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WEEA AR R IIE SR BE R
FMa

(B B] AERIRA, “BRPHAEL” 5 “£RAPHAN HARE LEAL AL 4]
BRI F, FREETAUREAIRZ R Z a6 xR, @ BLR Y~ A0 b, M iRdt oo
HOFELE, RREERABFGAEAEREL, ALBEREENNEEN mIEE LA THEX
S TR BARIEAUH], BIET S HHERESMBANEFT ORI ELRAMNEEANLEX REAL T
FEENL,

[REEF] AZGL RHER;EREM ;LR HL0H

TECHIR ) 1 Y R AR NS B T 40 BRI 19 A AR BB ——=oh /n, K ss, e
5o T IEGE SGE NI EZh 65, 7R R IR RS T ARSI A 3R IR 2 o 2 — b 22
AR ER CZE IR R R A, 2011, 25 92 51 ), A5 AN Z 1) A4 I 1R E 8 S 6 75 L B o) R P 5 2 8 L A%
H AT AR AL T T REPE , Sl Bt (27 AIRAS, IR U RS N SH RO 3L [ S5 . iteAh,
i TR AL R G A B IR AR R A AL S AR SR PR AR A . RO AT ]
RO 2R BT A, I B TAE 2R rh th A RS 5 2 R AR AL RS i A, I BB AR e
BB AR , e AR At 22 i) B . 2l ol s ) EL AR IO T S S R o o XA RS, mT L
fifp RN AT AR I N — PR i ) SO B ——7E 5 R SIS M AR O B, TN R S M o 4
& CZIRTT ORRAE, 2011, 55185 51 ),

—. XRMFE

FERRI R A TR IS MR R T T AR LR PO , fld i, R — AN SR RE M A 20 2 A5 K
B ERFESE RN AL, T SEpRr i ik ), AT S SK R R Y R AN NARMESRE 26 B Y™ . St
Rk B 0 A s A T 7 T, AN T P 2R R IR LS AR B IR G . 7EIX )
SRE AR 5 RN Al R B 3R N Z A RS2 S TR LS ECUT AT B 2 1 AR A e e 1 5
FAY LR, X5 R TE AR RN R GRS B A € P RIF B SE . IERATE, DURIEH.

*LERE L, BIPERFHEEFBREEIR, 273165, ANEHFMAXHRAYESTE FSIRTHCENBRA
AksRAL” (15YJA190006 ) (5 ALR o
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B TR, A 5 IR BN — A R A E , R SCHAFAE TSI T f A s (8] 1 IO R vp
(JEHIEAS T ) (James, 2000 ),

AN TSR, N5 N Z ) IEAEAT Bl L A6 28 7 1 T 00 3 2 A S 2 A8 w22 ) 15 J ) P
i, ME— P AE PR RGP PR, A5 IR 2 IR BRI FE T b SR P Bl D1 [ 1) 3 ol AR 9 e — T
TR . TR I 1 B BB IR A LR L T X R R, AR TR AR I O R AL E IR A A
Wo X — R RAUMUATRELL A RFRE , WM H 82256 0 — KR AT T oesgtE. MAiTEgs:
TRy 65 5 2 B9~ A (persons in their contextualizing roles and relationships ) FsIZS ¢ & H 4%
RIE CRZAE M EL S AT G MER R A, SUZBER s BR324, SO AR EIIN
P CZARPT ORRAR, 2011, 25 211 50),

TR EA R RMAAE, EEZEE T, HIEENAE ., B EENAELSBGE AR TEE
MEAT RENE R R, Frhie T H AT 7EEME S R P R B 8. R i) b 7
AR O RE S, RPN T 2 A — Y A B 28 B i T R (AR, 2013 ), BP
AN R RR LR G  TERR TP A &, MOCRAR SR NTER (2R3, 2016),

FEAR R PTABWXFIAR B RO i O R o, MR S I A R 2= b iy AN S5aE” %
5555 e, T 3 A BRSO ) O R AR HOBTEE I T A5, I ASTHERE AT, DA OC R A LA Sk AR N
EWRE N GBS AR BlE S —, AR SE R T B LR H Y, XA LR
SR BAEEE X, B MREE R S S mIEA, IFRE ORI USRS B S E . X
KA AE K, e E SO b R 5208 BAR R 2781, BN AE B ME VR RORRRE 1, A A TS
el e.O R 2w BN, Bk B, B R R W P EE SR AR A0 RIESR , fERR
P28 H RSN AR TR B <A 325 C8” MR A

R ZF AR UIEA WA TT 101 AL RS, KRBT R A — 3500k, AL R R O R T gk i
W S0 FLT W S NI PR R RISS T, XA AR A R AL T N
AR AR, NI EA W e A BUR . 78 CRRE) " SRR AE A e —Fh sz 1
A5, B IEAETRATAE IS 1 B M W Z iR A, A7 A — R AR (22564 DR, 2011, 55 21
U)o FEAE AL AR ISR R A FAE R B R, Gl AR R IR Y R D, DRl AR
AP, AL IFR FURRE T SO GE N R BaE YT AR o, X AR R I AT Bl T 98 38 AN A 2
X155 5% , WALAGA BAT EZ WA S X, Al A7 kA o P& A R R,
JIF 7 HE B AN AR WL A3 () 4 TS, e 2T 7™ A I T2 o1 I B oAk B R TR 220 ORGP AZ 1 (22 5K
P ORERAR, 2011, 55 36 11 ),

“TERESE L RHEFE RN PP E R SMERRE , SRIA I A FRRIA R I SOR A ARRR
XFPRUER AL S AR K7, “R-N" RRMIE VIR, % i A% OhRifE. X — i m] RO (rp
JHE) X IR S W iR E B, DL S RAE” WA, ¥ AL T B[R] G136 P i
A7, 2 CFUfE ) B —A B RE, RS, R ) e el mad “ A" 177X, JERR T X — &4
BP0 S — i H ) B G 2R B A AR P RN R AV BT R B3t B, X R E P G R UUE T — DM REE R
YR NIAKET s AT 2 “AIRT " CIMETY BIRE . SRR E DR E H
FHARH Fh R I AE ) D HOCIR & AR, R PT A A A A —— B . i Aoy
2, AN R e 1 o AR B A T SRR P B, [ s SORT R SCRMAC T ik, NSl “S RALE”
1 “SeEAE P, HIAL R TE SR, A X 55 7 o0 B A — 1> A 2% e 2 30 v e R B 32 b A i g
fio SR, 76 CRRE) Bk, IR RS RAE WS SHREEMHES IR, W MIRIE A2 e BE
B CNET XASELSC L, AT RAR R (RS ) FERIN I 1 R S ARET IRt AR —— 3K
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TR RS RAEREE VPR

X IR AL A SRS R, R R AR WA B Z R L, AndersenfIChen (2002) 425 & H
K, NN 5 AFRA CAAFIAAL S B BN VIO, i1 H B 228 & TR s 2 A IA g
Andersen FJSEIERFFRIEN], HIRMARAS FoRULE A BROCRPERTRY, i H 582 N R EERA R
T2 A, I B FRAVIE R EAR S A4 (Andersen, et al., 2009 ; 2015 ),

B, B SRNE T SRR XAREE NAAERES B Iy ], BI— A TR A R
EE [ RIFBI T BILUG , A fePuE a2 0y, HIRE SR FrZe A T2y, BRI ) ¢ R U]
AL, MGEA SR B A O 5L sE SO R sE , l X o, B RIEFRA GRS 2L
A9 N BRIGEE P 54t 23 e, i FLARBRE F RABFRAL T I3 2 M I Se s o IFFEXAE DI e &,
TR IR S . IO HRHLHI IR R R E , NS AN Z X A e r) e R e, R
HEREST.

=, ARERSEEAE

TR ST BRI Y & 5 R (A AR, dEAe.0 2 Z 0] 1 RAE A R A 1, IFAE A |,
FEAE B RIS AL R 7=, LR TC 2288, 45 AR R, N R (e ), R — 1]
I (5 - JBEME ), “ AR LAAH 57 o BB AE I, RN . AFER R | O IR
HRARAXT 7 AT E AR R R, R SRS T AR Y SN, F O AR R T 0, B —FhE T
H R S AT X R g AR S AR SRR RN A", TT i — AR O FRAR Y Oy ik
(Sundararajan, 2015, p.94 ), BN, A5 A K2 8] 1175 B i SCa# ) — Rt RE Rk B X, “Akvk it
TRk, BRATIE, D LLARE, RPN = (REAL, SO )7,

Preston#ll De Waal (2002 ) WBIF5T 2B, B AR AR 008 2 00 60 0 AR 14 ) Iz Pk R ALK, 28 T 0%
AR AT L Sl R o XSS ML S RERE S (8 it A6 4 B A B SRt ATy (L n, 4, #E2sfE ak,
TR, BN S ), B S 53 A SRR RS 2 rf, O ™28 A O3, 2B o T2
— o EE R R M N, LR T XS Z0IR A Y SUE SR 2 T RS A S A A 2L
TS o kS SC T WA DN T, XA B M Z A s A o AR i R R IR, S0, R
SRR G, AR X SR A A TR AR 51 0 5 AT R I Ty o AR R, AN
RS DK I I 5 A PR AS BIME — 2, 1 5L, 38 a4l 42— T2 (social—cognitive tools ), RERS
XPA N A R G OCTE . XA AR RE ) HIRA TR AR, IF R A a2, fEX At g,
AR SN SE 38 A TR AT DR AR RE T, DL LB AR WG K (14 56 T BL A iR s ANy T 6 Bh T
Wik JLBEAE S R TS B R T ( Davidov, et al., 2013 ),

A BAE IR (affective resonance ) 51X 53 “H KN BIRES R IFE AT 5. BILEA(L
RUE T Xl TR AS ST rE sl A 2, 1T HLRB SRR AZ 21 5 M AT 2RSSR S . SR, XS4
SAT R R AR, AR I N B (R 55, (HIEAS R FT A 25, SEA LA T I R AR TG 2L X th
NF 25 BV TR bl 32 B R AN il A= an ] 83z 11 55 LD b S Ot N A 832 T AN 58 4
HF], BRI, SRS T R T EE R A A SR, RIS AR BN b A 2 BTk, 1 ELFR 7= A 38 K 4 3
T3, KWWXETT, % Z s, st s as iAo 28 BAmA , A BR2Z 18] B B AR AE A BT 22 1]
AR RS LA — 2ot T AR89 H AR 5 S L s UEAT T4 0 — Bt - S8 A 0005 #0 R ) 1) 25 R
AN, FFRSZ BIRI7 9 5 I 55 J10k3% (Vaish & Tomasello, 2014 ),

NS B S B SR U, M AR T B SR & —A “ABR 56 R MR (Main, et al., 2017), i
iz FHAEIS X G RS, RREzh i R X i IS 4IRS, DASRAS B8 VI B A 2 L5 I T AN Rl iy Iy

]
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2% o E I TG 2R IA A TR 25 1Y fh 28 0 28 A IBC 50T L X S8 AT DX 43 B hn TR gy (betn, o BEER
IE 5 AR 56 3= ) J& 75 AT At A N T IE SRR, AR T B B AU A 858 P 2R (Zaki & Ochsner,
2012 ), WnSRH ERIE e & B gt B bR g i ke AR AR 3l IR 4, SR R sh A TRy B2
AR S (Butler, 2015 ), XFRZALHIFIBFTE R, X HE 7 A8 i AR 00 AR 7 2 B R 2T
o S 2D M IR A N 5 B b 2 At SIS VAT A A S R A E I

MR K KT, NI4T 3l , T2 A% B 2] ( Blakemore & Decety, 2001 ), Jf1E
[ 175 e Jak i ity | ) 18 PR AR 412 ( Cornwell & Higgins, 2015 ), Tomasello%s ( 2005)#8 i, AZEiA
5 FLAL P R 2 (8] OGS DX RIAE T, AZRREIE 5 i A S [ 2 5 B LR B AR A B A UMETE 3l , B2t
== 7 J#] (shared intentionality ), =2 2 1A TR WA F5 245 5115 K Y 2 1R A& e FnSeAk 2 2, iy B
T R SR 5 03RS, DR N RIRIDIE R . S5 BRI =53 25 12
B TR e B SCIARIE S, R AL, NI RESS i1 d it s 8L — V2R, s
iz iy, ARSI RAMA S &, JHEHE D583 . ST Ay A R, ol 1 3 ORI
PR RGRE T R EORETE, LIRS AR R R 5 A\t kR B — 3 7719 (Norenzayan &
Shariff, 2008 ).

LA HERF IR R, BRI AE 5 [ S Lm0 RS i S il T 28 L, SRR B = S bl S5 2 g
BRI FRENS 5 RS A M B A 1T BRSO, A A SR — S e B i B S
FESPERIERE (R, ROR A MEE BN T SRR Z AR R A FTE 5 K. BARITA R LM EE4S
BERIR UK SR 28, SR, NRIBEFAEAE S5 HERT, S R SR B 2 1T B 5y, %Kik
W20 G Z B (HAnREE B TSR MrIF 20 ), e il 2 I BT 22 i BRI 1 1 2 e s
KGR F Z ML BN 1. B2, 3T ERiEds, JATLF o] LA xS — et 4518, “mAR
FRISREME AN = 18] 7 A TEREE o B A B8l (AR AR R & S A B4 5 AR —HERYEE T, Bk
e 5RO 2G4 A ATEh A , NI REAE 0 A\ HA B A 19 Ao 3, i Hid
B it 2368 0, i1 AZRRBUEAESIHL b SN e TSz RN, JF AT UL T3, &
TR DA K A 2 ) e i, Rt R R B PR 3 (B FRf]) 2281 ( Vaish & Tomasello, 2014 ),

P 2 R g A A P BRI, T LA AR A T S AR e SR AL A AR e, BRIV T A b R 28 ) i
IF I 2 TEAEAR 20 PRI, SR A I ] AR 2 o “FAT” a2 18, Rk AR AL B g
A HEWA LB (B SRE ), IS B A G SE XN L iR o S1EITTEA S
AIREAR R B 2 Chna S Dy, 2328 mA AR ), o T BelE 5 (a7 5 (CAnHiCE sciR), SR, R 5 3 U5 LA
A BRI A E S, BB LU BAR AR, FEAE BRI AR AR,
MATESE it s B 5 G R p 2 i B8l , S A= i 1, =2k 1 2 Ak iyt s S0 5 15
& WIS -2 s 250 U ANBR I | B8R 5 BUR , XSt 2 S0 AAAE I D TR = i a2
SR 5 (=4 ( Weitekamp & Hofmann, 2014 ),

BLEHHIA T Jm #8134 (posterior superior temporal sulcus, pSTS ) fEAL247 g BYHLA] , FT0 517 30
B PR 9 7 1 % B AR A (Adolphs, 2001) ) pSTSEX 3810 34076 52 FI) 15 458 4514 R« BIVAH Bb 3 5m =51,
PSTSHFAHE L E {5 12 S B3 51 ( Brass, et al., 2007 ), i H., W2 N Y935 33065 -5 A 2K473h
TR AR, W REGE G pSTS , X BEHT , pSTSTEB A AHERIAE 247 2h 3 1 R |, B 2 SRR
JH. Pelphrey4§ (2003 ) MAH5E A B, AEH W AR NZE M=) , 140 L — 2 09 77 CHES A R AR5 A
I, R ENMEANE AR, WAREAE R ZUM RS pSTS , X vl AN R AE AWk ny 47 30 2 LAk
it BRI 2, 8T LIRS pSTS . ShultzA (2011 ) W& B, 47 pSTSH X 7E 4iht 180 H br L &k
YEHT S ABATAH TR, XA~ XS N8 53N &8 1 BAR S A7 sh#f AL Oy, IF HAEIS FEEE 0
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a5 X R EpSTSN A bR S4T30 U, Shultzfil Mccarthy (2012) if#t—WMEEH], TigRIAL
HINEZE R BN H bR AT 0 LAEE pSTS S AR I FLIX. ( FFA ),

Said%F (2010 ) FBIFFEIERH , pSTSI AT AN 1] L 217 I ) S A R R (voxels ) 284k 5 3¢
15 A B RN SE AR RIPEAE G, 3X R BIpSTSI D B 2 5 S iy T SR e 2540 . 55X M SEAHZEAL,
Harris, Young#l Andrews ( 2012 ) A& MpSTSX] HIHH 2% 1Y A8 LUK, TCie ik R LSRN [RIZE A ZRAE (1 2
A IS [ — FEAE IR (RS o X BeLE SR pSTSK M 1 I FL M-I T A9 1B B, 783X 4B B 1
FLRFIEARAT 7403 AL, Flacks (2015 ) BYRFFER W], pSTSHE A AL RE X IR, HAT 73 Hr AL R A5 1
EEAEH, A2, pSTSH AT M FLFAE P T AR gt . 47 % T [ (inferior frontal gyrus, IFG ) X} Tii
FLIY AR . LR GO E , XTS5 B, pSTSXF AL 2% I T 1) 30 B Be Sk, R FLAR
TEZRAR T AL B RAFE . DX EEFGER T, pSTS 1Al 28 25 KAy ok 2 PRI 60 3 AR T 05 2 155 R BB B . Ay
N BRIA AL T35 5 2 L S P O

TR A B T 2K B0E DR R A 5.0 R AR P4, Eskenazi® (2015 ) SRAMMRIFEA
WFFE T WO 2 R RS20 2 A v 4 DMV TR Bl 0, X eI R B, Y 58 B AT 5%, AN 2 62
FE55 ], ST B B AT 30 2 0 2 0 SR LT I RIS SR AR, T 35 P4 T R P B Bl
A RS S35 S DX el 1 25 G o A LIk, BT I B B Ay O BEDIR A HE B i T 2 K, O HL, 3
WAL S IA A DG CAZ P B B b A AR T S ZAAE o T M SOIRAAR B30 | 555 50N TARSCHK , iX
RI-P- 2 BH 3 52 2 IR IS ) 1) =2 AR B 05 AT TS5 N 5322 O R0 BRI JF 7= A fg e D e a7 2 28
I, MR EERFSE R F , NS 15 B B & S B0 LT 8, N T AT sh i 3= Bl o0, WlgE
gy PR BARLS . ANZSRM A B | OIS B A BRI R AR R L T S PR

B G APRIRE, SR M A PR E . FEMEZ e, i g3 B A PR AR Y
FRELH ol , KPR A PR 2Z (2 AL TR B LIRS . MY RTIE L0081 A S 5ok & , U T3 0
LR I RBCR , ISR ORI 5 2 AR AR B 1 G IR, DA SR T3 i 5 s e 5 ZE T AE I AR A1, 8K
1M, IE4nAldao (2013 ) 058 Frsm i 1), 175 26 8 1 SR IR BRAKAT , 2l A BRI i, —
FE R R, 2E PR B, AR AR B 45, AN M6 2 A0 00 A R B . 3 XU A 32401k
XSGR VEHT, R ICHE BRI PR Z (8] A 16 4 RS S5 AR B e IR 0 . “PIIEARDL, 28
BN FURRE XS IE MR — TG, ECEEE . JRRES, UK Hi, FHURE
XK, IRIREERE

TG AU R G VERCR 7 4 NBR BN 28 W b ZE 554, i HAE B Scfbrh, B ohE
B BT A . AR AR AR KA, FIT “RTE Vs R J245-5- 10 38 1 ERT ( Searcy &
Nowicki, 2010, pp.1—23 ). HHF AR5 19002 HIE 5 00138 7T RE 0 & 2 R, 2B Wiy i ke (Fhr
#r, 2015, 25 300 ), (G AT 1 7 S I A SR ST Jr (0 2 18], SR FE i, 8 2 ml RE = A P A
Bo I IR e ELA R 1 Y RS VAR Y, AN SR T 3 i B PR A — B, 5 AT B I 2
HESR 5 AR E A, EL B A B, (FAE BRI S BEAR . IR AN e Z AR P s i i B -
ez A R, SARE Z TN FH RZ B, RAEZ H? 7 (GRiE - F5)). TEfLF
Bk, B FRZ T LR “BIE IR, TR TR “H, WA STHE Y X W STir”

15 Ss

=. HRESHRENH

ML BFEAL EAR UL, Jensen®s (2014) 45 i, BARFA L@ T L AR IR Z B & 1R R AR BT 24 4R
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By, SR, X FRER R 7E s £ P AR FE WA, Jensen® (2014 ) I NZKH 64L& A ATRERFET
AR O BEHLE A BE 7 o X LA ALFE SO AR AT BE J) (B A, Bz 217 FIIA (3
1), AR, 38 MR TAE SR CRRYEE Do 33X =R BILHIER AT B T A 5 DR — B0 O
DIRe U 5O AT —F, BB AR S A TR A — 3, XSS AR A TReS
MFENFEMA R EAE, Bratman (1992) Wig4s s, UMEMERSL RIS Zh7E LT =AM R
St SR ESR (1) S8 28 B 7 80l lOny 5 (2) A 3L B, B2 5%
HOZ FAVE—REMAT2" 5(3) BAZSHEL AN A C TR FE L H B br b kb
M2, XS A2 55 BE A O S AFE L M 6, IEEM TR ZR IR, £/06e08
AT A G ITRERS 25 T R I

AR T LRl (e e h i REgedb AT, LRl B L A RS A A EE LR S
R sl 09 45 B0 1, PRI B 08 IRAE B AN -IK” Z R 0~ FA7 50 A (BRBESE, 2015 ), &
2T A NFRE O HILRE . Oberwelland®s (2016 ) 3% FH &2 = HE i 3B B2 2T (interactive eye—
tracking paradigm ) SIMRIFL A, & B IL#E 5 F D45 A& B KIS, 2 80E “#E 2 k7 (social
brain ) FHICHRBYRRZE R4S, LSS5 1 A SI VR A DS AR 28 DO, SO BB, anie A R 3h &
B SR R R, S BOE ARSI L BRI R N T AR DX, S R ] B M L R B R
R

I [F] BAA A BA R AT Rl iR A XIS IR AR (A5 A 1538 . Thomasa (2014 )
IR EAE WA ERUE A B, B — AT 238 A A B 25 04 [ s, 00 20T ) 26 15 I %t Jy 1
fio BAREVERA M & ERRERN, (HIE, AT in#E EryPkik, AP bL By, ik
UL L, RIS VR RE TS A M RAE SRR RN PUIRES . BEELZ R 2 25 U2 Nk e
BYFFLR B B, R By g 4, s HREAE R A S B RE A, X2 RO TR S B A AN R AL
AR I HARS AT SR A K . O TR RO BR A 517 0 082 2k A0 i HE B, A AT 75 24t
FINFNZERE) , ARG S AR b, #E S SRR, )2 5 thE 5 A SO DRI b A 1o AT T S 2 A 05
( Fernyhough, 2008 ). X &1 AN HIZRAE AN “BF i 1) | 5 BB 2 B 1) 5 VR B8l 2 AN Rl By 5 1
HxE Hiz 30k TR (BN LRI S USSR AT ) SR UL 2 OCH SR, X =K 3
b T B & At S # 1FF BAE N 54t S 2 B EA R BREAE . X NHIRAE M K AR 2% ok, JEnT R
PEA TR AR 0977 S A N B30, SR 5 AL T X 28 3 Thomas™ (2014)RIBF5E £,
NATIST ARG BERAE A SRR, Rl B CAE S5 NG VER AT LSS B AR 25

I P AR SR, TR 5 14 V) 380 o P R 2 i ZKOF B BN T, 75 R 24~ X Sl 1Y)
2% RS IEA T AE, Bosco, parola, ValentinifliMorese ( 201 7)FHF5T F2HH , U5 S 1 Y 740 i 25 1 2 0%
2 T A8 BEAL (left temporo—parietal junction, ITpJ ), Z£%5 T 7] ( the left inferior frontal gyrus, lIFG ), &
Airh [l ( the left middle frontal gyrus, IMFG ), ZEfFi - [a] ( the left middle temporal gyrus , IMTG ), DA K&
ZE 15 SMUAR I B2 2 (the left dorsolateral frontal cortex, IDLpFC ) ; HHfiff 3 B 25 € MBS 1IRG, IMFG, il
IDLpFCA X 45,

m, FRESREHSOLERT
TEAERI UL, (620 — HLOREU) Tilid Qs RN O, et 2 DR B R B S L4

NG — R — UL T 2 r R TAR, R S5 ) 23 AR L, # S TE A — AR Z L, —
ANA] DU AR T 2 0 JEAR (R, 2015, 55 143 00 ), XPAR KU, 002 A HH 5100 S 8k 722 v
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B BRAGHER A, R BN A B, TEHERS A . R, Wl i3 — 6 0 e B A iR
IE TR AR ORI S A ROZE i 7 2O FURARSE AN RSB, iR 7E T LS i A = S i ik 31
R AR A (22 SRFT R A, 2011, 25 178 01 ), RN ZR 50 A B — Rt S A B M L3858, i
FESE AN R R EESK 7 T30 25 PR 18 245 Al AR ) e a8 —— AR A A AU . AR R T i
A 38 S AR A BRI TR, AR, — VI EB R S E— Tl i 1 T 1) 3 %) B AH 2 ()
g RS B IEAVE (SRR 3ER, 2010, %5 80 51 ),

MFRAR FRUE, TR PRy SRRl 1A AR T REAE S , B FRAE S A R e 4
B2 (A (self as creative transformation ), 1“0 FrE R E 1Y “HE 5K (thinking and feeling )" & 5]
FEREZ S I HAE S H 09 S R 1 L g, B RGP A IR AR DA Rk, XA
TR FECA S (FA ) NN AR RGERAE R I 258 B ——22 AT o AR TR 2 — H LK
A e A7, EP S, FRRR R R S O BRI T . MRSk UL, TS |
1) B FAB A o ORI 38K, 1 B, R E U ik 8 RBUER, e sh A n Bl rh 2
AR, PRI, SCERAE R AN — S, DA KA 35 R B B X T AR AT R . A
AR S ERUE, “f” BENAET A 3R b2 o) 525 I B ok Jre I v i—— R B AT B bR, R
HprmREILZ” (G« HED ).

MSCACH FA B, 3 T e A WA T B i P, B R IA TR, FHE TR
FHo) FUH FUIART, MUNATRES? ” FH  REEER? TS, AYAES, KMk ” (G
W - BHGT)) X FORS i Bl T e B AT B SRR iy | FR o0 32 S0 < B R AR Rl b ke, 1l
FOCR B, IR A FA AR AR S AR X R 28 AN 5 N Z RN R 2 —— 3R AR 16 A i B OE
AN TS (SRA83IAE, 2010, 55 85 01 ), 7E—YI R R P A (AR B =i e A vl )5y, b e &
e RAET R R T SR BRIEVR I AR TR . RE ST A3 R R LRI OC R M IE PR 2R
S BURA SR R HEAN A G PR E . T OC R SIE R SSAIERR , 7 S EE FEI ITA O E  AE frpEE
=9

o OEAEA SR b, RIS AR SRR S A s 0 BZE T |, R o]
AHERRL 5 SR FIRRAE . fEAE 2R R rh , XPrt S PE IR SRR R GE LA TS R 5
WeERTRE T, UGB AR P B A AR B A Y RIS EE R ARAE . IR SR AT & Bk
F, HA R AR UEDE R A B “EAE SR 5 RO SR I EAE il b G R Y
2Ok, MEREAE R WAL S0 IRES , REE R SO S5 RIS U

S -

[ 36 J2ARUT OR4E, 201 LU0 Crbile ) i S8t ), S2 IR, bt bRt 2Rb7 ikt

[ 26 J2 R4 B, 2013:GiRth ) 19 " MRE A eI S BRMEE Z 3 1 ), (R IIRE K= 24 ) (A3
RSEESINL Y U

[ 26 JZ0R4T, 2016 (RGBT (1 N7 18 i TF a5 ), TAE Baise, XREEIH , (AR I K22
) (AL LBERD) 565 330,

[ 3 R, 2016 R 5 b BN OB L), 2B, AU at b 42 Tkt At

R L ot 2R AR, 2015 (O ) L [ 3 R A i 2 BRI T30, o0 PR A= HE TR ) 575 730

[ 26 IRRAKRTE « 5A83EHE, 2010:FLF BRI AL 25 ), S A TRAETE |, R AT VLR ARG WAL
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(EHERmLEE - Fai)

Being Closely Allied in Intention and Feelings: The Confucian View

on Interpersonal Relationship
SUN Jun-cai

Abstract: From the perspective of Confucian culture, “persons in their contextualized roles and in
relationships” dynamically define the creative interaction among people. Fitness of minds not only guarantees
the maximization of efficiency in interpersonal interactions, but also produces spiritual pleasure simultaneously,
so as to promote the development of social mind and ensure the growth of a prosperous community. Based on
the neural structures and processing characteristics concerning affection, this paper analyzes the possibility and
mechanism of affection fitness and demonstrates that the achievements of shared mind and joint creativity by
means of mind fitness plays a significant part in human relational being.

Key words: relational being; shared mutual feelings; intentional understanding; joint creativity; social mind
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