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BEYP A ESAERFAERNRFAE, BhmE, ENFEEZRIRT T IRIEE LI P LA LR G IL
Wb 53| 3PS e Hem . M ALEHE B F ARG T ARG O IO AY A . AR S AT R AR AR AL
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MR B v (eye gaze)TEFRATTH#H 2 28 A Hp 473 18
HEEREMMAO. EAFRRESERET, REER
AARMER . AW ED RBRE . Ltk
4 DL KA 7 ik 55 5 AR 55 H br 5E R B BE
(Kleinke, 1986)o 3405015 RV At A 9 40 J7 1] A 0
B, SEFRATIN AL A A ERE B HTRE . B
A LRk, NS IR B ARG T A i = A
HMURR A2 AL - 00 T A A T R ) € DR
Jir 3, | (Kobayashi & Kohshima, 1997), HR &)X
— IS REAE 1] fls A48 7R FRATRY AL D7 5], DA T2
HET N N 2 R 0 0F R SE I S AE EA AR
(Kobayashi & Kohshima, 2001; Kret & Tomonaga,
2016; Holler & Levinson, 2019), —EHF55H AN,
N MR R ) JE— IR S 1 T LART 4 3 1 TR AT T RE 68 14>
YRS B4 ) T At AR 7 [ (Cline, 1967; Gibson &
Pick, 1963; Gale & Monk, 2000; Symons et al.,
2004), MibEE G LR IR A, BFRH KA
XA TERL T 1) B A W e 52 B2 8] TIRZ R
SO, ARAE DAAE SRR vh IF B0 TR X i 26 P 3%
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AR, AL, AakEE, ol

PEATHES S50 HT o PR AS SO HIR Pt 323 o 9 AR [
R —ENE S WEE XML&, Xt
X — AR 5% 19 BEE S SCUEI ST BEAT I B
IFVFIR 5 IRIT 1 H B FTAT AE R DR AR B IF 5T
Tl FEARTCH, AR ARG AL A& &Rz
L (gazer), TEL 152 FH R Z 0L EEH

(gazee),
2 EMEREEINEWE ARG

2.1 BREBR SLEBH 4 R HHAE X I AR A0 55 B R M
211 REEIEHFEXEI AR Mm
FATHER A N LTy 0] AT BT, o5 B 4%
ML R IE IR AE AL ol A R RS
AYHR % 4544, Kobayashi Fil Kohshima (1997) & B A
2 110 MR A EL A it e ) e — RL B L 491 LT AR 5
BRAEKE 7 1) Bhi . ARG X SE R A S 0 9
LT3 1) B A T LA 45 K R B2 2K & (Anstis et al.,
1969; Ando, 2002, 2004; Olk et al., 2008; Doherty
et al., 2015). JUfTZEHY LR IR TE A Wit il 75 1)
F ARG T 0T B ILRSE v A 87 A L o T LA A 1Y
R, AR i A TE R Ty 1w ) DR AR DR B AR
T X —2k R (Anstis et al., 1969), I FLLRZIRIT
S5 RS 1y v 2 G B LU AR R, AR AR IR AT R IR
R YA 118 DRI 79 J L] 45 4 v 42 RO N T4 D )
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A B o WSS KB, 6 ANk AE HIR A JLART 2544 4 i
0 U o L B B ) A 2 AR
AT ] I B (] 1a) (Ricciardelli
etal., 2000; Olk et al., 2008). ERIELLASN, BRHEA I
AL 1B Bz K 1) 5 3 A 60 2 3 i 8104 A oAb X 3 R
77 1] B 4t - Ando (2002, 2004) % 38 8 28 IR JiE— ]
14 5 85 2 S SO AR R i 380 A9 3 00 1 o 6 B ) —
MRS o B 4n, >4 R A HIR 5 A 0] IR S A% i
B, ARy 1] S BB 2 1 A O A% (] 1)
v R FR— 0 bk 152 55, AR X 1 40 D 1 1 S 1
WAy —EREM MW 1c). XLEMFFUESH
AT Ut BH AL 2R 8 AT — A T 1 0 D) Sfe o Al A
W5 ] BEAT HIT, BIVFRATT 25 T AT 1] T4 HIR 5 o o
R 43 24 Al A T AR 43 (Ricciardelli et al.,
2000), Ando (2002)IAAy, VA BEHLE] H
{23 [8] 351 {5 B, (low-spatial-frequency information)
I, & AR R ARORDRE T L] 25 4 )2 F
25 8] J 2 (5 B (high-spatial-frequency information)
FREE, RAEGIBERE AN ok A & O B G E
B, SRk R AN T AL I S B AR A A
X PR FP LR ZR I T ELAT 1 47 1% 25 5914 . Doherty %5 A
(2015)R FH 7 W4 36 Fifi (gaze following) FY 52 56 3 =X
BT T A FAE IS Befy L3R T BA AR R A
ML AN T, 258 &M 2~3 LI E
W36 Bl T2 SRR T2 BE R R, M B X —1F
SRR, A 2 Y R, B
BREAT A WD T . KA 3 BFFR, 4
PRFF IR R LA e 25 G 5 B 2 3 X T A T 1)
HEFTH T

a b
n
n

B 1 ,JE%%XT&M%F?E’J#'IZFJ?E’JE;DH(TWJ) (a)lR
5 DAY IS O M L5 I ) 0 L R R AT AR B o (b)
AL TT A R A U AR 1 o (o) ECPL AT 7 B IR

s — MBI 5

2.1.2 AR B E LA BE AR
TR DLE LA SE 0 5 B A G SCHR P, K2 8L
AR (0 T TG IR 5 ) PTR  Shy SO

B LAS, W 58308 T 4 35 2k 25 18 (Friesen &
Kingstone, 1998; Ristic et al., 2002) . 71E HL4E W 1E
F(Schilbach et al., 2006; Lobmaier et al., 2008;
Chen et al., 2017). shZ&MI(Kuzmanovic et al.,
2009; Pelphrey et al., 2004), P {%ifi(Kesner et al.,
2018) Pk K L5 A (Ponkdnen et al., 2011; Lyyra
et al., 2017)VE NS Ao (ELIX LEAN [ S L ) )
AR | A2 B F N 5 1 LA SOW AR
(Audience Effect) ¥ k& F# A A K 7
(Hamilton, 2016), Hietanen } H:[F 55— &5 0F
FERL, LA R R B N 25 B0 R 2= |
AN [R] 47 28 F0 A B8 52 7 (Hietanen et al., 2008;
Pénkinen et al., 2010, 2011), %4, Pénkinen %5 A
(2010) {5 FH L TN & R SR BHR D T AME XS T
AN TR E A T 1o 4 i FL S o 2R, B AR
TR N AT R Ok Ui K T — AR N170
A1 H ] J5 #8474 H f7 (Early Posterior Negativity,
EPN), {H 3% — &0 0 AN 78 LRI 25 4 F & B,
TAE R 254 W B A B — R0 . A {8 1 3)
APUBURI S TS b A BT [ RE FR 2808 (Conty
et al., 2007) 73 —HBFFE I HLEL T X EALARE T
M L 5 BB N B X R YRR R I R S
Iz PRI (] 6 (125~170 F1 170~230 ms) M (5 i
L, 042 8 X 35 ) P B (LN R AN ) UK,
X 3 33 5 B A 8 =0 SR (IR R B0 92 1A%
(Debruille et al., 2012), i B & B R AR 25 1A
[ A T 5 | KA [ i 45 ) PO 0% - Kesmer 55
A (0185 FH 1A [F] &2 1o XU 1) 5 1R T 5 - s k)
W i N0 4 3 R 1) O [ I R, 4

e B 2 XK (linear style HEBEHERS
RS S AR A e, 2 1 P XA (painterly
style, iz 44 (% iﬁ?"‘ﬂﬂ?i)ﬂﬁ%@uﬁﬁiﬂf
PN A 2 R S5 4, A5 I IR 2 (calcarine fissure),
HLAR T (cuneus), R B (lingual) FI#24K 2] (fusiform
eyri) IR R, XL Fss g IR R, TEiE
AT RARCAE 55 b, AFEHEA R 251 %
ARV R ARG 2l o BRAR i AR AT B Kl 2 WA (]
8 A A 2 552 W ) 60 At 3 A D 1 ) S B, L
ST R BN [ A R AR S R F RS
PE A 22 5, FRATHED AR B2 R R e 2
M A A A R B TR A N T, BT AnAE Kluttz 45
A (2009) ik, BEFEHEE] T Kappa ffiiX
— MR A A= PR (RIOE Al 5 AU a0 e ff - e S



240 DI = N S

%29 %

TG O [T A 2 DR LA I e L O
R LR MG . Kappa fARYA/NE A5, W E
TEXUR Z [ % Bk HL oA IEPE AR S, X IR T
) HEE L0030 48 T 4 T X S s T RLE
BB LR s R R A AR P RH T LS = 4
BB Z T X —{F 5, WK —RFE ) B2k m] RE AL
153 ZYEE A AR A T 10 (Y 3R3K AR AR 28 AT RE
Wi WL 6 & 1A . 25 IR, JSORE R AAS R) E
HEALTT 1045 B 3238 T W52 3 I AT /) bl 2800 T
R AR 2 5, ROR MBS B — PR
DRIR € i A S e R 2R (=9 R
(7] — S 55 v A AN [ SRR e A5 2 T B S 0 45
A=y YRR A RE AU ER R A AL
T AR 7 107 X 3 L [a] B A SRR A R T
P& 0 4 5 WIS R S g R B AR UE A LA B ST I )
RBE
213 KR EEFHHEITER DM
Wollaston (1824) 8 5 & A TX T A TEL
J5 1] B J A AR G T IR S LT S5 kg 2k &, TRl
25 32 BBV G Sk AR ) 1520l . 1AL 2 R,
Ze O R b o R B B0 T BT Ty, A 4
Fr T A Sk 0 1 e, el L IR A A R A
REP=Y =[P =S SF 1] P E =i ¥ PN = R L8 I R 1T
A 8 R A AR i, FArT 2 & L K 181 e g R
B T )& — R, X — IR AR R IR
V] (the Wollaston effect), MLJ5, A K il SLUERF
FEA 7 S R 1] 23 B 0 A ARt T A T )
AU W1 (Gibson & Pick, 1963; Cline, 1967; Anstis
et al., 1969; Langton, 2000; Todorovi¢, 2006; Moors
et al., 2016; Balsdon & Clifford, 2017), Langton
(2000)R 2 Stroop YUz 2L T SKH0 I 1] 5 i E
D5 18] Z 6] YR B, F 58 35 25 Wit 5 Bk A )
fo] FOE AL T ) — BN — B A 18 R, 7E— i
SFAF T BOR BRI Sk AR ), 5 — S RN
SRRX A Wiy 1] . AR LB, Tt FI Mk
P 1) 3 2 I A ), T Sk R 1) A
W7 1) A — B 2 A 0 B B ik 2548 T — B0
St B2 3k 5 1 G fn] 52 e 3 R 1 %) ] e
We o LAAE Y W 5 4t 2 P A RN < R S S0
(overshoot effect) Fl 4% 5| 2 1 (towing effect)
(Langton et al., 2004), T j&48 5058 2 19 AR5
re o) Sk A8 5 ) K 2 B 7 ) i B 1 BR 42 (Noll, 1976
Masame, 1990; Todorovi¢, 2006, 2009), filtn, >4

SR T A A 30° B4 ThTFL L L AR 1) AR GG 1) s ik,
PR RE S AR MIE BRI o J5H 248 M5
S AL 1) 1) Sk A 1) AH W] 19 7 10 A% 1R 42,
LA TR B B IR BTSN (Maruyama & Endo,
1983, 1984; Sheldon et al., 2014), 1 FA[HI, fE4:
7 1] 5 SRR AR — AR BL R, X PN ARURE
HA LA —RE g R, HEIH R IR,
AT SCHRXT P Fh R & A 0 B S A AT TR AR
T, 38 3 B Sk ) E M L SR IR T A AR
N ELR R AR AL, BT AIRATIA N KSR 9 7
TN B R 22 5 A B X 5K — )
HATHN

NGRS

R
- -

B2 RPN . AT R B AR BERL T 17 A
I T UL A 7 B, SBT3 AR il . A
PSR A IR B 2 — A0, (HU2 S AR A Fe s i i 41
MR 5 7 A SR (G TE B AN R B9 T 1]

W Sk AR 1) A1, 30 A B A ) 5 1 L 23 5 T
W5 3 % FL A A0 7 1] 14 4 W7 (Perrett et al., 1992;
Hietanen, 2002; Seyama & Nagayama, 2005; Moors
etal., 2016). Moors %5 A (2016)45 ik R BLH A A
[ Sk 8 ) o) (A0 7 1)) S B AR 1] O 1) B, 46
% B S 50N, RIS T SR 380 18 3 L ) 23
I S AR 1] 1) S5 A% o g AL A B 5 4
IR BEAE B, W& F A9 fA B (Langton et al.,
2004) , J& B B 037 B (Watt et al., 2007) 24 K 0T B AG 25
o, (West, 201 D)% EMEIWER R0 . 25 1 ATiA, X
SERF T4 R T AN ATE N A MR B 1 0 B 5
AR AR B ) R S AR AEAR S, [R5
T AL A T 3 e B TS 5e05 R, Ho 252 3 HAl
A B
22 WEFLIEEESWS] S iE A 5 A0
221 MEFLFBEXERE R E T

MILREE N —FEENESES, BEL
K AR PIE RS, R 48] & I H 101
25 KAWL N . DIAERY ISR R th T L RIE 5
E AL 7 ) A7 76 A OS2 IR 19 56 R (Adams & Kleck
2003, 2005; Adams & Franklin 2009), Adams #
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Franklin (2009) ) #/f 52 % B A0 15 23 52 5 1 £L
FAF HIFZ R, AATTHE S 5 v SR R A [ 175 2
TR0 AL A8 AL T o AT, 25 SR e B % T
RO FLASPF T B AR S 0y SR B R, TR T
TEBUR T LA F T 0 B AL SO, SR v . fE
fifi F«dL = {5 5P 15 (shared signal hypothesis)X}
X G R HATIRRE, XIS, EE R
FLERNE 57 [l A0 R T i a5k 1 3l
MU, 4 1 LR 5 A0 T 1] BT JR s i Sl LA
M)A —E B, ANt SR AR TE AL 5 AR S A
AR AR 5 RV ZE B I, DU 2 15 X AN [
I M BN T, Lobmaier %5 A— &5 A 5% % H
TEALHE (gaze cone)VE I AR TG 45 I
FLXT B B A8 ) A9 L 5E 19 52 1 (Lobmaier et al.,
2008; Lobmaier & Perrett, 2011; Lobmaier et al.,
2013), FEXLEHFTE D, AR POLEB T — RS
BA R4 ALK B B K 1 26)
KTy (AL A B A e 2°, 40, 6°, 8°
A 102 NI & Jr, I ZER A Wiz m AL o2
TEEARAAT o 8 2 T SRAS )7 2 T AL AR A T BT
HE, BITHER — DA 50% A 320 A
S E AR TERL AR BEAE, WF5E R AR TR L
R AL, RARE LA A AR
Vi A AL, R T R O % 1 3 40 T ) S B
HEHAN o VEF NN X — S5 R AR e K S I Y
oA 17]” (self-referential positivity bias)ft FRISHE
BT BT, RIAMABAT —FhoxE T A FR A B
(IS E S E NS s ol i s R E N DR E Sy S SR ]
BEIEHAR T A G & e . PRI A
NI PR R R 45 10 2 B B —FhIEPE 3R AL
FRE S 205, B M 2 R R 5 B
O JE ORI Bt — T X A4 B 2SR DA

H4E Adams Fl Kleck (2003, 2005) 742 H
CHTAFESHIE, LSS T AN T
PR EAE, MEZWR, (HR A e T
AR F X —4518, Graham 1 LaBar (2007, 2012)
TELRG T AN ST B Sty LA AL 4 S5 3T
[11] 22 ) 4 AH LS 0 JF A 2 b AR 10, HE R AR R T
—E SRR, RIS H AR A S AL R4 BN L
SE Y HIAE 55 ARG O0 T, A AU 23 4 B A AR 3G
5T AR B AR W, AT RIS R B,
TOE FL AT 3k B 01 2 2 B B, TR 1)
AR 0 T FL AR 5 4N (256 1 R0 2); T B T

FLAHE 26 19 T TRBE AR, R 1 T LIS 2 n
TR B W 3 B R (SR 3 A 4). I, K
X — 25 H SR i b i B R R, B4 M
LT ) B A T A KT, TRTFLAE 2 X
5 ] (4 5 W) P e I T AN 29K 1 o
2.2.2 TEFLIS| 3t iE A0 AN 5 AT R0

AL s R AR E SN S — 1B
AR B o YENEES, AT T 5| HEfL
B B B I 1) 9 B8 M ) T 4 O K 2R A 4K
(Langlois et al., 2000), X —fmiF# 5 1.0 AL
FEF 1R W5 0 T LR L85 35 R 12— - i A
T RE A 175 e L AU M0 0 9 1% 4 74X 48 (Aharon et al.,
2001), BFFEFRMA, =] 7 TH AL B2 R RN 3 5
BN IR EA A IR o AEASFEER T R4,
T FL R 5| A9 = 1 BE 08 18 7 LR 3 1 N SO 1R
(ventral striatum)H 25 5 e 28 TU R S DX 14 BR AR
JEE, T — DX 1 3 R D) 5 2 It Y0 4% 1) A
X(Kampe et al., 2001), 7EEMWEEMAFT, HILEK
5107 5 i X8 1% BR AR B R E AR O, T AE ALY
SR, ALK G175 XA 0 T BRAR AR A A
Ko DRI IE R EFLIR 51 5 % T
BEIEEI, Kloth 48 A (2011l AgX 28 T H
BRI 0] 048 R 51 1 A 5 | s L &
B, SR | 0T LG I T 5 A SRR R R el 42 e
PR I, D WA 8 T o) T4 v W 5 | T L B
R A . VRN X — 45 R R L R %
“ IS IR BB AR 1) 9 BEIS HE 28 T HEAT A R,
RIPAS R 2 B0 ) 1K 5 W 51 ) AL ——ix — HL
2 Jil 7 SCA T 1 SR H W S 4 1) B B DA GE
PRI ARG ARG 12 BB TR AT T LA A I 1
LR 51 7 X6 1 AR B s VR R A AR 4 5
4, WEWs I EfLgG MEE R TEZW
ESR AL, 7 R R 0 T 58 m] X ik — {3 AT 5
IES A FE .

3 WMEEHEEZXEME RS20

31 MEHOEBERITEAMEANZN
NS B AR SR Uk, LS 3 AS B (1) 0 B
15 25 1) 1) HL X At A 400 ) 0 8T FETT A
HIF 5T B SO T B LU = AN SRR AR A
W FE AR 0, B A58 £E IR R A (Social  Anxiety
Disorder, SAD) . H M I i% & [ 1% (Autism
Spectrum Disorder, ASD) UL K 1§ # 43 24 %E
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(Schizophrenia, SCZ).
311 #HXEEEFSREEN

SAD J&—F il TAE A1 5 g | R I AN i
S I BOAG RE, HAT M R BU X T S
i) ik ZU ZLAEL A [9] 38 (DSM-V, American Psychiatric
Association, 2013), BE 4 HR i 3 A0 4F h—Fh 8 21
G, B4 SAD AN 5 g AT T iR
LI N T 07 X B R AR TR AR 7 WF5T i i
FeES SAD 5 it BRE X i A 17 1R o 41 4 B AR e I,
SAD AR Tl B TE AL, 4552 IR X3,
SR T 1 4 SR, LR SR B B X T AR
DX 3 B /D 1 3 R R BRI B A T R R 2 ]
(Horley et al., 2003, 2004), Moukheiber %5 A (2010)
AORITE L Sk — 25 2R, AT e B S £ B Y ™
AR AE 5 VR A [l AR B 2 [E] A A — A B Y I
HOCIE AR, JF Hak — M AE HoAT k2 s 1) T AL
45 (BT RI RS B B o el L, AT
AT B, SAD A2 T a3k R A B A
X— W EE BTS2 S . HEORHE
I b KR 3 I, SAD A2 G faf 1 il A
BT M WE? Gamer %5 A (2011)% FH.C> BE 4 1
PO ED TS I TEALHE . TERESE D, A
MTER WXL B —A> =4 B L TR IR I B 2
HWAC, 455 K8, MiEkI4AL, SAD MAR
AR AUHE, R 2 1 TR SR A
TERLT 10 40y LR, EL U AL B0 RN 5 4 52 £
FEAEAR Y AR R S IEAR DG (H, X RO AL
TEA T3 — A =4 M A0Sk 8 (52 38 vh i B AR AL
S SR L) [ B BRI A o X SRR
W, 7EZ2 NHAM R T, SAD B 1TEIL M5
BN MAEF R X — 45 R IR T SAD MA
XA R4 2 {5 B Tk 4] (information-processing
biases)o M SAD AN F FEA 7] F L —Fh Gk
£149 77 3 25 A AN B 2 1 S0 EL XS S5 1 38
J&(Chen & Drummond, 2008), IMij7EAE3CHE &=,
BAE R EIE ShHLAE AR 5, Rk THEH 1
A B GG S, K SAD AT A H AL
pop e N e AU e b QIR N 1 ¢ s ]
TR B R A e g AL R A AR AT A S
T3 TR T =2 e A0 L e AT AL AE A R
MR TS AR A SAD AN S P il 4140 He B
A SE R TEALHE, I ELZBON TR BT AL AR
T K (Harbort et al., 2013), fEFHIN Y, FHGX—245

S0 R AT R BN T LA T = 4 AL R
175 & R T v A R R, AT B B A 0B R AR
XAt 2Z RV ZFIE IR 2L SAD MAFEEAZ T
IANHITT AYT 1 (Cognitive Behavioral Therapy, CBT)
Ja ., BR T A A M R IR AR DL A,
MAE /N AT S50 IR T 3 25 5%, XU B X
FAE S B IREE R T Hith & 25 SAD MMATEM
Y IR AL . — 2 A AR I R 0 B 5 A )
FEHCS 25 45 5 (Schulze et al., 2013; Jun et al.,
2013; Bolt et al., 2014), il Schulze % A(2013)
TE T — T T R 45 B 5 R R FR AR A 2E £R
JEFR 5 A A E ALY A 3R A8 17 80 5 (self-directed
perception) & IEAH 3¢, R4+ 38 £5 5 1Y 4> 14 540
li] T A BT 10 F e A B 10 F O, R 2
X F R (BT L RUME R LI L AR AR,
X — 25 LA RE S A B IR AT 47 1 #R A A4 SAD
RIS T2 R A TR 00 2 AR R0 [ 3k, T [
Z— g D ] 2 ad B A A TR S R
& B A # AT
312 HBHAEELERERSREEN

ASD Je—JEME L H M, HERIREY
Ryt 2E AR L I6 38 A L K B A 2 AR AT R
(DSM-V, American Psychiatric Association, 2013),
o, Xt A RN TR g 9 52 45038 A R 2
ASD A4t 28 B vy i B A5 e R B A O R Bl R R
(Baron-Cohen, 1997), fE{EMATH b, HEFIEH
KA (typically developing, TD)/MAT &, ASD 4~
ST/ AL IR IR IR, H2 RS
i A ST HR M 3 fil (eye contact) (Klin et al., 2002;
Pelphrey et al., 2002; Riby & Hancock, 2009), X
ASD MMAETE H K 015 FHHR I R AR 28 A7 4 ik
B, AHIETF AN B AT 58 4 T0EE IE i A
B3 90 )7 [ (Akechi et al., 2010), BF5X R, 2452
A 55 2 SR AT G e At R30I %o JEL 33 40 g o g
A7 B B A T A 45, ASD MR RS TD A~k
WA & #F 22 5 (Baron-Cohen et al.,, 1995;
Leekam et al., 1997; Kyllidinen & Hietanen, 2004;
Senju et al., 2004; Swettenham et al., 2003), — L&
FH NN, ASD MR FEME G A Ha i eI
AR IAE LT TR T ] A H W b, TR AE T
FLRE A5 1E A 17 FH 1 400 2 R LAl A ) 58 L
HLIR A (Baron-Cohen et al., 1995; Leekam et al.,
1998). Blinfe—Iiks b, Va4 )L gl L 3
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&[] DU AR R R R 3 L e, 885 3 TR
Wz R A Y& A8 B — 55k S (Baron-Cohen
etal, 1995), Z5H &, TD JLEE F 2 HIWr A
F ] RO SR 2 R AR, 2, TD JL
HARE R AL AT O 5 LG B B R R
Fe, I LLGAR S 4R 2% ok #k Wi th A Ay 2 BT B Ao
AH ), ASD JLEE Bk MR Z 2@ A
TR TT 10 B SE MR o T AE 55 — A At AR
AT, ASD 5 TD JLER R EEH 5.
T H AN A 2 1) 1 A IR I 1 X — 1 S R R,
ASD MAFERE 23 B B T LR 214 2 AR
BTG 3 R AR B, A0t B R ) SO
LR 2% (Baron-Cohen, 1997), 5| & B4 7 & (joint
attention) Pk & i #2 % ¥t (turn-taking) 1 15 5 %5
(Bdckler et al., 2014), feift i — I 50 R T 38
JE AR a2 R 2 58 B P AE B 3 1Y 3 T G
(Palmer et al., 2018), VEMLJ7 ] (138 N 5 2L 2438
BT R—FM T E, RN RZ2IEMR
J7 1] B 40 W 1) A S ) A e B B4 (Calder et al.,
2007; Jenkins et al., 2006), Z5H % H ASD E 5
NN Uy AN R B A i e SR T
Z5, EH NI 45T e R W ASD /X
ALY B R 22 5 5 T S B R N I e A %,
UNAEFE 218 5% ot A3 408 T 1 A e 8 ke Al
A B B L BRRE, T ASD B B2 RIS
lidre1EH 1,

WAHBFINR ASD AU 7E R F IR iE 3 4
KEe ) EWEHUE R THYS TD AMATEIRE I
B T8 A2 S Biln, —IE5E ) B
AT FL A AR T LAY 1 R AN X R 1 (search
asymmetry)¥ 837 T ASD Ml TD JLZE 1) 9005
(Senju et al., 2008), X FH8 R B AXS B4R, HH
L TR FL, FRATSAE B AR 2 B 5P i 4R D)
AL, X — IR NBE 0 B
N> (the stare-in-the-crowd effect) (von Griinau &
Anston, 1995; Senju et al., 2005; Conty et al., 2006)
3 — AR 7 A R P T A L AR B 8 T
AU A28 4 1973 2 (Senju & Hasegawa, 2005),
7E Senju ¢ A (2008)HIBE5EH, #kH EAEL T
PR 3P SR B BRI 21 B AR RO S0 R
N, B Z2 A AR 5/ T L R R H R B B
sl A Z A B IR0/ LR e ) R, 5
RIR, fEIES AL &1, ASD JL#E A TD JL

BRIV DX, H 52 0 T b ) A AL
W AE Y AL B A s, AT TD JLE R
RMZB T mALEE R, B AT B
RMEREMNAERT, i ASD JLEMNRIFFAZ
B 1w FLAB) B A MEE N, X — AT as R AR
ASD JLEM Z{fi HF#E(5 B (featural information)
AT HR S FERL, T TD L3N 26 B (R
K (configural information) G Ml AR i 7 ¥ (Senju
et al., 2005; Senju et al., 2008) ., X AF A T. 77 b,
FH ASD AMMELEXSIEAE B S AR SR A
B %% & b A7 75 & 5351 (Pelphrey et al., 2005; de
Jong et al., 2008; Akechi et al., 2009; Akechi et al.,
2010). fil4n, Akechi %% A (2009, 2010)% 2K, 3l
A6 1) P — 5% T LA 28 A ) (U P S/ % 1
L5 B EEE G/ 2R S RN RERS fEHE TD JLEE XS
TN TEFLAEZ N T, 1 ASD JLEXT A TH 1L
155 25 (R F W T AN 52 B0 1) A5 )

FIEHATA I, A —TRELE T MMM A
PAVAE 5 B X T B 34 ) B T AL S R R e . TR
WX, Matsuyoshi 55 A (20143 i3 #E i 1 7 R
A 1] A 1 PR 1 S B A AN [ A T ) (LA
] 72 ] ) A (i 10°, 20°F1 30°) i A& A, Ik
PRI A R S RAEE LA, 2R R, 5
PR TE A 1 R 1 32 (Autism Spectrum Quotient,
ASQ) I By 4573 5 HH Al B 140 5 1w S Sy B
LB A BE TS L2 SR 56, B PR B R v B B iRt
3 TR A A TR 5 1) S R iR I F o
313 FHARESRETN

SCZ J&—Fi ™ H RS plpdin, 8w FE A -
M AE 2 DR 2 DA M Bk B (Bellack et al., 1990;
Corcoran, 2001), R i A —Fh 8 41238
5T, DRI WELE T SCZ BEXN T
ARME AL N T AT N B, BFE—BUR B,
SCZ BF Ffa ey B2 AH L2 T /D oih 5 it N A7
ARl ok, A8 ) T [0 5 R A N AR AL AR S
(Green & Phillips, 2004, Phillips & David, 1998),
MIXT T SCZ B ML A 2 A 2 10 R) 8, LA
MRS R R A 25 R . — T, —SERFSR
KB, SCZ B3 b A BT HE 41 0 41 1) F-4 A A 9
TR ) 0 W B, L3 A e 4 5 L R RE
R B AR JE 5 I A 55 (Hooker & Park, 2005;
Rosse et al., 1994; Tso et al., 2012), o5 —J5 1, B
H— WP I A I SCZ 34 FIIE H AN A TE H)
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VBTt A A0 ) b A B 2 R, T X SR Y N R
AIE T 52 Lk k3K ) T B R T el (AL £
(Franck et al., 1998, 2002; Kohler et al., 2008). il
T XX P BEE A 3 A AT LUK IR, X LB RS
5 A ST RE SR B T Tl A A I SR e
RS AR FE, X2 WRIFER T —A4 3
52, B SCZ BFH AN LAY FXERLF- 5 A 3R 2
FI Wi (self-referential judgment) 14L& 40, A
T 1) RSN BT 55, 401 40 22 4 B At N S R 7 1) 2
M ZE RS R A HE, SCZ B33 1 RIS il FE X IR 4]
JEBEA B3 24 5 (Franck et al., 1998, 2002), X it
Bl SCZ & v RELR B3 T HEA A 3 0 7 1) g A
Tihe, T EFIW RS 0 A O AR R 22
g A 3RS MRS O 22 s AL AR IR S IH
X LB = R PN T AR . X — HED
WAE R 1) — T 5 45 3 T 50 0E, Seymour 45
A (2016) 1 FH T 3% £ A DG 4 i 55 g0 9 SOk IR
SCZ AN EMIT I b B TC AR LM, S5 R %
B, SCZ BB T XM IEH R TR
PURAN, B S5 @R NMARRE %, MHILTHREHE
KL, FASE DR AL, X
Wk SCZ R X AL I 1] 1) 5 15 4 W T g e A= 7
TR T P 09 2 RO B B
32 MBEYFCREITEM A 5 R0
321 EEEXREITEMRE MR

pUE S ey S A L D N4 A T BE )
iR TT 1) BT . AERT AR SO B4R T R
T (stress) & #1238 HEJF 2% (ostracism) X 9 Fl 5 1% 25
AH G PR A XS T LA W R, Rimmele Al
Lobmaier (2012)i i ¥4 7K & F1I1 4 (cold pressure
stress test) )7 55 £ A0 R 1, HZ R gl A
Wr— RINAFFER T W ELEGF I . 45
LR, SEGIHAEL, IR 30 5,
B 2% 21 A 1A T A i 3 %) R 1) 4 W o L o
FE IR R TR A AT R A% 1Y B IR
SHe Ak 3R EAT Bl W 175 45 (Cohen et al., 1983). TS
LR YRR R S, AR ST I G S A 3K
rhut b, S BETR AT AT B8 S B B AH 5C B
HRE T, A A 32— T B ARk, B 2
B — S A i 22 1 AR A 2o LT AR,
MIEMRAEE R, Fit, WS T MME SN
THEZMEMAFERFEENEN A S, 51—
WFST A~ AR 24 A 1 HE T B 2 5 ) H

L A TER T 1 B9 2B (Lyyra et al., 2017), #F55%
M, SEGIAAE L, #38HE R A ) 0 T
A th TR B IR, fEE A A X
— S R0 R R FT R TR ST A RA E E
AN R &

3.22 EZIFEEMERIARAR ST EM & 5 A 220

I R AR YIRS R R TR RS, A
IR 2R R A 08 B PR AR B 5 . AAEAE
T 1 78 3 A S S AR T A XS TR AR KOT
HIBEFRAE B ER DT, 40 B €4 (Webster, 1996) . &1
(Clifford, 2002) . iz 5lj(Anstis et al., 1998)% , Calder
T L[] 58 o7 118 58 FH 1 X 10y 1) (W B 5
e, AT S 2 SR A A PR AE AR v
38V J5 3 (aftereffect), BV 243E W 13— BT W)
Jai, AN ke 2 A R 7 1) 1 40 B ) A
5 ) % B R 4 (Jenkins et al., 2006; Calder et al.,
2008; Pellicano et al., 2013),

FEFEMAF R G, RN 2T R W s
A A Ak 2 S RT R A B s 2 e R Al A
AR 1] B 158 R R R o Teufel 55 A (2009) ) &
N JE AL IR I A — 2P i 58 T AR A
RETS A L YO 38U R XSF 332 AR 5 ) 2540 0 7 5%
W, fEX—BFE T, LRHELWIKENILEES
AN TR) Sk FFH [ B SR SRS AR A AL, I3 b B AR A
PR e 0 A5 TE AR A T AT S LBl [RIA,
S 6 A TR R AL A ) A AR 2 O A R
—FEEI, SRR AREIR . PP gE R
R, S IA g A v AR Y R AN
HAREE, RIJCHEE B9k A C e E, IRAEM
FHE T JE SO0 2 BEE S . A — R EA
R BT, B AR T AR X i A fE
AN AC /.0 HEIH K (Myllyneva & Hietanen,
2015), 4R EH, MEBETRIRE, HEWIBEET
ML T KA B2 Jik He, (skin  conductance) S0 SR I
%% (heart rate deceleration)/&Z Jvj, X &b2% 5 HYEHY
WA X HREE WA RS R, fEH AR,
VX TRER L A& MT, Xt g A+
A I R O VU =S RIS i f AP U
(mentalizing) £ #% ¥ W& 3 LSS — A FR 9 4L A
(second person perspective) R ARFHC, HEX—
TR N EENEMR, NIRRT —F
51 B ARV (Myllyneva & Hietanen, 2015), {15
— 4RO, FSCRTER A REOR RS B A T fE



%2

BEMEHE A TR KR A 30 T LR B 1) 22 ) 245

1ok 52 A HL B 7T AR 8 DA LR ZS AT 2 e A~ A T
LI ] BT .

B gl 0 B B AR, AR T A S BB
AR IR R B T ARG wT B s 2286
TR ) — TR, TR & | e ik g s il —
A EEE M % 31T 55 (joint-gaze learning task),
TE—RN ST, 0T AL 5 8 22 0 s A
B [al — B bR, ik 21w L FR 2 b B A v L T fL
(joint-gaze faces); F£53 — &M, Hldm LI
MR E AR X B AR, XL Z ARG
7 M M fL (non-joint-gaze faces) (Edwards &
Bayliss, 2019). %45 & B 1) TR e A
TR FL 1% B Rl 2 1 1 40 1) HT T S A, VR
K, XS5 R E R T BB BB A
S B T AN T BILKE & AR 1438 mT gtk i TR0,
TS B AR S B 2 4 2E 5, BE M

B AT 0L, AR XT T A0 ) 5 e 2 P 38
BRS8N T, AR A B8 7 ik Ay 4 el o
WK RN, IRz B [ L miEE, 5
MMEEY O F LS (theory of mind) RGAH & VI
R, Z AR FERE CHEREAE . X
2 H T B A PEAL 45 D TR R2 T .

33 EMEMEAER . MERIUER

4% — &R 4t 1k 7 18 (empathizing-systemizing
theory) X 43 T 5 200 B B PRSI 22 57 . 2 BB
Sy, 55 g T AR A v RN A ) R S A S,
T 2 P 3 3 B 484 50 BB 2 9 R B 4 FH O Y
1% 1T % (Baron-Cohen, 2002; Baron-Cohen et al.,
2003), 3K H SEUEWFFE RIEYEt S X — i, OF
TR, AHXT B UL, Lot A LT ] )
WiAE % LRI T 4 (Ashwin et al., 2009), HEfETHE
E B DA N T R B A b e O BRI
(Baron-Cohen et al., 2001), I H 5 5E B9 ELLL
BN, BOXT A A ] — A~ R 36 Rl
(Bayliss & Tipper, 2005). 315 -R G L#IS 1 —4>
JEAPEXF T ASD AN <t v 5 1 I IR 1%
BBy, ASD HA —Fik s 5 M Ak i A S0 LA
FLA ARAR ) JL 0% 7K DL K s B & G2 Ak K
(Baron-Cohen, 2002; Baron-Cohen & Hammer,
1997) LAFESCHRXT ASD AMARTE A58 B9 0 53 th
WESE T 3K — A, AR T LA 4R AN W i Jr 1) 1
PR ER SELF, (B ) P v LA IO B R D R
HAthat 32550 Z 2 HAEEER 3.1.2),

SCAR T SR TR R EBE 4 5 i v LB AS D T
FRAR, 55— BT R [R] SO T S5 i A A AE T
TR B 22 Sk 8 TR A R i FL 5
Al PG T LA AR S VLI T2 Bl 22 5. A
FAERAR P IRANTEEY LB, fERNCHNEZ T
3, AR AT R BN K A2 30 T kT
SRS (Akechi et al., 2013), — A DI 52 &,
VG5 SCAR TS 5 B AR 5 SCAR s 56 R B/ B T E 7
AR PR E R T IR I (Argyle et al., 1986), @it
X FAE A PG BT AN B AT A B4, — LB F
FE AR S e B PG 7 AR AR T T AR O A ROk A T
2 (A7 [0 5 (R IR X sk, T 2R 7 A A U £ o &2
) & 1) X 5 T FL Y e X sk B B 7 X R (Blais
et al., 2008; Kelly et al., 2011), ARESCAE =T
AT Al T 4 B b AT — 5 1 25 S,
— IG5 % H PG R [ SO T SR AN B R
[5a 3hE AR ol 1 25 UL PFA1 2R B R AT AR 5T, 4
B, HABIR 5 25 22 e O R X R
NHRA EEES, HEZUEM L, HAR
NN BT AL i fabE o X — &5 SR U B AR [R] S Ak
5T AR AT REXT AR R 8 7 1 T TR
15 X (Akechi et al., 2013), IHAh, TETELAISE T
WS R A BT SR AL (Collova et al., 2017),
SRRV SR HE AR T AR A AL, SR T AR
59 H: At Fh % i fL (Hancock & Rhodes, 2008) .
Collova % AW 9T £ M, TSt AR AL T E
Xt Al 2% T AL 3 AR o A T U e LA AR
PRBURRJEE o SR FBH, A W v R i 3 — fiA] B S
EE A ILAE T, FRAT S 32 BRI ] 25 51
B, L — UL T e I B k4
HEENSS,

4 RES5RE

IR B 2 T AL A 22 IR 28, [ It A 2
SEAE B EAE BOR IR, Xt AL 5 1] A S
JE NRH— AL RE . A SO E 5 WEH
PIAS AR BE I R, PR T O MR G B T T ) B
fiE . LIS 255 W] ) BOWLEE O PRS2
AR E B o BT B, TERL R BE Y
T RE AR ph R IR B 1 SRz, [l sz 3 L
R A, SHEE—PLRS OHBE RS
LNV PR 5 AT 26 5 DD BB 2R BRI AR 2 Y
R R E A0S R RIS, R T IX — ST Y
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e KR, BASRA 1 L B EA R AR S - T A2 R R 22 i 199 [R) A 3 A0 20 9 o s 1 1E % 1k

e, ARSCNENLE 5 USR5 B
G T X T A A 5 M, T3 P A N 2 T
BG— AT, BIZEHAS S 5 b i Tl
DIAE R M EE R, MEEFHWENERE . E5)5
MBEgE T, AR SE R S i TR, i
—HARTHE M S, B, ELR i E A
AR AL R, Sead Wil [
RFM T HEUE SBAE NGRS H . 1§
@iFeik . AR TG A D DV BE I R
Bk, ik — 5 At vT a2 A ) 22 B Al SR,
U8 14 (hyperscanning) 4% A S #8558 R [F4~1& 78
15 83838 K H O H Bl B v i 1 420 Bl A8 Ak

HWR, BRENEHIENIEZRE ST
SHVBE 7 AR R, Pk S G v e O 1 o A
K22 Ay T B0 B e ok AL, R EORE e A 4
WERZFE . FE LA T R 3T AL EOb R
FE ) BRRAE 55 0 RN 1P 2R B AETE RS,
AN TR B SRR 6 28 B T RE S M i A N S i R .
HE— 25 B 58 R BT 5% 1 B A v Ak )
R ] BRI gT 4 R R S A o
ARG R AAETE 25 5, SR, B ik
MEHARHEAL b7 BRI — 20 R R, fln 2 B
2% P PR b o A T A T e PR R SRk
R A e P T o A B

B =, AU AL B 0 B 5T R 2 AR PG Jr At
LA SR HEAT, AN A SR EUE WSk A
PG I S S HAFTE 22 5%, HE % ) B A
FEAEOR R B AU TS o B an S ai it 55 R AN
] SCAB T 5 B A PR 78 % A N T J7 3K (Akechi
et al., 2013) Xt A [al i3 40 07 1] 149 52 hvZ (Argyle
et al., 1986) L fFfE2: 5, T LIAERFSY kK AR 1A £
SCSCARA R B A B v BN BRI S AL B vk 2
(Ashton et al., 2002), Pk, *FFHEMA&EE LA
SRR, T A B R R R
75 ) B SR 2 1 5 HA S B AR AR 22
S Bilnge b E SO s B TR G R 3
MU 75T IN5R Z0 7 AP B A0 A4 B e 75 T
JE? AR R LB A 5 1 AR b3k B R S
s S R WA AL RS E, HF—LF
B X — A SE TR S S B AR R

I, PEALAERMEAE . [ FLRE RSB SE
S ) R P R BT A 47 X — IR

(Harbort et al., 2013), 700505 BB A& 7T LLAE Sy — i
I 17 12 W7 9 T AR AR, IR 2 T I kT A5 A4
g — TP E B AT N GRT5 2 0 T I R ook 2 i
BEBNE? B R — U T R R R
(Carbone et al., 2013; Baltazar & Conty, 2016), {8
XSS UE T T AT BT XA —E R RCR .
R, RAEWFFEAT LA LLELA BF 58 S 6, T & B
FWTEAER, B, B HA OB YRIT
75 AT H S M RS20, R FEX —IR)7 7 U
ROR R FHREMS o W, AR AS ] E A A 55
AE G B AT LR e N 20 Xy A fl, SR BB
PESAER TR, RIHTHECR . 5, AR
X e300y A AL 5 3 F VG L, T 5E
1T TA R .
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The influence of gazer and observer factors on gaze perception
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Abstract: Gaze perception includes both recognizing the location where another person gazes at in the
surrounding environment and the judgment of whether another person is looking at ourselves or not.
Previous studies have shown that gaze perception is influenced by many factors from the perspectives of the
gazer and observer. In this paper, we reviewed and discussed these factors. Specifically, from the
perspective of the gazer, we discussed the influence of the gazers’ facial emotions and attractiveness and the
physical characteristics of the eyes and the head on gaze perception. From the perspective of the observer,
we discussed the influence of individuals’ psychological disorders, current states, and the observer’s gender,
race and culture differences on gaze perception. Future research could develop innovative experimental
designs and tasks to explore more about the role of stimulus type, the clinical application, and cross-cultural
differences in the field of gaze perception.

Key words: social signals, gaze perception, social attention, facial emotion



