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Social function of pupil: A brief
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IEFL DFHFZ MR & S RIREE

MROUCRIZPH M7 fLOFR G 2 RELE V9 o FA72H AT
W REfLIE, FEEEORELOMBIRITIC X 2 B 5 % W
Twab7zd, IELIEAGHE (entrance pupil) & S
N, EBREL DR 1EHKREV, BELO X Mo n-iEo
121E, B2 wE 2 AT LEERICEET 2 hos%
T 2R TH S 9 o LGN E ARV T T
W7 —¥ 2 (850-923 CE) 12 & » Tk MIZHEs &
N7z (Martin, 1967) . HEFLOMEEIE 1.5 ~ 9 mm D HEFA
TZALL. %200 ms THIBUCEUE T % (Lowenstein &
Loewenfeld, 1969). 1 2 MBS T Cld, KELO
KEZEIHK3mm TH5SH (Wyatt, 1995), BEfLOK X &
DZALE, MO 2 SO (BILEER T, BILEOR
) CXoThlERI SN,

Xt 6 R g o # % (Lowenstein & Loewenfeld, 1969)
. M OHEAR - AR S5 L. BLARE SRR L -
BRI AR L72d & @E OB TH 2 7HIIRIK
SRS, HENBISERD S, HEMH T2 —1
YEREZ, WHERAELT, BREEEY), FUOIKEEO
J4 B % [l > T, Edinger-Westphal #% (EW #%) 2%

%o EW B %58 L 7 st (3 S IR B & 4o
%, BT, HRBRZSH - LIEWICHMA 5 ks,
Z OMOHRS; - BRANREE & /- U CRESLEER 7 (AL
% UHE 2 5 IR Ilmm 55 O Wik O g, MR oLk
5B TR LA AE) & BRGSO 5 TR & 2 h
N5, BRI SH 7275 = 2 — 0 ¥ PVEBRAR
ELTHEL, B0 EB 2 O HRBRPIIC A Y K FLIE R
V2o S %o

WL % BOK S & 2 B SIROFEih (BEFLEORH,) %
XA 5SS REAPRERAHE IS HUR T IIRIEZ S L. I -
T« MR - FREZ TATL Ty T - A SHERARR I 2 ol L
LA 2 BT L, SRS AL, 22 TY S
TARHR L, LA L, fMieiit s 25, kL
SR A REAP R & 72 IS AR T N SHE IR & & B 12
BHFEMNICAD ., NEEIIRSE. HERMRE BB
%3l - THEFLBORHICE S (Lowenstein & Loewenfeld,
1969) o

FRO L) e F T BILIZIRICAZ to®m %
L TWwDEEZLNTWDA, KoL IS
b, KD 2ODNFERELRH L EELZOLNT VD
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(Lowenstein & Loewenfeld, 1969), 121%, tw& 2
Db L X THilE L, BERREZRD 5 Z & TR
BORTr WA I ELBETHSL GERG) . I 1
DO, SRR T 2 DI v LNV (]
Fidl) 2B T, WfLE/AS L, lE KRICES
JEFTRZACIC X DR T AIGE) RIREIIGE Ctdtimic
PATICAF L7z L &, St olin 2z 3 EERrHTh
LHL) XA RFBWAEELILTH S,

DX WALOEAIRREDS L2 E RS
NCw7eh, B4, BEFREICBVT #BM7atx
ERMTAZERTI = r—YaryE LTHHENT
Wb ZEDPLELDIRTRENT VS,

IEfLERMTOER

WAL (pupl) W) EEIEXT T Vil
Hk$ 2, THIZMFOHICMS ‘little doll (/ME %
ANE)" % EWT 5 (Martin, 1967). [ HIZ3Eo 8 (Ut
imago est animi voltus sic indices oculi) | (7 — < 47
EEEER S 7o (106-47 BCE)). [ HiZ.0idfE 4 (In
— i EEYEE T =
A (23-79 CE)) W) EENFHLH LI, Hide bo
WNEBIRRE % W3 2 & HF 2 5T & 72 FERRIC,
SEIERRMT LR N, EE, LR BEUE)

BELIEE T 5 DL DR TRENT WS,

MED Ny THy YRR E LT, BILEYAY Lo
HZTTIE AL MEMZPL S ITHFLTORIET 5
CENBHS NI o> Twb (Laeng & Endestad, 2011;
Binda et al., 2013a) . Kitaoka (2005) 3% % L 7= “Asahi”
EIFIEN B EEHLIZ K O HIMTI B W60 5 X 9 1A
ENb, ZOHBROEEZONME M % iz S 722
Y hu— VR EER L, AU VPVl a Yy ba—
ViEZ 72 & & OBALZWEL 2o Z DK, 2200
BT B DB (RIS AS 2 60 &1
L) THAHAZHpbOT, Izl shiz+y Y
FVHEE Bz &2, B K D IGH L 72 (Laeng &
Endestad, 2011), Binda & (2013a) %, F¥HiEIT
NTEHLWKEOWI{E, H—Wi{gE, A2 5> 7V,
Howigz T, T2 Lz EORLE e
L7z ZORE. LKL 2 KO RIS LT,
B L7z &5 50med . IRERES) O T 5>
5. HRE OB & ESLBURICBE DS 2 VW2 & ZIR L
TWhe SHITHAREZ LI, BRE R L 705
DB SIS L CTHALOEL S 5 2 E W50k o

@ “pupilla” 12

oculis animus habitat) | (&

Tw5 (Laeng & Sulutvedt, 2014)

Einhduser 5 (2008) . A YD b Y A5
BEANCHEILDSEAOR T 5 2 & 2R L7ze FEBRTIE, HbR
BRI FSFEFLRNLENE (F Yy H—F2—7, plaid
motion. structure from motion % &) % L. HE
BT Bb)AELLE SRy V2L THE L
720 ZORE TRTORPIIHB T, PiFshty
b ) OBEFNIEILASTHR L. o) Fb 0 ERi OHk
BEQKREWIZE, ZOBROAMENEET ST EHHLH
2% o720 Bl BUE RIS BT 5 AT)ZAbD3 R\ 7z
B, IS ORERIIMONTIREBOZALITRRK T 5 &%
Ao,

Sy EAT & EFLIC B AF%EI2 38\ C. Kahneman
Lk, SESFELEWHEIIBIES AT 87+ =<V R
LHEfLE ORI ARG L7z, FEERCTIX, BEBEIX 1B
EWEREND I HOBTERZ THE L. HAH
A3 3 5 7L ’igf.é ZL7h3 o THREFLIF K D HOR L
Z ORI HAGHT IS WL, Wb B &
g Lk 72 (Kahneman & Beatty, 1966; Kahneman et
al, 1967). FDIIHN 12, SAT scores (Ahern & Beatty,
1979). A P Vv—7%#E (Laeng et al, 2011), 7—F
7 AEY (Heitz et al, 2008). #E#cHIlr (Kuchinke et
al, 2007). #EEZ (Porter et al, 2007) 7 &% w7z
BEPRENTVD, — RIS, EERLT—F Y7 XE
Y OBEIRM T A ABRENTY Y =R T =V &
IEEMELT VD, 20720, )Y —AMMEH S

BELIZREBICRE 2D, VY — AP EI N B &
BEFLIZIPUE L TV EE 2z b5,

BILEFMBE—/ ILIERT7U LR
BT 1 X A L AL BT S IR R
o TWhWng, FHE—/ V¥ AR7
coeruleus-nor-epinephrine system; LC-NE) 2S%#212
HLTWBLZEEHS2THS (Aston-Jones & Cohen,
2005)o LCIZIZ EW B & i~ D@ LR F 1S
(Szabadi, 2012), % 112 FURIZS AN RERE s & 2 A A
REBE O IR T o S HIT, LCIIEEA H = X A
EREHLTRM T R ICHET 5% < OFRE L B
T5HEEZLNTWS (Sara & Bouret, 2012), € D
FEHLE LT v ’io’h‘éﬂ‘”?%’é@wﬂ:?: LC=a2—
O NGB OZAL»ERICHE T 5 2 LAVREINT WS
(Rajkowski, 1993; Rajkowski et al, 2004), & b2 B
TIE EWIZX Y LC AL 5 2 L TREEL

ILAED

1) >~ % (locus



ZloEEs e ZNICR L ChELDE/LT A2 (Hou
et al, 2005) ®. fMRI & BESLOFFERIZEIC X D, BEAL
ELCEMEAHMZALT 2 2 EHFWAL IR > TV
(Murphy et al, 2014) .

LC O{5#),¢ % — > 1% phasic (—#&M:) & tonic (¥f
) D200 F—F2H 52 LATRENT WD (Usher
et al, 1999; Aston-Jones et al, 1994), phasic €— KT
3. LCR=Z T4 EEPEL, FAI RT3 =3 >
AN EHT B, —H, tonic €E— FTld. LCR—ZF
A G EA L, —BUES 2L %Y, ¥ A 73
T F—< VAP T 5, Aston-Jones & Cohen (2005)
&. LCNE Y AT LAWY A7 87 5 =3 Y A HET
bR BB D 54 Y EF K 2 D 2 LT, phasic
E— FIE I (exploitation ; BEAIO IR 2 83K) #
RAE L. tonic E— FIZHED F 2 7 % 5 OBl % L
L. #% (exploration ; # L Wil = #3) % #ERT
5 &) PG (adaptive gain theory; AGT) #2472,
Gilzenrat & (2010) &, N—2 F £ Y EILEOWD (72
2L ZAZERMEBKR) E5 A7 ~OfEFE () 12
B L, N—=2F 4 YVEILEOWNIH Y 2 7 O Ak
DT E Y 27 6O (RF) ICHET 22 L2
522 L. AGT OIGH & FE AT 72,

CTOXHIT, izt ONEREL KL TW5 T
LRHEPTH LD, TNEEILRZ D I HITL T
HEWRIIDDHDIES D Ho

IEFL D YRR

vt roHIZAHE (GRFE) A#EHLTWw5b, SREN
IHFIZO>WT, HOIBILRED I % 1T - 720 %%
(Kobayashi & Kohshima, 1997) 12X % &, v b HIE
ME—SEall BRI RV EEE 2 R D, R
JE (FFINIRERE OB / MRS - IRZBERE (HIL
HUEME / P &3 ICEREOPTRAT
Ho7zo TIUIREREIIC L A2 HBFILKEZWER T 7200
BWISHWEETHLLEZDOND, T/, b UM OER
BoFE AL, BEEICEOGIPTEY), 2095
OPHL FofLmbe L EHAb P TnwiZ L,
AR BRI RE 2 R L T b T VRIS
720 2% 0,  MIFEBOPTHE—, BIREZ IR T 5
By —OHZF>TWDLDTH S, ROKI LR
EEOMAIC X D HiaED g% il 5 L8 % <
% %—J Ty LETORI - |RE & Vo 2L FESHEZ [F]
AR AR & PRSI 5 20 Il v LEZ2 5

% (Kobayashi & Kohshima, 2001) o

TOXHIC BfEe boaza=r—varkLT
FRELEHZHSTWEEEZOLNLD, 3EALDIR
FOEB TP RENICE T L TE 5720, B ONER
REEZ IEFEICIEL T b LIER S v, —JF, EILIE
SEREANAE - R SEANE THIB S M A2 AP 2 EH TH
5720, FBEEORHVIEEL &% )15, Hess (1975)
X, BESLASHE S IERRE Z > TV AT REE % Fk L 72,
Hess (1965) (. BUICHEEILOKE S 721235 % 5 [H
LMD BEEEZNXT TERLZ, ZO#%E. BEOLEL
DRESDENVIZD VTV EWIZS b 5T, B
DORKEVLMEE “soft”. “more feminine” .
FHili L7z Simms (1967) &, F—5% - H—&kok
LORE SHBZENETNEL 55 E 4 BT 5 BEALES
ZWE L7zo TORE, BB TREILOKE Witk
DEEZ, TR E IELOKRE CFEOFEITH L
Ty EYDREVHEEELAR Lz, KELRBEILIZZDOANE X
LTW2 AT Z0E (BIR) 2RLTw5 LR
S AR TSNS NS L THE L BT
BOBRBEIPEHELTVWEEEZONSL, 2D LHIT,
3 DREFLO KR E SIIBIHH I & o THWEIRA IS -
PR, BIEAEONIREIZS BT 5,

Kret 5 (2014) (&, Z OKEFLEAM A FED AL T
5T LR LI, EBRTIE, B PEF IRy T2
DK - WHE 9 2 WA OBl 2 2R L. € OB O BigE
HOWILZWEL7ze TOMRKR, b F Y-
b [FREOBESLATHO S 2 B & DS 2 Bl & 8155 L
7o & EORILEALIZEN A SNz, 51T 2 OREFLE
MATE) (BEYvE) LBET LI ENHLNII%-T
w5 (Kret et al, 2015; Kret et al, 2017; Van Breen et
al, 2018; Kret & De Dreu, 2019), FEBIIB VT, bk
BAXBESLASHOR - WA - # k32 Ao @) 2 #Blg2 L7
% TOMTIH L THRET 20 E) PIELTZ. €D

“pretty” &

BHDHIIM U, BBRE OREAL S HOR L7z WALHCR O
AV E BB BITNERICB W TORIEOHIEAR S
7z (Kret et al, 2015)s Van Breen & (2018) 1. [d
BB Z VT, BBESIREZ 2T TEN 2 L§1%
N5 72 EICh, BT AMHFICL VS S DL %
HIEEWPLNIIL2e TOHOFHED S BESLBIZ
fg OEFHOIREE L LTHW S, NER Ok 85
ORTH#ELLIZEEZONE, LT, T80TV =T
DEEFLIEHATRE 5 2 L b, DA H = A LIRS
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BRI, TSN TV LRI RIE I NS
(Kret et al, 2017),

CRIEEEILE D SRz, BEILATHOR T 5 & H D%
WO T b FD720, BILOBMRIIH XM 7%
BE TR <L PRS2 KL T b & 15k T 5 b
7t b & 5 (Derksen et al, 2018) Derkesen 5 (2018)
o H (BEALEUCR) oML aY P AMPELVE
F ARG B EFLRI & 815 L 7-BRIS, BEILOBA A U
BRI L7z T oRR, BEE 2 ¥ b T A sk S
NTW WIS LT, BESLOBMISIH - 7287 —
YRIRLIZH, HEEAYY— L S N7 R R (O
DL EN T2 hhb 5 T) 1IZxh LT, ki
LB o 7288 =V iZR SN otz TRED
FERA S, EILOBMIE. B Ol EEZ LR B L O B Y
ZALIZ L o T, BANOZEBWERSEE 5 2 &L THIE
ENLXNFTHE EFRL TS, ZhiZx LT,
Prochazkova & (2018) ix. Kret & (2015) & Rk
FERFHE & T, WAL L BEE) & R ICEH L. BESLE
KM AL OHEG A » F 7 — 2 (precuneus, temporo-
parietal junction, superior temporal sulcus, medial
prefrontal cortex) % {EMALd 52 LT, BiFHEMEEL
TWwbZExRLiz, 7o, OBEHD L) RAERATH)
VX B IESLBLAR O R RS R SOIR (AR - 44 EFD)
KXo THREIS NG 2 &, OBESLBMRAE U8R &
Z ) TV CRIBLRHICES W e 6, KL
AR ATERGE BRI Cld v 2 FE L2, O
ZonTid, FHEMIOBII RN T e w7z il ik
NOWIENRL ), BANOFEEAIME T LA TRENS D
EZoNb, OIZOoWTIE, HMAE & FERVE LR
D EREMEOE &t L CELIZIE Y % (Binda
et al, 2013b; Mathét et al, 2013; Naber et al, 2013) 72,
HERDBE L T A EEMEIEHIRTE v, BEH L,
BEFLEMIC I A A = X LD L TH Y . LT
DIEWALC S LOHGwmA Y NT—ZIZ#ELNL T E
T, BEAFREZOTEEVIEZLND,

EILRIC % AV i AR B R

AT, BELOREARN 2 BERE T d 2 65T % b
N7z BT, LA FORBAT O A T 5 2 &,
HAEROERD 720 O SRR Z 5 T 2 W REME
AN L7z BELIGBIME (IRERGES)) L1338 a0, EE
WG TH DI e D, & FOWERIREZHEET S
DIEBEEDS S EED—DThH b, 72, EHFEHT

#: (EEG, fMRI, MEG) & T, FEE B CHN T HE
RS TR - A ICHE TE B BALIEIR. SIS
XBRIEHBTE RN CREBERHE. P UADIEGRE %
E), ERBAHoOANR, SEEFHEILVEW R ST
THWRICEHTE 5, /oo HEMBERSLERORK
REREE 2 E ST 2 HEE (Daluwatte et al, 2013;
Turi et al, 2018), BHTH B E - KM 2E A% O B g &
RO A JFHAE (Winton-Brown et al, 2014; Grace,
2010) %= &, WL OPOEEOZH~OIGH b MRS
%o LHEICIE. SEPAHBHZ SIS LRI VE DR
B %2 478122 #4 5 Brain Computer Interface . t
FMORWEIRELHEEL, TS LTy yRuRy b
O % %1b &€ % Human Machine Interface ® B 5§
WCHFGTAHEEZOLNS,

LIS E SR ERNOREEL 2T 5720, BT 1
L AD &) BRI S BESLIR T ORI AT 2 b D
BEve L LA s, FEBRIN - OB 2R
WEHAT - W HEOMS L & AFE, DR RLF )
5 L7 EWRIA W E O BEBEITTEIC L o T, A LT o]
EMChoTETWD, TD &) Lz L 7z0oR
L, B OEPED LD EDNSABITTREBUH:
REST, HELRBETDH S,
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