dxdeldEa): 49 R AA
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ATt Aol A | o} AHHE i IH

= - 2 0% 09
et el st FEL LS IOE LR BT

AAE AHEE 7 e w8 Ue DRT THelH Ao AHE FEHLE URtel HoiuRA R
H 72 dE AHY 2ol Aol wite 830 wet 54 /314 Ade] gdsle AHY
Bl £ =Relde Qe o] AMg w3 i Jete] AP LE AT Y He
AojE A AT & AEF dojztast AHE HAEE FEH o]FE o83l Ao E
7| st BEAUWIE e AR S e F3th F2 H9f GFES doiBRE
7hgeled AEsAY Bixle) =g gelshed] Bojdhe AXY Holn Ho RAREL FE ol
PRAGT F2A FE AP S FHhe A 2} HolA dojg ofd Pyer FrAY &
EAE dEle A 8™ 712 ok wd Qe A8 A9 ol¢ Fasitn gEd

FHO Aol EAE. the 9H, Aof ola, Ao} A4

dolg A1 & Yt SUL VL UE F 3 BE o2 A JFIHE FAR 94018
253 78 At 1A w0l 2 LW UHeE ol s=Alen AR a7 23
ApdolAat dIzish fARE Ash WA wol & B BY A3k B4 @l 2] B 3) A=

* Boode $2re B A7 L AlYMI1-0107-00-0013) AYeR FHEAS
Y @AAR F 7] R 136700 AEA AET AT 5, 2R ARNA AT,
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Sr=aelstax| - AE A X

& Tol¥e & UNT Ao} FHE e o
¥t EAE AFZ(sentence production)dtA] = %38}
Ak v A Aojgtgake AT At
He ooz AL AEIM of oY v
olel® 49| Ao AHE: T KA Fxe
Aol AHEFEE Bt ojd Ane Ay o
ol 45 FYo] A9 HHHoz AFH e
Zo] obdrtale AZE dtA ok 2He AT
A7g B2 Qe Ao T A Fx2
AEgHoz ZAHo Jn AEHHeE 2
5ol e £A4o] d=HEs} ohdrbe A galol
dhe #1730l FAAsM o8 Hese A 2o
(Diamond & Hopson, 1998; Newport, 1990; Pinker,
1994).

dolel 715 Tt Aol Tl AdAin
2 W% dtn AolE Fa el EAshe Al
€ Uiz FFarle 8 dolE ol &3
Azte] nFE AlnE AT Pk Ao
9 o8 7% FAME 53] AlLE 7150 o
T Fasith AL Ao ddx e FRHY
BAAAE E3l 2AAEEE A Ao E o] &
§ AL FNE A& E Ritn Fud ¢
PlE REAE R doje thE AAAMA
e FEEE B 7 $4€ 7Ra ot o
€ € doldle dAE 70| den AL
old & olgd AL Fdiel stE 2|
€ 428 d £ Ao £F dole ¥4 S Je
e 4% S8 Y& S48 3 9
€ Yehlle 9rl@ zEln g3 #dE 8e
€28 A5 dn & 492 vEdzy 7
22 AYx oM B¥EnA e WEE
stz HwatAl Jeld 4 UckBloom & Lahey,
1978). Aol AT 2YHME EATT o
€ 89 <dold & #EY EAe oW Jes
FHd AN Mg £ U fEe EAR

7158 Azg9 94 BEA 1 Ao oW
do] JUAEAE oY F Un T Ao £
Holu E3& FuoA A¥ = it olrfx
doje] ojd &Aool UNUTHH Althzie] ©@Ho]
A Hi 8¢ dF7 Felo e B3 B
o] o] foiR|A] GtE A ® BRI}

Azte] Aolg AHEdle FYL UE /Y
AAFEA A= FxE FRE FYolEn & +
21t Chomsky, 1959; Chomsky, 1965; Fodor, 1983;
Garfield, 1989; Gleitman & Wanner, 1982; ). €17+&
543 H&dE 7T A e ol 434
e T AD2YA AolE A X714 wle
wan YA wgch dutEoz oW g
< HFche 42 49T A=Y o4 x7
ol HasA|T 7t Ao F5& A9 zAFAH
o2 o|fofaly AMY Btk == A
of 5 FHF A7lo] ZEE] o|RRE
Ao dubEQl 2|4 Y5 134 gL A Z
ot d& &ol, 49 ol A7l QUZEE oo
=EHA oW I ol 43 A7t <o
€ #5334 Rk A Bk AT Ao AHE
Yol & 44 753 FEEGx e FA
© K o & 829 dojFelg e A
BFozte] s eldissociation ol M= & 4 Uk A
olF Bl AoE ©]3l(language comprehension)
8l AtZlanguage production)dh= Hdl& o2&
of AT BE HolF A7t 71t Al F
o g e AL oMk EF 7|9 HF
A7t AAY Qo] g Fkele AL op
g old FAEE £ 9 e dHEAe
TYL O& dA JEde BEHA dn S
ol ZHojgln ¥ 4 SQItkElis & Young, 1995;
Fodor, 1983; Garfiel, 1989; Shallice, 1988).

AL Aol E AMSSIA Aot AL EE
AR Aol & AR ggdfolste WE-S A
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=H71E - 853 / QY HOEE 2|2 BEEl o= ¥

et 713rle o AAE AbgE TFR
A}I(chinking)E 371 % gk Almrb wA QAR
Aoj7t AARAA|e e =Ao] YA At &
ol dolrt F4HQ d¥e @9dvied o
e o8 o7t gtk dole AlnE =
IFAQ kFolth oE B9 AHAY
ok e AolE B3 ERSPIE stn &
F8 AL FolM ¥ F3Kcaregorization)d 2 7id
3Kconceprualization)d}7] = e},

ol dof AHE FEE ALE Y& FEH
TEs g FR/e A FREE B
ATelME old e F8¥ A4 7159 @
Uel Ao} AMg FEo] QI17te] Mg} ofH o]
U THE] AHE Rojrh. WA A
Ao E of¥A AzjsterE ATl Hsl AME
dhe AT E T fsta dA7kAl 48
ARl 7]dtsled Aol B Aelet AHE he 4
o9& AEE zoltt 1eln EoR oy dF
A7t AA gl oA%A A84d F UeAE
Mgzt 8 dPelr oREe Wi o
Aelgtolt QIANEITE dFete AEHE W
Fe g she Fo] oftt o] Roje] HIHEIE
Hgez ol Mo #ANE Aldhe AEER
1R8] aglm A FEAA st @k

Fd
T

ool s} xi

A7+ oA dojHE A7t oA o]
AR EAE ZAYE] H# G A7 WY
AHget AEHoRE AgdetEd 4o
g AME-sle] dojgRAEe] 71A dg
dpstgoh 2y 2d £ B3 M
B wHoz AHHoR thee AojH
A7 58E A £ gl ol s

o gy 44 a —Hu

Ack. o]F 9 HoMe dEHoz AANAH
BHcognitive neuroscience)ol]l A ALBsH= Q)
2 7EA e ARt aela old Wy
< A8 HIhA geinl Aol EAEl #¥
s d9E& st

AOHBHEIE TABP| 98 IXIAHTIEA
day

&4 A9 dojPuAe
& AdHe g g Fol uixd &4
ol ugt ojFelE e HoF A
(aphasio® YL E thee] Ao B F4Y9&
dehe Wolt}. dojd EAE dYoE 3
€ d7dM et EE3E AoVl HA =
o A%s HA F& T3l o) 827t o 7% 9
o ot 7% A FEolEe AE EUst
3 o] EAprt Antgog ojd FHe Aol
& 7 eA g AT BEE AALE B9
dols A8 AAE ol Fd ¥ & dY9E
doli7] 93] MRImagnetic resonance imaging),
CT(computerized tomography), SPECT(single positron
emission computer tomography) &3 o|&3lo] &4}
£ 42 9ol oUlAE ZARITE dEe F
oAste 8AE Adslr] Hs o A7} oE o
#2 5 42 A HUen od F/ Al
e NBE WkEAE ZARE M Y
o Adshe ¥ &4 Bt st oY &R
M FAMIE ZES o

e EESE Aol HAb At vt
21 o] #xel Ao A2 $¥E FHsAe
gttt dolgelu AdojAlelgte] o] By =Y
oA A7} Hle o] ¥dg F&sta o] W
& vste AEE nQtstd dolF: #AE W
Aog AYE HAFT A& Eo], dolE A&
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HERSCILTE PN

(word production)dh= o] olw|lE dYshe
B3 oA E Hddhe A2 oA cke
dojdelgtel olg& HFHThn sl e
HA of] Ao o &L Fe doF ¥AE
BR5tn o] FREY &44E Ui 49E MR
= B3 AARITE 1 Fol oF ou) &g
Yothe HY IRl of M AP L Yolr
© AY FAE ERict Y FAle durde
2 AAANE ez HEE Aoy BFA|
T oA 7]&¢] AdojdleE]EelA de] 2ole
RE Adsich. 4y HAE g Foe o
Aol ofEEE Ze BAE didez H¥E
AAEle BAET] on] HeE ojf g9
UM #E] HiHdissociation)o] WA EAE X
Attt & 9n] FHAle FYA FELR £38
v olf] Meg FAdMe ofeiFE HoleA| o}
U widge] A9t deRE RARI e
g A7t ofulaAl e A R o A Z
3 ofd ASd 9 g dAdtn
& ojn] et o3 He Aol g 7hel
2 7383 AApsle ddeltt. ey dd e
o 7R3 5 3ol EelHo] glvke AE ¢
A AFste AL oMt o F2 Age ¢
& #A9 AlHE BaA &Y 8 s v
el ATl &, on|M-ge # R3tm oF A
B 2 s 828 WHdte Attt o
d ol oo At Ao} Hsle o]F el
{double dissociation)E WA} 3 o)W A
£ o] 4tE 7Ao] Holg ofuiden o A
g 5 A oldog P4 e Ae 2
3] AlALgIT)

H &3 $AE ggez Ay xRS
drste AANAH 2GR FF-Tsyndrome) S
ez rEte FtympomE WFoR
gh F¥ L @A vhHEA Futsle $4E

o otk g B0 Vo Hed FF, F
A, A7) 59 FYol B gty e
o2 F/H TR FAHA de FFTFol
o F¥TE oY FRY F94°] A Hassociarion)
slof vehdth %Y o8 $4E ¥
FEAZSE 50| Aol e A& okd7p 1
vt QAR gk FE o] He] o
L @ RN EYE 7% 999 &4 g U
Bhie Aog BA geth o F4do] afs
o] Uehite @48 a¥ 570 e F5
dAYG FZ2 F4EC A Jehtx] gon
H2e 47 JEE MBEFE Al thalamus) F
of &£4e] e A% Uehdt) o]d olf2
AN e A o] F4E RolM &
A A7) Brie 344 NE A7 dde
2 gk 23 AR JE AT
(group study)& FHZIRTH= iR Al AF
(case study)E F8 FeEc) d A7 E 29k}
T A Ak AFE AFEte olfe @Al w
g ¥ &4 24Ut URY gaa Ao s #
ofoi T gz} Zte] WMAtAo] WFY A7) WE
olt}y. TF Al FHE EATEEL FAIR 7]
T A€ Az glem ¥ &4 9] fARE
A2 2oo7t 7Y ofyr] wEoltt i A
3 A7E she ASd Ale BAe oy
(generalization)®] o}z Fo|t}. o]¥ AUntsle] FA|

£ Az A8l AANABA e BE
e HARE B8l e 7ol AT RARE
e AL ¥ da 7|&EC # FHE ol A
A BtollA o]ge o FEeMe A 9Al
Tk oj 3 JFellMut FARAF Aolrt e @
g At A7E APt ol A5l
HHE A7 Fae HE § $2E e 3
Hate hiie FEAYRY L FAAH FAt
AT g @ a9 lsM T ale]z} dobd
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ot
[=]

IE .U

[==]

/ 12t HOIEEAE 2 BAE = B

A
ot

o] Ade EE ARMAAM Jeide Aejgn
el & #AZE =4 Ferhe etk dE
Eol AL o o|Fojz dojielE o
T Zzo| o&H, FEAKorthography)7t &8 AR
(phonological information)® o= AX AUz SIe
7t whal o] Qlword recognition) A o] Th
2o(E71E, 1995). ol AFHE HFske e
2 dEZ Sadpslexiod YR d7E A3
& & ok & 829 o) 3 v¥HE 2AML
Rody & HE7F 4B 32 "o 97
T AR fAlhY @2 dole ¢ %
He ARl wla] Y53 Azssict Wb
hE 829 ALE ZAMICY wdE §a o
ol9) 971 YL FUUFA FAstH o @2
tolel siZle AzxsAthAv|A, s, HE
A, o1A%, 2000). o] AT AFAe EA} &
FEE el e Azl o) <1XHe W
Heo] th2the dojieldte] A#E A)A| gt

¥ & gAE ddes dte d7e £ o
& 2% 7ML 9 7wl d¥Hmodular)o]
gl Aolth 18001 dt] Yol Broca, Wernicke 50|
Ao 71%5E AFE wole AR ol
(anatomical modularity)& 7VA 83 He] oj- RE-
oA old 7lFg FFeAE A7k 1
Ay olgg AHbEe 1900d Zoll Marie
(19062), Head(1926) §2l 4 obA ofg| 5|
Al ®oh "ol AAAAAN L Geschwind
(19698 71422 oA ARETL & F e
g #d AA A4l e AR o
A Hh= 7153 A (functional modularity) &
7|Rte g2 He] 7l%g ATt & AAHRE
Hog oWl 75§ gddte o d9e] UE ©l
B bl #@Agle] 917] 7l WE dedE 7Hd
& F delE ol o] Xy ) AR
AAelgabe oy delo] AxseAE A8t

A grhe Aotk Broaa ol %Y AlVlde
A3, Aol dojdlEs Fo AT 7wt
o] &yxlo] SUA gholr ol A ddAdE
BRIt ool A%eldrt a2y 2F ¢
de 2 Ad" APRAMe] 2L nlEgoR
Zed dede AHE F A3 oA 1A
Telo] AAsleAE 2 F sle AT W
o] 7Htxlo] 9irkShallice, 1988; Zurif & Swinney,
1994).

I8 18 A 7ol B AEE Ay &
A AN e GF Al HEHeR AN F
of fFAHE Q1A 7% AelE Hole o3 #9
BAE ddes AANIE Aol B o 94
Tl ¥ o] SleA& &AM Aol of
43E HY o] 2y APt 3EHE 9%
9] A F(prefrontal lobe)ol] $£44E Hole
& E 4 Aok mabA 2] HHFHe] Ao
1AM UEE 7S "Rtke d9eR
ZFEE F AA do7lsH 3
A& A7ste W2 el EolA

pork

Left Prefrontal
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Sh=yaatalx) - HE W elX]

e71gc] EHE Fou sHeEd ez
Fsle A7 ot

I rlo

ERP(event-related potential)$} o] WAz t}
22 2/0g A7 e dHdAM dohve
71 A3 E o] 838t dojPRAe] §HE =
Al #EE iy 99E ZAlske dbgeldt
EEG(electroencephalography)= oA doju+= =}
A W7o 55E Bk Yo g oy
A e HME AHEEE Wolth Wil &
7] EEG Y2 §F A7 B29 @53 BAL
dem AN Ao e 2Ee e Ay
of #dE ¥ Jol oo se AE AAE
¢ Slt}. ERPE EEGE 8% o 1980:dh
FHbEE AAFH - zALSE] Al gdstA
AHE-El= v o]tKDonchin, Ritter, & McCallum,
1978, Kutas & Van Patten, 1994; Renault, Kutas,
Coles, & Gaillard, 1989; Rugg & Cole, 1995).

ERPY| 7|2 A7 w=2l§ AsiEz U4 8%
F9 FRAAM QAAAE FHste gt BF
He EEGS AAAAE AR A de F
Qo] A5 E EEGE FA T a2lne A
HA F8 Al BAEHALD EEGolM A FHAE
T8k F%g o WY EEGE Wtk 1w
A o} Sle EEG 4¥2 =elAeg AR
o} #dE Zlolth o]d ¥ uE ERP(event-related
poentia)2t T F-Erh & o] A4 He F
e Apds g™ dehve Ao He
o] thDonchin, Ritter, & McCallum, 1978; Gazzaniga,
Ivry, and Mangun, 1998, Kutas & Van Patten,
1994).

BRP Aol {2 2R 23 WAL ol%
o] AdojyEAele] EAE et M B
o] AHg3h= ERPY FH A= AF AA] Fof U
e B¥e FRwave patterns), THEQ] A7

(amplitude of wave patterns), W&o A& A|7+
(latency of wave patterns) 5|t} E T}& &3
£ ERP7|E F9j9 Ao Th& ERPY Ao]E
EMgte Foltk o & B0 49 AL o
A AS AAF 600 msec Ao B HP600)°]
AFE FH4A 718 3A FAsle uiRio) 9
ole A5 AAl Foll VEhE 400 msec HF9
4 AdN400 22 ¥o] Ao RE FRoA
F4€t AS7A 4elRl ERPEE A= AAlE
100 msec AFE YERE N1ZF PINS negativity
& PE positiviyE UERITHO] F9(attention) 2}
A3 A= givta deA Uk Ao BEA
2o #¥dME B3 FAastn de ©old
FAEEA 29 #E] Qe Aeg B3 Ha
Atk P300e Fo AT 7| ch(expectation)ol A
o R FEE e, N400L o3l ofs)
oot ejnle] FAAYR @HEo] Uk o
BRod Ao s FAZt e Afole 9n
Ho2%: HAFSHA Holn oz i B3
A7} Qe A$ol® Ndooo] vehdth o8] o
FollA F4¢ EHA fud f¥goe peod
FEatn vk A7l wet peooe] Az A
A #dse] itn Fgste Eanet peod o
Al e BYE vehle Agghe Y30l
Y8l UrhKutas & Van Pareen, 1994).

ag 29 2 EFAAM FYHAL 9T
£% olslot BHE ERP HElo] AMAES it
xFE F AF AA F E2 AE BAE
AL y&L 2 Altdel wWE AL WslE HAF
T ok g Meog FAE FEL Bl 4
£ ofA UEs FEolm Wi Moz FAH
FEL oY oiv) 2EHE HHske FRelth
o] Azl 2R el FHIA FAlEE T
e FwdkR] %2 B @Ak oF 600msec
el B4 A ERP #|oM Ao|7b Uehes
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- ASF / QU7 R MR 9 BEE e Y

Upper graphe: Early bilnguale

The boat floated down the river sank, — Ambiguous sentence
The boat which floated down the river sank. — Disamhio. o seence

18l 2. ERP H2H

A& & F Urk Feole ol Alojrt ¥ of
L REAAM 29T AAAE A £ e W
o] =l F o YA ol doPrlsE
gk o 49E 28 5 W =HJuk

ERPE ©]43A doj@rAe #H & 73t
AL oy "l FHL 7RG A WA &
A& ERP AFoM e HEAA BEHE HAE
TYPEE QTR Yv FHAIME K83 2
Bg F ke ot & el ®
ZFA(ecological validicyye] Uthe Helol. F WA
AL AATH o olfojAlE QoA RAE
¢ AU AIZF G2 2 $ glvke Ao
o QY] Ao EAelE o A& J|EL
2 25 o|FoAE Ao] o1 ARl w} o
2 g A Wit ERPE o]F ARt
g dolgEele] 548 Hue] WIE F
Bol Fu} & thE ERPY FHE i FHe
2478 ABPE AolT. AR T 54 A

=

2
2 =

ol vehte stdel 5, B39 27), 5y9
A& AIZE Fo] F5E 3HAE APt 28
U RE AF o]l 1% %e] ERPE ©Ho| 3l
ot & o] ERPE oW 71%E H93ske i
F9E B8 AAE F71 ok T 33
¥ H¥o] ojrfold 24T ZAAE FoPd F
7} gitk olrie ko] 2UAE V) HaMe
¥ 93 71 ) AL ol Rl # Ao
2 Azpdrt

fMRI, PET, MEGS} <lojF¥Ae] 28 39
MRIE ©]&3l Fo& &8 o Aldse F
A BFolE AEY o Alfdhe Mo Pl
EAE ZAN AT AFH7} AlAIH o] AUTHKim,
Relkin, Lee, & Hirsch, 1997). 1% 30llA & 5 ¢
Rol ¢ Z Mo g 3004 HAEI} 3
€ F8)9 Broca FHoM EFE AN wig
g 5olE AMEE W] Aolrl HJIth &FoE
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S=ye|siEx] 0 A % QA

a8 3. fMRI H2Y

A=A w971 AlFG o] 5| Abilinguah®] 7
Fo] BEZol2 4L A2Y ue} gFo2 §
A& 32 o Broa YoM AsEE o
ddell zatej7t e RAE BHo F1 Uk HE
Moz FAY 49e mEIol9 Zfoln =&
Mog FEAE FHL Tl Ffoltt BEF
o9l BIolg H9shs ¥ PHo| «H3
a2 e ¥t a9 39 AANYE /FARE 99
o] B3olgl gFo] AR Al gAB}E|A|T &
Astsle F99 A7leM Aort Un FFE
HEAHQ Aojdd oo oxole A% W& 3
do] FrtHoz o] @AIET} o]Fdo AR
(bilingualism) A A-FoA e Fad AT Fale
FYG ¥ GHoA 2o} Qoirt FRA
2= eA]o] #g Aoty 18 39 AE MRI
AT Ae oy Efd dF HEANE Hd
F1 Ut} ol @ ¥ PA(brain imaging) 7Y
Adojd v el BAE ZAlshetl #8384 A}
€9 & Uk

MRIx= 7]&2] MRI 7]AIE o]&3j] AojaA)
3 F BEE o Yol odUAE v
Bxog Axd 4 9v whdclth PET(Positron
emission tomography)©] 4 MEG(magneto-encephalogram)
T M9 8% d49E Fohle A FHL

qaAnt AAFFH B dHd9 S 29T

4 SlE oM E RABIKEE E o 249
ABET 2z w2l el slth. 7|8 A
AP Al BE AT QdojgAlel SAT

AR S T BABEE O H 99L B
gtk ojFolEe AdolHAE FAs: U B
AR o GAolN EATHNE FYele BN
FAHRY o AL AAT Fol Fe o 943

. ARE deth 293 deid 9 94l o=

FYUAE e A7 ot & 7EHeR
MRIGIM = 7 A7 WP (additive method) & A}
£ B 74k At wbH(subtractive method)
& FE AP B8 o] W F8¢ AL o
HA 7} 712] Adofilefdt o[ ol Aol 3
o] & W oz FHel W le] & FAE Rolof
of &1 FAAAE GolB A} sk AojH HA
g3y 9d o deMe dgAAS FAE
Zojojo} 8CHFrackowiak, Friston, Frith, Dolan, &
Mazziotta, 1997).

&4 Ao 224 2B HY 715E AT
g el o & Ft FE Fojof H 4Y
7 ol 7% Y BYAEE ZAE F AU
aejuh CT, MRI, PET, MEG §°] 71 o]Foj
€ Y& AAH AR gaMe He 49E =
AFE A HU dRide R CTe MR
PET, MEG T 3] #j3 =7t BookCTe
05 - lem o139 d9& 48 + Ue A
of MRIE 0.1 mm FEe] FA7A G4 +
Th. MRL, PETE MEGS ¥ 9442 ¥ ¥
A 71E€HeE Apol7t Utk MRV PETE 4
A gEol WE R WHE JAdleie
Hhde] MEGE 24 AAAY A7) &g &
A oy d9E FHerh ol B4 Wi
MEGY A HAzle] 2L millisecond GHE &
AE + Sl ¥Ad MRIY PETS F3 h &
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7|& - AER / Q7 HOIFEMa|Ql REE che| PH

H dojuvte Ao ¥sE 2% 4 gtk

MRI, PET, MEGE ©|&¢ A7 Wie 7V
E AL ulg dojrle #¥E o 49L& 3
HHo2 A9 AATHez A F Utke
Zloltt. & B0 &4 ¥ AFdMe gl
2 pata] Rabe Ve 23E #oy &
gl i) MR e e WdE 3H
BAstd 1 ¥lo] dEs FE H A49E AH
Hog FFI} T3 MEG 22 At A
FEA7L doljve B¢ BAsE o dde
AAH o A £ ot oMo AEAE
Q] Ao dojolale] A ez F
AeEe dF ARE #Ast9 Ao 715E 24
sl she Wl o 94 7IHelM e a2 A
B2 E @ddte die 99 HAEcR A
A #2d + Yo

gy Gd 7IeN 5 2Ackte A
& AP (subtraction method)ol] WE A3} &4 <)
oot d& ol 7]&9 dojiE £ <
ojgte] o]Zo mEW 4¥ A= A B, CE 0
Folz U ZoR FHHD B4 HAE A9
BE ol A& e FHHM C 7I5H #
He o 49E ZAgda dgsiral o)d 7
Foll £3] Ad FAAE FYste T HIE o
Gl M FAAAE e UL BsHE ¥
GdE A 49E Tetn A F de 99
ol C 7157 A dHog FEet ol 3
Foll A% A B4 AAE FAY =el7} 7]
Z9 o]&H ujAdAM FER AR HAFEHA
o} BAl BAl) THE 7|FE0 H¥E AL X
3 A ohd thE Aol 9 gl HAUA
A% o] glvke Aotk webM o g
F AF ZAHNE /A1 A o] oE 7]
TF B9ty slvtn oz AEAsele
ol2{ o] Stk

AHASY 29 4= HA Aol de A
H dRE HoFa gtk o) F&& A3}
€ Zfe g9y HFGE AASAY
A 89 3 £ FHE AAG] Yol
th old TR A A Fe 194084
o] Penfield?} 19| FaE 28 AFog Alx
HAk a8 4e o FdE AAs] A
o ¥ d9& AP Al FHE NG B
ojty. 1§ 4o H-& o] HoleH o] Mg
FqY o= FEo] HAIAE BAS] %
718 2 BAS Yok YuiReR FR83% o
Fe& AYs] Aol o= REo] ox J%E
et e E 2AMI

talgy ddlde oy RE) 2y
2 4 A{FE Belrd 2 FRY 7eE YA
22 epAFIAY 258 Fo ofd A A E
A sta] Rater 2 oW 34 AYE
Eudheal g 2ARhe WA og 2gdrt. o
oz ¥o J4E Radoz AL Y2
71E 4R 49 s FHLE HNTE AN
th Penfield®} 12] FHEEL A H(central sulcus)
FHE AFstd &3 ¢ 59 LF& H93te
o g3 Az d9E 2ABIATKPenfild &
Jaspers, 1954). W A=Se] AL wie #dd

a8 4. oixd X2y
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t=ale|stElx] - o8 Y 2K

H 49E AFe 1 715 S 24 + slde
Helth. b8 A7 WHELS THAA 344
H F4E B3 o 71%E 83k whdd ol
o ASEE tix] Ze) AW AFee] 1 A
€ A A

v gy ASHE ¥ 7R e gHE 7R
I Atk A AR g2 disf old Aol 3o
she HYzks did Aol il BrlmsA)
FEE& Wolof sk Algdelr] Wi, dix A
o2 <3l BN Hoe & +2& /A2
A& 7FeAe] Sithe Aotk He Folzl 874
o thebA Wisletz] wife] Fgolu 1 Fo
o) so] Fz7t Mg 4 glon o]y FxH
B3R Qla] A4 HelMe HolA ge A4S
Yehd £ ok £ dA dde JdAAEd &%
Azt sAL Y F2H0 Ao
Aeu thE AR 7FEL 43 wel Wale
A7 e Aot} ol& Bo] He] ol B
2 AF3a oA Apde] slddtn st
7t BEE FAL Fol AW o} F Yx Yo
WA e AAE ¥ge] gtk gty o9
B2 d94EE AFdx Q4AHY oW HAYE
o)A e 747t Hdste oW Afde
¥ Ao wE ¥hgo] AojPBAE £ QX
713 ojE o] YeAE HYHA A
T 8l 47 8ol ok

Aol 2AF AXAAHEE A7 dy 9
ANE DUME 53 YGsingle cell recording), ¥ Z
2 B, o 2 7o A8 717 Whge] gle
U dolPBAelg dA7dle ddAe Aol
274G EEe] AF AMRErh ok WhgelE
4G e gtk Aol wEtd § Hbyol

& WrY §83ln E & Afde tE
el o HAsict o|F ol f Wi § x|
W TS ZRA T QI7He] dojRE A R E =

Abetz] Rede shuel A3 A& sAs) 9
3 2] A7 WHE ol4dld £¥A A7 Ay
(converging evidence)E Fdl= Ao] ©] ulgdals}
Ga Azed

0f 7152 th Eat

ad se o 47 WHE o8 o 99
dojgrae] 3} of| gdlo] YeAE By
T3 Ak ol F9 oM 9 dojdd 99
of ojtiqlAlet o]&o] 43 AZ= e WA
< 3] 49 Aok

EAY AojARAE] g9 1800dd) ¥
RE dojF ¥aE Yo dHe ojx RE
olf old FFHel dojPEMAE sl
g A7zt SdsiAl Adgso] goh oy sl
ANE Aze AN 3] 7€ o8 dF
o AZA dA7E dojFEAe e BY
¥ #H g3 998 FAEm Uk g $
T dejFEA e} Fo] UR|T S = e}
7150 ARG Aol B wE £ =oloME
ol Ftslel o Pz FAY doIFEAY

J8 5. dojyExe|t K
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& - A5F / g d{EEMe|2t Mgl e Y

71%%S A9ttt Hel 7t 49& W32 FA
et 2 499 gdE doAB BN %S
ek e 2o

1 9o 1,23 A2t A (primary and secondary
visual core)2A FOZ B0l AAHEI} Al
9] )&%/} 8(lateral geniculate nucleus: LGN)S A
A dHgd2 Ag =33e Roltk o] F 174
A|2}u] 2L Broadman area 17(BA 179 3j%she
dHog 12 A7 A vlFA Aoy ojFE
Asl SHHez AgsAle et v ¥
¥ A7 MRIo|L} PET S€& 53 A0 dF
dM #F FFEZFAAFH BA 1971 FARIY
o] ol g AT EAHA T2 Wiy F2
g2 o] HEE BAstn dol2 Qg
((Petersen, Fox, Synder, & Raichle, 1990). & 3%
Aol £4o2 ¢ HAEHpure alexia) v A
£ A% F(alexia without agraphia)o] W1 E
F tkAnA, wEs, A8A, d71E ©lAE,
2000; ol FE, o|FA, o|2%, EXE FAE, Y
E7, d718, 2001; Damasio & Damasio, 1983;
Frackowiak, Friston, Frith, Dolan, & Mazziotra, 1997).

28 gL 12} A2t H (primary auditory correx,
BA 41, 42X Ag4lsrt A E¥eldE ¥
& Al4be] W &£ 8(medial geniculate nucleus:
MGN)E A diHmA2 3g Zaste oo
o] Y2 F9 4o 2RE FPNIE W
2 2 dojdksjoll X k9] Tz @EE
¥, T0E Aste AHE deix St o
dodo] &AW Ehele FHE dolg s
2 Fated 1 olfe Hhg dojd EEE 7]
24 &4 FRE AYst] Ryl wEeln
(Petersen, Fox, Synder, & Raichle, 1990).

o]

1, 28 949E 58 B0l A7y 22 A7
A AoJAFTEL 3 4, 5, 6WF e Br} 1a}
PA Hel JYER gkt 3 d9e

9] &2 1} Z(lateral medial temporal cortex) EA] 0]
FHe EAE RPE dolE sk visH
I doist A-¥E ou|FPEAels} o] Rzl B
U A 2tk 53] B840 rte d9eE &%

A FFHY A FE fxsn e wE
8 (fusiform  gyrus)x= D2 H(face recognition) T}
HEE Adder Bn Hrx &n, e
e Eel 4 & 534% 2A¥eelA 1 o
ol g olFoUle FHAo] Bag EAAAE He
dhe 99 & d7dd FnE Ha HU=
sAchErd, HaEls, AEA, E71E olAF
2000; o] FE, o|FA, o2, #IE, AL, Y
E E71E 2000, WA o] FH2 B9 3
A HellM efn| & ojBoie A7t o] Foiz|
E 9d9eg FREG I2 9o dEFF

(inferior temporal gyrus)9} F&FY(middle remporal

gyrus) EQ dojPEAzlet W BEE "Ua

Atk o] T Ade nRFHAKAE Bt HE
ghe AHgY o|Bgt BE HAKAE Eof ¥

B e Aol Wi oldel A B
2% de YdoE Ba 2T 819 tkDamasio
& Damasio, 1983).

3,4, 5992 oHe] &&, AL ov] FEA
Zlgk wlo] Utk a2 o] JHED Ut
ol# o] ol el o2 =AEe] Ut
A Aol BAleA Hole ou] &4do] &
of I Aol tigt enlE gdoinlele AAA o}
Y o] ool gad 47t et dte A
oty &Myt 29 PN At o]sfr} =
A ge doizh ok 2fn) ofsje] of2{gol 1
dofol izt omle] 2 AR F o,
5"““°ﬂ w2} oheFatA olsishe Aot deiic
A 2 eole ojnlee] Ao EA|7} 3
Y7 & o 2y Rl BREe
19 5 2kA el ByRee Bl e,

L.Av—

fu

(o]
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43 2599 dolslsel B @74 93
SHEFhY &0 EFEBA 223740) 1 Tol
o ofu] &Ado] AEtAl vepduh & do] ¥
(lexical form)ZFE 2Jul& &3l Ao| ojF}
(Alexander, Hiltbrunner, & Fischer, 1989). A9l
gdeg olf-ou] A (lexical-semantic task)S
Agae o 2EF F5Y9] W Hio] ¥4
L2 Pela

F A =2 ou] HFo #F ol F
& 559 BAL AL FolimodifienE i 7
& ] -8-9f(content word)2) O]E‘ﬂ(comprehension)i’—} A}
Z{production)ol] P}-§ ZQ38lct 23 o] &%
el Wgoje] EFol wel zh thoje) o)
gl Exstn vtn @k MED #HE
o] E(animate  object) & StEFP el dFual,
FAED FEE o] E(inanimate objec) S EFF
el AR HAgte ez Ha "o
(Damasio, Gabowski, Tranel, Hichwa, & Damasio,
1996). o|d ©ol YFo] ME ¥ PAe| Aol
7t W3 543 #dEo 44 ¢ Aok F
AE BE UAES FE ALY EAd F=2
&ty FAE B UBEL &% &Y ¢
443 2L SAEI Bt o9} v
s ddelv d S veile HAle 254
o, #5& Uehle AL A5 4% &
FhA £¥3hs A Fo] FAl| we} iz
o oo EXste Ao Lol ok A
& Wz 9% ATl i o] BY F 2
HEHAE APstAE W F50] 5YHe
248U Aoz dolg MHT AS
€ #F A5 w2 9F 2ot g4
% AcHSmith Andersen, Chen, Blonder, Kirsh, &
Avison, 1996).

49 wWl2U#A G (Wernicke area)2 8] B3
oM & UKol dolold g HFehs ddo

2 oo ow

2 U9PA e, o] Jdo &4l e AS
ol o]&]A] 4o]&(Wernicke aphasia)e] VER = A
o2 <2l ok WauA 99 &49 A4,
dololgiz EAZl AZ # AR, F2 23
olgjell ojeige] e Ao H3 Hm Utk
Hoo] URE A7 Ao wad, 23 U
o] sle gl Quig EuAl7)z] Bl
gl B ouig olaiEkr] Ry Hoe
4E THL Sle o8 dolge onlE =
Batn FHe] B £E FE3ked o
o] 7] wiEel FAel ofn|& setsix] REale
Reg B1 %3 ckSwinney, Prather, & Love,
2000; Zurif & Swinney, 1994).

SH FHe YAt 7] WEYys dda o
of & AHA HEF} J9g AT 99
ot FAAR e FFA, FHH FFH
Mg ghie Xl F8¢ F2EBE 2AMY
# o] Fsupramarginal gyrus)®} Z}t&)(angular gyrus)E
Eeshe gooltt s d9e uFRE Ha
& ¥ ozt dojo] Y He HAYRE
Aelehs, SEAPESG HAHE AzAAAHE
Aejdhe R ¥9A W ) B A7
del MRIZ o] &% A7 ZIO|FF, o|FA,
o] 2%, EAE, FAL, YER E7IE 20009
o]7dRN(1998) AT ZApe] w2W, oA T 3
el e WEAHfusiform7} atel 2L
AEAE MY W & g B Ao )
o, 2% e BESEA dOE AT 9, o
EF2 S Bl 2ol uiE syl gdd) e 2
A 2] ¢} o] Zhsupramarginal gyrus)©] 7| % &lc}t. ofm}
E9ollA =olg dagsieh s ddy A
£ T wddle At 2w 9u)s)
2d #BEse] sle X EAE Aelshe A
A A 2o s 9492 Hapt TaeE By
=g nokd @83 P2 EXE AYske
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g71& - dEF /it BNt PR che| HY

Bl Zog FHEY. ¥ &4 AFAME ©]
o] &45HY ERPE FHE S4E F
o 4%t & dolz dAHAY YSHAY
HaAAY F450] M2 Huie S84
(phonemic paraphasiay@4yo] vtebdtln $c} £5
o] FE& A7 oF 7| 7|%(auditory verbal
short-term memory)Z} BEdo] Qe Aog LA
1 CHPaulesu, Frith, & Frackowiack, 1993). ©] 7]
= FE B2 AL A wEE AL HolRe B
ol gosict e o] Rl &4E o
8¢ Ao ohish B met walx Reke A
Ao S (conduction aphasia)o]L} Wrolr7)|E s}
2] Béte ¢ 44 F(phonologic agraphia)o] YE}
WA g chDamasio & Damasio, 1980).

A ST =8 dQEL dojolsist
ddE FEEot oAEH 0¥ YdEL
W dojitest #¥E Yol 8 L
HZ 859 Y Gupplementary motor area: SMA)T A
59 H(premotor coree)olth. 2 LA RAAY
o] 9HEL &F AYI FYe] QU FHelth
vt dojel HHME LA wEletER] 2
% FAshe AEAd A4 £5E APy
Bobe #a 4EE AYstn A9 2e 3
9 &% Bd 998 Bk 71%E FYske
A A N &4 AP B2 EFIY A
A8 A (anterior cingulate gyrus)S FHE W& A
FHol 48 2F TS (muismpe] Y} 29 &
THoF Fol WA AR ¥eA U
(Freedman, Alexander, & Naeser, 1984). =3 ©&g
oz 9 4L L¥(cerebellum)QlE] ©] <
A $FAY, U3 AY, 2271 BA 5
Fete 7iHez LA gtk

6 492 H2J} FH(Broca’s area)d] B2
Uil 9934 4 e ARE AdFFE g
A 3le dolnh o] FHo 4L A =HE

4 o

YA Fe s HEA FA4L disin, ¥
o] olEdA 1 ¥ YA EFE A&ty &
24 gl 2o o HEsl 499 &4
AL olfsled MR olEgg fEt
v Aeg En =AY &3 By %ol
(grammatical afflt FHarole] HALE Hzldhed
olziFe] UL o2 U3 FH9 £& HYsA
seteta)l Rahe A #oh g W2YA FYd
&40l e AHoleAe vlas & of Ha7]
Y &4 dols Bl dole] FAE oujE
A7l oS =eim o] o] R A4RIA
d AR BAE odskA] Eidax g
TiSwinney, Prather, & Love, 2000; Whittaker, 1997,
Zurif & Swinney, 1994). BEZ7}4olE a7t W&
ol 4H&3tn olddle deole & olzige] ¢
I @A BRE AU #4E oldshked
o2& 7le LR Holy Y J%E B
Pt FHe2x Ao "ok a2y e
€ H27 G 9 A2e] AFH e A
ol ofn BEI} JHo] o] HHE RolM &
Fatn Agshe 71dolzke otk &HE o
Fe 4 ¥ FAL A#Y ou], &, BF
WellMel A Fof ohdet JEE BMsln §
gate Aol et 227t g9o] &4dE F
Folle old F¥ 7% ofeizE 37] W&o
39 AEL BE0]1 ooz ol2igo] it
v A¥elth ey d@x7e A7 AnRe
ol Aol §24& Y & gk v £
B A HEIF 490 ¥ FEANYE @D
tm Uthe  Ao|ThWhittaker, 1997, Zurif &
Swinney, 1994). Qo HEA IR ohiz} ke
2333 AHF JduE 41 Je dge] ™
o H(dorsolateral prefrontal area)o]T}. o] G F
of, BA 3 AYH A4F 3y B PE A
9 A9 QANHAYE FFshe Yol ofw}
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Shmalelstalx) - of ¥ 2K

T oy F/e AAHAE FHHo2 FFn
23 999 R 2ok gdey Aol EAe
o ANz RE R L& FHMIE dn
B8l 2 FF g AYsln deldte o
Hdog FZF, o Yoyt &JdEtty HYH
e HojFel Fo] YA e ¥ AR B
obM ZHA oz dojPEA el BHE=H glE
R ZAe gt

FllMe F2 A 9o B-EE RolAh
19708 = Mzl 7leq den oA
3]756]- B B (subcortical lesion)ol] &J§t AojFo] #

B2 750l AYHHUA o} 7lFe o]
"1 714 S(basal ganglia) A]H(thalamus)S EH3
Hadst 7259 ¥ g B o|&E] A
otxl9lt). ©]F Alexander F(Alexander, Naeser, &
Palmubo, 1987)2 71X Y AAETe WAL §F
27t gAdst Aoz A Fadn A
I Crosson(1985)2 7|4 ¥o] o] aigel HA|
Al Yo Bei3lr] Hrh HAeAM AYPE
o] 8489 W&E AT It Wallesch
B(Wallesch & Papagno, 1988)2 713 &o] u}A ]
N APE B ARE F MY AP AE A
g5ty Ad@in e} Ullman(1997)S A
TR A AL Fud Y AL U
Ehi7] 2ot B #3E gt At
&9}t Nadaeu®} Crosson (1997)& A F7HA] o
Aat dolFo i) A7eHAY =R EE £4Y,
Fsted Alde AWM ¥ 71AY Hye
2 Q% dojFel 71He Aldae] @ halamic
disconnection)® YA} Ho] At FFA A 7]
N7t A etk Basigid.

AolF AT 7MY i3t BHIL FA
Ade 71ed dEiME Be =@l sk
Ojemann(1983)& Al’do] Qo] 715& FXshe F

9] 7]A (attentional mechanisms subserving language)

4

of Zggctm AQISIA I, Penfield F(1959)2 &
& Aol 7159 2 (integrative language functions)
P 7]Esleh. £ Schaltenbrand(1975)% A
o) HAE o] ¥ (preformed speech patterns)2]
ey dAE AP SHALH, Croson
(19859 Z70 Alde] 7AY =4 FF &
dhe ARt oflgt o} BT o] % Al
Ateloll A fu] A9l 512191 7] Al(semantic feedback)
o Zgecin At 2 F e Al A
9] Meld 219]7]HM(selective engagement)ol] & 8.3}
A FAR3FTEn A8 K Crosson, 1999; Nadaeu
& Crosson, 1997).

olg} Ze HT AFEBC| 7]Zsld Kandel}
a2 FRELS AFRAYN2HE OGS 2
of AA Al 2Fo2 WrolA 438 # Utk
A FeFA ThKandel, Schwartz, & Jessell, 2000). (1)
Ao} A 3 Al ~=ll(language  implementation  system)o]]
EEE 9oL 22719 WlayA Jdug oy
2t & 9 H(insular corex)?] 53 J A7} 7AYol
FPEh o] AlA”IE AEH AAE 8434
7171 93t g0l A3 E §Men 288
ZAYE ¥ opzt 283 EWA FHE R
v FEoltt (2) 23 A] A" (mediational system)o]]
® #F 359 T3 AFHY Aol ¥
s F2 dojdgAzrH A 3 AJARQ
73 Al ~®ll(conceptual system) AlolE AT
d&E ggstA "€k 3 Hd Al 2=(conceptual
system)2 W 2] 4391 A$H ) B(higher-order association
area)o]] EXE0] e Aoz A¥y PRy
AAE FFAFE 9€S dvn st

AANG7I AojP HA e &3t &8

o4 Eele wlAe REo2 dojsh ¥ AR
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& - U8 / 912 Ao EAele) BRE o P

7 ogA 1Y 4 et Bk 97
& w94 @k R WAZ Qojst Hel B
B A78e e rlEd EAsE dojE, <
JAele, AANeS 59 olgold RYS A
F83 $48 o 49l g o4 A
g Mgshen] £80) Bk A& o] dolyl?)
& golol BAjol mheh ol A4l T Y
o2 o|FolAeA ofUB U PO ofF
Ao et AT 7He] Utk MR B
2 B Al AT 2R 54 et o
o ThE ¥97h FEE 29E velFey
ot BAe F27} B2@ 1 BAZ 29 ol
& A4ske Pue] gekithe 7S sk
A7) g,

S WAZ old 4T A%e Ao} 283 o
ofstgol g UNE AL & Utk A
of 9ol ¥&EA FAHE o] FoiAsh
HolAl AgetAl Rahe ol3QolAE dgom
2aolsl &2 437 DAY ¥ 94e 24
¥ 4Aso| ©E 93] Aele Holgo] B
g 4 Atk o Jedolnel oA AelWg Sl
o2 s 9T & PEL AL AL o)
$ 4402 onl Qe A7eka 42
A A dolsh Mol BAY ARE HUA
& F¥Hoz dojyald AU Uk NS
§71 913 AH88 & gtk 53 Fhele o
wofs) 7122177} nlAg Aejehy BAE Qo]
Aol W & 9k oled Ed AR o)
$ R3¢ gejolth ¥ &4 993 2 J9o|
FYetn Gk dolFuReY Aolel Foho] B
WAL e RS HoiFBaY %ot 2 A
29 ARED =239 Aol oS HE8H
A48 ol

dl @A dojst Ho) By ATE AFE
2 ddoju AnE Aeke AU Ay

ofr

e o ol

9ME AFE 5 U dE 8o 7I1E9] ¥H
& B4 Al2fle 25 s dfje] AbE 7t
AR 4o FHaE MR A=
gy ojd HHe Fe2ENY x23E ANE
i FEE of2E fuirsige] WEr. Azt
& Wl de A7 Ao g2y el
e BME Hea P9E o|FofAA ¥n
ol TR oFofitt Tde HAFE s} Azt
Y doAE oldlistY oHFHe FELEH
Al2gjo] 7hgslojo} & Aot

o2 199857 Al2td Hs} x| A7
7 GSY gdEh o] FolHA ke Q1A 7]
T H7E oW #do] eAE Yeln o]d o
T 23S EdE TFg gopolM #&atA Al
49 £ 90718 WHeg 7dEn.

#FnE8

Anld, s, AEA, @71& ol #2000 &
o} 99719 dual systemol] tHE nE:
&Y F d2d A9 Aolg B 83
g FHoE dojFof-H2Fole| g
HHS AE doldel et

olBE. olFA, oA, EIE S Y
w@71&00. 7153 271 FHE el e
o §F3 ) Dol o], 2HAo{FZ
o 17, 6(1). 105-130.

0]73%1998). =3 A ¢vo] d¥E o &
43t Fdel vl 198dE B Ay o
QUX|M2IBE| AURICHE] =BE, 129-137.
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Brain regions related to huamn language

information processing

Kichun Nam Donghyee Kim
Department of psychology, Department of rehabilitation medicine,
Korea University Korea University

To use language is a unique ability in human being. It seems that people have innate lanugage
abilities and these abilities develop depending on which linguistic envoronments that people are
exposed to. The relation of human language abilities and brain regions is discussed in this arricle.
Human brain appears to consists of the store of linguistic input and knowledge and
comprehension and production systems. We assume that the anterior part of brain is involved in
producing and figuring out the intention of speakers. The posterior part of brain is involved in
storing and procesing language information. It is important to define how brain processes language
information for fundamental research and human welfare.

Key words language information processing, brain region, languge comrehension, languge production
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