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1 Abstract
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2 Introduction
FEHEITAENEIC 31T 2 BB 2238 kN HE T & % (Barnett & Ceci, 2002;Boden, 2003; Bowdle &
Gentner, 2005; Costello & Keane, 2000;Green, Fugelsang, Kraemer, & Dunbar, 2008; Green,
Kraemer,Fuselsang, Gray, & Dunbar, 2010; Holyoak & Thagard, 1995;Mayer, 1999; Sternberg,
1977)
®  AIEMEIIFFEOMEOHKICE >z, A F TITRWV DDA
® FEMEDERITEHEL FHEOIT 2 2 SO ERFEZi A TV D
> BT, % (constraint)
® JEHE (blizzard is to snowflake as army is to ?)
> A, FHEL TWRWE S ITH R DIRBLRBLO M OB 22 53 0 2k
> [blizzard (*XZ5) :snowflake (/) ] & [army ([2FE) :soldier (Jtt) ]
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FEHE & AIEVE O BIE S — iRy TIE 2

> HOIEHEITA LE/‘J & D FEHEIT A < BIERY TR0

> HEHEIZ IR DANEMED TR EK]
& EPRARHE LAV V)M U ) (Barnett & Ceci, 2002; Boden, 2003; Bowdle &

Gentner, 2005; Green et al., 2008, Green et al., 2010; Holyoak &Thagard,,1995)

> THH A OB RAEEE R ADE PR OB RN & B

RGN 7248 HE

> FREANTIIEHL L TORWERRILD L 0 <2 H 2 UM A2 RS
< [kitten (FJ) :cat (i) 1&[spark (CkD¥)) :fire (k) J«—FKmAITITIALIL T

[AVAIA

< [kitten:cat] & [puppy (FK) :dog (K) ]H?%ﬁﬂ’ﬂ ZH

> HHH HOFWRAEREED ZEAEHEZ I 1T 2 AliE MR B
> ERRUIEBEZ EEALFRER N T A — 2 L U THERT 5 Z LI L o TGk

BITERY 72 FEHE D B EME S — XAV FRE, < 41TV % (Boden, 2003; Dahl & Moreau, 2002;

Dunbar & Blanchette, 2001; Holyoak & Thagard, 1995)

> HHEDOERRE A A — DRIV TANEMEICE BRI T2 /8T A —Z D o3HT T
LTV

JEHERR D AERIZ 31T 5 BRAIIERE D ZKIC I T DA A —2  THE 41T - T2

A A= 7R

> AIEEMR)NEAHME|Z BS1#E (Bunge, Wendelken, Badre, & Wagner, 2005;Cho et al., 2009;
Geake & Hansen, 2005; Green, Fugelsang, Kraemer,Shamosh, & Dunbar, 2006; Green et
al., 2010; Hampshire, Thompson,Duncan,&Owen, 2011; Volle, Gilbert, Benoit,&Burgess,
2010;Wendelken, Nakhabenko, Donohue, Carter, & Bunge, 2008)

> FFIZ, ZERTEERTEEE N OBRR U 725807 I Xmapping DA% il 2 5212 B 5-(Green,
Fugelsang, Kraemer, et al., 2006; Green et al.,2010)

Method
3.1 Participants
® native English speakers 23\ (F 12N, FHFE#R22.25%, HF1F)
o MEEBROAREZS, ERANCA > T7+r—Lb Rartr e LY FAEE
\ZREA

3.2  Stimuli and Procedure
® ZHIHIIMRIOBETIZS0ODIEHE N T A TV E T 7=
® 3ODFEE 1 OD?NHAKLFEHEMEZ LT, FHEL T2 2D 5 (Figurel)
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TH H [0 B R BERE O 1 IS TERY B R AR AT CHL

> BIERZR BT T 7Y 4 — 3 3 (http://Isa.colorado.edu)

> fEIZNT A }\U*‘/7’\$ﬁf“ﬁﬁb\7‘:

84 NDIRSE L 7= 3l 25 ALIEMEI 6 LA CORRHERIN & 7 By PR
> @ﬁ%m¢ikmﬁfﬁmJ%ﬂ°
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FEANE LS B b BT

> ORI E ORREHE LV

> I=ROBELIZ2W, T=RBELNY
:m%®ﬂﬁﬁ%%®%®mmAﬁ@t@@ﬂﬁfﬁUy&@ﬁ&Lfﬁ%
ERREERES R & W EEHER R AIEME T R E < 2 5 & P

> TRLE U B S AlE $®$ﬂﬁm ZHFABEH U (=.92,p<.001)
> EBRAVEREE & B R O SERIRHmIC AR & U (r=.39,p<.001)

il D

> [A) UHEAERE 21

> ERAOERBEAN IV - -/ [blindness : sight], 47[deafness:?]

> eEAOERBEAS KV -/ [blindness : sight], £ [poverty:?]

TR DNET

> A CIEHERE DT &R0 2 D ORI ANERE L CTHoR S e

>  LOFRMEENT- LT X L TER

90%LL L DRFAME 23 T fE L 7B HETE B &

fMRI Data Acquisition and Analysis

TR 1.5 T AT DAF v —THEL

PERERDIE 27— & 12 SPM99 (%55t >Y 7 b) ITBiT 5, BT T L2 A
THHT
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INTARNY 7o
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4 Result
4.1  Behavioral Findings
o LEDKE---IEfELT N TA T NLVOEIE
> A OKEEET 91.75%14.93
> ISEOREE L EREEBEOMIZIZT DT NHE S 0 (r=-22, p = .05)
® T T— hTATIESHISERS
» TIT—=bTAT N LN ERO T — R EE L TRWIHEEIL T
AYA4AN Y]
® UMM IR SRR DR & L 2 R E TR
> YIS 5,662 ms 645 ms (SE =68 ms)
> REREEITE RV EERE & MBS & Y (1=.35,p=.002)

4.2 fMRI Findings

FEHERR AR RSP L RITEEAR 23 B R RO BRBE O SN £ - TIEMEAk(Figure2)

EURHIEREE & ROIN CIEDZEFR % F27iE(1(22) _ 6.81, SVC p _.05)

S S U7 AlENE & RTEERROIN C1E D283 % F23F(1(22) =6.85, SVC p=.05)

WS AT D72, AR, AR D EES) BT A S L 72

Generation task>Rest (Figure 3)

> ATEENRRZE & STGIZI T HIRENZ 1 Te <, &nriRIal, 2D ERTgaE 2
Ete, HHMERSEOHERICBIE LIRS b NI o T

5 Discussion
FEHEII MR A BT DREMEICE S Z R DEDL Z ENTED
FEHEAMRE AL B O B A R & Ao TSR OTRENZ BE N B 5
® LIHiiZ analogical mapping {ZB 5 L T\ 5 Z & 75 L7 Ai8AM ROI PN (Green,
Fugelsang,Kraemer, et al., 2006; Green et al., 2010) T, A&7 THIK T TH 2D = & 5L
@ LEOES E Tl 7z < analogical mapping D ERAEEEEASROIN DI Eh % 253095

5.1 Role of Frontopolar Cortex in Analogical Reasoning $E¥ 23517 5 RiEEMREZ E D&

£4))
® HiHAMREZE IXALEM R EHEIC B W CEE 2 2 B2 LT D (IFEROFEAICHHL
LTW5)

> BHECEH T D MoEAL & i LT, RTEEMRECE TSI D relational
integration component & L CTEHH I 15
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AR CIL AT B IR A T

> L L7Zenn, /XT A MU w7 58 T < 0O fRGEIR OTEE) 23 5 25
-7z

> RO ANEN 2 HETRICTET 5 2 LITEEHETH L

> RF AN v I HFIC K % STG(superior temporal gyrus (_EARIGE[R]) Yoo HBLIE, = OfEkA
BIRER 2 HERIC B S L CW D ENRBMTH D 2 L &RT

STG T H—DFEO B & B LT, BRI SCRemiE 2 B A VBV Y) 5 0Icu

ELEns

TR O (72512 LR BREIZ, STG OIE®EA EH L Tv 2% (Jung-Beeman et al.,

2004)

> STG OIEENTAEE & EERABRREA = EHE L BIE L T\ d 20 LivZe

AWFFETIL, STG OIFENIATEAMEZE L 0 H B < B — 2712 L TV (figure 4)

> ZOMITATEMEE OJF N STG L0 LRI ARV & 9 B TAFZEIC —
# L TV (Crone et al., 2009)

> ZOZED, STG IS EHMEREICED > TVWETHAH

Relating Semantic Distance to Creativity (RIEME & B HRHY BERE D BE3E)
TAR & —E( L T analogical mapping (23317 2 A& ME D = EIFHMN 35 PR AV BEHE & +8 B
HY

BT LS R B OWFFERR: & —3
> BEWRAYEREEAS analogical mapping (2351 2 A& MED FEH/RREEK L 70 D
FHEEHE & L COREMEDRTFEMEZE O ROINTOFREREY 2 L—4 (L)
FIRIRT AT 4 7%, ZHBEMEM TR CREEDHKI 2072 L T 2 HaIc Ry |
L:ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ@(hdayer1999)
> EWRBICEWT AT 4 TN ET R
> L, &7 L by ThnzORlEMEZ RHE ST 5 DI A +4
> ZONTEA DR DIROERITERE S M HERR R O HIK O Hi FH N
> ZONTEA LIRS LRIMITANERE O Z S AL TV D

Dissociating Semantic Distance From Difficulty (5 FE 7> & B BRAY ERRHE D AR HE)
AFERTIE, BERAEERESANEMEICREE L TWD Z & 23R T 5
ERABERED R L~V TR O EED) ) OIREEL TV D
IR, KSR, HEDFEREANIXROITOIEE & X MEIMR (SeATafIEN D)

Generating Solutions Via Creative Analogy (BlIXERVEHEIZ X B AED A RR)
108 25 D i~ — 2 OFEHEWFFE T DR 2 F A
> CHDTHLEIT, ARBTHDHEVNIDIFETTN2HTTN?
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A\

(eSS
> analogical mapping & %DV 7 7 ut AOMIRE IR A T = X LMZIEF A
> LanL, ZabofitE (D Lbbnb s EITd) MrfrLnb oot
FRIZIEBI S L 722w
> H LW OOAERITAIENE O FEARN 72 B3R (Mayer, 1999)
® HEHEDMNA A —T U MR TIT, ANBH C7e b 2 L5 AICh - 7-(Wendelken
et al., 2008)
> JEHEDO T X —2 L L CAIE AT
® RHIETITIEHEIZIIT DU — A TORIEMEDFETH D

6 Conclusions
o  EURAIBEEEAERMET D Z LIC X o T, HEHEIC KT A AIENEREK - 22T 5 2D

D725 XA AP RE LT
O IhxNET—XIE, ANEREHE CEWRANE WD AR Z EF L TV D MR A
B =R & LU TCHIEEMOIEE ORI &2 R 5



Lo Y KB

Blindness

Blindness

Figure 1. Generation task. The figure displays an example analogy trial presented to participants during
functional magnetic resonance imaging.

Frontopolar activation as a function of semantic distance

% Signai Change in Frontopolar ROI

t-Value

N | ——

Figure 2. Neural response to semantic distance in analogical solution generation. A. Brain activity (orange)
shown on an inflated cortical rendering of the left hemisphere: parametric analysis revealed regions that
exhibited stronger activation for more semantically distant analogies. B. Signal change (y-axis) in the frontopolar
region of interest increases as a function of increasing semantic distance (z-axis).
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Figure 3. Exploratory whole-brain generation task > rest contrast.

Time course of regional activity

Time (TRs)

Figure 4. Regional activation time courses. Activation time courses in frontopolar cortex and superior temporal
gyrus during generation in the analogy task



