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Psychological Reflections on the Development of Embodied Cognition
LU Hang, FAN Qi

Abstract; As a new developmental orientation of cognitive science, embodied cognition has made
great contributions to the development of traditional cognitive science. However, embodied cognition
has its limitations. Without a unified theoretical system, it displays low repeatability and tendencies to-
wards reductionism and physicalism. Hence, embodied cognition should enhance its theoretical unity
and compatibility, as well as its repeatability with the help of valid experimental data. Then, it is pos-
sible for embodied cognition to get out of the present dilemma and build a diversified and unified sys-
tem, thus finding its place in history as a real discipline.

Key words: embodied cognition; dilemma; tendencies; reflections
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