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Research Development of Mismatch Negativity in Animals
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Abstract: Mismatch negativity (MMN), evoked by suddenly appeared discriminable change (deviant
stimulus) in a sequence of repetitive stimuli (standard stimulus), is a negative component of event-related
potential (ERP) with short duration. MMN could be found in both humans and animals and could be evoked
in multiple perceptual modalities such as vision, auditory sense and olfactory sense without attention,
suggesting that it reflects the brain’s automatic perception of the change in perceptual environment which is
very important for animals’ survival and reproductive success. In order to clarify both advantages and
disadvantages of MMN for future studies on animal cognition, this paper reviews MMN studies on various
animal taxa, its generation mechanisms and generators as well as the influence factors. Finally, the possible
prospect of MMN study in the future is proposed.
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1 RULHES 5 SRR

Jixi # Celectroencephalogram, EEG) &K
SRR L [F)20 7= AR 1) SR fi e FLAE A R K i
B R B B R A R, PTEESK R . FE B
JEWIeT. W (EEG) 1] 404 E & A
RTHL, FUE R TCT MR O
AR RIES), S5 AN RIS K
SR B X RIS . TERZ T
5 R M LR 3 R, I R v R Th RE AR I
B A B FR A A A R B A2 (event-related
potential, ERP), ZKAFH KX} -5 B 1K
B HIRE ICIZRI A WSS E g ETN TS AR
FPEARISHAL (ERP) ELA A i AR TE) 29 R,
e ION R R TR R SR
PR PR R A 44 (40 N100+ P200 1 P300
&), KRG BB RA BBV R K Sk K A A
(Tsolaki et al. 2015). Naitinen 25 (1978) @it
W5 oddball S2E6TE R, BI040 & — AN LA HE
25 A AR RN — L2 AN DLMER S
{140 i 2 K, A IO 22 SRR 75 . th AR P R 47
e P 5 — 5 Y B N R 22 R P IE AR G . TR I
4100 ~ 200 ms [P FHAFAHILHAL (ERP) 747,
FE ¥ oAy 4 N KL RSt 3 ( mismatch
negativity, MMN). ‘KRILEL 1% (MMN) 7EWT
i (Yue et al. 2017). #i% (Kovarski et al.
2017). fK% (Akatsuka et al. 2007) Fl1E 5
(Krauel et al. 1999) SR HFAZLE. Wi oL H (1)
FEAR . SR RR A B R YR 2 AR b
(Néitinen et al. 2007), MIHFERE . 240
A, TR 1E 28 S NI 1 77 S5 A3 i 22 (Kovarski
etal. 2017) JFEIHE K HRILAL G (MMN).
2 R A RS HUM DA IR, 22 Rk R
i 22 RO K TSR AE DS AL (ERPD B 43Uk
FAR RSO R AL (ERP) 047
TP 5 R IR BB R ) v AR ST Sk Bz 43 A 45
1) (Garrido et al. 2009). W52 K, ZILHE i
B (MMN) AMKH T2, SRR RIR
RE A, WEHRULEC iR (MMND & — g

K B B0 THAEN FEA A S HAL (ERP) %
gy, R KR ot PRI AR A () 1T 5 E 30
J%1 (Fishman et al. 2012). A4, FUTHL 1k
(MMN) FJRefEREE B EME RGN, SR
B LZPNE B TR H T G RS AR R RREAE 1)
e B E A il A % (Kujala et al. 2007)
A LS UCHE f % (MMND J2& [ sh 4 CRLFE )
WHIN Tk R vl FEFa bR, R B Rbk 2 R
TR UL EE 73 (MMN) SE56 Vi R 1 A2k
PIRAHLEL ., 7 RO ST S AIsh Y
1T TELE R FR L o

2 YRR

XYENIT &, AT RN o PRI A SR SR AR AL AT
REHS BB TR AE PR B L2, AR AT B
BABAER R BN E, Kb 5 2 # s
X LAY e — N B IE SR, X sk Ul
WAL EE (Astikainen et al. 2011). B, 4%
TEARR A R 304 00 20 e MORE O3 1) 75 55 75
Can R R D) R BRSE HE ) H AR 5
W R (TR ASE I 224 75 AT RE T~ A T AR 4 £
o MIRILEC T (MMN) {54 T X Ff
AL ) B B E 7T o 3 2K DL E £ 3 (MMIND
W EZUN AN, H Csépe & (1987) K
DL ME 2 2L A B R BRe fE M ( Felis
silvestris catus) WIWT 5 B2 25 K I ARIH A 30
~ 70 ms. FBAAKMRILAL P (human-like
mismatch negativity, IMMN; AEF %, A
CHPIEIY) IMMN (KRR FR N MMND 2 )5,
R 2 R ILIEE % (MMIND BiF 9 DL 52
(Schall et al. 2015 ) M5 1428 (Harms et al. 2014).
B (Pincze et al. 2002, Howell et al. 2011)
REZ (Gil-da-Costa et al. 2013) 5B NIk
A, BRI E A AL .

Wr et FL I, KB (Rattus norvegicus)
Wr o RULEC S (MMND 5 AL, FAER
BV FEATE ML, HABEMKH T A uE
I, T A 52 JE TR A BT B R A5 = AR BT
Xzl (Harms et al. 2014) . [&] I}, B[ JE (Macaca
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B 1 ANESHEREY SRR KRR RSB (MMN) (5] H Nédtinen et al. 2007)
Fig. 1 Mismatch negativity evoked by acoustic stimuli with different frequencies (from Naétdnen et al. 2007)
R, BENLEIFFHERI (1000 Hz, RIS 80%, HBIELFR) MAFRSEMMEN R (RIMEN 20%, SLER) £
Bt (Fz) R BEFAHREAL (ERP); A EIRIR, ANE 22 RO B0 72 58, B 22 3038075 2 1) H A 3 25 A v 0 s R 1y LG

g, Ok —E AR

Event-related potentials (ERP) evoked by randomized presentations of 1 000 Hz standard (80%, black line) and deviant (20%, green line) stimuli

in frontal (Fz), as indicated on the left side. The difference waves obtained by subtracting ERP evoked by the standard stimulus from that evoked

by each of the deviant stimuli, as indicated on the right side. Subjects were reading a book. Adapted from with permission.

mulatta) (Gil-da-Costa et al. 2013) J HJEJE
(Pan troglodytes) (Ueno et al. 2008) %5 R K&
FIUT 5t TG HRC 19 (MMND R AE TR 5 N2k
L, FEHIAER LR S8 X8 R, &
(B B 5 (BURERN D 2=
PR IR FR T i R ILRL 73 (MMND B 5 A
FAAIA T TR, B (B EA)
R RILEL 3 (MMN) I8 B 5K (Nakamura
etal. 2011, Harms etal. 2014), JX L6455 FLLH,
AN EAFLEAR A R W e i T2, B rhoiix
Wb I CAFAE RGUR AR, IR SET 3 RGUE
PO SN N < N /) VAR o o el -3/ B v A A
(Astikainen et al. 2011). WA AR, MWL
oddball =t 53 & X & /£ = ( Oryctolagus
cuniculus) (Astikainen et al. 2000) FJ/N 7 JZ
VIR EN S R0 52 2 Kt 6 ( Pseudemys scripta)

(Prechtl et al. 1993) HJRZJZ T iF & H A ULEC £
B (MMND. [FIRE, RS8R 78 S fd o fe 2
SN e R DTHRC A1 (MMND (Astikainen
et al. 2001), H R S5 NKKEWLKLL, =
NS5 T 2R RITE A (MMN)D (17
Ao BRI NRZ 8], ZFPRLAS T I 2K ILRC £
B (MMN) FHBL, 3 — R SE 7 RN D e ) OR
SEVEC EARE R, SR UL f1 % (MMND
PV AR I — R NS, LhlE A=A 48 ~
120 ms, J#4 30 ~ 70 ms, XA HixX L)
K R BN Je B R BEA K (Csépe et al.
1987, Gil-da-Costa et al. 2013). H4h, sh¥s%k
VEFEL % (MMN) A PERT RN IE, BRI RTRROA
2% VLHE /2 )% (mismatch response) (Astikainen et
al. 2011, 1E Al F5 75 BRI Sh 4 v 58 D3 3k
JCHOZ JREEFREE (Harms et al. 2014).
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TESPINFIAIR, RUCHC 5% (MMN) {E
NINRIBE A 1 TR IES R Z A
Howell % (2011) 7EMKFIEAER (Canis
Samiliaris) R T WEAETERIAZ) 9 180 ms 1]
W 2 DU IE A7 (MMIND, e 5 0 22 70 38
SRR RO DG, 21 i 2 I IE 2R B
10%38 22 50%H 2K VG HEE 73 (MMND 52 4275 K,
X 5 NEWFE 5 (Howell et al. 2012). H1F
KULHL I (MMN) Rt T EFERS 5HYS
AR GO N Tk fE,  [FR R EA R
SR 2N ERE S, BRI RICEL S (MMND
AONER R R RN B BE PR AL H &4 (Howell et
al. 2012). FEALZE XS HIIMES AR, B
NRIATRATREZ AR R (VI MELR
) Fom, HIRULE A (MMND A H T35
RAETCAT R SLI 75 BA AT 44 58 1155 1A
HIGEST (Howell et al. 2011). [FIFE, 7EFIHGZ]
VX FERCAREE VA HE BN IR AELE T 3 2R DT
fie 9 (MMN ) . W J5 Al 5 4 ( Babina
daunchina) " 75 [ 55— N5 5155 K ARG L 17
B (MMND g B 5825 00 T o &1, i B2 )
X 5 K (Yue et al. 2017, *RPET45 2017).
T 2R ULAC 773 (MMND 18 B R AE B HN IR
A YR, ol B E S A 3 TR A o 2R LA R e )
M, 15 R P BT B R B A R i )
AR L —E (Fang et al. 2014, BE K55
2016, 7] A6 BH 5 — 5 96 2 A5 ek 25 75 5 d i
HEOR BRI 2. 4, RITHEL 713 (MMN)
WFFCIE I, AR TN P R SRR AE, AT
AIEFE S 7 5 10 TS 5 5 SRR R A

3 RILEfEE (MMN) P24 KW HLE

AR R VLHE 7135 (MMND 7= AE HLHIZE L5
W it 5 44 i o AT BE PR 3F— 2L (Akatsuka et al.
2007, AEXFFRILE A (MMND 7T 58 Wi
FEAEMARGR, HArEER M. B
AUl (model adjustment hypothesis). #4870
i&EMNAR VL (neural adaptation hypothesis) 1704w
gLt (predictive coding hypothesis) .

HO 40 12 IR 328 R Ui ( memory  trace
hypothesis) Ay, RULECHE (MMN) Sk
A R H (i 22 RS AR RO IR
B ULEC N T45 5, M5 N5 IRIZEAN UL
B =28 R UL 1 (MMN)D (Nédtinen et al.
1989) o W FE A I » WT i i 22 ) o 22 MR = v,
FRAERIR B 2, INTTAEIC 2 IR 08, &
SO 5 B J2 % DU E 57 38 (MIMIND 38 T /) 38 K,
e ikt (Pincze et al. 2002). FRAYif#E
B U A 2 B UG I AE i, B R SR DL EE A7 K
(MMND 2 fh 22 5 8cd 15 145 0 5| A i
AR, SN SERTINALECR, 5
HO AR HE R FEOT B 44 28 T 1 A2 IR 328 B3R FL
PR S #E B8 (Garrido et al. 2009). Z%1E
YR )02 D Re B M Cn S AR Y S5 0y
WA AZ BRI, T AEE AR B M (IR
A LR (Winkler et al. 1996). 4%
UG R — BRI, AR R I D
XTHURT— i ZE RS B R, X AEZ AR HE R
W R B R VLR 4 % (MMN) 15 2] J ik
(Winkler et al. 1996). @& NWFF LR T 1%
Rt XU 22 JECEE A (150 ms N IZESE H I
AN 5 ) Bl 22 TR 38 1 75 & 416 ) o)
WERALR A AN CBVS 35 77 510 25 s v R
AU 22 R, B S PR AR R XU 22
Bl ZE RO, RSB A e o B fl 22 )
PBUAAEAERS XU 22 AN A 8 0 HH IS 15
R RICEL G (MMN); T 5 22 1 A7 TE
i T = 7 s NI e S U 54
(MMND, IX 3% BN KN W ot R GAFAE BN AL
I R GE, REFEAL AL R A I S IR B 38T 2R
AR (Sussman et al. 2001).

P2 o N A N, SR ITHES 5 (MMN)D
& FHARTHE BB i 22 B0 ) PR ) 38 2 e S ph 242
JCHEARIPE G L) (Jadskeldinen et al. 2004),
AR ERIORE e e, B, R 1
M. (stimulus-specific adaption, SSA). {70
Xof E A RO S LIS, AT A4 AT
2 I O 22 F BT S S RE 7 (Pérez-Gonzalez
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et al. 2012). ARiERIE T HEE RILF 80
B HARHEIRBFEHE o= R E N, W%
fih FER 1) TN 0 8] 45 N1OO AR 7E 305 100 ms
oA Y AEAR G AL A ) 2y ) IR IR/ B
FRIFILEA, 17 A0 A i 22 H R0 o 48 0 3 7 12 P
6, T 5 B R, i 22 385 v v SR
(6] N100 [1) 3% 2 7 B < DL S 47 ¢ (MMN)
(May et al. 2010). 7E oddball SZETEF, #x
TSR35 i 2 R R IR TR 22 S T e AR
W R AR 2 e R RIECR R R IE . (SSAD, T
R I T B IC 2 I A B
(Fishman et al. 2012). FIF4Rr 7 &S (SSA)
SEARZE U B RN ) SN B b, R
TR IR WA, AT A0 28 70 6] M 22 R
BAHESIHEAEE ), RITE 7P (MMN) A&
RAAEHEAT B 17 2 R IV 22 RS S 1 5
(SSA) FEREA (Ulanovsky et al. 2003).
E A0SR FH 22 A AR AR TR BT LB 3 A 7] S 1) UK
SACAZIRTE = AR, w22 RS R 1) B B (M
fascicularis) RILFCHPE (MMN) 5 oddball
S 56 0 3T R 2= 0 0TS 1 Ok UG IC 4 K
(MMN) T E %% (Fishman et al. 2012), i}t
B ULHAC 71 9% (MMND FEelERAE & L T8 i
2SR, RS ITHIE N,
PR TodE AR . R R e RIS Y. (SSAD
U R SRR 2o - A STl S IV L7 3
(MMN) ¥ 2 L HRE, EAFEER
(Nelken et al. 2007). M7 & Bl 5 UL i 41 v
(MMN) 5 N100 FIHRFIEA 584> — 2 (Nédtinen
et al. 2005), KA. kB oAn. R M.
FRSLIT B) SRS 200, X LER A
TCIE MAB A FES o

T S AR U A — N 5% T 0 i A ) AL 3k
W, BE THTRBMA R — 77, xR
W TR 24 T 0 210 % I P J R A 2 g R R
(RS RS R B AR i) S — 7T, AR UL 5 B
S8 5 ) 1 FE R i 5 UM PR R i (R
ML JeiE M AR (Garrido et al. 2008). ‘EIAA
KIE—NEg O 2 EERS, M

k<=l & W w1 0 Py PR S B S S AR AL S

GRS E[SaRpE: S S S TR 0EZ SR ¥ SNE e Sk i
A (Garrido et al. 2008), HA I HURE 745 &E B
(SSA) MM LIERES b TAT(E B G X
BA/EH (Malmierca et al. 2015). 4Hi# 1. &
SIS 2 IS, S PR i N 5 T 2% T
Fic, U T B, TR R RO ASE Y B A g )
PE RS, /N FIEE 1R (Garrido et al. 2009).
RAE AR ICRL i (MMIND W FEiA K, SR ICHL £
P (MMN) Sl 738 [ G vt $EE (1) i 1k 5
O FII EE R, 5 TN ABE 2R B T ek R A DG Ik
(Stefanics et al. 2014), SZEFHIZRASE L .

4 RIGE S (MMN) ;P24 5 45-FHLH

TGRS BN, TOUARE L (o R A i T
ANTRI RSP i DX T) i) 4 AR 5 Py j2 2% 22 1))
B AR RE I A ) 3 T IR AR A, 1T R R A A
28 UIE N A Bh TP ORI RS R
58 R s BT A B R S5
TR, AT U T P00 AN T B 1R A = 2 R A%
% (Jung et al. 2013). " Fr /2 Wy o J i 11 2 22
Hdkil, REE FATERES TTE B ETEMK
4, HE TN BRI A, H
PRI N y-Z 25 T ¢ (y-aminobutyric acid,
GABA) FIHEMRN S (Ayalaetal. 2016). F
T4 TOAEAE RIURE S & Y. (SSAD, EWT 3
B E R EAEI#E (Malmierca et al. 2015),
Bz o 18] I T 4 25 TR B2 J5t T 7K PR S P o
(SSA) (Ayalaetal. 2016), GABA il ks
SPEIEN (SSA) JKF, IS4 B
(1) R RAE SR 2 e R, RN 52 B &
PR e 2 B E B DR, B R R B A
2 BB B RIECR R SR (SSA) HIME
JLIX A (41N ) (Malmierca et al. 2015).
GABA 58AMNEN— M fEh 24, LF
YERFRE AN 24 A /AN 4P (Rowland et al.
2016). [FIRE, 225 S AR TR 32 BAR A 2 R
REFI GABA At fib#h 2 4% S (A HAE I (Ayala
et al. 2016), IXFp-PH7hE a3 ¥ H] KRG H K
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VLHCH7is (MMND 774 o B2 ot 36 )2 310 2 HE
A 20 B PR T 8 R AF 5 1) I [ J A% i 2 4
£ GABA 24T, T B Ia) TR 5 1) S 15
f& %1 % N- H 3 -D- K £ % R ( N-methyl-
D-aspartate, NMDA) %+ %8 52 /4 17 (Friston
20050, X TEEVERIEIN S, KIEEHRIE
WA BAE FAEAS TG b £t R d /IMA, 3 T 417
P B R IR = A, TN R B AR 5 B DL D
FEEEIR/), B2 FEURILAL 113 (MMND 78 2%,
T ORE T 4% 98 0 3 %) i 22 1) 331 045 18 AH I
(Friston 2005)

GABA X RICH i (MMN)D (520 A
Ae eIl B Z IR AEANLHN T, GABA $5HL7IXT
RILECfE (MMND IR F B NMDA 521k 4
PifE &8 (Rowland et al. 2016) . ##& #1453 ZL0E
BFE IR ILEL Y (MMND /il BEE T A 2
B2 A1 GABA f5AT, Ll NMDA 324K 5 fidi ]
YEPERERS (Nadtdnen et al. 2014). WFF A,
& E AN (NMDA 2550 G, 5
J¢ (Schall et al. 2015). f8 [ 55 fg BE A2
(Gil-da-Costa et al. 2013) R I H RG5>
FUE RN FIERS, ST S RS AR
LR ULEE 1 (MMND i/, RESEEF I
NMDA A& RS0 RILE 7 (MMN) [
fith, [FIIS X EeIE NS aT1E 9 NSRS 43 RE
SENHIBERG AL . HeAh, R o SUE B R IT
e B (MMND SR8/ 5 B3R ) GABA
AR ALK EEH K (Rowland et al. 2016)
NMDA SZARFEHUFI{E NMDA IIREREL, XM
JIT A i N SR8 5 i R ALl 22 IR S
B oB W 7 IE % be #E B B0 N8 R AR
(Ehrlichman et al. 2008) . & ##43Z45E 35 R IIL
AL A (MMND {3k 7] B A& B T AN Be g i T
A AE IO 6 B2 w2 (Ehrlichman et al.
2008). HARFEHTS MK-801 (NMDA 32 {44
P KW u A UUEC A (MMND 5 M8 ]
BN AE KB (Tikhonravov et al. 2008). /)M
(Mus muscculus) (Ehrlichman et al. 2008) #iff 1
HOR IR, ARG U5 2R = R AR & B K

NMDA S2ARFKE 1, B PRSI 7 HAE 5
FEMARE LWFF, RImG G RaTGEFEIE &
NG 1) R A sh i i

5 RIGEEHAE (MMN) RAR

VLR A3 (MMN) AR 5 3 B T 40 B
BTN X o XU &, /DR . R
P WREFESHIRE FEA KA T3 BoR, Wit 2k
DLHEC A (MMND 32 5 A T 5 W o 5 2=
(Néétinen et al. 2007) . AN [F] 75 & H R 220
MEARAL Candinse . FREEmfal, smfEssE) AR
JULHC A (MMND FERU & A AL B EAFRAE
W/NZESE (Molholm et al. 2004), Z/DA[EE
A E ML Tl AES D £ R
(Naéténen et al. 2007). [FIFF, Lo R ULHC 1%
(MMND FEZ 74 TR A5 52 = (Kovarski et
al. 2017), MBERITHC S (MMN) FE 274
TR 7 )2 (Akatsuka et al. 2007).

Sk R FE AT VR . 2R
TR, N FAASCHAL ., IR R STE
BRI D e AR G S TR B, B 2
53 (Molholm et al. 2004). #5 (Hedge et
al. 2015) &% (Spackman et al. 2010) &4
[FAREAS N R IEEC % (MMND =4, AR A /b
IR (0.55 g/kg) A 5] HT AT AR 1
SRULHC S (MMND i BE 8, (Jadskeldinen et
al. 1996), [F]Is R &0 -4 177 28 25 28 T H S W
e RICEE 5% (MMND TREEJLSS (Alain et al.
1998), SCRFRTA KAWL Foh, AR
Al ASEAFEEE ANBF )R UTRC 5% (MMND R AR
BAFAE—E 25, FBELHEM, ZFE5MH
AT HEUH R UL B (MMND - 3k J2 43 A
(Tsolaki et al. 2015),

N VLH A (MMN) i & A2 5 4 5
(SR o T Pk | TR ERGIE R Ay =N ISR ]
Az El, A E ) ILEC 5 (MMND
A R AR YR AT Be B [FJE T (Gil-da-Costa et al.
2013). [FIFE, AR Ap S5 IR BoA RIE
BG40 % 28 R DT E 67 9 (MMIND B3R R SR
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iE A M L X Cfield of caudomedial
nidopallium), 4 T WA JZ, R
W L Bh W0 5 Wi b B2 = A 1 2 v 1 ) T 445 4
(Schall et al. 2015). SRILEC I (MMN) it
RAVES Fnve i AZLRIAE DG, A R AR 5T
= HIFFEMZR (Winkler et al. 1996), it 5
A F R VTR 1 (MMND J5E 5 2 H I TE]
A, (HE XA # M (Garrido et al.
2009) . A A A= Y5 G LU IR, 7T RE AT
B ) AR AL BN AL 32 5k A . S 4, T
FRZ 5 $ 0] BRAEAE R ILAC 7% (MMND K AR
Vi, WIEEMN (Atienza et al. 2002). [, ¥
%% (Csépe et al. 1987, Tsolaki et al. 2015),
HATREA & FEE R

6 FmRILEAFE (MMN) FERER

ANFEREASE], RIULEL S (MMN) Z3A]
REAETE— & 2 5, EEAn P o SR VU FEC £ 35 (MMIND
AR —R%A 100 ~ 400 ms (Stefanics et al.
2014), WrowRULAC g (MMND 8 R — ik
N 150 ~ 250 ms (Niiténen et al. 2007), A% 2
VLR A (MMND #E AR — A 100 ~ 250 ms
(Akatsuka et al. 2007). {HZRULEC A1 (MMN)
HIVIE « VAR A5 Hr S 8] 55 2 050 A7 0 ks
fiE BURA. @G, 4. FiR 5HER
SRR .

JUCHE 3 (MMND 352 18 il 1 SRR AE 11 AR
AR, RIPRRE 1) 2 A2 (Astikainen et
al. 2011 fw 22 %0 50 52 B MR 26 A 3l 33 1] B
(Pincze et al. 2002) %53¥fE 5| 2% DLAC 17 %
(MMN) JEMEARA o 22 R3S AR B0 K
Ay e 87 22 S 5 ) 8 A A8 ) ) e v R R T A O
(Astikainen et al. 2011), {RZEREE (W%
) R, RIGELHSE (MMN) SRR, 75
RIERFT . Tl W ik 2 R, JRULHEC ik
(MMN) % i@ 35 BE 5 20 8% 2 5 I i 8 2
(Akatsuka et al. 2007, Néitinen et al. 2007). 5
Ab, FEIA R, RUCEC A (MMND IR
B, HIEIRIRE /N T 1 s 81 2 s BFRES & 2R IL

Botiyk (MMND, (HidK (4 s 88 s) MIARE
FHRKILE f13 (MMN) (Kujala et al. 2007

JRUCHE 3 (MMND PR 52 B RS 5
Mo Bt REERR IR, BRIZRWE R, R ULAD
B (MMND B Ja)S , BRes IR 20 B R o
o, T B K EUE RS I S 8 A Rl K 2
RULHC A (MMND, FRIECAH B IR
INFNRE J1 5 (Nastanen et al. 2011). [F Lk
VLHEC A (MMND /] - TR NTT ROTF Al S iE
FEMEZE T, Bk 3 R ILRC i (MMND (1)
HINPURE IR IR E . oAk, EREERRIR IR
fERICEC A (MMND PR, EATEREIN
I R IL AL A (MMIND JH 2%, JRRIFE P 52/ B8
(Kujala et al. 2007)

FUCHEE 3 (MMN) 785 A 0 i Btk 7S
YRR WIRWE TR I, HHRAE B e 5
FES2I [R5 R I AR ULRC A (MMND AR IR
W NG (Zhou et al. 2011), FHAAERI LI
A W RULEC . (MMND BRI/
HAwm &AW Z 2w REEER/EE
(Nééténen et al. 2011), X R B &% 0 L 57 %
CamNER ) A 9%, FEEA I 25 E 1 2k
PLEC#3 (MMND 31K,

RICHC A3 (MMND JERSZ2 2390520 . A
[ 25520 25 AR PR 4208 i R4t (Garrido et
al. 2009). ik BV B L (Rl A 2 3
N FEAEH T NMDA B2 RS2, 1%k &
GRAE S )AL B R AL kA AR,
2 A BEL i 8 S BU R D) Be R, TS 2R
VLEC A% (MMN) =4 (Tikhonravov et al.
2010). LI A I NMDA 324K $5 4705
MK-801 gl K B 2R ILEC 7 (MMN) 7~
£ (Tikhonravov et al. 2008) . 11 &l 5 #UE
W N R T H 30 SR ABURS 1 70 ZR0E 1) 605
IR, [FIN 5] R ULEC 7 (MMND K
K/ (Gil-da-Costa et al. 2013), XA FEHR
IR TR AR LT RS Re AL R
EE&N] (3, S-HE-1-FHE-ERIEE) AMMUAE
P NI o R ILIC 73 (MMND i, [E]I
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RE 32 i oK SRR A R0 BE 0 36 AT BT 5 0
T, R 3 A WD A ) OK BRL 2k DG IC A7 K
(MMN) 7#4 (Tikhonravov et al. 2010), IXHA]
R TRENERHM NMDA 285 &
LEENEE S

RULHEf % (MMND S54ERHC. T 0T
WA IR I R AERFIN ) 2R B AR, A
JLRA 0.5s, B)LRMZERZHEK, 2~3 %
JLEMBEACLFRE AN 1 ~ 25, 6 SNFEK
E3~5s, FRIGFEENS~10s, MEEEZ
ZWAAE (Nadtinen et al. 2007), [Kl b2 JLAD
i (MMND JERIHR I F R A . fEN
FHr A LB 2 R g 1l Sk B R UL G 4k
(MMN), HIREMEA AT, /DT 30 J&4E
O AR A L EE BT B U A %) 5L 7= L iy o 2K DT
Fe i (MMND 0 B /)y (Bisiacchi et al.
2009), 2B JLEARNS T2 LR SE R, 4K
DLAC 53 (MMND i i /T JLE (8 ~ 10 %),
HEFALEZE, WEILRILE AR (MMN) %
RIALL T F A, BE A0 3G K 2% U IC 67 %
(MMN) JEEARIHE Z )/ (Cheour et al. 2000,
Gomot et al. 2000). [ IEHEZ, M. Wric
JRULEC A (MMN) A Jk /N Fs,  [R] i
EI R HAIE K (Lorenzo-Lopez et al. 2004,
Cheng et al. 2013), X 7] §e5 ZFAMAR N FII T
BB S s SR FE A B RG A DG . A IL R
i (MMN) 7R 5 5 N FAR LR R AH K
M, BIFEKR (Cavia porcellus) X RAFEIK KR
R ULRC 5 (MMND ARG A4S 2008).

RICHEE AP (MMN) 185 AMEREEAH
Ko 525 CHILL, 50 CREESEE 1hIHA,
HWrp RULEC A (MMN) B2 T, Rk
AIRESC ATV BN, FEl i D se s,
Pt B ZR U HE f % (MMND B il R 15 vp
INENREM) RUFFE#R (Sun etal. 2011), SR
FETEARAL JITEL 51 (MMN) & BEI /| 3
RIALEIR (Fein et al. 2004). A2 IR LT
(B Bl 5 5 E T AA 50, AN 2 S BN &
A, NI EZI 2R DERE 7% (MMND (Nédténen et

al. 2007).
7 B8
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