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LA A T BT — /N A R A B 2 B 38 N 2K
B, IEFRAIVORN WAL 20 Hz LU RIS & . B
AU A P K KA 0. (BIRATE A L
TSR X IRATH N ARNAT R = A 5, 40 20 42
70 AEAR & I E WL (blindsight) FE 4 12 R 2.0 B2
FAL AN W2 T IR R 2R AR DGR, Jf:
TESIZ 5 % P SR FH AR R 0% R 38 2 By 2 s JE R R
A, B B9 C R P S BN TR AR H
PG, TN e N T T 8RR B 2 i Y
BT, X T T A SR I 2

TR T PLGE ZR GE XK 5, s g
ZS AR | 32 30 A BN T2 A5 232 /Y e,
AR, XA K LS REAE, ELE R R . 18 UE
8B TG T RN T TR UE B 0 O N — B, h L — 2
WFFE AR TS, X IEE R & K5 B T
TRZ AL A BT 8 ZGE W AR SCK T S 265 H %
TC = AR T 1 28 L Ot O R T L) 1 T R v
TERLI A S50 LA

1 EiRESEE I TS RS EiN
TR e
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— BB 5 AR O 7 1A [ TG BN B 4 R RS
TR
processing) Il Jg& 5 JC & i (sensory unawareness I%#&
subliminal processing)lg‘lm. MEERES S ST
XTS5 B0 T, T 200 T — 2 54 55 T O 1 A0
WM ER R EE TR, A kiE . TEEM
B R BRBAE, A 0 ) B 20 A i
SRR = € N AT WS TN N B s Y e vt L
e G DX 3 A A TG B TR U FR AR e T B, e
R . DR T4 | MR (R4 o &5, A v I 100 2 AL 2 )22
AN . — e 5T B R B IR BV A
] A L, O 75 B IR 9 AN 45 ] 1 0 7 T A g U2
Fr A SO Hishig B o 2R 5 0L, BRI A F ik
AL A TR 55 T B0y T R 2 T AL T,
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1.1 REHERE X

P58 W 1 A I A B M B B — e L B ) 35
AL T 1R K9 5 3R, B i S A 4 1 AL
SR 2 R0 5E 2 Eg A (], K A o b T L
Fr AR, K SRR & PR 26 A0 o SR8 T DL A 4 i
FOAE BL AR 2 T B0 MR A5 I 4 e Y O
TE T L™ 48 O E 9k 1k = TR AN 21 4 e 7o i L ) 1 2
FRAE, KL DLF B gl i aE s B 2 A 4 — T AT I &
THN £ 7 k.

W E NG SRR R )R — R T R4
Y i (aversive conditioning)fJ#F5E" 7, BF5%# FH IE H,
F & 4 4% (positron emission tomography, PET)R 4
T HE 4 5k fLE B s B i &, H 2
AT, 2 B HERG, BT UL AT LA TE AL A — K
SE R R E 454k (conditioned stimulus +, CS+), %
AWk M B A (conditioned stimulus—, CS-), Bk 7E M
F I [R5 28 58 iR SO LRI 55 45 R R B, ¥
FE e 1 A TR LY B AT BRI B . AR LS T UL B,
B B A DA AZ R P LT RS> EIX CS+He CS—
A7 I 2 SR B T T AT WA TRTAL, ZE A A
X CS+AYFE 2 o, XA BT 28 S
B POE B B, A T R T A R
ARV PR A AN E R TTALE . B EE
e, TEIR TN AMS NG ZERRA T
CS+F1 CS—, CS+H hy Z Hir s e iy A DO 45 (4%
MR P DD, AT 1 60 PR 28 (O Bl i) e ik
AR 25, (HaX Fh 22 ok U e B TS 24515 2.,
o A] RE & 3 W AR W 3 SC(EUER TR AN [R) 1 Y. i
ST & LR A 2 L 5 0 B A ST AL B
S5, A B AE S LT L E R R 15 3]
2T

AR B B 5 — A R RS 22k B Whalen
4 NUSIHy—T5 fMRI (functional magnetic resonance
imaging)ff5¢, 10 £ B A 8 Nw&E A WP
W LIS 25 %, HSC5 5 th AT B AT B
YRR | PRSI P T LSRN R, 25 SR e B 4T
HA R m L. i 8 AN B9EE & B, B iy 2L
PR TAT L PR A T FL B 58 M JRTE T 4 i 9 R N (A Y
JUAS DXk XU~ 4% | J644 Ji (substantia innominata,

SO M A . H A A8 BOLD (blood-
oxygen-level-dependent) {5 5 3 J& £ & ZHE T £L 58 T
Lk | PRTHALES TR MBI, 55— IR
T AT F WA WL SRS S B sk, £
AN R 1Y 2 A FE R S I %) 15 2% T L A e 2 T L AR X
o, AbATTAY G S g PO B E T A, H R B
X IE R N, 805 5 B AR 5% BE 5 (posttraumatic
stress disorder, PTSD)H 3 17 {7 4% X 9l 7 it 17 RL1E
T LA S 35 S O ) SOy Y AR A TG R SO S A
B, AH AT AR B PR TEFL, AT AN B
F R PR T LAY S 0 20 8 2 TR 5. A, T AR
SRIEFLI AR LT WA —BUR B, wFi b,
1 Killgore 1 Yurgelun-Todd "% 34 WLE # #8 ik £ e
SRIAALES, SUNA A FnFnaF Bl ) BOLD 15 5 58 A
2T HE LR /K i 25 S5 17 H. Juruena %5 A\ PR B
1 A A % 43 R i 7y R S TR L L b M T LA B i
FISE . (0 AT REZ R PR JG AN S2 g, A AR
AR5 1E L, T AR AL A9 5 AR X R e, T
Whalen %5 AR5 Hr DR LAY 58 H P 2 il
AL .

AR JE R XA — 28 SR JC R R TH LN T
TR 2, (A WG , X Se B o % R A 4 il
i FEM, FH& Phillips 25 A PR T 4% 1943 95 R
FR (discrimination threshold, B #%id X /3 A HJ& 45k
1% 45 T AL IR A SO PE TR R AR An, ABUM LT
FEL K, AT U % AR LAt S SR M O T A
T AN A X 3R, (A7 T4 B BB LT () 2R
LA S5 b TS A A%, R 22 R R (caudate
nucleus), ZZfM%f T [ (inferior frontal gyrus)&: X A
TESRAYEE . T 1, Pessoa 55 APOH{E 546
Tk B E AL ROC 4k (receiver operating
characteristic curve)®& i A’YERTERR, K Y1EE
LRI R 33 ms Bf, XT A RRAREERBIGES
wE R, AR AL E P AL R
WO BB 2ER, X T A BN R8I E] 8L,
AW T ARG 2T, WK R, WARSRAE
AR JC B IRFE bR, LA A B T B IR i T A
R — RN T, X SR TG R TR RV T ALY
TR T T PR

FATAER L], SR R H™ 4% 1 2R & 45
bR, BEABE AR BLTCE IR T ARV E AL T 7 we? H
St AR K, Williams 25 A PSR 4> #E R BR
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(discrimination threshold) 1 5 filT /™ 4% B9 £ I 5 BR
(detection threshold, HP#% i X 70 A B A 05 ]
PO A I A SO M BRI E 8 5. 7E— 31 ERP
(event-related potential)Bff 5% H1 & B, AH LT M
fL, AR BRI FLTE 2 B 400 ms BFFE Fz fil Cz {if
RO EI R N4 BB 0E B R, T HE R L
T CEAEA TR E R L) R ZUR EAL7E 200 ms
£ Fz Fl Cz 530 s 2 A N2 B4 % e . & sk, 1
A7 FHRI [ B LA B 24 E T FLAE Fz, Cz 1 Pz i 5
B PL Lo TSR] 2 . AT D B R R HUK T e
SR BRS8N RT Z HEL AR 5 A R DO R T 0 ke
TG, fATHE S 22 R —I0 fMRI BF55 28, o % PR
0 (5 PR AT A 28 AR T LA X T e T L B 5 G
T XA . M ACC (anterior cingulate cortex,

BT [ A4 I E ] MPFC (medial prefrontal cortex,

PN R AT ), T S8 4 nT UL 1 o0, VAR LR
S LG T ZE M AZ I ACC RIRBE A B2 2
PO ) L B — o5 X 3. A A T B VR A e
P T L A 0 22 5, BT R PR R e T L ) i
116 25 5 T SR ML 3OS T A DN e i R4 IR ACC.
WF5E F I R E R RME SR I T 2 My ) 17—
S i X 0 X I, T R G R 5 i ) B
L R AN X, [RIARE, Liddell 25 A2 5% 1] 7 450
B FRAE b TC R RS b, I WHURTT WAL, 2L
PR LA P ALY ERP JEIE B T X0, BT
UL R E T fL e TR AL R ) P3R4 e 35 T,
T AS AT L g AR T L G H PR T AL & R N2 R0 Fl
] P3a AR, b AT] O T 22 EMRT 5P, A&
PG Hb 0k 4 e 11%) 228 P T L RN Hp T AL, R 2 BT Y
J2 2T X3 A 22 | Er(superior colliculus, SC) . 2]
Fe i %) pulvinar , XU {4 FIXUIN ACC, BLAMNER
— B[] oA I R R R T OR Y g 2 X8R (s
MPFC, Z&4i B0l 2280 b4y [l | it i J245)
MBS . IEAh, Whalen %5 A PSR FH 36 B AT 55 78 5256
Ja B TR B R, R E S AR R B ) o
Wdehs, KBTI & Tl 2T REPLKE, S5
IR — Bk PRk A i Y 22 P T FL A R (RS e R
BRAFN 0 R A He PR SR LA R L RVEEL T L A% R
S CHD 5 A0 R BR AT 2R 64 A HR ) | R A T L A R R AT
2 TR M T A R A AL X SR AT
R TR TG R AR T A 4 T Lo T AR A T ARG ) SRR
RS .
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PLETTIL, Ok B AL R IE S mARR 2, (HA
FEEER PAMRIRAFAE 53 B, il 1 8 R AR 2 XA 3
EIRRIE, R 28T E0R A, BUE SR
Z 5 B FRIA DR, BT AR AIF 5 00 R T A SR W 1Y
HIEAT S5 W IERA R | A5 SR i HmI 7 L L
I R AR Ay 4 W 2 R O Fa . A BFSE B BEiE, e
HEwE P g R 2B EME R 2 17 ms,
AT A 8 43 T AR H A 2 1 AL A7 e B, wf
AN TR A A Xk 0L 44 e 0 =X e 1 24 T L 7 R
FHR—F i) HAR AR R IE R, k)
T L 8 B RE VT G A BN VL, V2, V4
— HfZ# %] TEO X3, HJ IT X (inferior temporal
cortex)!!, AR TG 2h KR 4ok A F 1T X,
JIT L3 2k 405 448 i B AR IR B 9 T SR R R 4 A B
ERIIZNZINEYS

SR TR BUIR S8 4 - 43 28 ABL Y DR R 30 ] (flash
suppression)# ik B fiig BT B )22 7K - 08 08 5 i A [n] Bz
Z TR RCT, HOBUHR 5% 4 e A7 R0 BH W7 g
il A9 51 1T B2 (N FRA, PPAYRY SN TS0, 52
A B9 35 S TG v Y 28 M B 2 —— XUIR 55 4
e LN A% T S R TC R RS BT B 451 R
N FEZ S SR 38 e sc i b, G FRATTRE P K2k i
NS A RPN o S SN A R SNt
AN B, T IE R # i i LS IR
WLELH e, WLEEE 2 BRI B 7 1 388 22 4k,
PEBERE 2 R WA R RS, {2 500 ms AT
AE ARG S 5, X TR MEE, Bk

EIRE IR KR L ZLL O LR E. Wil-
liams &5 AU AR [ B ik i AS ) O 1), 30 Bk I 4
500 ms P HAEFR BN S E T NG b7, gk
B4 55 5 1-back TAEICAZAT 55, ARAs & 3 Fhim &
T RME L R R R ITCIE A R
far, AT AR S £ el g B, A
Wk sl . B o 3 A, X T FLABURR R SR K JE R
ONRRAR [0 F JR0C T 5 B o 3 T . TR R ORBRE I, A
I i S, EA MR A AR B b G B i
T T, PR B9 R v e ) K e A 1
% b B O 5 R 22 00 TN S Ak T A o B Be i
RYAELRI PR SR 9 AR A L P 1 A TR B 5 b BT T A
174%, FORRME R S 5R B0E 1Y 2 BU A =A%, TR
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SR BN ST SR 09 HOA A A A PRI E R,
AT AR TR 17 2 T LA T S D A AR 2
PRI FLA TR, T 940 i A0 o SR Z A i1
45 T L 1) Jon 2 D0 2658 kg KRS (O RS PR RN PR 2R T AL A4 2
NE), A RESE R A TG R TR A I 28 I T B e R A B
T A SKEBUREZ R, MafF ek, s
ORG240 . AR SY 3 IF A BT LI B IRT B 2R
FAR N B A A A TS & O, O B2 2 WL 72,

BT YRS BE AR AR NI 78 20 0 45 4 A 1 BT
ANE, B DATC BN A A% N S A AT RE X o3
RARFNPURIE 2. i 5 S5 50 v I BA B AR p il A ik
F AR E B O BB E A R, BT LS A
b A X P %) i ) 000 S R D AR AT 1 S
B9 il BEAN 58 4x—FE. Pasley %5 APMB i il fMRI
T BOWER 1wl TRl #4808 A B 1 Bk D3 1 0
(BT Sy 7 AR ) 5 OUHR S 4 R MRS S 8 R O
S IR LT IR R, B —1> 2500 ms AR,
— HIRIGE W2 ar AW 2 my b+, 5—H
R A LAY 3 65 ) B s B NS 5k ), @t ik
H i 30355\ 5 €7 55 v e v 0P T R R I
fdi A5 B bn i G Mg . S T AR R TE R
HAk, R F LA — B F W 553 # - (R 2
Jry F L3 ) W e B AR T, #a E EEX E Ly AE Ak
B 5 1-back TAEICIZAES. —BAMEFEEIA
Jo st £ 1-back fE55 AR A0 IR R L
VRN 2SR XA b e Pl . A4 DA RO AR e
FHURW IT B2 G A2 S A AR a1, 5@ ik
X B0 A A o 114 2 PR NG AR AT 7 1 i DX RO 15
J IR A ) 2R H L AR S s S T 22
A%, TG, B AR I B L
TGRS 1T 2, B ANTE @ A AT 55
(object localizer protocol)F1 2 i B ELA& 1T X 5Hr
AMAREHER I, B IT DX A e PR i i (&1
Ao NIRRT AR, B 5 BURE A b5
PATE—2 al 0L, T 2 A ME A RE 28 )
L 308 5% ) v R IX S G K )2, (R RE LE I T 2
H ey T SR S M IOE T A Z. PR A R — 2
PPI (psychophysiological interaction)Z3#1 T JL/™ K X
PATE B AHSCRE BE, e B0 HUA 70 0 T80 T R R
e A= AZ S 72 SC, SC AN FRAM 5 I i 22 1] (1
PR B EIEASG. XBR EEMERBSS T EE
U RAE A B9 0 T

%, Lerner 28 A\ MR 5% 1 XWHR 35 4 vh i 25 1
U T i, A AT R AE EMRT A ik f T AR
BN - D AR 52 4, P AR 05 8 L A0 2 G
Dr il e A, AR G- 57 i 4 A
PENIG-5 FRISME, S5 8436 s URUIR e 4. 45
RRB, BUME AN 5 S, HE SR M EOE T A
{8, TRV NG WMl sk, T SR S T Ay
%, HItEm S ESM ) FIsER. XU T
Williams %5 A #2006 4£ 1Y fMRI#F5F, {HJ& TCR IR
BV RN T LN TR S AE T RE NS 0 B o S v AT
REIEAIEn

1.3 HREHHE

TERUHR T2 e R W 3L Al [, BFoE 8 R T
FEZEIN SR (continuous flash suppression, CFS)mi i
&) 411 1] (interocular suppression) & 2,444, HAKW &
2 1) WS AN AR A 282 | DR b TN B — R A [ 1Y
Bifi AL (o R DF AR A A5, ) B ) S P 35 BIR A9 A 1 A7 B
S EHREUR AR, WEEH SR — B it [E]
5B AR H AR EMER. T2 5T 5 R A IR B) )
LA IMRI F Bl & 17 85 00E 7] UL AR AT UL
R | A | FTEL Y o A (scrambled face)
A R B A 22 3 B, DO TR0 A B ) i T R
Feek, KM AN AT LI, FFA (fusiform face area).
A3 _F 74 (superior temporal sulcus, STS)FI7F{ 4%
X T A 5688 NI 30 AR s B 1 AR S T DL
FFA X ZY LR b N A9 030 38 0 25 T %, (B3 9R
AEI S, T STS AR RV AR A G55 130,
AR X AL AT A AN ] DL 254 2 B A 24 1Y) 5
SR O I A C N AU LRl N ke = N |
ULy AR A PR AR A 25 302 FRA X 35 1y Tk
AR EMEZES, W STS U AT {42 ¥ X6 RY A
BT 2 . X R, JCE U 2= STS FIXUM
A ATAZRT ZAR T LA Rk N, 1 57 T HE AR s 3
B S KR FFA BRI RE I T AL, (HRREX 4
TR . W H O RS ERP %52 T Kk 2 )2
A% DX IR AN T L g 2 AL vt AR o T B ) R AR
AT UL 1% A i O 5] WL e, RO
W BE R B /N, N 220 ms ZJA, AN ULAG RV RS
LA NS TE STS BRI 7™ A= A4 o HieL I8t s 3 ok 28 o K
(TR0 RPN Sl BN ORI = N ol A A B E PN 2291
M X375 & T RUE IR A N170. 33X Ui B o 2 iR
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OUT, BARARAE BB 3 BIFCHX A T, (EAAR
A DL i A 7 SR A AL TR E PR 1Y STS X,
X A3E AT T RS — AR SR A B2 AR DR
AR HE I I T CFS {1 T — 9k
Ja ANFRVEZR B CFS i (breaking continuous flash
suppression paradigm®) (37 ik, iE 7 LB K
IR L8 S7 T L AR W S PR S ), HL AR XUIR
A1 L2 3T AL A A A S v, M A o) I ) A 2
S, TR BUKT, BT L H S 7 AL
BAMTACHE. FRVE 250U, F58# K AR mfL
PO P AR A b P T L AR 3 S PR M S T e, RO
Bk an it i H S 2 IR g, RV E m LAY IR
Mg PR S s rp P L A HIR B 3 B R S e 1
U R R B AR A S B 5 O B B R S,
AN BEAFE DU HF Ik 0] 22 S 2 o 5 4 22 Sl R i, I8 02
AT AN T) 5 245 T L e SRR A [ T 5 20

1.4 st wFse

T SC 15 2] JR BT TG T T A B e 15 O A 2 7
T, BT LAk A E L% A B 5T BE T 48 b ik B
TREIRMIELGFE RN TS, FAE 1999 4, de Gelder
2 NP2 44 B ZE B AR N GY AR5 & B,
B8 X 52 A A 00 BT %) B0 A5 1 28 B i A s
Bt AL 7T 0 B 0 R I, %o e 2 Rt RE A
R TREHLAKSF- e 5. F98 & dE—2H0 3 7 GY Hl
W i 207 2 T FL A PR S A i LM S, R BRAE Oz id
SO A (FETECANR ), T 155 1 A2 LR R 3Z 31
A LT 15 28 T LIS ARSI R S BT PL R NI
W, PRS2 AN A B v AR AR R, I R ).
{ELSC oK AT L 5 AN o] DA 28 T FL O T AR 2 Lo i R
e U 14 77 23 S BEIE 1 45 15 B e 32 40 1 L B 15 5
TN, RS I B A B e 52 A T
2 1HfL 5 L.

Morris 2 A\PU N 5235 H fMRI F-Betk— L 0F98 T
W N GY Xt 1E F FN 2 ST 915 28 1 £L . RO &1k
KT LAY BOLD {55 [, & BEIR GY 45 F AL
SZ PO A AL B, (A e X 2 A ) e S
AP LA BRI R m T 75% B HRA. R EAEIE
LT B 5 2 1 FL L S R A A2 30000 T A 1 4 v LR
S MG T AT I SCIR B2 J2 L A RR B J2 R DN i 45
M. 5 IR 7E A2 30040 S A AL DL 1 AL Eb DR A T L T 5 b
PTG T UM AT A%, i SR PR IE B LT Y R v L
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LR OR AL R R M s T AR REER
FUAILET () % 14 A T £L (CS+) He B Z& 4 Ak T L (CS—)
S M IO TSN A S b 2 A R
M, HZE E R OSSN A IE ) e As 5
e TEA LB AR L, 11 E A WL 8 B 4k 1 £L
IR R AR SR, A S s A e Y
IE M AAFAE T A AU CS+, BA L CS-I i
I3 B O e AR S WA MR R TR R A
et e — e B Lin T2 B 2R mfL, JFA
SRS IR VI RS T N T =R [ IO i 2 S

IR, NI R AR TR LB A, R 4 i
HRERAE, PTRE T M T B, R R L AA
P e, I AR TC BT A T S U T
HE|TTER, XA AT REVELE — R B HIES TR A
PRI BYIESE . T2 Pegna %5 A P2T% 3 3 28 [y A i LA
PDE B )2 450 5% A B i A T UL, R B o8 4 N L
AT SE . eI BEAT 55, BRI IR . AL
PRI 04 LG 4 Ak T BEAIL K-, T T FLAG 28 i, )
W E TR, BN s gy, SRR
R AILAKF, 3 150 B X A N TERR O K2 SR A2 AN A, ik
ASHE 0 P ] B A B R AR B, gt BE X 1T FL W 28 80
B B MRL WS R BUAR X T oL,
M AEF 18 2 CEAR L PR AR B0A: SO L A A = 4% 1
PG TR IR U DUAE B 519 T 5 S
Fr T RA MK EZS 5T WAL 25 B T4
TE.

AN, GniRBRREE T IE W OB TE B, AR
T R AR N, WARENS UL [A]#E, TMS (transcrani-
al magnetic stimulation)$ A 14 I B £ X AL A 47 150
AHEFEAE TMS 5K B H w0 B G0 B 5 A ),
BRI 17 ms 5 A0 ELEF H AR R BN R 5D —
FERTH0RG, & BUAH b T3 Tt , A+
PR e 2 F/ AR e A R, 55
B R B R H O b R B B bR L
E SR 4 B H AR BB, eI TP O
AT, RN A 5 22 25 o R, B+
LA T 5 SN BRI B2 I TR, BB N
T B2 IR A 55 1 2R, 3 1 B 4 1 TR 3l i 4 55
S0 B 2 TS TGO, 5 45 R 2 ¢ Y 0
U2 Ay o by ol o o 1 D S 5 o N ol T 124 2B U
PLE R JRTE— 2 FEFE b TR L. X L, 4k
N B G 2 5 0] BE S IKOMAT 55 9 S B 25 R e 7, 7 2
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HEH XSy, M bR T AR e s
prageal| = R e 1 Dl VA O 578 =S 700 e ol - 4 =
S TREBAGIINE? Tolij 25 NPYAPHLE I 16
5% 33 ms [ AT ZE A R 22 AR R i A —
MEH N, HAb R P AR, EI5ELER 50~290
ms Ji, {3 TMS 4] V1 K8 1 5500058 X I 60 3%
Bf1, LRkt S T B A A B SR TR A
ARG, SRIE FRRIWTE 25 A e NS e il B A
W, KIS AR P 16 ms, #ER 110 58 130
ms Jifi il T™MS B, PIAMES5 B IE A R A, (HA R
S, BV Bk 10 25 1] 5 67 1E AR R S8 Ak T BEHLK
AT B0 55 25 0 AT 55 10 G 4 o 35 O sy, Bk A A
iR 110 F1 130 ms B %3 8] %8 057 58 A 3k 22 R 4 #r,
KIXFIER 110 ms i TMS KK, 154550 9T
55 0w T HEALAKE. Bt 2 B E A TARA R A
SN 2E 1 FL, AR HARES [ 7, (EAL AT — e
JIE BB W 01 LR 5 4 T ALY SR . IR A ) U B
TIRATA I 24E BB T ] A @R V1T 58 K.

1.5 /hgh
zi b, W LLE #2800 58 2 % A 46 1 FLAE
RS AR, IR S e A B T LA B, AT

IR AMNTREE I T fLE S 15 2, Wb L 2n
T4 R R ZHBURRMARNE, R sk g5 5 1
RUML R e BoA VAL S0, FIE B 45 Jo e
T SCERR Z 4 TR0 T, #45 H
THZk AT M EZBRENTR, ARRT
WENGX S5, JUHE— R BT S, &
JZ T PR 3 Bt B B T, T A HET NS 45 (5 BT
e E . EOLESR pulvinan)fZ K844,
PR G273z B A 5 1 5 T A R = 2 X
B(n STS). kWA WAL L ERP #15%,
BanRAg 45 (5 B AR LRI Hagiad i )2 i A%
BN EE, SR HERIE R KB ZEFES W
ERP F Bt WWF 58 H- A AR 47 Mo 48 7 s Jo B IR 28 in
T4, A% R MG 2 5T B & AT 3
STS FIFEA-5E B2 2P, Fr L ERP Hic S8 A L
PUE LR BN Tl RE 2ok [ iz e Bl f2.

2 EEPUNTAERE el

S e BB 26 3002 TE AR S, 47 G 459173
BT A, —F R 2 R B, Ik

— S5 I ELA A AT A O g A L I
AL B2 8 W B i AT A DA R BRI B 8 b
g E 3R A AT BT A A R T R 5T AR
W AR A5 0 T i A 20 %Y RO R N R A
FEARANWTIGUE T K2 J2 T PR3 B 1 A7 7E.

WE R iz )22 P sl e an it A5 5, IR A E AR =R
FEE R B T R A AR BE Y i —
T MEG A58 B Bt 7 1 28 A0 e s v L B3y e
] B 2 7 A o T 5 30 38 Bl DL 10% HE =% B i
oddball Wrad i3, & IAERIFEIN T, 185 ms 2247 7E 4
R 25 R T X oddball W5 il 4 T SR A (5 S
1M 24 [R] B & D0 S R i fL B (5 5 T g, i if — 2
el FH DL i S A A S b 2 B, e L A A (RE AT B
JE 3 % AT Rz 5T I ) b B AR (258 B e
TG A R T AR BME S RXRE J2E T E E
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Unconscious processing of emotional faces and its probable neural
mechanism
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With the advancement of techniques in probing unconscious visual processing, an increasing number of researches have demonstrated
that unconscious visual information could have an impact on human being’s cognition and behavior. This review mainly introduces
those studies regarding processing of fearful faces which are rendered subconscious through weak bottom-up inputs rather than
insufficient top-down attentional resources. Studies that adopted backward masking, binocular rivalry, and interocular suppression
paradigms and those conducted on patients who suffered from visual cortex lesion have shown converging evidence that some
subcortical structures, like superior colliculus, thalamus, and amygdala, and the functional connectivity between these regions
contribute to the unconscious processing of fearful faces. It is thus suggested that the human brain is able to process unconscious
emotional faces through a rapid subcortical route bypassing early visual cortex. However, this route still needs further studies to
delineate its causal instead of correlational relationship with unconscious processing. In addition, how the highly efficient subcortical
route adds to the conscious processing of emotional faces is worthy of future investigations.
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