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Abstract

There is a complex and subtle relationship between taste and cognitive activities, and the research
on embodied cognition of taste has revealed the mechanism of taste’s influence on cognitive activ-
ities. Based on the theory of embodied cognition, this paper comprehensively compiles the research
results on the relationship between taste and cognition in recent decades, and reviews the theory
of embodied cognition of taste, with a view to deepening the understanding of the field and look-
ing forward to future research directions.
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1. 5l

ki (sense of taste){E N —FUE NG, HIIRe MA@ 2R BNEEaY . BETA B TIEdt a8k, i
FERRAFI TN Y. AR FER T A T80, RAE S SN EY, DR PR RZ5E.
B, WM R EIEBA RS, @ AT T, R A T ST N IR AE (R
0, 2023).

TR AE A E T B A W B R IR A, RO S R MR A R AN 2 AT . BB AR
(embodied cognition) I R AE H A& Hh AR ks, a0 i E R BT, RIBE SR TR
kg, WS RS rK, iR T — BRI E . AR, AT A
HIILRAE R, MSEEIR AR MELS 22 BRI L, R TE £ 5K+ 2247 A (Schaefer et al.,
2023). #AJEDL, EAFRBREARLE T, BAREMBAITASE AR . Xk H R SRS 5% 5
e, Jesk. B INMILSRAERN, AHEAER, BIRErR S AR

DRI, 25 SRS AR B0 0 A TS SR, AN AT AR R Wk o 1 2 B VEARRAE , B A e 5 i) S FH A A
FIISE R X o g5 b, ARSI MRS 1 H B A B R, [l BOG TRk s A B AR A, AR [k
PR B AEIRE FE, AU I AL G AT 4, R AR SRAE S 1 S T 1)

2. RRHNESH
2.1, BREERETRLIBHLEH

MR PR3 B RO I T K AP o M TR TS, KW R BUE & 1 b, %A R B
AE 2 MRS 5 T D R A 5 5 2 7 A T T ) PR AR i R R (B2 TS 201.2) o R B R HEAE T 24 7
W SR SZ AR RFE A A E S T AP LR, FEC AR 52 A 4l il (Taste Receptor Cell, TRC)ZH /. 4
T _E A2 5 5 3k R R 3 B2 2 AH ELAE R B, BN E S I A A RS8R AZ AN
i £ 338 2 KB R 2 TR B R (B8 FITESS:, 2018) 0 IXBEIRBEAS B2 FEMA M (1 BORURS #0353, RIS
WA B R Bz BIE 4 V) (U8 FIESE, 2018 X T H455, 2010).

TERKIG F J2 e i, B AR 5 2 2 Ao X A4 5 R A DG 0 Fe s 105 [ BT S A X o oo i o]
W i I 1 PR IR A AT e i 4350 380 DR i 5 2 AR A G0 i A —— 5 ik, 050 B8 IR Gk it K — —HE
BEE. &%, RE&FERMEERNZA X3RS 5% s s( 75 50, Xk, 2006).

N — IR AN, 85 40 A8 BAE R RO 545 B (Yarmolinsky et al., 2009) . J&&15E
RNNEIEAE I RGN FUE BN, b R A4 R Gun A IR SO, B TR SZ 28 AL
LA IRITE BN (MRS, 2012)0 BROEFEMMARI RIS e . £ BEAW b, SR iiAMAE B 3R 5
BA R E A (Meier et al., 2012). 74h, EREF/MALE B oAk & I BAG 59 1 BU 14 (Batra et al.
2017). WHFIEFRE, BRI TR EE, T B IA B I AN A 2 38 Iron) R )3 B AN T
#%#(Schlosser, 2015).,

2.2. ESI\mER
H & (embodiment. embodied 5% embodying) A Z1FE 1SN A0 B A S0 2 T B R A 5 B AR AH 26 1 (2

il
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THE, SRR, 20065 X7, FHRZ:, FLA, 2011). S5 —ARINAIRMFRA SRR Sn T, BT
THENUF S I TI AR, RSB R SO R, 28 T SRR (M, 2024 miik
A2, 2011 JRfEEE, mEAE, 2023). SRT, B ARINEIRRE R IS O BT R S B AR EE JE PR AR G
K FFAEBNL T B fd, T A2 5 S A AR AR R BON AT . H BRI S A ME SR 1 AR B i, 4
WE G, MRS RG (RN, S4EAs, 2023). Rk, HE ARSI T Sk S5HE AR
RO ER . TER SR ES, SR ERE T ‘887 - “Bg” s, BEEy
X B HE AN« Fe s ” MMEDWLAT IE “ B S o/ 7 SCHEAS, DUMREERT IR S gE R A S B R R (01,
kA, 2023).

H B NFIER SR T SARTE NS R R B E . B SR NI R, DO NS SR
PIREOG, WMARMSIAAE. B0k, BB T SAS 5N EEN . GAEsh B g B4, H
Wi SRS SSOR RS A, 2013). BN, FISESTEhZ AAFAEE BEBLR, AT E M A1
AR T R SN ES) . A, BEINAIANE SR E S R AR SCEALTE B R B FZ 5)
RGMEAL b, BRGNS T RATWBLE G720, 2m T RATS ED L.

FWR, INFIR SR B . SR SR FITE SRR JIBR ] TINERIE M R N 2R . X E R,
FATHIAFNRE S 52 B S AR 20, 0 S 44035 20t 0] DAV SR RN T — 38 43 o 7E D HUGT S 44 1) 46 77 T
HENFI 0 dE B & S5 R SR A & o JER U EIRT DS T SR AE A, 99 H Sl Sk S
5T NRIN T, BAMERRSE ST M2, smE S AR ISR 7 SRR e,
WO AELE R, 64 S AR RN B 0 AH BLAE R (THis A2, 2014).

Bz, RS RE T BARE N R E . RS SRR, BARTE SRR
R RBE R R 2 —

B S I\AN =it R

Halx T A G S MBI ERES—, Hil A5G40 A5 (Mirrorneuron System, MNS)fE
H By Bi4jj (embodied simulation) it #1152 145 5 & 4t (Perceptual Symbol Systems, PSS)#it: .

BB T R GBI T 50— R A A FUENE, X LS 2 TOE S PAT A S E SO 5
M AR BEAT RS RIS 2 M B0 o JRERSRIe R, SRR a1, R0 7 RIEHR A ',
BN ME TOE R g . XRHDMPATIERMENER A G — IS A BN . fEAR
FHIE SIS TP R ILBT AN TG IR, 5 N EIIMESTE e A5 DA S A O B R A SR (rhis 4, 2013)
R A A 22 0 HOAZ VR AT 2 308 T A S X TS Sl S T B AR A A AT N B RIS 48, FRAERRDT | 15 S H
oA AL E EEAE (e, (AR, MisRZ, 2009).

H i & —FRe sk AL, @R B B SRS Bl R B AR O ERAS . B, AT
B/NULT 7R OFE PR E OB/ R, RIS B BGRAAR(THEAE, AD, 2013). X PP A
2K B, B N RN TR, Bk AMEAT KT B A R 03 A4 (mental simulation).
H B (1 R BRSO SR A TC R G, NIRRT AT A5 TC B IR R A N et L 1R TR 5%,
R R 19728 €8 8 24 (chameleon effect) (VR 8, JEiETIR, Fhad, 2011). 5—J51H, HEGEAG ERIUAAY
TEAMRAT N EHATRA, SR FERH CRMA, AIBILOHES), M= ANHEs& S, #
ENVE A SR R (B R ), VAR B AR M MO BRRAS(TIR, FRik, 2008).

FEATF 5 RGUBR UL B AR T fE 0 2 L, I8 A [R] B TE R R I S (S
BRI RN R, X e SR Sk B AR AN R AN [R] X H DASL RS o 7355 (PS) ” T ik
ITAEM . FNEAT 5 AHE SR /A AE K I AZ AU A 1, T2 G DA S S AR (M 3RAE, 7R BLA0l ke B rh gt
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ATRA CLSE I ZOA I RE (O A3, 2020). BRI, MEONBHDES 0 — M, g S AR SRR, W
wWrde . ALvE. JeEhiRIE, TR EAEMERE%. b, BRI OEGRE S “CIFL” XA
I, 2 WEE K AR R E st TR IUL A IS B SR A 4T, P AR NI RIRE | B B AT I
RYS, XSRS DA RN AT A, AR R 2 A AU T L1 45

2.3. RIS INFRIKER

EUMER L, ¥ E VRIS 5 REA G, 18 T IMA MBI Bk, B
Blamul. S RE. @l (VRE T 55, 2020).

FRE S P MMBER I E I, WS, BEM MR ERa g2 ), K2 )L
IS B RN E X MR BRI AN SR IS, AT R N R R IR, 2L R MR
Wi L MDA RE TR, BILS9E. BT & k(Steiner et al., 2001), RS F N
W4T, W R OR I 2 5 5 2 LERTET R OR B A 4K (12 5 3 R 1A HE 2 (1 205 M (Sagioglou: &
Greitemeyer, 2014). 53 —7J71f, 1@ WRE, AEIE L EmAMAXE B R A B AT N as R A A
[Flo AR, MATRIRAE 5 TS SRR R TR IS AR DG, 177 T AR 15 28 DU -5 1% WAk 44 5 AR T i ik 555 4 2 (Noel
& Dando, 2015). fEZE3I TS 5FEMR. SR EWAZER KRV LY s R B3 T2
LHE i, Wi E T 1E % S m ALK = WUEAZ UEHE (Chan et al., 2013).

M TR ANFRGE S5 R, i MR IX — 5 SR 2560 ¢ 1) BARE & 5 A %0 1Bk
%, P2 H G Fami(embodied metaphors) (B 3. B ARZR I SR BT R AMES, WiF “honey” “/INEET”
RIVAETEAR B PR AERRELL S R B KA R 2 N (s 221, 2018); Ma s B b5, Ml
NHEC “EAHATRR” , 252 EEEFE SRR EYI(Puska et al.,, 2018); & IR AN 2 FRACAMAXT .2
(RS T B2 e T 4 4R v S (R B (T 7 52, 2023) 03X U SIZIE AE S AIE I MR S AE B4R 5 4 3R B vh L4
TER T AHOCIIRRRGT, U2 2R GEA5 BB, A OSBRI 2 0E, sEmiR .

A, Bt RS, AR E — B A TG B, SO N ISE R
B AEFENLE] . sRit R —, B SMEE R IBNE R EE S, R IR R AT
FVETE 0] o PRI, TR FRURIE 70 12 AR R A B T, S s A i o AT A RO B 5 e
RERE R TAMRAAE 0, DRI HA S RIE RO MA S TAF R E B AL AEZ G, DMEAMALERE
FmbrbE. FARMEER, HHIOEAL UFERERIHE, HRBRILER R AR, Y MERAN RS,
P REAR DRI X IR A%, R AMATEREG P S AR T SB35k 8 4)(Zhang et al., 2003).

— OSSR SO IR B AE B OB, SR S BRI A FE R AR . AT, B AT
SLIR A AN 258 T A (Burr, 2015). R, IR =AM T h 2 A0V B i s, v, WL
W FHIT B 55, I A BT AN A [ S A B R S AR G I 3 (Gergen, 1999). 241K 3L, AAIT3%
IR, H HH7 XM RN AR e S 28 B mRERY, AMTEHX
PR IR Z 24 “R”7 , BALEMEHRAE ST RES RN 2“7 1o AN TR S A4 563047 i 44
G, AMURA TAE ERRGERZ, E2ZRRERm, PSS . Blin, AR RS ]
RES WA “APERE” o DL, BRGZFTIS KA 2SO U REma M . WRSE STk 1) 25 SURT e 4 el AR
NN IIELEBASE, T sZma AR 1) 5k

3. FEKER RS AR
3.1. EHER
R B VU h A B R 0 E TR TRk, BN S OB R B L — . bR A
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AT RZ S X A DT R R, 2 R B PR S B IR RS s (5K S04, 2021) . B AR RE I
WA Bh TR R I RE 55, i R P R A2 i (Meier et al., 2017). #h2 SCATE B bLan A AE H i
nZ AR H AR 2 X B B R T . SR8 e B (Zhou & Tse, 2022), 5B BAISE#E 24T A CEK
(Puska et al., 2018). fwir &t &I N LB NEFIMEE, B TEEMmAFMS 58 AT A (Meier et al.,
2012). BWFTCRILER ] DR BEIRIEIE 4, B 2 AENBSZ FWWET, XFPET - TR 1 28 B i X a AL
il 718 SO L WA & B (Ren et al., 2015; Chan et al., 2013; Wang & Chen, 2019; Z={Fj#, FAHI4, 2018),
B EBRIEAEVE AT LB, W “EMSGE AN o CATETEEUKE” o BRI v
R I8 UF A2 75 SIS AT AE B RO ORE BT, R IEIR S T . R R [RIAELE N AR &R (] R

2023), M5 SR ] ) B A7 CE Xl AL, AR 2 PR AN O B T B Ak o, T 2R MO o 3 ot
ORI, MATRINIAE R B 5B, S 5 A EEBA RS RCE, AR a2 BRI
R, AR R AL 22 5] K S E s 5 R E IR (SR, 2020),

3.2. &K

PR, H5EWA I W fili, WU ER R0 OB A PRI AR (A, UL, 2023).
TR X ELAE B A AR, IR XA T R R PO S N (LR A, 2021). AH ELEHURFIZEK,
TR LSRG EE DR, T3 BOE 4% I AN A5 AT JyFI T (Eskine et al., 2011). WFFTILKIL, AL, &
W5 A A7 BT B, il S R AR 0 A A A L i S R 1) /IR e A6 A7 AF DG 31V f) e 5K B Ay 3dif (Chen
& Chang, 2012). BIFFEIE KRB, i I v W B A S 46 ) T S kL2 A RFAIE (Sagioglou &Greitemeyer, 2016).

3.3. EREK

WETEARIL, BRWRIE H HOA R — A EoE, SR AT R, Pdyn #2802 FPl i RR B 44
270, SRR SR PO SR (P 2555, 2021). 4R FY IR S RINEA S Fe AL B0 BRI, TTRE
HRTEWAE AR T, 2018) FEH OB, MRIRH F T e IR A% A A B ARG (o 21 25
2008). FEFSCIELH, FBRORKI B, (A S SRS R O “TRA & 7 218 . SCIERT JT R,
PRWR S Wk P 2 T A7 AE BRI Q2R 5 A LEBHWR AT TR, BRI 2 I Ak 4 1% 28 (Z= il 3ie , 20215 Zhang et al., 2023).
FERFTTH, FLEER. SEMAK, RS 2R IERAT (0 T, 2023), AHICHT TR 25 B IR IR
PORHI A R IR 770 B SRR SE MR T B 3, JF S (W 17 5 K247 9 (Cai et al., 2017).

3.4. ¥R

PRRAN TR, T A& v Sk 32403 IR o ) — PR B GEA 1T, 2018) SR INIL, FEVE 20 M X 1 BluB kB 32
X BRG] PR A 38 S SV R R X RS B LA i 2 5, R WA R T A o — Rk
Bi(Rudenga et al., 2010; Kawakami et al., 2016) . ML A FERTE , ATFEAS A H X & 31 TR R 256 AN [
TERPGIX, BBEATREE N TP aYIE L, BA A B EH (Billing & Sherman, 1998). MI7EFEAHIIX,
BRI 66 51 AT 5 R, AERUAA P A2 R T B SR, AL €44 (Hachiya et al., 2007). 534h, B fm s
W52 BN N FAEF RN SIS, DLACR B4 S & R R B (15 17245, 2018).

LR, EEE MREIRE. 9. BRSBTS B XOMAR A N SE R -2 5 R o
R v B35 Bl (Byrnes & Hayes, 2013); 3 BRRE B2 s 1 77 i 72 T8 9847 O b S AT RE AL BE 2 REE
(Mukherjee et al., 2017); 5 4F BRR B VIHIMK R B ORI v =X E Ki(Wang et al., 2016). BB LFIE S
TG4 BElAT NAE T A 5%,  Z20F BRI IR BE 25 5 BB (i et al., 2013), LI HH B v R BB 8 )
(Batra et al., 2017),
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4, RESRE
4.1. RELSRR

R P L B WF ORGSR 70 AR 0 S AR A ST IR AR A SE B, A B 3 T R B 0 ) B
Wt I HAEIR ST IS B SE PR A, B IR 55 R AR IO BRI B ok, e s
A NSRBI OR35S TAR N SRR AL aH vk i i DRt AR 35 R0, (RN B RERS A R i i 2 1%
LR T EOR SR A A SRR RE ST, R R G B e L S R, 8 G SR A N R SR
1705, T RS E B AR AT LAE 2 R R e, S v AR DR SRIIT (RO s FERR IR AR R 10 6 25 1 (G
TN G W N GRS IR 1), A SR AT B R ok, AR AAT IR B v, AR T B B 7,
ORGSR B L Ok RIS TR AR AR KA S A A

AT b 1) H SR O SR E N b 2822 H K OGUE, (EZ U A7 A — 2 ), EdE AN R AT IR B
WIS mUFAFAEZE SR, RPWRGEE B L R BEAR A5 58 S AL BERRT AL, X AN RS A 2 TRI R 5 FL B A
BZEFRMVARAL . BEAh, ZHTAE KR SRR SR & R . SO SRR, B AR R S Ao ) 42
FIRELRETE 2 KARRE bR SR8 1R 5 .

4.2. REWMRAME

RAK, WIFpNZIE AR LR A, 2 D R R Rt B S VR R AL AT B, 523 3T
XHORGE S PEREARAAIR, JREEE . R S B N IX AT LR . Aok, Xkt
SEGF B AR RO BEANAT N RO B, 1 RAE AR ST T 52 T A7 CE AR [R] A W ot B LA G2 3 BE VRN AR5 S04

FEfR

P

FEE(2024). F BRI A0 30— iR 28 USRNSSR, 7 A 2 R0, 45(L),
73-84.

FRERDT, WK 4, M08 (2020). RG0S I 5w sk sz e R AL, ORS00k g, 28(10), 1678-1687.

PR K, d4EA(2023). se4 R B S iAknkiarm Sl aesnt. 8947, (3), 65-69.

TR, BR#1(2008). JLE OISR M —— R S BTRIRVE. OEIT, (4), 44-48.

BT, R, Hh, HUAFEQ2018). HR LM HE—— QB L2 N . OB 20, 26(9), 1651-1660
1= 14 (2018). A AT A AL ST T2, WAL S, & WiTLIm e K4

AT (2023). A 7 1 i il R 1T AL B 8. TR 54 ST, FR: T3 K2

HHIRE, (HARER, MiEREE(2009). AGHHE TC RS IITT T MM e B, O BE R, 17(1), 118-125.

DIEE, sKoCH, L, K, BRR(2021). BRWRNL(E BRI BB KRR, ML, 3T(),
89-95.

FRB(2008). Tk 2 KB W L. JTH A ZZIR(H 2 F1R), 10(3), 55-61
ZEME B, REIEAA(2006). AR S, I, (2), 184-190

ZEfEVE, FAIAE(2018). JRIBAE SCRER LRI, O F AL M/, 6(12), T46-T51.
U HE(2021). YA s X B O R, WAL SE, RN RN K
250 (2020). A A G B BB R BT, WA, HN TR R

XS Mg, XEE, &3, 2FH2010). XK GE REUR S 8 T RERE LR IR AT S IR R IR Y. 7 [E R 25-F 7,
12(5), 837-838.

I, FARZE, FLA(011). 1528 B G HLEV TR, LB F 2 fE, 19(1), 50-59.
PR RARMR, SKIEGE, XIF2(2020). B S RIGERT S BB ALA T IO LE SR SN, OB 4R, 40(4), 296-301.
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