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Abstract

Probing the neural mechanism of advanced cognitive progresses (such as inference, problem
solving, etc.) has become the hot issue of current psychological research. This article reviewed the
latest researches on the neural mechanisms of transitive inference: 1) transitive inference and
non-transitive inference will result in different activation; 2) different material and number of
item of transitive reasoning will result in different activation; 3) the role of hippocampus in the
transitive inference; and 4) there is a neural circuitry of transitive inference. In the end, some
frequently used methods were listed and some reflections were provided for the future.
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HI RPN (AR A RRAR O SE) KU 2 WL T2 BN B AL ELEBT IR R, XEEBGEE4
TIEERIALB IR R EA R B U R, BREARY K. 1) ABEHEE SRR A X
HIZER: 2) ARTBEAMEBEER X 2R 3) BIECBEHEEPER; 4) £EBEREENHER
Bto MLEXNBIAIRBRRABE, EREX BRI SA R KRR ST MR E#ET TR
.

KA
fRIBYEHERL, LM MEINEE, Wi D

1. 518

FE I PEHEEE (T, transitive inference) /& ¥E AR 2% > 1158 & Hi $ (overlapping premise), #EHE H & A — i
SUMHEHE I RS, Fl, R A<B, B<C, #4 A<C(Dusek, & Eichenbaum, 1997). Acuna,
Eliassen, Donoghue FI Sanes(2002)IA A% i P HE 3 2 i sk o SR8 A — N AR I R AE 1T A 2 T 2008 5 oK i
Y B A P AR o) OO BE 22 AT 5] JI4E T B BRI AT 45 (5 2., TEZE IR R A I
FITH 2 (B 2% & (Wynne & Staddo, 1998). -4t )\+4AX, Sternberg(1980). Johnson-Laird, Oakhill
A1 Bull(1986) X A&k EHEFR I e 1 — R BB FL, ML B A, A& B MR A 0t 50 SIs0E 29K, AR
AL AR MR (BE S, A%, 2001 HEUSEE, A%, W], 2004; ZEFGUE, ZELL, skARE,
2011). ALiBVEMERE SNBSS RWF RGN, FoE, PRI 2004)PA K TARICAZ sy 0 FE R oy 7R AL 38
PEMERR/E IR A (X, 2005; B4TH, JEVA 4, X E s 2006). 7E 90 SEAXK, [ P ¢ 4& 3 4 2 1 T
FOHBL T A SN B HTT e Ho— R PAA20 . MREE(2001) AR B2 1 = T00 28 471 ) 30 1) o EERABE 78 DA
Sk A BRI 22 21.(2007) 5 tH I TR B 1)@ 1 52 AR R, 9 ) LEETE FH 26 A B gt A 36t P HEE L ) i )
JRIE R, RIL T NENARIGEEFIZ . 55 & AR OB 22 1 £ FE SR R AR s ME AR AT 5 L
M 1997 4= Dusek #/ Eichenbaum(1997)BfF 5t 1 ¥ 55 AT FIHOC & ACAZ Lk, BN AR R i i —
PR B FEAE ST, WAL 1o P HE B e 22 AL RV TR 2B ER AR B 2 AT T OG0, A 21 2858 1/ 10
A — AN T7 4R I T A

2. fREM SRR ERRXHER

FAXS T ARG EHERE, AR VA ORI . AR 2 I8 O & R AL 366 PR HE P 5 AR EHE R 3 5
T AR R0 o el 5 2, AR (R 1 %o A s P A S RN A 3 1 HE B AT e 5 BOAS [ R o 51 2,
Delis, Squire, Bihrle £l Massman(1992)8 7t &3, ZrtHit s NAE AT HERAIZ RN _EA7AERAE, FF
BB A s MR HEER 1) . Acuna 25 A\ (2002) %5 N IR 78 R BILAE A& 3 PR BRI B B AL v JEE L e A%
T PR H I T A ) (IS DX 3 A g MR ARSI E A0 (1 S 3 LAE - BRI IX (frontal clusters), B T 41
i [ A0 UG, A 1AM FJal AR R R T ], 7R (frontal cortex) i K RIS X 2 A il 2
[5] (right middle frontal gyrus). i = 5 FEHAT 55 1 5 R0 BF7E - ST [F] (precentral gyrus). &I VEHEHETE
A5 % _E 9] (right superior frontal gyrus) f%4E 47 T Brodmann 6 [X(BAG), 1 H. A A X 45 (1) & Ak 3 B &
— AL F ], B ANESLE R SR, AE450 [B] (the middle frontal gyrus), A% 3 P HE T 1) 30 78 P 0 3
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H XK. A5 %5 [F (the right middle frontal gyrus)i#i% 1R 7E BA8. BA9 Fl BA46, %X 32 A s
HHLAE BA9 Al BA46. 7E 72 %5 5] (the left middle frontal gyrus), #4EA P X sk (clusters). %K —4
7t BA8. BA9 fll BA46, %i/N—NE BA6. # K[ (inferior frontal gyrus)#im (N 7E A2 5K, XA X4 K
43T BA8 Fil BA9. Goel, Buchel, Frith £l Dolan (2000) I 7t & B = Beie Al = 1044 326 P B S 25080 ]
(inferior prefrontal cortex) ¥ AAN Ao 7 = T 366 11 HEBR rh %45 %0 [l (inferior prefrontal cortex) % A\ .

BIF 58 A0 A A% s M HE P 5 A i MR AEBRAE T A0 A 22 5% . Goel et al. (2000)8F 58 &30, =Ttk
I PEHERIAT 5577 A4 T BRI S TV 0% . Acuna et al. (2002) FH 5 B B AN A% a8t P TR EL A5 O IF 90 B0 -
A P A P THUH S5 K [ 30Tt BILE T - /5 il (possterrior parietal cortex). 0 I {E H ILALE BAT, &
F| 7 BA5 Hl BA40 W)—i5r . (LR PEHEBEAE T B0 70 N =AN XK, WANEZE . AT BN )
(laterally on the left and right superior parietal lobules), — ™ ¥ X I AE 3 21 BR A B2 AT H- (precuneus
gyrus). JUHAEAT IR, s RHS 3 H EIE TO0 P V8] 1R J 3 RIS o 17 vy P8 A T Pt F) — NI IX 3k 4 350
ey 5 QU 51 sk 11 R = AN 1w AV o A Ny == 500 e 98 > /N 2 e R R
(medial to the intraparietal sulcus), FJAEZE BA7. Goel et al. (2000)HF 7%t & Bl G 04 R = BOS HEFA 34
G 1 EERAG TR, T = I 3 P HE RO 1 OSNTH AR VA I = B B AR TOU 0 4 22 5 AT
RE F) L IR SR AL 3 M TS ) T AR 25 1A 9% & (explicit spatial relation), PE]T7 £8 343 e THUH- ) [5] IR 3400 T
AT

—UEHE A (Goel et al., 20005 #7iE, HRYL, KPR, 2008; ik, BRIT, ##E, KA, 2009)
WAE BARPPRL T B =Bl I T B (0, AEAE = TR I M HE R R A IR R

M TR T 0] LA Y, 5 A% s PR AR AN [ (R HEBRCE 200 | TR RS R 7= A T AN [ (1 0%
{H2, PSR R A A T HEEE M A IR AR . B, =Lt s Il = Big
HH RSO T BE AT S A MR AR . Goel et al. (2000)8F 5t =B HIA) T HERE “All apples are
poisonous” , W FAR M HERL A A) T “John is to the right of Mary” o =B i) 4] 128 R &
AR E RN, T EATREE, PORE B QR A TR I R A A R B SR .
IRATRERIT(BA 21, BA22)HIHE N S 3 115 & W 4% (belief network) M AE A& g 28 1 in L. BRI, ax A4
0TS 22 S AR S VEHE B R LIS A 2R BT o — LS 70 R 30 AT 55t T S B0 AN R0 o 91 2,
i P LU IR RIS 1 IS T o A B9 90 R A4 25 R S ) Ty LA R 5 2 P 38 R R AR ) O B A (Pl
Dehaene, Riviere, & LebiHan, 2001; Rickard, Romero, Wharton, Flitman, & Grafman, 2000; Wharton et al.,
2000), #BELE T THH- () 22 T #B (left inferior parietal). Goel, Gold, Kapur 1 Houle(1998)#F 5 th & BiE 115
B RS T A A E B T

3. MY S RBERXNER

[EEAL L TR, TEAE, SEEBIERARE. Acuna et al. (2002) I 78K TLTAT 55 B0E T 44
BRI BA9 F1 BA46, 1 Goel A1l Dolan(2001) ) =T & 41 [a] A HOE 1 A FERIE BA9. N4 2 fE =T
EHMATUES S BOSEZ TV ? — 0T BE00 R & SRS MR AT 06 RIMES P K& 1 =
SRR TG E . A, HATRE R =L M T S T I M B A AE AN R A FLE . LI
FEIE M HEIRAT S5, IR XA B o s I00, 17 = TR s P HE R AT 55 B4 1 o s 00 3 RUTOUAE Y 81 o
i, W] AT RS HAD U Re e e, an e 2 e/ NRTRU . BRI, Zentall F11 Sherburne(1994) A A fi o =
T R BT S5 I B Wb 2N Z AT TR S . ] RE/E Goel A1 Dolan(2001) LAR) T 2\ tH IR R,
Ifii Acuna et al. (2002) )& 2 VAT 55 2 AN 5] B AR o P o« A FRT S 2 T O 2R IR AR S ) o A T (e
B B R (PFC), B R A R R BRRAE O S s (1) 2 A 3 () A 2 B (PFC) o DR IE 7 B3 — 25 11t
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25 ] S P IR) S 0 SR ARG 58 AN [) XA 1) A% 3 A 2R P b 22 AL

TEAG AR, AR ECT AR R LE0ER. Goel £ Dolan (2001)# 78 & I B AR K
It GRS PEHEE R R I T AL 2 2%, (HTE T (parietal) FIRL - (occipital) |- Z145 AN [
PRI DX 3 ELAARA ) P 8 32 B E XU/ i (bilateral cerebellum). 412 i (BA 17, BA 18) (primary
visual cortex). A {liFLH[E(BA 18) (right middle occipital gyrus). XU T5 _Em-A1T5 ~ HH(BA 40. BA 7)
(bilateral superior and inferior parietal lobule), HZRETH(BA 7)F1XUN 2K 1 (bilateral caudate nuclei). Tfifh %
A P A 3 P A 3R A S 2 FLAE U /)N i (bilateral  cerebellum), =41 525 (BA 17. BA 18)(primary
visual cortex), XU KI5 _EH(BA 7)(bilateral superior parietal lobule). #— LRI, GBI EEE
TE LM TR /N AN TR 2N (BA 7. BA 40) (left superior and inferior parietal lobule). 45 15 _I-H-(BA 7) (right
superior parietal lobule) F1XU{MIk T [F1(BA 19) (bilateral inferior occipital gyrus) bt B A Bl 58 B & . 544 k)
(R b ELARHR R T 45 5 22 T (parietal ) FI AL i (occipital) 3% A\ . Transitive inference in jackdaws —
ANTTRE ) J5E R e S SR B BT TERS T BE K HACRANGE, [ Bt 7 4th S RHRIL AR AR AT 25 M B2 A
[Fo FIR, PIRETI-SOE SR T X SRR 2 R ¢ REERUR, AR ADRME AR A B ™= 2 7 A [
Wog, X5 N, ARIMRNSECR R OB B2 S U WF 3 L ) DL 4 i
PR 1) R 17 7

4. BOERBMHEEDRER

VA T I B B ) D R — & DABRES I 15 20Kk B RN K )2 22 PRSI O BEERAIEAS B8
4 (Eichenbaum, 2004). fEAZEEPMEHERR Y, W LAENT R RN R B H A HEDIRE, S EAEAZ i
EMEFIER, D85 FECOARICIZERAE IS IE, S8 T 8UE BT Rk, 20mT DUREE
FARR — SN EnThRE, 5] A RO VR 5 o I S A A o PR HE R X R R SRS T 2 A
XHF. B, Dusek A1 Eichenbaum(1997) A3 SEAT A& b PEHEERA 50 R I BELIBT 1 5 55 17 Jofi 5 7
NP B B, R RS AT IO A, (B BEREAT AL B AR . Heckers, Zalesak, Weiss,
Ditman #1 Titone(2004) LA RSB HEHERROF 70, R TMRI AR, 070 A A% 28 M HE 20 P 55 211
TCAZ I RIEFRIB TR S T 52 B D . Nagode 1 Pardo(2002) LLIEH BB, FHRGRE bR, 3t
1T PET WAL PEHEREA 78, S5 R I 16 75 ZEA% b VEHE R R BT B2 I 25 00 R B B AN 7 A 3 1 HE 3L 1)
WIUE N SR B B0 58 () 9 EH G, I ELAE A 75 A P 1 0 (00 36 o Bt A 8 B PN A 3 - (medlial
temporal lobe, MTL)#)3#0E « AHIEML, 7ER] AGHAT ALt PEHERR (O AT SR U1 25 b tH R T 5635 (e L0, AN
REREAT AL B M HE B A AT ER VI b 2030 WU S0, I HOX Selos 2 S A HERR 72 245 B & E
PRI BT BRI ZR B B A i 6 ST R it . . BB LR T BE BN EREmW, BiSER
SEAL IS MEHERE T EU(Nagode & Pardo, 2002). MIXLEETFAKE, 570 AL VAL i T 5 DS B
AR EHEEL M A B —

B, X S e AL R HE R o AR A — Lo it e AR T 0LRE, DA S AR AL 3 P HE R 1 T
REFEANARE, NG 5 5 5% (R0 R X S AE AL s M B v B AR IhRE . KRB ME OB 22T 7L
UEHE 2 5 32 SRR T B 250 AT 55, 8 1) 5% (8l Bl 1 A3 X 30 2 5 56 T A B M i 124 5%
(Yonelinas, Kroll, & Quamme, 2002). Acuna et al. (2002)#E47 (AL S HEFR AT 7R L. SHEHIZEIATIX
(pre-SMA). 7Tt 57 J5i (left parietal cortex)F17c w4 5 J5i (left prefrontal cortex) s X Ik RE S 5 & i PEHEHE,
HE 5AEE MR . A5 T & 5 (right parietal) . A5 B 4% M2 5 (right - prefrontal) £ X0 55 - (bilateral
temporal cortex)%it BT (IS X AR I 1 B B A0E . — SeBi SO A AR B M HE B S T A4 ¥ S (right
hippocampl) . i 3 1 W FIAW AR 2t ) BN B80S T Sl B IZ B AT X (pre-SMA) - Tii - (parietal ) F1 i 4 -

&)
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(prefrontal cortex). Tfj Heckers et al. (2004, 2009). Jennifer, Sandra A1 Christina (2009)I\ Jyif 5y (R £ 44 _E AN
ThRE L 1) 56 BE P RG] A 3o PEHEFR PR/ I BE K

5. B MR R HZIF R

BEE DT ICRIIRN, —LeRf S $e th 1 516 I HEFE A P 22 2 2% (neural circuitry of transitive inference),

I\ AR X [ 23 A5 21T 4 52 1999 2% (distributed but specific network of brain region) & A 4% i 11 4 73 () JE il
o A — Ak 235 N 2 I A9 /E P 2 R (Denise, Rebecca, 2013). {HSZ, KPR B o Al X
B, AR RE L T ARRPEZE. W3 Heckers et al. (2004) IS RE, AL MEHER A 230 1% T 5
BHG T 5 BhiZ sh a7 X (pre-SMA, BA 6) XU T5 [|] (bilateral parietal). #i & (prefrontal) A1 T Bl (inferior
temporal). TIARHE Acuna et al. (2002)RIBIF 5tk G A% 18 P HHE B R 48 22 A B D) 0, 355 LA i 3 (bilateral  pre-
frontal cortex). HBLIZENRTIX (pre-SMA). iZ3 i [X (premotor area). fii & (insula). #2H{H-(precuneus) fl iy
A 5 T 57 )2 (lateral posterior parietal cortex)% 3= 2584y, (AR BARIZ ) IR ¥ LB Wi J5
IR 12 WF 72 s ) U7 A8 78 =6 A I (mediial temiporal lobe) o HAth ) — SeAfF 57 1 g 4% 336 1k T4 () o
LIS T SCHFRIEYS . 20, Goel A1 Dolan(2001) 1 FE 1 £ 5 B AT #2 . Dickins et al. (2001)f8 I N5t
A7 A it P A R 5 AR S T 52 O AR AT % (prefrontal and parietal cortex activation). 7F 3 1E %
N AL I HEFER F0 0 R I T SR AR S MR ER R o R PR BRUE SR . Waltz et al. (1999)[21]AFF 78 1 W& 52
USRI N, W AR B IX Lo NAEC REES EAFAEGRFG; Titone, Ditman, Holzman, Eichenbaum #1 Levy
(2004) 85T THEM A ZEER N, WRIMIER RIS FAFAEIR M

6. BESRE

i VA P 5 A 1 BRSO X 3 22 S U WA e MEHE B AR I DXOB0E b T ey oA R b, Rk
KT AL IR 7 ROZ R — BRI HLA . TH s B (R o B, AU R T A b P A A )
BT 518 5 AR AR SR S 7 A 3 M HE B o 5 R T P2 5 A7 7 o 22 EE R R g 2
A 38t PEHE R AE BT AN TR RO A AR S e 2 T ) A 3ot PR HE PG e S0l = g 1 5, B 24
HSCRE T AR M HE B A O, JEIUR T —E M AR o (R, A A — L ] e 55 A
N S 7E A% 8 VAR p T B8 o SR IUAE NS AT A M2 IR R HEFL AT, B3 — Memi A 2 ? i K LA
DX 30T A 166 PR HE TR V) D R 2 B8 AR 2 40 B 1A 2 ¥ 1) 55 [l FE A i I HE R i B RE R FEAE L ? I S fE iR bk
HEBE cp A R R IR, B — PR AE, A R b — DRI o FEAR 3 M HE B TR UL R A R 5 5 T
A LA HA A 3 1 HE B R0 52 B AR R 5 1 520, HLAh SR BB S 2 I —— T,
{FL I 5 5 A% 308 P A1 B b A7 AR XU R — ToT - 7800 AR 40 7 ) 4 22 I 4% (bilateral  occipital-parietal-frontal visuo-
spatial network) % A\ We ? 8 75 B K & B FE SR AL SCRFFIIESE o

LEEKE, TATVCNE AL M HE B 5 L eh SR B IE ARG, XA g —, MEH
PERATHEE , DA MR AR B T AR M HE R A AR R BRI — el R, S ] R[] T =
AR EREX— R @, &H L EEZ IR AR 2N, B0, R0 A U 2E s 220 o )
FESER, R E IR 10 & X8 A A W eIl P I B2 Wl Hz 1 2 (0 O B TR B M v 2 3R %
(AT A DS T e S it | B B B AN E R . AR ME B R e D R e E G O, AR
R F B RLER D, At T SEEOE b, RN IO R T A ROE AT TR

SR Y T AR R M HER (PR IR, R — N IRN IR . SRTAT, KA 3 1 HE B w2 B A (R
WA T AN B, MRS, LI E N IRA TR U] TORSRIAT ST . G, Titone SEUCNKE
SR PRS2 560 5 B VR AN 7 A R R N r 0 3ot P A R 1) K s (AR TR e o IR ORI T M 3
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VEHERR DD REPE IR S S A M ERIE B, T H A% 38 PRI 10 S50 7 20R A B T BA TR BRid 12 AZ RO .
Demarais 1 Chohen(1998) Ak A SR A% 18 14 4k BE T HR 2T 72 1 ] DARE e Bl il e e 2 AL I e BRI R B
771 . Olga F. Lazareva I Edward A. Wasserman(2012)IA 7] LA MBI 5T 14 A FE SR BRI A [R50 H FrTER
BRI, Brigitte M. Weild 25 A\ (2010) MR 7 A ME 4% 336 PEHE R AL 1) o

LR PR, AT PEAE LR OR (e 22 WL AT FTR 12 LA T ) 1) O I FE B e 1 SR AR 7T
Jiik bt . H AT B R R A 2L AR T E SR T IR SN HOAR A fIMRI SEHOR, IXEEHR K
R DLER R BRI 1 e A B Ze LA R KB 7, B2 25 OR A 5 Rl 2 F 70 5 75 40 ERPLFMIRIL PET
MEG SEX A PR KA 22 WL DT R R B AURIT T, KR th 5 ZEE3 5 S O kSR id MEHE B A e e L
HIBEAT RGEHFFL

=, IWHATHIBE S KA, AL MR RGE X0 Z A e . Ik, &R 2 ik
R (0 22 LA RIE A S 30 R R A 3 P B PO s R LR X3 0y, FRATIAE 75 AT BA LT e A% 3
HERE S Inidaa S0 BB SE e, AP S 22 S v — 2D R A s P TR ) 0 DX, AT LT H 0
R i) B g P LA (e 0 LU SIEBG:, AN 5 PR3 22 St ik — 2D G A% 33 M HE P P i (X3, 3T B
B =W VEHE B AN LN = BOR X LSCa8, M2 AR ANR] B30 b 4 A 38 1 HE 2 0 s X3, 2
I

=, ARIEMEEE R IA R R G TR B P IR IEAN AL . X R RO RSk g . i,
A PABETE = TR T I VE HE R R S50, SRAGLIG = T0OR TL TR s L 22 5, IXAN R T ] SR AR 1
T A2 N = TUA% 3 P A TR T304 3 PR HE PR A R LA, X7 ZEAE AR 2L O A E Lt — 2D i
WA ABCTESE0G, i AR VEHEBAR A B O L, X B X i A A 3 PR v ) A it
AT e E L.

VY, ASFIREAE TR e 3 PR R s DX [R5 2 S B AN [RI A A S 14 DX A SO 2 %o ke,
WA ERENSRIHATIRA I B, Xt ILBURAAP R RAPRH LU RS, R DLE SR B A
A R A XS BT I SEME, B R = I DL b A% 338 1 HE B AT TR ) BB S 0G5 S B A R0 (Y
SO, XL FE AT A — P AR IV HE P A R IR R, DAL P B A 2 PR B4 3t E B

B oW

[ & B SRR} 3L 430 H (31171006)F1 74 7 A 500 R 22 30 72 [ BA 22 B I H (TR2012205-5) 37 7
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