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The cortical mechanisms of Japanese sentence processing
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7] (L. IFG, left inferior frontal gyrus) & FF{HIFIEEATEF (L. DPFC, left dorsal prefrontal
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Using fMRI, we investigated the effects of scrambling on cortical activation by directly
comparing the brain regions involved in the processing of Japanese transitive sentences
with canonical and scrambled word order. The result showed more activation at the L. IFG
and the L.DPFC during the comprehension of scrambled sentences than that of canonical
sentences.
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