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SCHR, X H AT E “ theory of mind” ¥ ST ¥ K & S A Fl 5. T “theory of mind” 7EH
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YEMIMES, Sarah R2FEHLS, SO%EREIT MM o sk, AT, BEEEDAGH
i ToM [RE T HEWTI AN MIZIHLS B HEBOH B AR S5 & M4kt A kR T 300E T
AT R LAAE, R BUKAEAR M) ToM R5E4r, GIanfb AT REESER “45R1E & (false
belief) ” {145 (Call & Tomasello, 2008) . “HiRf5&" (F45 & 5 th Wimmer Al
Perner (1983) JFRHT KB OHEEMBIFL, J&5KH4E Baron-Cohen Z5(1985)8 FH T H HIE T
Fo “HRER” ESHIAANFEMBRA. HE R 2 Baron-Cohen 25(1985) 5| 1)
Sally 1 Anne fRAS: Sally 8 —MEEERBGE H CME T /5, &I T /5. Anne 7E Sally &
FriE, AR E K, BT Anne FH CHIE T, BT . REHERNET
B FERLERA: 24 Sally FERAEHEE, Wb 7EM R 2R mEk? EMNE R %
Sally I CLH A 7 TR IR RER,  BRA WA A B B ER Y S8 T o 58 B AMT 25 FO MR 7% 20
EHNAMARES, 1w EMARESTRAE AR . —&)LE ] 4~5 2 084 H IR
JEHXFEE S (Wimmer and Perner, 1983) o X2 —f—FifE&. JLETE 5~10 B R RE
HES (B, “XIANA Y BHE.....”)  (Perner and Wimmer, 1985) , #RJEREH =
IrfEe (B, “XIANY R ZITH.... & BRI W K H] ToM HAEIR T (HE
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71, AR RSN AN E . TR R A AR RS 2 P M E R R AIHE 2-4 %
AR R ELE AR R (R 59 DA S W45 S AT AZ A 25 v 1 IO BRARAE 5-6 % Ii i 8
X M2 FIRIBTE I REITE 6-7 B I K 8-9 % I AT k43 T8 Ut 175 26 147 SR ms (1 A R
(25182 W, Raimo et al., 2022) o AEIFIE RO BRI RAEW K2 BT a6 AH R,
SRIGE IR EEE . AR AEBTAS S (TPD ik, BjE@EE 8 F7A (STS) i
H/EHH &4k (PCun /PCC) BIIAR[RIIALLE-5514% (limbic-paralimbic) X3, 7EH
B R NEEEER. A5, IARIOEDRASRAEY L mE g CGEUENR dTP) .
MIFTHH R Z (dACC) « BN )= (dmPFC) A AMUFTATH K= (dIPFC)
), M BOOHLRA MR KM E % REMSCRAE . A% ISR VTP |
JEMIRTINA R E (VACC) « BEFIM K Z (OFC) « IEANMIRT#IHT 2 (vmPFC) AR
HMUANT 2 Z GIFC) %) (Gabriel etal., 2021) .

HEWTRI T 24 T B AP AT B . AR I 7T K I ToM HHRATINRE (executive
function) VM. PATIHRER “ABI (cold) 7 NEIE “H (hot) 7 HIEFA A
WEIR4> (cognitive component) FLFEHME], TAEICIZ, MRIZAFIRE, ¥ &A%
(RO B0 5 PR AT 55 Clan gt BB N R 23 2D 5 5y (affective
component) FLFEIERIHEMRE S, THEUSEEEBIETE, WA i G BN A E)
LTS (B Z R ARG AT S « ToM RIS R B 5 HhAT DhBE A RIS A <
ToM 15 873 1 K J S5 AT T RE R 1B AU /r A5G (Longobardi et al., 2022) « MITAERMIX
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i BRI A NN ) ToM AR5 Bt AT 28 (1) ToM 5 384k 23 4T 9 1) IR B AH AL
(Imuta et al., 2016) o #R1M 53— 81 T 5T (HLH5 7,826

2F 14 ZMJLE) Mot/ &I, ToM 5JLEBHFATAIEHK (r=023) (Lee
and Imuta, 2021) . XHRE TILEAEMEZEE. @02, BHTHEAMANZALLST
NIEERE, ToM MIBEFEH G T 25t NE2EMF 5T (%0 140 Ando (2016) #2417 JE
R N TAEICAZ (BATTIEE) Al ToM GRFERIME, SFEEMERIRESD LR AK
(RIEE .

N T NERIMRAR R, FATAEEAG LT REA F T AR AN TR A, 1mH
LR AAANBCHEN TR BRI R NIRRT R RGBT AR, A
111 BEAE £ I A 2 DL S (07 SAHE B A SERN TR REBAR . il 2 LA K21
Williams A (2022) #2HHIFRKAA AL ToM AN LSRR AR . Wil s /R BEEIF
B Soderlund (2022) 5% 1 HA ToM eI ZBE AR S5 HL a8 AT RE R RN 1R 28
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VEF o PRI P 35 R 2R RS R I T 35 (TR BORAS B AR — AN 43 U 5 /R
A RPN i) REUREAT T Wl [ O R NIRRT, R AR N — A8 DU
PG5 B RE ANLAE B ST UE B RR AR i B IR AR IR A 2t . & T 8K
Patacchiola 1 Cangelosi (2020) $i&H | —F 3 T{5 AR A0 B Hi il 1 & N RN ZEHE), 1584
SO PRI R K, I G- VPR SONE SN DU 7 I 48 2 R, 3ok AL o 31 %o 82 KM
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IR B BB TR LRI A TE AT TP
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L TC5 S0 HAh R R A HEAT A . AR R T — SRR R R AT MR SR, K
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ZEIRLR WM a0 LU RO e AR R8T Sally-Anne WU MWLEEE H & AT 2k
FFATATENE . AR e WK BAZ L R Akula 25 N (2022) 3B Jits I Fr) JEABL R
T AF AR ATHESE CX-ToM, F TARREIRBE BRI G I 44 il tH IR TR . 1A AY T )
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NEH AN B 25030 H., SRE B TR, I I S BRI (EAE

MRS e R A SCER A DRI BT S5 5 THA B O R B R (R 9. 2%
JRKZI) Berthiaume 5 A (2013) $@H T —/MEH 3 ORISR 1R 15 ST 55 . @it
INEETE R A2 To RS m B TS RE /0, AL AT DA DA 1R A5 A 55 H R IS 3 e )
X—HAR, AT, X AR AR IEANE T XHE S 0 AR, 12 B B B S S b E B
RIS B . BSR40 Milliez 25 A (2014) $2H T — AN S HERE R4 SPARK,
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Wi Sally-Anne W, FFAEXTIE BT TR R 4F . FEHER 22 K1) Winfield (2018) %
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(B AL, I8 AR 45 A 18 T 1 SR HE ARG PR R TR 204k (0 3630 7 v (e A 28 (325
P, T — R S IE B A Y BE % 5 A B P8 SR MLES N =8 R IR RS . I
T 7B ) Choudhury 8 A\ (2019) XJEE T JoAAL T FRARRCAL AL T 0 31 i I (1) A AL
AEH T, RINEET ORI A NS B 10 TE 2 o) i v i — N T AL LA
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R MR A O B I U T TR, S OB w0 2 ROZph e dtnt,  ROFTIS
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IR 2L Zhao S¥ N (2022a) FEULAFFTIALAS L, 32 Y 1 22 i DX W ] 24 00 ) Mok
PR PSR o A2 AR AT DAIX Jp FF XS AN R SRS R REAABEAT Sl I ELAE T4l R 0 A
ARRILZAIRT . BRIz N 222 4 KIS AR5, SEIRER], B OBl Ae
FRIR BE A T DA At N 22 4 AU o o0 B A U0 )00 BECIR S AR AE AR 1, ASBENERALI o
Zhao ¢ N (2022b) PRIIEAS S 7 Ay S X At A f10 o BEUER 285 10 FH ) 5% 2 3R A At N )00 BELARES 5
BET AR NAT A HEAT TN, FEBOIRTE 2 B REA SR RPEREMACE, JFitm B RelRfEse 4
MISe4 710 BEhh, Zeng FEN (20200 H TAEAMLE S TTIR T OB i I T SRR 7T, X
O BRI IR AL OB i U 7 1D AT ST AR AR 2 — 5 IHESNAE T o A F 8 K22 1) Roth 5%
N (2022) A9 Zeng FEN (2020 FEH I A (4o P A R ] A R0 B S R 59— 2
X7 VEES P, AR RN E 2 EEEANA RN, FEX N
BRI AN R o B I — 3, PRI, BT IR KA OB B (Zeng 25N,
2020) , FFAIEIZARMEEH D KIE . AR CIER . SV REE . B RESH
OB AN AS S EE R, DU TSR R, Roth SR T —TUHT 10 L B 22 5008
W, FFAE 60 A4 NI EHEAT iz, SeI g R UE ] 1R 0 B DU AR TR
AREAMGENE, ATt — DR ORI e LA . TR N R AL B 2
AR BN 5 T I TR E A A e T k. AR, MEANS, TR R AL

BT LA R, ToM B0 R JRAFAEH A . F-ATTH “Theory of Mind 2% Google
Scholar 5% 651,000 &5 3Ciik [ 11, FEE KB, M 1990 AR TFF 4k ToM J7 ] HIE SR Rt
SILT IR SRIPIRAS o HENARME UG, s B 5 R I K. 2012 AR AR AR R R 1
KT ToM M8 30t R 10,000 /6 (&I 1D .



B FRKRToMIL X

18000
16000
14000
12000
10000
8000
6000
4000

ZOOZ ....... .....||I|||H‘|
i

1. 1978 5~2021 4, 4R R ToM i 3CH
IR S5 5% AR R J T S B A2 1) o He AR ANIE K i 44 --“Theory of Mind”.

Premack f1 Woodruff (1978) UiiiX FiHfEWr LIRS RGFRN “theory” & KA O HRAS
RARREEMERT), HHHXARG LRIt A 474 (A system of inferences of
this kind is properly viewed as a theory because such states are not directly observable, and the
system can be used to make predictions about the behavior of others.) o WEHiE A H A AXT
XA AN (T ToM AL ELRIRHIAAAE, 1EUHT T ToM HAESE T a2 #ie) .
B Apperly (2011) # A BP0 HDRZS 10 AE 77 B3 “mindreading” FLAL
U, I H R 7 BL “mindreaders™ 9 AR 5T AN ToM HYH (B EE — 152
Theory of mind, or “mindreading” as it is termed in this book, is the ability to think about beliefs,
desires, knowledge and intentions.) o F| 7 H3C, B ERE 1. B2 LN “theory” KR
FIER “HR” ,  “Theory of Mind”7EAR Z B MEEIIE AL T “OFEFR” o 552

R, EULRE BT, WIERHFIBEN, #ll: “Theory of mind (mentalizing)/
GBS SOW E AT Al NARVR I BE T, AHEI Al N BE NS BEAR ) P9 A AR RS 2 AT i
SO SR . X P EES R ANFAFE . 7 (Gazzaniga 253, 2011 30, ARiBHR) .
SERB R 5 BEEA R 2 NG RIAME . F5E b, fEREE “theory” B “Hmill” 19X
T, 4 “Theory of Mind” ELEEHRH AL “/CoBRAw I 7 HL AT DA GIX Flt “ A ANFFSL” () 1a] R

ARSCR T U R 42 IR 0 R 18X AN ) e 1. SCSCHER “ Theory of Mind” AN
FPEZ e e WTAES], REFELAEIANE, &AL “HElr o 2. ot
KR T 3. PCOCER R A5 s 4. “Fidll” XL “theory” (18, A4 1 1] LA
PEPLR P FOCT “theory” ) “Hiilll 7 f¥) T 51 25 F1 John Anderson T~ “theory” P
B SIA NI



&5, %iA Premack Al Woodruff (1978) &= R #EHEI “Theory of Mind” ]
“Theory (R 785 N I Fh S2brie “Hmill” #& SCMBEIE T “theory” AT “Hmil]” 1) LI,
FATEEUCK Premack A1 Woodruff (1978) & X F{EA I “Theory of Mind &l 1A “ 0o fif
W7 PSR AT AR R LA

2 ek ® “Theory of Mind” HIARIEGREEN

“Theory of mind” A /0 FH 22 A 48 Bt 5 A0 (1) B 2243 5, T HAE N SCHE R
MAE ZHNH. £,  “theory of mind” K24 EIIF N “OLHELS” , HABE
TR “OLFEHEFERE )7 © “ORFELT . CLBBILT . COBRHENARE ST . PR
W7 CDPER T . COERMERT” . B4R . AR FEEC, w
IR

COLBEIRT BMERA R B B A HABAME AT AR O ERAS B RE T, B AR
YT AR B HER S — N8 R G K HAN IR A W A 2%, O EURES AR E
FEUEE, HR, X —HEIR RGLAE R R TAMAAT N (EFESE, 20000 .

COERHERERE )7 fRRE MM AR AR R, 2. FEHO0HEIRE, Ik
XPAT R fE R AN T (e ) (5255, 2002)

CORHR” BAMEARTEG R NZER. TE. il FE&. B BESELHR
SHATHEN IR NS H R AR GREFRIEE, 201D &

COEEIR” R -MELEE RN, BFEANE SR RA OCEIRAS I EE
RN O EL IR T B DA ANAT AR ISR, iRdhdh, 2012) .

COERHENIRE 17 AT H CAB O EDIRES (R, FE. BEL BOEE) 1A
W, IR REAT il PR SR A R AT B B 7 (CESLHTEE, 2003)

COIRHEN” SRR ML O ERRES B BB AN, R X L O R A 25
T A READ AT R EIRE ). OEDIRS IR MAREH B, =B, iR, B8, B%, Mt
G, ke, EAF, WAREREAEES (EE, 20000 .

COMERR” TR PO BERIRASHEN AW IR ) (RJER, 2000) .

COIRHAERT” Be 1Rt LES SN FIE WG S, FE. BESOHRA DL LIX L
HRE SN FREIMEAT AZ AR R (FEhRSE, 1994) .

CHEYERERT ZES. HERAEEERET AR HARRE ) (FRE=, 2011 .

CREVER IS AR NARVERIRE ST, FE RN IS FIX PR RE 7 R 3AR N R B
SATNEERHE, MBIHBAT T 20478 (I F, 2006) .

b W, fEPSCiEBE R, “theory of mind” ™ “theory” )& X E & AR, A2
“EIRT, MR Rl o HEHEP SRR ARIARGE AN G . ATEERRCEA TR
R CEARMTIRSL, HiE “theory of mind”HH SCFE SR B AL/ AL, FFHEHBL “0

As]



BRI A Sy R SCRE ST R AT 1 S AR -
3 ARTE
3.1 CHRSKIR

SCHRRT 2R T R SO SR, R 2R R A 2 2021 4R 78 Hh [ R I 080 P 11
RIAFIF AT R, R XEFN “theory of mind”, JFPFHRFAFFIL L (LK
BIFS I “ i sCi0 A7 D) L CSSCL (Rt K% “HisCit e BEE 51 TR GRIEIT]” D
CSCD ([ B} e STk AR b0 < o R 51 SCHE PERIE AT O, SRR 54455
SCHR
3.2 XEKMNFRE

KR RAG BN SCHRAZ IR LA P ARdEREAT IR (1) HERRET 2. R ESCE. L RS
B PEIBE T AMEES R RS0 XSRS (2) STk
MIZESCRIE  JESCREE ., JESOREEA . IO E A — A H “theory of mind”s

SEHERR SCHR 123 5%, Hop s, SC¥ SRV AR SCHR 83 5, A “theory of
mind” S #R 40 55 o B &R OOCER 421 0%, ORRES R A 1994 4 & 2021 4, Ho
1995, 1996 1997, 1998 SEFCFF £ 2k A% H AR SCRiR o
1 RER

WG T HERFEZMNSCERE S, B 2 s, 162004 % 2014 4F 18], & %1%
M SCHR R BUR FFE R B, AR G S SRR B A TE 20 R DA L
40
35
30
25
20

15

10

2 BRAEAF G S AT IR SR B
421 & CHRHK “theory of mind”EliF N “OFHENE” o COOIEHEHAE 7 . ORI

WL COBERY . COEHENGES” . COBEMENT . COMENST L CLERHERT”
CRYERELS” . CRVEMREELE T R

TGt T RERSARECE RS, SRIME PR, (1) £E2003 F2 0T, FFEA
IR DR SCHR L >, “theory of mind”>— R IEH R ARG —, BN “OEIER” . LR
WL COEMENEE ST . CORERAEIT . CORIENS” o “OHLHERDT , JENFR, Hd
BN CDHEBRT HHEOK. (2) 1E 2004 & 2014 (],  “theory of mind” I 4L N



COEIR” , HHIKRZHAE 95%LL E. (3) 7E20154F )5, “theory of mind”#EiF N “ L
HER” . CLBEIHERERE )T . CORHELRT . COFER” . CLEHENRES” , R
B, BER LB B O HLEE A PR,
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3 A4 B AL i
421 JSCHR P, ZESCR B BRHR T, SSRWER 1R, WA ERE,

“theory of mind” K Z PN “OEEFEL” , (5 EHEIE 90%.

FH# 1 “theory of mind” ¥ — %

B3L B i b 5L A BRI
DoFR 380 90. 26% 1994 2021
O HEIHERT RE 16 3. 80% 2011 2021
DR 8 1. 90% 2001 2020
IS LN 7 1. 66% 2012 2020
O FRHEN R 3 0. 71% 2003 2006
OERHEN 2 0. 48% 2000 2001
L EE S 2 0. 48% 2000 2003
Oy EEE T 1 0. 24% 1994 1994
YR if 1 0. 24% 2011 2011
AR e 1 0. 24% 2006 2006

BeAk, JAIGET T SCERRBOR T+ R BSRIERITIXT “ theory of mind™— 17 &1 (1 7341 15
DL, WERA% 2 fon . EXEEHIRI, B (PEOE DA RGE) K “theory of mind” ¥y
COERHERRRE IS R HOWRI AR LRy LR .
R 2 SCARE HOR T 17 BRI SO A 1 0

BEX B oM OHE LR O OOF OBE O OOE O M HE HEM

Wit R S B JURESN MW PG MM ENE REW
P HLRL 62 60 - - - - - 1 1 - -
T ERREE 42 38 - - - 1 1 1 - - 1
IR R 38 38 - - - - - - - - -
LHERRSHE 37 37 - - - - - - - - -
P FL AR 27 27 - - - - - - - - -
o A0 B 27 2 28 28 - - - - - _ _ _ _

&

EPADEEUEEJ&@% 26 10 14 1 - - 1 - - - -
IVSES/S 18 18 - - - - - - - - -
OB TR 15 15 - - - - - - - - -
rRARAT I 2 5 14 13 1 - - - - - - - -



CE R 12 12 - - - - - - - - -
HoAt 102 84 1 7 7 2 - - - 1 -

BJa, BAVGE TR LB SNBSS RIEIITI R A GG, iR 3 FR.

B COBEER” SMRESCETI 20— E R RER SR, W CLBHERIEE /) RS

SARAE (R EOHE PAZEY J, 2005 92.86%, FHAWEIMIRSCATE S0% A4 shAh, W]
WH AR ZHIAT N EARR % SCEB LSRG HESERL .
FAg 3 IR A RESCHESRIE T AR 1 0

> B3 RIRHAT
(o FRAE P e 16 rhEOH BARE, 14
Vaj AT N R S Rl AR &,
W E R E,
DRI 8 R E AR AE, 4

HARFHIEEEIR, 1
BRPUIMVE K 22224 (224 SRR 1
RO AR,

e K2R OS2 REERRD , 1

DRI 7 HARBHIERE R, 3
VORI R (R B RRD) 1
PO AL R AR (2B, 1
R EREE AR &, 1
SMEHE, 1

O ERHED RE 3 rRAEE R A, 2
W2 FERFSRAE, 1
ST 2 O F AR,
FERFSRAE, 1
O HE S 2 FERFREE, 1
‘[L‘fiﬂal’% ’ 1
PR HE T 1 DR, 1
B s 1 AMERETT, 1
LR 1 FERFREE, 1
®

5 “FRM” TR “theory” HIITIE

BTATINN “theory of mind” [ X KEAE T T =AM Bt: 2003 5 2 A 19 %37 2 L
2004 £ 2014 FFEHIARGEIR, FRH] 2015 S S FE RS, i Bos, $5 5 N RS
(I BT bl . T, TESANBYBL, WFRN IERIEE “theory of mind B #H
U iZ A HERL . HEM S S, X AR “theory of mind” B E A4S )5 2 — . {H “theory of
mind” [ FFEC OB JEANRE BRI R RIA X RS L. 1 (B CGESHER
A ) (R CGEASBEEAD , 2000 o, “HLR” K@ UK “M&. FIEMERY .

10



Gttt CGE 10D ) CGErfesed (55 10 i, 2004) H,  “FE” B “ AT
SR HRERE HH SR AR SEER IR T 9 T H AR AR A S R, 7

LI (31, 79, 49%) LIEIE (269, 95.73%) ——

ORI (2, 5.13%) OFEHEERRE S (4, 1.42%) \uﬂﬂﬁ(&L79mw

DIHEN (2, 5. 13%) DRI (4, 1.42%) LREHRES (12, 11.88%)

LIFRE (2, 5. 13%) T LEER 2, 0.71% > ‘H%%&Eg’ﬁggi

CEHETIRE S (1, 2.56%) YR (1, 0.36%) \*”:mﬁ » 1.98%

EHEE (1, 2.56%) ARSI (1, 0.36%) LHENRE ) (2, 1. 98%)
20034F 2 Aif 2004-20144F 201542 |5

K 4 “theory of mind ¥ 3L K &
N T RBEZ BRI X, AERESCEMS YIS 3 FFREFESCEM. #1255

B, WATEWTLOK “theory of mind” e 8 “O¥ 4wl ” —id],  “Hwmil” XS “ theory” )
{[S/TV/ I
(1) 7&£ { Oxford Advanced Learner’s Dictionary 8th edition ) ( Oxford Advanced Learner's
Dictionary 8th edition, 2010) H,
®  “theory’fF7E W N X : @O a formal set of ideas that is intended to explain why sth
happens or exists. @) an opinion or idea that somebody believes is true but that is not
proved;
(2) 1t (Oxford English Dictionary) (Oxford English Dictionary, 1989) 1,

® “theory” AW FE X: @O Mental view. @ In loose or general sense: A

hypothesis proposed as an explanation; hence, a mere hypothesis, speculation,

conjecture; an idea or set of ideas about something; an individual view or notion. 3 A
scheme or system of ideas or statements held as an explanation or account of a group of
facts or phenomena; a hypothesis that has been confirmed or established by observation
or experiment, and is propounded or accepted as accounting for the known facts; a

statement of what are held to be the general laws, principles, or causes of something
known or observed;
(3) 1E (A DU (BB 7RO ) CREE S DO A e 55 7 fi, 2009)
+,
®  “theory”f£ 74N & X : an opinion or idea that somebody believes is true but that is
not proved CRIEBAN) B W Bk #HEMW”
(4) £ DO CGEZRO ) (GEPURIA B8 =), 2007) H,
®  “theory”HJ#iEHIF AN “EIL, Bk HEN, FWE”
(5) £ CCRREAARERIAR M) CRESAERRR L (S8 0- ) . 2004)
i,
®  “theory” I HEIIXN: O Ui —EHFHLMIMRA) Bk, #id. @PAKKL
i, Faks AN, HER. O VR, AR, WE. ENZET
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(6) 7E (HifeTt CGE10MO ) GHfETI GE 10/, 2004) 1,

° “Hin 7 AR AHE, .
(1) 18 (Fril CGEAMEEAD ) (FRE CGEAREEIA) , 2009 H,

° “” PR S HEN
(8) 7E (IARDLEWM GEo O ) GARBLERM CGEehit, 2012) 1,

° il AR AR R
(9) 78 CHARDUERIFH)  (IADLE KA, 20100 H,

° “l” FERE . fmBEs D

BRI, FRATT g, MBS BRLa] Je b Sl TG I & L BB R, “theory of mind™ /2 AT DA 1%
9 L ERAmI T, JFRTPAEEINE R RA 1 “theory of mind” I 3.

KN F 22— 8 H LTI ) 2 R e e, A 3 Al R R O B2 5 1 SRR
FUHE B L - 1284 (John Anderson) KiFi JEi5 (1) Theory H AN E X, X RTH1 3L
1) “ B 7 ( Systematically organized knowledge applicable in a relatively wide
variety of circumstances) Al “#iill” (An assumption based on limited information
or knowledge; a conjecture) ” . Theory of Mind H ] theory FFIJ& 55 — & X (i)
ZABRN B FIR R R, I B SCH PR RRAS 5] B 515) 00 B T theory B AR AS [F] (12 SRR #E
o MTE—F G G THE COBEEIER) FRER (An integrated theory of
the mind) 1E %17 . [JFESCIITR]
6 LHip

TEARSCH, BATE BT T “theory of mind”— 1 78 H ST H 3 3L ¥R J8 K A
TEOL, ARG SRR Ry ORI — i AT AR, A B AT AR — D ik
ZERN R X Rl RSN S, FFRIERESCEM . 2R, Sk,

L]
ARIAEFHZ—T 20134 10 H 11 H 45 28 AR 1 5 I 1F
Dear Professor,
The word of ‘Theory’ is usually understood as ‘Systematically organized knowledge
applicable in a relatively wide variety of circumstances.’
However, I found from the dictionary, it also has the meaning of ’An assumption
based on limited information or knowledge; a conjecture’

These two meanings are corresponded to totally different words in Chinese.
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Currently in China, the ‘theory’ in the term of ‘Theory of mind’ is translated as the
first meaning (Systematically organized knowledge), but I think it should be with the

second meaning (a conjecture). Is my guess correct? How do you think about it?

ZAEBRT 201310 H 12 0 11: 20 FIE K HLFHEAF

It is interesting that Chinese has difference words for the two senses. I assume you are
referring to "theory of mind" as in the developmental and neuroimaging and other
recent cognitive science research. I think the term also has an earlier history in
philosophy. In any case, the second definition does seem closer to cognitive science
research as you suggest. My own sense of the English word "theory", outside of its
attachment to "mind", is that it is used with a range of shades of meaning spanning the
two you quote.

John R. Anderson

Richard King Mellon Professor
of Psychology and Computer Science
Carnegie Mellon University

LIERRT 20134210 H 12 H 20: 49 (T HB1F:

I just realized we called our Psych Review paper "An integrated theory of the mind". |
came up with that title from the earlier philosophical tradition and meant it in the first
definition. It would be nice if English had two words -- one I could have used in the

title of that paper to keep it separate from this other cognitive science research.

[iE1: 20224E 11 H 7 HEZE]

S H

FRES =, BRI HEPPIEE 2 T A 0 2 T —— A0 BE 22X P 15 43 A 1R B R [3]. AMEBT 5T, 2011(4): 23-29.
TElE CGENBRZEA) [M]. b B AR, 2009.

FEF . DIOMUAE L3 Co B HE B8 77 (1) 520 R 22 (AT 8 T]. P ERR A, 2000(3): 38-40.

ST EE AR BT %. P E H AL QEEHEN B8 T L R[], P ELOBEE TUAE 2R, 2002(7): 446-448.
P, JEPORTA (55 ZRRD M. g B REsC i kit 2007.

FEENRERRREM (JENC I8 R B M. dEat: o E R KA AL, 2004: 709.

A P SO L 5 7 RR(M. B 7 45 BT E, 2009.
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TR .(2021). FR/RMLLERS HAT. R (2R ,(29)141, 112-119.
NGB CARVEMR T AR OMUE S A A N G RS A R 0] R E AR R R,
2006(10): 74-78.

FALHT IS, E R . B PR FISR R AR AL It ek R (0], h R EECE , 2003(3): 78-82.

T, I8 E L OB —— — AN R 70 i PR A A A D). b mOK S S R (A R R,
2000(5): 732-738.

PR SE A e (55 6 RO M. Jbst: B 55 EN4H, 2012.
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Suggested translation of "Theory of Mind" as
A

Abstract "Theory of Mind" refers to the ability to understand mental states (purposes, intentions,
attention, beliefs, knowledge, desires, emotions, etc.) in oneself and others. It is not only an
important branch in the field of psychology and neuroscience, but also has a wide range of
applications in humanities and social sciences, as well as a possible development direction for
artificial intelligence. In the Chinese context, its meaning has been agreed upon, but its Chinese
translation has not yet been fully unified. In this paper, we searched the sub-collection of academic
journals in the China National Knowledge Infrastructure database with "theory of mind" as the
keyword, and obtained 421 eligible Chinese documents after screening, and analyzed them to
determine the development and usage of "theory of mind". The development and usage of the
translation of "theory of mind" were analyzed. Based on the fact that "theory of mind" actually

refers to the state of mental speculation in the field of research and application, and that the
translation of "theory" into " #ll" in English. We propose to use "theory of mind" as the Chinese

translation of ":0rE 4" based on its feasibility and basis.

Key words: {0>E4iilll, Theory of Mind, China National Knowledge Infrastructure
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