥ 5 19 52 — Ff PN R B 40L A0 5 JER 0 22 56 1Y)

WA ] T IR #2225 ) TR AR 2K FUR -8
2% 44 (aphantasia), tHFRC H GE, &35 Lk BAr i A5 S e, W H - £ 7 (Aristotle) ik -

i FHHE & <414 (phantasia) K8 FR.OFLR SR, IT
WOk FL . 2024-02-25 RO H S A A B 1 6 2R (Cohoe, 2019). 1EIUR
* 5 AR R4 W BT (31600907) FEAILAT, Galton BRI (breakfast-
BEVEH . 7K, E-mail : delong.zhang@m.scnu.edu.cn table test), &/~ T A5 AZETEOIIERZ T
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251 (Galton, 1880), % AT 5l i [l 48 5= |
B2 R AT, BRI R G AT TR, ME
Marks & THLOERZ WML, FF& 1A R 1k
W38 T H 0 5% 28 52 78 B B2 [9] 45 (Vividness of
Visual Imagery Questionnaire, VVIQ) (Marks, 1973),
fE 2010 4F, Zeman % A (2010)4R %5 T — 495 Bl
M.X., W BIEL D T Rk F ARG KL TR
WA HE I, Zeman WX FR LRI RS
fir 44 R EH” (blind imagination). )5 X AH Bl
W A ZIER LIRS B IZ IR N R RIAE”,
It — L XA T RGAE M PR . e RMER S
Jif (Congenital aphantasia), BJ N H T e K&
PETLEHATRERS, FAHE R RIE (Acquired
aphantasia), % — 285 K R 2 40 XLk sk &6
A4 BN E L FR B (Zeman et al., 2015),

FERAMERGAEBON T 2 WM& L AR,
FKRETE, B ASA MR H ROk %
R, DR AN JE RS bl B 9 3 8% (Monzel et al.,
2023; Zeman et al., 2020), FRAFHER GE, BT AT
BEVR B IR =2 4, W] 58 5 45 78 fhRE DG Bk
(Bartolomeo et al., 2002; De Vito & Bartolomeo,
2016; Moro et al., 2008), 3 ¥ Zeman (2020)F 2
W, AR A TR R AT DK IR A5 2R G i — 2B )
3 4 5k 2 5E (Neurological aphantasia) Fl .
R4 2 B 5E (Psychogenic aphantasia), JKRIE S
BYFEAE A LG B A S L8 SR AR 22 4R
BETH R, I AZEKIE B FRAE W] LU B
B ARTE % 8 h S 05 SO 22 R 58 4L T T TE 4
(Pearson, 2019), 1 H., X4 Z9E AR 51545 %
77 18 AW 5T ] DAE— 20 (R R SR AT RE B 3R AE 5
TIfem 2 R MIAIH

2 KREEMHRTE

VVIQ [i]# (Marks, 1973)4 H §iFAl 2k £ 0%
M EE T HZ — IR 3  TO02 ve 4 %
O IRRGIE MW #AT A RITAE, HEE 16 AUl
Ho MRAEREEY, Hoolis o8 T4 e 9 E 23
SYEL 32 )W AT BERHIE S 2k ZE (Dance et al.,
2022; Keogh & Pearson, 2018; Zeman et al., 2020),
1TV b ik 5 BB 7R I, R AR R WA TR
W IEEL, —MIANNTE 2%~5%Z [B](Dance et al.,
2022; Faw, 2009; Zeman et al., 2020), KI5 10
FEA ) T4 GE R R T A L R R Bk,

{0 A B 5T 48 AR5 3% 4 (sensory  imagery),
L3 (touch) . Wr 3 (auditory) FI IR 5 (olfactory) &
S G ARAG A IR BE ) B2k B /) (Dance, Ward,
& Simner, 2021; Dawes et al., 2020; Hinwar &
Lambert, 2021; Takahashi et al., 2023), BRIt =Z4h,
WaRERENERBRER, ToWEAERS
(involuntary imagery) (AEEES JIFi=EMRE,
W AR RS . RAERG . hL] s gk
1)UL [R) AL 37 B3 (Krempel & Monzel, 2024),
X R T RRIEFREW LE T Z N AT fg o

Dawes %5 A\ (2020)1A 1y 2K G0 7] REAE1E 2 1A [F)
T2EAL, AT VVIQ, & SRS [ I E B
%% (self-identification) 55 %k T~ = WL 4% 45 A 7 v 1l fiE
AN R LA TH VP AR £ 28 B 1 2R SF (Monzel et al.,
2021; Takahashi et al., 2023),

BT RO A I S AR 1 Oy R R FR
(RN, 2004), Pearson % A (20154 T —Fpi i
HRFLRME SR Tk, BRI aE
(visual energy)f) f B H A, i SE T AL B ) X
Bifl 5 SR A R AR, RN S 5 L R 2 ML EE
SEMFR T, BIMREUWE FE RS T
MR TT BEAE R G5 T B, R 2% & L
RENALW G L MR, W LMERRZN
SR8 ORG G T AR R (I HE A%, 2018) . XTI,
Keogh Fl Pearson (2018)2% F X AR 35 {5 =U1E M &
ML 3 5 5 B 1 vk, 1% k3l Ok R P e 3R
G B 5 AUIR 35 B A 2 e, SR Aer A 5 e 4
INES, BRINRERIEA AT SE bk 2 MR 4, i
IFAE 4TINS 2% 7 (Nanay, 2021).

ki J A5 1 AR AE e G 11 AL BIF 5 b 2 387 1 AF 5
FREGKE R 2, 2014), IR E2E
SRR T B B SER R (R RS 4E, 2017; BREE
e 4F,2018), TETMiALER, B EBLRMiAI %A
5% B (V)RR K /ING RLH K (Bergmann et
al., 2016), I 17 7€ B & 1 > 1Kk 22 5 (Pearson,
2019) 5 WIRFEFE, B RE VI V2 1)
RMFR /NG F 5050 5 5 714 5 (Bergmann et al.,
2016), WAL, AR L 2N, RS
RE bR . T HL, OBUIR S g ] DA i SR R
MREIMRZLWONEES VI RERRDRIEHH
X, XGPAERAIZEM) (Pearson, 2019), X—IE
R YRR TETE AN B BB ARREUET o LIk,
EERE W RS iR N (AR S
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(Keogh et al., 2020), KGHIEMEIERZAT 55 L0
W X3S 0 3 RO R AR, T A I X3 A I 4
(Zeman et al., 2010), Milton %5 A (2021)3— 345
Hh P 7 2 T Bl 4 A5 A AR T P X
I DX 2 T 2 T 0 2 B 2 G 1 55 Ak A O
WA 225 BT R I R S MR FE R 5 F 5T
55 v ELAG AN [) F — B B 1 SR BB A5 20 (Meeng
et al., 2023; Monzel et al., 2021), BT iR FEH;
RFETFESN, 4 HAATF 5T T BT LLBf il 2k B9
B ESCE, W Kay 58 A(2022) % B Z5E AR 1Y)
i AL 52 7 it B A 2 2 114 2 B0 R A A T 5 A
5%, Zhao & N (2022)F FHC BHUE e AT: 55 1A Hi, A
FER IR GAE VR 7 il i 8oy bR i B 3

£ I, VVIQ AL G 3 T H WA 5 1 vTAl 7k
FEI T IRATTXF G G AR, T 2 Bl 2
FAR T BN 20 R 40 % U b R,
HE— 25 IR T FR AT A 28 S mh Y AR

3 REEMEBERINRBE

XFREZENFUL, MoERZ B RER
HHLRURRAE, R RE W EIRNE, 2 E
B2 1 R R TR A % (Pearson, 2019). 11 28 G 0E #L
BAEAE N IRAT 3 — 20 B SRR R T S5 15 R
Jin T e HRH R A RN T AR 4L T A

TG R GRE A AR AR AT AN A B i A B T
M F A M £ %, (5250050 2 8 AT 2
@ TEAR | A7 B SR RE 71 IR 52 5 (Bainbridge
etal., 2021; Liu & Bartolomeo, 2023; Pounder et al.,
2022; Zeman et al., 2010), ZIRLA W57 & 8 1 5
T e GERE A AE G A B AR AT 55 T B I
I3 18 (Crowder, 2018), G X EH Z i i, K4
E AR SR B T ARG SR W DI A7 i AR [ 9 0 5
w5 E, RIS RE [R] B X 40 5 AR SU(E B A7 T
TP B R T B (Monzel et al., 2022), Ak,
OB IE 2 B R GE AR XN T S5 th 4068
(Pseudo Hallucination)Mi i3855, 5 ESLL]W AR
AN, DhLT o BRI R IF AR RSN, RS
S5 FE PR BTN A Ih g AR Ak T OB, W MW
“Ganzflicker” (— Fl A 7 2 B IN &) BT i &
(Konigsmark et al., 2021), B35 5 98 AR 58
i JFF 5 A% 5 s (alternative  strategy) b P A1 45 %0
TR B o SR, E— SR AN Ty T, AN

BRIRGN, — 280 GRS M A e ) Sl i) R HE, T
Ak ] BE 5 T 2R LAAE (prosopagnosia) A 5% (Milton
et al., 2021; Zeman et al., 2015, 2020),

BRI IR & Zeman 25 A (2010)42 1,
M AEBF 5 & LS R ARAR M 2k G0 1 32 1R 3 HE R
TTRGAL S BIEE T KW F B2 M4, 340
$Ei T A aete R N . BT, SRR
TE BRI R R IE N R ERZ A5
RIS HE ZHE T MR SR R A .
Il Bainbridge 25 A (2021)E—MELIT5 LM
R GRE AR Y & A IC A R0 L B S ) A 4 T U
A, HURER T ARRRE B 9 2 R X 0 B, AR
Ffi 15 & 1 T 4% (Language scaffolding) [ 3% £ ;
Keogh % AN Q02D —WBRMES T, RIKZ
SEAN RS AR Z MR I 5 A BRIz 4b,
WA E E TARIRILTE R R KB, REIEA
WSiB AL O, f79 . SHXRBETE LS g
f%(Jacobs et al., 2018). [FFE, 7EML SRR MITE
J151 56601 1, Monzel 55 A (2021)IAN R GAEA
R T SRS A S B AR ISR VR A

B AR W 00 1 R R % S AN A B JE ik A=
WAEGE XL E RS, BN RESA Fw
M%), XE—CBRE LRWUBZIIFATE 2K
W T 5 2 % (Zeman et al., 2016, 2020), X—3
S AN T SRR T AR SR TR s A AR R R R T, N
T BRI S5 4R (Arcangeli, 2023), I,
B il /D M R (g SR G 0k R, R G A (RAK SR T LA
T AR S SO0 ARG, L, A
WP R ZIAERMA TP T REAZ Rt 2 & 1A
+:, W24 Craig Venter, #1424 Oliver Sacks
F1E# Blake Ross % (Arcangeli, 2023; Zeman
et al., 2020),

FRTAL T, WM AR, KGR
MRHCAZAE S Th I RIIE R, M7 —2 i 4201
K EHCAZ AL, GnE — S 4R L & 2 R I
(Rey-Osterrieth complex figure test), 2 ZHE A&
) I I A, XL & I AT RE R WM (Tis
T ERIR W R A FIC 4 N 4 (Milton et al., 2021;
Palermo et al., 2022; Zeman et al., 2010), {H-43 45 ©F
FKH KRGS B EL, %
KB F M 58 T =X 09 B 2 K B HE 4 (Dawes
et al., 2020; Monzel et al., 2021), JiH 27K AiC
TCTTH o SR I GIEA U T 0] R 38 5 iR R
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PRANILE A8 0 A BB, AR — R R
PEREE 143 (Bainbridge et al., 2021),

TE TAEICAZ Ty T, 2 GO0 AR TE ] B AR I
1CAE 55 IR BRI W3 50, (HAEE Z Ao
TAEICACAT: 55 HAFTE R, B 240 B R Y
PR BE A B, 2R GRE A B R T AR s A b
PEAL DG R G W BB AT A R B (Jacobs et al., 2018;
Keogh et al., 2021; Pounder et al., 2021),

Pearson (2019)AF5TINN, ¥ B 25 4 it
A7 TR BUPE TCAZ LA KR K e AR AT I TS 1012 8
P T i oA [ B Th e 4%, O HAR L5
Zo Wi, REFENEH THZ W KRR eTF2
012 BE 71 (Dawes et al., 2020; Palermo et al.,
2022; Zeman et al., 2020), 31 EL AR 45 37 5 A EH 8,
F AL R 5 58 3R 5 S i BT O A A0 5
R4, FIA B R IR GRS AE A ik
B8 1 b IR REAE A — 2 PR 9 H75 (Dawes et al.,
2022; Milton et al., 2021; Watkins, 2018; Zeman et
al., 2015).

gi b, B AR T T IFE— @ R LR
ARG T Hic LTy A R B G, BAR H TR AT
ST AHE H LI AR AR AU, (0 R E ik B
B AR B BIF 5 AT LA E — 25 R0 A ok
B E JE Rt

4 REENASEME

bR TAEA R ANCIC T AN, KRG A
SR AL AN GUR, IS maE Sy . Joil L,
AL . A5 QNSRS R
TIRFI TR 2R

7 B3 6] BE 1 5 07 10N, R RAETF AT
FI 23 ] K4 (spatial imagery) e, ks
G A AAE O BIE & 5 2 T AT: 55 v L 2 R T
{6, (Bainbridge et al., 2021; Dawes et al., 2020;
Keogh & Pearson, 2018; Zeman et al., 2020), X7
FF T 28 )RG5 BAR SR GAT AL 3L A 4230 % 1 0L
s (Dawes et al., 2020; Keogh & Pearson 2021;
Zhao et al., 2022), AR A, KGAEMETEM
B 5 AT 55 TP AR AE R, R Bl e AR LI
AN 7T, AEABATTE UM P A 14 2 () AH X 2
B UL R AT e B A () SR AR 5 T Y R BT ANk €
(Bainbridge et al., 2021), X 3B R 78 B/ D30 52
REWFNT, REIEMRRABRA —ERER

ZMIANHIBE ST . T3 4h, BAR FALRE T 537 st
REHK, HBIRKZIE A2 6] 58 1 9 A 32
G 2 B LR 1Y 52 1 (Palermo et al., 2022),

TETCINFIKF b, R GIE SRR F IR 44 BE
NAFTEYT R S B . A RINBEE W Fok k4
iU A ICIA R 45 D) R 1T -IE 28 R S8 B A (De
Vito & Bartolomeo, 2016), {H Keogh Fl Pearson
(2018)jt 3 XUHR 58 4 9280 S 32 13X — Wi o I H.
Dance 55 A (2022) AT 58 # Al H] VVIQ #E4T A
SETTRER, PR G AMATE TN PPAl [ B A
HERM . 93— J71H, Jacobs % A (2018)5 Liu #i
Bartolomeo (2023) % Bl T 2 G e M ATE TG IA KR
S8 7175 W BB, R BIESE S B R R GE A
M TN R P 7T B S AA A BB o X BB 45 R4 /R
T RGRE XSO B RE AN BE I AFTE S I 1) 22 4
BEFZA

B EEN 2, B BAEW S R R
1255, 2R Z0E AN R 3R B0 A 55 1 A 4
(Wicken et al., 2021), X Al fg 3B fi1xF A 1H
S 1 AR BRSO, T R AP R A 15 S 0 11 £
i (Dawes et al., 2020), EEIARIH, KZ
BURQIEA AR A RERS M, (H 45 Y LS 2401y
SRS R XS LA =2 WA A AR PR A
A2 F e, R R A AR 22 S T RE R TR
GAREARTE VRS T AR T 2] A 3 MY %
Z, AU T AL AR A £ R L (Dawes
et al., 2020; Milton et al., 2021; Zeman et al., 2015,
2020) X 264 B ] fE I 5 0BT A
BB HORE  A e HLR S B B R R A
PR, Z R TE 3 1, A i b R v S o i 151
KR E R b AR, T R G S A 2
P P4 00 BB 3 R AT C(Dijkstra et al.,
2019; Krempel & Monzel, 2024; Zeman et al.,
2020),

TE R 3E 3 A BUE S D5 T, A I R
I G0 AN R BT BE AE 76 TR ME (Wittmann &  Satirer,
2022; Zeman et al., 2020), {EABATE ] 38 531 5 BE
RO S8 A AR 55, TR —E WK, R4
TE — S 45 58 1 00 T BUAF 7R 45 O 8 B Y ) 2
(Wittmann & Satirer, 2022), [A]H, B (Synaesthesia)
S —FiRSE VR A 1 0 T R, T AR AT LA fih
R P — I R A X P 4 A R B P i — PR
IG5 27 0 W LR AR5, — O B TR Y
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A H A A SR OB S (Bamett & Newell,
2008), {H Zeman % A (2020)5 Dance, Jaquiery %5
AN Q02D 5T & BLR G R AE R DL R 3 | 52
PR A BLTRRRAE, 3% B IS8 RE 7 7T AE LA —FhRRRR
TR T XA
VLRI T 3RATIX O R 4 5 00
RS2 18] 5 R AR, i BRI — 2t kg
hiE 5 AL AR LGSR B Z M S R E BN, IE 4N
Zeman % A\ (2016)5 Brons (2019)# 1} TR & &
W AW — 5 I AR ITA R 52 4 TR 1 R
Hiy o THRGAE RN Z R, AT LUAES i
FEARTEIIRA R T A SRE, 77 R AL,
WF 58 A 32 W) 2R G0 O Al — Fioks B B A%, TR A
KA LT —BEEERAER, KREEMINNZ
FEE IR AR 7R T S K0 T 88 138 I 1 4
fiE, 38 N2 e SR T T <28 A0 7 it B A

i
5 REFIERKEARFHNERA

51 AMBZE5ATEEHT R

st b, FRenE XAEMR KRR FRET S
RAYIRRRE S, UHZEAZK WL, NTHEGER
5T F B4R P AR 3 FT LU . 2% S AR A BL
o [, & Hbr 2008 ) —Fhae g B AN
AEAY T30 7 BE 2 4t (Macpherson et al., 2021),
ST, N RE Y AR 5 0 Mk 45 44 A 2 B
PN B2 A B4 AR B S RS AT
T o AR Iy E BAL LR AT AL
L, BRGNS 0 R R s, A
TG M L RAED T — BRI B B, B
Bl 22 )2 P 25 ) 25 1) o LA R s 1) A 1 i A i 2
fife e T BN SR i 2 IR, 24 H R
Az TN 2R BE #2226 (Lillicrap et al.,
2020; Richards et al., 2019), Jf55i{b2E 2] )4k
&, QI T RERE T TR Y St ) R,
FEPRGHE . FIHEZE(Silver et al., 2018)% , R4 A
TR BEZ MR AR K, B, SAMTTER
RS v AT BEAFE S ) AL R 3 AL 52 B, (HHAE )
& FRMEA R B (Lillicrap et al., 2020; Whittington
& Bogacz, 2019),

AYEHWANTERY - FERBEESR
Bl T PR SRR I A 5 BAC S . e i+
R, WA AR T ILF A Y& B R

WAL, Fln, B YRS (Millidge et al.,
2022), LLKBEAE I RURSHLUR 28 70 2 0] (1 BEAIL FEL o7
FA 15 B9 A2 06 1 248 ) 4% 45 (Burkhardt et al., 2023),
N L RE Y & R S o AR #E T FRATTXT K5
BOmT AR, B an st x5 908 4 224 DL H AR DK 3
PR B 5 S BERY, O SR A 3 O R 5 2R 42 1Y
HUm M, FFAERR IO T 20E S (Yamins &
DiCarlo, 2016), 7%k, #iIlZkHATIEAT
FHIPR M4, T E 2 RAR 5 AT A R A 55 B T
T IR B L 5 2 52 IX A AL 1Y) 2 1E (Nonaka et al.,
2021; Yamins & DiCarlo, 2016),

J T BEME T A b A N T BEAR AL £k
fixi”, W54 H Brain-Score (BS) (Schrimpf et al.,
2018)F1 Brain-Hierarchy (BH)f%4>(Nonaka et al.,
2021) P FEFR R IEAR AN TR sE A AL 5 A 2 5t
RG22 IyaeAH M. Bk UL, BS i it A58 il
W I 16 s AnAT B EE S, T BH B £G4
TR 4% 5 I v S [ J2 G/ X388 2 [ 114 J2 4% TR R
(Nonaka et al., 2021; Schrimpf et al., 2018) ., {H#53
B, TEVEAG LA 8 A 09N T2 RE A0 o Ak A
RIEE & B, BS 55 BUE UK B 2 EAHSC(RI, ZShK
MR R T L), H4EH] BH AT IFAG
2E B HIF [Z (Nonaka et al., 2021; Schrimpf et al.,
2018) X FHH, ANSRIRATITRAM A Al RG0 ok @A
IR PR B T FRATTX R A P A Ak B Y B, IR 4
Ak L3 I N T4 BEASEAL 55 KR P R I R Gt Y A5
ATIREAR UM, LA B ss i 2 b AR kR BL 1 i 4 A
JrHE R RE I WA E B, AR RN, AT
RERCHLFIAE M) R GE A5 BN T 38 B4R P G
RENEZEMERZ, HlW, AR EZIAAH—
AN LG M2 BT A s e 22, W LLE
B B R Al i A IS L, oA s o
WV X)) BA B — 4 B 28 JC 14 1% 5h (Bashivan
etal., 2019), 243k, KNI GEHEISAEINMELE K
WS FREI T ER, MIREHRT TSR
RN Z W G R, BN, &R 48 W 4%
TEAR AL BTy T T, B4 R 2 TR T A
MG R, XA AL T Al S M RRAE R A
A A RN, T I 2 J DN AS B U 3 Bl )k 2 A B
75 &% B (Battleday et al., 2021), Jidk, iz
P 28 5 FH SR 48 T8 TN A Y, 96 B L 1842
MES, ANmsHR T IANB N BE 3 2 3
(Yamins & DiCarlo, 2016),
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52 RFEHIMMETTELE

IR GERE IR G X AR R () 4% S80Il 42 4t
TH S BB, BAMAE—ERE 2
BT BBt (AT T R A ) BT 7 Y A £
2 B ) 3 o (BB P A1 P B B A AL (Grush,
2004) . 3X 5 %090 TN S AT A R AR E W, B
SR AT A LR R BO 5 A R
ATEAT H BT 77 A 1Y (Bastos et al., 2012), i B
WA RZW R —FAIE X, AT A
50, i E R N A Y A AR A s A AL T
(Moulton & Kosslyn, 2009), 2RZAERIBFGT R,
IRz A EREGNNS5E, AT 2
1EH iY(Keogh & Pearson, 2018), [AlkE, KZAEAMA
WA RS A o] 0 DE ke, 33X R WA HLAS B0 A )
B, ARG MR B Z R Z S B8 (Keogh &
Pearson, 2018), W5 A7EIE A EMFER (Zeman
et al., 2015), XFRMIRZ M T —Fh BIECE
177 1 (Grush, 2004; Moulton & Kosslyn, 2009),

15 BIR BE AR 1 I £ AT LA i — B AU R i A
TN ARG A MR, FESE T 7648 B W 45 b al LA
MG RFAIE e B2 1) -5 1 B B A0 5 R CRRAIE,
BAER M Z N V4 FITUTF /), HISE 5 R
TN 15 LA R X AT ) 2 ) AR AR - R R 1 v
JORAZ B TS A L, AR RS T 0 X 8k
VI1-V3 EEE RIF 46K T VA R gnid @ dE, X o
718 00 R 2R 2 0 R I B TE e T AR AL T R IR AR
(Breedlove et al., 2020), Breedlove %5 JOK A2k
i i 3R G AR — A S A U 5 T S
T, T2 R 4 25 0 3 Ao DA v J2 IR I 5 R AT BT
JE YA SERFAE A 70 ok G URTR o BRI AR S
g (18 A B KST- (il G2 )Xo 385 A %) SRRk A A g
I B A AT (ELAR) B, AR AR % AL i X35 119
O XA S ) S A D N LA R S ok T
WG B3R5 A T A TR0 i T T R x R 2 11
SN, WESE T AEARAK ARG X S, AR R AR S
[ 23 (RIS AH X1 B0 28 [ ATUR FRAIG, AR S 25 (A
HYREZ SR TS ] o X % IRAE 7R 1 A3 FLCy
RGN R gt =X, BIFEE 42K T 5,
25 1) A5 6 G- 32 9 0k /D>, R Az 3 AR A5 R ke
(DiCarlo et al., 2012), X —Z5HAFK, 7T LKL 3
R GERMENITAR IR ER, BIRERS
PheEle JIOEUEZE: o SR W TP U R U EZ R = I X VO

bR b, BRI RE IR A M %2

B AEAE AT 25 LE oG R 2L T UEHE (Spratling, 2016),
LM BRIy, R R BE—1012
[a]4Z (Pearson, 2019)—FhIE R, 7EXAHIRIT,
1R A BT X8 ) T B R A B 2 A S
AKIR o T 44 5 (4 FH DG AR 5T O 28 R WL 38 1 45
S EIR T DL S BN SUE B A G, DASRAER
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Beyond visual constraints: Interdisciplinary exploration of aphantasia

QI Denghui, ZHANG Delong
(School of Psychology, South China Normal University, Guangzhou 510631, China)

Abstract: Aphantasia is a unique psychological phenomenon characterized by an individual's inability to

voluntarily generate mental imagery in the brain. Researchers have revealed the existence of aphantasia

through subjective assessment methods such as the VVIQ, and explored its neural basis using binocular

rivalry paradigms and brain imaging techniques. The study found that individuals with aphantasia often

employ alternative strategies, such as verbal descriptions and non-visual approaches, to compensate for

deficits in imagery tasks. These strategies are diverse and manifest not only in imagination and memory but

also in spatial abilities, metacognition, and emotional experiences. The application of deep learning models

has not only advanced the intersection of cognitive science and artificial intelligence but also provided new

avenues for uncovering the neural computational mechanisms of aphantasia. Future research could continue

to explore the multisensory modalities and cognitive diversity in aphantasia, develop new deep learning

models to simulate its cognitive patterns, and reveal its neural mechanisms, offering new pathways for

understanding brain information representation and developing more human-like intelligent systems.
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