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HEEELEG, EEWTNHDERR— MBI, BT SHELELLRETOER. EABRSHFLFBS
BT 2 B EFEAT R AR B, BT AR H A A B AE AR KRR AT A B R e B R
FBRAR S HAHRBEE, kA ERFOIER A,

X AFHIERE, ABRSHAL, HoF
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fEHH AW, N5 ANZEAFELER Y E5),
FRAR AL ST = T A SRS AT . AR
R, AR S M AR AR R RS,
AL AR S o e, RAR R A R
B B B AR, R EER B A
EM BRI AR, RZIME, RERMNAFERA
SRS B ) 2R AN, ZIRR IS PR H AL b 5
M HATE S [ 4200 & B e 2R, sRIL
HAR T BE N B b 3R AN Y W £ (Kovacs et al.,
2010; Schneider et al., 2012), Bl [ zh W & % £
(automatic perspective taking), B 3l S R #E 2 F5
BANAEFEW G 5T, RAEM AR LA 5 s
BAES5TEOR, MARMRIR SZ At AU R 15 0]

HAl, 2T AW SREN SIS ETETALE
FI WL AR R 2 Y B0 (implicit. mentalizing)
I 2 W0 2 4k (submentalizing) 3 F IF 2 (Cole
et al., 2016; Michael et al., 2018; Santiesteban et al.,
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2017; WL %, 2017). PBEC R bR — R Y
N AR, B AL R 2 3R R A 1
— B R R 0 O B R, B A3
F1E . Apperly F1 Butterfill (2009)4& i1, WAL
FRSHE S ARG T BRG]
RIS . N R ROk | sk m T
FoARG RGN R RRERD . RIENEKE
FEBEVE DT, 0 TR B AR XS 20, 5 HAT TR AN
WERIAX., Hf, F—-RELEFENROE L
WA, T3S R G A 0 B B S TR
P B B A2 S AR At O BRI B, 25
N B e i sl . ROE Y0 I
(Apperly, 2013),
LRSI B B R P AR B —
ARE N G5, 0 ) HLE S B — 4~
N HUE 55— N3 10 09 3 561 3 T A 4 (Heyes,
2014), Zd B W KoL BARAS B, HEL T
OEEAE SR E I o X — WS RE S A0
WL R, B IEAR OGS B, AR AR A
DIREM SR REEETEMN. N0 L
IV O AL P AL S A BN ST, HIHR e A AR R
AR B R SR 45 R . T SR A AT
FIN R 2} 22 400 3 3l W R 87 A AL Y
SCUERRSR, B R ER AR B oY L % -
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JOWL A5 R4 (Dot perspective task){T: 55 & F ok
T 05 R % (Samson et al., 2010) . 1% AT 45 2>
Bk RIE A A 1), BiE el —Ak
B, TH R RE M, R EE 2 B 0~3 A
GRS o RS ZE RN A IR A b B AT A
FIWTE B0 S BOR A SR ECEICEL . Tk
B (450 0] (5 FLACE B — 055 BE 19 5, (A A0 AR
F W BS R Y, R G 2 A A BT AL
] —Mns, A IR A I S E B s — 2L
R —BM, M — M S, H IR A
Ak B WA E B BN —3, A —BUR
Sy it G A ) R R R, 1) D B
BRR, g ERER IR A 4R E
IS — S5 LU — B A S o o B B 18 L B 4R
R, B S ASCR R0 — SR

A 3N R — B RS IR AT A4y R e (1)
A 3 .0 T 43405 (egocentric intrusion effect): M
1k B R R W, B IR TPk B 40 AR G
AN —BUIRA L— BOARAE RN  E TER, RR IRNE
W, B AALA T —BUEs; (25Kl
T35 (altercentric intrusion effect) : M [ Fe 1L
FIWE, fL B TP A A A, AN —3 5%
L —BAR M I LR, AR N E 2, B AR A
A —ErERU0 (Samson et al., 2010; Santiesteban
etal., 2017; Wang et al., 2019; FRil§ 45 2015), 4
TP F B R 3R O TR

AR 2 AU DA R S 3R v T R0 7T LA
PEAT AN T M A8« Apperly $2 H 0 BUBIE 238 1 A4~
RERTIW, B—ITREZADMT, HFZ
DRGSR HFEPAT RSN T, BT 8k

% (—Bukft)

SRR S oA 2 R Ak B R A LT B S ) B T A
N, PRIR—AS B 3l (N )RR & 4 (Oh )
R, XN B A shid AR EAAE A B T
b B, Pk 3R AR 7R — B i A2
EI RGNl D 8 TR O o VA
Furlanetto % A (2016)if i3 5 \ b B #375 H FAS 155
W AR 58 0k DX i 0 RIAS W] R A 14, & B mT 40 4504
FEAE— BN 1 AS TR 55 A A — BUE k0,
SCRE BB AR

TR0 AR A5 Ak — B 80 2 B 119 1 )
LRWGER I A g m B LRI — S 250,
T AEIn T4k B 00 ff BIr 8t (Marotta et al., 2012), Hr
b B B RS AE (A Sk | IR | 1) 2> [ ol fih K
B R R B B R — (8 - 4,
2013), AT a0 5 18] 7 1) B SO T A — 2L
ST, AL BRI S BOM B S RO A g, Pk
E SN 1 W20 A DRk — i €, PR AN — BUR 1R L
— A R NS, HAS TR & . Santiesteban
S5 N (2014) LA T LI Ak B R Sk S v O A
W RUCRBE, K BUAL B T Sk SR 45 AR H
TS, ST M, 5O0HRET
5K, AR AL AR T S8R
2.2 #t% Simon F1Z @45

WF5E 4 2% 48 412 Simon 1145 K #858 A
AR EER P, Simon F 55 77 A= BN 7T LA
FHZS [8) 2 ) @ B o 76 A 7 Simon {45 (Simon, 1969)
Bl T IR 23 1AL T AOR g, G R
ST A A, B 0 S A A
W B 5145 T, E45 A R 25 i) — 5ok sk
JoF , - BV IR 35 R A A TR B N S B, AngR £
A AT, Fe A7 s R R B . T #E go/nogo
Simon/T: 45 (Hommel, 1996) 1, 3 23 [a] — S PE4L
K2 5 o N, R A o SR A e, 2 )

B CF—3%)

Fl1 SRR, BN A — BUR PRI SE R AR, A IR BB — B M SE IR bR (T

Samson % A (2010) 2k 4%)
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PO HERE, 45 R TR 4 6 O A8 L A 2 e
AT, AR . AR, a4t Sr Simon
AT 55 R P~ A BE5 40T go/nogo Simon %45, HI
[Fi) B 7 A AE IR 55 300, 3k A e [l 7 € 3R
7T [7) B3 25 FH) 2l T oy 2 € 33, 65 R R s (] —
SRR N2 WA, B2 o € 0 35 T B A e
W33 S 7 i JE BB (Sebanz et al., 2003).
PR AL A A2y Simon T 45—
H sl #2, 9 R EAE  R] R ) R 8O N,
S I TE T R R O BUIR S, (R B
Hh S AR BR 2 BE T ) B R, R I AR
1T go/nogo Simon 1% 55 S FRAE i — AN bR #iE Simon
1155, M 2R3 25 ] — B RN . Freundlieb 45
A (2016, 2017, 2018) % R ik Al [m] £ 3 7] 52
Simon MRl AT 45 (N 1El 2), Bk T AZKRENS H &
HRAE T — A NBHLA, BEER TRl Al A AAS T 4
ST Simon {1553, & BUAE 0T W A 1R 21
H—BOHERON, AN AT R 2% 1 A Hh R — B A
BIAS 375 IR A5 BHL - it A & R B A AHL A1 Boffel
Fl Musseler (2018, 2019a; 2019b) [ ke {5 1%t =X,
HRIEM T A AR RS, 25—
AP S S AR, RS R R
A S SR xR, AR A b B B
BUS R, ¢ BRAR S B 8 X Ak B 4 A SR B 10 52
WA, Z{el3, von Salm-Hoogstraeten Al
Musseler (2020)ffi [} Simon F 4 #:9\ 5HLEE AR
T, KIGERRE I ML AR S AL A S

r

[# 2 44 Simon{T:45 (3T Freundlieb 2 A (2016) 24 %)

HEPHAME NS, B REELZ, &5,
Kuhbandner (2010)% ¥lit4s Simon 4£:452: % 2.0
PSR R 2 AR, A0 18 G R g L O
22 1B R R B R Y s ) — B RN, X — &
PRy P B O B A S SR IR . Sz, BT
SRS Simon R4 YR, FIZAE
S5 RTINS R B

Heyes (2014)IAA#t4s Simon 5%t AT L]
TR AL S AR . DRI B TR R W) B Y
25 [A) 49 A T 3RO BEUIR A, BRIV IRD B 2 A 2 ) A 3
BT A RN . BRI E, AL ZERRKZE
[ B 2 FUR: 2RI — R, JCie A AR e ak
B TA A R, RECE TR AT A B
HAdizORNE, AR S IA T H OO U A 4
RN, TR BAN S He AT B 1) B (Dolk et al.,
2011), FrLAFERE2: Simon 4T 4 & R H 25 8] — 3
PR . CATIF R, 4R % S e,
73 [0 — BP0 23 7 2k (Guagnano et al., 2010),
WS SR O B AL A
23 BTN KD

Surtees 4 A (2016) FASHI £ 4T 55 UE 52 1
N BB TR A A B LSS o S50 TR R
H— A (il H 4 ) Bk A 31 A T (%A 4 1)
Wisim ERBT (5. 6. 8. QR-KT 7THRENT 7
(nf& 3), EERG ST, BFh 58 8 if, A
BB BT AR R (— SR F); 4% R 6 5L 9 i,
PINE BB AR (O — B0 A 453 o, 78
WA T, A B I — BRI T8
A KT, — BRI — B Y R R
ERAER,

WELLE AL A, TEA -5, #
WA AL WA, il A Rl A 7 2R
WIS, MOR RN Z AT A ez R g, A —
FRAT Y LN H K 23018 . Elekes 55 A (2016)
iz AR AT 55, FEICA S5 T 1 ) B 3 A
4N, BEE R e R M E MRS 5 A O s o
TSI A 55 A TR (R AR AR 2% 120 ) I, 85 58 1 B — 3K
PRSI, RN RO B AR A .

VO A AT — Pk 280 B 2 2 () G 1 5
By, A B AR L LA G
LSRR NS RS Z B oE . £E Millett %
AN (019) i 5Ty, RPN A PIFPIE R . —Fh
F— b B 5 LB ECE, Z B FE R
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ST R 6, sl R 9, JRELK A ]
BRI TZZD, i —MR T Mo ARk
RN N T I TR e e R AW = = T Y
FAESS . 25 R NoR, PR TR 6 1Y
REARBA 0 35 25 5, R Wt aok % 1) S 1 64 7
I, SR OB
24 FEFEHEXFSD0

28 B IR AR AT 55 Rl i 1R M AR A
ANTRAR AR T T AL A7 B, BISR 55 38 4 45 I 2 oh
SBOMHEE, RER 4 PG ILEA RSN
RS AT 5 (Wimmer & Perner, 1983), {HJ&, A
W5 e 5 T R UM A E AR, ZLA
R RWRENS SE U R A5 ST 55, T e
A Y B2 N B o0 P S (Kano et al., 2019;
Krupenye et a., 2016; Senju et al., 2009), Schneider

45 N(2012)ffi [ Sally-Anne 28304145, SR AR 3
T it A DN i U 7 0 AL 1, R BT Y R
DR FERU R (I 4), (B ATE LR
PINAERE T, K —IARR . Z 548
WS (DFRGESS S KSEITE
INERBERE B 55 — AL E, A 20 BRA AL AR
FERME G, R BRTE A 4b, SEBR BERTE B AL;
QEIAF ST WHEIT R R i a7 &
FIAL BN B BR A AL B — . R Al B [l ) e
L, e PEA RSB 45 R KB, IR R
B EN S e — KB FIRR AL E, I H
TR I — {07 F A I 8] FE A (07 2 B .- Schneider
55 N(2013) % 1 PAAE # it AT [ RE A I3, A B
FPAE RO BEA R B U LR, AT REh T
FIPATAE P9 00 RS2 10 B 2

i T
N
H
BA
K 3 BOWIBCTT S (JE T Surtees 25 A (2016) 2k 4)
ERER
A} :
@ -
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4 AERME SRS, IURShC R &G 60~70 #H(FE T Schneider %5 A (2012) M %)
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P B0 B AW SO, E R A S 1 e T
MR IR ) b 3 AL B B Je — OO B BR 1 07
B, R A SR B TS A, A ER
TEAL B BT AR 7 o T PATAE A 1 P s Y
FRRE 132, Tk B AR AR v £k S %R 1 07 A7
FEREIRAG A, DR At AT X BR 057 8 A A0 7 S 52 b A
{% &5 (Joyce et al., 2015; Schneider et al., 2013;
Senju et al., 2009), thASFIH FUHT ML,
Kano 4§ A (2017, 2019, 2020) &% Krupenye % A
(2016, 2017)ik2 A\ g UL T 1 400 3 =X i) AL
B =MENREREE ., BEE . RELEE
M) ¥ A P TR AN, A AR i Ak B
WILMEIE, SILAEIEM L, 28 ARNAEL 5
ZF R B WU AR, R\ b B 1 R R
AT, RN BRI AT,
F IR BEAG F B T RN, H 7 8 I B
YU 25 1 R BB ZRON, SRR A,

WD EAM AR, IEH R 4 LA 5
BN SR T, A AT 2 T A B S A
TEAR X8R, D T X BR A 56, T iE A BR
R, Wik, iR S HBE L &I A
BRI BN B . FF A PE R I — P R
BOHEINAE R, 24058 T TN (AR,
TREEHE, 2006), Xk B LA Bk 07 A D>
RYFIIY] (Heyes, 2014) . Burnside 2% A (2019) 1 FH IR
S ARIES 16 4 H A% LAE U =
AR had, &R T A e & (M E)RE
S| &AL, BIFE M 42 S0 A 1R AR B A
B, BB R A, SRR O AT

B, AR FEIE SR B P B B A R O
Ak B AR A Sl R BN . {H A Samson
2 N\ (2010) M BIF 3T LUK, BIFSE 35 118 B0 AW AR
FEAT 55 0GE 23 AR KT 19 90 5 208 7T 5800 200
RURBERINE, W RN R 5D, 5125 5 HEBR
HAHEZE TP Fik, SSRGS E LN
3 W SR BRI S ML X, AR 2058 it
U OISR FRAT 55, X4 N o 35 AL A 0
FEXF F Sl R BRI R

3 RIRRFEEZPEIAIREFERN
eAESE S
FIT, P A 0 B 434 0 %
Mo, oA PR BB i R

o ST FEA AR 0 S50 AT 55 (R 0L p R
FAES), B AR R R, vl e
LRI MO . LRI T BEARE R 25
P AR AR B, T 922 IX 4 N o 85 A A s 0 Y
fRAS A RIE . T R X = 7 AT U
31 ZERMHSHERXNE

2R R AL S M S TR — BOME s 2 Bk R
PSRRI BE A5, 5350 FRAN AR 2R AT 0 U e
fis AR 2 T8 R A . B, Nielsen 55 A
(2015) ZEsR # I FE L B (Rh &) . Sk (At 2 1)
F A e (FE +E 23 = iR 6] 8 B 1)+ 23 4 Sk
LRFMT, 58 BT WS R BEAT 55 0, Il H
N SR 8 B 2 (VR I8 A B 0 R 9% 2%
R =R R R PO TN, Ak
S AF RN HE At 2 A B iR, FLAR U AR
FOr B G A B AR 52 3 rpols T BRI AR OC
A UL P B B TR R Atk S A e, #ha M
PR, AN B

SR, Wilson 2§ A (2017)4% ), Nielsen % A
(2015) ER AR HL A T AN AL SRR R R T Y
SR AP T YRR, H4E ) e i S AL
G, BESES AT HE, XERE KA W
fify L e Sk A fb B 25 5, IRIBE, Wilson 48 A
(20175t X AT ABFFE A B #EAT 40 T 2otk . (D) fiiH
i ) 757 S Ae s Santiesteban 25 A (2014)BF 5% 9 A
Eaik, DURE BNt E Ui 48 (2)
i FH A 75 160 11 BEABILAR 5 T 22 > [l 1 L€ B
TE AL | FEAIHLAN T LR R =Rl 4 S5 R L H
FE =R S R e R R oo A, B =%
Z IR SRR O RSN B B 25 S AR 2
AR S A 7= A S 3 O TN A B 5

Ak, Cole 58 A (2016)42 1, Mk Santiesteban
SN (2014) B2 1 7 3k B Ok 5 S 3R o0 Ak
I A ABL A 25 SR, E 2 AL A A0 AN 4 7 8508 T RE
ML AFAE, LB AR 0 — SO RN 2 B
FE LB, T Sk AR 0 — SO 508 ) = 2R
FIRRTE WH, BECTR RSt
sURARFE SRR, AEAES L. B4, Nielsen %A
(2015) I\ A BT Sk 7E H 8 A= 16 H & F s 7], mT LA
WA AL B B 0 Ak, B DA S i 3k 2 f 4t
2xPERY; 1T Gunalp %8 A (2019) % A A R i Sk e AT
SR PO 5 N T E S, HOA Tk AR
oM, WRT LR EEEAN LR T L,
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BA @t att, "I, K
I, SRR I, TR WF B AR B R T 4
TR BUIRAS, SRR H S UL R B BL
32 ZEMURAERS

Meltzoff #1 Brooks (2007)7 Bk, Fedi1=Z FTLi
R A HOG, BEARAIGHEE T —FF
FRIL O BDIRES . 2R IR0 5 R (20 IR
BHENEE MY S5 AWM RBESE, TR
HEMTALE L. wiE B0 858w i S
P R TR, i AR B B R
AN, B AL A BRI L T 8508 (Samson
et al., 2010). HF5%# 45 i F 9 20 s 1 ok #5: N 5
YT REFR 2 (0 7R P (Hare et al., 2001), A0457E 15 00
RMRBES PRSI ARG . Pitkaism, B
BT W25 RS PR S5F, H R R R e )
FRERAS

Furlanetto %% A (2016)#1 Marshall % A (2018)
FAMREAES KM, TS N EESK L
TR, AATLRAE T A I O TR
N, O Grady %% A (2019)F1 Baker %5 A (2016)f#i i
PR AT 55 & BRI A 25 5L, BRI A 1k B 4k
W, THRONTE A, BT E B SR S e 2
— AN 2RI R SR R, AR
DL ERIE

{H2, Conway % A (2017)7E 525 — H i AT
MR B AT B8 2 B, P Rh 25 A 3 A7 A
SR AL TP, R P B0 B A0 i B
TR, g AR A3, H3k
THM=EHE T Furlanetto % A (2016)HYHR HE 5L 5,
SRR R A B A IEYE . Wilson K [R5
(2017) I\ N IR S RN it By s 5l A B A =, IR BE
B X 43 5 B — A2 2 b AR, T AR D T
S TR, A PR A SR S A IR, 45 50

Conway & NMER—2, TR OB A

AR ER I I A A — 2, (H7
T XS R, — S RF 5T SR N RO B A U
(Baker et al., 2016; Furlanetto et al., 2016; Marshall
et al., 2018), — LA 57 3T HF IO AL WLS (Cole
et al., 2016; Conway et al., 2017), 45557 J& 1 )5t A
FIREZ, SEHAT 55 72 1 B R # il AL B i) 1L £ 3E
AT, RAk xR B9 AR IAAAE 25 57
33 HEMABHIKE

FEo AR B AR U 48 24 1 7] 2 590 N RER 2 AT
2, R R R T M N BB A AT I 2K,
R 5T h £ E AR =B B (& 5 FITR) :

(L) xAE55: e SEgs ot 53 3R AL S
FHEATHIWT, AT LA A B3R O TS0 A R
Tl TRV o TE AL S AR AT AT 55 FIMORE 25
N HE T, AR B3R AT AE 55 A Wk
2 R 3 H 0T (Bukowski & Samson, 2015;
Martin et al., 2017; Michael et al., 2018; Simpson &
Todd, 2017; Todd et a., 2017; Todd & Simpson,
2016; Wang et al., 2019),

(B {T55 . Samson %5 A (2010) ) S 5 3 %2
SRR TE R 55 T AUR S5 A FRAL A 80 B
X — SRR B B RURIR A A 3 A e B ialik
PR B S PR B AL A IS . PRI IR
SCEHT, B AR AR IR R, IR B ]
I, BRE#E N B FR A AT AT 55 4 W (Martin
etal., 2017; Michadl et al., 2018; Wilson et al., 2017).
ZiR R, BaUE S o s o TR0 .

(R ES: 5T AREME(TH A
FE, MIA 2Rl Z b S m, wkh —
AR R R . XS RO B g Kb
O TR, WALFTE 53 O TR0, BRAE
Ak — LA S EE, ndsn Ak 5 5 a0 B a

|+ P wsms i [ sy [ Eraem |
BRAES

|+ B wmmew o sy o mrammm |
i

EEEN S TR |
ELRIES

K5 st = Fh gt
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(5] [i1] s (SOA), it B ik 19 1 1 1 7% #% 3 4k & &
e, B ARE 1) BN Ba O B AR 2 R AR — 2
(Bukowski et al., 2015; Capozzi & Ristic, 2018;
Gardner et a., 2018),

P PIAT 55, 3 7E R AT 55 PR X
Bit, SCETERAME S PR, R
*AE 55 1T 1) T 48 215 N o 8 A e —
FAYIEHE (Baker et al., 2016; Furlanetto et al., 2016;
Marshall et al., 2018), ifii K F e 20AT 55 (9 WF 58 &
0 ) T 4R B 5 90 B 4G BEE — B IE 4E (Cole
et al., 2016; Langton, 2018; Wilson et al., 2017),
Clements-Stephens %3 A (2013) [L#¢ T BA4li il = fA
TE AT R 1 2 24 7 1 = A TR AR X 4005 25 (1]
W RBR B, R IR T4 2 48 7 10 = F AR
R AT LG Bl Y = R B SR R B 4, 1
WAL 55 SR N RO AR T, kA — T
FEHE T o AT 55 MR AT 55, (AT 55 7E8
AT, SO RCREAT 55 R A S AR,
45 Hxfk LA fii B (Conway et al., 2017), T 7EE
PHE 5 IR MR RAT 55, TEMCARXS oLk
FAL 55 AT H Z R

AR E 0 R AR Y B A  A OAR
KRR R R, X HAGE ER 1 MEYs, A
WL A5 R BN AL A7 7 P B O Fe A O R A
A4S FRATTNS AN [ 1) 92 36 90 XA 7 33 7 T Y
file e, A M AL AR BT 55 Hh Y RO B e
e PRI 2R, AT LA I 7 At W R b L e R
TFAEZS W) AE H (Freundlieb et al., 2017; Gobel
etal., 2017) WAk, i ARAWFFE I TE R 1O L

FYPRE, (BR8N IE ST IR, £ R T8 W
5% BF (Nielsen et al., 2015) , £k & % (Milgram et al .,
1969) Jz =% [b] 4w iS F5 FE (Boffel & Musseler, 2019a)
R F, WA AR AE B 3SR PR — B AL
N o FELLJG PRI v ] B i v O R AR I R
A H BTSRRI T AL 3R L 5 42 & B

4 HEMFIEXEHIRAREFRAR
HIIRER

U X T A R R AR 4 A 28 ) 2 A B 6
MR FRELSRE, A FELEPFHEAKRR
F R AR A SN I R 2L, D B R
AERMA T WA REN - S~ - SKMHNER
HIREE PUNE S SN

FFAH S HL {7 (Event Related Potentials, ERP)
BOREA B B [E) 23 B3, TG A Sl R
PRV AEDLH, RN A O ECR B B 3SR
P& WF 5% 453855 8 /b (Ferguson et al., 2018;
Kuhn-Popp et al., 2013; McCleery et al., 2011;
Meinhardt et al., 2011; Sabbagh & Taylor, 2000). %l
McCleery 55 A (2011)3E £ i ABENIEAT 500 AR
BAES, BRI AA L AR FAEE RN
R, 1M B TP450(325~525ms) 75—t 441 F e
A=A RIEE K, KAT1E 9 (late frontal
slow wave, LFSW) (600~800ms){¥ 45 1Rk (1) — 51 5%
AN — B IRIFE K, ZESLSEAE |, Ferguson
N (2018)#R 4% 1A AR B, BRI AL
SHAILEAASTE AWK ZEST . AL
A FEEARTEE T McCleery %8 NI FE 4558, HEL

x1 BEIUSREHIEEX, BEEZWEER

PR Al

L

ANV B BRI T, BN E 1, 4305
b N 15 5 1) R AR 37 35 i 5
BRI &R R BT A ShE

% V) 3 1 2 TR AR T =l BLAR ZS

PLA AR LRSS ES RS
[i) 24 1 v 2

AR 3k ) T, w7 xR e
HMCALER ¥ 5

E X B 3l T A AR

—HERORE B3l TAB AR S, T30 A ARk
HLECRPE: R A TAL AR A T Y s

TR

#h2r Simon #£55: Z= M [ 8 TAb ARk

— AL

BB AL 55 - /B —  H I T AR

kR

BURENE: 20T SOl IF A A B R
YRR — B BIBRAY i

PALIESES MM, BRI RRE, e

EVETIIEIRI
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— AN, (R JLEE AL B S i — BRSO T 2R
UL EHAL B AR R T A S SR BE, B S RN
bR gs R . b B T T — 8k e
B, {B{A Ferguson S5 NX 43T ARMA T H—
HE 2R, BT T LLGE I ERP B ARFE 5T 0
EEs PUN=PE b A S JER S VPR f ]
RN SR A

I BEM: A% G AL 9R A% B K (Functional magnetic
resonance imaging, fMRI) B4 57 (123 7] 70 K,
AT XS LA = AFRFI S — AFRIL A, W LA SR
BAEMMAMMPARKMHETELER. ©F MR
AH SEAIF T & M0 o5 SR 45 3 T2 T 194 Mg X 435 3831 T
B4 IX (temporoparietal junction, TPJ). PNl Fij %%
it f )2 (medial prefrontal cortex, mPFC) . Ji il B2 /i
- (ventral precuneus) . J& ¥ #2 #if 1 (posterior
dorsalprecuneus, dpPC) 4% (Apperly et al., 2005;
Kaiser et al., 2008; Ramsey et al., 2013; Schurz
et al., 2014; Vogeley et al., 2004)., H {7, 1Y Ramsey
2 N, Schurz 25 A Vogeley %5 AR FH WL A5 2%
BEYE A 5T A 3h WL SR B . Ramsey 45 AN
Vogeley 55 A1 fMRI 25 R 7R, 16 S LA %A T,
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Je Bl PR R A B i T [ R o G A R A
FRAE /AT AT, FTREIX A3t DA JLFHE &L . (1) 3]
AR MR R B A TSy, kT,
TEARDL R F45, #hamlinisz, BRERE S
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Automatic perspective taking in dot perspective taking:
The debate between implicit mentalizing and submentalizing

LIYi, XIAO Feng

(Department of Education Science, Shanxi Normal University, Linfen 041000, China)

Abstract: The phenomenon of automatic perspective taking has been confirmed by many studies, but the
mechanism of this effect is still controversial. At present, there are two main views: the implicit mentalizing
view holds that automatic perspective taking is due to the spontaneous selection of other's perspectives as
domain-specific process, while the submentalizing view proposes a domain-general process, such as
reflective attention orientation or spatial coding of location, which simulates the role of mentalizing in the
social environment. By analyzing the existing studies, we propose a collaborative model of mentalizing and
submentalizing, which can perform cooperatively or independently. In the future, more rigorous research
methods and advanced technology should be used to study diverse subjects and explore the mechanism of
automatic perspective taking.

Key words: automatic perspective taking, implicitmentalizing, submentalizing



