Al eEA X QAR
The Korean Journal of Cognitive and Biological Psychology
2015, Vol. 27, No. 3, 341-365

AAvee] A% -2 AP

nA Aol W e o84 Rda MRIE °l&F v A4 At dEd
2004 o] F At 10 3E AR Eolke T S olHgTh & AdeEL, A4
Sl gk ARl BAldl e, a3t EEke SR FAd g A7 AAE
EH?SL olgfE =Rt o]& sl AA, 7] AAvIEe] Fa AT FAEE S| =2t
, Rk Helld 24, 2 AAvete] MaE Al disl ot 22 SN =3t
E} HA A2 AFELS de A s ES AlRslete], ATE £ o Fuskl Ad
st @t ol vE Ad FAS} gulHE A S =iehal, #d tdET o e
£ 3 2] FEoiH, g AR T A AEd 9% viAe A o
73S FetaL, A AEE 2dske WHanst ofd mE A& HEsty, A4
AMED A B A HEYDA o]9d] HFERE HEJIATL deaFe] A
Pohz & ol AEFo =N FASET. oof & =2 U]% Olﬂﬂ dsdast A

= AEL A7e1s 04-?-;—% 2 Eﬂz, @ ‘%‘?3;91 szt 2

% Ho
T AR A, gty AT (136-701) AEA AT FEE 145
E-mail: chaikim(@korea.ac.kr

- 341 -

AL 2039 % F2A AT ZAFEAI 0 2HE] A AHITHNo. 2013K2A1A2053850).



T kel A

¥

o

=

[¢)

, 2012; %A, 2007)

2011), F-8xivkel, 2012), T28]a YARRI(EHA

OIX| U HE
7 ] ] o] ole3t

1Al :

3

),

o]

=3

=42

t

(]

°

TR o ome F W W o o) & oy RS R W T E o o
TR N RECR gy g PER g TRE BT
HTJ@I:OOMIEEO#EAO.Q_-_/_O HEE@@%NI]%}%OU%M%MWMALEOQ%
o W oo Wt o e T oA WO W g ) AL
g T W OW T TN T oo+ P RRT 4T T B
AT R - A . =T o 2 B W) HxX .o
< EETHIN, SemTahe . PERW g T
ol o B ) T sl ol : k3 -0
%%WW%&%?%Mﬂndﬁ%%%EEQMM%%%@%HQ%
(e — | ) ze} —
ERw e W om ooy oo o BT
OJﬂﬂmowiﬂdbEalnﬂ.ﬁT of mo &T ﬁadﬁWﬂTﬂWﬂ ,ﬂ_ﬂ%_ﬂ_%ﬁﬂ.&wlo
W R TR s L o oo 0 X WL
.WM%M&%uIl&;&e:u]A;duEFMWLMLWﬂmﬂLﬂuﬂLﬂJIaUW
B he  NemERR RGP r@ T T ¥ HRae®Y
o = a7 o :AJ| X - <
o%@EM.&QJWHiﬂﬂﬂzﬁ_ﬂlﬂlwﬁrﬂo%yoﬂay An@%uﬁ
I il —~ X 56 o
i dwmlews CHEF pBE ghohsafhsdd"m=
K o= 4 == " ® - AT Mo g o 7 Ao G I R
> G IR w ol 4o T o T
W T o e S ARSI T - R ol T M
T OWE W T ST RW O ORE WHDT ENE T B W U
LRI RAIATE DAY HHITTTHEXYPTHITo T D
Eow s TR o N e
£ 0 T B < 2 iy H oK = w . W oz . ozn M — o
SR oUW Tw KW ~ 7 L S I wmn BT TN
S x Bl g T e o s E N RSN mo B
S o ool o) oW o K Ew §od ™ o ®
o Tr s o — = X o ~ }L,_ﬂ_y\‘w\_ m _,A_L NN
.,o_wmﬁxﬂx»mcxuxi,# uaﬂrmAﬁo ! éo_wﬁﬂwd _Edljodﬂl\zﬁ
T o N oo B o e o s &9 5= &
AT T T AT T S T NS S L T Gl i - =
,Ax_.mu‘.rO,A = _L_lo ol I~ X 8 = D.r. ﬂﬂEo:
I TN i N T N B B TR I
R Er 2N P s el PH o s 2T IR E Ry
ST R I B N A - I S = T B TR B S
S ¥ 2™ UM E NG T Do £ .o T T R
B ERg XD N E T _ P2l L P rwy g H
AR PSR PEEE L NS SR TS SRS
B ol oy T oo ° NTR g g Ny g MR WS gy
MegF T @E M Fo BT TERE kT T YW ook R
TERTOFTTFHRRNH® KFIRFTETF IR THIDTWRT

2 A" WA,

o

i=H=)

T
- 342 -

(o]m]7d, 2008; A<, 2014), FEHAY

1

(¢]
=

KR
=]



% v
n)gk Age] A2 AL Al 7HA ZHoA
welataa @k cde el 74 3|
We AEet 2 A7 Fale A i

f
)
o
e
o,
N

k%)
o

oY
=)
=
o rQ o m(l)n
_y °,
ox
o
i)
>
5o
rlo
2
2L
rol
fin)
2

N
O,
ek
N
N
oX,
ut =

(e}

- X
i
rl
kY
o,

of Hr rx
o
o
i
-
ML
_O‘L
H
o,
of
dm

_o‘g
rlr

o
>
o

il

:oé

1%

N

N

olf

off

i)

A=

o
e

!

oot

101k oy

o
o ol wolE HEAEL
5

19
)
>w

Bt L % ox -t rUIO
i
i
re
rJ
i,
Ol
ry
o)
o,
=
ol

X

M
=
r\r

o
fru
2
re
-

il
po
0,
)
i=)
N,
=
o
ftl
[SOS)
-
o
e
lo,
o N &L it
N

ox o

ol
-

(functional magnetic resonance imaging, ©]
fMRI) HPH o] 9401] ttE ARy W ES
N

mlEHﬁ—*—i, e 9

27 ARG Fa AT 4%

AZn|ete Az 4 W ke AT Akl

el =efshrlel kM, 2 ofd, A7dnet
7o) A w9 2 Ase] el 1%
£7F itk 2000d HFR o FAs W
WA 9 ol 98 ¥ sl g ol
Qe weh e, obgTeE 2
FAlol tlg AATHA A8A15EE B
W A7ue a3k A4Egin. 271 4
gto] JidS AE3 AL Zeki, Ramachandran,
18] 3 LivingstonZ} 7232 A7 3}8ke] tr}Eo]
At} o5& Z+Zt ‘lnner Vision(Zeki, 1999),
Journal of Consciousness Studies®] Z=HH =&
(Ramachandran & Hirsch, 1999), 181
and art: the biology of seeing(Livingston, 2002)’©]
e A4ES Bao] deEN ABY 7
A5 AZeH o 128 Bagd o
xﬂwaiu}. o2& FEAeR 54 A, A
Sof zekie] AN YA
Ramachandran®] A|&o|A Q1% A
vl 18]3 Livingstond] FollAl Q13zht
ddvle ol 2He B3] d8 Ll
AEE dAletEA, o AFe] Aoy M
Al EATVERE o gl EHOM 71221738 2

(I

(<]

2 olN

3

ol
-

al
7

A%

=

‘Vision

1o,
o,
t
M

il

] e
N

o> L
N,

1>

tlo

offl

o

ol

ol

L

X

of

_,d
_E
i

>

T A — T 2R 5
olglglt nigA FEH EZAZAHC AlAwn|st
A4 A= 200080 SR o]28 Wi

(e}

7] AlZFelict. 200432 F

AT ALl R F23 el $4,

- 343 -



a

FHAHoR o] R dezEe] g 7
o A AAH, A Ao BEA F
gl ola) 7] etta A A A THLeder, Belke,
Ocberst, & Augustin, 2004). ©] ¥ I3 Leder
olMolE Wl 9oz FHALY, of
A A7t Aol A FEEA] 2 A &
o] U}, Lederd] Rdo] o3 AW &

A2 FE=SATE T Ledere] el 917
A HGE AEslste, ‘27 A7t 24
AEA 71 B HAA 2R A &
d g HJrpo ol2x dHe] AHES 45
gAsA Helatsdnh olddx HFH, A
4, A4, A, AT Tl vA A <
A Hge] 24 g9lo TIHAUTE Leder
melo) 7k 74 AL o|F AAu|g AT

Aol L-8=7% st A

ol A7 A A
=9]9f whge] =)= sttt

Tl =

AT =5 - Cela-Conde 5(2004), Kawabata <}
ki (2004), Vartanian®} Goel (2004)& - w| <2}
A, Z olgteY AEd #ste

= A
o goe] U FrRA gEAY wP
t} A

5

A o] Al =Fol thE AT AHIE tElA
A e ASE A9 =& WA Cela-Conde
o
]

FE2 AN, AT 7t 2 U
g olBTHE onE BURE FU A%
(Magnetoencephalogram, ©]3} MEGE ©]-g3}]
W M 23R40 2 A s
nEAES olgHThL #TE o, olEwA
grta A gl waf kT wjelS dd
= YA (G 7IEe|n 2 A dorsolateral prefrontal
cortex, ©]3F DLPFOCI|A &35k} S7H Atk
(Cela-Conde et al., 2004). Kawabata®} Zeki T3}
S P9 A3 AFEL AT, 3
AAEAA T FY A A e F e
AedEs FuA ¥ TEL MUE 753
9tk 1 A olgwtn dud 434 o

A oA FAEE o npdY, orbitofrontal

n, Fetn Bvd 439 A%e 59
o @43} F7te Ay drhKawabata & Zeki,
2004). o}t ALE 54 HL 2 HAIE
Z 3l Vartanian®} Goel®] ATFoA &, H|&
Foll g Fa4 A3t des, ¢

st

o

Adal(me]d, caudate nucleus)ol A

cingulate gyrus)ol| A& Azl Zrld g} &
33} S7F ol BEE UK Vartanian & Goel,
2004).

2 AR A= BF

- 344 -



2 e %ol v wg st B
Aol gtk A, A AT An A7
o olgTe7 AREE Row wug ¥
G5e A Qg ol A7 A

& k] 299 A 1 o2}

oy 1o o2 o of
e
ne

= ”354715 i aom Az 9 A
A AT el wFAT w obETHE FE

9%, 29n FB4 A3
Brbehe B9 Aol EAeh

vd g#d A g dulEe SA FHA 9
=Y. 2d Holl EHEYE JacobsenT} FEEC
A7t A9 @7 4 A% PEEL A7R
5 9A A deFEF dald 718eA
a3y HHE A= o2 A5 t(Jacobsen,

Schubotz, Hofel, & Cramon, 2006). B=3F w]|& =}

[\

3 A A= digk A dd IdAE A
Alsldch v fddy oA g gk 2
HAAQ dxE B3l A= T 84 "HEY

719, oAb A% dute] fEE 94
= AAst, 1 AP {3 o WS
s

& AgsnA @ Zoldh g B

N

WA 502 et& olnfE A, medial frontal
cortex), DA FH 7] LA, precuneus), FTH L3
(§1% u]o|®}, posterior cingulate gyrus, ©|3}
PCG), FH=F=(AZE FAA=, temporal pole), 2

S5 H @A R0l S5, temporoparietal

SR TR
FA44, superior parietla lobule, ©]3} SPL), %

RO G S

F JASREES

%, intraparietal sulcus) 2 A&
o, premotor area)ol| A= A
o Al 23 S7HE AT

Jacobsen 2] AT AA |, 7FA|7} ofn] ¢
Zd A2 AeABol ohie Remapy
A AR AFE Agee A6 deds
A7Aele ool d Bk ko] Faa. 7]

= A vl 484 23 L FA §ol
Sthe Aol TH@ W9, o)F Fa 4=
) wge d&aEd U@ o wed B

AS E=9Y3}ATHDI Dio, Macaluso, & Rizzolati,
2007). Jacobsen 52| oAl olErT}Eo @
oz A& e A Zo|, Di Dio &
& gavedlde A0 vd Fe 28
i aEie 4B19E BTG 2

e 24
o oUH]'gTE‘ HHHO T2 uE Wy 23S
nlAstglth A7AES
A= wd A5E
FHH AT o nE nH A o

o j8A
FgHoz Y

- 345 -



QA W& APYe] heF AN B 3
Tt 24E W W dolHe AVA ng
F9A v, F ZHolA A7 29 W
A 9 AF3 WP AZ e wg v 2
B, EYEE T FEY Az A2
99, ALF 99, aeln FNEAE =4

=
A, insula)ollA] X]':Loﬂ o 2 &43=
13}

A 1 A Qe Aow W ANE

o] 7% HEA(amygdala) 243}
HAuoh wes] AFRES HEATL
nje} ATt sfAstitt. Di Do 59
Te GEHEE ALE 2dds 224
A AFo2 EaiXE, ol AFHer
i’ﬂré}oﬁ Hl& SHAMT 2] S Hole H]
=S weo] Yiths AHda] AHA g
/‘é(ecological validity) 2} AAA 2245 FAl
AdFPHe o2 AU} mak wle #oo}
%T&r% 75 - A, AR vreh
4, T84 1 daHe APUENAE 4
‘ﬁ?}ﬁﬂ% A& F5T Thaitt.
o Y MRI Aol A Ishizu®} Zeki

o
)

mo re

= 298 neRE AFd gE) nd @
FA o} Al A oiv] A AE G 28t

A TH(shizu & Zeki, 2013). fMRI H] <ol 2
TS BAld AAE F e adE Ha
°1L Aol B olgthEAmA A, 52
Aol o WA (Hy] #Ath HES w8 §h
SotEE ARSI T IpAlel Add

| .

¢

ol #4 2n, 9d 8
3l

i)
A, 5 3zhE7he, putamen)ﬂr

(supplementary motor are) 52 F IHA|
zEAOoR Fosls Aoz ekt wat
A AgellA mH Ay} ddE Aoz A
AlE H 2] 24 A ) A (Cela-Conde et al,, 2004)
2 HAHDi Dio et al, 2000)% wF HAky}
the] el F3] Folste Aoz et

FE R de3 28 AAA F5
Justd HZ AAne AT s £ 4
SRE P A oHETIES ATe] ZE ol
FAE il 711 TheAdH, dedE 1
AA e 711 7bede FEENA S
AgE Han. A2 S0, 1699 AR
oz 3k MRl Aol Cupchikd} FEE
< A8, ¥4, 4EdE E¥ote LIS
JEEL 47 ATom, WPE AFEL
EA A=Fo 2 AABHA D}(Cupchik Vartanian,

Crawley, & Mikulis, 2009). AA=E5L T3 X
HAE el 3 7441'17]- PAESS RS
(hard-edge) 2713}, ¥
& (soft-edge) 710
B e 49 zAe 4F A7 A 3
kel Aol 4
Ee 4 AE S £RR SAR
=

=
TOWE E 99A Sel AFsH W, vl

- 346 -



.D,Ar._lﬁ._u T W T N
T N
= U Mo A = mrL oF o 1
l = Jo i ulo Fow B WL T
el ﬂwm%%m% y&.mﬂﬂ%ﬂxwmﬂ.ﬂ?ﬂ% )
A m,_wmum@ﬁu}ﬂmqaﬁgﬂ B w oA
B %ﬂ@%%%% Lzmﬁ_ﬁmrwwM%%Mﬂ&ﬂ»ﬂw%%uﬂ%ﬂyw_.
_ e zo ol e 8 Gy © T = = 3 ¥ ol Mo T o — o
i S EEFIL W%W%ﬂﬂ%qum%@m.%%ewaﬂ;ﬂ%wﬁ
o %QW@@E diﬂ@ﬂ%é%ﬁi%mﬂ%ﬂﬁﬂﬁwﬂﬂizfdrg
RO =g %QDM wﬁ;mwﬂiofmﬂ(uAﬁw,wﬁﬂﬂhomﬂh oy M
< k@oﬂ,%_@ﬂww %Joﬂemﬁﬂ_waﬂwo%ﬂrm%ﬂﬂaWﬂwa?.ﬂwyﬂ&
i -~ S ~ ; o et
S Teiwlss z@zmi;;o@wm_wmi%%wy%@m,nfmﬁ
" nﬁﬂﬂ%d\o W._MQL‘NFHXOAOEEWJIMV@MuMAWL#LaLXMWﬂOﬂW‘ﬂUUWMﬂm
N cEHE % B 4mm_u%1%aiqﬂgz SF o
5 X N - W By T komlullalumo X — 7 ol
%Vul%ﬂn_rmwﬁumﬂﬂ‘ﬁopoumﬂogz. V%%ﬂ%%ﬂ%m:wﬂc_a
S G I ﬂﬂ@%%%@ﬂm%ﬂw A S oy o b
ﬂéml%x%e% %Eomiﬁéa,uoo*ommﬂm & I
drqﬂxawrxq_ﬁ_@ﬁ_ o XA . o %uéﬂ%]%mﬂo#wﬂ%ﬂm
xﬁ_sLu.EE%ﬁ?aﬂm%ﬂ_i1oﬂ mﬁh%&u,&i%@l%gmﬂ
@NEQ&@HW@ME%HME%%Aﬁgkﬁwmm
W o ) A ) jo- O
wﬂuc%mﬁ@u&&, %ﬂﬂ%ﬁu@ma_@mnw‘lﬂ .
I _61%1%41 T T+ o o T
@&N%Hﬂo%?_ o oM oAk B ook i = N R
! J.Jl =~ 0 R
ﬂj%%mﬁo%%@q@vﬂmoﬂ%.%ﬂrA%@m@ 2o w2
et do@uafxﬂ,% ﬂ_z%mn,zllﬂ ) = ' < R
or 1o £ oo u%%ﬂl%JlnArﬂ%ﬁo}oq vﬁdﬂz T o = = a- o
ﬂoWzﬁ.ﬂﬁ]eﬂFﬂﬂoﬂﬂWlﬂi] Hl,m_u‘ioﬁa V,.,71J dﬂioibllc.,
Mrao&mwﬂAﬁu% éurx@Aaigadoﬁﬁ @mla%waﬂmo &mﬁs%
re i noor b ~ ' CT 4
TR of <O ,.M.% i s % s ‘_Wc o T IEM M Mn = H.Mum o do wmr I A]Tm = o 3 X r oﬁﬂ A JB w s
JEOWIﬂwM ﬁ%ﬂu%%Aﬂ%%@ﬂ%ﬂ u@m,ﬁrzﬁﬂw_;ﬁo W@A,M
_f@uVﬁ%%Aqﬂi DI F° 35T IS S
HLaﬂLEZLﬂO@ML‘Wﬂ,ﬂIaﬂﬂEiﬂhoiLLﬂmodLﬂL WMM&WWEHMEEWW%:T%]@!
= o oy T Bk ™ & = oS o OB I~ N
ﬂ%m_hovﬂo, " o TN o B W o mﬁzzsa
< o Mo T Ho WG = BoM o T oy o - o o
awwgzwwwwi_ggwéogaOVW%% woﬁoiﬁ@gmmwwowﬁ
= L. T ‘|J| —_— R ~
Lmoﬂh%hwvﬂdnﬂaﬁmﬁﬂﬂmumﬂwﬁuWﬂlﬂ E%Aﬁﬁﬂidbﬂwxmﬂ
%%ﬂagU%H%OMM@%Q_&H%QHW ﬂﬂ&%_ﬂ%%éjmmﬂ
o = ﬂnﬂﬂhwllﬂac K — B AT 0 5 Hin T =7 3 5w B 2 = <
SN I & ° T g % B ° B T 0w = <= § &
oﬂé%ﬁﬂm%mﬁ&@mﬂﬁﬁwwy_@ %m%oﬂhgoMm%ﬂnmw
_u N R S L o = & -
AA_zx@q%%mﬂﬂ.uwﬂ%%%%@%ﬂmk
AL g o o ° gm
LGS

- 347 -



o
oy
8
2
i
Y

k= S el
N2 Sofl 289 i, Fd B4
o olgthee ET ATES A ESIT
e zFoMe o] Eo] HWHE EAste A
o] ofe} Zrfe] ol Ao FoAHE
7= gt o & B mddE WS 1A
Holi Wt HARHA %1, #342 5
A A&A] @& A AMSHAY FHE T
Heele 5, dde] Ade &olskAl ¥
HE7|E g oldgh FdI i Al

el
4% Agol Agel thd vH AR ol
g 4 9l Aol Farhall#} Ishais 2008
A7, ol AEe 54 WA
(indeterminacy)’ ©. 2 FA8tATE ¥ wWhe &
A3} HAAAo] 2 n|&AEALE Y=

5
=543 4a%e] B4R /A o
9

il

£ 9% ATo] FRA e AN wn
= Sl W JFste A dad vhs
Aol gtk o] TFeAe A AW dF
oM 744 FEun gy gaomR, B oA
o] mpA| gt BZollA thAl ApAE] =oahr] 2

AA T g3t el EA4S 33199 78t
A FY = afet, i FHAE S40H
A ggF AdS g sHEe FAl AlAE
570l stk ol AHold dA9 33} =
WA S AdTa & § St} AAR
1o Aste AAI 33tolA A Sil

2] 2t} Wiesmann} Ishais
dA T} 33 S Al =A A
AN ¢ Urh= AT dnE 4E

%
ATHWiesmann & Ishai, 2010). €<F 2 fMRI

rlr:L_n

=

(

fr

2]

rr
[}
o

FE

o
F

_?L off =)

2 1N rUIO 24
of
o,
R

A3k, AA e wAe Frb S7hE
utet sty AEirt2 24, p
cortex)®] Bt Frbshe FAE BATh
o] A7e vlEe] ufd HH, 2 sl
w7 elme] S5rbedh ol mhe Awg
7t & AN T H] A% 2 227} 3l

[o -4
s
it
N
N
olf
ox
lo
>
o
=

e &y

oo ®odo ufy Lo

o

|
= g
fr ot o
rO

L 2
i

rE
olo
o

c,

T,
rO
lo,
Mo
¢

o e

A
(| (R ol <A
-
)
it

i
o
e
4
>~
=
)
rE ﬂllo
2
>,
g‘ﬂ
=
=2
JE
o
il

Skov, Christensen, & Nygaard, 2009). | 23}
24 23, 0y BA 99 F hEUAE
543} At 38| %% ol an
gyrws)2] A AP AFES B v ¢ A
A &gsted, vdErte] 45

eI gtk wel o] d9me 4
L/Hoﬂ Lt]rE'—. U];G .117]-2]_ Eu=c) ]_t_ 7)\_0_; H
oltt. Wk T thE B g9l 2l
N (7)=H3M nucleus accumbens)2] 73—?‘01]{— A
A B ook BAIglel A=
tol& Yetliie. ofelgt @ﬂ% i*ohﬂr %J_r
BREZF Aol wE A AdselA

B4 8L A P S AN

terior cingulate

oY

H

d o
i,

a2

WF Ade) W &% A7 453 A
Byol me vz e Folrt AR 5
B3 QuATy, 9vd 7, e 4% o
Qo) webd w4 B Aol BAeks 7

- 348 -



D\I
2L
R
~
>
o
1=
Kl
10
o
Ot
|
e
2l
=
2
02

ATt LG dAzzEe Adrol= od
+ %‘05‘}{—7}01] utel A8 o
Aoltt. Kirks} &
& ol2lg Wet 3}
g AnE 47 2EL FRAnA Y
(Kirk, Skov, Hulme, Christensen, & Zeki, 2009).

, medial temporal lobe) 719 1%
st} dadE Ao =guA, AFY

Hat st U AAE g Aol
ohlet el whe dedEe] Az Bu
o2 AAkeT

E ohe AL NgRE e 1%
ARE AA st W HEHI7F ZE A A
8+%) Th(Huang, Bridge,
$4Ee 44 79
Aol g el R
we) A

d5elM o 2

TS veRtFol Al Tol gy
A AAEE A AFEH AZelze g
A} A A= Aol vlE)] Ao 9hgo]
=7 Jebtth ek MRIo] o8] ¥ ]
WS gl wEd wEt wE HdE wkg
o] 2Ee dbdFY 2 AUS AAFI4
o] g4zt Z7lel A#FE AL old Hhe)
o g AA ZdeE W

o

H

3

s

o weEs 2AEge ¢
Kemp, & Parker, 2011). "]&
of Fof #A}Le],
8T A gl 22 A7
(¢]n}=, frontal pole) T A3} A%
937h ekt

A Ad3 \:] 2 Y EYA. @A,
Faithall#} Ishai®] &

TFEAE EuE 8t 9lth(Jacobsen et al.,
2006; Kirk et al, 2009). o] Al Ao FEH
< AEAA FAET M EE, YA F
ozl B oz = nA #HkE Ugr] of
2l 2=o] AXHJTE Aolth. Fairhall ¥}
Ishai®] A= HAAAG S A FEE<],
5o AFolA = 71E nlEFEe] of
Yel A 7lstehA sjdo], 183 Kik &
o] AFolME 7|E F AF Ae 24s)
of WYgt onR|Eo] A= &8H o]
t}.

Z7] A7Angt AF AHEL Leder B9
£ ofeoln A Azbd Helsh BE A7
HEH S, FA whg 9 B3 dud
Al Ze] % 74 ¥ B8 o
efslo] gtk olel@ o] BA olsfel sleiA
Sid Al 2tel MEAZ} w2 9 Al Ao

Holgk Zlojty. It o] YEY A

& 77t
B F 9 HESHZY HAE HQ
T el AFelA e, F7kAke] FHARl v
A Ade st el oFek Akxe 3]st
AEE A58 8ol THVessel, Starr, &
Rubin, 2012) T3 2R IMRI &) = o
= = He Fet 2011‘ A w24
Eat=ll io&ﬂi’ii}. = AAm et ATE
| F2 olgthzely A5 AR, £& 1 4
o tigt ZAE AAsk= B, Vessel &
A A ALl e =4t &2 2HEo] ke
BAstESs stk 1

CEL PR TR RN

Jacobsen

>

ko

ol
ol

N
olr
l"O

7]

ey

o
=

—

[e]

mlo flo

;<10]‘:_ XJE%
Az FER A7
& Qe vlshe A4 243 S &

Aol Urehgrh. W FolgulAEE WEd

- 349 -



EENEILE IR
H 1. 23 NH0[E b0l Hefal ol 2ol Bofshe A WEST
4 7s i o 49 AT

HF3=24 3] (Fusiform gyrus)

Vartanian & Goel (2004)
Di Dio, Macaluso, & Rizzolati (2007)
Cupchik, Vartanian, Crawley, & Mikulis (2009)

R R

A52) 2~ (SPL) Cupchik, Vartanian, Crawley, & Mikulis (2009)
AuldElacc) Vartanian & Goel (2004)
Kirk, Skov, Christensen, & Nygaard (2009)
ok} 593 (OFC) Kawabata & Zeki (2004)
Kirk, Skov, Christensen, & Nygaard (2009)
Kirk, Skov, Hulme, Christensen, & Zeki (2009)
Lacey et al. (2011)
Ishizu & Zeki (2013)
1) A1 < (Insula) Di Dio, Macaluso, & Rizzolati (2007)

1] 3-8 (Caudate Nucleus)
2914173 3l (Nudleus

Accumbens)

A=A (Amygdala)

A Z A (Striatum)

Cupchik, Vartanian, Crawley, & Mikulis (2009)
Ishizu & Zeki (2013)

Vartanian & Goel (2004)

Kirk, Skov, Christensen, & Nygaard (2009)

Di Dio, Macaluso, & Rizzolati (2007)
Ishizu & Zeki (2013)

Lacey, Hagtvedt, Patrick, Anderson, Stilla, Deshpande, Hu,
Sato, Reddy, & Sathian (2011)

DMN

S A 79 danterior

Medial Prefrontal Cortex)

Z 5= (Temporal pole)

=554 3 $H(Temporo-parietal
junction)

T4 A Pco)

21 4 E{(Precuneus)

Jacobsen, Schubotz, Hofel, & Cramon (2006)
Fairhall & Ishai (2007)

Kirk, Skov, Hulme, Christensen, & Zeki (2009)
Jacobsen, Schubotz, Hofel, & Cramon (2006)

Jacobsen, Schubotz, Hofel, & Cramon (2006)

Jacobsen, Schubotz, Hofel, & Cramon (2006)
Vessel, Starr, & Rubin (2012)

Jacobsen, Schubotz, Hofel, & Cramon (2006)
Fairhall & Ishai (2007)

- 350 -



o
2
(@]
~
e
X
i=]
el
1%
Dol'
O
|
n
=
=
[
02

posterior cingulate cortex)@} U
AgE Y ke A §4
S R EE S EE
Uehta yA] 2ESel tisiA
S A FEE Bk
Al Aol 3] Hsta e WEHA
oA, SO, a8 AR 52 29
OZERTE Y EQ A(default mode network, ©]
o DMNEtL Eele A7 WEYAY F8
=oEolth DMNE WA 9% = g
Fo JF= Lot WA 3 FEO, A
glo] #84or s Bi A, ofd
FHAF FHA| Abo]l FAIZICl B 2 243E
Holg g959 Aoz LA rhShulman
et al, 1997; Buckner et al., 2008). o] o]
At A7Ane dAoA my g 2A 9}
dad DMNO 23S olsfshr] oH o)
ARt 374 AFElM DMNe| A7)z A
2 3}% (self-referential mental processing)Z} A3
T 4T A59248S Ade ¥ 9989

18to 2 -5 A HNorthoff et al., 2006). 2l

oo [\

il

i)

N

Aule A75e] ARE 9% Fro oaA
TR ofel® vEAEe e A7 %2A

BAe] Hedoz AP 5 9L Aotk up
S IA SFolA] Eale =
A DMNe| 714 o]gh Fiel wgg Heltk
7L A7) ekEE A =
S WIS u V)R $F o4 F7
Hzmow Holk AL nlx 2o gat
A F AN e wolgd] s DMN
of 1A el el wh
7] A2le] o]Zo] AAEHTE F
E

%< Hol 23 fAH e

A7} A= Ao th(Vessel, Starr, & Rubin, 2013).
DMN @A43lE xshet 2 10d 2+ g%
1o M 9 9 A

/Y
=)
(i')%
2,
£}

o,
>
o

d

CHAY olle&=9| Ciks)

d HAe vE, aFdME 535 I3
ZFe] A A A Frte] = 417 &
T IS ANE AT A4 AFES =
ottt Aa7pAe] AAnE A3 o9
Zol F2 A7} dleg I YR Aol o
o} ol A AIAAR 3 O 72
of gk AAINA olsf7t wi-¢ AAlstA,
ol HigoR oo ufd AATE F4
sl7]of golaitie o] FEA oz rlukeitt
a3 AlAwEke] g 2 R Al
o & H3E A Ygkom, AAnE A A
W7t FHE o)t wet AT AT A
theFstE ol 7ka et o] AoA = mlE o]
o] d& =9 ATH Ui HT AT A

Hes =ofstuat vk

s4gd Belale ¥ 9

U571k vRETIA 1% owx|} dF
olu|A g AL, wiY AT WS won
W g 293 vk ook o] A ¥s
A% A5ez Fgstn ds7ts 1 W

1w =
A2 ey ddyge] IWME, Ak
T4, dolokx, FA, ala d=deld

- 351 -



B

=

e
o] el

o

o ¥

ST
™

2}

17} $iek

2] R

249 A%o] A7

tel Aoz WEso] A

pul

A

o

T

1

T

2 A

2015).
o] olxgle] B A}
250

Y

=

gl

)

A
=

Z g vl
oARRleA &
glofope]

2

o A A

Aol A ANSEA, 7t A}

=
=

THEA th(Vartanian et al.,
Gl

21714

[e]

OIX| U HE
nA a4 B
=

=

[¢)

| K| :
=
¥ ke
THH R,

p—

3

),

o]

=3

A= AW A

74 =4

=42
i
axd w

t

(]

2013).

]
=

°

=
)

.&._i
e

olo
)

s

o
=

glojob5

o

e

AR A%

ol goterd 7ol g

ste

=

4

ze
A

1

[HE2
2l

L

.

1:3

pud

3HA

1

©
ol

a7k A

o]
18 0]0

©
yal

TKCross & Ticini, 2012).

F AR BAAE,
e Agel F4 v

2 3]y AhE W)

2 Z QX (Allison, Puce, & McCarthy, 2000)3},

SR

i
wr

HMO
B

el o 2

<N
0
g

Hr

i

d

A
=

=

712t Al
L7114}

&

1

A

o] ¥ Jb%
Ho & 21730

Erder

o

.

1L
=
[€)

o]
AA]

=
=

S

[e]

=2

SIEEE
¥

¥
Al A

%]
Calvo-Merino®} 352 A% thCalvo-

L

.

],
(Freedberg & Gallese, 2007) -

0

L

Merino, Jola, Glaser, & Haggard, 2008). fMRI

oy
a

s

A

o771/ 7t
7 A

=
=

T

kel
=i

9]

=
=

714

&

o]

ES

[e]

A5k, #lofo}
o] 2t Pv Adankea

AgelA, AW F3te

Nr

1)

=

(€]

[e)

L

=
=

7}A}

- 352 -

193 CHVartanian et al.,

0

72 H3

[e]

=

¥ kg



mﬂw Dﬁwﬂhﬂmﬂoﬂoﬂﬁaﬁ%%lir
2 uuul,o]_m_@ mmwuﬂﬂn}ﬂ%oﬁﬂm.mmmn BOWOW R TP TR N K %
5 Mﬁfva%yﬂa@@ﬂoiﬂnw% < %m%%%%wwaz
o ) _O‘OlAOJh o] ZS — _]_ ‘ml,._ 3 ,_Ir.WLE
) ﬂle doJﬂﬂ@A&ai%%am% s O N ,n_rmT
w EOMLCEogeien o HE TeTLsECewE o
@ ol ﬂ_.mﬁ__%_zﬁﬂro,%n_rm_@ﬂanom_xﬂno mLﬂ\doﬂnﬂMdﬂJﬂMuWﬁ
2l N S O T ol i L aoﬂLM_@ﬂmﬂ%
ol Eo ,mwﬂ EL 1_r/ Qv ,w.M = ° £ Zﬂ ‘7| ‘m_ﬂ L X ‘M./l AT.C — =~ 7L n 30
= %ur_xuﬂw_iﬂl%du%ﬂoxmm_i mw).?oﬂmmu@.%%wﬂﬂ%
Ry —_ - ~ | -~ — ’
3 %ﬂoﬂrwﬁﬂo@%mﬁ%%mﬁ@ ﬂmﬂ?%ﬂ%% T,WM%%LW
= T o IR o o~ ! ar
~ W s ET p oI B J-maﬁ#io.ﬂu =W S
y é,_aﬂ_aﬂ_ﬁgaz_,%_/E@%y,% w § P T o D AR TR
[l oy ° T o W opr — No ol R0 mo o 3 5 omr o O w N Laﬂ‘]
= A i_.n T Ro ol E q o - ;o* o) 3 _Nx_ S Y T s — ﬂu 1 o 70 ‘m i
N J uj T o T B o P2 N R R _ Ao o) W
O#ﬂ —_— o ‘)AI M‘M — =0 17_.A|.._ ﬂLI 5 ] u m o o ﬂLI —,Aw_ ,_HH = T e
e rETHE L G R CETR
iu%_/zoohﬁﬂo%ﬂ TR o o o o O b .- ﬂu%%@u@
BN N o m WT R ol =~ dlwrﬁéa N Yy
cuc = = N ook " N 5 W XA <0 = o R
A A N R e= 2s BEwx= L ~TBTEDY
CEEEoaecsEEiE EFTIIzEIILCER
= ~ o1 =
- ) ; # o B R T oor o) T %) RO Mn
7m_dﬂot@amﬂ1,11
[y i‘lmﬁlu‘u,_lry! e,lawmvn il JIEESH,.m_uL] - _ _
%%%W{Q%M_ﬂmwmﬂvr.m Vd.m%iwr%mmﬂ%A = 0y o
‘_ﬂ.OW Q..#o ;OL Bo =5 W Eﬁ « m nna = o5 5 ]‘W ﬂq,l UAlﬂmﬂ O#E ﬂqsﬂl
S ErLTredL s i80F DIETETRERCE w2
- ~— .O pas TTC
ﬁoéaﬁoﬂeﬂbﬂotdlﬂLm&mmhﬂ # d‘mmdﬂmmﬂo],%xuz_aﬂm% dhﬂ.mue
;ﬂﬂ@mxﬁgammvigw mEgE R kR T
BT e TR fiTEES TeT o REiy el b5
%ﬂwﬁﬁr%mmmm,AMWm%hu}m.m Etﬂﬂﬂmgﬂwﬂa_ﬁ”@ ﬂudléaw_mﬂo
@uww@oﬁrﬂ%?mg%_ho% Togow g N G e
s@,i%zo%%%%mﬁoo%U E%%w%%oﬂmﬂﬁoﬂﬁ.%ﬂﬂ
%%@Wﬁﬂ L™, E®mE BY m%%ﬂ%ﬂdogsﬁi
3 s E B p £ I 2 m%wﬂ&%g%%&%4@?&@
o oar o D w ﬂﬂw%u]M_).] 7L&1xrﬂAOATEa£oawwroﬂvuor_7ﬁ_
Mwafw,%weﬂwmu#m@mwwmwmﬂﬁ.my%mﬁ& TEav e
PN il N 2p =2 535 5" X o —_—
ZT%HJ_ﬂmﬂmm%%xmﬂmﬁowd}axxmﬂ%%%%wﬂzwmﬂmﬁﬂ
o P TN T < B 2 g 4 g9 % . T T oo W I
ﬂ@a%ﬂ%%%%@&mwwmWw%%%hxw%%ﬁ%@z%tgﬂ%
_2 =) ~ AT T ! 7_‘|‘_L|JJI
R I A

ohEa gl

H  Cattaneo®}

=
=

g

o] =R2 ulg o] FA|
w2, 2013

33
- 353 -

O
[e}

=
=

ghes AlAoA] 1)

[e)

L

3} th(Kirsch, Dawson, & Cross

[<)

=
=

7}A}

1

2015). 3

1 vlm, HE

9



A= A5

direct current stimulation, ©]3} tDCS) HHH S &

A=A F A= (transcranial

£-5}91 tHCattanco, Lega, Flexas, Nadal, Munar, &
Cela-Conde, 2013). (DCSE A ¥ Jdo] &
A o] o AF ARS FeEud,
AT ¥ 499 5 ITHIIAG 24
Al F e HH o] tHGandiga, Hummel, &
Cohen, 2006). 53] #}=2] SA4dl| wel 252
7t A 28 4 =0, anodal «DCS
= A5 F st A=E SN
94 @Aske #d A 99 s opl
shedl, 1 g A R o= ¢ R
s AEHE Aew defA  dTh(acobsen,
Koslowsky, & Lavidor, 2012). Cattaneo ‘&2 413}
ATES o] AETE 24 D 94 A
o Tolsls Aoz A7 wleZ AHTS
Aol anodal (DCSE ALl th & H|AT
e PHE BAAEE T4 2 23 88
A AES WA A e s 4
A, @7 A3, WS A4 dd o

5

= z}=

=)
iy

r

I\

|u}

=

=
@ s AFE, P AE) dF A
ﬂ'71' q’E}‘ﬁ}: . @Zﬂi 7@% ;(]_:;'Lo] ‘21‘01117(]

Qo M AT 2ol AE) UF A
P7h ZANAE oledd Wsb} ehtA @
ok W9Z AHTH Aol v Frho 54
QA AT AL YaTre

i

H 0 1:]%]:,

T A Qlab wAE e E S e B
E W TMSE E8F AFE THSIH

(Cattaneo, Lega, Gardelli, Merabet, Cela-Conde, &
Nadal, 2015). A= YA 2E A4 BA ] 7

2 F B3 Z2d 9448 9% FRA0KE

g %‘HLJOE Eﬂl ZH‘”g
= 8) © 1 (Grill-Spector,
S2F A nE Hrl
T AddEYge A7 ZyEe] Baud vk 9l
Th(Vartanian & Goel, 2004). Z7AEL 743t
4 I3t FEE EHA WA HdE qdRE
Biala, olo] As AES 74 HEz HA
stk A= AAL Al Loy &l $1x]ef] T™S
7 ALE Atk A7 A7, Lodl TMS7E F20]
773 3 Agel vk A5 1H4sksl

AR 4 AF tig dsE 10 TMS9
G WA FAut TA HAA AL T™S
= R 4, A" FF AT die A

Sol= GFE MAA Fshe Ldwel 7'<7}X}

o] A% AFE B o FF AAY 34 8
Hobe BAlE 8 BAC FJSeke A% l
o], LO TMse| e AEF & F9 B
ek ARl oFsirh 2HE ApAe] gk Ao
AaE FEe Aoz Helth

4 % A9 ¥ AT arve
. _

, 134 FPHe AYE o
deo val 22 WlE Ae Brhesit
= el ATk 0E AT PEe BEWIE
FAAT, AT G922} 49 A4/
Qs Hl9S HATALT A A7
A QB Frgoz guay
web F ATl Azt vy Ade) 444
g olsfehed BgHoR BEHIE o
Ao ¥ A AA9 BaE T A7) Ae
& cssh ™ el BEAY BAEA %
2 Bio] gtk TPy BE 43 2 =
Qe oo WS MAEA PRoRA,

- 354 -



He AR NS delde ATE Agd)

FAE Ado

AL 7 43 9] (event-related potential, o] S}
ERP). 17n|E §71 Oi%oﬂfﬂ Cela-Conde &}
¥ DLPFCY 4

b 71 % Mﬁ} A#ELS Wik ol
LA MEGE] $-8 AR g 7}
TG 2 EERedA] el iR
Ao Al g3 MRIE 1/1000% T99] W]
A B A Felg skt Aget
2 ekth. 849 Cela-Conde ©]| T2 m|A 7

‘Eg

7 ATt 24 el
A20] Pungst BRES vl%e] BE 7
ol vle 4 A ¥ e JEE 2
(Pang, Nadal, Miiller-Paul,
2013). o] AelH FHIL H F sfue, 27
Wel AE7h 2% e Ay B olR
7} g=bolu A oJF S5 vlgo g2 AR T
2 e, Agxlel oa) A JiEE 2370 of
ojgle] meAEA HEAS &iote] A
Acke AHolvh. 24, ¥4, Fe3tE 24
so7f 2 9 A=, 2HS 9 4 A=

Fo BAYG 7L Ade] oHEs &
[

Rosenberg, & Klein,

O{N

W3 A3, agn 94 AFe] ANHE B
< phEe A48 AFES T

A A HAs BES dad i FaEA

¢

2o 2A%l, A2 A3 A4
2oAA] G ARRE U 1
SIS 7] 918 Agollr). ERp
Aol LPCs} P3b X
Az A A A
Az Al e FkEE, 4 A

olggt =4 7+

n&‘i b
e wo

FE

B9 s AT

WEREA,  A7ve
¥, 2 AE 7T
we}, 2R 998 FHsn A3HE At
el Ame] shutzd H2 vjehEd o
T7F A7) AlskAT 2015 349 At
A AZEes das SR Ve 3
FE % ol
A Brown 5& 014 A2) 4ol ello]
H =Ae] Gzt ik Bt
o} olo] whd}
b= dl 7HA °Eﬂ191 iy
A A Hot =4S
Gt dTES
Gao, Tisdelle, Eickhoff, & Liotti,

p

]

A
AZ, A7, v, %

[tes
oN. o}i o ¥ N gl
ofr

> ol

2011). A3}

S5 F%(activation likelihood estimation - ©]3}

- 355 -



Az 449, 29 279, a3 93 st
AEEe] gAH. BH 4N
A A e ol gz AFe B 34
A 4 bl FEAH O Bofeke ¥ I
S AES A3 9 U 995 F A3 94
§ ol Wskth o] e mele 2ol
fEthe 92 F AwHoz 44 PN §
Wehe Aol taAE WMeg nelth me

cls 3 il
A7 71HE Bk debARl wEta AZA7)
< oA L 9oE s F Utk A
A, 7t dezEo] Bele A
AHA el njH e 2l A
goh, o i 49, Z2 A3, v
oA E wEt el ARle oHA BT
ATtE HellA olgt aiMo] A=
3K Conway & Rehding, 2013). 121} Brown
Y = A d=d BEE AUA
A dutstele A2 AFg Lotk o] AT
oA wEl Ao E8H 937 AFES A
248 A} Prhoke B 248
oz AUn 9EA olvd met Y
e 9 & Un Han 9 ATEe
£8 Aoz LA, T d

;51—
AE} PUG ODHE 4t AFEL AT

>

ATgo] Ty EFF old] mek B A
T Ade vH A 1 AR, B

A

2
18
il
|
o)
rr
=
M
1%
1o,
P
k)
o

AB7AA EEE AYAQ AR AT
o

o 27
HE 53l g9dEo] FAgtt. FHARZ 3
A et A A Yygoel nEdE A
73t #AE A7EANN BEHoR e
S #lEdeh o2 AF AHE Leder &
2004)2] ol 7ol a2

ro
N,
iy
A<
o
A<
o
X
L
A<
o
o
il
-
oX,
i
)

Al 8t} Vartanian®} Skove] &
A A% Z 7P SvEan AR e 3
A2 ) EEE DMNO| EA4sto|t) o A
2-16)lA =9] gt ufe}l o], DMN2 o& 7t
A AL ALY WA e ol E
71gole & gt siME 4 ok
B velide] A vd 3t 5 5% #A
o] AAl 72} BAGlo] nEAtEe] A7 o

lo,
il

>

)

- 356 -



N
2
o
~
>
N
1=
ol
o
il
|
18
[
=
=
a

Il
0

AdHE gEZ2E RE YEYAI} BAAFS
HYTe golA o 992 28 4 9ok

>,
o,
=)

1o

B Jeig 2opol B AE.
e E ERIREER LS
4 AT e B #RE 4 9
So B A2et Yok 2 AN &

o I HE digk 877 AXG.

2

op rif %
Mo Mg & ok
of

[
-

gggel A2 S0, ¥4 OE v e
Vartanian®} Goel (2004), 18] 12 Di Dio S(2008)
o Apdre 27 U4 B g gd oe

-1 "1L_*|?_]. —
olsh Awd A7 WL FANGL BRS
24 4S5= Augolw 2uA9l g 7]
Zol il AvAe He] 7)Ee A5t
2 & gk webd o vigl s)Fe] ArA
=0

AR 8el7] Sside Aol 2719 Golsg
Hgow @ dd A77F stk Krenzot
Earl(2013)2 oA EHoz A1} 6-107]€
Fobs e vEHEd dd Ho e

g z2gaqy. A7de Ad 9A4e 54

00gel 74 3 4ES Tl AN ARG

qr o] FHe FES AGHoR 3/

& %
A e T H@EIAS o A
= WY AEE

L Z%S B olgd 3%
BgEsh gelelA o FEaAA
5 827} A 2719 w48 2

4 vlsh BAE AFsAS AN ol
@ Ase, v)H FY Mg 209 vent
& A% 549 B4 aAAE 43t Gob
o] A5 wgel Aol 24 #es ek
L Aoz d8E 5 Uk ATREE ol

Bol, B9 @9 A AP

2 5% 39S 59 58 AR e
Fo4 Az 2 o4 Bl AY 417 7
4 Aoz FEsdd

AA dedES AT
o7 AMgehe AAnEt A7 A, o &
, 23k AEA JFgo e ARFE
o w0l s S8t
1o, 23 ARElA d=rt vy ad

1o
>
)

52

°
rr
S~

NCoWE N, o o
4

olof FRtEE A Fo] YIS Wtk

T AFES e I AFEdAE A
o] A% P w2e A&Ed g3 Az,
WEs), 2 oAk S B3l Aoz &
AR TRl vk ATk Oppenheim¥} &
SES Ade A% el 8 ngoE &
B 2583 PHI A58 g wg
o], olggk P& wig <2A zzte] gl
A7bAre] HellA Aoz veidre 2

2 H 3138} tHOppenheim et al., 2010). -3
HoR, 7Pt AEE a4 dd W
HAE AgstE Foll, ERP N3502} LPP(late
positive potential) Q42| F7|7} AZES] A
astel] wet apEA o g Uit ol 4
Thol] thste] Mecklinger ¢} FRE2, MY 7

- 357 -



I
Stel sdh AT aA] Be TF
AoAIM Aol S Holex] HESILAL 3H3
CThMecklinger et al., 2014). =LAz} F391S
o s g HwEsE AT, A5E A9
of W2 N350 849 Fol: =Uelo|Algk
vt B3t d 545 B shARt
LPCHEI= 7 oA FdstA vesth
olgig Aty UFE| A9d wE AR
&0 E3Ate7t FEACER E2A%E B
etk & OE 2 ATl ol A
ol gk nA gAdte] Sl = FA YL w3}
A7F - EAskEA A7 wt
Gori, & Kojima, 2014).
SnEeaTe e A% vl A
WA Agel & AAdvigte] Aze 22E

GolE 7hesdeol ok SHAIRE o]t Aol

91 Th(Vannucdi,

£ 27l a7HY BAY AW 7 Aol
Mol ¥ B4 L Bala oo A
A A%, A4, bE 144 29 5 g
2xd @ g W AT 7 Aol
W2 o 2498 Aol woz 4

ko Mo
&
©

ro
i
2,

T 48R deUH 45E
et A el FAl7E Al ook
otk

£
i)

s
Y,

A7 gl 3 B3 2 HE
AE vge =

o w, odlel AAus tg WwA Az
o] Zeln . oled A4EL W@ 1
AAE A% ol uThE, AAn ek
oo 2 vtz AT o] gl BEE )

oz
=] gk YA vlHor woltt uhet

o

A B A7) EAle e3]E dAdeR
o] Foprh & st lgell wigk whge]7]
= 3.

7m0 ot diEn vl 217 7
g welaal st Nt Hofo|t} ax|wt
oFEThES dwo] AYe FY9 77t of
g B olye), dd diEo] e o o]
& 7V 83 7= otk myle] A%
o] /153 A% a¥& 3 ue A
39| Aitste At 28-S S W A
P2 UFU= Aolsitt. 2] Ayt tigh
e AFE deA AEoAR olE ol
ool Aol d77)e JET 3 B
A7ue Ao e, vA Ade A
Aol Baa sLAlekE Aol ot s
g OAE, B39 AE B oo e &
719 BMe SFA A= AR U
Bundgaard(2014)°] wEW A7Zn|st A7) o}
B, e 384 A 7N mA A
o] FHA S FEIE AL ded #
A ekt whee xsA] Evhe @
g At}

w3 Al7n|gte] WA Adat AdsiA B
FUES Y 93s Azt gz 24
7b ek He] B HESZE ded 4
Wk ofuel, uigle 24, AR, |64 B
F T e TR AT ARoE AR
#ojgitt. 2o, dsd] A7 73S 9l

- 358 -



20 o oW E R = W g M B 0 X o W™ ,UF T o of x¥ mm A
Kl - 4 o B AP TRHEFTAINPAS T " ERGS
- G W I - - R - R T =)
zl P WEXET oo v TR ETEE o4 8 TR o d
3 W O W M io° PETR LY OTER W
| o*o io ﬂedﬂﬂmﬂ Frd Mﬂljo zTﬂ,mur_._M Lf,mﬂ‘wullpt s B
0 Hoap X oS T T = T W o) ok iy e
o = w e om BeT .. o S BN =3 D o =
g NOX %o WY e 2 N = T o o o s G
o 5 ol _..i’ n < o < A4r anA M.._ JI _1.o|_| —~ ° = of o %0 Qo ,UI sl 3 Y o>
o W <H o ® 3 T ,Ul ._7 ® B B ) BN ] m o = w B ol ~ N
o - fladl ,_._ml o 1:1_ - I :AE il o= JL 7~|
=] n oaoTﬁo i —_ N = N oy o N 3 .
RO g AP el e FE pRoiBCmy g TR 6T
JoRdTF Ty WE o m® T a Ry Sy N
~ Mo 3 oo o & e A pul © N e O wp o Ay — — TR
- = o o mo oy B mr — DR so T & o)) moAoy < B nl
& H T wowe m < AF < = . - N I S )
= TR W o W m o B TR N mg kS Ay B
G%@gﬂi%%% o To.w MYy N 3 WO A °
CONEE S e N TR LR . OO I
TE TR T ST T T I T
T R b % = N C RO I £ = B S R £}
TAE ZRETBMEAEESARIL HEFREI PR
{ o RN R o g 80T g KO oy o XKD L0
FT. wi FdRL iR R3T 23R NPe
o T gTrr sl woen FTraMwmL LT
S N N A - B I o o ®og B o
BET T gy R B m T BE 2 D PR
A AR A O B A TR A N -
JIUAI1OI Et\wlﬁawmo7‘WLAEOE.1,_0._|‘VM1%O%,|PMH%AIOI NOLNEJO%EW
o= oo & LB g T R 2Oy T oy T R T w5
e e I = 0 = 5 oﬂﬂ%oﬂaAOWQﬂ%V
X S B = IR 2o X CH N G
R S It N TR I R . A CORC AT
ﬂﬂﬁm@@m%ﬂm.ﬂ%ﬂﬂﬂ%ﬂﬂwgz%&ﬂa_ﬂiéw
%M%mMmWM%@%W%%Q%dﬂ@@ﬂa@ﬂﬁwﬂ%%m&mwﬂw
N T p o Ry w0 F P = E
i 2 K S M W onr 2 R & = T = 2
A S SRS TSNS S SIS TS X
_s%ﬂwmhvmm%mﬂm_o_wzumm@m ﬂ%ﬂm_@%wﬂhwnfﬂﬁﬁﬁ
RN OE R N Eﬁﬂw o O E gy w owt of© % <o) %o m P M
HoroE 2 oo - owo B oW o = MR OT g = om om0 = o tn MR N oo

200413

o

oo APNG AN FaF FAlelth

- 359 -

& 7X(Vartanian et al., 2013; 2015)2] 74-¢- =

N el A]

1

©
pal



t=dE|stelA] s X K =

Cela-Conde®] MEG A9}, 2 33| ERP
ATE B3l olv] L o] At
Eie Bon g A7An|E Foko A A
T A Azt gue} AT e tdstE
A A s}l O3 (Jabosen et al, 2006), S H]E&
(Di Dio et al, 2007), A28 Fxo #F3, A
Aol Bd T2 BT A nsAE B A
grle] VlEe R wdd & AdEeltt Aa

A ARPIE AFIAE olelgt A&

£ v} QtkTyler, 1998). SHA| T 317}

Ase
o RSk Yk, we A9 el £
HAsE Aol BRPA it FERSAN 2
29 2439 A9t oA 49 99
o 9 A5l T AR A7
DY Ase Ed AF 59 A, 2aish
Azol wdE 972 Shste] vk A7
3 e Agete o] asith Ty
o d%el 549 @ ATt EAw 2
ook & Zoltk. 234el ) wish o,

AuEl (2012, H= e F -

. sHRREES|R|, 12(2), 47-56.
AL, Aed, AAA @o14). wlEo] I
A grte] 28 oxo] fg A7t
[e]

*ég E/‘}‘J + ng‘r A2y Al ]F

25(3), 259-276.

HAA (2007). ofl=off chst AZnfEH FZ
ofsioiAlzi=s] (H) St=2| ofsitiA| .
M AeEdista 235

AAA 014). ilﬂ} oj&: Lo H& ZFia9|
A

£
of

rp
o,
> o Mo ofx

=
fr
Ho
B
v
O
o,
=
o
>
o
0z
>
1o
1o
ok
Pal

52, 3-16.

P& (012, 2 Bzl YA} 4170
Stoll #3E A
18(2), 224-238.

kA% (2007). FZolE Lol 24N 4
T Sh=CIARIEY, 15, 353-363.

2008). A17dwetat etveke] ol gt

B 14(3), 403-414.
Balla 014). 3 FA, 223 5 417
ngA A sk=o|Ets|x|, 80, 303-344.
21744 (2005. =, ofECkgg it I

CBES

- 360 -



o
2
X}
~
e
X
i=]
1o
19
Dol'
Ofor
|
n
=
=
[
02

Allison, T., Puce, A, & McCarthy, G. (2000).
Social perception from visual cues: role of the
STS region. Trends in Cognitive Sciences, 4(7),
267-278.

Brown, S., Gao, X., Tisdelle, L., Eickhoff, S. B.,
& Liotti, M. (2011). Naturalizing aesthetics:
Brain areas for aesthetic appraisal across
sensory modalities. Nexroimage, 58, 250-258.
doi:10.1016/j.neuroimage.2011.06.012

Buckner R. L., Andrews-Hanna J. R., Schacter
D. L. (2008). The brain's default network:
anatomy, function, and relevance to disease.
Annals of the New York Academy of Science,
1124, 1-38. 10.1196/annals.1440.011

Bundgaard, P. F. (2014). Feeling, meaning, and
intentionality-a critique of the neuroaesthetics
of beauty. Phenomenology and the Cognitive
Sciences, 1-21.

Calvo-Merino, B., Jola, C., Glaser, D. E., &
Haggard, P. (2008). Towards a sensorimotor
aesthetics of performing art. Comsciousness and
Cognition, 17(3), 911-922.

Calvo-Merino, B., Urgesi, C., Orgs, G., Aglioti, S.
M., & Haggard, P. (2010). Extrastriate body
area underlies aesthetic evaluation of body
stimuli.
447-456.

Cattaneo, Z., Lega, C., Flexas, A., Nadal, M,

Experimental  Brain  Research, 204(3),

Munar, E., & Cela-Conde, C. J. (2013). The
world can look better: enhancing beauty
experience with brain stimulation.  Socia/
cognitive and affective neuroscience, nst165.

Cattaneo, Z., Lega, C., Gardelli C., Merabet, L.

B., Cela-Conde, C. J., & Nadal, M. (2014).
The role of prefrontal and parietal cortices in
esthetic appreciation of representational and
abstract art: A TMS study. Newroimage, 99,
443-450.

Chatterjee, A. (2003). Prospects for a cognitive
neuroscience of visual aesthetics. Bulletin of
Psychology and the Aris, 4, 55 - 60.

Cela-Conde, C. J., Marty, G., Maest(i, F., Ortiz,

T., Munar, E. Fernandez, A., Roca, M.

Rosselld, J., & Quesney, F. (2004). Activation
of the prefrontal cortex in the human visual
aesthetic perception. Proceedings of the National
Academy of Sciences USA, 101(16), 6321-6325.
doi: 10.1073/pnas.0401427101

Conway, B. R., & Rehding, A. (2013).
Neuroaesthetics and the trouble with beauty.
PLoS biology, 11(3), e1001504.

Cross, E. S., Kirsch, L,

Ticini, L. F., &

Schiitz-Bosbach, S. (2011). The impact of
aesthetic evaluation and physical ability on
dance perception. Frontiers in buman neuroscience,
5, 102. doi:10.3389/fnhum.2011.00102

Cross, E. S., & Ticini, L. F. (2012).

Neuroaesthetics and beyond: new horizons in

applying the science of the brain to the art

of dance. Phenomenology and the Cognitive
Sciences, 11(1), 5-16.

Cupchik, G. C., Vartanian, O., Crawley, A., &
Mikulis, D. J. (2009). Viewing artworks:
contributions  of  cognitive control and

perceptual facilitation to aesthetic experience.

Brain and Cognition, 70(1), 84-91.

- 361 -



Di Dio, C., Macaluso, E., & Rizzolatti, G. (2007).
The golden beauty: brain response to classical
and renaissance sculptures. PhS one, 2(11),
el201.

Downing, P. E., Jiang, Y., Shuman, M., &
Kanwisher, N. (2001). A cortical area selective
for visual processing of the human body.
Science, 293(5539), 2470-2473.

Fairhall, S. L., & Ishai, A. (2007). Effective
connectivity within the distributed cortical
network for face perception. Cerebral Cortex,
17(10), 2400-2406.

Freedberg, D., & Gallese, V. (2007). Motion,
emotion and empathy in esthetic experience.
Trends in Cognitive Sciences, 11(5), 197-203.

Gandiga, P. C, Hummel, F. C, & Cohen, L. G.
(2006). Transcranial DC stimulation (tDCS):
a tool for double-blind sham-controlled
clinical studies in brain stimulation. Clinical
Neurophysiology, 117(4), 845-850.

Grill-Spector, K. (2003). The neural basis of object
perception. Current Opinion in  Neurobiology,
13(2), 159-166.

Huang, M., Bridge, H., Kemp, M. J., & Parker,
A. J. (2011). Human cortical activity evoked

by the assignment of authenticity when

viewing works of art. Fromtiers in  buman
neuroscience, 5.
Ishizu, T., & Zeki, S. (2013). The brain's

specialized systems for aesthetic and perceptual
judgment. Eurgpean Journal of Neuroscience,
3709), 1413-1420.

M., & Lavidor, M.

Jacobson, L., Koslowsky,

(2012). tDCS polarity effects in motor and
cognitive domains: a meta-analytical review.
Experimental Brain Research, 216, 1-10.

Schubotz, R. 1., Hofel, L, &
Cramon, D. Y. (2006). Brain correlates of

Jacobsen, T.,
aesthetic of beauty.
29(1), 276-285.

Kawabata, H., & Zeki, S. (2004). Neural correlates

judgment Neuroimage,

of beauty, Journal of Neurophysiology, 91, 1699-
1705.

Kim, J., Shin, E., Kang, H., & Kim, C-Y. (2015).
Sad but beautiful; Brain responses to aesthetic
judgment andemotion appraisal of visual art.
Korean  Journal of Boiological and Cognitive
Psychology, 27(2), 231-251.

Kirk, U., Skov, M., Hulme, O., Christensen, M.
S., & Zeki, S. (2009). Modulation of aesthetic
value by semantic context: an fMRI study.
Neuroimage, 44(3), 1125-1132.

Kirk, U., Skov,

M., Christensen, M. S., &

Nygaard, N. (2009). Brain correlates of
aesthetic expertise: a parametric fMRI study.
Brain and Cognition, 69(2), 306-315.

Kirsch, L. P., Dawson, K., & Cross, E. S. (2015).
Dance experience sculpts aesthetic perception
and related brain circuits. Amnals of the New
York Academy of Sciences, 1337(1), 130-139.

Krentz, U. C, & Earl, R K. (2013). The baby as
beholder:  Adults and

infants have common

preferences for original art. Psychology of
Aesthetics, Creativity, and the Ars, 7(2), 181.
Lacey, S., Hagtvedt, H., Patrick, V. M., Anderson,

A., Stilla, R, Deshpande, G., Hu, X, Sato,

- 362 -



N
i
X}
~
e
X
i=]
1o
19
Dol'
Ofor

|
n
=
=
[
02

J. R, Reddy, S., & Sathian, K. (2011). Art

for reward's sake: Visual art recruits the
ventral striatum. Neuroimage, 55(1), 420-433.
Leder, H., Belke, B., Oeberst, A., & Augustin, D.
(2004). A model of aesthetic appreciation and
aesthetic British ~ Journal — of
Psychology, 95, 489-508.

Leder, H., & Nadal, M. (2014). Ten years of a

judgments.

model of aesthetic appreciation and

aesthetic judgments: The aesthetic episode -

Developments and challenges in  empirical
Aesthetics.  British  Journal of Psychology, 105,
443-364.

Livingstone, M. (2002). Vision and ari: the biology of
seeing. New York: Harry N. Abrams.

Mecklinger, A., Kriukova, O., Miihlmann, H., &
Grunwald, T. (2014). Cross-cultural differences
in processing of architectural ranking:
Evidence from an event-related potential study.
Cognitive Neuroscience, 5(1), 45-53.

Mizokami, Y., Terao, T., Hatano, K., Hoaki, N.,
Kohno, K., Araki, Y., Kodama, K., Makino,
M., Izumi, T., Shimomura, T., Fujiki, M., &

(2014). in brain

Kojiyama, T. Difference

activations during appreciating paintings and

photographic analogs.  Frontiers in  human
neuroscience, 8, 478. doi: 10.3389/fnhum.
2014.00478

Northoff G., Heinzel A., de Greck M., Bermpohl
F., Dobrowolny H., & Panksepp J. (2000).
Self-referential  processing in our brain-a

studies on the

10.1016/

of imaging

440-457.

meta-analysis

self.  Neuroimage, 31,

j-neuroimage.2005.12.002

Oppenheim, 1., Vannucci, M., Miihlmann, H.,,
Gabriel, R., Jokeit, H., Kurthen, M., Krimer,
G, & Grunwald, T. (2010). Hippocampal
contributions to the processing of architectural
ranking. Neuroimage, 50(2), 742-752.

C. Y., Nadal, M, Miller-Paul, J. S,

& Klein, C. (2013).

Pang,
Rosenberg, R.,
Electrophysiological ~correlates of looking at
paintings and its association with art expertise.
Biological psychology, 93(1), 246-254.

Ramachandran, V. S., & Hirsch, W. (1999). The
science of art: A neurological theory of
aesthetic experience. Journal of Consciousness
Studies, 6(6-7), 15-51.

Shulman G. L., Fiez J. A, Corbetta M., Buckner
R L, Miezin F. M. Raichle M. E, &
Petersen, S. E. (1997). Common blood flow
changes across visual tasks.2. Decreases in
cerebral cortex. Journal of Cognitive Newroscience,
9, 648-663. 10.1162/j0cn.1997.9.5.648

Skov, M., & Vartanian, O. (2009). Neuroaesthetics,
foundations and frontiers in aesthetics.
Amiryville: Baywood.

Tyler, C. W. (1998). Painters centre one eye in
portraits. Nature, 392(6679), 877-878.

Vannucci, M., Gori, S., & Kojima, H. (2014). The
spatial  frequencies influence the aesthetic
judgment of buildings transculturally. Cognitive
Neuroscience, 5(3-4), 143-149. http://dx.doi.org/
10.1080/17588928.2014.976188

Vartanian, O., & Goel, V. (2004). Neuroanatomical

correlates of aesthetic preference for paintings.

- 363 -



NeuroReport, 15(5), 893.

Vartanian, O., Navarrete, G., Chatterjee, A., Fich,

L. B, Leder, H., Modrond, C., Nadal, M.,
Rostrup, N., & Skov, M. (2013). Impact of
contour on aesthetic judgments and approach-
avoidance decisions in architecture. Proceedings
of the National Academy of Sciences USA, 110,
10446-10453. doi/10.1073/pnas. 1301227110

Vartanian, O., Navarrete, G., Chatterjee, A., Fich,

Vartanian, O.,

L. B., GonzalezMora, J. L., Leder, H,
Modrond, C., Nadal, M., Rostrup, N., &
Skov, M. (2015). Architectural design and the
brain: Effects of ceiling height and perceived
enclosure on beauty judgments and approach-
avoidance decisions. Journal of Environmental
Psychology, 41, 10-18.

& Skov, M. (2014). Neural
correlates of viewing paintings: Evidence from
a quantitative meta-analysis of functional

magnetic resonance imaging data. Brain and

Cognition, 87, 52-56.

- 364 -

Vessel, E. A., Starr, G. G., & Rubin, N. (2012).

The brain on art: intense aesthetic experience
activates the default mode network. Frontiers
in human neuroscience, 6, 66. doi: 10.3389/
fnhum.2012.00066

Vessel, E. A., Starr, G. G., & Rubin, N. (2013).

Art reaches within: aesthetic experience, the
self and the default mode network. Frontiers
in neuroscience, 7, 258. doi: 10.3389/fnins.
2013.00258

Wiesmann, M., & Ishai, A. (2010). Training

facilitates  object recognition in  cubist

paintings. Frontiers in human neuroscience, 4, 11.

Zeki, W. (1999). Inner Vision: an exploration of art

and the brain. Oxford: Oxford University

Press.

12 - 2015. 03. 26
AL A S ¢ 2015. 06. 16
HAZAANAH : 2015. 06. 22



Fd=alelgE] A A g A=
The Korean Journal of Cognitive and Biological Psychology
2015, Vol. 27, No. 3, 341-365

Neuroaesthetics Now

- Development and Prospect

Chai-Youn Kim

Department of Psychology, Korea University

The field of neuroaesthetics has developed rapidly for last ten years or so, since the advent of an
influential theoretical model of artistic appreciation and multiple primary research papers in 2004. This
review responds to the growing interest in neuroaesthetics in and outside Korea, and seeks for a better
understanding of accumulated research outcomes. For that, this review discusses major findings from several
early neuroaesthetics works and moves on to the new tendencies of recent neuroaesthetics as follows; 1)
classification of the sub-processes of art appreciation and more careful experimental design by introducing
control tasks, by focusing on artistic expression more than portrayed objects, by exploring the neural
substrates of moderating factors of aesthetic experience such as learning and expertise, by considering the
contextual effect modulating aesthetic experience, and by examining what DMN does for art appreciation.
Tendencies such as 2) extension to the other types of art including dance and architecture, and 3) usage

of various research methods will also be discussed. Next, this review considers some potential limitations of

neuroaesthetics in terms of the narrow definition of ‘beauty’ and the tendency of relying on subjective

experiences. Based on these, this review secks for an updated research direction of neuroaesthetics.
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