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* # % 47 & (Regular Articles) *

AN 3t R B A ZEHL A

AXHE E =
(R R B0 FEL R T S 56 25 (P R B O BEF X D), dEsT 100101)
(P EBERR2EOHER, 5 100049)

H E ZTAFHSTARGIDOEERTHR TS EE, AT R AR A I W B2 0 FALG Ak, A
S E A A B O s RN REMURERK, BL . BFABRBARNATE S Me K EHA L A4
WM, A S B ey R AR XA AR KX B fede it B BAPEE, 124 f AR R AL A @ R 5 RSP
AT AR, BRARRARBTHREAFELRBARLZAGTE, ARFRALEFTEXZEALLAY
EatAed BRI T, SRR TR, YA A e b B ARG B TR,

XKBIR AR B, RARE, EE, B8E, TEEAE

%S B842,B845

1 3

T NERIAL AR E AR AR P
(AN g 7, 25 R AR — IR EZ AR T g
(Genzel et al., 2018; Goldshtein et al., 2022), &L
182 (] S L 7 X 5 ()0 AT A 28000 0 IR AR
(mental representation), IXFl A X4 FAE EAN
ZUHIRE N FEMIE L, 65 0Ly 2h %
SETE 2, A i T O i) 44 1 P 1l 5T D B K
AR IZ A8 0 RETF ML TR s b T ) o 25
() HI TR B PN BB ZRAEXT T AT TE 2GR FR B R 1 20
T RZECES, W LLE 8 C A7 0 25 (B AR
FIE T AT B2 (Harten et al., 2020), #T34
MU . AR ER ], KR T S A R T
e B MHCAZ M A BE 1 1YiR b (Dahmani &
Bohbot, 2020), 25 [A] KR A9 PN # R AEHLE B
A EEESE SO M E

B T2 )RR 09 PN R AE R 6% A I R LA
FEREREE B YO AT A AL B, 7EDhRe B2k

il

LT b3 2= 2 S E IR LR, PRI FR R IA
HIHb K] (cognitive map) . WA H 5] 3X —HE A B b
Tolman (1948)#2 i}, Tolman & FRBE S 4 > IR Bi
TR B 28 B AT 55 P i 23 ) AT o S B # Ak,
RENE R4 > B BE R & 07 3 W S AR K38 B AR,
3X R BH R BRI AR AN ASCE 37 00 38— 2 Nz ) R IR
JPH, TR T BT AR s R 5, Bk
6 T AR A S F A B AR B A
S 1 [l (allocentric comprehensive map).

JR4E Tolman 2 HY A TA N b [RTARE A I LR,
AN FE T BE L B3R T 3l 0 8 % B 4 17 i S
IR 2 R A H P, I T A X DA 260 i 1] Y 1
Z T HOR E UL AN IE, (HRRMEA TR
273 [|] AT B K R, AR A I i 5T
FHEGIE T RN R, A, BRI
PRI ABE & A A= 0 B A 400k, 0 00 BT HG R 20 4 i
G R G| T AR BT 5T 2488, H N TR B
AW, ASFR R T IAEL B2 R R i 28
2, MR EHEA B NLRL R S TR . &5
EILAE ATy PR 2E S 2 (B RN %, 2021;

Wk H 1 2023-04-19 @ﬁ, [3)3?5}], 2022)0

* K H AR R4 (32020103009), RHEAIH 2030 . e . - o
(2022Z2D0205000), [ B} 27 e 0 BB 52 T 11 3 3 & ﬁ? E,H'J‘XJ?U\%M&@ AN ) ﬂ%%i}
57 F (B2CX4215CX) B RMEE AT TR A R, I BHATH

WAE1EH: 5%, B-mail: Iwang@psych.ac.cn TSR & A 0 S5 00 DLk, A TF 5 3 o SR T Jos o)
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DRI 28 ok A0 DR 3t P A S B8 R 52 56 B
FEHATHUER, LU N 2 2 B DA 00 3t P F 5 3
R %o AWFTEE ek TAT M B G AT REAL A1
ARA T P B R B g S T R, D A S
5 DA P At ) R S Ml DX R AR I LAR, B
SN EETE DA A A 307 T R AT A B 4,
5 Je RPN 3 PR3k — R AELE AT S R8O R B R o =
(1) AR TIP3 4 ) o 22 [ RURIBIE 5 D 1] o

2 NI E RSB RS

DA P 5 R X 25 ) R A7 58 e B &
), WS B S O R P, BRI AR S
155 T SRR ) 23 (8145 B AT S Bt i n TR A7
fith, SXFP R D9 A5 BN Tt — 4 S 80T HLh
FEtE R, R T RIXT R 22 2 AR BT, 25 (B RAE
B R, MR —{FBAR R LWIT
ML AL, BT RS A RE R B AT i E L5,
XA A H L 2 R B 2 b, A
Wi 5 TE iR E AT R LR, A E
RS R, B
2.1 EFBFUEFNE

NG IR BRI, BT LAZS [ R AFFE N 4
W B AR, I EE S I & B, DIAE
O FE  ZFE L RN TR A5 Z 2R b e
FE LG S TR AT 5598 B 52 3 T 5 Y
RAE, I G R AR S 247, SR1 Ho 5%
AN (2022) % BREF X FLAA [F] 0 AT] 23 3 b 4 PR 5%
T BURE B WO fRTAL RAE, DLIMOISF-#54T 45 R AR 10 &
55 M.

BARE . BRCR . HMEZTHNEL
BT LAV A 5 [ AR R S, (H R e LR 0 S8
TEET, D0 H Y PN 25 0T RE T T —
4. 1EUN Borges (1971)7E (ieBM# R 1L ) X
T ERLT /N TR N Y, 2 1 G R R b
BT S PRI R BT A AR B, SR B R
Hu P SEBR B EE TR . ANk B s R AR TR 5
B, BEIR A HUR IR, TG R 5 b A R S )
B, EAnTE— B TR AT, A T A R
SE T AE M IR, BT B AR AL SN 4 T 1
R, A 2N AL sh EE R, B TR
OB 11 308 1 T 4 ] D 2 T 7 BB

PR 1 23 8 AL IR T I0RE TR, AR Y
A A7 FRBE (AN SR PR 555 0 4 B ER BT ) g S 2

TARFRRIET R . fEHELHTE T, Phls
i BT AR T R B R A2 F LA, I
ELAS N 5 2 e 4 7 1] L 2 o s ke v o
TR EFEMEEAFRBENA SRR X
(Appleyard, 1970), — 4 A 2 E FAEA I K IR
WREM, AMIEHEKAESRKAREA ML
FMFRRAE (4 PR b 58 AT 55, SR T Y 1 T P %
B4 %o i B 10 2 () A i 1) B T 0 7= A B
M (Coutrot et al., 2022), DA AR, A\FIHE
HEESZH HHTRABE, & FAFRAET
BN JIT e BE 1 R AE 1 P 2 AR [R]

o3 —J5 T, A3 VPR FRAE B R R A TR AR
R EARRK, WML TFESGE, TieF
FE— 2 BN, R AT DA R AE R T R
FiE DI RE T RIS i A . B4R I B A T
25 B AR AV E R AR, TE 4R ) SE PR R
BT OLR, A8 S g 2l i B R A T 2
K (Thorndyke, 1981) Ff T3 7 770 1 A2 K
A EEF A1 R B A B A, AR R AR TR B
a1 T 90° K i (Byme, 1979). 1B & {5 B
I 008 i T8 KRB b T2 b P R AF AT 45 v LB 31 14
R, REARIES LD 2S5 5EAIE
NGO HE IE (Gatti et al., 2022).

TG AT, A St PR AT A T AT B R A 2
I FH i P oD 40T LG A TR 21 SRy AR A Sk 2 4 T o6
RN . ANAEFETE 2R SCH MR, T A
V] 0 0 SR AT 7E — 22 R BE AL, 1L Al A0 175 200 40
BT R ¥ B D BET & (Hartley, 2017), [AFE, WA
T 52 A KE B A0 i 1], 2 ) 3 A 114 41 b £ Bt
F55E DIRE M A7 7E (Longo, 2021),

22 RFEHEMITRME

R iz T E ) 15 B AR 30 18 ) i A
FISNA IR RN O] U PR T B2, s
AR I AR — BOANZE,  H N JROR AT A9 B A2k
RRE A BT . A ) TR AN 25 ) AR, Rk
SR I BRI Z —JE N R R LS B A
ALY E 7 (Kabadayi et al., 2018), T A0 & #Y
FEPE T AR X FIRE ) I LAl

RAE 1948 W5 K BRAEE Z4 a0 F T Se ik
FIFERRBEPERT, Tolman 5 & PR AT M ERBLH
AR TR 1 R IE P, T AS A 5 B ) i B N P A
ELA 5 A B 2 1% B DA 0 M 1] R 2 i) 5 T 7
P 7 i (mental replay), I H & Jy &40 % R iE k
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(Epsztein, 2022; Brown et al., 2020),

TE Z 5 1 J5 J2 25 (8] R AE FI A K0 3 1 X
MITCARTE, R T RBAE SCHF IR 19 S ALAT , A IR
142 [l 2 FT A A 22 (A I LA Z2 R 2 LA 28
17i# (Yousif, 2022). #H[E 15 BB N A FE AR A 4%
PFEEOR T AR M X RE AR R 225, I
TR S 0 Z2 it 2R AN [ AR A R 2
RE(PDF SCIHE T #7F, M Word U T2k
A5y . TR) R Y R AR T A 23 X A o (R R Y 35k e 7 A
W FE MR, [R1BE, X [RFE 2 W E R, mAERIA
0 b P 223 B B 1) Sl e 75 SR AN [ T A [,
IR 2 DL 22 AR U AR M R AR B LA AR o
23 EHMEMERMN

AL AR AR R B R B, A R TR Y
DK, A b AN ) A B D R A SR AN
[F] 7], 3 2R G %t AN [] Jrg 38 IX Bl 1) R AE 7 fig S
WML AT B 1Y, BEE ST 6 IR B R A A L,k
o B 3 R B R ) BRAR BN R JR R DX A
B, VAN 20mb a4, AR XSS
B2 DR B, 2R AT A2 B4 45 A0
5,25 ] (vista space) Fll 24 355 25 [H] (environmental
space) i35 (Meilinger et al., 2016), Hii#& MIF—17
B DG e Ras Wi Etk, WEbE 0 5(A La);
J A E T A A B S T DA S A A ST
TR F IR B AT B S ] b2 ) B (R
B, WX . A5 (& 1),

TEHE B PRI 23 (] N (18] 1), AN [R] Jas i X 4k
B Boa] BB &2 LL)Z 224k (hierarchical )1y J5 2 im LA

ZH 1Y . McNamara (1986) & BUas a5 3l . J7 1) 3]
W7 DA o G G B B A 1A 55 SR I 25 52 BIAS [Fl o B
JE A TEAR R X BRI S2m . 53 Be Ak i P47 56 TR
N8 25 ) TCAZ 25 43 R 28 R 1) Jay 0 A s 2R e iE
ATALZL, e BT AS (] Jmy 35 DX 38011 e AF 2 43 25 1)
(Meilinger et al., 2016), IbAkh, AFEHITZSEIKER
S T T 2R I L 0 SRR T O I B )R G
4 (Stevens & Coupe, 1978), Al ZH M- AEHr4e
FETE, NIA] Ja 3 DX 38k 1T B 23 Bl 5 2 2] 320 i & 2B
G, RS —%E SRR R o s, A
[i] DX 35, %) e [ Wl mT DA AR 2 04 R A B 5 3
B A 128 [ FIE H (Golledge et al., 1993),

3 AN E R MENLH

DA b Ao 28 ML F 9 e 7 O A R T 2
2, T AZ 50 R S R 25 [E) R BE 7 B9
SEEELR . 2R EAMEN R LR A 1R
£ T B 451 (hippocampus), JFHi#F— LI T
S 7 ) 40 B LA B N MR 7 )2 (entorhinal  cortex) Y ]
& S B RN R A, SR - N IRR G R A
bV OC R X B, R AL, IR AR L BE AR L
Ko 3 s R B DX B ARL A DA R0 b ] )8 o R v
HEZEM.
31 BE-AERRLZ

O’ Keefe il Dostrovsky (1971) 8 K 1E MG 42
Sh 0 S P e SE B B AN B (place cel)IIAFTE,
XL A U 7E S ) A TR o BB A 2 R (] 2a),
FUILERAE SR R s E A E, BT ETER

BT RS ] (a)  FREEAS A (o) MR I PR 25 (8] (o) TP o AR SRS ] op, DA — o7 28 O AT L B s 1)
P A AR B B TEFRSE S (B R, i T TR, 7 SR R 2 AW s A5 AR, 2 S WL 27 2] R B
RERBPIER, RSB ARZ AR TR eSS B, G XA RE@ & 247 K, A =Fgi 6 s 5t
REZAAREIER, A DA A o A2 BB T 9 24> X CEALT A R/ XA Bt — 25 0 U TR B8
R P DL HL T A
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P&l 2 Vg AL 0 M () PN PR 2 DA% 200 i (o) R B R R B . R R ARGR B A 5 F X BN 1Y F5 LT, 418
R RN Z B (spikes) IR E AL B, SINAEIZS S HGE Lo 5 400 A 50— (% R A B, T o0 A% 440 L 1 b o7 4
ST R 7SI (8 6 AN 1E = M) (Mg | Moser et al., 2008).

VIAN, J5 S0 57 bl 22 & B0 T g 5 55 4 Hh g b 7
] PRE i AR A S [R1F R 22 Fh 5 14 4
J01 X #% 4H  (grid cell). Sk 1A) 40 il (head direction
cell), i1 F- 4 (border cell)55 (Hafting et al., 2005;
Taube et al., 1990; Lever et al., 2009), H 1 pyng iz
J2 1 A 240 B AE B A TP B Y 450 =
TS Ak & (B 2b), I H I 7S 5 A9 e i% XAk
P (sixfold symmetry) (Hafting et al., 2005; Doeller
et al.,, 2010), BEI%&E™ P04 4 I 4 5 i 7 B s 72
Gy b HES A P B IE 7S T (W AT 40k 6 4530
SRIERAAR), AU A A BT Fobr
TR A B YN a2 I T = I 7l Byl T
(Bellmund et al., 2016),

- R GE X T Wk = {5 2 R b i
ERRMBILER /3 B WA AR L,
T PN R 7 2 BB A8 g T (6 ] A R EG B 25 R 8
R, ISR ETIRE S X, A
BB 5 W A OC, )5 AR 5 R AR IR A OC
(Morgan et al., 2011; Howard et al., 2014), 515
Bl %) BR =B S A BOROUR T P M2 J2 (entorhinal
cortex, EROMI{F B HIA, NIRK 2 PR 4 i £
U R T R Ay 2 ) 3R AIE AR AL TR DU Y R A
(Hafting et al., 2005), ASid ML 2 A9 15 B A
Xt i Hy 23 [6] 3% A A BT 41 2 (B PR O g,
remapping)H- A &L Z Y (Schlesiger et al., 2018).
1 ES W RAE IR HIME B, AN .
P A () 308 A 2 ) B ) 2 o, kUG 2 S ) T
I 57 B B R AR TRk B NG R B AL PE, T
AERR 2 8] H 1 246 % 37 & (Dabaghian et al., 2014),

WM A AR S5 ] 57 5 4 L 1 5 5] b R s e
TR E RTINS (Wu & Foster, 2014), 75 R0
T rp S A S 535S SRR REL T 1Y
BT HEh B AR OC, T SRS 5 W) 5 3 4%
HAR B F PR R 56 (Javadi et al., 2017),

Xof PR RUBE 1) 22 5 AL R A S SR A7 40 i
% 3R AR ¥ I 4 Bl 1 19 43 25 (Evensmoen et al.,
2013; Brunec et al., 2018) LA Az /4% 41 Jitd & it 38 78
PN IR B7 2 1E 75 Sl #4385 (Stensola et al., 2012),
oy [ AR R AR RN 2 Jm SR MR R R,
T VAR T J 08 D S 45 J) 38 A1 ARG 400 b B R AR X
FPUMEL R B, 3 A 1 £ LA A 1 R A
B, PR RAE T R RS P A F R, RZ
7 A 00 % 4 D) R 00 b R A /N R PR
Wz [ B o

FRERE LA 24 FRAE (s S T8 4R ) 2 X I A% 241 i
AL B S A S, N 7 TR PR T BT £ 1
JEE ity 145 21 S0 O A A B s A R D 2 e 8 X
(Chen et al., 2015), MIA&# TR AT AES A
ol & AR AT DG o X NS Y 1 U S 5
WRM, HLITIEAEE, TERIEAEE T AR B
AL IR 84 R, 3K s i 7 B TR 1) A 78 38 43
Jt WA B (Bellmund et al., 2020), B, P2
o A 2 T i (3t 1) TLART s J32 722 T 6 2 A 00 3 [
H AP 2R A

1 T 85 1 2 5 52 B A b R RE
Widloski Al Foster (2022)7E2 54T 55 Hic st K il
P4V T 20 L3 B, 3 e AR R B 43 A R AR
R E MR MEYAE, KK R LR IEH
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WL, JT HAEOR S ) v S 40 M i) < =i/
T I3 (replay/reactivation)” BE % 71 I oK >f [ £k A1
W ) R T 005 A b R v RS 467 2 4 L T
P B RRE, RA DS ShEE AT 510
AT AR Ak, X R A3 AN R 2 4 B T B S R R
I N RS ()T R AR A AT A R I B A,

T — PN R S0 7E DA HL T 1 )2 PR A 2R
W R EETAEM . T AR R DX 5 A 2
STIEIR S BERAE I, AN ARAT o W5 F0 G 14
FEBN )T PR AR AT S 38 SRR — R, lan A
K2 ML 2332 BIA R T AP 05 ), AR IR
B A H R NIERRTE RIS % R
(Meilinger et al., 2016); Mtk ZS sl Y P IR R %
24 T o7 B 200 R 2 X R R DX 8 43 T 1) s A ST
) Jr St PR, LA 3 B Ay TRV Sl R 7 3 JR) R
JHEREREE N (Alme et al., 2014), ik, KEHEI7EZ
e 1] 114 25 ] P it 2 5 | B R () 30 535 el 19 9 553
FEEE g, BRFI N AR 4 MY B R R )
4 J7 23 [A] (Carpenter et al., 2015), R A2 > B}
Wi U7 288 Bl A AR ) T4 SR B 3R AE 43 5, SR
HEAZA R XA AIR R L KER . FEE
W SERRAIR S Z 5, Wit S 3l ) Y 0 4 4t A %2 ik ik
PRI AL B, DA 22 I R SR A Bl A Dy %
LR &R PR IR, AT X R Aok B L A RS
XIRRAE, HZTE 4R — 2 0 AL B (Wernle
et al.,, 2018), AT NEA LZIX AL, A
KIEZXEAETWEE SFMERIFA—ES
HUR S RAF 1 #E4 (Zhao, 2018), {H A4 7] fg S B
EINE IS B LR W N [ R e
32 BEEERXIE

P33 55 /N RUBE JRy B A B R AE 19 E 8B 45,
TER RN s sl A B X AT B R ARG A R
B, HREFEEENENSS ., Wi sn
LRSI R RALT] 0025 [H) 19— P IR R
45, e i 4 X 38 (scene-selective regions),
WX IBAEWE S 5 i & AR S B R, AL 36 5515
{3 & [X (parahippocampal place area, PPA)., K1
B [X (occipital place area, OPA)FIE 5 2 )2 E A1k
(retrosplenial complex, RSC)iX =~ it F X I}
(Dilks et al., 2022),

IR b, ERMA DX =AF R
B2 525 B30, OPA RIS IR . HIR
2y o 30 R0 i1 B BB B8 (Henriksson et al., 2019;

Julian et al., 2016; Park & Park, 2020); PPA | & 5
Jin T35 09 A0 56 F U LAAT 455 4F 25 (Marchette et al.,
2015). Tl RSC i 5E 83k A L 1 P A~ X =)
#RAE, B % — 1 4 )5 #AE (Epstein et al.,
2007), DIREREBETT ST Kk BB AR A0 B S AT 1 3
251 % RSC 58 ZUAY 1% ) (Schinazi & Epstein,
2010), FW] RSC Wi 3 5 BN O

BEME, kX ESs 5 %8218
TR S S A5 (0], O S 9 2 R R AE i 2L — 1>
360°4 S E], A4S 100 EF N AN RG2S [ E R,
AN YT 5 05 2R 23 5 3l 4 5 R N A DG I
Y2 1IE(Robertson et al., 2016), ilid XF T, %
SR BR X Y 25 [E] R AE S T A0 I S [ e
XA B 25 BHEC Z B M Bh &3 H., (R dE 4 )
INHI E TE R . B B 5T 0K bR s A il 7
BRI emedit, BIFRJE BZ 2 AR 4l B A0 o5 23 8] 1 0 4%
B AE BARBUH A AL ], FRARHE U0 A R4
AT DA RN L P %) A1 ey AT R A RN SRR, A
T 58 DA 0 b (5] 55 B0 S R B A e s, o T DR Rk
AL E S EEAA /Y — B CERE %,
2022).

3.3 RIFM

VIR —Meih D, TA 0 b (51 R 23 ] 5 i 19
A0 i ) 245 p T — P LR 0 R 0 s o 45 IX B A
[RIA8 B, {H 220 Z0m% T Hi 45 i (prefrontal cortex,
PFC)EIE N PR AR AL | 38 355 A2 w0 o] L R skt XL
Wor 4 7 T P G ERVE L, RTREA TR = AR S 3
KEB B9 38 AN 52 A0 T80 I Xof 25 (1] R AIE 1Y) E B2
PEo H5E, BB — S E B AT e
(Shallice & Burgess, 1991), X HASSEKLH
ESHRRE 2, MAREs FEEAES; Hik,
LB 53 r 451 58 R BRI P 000 iy 80 AR I TN 52
KK E & T AT S5 P R B (Lacroix et al.,
2002; Sloan et al., 2006); /&, Hi#HMFELENL &
21 R )5 240 6 1) 2 5D %) S B B A4 - B /D
I B BB AR X G (Park et al., 2021; Jacobs et
al., 2013).

O D55k BURTA0 i (9 A [R] - X Bl R 3 1 2
fe b2 5. 4T %0 (dorsolateral PFC,
dIPFC)F1 i #MI %5 - (ventrolateral PFC, vIPFC)
7 R AR ) 2 BN S R L s B, AT
&2 5 M2k 10 F BT ALK (Javadi et al., 2019). Pl
T (mPFC) 5 A& LB & B RAEA X, 7£R
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Mo B 3G B B AR 6 B BE 4D T
A (B AHXT 5C R A IA N HL (5] (Zhang & Naya, 2020),
L BE = A AT A A Y T G (Kaefer et al.,
2020), 55X HEEas M FA AL 0 RAE
(Sauer et al., 2022), FHMETFH T B 505

155 A SC AT 95 o K 9 %3 6] 9 5t (Mahmoodi et al.,

2023), HE%ji M- (orbitofrontal cortex, OFC)ZRAFAT: 55
fAR 25 23 [ (Schuck et al., 2016) (A ZS ] | 45
TEZs [H]), FEXF IR 0 28 W R AL 517 M E R G
Ak, TE AT BERY PR M, S 5 AHIR S [
SN AR N 25 1% FE 45 (Muhle-Karbe et al., 2023),
WAk, BTN [Pl (dorsal anterior cingulate cortex,
dACC)Z 5 12 M 45 1Y) 2 2 4 5% (Anggraini et al.,
2018), F H AEA 55 1R i) £ B 45110 (Javadi et al.,
2019).

YT HIA 23 (B RAE N AR Z M, Patai
Spiers (2021) 14548 1, i (9 AN 7] X I 7T g
G3 INAE AU R B B A4 VE T . 7E Sy I iR,
PR 4t LA S B AR 7 B, A2 B
FUAS AT BE L RN, B S A T 4 B 00 F O
Fial [l EAT T S R R R, B S A 2
HEAT I 2 1 R R0 T R S A IR SRR, TR
B OFC ik #R @ MR T L E 25 21, Y
0] A7 20 P D0 R A f A B A, 4R HARTE
] s 3 DT 0 [ 2= bl By S i 2 R AR

Li LA, VBN RRmX, miA 3 EA
BN B B is & e, BlickaigD
123 8115 B (Nardin et al., 2021), W5 RiEEHT
KA, HE SRR, S R A 25 A S
34 BE-BEEXEER

W Z5H . S e K LA R R v 7 A
Hh BT R A B R MR T RE, (R A N
T 1y i 2 12 2 i 1 5 B A g X A S [RIAE FE, i
TEIEAL R A X FEBE S, 24 ik X 22 [a] iy 2L
[ VE AT B2 E A H, WAl BER AT 4.

TN b P ) 2 B 1 T B T 22V T 454 55 HE 43
M EAS H . AR —TES S IMRI RT3
BB, BT RS E A 2 E X RS,
B TE 2 > B B[R] I 2598 ) B 55 o) 33 1 2 (R A7
O F RO 56 28 (B A0 ) 1 2 B OC R ) B A
UL, SR A B S B3 R AT 55 AR 2 Il B
KRG ER BB, BEa RO %5
SOk B 57 B 23 (A7 B O R, 1T R EARAR

L 1 72 () A T RS R, T 0 P A D)5 ¥
AN, HH IR AT 55 T SR 23 R 3l 25 1) 67 B oA S b 1]
iipues iR INTTRIIR e AR B N ioprisk e X o K Ao
T fMRI 25 5 0] 3% B 23 B] AN 22 7% Ak A S0se i IX 32
TEAEUE S, T HEE A DU AR 4 2 B4 1 3K Bl il B T
O M AT S S A A S0 B Rl (Garvert et al., 2023),

SR, 31 5 — 00 B B A4 1 SR A 5 0 42
T AE B WA, DA A v D 2 R E - B AR
Z5INAHE IE L, B & Z IR R R
a7 BT 45 D¢ AR (R HE A i AR A AT 55 7R R IR Bl it H
AN HIHL A, R TATIE RN, E R
PRFR, ZH D IERIAS R A FRAE AR B A )
) DA i VT, v IEE 450 1) 9% o S B S i A
S5 M OGRS LY B AR B SRAE, 10 5 (5 B
H D) 2 S R FEE 850 it r %) < 8] X4 B (schema cells)”
Z: 5y B 2 1E (Zong et al., 2023) ., BRIV I B fi i)
Fespid>, RBEEA A B, s E = n
T A i HEE 25 ik DU i 1) T 30 25 B AT 554 G G B
b, TR R BT A I L 1] PRI, SRR
5% T B — 25 TR 2R HIE 5 R o S A Rt ]
PR B R AT 4B . ZHZMER
VLR ARG X 25

TR 5 0 R 2 B S8 38 X6 DA 0 el A g il
I BEAR BRI T, IR R, 7E
A2 W SR AU, B R n R
DG B, WAE S Z R et B 2R B
) A8 £k (Baldassano, 2017). £ M2 BLSCAY =
Yt Z = FEHN, M FAE R, SpL7E R —
iz (B P9 447 22 () ) W e sz o B e, SR el ] — K
2 (B R AR MIAT G Bha i, T IMRI 455 3%,
= YE2S [BlF B 4 2 gl 52 203 S A B JZ R
P, e rb 22 T Sh i S 3R A B 0] 9 ) R 3B A 2,
MR JE B2 . 5516 T B 2 R T )5 3 I R AR B T
1ZEEHN Y 5 A5 B(Kim & Maguire, 2018) . It 7h
AT BOIRAA B R AZ A 2 T B — [R] 5 A4t &
HEH, S HRGBARENEREN, HFE R
1G-S (Brown et al., 2012; Gahnstrom & Spiers,
2020).

H T 24 i DX R [R) 2 5 A 0 b R i ke 2, o
LA AT 22 255 g 9 245 1) £ 8 8 5 3ok S il DX 1) Tl A
B F R UR 2 A8 7 DA 0 R A T D\ b T
P T 2 T A 2R R S 5T U0 = 4T Re bl
S (CERE, T2, 2017), HH s —RIIaeIF %
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TR AN S B (46 =5 [ 4R S AR 2 5 )M
B2 AT B S W BN R AR 2 AR fE
PR A7 TR T S — N IR R N TE R AL 28 1h T s
B B s TR, 45 5w A A Bs sl X
PEMREAL AT 0 B s PEs ;58 = 2R D RESR %
T AR EC, i DRI ZORARIR 5 R AL

4 NFERFERN

N B DA 2B A, Bt
il E B AL B b K] (Euclidean map) F14 45 &
(topological graph) Wi F %, — 3 4 HIAL T FRIE
B 2 1 T A A g, R TR B2 O 50 4 G A
ks () AL B AL bR, T4 T E AL & AR A B = 1R
B, MR R AAT N b E AR — B
W o Rt A BTl R R PR A e, B R
FERAR A NS E Rl 2E A R b
41 EXHXiERIE

1£ Tolman A HIHL IR EAR AL -, O° Keefe
F1 Nadel (1978)#F — 252 H I\ H1Hb R B 42 X, 42
— I RR B A5, X Rl 4 R — B0 R 0 b
EIA B T RG2S (AT o SRR AP I
F2 AR A R SR A ¥ D v i I A7 A L N A
R 7 2 R Y A AR, AnRl TR, 7 & Al
Mo SAE S YAk T I EE R A B A S RO
Keefe & Dostrovsky, 1971), 1’45 20 Jitg J& 1094
TEB WAL T 46 0 55 10 45 30 = A TR TS Ak ki

(Hafting et al., 2005; Doeller et al., 2010), X FF
At e ] ST X 2 ] PRI A 5 B e R MA A 2 o

=W IN ST  E  7 eI
(allocentric reference frame), 32 FHTH H B4
B (K 3a, b), FRLTHIE S ER A,
RE T Wszs b O B AR . AEE
W I LA AE AN (B 3¢), A T35 7 Az
FFEAR B BE, NI 3L 50 b A2 28 15 v B R
(Gallistel, 1990), 1A LLHIRF IR T lA
PR L 45 B%4% . Widdowson 1 Wang (2022)& FL T8
2% [ ity 238 ey (BRZs ] B s 0] s8R 1 25 ),
BT A8 A S5 B2 S RGO [ DR, 4R 0k
F W B AR LG N AS ) T 3 R GRS 2 T R L AT 2
SEY(HiD

ANt DhAE A 9 e B 2K A 25 ) 4T 55 2 8
FHEARFFE WU B FEABE (Beals et al., 1968;
Tversky, 1981), XX} ERFTA I R BEHE T Bk
Mo BRI 23 [A] 19 B2 05 R 212 2 (W) P9 4 BE
EETH RN IEE: (DIERM: HASHAS
MIEER S 0, MIAAFER A AL B ZE IR KT
0; Q)X FRYE: AB = BA; @nntE: # C HLRE
AB LAy, W AB=AC +BC; 3) =A% xF
THZE=4 A. B. C,AC+BC = AC (& 3d).
Ak, #F AL B, C = SMWEREM =AY, BRI
JEA e, SEREYE RN, A T R
Bk 4R 25 8 XY (explicit) BE B b 1T, JIWr—

=

=

a. A c C 3
1 W " T W) "
it T o it o A
< ?‘ > < ?‘ —> < B 2
L) LY E D
— e — 2
e B ,,
b. 4 -
‘[ A # A &
L. ¥ - B i R A N
. N AB>0
2 2 AB=BA
v e |we
¢ AB +BC' = AC’

[ 3

a. EEHUL IS HES (allocentric reference frame), FATE X IR IR Z SHUE H G 8h00m; b, AR L

IS HESE (egocentric reference frame), FMIFIRALL A B S % HL, MR RIESHEE A BBk, o KA
TP RN B, A BARA O B AR . F AT E R, d BRI EARE .
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A bR 5 AR M bR 22 1] 4 15 S S LL AR I 0 17 400 /N
(Burroughs & Sadalla, 1979; Moar & Carleton,
1982), PAIUCAAF & X P T B A b Ao B it
#Z, BB 2 K (Thorndyke, 1981), LA
FE I AR AL TR AR = A S
P (Byrne, 1979), 2 78 0L« R > S A0 %A
R B A (B AL — B AETE, R
B T RR S5 i AN U (Warren et al., 2017)

BARBRTE 23 (8] SLIAT: 55 P S R BT I
BT ERYECRIR 2, HRXOR B LLA 2 B
P, AR AT 9K 1T RE e A7 AE — 7 M 3 A IR
A o Atk — 20 T Bk ik T fE
TCIEUED (Warren, 2019), b RESR BE 5t 4 15 TC
AR B o e, 15 IR 2R G, R4
T 5 R TT T 22 OV I P A 1 2 2 e e Al i
FREEAS LAY, T3 2 — M LL™ 6 GE Ay It
42 RIMESERRIR

Xof BRI B R A SO 5K A T Bichenbaum
(1997), Al iA >y 5 54 & 40 O R 2 DAAE SRy kX
o SRR, O S IR — TS i
s [V RRRAE, NSRS W) B 8 0 23 38 i)™
2 IEAZBE, PTG DA S 5N 2
L1223 B R AE . Eichenbaum %% A (1999)iF—#
RISz S, IS Al E A T
R AEICL 7S ) o BEAE 22 D0 Rl sk, & SE i AR TR
FAF AL B R S R AT IC 2, HOR AN
971012 28 i H R B HETT R (W RR Y A Y Gk
A IS (B 4a), SHBELES ] B RAE
AL S 1 12,55 (8] R AE () — A~ ¢ 4l (Eichenbaum et
al., 1999),

TEICIC A MBS R R & T, RS $2
TARFNER AR A R AR AR TE IR L AR
[7) T 0 = T PG B o, D B BN S A
Hb A G X5 KA 1 #7040 L 254 o BRIREAY #7140 I
S5 2 P T R ) 1 3 A S ) A R R0 45
— T N AR R AL, AR A R Y AR
KFZ (K 4b)o X Ffii Kl (place graph) i3k T i
R, (HORT B A B A B4 R — 2
M AL bR R 45 H (coordinate free)o i T OB Ab, T 45
L A] AR R 4 LA (view) Bl =) BB X 38 (vista); 4H
IO, DU R E AN ) R A B X el ) A T A 48 e
B 3l{E(Jacobs & Schenk, 2003; Mallot & Basten,
2009),

a. HRIgZ1

THEICiZ2

HY LB

K4 a iciesBEEeRER, BAA GRS ARRE
W RO B, S R Y T B B T L T
GG B — Z5 4B FeAZ, A RS FC I Z 6 7] BEAF AR
50 F (4 @ B ), A EE S e 2 A E (R g A
Eichenbaum et al., 1999),  b. #HFMNER/RER, M
RFALE, RS CR A E R XR

. MR LR I I —— T AE B S AR TG i R, R TR
PO SRR A L, L ba.oRRR R, BE
DL T

Fr AT A £ B 2 A0 1 R P R % 2R 571
Wz I8, —Jr i, P R L 2 IR oy
T BREOE BRI E SR BIER AT RS, AT
AE HZ B AR M 48 1) — 80y, R SRR AR B8 AR
B, B FEE T D U RE AL L
BZEMNZ KR, o LLGE AR R BB Al
G I R AR B GE B . Sy — T, AH G
K, MRS ICAZ SR R & D, Y ORI L
TR W G5 AR, A0 B AT o] I 28 3 o 0 A AR
B N B AL E AR AR IEAT TR AN T AR, B
M [F) ] 10 00 TG ¥ i R N R TE — € R BB B 4%
FERIAT AR I LASIRE i H 4h B FRAE XY
23 [B) SN 5 A2 AN AR

A RAETE AT Ak 23 25 06 op FO B
BT R B IR (] o), ) — 4k BTN G
X LR 07 4 A ) PR, R BRI 5 2
[E) {4 S 3 M, T A DG B 7R i 5 8] (Y R
IF ELAR ETF 380 AN X3, Tl A0 6 T R 4 B
R, i & Z 8] R B il (Longo, 2021), T Sz
e T e DX U TR, X SR R TR AN
BT R T R SRy B2 M 45t 2RI @,
A R M AE A AS 52 S Uil 23 R AN () ) Y A LA
W, R T REE 4 BB AR b BOT & A 52
JHAE 09387 4% (Presotto et al., 2018), &2
s e R A o7 A4 L A T Bl 32 B A
R R X AT (Dabaghian et al., 2014;
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Widloski & Foster, 2022),
43 PG RIZ

TSR LR A S R 0 R B AE O R Sl R
LA SN B AT X B AS [F e, R4 R
b P 1 R 2R3 10 4 I AR 15 I 32 3 501 T 8
IR R P AR 0 (8] Sa) o T 93— 7 T, %5 (8] 3RAEBE
Xof BTS04 D45 R U, [R] A 2 B S 23 g BR X
FE, REWRAAE—ERENRZE, Jitk, A
S H R E AR RRIE ST s %, BN AR b
IS5 # AR AR RS FE LA, 2R I IR & Y Y
TAZN B (hybrid cognitive map).

a. Y b.

B 5 a BREHBIE L) REFRIMNE(F)RRER; b &%
HEZE 16 25 BLE (2 )TE A R 8 I A 7R i i B S
FHEQ, A HR A BB B () TE T A5 [ L A 8 A
HOU I .

Meilinger (2008)f5 42 2 HEHL W 25 351
(network of reference frames), 7EiX-/M5 %A,
AN J F8 DX AR AT — A /N R 1 B e 2 5 HE 2R,
T By B ) 2 75 HE AR Sy P 45 K v B 5 e i
ok, XN A GERTE A R 25 HE AL (] 5% 75
WAL A (18] 5b b A EAREERE, B
AR SERER LT E SR GE N2 RESH
MEZE b, O S AR G AR 1 e PR 5 MY i
B AR MS B H R BR bR E .
XA IR IA S, A B R /N ROBE 1Y Jm BB B 58
TR R W A, TR R 2 R BT
DU 2 KL IS A R

Z: 5 HEZR I 2% B TIORS 1 Rl P 11 4 Ry —
BRI — A 2R, PR TR SR 1 A2 T Y [
WA VF 25 A RAEAFTE — € B 22 AL, AT 38
INAF & LAAESE PR UL 55 P AT A R BL, H

T AE A — 1 JRy ¥ DX IS NS T A S P 2 B HE
BN R BA HAR B, I B Ry R DX I ] 1)
BRAMKLE . e ) RUF 1 4 R .
Warren (2019)$2 H %4 4 BRI AR T id B e A
fith b $EAT T3 B A TR AL RN TR

A% ER 15 (1abeled graph)i A i3 £ KR
HB DK I P BRE B ZRAE, T2 2E AN [R) A9 Jey A DX
MZEEEEEER, DAMESRRERR
KEEE, DAY S A AR 2548 78 58 S s A i 408 %
R KRBT (E 5b T). SSHBHEL ML HIS
LS T, A RBRUEHFELE 2R
B — S ERR N R A 2 ME B

DXt T I N 128 [ R AR A R L B Y
18 LAl Sy A P 25 fORE T PR SRR AR R 55 75 oK
(Peer et al., 2021), 1K B i 5 B8R I 75 A BR A%
JRFE, — 7 RN HEE R, 57— 7 Wit BE R AT
Hb S 23 (0] FRAE A AN B 1 i iR 22 SR AL A A . o
A R T R b R AN I 3 0 B e S e
13 74, 92 RE S T 58 35 b At B C A /Y SE SR TIE
P, (ERATT LI A
44 FE—HEBERIK

Wz E . SRS BN WIR 2 5 H
FELEA AT 2 —REnYy,  HR B I B A
[RYTT ., 8 AN A [R] 49 23 24 358 #0445 A R 0 DU (L 2R
B NSRS HARA, B A HRR . ASFRER g
FRAT AR 7] () 53 32 285 ¥4 (0 EL AR 19 2 i ) B FAN [+
TSR BB 7E P 7E 45 Fa AHARUELEL A0 38 OAS [R] 1) 37 5% (]
Ak, TR SR AR T A M SRR . BT
XA, Whittington %5 A (2020)$2H} TEM (Tolman-
Eichenbaum Machine ¥ I A 45 — HE Z 0 4% 5 R
b AT FD X P AR 20, 2488 1Y 1) 4 4% 1E 2
R TR AT R K W R R AETE A HIR 1Y 2=
Tolman #1 Eichenbaums,

TEM 1 SEA MR & BT 8T 55 WA 5
LEFZ AL BE S 23 (8] FRAE AN BE R (AR KAEF, 15
85k 1 235 EAZ R G RIS IR AR 25 40 12 kX
ASSa] N, AR S S5 A Bl G AR R A
BAEWIA TR, S5z (b n S e T 1A
TR AL, RIVHEAS 6] 5 T A AT (A8 7 25 4 Fn
TE BTN 43 FEFRAETE il 5r IR, DA S 22 1m
XTGBT I RIS E A . S i e L AT
PN PN R 7 2, il 4R S 10 465 4 T A O ] 1 b
JL Rz Ak, DA S5 B0 EE S (remapping); FEAE
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) SR o T e A AT

S BT LR RN A il 2R s, TEM £
LR P IR B R S SRR 5 A B A R, A
AN . DS ANAE . WA M SE; T TEM B
U010 Y T 240 A R AL B A B A PE T . kb
TEM 480400 il 1) 156 3 A =X g 8 AR 47 b ) & 4y 24
23 [B) A G 25 (B A SE B 4 SR, RINSE iz Ab i 5
A JEIZAG 300, A AT e W b P A b 1 3
FIEEZPUE], bR 75O HLERAE o] BE
— R

A, JE 4k ZR1E (suceessor representation, SR)
FRIE A H R b B AN B 2R A R A [V A
PGS AR R B SR 48 H i DAl gE I A H &
Y T ) E RS, TR B R A X R R S
00 5 8 1Y IS 48R 25 (Stachenfeld et al., 2017;
de Cothi et al., 2022), i i 4 fith J5 2L ] BETA 3 1)
7B T ARLSR BE A3 AT, ) Ja e Xof i Ak B 5 11 DA 6
Bl RTINS T, BARE R —A T, RE
() 1) % B A 236 S T it [ R B S5 AN ;2 = [
i, BRSNS BR A B, RS
% WX R T A [ 7 B 0] 7 B A o
45 REHEER

bR RR L B AR E RS, DA M E]
FTAL S (A [ o B R AL T 0 22 0 A RAEAKF, I
WA ESE RN 4y, RMEN F3ce2.3 2
KM X RBNW, AR AT SEERE
ZEF, R e DA M ] AN [R] DX 3 A S A (7] 7T R
BB )2 9% 45 44 (hierarchical organization), EJ ¥R
B2 13 0 N1 N2 e e O [ B BN T S = S 9 =
AN LARAE 9 B IR ¥, 2006)

HEwmE, R ERE 029 e
(hierarchical theory)iAh, —NEREEIIA[R] XA
SETERPR G514 1A [R] 433, B 23 )RR OEAS R TE
[F]— 7K A7 ZRAE A, T 2 78 A 99 £k 1) 23 1)
TSP AR BRI MR IR A R, R Z e
8 023 [A)J0 R0 6] 1o 380 B 0 A A . AN ] X k]
Y43 SR LT BEJE B WLAEE Y, AT B HU2 F AT
{ERY (Hirtle & Jonides, 1985), #H LT XA P ()23
() FRAE, 5 A DXl TR 6 1 W A 235 ) G 2R ki
ZRAEXE B4 2 5 I (Wang & Brockmole, 2003),

JE IS FH A PR — i B AR R Y =S
(i) R Bl A Xt 52 2% I N T A AL, PR AR 45 A0 I 2
JBETT AE H 4 R R (Andi B BEL R sl A SO I (AT

B XK ) 3, R RGN RO 25 ] — i O A L
W 1) 22 X3 0 S 5 ) (AN A i zs ), R A
I 7 ] 28 80 SRAE — AR T WA R B )
o ARYEZS (B 3¢ RAE LS H i i 2B T DK 2
2 FRIE o W5 2 RS AN o B RIS X AT
18 (McNamara, 1986),

i JZ 2 B8 (strongly hierarchical theory)iA N
b F R — R AN R 43 32 A B 2 [N A7 %5 (]
KRGS, TATHES 1) 5C R D70 5 40 1Y 23 1]
AR SR B (] 6)o Eb IR — 48 P9 9 19 A 3k
Y 25 [H] 56 BRI A S H R gn s, M2 1
BHEMZA NS AN EREZESE, RmER
IS AE 25 [ AR P A L T T 202 BE R, (a2
WU T RiE M

I 1
| stmdi | | b

h&|

e
el | R | L
------ B || X WL | sor

55 ® s
e ) B o N

K6 =z [HRAEZ G IR A 2GR
— JR AR 43 3T DX A8 A 14 7 B 22 8] S A 75 25 18] 56 3R S
18, AR R IR AR o

ANFETF5EZHE, 302 R BE (partially
hierarchical theory )i\ — IR i A ] IX 885 A 1)
o7 B ]2 W] LA 2 B 25 1] 56 2R 1 (Stevens & Coupe,
1978) (&l 6), ££25 [ YA A7t b AH X B JRR A0 (2L
IR ZS IR RE L), (HEXFIURMAEENL
SR AT 23 18] 340 W A 8 TR B T v, AR
BT LSS A BE A S 3 . McNamara
(1986) & B =5 [ 4E: 45 R I & Z BIAR R 0 & BT 7E
XI5, R R HRIE Ak, )2
HIBZ BN R, B DRI Fh B A G
TFF 5 AR 5 A 1 DA R0 1t PR 1 J2 1 TR B A 25 1

5 MIREE
51 AFMENERMETL
NN 1 2 G e S e S ) IR A i B 45

IRy SR B ok, T X P R 3 Dk 7 R 5
VAT HIEZRAERI R, AT TN, R
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Hzsm REHEVIEE, IV E W ZE R ESER
AER R ZS (Al i R 2R, R X R AE A4 Fh 22 4iE )
AT I A REAEXT BN — 2R A, (HEH
TN B b 2 B A R, KRB 25 (A )F
& — AR, FEE A B 038 5k, &
Wmﬁﬂﬁ“@FKHEﬁmﬁﬁTﬁéﬁ%E

, R 23S (B ZR AT A R B M % AR RlA, DA T e )
Hﬁj(ﬁigfﬁzﬁﬂﬂ%ﬁfﬁﬁﬁi¥iﬂﬁﬁéiﬁﬁE_THbz:TA XA
BN BRI R, BN R —IA
I, TR R SR AR AR T RAE IS5 1F B,
I H T AT 1 B AR 06 R DL R SR 8 T A
A ER T XA E 7).

AR RBE PR T 1Y 2 G SRAE 2 45 /i H 3
FAS (4 DS TR 64T 4L 20, A& 8
A A TN R R, T T D 2 i) 0 A0 B ) A
1% /N(Brunec & Momennejad, 2022), K I HG%H
Al BB AL TR HRAE M AL, S5 KT R,
I ) — T Hl AR R B PR S A S AR S T K —
(Liang et al., 2022), i BEHE X I 3 55 (W A1
7 BRSO, B SRR DX I 20 TR ol 4 JRy A e b
B, WRESEAN T AERME A LT 58 5N
MRRZZEHZ

AN H L BRI T R A R, B A
B 23 A HT SR 2 52 BR Y, T REFA 2 A DA 6 b ]

WR S AFAE RN B A B, ARy B BT
BESAFAEZE S o AR T I 24 5T DA i 41 4 7
s A R R A2 EE TR LR, Jf H
HE— R TN IEIN N [T 1) ROBEBR A, 1t A1 B X
i P 4 P DA R M 1] 2 g o e o i 52 3
BeE L PIRRRAL A BE ) 2 75 A7 AR R IR AR (E A5 0F
FEHY IR

52 ZEKEFEENT R

FE 55 ()25 ) RAEBF 3T 07 K3 09 E B H LK
YR ES ], B SR BT B N A (R SR AE Y

AP it S AR 1 (31 Gy — 2 i P 5 2 2K L) i
H AN R & R, 3 2 1A R R,
SR AT SRS A S T2 H S

— 5 T, YRS (B B R R R
R\ UL KA B . BR A TR AR |
M4 R B =4k, 440 Kim F1 Doeller (2022)il
R I O b T RS Bl R AT AR R TR O 37 P
T FR SR AS) B ) = de 28 R PR R =, Bl S F AT
PR B AG TR, K IR AE AR S 4 Jm o (B L 2 R
Tﬂﬁm:ﬁ*ﬁ%&Eﬁ%mﬁ%ﬂEﬂzi
B 23 ) R AR AR R IR T 4L 1w, T 2 s T
TN AR AT 5 TR . %%,T%ﬁlmmmﬁ
25 () s BR 1A 25 181 P, Bl AR o8 W ds 04T 55 4T3 5 R
SHLAHDC L, RS M RIE AT A2 H A 16

MR Q—»Q—»’ RGBT
f 3 7‘. \ /) H S ,':‘\‘ - \\\
| | '. '.‘ PR g
R E!II.IM!I_..- ‘- ﬂ
ﬁ; F D l:l ,
: ! P
W R :H ﬁ e
1 3 [ BRI FAE &I N RAE
WEH SR /N S

7 AR 2 R R B, T A, B I CARFRN T B FRI X, Wi A Z FRRD = ERE

TTE T DI, ) — b iz A 20 DX A 9 AN [] 5 DX sk ) (P81 R R BTG 9 1, 2, VTR SRS 2R, O LG B R
75 A RAE B W R B TR B 425, AH B 51 3¢ 1 il (X Al 2%
SR ML T B IR, 2L R DU 2 9 T DA 00 T A T S ALK A3 ) 0 2

[Ny R AE . Bl AR 1 B K,

2 By
A (ZE R € HE 2 AR
23 [ RAL M 2 A TR AR — RS, AT RE2 B

NI ALY, TS 7] DR 1 R AT Rl G, e AT REFT A (0 B R AR Z MR M 2B W I %, BB

T A, B C =ANKIEA 9 A7 E A ERGERAE IR FhRALAE 5 5 BRI A

R P L AL T
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ZU T T B AN [5] f 2%2 04 Jg 482 (] (Widdowson & AN PG I (cognitive collages) &7 BAFREE T By 23

Wang, 2022). #X17, 248k=2s (0] & A= H il (0777
“HUR>, A LUZE S L B (R DR e 28 0 i, ik
LT REAE B £ B Rl A I 00T 7 A AT
2% (Warren et al., 2017), X $E0F 5% EH R EITH
R, WA FEMGD | IR JCH X TERAE X
SEASH UL Py S () R TR AR R . SRR
23 [A] RAE S A AF LRI ML 55, AR A7 2K X
SE BT 2 (R 0 5 el T B e Al ok .
Jy—Jr i, AR RS X R AR %
ORIN o1 g |5 MRSV E F 3 o S g [ BN raternd L1 N1
fH 25 [ RS s [ 46, TR T4 5 BR 4 #1245 [
(Schafer & Schiller, 2018), %5 [&] B 26 H 4 A= 1%
TorE W, sk 2 RGO B G R AR 24 ik
Hosr oA IA G, w8 < Ak | B
G R, RS R IR R el 235
m%ﬁlﬁﬂﬁm%ﬁ,E&wagé%ﬁz
W22 AE A HE 3% (Kerkman et al., 2004), #4315 &
Gt AL F 23 @Gu,%ﬁﬁﬁ 4%%rﬁ$
i, MG FEAE ok 1 i 57 A 2 25 1) A TEA 2k B (4n
W7 Z WG EE) (Park et al., 2020), #Eifi A LLEAT
AR . AZEAT DLFET 4 B R AE 2 ] Hp
%@@E%ﬁé%%ﬁﬁ,uiﬁ%ﬁﬁm%ﬁ
M 4% (Son et al., 2021), fUIEHELD . HEFT .

A7 T A5 P R0 i 2 B 22 i DX P 4 IR 46 H
’Q'ﬁﬁ/\*lﬁjqjﬂﬁ'?‘rﬁn@hang et al., 2022), At
Foszs M AR 2508 IE A RRAR 1 28 b 5 ) 2 2
[ AT ——XF R, e An—AN4tsg A i i Ak

W Aﬁf% W$Eﬁ%fi%ﬁ&ﬁ
BB, ARRBESEE — AP L X SRR A5

5.3 M%ﬂfﬁ!ﬁiiﬁﬁ’]ﬁﬁﬁﬁ

DA 151 2 X0 4 ) RAE 19 B W e g, BAR
o R TR, FE 52 A 4 10 23 () SRAE A A O
HIC G IR, 0 b TS R, (H A nT RE
TEAE “FHRieHBiR” (representationalist fallacy),
RIIE AR X RE— W k7 T S0 A B A7 7E 1Y
W AT BE S SRR L w] RER T H A 1 vh S
FH b B R B R Fn B R B9 H B 28 L (Warren,
2019). %5 [A]FURH G 1 Bl 28 ZR LT S AT AL 245
DIERIAER, AT WD RN A 3 4 e 8 T AT
PR A B 5 H I Ab PR EE 22 18] 9 A S80OCHE, AT
B F| T 7 (Sung et al., 2021),

Tversky (2005)% 42 1L AR REREFAEN

[a].0> PRAZ R (spatial mental models)3i U IA
FIRY Lo . I H Farzanfar 55 A (2023)3F— 32
7z [a] 8 2 (spatial schema) B4 &, A TR A
AL, 2R 352 25 49 19 0 8 g 4 T i s ) el =K (an A
JREMMET) . BEmE, BREEGEENER
FANT S5 TERAEN, 43 BRI 25 25 R 22 A IA
FNHL R, Hrp oS [ 4 2 (spatial  gist)F& 38 55 E IR IR
HIAZ O REAE, FRAE i X2 0 T R8s 405 (5 28 0
TEE ) JE HRERAE, 3 HR B X R R R N S
B o TS 18] S T A By 25 B R IR, M Z A4
25 (AR 2 rp B R A 3, e R R R 23R s ] 32
TR AR IE (AN s B8 | P38 2 [ RRAE), T2 S
DA SRR, TR X2 PO A5

T P 116 B 35 A 3 UE A0 A VR T s A
KB PAT o2 M AR B A 9T SR, (R AN
AR B AR TR, XIMESTE TS
[F] FAE A 45 A 5 T, A4 X PR 5 4 R X
PR . J7 ] LR B 1Y R AIE (Zhao, 2018), FRIHR
KM FT R Y 2 et AR H B SN N, N
HEZEFTEY A IS TERS .

LG A A1 P ARE 2 AN R T 30 5 1) 38 T
ARG, F R TREZ . HTIAMMEZRET
RS, ARSI, & RUE |
Y17 FIORE R 2 B DL R AEIE 4%, i LAl RE B
PRI 5% 14 N 55 A7 AR AR R 22 5 20T LA DA 0t [ ok
A BLG, T R S5 LT 55 (Costa et al.,
2023) 4 2= (1) 25 (6] S (Epstein et al., 2017), A~
[T 55 Hp JIr 6 B B9 A% 12 083 5K T REAF 7EAR K X1,
FNHTC2E T AN B (I TE S . KRBT
L0 A L PR XA A A 2 T L, R
b I AI LA G T RBOAE 28 TR SRAE A BT . AR AR
A A e AR B A 2 S AL A5 T
54 #5iE
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The cognitive map and itsintrinsic mechanisms

WU Wenya, WANG Liang
(CAS Key Laboratory of Mental Health, Institute of Psychology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101, China)
(Department of Psychology, University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract: Spatial navigation is vital for the survival and reproduction of humans and other animals living in
complex environments. Effective spatial representations, also known as cognitive maps, are the basis of
efficient spatial navigation. Prototypical properties of cognitive maps include selectivity, flexibility, and
hierarchy. Several brain regions such as the hippocampus, the scene-selective areas and the prefrontal cortex
are involved in the construction of cognitive maps. There are two theoretical disputes in the representational
formats of cognitive maps, namely Euclidean map and topological graph, neither of which can fully account
for the navigational behavior. Therefore, several hybrid theories have been put forward in order to reconcile
this controversy such as the labeled graph hypothesis, the reference frame network theory, etc. Future
researchers are suggested to focus on dynamic changes of hierarchical organization during the process of
constructing cognitive maps, expansion of spatial dimensions and categories, and limitations in the concept
of cognitive maps.

Keywords: cognitive map, Euclidean map, topological graph, hierarchy, spatial representation



