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— A R NS, HASTRIFEE S, Santiesteban
45 N (2014) LA T LAk B A Sk A o Hi B A
WA SRR, e BUAL B RO Sk 451 45 R ARA, 12
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BohEmET, ZAGEIFNTIENTEAT,
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FEAEFS RIAE . T TR PG = 7 A T 1B o
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(2015) HL AR LA T R [ldE 2 M G PEZR R AR T W
SRR T PR, (H 45 5 H) ok i Sk AR B
GIF, M5 KT A, X G A Y
Wt E kAL B 2R, Bk, Wilson %A
(2017) % X [ AR SR R #E AT R 2otk . (L) fdiH
1 ) 57 ARG Santiesteban %5 A (2014)FF 52 H1 9 A
gk, LA FA RS T v i T4 (2)
A D5 1] (1 REAHBILAR A5 0 2 > [l (1 L B,
TE BB | IRARALAET SRR = P4k, 45 R R L,
MR TR ESR PO TN, H=%
Z A SR AL TN WA B 22 5 . WLt &
EPS X YA e s A o 1S VA DAL 2 S G

LAk, Cole % A(2016)#2H, EHR Santiesteban
S5 N (2014) B2 1 7 Skt B Ok 5 S 3R b0 TR AL
7 FRARL I &35 SR, fFL 2 A0 A A0 R s 508 T B
ML AETE, LB 20T 0 — SOk RN 2 1 B
I s, W Sk A A — B ko ) 4R
RIWRITE WH, B TEkekah etk
HURARE SRR, IEAELEGH 14N, Nielsen 55 A
(2015) P\ A i Sk AE H 8 Az 16 225 A icRs 1), W LA
BHINA IR T B mEAL, BT LA ET L2t
2PER); W Gunalp %5 A (2019) % N IA A BT Sk 7EAL
SR HRA S AT E S, HOA R E k2 dE
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Meltzoff 1 Brooks (2007)/ &, i1 A1 LA
EREM A HOG, B IRATR L E P F — e A
UL O BRAS . 2R R B0 U5 B (a2 0 IR
AR R SIS 5 SO SCR BT S5, T L
BN AL L . A B0 5 5 1] 1 2
FEAERR A LT PR, AREHA NGB R
F, AL AR RO TN (Samson et A,
2010). fF5% 34 4 ) B B A5 R 45 9\ 5 ) i g
FFA A PG (Hare et al., 2001), 045 75 50 5 R %
1555 oAb Bl AR B . P EE A, T T
FAPFIATTLSAE, B RN RIS A AR

Furlanetto £ A (2016)F1 Marshall 4 A (2018)
KRBT 55 KB, 72T A FAEAE ST 0
TR, AT AR T A A5 oo TRk
N, O Grady % A (2019)F1 Baker %% A (2016)f#i i
PAT 5 KB IRIAE RO 22, B S Ae £ A B IRk
BF, FHRRONIE A, BT 200 R B S i 2
— AR 2SI S I R, SRR R
OREHLE

{H2, Conway % A (2017)7E 25— H i 7T
MBI 5 RS ] R I B R B, WD SR (R X AR AE
S AL TR, R P RO A B AR R R
HBRE, AR R D A B FLCR
THM=EET Furlanetto % A (2016)AY IR BT 525,
SEAR R R B Bh B 4E RS . Wilson K H: W]
(2017) I\ N IR S R Pt ¥ s 5l A B A AR i, IR B8
14 DX 3 it B — 2 ) S R, T AR D38 o 1 s
S TR, Al SR A AR S IR, 45 LA
Conway & N &5 R —8, LR ORI

BAR RS e A 3, Hm A

TREMEE R, — ST 5 3R N B0 B AT A
(Baker et al., 2016; Furlanetto et al., 2016; Marshall
et al., 2018), —SEHF5E S HE OB AL WL AR (Cole
et al., 2016; Conway et al., 2017), 4558 J& 1 )5t A
FIRERZ, SEHAT 55 42 1 BER Wil AL B 1) B £ 3
AT, RIAESs WL AR TE 22 572

33 HEMAAYIREX

FE2 AR 1 AR U 48 24 1 7] 2 0 BER B AT
2, BRI R A A AT A AE
RZ BBFST T E AR =R L (IR 5 R) :

(V)AL S . FESH oxF 3 FRA A Al S L
FHEATHIWT, AT LA A | 3R O T 0N A R
O TR . TEAL B AT AT 55 FI TR 25
N HE AT, AR B3RP AT AT 55 A Wkt
2 R F 3 H 0 T4 (Bukowski & Samson, 2015;
Martin et al., 2017; Michael et al., 2018; Simpson &
Todd, 2017; Todd et al., 2017; Todd & Simpson,
2016; Wang et al., 2019),,

(2B xU1E 55 . Samson 45 A (2010) 1 S5 3 %
SRR TE R 55 AU B A FRAL A 80 B
X — SRR B AR S B 3 A A B ik
P B S PR B AL A IS . PRI IR
SR, #al A R R AR, IR Z A ]
g, BRE#E N B FR A AT AT 55 4 W (Martin
et a., 2017; Michael et a., 2018; Wilson et a., 2017),
iR R, BaUL S a4 s do TR0 .

R FEMS: M5 AREME(TH WA
fFE, BIBA 2ROl S, wWikh—
AR R R . XS RO R g K
O THRBON, WALFTE S O TR, BRAE
it — RSB, ndg i S 5 s SR
[i] (] B (SOA), st B i i v = 0 5% % 31k & &
b, GERARUE ) B B R AR R IR R — 2

|+ Pl i [ sy [ Edem |
RIS

|+ B wmmew o wy o mremm |
HRAES

| B ows P x| mremem |

TRRIES
K5 ALY = Fh i B X
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(Bukowski et al., 2015; Capozzi & Ristic, 2018;
Gardner et al., 2018),

YWY S5, B AEAES PR A B
wit, S REAME S T A R, R
A 55 AT I e T 4R 21 5 N RO L s —
FAIEHE (Baker et al., 2016; Furlanetto et al., 2016;
Marshall et al., 2018), ifi >R HFa= AT 55 B 5T
0% 1) F 48 2] 5 00 8 1 B — B UE 4 (Cole
et al., 2016; Langton, 2018; Wilson et al., 2017),
Clements-Stephens 25 A\ (2013) bb4 T BA.40 1) = ff
TR R T+ 2 28 7 10 = AT B X A0 58 2 (8]
W R BRI T4 2 48 7 10 = A TEAR
RS L Bl 1) = AR AR A5 (R R B A, 156
AR SS 3G R A B OB AR N T R — T AR
F I T BAAE S AT S, (H M55 A 1
W IEAT, SO RSCR BT 55 & A se AR fb, i
1545 Bk LA A% B (Conway et al., 2017). 1 T7EE
PR S5 IR cA LR RS, MR oLk
RS HATHEZ IR

T AR B E B0 R AR Y B 9 R O AR
RBRRME R, MM MER 1 R, A
WL RCR BN AL Y RO AL AR O 2 e
B o FRATTRT AN [a] 114 52 50 9 =R A7 3K 7 )y T 1Y)
e, VRGN S SRR AT 55 TP N B A Y 5
Ml DA 2R, AT DA I 7 SR At W 5 R v X rh i P g
TFAEZS W) AE H (Freundlieb et al., 2017; Gobel
etal., 2017), BLAk, ARG TG I Mg L& 1k
FI PR 2, (AR 38 T R ) B ST, £k R T )
3 ¥ (Nielsen et al., 2015) . £k K ¥ i (Milgram et a .,

1969) Kz 2% [6] 4 i 7 JiF (Boffel & Musseler, 2019a)
G E, W] RRRE B B AR R — B AL
N o FELLJG BRG] B v B AR I R
Sk A SIS R BN T AL R B = IR o

4 HMEMFIEXNEIRUARFRAR
HERE

YR T D8 W A5 SR 43 1) P 28 B ST A G
oAb TR RS, FEFEE D TR ARA
FAFNANAR A ST By 20U, B B
ARMA T ACREN S5 A -8 K025,
HINE P PUNEE =N

1440 ¢ HL {7 (Event Related Potentials, ERP)
FOR A B m 0B () 43 HE, Al ki |3 3l 0 sk
PRV AEDLH], SR MHAE SO SUR B A B AR
T 5% 4 e a2 %570 (Ferguson et al., 2018;
Kuhn-Popp et al., 2013; McCleery et al., 2011;
Meinhardt et al., 2011; Sabbagh & Taylor, 2000)., 4
McCleery % A (2011) 36 A A BT T 5 00 1R
PAL S5, RIS L B FR AL A7 A TR 1
IR, i H TP450 (325~525 ms)7E— &tk 4 1F T
A — SR PRI SR, BEHT 12 % (1ate frontal
slow wave, LFSW) (600~800 ms){ 45 > Bk i — 5 4%
TF AR —BURA RIS TR, 7RISR |, Ferguson
N (2018) B 4% T AL EF B, BRI EIR AL
SHILE S TE B W ACRPEN 22 57 . AL &
FMFREATEE T McCleery % A\ BFIT45 5, H#L
—BUPERONE, (R LB AL B 55 A0 — B RO TH 2,
UL BRI Y T A SR, BRI SRR

®1 BIURARENTRENX, BEEZWER

MR AL O
E X A 3 T A AL A AW RO BURAS I T, BINFEREE R, 505
— BN B 3ln TAL AR, T4 A B b AT 1) J5 1) VRS A3 S o ¢
HLECREE: FRPL A T AL ABLA T B4 BRI R R EER A ShE
TR
#h2y Simon #£55 - Zs [l [ 3N TAB AL . 5 1 [ L 25 ) 2 ) AR i A DR 25
— PR
BB PAL S5 - AR — A T AL T DL 3 s AU 50 UL P E S IR 2
BRI HEERIEN
BUHEANEA: 0T SilaE k. P ERE RS RIE PO s Sk I T, 8 TR Rk G,
Bl 4 — U BRI HACIZ R B
PALISES M, BRI RRE, e

EVELIERI
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RO LR ZE R, LRI o BT T — 80k R
&, AU Ferguson S5 AKX T AHERMMA FH—
HEER, FEHIEAT LIS ERP B ARBE T
SR PN eI S i JER S S SRR
ORI

Ty BE A i I AR 15 B R (functional magnetic
resonance imaging, TMRI)EA 55 (123 [7] 40 R,
T A% LA = BRI — AP A, W LA SR
BARMMAMRANRNEEZES . OF MR
AH B 5T S 30 1t R B8 2 00 1940 g X 3550 10
15t 4 IX (temporoparietal junction, TPJ). PR %45
- jiz J7 (medial prefrontal cortex, mPFC) ., & filj#52 fif
it (ventral precuneus) . J& 75 # B M (posterior
dorsalprecuneus, dpPC) %% (Apperly et al., 2005;
Kaiser et al., 2008; Ramsey et al., 2013; Schurz
et al., 2014; Vogeley et al., 2004), H§i, {1 Ramsey
4 A . Schurz 4 A Vogeley 45 AR FH 5 L i
BHEAHRE AU S RF . Ramsey 55 A
Vogeley 55 A\ fMRI 255 R, L&A EMUT,
5 HMIT %5 - (dorsol ateral prefrontal cortex, dIPFC).
MR /N (right inferior parietal lobe, 1PL)E {ifi 2]
TP &F X3 ST R Lt A AL /DN, ik
S0 A b B R A R T A A 0 i B R
Ui A B FRAL A I i R B, B8 X 1k B 40 £ 3
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Automatic perspective taking: The debate between implicit mentalizing
and submentalizing

L1Yi, XIAO Feng

(Department of Education Science, Shanxi Normal University, Taiyuan 030031, 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





