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MR ARFHERPOERENMEFEAEZ S
ZEE WAHE B #

(RSO DI B, f3A0 210097)

B E ARTORGEZARRAKGELREA, 24" AN EAEF, EF A LR
5 AA AR E AmAPIESILE . WEAAN A G EGITE RN AFHARTCRBE; B DA AR
WAFEOGEAAYNRFEELSTFH AR TSR E, HEES LSk, FRpH 2R RAENEER, A Ay
F AT BH A TR TR 58 A KPR £, KRR AR B 98T R X Ay RAUKBRR, B —F
I iE g LA

KER AXRFORRBE, NERE, ALNERE, AL, AFK

FHES B849: €91

1 35|

P8 WL R B A AR DA A 1L A A 5
DL B A b NS A5 7 B R/ B R A4
(Michelon & Zacks, 2006; Samuel et al., 2019), i
B WL R BERE AR AT K R S, 2
A Bl N RS (AR B, R A R E S
ORI $ o 70 A I Al AL 5, A AR 2
PR AN [R) A AT 1 S0 B R R B0 AR AN [, ] i
M A HA—-ELR T HE, MEATE
MR BT Z B A B AE BT, iR
R A 515 B R VPG AN R RS:, R4S
W AR EE R 22 o R i H BHE B 0 L 0
RUR B A 22 PR A B 3R P M I 22 (Egocentric
Bias) (X #HK K A Ferh o 22 580 A b lL‘JF’ﬁE)
(Samuel et al., 2019; Voyer et al., 2017), X—1fwZ=
RS ST R AFTﬁC(uLFﬁEﬁEI’HSf*JEI
Z—s

H oA, BF 58 & 5 1 30 Pk vk £ A R
(Inhibitive Selection Model) Fil Ji F) ¥4 48 12 5

il

(Fluency Misattribution) Wi # Bt i B B 3 0o
i 22 B9 F= A ML (Birch et al., 2017; Frick & Baumeler,
2017; Todd et al., 2016). Leslie 55 A (2005)%2 i il
il e BRI, DA FE A O B, R TR
TLHIE A O LA, ARPR A OO Rt A 2
[ Ry o gE . X AR MR B S BT RER O, FE
B2 S A G, R L, REBWRHE
HE—48 H, AR AR WS BT, AR5
SAMBANE BB, FH, ANTE N
AFBACHAHAMGEE . Wik, AMMsHAAS
LA R B, (B2, XA Ml AR A
TR, X RN TG H o R, AT
it 1] T4 B BOU, I3 40 B R A A AR
o WALGXFPHIGI MY, W2 T8 a ot
2% (Nobusako et al., 2017),

Birch 55 A (2017) 4 A 45 55 0% 15 [ HE,
AR ZEHE A USRS, AT F R A S0
MR BT S s . UR], TR A 2
A L A e O PR A b A W o T ) P A iR 0
FEBIA R, AIFRP.OMEmZEIFEEET A S0MA
a0 A5 00 A T, T R VR T R B A R i
Wk H s 2021-02-09 B AEOLEULSCR B, M ARE B A B NG

" LI FUIRFLR AL A H (BR201070): TR el sl S R, RN
B TR AR RSB FE I E T 30 H (19KIB190001); o L .
A AL H LRSI A E LA ( B R T A SRR AE N W,

TLIRAE U35 H (184080H10810)
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2018; Birch et al., 2017),

P8 4373 58 AR A 06 L w SR 38 A ] i T
SR, HETA T AARAS R A EE AS  B
TERRRAY 2L 5C A5 B v g il ok R X B 3 P
P A 22 B2 00, 7 2205 A L B IBURN R ao AR Y
S0 (Amodio, 2019), H5ZAHR, WA RIEEK
P N T OCTE A IR B AR BURI 2 & iy 5, i
2T B M L R AR, R, R
WU LA 7R, IR ERE AT RE X R e
R BB PO PE IR 22 7 A AU o R Pk R A
TR G ) 1 6 15 U R T U o5 A X Ny, AR e
G AR T2, I HBAE R T AR
YGRS 0 SR . IJLAR, XA ELS Y 4 it 2
PN B R BE, h Ah4s T Bl AR G A SR
AT, SR, LAAERR ST R AT 24,
ANIRFEX AR & R e, EERE, BT
i A A BIF AR AR S 36 9 X 2R S A B S AR A o e
PRASTALFD J R P AR E P B R R . Ak, AR
SCE e IR SR T SR B DL, DA A 3R
PR IR 22 09 7 AR DL . SRS, I A T R M 4
Tl e A AR R I B R E &R, 50T 3 3R o e 22
MY LR o T, T UHR T AR PR O [ A
FAREAL LORSRA LRI R B 2 %o B
Jo, ARSCBRET H A O 22 09 A& KA 5T 7 W 6

2 BEAOCHERERSERTER

B P Al 22 11 S ) e R AR O X
55l AR 1% DG T 155 450, £ 5 i s X O e R A
BN PR, B O e 2 Y 0 A T
PEBE WL R AR I i o ARG RN A IR B AN
Ze b, PLBE W AR PR I3 O — B A0 WL AR £
LA R . HIE AR AR N BE S A
FNFEFYy; J5H e A VR B AR o R A
2HETF 1 (Flavell et al., 1981; Gunia et al., 2021),
WA E BT T 2R 2Ok %5 48— [ A B i e WL
SORFEIANALE . 5 DL — B0 58 W RCR $RAT:
55 R RUARINYE R, B I8 WL AR B AT 55 f 4 H
BHRARAE S5 . AR 55 R AR A
21 =mERWER

FHEMFE R (Dot-Probe Paradigm)# FH A I i
— B B W A R A A e R B R O Al 22
(Qureshi et al.,, 2020; Santiesteban et al., 2017;
Wang et al., 2019), 7E S BENMTE P, Bl F 2]

— SR —— P A P AR AE— A R AL, THD [ 35t
—fmj, PrlalssRE L REHLE I 0~3 AN il e AR
X1/ K v W s 2 1Y NG U S e 5/ S D
B IAE AU W 1] — M, B3R i U )
MR 3, Bk, SR RLAHTE HA A
S, B MESAE BN SBEA -, A
—HHM . EARA—EEHT, ikELSZ ARG
BT, B ERAFRNS%, AR
FRC i 22 (Samson et al., 2010),

EAFEENE, FEFENE T, 7D
A5 R O i 2 R X R A A s T
(Altercentric Interference) (X #{#HK AR H 0
T B PO T BRI 22 R 1
RPN REEE 2N B Rl ioh S c N (NN € B
HIAE B2 T AT B A 5 S, mifA
RN W PR =N (B S R RN
s N A B45 B & THAAEAE B S/
A5 B (Samson et al., 2010; Santiesteban et al.,
2017; Surtees & Apperly, 2012), XFFITAEER
FAFET R0, wlan, 988 5300 %
FET R L RSB R RN B PALRE R AE A
PRI S5 Th R, S5 LB, A OB s B 8 AN
F PAAE A8 3 7 1 S A A U0 B 5 i SR A — A 2
228 A S5 BT, M AHe B 3K
PR DR 255 SR, ORG Bl e £ 35 B PADAE SR
PR 1 B O A5 B L g 5 A X /D H 2 g A N 1Y
WSS, DT 2 BR 4 A2 1 At A 0 T4 (Drayton
et al., 2018; Schwarzkopf et al., 2014),

PO, WFER B IR TE T I e =0 2 ) 2
PR A0 BRSO SE ok B, MAEHE S
LB SR BTG R BN Tad #2 . Furlanetto 46 A
(2016)7E #2783 = b 1) Bl 3k 22 90 = PR [ AR 3
BRI . ANEIR S50y . 37 DG IR 8 ) AU i
JEMRBER BN o S5 R R I, Bl 7 20 WA # AR
B FNIRAE DGR B2 1) FE LR B0 s B SR T
W0 8 3 PO w2 T AR T AN 7 G IR
Y UL A R e I AL 2SR B FR O M 22
R, s R0 3 I 2 ) S R R R R B
Ty AR O R 22

WY XY F 5 435 SR 32 8 SRR A P R A
AU A M BRI Ry, R A e R R
SRMEEFER, £AA-HFET, HTHIKA
M T B, Bl A A At AR A 7 A2
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il 2R IO 22 7 A e e M 22
2.2 BSEBRMES

WH5EF 2w 6 A 5 e 44T 55 (Own-Body
Transformation Task, OBT)¥E5T — Fir 4 W 45 %
BRI 22 59 7= A ML (Gardner et al.,
2017; Jansen et al., 2020; van Elk et al., 2017), %
W, PO SF B sk BRI AW E R,
P R o AN 23 DAAS ) BE gt o il o 80 W 141
R AN A Tk T BRI R E AR g i
A HARYR . BEE KR b N e e fa R B 3 R,
AW AR AL AR 0 28 S0 R e, Bl i
OIS ARG A O e AL E I B0 28 75 5
PRI, 17 S SO At AU s SE BRI X, BPE FR
AU 22 A B 5 (Zacks & Tversky, 2005),

o T BRI AR B A B AF SO Y e R]
T2, van Elk %% A\ (2017)KH OBT iz, ZRakik
FIRr 2L & FHTER AN A T2t T T, 4
REB, HE R b e NI RISE Y 71 iEd: 60°
120071 180°F, 4 i H L [R] T G 4 o I, €
B B A AR, 3 BGE A A A U
Koo S BN A B B9 WL 5 A 1 e HC BRERS £
BERCRIS, BT 5 S R 1 B0 I PR A
AN, TP ARPOEmE ., X PR RR
B, OBT Juzth, A B 5B etiin .

PR, A Y 45 R T SRR R A P A R
FEHE . FA AR E ISR, A T
FERY R RN RECT AR O ER2E . A
FEN, BOk A SRR L i, RO
TERL M fe iU R R SR AR R A
Al AR A AR
23 BEES

W98 & i FH 53 4T 55 (Director Task) s & B,
BT R AN U 25 55 72 A A 3 b 22
(Apperly et al., 2010; Legg et al., 2017; Samuel et al.,
2019) 252K AN 3232043 B T & M 4L Wi,
BT BICE AN, ER i AN 7 W A
EE NP0 K A WU N TR 35 W L S5 e A D)
WAF BT, e, BT SRR T 5 —
FIWHE RSB M. Blhn, Wang 55 A(2019)1
WEstrh, B LA MAER, EH N Bk
FEURA I, Y F23 Ak 8 4 m AR B/ N R
PORAEAE 2 T i KB B8R A By 52,

AR TE/ANEK, SRFW, BlE 5K
A C AL (5 B AR FIWT, 1A % e R =l A
f, BRI AR Paotm2E .

B 43 BIF 9T 25 A Sy I 2 5 SR S AR o 4
FHR . Samuel 25 A(2019)IAK, 76 S {51,
B A B A G S A A A DA AR A 5
A C AL BB B XTI o i —Fi A e 4 5
BTN TE R B BLAS o 58532y SR At U0 550 17 417
il B 28 B XL SRS, 3ok — 400 ] A 4 B A
TR AR ME

B2, FAh—Horp Iy, i 4s
FICRFR A PEH R IA IS Pile 55 A (2017)% H
TVE AT 55 It 22 £ R R 15 5 ) A AT 9 B A A X
MBS, SR LM, S ERNER A
SRR THEEZ AR PO EmE . KRR
R, A A £ R R R S AR AR — B B M R ]
SRR TIT Rt S B S sh b, I A S5 R
BN, AT B 7 A S A A R T PR (Creswell
etal., 2014),

24 WAHFENX

WF5T 4 R I AT 41 20 (Ambiguous Number
Paradigm) & 9, AMT7E Z B0 38 W AR PRI 5 %2
H B WS 52 0 (Millett et al., 2020; Surtees et al.,
2013; Surtees et al., 2016), SLK A, Wik 75 2RI Wr
LR B R 6 B2 9, — BT, BF
WEHEM, PalMELAE B MBFHFEIG N 6
BN A—BEMT, BFAKT2, Bl Rl
ANFE BB FEAR NS E S 6 I, BUNFE
BWE 9, RZIMR). BREMR, A—BEMAFT,
B W R LR B B B R K, B 3
oA 2

43 BIF 9T 3 A Ry It 9 B 9 8 SR S R A
P FRAEAL  Elekes %5 A (2016)IA N, ZEWI nl 405
b, BT DOARYE AT R L R, R
PAME BT A5 8 AR EEE AR5
BIfE B kel BB E O A G A RSN
B, B AMARSENEE . Mol
SR, 75 ZEA 6 s I 5 WS AH
I A B . YA 2 B MR, T A
A LR

SR, WA BB ISR A A e X 45 R
SR AR R IH B . Todd 48 A(2019)R H
AT BV 25 A I i FREE AR, & 24 S g i
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Ao e, O A S 5 S O A L
HHEE.

3 BERPOEREENZIER

PR T B 3R O P i 22 FT B i A P g B R
FIHEAS R ID N S 8, s _E R AN 0 T 2
B PR 28t 25 i 1 v e A 2 1) 7 A R B
HRE LIRS, Bl R0 SR B0 5 1 A B AN AL
SRR . R & SR B B LA BB e i S fk
B B AR A AR . T
T A L3R LA 7 1, R a2 8 38 O PR 2=
HEZERE,

3.0 KFRNEEMEME

AR, VSR BN Z 50 A SR
REAIE 22 SRR, e A O e SR 43 X6 4% 11 O
L, B A H 3R O R 2 (Ganesh et al., 2015;
Muto et al., 2018). %N, SZ55H, Kessler A1 Thomson
(2010) 185 8 i 40 W7 53 0 A6 00 R BT R Y A2
NIRRT o MU REBERT SR — 0 R38N\
TRy, el B3R P IR 22
Mo SRIEAYML, WTAEA ANEEHE, gl
Xof LW A5 R A s BEOUEA A B B A B T4

Ganesh 25 ANQOIS)MNI A REX S5 BERE
KREMAMAEE, dE— P T W AR R 05
W, G5 R, SR AL, SR &
BB A O R IR, Bl AR B Y R S
B, X, AMIMERLBRME S A S ASH A R
WA YA A A DR RS, X B

TR T EE AR RN B IR, SR
ZHERPOEMRZE. ARG R SR T ek
£ ZRIU

32 ZEFAMSHEXE

MR SR BN G 5 Bl A AT S AR M s,
WS BRI A SIS, #HmMEANELZHA
Fe 0P 22 (Cakal et al., 2021; Simpson & Todd,
2017), 40, Simpson 1 Todd (2017)1F Wi T 444
B RS A R FPIA AL R AE Y WS o G5 R R,
BCREE A QLR LS R, AL LA
ORI S BB R AR W s, BRI E 21
EE LN (PN

Abbate %5 A (2019)¥# B R HHEA S A 51 (B
Hofth B K09 A 58— L0 0E, AR b AN

fTE R — A, &5 R &k, #iTE 2 R
A TR (U Z A B 2 ) 4 0 At A A0 BRAR S, T3
ARER OB, IR 5 32 8] 3 o
PEIR2Z 19 T4 . Klimecki (2019)11 %% B, 75 W 5%
B, SHEW RS B AR L, 9 TR AA P K
PR SET, oA TR A S A WS —
B, IWIMEREE N A S WIS, 724 B3 ok
25 . FaRES RS T ORISR 5 R S
33 FREMERE

NATTEA A0 147 1) 68 7 i A 1% P 3 R T 1 5
AT 3 o P O 22 B AT 8% 1 38 s 2D, (H
& H TR L D 22 AN 22 5 2 (Martin et al., 2019;
Zhao et al., 2018), Zhao % A (2018)i% 8 %l 10
ZILERRFEATS . S5REM, 10 & )LEHH
M AWLS B RE IR T 8 #ILE., W, ik A
P 1 2 T AT 1 B B R

FF R R R R, Bernstein 5 A (2011) &
TAHRTE 3 $ 2] 95 5 Z A WS R R RE
HIREM AR PO REEAN AR U R
RE—ARPOEMELE 3 ZERTE K, 5 F 0
TR KRG, BE FRIF-HAE; BE, FE
EWE M, EENH IR OHARZE ISR, —TJ7
AT BE R T 12 ae iRk, SEMLT=IE T AS
XAt N e BT R TN, I FH 45 515 B E @A
I 5 53— 5 T T B2 PR Sy 40 okl 4 1) e 7 119
B, MEATHELAIRG B S, X — MR T
P P A
34 FEFXLIHE

SCARXT AT e IR B 3% o 25 B B 5%
W, {HAH SR 5% 45 SRl L 4 2% (Wang et al., 2021;
Zhai et al., 2021), Markus F1 Kitayama (1991)% B,
Z R0 T SRR IR S A TR, AR SO TR IR DG I
MR, B, 53275 Jr SCAE 2 i ) Bl A
Fb, 7R W SCAR T 37 109 3 76 O R B P {5 B
R RRR D, T 3Z B 3 At e 22 1 TP
/INo Chopik % A(2017)3# 63 4~ B 5¢ i i ik 4 20 4t
ANTEREBR TAEE., 5RAM, SEKFEX
R A E, A 3 SCE R 0 e SR
BESTHRATEZE ., XRW, A F A
A B AU S AR SR B TP Iy L s, T
SHERTE AL O HEDR SR, BHH A AR
A 22

SR, Wang 25 A (2019)% FH S50 3 = F0 5
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AL N 1A SRR 4R,
Hh ] 5 5 R [ R A A X P A 55 B R R B
FRAAY [ B P 22 o X — WP A 8RS RAFE AT
FEATE o ARVETT SRR 2 S EURF 19 A G
P 22, LB S DR 2R A 3 s 410 o 4 2 43
PR 1R U DR S 3RO P i 22 14 5 B 25T
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4 MF-PEAHEIERRE

AT JLAR, A1) P o205 0 ) A 2 0 A
HIE e — BARMAY, A EIE A IAE] T
ADH SIS SCfF o T, SRS . Al

T O T LR A PR e R . ZE TR

FERFE, 7S SCABR T8 8 0 10 o) 2o 7 A 400 o) 2 S A
U AR i R % S R R H R A T R O
AREFWXR, Mol te 2 REER, HHESE
THRPOMEMmZE, Bk, A3 -
BAELR LR A VAR BIE 2 5

FeldmanHall I Shenhav (2019)#% 1 [ &4 #
L 5, R B AT DO 2 A 2 A e = B B AR
B ZARI Ok, SN E R AR E A R
ETHZ—o AMISH IR+ H
g1, LI AR E N X S S, Bk
MHE, AT A SRS =B (DA S
PEMESE AL RE . OB, AR A 2 09 AR 2 06 F
AT AT e S A P 4 /Rt A HEI S 3
BT AR e8NS B 5 SR8 i AR (5 B Y
PR S, Q) HI TR, e, AR A
il TE AN A R R S AT PR EE, I 1 ) W AT
BEBAT R RN BRSO N, B3 B Atk A SELARLRD

W SRS HE R R . Q)R ) i L A AR
T AR A A AT 09 B i TR IO, LA B 41
HEM A AL o T, SR FQ)IFA R T 257
W, HAEARRRRE LR R A (R,
B X HERM G R R, N REf R B R G
P 22 1 & AEBLAH

7R 30 % FeldmanHall A1 Shenhav (2019) {45
R 2R A U3 R R VR AR B LR 1)
BRI E, 42 il 04t A 5 A B A2 1 00 5 B
NATTHE LA TE B8 HE BRI AE S — 1 58 T MW, e
AF, 00T P 25 AR A AR R G R 1 U R 3 ok
AN TR A B A O 22

(L) 4 0 1R B S i A B PR B A L
WP FIWT . X —HERRAT AR A B P, (HUER
e BAARTE Z b4 B O WA B 5 IS,
A, AN an SR A W, TR EE e A &
WA o QAR BEIR A B W AR, S A
ST B ) AN P S AR, DATT e 08 L A B A
NGB =W 17 (1 I ¢S 7311 B W S 3 w o
DLl BB, e AR 25 R R, A
H I [ )/ (Francois & Rossetti, 2020; Santiesteban
etal., 2017; Surtees & Apperly, 2012),
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P o AR TT LA 7 ol v 5 B9 X0 551 80 i I
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M, A B R R R AR PR,
TRERSM R E &S A 20K, gl
A LA TE A U1 R0 A A ol B 1 0 a5, DA T 3 e 1 3R
HC P 22 (9 T4 (Abbate et al., 2019; Klimecki,
2019),

G)YYAM RIS B B EE, I HIEE R
B e S B S Y =8 A I S = 0 Y =D <
B s, SMAHELUIE B BE R R E,
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Pl 5 U ) A E AR, DATARE 1 B0 AR A R
USRSy il A B R, e 5 B TR O T 22
Bian, LIFEBEFE R IR, LR o e 1 R
S AR AE S AR, Bl D SO
T, WmiEE 5= {3 0 M 25 (Kessler &
Thomson, 2010; Wilson et al., 2017),
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Jit J& Y At 2 B AR T JR U (Abbate et al., 2019;
Klimecki, 2019), 33X $E 0 AT LL3E i3 1 Fp B 20 45
T AR5, DA S st 57 R0 B X0 st >R 6 19 n T
HERR (1) ELE WS AL RS 1 58 b 0 s FIA T
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MMEM,

5 REERE

FI O P I 22 O BT 78 1 NS5 L A,
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Shy (i B b AU ) 4 Y LRI 5, # s
i) B 2% 5 1 B A 0L, (ER R B 0
SUIMEAAM] o B0, 78S SOR PR R o 2
HEEE B F 0P 22 (Surian & Franchin, 2020).
DL B 15 U PR R s — i e R e AR R T
PBE s R R . Mgl BB A
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(Santiesteban et al., 2017), {H &, 40k — 14 F145
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ZEMIWESE o SO R 3R Qo] 5 o o) e e o 3
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HAETH T Z 8 ERRSE B K, = N F 8 Ry
Z o RRMFFE AT LR RBAE . 2O i
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The debate between inhibition and attribution of egocentric bias
in visual perspective taking

WU Menghui, XIE Jiushu, DENG Zhu
(School of Psychology, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210097, China)

Abstract: Egocentric bias plays an important role in unsuccessful social interaction. However, its inner
mechanisms are still under debate. Specifically, the inhibitive selection model and fluency misattribution
theory hold different statements on the emergence of the egocentric bias: inhibitive selection model holds
that the failure of suppressing one’s opinion will lead to the egocentric bias; fluency misattribution holds
that incorrect choice of one’s information, which is more fluent, leads to the egocentric bias. To integrate the
above debates, we propose the inhibition-attribution collaboration model, suggesting that inhibition and
attribution may jointly lead to the egocentric bias. Future studies should verify this model using
sophisticated research paradigms and special groups of participants.

Key words: egocentric bias, perspective taking, visual perspective taking, social interaction, interpersonal

communication





