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Ko FKERETMEEIFSH 550 TR (DSM-5)
R AR BRI A A Pl BT OGP R
Wt 2Ny RekEns . ik, WFRILE D hE
i, BEEAEZEAIGIREEME, AR
At A

FHOCII PR ZESEAR AT e R, A 25 Tl 25 R
SN N7 1 N 71 N 56 S RS B i
FT. GBS EhIX . I AE AL AR DG X P i
TS X I 1) A7 40 5 I 22 i 28 FURS B IS 9 e A
O sl ARSI BRI B O T R A a2
A FORE O R Y B3, AT TR
A, #AbARR 20 ok 25 304E X4 MUA R AER A
4 i 1 ¥ (non-invasive brain stimulation, NIBS)
AR WA B Ay 8 4 e 1 — o o B2 B T T
Bro NIBSEAZ—FRIARE . Wi TFB, dERA
PO IREGE R 2 R GG B, AR
R TG, WATAZ 0 R TEM 2N 4515 3
PR, de 45| R R E N ) RE 2k By Bl 2 e 4 4
RV P HARIA . %4, BIERD S
&L, NIBS T AR A P24 P50 1 — 1 a) B
HIT B NIBS BARAE L F IR v iy i 3
LK B AE 28 f5 G R B (transcranial magnetic
T™MS) M £ fii H W A O
(transcranial direct current stimulation, tDCS) P f
BEARL (F 1. Hib, ARCFERB T Tk
JH TMS FIHDCS ¢ AR JA L 15 i BF 58, 3k T
NIBS $¢ A Lz FH T ft B A AL s A R4 T 205
FEBR, Il G L B T REMLE], R
BT B T SRR S

1 22 s R FL AN 22 Ao B i FE R BB RS

1.1 ZEHEERIER AR

LR (TMS) FoARZ f 9 [H °7 3 Barker
LT 1985 AR ER Y 0 IR R —Fhid i
At S 2 7 A R i TR A T e i L
e U R E NI, N X R 2 oe B
FEHEEIERLAL, TR RN B R A A mlE AR A
TR 5 R G X D RE TG Sh A Y B NIBS £ 70 it
H AT TMS SoAR B Z e s, BR TR S
F B P P AR 4 A R fol Sk Pl BB S SR e
FAAFRIERT, w8 G RV E RS, UEWH 2 —Fh
BN AP ANGR YT TH 2

AR e . R TR] L bk e 2 [ ) ] i e
] 55 AN ], TMS 5l 8l 20 2 B ik oh il 8 (single

stimulation,

pulse TMS, sTMS) . XUk tf ] #  (paired-pulse
TMS, pTMS) . & kMl (repetitive TMS,
rTMS) S, FF T AR A s O =R [R5
7E4k (on-line) HIFAAIESLL (off-line) HIFFiFh )y
= B Hidr, off-line A4 rTMS 3R 2 56 1 )3
() SRR, HARN AR PE Y . AR,
TRH 2 TMS Bl (<1 Hz) 5 7 2 2425 PERE AR AH
K, MR rTMS Jill (=5 Hz) D8 % 2 R 3
FEIE4a R BGaR AT AT 8 k32 il i) A Hii DX 35
JER S5 RO T o B AR P, off-line
[ rTMS Hill A — R RR R IE 20, BIRESE 20~40 s
A7 PRI AN 8] W 0 387 Bk il (continuous theta burst
stimulation, ¢TBS) . ‘51%% 1 rTMS JI| 3 A1 1L ,
cTBS A] DAFE R B[] iU 77 A2 K24 40~60 min i) ]
VRN, AT DURIG BB AR S AR T
HIEXT M D) 2% 4 52 W) 27 17} on-line [ rTMS 34
B IR AE AR TR RO BEA T R AT 45 B4 7 28 st
[F) P SIZ RS E08, OGVE rTMS HIRSOGT O 354 4 1) B2
SO, M ] DA S At BTG 50 A ol 2 A RS ]
FRPEALIESE 8 AR, rTMS FIIECE G P
77 A IRV LT T BB 23 1 | A S b 26 50 PN A ROUR
AR AR, B RTINS R K B J2 Y 2ty ki
P, o T Al s AR K B RR B s T 8 T Y Rk
Ap Rl iy T ] R R AR, rTMS
FoAR T BN IRLF A5 R ARG T B3R Y7 () S 2
TH, R IR A D o R R R
FE.
1.2 ZFERBREEA

295 RN (tDCS) FE AR JE B 5 TMS
FHREIARR . EiE—F R NIBS £ A, 8% K L
BRIk B e A AR HIFLZ) 10~35 mm? /N
4 F A AL RE S 29 Sk 5~30 min FAIR AR B E 2
HWH (28 0.5~2 mA) 845 45 5 I X A0 %
3l 2, tDCS Rl A PR, PFHBR L (anodal
tDCS, A-tDCS) 1 B #% | % (cathodal tDCS,
C-tDCS) ', FLHINFZE & B, (R tDCS HI )
375 AR 035 10~100 Vim G I, AT LAG R &2
TR ERAL, A5 RN R VESEA R RN Y
JAURS; B0 el fEURAIER JE tDCS Jli (/hF 4 mA)
VTS50 2l Wy s 2 DR A8 A R U 1 4455
RARGTUHCE e HUR A2 p 2 T
FEA S LA B RT RE RS Insos > T shE g
P TEARBREE R, A-tDCS SR fli fili 22 0 i
B ER A, BRI A SRR R A, AT
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4mA [ 55 HLI (DCS RN B LS & ShifERAL, AH
LA NIBS FiR SSH e 4 2, LA, ZHiEt
XHERARE (L. HAE. A B A% Al
B AR (WS B . W E . PR

M R
SRR @:BEHR

21 B A (tDCS)

. AR RE . MINARERRES)
tDCS F I 2 PR R 3, A2 RIS
v A UF A 22 B A8 B2 A tDCS L (¢ < 40 min,
I<4mA, 0<72C) &/ AARMm™ & IVEH A
AL R, DA DCS Ay 2e 4 | TR 2 PR A AT %
ARG B

_ { I 54U BT B (DLPFC)J
(affective empathy) HTFE (IFG)

NENEToM:
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Fig. 1 Schematic of non—invasive brain stimulation techniques and brain regions involved in empathic intervention studies
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tDCS HI it 77 7F on-line 1 off-line P4 F Il K
K, HTHE AR TR AR SE BT 2232 tDCS il st 72
H g A G BN, T JE B TR O A R 2
tDCS I A 0 A Bl 81 0 0 A LG AR, 3
— M5 DCS 5 TMS —#E 0] LAZE A IR g H A
WIS OB T IOC R, FEIGIRYAY T b
)RR AT . FEI IR T, 98 ERFSE A
BA (O ST S T — ol e A R P B FLRIE (high-
definition tDCS, HD-tDCS), ‘E il H 2K 51~/ Mr
K HA 5 (B2 1 em) SR 4x1 ERIE B i
B, T EARA T H AR AR X, JE R R 4 4R
[l EL M (CREAS EAR AR 25% BB [l LI ), AT EE
15 DCS YA T /K- (125 (R 2R A, ml DLIEE4f-
PRI KM >4t AR A5 B fe O B AT A8 Ak =2 [ 11 P
RRR, WM T ZRE A SARE . B
tDCS FH AR 23 (B R AU TMS FEA, (HPEH:FA
PH R AR D RE AT BB, $5 VR SN ] 5) &8 4 HOliAR
%, PN BB BT R 2R R TR T 11 3L
— BB TFBL.

2 AR ONE A R AR AR X K i 2 1 Th RE A
Gk

2.1 JEERNHERRIEE AR A £ EREE
IANFIIEHE  (cognitive empathy) 245 76 N IR VG
H IR A AR T, PR Al A AT RN IR B
TS, 5O EEE (theory of mind,
ToM) H ML=z 4k ' Shamay-Tsoory 2§ ff 5%
T HE— AN IR X 43 1 I ToM FTA
HIPE ToM. 1 8% ToM 46 1A S35 26 175 Ik
MIBEST, MEARA R R ML ST W, TR/
W R R JoT . PN A A DX T A O
T IAJIE ToM T sz e 1 A4~ (A B ik Al ARV A A&
MIREST, ST NIRRT B A A . e A
XS A5 Bl A O 7 H ETAE FH TMS SR TR 1A
IS B9 BIFIE 2 B0 off-line ARSI HI ¥ r TMS
B (<1 Hz) g7 T3, ffiHH tDCS AR JFENA
LI A5 0 22 B8 24 A P A-DCS Jlik ORI
PR 1~2 mA R4, $FEE 15~20 min 2 47) 4T
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T, ST A G Y R DX s A A T X
e (E 1),
2.1.1 AR AR AR B E ToM Ay i 4%

fF 5% 3 38 8 A0 FH 138 3R 1 R AR %5 (facial
expression recognition task, FERT) ., Z & &
Jux (the multifaceted empathy test, MET) FlIiZZAR
iR 0 {E 5%  (reading the mind in the eyes task,
RMET) SRR A7 38 325 6) N\ T80 350817 28 1) 41 Wy 328
fift, D 1 SR E ToM (3R 1) o A 1 Bk
ToM 4% H 2 & & M AR 9% 32 288 53 I ki A 00 7 451
M. WISz sh Bz R AN T [

WNAHTEH (mPFC) & — A HAT AN [ 40 2%
RIS A B 2 X3k, nf DL Aok B HA X3
MR, IS 22T KIS0 D ReE
AR, 7RI T4 U SIS 2 0P hE
vk FE AR 7, Balconi M HE S Y SENE
i on-line (I TMS (1 Hz, 3£400 ki) Fi
W rTMS Hli# (10 Hz, 452 500 fiknf) , T FERT
PRI 1 2 32038 TLAF A B NI B A% 28 TR R 1%
(PUR. FM . BUSAh N2 R, HB3T
BON—8 g . PRI, RS f TMS 313
T KK mPFC X BE BN 5, 3238038 g
NTHIHBRAG ()R BUAR 25 o Tt HH & 450 r TMS )3
58 mPFC XSG 35, S WAt R B L 7,
Ah, mPFC X382 5 1% B4k ToM i TR BLIE 527
B TAF LR AR ZE T 05200 o A PR X U
25T IME ToM I T, mPFC X 38k ) 356 3ok g i
AN 2515 B nEUR, B s R B K )
AMRILAERHEE A EZEN S 5EM 7. Krause
25 176) fifi ] off-line ¥4 B rTMS #ill#4 (1 Hz, 3£ 900
k) mPFC B #E— 20 & 3T [ 18 ToM Il T A9 R
B G . R (TMS SRR B 7K i3 3
(1R B ToM FR I, {H 25 b0t R o L1 AR
T REE ToM & 3. HATAIBIFE I, mPFC X1
TEIE M ToM Ab B A 55 AR, H i 0
A B TR R4, AR HAE 0 A5 0
T2 B TAMARIEL S B T B

55 1% I8 ToM T AH 56 18 R il X ks 5 K 3]
— ATz W AT B - W %€ ik R 4% (action-
observation network, AON) . 2£ 3 Preston Fl de
Waal 77 e LT 2002 AE4R VR I8 s TR SR
“HNuE - 4T B BE AL " (perception-action models,

PAM) (BB T RIS I A 2E . AR I PAM i,

AR B A THEASIEAT B2 A Shis
AMEA CHPATIZAT I BIERIE, EMAS i AZ
AT Bl A AR, YRS A
NIE 2 i, RSl A s bis B SRR
T 5 I 1) R 28 RAE 22 G Sk SR R it N 1) 155
@, M= BE . BUEIFTEIAh, SCREX
— R RN T X A T AON (8t is 5
X, MW Hiash )2 (PMC) Xk 115 sk A B
FoE s bk BT me AR CEse-1r8h” i
i 70 Jospe &% 7% %0 3% HE F FERT 1T 55 1
A-tDCS (125 mA, 15min) /et T2 % m
T AN T892 Sh A 5C 1 PMC X385 & B, )35
T T R o A i 7 e 2 LA A O At TR 15 D
FRERERAT A, (VA ) iR 1 4
LG R IR E AT M RN (AR ) o H b m]
M, tDCS AT i1 A4 AON DX Il A [fi i %
TR RIEZ XA, AR A 5098
VB BB SRR A TR A SR AEA T 0 BN
Tt

P — 52 T B AON R 9 2% X I S %51 T [o]
(IFG) . MK Z5H 7 , TFG & — 5
HIIZ ) {7 2 0 X3, AT LAFEAE sl 8 A A B bR
ez shIX B Ji NG A o R, A
AR HAF At N TS R 1 w2 P R e 7 1) 2R e st 1
B EE T R TRG X8 5550, Wu &5 1%
P A OC /) MET 17 b i =X, fff ] HD-tDCS
(1.5 mA, fEH20 min) fEH T4 MIFG 5 &3,
F232 A-tDCS SIS 52 18 2 38 2ok 138 14 ) At A
75 26 1A T R IE A 5 00 35 5 432 C-tDCS il i 32
WA, UL PG ()7 2h 3 5 5 15 Bt ToM 1
INAINT A . FEILEERT I, I THIRIE A
Wi 47 o3 =0, (A R A B Y rTMS Y
(on-line, 10 Hz) fEH T4 MIIFG X5 A5 5] T
FPUZER, rTMS BEIN T 22380 B0 H0 W fth A g%
S (AT BB 7 pl R I A RN AR
25 LI AT REAFAE AN R g N AEDL ], Paracampo 25 ¥
f#iFH on-line (=4 r TMS (6 Hz) #E— 4858 1 45 1l
IFG AEBUR G LR TP Ve . a5 k80, R
MIIFG J5, 28 6B 45 0 LI e 1 TR,
VAR, (EAOCHRE, LARMIE AL, T
W tDCS & rTMS T4 IFG, SZiAH 1T
R 2 SR A A A SRR S S K ol B R
HAE KA, FREMRZE T2 B
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WA, ZEMIFG W25 T 1B 4% ToM Il T. .
Keuken %5 ) 3£ F RMET 1T 45 f ] off-line ) rTMS
(1 Hz, 5min, 3300 fkif) AN IFG 5 &I,
rTMS 4 i T 32 15038 X At 15 28001 ) 52 Rz B[]
Hoekert %5 ' J& F 1§ 26 # & 16 5 Wr o6 {F 5%
(emotional language task) fi H on-line f*) rTMS
(5 Hz, 3576 ki) HPLAAMIFG L, Zik
H IR IE 25 E RON I  E n, Ho
A TFG AH EE A I TFG 7= A i TP E
Ko BRI, HIHCAMIFG, PARITZEMIFG H5iA
I OC R IR IR ST D, ARSI AT LA i
FHAHIE B4 T R 2t He 2245 0 TFG ZE A HIHEAR Hr )
YEH.

i, AR, KINAMIETAR: . ®19%
EENE)Z . AT MTE S BT A SRR R
IV 350155 28 O 175 S ToMO A 16 m T 72, i
S IX ST 8 R AR HEA T I R A Bt ToM ) fig
TR vEE RS SR, WEEERE, R L
WA AT AR S a R R, S I DX A
A—, FETDCS I TMS + FilfE & E ToM I T-A94 5
S IR 2 B R A AR L S KT 5
RPN 25 5 58 38 Al s T IRCR M CE .
THAFLSE M ZLETE, BRI 78507 AR
25, PSS G E 2T e R A
T4 NIBS J47 17 8% ToM B3R 1520 .

2.1.2 AR APERRIEA A AR ToM ) 845

W58 2 8000 45 1A 5 & T 55 (false belief
task, FBT) . H 89 0 [H {£ % (attribution of
intention task, AIT) FIJLH L5 (Yoni task, YT)
FlEN W R O N 1 T NG e e
(F1). HANEMH: ToM IEE T R R F 5
KIERM mPFC, EFFAMIETAi (DLPFC) LA
TAg B Ak (TPY) Xk,

mPFC 7E B i 19 NIBS P8 058 h B o & I S
5T EPE ToM Iin T, A B TSRS b A EHR
FIERARAL G 26 . B AR A KB, mPFCidZ
5T IAFIPE ToM M T, A B AR A N
Adenzato 55 ' F£ T AIT L5451 FH AtDCS (1 mA,
F52E 6 min) il mPFC J5 3458 T 32 i bk
ToM., {HASEHERE:, mPFCEINZNYE ToM hin T
MIFEFTEEAMA R . W mPFC GBS, FRIKT
LN TN AIT AL 55 (0 S N, 3858 T &Pk
RAE BAEE ToM, (HXF BB R m o %At
REMHEFEZAE TR R BRI T

A-tDCS J3# mPFC J& X} Zg P\ 14 ToM H 5 AL AR
FH 9 X UHH, mPFC 7E A AT ToM il T+ A 4E
HZ 3 TR 2705 m . (HE, Krause 55 7 3t
T YT 5514 ] off-line R rTMS H3# (1 Hz, 3
900 ik #1) mPFC J& #1947 & BLH X IAHIE ToM
(IRZM . AT45 1Y 25 5 T B2 TR (1) B 2 A
R, KRR — IR AT RS T
mPFC fEHIBLH .

WA SE &30, 450 DLPFC X 38 i 7% 3 514>
IRAG Y = AR AN PP AL S AR AT 6 0 A
PR — 2047, 45l DLPFC By 3% st A F T
MR A NP5 & . Costa %5 P £ F FBT T 55
fdi ] off-line i rTMS (1 Hz, 15 min, 3900 k)
/4 N DLPFC J5 &80, HA $# A4 il DLPFC
O T 5235 HIW S DR A RN o R T
Kalbe %5 ' (UWF 58 AR BRI 9 45 5% . M1+
YT AT 55 FH A [) 538 5 AR 38 = %) £ T™MES 1 38 A
] DLPFC A1 /b T 2234 F Wi At A AEVE 1) S
S 1R W IUE 5 1 $2 75 A5 Il DLPFC 78 A %1
ToM I T H A RTREVEF, SRITRTE 7R rTMS Il
A DLPFC 4 TIANEIME ToM Iin T, J5 & E R
A4 DLPFC WD REAS 2] T 5@ 4k o W58 400 A )
DLPFC 32 £ 31 il J& 549 Mg 99 26 33 BE 28 Ak D K 22 il
DLPFC { 8l 7] g 41598 23 SCHRE AR 58 BOA I ToM
1555 . MH., — 4 rTMS 7 58 5 R 9]
HE AT, T RIS HO i B J2 X sl LA
SrE . MERRAT RS, RIS R B Ao 1 5
RIZ A ol T4l DLPFC iy K, H Ik
WHFFEAE F AT WA S5 AR, A B B AS
[, XM DLPFC X 3 & 2 Bl sk A1, Aok
(IBIFFE L IZR TMS 5 I B R AR S G, TEMmi 4%
2 T 17— V8 T A5 0 DLPFC 76 A AT ToM AT 45+
(B E R

TPJ 7E Uy RE AR R 530 5 AT SR A AE il
TEZ B9 TPIZ 3 0T /Nt L AMI - iz S5
W8 JE = A8 BN ) B JA X I T — fig )
NEHE T ESBIOR A i AIRERE . st
Wit Bz J2 XS M5 S A, IS5 R Jzg it RN s
DI R A )4, R 22 TR A A B %) DG
X4 ") Costa Z¢ 4 KL T FBT {F 55 {#i ] off-line
frTMS (1 Hz, 15min, 3£900 fkuh) HlEA A M
TPI IR, 3233 I Wt N\ FE R A Y SN B I 2
. Krall 8 1 38 4 [ 47 045 55 H off-line
) cTBS (50 Hz, 40's, 3600 ki) 4il4 0 TPJ
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JEW R, iR 58 R FBT AT 55 (4 158 56 I 35 14
M. XA, AN TPY B3E B A B TN AR B A b
AR E 2. A, Giardina 25 U0V B T& PR
f) AIT AT 451 JH] off-line A rTMS (1 Hz, 3£ 600 ik
M) I & A AT TPI AE NI ToM N T A E4E D)
REAR AN o (5 e TMS 0 A 0 TPI 336 o J5 36 m 1
ZREWECEIAR, PO A0 TP G sh W T 3%

HHERAERCE AN
SR, BUAARNE ToM I8 W52 327

mPFC . 47l DLPFC L)}z TPJ X 3/ 1% sh A Bh T4~
PAHE At A P A & A SRS I Tt A 2k
M, WA SR —E A —2:, MARRITE 22
5L IR AT TSR . PR T HW A
ARG DX A7 B 25 S SR A W RESE IF T 45 5 . AR
FENZ T S8 RN R s, dh—a gy Hoxt
TAFIE ToM T Z R BILT

2.2 FEENMERRIBE AT E R L BEEE

1% &AL (affective empathy) 215 A 6] 42
IR A28 BB ST, dEFe 1 A TR A
oA v 0 R ) At N ) A DGR i a3 o 1
NI ARG KR, AR IR 1 & AR AR AR S T
2515 JNAZ Bl - sh LA S 10 il X6 Bl 5%, WA A
By FUERENHE R BT . FeRd . A% . GRS B
JZ . BT DA (o Sl S B A G Y
ZHG DX TR K . BRI R A A S A A
D F RIS, A 5 H A9 NIBS AR 41 TMS %1%
YRR, 28 BE RO E LT 3 em R Y ik
DX 108X i R A7 A TR i T SR AT A
FE—E KU, FIFLAAH FLIA 36, SR NIBS # R
PR IR B B IR 2, 2B v I DX,
(FE 1), HZHRHDCS HAIEITHIZE .

HAT Rk, AR 105550 T tDCS il
SO i s B B s, WS A AT S5
RENEEIF 55 (ERT, #£1), BIEAZL
H B AN 25 B PR 1 B R B AR
SoF Al AR 28 I v AR L e [ FR A IR EA TR
Horp Z 8506 56 1 58] T DLPFC X3, i 1%
W5 Ih &y, DLPFC X 3% & 5 T 1% 2% ¥ 1 i
i DO A A IR A R R A A
oM, AMAXTH AR T A R, RS E
Fe ) A ) TR S PR I AR B (o), b
Sx AR ) A O YRR TR 0 A (A R
) U HTE AR, SRR A, S
3 U] 55 R R A AL B AR AT (R R

B S R 2 [ A N S R 1 T IR |1 1 8
55 26 T ] ARSIt 3 DG, BRI
PRI 7 R 21717 ™ A P R AR S AN R 25, MM OR
AR B U BRI D A AT R AR e
PRI, Aol e A W I 5 i alias R e AL
A, RIS sl i I, JE 738 R 2
A R AR Y AL R ) — N E BT . Boggio
S S ERT K, TR 5 B R IR 5
7 DLPFC X8 ) {3 0945 B g 152 . FoE
WAt R E MO Sz sh )2 (M) . Z2fil
DLPFC #l 22l w fe 22 (V1) = A X 4% 5%
A-tDCS H| ¥ (2 mA 7 2E 5 min) DA K fB %
(2 mAFFEE30s) Jr ol il NP (01 45 13z 25 57
KB, ZEMI DLPFC $#:% A4DCS Kl E , ARSI
DN R R NG ol T O ¢ 1 4 i
Boggio M Hi[m] = M i F B B A R SERUE S TK
S JLAE A ERT JE 2, i — 25t 7 &2 45
DLPFC 43 %] 4% 52 A-tDCS 1 C-tDCS W b 7] 18
(2 mAHFZE 1S min) JEXPPIR LS IREE R . 45
BRI, S5 2mARLE30s) ML, A4
il DLPFC #25% AtDCS Jll# 5 #4380 T 2 il & 7 3tk
RPN T N RPN /e O 1 e Ui v S 1
DLPFC #1215 T 45101 [ O 118 B 4% 19 4
W, I B A R ] R A B YRR
R B A ER . 78 PRI i, &
FEAE 5545 PG 250045 DU AT 0l B2 BT (dmPFC/
dACC) KATNReERE, Wallwhae & 75 2ol AR
TR, AT L) T g il X AL (5 2,
NI S R A B oAttt e 5 e A9~ A%
WA, SRR S R Rz H
Ry e T 3R NIBS B9 ] 422 34 173X — W Ao
Snowdon %5 "7 FE AT A G S LIS IE— AR T
DLPFC X4 1] f A 5155 I 55 Bl e o 5%
HAH RGBTSR B, TG R AN A
fll DLPFC #% % A-tDCS #i| # 5 (1.5 mA #F £&
20 min), XAZIKE R CHEECET K (5 i
ANBIE AL R sr) HIE w7 Z LI,
REFAFRA—E, vTREZEH FOFR
tDCSTREEA I, H 5 A X — 15 S il o
A A DLPFC X3kl 7 B IR, A58 tDCS
RS . oAb, /A SC TG B AT A B
5 HOR, RSB EIR AL (S R R
) MRS B4 . k& T DLPFCHY
PRI T 25 R A —BER AR L 1 I A
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Sy AT REAELEA R BRAILE , 52— 2D BT X PR
5% K% %8 DLPFC A [R]F X X7 AL P Fh A [R]
SrHTEEEAEH .

FEAR ARSI 5 55 — TR A A X el
IFG KX (ERBEAMIFG), &= AKEGRMME R
SGLEELS K, H R EE A B FHE,
A B TR IR AL oo o8 vl SRIRT, A OGRS 4G
RAEE R, —TETMET L, HH
HD-tDCS #il# (1.5 mA $£5£E 20 min) £ ] IFG )
ICE AL, MBI (2 mAFFSE30s), fif
FH A-tDCS J3AT I TFG IR 52 i 37 1 2 7 17 I
RS LT RFRIN, BRI R mT e A D PR 5
B AT 55 0T R BRI N A SR e T PRI X
PR 5 - fi 52 T4 O BIF 58 0 & B0, A-DCS 3%
IFG J5 [T 51 J B B KT 1 A8 Ak i 3 Hh 3z
| I O NI o 1 8 = < S Rl B e v o B <
Rl

SARUL, ] NIBS $ AR P8 ¥ 175 R AL A% A iF
FEANSR LR e, i HAR B 4 A AE— € 53
1B o A tDCS FE A R - 25— A B 5 )
AR 1 LI R B, SR A X8 LK,
tDCS Z5 AR AERE I A, Iz MAREE T 3L g
LKA A T AR RS2, ASIBIFSE o] LR

N

FH 2 18] B8 A5 B W 4 i HD-tDCS $E AR, ik — 25 V3
i TR B T R, O 58005 o
X GAAR2E 5 DS B E i3 51T 3%
BNERp A ]S
2.3 AEERNMERREE A B E -t A= g0iEE
L B & -fih Ads ] (self-other control,
SOC) &8/ MAGHE i B HE 28 Iy sl # AR S L At it
R, 4 A FRAMLA GO BERAE RS ROE R, BEY)
ek B OB R, ol A IR Al A O e DL
(egocentric and altercentric biases) , X 43 H . Flfih
NBPOBERAE, FFXT 3 A REAEAE ) ph R A TR 4
IRES] 2 BRI, SOC J&— R H A ikl
W3k VE A 2N FI T RE, AR T RS R SRR
MR B e e, TP (K1), JiHE
FASMIXHR, ¥ % E (SMG) Fifill (AG)
PRI S, 2RSS0k JRAANIE BT Y
SOC i T, i R ) X 8, 9 K 35 ) i L [m]
(STG) FJ#fai By (STS) X =22 5\
HUZ T A SOC Jin T 27, >k [ Fili LRI 9% I 45 2R &
BL, P300 K #8735 RN #EAT SOC I TA7 ¢ 2,
T LR 7 A T TP SR X3k 2, X,
TPIRTTRES 5 T A X 73 A FRA O HRR S
AN T

Table 1 Summary of behavioral measures of empathy

F1 HEMRERAMITHER
TS AR K46 S WA fE55 T ZH LR
R E TS RIS AaEToM il 2 3 fi ik — AR S R e i Rl E R [94, 100]
(false belief task, FBT) GEFESBF P EAANES SR, REHR
) AR, W2 B R T BE I L 1 N A
HIME S SR SR N B R T A 6 R B AN 4R 11
PRGBS G
H BH 55 WHIIERE: AFTEToM  H AT AT RS F A%, ERERZREE [91-92, 101]
(attribution of intention task, AIT) T2 &R B I A 4R 00 ) B e Ol R A R
SRR A AT S B, HEWT AN R ]
DL 8 i PR B AR s, il 32 i ik
PRI J52 IRLIN 1 IE 1 2 A A RIS 7K1
JCHAES WEEE . WHIPETOM;  ZAESERZIREWE B “Yoni” WREAY  [76, 95]
(Yoni task, YT) 1% & PEToM FIRR AT, 4B “Yoni” XA A A
VIFT R AR QA E ToMD) FIIG 28 G &
THEAETOMD, BT R —EmHER N T, ZalEm
FE553R I CIERA 2RI R SIING D) REAS fsz i FL DA 1 3 4
AE
TR A AT % W EIEToM  ZESERZRXENEZANTMALERNESE ., [73-74,
(facial expression recognition task, FERT) SR JE R S G AT FIW, C SRR ATIERE, 78, 80]

LU 32 5 (K175 A ToM/R P
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TTRAES AR KA S I A 25 55 FA Z2 R
EZ Sl ENFIG RIS . THE ZESF RS2 E WSBR URARAFEFER . 5. [86]
(multifaceted empathy test, MET) PEToM; &L i tho& A EREE HSL R AR
HRAEMRARBAEME S CrFEm. o, &%
), BRJEFIWTRE 7 B 4 (e s IR RN B RE T %6 R
W AR A ToMD I ik 32 U3 XF 1 OO B b A Jek
[6) 5 52 I RE LA 2 R ZUEAT AR BE VT 7 (1~9 40T ),
0 55 RS D
BRI TS WENEE: TEEIETOM  ZAE 4 SR Z X H WG R B IR By, By [89]
(reading the mind in the eyes task, RMET) JE AT 2~ B B RIE BRI 26, 2K H FEMN
kAT A B IS R, RS AR IR R
I A TE A R S e N S et g
et e IR AT 55 TR 2 W88 — L J R 1 28 BUE R B B [113]

(emotion rating task, ERT)

5% RO IR RS sl LA, S B A
ERARE G L U o AR Gl N\ b T B S R 2%
R PRRES, SRT R Al N G 45 5 B
BB EEHAT IR R B, JFxS
B U R sl A N IR IR B 2 R FE A % i
PAHEATREFZ PRy (4R 1) H BT IBIE)

RUEEa

TEILAE B o AR, 1 NIBS #R & [T IR )
TPJ € SOC I T-h AE HIF5E 0 . Miller B[]
510 off-line A9 {43 rTMS HI13 (1 Hz 72
20 min) FHAM TP 5 &8, Zi& w0
LIE IS T SR dE ) AR N, —
5 &1 % 0 A 15 19 tDCS (off-line, 2 mA, 4%
20 min) HFFE R I, AH LA ADCS BRI ,
i J C-tDCS I A TPI VG 8, M A
A PEor 3 B0 3 TR Y PRI S ERAREI T
LA, SR T L P-4 R 0] TP AT sl 23 1o
AR BRI, WS PRI TPY AT 3 23
TRARRIE RIS . FR3E A4 TPI e in Torh 2
R FMAER, TP T A -t AT fLIR
BISTIRAF T4 T T 7R o Zeugin 55 ' fifi H off-
line iS4 rTMS (1 Hz 4%%% 20 min, 3t 1 200 fik )
A TPI MG )5, WA EIAMAXT A TRl (4
XA L) SE47 0o BE A% 1 SN B 48 12 . Duffy
A UL off-line 2447 PE rTMS Hili#% (iTBS, —#h
B0 Rz B AR YEsR A TPITE B, A2k
Tt S A S SR SIERE SR, X
PR, FESOCHITHr, Al TPY A3 vl GETE £ 38
IR [ FRFRAR SR AT AR R X 53
T, b FaRMImE S AR R B, AT
ARSI S AR, w2 E R Oyt
TEESXT A CRBSZ I, T LS e 3

— ISR IRAS S K B AE G PR A 75 1 X AT A i e 2 8 126

TN R PIRIRAZ POy . Wl id, Zlshse
W BRI RS, Sl AR G R B
Bem E O, [ OB AE XS F IR,
TEPSIRILE N e AN, [RIR A 3 e 2
RN IR o 540 FHAR A ' TMS 54 C-tDCS
MHAM TP SIS, ] TR B ERRE, A4
PRTESE A AR I JE i Ao 1 i 2 FRARAE R ] f
AU H O R, Tt T KR H 3R
WO, MITEPSR AT, MR TCEAR G R A
FOHRMER IR M, TR 7 AR Al
NPT

AN, A/DRNIBS T 1 55 45 & D e g e
i AR F AR T TP EIRE T IX. SMG 7E SOC fil
TR . Silani 55 1 Tl 19 3L 1T O A
SR, M52 H O A N2 A —2L
BF, AMALELE R A O R IE2E N2 2 i1s 44
H & .0 i "W (emotional egocentricity bias,
EEB)., AR 10# WA A0 5 ik EEB 25 o155 ) i fl A
TELEIT, W2 PEBEE A0 SMG DX I 14375 B3 5 2
% W E HE—2d ] off-line (Y rTMS (1 Hz, £
2L 15 min) A0 SMG &35, M4 EEB 1
I, BT SMG 7E3E4% 1) SOC Jin T rh kL % se ik
EEB (1EH] . BRI, £l SMG 5 HRIA R 3E
B 2 i) e PR s LA O SMG RE RS B 5 A FR A
MM Z S fF R, XA B T ik EEB
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MM SEEE SOC, 7R FERE |, Bukowski 25 3% 1
TMS Fili & D RERG IL R LR i s itk — 22 oL, (A
cTBS (50 Hz, 3£600/Fknf, FpLk40s) Ml
] SMG ) T RCRAFAEN A ZEF . cTBS JlHE %
TARSEAE 5 0 A R - XA BE T, IR A
TR AE I AR, X R G ] B2 B A
] SMG 5 Jaeit 175 JER AR5 01 92 il it X 245 10 AN [ 342 42
[ESNiATT

SVARTT T, A AH S0 SOC AR 4= A 1 i 4 38
ISR L R . BUAE B9 $2 7 TPJ X 38 A9 7 o)
Al RETE SOC M T % Ji s B I EBAEMEH . 48
1M TR ST AT %0, SOC A BE A J&— > B — (1)
TR . M TPY N ERfR IG5 A A%, MRS R
Ko R FE N % HE— 2 f F NIBS $4 K % 1
SOC Py EMA I T, LK TPIHIREF X HIE .
24 FEENERR B ARAELERBEHE LY
v FH

WA B, e SR TR S
B IHETA TR RSB 1Y R A R R L 2 5T R
YIFHSG, W™ EEsgm B BOC RIEST, IR
P28 ARG S AT B R i N
SR, AHLCZ AL BNEYT Ik, ¥ NIBS AR
FHF A G0 s B R A7 L B 1 1 PR T
TSI 2L, AOCHFRASR b =, HET A
1, AHBAE R 45585 K rTMS F1tDCS o Ilfe S He 55 5k
b T2

PUAT BT XA Ao L5 i B 1) NIBS 52
FEHE T T il #HAE M ARAE  (major depressive
disorder, MDD) & 1Kl 22 DLPFC X 35 5%
. MDD J&—Fp 5 &5 & g MRS ploghs . FEAE
R SRR OB IS, SRR R IR R
FER R 2 2 — 2 T AT A A X R 2 1
T M5 &K B, DLPFC BEZ 5 1% b/ hn 1,
W5 TN T, AR A, #Zhm
BRYATT 1 BB E 22 R A YT 5 DLPFC 9 305 4 5
M4, DLPFC TjBE S I AT GBS P ARAE (1) — Fifs
AEER G (e R, A5 B AR T BT DLPFC fY
IReTE 2 il Be A3 B F 4 LA B . Light 55
F 2019 5 FFJ& T — Tl 4T X} MDD 8 & Pkl = B4
AIBEHLACE X HE rTMS T HiF 5T . B4 i il
HIAERG 1T MAT 4 (happy faces task, oK WA
AN [ PR ) T 2R 1 - T2 5 A TR AR 26
Wt B TE 452 rTMS T RT e A RS P AU 5
PIAT RN, I FRR AR e da R i R 47

THHTE BRI AR R 2 . PRI, &
HH M DLPFC #5327 5d/J, 4k 4 ], 2040 %
G (AN F 5048 1 10 Hz 3£ 3 000 ik rh il ) 1y
rTMS FIBAJE , AN BB AR 26 TP s (1 /8%
PE ToM) Ay IERG R G B, i LR U 1
[EWARUREE R/ I .3 SR PN R N R R &
fift . Brennan 5§ ' X HIABAE L A9 tDCS WF5E &
P, ffi ] A-DCS (1.5 mA, 30 min) 3 38 7= fil]
DLPFC X383 i J5 , AH HLAEREXT AL, SpARAE &
HRUNMB NG 25 16e 1 (I ToM) A7 PITdlcs
RN RN DO AT T MG 45 5 TR s 0 R
o M KIGIR T WA R, )& Lk
rTMS FItDCS X HNARIE S B A AT T AT 55 25
R—3, £FXF M DLPFC /YT FiA ) T2 TH
AR . 136 220 DLPEC AT L ifs A T 13
HE ph g TR e b 1 — A

A X P 28R A7 e s FL R BB ) NIBS -+
A 5 & 224l H (DCS # R 47 . BAR A W5
el % IS DCS HE AT I IR T 1A 2R
rTMSHHY, £ 5 AR £ 7 1 2% JE I tDCS B 1%
TR T, (HDCS 75 He 5 B b e v i1
IRAIFFRAIREEZ , B I PR AR T
tDCS A7 I PR 28 1R 47 1 95 s A% Bk i 1) 1 13t
(B R BEHLACE X BAFSY) o Cotelli 55 1) X 47 Ry 48
S RV PR RRE £ TG R, SR
DI fEERRXT IRZAR L, (] A-DCS (1.5 mA, $5£%
10 min) fEFHF & mPFC X5, W& T
BE NS AE (A AL ), B T
BB I G . Adenzato 55 Y FL T[RRI IA N
G55 04 T AT R AEAT 2 BE DR R Rs 4 4 2R
A MM B E] T IR T IOR . X PIRSY
R A AT P 5 — KT A 2R 1 T M 1 i
¢ B4 B T A9

Zi b, A AR B I R R T oY
TorBz, AR R, [ TMS 303 tDCS
PEAT I Bl R R DR A ARV A T AT, AL
DLPFC Fl mPFC X3 A7 22 Al Ay i R TA R 155 R
TP AR

3 AERAMERTRRE AR A A
HlRit
LR 1 FTMS F1DCS S IR X

PAEIAR AT TS TR R, (IR e
AP FHAILA H A AN R o AS ST UL ZZ WL
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AN Z AR NIBS VA 318 5 T REALH .

FEROWZTE L, AR sh#ifse & 8L, NIBS
FHRT 251 & — RS HA LA, s it 22
BRET, LMbrEl . vty iEtE, Wb
JEIE S, B e 5- 32 (i e fg i
s BAMRERN, N RAERETEZR
MZBRMSY, L, s-Rak's . m
rTMS IS AT 6 2388 in 22 TR S HA R = # i Rl
T ZERBER GG T L e X PG 2
SN AR SR I B e SRR A e s B
1 (serotonin transporter, 5-HTTLPR) J&[H L&t
e R, 5HA KGR AR, B
AN S-HTTLPR %507 F5 R (4 A A6 i (14 155 A
B N tDCS I AT DL R T 5 0 e BE R
45 0, rTMS AT BE S 82T 5- 2 (8 B i 7K Y
R, FRATHEN, NIBS £ A 0] fig 253 i A= B A Ak
B AR TR 6 R A Th B A R, X T AR 2
NIBS $ AR T4 4 A= FRAE AL JE A

EEWZER E, — O REsE 4R, s
AT RBSR 1 22 M DX 3 ] /R SR O 3N T AR Y
PEAT . NIBS il AT B 2 2l AR 52 5] 355 A DX 5 S Al figg
X T REDRRIE: . Hartwright 25 ' fifi F ¢ TBS #il3#%
HESMURTHIM 2 JE (rvIPFC) Ja kI, M
INFIE TOM AT 55 AT /AR 22, X —450L
rvIPFC FUAT I TPJ y= A= T 55 (1) Dy R 42 LA KA )
TPJ 3 /55 04 K i % A 5% . Bukowski 55 ' fifi
cTBS JA#=ILAE iy A - A Bl DhBe S 2280, 1
Tl A SMG 1% 3h)5 , 2K 7 04 h S B A AR
255952 B A7 SMG 5 et 175 Ja A 190 26 117453 10 42 71
A D 285 (1% S ) 3% 422 455 205 e o eDCS o
DLPFC (IBF 55t & 3K, tDCS K38 AT LA ok 725 2R A R
28 AT A0 T2 o D 45 i 3, BB g i
A4 Bk DLPFC XS 2 (] il eam i o, B
(/DA NIBS Filt 5 i LR BAR BB 58 4D, NIBS
AT BE A 1o AR A7 RO X ) G R, Bl B
V555 2 00 35 DX 3R A ELAth i X114 T i 322 R ) 0K A
IIETRE M IEEE , X AT RS NIBS H R T HdLE 1Y
LR

4 EBERE

NIBS £ A Ay HEAR 4 (4 I AL ] A5 A1 T
BETREA . FAT, FHOCHSERIR HeA s, R
P I SCHR, B0 NIBS BORAE AR SUSMIF 5T A7
TER— SB[ PR, 2Tk RS IR A B T

fif DR B T

B—, BB T AN, IR
SRR RTTE, ER ARG —, B
ANFEBFFE R FE 21k 1464, HAHE IERLEH
20, FEAFEGEHE W &I B A s
— W FETARSC RS, Al NIBS B AR 4
CIE BRI Ik 200 T 7 A0S R A4 T Sk 5
K, N2 I A I E O T BEAEE B
%, SEREHIR AT EEA L . AR N8 3
5 e A YU R S bR . o, il
e QN vz e 7 VA=W S e NL P W (VA%
— 0 A N TAH G B AN X, TGS . ET
FIvH e o A X Ja

B, AR T 25 6 NIBS T IR 1Y
AL CEANE . ATETd, AR A
B, i FH NIBS $ AR 5t A% K = AR [\ A4~
TR AR —B, PR MR SR T KO
Al HE 2 20 NIBS T WS &R . SR, HRiw
KA LT RGP B L7 7K P52 0 NIBS + Fil sk
MG . CAFFRER, AR AR 4R T
TR AR SR A, RPN 2 5T fe 2l
IRMNZE 25 . KIEE S A N T REE i 2
SEL BB E R RO, fln, ST @Rz
BB I, AH RS AKCOTAR , AR
AT, RTINS . sy B, AT el A
55 P S 0 DX R ST AR R AR oo R i R A I 8%
FEAETE ORI DN REFEHE 17 o | A F I L
TR KB, AL AT LR ORE R TN R AL 1 g
41.3%~50.6% FIHF BTIAHIL[E 58 77 18.1%~35.8% 1Y
ARG 90 AR, IR RIE RIS . RS
REMEFER RN AL I 1 25 57 58 3 25 Wl 52 i A4z
Z NIBS fillG R B AR T, FREE LM L]
F5E T LARSE .

5=, WIEE TR TR A A
M5, HEEHE R A2 a3 A Bl s B i
1T HY AL NIBS mFFE kAR # R i, Horh 250t 5%
PPN S T T3, T TR XTI B
T TR D o I A FH G ) i X 25007+
KIGTREB , A BIAT A SN UK, T RE
AW SZ B E B, ASRBIFST R IZTT & 2
A AU I B I, 2 B R it o
PR A g X B AL ] Y

S0, 2 X B0 TR A R R
B ESE | I . A IR-f A AN [H
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FKIMIIRE, e b, 7EEMAR, NETR
BT AT REASERIBT A TR . 240, PTRERT ZAEIX
53 H IR A AR S0 BRERAE A SEAE T4 RE D17 /%
SCEINAUZ IS . AR R, A5 REAE
TE—AN A TR A B A s Tl #E A
— A RAE TR A Bm ey m T
S 1 A 3 0 e VA Y U AR NN B P i
1R B AR BRI RS B, B 5EAHCHN
DX AESE I T A i R R R R, A —2E 1
PRORG T T3 B8 S TR LAl

W, ZIrEREHIREOERZ . fEE R
R, K NIBS £ AR 5 06 R B AR 25 5 i F
G, WAL TR B, (B2 Rl G 2
ARAF RN 10 . HEG, A OCHAE 1k a5
W A REIEAR BUER (sMRI) A1) RE R4 PR
A% (IMRD) BARSER ., et Y sSMRIBFSE 2 %02
B SR NG £ R\ L 7 e < P
FE P SR O FRGYTE R R B 5 R
Mgt (AN e SR . IR ) 5
LIFMOCR . MRS I 22 5008 FH 0 8 DK i 4
IR AR 5 1T 55 25 IMRI (task-fMRI) Al S,
A fMRI (resting-state fMRI, rs-fMRI) #£17, task-
fMRI [ He 5 52 90 38 2 7RO A T 2517 M AT 55
AP C ST T e s (CANSOWES . IERfR . I
1250535 ) MR EHTEPR (WM BOLDfE%45%),
AT A 5 55 A G 1) R il 7% 3y s R Y
rs-MRIBF AN 22, 38 H 2 IR E A G A A2
AEMN 25 2120 (CANBERIN 4555 ) (W N FEREME 1
AT ST R I DG 2 R ER , nThae
PEILLTAMEE (INIRS) ALGH ARER ST 5 HE M5
YR I3 30 7 2 ROy Yl TS B R A
I, HRGE ARSI LE . B N SRR AR Y S
1%, BOTE A ARIESE T RS bR B s g5 e nd e
EE s, N SR AR . BeAh,
LT A B A i L B (EEG) . figi
& (MEG) 254 28 B AR B vk It 5 R K
A R L I S sh St f . fildn . AT K
JEMEEG TSR 7 [ HFFAHCH
fii (ERP) WAEHLARE Jin T[] B B 1z (1) ERP i
A AR AR 1 FF MEG 15 B 25 43 38 2R 1 £ 4
SREEARIHA T HAG AT 55 B 5 M X 221 B B P 2841
Difa TS CHE Y BRI, MR, Bk
A R e i 5 HAE A OC I RN TE 5, TCAR 5T
WK FR . A NIBS FoR T AU M ILERT, W hE

BEERNAEOAR,, AUBEMIGZEF FIIN D) RE)Z 1f1 7% %%
FORPEILR A FIALE], dLBEy B AT A A
VA7 S 04 i %E S LSRR ST 1 S ot
Sb, NIBS BoARM A —Fhy B+ 70T Br, AR AgEk
B AT (CAAR-AT 0 0BT B, 251
BAE) BEATHTTE, 5 HA B THRTEILRE A A 2L
FBE, AR B S Rr
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Application of Transcranial Magnetic Stimulation (TMS) and Transcranial
Direct Current Stimulation (tDCS) Techniques in The Regulation of Empathy”

LI Yun", LI Ling”™
("School of Basic Medical Sciences, Chengdu University of Traditional Chinese Medicine, Chengdu 611137, China;
ISchool of Life Science and Technology, University of Electronic Science and Technology of China, Chengdu 610054, China)

Abstract As an important social cognitive function, empathy can help people establish harmonious
interpersonal relationship and better adapt to the real society. Previous studies have shown that the occurrence,
development and recurrence of many neurological and psychiatric diseases are related to empathy deficit. By
modulating cortical excitability, non-invasive brain stimulation techniques (transcranial magnetic stimulation and
transcranial direct current stimulation) can regulate the individual’s level of empathy and alleviate the symptoms
of empathy deficit. The available evidence from healthy populations shows that the activities of the medial
prefrontal cortex, the primary motor cortex, the inferior frontal gyrus, the dorsolateral prefrontal cortex and the
temporoparietal junction help improve cognitive empathy. The activities of the bilateral dorsolateral prefrontal
cortex can also help to down-regulate the level of affective empathy, while the activities of the right
temporoparietal junction can enhance self-representation and support the self-other discrimination during
empathy. There is a small amount of clinical evidence suggest that enhancing the activities of the left dorsolateral
prefrontal cortex and the medial prefrontal cortex can improve cognitive empathy in patients with psychiatric and
neurodegenerative diseases, respectively. Future research should explore empathy intervention with different
stimulus parameters and stimulus sites under a unified behavioral measurement, and further investigate the
mechanism of non-invasive brain stimulation in improving empathy by integrating other neurophysiological

techniques. The effects of individual differences on brain intervention should also be considered.

Key words empathy, non-invasive brain stimulation technology, transcranial magnetic stimulation, transcranial
direct current stimulation
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