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Abstract

As a positive construct in interpersonal relationship, social mindfulness refers to one’s effortful
control on “regarding others” and on considering others’ needs in the processes of social deci-
sion-making. Social mindfulness can be assessed through SoMi paradigm. Previous studies have
demonstrated that social mindfulness is influenced by various cognitive factors and personality
traits. In addition, being the two poles of the same motivational continuum, social mindfulness and
social hostility have been respectively discovered to promote more trusting and cooperating be-
havior and to result in various negative interpersonal consequences such as loathing, hatred, and
aggression. In order to understand social mindfulness in more depth, based on prior findings, the
author proposed an integrating framework for future studies, which emphasized that future re-
searches may focus on the generalizability of the assessment of social mindfulness in different
cultures, the moderating factors of this concept, and its underlying neural and biological mechan-
isms.
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HEBSERMMENGRLIHRREROSE. REHRPMNEFROFENRNITA, WiELSoMi
WRBTH R MAFARY, HEBEREOEER., WRKE. BREAFEAMERNBE.
MoERE. WK - WS EAESEAREROE®R; i, HeBS5HERERIEAR—MIPE
SAKFR, H2ESREREAREFHTFEZNEESEE, THEBBESWREEARSER, W
R%E. WIRMZEESE. AT RESMRANERESES, AONEFARKZERM ERE — SR
BEFTAESR, FHRPAARRAM AT AL B SATPRE AL, 2B SR ERAEERME B S
TH#E—BY R

KA
ieEd, UM, ARES), SoMiEx
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1. 5|

ol PR, A E A — AN SRR T UM AL S R E 5K, e W E 2 FTE SR K AT .
O AIRE” KRR, ERMNKEEHAEHER “fLaibis” o ORI REmEN, &
ST A ar s E S SR RN B R SME L (T, B, PNETR, 2014). (HELSEAE
W, N T RS /NRLS BRSEE T T AN TE HER RS2 At N I SR WA . AR R, X
SEI S IR SR R AT e BB, ME DL R SCVEAR A M R IR B (B = O BRI s B, AN 2
i N 2 AT R G R EUA) o« BB B SRR WA, WF 703 R UR R DR IR 4% B OOl A 4 Rl
2 1) ST R A TR AN S A 24T R AT $E 2644, Van Doesum, Van Lange Al Van Lange (2013) 1 ¥
PP BRI £ OGTE . B IR R i N Ik 3 1) 75 BRI AT Ay fir 44 2335 & (social mindfulness). 5
At IR R B A TR DB By, (H BRI M 25 06 AN B B3 R b N 7 SR A i, 1A 1A
R U 3E N SRSB4 S LR AL T — ANB 0 B . A SO MR YT P 7 V2 R0 S e AL 558 £ 5
A A B SIR, DU S TE b BT A A

2. HLESHBS

HoEESE MR AR IS, e E R TSRS SEINLIT . A EROA N2
Yt £ R 55 ) {5 ) A %4847 (Declerck, Boone, & Emonds, 2013), 11 31 44 PR 435 i 551 fR RIF 7 7 3 28 e 4

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2017.79138 1102 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2017.79138
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

WE T B RA &5 AR A RS, AR A AR B R 5 AT N A R A A AR (Van
Lange, Joireman, Parks, & Van Dijk, 2013). FRANEI, XK @E e H & EiG R IR s S H B, BPEH I
WA BERAANTES “FER Rfgve. B, HEPFORNOERE SN <Atk 1Atk
F- BTl /£ (Van Lange & Van Doesum, 2015). [Hitt, JERFTIXF “ K HoASEH: 22 (low-cost prosociality) ”
IZNAL IR, Van Doesum 25 (2013)7EAH HL 4K 4 B2 i (interdependent theory) (37l E, & @ H —/NH Tk
NBREZ P OCEFNH RN B EMERREZRME: 88, B &R AR N bR B3 b 75
IR BE IR N LR T AR 91T J9(Van Doesum et al., 2013; 1%, sk, 2015), Xig
7 R N BRI T BA 2% 2 ok ¥ B8 B 14 F (Van Doesum, Van Prooijen, Verburgh, & Van Lange, 2016).

Wk, EEETE ST 5N B S R HATASEBOHAT THPPIRGT, FEx ko &7 1 HAE
PERE: SRR SRR “SGEMANT B ERES, RBIN: 1) FREMIRHS T
PSR 1% P AN AT SCC PR TP AR — O B B RE) s 2) TR AN R 1 At N B 1) R 5 (T B AR
MBI . B, A PHAIE— R ER B HOH AR, B AFSHE & 200 & 4R AR 1,
AAFH R ERFT L ARER 2 Mgk, BER Qi ARR I AL B 8, ik BRaR s, BRUONIXAE
LI B NME B SR I 2 o X R T W — D7 TR B T LA AT SRS, S — A T
TRUEZ W LA H IR R P

3. HEESBR

HuT, A2 00MEE 32K Van Doesum 25 (2013) 1 & [l 2 3% 275 2 (Social Mindfulness Para-
digm, PARfEHFR “SoMi fu3K" ). SoMi i X2 52 2 #5487 X (pen-choice paradigm) = i — %k TUF1 M — ik
TRV [ 9% T et i (Hashimoto, Li, & Yamagishi, 2011). %36 24 — b it 0L 2 I 4L 2 S 4R 55,
FHECAT 5 T SR PGAAE R TR 3 AN(EL 4 M)t R —A, BRI 2 AN ASE R R 14 i (14
1), WERZE. HEER. KA SRR ir (AL At o B SEA) Sh 4% AR AR 22 5 23 A ME— ) S AN EME — W0, B3
ANER 4 MFEZEYE R, A 2 A3 AN e A IR AEME—Y08h), T 55 4 — NP A S — 3R T
FHIE B 5 2 A X (RAME—Pi), Glinseie H b s i) 3 ANLLERA L NS, s, Eid 48 S5
BV S 7 — MR AT s s, b TAT 2L S TR B R 1 ANMEREIR, — Bk
Tei el Bz i A 2 R B

SoMi HJEAFIR: RGN 3 AN 2 ) FEME—P it Pk B — AR ER), X FA)
IR LRI 22 (PTEELLE R SRR £E), XA A A3 @247 800 1 43): Wil pikik £

[HESE] FoMa S, REEFE—A, REHI—D NGkt

¢ ¢ o @

E3-E

el S ek
@ 9 @9 w9

Figure 1. Example of stimulus of SoMi paradigm
& 1. SoMi SEF SLL6 FI R

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2017.79138 1103 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2017.79138

Fol

T ME—) S (WUE SRR, MR X TR 28 TR BRI (AR 3 AL R P %), XM o0 4R
NAEH S EEATAGE 0 47). SEERILA 24 Malix, Hrhsindads 12 AR 1 N4 a0 0 3 AN e 2 4
JEE—Pih), FEHIAARE 12 (E0 2 x 2 80 3 N EME—Ya), BARIISRERAESS I S IS . A HERR S
RERTH, BAFPEE 4 NEC3 )T R, BRI 2B RS BN )5 T
SRS o RO R U LU (BROE S B IR RO B B L), DA AR ol B A Ak 2 38 2 I d8
ZITEAR R T 5 SRR SR SCRRF(Van Doesum et al., 2016).

4. HLEXNAESEH

Tkt B S AT EAARRE S U 2N B SRR, 302K A2 —Fp S brAT ) LA 2 Al
TR IL, VWO BB . UL s R RN YR A7 (= R 1 A ) R ) S A R R A A R A T
ThRERIHTHE, Yog & MARE T IR N M5 R AR, MRS SRibalm . IS FI b re i A
M=l RARME AR AHET SNSRI, 3 Bk—A Al (Van Doesum et al., 2013; Van Lange & Van Doe-
sum, 2015). LAk, ther¥E S S BUR (RMRAL &3 @) WE B R — M LE LA P, Hai Bhe
fefs N bR B.2h IS 2 SRR S, JFRIH B2 STy AL SO U AT R R — L8 vk A
Prai i, %, MR A (Van Lange & Van Doesum, 2015). #Et, ABFRIRH THSESH RTINS
AR 2).

HESHIEETE
4.1.1. INHER

1) LEER

IR 18 (theory of mind, ToM)YEy—FiE 2tk £ I\ A EE /) (Bradford, Jentzsch, & Gomez, 2015), *f A
Kt H AN E A SAT AHS A JEH B & X (Caputi, Lecce, Pagnin, & Banerjee, 2012; Hamilton,
2009). HRETX B —EH FER: DMAIEN B RS MANELERE@HE. B, mil. BE,

AiE HeER B
a r——————w‘\ ( )
@ O MR
et 1 !
2 > ! e RE i
NEEE 7 Y e EE :
‘ ® @ | :
o LI i fi 73 (skill) 8 see it) [ :
o mawE | 7| Uk P > ! :
| E I ______ 1
UN 520 | EER
| 1
o it Y ® ® |\ e g i
o LM EIR p| IHLwill) L 4T Fi(act upon it) i o 45ff i
1 1
o - b :
o At . :
. 2\ )

Figure 2. The model of antecedents and aftereffect of social mindfulness
B2 HoESHRRESRYRE
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EEAEE)MEE ST, XFEeIA BT AR A R AT 9 VE H DR S 44 1 A% #0750 (Baron-Cohen,  Lom-
bardo, Tager-Flusberg, & Cohen, 2013). EA OHIEISHI AR R AARM NS B O —FE AL R Z
(Allen, Fonagy, & Bateman, 2008), iXj& ABrHBH AR FIAT A 75 R ISR 8 77 5601k, 2 v Ak
RETS il H 4L 22 38 AT A B 588 (Van Doesum et al., 2013).

2) MRKHE

JE I U ACR SR A R N s (BN, BRI 2 NBR LB R R, BRIR A BRIk, —H
At SO B AR AT AU . W A5 R 4% (perspective taking) fE N FEAE I BIEL Sy, S MAST AL Tt
NALEE, HEM SR S AN (25 FE 500 A5 1 O 3 2 (Galinsky, Ku, & Wang, 2005). M5 R84 Bh 7
REMAFINEALSTFE, REEMEEEEAHE ORI A OHRE, 5HeBa 2 BE IEMX(Van
Doesum et al., 2013). %M HAKIER, MR T —FEREUG S i, M1 el B SRR R e
oAt N7 A AT Pl A (ELAR O SR AT, 1T W AR B 2 3 B FL AR OR R R AN S R A N AT B R o,
T AN PR A At NS B PSR (1 2 B &R I) . X — 4 AR RIS T S SR, #lin Galinsky,
Maddux, Gilin, and White (2008) & 3, #H L T-I:AE (O B 5 NS BARLS), WACREBHCHEERA
Wi BT S8 P AR At B 2 5 R IR R IS R T A4S

412. ANgshHER

1) B

1% (empathy) & A br B ZN I FEH ) —FlOEREL G, BRI SZ3% R 6 HBlnt N TERAS A AT GA
MRETE), A S AU E G AR (B 1E) (O'Brien, Konrath, Griihn, & Hagen, 2013). Van
Doesum “5(2013)%} 186 4 KB (BFEREIE M. WACKEE . MERAAN NG AN EE) Sk
ST (Study 4), SREMAMSHESESBIEE 3 N R EE EMX, HE5N NG RHEA
B, XATREEFONAN A2 4e 10 ARG AL, WA WHMRX > BREMA, mBE I WA
KA R T AN BRI RE 3 SR AR A Ad A1 28 R R RE T M i 4L 238 & 4T N
AT 3R %A

2) LM ERUA

FE2 B HL ) (social value orientation, SVO) & —FAH X £ (19 A A& it (Li, Zhu, Gummerum, & Sun,
2013), LT AMATLE BARIE S At N R 28 GV ERR BE IR E W iF, & BFE PR s AR M EHUA] . SR
SR RN SR H AR, HAT IX R A A A il FR 2 R SR 2 NISE B 3R (Bogaert, Boone, & Dec-
lerck, 2008). HFEHL T, SR FHAENIR A, 50w fof-d KA BT 3% 8]0 2 (R XURR) BB 5K 45
BN TR B RSN Bk b AR 25 (Van Lange, Balliet, Parks, & Vugt, 2014). A 7EiE
S, AESMEEU AR A S ST N R TR, TR ARE, EaHERAE SoMi i E
ik, B EORA FAEARSS IR FEAL, X YIS BRI AE AL 23 38 AT N I OB AR

3) WL - WAREHEAM

TEAE: W, RZIE; B, AZiEd. 7 ERmEE. RN AZE, —HEAREE
GBS A A HE N o IREE - HEAME R — NI AR R 2, R MARTE S AR FE R L 1
FHI—. FAT -SUNIERALE R4k, A RS, 2012); 0 BN S 7 AN At N A2 4 i AR P ]
1% B HOE IE SR _E R ANBRELA . Van Doesum %5(2013) 7 1 186 44 il A £33 & 7K 7 5 /5 BRI 3 A% (bl
S AMITE. ST BT SR OIS - WA R, SR KIS S E IE ' AT
AL - WA A ARG 4EE FAPAE R BRI S5 82 KA SRS T st - A A B N PETE A AT N
(Hilbig, Thielmann, Wiihrl, & Zettler, 2015). &1E47 A (Hilbig, Zettler, Leist, & Heydasch, 2013). & i
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(Lee & Ashton, 2012)H1 TAE3 ik 547 4(de Vries & van Gelder, 2015)4% A bR H.2h 45 B A& 1 5 7
e

42. HLETHRREE

42.1. IEMEABRER

1) =54E

{BEAE(trust) IR T ARG R, IERA K EH A AEE EENE L, EHE R —Fh@iiE
XA AT B ) A RO SR R B it b BT R AR AU B O BRES (T 7, KT, RIKIR, 2011). #E&E &
Z T UM NGB R SR, FER KA 2B S RIA I TN X T oS8 AR i, AT
NERBRHEN T EER R G B & —MONX T % & HARET AN AEZNL, — oo
2RI, BAER = AL A58 A A bR B3 AMERHB N ACGESIHLEE &, 9 MBS BN AR
AL E 5 1) T 18 A5 AR A A (Balliet& Van Lange, 2012).

WRIEAFAE R S A B B A, BB U5 {5 AR 7K~ 2 B 2 A0 bt PR i R A DX R 2 ) 386 i 3 hm -+ 7
Kb, i S MERRE UL A A E R ARSI, XA 2 AR A AT 2 R X T
AR B P, WORAS AR B ARAR A AR SR, T3 e adk >k 32 5 i AN A4 8 R 310 5 145 AT KT
(Weber, Malhotra, & Murnighan, 2004).

2) A1k

BAEAT NPT BN —Fhett 247y, Rl H] B 3R 28 f R A R i 3l AT i A2 SR AR M) 2 e KA 1)
R I (Van Vugt et al., 2000). FEfA b AR & ZE R AR 58 S8R a8 BRATH 23 5 KA H a5 A0
MR IR B (e O AL R EE), Wfar (2 i Ak 2 B IS AR AT N © O O B L G0 556 AR 2 AU
FUH P IE I #4516 A (Declerck et al., 2013).

AR, B 7IRBCLR) . BRI BUS L4 5 S 20 BRI HL 2 (R AN A AE #k 2 R i
HE1E4T N4M(Balliet, Mulder, & Van Lange, 2011; Boone, Declerck, & Kiyonari, 2010), ft4x3 &0 &—F
N4 2> 03 (social mind), A BhTEEMRA N AOAEYE . BESL AR AT N4, 3 HEAE A4 9 J 2% (Declerck et al.,
2013), JUH AR A AR RIE R AZE R R HFteH, APREIIH AR EERHER. F
RS G 0 5 BRI R I T AR 2 (R A A A 2 A HT R B AR, RIS 1E4T A(Balliet & Van
Lange, 2012). HHULAI I, Lo &xt SAEAT AR mIR o] i i it HAh b A A 8 R AR, WfEAE. B
B B N 5 o

4.2.2. GMEABRER

R MR Z AL 2 SN BRR I, XS R B2 155 A A A B G 0 A8 i H A = B
Hilfl AR R . ZIREEN, X TR E AN G IR AR B R I 3B 238 W s BB i B2 R ANE AR IR B IR
PR, BRSO ARG R, WP, MR, B A

1) RESHR

PR (disgust) 5 11 1R (hate) & M4 FE N B FL Bl 75 rb b 3 28 6 A iy b s S Jg )l e 475 ) A7 1P 15
KIS TR, M MAEEITCALE . o RE o A X M NrfE g, M™ER 2SR A RN
EAT NI IN(Twenge, Catanese, & Baumeister, 2002). E4t<BhHL T % (Twenge, Baumeister, DeWall, Cia-
rocco, & Bartels, 2007). 7E Van Doesum “5(2013) A 7L 1, ZERPRAE LA T A B e se s 36 1) #
KRG 55— AT R [E 5E A SoMi AT 55 (1555 )3 2) # N — N5 55— T R 5 B SoMi 155 .
FEPIFEEE N, EaliRds 7R R RSN 1) PRI FErE— 8 I0T; 2) —IRME—IRIT. —IRARME
—IET; 3) PHIRIYIEFEIEME— LT, SE R & NI SoMi AT S5 G, BRI MR N RAE B AR I
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RUFRRFESETT AT VA, SR K LRSS IRKIC RIS R, MU T 75 57 P8 R o SR 2% 14
AT N EUR THRIANHIE S, SOl BT EN R IEA K. B EARER. Btrl i, PR
N IR B AR AL 23 S 13RI, B BRI — J7 38 0 2 0 o B — Pty B SO B ABAT N, AR 2 ERE IR
G IR AR A TS A I

2) BGEAT N

M A R AT A . L T AR T BRI S MG AT N A R, T 1P
& (Instigator—Impellance<>Inhibition) [ i& | B AT A= £ WEHLIEFE, 65 2, HBh3 (Instigator)idid —
SRR R I “ZEVE” TR L) B Tl B Z L (Impellance), MR B BHLS B IR HIH] )
(Inhibinition)@EAT BT, 5 F G W 22 K B 47 9 )72 42 (Li, Nie, Boardley, Dou, & Situ, 2015). HItt
AL, AMETE SoMi AT 5 Pk ME— ik TTE T v 2> BRI N RE#E, IXPAS KU BRI 2 3 B BRI R
PIFEE, fEREREVE R “ LA Rk EAT .

R4 Anderson Fl1 Bushman (2002) B H o 2t 14— B0 2 (the general aggression model, GAM), 5215
BEbAT A=A T E IR $hik, #3rEE SRR, a0, MEN. BEEMANERE.
AR FUESE OB . WACKREE NSRRI R . bl . B APESE AR I3
b NS AT 9 i N 4 FH (Batanova & Loukas, 2011; Castillo, Salguero, Fernandez-Berrocal, & Balluerka,
2013; Gomez-Garibello & Talwar, 2015; Vachon et al., 2015), TiX 4N A K2 s k23 &5 4 193h )
RIE, X NFEMRERE BB 7 A B S sk Z R BGEAT = A I E R . 2498, ABRP R, e
BRI (il A AEREE) BE B R AE AL 2235 & 5 Mo AT A R AR FIALSIIE A itk — D 9T

5. RFKHARRE

SN — PR NBRILS, RN ARTE RIK 5 e 5% i 5t N 75 SR AT DS ) 5 fE KR 2
i, XREVAREE. EHAERBEREERE R . 78 Van Lange fil Van Doesum (2015)44 4 &3 5
NA VSRR TS G AR AE 22 E AT 46 B4 2 B S A A . VA5 FIAL A7 7E o 28 A 3L o

5.1. REMSESINIPAEAY

IR Van Lange 58 AJFA 1 SoMi i AEAE 235 & NP E BATHEIE R & AN GrE, T HAE AT # o
FEHHRAESE SoMi T XA B R AE UL, EMSCACE FPERSNS T PR R P A KA, SoMi Ty
RIEEARBOE 2 AL . BARTI S, %, SoMiEsURE T M RITT R, ER%ET “HBERANM”
B vk At 2 R SRAE 55, WA BT FE T 5 Y o [N B 2 B2 L “ A A B 7 AT (7 5245, 2014),
FEGIAN SoMi JEAE] A [E K b AR 75 200 G AT AR 3. 55—, ASEIRAPRMINIE#E L, JT K
FOTIERE “AREE” o “EbR HOEEA SRR SR G R, HA S TR A BE A T
RERCAAIME BT IO S, FIEEIN SoMi Juik / Zxt H S pr kAT A LA EIT, DA
I S AR

gi b, R FCRIEE P NI =7 mR s i 2 SN RE AR 5, 91 SoMi vl Te
ISR EIA T R BN EE LRSI SoMi JE 2 ST, BT SCE M AR g, i,
e b E AR AT RN, JERIN— SR A R (SR A 2 A SR BGEAE), DURIR S
RO T H, B BT O RIS MR AT AR AL RABAT, AR IR SRES AR S AL L 4 e R
I NRETE . ORI SV =A@ X RPRREAT VP, e Pbik b B gl i . 2B B TR
BH AR — 2B IE S SoMi iR Rl Hk, RATREHFERAE B S MIFRIME S T4,
RiEid SoMi VM PFAL 28, AT LA RS RGN [l 390 1k 00 e 1 0y 2O RT e T S AT s AT I A, A
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PR D85, ARSI GT A AT AR . BEAh, 3B N R AT R A 2 st N S B 4
AL SBEVEE . Bn, P RSB SHNIETT . EaE SR MRS, R R,
HAETHTT A1) SoMi i zG & (K& RS TEAR 8 &, HTRERZ B F L 77 AR PO 2
BESE DRI ZR BT, ARORBTFUR] 25 RETT & E PP AR ) 4 B U7 0 AR 2 8 S iR PR 2B AT DU, BAR ikt
NI A R

5.2. FAEZEHSESNFATERE

o R R — MR, R —FeRE . — T HH T INES AR R mRIHFRE . R AR
Py S HEESE AN R(EH CRSEEE. W), BB A B %) SR &R
MRIMHCREE . ZR MRS B, —MEK “HsSe” T, SHSE—En SR
U, (HEEE R Ta N R RS A KU« AR 7T AT 3 — 0 R B m ik 2535 8 i A2 P 1 1A
o WIORRSEERE . AATIREFN R & /155 .

RAFREEGHLEE. GiHELxR, I REMXRZLMiL SN EZELE, ML TMEE
N, MRS BRI KR E @ mHR TR SERAAERI SRR, AR F AR T
X FEE RS NRBIN, FIFER 23R R4 2 & (Van Doesum et al., 2013; Van Lange &
Van Doesum, 2015). ZERFRRINATH, AN A T BN N A B3 . K EF SAERIRIAR, T
BATE) B B 3 R 25 5 2 B i L. 354+ F1¥4 5 (Hein, Silani, Preuschoff, Batson, & Singer, 2010). iX 464 77 &
BT A T IE SR 5 | OO RRE . AELEXRIIN G, KT DL — D8R R R HEAE N
Ekt o @ R b iR 5 R AL

APRA GBS 708 - % - AR, HHETIE R 28 SO (DT 2E S HL) A1 DR BE
EUR (U)X P FR RS ZIAL, BAEEIRIS AT (AP hbL) 2R M e “Ab A B Hh B2 J RS A
S5 LR ZE S B HLR R CUHCTE, A7, 2014)e KEWFFUMAESE T AP S AL 3L A 1) B L
(Declerck et al., 2013), IXFf H 3l A T 5 P AN B BN BRIF R AP, KA P IERHR M At 2
BRI WIS EERE, 2 ESERM. H R E A2 5 72 i — B H# 2
BSOS 5T S SR SR AR R, A PRI IR T T IR LA R R 5 2B AR R
Iir S Qe VAT SER R I

KEEASHEES. MTIESHRIE0 A AR RS, oS M “5eE
N7 () B Bzl (Van Doesum & Van Lange, 2014). #FRE AN, R HAI LA ALE 2 N5 B 7K
I B R A £ 3 & I RT3 254 (Van Doesum et al., 2013; Van Doesum & Van Lange, 2014; Van Lange
& Van Doesum, 2015), X UiBAMLET . HEZ. BEFCIRAS TR BT B0 BRIA RN B2 UR R S A A il e A 2 2
PN E BN Z, IR 700 2 BRI BT AN A T Bl A R0 B EE AT B AT 4 il (MacDonald, 2008), ixX#
W AR N T BRI OGTE . BRI, SR SRAFF T — AN BBy ) PR 50 ek 8] 77 S5 RS R 3
e IATER .

AL, Uidade R, AMATE SRR T i 2 e OIR S (I A8 SR S A 48 . WIS & TRAE
H RN ) M2 M BAT TR IE % & % 1 # K £ (Patil, Cogoni, Zangrando, Chittaro, & Silani, 2013),
AT FUAR N I 1 0 pE S BT R A I AR A

5.3. H—HIBTFHSESHMEEEIH

B E T AL S AU T T VE s, BAR OV KEFF IR T 53N RAH O i £ A4 BRATL I,
kL5 . B A G E . FRFHEFE S (Van Overwalle, 2011; Van Overwalle & Baetens, 2009), {HH T
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B SR TIREI B, AR T — > 5 BT 55 2 2 T I A e Rt — i stk e B &
IR AR LA .

WRIFEAL S FEIARTI N, &2 DEFEHEAMEN TR REFREAMN . 0 R EPAT I HIE S
AR 7048 H N A (medial frontal cortex). 754~ #%(amygdala) 135 _L 74 [9] (superior temporal sulcus and
gyrus, STG) ="M X # 5 _Eik{F-554 5%, Brothers (200251 =AM X ikl “+: 2 fivi(social brain)” o [ifi
Ja, A RKER T2 W DR RN X ST T RSP, I — oo EE T id 200 A4S fMRI T
7, RIS [X (temporoparietal junction, TPJ)FI Al AT A5 5z 2 (mPFC)IX i i [X % 4 43 A RTHE
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