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FART 0 A SRR L. e shHLARAE T, Bt AR R A T SRS 1 i o LTSS EE Wi, 4
AT O FASH (4 BE RS 13 I i) TEIN A1 0% R 0 1 SRS A 70 Z DM TR 5 X (TP ) ) i 7K
AE 235 T ) FUABA T F RS B A B PPA IR Ar, AU TP i WU . IE 1) BT X WA SR s CAN T 1) ) AR AR -
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KSR TR IERE, ABRIEAERTY, NERTEAEIRTY, LS, AR

SEE  B842; B845

1 55

RV D 1T 4 N X B G R 5 N D) BE Y
S, DR STERE N B T X A SHE 4 &
ARG R TR S R e 0 5% i (Nyklicek et al., 2011),
I FRBFR Z A N RS 25 1517 (Intrapersonal Emotion
Regulation; Gross, 1998a). BETARIE H A R i 5L
it PR RS 28 R, 5RO PR R L 3 0 gk
Ftt 2 ThaenY & g % V1A ¢ (Choate-Summers, 2011;
Geisler et al., 2010; Tamir & Ford, 2012), #kWi,
T H AT 2809 T S T AR BR T &R R . AR
ot SRR, NN 25 AR I8 A T i Az 24t
2> ZA MR (Butler & Randall, 2013; Zaki & Williams,
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2013). #l4n, EANFRE SRS, K —Jra B
M A Bl 53— J7 a1 4 ) 3 R PR A B 1 4%
7 (Interpersonal Emotion Regulation, Niven, 2017),
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N Bt 4 1 i R R 8] B BRI 41>
W B il S —BrBON TS 25 I B B, RV 3R
SNE BTG (B BARE) MR 44 1414 #2 (identification);
Bl T B R TR A, DA R A B R
155 25 BRI 5 I 15 75 5K (evaluation) . QIERIAN
AT, VAT BE R 2 e 5 SR O St R
W, HDSRBEBE £ (strategy selection) 5 S BEPHAT i B
(implementation), DATEAIFGE R 22 5 IEREE 16 45 7
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WG T8 1 B 2 s8OS B A N 2R A7 1% 28 0
5L, BIER DU B B (Webb et al., 2012), {H#f
Z g AE H, AH LA P ARR R SR W A1 1 2 T
T, AR RE T AR R OR R IR R 2 1Y SR W i
BT, 5O EmEREL R APRCR
i B 3 Y I)5% 2 (Matthews et al., 2022; Shafir
et al., 2015),

1 25 V8 17 TR & £ $F (Emotion Regulation Choice,
ERC) i 1 2 M 4l 175 52 22 Ak [] 25 50728 i 1 1 1 55 g
(kD 1E S5 2017). M4 Sheppes (2014) 2 H 11 24
P PR ENS, MR T AAEAS RS 5 T 0] T ik
PEAN R 1 28 R 15 SR, OO S At BRI A X6 52 it
T A SR e 1) RS R 3 A Y BURR. REE 1TE 46 L A
A S AL A PR 2R 23 sk 5 e A (A6 3 PR 5 T Y PF
fZESAE R TR B 4T o TG PTG 268 15 3R
W e AT B T4 e AR pd O B, B B MR
JI A5 K 5 (Cabib et al., 2012), SE0& VE£E R %
PERYT Bl W) 5 Z2 ok e ich %) & A6 A DG (Aldao
etal., 2015; Kashdan & Rottenberg, 2010), /41, #f
58 R AL 28 T B3 B v N BRARE 45 R O I A Y
i, 238 B Zh X G 8 B EOE 5 A R
(Contardi et al., 2016); IAh, 67T BERRARIC R 5=
BE, 19 5% 56 R JU i (Florean & Pasarelu, 2019),
PRI, PREE R A PR 26 815 SR IS e BRI 3 I 2%,
XA R T RUR 26 E . Sheppes 55 A(2011)
FF 4 (1% 26 815 16 74T 55 (Emotion Regulation Choice
Task, ERCT) & ] TR G 465 V8 19 5 W 128 452 ) [A)
R BT EREEBW 0, AR
BT YRG5 e 7% 2 A R S ) R E
TERVETE, DL sl R 9 7 =X 8T A /e R 1
205 B SO P AP 3 A QSR 0 2 Ay
FiTnsg DA N5 5 A MR S W (Shafir et al., 2015), %
X1 46 R 1T R WS IR BRI C A F Y EBARSE T MK
Xof 3o ARV TV ) B 56 i e ] 52 1 4 548 2 (S et al.,
2015; Sheppes et al., 2014) X 77 %4 (Matthews et al.,
2022) A2

Horp, IO ICIBTEN B ERC i A
br ERC H1, 1544 FE 34 02 52 ) R W e 5 1) a2
it 4N, Matthews 55 A(2022) & 3, 1/ 24 58 BE XS Y
TN APR ERC BY52M HA — & B AR RITE . 7EMRaR
FENELE ST, 89 35 Dt do-foft P AN 0 TP SR s 8
H UL R NG 25, B 15 46 0m B i i, 15 3%
PERE R R A P, s — T, E4E R
JEE X W S e A R 25 S TR R R B 4

FHEET 0 A O RE, VR IR Y 3 AR TE 22 1l kil
NIERE T IHIEDE 1245 AR/ 15 X 00 1 45
7R A A Y 5 el T BB 2352 B 2 0 R p R i, B
WX R 5545 X ERC fA7E3C H M . SR,
TENBRIELE R AHERL S, YRR R X & 51
1 5 PR 3R X6) 5 S 398 8 1 28 B e AL A 0 A
Ao JUHR, BRESRIE T XG0T 5 W BE B (1) 52 1k 37 2]
&4 EE RS, IRVE S 51 4 o B2 % U AH G I 4
JiE 1 28 B AL 5 X 8 755 X G 5 e S
PEPE AR = A HE R AN A5 177 1 (Campbell et al.,
2021).

HR A7 25 S HLAE B BRAE, SPLERBREHT . Mg
JE Z A 1 4 4 1 5 = A B B4R (Gable &
Harmon-Jones, 2010; Harmon-Jones & Gable, 2008),
&L NHLRFE SR B S WA F 4R R 3
BT AR X B — H AR ) 3G 3 55 Il kK g, ShibLss
JE UG ERIK J7 rR ARSI & A8k . B BF SRR SE T 30
HILBR JEERETA N T B A AR 35T 4 5 B A [R) 1Y) 52
Mel,  bb 5 e 5 B 26175 B 5 A 3 A 1 AH L
(Long et al., 2015), ZhHL5H 25 S0 S HEHLAE {b
TR FEm LA, AT Jm R
TEE R 2GR ); MARSh LG BN se ™ R 1t
p= e I R N NI ) | b R 32 N 1
Ji5E B (Yang et al., 2022), &5 & INAIEIERIE R
FEX PRI SR NG, I B4R R T 18 25 S HLxT Iy
# ERC fU52 0 (Yang et al., 2022; Yan et al., 2025).
58 5B 15 = S AL B Y1 46 2338 3 AE A AR 1Y
TR R, TR R AR IR0 R Pk A A K
VPRERE AL, RN B fap SR TEAIR A 1 B e
RIS BEREIE 25 MR EMEPLAAMT, R
A R AE AR AT 2 ANV, BFE 45 R LA
PR E 24T IR PR IR T iR R 1% (Yang
et al., 2022); 734h, MR TSRS L, %05 A B
SIALRE S B B A BRI T X P2 FI
1 LPP (Late Positive Potential)JiZ &4 K (Yan et al.,
2025). BT AR A IE L ShPLN o) —F4E B, A3k
AT R A 2 AR ) (I sk R G ) o AR T 4 A
& ¥ (Harmon-Jones et al., 2011), Af]E 2T =
WA IR SLA S 46 (ANPRIR), AN ER & DT BA
o] 3k S AL BT 1 2 (AN RBUE L DO AE) o X RPN
[R) Bl AL 7 1) ()1 26 LA B ) AR b T g s iE— 20
SEUR RS 2518 55 0 SR IS e B, BIY B 4 B 5T
WOR IR T PR B ek AR B, AR TR 38 T 26 1
WA ] R 2R



% 9

TN A ELE SO B 26 0 5 SR SR A2 R . Ok AT 8 5B 440 0 SR E g 1591

Y TAE 28 1 Sh AL M (L& Zh WL T 1) R ) 2
TG B ST T, T Y TR DB AE R
LG S R IRE T e ERC W52, R
FWFFEAENPRIE LR AEZE S, IR XL S
SIHLUN AT A B 5 0 A R 1 46 8 1 SRS e . X Rh
WRANEA B T IR AT N BRAE 26 98 777 i 72 1Y
PRAE, T H AL BEAE DA 28 V8 1T 1 AR BE R SR FRATTRE
i shALLE E BRSO . — 7T, R B PN 45 R
TRMGIEEEMI S, AT N F R 25 1 ShALE Pk
5 e A A S N B 26 8 9 B R SRS R O —
D7, AF 45 ShALRE e N BRAE 285 0815 (P 2 LI A L
PR AT 28 18 50 1T 5 A A R A R AN TS A L X A ]
A BRI T IRATR TGS H AR T, BA
B 2 93115 55 N BB 45 8 15 90 A B8 — B S B AE 4
ZNHITRGEIRER

i 49 4 (Hyperscanning) 5 7E [5] — I\ H13% 8h 1,
(] B L SR PR S B2 A AN A 8 R ik 2, e 3k - i
[i] [7] 2 1 4 A B L5 AR AT 2 22 ] 19 56 &R 48 7R
2 H Z kML (Babiloni & Astolfi, 2014), J&t4:
NP B2 58 B 2 7 1k o (HCY TR Rzt
Riz T ANPGRS RS o, A 51
FHOC B UEE 2ok B R FZ B AR IR R A PRI 75K
W& AT O IFST (Zhang et al., 2023; Liu et al., 2023).
4N, —WHF5ER A INIRS BHEMH A, IEH Tis
JHDA TR DY 0 3 35 4000 ) 79 e S5 s 00 = At S 25 1k
SRV S B AR (B ED)TERT AU K Z

(PFC) A THEX & X (TP A5 ki X A% [F] A2 15 8 (Liu et al.,

2023), 1Al PFC {4 M [ 25 1 mT DL B 5 1A
ISR W i N B 17 48 8 15 3% R (Zhang et al., 2023); 1L
A, VAT & SIMI R A I DA R 22 ) TP 45 i DX 72 1A
AT B Al 25 B 28 2 0 (Hallam et al,
2014),PFC T8 Uk 2 AP0 FH ORISR W 61 115 2
PET (BT B O AT 25) 1% B AN X (Ochsner
et al., 2012; Steward et al., 2021); i TPJ (K35 ]
5kt 2N (Can 4 )i B2 25 DI AH & (Amodio & Frith,
2006; Konovalov et al., 2021), FdgE R 4R, AP
1% 28 T 1 3 TR AN A 23 BN I 2 R T AE O ik DX (an
PFC), A2 5] R 1% 25 U815 Bt 25 DA 0 AH 56 il DX (4an
TPI) 4 i (8] [F] 2514 36 215 i B 46 8 9 37 7648
I X B4 [R) A6 1% sh el REXT A BRAE 255 17 h B
TOAEAT . FE T, AP BIEET INIRS fy 4
A, [R50 5 BRE 46 98 158U (R 5 H
B ) TEHEAT N BRAR 26 8 9 SR ek 25 % Bk LA DG Mg X
(PFC 5 TPHAYILTS M i el [F 26 1R 16 3, SRR AR

PRI At AN 2 B LR T SR R BT O T R I &
B o 2 F& 3T WA 5T 0 7 O 2R 0 e 5% )\ B iy
25 R RO B R LA PR N B 4
45 th 3k 25 B £ (Zhang et al., 2023), FIAHIFE gl
A0 6 R SR B e M A % (dyads)
Zi Lk, AWFRA A BAA B RS
H Y : (DI 1E 28 ShBLER B 5 07 1) % PR 45 4y
M VPR (2)fF BT INIRS A9 44
FEAR RN 25 shLsg i N\ B 17 28 I8 779 5 i e 25 11
PREHLE . FF LIRAFGE B, BF5E 1 RAATT N2
FAR, BIEBRITNE L shbLxT N Brig 26 08 15 o ms e ¢
IR, IEH 2 5515 45 ShBILGT PN 15 28 8 35 5
W BEPE R R AT . It BFSE 1 R TE
S 5 v e A H N B U T R 35 4R A PR S R Y O
W6 55 458 79 A 2% A A0 S 1 155 28 19 6 64T 55 (ERCT) o
FIUT B AR % 4 FhERAIE 25 S WL ]
Ll AR E ), AT 55 ik
B0 . EIFRDIEE = FORIE25 B A Bk A o
AR SR SR W e BRI 1] B9 AT M 8 b o AH EL AT S
BRI PG SR s rh ik — () 45 2(Shafir et al.,
2015), ABFFEHE N T LRI, H B B T ST
617 1% BN 30 0 S A 3 P SR s B (R I 4
H AR & T A SR BT AT S ) o 8 e FE A [) 17 24
SR T SRS BERE, 552 ShHILaR BE Ay ) X1
25 R 1T R W TR R 1 52 e I PR 9 1 5 e B 9 T % 52
AL B . DABFSE 1 A E A58 BEml, #F5%
2 4 AR TR AR M3k S LR i B 175 2 47 SR W e
PR ML, SCEAT S AAT NP bRFIFSY 1. B
IS, W5 2 iz LT (NRIS AR AR, N
T B T N ) [ 25 M AT P A KT 4 R
BIHILSE M Bl 28 U 19 5 W 18 B 15 5 A A AL,
FEZE X i DX (ROT) ¥ S AU PFC B TP,

PR I P R i IR A PNUIN
JH T RS PR 14T D S AR I A

2.1 FHik
2.1.1  #ik

WF5E P Br s B A B B BUAL R B9 & G-power
3.1.9 B fF, AR5 EZ I JT 2273 Ht ANOVA f4ETt
Tk o BEEN 0.05, SIS 0.8, B
WE AR (f = 0.25), HIHREA ST FEA
N 15 N IER LIRS 40 A AR 22 AR B,
B AR A OB IR IR JORS f B A ak
2 4y ol T st A e R R B O AR B
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ERCT Fiiftiss, BHH5E 6 #3551 LK BhF
I Rtk R M=23.50 %,SD=1.12 %), FiK
S 56 1 i B AL TS O — 4 5 e A AR 78 RN BR
ERCT (%> o SIBRJCHE E W0 B ol i F R I 1Y 4
AR, LA K 3 240 S5 Bl T 1 B 43 7 A M BE 1
R, A IBHBBAREER M =19.42%, SD=1.17 %;
4 2 B BIR NN DT TS558 65500
S B ST G R A, IR SE R A oS RS —E
R
2.1.2 KIEFT

KH 2 LA K. &) x 2 @Wlria . [
it #Er) x 2 (fE45 288 NE ERCT . AFr ERCT)
PR N BT o DRAR F 6 A o 15 445 8 1 SR s fi 47
WP ARG L P, MRERE G
FPFHAILEE = 1 U o) i Sk B E 43 Lo
2.2 REHH
22,1 BHEFEMBNHESITEE

K G i R 26 o 52500 DA I PR 4 £
FEAPS) . H S 28 B R PE(CAPS) LA I M 45 4]
A e A TS 26 B R O R AT W 20 43 S <t 3 B
L5 mlEE L AL B o Ho, HF IS & T s
HUBZ B R N BB REE . W RN . 18
NG 0 A A 5 F S 5 5, Lk sl L
T2 MR A APOE . B B0 BUYEAER R
KA K o FERTIXEEE A7 PP 4 T e 1, R S —
JHHEN 640%480 (RZE)M K/ RIS BT S HLLE R
FEAEZE S0 4 218 (B L 3kE e 115 . IR
D), JCRAREE T ST A PEE o PERE
H ARG B R i A1 25 a2, RHERSK IR A sk
W MR EE S HL =Y R TR e T kAT
9 FPFsy. FE LR =AY L, B o hiitak
“AEw AW JEF PRSI . R R E ;<57
FER WA I A PR SO R TR S RS SF-
AN WA ST R R 2575 <o I R IR H
{07 NN | S ) [ B R N | S S 15

=W R PR AT S5 s 4 B RS R A
FEBLUNT B — A5 320 5K & A, 3L 32 Z k(&
194 i M=22.38%, SD =2.60 )5 51F41;
B RTES — R et L, SRR AR E B
JEHTE —A T 274 KE R, SRS 31 ARt
(L 27 % 4 M =2035 %, SD =433 $)25
PEA; A =R B R P UPE S AR A A R (1 T Fe
IEIE kb ge, 255 36 Bl (LAt 25 £ Fl M=
21.81 %, SD = 2.71 %)%} 260 5K 17 44 & A P-4 T1F5E -

AT ) 4 R R IR 45 60 5K, BRI 4
2043 9 FH T 3 ERCT LA FR ERCT.,

%R AWEIT (Yang et al., 2022), K shiL 4k
YRR 5 VR ILAERE, HAT S M4 XT A
KNG SRR SHAL T ) (IEAE X L #a s AL, B (E
X IO [k BN ALY S5 B . A BT 4 SR R B AE S AL B
b, 4 HmshHlaR W E R B2 5 T 540 4 44K
RESNHLIIE F(p < 0.001), 1 4 415 shLe JE & H
Wbz 0] TG 4. 3% 25 57, 4 A AIRShpLR B &1 e (i) [ B
TERN VTS b, IR S HLIE R b 30 T el sk sh AL 1]
F(p < 0.001), {EARRISIALTT ) b 0 R FLASA 1
W TC R E 255, 8 E A 7EMef i 1 1 vb ] 22 57
IR Wasi LK 1,

222 XEHFFAER

B4 WEEE 3, BT E S % Doyen %5 A
(RO12)MIHFTE o AT IE 75 K 50 9 ik 75 X6 S 56 B T
1) By F= AR M BE, PR 7R 58 B E S SE 30 J5 7 TR1 24 D
RS (DUEHT RS S I AR )R
AL R H R A7 G)RLEA TR G2
A7 (3BT 55 (N ER ERCT 5 AR ERCT)Z [
AR ? FHATIX 57

A Fe—fth A\ 555 & 7 (the Inclusion of Other in the
Self, I0S; Aron et al., 1992), SCI 45 N 5, $hidiAs
Za R VAL FEMATX A O 5 5 — 2 gl ] A
PERGPEMY . BT N 7 X A B i T (B S o
F14) T XL 3ot 194 ) 1 [5R] ]  is H — o (R — A [ B A R
AC, 5—MERE XSS, WA~ R P 8 S 58 o i
K, AREAMIA R B 55T B AL A o
23 LRI

55 &5 R 17 SR W 35 R 1 I R I 4 T
{:45-(Emotion Regulation Choice Task, ERCT; Matthews
et al., 2022), A5 ENE ERCT FAPKR
ERCT PB4y, Y4 k> fIE LR By Be 4l i, H:
2 2] B BEALFE SR 25 >0 (FP R 45 252 10
RO R WG BEPEAT 55 252 (20 AMiKIR), SR (43
O EIFFIEME 8 SR %% | Sheppes 58 A
2014 4E B WT5T (Sheppes, 2014), Hrp W& 1945
FIHEORPOA RS MER B R, LS4 EZ A AR TR,
B ERTL LS AR G R TG 46 0R 1 g B . IE K
SIS B B RS AT S AL 120 MR, — MK
P EEA G N 7E 500 ms BT A <+ 5 BEAL S I
— R IE L R (500 ms); B R TH ARG, Bialdes A
RPN ThAE R D, A3 N AL 2. 37,
PEREJE L 500 ms AYTERL A+, Bl LT A9 24



%o NG 25 525 ShALGT A BRI 45 0435 SR M e B B2 0 . Sl AL A7 o 5B 1 10 S 36 31E 3 1593
a
LU N S e sems e [l Wb Lrialvios
+ . e Sh0 T R + ﬂﬂ_ - fﬁﬁj)ﬁ War-n)  WEBE RS
500ms | 500ms | Begipese | 500ms | 5000ms | Hedkipsy | s | 12 trialsi
I EEE S | pomms | Acets | |
ek ARSI popspldingis]
{3l FH SR M TR -
b 8 - mmm YEEERCT ¢ 8~ mmm NIFERCT d25r mm PYHRERCT
| == ABRERCT ﬁs | == ABRERCT | _#** == AFRERCT
— a ns s ns ns 20k {» koK
6 o - o
K[ B Lis| {‘ {‘
- 2 4
ES =10}
&
2 —
0.5
0 Il [l Il | I 0 l 0 I Il I | I -
53 il Ol & (%3 frs i (1< B = < f# wmE KB w8
ShES P2 P2

B W5 1AL i G g B i g5 I . () M FFE 1RSSR . (b). (). (d)F3IXF N 8 4119 25 FH 3
MR B IS AL EAYA5 43, *** p <0.001, ns: p > 0.05; bar: SE, ZEIWLHFiR, T,

B 2 LU (5000 ms), A #OR 7 EE
R (PN &8 ERCT )l it 75 15 S %0 7 4 H (A
Fr ERCT H) Bk S mg . & il 2k I, &8 F 70
BRestEr bz @ O (W E ERCT H)si ) 77 (A bs
ERCT )15 &5 PR 56 S “Fi T i s A 2 5 o L A1,
Sy W AR Bk X E SC 0 v IE B A T R R R e, IR
AR FEBEHLIR R (A 12 AR 5 78 S5
FFEIES . < b I R g i 24 7k L
e fefi FH 2% 5K W a3 5 % Oy Al A% 0K i A EL A
B2, 1A, 7EAPBR ERCT W, BEARK £ IR 55 45
W 300~600 ms ZJ&, Bl RESCT: <X E
SERCBL R T, IE T A A B AR SR S, DI
SN B S g BT . A WIER S ERCT 1 i F2 L &
la, 52 BT 55 17 76 g 8] P . AT 55 2
KRR 3 %, (1454 30 MKRERE 20 s,
IER SR G, B S 55 M 58 B ) 46 1 B
KA NESHE,
24 LIGHER
241 BREBUEKNLLER
EERLREE R —FL LA, 23 #2355
W M=19.43 %, SD =1.20 )X 154 K FriedT 1 HF
G5 o BRI 4 i SHLE S LR L e T
4 HAREHHLIE A (p < 0.001), TERLM IS |, AR
M7 I L 4 A R iRl 25 5o 3, 8 41E
JAEME R b A B 2 RN B RIIWESE 1 A
ST A5 A TR B Y SR LA 0 R T e R
{14 1] 3 5 a3 S ML 1 4 o

55 M58 BE R 5 45 A S LAY 3 24 850 Ry o) —
Zwil IR 2S5 A5 ERCT, B AESE 5L
Paprokix 3 A5k, AR AES /R
FWPEERA~ERY, PlIRE A 50— 4
<P HA P ARRE R DL B AR (M = 4.92, SD =
1.28), &R K Z BN N L B T8 S0 T 5%
AT -

A LAy, AR B A by it T BRI
HPRTAT S IE B
242 BESVITERE T REEZFENZN

DLSR S SRR ot AR i, 64T 2 (Bl
). [likE . H4IT) < 2 (BIPLBREE . K. &) x 2 (fE5%5
5. NFEB ERCT. APBr ERCT) x 3 RIS . &
P 430 . MBI Y R EEE M & 200 B
RFEA A LA T e — Fh 3R & 1 b 31 B
T5 2200 T e R WM S R 2 1 0 2, S5 R WoR, IR
W 2 Y RGN 3, F(1, 32) = 20.06, p < 0.001,
ns = 039, ZHHLIT A A HESAI[F(2, 64) = 38.48, p <
0.001, ;= 0.55]. BhALGH E FI5E W A R A4 =2 B4R
[F(2,64)=3.21, p=0.047, n; = 0.09] 5. & . #L4b, b
IRPUH 32 HAE W 53, F(2, 64) = 3.69, p = 0.031,
ns = 0.10, Ui SHALGER RN ShHL T i) X 5 Wk 35 ¢ A1
SN A SZ P8 T X GIE o R ik — 2B AR AR AT 552
RS BIAE N EB AL PR ERCT F X 5% s 16 4% Hb 91 ik
17 2x2x3 BHE M55 225081, IR AC
F N L, 15 45 S AL ) S W 2 R A0 1) 11 25 57
(£ & LE 4 Bonferroni 57 1E, J51H]).
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Y,
E

T, TENES ERCT Hikfr 2 @hdldrn) x 2
(BIBLEREE) > 3 CGRMGZAN R = PR R B2 iy 22
BT SRR, RME ISR RN W, F2, 64) =
15.81, p <0.001, n3 = 0.33. ShHLI7 i) 1M S0 (Y
ZHAEHBELE 2a), F(2, 64) =27.48, p < 0.001,
Ny = 0.46, PE— 1SRN ST & B . A Bl B AL
ZMET, MMREFEMEL(M = 0.09, SE = 0.01)1 H £
i E R T EFEHREIEM = 0.39, SE = 0.02; p < 0.001)
43 0(M = 0.53, SE = 0.02; p < 0.001)J Ebf); 78
BRSNS, DRGEEE =P S ms Y L] (FE T
M=0.32,SE=0.02; 43L>: M=034, SE=0.03; W
L. M=0.33,SE=0.03), Iz LR EER,
SIAIL IR RN W 2SR ) 22 BAE RS 1 25 (N1l 2b),
F(2,64)=2.67, p=0.077, 13 = 0.08.

SRJE X B ERCT H ] 15 35 1 5 W 5 15 Lb 3] i
T =HEREEM G T 25007, Z5HRY], Fng A
TR B, F(2, 64) = 16.58, p < 0.001, 03 = 0.34;
SHHLT 18] ARG 2R 2 T AR B & (LK 2¢), F(2,
64) =30.71, p < 0.001, 1} = 0.49. LA, LI
BHHLSR EE AR ) = A AR W 2, F2,
64) = 6.06, p = 0.004, n3 = 0.16, JE—L YR sIHL )T

|

], 4307 [l b ShHL AL shAL &P Tk T 2 (8h
PLERRE : fIK. &) x 3 CRIgRAL: &P, 00, W
F) AW R 3R A I o 22 4 o S5 SRR ¢ 7 Il ik
FIHLAIET, RGNV [F(2, 64) = 4743, p <
0.001, np = 0.60] M ZhHL3H EE 5 5 W 25 1) 58 B A
MR [FQ2, 64) = 7.88, p < 0.001, n3 = 0.20] (an&
2d). RN AT R FEAR LRSI T, M
WHEEFEEIEWM = 0.45, SE = 0.03)F1430(M = 0.51,
SE = 0.04)Y LA 35 i 25 5 TUEE(M = 0.04, SE =
0.01; p < 0.001), H-FEILBEELRP = 0.99);
E = ERESIHLAA AR T, 8 5 5 8 430 1 Lb ) A 5
(M = 0.54, SE = 0.04), EIFIRZ(M = 0.39, SE =
0.04), WLELH LB H AR (M = 0.07, SE = 0.02)., ItAF,
FEPET PR E IR ] L, AR LRSI LA T
T R LA (M wan = 0.45, SE gaw = 0.03;
M gwm =0.39, SE sum = 0.04; p=0.003), fEHIT5)
MLAMET, sl B f) ER0% [F(1, 32) = 0.03, p =
0.871, nj < 0.011 KSR ME KR £ [F(2, 64) =
0.08, p = 0.928, n3 < 0.011¥ R E, “HMZHAE
R A B E[F2, 64) = 3.02, p = 0.056, 13 = 0.09],
K 2e,

E B - E 04 oy =
ﬁ 0.4 ns Eﬂﬁt =i
2 03 =W
£ &
3 &
0.2
E 02 ﬁ.‘;
g z 0.1
’ O i
LTI
€06 'ms sx == E ¥ *% €05 __%i}:{i
T =40 ok sk | =g
_I_ = W ’ns—‘ * ks = 04L Emi
=Y B — =y
= 0.4 _ns E! ‘}
i B =T X 03 ‘}
.§ = 0 g
® =WE @02
I 0.2 L&
=< < 0.1
0 |ﬁj | L ﬁ? 0> I I
[m] 3 ik (=] & =]
LI [ S L3R B [ B3R B

2

5 45 ST 1 45 19 RIS RERERYSE A o (a) ()25 A AR ERCT Hh, 5 28 Sl BIL 5 1) A0 Sl AL B2 X 5 M ek #6471 0

HIFEMA o (c-e) W ABR ERCT HY, % 44 S HILJT [ Al B2 XS 3] 55 25 SRS BEPEAT M ORI o *** p < 0.001, ** p < 0.01,

* p<0.05,ns: p>0.05; bar: SE,
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2.5 Tig

WS 1 LA 285 18 0 SR e X IR, ¢
T HLEREE 5 T ) N BRI 26 IR R e S R Y 5
Map AR o 235 2R Wl s i I ok sl AL o S i $ s, A
X 5 3 B A R EE DY A O T R T S R R R R
WS P i 27 B T o DR PR R RS A IE T
255 B LA B Be o w2 2R 75 B
TR, BRS PO BH 1R XS 455 B R AM L, 5
H EEAEMIE SO T BOREVE R, 5 A AT
HUEE Z 19I55 11 (Sheppes & Meiran, 2007), by ikF
BN T S ALAR 28 M0 g 22 A BT PR ARAE,
ANl 0 B RN, ST AT & B — 3L
(Yang et al., 2022),

WEFE 1 W45 HE o 1 28 shAL s 1) B 52 ) 32 28
FRIAE Rl kESHAIL Ty ) Lo TR AT 913k S LA A% 25
G, AEEW H OISR B A, A
BT URSE WUER RS, AR g fe- A FH A RN PP B
RSP MR NG . (H Y55 AT sh LA 25 I,
AMRXT =FP SR T AR AT . A, AR ERAER
BRI AR, 5 Kk kL5 5 KT S LAY
KE R EAFERE S, 9T 2 ¥ — %
FE T LRESIHLXT PR 26 )8 77 SR M B 52 . JF
T INIRS ARG BOR, TRF kS LR B
i A bR ERC B 2L

3 WE5T 20 [RLEESHALGR R AR
T 46 V81 SR e Y e 22 AL il

3.1 Ak
3.1.1 #ik

FEA S AR G-power 3.1.9 #K{FAGF . f
TR GE XN BT, Kodls o B O ik S ER AR
F2Hr . BREEIT: a=0.05f=0.25(P%
RN ), Geit A 1o 0.8, MR F 23 Sk
B (23 M) AT A B U R R SR 0T o RS
TR SE 50 XA G R R LR H 4 R 2
AWFSE 1 I P PO 56 R 2R B iR (the
Relationship Closeness Inventory, RCI; Watson et al.,
2000), #fAFTA BT RIS N EIE KRR . %
JE B S5 BE g 2 N Bl 4% IR 1 % HE 2§ (Niven,
2017), BOAAE LR A IS T o SO PR B 45
18 2 (Interpersonal Reactivity Index-C, IRI-C; 5K
RURC 48, 2010), Herpr 3 X8l T s n) K BB
RS 5, 5 3 XI5 8O0 P Gk
GREARAT 5548 IR MR BESE UL 00, R 44 X1

AR B A S 225381 . 7EABR ERCT 25 By
BBl HLAE 2 R g i — O VRS R T (44 N,
R M=19.52 %, SD=0.16 %), 5—J57 Wk Hir
H44 N, TR M=19.66 %,SD=0.16 %), S84k
WG, AR A L H Y, IS B
3.1.2  SEI&igit

SCE R 2 (lRESIHLEREE . AL, &) x 2 (fE55 2%
AL, NF ERCT. AR ERCT)BRN T, AR
2 N DR AN SE (=2 IV | BIRA WA t=7 A W SE =2 AN I3
9% 1o ITLLAME bR 5 510 ST AT R i 1] 7] 251
K-

32 LHLMBSRER
321 BEFEWH

FHF75 % ke sh b 26 i a0 BHEIRESE 1, RIS
I o1k ShAIL TR BE A IS 45 KL 4% 60 5K, REFP2EARIYY
A3 A 53 W T 3 ERCT FABR ERCT, 3% 4
2 [l kA 4 SALIEL R 2E 0 | MR R R Sh AL B I
PE5 UL 1
322 XEiRTE

5 & IR 71T SR I B 5 1) ) S R ARE SR IS 4 R T
PEFEAT 55 (ERCT), SRR 55T 1 A —2. IF
5% 2 R 2T AP B A I SR AT 55 Hh g %) A 85 KT
IERAES TR Bl5EiE % 3 min #HEE. FI8,
XF ERCT Hfil 2 B R4 T T A 3%, 0
1R FEAG R WL 3, PI#R ERCT 4 XF g i 75 [7] —
LI FEMIHE S —BAITEILE R, APR
ERCT w35 mix i i A, el fr s AH % . 1E
KLKEHIRATHEL S LN E . HI-A
SRR IG5
3.3 EONMIBERERIBIEEM

AHFFE S A NirSmart 1T -3000A 1% 45 (7 41,
T EVE I TEAT 55 b DL S e 20E 5 NIRS £,
REER 21 Hzo S E 22 NERFEHROEIE)F 15
AR EERK), AL 46 DA BORMGEE, %5
FERI 28 B B I E R 3 om, Ve k B9 E 7 2R
R 10/20 Z%iH NIRS-EEG 4 (EASYCAP,
Herrsching, Germany), Yo HER WL 4.

W1 T A4 P ) s (R 6 TR RN R Sk i £k A R
J) T X R A B XA Ay 122388 T D ) = ik X
I LA p51 Sy T5R00 XoF 454 308 3 18 i [X 2B 7 5 o o v
T TA S MINT ARA7RR FH NFRI T E A5 (http:/brain.job.
affrc.go.jp/tools/)i T4, TEA A Brodmann Talairach it
Fr(Lancaster et al., 2000)$& H AH W ik X, AR WF 78 FH
LI F14 G XA XU &5 H(PF C) FIEH TR A5 IX (TPT)



1596 L B 2 57 4%
3 min 300 ms 1.5s 5s l 400—600 ms l 5s 400-600 ms I 4s I 3s l 3s
%X' ' ' W | v | mewE | s | mEd ' G !
NS 500ms —FJ5E:  500ms A 500ms
b -
3 min 300 ms 1. 5 o l40(%600 ms| 5s | 400—-600 ms | 5s I 400-600 ms | 4s -
ﬂﬁﬂﬁ Uy T s V¥ BETEmAE P 'Bﬁ% ﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%
23 500ms —FhkE  500ms 1%%%? 500ms  PUTIRME £ HIRETES

Bl 3 W5 2 15460 BEEE 5 (ERCT) AR A .

(a). (b)Zr XTI %8 ERCT HIAB® ERCT,

’ﬁ‘ﬁiﬁ
~— .*@%

o HE

Kl 4 ELLAMEHHE 15

e @RS LR, HERE D: H6E,

3.4 EAIMNIRS IR
3.4.1 HIETWALE

K H NirSpark #f4(HuiChuang, China)¥% & )
TGS AT HACEE . (1) R T/NE B2 3
P54 1E J5 #:(Molavi & Dumont, 2012)%F 5 R %%
JER AR AT IZ s Dl BT 1 (2R 0.2~0.01 Hz 1Y
UEWE AR X BRI AT PR (3)FETBIEN Beers-
Lambert 5 HRF I8 5 190625 BE £ 8 4 45 HbO i
HbR Y9 AL XE A[HDOTHT A[HbR]. AR 48 AT A
WF5% (Tong et al., 2011), A[HbO] L A[HbR {5 M kb /&,

SEEL . WiE; BRI .

XoF ik 1t 3 1% 728 A B AR
A[HbOTEHE .
ARHWFFT R E R X (regions of interest, ROT)4)
SXF R LR brodmann 43 [X . mPFC (8, 9, 10, 24, 32),
OFC (10, 11, 47), dIPFC (8, 9, 10, 46), TPJ (39, 40).
22738 18 6L (P 2% i SR 3R 3) SO HEAR (K] 4).
£ ROI XN Y388 K . mPFC %f s 25, 26,
29, 30, 36, 39, OFC Xf Wi 43, 45, 46, 48, /&
fill AIPFC X} 3@ 38 32, 33, 38, 40, 41, 47, A5/
dIPFC XLV 27, 28, 34, 35, 37, 42, Eﬂﬂu TPJ

P e 3t o Hr g — & ]



%91 faf NSE S5 T ShHLXT A BRI 25 )8 17 SRR B RS2 m . Ol AT 5B 3 09 S50 Ik P 1597
YR IEIE 7. 8. 15, A5l TPJ %F )0 i 2.9, (29 0.2~0.3 Hz)sO IMLAE TG 3129 1 Hz)5 | & 1) B
3.42 BARBGEARITE ATIME RS BRI R BT B o A A AN ] A

18 1 — B AR Y (general linear model, GLM)
TR ZEAE T XL B fE, K B (R A i X
BOE AR bR . fER A RGEE T, D
i 2 B R U B I 2 S i 2, LT A A [
KA AR PLRY 1.5 s £ — block, DAt
FfEIZ R 5 HRF #4768, Gitil 3T ROI 3K
I HE, 7524 ROLEY B {H.

3.43 MAfiE RS A FEHE

TEXHE AL RIS, iz /N 78 A0 T PRk

(wavelet transform coherence, WTC; Torrence & Compo,

1998)i+5 A\ Fx ERCT H 17 & 5 Hbr & 7E 7] —il
A EAEK . BeAh, PLIE T 55 AR 4 Y
T ESBIEEERET 3 min, LU 1438 1 52 0R
%Mwsﬁﬁmgﬁpfwmﬁ%mﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁ
A 5 A s (] =500 A0 T 33, AR5 LR 0.19~
0.75 Hz. ¥iH50 43 WTC {H 2545 55 i i i B 245
Y WTC {E(E 3¢ WTC {EHHE L B S F ).
SR J T I ] A0 % A0 T 3, il B A A (Yuan
et al., 2022) & FAE 0.32~0.75 Hz T, =k EEEShHL

ZAF T WA AR AE W S, T, ARl
FH 0.32~0.75 Hz /A B %045 BE (frequency of interest,
FOI). BUMIELTF, BEE 35 1885 5N 06 s A 5 Y
P R BAE S, TR T HEBR i TR AE 3R R G

ns

=

P Bk (a] () 258508, DK Rk 18] [R) 22 (B 34T Fisher
z B, %S| NIRS 5 ARBAK A 23 0] 40 PR
F{ZE M LY (Dai et al., 2018), 1EFEATGEH T HT S
0 161 T 25 R 5 AR e B4 ROT PN R4 308 38 Ta] 1) 734
(Marton-Alper et al., 2023), SR J5 i FAEAS t K56
5 0 BT HREL, 435175 S [l ik 2 LR 5 (] 3k 5
BLAAVFAEASTR] ROT A T8 52 B0 M I 5 5 ) ik 1] ()
#, KIRZE RV T 2 H O IE(FDR, p < 0.05), %L
[ [R5 PR B 5 2R 2 (Il ke 28 Sh Pl JE
ik, =) x 3 CRMEEESE: EIF. 400 . W)W HHL
I NE a7 T RO AT U= B e 2 = N i i 93 A B e
AT, 45 ROLH I [a] [R) 25 16 slow 8 7 35 S m ik ¢
TR FH
3.5 XWHER
351 BRIEFRERLE

Sk 56 UE T A FH 1 735 & A R 5 sh LI A K
P, SZE0 —gE R — R LU IR 66 442 E sk
PR (R M = 19.58 %, SD = 1.05 %)% 120
SKAK 45 R 14y o A5 R R WIS LR BE 25 5% ) 3,
R v Sl AL B 8 P A 18] Sk e T P AL S AL
ERE R (p < 0.001), WE 5, ULEIFEV-H T 800
TR FEE ) BE A A O T e AR B (R R S AL
154 .

b . = Py IFERCT
5 == ABERCT
R6 i M
B
®
2t
0
qEpi = apis
S
k%
e I
. —EI—:F 0 v

= T
== ﬁ}ﬂ[_‘\
= JgE

SR S L 451
o o o
(SRR R

(=]
—

a = EFERCT
3r ns ns == AFRERCT
4 L
R
B3t
s
=
1 L
qEp T [ 3k
o pyfgERCT  PUTRE
— }\I}?ERCT *
d *****
20 E— 057 %
—I— 0.4
154 =
13\5— 3 03}
?‘.52 LOF % '
% #1021
i &
05} otk
0 0
%lﬁlﬁ ﬁrIEIJ&
P 2

il G

Itk 3

IR N

K5 WF5E 2 A7 WA R . (a-o) W 485 A MERE I 45 R o (d) o I3k Sl BIL 5t JBE 22 A X SR £ 47 S OS2 L, () A

(e 5 28 8 3 S AT 55 v 3 0 O SR e 2

EHL, R 5 <0.001, ** p < 0.01, * p <0.05, ns: p> 0.05; bar: SE, F[Al,
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352 1TAZR
VISR WS e85 LU D AR ik, iR4T 2 (BhAILR B
ik, &) x 2 (fE45 2880 &8 ERCT. APFR ERCT) x
3 CRmEZERAL. B, 0. BN = HEER N
T2 ARRW], MG H RN W, F(2,
86) = 12.42, p < 0.001, n3 = 0.23, ZhALHRE FIFE M
KMZHAEHBE, FQ2, 86) = 6.90, Pucorected <
0.001, peorrectea = 0.003, 7 = 0.14, WLIE 5d. E A
&, KBS, R EPER (M = 0.45,
SE = 0.02)43 ) i 3 = 430 (M = 0.31, SE=0.02; p =
0.003)FIWLLZL(M = 0.23, SE = 0.02; p < 0.001), {HX}
430 FLEE 1) 3 35 TG 2 35 22 5 (Duncorrected = 0.039,
Peorrected = 0.589)o TE 1 FIREBNAILAAE T, INEHIF(M =
0.40, SE = 0.02)11 b1 i 3 155 T A8 (M = 0.28, SE =
0.02; Puncorrected = 0-002, Peorrected = 0.026) B4R, %
[0 36E 2 BIL 4% 1 T 3 8 2 PP 1) BL ) 5 3 v T e Ik
IV T Puncorrected < 0.001, Peorreciea = 0.011) 5

1B 55 AR IS SIS HAE R B3, F(2, 86) =
8.39, p < 0.001, n’,= 0.16, WL Se. 7EH ERCT
W, AMACH O kR EPEWM = 0.39, SE = 0.02). 4
(M =0.32, SE = 0.0 )FIMEL(M = 0.29, SE = 0.02)
SRR B, Bz MR E2E R >
0.05). {H7EAPFR ERCT b, T4 N Hbr & e E
WA HGI(M = 0.46, SE = 0.02)43 53 B & T400
(M = 0.32, SE = 0.02; Puncorrected < 0.001, Peorrected =

A ELEZIHLE
BEHA
Low VS High

B &R
FHR
A 4FERCT
VSAFRERCT

CZEEH
) B PR B
xfE5-F A

0.010)FIMEL(M = 0.22, SE = 0.02; p < 0.001) ) Lt i,
H 30 A1 ULEE 1Y BE A5 2 1] TC 1 35 22 57 (Puncorrected =
0.008, Peorrectea = 0.120) BLAF, JHHTH A H s H k8
I L 2w T o8 A OSBRI R w1 L )
(Puncomected < 0.001, Peorreciea = 0.016), X I EBANEE T
EE A IS T R 1 O 2 5512 5K 5 19 EE 9] (Duncorrectea <
0.001, Peorrected = 0.006) .

353 BARBEREQRE)

43 0 LA &5 030 Uk St B R Y 3 A
(PFC)FIFH T A X (TPI) A B35 K F-(B 18k AR
i, T2 BIWLEREE . m L D) x 2 (RS N
#B ERCT. AP ERCT) x 2 (ki X A2 &« 2200 . A5 {)
) = R E M T 22530, 1l DX 30 g anisl 6.

TE PEC [0 |, AR 55 R0 F 2000 1 3%, F(1,
43) = 8.13, p = 0.007, n; = 0.16, HiATHLENFR
ERCT 1Y PFC ¥ % = T N #E ERCT o ixi X
A RN B3, F(1, 43) = 60.39, p < 0.001, ) =
0.58: A7l PFC 30N /K-F- b 35 w55 T2 PFC, UL
Kl 7a.

LA TP W3S KT PR AR f i, 25 R AT 55
IS ERN W E[F(1, 43) = 32.85, p < 0.001, 1} =
0.43]: W95 F7EABR ERCT H 1Y TP 305 =5 T N &8
ERCT Hr, fisi XA #2000 0 # [F(1, 43) = 4.90, p =
0.032, 13 =0.10]: A7 TPJ 343 /K V-t 3 7 T 220
TPJ AT:55 FSAUR ik X Ao B B3 HAE T B3, F(1, 43) =

L6 8 5 i DX IR L IR AR Ty 2240 HT Y FAE(0-5), 6 BT 3 2 DX 1 5 B AR FH 8 32 2000 X6 1 1)

FAEBOR
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= NEERCT

= [ FERCT iy = dIPFC == OFC
a 008 —, /\;ERCT b 0.15 (== APRERCT c 06 &= mPFC == TPJ
*kkk _I_ _I_
] =y o
g 0.06 |- e ns + &)
B ;‘i’ o0 — _— E 04t
® <
% 0.04 B #
S = )
O = i
& & 005 = 02}
0.02 D I - =
0 : 0 j ' 0 ' '
Z=M FH ZEM FH 1% =1
XA E XA E [ElEE S AL 5ER B

& 7

WEFE 2 ILLLAMBUR S RIE o (a) (b)73 3l &R 234 55 BN SRR B, 47 & 72 PFC F1 TP il IX_E A8 7K

Ko () NANE [l e S AL BE AR AE T, Y5 HARE AEABR ERCT Al 52 BB Be L i i 7] [ 2535 3h 7K F

4.34, p = 0.043, 03 = 0.09, LIHLLEAPR ERCT Hif
AN TPY WaE K- 2 5 T ZEM D uncorreciea = 0.006,
Peorrected = 0.022), ULIEl 7b.
3.5.4  EARNEE K ERS R BIEFIT AR B
SRR IR YT G KO 2 A e A8 T R
W PR s, 45 AP ERCT F1A PR ERCT Hi
I Tml ik B AL AR T, R 5 B = A SR 1 L5 h
PRI o, DUAH I 2544 HAq il PEC FOSUI TP | )
WS KT (B B T A% f, #4722 Tl 40 #r .
SER IR, 15 ABR ERCT H R RS HLAAE R
ATl AR g 2, W3R 1, BURWIS, 20 TPY &Y
PG 7K fi i 2 A ) T Sk H bR BE R R L
i, A0 PFC A 300 il S 525 671 ) TR0 326 436 00 45 O s
AT, A 0 TP A 77 DU A L ) 00 328 42 R 52 1)

Fotol o A SR, (8] 5k Sl AL 5 B2 S R 5 5 i
TS KT TN SR W38 PR AN 1] Y R S i . AR N BR
ERCT i BLRESI LA LA A &8 ERCT Hy,
]R3, 45 5 4300 LR 1 I 8% P o S
* 4,

355 MAREIETEWTC H)

DLRIRORT Uk 2 B O 3 S E bR G ] TR
WIKE(WTC ) IR AS 1, 64T 2 (BhPLSREE . & .
fiX) x 4 (ROIs: dIPFC., mPFC, OFC. TPI)HiH
REE MG T 22081, 5RERM, [k sh Pl &
RCVE[F(1, 39) = 0.03, p = 0.87, np = 0.001]L4 K% [l k¢
SRR ROIs Z M I3C BAE A B E[F(3,
117) = 0.88, p = 0.46, 05 = 0.02], {4 ROIs ExL N .
FHF(3, 117) = 40.38, p < 0.001, 3 = 0.51], FH AT

# 1 ABR ERCT HiflT5 & K& 33 0K B AT A M TN(n = 44)
[ 3 S AL 3R 3 PIE i HET 24 PRl nl a2 4B B B EPE(p)

R*=0.16 right PFC = 0.13 0.457

TP L 1) F(3, 40) = 2.57 left TPJ = —0.45 0.022

p =0.067 right TPJ = 0.02 0.939

R*=10.09 right PFC = 0.28 0.130

iz A3 0 e He 1] F(3, 40) = 1.32 left TP) =0.14 0.464
p=0283 right TPJ = —0.14 0.487

R*=0.21 right PFC = —0.41 0.019

TZE 1 45 L 5] F(3,40)=3.47 left TPJ = 0.39 0.033

p=0.025 right TPJ = 0.16 0.400

R*=0.01 right PFC = 0.08 0.667

e L] F(3,40)=0.16 left TPJ = —0.02 0.911

p=0.922 right TPJ = 0.06 0.769

R*=10.05 right PFC = 0.26 0.143

= A3 0 e L ] F(3,40)=10.75 left TPJ = 0.001 0.998
p=0.528 right TPJ = —0.14 0.479

R*=0.09 right PFC = —0.28 0.104

LB 15 42 1 3] F(3,40)=1.36 left TPJ = 0.20 0.259

p=10.270 right TPJ = 0.02 0.922




1600 N H

57 %

L

T, OFC i X _I- 7% i [11] [/) 2614 e 5, dIPFC il X IR 22,
Bt & mPFC i [X, 7E TPJ i IX_E i i 1] [ 251 B
K <0.01), WHE 7c.
3.5.6 ][5 5 14 X 75 2 OR BRI FE A T
R Z VT 5 H bR Y ik 18] [R5 X
FORX T BB R B B AE L, 430 DA I [l sk B
BILT = b SR WA o8 5 11 L 451 A PR A o, DA B 451
XU E PFC A1 TP b4 fisi (8] [F] 2P (WTC {H)
T AR i, $EAT 200 EIH AT
UL CE PR SR L A2 5, DL 6 4> RO AE
IR EEES LSS E T (9 WTC {E Ry Tl A5 s i, a1

RiR R 2 BRI, OFC b A4 il ][] 45 3% 3l K F
FE . 35 97 1) OO 5 5 B AR R R P A e
ZEA) AIPFC A4 ) TPY - 14 A 1] ) 25 14 U g Jed 25 1
[ 0 e % 5 PE A IR 4o BEAh, 24 LL 6 4 ROI 7E 1
BRSPS T 9 WTC B R T AR & | DL <d Pk
5 ) R AR S, iz AR B2 IR,
OFC 1) g (5] [7i] 25 B {8 28 0 1) LI 80 5 25 Ry X6y
Ve EPEAYME R, A7) dIPFC A4 U TPY YRE 2
I ) T R FE D A AT o o DA A i R
{5 B8 WL e 5 51 Sy PR AR [ D5 7R 4R I
o RN JZ R AR S5 5 L3k 2 FiEk 3,

®2 REOEEEHHN TRTE-BirERE RS K EXETERBEZFRHTN0N = 40)

R AR R B R FRUEAL F U R E(B) t{E R B E 1 (p)

mPFC = 0.51 0.116

OFC = -0.83 0.043

=0.42 left dIPFC = 0.86 0.033

LR LD Z (:6’0%;())4: 3.94 right dIPFC = —0.23 0.546

left TPJ = —0.34 0.087

right TPJ = 0.39 0.037

mPFC = —0.26 0.480

=023 OFC = 0.20 0.669

S B L] F(6,33)=1.67 left dIPFC = -0.38 0.398

p=0.159 right dIPFC = 0.14 0.760

left TPJ = 0.21 0.362

MPFC = —0.40 0.288

OFC = 0.88 0.066

——— o 2-32)0= i left dIPFC = -0.71 0.126

p=0243 right dIPFC = 0.15 0.735

left TPJ = 0.23 0.320

right TPJ = —0.18 0.416

£33 SEEBEFEEFVNTRATE-BRERERSKEINETERBIEFEHTRMN = 40)
R AR & (PR 24 PRk I H 2R 5 (B)  {E ) 5 251 (p)

mPFC = —0.18 0.632

OFC = -1.33 0.008

‘ R*=031 left dIPFC = 0.37 0.577

HIL S L] £16,33)=2.52 right dIPFC = 1.12 0.012
p = 0.040

left TPJ = —0.10 0.625

right TPJ = 0.46 0.038

mPEC = 0.27 0.544

i OFC = —0.48 0.366

S LA §(6, (3)31)5= 0.94 léft aipre =031 0671

b 0,450 right dIPFC = —0.26 0.585

left TPJ = 0.03 0.903

right TPJ = —0.24 0.324

mPFC = —0.20 0.630

i OFC = 1.35 0.012

WLZE 1 4% 91 f;(6 232)0= 1.33 left dIPFC =050 0.483

e 0271 right dIPEC = —0.61 0.193

left TPJ = 0.09 0.682

right TPJ = —-0.14 0.540
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3.6 itit

IF5T 2 S Ak [B1 3R 1 45 S DL B 17 25 08 47 SR
PEFERY S, iz T INIRS Ml H R &R
HAZLUE o 17 R a5 KR VLR BB S L& T,
AN G- FH B PF; B [0 3k Sh LA B A 4R 5, X
Tl TR Beah, WX RIS ARG &, S R
TEREEPE M) T A OO

T LT AN IR, [l 3k sh AL 28 76 08 7 3 4
PFC 5K BT sl 7K - T 220 o iS5 B0 0E T 4
RIS B 458 (Carver & Harmon-Jones, 2009),
Rk AL A 005 i 5 5 ) 36 s A 26, 13k Sh AL
T 5 | A A 00 50 I A w3 3 sl K o b, A EE P
ERCT, APBr ERCT ‘5 ZUf|F% 5 B 55 25 A5 ]
PFC W&, X i AE SRS MEREA G, AR
FEUA AT 55 ME BE 5 B A KO I TE TS AT, A
7 e 58 K (Plass & Kalyuga, 2019), Ay 24T 55 B
T PINHVEUR, AR R AR DLl ko 2R AT # M TR
Bl I MBITIE Sk R (RAMRE 45, 2022).
AHIFGE A BR ERCT H i8] 37 35 75 16 45 i 1] PN oA
H AR & B AT 28 PR 50 SR 1 7oK, I8 s B ok
W&o PRI, TR, S8 MAPR ERCT HME
JE T HES ERCT, X —ER15 8] 74T 55 ME R 30
PE BRI SR . A4, AT H7EAPR ERCT H11
TPJ #% A LN ERCT BEH m, HAME T4
. TPY 5 AR HE S st 205 BT, LK i
fl O BR800 R AL i FE A 5 (Konovalov et al.,
2021), A TPJ W) =S S5HEWHfib A B b A5
2%, 5 PFC i X 3 [R] £ 3¢ 2t A R A2 B S0 4L 1 7
K (Amodio & Frith, 2006). K, P75 & 5€ A Px
T IR 2 DX 3 ) S8 AP L PR 9 T

ST 2 38 %2 BRI TS 35 1 i DX 380G A R OB i i)
(] 25 M 1% Sl 0t FOSR M e A T o B TR T . Bk
RICNFEAR LRSI T, T3 220 TPY BT
JKOF- i, D0 H Ry E bR 2 4 O 0 RIS A
WU TPJ {38 T f 15 1) U X WS e . bAh, A
W] PFC A48T it 67 1) F0UI0 S 5ot 5 35 436 W0 2 £ D 4
i ) 1) A i 4 i 45 SR 2 0 0 K [ i i v [ 3 s ML
T, dIPFC FUSUI TP L i) il [i] [ 25 e s, 985
A ATRE R H bR R I, X R AR XU B ik
5] [F] 25 % Bl & A B ERC A9 52 22 1l [ 1

4 Bihe

H R AT, MR s B A A 22 AR, A
PRE TG 25 PRt e B D 8l o by il B W AR AR B B

B, MMERIKEERBORBS T A B354 . 1Bt
FETE, DA A S TEY, EaTeEdt
2338 1. I AR S Bl ARG 28, A2 T
RIEWINA . LA Rl G55 . e e AR B
RSB IR T IE L IR Z R, ShHUE RIS 4k
IV ) e Y E AR IR A ZRAT A SR B g, HAERIE
TE NG 25 819 3 A v A 0 90k . (B A BT SRR 1T
&L AL (B 4G ShAILSR B Ay 1a]) X 1 28 18 15 SR
TERERE IR N B8 25 08119 SR MK AR PR S 1R T I,
ABFEE T @R DRLELLAMEHE B W5
2), HE TG SIS AR T N B 15 25 08 15 B 5
WS R AT 2 e, JFFE SR L — PR R T
ST S R e AL o SCER S RUEN] T LR 25 3
GINSEIY RO PN 23 GRS e SRSl S A N
125 W) R Ll PR A 26 T8 99 5 I 2 B ELA AR Y
[ri) -t AT R o A, IR 7E PEC A TPT b
A BB TR S H AR TE LA X A ] (]
AT Bl RS TR0 3 15 3 0 SRS AT A o
4.1 BEFMAEI ARBE AT REEEN
220

A5 R ERCT % %5 1 1% 45 sh L X A bR
ERC HYF4I, {5 Bh3ET INIRS B H R ARER T
HAp L 5T 1 RG24 Sh ALy s A Bs ERC
(45 M) 32 SR BRAE [B1RE S ML L o 1% B 5kE Sl B 46,
A A ] 8 DA R0 B VRN 1 B A RS A R T PR OR
I OB G 2 . (BAE I Sh AL A& T IR
FEI WL SR AR AT o PRI T AN A )kt 3 1Y
HEWARE . SRIBUIE 2 AT Ry N %oF BRI o ) ki, e
B W TE T I 5 R N2 5 AR AR R B B ARt g, X6
FAMARE AN N HA S 25 X (Capuzzo & Floresco,
2020). A HE, AR NHREA KA A il S Y
Xy, . ME. RFE, e 2 E ik
Wh . 75 A BB B R SRR 56 (Zhou et al., 2022).
AR T & IE WS 45 i B WA 20
KR NS RGEEE,  [al5EE S AL 26 U e a4
ADGE . B RMESER R RIE L. Kk, S7ESE
5 v A2 PR R RE S LA 25 I R0 IsE, Sk el s st st i) £
TR AZ RPN, A A ] T — PR SR ok
PRPEE PLA [ B 7 S 4 o Y HA I S LAY ]
REWE, RES5FCHEEET B, B4
U Ak S EE A AR 7

AN, WIEEESERE, MOEEREE B
WL 4, AN EIRE T 25 Bl s HLAY 17 24
(Harmon-Jones et al., 2011) o XJ 175 44 A0 25 BE W) 2 2 11
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57 %

SEMRXTIE 4 PRI, T2, LA E
RS, A SO Y I 45 %) P BRI ) TR
Rk, FHE T T Sh LI 28, 76 BAT [m] kS L
(417 28 AT, AR A T BB IE B — AT 2 A 3
MR i N AN E R G AR, 5 4n [l 3k B B
TSRS Y 430 MG BE IS 22 1 415 A I S LS
S, 25 F XSS T IS AR 4
4.2 BEPVEEXNARBEZE T REEEDN

A

1% 45 ShHLsR BE X A PR ERC 5 %F I3 ERC B9%
M) ELAT AR, RIS B Ath A8 5 17 45 B2 30
T MRS BARINTS, TESESIPLENET,
T ] TR R ORI, IR 1R A
250 (Yang et al., 2022), 25875 SRR A S fd
JREAS A X6 AN (] 17 55 T 5 W el P 7 ok 1) AR 5 A £
A 24 8% (Sheppes, 2014), R4 5N EEAH L,
T B RS SR WA R (R A, (HEA Bl TR TENS
2 R eI P R R L BRAh, TR S
2 IR 2 RO S T LA R S AL B 1
AT A 5 AR 09 A A7 B AT %5 YDA G (Gable &
Harmon-Jones, 2010), [ =5 )/ FH— 5 1m
BEAE 1 FE R 77 5 48 A DA 1 U A (] s S B P e 0
Wy o5, AR RS R E S AU
BB, AMARS AR RIS 4 RS, A
T SR BN R i, X6 ) A A Ny LA
B ARSI, FRATAAIFSE I A 5 & i
NZER (Yang et al., 2022), BIMAIERIEEBEFER
FIA T E PP 2 [a) i 2o P 5 8 DRI K 0 25 o X
A BES F LI AT 55 1Y R el R 1 22 S TEAR IR SR
ERCT B 5 W 1B IV i ok O R0 T 1 I A ] 9
PRSI AN, AT WML, LR A2 i MR
KT AT SR W AR Y T I 4, A 500 SE PR A 1
R TE LR I AR . X AT R R BUMARTERUE AN [R] 74
RER e RN N T e Tl P D $2 S UK =Sy
PR S ZR o ARSI HILSER B A1 25 5 R N FE 77 SR B &R
55, SARSOUEAH L, R FIAHIE T A
TR RO S NG 25, Ha w5 ms % 4 %
A b s 2 S o DR b 5 R 300 A R 3 R A i P 2R
WETCHH S A, (R R —F P Il 5 T SR

GG 28 Sh L4 B B I R 1 48 R 5 3l
PR PSP, RS, B AADF T i1 25 & T
rKE, M@ RGISPL I, HAhices T
IlskE ShAILIE 26 16 Fr, B RS 25 sh LT a5 S5 30 B
AN, X5 Campbell 25 A (202 1) BF 57 45 R AH—

o TSR 1 R IUAE [LERESIHL N £77E 5w
s, WEFE 2 PN OCH: Mk shHLAg RE ), akE e 1
SHALIT a1 SR TR VG - DEAE 2 B9AT 45 R R WITE
IS8R BE [k Zh AL T, AR BE RN P A0 ) & T
HEE RS, (H Y RN =5 B ke S AL, X DL b
TG ARG, AU EE P 0 I B s TS . A,
S GRER PN R A O iR AR = IR S =
154, INHIBE = P18 (Cognitive Energetics Theory,
CET; Kruglanski et al., 2012)f& R 2 I— & g

ARG CET, MRS T4 E ARG 3 /29K 3l 71 (driving
force) FIZJ B /1 (restraining force)At BR%L . 3Kz J1 b
SR E A c DR oSN ER NS =3P KNG PN
PGP AN I [l g o L0 48 Y Hi i
%K. 2 BRI A I se 4 . MR 58RI
i 1] 1 45 (Muraven et al., 2006), HIRTATE, [6]5kE5)
WUIG & S5 AR A A 735 D B % A 5% (Capuzzo & Floresco,
2020), FREMRTEREESI LA, 274
R ZU R Y N A AR B H AR R B 7). Y
[0 3k S AL 5 BE BRSPS TH AR AR
ZINHIGTIR (LR 1), H [ B BE >k 4 3 78 R
(BRI Rk, ZEAsE BE Mg S AL, A
VRS 25 IR Eh ST R TR TT, MR ik #:
HPE R ] = T R R LSS . MR DL B RS,
TE /5 R A RE S AL T, A AR G R v R R
o ABMFFE 45 5 I A 7R A (A X R R 1 1 SR
MO 4o 3% AT R B T ASHE S8 F 175 & & [l 3k 3
WL R TEBAILSE B EARXTBAR(M s grer = 1.54,
M g grer = 1.61)o BUHET, 5 P ol =55 4 5 ek 1)
L ) AN GE IR RS ) AN K 3 g (ST H A ) 22
SN, TEAS R VLT BORAS - 25 AU S D 44
— TR, U R R I R TR PR AR
A8 1s]

AL, XTI FEAEA R S AR (AR vs.
WER RS PR 22 5%, ATREMI BRI E 5 H
PR Z AR R R F o A2 H B i N BRiE B2
PARAR S R AT A 4 T30 PRI ZE (Jones & Rachlin, 2006;
Levy et al., 2002; Rachlin & Jones, 2008), 481 [
I 5 th A DG F 0 2% W) 8 A A T 02 1 X6 At AR 56
s 3R 0 573 5 PR# (Aron et al., 1991), L4k, T
FEASHVERER, A RTE A AT RE XA 28 I B A 1Y)
H XIS RBOR 147 (Mandel, 2006). #HLAEN,
EN A S L R R IR R Sk A e A= F N e 0
J7 185 46 o N0 PE R R AN R A 2000 7 1% 44,
I H A 7 R A WS £ L A T BRI A 35 1 A P
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(Sheppes et al., 2009, 2014), K, &S S AN HE
BT S I 2 R RT BRI RE ) B A £ W UR (Matthews
et al., 2022), 8375 T48 F R = H
TCie [l S LR EE AR A, A6 A B 26 8 1 3R
“Ff ] . ASRTZEVE T H B 5 R 25 0 0 SR
TRl 25 5, 30 0] 685 0T 5 0 e (3R R 0 R
PoVKFA Ko MRPERT A 5T, i k1T A Prig 4
JH B F BRI (Niven, 2017). 7EF L% (19 F 1%
g3, SR B AR TI B O 5 EAR L R
w47 M EE S (Singer & Lamm, 2009), 5 APBr{E %4
PRI I AR AR OC o TE A A T R S IR T LS A
B 52 R 46 5 R (IRT-C) &, 1 25 W0 5 R B KR
s, SET A B L, AT T RE A X Y
VEPEHIE BF o 5985 & A WLSCRBRK - 5 T 21
LT 5 4 25 LS [ 3l 155 28 ) 35 2t W 5 T DG () 4%
Fi Bt S 2% 5 SRR 6). IXER/R AT FH W AUR B AR
FIHHf AR R APR ERC 5 3% ERC 22 S HZE T
4.3 BEVEWMABRIEEE T REEENH

2%

iy Bh LT INIRS B AR, R 2R T
R T RO TS LA KOS i (8] R 2 0 B 5N bR
ERC [ F . Bk, MR8 R TIE ARG 450
Wk R, R A T (PFC) MBS R R
AT E A 2 B LS AT 1] 22 97 KOG o ELIARTT 75,
MR E 5 B bR 8] X ek S AL 25
A0 PFC 2 & 30, I HIX Fh s 7K -k =,
R R ) T Ry H bR SR EBGRE TPE R, iRk
g, X—RMELFE TXAM PFC EES
P TR VE LR A BEAR . AT ST R, RSN
JETEDN AR ) 517 45 9835 40 T A% 0 £ €8.(Ochsner
et al., 2004; Goldin et al., 2008), £ fll PFC (1)
TS T R R 2 A 1T ]k S A LA 4 R, TR
U R NG U, LA Xof 3K S i) 38T R 1 155 2
SEMA o Y 3] E AR R — ST 7 A A7 T 2 B
P AN PFC (W40 1T e HGH o M 24 A1 1
Be, VPAR RO H bR 5 28 5 ) 1 AR R
FERIP e bR . IR SR MBI M R, A
PFC PTG /K V-5 SRR RE M IEA R,
P N A% 26 8 15 SR i i 2 SR AL TR A . A
| e aRE, IR R, AR E S FA
GINAS S il P N | R G R RN S o S NTTR IRFR
IV (Gross, 2014), A7l PFC & /K- i 1
W, WA T REAE FH A AR SR T B H bR
BG4 R, B AR RS 4. Ah, X —

25 AT N B & 25 859 it S —IA R 2 A S
o WTTE AN PFC T F B vy s S fu ] -
Hbr# G 4, X 0T A5 3015 Fod AR i & A
Ko MIEHE S5 IH LV RAOCHER, S AREE Rl
AH 28 IR 2 s 2 Y00 A0 465 A 00 i 40 P 7 9 Y 1
W2, SRR T SRS WA\ R 515 45 (Decety
& Jackson, 2004; Wang et al., 2024), K, £/
PFC A BEFE X ik A vl B SR T - 35 Bl 1 &
A BRE TSGR, AW HARE 527K,
FFhe e Qnfn] 265741 B A I SRS E

T 2 38 e IRAEAR R S PG 25 55 T, 5
LM TH R A X (TPY) A 301 AT 5 0 [R) £ e
TR MG Y LB 2 AE G . PR DI RE A B R A,
ZEfl TPY WRES S THIXT B A2 NHT RS .
WM B Z R THM TPI fest 2 Ny
fEH, BN TPI WAEiEF A, 5 XEAEN
A — & BTk (Friederici, 2011). 7E A BRI% 45 475 1
e, KDkt AL 26 T R R R A I B 0 R v A
XA, Jois o B R HGR ZU A 18 45 85 B i,
2l TPY #5 ie ABTE 7K 3 7 1 70 38 X8 49 % 42
PG 26 DR S TR A T U8 B B A S, X — i 7R 5 E T
MG LEPEIT T HOCHK; 1N 5 PP SR Mg 75 A A
2 2 ) R SCIHE AT O E A DT I 15 1% 45 (Gross,
1998b). (HIik, ZEfill TP i ml REAL (181 3% H £
M % YRGB 2 7 T R ER, QAU A R R T
YA, T A b e R T

HeAh, BFFE I A BAT] TPY 5 BE IF [ T
AT 5 SR 7 BRI G SRS 1Y LA, X 5 SEET IS
KTAM TP 5.0 B S i 2 BB A Y 4518 A —
Z(Hyde et al., 2018; Saxe & Kanwisher, 2003), [A]
Ao, S5 T IR TP P 00 5 /0 oA R0 EE PP B AH —
o FEARBLEESIAL &M TR E A M TP A3k
F 7 AT 3 T B A 9 X 4 BT 2 R A R O AR
B, HEWT R P 28 77 AR i DR R SR T S5 B 2k
FIE LT R . DOARBES 2404, 4 TPJ
OI5804I 1) DGR A5 515 B U
RGP E R . BRI AT B T MR TE &R 2
TS R IO 22 A 401 A5 D o MR 0 5% U TiC 2
W, MRTE RS A BT, SRR SRR A
ENFIRE T, & B4 EL N %R (Kahneman, 1973),
A TPY G R A RB A BE I X5 At A
RSB HERT, TSNS 1A 4F BEAS 1 i 1X —
K, AHARMEE S E B A, 4 mmih 1 fi#H
FRXT G B b ()15 858 B BRAR S AR Ak, R J5 2R i i
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PEOL IR BRI 3] 22 8CR PRI B1 75 A AT ML, M T E [A]

i (] 1] 25 P 20 A 45 SR & 30 A6 41K (] st sy [ 3k
LT, FFHMUHG & B BT (dIPFC) ARSI TP |
(%) fi ] [ 25 1 vy, 10 5B 1T BE Sk H bR e
B, X—KRIER T AFRE S s 25 08 e 4
SRt o R ] [R) 25 S e T R 3 5 B b K 3l
PR . Hoh, dIPFC 7RIS IR TAEICAZ
EEYO NIt b & E R OEF (Miller & Cohen,
2001); 7E APRIEZ AT RS, ZXBHNS 58
T PF 5 W B4  E BRAE T  EAG TA T R R T e
J1o M E A, dIPFC BE9S 7843 F A
H A& A IR B B 26 F AR A TIRA AT o L
m, AR RM, 788 240k 5 1, dIPFC 1)
WO 5 B ARG RN SR i R AR DG, XS 7
UNUSE LR R Yok Ve iR 2 Y R iR (2
ALl (Domenech & Koechlin, 2015), XUl TPJ,
JEHIEAM TP, 5 PR A L BRAS 50 HLFE S
HE 1 "B 25 AH 1% (Frith & Frith, 2006; Saxe & Kanwisher,
2013), 7EAIK [l 3k A1 BB sh AL S T, A ) 25
PRA4E TPY TE4F M & AR, 5 B 1 & S0 4f b 2
it B Ao G 2 1 B TR ERAZ

DL B AR 45 48 8 T 7R AS 6] [ 3kt s AL 25 4%
PET, i DX I 5 i T ) 25 A ] 2 (] 5 g\ B A
LEVRAT R R . R T AR R — 1R
Zein shAsad AR, W K W DX B )4 A K1
H 5 BARE Z KRG sh A R, Pk, Kok
AF 58T LASE — 2545 58 AN [R) il DX 78 45 568 & [l 36 20 Bl
R )[R 26 B shAS AR A AR, e A B 26 8
(IR [ B Be dIPFC 5 TP (14 fisi 1) [ 25 1 ] 28 4k,
DA B 33 6 A A ] 5 0] SR (14 8 %%

44 RBFERERE

AW FEAEAE LS R B 225 | R R WF 52 1)
Mo B—, BT 1 HRIRAT BSR4 T ABR ERC F1H
I ERC MNI)F, AH IRy 5256 B - (08 15 #) i
PR o S 1 A WIFSE BRI R T 3 AR T 3 bk
SR X R 18 SR M e B 0 2 R, AR 5 g
X —[AEES T AR B, BFSE 2 hpladxt gy
FEIEFR, LKA T4 R 2 HAb e R 2
RIS A Z 8] 0 N Brfes 26 981 2ok AR O SR . AR B
AT DATE R[] 56 22 2 A0 1) a6 2 IR A0 248K
5=, BUA TR R AR A 5T — R BB 1)
S BN AEAESRAT SN X 73 BEAS JE A9 (1] 1 (Campbell
et al.2021; Yang et al., 2022), Kk, YSF7HF5E Joik
1285 Zh AL T ) ) 800 A2 75 A S FAB A o A SRF

— RN T 1] g5 & i A mlkEsHL(Carver & Harmon-
Jones, 2009), %fPU, fNIRS $i A JCiEH M 5 ARG
SRR S BT  IX, A R L WX A, H
ABFFE T SR ROV SGEE ), B fNIRS 1)
AR HE A 55 1l DX 57475 1T 8 A7 7E DS BORS BN 2 1
[, 33X AT e B2 T 55 BRI 48 01 A DG 1
b i DX [ 254 35 3 (B8 2 e 32 482 76 S LAE ) A B
TR ER . Rk, AN I AR
ERC $&AE 72 17 I 1l o5 ik R i (1] ] 25 iy WU i
P, RAWFFEATA LEERF 5 23 (8] 4 HER A 4
FAR, BRAIRTT N PRIE 25 96 17 3R w2 6 14 b 2 0L
il 5B, ABFRAFEARUE R4 HP e — 4
SERBAXT Y R A O &R, LA S 458 B HE
HARBRYE . AR5 U — SRR 10
PN AN ESOPNIN I E S RN Sut il A0
P/ S b I PN N ErE i b A NN
2855 1Y T %5 i (Rachlin & Jones, 2008), A &HF
RTRARIT KR T T AR ERC W52, QIRH
AN R SRR AR ERZE S R b — T
T3 — i TG LI B SR M PR U 25 5 . BN, IS
FEER FELLANE 4 U 456 APr ERC L5511
WFFE IS . AT NI, 15 45 19 32 21 A JE A 5]
SCAR IR A 22 RUBE R 2R 1 L [R5 0w (Canli et al., 2009;
Kim et al., 2010), KL, AR5 AT LOKE A H
ARGt & RL2E A A S A (Luo et al., 2024), #F
— TR AR AR R 38 S Ak A i B TR R AE Sl IL RS T
UNUNEEA RN A S e Sun L L AE e
5 #Ee

AR T M 53T INIRS AOBHIE AR,
PRAT T 1% 26 shALXT AN BReG 45 V8 19 5 328 B 1Y) 52 T
K H A ML . G5 R AR, 158 shHLIT 1) X 3R s 3k
PR 2 R BLAE ML kRE S L o 1 X ]k S AL
SR, AV G (5 T 75 P SR g (Can a0 P/
BT A OB IS, (RIS 4
BF, B [ 5E Sl L5 B B v AR B PP A ] T
K LAk, o i AR BEE PF A L e 2 TR
H OB PRI 1Y LU, Skt 5 e W 82 14 LL 141G
T B CEBZR G, W E S B ETE
dIPFC F1 TPJ I (4 R[] [ 20 1 vy, 9011 25 A0 bt )
Tl T PFR X T 4 o X R B an e R A
B 17 26 8115 T B AR 1A (A T 49 5 W 228 3 1) 3 g M
HBAEZEZ L, AT ARRA AR B it
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The influence of emotional motivation on interpersonal emotion regulation
strategy choice: Evidence from behavioral and hyperscanning

HE Conglian, YUAN lJiajin

(Institute of Brain and Psychological Sciences, Sichuan Normal University, Chengdu 610066, China)

Abstract

Interpersonal emotion regulation refers to the process by which individuals help others control their
emotions during social interaction. Social situations are complex and changeable, and it has been suggested that
it is of great importance to choose between different strategies in different contexts. Based on the theory of
emotion motivation, the current study explores the influence of motivational intensity and direction on
interpersonal emotion regulation choice through one behavioral experiment. Then, based on the main findings of
Experiment 1, the Experiment 2 further explored the neural mechanism underlying the effect.

The present study used the Emotion Regulation Choice Task (ERCT) to explore the effect of emotional
motivation, including the motivational intensity and direction, on interpersonal emotion regulation choice
(Experiment 1), and to explore the neural mechanism underlying the regulator's strategy choice behavior using
functional near-infrared spectroscopy (fNIRS) hyperscanning technique (Experiment 2). Experiment 1 used a
within-subjects design with 2 (motivational direction: withdrawal-motivated emotion vs. approach-motivated
emotion ) X 2 (motivational intensity: high vs. low) x 2 (task type: intrapersonal ERCT vs. interpersonal ERCT)
format. A total of 40 participants were required to choose one of emotion regulation strategies including
distraction, reappraisal or watch in the Emotion Regulation Choice Task (ERCT). In the final analysis, the data
of 33 valid subjects (4 male and 29 female) were included. Based on the main findings of Experiment 1,
Experiment 2 focused on the intensity of withdrawal-motivated emotion and used a 2 (intensity of
withdrawal-motivated emotion: high vs. low) x 2 (task type: intrapersonal ERCT vs. interpersonal ERCT)
format. 44 female friend dyads participated in Experiment 2.

In experiment 1, we found that in withdrawal-motivated emotion, the regulatory strategies including
cognitive reappraisal and distraction were chosen more often over watch in the intrapersonal ERCT and
interpersonal ERCT. However, participants did not show preference for the three strategies under the condition
of approach-motivated emotion. Moreover, the results showed that participants’ preference for reappraisal
decreased with the increase of motivational intensity when regulating emotion of themselves. During the process
of regulating another personal’s emotion, participants tended to choose cognitive reappraisal whereas showed no
preference for different strategies in the condition of approach-motivated emotion. In Experiment 2, the
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behavioral results show that reappraisal was chosen more often over distraction in low-intensity withdrawal-
motivated emotion, while no difference between these two strategies in high-intensity withdrawal-motivated
emotion. The brain imaging results showed that, in the context of low-intensity withdrawal-motivated emotion,
the activation of right prefrontal cortex (PFC) could positively predicted the regulator’s preference for
regulatory strategies when regulating target’s emotion. And the higher activation in left temporoparietal junction
(TPJ) was associated with less choice of reappraisal, while the significant activation in regulator’s right TPJ
could prompt more choice of observation. Besides, the higher brain-to-brain synchrony between regulator and
target in orbitofrontal cortex (OFC) was associated with regulator’s lower preference for reappraisal while
higher level of interbrain synchrony in dorsolateral prefrontal cortex (dIPFC) and TPJ could predict more
frequently choice of reappraisal.

The results of this study provided insights into people’s choice of strategies when regulating others’
emotion in different motivational context and its neural mechanism. Our findings expand the current
understanding of the influencing factors of interpersonal emotion regulation strategy choice.

Keywords Emotion regulation choice; intrapersonal emotion regulation; interpersonal emotion regulation; the
motivational dimension of affect; neural synchronization
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