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DL ER: EARKEGASE
EOBES FMRE AR HER

B B
(DB EOT R4 B2, (R #87 261061)

i E AHMRAEAZREFRIULBRARZARECEZRLAR, REFELIRGETRZERE, XRFRIEHLE
FEARKETARINE — AR CHEL RS, OHEELSEE THEBPA—BIERE, XAWCEEE
ERREF g 2 P AEARALESE, B, FAZRKRELERARL —HFEXRZBIERFMEEESR
AR, BB, BREAEE . RARECHEE BB ZIRE ABRE S EFRATRE, K
FAALAANERE, 23X BHAREBA, EAZ K ELZT AR A T30 R 00 0 242 A R AL,
SAFMEEARREBALSECHRANEZIR S, AR ELELEF LT ER ., BT AZAML
AARER AL CHERFANAME S AER,

FEgEIR AR KE, CHEEE, RKAEE, WERE, BiRiEL

HES  Bs44

1 3 FHABAIE AR K2 (non-human primates)JT
JEOEHNE LEWFSY, O B A 50T L[] 22— 2E Y
iU P 38 (theory of mind) 8 8 FR by 352 0> VI N ZEAE Ry BF 5% o) G 5 X L i e ) ) AL, oo B
(mind-reading) /1 il 20> BER 45 V5 A (mental  state FRE5 HALO B LR R L O EELE I 2
attribution), B F§ A~ A% i A0 BEUPR 25 AT 4 DU FAONHIE R U NSO B R S %, ITTE
FEHE XAt AT Ry Al 1 PSR i R 1 fiE ) (Premack B LA LB A RO BB A A B R AN
& Woodruff, 1978), A7 B4 GEFELE, M fE Rsh N (22 4, 2004), M, FL2EEOH
BN 58 B AS . B . B VRS IR A TE B, Rt HItH 2 E MR ELCRETIEARKE, &
XA RE AN S EE I EE A SCl G SSIERF AT MR, A AR N R A 2 TE O H
B, 0T 30 40k, FhaanHsE | KRR AR WH S5 ANEHE I 22 R 240, BRI
O A TN P 2R} 22 85 0 L 221 22 U 1 Rl 4% Ui, IR IR A 5 EE ST 7 0 AT,
X EE AT T KEVTR, W REIEIEEY LM PRI A
iR . LA, waom  © TARKRROEREMRSE
BUSFRE AR . OBBLS S AARERN R LK FEARKEERBEG — & 7.0
O BRE B P 2 AL 45 (a) B, I rh o 2 R E N w7 LB b, OIS MR R & Premack
R E CHITIHM XN A ST BRI LS, wREA, F Woodruff (1978)7EWF 57 MR IRIR I+t 23 NI fig
2020; A AF, 2021; HEFE, BEAR5E, 2013; £k W AR, H7E 20 a5, FE2 R
#, TEARER, 2014; F§5 4%, 2021). HREE A RO B 2 AR BN HIERE (Heyes,
1998), Zid JLT 4SRRI R, R&5 1w #
A, 3k e — A~ R i PR R S I S e

il

Wk H#: 2022-02-16

* RAHE R DU R 2021QYBO10 %) . M8 NSRBI B B0 RE B, BT
WAE/E#: BERL, E-mail: yorkns@sina.cn FHal DG TR iE b, B iR
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Er L1 A S 3 A R S NN E TS A U E YN
NZIEATEN . MRS X AR AR KWMLK
Taww Tk o kMmE, ik Ak RN
(spontaneous-response) 3% K 455 2 g 5 1 ik R FH
(Horschler et al., 2020), fifi X —s2 i =00, A

FEPORE T &7 — M E R E ST,

PORAE L, AT S F A ST o s, AT
S B AR A R RN, AN AR
SUEAL MR TR 1) 25 5 L VRO G B E R M
)55, AT R e AT A O LS RRE

MAE R R AR, OERSAE b —Fh g
FosINEIRE ST, FEAENTERIA . R BR B E 24
Wk R R AR . X TR, e AL HALS
REMEFEHL TS, MBRA T E (oint attention) |
72 I Hf# (goal understanding) . ¥ #5432 (perspective-
taking) 54515 5 Hf# (false beliefs understanding)
&, XN ERBEAE, EAFNER A
51 ¢ BE 4 2 U S BR (Horschler et al., 2020), fiff
SR, EARRKBEXLEF W EEARR
I (Krupenye, 2021),
2.1 BAEFE

KA TR AR AN TR R % 36 BE 0 5 | LA A AR
E 1HE J1(Horschler et al., 2020), % T &1k sh#H
ek, A AT e T OGS A Y T R
RS, HHAAKRE G CER —FY, 46k
TE UL FE Al b B A 35 ) B R s ARk, X B B
TP TR . B, BA T BB O BB S
IR B 2 (Bettle & Rosati, 2019), B4 1T B AT 43
R BB A EE M ES KA TR, TrE RN
AV BE A AR b A 2 B30 A5 e i il A
WSR2, J5 3 0 BB R A~ A AT LA H AR b4
finh B 20 1 £ 4 A A OCE F C BUHAB AN SR )
(Mundy & Newell, 2007). 55 &8, AZSE )L
RAE 3 4 KT E & RE 0% ERBE AR N B
R, 94 H KB JLE AT LR 3 i i 1 sk
T8t N1 3 51 RF E B AR (Rosati et al.,
2016), M4, EEARKEARGTE T EHEAE
FERIR B2

TR YR, ORI R
TP JC 18 7 58 4 (AR 15 48 B 0 T8 L7 1) A0 K g
SRR S )i S A VE (O TR R IR 1R )
B78 Y Y R LA e SR A =N DA B VR 3
BB E B R IP L OB B (gaze-

following), HETWFsE R, KHrIE AN RKLEH
REESE LU 555 1 38 B Al M B O, R4
TEA A BE T 3 2 %8 H OGO A [/ B2, o
FEMIE, AN RKITEANE A AL R 1
HR P A 7 T A8 2R B S e sh s, e
F B8 BRI AR B G, XA A B AT
J IR R R . AESI IR, EAR X —
i B T H AR P AE 55, S0 Bl i
— B, W TAATEER, XA HRYTESY)
B 2 5h, S MR ZEE B L8 R BN AR
VY, 2RSS B SR 5 BT AL SERUERA, JLRR
B NFRFERAE AR AT LUARE] X — # (Bettle & Rosati,
2019; MacLean & Hare, 2012), ILARSE T LR 7 1),
FEN R A W] LA FH Sk A B AR ) 1] 45 28 20k
P Ao At A A B 3 T ARES (UL &5 18 A 56 SR
R 1)

HMWBRAEEMLLL, FIBREGEER
— MRS JREE T, X EE ) W EA AR RERE G
A R WA RS, o BE LA 0 AT A Tt
X7 B ) 51 S 24 E S+ L (Horschler et al.,
2020), WA, FEIEANRKEAEIGERER 2
FeTPAE A T G R T O ), WURAE B AR E
FARZS AN B bR sl B A UG 2 e, dEARK
R R SR, BT 2 i B AR S |
X RS . E S s B 7 AT s IR #h e B
)55 B HWCE Z R P04, i A 2558
TR G AE SCVE R — WA (LA B 2538 AH SC I 5 L
£ Do HIL, EEARKIEWEG EHHEREGER
Mg
22 EEIERE

P AR AR A AR R TR H bR ak H i ok 2L
HAbA~AFT A ) 1E S (Buttelmann et al., 2007), iX
FOHLRIFEAE 2 T3t By 2OCHE 28 X, AR
A ER e TR H B9, ANk G BE#AT3)
FEE, ARt HE— 173t & U, MhEE
T LR BT B E AU 4, TR AT B
Rt oM B, -4 ANEEI DN
T SRR, ABIEAAUE B T X A5
fE, I RE AR Xy R B SE ALk — R, T g
T exs gy o TR, BTN B IR
DL E AR, TR I T A R R A LS
FHRBH R E R . gOREHE NI AL & T3 A
PREE A, AP R REH LR,
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1 FARKEBSIENRRESIEHAR
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Castellano-Navarro K5 T H ARk (Japanese Macaques) 76 @37 T, M LLSCE BBEAL BT A2 BOGIR

“(2021) TEARFEES T AZE B . B by, QnsRscss 5 g U, MU, B AT DUAR
Jiip 3 S P SE B DR — AN RN B SR R B T RR B Ak B 1l R BE R I M AT 2
BN, YL E RS AESET, BRESRIELRRm ABERME X,
A B S ETE S s B O Rk A B AE, EAS MR FEAT N R
B NGENRIR A EYA, 55 HEASIR T, N o

Bettl 1 Rosati
(2019);
MacLean £/l
Hare (2012)

Sanchez-Amaro

4£(2020)

Aychet %£(2020);
Deshpande %£(2018)

BB HTFEE Y, KB RI EAR
51 o

] % (Rhesus)/ 2R AR A H I S0 51
W R — AR T, TEJCIE R O
T, fFREVN; EAEMERLT,
PO A BIRE T 10, BEFEH 4059
AT R BN

VL 351K % (Hoolock Gibbons) Fl4R
1 K B 5 (Silvery Gibbons) Jy # i,
RVFKERAEPI B E W2 MERE, W
B Y558 R AR AR LR
eS8 e 4 sk A JE B (Red-
capped Mangabey)/E[J & 7 A= 5 & ik
#%(Bonnet Macaques)fE SE 56 5 /U A
sl iR FEaWRE, A
[7) 14 42 3 B THT X S 40 o

A LETCHE 1 00, 7 3 4 17
R PN S 2 EIRA
TP, WUERAET NS

3
YT e

TR S o B A 1) T 2 P S 6 B4 X
7 L F) T ) S 8 B S A 1) A
— B

ks EHB I, bAC
AT GLEF; A AE [ S5
MIEEUE, Yok KA 23
PE; A5 i Bt mA—
o, gl fEets sl B SL R b
T X 5 LB 1

T A/ R AR 2 B
e 38 i Al A A
Hot, % U
AR A T
4.

1 g T LAR AT K
P B A 1) 4 2k
3%k B fiff L A4 A
HITE R ITIRES

AN RKE VA
FEAB A A B T TR
B, AR
EFWGIX I

kB, NEBEILRIE A4S, MaeRi
R AR BE ), 5030 A AT 23 % 5 8K v I A Bl 1
KRB eSS, FRHshEDE S M0 ZsifEDhE
A P A 4% (Krupenye & Call, 2019),

ok AR N R E IR A B T, BEoT
WR T AR LIRS LR, SRS
FW, EARKEEBX oFZ0 I Fm 3
YE ST EaE; e LU 55 B 5 M7
e e EE, FIHAHCR ., WER ., d1Es
5. BARSIE DL RO R R R S5 B Al AT
R A HABASR R SRR, EATRE L8
e, BB 5173 By A XmshfE, AR
EE R 850 STUE R LR 2).

JiAh, —edE N R K RE T 2 W 2 R
B P TG S R« B R N, BERE BRI A
B, YA S WBEE—a— E BN — 3
B, 7EAKFEK, EGRRE— BB —
D W EI, 2D B (Atsumi &
Nagasaka, 2015)F1 H 4S5 (Atsumi et al., 2017) 7]

VLK A3 WA S5 R AEREAIL 1 328 3 2 Hi i 1B i,
EATTAT LRl 5 DR 1 SR B 20 23 i BT )
7 HATS AL
2.3 WMmREF

W RCRFEAE IS — AR B T MR
I HE W HAR S 19 BE J) (MacLean & Hare, 2012), #|
D JFE A A 5 B R 5 1) = B 4 L S R R
RANZOCHIER M EZERIU, K2 E2HS
TR B FER, AnBRE LR . T eT LA SR B X T
PEALIE R AF o A< TUNHE AT 55 L e X
B oE B, AZEEILTE 10 & 15 D H KRETHLIF
s N T Y/ B T I N (R N [ = |
(Baillargeon et al., 2018; Luo, 2011), 7EXZEWF5T
h, SEE DUE B H PR s B LA R o —
A, BILBH B G TS0 8 AW AR, AR s
5 5L KT AR R Y, Bl A ],
Ul WA X S50 O A AT R 7 A T BRI R S
GUE B T R A R A AR R B

2R E I, GEANRKIEEF BI85
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x2 FARKEEEEBORRETIERR
W LN T I &iE
Buttelmann %¢ SRR LGSR BN S B B AR PRSI GO TR A S, BR AR AR K IR
(2007) LISk s — A TFE, BN BB OSEASEG LR AN RERAR A A

Rochat Z£(2008)

Buttelmann 4§
(2012)

Canteloup Fl
Meunier (2017)

Yamamoto %5
(2012)

Drayton Fl Santos
(2014)

R E T RSB b, SR R
TH.

BRI e B B ST 0 5N I frE 40 A T 55
SRE HARY; RRRIRE, SE5 0L
LIENCIES b= S t7/

BV E B LR B ERITH -1 E
THAE T RAE) . FE—F SR,
SCE BT SEJE AT AL LA 48 F IR
FFEMEWES T e — g
BF, 5086 5 OSSR 4T Al L
MFET, (R, Rt f R siELS R
JE S A B A TR

LA % 3B (Tonkean Macaque) b #i%,
SR BT A T, S E R R
WA T A S E, (AR AR &
Yo E—FENT, BRBEEAEIHE T
HJR P SC 00 R AR R e, TED) —Fh g
LT, BRAE AR AN B 4 T 0% Ji R 4
TEAFETFWHEA,

W SR A 08 I R 3 B 1 R B
IF, Hop— ORI 5 A — MR
i, AE T EAE Y T B AR A R R
7, X R G R A T — R
BEESRY, FESAATLZTA, B
TR — A T B 4R Bh & o

DL €8 45 R (Cebus Apella) Wi, 52
5 5 A R a4, K EAE A2
H, B —EAFIN B, BER
AR B

P (LI 2R 5250 b XTF He HAL AR
= (SN ey R T RAR R
T HFERYTTR, el st
Bl i AN 2 58 4 S

YRS, RS2 D) IRl
R 3 e & B AR, Ak = xt
{119 S Ly S S L P S (N DS R ol
X — BB SRR R A o

MTIRBEYMESET, REENE
PRI W 2 18 SE G 5425 I A
I 3% A5 SN O, AT AT LA B A
TESX I BE P SE 50 0% (9 R IR AT IT
B aymRg e, wy—mE
B b SR b R SR TP T

TEBL A FE G B, R 0 L 0
BRI Al T B £ 4 3 A A e 1]
e/ shifEaEl, Ha
SO M S i PRS0 A P i 1
YRR X 2 — D AR E S
ENEYE IR E ey,

A AT LU B R B I8 — 0 )
DU, B TR I A9 TR (B
WA )i 25 K B 5 {H 9T ik
B R B E IR — MRS AL, e
AT T3 4R B 1 R REVEAR 2

&R LS BN ) H AR 43
fll, WA A ;B TR
fre BB, S b3 AR T M H AR
Yo i J5 i I, R 15 R Ak A fE i
Bk — A5 SR Q0 2R 52 0 B G 5 B
%, WIFREMFEXEHIRY, R
WA SR AL B 1]

WEIE B AR, A
VL& 5 il A7 89
<R B AET IR
AT IR

FEARKEWL
SGHaR. fE
HWHmLR, Xt
FABAR 1T
T AT

FEARKIEAL
LA LA B
5 5 B A Al A
[(SEETECRE RS
AWy R,
7 AN ASUASU AR Hi: 5
— B 3 A 5l = )
KA W

5 AR S T R BT, S U A B[]
[, —edk N RKIGATT LR A & 250k i
W Gl S AT BB LA M RR BRI A e FIEAR K
B ECRBERE I B HIEE R A FeB YRS
f£4” (MacLean et al., 2013), fEXZRMF5EH, Ik
N A 2 35 5 4 X T B AL A ke TR0 X 5
SRR By, W2 Ut, EATTASE BE S T L

M A AR SE A TR G T A AR A L 605 ., L RE
VLR g4 AR, AR HALMA 2 BRI E A
178 (PA L Z5 IO TR 58 W3R 3),
WLACRPERE N HA AR AR, EAR
KRB BT 1 A AR SRS B R H Y, X
i U BEFR A — PO SR #E(level-1 perspective-

taking) o ¥ F A2 UL, AL AR

18 A — Py iR A
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Drayton fil Santos 75200 BRI BEREAF G E AN —FMIER TR ST AR KERI
(2017) PRI W B RE T, AEMCZ BT, STH KA I UL SE SE 0 VR LT TR (LR R 3 i A
MacLean Ml Hare gy o g5 5 it 5 il — 7 [0 E AL A AR kb, BORALGESCR RO RAMAET & 09 R,
(2012) Wy, SRR R A RS WA A BRI, TS T AT DA
T4, AL TS S b AT R A

B 0] A 5

Briuer %£(2007)

MacLean %£(2013)

Bohn %(2016)

Drayton Fl Santos
(2018)

Karg 45(2016)

Nolte F
Call (2021)

— FURF IS H A7 1 SRR — R T
ST 1AV £ PR R AR L TR NS TE A B, AR
EATZ A WA AT B, — B
BEREREN, —HEARBUR, S5
A B — T R 3 AR A8 — 5
TEY, XFEEE S R GeE BE b
[ J5 B R B AN B 3 W BB ) 1 &
Y, ZJE ARVFROR B T kR
LIARAE (Lemur) k53, 58 245 & WL
WA AR FHwr, — M TFEER
Y, 5 —A~ P R Sk e Al 7
VIR

W R T = AT A B K
WA e HE, BATZ ) BAFH B A FR
Pk, B FE B W R E W oo 50 T A
MF T, s F LER
BYRAE— R F T i, S8 TF R Ja B
PR LR, [HENITRE BN I
BEFRZE R

TE WU 5 AT 55 SC 80 b, b R A
B S5 51 B i — BT BR A B WA & F
P —AS, ZJE SEE B R AT IR A s
MaFRn—1 28+,

LE P R IR A () £ B L AN R
SEA— PRI TR, T AL O A — 3
A ) — T, —ANEE s — L, —4
B AR NPl S, ERE
FIBAS T A2 —FE R, (HAE 5 11
A, Hoh—A o K — 2 Pk
S g e R AL, HAN HE A
B PELE R

VAR BRI AN SRR A B, Bl
HA B X B E AR 55, TE— DRIk

B, golE R e E N T RS X,

A REH B X Uy (8035 X5 A O — k)18
LR, WOy BT B TR A —
FERY

VR e TR, BT
A6 16) T+ 16 5 3 4 A 3 B 3 /& 19
jag7/ 8

P A e 2 AR B W
B

WERBOAE Oh R, B s T
WA CRBEZES X F A 5
BRI BT, At Bl RE
W, 520 TR O 2k 4
TEHC A B IR
T

LYK R A & T PO A
Lo S S [ P 4w WA I BT A
TRPBRE MR B L, [ A i A
HALRL A C RN
BxAr8h.

IR O B A 3R B R E
B, PO TEIE AT R H I
i, BB DN T e ek
AR ER R KA AL,

SRR TR SEMAT 55, AR AR
L AR XETE 57 — I i) K 5 3 A
B ke, enmim T3y
HTEACTHFEN T HEMFER.

AVl A F
ft4.

A ANRK LT L
1t 3 W 2% ofe Hf 1By
HEeMHEsH
HREER, I
F: e R 00 X Ty
BTN .

TR MR R
Fo N E], X
TiH—FHAC
5 Al A A )
LA AT LA
Ry Wk E
H ] — i 52 F 1
e~ kS AC W
RN NGNS
EfAGRERRA
e rpre i o
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L NFE R T RESR AN [F 1Y, 33 ol v 0 Pk o — 4008
i RPE(level-2 perspective-taking), 57 V7S it 22 i
=l S RS B TR TS LS E R R AR
(Moll & Meltzoff, 2011), F 5% I, AZKIAT] LIFRI
I O RCR BRI AT | R R 2158 1 =0
BwzEe Sy, e A URAEGE A TR E AR B
PR A S T 4 B IHICR AR A,
NZERENE B (1.0 BOR S IR EJZ R T LAk 3] 7 )2
(O’Grady et al., 2015), TiSCEFRH, EARKIK
AREAN B RO RCREERE ), BlanfE B s
55, QRO T8 4 X SR A WAL A A
[, b o Xt T 12 AR 5 4 2 400 1 Al T A 75
Ml(Karg et al., 2016), Hitk, BN RS TCHEHLF
FI 5 HA A A ] — P 1 1 WL ¢ 2 A7 2 e (LA
SIS ARG T UER 7T W3R 3).

24 HIRESEMRE

B IR AR AR TR A A B A A S A% T AR AR i
B F A0 B R S B A H A 91 B (Krupenye
etal., 2016), AR — 1, 5 2[R A ]
FOMb AR R 05 8 LA B A B 2% BRI IE 15 &,
[ B3R B AR S X A B AT Y 22 57, IR, SR RE R
PR U B O BB WL A PR B, bk
AR L O BRBRIR K R 1 AR 5 19 25 (Tomasello,
2018), il 4, Baillargeon %8 A (2010)ih K A S0 F
HIRFEMDNTRE: FRE - TEAME —FR
KRB, AR BE LT DL B A A AR 7 4R
HLEefE B, MBS &R R R L AT L
PR SHRIA-ZERIEOHNRE, HHRES.

A TR S B AR R SR o 2
Ht, JE AN RN IZ WA R SZIZEETT . AR
X— W, — L 5T N S A ST AT T ek
G, BIINTEE Y TE P AT, 0 2R w2 i
EAHE T X TEYAENHEREE, Ban
VIE B O IR, BB A 2 A A 1k
£, HREMFERY], ERMLRAES T, EA
RASH T R R AR E & T (UL
R SRS L3R 4)

AR EM, JLEAE 4 % AR A R
NG AT O IR AL, ANl I 4F Rk — 2 i J]
WERE SR, 1 2 2 Z 2 LT LRI
HH N 5 115 % 9 BE T (Buttelmann et al.,
2015; Knudsen & Liszkowski, 2012; Rakoczy,
2012), FERKELSIIG T, RS E AR YL

PR, TSR WA A LA A RS BE T B AR AR
FIAT R SR 2 AT A X A S R E A W EE AR .
Tz AN A & A5G S TS
AN KN RE S R B, A58 i g Ry
FERG SR T, —SRIEA T 2 EIEAR
KA aeE T RN RS . DRRg R ER, 3
N R A ZERE0E T A A R A5 TR AR AT IR 3l Y
17 (Krupenye et al., 2016), ‘B0 LA HABA~ A&
HIRL A & TR, AR B A AR AT A2
MBS e FRAME S (RE X
SRR TS & B (UL 4518 A0 S SEIEATE 5T L
% 4),

SR — A D[] R, 332 75 L 1y AT
DIy W N R A e R A AR 5 LSS A — 3L
HIR A7 AE LU 84 )L B i A7 A 52
T8 A BT S5 DR R 5 S AN BE RS B o R e
ST 25 AL, T L 223 B % U £ i A A TR i ——
P R e o s 1 A o/ =TI = NSRS VB i R
J& W45 18 (Baillargeon et al., 2018; Barone et al.,
2019; Kulke et al., 2019), Tomasello (2018)IAM,
N AR S5 T sl B T REIE R “RIBE 1T B 2 1Y
RN, BTN R RT3 E AL M
VL R 350 A5 3l A A AT 4 . sl dEAR
KB HREERET —E N7 H, et A A
T2 b e Ja — YR L B B A i b R i,
HENIEA % Bk AR AT 23 1.0 BR S 5 52
PrigotiE 25 5. Bz, BRI RZEWFRIE T
SRR, AEAR KR EA HR (5 ST hE
71, BE DTN TR AR 0B 3R F S AT
A S0 BRFRAE (FH S A DL AR 4 38 4)

3 MEARKESAZOEEIRIME
RO R

WFFEAR N R KRB O B UAUAE T T
fift R KW B 2N TBE ), AR, &
i FEB I M AR N RAC S5 A O BB T 1T 1Y
SRR, A BT A — T BB R B A R
BR, WOHEBS IR O BEEIE I H
S5 LB PR A5 AT IS R S 2R o AEARIK
— B, A2 A5 A O BB R AR
SeAE Al 5 HAl RA S Y AL 5 A A R
MIRETT, & NERA AL S PR FRRE, B ™
AR R AGTE S SO 22 S R T 4K



2546 O B R 2 it B %30 %
4 FARKEBREAEBNRREZIERR
o # SLRNE S 4R a1 2518
Kaminski % MERPR M R H FN G H —AREFE AR EEENEREBmIFRA % EARKIELR
(2008) WO — A E, ZESRESAE 5, MR, ARG SAMIERE B XA
AP LI A FEEERBNNAER BT EYRBER, MEfDERHE?  HRIE R
b Pl AR N BB . I B TRHXTHEEMEMNEBRBRN. F&.
Ve HREBEENARPNEY, W
R R b U I <R 1 SN
Marticorena 55 THIM M E N ML #H, LR A EREHKE  WRLE RFE R T 5B BRAIT IS
(2011) B0 BT — A, BN R, RS ER KRR, R
BB S — 7, LR A B HeBUNLE S R RN RS 5
e NEl AT Sug e WAHES HARY R R, T4
T WA F 15 907 Ak 1 L B ] T 0% A 2
St U BB AT A R R B S5
PR T AR B, LA B
S DL B T .
Krupenye % WRIE = A SR (B . BEIAE B 70%ME MW A FaEk  YHMmA A B

(2016) FRE)RIBE TR EH A BRI
TS 5% T 01 B, W5 B [0 3k A 5
AJRE] T PRSP, ZJE BikE
T IES, A RBENESOPE k. B
FAGOERTPIXER B FEREENIR
BT 1

A a0 S ik — A T A i
19 B (MG b — ), T B B i 3t
WA — BB, RSS2 5y H I E AR
VYORIENAD & TP —A, 2R
PSRBT, B H bR 2 R
HRERE, S80Ik E 2k E
a7/

Kano %(2019)

WO ESE, IS B eI B & SEIARIS BLSE

AMFREE A CE BRI A WEE  REER, EAR

fi'd, RIS HENS BT I
PR R A i ™
A AT

e M 0 B AN 3 B IR A B9 R 28 e T S
B 53T IR S H ROk B & T, BT
FEF I - B AIGESE 5 03 To kR 25
Foid B, DO A0 O 6 BY 4% B R ML AE
EAUA=R R AEL a3 7/

B (Heyes, 1998), fH i K it i 78R HIA R 2
AR BR AN 38 H T G (N 5k R 28) BUA [W] 4T 55 45
WEH, JE AR KEBE BT OIS IITH, &
] LL3E s W 5 | A A PR, R AR B A5
N B SR B A AN AT S, I BE DAL 3 R AR 1
B3 W At A R R 5 PR B R Y, X e
AR NI T 0k, JEAR KIS AZAE
LIRS T A VF 2 JL R AFE

e IRUEALRL = R, YRR YA BT B 2b 4
LA BB O BEMLHI, ] BEVR T IR 18 1% (shared
descent), Bz F X £ [6] 420 Fh i 3 W] #H 26,
1] BE VB T4 [ £ 4L (convergent evolution), B
(EE 7/ e N B N E S N i I v et oy 3 A |
—HLH(BERL, B, 2021), KEIFIEDIR BIR,
e N RAKIE 5 AZSFE 0 FREE I Jr T B AH 4Bl e B2

FFELRL =Y, OB R KIStk
1% A b B AT R4k % S (evolutionary continuity).
3.1 HUESERIENITAFEKIERE

WA SCRT A, O EA A RS, TEA
KR EE GBS, Bk bR . BEE
BRAOHIS R RN RENFRN, 41LHE TR
TORFEAMNFERE TN MEE ), ZJ5A fefe s Lmh
I, BETEREIESE R . gOWEE a1V LK
T3l BAR G 8 — & 0L BHLE], STIX b AFT
N R PR (Rosati et al., 2016); [AkE, 4hJ)Lab
A PT A8 BN R R, ZEA K
JE A — G SRR, R R A 4 el A 2
T HE N ) 2 W) 1Y) B )1 (Baillargeon et al., 2018);
WiE & E Ak 2R, g)LZEIRE A S it
AFTR PR M S F 257, TEER 90
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HCRFE(Moll & Meltzoff, 2011); H4h, 41JLH
REAE AR AN R ILZEAL A, A A DO 32 0B 5
5% WL S ) Al (Tomasello, 2018), 1My FRAR H:
AT T A1 B S DA T B LA S R A

Xf BN RAR B R, WET ST,
AR KL E R 0B HE i FE R AL
A1 JLAE A i T30 T B 25 Sy A A O BRI 1
G, T JCHE AR M 5 2% 0 3 B0 )4 7E 4 LG 2R
KB R A SRS, AR
LT[R o N BN 8% [ YN - R (AR N D E A
e N R KA POUE W B A RO 38 B8 Al S
(Krupenye, 2021), Flanffs &8, R KK
HEAL T 2 f R BRI (2 7000 T3 4R A
R B 4 BB (R 29 4000 J7 4 I A B A%
(R#5 4000 J74FHN W AEE T SBGTERE . MAR
B K 2 F H R A & B9 (Drayton & Santos, 2014;
MacLean et al., 2013; Sanchez-Amaro et al., 2020),
R4 & B ¥ (phylogenetic reconstruction)ZE H.(»
MR RK KDY D BARZ LR KE
(Krupenye, 2021),

i, fERKFEHEAL ERREG. 5
ANERIB R R TRV NSRRI AN
PR ME — S S R RE R I L HoM AR AR
K (Un JFR 28 B 1= A9 1320 7K - (Horschler et al.,
2020; Krupenye & Call, 2019), 33Xt AHL 7.0 BB
WIER KR W m et Bl a5
FEAXBE R, GRS S 2 AT N R A G
1% SRR — B i b A B 3k $F (Canteloup et al.,
2016), — 2638 NS L F 0] DU A 28 50 55T R 2L
HAASME, B, AETFammBaRuA, 5
TR LRSS AT 5 )5 S i e £ 5L, B
A — AN 1 1T LRI IR B V50 3 o) B2 D7 1, bl
e T B F AT WSS (Lurz et al., 2018); 7E Karg
FENQO15) e, MR E B & Y ik 3] P
AT ), NSRRI A B P B ] 58 42—
R, AH N SES 510 B WA B 1] — S ] — A
B USRI B i SRR A S8 D A0 A 2 B ]
SLE B BT AT N R A B AE B . 45 W

VTR i RAHEAL BT A B ) DL S S AN SRR
(MGEFIIT), BT LA R A S5 R JFAE DS (7000 TTAERT) B
FA(4000 JTAERT) . THHESAE(3000 J7 4E 75 28 A% (1600
T3 AETT) A S

TN, YT R RS, SRR N TR BGE
ANg W TR T A s (HAS T iR S 5 A L AR B
TR DA (] B 1) TR W A o 1) 950 A 25 57 o Bk
UL, B REMCRIKIE B O A 320 50 Ok HE
AL S 50 5L A A A

H ik, O 45084 ) T 2F b i 3 7] 38 45
fiE: O BEBHISTE RS Y1 & oh HA dE 1k i 2k
P, FEARK I B & OB IR T RE, A
[M] R ZEZh Y 7E O I IR 5 T Ay R R B R A
ERWMARERZE R, HENTREZYILH R
NI, ZMLHIARR) T it —25 s SaE Ak
32 HUESEMENEEREHRIEE

K AMAEREN WA RE TIEARKES
NZEAE U BS Jy vE, JF kPR T
TSR . AR R R, ANFRITEA S
S PN R 3B P A 55 23 U N S PN DU T4
I f7 JZ (medial prefrontal cortex, mPFC). i 74
(superior temporal sulcus, STS)Fl#i T Bk & X
(temporo-parietal junction, TPI)7E N Y KI5 K9 2%
(Marslen-Wilson & Bozic, 2018; Schurz et al., 2014),
WRER, —HiH, 5AEANRKIEH AR
I B i X 28 5 1 B W 47 5K (Hill et al., 2010); %3
— 7, AFEFIAE N R A 2R iy 3 s F A L
A B B f ) 25 4 N 5% 8 AR AL (Mars et al., 2013;
Sallet et al., 2013), B H A 2L AR K52 WL
FHPHIBAT 55 B 300 19 4 22 P 28 . 0 Bk BB i X
%40, Sliwa F1 Freiwald (2017)B95256 B, ik
WA AR BB B LA R, 2 TG PO RN i A1
M 7G5 1 B J2 (medial and ventrolateral prefrontal
cortex), Hayashi Z5(2020)0/F 58 & PR, FiMe 58 i
P S50 AT 45 1) 19 MR 20y i 1) 55 P 00 i 8 2 2
TG TR LA AE G . RS 3 1) — A R i
T — P B 2 AR hMADi B H B <A
F N-Z4b¥” (clozapine N-oxide), X557 AT LU
O A ET AU B2 RE B, SRR, RIR
SFF T 33 A AR A R A A S B TR Bl 0 A 23 0
2k . Ninomiya 5 A (2020)f5# FH i s A% 45 AR K 5
RHL BT 5751) 1) B7F 5 AR IR S 7 PR 400 Pt R )23 A AR 3
it AT A R .

W P 0 57 45 0 2 A1, Roumazeilles % A
QO2DHWFR A, YF B2 5 B U S
Fr s, R T 74 (middleSTS) A7 — 4k K ik
I3 25 7= AR SRR N, AE 9 A (e P T 4 B E 2
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(predictive coding framework) 44T & B, %z W A5
A5 A58 U 38 B A 5 sl R 3850 T IE6 5 IX 149
F AR B AR AR, B 3 TR R T A X
TERRAE I A R PR X, Ninomiya 25 A (2021)#F5%
R, EASEPATAESS T, Y AR5 U 3
TR, VRN WSR3 AR I T3 b 1) i XY
Mg T M RGBS N . DA ERFSRAE RER W,
W & 0O BRERE LR A b 28 R G AR P T i
R A E A, G S iR DX ] L3 W 3 SRR
ARKERILFMS, RIS 068 91 1Y pf
ZLRGEEARZ AR, WAE NI,
LRI T sk SEA, FERALLHAL
RGE A LA B E G Ko AN, HHOC R B
Ly i o I D G Y N Tl E WA =2 R
FHR RS IR B 2K, BABBATELIL .

4 MEARKESAXLEERER
PR R

HEACE SRR R B R T RS o L]
(LRI RFAE, ] B o 22 N0 B BRI 7E R Al it
e R TR, WIPRINCE, EEARK
A OIS T 5 AR R R T e
5 58I GOV AR B SRR A S R AT DG Y S 5
155 o XA DX AT AR N AEDLE BT £ 7 B
Bl 7 AR AR K285 NS BA WL 0 R AE T TH
RIZ 22587 AT AR, shpald o id i
AR A R EAE, BF5E R A AT o RO i
PEHANTE LB R, RN R E AT A
WP T IRME. FHT, A LA S MO R A A
JE S0 AT B
41 BOBULREIR

W BB U (submentalizing hypothesis)iA
Hr, AR N RA KA O BB AT 55 rh A R AR
AR — bR TR A AR G R N, X — i AR
TR IR, W M T L[]
12, BB RTEL RN (Heyes, 2014) Fi40,
RAEAN R KRGOLF 21730 #F B B s pleire
PIAFE TR —A, 2R Tsh# SR AR, #%
U KW RNE R B AR A 1o RO
PR UL B, XAl T RO AN T sl &
ZAbE B H bR 0L & AT T4, FIEJRA
JEAT A B B R — R R e R, R[]
1258 B AR Y BOE E  37 55, B AR A 2 TE R

B BARYIAE T WO LB G 1O AR Y
FEARZA, AHEA S IR BB S -
1E, dEANRKIEHEAEOE LT (Heyes, 2014)

WO B e IS AT LU R A A AR N
R TOT T I 1) — W R B R
SRS, RN T 37 5 T 4 R BN 1) R
5o Bln, BE B B AW TEAT S E AT A
KT M, MRATEhE AN A A Y M R 3
FOCIZ PRI R, Hbei Ul ek R 517
SEATEN T M — BN SO, 2 R S Y ) A
F, BEIEAR KO H IS LIAL S PR FR
P SR T R R AR O BERAE? A0SRt
SEBRT, B4 RIS oA AR 1 40
WA IZBEFE MW R, itk A R
Yslie, SECeMMb e . A FRIE
PP 5 AL, BUnTE Krupenye % A (2017)i
TR LR, ARFRE T WA, —fiER
Hast—8, EAREEAES e E B E
PRI AE A4 T i — A, ZIE1T8hE 4k
Hbr¥; €5 —MiEET, U— 1M Zaiigivt
TahdE, BT SMUbR A AT B — R 3
fE, BB BinPm B WAy — 4tk
A AT SR ER, Bl RaSEAITH
A B (B A B AR e B . AE DT — A 2SS
I, RAIRGOAE B LATIE R E T H
BWY), 2500 — "1 m R AR B, %
RS FEAT B2 AR A T B VR B A AR T A
B HIRET S E ol OB E R, A2
IR RIREAK Y (Kano & Call, 2014), 33 S6HF 57 45 5
FEAFFE T OE B UL B, XU, FEAR
TR o v ) U IR N2k A T E AT IXF
T EAT N E R T — 2 s Ery B o,
AZXCAZ BRI, EATCE S E 20 BS
155 1) JEL R RT RE SRR B R A st 2R R ik
42 BRRMERR

# fC FE ME B ¥4 (vicarious representation
hypothesis) A Ky, AN AFERAE K R E 5 5 5l A %K
W EERE B R, I EERR T ER ST
(Nanay, 2020), X RJEHERTLILL AT N H0 (self-
centered) W AT LA LUt 35 24 7.0 (other-centered),
oLl 3 S ol B E R M (other-centered
properties)¥8 £ A ¥5 B At 4K L T TC Ik ST 1Y &
P, B 40P b AR B AT R A, TR
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KRB VERRIE PR B ACRAE . B0 — M
TR AN EARAS TR B 2 O RS AT R
e, AR AR OC R B PR AT 3RAE . 50
FHHR A L, B ACFRAE R — BRI A 2N
AL, EANRKREOCHMISESPRIABD
1E B EAE 13 72 (Nanay, 2020)

BIaNTE W G55, 4B AR KB
] TIEFEA AT FHINEY, HEIFAT
FHEN A FHERSED, ERESEYE
A <38 G X T 50T 09 B ) 5w A e TN 4
EREY, TR A L 3 % T O ol Y
NI X —RRABHERT T AR EY, I
Henl b R, MR RS Z Fr DL TC 38 ik
TR BRI, R RO X gkl
= T EAM TSR R E & 0 & 1E (Nanay,
2020), PlANTESERIE &5, ¥k H i H Y
TEMEEE BT KA TR, X ks Ll T8
X BRI RAE T, #OR s de )5 7 A W R o
J& R GRIE—173h & & B E AL 81 B A
YR AT 8 & R F B E AL &0 BAnY, 070
BB PR O JE B RR AR A A — R, TR ek
ABCH TE A N

Rz, HEBARIERUENERE, EARK
FEAE O PRI AR 55 v FL ST 2 X & A Rt 2 1) 56 R
AT T RAE, NS A IE A A A0 BRES
EATZ B LLTCIE RN — R 58 iU 6.0 PR AT
%5, J&H T ICIE R B A PR R ST A 3RAE . SR,
BRI B B1F A ReHE Gk 0 BB 194 H,
i an<A7 8l & 7 2 B A B0 BAR Y, X — R AR
ABMAET T XTI E NS R, FEENRZ
R I, —sedE AR K LR R i 45 A
Xf— A F Y PR [ 1O R AE . BN, AR
o H R YAy, AT AR A8 1 Sk L ith
SR S, X5 — AN PR B AR R 5 LS
PRFRH 22 5% (Karg et al., 2014; Krachun et al., 2016);
Hirel 4% A (2020)(# FHi# 5 fs 718 8 THIEATIH
SCESIERH, A (A B A% (Brown Capuchins)fil iz 3k
B AR B RS, BT L2 E 5 a5+
R Om AR R, BEEE T FLE R B . iR
e N R KRR <F Rk b /N RS2 bR L b
BRI PRI L RAEAHIE S, KR -IEL”
(appearance-reality) [ 25 5%, BT A A TCERTE D
P AT 55 vk W R ST B B AR SR AR (AT sh

T B 3 B AL A E AR AN AT B R TR B R AL
BH HRY) ARG B AFRIEHIE ToIE X i
Fridse.
43 sNRECEERRILR

Fie /)N B BE 0 B P38 AR 16 (minimal  theory  of
mind hypothesis)IA Sy, OEEEEE ] 43 0 f /MR BE
LIRS AGAO IR A RS, AN 3
A, B ILAAE N RSN H B /N R
O HH IS (Butterfill & Apperly, 2013). /MR EE O
FRELS 1) EALH 5 O BEEE A AN . 241730
8 3 (encounter) A3 FeBF, AT LIR30 Y
KA B 500 E) AT EE (register), WMELH
AW RATHFHERELUT X RZBIE, HFES
Bl (belief-like) ARZ, WiAZATEhE B HIfF &
(Apperly & Butterfill, 2009), 7EMZEEE R, HiT
B H BEPATE X AR B AR AT R, At
SR R R AT

AR VLIRRE T At 4 — 2k N R K0T LI
AR RAE S BRI, B AR ST TR AT L
R HAR N — D TSR S M, miAT
HEFEART, LIZEAIE(Kano et al.,, 2019)F1%5M
(Hayashi et al., 2020; Horschler et al., 2021)/E A3
BHE LY, ENSET &I HI R ER
Yoid S JER S B AR AR, JE XX SeqE 1
TR R[] 4 FR A /N B 0 SS9 110 i
X T LA RAE A2 <17 3h & B0 T RS
— B B A, Bk, EfE S5
AT LA 3ok 7 2 38 L X AT 3 35 47 3l J Il i F0A,
HEAIA &I %A IR BT sh & 1M &, Bk
ARATEF AR & H S AT A

Butterfill #1 Apperly (2013)38 3, [&.03ELIS
AHEG, HRe /0N BR RO B B0 9 01 P 25 32 B 3 22 R,
— ML FEEEH X BT AT, R
TR E R PR R AR, B AL
D TC vk SE BT R0 M RAE il an, aniRAT3h#E B
WP B WRIEAF A ws b, —hiZ, —h
B, TRATShE BTG, 100 E B> B A
THRCE 2B, AT S E R R A A R
YA ECE S SR s R 0, AE AN R IAE N
WEE 35 AT RETC L BUNAT 3 4 Ik

PR, dme/IN BR B2 FHBE 0 R R A RS Sl A1 4
AR N RKIETT LUAE B AR A0 B B 3009 4 i
R BLL B TR AL N, WAL S H A EATTT
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T3 3o A GO R B B R AT A PR AT 5 o
RN, AR TS, S AE i v A T
— S BE AR AT RN M T R U B, a0 Il
F gl R s T “FEaRRE 5ES
RAEBNNEA A2 [F 7 40 53 £ [a) B0 32 [0 27,
TR /ISR 0 BB e, HUR R A i X, R
[V T IH ), EA BT FARSRIEA B AEA
RERAEOHIIR F )RR 24,
44 BIRXAEMRIR

B R Rt (awareness relations hypothesis)
Ny, EARKFEEA -FBIRXR”, BN
W E O IA N Y S U B A A AR 2
>k (Martin & Santos, 2016) . WHL /&, FEANREKIE
TEE O I FRAE 1Y 2 S0 fR B 5 HAL AR Z 18] 1y
“YEMR-PGMIE, BT E - AT
ATAT LA SE RO SR AFRAT 55 o (B AR EE A Al
K5 BAEAT B B BIRZ AN AT B A 5808 kA4
T, MAZBERRRRRMA”, AW
ERTEETRHRXEAMNMATSHEWATH
(Horschler et al., 2019), XFLfR T M 4IEANR
KBTI IR M RO SR TR R . &
P R AR5 fe/ N R BE B i A e AR B, (3 A st
T A LA kb g T SR RAE N

AR T L B — Fh e 78— B TR SE g AR
AT RAXT 2R OC R R UL AT i . FEX KL,
RS R F BT B B AR e B R e L
Za FRETIFERE N E S BinY, HiEE
SO¥ BER R MR B o An SR mT DT 8l
FH R T AN B AR S8 0 R, HURT T30
B A LT BAR AL & 1 IEAR AR, B
AT AT A AT AT s E AN SRAR R OE R AR
FrsR IR 0, B RAL M2 B 5173 Z ¢
Bk, IR T, HIR T HEREWIIRAET
A O RS T TR, I 3% 3 M DG PR,
AR TC L FIAT B AT, AT 52 g 45 R
R SR —Fh T BE

{5 4N 7E Drayton F1 Santos (2018)AYHF5T 1, 1H
A B S5 By B K R A S i —
A, EFBOEAR, WA & F 06 & 1T
180 FERE A, BRAnSCIm 51 WA F B ie il 12,
BHOKIRE BEREEFH, LR EAXTK
A B B ETE &, B2 S000 R REaiR &
B TE TR A SRR U SO . AR,

RELH W E R T e R, S S 5
PEBEFE UL & T B R TS A SO T T I,
Wi T A% ) T 19 9 AN 2 SE 56 B3 BT RE A A A,
At 51 B AR B 2 1) A G B (S5 50 B S W AR
TIERNAR),

40, 7 Horschler Z§ A (2019) 9 #F5 H,
e 5t B AR — a1, ZEA N
Hir &7 BE sk Fim L, TRRKRAE
Bz R E, MENBEEEE T a8, mE
L) A A B SIC T 3 14O FELPR 25 5 R0 B S 1
T HEE, BN ZIA b S5 BRI 5 4R B ARy
ENEAR B . (PSR as R, fE AR I A
YL RA IERE & P, E R AT RE AR
H B AR 7E A &b, X B3 T HCE ST,
FrLA X FniE BAR A B, e ICE R
WEHE“HARE AL, X FR TiELRE, B
YR B )5 SOl A &b, FTLL X 6 F BAn i &
B AR IR X 17

BZEBREPSCRBULER, EARREK
25 AR AR K 2 UL S {7 B 5 LAt S 4™ A 4,
FIWT AL AR B ERE R FEE, HENLERB
NI RE R B A AR O BDR TS, FRAG 2 4R
HME B 5 BN AT e, — BN A R 1E
BERSIFERMEZINE AR, NE XY
TFE RGNS 3, EARKIEHBESINH
AT TE i B AR X AT A B IE B SR AE . BIRCR
BV A P2 B I I B, B BERE UL AT 43k
AR ISR E o W BRI, WRE Ui A4
BT o YO SR S RS, B
BRGRMR T, W AR LN E -5
RS B AR B — 25 UE S T AR T SR, (3
ZARVEXE LA W02, A 278 N B g iR (5 &
g, JEARKET X ES G CBRER”
LG PA1) SR BT AT 3l 28 3R 0 L T T 00 S v o

LRARAE, DAL 4 P BRI . S —, FEA
AR ) OB BLS RT, A —Fh AR g
)R] R RAE R GE (g OB AL . BRI
il . B/NREECHILS N C R REL), XLk
TERG 0 RGOS Y & BB T A, dEA
REFZHEAZMHEMRG; 2, EARKSE
ZJT LAXE LA 58 5 00 p SR 3B A R A B A
RIS, 2B AP ERAE R Ge A ik Lo i i v
Toik P IE W BT (AN A R R BN Bk | AR AE
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Mo, RRBFICRM ., BRCRTW); F=, 4k
N FRACRETCTE X HA A A OC T P B 1 A 0 PRAE
SR IE, ([FERMEEIEARKES KL
[(EVALPE 0 e

AR ZAETE T, WL B AR UL B AURAE R
i R e, BT A R N R AT B
T S50 A P T AR SR B AR S X 1L
BN BRI O R B IERAE, HHEAINTIEA
REKIEA S CEREMEE S . HIELZF,
/IR B2 O B B BT R RO 2R R U IR 9K 52
FrAR AN R A AT DU A Al 70 IR A, 245 HA
SSEWFROR T, 5 PIRR iR U el A AT BSR4
s, HENTEAA TEEFHFNRE, —Fraek,
TGO ASCR P R B A X O R G B ES
AE I HHVT 22 AN [R] B 7 I T AL, A [) 552 e A
O TALE 7oK A BT 22 57, A S EEEA
RAKAEA R LB A b 2 TR AR LT Y
KMo FHN, —SEWF S T EE 4 H AT ST R T
1155 0 TE B IEMHAE AN R KBRS i T
Al 5 TF AR FLAY AR (Horschler et al., 2020)
P, % FAE AR E A0 B IS 22 5 S
SRARRE, 1 T AR S 58 A AL

5 FWRBRARREE

HARE& T —EM.0 e, AHUEA e
fifp FA A A B 225 . FORFIGE I, BEm AT N
HEAT AT, N, —AHr RO S K
JEIRF 5 HA AN E B VI ¢ . A SCR S
R BT 4R N R 260 B 1A CSIER 5T,
AT AR AR K IEEH AL AL B 7 1 ) 5+
[l L, XA SR B HEAT T S 4. it
HARC MR T E RN RCR, B5 R
Z SR AN AR Sy B, — S8 BEAT ST 5w i R R
o Pl ARG AR K0 RE N 2 7 1L
FES UL, BAR—E R EARE T AR AR KK
HAF AR HLO BEE, (HiX 80
LA BA B S B0 BB S B FE AL Sl A, B ) R R
SB[ R S EON AT T S A B S, Bl
WRLE PR IR AR AR KO HIIR R LR, 4
Ja BB Al R AR LA L, A X ST 3
f14 5% 1 5 RIS AT LAY M 225 <« N —J 1300 25 7 O TR
R AR B R, HE— 0 W5 X S YA A BE T
IR, [ oAy Bl A 58 3 TR B A28 00 2L B

WK B AT L, AR A O 3R 3R A 5T 408
Iz AEN — SRyt n &
50 LEERSHEEENXER

AP T BN RK AL OB S I AT 55
R F AL ZAL, Fhs LFR T 8122 740,
THB OIS Y Rl BT IR, X T A
e, OHIMIGR-METS S EIES R PHEGE
RAFETAEACHEPLE, maE AR KIS TE
i 1a) FAE 5w S A shist DAL, se4ihsha
BB AT E B B . B, ME R
Y e T, REE R T e A ST
FEMMA AN, BEITHREHEIE ) 21T
SEMAEMEATHE L ENNE, HHAFF
RSN ENA S AWM, HERFHIET, HH
P <EF A B SR EERE S, MEAESE
SR BT BT Z B8 3 HLIX 5 (Bettle &
Rosati, 2019),

FFI4n, 7 Hare A1 Tomasello (2004)5€ 1%
—AZ I, BFEE R R I — N R
Wexk, PRI HE &Y A = T — 4,
EATHA —REFEIL 2, F BB SR,
— A T ) H b — AN (NS LT AR
7N S A BHLAR G P 3 — 8 1) R A L), R
W ELRE R TR WA, (HAERBER S
R L — A o WAL, BTS2 T3
FrWsl, T JGTA PR SE 0 R I E 5 S
FHEANT RS — P b T, L5 A
BB AEREEY), 25 TSI R B Bt
50 53 5% 78 T A i) I eh — A, 3 A R R 1)
THEBEXAE, BRI A, w8 EEREN
WMESHEEY. mUbnr W, SRR 5 5 & K
R, TR b, P2 R Z BT AR HAEA
RELEGZ LA NLEE, S0FIERH TR
BAWER, ERBLm T, EARKETIELE
GRS T M ASBURF S LML R,

XEERFFY R, JE N R K REAR A TC 1k 2
BB AR RS R EE, XRH T EilEH
DHBIS RN, 52 XA, BFgE A, KRR
N RE XA EIPIRESREUR, EilsE
Rt At A E DY, R A AT LIRS0 A 3 1 B A4 B A,
HIE AR KW EGIBREAT VS ZRmeq EX
AR, e AT 3 A R R ) R 4 W X
FEA EXRE A RN RE By, el



2552 O B R 2 it B

o530 %

AR X 2 e Al AR AE DG 2 Sy < R
(shared intent)”. 4 JLEEAHHE RS 0 & 11938
Prf5 S5, 2B RifE B & M #F g m, bl
IR B R L FH WAL R IEA sy, iR
15 B 0 TR 1) A L EE I ) H AR i 2L,
b fiT4s v A0 B8 K [R] (Csibra & Volein, 2008; Senju
& Csibra, 2008), HEMMRAEIEARKES
TERIZ B, BN, 78 Kano 55 A(2018) AR
PR NPHEAT R SE g v, S 2H Y S5 5t Bl
SRR R RS PR AR 5, T 42 ) 4 ) 3 ok H Al )38
H R B W5 B S8 U, 25 S
HER—ABHIRSTHRY . BilEhrfEs e
FHwoE o s A TR A AR,
AR RG-S MG O L, BB bR % If
A2 Bk B BRI A ) e 2 TR T
YR ALET ], st R U, SRR A MRS
RIS MZ R m M H 56, &
ITIE RN A PR AR 5 BTk 1 73 =45 B A B A,
Bettle fl Rosati (2021a) LAl 4 k4 ik 14 25 81 512
USRS T A A4

Kt —Fh & B A A, BARIE AR KR
i FI At O BROARAS, (HX A AR T ) B AR 5
T AMATFREsE 4, EATHE 2 5 BBk A % 1)
TR EEMA R G ERE . M NS g,
FEIR AL 23 1 S BN 28 R S x5 Il 1 Uk
PE, G, — BN AR R T A e
WO, A AR PEFRAE AT BRI ) TAH R A
BRI, TR B T SR RS HE O LR R
Bl T — AP R o AAR] E f8 I
[F) B AR I 1 S [m] 5 bR AR 5 o g, O B
e 38—t m . S RPN G — 7]
REPE, i SR 5, - DR R E R
X RAC SO BEEIS K R A5
52 OHEERSEFVHNXER

BREFXMAR G OHEBR RGN EANE
BEENAE SRR, =38 Z A5 M 2 R 20
P PRI R — A — BAFTE PR ) B, BIFSE
R, NFEEILIE T W2 0 5 P & e 9 e X
JO7 ¥ 0 B R A BT 28 05 PR R 1 (Milligan
etal., 2007); JLHEHEZ 18 5 IR TT LS i b1 7E
OIS AT 55 15 4 (Hale & Tager-Flusberg,
2003); A FIBF LR FEMILE L EFHER
RO ER NG L B AE O FRELS & K F B & (Pyers

& Senghas, 2009); AR FEEIE & K5 H X
KU T e XU A5 7 45 0] 7 7 1) Bk ) A7 AEAH G
P (Matthews et al., 2018); A H HIE R JLE L[
I 22 0 o 5 R e AR B R = k5 VE AR AE,
A B ] LU 4 LR 5 R R # (Bettle &
Rosati, 2021b),

AN R, O RS TR
w AR B HERS 7 B, RS I AR M A
IFi) B FLAH R A X 7 AR, B R B A W RCR PR RE
A LAEAS AR A S I S A, E R R g 3
Sy ok NI B, Wt U, O B ER Kk K
T URE T B XS B AR . F5E B, A
AL, TiETiE ., DiEEE TG, 48
WA AZ Ui 5 1T LA I 25 8 S5 SRR X S A
02 A7 18 FH PR (pragmmatic inferencing), 1
SUR IR NTEF 38 i Y R, W42
TG B R F B, B AR 5E 4 P AR
B M5 ESLE Y (Berman et al., 2010), #i0,
B LS B WN A S5 S S s i
LB Ry SR O R WL BRSO 5 1k
A FARAT R G B R T KRB FE 2 R L,
LA B SC AR S5 v B i AR A . DI A
F, LA ANER RIE T AWM LI E
BHERD, RO BENE, MMAREAE BRI b
P Al N (%) 34 38 75 B (Scott-Phillips, 2015), B
B, SRS B) BE % RN AR A B 24T SR A5 X
MR, AT AT ATE R B 3l o il — 2 AUk
(ritualization)ZRik . #I4n, A #iH— R I MME XYZ
Ja, 251K B ELL, KT, B 7 A fifil 55—
ANE X B2 A BTN, [FR A BEiRE, 2
TR X hosglk B R, X RO T —Fi Y
ALK, WX EREFIERNS—2, Wl
Ui, FEAOIHNE, WA TE I R 2 g Bl 1
WK AEFEY SHESFMA S Z M@ RR, SR
SRS RAEE X (Pleyer, 2017). H L, AE0fE
I AT RE R A SRR T LR O A, WIE
S R R0 BB T T R BRI, RO 2 THEAR
KBEBEFTRILREMNERE,

SR o5 — D5, 5 A 5 U2 R R AR
Frp A T H, B AR K HAE LARMG SR 4 R AR
f AN AT A 0 BRAS (Bettle & Rosati, 2021b),
BAEAT LA FOCHR | 5B & F S LA S
TEARAE T2k, SEHX XS N A L, X2 A
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KHIEARKEAE ORI HMEZ X, Y
DB FE R FRIEE AR, FER0T LIS 42 i
ENE, W9E SN R DS MG ES
WA T AR RAME BNE T R A TR,
AR XEAR G2 N2 G ] 5 3 b 52 24 1438 19 =00 4 i
BLo WAk, AR E SRS, ZTAPURE A
RS IR XS HAT A E B s 0, L AR
Z—E AN NIRRT, 85 BN RIESNT
R BN S R, AILERBGHRA LR
PP T A GRS

WX —AF, BE RELEE RO
BIRTIE, PTREIE & TIE S RIFYIBE R =0, &
BRI B T AR A R A T 5 K Y0 B
o MR, OHEHEIS NG T Z H ] REAE7E HA
KR, B S A IR AL R TR BT
REMWHE, Wi s RSB T T AL
HHE KT o A b AR AR 2 B T AR =
B R B RZ 0, 40 S A fE AR R AR, A2
AT &S A E S8R, X —df
PEEE AN RIMA NAIGE ) H AR AR A 25 51, R
WEMT NN RS, EHEAEHNES S,
BEEAT 2L BIY R, OB E 5 S8 AR D
HE 4., BRXSBRH ARG URR, 55
T, BFEE N IR AN R 20 BB R AE
HHAZMAGEM KR, WA RJEARKE
TEJE LA, s NS0 B E e S 7 i
ez FRKER
53 LEERSUHSESHENXER

BT A BT A, RRFEARKIE Y
] B A EARRAE S5 47 B AR B R E R R 22 57,
X e 22 53 5 et A SH B BA LA
Z, XEt oM HE RO BB Ak sh R R T R
L%, filim, Sallet 2 A Q01 1)BFFE R B, BRI Kk
rhE A i XY RN S R R B TE A e
MacLean % A (2013)F0EE T 5 PP RBEARALAROA A Y
WA B YRS PSR ERE R, 3h
PO E VLS NREE B SORER Bl EATHY S2 5 5t
AR AIEY, R BN, BERMER KN Y F
TE 38 rPEAT 57 1T 55 AP R B HU AR R 4 /N )
I F . Nolte Al Call (2021)1F 2811 uli £ BRI
BCXT 58 AT 55 (FH LU SRR, 2 S A B A RIASE
TR, ik RA KA SR T B AR, X
A RERL I — A2, fETURERH, By

WA A SR BT B, WAESEH, BU5H
AT DLGE A 5 B AT RS MR, S5 R EoR, P4
PR BRI A 5 RS AE TR, WA
WA SRR B AR T T

B 7 RRRERLBIAN, — e B0, ELHH
BTl P B s 5 T DR & et s D L
AERI AL (Gavrilets & Vose, 2006), 1% Fl W & B
FR Ol By R OHE 4 R % 7 R U (Machiavellian
intelligence hypothesis)”, 522 #XF 7./ A Y1k
Bt 1 (self domestication hypothesis)WJIA K, & 24
23N R AR TR T X A 4 A A R ) R
(Hare & Woods, 2020), .O>FHFH S 1k 4k th 45 41X
— M, MR ZFI, —F SRR TS
HAITHA 2R AE AR KRR B 2A A RO
PSRN, ARG R SR QR YR )
1, Kano % N (Q2015)BF 58 R B, 5 BARIRA 1L, &
BRBEA B Z M CRTE N L, XFEENIN
/NS A A S [ B 4 38 4 2R (AN AR 1) T T
R AT LSRR 2255, Joly 55 A(2017)1
SIS ISR RS o B, 7RSSR S5, B
A AR 1 3212 R A RE M G R 1
YR, SR BN, AU TR R 28R
M5 8 A5 ] B T 58 WA 55 o Rosati Fl Santos (2017)
FETFF ST LU T Hb rP o SR AR AT 1) 3 A0
FROE . RS R, TN 375 44 i #R e I L AR
o ) L R P, L T A i A I 1 R 1A T
BIK TP TRE, Mt SRR EES . Bk E
AV 4 b v T A T AR

BZ, WEHRFEUN, SN ZEE
FEARA 1 T SR AR LR . ER KSRt
W, AR B C B REARKAE T e il
YEVAERAF A S B gL s, ik, AREFRSTE
H PRIRLEA R T AR AT RE . a2 45 LA
Je SR 5 WAl 3 A7 S D AL . O 3B BB AR
Ry —Fp BB SN RRE, R 5 — AR Y
MHSAEBAREIMER, SEETHRELZN2E
S LEASE, AT DGEDRR B R RO B 54
SIBTERSEFR, R T AL 5 25 A 560 B
WHE T ESBA AN SIS E R,
O BRI 1Y ARAR AL B AL B AR
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Comparative studies of mind reading: Similarities and differences in theory
of mind between non-human primates and humans
and corresponding explanations

YIN Rong
(School of Teacher Education, Weifang University, Weifang 261061, China)

Abstract: Comparative studies using non-human primates is an important way to explore the essence, origin
and evolution of theory of mind. A large number of empirical studies have shown that non-human primates
have some basic components of a theory of mind, including joint attention, goal understanding and
perspective-taking, suggesting that theory of mind has evolutionary continuity in primate evolutionary
lineages. However, non-human primates are unable to achieve second-order perspective selection and false
belief understanding as humans do. The submentalizing hypothesis, vicarious representation hypothesis,
minimal theory of mind hypothesis and awareness relations hypothesis attempt to explain the differences.
Although specific views and perspectives vary, these theories all emphasize that non-human primates are
unable to form representations of other individuals' mental beliefs about the external world, and that belief
representation is an important dividing point between non-human primates and humans in mind reading.
Future research needs to further clarify the interaction between shared intention, language mechanism,
social ecological environment and theory of mind.

Keywords: non-human primates, theory of mind, joint attention, perspective-taking, false belief





