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(P EBE B BB FET, WS IR RS, IR SR B RO LR 0, JERT 100101)
(PEBFEBER OB R, 5T 100049) ERUIRL 5 RMGHTTE 0, JE5T 102206)

O E AERBFAEY, KBGZAKRGNA RN FERUANALEIHELESE, IHALTIH M LA
PN S M TS AR A S AE R R R A — A AR SIER AR AL ES i Tid A2, R0 AMhs
KA, DELER LS HUREL, EF, GRLEASTHREREALTIH LA PR EAMIERN, Rk
R ELHELSSHPARATFER—FTBTAHAR LI M IR EHRFAZIH, R ECEEREZPHEA,

KR ALLIH, HEARNA, MM, SH4ERFME, TELH
SES B2
1 35l§

#2:H Bf(social interaction) & F8 438 1 36
YRS T 2R FEFP2E T A B B, 1 0 7 B A A o
BRI G A R, TR A B A2
2 i # (Capozzi & Ristic, 2018; Hauser & Wood,
2010), 7EH ®AEWEY, foH I TTARTE, 5
RKINR . SEEEEEE . SXFAE -8R T ARRIE
B W1 R 0 I o R s e < B S N E RO N
“28 — AR P (second-person perspective) Fll 55
= NFR”#fH (third-person perspective), “45 .
FR AL AR B BIF 5% — 0 2k B 3 S B Y B B 1E B,
Z 5P 5 b A T B AT BB R A N S0 AT R
(Jiang et al., 2012; Schilbach et al., 2013), 52
XF, B = R A B BIE 9T 3 S T A E 5%
WL, A WLEE Ml N 3E AT 4 25 B Bl B 9 DAt
(Quadflieg & Koldewyn, 2017), {03 % H 535
AR 1 5 0 R P A S . LT BIAR At 1Y

Wk H . 2020-05-14

* [E R H KRB 4 (31830037, 31525011), HEFB
5% 1% % 1 2 S R £ 35 (XDB32010300) . ERF B
IV Bk 2 S AF ST )30 H (QYZDB-SSW-SMC030)
v o B AR 55 9% & 00 4 B .

WIEIEH: =AET, E-mail: yuanxy@psych.ac.cn

472

B AT AR LA A S
SC, i HAEFATTHY H A 15 ke A A
B TR S L, A B TR A
T AR A PERRAE AL S5 0GR, AT IR XS
RSB IE, B S 23 281 4L BB (Matheson
et al., 2013; Milinski, 2016),

PLARR, BORBE 2 B F8 N <55 = AR R A
RRFt s H ), KB AR R A LA H.
EINPNSIES ESYIN N LR VSRS W iR TR
FE MR E A R UL T 2%, Ik A
o B R SCR A . AR ST = APk
WA R, R T 2 B E I T ET4R S 4 A
AR, JFTERUE T RS TN A A R L
il B Al B, PR T B 2 W R )
B, Uk, R SCER BN M S BB RS <A = ANFRY
MASED),

2 HEEIHMMIMBRES

e RRZMENE2I X, B
{7 45 B9 L 4 (Sinke et al.,, 2010), & 1k B 18 A
(Quadflieg et al., 2015), ALK A% 6
¥ 5 896 S Bh il (Manera et al., 2010)F1 H B4
Wiz Y 7 B LA KB (Gao et al., 2012), A
AN A 2 N5 sk e k2 s 38, gk mT LA K
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Wi O A PR AT B sl RIS TR Bk
(Manera etal., 2016), RG] DAHE WA ] 2 i iR
JEET(Wu et al., 2018), & & &7 3% (Costanzo
& Archer, 1989), BE 1% 1L ¥4+ 2 M J& 75 40 7]
&L Tt 415 B (Floyd & Erbert, 2003; Mast &
Hall, 2004),

ANELDWEA T N2, A R R 2 [
A ) B 3 A B I ETHR A, PSR A sk
N EfEHEATHE A S, RS, #E25 e
BE b, PIASASA I 223 1] BE B8 0 B A 5] 1] #5523 52 )
WL E XA 2 BB B, S5l AT R B A~
AR B R, B RO ) X T, A AT A )
WK >k 1F 5 B3 1) W] BE 1 B K (Hartmann et al.,
2019; Zhou et al., 2019)., 7ERS[AJZEFE [, R4~
W shiE B e bEny, BN A Wi RS RUR
/N B B B IR, AT AT BE RN S AE i
Tt & H b Xy 3 AR B 8] B B 3 K,
NN A SIEXT /N B A8 T AR FH e 2 A0 R A 22
(Manera et al., 2013), X7 ME WAL E X BUT H.
AR 2 A 2 . AR XY E B, SN
HIBIE LA TE AR &R | R, A A Rkl
RAETEAL S EHBR R Flm, /A A KL alii
KB EERE 4, /M B MBS AR S TRk,
PN SRS IEFE R S, R A &R
HF84, 1 B MG R4 —EH e, ATk 24
NN A B ST A, 1% A B 3 (Manera et
al., 2015). & L Arid, FERAHIT . B iR m | A fa]
L R SCA B A AR B A 2 LS Y 4
Stk BREPMARFSET LIRATRSMFZ —,
A R R B AR, FTEL B3 BT Bl i
(454, B0 DC G A B A 3 58O i s, 1
RS AR R S A . SR, RS
A, B PR A 2L R R 2 A AR A
SH AW, BB R R SR T 2
il R 2 A At 2 B3 A9 B /E A (Hartmann et al.,
2019), KR TN A MM A 55 2 F R R NI
[m/E 5 =

3 #LEIHMIAAMEFE

P LBl AR — BB =0 58 o EAE
itk mg), Mf17E2S 1) Bt DU ARRTE (global
configuration) i 77 =45 Fm T, 1 A AT 19 3l 1 #E
P R] b J0) AAME Jbb S B HLAG 28 SCRY 2045 B 3R AIE

QLT IPIAE LN e B KPR S 3 oy Wi
TR AR, R A S BB B I TR
WETE J5 K (Fedorov et al., 2018; Neri et al., 2006;
Papeo et al., 2019; Vestner et al., 2019), F 3CR1#
2 I 3R SRR X ARV RR I e S, DL R e AT
R I AR BRI

31 EEMEMAEMT

FE2x T B B REARPERTE I T 48 AT A
LB AR T B4 23 T 245 4 (TFD 0T T £ B 44 5
) AT REARRAE, BV E 005 % 41— 4544k
P Ty RE B AR I =l P A~ 28 7 1 IS R A5 20 T R A i
(Ding et al., 2017; Papeo et al., 2019; Papeo et al.,
2017; Vestner et al., 2019) R & #2 B sh 77 78 4K
PEATE N T, TR A BB A — B k9K 25
RN 23 8]V B 1Y 40 Fd (Shen et al., 2016; Yin et al.,
2018), B 28 MY Z K T B0 (object-based
attentional effect), B &= %R H sh4rlio 7 7] —
EARBARIR ARGy, X B AT SR SR T e &
WM RN . TEAE S H A, MR WA —
AN B, PO 7 —/N AN Fi H R
VAR D O RS E (e A NDNE= gl i DN = K A SRR TR 7S
THAL/N AL, B H AR, 0RO 7R R S 591
SRR et al, 2020), AL, #hoH B
R ARPERY T N T30 B H AR BLTE il T . 30 X5 1A
B R — AN B, AT A 2 LR S b S PR R S S
(Vestner et al., 2019),

PR TE N Ty, B 37 48 (R 45 44
VIEER I 75 A BIERAE o A Eb 0] Ry 8 23 6] 45 8
B9 T, X R AN Ty A — E R
U T IR, DT A T 0 0 b A T S
E—ﬁﬁﬂiﬁl‘:ﬁ“(Papeo et al.,, 2019; Papeo et al.,
2017; Vestner et al., 2020), &%, AT
A B T B SRR ik R, B I Bl i
£ N S R DO N TR R AN X R T e =
it R PO E | R M AN TP O RS R R R
B 35 I R 4 2% B X Rl iR B A # (Papeo et al,
2017)0 HUK, BEAPERTE I T A B) T P dE R
AR, R R AR PR, BB X
ERAYNG SO NN N TSN YNGE
R T /NN IESH A, 5 B R (Papeo
etal., 2019). f )7, BEAMEMIE I T B4 F THciZ
PIFEAEFIAR I . AR AL R B E AT 55 i R K Al
TCHAT S5, R ICAZ 5 3h Jl Y IE B R = T
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AE & 3h fil ¥ (Ding et al., 2017; Vestner et al.,
2019), DA X SRS UUE W T 3 (A A8 T i T
JTf ok (M T AL EY, WK EDUE T #4538 T.
TR BARETE RAE . (H2, X TRIEMEEIE
IR 5 T 2 BBl A 2 A A T A
PO O N L = 187 il P S FR Y O o
(Papeo & Abassi, 2019; Vestner et al., 2020), fxal
BAREMEIN TR S TS E %, —2EEH
TR KB (A VRS0 ) it 2 B 3t A Fr i
— B BBFFE (Yin et al., 2013),

32 KEXMBNERIE

2 H B AR 2 ] B4R — R T,

[ Bt — A B A S B R AR . fEAE S 5)
IV N o0 = Vol Ve < RN o IO D <
IR RE (040, A 3 2RV, B $d), 2 Hsh Uy
E R A, 8 I M B R A B 4E oint
action, UIXNAFENE; Marsh et al., 2009; Pesquita
etal., 2018), X5 s E#RA BRI, B3
R T — A BN L5, Xl
13 5. 3 3/ LA AH B OGR4 T X7 I g = AE
B E LT WX E 8 fE——< g3k [l [
T, “ER RN A —— R AR IS — B
YERGREN A Shfilh &k 5 EAHCER ShVERIE . il
M, HoER BB R WIhE, &ikfb
ATV AT 1) T BRAR o AR 4 A3 B R AT B AR
UGB R IR, BRSNS, RMfiESR
EIG T REIMEE, POSW S A 3k
HISE A B E, T I, RE“fT 58k
HISIVEAAAEAR R I AL 5E 22 5, F00T LIS | & A R H
IE 45 R . 3X i 38 XU 3E I AKX (cross-adaptation
effects) 78 43 UE W1 T H. 3 2 4 A7 76 JC B 1 1) SR AR
(Fedorov et al., 2018), $tAh, SCIRMESI1ERIEHYIE
5 3 A A 0] . Bl B R % B ) 8% B 8 (Liu
etal., 2018), ShVE T E & (Peng et al., 2020),
RIS E R X N B BT 01
BAUARAOE T 2w e s A, 38 T LA SE R
P TR 22 35 TN Bl A =2 8] 3% 22 ) s (B 25 4, To0m) 422
FORATREMIBAE, DI AE A M S LT,
B4 3b iR 5 B 3 34 (Manera, Becchio et al., 2011;
Manera, Giudice et al., 2011; Neri et al., 2006; von
der Luhe et al., 2016), Neri FI4ll (1 [7]235 (2006) 8% -
UEBH T XA HER N o flfi] 25 1 e e S B A
B MR R DG s B, LA gl A

ADHEFEAE TSN, T A sl ) B A I
R —A/N N, 855 & B BN 3 i B[] 45 44
SR 0 .3 Bl Bl A T XSO Bl Y T A
Wi B ATt — 2D e Sz, el nT DUF]H]
FEAE A A B Ak TIUI [0 1 3 Y B A, B ER
PR S PAS /N AR B 1] 5 B g R i
W, A/NAN A M B HABEILR, Pl NgE b
BN/ B £ 8 45 55 (Manera, Becchio et al., 2011;
Manera, Giudice et al., 2011; Manera et al., 2013),
BT MR R S, R I T O M B AR Y S
N TE SR 35 4+ (binocular rivalry) i 2 #F t75 3
T BRE(Su et al., 2016), JE BRI T AR 1 5L 5l
XM RHIE K, LRSS TH N —
LIS RMRME S RAE W] LUAE 3E 5 3 Zh 7R iy
PO . AT H TR EZ LA SR 3I1E RN
F, BORETH L BUNE R FE A S 1 (Zaini
etal., 2013); i BkEEAEILLLRRE I 50 h, S
T A B VR 2 T M5 BAL BB A, AR RS
AT LA FH BB A 2005 A RROR AR R Sy 8 M 14 5l
YRR R RAE A S B E R .

4 #HESEFHMIERRHLEH

EREPONFITED), #asEFM TR~ N
U BT B A A0 T L 30 B B 3l A s, DA HE
T HAZ i 2 2 B0 Tt 8 o 34> 3 #2 7T U]
AR =AY B, A3 R R A I R 4% (L 14
1): AR 45 (person perception network) . 3f)
TEXEL P 2% (action observation network)FL0>% 1k
% 4% (mentalizing network), . Quadflieg I
Koldewyn (2017)f9 %534, AR M) 25 171 53 4] 1.
S W BRI LTRSS o A, AR R
FmEFLm T AR 5l (fusiform face area, FFA) . fif
PRI TRIZNSOIR 2 2 By R IX (extrastriate body area,
EBA). 2 T LA AE 942 3 in T4 )5 8 L3
(posterior superior temporal sulcus, pSTS; Quadflieg
et al., 2015), ZIYEME LR T HIZM A TR S
(mirror neuron system, MNS), %% 5%l A3l
Vs R ) B R i vE R EL AR, fRniE sh 2
(premotor cortex, PMC), %l F [El(inferior frontal
gyri, IFG)FIT5 /M- (inferior parietal lobule, IPL)
2520 il (Caspers et al., 2010), L8 Ak I 45 52 0 FRFR
& (theory of mind)g#f 28 LA, 3= 2L 57 Wi
AN 0BRSS AN Pl BE . WESE)
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,
M REEP L%
TR FL AN A [

FEBER ML
B (AT

=

BRI (FFA) HIZ 3N K JZ(PMC) R IR B2 2
Ja LW (pSTS) #iF [El(IFG) (dmPFC/vmPFC)
HSNEUIR K2 J2 B AR X (EBA) TR /it(IPL) FRIAER A X (TPJ)
BLH(PrC)

R W o 3 W o 30 1 o 0 1 11 S D = e 1 N Y

AN S 2% i At 2 T PR (At & B, SRR R R,
TGRS 5, Keysers & Gazzola, 2007), B R EA
55 /18 P9 /A M 2 )2 (dorsal/ventral medial
prefrontal cortex, dmPFC/vmPFC) . i [l Bt A& [X.
(temporoparietal junction, TPJ), #ZHjH:(precuneus,
PrC)%5 i X (Schurz et al., 2014),
41 S5HSEIHAMEFERXHEEX
TSR AN TR AR P 45 i, BFE 3 &
G TRl B Sl T O I X, (E R
B A I T R R, HEZ MR E
W IF I -4k 5 A 2 B D R0 R M0 TR DG A fik
KXo B, A AEERE G X St & T3
BRHIE I T2 AR, 8 T AR
2519 EBA X, X B R0 25 05 BEUK, JFEET
BEXF B4 A7 4 5% (Downing et al., 2006), [H it n]
RS At 2 H AR IR I T ARG IX . T
UEHT A e, BF50 3 R 2 A R HrdeoR
(multivoxel pattern analysis, MVPA), JIlZ:/5r2k8%
HAE pSTS a5 EBA A4 I A O HI W i 1AW B
SRR A (18 | IRBLERRER), AR5 43 i
e PN 34 LS b B N SR st il
BEE AR, pSTS REW 7 W B3l S VE RN B S AE,
{ELRE T 5 O IE 0 8 B0A 35 22 5% 1T EBA X3 1.
IR NRTE ST e L N LR
F, XULH] EBA BR 1IN T RE A SE, dig
T2 SRR Y A (5 ) (Walbrin & Koldewyn,
2019). BlJG BWFTEHE— 2R EBA )5 1R 25 1

HERFEX /AN, Wi, il
XA NN EE#AT X G, M NMAEY
— AN/ N T AR TS 6 A, ST EBA (S
BRI R /N N SR 9 TE A R s, B S A
NN B B AR 1) TR ikt 25 B3 56 &R INf, EBA
i i B AN N B 1A B BE 0 15 B3 38 (Abassi &
Papeo, 2020), L#R&5REIEH T EBA 4L S H
B R AR PE R IR i T b R 5 T A/ FH (Abassi
& Papeo, 2020; Walbrin & Koldewyn, 2019),

FOWR, WFFE AR G T J2 75 A7 10 5 S i X 3R ATk
FSHE SRS VE . BT OGS ERIER
55 S VETERT [H] A2 FE L R AR R,
AT BE 5 B 5 I 28 FLL BN 28 A G . e
S, RERMESIEA T AR B s R —
AN FEARNVERA G M Zh Y o) — N3 1)
T B ORG TALEE IFG (RE{§15] PMC), pSTS FiZE
) IPL 2575 N A shVE WLEE I 4% (Georgescu et al.,
2014), I4h, Zillekens 558 A (2019)F FHRTATF & 1)
W3 HE i 71 X (Manera, Giudice et al., 201 1) ¥ %
S s L ER b R (WNESIE (SR SR L EZY I B X (]
WA ERINAN A ZEBI/NA B L3828 EIE,
¥ hm sy B 5AE H g, [FE /A B
MR E AR, ZORPOLFIBNA B BB, 45281
R, Tie/hN B EEAETE, Hahdhm ka5
oy I 0 5% 35 (1 345 T 491 [E] (superior frontal gyrus,
SFG), #H B W #3% T T _L /)N i (superior parietal
lobule, SPL), #i I 7] (inferior temporal gyri, ITG)
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FIRTHEMEM LI, LR REY, 7
HE R KIKNREGEARTE /N A B BIETE HUX /N
A B IERTE, X —E B b T Tl
P 5 SR A T 3R 3 LR B 1 L2 ) 4% 3 KT 1 I
ko bR BN, BIEE SIS B A
AR S shim B AFAERT, A7 5 P E] (right
posterior medial frontal gyrus, tPMFG). WUl E]
Ly N AN S et R AN R 8 S 8 R e
Jisi X 7] 68 5 41 = Tl vp B0 22 A5G . Ak, BiF
TR R INA A AL AR B AT L B g B B
MREST, IF HAEEERAH P %S mPFC
P TN BE 75 B2 AR B MG 5R, X S T X 5 Bh s
T OB R e it W, FIRER B S LH
1L 2% B Sl g (Zillekens et al., 2019),

IR R I T R AR S S AR )
N BN DX, A8 R AR AT N T 5 S Bk sl 4R
RAER PP ZALE AL T RI2E T ), HIFEHE
) [l A A R R R, WK B3N & 1 SR i
T AR 2 75 AT LR LR i fE . ok, BF
FEIR IR T AT AT S TIN5 M AR A R I R
AT BE AE T M 18 7~ 47 ST RE A G &R, W EBA
PRI 2 A5 P LA 00 o A M A O o A 55 1) 1t
IF H I Wit 2s B3 e -k 22 5
42 HLSEHMIMNHRERR

B S T BN TAEAS 6] B B B s T A2
ANFE I X, (HA L X A GEAUL S5 T B A
W BRGNS B, PRI, BRI B T
TS A Y S5 T 2t B RESRAE BB C R 1Y
FESHEGIX . 7E—A DABRAE A B i Se 5 v, BF
5% 38 M H B e wE e 3% 1% 32 K (functional magnetic
resonance imaging, fMRI)% ZAkME1EME A [FH
ol AT S 4 ) %005 1 L (Sliwa &  Freiwald,
2017), 2553 &80 A MNMATAnT LA & IPL 384y
g DX O I T N2 A0 8 4 T 48 ) R S T o T
S5FZ st 5, mixEF S5k Es).
Y5 Y B3 A B AS R . K U FH R K
Jii th AE e RAEA S BB R R R X, (HJE,
ARG R S ARG X 7 R FE
HRAERNT pSTS, BN =AM B 45
MR DX, 28 1AV SR WL I 4% 0 2 Ak )
251 figi X (Deen et al., 2015; Yang et al., 2015), JF
Hex 2P 28 B i1t 23 SRR AT ) BE, B AR it
22 KB« X (Lahnakoski et al., 2012), T ik

— - HEBRTC AR XA TR A, Tsik % A(2017)
fii Ak THE S BRI R ek, FARE T e
MEBIKR . MATEBL, LA B T 20 5
1) B 20 3 1 (PR A T A B BHL A9 ol A B B e
Yy BECE S (WA IR R ) B8 N Sl i B i I 2 0
T pSTS, M HAFFREFM MVPA A, i
pSTS AYFLTH B AT LUK 40t 3l 56 2R R B 8
R, ZR R pSTS REW RIEH ST 3%
Z(ZEDIZE H I Walbrin et al., 2018), Al fE2MT
12 B S ARSI X (Tsik et al., 2017), {H{ES
HEMZ, TERURY pSTS HaExita m oz
INF 5 ) — AN X, B i R R TR SR
FECBEFE A9 TP X8R AT B A2 A7 119 2 285 1 FL A
KXo £& I, KR r] e fr e B ERAEA 22 B B
R S I X —— 0B AL X 45 S BT B9 pSTS
(Isik et al., 2017), XS DX Xf BT BEAR BT K]
KOt BRZS Wi T B o
43 #HEEHMIRXAThEEERE

AR, —LHFRE NZGOM LR AR,
2R [ fii XA A I T e v 1 15 A%
WAMDIREE . — AR TT A T R AR
LS E SN T A, DA AR B 3l 1 21 AT e
A SEFR B S BRI, RN R 2 &S
Ja B ERAS, FEWGE T N R R R4
pSTS f£11] TPJ il % (Arioli & Canessa, 2019),
FRFFEHEWr STS AR W fig 24t 23 B gl Tad 2
P A, REXE BT 4 280 I 10 e
i X A& 4 i 4 H (Sliwa & Freiwald, 2017), R E
SHemXIaeiEshl szt a3k
RIS . AT B SR I MR AT, ki
P NAAEIRAE T, pSTS 5 3h 1 WEE M 4% v 1 T
b /N (superior parietal lobule, SPL)FIE M PMC
W3 B AT B B0, M TR LN E T,
FL i A~ AR 5 2 F pSTS 5.0 4k W 4
vmPFC Y33 B i (Arioli et al., 2018), HEA %
TIReE R HOENINIAE D, RRFEE LM
B4 e 4 T 220 1A [ o B RAS R 28 80 9 4k 25 B 5
TR AR 4 D e e S, JT R AR ST A 4
pSTS 7t & H 5 BA% b i .

5 REERE

eI G, AR B8 FAT 5 Bt
THEE M SEE, BRI AR 2 5 E
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BT ETN, X E 2SS SR
LA Wiz sh—HE, A0 H A B i U,
JERBM A S EI I TR ML TIEH 2
HERGK, S THEA T s, RS
VRS R b QO A R ALK BN~ O 1 R )|
e R T A P T R G B M 3 A 3R A R A I
THRBREZIERN  $aEhR—2%n T
T, BTV B i N 45 G S B R 2% B VR
2 W 2% K00 5 Ak B 2% (Quadflieg & Koldewyn,
2017)o X FAb& BB TR A AR U, P16
FIWFoE B8 EBA 5% &0 8 iy 4 (R I
T, T Bl A WLZE R 45 I Ak I 48 1) — s i X
M5 5GBS VR RAER ¢ . AR SL LR 1Y
g DX %o At 23 BB 06 R T O Rk, (H U2 A I IX
FE R R0 T B 04 4 8045 36 R AH I 1) ) i 1 4
b F 58 AL 22 B3 0 Tt [R) A B B (Arioli &
Canessa, 2019), B4R E, REMRENHESH
M THAT T ZHHMER, Hid i — LT
it YR 11 ) R

B —, ARG IREEN RS EIFY,
ET A A N B BIAE & X, B fRE T 2ok A
RRBIEXRRAEL, PRERN, 5~14 AR
JUBE I -+t 23 B A5 8., 25 e s 1 00 [+ A 22
B BRI B 30 B shimi e, A AT L 30 3 )
W] BE K (Galazka et al., 2014), Tfi HZEF A~
WEh B B, A ATE B ER B A
PR ] 5 24 T ik AR RN 2 5 B B A
(Galazka & Nystrom, 2016). X ULHIAF] 1 2 )52
PINGRZYOEZS: U ORRs E N SO 4 ) LR
PR 224, FIH X FPBE )l B AN AE kb
AR H AR BRI T Ok, HILEA —
FE MM . SRR S AT A Tk, b
WXL T 52565 (Wang et al., 2018), X4+t HBIAY
AR SR AT AR RS

B, DAEMARZRREE 1, NS g
HFL . A8 3h A58 I R B A Y A s (R
BRI ELA B TR, B T AR T4
ANFR 4 Z (] ) 25 ) 254 5¢ R OF R I 4 M iy 45 B
% (Farah et al., 1995; Reed et al., 2003), #HILT
A A 1 0 B 2 A5 ELA 5 v s RDIDR I 5 5L, BEH
FEL IS %) R 455 g R B A R I 2 Tl it {5 v,
BT BT S8, B s i T4
B3 H WO FAEAE T R A AR5 15 2. (Goffaux

etal., 2011). S fLFAEYE SR, thaHEhd
VIR 0 7 plom 1, 3F HA% 38 EE A4k
SMEER, BRA#E L, it H 3 ik
FIE T B S T L Sl R B AR B o3, T 2 B
IAEXT T AR BB TR (R, ik
TR IE A 5 S — 25 1 S AT AR 5T

5=, MHXmALR MR C RS E B
MTRE—ANZEN T, REHANHFRER
TIEMEE L LM pSTS TEAt 2 H.
BT B fE i (Arioli & Canessa, 2019; Sliwa &
Freiwald, 2017), {HJCiE /& At 2 B 8k ko
B AIL R, o S PR X, 38 2 o X = T 2 e i
WM, AV 2 R BUHER IR R . than, 7E Tt
NBIVERF, A RN X ) BE i 2 2 A5 Bl H 5l 1
RN B ARk, pSTS J& 75 HL 1 B AT i vt F AL 2 4t
X HEE BRI IIRE; AN F A 2 B 3 i i L
2% KAyl (Canessa et al., 2012; Sinke et al.,
2010), A& AT AR 9 D R % HeA X (Arioli et
al., 2018)5845 . figlm, HRASSCEEORH A =
FRodt S E I T, [BEEE 2 AR 20
18 SFH R (hyperscanning) 1) & &, N5 A Z ]
S H ) 0 I B 1 T R <5 AR
sk 5% 1) B 5. (Kingsbury & Hong, 2020). 441, H
BT L P AR A T A& B S T A S i 3
D, Rk AT GG Z R ER T BORK R BN TE ML
il b i 5 R o

Ja, BHiMBR Z4E T aE I
IDSEEER NI NUEASE M & I D A& ik 2 |
IR R AN . O A 2 WUIE R 3R I F 2 0 18
L4 H 8 T /8 714 % )31 F (Centelles et
al., 2013; Kuschefski et al., 2019; Okruszek et al.,
2015; Walter et al., 2009), 40, &YI6E A HGE &
& JC R H. 3 VR 2 18] (4 S 0 b A 14 3l
fE(von der Luhe et al., 2016), TiAE#H4>245E B F
B AR FAE B B 1 e 0 B 52 24545, (HAD
T XAk 2 BB AR s B R EE ) R B
(Okruszek et al., 2018, 2019), <3k al 1| F 57 B A7
A 25 3R 1 R A0 S R R R X B SR
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The cognitive characteristics of and the brain mechanisms underlying social
interaction processing from a third-person per spective

CHENG Yuhui, YUAN Xiangyong, JIANG Yi
(State Key Laboratory of Brain and Cognitive Science, CAS Center for Excellence in Brain Science and Intelligence Technology,
Institute of Psychology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101, China)
(Department of Psychology, University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)
(Chinese Institute for Brain Research, Beijing 102206, China)
Abstract: The ability to recognize and decipher social interaction of others from a third-person perspective
is critical for our daily life. There are two cognitive characteristics accounting for the processing of social
interaction: configural integrity and action contingency. A hierarchical neural basis underpins social
interaction processing in which the person perception network, the action observation network and the
mentalizing network are concurrently engaged, wherein the posterior superior temporal sulcus plays a
crucial role. Future research needs to explore the heredity of social interaction, to elucidate its underlying
cognitive and neural mechanism by combining various technological methods, and to focus on its
application in real life.
Key words: social interaction, third-person perspective, configural processing, action contingency, brain

mechanism





