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IR 5
PN R AR AR B e L7
A JEE

(A TB] FAZ#AR, Rt RAZ A S FHILERRAFRTAAR, FEA TRY
ERHRFFEFRZGBRLEX", 21 o, A L RHFEHHRBA T, A F R REI AT IA
SRt FW RS TRM A BRA B YR F AN ERFERFHZIA  ALEH
“INgAtF R — X HE, (2R, TR AR B A T A AT T RS IEE T ke F RS
BEFBL B, R FIAEE RS FUM A S R da AT B R B A e A 8 B — L X7 LFH A
NG F R R R A e IR U Ao B kS 5 T A K AR A 0 45 ok & AR =
AT NS A K ILZH R R AR A m AR R A2 B TR A ok, X R AEZ R A R
iNgn” Fo T SUEM” AR IR R AT AR Y SEE AR E L L b, R IR R R
Z¥k 2 AT UM R R AR 8 A R e LT A 45 L T A e AR A R £ R A B AT Ak K R
J& AR RIC LM BAT , BN E T ELEMG=ANA T L2 XEST A RIA
Fa g T A AR EET ELAEMG I S FE, BRSBTS R T TR {2
A, 5 YR RIGRART F R T M B 6y A e L T NS i el R AR AR IR AR T b,
L LN, TR N AL 5 2 A Jm 0 25 B AR Sk e ft S 09 RS 30 Ay AT Nt A R A A
Fo it FHH—EX,

[FET] FAMA& bR RAEZ B & Rk S B SUEH, #TE X

—. MARERTRRALE—/IENX?

1978 4F, “ SR i " B YR I T INHIRR 2 9 S B S S I RIRR S WS RE S MR S A SR
SR BT AR S A IS R R B A SRR R b Bl TR D B T R
AN A AR DT B T TAR B ST o NI, ) R R AR " EBE i L TN
RS2 R A “ IR R  Hoh MO SO R T e 55+ — AN 4 B B2, R %

g4 DI E L I TIMSE R 2R EE 2 REIR B4 S UM (£ 14 321004) ; HEE, BUES, IDTIMSERFH IR
BERBLE(S£HE£321004) , AXRERMRESFPRNESME BFEm50EEXRMR” (20FTYA002) B MR
(DGoogle Scholar 7 2005—2022 4 H |8 (# F 2022 £ 8 A 17 H) £ % 7 3750000 % L, “predictive coding” F1“ predictive pro-
cessing” X B WIS X, T RER LA BAFNFTUNARE LWk ERE T oL EE B FE QL. BREL
FREAEAMIERMEA -G M, & Clark (2013 ) 44 “ FM A %27 #8  “ X — % 3 67 ( Grand Unified Theory, GUT) . & X
A, AT T A Fa B A 6 B G0 AR O TN A AR ALY X T AT MY 1 5L 4R R, 7T 5 & Hohwy (2020) # Fff 5% Supplementary

Table S1;Overview of recent philosophically oriented predictive processing research,,
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KN HBHARANE ST 25 AT 2 — A 22 22 BRI A 100 1 BIF 5T AU, 575 2 — A~ ] LR 24k [m] R}
SRR R T

FEWE RZ TR BRI " W T o M40, 72 B LR = A B AORE # T, 28 — 1A
TRRAE B B AT B FE R EAL, SR A 3 SRt T YO A RE S < RARTHE X,
POA A R 2 T SE (A ) — VAT CRAETT ) —A7 8l (i i) 7 /9 I = IR i, 7RIt
PR TR A 1 28— A5 B Tl 1 2 7 DA HLG B2 s B A o« S-0-R7 g =K
XA 2R R A U R S R OGO AT B R AT, X SRR A
RORE S DR — R ARG AL G, BN ZE LR D RE 32 SCar b, BN TN UM g 28 2 —
A, I HAE T SO VAT CRAE) (2R ZM T NN (B ) fE 7 Tk i
TR FF 45 95 3 [a] B (symbol grounding problem) o &% “ACIA KR H BT 3 BRI 22
NMBEIL T BR” 22 b SR B AR R DA R b 0 AN AR R A, TR A M A
AR, HL BN BRG] AN S 5 10 rp e (HR AR ER R AE WAL G\ B 4 s BB A A Y T
P IR E Bom T3 . Gl = TR R R, 88 AN AR T A S “4E A7, /D
B A A AR A AR AE Ji AR (Newen et al., 2018 ) o Horbdge H A 380 M 09 28 iGN A1
(Varela, Thompson & Rosch,1991,p. 8) , 5 {8 KMk \ B FI A BEM B T — N “#E 7 & RS, A
HUZ“HERAE 1, TGS RAEFFA 4 £ 2 057 3, A B 8 B A DA HURE 5 /) 28 A 4 BLA] ( De
Jaegher & Di Paolo,2007 ; it A4 45 ,2019) o SIS , A2 BN AR AE BER B ik BT TH A 1 L
Bleg AT 4 A (R MR A A ML A A B R, SRR BT — AR R 2 1 oA A gl i 75 7
S — OB T K

20 20 90 ARARLIK 75 B 22 Bb 2= IBHACRE T, B 1257 I R 5 85 T N HTRR 7 1 - i =0
8" (Constant, Clark & Friston,2021 ) : AKIIE Bz di g M o 32 0448 1 5 P45 48 Sl AR 5 3¢ B LA
R RE . 21 el e B 50 4 4 D1 AR SUR A= 2= B 4% Karl Friston (2005 ,2009,2010) il 450 32 |
P B FA SN 222 55 222 R GE IR, T OB 1 T A FH B SRS | O Bk — 253 8 Sy T DA AR
R S GHRRA A5 BN TR A 5 AR A S R LS 2 — & 2 sh i 350 5 | 45, i 2
— DI Bh 5 5 0 AR S B 06— 55 7K 3% Hi i e N T8 BB TS 3 N ZS0 8 I Al BB, AT A7 28
AR R E S R —Ge i RS

R T A AR AV A S Tl 2 B2 R I G OB R AE e il BRI, AR S
F14) T 850 YU 2« T DA SR o] R Sl R AN R 2 (i 8 — 3 27

=. ESpTNA R

(—) A SO P e (R 5t

20 {42 60 AFAUE, “ N F 7 — BRI IR 19 T3 5, Fodor £ 2 X AR A ik HL A4 o —
Jigxk” (the Only Game in Town) . 7EFTSEHLRL =R RHAOR AR, UM 32 SCRGO BB “ THR B ™, A
FNH R LTI AALAAT 5 Tt B, a5 B8 5N A fir A— &b BE—ay H 7 o 7 A0 i 2 A
O PRI, EIAA 2 SO, R 22 803 SR A 1 T 22 DRI F) 0 sl e Lol A, 1 8049 08 2 s il it
R A B, AN, BATTER 0T LU B Fodor  Pylyshyn 1 Marr 25 A () R I8 A A B — L6 JEAC
fiE - IR BN 4 3 QIR RAETH Y s ORI N Y 5 (@ BN TA Bl 2 9l sl ) RAE T3
AN B s LA EHERERT S DA 3 S RN A At m] AR
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BT I, FAT 2 A il T DR SO T BB U RN T SCIR, A B T
I AR A R T RERTHR BAR S & I R S8 ORI AR, (B2, A A A — R sl (Y P50 1 FIR AR
TR BRI TSR T ZE LR B9 SRAETT - A0 A0 B e A REBEA (5 BN AL B, It Bk,
MU AN R AL GE R RO E— AR —A 73l AR 2 1 B ) B A = IR AR ™ IR SR S 4
FEAY“ IR 3™ A2, SRS R8T A AR HERR TR Sb o MEREYT 24 Putnam JH* T/ 2Z /il (brain in vat)
AR B ACHE A 2 S - BT T B RRIR S , NS RIS 5 5% TP ) R A 4 X W 2

(72) I0esh 3 SOy B g i Hities

20 42 80 4EAR , RN HIB B2 By I AORT AR T, “ R 4h = 307 TR PO 3= AL 4, ' FR -
RPFEA% " (We are our brains) o DA HIFF2E G T U A 4 R I i %) 28 o0 2 S R AT 2R 00 8, A%
BB PR TTRarg” DA A R IR i 22 T Z (R A2 2 B AY , AT DASE 2o 1 i A2 | B2 A
i b 2 00 7 2 K E BAC B R B o A 2 2 R R TR RIS R . AEERAS sk, T
DA RS A P T LA Friston F1 Hohwy 25 AR AT« 2 H &7 (semi-embodied ) JRAS—" 7l I 4 fith
", FATKELT Hohwy 7E 2013 4E IR & 3 The Predictive Mind S 255 #I@

1. A P83k - [ A P ( Free-Energy principle, FEP)

Friston(2005,2009,2010) {& By 32 vh i “ 1y 2255 @ A i TN EE iy B B e
B AL AR BT, Al AR A S 2y B 00 26 A7 AT, BB A L ) fR i (40 ) SR/ MbE. A
VER—ALLR R R i R A W) R 56, IR AE R SRR — Tl N F S (homeostasis ) o #1522, 0 TI% T 25,
NI 0A Z5TAN W S50 RIKE A A= B G B, s 20 7T 8 38 3] 1Y 5281 (surprise ) o 1717 324> F50 0 4oF 7 5 75 2L
i Bl DLt SR R S

2. PN T A DL i3 ( Bayes theorem )

Hohwy (2013 ,pp. 13 =38) Ay, XF AT, ULt A rh A PR OC R IFAE™ ——XF 0™, Rl A 2
B Bl (R RN AL, T S B Y DU ST . AR RBARHE (1) BRAR 28, RISR FH 55 A IS S5t R AH T 1
BEAY (578 B, 20080 Y i A S BB AT REME R0 (2) BIAR (R A& A S B 232, X 2 Al ok 1 B A A R 4T
PRIEE XTI S A5 A A R (BD S S0 MR ) A5 E A At T A A T R SR R 25 e/
R ENH,

3. TR A S U] . FH 4R 22 B /MK ( Predictive errors minimization , PEM )

Hohwy (2013, pp. 41 —56) A >Ay, DU 307 4 3T 32k [l 225 F50000 4 fnf jg 2y ™, BV 4 {4 7 5 36 {1 i
SR A Z (B2 A UL RS, BAAORE , —J5 A2 RGEAWEAT A L F BB, 55— J7 T E 5
HEFAWTHEAT A T A5, 3 Z A R VCEC” A A T SRR 2 . PRk, T R 22 A /M 2
TR AN TR H A, TS B H Y, 7 SR 2 2 A s AL

4. TN A ZRAE . 2 )2 AR R Y ( Hierarchical generative models )

Hohwy (2013, pp. 13 =38) Ak, IS HH S o 8 PRER OGN AUAN S —— P iz 14, T EL 90 A5 AN [+ )
72 R, gl T AR EM EAE AR oy T 4R SU J Y], iy 22 2 IR G Ui A . IR, 5 IAA
T SO N — SO — R R L P SO AR AL AN [, 645 3 SCAE Bl A SRR A, A NN LA
PSRN E BN ST A= Rl © B AT S S R o < S ITTH S BZ W S0P s S @] 8 R SR L = S (T 2 e
Z I TN 2% Fe /MK LSRRG B IR 12 5

DA o S T 3 203052 7T 5 LA A 0 11,2022 CFUM 0 45 8 = i M2 s — A Wi BB L), (15 2
Y. ARBRXPEH2:ERLEAME A ETHALTNLEZTEHE,
@ B4 £ Ll N 45 75 7296 | 7T % W Hohwy (2013, p. 68) # #y Figure 7. The perceptual hierarchy ,second version.
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5. P A BLA] 5 BE AL (Precision weighting)

Hohwy (2013, pp. 59 =74 ) N, i 5 A AN RRARZS ( FLUNFRET ) o 22 %k A2 A9 18 B i A 3 AR R )
AHENE . PRI, TIN5 22 /MR G B 8 RGRE , RV i 22 J2 A A Y rh 0L 1) 4% 388 1) 5 T 3%
A BIARIE BB A O 5 BEA T RTREVEPTAL o R R By, R R TN 152 2 Al P/, A BE A
ISR o (HR, QR AE ARG B, 08 3 A ) HE B AN AT RE A , A0SR B9 K SR 473, IR 4
R A W M L B N F B

6. T f) (57 B - A A FT 4 5 (Self-evidential boundary)

£ Hohwy (2013 ,pp. 224 —241) kK, TN 64 057 B 15 5 (2 T, IR S04 BT A5 4 SRR o 22 5
TR A B AR (IR ) oA S B DL i 33+ 58 10 B A R sl AU S — b etk e ™ /9 75 300
KBR R EINEE . IF A X3 X b, Hohwy (2016, p. 259) ‘5 #k: “ M S, PEM 48755 T B 4 75 i 51
ST FRRR L , AT B 2 A B R 22 oK B SR TS 2 B A Y U R ALY AT AR B T 2
9 T AR i, TN S PR SRS o Rk, T A TR B AN AN Ui o
R BN A, S BARRAT BT C

XA AFATFRLL Hohwy S AU A B A IR RS “ 2 B " (. BRI 32 SO Tl
BB AR L, Friston &5 Hohwy AN, T 25 2 PG B SR O R4 S5 B A (Bsh #E 2T &
it ZE SRR T B 5 B AT R ( B0 ) o (R, Hohwy HESR i, B (AR B4k T FIN 1 2 5h,
RO P AR IR SR , B PR FIA T Bl ) A iy 3R DA IR A 7 B N i A S A B A ARSI,
RATEOR T — T W BT A DA S B A AR, w2 NS B B A A RIS R

(=) H BNy Fsimn 1y

20 22 90 AEAR IAFNRL A B T — B m , A R AN AR S = 1 B, XA 1
R HEINF” o ZAEHNIE RGBS A e, B A 4 el AL e 285
ZEARBAINR O, WA O R 2 BB 3 ) R 40, U B RS R b i T B A P,
T2 TN 5 XA, DL Clark g AR 9 — AR LA b A g 1 2 BB g S0 A s 21
H TINS5 B A PR T B % i IR AR R AR T B TR AL, FRATTHE T Clark 7E 2016
AR BRI 32 Surfing Uncertainty : Prediction , Action and the Embodied Mind 3 3452 Rk @,

1. K . 5| # ( Predictive engine)

H BB TN AR AY SRR 2 A s 18 TR0 DR Ml ) Sl 22 b, B iR A BRI BRI A1 T
W, AR AR AN ] 7B AR R A 55 56 435 32 S S0 s i 3B AH [R], AN PR

2. B 4735 A9 T ( Action-oriented predictions )

Clark (2016, p. 122) Ay, T AL SR E AN 5 B AR T 20 B8 B R R A — 2, BPR oy R 4
H” ( Friston, 2009 ; Hohwy ,2013 ) , {HLJ2 B M 1 3R 38 I 12002 17 20 S 1] i 00 in 27 - PR A BUA #f 2
SEARTEBUM AT B b, A ALAAT WA 2 A R R AT T 2 22 < L — , B3 F00 , B T S 96 Ml i DL IE
LR A s R I T Bl RIFEA T R R SRR A S iy A T REDE C S 90 U, 3 — WL st )31
WAET , FE FOAT 2y e T 152 2 e /N 3 ASCRSE T3 ) TR o

(1) 5%t . 3 fo i (Affordance )

Clark (2016, p. 124 ) I\, MR8 FRBR A BE, J158 FIAT 3 28008 7] — ¥R J2 2 B - 00 43R 22 fe /M. 0
W, 05 AR e — o X B AT Bl b SE T BOMREE , AS BE — F  eEAT 3h AR A AR T

@ B g\ ko by M TAEA” |7 £ WL Clark (2016, p. 46 ) ¥ Figurel.2 The Basic Predictive Processing Schema.

068



Ko MAERIME— B IERIE S1T8h . XF LIATEh R S IR SE R s At AR AN B 1
FIRP AT AR TR LR T BN AR 1 2 " 1, OB 5 S Bk — R 9047 2l ) AT R i o 1 3527
03] R N [ B2 o) W i Pl 1S O\ =X N O S K e I8

(2) 1730 HIEWi = (Self-fulfilling prophecy)

Clark (2016, p. 124 ) Ay, AR AR HE B, 26015 JC 12 Ak R T8 I I A 1) S0 25, 47 3 o df 1 B 2
o XPHIBET &, IXEME 2 A B A SE5e W0 5 [ R b A A TG S VR B, R T
BORBUATE, e AT AT B ok U, X B, AR BT 3 0 R 2 — S B MR AR Y
R 2 AT BN R AS R AR DL 32 8l TR I BT I R ) BN R R 1 O R B B A7 BhiE

o PRI, AT LUK T S — RO RIBE I FIET S o

3. 8% A i B (Enacting a world )

£ Clark (2016, pp. 125 — 126 ) > , B HE 30K A7 20 5 5 Sk 18 8 R 5 10 8 RN iy A\ LA IE 512 5
SRR (SR A 7 2, AT B S 1] 8 R0 0 T RAG AR 3 U7 (enactivist ) (858 AR A B SO0
TR AL L T 7 (T L PR B It ) RUBE b, R AT Bh 32 sl e Bk — 2 R 4 1 B3T3 2R
BRSO S, DA B RS e g AT AN AT 2y (AN X IR B RAE ) B i, me 4, FIARMRE
H ORISR BRI TN, et T 8 BB A, AN ZRSEBR B2 AR TR AE F O Tl i AR L AL

(1) 313 345 ( Designer environments)

Clark (2016, pp. 276 —279) I\, 47 2 T 3 44 B A thE 5L Je o T PR AR A, EUR: BT 30
A, NI RS B 25 45 (manipulation ) , Ay TR A A A5 46 ) f 2 [1] , 15 46 b ) FH T SR AR B St 1484
LM TR 2tk . IXERYIE RSP ZhE , NS EE S T IR HE S 58 Bl B RE Tl
SENTEY)  ABALEE O SR8 5 R SO AT, ORI TR AL i R e

(2) ks (Cultural practices)

Clark (2016, pp. 276 —279) TAA, 5 K B9 W i THL I T8O T2 G0 12 P9 o o 8 i T
BN, & BP0 2B A | 3 RO PR B A A 7 — R L — IR — R — b B AT F &, K
ATCHIAS 2 H A 3 ) 56 FHH B BSR4 fe A TN A AL R W oh T RS 1 ] AR A6 10 . A28 T
I AT AR T R A RR S5, QT Bhee AR AR SCIR SR BTN SR il & O R 5 el
TN G 3% By, B 2, NZRAT LA Hh— A SCfe i B

25 b, SERES R FN ga A e A L, EL B RN U T A RUAT PR AL e — SRR B A
T 5 B HURS R 32 G T B AR AT Sl 7E T A R v i R T K AN = RS
FOHERRD | 8 T2 — S T8 I A L RS . o X IR H A 2R 3 R, SR B AR AT
BNFEBE T PREE R SCAL S B VR, B  —Fh AT 2" B A B 9 A Bt R, (HR 9%
R (1) i e R SR AP AE I PO, Clark ARARAEAR BN TS 20 49 R AE 32 507 2 W0 1
PRSI RAE B ARE? -oeee FRAT 50 T T o K B R RN R A S SRR AR G T e
B ARRE (OE TR AR ) —Fh B0 SRR B R YE R85 AT 3h A A 5 SN 25 4 ST 2 8 R
A S (Clark 2016, p. 293) .

= NRIEZ KRB ERGNA, BEEEN
(—) FAEZAk

IR 1 B AR A U R AR R RIS 3 - SRAE Z B JRTT A o A GEIN IR~ ) A T U 3ot
JERAETF A 3 33X SR BB 1 — A BEA BIE /R il —— AN 5 A 28 ( Content Involving Cogni-
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tion, CIC) (Hutto & Myin,2013 ) , 3 PN 25 /2 By M PN 38 A9 2R AE BT AR 2814 , 1T AN 383X 26 R AE 2 K vh
P 5 (FF 5 35 30 0 2RI 28 I 45 52 A4 A ASE 2 (B2 2 S0) o 475 =2, SRAEAE T KM P9 8, S A
BT SORTR . 58 —ARIA IR 22 ) 5 K 8 S 58 4 A T K i PN R A R AIE , 5K B R #E A Jad g v L
AEEE L T RARE A, 58 AR 22 M8 oAb =L B A8 e i A 5 A A
G I, B4R AR o H T = O HEBAL SN R R R R AE 32 OHESE, SE T | —
CORSFRIATNT s MEA AR BN X AR R 4 415 A8 B S7 3 R R R I o (R AR A
LA T B R WIS T T IR RO BRI A4, K | B AR R 22 ] B Bh B I O R —
HL (mechanism) , RIRAD T AFIRES o A4, BUUA SRR A S AL e A5 8 TAa=XmidT 2, S 0 < KB
JE BTN G M B S RE 4R 2 B AT SR A RSN AT dnnkt, OIA
B ISR A B 7 AL DL A B4 G AR AN SR AR IR A e o EUR, JE IR R A BB
B8 SR HL B B TR0 DN R0 ASE 7R 0 R 3 A AL G A FVRR 2 RAE 3 7 Sr b b BRI T A B 5 K iR
BT,

H TR RAEZ R, BATI R BMA SR DI R T B 227 O SFIR ™ R HE« R 45
FFRAE” ;@ WFIIR” : AR AT B R 10 Y RAE” s @ IR - N A B LI RAE”

1. I 3 SO T A B < DR ST IR

5 A 3 SR T AR U8 A P 28R A EL , Hohwy (2013 ) 3A A, A A ARE L™ 8 T A
JHVZEAR) PR T SRR SRAE B AR €, BRSR B R FOA T B0 A S M LI R i 2 PRSP 1 g A
FA BT, A G P 0 e R A A0 A A B 53 o 3K J2 K1l Hohwy CKg FI ER A8 SRR 132k - — T
AT S5 R AR IR PN A RS AT A PR s vk R I, i ) 3o 8 5 40 2o A R A I IX s 19 5 5 — T
Al X — b PR S A g sk A FEAE 0 X R, R B R B T — 8 R A A AR
TR A5 LA S 20158 20 56 e e D IR A e ST A AR . BB Y 2, Hohwy A S 3R 40 3145 8 2 A R 7K S
(personal level) (), JF-H 2 T HIGE N 25 o 3K JCBE S Ul 70 “ R AF 3 X7 373 b I H5 - S50 R AE” 19 1t
FE, IE 4N Hohwy (2013 ,p. 220) AR« MR v AR A7 9 ThE S5 10 26 BB J2: AR 9 N 7R BR e, & AE 48 17 1
TR0 RIS G -+« -+ G W0 20 A P11 A 38 41 7 L T8 A P B i A T 3 — i 58 G R B AR T 5
W) BRI By E XS PO 55 A L R IR 217

PRI, fR 4 Gladziejewski (2017) (#5145 , Hohwy AR fRAFIR” - Ho— AR RAE 32 2 H =9k
SIS G AT BT A T H = AR P S, BIA AT B R G 2 S 4 i R B KK R 22 2R 45 LA
AN o TTHZ L, PRSFIR” W B R B R  R IR —RF 2= IS, BV K 932 47 07 2Ok 4 L B2 R
PHIFRE , 3 2 T ARSI Un S S pe R 5

2. FLE D HAY BN TAAY 35 AR

Clark (2016 ) AR KA “ T3 S 1m0 A, 47 Bl LT AT T8I0 Fd J258 60 o 35 LA — ol A7 s B 4 0 O 208
MR, RS O SEEEHRAE” s QAU BT BT o KB SRR T 30 1 T 76 D) g 1 2L
TR, BAIEA IR H [RIAL T th S0 P B AR = A= A B Y ST B 1 G R B AR o] Pl Ay
BN CELAE ARG ATARA T Bl ) | TR 25 28 56 2 ] Bh AR A58 | P9 JR 8 AU = o FE XA 3 X
e, PR B PN AR R TG T D S T AT AT I B6  9 2, EU N N B Bk i
SN T AT e, W2 U0, AR Clark (900 A, B 443k A RIS L SRS 549 ) X6 DA HT 8 52 1 2 440 i
PERY TR B SR . 3380, 76 RAE A8 |, Clark %5 Hohwy i s #F T —25: “ K4~ b (£
B NSRRI G BE TRAE W IR AT S ER T . B VPR R R B AT B, AN R E R
B AR OCHERY 2 B I ™ ( Clark 2016, p. 250) o {HZ, Clark fRAR R, A= B DX AKX 52
HIMERPPAL 2 A N 1, B AT TR T APEB AL, R 3 s phy 25 B B BRH A 1)
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PRI, R4 Piekarski (2021) Y & 45, Clark ] LAALA “ M FIIR ™ - B 55, 1730 15 050 5 A % s 0
U, [ A0 S 5 8] (9 2, 222 A ORI (Y B0 SR R A SRAE T 1Y, o5 — 26U FUR (] 2 1) - B AT
AR A i ) 75 305 T FOCHR—— e 2, R AE * J A5 SO, AR L —Fp A7 3 rp sz 9 7 2
ZeJa# (Clark ,2015,p.4) 7 o A UL, WARAEAZ Clark (AR RS, 5155 TR T KIN—FRH# R KL, W
DNFORETRY AT 55 FF AN I8 5K ECH, TE R SR AR AN S I AE 16 B i AR T3

3. TN AR 5 A A AR R A < ot IR

P48 B U AR B AR A DR ST IR R AR 22 0, BAR il A 3R AR £ S22 b AR R A 2
RSO O E T 2SR IE 2 T AR PRE: O B B BT SRR (GRAE ) AR
FeAT, MIAR LR BOR AN AR B, FATTHY BT Tk AR 1R (GRAE ) ke e ik R0 5 RS, T 5 22 UL-F- TG i
/b, PG, PN AR B A4 e AE = SRR AR SE G BATANTE T S I, Gallagher Al Hutto ¢ A
PR BN, — PSR T AR AR B PR IR” SN KA AL - Gallagher 25 A (2021) 421} 1 —
AN AE T 5, SO I A FRAE 32 SORE” « RALJEBA TSR NI AR A T R A 38 T e A=
TR B A S B SE ARE S b . 1T Hutto A1 Hipélito (2021 ) IA R JGE & — Bl I 17, FI5E 22 46 vh
HAGA AR, SR SOl 32 ORI - K — B A —3R 58 19 3h 25 R 502 B SCAL 9 =20, AR
A JRPE B SR B K

Py SRR, A X AR 2 SO AN BT (R R E, T AN RIASE B A A BT 1 5 ™ A 0 B
TNy, T A IR R R R — A Bl 2 B ™ R IO 2 A RAE L ), (B AL J2 SCRY i i 23 4
H—RINAFF S BN I 2F BE S B AT 4518 .V FAR S5 IR, RAE T SO 2200 - OFEA LI
KAV SCFIN 1 22 Fe /M, LA 43 AT (ad hoc ) 18 77 2538 TA R 2R 6 3 QA A URE Y Sy 45 1 3R AE
7R TN R GE 0 1 A 1 5 () TR ML AU i BES 2 OL R I3 1) S e, IR 55 DA R 8 5 PR R A e o 2
120 12 Bg s - D78 R G b, A5 B N AR S IX — L& LL S5 20T (post hoe ) B 75 35 E A A
G s QWL U R A P 1 R ST, BRI DRI Bl A A A A A AR ER S B B e B, AR T A R
GER B A B 3 T AR A R RS BRI ) S A S E AV T L A8 SR 2R B 45 B 5 T )
B B, MOATIRL 22 3 Jr A A0 B A SRR R BN DRI B A0 O A A AR 38 o8 & By Bg &
ey S

() BN

20 42 90 AEAQ, Z G AL AR W7 (3 2 AR D7 B U R b 2O AR) B3 &2 IR
% Varela Thompson Fll Rosch 7& 1991 4F AR CH B0 GAABLA 5 AR L) — B 174
SN B 5K, 555 AR 7 e v A I ) (LB S J R AR ) B 2 IR 5737 AN ], AR
IR BRSO A, PR T 4 A B2 AR AR 27 ) i PR B TE] ( De Jaegher & Di Paolo, 2007 ; -3k Az
55,2019) o TAE ORISR 77 20mt 2 , 1K Bl 77 7E 5 R A ML AL oL i AR o,
B AL A W ——" A O SR AR R VR A AR i 5O TR A X LA A
W LS — AN A B R

AERGA AN, A R 1B A 1Y), SO AR (Maturana & Varela,1980) o FI 814 fifi ik 1 A= 4
RO ARAETMHLUE X . LA 01, VR — A 22 PO R G, A0 -5 3R B AT 6 R 221 )
RS RER IS . A LT E I AR A ST T A A Bl 1T 5 — S AR D B S A B

OFM AR AAE Ky 20 4 F Bt 5 RAE £ L5 % R 03 2098 577 & W x| A vh 3 £ ,2022: (4 & 2 XCHUM Am T
— B A RELT) (QEREF) o AN R — 3 PP RAE £ AT G 30 ) F M
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Hett i, P BE X — 2C e FE A0 TR R X e T SOk A AR B (9 T e A DL S,
M SRR A (RN ) AR A e R . & 5 2, A st e — D RS AW B R A P i
NIRRT 2R r RS IR A CHAT R, X RN OC R I B IE IR A T A A ZE A 4E R . Weber I
Varela(2002) I\ 0, A4 RE HA “WEH (8", H— I 4R m/ — % ( B RA ), B X4 5
FA R AR A B T Bh A [F— M 7= A e R A L CAE)  — D H A ) R G HE
fi#% (make sense of) XS, AREAFLL T Lo XM AMRGEN F , XFOE B WM &LH — P rkf
YA R A — A AR R I, WS 2, ARG RN RS, Wl e & T
CEET

P, A 50 B RIRE S, HEar BUR & O &, TG & T A4 ” ( Thompson 2007, p. 128) . X
Folt A= i O R iR SRR B SR, A WU AN 5 BEAE R T SRAE— A~ i PRt 5L, TR AR A A e 2 R R —
AR SR FRATALLL AU (enactive) 44, BERRIE— H 42 8 A5 & AR & — X
WEE T R B3R AE , B3 TR AE AR T AF AL (being-in-the-world ) FITiti 7 i) 22 B4 Bl A1 =2 g sl At 1 9
R AL (Varela, et al., 1991 ,p.8)

(=) B3y

X (sense-making ) 2 A BN MY AZ O ME & o LA 55 EWE 9 5C £ (Thompson 2007, pp. 74 —
75,157 — 158 ) g {5l : BEBEA Sy — Al sy Il AS B 0 D05 SRl 5 (H 2 PR35 v A LUBERE 705 12 A 4
T, B 7 X AR B A TR R S AR AR R A B AL, T AR P R IR
B35 ASCREBT BRI, it , e AT 2 28l 1) oMl 20 e BE B K A 3l . s 2, IEJE A i 2 &
AAF R 55 537 4 FL AL W R 8 ——— 5 A TR K 35 S i B 2 I AR L B T — R
XEAY” (surplus of significance) o A AL A [ IR 7 i Rl A2 MO RIS 98 B4 R SRR

Az NI, B SO 5 A ALK B A A BT — RT3 SO i R it e A LA 2 IRH
CH IR RS X A AR S T R, OB AT S ik s H BRI R . ARG R R, A LR AR AL
TR SRR LR B, R I AT B A IR , B SOl 2 i S R A . 3 SO B
AR A YA S Z 5 A B S P BRI - - 8 SCHE SR A WL M T 7 2 69 1 5
S TR SR, ) B B e 4 D AT HILAAR B 75 SR B ( Colombetti 2018 ,p. 574) o IEZRX AR,
T S B R 2 WD RS, A LR rp gt 5 R R AR R B B IR RIIR, TR T TS AR
2R BRI FEE L.

M. &AM O SRR AP FEHRE—ERX

FEHARAS A A s 1) AR A5 B T =TT IR, iR 2y 27 3 52 A IA . B X
S i B AT Sl AR AR TS AR A A R B AR TR NIRRT . AN AR
SN B SR A B MR L sl Sy Al (s Z — MR SR Bl 2 B o PR, AT TRE A 3 X
Anfarsh JpoA AT B AR L SRt — 2RI A WA A 5, O S iU SR A B R A T A AR L
Froese (2011) [X 73 T 72 SCEAG Y = A AL A - D — AFRIL A (R0 2 s @5 — AFRIL A (R 24K
A5l s Q% = AP (RIS ) o Z IR A&, FATTIAA A AT to B I =LA ok AT
PRI 3 10 2 SO - OFE = AFRPLA 2SO R0 3 Q5 — AFR L A 8 SO - 155 4 5 B5 — A%
PR SO AR o DRI, BT 224 1 AR A A B0 B AR (AN 1 s ) i il
Wl geriz 1 gl 1A HL " R SR
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1 “HRGAmB T & iR O

(—) W NPRE SO i

B SCERIEINRIN o 5A HLR LSS L 1 B 03, XA R G R AT 2 WOULEE , B BT DA = 118 gl 2 25
SNFRULA AT SCEAIE S o R LR MR 5 = NFR R SRR 8l

Lo AR BN A e e i 5 SO U SR AR

5GBS TR A AL LR AR B, A A A B ( Gibson,1979/2014) 1 fix
HAT AR SRR RIE B, 50 0 58 FL S e — b SO, 8l et R A OME &  X BE
SRR E R A SR < s ek BN AT SR T REYE” o Gibson W 22 WA TR Y, K W1 B
FMERX D ATERR N T BUCHEX AN, R, 3 St A SUR AT 3 B BIL 2 lnT BB , 52 05 X 50
FE EARRAT S A S B R S B, X SN (AN SR R IR PR BT R HLAR ) B8 5C & v, i
XA AR ARRAET 5, RIS A A0 (RUR S SO P X 9 T 45 4 s AR R AT 545 MR A0 B ) 285
A e FARG S AEAT B ) EAR A M ARAF I o T 22, R 2 — Al R i B A i R i
NIRRT i R, R — Bl HTRIA T8 S Wi o B A 1T e 69

2. PR - 2R DA SRR AL AT LA R i S

TN R, S AL T P PR R AR (circular causal flows ) 2 H s 78 T 15 22 # /M X
— B HLEN T 0BE IR T 3h— B2 A L2 B B0 SRS A SR 1 AT 3 A A ABE s U R
5, B, HELe S Bl A RIS A OB BT 3, TR 94T 3 S 2 M BT B R BE - -+~ A AT B
FESL o X BRXIEER AR AR SR V], ol R 08 BAT 1R BE B8 A B T SCAOR o SR X B P 2R 2 i 4
PELE T ARV HAT T 9 5 A T SR, o R o i 3 R Al AR A 35 = AR S
TERIRE 15 2l v, AR BT g A T SCRY < JBORTIZ B ALUAE T ((sensorimotor contingency ) JIT HUA
(Kirchhoff & Kirvenstein, 2019, pp. 83 - 86) , Mz SAAL 48 F01 58 T AKTE 3 20 i 2 A0 5 78 v xd G A
B AT 8l ] RE S A 058 22 56 A U, 8 I A2 Sl AU B B S [R] A eE SR MR gl ek iR . R
Pl LA , v 22 0 R YRSk B AR SRR N TERAE” , ARRE AP 4730 S 1o A RAE” , * 050 A 50 2 38
G R A AR AR R A9 (Kirchhoff & Kirvenstein,2019,p.85) o 475 2, AR 1 5E 3
PR ECRAE 1414, HARAE A2 3 St ——xh o il PR R A T 8l AT B T RE R . 10T 4737
TRIBE L e R T RIEAE D — b 5 SO B S, A0 3 o SR BBGE N R A7 30, SR 45

DRk, 2 A 5 TN Jo A B 3 o (34 40 U AR ACHT , 2 AOA Jo 8 2 2R e A4l Varela % A (1991,p.22) ¥ H &
SN, ARG EA, TR XM E N DR EE N, M U E R O X E R KRR R
BRI, WHEEWIERE RETHE G AR EFEAAREHRBE FRG Nk, KW FEREERALEZE L.
2 AT DL A UMb o B KR T R 2 A Jn , OF 5 A R AL 2 & i 6 A BOA S i TG AL
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e BB A EATT o XA FRATR LUNEE = AFRAL A A — R SRR R 50, GG R AN KA g
R A A R

() S8 NP S - 15k

BOSCEFRAUZR N BRI o YA PUARLL Y S0 B, B 2R SZ X G, & BT A
FHVRR R — AFRA 00 B SRS Bl . “ME 27 R SR — A PRI A 1 A B

Lo AR BN A A 25 B0 3 2o 7 SR B AR

GGG IR R AE 46 AR T A AU I ER” B WL AR B, AR U 45 B8 (Sanchez,
2019) N B A (R A B RS Z IE T . 58 1 46 S IR — R PRI, DA AL A rh g8 6 1
YIRAZ IR IR 2 A B sy AT R R R A D6 R A AT AL, R I SR BRI 4 B A
SEA TG A B R IR 4 10 5 W A U DR 0, SR M B 1 R, R e Y
S A ML R SRS ) R R A, R 28 1, — 3 SRRl ST T A LTS B R XA
ATt TN P2 e PR (0 A B SR TR A R SR A A R A MU BT AR
AR 1, A0 T B SGRIRITEAIUA R B & R REZF 2RSS Z T,

2. FEITA IR .« PRz i B ML A AT AR R Sk

T ALY TN Sy , 1 25 0 A% Jo0 gf 2 N RS Z HE B (interoceptive inference ) ( Seth & Friston,
2016) :{E 26 F1 EVERSZ 7 A SR 2 R HERR I 25 2L, Z 2 N TR 0 & R 3 G T NIRSE AR 58 5 41
R F E FATHIN S FATIRZE MV RD (R PERD) 1 B2 v, 28 BT — AN BE S S M G I B 1 25
T AL G RBARIR IS B 25 . FRATTIG I 25 DRt 6 T B PR IR S 1 SEAR {5 B, O] sk o fR 2
Al AL ERL Y e 2 T LA R %o R i SR BB AR AT 20 0 1 4%, AN AT Skt A b 32 ) TA 0 TR 9 [) B DA R 3
SR FERN G 2 (R o X P iR R 2 B D HURIVG 28 51 2458 SR M | B 1A 0 A 353 [ 45 82 11
EEARH, F AR S T SN JIRE S (5] Bt 4 17 26 34 o AR RAE 1 55— AR A o Barrett Al
Bar(2009) &5 A\ 4 i 1 “ SRS T A (affective predictive hypothesis ) 1 35K A& FFJE7E I 2 A
TR 2 J5 VT A AN (RN 7 S0, AT AT DA X G A H 2 A 8 (0 8 S e — ol iy S S i 2
JEAZ RN, AEAR IR ANME BAE TR 45 Z B, ik 245 Bk & 28 AR Tk 72 7, “ A i g
ERIBRRA TR AZ DR R E X R A I R X R (E L B R R A — R R
(Barrett & Bar,2009,p. 1328) . SXFPffRESE HY 17 1 26 76 2 SCHEHA 3 A2 rh 40335 1) 0, 15 2 RS2 T
TINHDS QX E 25 F R 09 M (R S, R X AR AR S BT B S, U —Fh i ) & i B e
LR 7 25 1 A AR A T

(=2) S NPREE SO « A

HSCEMAAUZR TR LR, 182 R R o YA UARTEAE S 58 b 5 R Gt 47 .3l
I, B BT SR A AR A 0 R SO ME Bl SRR R — P LR ) 5 AR SO
5l

Lo A O B e i B SO " R R AR

5 AR GO IS M E TR RAE S PR B AL 2 U B, Az BOA AR I /Y g B
&7 (Gallagher,2020 ) 1P 813 55 — AFROLMA (CEL3h) , 5 ARV e 402 38 i B 3h 2 5 Ul 1
HOKkM . HA =AM — R AR, AN IR RS, BB (L A AR AR E 41 T ek
FRBE st e f B AV DL BUAE AP 5 AT RS0 R S 5 SO, A At 2
REAS I AL 5l A B BB ST sl iy B H B R AR A S B i 3 = A, S
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(XU A MR T PR e 2 A 9 B IR A T SR AT B gl , DT ARG — B BB 2 S IE AN Gal-
lagher T (4 : FEAREPEAZ P RO R BOG, MR PIA BLG = B K7 BAIE o

2. PRI R - B R AL AR T AR R SO

TN AL ANy, TR 32 BB (divect perception ) (SRAELE, M3 4 ,2021 ) - Bk
SRS RAT S A IS, SORAT S e A, FRATTRt RE A AR LE 1L A 7 AR AR VAT 20 (9 A2 BT, SR 13
MM BAT S BART , B8l i i —J7 16 55— J5 AT B AR S B 1 85 b 2 B R R AS R SE RS E
7] A 4 25 T XN S A A ORI A B (St R] — SRR ) B9 F — 25 B ARA T s b 47 30, {H 0 21 59
MR AT A TN B B o A 7 T AL rh R RS R B A, FRATTAE T LG i ISR T At A B4
AT B, B R B AR A AT ST IR IR A o AR A R R RIS R AR R DL R TR
CORGEE” PR R AR AR IR R S T NBRE TG B . Gallagher HT Allen (2018 ) 3 /£
PERGAHISI 2 B B T B S H.” (predictive engagement ) 5 i 25 ) 1A 5 PR 58 2 )2 Zh A6 &
ARRIER) KR 17803 (agent) BEA B, MifT23h A B AR (model ) |, fi 515, FAT 1620 M A A0 25
0 TS R R B AE LB A W R ISE AT 2 (R R E R S BB R gL 2 o b H.gh
SR TAT S5 NI EL 3 14 72 SO 2y, 7 L3 2 SCHEAR % 2l 5 B R PN e R A0 A PR R
M5 S5 B G — R INSIE LR S M A R I 8 HAL B A 235 ) 30, R R B
XENIEY) T RAEA B, X — VI T Y vk i35 2 v, b A2 f (0 R SCA 52 Bl i 5 S
(Gallagher & Allen,2018) ,,

g, SR G0 R B HUBE AL A E, FATT AT LLEZE H A o H G 00 AR AR A D 3 D
MEZ 7 KA BB TN 0 A e UL, e 8 A A DR RGBS, 3 B — oo, WA T AR AN
FIRFABUARIE S 37 s @ N AL O A R A, (248 T A RIR 2 BT SR &, S IR i = S
187 R TGN 3R B AL, BE T AR ARINHRR A HASUE SE R ; O T Sy
KA B T INHIBR AR B 1 E R A B BRI R R TR SO B AL TR TR
HANRRL A I T IS KR TT 1) o T = o, WO DRI 0 55 2 o R B 45 5 KA B2 5 | 0 R o
a3 1 i — R U RS

B, FRiGA R E R AGE (A RS2

IHIBL G AR RS2 OB PR G5 2 TR N ZE 2 AR 2K 30
MR 21 22 A AR AR —Ge B (B2, Nanez 55 A (2019) 45 1, 285 B2 I 2R R R,
WA BT R A S BER 17 OT e e s vk A B B S 1™ i S s, JEA g
PR LA R R R ST, BB T G — N HIRL 2 4 A2 BT 0, (U AT 98 AT 1 22 O T DL, A A W
FOZBER O NIRRT 5 — U Z i R, O O R — A Tk A g g e ] B B
Rt o

Friston 55 A (2012 ) 8 A 5545 Y, B A KA 5L ) PG BEAli— F) ey BE JRU R 1 J& — Fhoxd A= i AL
i ) DL A B AT E VR I TC T s RO X AR A ) R GE R —FAiliiR” . Hohwy (2015 ) 4 F50 DA J 465 5 2
FEoR SRR SCEARIE ™, I HLAE AT UE DA PR X T FLIE BB i e =, BE AR 58 0 2 ML AR e 22 25 o
TEIR IR SCAR AT R AR TF AR — B2y B, T AR — R R 2R, B AR IEFEA = IR Db Y,
T2 —A~ AT LU o A A B A D B ) 5 SR A% 0 8 A A7 T L, B K (1987, p. 177) BAR AN,
RO SIS RSO SONE— A K56 A B BIE T — M T 5 58 20 40
— A BERTRE I RO BE AT B FTRERAHESR” o SR, X — B G e, FRATT T A GE — 1 2 A1 EL 5 4 1Y

075



BRI, X SR R 2O g S ST PP UE SE sl e O o BRI, 35K (1987b,p. 438) B IE T H
FIWE A, A SREBEFIR AT DME AR I 3R e 4 b 2 M LR B 1. EXFER T, BIR 2 A LIk
B T EL AR M, N R LY o REE, S TCIE W E — AR LR AT UE O, {75 8R AT
L3 3o 9 BRAS B e AR ok s — NS R A B . BRLG, FRATTIA A, SN A RS TR (% B T L H 2
INHIBF £ 1 A B4 (inference to the best explanation)

TR HE ) IR 0] 3 2 I RS X4 T RTINS AR AR
FRAE iy 3 2 ZE R B AR B SOR IR T B S R ML A SR AE “ B 227 th R3] N3
EGRS” WA SC U, Az B AT TR0 Co AR A Sy — BB U P 3 1 5 AR 2,
FER OIS, — B R 3 SO ST PR Az 43, XE LAAH R, 17 AR s oA 60 ) ) . 85 455 7
W T B SO EE A A, FHRMERTE AR R BN 5 AR A AR DL R N A SRR A2 T
S5 SCARIR R A R AT BRSO R SCAG I RS o LR DAHIURR 27 SR 4% 24 B T e = 4
A TR TR AR R NS A BB N BRI 58 5 1k A Bk 1k ke i 3r Bb 2 SR R AR A i S, b oy X R AR
Hedp T ARG A S A RS T AR AR Z B X35 5 A VR A BCIA T T 00 DA RS 75 3 4o 5%
P B2 B NAR R (55— AR ) R (58 = AFRILA ) Fiat s A0 (58 AR AR ) 3%
GAEE A Bl g2 A, SR AL A7 45U P ) 45 2 B TR A T R R IR TR R R O 2
BHXTIE GRS TR REPE, PRI, FRATTR 2 Ay, TN DA RS 78 5 A J N R ) &5 B A R U
IEE SRR R g — il

B3k

[PE]RIR - PR, 1987 a: (o975 IR R —— R AL 4%) BRI (B e AmoM ARl N R M Rkt , 28 177 it

[BE]RR - P/R 1987 (RFARRPEIE) , W SE g 6, ALt ARG - 3245 - B =Tk -k, 26 438 1,

AR RS AR, 2020 (AR AT LS N 5 B0 N AR AL —— O R B R ) (O PR
F)H 6 .
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Predictive Cognition Model: A New Unified Paradigm of Cognitive Science?
YE Haosheng, SU Jiajia

Abstract ; For more than half a century, cognitive science has remained a research field consisting of
multiple disciplines, and there is no research paradigm serving as a common scientific discourse system
in this filed. In the 21st century, under the new zeitgeist of “complex science” , the development of
“dynamics” leads to a “paradigm shift” in cognitive science, in which the “predictive cognition model”
(PCM) integrates the forces from psychology, physics and neuroscience, and is expected to win the
title of “the unified paradigm of cognitive science”. However, the PCM was born in neuroscience,
and whether it can successfully be grafted into cognitive science is still under controversy. The ques-
tion of concern is whether the PCM can be a new unified paradigm of cognitive science. In this article,
we try to answer this question from the following three aspects. Firstly, taking the combination of the
theoretical evolution of cognitive science, Cognitivism, Connectionism and Embodied cognition, and
the PCM as the main line, we sort out three traditional PCMs from the theoretical perspective, which
are all found to be unable to break the “information processing paradigm” because of the representa-
tion problem. Secondly, by focusing on the skeleton of “representation wars”, “enactive cognition”
and “sense-making” , we find that the traditional PCMs all stand on the standpoint of “representation-
ism” , and it have not solved the problem of “representation wars” , while the “enactive cognition”
that advocates “sense-making replaces representationism” seems to be able to well fit the PCM and
cope with the challenge. Finally, inspired by the emphasis on “sense-making” of enactive cognition,
we further establish the PCM of enactive cognition by proposing the three perspectives of sense-making
and clarifying the dynamic mechanism. Although the question of whether the PCM can be falsified
remains unanswered, comparing the PCM with the “Darwinian evolution theory” reveals that there they
have something in common: the PCM does indeed serve as “inference to the best explanation” of cog-
nitive science. In view of this, we conclude that the combination of the PCM and enactive cognition
will promote the full development of the “dynamics” of cognitive science, and thus can hopefully
become a new unified paradigm of cognitive science.

Keywords: predictive cognition model; representation wars; enactive cognition; sense-making;
new paradigm
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