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[Abstract] Embodied simulation is a serial cognitive process of action observation, physical simulation, body perception.
It relates to the visual cortex, somatosensory cortex, premotor cortex, the amygdala. In this paper, embodied simulation was
introduced through the neural mechanism research of the primary cognitive process(action observation and simulation) and
advanced cognitive process (social cognition). On the other hand, the perspective of individual development and evolution

mechanism of embodied simulation researches were introduced. The aim of this review was help to integrate the neural

mechanism model of embodied simulation.
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