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Abstract

To survive, the human visual system needs to capture life information quickly to estimate whether
another entity is dangerous or it is prey. Based on social needs, human beings also need to judge
whether the object is worth to have social interaction with. Previous researches showed that the
animacy perception was carried on by judging whether the entity has life information or has bio-
logical motion. In this paper, we reviewed the research on animacy perception and its neural me-
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chanism. We also discussed the future research direction.
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1. 3]

A fi i (animacy) 2 2 M SR BT ) — FlIEA @1, FEAEM T b, Adrth— A E, nTRUKE
SR I BAR X 2 N A A 0 (living) F13E AL A i (non-living) . {H2 A A PEtH 2 — AN E RS, E5A
() AR 5 AR 5%, 1838 K B 15 e A H A8 5l (self-propelled) A& 754 /0 & (mind) . U A= dir P I 2
—MNERAAEE R, BEEHZ A AR . FEMGNEETTUREEGRERRNEEIZS), HETE
i fE A Bedshiz ah, 1 HAA A dr 2R mT LA G O A AN A 15 25 7] LA 3 (Gelman & Spelke,
1981). A ar PRGN RE AT REAE AL aw I IR 1S 1, B2 LR LU AT BAIX 70 A= i AR 3E A2 A 4% (Legerstee,
1992),3~5 % L2 0] LA ZAA ()i B sl b 18 J& P 5577 100 [X 70 AAA Sk DL S NGk (U7 5 5, 1985).
TS Bi] 7R 24 i BRE (1) N R UF, X 3 A= i A4 R JE AL i A4 2 At AT 8 J5 Ok B () 2 /12— (Hod ges, Graham, &
Patterson, 1995). [ER, AZEICHZ RGXA A d )i bb 0 A8 o PR R0 12 12 30 B B8 4 (Bonin,  Gelin, &
Bugaiska, 2014). A= P4 I 1 32 (The animate monitoring hypothesis) I\ Ayt 178 FH AR A5G s AL A7 1 SEHl &
FEVN I i NFERUE, RN SRR Al AP A AR AR S, RO BEAN IR O 45 25 QT T BRI
N HEFEE AR, TIXF AR a1 Be 7 gtk 5o 7 NI — P48 e 71 (New, Cos-
mides, & Tooby, 2007). THETAEA TR, AT 7 Z i A i 1 FRBCRI R A R 2 14 75 R ¥ AL A 20t
Ko Bk, At EEIEIRA T H AR R IR R KIER

BEAE T LA LA N . NARIEAR . IS N T R A5 I S AR 8 B AR it o () H B A AREA T
M FNX L NG RAR RN L . TP NSUETE S R SIMET AR R, 20 Rk
BNEFWAAIIRAE,  FFSAEARRANAZ B FEAR R IMER . 28T, AZEXIMER AN NG 24
PSR, HIX e s R AR EE B3 E 5 NAARERS, AT SR %, (H2%51X
LB AR TE GO IE T BN IEHE, e 2 AAET IR, XA “Refiy” IS (Mori, MacDorman, &
Kageki, 2012). AMYNEH XA “Ria” R, BBt a PR 0 sk R e
B AN TE T EEL G B RSO NG PR B ] 32 35 4K T 08 B A O I (Steckenfinger & Ghazanfar, 2009), 31X 2538 Hf)
NI A EIRIEOR) 1 A= i PR SR, 6k AATTHR SRR R B 0 i SRk, (R e AT T AN 2l ) 23 A 26 i 1) Y s

A i R TR T A DI A A R RAR R S A A A {5 B (life) (Guerrero & Calvillo, 2016; Looser &
Wheatley, 2010)8%# /& 5576 4 #1231 (biological motion) (Gao, Newman, & Scholl, 2009; Scholl & Tremoulet,
2000)F WA I E . AHEFEINATERBE WK A RS/ N AR R B 25 A 1 B AR (S B3
Z B LT I I8 B 28 3R Sk H 5 % A AR A iR A4 H (Schultz & Bulthoff, 2019). Bk, AEdnfE B4k
T AN WIS B 28 0 A= i 14 240 7 ] R 2 B 5 SRR 2 A R AR T R FEAS R PE A o AR S R 204G INIX AN T7
TR XS A i P R AR DG B FE AT [RUBE, 6 AR SR B F 98 07 [l AT JR 22

][l
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IF A %

2. Bk i RRAIRI AL F B R 5 [
2.1. AEHARSE AN EZN

211 BEEFREFEHES (LifeR¥IEE Y

T B A 1 A i A SR A i R B O L, AR A 1 A A A M R AL SR W A 2
SRR L) JR AR AL H B AR o AT AT DL s L A A A A A, B BN T LIS 2
NI AL AVE R NG T AL AU HE FL(doll face)id /& Ui B THIFL(CG face) fE ARIMA BL 5 HN
FLXFEE, W g2 E AR R AR I A X 4> BN T LA N3 T L (Balas & Tonsager, 2014; Bowling & Banissy, 2017),
VoA A VETE A — MBI AR A SRR, S AT AHER I X 2> BT AL NG T L. BIEAE P AR5 45
N LA N3 AL 5 4 DL RE (identity-match), W2 51K AR AL IEG, HWnnlEE, &L n{E
FEVEAHE T NI fL(Balas & Pacella, 2017). AR AR A dr PE R LRI — DN IEALESE, kA
RS R B R R E N, RIAEAEES . A [F A4 B 1 AR i P I T mT B[R] — B 2oL
i, AN AR A v i A R T A [E R 2 i AL (Koldewyn, Hanus, & Balas, 2014).

A AR AR 250 VR e A2 B BB . Guerrero & Calvillo (2016)fd 3 & 5 i ¥ 28
WEFE T AE eV SRR, I AR A PR RO BT AR A, A SR I TR PR A 1O AR 2 S
WRE, SR T A tEMNEGL” o T AR B G AL A R R T R IR (Calvillo
& Jackson, 2014; New et al., 2007),

2.1.2. BEERFRETEYIZIN(Biological Motion)JF! E 4 it

SR — B i R B RE ™ A — Lo € ISl BE R R 9T A [ (alive), T 53X AN AR AR 5 (R i
FH I 7 (Abell, Happé, & Frith, 2000; Barrett, Todd, Miller, & Blythe, 2005; Morito, Tanabe, Kochiyama,
& Sadato, 2009). XFEANEFE T X2 3 R K R, B2 — M@ Bl 2 ti T 3 A & B R HES) I 24
HEWTIX AN s s F48H — 2 = B (Gao et al., 2009; Scholl & Tremoulet, 2000; Tremoulet & Feldman, 2000).
Bl =2 R AR “ BAEIZS) 7 (self-propelled)i, e AR MEAE &1 B (1 A BRI G 26 7 W7« il 70 S5 e,
THEEAT VR T A SR SE F f — AN m ik, s — 2 fE i, KXk “J4iEsh” Emmm s
DR A e AR . IE WA ) 538 18 R A ar VRN 75 2 MRS A R AR RIS B EN R, JF HiX
NEARIE B —EFRRER) “0%” (Santos et al., 2010). AW 58 EARIE ) 50980 F 2 A et N IR B 2,
XFEYIR AR EE . Abdai 55 A KB 503 W 4 5 00 18 B 4 Romlof T8 28 i AR N A A2 i 4 (Abda,
Ferdinandy, Terencio, Pogany, & Miklosi, 2017).

2.2, MR HEH

Tift 70 3 {8 FH T BEHE L3R 8K (functional magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI)SRAF 77 A= a4 0 A #4388
WG, DR A A VN TR L o RN AS 5] (4 DX 3800t T AR A A B0 SO AN R, XUIAR T
[] (bilateral fusiform gyrus)FI5iH [El(middle temporal gyrus)*it A iy ¥ s N B AE A dr ¥ s N BB 2 o TR
"I 5l (inferior occipital gyrus)*§ zh#) B F A ¥#iE ) M. (Downing, Chan, Peelen, Dodds, & Kanwisher, 2006).

RS A i M B BRAE 2 — 2 NS R 2: M B BT 4. A BRI DO a7y 2K,
EIRR AR 2 0 J VAR AAE 70 9 2B A PR AN S 2R i P AN, 81 ik 7 8 R LI IR B2 J2= (VT )% T4 A
SRR I A i 0 0 AR XA 2% B AS A 30 X 38((Chao, Haxby, & Martin, 1999; Grill-Spector &
Weiner, 2014). T A BIBF T BRI B J208 Az i i (0 20 2 U2 AR A 2 A P 3[R P (agency ) T 22 53
A, SRR IR AL 2 KRR Bt e oA AN SE 1. Biln, AREEshin B ORI AT 34
EEI FL AN IAE S R P 20 b BT A s AR, T AR AL T 8 d s L B, X — S5 SRRy S 1 X3
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[

RPEREAT 20 OB B M, A M2 28 55 5K (Connolly et al., 2012; Sha et al., 2015). WA EFH
TAEII A, A NSRBI K 250 AR i 1 PR SR AE [R] B 108 25 P AN R U], BB — 4 X o KRR
VU175 5 DAL 1) 0 R U], T8 3 RS2k D DU 0 0m T U U gt B J2 0 08, T A0 230 R0 42 D DA 1) 2
o B BRI Jz 2 7 36 (Thorat, Proklova, & Peelen, 2019).

(A, FRATTER R T T A= i I ORT NS A AN B R S L 8 P AT R J2 R AT 2 J2
NZKTHFLEEHL A A T AL LA S 58 05 [ B (Gobbini et al., 2011), TIiX AN X 5 R AL AR A )0 BT FE
(theory of mind)fi K. A LeHt 55 7E MAEWiz 3 I A B 5T AL am PE RO BL ], RN R BB 4 RSt

“mirror neuron system” (I0 T [EIFNAL T [) S5K/KF B A PEHIWT A ¢, MHEACHIZ M ZE “social neural
network” (FEM & B[ ARIEE] L L 55 AL ROUON IEE A0 Fi 200 5 o S5 i (X)) 5 41 A8 Ll O R HE T
SRACEINTTASS, RFRBI A dr b, A N 15 2 B B0 s PRI AR ar i, BB E
ARG A W EE (Santos et al., 2010). Morito £ A\ R 7T & Ik AMI & 4 44 (1ateral occipital complex)FIFLHZ
(occipital poles)ifE i B4 Gu i HL N B FR PN BAR 2 (A1) X R B B, fEAM MR E BEEEH, WHER
HARKE I 22 FERL AU R 5 ZL I SR (Morito et al., 2009).

WA — BE R 5 A5 FH A 20 F AR R ROR S H8 T2 ar M I B . Wheatley 55 A &30 e AETHIFL
I, BN LA AR AL mT BAS & H R 25 B % N170 (BT B 02 IS 170 ms 7247), {HIEME
HIIE RS LPP (late positive potential) I, RAG B ALK& 1 52 ) 1ES LPP (I 7] % 4 400 ms~1000 ms),
ER] L AE 90 38 DA R A i P DB R R A6 A T LD T ) e B B (Wheatley, Weinberg, Looser, Moran, & Hajcak,
2011). %A1 Balas F1 Koldewyn MBI 7T 45 R4 &I, BN LA BLAE 0 L% 7£ 400 ms~900 ms ¥ H [H]
BN K L LPP IHE Y, 76 N170 B 2R, REE R EK P100 s FRIA &
EMEZER, NEMFLE KT P10 PIHRIE bL B TH ALK (S (8] %24 100~140 ms), [F A 9 AE dr i Tk A4
LI T # FLE B (Balas & Koldewyn, 2013).

3. SRKMARBRE
3.1. XTEHMESOE Mind) BIHEX AR

BTN A LGS OB BRI, NATEHI WA A i 0 I s R AR HEN — N R R R B LR
fI3d#% (Balas & Auen, 2019; Looser & Wheatley, 2010). AT IRIEIME 5 A MIALE Bt I Wy A A i
1, ERWRAERT N2 SO/, AR 2 KR D . Frith ZA 8 X 3 AE A i AR A dr A
[ fE 1742 0 B4k (mentalizing) BE 71 & & I FERE 2 — (Frith & Frith, 1999). & #F 50 KB fiy P Bk a] DLAE 32
JLI B % 2 (Gelman, Durgin, & Kaufman, 1996), ifi“ Lo PR EE 8 ”(theory of mind) 1) & 42 KLITE 4~5 % i (Frith
& Frith, 2003), XWVFULH 1A AN phHLHIA - 1 — /MR, T X MU AT T O B AL R A
L) (Morito et al., 2009). {H HHT KT AE A PEALO B OC R I BRI o b, AR dr PRI AN AL OB RSN K
AL TR R e 5 —FF, AR A MR AR S OB R A 0 SR M BRI AR, IR EE S
FRAIF 98K 3= & X 7 T AR
3.2. £ HMERANHENBITR

REUAECH IR Z R T EMMER LN R, ER RS RANARK—E. FHlu, FrRHTNN
AN TRALE R B, AN R B . 534h, B4 dr i yamEiR) ™, AAIZERT
FUI I H eI O SR B TLR A AR R, TR AR IR B 14 o] RE AN i 4 1 S e AT AR i it 3%
MEFHE o A B 5T 48 FH A Bl (magneto-encephalography) & BLBR 1 A WAL RS AERI BRI P, AAT T AR H5
N A AL (human-similarity) J5 U SRR AE AR . (Kl 2 15 3047 7E Fo A R 28 52 0 AAT T 2B iy Ve R AR 1) 2R A
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