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1 5]
2> H#)i(social interaction) & 5 MA L B 5l 5 R IA KM AR R L, TR 7 BEA#
TP B I G S B RIS, ATTTIE B & X A2 28 it it 72 (Capozzi & Ristic, 2018; Hauser
& Wood, 2010). fEHHEET, 2 BETEAATE, SR SEERE. 5X0 7%=}
#WE T AR EE) . HH A A AR <58 = AFRHL A (second-
person perspective) f1«58 — A FR 41 f (third-person perspective). “zf — AF WA HIH 50— s
it O S ) B e, Bk 5 Ath N B AT B AR 1A i #2 (Caruana, McArthur,
Woolgar, & Brock, 2017; Schilbach et al., 2013). 52 41X, “& = AR A FIWF I E B0
WRIE N, RS A AT #E2 BBl (1A 05 72 (Quadflieg & Koldewyn, 2017), £
78508 LBy X7 AR A PR 60 R 555 P ) HE T 45 o L5 9 LA At N R A £ LB AU T N ZE I A A7
BEALBA BB S T HAEIA T H R A s R . R MRS 2T Y
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WL, BT MR G T AR A PERRAE AN 250 2R, MR X A SRR I BRAR, 32
A2 A 1 fE (Matheson, Moore, & Akhtar, 2013; Milinski, 2016).

AR, BRI 2 (R FC N8 = AR SRR FU At 22 L), X B AT AR 7R AN T Atk
PNCEREI PN IEL 20 K B TR VAL 7 PN O R T vk SR IE et ) |0 N B s RS
2%, FEA EEHENS S XM HME . ASCNBEZ AT MA A, Bk T HeE
AN LT B S FA RN RR M, FRAEAER T 4E2 B3N T AARI A 2L i Bl b, $R% T
i DA AR R BRI, NSRBI AL S EL AR S AR B 2 H )

2 BN ITARTIRFH

tte B A 2R 2R 2007, BE AL+ 5 & ML (Sinke, Sorger, Goebel, & de
Gelder, 2010), # 1k 191& i (Quadflieg, Gentile, & Rossion, 2015), 14K AW % <5 14
i1 #5. 311 (Manera, Schouten, Becchio, Bara, & Verfaillie, 2010) A1 H E. 4% £ 418 2 2 i
LT &J%(Gao, Scholl, & McCarthy, 2012).  AAXACEE W GEX ekt 2 H AR, #nT
DLW R XUTT & 5 AE 04T B8, B ARAE #E AT WM H.5) (Manera, von der Luhe, Schilbach,
Verfaillie, & Becchio, 2016), i 1fij o] LAHE BT {thAl 12 A U3 72 Bov (Wu, Hua, Yang, & Yin, 2018),
K AR5 % (Costanzo & Archer, 1989), B 1 I 1 41 2= AL A2 75 48 [F] 55 2 Fh 4t 2145 B

(Floyd & Erbert, 2003; Mast & Hall, 2004).

AN CARAP 7 QR I, A [ A 2 25 () L ) R SCAERE RIS S4B AMAA
SN IEFERT A HE) . BRI S, RS R4ERE b, PSR 723 [R]E B A0 5 R )
AL T WG A o ELE IR o Sl RIBIE TE A I AR R BR S TR , B AR 5 )
77, AT A T o TEAE ELAN AT e PR AR (Hartmann et al., 2019; Zhou, Han, Liang, Hu, &
Kuai, 2019). 7EIS [M4ERE b, HMAMEREINERAESER, BN A BISIEE R A
B th S IR, AT P B DR TE AT A S EL A T BE A XU B I (8] TR R R 1K
NN A TIEITEX N B T A 5 2 4% 22 (Manera, Schouten, Verfaillie, & Becchio,
2013), IXEEMRA W EEH XX A AN B AR 7 . R LA b, AN MERIBE R
BIEMAFGZHMEER, A H RN EEL R BRI R, Flin, M/ A KR
RIZHPERE 2, /NN B B R RPEZS G TilER, PP ASBEMBONIEEES); R A K



FIFERITES, T B WA R L& — BN, 0T S s R AL A, A )
(Manera et al., 2015). £ LJTid, FOESAHIL. SPRAHIA . IFESE. 5OCE BAGR BN 24t
SHAAIFE R DRZEWTE SFT LRI R —, ERENE RS HRES, 1T
AL T SO (B 454, B VLRC P N BOA BRI s 1, Mo hl stk i drtt & 0
ZRIE. SR, FERSEIAE ST, IR R A S Eah I, (B
BBt FE RN 2558 1 2 Fh R R AR A 2 B R0 5 P K A ] (Hartmann et al., 2019), ASKFTA
b NE R o 2L SN EAS EL (S E v

3 e E s THARFE

PIAN ELE) AN — BB 58 =07 SN e o IEAEHEAT #h o LA, AT THE 2% 1) LAt LAREAR M)
(global configuration) ) 77 =045 20 T2, W ARATT BB 23 T8 Az st S I HL A 7 SCI I ] 254
FRBIRAE o IX PR TE 0 BEAR VRN BNAE IR OB P RE 2 ph 22 ELB I TR A R, 42 B3
FAT I TARSA (178 75 )5 [H (Fedorov, Chang, Giese, Bulthoff, & de la Rosa, 2018; Neri, Luu, &

Levi, 2006; Papeo, Goupil, & Soto-Faraco, 2019; Vestner, Tipper, Hartley, Over, & Rueschemeyer,
2019). T 3K VRN DA SCHFIX PRI FREE BOE S, DA EAT Ty RN AR H5 i) B AR I

3.1 BAEMAREMT

2 L) (K BEAR T AL TN TR AATTRE 9 EL S0 AN BT TR J D 2 18] 45 44 (T o T F) £
PRSI ) BEAT BEARRAE, BRI ELB) XS 4 244 — AN S5 A6 A 1R Dl R B A 1T A 9 /NS (1A 45 3
JnLAA7fi#(Ding, Gao, & Shen, 2017; Papeo et al., 2019; Papeo, Stein, & Soto-Faraco, 2017;
Vestner et al., 2019). RS HAIAFERARYERITEN T, A2 HBITER— AR IR
2RI 2% (8] B A 42 Bt (Shen, Yin, Ding, Shui, & Zhou, 2016; Yin, Xu, Duan, & Shen, 2018),
P4 L) AR B 0N (object-based attentional effect), E[IVE & B4 H &/ BLfE Rl — %
PRI, S EATIR RS R T X e BRI RN . R B AT, MR BRI
—ANPNNE BB, BRSO RN B B H AR RS R, S5 Ah EE NS B H AR R
AR T Hob N N B H AR TSN E AR FLEN ¥ SR Y 231, Yin, Huang, & Ding, in
press). ANLAIL, b ox EL AN R A A T I A B R BT BT L) B RN B — A

A, AT R 2 R B L S PR EE 5 SE 3T (Vestner et all., 2019).



FERARMER TN T, HA)XUTT 22 ) G54 LA AR K 7 SAF BISRAE . AR L T30 JRy 22 1)
FRIIZAIN T, XA RN T 7 A — e R B B gb TN g, AT FL 3 e Al
Bl EAA N Tk % (Papeo et al., 2019; Papeo et al., 2017; Vestner, Gray, & Cook., 2020).
B, BRI A BT BRIk AR, 4 R R ) B 1) A T T
B AN N IR 2 52 i TR i e 8 AR BB/ s T TR B R, A sk
P I AR L (Papeo et al., 2017). LK, BEAVERTEIN T A BT P48 R 15 R,
RIL AR ZAKIFRNE, BT 0 T /NN A8 2 X 1/ A B A — R T /S N R
SN ER S, # P (Papeoetal., 2019). ff5, MM L&A FTd12
A REFIERE . A IBTERIRICIZAT S R K HEIZ TS, B2 TR IR R 4
T AR H.3hH) 4 (Ding et al., 2017; Vestner et al.,2019). A X SEHF 78 AVAIE B T 844 Ky 7
INTRrAE RN AR S, M RENE T 42 BAIN T AR T RAE . (H, KT8
PRV R T IN T R 53 T k2 EL B R IBOE 2 A7 AE T oAb TS T 0 2 44 o, F R AR A —
4518 (Papeo & Abassi, 2019; Vestner etal., 2020). 15 an 544 A4 FE In T 45 57 144 5.5 )

Bo RAEH T IA R (G FeGE ) it & a5t — LWt 7T (Yin et al., 2013).

3.2 REXMERNMERIE

M2 BB ANAE A 8] FAE R — AN BRI T, Rt — A ShaAS AL [ i FE . 7E4E
SHFT, AR b i B [N R R (B, A PR, B #E(E),
WS BT BRI A, 58 B I I I B4 (joint action, 4iXU A #EEE; Marsh,
Richardson, & Schmidt, 2009; Pesquita, Whitwell, & Enns, 2018), X7 fIEh1EHR & A 1 £ 1,
EANSERAR T — NS BB TR S5, IS BBl Eh A DU H ORI 30 R
RYERAE. AWHTTE T X B alahfE—H A FR BN g T, AR R NP —
— KA M EE D NER TR A SR 5 BRI RIR M ZNERAE . A TR, S EE R
Bl IIBE, LA AT S A TR R ok SAR B A R P AT Bl R i B FR A ) 30
B R BERE, HIEE S 2% T raifE)a, Boal St AN m T sh ko8 s 4
fIEhfE. AT, A< T 5SROI S AR RIS 22 57, A0AT LS| A AR [R] 1 1 8L 45
B X PhAE X B AN (cross-adaptation effects) 76 43 1F B T H. B A 17 1E 5% B M i R AE



(Fedorovetal., 2018). ItAh, SREAMEBIERAE LS IE AR IAE W B8 20/ 5 e a8 0
JH(Liu, Yuan, Chen, Jiang, & Zhou, 2018), zh{Eifi4% L & & (Peng, Ichien, & Lu, 2020).

RPN RAE AN IR N B B0AT 9 IR EE T 24 BT AL e e N I8 7T LR
ST FIR LR B8 AN A 2 R ESE I TR 544, T2 N SR AT RERIBNE, MTIAE AN E B
FE LR, SR 5 H 334 (Manera, Becchio, Schouten, Bara, & Verfaillie, 2011; Manera,
Giudice, Bara, Verfaillie, & Becchio, 2011; Neri et al., 2006; von der Luhe et al., 2016). Neri Al
b B4 [7) 5 (2008) fie FLAIE I 1 IX AR ERIORE o AfATIZ5 1 500 5 S BT/ M 5 AR O s 3
i, Hrh— g S WA AR AN, S RS E PR A, 4
SRR I 2 RN S 18 S I ) 235 ) 56 BE P EL Sl N, A i ) B XN ) 1 LE A % B e B )
W FEE— AR S, e isCn] DA P AR A B I3 1 SR T 1] 5 25 i) 34, BRIy 24P
AN ARTB RIS # B B E RN, AN A B B HER R, Bl g b
/NN B 28 7% 5 (Manera, Becchio, et al., 2011; Manera, Giudice, et al., 2011; Manera et al.,
2013). B 1 MEE ARG, AT OHRE B4 i T AL L XUIR 5 5 (binocular rivalry)i
Arh 1432 T 4E(Su, Van Boxtel, & Lu, 2016). JRELEEL 1A [F] i 523018 UM 2 4 (R 0%
o BIRBFFCAAT 7By — B 4518 RIS R AL DUt TLah s R il At H
AT AOBIE 70 32 BV SR s o, BUbSRIET 3. ARl 1 45 = 8 B 7R 3 4 (Zaini,
Fawcett, White, & Newman, 2013); [ 7E Bk #} S ELRT € 1 5, R AR IR SN 1t 2 L 245
SRR, AR AW TT AT AR BE AR 25280 A RIBOR AR 2R R B8 B AR s A R R BBV R AR AE
e HE PR

4 #%= B el LAY x|

VERGEPANFNESD, A BN TR — M7 S AR AT LRI E AR B33 1E, M
T FRE FEAZ A R P R R 0N L A o X AN R AT USRI 893S = AN B, 3 I 2T = A i
(LB 1) AR 45 (person perception network) . 1 ML % 1] 45 (action observation
network) A0 46 ¥ 4% (mentalizing network), 1 . Quadflieg 1 Koldewyn(2017)[f145k . 4
AR 2% 7 5308 BB 2 1) B MR FLIEAT AL 0E 0, 2 B EE AR R T T L0 AR AR 1]
(fusiform face area, FFA). B4 N T (R 4MSCIR K2 2 B 44 [X (extrastriate body area, EBA). 32N [Hi

FURIAEY)E 5 1 1) 5 591 74 (posterior superior temporal sulcus, pSTS; Quadflieg et al., 2015).
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BSR4 & T BiR 122 70 R Gi(mirror neuron system, MNS), F= ZE2 550 il A Z) 1 ) P&
WU Je = B HERA ER AR, FRRTIZ 30 % )2 (premotor cortex, PMC). % K [#l(inferior frontal gyri,
IFG)F1T0i T 7Nt (inferior parietal lobule, 1PL)%52H i (Caspers, Zilles, Laird, & Eickhoff, 2010).

Dy BN 25 72 O BEFEL I (theory of mind) 422 A, 32 2 47 57 20 Wt A Jeh 5 1O BEDIR 265 (R
L R LSS RN AT A6 A 2 B I (AL 2 Y, SRIB KRR, B4R SE,; Keysers
& Gazzola, 2007), ‘&3 ZALFEE/HE A M FT 20 B2 JZ (dorsal/ventral medial prefrontal cortex,
dmPFC/VMPFC). il 4 [X (temporoparietal junction, TPJ). HLH{IH-(precuneus, PrC)Z& i [X

(Schurz, Radua, Aichhorn, Richlan, & Perner, 2014).

R [l (FFA) |:> AiZ 3 1 2 (PMC) |:> PR TR =

Ja# £ (pSTS) BT E(IFG) (dmPFC/vmPFC)
SNBURER B 55X (EBA) NGR(=TH} W A X (TPJ)
B (PrC)

1 A E N TR A 2% o &AM X 23S0 R T 9 AR IR (R 0 4%

4.1 SHLERIAFFHERX KX

FEAB 7 AL 22 ELEIN T B A 2% I, AT F0 38 2 B R Ll R oS R X, (H
B AT OV SO AR BT R IR Fe B 22 BT T35 B H06 S48 S Ak S ELahA RSP in AR
KRIMIX o B %%, R MAETEREE X SR 2 A MR I T2 A IERIRR, BT
AR ER ) EBA X, X SRRIEESE BEUR, JRET IR 3 1E #E4T 455 (Downing,
Peelen, Wiggett, & Tew, 2006), K ] G825 #k 2 B AR I TAHSCHIMGIX . 4 T iEBH
IXANEWT, BF 7T & 2 4R E AR BB AR (multivoxel pattern analysis, MVPA) AR, Il %4>
KA pSTS B EBA [HIuE B A ACHI W AW A EL B AR 2R (Gl . IRAEURER), 2R



Ja 0 A 5 PN LB A AR e BN R S RS SRR, pSTS fEls 707 I
NEEMENZE, (HRWH I EFRRA R 2R 1 EBA X4 HANZE R Ef 2R
i TR NNERIERR, XU EBA B TN LR R AS0E, MR T b B A
KRR 45 145 )2 (Walbrin & Koldewyn, 2019). Bt FORE S — 2R W] EBA (R giah IR T
TS TN, Bt B, FEIZRo Seae 0 AN KIS BT X e, AP ANS 5 —
AN T AR X, s EBA MmN NS E R IERI S S . B2
PRI S ARAR AT T ikt 2 FLBN O R I, EBA Zfih AN/ N B AR 1 ) 45 31 1 3
(Abassi & Papeo, 2020). _LIRSESARIEN T EBA TEAL 2 HLA) B AR PER T IN T R 4% 1 =
)4 FH] (Abassi & Papeo, 2020; Walbrin & Koldewyn, 2019).

LR, B E R ORTE R T A7 AR FE LU X R AR 2 BB RIS . th T RIS R R
ALV K 2 BB s F I TRRESE AR SRER, R AT e 5 S 2 Rl B L N 25 46 5k . 7
B, SRS R BT AR E SR (H — S D AR B R S B AR S i L3 1 55—
NIBNE) SR S T 84S IFG(REME] PMC), pSTS FIZEMI IPL Z7E P 2 1 M52 N 2%
(Georgescu et al., 2014). 14, Zillekens %5 A (2019)F A aif AT & (1) M35 FE iz v 20 (Manera,
Giudice, et al., 2011)¥]20 %42 | 42> B HUAL ASIPE RN A B AN A
RN B AR AT R L K3 2 B AN S AR BB [FRE N B e
ZORBARHIMT NN B —REBFFAE. SRR, TR/ B REAAE, HE)s)H I )5 H
#2358 1 4L [ (superior frontal gyrus, SFG), 8 K IS T 10 -/ (superior parietal
lobule, SPL). 51 I [=](inferior temporal gyri, ITG)%5 )& TSI FE M &L W 2% (i [X ; _Eid &k Rk,
FEH G TR REW AR DA A BIBIETZ SO B SifERITIUY, X R 1
PRAT P28 00 75 SR T 2 I LR B VR WL DR 25 0t 7K P R BRI e 23 S TN, BV AE . 5 )y i o
B NMEEEFEIE BB B AFER, 450U 5 A% =l (right posterior medial frontal gyrus,
rPMFG). SR s 7 (/N A0 2 MDA AR el A e B i il X i X T g 5 42 LBl
PR ZE A 5% o BEA, BT U A B AL IaE A2 B2 7T LA 4 C95) B iIRE Sy, JF HAEE
NEGEFAE T HAZE mPRC ThREIEFAATRING0R, XM 1 X IS R T K
FAR A HERT, T RERE EEE A O A N 25 ¥ D) BE(Zillekens et al., 2019).

ESRWE ORI T RAEAL 2 H AR TR S DX, s AR R T N T SRR
EERAERIFRLHLRISE O TR #0771 (V2 B SR ) BUE A 15 IR, ik dls B3l R ¥



BV E ORI 75 AT ARERD L [ S5 BB . S34b, B FEIE nR /5 B SLAT AT 55 R 5 1
TR R AR T SE HE R FE 7R AT 9 S I Th RERISC &R, U EBA [0 2 75 T DATITI B 44k
FTE N AT S5 (B GH B B S ko Bl AMAZE 5

4.2 2 BRI TR S MR X

JEAL S BRI TAEA R B B 1 AR 2 AR IO DX, (BT SE i X m] BN S 5 1 &
AN S IR EN RSN (E R, DRI, 5 2k Pl SR 400 ) 5200 e i 20 B8 L IE BERAE B
K ARIVR VMG X o AE— A DUBRBE S B K sy, BF 508 I D R R AR g H R
(functional magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI)5 &5RMEAE WG AN 5] BN LSRR 4= 0 1805 15
t(Sliwa & Freiwald, 2017), &5 R AG AMIRTARH DL K IPL 9853 I X O B2 T 2RO
B, R TIN LT ST 2 R 5, M ET SR ES). Yk SYkE
SRR AU . X U BRI T AE R AE AL 2 BBk R AR R . (H2, AR
i o S A SR RN X 2 WFTEEAE H OGRS T pSTS, BB MR BRI 2%
IR X, AR 28 0 5 T A BN A W 25 IR 26 R0 5 A I 28 (1 i [X (Deen, Koldewyn, Kanwisher, &
Saxe, 2015; Yang, Rosenblau, Keifer, & Pelphrey, 2015), 3f H.'& % 22 Fh 2 A g 42 R A [
IS, WERRONAES K “ A7 (Lahnakoski etal., 2012). 4 T H#E— 45 HEBR T RAR B4 45 B
SN, Isik 28 N (2017) AL T AL ARSI B E ML, R E T EMMESICR . BITR
I, e BT 5 UART TR B 4L s ) L 3 0 (99 A PR TR A L PELAS 3 5 ) B 388 B3 (R A
AR ) BN ) B 5 O T pSTS, 1 B FEE R MVPA BOR, Jdid pSTS S 15
AT BAX 43 H EL B9 2R AR B HAS A /& F5 B . %5 0e R pSTS AEMRIEA 2 H B R (K
U455 L Walbrin, Downing, & Koldewyn, 2018), A &N Tt 2> B 5h i 4 5 PR X (Isik,
Koldewyn, Beeler, & Kanwisher, 2017). {E{EfHER I, TEZMFH pSTS H 2%tk & B )
SR BRI —AN DXCdE, B I SRR AR B T T R AE O B 1 TP X ISR T e e AL (3
AT AU X o £ b, ORI AT B A7 7E 3 IR RAE AL 2 B3 50 R IN e Ml [X —— O L R 2%

PRI pSTS(Isik et al., 2017), X L8[ DX Xf BT+ R A X7 2 ] o BROIRZS IR I LB B

4.3 LB TREX A IhEeER:



AR, —LUAIT ST B ZOIN T H) A BE R, 3k — 2B RS AN A DX AR 3N i Tl AR v
BRI MDY R . — TN AR T T AT SRR Y, AEAR S EAN T, UM Bl
YRR A S EA AR B, FRHERT I/ E B e 0BRSS, T Z3H0E 7
H-Hh G 38 248 pSTS A4 1) TPJ f38 B (Arioli & Canessa, 2019). JLH1, pSTS IR AT RE&4t4
BN T AR b (B T A, AR XS BT 73 S0 8 I ) JL e I X AR S )4 F (Sliwa &
Freiwald, 2017). [Kit, pSTS 5 EMIX HThREERE N T fe 2 BHt 2 HA R . /£
i LB RS E L R = B, EE A NS VEAE 7, pSTS 98 1 5 31 LS 45 Hh i) Tl
/N (superior parietal lobule, SPL) RIS PMC (34, Tife i EH RIS 45 I ELshh, L
PN NMKE 7T, pSTS MG IR 1 50814 vmPFC [1)3ZE4z(Arioli etal., 2018). H i
A R T REZER AT FE S WINIAR A, R R 75 5 58 22 FR A >k 4 1 22 i AN [5) BRI AN [R] 2R 24
Fhox BN T A D e A 2, IR/ R BE Y st pSTS fEAE & HLahfE B AL P A
o

b RESRE

FEA SRS, RS ELE o EATSEME T 4 & A B 8, FrUA AR 44 B
NS BT EE . XM E A Ak RN R AL AEYIE 8 — R, AR H R A S
MU, FRRILE X A BRI T M T IR B, Sein Tita )
Al RV IS R TR VAR Sz el 1 bV G L WA R i SN NP S e Rl ko2 LN R AL ) | PR 5 )
VERALFEAL AN TAR IR R o A2 Al — N RFOIN TR, Frid M i i 25 60 45
AMARIBEEIIN 4 BIAE %2 R 245 A0y 54K X 4% (Quadflieg & Koldewyn, 2017). X412 B Al
TR R, WP RO TR EBA 2 5t BRI IEIN T, Tsh &M
248 000 A X 45— i X0 5 SIS /E FRAE A O o SRS A7 P Rl 5 1 i [X % 4 45 FL B
R TR, H AN i X AE A [F D0 i BFRAS S A% 38 R N ¥ D e 0 T 58 itk 25 B
Bl T 5 FE 5 2 (Arioli & Canessa, 2019). S 45 5k%E, REMFTEM S HEN T#T T 2
TIHARZR, AHICA — S e ok i) o

F—, AR PUERN B2 HINES, ERES N RIES X, (IR 1215
KHTRIBEIERAE®. HRER, 5~14 NHOB)LEMRIFALS TAER, S5
PN ) N S T BB A AR LA B S, A ATk EL S 2 i AL [F) 5E K (Galazka, Roche,



Nystrom, & Falck-Ytter, 2014), i HAEM M MASH BB ) ahm o, AATTH) HOGERE R
AR 8] 22 ATl R MA R 2 5 E B A4 (Galazka & Nystrom, 2016). X Bt BIAE] 1
BB L2 B B35 B G R AR AR I BE 2 1 %R, SR ITIXRhEE 1] g
FENFAE AR A B B R R OR B R oK, DRI EAT — € st e . AR W IE AT i
2, EanRUAE TS5 (Wang et al., 2018), %42 L3l (14 6 A& 45 PE SR AR BE Sy B 452 (9 IE
i

B, UMERIRZ AR, AS0E £l EVIsshS5tE i oK EAYERtE &
PEAS BB RISAR BT B AN AL S, RN TARAS T %448 7> Z IR S R 454 5% R IOFRBLIH £
P 18] B 28 (Farah, Tanaka, & Drain, 1995; Reed, Stone, Bozova, & Tanaka, 2003). #HLLT#&
2 A R 2 5 L T 2 TR AR (A5 S, A REL S 1) A 5 ) AR T R 2 TR R A A5 R
H, HN TR T s B, DX A AR N AU 8 5 oA o AR T RIS 2
(Goffauxetal., 2011). SHFLAVEYZEZML, +oH 0 LA TE 77 X T, FFH
it B Z A 2SR, B 3o Fir DA & Bl (SRR T vl e T L3l B )
RIK T, TR BLE AR T AR AR I T OC s . (B2, EIRHERE & IR 5 25—
A SR HEAT IR TT o

=, MRS R DRI S RN TR — RN Tl i . RAEIA KA
7R T AEMEE LS . OB AT pSTS TE 412> B 300 1+ 114 F (Arioli & Canessa, 2019;
Sliwa & Freiwald, 2017), {EGi& &ML TAARIRHERIIRBLE], FF X, ERmX 2
[ DhREERE AL, VA V2 n BEARRZR . toan, ZETRIIA NSRRI, R X D e
PR M HA M HERE MBS 4E; pSTS 2 & RA LMLt 2 a5 S Thhe; AFSE
T2 B Z L4 2 K (1) 577 (Canessa et al., 2012; Sinke et al., 2010), &K #iT A5
(1 2h e e A (Arioli etal., 2018)555% . fix)im, MIAALTEZIRIE “H=A” HHBNH
I, {HEEE 2 Neh s 5 [E) 10 55 A (hyperscanning) & 8, N5 A\ 2 8] SEi B 5h 1
FRALEIE Ay 58— ABR” A& EEhHt 7t i # 5 (Kingsbury & Hong, 2020). #A1, H
A ELHENS EEP AL A R AL BN TR T IE D, AR AT 456 2 MR T BAR R A IEN
Gk NSDEZ IR



wJa, HETHIRE 2 b T i Al AR SR LA RS, ARkl A Kt
HEMTHIN M. CF 2 WOEE R P50 835 (At 2 B3 in T e & =2 214 F
(Centelles, Assaiante, Etchegoyhen, Bouvard, & Schmitz, 2013; Kuschefski, Falter-Wagner, Bente,
Vogeley, & Georgescu, 2019; Okruszek et al., 2015; Walter et al., 2009), #141, =IhEEH HIE £
F TCHER] B SR T Atk N PRI 3/1/E (von der Luhe et al., 2016), 1A #i43 240E B8 5 BAR K
TERBRVEBAE B e A 32 2145405, (H DRI H 0+ 25 T gl v A= iz sh IRl e 0 1) T 1%
(Okruszek, Piejka, Wysokinski, Szczepocka, & Manera, 2018, 2019). 3k ] 7| I 5 B A5 4= 45 %%
JEE T R AU0 I SIS 43 AR SRR 2K Be i £ N Ak 2 BB A EIR M, I AH IS 2 I T
TR A i BB . shAh, MR GRS 5o N5 N EBIAT )y, BIandE A3
XA BEREARROATIN, tLECH BB TR S AR

S5 3
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The cognitive characteristics of and the brain mechanisms underlying
social interaction processing from a third-person perspective
CHENG Yuhui; YUAN Xiangyong; JIANG Yi
(State Key Laboratory of Brain and Cognitive Science, CAS Center for Excellence in Brain Science and Intelligence Technology,
Institute of Psychology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing, 100101, China)
(Department of Psychology, University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing, 100049, China)
(Chinese Institute for Brain Research, Beijing, 102206, China)
Abstract: The ability to recognize and decipher social interaction of others from a third-person
perspective is critical for our daily life. There are two cognitive characteristics accounting for the
processing of social interaction: configural integrity and action contingency. A hierarchical neural
basis underpins social interaction processing in which the person perception network, the action
observation network and the mentalizing network are concurrently engaged, wherein the posterior
superior temporal sulcus plays a crucial role. Future research needs to explore the heredity of social
interaction, to elucidate its underlying cognitive and neural mechanism by combining various

technological methods, and to focus on its application in real life.

Key words: social interaction; third-person perspective; configural processing; action contingency;
brain mechanism
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