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(BRPE TS 0TI By BEPE 17 A M6 TS SC 0%, P9 % 710062)

H B BAAHIRIFTAEAZTPEFLBRO—FATLIGH X, R ABEESFTIHERM T AR A LA WF,
HF LB RAERE A AR B 09 A o, 12 EIRAAT S P AR TR AE A RS A AT, BaldlkdRia—,
BN FAEALA ST IRAAATH P AR R 69342 . ALl R LB BB 2 AR Ao ey A £ R BATFD
Fle) % & FIEHA, BPTINE R, B4 Feib AW R AR = A % I8 8 A R TEA 4T 30 P AR Bl 69 1 8 Am it 42,
HF LR LB THRANR ZAIRAN B L L8 IK 849 BF 7 Ao 35 He
KBIA BAATH, HRAAE, FERMEBA, AFWE, AL

S B842; B849: C91

1 3]

TEH AR DRI EH T E 5 A YR 52
AR, MR & . WAT %, EXIITSH
o, METE T IR B C S AT 55 A,
FAEDE LT3, A H B shVE DA A
U Hb 52 AT 55 (Curioni et al., 2019), BEE1T3)
(joint action) L /&4E X P —E BARIKBI T, 1
AT AS 5% DA A PR A s ) A ] R Sl
VLA IRt >R AR Ak 4t & B 8))JE 20 (Sebanz et al.,
2007). W TAES AR EANEZEE, MAZ R
2T VE M M L 58 U 55, X Rl A BR B IR 7E A
W F KT 4B EA B2 2 X (Sebanz, Bekkering,
& Knoblich, 2006),

A AT —Fi s LA A PR RE2C, T
HYIRG AT SO T 3 W) B ARIK 3 T A A Y 3 6]
fik (co-representation) g JJ (Astolfi et al., 2020), LA
R AE B LRl A R B3R Al A AT Bl 0 M A
(monitoring) A 7l (prediction) (Vesper et al., 2010),
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TS PR 6 A 55 DU 5 1l e ] 9 ik G 40 5 3
[RIFfE BAR . shVESEE{R Y %5 (Sebanz, Bekkering,
& Knoblich, 2006), L4353 [a] 2 Ak i IA K15 2
(Vesper et al., 2010), 4 RMELAM A SITERT, XF
BAE A WL 23 0 AR 2 2 2D 15 R R B T %
SIERT RIS, SR AR LR R AE A 3 A
N FHE P %5 (Sebanz et al., 2005); [AH, AL
Tyfig 45 [ i 7 L SRAE A O ZEHAT 9 3 1F (Knoblich
& Sebanz, 2006; Sebanz et al., 2003), I H. it 5¢
A L] (simulating) M 2% & (integrate) [ & At A A9
AT AR RAEXS I7 94T Ry, ead 72 R 3 ] R AE i
(Astolfi et al., 2020), RZWFFERM, EERZN
HARDRR LSS UK G AR 55 I, S 58 S BRIk
N NEFR. A BHER UL R B E 5 B, IF5E
T sE O B 2 AT Rl AT S 8 T
(Vesper et al., 2010), FFEBCEAT IR ZHT, 1
PR R) T fnAe] SRAE FE AR £ 0 N 34 (Kourtis
et al., 2013), KRitWFo0 & BIF HFAEB G AT 8
AR R 2L [F) SRAERE S Bk, 5l A RYHK S S5
% (Beaurenaut et al., 2021; Milward et al., 2014;
Sebanz, Knoblich et al., 2006). AI WL, ZEBA1T3h
h, RAEIL [ AT 3 & 0 Sh AR 2 IR 47 9 58 Uk
BALS R EEG . Bk, BRI SMERLER S AT s b
fa ZRAE B F A ShVE L3R & LSRN e ) R
AT 55 ik 1 G B

[, PRICEREAT 3 b B SRR XS T 5
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B RERH LAY A LAMAT ] (human-machine collaboration)

20 BA (human-machine teaming)th H.A5 B E & L,
BRI I AL F R —FoB i ADLAL B &
YEXZGS N, B, 2020), TEAHLABNS, [
SN IR B B NS HRAE BORIBLERVE A BA A 1T A 1,
MR R 8 REAAR P HLERAR N IS —FE AT — s DA
AT FATHERAE | XA AT WU PR B Y 1 3 R 2 BE
(FFH, BEHIA, 2020), XFHANLAIERRS
N BB R AR, R AL B B v i
AP IR T e AR T BN R B IR ) AR L 2R AR
XTI RIEA TR, TR AW, 56
55 R R RE R A VR I LS 2 B IR R 4K
P R Y BUK(L et al., 2020), X R ALREBE
TEPLER AT A AR UL R B B 2 JE B3R, IEAh,
B Ae ML T A B 25 Fh R BESE BLH AR X S I RRAE
FLRZS AT IR BIFNRAE, A NFAKAER mT S
B, I LSO HAR I AN FEE R (De Vicariis
et al., 2022), FEWEEWEAAT B TAS AT FRAE H
BRI BEIR AR, D B3 6 SR AE ol 52 i HL I 2
K173 (Dolk et al., 2014), Xf T-42 &5 AML 4 B\ 5%
ORI 4 R AP RGBT T B, B,
RAEA AR T R 2 G5 By By [ & 26 B
YRR R, SRl DL ST R R e B ABLAE B
R R LB R A K

1B 20 4Pk MBS AT S A58, BFSE#117%
T BA AT B b LR R AR RE S OB I R R, B
THEAAT SNl 2 AL O B A AT Sh R AE
F BRI i B 45 . Wenke 55 A(2011) AT 87 JL R 2
TIE K fif R RS AT B L, DA ARG R
FEfER AT o3 2 A O A N JEATRAE, JFA
FAE AU AT X ) AT RN . AR LA R,
K F AT S N BRI R R AE 0 2 i AL ] AT A5
WIS o I, ARF5E B 78 I RAE 19 W0 F 2 35 1k
BT A AT 5 b AR, DA AR B P
[i) ) B AR AR 2% A HIL IR [R] R 2 A P 1 8 3

2 AR RERIERTE

2.1 IAEIHLE

VIR 58 3R B3] B AR (common goal)JE2BK &
AT SR FF & (4 HiT 42 (Wolf et al., 2016), 7E401THE
GO, AT RAEILF MRS B b5, HR4EITE
[A B #r 80 2 H R H #r A4 A B 45 (Vesper et al.,
2010), FAEX S B 2RI AT Bl B 43I T8 Bk

E 47818 E K (joint intention) (Knoblich & Sebanz,
2008) . A~ FE T b & K A il iE 3 3t ik (motor
resonance) Fl1iZ #5545 (motor simulation), LI FAE
H 3 A A HFr(Novembre et al., 2014; Sebanz,
Bekkering, & Knoblich, 2006), M ifi sz 814t [w] H bR
(Knoblich & Sebanz, 2008), 484 FH 3 [7) 1
iR (common knowledge) 5 # i i ¥k & 7+ & (joint
attention) B 18 2 [7] 1 PR K # A7 Al H #5(Carpenter,
2009), 1HAR TS 1 S AU MAEE 515
BN H K PEFTTEN B, SIEUSE (action observation)
Fe v g 77 AR ) RAESE A A T B A AT 3 H AR
(Sebanz, Bekkering, & Knoblich, 2006), 7EW£At
NBhVERIR], WL Sl 28 58 b 4 A R AE i
W, XBFR A iz shFLHR” (Sebanz, Bekkering, &
Knoblich, 2006). iz sl #5454 FNiAR H A7 sh 7E e
T A 2 R R RAE RN ZNVE I RE 1, BT DA
BT IATE DA AAT N A T (Keller, 2012).

I [F] R AE 2 A AT 3 o N B U IR Y Ak
(Astolfi et al., 2020), TEBEATahH, HefERIAELT
TRBEME AR AL PR _L 2 UMl 4T Y (Vesper et al.,
2010). 4N 1 PR, TESHATERS ARSI, DA
SeRIEILE iz 3 bR, HART 4 hRIEAKHE
b5 A HAR(Loehr & Vesper, 2016), 4%#& 3T
XFiz 3 B bR 0 R AL F A 81T 11
(Bolt & Loehr, 2021; Sahai et al., 2017), P y#4
G AR B AR IEXT Iy B SR OF 5 Z BrA)
3G sh B A H 2 5 Bh 7B R (Astolfi et al.,
2020), ZJa A M BEAf E G (AT B iR 58 Ll AR
PATIE AL NSV EPATROCR . Jm, WHEST
SR BT RIT, AR S X S VE HEAT W45 R
W, A3 A IR R T A5 B B Y AT O A A DR AT
% Htp E’Jiiﬂ(Loehr et al., 2013; Vesper et al.,
2010) AIOL, AL TR . W A [ SRAE A AR
FE TR SEBLAL ) H AR b 92 A RL S (Sahai et al.,
2017; Vesper et al., 2010), %33 2 P MEASIHE it
HARME S . SRR FIPAT 45 P9 25 (1 L [R] R AE
R A SR B AR A R R AR AR, W Tok
A 5E Wk & 47 3l (Bolt & Loehr, 2017; Sebanz,
Bekkering, & Knoblich, 2006), BJ3t:[a] B A7 (4 52 91
MR T A 2 [R) SRAE B

B F R Xl AT A BB A AT S A
FREBE AY#% .0 (Konvalinka et al., 2014; Pesquita et al.,
2018; van der Weiden et al., 2022), WIIHIEE1T
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Bl MR T3 T [F] R AE B 7 XA AT A B S,
FEAIE BB XA AT S T AN [ AT Sy A A 2
B (Bolt & Loehr, 2017; Sebanz, Bekkering, &
Knoblich, 2006). FtilHL i i 3 [F] ZR A5 RE J7 filh 4
(Sebanz & Frith, 2004), 7EBEAF5shH, Xt HKIT
SRy P M A R A N AR ) T S 5 o WL S R
55 R R R AR RO SEBLRY, X ORI B
VB B FAE T RS2 7E A 1A S i 35T 00 ok 7 o o] E 1Y
(Sebanz, Knoblich et al., 2006; Vesper et al., 2013;
Wolpert et al., 2003),

BT, A SCE RAE DA B 5Ll 1 AR
TEAI i B2 3 1565 A7 3l H N B B3 ] A A B (L
Bl 1),

2.2 fHEEFH

B TR SEHE S AT 3 N BR O R] 9 R AE 2 7R,
AR ST R T 5 R AF A & 1Y K7 o (Bolt &
Loehr, 2021), LI4E7R SCFRRRG 1T 8 A P[] 3
A 1 1 Z B 1 (Czeszumski et al., 2020), #fF57E£H]
18 2 A1 2 T B B 15 # 42 T & B8 (mirror neuron
system) (UL Bf WL AR 45 ) Al = Z A H1Z T Y
CFRPRS R 4% (Theory of mind network) (Xt A 47
I TN A5 TE IR A AT 3 R R T AR (W2
W& Cerullo et al., 2021), FEPUTHR AL, Bifk
P12 T 22 G0 A0 BREE ) 2% fiE 1% 415 B A 1A 50 i 3R
fif(Gallese et al., 1996; Wilson & Knoblich, 2005),

BRI TC R G5 LA A S 4 .
FE WA BT s NATBIAHC (X 45, 20115 P
Az, 2016; Tacoboni, 2008), 1% & Gt ¥ I it i X 32 2L
AL FETH R /N (the inferior parietal lobule, IPL)F
#T [l (the inferior frontal gyrus, IFG), il F/hAf
A R RE A% 3 5 i ARy (B R AE) T A At A AT
N, AR #E SRR B i, B e A

ERSE P A BRI EE AT B TR /) i3
BT ] [R) A5 Rl BRI RAE(Yang et al.,
2021), i F [H1 530 i #H & (Aron et al., 2004),
ANATE S8 18 H A ] (0 B A RS R Rl iz 247
B, T [l 230 (Hamzei et al., 2015), BB A
i 33 B & #il (embodied simulation)5g Bl A 5l
VERIBLT, A A B S e Tad 72 b i 47 o 2 W
FAER LS (Gallese, 2006; Sebanz et al., 2005), X
3 T B A5 0 28 70 2R G i DX 8 1) S () SRAE A A
RS T SR TR 58 B VR T

YE AR Z At SN R B A, O BB 4
PR A0 BR ZS /3 B MY BE J7 (Brunet et al.,
2000), RPASPARNLES | i e A FUIN A AT R 4 BE
(Hopcroft, 2013), X fill A .0 B AT R R AiE 2R
FEXF A O FRAFAT M (R PR . BRI, GO FEIE W
HUERATHNRMELRPECEZE, 5000580
T840 5 W i X 2 — 3 - 74 (the superior temporal
sulcus, STS)HY T Re ¥ K S8 25 Fn F i fb A & &
(Behrens et al., 2009), — WL 4MIFFT £, BT
A AT 45 5 B AL A v R B R B, AR TE A I
Ji R V) P P 0 T i 1 [ 25 5 38 (Liu. et al,
2017). X RHLOBEIEZ S T 3 F AR
FAF . Liepelt % A (2015) 1 FH 25 /% & % 90 3%
(transcranial direct current stimulation, tDCS)$% &,
RIRFEWT 5 BE G Simon fF55h, 5.0 BHIEAH G
B B DX P 0 A& M B2 B (the medial prefrontal
cortex, MPFC)TEF il B A= i A fb A Az i i A
TEJT I AT REAEH . 2R, =& AR F 8%
B 22 TOWE 92 A NI NI 25 (Barchiesi et al.,
2022; Curtin et al., 2019), AAAHRKAIPFA ],

FF LA, BRATNRMEMUAES T
G478 ANBR U R R, RO 2L (R B A5 2 B

i T T T T e
N e e el e L LB
, l i l i 2

B BeE 4T3 b PR B AL
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BT BRI R R4, G R AE R A
Fr sl PR B ] B LA, XAt A AT A B 00 2 6
BT ABR UM R %0 o 5 B bR(Hamzei et al.,
2015), H:[A) FEAFHH € (Tacoboni, 2008)\ 1% M 22
JC ARG NS SR FAE | T 5 A0 BELFE I R 4%
AT sl B B A 4 3L A (Cerullo et al., 2021;
Liepelt et al., 2015), FEF I, AT IBAR THBKR
28 70 22 0 R0 PRI 0 245 76 SR R AE (i A op
R . B2 TRk, AR5 A B G ARt %
TE A0 5 1 2 HL 9T, TR A ST A Bt ) 6
TR AR R

3 ARHERIEREILERE

VIR ST B 4 240 B 16 2 48 78 A Br P[]
RAL Nt A8, Hor i LR T2 i 3 ie
Fhias () i e | 3 [ R AF B AN S B AR D BEIG
3.1 ZEHLER

R T ISR T LA B NMAT FRAE £ R4 S 1 -
A B 178, Sebanz 45 A(2003)¥ 3 T 44
) Simon f£55, XHEEE Simon 55, xRS
rR AN AR T L S0 o 1 o 35 v Y — P
WM BN o 7 A 38 A A i e 7 0
H OB XTI AT SN o 5 A2 F 8 % 5 SO, A
PR TR B B O 580350 A e B 3 WA 0
XOTERE, DT LI FEE A C
SN B RE S R ARAT BN, DA A S5 R4 T . 7
WL XT 7 BN I A B B ARk 2 e £ 0, 7 AR
5 S s R AR A FRAF (Ford & Aberdein,
2015),

FAZAT S5, RS B82S A 3 — S A
BT ZHMERN -SSR SRS, PR
%4 Simon %)V (joint Simon effect, JSE)mitt4:
Simon N . % [ 4 HIS A JSE FEAS 5 I 9
ARRHIEMESRON, R EKR AT 31/ AT
3l (go/mogo)fT: 55 H [ A 1) 25 [A] i 43, 3 Fb 23 (] i
Y S5 H A A () L RAS AT R R, AT BB
i IX 435 H ORI A B SR A G HIZRAE,
B RIS Y AT 55 017 (Baess et al., 2018; Dolk et al.,
2011; Hommel et al., 2009), Dittrich 7 [F] 2 & 23
(1] J52 I 2 B 32 3] B i 385 R 52 oy B 14 2 () )y 1o ) 5%
We, T S b 5 s ) 9k A B U TC A RE i 2R
JSE (Dittrich et al., 2013), thA 57 & BL7EEA Bl
HLEL A= AT 45 (Joint random number generation

task, JRNG)H', Wi4~Z 5 #H LR RAE R — 08
BT, S H5EATAVEE WA M A4 )
W, A=A R AR N, XRS5 H
[ ALY 7y v = e N o [ o 1 2 TR (E B 9 i) S
G A M RAE A AR 2 01 5 BHE R AR R W 2 J5 A
2x ¥4 (Hartmann et al., 2019), HR3E 55 [7] 4 5 FRIS
MR, AR S T2 () 4 B S % B 3R A A
ANRAER it ST A oS (1 S IRAHELE, A A xT
25 () 2 it — S50 A R 38 T B B R R S A T B VR PR
AT, TR 2 8] G A5 AR — S0 300 8 e 2517 32 3 T
D, BT H OIS O BOZ AT I, Z 05 iR
A5 S o T i R g B T ) S R R 2L R
TR T7 TR B AT, AR E R B O RN
F SO 9 A SR TR S8 B AT . R, 28
VE) 24 8% 2 W A AR 7 A 2o 2 HP 42 3 00 Rz 3
AT,

SR, Kiernan 4% A (2012)ff F Xk £ Bk &
Simon {45 & AR RAEAL A RFF 4 25 (8] 4w i
w, MR, IEIEFRMFEBRIE LR JSE,
Sellaro %% A\ (201542t 5 %t 23 6] () gm 5 9
ANHESIHL ISE, 1 fEAS[F 8947 A 35 - AiF 3 2L JSE,
(TR X S R R B 28 1) 2 DL R AT R 4 Bl AR
SEE T
32 HEFRMEER

ZHISIA R, AT S R EAURAE A
C e, bl —FroaeS Rl Jr R AE A 1)
e, JFa¥ M AR SRR A3 A C IV RS
(Sebanz et al., 2003), L [m]FAF IR AT 24534 3
fE . 4145 A7 3h 3 2E F R AF BES = Fp (B i, R
#5, 2016), Kiernan %% A (2012)id i JH KR 1T 45 H
B F . 2 [ 1) 2 () B & 5 R TR VE, ih3 5%
SERL T BT S5 MBS Simon {145, ZoRZS 5
ORI SO N R A TRD T A
N o G HLTE R AT 55 IR AAT 55 T AR T 45
PERLON o X2 R B S FE B A L R SR AF S JSE 19k
REALE, 3% B — 2R ML 2 T B0k 5 A
BT 55 B R 2140 (Kiernan et al., 2012), 25 {bL i,
RGBT KNHAIWHAE S D, IS 5ESMA
FEAN A A A 2R AFE S A AR S HOC I, Y
A O AR E A B AN E (6, 9, LRI
PABCFARE (S, I RN g, HIfEFEES A
AT 55 A Tl B, 25 7% 28 28 L i 3 [) 2 AiF A5 =X
(Surtees et al., 2016), 7EB& 57 27 B FIWHE 55,
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P2 55 3 I BT RO 2~9 7 1k b i
— i B o A A B B B R R 22 0T
Do 248 AL T 0 R 2K [RT IERAE B O R A AT
g, PR 2 M iRt /N B B SR, A ) ik
Xof R HR T BN BRI R A A (8] —E T BN G
B4 %50 (Spatial-Numerical Association of Response
Codes effect), Rl SNARC #(Ji(Atmaca et al., 2008).

RAE I FEFRAEHS, AP A B RAL TR W
K FRAEIL R H AR | iz 3h B iz sh T . Filan, 78
IR R a0, WER) e E B e T
5 N AEZ2 U5 8l 1 PR 05 v i 2 ] B 00 e AR
MNP AE ZF S, AR5 215 3 o 2 5 58 e
(NS B AR B s IR R HAr) . 25
RERSEHHAEAN N B ZAFT AR H AR5
PR TEZRER, XUV T AN S5MhA—i
2 2] — A H SR RS BN L R H AR RAE, HS
555 e R WU A AT R, A TR AN PRA T I
B AT B8 T X AN AT R 0 T (Loehr &
Vesper, 2016),

SR, e [R) FRAR BRI X FRAL A 2 A A R 1L
FRFIERIRIEZ DA FE RT3
T ZEIS IO RO AR A 2 SR AR g 7 AR 2R
Bl JSE %W (Sellaro et al., 2015), IAb, R
G A ERIE BT 00 B 04t 233 W0 ) i k12 )
W] R AFAH 2 (Atkinson et al., 2014), 4Z 5#A]
TET X TR A2 PAAT AR ) Sl AR I, ANt B []
SEHT SN AL E 1 H AR Y SO R RS, I iz g
AR 32 B A 5 R BT 55 10 R0 0 75 K 1 98 757
(Atkinson et al., 2014), X FWLF LB HE L
ZIEBREA AT s At ok — T, 2 W T A )
HGE 2T RAE g o P, AR 3 W] SR AR PRI,
58K e Z XTI A AT S R AL 1T AR I HE B LA, AT
Joik R Gt BRI G AT 3 HIE R A
3.3 SRELER

Z: I8 it BRAE K R 5 AT 3l b B RAE P 25 A ER
A2 AR Y B 2 A ] BN 4 B (B . 1545
ANNFHIES), ZBIS I AR 2 B B S
SRR A I FAE, I AR S B & SifEm
7 2k R AR A 1 B4E (Sellaro et al., 2015; Dolk
etal., 2014)  fEHR G TS5, BVEEIEPI AR 4%
H AT AE 55 P 1Y — B8 23 AR 2R AT S, A
W RAEMN BAR, WA AATS5 . 0 i A2
AT R S, ATl 2 A 2 s 3 AR AT IR

(Astolfi et al., 2020; Bolt & Loehr, 2021), Riflz A
IIME T W E MR R S AR 2 R
WMERNAEN S EES, NigmEs5% 05
BB SmAg (R RS %5, 2017), S5 BamEHLS
A0 UL — 3R, AR IG5 RN BE AR A5 % N (2020) &
BT 25 300 A AR, oo e B R R 2 4
R AAT S AL F RIERE I B K. G
Flanker 4 b & SRS R (20 . BEe) IR
N Z 0] IR R JRAR Y, 5 P R A S5 AH G
AL 2 O A RAT I B RAE, 5 M A R X fth A AT
Iy I TOOI R R A o 2B ) (] 2 D T A
W5 RN AS—B, MRS SRR (Atmaca et
al., 2011),

SR, BIHS BMeE BT TR FLUTE
W B RN GE X F X B AR E S R T
B, I HA 2 R i = FT DA AR S i i 51
%% (Sellaro et al., 2015), P, 2 M 4 B4R
REMERRIR G A 55 TP A AE B 3B RRAE A I IS 50 T A
IR RAER), (A2 T2 mYE ., AKRS
A IX 3 KAt s PE R R A B AEFRAE RS iV
3.4 I

Zr iR, = A SR B A PR R h
AR QAT A (), {HXF T 3R AF N ] 2 A 1 e B
AN[F] o 23 (8] G i e DA 2 () 4 B O fif R 2R A 2 2,
] FAF BRI M AL S 1 2 5 O ik B R AF (1) 3 2,
Z AL N 2R EE (B . A
FRAE S5 ) M RERAE (AT R, H A RSN 2]
P AE B 0 08 o 2 R IE S R T R AE 7 A TR
A = A B A B M [R] ZR A 09 i B R B A R FR
P o WA [ 4R EIE AN RE A BE R B R IR it 25
E SO WNINvIN G S 1N B E L 7w N
Bz (B R el /E H Fiz R ik #2112 R4S
PG AR 230N A 2 3 R i A 1A Y SR AE ST R,
8 U T A BN A B 0 0 B R d 3 R LT
AT DA RS Z B P RIS, Rl LR B
Z WA AT By A i S AR 3R R FRAE BE ) KN R
& Simon RN A SRR AT — LR AR, X
T NBREPRIAAT: 55 I RAE S R AWLHIRST 3D

Ak, RS BIE A R 55 IR SEFR A
s R has | BB DA 2 R R YR
X} FAERE S AL S5 BT o A T S I f e
BB 178 A B[R] B LA B A 5% TR R (22
AR #ext RS, Dhik—2 k5 T+
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' He AHL2E H. (intelligent human-computer interaction)
N REAR Y D () 5 2 BN R e, R AT 2% 4R
NP 3 [ 9 22 1 R AR R LR G Al fi o 3k B
W R RAIAE

4 ABRHERZERMEEE

FE T AR A B W ) SR AE 114 A O B3 Ak o8
SR R 2 SEUE R 9T A LR b, ASHIF S 4R A BR
7] (4 22 T RAEAE TR (UL IR 2), 125 7R fg A S0 5 S
A AT 3l B3R R AR T LS (], L B Akt
SYERIE =AY N UHRE . TEBATTEh R, 4
RRAE A C Rl AR A, I8 AR R v 528
Xt B 3R SR W A S VR ) U (Knoblich &
Sebanz, 2008; Vesper et al., 2010), LLHH{REA 1T
£ 1y5E i (lani et al., 2011), FEFRAFMLASHVERT,
AR 3 S A 5 X b N RIVREBRET Bl 1 Bl 1)
5, B as [a] F (Sebanz & Knoblich, 2009), It
A R 35 25 (8] — BOME 4 5 1 3h 00 17 Sk i )
(R, 2015), P as (8] 000 6E ) 54 i) — Bk
RN B VIR G o TS VER O M T sl 1 g%, 2
OIS AR 2200 R G (2 BB T 5 Zh E AT A
A B F24E (5 42, 2016; Gallese, 2006), [lAf A~k
DL 5 H B sl VR 2L =X R AE il A (Y 30 £
(Sinigaglia & Butterfill, 2020), Jf-44 il A\ shE%e 4
HEH 2 A R G (Dolk et al., 2014; Sebanz et al.,
2003), ff B0 BEBEE W 4 B b AT B S I
B (M 42, 2016; Brunet et al., 2000), H T4
Xl N AT 3l e AiF 2 k1 5 Al N B3N i) RT R
SR SE, PR IHE Il SR AE A AR L AT R A A
A (Keller et al., 2014),

23 (] RAE

23 [H)/ 24

@

S AERAL HetEE )

BERIE NERFAE
B2 APrPE R 2 B R A

SEA T SCHRE B AN RILE], 7 P B IR] AR
AR o S B4R X G2 2l B AR (LA F 3RS

f N B AR)JEAT AL SR 5 56T 2 18] F1LH B 45 B2 %)
g B ICTRIDOR(IWNUEEE= SUR 29V e VR IBi]
W E TG A THRDFEATRAE, 8 AT T 25 [H]
RAESER A C W afEAT, JFdd B8 ot
FAE5E O A1 SR WLEE I S0 A A S E AT
iR, &5, RSRIERT AR AR 51
NAT R, PEHEAL 55 I RS VR ) 5t . R SO
MRS T has | BB Rk 2k = AR
o S 0 A A (8 FRAE S A

4.1 FTEIRAE

23 (8] A (1 IF 5T 32 SR AR 4 (1) 248 32 1) i e
N BR 3[R 89520 (Sun & Thomas, 2013), U123 4] 41
Z5VESON (Spatial Compatibility Effect, SCE){JAE
FH o SCE i 24 S WA 45 75 18] SR B0CRe A AH 25 (78 A1)
I, 45438 1 SN G HAS AR (ASTE [R) s B
TUERR IS . BEGAT 55 rh iy 25 [l o B S id 23 5 |
EIETHIE SCE CRIER, 2015; RbgE, £/}
4%, 2020; Hartmann et al., 2019), NS 75 ZoR
VE K 55 300 N ST 55 98 A 30 A O i sh A
TER 5, AL S RO A L (R B A XA
S L PR CR IR 4%, 2017) X RUIAMA
AW SIERE A A CRIANAT R G (Dolk et al.,
2014; Sebanz et al., 2003),

23 Al B2 A PR Ia] o i s B s R 3R, AR
PO BB, fR a8 W 38 AT 55 PN AR 2 WA
HEATEHAVEIS i B AR, M2 ] 1 A )
BB (H 7RI %, 2019). FERIESRT A KL
XA AT S AT 25 T, DA s ) 4 i 3=
fEA A B A% . B Al A2 B g ST (B
R FO00 A M FRAT) (Sebanz & Knoblich, 2009),
PIHGE A C s BT RIFIAT . A58 R B, k2
HELEIAT WAL FS Wk Z R BT RS
Simon 1T 45, JSE £:V#, 55 (Ferraro et al., 2011); Tk
Z: 535 et AT 2 WA BT 55 19 25 ) J5 PR AT R
GAES, JISE MiH %k, HR2URIES S5 HES
MZ 5B B sc e SR AL, JSE U2 i ORI
W5, 2018) AR R4 Y SR R AT BE R 2 (A AH
XGRS A (] TN BE T 35, A b AR S
] g fith s, DTS X 43 H Al A 2R By
YRR I FIERAE, DLk & 4155 H #5(Dolk
etal., 2011; Hommel et al., 2009), %i [, =3[0 A 2%
MRS AT 55 IR TR B B R BE ), e ) 2 A
F WS R PLIAEL | 25 (A1) B e BN A7 & XoF



1294 DI = N S S

%31 4%

AR MESTRIGY R K (Dittrich et al., 2013).
42 BRI

H. 5 (Embodied) & 5 B 438 1 /25 Flliz 5l 1A
(RSB B RGN (A, 2014), B
B RAF 5T R AR T B B R IE X LA BRI
B . BEA AT S Pl 2 SERb T 5 1 58 A PRt
[F) ) L B SRAE T BT AR ALL T 2R 2= IR . BB
20 & St B BB i & R St (Tacoboni,
2008), fEIL[FEIE N HERIKSN T, 440l T 3h1E
WS LENVERE;, OS5 e fE T MR i 3=
fiF(Gallese, 2006), LI585 42T RS
2 10 i X 9% 40 (Gallese et al., 1996; Wilson &
Knoblich, 2005), H 5 RAE N AL FE1YIZ 5 H bx
(AFRAMEA B AR) . R0 W EE sh VR ) F S 1E
TR SEIARAE T ORER . STUETR SRR, MR
SRR B R ASVE T HAEBR S AT 3 b i 3
[F) FAIEAE 77 (Gonzalez et al., 2011), 7EEKA Simon
A 55 OB A AT 48 T BT/ B S R 2O R
TFHPRE G, ARB S VEBLZ R AW 6 T RAE,
PRI AS £ 7% A i T L [R] ZRAIE 19 L5 2 3] CR 75
A5, 2018)0 1 4 X DRI T Ay S e s 2 B 4 L
FRAECXE 45, 2011), ARALH s M 1 2 1) 1 4% g
HASARLERR A A 55 1 R R RAE RE ) (R Ibe s, B
A5, 2020).

A Simon B8N [ 7= A=t 5 H. By 1) J8 it 38 16
A K. WAL PRSI G AR I fl A Y
FHANAC BRI, 74 I 0 B R RAE,
BB Xl N TR 28 ()67 B A R ) AR B (Sun. &
Thomas, 2013), {HLLfil5e 7 X2 BAIEAT, 25
F 2 18] 1Y 3 [F] & AiF RE J1 % 55 (Pérusseau-Lambert
et al., 2019), X FHLE MG AR A
RAEIFEA BN 762 A SRR o X Pl 59
BRI T2 5 # Z Mk Z 2[5 1 @
oy [E1 P 8% Y 2k S = 8= 09 S D U = W A S 1)
THBRW-ZB3 REZMFEREG KR4,
2014).
43 HESMRE

Z 535 BT A At 23 PR B v (0 4 R R 2 LUMURR 1)
J7 2B AR AT 9 TA S0 3R AE B8 RN B A B AL
(Meagher & Marsh, 2014), 5%, Z5F b Af7
A Y SR AR B T4 4 2 X R A 2 AT Sk 4 SR
(Ruys & Aarts, 2010; Surtees et al., 2016), K I
WX AR MR AR SR, Tani 5 AQOIDEIA

WIE5 MRS RN IR R A 1T, BB
JSE, 1HZ: 53 FUA B 30 FU i 3F T4 A% 19 1) £
KA OC R A S RAEFAEAT R o BLAh, FIAEA
(Grynszpan et al., 2019; Roberts et al., 2021), [&]ff
P (van der Weiden et al., 2016)., [RfEAT M H 7]
TPk (Bolt & Loehr, 2017) . [Fff 3% FF (Iani
et al., 2019)5FWRZ M5 17 8l v B3 [F) R AL RE )
(Baess & Prinz, 2015; Sebanz et al., 2005), X &4
ST FRIAA VR X AN 9 SRAFE 8 1 E S7 AE B [ £
HERERMECRNEMZ

HW, NP R WA T A -l A SRAERE
J1(Quintard et al., 2020), B APREIEREE, A
FRoe B mm T 4~5 2 HLR G178 R AERE
TCRBEH 5, 2017), BOEPFY 4~5 Z g LA
L RBIE FRAE A O W AE 55, T B AT LLRARAE 551k A
H &KL BAREAT SR A 5 T PRk BE 45, 2021;
Milward et al., 2014), LAk, FE4S ] (Y A Br R 25 Bk
I, BIRXTHAAF B RAE AR AR M AR 6 B (1
I AF, 2014), W5 ABRG AT, Simon A
AT 38 3 [F) B 78 3 B 9 DA A0 A RS 26 S s i £ 48
65 ) S T (Ford & Aberdein, 2015), 52 % i (4
N BRUP KT 8RR, 45 5 Xt N 09 3 [ SRAE g
Jrikag, A S AU I (Ciardo & Wykowska, 2018;
Michael et al., 2016). MAh, HAbAE 21 KR Wit
OGRS R E S R RAERE ST . ZITIET
SCAE S AR BEAS AT BE T (9 DA 0 7 e RN R AE T B,
FEARAE B R X R T g (BASE 4§, 2020),
4.4 ANBrth[E S ERIEMIERE

IR AR T A BB A s M RAE =
AN BRI AT B0 TR BRI IR (9 FRAE 3 A8 i B
k. Lbr b, XEAHERFAREALEEEN
KR, B, WAL, BB YR SRAE
il N B Y B B BB R HE T AN AR 23 ) 4 B (5
ALE . YRGS [ B RAE; W, WAME
ZIAR U, B 4k B AR O il S i WS A
Bl T A AR 2 1 4 B (2 DR 3R D R X Al A AT
RTINS IAE BN LLRAE; 5, T ABREMERY
FAE TR AR AR Y 25 ) R AR 5 A (A Z i) 4
SMERMEAE =, — Iy, 25 (6] 4E 4 R AR
BB SR, 55— 7, S h4E
FEAR BB B M SO I A S R ) RO

AR TR, ARTE S (8] 58 HAT: 55 il
FHH B AU 75 S ST 45 1) 2 5 HE B ok SR AF 23 1)
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FRGH K %, 2019; H7&mT %, 2021), filin,
TE 58 SN AR I B 9 4 55 5 LA A X B e 22 R
A 8 R AT s N B, A AR 3 5 P 48 T I 2% A
HLBE 1 FE R Al A (B 2O B F 9 A B O Bk A
A LIS H bR, S5 R P R AE A

TR B A AR U E 32 2 iR 58 s R ST,

X 3 WY = ) B R RAEAE K 1 ) (FF: 55 M 48 ) D
Jia] it A T B S 9 25 8] T R 25 B ZE /R (Sun &
Thomas, 2013),

WA Z R, H 5 FRAE A S 0
FOMA S PERAE S EAE T ABR RS, BT
BRARMZ T R G E B RALRRAZ IS0 B S
26 5 B A R B A AN TI0I b N B SRR E AR, (2t
1555 WA MBI S 15t o 7EHK & SNARC AL 55, 4>
PRI T BB O A B AT S e 4R O BT
2, K A ChES W R E AL S Eg A S —
PN R GE, LAHORILFRAE A C B shfEsAT Al
S B BUM AT, R 5 A2 () it B
FAE R /MK (Atmaca et al., 2008),

13 O O N o 3 S R T T R e Nl ST 3 e
P R e BRI R W R AE T B A BAE . AEER
4 Simon {E45 . B4 Flanker {155 . B4 SNARC
R4, L) 52 BT 55 A B ) 2 4 F — Fl A B
FPRAS, AMEXHME S 0 23 [E) 45 B R AEZ 2 [F A1
20 (Atmaca et al., 2008; Atmaca et al., 2011; Ruys
& Aarts, 2010), — /711, M3 [B) 4 B F A0 AT,

R BN S VELE R BTN X 73 BE T R,

AN 0 B PRI A ol 28 0 285 1) I 2 1 2
4 1 b AR A A S 3R ) 23 D) R AT (Y 7K
55, 2019), BPAMATE RAF LR 142 3h B ARid 2353
BIRAE HIRFMN BAR. Flan, MEFERIEAC
) 305 2 (1) AR b N 35 104 2 i) SRR o T
A F(Sun & Thomas, 2013), S1EEEE 1Y JISE
KFZEPEE T ISE, S1EEE T M3LR & AE
B8 JJTE 4 (Yang et al., 2021), XiE—H R
KRB T AR 25 8] R AF G A7 e 2500 53—
D5 T, 3 6] 4 FE £ LAY B A A SR i s 4
BYFRAE . 2[Rl P A AR HR AR 35 09 T30 S il 2 ) =2 4h
B, AR 22 FRAE [ AF 1 8 /F (Sun & Thomas,
2013), iX Al BESE: PR 4 ()45 B 1A BR P A5 A 4
WS I 3 T At N S A TR AN S VR AT IR 3R A5 3h
YRR SR, BEET O BB B2 R s, Tovk @i il
AR A RAE

Zi bk, B A R R B 5 A3 )R
MR, HERIERRGIEIEA A A
(AT AR SR A 19 23 T4 B AR B 7R B 45,
2021), R, zs(a], HE ARk ot = A4 i 3t [A)
EE AT o P R RIES R, BAMASTEC S 1T 3h
55 (W RAE e T —Fh 2 FRAF 2,

2 H FNE R AL T DA fige B sl A 3 ) SR AF T
S ALRIRIEAE B AT R PE T . B[R R AR
ISR, FEBCA AT 8 R R R 2 SR A Y
S, N Bh VR S B A R R AE IR AR
B 5/E (Sebanz et al., 2003). 1 T g B A7l #
PRFRE, A~ 3 A8 0h 2870 R Ge R AE R 1130
Y, 1818 3l R G b B0 A B 20 E (Tsai et al.,
2008), XFERAE T X5 L H RALBALE S 4L LY
W — 3 AT 55 LR R AR R AT S A Ak i 25
(Sebanz et al., 2005), SIERIFEAT 55 o B M AR
X:(Ford & Aberdein, 2015), W] 444 T & 5 FALH
TR PR . Ak, o8 AT AR X FRAT 55 24
RIAT 55 (A — A AL 5 L) Wi Pri, R
AT 55 LRI AT Bl L W RAE T RS R Y 25 [T 55
Ly (FERT ), DA ORPMEAE 55 (1 58 BU(Schmitz et
al.,, 2017), MCESASfAE o H S AALL R AR FE A 7E 25
Ji1) F T X 4 e, BV EL B A Y R AR U TR T
o FE M R SR, BHIk, ZZRWIES
L[] SRAE T LIX B 3 2 8 RAEARL g 25 ] . HL 5
FAt S M4 B Y RAE
4.5 INEE

gE Lk, AHEIE B B D R ) 22 R
TEALALEL A LU R LA RS S —, TR,
BB BES |12 A BRI B AT Bh h AN AR R AT 1 B
FEAER, B, SR AR XTI A AT s P AN R R AE
B FEERIE ;  =, AT e R F B
MBS AT S S RIAE L R Ge b . B, AHFoE 4
BT R A AT 3 A BR b R 9 £ B SR A AR R
AT R SSUE RIS IR, 7T LR 58 2 b A R
VAR A AT sl AN A F] 55 2 AiE 19 AH DG AIF 55 25 1,
IR AT PR 2 52 b A BREL ML R
BRI T AR LI T RE . BJE, FRATIAkEL R
T T N BRHb A ) 22 B R AR AR T4 e AL
FEH AHLEE S AR S S

5 MASRE
WRTSCHTR, 6 F 4478 th AR bR 3
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MRS A2 H H B, IR E TR T
SRR Z AL, I bR 5 i AR B S P
NEF, dnan e 42 g Br s A HLE R LR 5 1 R R
SR X R S A TUR B A B —
AN 0 A B AR RDR R AT Bl M A SRAE
B Ja B pLE, ARG AT 3h Sa i 12 & $e At 2
IARYE . ASE 5T 76 B DA AR B R ST 578 Y
fith b, $&t ABRYM R ) 2 BRI, 2RI
H5 B FRATTIRA b PR AR AN B A AT B R AT
HERRAES BN, fEFEARRE REANLAZ
ARG HESE A SE S, ST AR R R
TR (R RIS T B T TR R L 2R G A iR
AR KRS & SR an N = e e AN U EIR N
Ry e i
51 REMNARR

N T fE (artificial intelligence)f) & & IE 74
AR R R 2 A A R BE A PLAE B %, HH TAE
FVAE 6 P I AHILZE BB 420 0 A8 o N 45
WA H FARIE R BEPLEF N Z B W38 5 (N,
BHIAR, 2020), Ak AK5 N THBEIFT SR E
SCA RS R A . X N SR gk Z [l a0 o] i
) RO AIL TR AT 5, o B A 24 i AR O B2 S PR 2
Bl 0y =SOSR AR 2 — (R, B, 2018;
Heard & Adams, 2019), & 8 AMLEE EHFFE M2 A
SRR E NS A —FPME, BERET T
FPARS, @R AN RS R, R4
SEPEAMLAZ B HL 1 (human machine interface, HMI)
HARAL B BEE, DU I — A~ 58 8 1 3 6 NALAE |
HEZR (I AE 45, 2020; Hornbaek et al., 2019), #&
T 24 /R B8 AMLZE B BT AR HEATI SR AN i B A4k
MAGALT R, 2019), W] GEHLAS AR EIE
AINE—1F 5 R AE PR, 52 i 2l 25 15 55 8,
JH e [R) A 1) 3 18 O 58 R A8 AT 55 987 AR R
KAZRGIIC NN, DZAPIE . the DA
PREIEE L&, PIRIRR RGBT A 02 sk
WEIENT AL B N5 25 ol 5 T R R AR 22 ] 114 22
H(FH,2019), ZERIEBAR =4 5z
WHEANAE S, Bk, BE173 ABREE
HEA R G5 R i v B B ADLAE B ST SR 25

HRYE A Fr a1 2 B RAAY, T3 hE
& HL 7 i iR A SE B AHLAE B R T DL
ML = A5 3 AMLAE Bz, i £ &
FURE . BE, NSHL s EM EEREHTA

B HARCR . AN 25 VARG AN 28 (A0 & | 28 [A]
B g e AR B 8 M & A 1Y (Porcu et al,
2016; Sun & Thomas, 2013), T A 5% GEMARMY 2
1] 422 ik 0 22 . 5 6k FH P MR B0 A B R R (2 R
B, XIAATE, 2020), FHL, 7RI REANILL H
PR, O M A AR 1l A2 R K
FNEFIE, TEFERILEINE . KA. 5 AT
B 7 AR Qe X A LSS B GR AR, 67 Huxt
ZlEHEsEANENZE TR, DRESFMER
GEA, AT R 2 g 5L A B S S A R G
SERE AT 55 o T R G R B (L = 4E)
KRN, SRS A E, P
WRFEENM A, B, iSRRG 2
) 233 ] DR 3R X 2 5 4 K 1 5

HWR, D% BB B RRAE (AR 5 %8 R
A2 fi 1%y 1A 0L 02 firh 28 ) X AL AE L 1 5%
W (REETE 4%, 2018; Gonzalez et al., 2011), UK
A S R G0 0 B BE T N 12 LB 1 A R
BB G B R TR ik 2 A B G el 5
e H X R S AR AL A5 B R, AEREE A
B kR SRR AR, DIRERIEEN
SR T B S

HE, MER AN BN ZESL, P
X TR BRI S 001G AT R 42 5, X8 RE AL
A2 HL b AR e I S PR AR T R R
(24, 2022), X5 HBALBIAW A2 —F00
[ AERRAE | A2 PR T 45 PR 28 52 i A 1A % b ) 475 5t
BRI ANSE 4, 2020; Surtees et al., 2016), M
W E RIS, PR AT RE A A BE IRk B A
SPETIRE, MRS MZEPRIIRE(Cochet & Guidetti,
2018) . KR U ACRRAE | A58 1 IBR A2 BORE ) (24
FHE, XUFAEE, 2020), Fl0, R4 SR SR
PR R TE S RS, DR LRSS 15 =
I T F RS, 10 P A5 S B I B RN 52
WARAL, FHEI T 5 H P EESE s E . L
FRE ) BEALAS BRB R AR — It 5 A Cilf AT B
FMIAZ i (Sahai et al., 2019), &I fE AN
[ENERRIEE

H i AHLAE B RF S ) H S 22 G T AL
VR AL AN AHLAL B (Peeters et al., 2021; Wynne &
Lyons, 2018), fF5EA1T 3 H BRI E R 2 E 3R
TIEASE Y 1] Sy 52 B Az 35 v i B/ B ] 2 38017
REREESE, AN B R Rt
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B R, BEAAT S CHE A B T IRATT R
LR R VE b 25 35 AHLZH A4, 350 2 Ak
1 58 B LR AE XA . 2 AR AE R R e, B 5% K
AT DL E 0 T RE L & S & i mAL ik,
ik A= BN NG IR RN R e
BERLE IR
52 HEEPHEBMAZE

e, SUMEREIR A ARRE, AT R
TEAL A4 8 AN BREM A 2 R AP, 3R 48 ks
WG AT B BT80S AU P9 38 AR 22 (8] 11 AT 2t A
FREEGERFR, AR T THET TR RIEN
ZEM A T Ve PR R o MR AR R LA, 7
WG AT B s FAE L, AR X 2L W4T 80 % s A
FIRIE TR S H b s E . B BRRIE LR
ot R B YIRS, Hop AR RAE AL BE
AR, 5N SRR AT R, B e AR
RIERE ), RIRE AT TS G

HW, DA R5% REPR RS 1T
S ABRPME R G R as . B8 DR SRR
PRI AT S BN TR, TR A AT sl
FEAEF ) FRAE S AT R RPN B R R, AR Sk
TR BE FSIERF oY, A asiE . B g mt
S AR R RAE R HAER, BT 2 ERIE
PRI AR R A% T AT R R IR S AT Bl P R
YE# 2 R B A AT S RO MLEE DA R i 58 [ 25 (W B
AR 2 X HT 45 B IR

PR, AR A S SRR 52 1 JF e S it T
T 1], TEARRIR IS AT 3h 5k F BN P [ AE Al A 5
WEoERT, ATRAAZS (], H B FkE 2 R AR = A2
JE 2 2% 5% AT BAEIMUE v (9 A 1A SR AE R ) R 55 2R 30
VLt — 25 s AR AT 0 T IS AL

MoK, ZERM T —H WS — i, 1%
PR AR IE T LIRSS ISAE T 25 8] . B firkl &
PERAEXT LA AT 8 1A R R AE M E R B =4
SO, ARXS a5 H] B ARRAE AR 23 M R R anfar
2 H s WA RAE RE AT 5 sk, H R 5K
WEBFFEUESEA T 58 . KR T 2 R iE— 251
WESE, DA UE X — AN 4 B 2 el A B4 A RTRl
Mo o5 — 7T, HARASC BT T %A A R
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A multidimensional representation model of interpersonal collaboration:
From the perspective of cognitive representation

SONG Xiaolei, DONG Meimei
(School of Psychology, Shaanxi Normal University & Key Laboratory of Behavioral and Cognitive

Neuroscience of Shaanxi Province, Xi’an 710062, China)

Abstract: Joint action is a common form of interpersonal interaction in our daily life. Successful joint
action depends on effective collaboration between individuals, and the co-representation ability is the basis
of such interpersonal collaboration. However, how humans represent behaviors of self and others and act
during joint action, is still vague. From the perspective of cognitive representation, research concerning the
representation process and mechanism of joint action and related theories were systematically reviewed, and
based on this, a multidimensional representation model of joint action was proposed. The model explored
the process and content of collaboration between individuals in joint actions from three dimensions: spatial
dimension, embodied dimension and social dimension. The implication of this model for intelligent
human-computer interaction was also discussed.

Keywords: joint action, co-representation, multi-representative model, interpersonal collaboration, human-

computer interaction





