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Abstract

In this paper, we investigate the brain activity elicited during
perception of animated shapes as stimuli, which have been
found to evoke mental state attributions. Contrary to a pre-
vious study, we incorporated the participants’ responses in the
analysis, and observed robust activations in mPFC, which has
been found to play an important role in understanding other’s
and one’s own nature. From our analyses, TPOj was observed
showing robust activation during the task as well as function-
ally connected to AA and LTC, which lead to speculation
that empathy might co-occur with mentalizing in the task and
that humans might be able to empathize with these interacting
shapes, in spite of lacking human features. Along with this, in
one of our analyses, we were able to localize a region close
to the pSTS, where the activation depicted the participants’
’ability to mentalize’. Based on our observations, we mod-
elled the prediction of mentalization and propose our model as
an approach towards developing a brain-activity based model
to detect ToM (Theory of Mind) difficulties, which could be
useful in research about disorders like Autism Spectrum Disor-
der (ASD) as well as assessment of mentalization-based treat-
ments. Additionally, we use our findings to reiterate how the
Resting State might not always act as a good control condition
and that control conditions should be task-specific.

Keywords: Mentalizing; Empathy; Theory of Mind; fMRI;
Machine Learning; Autism; Social Cognition

Introduction
During its developmental stages, the brain forms memories
and uses these as templates to infer others’ emotional and
mental states. Interpreting others’ experiences and behaviors
also shapes one’s own behavior. This process of ascribing
mental states to others, inferring their emotions and feelings,
and reflecting on them is called mentalizing. The ability or
the capacity to make these inferences and dissociate others’
mental states (thoughts and feelings) to gain an understand-
ing of their mind is called Theory of Mind (ToM). This un-
derstanding is used to explain and predict behaviour of other
people. ToM plays a critical role in development of sense of
self (Fonagy, 1991; Fonagy & Target, 1996).

It is central to cognition and emotion, and fosters under-
standing of emotional states of others as well as our own, that
further guide our behavior. The concept of mentalization was
first conceptualised by Fonagy and Allison (2012) of Anna
Freud Centre. They had defined mentalizing as “being en-
gaged in a form of (mostly preconscious) imaginative mental
activity that enables us to perceive and interpret human be-
havior in terms of intentional mental states”, such as needs,

desires, thoughts, feelings, beliefs, attitudes, intentions, and
reasons (Allen, Fonagy, & Bateman, 2008).

It also enables a person to make out what other person
is going through by analyzing their behavior such as body
postures, color of speech, words, facial expressions and eye-
movements. For e.g., if someone approaches us with a dull
body language, we are able to figure out that something is
wrong with the person, or we can make out if someone is in-
terested or not in our conversation by observing the other per-
son’s eye-movements. All these cues help in deducing other
person’s mental states that further enables empathizing with
them.

As part of the Human Connectome Project in the Theory
of Mind (ToM) domain, 339 participants were presented with
animated videos of shapes (circles, triangles, or squares) ei-
ther interacting with each other or moving randomly on the
screen, and the task-evoked functional brain activity data was
recorded. These interacting shapes have previously shown
evidence for mental state attributions (Castelli, Happé, Frith,
& Frith, 2000; Abell, Happe, & Frith, 2000; White, Coniston,
Rogers, & Frith, 2011). In this study, we perform analyses of
this brain activity during mentalisation and observe some sig-
nificant findings.

In one of our analyses, we observed that TPOj showed ro-
bust activation during the task. Further, from functional con-
nectivity analysis, we established that TPOj is functionally
connected with AA and LTC, while mentalizing. As TPOj is
associated with empathy, we speculate mentalizing and em-
pathy might co-occur even in this case, as previous research
posits (Cerniglia et al., 2019; Schnell, Bluschke, Konradt, &
Walter, 2011).

We noted that for our study, a task-related condition is a
better control than the Resting State (RS), hence, reaffirm-
ing that control conditions should be task-specific and that
RS might not always act as a perfect control condition. Addi-
tionally, we obtained robust activations in a region close to the
pSTS, where the activations depicted the participants’ ’abil-
ity to mentalize’. Since this region has been linked to disor-
ders with abnormality in ToM like Autism Spectrum Disorder
(ASD), this finding holds immense significance.

Finally, we also perform dimensionality reduction to look
out for meaningful and interesting patterns within this high
dimensional brain activity data (Srivastava & Goel, 2021).
We found that the projections of the brain activity in lower
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dimensions during various conditions (for e.g. mentalizing
and not mentalizing) get structured into distinct clusters. In
light of this observation, we modelled the prediction of men-
talization. The model was able to generate distinct decision
boundaries and returned impressive accuracy in predicting
about mentalization. Along with our findings and observa-
tions of the brain activity during perception of these anima-
tions, we propose our model as an approach towards devel-
oping a brain-activity based model to detect ToM (Theory of
Mind) difficulties, which could be useful in research about
disorders like Autism Spectrum Disorder (ASD) as well as
for assessment of mentalization-based treatments.

Method
Data
We used the task-evoked functional brain activity data from
the Social Cognition (Theory of Mind) domain of the Human
Connectome Project. 339 participants were presented with
animated videos of shapes (circles, triangles, or squares) ei-
ther interacting with each other or moving randomly on the
screen. These videos were developed by either Castelli et al.
(2000) or Wheatley, Milleville, and Martin (2007). For e.g.
in the interaction one, two shapes (a big triangle and a small
one) were animated to imply complex mental states, like be-
ing involved in persuading, bluffing, mocking, surprising one
another or even depicting an intention to deceive. In random
movement, the shapes were showed to be bouncing off the
walls or just drifting about.

After presentation of each video, participants were asked
to judge whether they perceived the shapes as having ‘mental
interaction’ (an interaction in which shapes appear to be un-
derstanding each other’s mental states i.e. feelings, thoughts
or intentions), ‘random movement’ (i.e. the movement of
shapes appears to be random without any kind of interaction),
or ‘not sure’. Since, the perceptions of the participants can be
directly attributed to their ability to reflect on the emotional
and instinctive responses in the shapes which are presented,
hence, their responses reflected their ability to mentalize.

In the task-based fMRI, the data was collected during two
runs. Each run consisted of 5 video blocks with mental in-
teraction and random movements that were shown to partici-
pants and their responses for each video were recorded. Each
video had a fixation block of 15 seconds and they lasted 20
seconds. Each run had either 2 videos of mental interaction
and 3 videos of random movement or vice-versa. The experi-
ment design is demonstrated in Figure 1. The dataset used in
this work is curated and made available by the Neuromatch
Academy1.

Conditions with Nomenclature
This is the nomenclature that we follow for the responses of
participants and the conditions of videos:
Resp X-Y denotes the response belonging to ‘X’ category
[M: ‘Mental Interaction’, R: ‘Random Movement’], and Y

1https://osf.io/hygbm/

Figure 1: Experiment Design

Figure 2: Nomenclature followed while performing analysis

denotes the condition of videos [M: ‘Mental’, R: ‘Random’]
(Figure 2). We follow this nomenclature hereon.

Analysis
We performed four kinds of analyses for each of the follow-
ing objectives. First, identifying the parcels, regions and net-
works activated, as shown in ’Identifying regions of activ-
ity’ section. Second, investigating the functional connectiv-
ity among these regions of interest (ROIs), as discussed in
’Functional Connectivity’ section. Third, dimensionality re-
duction to look for meaningful patterns, as discussed in ’Di-
mensionality Reduction’ section. And fourth, modelling the
prediction of mentalization, as discussed in ’Predicting Men-
talization’ section. The code for these analyses is available
on Github2.

Identifying regions of activity We performed subtraction
analysis to identify the regions and networks that were ac-
tivated while mentalizing. The parcels were identified us-
ing parcellations by Glasser et al. (2016), one of the most
comprehensive human cerebral cortex parcellations, where
180 symmetric areas per hemisphere have been delineated as
parcels. These 180 parcels were also grouped into 22 regions
based on geographically contiguous areas which can be ob-
served in their entirety when viewed from a single perspective
and on the basis of their common architectures, task-fMRI
profiles, or functional connectivity.

Understanding cognitive abilities requires studying and
characterizing the architecture of human brain across mul-
tiple levels of organization. Therefore to investigate activity
at the level of networks, we also use network assignments of
parcels from Ji et al. (2019), which provides a comprehensive

2https://github.com/varadsrivastava/shapeception



whole-brain functional network atlas. Using Pearson corre-
lation, each voxel was assigned to the network with which
it shared the highest mean connectivity across the parcels.
Additionally, parcellations on the fsaverage5 surface (Mills,
2016) and approximate MNI coordinates of each region were
used for the visualizations.

Hence for each participant, fMRI BOLD time series were
extracted from the 360 independently identified parcels
and subtraction analysis was performed for the following
combinations of conditions and responses:

Case A: Mental and Random condition of Videos
Case B: Resp M-M and Resp R-R (taking Resp R-R as
control)
Case C: Resp M-M and Resting State (RS) (taking RS as
control)
Case D: Resp M-M and Resp R-M

Functional Connectivity Correlational analysis was per-
formed to investigate the functional connectivity among the
ROIs (as discussed in Results section). For each participant,
fMRI BOLD time series were extracted from the 36 identi-
fied parcels in which robust activations were observed, cor-
responding to the Resp M-M condition in each run. Sub-
sequently, Pearson product-moment correlation coefficients
between each pair of parcels were calculated for each partic-
ipant. A group average functional connectivity matrix was
formed by averaging across all participants for each parcel.
A functional connectivity matrix for N parcels is defined as
a N×N matrix M, where M(i, j) contains the Pearson correla-
tion coefficients between parcels i and j. Hence in this way, a
36 × 36 functional connectivity matrix was obtained and plot-
ted with parcels arranged region-wise, as assigned by Glasser
et al. (2016).

Dimensionality Reduction To observe this high-
dimensional data, we also performed dimensionality
reduction using t-Distributed Stochastic Neighbor Embed-
ding (t-SNE). It is a non-linear dimensionality reduction
algorithm used for exploring high-dimensional data, which
finds patterns in the data based on similarity of data points
with multiple features. fMRI BOLD time series (for parcels
from the four ROIs) were extracted for conditions Resp M-M
and Resp R-R (i.e. when shapes in the ‘Mental’ and ‘Ran-
dom’ condition of videos were correctly perceived as having
mental interaction and random movement, respectively),
Resp R-M (i.e. when shapes in the ’Mental condition’ were
incorrectly perceived), as well as the Resting State. These
were then averaged across time frames and subsequently
concatenated with each other, hence resulting in a 1356
x 36 NumPy array. Using t-SNE, we mapped these high-
dimensional time-series to two dimensions, where each point
represents a participant’s scan.

Predicting Mentalization In the corresponding lower two-
dimensional space, we observe three distinct clusters that

Figure 3: Using Elbow method to determine optimal value of
k for KNN classifier

could be identified as belonging to three conditions: Resp M-
M, Resp R-R and Resting State (we exclude the Resp R-M
condition, as the mappings for Resp M-M and Resp R-M
conditions do not seem to be segmented well). Therefore, we
further investigate if mentalization could be predicted based
on this two-dimensional mapping of the brain activity in the
four ROIs. We use the k-nearest neighbours classifier for this
purpose.

The distinct clusters correspond to the three classes: ‘0’
for Resp R-R, ‘1’ for Resp M-M, and ’2’ for the Resting
State. To chose the optimal value of ’k’ (no. of nearest neigh-
bours) for the k-nearest neighbours classifier, we use the El-
bow method. When ’k’ is small, we limit the range of a given
prediction and force our classifier to be ignorant of the over-
all distribution (more complex model and may lead to over-
fitting). A small value for ’k’ yields the most adaptable fit,
with low bias but high variance. This would result in the
decision boundary being more jagged. A higher ’k’, on the
other hand, averages more points in each prediction and is
thus more resistant to outliers. As expected, these would then
result in smoother decision boundaries (less complex model),
decreasing variance but increasing the bias.

Models that are either too complex or not complex enough
are penalised in the form of error rate. When the model has
the appropriate level of complexity, we get the lowest error
rate. We performed a 10-fold cross validation to estimate the
error rates for various values of ’k’. As seen in Figure 3, in
our case, the error rate is the lowest around 9<k <14. Hence,
we select k=11 as the hyper-parameter.

In this way, we investigated whether a lower dimension
mapping of the activity in the 36 parcels belonging to four
ROIs (Results section) where we found the most robust activ-
ity could be used to distinctively predict mentalization.

We also checked for overfitting by evaluating the model on
test data that it has not experienced before, by splitting the
data 70-30 into training and testing sets, after shuffling it.



Figure 4: Activations in networks during mentalizing for the three cases: (a) Case A, (b) Case B, and (c) Case C

Results
Identifying regions of activity
Subtraction analyses yielded robust activations across
temporo-parieto-occipital junction (TPOj), medial prefrontal
cortex (mPFC), auditory association (AA) area, and lateral
temporal cortex (LTC). These findings are consistent with
previous research that have observed regions associated with
mentalizing as mPFC, posterior superior temporal sulcus
(pSTS), temporoparietal junction (TPj) and temporal poles
(TP) (Silani, Lamm, Ruff, & Singer, 2013; Frith, 2001;
Cerniglia et al., 2019; Hooker, Verosky, Germine, Knight,
& D’Esposito, 2008; Castelli et al., 2000). Four interesting
observations are:

1. Default mode network (DMN) was found to be consistently
activated with high contrasts across Cases (A,B,C) that we
investigated (Figure 4).

2. We observed more promimnent activation in the mPFC for
the mentalizing task in Case B (Figure 5b), when partici-
pants’ responses are taken into account, compared to Case
A, where they are not.

Figure 5: Activations in Case A and Case B (lateral view)

3. We observed more clear contrasts in activations when the
Resp R-R was considered as control (Case B) as compared
to the RS condition (Case C) (Figure 6).

4. We also observed robust activation in a region close to the
pSTS in Case D (Figure 7), which shows contrasts in the

Figure 6: Activations in Case B and Case C (lateral view)

activity based on participants’ ability to mentalize the in-
teracting shapes.

Figure 7: Activations in Case D (lateral view)

Figure 8: Connections between nodes based on the correla-
tion values (edge threshold=0.8, lateral view)



Figure 9: Correlational analysis for functional connectivity

Figure 10: t-SNE projections for the fMRI data in all the four
conditions

Functional Connectivity
Pearson’s correlation was computed among the fMRI BOLD
activity of ROIs. Strong positive correlations were observed
between TPOj and LTC [r = 0.911; p < 0.001] and TPOj and
AA [p = 0.876; p < 0.001]. TPOj and mPFC were observed
to be weakly negatively correlated [r = -0.167; p = 0.03] (Fig-
ure 9). Further, the correlation values were thresholded to
produce the connectome (Figure 8).

Dimensionality Reduction
We used t-Distributed Stochastic Neighbor Embedding (t-
SNE) to map the fMRI BOLD time-series data for all the four
conditions in two dimensions (Figure 10). However, we ob-
serve here that the projections for Resp M-M and Resp R-M
conditions seem to be overlapping. Therefore, for a mean-

Figure 11: t-SNE projections for the fMRI data in three se-
lected conditions

ingful interpretation and visualization, we perform another
mapping which includes the Resp M-M condition, but ex-
cludes the Resp R-M condition (Figure 11). We suspect that
the reason behind the overlap could be the similar condition
of shapes that are perceived by participants, but which might
elicit incorrect responses due to effects of other activated net-
works or regions. However, an analysis needs to be per-
formed to explain this observation conclusively. In the t-SNE
projections corresponding to the three selected conditions, we
observe three distinct clusters that could be identified as be-
longing to the three respective conditions.

Predicting Mentalization

We subsequently used k-nearest neighbour classifier to inves-
tigate if these two-dimensional projections of the brain activ-



Figure 12: Confusion Matrix

Figure 13: Decision Boundaries learnt from the train set

ity could be modelled to predict whether or not a person is
mentalizing.

Classification metrics were acquired by evaluating the
model on the testing set consisting of brain activity from 30%
(306) of the concatenated fMRI BOLD time-series data (from
the four ROIs as discussed in Results section) corresponding
to the three selected conditions (Resp M-M, Resp R-R and
Resting State). Our model was 97.71% accurate in making
predictions about mentalization on the testing set, as shown
along with other metrics in Table 1. The confusion matrix can
be observed in Figure 12.

Table 1: Classification metrics
Precision Recall f1-score Support

Not Mentalized 0.96 0.98 0.97 99
Mentalized 0.98 0.95 0.96 99
Resting State 0.99 1.00 1.00 108
Accuracy 0.98 306
Macro avg 0.98 0.98 0.98 306
Weighted avg 0.98 0.98 0.98 306

We also plotted and visualised the decision boundaries for
our model. Figure 13 shows the decision boundaries it learnt

Figure 14: Model predictions on the test set along with the
decision boundaries

from the training set and Figure 14 shows the predictions on
the test set along with the decision boundaries.

On the basis of these results, we can conclude that our
model is able to make predictions about mentalization with
a significant accuracy across participants.

Discussion
1. We performed subtraction analyses on the fMRI activity to

identify brain regions and networks activated while men-
talizing animated interacting shapes. We observed that
TPOj, that is associated with empathy, showed robust acti-
vation during the task. On performing functional connec-
tivity analysis by computing correlations, we established
that TPOj is functionally connected with AA and LTC,
while mentalizing. In their study, Silani et al. (2013) ex-
plain empathizing as looking at other’s world through our
emotions and mentions, ”When assessing the world around
us and our fellow humans, we use ourselves as a yard-
stick and tend to project our own emotional state onto
others.” They observed the neurological correlates for em-
pathy by varying the activity in temporo-parieto-occipital
junction (TPOj) (Silani et al., 2013). As TPOj is associ-
ated with empathy, we speculate mentalizing and empa-
thy may co-occur even in this case, as previous research
posits (Cerniglia et al., 2019; Schnell et al., 2011; Hoff-
mann, Koehne, Steinbeis, Dziobek, & Singer, 2016). This
finding suggests that humans might be able to empathize
with such kind of interacting shapes. However, further
behavioural investigations by introducing a questionnaire
based on empathy in the task is required to conclude this.
Since the previous studies have been limited to human fea-
tures, including cues like facial expressions, body posture
etc., through which people are able to mentalize and em-
pathize, whether empathy can be evoked through exposure
to simple, non-verbal stimuli that elicit mental state attri-
butions i.e. mentalizing, in spite of lacking human feature
cues, is an interesting question for future work.

2. In the study done by Barch et al. (2013), activations in the



mPFC were not observed to be robust (as replicated by us
in Figure 5a), although previous studies show otherwise.
The mPFC has been found to play an important role in un-
derstanding other’s and one’s own nature (Cerniglia et al.,
2019). However, by considering paricipants’ responses, we
observed significant activation in the mPFC for the mental-
izing task (Figure 5b). Hence, our study explained the lack
of robust activation in the same region in previous research
that had not considered the responses. Barch et al. (2013).

3. We noted that for our study, Resp R-R is a better control
than Resting State (RS). This is because, the former con-
trols for the cognitive feature to be studying (i.e. mentaliz-
ing), while the later is simply an absence of the task stim-
uli. Additionally, RS has been found to be associated with
an individual’s mentalizing ability (Hoffmann et al., 2016).
Hence, for our task, absence of the task stimuli (i.e. men-
talizing in RS) is not a good control condition as compared
to the condition which differs only in the cognitive feature
to be studied (i.e. mentalizing). This reiterates the finding
that RS might not always act as a good control condition
(Mastrovito, 2013), and that control conditions should be
task-specific.

4. In Case D, we obtained robust activations in a region
close to the pSTS, in which the contrasts depict partici-
pants’ ’ability to mentalize’. In clinical studies, this region
has been found to be less activated in autistic individuals
(Castelli, Frith, Happé, & Frith, 2002; Alaerts et al., 2014).
In previous studies, impairment in mentalization and em-
pathy have been linked to various psychological disorders
such as autism (Frith, 2001; Castelli et al., 2002; White et
al., 2011; Abell et al., 2000), psychopathy (Decety, Chen,
Harenski, & Kiehl, 2013) and schizophrenia (Russell, Rey-
naud, Herba, Morris, & Corcoran, 2006). Hence, we be-
lieve an analysis similar to ours could be used for research
in disorders linked with difficulties in mentalization.

5. We used t-Distributed Stochastic Neighbor Embedding (t-
SNE) to project the fMRI BOLD time-series data for se-
lected conditions across two dimensions to visualise pat-
terns within the data. We observed that these projections
are distinctively clustered according the respective condi-
tion. In light of this observation, we modelled the pre-
diction of mentalization using a k-nearest neighbor clas-
sifier. When trained on the two-dimensional t-SNE map-
pings of the corresponding brain activity in the four ROIs,
the model was able to generate distinct and clear deci-
sion boundaries and returned impressive test accuracy in
predicting about mentalization. Along with our findings
and observations of the brain activity during perception of
these animations, we propose our model as an approach
towards developing a brain-activity based model to detect
ToM (Theory of Mind) difficulties, which could be useful
in research about disorders like Autism Spectrum Disorder
(ASD) as well as assessment of mentalization-based treat-
ments. This however must be taken with two pinches of salt

- one, that this approach still needs to be extended to clin-
ical population (Kazeminejad & Sotero, 2019); two, that
fMRI is an expensive option to use for diagnostic purpose.
However, as these videos (as part of the Frith–Happé Ani-
mations Test) have been successfully used to measure ToM
ability in ASD (White et al., 2011), we hope that such an
approach could be helpful in corroborating the diagnoses
in cases where the test results lack a degree of certainty.
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