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Abstract

In this study, we investigated the neural substrate involved in the
comprehension of novel metaphoric sentences using event-related functional
magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI1). Stimuli were simple and short Japanese
copula sentences of the form "An A is a B" without any contextual
information. Participants read these sentences silently and responded as to
whether or not they could understand the sentence as a metaphor. The
metaphoric sentences in contrast to literal sentences elicited the higher
activation in the right inferior frontal gyrus (BA 47), the medial frontal
gyrus (BA 10), the left inferior frontal gyrus (BA 45), the left precentral, and
the left superior temporal gyrus (BA 38). The opposite contrast (literal
sentences in contrast to metaphoric sentences) gave higher activation in the
left middle frontal gyrus (BA 6), the left fusiform, the insula, the precuneus,
the right superior frontal gyrus (BA 6), and the right precentral (BA 4/6).
The higher activation in the right inferior frontal gyrus (BA 47) in
metaphoric sentences in contrast to literal sentences revealed the
involvement in the right hemisphere in metaphor comprehension. These
results suggest that figurative statements strongly require cognitive
processing for searching semantic relationships compared to |literal
statements and the right hemisphere is involved in this processing.
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Neural bases associated with metaphor comprehension
-An fMRI study-

Abstract

In this study, we investigated the neural substrate involved in
the comprehension of novel metaphoric sentences wusing
event-related functional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI).
Stimuli were simple and short Japanese copula sentences of
the form "An A is a B" without any contextual information.
Participants read these sentences silently and responded as to
whether or not they could understand the sentence as a
metaphor. The metaphoric sentences in contrast to literal
sentences elicited the higher activation in the right inferior
frontal gyrus (BA 47), the medial frontal gyrus (BA 10), the
left inferior frontal gyrus (BA 45), the left precentral, and the
left superior temporal gyrus (BA 38). The opposite contrast
(literal sentences in contrast to metaphoric sentences) gave
higher activation in the left middle frontal gyrus (BA 6), the
left fusiform, the insula, the precuneus, the right superior
frontal gyrus (BA 6), and the right precentral (BA 4/6). The
higher activation in the right inferior frontal gyrus (BA 47) in
metaphoric sentences in contrast to literal sentences revealed
the involvement in the right hemisphere in metaphor
comprehension. These results suggest that figurative
statements strongly require cognitive processing for searching
semantic relationships compared to literal statements and the
right hemisphere is involved in this processing.

Keywords: metaphor (2 M ), literal sentence (7 #% 3 ),
figurative statement (f& & % ), inferior frontal gyrus (| #f
96 [A ), right hemisphere (45 3= 2k ), functional MRI (¥ #E i K&
AL S 5 5 )



1. IC®IZ

KB ITHEORFEREICLBEBETOHISHERI THLIN, TN x DK
NTEDIINTMEENTVDEDONIZONTIE, IFEAER STV, ZOFTHN
XA THHIEH OB BRI ONTIE, 4 FTRAM B Z O LB E O
BIZBWT,ITHREEEZH WEHZOERNREINTEY, &k 2 2ET LR
REINTEZ. 2O, B A ICE T2 8R4, 7 %80 28 fif iR L
B LeZ2<0ETALE N5 Bl 21, T X TORGEILTET T E B ICH
WL, TR Db B (FEOBRMMPZR TERP2THE)IC, F
S DEER O CEILRDMINER HDHEVNHIET LR (Grice, 1975; Searle, 1979),
PR A RIRIIATIVILRE R ELTHEHENICER SN, THEO LMK LA
HEWMIZHA LB EER THELRLDIEVIET LRI EZIN TS (Gildea &
Glucksberg, 1983; Glucksberg, 2003; Glucksberg & Keysar, 1990;
Glucksberg, Gildea, & Bookin, 1982). T4, 2N OO ET L% £ 2 725K B i
ZICE-T, B EMBREOEBICOVTITR A ITHLMNTRS>TETWVSHA,
ERICEOWMBEDN, WADOMNT, EOIIRMBREBRICI-THALATNDD
DI DOWTUE, LB Foc i ENVTHDL. RIF K TiX fMRI ZH WT, R
W A ICER R SNDH L, FRMICHMENDLL LB LT, N OLOME I T
HENTWOI»EmEt 775, £, STHEMITIT bR KRB ICE T5=2—
RAA=V U TR (LLT, AA=V TR LT D) DR R A2l E42, WA I

BMEIT2o2mMEEBRO—mEHONITLZLERA 5.

1.1, MEEFEREZHRELIEETHEA
B M A 72 BRI B D oA R R AR IS O W T oM JE I, Bk 2 R F AT O E B &
X RLELIZAFENDI Eo72LF 25, ZhHOWN RIE, th O F FERE 1 TR F S

TRV, BRBMOIORIEFTEN RS EHEHMIIEE2 TR E 2T S &
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L= o T, M4 & B & (Giora, Zaidel, Soroker, Batori, & Kasher, 2000;
Winner & Gardner, 1977; Zaidel, Kasher, Soroker, & Batori,2002), # & & il
JiE (De Bonnis, Epelbaum, Deffez, & Feline, 1997; Kircher, Leube, Erb,
Grodd, & Rapp, 2007), & #% € A PH JE (Dennis, Lazenby, & Lockyer, 2001),

Alzheimer % (Papagno, 2001)72 X O JE #l 2 & te. ZOH TH, Winner and
Gardner (1977)D#F R AR UIVIZ, MBE R F LS R LM IE N L AT D
N C&7=. Winner and Gardner (1977)TlX, MEEBRF IR WK EXHEZ D E TR
AL, TOBRRICHIIe R ITELFEREZIT o7, TORM R, A F KB G EE T,
AL, R ERBEORBERFTICE N, BRXOTFTHERMNE K EZR T/
LSBT ZORE R L, BT N 75 Bottini et al. (1994) @ PET 2Lk 54
T, R EMICBTLAF RO G P /RENTILITRY, Bk ST 0B fFIch
PR RN EINAIICEH Do TWDHET LA F KK (RH hypothesis)” VA <2 &
L7=. L L72235, Winner and Gardner (1977) 1 bk o#2 258 R T 57 & D
i, M XOBEREZSHEMNICHHATLI2HREEZH VWEERBIToTVD. Z0
KBTI, AL HRBEEEREZEIRR LOBE®RE2ELLHHA 75208 TETRY,

CORERIE, X TLLAE KRG TAELEFE T2 0 TIEARY. Winner and
Gardner (1977)Df £ 2% 1T, Zaidel et al. (2002) TI%, A ¥ EREEH B H
ElE BRI B B B 2% %12, Right Hemisphere Communication Battery &I
ENLEETANRL, RWRBEMICBITLIL LEROE 52O TEHITHE LR

L. ZOTAME, 2a—ET7RFEFT RO BB R LR O OB M E L5 57
DI R SN-bD T, 11 M O subtest OB R SNDIBLDOTHoT-. K R,

ERRETHEIFRBGRELEFLXKRBEREOMICAERENRALNLT,

BT ZOR R2D, R SCOBMBICHFEKPBRROICEH D TWLLIEEFE AR
WERE B DT CWA. 2O B I2oW X, Rinaldi, Marangolo, and Baldassarri

(2004) (ZBWTH, 504 OF FERE G B H L 384 O Hil # 22X R ITH ~bh
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TW2. 2O/ R, AEFRBAGEFIRKRRAOE R ICHIR LR ITELHE
CBWT, FERMBREREZRTREZBSHEM IZH-2bDO D, MK X OE K
ZEMBICHATLORBE I 2 ICEIT TELHIERMESN TS, T2bb,
U EORREPLIE, FFERKBEHEREFITRBECIoTIR RN LB T8
WTE, BB ICHE FIRD™MOPDORE ZHSTHWLIAREE DL HLLDD, &
R 5 EZEMATDHEE S TVRNEFTITENTES.

WA K JE B 3 (De Bonnis et al., 1997; Kircher et al., 2007)=<° /& #% € B
B JE f 3& (Dennis et al., 200128\ TChH, MEERF LRI, BiFOT R
B 72 B R IX AT HE TH DO, HEF R R MITTERVLEWIEf 22 Sh Ty
%. Dennis et al. (2001)i%, B PAJE & 2 25ME §F 79 72 8 Bk O B g ([N B 4ok 32
LEMELTWD. o1k, 84 om e AMER/ T2~V —JEREEER LS, [
i O H BE A SR, ala=r—ar T E 72 pragmatic 72 G N TE 50
EOMmua N, HEE OB RO WEWVGE OB KA E 8 75k 8 Tl B o
A BRENRLONRhoT20, BB ML, XIR2O8 & OF WK E2Hwm LY,
HEWRAZVTMIOWTHR LV S 2 E BT, S e A PAE R /7
ARV I —E 5 TE R ORAE DA B IR oo, ZOR R 0D, 6%, & e B
PHSE R /7T ARNAVT —ERBERD, @ EOBEREN 720, BHREB KLY
HE07, HDHFE O pragmatic 72 G I E AR & EBE L7z, Kircher et al.
(2007)1%, 124 Ot & K FE B & & 124 O 6l B 26 212, R LT &
DEMFIZOVWTIMRI Z WIZEBRZIT 7. TOR R, R COLEICENT,
I RE I AR BT EE [A] (Brodmann’s area, BA 45/47)258 WL T 2 b 725
L7272y, #E A K E B #F TIEAES M T RTEENHIRIE 28R onzboo, g
MLACHE il BE LB LT, R0 H M 5 M~ F AR siuiz. Kircher et al.
(2007) Ik i, #t A & FHE B F TRl ZE S ICH & B B XU e ko % 1k

MWHDHZEDREZHRESNTEY, ZHDE K S TOMIE O & DT il i %
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ZHEZTWLIDOTIERWMNEMIRL TW5S.

DL EWCR LM RE R R T2 R LR IT RO RE2Tlddl, 7,
M B IS R B o0 0&RFZH > TWLR B2 HL6 00, A IC
B 5 LTWOLEETIET ARWIEN D, Fio, BMELEELTHDILHBEREL
fhORE SE R O S i T, AR IRICELEERICEL, ~BLm AL
EEAZRVWETHLRERBEMICE E T2 M ICOVWTIVFEM AR LA ER SN

DOBHDHENITEN I IND.

1.2. BEMNARA—V U ITEAWVWEETHE
PL B o JiE B BF 22120 2, it T, @ B 25 RICLTeA A= 7058 O R
BN’ H S TETW5H(Ahrens et al., 2007; Bottini et al., 1994; Eviatar
& Just, 2006; Lee & Dapretto, 2006; Marshal, Faust, & Hendler, 2005,
Marshal, Faust, Hendler, & Jung-Beeman, 2007; Rapp, Leube, Erb, Grodd, &
Kircher, 2004, 2007; Stringaris et al., 2006; Stringaris, Medford, Giampietro,
Brammer, & David, 2007). 216D A A=Y 7 W 92 O H TlL, £7 Bottini et al.
(1994) & Rapp et al. (2004) O EBHITHLNHXZTHAS. Bottini et al.
(1994) T, F ¥ EKDPBEROIOIREFEHMICFKEN OREI Z2F > TWnoHainE)
Mk, 6 NDOREERSINE Z 512, PET ZHOTH RTVS. ZOFEKR TSN
T, RN TFRENREREZF DXL EZH A, TNONRE Y THLINEI DD F
Wr 24T o7c. F R R LTCIE, £ ¥R OFT 8 K E & BIOF A 86 [\,
) BE R, BHOTH 3, BLATESICIRTE AR O ool L, R Z2R3CICk LT, £
NOOFEE T 2T, AR O/E B E, PAEER, AT, B3IOH K E %
HACIRIE DR bz, TNHORE KD, 1%, £ EITHIT D 0L BT
AT, B E RO IZITAEFLEROR 4R MERERIEELTVWDEL, Zh

DM B O LR DOREBRIBI L7272, ZOMF 5 %25 1T T, Rapp et
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al. (2004)1F, 7 & L LM 2R B M B ELTH W, AT ICXDREEN L
GEEHONG EMNRE E R OOV TH IS8, fMRIICEY N O IE 5
NZ2H RDFEBREIT o7=. ZOK B, Bottini et al. (1994)D % B LI1x R 220, (2
R SO EL I WC, £ O F R EA A (BA 45/47), F {88 Bl (BA 20), H - F 4l
SR [A] (BA 37)D#% K il WIKTE "Bl Z Sz, ZoOR R1b, #5613,
EOTAERBICETOME?, RWHEMBICKILIE RO HER LB 2 LT
WHELTL. ZOXOIZ, Zhbd2-o50 % Brid, A UK b B A7 (2B &+ 2 )ik I %
AL ZJ RIDELTWVDIZENNDbLT, B RERLTND. ZOE NI
ONT, IRt OWKONOHFJE I, S LR BERIVEE RO NT, &
RO 5 2R 285, Bottini et al. (1994) O £ A, &M AL B 720 &
BLLCWDLDOTIEARWNWEW) B fig 2R L C\W5(Eviater & Just, 2006; Kaan &
Swaab, 2002; Stringaris et al., 2007).

Bottini et al. (1994) & Rapp et al. (2004) D5 BX By 7o A A— > 7B 98 12 fi &,
I, BRBEMICE T2 DAA—T TR DRI TEY, ¥riczm i
MEBEIN 2205, Fl 21X, By 2B GE O K OL T DDk &R
TV HHF %8 X°(Mashal et al., 2005; Mashal et al., 2007; Lee & Dapretto,
2006) (M A 72X OB fEIZB Do R KM A X TWDHHF SR B H D (Ahrens et
al., 2007; Eviater & Just, 2006; Rapp et al., 2007; Stringaris et al., 2007).
% EH O 3E O — > THD Ahrens et al. (2007) Ti, 18 H B9 2253 W SC, & 72
f< M 3 (anomalous metaphors), FHR PR LEX G L, L EH A TWVDHEE ORI
Gl Le., Z2of R, HHMZRE WK T, 78 L EIFEALLR KR ORKIE %
R UTZHY, B A 2R M 300, W oo Al EE F KOV BE BE M, TR L L N TAH
BT K M 7% 278 L7z, Stringaris et al. (2007) (% B2 30, 78 3, E W%
REBRWXZERL, A FICXOREKRHB A BE LR O, M RIT, Bk LB

FOBEWRERSARVIE, T8 LIk, £ FRTEMB (LIFC:BA 47) 0
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ArE B X F 8 TEH /N ERSICKERMMIE 25 & ZL7%. Eviatar and Just
(2006)Tlk, 7Am=AnA723, HEHBORREW X, BXOF{R L Ex G LL, 3t
FICE R AR H W 2R D7, 2ok R, 3 H B 2R W SCIE, 78 LR RIS,
FE O F AT EA B & A oo R B | ISR R 2R LT,

U EDAA=D TR O R ZLBBRFTILTHDE, TNETNOER TOR
iR ST Xt TAMIE AL AII WL 2E R HDLZEN G D FLT, TOE W,
TNENOER TRERSNEFTHREM B OE NS, RSN E DE NI

FoTHIEbINTEbDTHLZENHE E SN TS, B DB VAR R ITM 1D

aup
P

WEZLIFLTWVLTHAIZEIE, Ak L7z Bottini et al. (1994) & Rapp et al.
(2004) D FEBRFE R ZITIL D, W<ONDOERE R NOHE WP 52208 TED. il 2
X, JEICH A L7 Ahrens et al.(2007)Tik, 18 A AY 72 B2 M ST, B A 2R BRIk S
(anomalous metaphors), FE W R X ZE "L, ZMEFIZ MRI AFX ¥ F—0DH T
LEFBHATHLW, EHID, it A Dol RF U EZH TV BEELHL TN
DIzxt LT, Stringaris et al. (2007) TlE, & IR B K EZ2THEINDE B H
Wr 2k Tb. £7-, Rapp et al. (2004)Tix, XN HE EMRE B E2FF OO0 E E
BRE BERODICONWTH B ZROTWDE. 2FD, 2O LI 72 B OE VAT,
INODEBROBEROENVELELLEDOTHAS), LWHIZETHD. LnLiaib,
FNENOREOEVHKOBRIGE A ICEORE, POIOIREREELE X TV
D& RO LHT2DI2IE, TORIZ, TRENORE TH WL TWDE i Il ¥
MELtORB I 62 OF — &S50 EE — M OobbZ N R EINZITNIE D2
W.ZORT, FERROFEEBROERNSIEIT T, TORAMDERTIEITEHLW
LEDLEDEB/ RN M —, COMBEICOVWTE %M 22 LG R ELT
I%, Rapp et al. (2007)ZHFHZ LN TED. ZOMF 98 TiZ, [A UK BE 2 0l T &
LCTHWT, 3CoE KN WA T R0 EH B 32 W vk b 3t s

(metaphoricity judgments) &, XN E EMWREGE BEE2RONE ENRE B ZFF
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DA W X5 Wk B B 3 #E (connotation judgments) ZEHIZE M EH TR O,
ENZENORBEICLOM ORTEMA A B LTS, /R IE, 2208 EEbIZ,

Rapp et al. (2004)D#E K LR AR, /2 P BRI R SR MIE N R O 7223, b i MR

Wrik T, (MEFNICABERETRONRNPSTZHDO D) 5 38 L EVH R M 3 I
BOWT, RIS WIRIELAOND, LWObDOThoTe. FHERNL, 20
f R H AR T, MO IEE AL IS TORBORBEICEHLT, (MO0 VIR A
H 2 TNdbDTlxZehho>7=h, Rapp et al. (2007)1%, 2o R %, kgt Zh
HAEIDOMOZERPZAE FLEKOMEZ5 SE LTV LA EEZTIR T560L
LTERLTND.

CZETHBALTCEREAA—TV U TR O RICONWTHRIEBLTAHALY. 5 — I
X, BB AR A LR BB ELTHDENEIMIZONTTHS. Bottini et al.
(1994) T, R L OB ICH FEK OB 52 R L TWD2HD D, ZOM OHf %8 T
T, MR, TR SIS TORMK ORI B WT, EICAE K TRy R X
J&E BRI TWD. FFIZ, Z2OLE R TO LY R SRR IE 1, 3C o E W b it &
B WTH & (28 &L TV (Eviater & Just, 2006; Kircher et al., 2007; Rapp
et al., 2004, 2007; Stringaris et al., 2007). L2>L7e 5, Bl 72 4L B 3R B 0 35 &
I, AR OMKIE SR E<MRDEVIHE R (Rapp et al., 2007)%°, Bk E O # 5
ERkvm<hsl, HFEHKOMIES K ELDHEVIH K (Bottini et al., 1994;
Xu, Kemeny, Park, Frattali, & Braun, 2005)b & H S5, UL LD, Bk
B ~D4 F RO HZoWTIE, RIEH — B RLMRHFLATHRNE
S OIEERWVRWICHDLZEN G NDHTHAD.

%X, MUT, 1 B M 3T, BT A b W SO E ORI R B O 0E Wik o T
BRSO RIE NF— DR ENTWNDN, ZsEbIz, REOHEE LS & 0
WIZKoTH B o iE NF— DR ahTWwb(Giora, 2007; Rapp et al.,

2004, 2007; Stringaris et al., 2006, 2007):WHZETHDH. ZOZ L, &M F I
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ERENOGMBICE-T, T74bb, BRig LICHELFRLITEL, B RSN
KL THE R SNDM IR OVEE LK B DE WIZE - T, I DR IE AL MR 15 o RF
MR HER DB THZLE LTS, UL Ens 5L, R MR ICHE 3545 #
DAA=T 7 RICBNTE, A2 OERBRTHWSIESFERMBEM L, £ZTH
RIDRIGHBELOW FOBERE OB KL+ 5T LT, BLEA2EDLINH

DHDHILEW T INDET 5.

1.3. XKEBROBEH

EROFED TR AN SOOMBEERFTT T52E08, KEROAMNTHD. T
bbb, B, BRREMEICBNT AFKOHGRRBLCHLONEINEND
METHY, 5 13, B, FE XLV B MM B OEWEELIZ, BEO
EWIZEoT, MO E A CRMIEORHMHEBNEORELDIIRNE E L
ZTHONENHM BE THDH. Shibata, Abe, Terao, and Miyamoto (in press) Tid,
FREVICHMINDIL, RRELTHRMINLIL, EWROHRME TXRVIL D3
ODFMHDOXEZRL, | XOBEKRNEMTEL0EINIESINE I W 2K
HHIEIZKY, B ELTOMEMBAFT B RBEMERRLIKIE 2R ITNEI T
BMEILe., ZOf R, RELTHMBINDI L, FEOICHMEIND LT N,
fE OO F A BH B (BA 45) &P il /i 85 [0l (BA9/10) (TR ERMIE 2 5l i 2Lz, &£
O T @i 88 1] (BA 45) O MK G 1L, & N & ICE W W H#H 5 2K © 7= Rapp et
al.(2004) D 32 B <>, & WE 1 ) Wy 23K 7= Stringaris et al. (2007) D & B 0 #% 1
CHBPLTWALEE 25, &6I12, ZOLE O F EiHE E (BA 45)IC oW T, & %
ot AR ISR AN L OB I LTIIE N R ONDHEWVIH /b
it & THV(Hagoort, Hald, Bastiaansen, & Petersson, 2004), Z DAL (2
BETE AR b 722 8ld, FRILCERMITH N, B XK TIVER CRHERE

BRALEE AT DN ZEE B L CWAEE IR Tcx%. £7=, Wl A7 88 51 (BA 9/10)

9



T, B SR ICB W TORE BTG 2R o, 2o, WA AETEE [EHE,

il

FEHBICZBWT, SEE OB X EH E 750 o7 pragmatic AL EE X0, STEXL L
DEWREEPHIEHIC-ELTVDINEINEN ST W 2T 2L ITRTIE $52
ENFR S CEBY (Ferstl & Von Cramon, 2001, 2002), ZZCOESH £7-,
SCORE MR B 2R, D EVIXIY A <R VE R B MR oM R B IT b e B
LTWnoEEZbND.

A HBF 72 Tli%, Shibata et al. (in press)OEBR OIE K Lo, 22 THWEE &
FE A B ER UM B ZH W, 3t AT I B IR ELTEHMFE TEXEINEID T
WTHIWT 2RO, THRELTHMRE TEOINEI ) OH Wi, B X oE %
WHEE TXDWEON I DH W LG, SAFICIVEEN ICHEKRELTOMR %
Bk SELIENTED. Thbb, 5t #F O %2, J0&ER Y ICHE KM LK
MLIEBDICIB WAL ZENTEDLEE 26N, E O AN E 725, Shibata et al.
(in press)DfE R &, KEBROFE R EELIFETHRFT T22LI108oT, B HfFE I
B 5 4 2 ORI AL LI IE ORFM AR IO VW TOE ZaeliE R L5

EVIODBARMF I DRLNTHD.

2. R

2.1. H ik

2.1.1. ZMEF

FEERFICEETLORBERRFAEABIOKRFRAE 122 PFERIZS ML
(B84, kit ak, FHEHE23.7F). EBRICE LD, biffE K% ES
MFRAMEZERICI>THER ST mha— L IiZiE W, SN F I %2 O H
BWENREEBICEVHIL, XFEICXDHEE %24 7. £/, Edinburgh
Handedness Inventory (Oldfield, 1971) [ZXVFI & F 25 /=, &2 FH OF &

FIIEBARETHo.
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2.1.2. M ¥t

“AEIBE"ORAXDAFRFE XL DH>S, FRBVICHMBEINLL (LT, FF#
), R ELTHEMINLGX (LLT, BER3), BEWOBME TEnwie, (LT,
TI)NTAL) &4 21 LT OM Wi, M L TE, A -HE A (2004) BED
G2 <[ ER (2005) DFER TR ICHERINLIXLLTH WL T DD
PHEF 100 XA ML, 20K LICH LT, KREROSIMEH LITE LD 204 D
ZMBIC R ELTEM TEONEIN (M ELTORM i e M) 12 9 B T
FFELTHL7. TOHF ML ELTOH fif /] fEME OFRFE E Ml O & 2o 72 kAL
21 X, R CELTH W, R SCISx 5k &L ToHE A GE M o
TEHFFEEMIZ7.04(SD=1.17)Tho7z. TR XBLOT /T AL IZHOWTIL,
HEOBREEBIVOSEHEFEORIOY — B EICANLT MAIC21 XTo%
ERR L7z, 2hoo % 0iexk LT, TE R DR TXB0E 25 LW I B iR Al fE I
BB CHELTOL . & 0ITx 7 28 fif 7T HE M 0 B3 E 5135 &
T 8.95(SD =1.60), 7/~TJ7AXL T1.22(SD = 1.17)Tho7=. & L ICH WL
7o WL EE OB B 1L R B 50 AR (2000) ICHEHL L72. B B O B IE, T8 O
6.11, FZ M L 28 6.06, 7/ ~T AL 6.27 ThHholo. 1H K DLy 5 W O R,
HEXICHWONTZHBEBOBRBEEIL, XXATOMTOREEZIIALONEI ST
(F (2,125) = 2.52, p=.084). HFHEOLHEREITFH TN 2.17, B XN
2.05, 7/~ TALIN 217 Tholo. 1ERF OS5 of £, & XA vwbh

THEOEREICAEEITIR LN -o72(F (2, 125) = 0.32, p = .725).

2.1.3. FH &

ZIMAEITIMRIEEE RN ITH DY, HB 2B E SR ETIR LR BEShZ

11

TJ—x WL, Vv — IR RSNTRE X ER L. 1 Byvarid, 3
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ORI CES 7T X T 20 21 LIk THEREINTEBY, 2 T3 tyar®
ol £ E3sMERSN, Z2MAZTAEBZIOR X0 BT EL
TH M TEL0EIN 2 TELETESIE M IZH W 5580012k bh. fil #% 2
EORINTOLH W ETORE M &, yes/no ] B 238 & &l TIBRHE 2DHE 1T s

MM+ OEEH RPN RE RSN,

2.1.4. fMRI data O# & LfE #T

i ## 121X 1.5T © MRI (GE) # &% H \, & & I #F O i& | % (FSE, T1
5 ) L RR B % 1T R OB BB | {2 (GRE-EPI, 20 axial slices, TR = 2800ms,
TE = 40ms, Flip angle = 90°, FOV = 240x240mm, Matrix = 64 x 64, slice
thickness = 4mm, slice gap = 0.8mm, 150 volumes / session)Z# % L7=. & —
SR B 121X SPM2 (Wellcome Department of Cognitive Neurology, London,
UK: http://www.fil.ion.ucl.ac.uk/spm) (Friston et al., 1995a, 1995b) %/ \»
7.

AL PR, £ 2 MFB N CTH S EA O G #IT 21T o721 12, random
effect model ZH W T v —7 M Hr %47 -7 (p < 0.001 uncorrected, clusters of
10 or more contiguous voxels). S5, XI55 A7 O L0 FE M 70 5 [H 19 #E & 230
~X572»IZ, Marsbar (http://marsbar.sourceforge.net/) % M \», time-course 43
Mr 24T »7=. ¥ X CTOEFE (X MNI (Montreal Neurological Institute)/E 1 » 5

Talairach J# #2 (22 #t L 7= (Talairach & Tournoux, 1988).

2.2. FER
22.1. T8 T —¥D o #Hr
K XD L ToOH AR W £ TOY YOS R IE, 7% A 1617.7 ms

(SD 173.22), B2 " SC 2% 1714.9 ms (SD 174.89), 7/~ A 7 1707.1 ms (SD
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103.26) Cho7c. 1ER O WO Of R, 3 DOXOFRMHICH BERAEIITR
bivZeno7-(F (2,62) =2.785, p = .069). EBRRE XTI ELTHEH M TXDH0
EOD IO W 2RO TNTDOT, BB CICRLTOH yes EXIGEL, XA T D
IZH LT no EXIE TAHAZENERELTHESINTZ. X470 xR LT,
ESND IS DRENTZH G IENRVE ol T7hbb, B X% yes HEIZ L
72H A 1L 95.6%, F 3% L& no LEIZ L72H &1L 100%, 7/~ 7 AL & no LA &
L72E & 1E 89.7% Thole. Flo, ERXMHETERLEL OB IZHOWTY, £ E D

TR L, MEELER ST IENEFLELDITR N7z,

2.2.2. ARA—DUITTF—EZDOHH

BODLEATZNENICHONT, R—=ATF A LB LTH EIZE WK TE 2R
DOHNT-E I ZTable 1 8L UFigure 1 1ZR Y. 3% X &4 Tk, £ o L g
Bl (BAS8), i il ™ " §ij 8H [0] (BAG6/9) & T ij 84 [0l (BA45/46/47), i ] » 55 TH [
I 55 I (BAT/40) & ARl 85 8] (BA22) 72 8T IE 28 L 7z, B e 3C 5% 1 TIUT,
F o WA A (BAB), W Rl o 1 Fl B [ (BA9) & T i BH B (BA44/45/46/47),
e O UE TA [ 1 685 48 (BAT/40), i Al o F {f] 55 [5] (BA22) & &5 #E IR [B] (BA20/37)
RECIIE RN R o, 7/~ T AL KM TIE, A o ki E (BAL0), £ 0N |
i 98 [B] (BA9), i {4 o> 7 58 [5] (BA6/9/46) & F 7ij 56 [0l (BA9/45/47), i ] ™
9A TA [H ¥ 8 3 (BA7/40) & I 88 [0 (BA22/38), 3 X ONKh #E IR 0] (BA37) 72 & T
TR AR bhnTe. e, £ ORiEE B IO BE 55 8 I WIR E AR o
25, [Al BRI O R BB AL B IR IE 2N R b7,

HRUEMICBTLMIE OEWEZRF 572012, FKEMOES LK ZIT o0
(Table 2). 523 3 & fF 2%k LT, BRM 304 0 Ci, 72 o w0 Al B 226 N {31 A
SA M, TRTEAE, EMEEE, BEOAO FRIEE T, ¥8 XKMICHITH

W TE 23R &7 (Table 2, Figure 2,3). BEM TR M LT, R L &M T
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X, 2 o Rl EE [, f5 SR B, &, ROV o H D Al 25 b AT EE B, B AT

Ta WG A b7,

EM R ICBITS, FMIEEHMDO MRIE S0, J0FEMAREMHEREZRD
EOll, FRXLFMHFEHEBLUTRE®R XEMAE T WIRIE DA o7 3 >0 ik
(BA 47 (42, 28, -20), t = 7.80: BA 45 (-48, 25, 2), t = 5.01; BA 10 (0, 60, -3),

t = 5.85)T®» MR 1§ 5 O 15 5 % {k (percent signal change)lZ2\ T, Marsbar

]

ZH T, time-course DM 21T o7, BRI M2 > T, 354 DE &k
Figure 2 ([Z/R9. /A D FETEEE (BA4T)TIE, W L& LT )/~ 2L & F I
BWTESTOLEAEPRONAEDR, PEXEFMHETERERE/ITAONRNT.
F72, /£ O F Ri8A B (BAAS) TIE, 7 /~T AL, T3/ L HE MBI <, B ST %

fFCibREREFZEADOLEF PR L. WM OFTEE R (BA 10) TIXEE M 3

FHIZBWTOAREFELDO EHBR N,
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Figure 2

2.3. BE

ARKEBRTIIREWRL, 7/vFAL, FRLIZOWT, XATHKELTHF T
LINEIMDIITOVWTH B 2RO, KIGFERICO W, R TrRLzERY, 3
DDXDFMHRICHBEREDNRLONRNoT. SHIT, XDOTE KN TEDH)
EI97 &4 B &8 7= Shibata et al. (in press)D#E F (725 L :1326.8 ms, [Z Ik
17714 ms, 7/ ~T7 AL :1503.8 ms) bbb RDHE, KEBRCTIIFERL, 7/
FAXITH W ETICLVZ<OKEMAELTEBY, KERTOREN, @t 2 FITE
AL BRSO W AL B Lo Tn, JVZ KO B EZRD TV ERHE R S ND.

AA=D T T =D T, B, 7T/ 7AX, FERXLDOIFMHELIC,
FE ORI A E 2B BE B 2T TO, Wb DdE RE IS IE BN S, [\ R
A5 O R AL TS I TE 28 A S A7, WA oo A EE [E 22 B BE B 2T T 2oL
BRVE 1, XOEWRABIS, EFKROFFEEBEELIT, AR OM FH# AL B
HLTWAILEZRBLTND.

%L DM T LD TE AL &2 R AL (Table 1), F 3% 3 5 4 Tk, &£ @+ §if 5
[l (BAS8), i il o>t {if 85 [a] (BA6/9) & F il 81 [a] (BAA45/46/47), i Al o> 5H TH [#]
If 58 1 (BAT7/40) & I 88 [B] (BA22) 72 SRR TG 28 R A0 THRYD, T Al 8 [E 726 8
B AT BT, MEBEEO(EICEAM) KB LEBLIOCERLEICHEES T
X TV 568 i, (Friederici, Wang, Herrmann, Maess, & Oertel, 2000;

Friederici, Ruschemeyer, Hahne, & Fiebach, 2003; Kaan & Swaab, 2002;
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Sakai, 2005)(Z 58 WK IE 23 L HavT . BE MR SC SR TR, A o 9 Rl AT B [ET (BAG),
i Al o Rl BB [B] (BA9) & K i B 0] (BA44/45/46/47), J£ @ §A TA [ i fH 5k
(BA7/40), 1 il o & ] 88 5] (BA22) & #h #E K [B] (BA20/37) 72 L2, 7/~ T AL
G Tk, A o ki A (BALO), /2 o W IR EE A (BA9), i il @ Fij 85 [\

(BAG6/9/46) L F Hif 98 [0] (BA9/45/47), i 41l o> 58 TE ] 3% 6 ik (BA7/40) & k- ] 58
Bl (BA22/38), 3L O & 4k [0l (BA3T7) 2 E 12, TN E N K &R IE DR N7,

F£7-, 3 5% kLY, Shibata et al. (in press)D#s R b #e + 5L, W iF 68 8 ALY
I &P b T o T T

FEOLKMITH TDH, BRSSO E S B T, A2 oD anE SN A
AT 96 [ (BA10), T~ A 58 [l (BA45), b Ml 58 [2] (BA38), B L OV @ F il B8 [H]
(BAA)TTFEREXFMHICHETH WRIERN RO, £, BW & ICx 35,
FEXKMETOES BT, EOP TR, #ERE, &, RETH, 8LV
HOHRLETE NS ERTEEEZ2ETE WITE RN R o, 8 CEMHE LT,
P M L T WIRTE AR b iv/c 2 o Nl /i 84 Bl (BAL10) 2> & 1 i 54 [A]
(BA45) (217 TOHRK #E 1X, Shibata et al. (in press) ([ZBWTHI[AE K O s F 23R
ENTHY, ZOFRIET, FRELXFMHELRRXUEMNHT, RigoB M oML 2
Sl ERBLTVWDHES 25, (Figure 3).

OO T REIEERB (BA 45)TIE, Bk XL TR bE WE B E{LEZRLTE
D(Figure 2), ¥ XL I0bm WIKHIE B BN A SN2 R L TWD. ZOMEE TO
BIE X, 2 A ICE WA HE R 2K ©7- Rapp et al.(2004) D % B <o, & bk ¥ iy
Z R ® 7 Stringaris et al. (2007)DERZIZLH, ZLOEATH I ITHE N T, &
BB AR O R A ER IS B N AN OB R OREIZH b TS (Eviater &
Just, 2006; Hagoort et al., 2004; Kircher et al.,2007; Rapp et al., 2007). &
FERTOZOHE B OMIE 1%, F 8 XRMITHE N, B ICKMET, IOEERE

BREY LB RSN TVl 2 KM L TWD R T&5.
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N AT EE A (BALO) T, R LR ICEBWTORE RICKENRL LN
(Figure 2). PN A 88 [A] (BA9/10) 1%, i A, L @ im iR & (Mentalizing)<° H
2AZ DWW TOE i i & (Self-knowledge) IC L > T IE SNHZ NS TR
W(Amodio & Frith, 2006, Gallagher & Frith, 2003), S & B ICB LT, 3§
FHOE R EZH T THE -7 pragmatic RALFL L, LEXLLOEKRMEMFE N —EL
TWABNE I D] W = (Ferstl & Von Cramon, 2001, 2002), I3 # B9 # &% (Goel,
Gold, Kapur, & Houle, 1997)iICB W T IE N R oMb 0o R AR H ST
%. Shibata et al. (in press)OFEFREARER O 5 ITB W T, Rk XK MF TR
Bav 7o A AT EE B o B TE 1, RO AY 72 B R B AR Aok O 2 K0 5RO HE B AL B Y
RITSNTNWIEZEZRBL T MR T&5. O TE & AL 136 W 2 A2 (2 B
5325 2O/ EMHREHMAAMELTEHRINDIRETHA).

AREBRTIE, B XHFMHFICEBNT, TR XKMHELE XTEHOT A1 8 E
(BAAT)IZE WIRIE DN R Oz, ZOEAL X, XOTEMMPE R TEENEI N %
| Wr 7= Shibata et al. (in press)OE B CIXIE N A o3, XAk ElL
TH M TEL0 1 EINEH M SELARR TRMMICELERMERAL THD. 2
DEVT, W EBRMORE (LHER)DEVWELBRLELD THLZLENRE 2D
nNo. EBIT, FALa—An i OfE R TiX, 204 O T §i 85 (BA47) T, B
LRMELT /=T ALEMEICBNTE 5T AL OB RN, 5 2 3CKM
TR EARLELIER bRerot (Figure 2). TIE, CATH IR ELCHE Tx5
MIEIDPOHBIZE T, R X BROT /vFALE, TR XOMITITLEDOLD
BRI DENWRAELTEZZLNDTHAIN. FEXLDOH AL, “AlXBE” DX
DALBIZHEDLFHEFFEICHETLIN RLE KRB EEMEESELZLICL-T,
A MBICHRLLT, BAMWREKRRREPA ST EINDILE ADND. —
i, BT /T AL T, HEM OB KM RBEAR ST F<IcEEk o

T, A MBICBOLTELSNRBERRLEZEIZDICIL, LVZLOE f B
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Mo TNEBEZOND. HER OB WM BRI, KEFHME, BEFBEK,
HTI)—-FF R, BB E ook xR E OB R AHY, B & O GE
WHRTTAIV T RICOVTORRME RIT, ZOIOERBEMKEZE O
BOMICHEVRED EPRONDIIEEZRL TS (R -HkN-& 7 -2,

1994) . 7IAI T RICOVWTOEBRNOIL, 7IALLLTH ZALNTZHFEN,

THEHEBEBRICHOOIEFZLZEH HAITIEMEL, REDREZLOLT LN RIS
NTWD (A E) . AR FEBRTHEM LM E (Appendix)Z R TH DL, R X B
BT /)~FAL T, FEXOLELERY, 200 HFEH OB K EHKITIZLAL
TR, ATAV— - FHIEMREL TR TN TERVEARIZHD. TDT
DT, R B 220 W B AR, D FEVIT I W e B R B AR 2R 0 T, KV IR TR <HE G

LR HERERhoTcBZ 20ND. KAFEBRTIE, THWRELTHME TEXDHN]ILED
DUITONWTHI W 2R D7led, TXOF W NEfE TELH00 1890 % K 72 Shibata

etal. (inpress)OFEBR L X, HGERM OB KREFRE2IVAELE R ST

=111}
P

#H
TholcZen Rl SN, AO T HETEEICOWTIE, if O A=Y 7B 58 O
A BB W T, HEE R Ok WM B 2387200 (Mashal et al., 2005;
Mashal et al., 2007), X OHEICHFEFEEZZ /R L, M H 2, F & W ICHE#EBH 50,
e OISR G N D E oA ) I SE 723 BR (Stringaris et al., 2006)7¢ & Tl
IR ENTWA. T, Stringaris et al. (2006)Ti&, # #F 722 & 3L D #% 12,
FTOXELEERMICHEORVWHEAE RL, HEBOE KR AR K L LEENDHD
MEIPEH I SELR G L, BERNICHEOHLIHEFZERL, Mz
BAOWEMHEICENT, GO TFTHBEBICMES RO LEZ®ELTND. —
ST, FRLOBICERMICHEORVWEE LR R LY 6120, A O Tl
9H B \CHR 5 S R S inodz. 2ok B 5, Stringaris et al., (2006)TlE, &
BRBARAZIVAE WHEL P CHRIEXIE, AO TR EBICRENRLODELE. &5

2, Shibata et al. (in press) LI L7 E (TA X B 7Z 1O M AL M L&
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FEXEERL, EWRHBBELR LD D) 21T o7 Stringaris et al.,
(2007) T, 3% CICH T2 XOMLFITBWT, FICAL O FRTER TED
RERAE DR SHTBY, £ O FATSHE TOWMEZA TRy, f5ICX
UL, Stringaris et al., (2006) D&} & 1%, BB B Brif 8 Lo, BHBEHFZLY
B WICH W SEL2HE CTholclLTWD. 204 O F R EE BT DWW T, H
FEDRNZREWRBARY, HEV— KW TRWEN, BREZE T LR/ BEICHLT
MR35 5L 0o % & (Jung-Beeman, 2005; Seger, Desmond, Glover, & Gabrieli,
2000)bfE H SN TS, KEROK KL, ZNOETMHEOM AL LEE DETHE
X TH5HE, Shibata et al. (in press)DFE B L ~, KEBR OR B I, KIVE K
MOPRBICHKRELTOMRZR DR E THY, 205 12T L0 iR < B G5 [H
DERBEBEEBRSELELRTIENTED. ZOZEN, ZMEFEZLVIRE W
EWRRR AL M TLILICR2Y, ZOfMR, AERORKRXLT /~TAX
FHEICBNT, AOFTHEB TOMEEZLLEOLEAREBERHLEE ZALND.
3. i im

AREBRTIE, ¥R, B, 7/ vI7AXLEZRHRELT, XATHKELTH
fif CEXDMEIMITOWTHI B &R DD LRV, BB ST o (2B 5 3 2
BEBICOWTHF Lz, BRAEMICE, 8 18, EWEMBICENT, A KD
5 NARLICHLOMEIDITOVTHRA L. # I8, B, ¥E LW
P B D WELHIZ, ISR BEOE W, T 2bbF M ICH L TERESN
DAL B D WNIZ Ko T, M O RRE AL R E ORF R HE R RO IO R B &
ZTH0MMERE L.

A FEBR & Shibata et al. (in press)OFEBR OF R 2 & TE L T5L, Rk,
FELEVWSTZE BRI MM B OE WK TG NZ— BN RE 2528120 2,
(OB RDPEHME TELNEIN RN ELTHfE TEONEIN LN E

DAL FL R OEFE WNIZH S THIIE NZ = N R QDL R INT. Fr i,
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2B KM R Z2RKOLEREROBRBEO T T, A O F §i B [H 23K 3 AY IR
T HDIENMERR SN, ZO FIx, O AL AR W W 722 B AR 12D A58 IR 1Y I
B 5 T25L135AR0VWETH, R REMDN, FRMNREMEITERY, — 5
FHEKOBE HIZEoTHALBNTND, LWHZEERE THFEM LT RVELTH

5.
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Figure 1. Regions exhibiting significant activation in the literal sentence
condition (top row), the metaphoric sentence condition (middle row) and the
anomalous sentence condition (bottom row). A random effects analysis was
performed and activations are rendered onto a lateral view of a standard brain (p

< 0.001, uncorrected).
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Figure 2. Time-course of signal changes for metaphoric, literal, and anomalous sentences
in three regions (BA 47 (42, 28, -20), t = 7.80; BA 45 (-48, 25, 2),t =5.01; BA 10 (0, 60,
-3),t=5.85). The regions were collected according to the highest t value for each type of
response in the metaphoric sentence condition vs. the literal sentence condition (p <
0.001, uncorrected).

29



E o] : '__‘_\:.\I
B » %N ¢ t = e i
% - | a*‘_/ -
e - SPM
R SPM(T, .} | , ~ T

Figure 3. Left panel: Activation pattern of the differential contrast for
metaphoric sentence vs. literal sentence in Shibata et al. (in press).
Right panel: Activation pattern of the differential contrast for
metaphoric sentence vs. literal sentence in this experiment (p < 0.001,

uncorrected).
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Table 1

Cerebral regions showing significant BOLD signal increases of each sentence

versus the baseline.

Brodmann

Talairach coordinates

Region of activation Left/Right area t value

Literal sentence

Superior frontal L 8 -2 18 49 5.49
Middle frontal L 6/9 -30 1 57 12.11
Middle frontal R 6/9 51 25 34 7.85
Inferior frontal L 45 -55 13 20 6.64
Inferior frontal R 46/47 40 21 -7 6.07
Precentral L 6 -32 -13 60 11.17
Inferior parietal L 40 -38 -31 40 13.76
Inferior parietal R 40 57 -31 48 7.18
Precuneus L 7 -2 -49 60 5.66
Precuneus R 19 32 -64 36 6.48
Postcentral L 2/3 -48 -27 38 13.28
Postcentral R 43 67 -17 14 5.61
Superior temporal L 22 -50 9 -5 9.97
Superior temporal R 22 63 -38 20 6.42
Cuneus L 17 -8 -79 6 8.34
Cuneus R 30 22 -70 7 8.30
Middle occipital L 18 -12 -74 -5 6.14
Cigulate L 23 -2 -30 27 6.09
Cigulate L 24 -6 -3 48 7.76
Insula L 13 -42 12 -1 12.31
Insula R 13 42 11 -7 8.19
Thalamus L -10 -19 10 7.40
Thalamus R 8 0 6 6.97
Metaphoric sentence

Middle frontal L 9 -38 10 38 6.94
Middle frontal R 9 50 11 34 5.63
Medial frontal R 6 -2 16 43 9.80
Inferior frontal L 44/45 -50 18 3 9.91
Inferior frontal R 9/13/46/47 36 22 6 7.52
Inferior parietal L 40 -53 -28 27 11.35
Precuneus L 7 -28 -52 52 8.50
Superior temporal L 22 -61 -44 10 5.48
Superior temporal R 22 44 9 -10 8.98
Fusiform L 37 -44 -57 -11 5.83
Fusiform R 20 44 -20 -21 6.16
Cuneus L 23 -6 -73 11 9.16
Middle occipital L 18 -18 -70 5 6.49
Cigulate R 23/30 4 -24 27 5.96
Cigulate R 32 8 25 25 9.73
Anomalous sentence

Superior frontal R 10 26 55 8 6.14
Middle frontal L 6 -32 5 51 8.06
Middle frontal R 9/46 55 28 24 6.51
Medial frontal L 9 -2 37 33 6.04
Inferior frontal L 9/45/47 -46 16 18 10.26
Inferior frontal R 47 46 21 -1 8.22
Precuneus R 7 4 -50 58 8.22
Postcentral L 3 -53 -18 23 7.63
Inferior parietal R 40 48 -42 57 7.47
Superior temporal L 38 -48 13 -6 9.42
Superior temporal R 22/38 40 -50 17 8.39
Fusiform L 37 -36 -45 -16 7.27
Fusiform R 37 36 -74 -10 6.86
Cuneus L 18/30 -2 -69 11 9.80
Cuneus R 30 16 -67 13 6.16
Middle occipital L 19 -36 -76 -10 6.72
Middle occipital R 19 36 -74 -10 7.65
Thalamus L -8 -13 6 13.23
Cigulate L 32 -6 20 41 10.50
Cigulate R 32 6 27 32 9.71
Insula L -38 12 -1 6.27
Insula R 13 38 -11 10 11.12

p <0.0001, uncorrected,

extentthreshoud 10 voxels.
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Table 2
Cerebral regions showing significant BOLD signal increases in the metaphor sentence

condition versus the literal sentence condition, the metaphor sentence condition versus the
anomalous sentence condition, and each opposite contrast.

Region of activation Left/Right Erodmann Talairach coordinates t value
area X Y Z
Metaphoric sentence condition vs. Literal sentence condition
Precentral L 9 -36 13 36 6.68
Medial Frontal L 10 0 60 -3 5.85
Inferior Frontal R 47 42 28 -20 7.80
Inferior Frontal L 45 -48 25 2 5.01
Superior Temporal L 38 -42 18 -17 4.82
Middle Occipital R 19 32 -75 17 6.75
Cingulate R 24 6 5 22 5.07
Literal sentence condition vs. Metaphoric sentence condition
Superior Frontal R 6 12 -5 61 6.11
Middle Frontal L 6 -26 1 55 5.46
Precentral R 4 59 -17 41 5.55
Precuneus L 7 0 -56 54 6.32
Fusiform L 19 -22 -66 -15 6.46
Insula L 13 -42 -3 13 8.01
Thalamus R 20 -31 3 6.21
Cingulate L -2 -34 24 5.61
Metaphoric sentence condition vs. Anomalous sentence condition
Middle Frontal L 8/9 -22 29 41 5.47
Inferior Frontal L 46 -51 30 8 4.39
Postcentral R 3 22 -30 51 5.94
Inferior Parietal R 40 59 -37 30 8.27
Middle Temporal R 21 51 -14 -11 5.65
Fusiform R 20 40 -28 -16 4,99
Cingulate R 31 16 -25 45 4.85
Anomalous sentence condition vs. Metaphoric sentence condition
Precentral L 6 -61 1 20 4.62
Postcentral L 43 -57 -5 17 5.55
Precuneus L 9 -18 -63 31 5.20
Cingulate L 24 -14 -18 36 6.53
Cingulate R 24 18 -5 46 9.23
Anomalous sentence condition vs. Literal sentence condition
Superior Frontal L 9 -10 50 34 5.86
Medial Frontal R 10 6 53 5 4.96
Cuneus L -4 -73 7 5.88

Literal sentence condition vs. Anomalous sentence condition
Middle Frontal L 8 -22 27 41 8.05

p <0.001, uncorrected, extent threshoud 10 voxels.
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