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Twenty native Cantonese speakers from Hong Kong

(aged 18-27, 11 females, all right-handed) were ROls: Prefrontal cortex: IFG, MFG, SFG; Temporal
recruited. They completed the following tasks in cor.tex: STG, MTG; Parietal cortex: AG; Subcortical
four weeks: region: BG, Tha, HP; Cerebellum: Crus /Il
79 Week 1: Behavior test 3 AlJ: Activations were observed in.bilgteral Crus I/Il,
left STG, left IFG, and left BG during judgment.
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* Language abilities: proficiency (HKDSE), experience
(LHQ), analytical ability (LLAMA_B/F)

*Uncorrected p <.05 at voxel level, FDR-corrected p<.05 at cluster level.
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Learning (AL) Judgement (AJ) left MTG, and left MFG during judgment and observed for AJ and GJ. We will further investigate
Individual difference effects on neural patterns.
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activation but decreased FC for GJ.

Exercise (matching, translation, correction)
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sen_ung > " feedback > rest feed_neg >
sen_gra feed_pos These findings suggest that the cerebellum is

responsible for executing rather than regulating
the internal model during language learning.
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