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Abstract

Episodic simulation is the mental ability to vividly visualize specific experiences in time and space.
Some studies have found that the ability of episodic simulation can be used to promote prosocial
behavior. The participants’ willingness to help increased after they imagined a helping situation.
This finding reveals an unconsidered mechanism for promoting prosocial behavior. In this paper,
we review the existing research on the promotion of prosocial behavior by episodic simulation,
analyze the main factors affecting episodic simulation, and raises open questions to be addressed.
We hope to provide a new perspective for promoting prosocial behavior research.
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1. 518

SEHE 2247 M(prosocial behavior)iz 18 — VI a8 T N FRE S IFRAT N, BB Flft, 702, %
BT A, BEEAE, 2016). FRAE W AEAL 208 H AR IR 2% FhoC T84 AT N BT ] . TEFA 25 HR )
Bt X EREE . WL FE MBS N TR G, ARAES T ECKF, SR T 4.
MVt 2ot sprt A7 AW H AT 78 5 22 P A A B2 R [ AN ) . — 7 10 AN EAL BIL ] ) £
&, BN, SRZOEFMEISUN, N T EH CRERNGRREL:, M AR E LRI, D
H Oy BRI AREZ (4 KRS, 2014). 11 75 —RA WIDGHESEAL 24T N A RS A2, fldn. e, e
SR W SRS (H S, 2022, 1K, 2014). 2% - 28 (AR AL N,
TEBATORAL AT NZ BT, MRS ITIZAT R W AN e AT Lh R, Ml R 2 B KA 38 . 425 2
TARRSE H AR | oA AT A AN SRR, GRRRRRIY . RRMBBEMRIE. RN RBE
SN HAT LA B SR1M, BV SR S HE b 200 T AR R 2 I 2 R 8 0 R A5 1R T

ITAER, Gaesser 25 NI TR SEAL 247 NI R AR SR AL 7O IO A o AT, SR AL S i) i1 7
AR T BE TR 5. T (episodic simulation) 2 $5 B & A 537 5 AT AR G R 1 i R
(Schacter et al., 2008), ¥ K& INES — AFRHE A A RARE € IS () A R0 PR b 55t o T A N W 2235 B AR 1 S5 )
MATAT PLEANAR R 25 (0], RAUAS R B 7 s FL A R . SIS RN, ANTHEC B @35 Bh b A
1 5t RS e Bk SR 4 & B IR AN47 v (Gaesser & Fowler, 2020).

T RAE DR — A L ey 3, (RE A I B R B A T 9T R NGB KT . Bk
R T TR B, 1 TR AT LA AT S BE A 47, 2 koD IS [R) T M 58 AN RAT (0. A 55
i IR S50 A AR (8, XIS, 2022; /SEE 45, 2021; Noéletal., 2022). Xffkosskin, {1
AR DME A — PR BE A AT NI F B B T ANE 2 lndE ) LE SR AT NI B 7 Rl N
ZHE TR ICER . MR, I ERILE B TG IRA TR O B RE, SR AMA N SEAR R I AR
WA G T, AT DLLE AR SRR 0as, O SR e ke 458 . MRS AR, T A
AN G AR ZERRRESE S, (0 Hh B L& RV R S (Wardell et al., 2022).

ZE b, WRFUIE AR S A AT N IR e B B I SR S, AR SO A R R R R
JOLXF S5 Ak 24T A IR DR 15 = R0 K S R 2R = AN T HEAT W B AR Y AR T3 — B T R 7T

2. TR R
21 EFPHERIKBTERICIZRS

KEWFERM, §FOCIZAE R A DI R . Hlin: 12 ZFFRRE AR AR
O REAE LB R IR P RN B, 2 i e v [A] i 323R (Benoit & Schacter, 2015). JfH., 15t
12 R R I 3 PR BE B S TR R o W TE ORI, AR A R ) S8 2 HE DA 2 R ERAT D RE R 15 LA
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FAE sAc Iz, AR IZERS T @A AE %5 B R I 4R 22 (Wilson et al., 2020).

5 SO AZ ARG T ARADL 2 [R] (R 3 AR B Dy e A M A T BB 5 (the  constructive episodic simulation
hypothesis)#& it T F&fitti(Schacter & Addis, 2007). ZAR VLN E T T — MEFICIL RS, ZR4H
TERZ: 1) Ui A7 s SOz ani; 2) SR &I STy, SRE MBI T 3T OB,
SR, I FARIAT T LACIZ T RS R BRI E A, DI AT R R AR T . B T U
VLN FN R R BB TR AR 8 73— 30 FE . — W00/ B R A 1% SO AZAME BRI — AN L [F] 1A
MME RS, WREDE. D552 MR PTI5EE . AMILERT Bz 2R A AR R, X
DX 338 H AR N AZ O BUBR A I 2% (Benoit & Schacter, 2015) .

2.2. {E PRI = B B

N R E ) A 4 A RIS A i 2 BFEIE AR . Sfamid LR saciz s, B sEs
— AN E B T ] (Mahr, 2020). FEAR R AR, BATAT LLER 5y it AR DGR 12 “ B Bk 1)
FEF . BIRZ 51 mAKRM G TERUA SRS, . EAK(imagining the future). 157771 . (episodic
foresight) . ¥ >k 17571748 4 (episodic future thought)%5 (% 1% )5 %, 2010). FEIFEMT, BATERETEAR S “ g ”
ERRAFEANER. i, OIS AT, wRE OEd REE M A e, SRAEAM
27 XM 2 A AL B O S S (De Brigard & Parikh, 2019).

WEFCR I, AR (R B A S TS 2 (M AE R 2 5. S0l 2 3 M B AR L, AROR 5 1] 1 475 1 A4
FEARAIE X AE B (Irish et al., 2012). LA A [F PN T 2 d #2(Benoit & Schacter, 2015). i Z5 R &6
WEZMZ 5 7 ARSEAF AU, I B XM S i 4 UK . XA R T RE R AR Gk ok
TESE AN “E” {145 (Schacter & Addis, 2009).

3. BRI FEHM AT AR REIEH

IEAESR, ANDHIEFIFURER FEE TR S At 24T N I §E A . Gaesser 55 N By 5t R ILAR R sk 5112 — AN Bh
NIy e 2 Bl 75 BhAth N ) 2 J (Gaesser & Schacter, 2014). A ATt 1 — AN B PR Z il P SE 3 it
ERAMRKTTIERT, b b Il —ANE N TR B S 5, 0 7 ZEAE 60 F2 PN 58 B B8 2% 14 1 57 1)
145 Hr, 18 “HEE” ZAFT, plas B AL A Bl N £ “ B2 F4FT,
TR ZE B2 AT B N 2R T FE IR BB SRIRE R ) 264, Bl I R IR BN I e R I
AR R BRI, ERBR AR E, il RIRERRMNE, HRERE Az IAER
AT — BRIV ST .

B BIR FOE R I, 15 TR 5] R B AE BT DU B 1S AT . RSN SERR R, B AR
At 24T i 7 AN B FRIR G BB A T B AR, SRR, B2 EUE TR
A B N BRI T 2 ) Bk (Gaesser et al., 2018). R 75 2245 B A4 R SMFAR B R, IX R RIS AR
AP . WRAURIN, BERPGAE G — T BN RO (BT, e MR B AR, R H, 1R
AN T W AR A TR B 7 5 A R A 2 TR B N R R I 22 B (Gaessser et al., 2019). IX/MIF LRI, 1T AR
PURTREAEFRATT B N (0 e v R 7 B B AR AR i HL SR B A8 AR G O

15 TR ANE Sic A2 P SR e I (AR S RS A, I EAR AT BN R B R A L)
(Gaesser & Schacter, 2014). 4, G ETEMIRAEMEI? SSHAE T, ARIFA NEAMKMEIAIL
12, ARFTAE NET UG S R, fE—2eh N\t s, B TR R aRsvsid ThAS
Hi, ABATEIBI N R S M FEAIC T (Gaesser & Schacter, 2014), ZEXFIBM T, AHER il 7 ISk 4,
AT T8 G DI (s 72 A RS . — IR BT e o3 25 AT A (AT A T B, RUE bt ki 0%
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XS B I 200 T LAE S, AT SR AT AR D AR SR rhoey s — NI A R I 2R3l 5 . T HAE RN
Yy AN H # B AT DR m sl B N s e (Ryan et al., 2023),

4, EHENEE
4.1. BREFRAE

A>T T O T A s 1 TR W S AL AT RN . b, AR GI% B (1 28 () RAE A& — A0
. BRI, FHET AR A, 7525 ()T 5 2R R 1k AR G B At N 15 97 2 308 3 551 32 A
Bk, BN i BN 2R (Gaesser et al., 2018). #1128 FAAG M 78 45 St & B0 2 (W) 3R AE 5 B\ BB A 2%
ABARE RO AR R T BT, AT R G SRR [ A B AL B IX 3 BOLD {55 1l 172
H5HEBEIBHEITR B NNEE, 8 2086 58 i A5 55 B 9% A %30 4 (Gaesser et al., 2019).

4.2. MRFKHEF

TR DB ES SR A S SR, W] DL e A s A BOd AR BAE A, e AR
o RS, BRA AT NLTRAAEZAME S B 2 128 18 1A N IR RZ o Jl I 23 B W SR A
TR BB Z MR R, WREER T — A8, R G, WACREESE LIRS,
[ REHRTE T B\ = R (Gaesser et al., 2018, 2019). Gaesser #/&H! #1755 13200 i (the episodic mindreading
hypothesis) Xt iX ML R BEAT T iRk (Gaesser & Fowler, 2020). %R A NICIZ A8 R AR TS A5 (168 F17T DL
S NATTA0T G Rt N TE IR SeA5 5 (0 BDIRES o U A IS B — AN AR S 1 i, A AFE XS S i
OHLRA AL B TE S Gy PR AR o DRI 38 I 1% S5 2B B M R A 38 I A A TR R W s R, b e ik i Ak 2
BEIEAAT A GRS W AR FEZ A % R IF AR B A7 50 R AR O At N B ROR R A
RGN, R — PR B Nk, )%, 2020).

4.3. 154

1 AN 5 1 26 2 (A AZLEAR BLAE o — J7 T, A5 W REUBOR 1 AT S0 1 15 44 1% 5Z (Hallford et al.,
2022), JTHHTERY, BRI EAT RE M (Be et al., 2022). MR R LA TGRS, BT
a3 A R A NI i, TS % (R R AER) I 55— 7, 158 XORAE R T 1
PR . BEFUR I, REHLRE 51 R ARBR AR 28 135 B EUASE A0 5 R T A A 46 1 35 Bh Ak S me i Bh AN =
J&(Gaesser, DiBiase, & Kensinger, 2017). 1fi H., #{ ik 5 S5 A B BN o 4 28 1185 15 B L Y AR 1 281
5 R 5 04k 5 (Acevedo-Molina et al., 2020).

5. RE

R ERT RS AR E RS R KIS . R, BIE RS MR EIR KRR L2
W 75 T ARAAE SO AT REAR L B AT N T T A o BRI T8 A1 T URH 7n 18 T U S 4L
SATAMER, HEMERZ RN T ERNKE.
5.1. PRGN A R FEHSIT AR

TR RE ITE AN —E & KA. A7 CFF IR R T RILEE /1 Wil 520 2 42 N a5t
SAT N WHF ORI, BRI T N2 IG5, B9 ANFEE N B S INAE AN [F] (Gaesser, Dodds, &
Schacter, 2017) . X AJ fig 5 & 4 N AR R AR FAFRE ) L IZ AT 40155 1) T B 9% (Acevedo-Molina et all.,
2020). BEAh, R NFIZE NS T AT GEE A F LR EIE R . SR AT ERLE L 7 548
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FABVE R RRAER) Th A R BN, 128 A8 NGB R R A 2 B N & 8 (Ryan
etal, 2023). fAIM, & IHILEE IR FEXT ) LEE IR SAE AT U IO REMA G AR IR R (Wardell et al., 2022). 15
TR FAFRIRE S BLAE 3 B 5 5 2 8], FFAE) L P I ANRE 15 23t — P K & (Horner et al., 2023). {E1X
IR, TR RE D ISR 1 i LB R AL AT N R R AR — PR TT

52. MEER

HEWERI SR AT, R, MEFARAMEEMEREE . EE TR, BRI
AN ZE el R G AR AR E . AN, AR BEJTEARIAMA, AT RE PR AN A S P A 1 ARV T
IR B 3E B 45 B (Dawes et al., 2020; Palombo et al., 2018). Ti#ES — M, MR 7535 KAl B
B 52 BT RAUR) S AR I REE o BN, AR RAE T RBLAEN AT DARR Sk SR R A W] R IR 3 R
(F)a%, 2013). A4, HMREIIRMNTTRES BRI~ R R IEZ

5.3. E TR ERSEE KR
RS R T M S )N R BT RIS . ST, SRALSATAARLEBIA, A A 4

FEE . AR, A LRSI AMTRSE AT A, Lee FMBAIE AT, HR M5 I AEF A,
SEHAMRE B MEEAS AT, W WSS REE . S5 0EE SRLE P R E N O 1 (Lee
etal., 2020). ARSI 7 E M 2 1 TAE R & 175 192 75 e 8 18 s FL AR 7 T 1SR AL 24T

BeAh, U I U E R BRI SIS IR AR R AR 3 5, SR T8 I B R 32
ot T A AR RO . FRATT AN A S = W R B TR S e R RE A, DARRE AR T
ISEAE IR ? ARERKRI, R ERAT NG COVID-19) 1% Tk, £ muae il it oy A 3t A 4011
B 1 H, XFEARE 3 A5 R AR 1S LU FR(Sinclair et al., 2021). I IAEIUE B RCR & B HIE &
TE LT 8 A B RS0 75 250 22 (IR

6. it

SRALSAT AN L MO B RN RIS, TR B AL 3R, AR 1
HEAUL 5 15 SR AT A2 2 18] BT HER 2R AR AR 1 AU AR I ) B 1) FROASAIE, B QT 1 1 BN S AT 9 i
BEAEM . EEATE, BTSRRI ALET 7 ERZIE R AR, BT B0 O R
AE ST B A K RN 22 R TR D, T HBRZ X BN Z AN HAb SR AL AT A I IS . O 1 4xii 1 At
TR AT SE AL AT, AT DR RS R I R A KR, DR E SRR LS
AT AN AL (0 AH AR

S E 3wk

THRE:, FiEAIE(2016). St SRAERAT AR RN ITH M. O HEFIFZ IR, 24(8), 1159-1174

HEE, X§8(2022). MGRK: 15 ST P R SR R L. A7 O P S, 28(4), 333-343.

Z Bk, X%5(2020). W AKX BN IR MR R @M IER. OB RS/, 8(11), 641-648.

P, AL, ERQ021). AT AR R RKAE RGN AL BT AR, OB F A, 29(6),
1086-1096.

Pi)E, HAakE, R, HW(2010). FRFHE ISR, A FEZ IR S FFHR), 36(5), 21-27.

PHE, WA, ZEK, KEANQ013). KRGS F LA E MR, R A FIR(H 2 FFR),
39(6), 79-85+174.
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