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ZEAEE AR F b 1T A B9 2 00 B2 EIA FnAR 2 AL
bEE %

(HHEIE R OHAE R, B 200234)

W B ARZARRAEEARATHUFRALESHNEZSRHNERS T 5k, T20ASHPY
WA, % 2R A, AEZRTUARAL ) HGAMATS . AP rabuhlm s, AL 20T R 13t
RATEGEFRE, REFHOH ZOALERRGFLARDNRY 0L FOARITH. RERGHARFTLE
FAASHEAFRAT AR EF i, AALRAEZEAY AT ANH AN E T EE, FE2RELER
AR Tl RAEAR.

kR ALZH; AMATh; £H BEAT, FALM

%S R395; B849:C91

12 (Compassion Meditation, CM), 7& 1k Z & 17+,
LKM 1 CM ¥ ¥R, 12 0 2EmR TR
FIbAT A (altruistic behavior)& F JE 5 Bl A &t (Hofmann, Grossman, & Hinton, 2011), W
H R4 B A4F o] [0 4 9 47 2 (22, B, HEWEINAET, il L EPm U E b
1996). 1ENEEER B FEF AT R, FlflAT A BE, LKM 2ibg 5 e —Al B O SR
1R 32 Bh 3 Bt s B VR B2 M E, 048 BB k22 A BN, 3 5 S AR IR (< SR
NF H B KiE L 54 (Park et al., 2017; #fI%3E, A & PR R IA Rt N TC AR % 5 %8 (E
FaRBE, BUE X, ZEEF, 2017). EI, Qe kA~ EEE, 2018; WHIE, XIRH, XUFEHTF, 2013); CM
B RIHAT R A IR B S B 8. DA R AR W25 > B MG — A2 D7 v i 3 1 A, IF
FERZ RN | BN T 2 A 1 1 Al AN SE 8 38 CRFEASPE A A 0 4845 B, Ak
T kAT T8, dE 4, 2K 3E = A (Loving- B SR T (0 TR AR DU A A ) 1) At A 3R 3R
Kindness and Compassion Meditation, LKCM){E 2} 7% AR %) [5] 4% (Hofmann et al., 2011; Shonin, van
— AR SR T M A OTEZ R T #E1 T Gordon, Compare, Zangeneh, & Griffiths, 2014),

il

1Z Je7F (Luberto et al., 2018; Ricard, Lutz, & Davidson, K £, ZIREHEGE R T2 & X}
2014), FE A N RR AR A, W/ A O L., 3k Rl AT

L AH (meditation) & — Bl IR T & 07 S22 7 (Béckler, Tusche, Schmidt, & Singer, 2018;
g T2, AT gE SO AT R RS 2 — & Hutcherson, Seppala, & Gross, 2008; Kang, Gray, &
5% 2477 1% (Tang, Holzel, & Posner, 2015), Z&3E Dovidio, 2014; Klimecki, 2019). #KTii, ZZAREAH
AR — R BEIGX A O AT &1 3 3y ol i A R 5 2 R AT R AR, X
HRSREENEMSG Tk, FRAEZROM — R 2 SR B R F #HT SRR
(Loving-Kindness Meditation, LKM)Fl& % # {& o BEE AN 2R 2 B 2, TR R
ZARE AR ROY 5 I HLREAT TR RER,
5T —BH/ M (E ) H (Dahl, Lutz, & Davidson,

‘”ff/_ H ﬁi‘iﬁ ;;f%’;‘?ﬁ ] 2015; Dahl, Lutz, & Davidson, 2016; Engen &
* v 2 BTt R & 1H(2019-01-07-00-02 N N
E?)tOOOS)*?"HjJ ! R Singer, 2016; Fox et al., 2016), A ST J0B AL 2 2
- s o — SV N N S N
WEVE: 250, E-mail: lidan501@126.com 25 2R FR T R AT S s, IF A T 2R
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A IR AR R rp (8 TR ML R R AT PR AR A, fen
MR BT AR IR RS RIS T5 1wl

2 EEREEF T AR

I 10 4Ff BBl S8 28R RARRURI AT T R (R B
RRZ RTS8, 8% A 45
7T ZRWE R (it R IR ) AN SRR AL (I 2
TEFCRERALES B AR TPAh 2 38 FAE I RIMAT R o

McCall 55 AR FH A &R & 125 R AR A% 42 24
ARFAN T R AT B, S5 SR W], AH LT
A8 256 1Y # F (meditation-naive), HA K W& Ak
A5 A9 8X (long-term meditation practitioners,
LTPs) 4 2R 32 BIA AR 40 e, &R HAR
155 5% K -, PR B A b A 5 i 3R (MecCall,
Steinbeis, Ricard, & Singer, 2014), Ui K HIAGZE
AR SAR | 25 AT B AU R AT T AR IR 28 R,
IFRI I B = KOF R PE . ST RS =0,
TE H B IR el & X 452 5 R A B
S Z M T rh ey MR 2 5, R
IMEE T S EAN TR EES, WAL
AR T 2 AET PR X 2 R A T4,
X2 B AR5 B AR B2 Y3 iy 2 e 257 5
B BRI 2R AR EARUR (L RB IS 4R R B AT
FE KT, AT 2 0 F AN B 52
FEH, M H ST HE BRRA RN, A E
AN R W4 ARG . DL ERFs a3 F 5
LTPs 5%t LE 48 7~ T 4 1) 2805 S AR I 25 %) ) Al
TR HVER . R4 MR R4S
W e R A A R AT 2

B A 8 5 H) LKM Y8434
TERE T A28 I TR 2 B RIR T 4G O —
77 (Reb, Junjie, & Narayanan, 2010), JCHH 18,
Weng 55 A K JHFE43 BC 28 DL RS =07 A 551 R
PAL S AR T 5 Lk —8 gt . SXTRA0A
FIE IO L, HEZPIE (30 7380/ K) CM il
H BT AT REH T A R TR e 3R
X B2 52 B W50 T LA RRME 8252 | (Weng
et al., 2013; Weng, Fox, Hessenthaler, Stodola, &
Davidson, 2015), %#4b, Leiberg 28 A 5K 60
2 TO R AE 28 00 P 4 N 5K 43 Dy AR 4 R o
4, 3Rz 1 R(6 /NEH LKM 253 Fnd izl
9r, IS A TR 7 8, R T 1
IR R BELR D] o SRTBNETT & W on B SR A &

% (Zurich Prosocial Game, ZPG)iFAh Wi4H #ix
PIFIMBAT o 25 R E I, Shldm i, BEARH B
BT WA R A AT o AR, B R 3RAR S I
S BE % 1F [m] F00I00 5% X% H 19 R 4T A (Leiberg,
Klimecki, & Singer, 2011)., A FF5 MM £ 4
TR REH LT BZEF RS FMAT N LR
(Bockler et al., 2018), Z5B &AM, #Zid 3 1A
LKM IZRM g 7e MR & g . #adr i 55
(Social Discounting) . #+ 2 # {8 B =] ¥ B I 56
(Social Value Orientation Scale, SVO)&4L %5 H
PLTE 2 AAT R, H B3RS MR
EiRE . RLLg YR, AR AR E A I 2k e
AR TR R AT o

E_ LR AL L, PR E i — SRR
ARTLAL I A A7 A 5% W B A5 3T A% 2 H R 1A 38
TEme SR EM, 8252 8 M CM IRt Lt
S5 2H DI 7 T X A v I R AL TE £ 1) F 3
il: 17 A (Condon, Desbordes, Miller, & DeSteno,
2013). BJ5, Jazaieri 55 A(2015) X 51 24 A
RIFRE T 9 9 i 94480 15 75 Il 25 (Compassion
Cultivation Training, CCT, 5T LKM Fl CM %
HIVNZRI H), A I AE T B R v DU T g
WIEW 10 X, A RMWE 090U (mind
wandering) R TP N 2E B k>, H R AR T
X H O PSR AT R R, A, B
WHEE R CM Fl LKM 35428 1 452 H 245
18 Bh 4: % (Ashar et al., 2016; Galante, Bekkers,
Mitchell, & Gallacher, 2016), £ L R[ A1, ZZARE AR
AR R AT A FRAR A AR 4 o

3 EERBEZWFAMITARAMEES
ALl

R SCIR TR AT 4, 2R AR 5 R AT 2 1Y O¢
RE® M, ZEAETALIE QAT 52w A AR AT Y
Wg 7 BT ARy, Xl AN S A S
17 485 1Y A S50 45 LA B SR L 2 s HILTE R AT S 1Y
K MR R e AR vp 47 08 A B A4 £ (5 (Batson,  2012;
Eisenberg, 2000; Eisenberg, VanSchyndel, & Spinrad,
2016). AHRE i AR AR R B, R Al AT R 7 A
T 2 L W 2% (Tankersley, Stowe, & Huettel, 2007;
Tusche, Bockler, Kanske, Trautwein, & Singer,
2016) . 1 % ¥ 79 M 4% (Hutcherson, Bushong, &
Rangel, 2015; Sanfey, Rilling, Aronson, Nystrom, &
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Cohen, 2003) M % ¥ ™ %% (Harbaugh, Mayr, &
Burghart, 2007; Hein, Morishima, Leiberg, Sul, &
Fehr, 2016)/9Z 5, H D, Z&AR AR Rl AT
A Y3 T A, 20 5 3RO B s AR R ECR 7 i Xk
EAEHT . PRI, A SCHE T ORB o3 e vk A AR S A
X 3 AN O B o R S H G ) 245 1 5 )
3.1 ZEFEBREBREIEXEAFEZNHIER K

e —F il I 8 (Batson, 2012)IA K, 244t A
b T RIS, 55 WA 7 AR B 98 0] 52 Bl Xk 4 i LA
RESEHETH MR I RIS B, BEMTECR RIMAT . K
i SRR 5E 0GR S5 T 3 X R A AT A i EE R
Wi o BN, T XU R IR (2016)3E T 76 JUFIT |
20352 AT/ R, HAE SR ST R
TETE P AR RE T I IE AR S&(r = 0.38)0

WHTFTR, it LKM i J& CM, #BEER %)
HRG A NIE IR I 14 A 1A 50 A 52
S HEE, TR TR O BDIRES o X Fh o ue A
FHEARAT US4 E R E LR ORI
HIF R NACHIRE ST, 5 A SN DS K
TR, CF MR Z AT RUESE T X — .
Mascaro 55 A% IR #1520 M 46 (Reading the Mind
in the Eyes Test, RMET)fll fMRI # RE % T HF
A F R 12 W Yl 25 (cognitive-based compassion
training, CBCT, %t CM (4 ¥ 1 113 H )% 4~44
OEBIRHE I (ToM)RISE I . RMET L5514 36
RIRER I, IR AA 4 ORI IIER] 4t
PERE . BORBOER W] RE P B — > B e A R
R EAABBERRZWEE, SRER, SHEH
HH, 25 8 A CBCT Il%knY ik 5 s il 4
RMET T 55 IE 8 % i 2% $2 i, JFFEBEE BT [l
(IFG) R AT A (dmPEC) IS KRR TE. £
504 & B, INZRHTIS IFG Al dmPFC I 5
JE I $ /3 BB A8 1 3 TN AR TE RMET 4155 1 1E 4
R TF(Mascaro, Rilling, Tenzin Negi, & Raison,
2013). LAEERFIE R, 1FG 1 B 10 S 1k
X, dmPFC 5ikHIALLE, F#iliE ToM BE )% U]
FH5 (Kanske, Bockler, Trautwein, & Singer, 2015;
Lieberman, 2007), [Fitt, 17 A 5258 Fl s o 15 1) 2
RGN, CBCT REME 2 o 25 ~] 0 M 0 BER
SHHERTRE )

AN REI A MR BFoE LB, [RAb2&:E
FAURSRS, 58T, A28 SAE XA
A TR 48 RO B P (U457 119 W SR P ) B AEURK,

T R HoA % (amygdala) . [ 55 (insula) . Ffna
[I(ACC) ., A7 M THAE Ak (TPY) FIA I 38 14
(pSTS) A5 AT R 57 M i XA B 3 A9 U4 54 32 (Lutz,
Brefczynski-Lewis, Johnstone, & Davidson, 2008;
Lutz, Greischar, Perlman, & Davidson, 2009), L) I
S5 UL, KA 2R AR FAR I ZR AR % 5 e K
LA 0 28 O 35 By, DT 55 225 ~J 5 0] 2 P L
AU B . e Ah, AR EEE A T AR
R AT LR . A5 R R, FAE
TEWLA b T8 52 v I TR /i (IPL) Y 0 5
HAE ZJ5 WYFEIr B G 2% vb R B R A AT o 52 1 3%
TEAH G (Weng et al., 2013), IPL & K i {5 b £ 70
FRYL(MNS) [ & AR5y, 25 EE 5
(Shamay-Tsoory, 2011),

gi bk, ZRE AR o T AL A
SR (A ACC . IFG)FIIA 1 3 155 AH G i DX (4
vmPFC ., TPHRYIE, M 12> ERAARER
AT SN, DI FIABA T A 1 7 A A F i
3.2 ZERBEHEIENBENBREE

RAEILETE AT SR E A B S 1Eh &
PR EEAE Y, (Hd B2 A R T A 4 2 5
S N9 (personal distress), JfBHAGFILAT 2 1Y
774 (Singer & Klimecki, 2014), BRI 5, HFEF|
N Z A SERS, A2 5 ATERS IR E A 3t
MG ke ] B 522 A A Rl SR R AR B o
B, YA RER L H I8 1 1 B 3k s 1) 175 2 e
BRI, 2 BN IR, A AR AR
BEIREL 0] N EOR AL PR A B RIS ez, TR R
] S MER B AIAAT A B4 74 (De Waal & Preston, 2017;
Eisenberg & Eggum, 2009), KL, HAHAFHLF
AR LU FMAT Sy, TELE DR FE R AT 7= AR
AP ET, AR AR, HHAT
AE 758 1 MMATEAL 22 B3l v R B S F b (Clay
& de Waal, 2013; Song, Colasante, & Malti, 2018),

WFIE s, ZEAR AR 000 155 26 A I 9 4
JH, REHE FEARAATE L7 I 7 2 B Il I s 4, 26
LT Ay SC$# XA N 77 (Klimecki, Leiberg,
Ricard, & Singer, 2014; Weng, Lapate, Stodola,
Rogers, & Davidson, 2018), i, Klimecki %5 A
(014 5E K B, E Ik i 1T B 7E WA
N T8 32 = ML (T AR 4 5 AR
Wi F 1 28 A AR I 25 ) A ARG T e a0 R LR A3 A
BERTE ARG 4, Il 22 B AR OKF o WF5E
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20 MG 235 #4 TN Ty B A A R T 28GR AR X
ik 45 VR 19 RE DG I DX S o A I 445 A8 AR Ak T T
TR a0, KRG 2GR AR A 0 AR ol 55 4
S 0 T 5 [l ) AR ST AR AR, LA R A M S iy 45
I Bz J2 (VIPFC) IR ARG B (AT) ) B2 )2 J5E 38 34 35 Kk
FIE #1564 (Engen, Bernhardt, Skottnik, Ricard, &
Singer, 2018; Leung et al., 2013), X SEH 2 55 4%
VR YA DG B I 25 4, G il 1 5% [T AT LR Y
BAERITED), BAMELEIN T8, vIPFC MZ 5
A 5 2 T8 A1 25 P8 19 (Etkin, Biichel, & Gross,
2015), DA 25 SR PRE In A5 R A9 i, RIS RE
g B FE A SR R SRR R,
I, Valk 58 A (2017)i#4T T —H Gk i 5%, K
BORTEHZ A 3 A H it 25 B2k (UL LKM
KL INGNE)Z I, 50078t 52 )2
(dIPFC) ., Jili 5 2 10T [0 K U i 5 55 26 i X 1
BIREERm . — Wi E, 3L i X5 1 45 9 T R
LIS A O, Ul BH 2R AR AR RR A% 5 A 42 ] 9
P, 8T 28 VT S5 A O I DX K R R Ik A
o EARERERR, MRS 0o I e 28R S
IR b, B TR X DR AR AL T A AT (TR
W, 2, MR, sRaefh, XU, 2016).

FERR P BEAE AL )7 1T, Weng %5 A(2013)K FH kit
HLXTIRSCBE A fMRI FAR WF5E 2 B, 760 Hi
e NIR T BEE 7, 33200 CM Y2 Bk
T AU TG A 7 R OE TR 2 T, A
BOETREE WE T, HWEAAEMESKR., &1
X AE BRI 5 BT A AR B PR 2 1 o T
T OB AR (O, TRTAR M XA EAE A LW
PEHI/E FH(Gold, Morey, & McCarthy, 2015), X—
5 UL T AR AR AR T R 2 3 o Y TR A )2 X
2% Z G0 1R 95 R AR A A A TR At A =2 B 7
AR e, 3 B RS IANMAR R TR . 2
J&, Ashar 5 N PIBFSE AR RS RIR G520, £
MR EL T a0, SXT R4,
Zat 4 2 b CM YNZRgaaliE ARG & B2 2
(vmPFC) G K4 3, A 3R A 14> A b
1%, IFAEZ )5 F T 22 1) S 56 T 15 9 T4 ik 45 i 3
AL, [FRE, vmPFC 86 KA AR AL 5 25
46 B 4 %1 2 5.3 1IE A 2¢ (Ashar, Andrews-Hanna,
Dimidjian, & Wager, 2016), — i &, vmPFC &£
T AR T A R S A BRI A S B, I X T
RE R 51T 2 1f 45 % 5 45 J& (Motzkin, Philippi,

Wolf, Baskaya, & Koenigs, 2015), [iRZ5R %M,
ZEAR TR REAS L E 2 ) 3 X8 P AT 4 Y A RO A,
PR R N ORI RN

M2, BRFEAI S R EBETAT . B . i
L S G 2 4 i J V5 RE AR B R O, R T
i) F WA RE Y, (AR A ARTE T Xl AR
S I DR ARF I B 1 15 4 e K, BRI T A B
TS AR, AN A 2 A AT o .
3.3 ZERBRSSIEFNFELSIN

LN H) H AR T 19 17 4 (Hein et al.,
2016), FEMIF M, AR S T4
BRI, X2 EENRET . 8
(affiliation)%§(Galante, Galante, Bekkers, & Gallacher,
2014; Rosenberg et al., 2015; Trautwein, Kanske,
Bockler, & Singer, 2020), ¥ HJF K 1] f8 J& 75 =48
AR, 253 FH XA LN AR IR T T R
F| A4t 2Bk 45 (social connection) F1 A 1H (K K, %
BT A ERFEL SN, X HEHES R T
B

i AR B SE 3R I, 2R AR A i T Al A
AL R KGR WS o a0, SRR
7 &% M TR L 8 AR DAy S92 36 ) I A B, A
WL iy N 52 AN S 1Y e e R S AL, TR R 4
I3 i ZE S AN R B T8 2 A S i 2R R A
T, SATRAM L, AT EMSCRIKVS) . N
MMERT K2 J2 (mOFC) | Ho IR A8 A 457 2 X (VTA) 55 fili
DT o g0, B M B 4 W A
(Engen & Singer, 2015; Klimecki, Leiberg, Lamm, &
Singer, 2013; Klimecki et al., 2014), iX L& figj X #f 1&
R G 5 1) 24 1 T A R A, 5 A AR B 1Y
FEHRES LA R X AR 2% 5585 ) 2 R AL
B ) BB 155 A S AILAT O (Bartels & Zeki, 2004;
Eisenberger & Cole, 2012; Klimecki, 2015), 4h, 43
WG & 2 AR T AN SR 45 2k 2T 3 AE A A
G ORI D= TG TR TR 8 P YN R P
(dIPFC-NAcc)Zh BE 1% £ B & 15, HIZ I i o 18
SH BB 8% L[] S0 S AE 22 )5 TR v i R Al AT
(Weng et al., 2013). NAce ANLFEXF M T4
OCHE AR (0, W] I3 4520k A Ri#T B J2 45 DX J
ML AEfe A, WREES 5ARIAT R 1L 85 DL 3l
HURH S A% A 84 3k 3 72 (Floresco, 2015),

DL EWFFE B, I A R e, AR
SRR E LA S WO R, XA BT
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2 w5 AR BT T Bl At 6 0 e T AR AS 0 TR
% FIG 2 0 IR, R RARE R S L,
HEFIAAT o
3.4 g

A DA R SR S B R IE T R B, 2k
1 . E I DR 23 B LA 2R AR A
AT R R R b Iy A A A, [FE, WAL
F B bk = A0 35 R AT e Rl A i W) 4R A kAR
HRIMAT R . BARRI . &5, mxh ARSE,
ZCIE AR YR TT ISR 00T /N wrdnaf[ml .
T0U 28 A Ah S5 2L W 26 1) 1 31, X A i T R AR X
ZEHREERS RN IR, AR AT A =
ARAEE AT, HR, AR AR LI
AR K )2 . 55 [ S5 15 28 18 75 AH DGl X 1Y) B¢
JREREFIBOE R L, BRGSO
559 1 FALEAE LR L AE BB o A B A A
R EAE e R EZFEES b, RS
AT BHLIG 7= A R R A B SR IR,
ZEARTAR YNSRI 5R T SO AR L PR ) HE 25 12 J2
AT ML DTG B o XA BT R AR X A B
AT BRAT B 080008 1R 36 0 P90 T 2 11 4 5 TR0,
Ptk 25 3 F R 2 MEE TR AR IR . OGP AE EAL
SENHURITE . BRI, 2RI SRAE 3 )
Y >) B AR 5 S B SR R A 1 [ I, R
8T 8R035 L0 RN R A R, =T 4
S 2 X I [ K-, 3 A R >0 2 R B
ZFMATH

EHAFERNRE, NEFIMAT NSRRI
fy, W Z R0 B #E A P R FE T (Gluth &
Fontanesi, 2016; Marsh, 2019), Z& ;5548 X Fl b 17
VR AR AT et 2 2 5 TS ma i =, (O
A= BEMEUS2SMBEN, &,
Grossmann 55 AR IR ShH AR F 9T & B, 2L 7
A BN 4 4 Al N 9 2 SR PR T L Y 3 O T g
% IE ) 0 2 14 A B Bt B R Al AT
(Grossmann, Missana, & Krol, 2018), X—#f5%#]
AR T AMBAT N B R ALH . Rtk A )E
HYBFSE AT T AR . HAT DI RE S A — 2R
TR i 2R AR AR e A AT BN Rl 2 AL,
ST — N T8 3 1 T AR 50 Y B AR

4 RE
S ie DAk SCHR B, T A BT 5 % 26l

TR A AT R AE DL AT TR 8 R &,
PG T L E BRI R AU . HAERFREUE . T
it TR AT B AR A D IR R g ke 1 1] 7L,
AEBFFE AT LA JL 7 T ik — 25 e I

e, PRI AR SR B R A AT S A
Bio FERGIE R AL i R AT Sy 0O B ST SRR T, F
G EEER AL G 2 T 23t X R BE AR 401
SR VPAL B AR B RABAT R o X RIS £y =
SRR, — O L = A Rl AT o SR
B Az 396 15 58 B R A AT A — s 22 HE, 5 —TF
8] S 40 25 I 545 ) 00 25 R o 30 02 216 A Y 40
MR, ok B 2R AR AR X 25 ) 35 R AT
M IIE T . B A 2235 R s B PG H AR &
AR AT R . H4n, Morelli % AR Hidia
i (daily diary)BFFEICE B2 00005 2R AR 24T
AR FR o MATTERPORESE 14 R R LIHE
& LR, NAEREERKCHBET . R
NEBTRERHIFHE B ST 8RR,
PR AE A [R] 1Y 1 FA S B IX (septal area)l¥y)
WS B B AT 2 B3 IE AH 5¢ (Morelli,
Rameson, & Lieberman, 2014), A I, KA T A
Wik L H g8 B . R S Bk T A (ecological
momentary assessment, EMA)ZF A4 2534 B = 1Y
B AGHEAR, W EIEN L TR DA
SERY R AT A B, @ ST TR AR
P

Hk, RIS 2R AR A i A b A7 1 3
ARSI TR, Senr st & F Usefe b iy
R, FEASHI T AL R | G 4 R 4 R B
R 28 A E A E AT A B AR E R . 4R
i, NSRS — A 45 24 A K s A5 B T
R, RN IXOFES A b LR, BA
AT RE O R) B VR A AT S o T H AR5 TG v
8 7~ 13X L6 iy XA I A4 T R v ) s AS A 4 3 B DL K
EIZHBHEEERRR, Bk, RRPF5EAL
A AR 5 ERP. EEG 5 HA m4s(a]
YRR IMRIL FHSS GRS RS E R, NThhg
W SWEESEME N, AR R
(Dynamic Causal Modelling, DCM)# 5% 28 Ik =48
SEmA AT R ) Bh A0 T,

e, AT LA SR 2GR R AR I 2 0 I R
FER . VTR b A A A AE L g T e e R
A A A7 S 9 > 19 8] 8, DL AT B A5 (conduct
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disorder, CD)H > 4F i, W5 F B AT RS 5
AETETE A RSP SRR, A 45 v I 0 R
(callous—unemotional trait) Fl ¥ 2 5 #1 2 4§ i
(impulsive-antisocial trait), I B 5 BLRF 58 XF
Ml NV BE L Bl =z SEAE AR, A B T X Al A9
W AR S, W R R AL I S i DO
W I S T R R O S Sk ATy R R
R, FTIRIA AL B4 XoF 22 5 45 L B
IR, 75 A G TSR 1 T ok 3K 3 3 e e
K, T B f 247 2 (Blair, 2013; Rogers &
de Brito, 2016), WIHISCATIA, 2R AL L
P AR I R R ACOE, S8l T Ak 2
PERFUIAT N, HEF TR G EATREERN A
o WA, ZEREAINGOR 6 AR 17 an i A7 B
ik S5 s PR AR ARl SR AR DL 8RS, AT e R ol
o B PAEE R A B DX S, X R R OR B AR AT
FHBA BN E T Z—.
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The effects of loving-kindness and compassion meditation on altruistic
behavior and its cognitive neural mechanisms

JIN Guomin; LI Dan
(Department of Psychology, Shanghai Normal University, Shanghai 200234, China)

Abstract: Loving-kindness and compassion meditation is a type of meditation practice that aims to cultivate
the unconditional kindness and compassion for oneself and others. Specifically, interventions related to such

meditation practice mainly include Loving-Kindness Meditation (LKM) and Compassion Meditation (CM).
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A large number of studies have demonstrated that LKM and CM can promote practitioners’ altruistic
behaviors. By reviewing its mechanisms, LKM and CM seem to influence practitioners’ altruistic behaviors
by enhancing their empathetic responses to others’ distress, promoting emotion regulation, and improving
prosocial motivation. Future research would benefit from selecting more ecologically valid measurements of
altruistic behaviors, further exploring the dynamic neural processes of how LKM and CM influence on
altruistic behaviors, and applying the practice of LKM and CM to clinical populations.

Key words: loving-kindness and compassion meditation; altruistic behavior; empathy; emotion regulation;

prosocial motivation





