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HEZHKRE: ARHMERZHELEHR
BBRED xER' FTE F 4!

( YIFAE O BB, TRYI 518060) (% HRIUT - B2 Bl R 22 Rb 3 R, TP RFAR R, Hi i)

H E AN ARERASRTEDINARLHBEXFHIRRARKTAEHAF @GN A T2,
ATRAY AL AL A A IR T TH 00 MRk 842, X — 37 25 0940 A i 3T 38 Ao - AT AT Bl — A S 7E 30 B A,
SARBEEHZ AL, KB FREEHOBBBEX, BH, AFRHEHFZFTELERER THEHR, Hlin
BrR#HFZIE AMNEFARFPPANHLFYOR L, BEORFARRSHETEILAERRE T, RRWHR
HTAFE S EERRA ST KT F A K0 LI RATRAY ZHF 5k B THRAKFRE EHF T4
HEXEA,

EEIE ARRAYZAE, KT, BB, WAESDR T, XA R

HES  B849: G44

1 g Wazny & Nathan-Roberts, 2018),
SR, A E MR LM R ) BT
HE M2 T NSRS, H fREFE R A B R TR, AT EE
HITE TR FRAA . 4RIk, BARHBEHRE A BEEE, {H R 2 800 WF 5% AR T A s o 19 52
SEEH T R HE A, (X R 2R T 56 5 o (i FH 187 50 9 AT (Gilbert et al., 2014;
286 . A BTN IE S XL SR IE A Ruge & Wolfensteller, 2009), H R H sl #
Ty A AN BA B, B0 A — o i 0, 2 A (RSN B AT S 5 ik ) (Babiker et al.,
o H AL KRR RS T (TR 4F, 2018; 2019; Ko et al., 2017). M 5EBx -, H il # A2 7e
Dahlstrom-Hakki et al., 2019), i JL14FkK, HEE FREEIN S 224 0 5 3 (O A B 8 L K2
B, A= 3 (ki B, 18], Electroencephalogram/EEG) A #if AN ESHCEET D), XEHHEHE
Z 5% 22 (SN RERE IR 1%, functional Magnetic MICEMS K, %=FE, 2011; Watanabe et al., 2013), H
Resonance Imaging/fMRI; I B8 i 41 4b & 15, TEAR Y R PR EE L2 2 2R T 3 B AR (Holper
function near-infrared spectroscopy/fNIRS)$; A ) et al., 2013; Liu et al.,, 2019; Paechter & Maier,
R, ORI AT E T IR A RA A 2 TR 2010), K, EHEEF LRI mIRE B
kMR BE G, BEMER RN B A, @il A PR, BV Gn i AR A 2 1 220 e O A= sl A A= 2
76528 2 P O S A Om s R R TR R S A AT SRR G SR (AT
T h AT MR, BEUD TR BEEA R 1T TERRAY S, AR MM} 2 GO U6 76 w5 A AR RS
W, ARML T AT U HE A, AR RS T £ T AR AT B B RN E 3, 924
B, B ST DF ST 458 7 T B B R XF 22 A8 AR B R B AT OCTE o Xy A AR
PIHMT 45, 2018; Dahlstrom-Hakki et al., 2019; NN BRph 2Bl 2% (interpersonal neuroscience)
(Konvalinka & Roepstorff, 2012; Schilbach et al.,
- 2013), APrfhapley, femy2idic A2
i E%/Mﬁ;ﬁr{;ggélsowsn, WK ‘Aﬁ:i‘&iﬂﬁ{—?\%ﬂ?ﬁﬁjﬂ#%ﬂmﬁﬁj, 5&3‘%%%%
RV (R KPR 1A B 860-000001020620) TR BB (HTAL 5, 2018; Konvalinka &
WAEMEH: 2541, E-mail: lihongszu@szu.edu.cn Roepstorff, 2012; Schilbach et al., 2013; Wazny &

il
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Nathan-Roberts, 2018; Minagawa et al., 2018),
I, SESEHMARERLL, APRPh AR A W
AEE s DRTEMTE S KB AR A, 2)KHE
F18 et 28 395 Sl g AR A A T A i A X
XA R BE WSO R TR AL i, o
FEA AT A WA 03 Bl b NG G Bl A B X,
PRIE T B0 5 2 1 (802 A 22 ) 7E A 322 i 7 A
FRYIRZS, DT B 4 THT 2% WLt 48 78 05 ol i v g O
AL HMR SR, HHE AR TR
FBLEUARGTRIT %, 2018; Wazny & Nathan-Roberts,
2018; Minagawa et al., 2018), A SCEAZ3 ABR##H
R DT, A AR ORI U A R0
FH UL B AR W58 R XS BB WG S a7, IF e
HAR SRR RE

2 ANEBRBERZEMTE

WETIrR, APRip 2R — o E2CE
W RN 2 NG, 5 5 R 3 A
B, Mk —H& W &k, MPRENFET 2L
AR IEBIAHLL Y B Ay o 3 20 AR 4 434 0 =LY
R T LSS P2 . F 9 H# (sequential
scanning )W 5% F[6] B} 34 (concurrent scanning)
FOLE 1o XMWEMRALE AWM AY R, T
G4 F 5 00 2 2 A A A AR B R TR =C LA &
X BB {5 B 7E N BrRIE] 4% 328 (Schippers et al., 2010;

A C
TN
@O D
B D
o &% e
O %4

B 1 APRH R0 A T R AL P8 E A R
B)AIEI 4 (C Al D). (A)FeXd it A74F 55 A9 200
HEATHRN, 05 U AR 4 2 2 AT A,
2 52 30T 0 R I T B S 1 RT T0 A As B K T
3l (B)XF 4232 IR — Ml (N B O i 242248
BEAT AR N, 588 2 8 KT 3h B A D&
(C) [7] B 471 i — S — Sl 2 A5 v 1) 800 A 2 2
2 G20 A ) G 1) [R) 265 (D) IR) I 43 4 — X 2 2
R T B SO R 24 A, 2 R D A A ) 2 2
A 1 i i ) 2

Zhu et al., 2019), i [F] B4 H B 5 0 5 2% 45 1
PRI T 2R B B s =28 (61 4, Dikker et al.,
2017; Holper et al., 2013) . X Wi 2 WF 53 0] B 4 78,
HEfREHHE IR LR,

21 FIHEMHR

FEH AR ESE, B4 5ic sk 2 AR TE BEAT
[7] — DA S0 Sl I A S 3, I 78 563X S8 R iR 1%
SR, R MR ER, XEIR
J& T B e sk, 5% e B RIT 5T G TR SE R
DA AN TR], B2 4 1 R % 2l 4 A A
B AT AT DL AN A BR A 2Rl 2 1 Y s

TEF S, BB E R <k
- R (L 1A) (Anders et al., 2011;
Schippers et al., 2010), 7EX—EXTF, PFRE L
TEAE S A5 8 R 36 2 1 Bl s A AR R 1A 55 (491
— S BRI B F R, X —id
B 2WERAR), TS K35 1 SRAR TR 25 17 by 2
W ISR, LR AT AR R A 55 (B A 5
WA 26 35 A S T 05 1A B ) o WF9E K 23 dilid
SRR A MW AEFEATAT 55 I A KRB 3. i
TAEX A, “H I P B2 ERTEAE
% FEARE FRE, PPRENER SFEKR
Wi I Bl A5 5 0 7 1k, BRIV R 3% 3 0 K e 7% Bl 2
A LA e W B0 R 2l o 25 B 5 1 A 4 I
B WA 22 AR R 4 A (Granger  Causality
analysis, GCA) (Granger, 1969; Holper et al., 2012;
Jiang et al., 2015; Pan et al., 2017)FIIE, 19k &
5] A 5% 43 # (Partial directed coherence, PDC)
(Baccala & Sameshima, 2001)%

I Ah, BEFEE AT 2084 0 sk 2 AR TE
AT [A) — DA 0T Bl (] 40 VLB 2 2 AR 458 ) I 11 K
W& 3, I 5 A A VR (B REAA) (9 K 77 3l 4 ¢
4 (Inter-subject correlation/ISC, UL 1B) (Cohen
et al., 2018; Dmochowski et al., 2014; Zhu et al.,
2019), HAh, WFFEE TR MAEE R T, K%
T M2 W43 43 T (Correlated Components  Analysis,
CorrCA) J5 ¥ Fl # 22 4 1) 1k 4> #r J7 5 (Neural
Reliability computation). AH3& 543471777 &
Dmochowski 55 A (2012)42 tH oY —Fh P8 R 5 14
Tk, EE R Y W — > 1A xR Z (8] Y
ARG PR AL AR Bk 2, TRl 4R 3] — A B0 )
R AR BN TR GO RN SR Uz TR
KA IAG o PZARABIAE 3 A 715 DU 2 AH DG J8
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ST — R IE, XA 2 5 R 1 B
— AN s (], (A B 2 R A SRR A T 3R
BB A R A9 B [5) AH 2 (Dmochowski et al., 2014),
XMROITES T U T4 8E 242 5%
Z ] 22 76 Sl 2 AH fRUPE (Cohen et al., 2018;
Dmochowski et al., 2014 ; Poulsen et al., 2017),

AR EEAZ, B— DM ARZ AR E ST
G535 UM A I AT: 55 AT FF 440 < e ik R
FHORACR W T AL T A PRI R R, 2
ErE (M E WI WN N RV PO EFSYE SR YR ES
BIEATORIE, B2 R T HORECR IR, JoE I R [H
I 34 22 A TE B3l 5% v 0 R T 3l T SR Y
—Fpedr dr>J5 2 (Anders et al.,, 2011; Schippers
ctal., 2010), F A, BEH RN AEAR K JE, <K
RE-RICEHEAN T HEMEAZ W, HE—
SRR G (1) T Bk B TR DX — T S B
HAAT1 o BEZAARAE 23 A — R
R A R 1% B AR SG A, U s e 207 b
BHTAL FE 2 B 1 #2 H (Cohen et al., 2018; Zhu
etal, 2019), F3CKAH BKKINH.
22 FIRE#BHR

[a) B 45 5 0 5%, BV 391 4 (hyperscanning) B
5%, FE IR A RO S AL T B 3l 7 v (B an 2020
3. BIBNE ARSI Z MR R R ITE 3l, JF %%
AT AR IS Sh 2 Y OCER . B ET, B
95 0T LIMKHE EEG . fMRI DL K& NIRS %54
[F A AR . BRI N 226 T A
B, BT, BT MRI &S EFTRE, Tk
BAFHE T2 A AR5, HIEHHE
FEAB Y N D BT O EEG Al
fNIRS 52 4B 4 F B AR I 2 432 o7 31
15 sh 5% # (Bevilacqua et al., 2018; Dikker et al.,
2017; Holper et al., 2013; Nozawa et al., 2019; Pan
et al., 2018; Takeuchi et al., 2017; Zheng et al.,
2020; Zheng et al., 2018),

AMHEART, R EN FEERET K
B4 R ki 155 sl 149 [) A5 P (B <<Biki [8] [7] 25, Interpersonal
Brain Synchronization, IBS), EA& 478 Ik {5 5 /)
b S N O % N 1 11 I 11 SN VA
JE b B AN AR T 1) A G 3 2l 1 7 A IR (2 e
A, 2018) 0 FHBCH I Iy A SCTE I B R b A
K (Pearson Correlation Coefficient) (Holper et al.,
2013; Takeuchi et al.,, 2017)F1%¢ X #H 3 (Cross

Correlation analysis, CCorrA) (Burgess, 2013;
Davidesco et al., 2019), TR AR AR A AR
7K 3 (Total Interdependence measurements, TI)
(Bevilacqua et al., 2018; Dikker et al., 2017)., /N
AR AR 14 (Wavelet Transform Coherence, WTC)
(Torrence & Compo, 1997; Jiang et al., 2015; Liu
etal., 2016; Pan et al., 2018)F1AH{v 4 52 {& (Phase
locking value, PLV) (Jahng et al., 2017; Lachaux
etal., 199955, IL4h, BFITENIINEEH GCA %
T3 18 K 75 ¢ L gl AR ) KK I 20 A5 5 19 05l
(Holper et al., 2012; Jiang et al., 2015; Pan et al.,
2017),

S, B AE T EarAs
RO, HN UM 588 o)z . BT, B
RE W T S50 % 1y «“—Xf — R g 5
(JLE 1C), ##R T WA B30 0 4T Dy R i 5 il
(Holper et al., 2013; Pan et al., 2018; Sun et al.,
2020; Zheng et al., 2018); BEHF— 1, HFFEEAN]
MR L B ISRE < — X 2 E R sk
(W 1D), 4878 T 0k B i A F A A AT
RO 76 8 Bk 1 3 A M (Bevilacqua et al., 2018;
Dikker et al., 2017; Davidesco et al., 2019) , HH,
X—HR R Z BB TAER T TAEH I
) R o
3 AGRHEMFEEHEARIHNEN

M F

iz B HEMERAR, MR ENRERBEE )
A5k I A VT A /A A i ) [ 28, BLesad i
rh O [H] B B /37 ¢ 1 i 18] ] 20 5 50 AT DL S I 282
TSR s 25 (Holper et al., 2013; Nozawa et al.,
2019; Pan et al., 2018; Takeuchi et al., 2017); [F]HF,
A A 8 SR T B0 AR DG AT D B e LA 2 2] ik
FEHIA IR A (Cohen et al., 2018; Poulsen et al.,
2017; Zhu et al., 2019), XFEH T AR 2Rl 2E 00
F 7T LA B IS8 5 AT B G i 2 B ol R
N HAETH Ik, PFRENT SR AR 2R 5
AR BT T AT AR, R RO AT I
DU, JFXF AT R 52 0 020 Bl R AT 3
31 WEHFERE

R REE R T EMAR AR T,
RRRRE B T HRERES S BRI K, it
Fp R 02 A S ST R B AT R
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PRI 45 )0 4 B2 (Wazny & Nathan-Roberts,
2018).

ARG, BEOR A KNS Bl AHC M (B 1SC)
AT L0003 A %o (] — P AR YT [ 32 1 FUUL B 4%
AJE (Dmochowski et al., 2014), X—KHg kT
HEWR TAEEMR 1SC X —48 bR AT AL A X
25 2 BORE Y 3 6] 7 B B A FD 2% (Cohen et al.,
2018; Poulsen et al., 2017; Zhu et al., 2019), I,
Poulsen £ A (2017)ff A #8520 Hk f i %, 7F B
PR X 22 2 28 A UL B0 LIS 1) R 17 2 ik
TR, R, WERLS AL
Z R 2 A 0 S 0L A ) R A0 e B, 2 A A
R EA & 19 1SC (Poulsen et al., 2017), HiX—
ISC (AR BE AT LAl X 432 A LA DA A 1
WA B2 /L4 >]) (Cohen et al., 2018), #
— i, BFEE AT SR T IR AEAE— A I IEH
A W URAR TR S B, e IR A 9 i ] [ 25 AT
DA ~7 A= 1) 1 4 A JEE (Dikker et al., 2017 ;
Bevilacqua et al., 2018), H.IfiA: i i ] [5) 26 b AR
Az ) 105 1) ) 2 68 B 4 s TUI 2 2 1 4 H R FR AR A
J& (Bevilacqua et al., 2018), XEE4ERAREH, K
i 175 3 A B AR AR (51 1SC ki 8] [R) 285 ) vl LIAE A
WS B A N EERAKTEH—A 4
Friio

U AN, RN I Bl A AR A AT DL e Y i
H2E 06 B By 0 AR 26 &R (Bevilacqua et al., 2018;
Nozawa et al., 2019), #il4n, WF5THE 1% BIHA 1)
i ] () 20 R v, T A ) O 3R Y R TR v
(Nozawa et al., 2019), M &id — P # 2=, A
) i ] [+) 25 15 B4R TH A, U A %) 17 R B 25 L Bl 2
458 (Zheng et al., 2020), TERRE b, H2A 415
EIMWE RS, EARMRRELT,
He A 1 i 18] [R) 26 25 53 /N (Dikker et al., 2017),
32 WNHFHR

A B 0z — 2317 A0 R 1% 3 (Holper
etal., 2013) FEAE G BFIFFE P, BN
BBk EERWRE AR SR, RPN A A A
X JIT B4 1 N IR Y BR A 59044 1) B2 & (Antonenko
et al., 2010; Holper et al., 2013; Khader & Roesler,
2011), fHRZ, PP RLLE MR, Hpefefly:
A2 R AR . AP &R A2t T —
AR W ask A v A DR TGV Bl 5%
It Holper %5 A (2013)iz 4 #1744 5 sh A

“OAEPIRARE” , B REHE LA T
R A 1 R AR () o 2 T gy AR v R A 1) R
31, Ik A MR AT T AL R B, A
I S R 2 T A i T AR AR A IE AR OG, X
22 WA= 00 i 35 3 () 25 28 A T DA DX 43 PO A5 B
I AL 356 25 24 4 (Holper et al., 2013), {HA T
B, XFP LA S T RE R ZUM AR AR )
e MHTE B 2 WS 7K T 1 [F] 25 T B (Takeuchi et al.,
2017), HFRIA R EEAt & H 3 h B 155 AR
F(Liu & Pelowski, 2014; Cheng et al., 2015),
Z 2 W AR B BT R )2 S K T R R T se AR
T2 T ARG S B TR SR kb, X
Ay VT A= T) g i ] () 26 AT LA SR 0 U2 15 i D% 78
MR AR AL TIEYE . #E— P BRI, ] [
S ASART LA Ry s 50 5% 1T ) B A R A2 B P 42
bRk, W] 8 IR P IS X — 48 bR AR o 6 b T
W) 2 A 2 2 1 DL (BR300 ) o 1N, Davidesco
FENQO19) LI, LT AR R, SRR
i ] [72) 2 Fi T A 200 0 0 = A 5% ST R ) 2 s B A
B IEL o A A G ][] 25 X 30T T2 12 v ) 2 B s
B, T U A 4 i B[] 25 X4 3 10 A2 1% T30 ) 2 e
JE B (KA 200ms) (Davidesco et al., 2019), XN
HEEA R IR T R IR, MAE T HHE
WG 8 3 0 A A BT AR B Rl 1] ) 25 I g kAT
SR PEAN 25 i KR X A BOR s i 5,
B s e iRt T E A W, £
[CYIPUR NS
33 BERFMBEFMNER

ST i 18] [+ 25 7T DA s e 82 2k 78 L AT g 0l
FUFROR, W EATH AR A B M & R
PRt —, M TIRRE TR B F IR,
JFEERETHMNH R #HEHE, UK
WA AR ER

P L, Bevilacqua %5 A (2018) & #LAH
T IR B, U (BRSPS ) 26 1
PRI B p G L B A I T ) 25 L O A G ] () 25 Fn
AR A YRS . 48 L2, 7E Bevilacqua
45 NBIFFE Hh R 0 2 200 42 5 7805 W A0 22
B, PR YA S O A B
AT DU E X RRA0 P 25 () B A, 3 7T R - 357 LA
BB s A R 2, BeAh, FE A B
s v AR 2R IR 25, — 5 T RT R R BT
AT 2 A A S B0, 59— 7 TR AT R 2



FE1H

JRGEH & G FERRM . AR 2R B F 5T 1997

FAL[EH T = & AL B (Dmochowski et al.,
2014), 5Z AN HE, Lin 28 A (2019) % B A 16 X 1
PR B (RFEE T B, WSSk RE, 248
RN o e o S S 3 i b N e st 1 TR S
JZ (PFC)BYAE: 55 #H S iR [7] 45 K F- 8 2% i T A58
BB P2 A2 o 3 A e 2 BB A 1 %o T
VR NERAHBMIEST B, WEEFTX
i BV B4 (Frymier & Houser, 2000; Miller et al.,
2014) 1+ & 103ETE F £ & (Furnham & Chamorro-
Premuzic, 2005), ZM AT LIRS =25 1035 5 (17)%5)
WERER T (i B R BB H E T E A
25, TS BB ROR

BR T HFIB L, AR ECEE TR AR 22
B TAEP T RERN 7 — s, Pan A
(2018 R A T WM BB i va X b8 T i v
B (OB G, 284 18 )5 20 ) F B (K 2
SR (R ) 2 ) 35 81 8 o fh /= 27 A 2 D)
X TP 2 B F R . SRR, 5%
PRz )RR L, (0 R 432 0 5 0 Uil A= B i
B R 1) [0 25, 31 LA B0 (R A 2R 82 1Y aot 7%
o B I ] (] 25 AT DATRO 22 A AT o R B, X —4
RTFF T 45 ABLIE (Astin, 1996), B2 AR
8] Y . Bl e 4R 5k 224 2T 1) 4 A 2 (Pan et al.,
2018), #—25Hh, Pan 58 N (2020) K1 TIEF 8%
KM Al 5 B BRSO . SRR, H%
SCHR AR W (RITE 2077 ao A v 000 38 o 42 1) A
7N B 7 5 AR 2 2 2R X 0 TR 3 Bl R AR ) 19
27 M G 2 A R O e (LD 250 U ok 1) 2 A i R
S, IR AN BT, BB AEEEER)
WA RE IR T EEN¥ TN
Az 1 i T [ 2 2 B I A 220 0T 67 1 S 240 5 ik Isf B
o IXFRE, $ I H ) SRR AR R AF d i
170 ReAR 1 0 5 2 ) 2 2 [l 9 45 8. 38 i TR
R, MR 2E TR (Pan et al., 2020), 2444,
XA TR S B SR M 2 ORI, AT 2T DA
BRI F R 25 (Leinhardt & Steele, 2005; Chi et al.,
2004),

R R, AR AR 22 5 ] RE 2 R
BRI EBRRAR, WTFEAEmE, a5
NAAHSCHY S0 RN, A RE T4 H R i 2800 1)
1%, E BT AR RNH iR 22 8] 8 57 B &R (Anderson,
1981), HrE MBI RN, HA ES%4 B &5
TR G OU T, AT T B2 AT 35, T

Xof TH 20 2 I 1 2 0 i 4 P 2 2% (PFC) B W A= i 1]
[FI2E KB, A BE 3 e i B Gk A
{E45 25~35 s ZE47) TR 24 30UR (Liu et al., 2019),
[FAEHE, Pan 5% A (2020)55 & S 200K Mg A 1E
5 T A B AR L R 0% 1 5T O A= B 1] [R) 25
AL . X FEAT AR T 3 T A e A AR
HATHENETE, T HBIFENERE, &
T BE 78 40 1) 3 o 22 S AT A0 AR B 5 0 B 3
IR Sy, Hod—AN DR R A AR IR 2 A 1 22
SEEEEIT . Sun % A(2020)5K 1 T & K/
FHIREAERR M 2257, AWML RE
-2 A X 1 B VR LG = T3 F BT —2< 25X ok
Ah, ERAESAET, Ui AR 7E 2200 04 T A1) A
B )7 (DLPFC) i} 30 0 2 A AE 45 AH I ] [m] 25 . 3
— 2 X SR B AH DG 43T 2R BH AT 55 4H 3G 19 ki
EFE S LR LRI BIEHE, 5%
K HIM— 2% 4= XF (1) 1E 8 % & 1E A 5¢ (Sun et al.,
2020), 5 5k, 1F Nozawa %5 A (2019) 1 Z24-0F5T
E— A e 2 I R (SR 222 A ) il 2
Ui B R 3 — AR, S5 Rk B RT Y B R
] 25 %) BRI EAZ A B IR A R R L, TR
N — AT RE R B R (B ) 8 Tl Tz
W, A REEL E N ERY, AR A
C IR FE, RIEZ MR R4 R H =T N
fiE J1(Nozawa et al., 2019), XFE— MM TR T
I Y 2R RE 7 I 1R 25 53 X A UR (W 52
[ BHEAS B R A R TR B R T S g R M .

4 ABRHEMERARTHRNBENET

TN BRpf 2B 22 10 A () 40 45 4 R ) 78
1B R AR R AOR B RS, BFSE A I 22
i RN B A IS LA T 3 — 2 IR,
AH L B8 B 5 ) SR TT A B T 202 3 e R P e A 2
NGB IR T BEROR
41 THRIESEFEAE

TE 2R K 4, i A0 AT 44
BHET RIS RO F R TEIRENA S BB,
AT AR S B K 2 A 1Y 2% 82— A~ SE Y
J7i% (Grant & Thornton, 2007; Kay, 2007), fijik
BAEMEIN A5 ECEE , FIFAAPRZER
2EM T, DL AR AR G (B S S O e AR, X
PEWT BB 5 P HEAT 07 E, LR 1 48 1Y) 32 0 e
TORE M tedn, DO WA A Y i 3l A 5¢
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PR 2 A FE AR, WFSE Kk BUAH L F 0B 5 1 (B
BRI RA R, S ] (A7 ) 1 B RS BRI K o
A% 2] BhHL(Zhu et al., 2019), i H AN 4 B
H AR, I TR L 0 A R BB L S AR D R T IR A
(Poulsen et al., 2017), FERRFEIEAT R, tn] DS B
ST AL, B R AE X O B Al g PR,
BT AT MR TE AR 51 22 A TR L, g
A A Ml A AR B . JF HL, BUmXT
PN A4 R 0 DA A T BB AR 0 2 A X LT A ) 174 B
fi#(Bevilacqua et al., 2018), {Hj2&, @ H 2Rk
FOMEL R RGN, B RO E A AT Y 1
PHZIF(Liu et al., 2019), BCEERF 5T 4G 5 47 b 15
PO 2 A5 18 0 BUEE AR, DAL .
42 WEMEXR

[ U A 5 R X6 2 A R IR A N2 2 3K
AL S0, DAz 36 B 2 A AR 5 S A
H A K (Bevilacqua et al., 2018), HEER, Al
[ 25 5 22 A 1) 2 2] BTN 6 RAFAE S, —LBR)F
STV R U A [) 8 i [ 25 AT LA 25 T 2 TR 2 75
%% %% (Holper et al., 2013; Takeuchi et al., 2017,
Davidesco et al.,, 2019; Zheng et al., 2018),
Bevilacqua % A (2018)F1 Nozawa %5 A (2019 5%
MR 8 Z M BA B R R, HE, kK
A A I ] (7] 2530 T D 000 2% A A 0 i AR T AR
AJ¥ (Dikker et al., 2017; Bevilacqua et al., 2018),
5520 G 72 B SR % 1 28 A %) U A i [ (] 25 R
i = (Bevilacqua et al., 2019), 1 fisi [8] [7] 25 A] fE &
TR AR —FE R (Dikker et al., 2017), X #HH,
EMAZH, R4 A ¢ RN A BRI A
e > il 4t ) A ) 52 000 T B A 3 2 1 5 0 A4 i 2]
[FI2E R ST B AR I AR 8] B AlVA OC R Y IE T
W, TR REAE — IR B G SR B Sk, (B4 8K
0] 8 TE A (R F 2 AR R AP S A, AT
ERK NS BOE 47 1) 2 3 45 1 (Nozawa et al.,
2019) o 45 F B AP A: 3¢ 23X BUFRUR I 1E 1) 5% 1),
T B RAFRINAE G R . i@ b A B 22
P pi e g5 ik, B AEM 222 0 E T
AR e R E R, B & B E 8hn] DL O 1 5
U A= A Mg 1) ) 25 f 4= 15 Uil Az 5€ 3R 9 VA (Zheng
et al., 2020), fif S3X 2L 4518, FUTAT ATEH2F g
Jn— e H B Bl G R R 00 B A R 2 U
* (Nozawa et al.,, 2019), L iR #E47 A% H 3
(Zheng et al., 2020)&B ] LIS THIMAE 22 5, il2p4

LA AR A BB &, AR A i 2F80UR
43 ELHEZ

HE RIS EIE R, T
Ty, BB mcA A 2 S R AL, 1
HEE R, MR Z AR SRAR T
& BB R W% 13 R R 5 (Watanabe et al., 2013), 1F
FEA B T30k 24 1% 2] lifl(Paechter & Maier,
2010), {E#FITi4 )¢ F (Zheng et al., 2020), $2TF#
F5UH (Holper et al., 2013, Liu et al., 2019; Pan et
al., 2018). 3@ it APt &Rtz o8 ik, Whossd
RILT H Bl 202 0 R AR A R B 2 —,
RIS T Ol £ ) A B v )25 o il an, 1 2R, U AR B
i FORAE FURFTHEAT 1R SRR SR SRR 2D, B
AT AR 2 R R O A= 9 ik R 25 RN 4R R % R
(Nozawa et al., 2019). PREEHEAT, BIVEE 2 Il A= )
M AETE F 15 B B sh AT DL e PR AL 5 15t (Liu
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Abstract: One significant challenge that currently limits the development of educational neuroscience is the
way to neurophysiologically characterize interpersonal interactions and dynamics of pedagogical activities.
Our paper examined how “interpersonal neuroscience” (i.e., the measurement of two or more individuals’
brain activity and the analysis of their inter-dependency) might provide novel insights into the neural
mechanisms of pedagogical interactions. To this end, we reviewed recent research focusing on the
application of interpersonal neuroscientific approaches in the context of education. In particular, we
discussed how the rapidly developing field of interpersonal neuroscience could contribute to the monitoring
of pedagogical processes, prediction of pedagogical efficiency, and identification of influencing factors of
teaching and learning. Finally, we discussed the methodological and translational challenges surrounding the
application of interpersonal neuroscientific approaches in education, as well as prospects for future studies.
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