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B I % 1 3l 6.
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TR ANE 5 e A\ i B IR Al RE 1, X
N A7 At 22 6 3 B Jon] FE A i 3 5. A it
FEARW, NIAE 2L RA & AR R0 5 T A
S ARE M, T AR AR ) ATk ——AE AR
K@ Wi of 24 (I e AR B . Darwinik
N, NI b, F AR T AT REEA A ALY
B NIFERY IR TE F Al e — AP T BUCE A
HOARZ M RIE S, W& AR R PR, B
BAFA AR ER, FARMERZERE, 9l
AR BEAR T 1) T

KT R AR AR U5 B ) D45 B A
MR B B BEE AR HOR R R, AT
U6y 38 a SEUE BT SR 1A S AR LAY A TEIL A
Ay edkml. i 2 AT— B, 5 R e
LI R R G, A T H AR A AE
RN T R 20 B AP AR, A s 2 ik
PRI E R — G BE T, (B0 — AU A E 1 58
GFTE BRINT, AR B 2R A Y R A,

A AL

e % B 5 BRI R 57 B 2R

RS | = T | B O o 2 € 7 =
H SRR EF TR 7RIS,

AE R AR ANE F OT SR A B R, W R
A2 G A AR T30 7 FUAH LK AR B9 4L U, L&
X SE R P A B R R I A B N B A R R
IR T R ARE AL S B RRRIE. H e, AR
TZMALUEA, WS m A HERE HIK,
LR Z)R R AL . 52 BOK R S5 R L
W, i EERZ R4S . tesh, f)ikie
G CHAEERR . XR R AE S B 2
AR, R B SRR A NSRRIk
AE T BB, T LI BN Sy S sy 9k 1 ) T 2
PRELCA. DRk, B SR I AR TR B R, 4 TR
BT RN T O AL A 5 2R HAT R B B

AR AR 7 B A AR AL 5T 3 R AL B
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—J7H, A RS B T 1A (] s b R
IC Mg iz VeI =, I 8.0 BRIE & 2 M R0 B
FRIBFTHR IS K. 5 —TJT T, RIS —
PR B, AR50 45 10 6E 1 1 5 X A ) e 45 14 1Y
R, a7 AR A B CiBE S A L. [Rl, XJ 3 2k
ME S AECRNIRE A BN LPRE L. A
Fr 2 AL B 3K A B T i R IR BE ) 9 IR RS
RN, FFRIEF BRI R IR YT SR AL 4.

Patel 75 HAR 5 1) Music, Language, and the Brain!™™
—A5, W T E RIS F AR 2 2 T O
SRR AR . AN OB DU I B LA DI AR RS S TE S
¥ . LA CZ R &R, TR IR A o8 &
RO AR, AR SORTE R 283 & SR A
(a1 B7SL g (IR 9 i B O S s | A o L o 1 B P 4
ZUBRA AN 2L LA S Rk 5 R SOy et
8. I, AR SR E SO R R L
KA 5T 5 ).

1 HRHLE SR IS

HORAE F M ARE A S £ 5 N2 2 %A
AR, JEAECE B AR AR LR R BT 2. KRl
Z RGN AR PO T —EMHAFB. &R
A AL AL, BEEL S A AT B I
B, WAL R AR o3 B RV 5 BT SR e ) 4%
AIELER. T SOR ] 28 3R 3 SR FIE S ) 1 SR AR R S
7] A B A ARR MR AT R L.

1.1 AR 5]

B ARRNE T AR LA R AR B, IR FER R 4
FE LRI, M5 b B f R, 3 SR FE AR
Ha . B B DL (A AR E R AT AL, T
H, & a2 H 0 K8, 755 RAE S
W, G E (U iE) R A5 FR B 4 A B 2 Y G,
WG R AR, 0 LR S — 2 e A ] T
IR A].

B, ESME RMAESNEA B E2ER. 15
AR R A AR AW, H 44 )
B IR, & AR A R E . 15 A
TR H AR EE L R T BOR g RS 43 TR AR A R
Fetn—2chk: . &%, B, HIEEE L. ALK
BB AR AR MRS, 7R TR A R A A T E— A TR S A
W, AR, RAE R IR RES S 22 %

7 (14 DE g Ay,

T R AR A ) A AL R A L, (H
WIEIREAR. 5 A il 8 EIHSEEY)
fi, PR AR AL SRR R R AL
FIFEDIRE. SR, & REE DI REANRESE ] T & SR vh
BFIE I RE, LS AT E AR e S B A
W E 2.

TR AT Rk AR A 22U SRR AF AR A A
P, SCHELDCS. 5 2R FITE 5 A 5 287 LA ] < S X
FOAR D g 3 A A B 3K, e A R O 38 T 2 K A0
TE— 5E I (] 4 2 b A9 AR e, JfF AR B A& 2
THE R A LR EJ, & IR h iy R A A
B HA TR R AR A, e AR E A
i B I B P URAE, IR T Ak T ik
ZHPEARRAE. BEAh, AR SRR AR L
Ak OB, S Ak Pk Z 2R E A
A RR.

1.2 AJIER N R

B AR AN K T 35 A e] X AR 2 R AT
Mrfn#& 4. Lerdahl 1 Jackendoff™ 7 ¥4 35 4k 1) A= i
FH1% (generative theory of tonal music, GTTM)H, #2
BT 51E F ARSI S ARG R AL, Hodr )
FRIA S H8 R A OGS (b i e P M R 5 &
IF ) Z [ A A5 A8 v, DT X 3t 2
WM 2R R, KR RS 7R e — S 4
X T AR DG 5T 7 A ) R B R &R, SR
1) B 5K SO 12 AR i AT S JZ R s B 2 .
GTTM HE A e P85 =5 25 8] (tonal pitch space theory,
TPS) e "2 e 75 51 1 — 45 Mk . XS IR 3
BORBN R . LURISZ B, AT B 0 X 22 )
FETE—E MO PREE B, X ASPE s AT AT, A iR g
FE T4 52 ) 2R 3 1) v O T AR Y e SR, O
M7 A K B ARG . ik R W 502 DLE gm0y
ORI F AR AL IR 17 26 3 3L

W E AN K BHEAZ T s F A5 AR,
AR 7 0o 2 M T X 3k S PR AT T
AR BOA AR M Y A R A RIS A DI &G = R
V& N FE R B AFA ' #E1E (dependency locality theory,
DLT)!" ANt #g > 1 DLT A Ak 4 i AR
Wz B, B0 AR TS S
WAF Y e A B AR 4G . IR A 1Y PR B e, A5 22
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BZRBEE IR, I Hh TR NME. RYEERES
BRI TAC 1Y 5C &, DLT BE AT LA R Hh A1) i
LR IRIE P AN T 22 57, o m RSB 4 35 18 )
R A RO 4. U BHIE U A Ay, 5w R BB T i B
R TR) 2 5 A 5 /R R Y ) T A R 1 A BB 3L
R, 2B SR AN AT S e B A ENE, T
L RCRE FHT 0 PC LA VBT B 4 R i B DLT A )
W31 FH T REAS ) A4 ) i A% R

BRSSO B R AR R A S
INHIBEIRAER &R & AR F)IEHY GTTM Ml TPS AR5
P TR REE XS S F AR O R . i B
A%, s B 24 T B 1A M R A 1) e R
k. AT RS Pl Z A AU i 2 P . X
D] A T ) R 525 B8 0 P B ) 5 AT A B 4 R 2% v Y
PG KSR, XX 2630 H R AR FEAT P, 7 2
ZRYREG TR, X TIEEARAR DLT MBI ek
YL, A B AT SR A AL AR 35 Y I T A o
RGN TR RE R, H 2 R AR R PRI M Y ) R A
S M AR A A RAE A I T BT IR R AR A R B e
F1% B i) i AR R A A iR RE, AT A TS Z BT
o0 MR E TIPS €= E NIUR Sriy ) A REZBY 3¢ ) 3
JET U, Patel 58 AUOT R T SR AN T AN T
PO B BRI AR R —— A vk B 5 B IR L 2 R (shared
syntactic integration resource hypothesis, SSIRH). % #{
WL, BT RS & 78 Ak R AR B B AR K2
S, H TR ) A A R AT R S A AL R AR )
0.l Al i R At A 3k 5 T A IR 10 245 S < DY
2K, B SRR O RAR G AL T I AT G 0 ik XA
INHBHRAT

BEAh, AR A A A AT RE 3k S HAB A AL
Wil ren, fE—E s, AR S EREAR G Ak
T 0] X5 RR 1 B %) 3 B A 52 AT BN . X1 AR R
BTN AT LA AR AR 22 Bk B, e e i S
TE P 2 A B A TN . 33k G v A 55 0 RIRE 8 B AY JZ
SRR AT A T 20 R, X 2T
PAPE T SR BT AR UL, RIAEAB AT AT 3248 5 AR I 5
LB A Bt oy )RR I RE AR, AR X 28 Y AR,
AT RE S 75— %€ B A P 81 ey, ok Bt B RS iR
Ty REHEAT TN P2 B, o RS A A R A5 A
7oA U A AL AR AT RE S AR AR Ak s
X 22 ST RRE T, X SR PR E 2 R RS
PR B a2 il SO R LS T, nl e ZERA 105
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IRNZRABEIR B, AR TH AR UL, XIEFREZH
iR UM AR B S, X AT RE S 1 BT B AT B W
T SCMEA K.

2 HIRHNE SRR NN L

UTAFR, F AR A RS I TR LA 5T U
THEEMBR. —Jrm, AR S BA R Ak
HEUB, VF 2 0500 3k S8 AR L 254 B R T
BEATHEL. D3 —T7 i, XTI HAT SRR R A 1Y) )
LHAUE A, A 75 S AR DAL ] IR
e, [R5 58 A1 A SRR A AR
TAF. J3Ah, E AR T R R SO T E 1 Ak 4
s, i R AR AL S F I R R L FHAR
ROCHTE F 8RR, REgHt— PR A G 1E
AR ZEWEKER. T ICHIERIX 3 UI5ER E
BRI, KO SR Ak G R AR

2.1 WiEHLIE AR R

(1) WZEMTMEE. FRAEFEL
75 EE WA AVER S SRR, HEE R
Y B R A A B T A A SR A — SRS X
Fo T B AR ANE T R T X R SR, R 2
A SUSAE R K R IE AR IR R

38 3 T B bR o AL R AR 5735 8K (normalized  pair-
wise variability index, nPVI), W] DA% 23 IR 22 s
T AT E BRI K ZE SR, AR A, HKE
A B M SR AR S i B S 45 B R
AT S AT A AT W A S B,
X — & B 7E H At 35 SR SO Ak FR A B E R,
SREAE AT R BN IR AT 5852 B BEE B ALRRAE 1Y
. R T R — W, AR SR T AN
JE 75 RE A% P [ RN ok [ Ol g 2 22 R b
IRBL, Mo 2w, kKR meuiidE 2= 5 R
SrEEd Bt A E B, B AR A RE T AR A
Z [ AEAE B

BRI Z A1, & SRk i 5 o #R A7 7E 43 2 (grouping)
X —FEAR BB A B G, B T R AR R A
WEST 8 7~ 8 A 28 G K. SR AH OC B {37 (event-
related potential, ERP)ZIMFFY R, i iy
PR BN ) 1 IR S AR RS R FEE 1Y ERP AR
G2k IE = (closure positive shift, CPS), X 43
F BB IR S R R A 2R 0 g
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PG, ANRZHB DR ISR CPS 75
R AP b B 22 B H, X R BRI
0 ML A2 5 A B AR e, e [ RE AR ) A
TR X A | TR R A BN R
Bl AR T 8EE & CPS. L, ik i A vE IR
WYESRYAX, ®IZHNAFERR CPS HAH
KRR, B w1 X 3 AR E B B HE A T
TEF RARAI SN TR, k8t T 2840
(4 i HL B 43 . Knosche 48 AR B A i A &1
(electroencephalography, EEG) #1 fiti #4 1K A% 1% (mag-
netoencephalography, MEG)H R 5¢ T & M IRk A) i1
SN FALE, & IR ) ih BT & ) ERP AL 43
mCPS (music CPS)7E i i # i HuJE 18] _F #8518 5
WS RNE A CPS FHZE, R AR &R
AR T BN S AR T . A, 5EFH
kb, mCPS #E—EFEJE b2 3035 IRUIZR 2B, 35
SR EY mCPS 2R 5T CPS —#, EBTEARE
BZGh R0 TR R R, (ES 3 — 2P 05E.
7 Z2 %] HU AR Ao 4 8 AR A SR 4 s o AR R
HE BB CER, B2, BTSRRI R
WR. HRMET R RKRASE W ZR A KiE
(M) T B L. tan, XFFadikii, Huprarstid
ME DA IR & R A e FUA LS. — 7T, 15
S CPS MEA S & AR A& mCPS BT R
AR, ALERE LG RAES /0 4/ L
W 5H A FSEZ MR R, JFdEfTxT . 55—
1, BT & BLE T CPS 5 3% 5k mCPS 7 k30 I
HA7 22 5 B3 3 H it v A D DR AN HIL S T S iy
SR SRR . s T I ORI Y f A
e, BT THOL AN BT, Bl 1E H
B AT AR RIS 55 25 0 50 T i e e AL
J4h, WIEE RS E R G RAE T IKAH
A N S R ol [ B 7 = R B E C YOI (RPN 2N
R, (HEREEmhE S SIES LRSS
ERIKR. FAER, & RREDE G FRATFBAE
HEEREZHEMAR. BREEETHBEME
SRR I TTALE], AT LAk — 20U AR AR
GRS NP S
(ii) BEEERNETHAY L. e AniE R AR
TR CE B TR 4E B b 09 A8 fem DL, BT 02 ¥ AR
G & AR IR A 208 . AR EE T AR
W P AR AR SR L AR AE S e AR

AT w05 g %o S Ak SRR S P
AR TS, AT A B AR e A v AR AR A
AW ER, M iES T EaE 2R ES.
XU, H % HERAR N ERE ], ATREX & R
BIE b B e AR =™ A S

e A I QG R A 9T 0 S A AN D 02 IS R R
WCRE (congenital amusia, | 3] #7 2 RAE ) AY A 58
RAFHY . JHPORE 2RI AR & =N LR R, 1R
T, I H Gk X AR e A AT FE DA s S PO,
X R At BB AS U PR 463405 . T etk L ARk 2
TR FE AL, ARG T80 539 R A E il (an & AR I
Y5 T IRWTECIE 3P Mg D BRI R, Rk
JiE BT T EE A8 1 2 15 R RGOS 8 T A 5T
RIR, i AN A RE T A O B X R) iR Y
Oy S IR A A — R B P20 ni HL, DA A
W NEENE S SR AR TR X AR, JCit 2
X AR HE RS EE A Y, A e i e WY Al s
PAURS I T, LADUE R G TORE Y 2 BLAR 55
T4, 1d B 2% CRE 5 X e 3 AU R 9 81 o 3 A
TEGRFE.

T A I 43 ) SR AN T A e A R
JERANE AR RIE N L RGEHARER, CiET
HRZHEEEPFHENAG KR, A, A KPRE
KAWL T &M, 5855 a8B 0 T RK
KER. IEPEFBER A E W BRI R, FIRE(UOE T =
R [R5 24 T XX — R A I, AT 2
W2 1) 5 SEF5E.

JUE NATERIA Ry e i A ) ELoA FPOFREX &R, 1
AT 3 B8 B A v 0 R B AT LS e 2 0K
SRR AIAE, (H 2 3K Bl FE OC RN 4 i
REVLIH —H A oe. Bk, HATMBFIE A A 2 LR
B, EARAE T T E S E A TR AR A, W%
ST A RN TE 8 45 4 7E 1E H N K b i 1 =8 % H
KF, BT DL b U B T A 45k ) ) ik 2 &R
GIEBHTEESR.

2.2 ALY NP EE L]

HORMGE S e R A E RAR R R, (A2
A TR H T 22 SR A G A AN SRR R (9 ) 3
TN, S B AR R8T A R HIL ) b A7 A v A R
W FIRRNE F A Z 2 RS, AR —
TE RIS SR A B MEA R ERR e
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—E B XWFI R, e /LS5 T X —
VAN a2, JIF R A ANE & S T At 2, B
RIAE—EBRE LR T —W8, HhEREE®s A
X5 SRR F S5A N TR, LA Broca 2K iEAE R
NAJE I T 0y ph 28 HIL T A5

(1) IEFHAXFTRAMESAERIINT. Patel
A N LR P R A B A AR R S R A 3k
hn . A AT & BRI 5% B ) R A1 A 5% RE 05 15 &
ERP {73 P600s, X 51 4] A2 A — B el irifs &
P BG4 AR ZEARL, W 78 A i T A R S T AT g DR X
WA G T IL 5 2 WF ST 0 R IRAE AR KRR B I 5
TIRARE L E RE T AWl . R
SRANE T A T B A [F A L, IR A7 A
HIBEIRA FRAIE AT, 3 By /a) e n T8 B A0 4.
A WIAT N SLK R T X —HEiE. Fedorenko 45 A\
R, G SRR E R A AR A R, Bk
FEIE T BRARAT S5 Th M MER R & TR 78 Sleve %%
NSWGHFFE b, 2435 SRR 5 R0k TR A 7 A 5 S
B AR [ 4 ) 2 T 0 D] 5k B AR 45 o A
IO, XL B SR X AR ES A N T, TS
2 O 2 SRR T BN

FAN, BT A B R A R ANE
AVE B[R] 2600 T 3 S8 S B S AR T R A i T
ERP o WUBESE. JE i soph )i 5 g ok AT 19 oF
FE N, W E AR T 5 A2 M EG 67 )% (left anterior
negativity, LAN)A &, Hrp o4 45 43 8 ok i 450
e 73 (early left anterior negativity, ELAN)ML.
LAN JE AL A) ki R s D0 T 7E 300~500 ms i 3
M, B R TIEF AR S, ELAN J27E
LR A5 A i R (B 45 3R) 2653 FO N 00 R 7E 100~300 ms
ZA]H B BRI . TR AR R T ) R A
9% (early right anterior negativity, ERAN)A 517,
ERAN 2y 25 ¥ A% ol 9 4135 45 S T %% 2 (9 7 100~
350 ms PN 3%

TEIEERY |, Koelsch %5 A0 % 3 K i o 5
SRAE T )k AN O 2 R a AR i =X, i AC
B YANEA—BRE R R P A R SR I, 5k
) LAN W 525/, 445355 % LAN Fil ERAN [l T4
e 25 A [A] (R R 220 R 38 3 6 SR RN S Ak i T
()R 28 T PR35 DEA T B A 43 A7 Y, AT AR B 3 Y A
ZICIENTEMI B IR G TS, #— DU T
SSIRH fy/m) % BiE.
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SSIRH  Fif 3 #1445 M 8 5 rg A AL il
SRTIA B BF 58 K BRIT AN et SSIRH BRI Ok fiff e
fiii N EEG #F 58 ¢, ERAN Fl ELAN F i 28 S0 7E XUl
B B AN ZE AR A AR 4y &Y. T ELAN
S5 e F R T A ik B SR U A N B BE T, DA AR
ZHTHIN TR B, DR S 5 R FH Y Je e 1 4
B 35 S ASCAAR 30 Ay Jy 308 45 4 1 W T 400 1 3 B, I
IRFNE S B H S o0 A 3R BUAE X ) vk a5 My mE R A T
TR AL

Aid, HETROF S RAAF AT JE . Maidhof #1
Koelsch®™ R Fil T 5 2Z i [7] 3¢ ERP fifF 78 A A9 SE 5675
W F = U QiU NI RS NS O A= ek (b Y
S5 BTG 8 AE ] B TE B 40 BC A& AT ELAN Al
ERAN ¥JANAFAAE B 2 WS BN WFFEISE /R T & AR Al
T AR N T A A B B T e 2 A ST 0 hn T AL,
WG /R T & I AL X S5 045 Bt 7w i A
PR Axt, G R ANE T SR SR
T B, AHERRE S E A & A L S X IR
FUAE A F= A2, PR G [n) R A R i — 25 1
FAIE.

O A WF 5T & B v T8 & ] BB & 2 Fh A Al
PLEL, W2 R G ST, HEAE R,
FEATVE N Tt R v, 17 22 40 5 B A R0 BIL R - 2 il
SERIEVER. HeAn, e SeRi AT R R e A B 000
SEE A b B AR ) B )RR AR i R A BRAE
AL R, RIRR S | R A A i R . 7E
FORM BB, CA WF R A AR N R A R
FE AL 51 A S ik B A 5% 14900 R ik AN AN 5 | /S SRS
F AR A9 S (PR A S 0 RN 5% AR B 7 @ % 2
Je ), [RIAS A5 | A J2 2 ) vk 5 1 DR e (e B R % Ak
TR LR E). L, 45 BYaF5E N i 5 58
FHOCHLEN B 28 57 AR T RO B A G R, XA B
TR E SR ANE F R ANE I T IR, Ji5h, Blr%4
AN TR] SCA R B — BN AL, AU R BR T
FEAB AN B AR B SO B R R

(ii) Broca ZIBAE AN T..  IE4Ek, MEG fiff
FE R B AR AN T XA T 2 AR 9] (inferior
frontal gyrus, IFG) Broca DX FIXJ i A4 A7 il X 3k, 2
A MRS T 22545 T Broca X B & @A S 1
TOE T A TR X k. Kb, Z22FER Broca X i TE
HiG S ME REWBEMT. [FMFER, Thietzgit
P& A% (functional magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI)
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WFoE & B0, 245 B ) A 35 A g ek POl 2 & PR
TS AR AR A A 0 R TFG X s Fngi |
[H] Hij #B (anterior superior temporal gyrus, aSTG)[X 15 2>
PR SN AT . e, AR AR A T Al )
Ak, ME S AN AR A & 98 3 03 X e 3
EBH, SR R 0 v 0 AR R A A - X 3k
FEES, U BT T U021 BRI AH N X
fi7EEE. B2, T MEG Fl fMRI FAR 55 5, LI
B S BT U B ] 0 T Rk SR ik X, T TG ik
UE BH 3 2 fij X2 3 AR NS 5 A9 T b B 2R
i, A Broca RIEFEMFTHEE T LM IFG FlZEM]
aSTG X & AR MIE 7 AL N T8 52 .

Patel % N'CUR A1 R ILET S5, XF 12 4
Broca K HHRES G A MIE 5 A1 T BE ) EAT I, 45
R, KRB AR B sl gl 22, KoM
ARSI D B G. ZEDLIERN b, %R %
BT X AKX AR AN T RE T, R BT
SRR 250 S5 (R I 55 T4 I 2, 368 Broca 2K i
i o N B SR RN R 9N T RE ) AR AE — 2 QR
SRMT, 2B 9 0 0 3k 2 ) ik 453 93 358 457 AN S AH [F]
Horp o B3 R A1 B Broca X sl 40 - X sk 10, DR ok LA
TE SR S B XX 4 SR FIE A v AR AN 1] 1
B

T A R R 5 AR R AR N TR 4
Fehfi, Sammler % N %5 T 6 4 /20 IFG 2451 L K
7 BN aSTG SZ i A\ B & SR T, #F5R4s
R, SEERMEREAMLL, 220 aSTG 45 A
T T RN TR . SA R, M
IFG Z 45 199 A 7E ERAN [93k B2 70 A EAFAE S5, IF
HAE & SR A1 TR AT A b 8o th A B
HEA M IFG S AP RES | & ERAN 2L
N X SegE R 2 IFG X 35 (Broca [X) 1 57 — i
AR N, J2 8 SRR 5 AR N A e e S A

HARMETAEMAILH N ES R, R T
NATHRE SR AN T R R UL SOAFI R DI e AR, &
SRANE T A I T AE 220 IFG 1 aSTG fAAEHE S, 1
HZM IFG J&— Mk T LB 40, X—k
PR R A S ) PR AR (H2, &R AIE S Al
EFEA AR B L =N TG X, LA KR O i X TE 4]
o TR VR A AN B . BFSE AR R B AE M IFG
S RE F AR I TR X, (Hx X T
AT RE I AR AR AN T 75 454k, H°h ERAN

W LB AR AT O R B AL 1A I G W 2 RO gk
WER, HXR R M TRG i X Al BE7E 35 AR AT
TR R RS, mH, & RAE S AT
B B M X AT RS R BR T 2200 TRG X35, 45 TFG LU
K STG Ja &5 a] R 17 55 —MePE )i in 1. 4 Ja xt
TO0 P R R I i 3 A DX ) 1 AR T RE Y — 25 5 4R
FA B FIRAC K IG D BE 45 44 T 5% .

XA N AR 2 WL 32— SRR B
SRR SC. A D EIL R A 3 R S AT R RE ) OE R
A —E RGBS 40 0 A 2 i T %) A R M Y 4
o, ALEE 5 A)VE A O A A BE ) U R e, T RE
FE RO} 55 — AR I e B . TR, A G5
MILHEE T K REAEA —E R & . mH, #F5EnT
AEAE— B oIl BRAIR T SR 5. F AR AT
S A) N TR ) 2 T R B T A A
W28 ARG, TR R DA I 2% 1 2 = sl A2, fig
g fiff J&8 T IR 305 /K S B35 S R AR TP A B S
X o 3 A 3k A 4038 [R] A T RE AR LR R, AT R
JE T BRI RIG T IS E ML, A J5 6 IE H R
Broca JHEAE#H AN ZHLHIBE ST, KA FIF
S SR S A A M A AR IR YT

2.3 WikME X

B SAE R E AR 4y, HARMIES
B B SR AR HS T AN A R VL4 4. fETE S T, M
[v] f1 ] o AR 1) P B 2 S R S R AR, & AR
Bl A e ) Tk BRI CRIAF S, I AR B SO
JEAR T3 IR AIIE R . )k A 2 ) 5 R F
FEIRANEE I W IE A, ANEA B T UL & R FNE
TESSA B 2R, 1T ELGE e Ath 4508k () i 98 th A8 — a2
B GEAER, AW B A T RN R
MHMTRER, URERH SRS LR
KHR. AL B T B0 B A s SO
EMTHXR, X RAIER S N RS LN
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Music and language are both excellent abilities unique to humans, and they make great significance to human survival and social
activities. Language has long been known as a highly modular neurocognitive system independent of other complex cognitive abilities.
However, recent researches, especially cognitive and neuroimaging studies have shown substantive overlaps in the syntactic processing
of music and language in many aspects. In this article, we first describe the theories of musical and linguistic syntax briefly, and then
summarize the recent comparative researches of syntactic forms, syntactic mechnisms, and the relation between syntax and meaning.
On this basis, we discuss the significance of research findings and suggest the future study directions. Like language, the processing
mechanisms of music engage a wide range of the brain. Exploring the syntactic relevance of music and language will help to further
understand the cognitive functions of human brain. Moreover, the findings may provide evidence for the studies of linguistic
developing competence and clinical practice in language disorders to a certain extent.
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