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Abstract

Loneliness is a negative experience arising from a discrepancy between an individual’s subjective
expectations for social interaction and the actual quality of their social relationships. Evolutionary
theories ofloneliness suggest that prolonged loneliness can adversely affect social cognition. Previous
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studies have shown that loneliness is negatively associated with theory of mind (ToM), a core social-
cognitive ability, yet no research has elucidated how loneliness dynamically influences the cogni-
tive-neural processes underlying ToM. In the present study, we employed high-temporal-resolution
electroencephalography (EEG) and a computerized version of the classic Reading the Mind in the
Eyes task (RMET) to investigate the dynamic impact of loneliness on ToM processing. The results
revealed that individuals with high levels of loneliness exhibited reduced early-stage facial pro-
cessing efficiency (attenuated N170) and enhanced late-stage compensatory resource allocation
(increased P3), suggesting that loneliness may influence the dynamic cognitive-neural processes
of ToM through early-stage processing inefficiency and late-stage compensatory resource recruit-
ment.
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1. 5|8

PR FH T A S AT 22 58 A R RN S bt 2 06 22 00 A AE 22 BRI 3 B0 — P 2 N AR 5 1)
F K Z (Hawkley, 2022). BEHEH TS 2ERAHFRRINT, IO RAT 2808, WO — A R R
P i E K k2 A 4 TUAE 1) i(Barton et al., 2024; O’Rourke, 2024), JIMIREALEESHEH, PIOBUR S X 42>
A= A AU A B2 T (Cacioppo et al., 2015; Cacioppo & Cacioppo, 2018; Cacioppo & Hawkley, 2009).

O PR (Theory of Mind, ToM) @&t 23 IANFI AR O RE J1 2 —, "EAEAMERE G BRAR M BOAE &, =BT
54, R4 T N BI4T N (Apperly & Butterfill, 2009). 3 2o BEH S A 1S AMATE 4E 2 24 P B HER
H TR A N B O FRAS, FEAMA T8 R R 4 1 #E22 B 3)(Delgado et al., 2023).

DAAEAIF FEUE B 1 OSBRI O3 IR e ) 2 (B IR . BET o7 s, UMUK 5 O BB R B )47
TER O B, R IO = 1) LB AT D4R, 7RO BRI AT 55 I R LBk 72 (Bosacki et
al., 2020; Smogorzewska et al., 2024), fEZFERH REH . P REZE R EE D, IS OHE S
R 23 E 2 UM 5<(Adams et al., 2020; Braak et al., 2022; Eramudugolla et al., 2022; Okruszek et al., 2024).
PRANLHEIRE FL R R, SIS 2 5.0 3 BHSIN T AN XTI OC . USR5 458 K X 24 (Canig: S 4
s BEAN SCRAR /NI R S5/ AN Th RE AR AL (Zovetti et al., 2021)H 5. IIRANMA FIER T 2E S Ak (TPI) )
POE D (Cacioppo et al., 2009; Cacioppo & Hawkley, 2009). fRMUBHL AR 1 P 0 BT 45 Bz J2 00 1E 8 0%
(Lametal., 2021; Spreng et al., 2020). BAb, HoHT—IMN R — DR T 25 RAPBERTH. Yu
et al. (2024)%F FE/NFEAE AT T JUAHB R IT, RIS OB R 1 5 B0 O 3R e
77, AU N O IR ER IR B TR

DA BB FE 78 2k B 7 OB BB BE D B, E,  H AT O TR R I OB G AT 52 o0 3
IR TREh& AR, HH, CHEMANEREZERR T N?LE, FOFE EFENBEF LR
TRREAA, M= 38 0% R AE AR R AT T AR

TR B A, AR A TSR 28 AR S 320 fF 55 (Reading the Mind in the Eyes Task,
RMET)/E RO B S 68 7 B0 & F8 bR (Sanvicente-Vieira et al., 2013), ELHEERAS B UMUE K - 1) 48 BR il
NS PATERE R B Z R A EHLL RMET B 1S B 240, 38 Gedl $E 58 Uzt i) = RIS Fa 45
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fEAF T LATEAT N Z T MAAE S5 BN LR . itk — 5 38 s IO o] 52 ma O 3 E 8 (Y s A A
PR TR, ABFFAE RMET (155 AT AEEE A AN 7E 7 Wi H(EEG)id3% . SF4H#H ¢ AL (Event-
Related Potentials, ERP) 7> #73& T- DA 75 (Shu et al., 2014), FEEIFE N170 F1 P3 545 .

N170 & —Fp i mPe e, @ EREE I 170 280 £ 4L B (Bentin et al., 1996), FHAE 2k
R LA AE BN L& PIAH & (Eimer, 2011)0 & 3 B T AMAE R A0 58 B B THIFLARFAE (19 225 46 1 2
i (Rossion & Jacques, 2011), F£5 AR 155 [ FL 0 T CHEE i (X R0 AH 9¢ (Haxby et al., 2000). 5t A,
IARTEAL S5 BRSO BB S AH AT 55 Hh 7 B AL R FLZE RN, N170 R0 AR A0 v] B8 S bt 1 L 1 T
FLENHE N T A2 (Eimer, 2011; Shu et al., 2014). Kk, AR FEEIS RE 115 2 skt 2 Rk,
TE T AL EN B B T B A HH BE SR IR AR 28 IO, AT 5 B3R5 1 N1170 R

P3 &—FhIERER, W ERE R 300 280/ AR BIEE (Picton, 1992), FF H A AT SEHIER] 5
H A AL 215 B BN LA 9% (Knyazev, 2013). ‘& E B 7 RMET i e 2 o i 073 2 5 U5 0 4 e
(Shu et al., 2014), FFFIZ 5 03RS 1SN X I X (TP 30E 2 VI FH % (Sether et al., 2021).
Deschrijver etal. (2017)#& i, B AKH P3 JRIEATHES ML T 8 2 A ZI IR0l . Rk, O FEFEGRE =N
AMA, ATREZ BT R LN C AR A S A e B SE 2 A A s URARES . ASS e it {5 BN LRSS,
NI H 3G 5 1) P3 R -

L ERNR, AT NEE, ARSI AR R I AL 215 BN TR 22 (S A 518 (0 S B ) o 7
IWHIPHZ S AR b, AW S m DU R m] R I HH 5 T T L0 T A% 36 1 PRI (O B AE B /N ) N170 iR
b, TR SN AR RS T RE 23 15 A MG S B U 20 C PR AR P 1 B (S WLAE BE K P3 R 1R ).

2. 5k
2.1. #ik

FAVEH G*Power 3.1 (Faul et al., 2007) KA € G@ IR T . 9 1 A IR AU 12 JIlEO 28 53 (1)
oM, WE RN E N 0.46 (Cohen’s d; Cacioppo et al., 2009). & E /KT a=0.05 ARG TFIH% 0.95, 45
REPEGARA BT LR N E R B D FHEIL 53 45 5%,

ASEIHHEE T 394 XS 5#(102 LM, FFE 19.75 + 1.64 %), 58T TR 8 TN K 51%
A E R (ULS-8; Xu et al., 2018), R A H—HPE R 4 (Cronbach’s o = 0.83), Li5riuFE N 8~32 47,
1357 m R RIS T UK TP IE IR £ 0.8 Ml Z AR 1E(Guan etal., 2025), 54 >21
IR EIMHL)AL, 59 <15 MRPARIULL)AL. 4, f 84 L{EES 5 H L& oo pipos 58
SERL T LSS, Hod 9 A EEG il 2 (>25%%; Luck, 2014) 8 HERR, PR 75 4253 4 HL
H(n=38, 10 &5, FHERK 19.55£1.22 %, ULS-8 14y 23.16 £ 1.84)F1 LL A (n=37, 14 4 F 1%,
SRS 19.76 £1.64 %/, ULS-8 “F#54) 13.30 £2.27).

22. M SR

AW HTF LA ) RMET AE55 VP Al 03B 8 58 /) (Sanvicente-Vieira et al., 2013). £ 36 4
IERIGA 1 AR, i B-Prime 2.0 FofF R IUIRMS EUE ORI i ERP {55 (151 LL IR IR 45
RIFEt:, SRERBEIPR, HIILE 72 N ERSLE IR 5250 UG 5 ki 42 500
SRR “+7 G, B ED 2 IR BURAIE(1024 < 768 px, 23.5 x 9.4 cm), HEZ5E Mk
RE(LE 1)o 2253 7 PSR P 1] gk £ — N R R 6 IR A B R i i H KRS R3], 3 DY 4] 43l oz
THEG I H S B 08 0E . $ 8 R SRR 1 DUANAE S A B, sl A Sy XL K AT M
B SO R R AE & I H 1] AL S 4 A
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Figure 1. Stimulus presentation sequence of the computer version of RMET

1. ITEH A RMET B9 2 M5

2.3. FEE g RTRALIE

EEG {55 18id 64 > Ag/AgCl LA TE(Brain Products GmbH, Gilching, Germany)it. 3%, A EEEY &
EPr 10-20 £G1. H#HHRE T AFz, Cz AEKBEINEL S . = EAKFIRS)E )4 hilidid & T
RN J7 B A BRAMI R A B F AR e 5% o DS RT N IR BEHTIR T 5kQ DAMRIESS 5 Bl . EEG B2k Tiikb
FEAE MATLAB R2022b /{# i EEGLAB (v2024.0; Delorme & Makeig, 2004)#1 ERPLAB (v8.30; Lopez-
Calderon & Luck, 2014)5E . AMRAEEESE, KiES: EEG B B K AE 2 250Hz, R ERIRE, M
FH - Butterworth Jg R ik i N 5 38 J€ 7 (0.1~30 Hz, 12 dB/AEAIAT) o 3 1 S 37 543 73 M1 (extended infomax
SR EBrbhi, FE5IBr 5 12 IRFNAR BN AH G 57 o T8 B 1 80E T 258 27395 % . AR,
EEG #ffs LLRIAT 200 ms RIS 800 ms 730 B, FEAAL IR RIFHT—200 £ 0 ms WA . HILH3)
HeBR R Oz IR (1 & 200 ms 2N E 1 - EH>70 uv, & 100 ms VPG —R), AUFR B TGO ZE o
T4 ERP 40 #7 o
2.4. BARSHR

AT B RSB MALFEA ¢ h 56 LB a UM A 5 I AU 2 A2 TR 38 M S BB b ) 22 55

o FBL AR T s AR T A FE(Shu et al., 2014) 2501 22 SSFIBOY B R, 1EHL Pz, P1. P2,
POz. PO3 Hl PO4 HIMAFE IR IR, N170 Bi7r7E 160~200 ms i [A] & N SR HCE S 4RIE, P3 /T 7E
200~350 ms B [8] & (N R HCEIHRME . BEfS, 20506 N170 5 P3 B-P IR IR i AR 2 (B AT 00U
MSTREA K3

FITE Gt o3 )im it JASP B AF 5¢ i(version 0.19.0; http:/jasp-stats.org).

3. &R
3.1. ITRE&R

IERREE R F ML P4 IER I H BCN 47 N(SD =4.6), RAML1 N 46 MNSD=6.9), JArFEA
t KOG 25 R RN, PULEIEMIE B L E R A E#, «(73)=-1.16, p=0.25, Cohen’sd=0.28 (LA 2).
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SN 45 B I ()2 SN RE 9 5090 ms (SD = 1529), A4 A 4280 ms (SD = 1099). Ji:
SRR RIS S RN, RO I s R R K TR, #(73) =—2.63, p=0.01, Cohen’sd=0.61

(L 2).
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Figure 2. Statistical results of accuracy and reaction time. The bar charts represent the raw means =+ stand-
ard error (SE). HL = High loneliness group, LL = Low loneliness group; ns = no significant difference, *
=p<0.05

& 2. IEFAZE (Accuracy)5 & RiBd(Reaction time)gtit4ER . HIRERRIRHRINE + FRAEIRSE). HL
= S, LL= KIME; ns= EFFAEE, "=p<0.05

3.2.ERP &R

N170 “F¥igE: b HRAE 160~200 ms FIET R & A FEHCFBARMELIE 3), @4 N170 7
YIHRIEN—0.13 uV (SD = 1.56), MHEHAZE, (RIRAAITEEE G, HN—1.55uV (SD =2.14), FIAEA t
R g6 25 R R (L 4), w2 B N170 P35 fulig B2 22 /N TR AU ZE , «(73)=-3.28, p=0.002, Cohen’s
d=0.76.

P3 “PEHRIE: X PIAAATE 200~350 ms (B[R] & Y SRECFS4RIR(L I 3), miflZL i P3 ~FH54k
&9 2.22 uV (SD = 1.74), {KAIILLN 1.30 uV (SD = 1.70). JHSZREA ¢ #0645 BB R(LE 4), mEiUhd
) P3 “FE4RIE 52 K TR, #73)=-2.31, p=0.02, Cohen’sd=0.53.
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Figure 3. (A) Average ERP waveforms for high and low loneliness groups, with shaded areas (160~200 ms; 200~350 ms)
indicating the analysis time windows for N170 and P3, respectively. (B) Topographic maps of the average N170 and P3 am-
plitudes for high and low loneliness groups. HL = High loneliness group, LL = Low loneliness group

3.(A) SEMIRATY ERP KFE, BBBXIS(160~200 ms; 200~350 ms) 5 HIFR N170 1 P3 HISHAHEE; (B)
SIRMMETFINI70. P3 RIEDHHAE, HL= SMAE, LL= KMMA
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Figure 4. Statistical results of the average N170 and P3 amplitudes. The bar charts represent the raw means
=+ standard error (SE). HL = High loneliness group, LL = Low loneliness group; * = p < 0.05, ™ = p < 0.01
[ 4.N170 #0 P3 EHIRIBASZITER . HRERTRERHE + #RERGSE). HL= 74, LL
= {KIMIhLB; *=p<0.05, *=p<0.01

4. Wig

BAR DT FEUE ] 1 MU AR (a5 ma Lo BB R, H 1 O U AR I IR AN o] 5 e O B BE AR R B 2
WHIFRZE I T AR, [RINHF 70 s s ik = ok B A R BRI 888E o AR R TH R WL 22 8 RMET
AT 45w R R AE NGO ERBRAR R FT, 455 T AT WA ERP $8b5, 7~ 1 IUEES ma.O BRI (1) sh 2 A s
LR, NSNS TR BAE R BCE AR . AT NS REIR, U AE O B R AT 55
[ S SR S 3 K TR, M EAf R T 3 22 5% . ERP 45 IR, sl R0 o 5 B 58 /NP N170 1
W B K 11 P3S4RI -

AT 85 TR I, IR IR A {6 B A N\ 52 8 RMET ) 1E R 35 77 AR s {H 2 # B 38 i K T I 17E 58
AT S B R N o FE AR )LEE . /A X et 2 R AR R B R, DL S Z N IR
I B A 2 HIEE SR BRI Fe il B 1 IR RMET AF 55 1 1 26 2 [A] 1) J2. 3 57 A
F(Adams et al., 2020; Braak et al., 2022; Eramudugolla et al., 2022; Okruszek et al., 2024), TILEAMF I H,
BAVFEARAEA RO Bk R N RIS 22 57, IX 0] RS2 T8 R A AN L2 A D48k
B, R WAAEEAT A SN 8 (Hartshorne & Germine, 2015). {H &, tFHEMRA RMET /14588910
KRNI, AERIRATTREWSAEAT N R I A2 {5 BN TS, FRATAR I IO 2 5E B RMET 1155 1 %
R KT . X — S5 RR A, BRI i 28 5% TR U S #OIRES,  (BAE QBRI
NI AR o BB A AE DD L2805 N BRI ) . B U 4G RS IR AT RESG Ik 2 A0 fer . JEIRAE (5 R
I LA ER R % —E(Cacioppo et al., 2015; Cacioppo & Hawkley, 2009).

ERP &5 Wit — 04 R T @AM 4L 215 B0 LA Pl s & 2 4, S UMM AR B H 3
N170 FRME 98 55 IR P3 PRI R, H5E, RN TH B, @i N170 JRiE 520055 . LA
FERE SR BT, N170 HRIE A2 40 S e 1 ST LA 0 TR0, #h 2 \HUI CRCRAR B R4 =
HIW] B S N2 ek 55, AT AT BE = A2 B /N N1170 HiRME (Eimer, 2011; Haxby et al., 2000; Rossion & Jacques,
2011). ABEFE N170 HRIER S RED],  m A4 Co BB 0 T 1) 5 S B T B A7 AE ALK I A% %
RE, AT BN N170 $iRifi . Hook, ZEMEEI BRI OB By, = AR 3R 00 HH 3 9 1) P3 iRl . LA
AR TER, P3 IRIE MR B T B FRAMB AR IS B L8R, 4/ MA R B2 E B LAz,
B L AR VRS, 245 K P3 $RIE(Deschrijver et al., 2017; Knyazev, 2013; Shu et al., 2014). Z<HF
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FC P3 PRME 45 R, IO ACE 5 3T B 0 0 ARG A mT e a7 A A1 2 W B9 2 W D20 TR o BB )
PESE N, TR BE R P3 JRIE . X — RN Tk 55 - MR AP IRAM G587 AR E B, AIO ) fi
FRBSCE NAE OB ERAT 55 Hh, AR I 3 01 B8 2 B B PR R AN SR AN TR AL e, DAL A
LA R I IERATE .

AWFFEES T REAAT M ERP FHEE, 7R T IHUEZ 0RO BRI I TRSIZ WM&l 2, i
TR R RSB TRk . TEELR R S b, AN B IRAE R R N R R A T IR S i B
THBEEMSIE. MR 7 IOME S S S T SE BN T BCE 5 NARES R, R R
T REERERT N LB, AU T Pl a2 5 BE YIRS AT 45 R (Pearce et
al., 2021), &M EAASE B LRGN AR E A s . B2 & ZI0 CREE G T AT 52 K
HAMARAL 2N RIS R BN TT, PRI, BT TR AR L pRod A o B R AR I AH S R AR TG
LR HE JJ(Rebeschini et al., 2019), M SR AMA R #E 208 N 5 4S8R

A FAAFAE— LR PR 5, iR R IR S B T LUE AL IX . R4 ERP $2 4L T it [a] 43
HER M AUEYE, (AL FRG IR, oo AL X o ARSI 9T T LLZE & fMRI B 74 7124k
B ATER VY o HR, BTSN A 43 288 B R0 T RE PR T 0 A O e v st o AHIE TR IR Ak 2
N R VIR M G AR ZE 2 (Rl dH ) 22 5, SR Rk 7 V6 ] REHI 55 1 FRATT 4 el ok i 4 e A oy (2
LI FE A ) B JJ(Fisher et al., 2020). AR T RIE RAGIIMBAEAEL A &, &5, ESWEH
FFESUE . RMET AF55 ARG HUE R, (AHAR 2\ BIESEARX W4k . KRR AT 454 5 3 AR 14 A AT 55 Bk AN
T O BE RS N T A5

5. &t

PR A BRI A IO 2 B S R A2 DA, S BORIT ST IR 17 IR 7 g S mi O PR T 20X —
Rt 2 INHIRE ST, (B W TCRE FUR R AU I T S M o BB M Zh A AR 2t 72 . AR TS & 14T
N5 ERP $5F5, ABLEIUMASALE 0B AT 55 v B S M SER S LN 838 (N 170 M
/) 5 BRI 3 FC 4G 52 (P3 R MY ) FIRFIE . IXEe 25 R R T VU O BB I TR Sh A 520, Ak
TS, FHRRAE T BRI N OGE MR F R 2 2RI TR, 5Tt HAk Rk Re /iR it 7
T ESEERBRAT

SE
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