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Abstract

Empathy refers to the individual’s understanding and feelings of other people’s emotions and
thoughts. In recent years, the development of cognitive neuroscience has provided a new perspec-
tive for the study of the neural basis of empathy. The research on the mechanism of empathic
nerves has increased. The development of technologies such as ERP, fMRI, and PET has enabled
people to better understand the generation mechanism of empathy. This article reviews the re-
search of cognitive neuroscience on empathy and highlights its possible future.
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1. HIEHE X553

g RN R R AR — L BRI S, SRR NE B4 RE T I O R T gt
67 ZJEIEA OO E R S (Wispe, 1987), —SEFABMAHNAE . &, B, RIS
ORRIBXMOEILRCE %, SKEDE, FREE, 2007). X THHERIE L, ARPEEBEARNEE.
ER AR A, EAE R E LR RE T I MBI R F R, TR = 2RO H &, 2%,
2006): 1) g2 —MaES): 2) HAER S ERIG RIS 3) HAFREAT P2 A HRAS, aT LR
THERPIRAS . 140, Hogan W\ LA R g i 76 Al N 1) A 25 BR AR Al N (R S8 AR, 38 — P e TA 0 E 3 g
N — P BOIRES , FHAARIE Xl S, w1 A &8 2 R & LIRS T AME AR 1% Dt (Hogan, 1969).

RAEZEFADT LS A AR E X, HRWAILHR: 1) EIEPBEMNNETAESYS; 2) 21541
TSNS, BEREX S BIR S A MR FIE R, IF AR RIRE B O 2 AR B SR RE Tl
T 3EH & (Decety & Lamm, 2006; Lieberman, 2007; Singer, 2006).

S O AEE GMe BE A R, RIS T AT R YR o MACREFER HIR S
(VR R X 3, T AH S A S D AN PR U s A8 HE S B (Decety & Jackson, 2004), — 43 A BOWL A
SRAEFIN KA R P M o A5 IO R A A A M0 Al A1 28 AR OIRES BR,  IVADI SR Fe A
AN IR G SO AR 25 B R BT (BT, 40T, 2005). BRI A A FAdAT A AT RE
P LR HOU s R 1T R AE R AT A B AT Re R K. IX 2R IE Re R (A IR B, IS i IL =
25 2 ] LSO AR OGBS NLANAT N R G . BN & B NRE—Wik 24l M=t ss, i+
[ElEZ A . LA R AMARSRAT ) B A E R L 7 20, AT DA 3L A2 A kA o 7 v i) — A e L
#ill (de Vignemont & Singer, 2006).

FAE BRI AL Z A FI YRR, X T IXAN A, — 2 NIEEEER — ISR R, BRI
B — NN, WA 54— NEIAE B2 — M ity &5t 5 — D A B RSN . Stotland
Fifs ) [R) S A AL R — MG RORE, AL & O “ S IR A BN IEAE £ I B0k 2RSS 42 )
PR 28 ) — PG IR ONE R AN 9 1 RS A D B RS AR EOCIR R, AR A DR E AE
BRGSO o Stotland N\ YFEAGW AT LLE A — BG4 [ N, AhRR 2 22 e A o Aot 3L e SR
FETR A N O BURSHESY, T2 RIEA —E —AHUK . Wispé A\ A3 EBRIE TP AS
AFEM RS, NI & MELE R A HIB RSO T, BRSBTS 5% ), XX 5 3 A A
(R, T EER AR A E BN RS RPRAS, N AR RS2 e ie 1 DRk, Wispé (18 SRR AA
INFIE X, AR s R 4a ol N B AR B B AR, R AE AN Bt N B 15 BOIRAS o Gladstein (1983)M]
BT HARH A R, BSOS IS KRR R IR 5 — MRS BUAR R 1 88, RN L1 R s Rl
BelF i — AN N R ABR I, X PRI AREORA RN, MHEX K. fERIIRZHFH % Gladstein
(R R85 [X 43 T it 1 S o A A LA A 48 R ) — AR 2 AH (5] (R0 155 28 o 1o RS AR H A PO BE S 6 SRR
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PRAN AR R OIS, MR B B IR 26 A0 50 BN X B e, IR N 17 28 15 I B R AR e AL
B S SRS RAE, AT N AT LU BN S 26 . AR, R AR ERE, A
MHEMARATASK AT, &5 N R 5 B TOUR 1 [X A5 5% o

KNS NZ AR BOER ALY, IR RN E RS, R BINAMAT MR 21T N
HERR. HERARGMANZFRRAZ G, SERANETRE MR, Rhafimr .

2. HIFHMZ EAL

He I AL A B SR RIS AN TS 45 70 = RGBS 10 AR S HOW B (0 2 A AR A L
FRTE, T E 3 - AR IRRGEAMRRETE B AE B ORI ARG hAET A, mHCR KR
B TABNRRR G . IR E BRI &, PSS RNMAREE B O XA R N S 2
RAMRRIE RN . 3ok, LA Dy 32 00 B R 4% 3R G AT BE A R 1 R0 R AR 4%

2.1. AR - SERESHESFE

It - ZNVEREALH Preston Al de Waal (2002)$&H . AT, JEAEREMIER. . & R
FLAWH A RIS e

LA AR AME SN “RAEILE” o CRAEILTE” BRSNS B 1 B AT
DRI, SRAEAHE 15 IR EAT A PR R (R B S e, AT 2B [F] JE IR AR (Decety, 2002)0 H1E -
FIEBI R AR A . AR BN AT AR, A 51247 A RIS NG IS IR AER 4 3 30
V& (Preston & de Waal, 2002).

SE - JIBERE AL PR HE 2 — B AR A 28 JT (mirror neuron) R B, X e 28 S8 18 TA) A% FA R oG AR AN 32
BHTR I A KB T (Rizzolatti et al., 1996). FEMEWAZHEAT B BTSRRI 5, BB M& ol 1, 4
TETATAGE UL 2 380 o — AN AN Al AH R B S VR BRI, B8 h 22 o e

2.2. BHENMSBERFET

HIAIFEAE ZE 3t I AR RS 1 3EAPE R o BRI, XU AT AR 453493 19 AAE M s KA (perspective-
taking)fE /746 FR R I T B B[ FS (Rowe, Bullock, Polkey, & Morris, 2001). 7 W 73 3 X &5 49599 A\
HEAT THEFT, AR I AT DA X W e R A% 1) B A 1R K 520 (Stuss, Gallup, & Alexander, 2001).

3. iEH ERP. PET LK fMRI T53

e SO FIR 2 BHA R BT A R, I EEBORIRE (BT TET 4R ERP, fMRI, PET SEHCRIFR
S iDEUIEEE 2

3.1. HAEH ERP #I3R

HET5 55 N (2009) 0 BAT A [F L 45 B BE 1B/ MA DN TAG 25 1 FLIN 1) ERP #E4T T 0FF0. AT e R A 3L
&R, RPN FBE 0, Bl oy A AEIE 4L, 2 )5 RALRAT w i R 2 2 1
ERP SR HTAEIN AR VLT FLIN, WAL I R BERE 2257 . AR AT 100 2270 31 K&
B US 1000 2240, R 2 Z2F0RE—REE, AT EVERABAES b, SIS PERAE N1,
P2 FUG#B) LPC 2RI 1 WY K S A 17 SHT Y AR o L 2 5 B g i W S K T AR i L it
TEAARAE IR 55 ) ERP WA L 2 22 5%

PRGSOt NPT RSN RO RIS 28 0 S o AR N IE G — AR BRI 0, 27 AR LS
I S RPN I R I -
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TP LAE (1 ERP W F01R 2 o 5 P20 A A7 1B 1 oA 2 (A0 i DX = 2 90 A7 75 o 52 R0 i 107 2 22 585 DX 3
KB I AT T BH, P LR G T XS X o VF 20 S0 R I, S LA S OE P 1 1 B 47 s
F TS AT R R S O . AEARSSH ERP W FE A, RIS Rt 2 DR 2 s MR R T RE 2 R gk
THEFE RIS B, —IF R, 2R E K 2 fm N2 By, AEE R R
TEPRA AR T, N2 & A REZE R, M ARAE S 1A 7E X P Fh 2% 1R T 1 22 5702 235 19 (Cui,
Ma, & Luo, 2016). AT, Feth & A S B RIS N1 AR, SIEEATMF AL,
= ARt NS AT SR I, N1 s EBUBEEUR (Decety, Yang, & Cheng, 2010). 2555 A\(2017)
PO TN U FE RIS IR . S5 RSR T, EmANRI T, PO RIS K 1 S RS> N2 T P2
F7 30 M S5 25 KT AR R PR B 5 P e R S 20 N2 R P2 R . AR, AEARINEN A R, P 2 1A
TR X5 RR, ARG 3 B R 2R L 1 R R sy, JEEIEER B, FRAGA
AT SR A AR B, A R N B ) 2 A R 2L RO RO 3R A T SR A (i L

3.2. H1ERY PET #3%

LA ) — D E BB L 2 X o BRAMB N Z B X0, BARILE 5 54t N\ A 5 AH L) 15 %
{EARATYE RE L ATTE AL A 2 B O AR RS Rk . EAMER KR, BREIRITERRZ ISR K
JE R . B R RIRAN I T4 58 I DR DX 358, 17 2 H R T R %150 43 2 [B) R AH AR

EERERT, KOG RE R FEH. gL, sagiil “BRsRiE" ks
HER—MAER, kI SHASEINTHEL, BRSENTEE 7 AMETETIH (Northoff & Bermpohl,
2004), Craik 5 N(1999)FIWF TR, HEREWINTE, AMErEeE 7. Hik, BRB&HRIEM T
A A (Craik, Moroz, & Moscovitch, 1999). Ruby 5 Decety #E4T [J— I PET 256+, KA T shfE A8
757 (motor imageryparadigm), A TLE#RIL S — 2L By R IE Fr, XL SR BB A FRIRENTE . k75 2
R R AZ BN 1) 2 A AR N G — AFR)ECE W B R 2 HoAth NGB = ANFR), LU PR 2% 1 T Kb 31
(22 5. AT B KR S AT 0, S5 AR, WL RCRAERI, S RO R o DX A A R 2
rhAN S AN BRI (Ruby & Decety, 2003). ML IARIBF LA SRR E: JLFITE S5 B IR E R ST
25 RS 1 A0 (B P U R AT (MPFC)

3.3. A tMRI #5%

RTINS, AW ZXT IMRI BI0F5E. Singer 55 A (2006)FH “ SR AENFXK” (Prisoner’s Dilemma
game) K175 R TR PR 44 AN [ F2 3 P 17 S B2 (O R BN A ) o AT DR T 42 K E AT PRI, SR fMIRT
OS2 W RIE SR AT I, ol B IR g st, i 15 2 B O8R5 B0 3
BN I, SE B E CA BN FRE R R, BRSO SHE AR, RS A
Frisds. 25, Meyer 55 NQ013)RHXAMHFIE, HE—BHE 7RI ROW AP AN )34
IR, S5 R T A E R ORI AR R X B A N A SO I G X A S AT B J2 . BT
TR, TN A AR B0 I G DX G T U ATy S JE AR &, DA B3N A 20 ) A I A2 5z Joi o

Morrison F1 Downing (2007)>% F fMRI KA 78 L4458 0 MITE L % 5 G B A &k B2 3L F )N
B N2 52 RN T8 32 BB L) IS8 R BB IR PR 255 30 o Al AT 1 A 30 B B 42 52 S T I BRI L i
B BT, R E R X ES . MEROEES BETZMMANKN 2, JREE—
B AR i [0 XSRS 5E BT, RSB TR W . B AT N SRS Dh RE M R L IR SR B AR SR R K
i, D REIREE (1) 20 At 7 R IR — W AT T 9E . EA R AL, — A2 RS R )
PAE,  5— HWE AN SZ B0 05 T 2 B PSR AR B, RIS X B 2E 4 aldk AT IMRI 4 # . 7E
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XIS T, AR T R 2 A 5 P B B R R R, AT AR P AR T R
R DR BCIE 0T o XM DD RE R 70 AT & s, ARG TOULE f NSRS, 7R B B B s, i
(midbrain)Fl 5 K J Bl K i (periaqueductal  gray) I #£81% 4] 5 A7 5B 5 A B SR Th R ICEE; i ARXS T
BRENE S, WA NIRRT, B A RTAUL JZ (dorsal medial prefrontal cortex)-5 i 1147 5z /2 FI AT 8
i 55 S SR ) T REICER(FE EL U, B9, 2012). 44K 240 fMRI WF R, 7R RUE fih N\ 3252 P
S, AR o B JE AN ) — LB AR AR R o DX AN 0, SR IR L R R b kg

TR SN 28 AR ANAR RS RS IR AR SZ AR, TR EAE & X i T AR 28 RS 1 3L 1
MR E, WAEE, 2016). BRI, PXIEmAT NG IR 600 F0 AR FE I R 3L 15 I ST IS
o 5 AR X 2 5 Hod(Morelli & Lieberman, 2013). AA W AE B THHTRI, AR LRSS R,
AR 5 B SR O T, T AMA TG IR R T A BRI G 38 R W IR LA, 7 Mk 5 B J2 3 4505 (G, Hof,
Friston, & Fan, 2013). Lamm, Silani I Singer (2015)i& A fMRI it F 4 E B4 DI AR A N2 A F 1
SEIT , WL 22 P 28 M T, AT R BAR AR I R S T N HE 0 B JZ (medialorbitofrontal cortex, OFC).
4. HGAHHE 7 EAIFR

FEWA BRI DL, BEIE 3 R TGS 5 K, AR R AR R T, 8 a3 1
SR LU B R AR B 515 2, Kt fMRI IRMERIN B . flt, WA E MEG. TMS 1 EEG
S HOARRBI SR I I R g 5 0L, #ORIN TR RS 5. IR i iy s B2
B Avenanti 55 A\(2005) K301 AATIAEH TMS (5 P RIS A) SR BRI 10 S Al i T 1 28— B Tl i UL
RUNE RN Mz sh 2 Zizsl, KR EA, RIVCAHIRWE th N4 T2 8L, S M
EFRIIE ) B2 J7 I B 5 A FAE R M FRAEG o A I 7 8 0 o LT 93— [ e AT 122 5800 A\ A
H—AmE R, —HE R AT ERES TN, —HE AR TR E TR, Il IR =
I RERG TGS . T TRE, BREARRT B AL, WERRE B, HIREE R 24835 B4 5
0, KR RS S E R, W00 i 2 175 8 B 5% (Cheng, Yang, Lin, Lee, & Decety, 2008).

5. REERE

LAE & — PP E B AR . X PR NSRRI 22 1 5 PR AR P Bl 1 S 1 Bk i 22 IR 5 35 1)
K, JFIAER T REMF TSR . FRBARH MR, AT LGRS 7 ERANR T E, (H2
WA AR — e e, XK 1 Uy BF S B W weit LU R 2 i 5 VR T 22 5+
totun, JEA5E T, SImILTE Va0 R - I E R 2 a2 TR I8 LA 7 B SR AR ) 31
AT, A —ME R RE RIS RS SUE IRE, FER MBS RO Ak nT LA ik B i i
FSE B Fia . AT SRR — P R &, ATV LG LI A 78 B AR T B ik
—B 5. WL ER AR R, CREMMBH PR BRIl 7o iigss, XF BT
FC I B AE 4 TTE B oR HEAT He 1 BIHIE 2T (Rickgauer, Deisseroth, & Tank, 2014).
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