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ARETZHIAKR: RROEEFEITES
FSEXROFRE

wper W OH K T
(AR I 5 NIRRT 0 R 5 UL T TR 455005, 138 200062)

 E AFRRATERIBAARAMALGAG T ER S, AAEAN, EBBARALAYZE AR T A L
HEAMIE, 1245 T 10 FARKR L8R8, FFRE T35 8 EABNATRR ¥ I #4745 4938
R, RAKZAABTCEEQEIRTEGTR T W EZHEXFRAETHNEND ., ERAREEXEET
ERY . ARRY ARKRTE5RABAL YA EZ M £ R, HA 014 B 2B B 4E A bl £k b
THRGEE, RAWARETAL S LER NI TR PYATFR TR, AREESELADERR
I AN, SHEG R R AR LA ATRR s A0 T Fhid A,

X|iE ARRY, FTERY, £2RY, AREBERY, AR

HES  R395

1 5|15: 0EBEZAFRWARED [ 8 5 Z 2 O B OR) TR I B LA . B [l
78 60 4E1%, Bordin (1979)3h%& 4 T A Al (o B,
PGB L T i W R T éﬁﬁggﬁ%;;%¢ggiﬁ;;§g§%
N =&k =N )P > — Y. AL/ =
e, TEAE K Wk TE B BR 22 i A ER 41, (H, N Tl N e
WENTROR VI # E— R MM 2 h B, RGE e
. N PN RN - N, B AR B AN T 3T R 0 BRYB UYL (Horvath
FOf, W B AT ORI, H IR B AR S N e ——
517 g L AL T TR D 2 1 A etal., 2011). 7Ef LAYIE 50 4Eh, W) lA %01
et 0 ey e PRI SRS
Ao MRBAEMHWERONI, SHEE g v i, 199198508 18 AT T
V. B RTHSEHETIMIL, X e - R
" Y - B HESA LRI, 165, 2011); CEHAFE M
A H Rz A BARTE, O BE R E R . g N e
) ] N KB CRIE 45, 2015), APRHANE BB K
TEGE AL B 2 AL i L B T AT Y, AR 6 R (R S5, 2020), BEAh, i
N | o = ‘%‘Tj‘;ﬂéﬁ ‘ﬁ‘ t‘ ) r >N ZIN I ‘, i ) Py
i e B L I 2 <
T , "y , T (Wampold & Imel, 2015), JE45F UL, O PR )
(working alhance)\‘{ﬁﬁ: f%(therapeutlc relationship) 0 T 20 4 A DA B . 7 T
B JEVRYT % 45 (therapeutic bond) (Koole & Tschacher, HH 2= = L e IM A\ . q:/\ f " o X
R B[Rl B 76 78 AN 2 R U AR T 24 N BT K A 7 SR A I,
2016), FER UL FARA I FH (alliance), TR 07 B A W, 36T 0
SR b, X R A AR TR R R 5 & 22 8] B B0 87 R SV 50 B 20 B T 20
i AR {k (Tschacher et al., 2015), H— 4, [

W H 91: 2021-10-20 Bk H TR 2 /R TR Ui . & iIns 2
* E G H AR L 4T AT H (31900767) 0 B ) I B EYE, AR R TAMA G B

QU‘J—%%EQTEF%S%EEH %?ﬂﬁ)‘f%*ﬂ@i@wﬁjﬁﬂmﬁlﬁ Mk Abﬁ He #H He il S5 NE=IN
PETTIC L LV LT E B 0dr260300) Do i RERBH MR AL HEEOY, AENAr

Fvh s 2 A FE AR 8 e TR 4 U B e T E AR TR gt rik, BHETFR
WAEEH: 7K, E-mail: yzhang@psy.ecnu.edu.cn ZRETIMEFIEE D), X AT EE 3
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BT A 2T B R A

i Bk, A B U X T 0 B I
A [ B TS AR AR, (AR T
Be LAYA 5 TR msh R i i 75 1%, AEES
BERD b A R T 9O o BRI B9 R R, TG A R
B4 7 [F) A R N FEBL AR

2 ABREHHHRSEAREENE

H g, AMTEZ M T B k™4
Bz e . s R AR AT N RN
B4 [ 2 P£ (synchrony) (Likens et al., 2014; Rennung
& Géritz, 2016), SEPr L, FABEX AR A T A
i SCsyn”, EARALE R —BF A kA . RRE A
B 6] 25 % (interpersonal synchrony) > #if 1A X F #il
%, BIPALPIAUL B AR FiERe S TR
W A bR DL b 2 A BT S A e E] L
e

BAR AP M NBR 2 h B AR, H
EEAESERBAAPRCR L, i —igs
B R, ABR[E L5 (1) 3) 0+t 23 iE 45
QAL QYRR AIE R, ()t AT T
TE/NEI 25 AR BE A 56 (Mogan et al., 2017), EART
7, AR AT IERZE . ABEZE A
B i R 25 o B an, 2e0iiA: B st fg v, W07 ahvs
KR MYV S0 3 %l 77 € 90 L i sl A W] 25 1Y
PF- 43 77 76 A0 5 (Bernieri, 1988); 4244 Il =
(i) P8 M [0 25 A5 B0 52 B, Ui A= 22 [ g 55 BB 25 4l
2: i 2 #4958 (Zheng et al., 2020),

N BR [A)25 1 A Y A5 25 1 3 40 R 4 5 vk
FIRW B . BRTNE, JEF 152 (non-verbal
synchrony) &3, FHIHESE 2 0 W48 XTAE 5 15
[ 25 AT FEWATAL, 38 X SR AT W T 4
T B3 220 N R W 50N GRS SRAR ATV 43 T
i NBRE S B P R SifE R D . B2, XFigE
FAVTAR 0 5 1k B RE O B AR BN 22 . )5 A0
GEH RS R’ T — 2t N BRIF) 2P 4T A gt A vF
T, GRESRZE Sk . B . 38 B R W
UL K s A g & 40 BT (Ramseyer & Tschacher, 2016)
85, XU R R B PR R S T %
FiERPAESEN, B, shYEREE /3BT (motion
energy analysis, MEA; Ramseyer & Tschacher, 2011)
P T BIMR 2 1 X — AL B SR B
FHEAR ST N bR BB A0 B Jr i, 8 22 it 1155

BFR IR BEAA BBk s AL S VR IR BE A K/ o AR
TEWITALM E, ShERRE ST E &R, B0
(Ramseyer, 2020), 4 EAF5EH HLBCERAL T 1T AR
o R B RAZBRITE, E2BFAN
FE AT % 45 Ry IR BEARAB I 1 Bl il 13 4 0 7 it
B, PR WU TS W ) AR R K (A Y AR
1, f)m ASHR X I (region of interest, ROT) N /K
JEE A 1) A8 38 AR B A D i 48R IX 1 SR B A B K
AN, S HTES IR 43 A 4R DX 3 N B 1 il i )
FEHNI txt SO B, ShVERER 73 1Y R BRTE T,
TR b S ERY IR B, HIJCHE X 43 AR %) J7 1n)
B3IV

AT B AR A8 00 ok A i 18 A5 i B[] 43
P W ELBORS B  BcHiE, AR B IR AP Aok
HiRZBNHRENEE. BRiREZNEAE
4128 32 4t (autonomic nervous system, ANS)H[r] 25,
ZR G G H G RN AHIE, HXELLAZ B R 1R i Y
oM, BRI, A4 R Bk # [R] 2P (Chatel-Goldman
et al., 2014) 1.0 F[6) & (Ferrer & Helm, 2013;
Montague et al., 2014)55 B Jjk B[R] 45 5 F X A
HRRESIPE A&, 538 IRl 2 R G TE I AHC;
D EE A F R O B IE AR G2 R i AR 3E
TTEIERE, SRBEMEREMEZBMWE RS
MOTE S BIAH G . BLAh, BIF9E 4 o T bl Al 24 3
fH5 AnEFALAIZ 3 . B RIREE | P55 AR
T AR AT AR E S, S A
{7 5O Bl B (9 56 R (Palmieri, 2020) SR,
S I N (N o L N T A N i R i) B O
(Ferrer & Helm, 2013), [ ARMER AERZS T
A FRE AT LR, ST HET A R .

1 NN 7l i B i S R S I R e 2
(hyperscanning) {# F 5 H [&] (electroencephalography,
EEG) . Il 88 14 # 3L 4% % 14 (functional magnetic
resonance imaging, fMRI)A N D HEMEVT Z1 40 1%
(functional near-infrared spectroscopy, fNIRS)%:{l]
HEROR[F B AL T 5 3 v i 2 AR Z )
IR I 21y, 25 58 43 A A U K I 3l =22 [ 7 56
e, ZEDEFER I, fMRI B AR INIRS $ A8 i
1fil K -4t (blood oxygenation level-dependent,
BOLD)fF 5 [H4% I & Kk i 2, 1 EEG HAR M 28
P A B2 ST 4 A 200 B TR 2 119 5 fl S5 R 57 7 22 Ak
HEWE RS, BIR MRI HARPA &4 H
SPPER, IR — D H A S B B,
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AR H AT ARSI B P R R LR AS B0,
P13k 22 3 AL A 75 5% My (9 A7 ZE 17T 22 BEL(Cui et al.,
2012). fE#: EEG I NIRS W&ok 1 1R A]
B, R TR AR SRR, I AR A AT
fMRI A AR, PRy 32 0 T B 5 sl i 55
W N AR BT 5900 A2 H Bl (Bevilacqua et al.,
2018; Dikker et al., 2017), 0B i) A9 5 D 5
(Zhang et al., 2018; Zhang et al., 2020). & T 5.3l
(Reindl et al., 2018). {H1BH Zl(Long et al., 2021),
B HE M 354 L F(Cui et al., 2012), JoHZIT4ES
RIEFRK M INIRS HR, #H3 T EEG HAR B =3 1]
SPHEERE R, PSS TR AE ) 4f (Reind]
et al., 2018), {H fNIRS H AR 15 FRAE T 1L AE AL I
KNG 2 5 B

Wil 2 I (S WA 3, IF 9 B )
ARG N se 4y, JF8 3 B BR B 3 i 5 A
G, RuWFsERM, APRFEE AL R T A
R AT, T AR T 5SRO AR A
B 5 2 AL P A 4F (Koehne et al., 2015), A fig
J& 341 (Valdesolo & DeSteno, 2011)F1 5 2 & 1E
(Valdesolo et al., 2010) [ o s 554, FUR 2 T 4>
PN GBS 2 . 308 B R PBR B (e 4t 47
F) 45 B (Vicaria & Dickens, 2016), LA ABR[A]
BB Z SRR, SR R R 2t 07 v PP A 11
EF N A EE A DA R 25 T AR R R AT
PN LRI g4 Ok 2 N R A VA S R TR R4 3
AU Fp R A [ A S 0 S PR, BN B L Bl
TR . S 2R R T RS R .

3 EBeSHEi: AMRBSHRKELES
WHHEREXER

FA W58 K I R 41 [ B RE A 41 E TR T AR,
J2 15 AN [ 38 UR T EE 1 97 2T (Wampold &
Imel, 2015), XF R AHF5T H 5 3= 226 H 20
Wy, R EARFR . Pl 23 HA R
W=, (HRERR TR & E R0, 6k
gl . AR B 1934 (Flickiger et al., 2018),
JC 3 [ 07 [] B v 0 B Bl A DA R AN AR BB TR R
PEN A TR MOk 2 Ao R A T
FhFE L BN T R TEAL R DGR, Andl AR
AR SE B PRAL T S B U T (B 48, 2020),
TRAR SR R LS 8 % S AR AT AR 5 1Al . 3
AR i 2 ) 2 N o [ 25 P B RS, % SR

R LR T A RE ST AR Y 5 34
FNAERL, AR AR O 3 TS Y [ B R AL
T R EAR MR . HE, ARIBE
N B [ 25 35 2 15 BEAE S0 3 75 18 [m] B A 3T
fhFa bR, BB AR ILE S, Liien 3@
TR B BR BB s R TR B — 2D S BN R Y .
DU #4556 2 A RRIE ST Jre R0 e (B e X% 43
MR AT AR AL
31 MRER

B IE, 7603 i [F] B U8 0 N BRI 22
PR FEAFEEFERD . AR kE S
ST, SR A BR [F R R AR R
THSRWRYXR, 5—HHEHAT [ERWE
W ERL 3 (AN 36 977 U 4R A ) B X 3 97 2801 1 BTk,
WA T ABRE D L [F)E RAh R 2 2 [l Y
e .
3.1.1 3E=iERE S (Non-Verbal Synchrony, NVS)

FENE PR O B2 40U, TR B R AT —
B ISR ERBEIA R RE ST S b A2 2 ] 28 (1) 2 57 (Hall
et al., 1995; Philippot et al., 2003), VT4 ARAY
HHEF R AR U T AN A 3 . F 0L
IR AR S U AR T IEAT R, R
B — A~ R R s O BIFSE T 1] R R O [E 2D A
?E(Ramseyer & Tschacher, 2011), A £ A 56
EFIER L 5 FEEZ B AR, KA ER
Tia) RDRR 25050 1) > P AR, (] B R RO [ S TR
EFIBRILSFEE . BSCRZ MR R,

B, —SepsE A, dE 1 R 5IRIT AL
SRR YT R R P ER (AR T & AR 1Y 5T A
AN B TR BEEOFAE B Z HH & (Koole & Tschacher,
2016; Tschacher & Pfammatter, 2016), {H2&, ¥
JLI SR H A, HEF 5 R 2P IF Ak B X R A
SR AR, BRAR YR T R R 2P Rk S Y R 25
PEIKF, [6)20 R i e 2 oA o R 2 s, Rl
PR3 1% 3 A5 % ELI (Moulder et al., 2018).
Paulick 45 A (2018)H 4 & 18R A K 15 43 ek
FTH | TCAERT B B R TecE -k A,
SRR MBCEHFRI L T &K fER 2,
TCCE - AR I TARAKCE R s ER 25, i
Tk -0 BB IR H R T =K s R
[Al# , Ramseyer (2020)illi2 T 12 X&) IH AT
FAAEREA T W B AR B IR RIE LLRE A
KviE EWITAL R R B B i, S5RIFRAMAES
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W [F] 25 R[] B 22 18] A2 7E G HTAF 55 v 2 30 A9 1E AH
Ko B E UL, BARAEF 3 R 2D T AefE
o [F A A TR, R A B S IR R U,
A 25 B30 3 3 R 3k R — 3K

P EA—SUW AR A5 R W] e iR T AR T iR R P
TR 8 B AS 5] 8 43 CIR 288 43 FIVRR T A AEFEAS
A HAORVE, RS BRI AR IR
rh Ry B NS TR 00 R R B AR R T A 2
6 B30 W7 A 5 W) A A BB ) 2 ) (AN 4 1) 25
5#; Zilcha-Mano et al., 2021), dEF BRI EES
IR B Ui B ST R 2 A8 e, A RA S
2 3 H 05 R BT A s e, B T B R R A )
B3 AR ZS A 4340 56 (Prinz et al., 2021; Cohen et al.,
2021),

BT 0o B & IR R 5 5 SR Z A
TER N E AL = 0.28) iR N & 404 T
Cohen’ d = 0.58 (Fliickiger et al., 2018), ~/LHF5E
HARFIETIE R M E 2 E X R,
H— W5 T A RIF AR F 18R 2P 55 RRCR
R ZR . N, Ramseyer fl Tschacher (2011)4R #i%
Bt R e R R EE, ot aEE
T R 25 43 R 5 R DA 451 A () 20 R R 17 5 i 4 Y )
F, AR, RA G SAEFIERLS
[F) 53 0T 5 =2 DA AE TE AR DG, T S U 2 e 4 A ) 25
5ok 1 H AR IR Z [ 7778 IEAH 2K o Altmann
% N (2019)5 Schoenherr 55 A (2019) 35 X} 4138 £ 1&
FEfG R F I 3 OHE RS BEA SR, A
KB, BV SR AR F i R 5 ARRE IR Y
JPEBERIEMX, FEHNKR, HRVIETSR
BYAE 5 3R )20 5 5 0 it 9 2R 22 ] S AR R DG .

Zr LR, dEF R BARAME LB
FREA T2 HENKR, 2—DHART SN
7], AHR X W 2 ) 0L ) 56 R DL IR R
[F) 25 2 15 B VR S [ B 3 £ i A0 2 A 8 A il 75 2
H— R EXERIA SRR LR, —0r
AT 1 72 B Ao 20 b IX 43 [ 5 43 (A bR 25 B 43
FEBTLAT), o3 — 07 e XA R 2R B 3R 5 15 R
25 R AT HR FE (AN 1R T Al 400 14 AR Sk 177 2T 4 A
(R A R 2E), LA B 22 ) 2R R e R o
3.1.2 4R (Physiological Synchrony, PS)

A PR R 24 AR TE N BR B Bl R v i 3k
B A B R B B RV RS (Mayo et al., 2021),
s BRAR A — B, AR LR 0 7 s, IR

A EE AR B . AR R S A A
RO LRI R RE S TN OC R &, WSk
P RERE 7 L B R M 1 1 45 8 3L 45 (Palumbo
et al.,, 2017), TIi% 287 B e R4 A4 ) B2 O
RIZ L PR b, b2l 50 ARG F AR
[F] 25 (% = TR 52l 2 00 T B R Y, %
TR By A BRE D9 B B IR TR 20 L R TR
DUBRBL AR S BS54, EAEE, IEIR
1545 N By 2R BRI D B 5T A BT 4 I H i A R R
(Kleinbub, 2017).

—J7 T, ©A R RS S e AR ] 25 R )
2 B 7E % % 1Y Bk &R (Karvonen et al., 2016), It
A, A= BE] A A el AR 5 [R) B A9 2l A8 AH 5¢ (Tourunen
etal., 2020), 4N, Tschacher Al Meier (2020)LAL»
S NI ST N2 X S RSB e A i P A O =3
b, RBAECIE M B D DU TS = A6
bR BRI T mFREPLKE MRS, HIRZ MK
/N5 [ B A5 43 22 R) S TE AR O

H—J M, MRFEFERE T EERL SRS
Z I R R AR &R, Horh— T R
Az B 2D 538 77 U A A% O TE A B BT (AR 36 7 I A
FLIE TN o 1 = A B A5 05 ) B AP A
AR A S IE L B D), HARIKE 8 IE R Y25
SR 22 R O, Nz it 5 £
S0 3B TR U5 I HE A 1O 3 TR T A UL 5 ok
Vi Z AAEAE T 8 KT (1 3 RDAE 3R 119 A 3 ) 26 (RD
It a4 38 ] 22) (Kleinbub et al., 2020).

25 FRTR, 0 B 1 AR v U U Y A 2R
] 25 AT B2 B O BRI W] B A, 7T T & AT
il W SRS RRRE, VR kv & D kRS
S A Bl R TR A A R B R R AN AR, S St
S IO Ak S G Gl 12 2 I 0 U R U 2 R) R AR
AR, AR METERLSN
KR,

3.1.3 ABREERE % (Interpersonal Brain Synchrony,
IBS)

N B[R] 25 S i HL sl A 22 8] K i 37 2 114 [
PR R R[] 28, BARHR 76 {5 5 03E AT
570572 N 1 1 BN 1 AN 7182 SN = A 7l = R
R[] R R 336 20 AR fb SR I M (2 ST 7, 2018) 0 FEST
010 4E ], KEWFFE L IABRIK R LK 55
BT RAFRVEE . DEEMAA E(Mu et al.,
2018); XA [R5 5 T B3R A AR P EE A0 AT IE P
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TR, 5 HAE S BEE YK & IE A3 3¢ (Kinreich et
al., 2017) SEFx b, AT # &K AL G 1EFLABR
B R AR BRI R A BRI A, XAl
Ui B [F) 25 T g2 R 0 A Bm vy 38 1 I Bl e A7k,
TE & Al (Jiang et al., 2015) . 5 1& 7418 (Ramseyer
& Tschacher, 2011)#l12} 5 1% 74 18 (Osaka et al.,
2015) R A B i [w] 20 oF R 3 9 T8 F) TR

A 5T O R T O R A5 F R 25 22 [8]
ERIKR BN, Ais B S T, TR E A
iz 3 [F) A5 R ) e 45 2 [ A7 A B A G, U2
5 0G0 5.8l WU T R, HG R X
A BESR, 3T B SR PR Ay T ) T %) B B i A5 3 VR ]
) A R AT fiE (Jiang et al., 2012) . B AR HR 4 LA
BT IRV I AU e | =3 [ oA e X (R g
FA 0 &L, BACHENERTNWEZEZS
FEAEX PR R, MRAR B Z SEIEAIFSE .

I — I 5 R AN B AR B T
O B RN PRI S R P i A BRI ) 25, 45 R R B
B RO B ) R P B i [R] 25 S8 R PR
U R S A S v o o d e PN L
W AR 25 YA OC 1Y A I3 TG 45 X (Zhang
et al., 2018), ZMIBAI )5 LEWFIEHE— 2L X 2
) 5 T U 7 T OO0 B 5 ) 2ok AR v ) B i [R) 25 1
BLIEFTARSGE, I 58 F & I 0 5 R TAE S R i
TR, 2R LA 20 &R ITAERR YT # T
YB3 18 v 55587 T 5 0 UTAH b T B SR Y G [R) 25
VI KSR 1575 5 | 5 B sk (1SR 3 A4 i 1) 25 (Zhang et all.,
2020), XPHIAFGE —E FEEE LR T AN B R 2
Hg e HZ MBI R, N BRiEF 2P
AT BEAE U B 9 [R) B ST AR 2 AR bR, N
AR R e, R TFMEL . EF5E
[F26 . AR D OSBRI 5 b A o Ttk —
PHRE.
32 BERRESHFIN

Sehs b, R E X FOME RS T HIES
W lRIAE . AR 2 LA R G [R) 25 dn ] 5 974 ) 22
WARFEAE G, ST R 25 5 W) 2 =2 ) VR AL
H ISR IE AR R R, AN, TER FIBLES W
AFBRIFEE R B A O R 5, —SEMRFE IR
FEFREFE . A2 A TE N B 45 2R P e
R G GRS R Wil e AT D R e U i A el )
HE RSy, QR T R R L W] VR S PG R [
WAL FRIC(Cohen et al., 2021), B ETEAL. %

WIS T MAE S 1B B 3)(Tschacher & Meier, 2020).
by b, AEF LS ) o Y AR
K VEFAF G A 7R 4 (Paulick et al., 2018), LI BR
A A BE AR R T AN RS 1) B[R] 25 P A i
A 5 o 1 Sl R [A) BE S 0T RE Y N FE AL

— AN T U R 25 A O 1 B2 5 1 U 1)
H AR (R )ik R — 3, AFoe sl T3 m
W R ] — B ST s, JEE
]2 48 W AN B P AN DA A s i Dol B O AT
FRLBMILFE M Hbr . ST PO 4
R, N TR IR A O AT e S
S [ A R TAE 55 1 A B UM, X R AT Y
DA ) A5 2 02 1 [ ) 09 B 3, IR B o 1) =
o FEF IR B BRI RE 0% T R B M f
HEAVEAT Ro BEAN, B[R] 2 m] LS A Brla]
WY AL 2, I H 35 5 A N B i (] 25 R
FE2x i ) Z )2 th A I (Hu et al., 2017) Fh 525
] 0] BESR AR 5 1 [ 25 Ak — RN (0 4 20 3
BONE 1 PIEERILR

b b, CA RIS BRI 2 G A B
T {0 B A R T TR, — AT AR 1 A
Bk M 25U, 2 UVOCIRIT AL A 2
(] PR 81 F) A= B2 7 P B A 2 4 R i A BRAT O g,
fEFIR YT 2 R A5 LUK B (Geller & Porges, 2014).
T3 —N Al RE G R R At S O B ES, RIVARYY
Vil A Sy — 24 RS 1) Ff 7 A= B8 1 53 00 S0k U &
R HME — 3, Sar R R g A N L
SRABATTEY N AEAE BANAT A — 4 (Gilbert, 2019), i
it 4 T A SR R I RUR
BSR4, U Feldman (2020)32 HY .0 B R
B RLAE N B [v 25 0 oA 57 A A< 00 B 380 1) A%
o BRSkUL, ABRFEIE AL A £ 0 3 3R Al
NAlA, BIFE—A 2 2 i XHEHELR T, K PR
By r DG A4 1% 1) 5 S DE J5C B TR . ik 5 AR AS A
FAEZ 0 Fr B Gk o A8 Ko B O[] S0 Ak
5 N 2I A R B B (DA L3V 381 B 4 301 LA B MK e
FREHE S 5 K A A sT, BRI T X2
Bttt 20, BIACRE I [ & TR A AT
EF BTN LB S WU 7 A W) 1 B R A
W FUATEXRER T2, BESERTELA O BEIR A,
R IR A5 (Levy et al., 2017), X[ 25 1
5500 4 9 R T BHLRE T RO R Y e R AT g
FH2E (Ulmer-Yaniv et al., 2018), B4R, PhiA K
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AT R RS BEAR AR Y P 07 42 it L hT 3 T Y
2T, TS BRARA AT g R R A AR A IR A B
RO RINELIR S IE U S L NN P o e 2 e
Heifi 4 DI RE A 035 DL RO I ROR B R A

Ak, Zilcha-Mano 45 A (202 1) 3] $ i} )
Z [A] 2 (oxytocin synchrony)R] BE F2 7] ¥ £ 57 9 9
TEAEYENS . CAHNR LRI REREEN
FR H. Bl F0 ) 20 PR AT S v & R AR A (an B
BRAR . REXRE), EOMFIFIRS, i
F [FIE 248 1097 TR U7 35 70 5 TS 4 7 3R
AR Z [ AE DG, AN SR AT A i 7 2 K - 3R B
H0 A ) 5 1) 0 TR (AN v AR AR R ), R AR
T = &K [ 2 (Zilcha-Mano et al., 2020) ., 76 %% ] i
b, YR IT IR U B AR R Ak AE
FHEA YRR, WOk T WMAA SRR E S,
BITA REM, XA R RS Re T
FE R A A i [7] A 42 328 1 [ 25 1) o 22 2 ) 24 B

LA I B i [ 25 BF 53 8 R 0028 R W ¥ 17
5] 25 F0 [ B B B A7 AR AR AH 56, (HR, Xz 458 Y
BRERANINIEE, B2 XA R BrR [E 25
R HATLEEFIRNBEETR . AN, EHdA
Mo B4R T ST 0 B 1 v R B8 ST ) B
WA, LG HIE T ARBEENAPRE L, Xt
Uy ) W ST 0 N ZE DL 64T T R . a0, Koole
1 Tschacher (2016)42H T APr[FEAA% ) (Interpersonal
Synchrony Model, In-Sync Model), %A Jy[H]
WA SRR TR T IR e 5 25 22 0] KM i 4535 2l g e
Be, &V 8] RIS e DT RE, [ WA R AT o 3 A
(] 201 2 [ B T iy L B R O, i ] R 1Y
TR R . AR 2, fE.OHE T R
W, BT EEE 333 #2 (perceptual-motor processes)
I SE R R EAM AR L EA, TREIR
Z 5 Re LI, AR R I, E Ui
JE R T 3T 41 2 IAJd # (social-cognitive  processes)
BN BRI (] 25, (E45 % 0 I Aok 1 & Re % ik A
— NPT, AR 3 T 48 O i 2 Ao RIS 5 4
T, SRR R TE R SC s i [ R A R SR R R
R Z L RGBS, @RI ki &
TR e AR T IR SR R .

DL b S A R G AR RIS A8 1 B [l 2541 i
[F] SR ST N FEBILA, an St m B ik 5B
XU 38 A A7 A R AR e = R e i SR AR R H
br, BRES; BN SO EIE DL &

U BB R AN [R] A1 BE 1 B T B[R] 2 fie i [
LEULERCS Ty € NIUINEEN8: | i NE P A 3PS
T[] A ST Y N TELE W2 LR, TN o [ 20 A8
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Interpersonal synchrony: A new perspective to elucidate the essence of
working alliance in psychological counseling

DAI Xiaoyan, HU Yi, ZHANG Ya
(School of Psychology and Cognitive Science, East China Normal University;
Shanghai Key Laboratory of Mental Health and Psychological Crisis Intervention, Shanghai 200062, China)

Abstract: Interpersonal synchrony (IS) is the co-occurrence of speech features, behavior as well as
physiological and neurological activities of two individuals or more. In the field of psychological counseling,
clinical psychologists begin their preliminary investigation into this phenomenon to reveal the interactional
patterns between the psychological counselor and the client, as well as to understand the mechanism
underlying the working alliance. Current research mainly focuses the relation between non-verbal synchrony,
physiological synchrony as well as interpersonal brain synchrony and working alliance together with its
influencing factors. Researchers have developed different theories to account for their respective impact on
working alliance. Future research can focus on the dynamics of interpersonal synchrony alongside the
change of working alliance, develop more integrative theories to elucidate the essence of working alliance,
and promote the type of interaction that features interpersonal synchrony in psychological counseling.

Key words: interpersonal synchrony, non-verbal synchrony, physiological synchrony, interpersonal brain

synchrony, alliance





