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“IX IR R AMATE TS 2 LA I AR, RIAMARN T A4S 5 shiE
, MRS T MR 15 4 B S . MBS % O WA R 3 — 2D )
CHOEZ IR 2 A IR R IS4 B R B2 B L ARSI T2 ? X228 3
LA 4 B 5 B S U TI0AZ OB LA, 7524 SE IR I Ui i
EIRZ: SR H AT X W T ARBARZERE R O AR (B8GR5 3 3o O
FATHE ST AT T R AN BAMETT, FEBATR Lt 13X — i) @
(D &%, WAMEGIT Rt — IR 115 2R W\ B 5 T B RE RN E
SRR BIEAR . FAE SCRHB 28 ALy — Fh e R B B s LA (Hatfield et al.,
1994), sRiATEEMEZ B RN EE . BEJS 1T I E SCHUIRAR H 1% 26 R g 25 0 3 A
BB SidRE, JFrTREF A BAMES: (Hatfield et al., 2014), X R ME MR 4 Hgh
SXPHNIE LG T AT — BRI TS 8 SUOR T o HhefioRe— UM I R A5 it B AR
BT MECH R ERER . BRI LGB S5 N ARAE, BRI AT oy — M 2 Y
H AN LI, R i SO VR o T 2 I AR e B e A% 36, T #E8
EANEAMALE [F]— 15 5 b SN 2 A [R] G KF, (E R B T 3R G 48 i e 52 B AMA 22 57
B . #he o8 RANBIHLEE BRI, LR 1 A ES E N TAES 2B h AT 2
MHIVER] o
(2) Hk, fEiZBRwERd, A5 HT Wang 25N (2024) MEISHAR, L& EHKRE
TERI AL 4E LA R 7 S5 1H 28 RGN 0¢ R o AR N VR E AL 2 SRS IS M AN )
B EHRFAE A MEERECE R EHO, M E L F T E 2R RN, £
FAH N 15 B2 OB BE IO 5 B N AR R 2% 3l BIanA R, MR 5%
BISR A N AR ZE (5EIA o 3P4 220038 2 TH TR 1R F LR Z s & AR 5 s b B 5 H
A NRAERT RS 5% AATRGN B ZAb N BIIE 25, 5T E AR A5 B A R X 38 Cln
AR ONRTH S 3] D) 2 pl a2 s, USRS AT B AR 1 26 I AE AL
(Cheng et al., 2010, Singer et al., 2004).
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UL, BE T TT U6 BB o AL 28 B RO A B, SR AR B oy — M T B AR =
SCEFIRRE . X i A E A I SRR T AR T LA BT — —. Hatfield 58 A (1994)
FRAIRHAE L G E SONMRTE B 3k ToRIREPIRES Tl i N1 ZRES BT, il
H S AN R 2RSS . X — MR 1S 2SSl i g sh e i e . (EREE T
RN, AT RE SCREAT 1 SRBRAZ AL, 45 28 B B 2 U R S N S5 e, I mTTREP™
AL RS A— BB AME 25 (Hatfield et al., 2014). X —HIRF A 571 MATE G 25 H.3)
R EAARTE, BIAMEA R RS 5 ISR, g Resibin . MR T 4 a X
MR . Wang 58N (2024) SR AURRLE— DR, € B2 IS BERE e T0E B BRI
AFE RS YERE (ISR E D, T E LT M b B g i G i, AT
FE2% 5 52 BB i NN 48 ISR o 1K bk 2 O 2 THT ()81 A P T LI 2 A 28 2R ) 23 LAl
Sebr B 5 AR ANRAER S A S AR EZM A RKIELEN, 5T EERHEREER
R DX CHATIG &+ ¥ AT 08 0] B D 2 S s 2, s i 50T H Sk
15 45 15 FH 1L (Cheng et al., 2010; Singer et al., 2004). K, FRAIRITH 3 70 28 B 1I1E
s A BT AR AT R 285 B B 72 7, o B NS4 25 15 4 ELB AR SR £ 138 Y
LA o $Iafﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%@m%§&ﬁﬁzﬁm LML, JTs 2 Tah o N BRER
SRRt R S R T ) SEIE SCH -
BEAh, 7251 F M BATIEAFE 1 — LESCUEAT FT IR EE — 2D Ut AR B JORAE S5 15 25 Y
KA
CLLLRT NS USRS TR, R TR IANMA B S AEEE S (At
ARCIHERR L (N BZHERATE) 5 LS 4 AR P44 4E 2% <K (Lischke et al., 2020). 1X4&
AR ML SE CEHIRIAL) ARAE (ARSE) PIANERE SRR 1Mo B BB BDIRZS
AL 5 0 A N B 2R S RAL 18] K K3 R R o IE A DT FUIE R 590 B 1k A B R AL X i 5K Bk
PO T SO E M LIS . 140, Minio-Paluello %5 A (2020) ) I « [ £L & 4K 5 5
(enfacement illusion) Y8\, I [0 A5G-l 5 H ¥ (visuo-tactile stimulation) 7515 =
AR 1 B CSNRE D 5o S5 RIS A AR R it N B LA H R
JOFRII, AR TR 48 AT (RS 28I O pLED BB s, Hm)ilfiil, HER
RALMIh G, KIS 2 5 ¥ I B A NI 46 RN H S RO 2, ninasm 1 IR g piix
—H AL 7
EE PN
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Review of Classic and Recent Research on Facial Mimicry and Contagion. Interpersona: An International
Journal on Personal Relationships, 8(2), 159-179.
Hatfield, E., Cacioppo, J., & Rapson, R. (1994). Emotional Contagion: Studies in Emotion and Social Interaction.
Editions de la Maison des Sciences de L’homme. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
Cheng, Y., Chen, C., Lin, C.-P., Chou, K.-H., & Decety, J. (2010). Love hurts: An fMRI study. Neurolmage, 51(2),
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HBA—FEEh . BN LRSI R o X — 5 SRR @R AT AR B R 4 SRS L
il R T AU AR FL B e N5 %6 (Hatfield et al., 1994) 7; 3 =B “Hatfield
FHN (1994) BAIKAE ARGy ORMMELE B 3. TRRIPIRES N b N5 2 RS
BT, IS B 7= A A B (I 4 PR 50 o 1X — WA i 1 15 2615 5k 07 1 4k A% i i 42
EFEET RN, AT @ SCHAT TIEIE, 18 H 48 B30 75 AR R B S gk, I
AR A A OIRZS A — B« B AME 25 (Hatfield et al., 2014)” %1% 28 YL 5 ST E4H

VIR R

YT BIREAET F, BRI E SGHET TR . FEARIEL S E=ZR
“o HIKRAE (self-representation) T & /MAXS < B R BB S 40 (19 RN En S =
(Milrod, 2002) ...... Vs AERA—F 2RO, BIREMENFSYEE BT X 5 A
R H AKX R HIEK Brewer & Gardner, 1996); 7ENF4EE Ll it — 2405 N0 HEK
(psychological self) 542 H3K (physical self) (Krueger, 2013). 03 3L I EPW ST A
RIS EARARICIZ a2 B0y 4l 5N &N(Gillihan & Farah, 2005), 1042 H F R E T AMMA
X H CEREERINAL, AFE AR . AMR AR () Ao 53R AE (Hu et al., 2016).
A B AR E RS i B A E 4 (Dary & Lopez, 2023). EAM R 1 X 73 H
T 5ANHBEL R, EONERME S ERME T RS, >

XABFEM S, BONFE T AT AR S5 i Al I B RRAEAT 55 3 BRI FLIRAESS, FrUARYE
TE SCERATTRE SC 3 AR LA S SC 3 AR SR FIARIE AT 7B IE, Bl ERAE T A B IREAL.

B 4: 5EAREMR, 91506 EEBEE RIS B REERHE RN, JoH2E
00 3 AR AT 1 3 A S I AR AT 5 AT IR TT I o 3K AT B 5 S B A o 1) SR BB
BUEARE B2 1 1 R AE 55 A B B LI AR 55, (B A3 6 Bt 20 M iR o AR AR 55
VKBRS TGRS RE? RG0S, B EEER 2 ok, & 247 M FZ T,
VR R BEAE 5] 5 B 00 S U 3t ) 2 AR IR A S5 THT PR U 3 A SR o

[BIRY : U R R PEH E S BB 91 5 AR T T 152G CCEED
B BARAEAE NN AR FC AP (% RN, W R P

“AEMEBH R, BIRFLIRAAES )2 H T IR 5 IR R 2 56, &
T 5 AR 3 RAE R B BAE R 0 TALH (Hu et al,, 2016). HH HURE ST 552 H
AN ALIRBMESS, RIZRPE A 2MPHILE SR T H S, M e T H
R FLIS 45 14 S 87 (Morita et al., 2017; Sugiura et al., 2012). X SR 508X b 5 3R FL
AN AL T2 55, Haom ORI 7E R 51 3 FAR SR A5 BT I 2 L)

“TETE LA IR AR Feh, SERRAE ST IR W B AR R M A RS I TE B R
PRI . 5 WSS E S S s S RIS LR, BN Ah N b T-1% 4%
PERE SR ORI B, I R AC RIS B o IXRAF 55 2 EHOB T M B s L s 2 B0
FAEBRERE RS, TR 17 2 TS o A4 IR R A

Fok, TR 51 5 I =B LB 1t T B IRERIEZ A8, W2 DB
H B R AR RS E . AMTENET

“o A AR 32 B0 2 1 A B FRERAE (4L 2 4 B R 1) I 5 W 4 I e 2 1) RO AH B AR
(Ashton—James et al., 2007; Joby & Umemuro, 2022; Wang et al., 2024), SR 1Mj 1% LLHF 57 I 121



SRR R A 2t B R 5 NS B2 MK R FESR RIS, S EaE 2
— P 5 10 B A2 (Lindblom, 2020). A2 H B IRAE N B S B AER . R EREE, A
S T BRSPS, WO R B3N THE 7 B SR SIS,
Rk, RGHEES B BB S B IERE, AMUAEEIE R N R 24 B3R Z M4
ML, I AR A A AL s R B HE S B e Ja A, A BT R4 mhia e A
KA HHMEIRANENSR.......

AT FUR AR G L R 5 AT 5 ARAE (HIRIAUES) ZIERR R £ F AL
— I THESE T 3EAT LU B 2 T B A BS AN SR BT 78 I $2 7 i) — A B EAH B OR R GEAG 56 10
fBBE: fE 28R AT REA T R AL, i EL S RO TR B A 2R B B R A R AL

AERLR I, AT TR B BUMER AL A0 (312555 3 BO U, NFRILAR (1
S SR R, TRLAE TSI L. MR S, 2EHR
ST 5 1 SO 1 5 S AR R IO R S L.

ESGIEE T, FRATHEIH T — A i TR = F 2 HECR (G155 4. 5 BO.
5405 A= B 1 FRARAEAH G 1) DX 7E 175 28 Ik 4L (1) AH SS9 g A 64 2 (Harada et al., 2016;
Krautheim et al., 2020; Nummenmaa et al., 2008; Rymarczyk et al., 2018); H F LR 55245 1
NAEER AN B TH A7 B A5 (Dapretto et al., 2006; Kita et al., 2011; Lombardo et al.,
2012); 75 5 H A R (i 28 B i SR aa T2 30O 10 MARTE U] B FR 1 FLA 1 5 8 BB AR (Platek
et al., 2003); 8L [F) A5 (1) 40 - ikt 0 UESCPE T F LRI o J2 T ASERN ) 3 A N s S e e g A 4 5L

(Minio-Paluello et al., 2020) %%,

Rl 1B RGN AE P B JERAE (LRSS RS EAFESE=HLH] . AHE 5T 070 BT Y
H 2 R g B X A E B EAR B ORHR A DB R . DAL — 2D i ik te gt =
DXIAE BE |2 P2 W 4 v B D) e e, Dy PR — 2 AE AL 23 i ) RE S AL 3R BE O RGERAE
¥ o

B S5: “OHRFRAERIUE SR THE R XMIE RS G1E? X4 B K 21 4%
et SCHERMN .
O] 7 = [ o A L ZO0T L A R 4R H o AE AT ISCERRR R, JRAE S B KRB 4 5 3B 4
SRR FE R, BIETT WO 1R G IR G R I BT B 2R AR ek B S o), FRE 2
FE AR IAGTE R I AU NS 51 K11 H 31 46 [ N.(Decety & Lamm, 2006; Hatfield et al.,
2011; Heyes, 2018; B EH & J3EZ1E, 2010). F1W1, A5 5815 HH “Emotional contagion is
viewed as a kind of ‘primitive’, ‘basic’, ‘unconscious’, ‘rudimentary’ or ‘affective’
empathy.”(Isern-Mas & Gomila, 2019); 5¢“Empathic responses produced solely by Empathy1
(affective empathy) are usually described as‘emotional contagion’.”(Heyes, 2018); &
“Perception of other peoples' emotional states can also result in spontaneous emotional empathy
or emotional contagion” (Nummenmaa et al., 2008),

ME SR, 18 ISR b A RS A 005 MRS A R B 2 RS, 2
Sl NIE B2 CREERZFIRINIRSZ?) (Waal, 2008; XIHEE et al., 2009); 125 KSR
R B FE— AR RO AR AN AR BT RN, AR AR AR b AR R N 1
(Hatfield et al., 2011), J& 5t AL ZFFOHRES 1L T2 (Dezecache et al., 2016). M SEEGHE:
B LRE, 1 EIL G FIE 48 B e 1) Se 3 e SR AL, BRI WL 155 26 Rk 75 Rl i 1



25 N, ISR 1 28 R 56 1) — 2 M (Braadbaart et al., 2014; Kinoshita et al., 2019; Zhu et al.,
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AR, (BT MBS HE S SR b 2R AR Tt NS 26 1K) B s 28 S S 7 . 7EIE
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ARG, A RA IR KR .
B R : R HE LR E RSN RAVE W % & il S48 58 1 dw /N 7R AR RS
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B, M IE R 4 ARG E Bt TH UK T TR . PRk, AT Jeie 8 7 A i i)
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