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B &I\ o) @R

O R TFHEBLE S5 H AR P of i
R S S

(i TB] A4ilpwiSARTETRKG, CRERMNAHF T LAMGT L E L0 Ao b
ey, B, BT R S iAFe 0, AN ESH L A ARG REEILARGG T B, L File
BT FAEFoit B etk LA AE A2 R LGN R AR AL — it 2 LA £
Lk BR K FAE, fr X A AR ST 3 B F ik S 0 R R4 AE

BSACIE: N SIC I E S T Y 3

T LA AR REAEE SN A A, “ B 57 (embodiment ) 3X MRS ABOR BT, XS
AR AN I F 7 (computationalism ) X 57 (4, ZR 1T BEH E B9 AT , 33X Bl 37 RGBT 240,
EFMRERTH L MUEF I EREBUE (Rohde, 2010, p.23) o AT, X B & i #F 52 A [0 2
FUAFARE 32 SO S A 3 S A Rk S R < A X AR G0 T, [l H 350 3 S (LR AR S IR AS 32 50) W&
SR

—. DRITFRRH I LRI HE—REER

20 {H:22 50 AEARELIR, LU R (mind ) SHHFFEN G BB} JEHIZ AL FAA AR B AL
Wi (computer metaphor) FIBFFEMBE , 500 R A AL ——X —THRHIAE 5 T AT B BT
AP ERERA E—5“MRM” (hypothetical ) I+, 12 “ HEA Y7 (imaginary) ( Pitzold 2008,
p. vii) . HiIH# B R (Alan Turing) #8228 “ 5 LA " (computing machine ) , — e Fx 4 B R HL”
(Turing Machine, TM ) , HA5HFI AR S ERANT »

TM 73 J PR o3 - — 2R IR Al , — N5 3k o BRI YA LA 695 2 A J5 M, 5 T M A7k
— GRS TS XA AT SR T — DA RS E T, WA TR S
(AT 2) P HFF S AN — 55 5 X5 AR LR gIRAT S o 5 Sk 81—
Tk BEBOTHE LTS FETT % LTS SUERR TR LIRS () o BeAh, B E ARSI T

IR, N EYELT  EAAXEARRBFEEYRMS O EYRER BLESIT, KB, A AFBAERBFEE
FPRit S0 IES R iE R A ,300071,
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A MRS EE Q iy — R . MRS kA G HPIRES g RS LB lUm 5 i BT a, BAE %
EEH—AT S X, R w22 (L) 845 (R) B3 — ATk, A Bt A Q H A — AR A p.
BEE R q, a 55, RN — DI, SEA—DFRREFRA ™ 1—>47 9 (behaviour) ,
HAEX T A E B IR AL 8 (g, a) = (p, X, /R) o XD RBINHERE R — 6 TM
FR 4 R A% R AR BBk (algorithm) , B ULRERF , 145 € Bk AT 5 A5 B B 4405 5 H Y Bk
B 2 32 1155 ( computation ) .

PLTM SRy, H 5807« Sk i 88 JL T AR R BORIAY , B8 AOME A5 21 1 1 06 A4, JE A0 9 200 i
TEMCEER N R AT DIAEO R ARl 5 B AR BRI TE T .0 RIAT 2358, 22 X
B R ERAE , B, O R R SR LY (information-processing) o A1, IE AT TM H - 44545 #3246
ARG FAE (BB 5 AT 5 B RIE ARG AT i AT 5 B RIE ARG E M),
O REAEREAE , O RAEFBE R, WX 7 — D RERRIE ., RAEM AL TIHE, 8.0 R LR EL
BF, 5 25 %) & FAE 7 1w, DU R AT %) 3L A T Bk R o0 R AE B 38 (Representational Theory of Mind,
RTM) , #5252 3+ 53 0 1, 0 3R AT i) B A 7T B Sy o0 R 355 B8 ( Computational Theory of Mind,
CTM ) D[R] i 255 7 353 F0 B AE 0 75 1T, D) FAT] (8 B R %00 R T3 —RAEFLSR” ( Computation-
al-Representational Understanding of Mind, CRUM) @, 7E.0o#) 56 Z M [, CRUM A2 —J0iE, A2 ME
S TR ) 3 SCrP g B BE 32 3L (functionalism) o 7EDIREE AR, L 3ORY B IIHE , A X L
PR B2 G , 3 S I, A T U, 7R R b T SE BN FE TSN ARSI, AR, AR
KRB E AR ML TR 2R 21

1 CRUM ~P-47 , FoATTIE AT — R0 KRG ) 35— A A, RO P 28 50 K HC IR 45 VR Sl 454, 418
M2 LR fih e AP HOG HO AR S (Thagard 2005, p. 11) o #2842 #2258 58 3% ( Warren McCulloch)
FIIZEAA 5L (Walter Pitts ) 23X ANJ7 ) A SEBR AR . 1943 48, 2 RIEFIIC K S T — o0l
BRI 28 TR, 28— B T LA 19«

B, Mz on A IR 20 B A] SRR S A R p A i A
q, Mp g (% p, W q) M4 T A, B B9 % R #i0i .—<.—<
TS, XL EXE A T —RAE B Z A, AT 58 1 HETTAER
AU O R AYHERIIEE H & F RN (mental function
of reasoning is ‘ embodied” in brain) o AT N, “ BE5” —id 1y Lk 2 BARFT & B AR E S LT
Sy A= BRI 8L ( Oxford English Dictionary) Wi s R S

To put into a body; to invest or clothe (a spirit) with a body.

(T B R A DREA, O R 5 BRI AN

TERXAE S B, BUEC R G B (B & 5,1995), “W 5" (i fli,2007 ) #8524 0% e 1 1)
PEo R IR 00 BB B T Sy B 20 i, AR RN PR T R Aok 3 S, T SO 2R ),
AR —AE R IZ 2 UL, DUE B8 2 al I . EFRATHR K, Ak & w3 i) B %

O 3%, 7 RTM &, (1) A FR A B A A A8 (83 ) RAE B AUE (relations) o (2) A fo 3 A2 2 23X B0 R AE 8y (0 FF )
B, £ CTM (1) A RAZ M H A AN ITE B BRI EENE, (2) A mEBE AN AN I EECEREN
THE R E,

——#% % R. Hamish, Minds, Brains, Computes: A Historical Introduction to the Foundations of Cognitive Science, Malden,
Mass. : Blackwell Publishers Inc. ,2002, pp.179,188.

P. Thagard, Mind: Introduction to Cognitive Science, Cambridge, Mass. : The MIT Press,2005, p. 10. # B #1143 CRUM
#8095 CTM.

QF FfLKEZLH M E TERLHF TM. 5% W. McCulloch & W. Pitts, “A logical calculus of the ideas
immanent in nervous activity” , Bulletin of Mathematical Biophysics, vol.5,1943, p.129.
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T (B 445 ,2010) , THEE ERAH AN % A E R R
a3 FLE TR A 3, —
ARG S I T IR CRET TR, SOREE X
SR A A I AR R 3 S AL
B FAE— R LB, A Rl LR
Sl 225 S R L R 9 7 T A
X, 5 22 I 4 R X L T L
“HAT0 A A FR” (Parallel Distribu-
ted Processing, PDP) HIfi {5 71— SR
ek R A R4 3 S (connectivism) B2 OR,KEMTENHERD
e 3 SCHRTELL AL A1 EALFLE —F PDP, i PDP 2 AILL TM BRI THEA BRI . 736015
SRR AR E i, 6% 3 SOF R R A TR A G2 LR RTR AR 0 R, K
WA LA R P i X 2

)

PN

CRUM CRUB

ZCABAAMERR SR ZEHE IR

AE T CRUM, H &A% (embodied cognition ) J& X xR [ 7 — Fh B , 00 Fft A RS 7RG RALE
ARG, B RO R BT B A= X R AR JE1T 1157 ( computation over representations ) , 1fij & —Ff
H 5135 5 (embodied action) , “ HE” —ia7Ex B PIZE SR 1. BG4 FEGEIZ sh B8 T, A A
ATk A FRAT B AR A 225552 X BEA ) I8 18 S RE ) AR B AR TE — VS R T AR, 0 B, Sofk
Wb, WG 3h” — a2 R R i BRI Bl B, R AN S TE A AR A 1A AR AR A S AN AT
43H) . (Varela, Thompson & Rosch,1991, p.173)

O R A S FEAE R B B ATE 30, IR B SRR BB R s 37 102 S A0A R
WESE 4 VPR M SR 2R 5 I R Francisco Varela) | #2255 125 ( Evan Thompson ) |
KL B 52 B it  Eleanor Rosch) o, = A& FRCRE B0 R ANHBE AL L) (The Embodied
Mind : Cognitive Science and Human Experience) J& H Hi15 3] 2 TA ) B B A 0403 14 “ 5 4G SCik” (urtext )
(Shapiro, 2011, p.52) . LAF, FRATIE AR HE 7RI 16 3 " RO RS RS 0T, 45 1 B B g JLAS
FEW L IFREN LA

S5 —  H B O A RR 7 5 (0 158 3 S, BP0 RGBS, o 1 6 R AE , sl /0 2
S i1 AR TE S B A

BB AW  FRATTEE S 42 1 345 5 T i A T S B R, FATT 9 0 g BRI A T
SR EMA, DL 2 TR B B L B K, AT X RAE AT . AT B AR B 28 B 2 5 1 AL
TEATEXA MR AT EENEES . (Thagard 2005, p.192)

IR ERRE IS Ak, — DR R 1 F ko s BRI B At bR, DL T IRATTAE
S FEEAT BB IN ANTT EGRAE LA KR RAE AT, XA R AR FE 4 RAE R R, B 48 174>

(DCRUB 2 #ATHE4E #9317 : Computational-Representational Understanding of Brain ( 3¢ A fii i+ £ — R AEFE 42 )
QRATEE 30 oy CTM 3 E AR £ X WESE, XA E R Xy CTM 1 5, w RiT o RAEA R HoF oy, &
MFRE b 258 Rt EHE i (DCTM) , T 4n R IT s R AR R B 4 £ 300, AT 8 Y B4 £ 300 RiHHE 6 (CCTM)
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“OETEHEFL (die vorgegebene Welt, the pre-given world) o i35 22, B4 T FTiE “ %57 3% ( chicken
position ) F1“ 2 373" (egg position) (Varela, Thompson & Rosch,1991, p.172) , “I457 357  AMETH
AL e fE M . XSRS T R B M AAAE, R FUER BB BN A R G, B AR 55 248 in 53
(AP A2 X e Ji (AN il 1 A5 0 i i AR A5 RE D), “HEar g AHI R G E A AW
TR 2%, X AN L LS 1 th S FUR DA 3R G0 N R 1 S Bt

——FEX PRS2 AN LR R AR T —Fp e hiE” (middle way) o PAEFE B, @R A ZSL
FERY A ST F S AN RE 1 0, AR N TR, kST T30 ATT R B 2R ) — SO it B o AN O ie A
B, R LI PR AR A R, (R 8 TR AT e — et 7 WG R, A
RSN EAT R AR E 1 (specify each other) o 7EFLTEHL5E N F K, SLAEIR T AR B LLRAE Ry
T HES, B A TR — NN A e AE A B A T — AN P9 A Se e 5 i 2L B A B R R ST
BN SR ST A SN AT, BEAS A AE R, AN S 5T, T2 0 1 S 5 i 3 sl

AR FARAETT AR T 36 W B S R 18 W B ARt B AE AR (In-der-Welt-sein, Being-in-the-
world ) 3 . VRS R (AEAE 5 B )Y ( Sein und Zeit) — 4545 1R K g & 06 T fE R b 2 47
B BRI T FE A A A A Bl R, FA T BTG Xk AR S A TS

BEAh A —Ff L 557 A T2k o X Bl 32 5K SOXE AR, SR T SR AN B AR G G 1 R AF . LA
FRAEN ), BEAE A BRE 200y, 8 1 45 5 1 R G2 (modality-specific system) , WIHLSE R S8, T R, ©
TR S W AS K JARE & FAE , A& R AE 2 3F 38 T M 1) (amodal ) (1915 5 4 L3RRS 1 B S (rede-
scription) , ‘B 5% 4% 1 X (semantic ) , FIIX AN 38 SR8 38 TE G, FE AT G 5 T X b 5K Ay,
ANAFAE KRR (1) R 38 1 JC G I A& 2 AF , ARl B R M R GE RS, RIVBE RAE 2 5, & 2 1 b 4808
FHHRIRAEFAE , 7 B2 0 Wi 26 SO X B SR AE N DA S TG , AR H F] v A o 28 e 0 B it SR AE Jin AP 3K ( e
enactment ) %532} % ( Barsalou et al. ,2003, p.85) . Jii 5 2 , A& F AR X bt FRAE 1Y -FF L BB 4L ( sim-
ulation) o MEAMA T EGE ST, 32 B B RE R, Q0B €0 M AR A0 I S 0 A0 4T i R A 4
ML S 2 R R AT R I S AR TR A RS S A ——UH
TRIf + K% K (George Lakoff) it i , WE G ME BRI K I DL B BE Al ) — 2L umE - BR7,“A4 7,
CHIJE T, SR E T RN G A A AN Ao 2 R 11 R < 24 R R U B SRR AR AETE” (cogito
ergo sum) B, A5 [JRAE R FUAE“ B UL M 3RATE FRIUT 5 A O 0 BAR B, /AT 58 LR
CRUET PR TR T o WRIRA TR A SRR R B FRATTAORE S, s, K S TR Y

UM b SRR AT AR S B 2 B R S XN R B2 i, LR, FRATT I BT EE - A% 42411 4% (Arthur
Glenberg) ¢ A () —>52 5 ( Glenberg et al. ,2005, pp. 115—128) K $i Wiz 2l 4 B AR 2 255 1A 19 1%
XA o ESEg v, B 52 96 AN F I I E AT A AW PRI 3852 A AR,
X m] A 48 AN A NI B, 41 You and your lover embrace after a long separation 48 4~“ 4> A
RAGHHRAY 9, a1 The police car rapidly pulls up behind you, siren blaring, B 7E 5 Wik $6/4) F it F
Vil M IR V) 5 N2 WA RS 12 M F e — k. A R BT, g2 B s,
WE S AN B BT, Wi A 1

S E R B, WA IR 2 AR B (0% 22 IR AEAE S S AR R I M A2 (1
) B, T A AR 14/ L U A AR R R I TR AR A (AR )
B, BT A AR AR ” 1A 7 EL AT A AR DR A Rk, 25 3k 3 S R, S

OAFE X R EE WA, AL EERN T A RAM M RREEL, XEFEAK,
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R FNEEE 05 T ST AR U B B IR 3L Lo FRATAVERMR S < A A “ A AR b
ORI 5 FAE B R A —— U SR 5200 5 A IO R AE 1 i ——th 32 258 sh# B AR A 3 B A 1
B 5

iR F ok, RIS A LA U557 M FE K, AE T AE b onT 3B W B0 AR v —E A 0 (0 e IR )
( Phénoménologie de la Perception ) FlFE A ( [ 4k 5 F1 K 4435 ) ( Allgemeine Naturgeschichte und The-
orie des Himmels) . [A]4F , FATTIX HLIC Iy %A% —DE A5 FRRE P JELBEAE 1 P98 o BRAEAE S RIKIR” —13
B S rhiR " & R BRI JE R (Bewohnern der Gestirne) , ¥RF P4, I « AN A= SR 5 B 0 B A4 52 x4
TH S AE At P RS 149 D G RV SRR 1Y, B A R b 1) 7 78 1 1T DL 4, S AR ) W ST A A Bl T4 7E B 1A
AN BT L 1) B SR A G2 1) S ) AR A2, 1T L XoF o 0 3o S, BB 4 ik S, fT T 5 =2, J
5 SRS ) P R e AR U, A . (Kant, 1912, p.357)

—— SR PRI A B U8 AN, B 1 E TS FotR 0, BRIV 3et £ £ 5% 25 0 B 1A 45w I i, 52 5
W ok B A5 T G R 1 B R A BE B 0 BT A s L R SR % 158 ) ( Denkungsk-
raft) ) R L IO T3 FORIE , 5 DA B O )5 Bl v W SBOR U R T R DAL 2L R ) o il T
(R DAL, b TR O R R o TE 1

FRATARSE A2 BB A AERT A% E AR R, [ B R4 L) e 1 L B DA A% e %o 2L
BT H B MRS R A 151

FEF TR TG BERAE LA SO FAE A T30 5K, 78 N T BE (Artificial Intelligence, AI), HL#E A
ARG, I RE DX H— i ELB A (9 F2 5K R AR O RS AR A AR RS B RIE—IT
B B2 AR AE—I R T AR JFER A TS LG O 5 s i A 4DL SR 2 S FE 43 1, ARG TF0 R 5K
BHE, RIEAR B RAFIN . KT — 8, 2R - LR (Joseph Weizenbaum ) 2 i — A7 i (1 151
T ARSI - W DR, B A — S R A BRI MR IR A A B SRR R A T
AERY o (HRARMER th—— B RN JE A W] e —— i SO IR 1 7 58 23 308 ) 1 LA Ry — > 3 25 1Y AR 5%
NN 1 BT . (Weizenbaum, 1976, p. 200)

L IR SUE BAR B T RAE, 15 HIE . (pragmatic information ) @R MEAS B R AR, 17 X 53X 4175 14
F43 PR AR EAL AR TR MG R o X AT R U B R 0 RAE  CEHLAS TSR M B RAE , B AT UL
JE— A T R, 73K S, Xt SR A FAE— 5 B BR AR — b b RIS, AL S5 45 1« H A
VTR SRR S 7 1 A B IR AT S R B8l HL B (¥ B2 (embodied interaction ) , 474K
.

ARAEDE FIRHLPPRT 0 RIS BAr 19, FEFR AT K, 58 2000 R T RS e o 08 LT
ATHERAS SR B 1Y < XA S R B B LTk B PR - BFAEJK (Kurt G del) . BFE /R A9 AN 0] 55 S 3
(inexhaustibility theorem ) ZEBRZ : X A &5 A8 WU BLAG T 5EAL, B B4~ B, AT (AT 0 R ) fiE
AT ERER, TGN E (Wang, 1996, p. 184) . SRTIAFFE /R0 TS AL KRG Fr) 245 8

(DKant, 1. 1912, Immanuel Kants Werke 1. , Berlin: Bruno Cassirer. p. 357, bL b B B SOy 90% 7 5 & 24 E ,2003 , ( #T #k
M EED, T AR AFH R, p.331. FERELFA %" 7 5% A. Carpenter, “Kant on the embodied cognition” , Fal-
safeh, vol.1,2008 , pp.59—68.

@Z 4 - # % (Roger Schank) , XE A B ¥R, HEBWEEAA Y WA FNEREFTNRANZ —DAAER
AEMMBIARHE, A3 T WA, 4% + /R (John Searle) £ M T — /4 4 W& 27 (Chinese room) By B L5, £
B AR R XA ECR A E # M (intentionality) T &, it AR AR F n ot HE AR A EE Ao IR EmE, 5F R
Harnish, Minds, Brains, Computes: An Historical Introduction to the Foundations of Cognitive Science, Malden, Mass. : Blackwell Pub-
lishers Inc. ,2002, p.228.

QOFFHANHEUBF RN EEE(ELE)", 4 T. Winograd & F. Flores, Understanding Computers and Cognition: A New
Foundation for Design, Reading, Mass. ; Addison-Wesley Publishing Company, Inc. 1987, p.111. &ATA K Z1&E X FiE H B A
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IRWLAY , fb A B S

ANGEAVE S AN HERR F¢ 58 AR S T B 1 8 BEUE WAL AT BB . X Se g LR
------ FEX PG, B ATRM TR EE X SRR 5% 8, A RATRHIE © 28 & 6 TAE
BHEHL. (Wang,1996, p.186)

X LIRS | R IR B R A0 O TSR L G 1 a8 i AR 25 B, I ) BB ) 2
F XA — 2 2R YLK (D730, 1986, 45 2 T1) |, 5l JL AR H AR 1 & JR IIE B . 7R o
SR NIIREVE R 50 AT 2E MR R A B A T AL DT, LS &AM T T 201

55 BB HDS IR 2 rh IR 2 32 S A TRl o

[ 3c4 %) PDP FILL TM BRI BTN TR], S5 52 1, AT nT F = A ) L 45 3 SCF CTM
XOMTF o 31X B et CTM FEZE 3 SO X =AMl [T 2850, P03 L B A e 4 3 O [l . i
SIS 20 NHUR A TAEM? 3. 24— NHN R G4 A = s e, 3R] an
AR R X — 57

CTM Xif 3 =A™ [ B [T 285 02 < 1 DA HURAE A5 T3 0 5 B A B —— P iE 5 5 1158, 48 1 2 3
TR A5 A THRAE o 2. A8 1 BB 4R E B B BB T R A 8 TR, NI RS AU S 5 e
KCEMMYEEN)  mEEE TN E SR A B 3. MM 518 M R AR T J e A i 3 i,
FLAF BN TRE B0 22 500k 45 78 199 [ 1) ) oy fife et FRATT AN VAN R G E A Nl a8 5%, (Va-
rela, Thompson & Rosch,1991, pp.42—43)

HRE 32 SORTk = A 5] 790 19 1] 280 2+ 1 DA A2 pl 17 B 8 20 200 8 1 O 8% v 4 Jp bR 285 19 97 B ( emer-
gence) o 2. TAJIAE 1A 9132 B0 el 3 R0 AN T 28 =2 TRV E 48 1 () A8 A RO 1 T4 o 3. 4T B AR AE
(FIVE R b A S5 ) v B0 R XoF L 5 22 B TA 0 RE 7 —— Tl R A TA KN BE 7 , 48 A J2 0 B AT 55
(R ) By 8 2 ik fe——Hf, AT HUE A R G AE 4 Nl iz %% . (Varela, Thompson & Rosch,
1991, p.99)

P Z R R AN [ FE T 62 3 U 35 T 45 A 5315 . CTM — Jy 17 2 1 X A AT B S
2%, — 7 BT AN P BE X052 b AT AT IR 27 8 82 TR 6T 3K 79 75 T T e 7 4 19 ) 3 3
PR 7 T A SR AT 5 SR 4 CTM 5| AR5, 7S, 32 U Ok, B LN B IR0 Fax AN
SIS ERRRGER ARSI . 2 FP 4 R RS T BT F A SR 40 BT 4
2% )R UL, LU BRI ST U I 28 A i L B X . R 285 & I, iR A
5 HEORS 20 Y BT R M 282K (neural level ) (Y[R, AT BF 58 25 B2 4, XPIR 45 32 LA 4 40 L7 ( Prop-
er Treatment of Connectivism, PTC) W 7E #1285 J2 IR Z E——28K , it W AEFF 5 B IR Z T —i 17,
AHXT T CTM X R AERF 5 )2 A TR FE I #5520 (symbolic paradigm) , PTC JCEERLEAF 5 2R Z
THEATOIFER AT 555" (subsymbolic paradigm) . (Smolensky, 1988, p. 1)

BN S, A5 2R A5 3 2 B, 0 R = 78 TR & i 5 b [ B 75
SR, 1A 2 U 14 T BN AR5 2 UK A 3158 22 I 14 06 F & — PP & (inclusion ) 5 5 « 455 2 X
SEREAE A3 o S UK B AR TSk SEARAE e 28 ik TIRJZ I 43 i xUR S8 (distributed system) (Varela,
Thompson & Rosch, 1991, p.101) , H B AR A H)JE CTM AN FR G 455 20, B H 2 R
FE AR Z5 A —— 0 N TE F —— P EAF S E VEME— I AT A MER S o DAL B oA A R
A, CTM (A HIME &R el ), A5 T H I R 2R R 1 — b e B R S A D 2, T 2 3= SO mT g
FREIR R, B B AR R GEX AR T2 2R B s b 25 X 45 H0A mT RERA W BB T
INANARIE o IE & LR b FRATTE : H B RO D HTR 2 rh I 2 32 S AT TRl o

5 = BB A BRI AT AN T 43, 3 S AL [ Ak 1 45
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b SCHR BB i AR RIS Sk B RS SR AR A A RS AR TR R E A, EATIR AR AR
MR R AE—&, M2zl 1 ALR A . SEi At [ 19k, g 15 DA i, AR 8 (enaction ) 33X 4 W
A&, BUE UL, AR BGX AR T i —— B A R 7 0 A RN LRI —— A P e 1 RS A TR T Rl
5 R AIEBZ 2. NS R TR TR I BN A2 B A R G e = G B A5 LA A2 B e
45 T o X HLATIE EHIE Bl 45 3 (sensorimotor patterns ) 226 ) 2 B2 WA 19 & A NS . AR,
B AT AN RERAN A — 455 2 B WL A0 B2 58 A RN e et 5L At S7 AR AR AT —
AN FEAEI NN K JE 138 4 28 i MR AN 20 W 8 SCR8 IR SR A i B ase, L35 2 A e 1 F2 48 A AT T3
JEAN R RE SR ) R e B SO BRI K o XA 3R TR E, BB R A o & s T
SCREFN TPl XA E EMIE— WIS 4R |

PATR 45 H B B R Az i A AR} 57 (Enactive Cognitive Science ) X E 30 =/ 1] Y
1 1 AR A et 2, S0 U0 DA O (5 T A8 LUAE iU 25 M G i i s . 2. IR Z2 2y +
R —— AT BAHBRES R RIE B 5 P 24— — A BRI R 4% ISR X S R 28 A 3. 249k
MARGE N — M IELE AT R A TS — 8003, B0 24 8 B — A8t S, FeA 0l & 7 4
NI Z )iz ¥4 (Varela, Thompson & Rosch,1991, pp.206—207) .,

TR B 3 S0, RIS RS, T L2 Ah , AR U B B AT — e ) 7 7 BT, FRAT A 05 R E Y
P, AR5 7 WS - IA IR AE A% ( cognition s enaction) o FUHF 5 AAECH B Y.L R )
RPEIEH N B AR 5 B Az il B IA ™ (Enaction: Embodied Cognition) , I S8 1 & 2 T it &
%o

B T AR X A OB =2 A, 3 BB A 1 R A A X S — A [a] AN S — A [R] R Y [l & s 1T 5
A SR B.Z) . A TR E B SRR R — R BN (situated cognition ) , [R5 [
K, AR A LB AR R G5 FR R B Bk AJAAT” (Embodied Embedded Cognition, EEC) . 47
FORF 5 5 EL 2 S8 T S R RO S 22 [A) I I 9 S R, B2 414 T 7 AL (extended cognition ) W A3, 3X
ML AR AN FUZ 8 T B R, B ) e ) B iR 2 Ab , 4045 B 44 BT 7 2155 0 B 14 15 2455 1 5 1)
SET5 T, T B, PR b A 3 B AR — 5 2T HR A TR R — R 0. - SUhioE
(Andy Clark) #1025 2R3 ( David Chalmers ) 7838 3C HP A MH &% BH (1) 1J¢, : Cognitive processes ain’t (all)
in the head! (Clark & Chalmers,1998, p.8)

—— IR RS () A Sk AR Ay L SR S SR, ok oW et BRIV 7 5L B 1) [ 8 P s AT L
1o TEFMTE K, bR Seiii A 2 e W (1 BB S 5 AWz A i 45 38 ih e E AR RIE , Bl 1
BN 158 3 SORIRRSS 3= SON AT A G JE

FURRALAF NAEVFIE ARG Az BUrE” 2 ) i I A iR 2 1 B b B0 W27 IR ( madhyamikas )
“EORNEE T LA, B UL, R e (Nagarjunas ) (138 ) ( Malamadhyamakakarika ) H#WEAT, 52
HA R JEABA WG 5238 B RO , 22 SR B B BT I AL R 227 (Shapiro, 2011, p.52), B
AGA W b 22 A GRS 200 B (WL, 2R 0L, 45000 S5 0L a5 X AR I 5 A E B2 1 i
A3 A ,2010, 565 15 51, TSR AE PG J5 97 27 DAL SE RS DL T, TR b Hory vh
WAL G ] BB NI ST — D T 2 45e—— 50 b B X e 45 e B/ E B B —
AMFFRBE——X DI « AT A — D RS SE A, LA FRATTRE Ay 58 S BE it fr) S 4 7R
PEARRL R AT T At vb . JoBE, T AT SR X HE BOIRAE A UT S BB i A i, R e S X A A F
FERBEI AR TRIC , B ATE B WL ST 5T AR B (T A 3 RS py A ) i S bk B0 1 JE Sl
3, BHEIRTE 2 UL 3 SC ORI 3 SO) AR AR R i s ARt 1l 7 322 2% A, it A A 00 A T
R VUB S 5 B 2 05 X8 B BERL 7 A 52 2 T B 1 ( Piaget & Garcia, 1983, p.284)
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%E

~ =A
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(BREHE: FAE)

Philosophical Reflections on Computational Theory of

Mind and Embodied Cognition
WANG Xin-jian, ZHANG Yao

Abstract; Embodied cognition, which is not groundless, stands in opposition to computationalism, a
prevailing theory of cognitive science. Hence, before discussing embodied cognition, we must have
sufficient understanding of computaionalism and connectivism. Embodied cognition is opposed to rep-
resentation and computation, but shows sympathy for connectivism. However, the recent developments
in embodied cognition also display some features which have little to do with computationalism and
connectivism. These features are not considered essential for embodied cognition.

Key words: embodied cognition; computationalism; representation; computation; connectivism
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