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ABSTRACT

The classification is one type of convergent problem-solving in the context of creative
problem-solving. The classification learning method in curriculum and textbook is not
discriminate using the animate and inanimate object as learning material. However, the
classification of animate and inanimate is related to the different neurological systems of
the human brain. For the success of classification learning in class, we need to clarify pre-

(’i}) service teacher’s cognitive strategy during animate and inanimate classification involved
T categorization. The researcher recruited 24 pre-service teachers to investigate brain
updates

activation during the classification of animate and inanimate using fMRI. As a result of this
study, the researcher could find the similarity and difference of brain activation between

a OPEN ACCESS animate and inanimate classification. The activation of DLPFC, PMC, the secondary visual

Brain, Digital, & Learning cortex in the human brain equally checked out on animate and inanimate classification.
2021, Vol. 11, No. 2, 183-197. Also the activation of LIP in the parietal region was showed on inanimate classification,
https.//doi.org/10.31216/BDL.20210012 and the activation of the occipitotemporal cortex was confirmed on animate classification.
Received: May 20, 2021 Consequently, pre-service teachers’ animate classification was related to the frontal-
Revised: June 06, 2021 temporal path of information processing, and inanimate classification was related to the
Accepted: June 07, 2021 frontal-parietal path of information processing.
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Introduction

ojefabs] o] §istol] -85k 4= Qli= QIANE P, 13 Als, TAE =21l WS 5 43k Aol 3
e 2 0§ wfj2|ohQ] Aol thgohe A2 7H F3xol sttt ofof wt S 2022 71 1L
S X AY S dEsl o w2 5ol AP
ATHMOE, 2021). =584 AtaLel Ak Abazt e e 2As1 2 29 B8-S Bafl el EAlsh
et 4= 919 (Cropley, 2006; Stemberg, 2005), ©15 =84 ZAE1Z 22 HE EAJof o5 T of
Zote 3 ALz 3P 0 = A H S THo] e ttadd i, sifel ot fApd o] W, st
Th(Sternberg & O’Hara, 2000; Wang & Chiew, 2010). 50171 g H 1} thAdof| thet 44 24 sfjela} &
7 Y HEFEHE Fitoto|t]o] ) F A= o2 P H 2 RE] AHtEtE g o &2 s) Yozt A
50| W2tol| A} Y51 A= B-5-2-50) sl SHh(Anderson, 1991; Kemp & Tenenbaum, 2009;
Wang & Chiew, 2010).

5 e 7124R SERE =M UhtekE 7ol Y of i SRlS I3 44 Brtg Aoy
(Rabi & Minda, 2014), 2514 21} O] =2 32| WalstES Aok 7122 ol 2= Aetu 3tk
o] HAIA A QAR 7] 53 (Noh et al,, 2014). FF-8ke} E-FAFILE= @70l §ESsh=d Qlo] 7] 2491 A
HAje]o] At o5 Aol A8 4= U TS ok A AfAL7F Q= JIA|FLR9] 7|2 E o] F=
a2 11 F84d0] Q1431 QJtHEdmunds et al., 2018; Seger & Peterson, 2013). 35 L &6|=
SFotaol tigt F8/d Q1A A vl=e] Attt 7| E(NGSS)ellA = TFete] X o =4 Tl
FAS Aok Qlom, thite] 3-8 1} 2to] H-S Foll st 4 A& Ao Hie 259 54
O 2 AAIgheE, gt @2y dRetu g ol M = 25l Sl o] et A £A 0 2 BReh e A4
Skl 91O (Lee et al, 2019; MOE, 2015), B|2iAITh & 913t 18t & FFKSES)oll A= 1282 T 99
of s geh= 7124 oA = B EwF-E AAISHL UTHSong etal,, 2019). L2{U 2015717 w-S-2H7gollA =
%38 Yol FEE BEFe YE BFE BT AAStAL Qlom, EstuofAs Y7 X248 wat
o Mg BEEF S5 AAISHL ek E5F wabkel EReHE L2 T dlox= FAIE0|Y 7] E|Y
WFES S5 o2 AN = o, AR BELF ShE2 e @Al AR 2 RS 2RE 2ot
7] %= ZHCH(Choi et al., 2006; Park et al., 2011).

ufeba] 2tsha g 7ol A o)A FAlsld diFe ke 4% 1A FAlol 2 & 7t
et o 2 A E 4= Q= B REEol el AR WA F AU Q= IR ek E4S
27} 91t} o] & 95l IMRIE E-8-5t0] BE B Ret FAE R0l A Y ofju] wAke] T &
5587 Aol S BA sk, T EAdo] Yefbe AP 7152 BT 24 QIA|A Hgke] x}o]
& Trystaat stk
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Theoretical Background

A E FRE Aol T QIzke] A7EH 71 = T FollA] FHEE| 0] Q1O (Naselaris et al., 2012),
o] g elet wd 2ok v JRA 2| Whale] 2tojof] 7]Qlske Ao 2 AA ATkBell et al, 2009;
Caramazza & Mahon, 2003). S5+ -5 T -0 24 A E-2 0] 2] ] Bl = T AJZFA] /g glo] 4357t

r

T i
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HAI51A| 20| S LFEFH M (Levin et al., 2001; Long et al, 2018; Schmidt et al, 2017), Q17F0] 2|28t 4= Ql= GAM 9]
S0l tigh 3354 4 Aol M= 2 &o] & YEPHTHMohan & Arun, 2012). & FAES M2 THE
Bl B 1A} 220 £/dof| A Zpol & AU, A7EHY AtFollidE et TS Eol| gt jl e <)l
2jo|7} LB ] A 4=Zof| A LFEPES A SHH Amedi et al.,, 2017; Proklova et al.,, 2019; Zachariou et al,, 2018). HHH, 5
A2 EC] iRt 5 AR BE A 712 & AU A Aol 3-8 5= Faa AU = 2L
2% B 53 QITHLowder & Gordon, 2015; Lu et al., 2016; Wiggett et al., 2009).
e FAE 72 3-8 2ol o] EAfof| tigh et Ao Hlsh U] A= nHet Aoz o
A2 oA 255F0lA Utz Q1A Q1 Zfolof| sl AR A7 EAHSHH(Choi et al., 2006), 3=
TAE SRPgollA a5 a 8 oflH| wALe] Qb5 Ztolof| 7|8k gt Fmrde xto | of tifsh Al|gH4 o

)

I} o7
AIAISTAL & Ho]ThByeon, 2020). A13Y Aol A= ofjH| watet 1551 7F QL-e-50] Fth 7k 2jo] 2 LB
HORAIIAO, B #YS A FE LI 02 T F FE UL USEY
QIBIIT) 3k S B A 7|0 Heke % 5 AFEFA) (Bottom-up) BR-E 4-3Ghe HiH ByE el
T2 7)5k 2R S35 515FA) (Topdown) B5-2 SaRtThT MBI L2fut Al dlole] G &)
2 Ql3) 23} P Rolehs FaTH A T 4204 FE T xjolgo] o g ERfsh=Alol thigh 2
2 A Seutol] ISt

Sh5elr Bofol] fMRI 22 umsa i A 24 7150) £ msThole] 2R ARHERF Al H 0 2 8

=2 4350, B 1) S5 e FufEhy o e BAslel B8
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Research Method

Participants
e 27 TS B EtolH| wAre] i /S ERI5H] flal] 5 A ATietulo] e S
A olH| WARE EYS P o, 43S o2 FuE/d =

274 AABIITE BE HAAk S 24
A

A% 910 Ak IMRIe] 57, 57 5 9l ) el AN AR A8 F slela o
27 MRS o] SO)A 9 2 AT ARAE sl AZatc Ea MRIZH A B RS A4

g-goto] 7R o 2 B2 5d =48 AAISH ThKwon et al., 2007). Edinburg Handedness testS- =51 I 041}
5 @ 2&Fbo|dE ERlsta 54 F RojArel thsh Qbig & S-S AATsHIT kol Zofdt o7
ZHe] Wt Lol = 24 87M|(EFEH AL 3.65)Z A5 BH 59| Ha-2 1296 %ﬁdi}' 10.57)°1 2™, %7+
= AU A 02 FRIEThp =0.182). E3F P E £7552 B2 2066(FETHAE: 15.11)0]91 2, &

& ERISIATHp =0.152).

.
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Procedure & Measurement

e EFet e 27 st Oﬂﬂlﬂ*}o FrEd S Felel] 91t 574 2= et FA=ol=t
+ F80E s, T AP AT 25 tidS wEsto] S FAst Mo g ERE &
et 4 = 7S A7 A etk EEOPMR 2719 Yol A 2] EFahgoll AAIE MRI 14| 2F 532 A
B2 530 3Rte) BRse 472 8913 Wa 7t )t o2 98l Byeonetal. 2014)2] Aol ALE

3 A2 BRI 19719) 24 3AS B8 ato] Aol 2 MRI 24 o7lel XMt 2] o7 P45t
st 2 e gt whl Tt E%, 48, 252 FEsiglon 49 25el s lee
8 7o) 2 A, o A 505 slol RUEIGIEL B4 ot & Ll At WEke

&, 7H, 7171 52 m @Akl A A}sdz# ‘ME %‘f‘a'ﬁ W, AEA A Hof 7|eke B A 2|5 Foll w5 ol
9] Q1] @ 47} 7 YsH= Ao 2 A QUTHLin et al, 2019; Mitchel et al., 2005). T FA}S] 7]14] 78‘ 2t A
A gl Znjofl o]t AkE] A Q12] 0] FFg X Adtet7] flof §Qto R FHEo] 7t =1t 7| & 5 28510
R&D & 74 187119] TAI7F A= Qi A& EFaAet #AE 2RdAle e s dE27t 2%
Al 2lgsto] W& e =5 Eelstlom, Thale] WA A= e g Soff 2 Al AE & ~Fo] felghS g
QISIAL A 45 &5l A A2 MRIZHA7 53 -2 el stith
e 2R = —mwu T2/ S Felst7] ol A2 MRI A= E58A1E 59l 272
UAIA ALY & 5= 24 (task)2F 7141 27 (fixation)2 wxFsko] xH2] Q2 |2 fof| A A| A SFAT
227 ANGZ, FAE 27 54 A=) 2718 AA = 6%, 71 T S49] Al
1227+ AASIAT 32U A A7 S5 A5 FAAE BRIAE 4%
i, 0101*1 ZIHEAE 222 AN G £4& BAE FHloHES skl S AA|e 7] A %
710 = o] RojX BYE 257 1A 97H—1 7ol T5H T A= £F 54 AlFo] B9 AAEZ 62,7
E 1A S5 AlAE Qbdisk= ZW 12Z27F A ASHILE. o] & FIAIE 2421E 7T 2E 2%
ZH AN S Al o= 97l o] A& %Xéﬂﬂﬂ =R e o}Eﬁ SElc A2t FAE ERagollA
el ofH| ARe] g4 % 5171 918F MR ZHA| A& 270 YRl @ zke] o Qbtol]
A E FA| FAFHE AlZE A AES ARSI AJARIS] 14T+ 800 X 600 pixels, 16707 FA~E o]
A& A3 o™, 2|52 85 Hz, FOV= 421 30°, 422] 23°2] } 9] ol ZpA| & A A 5F thFig. 1).
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Fig. 1. The example of fMRI task paradigm for classification
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e 27t S BRI F 2/ MR o] R A AR = JleTfE ]'E_E:JOVW E12] 30T MRI (MAGNETOM
Trio, SIEMENS, Germany) S AF8-510] &155}21Th EPI (Echo Planar Imaging) S £ s}oq 7157 T oAk} sjEsh
492 B3It =l o)) LERLF BOLD AS.2 S5} Sl 5742 64 X sy o122
220 X 220 mm G4, 5 mm ] 0] 2] A3 T, 30 slice ©]71A] ZHH, 3,000 ms] FHEAIZE 35 ms] FHAIZE HEA
7z ook o] ISt Fele] 715 ofm|x] o] A 8t o] x| M aedol Sl e
SHA| AV 0= B G ATk MRO|W|A| 7 59 A= A5 AThS: ff8] sl =Alt ARPiE Al5skl o,
HE FAYgez OJOJEXF—EOPI Flal e =228t 270 UR-o] ml A = 2ol 7hEt
£ 53 UEf 519100, 8178t o]n|AlE 85 & ER S AR 52 HAsREBOLDA B S Kol

10]0] 2|5 E 55130t e 27 0] FRH T w A} IE F Aol A EFAllel thigh 114 ~8fo] A
470 2 o) 2oj3=A] 2Istglom 14| o] o] 9 7 EAolA Aletsieict

Data Acquisition & Analysis
BRI 4850t 253 A} 2= MATLAB 2016014 SPM12 T2 1818 28510 EpI 3 o]n|#] &5

Y, VNS A, B2 B0 P9 18 BAS 5o} 2] 192 Ssiglon], 2y
B A, O oln)A) S5, WHEA, BAERENS F5) $122 AAssch #A B5E MRo|HIA
Az wgke] o2 22902 A3k A AEHS AA5H] 3 mm ol E]42 Hol ke A9 B4

of| A A| 2] st A 431 9] Fie| Z/d 1} Faiet o|n| A = A| A%t =4 mAAPE EPI B+t o|n| A & &5
3+ 5, mj3dzle] T B4 oju] x|} §|H3} ojn] x| o] T E AUx|A|Z] 0 2H ATAHPL AAJ5IYL) o]
u.] HAke] 7§ MRo|v| Z] 2F=-E- FE3HE MNI (Montreal Neurology Institute)&3 &2 ¥ 2lsto] w2} 7HQ1H
ZA5H= T 9] 8 5aHA 2fo| & A A5He Z7HA BESF 112 423051 Ch(Huettel et al., 2004). FWHM
Gaussian Kemel-& 8 mm= A7Jsto] 3714 HP kg Foll MR o]0 2] AFzol| 23k 32 AAT =M
Paje] THHAS AT FHE RN 4B BEol S B aubgel Fil 24 B2 o)
AutA g dlg A5 o mH AP BOLD A152] Tz o|u|z| S EE3519it) 7HeE = A =
)OI Bl SRS SISLO IR AR S RTINS 34
Ch(Huettel et al., 2004). ol H] w A} Z o] 1 2Ret FAE Bt FaE QIS R 2] Afo| 7k LE
U=A] Eelsh7] 9ol B2 5= OP ok Tl Aok 2k 5] st BAIA Aol A LRt
= 1£ 75 FE517] Y3 %H]jl_oﬂ Gaussian kernel2 &-&5}% ThGenovese et al,, 2002). TESH AL S
1170l A= Bonfferoni 4] AR&-sto] A&} FAJEC|2ke Tl ke Faato] ot FHEA 9=
EZa1900], §oleE2 005, 2140 i 3022 Agalo] AhAel SLHA Fhoh VNI FHES
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o Golat /157 Fol02 Fofol BT, 4B B2 PIE B 23 84
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Result & Discussion

Results of Main Effect

53y S A2 T Eo e a3l osh ofH|wALe] T2 ol A Ueht= 2581t 2fo]HS
21517 93l A FHS shte] Hul4a 3719133 X 3.3 mm Wol|A Eelskeict 2F Al
= FAA A2 HY S 5ol FEEon, E4FY T dHH oz folgt Y& &Qlsty] 95 39
H 730 ST SAA fo)/do] ERlH R g o2 sl sk o] whet L2 At Fig, 29

2ol Uttt

animate > fixation inanimate > fixation

Fig. 2. Brain activation of animate and inanimate classification

e Rl AR Tl TRl sHlFold, SFHY IFold, =742 5%
FOIF, SRFOIT, A7 dolM Folet E/o] RlE it #E ERFIdollb = AR T4 7O
3, SHlFolR, TR A, 714, Ze|(&olR), A shEFolZelM SAHR &
ofeh /go] LreRith. ERt B2 ERE A S 7|E o 2 Z47te| ERapdel HiE 754 S AR

o

= O
W A2 H20] A9 ox} Al ZkT] A(BA 18), thARIA] Z=m]A(BA 37), =1 (BA 6), Hlel 2 A A=A
(BA 9] B Tolol 0w ety 24 BRo) 49 23} Azl A BA 19), 24 A477H A (A
HEE=T]Z(BA 6, 8), Bl ZHHE1] A(BA 9)0] 3AIH<I Bejolo g gloly]
A= =i Fdo] felal7l Uehd e Riol 9 R B

] 2go] 514 2ol M 72 HATH Table 1).
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Table 1. Brain activation by animate and inanimate classification(FWE < 0.05)

Animate Inanimate
Region of Brain Activation L/R Zvalue Talairach Coordinate L/R Zvalue Talairach Coordinate
(BA)  (BA) (BA)  (BA)
X y z X y Z
Frontal Lobe
Superior Frontal Gyrus L) 461 2 14 54
Middle Frontal Gyrus RE) 529 26 0 50 R6)  6.50 26 2 45
R(6) 493 36 12 54
R®) 545 30 19 47
RO) 4.74 56 20 30 RO)  5.54 46 14 28
L(6) 574 32 2 56 L) 620 -30 -1 48
L) 545 -7 16 47
LO) 516 -50 12 36
Inferior Frontal Gyrus RO)  5.05 46 12 28
LO) 529 -42 8 28 LO) 494 -42 5 27
Parietal Lobe
Precuneus L7 7.14 26 -59 36
Superior Parietal Lobule R(7) 675 31 -52 45
Angular Gyrus R(39) 6.74 33 -63 31
Temporal Lobe
Fusiform Gyrus R(37) 489 42 -46 -12
Occipital Lobe
Middle Occipital Gyrus R(18) 7.25 26 82 2
Lingual Gyrus L(18) 7.32 28 78 5
Middle Occipital Gyrus L(18) 6.92 -30 -84 0
Inferior Occipital Gyrus L(19) 490 -40 -60 -3
Cerebellum
Culmen R 4.75 32 -38 24

BA: Brodmann area, L: Left hemisphere, R: Right hemisphere

e B o Ful S/t IHyollM 2 Edste s Zloz g3 F
= W/l oigh ojn| 24 A4 9 25 Y H S 7He] H|w S Foff /o] ARE 1A uf S5l =H
R s A=l LA [ =) s ) e }E}E}(Slegel etal, 2015). BHAH, FA1E B5 7Py o] &= il
EA 2] H 2 5 W] 37 Qx| 2 Feloll tist B E Aot AFSF F R &1t 5
A bt th(Brincat et al., 2018). T+ 7}xl EFIPYolA st = = =
I P E BRI B TR0 2xF Al Zba] o] sk BA 18, BA 19014 22|71 &/do] LFeERTE. 2
2} AZbo A2 A 2] )l F3tol| A 2/ S Ul E 528 Fi| Golw, o/ FE o] =4 Aol M Hx
A|o] 24o|| oJalf FAHolU SFHS HA AFH o= R E FAlok= ZU Aol o F3tTH(Kalenine et al.,
2009; Ploran et al., 2011; Seger & Miller, 2010). T 7}A] A& ThE B2 34 of| ] 23} A|Ztm] 2l 9] EH4do] ZEA]
O = SRIE|Gl o A& FRatyat elE 2/d2 SFAIZ Aol 153 Hof 9lom, RS 2RI
o] g2 FA A1 Ztu] ol &3] of Yepdtt. of2f3t Ab= AE v dak g o
2 AeE i) &gl tigt AR = AF-S5F Y= Foll efshs vh, FAAS tidolx EHE &7

7\Ee AT-5A oS Fol A= n 9eL oulaic

]

!
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B R Rl SEee] wrolakBA 3Pl 218 B0 BRI i, RIS BRI oA
Ao #7) M AA T A F A U(BA 7), ol H(BA 39)0 M 52l 5 BHAdo] LreRytTE W3

5 AfolollA] @214 xho] 7} ubyat o) 4129 A|2k1) A Extresriate occipial ortex)} 3174] B430] LiehLE
= 02 AA Q) OM(Folstein et al., 2015), A2k HE7} AoH 02 X 2]&]= 24t T e 2
(Occipitotemporal cortex)= 7’3 $HCHApitz & Bunzeck, 2012; Pessoa & Engelmann, 2010). BFH, A4 2 253}
7ol &/go] yehd #7 | ad i R ad 22 FEuE e dYs2 W F-FAEE=Y A =
3l 7] &l WAZE A iE o] el = Hfstal Qs et 71ES Fol tidel AR E 1Alshe 3]
7] Hi e 22510} e ] o] Q) TH(Seger & Peterson, 2013).

F AR A= AT, 74, 57 Y 24 A4 E S Zobshs BT 55 AIAHE A2 P25
ﬂﬂqmmmwmlmm) ] SR W Alsio] olzolai 714 74k oA Hete] 39 7)ol AU
S A e Fo a2 RBIERE ol BE-F 229 £ ogelo] S| 5L At
bRl A W AT H S sk SAPY 714 e AR QAP0 ZHE 240l M|
APge st WS ol M5 F2e] Tl Qo] 2R3 o8 SHEH: A0 2 ol
A ‘E,IE]'(Berlqnan etal,, 2017; Fuetal., 2016; Jocham et al., 2014; Seger & Peterson, 2013; Zhou et al., 2019).
£oio] 49 MR BRI TS BRI B oM HeE 0 4s} jelE s Aol Rt
oﬂ4ﬂ”°4“”%Eﬁﬁﬂﬁ%%E%AﬂﬂMﬂ@t%ﬂégﬁﬂH%S%Qﬂ”ﬂ%ﬂ
Sj9ic}, ek o 2 Wiz slel el A7) ALK F 2EA O PAslE)E oelel ez tuEn e
2 7zet 92 72 proM Wske] 23 9210 24 715 ahKahnt ctal, 2010). 53] )2 AU

o
®
lo
N
=
jaim8
)

tlo

ﬂlk&

e FHOR ARG L TGl Yol ZAstet BalE XA 2 A UE, AHg) WF 22
S Pl QLA B, A2 B ool ceh 3 AEte] lAF 273} o] 9k Aty & Maddo,

2011; Badre & Nee, 2018; Paniukov & Davis, 2018). B=5+ 2125 1|42 M52 thih o2 oF to] B3] A
T2 G/t YolH, W& AElstal 486t 753 = o] QITH(Dias et al., 1997; Grossman et
al, 2006). 2522 HE3} Bk ojuh= A2 FoJF 243 Qb 2-50] Ul uf E43k=,
T2 718k 2k F5k o] Hho]| Qlo] A Q1 G of| ST Blair et al., 2009; Freedberg et al., 2017;
Seger & Miller, 2010). 12 B2 Y5 E72t FAE EF P2 36540 = A2 o7 ZQJ ZHo| A&
2 0 2 o] 2o z|H, B H o] tjsf] 7| o] ellH| WA F AIY AL Q1= S/ 7 d 3} Bl wsh= Q1A A A

HHﬂ"XWTuJ e Hd—zr—a}ir e 2| P aPgol| A W] A3 at dAoA] f-olsHA] S sk
(Kéri, 2003), 7017 77342 Adeatr|o| A /dste] = Aoz = g3 A ‘Z,lUr(Jm etal, 2012). £3], BA9 ¥
2 ]S Fa] A S Aok o= jFEto] 9lo $jAA ] ol sidstH, A= THE ofolr]of
of| chgt ezt T SAAA I B 2 o] f-3et e =] of QITh(Edmunds etal., 2018; Jin et al, 2012). &
SF 2 7|4k 22o|A FA TS s, FAMY 718 FEoM = A A Q] e Safche F Yo
ST} (Davis et al., 2017). A& 270l v FAYE SFIFolA FZ Hhte] o] S FujdofA 2/
o] et A2 1 F=8h50]| Qlo] fAM o] W A9 9] o] /st e =, Ade] o] 33t
L 22 uje| 2 A Fu]do| 2251 7]55}7] wlEo|ChWutz etal, 2018), 5t Q&M A Fu] A 2 L7
29] P2 U2 fo] 245HE Sl kgl Jlo] AT, FEH R Y92 w2 a7l FYEE
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3] 5FFA] B A 2] IS 73St hBastos et al., 2015; Jensen et al., 2015; Milton et al. 2017). =, &|SH 7+
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Table 2. Brain activation region by inter-subtraction between animate and inanimate classification(FWE < 0.05)

Animate Inanimate
Region of Brain Activation L/R Zvalue Talairach Coordinate L/R Zvalue Talairach Coordinate
(BA) (BA) (BA) (BA)
X y z X y z

Frontal Lobe

Middle Frontal Gyrus R() 5.01 30 -4 50
Parietal Lobe

Postcentral Gyrus R(40) 5.19 45 28 48

Postcentral Gyrus L(40) 4.63 -37 -36 56

Postcentral Gyrus RQ) 499 54 23 46
Limbic System

Parahippocampal Gyrus R(37) 5.52 33 -41 9

Parahippocampal Gyrus RQ27) 492 21 -36 2
Occipital Lobe

Lingual Gyrus R(19) 463 29 -71 -3
Cerebellum

Declive R 4.82 31 -54 9

BA: Brodmann area, L: Left hemisphere, R: Right hemisphere
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