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Abstract

National Institute of Health (NIH) of US will mainly sponsor nine research areas about brain, one
of which is to integrate theory, modeling, statistics, and computation with experimentation. In this
review, we speculate that the relationship between conscious and unconscious processes might be
a candidate way of integration. As to relationship between conscious and unconscious processes,
there are four aspects: 1) the interactive influences within/among conscious processes, which
mainly reflect the role of attention on consciousness; 2) the unconscious modulation on conscious
processes, which is studied mostly in unconscious priming paradigm; 3) the conscious modulation
on unconscious processes; 4) the interactive influence within/among unconscious processes,
which is seldom investigated by now. Based on recent findings, we mainly focus on the last two
points, especially the possibility of interactions between unconscious processes and its theory im-
plications (reinterpretation of mechanism of creativity, modification of global neural workspace
theory, integration of different consciousness theories, new interpretation of resting state, sleep-
ing and cognitive resources). In addition, recent studies showed that top-down category selective
attention (i.e. consciousness) modulated unconscious processes in a continuous manner because
of continuous-changed degree of contour alternation. At last, we first posited that interactions
within/among unconscious processes could serve as a bridge between conscious and unconscious
modulations on each other. From the viewpoint of conscious/unconscious process, the last three
points might form a complete set of cognitive mechanism in brain research and serve as a candi-
date way of integration.
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HEREER LA TR AMIIN KB AEREDSRS, H—REMER LR 5T, B, 4
TESHTES, MBERAMLELERMLZERRATRELP—FEEBGRE. ZRRTUMNN
A EEBAT DR : BRI T Z [BIRIFNE s JoR RN 0 B P LRI s R I o =R T I s
PAERERRIMTZ MK . AL A LRI ER AR, FEXEEAA R K75
FHAT IR . FeRIRE KRB LRRM T Z BTN AHEAERRRA, HXEREMERRUET
BHRAKER. XEEEFAERNZNEFFE. BRERTAEZRAERNEBIE. ARBIRERK
BE. RS ANERULAMBERSHERER. &5, RITWATERMIEKAHETLEMRTR
ERRANTELRRMTZ AMERWKRR. ARRNTEERRMLIKNARRE, LRIUMRR (K
HIR G =FN) AT REMIER T KN IN THUHI B SER5RE, 7T DA — BT R AR ST R S R E K
BE

KA
BRI, ETERNI, B&8e, BEalR

1. 518

TE 3 18 [H 5 PARE T B A A 1 2014 A4 5 s B B 9 AN KR Ao A, H— gl 2 fE 2 ) 2 i
KSR, R, S ESEET RS I AR, U TSR RN T2 0% R AT A2
—HARER RS . TEHATISLIGRT T, AR R R RN T R RN T R W
ANECE IS 7347 X o N B e TR 1 A, 1 UL &2 5 TAMAEAT 55 Bk
L, A AR 3 AR a4l (Dehaene & Changeux, 2011). A3 HIE RN T 5 76 & 00 T S E &
TR X S E X2 B, RTEIRN TS BRI T2 xR M EANZE, WE 1 FHar
REAPAEDUN A BT BRI T2 (RS2, TG O T i T Rsem . i TXH e RN T
IR RGN T A . Jodr, 1) BN Tz 8] s i 70 32 B e Bt T =l s
W, BT VERERE IR Al 24 5% & (Koch & Tsuchiya, 2007), LA E R LR AELE BRI EIRHAE
T, ARMEA SO H 7R /N2 Bl e SRR . 2) B2 MR E ST Je & n T 3n T
fRRZm, 5 S R T8 RO S Bh RN R R AR 2. RS b (1) 0 R U o 2 i R T R e
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Figure 1. The possible four relationships
between conscious processes and uncons-
cious processes

F 1 BRMISEERMIZIEEE
BENEFHXR

FEOCERN B R, AR BT AR 5 5 K S BUG TR A e B s, 2R W @ishagif, [
NMHETFERE, F R EAAAEREL — 1, # RIMEE M IRIN T2 mE AR, i
AL ERFER N T (Jiang, Costello, Fang, Huang & He, 2006; Kentridge, Heywood & Weiskrantz, 2004),
X B ERE B 5@ RN TR LR EE 2 NA RIS . 3) BRI X e R0 T i) s ma i
FEREAT R FEAIR, NP ERHE RO EUD . 4) ToRRIn L2 R rsem A e, S BAARL
HIRE FO U IEA 2 o B LA, AR A AL B B B A R A2, TESRIR B IR DY J7 THI AR, 8 AU
JE AN T 1A) [ iR S RN TS JE S RN IRl 525G 2R, KR R e R RN T TR s R (IR B IR
G BB HEAT TR . FN BRI L5 0 B RN T2 18] (1) 56 28 AT A4 B R i DA R 00 T 58
AR T B A

2. BRI ZER#NE

RN 8] B M AR R FB 0 A0 1 S SR TR E R . AR Z WP AR, R A RAE B
FRALK N TREMREZEKEN . AUREF AN, WHESHERMITRARRER, banke SBU0RHE T
EURICIZIR B SR, RAEEA fE1EHLAE R (Block, 2005). BARAFE T A INIVE & (Jiang et al., 2006;
Kentridge et al., 2004), HATHINAEFESLEER. MNEEBEANREESEMES K28 EaSE T
BRI, A S RREREEEME RN LRGN ARSI TS ERGR Tz
B, ECan SR I T R A R ARV R R R o X SR A R TR 0 T A
bean, 8 R W s B R A S A0V, EEG 45 Bk I R B 6] [ B PR AT SR A% AR A bEAS AT T
D25 B g T o 7300 ) B AR RO, O T R ILAE LT 5 W 0 I 1AL R T A R B IE
b, AR T BH A R] AT SR A B T B S RS W A W o d B ) b A% # (Costa-Faidella, Baldeweg,
Grimm & Escera, 2011),

B 7 b WA RE, TR R E AR, PrUA R SRR S th T LUE
PERXS AR N AR R, HCANRAE 73 FEE 55 7] DUR A0S SR LSRR 7T O E R e Bk . FER A2 4R
T, oAt —tem Fu gt R R R IR T [AAAAERE ] o bean, SRAFE R SL(E L sh ) By EE &L
ABRFAE RN SBT3, Jd I WL SR AE A WA 55 (R HE PR A N L5806, ERP 45 R ISR MEBE 26144
S N S B R R AR SR R R 3 TR A T 2 SR (Schupp et al., 2007) . 5547 SEAE FH AL B Oddball 55X,
BT T PIRP SIS, — SR S VR RCET BRI O 7 DRI 5 — A S b s YRR B T
BES AR S SRIE, ERP 45 B R AN AT 5518 SO AR R B AR A= 1) P35y 77 A4 1 AN R R 5
(Chong et al., 2008).

BEAh, A SRR AN N T T 22 ST S5 (U SUBRAE 2 ST AIRFAE 73 457 21), EMRI 25 3RE0R, 15 X
RAE 22 2] 26 N IO N LIRS0 1 L0 B4R T B IX 33, TR 23 3% 2% =0 26 A R AR TR N C BR B0E 1
TR T X 3K(Song, Hu, Li, Li & Liu, 2010). #IF& %45 Rl gedt Bl 122 S 0A RORER I TRy, (H2



G IEAR: RN LSRRI K R

HI T2 2RSSR AE IMRI FRERTHEAT 9, EMRI S35 I B AE P A S 360 26 14 58 U RV one-back 155,
FFAN T EAT RORIIR I MR AT 22 ST A, T BUZES AT DUE AR O 2] B0 4E one-back 551 JC
RARMSERT 2 2 A NI TG AL R o 0T RAULTIX A0 R 22 2] Hic i i sEs iy R (=
RV TS LRI TRRTTH)RZ5EE Y, WATEI TR LRE, XIS 1287 B TEE R
I BRI TR E a2, HFEEENE, KRR T AR OVRIEEE & 59m 3800, &
Ji YR ROy R A TR O BB . WM th v D m] DUE B OR B E R A R ER A T
M, EER BRI L B oy, EaT e,
B, BETRAS SRR YIASFE B R PLIRZA TN 1 He A VRIS 0 TR

3. ZEIRMIMEIRMITAS D

ERRIN LSRRI Lm0 R IT1H,  H AT IT s 2 Wt 2 J0 SR L SR m L sem, 3
2 A SR e B R R sh . AT R R Ehya s, RS A IR R I TC SR ST B E B R
SO fE 2 2P HAREIN T, Re8 AR SRR AN G BEFE IEFE. EE . B BIESEK
P15 B (Dehaene, 2004). BESEHRWIETE AT, AHEEMCER 1] 5 f5 25 H bR 538 — Bk, AR 5018 ORI o
FEFESPEAR, T HAX AR A UARCIR 0 16 B 52 400 1) S50 B 52 S48 il 5 i) 5 H e BRG] 2 ) DR /NS — Bk Y
S (Dehaene et al., 2001). WA BRI R #1525 5 7 AN R BN B S s, RIR
R IEI B 58 B 1) 22 7 (Luo et al., 2004). b4k, s SC -2 A2 B R 3 3l 808 (Kouider & Dehaene,
2009), HEXFET RN R EERFRIARBE RN E, wEshl “77 mE bRy b
“seven” (Reynvoet & Brysbaert, 2004). [k XF{E 8, HFL(Winkielman, Berridge & Wilbarger, 2005).
J7 52 2K(Boy, Husain & Sumner, 2010) ) 2 RHE% 44 (multi-feature crowded objects) th B 75 0 &
R HEAT 9w S I LA B 5 8047 972 A 50 (Faivre & Kouider, 2011). {E3& B (adaptation) Sz5& ya 2,
BPF 7% 0 R BT TR0 S 2 5 BRI 5 8, R A T BRI T RS B, A SRR E AL J5 23
(Adams, Gray, Garner & Graf, 2010; Shin, Stolte & Chong, 2009), iX 4 B J& & iR N T4 iR n T4 T 8
M) o

FE IR TG R B B8N A IE R T, R SRS RO E AR RO R AR R — B, SERR B
B SHRIECRT LA B AR 2R HART 5. Botn, BIAse AT 0L, B R 8 3hid bt J5 i 4
SET BB i TR AR (L, Paller & Zinbarg, 2008). — B T & 1R 32408 e 5 175 R B SR 3 B A7
R PR i 4 B B (Linser & Goschke, 2007). 128 H AR HIEL A AR B AT DL — A “$oR - Hlr”
55, WHFLEs R R BB R T R A Bt v] DLSE i A A 55 1R S a7 H fMRI 85 R BoR, 6
RO R85 B A —BUR B S AH L — SO AR 08 1 AT 2% 15 3l IS T BRIA M 45 K75 3l (De
Pisapia, Turatto, Lin, Jovicich & Caramazza, 2012).

FAN, A RN BRI SIS AR B T R RN X AU TR . tehn, Jo R B
S I R AR R B ARG, P 9 B A7 R ] P R R R B e 1] ) e R R PR BE AR (Gaillard et al.,
2006), %S5t 1 W R A SOKFAER T RSO TR 2] 7T, IF B el s~k 1 5emd . (=
2 1% G 25 SR AR R DU TE = RN o0 e A RN R B A FE AT AR, AR LS TETAY TR n T 1]
1195 =AU IR <1157 8

MAT NI TR RS RN 5 R KT, — BRI TE =R s s B AR R — BOR A — SOk
NP, (H AR, HREIZNAESEBL, S shES B AR — 20 R (Eimer &
Schlaghecken, 2002). WFFERIN, XM G S B 80% G 78 5 SIS B bR I 18] 18] e 2 58 K 4 2
FEAE, I HAN N IZ AR 7 A S T R S T R s AR SR A& ) (Boy & Suminer, 2010).
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B n EAAMER R, R RN E NG h K Z KA 77 £0E R, BI e 2 9070 21538 3R,
PRI H AR R R R, F T R R 5 22 S5 Sk A 8 I R VR AR B 100 B TG A R 6
RN A 520 o H A A 5T R F [R5 30 )9 R A 9 T8 BN L5 R C i # 2 [ 06 & - Eetan,
Pavone 2 N 5T 1 B S 30 AR 8 5 1R L ) 98k ) ) S IR i 75t 6 375 R R RO A R AR DI ML), AT 4 51
Ml ERP 45 50 5 7R o B R EHA R 72 1E (Pavone, Marzi & Girelli, 2009). MR SC B, [FR 2 HLH)
YO AR 12 MU0 R R B2 e U BH I ) R, R 1R HE T SR R4 45 SR T T8 BRI T = R
TR, AR AE USRI T e R RN TR . VR RN TS R T e “HEER” ok
HRXANGE R “Rem” HoEIE, FONAE TR AT L= AR B R, e A —E

M, RERT O 23R8 T0 IR AR R0 T, JF By UG BE S5 AR = AR 52

4, BRI TEIRMIARMD

BT CL28 4 B0 R R O] A=A J8 B 508 NN, TR 78 A A T 2 TA]RVRE AR 2 AT DA i
SeAg N . bedn, TERERR SN, Y A R E AT S 30 B AR R U T B2 A, R
PR FNAT NN % (Naccache, Blandin & Dehaene, 2002). #HEIEE IR B Sh2I0E R, 24N RV & RTE
FEJR BRI TR & T, ERP Z5 5 B R PR i) N40O SRR (Kiefer & Brendel, 2006). B 1 i [a]
R, AR R FRE AT DA B R RO T A 5 o B A R B ] R 0 1 5 TG R U R 3 Y AL
J8E, 117 X 70 2 R AR AR B R o N vy A0 N L, 7 TRV i ) 5 W %R R A7 £E (Shiin et al., 2009).
R EANYE R, RIS (R v LARR = B 3 SR B a8, I HURT DA s R 2 S B
I RE 73 (Sumner, Tsai, Yu & Nachev, 2006). B4, MBI LRI EER, AHARKIABFES
(E)YE R AL B IR BRI, R8N A 2 B, & JE Zh RN 25 (Dupoux, Kouider & Mehler, 2003;
Lachter, Forster & Ruthruff, 2004). $R1, WA BT A IA B A3 8% 20 T2 R Bn L= A AN A 52
Wi, Kanai 25 A\ {3 FH 3 4E NG44 (continuous flash suppression)ii s, 1T NI R LM, ZFRNEERE
S TE 2 VR 5 5 i % i RN » AR R AE M 7 (feature-based attention) &1 ] LA = A= 520 (Kanal,
Tsuchiya & Verstraten, 2006).

B 7 R W OB, A HAR S i BO% (A RARATE S B 52 21 T8 R R . B
w, AR TR REAS AR AT BRI T, AR R R AR R ARG LT, B B M A R
BIPR (Gaillard et al., 2006). B4k, ERP WFFLAIL, H0u I 51 SCHIWTPISRAT 55 1@ X B T 1 SORITBR
T S B RN B R R AN —FE R, IR 05 W AT 55+ 1) N4OO 5 b1 ST 55 Hh IR B /I (Kiefer &
Martens, 2010). AT, FMRI 25 FA0 R I E SHSEAN R B AT 55 AT 55 AN R (R 52 e 17 180 SRR A 31
%M (Nakamura, Dehaene, Jobert, Le Bihan & Kouider, 2007). H4b, AT AW R IL AT 5 ML E S0 T
AREE SUR SRR R/ (Martens & Kiefer, 2009). 1] EEG A1 fMRI 3R A LR YT 55 3 2 3 BUHJIE
oL AU SO L BB S M) 381 I SR IO I B B F A2 K /N (Rauss, Pourtois, Vuilleumier & Schwartz,
2009), AL RRIAE AT AR 08 B 2 R H0E A5 (Bahrami, Lavie & Rees, 2007).

5T, fMRI S5 5R BoR, AR BE R FIFE T DA JE B R0 1= A= 520 (Tu, Qiu, Martens & Zhang,
2013; W%, 2013), SEEGRA “THR” 8 “MFL” BRiaddnkid KRR FE R, bpRA s H
PR R R R RN AT B0, TERR 1A AT H bR B v A R E R IR T LB TR . 2R R,
RIS R AT R IR IR R, SRR R — SO A A — 80U, o= R T FLASAE AL =] 1)
B IRN: AR, R R B A — B, o RN B AE AL [ S 1 5
YEZ DX ] B2 B T340 7= 1K (partial awareness)& 50 AR 4L S8 o 3850 BRI N R0 BN Z IR #ER AT
DABE SR SZ )RR AN, A2 58 2 TR RS S8 A R0R L [AIEAEAE H PR ZS (Kouider, de Gardelle, Sackur & Dupoux,
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2010). fE Tu %5 A(2013)FysEih, sl mARAREIR & A A, B T T RE A, hTiE
2 I Tk THE R A E R, sl vy DU 2I5E BR e 2k A2 AL, Frbhizit 7eiloy, B BT R
FNIEFEE A I O 32 2 T ROR R e B2 2R AR R, IR T I BE ¥ (excessive
activation)” 5. Ay 1 BE— D1 2 SO M FRE B RN R BRI 2 MR &R, Tu &8 NilE—B it 7
P BI SR 26 0 AR N TR AR GRS ALK (Tu et al, 2014; #R%:, 2013),
fMRI 45 R o, RRA RS Bl i JE R FLE R 2, BISRRE RS BUR
A =B, B B R SR AT R B 4 26 AN Y T R BAE B Bl (RIS s o TR T4 R4 25
BAAARAE, IR RIVRHIN, BT IERE, B30A s . S8 P SeiRmg /ol BUE
MECREARAZLA . RFAF BB F LR R RS, FAEREE - BEFH A
— BURAT AR P B R TSR RS TEBGE . M. S5 R EWRAE R RIONE H B
THSRAEFRE RS B N _E R AR T2 8] 3L FAE S 80U, RSO ST B 5 H0 B
JE IR _ERIRAE (e ER 2 AR AR L) Z MIAFAE AR FLZE SO0 R o A2 U, SOOI FRIE RS B 7 JRORURI S 14
TERR AR B, BT R [P0 BRAR s 17 5 2 SR T A AT A R 8 AR R R A e i 22 A 1
TSR PR H 5, T ) SR B TR 2 R R b T R R (R IR A RN, T ) R )
RN B TEORZ T R AT IR 2R b AR A RN (1] 2) 0 SR A SR R AL A I R RT eI 7R 5 52
WA AN A — N AR, AN “f 7 B R KR

ZREPNIR,  VE2UEE R ISR Q0 RN T AT AR 20 RN e i R A
BRI CLRZ R BRI T, P BAZR G RN 5 oS RN T 8] A B M (1 S5 — BUR B R & 2 Mk
) LW A A G W< 0 Ee) 1 | PO 2L ] B N o R i e g N 20N T o R A (SR A S 1R A TS
ANHEAHUEE, R R TR R T Ie R RN L, i SCR I TG B RN T R F) TR S 1 RN L,
TR T AL A7 HL S — B0, W R EEXAPLEI N R, W2 w2 ikd s, R

Bl 2 “w £'$ P ((ﬂ\
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Figure 2. The competition between representation in partial awareness level and category selec-
tive-attention
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[ P 25 A T 2 BN T2 6 R 2 B
5. ZEIRMI ZE/%N

HAr ALk, RDH N B TE RN T ] BE 2 e ma AT SEge it 7t . malt, Tu S8 A GER
PRI 7] BA [ 17 28 25t T AL EE X a2, RIAEPIAN 6 4F T I ERP 5 fMRI 25 R # I 1 B 2 7 (Tu et
al., 2013). £ ERP SEEaH, AN[RIELE R0 T FLAC S 2% fFAH LU AR [R5 26 T FLEC A 26 AR5 A T — N IRIRBE /)
19 N2 fi 45 (£ TMRISEEG A, AN ()17 46 250 THT AL IR 2% A4 A LA [ 175 46 T LIS X A 8 7 A e [l 5
SRS o AF A A FE 0T RE S W K e % ot () IS 52 300 1) A7 44 T FLC T 12847 845 m T (7 7 T 2 R FL AR
WA —BERM) . R 55 3 R A e v (K R DA i [ B 52 304 D s iR R 0n T (Bahrami et al., 2007),
[ s 52 300 T 5 R P 47 4 28 T LGB R AR LR A 45 i FL— P s2 /e R RS 2 FL T, BTk Tu
NN, SRR T R Z IR A B R R (Tu et al., 2013).

FAN, LR B LSS AT DA B TG R RN S () B AT AR . Ehdn,  BRT AR K
A DA R R 595 3 O TR S8 R R PR, B s AR Ak T ] PR AL DA BRI A B P s R, T R R
) S T AR A5 AT LRI B (Dalton, Doolittle, Nagata & Breslin, 2000). 5 FH [EJRE A 2 R B BRI 2 2, 45
R IR 28 B LR PR R U BRI PR L R P SRR, B AR A T R BR AR DA AR B AR, TG R T R ]
B A R A T A4S 0T PAERIN B (Gaillard et al., 2006). AR s CEFMEE B I X, H_EIRPASLIGHS A]
DAATG RN 520 TG R RN P A B AT ke, BRI R ORI 8 1 155 2618 SCm 1 SR ARAE T T
ST 7S 5 L ) S8 A T R ] R D 5 P ) R D R PSR, 5 B B AT BRI BRI BR o Jaskowski (1)
—BUT N FOESALEH T 2 AR SR, 45 R IR B 5 8 2 1S B i — 20 )8 3
FIBEH A, MArA IV B S REER S H AR — 20, B3Rk Bl S B bR RisAs
— B0 SR H AR K, W R N A R R R (Jaskowski, Skalska & Verleger, 2003). %5256t A A
TR Bl [ 5 e AT AR, B JE SRR Sl (Rl R s e 3 25 T BB B RS AR A . AT,
iz FUIRApHRE N, A0 R ITE RIR M @15 B v 5 R 5 (pop-out) RFAE AT LA 51 R 4 12X 1) 23 TR 3: 3 2808
2 111 % i BE AT N I R AR §E R (Hsieh, Colas & Kanwisher, 2011; Jiang et al., 2006)  H1 %6 6 2 1R 1 )
TS ERERZ ARG T S5ME, LRWEA SR — e LR IR 2 AfEH E
ARetE. B, 1R DI R SIS, R RIEUE Reie B (R B ), (HAE R — AN A 3
PR TG R ) B G I SR AR AR TR B A 1 Sk 3 32 51 T BRI AR PRV ) » 2 2% 1 AH B A i S A 7 AR
TEERMZEER, FE TSR NG R ZE R (Lin, Murray & Boynton, 2009). EERMT57E
R EVERE S BRI EFRE AT DU TR R . 456 BRI n LA, ERALE
PN T2 (AR FL M M 2 A, (RZS 5 HESE 0 45 BAR B N JC BN AR ik 7 AR, T
WA AT L5

g P RTiA, R TR IR B R BE B 7 (Tu et al, 2013; %%, 2013), {HXFTHAF
FEI— M A 15 5 22 S0 Y0 UM L AU ORI 72, DU T =N T2 2 B] A s e LA A S L 6 T i

6. TEIRMILZEFWEIEX
6.1. BIEMHIHRNENBER

T S N— N ELGAP BRI TE BRI L (R AEAE P AT 520 ¥ 3 o 72 s PE U R A 7E 4 F sk,
MAENFTC KRGS I 22 RINE R F 358 SR MR AR, #E R B i v o7E, BIAAT]
UG (5K AR & Sternberg, 2001).  FIF A T8 B U0 T8 A3 14 15 s /R FE4T 17 B 78 (Ritter, van
Baaren & Dijksterhuis, 2012; Zhong, Dijksterhuis & Galinsky, 2008), {H7E 5 H0E 3 1 1) RSUFI AR v B 3¢ 1 i)
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R RN E B, AR A PAR AT I RIE B, FRBUE PR A X Bl 1] A BEAT 35 BR GI3E PEE 3 OR A E
BN, X520 a3 2R BUEVEAE 55 22 R VAT IR — DAL 0. 55— 7T, AR EAE
TR ARR FARFEM Z R AR AN LG, W A2 A - B R F) e A 0T 4 I AN A R,
111y HLIEAEHEAT B35 3l -5 AR o (0 XERLAE LART B MOREAT A BRI R . 1 F JE BRI 2 18] A 4
SOV R BVE AT DR A7 B N ZE R AR IE LR . TSk e Rim sl B e 1 5 A R e &R A
B BE, REETEIRME B T RE S A L B R T R IR A MR R (BVR R DA RT MR B ROR B 2
SET5 T RAALES B, MR RORME BRI R IR BRI PR 2 2 25 B A S 52 ) (Gaillard et al., 2006), #)E T3
R R AR . 3 Ah, AR B THR B R o R IR B U5 R 0 S R A (A R sk 56 P (Jiang et all,
2006), FHFBCH BHINA AR TE AR GG B Fr 7 A AR RO, A SR BA TR e 3 kA i 3R AR A R s
FRAE A VRSP OE RORAE BN TG, AT PAAE R e RORE “ ik ” BRI TA SR 7k
BARRI R i T b 7SR OR . IR R HEWT A B, R m AT EEE T 1] AT RE R T e RN
AR F S (R A 2 22 D S AR A N2 T7), W TE SR L Z IR AL M, S R SRR

6.2. £RBITIETEIEILHIEIE

HS T, JCRRIN T [R5 A & ] LAME IE 4 J5 TAF 25 (8] 2212 (Global neural Workspace Theory,
GWT)(Tuetal., 2013), AT DAEES AN A B R R B 18, 02 ] DOt i A 70 1R ) s HE 5 0 [ 25 o [R]ENF
o BV i 514 ] 85t A B o) B sz P AR 2 B 5 0 R U AR

4 R TAF 25 (B R 16 v] DAHE DY A #E 18 (Dehaene, Changeux, Naccache, Sackur & Sergent, 2006; Del
Cul, Baillet & Dehaene, 2007), kMiri: H—, LYWL EREFEE], ARG IRFREEMN
B R R G AN AR —FE0 s BB, ARG, KIS S A i F TR, DME
BN HiE, ALRAERER, BN 200 A G B EeE T K R R X (Diaz &
McCarthy, 2007). tb4h, FETLRERESIEBTTH, HA—B LRG3 % M5 — B0 RS %A LU
RIS SMUAH- S (Lau & Passingham, 2007). s FSEE R B, To R RIS [R)E &5 20 TR FLBC T AH
E AR R 24 5 25 T FL IR, 51 & 7 4 [l 0 (Tu et al., 2013). FITEA, To BRI T3 AR IR T &R 1X

R A B8 7R B X A B S ACE RN L. B4, &R TAES B T AT S (E
(Dehaene, Kerszberg & Changeux, 1998): — AN KAl R I # £ Tu 2 i 4/ TAEZS 8], B4 A i B
FEZ [AMFEREES:: H— MU0, BEEL i T8I, Rlfsimes. 2830, iz, P
HERIN T ZEAMRSEA T ES M. BshEn T IEEA 4R TAES S 5 E T R
LI BN TR, SR, WRA R TAEZ A UL TAEE R PVRE, LRI T2 [[n] LA
EAHEAEA, BIWRIEE RS, 280, idiZ. PR R 2 (B mT DO EAE S Rem, 5 S 380K
W R TR A 2, B AT DARRAR Z IR . bedn, AR RSt B R, (EHERIR N
(B IEAT FEAE B EE 5710 R IR BIFH M ? A AFRA T ENE B ST AA I Em A, R ITZEER S
AT ? XL Gn] LU S IR MIEIZ s R BB IRV N T, 3551 RAT N RBRIEAT R . E 4
AHRERY, ERNBRBRNWSEZT, sEk S4IT4h(Hagoard & Libet, 2001). FALRIFRtA]
DA AR 22 Co 3 A J IR 7 T o b, 30 I 7 R T 52 1 P 08 5 R mT 8 M R O A5 A 5 11, R
AR VAR T SEAEAR KRR B B it 7Rk I T e 5 4 R TAE 2 180 () TAE 7 sR(E =R 2 IR AH ELAE
M E#mr ) ).

6.3. BIREPLHES
ROR A AR AR AR AR O A a] DU SR & — S I F I AR S . RIS B4 718 (integrated

480



CHREGIEA: RN SRR L K AR

information theory) i\ A& IR &5 (Al - K 2415 S 1 E 71 (Tononi, 2004; Tononi & Koch, 2008). #h)i&df,
ERM BRBI A FE 20T, K eaf TEBEAMIN T, XWR 7 IR RN T2 6 h gefr A8
HARFRE . A, V5 DUREAETE Crick 5[H3 Koch $#2HY, BRI AT E R h A B X M4 02
8] [F]251% 3 12 5(Crick & Koch, 1990). BAANKARAAER A ME Tt FAEN RN, (H2 30 5eff
TEBA B IR AIAP L TC RS S (Tononi & Koch, 2008) . 1 76 5 1R 2 18] AR ELAE FH AT B sl A 5% A8 725 VR ARG i e
LITRPHESNFIAI R X2 —, R 7T ERIRREERAE I TRk K5, LRIHMMEITEDE
R IR T4 TR A& o B RS S, #EMiE 2R RIRAS o X B HEWT 5 Al s
IR VI .

6.4. BRSHRUZNANFTRG AR

WU T I8 (A LA FH 3 T DL SR AR R 5 S A RESL IR SO I 0 R . 7R TE 1) — N R R
I R, A T 0 i DX ) D v B RS 9 B S W T K T R 3 R vy, 3t S B 1
FraE AT (0 B R 59 Th RS Y K % 3 (Northoff, Qin & Nakao, 2010). 762 R 2 a4 ELAE F 51 N AT LA -
PRI LA, BURINSOSE ), 752255 0 B 55 T DL SE 22 R 5 i PR B0 BRATE 5548 SR A T R 22 TR ) A
HAER@ETME), LA AFEA RN T, A R IR SRERT DL A 7E R oA A5z (1 i X (R 4
PE), fnE A B R VR R AT BLAER A% 3% Bk - (Mechelli, Price, Friston & Ishai, 2004); 111 i B N 3%
Bl 5 22 b S T G R AR R T 2 TR RE K SR A LA B (R BROPE) , SR AR U E B RT RE BE 2 R AR TE R
BRA S BRI X 2 (A (RIPRAE) . B I AR e 2 B, R B VDR T, ASIF 45 # #E9% (modular)
Z AN HSE G o0 R AN —Le VR IS, T LYK L& (Crossley et al., 2013). FHNIY, 75 ELSSIHAES
N5 Te R RSz 8] (4 0T UE AR P A AR N L. fREEE 2 MR e, BRI iEH
FEX R/, (HEELE, BEEAHMM, WS EIRS SRR, TRIRZRRERSEmAENES, (HE
YREL, AN LRIRBR . EEG B 7T HLIE B IR AR 2 5 ] 25 1 1 X B8 2 1] RS ) 5% & (von Stein &
Sarnthein, 2000), RUSZEE, R 008E B 0n, SRAC, F2DRIME M. R, KI7ER S BIA R
FERTBSARINZEN) o P, AL W TE RN IR 1 B BN I HERE A o BRI (Vazquez Marrufo,
Vaquero, Cardoso & Gomez, 2001). X%k EEG Hf 7145 53 B R /R 280K B Ak [ 1 B8 V2 i X 2 [R] P45
B ol IV b o0 =N L 1 =X Y Pl 1 O S b - S s ST 2 T S W TN K 4 O e SR e
R AR R DA AE AR (BT %, AT A AR S A N — R S — g, S LR A
BRZ RN, FUONEXBMIEN T, E2MRE T LRI TR EER, svbaEmT. 5
VPIX AR A A BT 8 R AR RIS L e (R Ik o a0l e R P i D9 2% B 9830 B, BRI IR 2%
(Default Mode Network, DMN) [ ZhRERE A e Bt T BN EIZ R PE, FEEREREIRES, DMN HILThRE» &, =
7E P IR ) (Rapid Eye Movement, REM)BERR T, DMN HHLTZH A% Y #3574 8% (Chow et al., 2013). H1-F REM
MR LA A B B, Xt M — T EPAE 7 824 DMIN (RS, BB T JE =R 2 (R B AR (0 &
Yt BT TFEREESHAY, BAIEARTE M ELEIRN, R TRAEPEEREAEERE
HIBWERES, XBULLT REM BEHR, BATHAFE LR 2 00 0 B R 2 (A1 AE ELAE FH R 5Em o 1T 7E IR 5 e
MR, 7 3R~ 75 4% 1 AT 55 0 1 DA K TG = R BB 2 (] R A BV BN T R B . fdls, 78— ANl
T “3EoR - FIWT” AR5, SRS BT EEIRNE 30, MR 4550 R ITE IR R & B A —
FUR BN FFAFAE L — U8 B R T AT S BE S, S T BRI 4% 135 31 (De Pisapia et al., 2012), i%
25 R AR S BRI 48 75 2 (M OB RBEAT A RE, VR VNS BT RE UL ER A 284 TAE S AT
A R IR AT BC,  FEXS PRSI 0 B A 4 T AR o BRI R IR A AT DA K P v B 1 L kAT
fERE, SR BRIR FTTE /A4 2 BEUF A (T 47 A 2 A 5 110 8 00 R ) B o AR A e P () R S Y i T ) T R
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W 2R A MWL R 7T CAHEAT 3 — 20 . A BRI T ER R Z MR RE B EAFE M, &%
B2 (M BR M AR DG TE R R IR A AR, RIA R BRI 7E B e 5L ] e S e 7 R RN T )
PR IR EE -

B AN RCRIN 2 18] A 1F A R e ma AT LUK B iR AR B *ggﬂMIH%%“MI
IR, LR e BRI X YOI TR —ike, BT — A R i@k . aRECH 7 RE RN T
Z BN HIAE T B, RN A RO A R 1k 2 KAT A 410

7. Bitie

Agﬁ%I@Bﬂ%%%ﬁMI%%?ﬁn,%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬁMIMwﬁ WA =R
Fo I THISZM, I8 AT BEAF AR TC S RN X T R TR E I R semi . il B =FhoC &, AT AHEN
%QMIH,QMIm%WﬁTb% EIREPFEIN IR L. 22 Eprd, — DA LR R Z
Ao FTRVARS, BATH ATH 7 SR CEAR I TAEE) R 1 RN AR 2 8 SR TYE ISR, mix X
SN T ORI T (B A AR 5 AR, R BB IR TR AT R — BRI L, Basb IR
PWINL SRR TRAEKRE, EIRJUM 7 AT Rer s 17 R AL e S & o X vFa] LIEN
—AS . BRI AT R RS .

E&mHE
ARG SCAF B PG AT K 2 HE AR 55 9% % 05 43 (13E010) B B .
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