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TR X Ay, B AR YRR AL O R AT
FRHRE—— R VPT J& 75 W S SR AS [ 11 b BE L
i, PP ek A I s A AR R . Cole %A
(2020)F M, M7 VPT 4k = 45— A HLEHESR,
M BAAR PG Al VPT ZEARFRALH] b Al ket 5 OBk,
JE IR — 25 (1A% O BT B —— A TR B —
P59 VPT £5 AN 2, A fetgdhal 2L
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B A S E R, SRR RDE U VPT
Z A1 T AT = 1 A P 5 AR A A SR B E 53 )
1 I BT — (Samuel et al., 2024), [H &
Gil A —2% 5 2% VPT b B A% i 53 W) oAy 22
BT o B4, I PN A AL A R R 45 30 32 B
GEOLA R PR RBDT SRS 4%, 2010), BLAIR
PRI R IFsT Ol 25, 2018) . FLAIREEH
A& O MR 2Z L 2 (R %, 2022).
F Bh A SRR b P B R 5 0 O AR I
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B A B R v S AL . B, FEIE
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W —25 9% VPT AR HIF 5T S A0HT O FLA .
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100 BT PR AN 080 BECBR S B 0 ST H B AR Y AR
Gt: F/MEDRGEMT 2L RS (Apperly &
Butterfill, 2009; Butterfill & Apperly, 2013; Low
et al., 2016), /ML R4 (minimal mindreading
system) & J& B W, .0 Yy g 2 EAE < dE M
(registration)™ L, BPIIEsRAMA . M A . iRz [E]
BB 5 & (Apperly & Butterfill, 2009), ‘&8 17k
A, Ao ZERMRTI, ERXEL AR
P BT A T R TR A 55 (Apperly et al.,
2006; Butterfill & Apperly, 2013), ff L) 44T 45 Fok
A Rt AT A 58 20 RGOk G
Pe[n] @i(Surtees et al., 2012; Thompson, 2014), 52
41320 Z 58 (full-blown mindreading system) X FR
RIERG, ©REMNEKRE G WE RN, 2
HE SHATIIRE L HF Y R Gi(Apperly & Butterfill,
2009; Samson & Apperly, 2010), 52410 R G fE
% 7 3% Hh Ak S TE S 5 2 00 SRR S HE ST 45, (B
HaBZ VEZE 18 H s BIHAE K A AT R (Low et al.,
2016).
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MAH B L B A, RAEE— A —Hi%E
28 KB D B B R S (Carruthers, 2016;
Gomez-Tabares, 2023; Kloo et al., 2020), X FR 5
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F kA A WA AT B I RE BEAMYIA RS, 40
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RGBS NN — G H — %% VPT 70l i T
PRS0 0 T . —4% VPT R8T F/h
PO RS, W EE A A ] AR R
M2 VPT G20 REMNSY, FLIGEE AL
fif# Al NS 1 ) AR FAE (Low et al., 2016), FiF
VPT RYALHIZ [BIAR AT . Aly, Jowk H s
FH. XREBEENAREHISHER T, —% VPT I
05 1) TR A SRR, T 4% VPT U BE 4 R 1
R B AT 58 v R DA R AR . BRI 17 DG B
WYk A FRIR—% 5 % VPT (L5 MAHTE
X FELMM—G VPT X —— WA E 55 (dot-
perspective task; Samson et al., 2010)+, {7 H
Wi 12 R B G WL A SRR, 4
FHRAA BT, BB AT
BN A, B SN AT 2R 18 | BRI, R
GEHIR N X — LI 45 R e ] T —2 VPT
TERA PRGOS, ViR REAE P Hix T [ 3
Hb Ak B A N AL SEAF B o TTE 5 2 VPT (%L
FIRHE S (Surtees et al., 2012)H, ik 7E KW (1
FEHL A A IR B AL 5 B OSR]I 52
g, PP TCEE H 3 AL S N 9 A
WA, SCHRET 9 VPT IR 584 H sl st i1,
7 BEAKSS T R BA R G IR S

SRIMT, R G0 BRE A SRR X X W A5 4
T Jii%E(Bohl & van den Bos, 2012; Carruthers,
2016; Cole et al., 2020; Cole & Millett, 2019; Jacob,
2019; Tomasello, 2018), A WFEMY, —% VPT
1 A S IR R, 2332 B4 A A
e S5 & WP (Cole & Millett, 2019; Furlanetto
et al., 2016), &, 7E Furlanetto %5 A (2016)iK 4
B S S M BUCh AREE TR 5 B
By B, BMERBX MM E A A —
TR Y SR I B I 3K I —4% VPT ByH)
WrAJESE 4 |y, R S0k E M AN E
FIYRRT, A red:—2% VPT., [RIEER, Elekes 55
A (016) 4 1 It %% VPT MR IRGIE S,
OAIEE T AR . BSOS . RS AR MK
=R A o AR SR AT bt A R T BT
% o TEHRA MMM AT, polmmar A —1
FLSEAEKAE, TR A AT B Ak R I AR S8 R R AR
AT 55 o TEBRE AR AR A5 1T, Bl
PR IETESE AN R BAT: 55 o 235 R J R 24 e kR
FEAE KRS B AT AR RO AE 55 1), ABATTAY

N RT3 AT A5 . Westra (2017)
e, % VPT L5 HdEREFHBRE”, 4
P B B A BT R R, OF B 9 R ShLeT,
%% VPT ] LIPS A 3 H L B R S B TA N,
— SR G VPT AF 55 18 22 55k A A1 55 4 3 IR 1
ANRVER, WA RS REMNEIE. —%
VPT RN K a7 B0 25 1] 56 ZR B, 6 of duk A B
WA, W% VPT N & 4 AR
FRERL), T LA EH S 2N R, KBS
iR S, XMESFEEBMIAERAE, —HHLE
F—MEZEMTRE . 2K, HBREIISX HH
VPT =2 i — Ll i Bt I Pk ik . 7 — 25
% VPT REARMIR— RS, HALBIHLH R & B
—H, MAANRNER - EHFEER: —R
VPT A TP 19 P 2R 38 £R (Michelon & Zacks,
2006), M=% VPT WITHZ ¥ K B & RAE 5H
(Kessler & Thomson, 2010), & 2% 54k LI FH &
FHINHUG IR 1 22 /D i e
23 FHWERAE: SHMEMIELR

RENZGIHIS S B REH N —HE
9 VPT R T B A 8 ZEMIES, AE
HEA T F AT VPT MR — AN 45 R G
B R AR e B —— AR R IS I R S, i
JE— NGRS AR, X PR R G 2T
53 Mk LA SE il b S R BT A SCUE R B . R GRS
KEEfR T —2% VPT iy« A shib”in T 22 25
AWV, %% VPT AR AP R MR
SEICIELL BB, AT —2 5 Z 9 VPT e
HARFEAS [ 0% LA L] . kb = BR T, M
CRGEIX —REARZ T R B, P REXE L
W —% 5 % VPT P Tad 2 09 & 2k,
BEFRATT E— AT B AL M A AR R E
2, VPT (L5 ARGIHIE—A B —MINAATh, 1
RAETEZMFABRNESES. LRETER—
KL "G VPT, MEERT ZAL R AfE B,
LA REE, X5 5 5 A G900 # I 5 A
HIERA AT, Rk, LT B A — A &
Fomk A RGO EAE R T Pl R R, —
AN AR HEDZ, AR TR, —
95 TR VPT WX FRIEN BB : fEREA B B,
PO AR AT e S TR 5 — BB,
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Mrid ik, H VPT AREGAE 5 2RI o =4~ E2m
THBE: (DEEAFE B, RIS A i A1)
TRB 25 8] 5C 28 e @ PEHEAT 0020 O 5 3R AE: ()
FRLT B, B G E Y0 B VR AU Al A AR
A BIEENA GRS A5 RO v % B B,
M5 207 (5 8, M JC M T4, IR0l e
LW, Xl =B Bom TR I A B — s
TZ VPT AR B RS R R e LT, TR
WETE M Z T b, R E TR WRLE 3R 5 77
TEPLHIE R, (EMPLEIRT AFEA TR E SR . XN
PR —2 5 " VPT Z A BEAF eI AP AR 25 57
MEICR, BT DSBS HES.,
BT ORIANTHE R G 54T O S M B2 2 1 1Y
WEE, A X — SR Z B BE VPT
TN TR Y B 5 U S Y Sl

3 —ZHUARRABRFNITAFRR

SEOLCHLS R AR R AT, —S5
2% VPT W REREAZE7E R R AL BEAT R, SOAL 55 AR D)
FEIER MR wT SO, WATKE R
W — =B B TAHERY, ZHER 615 B A HL By
B, WA BB B NS RS 5 RO IR PR B
P RRAMK IR ULHESL, 2 G0 Hh i iR AE 470 J2 1
b, —%5 9 VPT e[ M B e B A pL I
Sl .
31 FEAEME: RERESTEENESR

H—H5 9 VPT {E5 M To s, Ak
SR s B B AR BER AT A, A — A
HEARK. MASYHN 2 BB, 17 R
FFEMH, —%5 "% VPT LM BE AR 022 A
F5 B RAE MR EE TN

KEWFFEEW, —Z VPT AW T XL
2R B A% 2 15 3 W 1Y PR PR A (Kelly et al., 2004
Michelon & Zacks, 2006), Michelon #1 Zacks
(2006) A LB ZAE ] — 2% 5 — 9% VPT HLiil 25 551
ZMWESE, TR, WA S PR 55
J) W7 M A T A SR B B B A I B A ()
VPT F5) MW REBEX £ 2 F e E 2 H iz ik
(—% VPT{155). &RAM, —% VPT L5 P
RIRHGRFEX R GY AR R IE A, B
A B IR A S R B ) R, T AN 52 B 5 R B XS
LA EE 2 R AR . 3k 3 IR 2 52 i — 4
VPT W XRHER R, AMRAESEIT—%% VPT B, W HE

TP Rl N HEAT IR BR A BLTR], AT
GNRFERS G B IR 2 H AR Wk Z A — 2%
CHEALE L, NI 2% 2 A A 1 0] A Ao
Al UL ) (Michelon & Zacks, 2006), P IL7E—4%
VPT {5 B AL BER B, #ial 5 2 g it < 4 2
TP X — Y I E M, SRR R, A
BRI EAEA S, Ja2— R YN E S 1R
A M, FRRAEIE T X —M 5 . Furlanetto 45
A(2016)F1 Marshall % A (2018)R09 H 84T 55 &
B, WA RABE QAR 1 IR 0 A5 W]
R FEXS G A 2 A 3 T s ny | 3
Wi, XFH, —% VPT Wil &IFIETC A AT,
T A2 AR T o8t AL SRR B 7 A5 &, Mk
B e IS A S i P BERTHE . Baker 46 A (2016)
Ml O’Grady 55 A (2020)f JH i AT 55 15 1 1 AR
HIZEIR, R BEAT: 55 2 48 7 4% G2 0 s A0 A0 AT 55 S A
b, TERFEX GG YR 2 18] B B Lk i e
Al LA R B A <% D Re B BIBS T, Al 4
PR 58 AP T LR . T 2 B R T R A
BT, Al X B FRAT S5 g W TPk
NEVH R . XSRS E R Y], —2 VPT 7E{5 B AL
PR BT AE U PR b 5 Lk AR AR DG A 5
B, AN S B BRGEERY | BE  Sk  w pe 5 RE Al
23 (B G FR, HAGE NOZ AR R R .

MILZ T, Z9% VPT MIFHATIRIZ 5401t
(53 B RAE . 55— VPT AHl, —4% VPT ZRA
PRI A AL AR N Wi ) BAROR S (<675
<O BN B AL B (2 A ) o X e R R HN 25 ] 45
BT ERZRGIMT., Z8FREREY, 0
28X T 9 VPT B2 % /M Quesque et al., 2018;
Ward et al., 2019; Ward et al., 2020), Ward %5 A\
(2020) X} 22 #iL0> FRE 56 4T 55 64T T 204, 7RS35
P, s b AN [RD e 2 ) BE A 4%, 1 o
NAEAE—A SRS TR A, 4558 & A7
FF I BERE J5 1] 590 A B 22 B8R, (HY 7S
S NP IE T A — 3, W0 R R AR 25
TP HERY S, YRR SRR E AR, X
PR Z B o X RW] 9% VPT Byfin A
AN LS A, 38 W S A A 5 () AR
e, DRI O A SR AE W R B ] R AR A AN )
MERIEEZA, A S S5REXN RS K
WM ER. RS2, 7EE BB, —%
VPT F7 Ak BEAY 5 S g RS 4 A 52 2%, HLSRAESE
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il DA TRT B B0 P 2 A2 T i B T B Y S ) G R

HWEILE.
32 MABUMEK: RENKBER vsEHGHS
REKHK

TE 58 BUAE AT Y 25 [R5 B ARAEJG, A Bk
AT %0 10 BB E A AT Z N2 . TITE
X—Br B, —g5 490 VPT JRBLILFIR G 2 51
AL

—%% VPT MRl BRARXS B, TE Qi S
W, PRI —H VPT L2 FRBEME S HirZ
() P 2 e, HR T B W5 5 HARZ (8]
iR 25 5 (AR T A, PRI —2% VPT RORL A
AR BT 22 95 S B PGE (R Z8 1B B (Michelon &
Zacks, 2006), Creem-Regehr ¢ A (2013)F5 1, X
FPRAUALH AR B 3 O B e i) —— MR TE 5 B8
TFASEANE SRR, WA ETACHM
1, FORTEICHESE A Xl N R AT T — 2%
LR 3% 24 A, A0 B AR G2 R ) T A At AR
R 3 HARY) R A DL B A2 2 5 A LR T BT

SR, 2% VPT B AASTHLLE 7 U 5 o 2 %,
Michelon I Zacks (2006)F W15 s, £ %
VPT 55, By S i i it 25 32 31 B 5 5 R #%
Xof GIR] £ B2 22 (520, ) BE 22 OR, B g X
RFE K VPT W3 T O HERE 1 2, T 2
EHYJE, 9 VPT S5WRAY.O B A A BT X
A, ANREHE AR 5 A E A 0O FEHLH R AT
45, 2010), WFSEHIH, Z9 VPT & HE 1
1f & (Miisseler et al., 2022; Samuel, Salo et al.,
2023), “H B R UL B R ARG, SR
PRTE NN | SN A5 A v e 4 #2219 4 FH (Wilson,
2002), REUEHERY], —9% VPT 5B KM B1EER
fiE %5 %% #H 5% (Fischer & Demiris, 2020; Kessler &
Thomson, 2010; Surtees et al., 2013; Yu & Zacks,
2017), Kessler Fl Thomson (2010)L4 }% Surtees %5
N QO3B FEHR A B, By MRS i 3] 55 % — 2
VPT HAHREMIEM, WF5¢ il 2 A 7 e f%
ol e s U =g TiUE /RN A= kA ] U
S5 R ICIE AR, el B B B s
)75 18] 5 R BN G 5 18] — BOR (L an Bl Ay
T, TSRS G IR RE T 18] A5 7)), B ) S DB A
REUF . AT, SRR T % VPT B
BREEMEM, £ VPT MM R,
AR 23 X AR AT X 5 WL 5T A 75 114 B A8 3 (e e /

SR AT OB, 3O A I AR —Fh g
TR S0 0 HER:, MR A &Kz
P 5 RBER G B R LA VC L, i B b it
B H 5 H 3. JiE 4% (Kessler & Thomson, 2010),

A, FWECERZE, XMESHELZAC
TG AN AR H IR AN R — R
MIBERe, WK B O SRR BT, R
WE— 25 M A8, Wraga 56 A (2005)F1 Negen
(2025) 5 FHAH [R] (9 4% B4 B T o0 B 5% A B 3R i
HCEERITF g VPT PR BB AR A 7 19 A e %
AR, A% S5 IR R A A FH ST R B
W =i, OB EFEAT &5 BRI 2 Wik A
SRR B HEAMABE, A IR A 55 T R A
S H C SRR 3l B A B2 f B 5 R4 T HI0T
SEREI, H e T 55 1 R I B e A
JE (38 I B R R, TR S R — A RR R Y
P AR . AE ) R (60°) R, AR 1Y S N
P TR/ AR BE (30°) AL KA (90°
120°), BFFEE AN B s AE AT B FRBER%
B, ¥ ACKHSREARE S5 — A8 B, 250
WA B (60°) 5 Bl il R e 5% 1T S IR I 1E 28
(et | mrfE NIRRT, PO TS S NATE
i, ATt gk R BB AL . Fk, —g¢ VPT
TERBMARIEROT THASSREASAS
AN TR

LR LR, M AR B, — 2R g
VPT fE7E4 58 MR PR LT . — 2% VPT il id
JEEBER . BT ASSHERNILE 5k SR
£, M=% VPT WEZLESEGN . MEAES
R Y FRE % F 2 R 0] 55 58 OO A R D4k .
33 EEESERNEEME: MHREZHIE

B 5O ERSHIER

1658 A A A B R e, AR A
BES SRV EBEN B, M, ARMMAMEL .
BRI b AR B, LRk B s i) HoAthdt
SWHLREWES . RN T A
MAE B, R 55 TR L5 B AR A 1T R 43
Wi MAEX—E, —R%5 "% VPT Z[H A gl
EEEAMAZE S OHRSEBWER,

BRI R, St ER, FHRIETHE
&, BEHEIE R —Fh S WL RS, FEHE
— 5 T VPT FE &L 0V B B 8 I W . g S
FR, AT F—2% VPT HAEEMIMER, (HiE
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WA —LE 5T I A K RRRLR (VR . Cole
S5 N (2016) K 1A A B B 1) sl L FAT: 55, 45 2R W
TN TGS R 7 A B I, R B A
ANZ ARSI . Conway %5 A (2017)i i 22
TEBEER MR ] W, R BJGI REFE X R BT
ARG, — SR IAFTE . H R S0P ) 1Y
SERIEARENS S A T —S VPT M1EM,
AL R(2021) 48 i, X RR P JE AT R B S
BT AR AR R 152, B AR £
M JE M S AEIE, DI s RIER B E S, A
Z, MF—% VPT ik, MEATZEAT 11950
K, (AARRUMLRRS 5 4 b il — 2% VPT 1T
55 HYR M . Mayrand 55 A (2024) Y WF5E4E 1, HR
55 3 R A% () B A 3R TR I 5 ] R 3 10
PR, W, BN R PR PR R AR AT
R EEBEX—2 VPT P24 , Hu %5 A (2025)
Mg PR T B S, i T T — R —
¢ VPT 5250, G55 & I Y SRR LA T LA
TFahfEnt, sSUAT W EhERT, #RE 5] & #
B R SEREE, H2 A YRR X 4 A i
B A AT, I BERAT AT AT
gt B SR BRSO SRR, R O SRS
T BT £ A NSl 5 A7 8 I IE# AT
X, GO RS, ML R
T BT b A2 35 AN 1 E AR 1) A PRI, 23 A A
SCRE—9% VPT, MG i ] il AR A AT D 1 e
ZF W

[FIREC A BEFIE R, Y plas o B 2R ik
i d OB S SOE BRI, 2% VPT 3R
2315 2 E, Lukosianaite 25 A (2024) 1 525
AL T 478" CREEXT R T M) R JeAT 3>
CREEXT ZBTF AR R b5 — N F AR T 55) %
PR =9 VPT R, 455K BT 3 54407 LIAR
#E %% VPT. Brady % \(2024)19 —%% VPT W5
WAESE, REBEX G5 HinWikitr 5.3het, 4
A8 A8 T SO S 1, Bl W B AR
PRAEXS TR G200 20 A5 0 B 5 S R o R T,
— 95 9 VPT # ] G4 & — A B & rh
fife A C BR S SR B . b TR 2 i
B R0 B S BRI HR, RESIE N —FL RS
5% 579 VPT {5 B84, IRk 52 fe 26
R

gigmE, Wil B BRER N R, 1T

BT FE UL T T R T — 2 "4 VPT AE =
AErBER AL S F] . AEAR AR BE, TR
MERRE SIEE AT 22 5 . —2% VPT RIE 5L
A A G Y SR Ak =S (8] 5 6L, YEHIA BR, T2k
VPT 5 ZRAE EAG A = R SE R S . a0
BB B, —EAEATRPLH 2 5% —% VPT
AR R B LGB BR S BRY, — 4 VPT il
H 5102 BER W EFN 55 S BN . e (s
5 ME PR B, PIFD VPT Wl Redb s X A\ 17
HEE R B S  BRR, BOTBERAM
ZHUHZ A, K g —F T A HESR A 28 )

4 —ZFZMEAAREFNHEVHTFR

NS RN T — R 5 9% VPT 76 =B B
NS R T RTTRANG S| Ry S =g s 71 RN
P2 2 ik — 20 SRR IR IRAL Tk — A

EAR A BB B, PR ML F 9T R AR SE T
— 25 9 VPT L[S 1 61 55 M9 25 [ A5 S )
A5 TR B DX, RGBT Y SR B RN S LA A 22
o KEPFER L, KRB LIZ . B, T
b ER N ZE T T AR AR AGIN B Xt — 4% VPT SR 1Y if
S K F K #i M (blood oxygen level dependent,
BOLD)5F 5 (3% fin, 33k £ 1% [X. 5 2 (8] J2 50 AT b
{5 BALHE B B A 5 (Wraga et al., 2005; Zacks et al.,
2003). Tii—2% VPT [FEABL 72T FHE . XL
B2 i X 45 5 B B0 A0 5 25 ] A 2100 1 XA s
(Zacks & Michelon, 2005). X8 X A4 38015 A 4
T PRl VPT #BREAR B A FRALAE 55 h LB A5
ZMEE o BRI Ah, SR — I 58 1 G 2 4R al
{% (functional magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI)
MR B LR T —%5 % VPT WM &yLE], i
KRR, —R5 K VPT HB 0 WG T 3
BT 2 J25 B A 40 i i /N Rl X3, (EE: O
9 VPT {145 W35 006 1A G40 [ Je i
TR /hnt . FBhE s X B HUNRAE NET
WX JF HIIREE T B, — 80 VPT Xt
032 2 T 5 20 T A o) D) 8% 18 30T O R d 2 TR vy
(Schurz et al., 2025), WFRESRH, BRAR—R5
¢ VPT #HRALE FEA G 25 A5 B AL BEHL ] (I XL
AR BT Bz 23 ) RN S5 T %) B DX Can A 0 4 vt 1
/NEREIX ), (H—Z% VPT [0 & 38506 A0 XS R PR,
XERET —9 VPT T BRI T XL i i ae
Bro WMiZ9% VPT M EATEL =M LR,
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SIVOE N TR BE TR . SN A X 4 08 vy %) A
Z 0 A A 1 5% 5 DA 0 R 9 T SR (AN 0 3 A 4%
R IO T 0 245 £ i BE RS ), O EL AT ABRAT O 3
JiEHE | R g ith 2 ) 6 2R 55 = S I RE (Schurz et al.,
2025), X WM S R B TER B G 5 Ok
FEOTBL, % VPT T L —4 VPT B (1A
i 5 SR AN TR

Jy—J7 1, MABIIN B — g VPT MR
H B HLHAEAG2 TN B A SR
M—IigRpgdl fMRI SRR ELE £E5E, 44
G A C B IRIER (W =% VPT Py A&
B R BERE I, FEEOE TR R A S . R BhiE
X B AR XA T /N2 5 X (Wraga et al.,
2005), X EEH X BR HAL I RESMNA S5 T BHARAE
M4 % (Fontan et al., 2017), {H2&7E—%% VPT i
WA R BUAH DG X B0, X SRE T 490 VPT
M R B B B AL 32 (Gunia et al., 2021).

SR, AR AL B PF XS TAT R PRI e —
95 9 VPT B S BRI LR 2 v Al A\ B
REGEERD X, IFERIN, X—5iFE
FSE A MBS X (right temporoparietal
junction, rTPJ) Fl & W ] A % I (dorsomedial
prefrontal cortex, dmPFC), rTPJ 1 dmPFC J2&“fl:
S A AR AL, BT S 2Rk 2 DA 0 i X
R, [FRE S 5 A O B R 1Y A R R
(Schurz et al., 2014), ZEW5XIA N, TP] I
dmPFC *}F 2% VPT HEA HEE 1 /EM (Aichhorn
et al., 2006; Santiesteban et al., 2012; Seymour et al.,
2018). 41 Seymour % A (2018)RFHZEATHIWMiAY — 4%
VPT 3wz, 454G ki i &l (magnetoencephalography,
MEG)HI fMRI &3, BEHE A5 A Z 0
JE 22 S n Hg o, B 0 S I ) 3 RE 4G, HL
rTPI . A7 Wi 1] Bz 2 A0 A 8 S i 450 it 1 2 19
theta #l Bt (3~6Hz) M) % W 1 . b oTPY 2
ol B EMELE ], & RT LA theta B BEE 2005
X5, O B 245 F12 B/ B AR B =X 45 (Seymour
etal., 2018), BRIt Z 4, dmPFC 7 — 2 VPT Hithify
EE%E‘J‘{}?&%(D&VM et al., 2006; Lieberman et al.,
2019; Wittmann et al., 2016), Mazzarella N
(2013)1) IMRIWFFE R B, 7 — 4% VPT AL 55, B
B RAEX GG A Z 18] A BE 22 5 1S K, dmPFC
) BOLD {55 S B Mg s py ka4, SR, x4t
WIS A £ —2 VPT I4E55 PEE S| +TPI Al

dmPFC 25 LAY 3 35 #5528 (Seymour et al., 2018;
Wang et al., 2016), Martin 55 A (2020)i&# i3 545 &
25 fii i FE ) 4 R (High-Definition transcranial
Direct Current Stimulation, HD-tDCS), WH#i%T k.
T dmPFC I rTPJ 76 —%¢ 5 4 VPT WIMEH, &5
W% BTGS2 M3 rTPT 3£ & dmPFC, %f—4¢ VPT
A 55 R IR A 77 A A ] 2B 5 T

{HFEFE Martin 25 A (2019) A £ F§ HD-tDCS
BWFgEt, RMT dmPFC % @R 0—%% VPT {T
550 2 7 A 5 i (e 3T 55 2 4 Bl g B w4
T ZE A O B AR A AT S ) o BRI Z
Ak, Rochas 45 A (2023)f8 FH v 2 B i v Bl 2047 T
BT S A WL R TG O, 25 R R B — 41
VPT B RS, KIS 2= E b+
EMMEFEESFEEEAMXE, Gl
W Bt KT W, i A AT 55 v 8 i R s 1)
TRIEAHEW R Z @ M4 : N 500ms FFi5,
BOE YR RS0 P IS AR O B0 B AL N 4%
G EE G H T VNN I Y & e Sk o i)
BUIRPAT P 455 o, A 450 i 5 38000 P DXl ) 38
TEIL R, K — 45 5L 55 Hi A 0 79 I fiki BT 5T 45
H—F(Beck et al., 2018; McCleery et al., 2011),
Yao ZE AN 02D E X i A — R 5 — % VPT 1Y 13 Til
A=A R AR R 64T T e s i, 45 R Bon
rTPI 1 247 PB4 A Bl 7E — 9L VPT At A AT
Z AR, JUHY A5 A A AR — AR
WA, XFEM (TPT ZE—% VPT Ffgdt s
it B A A TPERVE T, A X AR A 7T I
PR B H W 7 dmPFC W8 R AF i 2 B IS T Bl A
ARALS PRI, rTRERE R T b A A TE AT
Br M, WmTHT ARAMA YA K. R
PR R, XA KB (TP F1 dmPFC X}
% VPT W &,

Bukowski (2018)48 i} 155 25 B 1) 22 5 ] g J&
FHOX A AR EEIRN, AR
M AT Sy, AR AN E RS,
B E RN E A RT S S AMES . HREAE
i BRI 5 25 SR B X LB B X 0T I A IR A BT 0 A4
S X 7R H o — BT 55 T B 3G (Bukowski,
2018; Yao et al., 2021), 1E 41 Martin ¢ A (2019)/
3R, WM —9 VPT AR5 R T+t 2s AHIAH G
PG DX S, R i RO AR 55 R sl B
R WAL S T X At DR 2 5 T s (Cn B i 7
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i FBhE), B0 BBl B0 2OR W 2 R
(Wb NAESHBF, —Z% VPT A &1 Fitk2IA
TG R o BEAE, ARG SCATIR, — Sl AT AT
ERWR, —%% VPT 1E)5 A 23 K30 B S
I X 192 5 (Beck et al., 2018; McCleery et al.,
2011; Rochas et al., 2023), 1 Seymour 55 A (2018)
A 5T 38 B 9% VPT WYEAT, fTPJ &34 i
D 5 A DI, RS O B AN B A TR
ARk EE, Fi, XAER.OIRES S ZRIW
SN EA AT REAAAE T— 205 — 2 VPT W51,
JEHIRTEAR BG5OSR FER B = AT

BNEZ, A A 2R — 2P
I T AT A SE oM W AR VPT (4 P9 BB 4 5
Mo |, EEEAIN B, PRt VPT Jh[EW K
Aub BHFN AR AR 5 2 8] 47 B A AL A (U AL T i
K25, HRE S5 I RANE, —49¢ VPT 4
AN TN TR R A B G X (AN
A T P 45 5 78 T4 o) P 8% 10 o BB T ) o LR,
FEVL BB B, 2% VPT A L —%% VPT &M
T B — 2o B A R (9 M DX (AN 5 . Sl Bhag 3 IX
HP AR DCRIAT T B /N 45, SXIESE T A 8
VPT A HA B GRf . Mifefs B8 E 5 N ik
BBy, —%%5 =% VPT #8460 & T BEAF A4 il
F18 fii DX Can A i), AR AR E AR A A 4 )
TeHRAR BHEATFIr, [H2—2 VPT s i IA I B
AR ARTA, ST — 5 4% VPT EEHL L
AR 2N HUAR OGN XA TE AR, (HRTEL R I
PYIEALT, PP VPT 1R 7T B 23 a2 i =2 A At
N RO RS X — B o

5 —ZZUniARENATILE M

Ri&

ARSI G — 5 2% VPT ML S [78 45
TR o 1 S0 BUA (130 B 1Y 40 B g
— %5 %% VPT [ EREAFEA R A HLH], A5
AL AL, R T SR B R i
o BE MT BRI AUN 28 58 AT, KA
WRIEARF B Boh—2% 5 = 9% VPT HLil Bk 5
. 1R kB, 7615 BALEERY B, WiFp VPT
A 3P TR 5 9 R TRD e A AR B, —
% VPT T 2R T Bl i L 28 BE ML, 11 2k
VPT ML & B & RS IR A N FFR AR ER, X2
PFP VPT SHEM N2 R, BRILZ AN, 765

RS 5N EFER B, Wi ] REER T B A
LRPMAROHRE S EE . MLk R
[FRE S AL 7 SRR IE S, E o, R E
VPT [l WS 1 Ak B R AR08 25 )45 2 Y i X
B2 —% VPT 29 KA B WL Rk Y b 22,
XS T AT ARG G TR BAL BB B 5 AR,
[ B 4y R A4 AL I B oAy P sk R 4 DC E AL ] 4 A3
TARAE, A28 VPT EBiAMNEIE T ¥ K F K 4 fid
MR IX, #E TAT ARG BB HLHIA R,
J5, =% VPT B 1 m A hpLg], X
RET R VPTLE(F B G 5 SO £ Be s 2
B p N, s S b T %S
% VPT S HR AL B At 2 DA R 56 1 il X (32 22
J& rTPJ 1 dmPFOMFFES I, (H &I 4 IS0 R
HELKRPERUHEL T, —%5 =% VPT
A RE 3mSR At 0BRSS5 3

BT HORAT A 5 E RIS 1 RGEVE RS,
FTATIERE N T 2R T — AR5 R B AL
Tl =B B i . —2 5 = 49¢ VPT i Lid 72
AT =AY B, AR K e B B A 3 AL
fEfEZRAAEMOLE 1),

BB R BB B — S5 )
VPT S B4k A SRAE AL 58 25 [R5 5., 1 il
2. B RTINS AR PR R TR U R R,
AL AT A PR = A A X
X —Br B, —% 5249 VPT RAEE B HIHEEA
[|], 52 AL IS BT, —2% VPT Hr 2
TSR MR R B AR B | gk | I
) (Michelon & Zacks, 2006), LIk H -5 A
Mk 5 3k #8 JF M % (Furlanetto et al., 2016;
Marshall et al., 2018; O’Grady et al., 2020), T .
%% VPT MIHERIEYIEBARWIES S0, A
By B AR a1 45, 0 TR %% (Samuel, Cole et al.,
2023; Samuel, Salo et al., 2023; Schurz et al., 2025;
Wang et al., 2025),

55 B B ML AR SR B B o 7EAL B
AMERJE, Bl as R AL A B 1R BN A,
MR —2 5 T8 VPT 23iaf7 PR R iRl pL
filo —%% VPT 2B ERM ML A2, HIWT A
SN Z RS ATEER, YA T
25 (] DX B P9 R g BH RS B, 4R BI AT B (Creem-
Regehr et al., 2013), X—idFEE LA TWIEG
¢ ()9 PR MRS AR B R 3 5 25 TR R 7, A
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BELERR BEEASRAHENS
) \ —BE AR
—GUEARRE | — BB RE /
] ; | A amt| | mwkgid | |
|| APRRRAESACAY | Wmﬁﬁ%MAm%‘.‘L%ﬁﬁEﬁg‘ | AR | REAGERES i
| memmge | | | ry ”
S ' - ~ | s |
AT i $
SE R e EARRLA T I
TSR o DERSE
Itz EfE ‘ HiE » ﬁ;ﬂ?gg _______________________
st | O
ot |%§Eaamma¢mw%maaﬁ
—HMEARRE \ e e —BMEAERE
— AR RIE / ®
BT A SR 1 P L

WHEA B3y &R, HEIESEPRRAA 2% B
{55 FIAT DO REAY B2 MR (Todd et al., 2017). —%
VPT WIS %, B MMEHEM A O ikiz
SRS RPN R B AL HAIIE R, Bl A
S 110 3l 75 gl NI P 0 A 2, X R AR i A
THFERARI BRI D, BRI T G e . A fAk
S ST RE A T B A= IR (Yeh et al., 2021),
FB AT A0 E N A TR AL S B AL Y% [
Wt A o BN Gl AL T AR, SR A O
B ZE e SR . R MA S RE Bl
J5 I BEAT R 55 S A R4, % A 2 RSl
N EHHAAPCEL (Fischer & Demiris, 2020; Kessler &
Thomson, 2010; Surtees et al., 2013; Yu & Zacks,
2017).

B =B BOR R A AE B, M JE O A ik 4R
HARRL A BB B o X — BB, MR G 2%
B AERSMAMANGEL, B EARBLR T
LGRS, (AR XA il g LA ELR R
BB S 0 T A9 8% 4 (Brady et al., 2024; Ford
et al., 2024; Hu et al., 2025; Mayrand et al., 2024;
Ueda et al., 2021), X85 B AV A S ILF R —
95 "9 VPT Mkl M A 1R S, e Hir

#3647 HI W7 (Ciorli & Pia, 2023), Hir —4¢ VPT &
B2 — 2% VPT B8 1 T AR ISR i il 9 58 77
K AT X — B Be(Schurz et al., 2025).

6 REERE

VPT 24 A B3 A At A SRR 60 42 56 119 G A 7
XA S RAE AR SN B R EE . AR SGE A R
GHINT— 5 =% VPT WL S fT 5%
BlEiibdE, I T —2H =B AR,
AT AR — 5 % VPT WL 5 [E 42 4L T
—G— H AR MRERL, AR SRR
T LR RATLA AT 1]

B, REMAT NV N %R E TR
FLEA B = AP B se geyim s, 9F A e EE Rl 4R
R0 R R 43 5E T — %5 — 9 VPT (i
W B, BEIC&H &5 % B F (process
dissociation procedure, PDP)YHHF 5% #EAT T AR
221K, PDP R—Fhardr I ik, JLBOR A 155 %
IR ] Af 32 428 T 7 DRI YR 1 428 o ok 7 0 PR R
LEN AR, £ VPT lARES 5, Azshid
PRI EAD AN A, S Rk AR .
E—EMT, Bl E s AR B sl
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I AR T 1T (R AN A 5 B AR A —30);
MEA—BEMT, #5050 AR R4 il 2 2 2
1M A Bl AL B I PRI 25 1 T 1947 5K
PRI B MR B St ] LT AR s P A o
TSR L, MATITE— 25 RS A [R] 5% ) (B 2 % 3
FhE FE AT M (Qureshi & Monk, 2018; Todd et al.,
2019; Todd et al., 2021), PDP AY#F 5T AT LI 4515
—MHEFEX VPT ARG, #lin Todd
SENQ017)iE i PDP & B, I [H] k) 2x Wl 55 1
VPT By FEh B A R R A 3hid 72 . {22 PDP Jf
R FCIFE M (A — 55 B[R] 0 S FR A T R T 4
[ 3l A s P A B Bt 1 4] o3t 17 R S LA
PR SR SR A 5% 5 BB T IF R BEfE 0 B AN [A) 1)
VPT BrBeiyseieu=, If Hiff— R R R —5
HEXF—%5 % VPT AR BT & =441
[R5, DT B R A IE— 25 % VPT ML
ER,

TR, Ak P ZEAIL T 0 TF 5 100 12 18 5 B[]
HERBESY, I H RTS8 DLW iR g pt 25 0A
X R, HETFRATE X — 2% 5 =4 VPT 1Y
SR B Ok T A, HX = AN B ™
FERAITIR R ESE? B4 A M EERE R
B/ (s 1 e i B A1) [ = T 1 2
F AR Clan i F, P/ i s PR Y B I P & 388 5 3 A A
R 2 (4n By R FRAE R 25 Ak 2 B O 285 ) 2 K [ sk ] 7
8 8 056 I Fn o e e =X, FRATT AT DAA 50 =
B B A fg B ) il R, SRR LR AR . IR,
J&F rTPI Al dmPFC A4k 2 DA A% O i X 75 3 7]
Z5Pif VPT, PLRTEMFMAE T2, BAMS
SRAEFE E K4 (Martin et al., 2020; Yao et al.,
2021), XFOR—F, RATHEIR TAE 550N 5 0
PR T, AR N AT B IR B L3
M 5 R A 45 DA RO 5 A B HE R TR 4k R
g1 USRS, DA BT ek 2 DA JH A X
Z 5044,

e, RSRWFFEN] LIRWT Y R A SC B L R
B, DU S8 T D TR . LhaniRA
PRI =% VPT BB AL A FRAE 5 TS R, mAR
T VPT O A A B SR B 5 1 B FREH:
BLHL, AEE: 3 0 28 3k Bl AL ) AE A Bl 0 T A 4
#iH5h . Janczyk (2013)#E4T T — R 5.0 B N7 1]
(psychological refractory period, PRP){T: 45, PRP 1T:
55 BRUE S T A ER, 78 PRP 4155 th s

23 [ AT AT 55, AR AT 55 # i Zrp
JAb PR R GE AL B, TR 2 3K AN 55 Pk 34 4
I, 5 T AME S I RN 2y B K O
[ g v g kb 3 B BE A AE M, — K H g Ak 3 —
A4 By P HB 4 (Pashler, 1994), {HA5XETERY
J&, Janczyk (2013)MITFFRAEI, 4 HTHEALH/N
£ B (R BsF, T AT 55 22 T A ) ol e i) AR 2 %t
T VPT AR SR A 0, XA R R 2%
VPT JE LRI, LS eIt frifr, &
Z R AR RS A Y TR R T 6001
KABERF, 9% VPT A6 A b de it X —
SRR, T B RS IR A LRI R AR
MEREAT 55 v AT BE AR B o8 @ il 2, B4R L 5
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Comparing the mechanisms of level-1 and level-2 visual perspective taking:
Theoretical controversies, behavioral and neuroscientific evidence

WANG Jiayin, LI Jing
(School of Psychology, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210097, China)

Abstract: Visual perspective taking (VPT) is commonly divided into level-1 and level-2. Current theories
fundamentally disagree on their relationship: the two-systems account posits distinct mechanisms, while the
single-system account suggests shared processing. Integrating these perspectives, this article proposes a
three-stage processing model, which posits that both level-1 and level-2 VPT involve three stages:
information processing, perspective simulation, and information integration with response selection.
Behavioral and neural evidence indicates that the mechanisms of level-1 and level-2 VPT exhibit both

similarities and differences across these stages. During information processing, both share basic spatial
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information encoding, but level-2 VPT requires more fine-grained representations. In the perspective
simulation stage, level-1 VPT relies on rapid, non-embodied gaze tracking, whereas level-2 VPT involves
embodied self-rotation with reference frame transformation. During information integration and response
selection, both may share an understanding of others’ intentions, though level-2 VPT demands stronger
cognitive control. The proposed three-stage model offers a unified framework for understanding level-1 and
level-2 VPT. Future research should focus on developing experimental paradigms to dissociate these stages,
employing high-temporal-resolution techniques to examine the temporal dynamics of the model, and further
investigating the triggering conditions of embodied mechanisms in level-2 VPT, as well as cross-modal
integration.

Keywords: visual perspective taking, two-systems account, single-system account, spatial cognition



