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B A TR EEZ AEESHRE
BAK' K M FhE REZ

(HEZRITTE R 2 I SINR 2B, B 200062) (2R EERF SR pl S b, WD IRJM 325035)

i B RaHRRE ek AMREED, ARRLIAR LB GART TR, AERERA, TR
RAHBIESF TR SMEWE LTS, 9B LHAR T AEBR TG W S0, HRaHH
RGZEALHEXEIHAER, E5OGWERENS Y, 5E5LTF BB I 6 250 AR 1
EARN T ALY ELLM, ARAATLE LSRN RSFE LA, G —FIE RO ST AL FAH
ST AR A s B L A 22 AU

XgE  AAE; WAE; 1R AL, B

2S5 B849: C91

1 58 B AR BB VR T - B o B T 5 Y

. F Ui (Babiloni & A Ifi, 2014),
WA, A ST o I
H % o 2N R R RS 3, T T o " M ARSI

- _ LRI A AE R LRI B, « R BB XS B ol 1 BE Ir 22
% E 1 -
e BRI H R4 P L%,
it ] o BRI T E AN G EE S B RARES TR
|75 % (Hasson, Ghazanfar, Galantucci, Garrod, & At |
Keysers, 2012; Koike, Tanabe, & Sadato, 2015). K (Astolfi et al., 2009). B3 -(Funane et al,, 2011).

Mo, IR S & R kg 0 IR Liv, Saito, Lin, &
T A e A Saito, 2017) K A2 A B SR A 1E(E % (Osaka et

T (hy persacnning) s ] P [ 2556 T4 al., 2015; Pan, Cheng, Zhang, Li, & Hu, 2017; Sénger,
SEHOR™ BKSCR, RELTLL, XU, SEEEEE, 2016). Miiller, & Lindenberger, 2013), VIR, 5%
SR IBFION I, A R gk PPOCFORIITE T 2 X cooperative) H1E 5
Wi S Ak, TR TR 2 K i 36 47434 (De Vico Fallani et al., 2010; Funane et al.,
W6 15 %, B WG A 3% 2 89 R 25 (Inter-brain 2011; Liu et al., 2016; Osaka et al., 2015), XA
synchronization) (Dumas, Lachat, Martinerie, Nadel, )1 25 FEAT: 95 Z IHD2 A7 7RSS B Y 2257 7 AT
& George, 2011). WIS B4e 2 At B PRIy SIS AR 7 S M 17—
WA RS TR, TR gh RIS R R Oy DL R, A
(AR S A A, LA AR s, ok i) SCOR, SIARISEIR G M R e
O SO S TR S, iR, ki, BEERUBURC AR P BN SEZ 1< B ARk
TOHEWR, PR, 2018), BT, PR E SR R AR A S U R A 2R 55

WH— RIS, @ R EAPOERE AN shEs FRIA
: 2 e EESHR—EFEMAT
) FAES . ABLI SR T I 51 % A B TS e
TIE, BTt s Tt i 2 ARLE, 1w s %
21 EENBHEBS ADIESKRE
SeEe e 201807 1 55 5 M B R USRI R 505 T 1
WIE1EH: REYF %, E-mail: zhxiong@psy.ecnu.edu.cn KRB, — RIIWFTE e 5 %St B Y
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fE55- 50 T VA4 5 5 45 . Babiloni 25 A (2014)f 7
BB T AR R A 0 BT S5, (HIF R
aR R TR 1 T ST S S B e
JE QORI 55 NES, Bl 55t
HRAHEAE A UK | BCE - Rk E %5 =
B BEEHRAESS T, P2 oK R A A
RN, GRER A AR 55, PO EIR T e [
A #% #8 (Cui, Bryant, & Reiss, 2012; Funane et al.,
2011); BEEPRAES T, pATH L F UL — R )
TSR, WU 1A 3 B 35 2 P I A 25 S5 4 R 7 AR
RER, AN TAIGE PR 5% 15 45 28 5 DR AT 55 (Astolfi et
al., 2009; De Vico Fallani et al., 2010); #ZULHE -4
%35 55 W ZE K — A gl s — Ao E A5 S,
V2% S A 15 1 3 AR T I A P B G B
(Anders, Heinzle, Weiskopf, Ethofer, & Haynes, 2011;
Stephens, Silbert, & Hasson, 2010), iX —432HEHG T
BEMUF R P AN =R EEES, (REEX &S
FAES M Bk 25 SR MTIHE S5 H9,

Liu #1 Pelowski (2014)0)5—E4043 T A )
FE55 PRRAE S HE 22 5, BT DU = A4 X
BRI ANE S ()E S, RE
55 T P A R AT — R YT R IR AT 3 L AT 38
ifi(turn-based interaction), U1 M, W AL
TR — 2 B0 [) s 47 3 L 4 BRLGK B— 2 (concurrent
interaction), XA BE/KAYIZ s8I0 H; QL5545
Moo A8 W EAE S R M 6 A R
(interdependent), %% Il 57 (independent), Fij#
Bk, 2R BIT M BESX 5 — &R iR
PEARE, 5 E AR, ARS8 A& A AR,
MAFTEE; G)EAREit . 1S BARL
4 1E (cooperative) ok 3& S+ (competitive) (T 2 BH,
FIF v S B A A\ 58 B H AR, S5 35 ) 5 A BHL A5
NGB B AR X — 43 24t & [ AR 0F 55 4 15 LA R
A LB RS M 22 R 5B R

VI bordigemih 845 T HE#E S ik m
CAE S SR, (H35 R 58 X8 3 H#50F 5T
AR E S R AL W b Y e 5 e, RITE
i LA i R LIRS He Bl A 3R 10 Bl R) 20 284145
VLA BE R 2R AR 3R 1 48 B D SR 84T 55 Il 11 22
5o BRA AT 55 2R PR 44 Bl U AT fE bk 2 (W] A
o, Hmnr pLEE I, R IR 55 R SR Ay
(Funane et al., 2011); [AIfEZRAT 55 W 55 229 44 1
AT —IRPLK, 7E6 15 TR b i s 28

PE(Astolfi et al., 2009), 4 HEFR TN AT 4 A B9 432507
K, DL EMEARS 508 T8 AR 5 i G o
FAE S Ia e, MELUARBINE B AR 53N
fAT; Liu 55 A4 [NGE SR 5 005 42 54T 45 S R 5
KNEIEES, SXELUR BP0 25 5. IAGE
HWEAE S P EAEE X —AEGERZE, mkE
AT 55 TP AN FEATRAE . XL L), 5] AT
VUL R R T i e i — 254 A P B
22 WME. AESHR—REBEFRANS

TR IR I 48 B BT B 5T 2 A AR 1 e
KB ES, W FR® . AR
14 FARIE] 1 B 25 v 2 (Myerson, 1997), Hi T8
FAREWEFE b 19 52 3095 2R W B AR 5K 547 30
MRS B8 . AR R, 51 RIS TR
B AR P A S . IR IRHER S, P
P BAES thSEi FE aT 43 138 kAR B T 2 R D)
kR . BIPMETEZE (coordination game). & 1ETH
¥ (cooperation game)-5 1 5E 175 (conflict game),
221 WhEHEZE

PIMETEZE, M FR5E 4 & 1E (pure collaboration)
TR, 48R R P 0 Fl 25 IR 4 — B 1 g 28
#I(Schelling, 1980), JCiEXH anfiges, H& A
s Sk a—5, B0 bk —RIZR M,
B[R, X — TGRSO Rl £R
—3, AAEC B H MR, PR E TR
F g 55X A R A, LR, AT E
JEAnfaf kb 21 7 5 Al Z 0] 25 43 B TR R (De
Jonge, 1998), HL7I [ PMEAT: 55 4n sk B T Xk (4n &
1): W X5 AT 53k (Heads)al “J2” (Tails)
PRI ands ke a8k <R, W7 4Rl 4R
Wz (B 1 Hy(s, 5)); an—riksk— sk,
WO BT A s (B 1 (0, 0)), I T B
A T2 XU 22 4 B 45 SR BRI (Colman, 2003).

Heads Tails
Heads 55 0,0
Tails 0,0 55

BT KRR S S . “Heads” 5 “Tails”
oGRSk S R TSR, R B AR
PIAAARTEA R PSR T Brakilicas
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222 AEEE

AYEHZE, XHIRA I PLIEZE (mixed-motive
games). R ¥ 55 (bargaining games), F85/~4[E] ]
it I AR IR 26— 2, T T AR PSR Y g K
%(Schelling, 1980), A VEMZRW K A 5 A
BEURA A IE, BIAMA SR A5 N B — 2 1 A
il 2 AR PH — i 1 KU DA R N 9 3 5, 302
TEFEA S Al R 25 LUS AT BEAR R 5 & (190K 25 (De
Jonge, 1998; Roos, Gelfand, Nau, & Lun, 2015), &
VE 15 ) R 5 o A 25 PR3 ) (social - dilemma)
K gE, H AL 7 y IA G IR 58 15 2% (Colman,
2003), Ak R T 3% A 8 U 1 A TE Ve 3B 1 T T
M HEAT RO, HR S AR R AN 18] 22 ] R
CEYEECE B AR, RS AE, PIA
B s K zs (B 2 A3, 3)); i E
B, W2 (E PR, 2); m—Jr
R R—Ir B e AR, SR &2 B8ORS, il
FT AR (B 2 194, 1) 5 (1, 4)), BT
BRI R F £ 6 R I T BRI A

C D
C 3,3 1,4
D 4,1 2,2

B2 NFEHZER SR S5 UM% . C (cooperation), D
(Defection) 7 ARG VE 515 BORMG; AR T
B R F WL ANETEARFRIYR S T il es

223 HREE

SR IR SR IR XU F 45 16 R — By T
KW SRR AR w28 1% (pure conflict game), &
FI1H# 3% (zero-sum game) (Schelling, 1980), 7Ei%3E
Mige e, W7 LM I SE 4 M AT s AT 48, HOCTE AT
T AN IR 5 R P sk, I AE IR RL F A A
FIT BB AR, PR G ARy vh o g5 ) oy
RN 3): ZHNF, S5 IR 0w 4 A5
F L aeE — ANMEF, B2 B (B ) 3516
ZAR—F: iR A IR LLICEK B 1R B R
2, B B oh sk S B8 A FI 25 e o & 3
o L ARERBER, o AWM, UAFEAE, DS, 0)
MR SR A, BB — ek, RBLT o

FRENZE  BU5 M 2 %8 37 R A

Win Lose

Win / 1,0

Lose 0,1 /

K3 PR RBLA ISR SR R ECTAUR T
AR A 1P

Zi BT, AR R 35 56 R T H T X R
[P EZR 2 DM R v AN i 2 — 3,
[ 2 AR Al AT R SR Y i 4 5 b SRR B, LG TR AR
TEF WAl S B EME,  BIAn{al 7 £2 1~ AT B A9 5 i o
T HH AN X 7 M VC C B SR s AR ZE ANk
fe AR DR A — B, TR A A 2 75 8 4% A 1 SR T
R, IS TA R A <A St |
VERE, RPAn{r7e B B 5 b A ] 2647 %8 05 43 i (De
Jonge, 1998; Miller, 2007); 7Enpz&idigreh, {15
AR I R 25 WG LA TE P2, Lhsa G b SR H I
HAT S5 BARZERAMKR G X I R 25 A BRI . 15
Bl — o], FATTAT LK DL B GRRE TEAE 4
SHEFGE, N BAERR TN EEEZ AL
BT 55 #EAT B R A B R 43 o
23 HEHERMATHZ AEMESHER

Schelling (1980)# 51\, 4likeny i 1F fdige
5 i g R e — A SR A s, i )
i LA M 5 ip 2 R 36 A0 1 U Ak 4 s 22 T
LlORE I PIME 2R LSO F 25 1 — BOh AT, (X
FOMER R, BB A LA S PR E SRR oh
ey e ID SR o SRS VAV RIIE N QIR R UL
P, RPXT% B IR 2 o A 28 DL B, AR
PMEHR RN Z Z M HES], SR e A 1
Z NHMESS W o0 WUMERE 55 . GRS S
55 = RI, X METEZE . G IEIZE S bR
TR =RhgE .

a. DMERESS . AUERAEUMER R T ASFEALE o 58
HZE WAL o LTS5 BT BRI 28 Ih A — 2
& R AT 55 6 A $5 BEAT 45 (Cui et al., 2012;
Funane et al., 2011), BEZRALSH, BT E0A
G IR, W E RS R B RO, ]
R B W EL A S PRI AR T
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b. GAEAESS: RN AAEIMER R SR KR
WSS . ZEESZ S EEER S, RN
TR ZE S 2 55 e 5T 45 (De Vico Fallani et al.,
2010; Astolfi et al., 2010), # i 2 R HE1E
B BORME, W B S ORTE A 3RS M ) #EAT Y
PR3 e eyt e ;

c. MIALS . BMUAFEM R E LS . %
FAL S ASE PR B R . — W UMELE 55 xS
HRAT 55, W& 4 AT 55 1 X BT 95 —Sa i
BEAL 55 (Cui et al., 2012); —JNAH LR RAT N
A B Fi A& 0 BS AT A LR S B, s il
%k (handy-dandy) (Montague et al., 2002) . ) iftJi# 4k,
(stud poker) (Zhang, Liu, Pelowski, & Yu, 2017)%
W R B 1) & AN GRAT 55

WA, MRAEAT 55 b W7 1 B3 Ty i 22 5
AR5 % Liu Ml Pelowski (2014)% Af532507 38, ¥
CA BT S 8y Ko DU =28

a. [AIE 7 H 34T 45 (concurrent task): 1%24T:
g5, WO EOR W AT 3 L 5E U 55, ik
%84T % (Funane et al., 2011);

b. B4 R H 34T 45 (turn-based task): #id#Hk
BOR¥—E WIT R LB, W TR TS AR
{14 (Liu et al., 2016);

c. TAEASELEE T RSN E TS . BT S
W E T IS H O B, S0 R
WA, iy XAR&ahESE. AR
e, ARPXT I HAATEL L ESE N RHE

(Hari, Henriksson, Malinen, & Parkkonen, 2015),
HEE = A=A EEEE .

25 FRTR, 2% Schelling (1980)5 Liu #1
Pelowski (2014)% NHIARIE, HTAE55 K5 H
S5 X RYE R, A B Eh 2 N5 5
S TR GER 1),

3 BEEMEFOTME SIESHRES

R O A B E R BT 5 258 R 2l I
AR SCH [ BB A R A 9 A AT S (R
1), JEXH BRI RSCR I LLR S, . 7EAT 55 7 s 26
B, DMERESS . BVEAE S5 5 0P 54T 55 e A
WA T b, TESAES M E DI b, PME
15 T R i E 3 )y e 2, 408 [ i 2L PR A
55 G B UMEAT 55 15 e AR AR T 1 SR L Zl
VeSS BRI S T, paliEn s Anl& Al s
B, AAFTEI GBI S AEIE S, th o AT 55 [ i
A2 [FI B AL o 94T 55 5 Bl B R SAT 55, HiE £
F T OMEAE 55 il 25 05, J5 2 0D 25 54 3
St H A AAE R R R AL BB 5
31 MEESHHREN
3.1.1 [EEEMEES

[ B B BIMEAT: 55 o, 7 44 B 5 [ ) 5 1A T
SHRAE, SCBR SECE . i T R g
B R B, 0 S Y BIMEAT e Bk h R 25
(synchronization) (Louwerse, Dale, Bard, & Jeuniaux,
2012).

1 BEXERUATHEBARS AESEHNESRKRE

T3 7 2T 5 2 A PMEAE 55 R (RS MhRAE 55

[ b 28 A 55 SERis / e S R I EMELE 55
FHREH R L GEF 4T IR )
7%, AR
EREE
F g5
G S IRMAZ R

[l # 5 1 55 B A% At 5 ST AT I OMEE S
B X SEXGTEZR G 2 T R R . BRI X |
MBI ZRAE S5 (LR PAEIEE . BRI REE)
BB AES MR IR K5 2K,
H, - 5 BRI AR IS E R TR DR i X

1o HE AR (S BB AT 55 B ety / /
BEip-REH )
PR HCE

TG NI
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BREIRE : MRS F0 e M 43 1 F 52 v B B
TS Z—. WA ZORER UL R ER
A e [F] I i B, U 4 S ] ] A, AR
) R B2 My, AT 55 UGB . BT B £ 78 B
AN T 58 R — 2. 5 [R5 0 X5 B4 3
A R I FE B, BT B e, AT AR R
fE5 WHF1E . Funane 5% A (QQ01DZEWFSE i F &
B, A A G T A e 3T B 0 A )
WA, 5 2 BRI S T ix — 45
W B BT o ) 20 5 N 18] 355 3l [] A0 A7
1E IF A 5% (Baker et al., 2016; Cui et al., 2012; Hu,
Hu, Li, Pan, & Cheng, 2017; Liu et al., 2016; Liu,
Saito, & Oi, 2015; Mu, Guo, & Han, 2016; Pan et
al., 2017; WA, RAEXK, ML, KRS, X
i, 2017) 0 X — 05 THAE, X UMER S Wi
f18 12t AL B 2 GEL 3 S SO I 22 22 (Cui et al., 20125
Mu et al., 2016; Pan et al., 2017)), HHALEFHE
Bz AR BRUE S YOI RN 2 5, R T H
S5 1) LS BT HET o

FHREBERL : FRFPAE SRS H Dumas
FEN(2010) 51 A AR TE o 1%AT: 55 2R 1 A 1
X7 BT, DIWESE s R 20 i ph 22 Bl . Y %R
(7] 2D AT: 55 DK FLAA T 4 1) ) 25 i Ak Ry 71 22 10 ) 20,
SRRy 4 AR R B A0 2w i 2 4, RS ISIE R
W5 i 1% 3 A 28 4k (K onvalinka et al., 2014; Naeem,
Prasad, Watson, & Kelso, 2012; Tognoli, Lagarde,
DeGuzman, & Kelso, 2007), 5B & #8AT 55 401,
FHEWFREFRLEA T MR AR T S EKRE
A, I E] I 25 [ 25 8 = 1 2578 (Dumas et al., 2010;
Filho et al., 2016; Yun, Watanabe, & Shimojo, 2012;
Zhdanov et al., 2015; Zhou, Bourguignon, Parkkonen,
& Hari, 2016). Mii[ali% sl [A] 40 3T B g 2200
(Schippers, Roebroeck, Renken, Nanetti, & Keysers,
2010)., &2 31X (Zhdanov et al., 2015) . Fi4in:
544 T - (Balardin et al., 2017)ZE 5 X, XA
BT HZRAT: 55 [ S 1 I8z 2l D RE S 0l A
VEMR B SR AR 2, IR g 7e tad R b LA
BT 238 A T —2(Knoblich, Butterfill, & Sebanz,
2011; Vanutelli, Nandrino, & Balconi, 2016),

A%, ABRESERIETIBERRES: ML
SRS TR WENFED, FRSZEH W
AW EE L IMEIERX . &2 58 BIES T,
Z A EOR P AL & 2 W 25 | (R — S g

B, JFRRE R SEBLRTS 5 E H iR
FEAE ] 12 B I ] B¢ 45 (Babiloni et al., 2012;
Lindenberger, Li, Gruber, & Miiller, 2009; Miiller,
Sanger, & Lindenberger, 2013; Novembre, Sammler,
& Keller, 2016; Sanger, Miiller, & Lindenberger,
2012). WAESSHAL S5 H, Bk 2001 5 i (Ahn
et al., 2018; Pérez, Carreiras, & Dunabeitia, 2017;
Spiegelhalder et al., 2014; Stephens et al., 2010;
Tadi¢, Andjelkovi¢, Boshkoska, & Levnaji¢, 2016) .
F#(Schippers et al., 2010), F[&(Anders et al.,
2011), HR#(Cavallo et al., 2015; Hirsch, Zhang,
Noah, & Ono, 2017; Leong et al., 2017; Saito et al.,
2010)5% 445 (Stolk et al., 2014)3 58 E B8 5
HF, HIIAR 5540 T #5517 (gestural word): —
R T S o 5 — 44 R Y T I T Rk
) % [&] (Schippers et al., 2010), i JF B4l A4 .
AL R H S T 22 D P A 5 A TR,
BORAVE S IR AL AT %5 b, plosiE By P E TR
gl LSRR U B, AR B el i 4y
T 547 R E AN,
3.1.2 EEBEMMEES

[\l & B PMEAT 55 b, WP k4% 5 5 i
SEMUATE 55 o AHX T[] i BUAT: 55 ) 2 3 4R 2 v 1 [)
. HANSECG, 1A A PMEAT 55 3 SR 9 [
— {55 EAR T 4 DU Al A O B LA U 3k A — B0k
FE e, BUAHESTAT A0, SR 8.0 1Y W)
# (mindset synchrony) (Liu & Pelowski, 2014),

MBS Liu FAQOIS) BT T AT 5
MR EAE SR IEIE T LS . Limh, —4
BT P B A AR A AR O Y PR
1117 27— A0 25 ol FH 8 € ML -8 Bl [m) £ 56 AT
FEIGE . MAEsE ST, O T gal
DBl EESR LA ] AR H AR IR . SEg 4 R R
B, T 44 Bl A DS 380 B TR (pSTS)E S 1E 532 4
ZEETR 28 PR 2 T 3 Bl )20, AR S A
AR T I AFG) AT T /it (IPL)IX 7R T
)G s a2, HHAM IFG 1 [R]85 B 54
FRMIEMG ., PFFEHE R, FERFMT NG
Xof 57 S B H AR T 2y I B BB b 3 B X T 1
133h, A, WIATES BRI B S 31 DR
G TFG X B T R MR . IR TE 5
VEZRAE T O B 2% Bk = 2 5 3 HLAY (], 7 etk
2, Liu % (Liu & Pelowski, 2014; Liu et al.,
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2017)H I Y DMEE AL B AR K AP ROMEH] .
I AR TR W A T A AR S B, AR Sy H bR
B —53 .

FAARMES: Liu 5 A (2016) ] F] FI A E 2
(Jenga Game) IR R MAGAE 5584 By 2 Al . 1%
T EVERMT, PIA B PE R TE 4 € S
(] PR TT BEdb dE 2 — B R, HFEB SRR
XIrvie; e AT, S8 HAR N LEBURTERS
J7 B A 8135, 4 AT BT 0 O R R
LT HBURIE A, s NS0 P ol & A #5
HEmBR, B . LR A MR, sEHMmalEs
HrmagiAES BRI RMEXH
Brodmann 8 X34 3 1 il (B8] 1% 2 [l 20 o aX —3iX
ST 55 X R T A T 3E AL N /Y i) [F)
HARIE, T O 3 B X il (] 36 25 1 i R R
J1o RE ML LB AE (cooperative)Hii A H 52
B2 F, i TAEH SR %A T IR R R X5
Fil g5 1 vh o8 5 IR 0 HC, HEHEUNIR IR T AR
BUPRY IMEAE S5 o

HEB&RMEES: WA, IifFater s
B AR AT 55, W WA W5 &K 1T 55 (Balconi,
Pezard, Nandrino, & Vanutelli, 2017), “H AZ 3~
f£55 (Krill & Platek, 2012)., H ¥ 52 BkiF %k (Sinha,
Maszczyk, Zhang, Tan, & Dauwels, 2016)%, 7E4~
PRI R 25 0GR |, IXEEAT 55 19 200 SR A AP
TEAMA B A 25 10 vh R 5 B IR AN BC ), Sy g ) T
PMEAT 55 TEAL S 4540 |, X EEAT: 55 Y 2R W 44
PO IS YOF R AT 3, LAoE ik R H A,
2 A B DMEAT 55 9 2L 1R A
3.1.3 SESHETHZFMEES

AN, — BB oY 3 25 R B A T S AR R
JE R H R SR MEAR 55 5 A BT .
R TOE T 5 LW E IR N UMEIE S AT
DO B, AMRTEAE 55 Hh 3R AT I ik sl 52
FRREIN It NI, T2 A Bt R BLTE H R
TAE AT RS 5 4N Astolfid %(2011)
5 Toppi % A(2016)F|H EEG BHEHFICRT o7
G5 HRE AR AT ARG B, N A
AT AR T ARG DA SE UL RATAE 55 . i
ANHEE TR, MW LIS ES 255, i
A I E, WP AHS 2 G -5 15k,
BP0 1 4 0 26— B0, (R BE T DR TR A Ry
Mo REL EMNGRARBIRE AL, HE

VB R0t A R85 P 19 D5 SR B SR P GESF o
Kawano % A (2016)f# Fif##::0 EEG &M T
P 5 A i it R e A i ) 3 3 ) A
[l RE S ASATE H R B P R EME(E 55 . Hak, &
HE R M PMEAT 55 AR AR R BRF— X — 1 i
A, MREW K2 A-wk B f 5 8h, BN, kg
B R REAFAE IMEAT 55 B0 B 1, 200 5 24 A fE %
TR 28—, T B A O I A A A K AR Y
4% o [ — % — B2 AT 55 S (Holper et al., 2013),
—BERIF S BRI ENIRS #4148 A [ it i
SRR AT 12 2 WA IR, DIRR H H
B b B 20 % SR HL A (Dikker et al., 2017), AR,
B8 = A K =AU B EMET 55 e
¥ TSNS Jiang et al,, 2015), ZAZ 5
& 225 A BT 455 (Babiloni et al., 2012; Duan et
al., 2015), ¥R T L H ARG HUMEL 5 2
NI B 4
3.2 AEESHHMRER

H AR AT 5T P AR S5 it
RATERRATL S, ZURRIERTT, 55 NGE
fgE . SRAagigE | kB IR | U R g
ICRER RN

HfEEES 3B ZE: Babiloni %(2007)5
Astolfi (2009)55 A fue B4 [N R 5% 19 3545 o B 3))
1145 5 T EEG BHEHIT 5T, & BUALAE DU B
H AV DR SR IR H BT R A A TR 3 Bl ) A, 9
53 T )5 W58 19 X (De Vico Fallani et al.,
2010), WWBEMZRES, XA AEMNF, EHEE
B e ok B R R, TN SRR IR A A
JERF, AR e XU YR B R B K1k
(Dawes & Messick, 2000), #7522, #AT ZEG
TUE 5 ) 25 35 A1 5 500 W RN A — 8 XU L T
THER XUy S [R) ) 5 H5 KA B A FE SO 22 [ 16 %
AT S5 S e T el A [ 3R A5 A TR AT R 25 4 il
T, AL T HAMEAT S AR T . VR N AT
ZEMAERN, Sl GRS TR A, H2E 5
FE T3 X T Z% v Uy ¥ 6 2 15 R 40K A5 B e K
IS, DA {of 4 0T 75 50 SR s 1) 3 45 T SRy R
Astolfi %5 A (2010)7E 3} 3 tdige v & B, {XFEAAE
M, B XU IE S B )2 5 2201 Broadman 7 X
T 01 10135 3 Bz J2 B S i LB 4t . DAL 4%
RN Z 2w AR A T IR, RS eA
Y75 8 PO 22 S0 A LR 2 kAl HLAE
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3 3 A ) 5 30 [ 4 3% — e ol AR B

{E1EEZE: King-Casas %5 A (2005) & YCKHH 1T
MZESIA MRI BHEFHIT . L5, 1ERBW%
#F” (investor) [ IRA BUK H B0 UG 48 AT =
WA I — AR ——FFE N (trustee), “F
FEN 515 09 S AN 4% — B AR BOE K, IE R
KJG & BT ZI A PSRBT E . ZWRilttT
FA) A AT T D ) AR AL ER S 1 B (B AT 6 R
#ar . T gE e M E R S
FE# DR A, B985 1% LU S R — AN IR 7E 4
AR MAORA25, @ Chiu % A(2008) % B &
TIHg A E B 7E A O 3 i 5 005 b A Ak
SR, R T ASE T I H AT RS, e
B2, WHRBFHREX A NIT N B R ST 5,
TEETCIE IR 32 A B AT R, XAREL T X —iE
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From the view of game theory: A new model for hyperscanning multi-subject
interaction paradigm

BEI Litianl; JIANG Kez; LI Xianchunl; XIONG Zhehong1
(" School of Psychological and Cognitive Science, East China Normal University, Shanghai 200062, China)
(* School of Psychiatry, Wenzhou Medical University, Wenzhou Zhejiang 325035, China)

Abstract: Hyperscanning refers to measure neural activities simultaneously from two or more agents
interacting in the same task, and explain the neural mechanism of interpersonal exchange. From the
perspective of game theory, three types of tasks in hyperscanning researches are clarified: conflict,
cooperation and coordination task, which contributes to distinguishing "coordination" and "cooperation",
two concepts which are not well-defined in existing hyperscanning studies, and establishes a new model to
depict the multi-subject paradigms in this area. Future studies might further explore the psychological and
cerebral mechanism underlying the differences between cooperation and coordination behavior and the
formation of norms, in combination with the usage of evolutionary game theory model.

Key words: cooperation; coordination; game theory; multi-subject interaction; hyperscanning





