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The present study aimed to investigate the neural mechanism underlying semantic processing 
in Mandarin Chinese adult learners, focusing on the learners who were Indo-European 
language speakers with advanced levels of proficiency in Mandarin Chinese. We used 
functional magnetic resonance imaging technique and a semantic judgment task to test 24 
Mandarin Chinese adult learners (L2 group) and 26 Mandarin Chinese adult native speakers 
(L1 group) as a control group. In the task, participants were asked to indicate whether 
two-character pairs were related in meaning. Compared to the L1 group, the L2 group had 
greater activation in the bilateral occipital regions, including the fusiform gyrus and middle 
occipital gyrus, as well as the right superior parietal lobule. On the other hand, less activation 
in the bilateral temporal regions was found in the L2 group relative to the L1 group. Correlation 
analysis further revealed that, within the L2 group, increased activation in the left middle 
temporal gyrus/superior temporal gyrus (M/STG, BA 21) was correlated with higher accuracy 
in the semantic judgment task as well as better scores in the two vocabulary tests, the 
Assessment of Chinese character list for grade 3 to grade 9 (A39) and the Peabody Picture 
Vocabulary Test-Revised. In addition, functional connectivity analysis showed that connectivity 
strength between the left fusiform gyrus and left ventral inferior frontal gyrus (IFG, BA 47) was 
modulated by the accuracy in the semantic judgment task in the L1 group. By contrast, this 
modulation effect was weaker in the L2 group. Taken together, our study suggests that 
Mandarin Chinese adult learners rely on greater recruitment of the bilateral occipital regions 
to process orthographic information to access the meaning of Chinese characters. Also, our 
correlation results provide convergent evidence that the left M/STG (BA 21) plays a crucial 
role in the storage of semantic knowledge for readers to access to conceptual information. 
Moreover, the connectivity results indicate that the left ventral pathway (left fusiform gyrus-left 
ventral IFG) is associated with orthographic-semantic processing in Mandarin Chinese. 
However, this semantic-related ventral pathway might require more time and language 
experience to be developed, especially for the late adult learners of Mandarin Chinese.
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INTRODUCTION

Around the world, many people could speak multiple languages 
other than their mother tongue. Though an early view on 
language acquisition suggested that there is a critical period 
for learning a language (Lenneberg, 1967), many people are 
able to acquire another language in their late adulthood and 
even achieve native-like proficiency. The corresponding neuronal 
changes induced by the experience of second language acquisition 
have been one of the crucial topics in the study of bilingualism 
(Li et  al., 2014). The present study aimed to investigate the 
neural correlates in the proficient-level Mandarin Chinese adult 
learners, who speak alphabetic languages as their native languages, 
during understanding words.

Compared to the Indo-European languages, Mandarin Chinese 
is unique for its logographic system (Wu and Chou, 2000; 
Reich et  al., 2003). Chinese characters are monosyllabic and 
consist of smaller units like strokes and radicals with certain 
spatial arrangements. In addition, Mandarin Chinese is a tonal 
language with four lexical tones. Speakers of Mandarin Chinese 
rely on these lexical tones to differentiate characters or phrases 
during a conversation. Neuroimaging studies have shown 
similarities and dissimilarities between Mandarin Chinese and 
other alphabetic languages, such as English. For example, some 
common brain regions have been found in both English and 
Mandarin Chinese during semantic processing, including the 
left inferior frontal gyrus (IFG, BA45/47), left posterior middle 
temporal gyrus (MTG, BA21), and left inferior parietal lobule 
(BA39/40; Chou et al., 2006a,b, 2009). By contrast, some studies 
have pointed out that there are brain regions specific to the 
processing of Mandarin Chinese. For instance, compared to 
English reading, more activation in the right middle occipital 
gyrus (MOG) and right fusiform gyrus was found during 
Chinese reading (Bolger et  al., 2005; Mei et  al., 2015). Nelson 
et al. (2009) found that, for English native speakers who learned 
Mandarin Chinese for 1 year, the left fusiform areas were 
activated when they read English stimuli, whereas the bilateral 
fusiform areas were activated when they read Chinese stimuli. 
These studies suggested that when viewing Mandarin Chinese, 
readers tend to recruit more brain regions associated with 
visuospatial analysis for processing orthographical information 
of Chinese characters.

Recently, several studies have investigated the neuronal 
changes of learning Mandarin Chinese by short-term language 
training (Wang et  al., 2003; Wong et  al., 2007; Deng et  al., 
2008, 2011; Qi et  al., 2015; Yang et  al., 2015). Wang et  al. 
(2003) conducted Mandarin Chinese tone training in six native 
English speakers. Participants were asked to perform the tone 
identification task during the functional magnetic resonance 
imaging (fMRI) scanning sessions before and after training. 
They found that participants’ performance improvements in 
the tone identification task were related to the increased 
activation in the left superior temporal gyrus (STG, BA22) 
and right IFG (BA44). Wong et al. (2007) also found increased 
activation in the left STG in the successful learners as compared 
to the less successful learners in a word-learning paradigm, 
in which participants were trained to discriminate the meanings 

of artificial words by tonal differences. These studies suggested 
that the left STG might play a role in identifying lexical tones. 
In addition to tone learning, Deng et  al. (2008) examined the 
Chinese characters learning in English native speakers. During 
their training, participants were asked to learn six lists of 
Chinese characters with their translational meanings in English. 
Their fMRI result showed that participants elicited greater 
activation in the left fusiform gyrus, left IFG, and left superior 
parietal lobule (SPL) after training. They suggested that the 
activated left fusiform gyrus was responsible for orthographic 
processing in Mandarin Chinese, whereas the left IFG was 
responsible for the retrieval and manipulation of semantic 
representations. Also, the left SPL might be  associated with 
learning the visual-spatial relations of Chinese characters and 
transferring the knowledge of semantic radicals to the novel 
characters. These studies provided some neural evidence for 
short-term training effects in learning Mandarin Chinese as 
a second language; however, the long-term effects of second 
language learning and related changes in the brain are less 
understood in the current literature.

The primary research question of the present study is to 
examine the influence of learning Chinese as a second language 
on the ventral pathway with semantic processing. A prominent 
feature of Chinese words is the mapping from orthography 
to semantics (Cao et  al., 2017; Chou and Booth, 2020). The 
relation between form and meaning in English admits many 
exceptions and lacks the reliability of semantic information at 
the sublexical level. In contrast, Chinese includes greater semantic 
information, such as semantic radicals at the sublexical level, 
showing a more direct mapping between orthography and 
semantics. Thus, it is crucial to observe the effect of learning 
Chinese as a second language on the neural substrates of 
semantic processing, particularly the ventral pathway (Wang 
et  al., 2019). The ventral pathway has been associated with 
semantic processing, including the middle occipital gyrus, 
fusiform gyrus, middle/superior temporal gyrus, and IFG 
(Fan et  al., 2020; Nichols et  al., 2021).

Moreover, the second research question is to examine semantic 
processing in the ventral pathway for Mandarin Chinese adult 
learners with advanced proficiency levels. As most imaging 
studies of semantic processing in learning Chinese focus on 
short-term influences (review in Chung et al., 2019), the present 
study chooses to examine long-term effects on the ventral 
pathway (i.e., longer than 5 years). The chosen learning length 
of 5 years is based on previous imaging studies of semantic 
development in Chinese using cross-sectional (Lee et  al., 2015; 
Chen et al., 2016; Fan et al., 2020) and longitudinal approaches 
(Lee et  al., 2016; Chou et  al., 2019; Fan et  al., 2021). The 
long-term learning places substantial impacts on the ventral 
pathway. For example, a developmental increase in brain 
activation has been found in the left IFG and middle/superior 
temporal gyrus (Wong et  al., 2019). In addition, dynamic 
interaction between brain regions, such as functional connectivity, 
shows developmental increases on the ventral pathway during 
semantic judgments (Fan et al., 2021). Taken from developmental 
implications, it is thus important to examine long-term learning 
effects on the ventral pathway with semantic processing.
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The goal of the present study was to investigate the neural 
mechanisms of semantic processing in Mandarin Chinese adult 
learners with advanced proficiency levels. In particular, 
we  focused on the ventral pathway to examine the mapping 
from orthography to semantics in Chinese (Cao et  al., 2017; 
Chou and Booth, 2020). Also, we  recruited late adult learners 
whose native languages were alphabetic languages to observe 
long-term effects on the ventral pathway. The regions of interest 
on the ventral pathway were the left IFG, middle/superior 
frontal gyrus (SFG), fusiform gyrus, and middle occipital gyrus. 
We  expected to see the group differences in brain activity and 
functional connectivity along the ventral pathway between the 
L1 and L2 groups (Fan et  al., 2021). Furthermore, we  were 
interested in examining the individual differences among late 
adult language learners (Johnson and Newport, 1989; Gao 
et  al., 2017; Chung et  al., 2019). Two vocabulary tests were 
used to assess the individual’s semantic knowledge and examined 
the associated neural correlates of proficiency in Mandarin 
Chinese adult learners. We  expected to see the individual 
differences in brain activity and functional connectivity along 
the ventral pathway in the L2 group.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Participants
Twenty-six Mandarin Chinese adult native speakers (L1 group, 
10 females, age = 24.1 ± 3.1 years old, age range = 20–31 years old) 
and 24 Mandarin Chinese adult learners (L2 group, 4 females, 
age = 25.0 ± 3.7 years old, age range = 20–32 years old) participated 
in the study. The L2 participants were all native speakers of 
Indo-European languages.1 Based on their self-report, the L2 
participants started learning Mandarin Chinese when they were 
in high school or college (average age of acquisition: 
19.2 ± 3.7 years old, age range: 14–29 years old). The informed 
consent procedures were approved by the Research Ethics 
Committee at the National Taiwan University.

Language Proficiency Tests
To assess L2 participants’ proficiency in reading comprehension, 
we adapted the reading section of the intermediate-to-advanced-
level mock test from the Test Of Chinese as a Foreign Language 
(TOCFL). TOCFL is a standardized test developed by the 
National Chinese Test Promotion Working Committee.2 The 
average score of the reading test was 93.7 ± 7.5 [score range: 
76–100 (total score: 100)], indicating that all the participants 
in the L2 group had the intermediate-advanced level of reading 
proficiency in Mandarin Chinese.

The Assessment of Chinese character list for grade 3 to 
grade 9 (A39) was used to evaluate L2 participants’ expressive 
vocabulary in Mandarin Chinese. The A39 is developed to 

1 The native languages of participants in the L2 group include English (6), 
Spanish (6), French (3), Russian (2), Dutch (1), Swedish/Dutch (1), Lithuanian 
(1), Turkish (1), Danish (1), Hungarian (1), and Italian (1). The number in 
the parenthesis indicates the number of native speakers of a certain language.
2 https://tocfl.edu.tw/index.php

estimating the vocabulary size of Chinese characters from grade 
3 to grade 9 (Hung et al., 2008). There are 40 items of Chinese 
characters in the assessment list. For each item, participants 
were asked to name the character and use it as a morpheme 
to produce a disyllabic or trisyllabic word. The reliabilities of 
A39 (estimated by test-retest, split-half, coefficient alpha) were 
all over 0.85  in each grade. The L2 participants’ average score 
of A39 was 20.0 ± 7.4 (score range: 11.5–38.5).

In addition, the Chinese version of Peabody Picture Vocabulary 
Test-Revised (PPVT-R) was used to evaluate L2 participants’ 
receptive vocabulary (Sun et  al., 2021). There are 125 items 
in the test. In each trial, participants were asked to listen to 
a word uttered by the experimenter and then chose from one 
of the four pictures that matched the word’s meaning. The 
test-retest reliability of PPVT-R was 0.84 (Lu and Liu, 1998). 
The L2 participants’ average score of PPVT-R was 81.3 ± 18.5 
(score range: 32–109). Participants completed all the tests before 
the MRI session.

Functional Task
The function task used an event-related design for stimuli 
presentation. Participants performed a semantic judgment task 
in the MRI scanner. The task included semantically related 
pairs and semantically unrelated pairs (Fan et al., 2010). Forty-
eight character pairs were semantically related according to 
their free association values (mean = 0.14, SD = 0.13, ranging 
from 0.73 to 0.01; Hue et  al., 2005). Twenty-four character 
pairs were semantically unrelated with zero association values. 
In the task, participants were asked to indicate whether the 
two Chinese characters are related in meaning. Each trial 
started with a solid square for 500 ms, followed by the first 
character (800 ms), a blank interval (200 ms), and the second 
character (3,000 ms). Participants were instructed to make a 
response during the presentation of the second character. In 
addition, we included 24 Chinese pairs as the perceptual control 
condition. In this condition, two-word Chinese pairs were 
presented sequentially with the same trial procedure, and 
participants were asked to indicate whether the pair of stimuli 
were identical or not. The yes/no responses were counterbalanced 
across conditions. For the following fMRI analyses, we compared 
the semantic-related pairs with perceptual control pairs as a 
baseline to control for the orthographic information of Chinese 
characters. Then, we  used this contrast to examine semantic 
processing in both L1 and L2 groups and their group differences 
(Lee et  al., 2011).

MRI Data Acquisition
Participants lay in the scanner with their head positions secured. 
The head coil was positioned over their heads. The optical 
response box was placed on their right hands. The visual stimuli 
were presented to participants by the projection goggles. MRI 
data were acquired using a 3-Tesla Prisma Siemens scanner 
with a 20-channel head coil at Imaging Center for Integrated 
Body, Mind and Culture Research in National Taiwan University. 
Gradient-echo localizer images were acquired to determine the 
placement of the functional slices. For the functional imaging 
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studies, a susceptibility weighted single-shot EPI (echo planar 
imaging) method with BOLD (blood oxygenation level-
dependent) was used. Functional images were collected parallel 
to AC-PC plane with interleaved whole-brain EPI acquisition 
from bottom to top. The following scan parameters for functional 
images were used: TR = 2000 ms, TE = 24 ms, flip angle = 90°, 
matrix size = 64 × 64, field of view = 192, slice thickness = 3 mm, 
and number of slices = 36. Each participant performed two 
functional runs, and each run had 134 image volumes (4.47 min/
run, total: 8.9 min). A high-resolution, T1-weighted 3D image 
was also acquired using following parameters: TR = 2000 ms, 
TE = 2.3 ms, flip angle = 8°, matrix size = 256 × 256, field of 
view = 240, slice thickness = 0.94 mm, and number of slices = 192.

Image Data Analysis
Data analysis was performed using Statistical Parametric Mapping 
software (SPM8). In data preprocessing, the functional images 
were corrected for differences in slice acquisition time to the 
middle volume and were realigned to the first volume in the 
scanning session using affine transformations. No participant 
had more than 3 mm of movement in any plane. The co-registered 
images were normalized to the MNI (Montreal Neurological 
Institute) average template. Then, the normalized functional 
images were smoothed with a 10 mm full width at half maximum 
of the Gaussian kernel. Statistical analyses were calculated on 
the smoothed data with a high pass filter (128-s cutoff period) 
in order to remove low-frequency artifacts. For whole-brain 
analysis, data from each participant were entered into a general 
linear model using an event-related analysis procedure. Character 
pairs were treated as individual events and were convolved 
with a canonical hemodynamic response function in the model. 
There were three event types: semantic-related, semantic-
unrelated, and perceptual control. The contrast between semantic-
related and perceptual control was created for each individual 
participant. Considering the statistical power should be  equal 
between conditions, the incorrect trials were included for the 
analyses (Bitan et  al., 2007; Lee et  al., 2011; Chen et  al., 2016). 
The resulting model coefficients from the contrast of individual 
subjects were entered into subsequent second-order random 
effects analyses. We  then used one-sample and two-sample t 
tests to examine semantic processing within each group (L1 
group and L2 group) and between groups, respectively. 
We conducted a Monte Carlo simulation with 10,000 iterations 
to determine the threshold for multiple comparison correction 
(Slotnick et  al., 2003). The reported areas in the whole-brain 
analysis were set to a voxel-wise threshold of p = 0.005 with 
a cluster extent of 100 voxels to achieve the FWE-corrected 
threshold of p < 0.05 at the cluster level.

Correlation Analysis
To further investigate the relationship between the semantic 
processing and the individual difference of proficiency, 
we  extracted the beta values of the highest peak in the a 
priori region of interest (ROI) in the ventral pathway from 
the group comparison results. The ROIs include the left IFG, 
left middle temporal gyrus/superior temporal gyrus (M/STG), 

left MOG, and left fusiform gyrus. These beta values were 
correlated with the L2 participants’ vocabulary scores as well 
as their accuracy and reaction time in the semantic judgment task.

ROI-Based Connectivity Analysis
Previous studies have shown the functional connectivity between 
the left fusiform gyrus and left ventral IFG (BA 47) during 
lexical/semantic-related tasks in Mandarin Chinese native 
speakers (Wang et  al., 2019; Fan et  al., 2020). To test whether 
the proficient Mandarin Chinese learners would show similar 
connectivity in the ventral language pathway, we  conducted a 
generalized psychophysiological interaction (gPPI) analysis 
(McLaren et  al., 2012) with the left fusiform gyrus as the seed 
region. We  used a sphere of 6 mm radius centered on the 
coordinate of the left fusiform gyrus [-42 -49 -15] from the 
group comparison results in the current study. For the gPPI 
analysis, the deconvolved time series were extracted from the 
seed region and were entered in the GLM model as the 
physiological variable. The three task conditions were entered 
as the psychological variables. The product of the time series 
signals and the conditions were entered as the interaction terms 
in the model. We  then specified the contrast of semantic-
related interaction term versus perceptual control interaction 
term at the individual level. Based on our a priori hypothesis, 
a sphere of 6 mm radius centered on the left ventral IFG (BA 
47) [-42 33 -1] from a meta-analysis of neuroimaging studies 
on Mandarin Chinese (Wu et  al., 2012) was used as the target 
region. We  extracted the individual participants’ connectivity 
strengths between the seed region and the target region for 
further analyses.

RESULTS

Behavioral Results
In the L1 group, the accuracies (mean ± SD) for the related, 
unrelated, and perceptual conditions were 96 ± 6%, 97 ± 5%, 
and 99 ± 3%. In the L2 group, the accuracies (mean ± SD) for 
the related, unrelated, and perceptual conditions were 69 ± 12%, 
84 ± 12%, and 97 ± 6%. A 2 group (L1, L2) × 3 condition (related, 
unrelated, and perceptual) ANOVA on accuracy was performed. 
The results showed a main effect of group [F(1, 48) = 98.86, 
p < 0.001], a main effect of condition [F(2, 96) = 47.03, p < 0.001], 
and an interaction between group and condition [F(2,96) = 31.41, 
p < 0.001]. The further simple main effect analyses showed that 
both L1 and L2 groups had similar accuracy in the perceptual 
condition [F(1, 144) = 0.93, p < 0.337]. However, compared to 
the L1 group, the L2 group were less accurate in the related 
[F(1, 144) = 136.40, p < 0.001] and unrelated conditions 
[F(1, 144) = 35.82, p < 0.001].

In the L1 group, the reaction times (mean ± SD) for the 
related, unrelated, and perceptual conditions were 877 ± 163 ms, 
916 ± 187 ms, and 665 ± 170 ms. In the L2 group, the reaction 
times (mean ± SD) for the related, unrelated, and perceptual 
conditions were 1,223 ± 202 ms, 1,418 ± 285 ms, and 787 ± 245 ms. 
A 2 group (L1, L2) × 3 condition (related, unrelated, perceptual) 
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ANOVA on reaction times was performed. The results showed 
a main effect of group [F(1, 48) = 37.71, p < 0.001], a main 
effect of condition [F(2, 96) = 170.74, p < 0.001], and an interaction 
between group and condition [F(2, 96) = 29.70, p < 0.001]. The 
further simple main effect analyses revealed that the L2 group 
had generally slower responses in the perceptual [F(1, 144) = 4.18, 
p = 0.044], related [F(1, 144) = 33.26, p < 0.001], and unrelated 
conditions [F(1, 144) = 70.22, p < 0.001] as compared to the 
L1 group.

Whole-Brain Results
The whole-brain analysis for the contrast between related pairs 
and perceptual control pairs within the L1 group and L2 group 
is shown in Table  1. In the L1 group, compared to perceptual 
controls, semantic-related pairs produced greater activation in 
the left hemisphere, including the IFG, SFG, and STG, as well 
as bilateral caudates. In the L2 group, the same contrast elicited 
greater activation in the left IFG, left medial frontal gyrus, 
left fusiform gyrus, and right MOG. In addition, greater 
activation was found in the subcortical regions in the L2 group.

The results of the between-group analysis are shown in 
Table  1 and Figure  1. Compared to the L1 group, the L2 
group showed greater activation near the occipital and parietal 
regions, including the left fusiform gyrus, bilateral MOG, right 
inferior temporal gyrus (ITG), and the right SPL in related 
pairs relative to perceptual control pairs. Also, compared to 
the L1 group, lower activation was found in the bilateral insulas 
and bilateral temporal regions, including the temporal pole, 
MTG, STG, and the left supramarginal gyrus in the L2 group.

Correlation Results
To investigate the role of individual differences in task 
performance and vocabulary knowledge during the semantic 
processing in the L2 group, we  extracted the peak activation 
in ROIs from the group comparison and then correlated the 
values with the behavioral accuracy in the fMRI task and the 
scores in the two vocabulary tests. The correlation results are 
shown in Figure  2. Greater activation in the left M/STG was 
positively correlated with behavioral accuracy (r = 0.46, p = 0.021) 
and the scores in both vocabulary tests (A39 test: r = 0.41, 
p = 0.044; PPVT-R test: r = 0.42, p = 0.04). In addition, we found 
a positive correlation between response time and the activation 
in the left MOG (r = 0.52, p = 0.010).

Connectivity Results
We used the gPPI analysis to investigate the functional 
connectivity between the left fusiform gyrus and left ventral 
IFG (BA 47) during semantic processing in both L1 and L2 
groups (see Figure  3). Compared to the L1 group, the L2 
group showed a relatively reduced connectivity strength between 
brain regions; however, there was no significant difference 
between the two groups (t(48) = 1.16, p = 0.254). We  further 
correlated the connectivity strengths with participants’ 
performance in the semantic judgment task for the L1 group 
and L2 group, respectively. Our results revealed that the L1 
group showed a positive correlation between their task 

performance and connectivity strengths (r = 0.52, p = 0.006), 
whereas the L2 group showed a similar trend but with a 
marginal significance (r = 0.38, p = 0.064).

DISCUSSION

The present study investigated long-term learning effects on 
the ventral pathway with semantic processing, a prominent 
feature of Chinese words. We  found the group differences in 
the neural mechanisms of semantic processing between native 
Chinese speakers (L1 group) and proficient adult learners of 
Mandarin Chinese (L2 group). Compared to the L1 group, 
the L2 group showed greater activation in the bilateral areas 
adjacent to the fusiform gyrus and MOG in the semantic-
related condition relative to the perceptual control condition. 
In contrast, the L2 group showed reduced activation in the 
temporal regions on both hemispheres as compared to the L1 
group. In addition, we  found individual differences in brain 
activity along the ventral pathway in the L2 group. By correlating 
the brain activation with the participants’ performances in the 
vocabulary tests and the semantic judgment task, increased 
activation in the left posterior M/STG was positively associated 
with the L2 participants’ proficiencies in semantic knowledge. 
Furthermore, we found the group differences in brain interaction 
such as functional connectivity along the ventral pathway 
between groups. The positive correlation between participants’ 
accuracy in semantic judgments and the functional connectivity 
in the ventral pathway (left fusiform-left IFG) was robust in 
the L1 group but weaker in the L2 group.

Consistent with previous findings in reading Chinese 
characters, our results demonstrated that L2 participants 
recruited more areas in the occipital lobes, including the 
left fusiform gyrus, bilateral MOG, and right ITG, as well 
as the right SPL. Previous studies suggested that reading 
Chinese characters requires more involvement of the bilateral 
fusiform gyri and MOG to fulfill the higher demand of 
orthographic processing (Bolger et  al., 2005; Nelson et  al., 
2009; Mei et  al., 2015). The right SPL and right ITG has 
also been linked to visual-orthographic analysis during language 
processing. Cao et  al. (2010) found that Mandarin Chinese 
speakers elicited greater activation in the right SPL and right 
ITG in the spelling task than the rhyming task, suggesting 
that these regions are associated with the visuo-orthographic 
analysis of Chinese characters. One of our correlation results 
also showed a positive trend between greater activation in 
the left MOG and slower reaction time in the semantic-
related condition relative to the perceptual control condition. 
Previous studies have shown that children with dyslexia 
generally have reduced activation in the MOG regions, 
indicating their deficit in recruiting the MOG for visual 
processing (Boros et  al., 2016). Cao et  al. (2018) also found 
that compared to the control groups, children with 
developmental dyslexia had weaker functional connectivity 
between the left MOG and left IFG in the lexical task, 
suggesting that they have impairments in dealing with 
the orthography-phonology relations of Chinese characters. 
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Thus, the relation between slower reaction time and higher 
activation in the left MOG in the L2 group could be  a 
trade-off for visuospatial analysis of Chinese characters. That 

is, L2 participants who engaged greater neural resources in 
processing orthographic information of Chinese characters 
might spend more time during the semantic judgment.

TABLE 1 | Brain regions for the related versus perceptual contrast in the whole-brain analyses.

Regions H BA Voxels Value of Z
MNI coordinates

x y z

  L1 group

 Inferior frontal gyrus L 45 1,506 6.16 −54 23 17
  Inferior frontal gyrus L 47 5.51 −30 29 −1
  Precentral gyrus L 6 4.08 −42 2 45
 Superior frontal gyrus L 6 534 4.56 −6 14 59
  Superior frontal gyrus L 8 4.49 −6 23 55
  Frontal pole L 9 4.56 −6 53 45
  Superior temporal 

gyrus
L 22 220 4.64 −57 −43 3

  Middle temporal gyrus L 21 4.58 −54 −37 −1
 Caudate L – 253 4.68 −9 11 10
 Caudate R – 168 4.65 12 11 −1
  L2 group

 Inferior frontal gyrus L 45 1,108 5.68 −54 29 20
  Inferior frontal gyrus L 44 5.44 −45 11 24
  Inferior frontal gyrus L 47 5.08 −36 32 −15
  Precentral gyrus L 6 3.72 −54 −1 48
 Medial frontal gyrus L 8 339 4.25 −3 17 52
   Anterior cingulate 

cortex
R 32 3.63 9 26 34

 Fusiform gyrus L 37 598 4.61 −42 −46 −15
  Middle occipital gyrus L 19 4.01 −36 −94 13
 Middle occipital gyrus R 37 161 4.37 42 −88 13
 Pallidum R – 709 4.56 9 −1 −5
  Caudate R – 4.21 12 14 −1
   Parahippocampal 

gyrus
R – 3.34 9 −7 −19

  Inferior frontal gyrus R 47 3.91 27 26 −8
  Midbrain L – 4.49 −3 −19 −22
  Putamen L – 3.57 −15 5 −8
   Parahippocampal 

gyrus
L – 3.37 −9 −4 −19

  Thalamus I – 3.19 0 −7 3
  L2 group > L1 group

 Fusiform gyrus L 37 537 3.90 −42 −49 −15
  Middle occipital gyrus L 19 3.42 −33 −88 3
  Inferior occipital gyrus L 19 3.15 −39 −79 −8
 Middle occipital gyrus R 19 306 3.79 30 −70 34
  Inferior temporal gyrus R 19 3.29 45 −67 −12
   Superior parietal 

lobule
R 7 3.26 30 −61 48

  L1 group > L2 group
 Insula L – 721 4.22 −33 −16 10
  Temporal pole L 38 3.00 −51 8 −15
   Middle/Superior 

temporal gyrus
L 21 3.51 −66 −22 −1

 Supramarginal gyrus L 40 111 3.14 −51 −49 24
   Superior temporal 

gyrus
L 41 3.06 −48 −46 20

 Insula R – 809 4.14 33 −13 6
  Putamen R – 4.10 30 −7 −1
  Temporal pole R 38 3.61 36 8 −22
  Middle temporal gyrus R 21 2.99 63 −16 −8
   Superior temporal 

gyrus
R 22 3.24 66 −13 3

All the reported areas were set to a voxel-wise threshold of p = 0.005 and 100 cluster extent to achieve the FWE-corrected threshold of p < 0.05 at the cluster level. H, Hemisphere; 
L, Left; R, Right; I, Interhemispheric; BA, Brodmann area. Bold areas for main peaks.
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Another major finding in the present study is the individual 
proficiency of semantic knowledge modulated activation in the 
posterior temporal region in the L2 participants. As a group, 
L2 participants showed reduced activation in the bilateral 
temporal lobes compared to the L1 group. However, the 
correlation results exhibited that L2 participants’ scores in the 
vocabulary tests and the performances in the semantic judgment 
task were positively associated with activation in the left posterior 
M/STG (BA 21). Several language models suggested that the 
left posterior MTG (BA 21) and the adjacent areas are critical 
regions for the storage of lexical-semantic representations in 
our brain (Hickok and Poeppel, 2007; Lau et  al., 2008; Binder 
et  al., 2009). Wei et  al. (2012) using resting-state fMRI found 
that the low-frequency fluctuations of the BOLD signal in the 
left posterior MTG were correlated with native speakers’ efficiency 
of semantic processing. Developmental studies also demonstrated 
that greater activation in the left posterior MTG was associated 
with children’s ages (Chou et  al., 2006a,b; Lee et  al., 2015, 
2016), indicating that the greater elaboration of semantic 

representations with increasing age during language development. 
Our study corroborated the functional role of the posterior 
M/STG (BA 21) by correlating brain activation with L2 
participants’ proficiency in semantic knowledge, assessed by 
the vocabulary tests and the performance in the semantic 
judgment task.

The gPPI connectivity analysis in the current study revealed 
that functional connectivity between the left fusiform and left 
ventral IFG (BA 47) was positively correlated with participants’ 
accuracy in the semantic judgment task in the L1 group. 
Previous studies using the diffusion tensor imaging technique 
have demonstrated that the left inferior fronto-occipital fasciculus, 
a ventral white matter bundle that connects the frontal and 
occipital regions, is associated with the performance in the 
lexical/semantic-related tasks in both healthy adult participants 
(Nugiel et  al., 2016) and brain-damaged patients (Han et  al., 
2013). Our functional connectivity results in the L1 group 
provided convergence evidence that the ventral pathway on 
the left hemisphere plays an important role in Lexico-semantic 

FIGURE 1 | Results of group comparisons for the contrast of semantic-related condition vs. perceptual control condition. The upper panel is the activated brain 
areas for the comparison of the L2 group vs. L1 group, and the lower panel is the activated brain areas for the comparison of the L1 group vs. L2 group. L, Left 
hemisphere; R, Right hemisphere; FG, fusiform gyrus; MOG, middle occipital gyrus; SPL, superior parietal lobule; ITG, inferior temporal gyrus; TP, temporal pole; 
MTG, middle temporal gyrus; STG, superior temporal gyrus.
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processing. Moreover, the individual semantic abilities would 
modulate the connectivity strengths in this ventral pathway.

By contrast, the L2 group showed a similar but weaker 
trend between task performance and functional connectivity 
in the ventral pathway (left fusiform-left IFG). In Wang 
et  al.’s (2019) study, they found that functional connectivity 
between the left ventral occipitotemporal cortex and left IFG 
(BA 47) was associated with semantic processing during 
Chinese word recognition, suggesting that, for Mandarin 
Chinese native speakers, this ventral pathway is related to 
orthographic-semantic mapping during reading. Fan et  al. 
(2020) also found that, compared to adults, children had 
weaker functional and structural connectivity in the left 

ventral language pathway, indicating that this left ventral 
language pathway matures with increasing age during children’s 
development. The L2 participants in the current study were 
all Indo-European native speakers who started learning 
Mandarin Chinese in adulthood. Thus, taking the perspective 
from language development and considering the fact that 
adults have generally reduced neural plasticity, late learners 
of Mandarin Chinese might need more time and L2-related 
experience to develop and to strengthen the connectivity in 
this ventral pathway for orthographic-semantic processing 
when reading Mandarin Chinese.

The findings and interpretations of the present study 
should be  considered in light of its limitations. For example, 

A B

C D

FIGURE 2 | Correlation results of brain activation for the contrast of (semantic-related condition vs. perceptual control condition) in the L2 group. (A) Correlation 
between activation in the left middle temporal gyrus/superior temporal gyrus (M/STG) and Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test-Revised scores, (B) correlation between 
activation in the left M/STG and A39 scores, (C) correlation between activation in the left M/STG and accuracy, and (D) correlation between activation in the left 
middle occipital gyrus and reaction time.
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these two groups might differ in several aspects, such as 
age of acquisition and learning methods. Thus, it is hard 
to disentangle the effect of these factors in the present study. 
An ongoing project examines the learning effects in a 
longitudinal approach that participants in the L2 group 
receive a similar curriculum to learn Chinese. Comparing 
before versus after learning may provide a better way to 
understand the long-term effects on the ventral pathway in 
the L2 group. Also, L2 participants’ native language experience 
from different countries might limit the generalizability of 
our findings. During the participant recruitment process, 
we  excluded L2 participants who were native speakers of 
Japanese, Korean, or other Asian languages due to the 
similarities between their native languages and Mandarin 
Chinese. In addition, we  only recruited the L2 participants 
who were native speakers of the Indo-European languages 
to try to minimize the influence from their native languages. 
Future research should find a better-match group, such as 
Mandarin Chinese learners who have the same native language, 
to control the effects of different language backgrounds.

In sum, the present study demonstrated that proficient L2 
adult learners of Mandarin Chinese recruited the bilateral brain 
regions in the occipital lobe, such as the fusiform gyrus, MOG, 
and right SPL for processing visuospatial information of Chinese 
characters in support of semantic processing. In addition, by 
correlating with L2 participants’ performances in vocabulary 
tests and the semantic judgment task, our results corroborated 
the functional role of the left posterior MTG in the storage 
of semantic representations. Moreover, functional connectivity 
between the left fusiform gyrus and left ventral IFG (BA 47) 
was modulated by performance in the semantic judgment task 
in the L1 native speakers. However, L2 adult learners only 
exhibited a weaker trend of this modulation effect during 
semantic processing in Mandarin Chinese.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

The original contributions presented in the study are included 
in the article/supplementary material, further inquiries can 
be  directed to the corresponding author.

ETHICS STATEMENT

The studies involving human participants were reviewed and 
approved by the Research Ethics Committee at the National 
Taiwan University. The patients/participants provided their 
written informed consent to participate in this study.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

All authors took part in data collection. C-HL analyzed the 
data and wrote the manuscript. S-KH, C-LL, LS, T-HL, C-RL, 
and I-NT provided critical thoughts and reviewed the manuscript. 
T-LC designed the study and provided guidance for data analysis 
and manuscript writing. All authors contributed to the article 
and approved the submitted version.

FUNDING

This work was supported by a grant from the Ministry of 
Science and Technology of Taiwan (MOST 105-2420-H-002-
007-MY2) and a grant from the Higher Education Sprout 
Project (NTU-110L104038).

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank the Imaging Center for Integrated Body, Mind and Culture 
Research, National Taiwan University for technical and facility supports.

A B

FIGURE 3 | Results of region of interest-based generalized psychophysiological interaction connectivity analysis. (A) Visualization of the seed region (yellow sphere) and the 
target region (red sphere) and (B) correlation results between behavioral accuracy in the semantic judgment task and connectivity strength for the L1 group and L2 group.

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles


Lai et al. Learning Chinese as a Second Language

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org 10 November 2021 | Volume 12 | Article 781304

 

REFERENCES

Binder, J. R., Desai, R. H., Graves, W. W., and Conant, L. L. (2009). Where 
is the semantic system? A critical review and meta-analysis of 120 functional 
neuroimaging studies. Cereb. Cortex 19, 2767–2796. doi: 10.1093/cercor/
bhp055

Bitan, T., Burman, D. D., Chou, T.-L., Lu, D., Cone, N. E., Cao, F., et al. 
(2007). The interaction between orthographic and phonological information 
in children: an fMRI study. Hum. Brain Mapp. 28, 880–891. doi: 10.1002/
hbm.20313

Bolger, D. J., Perfetti, C. A., and Schneider, W. (2005). Cross-cultural effect 
on the brain revisited: universal structures plus writing system variation. 
Hum. Brain Mapp. 25, 92–104. doi: 10.1002/hbm.20124

Boros, M., Anton, J.-L., Pech-Georgel, C., Grainger, J., Szwed, M., and Ziegler, J. C. 
(2016). Orthographic processing deficits in developmental dyslexia: beyond 
the ventral visual stream. NeuroImage 128, 316–327. doi: 10.1016/j.
neuroimage.2016.01.014

Cao, F., Lee, R., Shu, H., Yang, Y., Xu, G., Li, K., et al. (2010). Cultural 
constraints on brain development: evidence from a developmental study of 
visual word processing in mandarin Chinese. Cereb. Cortex 20, 1223–1233. 
doi: 10.1093/cercor/bhp186

Cao, F., Sussman, B. L., Rios, V., Yan, X., Wang, Z., Spray, G. J., et al. (2017). 
Different mechanisms in learning different second languages: evidence from 
English speakers learning Chinese and Spanish. NeuroImage 148, 284–295. 
doi: 10.1016/j.neuroimage.2017.01.042

Cao, F., Yan, X., Spray, G. J., Liu, Y., and Deng, Y. (2018). Brain mechanisms 
underlying Visuo-orthographic deficits in children With developmental 
dyslexia. Front. Hum. Neurosci. 12:490. doi: 10.3389/fnhum.2018.00490

Chen, P.-J., Gau, S. S.-F., Lee, S.-H., and Chou, T.-L. (2016). Differences in 
age-dependent neural correlates of semantic processing between youths with 
autism spectrum disorder and typically developing youths. Autism Res. 9, 
1263–1273. doi: 10.1002/aur.1616

Chou, T.-L., and Booth, J. (2020). “Neurocognitive development of semantics 
in Chinese- and English-speaking children with and without autism,” in 
Clinical Cultural Neuroscience: An Integrative Approach to Cross-Cultural 
Neuropsychology. ed. O. Pedraza (USA: Oxford University Press), 200–214.

Chou, T.-L., Booth, J. R., Bitan, T., Burman, D. D., Bigio, J. D., Cone, N. E., 
et al. (2006a). Developmental and skill effects on the neural correlates of 
semantic processing to visually presented words. Hum. Brain Mapp. 27, 
915–924. doi: 10.1002/hbm.20231

Chou, T.-L., Booth, J. R., Burman, D. D., Bitan, T., Bigio, J. D., Lu, D., et al. 
(2006b). Developmental changes in the neural correlates of semantic processing. 
NeuroImage 29, 1141–1149. doi: 10.1016/j.neuroimage.2005.09.064

Chou, T.-L., Chen, C.-W., Wu, M.-Y., and Booth, J. R. (2009). The role of inferior 
frontal gyrus and inferior parietal lobule in semantic processing of Chinese 
characters. Exp. Brain Res. 198, 465–475. doi: 10.1007/s00221-009-1942-y

Chou, T.-L., Wong, C.-H., Chen, S.-Y., Fan, L.-Y., and Booth, J. R. (2019). 
Developmental changes of association strength and categorical relatedness 
on semantic processing in the brain. Brain Lang. 189, 10–19. doi: 10.1016/j.
bandl.2018.12.006

Chung, S. C., Chen, X., and Geva, E. (2019). Deconstructing and reconstructing 
cross-language transfer: an interactive framework. J. Neurolinguistics 50, 
149–161. doi: 10.1016/j.jneuroling.2018.01.003

Deng, Y., Booth, J. R., Chou, T.-L., Ding, G.-S., and Peng, D.-L. (2008). Item-specific 
and generalization effects on brain activation when learning Chinese characters. 
Neuropsychologia 46, 1864–1876. doi: 10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2007.09.010

Deng, Y., Chou, T., Ding, G., Peng, D., and Booth, J. R. (2011). The involvement 
of occipital and inferior frontal cortex in the phonological learning of Chinese 
characters. J. Cogn. Neurosci. 23, 1998–2012. doi: 10.1162/jocn.2010.21571

Fan, L. Y., Booth, J. R., Liu, M., Chou, T. L., and Gau, S. S. (2021). Developmental 
differences in neural connectivity for semantic processing in youths with 
autism. J. Child Psychol. Psychiatry 62, 1090–1099. doi: 10.1111/jcpp.13373

Fan, L.-Y., Lee, S.-H., and Chou, T.-L. (2010). Interaction between brain regions 
during semantic processing in Chinese adults. Lang. Linguist. 11, 159–182.

Fan, L.-Y., Lo, Y.-C., Hsu, Y.-C., Chen, Y.-J., Tseng, W.-Y. I., and Chou, T.-L. 
(2020). Developmental differences of structural connectivity and effective 
connectivity in semantic judgments of Chinese characters. Front. Hum. 
Neurosci. 14:233. doi: 10.3389/fnhum.2020.00233

Gao, Y., Sun, Y., Lu, C., Ding, G., Guo, T., Malins, J. G., et al. (2017). Dynamic 
spatial organization of the occipito-temporal word form area for second 
language processing. Neuropsychologia 103, 20–28. doi: 10.1016/j.
neuropsychologia.2017.06.007

Han, Z., Ma, Y., Gong, G., He, Y., Caramazza, A., and Bi, Y. (2013). White 
matter structural connectivity underlying semantic processing: evidence from 
brain damaged patients. Brain 136, 2952–2965. doi: 10.1093/brain/awt205

Hickok, G., and Poeppel, D. (2007). The cortical organization of speech processing. 
Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 8, 393–402. doi: 10.1038/nrn2113

Hue, C.-W., Kao, C.-H., and Lo, M. (2005). Association Norms for 600 Chinese 
Characters. Taipei: Taiwanese Psychological Association.

Hung, L.-Y., Wang, C.-C., Chang, Y.-W., and Chen, H.-F. (2008). Development 
of assessment of Chinese character lists for graders. Psychol. Testing 55, 
489–508. doi: 10.7108/PT.200812.0003

Johnson, J. S., and Newport, E. L. (1989). Critical period effects in second language 
learning: the influence of maturational state on the acquisition of English as a 
second language. Cogn. Psychol. 21, 60–99. doi: 10.1016/0010-0285(89)90003-0

Lau, E. F., Phillips, C., and Poeppel, D. (2008). A cortical network for semantics: 
(de)constructing the N400. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 9, 920–933. doi: 10.1038/
nrn2532

Lee, S.-H., Booth, J. R., Chen, S.-Y., and Chou, T.-L. (2011). Developmental 
changes in the inferior frontal cortex for selecting semantic representations. 
Dev. Cogn. Neurosci. 1, 338–350. doi: 10.1016/j.dcn.2011.01.005

Lee, S.-H., Booth, J. R., and Chou, T.-L. (2015). Developmental changes in 
the neural influence of sublexical information on semantic processing. 
Neuropsychologia 73, 25–34. doi: 10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2015.05.001

Lee, S.-H., Booth, J. R., and Chou, T.-L. (2016). Temporo-parietal connectivity 
uniquely predicts reading change from childhood to adolescence. NeuroImage 
142, 126–134. doi: 10.1016/j.neuroimage.2016.06.055

Lenneberg, E. H. (1967). The biological foundations of language. Hosp. Pract. 
2, 59–67. doi: 10.1080/21548331.1967.11707799

Li, P., Legault, J., and Litcofsky, K. A. (2014). Neuroplasticity as a function of 
second language learning: anatomical changes in the human brain. Cortex 
58, 301–324. doi: 10.1016/j.cortex.2014.05.001

Lu, L., and Liu, H. S. (1998). The Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test–Revised in 
Chinese. Taiwan: Psychological Publishing.

McLaren, D. G., Ries, M. L., Xu, G., and Johnson, S. C. (2012). A generalized 
form of context-dependent psychophysiological interactions (gPPI): a 
comparison to standard approaches. NeuroImage 61, 1277–1286. doi: 10.1016/j.
neuroimage.2012.03.068

Mei, L., Xue, G., Lu, Z.-L., Chen, C., Wei, M., He, Q., et al. (2015). Long-term 
experience with Chinese language shapes the fusiform asymmetry of English 
reading. NeuroImage 110, 3–10. doi: 10.1016/j.neuroimage.2015.01.030

Nelson, J. R., Liu, Y., Fiez, J., and Perfetti, C. A. (2009). Assimilation and 
accommodation patterns in ventral occipitotemporal cortex in learning a 
second writing system. Hum. Brain Mapp. 30, 810–820. doi: 10.1002/hbm.20551

Nichols, E. S., Gao, Y., Fregni, S., Liu, L., and Joanisse, M. F. (2021). Individual 
differences in representational similarity of first and second languages in 
the bilingual brain. Hum. Brain Mapp. 42, 5433–5445. doi: 10.1002/hbm.25633

Nugiel, T., Alm, K. H., and Olson, I. R. (2016). Individual differences in white 
matter microstructure predict semantic control. Cogn. Affect. Behav. Neurosci. 
16, 1003–1016. doi: 10.3758/s13415-016-0448-x

Qi, Z., Han, M., Garel, K., San Chen, E., and Gabrieli, J. D. E. (2015). White-
matter structure in the right hemisphere predicts mandarin Chinese learning 
success. J. Neurolinguistics 33, 14–28. doi: 10.1016/j.jneuroling.2014.08.004

Reich, S., Chou, T.-L., and Patterson, K. (2003). Acquired dysgraphia in Chinese: 
further evidence on the links between phonology and orthography. Aphasiology 
17, 585–604. doi: 10.1080/02687030344000049

Slotnick, S. D., Moo, L. R., Segal, J. B., and  Hart, J. Jr. (2003). Distinct prefrontal 
cortex activity associated with item memory and source memory for visual 
shapes. Cogn. Brain Res. 17, 75–82. doi: 10.1016/s0926-6410(03)00082-x

Sun, X., Zhang, K., Marks, R. A., Nickerson, N., Eggleston, R. L., Yu, C., et al. 
(2021). What’s in a word? Cross-linguistic influences on Spanish–English 
and Chinese–English bilingual children’s word reading development. Child 
Dev. doi: 10.1111/cdev.13666 [Epub ahead of print]

Wang, J., Deng, Y., and Booth, J. R. (2019). Automatic semantic influence on 
early visual word recognition in the ventral occipito-temporal cortex. 
Neuropsychologia 133:107188. doi: 10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2019.107188

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles
https://doi.org/10.1093/cercor/bhp055
https://doi.org/10.1093/cercor/bhp055
https://doi.org/10.1002/hbm.20313
https://doi.org/10.1002/hbm.20313
https://doi.org/10.1002/hbm.20124
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2016.01.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2016.01.014
https://doi.org/10.1093/cercor/bhp186
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2017.01.042
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnhum.2018.00490
https://doi.org/10.1002/aur.1616
https://doi.org/10.1002/hbm.20231
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2005.09.064
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00221-009-1942-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bandl.2018.12.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bandl.2018.12.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jneuroling.2018.01.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2007.09.010
https://doi.org/10.1162/jocn.2010.21571
https://doi.org/10.1111/jcpp.13373
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnhum.2020.00233
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2017.06.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2017.06.007
https://doi.org/10.1093/brain/awt205
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrn2113
https://doi.org/10.7108/PT.200812.0003
https://doi.org/10.1016/0010-0285(89)90003-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrn2532
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrn2532
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dcn.2011.01.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2015.05.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2016.06.055
https://doi.org/10.1080/21548331.1967.11707799
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cortex.2014.05.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2012.03.068
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2012.03.068
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2015.01.030
https://doi.org/10.1002/hbm.20551
https://doi.org/10.1002/hbm.25633
https://doi.org/10.3758/s13415-016-0448-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jneuroling.2014.08.004
https://doi.org/10.1080/02687030344000049
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0926-6410(03)00082-x
https://doi.org/10.1111/cdev.13666
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2019.107188


Lai et al. Learning Chinese as a Second Language

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org 11 November 2021 | Volume 12 | Article 781304

Wang, Y., Sereno, J. A., Jongman, A., and Hirsch, J. (2003). fMRI evidence 
for cortical modification during learning of mandarin lexical tone. J. Cogn. 
Neurosci. 15, 1019–1027. doi: 10.1162/089892903770007407

Wei, T., Liang, X., He, Y., Zang, Y., Han, Z., Caramazza, A., et al. (2012). 
Predicting conceptual processing capacity from spontaneous neuronal activity 
of the left middle temporal Gyrus. J. Neurosci. 32, 481–489. doi: 10.1523/
jneurosci.1953-11.2012

Wong, C. H., Gau, S. S., and Chou, T. L. (2019). Neural correlates of association 
strength and categorical relatedness in youths with autism spectrum disorder. 
Autism Res. 12, 1484–1494. doi: 10.1002/aur.2184

Wong, P. C. M., Perrachione, T. K., and Parrish, T. B. (2007). Neural characteristics 
of successful and less successful speech and word learning in adults. Hum. 
Brain Mapp. 28, 995–1006. doi: 10.1002/hbm.20330

Wu, J.-T., and Chou, T.-L. (2000). The comparison of relative effects of semantic, 
homophonic and graphic priming on Chinese character recognition and 
naming. Acta Psychol. Sin. 32, 34–41.

Wu, C.-Y., Ho, M.-H. R., and Chen, S.-H. A. (2012). A meta-analysis 
of fMRI studies on Chinese orthographic, phonological, and semantic 
processing. NeuroImage 63, 381–391. doi: 10.1016/j.neuroimage.2012. 
06.047

Yang, J., Gates, K. M., Molenaar, P., and Li, P. (2015). Neural changes underlying 
successful second language word learning: an fMRI study. J. Neurolinguistics 
33, 29–49. doi: 10.1016/j.jneuroling.2014.09.004

Conflict of Interest: The authors declare that the research was conducted in 
the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be  construed 
as a potential conflict of interest.

Publisher’s Note: All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the 
authors and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated organizations, 
or those of the publisher, the editors and the reviewers. Any product that may 
be evaluated in this article, or claim that may be made by its manufacturer, is 
not guaranteed or endorsed by the publisher.

Copyright © 2021 Lai, Hsieh, Lee, Su, Liu, Lu, Tsai and Chou. This is an open-access 
article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License 
(CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided 
the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original 
publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. 
No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles
https://doi.org/10.1162/089892903770007407
https://doi.org/10.1523/jneurosci.1953-11.2012
https://doi.org/10.1523/jneurosci.1953-11.2012
https://doi.org/10.1002/aur.2184
https://doi.org/10.1002/hbm.20330
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2012.06.047
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroimage.2012.06.047
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jneuroling.2014.09.004
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Neuro-Cognitive Differences in Semantic Processing Between Native Speakers and Proficient Learners of Mandarin Chinese
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Participants
	Language Proficiency Tests
	Functional Task
	MRI Data Acquisition
	Image Data Analysis
	Correlation Analysis
	ROI-Based Connectivity Analysis

	Results
	Behavioral Results
	Whole-Brain Results
	Correlation Results
	Connectivity Results

	Discussion
	Data Availability Statement
	Ethics Statement
	Author Contributions

	References

