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EFohAg R B E IR AR EHLH"

" OB OBBE X E K %

(h ERF2E B O BBEIT I, SIS E R RS ENE, MRS SR AR S A .0, LT 100101)
(PEBABE R F OB R, LA 100049) (AU RRN: 53 MHFsE F 0, JEa0 102206)

H E REFHAER TR LGRS TALGABETPALCLIHAAELEL, Fh ARSI LEE
THoAEHAYEHEIXFAAETRANEHME, ZFMa0— R Rimhf et LI L A i it o X
o A R BBH R TEAZ Bdn Theib ikfe bty A EMHET LR AZGAmmd, ATREFSX RN
A B ETAEEE SRR ENA X, XEER TIRRMRT — AP ALK L4 FRMN AR
BANEREMAREEARGERL, KRRFRENAT, TAHARABBRNGEERLABTHEDESEREL
A fe st P AR B R A ALE, M LR R A R Ak B X B EA T SRR, FIHIERL
THERER ARGt FREBN ASR R F TS NI AT ED G TR, AEHLEATL
el Bk BRA F AR R

KEE ASMemit, AWiEd, AEN, BAFS9ES), THAMK

5ES  B42

1 5|87 o B R B AR RS B A P TS R B
3 AQ‘E\/A‘ 5 N \RI_/\Q‘—' H A
W 1 (amimacy perception) - i i JErE AW AT N . IR — A Sk A A

B, A B FIRATE A skb 17 & 40 B Ve B YRR . T
e FTREMIAT R o R 75 0 7% B 0T bt e LA
Jiff 7 WAt 45 8 B 3))(Shultz & McCarthy, 2012).
T T A AR AR A A R 0 X3, B EE T
RAMMERSE RS =2 H—J2 B M0
YL SRR, T REELVAE Y AR T
Kz gh; H =LAk A B S R & T~ Boh A E
B A1 4T3 (Shultz & McCarthy, 2014), #—
PR BRI . W H AT LS A Yy
FLE R A AL R, 5 Je AR A i &R N
T THTFL (P Gk Tk o 940 v L 5 T ot e,
I FHAS 2 R AL P 00 i A S0 e A 2
Wk F: 2022-10-13 Bl (Looser & Wheatley, 2010; Ritchie et al.,
* [E 5 HAREFF L4 (32171059, 31830037). TR 2021), HZAHMX, ERERLRUEDNEN., S5
B A3 2030-1 K101 H (20212D0203800) . H [E 2% LR AT LIS ST T I SEHE S| & At v J HoAH ¢
B i s 4 e 5 B £ % SR (XDB32010300) 7B 4 i 7% 3l (Chang & Troje, 2008; Scholl & Tremoulet,

2R TFAEAZ XA (ICTD-2021-06) . H E R} 245w 7 . . —
: Hu e B
BIF R HE S . R EPRL RO HEATSE T A EWE T H 2000; Schultz & Biilthoff, 2019). JLH HELEEA

25 Tl e 2 22BN B % 1R B AT AR i M Y 5 B (Di
Giorgio et al., 2021; Scholl & Tremoulet, 2000;
Tremoulet & Feldman, 2000), X #5148 68 1 X% F
NZEA A AT B B A0 2 L (Wheatley et al.,
2007), RSN HAYETZE (Frith & Frith, 1999;
Szego & Rutherford, 2008; Waytz et al., 2010), 7£
H < AMREE U 2 45 1 A AR b, A R v A i
AIFETE IR PR T REVE . /E B9y B2 Bl “FERY
SR o BRI IR A A, S s iR
PR, Ak B S A U A TR R AT

(E2CX4325CX) LA K v o A RE Rt 50 i < WX ) SRR, SRR T LA G ER ), JF
BEVEA: £ %, E-mail: wangying@psych.ac.cn A ROARAE e BIRIT AR, e A b
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My AR R B . A, AR A A
IETE R AT B T B AR R A 5 E R
REARAATE 22 55 (PR L5k X4 48, 2021), Hrp
AN Z ok AL AT D AR BER 49 BF 58 IE 95 (Congiu
et al., 2010; Rutherford et al., 2006; Vanmarcke et

al., 2017), A, REHBLEREL LM LM,

ANASUAT Bl T B A 4B 7S A i PR RE TR 22
BLH, A B A PATAE S5 At 2 DA R i i i)
WP S %, BA H A Be B SO S B
{Ho AIOHFSEix BRI L8, B emBEs| k&
A i P R BE 9 20 25 2R B 28 TR AR SR T SR
BEME AR IR SR T R A PR A R
SRR A ALE, JEAE AR TR A B — P B
FEHIR A A

2 SlRERMMENHEER

A E AT AR, RATE ISR AL 4r
WNBLREEAW R, H-LENE
H 2R A= iz sh B iz g (LT i pr i = AR Wiz
LK R), FEARRILTHEMARMEUL 1TE  BRER .
W 3l S5 B 5 AR A ke 1 4D A i Bl
KM E, /R SN E T BRh R
FeE BRI s sh (UL F M AR R I K s
IR R), EERI R —A TS H AR Aok 324k
ZIHTA B XS E, LARAPRERE
SRR B AR T S A fw kb, (EAFSR 8% 2
R F B A, L E R PR AR R
| & A A T N v 0 R BB 3 T R R A AR
21 BREVEHEER

ST FE R LIS & AR b s AR s B
&, W HE EZORA T AR, — &SR B
FEAEM R IR R ia 3l, 5 g Forp AL iy R 2 [
A2k G B B A R IR S W) T AR A i I 0 B
ZIERHAAR RIS NI RE, HRE
2 H TR B 53 SRR A A, AT AT A AR
F A At FEAE
2.1.1 EXEYISIRIBHAR

FI A iz sh R 58 A= e MR 2R A T L
THEA WS, W EREENEYEHAERR
FE B, A RAENATE .. MRNIEERE .
ARSI Y ()T A S5, AT AT BB AT LA 5
2R M ESL A iz sl B B A A AR AR, BD
(B NS E | O SR AR 1 b s - 3

R — R B R T SRR S B SR A
Johansson (1973)FF-AIH: TA/ELK, Kbl 5tiE
B, AT E 2 WL B A 7 D B LAS 206 i
e RmE g, BRI A A IR AR AE, O
PEPR N E W R AR SR, AT E DT
(Wang & Jiang, 2014; Yang et al., 2014; Zhang et al.,
2017). #M1EZAI(de la Rosa et al., 2016). 1%
(Clarke et al., 2005)F114 5l (Pollick et al., 2005)5%
o MO REEYZ SR ERR T AR YR RARR
RIMTEERHE, MR T AWK A 12 S RHE,
HE & TR AR s s i & s SR RIFB L
4 A A PRI

XL NRAE N BB E B AHESh B, 172
HEEIEWZHRAZ —, AIRELOCRATE
BIAVIARL, W T AR A artEr M5 . Chang
F1 Troje (2008)AYAFFERM, HHiZ BOG S AT
EMANZE A SRS T gl m AR AR S R A= A PR
20 AR AR L (B 2% O3 A PR XL ) B AT
LT Jg 6 A 9 3 Bl A 6 (R 254 o 19 32 3 D ) 1
TREE B, WL IH T LR N 31 — 2 19 2F i ok,
PERATHE HAL B 10 R R i Sl R IR — i A A
ML R . F35h, it miATE R & B A
(NIRRT SN sy b G RE e g A A B e VA
s, WFFEE R, X T A R R AR, HOE
SEAT B S AL BTG E A I R AR
A g2 A A PR 53R A J126 % . Thurman 1 Lu
(013)TEAMBATA BT U S T 5 8 3 /R — 2
6 RAT L 1B B 2 AT T W AR A VR Oy o e A,
Thurman FI Lu (2013)IA°~ Chang Fil Troje (2008)
il P e R AP AT #1932 Sh 28 0L TAE M AP HL BATOE,
B AR RS, X5 PSR rh 3 W) 2 A 23 1)
EWBEA -, I, MBI BR TR
WATHE B RA MR s LL RSN 3h )5 ) 2 &
Ry #32 B s 55 1 05 1) — 2L, 45 3R LA AT
ARATEL iz shrh, 2E i v 0 o A (SRR T )
AR RIS 3, I TR Rz 3 R RS
RSB Iy ] — Bk . B TSR, HABRE A AR
e M6 AT i3 3h 48 B AP IR A A Ak we 7
Vallortigara Fll Regolin (2006)% %% 1 W 4= 364 T
(EE R TIPS A SRS SR N =SS
RIWE IESLATERDE R S m iy, g2k g B
F1%y 5 o 8] R Oy 5 Sy AT E 5 1) — 2L, (HOULE R ST
PP IIA2x o BIFFE A A4 SR UL R AR 19 /)N
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XX TAF G 5 I E AT 8 A Y is 3t B gk
BYRLSE A Gr, $2 8 AT AE 32 3l A0 A= i M 7T B
YR e

Rili A= sh W) RE 0% WA & S JIAE R AT B B
Frh B A e, TRES H A S 2 HiBkE )
5|4 X (Wang et al., 2022), 2R, A IGTEAKRAY
Y, HizshBARE, 2 &M mda 25,
BT A= A T D R SR 5 N 2R Sh A i A ()
W7 Ma %5(2022) % BLBE Ih fh 3 B X 1E 37 )6 55 B
a3z g BB m i, BT S AR 4 AE 2 BLIE ST
O A5 B0 €052 B 000 A £ 37 R ) B BRI U
B, RN SEER T I —BNiEsiLER
2 B ) Ao B AR M SR IR, AR S 6 7E K
hA B Ak FEE R EAIRA . Larsch F1 Baier
(2018)3H T R ARG R B B SR, FE
T BE 0 % L W] 2558 B 1 Az a0 v B R 242 B
FRIEAE LR OCHE A . AT TAE SR SR LT 5 4800
A B4 18 AT SN LAY G S B D fa gl il k%
PRVES T R G IR Nh BE 5 f0 (Y S5 FETE S, 257
e 3 3G BE B O S shm Al 3 g RS .
HE—2Hh, MR GARN T 8 S HE .
BE . ESEESE, KB A KRR R E ST
HIRIWiAYE sl . LL 1~2 Hz S8 B AT #EgE AN AT 10
Wi (swim bout) . 0.7~0.9 s =45 Wi 3l 6] f& (swim
bout interval) 3 I 5l ) 2= FFIE 231 LD 4 i 5l
2B SR RIS, ANy, XX e S HEHE Bl RRAE
Wil 17 f1) A= A I 8 #E Rk G b B T 01
FH, IZGE0 A8 0 RS IR Bl T B £ i 25 B i s AT
Ho FIRBEF SRR IR B LK A HESh L RE DA
FLA R U R 1 A 32 3 b B 20 4 e

AWAERIFE T 7o, Bling 2k,
B B RRAE 2 — 2 BE P DAL R AT A, AT
DI RZS e, KB B0t k23 Shid:
AR E AL, E AR TR A B AR Y S B A
3, BV 258 i PR 3 R MG 5 ) 19 1E AR RE P
fir o HAETX TSR A Atk s e R eE T H
TERGib b 14721830 (40 Chang F Troje, 2008), 1 &
ATt R R LE I Bl ) SRR 25 | i 5 28 1 B ol
NERE AR A R — A AR T BRI T 1] o
2.1.2 EHIEMIEEHHRIHFR

SR FH LS5 A a2 Sl 0 2B i PR e B 3R
B T D EUUR B A AR W B K A AR W) B B
B, HJmBR TR iz s 285, i —Leht

G BB Wiz shl i, WESE T S 2 2R AL ]
KA A AL W IE B AR . X SEIF ST
B JE %R T 87 SR LA DR DL B S A i Bl 26
LAYz S, WA SR RE R X P A= i3
RPN B R e, IR R E B SRR
A= A B T AR T

Kawabe (2017)45 ¢ i A2 Bk K 5 imi 7 4 1
Y B 1S e R AR 132 B R B GG 6 T 0 34
HURH, 53— D BERIY AL ol & B Fi gk
BRHETE BB IR, B LG RME
Bk ER Iz B 2 R BE 0 A A PR R o ABATTIE 53 1
tH Bk BR TR 2l i v 9 A2 B RT RS WA CFF AR
Wz R BRI My, AR [ s
SRR T, DR — i R AR A
AR, 4R e IR TE FIT-BS (4 2H 5 % T ke
A R L . IRAh, ZMER RS T
P T RISV A% 22 1] F9 A ) 8] s F 24 i 4 B 5 Rk R
ENGASE R, i R >4 B ) 18] B 45 K, A i e
TIFBEREN R &2 2B . XS R RN, B
P F 7 — 7 I 1] 10 ] P 19 2 o 5 | A i P R
B 1Y KA 2R R L Michotte (1963) & Bl 24— J7 B fe
23 (] T 1 28 MR RN 4 O 7 A RS, WA
SRRy YL B it o X R AR BB
HUfI# (Caterpillar stimulus), Parovel Z£(2018)%} [t
TUEER GRS el 5240 Xz s
Jr¥e, K BUHTE A LIS SR A A A R RS . B
IR BB MR Bk RS B 2R, L T AR TE RE
Ry, H X SEBIFSE I R ) W] 6 T o il i v W
S SRR R AR A R e 1) E AR

D3 A —Se i 58 RIS SR TE T 91 kA4
i PR S ) — M B A R Mo I, X e
SR B, HLK3hiE sl (self-propelled motion) 2 —
P RE A WL 7 A e 14 2 i M R O 1Y e B A
W ZAFTERZR R . H ML ARRAE 2 B PR
1R, SRS TESE A 20 A & T i 128 ) (Castelli
et al., 2000; Scholl & Tremoulet, 2000; Stewart,
1982), YJLATIEHE AT LI A 3 kidiz gl (Castelli et
al.,, 2000), H F XA # B (Tremoulet & Feldman,
2000) . H F kA% iz ) 77 [ (Scholl & Tremoulet,
2000)5% F E #2452 2% (Santos et al., 2008)H,
WL s B A Aw k. LA, Bk 2
SRR & 132 30 J5 0] 2 [8) 1 — Bt 23 52
Az fi M BN (Tremoulet & Feldman, 2000), 4444k
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RERE 11 32 UK B Ok 32 B0 2R (0% Jr 1) 1 3 Sk iz B
J7 1M — B, AT 2 R — B, B R
F B B i AE iR . Di Giorgio 2£(2017) B IR &
BT A J LA AT LAigs & A i MR N 1 A 3R K 31z Bl
BT b, T 24 /0eR A 3 R RS Bl ) R B e
(RI/NER LLiz 3 i 75 20 AR &S, 3 i il 4 T 2k
B E L Bt & B & T A R IKShiZ )
BAVEATHERE ) o ZR6 BRBIFFEIESE nT LA,
e ERFNE s A 30 T RE R T A i e B 1
REMEZ—.

— PR R BL A A R A B LR
BB RENEHNZES . 7FARR S, AR
M KRS AR T B T 3% EE D R
AL, AR EATARREAKSE A B A 47 1 RE 4 & HE BT
O E Fizsh, FanskER . B oK e
Wl bR S, IR EMT T, R R
P RE A HEHT 5 A A9 32 Sl L TR 5 ) 952
3 e 98 5| & T 5R 1Y A A M R GE o Szego I
Rutherford (2008)#% [ I 32 2 (1) 5 A1 1] T iz o 9
S Bl e A A ORI B b kR
VEFEIRA 2l ) g A A PR T g . XS R T s
BN 05 A — BN LR A 18 s 40— 3, Rk
JE A 22 P K ] 132 Bl Y A5 B i g S
HA A, BB, YA KT E (S E
o7 B, X—RONTER T . SR BT R
9 A HRIEILRE ARG — > 32k 112 ) 2 A 6
S AR (YD e S ek = A R o ERA R i il 7 WA e i OB
B, R TE 2 ERIE AL T EMmNE S
(Kaduk et al., 2013), X LERFFT A, A5 76 7 Hh Bk
I, EIIRTREAE N —FhIREE AR R TN ZENTE
SNPIRIAE Ar EE . Y H B I E i
Bt WS AT REHE I Z Y R A B BT N g it
U8, BERSHCHL A SRAFAEME fy, MR A4 firik
22 RUEBEMEHEER

BT AR A B s, S TR R
B E BRI B A A P AR AE . TERE TR
BRI L MBI T, A DB S
o0 JE 7 L1 Bl P A8 0 B AR 1 A2 Bl R
Tz 8, B RILERHIEME R ZIE 12
BB B9 AR GG X (40 Shultz & McCarthy,
2014), SR HE 20508 R T # B AR IR IE S 3R
TR AR X T 32 B A B 175 k1 A= i M 0 58 1) 5%
R AN B8 AR IR 25 1 T SR S8 (n ek . =

M. JriaE), B ERHE SNSRI AL BT
ORI T HAT b —E B B, FEPLe R % 2
RIZE B SRR T R LR A S5
(4N Frankenhuis et al., 2013; Gao et al., 2010; Hofrichter
et al., 2021; Tremoulet & Feldman, 2006), H:+#, %
W2 3h F M5 R th A E R R B R S
BE, RIUBEMWEHLRATRKI N Bir 20
izgh, WEAKHZhZEME EREEES), LI
SN B LB BLR R T kA AT E RS BT IE
P, EEE b T RS R AR AN B I R 2R
221 HirSEIED

H A% 5 n)42 Bl 248 3 A7 S8 BRI A5 9 R
A B AA B X EiE, s —A- ik
(Shultz & McCarthy, 2014)8¢ & 5 Jil—MT45 (Shultz
et al., 2011), XHKiZFhSiEMELE =4 id s Lk
LA A MR N5 . Tremoulet F1 Feldman (2006)
R, B— A2y PikeE 208 1k 0 e
AT 5 ) I AR A AT R, S X s
SR A A P PE A A b TR A s, Ul
BIXTIE B AR E HARHE R A T A dr I H 8
AW IEEE =~ T JLE B 3L T LT BIE (W32 3)
BEOK E R R A BRI 3k Fln, L AR
2L TT LA BT 0 H bR = s sh i B
FREVA B (Csibra et al., 1999), T ELiX Xt H AR
HE AFE B R ML RMATE BRI L ER
HAEE, 6 MTARMWEILSIEBEREET -1
AT, XA & TSk R TG B
M EA T B H B9 #(Csibra, 2008), %245 %
W13k B B AR Y R PR RO R X KB B R
RAEATIER B KA R
222 WEEKEFIED

WENRH 52 Bl —eds — A4 F AR 0Z 3 LU
W T KR A — A FRA B3 AT 5 m
(Blakemore et al., 2003; Schultz et al., 2004), —7F}
fAT B 138 B AR 2 — AN/ P ER A B — A R 1/
BR BN, 76 A BT B IR, /NER B A ES A ()7
a5l o RS 23X Bl 3 T 6N ok Sl WIS A A
B F K AY H Bl (reaction event), RI/NER A 7EEZ /N
BR B, Wi/hER B#EE T/NER A WEIEREMNZE, I
AT Y E SRS R e, thdn, 4
/NER A filAlE T B S, /NEK B AR IR 55— s
B, WEEH W 22 5e 8 WA oA ik & A T 6t
f#(Scholl & Tremoulet, 2000), — > 1 BE Y Ji K 2,
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NERET

JE %316

INERAAIE IS AR T ShBER AL B, AT LLE i Al
Yy SRR A R, TR WL 5 3 AN £ % 48 11 2 A
WK A=At o BeAh, FEMAS /MR E S A, ﬁ
2% PR 2R B0 253 W) WL 56 5 0 T A AR 22 T) i
1% (contingency) ¥ /& (Blakemore et al. 2003)
YA Iz ) FARTE S [B) 4RI A & A e, 78
18 Fy I ) A IR IR S8 A W20, A B g
Hrr AR, U RS RITR, B3R
oe e Y SR . (A3 EIRMIZ 32 (8]
HAT R E B I 23 5 2 ] BE 2 B iz 8l 51 i A= i
P0G B B
223 SEMKEIEFH

gl A TE 2 A B U IEDE R, g2
FHW B E A, A, Heider Fl Simmel
(1944) 83 T — g, Hrp LA JL B (—
REME . — DN =HMIEA—A/ N B E—D K
PR, XEEEIE N — MR Tz g)
KA, R=MIBBE/D=AIER/NEE, /N=
ST AN B8 fe A Bk T ORAEIE, R =BTk
FEIL SN BNy o B REAFTE 2 £ T 5 5)
(RSl i, WLEE T TR TR 20 X SE T 7 A A7 A i i
ENG . 7 —Fhki 2 FRE LA Z 24 =
FTCAE — & 19 BE B A4 18] — A BUE I Wi g 2
FIEIZ G, W5 AW A 3 AR IR
BERENR, JF HX R ENG 0 2 W al T~ — 4

HIAT A, AR B FR S AR B (wolfpack effect)
(Gao et al., 2010), ARBERON S T HA & EEE
P iE shEk K51 & A a3 MBS (Gao et al.,
2010), XFhE KMo 2 FHs ShFE AR, AR
HeE . R . WOEE Ty ). #A IR 3B B (heat-seeking)
Fas (A4 45 (Hofrichter et al., 2021), 24 FAAHHEE
EEHAE YIRS, s B 18 B B4 (Frankenhuis et
al., 2013; Gao et al., 2010), BIARX}EKE T HiE
HIB T o 28 AR 488 78 S5 A1 =22 ] B g i
A Bl F 3B & A 4y M R I (Meyerhoff et al.,
2014), X UL ALY IS SRR R BE R T ORBEAE
BB R, SN F R )
Tt SR, IFERTE A RN EE)
BEER G R A S . BN, Takahashi Al
Watanabe (2015)4z 4 124 J&] Bl 1) s B 45 H b 1™
AR AR S B, Bl RN B A 2B i 1 A
KRN o W Rud, FEARRE T — M2 sz
SR AL, LRI R R R, £40F
PR B R 132 Bl O 7 R (B A7 A 38 38 55 G
ARG REZ ERE a5 & A A rE i 8

25 LRTR, JTitis3h KRS BA A arik iy
%,A%i%L@ﬁfiﬁﬁﬂ& Wmme

RIS IR A fi

@%ﬂ)ua %‘:_{

BHILR

ﬁki ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ%& %Hﬁkﬂ

B 5% M) A A

TN ENARNHRERAETELRN

PERIDE Y G I S RRIE

TEER

I FRHE

£1 BREDERSNEES
EE NN - ey
- RFEHEDFF W58 7 s
Chang FI  PFHM 6 41T 535 B A= b
Troje
(2008)
Thurman — PFEAE ST E B BH 02 Ardt
1 Lu
o (2013)
Bt VD Larsen A 1SR 42— B BE 1 £ 1435
gy B Baier IE SRS T B SR I T 7 69 %
E B (2018) BE, VLGRS I0IE B R A RS
2% 1K JR LA BE L 0 25 B30
gl Michotte 5 B JLAT R 2 dr b
ey (1963)
i

R (KR AT LI R B 02 31 R
TR B R IE SO A AR W is Sl A L
{5 7 R AT B R Y A A
%%%%ﬁﬁﬂW%%%@&
J7 1] — B AR — BUR A A A
5, IES LU SE AR iy ﬁmu

B 7 ORI BE L 5 &
*ﬁlﬂﬂ‘, B 2% e A S
3, PRI R A R

075 He LUA 1 A AR e 4
7 AT, WEEE 2
JRnE A= i

1 i@a B Ja 7 iz Bl
756 A Y IESL

A\

zm
A= IIERR ESLZ 30,
NIz B T — 5

f‘

Bt [ SRS B
SRR, A0 A R a2
3, R R W e B
0.7~0.9 s 747 (swim bout
interval), A #1432 3h
%42 (natural path), #EEFI
AT AT 5
EUFEEREH MY
BAEAETE T3,
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s
e Rl WIT % EBLR KHE AT
Kawabe ¥ & BEBRIE 30 BN OE S ABTIUBKIRAE T FISE SUBKER % 31 BRI GE 30 6 & 9 A5 T
(2017) IR IZ B4 4 ) I B IR S T 1 4 i%inﬁﬂﬁ%#fﬁ% TR MIE S 414
frlE FIBKEREN 42 BERRAE I R 7T 0T 3 1
B — 4 B A ﬁVﬁ =%
f I 1 O 2 A Bk K P 4
S A o P L B W o
- Parovel % FJHIEA- MO Tk L MR T2 BB RTREN TR KU T EEREHW
ﬁz o (G018)  ESNRUUTEIBMAE AR, PTG Es e, TR RS
e
gy EW Tremoulet [y WORLAE AN IS B A f B, A i b A SR . HETTT . A
g B MIFeldman g 42 |- ] i g 25 gk B R0 ), R BREARALRRK, ARAwPEITSY 2 R A e 5SS
- (2000) — A R AR A K 22 ﬁ%;i%ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬂﬁm By —k,
75 [ 1 T B 3200 ) RS A 0) HOR— B4 P T A e
FISE 3 7 1) — B4 1 AR — 8
ST 2R A
Szego Al AIF A BE MY 7S BN, fE IE TR AR AR L, B R REE DR S
Rutherford & 7 F W i 5 RS & 5 LT 00868 0 I TR IS shiat,
(2008) £ 25 B o B T e £ 257 1 4 G
Ahr  Tremoulet 1-Wi%E% 0 A a5 StIO M 24— S AW KR BB 1L 00 [ RS Ik AR,
S FIFeldman A gyt P4y @ﬁEﬁNTﬁ#%muﬁm
g (2000) PERTE T, WA 1 A
ﬁﬁﬁ%?ﬁ@%ﬁ%ﬁ%u
Csibra RN - LT BERBFREIL RS a TR AEMN, 12 kR B4R & B RAg
(2008) FF A BRSSO . B & AT B BRI S S, A
PULAE B AR T 0T B RS
AT £ T
HB WE  Scholl Fl LR T IR APE T WL H 0% BR A BLSREER B AT, R B A P 80 F 4K 1038 8 fE B
fp kT Tremoulet  FANEBAI/NERFIGE N A W CIFHATLEEER A MOFRGES, 25 FAFTER B .
Wiz iz (2000) t%ﬂ%ﬁ? PRI AP T 22 K — ) I ] 0 A A
#ek B SEW A A IR /NER 3 7 R B
L% Gao%  FIN CEIREA MO AS N BB AR S R R
k. (2010) A T ARG T — AN, AT T R B <ET00 YA Wi
iz WA H A — BRI — Pk BRI R, MR
&) R AT EE S TIB BRI A ] [ Bl 1 0 1) £
S SE RO, LRI B R L IE AR B0
B AL S S B TR
X2 3 1[50 K S R
Meyerhoff i FIit 85 460 J X B S0 AR 4 /NS FE I 5 2 WA AR B3 Hl £ 6 5 B 20 1)
FQ014)  pfalgE BN O RBLEE . B 25 [ 430

3 BRI REMERNEEIARHLE

A BT K A A R A5 138 sh R R I R Y
KRB, BT Z WAL T & 2% 0 B A i
Ao AMERFI T 230 ERMNYEUE AL S
LB ), FIRRGE T B S YR
IRBEBA B O R (CINIRPUE Sy . X BRASH 1 S

Hear A ml ), A LR E R Tz BRI N6

g
T2 o0 PR S (AN B AR

(T B B RO AN B ) 2 TR O PR
=N

16 26 %5 ) I 15 B

(Santos et al., 2010), X1z gL RHS AT LAAHILLE

H A

PERISE o BEXHZBLR A IS B9 AN T

RG], BEFEF AR T 2R R, AT
VSR AN B A i A0 28 M 0 A B i S Bt
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ARG IO TR AR B B RS T AT B B A e
BN HIBL] o B BB UL RN SPE AT 3 S5 0 A 25
VIS 1 BE RS T FRATT A Al 7 2 2 i T R
3.1 “HEAERIEE {15 (“life detector” hypothesis)

AR IR UL - Troje #11 Westhoff
(2006) 4 M, TA A ik H AT B8 A7 76— Fl X5F DU R A9
JE b is AU AL L R AR, X — AL AT AR AR
DA 25 R Bl A 3 0 — 87 i 45 R 48 . Troje
1 Westhoff (2006)25 W5 & 8L T 5244 1) (coherent)
=5 (8] 41 LAY (spatial scrambled) Y i 4545 4 sh i,
IR EEE FAT Iy A n] . AT B, WEE REA
25 [ AT HL ) sl e AR BUZ B i fE A, B2
AN 1 7S (8] T 6L 20 i B 50y ) i E D BT
R o X JRy 38 Ty Im) 9 1) £ 3k I T g 55 £ 37 A AR
THEIERAMAENNSEELRA K. I8
i SR S SRR Ay, RIIE T &R
FEEHLITHENIBR SN ). 455 Mochon
Hl McMahon (1980)44& Hi iy i, BITE 3 37 B B
WLAJE 35 2 &6 T I 2 T iz 3, Troje H
Westhoff (2006)A 4 5 5 3 V£ FIAH 25 1) 1E 57 A5
BENLE T B IR R, I A ariRii2s i
VLR RE T TR SR IR 25 5 . #EA iz 3l 4R
R IE Sl ik 7 L R AR TE S S, AR
WX X — {55 sk, AW ARIE I 1] HEAE
%?zstHT H: i f(ﬂ'%ﬁ”ﬂ%ﬂfﬁ J& 2t 5T R A%
430 2 £ i SR ) S 0 A 55 BT X — B Ut
Chang %u TrOJe(ZOOS)lJ:XJu SE XS FTEL .
18 35 B AR A W AR W38 S it AT 2B A T
5%, R I N IE 37 23 (8] 4T 6L 04 3l i b g 2]
B4 A i P L D) S 3 3R v R 8 ) A ik
A AT O TE 7 R 9 S AT S O ) B4 R S T
P L 52 2 [ A AEAH DG o 3k Lo 235 B g 15 B 17 %o
JaHRiz hfE B m TR e M 6, HF—
FHN R FTEUESE, A5 HE I — 2P 58 T <A iR
g B, A I 2% B — Fh X R &8 12 3 R
AF 4% 1Y A0 98 3L 8 #8 9K 3l (Chang et al., 2018;
Johnson, 2006; Troje & Westhoff, 2006; Wang &
Jiang, 2012), X — MLl 7 BE J& 5 W) Fh 17 76 1)
(Vallortigara & Regolin, 2006), H )2 T 454 (5
U b )17 3¢ (Chang et al., 2018), 3 HZ &N &
52 (Wang et al., 2018), Rl REEFRANTFEHLERE H
5% P AL 09 7= ) (Wang et al., 2022),

AR Z R E AR T R R . — 5,

AR T X NS S H A A R HE S Y B AT E
“ﬁ,ﬁi%ﬂ%&%ﬁ%iﬁﬁi%,ﬁmi
FEEREE T B A W 2 A5 W A7 7E A e R D ML ) 3
WEHFRITHRR . 55— ﬁﬁ,%?%ﬁL@*
Fra EIE Rz s DAL, HAfbiz 328 51 1Y
O HAREAIE 2 75U B O 2E A A0 2 v R T .
AR RAT W FEH 7 #2008 i Bl 19 ) 2t 24 Ao 2
AR ML (Larsch & Baier, 2018; Ma et al., 2022),
B2 EETT A5 Wy ol i85 52 B0 28 03 1 << A i
PRI 48104 13 ik — DA 5

32 “BEER {Fxlﬂ(“energy violation” hypothesis)

e B AR PEH Stewart (1982)3EH, IANANE
PR32 3 1 95 2R e A, WSS ek 2 B S
i . Stewart (1982)i% 11 T — R TLHHRUE T

— B MR PELRAS T LR NERIZ B B,
m%kﬂM%EEI%ﬁ%@M$ﬁ\%Wﬁﬁ
VA 3k S il 48 1 /N BROF 4 1) H AR % 3l 18 /N BR S L
o gy i fig b (o L5 3 7 AR SR U AR i PN e .
Ny, X URNF L3t S AR i v 1 1) 2 2y S m] 44 2R
tH/NER BB A RO N TR RE BRI, R A 5]
REMMAGE ., R FEEHHTHER 23
ORI AE AT PRI . IEANHT SR, 3 FizshiE
2 B IR RE S TE B AN I E TR B0 T A AT T iR
it A EEREE, X584 s 3 e A
PR A2 A1 3 I DR 1R 5050 3 1 2k Bl Y R
AR o XA A4 s 3 AR A, R
K TIEEhE A A B HA RS T R nME
Boo MR Z E i gg, #6127
A RS Sk SR AT G 2R E A s Bl (R T2 B A
YEFR 3 mi el A8 52 2 Jy 1) sl ), W23 e & AT
A=A Y B (K aduk et al., 2013),

SR, et ih R Ut B U RRYE, R A
AR LR 118 SIS — & S WM R A Y
B, B, MR A R ER/NER B /Y5 R)I5 5,
HEEE B WE R, WS B 4Rz sl. Mk A 1
iB gt — P 2 W) & 5EE Bl (launch event), 74
A FIR B A FF R, SRS B 5/h ek B Rl 5 A
SRS 7 AR A A PR R, TR 2T R BRI
[K 554152 (causality perception) (Scholl & Tremoulet,
2000). W2, AEf T S ABRBIR T A8 fir e A5
B R, %A % R 3155 R & (contextual factors)
M. WAE GG, B A EREZEE)
HI/NER A WA A . Hgar i,
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BN AR TR EAR SRR R 1Y
EHEEEE,
3.3 ZE[E{Bi%(the intentionality hypothesis)
NN R G5 S 2 00 ] T % AR 5 % 1
&1k 5 A B A 9 T BE 5C & (functional relations) i
W AREDT, LA G b R AR AR R AN 5 . Dittrich
M Lea (1994)ii it Z ¥y Ki2 w58 kB, i ad 45
N SE Ui (Q IR N e IR & N e il
BEEOCR . WM CR), AT LABCE WS 0 H R
Pl R O SR, 3 T 5 i o i M B
o U, A A I DR R R P A DR LA A 1Y
G, AEArtE I B A FE R
Tremoulet Fll Feldman (2006 )#ix —#EiSFr N &
B, I F SRS Tz R U, M fTa0s T A =
B I B (RS AR RIS . B BUE By . 9
PRIk R RIS . S5 R, HHLIL T4
HilGBE, A R T A A kv it e, 1
Py B fik (4 155 B T A A T A BRAIS . (E A PA 11
2, RIS, B A S R O s
] 132 3l (X P2 80FE Tremoulet A1 Feldman
(2000) A AHF 5T 5 BT S AT LA I A A PR ), 3
W A= i P A SRS AR IR T 3ot i 8 0 B R AIE 1Y)
I, B ECE S sh B S A AR B St 2
T 3 5 WA LS A X a2 Bl e P ) A T ok s e 2 i
J&, M I, Tremoulet A1 Feldman (2006)i— 4 3=
B IR, $E YU W R iz 2h i s
hE DA A RERI T A R E RO AR,
BB AT, MEERYOERTWER .
7 BRI A 250G 2R ) 1A 4 7 30t g U A <0 AR
Fe<> B 5 (theory of mind, ToM) Ay i F¢
(Heider & Simmel, 1944), X4} F iz h v &4k
23 T SR BN AN B AR T XS A B B R R A
SR TN A T AL IR T, L, FRATIA
Sk 2 PUBCHE Y PR AT LAA 9, TEigiz 3h 32 1
HEALMES, REEhLREERENDL EiK
HE—ERENLE, LitlEwRpa Eins
(BN, %3 & —A R e 5 20 R
A rAk), #BoFEERAT A A Ay
A2, PR U A7 A R A BRI 28 Y (]
B, JE B B R LG BE R AR Y B AT
Wi 2 A B R, (X R W 5 —
MR SR HEEOR R, B AEAS T b — s
A 3 LAY 515 (Scholl & Tremoulet, 2000), 2L JLAF

&

e, A AE

FECH, R MR R A RE R E AR
fit J1 (Premack, 1990), H =4 AT EKEE R K&
B, T R ELE S A R RN ] fk & . {H 55— T,
B EALO AW KOs FAAHN Tt 8, AR
fr] B A AT BR 1) LT 42 B b o 77 A 2 e P 0 3
A3 2 = KT B B0 I BN B AR Ak, AT R R
PRE MR,
3.4 IBM41TEhIEN(the principle of rational action)
A AT Aar iz FH 45 i JE W (principle) 2% fiff: B it
WLEEF 1 % AR AT AR AT S R U B (A% O )
W2z —, Gergely %F(1995)F > Hitb—2 > 1514k
AR, 1 & LT LIARYEZ sh 9 & B g
BRI L AN /NE T R 5 — AN KB < BR
EATZ B TR B S B AR5 092 30, ]
TEJG R4S 0 T AT RN, s,
HAUCY M7 B RAE LA R AT
SEHE AR S TR B e B B AT B, ATk
A WA R I H AR R N H AR S ) is 3
(Csibra & Gergely, 1998), & _FikzhimH, a4y
B T AT Y R TR 8 2 VR R B A, IR 4 Bk ER/IN R
AT A AT LA A fore R Ay 3 ot e i ) R R IR A SR A
KE K ELEATS . TEH T BRI A B A AE 1 T 45
T, BT Sl R 0N /N R R 2 58 1 A ] R Y
A B IS (I 1 B OB B W BAR KA I
AP, Csibra 55(1999) Y S 56 UE 5 14 2 B 26 A1 3 ) 1)
FE R B B A AR MR R 2 Bl (an 3 FR IR B Y
18 BN I A Z AT SR W B AT LA
5 LR, MMEATS RN AN EEA LT
B (DATEPE AR R AR R BRIRE; ()
WE G F, B br 2 A B T s L
(Biro et al., 2007; Csibra, 2003), Shultz %5(2011)
PNAFG BRMEAT 3 R (432 3l 7T B2 A i M i —
PR W ATE UL, 7 YA R BRI T, ek
NN RGPV AT 3, 7T REHS 2 B By 2
H—H a0 ERE RN, XFEME kAT 6
RV T ARG R FEPUMRIR A B2, LLRE:
FrARPATHATEh R RE A A iR A, R
H A=W 1Y S A L T8 2R s B T g — 1
HAFRAE T2 Wb AR, B JE A T R R AN BLSE
wy, MEALHR TR E RSz,
FRPEAT Bl S5 D0 % JRy B 3 B A B A A< P
SRR S A AT TR T 96 AR, AR IR —
ARV A SR o 4N, ARTEAE IS5 P it
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AT R AR, A2 R,
KMATEIEA R 5 —Ir T, 1245 PH R E
Y- S2: 0N AV | 2 SR g ST e o O QR B 2 R = G
o P AR R4 T 20 S DU A BE B X 70 A7
A i MG fii A S

3.5 AAREHILE R KR AR [

XSO T R B 1 A= i 4000 s AU A B
R ABE, AT A B, AR A R A% R B T
SR W N R Bl R E R M R B LA Y 2R
A PRIz Bl B R B 2 A PR, IR AT S )
VERTE AR SR R I A e PERY 2R R . 5 Z AN,

AE B 30 S AR 12 3 19 A 2 PRS00 b I AR,

57 TE i R A i A G AL B 1 B A s an e 5| K AR
A PERISE, L] DA R A e R AR 9128 2l
FEWLRE B ) f) 3 Bl REAE 5 S ST 5t 14 A i 1 R
THBEMAE, EW—RPE . AP T RS
M AFAE SUVF R AIRPTE T 1B 3l X iz 2l
IR Z IR Z B MR T i 2, Tl A5 2
S A A AR B 2 A s A

XoF LA 2 DR A 114 5 P B R B 47 3l St
W, AT R B, AR I 7 A R A
R A A P, R AT S A AR (H ARAR
)RR Ty T R LR A PR o T MR SR T 1Y
e LGS A WA 12 3l (9 1 B P A IR, B
8l I 3= 2N FE B 1 iz 3l 59 45 R RN Had 5
B (9 A R At 7 2 A i P R 9 A AR X
PRl A ] S At T R A | R P S X — i
77 A A i PR R A DR A R

(EAFERE AR, b3 PR RS AR X 57
MSCER, T AN (] 9L Ff g 17 A i) 22 B 26 Y
iz SR R RES R E MR oE . Sk LA, X
Sefliil FEEAFE LN T IS : (1) A BEMR R
A Wiz 3l AR B R iz 2 R ey 3 [l 7 H
S A A PR, (2) FUR MSE 1R 14 A B XA i
B8 B A JCHEAT R 78, e Z 0T A i P R0 e T 1Y
SEE R, I, AROR T B P A B B
BB LIEE . B, BEAEHIE Bt — B
RELRIFNAFTENE, AT 5| K A e P R0, 1 )
TH R T R, A A SRS
Mt RAEFMIE AL S G, K, R
ol A B TS LL A5 D R 2 i A o 1 B i
VEME PRI S8 B E B A9 AL, TR A SR Y 2
TR E RS 20 I AN W] 3z 3 2 38 7 AR A PR A vh

PR A FH R/ o BT L3 TR A Bl 3 DA™ B2 A
RIE b4k R IR B R, &R —> ] DL B
5 I B A AR AN W3 TR) 51 e A i B A B
*Ejqu

4 ETHSERBRAMEGTERI RS

mErErR, iR ILEN ERETEAIE
A, REAAERENBIHER, WEHRS
FEEA AT, X R R EAUTE R A YiE
AN BLR MBS EENIBLER., 7EIl
FATHREE T I AF R F FH ) i g e 4k IR (IMRI)
1E LT R S B2 G (PET) S5 45 R B 283 Tk
DAL R A A S A LIRS s X 2e Bt
¥ FBE 1 T 5 AR PR (e A A ) Y
i ) 5 I A i P (U A= i ) 932 2l IO L,
T LRI A A kB SRR S A e N . LU
BERA B P oE h 5 RS LR I TG
P25 i X I LT AR T g, LA R FRATTHE s A B
FE I LB G 3 T 3 A R R I AR b B A
[EEAE a5
41 BEREVEHERHENEX

R E Y s st s, MR E U R T4
Wiz Zh 5 B0y A A P 0 T B A A E AR R RS,
o TA TR R A A — 2ty i 2 N X,
| Fe(superior colliculus, SC), {HiX—{B & HHF5E
WEEIR A TR 4y, o iEdE >k A 2258 . Rosa-
Salva % (2015)R £ T 2K 5P Al—5¢ X (chicks
of galliform species), G451 /INGAF 58 H 56 F A Ay
PRI 5 19 P 22 BERI A AR GTUETE, 00 A0 100 55 (5
AP b R W R — A5 5 A4 ar g i
EELEH oM H A%, Lorenzi %£(2017)iLRIH A=
H/NIS IR /NER [ 3 AR B R 3 R e A% 5 | B AT
7N XA D G- R BCAF N i P IR R X AR i
B, SWE ASRE TR A i R 0 i /N BR 5 02 Bl
SRAEXT LY, R B/INRES AT O AR TR 55 3% IR L B R Y T
g, ALY, R B R IR S5 4
AR AT AE 4 FH A 45 T b BRI 5 v B 7 3K 20 19 k8
i sl A AL A5 B (Troje & Chang, 2013), B T |
A, B2 2T ) o i iE S A% (ventral lateral
nucleus, VLN)tL 4 &S5 T Rl A Hi2 shi)n
T, AT A 43 R iR A 38 sl R ik 58 38 (7] 5 | e A= A
058 ) R 35 A s S RRAE B (R A A k) Y i
SR, 7 iZ 0k X RT RE L 7E A= i BRI R —
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[ (Chang et al., 2018; Hirai & Senju, 2020),
42 FTIBEMEHEEHAENME

#OAR [ (fusiform gyrus, FG)XJ 2% B & & i) 4
A PEL R U, W H R 2 miZ3)(Shultz & McCarthy,
2014), W TR H 53z 3i(Santos et al., 2010), £+
1R H 338 Bl (Castelli et al., 2000; Schultz et al.,
2003)%:, Shultz Al McCarthy (2014)F] J{] fMRI #f
FE T BOIR X SR A 04 3l i A8 B S )
38 Bl (AR PRk — 47, A=Atk P o ) F
3k H AR S 0] JE B (1932 3 (LA <346 - 5%
MR, R BRI R, & FG X
HI 4 By SR B 5% o Santos 45 (2010) & B, X742 3)
A SRR R LA A PEPE AR BRI, FG 22
R GR B930% . Schultz Z£(2003)0F5% T FG %t £
AN JUAT Y B 5l 2l i 1 2 v, 2 SR R B, 4 LA
B 8 B R S 25 LT N 38 B i e mst, A L T
JUAT V&1 T % 5005 A il il 2 19 %o B %A, FG B0
R,

I ET 45 - (medial prefrontal cortex, mPFC)
I3 T5 156 & (temporoparietal junction, TPI)TE¥ &
IR SO FUR S A R Tl A (Frith &
Frith, 1999)al JL{i] 7% (Castelli et al., 2000)f}H
SR o 3X 0 B AL R 28 32 2 F O B AS I3 3K Bl
(Ramsey & Hamilton, 2010). 1R 257 & B & %
i g PR IR 5 | A A R 0 1 Bl S R R RO
(Blakemore et al., 2003; Castelli et al., 2000;
Schultz et al., 2003), Castelli %:(2000)7E PET #F5%
i FH 5 Heider #1 Simmel (1944)JF & 89 3h imi 48 {81
W2 ER B hm, kK ERAEWE L O
ek e tE s B, AR L T WE 2 EARRNLIZ 3)
9 JC A= Mk 2, mPFC F1 TPY BOBOE R I BR T
i ER YN Shm e O B R, A FRTEAR
BUERIBOE X BT, 8 459\ 2l i 5 5l
WG K 32 Bl I W AR A AR i, TR RE R BT
DL DA, AT BE S W56 X s s i =
PR 0 2 B 2 41 N T 5 (Wheatley et
al., 2007),
43 WELEHEHEHREEX

J5 #1174 (posterior superior temporal sulcus,
pSTS) AR 5 X A= W32 g 4 R UK, L xd R B
R Zh R, ABFFIEY], pSTS Xf— &
IR AW E ), WIECAAEYEZEE) (Beauchamp
et al., 2003; Duarte et al., 2022; Landsiedel et al.,

2022; Saygin et al., 2004; Sokolov et al., 2018;
Walbrin et al., 2018)., B {4&iz glj(Pelphrey et al.,
2004)F1 A Fe 3K 3 (1)1 Bl (Pelphrey et al., 2003)%E
A IRFUSY . Pelphrey % A(2003)#5% T pSTS Xf
— RN NF A= i 2 JC A A 1Y 33 Bl 0T 5 0
B o XTSI IE— DT EMA, — A HE
W BRERAERIR A AT E LA, —
BRI A RS AR, LR 4] AL A B LEZS (8]
FEBHPINAHF TR M AE T IZ T, SR E,
A F R PR EEA W2 8h, pSTS XHATE A
1TE M BLES A0 S BE SR 20 HAT [R] 46 4% B (9
o REER—ERE AT pSTS XA 4
AP 32 2 A B JE A A PR E S X 4y . AT
FRPLAS NEARERE A A X — o, BT
PIPLES ABLOF T ANRATE I B2 f 3 HEsh iy, I
AR T IR A R AR PE R . Ab, pSTS
2B R B E 2 Sh R RBEE, QB4R 10 09
iz 3f)(Schultz et al., 2004), P 3= 42 a] Bt 1% 5 i
A5 (132 3 (Blakemore et al., 2003)H1H 3} 1)1z 5
(Schultz et al., 2005)% ., Shultz £ McCarthy (2012)
B, HWEANBA 4B st =0 N2 3
BUAMUR 5k s Bl 19 B A 1 is s, A L T WE
HoA i AR AR 112 3), pSTS MBI B3R, H2Y
WFE B A28 N2 S 2 NN 80k B
bR mlia T, pSTS By 3 5 A Z AU B
br T 10132 B AH LU A W35 22 5, AR T L& W
L1 G | = vt S T B e 2 W AR 729
pSTS [R) Hsf Xi A5 2 A W 3 g i 3 B TR 11 3 Bl 2K
FHUK, H ML R R FH#E R LIS pSTS.
SRTE, pSTS il LA W28 5] kA Pk A od it 3l
LR, 2 X F] e 168 sh W 2B i M P AG
M kT — M.

0 4 74 (intraparietal sulcus, IPS)t & B H Xt
Pk L ar A Sh A LR RAYIA . Schultz Al
Biilthoff (2019)#F 5% T AL M2 S &R R i A ¥ At
R . B RECE YRGBT R A Atk 6 i
PGl . MATERN T AN S 1 FRIK SN AR B,
AR T A H ) i (R AR i P 3 T8 AR i ) Y
WiAEmE . 5 RRI, A IPS AR AR R AR
PRI AR . S BN B A e v, IPS
PZESN R, I H G OB ) 2E 1 — v,
MG SRR LRI, WER YL, TR
VS B S T AR AR a2 B 5 | R AR e R
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HRWF S E WAHERR 7 — T BER i RE, B TIPS 1Y
WOE AT RE S WL T H AR S [ SR RAE, A R
ARE— HIEBE BN BAR, AR R
A TIPS X AT 5| 3 A i PR B Y H AR 1) iz 3
B, AN X S8z Bl BAT AR R SRR BT T
I8 B (4 LT I AR AR IA 2 s R R L AT DI
(Hamilton & Grafton, 2006; Ramsey & Hamilton,
2010), $2 755 3K — i DX 3= 28 F o) Bl 4R 1 1% LA
EBESIRA T IR S, w5 B K S iz 5]
KW A AR A G o
4.4 EFTHBLER @5 R &8
FIARBETE R A TP R S R R R UK )
) B — i DR S PR D R ) 20, SR, A= it
W DR 2R RAE L . R H A
1k 933 2 (Scholl & Tremoulet, 2000), HAfF5TH:
AR il DXAS FE DA AT IR A T FL R 2 B
PAER, AR EVILHRT T AR 2 S
i P AR LI TR B B i P 43X — U, Shultz
S5 (2015) 42 H M v A7 AE = AN I A= i R P 42
I PR U - 4% FG7E N 1Y IR M HIH J2 (ventral
occipitotemporal cortex, VOTC) = Z X} 5 A= #2)
MRS LR UK, GG pSTS 1 N IS B K
JZ (lateral occipitotemporal cortex, LOTC)X #5224k
Yyis SR RABUK, I TPY AT R G £
WEE RSB RBUR, MRS = Ak
(i) TT A7 7 R ) 3 42, ki D) 4 AT T — A
IS 2 3 Aok i PO 4% 1) 3 0 O A Y R, IO TR
77 1) e T i 52 B A 5 R R . AT I B
SRR BAN(DCMBETY T B TEW A AR FILE D)
B FG Il pSTS Z 8] {5 BRI, 25 50
T VOTC FI LOTC Z[al i B 3h 77 1) BOsk 7 fir

£

IPS
mPFC -
®

5 - - TPI
/ pSTS @
/ s
”
V

B 1 JET IR RN Ak i I 45 48 B H I AR &

SRR B2, RS RAEW T RE: —
2 HH TR AL R (L) A E Y s Sh R Rk
Wiz zh), WA RIERMEE iz sh2ER 5 HAbLE
TG 0 X 22 8] B 58 BAE A O 2, R IR )
M43 & mPFC. IPS. SC M VLN Z7EN5In T
BN A A I 2 2R K A O 11 i 235 4 A A A R
HFEIVER

TEBE, T4 A L oSCHIR B RS L R
T IR IX, X Shultz 25 A $5 H 0 G 0 25 kg A2
AT TR, DI SR R 5 A Atk 5
B T 265 T RE LA I FAFTEIE . )2 TS5,
W SCHI VLN, A g2 A i i 25—k, 75742
R AR i PR B AR i B B ) R B SRR .
2 F X4, 40 FG. mPFC Fl TPJ & i 4R B £ Fh
U R B, DT A B 3 KT 1 A= A P Al
PEAEFERLE . pSTS A TIPS AIREZEIN TH R h B L &K
(3 i ke B B AR, L o 3 T T — o
FE b R A A S B R b S AR B 1 SRR
T LR LA B X R Sh BE R B R . AR
Shultz &5 (WAL, TA R IX A% 015 8 Z ] A7 A2 WL
T 3% 42 S AH BTG I T BE, (R S S Bk
ZUE A5 BT 1) B A A M e v 7R
AT5 A ¢ T 22 (R ST UF AR 55 0 — 25 B 1

BEAh, R TAEIE 3Pk T e i X i
WL DI RE LA — 8 IR Fe ko B X o 2%
Al LLSE AR Z R RE, 0 22 A DX ] i R [ 1Y i
B2 7 o8 A NG 3 . AR — 5 ik
i D0 245 1) 3 22 KRR BE AR T X A Ak iz sh Y
RSN T T RE, X R 2 BE R i g e R R
SO, KA BT A T b S LR R B A
B AR L A 3 — B2 4 )

B (R OAERAEY B A RMIFE N Z T4, aRE

TR R R BAE R, 28 AR ML R T LU X))
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5 REERE

TESHAS B S b, 2 3 2k 2R 8 A i ok
X T NN 00 A A7 DA Bt 2547 i B e
(Wheatley et al., 2007), ASCHEH T iz g2 K51 &
AT, BEE T IR Atk i
LR — A Y s RN Bz s, &
Hg R A e VR0 BRI FEUE S o X SE 5 i 2 4y
WML RNIEN, KT —RIX T A A
PR 58 AT SCHEAE T A9 iz gl A58 30 SRR (T8 L 2%
D)o fERCEERN I, FRATHREL T A MBS BR UL, 45
Sl AL 17 B0 TR 23 DAY A BE 2 i e I 26
LRGN KA A TE R N R, R4 T &4
AR U0 Jrg BIR- P AN ) i U 2 ) B Gk o defe, 3R
TTREE TR X Tz sh R R 51 K A A PE AL Y
W HLRI 7 T AR TS, A48 T WE9E 3 R A — 2L
PRI T ARG G DX, BRI IT R J 1 i A%t
A i P B 0 I D00 265 e 2 B i o ) R AR (O
W 1)e KX TIBBHLRRTR AT 1B
FEB T RATRDS AR ] ¢

S—, PIRE L RG] LA bR b i
YER . SRR RHURISA R B . 72 AR, A4
AR I8 S AR RN R B AR 2 B B IS B
RREECRNTE R G PREE T M0 5 B s A A F AT 3
MR B4, iz s U B LR TR A b
e 1 R AFAE SR R A, iz g n
TV R B B R e Jn R AR I R RN HEAT 7 AR,
1E A RMELH, A diitns s 2, A1 4
A PGS B AR, BRSO P, A
PR 1B R RUUF AL TR, RN
B IE ST LAS R AR A PR . X R
2 90 I G E1g b SUP P 3 A e DA S S U
TR R AR RG2S H R 7 i
CRERIEFE R L TR RZ —E, R
KnDf ML R RN AL 7 — T, RGTH:
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Animacy perception from motion cues: Cognitive and neural mechanisms
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Abstract: Perceiving animacy from moving entities is vital to human survival, reproduction, and social
interaction. Motion cues that trigger animacy perception can be divided into two types: movements with
biological motion patterns and movements conveying intention, both of which contain some specific motion
features that are key to animacy perception. The existing theoretical hypotheses explain the above
phenomena from the perspectives of visual information processing and social cognition, respectively.
Animacy perception from the two types of motion cues engages multiple cortical and sub-cortical brain
regions, which may constitute a brain network serving the purpose of life-signal detection as well as
high-level functions like intention understanding and reasoning. Future studies need to systematically reveal
the distinct roles of the two types of motion cues in animacy perception and their interactive mechanisms
from cognitive, behavioral genetic, and neural aspects. Meanwhile, the organization and connection of the
brain network for animacy perception and the exact function of each individual node in this network remain
to be illuminated. In addition, exploring the computational principle of animacy perception from motion
cues and treating the deficits in such ability as a potential marker of social cognitive disorders would help

promote its application in the fields of artificial intelligence and mental disorder diagnosis.

Keywords: animacy perception, biological motion, life detection, goal-directed motion, intention understanding



