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SR AT F2 M i Y IR IR IR

R4 HRBRE
(P B IMTE R A EE 2= BE, REA 210097)

H B IFAEAMEARSREGLEER, SR AL CERS, AR, LFARLEERFT—ERRS
H N AR FN., LR ALFRES B X R LMK R, KT, 454
ML AR, MEBFEAAKREF AL T FNFAGRR, Eiimz b am T L FREY Rl
B A, BT 2 R G BIA T B ART B R X it o AR S0 T 2 AP 2

KgEE X F Wk, S, RAMA; X

SEE  Bs44
1 OIEEP RS LML NBEBIR . BRI S YIAR G, A

BEC RO B 5 SR MR R I SE R L WA
PRSI A 280, IS LS ToM 2R ARG
B2 (Reading the mind in the eye-test; Baron-
Cohen, Wheelwright, Hill, Raste, & Plumb, 2001),
DEIAH ToM R 5 R 15 &AL 55 (false belief
task), QT )LE Ok SR BT AN RAAT: 55
(unexpected transfer task),

SC A ) R O BB A R TIE T A
Kidd F1 Castano (2013)7E Science ## 3¢, i &%
T 6 30E SC 3 B S0 FR IS 1 S U 6B, Bl
WL, 456 SRR, ASCRTITS =
ATV, (1) 3 ) B 15 AT L) g0 PR IE fE

L IRFRIE (theory of Mind, ToM) i R 25304
245 Premack Fll Woodruff (1978)#2H, HFitit
SRR B LT A0 B T AL O
FH PRI 50 R GO BRR A A B, B8 A A
EEHAR RGN A S s b o0 HARE, IR
I BT SR A R S T AT O R RE T . — AR,
O FRBS A 55 1 450 BRI (affective ToM, | 3C
fAIFRIE 25 ToM)FIA 1.0 BLEE i (Cognitive ToM,
T SCTRIFRINHT ToM) o Hii 35 48 9 58 T IR At N 1E 4
RIBES, Jo & RIEHEN M AN ZR . &0
fiedl. PALHBERGEES, FAERIERNE:
SE N R D 7 R 2 S 20
L A R R AR R O e eI ARE L
WRE, HHTS5MAMEIE. w4, HMmITRRLY 2 WENLRFRIEESATUESOIEE
{19 N BRZEFE (2RI, 2015), 0o BE BRI BE 3 1tk s ) wHEN?

K LR TR, R SRR, A e ‘
FeBEiEL, A, I LR B e B PR SCE AN T T UL B AR, HA B9

I St e B g T WSROI MR, B
G S LI O (R g TS BREALELE, ITHERIN G ATE
o LR SR S, TE BUEME, ATRUESES L SSULRLL, SCR

A 2, 5 A 0 o 2

Wk HA: 2019-06-11

P GEAE R 4 IO U3 5 923 SO T A B v 2 bR SRR RS0 MO BB S BB . 3
HLHIBFSE” (18BYYOSS)HY#E 1N . v T 3 1Y) SCAE B B SCSE R, SR AR SC 2R /N
WBIEIEH: 1RBEAR, Email: 412alix@gmail.com 14 BE 2 IR B o
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() P g N A, SR B . Sk R
VRN i S R W NS I O e
(defamiliarization) Fl if 5= L (foregrounding) . [K It
SCEESCAR I AR Z — R WAL PR S AT 5
SR Z B, W R RS R A 3
[ 28 AT 7 132 O o A R E R 3 ] IR
55 o SCEE/INULIE R TR BUR IR T, AURME
T U R S T R T RGE R, R
BETEEE O A E EIE S . Mar, Oatley il
Eng (2003) b8 T 45064 M /N b SO 55 156 8 1 S0 AR
X B BRI A 520, AT A, X N2 XERE I
B 58 4 DEIE 1 W 28 SCAR, 13238 X RUAR SCAR (14 B
RGN, IS WA o X B B ] S
st KA R T AR T Ul B 1 T Bt AT R
Bowes #ll Katz (2015)7F 73 4h— IS 56 0F 52 Hh & 3,
XF T AH R ARG N7, SRR & R g B T Befl
HBA SO R (B SO SOAS il 2 B i Fe A=
k), 23X B 13 3 119 S IR 32 R0 BN 7 A AN [
FROSENE o AT LE — SE 1 2 ) 332 S A% 3ok = T 38 7Y SC
A, 1b 53 b — SRR B B AT R (LR 1 SC AL
R SCAR, ] 2 58 HE 2 I R T 2 B TR I 5200 D 3K
i HOO BIE S, SR A, B el
OIS B s TARRR A . X ULE,
SCEFIE AT LA B I B 1 AE 1% (cognitive
empathy),

SCF B AT ) T A PR R B SRS Bl
BETRCE SCAAE A, 5 AT — s B0 B S )
g BECE AW S AT T R R A
B, B S E IR, Xl E R
RGO BRI BE T . I, A ARG
s, B EE/NGE AT DL 35 4R e N RO BEE, T
] B AR SO /N UL BB Al WL B R T H T vk ik )
X — % (Djikic, Oatley, & Moldoveanu, 2013;
Djikic & Oatley, 2014; Fong, Mullin, & Mar, 2013;
Mar, Oatley, Hirsh, dela Paz, & Peterson, 2006; Mar,

> A (empathy) 2 H5 0 fa] BEAR R SZ Al A O BIUIRZS A9 RE
B 3R ISR AT a3 S | DO A R YNV B
(cognitive empathy) 1% /&3 1% (emotional empathy) i~
By o BWFFEE NN, ToM EZXF T HAF A AT L5, HIIA
AL o (H BRI B — BB 5 Stk — B X 43 T I ToM Fl
4 ToM, XSEPr BRIENIAE PR L ToM #
empathy P82 % R 1K (Djikic et al., 2013; Dvash
&Shamay-Tsoory, 2014; Vollm et al. 2006) .

Oatley, & Peterson, 2009; Mar, Tackett, & Moore,
2010), Mar %A (2006) & 3, 38/ 22 1y
&, HAENE 4 ToM 114 28 M i ——HR A 3200 3K
(Mind-in-the Eyes test) 75708 . AS{H AN,
TE— R B a5 A H, Kidd F Castano (2013) %
B, AR TR SCA AR A, R S N
ERT IR 5 N5 4% ToM fiE J1, b RE4R w5 LA
ToM BEJJ o AEfIE AR K PIOT/HriiE 52 1, Dodell-
Feder I Tamir (2018)LA &2 Mumper I Gerrig (2017)
X DA A 90 45 SR (46 O &2 R SR T ok e 3R
HNHEFT T RGP E =T o I AT Y
WEIEAE RG], ARXS TR /NUE ) 132 55 TCAT: ] i)
BEAL S5 AR L, /N I 2 BE 8 4 e 1 3 A 2 AR
RE 1o JCAr T A B AL N i BAR AN K, HgEIt
SRR . BT 0o T SCE T OGBS/
T B8] 52 A0 4] 52w kE 23 DA, PR A T 43 A Y SC
HRANMEALFE AT ToM | 17526 ToM 5.0 BB (14 A
FC, AL AEAE eI | A A AR S 0 BEA
AHLRRWIGR ., Bk, XL R Hfg
XSRS OIS N R RS
NI ) 32 0 RO 8 L 22 23 Bl o
J) 4] FE K T B 38 (Appel & Richter, 2007), MijlsLL
T ) 32 S0 AR A, HLO BRI RE ) 21
I ERESE C R IR ol A ANV E S
fiE, i ANLAZZ 58 AU, BEisE SC2A AR R v
PAMeAR B I T8 T, $ H A 44 E ) (Burke,
Kuzmic¢ova, Mangen, & Schilhab, 2016), Johnson
(R013) MBI 5T & B, BRSLAG OC B i 0 A8 i bk i
B9 SR it WD B i 1 3 X BT A AR RO 1Y
)15 9 B UL %o AT R IR o S [ 32 T 7 A g
I A8 FL 2R T YR BRI, Matecki, Pawtowski,
Cienski F1 Sorokowski (2018)% B, HH X} T[54 3523
T OCA, S/ N TR A (1 ) AT DA i A
XF ) 0 2 0 RN B, E SR Y R, ORI AL
N TGRSR, BREEH 2 A H AT A
SR, AR Z R R BT SO B XAk
O PRSI AL FEVE T, AEIFAE BT A /Y AR DG A
SRR LT SO B L A AR AR - Panero %5(2016)
& &4 Kidd F Castano (2013)194 L 9, Al
A5 T B2 ok AR A (792 N), 2810
B4 B Kidd Fl Castano (9 FE L5 R
AT e 3W S ] 3 A R S ) 13 A 5 TE IR
O H 9 R BT AN A7 A W 22 001, fRLT- 3R B
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S 3 Y SR B R 2 I 0RO R AR AR N 10 BDIR
Ao BRI, HE—24r b R, AR ARG 13200 I3 1) 245

SR PRI R S5 R Z A7 7R 3 AR OC, X
- U B SO ) 3 R OA R A R T PN A 3 0 B
PRI, (A 0T 0 /N5 15 15 0 S 2 Bl 1) T LA
W O BRI RE ) . T WL, EIR P IIT )
MriF 5 oh 2 B L& B0 T AR /N RS B (Dodell-Feder
& Tamir, 2018; Mumper & Gerrig, 2017), TR 7] fE
2 PRI Ay 246 R 3 ok AT 5 9 R 290 1) 340 2 3 1)/
VEBRAT 45, PRI AS 25 2 A T S0 2 14 S B850 o

3 FWUERHNAHEIR

b B, S B AL S S 2 ] Y A A
LB YIRWE, (HJE A A SC2= 2 A5 T LUER &
OIS, FFERI R AR —E0 R A
ZRh . — 5T, XATREFITRE R SCARRBIAA G, A
PS8 HE 458 1 J2 SO /N T, AT A9 S 45 18 2 A,
SCEERER; AR R B RS — ARRBGE, T
A2 = NBK, BRI A ARG A FR SR S
AR BT, AN, X ] REIA R SCAR A
B B9 % 5| F2 B (transportation) S 32 4 A N 1k 22 7
R, WRFENIR, TS SO = B | Y e T
25 Sl b N 0025 B FE AR 3 — 2 (Vaughn,
Hesse, Petkova, & Trudeau, 2009), X} AREE
AR R IR R AT RE= A= 5 o 3 8b, B3 AE
g RE . AR . ERRAE N AR AEAR K22
], X EBGHE S A B RO FEELS A TE S U] OCEk
30 XARRAAMESR

SO/ A2 R B — A el LA R A R
FERGR, BURILM B IEE S S0EE N ZEAR
M JEAE 2 U] I, [R) B S5 i 2 AR i B4 TR B A
i, DULRIES, AR AT AR B8
ARFEBGR IS . — R UL, AH— AR, HF
NFRFNEE = NP =FhBUR A . XHER KU,
F— AR5 G aGE, &5 RiEE
T — AR A, HIRASERS S5HEN
fiff LR A, S B M I AR 2 ]
i O AR A L0 17 5 = A FRAR TR A/, D)
VLR (0 B 0 el Bl il R R, (45 1523 A 8

3 HA Pino Hl Mazza (2016)YHIFFY 45 Wiab B 432 52 1y 2 4
AR /NIL(222 TO R BRAT 55, B ss R T A s R
B 58] 2 3550

PibSE- SV TR WINUN R SR PNEZ 133 =
2008; HIFE, 1996; HiIPE, sihnWl, EBNE, 2018),
X PR 7 O B 0 BT I R 2 A R R 5
Wi, Papeo, Corradi-Dell’Acqua Fil Rumiati (2011)
R JH 28 PG R (TMS) 7 i PO B T SR ST 38 — AR
FIEE = NFRAL A TRl R 9 N i A, 4550 R R
FHE — NP 1Y sh AR5 A 1 B &8 1 gl 4 7,
2R = AFRA AR B S E W AT . RUIF A A K
(R B AE B2 B 5 1 BRI RO B o AR T
Hi— . SAFRBGR, KJUH Z AFRBGEIL A 3L
AR, AHEE ZNFR B AUA T 2R A R
MSCEROR . BETE R, R A — ANFRI /N
2550 W5 |33 B T R A DGER, RO B AR AL
BT BB S L A it T R Y R A0 3 55
Hr(Mildorf, 2016), Brunyé, Ditman, Mahoney i
Taylor (2011) A T 3235 XA [ 4504 A0 £ /N 1)
gL R, ABAT R PR S — AFRILA (you”) 1Y
BURTE T RS — AR AGRTE 1 (‘T HA 5
W R 5 1 SR P g R L B AR i LS AR
AR L AR L2 — AFR I BUR LA, A S ki
H LR FE TN . R, 5T AR
R FIT 3 B X G B R e o 1) 32 N8 AT L 32
HAS, IWEE AR, 5 AR ERS
WS A S ARG RS, LA Sk <25 0
B AR E SRR S 1O BLRAE

g5 Rk, AR ARG LA BT 51 B BUA R
IR, SR, HETR R, A D& b B an e
O BSOS, RAWREE IR T RUA
FHAAGR AFRIALEL(UN : Hartung, Burke, Hagoort, &
Willems, 2016; Mullins & Dixon, 2007), K#435L
®WEE, LCAETE LR Djikic %A (2013)195%
5, LI M Kidd 1 Castano (2013)5£ £ Wi 5L 56, 1EBE
PE S I0 SCA A 2 i P 8 A 25 TR AU R A ERARLA
AFRIE— R R o X IR 2R AT 52 30 45 R i — 2
PEP A
3.2 LEBRPHMARERERNEER

HT T BB S P e B 45 F R A 4R B
PRI X L B8 4 A7 3000 D Fof JHL 7 DA 3K T4 4 3
Fr545E o SR, HHT A Ik, A7 5630 B B AL A
WRR Y SEUETERFFY, T DI 24 2 B ok U0
PRERIBRE T, JOHOAE P MR AR 13200 0 3 fe A 12 4
1544 ToM (Ll Dai, Ni, Chen, & Xu, 2019;
Fong et al., 2013; Panero et al. 2016; Mar et al.,
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2006; Mar et al., 2009; Mar et al., 2010), HA WA
SWEFE Rl B T 4545 ToM FIEAZD ToM (U0 de
Mulder, Hakemulder, van den Berghe, Klaassen, &
van Berkum, 2017; Kidd & Castano, 2013), LIk
1 ToM 5 327 [l 132 48 30 22 8] 19 56 R IE A 25 s
o OUHAEA T AR, TERRSESIIS 5T,
75 2k T R 5 H Al — 2 O B A i (L 0 ST ) 32
28001, AR B A5 A A2 S HL, DTS2 W) e ¢
MIMFSE 4518 . BN, de Mulder 55 A (2017)%H 5
Kidd 1 Castano (2013)Z{BLAYT7 1k AT 3L B
BES OB MO R o AT A BB 0 S ) 13
YIZRIFAS R USRS e i O BB e 1, (R
A SC 2 T 52 2 3 () 8 T LA 00 BB 1) O e
B FZER TN ToM, 1545 ToM F A5, 1t
WY SC 2 1] 152 28 30 X AN () B398 1 43 19 5 o 3
AR—*#E. Dijikic % A (2013) % B, AHXHFK 1Y 3C
SRR, R B A 8OR 2 a2 T A Oy SORAS A
22 S B BT 52 A, 8 D 432 1 RT LA A R
ToM, A ARRERASEZE ToM, T H R AEHAR L TF ik
4 (openness) 15 43 B 1 A~ 44 (BRI XN, 3557
B, A8 THEGS EA LS, hial I,
O BE 1 AN [) ] 53 52 3 302 B 32 48 D5 B A A
R 22 S S R IR AN AR [R), PR ORE Ok (4 AF 5T 75 XS
XU R HITLE H it
33 MEHESINMEINER

B SRR BE 0 S T 1 AR A 4R v 5 1O B
W, AR HE A S A OIS RE ) F AR AR
Tl 2 e, 3l 2 S gl 2 o S 2 B2 19 i R BRI
PR, JLEAE 3~4 & BT IR Bt I 10 B
MISIRE ), il T2 sfe . FE . HEFIE
HEBRZm, &N A0 EES WL R B 58 2%
FREETEAAHIA o B3R W58 7E T Ji 52 0 =2 i K AR I
A% 4 O AT 90 B BRI IR B0 E 47 DAl A il
FEEHEAG OISR IS 2 A, O
WHE BN R M, FECF R, HET
AR R, SR 2 L AR R BTN B I A
s, PR LT 45 5y R 80 S0 2 B s A AR R,
TR 260 B A BE ) A AR 28 W se#, T
AT HAEE, ZUACHS RS ERE,
TEAAT B A Z) e I SO R e AR #E8  . A]
I, FERDY S B 3 5 T DA RO BB Y O
RN b, 758 PR AL 2 O R T A AE Y
AREZES . AR OB A — AR B,

PRBLAEOBORE BB B b o RE BB AL A A
bRbE AT, OISR R RS, PR IR,
PR 5 2 AR M /N U P s R . A,
XA — SRR PR BRI S R B T O S
SCEEE T AR SOBR 2 (8] ) 56 R o Ben, fi
IR PR BRI FIORS A 43 S R85 70 3L ey 45l
T & S P AFAE A R B, — e3P AN [ 2
YO B PR 8 5 1A AY () AT WD, 2015; Stemmer,
2008) o fEFJEE I S H BOR Hit FRefk 2E 170 5 ECHE it A
FER R, T H O BEE F AR, R
TR EEFEAR (9.0 BB IR A B 7 AE [n] A T O 3
RN A BB AR 7 H RTINS .

B T AEO IS Ty T AN R, B A T
TET 1) 22 - 0 23 S e SO R B RIOCR o AR Y JL R B2
o, TR AMEME . BANEIR SCHE R R
N Y. TEHRE NGRS BN R #E 7 A
B, AEZEARBHAYISRE L |
N R e I R 2 0 IR 0 AR A 23 RN,
RE A5 4 M g thE 5 o () A Rl B 19 T Dy 3 A
R AMITPE 3 00 SELAE T n]A 4 T AR
M BN EET, WG T2 5w /N B 3209
— AR CHEMWRER, B2 OFEENA, ETH
R A8 B8 N ) R = 5 o 1 8 0 B R AZ I R R,
P L A BRI . LB R S R S0
el 132 P 45 SR 7 A S

R, SO TS 0 B0 o AR L AR 2,
ARIINEIFPERR 22 57 XX — g fe 7 AR B R
We, AL WM 55 S 2 BRI AH 6 9 S SR A Y — 8 B A
122 5 N & % & it 25 . Bal Fil Veltkamp (2013)% #4,
ARGT T 3] 52 5 30 1 4 1) S B CRT IR ), /DN Bl 132 2%
PR E OISR ), (HE R R TR 5
TS ARER PR S - XU, Rl
JESCAR S R SR 25 R R AN RIS 58 A T AR <302
Bel S RN A L, R Y MR R R a5 S T,
BUD 24 9352 2 s SOAS BT e BE R G |, AR R IR B
B A SCAS T 2 1) R R SR e B, SO B
XA A BEBR 285 A 23 DA T 7 A 1) R 52 1 A7
SRR B, X IR L A AR BE AR Y L K U,
SO RO B AR AR, AR AR
# (Bal & Veltkamp, 2013),

4 XEFRERN ORI AL
RBFTEARW, ARG S0 B R —
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%28 %

TE R AR O N0 RS, (HA I Y S0 B Y
AT LU = AN O S, HE o Iy
o AT B /N BLEE L e 32 Al /N U2 SO AR L B
REdR M A O BB RE ), X IR S I
ML FO R 28 e ft AT A W8 7

BR T SC M (LA F M PE AR AL . TT s AR)
FBGRMEZ AN, SCHAE S 0 5 — A EZ R 2
i)k TR B DN/ & ST =S NP E:
SAENG . SCE BT, EeE s s — MR
I B O AR TR b A AR
NN E YN NTE ISR geobEl P Sl E Y|
Z I OC R DL S S T i A R, I R 5 A
I YT B 52 W (Koopman, 2018), [y, 2% [ ik
SCEEAE R EE, S AL LIS B A
7/ N T I N (W 20 B L N /)
BRI R, Zad B A0 R <IN,
Tk 3 0 O T i R A N 0 IR, SREL
RIS . REW T 24D, WEL2
A CRF2f ) s Hh IR B SR S GRIED BE 8 52
Wil Xef-fth A0 AT, W B 22 4 L IR
Ja ok S 28 VR T, B AR R B8 7 AR
P (katharsis)®n:, BIAE R BEAS (52 7= 4
PR HRMAZAE, Htbg s Eamabm, semgik -4
B FHR RIS SRS B 5 252 1) B R A A2, DA T B 4
)3 7 30 S 3 3k F)0 B G L+ 227, 2002).
AT R, WIS A RIBVE RN, 52
PR b2 —Fh BB S A A B IR —
HALEI S, MiEHE R EETEARMEEAY
Z MG 2 I A S R R B G 7 A EE L

i, Koopman 1 Hakemulder (201542 T
— ™ A 30 R TR SR A AR S 2 R s An e A AR
Ry AR A5 DA B H A A . T AT (7 v
(B S8 2B B X AR A O (LI 1), 302
B, T E B LA R R R B TR
AW, BRI SRR Y — A B R R R e
3 437 JEL 25 R ) ——n ] B 1 B D A 2 i D0 R0 A
A B0 BORAS DL B AE 1  R R, X AE
AR B T SCEAE AR R RS S A 1 Y
g 50 S AR, Kotovych, Peter, Marisa £l

* Koopman Fll Hakemulder B2 7E Oatley (1994; 1999)
A g IS AL 2 R,

Mark (201 1) 325 ik B ELAE &3 A fE 3 2 7]
FXTE, T AN F T 5 i U XU AS W 25 i
JEEXT 7 G 4 R R, SCE B B, AR AR
£ AR 8 DL R T MR, S TR AR Y
4 AR 2 T R ) B SRR SRz, i LR
2 SR AR B IR K RS B B E AL
W RSLET I E S A B AR 2
PEAT oA RN i o DR ahb S 2 e 352 ] DB v 15 2
PR AL P A0 F = ( fB F, BD S 2R AR R
1o AEINIE, BER D20 AY BA, SCef i T
I A B TR v X I S A A R R A L
PRA o PG, T WNZAR LT IR, SO B S B e
PEE X AN BRSO ER, FREERISC
2 ) 1 28 R Rt v A AR I S A 0 v b 2
TS, R A O B RE . T
B /NI SRR A S, AT . RO, A
SCAE, T ECE B AT BN A D)4 T
SR BRI ), BRI AR M S B — I g .

T
g LA :>>®§§%
B (s (8877)

A
X O EE
% =
5 H‘J%‘i&rﬁx
B
%
P | gkt le—] M
K P —
o2 e | |
b X%W§;;
& | |

Bl 1 32D ff @4 8 (role taking) B8, 5] H
Koopman #l1 Hakemulder (2015)

FEMAHLHIZE, SR & ITr R
544 2 Z 55 (Mirror neural system) #9452 H oy SC2# ik
T O B Y SC BB AL T M 4 A 12 T Y IR
i o BEBI TR R B TR IR F5 X, %
P28 TOAE A i 5 2 B A sl LAt AN A A
FKAUBER, B EBRIRE, 5k, FREE T
g AR B AR (MR i — 25 8 N 2K Bz J2 [R) B
TEAE DRSS ) KBl IX 38k, FFFR 2 < Bifg b 42
A48 (Rizzolatti, Fadiga, Gallese, & Fogassi, 1996;
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K, XIRHK, 2018) AR Z I L RE S L £E 28 14
A N B R R, AR KR bR AR KM 1) 58
BME RS, HEBME RGN0 4 W N
PRGS, W LM IR ATy . AR BRI
A I, X —R Gy BB IHIEE (Embodied
cognition) 1R F& A T ikt 48 2 1 A IESE . AN
I, B A RG] R N BT ) i &
A, R AR Z MRS T 2 )2 E B8 . =
FIZZH - Speer, Reynolds, Swallow Fl Zacks (2009)
T I AR A, BRI e = (5] 2 2o 78 v K A5 5
AL, TR, WA ECEER R AR Fhi K d
KT B 5, 23 K 67 S IR A I IX 2 0 o
T 2 4 3 32 A8 #F B 8] i s i, R v
I A B AR B X 2 s . X — 458
FEEH, X A4 ShAE FE A 3w b B U
X B v SRy A B RS s 9 Ak 3 = R A
oL, ol 2 Ui A 9 B 32 3 sl AR R B AR A K il
TR R GE AT TAE . Mar (2011) 56T s 45 1
JUAMHT R, R S A S BT T 104 i DX N 8
O BRI AT 55 T OE I X AR R K E S, I
HELRA T [T (IFG) . PN H AR (mPFC) A3 Tk
G X(TPHFE XL, Ji5b, WEIRAFFREIR, JRL.l
PR O 28 A7 AE BRI I N, 38 e B s
2 38 B 45 o AR 4 [ R, 061 4t AT D AR e 8L o i
H TR DL SR AN 0 O ERES .
BRME R G5 A0S K ILERE
IR, ok A AR MR R B, Terife
1 H AR E H HBR R A 4 R 48 (Mirror neuron
system) WA Bk, i B2 3 2= AR SO0 R S0
ANV AT DR I B 22 R S T Sl R X T
B E AL IE A8 /7. Altmann, Bohrn, Lubrich,
Menninghaus I Jacobs (2012)%4 #is Bl i3t — 2L faj
TR R R B, R SS HFIAR T, BEMLPkBE— &
SRR 2 FH AR N R EANEH, M
Yoo — MM FE NS R . 4R BN, XT
[RVRE BT SOAS, it A s N 45 S B SE I
SIS ST BRI LR RGP RE R 2%, LdE RS K
J5i(retrosplenial cortex), 7 AYFH%(temporal poles),
ZeaiA [al48 L [9](left middle/superior temporal gyrus),
DI M HT32 30 [ JZ (premotor cortex) 5 X 38, T 24 4k
TR HUBEE AR R R B, 3 B - T
2 1l X 46 —— AL 5 1 M T F04H Bl (dACC) . A7 5
B 2 /75 AN BG4 Kz J2 (FPC/DLPFC) I 22 (i #2

THiiH-(precuneus), LA ERIA LS A0 A I X ——
AT T /N (LPL) A O 0 19l (dPCC).. %
R LI, FERWEE T, 8RR NHA
A, LA AR Bz 2 81 P A0 R 1 ) R T
B XULH, MX T RS, FERLTNEE, &
B E T RSN RIS A O A RIS AR S 4
FHRE S, DRI EERA M 4% (Default Mode Network)
FCHAIS LR 255, HAEFERNE, B
TA T 45 S8 Pt 26 T 2 Ak T 2 1 1 — A SR A A,
F2 TS W A R N AE T AR AT 55 18 0 T M 3%
oy, BRI 4 0 T R S TR AT Y Y0 3 B
B X AN AT MR, SO R G B AR
S3UOE BN P2, T A R 3k AR X 7 1) R AL T A
TE 15 % ¥ & (Buckner & Carroll, 2007), X ES
W25 BT SLAE T, BRIFEE X CHER T A
TR S ) S AR AR 7T R 37 76 AN (R0 ) (B % 4 2
T B0 3 2o B S5 ML (self-projection) 48 it 35
NPIFEATZIEENAE A C & E(Jacobs & Willems,
2018; Thompson et al., 2018), X L& 5 B fix 4 45 1Y)
1578t Koopman Fll Hakemulder (2015)#2 H i1/
Py AR R PR TS SR SCEIRE R, EE
X /ANUE A B | [R5 TS 2 3k, AR T g i
B 0 A RIS LSS E R H TR
B IRAE S AW Z TR, A RS AR
AR AE T DA R B (5 R DR

5 NESRE

Il 5 SC A A ity AR SO A XA A0 BRI
B 227 AN R RO o B SR BT 1Y SO B 3
R —E REAE HE i N0 BB, T 1 3027 B
2B RS UE N O DR S HE Bl A Z 4R 4
Ao BRSO AZ S AT 25 i 00 0 B A A )
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How does literature reading affect readers’ Theory of Mind?

CHEN Lijuan; XU Xiaodong
(School of Foreign Languages and Cultures, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210097, China)

Abstract: Literature reading can not only improve readers' literary accomplishment, but also affect their
psychological and cognitive states. However, although an increasing number of experimental studies have
been carried out, the question of whether the literature exposure can improve reader's Theory of Mind (ToM)
still remains unsolved. To this end, we review recent experimental studies of the relationship between
literary reading and ToM, and analyzes the reasons underlying the inconsistency from the perspective of text
genre and individual differences. On this basis, the potential mechanism underlying the influence of literary
reading on ToM abilities is proposed: the Mirror Neuron system and the Default Network are possibly to be
the crucial neural basis.

Key words: literature reading; Theory of Mind; narrative perspective; empathy



