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L A7 8ay 2 24
=W ghabso] Fof, #A4 7l H Fd VT v EIT I dA

71 Aol A FolE A AAR 1 FAAE Ao FeE THAI U
o] vl d#AHA RixEo $h(Bowie & Harvey, 2005 Crow, 1997,
Kuperberg, Sitnikova, Goff, & Holcomb, 2006). 53] &4 32}l <o
Fol = w2 #AAS wolsk=dl(DeLisi, 2001; Mitchell & Crow, 2005), ©]
= Aol ezt A F=dW @A (Delisi, 2001; Shilverberg-Shalev,
Gordon, Bentin, & Aranson, 1981)¥ % ofyz} ¥4 3Lx}(Pawelczyk,
Lojek, Zurner, Gawlowska-Sawosz, & Pawelczyk, 2018)¢} kateo] A 73k
7}<:(Docherty, Gordinier, Hall, & Dombrowski, 2004; Manschreck, Merrill,
Jabbar, Chun, & Delisi, 2012; Pawelczyket et al., 2018; Shedlack et al.,
1997l A= Ld#AEA B (Condray, Steinhauer, Kammen, &
Kasparek, 1996) &4 </ (aberrant associations), Alojz=2t3
(neologism) 3 Wist W& HI23 & EFsts Aol Herl =39 9
EA g2 AgAAL Y7l wFoltf(Wang, Cheung, Gong, & Chan,
2011). B dolrt, ol gk o Hol= kAt

ol ggg = Aoz o AAG(Bowie & Harvey, 2008; Docherty et

e

Lo

DY 75 R e Fel

2
(o]

al,, 2012; Kumar & Debruille, 2004, Rempfer, Hamera, Brown, &
Cromwell, 2003).
dole= dRbA o g Aol A& Aol o] o] Fo FFAQA AR A

7 T8 o7 ola®dh(Kintsch & van Dijk, 1978). F+A| A o5 o] A&&

_1_



otz of 271 FAEHE T Aol oldle =718 dUE FAEAEHES
3], 2007; Clifton, Meyer, Wurm, & Treiman, 2012). ©]2]3 <o T g
3|4 g st FA ARE AYsta & gxATS 9T
20 FyEor AomErh(aolzl, 2013; &3], 2001). Kuperberg,
Delaney-Busch, Faucci®} Blackford(2018)el] w2, Z3HH 3kx}2] o] o]
) Ask =3 v A ¢ v 28] (abnormality of semantics)?} 2 2 %E <k
ATHolgt=d, ol =AW A RFHE= T FEHAE 94 F
A & 3hupel 9bslE el o] (disorganized speech)7F B]AAFZ el o)n] Ao
dE s Ao ofAAT] wE ol

o]u] 9] ¥k(semantic violation)©]
AA QL oju el RoFE A gk o
Sk} (Friederici, Riischemeyer, Hahne, & Fiebach, 2003). %3
s e on 9Nk QA= dH oddwS 7HA

al
Jeh. ZF, gl AAH ovsp RitEA ke wojrt 24
Al
2

g

o)
a
o3
ftlo
-
oX,
_0|L
aly
e
2
of

il
o
=2
%0,
rlr
L
2
X
He
ot
SO )
rlr
o
o
il
E

¥ a2 QtH(Kuperberg et al, 2006; Niznikiewicz et al, 1997; Ohta,
Uchiyama, Matsushita, & Toru, 1999; Salisbury, Shenton, Nestor, &
McCarley, 2002). =& 2x}9] o3t ou 9uk ¢l Agy gL o

of Folt dolT TFHE AF Yot FF 44L TP ¥ WEYAe
/:

HA ®adtil rH(Bookheimer, 2002; Friederici et al, 2003; Hagoort,

Hald, Bastiaansen, & Petersson, 2004; Zempleni, Renken, Hoeks,



Hoogduin, & Stowe, 2007). & £, &7 F3 & (inferior prefrontal
cortex), W= HAAF3 4 (medial prefrontal cortex), =53] (superior
temporal gyrus), =53] (middle temporal gyrus), =% < 9 (inferior
temporal region), 3 7}(hippocampus), 3l v} 3] (parahippocampal gyrus)
Sol ou QA Fost= A= dH A dtk(Hagoort et al, 2004;
Hagoort & Indefrey, 2014; Kuperberg & Heckers, 2000, Kuperberg et al.,
2000; Newman, Pancheva, Ozawa, Neville, & Ullman, 2001; Rodd, Vitello,
Woollams, & Adank, 2015). ©] 952 Fx7 o]do] ZdHW atEof A
HEE =, & A59 2 5599 3Md 9 A (Huang et al, 2015
Tang et al., 2012; Vita, De Peri, Deste, & Sacchetti, 2012), A¥ <3 =F
Fe ddsts NAe &4 A AU Hy FUkel ZE E4o]
2w a1 9]t (Sigmundsson et al., 2001). © vtoprb ol# 3k ¥ o f+x % 7]
A ool =AW S do] Aot wHE o] lFo] WA duHo
2 B v F, BAEALl Hl& 2dq SAktol A #Hwkat b d T

F39 =4 thy 87 F(regional cerebral blood flow:
rCBF) #4&7F @& 9™, rCBFe| i es o #olE x3ets =8 o4
A Ao el gk Ayte] o] FHEEJAH(McGuire et al, 1998). %=
g Ao FAE FaAsE T AATA T HE =AW AT A Ao

(_)_Iﬂ

Ao AF 99, % 49 L FY 99 59

Rajarethinam, DeQuardo, Nalepa®} Tandon(2000)& Z&H kafato] AA¢
FAatol Bl HHboto] AS5F3] FI7E fFoet A dAaE AS Fle e

o, olegk Mo FxA o]ife] @Y Aol do] Fojol FIFS mAH T}



o

Ao Fojats ¥ s Wl W 2 s kAT

o>

} & (temporal resolution)® Qlske] ojn] QAo Foste= ¥ FJ=59 A

Sol o EA4 BAstel BY ARE AFAA Ra ww 4ABAA

==

9 (event-related potentials: ERPs)= HoAW Al7F == dvu|ghol z=
= AAE 2 =3 E A= Ae dA7AA E Y Z(milliseconds: ms)
FroA #EE F de AFlol Av HFKol HT 5o uYkE A
(high-density EEG)®] Abg&o] H#Astg ol wel o]drt &3t sjd=rt &
BEA7] wiEol, on A4 o] AR FAA HAHOFE o] FojA = <l

A7

LI

_ﬁ
offt
[-‘O
B
)
it}
rlr
i
lo
2
N
)
m (

AE wkdsli= %A 9 (positive potential) &2 S-4 9] (negative potential) =
U= dd AHAH(peak) % L A(component) 5= A HTH(Hillyard &
Kutas, 1983).

APABRE A E ARt B ou] old RAHS AR ATE2 9r
$uk olxy FHEE Q4% N400S H s QtH(Simos, Basile, &
Papanicolaou, 1997). N4002 <oJv] Ao #AHAHE == AA] F <oF
3007500msell 7 -% 4 (fronto-central) 2 & Y-+ (centro-parietal) < <
oA FE #AAH= FHANE He AHolth(Duncan et al, 2009; Kiehl,
Laurens, Bates, & Liddle, 2006, Kutas & Federmeier, 2011; Szfics,
Soltész, Czigler, & Csépe, 2007). dutx o7 Fa 9 =3} (discourse)] 2
n gigke] EaE W, e sFo A on ARE TV AT AA
Al o] AYo Wu|gtol N400 I EF %= F7hskm o] & N400 =7
o} (Berkum, Hagoort, & Brown, 1999; Lau, Phillips, & Poeppel, 2008).

5, A S e "WEy v fute] xdE TS & wW N4009



AFol S7bskr] wiel N400°] ofw] 9wk <142 ofn] HH Foke] 77
Al AxE oJAA L AdrvH(Hagoort, 2003; Kumar & Debruille, 2004;
Lau et al, 2008). =% 2=} ofn| fIuk Q12 A3S AAABAHAE
Abgste] 2ALEE ATES Y ShAwto] BAFE ALl HEke] o8t
ZHAE N400 % (Chen et al., 2010; Ohta et al, 1999; Shin, Kang, Choi,
Kim, & Kwon, 2008) &2 #H|du-A2l <FAe] N400 22 (Iakimova,
Passerieux, Laurent, & Hardy-Bayle, 2005; Niznikiewicz et al., 1997) %
Aom Aol ws] A d" N400 A 7] (latency) E HAS #23 tHChen
et al, 2010; Niznikiewicz et al., 1997). o]&13 Zy= ZdH A7} 2|
ARk QA el A9 ThAAL o AASA L] vl FAad e o
3k Aol &S AAFETH(Boudewyn et al, 2017; Kumar &
Debruille, 2004).

AR TEA A= 5 A7 =R Dol o] o]3] Ao =34

g st B3k ARE ATttt FHS 7F o (Frishkoff, Tucker, Davey,

& Scherg, 2004). W, W& 1 AYEE Aste] 97 J5e] AFF} ¥
Sz gl #EA, & z=dd dxEe on s A4 ARe wdsts

=
NAOO QA Za7t o ¥ el Fx % )% o]Fom wrighe} e

)

=Ax A3 FARE AFE A ZE3h(McCarley, Faux, Shenton, Nestor, &
Adams, 1991; Schulz et al, 2008). > 2% =43 7]H(source
localization) S AF&& 4% o9} & EAE 4T 4 v =, N4002
A A (generators) S > AZY F423F 7IHS ARt FAHEH 23
ghare] ofm 9wt Q1A Agte] A eA TlAlel #g ol E wd & ATk

o oAsd w43 7M. FHeA FA4E HI3E o F4(inverse
solution)ste] Az e AAAE F43= 7| S 2 (Bocquillon et al., 2011;

Pascual-Marqui, 2002), 9% A=o 2 <lslo] EA3H ¥ 9IS HwF



Aes] ) w o2 M (Drzazga, Maciejewska, Banasiak, Karpiel, &
Giec-Lorenz, 2016), 97 9189ty #dH o] 5= N4009] AAAAE F4
st e Al @k v AdAel st YL tPOE N4

(e}

o ¥ AIds AR A8 Aol wrEW 79 A (prefrontal cortex),
g4 9 9 (cingulate regions), #HF-2] S} (inferior frontal gyrus), =}
o] Ab=5E3] W =53] 2 (temporal cortex)S X33t AF gy =
g 9ol N400el BAA = FHH L A (Chen & Li, 2013; Frishkoff et
al., 2004). ey A ¥ Az w43t 7S AREstel =AW #A Y

oju] 9k oA ATS wrd sl N400 A A A=

il
i
ol
r
rO
oo -1
rlr
4
2
_OL
)

Siever & Davis, 2004), 217 2] 4 (Kiang & Kutas, 2005), 2174 44
(Kim, Oh, Hong, & Choi, 2011) % 174 <7384 (Dickey, McCarley, &
Shenton, 2002) °]&d< F-3tth oo <ASY, 238 A4 HAIFLS o

T oo s AT A 9P vA F Y= AAGHY AFE,

ZdY Ao wWHd EAHE Fsd 4 gdvi(Jahshan & Sergi, 2007;
Rawlings & Goldberg, 2001).
AW SATANAATE 2dE AE A E dojd

O

SRR
A 2dY A

o

i

4
iy
o
-
BN
2
iR
ot
o
s
i
(it
v
£
il
iy
2
o
o
ol
2
M
=
I

{0
i

Aol 5o M Ax 7FA(Job, Whalley, Johnstone, & Lawrie,
2005)¢F stdF Ao, ST 99 2 WS 559 (medial temporal lobe) 9]
F BRax 3 gJvi(Kawasaki et al., 2004; Moorhead et al.,

2009). B3 2dY 44 AFoLE Fd Ao FlE THAAL AFo]l ¥
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Hol &= FHo=Z A<ty dvh(Ettinger et al., 2015). o]

)

!
pyl

oF

W

A 3H(priming) A

5. O
To

olok7] A

}

AL
;OO

e

(¢}

F= 1 thH(Del Goleto, Kostova, & Blanchet,

o] A% N400 X Eo] %3

-

wmo
7o

N

%0
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B
N

Qo] 3

H

KeX
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Y
L

A
o

o
o)
oF

+

2016; Kiang, Prugh, & Kutas, 2010; Kostova, Bohec, & Blanchet, 2014,

Prevost et al., 2010).
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1. 9u] g A

Aol walrlsh 7R FHE Aol WEW E/1% ¢rE FAE ol

ojf = o] Fojxl TFAA AH A2 TH

o
=
oot
Hx
oty
[\
(@]
(@]
=
O
=
@]

=)

(@)

—t+
&,

2k, 2013; &&3], 2001). 53], o] olsf= 7HQlol ZkA= VIE A A

9]
o AAANA Fo4 AERE TFE F e LY sHoR AAXH

al., 2003). AY & 9w fwrS I EAol B HA
(plausibility), & =859 A& Hriste 43 AAE &4 A4
ek A2k skl (Gahl, 2002), = A9A A Al =231 SRR
RE ooy dEF olEd Fo 9= A
off A ojm 9ukE BEeiAl SA-ste A2 gRdEHAtH(Adams et al,
1993; Iakimova et al., 2009; Schulz et al., 2008).

gn] Swke Aol F2 AT GG T Goo] pold: Aoz o

f
2
rlot
R
i
)
o
o
fr
ot
°x
O(;){:,I'
rO
-
|t

4 2 tH(Bookheimer, 2002; Friederici, 2009; Hagoort, Baggio, &
Willems, 2009; Kuperberg et al., 2003). dl& Sof, AAQlo A 2on] 9fto]

I BFL BUFUS W $EFH0} 53 2R Qo] ARG

_8_



slew, om

=

o

&l

=
=

(hemodynamic) 7 A}

Jmu-o

)

2]

(syntactic violation) Z719]
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Asglo] Q& Wk oy dojo] AE L o]l QA3 e dojo] thef
gk 7] A SHAAE Aol lgo] dHHoer Haxi 9 th(Condray,
2005; Stephane, Kuskowski, & Gundel, 2014). o] FolA %=, ZdH 3tx}9

Aof golol B AW AFEe Fz on] olde] 2P wFol
S, ol @Y 4 shdlE Ao % Augelst x@Y B9 on|

gAl o Az dnjgtel 2 E = AR o AAT

W

ola] Az3Z = 1
uj] i o] t}(Kuperberg et al., 2018).

A" = 538 w49 9u 9Rks dAekE d oE s FA L
= Aow ddA dtH(Adams, Faux, McCarley, Marcy, & Shenton, 1989;
Kuperberg et al., 2006, Niznikiewicz et al., 1997; Ohta et al., 1999,
Salisbury et al,, 2002). &% 3x}+2] onl 9wt A2 Agta} o]efgh 9
n AR e A3 B3I "ol %2 Fo]oof(Salisbury et al,
2002), ¥+ (Strandburg et al., 1997), &4 X d(lakimova et al., 2005)
2 ogA AA % S 7] (Walenski, Weickert, Maloof, & Ullman, 2010)
Y g A% AAE ARe] dEY 2 F, £33 AMEEHE 2F 3
< sturt B Agd dd Aol = A8 dd JAE AES)
AW Skt o 9t Q1A AjtS FAGE AolA @ SRS

o] AMdE AT vt vl =& 25 &(Kuperberg et al, 2006) <2 T

3 ERqe] F2H AT D 9 Aol HBAUG. F Fol, 47



& ™ o 4 (magnetic resonance imaging: MRI) Aol Z&H $xto] A
dEAL & #ARby 553, HA9 JE, S 5549, WS A5
(medial frontal gyrus)®] WA FIeo FAAAE HYo] IFHAT
(Sigmundsson et al., 2001). o]o] H3}o], o] 7|54 o|M%E =dAHW A
o Adof Hofjoll gt LAE AFIE AE 50, @o] FAE FAS= T

b Wy AW BATol AFAR FFA F v BF F(regional

t}(Jennings, Mclntosh, Kapur, Zipursky, & Houle, 1998). =, 2jw] I}

(semantic task)E& T st st =AqW AT HAEA o] v -t

To BErwk o9 710, 19, 227 FREHe] Al (thalamus), B2 ERE

49 18, 199 rCBF7} #HAs o] & ZHo] ##AHAY(Jennings et al,
A

(Rajarethinam et al., 2000).

3. 9m w49 A7 AH N E N40O

AP FA AL E AFESte] on] fuk 1A S XA AFES u] 9ubo
ek A7 Yd AERZ N400S B ardkar ¢l th(Niznikiewicz et al, 1997;
Hagoort, Brown, & Groothusen, 1993). N400< A}= A A] ¥ 3007500ms®ll
AF-T48 T4-F4 949404 #EH= S92 (Kiehl et al, 2006;
Kutas & Federmeier, 2011), &% 3}# 3] (inferior frontal gyrus), Fwk
°of 553 B THFIAN TAs= Aow dEA Sl oW (Frishkoff et

al,, 2004; Schulz et al., 2008), &< A3 84259 rE &3t

_11_



olafet= Ao gk A7 A AFE A AA L YvH(Huang, Wang, Jia,
Mo, & Chen, 2013; Robichon, Besson, & Habib, 2002; Service, Helenius,
Maury, & Salmelin, 2007). ol& A &S ¢S wWrTh n] 9yte] =2
e EFS de wW N4009 xFo] FIskE N400 &9 wfimolth

(Hagoort, 2003; Lau et al., 2008).
e vetds oW 2dels on fnk Qo= FAF fjwkat FE 9wt
flRko

Ir

e
g
o
o
-
oX,
ol
rlr
g
i)
2,

(morphological violation)®] it} ZA}
7t EAstE Ae ok, dH fvtols £AS FASkE dold o F
o] wWs}st(inflected word form) S FE 5 $tH(Rodriguez-Fornells,
Clahsen, Lleo, Zaake, & Miinte, 2001). oJu] {¥H(d): &3} FAo] HF
of ZFeg)S AL FA ANkl AFFe o9A Folol A¥YA)
I FE ke U AT FEed v X E=nh)o AR 7 9uh 270
iFets Ao HPo] yebdn 2y, FAF 2 FE 9N oA U
Bue 3ygS ou 9ukat g At sAsts Aom deA 3l

TAASZ, ou] 9uk 2 A= oF 400msol A HEFYE W7 #F

Ak A 2 FE Yutol A= oF 5007700msol A Ve 97w
HeE Aow 49 A AdtH(Angrilli et al, 2002; De Vincenzi et al., 2003;

A

Rodriguez-Fornells et al., 2001). 3t N4002 A= A=SHT $= 259
A FEYAA #FEEE b FAF 2 FE 9kl A yUEY = P00
A=7hA #EE UeUs Zo® oAAXH
(Angrilli et al., 2002; Hagoort & Brown, 2000). ©]+ N400¢] 2Jwu] £k <l
s e s /79 A7 EAE AxZdS AT AR HRAE AN E ARE
stol =W Ao om fRk Q1A ATES XA A4S AAEAL
of wla] ZapTte Al N400o] I FHo] FolstA FAEHAY (Adams et al,
1993; Ohta et al,, 1999) ¥ A% N400 A 7]17F YEbv= A& A3

2 A% AT F

A\

_12_



riet

th(Adams et al., 1993; Niznikiwicz et al., 1997). ©o]o] Tl&E oA Zx3H

dAY Aol & AR Ad FAAA AAEFATH gE FHS
2 %] 91 tF(Niznikiewicz et al, 2004; Niznikiewicz et al., 1999). =
Aq Aol AAEA ol Bl G LFelA o & N400 %53}

BN
oS
o
g

H #Z& o] 39 (difference waves) Z T A AEH N400 FA 7S H o)

25 9l th(Niznikiewicz et al., 2004; Niznikiewicz et al., 1999). o<} #&
Ads =dH 2HEY Foao]l on] fnk AA e Ads AL Ues
| AL &R

AP BRE A= ¢ AR =S JEA AL d7)ell om] ofaf A 9

a7 oW ¥ dqe] 2 ol BHEo] =Tkl #E ARE AFst
A ZatH(McCarley et al., 1991; Schulz et al, 2008). ZZ8ju ¥ Az =
st 7R FHolA SAE AABEAANE FFAsko] ] Sk Q1A
ofst= ¥ Y95 2438 AR, = ou] 9k Ao #old= H VD
Ao ARE ATT F JoB=Z AIAAAN ] A #He FHE &
Ast7)of] Agtek Wyoz dH A Jth(Bocquillon et al, 2011; Dankers,
2012; Wassenberg, 2008: Jung, 20124 #§<0-§; Pascual-Marqui, 2002).
olelg ¥ AT =izt 7|Hele g WHEel AdHIL Uk 2

Addde e Adudo] oy M2 FIAA= /e HaATIA, AA

of\
>~
>
A

o
T
2,

ro
>

Fo] Q&  Standardized low resolution brain electromagnetic
tomography (sSLORETA)7} 22 A& %1 ¢th. sSLORETAE Fyoja =3

AFAE BE NHEE Zgste] FANOD folsl BHnE I

s
0.

_13_



S =33t = 7l¥Woltl(Wassenberg, 2008: Jung, 20129141 zjel&).
SLORETAE A}43te] 942 =X MRI dolge =& AFwa A5,
Heol A= el e 9= #AXe] wEe ¥ Asde] A
(localization bias) $lo] HFA A5 AAT 5 Ath(Bluschke, Gohil,
Petzold, Roessner, & Beste, 2018; Lorenzo-Lopez, = Amenedo,
Pascual-Marqui, & Cadaveira, 2008; Pascual-Marqui, 2002).

A AAAFEA} 2 A= AFESke] A" N4009] H Az =
A3t 24 A Wg AFHoz o]Fojx dth(eg., Chen & Li, 2013;
Frishkoff et al, 2004). ZL2jt} ARA#AEA LSt FASHA ¥ 3E SAH 6=
7 ¥l ¥ 2% (magnetoencephalography) S AF&3te] A E A3 A

FAS T APABEAS] N400S BAEAAE F8&H & F Ak HA
Tof £ AFS AFEste] FAHE = N4009] s de e 73 e 2
HEt o] Ab=X=y) 2 (superior temporal cortex)d & HAF Gy =% o
ool HuHE I AQti(Maess, Hermann, Hahne, Nakamura, & Friederici,

2006; Service et al., 2007).

~

=83 47 4829 9v 99 94 2F

g

ZdW shApol A AFH = Ao Folrl 21E A4 AL E #Ed
tH(Ettinger et al, 2015). <& £, =dd A4 Aol 7)ok
(idiosyncratic) ©o] AR& B H]=g Al A4S = Zlo] HFHAG
(Kiang, 2010). 3 =39 474 Aol =AW Aot vizt7bA = <o
olglje} Aol Ashs ZFAal & Aol T HSITH(Ettinger et al., 2015).

FAHoR, Fuo A4 of 2L wold HAL AW w, FAEA ol

_14_



HE Ao

£

s

B Yol

ol

B

"o

(Langdon & Coltheart, 2004).

%0

0

e
N

A8 # oo

=
=

3F Al

A (semantic association)°o] & who] ¢}

3
=

wrol

3|
A

o

g, o= =4

A=

:AE

)

o

I
0

el

el
ojn

t}(Kiang et al., 2010).

ki3

Al A}

(Del

¥ (Kimble et al.,

)
=

Goleto et al.,, 2016)% ©@of(Kostova et al, 2014)

2000; de Loye, Beaucousin, Bohec, Blanchet, & Kostova, 2013)& A}-&3F

® N400 1, \d

= AT

AL
;OO

=

2 gl @

N400 =72 H-A)

)
=

N4002] 4

N

%0

0

e
N

il
B
-~

jgase)

o

N

el
B
ar

Jmu-o

)

—
fite)

B
&

<

0

resonance

magnetic

} (functional

A
o

3

4715 4

gol, 7154

=

o,

fite)

oF

=)
e

~
B
\mo

e
N

)
wmo

%0

N

2]

(¢}

Z33

imaging: fMRD ¥} MRI®| A]

L=tk (Job et al., 2005;

o 3

o]
k=i

=K

i
GUl
o
i

Jmu-o

PR
AJr

o Az

=
=

el AT
i, 6 tebrhA o] gl

?;51_

Kawasaki et al., 2004, Moorhead et al., 2009). ©]g]

0]
s

7} A a1

=
=

o] o} Ao

F,

Al A}

KeX
=

ojn

0]
s

o~
T

249

(trait-marker) =

e
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=T Fehe] FEdAd A% A AAS YHow =AY 44 4

£ #] (Schizotypal Personality Questionnaire: SPQ, 3 < %93 o3 %,

my

B, 38, 19978 AAste] 49 5%364 od)E e dAES 24
T4 w2, 1472335 w2 dAss ALEATh=22) 2=
AAst T B3, Aol Sl A H ool Fold zo]rt s

al

L3 (Kramer, Delis, & Daniel, 1988), 53] <Jw] Aol A9 4a7t w

o

al
el
A& ale8lo] (Kramer et al, 1988; Wirth et al., 2006) o] x}tjst Eo] 4
Fol ZestAdnt. SPQe A @A (cut-off) 71F2 6009 o WAL g
2 g dAFedA FEAFED EFHA) 7 14723- 0l 3L, 363 ol o] A
5%A™ ASs AR stdu(dE=, AHA, 2010, Kim et al, 2011;
Raine, 1991).

Fzx38td 4 W (Structured Clinical Interview for DSM-IV-Non
Patient: SCID-NP, First, Spitzer, Gibbson, & Williams, 1996)& 4 A] &} <]

FEH-5A4 B HAEE AASAT. 23 B2 oYt A ves #
A2A 7= Aoz o AXAY(Gulpers et al., 2016; Ravnkilde et al., 2002).
gA, A He] 8 2 B 39 HolE dolRy Fo3 & ¢ B

o
©
b o]l dEuE gHdor A A

_17_



AFHAAEANE Al FAE oo, 4ge] FRY F 239

F7h & A g9, IRB A (SSWUIRB 2018-048)5 ®WH& 5 zl =3l

21.1. 23838 A7 AEA (Schizotypal personality questionnaire: SPQ)

SPQE =3 d 4AFNY s H7lstr] A AEH= A7) B
o AFAoltH (8= 5, 1997, Raine, 1991). SPQY &2 ul(=1) =2
oFH L (=0)E WEsEE T i, T TN ¥R FTHLS 07744
o tH(Raine, 1991). & AT oA Ab&® SPQE &35 5(1997)°] Wt
gomojds AESAT. SPQ &9 WHd A= A (Cronbach’s a)=
920] L Tt

2.2, oA

)

Ly
S

221. DSM-NV 15 #E A% Fx3¥ J4 Ww  (Structured
Clinical Interview for DSM-IV-Non Patient: SCID-NP)

DSM-N g 71%d 48 1% g2 dvas] 98 rzsie dyg
L2 SCID-NP(First et al., 1996)& AF&3t A th. SCID-NP+= A ARAL7d
Fg dEdel Aade $u Wel weA o Fre 24

b

A4 A E 7] = (decision making tree)E AF&3% oM,

_18_



R R
W 5 ™ Mw o B oor I
< s 3 A
o z 5o 70 S w B ~
dlo A MW omR = HOR o
”A.l ‘»IAFO - Ot qu ,u| - % N _ZTI ox ‘WL X
; -
P = = X o o <1
o ooy A - ? = :
™ oS N B m o T o o
Sw g v E < Low L% o
) e No = e - - =y
= —~ Al & o AM -4 o
o n R E ‘.m . (@)) OT s ~o :'L ~
= QT w = X = w 9 B
> fivis” E THLE:
2 5 7 8% Ty p A2
S 3) Lo oy 8 > S E
S oF . oF  mx = B -
s 3 - % B 3 i g
o S o SRR i R
w _E vze) ,m.,o = OL
S X or o By . 2
A}~ @ - 3o N ks o -
R B o 5 g ™ L=
o] 5 Joo 2w 5 - &3
) s 5 T o o o 2 e 5 S £ W
/A 5 M in nm P T . =
I v S = B 2 w3y ox
— = ) :'L s 2 : - ; "
X e 0 T = g o oy o >
= M&WL%_XH% i R R
. _ 3 O - ot ) N o ok
Sy %) i o 0 S W <
B < T o T3 s ,
TR > = -
3 S i = o0 OL (@) 1
/) = o o ~ o} ~ . R g i = 7
. TR Mo B oo B ) ah - Moo &L
- g N s = < %0 ao.vc X O %E
B3 o oD i M e S A T ur 2 b
o of- g °c 3T ™ _ & . s
: Ewez " W = T ]
| E i ol = 2 ,UI ,Ih/l s ko)
~ N o R 5 o X <° S oromow
nnM. w ~o W e o or o = B ;of 3
: 5 o < o <
™ %ﬂh%@@ 2.ATﬁogmTOL
O J =55 S 3 o
7 T o

A= A

A
A

J 7
A, STAI-AH 9 U
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oA AE o S Q4 58 2487 98 dEB2002) ¥
%

4 A Be AAE FAs AsSA RS 4350029 o
w8 F A 2433 B, v g g pAHN, X oAy
o dul 2 BANA 80% o4 AHEL wol: FAEW A§HY
oo BF AgH B9 R AFHoR Agd B F 2HAEA, 4
A = 15070, o v] 9wk

B 10572 FAH ok dAE AR
J BAL fd 25w 85 A FAAR AAH
FAH A & W ANE B A ANHA @Gkod dAx A
16 AW e waate] & 271 Ao AA WA

E

Hn

-Prime version 2.0(Psychology software Tools) Z 21
W AbEst e g osE @A AFE W S AAHALH, 4 =

AL & &5 el FaA92 AAHJT. 7oA A= s Al A
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1000 ms

a1 2R MEM B BpH el X3 of A

Hubes dAdy we Aol ZEFo AP A 642192 Geodesic
Sensor Net& Al&3te] A Ag. Ha =H A 7] £ 9 A (reference) =
Czol™, Z+ A2 9 impedance:x 50KQ ©]& 2 HA3E=E & Qv (Tucker,

1993). ¥ 3 =4 A 0.37100Hz bandpass® d& AP on, TEE

N

(sampling reta)2 500Hz=Z A A3AY. 4% >3+ 0.1730Hz bandpass
2 digital filteringS A &3At. =4 Al A-7]+ 4 (re-reference) > # A
A9l Hit el average referenceolth. A& A o2 =AY ¥y E 700ms(yt
& % 100ms*H-El ®Fg F 600ms7#)¢] epoch® &8ttt =3 & %

2ol 5o R (artifact) S Al A7) #stel & A e RgAsHA ©A§

_2‘]_



71§18 A =(eye channels: 1%, 5%, 109, 173)ol A A3 w371 +70

[e) [e)
WE 95 4%,

o A =
gt 2Este] ¥ 33 (averaged waveform)S A Absto] A& &9l ).

299 47 49T 4PEALY ATFEALE WaAR SPQ B, 5

S 59UxEE -7 A(independent sample t-test)S AF& 3}

89 A4 AFad BFEA ] SDSS STAINA #93 Zol& B

25 A (mixed-design analysis of covariance: ANCOVA)o 2 #4
th. olw ¥ & W <l (within-subject factor)S& &4 A (FA &4 9
u §puk B3 992 7 29l (between-subject factor)2 I (ZdEEH A

A4 guan AAEATes 2459

_22_



ad 20l EAC ZFE A5 HAVE ZAE Ao A A
A9 849 A 99 (time window)S ATFFEARES] HA Fd AL H
A A 9] (grand average ERPs) 333 Z} AF A5 ERP 33 <A
ato] dA A,

N400¢] &3 FA7NE 7474 EFEAA FEAEH
N4002 2= AlA F 3007500msoll A 7Fg A dEde 5
Aok, A= YA (FC3, FC4, C3, C4, P3, P4)¢g} ¥4 4o g3
W oadolden 93a 3k 292 Jaoldrt. A AF-F4(F3), T
F(CFH FHP3) DA} 9 AF-FH(FCL), T (CHH FAH (P4
| Z3e AL #Furo dol AAQSE EAE7] AN

>

P200sl AEH FANE 747 EFAA TERABAo EAFY. 47

SAA e AR A FEAY THA duid A5

bt
e

Greenhouse—-Geisser corrections 24 & 3}

_23_
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44 = ANz

N4002] > A& CURRY V6.0 A2ZE9o9 Standardized low
solution brain electromagnetic tomography(sLORETA)E AF&3fo] #2435}
Ak, A& ¥ T35 23 (head model)= CURRYe®l WAldE 7]E mdojn,
EGI(Electrical Geodesics, Inc)ol A A FdtE T3 d 6444 A3 93X
RS A&t A ALEE olnA Y A= AAES AAsAT. H 9
€4 A% A (volume conductor) Al2tel = A 2 4 7] ¥ (boundary element
method: BEM)& A &3tath olwf ¥, F/AE F39+= 27 6/8/9mm= A
Aot o Fy, FAE, HFFAe] Arr+= 27 0.33/0.0042/0.33mm ©]
Atk AFE = (current density)= A= AAl F 3007500mseol A Y EFY =

AaBads, A4 #F  AQRAA, Ao HyL  Faeo

’

MGFP(mean global filed power)d A& olF= AHo=zZ AL A

CURRY ol A FE3} AFEE FA9 HAAglol+=  SPM(statistical

k1
2
)
o,
X,
“
Ll

parametric mapping)8% AF&3F AT SPM8| A A 79
AA 7] 8 A4 E(realigning)$ oM AE x4 MRI 97434 FsH
A (coregistering)3t At Ao B A w olux = SPM8I A A F3tE & =3l
of w3+ A F3(normalizing) $°, &35 A3+ A H 3} (smoothing)

HAZ AR vpARe=Z o A5de FAAYA= AFsA o n A
7b AR E ek e A3 B4 49 SNR(signal to noise rate) ¥ $ &

B TFdAAE (47116), 9 A =24 B A= (479.2)0 At

_25_



AT 23

V.

AT A A

1.

B

)

Tor

o
B

of
=

&y
o

B

T

\.—_mﬂo

o)
g
wmo

%0

N

%0

o
B

)

=)

=]

70, ns; t(41)=1.60, ns.

koh, 1(41)

ok
=)

Fol7b @R

e

ol 3

[e)
IT

A

1

SPQ, SDS, STAI- 48 2 STAI-E4

o

d

o

-3.28, p<.01;

-3.63, p<.01; t(41)

o1 7} WEFStTh, 1(41)=-16.17, p<.001; (41)

t(41)

’

-3.34, p<.0l. =

el
NR
i

T
o
of-

+

L

ol
e
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E L ZY4SH Y =8Y 44 429 AdFsAHSH 54
e AT 2dY 44 AFT
(n=22) (n=21) ¢ p
& (EFAR) P (FEFEAD
BrAd (d) 20.55 (1.77) 20.14 (2.03) .70 49
WA () 1450 (1.19) 13.90 (1.26) 1.60 12
SPQ 18.73 (1.61) 42.81 (6.79) -16.17 .00
SDS 4241 (5.84) 50.52 (8.63) -3.63" .00
STAI-"3 & 39.23 (7.64) 48.00 (9.82) -3.28" .00
STAI-54 42.68 (8.98) 53.11 (11.44) -3.34™ .00

. TX= EFEHAE LEH,

SPQ = Schizotypal Personality Questionnaire; SDS = Self-Rating Depression Scale; STAI =
Spielberger’'s State-Trait Anxiety Inventory.

“p<.01, "p<.001.
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e

T A7 1 29 7]

)

.03, ns.

F(1,38)

4.07, ns.

02, ns; F(1,38)

F(1,38)

B

’

il

E]_]—

Fo}, F(1,38)=.18, ns.

o
2

o)
=S

H ol

Fe) i}, F(1,38)=9.92, p<.01.

£

37}

TE

g

.04, ns. ©°]

%k, F(1,38)=

o)
=9

2 ] A]

s

)

A A

4118

Ahs

»(;51_

]

=

[N

ol

100

00

i
or

i,

K0
0l

ol

Jﬂ_

;00

0

N
70
o
B

N

(n=21)

(n=22)

sl

374.57 321.76 319.20

373.65

bg-A1 2

=)

(98.22) (82.64) (96.84)

(90.45)

(ms)

91.48

88.86

92.86

89.27

o

e

(0.06)

(0.06)

(0.05)

(0.04)

(%)

LHER.

AE
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a3 A4 AFF(n=21)
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=
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ns,

-1.92,

F(1,38)

el H A,
Hup pAH o Ay K7

3.00, ns.

kt, F(1,18)

F(2.93,119.19)=17.95, p<.001.

~

al7

=)

=]

o &l w9

e ok, F(1,39)=15.91, p<.001;

=

|=
A+

g

A

p<.001;

F(1,39)=152.39,
Lo o}, F(1,38)=175.86, p<.001.

=

pzs
p<.001;

pzs

s

9ol
}7h B
2.65, ns.

=N

==
T

F(1,39)=31.60,

*79

p<.001;
&

HAl 2 N400 W %& H

63, ns; F(2.71,102.83)

128.30,

F(1,39)=30.26, p<.001; F(1,39)=151.92, p<.001.
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(%) A4 = du 9w B B4 B3 on) 9w 23
376.64 379.91 374.57 378.19
FC3 (15)
(44.82) (43.30) (32.42) (31.92)
380.27 383.09 380.86 385.71
FC4 (53)
(42.16) (39.85) (21.91) (25.64)
377.18 376.09 376.48 378.95
C3 (20)
(44.76) (43.44) (32.64) (33.38)
379.09 382.45 381.81 385.52
C4 (50)
(42.63) (40.74) (25.95) (25.02)
383.45 381.64 389.90 390.95
P3 (28)
(27.93) (25.02) (27.27) (28.44)
372.09 373.36 369.05 374.19
P4 (42)
(20.73) (18.42) (26.90) (25.49)
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3.2. N100

AATATH 288 A4 AN #FE T AEAH dd A9
2% N100 "¥%o] F 9ol AAH] vk &4 =3 JF o] Aozt
& Bd9E fFostA U, F(1,38)=38, ns. WA, A= YA A FE I}
AFE T, F(250,94.87)=12.32, p<.001. = P3°lA 74 & 2Z(-9.794V)
o], P4oll A 7}4 22 W F(2.16V)0] #&HJUTH Jdy £ 9 F=
= BAFHA U, F(1,38)=66, ns; F(1,38)=.25, ns.

Zb QAo N100 7417178 35 100l A A =] vk &4 23 Jod 11

FEAE Bae FoekA @k, F(1,38)=.01, ns. old Bl&oA, I, A

i

AA 2 B 204 FaERIAVE BERHA U, F(1,38)=21, ns;
F2.33,8851)=.85, ns; F(1,38)=.06, ns.

_40_



CEdSH T =Y 44 defZol 2 Med EHE HolM 2

=H o — —

o
FA
ol

A= 913 45 AL (1-22) 299 47 AT (2D
(23 44 =% v v EY A% Eg on 9w vy

-2.00 -2.32 -2.60 -2.32
FC3 (15)

(1.82) (1.87) (0.98) (1.17)

-2.01 -1.83 -2.30 -2.31
FC4 (53)

(1.22) (1.14) (1.34) (1.23)

-1.68 -1.83 -2.32 -2.20
C3 (20)

(1.25) (1.41) (0.92) (1.27)

-1.56 -1.55 -1.81 -1.82
C4 (50)

(1.07) (1.13) (1.20) (1.14)

-2.13 242 -1.91 -1.92
P3 (28)

(2.15) (2.13) (1.14) (1.63)

-0.83 -1.04 -0.74 -0.82
P4 (42)

(1.20) (1.70) (1.14) (1.18)
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99.09 99.64 102.29 100.86
FC3 (15)
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97.73 95.45 102.48 103.43
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(13.67) (13.71) (14.17) (13.17)

110.09 107.09 101.14 99.05
P3 (28)

(27.79) (29.87) (21.96) (24.46)

101.27 103.55 90.86 94.00
P4 (42)

(25.68) (29.98) (24.19) (27.42)

. ZEote| X EEHXE LIEH.
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3.3. P200
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tel & #ZH A, F(1,39)=21.64,

Z

3z
=

]

S
vl

o

TE

o] #&

3z
=

=
L

FC3ell A 7+
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25.50, p<.001; F(1,38)=4.50, p<.05.

ATt F(2.15,81.80)

ZZ(7.86/V) 0] HZH

i

F(1,38)=.00, ns.

Zb Feke] P200 A7 7F 3

2.67, ns.

F kel F(1,38)
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=
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F(1,38)

3.26, ns.

1.96, ns; F(1,38)
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iy d4 dedol 2% Hugd #o fpMoolM 2ol =

EEEE AFEAT (n=22) 289 47 AFT(n=21)
(=) A4 % ovl Aw BY A% B o 9w v
FC3 (15) 2.53 2.86 1.95 2.03
(1.74) (1.19) (1.47) (2.06)
FCA (53) 2.83 2.69 2.12 2.06
(1.82) (1.77) (1.60) (1.81)
3 (20) 1.56 1.45 1.27 1.25
(1.31) (0.95) (1.40) (1.88)
C4 (50) 2.15 1.96 1.97 1.69
(1.43) (1.18) (1.56) (1.46)
P3 (28) 0.11 -0.40 0.34 0.28
(1.33) (1.43) (2.11) (2.25)
1.89 0.92 1.94 1.22
P4 (42)
(1.63) (1.82) (2.10) (1.72)
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A5 914 AL F AT (n=22) 289 474 4T n=2D)
(=) A4 % ovl Aw BY A% B o 9w v
183.27 184.82 189.05 184.86
FC3 (15)
(19.65) (21.05) (24.57) (20.82)
180.64 180.27 186.76 185.33
FC4 (53)
(16.42) (20.04) (21.65) (23.27)
184.09 181.18 187.90 184.48
C3 (20)
(19.39) (19.52) (22.34) (20.99)
181.91 180.82 190.76 188.67
C4 (50)
(18.23) (18.43) (23.81) (23.43)
209.00 210.45 213.62 212.19
P3 (28)
(31.37) (30.58) (24.39) (26.50)
213.73 212.82 212.67 209.24
P4 (42)
(39.32) (36.18) (25.44) (30.21)
. ZEote| X EEHXE LIEH.
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g, o= AdddTeld F45 N400o BAAA e FE4o= dAsh= 23}

o]t} (Chen & Li, 2013; Frishkoff et al., 2004). d& & A A5
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(Chen & Li, 2013; Frishkoff et al., 2004).
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Ao HuwA AHoR o]Fojx gLox E43til(eg, Chen & Li,
2013; Frishkoff et al, 2004), 91°¢ #7138}, fMRI % A= <Aoo F74
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et al, 2010), F%7] 4 Hl(resting state)oll ] Z&H Fapato] A5 A 7o
Hla] A5F3 e BRI s 23T o] MEYAY HAad ¥ AAA
(connectivity)& H o] fMRIOA #Z= 3 th(Liemburg et al, 2012).
ol gt FSF3]o Aol W 2HEY oo AAMETAA FH A
(susceptibility) &2 A<k 11 JtH(Goldstein et al, 2009; Rajarethinam,
Sahni, Rosenberg, & Keshavan, 2004; Takahashi et al., 2010). uw}&}A]

Aol BAE 28Y 42 AT 45T DA gt B ATl

Wilkins, Van Valin Jr, Redfern, & Jaeger, 2004). dE& E9i,
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ABSTRACT

Deficits of Semantic Violation Recognition in
College Students with Schizotypal Traits
Event-Related Potential & Source Localization

Analysis

Minji Park
Department of Psychology
Graduate School of

Sungshin University

This study investigated deficits of semantic violation recognition in
college students with schizotypal traits using sentence plausibility
judgment task, event-related potentials, and source localization. The
normal control (n=22) and the schizotypal trait (n=21) groups were
selected based on the scores of the Schizotypal Personality
Questionnaire (SPQ). Participants’ abilities of the semantic violation
recognition were evaluated with sentence plausibility task, in which
participants were required to judge the plausibility of the sentences
including semantic violation or not. The behavioral results of the
sentence plausibility judgment task showed that the normal control and

schizotypal trait groups didn’t differ in terms of error rate and response



time. However, there were significant differences between the two
groups in terms of N400 amplitude, generators of the N400 and the
activations of the estimated generators of the N400. The control group
exhibited significantly greater N400 amplitudes in response to sentences
with semantic violation than in response to the normal sentences at all
electrode sites included in the analysis, whereas the schizotypal trait
group showed no differences in N400 amplitudes between the two types
of sentences at left fronto-central site (FC3). The frontal and temporal
areas were estimated as N400 generators for the control group, whereas
only frontal areas were estimated as N400 generators for schizotypal
triat group. In addition, the schizotypal trait group exhibited significantly
reduced activations in the left middle frontal gyrus (BA 8/9/46).
Although schizotypal triat and control groups exhibit comparable
behavioral performances, the schizotypal trait group would experience
difficulties of semantic violation recognition in future, and these
difficulties may be related with dysfunctions of left frontal and temporal

areas involved in semantic processing.

Keywords: schizotypal traits, semantic violation, event-related

potentials, N400, source localization, SLORETA



mr
-

X
alg
W

W

X

i~

N

%0

0
B!
N

Wr
il

u
N
ofy
of-

Wr
il

b
N
<

iy

zel

il
|

=0

Wr
il



s

ofue

of

AR

w
3
3
n/.
o R
KT
NI
o) X
il N
J
T
- M
=
o] W
Ci
=y
e
0
)
Gl
= -
W =
Sy
= %
ﬂo
—

=
=

of B2 Abghel = Al 7t

AR

T

<)

Ty

Moo

Cliny

T N

G

& o
™

o

el

op

o

i,

ol

i

—_

)A

]

~

t

i

T T

o TR

A RT

= %

Mo BK

Mo ¥

o ™

W

fo
i
<

i

o)
il
TR

N

m7E A9l gl

K3
o

3 A =l

d53 2

A}

3]
pud

e,

17] ol el 9]

3] 3]

°]

=

AtEES WE2 i7E 2y EoA Y

w el A Lol

|

o

=

h

_Ee

Y

o

i

i

—_

)A

B

—_

N

Y

™

g

_Ee

o

‘.m.o HW.._

TR

X o

—_

o oy

o ofm

TR

GO

N

=
NF

S
—

Qe E WEUA? (5H%)

12.



ol
op
0%
=
Ll
N~
2
o
o
frot
o)
_l_l
e
—_
<
w R
& ay
Az
EURIR
X
0 ﬂ_l
!
0
o T
]
o3
—

gkt

ol o
2=

Solg sl sl

AFES AT e

14.

)l

To

22

A

A

18.

=y
=
Fu7t?

19.

)

o|

R

—_

N

—_

N

hY

=

=

=

=3

el

R

E

W
iy

o Xt

el

T N

N

o

T

o

T

il

N

=y

S

iy
Am

oy X
o
"
—_

HES AvRAY A4
o

)
~

|

Se Wz Ut F ol et

e

23.

w7} gl

A 2=

i

26.

o
7 Hol s U7t?

=



N

)l

om

—_—

A

29.

)|

el

!

]

32.

AR ET o gtk

e

s

33.

¥ FF AUAA o8 AAo|E gty

]
S
el
ol
_l_l
4
=y
Nfo
o
i
)
i
o
pu
~ L.um
‘Mﬂ 0
= K
CI
m ol
o) oF
R
H
To)
o

b W

AbEE el Sl 719

d

S

=3
=

38.

A5 Y72

39.

2 Hol] sy 7t?

ko1
=

2218 EAE o] ok

al

]
p =S

o 7V 7hE ol 9fel

]

%}\

41.

SR IR

=

A

=

0

e

I

o' AMFELS Wk W3t ol b 2xe] flu

A

R

&+

o
N

El
o

ol



oAl el efell o

i
e

e A

43.

[e)
ge

Aol &

2= 0
R

e Aol A

So] @3

< Abst
=47k

i

R
=

B lo A

O =
AN -

I

o

2+
)=

A

S

d

=3
=

46.

ol
w
o)
U
Nl
off
my
o
<y
n_AIO
ncal
G
S
A
EL%
W
o
= v
x
Gl
" RR
ﬁo
o~
<t

P 2AYG 2 ndune

5|

So] o4

ol

el

a[H]
)
0
ﬂ
ol
ofy
0SS
ol
R
Rk
iy
(754
=
\nI/_|.
T R
< T
o fom
— N
0 =0
TR
wm A
L)
) X
™ o
0SS
[N
Lo

0

™

o

e

\‘W

e

ﬂo

vl

e

ol

K
—_
N

P

®

N

o M

o Y

W o

T XA

— o)

0

o

=
—_
0

o
Lo

!

At olof7le] B Aol f1&U7?

Qe oA e

55.

A a7

Zro] Wz o) 4

ik

ol glo] Rl Aol A

U=

o7.



To°
T
)

)

S
=

et & FAANA Hoju= &

Al
AHUH7H?

712 Fetd WA 4z il AV

Ao
N o

4
B o)

=z o 2=
== T

[e)
e

o] Azko] WF AN Aol 1

Al
A5 7H?

g

64.

Fy 712

3
H

o

HA A

5|

2 olgaa %

]

%}\

I

[e]

Py

2
)=

A}

)

65.

ol

o

2 o] o]opr]7}

ol

i

A}

2.

)l

73.

AFR A W el w2 A

Els

o4

el
==k

=13
-

74.




e JEolu @y BAHE BAEQUL. 4 £42 @ 9o F 9
Mol A Aot A1RS /g W ehavkn g o] EAS F4A
<.
T R P Y
;é]‘-\i? j—%ix] j_E-I];]_ j_E-I];]_ j_E-I];]_
OL%I‘]:]_ el el el
Lo el gl Sy : , 5 )
<&
2. £ % = ofde 747 s Eo
HE AR T ok A R ) .
=0
3. U A7 &3 AAY T8 . 5 3 4
v
4 UbE g g2 AAAY ofil
15 | | AY o}z o ] . 3 A
g 7z},
5.
gt A3 gEdel A% k1 2 3 4
6. U= o]} o]okr]star A
- B 1 2 3 4
718 Folgt,
7.
gt Azl = A 2k 1 2 3 4
8.
v wusk gl 1 2 3 4
9.
i Aol FeAU 1 2 3 4
10. 8 ol o] ol esa s 8y
5] 23},
11,
Y HeEls A zko] g 1 2 3 4
12. = ojwl dolE AAH A
e ] 19 4 : ) 5 )
] 2] gk},



13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.




e -3 FH-54 BAHE

ARG agx .
oret agY agY a%n
1. U= whgo] A3ttt 1 2 3 4
2. U mlLo] E=3T 1 2 3 4
3. e 10345 A 1 2 3 4
= 53 A8
4. Ur_ FH=H 1 9 3 4
SETA
5. U= wlgo] Hehr) 1 2 3 4
S RICE
5 Us 3EelA oA ] 5 5 7
We meAn
Us oz E3o
7. o 1 2 3 4
NE7F A
8 U mlgo] =l 1 2 3 4
9. UE Eosiy, 1 2 3 4
10. U= #Ars A w7t 1 2 3 4
11, Y= #ARgo] Ut 1 2 3 4
12. Y= R=z=xgg 1 2 3 4
i vhgol
13. P 1 2 3 4
L =2z 7%
14. N S = 1 2 3 4
AT}



W mlee 11Fo] =4
15. 1 2 3 4
L3k}
16, U= wE~du 1 2 3 4
17. Y+ AAsta o 1 2 3 4
= 35 Bl =
g, = wEEE e 2 1 9 3 4
22t
19, UE =74 1 2 3 4
20. U 7]%o] =t} 1 2 3 4
e AgEel ANS EAsed Agse BFEQUL 4 2Ee 2
Qo F 7 Bae ozdel g vl el BE FelA Fale] Aoz
=713 = HEHE 7FY E Yeld S ghl A8 AL
7 el
E = o
AR ALY I A S
orr} a8 2¥% a%d
1. Us 7)|8o] 21} 1 2 3 4
2. U= g4 28R 1 2 3 4
3. U= o3 Ao Aol 1 9 3 4
UE g2 AGEAY
4. eme S 1 2 3 4
£ vheg we Y
5. t ) = A 1 2 3 4
R )
6. = npgo] Eolt} 1 2 3 4
7 = Aesta A #sn 1 2 3 4
R we A
8. HoggAAN FHIT F gl& 1 2 3 4
A 2.



10.

11.

12.
13.

14.

15.
16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

U s@e de Uy
AQE ot

U= et

U & dejd IEA
Raiae )

U= Al ze] skt

U= vhso] 58

Us 714 o8 Es
v she o of 2t

U= &3 skt

e B2y

AbdE Akl e
e Ry

s Ade AUAA
A HelE o] 7]
ol we Sl A
A E 7 gl

U 2 ek Abgtolth

Ues 8259 AAY
#ANAGE B4
AHHAY X E nvtE
2ET




5 2. 23 494 2 #A 94

<AL &3>

7bEF7h viakgte] o] dol At
AANAF7E =)o Aol Al &ekzkh
1ol Al Al o] 8] A GFol.
1 gste] Awe el & Wk
2 UM e fEe e oty
Wdelw v el 7HA Ak

v ek mhE] vt el ule ekt

<9 ot EA>

oA WEe el of sty
Wb A Hhsel Fa g,
DA wgo] S0l Bl

of A 7k A 7ol

S84 Aol Aol .

Fabl we wol Zol o},

0 yae) PEe weld Agdc

gl @ ke gh E5el 2l

A el whgo] ehrlel thi,
g

gk Fol Hmol virkel 7kt

N
of

Al
N 2
2 N
R
v

et



	Ⅰ. 서론
	1. 연구의 필요성 및 연구 목적

	Ⅱ. 이론적 배경
	1. 의미 위반 인식
	2. 조현병 환자의 의미 위반 인식 결함
	3. 의미 위반 인식의 전기생리적 지표인 N400
	4. 조현형 성격 성향군의 의미 위반 인식 결함

	Ⅲ. 연구 문제 및 연구 가설
	1. 연구 문제 및 가설

	Ⅳ.연구 방법
	1. 연구 대상
	2. 평가 도구
	3. 실험 절차
	4. 자료 분석

	Ⅴ.연구 결과
	1. 인구통계학적 특성
	2. 문장 적합성 판단 과제의 행동 수행 결과
	3. 사건관련전위 결과
	4. 뇌 신호원 국소화 분석 결과

	Ⅵ. 논의 및 제한점
	1. 논의
	2. 제한점 및 후속 연구를 위한 제안



<startpage>11
Ⅰ. 서론 1
 1. 연구의 필요성 및 연구 목적 1
Ⅱ. 이론적 배경 8
 1. 의미 위반 인식 8
 2. 조현병 환자의 의미 위반 인식 결함 9
 3. 의미 위반 인식의 전기생리적 지표인 N400 11
 4. 조현형 성격 성향군의 의미 위반 인식 결함 14
Ⅲ. 연구 문제 및 연구 가설 16
 1. 연구 문제 및 가설 16
Ⅳ.연구 방법 17
 1. 연구 대상 17
 2. 평가 도구 18
 3. 실험 절차 20
 4. 자료 분석 22
Ⅴ.연구 결과 26
 1. 인구통계학적 특성 26
 2. 문장 적합성 판단 과제의 행동 수행 결과 28
 3. 사건관련전위 결과 29
 4. 뇌 신호원 국소화 분석 결과 46
Ⅵ. 논의 및 제한점 48
 1. 논의 48
 2. 제한점 및 후속 연구를 위한 제안 55
</body>

