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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to examine the regions
of the cerebrum that handles the lexical and
idiomatic ambiguity. The stimuli sets consist of two
parts, and each part has 20 sets of sentences. For
each part, 10 sets are experimental conditions and
the other 10 sets are control conditions. Each set
has two sentences, the ’context’ and 'target’
sentences, and a sentence-verification question for
guaranteeing patients’ concentration to the task. The
results based on 15 patients showed that significant
activation is present in the right frontal lobe of the
cerebral cortex for both kinds of ambiguity. It
means that right hemisphere participates in the
resolution of ambiguity, and there are no regions
specified for lexical ‘ambiguity or idiomatic ambiguity
alone.
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