MENERD Bk Ak BB — i A=)
HI{ER

TR TRETE
b RO SRR 2B, 478 5O e BRI st e s, dbat 100871)

W B ek, AIEAE BB NS ERA . R A S B A T AR
AN ZNIEIESZ , (AR 45 E B MENER P A o R RATH 224 B S e k= &
5 NSIE AT X 2 95 = 2 I ph 98 . X FhEE SRR B -— M A 25 il (sel f-other
control, SOC). SENEMFEHIAHE, CoBEEIS . W5 RPN IAE S0 i 4t 2 A AR R
WO B BRAENAS B T AR ZUEHE R, SOC W] it /& — Fh 481 34 [¥) (domain-general)
IR, BRLE SRR (4% il A0 At 23 v, SRSt 1 At A0 15 I8 AR X 40 R s 58
PRI HE—%8 SOC R%G. IR TR, AHLL T3] B B 005 B R 1 41 i 428 ol
(inhibitory control), SOC s&#tax AN — NSRRI 42 di0) k2 FT
HI5Z% SOC 75 . b4k, SOC ML M H R BATT, AR AT LAIE I 1 5 ) s A EAS 4%
HIIZE, KRANAENAZIRAE CnORE RUR TS Fefs D BT REE 4.

KB B B R— IS SHRE] A

155

0 42 N AL 2 Bl i $y %5 + 70 B E ) ff) 4 (Hamilton, 2008; Over &
Carpenter, 2013), JHITHAG 5 It ANAT A& MEM SRR I A2 P 22 e YY)
— /MR (Marsh, Bird, & Catmur, 2016). KEBFFERY, NTAA BB A
&) {E 1 il [7] (Brass, Zysset, & von Cramon, 2001; Brass, Derrfuss, Matthes-von
Cramon, & von Cramon, 2003; Brass, Ruby, Spengler, 2009; Genschow et al., 2017;
Heyes, 2011), XM H 3075 N KW 55 4 R St(mirror neural system)t]
153 2% VI FH 2% (Rizzolatti & Craighero, 2004; Perry et al., 2017). #Ed& &N T, &
AT RN P LASE AR R0 5 IS AF ShAT HEAT VLS, A AT A0 B B2t N B,
P fgAth NAT AT )5 1Y R B 8% Bl (Pawling, Kirkham, Hayes, & Tipper, 2017). {H &
FAGIN Ttk — A, RISt AN SiE S 3ATE S IshEA—Bus, JdTE
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5 S Fries i RAE B2 5 N SR TS R AE =R o 5. BRIk, S T ARIER
AITE SENVERIRAAAT , FRAT LN B S0 (bl AT — e fshl, BIBh/ERL
izl AEBNVERS O F 1 o, FRATTI K 75 20T B AN N BV ERAE AT X 43,
HRE 3 2 AT BEAETE R P S HEAT I, X FPRE IR B R — Al A3 i (self-
other control, SOC; de Guzman, Bird, Banissy, & Catmur, 2016).

NFERAL AR, TRATAE AL 22 A0 v ) LT i B o b 0 22 5 i N EAT 28 L
fEAE 22 H Fli(social interaction)d, AU NFIBIEEARKIAZL, MARIELE . W
RS &5 BN R £ AL, DR R FRAT AR B AR AN (917 2 R R AR
AR SEILE TR E AR, D20 46 H AR DS B 1 RAEEAT X 43 Al
PREIAE 71 (de Guzman et al., 2016). A2, BRITIRZIEERY, ShERHTE
il K SOC AJ A — P4 i (domain-general) (N AL, 2 A A5 742 il A
M RCRFE O B AN LG S5 s Pkt 2 N RI3E [/ — 28 SOC £ 4 (Brass, Derrfuss,
& von Cramon, 2005; Brass et al., 2009; de Guzman et al., 2016; Santiesteban et al.,
2012; Spengler, von Cramon, & Brass, 2009). #11, HHFFR LI, Eidsh{ER {51
I 25 AT DL, 35 46 1 A 1 2 [RDWE A K% 843 (Santiesteban et al., 2012)F1X} A A
KIEHIFLN (de Guzman et al., 2016).

SOC [l 25 (& T #E4x B A A RS, B b RAZAE A2 AN T
KM R R . B, B TR 2 BN AL 2 B A 0 2 AR LR
LM HON AR B PATHEERE R . Z BTl SOC iR Bl st 2 N A 7t
SR, HP—AEEERE, SOCEA—AHEHMES, T SoC i
SANFIR RIIBE T AL T2 B, B Z SLE SR~ SOC TEAE 2k i
HARERNH . B, A B 7E@ I B LA T SOC IR FE, FiF SOC fEH
ANAERE P L R A% O BB AN ARG SN R Ak 2 DA 0 35 R I AL (R e o
FAE S5 LA i 36 Rt b, X SOC FEIX £t 2\ 0 7 i) B /R F AL AT
PRVE, XA TR — LB B . FRAT A B A I HESN BE 2 1 3 Ok SOC
e 2RI IR

2 YRR HI R B 3R — 35
CAEMFRI, MEE E7AESME. MEAL NS E A ; i N Sh7EER AT LA
7% 0 /N (inferior parietal lobule) 1% T [5] (inferior frontal gyrus) (Caspers, Zilles,
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Laird, & Eickhoff, 2010; Molenberghs, Cunnington, & Mattingley, 2009), T F/NH-
FVE R [9] 39 2 47 504 450 L (i X (Rizzolatti & Craighero, 2004; Fabbri-Destro &
Rizzolatti, 2008; Rizzolatti & Sinigaglia, 2010). tHHIR U, AMEM E A A ShAE A
it NEEX AR, T RALEANA Sk 0 A A 5] (R R AE, R3] SR A0E (shared
representation; Brass & Heyes, 2005; Brass et al., 2009; Spengler et al., 2009). 1R
B, FEFERAEA R T HATY) & M B N 0 IRSZ o AR IE AR AR 2l ok —
AR PRRAE SN TR H 316 K (Gallese, Rochat, & Berchio, 2013), Pl 244t A
EESBATE & Wah = A —E, oM N304 5 B S 2 F A1 8 & 30
TEMIBAT . LT ERATLAUCE S SOC Skext B FAME N BN 1ERALEAT X 43 F

rd
s

2.1 FFERED 1] B3R — Al A\ B B

005 ) R AR AT 4 8 0 L 1) 82 AT 55 S A5 075 44 4F: 55 (imitation-inhibition task;
Brass, Bekkering, Wohlschliger, & Prinz, 2000). X f&—fzh 1F T 78 2 (motor
interference paradigm), AT % — MR : BB AP RE 2SN FE
NVIERIE, 2 J5ZRF Tt s sh(da e fasida ). FR, 7fEH &
M fe 2 i FP 2N RNAE ST “17 8927 ). S, ZORPOR
SRR SNAE ST RS, B “17 HErdR, F2 “27 shrbie. Bk, RNE
SRR IR 4R 7 S R a1 0 N — BER — SR R A

IO EEAR IR 2, W RITF EE AT T B3, At —
BURAE T, Bl R s E 1) B a0 2Rt 5 B & WiateiEs), Mk, £
—HEMT, STEASNIBEIZS) . ZFSIE TP BT 7 2415
B, CHEMARGERKIN, T80k, BRTEA B0 T 1R
TS, %2 8 5 (Brass et al., 2001; Brass et al., 2003; Brass et al., 2005; Deschrijver,
Wiersema, & Brass, 2017a; Genschow et al., 2017). X EL R4 FR A — 8k 2
(congruency effect; Butler, Ward, & Ramsey, 2016; Deschrijve et al., 2017a; Genschow
etal,,2017). fREHE, —SUERRIRGER, ARt N B4R RO 07 42 1 5 i8R

2.2 R A B B — A NS S0 KA S X
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WA FAGUESE I — PR 1B ERL O H] 5 B RAMB AN L2 (856 & . filln,
fMRI B 58— S50 I, B4 AR 074 8l 0 A I8 6, 55 450 P9 U 1 J22 15 36 (anterior fronto-
median cortex, aFMC) 1T & [X (temporo-parietal junction, TPJ)#AN 5 H F AN
il NAZ SN T A < [ ki X (Brass et al., 2005; Brass, et. al., 2009; Spengler et al.,
2009). ERP WHFULR I, SHVERLi#EHI AT L5 K P300 fisi B (78 4k, AHEL T
— Bk, At NEE S BB E A — B0, P300 Uk R 2 Bl 3
(Deschrijve et al., 2017a; Deschrijver, Wiersema, & Brass, 2016, 2017b). 7E4L2= I\ %0
ML, P300 A A — A B B K X 43 1 A0 A A 5% SR AE 1 il L 4 B
(Knyazev, 2013). EHFFLKIL, 774 P300 FIFHZ Y5 AL T aFMC F1 TPJ 2 H:48
I IR X (Mulert et al., 2004; Perrin et al., 2005). Deschrijve(2017a)ihly, HEA—
AT P300 0], AT EE S AR IR B R S A S ERAEZ 8 1o T B0
FN BRI FEA K

Brass Z5£(2009) ¥ 58 &K B, aFMC A1 TPJ AN X 7R 4 4 il i T2 b B AN
FIRIThfE . @I SR ML 55, Brass fES256 BB T RIS 2 37 2
RS —Fh 25 b, FITF I ME s, Haffmdisz ma RS —
NREEL AN X7 5. 2 X7 SRGER, kT AR RT3
R85t 2 “ X7 SRLER, RIS F AR RZEs), RI%
FHEEN P, TR PR R BT OR 8 % M), A% M2
W7, RITFE — AR BE, o2 RIT I B4R A 4 2 8] 2> B AL
I BC2” WA BUE S . SEATMEIES R, BXES “17 BEiR,
B 27 TR, EPORRNER G, RIETFA 2 ERTEEE. RSTFH
AE SRR S E A —BORA— SR 5 fF. SLIRss BRI, TPITES —
Fp 237 A RBOE AR B B v TAE SR — T 2 I P, 1ff aFMC [BIE R
5 TPI WytatFA i, AR —Fh BBy 2 b B 0E 155 B = (Brass et al., 2009).
Brass Ay, 755 —Fp 27, A ARENERG R IES RN 5, FiE
WA b N SVE ) B S AT B S 3R B B 2 Er= A vh €. i, TPI ¥IE
184 508 7] 6 S I ER) 2 DK 0t A B A A B 43 (f N/ 1 3R B 00I0 T o A2 28— Fif
ST, A ANRSIESHAX B S BhE R #EAT, aFMC 30 8 55 0] 58 S it
2 4 1 B AN N B RAE 2 8] i R R T 4%



3 SRR SRR R

SOC #il A RBAZANE RGN 2N R 2 8] (1)3%E F2 (missing link) (Brass et al.,
2009; Spengler et al., 2009). FESR SOC ML 2 MBIERL GBI 70 H K R H K1
B2, HITWFRERM, SIEROTIEH BT k) SOC BA SsE w1, AF)2E7R
AL 2N ENATREILH A — & SOC ARG . XX FHATRN B AL 2 K0 N 35600
THLHIEA B E L.

3.1 FMERfRERIF SOC HIFUR 8 i

SEMERLDT R ke, AR O B S AN A T s A S
T, M AL EEEUEE RS STRATE S AR, FRATH A ZEAR
HORH R, SEREH]E AN S BAERATN A N L (Brass et al., 2009; de
Guzman et al., 2016; Santiesteban et al., 2012; Sowden & Shah, 2014). [Kth, FiX
Sedt 2N HIN T, RATFERET B SOC KXt H A N I FRAEREAT X 43, 54
CATZ A AT . Flhn, fMRI SSIERFFER T 7RI, ShiER)
FEH S0 AR DI AL aFMC A1 TPY I IX A s g E S
(Brass et al., 2005; Brass, et. al., 2009; Spengler et al., 2009). & [ #IHAE HIHTE 5T K
B, AIHAE A AELE O B VAT 3L A% S5 A 2 AR BE ) _EAFAE — € B[ (Bradford,
Hukker, Smith, & Ferguson, 2018; Happé, 1994; Smith, 2009; Schulte-Riither et al.,
2017;White, Hill, Happé, & Frith, 2009), 736l AN shER B sh 7 L HA77E
PN #E(Bird, Leighton, Press, & Heyes, 2007; Leighton, Bird, Charman, & Heyes, 2008;
Sowden, Koehne, Catmur, Dziobek, & Bird, 2016; Spengler, Bird, & Brass, 2010). T
HAERN OS5 T, JIHUAE 838 L2 HEAT VRS0 £ 1 AL O BR B HEFN , aFMC Al
TPJ W5/ 0 X 38077 A5 B 1) LU 80 59 (Castelli, Frith, Happé, & Frith, 2002; Spengler et
al., 2010).

KT SOC A it 1, H i e A J1HIESE >k B P M7 8T 1t 78(de Guzman
et al., 2016; Santiesteban et al., 2012). XA R, @I BVERA 2 HIZE,
REMS I 25 5 iy IMA B 2 ()L RCR AP AL BE )« 7E de Guzman 5(2016) ) SE
By, A AT 55 AT O, B S B R R BB AT, B
JEZRIS T e AR ada R AR AR . Ik, — 2 ok 58 A UK
FHIZMESOC §94bd), 7 —HB A E SRR F b fanHh a4 fMFh
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BHENHA T HR(SOC k). SEERE RKI, MELT SOC 54, SOC sk
A RAEPIRINE AT ot LB MR WL R R, 38 2 56 F FR AR 5 L R
1955, #A RERS. RARFEMNZIEN, Santiesteban %:(2012) KM, 8@ id 3
TERL R SR, B RAE — T A RUR AR AT 55— — RN AT 55 (Director task)
RS E] T B ER S KRR R SR, SOC RA e At I,
AR AL B 5 FAIAB A AZ ELAS B —Fh L] . R4 CAWTIT, Happé 5 A
(2017)F2H T SOC & Wifil 2 5 s VR4 42 O 3R B AL A% 0 Lo #% 1) (Happé,
Cook, & Bird, 2017). fERLATIEHIAMILE R, Xl NSHVENTE 25 i PR A 473
IR T 2 T NSIVE RN 45 IR AR, E At 25 51 MASH i N S E R 44
(WAL )0 FZET, T80 Sk v 75 22 [ B R AE 1 FRA N B B VR R 45
Xt T OB, BRSNS SN TS5 R B3, (B AR
&) i A 3 AN 15 . K, Happé 25 A(2017)iA R, BEARBHVERT 12
Co B PR AN A BN T AR A2 S, HR BEARIA 56 B =An T,
JnELE T SOC ekt | A AAF BB RAEBEAT X 43 FH 426 o

3.2 SOC A i tE Xt T ML SN AR X

HI T~ SOC P4 3t 14, A5 75 01 FH ST 410 A 55 Al B A4 SOC e T A
AT RE o i A S E A i R I, FRATRT DATE — @ R R BT %
MR E B INEIRE S, TEEENE, WIE SOC M Emit, AT LA
X2 AR 77 SZ AR AN A U IO AR 15 B A5 EAT B VR 4 I 25, DA 3]
FRFHBA T 2N ENBE I BOR . ML T HARYIZEIE, SR Z T I ZR 285
a2 5. ERT, —SeRiF 58 TF a6 F A 07 4 4 55 b i — B %A E 9 SOC
(IR AR AR RIR A S At A2 A R R . 11, de Guzman 55(2016) K
IAMALERAT ML 55 1K — SO R RR , Rf \ JA R 1) 15 S Stk o 61
T, WK 1) SOC 23 ik H FRAN A 115 18 7= 4 TE £ il & (Steinbeis, 2016),
ST 2B N EME N5 T, Genschow 25(2017)F FH 351% & S48 41 &
# (Interpersonal Reactivity Index, IRI; Davis, 1980) 75 3 T 25K 45 5, ABA1A I
RS AT AT 55 B0 — BOME OS5 R AE IR B3R B B A5 70 ARG R E
(Empthy Concern, EC)#1/> A #E4%j (Personal Distress, PD) AN 7 4EE I 1143 0 174E
B IEME. Bh4l, Genschow %5(2017) M L0 K I, ASAH I 55 Hh 1 — Bk
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BRONEIE AT DA 2 N A A TOMUE 1 2R 7 30 & %2 (Autism-Spectrum Quotient, AQ;
Baron-Cohen, Wheelwright, Skinner, Martin, & Clubley, 2001)_E11#54> . HA, £
Deschrijve %£(2017a)FI | ERP R, THE 1B HIHNTE S —BUERSAE P300 i
HSOr BRI, JRA EE SN S AQ BRI AN Z IR FIHH 4

BRI, BT A R EM SOC AL AR ITER, (B2&IXT5
T () SEIERFF FCAEAE T3 9R LU R e, T HLAE R 08 FORA7/E— e o0 . (Rltk, &%
T 2 (MEE SRR R SOC TEALE KN T A LA/ E A B ok RA TR AE
5 55— B 5 4L\ A S e 7 ——#l | #2 1 (inhibitory control) ELEL ¥ LAl |,
Xt SOC TEALZ KN IN T o mT RE 1A A B QAT R 1T

4 SOC 5zt AR KA FEH

e ARIRE IR T NIRRT EE R JU TR,
K FH 2 F 22 FE I SR 5630 sURIE 55 SR ER FUAL 23 DN 5 IR AL o DARIARI42 )
KRB MPAT IS SR OB B AL RS S S A RIRE T8 R 3232 %
¥ (Conway, Catmur, & Bird, 2019). ¥ 2 AT DIREH I 2%y, BRI 2
AR B B B ) B J1(Diamond, 2006; Miyake et al., 2000), AJ LAZEFRAT]
HAR A AT B B, BhIRAT IR B B 0 FUIRES B T30 (Brown-Schmidt,
2009; Wang, et al., 2008). # WLIFIMI & /775 go/no-go M Stroop %155, T K
BT FCAESE, PO S 0 R O BB AL S i O A 2 1 i
W17 7E % % V) Bk 2 (Benson, Sabbagh, Carlson, & Zelazo, 2013; Nilsen & Graham,
2009; Symeonidou, Dumontheil, Chow, & Breheny, 2016; Wilson, Andrews, Hogan,
Wang, & Shum, 2018; &, 75ZH#E, 2012; 75 EH#E, T, 2015).

4.1 SOC FIF 13 il By AH X3 37 A4

P4z ) g T B3 342 (self-control) ¥ i B4 (Doebel & Munakata, 2018; Nigg,
2017), FERAE ZIEX NG BRI X R . SRR, SOC iz
FESAM NS BTG ST, JATRIOT B AP 7 TE BadkAT X 2 A ) e
Jio BRIt FERES b, AHEC TSR, RN SRS BT SOC fEHE 2
W L% — AN T SRR IR 43 o R RATTZE R A A 42 1) s ik B B O BEOIR S
R340 T A A O BERAS 2 T, A% S8 B0 B AN O BUIRZS I R AE AT
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X 53, FhF =35 2 18] 0] BEAFAE P S 34T 4% - Santiesteban Z5£(2012) 4T N1l
WA BB LB T SOC AUl il 75 25 (MW AR B R AR . 7RSI, BR T
B SOC sfv/g9d, IEBE T M43 H(thia Stroop AEF) LR . INZRG
JERIL, SOC SRk 4L 2 AW s R R SR 3 T H AR B4, SOC 54k Fndm
A I SR 25 (O m R B G FRE BE 25 XU, AT S,
SOC 7E 4 (Al M R B I BE B 2

BeAh, HHRFIE R, SOC S h A AR FA R AL . &%, o)
NI, BEATHNEIESS 5 0BG . 00 5 AN 25 s Ak £ A 0 R 2
REWLETE aFMC A1 TPJ Fi/~5 E FAth A AE B0 ARG I X b A7 1 e o o 5
(Brass et al., 2009; Spengler et al., 2009). [KJy TPJ §1 574 [ F At A R AE i3
1T B 45 (Decety & Lamm, 2007; Steinbeis, 2016), i aFMC 17157 45 [ F A4t
N R FRAE Z 18] [ 52 (Brass et al., 2009; Spengler, et al., 2009), FTLL aFMC Al
TPJ #iA & 515t SOC I LIMGIX . B2y SOC H A Gg Akt [Rl i i i o
R AT 55 3t T LA & SOC. 17 [ WL il 42 il & /1) Stroop A1 go/no-go %5
f£45, EEERIFMHIIIAEA 5% (Brass et al., 2005; Casey et al., 1997). 4k, i
AR FEAR I, SRR (7 42 R 25 1) 76— LS R AR B4 N & b B T %
G, A NS REAR L IR 56 UBLAT AT 55, 7E Stroop 155 L IRILHNZA ]
A, A N RS 2 58 45 A ) (Brass et al., 2003). ), XU T 7T
IR, FEoz N HRE S 245 0 IIMRE A AT A AR AE S BB (], AT AN BB AR
I b g )t AN S K B A4, i ELIXORIRE (7 4% 8 B 77 1A 2 5 AT 1/E aFMC
AT TPY P50 X ) Bh BEBRLFE T 9<(Castelli et al., 2002; Spengler et al., 2010). &L45
IXEELESL, SOC A% AT BE 2 W FPAH HARSZ IR 7)o EAR —38 #8 AT LLRZ I A
PRBIAE SN, (R T4 ], SOC LT 7E At 23\ b R A% 1 F S ik

4.2 SOC Xof |2 il FiAk 2\ R 2 8] 5% R 55

TENSEMAL NI RI A 2, H AT NG 2E SOC Al £ il 74k 2 A
I B AR i A AR A . (B2, BATTAT DURE A7 TARMO A 722
A N BIRAS I, FRATT 00 Z0 B S b At NSO BLIRZS Prsos I RAE 5 S0 BRI
PAH HRAL DRI, FExT B AN N RAL Z 18] ] BEAEAE 1) P R BEAT %, 25
FATA T CLIE SN B B 0o BER AR M i S 4 30 TAR NG BER AL . (R, 2
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Wb, ARSI T, S ROZ R A SOC N LIt 3t kT TAEm,
SOC Al RE Iz dI I E A =4 B it R AT . BImBA 1L = I M —
TR TR SE 11X — W A5, (Wang & Su, submitted) AT 53 7 FHASEA 11414 25 AR 3 €
1] Stroop 155 & 1 iK1 SOC Akl =hIGe Ty, HEEAIE OB A
A (personal distress; J& T 15 26 A% ) PRI A [F] L 2 D 0 mh (A LA A 45 20
KL, AEROEEIRIE RN NS, FsHEH ER Y23 soC M. H
7, SOC Y75 RN MR U AE BRI AL S b H A M I o 7EOFRE IR, B TE
SOC 7K P48 i I o #0451 A 5 0 BRHES BOEAR G e N AL, Hg
£ SOC 7K ARG B T il 42 A4 5 A N0 SOEAH G .

AT, X b KT e 5 AL 2 A I g FE ) 22 e k. R0 3
HARHERL P, BRUONAMAE E & 0E S5 1E &8 AR, B AN 75 ZEAE KN
A SRAE PP EL R A5 8o URE, M 5 20 P s 2 1l ke 40 o) 1 1 45 A nd A
MNE 2 1Tt (Symeonidou et al., 2016; Brown-Schmidt, 2009). SR #EiX 2 /i, 4
PR B S0t B AN S S AT X 2 A TR AI(SOC MTER). )5, 4
PRI R RE R FEAE F —— 0] B S5 ST PR G & BN, MK TS
A ZAMEIEANME R AE . AN JE TSI M — YRR, R A
XAt N A 15 48 IR ) B 32 (R (Davis, 1983). SO BRESHERIAR &, 24 E AN
NS HRZ AR, BAAF TR 2 KB H 5 % (Decety & Meyer,
2008; Decety, 2010). [, HAKKFH SOC HFT HEAME N B LIRS, T
BT (A 42 A R T 3RA T — 25 A B A [ (R 17 0 At T 2 TR
PRIk, 1245 BT LR EAN, At S K, ML RndldEd], SOC nlRg & —A
SNSRI R 2R, & T DURE AN R4k 2 DRI s 1 f i 4 bl i 1

5 BE5RE

25 EFTR, SOC BRI RLE S ANBATAS IS BL T, AR IARYE AR 15
SO RAMB A RRAEIAT X /R g 2. AR, SOC FREZ —
Fof S8 8 4 I LR, AAEAE T SRR O f b v, AR AE T HAth = Jt 2 A
ATz . Bltk, SOC RATRe Rt mahrh, JATRMmALEE 5 Al N5 BAF
B —FIL RN X AEARIRATEE ZEE TR SOC IZRIA B4 = Hofth = Z
SONFNRE ST BN P BE o 3K 2 — AN AEH BRI B 70 B BR AR A, A R T304 1R
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NBRAERAL SN ENE 5 A AL, I R b X A 2 DA 8 T 32 4 (A
MRE IR A% B i) EAT R ISRt 7 — AU ARSI . SR, Bl
SOC FAIAH M FEAT HL I R it o ARG TV SCHR, FATTIA LU JUA 1) E7E A SR 75 22
BB

%, SOC WA LAENLE. SAHWILEY, SOC 5 aFMC Ml TPJ Pyl
[X [ Zh it 4 5% (Brass et al., 2005; Brass et al., 2009; Spengler, et al., 2009). 1} 7%
WA, 1E SOC 1, EAPANMNX M ThRE R AN, TPI FEHA TN H IR
FRRAEFATIX 4, RIXE B FAh ANAH G FRAEBEAT £ 4317 il (Decety & Lamm,
2007; Steinbeis, 2016), i aFMC KR H TPI FIALFE(E S, 750 B RAME
N FRAE 2 7] [ 5€ (Brass et al., 2009; Spengler, et al., 2009). K, SOC N
TR AR — A2, 12 T 22 A X WS LR RRBOZRAHH
[FISEER 1 15 %% TP Al aFMC Z IRl ThRRERSS, HE—DERTT SOC N LAENL
il o

%, SOC MHFHIAE AL 2 N FIn T i A2 ) . B2~ SOC Al 4%
H& ERThRE, Bt b, R A OEDRSR, SOC B2 T dl sl ik
FH o B FRATTA L LE X [ BN A DS RAEHEAT X 43 F 0 B A T [ 5 ik
AT PR HEAL b, A T RE R0 B B O FDRASKT E AR AR O EIRAS T
b, AR T TN 1R FH I 8] 43 3% 256 B i (K 75 2% %8 SOC A 45 il #E 4 23 A
RN T R R e A

=, SOC FEMA AR I IITER . BRCHIFREY], SOC fE
(2 AT BE 4 i AR 9 41 25 A K0 8 77 (de Guzman et al., 2016; Santiesteban et al.,
2012), 1fi SOC AESIAN &2 FHUMA H AL 2 AN D) RE R % (Castelli et al., 2002;
Spengleretal., 2010). {HJ&, HATIE= BH:5% SOC 5ik& I\ Hfe Ji R e 2 )
REAWSAET S Aot FiR I, AR Stroop RN -0 BE 71 (4%
HVE S B 11 B RIEELER, £ 11 £ 14 Z AR REEEIIEZE, BT 14 25

(ENFADEFHD KB L T 5252 (Romine & Reynolds, 2005). A%, 7

AERY B AR 238 RE ) RO I E B ], X — P B B AR S B RE ) K
HH L R DR G T B 5 AT T AR 225 10384k, dh o DA RITRE 0 K R J AR IRF )
IF) Jfd A e 90 S 38 B S8 14 F (Blakemore & Mills, 2014; Kilford, Garrett, &

Blakemore, 2016). SOC {E AL AEIIN TH M —AN K8 7y, Al Re 5 AMEIE T
10



AERH AR SNSRI R AR — B R . R, ROk B — DR ki) SOC
FEH DA F B 2\ N e 77 R BOAE B R ph 2 AR ) Bl o X R L AN H
A DAFE B 3RAT TR N B AR AL 2 DA R PS50 WL, 30 mT DA A ORI 1 B i 45
F2s N RTRE 152 40038 FF R 25T TR LI A 50 SRR 5 o IR 1% B A A 2
BEIMUE HL B (Oakley, Brewer, Bird, & Catmur, 2016), H iAW 70 &K, #@idds
SR BT AT B RAMB A GRAE R X 4, B AR i R b N 1 31 &8
(Saito, Yokoyama, & Ohira, 2016).

B Z, XFT SOC, AR % i) i 75 Btk — PRI o 16 i 5 1 il ks A B T
TRAGG AL 22 DA AN AR AR AU BEAR, M LL SOC A% kL2 A
FABHESE, HMBTETHA BN EnI g7 RIS .
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From Motor Imitation to Social Cognition: The Role of Self-other Control
WANG Xieshun; SU Yanjie
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Mental Health, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract: In social interaction, people has a tendency to copy observed actions. This automatic
imitation is crucial for understanding others’ feelings behind actions, but can also result in potential
conflicts between motor representations of self and other. Therefore, we need to distinguish our own
motor plan from that of others and identify the conflicts. This capacity was termed self-other control
(SOC). Similar to imitation control, higher levels of social cognition, such as theory of mind,
perspective-taking, and empathy, also involve the processing of information about self and others.
Much evidence suggested that SOC was a domain-general mechanism, as imitation control and
other socio-cognitive processes in the brain shared the same SOC system to distinguish between
information of self and other and regulate conflicts thereof. Some recent studies showed that,
comparing with inhibitory control (IC) which was to suppress one’s own prepotent responses, SOC
played a more pivotal role in social cognition, and the effect of IC on social cognition was moderated
by SOC. In addition, the domain-generality of SOC indicates that in the future, individuals with
certain socio-cognitive deficits (such as autism and alexithymia) would benefit from rehabilitation
via motor-imitation control training.

Key words: imitation control; self-other control; inhibitory control; social cognition
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