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SR AT F2 M i Y IR IR IR

R4 HRBRE
(P B IME R A A E 2= BE, REA 210097)

O E XFASEAEARZHEEGLFER, LEPHLCERES. AR, LFARLRRAT TS
A RAA F. R AL A S X A FI IR R e, KTk, K
IR MEFBRAANAREFAEINT ETAQRE. EiAsZ b a7 LF R omg
A, BPARAT 2 R AR BIA R LR T AR R X F MLt R R S0 T 24V 2 A .

KR XFWE; SEE; RANA; B

HEE Bs44
1 OIEER RS LML NBEBIR . BRI S YIAR G, A

BOCTE OBEIE 5 30/ MR R OE R L 1T
MG IR 28, TAES ToM 2% FHIR
B2 (Reading the mind in the eye-test; Baron-
Cohen, Wheelwright, Hill, Raste, & Plumb, 2001),
TEAED ToM H R A5 1R 1E & AT 55 (false belief
task), G1AFILE LR BRI W R INE AL 55
(unexpected transfer task),

A B R R O BEEE A ST E A
Kidd F1 Castano (2013)7E Science ## 3¢, i &%
0P 560 32 352 5 0 BR PG 1 S VI 6B, 5l &
WX, 4Ot R, ARG =
ASTA] R (1) 302 1R 132 2 75 W] DA v 0 B B 6 B

L FRFRE (Theory of Mind, ToM)H R K25
Y)2# % Premack F1 Woodruff (1978)# i, F T+
SRR LA T AR B TR
o B A A {0 IR S R, ELOR S A
PRAT A LR R G A S A Bk ES, IF
S DY AL AR S TN EAT M IORE ST, —TBAH,
O FRERS A 55 1 2500 B P (affective ToM, | 3C
fAIFRAE 25 ToM)FIIA .0 B PR IS (Cognitive ToM,
T SCETFRIAT ToM). i 46 3650 MBI AR b S 2
(IBE 7, TG R T R B e A A IR L 50
e, ANDBBLEHE 112 5, 55 RIY Ay
AVRITIAR, WHRRAERAEMETLR e R B R A 47 (3)3C% B
. (O SR BL, RIELII e
SRS PR R A A R R RRE AT R
W&, AT SMAKAIE. =5, AMTRREY 2 XFENMNREFAEZESTUESOIEE
1 A BRASFE (BRI, 2015) . B0 35 RE 77 114 B 1) wHES?

S LIRS, 1 SHCER A e
R, B, T L A R PAPRSLSEGRIL TULA TR 109

Ao e e, X FESR B S B BT X

SRR IRAE A B, kg e AOFHERESR

E T LI O PG At R Ry s MR, TR G ATE

o LR SR S T RUEREL ATRUER . GUERIL, SCR
AR S22, 59 A0 00 Rt 2
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() P N A, SR B . Sk R
WNEBRF BT CARNAE DR Ak
(defamiliarization) Fl fij 5t 1k (foregrounding) ., [l it
SCEESCAR I RE Z — SR WAl AL B E A S 5 S
2RI Z MR, AR A
[ 8 AT 7E 132 O o A R E 1R 3 ] R
%o /MU E R TR R RUA TR =, AUA M
T U R S T R T RGE R, R
BEfEEE O A EEIE S . Mar, Oatley il
Eng (2003) HLA T RUGAR M/ SCA 5 360 H: S A
Xof ] AR A 520, AT A 3, XTI MERE N
58 4 DR TE 9 W 28 SCAS, 13238 X U SCAR 19 B
REVEMW, IS W E A o X W B ] A
st AR R B 7 3 156 B P 1 T Bt AT R0
Bowes il Katz (2015)7E 73 #h— IS 46 0F 52 Hh & 3,
XF T AR R A RGR A2, A0 SRR & R B T B filf
HTEBA S R (B SO SOAS il 2 B i Fr A=
k), 230 el B 1) 32 WLIERSZ L B 7 A AN [
RO o AT TE — SE 387 B 132N A% 33 7 T ) SC
A, b5 b — B B B A AT R (R Y SO AL
R SCA, ] T2 58 B 2 I R T 28 B TR I 520 D 3K
DB EEE RS, g5 R kB, R gl pit
OB B s TARRR M A . X UEH, R
SR T AT DU T I A T AE 14 (cognitive
empathy),

SCF B AT 0 T A PR R B SRS Bl
HAETRE AR A, 5 A — s B0 H S )
g BEECE AW S AT T R R A
Bl B S EIE, Xl EEE R
RGO BRI BE T . I, A ARG
7, B EE/NGEAT DL 35 4R e N RO BEBEE, T
) 352 A SC A /N B B Al UL U AR Y )G Bk ik 3
X — % (Djikic, Oatley, & Moldoveanu, 2013;
Djikic & Oatley, 2014; Fong, Mullin, & Mar, 2013;
Mar, Oatley, Hirsh, dela Paz, & Peterson, 2006; Mar,

> A (empathy) 25 0 fa] BEAR R SZ A A O BIUIRZS A9 RE 1,
B 3R ISR AT a3 S | DO A R YNV B
(cognitive empathy) 1% &3 1% (emotional empathy) i~
By o BWFFEE NN, ToM EZXF T HAF A AT L5, BIIA
AL o (H BRI B — BB 5 Stk — B X 3 T I ToM Fl
4 ToM, XSEPr BRIENHIAEEPA4EE L ToM #
empathy P82 % R 12K (Djikic et al., 2013; Dvash
&Shamay-Tsoory, 2014; Vollm et al. 2006)

Oatley, & Peterson, 2009; Mar, Tackett, & Moore,
2010). Mar % A (2006) % B, Fdise/MyLi £ i
#, HAEE % ToM 192 HLix R A 3320 ) 3k
(Mind-in-the Eyes test)HH75 708 . AS{EH AN,
TE— R B I 18 B H, Kidd 1 Castano (2013)4
B, AERS TR SO EAE B, R SN A
H] IS AR ToM BB, iBREHR & HIAH
ToM f8 77 o TEflE K R T/ Al 55 1, Dodell-
Feder FI Tamir (2018)LA &2 Mumper il Gerrig (2017)
XFUAE IR S R (BT 2R R R KR
BT T R G RSB E 150 8T BIASI0 AT I
TR 45 SRR B, AEXT TR /N 18 5] 352 1 TE AT 0] 17
BEAESAHLL, /NG 2 RE A8 18 & B iy 4k 2 A
AEJT . JCAMHT AR B RN B AR AN K, Hgeit
SR HEBA W RE . T I SCRE T OGE R 2D
Tt [ 2 G e] 52 Ak 2 DR, TR AN A ST A BT Y S
HRAMEAL 35 AT ToM | 1/ 26 ToM 5.0 BB (14 A
5, TR SHER . R E S0 HER
AHBEXRRWOIE . B, XS o8 45 1 g
X S R 5O PRI OC REGEA BRI S %
N R BRSSO 28 25 Il 2 Bsf
[A] () ZE K 1M 34 55 (Appel & Richter, 2007), il LL
M B SO S, OO R R ) 2515
eI ESEe iR AT =T Vi S AN U g a3
e, A ANZARZ 55 o AN, B2 SC2EAE SR AT
VIR 33 0 IR S 48 0, BRI H A8 i 77 (Burke,
Kuzmic¢ova, Mangen, & Schilhab, 2016), Johnson
(Q013)RY B 5T & B, BieA XBThi 2 ik id %
Y SCEEAE i WD S 4R R T i X BT R A AR Y
[R5 I RE DX AT T (A S, SC 2 el i e 7= A4 (1) 3
)7 A8 FL 2R T YR RR ], Matecki, Pawtowski,
Cienski F1 Sorokowski (2018)% B, HH X} T[54 132
SO, B SCE /N R P (L ) AT DA A
XTSI O N B, (HB R, PP AL
TG IALERE, DRSS 2 S H B3RS K
SR, SRR AR R BT 302 R x4k
LIRS K R AR VR, (HITAE TR I AH CBE
FEA R IR T S 13 I B BN o Panero 55(2016)
A& #4 Kidd F Castano (2013)194 8L 9, Al
48 5 T Z 8 VE AR 4% (792 N), SR
FE¥ A B H Kidd 1 Castano Y 3B SCH 45 5
AT 2 B0 SC 2 T 52 21 A A 32 Bl s 2 152 2 A AR
O H Y 2 BT AN A7 W W 22 001, fRLT- R B
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%28 %

S0 8 SO IR 32 28 D O AN R DA R AR 0 IR
Ao BRI, HE—2540 b &I, ARG 13200 I 1) 245

SR PRI R S5 R Z A 7R 3 A OC, X
- U B SO ) 5 R R A R T PN TR 3 0 B
BRI, (AT 4 /N5 15 15 0 S 3 Bl 1) T LA
W O BRI RE ) . AT WL, R IR Ty
HrafEgE i 2Z Br LAk BT AR /N B9 S0UV 3 (Dodell-Feder
& Tamir, 2018; Mumper & Gerrig, 2017), R 7] fE
2 PRI Ay 246 TR 3 ok A AT 5 i SR A0 1) 340 2 A )/
VEBRAT 45>, PRI AS 25 2 A T S0 2 14 S B850 o

3 FWUERNAHEIR

b B, S B AL 3 S 2 ] Y A
LB, (A5 A0 S0 2= 3R A5 T LU &
DS, FAER . R A—E RS
ZRh . —J5 T, XATREF TR R SCARRBIAGA G, A
I 58 HE 30 1 2 SO /NTE, TG Y S 45 4 2 A
SCEERER; AR RS — ARRBGA, T
A2 = NBR, AR A ARG A FR ST 52
I ZE R R AR TR, LA, X AT AR IR SCACAR
B B9 5| F2 B (transportation) S 32 4 N K 22 7
AR, DR iR, HREeil SCA S B | i i3 T
25 Sl b N 025 BEFE AR 3 — 2 (Vaughn,
Hesse, Petkova, & Trudeau, 2009), Ifj*F % AFEE
BARM R NN K AT RE = A . 33 4b, 8 7E
JERE . AR HERRAE I E O AT AEAR K2
A, X EEHEF A B RO FEE S A TR S V) OC Bk
30 XARRAAMESR

SCEF/INHE A R B — R el LR A
FRGR, BURM A MR S S5AEE M EAR
T B U] I, [R) B S5 i 2 AR i B TR
i, /DULRIVES, AR AR AR BE 98 1)
ARF BRI . —BRUL, A — AR, F
TATRRNEE S AFR A BGR A o X SR UL,
B A — ABRACIE <R R g S AR, &5 RiEHE
Wi — AR, LAKR KIS EES 5iH
WIff A, B GMLEH S R a2
] 17 R EAR A 2 g i 2 = A BRAR ] Alh /b,
WILLR A 0 B R sl i ke, (45 ek fig

3 HA Pino Hl Mazza (2016)FYHIFFY 45 Wiab B 432 52 1y 12 4
AR /NIL(222 TO R BRAT 55, B ss R T A s R
B 58] 2 3550

f T R 2 UL |V B R AL/ NG R N (R A,
2008; HIFE, 1996; HiIPE, #ihnEl, EBNE, 2018),
X PP RUEE 7 O W FAT L R e A AN R B
Wi, Papeo, Corradi-Dell’Acqua il Rumiati (2011)
>R T 22 Ui R (TMS) 7 126 FR &S 1 SR I3 — AP
FIERE = ANFRALA TRl R 9 N sl A, 455 R IR
JHE — NP 1Y sh AR5 A 1 B &8 1 gl 4 7,
2R = PR B S AE WA . RIUIF A A4 K
1 BAE T 25 by 5 | ke AR LG BB, AHX T
Hi— . SAFRBUR, KIUH Z AFRBUAIL A 3T
ARG B, (B ANFRBIBGA 7 A RE - A ARy
SRR . BEFE R I, R A Z ANFRI /N
BT W n A TN GER, KNS Z AFRAYAL
BT BOH A By L3 e A i B A Y R U0
1 (Mildorf, 2016), Brunyé, Ditman, Mahoney F
Taylor (2011) A T 13238 XA [m] 4504 A0 A7 /N 1Y)
P A, ABAT A IR A — AFRBLA (“you™) Y
AR HR A — AFRI BUA TS T (‘T ER 5
W 3 5 SRR P g R L B AR i HL 2R AR
HIBOR LA LS — AR BUR LA, A S ik
H MR RN . X, 5T AR
ARLIAR FIT i s 1) X G B ke 5 1) S N AT DA 332
HHE, NEEMAEERYL, AR
WoRS A S AR RS, LA Sk <5 0
B AR R R R S 1O BLRAE

g5 PR, AR A RGR LA BT 51 B AUA S
AR AR, BT IR, A b B an e
SO BN RS, R B IR T LA
£ FAUGR A FR 8] (U0 : Hartung, Burke, Hagoort, &
Willems, 2016; Mullins & Dixon, 2007), K45
BrE, WAnATE S K Djikic 58 A(2013)H 5%
LI K Kidd F1 Castano (2013)5FZIi5L56, 7EBE
PE S0 SO Y P B 75 TR RUA IR A EARLA
AFRIX — I ZR o SR SR 22 0] Al A7 52 56 45 R Y — 2L
PEF A
32 DEERHNIAEEERNEER

HT T 0 BB S 9 K 34 45 RO A G
PRI HTE X L B 4 A7 3000 D Fof L7 DA 3K 4 1 4 i
BT FLE o SR, HHTA Ik, A 5630 By B AL 2R
PRIE R W SEUEVENFFT, 2 DTG 2 24 B2 Ok 37
O PEBISRE ), AR FH R I 1520 DU 3Kk 47 4
KA 44 ToM (Hb4n: Dai, Ni, Chen, & Xu, 2019;
Fong et al., 2013; Panero et al. 2016; Mar et al.,
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2006; Mar et al., 2009; Mar et al., 2010), HA WA
SIWEFE Rl B T 4545 ToM FIEAZD ToM (U0 de
Mulder, Hakemulder, van den Berghe, Klaassen, &
van Berkum, 2017; Kidd & Castano, 2013), LIk
1 ToM 45 3027 ] 152 28 36 22 18] F) 5% 28 9 AS R v
o OOUHAER T AR, TERSESII 5T,
75 2ok T R 5 H Al — 2 O B A o (L I ST ) 32
21, RNRERE BTAF) & A A 1L, WIS 0 fie 2%
HIBFE 4518 . B840, de Mulder 25 A (2017)% M 5
Kidd HI Castano (2013)Z&fBLAHT7 LR A58 30 1
BSOSO ER . M A IR Y S B
WIRIFA R LABE & i3 1O 3 e e g, BRI
1) SC 27 el 352 2 g A s AT LA 0 BB E 1) R R
B FZRTINA ToM, 1545 ToM JFASZ520 o B
B SC 2 1] 152 28 30 X AN () B398 1 43 199 5 o -
AR—*#%. Dijikic % A (2013)%& B, AHXHF K H1H 3C
SRR R, R B A 8RR A
= S 118 OU R B2 I, A A 1) I R AT LA A R
ToM, {HAREAEEL ToM, i H. H IR LE I ik
4 (openness) 15 43 B AR 1) A 44 (BRI B W, 3 5F
WG, AN THEE)E LA RINEN . H AT,
O BE 1AS T) ] 53 52 3 302 B 5 48 ) e A A
R 22 S 12 R AN AR TR], BRI Ok A4 BIF 5 5 B
XU RIATLB .
33 MEHESIANNEINER

R AR 10 S ) T R A% B v 132 3 10 BB
0, (B R A A B RO H BN EE AR
ol 2 5, 3Tl 2 gl 2 X S 2 B2 1 e R R RO
PR, JLEAE 3~4 & T IR Bt ) 150 B
FISRRE ), il T2 Rsfe . FE . HEFIE
HREB W, & A0BEEIS L R B 5625
FEEETEAAHIR] o b3R5 7E T Ji 52 0 =2 i K AR I
A% R O A 90 BB IR B0 3E 47 Pl A il
FEEHEAG OISR IS 2 AT, O
WRE BN R M, EC R, HET
AR RE, SRR M LR R BTN BT I A
s, DR T2 B L S A R YRR AR RN
TR 6.0 B BA BE ) A R0 28 0 se %, | T
A TEAEE, ZUACHS RS ERE,
TEMATEY b REA B e BSC 27 B 12 O AR 0 o A
I, FEARDY S B 3 5 T LA RO BB Y O
IR b, i B A AL S Ay T AR AR Y
RS ASRTE L BEEE b — A B R B,

PR IRAEIIIRAE £ 35 B | o I BB A7 2 AR
ZbrBERE, HoOBBEISEE ) KR S, A5 RR,
PIAE A6 5 AR ME P A /N 1t b B S s RN o e Ah,
Xof At — SRR A R P S R B T L0 IR S
SR F (AR SOPUR Z W YOG &R o B, fi
IR R BRAE IR i 3 2240 R 70 B A o iy 45 9 =
T SO A AR A [ B, — R A A [ A
AY O B PE 8 O 1A AY () ST WD, 2015; Stemmer,
2008) {EFIJiE 2 516 H NS 1t Re iy 1T S50 2L it 1
FEH BT, M B0 S L ) B, 02
TR SO 0 BB A By A7 ) A B B
i RO A I BB A 7 H RTINS

R 7O BE I AN R, 3 T AR T
T P 22 S 0 25 2 e SO IR B RIOR o AR Y LR B2
o, R AMBITE BN PR BRSO B OC R
A B E N BRI Ve w0 B 15 A
RIS, RNE DB AEM AP RECE b 2%, '
N T 1 13 3 B 5 22 090 [ A 0 N SR A 23 S
RERSE HE AL 5 rh 59 N Wy R e = R 45 3 Dy 2 LA
AR AMETPE 2 Y AR D 1) e 4 AR
ME W FE, MG T2/ 5L
— M EEE RN ER, HEOFEEMA, HFTHE
TR AR B8 N ) R = 5 o A 8 2 MR A7 B R R
A R UL T SR O BRAE . K B PRI 2 X S
e 12 () 45 2R 77 R S

Mz, SCFETEE RO BRI S R A s,
AN RN R A 22 S 23 XX — o B A T 5
Wi, PR Ok 5 S0 ) B A G Y 52 S F 5 — i A
R 257 R 2K 2% gt 3¢ . Bal Ml Veltkamp (2013) % 3,
RE X T D) 1352 35 1 i ) SO G ), /N B 5 2
PR E OISR ), (HE R R TR
B ARER SO S B, XU, %
JE SR S A B A 22 5 30 AN BRAE 52 4 1 AR < S
Bl RO R B, SR S RN R R A T,
BID 214 352 5 ke o SCOAS e v B 5], A I R
A A SCAS S T 220 ] ) R At S e i, SO
XA A BEBR 285 L 23 DA T 7 A= 1 R 52 1 A7
SR I, RS A AR R AT Y 35 K
SCAF T 3 B RO A AR AR, A kR R
(Bal & Veltkamp, 2013),

4 SCEEEMOIBIE R M
EARHRCR I, SISO B3R
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%28 %

TE R AR N0 RS, (A I Y S0 R
AT LUAR = N O B ES, ol BIAF y
o AT /N GLEE L 32 Al /N U IS SO AR L B
REdR M A O EEIRRE ), X—I R I
ML Fnph 28 At AT A W8 7

BR T SCE (LR A F M PE AR AL . TTs A AR)
FBGRMEZ AN, SCHAE S0 5 — A E R 2
BT, B i Y R s B~ AR B
SLAENG . SCE BT, EeE s s — AR
T 0 R B O BT b A AR
NN € YN NTE ISR 0b I Sl E Y|
Z ISR DL S A T i & R, I R 5 A A
W Y1 B W (Koopman, 2018), [k, 289 [ sk
SCEEAE R ELE, S AL LIS B A
7/ N T e N (W A B L N/ )
HRE R, Zad B A0 R IR e,
320 S S A 2 T 2 o B AN O IR, R
TR ALERR S, REW T 24ELHE, WE L2
A CRF2f ) g4 IR BSOS S R BB 8 52
Wi XAt A B80T, W B 22 4 FL R R
X A SCE R, 3R AERREEE = AR
BEVGHT (katharsis)SON, BRI AE 4866 1524 A
B SRURZ S, Fibgw B adim, feagil i~k
P LRI B AR B RR 22 A 8RR AN FH A2, AT T 47
FA) 38 7 S 5 35 380 B S (7 B +- 22418, 2002) .
MAEF R, W S 0 RIE VTR, 55
i b3t —Fh AR 5 MR A B B R —
HILEIR, MHEHEEEETEARMBEEAY
Z AV 2 B e A S e B e AR

i, Koopman 1 Hakemulder (201542 T
— ™ A 30 R R TR SR A AR S 2 R s An e A AR
FRy 0 AR A5 D B H AR o T AT (57 v
(B S8 2B B X AR O (LI 1), 302
B, B DA R R R A B TR
AW, BRI SO RCR Y — A 2 G R R R e Y
38 f37 JEL 25 e ) ——n ] B 1 B D A 2 i DU 0 B A
A B0 BRI DL RSO S 1 R R, XA
SRR FUE T SCAR R R BRI 5 I 1Y
g 505 AH{, Kotovych, Peter, Marisa £l

* Koopman Fll Hakemulder B2 7E Oatley (1994; 1999)
A g IS AL 2 R,

Mark (201 1) SC2AJR B LU AE SR 523 A E & 2 1]
XTI, TE AN H 5 i B XU AS W7 25 i
JEEXT 7 I 4 MR IR, SCE BB, AR AR
£ AR 8 DL R T MR, S TR AR
A AR 2 T R N B SR SRz, i LR
2 SCFAE AR B A AR KR B YRS K 2 H AL
W E . XEARTE TR E A B H B I BRI &
PEAT AT R o DR ahb S 2 5 T DB v 1 2
R 4L 1 A0 R = 1 i T, B SO 2 AR RE
Jo AMBnpt, BRI H R, SO EAT
A TR v o I S A A R R L A L
FRfE, P, TE AR TR, SO S B e
PEE i X AN O BRSO IE R, FRERISC
2% el 1326 28 REAS HE iy AR B S A 0 Xl A0 B
T Bh A B, RIHR R AN RO BB BE g o i Rl 2
AR/ SRS, eI L O, R SC
%, MTRTFRE B ADTFEIPIN A O D15 3h
LD BB 3, AR wE S BX — T AE o

T
g LA :>>®§§%
B (s (8877)

A
X O EE
% =
5 H‘J%‘i&rﬁx
B
%
P | gkt le—] M
K P —
o2 e | |
b X%W§;;
x -

Bl 1 3B ff @) 8 (role taking) B8, 5] H
Koopman #11 Hakemulder (2015)

FEMAHLHIZE, A& ITr R
544 25 Z 55 (Mirror neural system) #9452 H oy SC2# ik
T O B A OB PR AL TR 4 A B2 T AY IR
Wi o BRI G TC I A TR KK FS X, %
P28 TCAE A i 5 2 B A sl LAt AN A A
FKUBIER, H7 RIS, 5k, FREE T
ik AR B AR (MR i — 25 8 N K Bz J2 [R) R
TEAETRE AL MG X 8k, I FR =2 Ry B 15 ph 42
480" (Rizzolatti, Fadiga, Gallese, & Fogassi, 1996;



3

WREEAE A5 S B 2 o] 5 0w 132 3 A0 B3 i 439

K, XIRHK, 2018) AR Z JIF LLRE WS L 6 28 14
A N B RO R, AR KR bR AR KM 1) 58
BME RS, mEEME RG0SR AW NAE
PRI, W LM IR AT . AR BRI
S I, X — R Gy BB IHIEE (Embodied
cognition) 1% F& A T ik #4682 18 A IESE . AN
M, B A RG] e N BT ) i &
BEnl, AR A Z MIReMs AT 2 2 HIMVAE | 2=
FIZZH o Speer, Reynolds, Swallow Fl Zacks (2009)
e R AR BA, BRI e = (5] 2 a0 78 v K45 5
AL, TR, W SRR R AR Fhi K d
KT B R, 323 K 67 ST AR A I IX 2 0 o
T2 A 3 32 A8 #F B A i s i, R v
I A B AR BN X 2 MG . X — 45 R
e, R A ShEFE M S s b By XS
X IS v SRy AR e R S35 1 Ak 3 = AH
oL, e 2 U N 1 Rl 32 37 AR R B AR S K ik
TR R GE AT AR o Mar (2011) 3T fili L4 1
TCA AT WO, B EE S S I S 1 Al X R 25
PR S BT 55 PTG P I X AR R &,
ARG T BIIFG) . AN FTA6 i (mPFC)FHT [
B X (TPHAE X F4b, IR RS R, JRLe.C
PR (O 26 A7 AE BB I N, 38 TR S B
25 308 B 45 Fh 45 FF 1 [R) A, 3] 2 At AT D AR P B fe
H PG AR DL e AN O 3RS

BB RS A0S K ILERE I
IR, R A AR I R, Herfe
3 i A ARG R R 15 48 R S5 (Miirror neuron
system) AN R IA, B2 SC2E AR MU HUR S0
ANUEET DABR S N () SR A4 Bl 22 2R Gt 0T Bl s 2k T
&= AN 3L1% 8 /) . Altmann, Bohrn, Lubrich,
Menninghaus F1 Jacobs (2012)%5 % i i) 152 — 2L ij
MR B, RS TR, ALk —
SR 2 R BUR NS R EANEH, M
Ve — P FH AN . SR RR, X T
[RVRE BB SOAR, St AN s N 25 S B S
SR T IIE I TR G D BE M 2%, 4G RS K
J5i(retrosplenial cortex), F7{Mf3iH(temporal poles),
g [l /48 E 7] (left middle/superior temporal gyrus),
DI N HTI2 80 J2 JZ (premotor cortex)Z5 X 38, T 24 4
TS HUNCEE AR A R I, 3 O - T
s 1l P 46 —— AL 5 15 M AT FI4H W1 (dACC) . A7 s
e B2 2 /75 S i A Bz J2= (FPC/DLPEC) FIZE (42

HiiH-(precuneus), LA BRI R 2% A% 00 2 BN X ——
A M TR /i (TPL) A1 5 17 91 (dPCC) o 1%
R LI, ERWEE T, FEEREEHA
A, H AT A A 2 2% 380 P ) A A e %) T RE I R
B XL, FEX T RS, REBLTNEE, &
T R LB A O AR AR S
My, HILTEEEIAM LS (Default Mode Network)
MO ML 255, HEERNE, B
TA R 2% 2 pih e Bl 2 Ul e I 4 ) ) — A AR A,
Fo T R TR A AT 55 1 T R e i
oy, BRI R4 0 D B R AT N AR Y0 3B B
BT AN IR AT R, S R B AR
B3 SR NG T NS Bu b ap vl Kk ea
1 125 Ji¥ 5 & (Buckner & Carroll, 2007), &I &5
W28 BT AT, BREE X BRI AY
A ) AR AR 1T RE 2 HE ST 7 R i
- B 3 2o B 55 ML (self-projection) 48 il 3+
AW FET25 1R 76 A © B (Jacobs & Willems,
2018; Thompson et al., 2018), X &5 Z I I 45 Y
578t "4 Koopman Fll Hakemulder (2015)#2 H 1 £/
OB R PR AL T HB 4 3R SCERREC,
/NG R L TR TS 2= Ak AR AT RS i
B 1 A RIS LH S E 13 T T AN W,
B IS AW Z e, A RS AR
Y AR AE T A 5 R R B (35 A B

5 NESRE

I 5 SC A ity AR SO A i XA A0 BRI
B 227 AN RSO o B SR BT 1Y SO B 5
Ko E REAE HE i N0 BRI, T 1 307 B
LA RE S E N O BUR S H Bl A Z R 4
Ao BRSO A% S AT 25 i 00 B A A )
OEPIRE, S 2 i LLRE S B e R0 BR B
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How does literature reading affect readers’ Theory of Mind?

CHEN Lijuan; XU Xiaodong
(School of Foreign Languages and Cultures, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210097, China)

Abstract: Literature reading can not only improve readers' literary accomplishment, but also affect their
psychological and cognitive states. However, although an increasing number of experimental studies have
been carried out, the question of whether the literature exposure can improve reader's Theory of Mind (ToM)
still remains unsolved. To this end, we review recent experimental studies of the relationship between
literary reading and ToM, and analyzes the reasons underlying the inconsistency from the perspective of text
genre and individual differences. On this basis, the potential mechanism underlying the influence of literary
reading on ToM abilities is proposed: the Mirror Neuron system and the Default Network are possibly to be
the crucial neural basis.

Key words: literature reading; Theory of Mind; narrative perspective; empathy





