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# E A SPaCEN Hibwiit i, MiExTit kit He @RI R T 2 kiE, HEA T2
AiNfR 2 —, EXARE PR INEHE Y B EFHABRA— QR LR, EHEIKAE FomL
LA T ON A LA R0 AR, AR YR EALER, EHEXARREFORER =5 @itiT
M, RRBREELS ML BT m A ERET S EMRT, Rt EFEBARGLERTE,

EEIE O UAMAE, HH, KRR FLRIEEL, AP ZiAmiFeER

5KS  B842

1 5|87 1983), ¥ M BRfH | &z | AR LUK [ Tl A X 43

/\ Y, N 3
VAT A A A 25 6 B 2 A ?tﬁﬁiggjggﬁg%gﬁigiggj
ERUEMCE e 0 ENY PR o e R e Al Al

i AL 15 3L B (Koopman, 2015) . 3L 1F 3¢ 0

oo et by N 5 vt (B2 2010 B Keen, 2010/ 7.
H] 7N

G ;’; X TE A J& — P 7 ARG L1 1R T T B (Best,

AL, S RRIRDOE SR T IR TIE 0oy, il g S0 0 SRS ST

m?%ﬁ?']%zmﬂﬁﬁafﬂHbﬁﬁmﬁ?ﬂ}imﬁﬂﬁﬁgﬂf VAH T R ED % (Hecht et al., 2022), 7%

[ (Mar, 2018), SCAS B 132 AN AR V8 vk oK i i 2ot b TR 5 T A 2 1 53 9 R I A

% IR R RIR ORIE TR

R, AR RGRW ISR T — A& A SO I B 3 K 1 2 REAL, SRR IR
HETE, VR S DG TSRS SR g s HUR A, S0 59 30 B 3622 60

B8, It — 250 A SCAS BT A ) 3244 B9 A # X = A7 HPEAT ST, 2 8 4B SC A 1 2 o 4t
8. ST SRR TEL s AR AL i o, S
tERRA AR B SRR ERE M - A B 5 A B, A
JEHGIR B Binfuhling”, ReWIWNTHIE oy a e £ AL T I LLBAFTR B 10 T 51
XS AN G TR (1455 8 (Gladstein, 1983). ) O — SR 2
A 0 PR R, L AT R A T ‘ ‘ ‘
MK AE IR B0 %, SefiT sy e 2 VIR BERIS R
AR singer, 2006). 11— 200 FADLE SCAR B 2 OV fAT 5 2 A ) 7 0 08
PR, LGS A L% F s 25 241 (Gladstein, TEWLE 2 — . Horp, 32 2B 6 (Simulation
of Social Experience Theory)tA A /Mg SCAR 8] 52 7
e R U0 22 8 % 1 3R L 1R,
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SRR AR K A BB =FlE X
(Johnson-Laird & Oatley, 2022), X =FIE =
S35 DA SCAS o (R BRI AR AE . IR IR SCAR S
PG [ A A LR, X =R R0 A
INUE FIF A2 A B H RS A LA 1) i .
21 BETESHE: BHEEN

PR BALLRR 8 SCAS TP A B L SRR
AT REE MR, T R A AR
WA, A E RS AR AT R, SUARMY
HEREJC N R, fEF AR s emi st
EFBHY AT FRE, Bl AN CF R
P o X LB W] DL B Bl e i AR R
BERGE, MRV NS A O BLERME Y
A5 Ak (Djikic & Oatley, 2014), #ill, Koopman (2016)
BN T SO MBS HT R AL AN ) . TR AT R
(an /) B ) FE AT Sk (anpangy), JFibphE
B T3 = O B AN [ 2 B ) T S A AR A1 1) S22 /N
VL B —F . S5 R A, X T 552 58 5 Al 5
A C9 328 Jir SO FNER 43 i ¢ Ak SCAS (58 SCHT se A Bl
e S BE DL FRIR W SR MR E L B Y
NP5 BN 48 T (Interpersonal Reactivity Index, fA]
Fr IRDE R4 050 TR, Hog ARtk
AT, EERATIE AY IR 4 e 543 22 57 00 K, X Af
fEZ B R, SRR S SCRSRRIE A B TA% e
PRI E PR T A LS, BmEFEmLERm
BFfE], fRiFEesE 5 M @R A B, (1159 358k
Z MR R AZ AR P AR LA SR, HE 7 AR R R
T FAF AL

5 Z ) S A 0 A TR BT AR Y T MR . ok
A& AR W EE R, L0 first and
foremost) &5 Al s AL FRAIE BE 5 B 42 77 1 B
44 (Egan et al., 2020), b2 RIAYSC#E S (B
WS LR RN R I ) 2 T 3 4% I T
(Bohrn et al., 2012), XA B8 T T K (1 1%
ST 8 (Hartung et al., 2020), (HH AT LK, 5
Ve (324 8 T S A AR B Y SR AR SCAR AR L, B S T
AR BEBAR ) 2 2 SCAS B, 3238 R B0 O g () 2
15 B, AR WX — G A [ T o s B 32
BV (Kuzmidova et al., 2017), Z T LAF= A %800,
— 7 S Tl T 3 W SRR S S A7 B
SCEETE BN G, BMTIR AL T H R A A Rk
B; oy — 5 W2 E B G0 SCE MR SCAR
A& IR Y B 5295 B, DR UG T AT RE A R R AL

EN 8
22 BEFXAEER: IEEM

PR AL ALL R R R SCAS BT 45 1 g e R 4,
IR, AT 4 o AR ] 3 Y SCA K
RIFAE B VI OC R o M A5 35 3k DA O ) 132 B 6%
i gk 31 19 & B (Chlebuch et al., 2020; Turner &
Felisberti, 2018), {H b A BF 5% X 4t $2 ) it 58
(Langkau, 2020; Wimmer et al., 2021), #il0, /Nt
B # AT 55 L B RBUAL T AR /ML # (Best,
2020; Kidd & Castano, 2019), 8 HARA, JA Al
REAS 2/ UL S AR/ UL 4, TS SCARRRAE 1) 25 57
FTE, SKERREE AL EE AT L B L SO
FSC2 KA

P SCA S 48 AN DL 501 20 22 BRI SCOA
F B, /M) (Koopman, 2015), i 58 R M, HE
TR AE A P SOA T 23 O S B L1 R 50, T
U 4 o R P SCOAS A 32 A R v
(Panto et al., 2022), —J7IH, SCA T AW B &
Py FRAE AT REREAR T BEaE M B A0, S H 2 3 5%
RIS B 52 (Bal & Veltkamp, 2013), 55—
7, BA A IE A NIRRT Rz A
25 I e KAl F9 AR 5 (Breithaupt, 2012), I, 4
G SR R AR Al N T O T B, ) A o A
FEILE R & . (HEBSORTR, SCAR B3 Hh i 5
JE LA P B < TR S IR A U . S
A AP RG BT —ANE M . Al AR, T R
Lad R [ OAZ LG i BELAR LA, AR 3F
FE AR5 19 #15 (Koopman, 2018) .

5 AT H, B T BE AR SCAR B 325 1
FLI7 By 1 72 P O AR B ) (Lenhart et al., 2020), 41
CR P AP RS SN DG B R 8 NS P
FEF AR, X R T S R
K55 (Mar, 2018). filhn, 4R 4 be e AU (4
W — 24 AR 52 A PR R ) BCIR AU (R G T
WA AR ) SCAR, JFTE B 32 fa DA = ] R v 36
POk BACR U — 2 AL, 5 5 AR
SCASAH L, 1 2 AU AR 1 Bl B T R o R
5 [ AL o, % 6 R Ak B X, M R 4 R
], JIF DAIE R 24 0 T AR 2 dE S 15 1) (il
R VIR ZHEHE T, KA b A A2 i
FERUTE, I AR BBk SR FR ) =i b 37 [l B (il dn, R
JLE RN R EIY)FK K AL (Walkington et al.,
2020), X WGz~ BV AR T JE AR R, 4
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el 32t 23 % H I R B — AR R . Z PR LT
AR VR, TR R B N B 2s 51 R — T e B i3
MGy, XML 2l M ERER,
BEORE TR 5 53 0 A v A R S i) At
ANBIF]2E” (Nussbaum, 1998), il id X FhAHZ 7,
BHE DR ARSI SCER, HE R
N i A [ 1

SCASEUE FISCAS KA 23 52 i 2L 1A, 4]
0, A AR A ) A AR, B
PRGEE0 F D BER O3 UM 1 SO, [RRF R T
T G SEAL AT S (I, TE 2 i N AR )
(Koopman, 2015) H A7 8% 32 MU 302715 1AL
b EL A R T P A R ST o MR T 2 I UK
M L3 e A X SCAS (938 22 S8 2%, FFBiA S B HL gk
AR R A o Y SR IR A A AN AR R Bz
Y P BB R AR N SCA T, 2377 AR TR B A A 1A 6
(Salem et al., 2017), PR AL SCA KRR AR is
B RBESUCR AL, JFmEmiEsE S5 Aaz
[ RC R MR RLERE . B e, BUREH A RERME
25 S A, B IS A B ok, IR
PEEEAL T A Hk, M eyl
JE e, 4G BRI (B AN, Bk B VR )R] B2
BaE (i an, B, 1B, R, B aiE R
I Z AR R WAL BRI n,  EAR G
BUA AR, A=A 5 f 0 L1 (Salem et al.,
2017), M2, IKECHFFEEE RN, HEERRE 1Y SC
AL ZE AR R 19 SCAS B ek i (9 S e it
23 RETFEREZE. AH&EU

I FRASTADL I A 1 S iR A 152 A 7 AR N SO
PR, B T DL R I B XY 1 SO Y
SENHLENES, JEMIRARE AT 4RI o X SCA T 25
B A TR R 5 R 8 D N T 22 B B (Neurocognitive
Poetics Model) i AR Ao fEZBARIH, dh
15 VE o 5 40 18 R — A K i B R A, 2 DUIR
o AR P A 9 A8 SR 22— (Jacobs, 2011, 2015).
AT W RAR K P A7 GEL A 0 B 3R SO 3/ 1Y
T ARG A EA], EHEEI E AR ELR
) A Az AW SO ER R E
FA AL AR AZ ) o W SCAR I SR A I R e 5
IR SE T S o AROKF 21 a1 4 U 3
TR, (HRZS 53 SO TR 2 B 7
M1 15 KT 1 AR SO I TR 23 B b R FE AR AR
JH(Werner & Liidtke, 2021),

Hyk, ARBLS R R IEF A N HIR
X AR S HEATVEA, S 00 X1 i Y AR A 0 i
ZR 0T AT AN, R LA X A T
B AN TR BA A LW T RAERN TR, 5
F R G VEAS X A AR 35 VR (Cuff et al., 2016;
Singer & Lamm, 2009). 40, EEIFHAEA LT
il BB LH G Ay, R AR A i) EE AR AL
ML, 3 AT U I R H A
149 4 5 340 S TE 1 I 1 5 A 6 DR 45 B 25 (Breithaupt,
2012). WETEEENL Y b, EEE AR SO M A
AR O BHOA N TEE T8 3 B4 NDROE”,
255 2 R B AR5 1 BT (Cameron, 2018),

g b, D R v A T e 22 o R 15
Ko SUAMTEF R B GRNC  EE R
Tk, DA, P SRS, T 3RS
SN UR I (B2 T SO 0 o R [R] 9 A4
MERY 7555 R LR IR, A TR R o ] 32
X SCAAE B BRI R R . AN W] 3 B35 A 1Y
HAFERAFFE AL 730 WSS | 5%
PP = R0 RS o 0 A (0 BT 28 1 1) S M 1T 4
W i S 0L T AL S I, IR g g AR
S HBR O B 5B, IS A
1 JRAE AU 2 5 2 ) 1 15 SRR 0 1 P P Ry
fiE . HECFAE YRR ERTEAR R, NHES 5
SRR I A —Fhen S, ik A IR H
OBDIRAS; SCARIE K1 28 B 51 & i v RN BIL R e
S 5 T 32 3 0T A €0 1) 17 SRR A B RS SCA B I & A
B AT %2 1 D3R (Mumper & Gerrig, 2019).

3 H£EEFR. FMEEREER

31 RETEENSIERRE

W Mg A5 3L i R 98 (Theory of Strategic
Narrative Empathy) \AE# T VE R WS 11 /1 5 B4R
W7 R TP VR, IR T A RIS Y
2 (Keen, 2006, 2010), AU AR 2 A5 4 B 137 |
WE . BT AR G A O i A S5 FAR T B AR,
O3 EE A B2 AU S (Keen, 2006) . %I IA R,
TR WA T (AN, AFK . B AR AT DAk SCAR
Be 5 P R LB ARG, SRR R T SRS SO E
ML PERIEEE . AR 2 R AR A MR, BT
DB — (%) R B 15 AN I DA R L5 1Y) 1 5 B 52
(Keen, 2019; van Lissa et al., 2018), fE& 2R AN
[i) P8y A0 15 3R s 2 7 0 5 | R A DA iR ax —
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I o R A A B S VAL T R A 1R K
P& =R X R TR 32 A RE A 1 A I O
(Keen, 2008),

T, B S L A N AR (5 b
THAIE B R] | 23 (RIS A AR RIS B 03 1 £ €2)
T A, AR S0 e 20 X 2 1) 20 360 R B 52 08 i 3
TR o — S X SCAR A JEB g . PR
TR 1) 4 AR A o R, T 9 — S S IS O A
A AR B LA v i AR SRR A AR Ak ],
M FI AR R M A SOR M AN, R ER ] )
R ZE MW SCAR M, OB EYIETREZ
Fmst, EAT R 32 A ARRIZE DT e e
T AR R R S RS, O B A PR L i
B8 T 9 (Eklund et al., 2009), 451 3h4 (1
W, T TR A 20 1T B2 B R 1 1 S SR
A ARUR] 5% 5 W 26 7 1 52 R 2l W e k2 gk i 3
55 0 TR 1 B 55 (Matecki et al., 2016, 2019).,

HWK, SCAR D3 28 % 05 B TR 1 52 AR AE AR,
TEVFZAEOLT, AIRBEARZ E] 0 22 2 E LR G .
18 5 SR s A9 A S 3 2 A X R (BN, %N
), BIESIRXNIZAT G0 SR IR GG, 8w A R
FE HGESRIE SCRIA | ORI B 5. filhn, T
TREAC R B8 (R EARBOR T 25), Mg
SCLASE — NFRAER T 32 2 PR AR 38 38 44 22 i 4
i, AR TR R W 47 TR £ 3t
TR SG, BT BRI P B4 E i WL (Teachman
et al., 2003), P HiiZ FIAE R S0, i B —
SE T WA . BN, 7e B F 32 s
WM ARER DI S, R I
5 R F 2k (il an, b N B 332 %5
BE S G i B R I, b A SR SZ ATy, mT LA
A5k M D 3 A X X — AR A A 5E i 4 AR
(Clinton & Pollini, 2021),

5=, A R S AR A B S 1 R
MG, WAL 4 LA R A B (0, B
T 5 UF VAT X0 SO T | &5 Y B AR )
PR, 32 1 SR 1 B A g b o 3 G 3 X 52
(an, BILAIAMESZ F ) LA, 80E X oA
R, gy MG @I, T
G, SR S 2D O B ) DL B
(10 4 2 DA T (o, 7 B U R 55 ) %ot I
TPER . Biln, 76 CIESERTIBaI) —45h, 1
BRI R S R T AT R, R

B BRI A B (Keen, 2008), 24524 bt
Z —E AN RERS, SRR RS d s . 1)
n, PRARE 3 R A R R A 24P . A
S AEAE RMESFRAAIE o X R0 3 7 ) S AR e =
N FARE {5 B A 8 1 J Sk, %k 32 A i
Z W B O IHE AR5 TR B, R EA
SIS TERRE AR (Komeda et al., 2019).
32 BETIEAEMFIESE

FLAE ARG SCAR B 32 B O Al RR O DR,
IR IS AR A Al T SORER R 5| & IR IR 56 19
8, 528 T 3 A NFRIEAE SR R 50 iy 22
Fo (HIEARTE TR B EE AR DALY 75 200 S04
AT (Keen, 2017), 3235 19 B2 RRAE BE AL 46 SF
TR BR e A 1, AL P B A T ARAE; A,
B4 5 AL A A 56 1 AR R T CIR A L1 Fn e
JoT HAF )t 23 Xof 5 AR 7 A R
321 EFANMMEMFIEMNEAE: EENRERSE

Xof 3T 7 1) 152 Y 2 i

AR B 1 AR 1 25 5 2 4 S BRI R 0 R
FERAR A o AN I s S A E i e 3 1 ) 35 = ()
W, W VR RSB AR G I ) | BRI (B,
iPad BACRT) | FIGLEREE (AN, (BRI L H AR
(4 1) 12 7 550 ) A5, K BB RRAIE 389 25 % A 7 A R
(Barnes, 2018),

(58] 352 Ty 33 A A R S T LA B LA
M R R . BN, 5 HEAT RE R B (K A AR
e 52 A 32 R L, TEAT A A D (R R X SR
JEA R AT IREATE L, WA A
5 B VAR A0 T R AR ) I 13 2 R I A 4 SR IR R
A (1948 7+ (Karam & Elfiel, 2020), [ 3247 5 0]
3 3o O e Y ) R Az DAV A R . 54K
AR L, i iPad YR A B B
K B9 3175 22 M (Guarisco et al., 2017), XK,
£ iPad [ R4 ) 152 A 332 3 X SCAR 1 R 3 B2
2z, R B iR A R, B R
MR R U S R, R 2 5 AP A IR 2
NN B TP AR A 2R S Bk, 2k
A2 A B, B S A AN 23 5% e e 1 A
B o IRAT — SRR SR B A OGS A AR 56 1 5
Wi 74 B2 A1 24 (Schwabe et al., 2021; Somers, 2020).
XA REAE R N, KLk, SR E O DL O T
HIE ARAR L 1, B3 8 DURR I8 ok 58 5%
KA, PRI WA 75 32 0 N el 1352 il 43
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FE B B A L, S T T A R 50 7R R O
AAK (Somers, 2020), 743k, KL P 5L (Visual
Reality, fAjFR VR)F A B IFE B AR T I A A TE
A8 007G 2 M 17 45 3517 (Archer & Finger,
2018; Herrera et al., 2018; Martignano et al., 2019),
5 R LR AR LG, VR BB 5 TR DT
R MR I 25 3015 . VR B K235 Fn ) BLER
B vb i 43O RRR B T, A B TG R A TR KRB A
g B I AETE IR 2 ), 43 A A 1 Ik
R BEHBUUR T I B R, AR 56 b
5 (Pianzola et al., 2019),

PR SR I (AT 07 R 1 48 13 45 )t 25 5 il 2 1
1A 55 (Roshanaei et al., 2019), 4N, MiLHEH L
D i e Ry, AR T ARSI IS, T
HBEE DN NG TN, 32 s FPs AH 5C Rk X 1Y
HEE W R, X R NG BT EE
AR SR AR 0 VR 20 Y AL 2 5 (Chow et all,
2015). B 7E R AR T SR R 2 2 3 A
At SBOAW . EEW . LIHENEI, E s
BT K R R A PR T 20IRAS L BARTR 2L
B ELANE A7 10 . SR, X S8 PR AE IR
ML YERE, TR S SCAREER (BN, B EUR 2
18 A €0 0 7 A JE ) R 28 B () 5 ey 32 2 ) SR A A
I (Fernandez-Quintanilla, 2020),

322 ETRHERSHRA: HRIEBIRS
F A X 3 AR 17 152 Y 8 )

WEIE A B, 132 O e s i, ) 32 /D 15
AT, R T AP 5 (Wedel et al.,
2022), X AT BE A R R N, B R
Fe TSR B, A TR, K. FE
AR RS B BE 22 56, DT AR 2R 1 332 R I 1 0
Tt VAR 25 A RBE Ty (G, o0 B B AE 0 Y
Fp A (Mar, 2018), 5577 J2 32 300 0 A
AWz 5 A C LARTI 28 D s ok Sk i H BRIk &
R Bl KRR, 213 1 R L A S
A NPy, I K 8GR, X T A
R RS2 0 HE T S0 AN B, T 3 ) 4 D 2
T X TN 1) B R LR, T AR R SCAS B
fiR AR, HE AL AP AT R IO A
AT R ST R R B BN, R A Y
1 D) 15 % ) S A i (vs. IR 28 1 R B/
T J7 IR 2 fioh ) 22 J5 2 30 4 O 3 19 0 o 1 0 )
(Pigden, 2021),

A — BRI 5T o R PR S S S R AL 1
Ko 58] 52 A 8 o PR R R W, 5104, Malecki 45
N (2019 K i Bl AL 43 e BT BR 25 4% (18 7R ik
S T AR 14 P2 SR B U 1 00 ) A 7 AR S 3
155 (8 7~ Bl 2 R A2 SO A 4 BT 2 0 1 — B LA
KON 5 T AT 5 85 5 R/ M, 8
AR IE R, b Fm RS I 18
IRT &% G Mo 1w, B SeARf 6
FEI BRI AE Se IR EE AR A X SCAR
iR 0 sy G 0 FRR S B . BEIEE A,
T Ao e AR S S TR B AS B kR, LT 2
SR R A A S AR S B o XS /R B TR I B2 2
AR A LG, T RR A B T RO e A B A
WA, X AT RE B A TR AT AR = HL AR ) .
33 BETHRIEZMNEEEN

B AR e I M E B R, X TR
BRI BB, X LE Rt
FERMA, A BB B VI 26 B T i AL
FIEE 2% SN 1Y AE J1 (Batini et al., 2018), & TIHE
e 2 0 AT LS Bh A JLIE et 2 Ay, ks R
BRRIRE R, FFEEE R 87 (Weisleder et al.,
2019; Yuill & Martin, 2016), F175 iR A7 16 18 &
JE& T35 tH & 47 o0 19 B 2245 45 (Dallacqua et al.,
2022), WFFEFRM, FLAE AT AN eSS R 4%
S 5% (Mayshak et al., 2017) . WA di 47
J KB AT K (Del Rey et al., 2016), 4L AEDR
TR AR ik 3L G K BT, A B TR B AT
FFEF ST N WIS BE, M TFRFERE
{5 R 7 N RO 7 N2 SRR 2o 1A o o = i e
55 2o WL £ B R 1O B AR 28 1 S0 SCAR I,
SRIAGE A FE L, FFRIE D517
A (Pinker, 2012),

B B A L AP EE A, BB
— ML EIRYT I . A3 M B T R TR
BRI B O ARG T M SRR A (B, AN . FRRR)
W A 0 PR RR Y B 2 F BX (Malyn et al,,
2020), BIEEMF BTN KRS | TliRAE
WA AR B, Hoh, VIR AR R E
VLA 9 07 205 SCAR g A kT B (i, fA
AR TR IR TR T VE), o785 Bk b 5 i 32 3
BRE it SR T Ry = B T IR ST VR B IR
Wia] LA ILZE N ARAT R (il n, FE R AR) | SME
13BN, B d o) e /N3 rp S5 AR B 1 AU
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VBT AU (Montgomery & Maunders, 2015), Xt
IS 45 TEAD T 0 PR g R R 2 B B R 3 I IR 45 2R
FEH, A0 MRS O BEIE T O (i, ik
B (AR RN 8 H RS A
TP LUMR R E UL A & . JEIESABI R T
KNGS F AT E S, M 5 # TH R A
TR, YA LAy B (Tribe et al., 2021),

4 HEEXAFZEZHMX

SCA R AR M A e i X G Bl . PSRk
W, SO Heh £ =23 43 il X (Hartung et al.,
2020; Learn & Cueto, 2017; #XTWHfE 4, 2022),
an, PNEAR )2 (Medial Prefrontal Cortex,
# mPFC), Hj 4177 [ J% JZ (Anterior Cingulate
Cortex, fAi#x ACC), LI T KMk Ja L350 0 i Tt
ZZ S Ab (Temporoparietal Junction, fAjFR TPJ), iX
S I DX 5 4 3 SCAS A L PN B AR E SN i
PR YIAHOE (Mar, 2004), 1 26 X AR K FESE |
N GHEHCM X L AEES . 5 EILE R IX 3
TG GBI T AT B, LRS54
NJf v (IRT R 7 4R 2 —) A A ACC FE I
TAHIA 1 i X F S B A A X 342
BYRE M B i AT TPI, DA 5 BAGRICIZAH 1)
PRI 05 ot R RE P9 00 i %5 - (Shamay-Tsoory, 20115
Walter, 2012), WAk, 3K B #2524 20 I RIFFE 45 R
WL, R R RN R R 5 AR B BR A Y 4%
(Default Mode Network, f&# DMN)#£5, %M
% (L8 ACC/BERTIT . mPFC . BN [l | XL 41
AT At LA XA 7 ) ply 5 e L X R ) B )2 DX
H K, #5750 B AS 1Y g
A4 5 (Tamir et al., 2016),

AN [ ) SCAR 3R] 132 2% 14 R % T30 M 155 AR 5 g IX.
HIWE . H5E, ORISR Y, 55
LT I 28 SCACAH L, R 352 /N0 288 SCAR IR AROER [
Witk (Temporal Pole, f&j#K TP)AY ey b ML i i S
A ML FYAE 5 58 (Lin et al., 2019), Hrp,
PR 2B UE B 2 55 i A5 (¥ 1 B2 (Wagner et al.,
2020), TP 5 Hff Al A0 BRARZS 092 BE 25 DI AH &
(Hughes et al., 2019), TP 24 Flaz i & S 380t
115 BE J1 ) B&AIK (Foster et al., 2022), WF5TiR K&,
5 sde /NI SCA M Lt BB SRR
mPFC I 2 5% S90XA7E IRI R LIEE
Iy EIEAH X (Altmann et al., 2014), B30/ it

23 38 o A 1 I B AR 28 00 R G ok i a3
15 R SR (BRI IR, R IBEZR, 2020), Tamir 2§ A
(2016)iF— 2L £& /NI 29 X DMN 25, H
FE/OL5 LR ZEA AT R, WA S
Yy H b SRR A AR R, IR & AR
PRI X B o Horh, BB R BN 2 5 DMIN
HR PR I P 45 ) ST A R, T W) £ SR AR
B EZEE DMN WM mPFC M 4% 19 305 A
Koo HUR, FESCHEVERRIE B, 55 B AT 5K
SR SCAR B AR b, ) R LA B S SR
()15 3 26 B H 22 M TP LA B 22 A AR Ry IH £14) 388355 43
Jin(Hartung et al., 2020), TESCARZMNFRHE |, E
BT AR TR PN R B SCAR 51 1) TR 1 2 315 )
28 1 RO AN T] - v M P 2 SO IR I 45 o AR A
Pl 2 DA RN 24 R 1) Rl R 5 BB R, 5 P SO
AL, BA SRR AR ACR, JCH RN . ¥
Bl 1 Ak B 59 Y, e e R A A
155 DA S2F (] 2 000 %, AT 98 i 155 J 7 A G
2%, QAEHI S . haml B2 . AR L IRGURGE
FERARE T WL flhn, Y bz CRA - k)
RN RARSOARBEIE IS, iy [l 52 2 1076 3 515
RIETTRIE S BAH DG 2 8 T riMscAs . X
HWE, XACH SRR S RECESNREEA
IR LR 22 ()18 45 3418 M 45 2 5 (Hsu. et al,
2014), MEAh, TEBI SR AU SCARS R , SUARRL
AT AR, DHIEE A AR S X (B W, mPFC)S
S REHE R (Altmann, 2018), AT UL, FLEAYEIEFIHA
SRS B AE SCAS B S v R P E A

AR 14 5] 352 kR 5] T2 A6 1o A1 5 19 1 i ) 4%
TR Z A ARG . AH LT R s e A I L
W, HA B R L AR 5 S E A S
Jid§ X (5 1, mPFC) I+ 38 B i T8 5 09 38 3% 7k 7
(Learn & Cueto, 2017). 7 —7J71fi, ¥ RiEF Al
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Warm reading: Clarifying the mechanisms of empathy in text reading

TONG Yuguang, LI Ying, CHEN lJie
(College of Education, Hebei University, Baoding 071002, China)

Abstract: The promoting effect of reading on social cognition has attracted widespread attention with the
proposal of Social Processes and Content Entrained by the Narrative (SPaCEN) theory. As one of the
essential social cognitive talents, a unified theoretical model of empathy's processing mechanism and
influencing factors in text reading has not yet been established. The processing mechanism of empathy in
text reading can be analyzed from three aspects: the diversity of empathy-evoking pathways, the influencing
factors of empathic experience and its aftereffects, and the brain areas shared by empathy and text reading.
Future multidimensional study at the fundamental processing and application level is urgently required to
encourage the readers' healthy personality growth.

Keywords: text reading, empathy, theory of strategic narrative empathy, neurocognitive poetics model



