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1 INTRODUCTION
o HEWFHAERICE W THTFOLEGIT &V 5 JEHE)
> BN (competitive) <°W /1H) (cooperative) 7235 T A %I (Camerer, 2003;
Schelling, 1960)
< DO (theory of mind) & B9f%
> FFOHELLAREE, [TEIZBMET 272 OICHFOLE T D DR ) (e.g.,
Gopnik & Wellman, 1992; Wellman, 1990).
> KAFE T, SUBIZ X > TEROFWHIZENRH DN E 9 NEBET 5
® LATHISE
<> R ER R BN
> N oTHHE, BoEEERLLT UV (e.g., Astington, Harris, & Olson,
1988; Dennett, 1987; Perner, Leekam, & Wimmer, 1987)
> 4 I A b EmMNTE D L SIS (eg, Perner, 1991;Wellman,
Cross,&Watson, 2001; Wimmer& Perner, 1983)
> REAICEET S BTV &0 D) A STV D (Sabbagh, Xu, Carlson,
Moses, & Lee, 2006)
> HFUHHETET=FHTH SUEET R W ENRE STV 5 (Avis & Harris,
1991)
2 INDEPENDENCE AND INTERDEPENDENCE
® s (perspective taking)
> R TIE, EARBRERET SR8 L, HARBEOEMRE 2 XEIT 5
<> ZLC, b (PE vs. KE) X THREALEOEBHESINRILDNE I E
FRICRRA)
o iz X2 TEREX D E LV (e.g., Triandis, 1995; Triandis, Bontempo,
Villareal, Asai, & Lucca, 1988) D3
>  HE : collectivistic (BEAHISCIL), interdependent (FH ALK TFMEM VD)
> K[H : individualistic (ffl A\93Z{E), independent (FH AAKIFIEDMEKL )
® 2 ODLDE
< collectivistic culture
> BHBOWKET AWM &EIL, thE & OEBRCHSHIIRO P TR I LD
(Shweder & Bourne, 1984)
> MEICEIT LIS, Aoz iy bEHEHL TWwW5 (Markus and
Kitayama, 1991)
> HCOICHEIT IR EZHEFE OBBZROT TITH (Brewer & Gardner, 1996)
> OOIFERICHTHFEICONT, HENIFE =FWRENOEEL LD
&9 % (Cohen, Hoshino-Browne, & Leung, in press)
< 1individualistic culture

> HORBETA2H&IE, BHDOHBE (aspirations) RCERMBIZEKSZIThh
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% (Shweder & Bourne, 1984)
> BT LIEEE, thEozn L L TS (Markus and
Kitayama, 1991)
> BAOER—RICASEMEOEHEEZIT S HEMIZH D (Holyoak & Gordon,
1983)
S BHARANTIZZ O X D e X8 £ S e (Kitayama,Markus,
Tummala, Kurokawa, & Kato, 1990, as cited by Markus & Kitayama,
1991)
> OOIFERICET HREICONT, BEEANTIASONENLELE S &7
% (Cohen, Hoshino-Browne, & Leung, in press)
o KWFFEDOHK
> bRy ZER
® P[E#KE
® H[E (interdependent), *k[F (independent)
> ABETIE, ERROSUERYZERD, AR ELEL TR NT, ED LD
BT DO R 5.
CULTURE AND PERSPECTIVE TAKING
® AR BIZEBNT, SULIZREWRH D72 51X, LLFOXLT 5 2 DORGEENE 2
Y AA)
® LITZExEOMELERD
3.1 The Representational Hypothesis
® Interdependent 7230{k.® NI, independent 723CfbdD ALV &, HE &l
DREPP TN D20, s L BOOXHIRSE T W
® Interdependent 723D AN, =3B N w7z F—%2 L 0E T
DTL?
3.2 The Attentional Hypothesis
® Interdependent 723 kD NI, fFDFIEICESE, BACOREEZRIET D
(Markus & Kitayama, 1991)
® Interdependent 72 XAt D AL, thEDORREH /S ORRZ LY LEETH20,
TIAV Ny I RET—X, HEVEISRVOTIE?
3.3 The Present Study
® Perspective taking i (Keysar, Barr, Balin, & Brauner, 2000; Keysar, Lin,
& Barr, 2003)
S KMBHERaIa=s—varn—o
> —HOWBRE DR T DG OWBRE R DMK (7=
N ZEnd
> 2 N1THMONT BRETER L, WEhn— N ERE, i ira4
> FigliZdh o Lo okt (L, 2oy b)) KRESNEAT V=7 MZ
L, FEREMTAEICHEDA 7 V=7 e X o1 rnd 2 (Figl
Z )
> W< oOhoRe Yy ME, ERNTWD (Ltk, %) SnTns7eo), iR
B LATHEDORFITER D
® FlHDOH
> A=y b 28BOF TV b
> BoR
> A7V NOREEAEZT-FEREERT
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> BUEOAENOGEIRSNIALEIIT/ENA T V=7 MBS

ERIFNT R RWEEZ ST D

> ATV MI2O®HDR, 1OEFMEISN TS0, HYOBS)

5 LRz 72w (Figl 2H)
- Ivvar

> WA () 13, HFE (TR K@ ShThEe vt Ty

=7 MZOWTHEREIED
> fil . ‘Move the block one slot up.’

> ZoLE, HFBRENASORKNEMFORNZ > £ XKFITE 2T

RELDAEL, =3 M) v 7 RITEDRBIEINDTEA D
® AKWFEDIGHZ H TITDTHD
< Representational Hypothesis
> FEANRESEL, =22 Y v T RefTE)
> CKEN IRELDALT, Tk N v RITH)
<~ Attentional Hypothesis
> FEACRESECT, FExITR N v 7 RITH)
> CKREA IRELNEL, =t r Y v s RfTE
METHOD
4.1 Subjects
o KR FH ORI
< University of Chicago ®=4
> HEAN ERGEEHS) 20 A1
> CKELAN (JEFEEEE) 20 A
® WEREOWHEMEICOWT
> fFiln ) 22 5%
> MR B AT
> PR R
> B E—
4.2  Procedure
® KIFFRIZHIT HE DIk
< [ACAFEDOAD, [F—NETCHREITO
> HERE (TR OMF (FERE) 1L, &<56
® FiiZ
> E R O FE i
> 11[H[H : LI%JEU WZATH (WRENA T V=7 S EEINT)
> 2[EH : %’ AT D (#ERE )Y Director %1272 %)

—EKBRIRNZZ IR L CWAELHRT A0, 20k ok

179
> 1FITHOFIA

> FEHER

> HRETICHIEREE 2 FEART

> HIHNREEN S, HEDREIZZR D X 9 IZ#RT 5
< RiE

> 2 [A%EE

VpEANFAEER O ELLPET, KEIZ2~9 » AELTWD

s

Bz
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® 1[5H :A%EAr Yy MZX¥—F v |k
® 2[nH :AEAry MZF¥—F v ML
4.3 Materials (Figl &)
& BHOHEME
& HKHHIZIE, 200X b OFT V=l MRTUXALIREIND
e 7-77L, —olf, AEINI TV
4.4 Equipment
o [REkESNHIE
< SMI (Berlin, Germany) iView X head-mounted eyetracking system
® EEE L EMEDOHIE
< MPEG videos.
S HBRECHTERAZXA LI, ETAERE
4.5 Coding and Measures
® 2 ODGT—#
> T2, FBRENLF TV =7 MIEELTHD, HERZ—F Y NMIFE
Xz 5 L35 F CoOMMPEHI SN
1. AREKIES)
> M%ERAvy hOA T V=7 MIEM L T 7zEER % FHl(the number of
fixations on the competitor object)
> HB ARy hOF 7Vl el onF—Fy hELTHR
LTWeDre W) Faefid
2. 17&Eh(behavior)
> A= NERBICERT D FE TICE L TV 2R % #Hl(the latency
of the last fixation on the target before reaching toward it)
> HW:PAZERvy NOFERY —F v FOREIZENS D WEE L TY
RPN RN R
e I—F 7
< 100ms OFEMREZ —F & L7z
S VI RFOFTENT ANV T O a—T 4 T E{ToT (FEBRNEIX
HID720N)
o ff (WEREW)
> EBRSMHERATy NIy hOFT V=T FEESL
S WHISRE  HERA Ty NI I —DOAT V2T FEESL
5 RESULTS
o LR (Fig2 )
1. 2(ONE (BT ) X 2 (i (BREN)) ZEERIRE EK 88T
2. TEHEE
> ZZHAEHZ
<+ FQ, 38) = 5.353, prep = .92
> HUM 2R
<> KREA
®  EBRLM>HHIGM (Ms = 1.85 vs. 0.80) : t(19) = 55.54, prep
=.99

2 —RAICHERT TR L 72 WR IERGR A2 5% E L E N A2 FEHIT 5728, accept-support &\ 9 &
BLTEWVMEILZ R E LN ERRBT OMEEEZBRA L TV,
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< HEA
® EERZM =St (Ms=0.86vs. 0.54) : t(19) = 1.30, prep = .71
3. RIERFfH
> REEH
< F(1, 38) = 18.04, prep > .99, n = .322
I E e

> KREA
®  EBRSME>HEHISM (Ms = 3,799 ms vs. 2,785 ms) : t(19) = 3.34,
prep = .98
< HEA
®  EBRSME=#HISZM (Ms=1,621 ms vs. 1,553 ms) : t(19) = 0.65,
prep = .49

4. F&
> R & EBIERFE O T ICB W TKEADIZ ) BAEAe Yy hOF T V=
b (=) OFEZZIT TN
> Attentional Hypothesis % X ¥F
® R OFEMI G
1. HEANOLERIRAZ R Do 7o FTREME
® LS HHTS
> BRI EEZBE LT R CERSEMORIER R A2 BEERE (Figd )
> CKEA>TEA : (21,336 ms), F(1, 38) =11.27, prep > .99
> HEAE, KEAZESXTRE L CTWRWE %R
2. FEANE, WEICTET] EWHRIWICH D7D, BV L TEDEZEZRIT TV
7= I REME & FREE
® T RAYUBIHKIZIINY OFEABERE (2-3 » H) EEJMEL TWHERE (9
r H) Tk
o EREIECIEMREFE CEIL o
3. KREANKZ L TV =FH 2w R
> 65%DT AUNNIE, EREELZBELTCEEZREONRHC TEo5H 2]
EWVIH I EESE LTV
> —J, TOXOREEELTWEREAOEREITZ L AL TE -7
6 DISCUSSION
® Attentional hypothesis % 3 fF
> HEAN:FEAe Yy NOEEZIZEAEZIT TR TE
> KEAN:BERe Y NOREEZZIT TV
o [HHALER I DE
s HEAN:AHFEAEICLCAH T Y2 MOER
< CKEA BOZENC L TA TV = NEER
o Ukttt aa=r—va VEFOEEOMITS
<> FEAN HEERGFOBWIL) - FICERZRTTW
> CKEAN HAKGFOERWIHE) - BHICERZRITOTW
o LSO FIZBIT 53 EN e AR
> B RETIE, FoxkTh () FEOMBAFA LY, (2) fEH0ITE%2 Tl

3 HLbLDELBF LI LTHNIZITO FE. 2T, KEAL PEADEERRFEIZ S &
bLDERDSTZZLEBREL, 7T 25.
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L7203 582 % EM (universal) (ZFf>E#E 2 51TV 5(Sabbah et al |,
2006)
> ERoEBE IS E, KEAE, KAZZRDIZoNTZoEHE 2 M L
LMo oD Tt S5
o HLAABIIHESMMEMERICE W TCIIMO CEEREZTHS (Mead, 1934)
> ARWFIETIE, O LD RN, UL ERIZ L > T8 LT 2 F &M LIz
® FHARIFMED EN UL ¢ BRSNS
® FHAARIFHEDIRN I « ARSI 200
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Fig. 1. Example of an areay feom the persgaective of the divectir | vight)
and the perspective of the sulsject (l=lt). The target is the moteally visille
blisek (seenand row b, amd ihe |':|I|IJlPli|||J' iz the hlaek (third row) vieilile
oaly tie the sulijeect.

[0 Competitor Object
M Baseling Object

Mumber of Fixations

T [ Competitor Present
B Competitor Absent

Mean Latency (s)

American Chinese

Fig: £: Mean number of lixations on the competitor and the Do eline
alsject (voge punel | anal mean lavemey of the Tl lixation an the target when
the competitor was present and when it wos oleent (baseline; hattom
|H|JL|||L Hamidie sre shown I-I'FI.IJI'H'.I-'I!- Tor American and Cluine e :-Illhjl'l'll-.
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Latency Whan Compaelitor is Present (s)
[+ ]

1 2 3 4
Latency At Basaling (s)

Fig. 3. Mean bteney al the Gl Gxation on the targer objeet for eacls
A gt anid Cldivese sidhijecl. Eacls sl repiveseinte 1 salijeet’s meais
Lateneias ol Gaal fxation on the et in the huselime comlitinn |x-nxis)
and when the competitor wis present (voaxis), The doshed line b the
regression lne lor the Chinese, and the solid line is the regression line for

ihie Auwericans,
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Wi
AW TIE, ZIE TOMIECEEMENDFERM SN TE 72, A58 (perspective taking) | 73
ABIEGFRITH A0 E 2 D Elerd 5. 22T, ABPRERBEZERFETIENDE, HAR
BoOEMARENDZXAI Lz 9 2T, b (FE vs. KEH) 12X » THRARBEDOEHGE IR 5
ME D NERFTT S,
ZIVE TOmRSUBIISE TIE, Uiz K 2T oE VW S TE 2. FlxE, FE
D & 9 72 collectivistic ((EAHY) UL TIE, FMAMKGFMENE <, KED X 5 72 individualistic

(EANR) LTI, FHAEERGFENMENESDN TS, AIFETIE, ZOFEHEEx, A
IR MBI TC UL ZER N E D X DI ET 2002t 5. EBEREICIT,
4535 5 @ Perspective taking i (Keysar, Barr, Balin, & Brauner, 2000; Keysar, Lin, &
Barr, 2003)% A 5.

ZORBEORIE, — BN RERTAGINCME RS MK (A7 V= N EEINTEND
HLOT, MEERAI2=2r—varO—o2L L TELZLND (BERNRERTHEXITOWNT
I%, Keysar, Barr, Balin, & Brauner, 2000 22 I 7z, ). REBRTIE, RO 2 FENRE
Etz. (1) EBREMF Ay MIF—F v bOFT7 V=7 haiEL, (2) kSl : A%
Ay MIFI—OAT V=7 M@l BT —21%, (V) REKGEE &, (2) 1TET7—% (&
FEEHIRY) THDH. orTClE, EROT—F2EHWT, ERENAT Vs NIk L TH
O, HBRENY —7y MITFEMIETE TCORBNIT OGS E R -7, Z 2 TlE, (a) FA%E
20y hOF TVl b (FI—=) [ZEFEHLTCWEREE, b) Z2—F7 > bEREZBICERT S
FTICE LTV R 2 08T L 7=,

20NTE (BEBRETD) ) X 2 (5o (BBREN)) BRIRA ZR 3 8BUMT 2 Fi L7z, ZOREE,
(@), YOG OFERL Y, HEANZL HEAry hOFEEZIZILALZIT T, KEA
%, PAZERAT Y NOFEBELZIT TWEERHLNE o7, KV, HAERFEOE WL
T, BRI B W TIE IZER 2 TR0 W oI LT, MHAREEORW BT,
HEIZERZMTOT WD ERB ST,



