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B AN A BIE T #B AL FiR AR ARZ T .
BARAE X NAT AT S IR R, S RS
HVFZ KT NI AR, Flhn, tHH G
B R IR ARMR R E AP B R, JFRA
YE MRS SR IE AR 2 —. RSO0 LR T
EY] 19 Mg E I, R AL B2 T R S R
JRER LR T . Bl E XL IR AT O B
DL K et ) = 58 424 o 3 v ok SG0 38L 2 [R) RLATE 5 1 AN D
TR, REOHLE 5 G kM. 20 22 90 4RAR L
K, BEENM AR E LR, EENINEA %
B D BT R A RIe s . AR S AT S FUR R
1T 055 PR LRI EAT T R BT, X SEAF 58 B 2R
B H TR RS, fEAE TS L FER—h 4
2% (Neurolaw).

phzs ke —al i B i Taylar Z8 NP, BTERR
T 22 Bl 2 K al dh 2 B = A A A A0 P i 4 493 1R AR
T R SR, INAIM SR 5k RIER
X AT AETE 20 42 90 4FAR K, 7E Gruter efit

WEEFRFAWRIXFER, CxRAmMERFT ERR L ERA RGN O
ZHE, R EERRWAR A EHFRRHIF RN E A, TRBLE: (1) ARk S
FAREAZTRFEMEEFAERILNLE, Q) RITAS# EH F R R 3 5 ik LA %
FOAETRI T AR, (3) X HE BRI R RAT N B9 R I P ME TN, DUE A By ] ik 5L
(4) A Fe 3 24 5 HOR R By SR R AL AR Bk 44N T A R AT T A
WREFWIRAAE T A ERAT AL EOIE vk ZHLH B IR, x5 LB A .
(BRI R A o 0 22 % 5 B R0 AQ FR AT 9 58 oy o AL % R AL

Ketiltin]
kR
RN
ViR s
& T T
VN kL

T BRI AT R sh g B 2e . N AT
FGEABCE Y S B, Ok AR SR R
B L R F NI T T8 —ERNERL s, 3%
PR OERTEE SMAERER . DMERHET T —
FYNR TN LR RNt 21 #2279,
— RN AR PP 2B R R SO | RS VR ) A
B BT Ak, A B B ARSI
PRk 5 | 04 1 5 [R]85 Y A 2848 B 2% (Neuroethics)
AR T RS R R . 2007 48,
MacArthur $:4: 2% BlI, 7£ Gazzaniga, Sinnott-Armsrong
Ml Morse 2 [A] FF5 T By S a R4 TRESE
BTAEERGS, rEE gk smuiiiit r—K
W MR, FEANTE R Bl 2 A — TR ARG A
VR Rk 5 vk A 2 ) T 4 A8 S A

PR TS B 40Tz, ISR B )k
ATE 2 B 1)k A S e 1) 4% A4 O TS AT BB 32 21IA
PRI RE R, X LEER R L T RN A, (H
4R 1k, WAL EEE T TLUT 4 D J7:

FIC5HBA: Hu C P, Deng X H, Zhou Z J, et al. Neurolaw: A marriage between young cognitive neuroscience and old law (in Chinese). Chinese Sci Bull

(Chinese Ver), 2011, 56: 3041-3053, doi: 10.1360/972011-1911
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(1) FEvESE b, Gy A AR Bl 2R 2 1 T ok
e 56 4 = N BRI A5 BT A 5 A A A R0 5
(2) FRVFINFI R 2B 27 W 58 R 6T TR =5 w3k 52 e
TR 52 AT 0 7T REAG A S0 (3) X HE SERRIR A
ARSRAT R S B AR R PN, DS B w) ik S i (4)
N HIE: 5 (cognitive manipulation) 244 5 £ K 1 FH 19
e e 1B B S BN (EZ:37 = N B P g |
AR R 2207 A S A GO B 5 47 1Y
LY R TNE RS /S A7 < (I PRI ST (2
P2 R R il SR i ). A SO Bk 4 4> J7 T X it 48
AT TR, JF X R & 2 R ORI 52 T
] 4 ) e .

1 &R SR ER PR Rl

UL LS MR RS “UE SR e 1 AR —,
SR U A 1 75 TRl e B8 (A0 24 35 N B BRIR BlE A UE )
P 2 0L L S M TR PG 7 2 5 0 B2 M A, R B R
BMAELLT 2 A5 (1) $Z A %00 5 ME AR AL
M N T HESE 0 B, RIPEAS R R U (2)
HI FA5 512424 B HA ] 28 M (malleability), AT
T icfZ(episodic memory, tHIFVENE RICI2)RIIRIE
ZVF 2 R 1R kA AR R, HER PO
e DR R S A D 9 S R R R E
LS TR M 0 A RGR AR

B, — M RAT R 25T 7 vk X DA ke L Ak )
L IRAE, AR AR A 2Bt 2 7 X R B A T M
FUE T ICC M 2 LR EAT T ST, IR IR R Q]
R 28 A ) T 3% VA A s 0 5 R0 ARG T 8 3R 12 12 (False
memory), PAPEAL 5 1R UEYE A9 B PE RER . X
AR FENR L . REFB L.

1.1 s ng Eet:

5 IR B B SE TR W) St e b B L
PA] IR S R A% o A SR 30 75 ) 40 25 S 1 A B R (R
e AP A HEARAME. BFRE R ERP 5
fMRI 2 AR A7 A ) p 268 28 BRAIL R 2647 1 BT,
KR AL oA e SR YE T A U R R, IR e
S T w) v S

KM ERP HORM R EE A Z—JE P300-
GKT Mlicsi A, B ERP 7 AR 5L 5 (A0 58- FHiR I
ik (guilty knowledge test, GKT)#%% &, ik ERP fff
FEHHY Oddball JE5X, LS5 ALARAH G A A5 B (R BT AL
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R0 R /NS, LSRR TG SR 1R B R KA
SRR E bR IS A /N R & Y
P300 ALGF, WEA3 T LA S A R XoF /N ARE 2 fill 84 ) 284
Bbh ol SO WD IR AR S BB &
E09 P300, vz E BXTICAEA B X, AR
REMIRAE; IR ARBEA K B B EA P300, UiBIIEA
ARABILIEMEAE S, TR AL R, nTHE
I H R SRR U4 (B P300-GKT M55 4% A () HEf P25
5 % B IR M B, FEieiaah, AR A
BB ORI, S20 P300 JEIEAR/N, BTl
Pl AR I A 238

Rosenfeld 25 A '%E P300-GKT 3% A it il
b, #&IT T2 4A L (complex trial protocol, CTP)
PI4E W ERP MG HERaPE. 78 CTP Juzlh, Bkl
TR0 9 6F 5 S S R0 R AT g, T R R o
AT RE S S0 IR A LR ME B (BRI RO 5k 5 A0 g
TC K B B TGN, FLHR I 38 55 T6 5 3 s B
BIEEBIN 104, 55 1 IEBLAIRIECN 6, FoR il
RN E B Tz 58 2 IEIREE O @,
TR U T 5. Sk CTP JuX7E
J 3 |5 P300-GKT AL, {H CTPIEAFELLT
et e, 1R AR 20~30 AR KB R Wk e
A T & B A R, DA PRI B ks v B R R T
P L, B Lk R R R 4 S A SR s (i
ZARN); R, BTSSRSO T A,
TR ICT R R, A R RIE RS 1 IR
RS E], i e P S S R A SR BT R I R . 5 Ab,
2R 1R 2 B e R 1 W55, mls/ N A
PR HOS BRI RIS & 1 P300 PR AYEZ . CTP
0 A B HERG R AT 3k 90% LA b, i HL ] 4 54
PR R BT B i S g,

B ERP HARMGEAN, ©F 58 & I i 223K
fMRI 7 ARSI . HFFE &R, Lk He il 5 o 7 2
1T IfiE (executive function)f)Z: 517 B HF5T A
B2 SR P D U0, BV B 4% F R BT A Mk X vk
T T BOE R IX . AR R, TEEA T,
= AL T N = 1 4 0 111 1571 s 1
FIAT (8] 45 2 5 AT D i B0 10 DX 380 K 7 S s UL (E
XS R fMRI A5 OB 2, AR as RER T 24
Bk, iR RSB, i HL, X AR AR A
E3 RV Nl

ITAESR, WA R A IMRI 7 ARSI A 58 0
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FKHLIR ARG . BT AR IR IR S5 4E 55 R 4
AR, A B AT X BB T . Lang-
leben 25 A POVRLAE SR UL A L AT 55,
Logisitic [a] 9 B9 77 1 K ff 2 B AE 3~ il ik B2
iife, 5T 78%MIEH3. Davatzikos % AR
S FE1a E AL (support vector machine, SVM)) 7 ik %}
XAHLEIE AT E B TR, B IR S R 88%.
Kozel % N\P2R FHBLPL 57 T, S4B R 7 20 ik
TEUL T A A T KM 2488 X (region of interest)
TE AR 0 22 AT T LR, ST TN ALY, FELA
RETR TR 2 B AT 1L, SRR,
ol A5 700 S N7 2 R Y LG 2H 3 I A Y 1E A R 4 il
KEN T 93%H 90%. Nitt—L4EE fMRI F AN R
M52, Kozel 8 NPT 0 & 2 B RE IR
S, SRR, XTRIErdld 9 AN EHK A THE IE R
FIKF] 100%, HIEH<AE0E A 15 A0l 5 A
B TRAL, IRAPRA 33%. HIRZE R AR PH MR
B CBE AR VLT I KB R A E 1 FE R, {2 Kozel %5
NIA, I3 AT AR A HEBR AR 51 i B8 A 9% Bl 7 2.

Aat, X JLFD fMRI I3 62 AR 38 R 75 18 SO e o
s 0 % VB P OS2 A, Ganis 25 AP i (R
PR B R I (AN v AR R T L), S5 R,
T AT B A s I A SR e P R AR AEG EMIRT 32 A 35 1)
e AT K, tMRI 34 R 25 5 52 ) 53
MBI FEMR, 752X fMRI A9 P4 SRR S

FEARXT ERP Al fMRI W Hed R 915 B A4
Grigl2 2 (B — R L B g0 F) k9
FEAE TR, 2001 4R, 7E 3% B far AR 1 — A2 4,
HEEEZ T INES0A F AL ERP U FEIEHEY, R
BT FFAS B IZE 3 2 75 2 % ) e 45 S ke 1) 50 o
PEAEF. 2008 4, FEEDFE Pune 2 A — MR F 244,
B G E RN T B IE 745 5 (brain electrical oscil-
lations signature, BEOS)IJIHE 454, FF4 HAE M A
P i) EEYE Y, 2 5 A Bk 5 W A 4l R DA el
2R VR RS R 2 AR s R IR 1Y 20

fMRI W FEE AR GRS T A 32 B HLIB I O TE, b
[(RENESERRIYINESE AR X (R TE SN R YN /34
B ESEME. 2010 47, 7F 32 [ H40PG M () United States
VF Semrau FHPY P A Semrau iERILREEZ
Cehpoes 7~ FIXTHFEATHY (MRI $9H#5 455, DAk B At
TEVERE B BRI S 52, B Cephoes 42 R & K 2
PRYA B RE B 45 J W7 Semrau JFBEH BETE, (HIEEEE

46 7z IMRLIESE. 35BN, MR IUHEE AR 25
AN RTEE, I HoATBE 25 R B A P e 4 A i
fRAE, PRI AS A5 5 Bk 2 M s v 01 G i 4 A 9 (heep://
blogs.law.stanford.edu/lawandbiosciences/2010/06/01/
fmri-lie-detection-fails-its-first-hearing-on-reliability/).
EPEE AN, 230K ERP I MR B A 25 5AE A
TEHE 1 8 10 52 4 R 44 B, SR WA b 2 B2 1
FERERXS T ¥ S A 52 ) L 32 7 . 3

1.2 FiAluEda i dian vk

W pras, MERE IR Z 2 MR
W 111 2 AR A R, B Y S5 N B0E A RO,
PR AL F S F R e, (BB TR SIS, 1)
ME DL UE BRI () HERR . (BAT N 2R 0 5T AR X
BICC S BSLEC AT A SUIX 4. B LA, EAEk, A
8 I IR Sl T A 28 AR B R 48 7R A RS A2 1 ki
BLI, DA Ay w2k S i v 0 0B 55 ) TE B A0 o B 1 4
TR AL

K ERP FIl fMRI PR W], 7E B SGCA2 5 5 iR
IR, BE K2 2 (A 2205 sh e I 3R 3
T 25 S5 PR TE T R A S 8 3 G e
BRI 5T A B, PR LSS TR 2 R 1R 01 2%
PR AR R A 22 DY,

BARREM AR RN, BIce 58 1R=1012
B AL A 22 5, (HaX S8 _AE B T 2198
R UACAZ R, 1 Rl S e 7 B AR T IR
PR HERGYEBEFTFIME. AT, Rissman 25 A5 FH 8 H
B 1Y 22 AR A 2K 43 B 7% (multi-voxel pattern analysis,
MVPAKAKE K fMRI FARFE A RIKE AR X
N ESZCIZ S RICIZ B HERIPE. MVPA 2K L2~
> R 4325 (pattern classification) i il 3 fMRI %X
Padreh, Enl#EE fMRI B0 A ey R, HE
TR, B R T 2R RE ST B 25 R =
AR BN B AT AS 7, BIAR 4 K T B X
S HEA R TE i i B EAT AN 76 31 0 SR, Riss-
man 55 AR B, MVPA {54 B84 20t 5 31 B S E 12
VRS DRICA2. ] B o o B 531 B S ic 2 5 A il
1A Rtk — PR R,

R 7B 5T anfe] B I 5L SE e 2 5 R iR AL A, BF
9% 74 10 38 3 3 A R DX T R R i i
2P filtn, Hassabis 58 A PSR R 7 HE $0LB0SE 1) B
(i) rf 2 B S 0 DA B SR B — 5 e i HAR AL & . A
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MVPA 5 3RS ik B s 7 B s R i 3 ) 2 s
BEAT T, AR, ARG S AT ) W b
TAE B AU B S BT Ak By 2 TR (6B O 1 A A
IO A 2850, Chadwick 28 N PREREHA 7 4 2%
LA 5 R MR E I AT IR, [R) I 4
M. S5 R B, AR T B P A5 A A ] ] A
WIELERIZ I 50, X5 R W], IMRI £ AR 5
VFRE S B b i i gl i SR B2, AT AT RE IR
TE W) ¥ S B h ARAHE R 7 TR 1R iR AR

FAT, FH #0248 5 ik 30 B Se A2 5 R il
TC VL B BEATACAL “figf ™ B W S 1) Ak Tk A B L,
ol 1 B 7V AGL I TR IR I 64 VB R )R R 3k 5 gk
AT ESZE. N, FIBHIE A BICIZ0E  OR RIS,
AR AGIE R ERR T ELE AR I N IC A2 n]
PAFHICUESE, iR E PR e S A o SR . st
(UEILRESNELE SN AP QTR A Rr s A oY L]
5 A w2 S B AR R R

2 A RIEE TR PRIk

FH| 25 5¢ {1 (criminal responsibility) -5 oAl 2 £ 5%
e KB A [F] G 7 TSR AR M B L, AT 4K
Pz — A AN B M A &Y, fE Rk
SE Y, XA AGE 50 = AT A ET R R  R B A
TR =47 A RE 1, RIREAH X 7 T R 5% 0 B A R il
HCOATNRES. Brlk, R AR T D4R At &
AR IEH B NAE BRI 647 S 68 77 1A K
M 45ty 5o e R S AAEZE R, AT el kst s
Sk B NIRRT SR SR RE 1. S 4h, XA
R EAT A (volition action) AN HIH ZHL HEAT IR A
W58, AlE /RGN 51T M Z A E R, TR
AT A BB 0 B W3 DL F 5 e
KT H R BR AY IE R

2.1 HAEMIES SUTE

o F 22 K0 50 I R R R X A T D AE (13~17
YRR HEAT N, FRE R BN, X iR X 1
R AR LM ETITRE . HFOHFENR
1T RE J1 95 B th ST AR IS W RLE, T A SR ST AR
I 0400 2 R DA AR K & B RA N B G RS K
SN JERE Y. BT LA A AR R & R A AT RE
IR GE e il 2 2 A R B 4R

NI 2B R W, H DRI T 2
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JRI K S As Az v, HOR IS5t i) kB E 2RI N
S MBSt Jal /L | A AR B ST n LR B AR ek D
PSR i DA R i X [ B 2R A S D 3 i (4231 £
TN 45 AN F N F IR 9 A A% L IR N SO Ak
(ventral striatum) . HEREZ 25 . PRI A 2400 0L 9 45
i X AR DA R R B IR S S kR i T
T AR I | TO0R B J23 DL RS 3 i s 1ol S5 1 DX i & B
WA 2218, 130 /DA AT & 2 p sl
XN & B AR T 3R A AR — T T R
FERURR, HAT I SR AV B SR IR, FORRE
FAPNREAT ARG, 5—J7im, X HC )
A7 R B 4 B T ARG, DRI 2R B 6 v 1 o Bl K-
BN, Geier 25 A\ —101 fMRI BF7¢ h, R FH S R Bk
145 (antisaccade task) A A 55 7 /0 4F ik %42 54 il 3%
BN T 32 AT 55 B SR Ak a0 o X 5 4Kt 30 %) o i
TR R Z hgh. [FE, BRI R 2R 1R
TNIER RN AT TER L, Ak 1.5 s MBI ROV &
B, 255 R B, RIMIERA KWL R, &4
R B WA SR AR Bl s 55, A AE SO 1 48 1 1) 1R
0 SR AR B 50 BH MG, B D AR X R B B
HPFAL BE I T REAS /2, I HLXT 4250 19 B oz a5 Ak

TiAb, W AR SN T PR R, 5
JLEAE, & A AE W0 25 T L T/ g 71 B
A PTF B, HEIT AR AR B = KT IR 4k
S BT /AT A SOIR A 4 4 1 FL Y S R AT
AE- 515 28 VR KPR A R ) A E B AT R B RE O R AE
KW, FOoEd S EEERENDREAL, oS
SO TE 1 18 6 [R) £ R 710 5 s B AT

B T WESE IR D AR RN K F A, S E AT
54T 1B 5 (conduct disorder, CD) A1 X 37 i i 1 [ 5
(oppositional defiant disorder, ODD)¥)# /> 4F 5 I
AR RISt e LA 22 5 H 25 . b ]
IR, CD 1 ODD 5 /D4 (14 K fili 45 #4 F 2y e 5 1F 5 X
MRAHAAAE O 3 25 e RS M b, A AT TRy A% fn B i
205 G 225 A 1 SR AR AR /NP0 T B I R R A A
LI e Iy B IEAREPY; ZEIRE 1, CD A1 ODD 7
A 1) A5 A A% - I i 450 2R B A AR R B, R A A ATT X
1 4545 B 2% 2 T BB AEAERR A, TCi X AT ol & i
T 5 SRR AT A S A R AE DY, BT A 5T K R,
CD Hil ODD # /45 £ Bl (attention  deficit hyper-
activity disorder, ADHD)# />4 i i RE ) ik fia A [7].
CD H1 ODD 7 /0 4F: [t. ADHD 5/ 4F B EL 5 [ i 7] 153,
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CD F1 ODD T /b4 1 5 1 28 ¥ il i o X A7 A Sk,
W AMIRERR K2 )22 . B8 A& K J2 L 3 Iml | il 2
}4 (limbic structure) FIAY{ 4% 5%, i ADHD /2> 4F N 3=
BEIE UGN i AH S 04 I X A7 AR B fe, A |l 2
AR | TR DX RIS 43/ A5 B4, 19 2 s i BE T A7 A B
Fan g5 CD Ml ODD H/AEAREIE ] A O B 1T
R At S T A K.

X5 ZDAEZ% JIARHEA T B T BEHR 45 1 4R (fucntional
connectivity MRI, fcMRI)WF5Ti0 & B, # a7k = iy
B /DGR AARER B N IE B F DA, HTis g X
5135 B &M H 3 S I8 (self-referential) TA 150 T #Y
PRI\ R 2% (default-mode network, DMN)BELE T8 1M
S wh B7K 19 1 0 AR SR A0 AR IR 3 R 1 1E 7 i 4R,
HHE 3 X 5 10 57 B ARA T D) 18 Y 1) 2% Bk 45 T i
XM, B AAEIEALTE v S 6 B8 7 LAY Bk T BE
AU TR % & 2R AT s, iR & B RH

X 5 AR K & B BN HT A 2B B A
FEAE R, AN SRR T 7R AT A A R R G 1 A
P00 H B P AR R A s BT, filn, £ SE R
% 1 Roper 1f Simmons &', B ik Bids sz 736
] 5 2 23 RN 32 [0 B 2 25 00 T 75 DA K &k 8 A
SRS, DL DA I TR SR RE 1 S SR
H G 2N AR B, BB AW 18
B AR E FSETR Y.

2.2 RALZA R A IR DT fE

o, BUEINLAE 47% R0 Atk
A A H P T E st R, kS AR
R A 2 AE TR AT A G- AL AP o 32.89%1°0), X S pt a4 1Ak
AT WS R B, AR M A&t . A1 .
(6] R/ FI0H [0 252 05 X 5 1F % AAFAE i 38 22 (01621,
XX 25 2 Mt &g, g HEET . E
T T 5 i TN, Sk B i X A S R K T e S
Al B A SR AT A G R S AR L
AU, ERP Al fMRI BFFEIE R B, SOt 23 AMARAENE
OV R o7 A OOV A T T R N 2 IR A 2
VI R A SR A T D) e A AR B

BARVF Z 2 AR AR S 4 T At SRR
i 25 ke A Dy gL ) S 5 AT R R R Z AR ARG,
R DL DR DG R . B 0 e o i DX 03 40 1) R 3R
M5 AL S AR FT B, XX s R E
WF5E IR R AMX — AN L. 140, Anderson 45 A 0914

ANTE LS5 A5 1 A50B R PA 00 i 8 e 19 N AR
AT M T ) By 7] 81 (standard issue moral judgment,
SIMI)I 55 B e IR, 3ok S £ 25 70 8 P HE I b A7 7E ™
R, 2 I BRANG R P00 T A B R T REAE 1B AR AT
YK e R AL RN, AR IR A
IG5 - 1 B8 BRI AT S I R, (B A T T
ME AT 55 rh e BAT T T AT, T D b 2 R R R
K8 AN, A S (frontotemporal dementia, FTD)
1 F8 3 BB S A I AT o A A, (FLZ 4 0 0k B
i AT A,

3R 5 T BCRE A A A AL 1 A A 1 BIF 9 4 2R
L7 W, X SR 3 S T L 2 AT R
AT S8 A R BT e e i IR 4, X SR R
RN H AT NI AEE A, WUE
B P 2450 105 T B SORE 24T R B AT AN I 32 3
TES, WA E TR TIESEN XA E
AR B4, Rt e AR BE A LK I 45 44 2 2 g
S O, TR A R R TR 5 2

H R 1 [R) R TC € 1, B S840 SCHRr X AR 1Y
O SR, K 2 H S RE SR 0 TA N R e R
o AR AP AR, E T A B 2
YERUESE. 2010 4F, fEXTIU T 2 R/ NIRRY
Dugan JE47 8 JII, HRFGPE NI R 12 Be it i L 5 5k
T IMRI Z5 R UETEAE R, B i & 5K AR
UE, (HEDER 1k H w5 A 2 IR 2 R B R, R
PE X S & AT R 2 R R o AT 09 o B AR AT 1M
SURA LT RERRE h, K7 RKIEASR ), X4
P28 AR B 45 R TF A R TR B AR G AR M, EDOR
RED A IR 4 2R 5 SR TP Y47 Z R) 2 B AR AEAH K.
RN 2 AR IR BE Ha 7R At 2 MR 5 TE B N TE ik
S5 5 IRE b 22 5, (KR R il 45 48 5 T R Y S
HWSALARAT N Z A B PR O R M AN A, Ak, kst
P28 RAG 5 SR 34 2 A TR BT R R AR Y, JF A RE L
TE B B AL R X B 4 i 45 4 5 Tl IR ST

2.3 HEESHETTE

X AR R K B AR 2 AR i 454 5 )
REHEAT BAIT ST 22 Jir LARE R WA ff) 3 w) ik s gk, JE A
Frl 3 BEIE A S 33k 26 AR B Rk 2 BE 5 TE 5 A [+,
BRI AT B R R, WA B 5E 4 i 3 5t
fERES). KRR BV A A R, AN A 57 /Y
RIRAE ARG B2 S g A B R, BRI A

3045



M4 3% & B 2011%5128 %56% 5368

B ER, AR ]8T 5 1E 5 A AR R Y
FET . AHIN I Bl A 9 45 5 2 T X Fh A B
HhEA B oo™, HA g R AT R
22 SRR R I EREE A R0 7, (H X e ffF 57 A
ME DL BB R W N 2R AT 2 an el gl e 1Yy, DKL T e
PLog e A2 AT B R BRI, BTN
B i 28 ISAZIE 5% 1E AE 48 TF AT 0 5 I ELAAR B fh 28 ML,
Al R I AT | i B R E S .

NI A R EEMEOEEZ — BN EET
N ERAE T R, FAE 1983 4F, Libet 55 A7
XTI R R T Bk . AR AT — A S
grh, LRSS — A BERL (B e 5, IR g sk
AR, W] S e, RS T SR AT
BRI AR SR S T A . SRR, T
PR IS A CAEERETR 350~400 ms, Bz
3j X (supplementary motor area, SMA)FLE HFL T —
AN UE #5 B (readiness potential, RP), FHELKITH
AR IR & B0

JRAE Libet 28 ATV 5 v 0 v 4 HL AL AT LA e 2
BAT MY B B A 2205 B, (R ARRE R i &
AT AIE A ZALH Y7 Soon 2 AR fMRI £
ARWF5E BT AT B R b 2806 2. AT )
B — RV AL B FRAE R R AR IS, BT
FEEI 500 ms. B AT {3 MR A B B, R
Ja, Bk B B O R AR v s e bR L2
Wbk SRR, STl R B s 7~10 s
i, Ak S5 T R E R IR R B, I HARPEA
W5 T B35 SR, Al 90 i A e B R R (R 4%
IR AR, BRI 60%. JREAETE KR,
ASCAR Fh5 251 A% 14 75 oty B AT 50 00 e e ke 7S i BB 5T
SRR, WOl AE R T, A ) JC RS BT
et CoE TREMS A EFE, SZHF T Libet 25 AHGHF
REEL.

J34b, Fried % NPT 8 o0 w45 210 T A1
IR Z5F. TR Libet 25 Ay s2gbii =, ic5t
THAKATHI Bz s X | #iBhiz s X, w0 [l A et
B oo TGS, SR A, WL EIR -4
b8 Z Af 700 ms Fiif Bz sh X M &onmiE s, Bt
AL B T ok iz sk, HOEHRAE 80% LA
J:[79].

IR T REEAT BN R g, bl
TREETNHEBEIRE SIS, BT AMTXTA
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MRS WS, Al feSuUE kA A hES
M. BEE X A AT AT TR 2 AL A TRA
WS, 2 0V BT b 48 7 14T RS2 ] Bl e 1 ),
el Nz e iR Sl R E R B 9§40 i I LN RU L

3 kb B e koY

N 5 G B AR TR 2k BRAS H ) — A B B A,
1 HL 3 B e 20 R =5 /) 9k SC . VBRI AL AN B
fe b R IR S B B 1 2 — . 78R 35 28 1 0 40 RN A
A, XFIRIEA SR A B fa I PR A PP Al = 5 Y
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Neurolaw (also known as law and neuroscience) is a newly established interdisciplinary field that explores the neural mechanisms
underlying mental phenomena and behavior relevant to the law, utilizing the methods and techniques of cognitive neuroscience. This
field focuses on how legal systems address issues brought forward by advances in cognitive neuroscience. The present article reviews
research from four aspects of neurolaw, including: (1) evaluating the reliability of testimony of persons such as witnesses, e.g.
assessing truth-telling and false memories; (2) exploring the influence of cognitive neuroscience on legal practice and theories of
criminal law; (3) predicting a particular individual’s future risk of recidivism to facilitate legal intervention and decision-making; and
(4) regulating the application of drugs and techniques that manipulate cognition. The study of neurolaw not only deepens our
understanding of psychological and neural mechanisms related to legal behaviors, but also influences legal practice. However, the
emerging field of neurolaw needs to address differences in culture and legal systems between China and western countries.
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