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EENKWERR: tHAPHRERSNIERENF

B & FAAW
(2 ML T 238, B 650500)

H E EATHOASAZTRST LA SIS ERIAL, S5EMNARNTIHELAREGFHLY
Ao AHIAARLE ., WHOERREFT @, AAEFR T ARG E—EEE EHFRERKLAFETFA R A
B CHRPER ., KA, FRAKF. WRAFTXEAE, TRARFRAEFR T HER > H EAEL
B, FAERRAEBGH LR AR E, SEMEERGXAZARAACHEEARNHNEEFR. ARFH—F
Bt A FR T ERMXE T GHERE S AMEN, XFRFEGZIORT ., HEFHEE T 00,
F N K ERE LA 8 R PS4 eh o s e K A AUH]

KR HAEFRTHNE, AKX, HABE, CHEMER

HES  B849: (91

[7] 2 3l {E (synchronized movement) i 77 75 VE Y 5E RLEEAE o T A8 R ) SRR . S i ) B
FAEEFEZY, BEERMAMNZLEREZ — WIS SEDG, RS | AR5 2RSS A,
(Whitehouse & Lanman, 2014), 8T, [ 3I1EA {HAR R R A AR LS 2 WAL shE O 25 3R . Bl
RAEETEEMGH, BMEE A k& AT 1 ARSI, 4R AR S 5 RS S b,
Berp s R st iD= S ks m S SE, . FINE
TR REAE, R AL SR EARAE e aah 2 0 B WG . (R A RREE I
43 (Marsh et al., 2009). M [6] 25 3 VE 55 A8 [ 451 5 X T PR A% 5 B A AN 2 9 2T v i A A 43
/b SR A X AT S EAT DL E Y # $4 (Reddish O 50 B R SO AL A 4 PR 2 i e o A T TR
et al., 2014), U&ﬁﬂ’ﬁﬂ"ﬁﬂﬂﬁ*ﬁ’ﬁ(ﬁﬁd‘ﬁ &, SEEE R AE T B . AMEMEVER Mogan Z 9N
20080k, WL AORLD SR G SHIEBCNT o0 9)05 40 o5t 5 ah e o2 70 50 6745 00,
LRI, (S EWFEMERAAIE gy pea it oty iR M2
%{ZK{XEE%%%Z:ﬁ/%jTE’ IRHL R 5] 0 N B AL 2 PR IR )V (social response) Kl R A
TR EMET HAMRTR T - L BRI . 55, WA S

ARG R SESTARERS, PR S5 pt  aBUb b  Gabricl et al., 2020)
ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%%%&ﬁ%,ﬁ@ﬁ?ﬁgﬂﬁi L (Paez ot al., 2015), WL T 1EE
g;zziégé;?gf;;;{f; ii;zijz (Goritz & Rennung, 2019)5F J7 I VE A - R 5841 &
PR IL I P S e, Wiy S SOVBUBLL SR IOLARBLRL, A
ORISR TR, A0 7, s A, gL PUTET TRRASSHLS A 5 ORI,
T P A RN H S A R L R OR A A R AE e SC O I A A i 2 45 LA gk 22 4 A
W2 LR, (BRI RE A ke MOOTREERA — DR,

1 #HL4EFRIHESEEUXRS
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m TA AR R aE, JF HHA G # If R B4
MZAEYE . SEAARAL TR D B s MR, 620
FERESE B R BA T2 AR, B2 5 300 25l
9 H B R4S G RS AY(LiENard & Boyer, 2006).
EEARGAZRERA S, TS A% 1 E,
B E AT A5 (Tonna et al., 2020). £
BRI GAF R SO H R BLAE ST 1 S A A K —
SRR RARRE S 1o B0 RS O AT e AT
BB AR, DU EIRRSE . SRR
2] 25 52 0 R S s ) T 28 0t B RAE
SCo B An oy R A vh R LY DR BRI A5 R 4
TG 25 FE4 . 5EREAGRRIE M, fhasd:
T 1) 21 AN 5 e P 4 vh T Sl AR AR B 11 [ 7 I LA
Jo 5 S AH TR 1 s 1, IF HARS 32 i 1] F0 43 J] 1 R
il o B R LURE AR H A a1, d] DU AT
WILRENAE; SIEA S ARG RIES X, WA
TR E R 2z, RIShEAR G H .

HAN, ZHEMESTIRE S ST R
[l A TR R4 AL H YA 5 IR EE 2 0] i A B
YEFH, S8 I 6 AR BT T00 (Y [ 98 e ) 3R 44
DIRE G W Fh Z R 4L 2 B B FIAS o, & 4t
435 2 13 B PEAE F (Lang, 2019) AR A 4
E AR TRe, HRAES KM L& M bs
K, et b T, S AR EAE T AE R, M
i 7 52 AR [ B9 81/ (Tonna et al., 2020), AL
[ 25t e AR TE N sh AR S REE . A
FPATHERALR RS AR T 08 B OkGEEgR
WL RN T RERE, LR R E Tl
Ty fie, o JE 0k £ B 45 R SR AL S AT N A 4 HE AR
Fo A A I [R5 P AT 02 R AR 1 B2 7 B AR T
AR . IR UAEBE R 8 vh 52 BB S0 Bk 1 T 5
H)3 (Chorna et al., 2019), J4A 12k i [a]
Ho BILFEA W RV REAE R R, 8 R i g
F1hy 2 A e SR A A )25 M, 3 T 2 30 B A R AR
(371 (Shinya et al., 2022), [H] 2 i {15 )L # 2%

ARG 25 DL A WA N 1418 45 (Atzil & Gendron,

2017), FFEHM AR E Z M EI ST R
(Cirelli, 2018), iX$&/R ML S1E T BESR B AR 22 )
BIF=H, $em A7 ABR SR EIE N BETT
12 EAEBENABRENLESEERSHE

B A R[] A B A vt 2 2R 355 ) 4 s VR #E
TE A AL 2 g 7 PR 28 R B e B O T EL A R
FSEMR o ARG R, dh 2 A 1 [ 20 7E 3R

TFofERE X 25 NEkE . BFa] L 28 ) R il 5 /0,
XF A E A B T A AR SR A, X
Pt o B0 R 20 sh AR RE B 78 g ST A S Bk AS . Bl
O PR T T, B AR AN R HE A R RR A
BB PR A

WOR T AR IR 1, AR 2P Bl
A GIEERE ) o SR GRE A PR 2 2 )
fiE: H— 2 30 AT X AT A R 1 R g
(Watson-Jones & Legare, 2016), BIZ$F7 4R
BT EACREE] . TR AT B, S5
Fb 177 3k 2% 7K 0T BB A BT AE 4R 11 7K 45 (Lang, 2019);
H IR NPT A A A B AR N R BE A PR
i (Stein et al., 2021) X BRI AEA B F & A
A B 57 8] A5 AT o LATE I 9 0 S AR X TR 4 1) 45
VEAE A RAEHA B AL M3 5T o471,
Z GEAEPATIRIE SR 5 237 A 1 2 J8oR 3l
RS, i, S 5FCHE T 5 M ATEH
B W RSBUSALIGFIE S E LD R A T —Fh
LR, AR AN B (Gabriel et al., 2020), 7E7PE HE
T2 HERPAT MR R, EARIE A
{2 5 5 RN R A 4 R G, A AsH ek
T BAE R, RSOk SERTOE S 4, W
PR FNEAR 25 B (Paez et al., 2015),

FE2 AR TR S E AR SR TR T 2 5 & A i
B 6] Y BAE KO T (B an, 62 AER D), 2
KA 2 5 35 PAT — 2 1380 8V s I rheiy I
2L 2h Ve, Heanskse . PR, RS COUE LA
S T [ 25 A A 2 o g 0 FERLAERE 5 T TR ) AR
PEHEE R . BN, 1k2 53 WA HHLHG 0w o 4n
PATHIGEE T — B SR B4, 25 5 R LI
B SR HEAE S 45 (Davis et al., 2015), TEHE
Z 5 B AN LT R AR, 258 %
o MR R A5 A T R R 0 B 5 45 3 N (Pearce
et al,, 2015), R HZRAMEA YIS ..
HOE . RIS A A FRABOR R R Rt s A 1 )
B BN B P= A ML . Hop, fhg kB
W12 TR R D B VR O AN A5 3 T
B LHF . IS A5 S VR 0 P R B
ARG, BMOMMERK, MM HEpE S IREE S

s A U )25 B Ry R AR TR 2B 1 AR,
FE R — s SO R IS, X H ARk RR
T e s R, S —FP R W NZE R AT R, A
FIFA R S xc M 3, B =X AZEEM
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SAT Z ¢ ¥ E (Barry, 2019; Berecz et al., 2020), 41
SAIE RGBT AEE Sk B LG g R S5 4E
AR 2 B AR DI aES, B IR AR L
BRSNS E, ELFTHE TR 2 [A) b i BR 1
Fhos A I W25 T 3R R A Sk HASRE 2
BHEDEIMERS, B—MIRARA 0TS
TEo o XA SRR T A T SR SRS . 4
I SEARIB A W) 20 R AE A I st 2 iy
e AR B M B A B A At 2y, TR
0. AEGENERMKRUATTREE TR, H2H
AWNCERTX 3R € S i e e Elib 2N FH i
g5, WHEMET IO R R Z R Es . B, £
SERAGE R ST, A iE R 2 X #EA
TR SRS | SRAh AT, Bk IR Ty
1B —E i AR MEAE

2 HEEFRTIENNESEKE

2.1 RBEHHEMHIEEE

WA X5 T 5 R R e .
Hein, Condon I Sander (1974)iA AAEFEPIFPIE X
M2, HIKFEEMESEL ., arE A A &
TR REL, ALTE RO Bl 4 8 W e B ] 1 —
e JEE RS AT AL 22 R A - R
A, B R AR Bk 2 AR R ) 2B sh A .
Bernieri (1988)4% 21 /& Wp ¥ 43 S 47 Sy VT L 1 3
[F 25, T 2 5 08 30 1 A6 5 B ) B 0 A B,
A JHSMR SR RS H0 VT BL; 5 & & R 132 3l
110, SRIEAT A eI R ) ) — B R

2, AWRF NI RIS 3R
RIS AT, B2 T ZEVCECR A BRIR]E (Bernieri
& Rosenthal, 1991)H M, ShEILELE 21
T F B VE AL, T N B[R] 25 2 AN TR A 4R ] 11
AR R4, RIL S ERE T 2 s DT, R
BENBRUPIRG 2 —FhAA Ry, AH TR,
0D TN e A IR (N < B B K ¥ N = 40 o)
Z2 R RS2 [ 72 () (Helm et al., 2012), 55 —Fh 0 5
N, [R1D B4R 2 B B 3% (8] AT S AE i 1] 1 A
HIERN, —FhE A M4 (Delaherche et al., 2012),
ANRTE R o DL — T b ol 14 7 2Ok IR 25 a1
AR EE I ALD R S (Ackerman & Bargh,
2010), Richardson 4 A (2007)IA N [RI# shE A
[ AR FE AL 2 B sl b BT 0 AR R RS, sk
SE R AR B AE R ] LR RS SRR —2, OF

BRI M AL SR AR o 0 2 o5 5
[t b ¥4 [ 20 5 Dh = AN AT 3

R PR D R L S AR I B SCR R SCRT
M2 58 o B S TR B AR JEAS R A 6] f Bl 7 £
FEIE 20, T SCHY [E] 2 Bl AR 2 22 P i 19 84 )
o, AURFEF LA AE, B FE R A
(Rennung & Gérit, 2016), J~ SCAY[AZEE 2z k%)
Yy PRI AR P2 1 (Mazzurega et al., 2011), MIT4E
WRAE, PFEHE 1 2R AP EnE R R L
IFE, FEAS PRI LA ) 0 B 1) A (0 R FE 1T R
By UCC#a %4 (Jackson et al., 2018; Reddish et al.,
2014), FLRRIRFEA A 0L W] A B 7R DT B — 3, i
HIMK RS REWNIREE . HEER, BABRY
VR TP A5 2 U L ARSI A AR R IR AL B PR R
Wi et 2 P e g R 2R )0 BRI AR 5 5%
22 RBTHERRISIRERERMER

Cuadros 5% A (2020)% 24 )L 5 A 7E A & FildE
Ak B3 E LR R, AR —ARE
“IRE RS T ROW S W RIS, TR
S EIMT XA, XN, TEX &M
A 1 TR 20 B AR AR SRR AR 5l AL AR R 5
AREFATX 5y o 56 A Z WA K 3 m it &
A= G R AL S VE RN S T 2R B RRIE, AR STER ) LA
A5y R 2P B bR A A B, 9T 4 28 FOAE I Y
HRNT:
221 ERFBEENETHE

R A5 [7) 25 BT $0A T 10 Bl A 2 2B 0 v i LY sl 2
WHoE# A QIR SR, DR [E2E stk 0 o UL 5 A
BIFFP . AP 2 B R AR TR L A
L, tan, —EBkSE(Tarr et al,, 2017), H%
(Gabriel et al., 2020). 7% (Paez et al., 2015), i
P (Von Zimmermann & Richardson, 2016), 1%
Aelry . BAFsmE L e, BHRHEA
CR TS — B RS 1E . e —A RS Fp 4
—%((Hove & Risen, 2009). —do¥%3h LA 475
(Richardson et al., 2007)%, sEBr b, A TR &I
A VERE S B INTERUE, B2 H WA RS sk
2 A RIE L SR, M5 NSRRI A
[ s EE 25, #lin, Reddish 25 A (2013)%H
FJ UL R s E——k B, TR 6 4
B, 258 EANE . MEAE PR
SLAY )T BEEE A L O ) A A HLE R B R
By . — B A AR B BEIARE S ALY Al
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B ABMFERESOET R ERBER LR S 1 1R
IR
222 HEEREMETNME

WRYEH AL A, (625 SR o3 4~ i8 3l
i B ] A8 137 F0 J52 48 057 [7] 25 21 4 (Sullivan &
Blacker, 2017). [R5 sh V= 7E AN AR SE
E—FE N T IEATA0 BE), T AR R A B4
U DA AN A A 2Z 00 38 3 1932 30 Jr AT (180
), Wi Z A R A, (HARM ABIE . i,
TS AT SRR B, Ml fi] 58 4 — B BT 25 X
il A SR B AR Sy R AR AL [ 25 AR — S AR
TR B o — A A sk, WA RAEMI R . Y
FIBFIT R B, 54T 35 (Rl B0 S R0 B 5 v= %) B4
S AT A5 AR ] R AR 67 DG R S < [R) AH 47 B BT
(BB 2 58 4 IR 25 10 B SORR Aoz B B> (g 1k
14 3 A ) B 7 32 20 JE T B AR S AS) (Miles et all,
2009) [FIFEALFN SR A [ 20 sl VR 2 [ 25 3 VR Y
R A, (L [RIAR AL 1R 25 B9 % 1 3 Bl
AT AN R 4 (Macrae et al., 2008), A% T
MM RIS, B e [ A A R 2 5 A 5T b A
% . BIR RN R 2D R SRR TE S —Fh o TUIE 2,
H B IR B YIIE B EL A [R5 3000
223 EiRKEREHRLSIE

WIEFLSERGHEEN . BEREEED
ZY, A BEREE S HEIRFELFF, F$
BRI W RS ARTE B LU R A U B, X
AR AR AT I AEF — B B 5 .
TR AT, FFER A iR A m R
)20 o b SR s DA ) B A P Bt 5 5 1 22 Db
TR B, i R SV 18 248 55— 2 (Keller et al.,
2014), MTEIRFEZD KAR, AMHRE R
TR, BERAELERFALEEZE, XFPFH
HG o AR RS, TERFEEBRHA
H % 74 (Néda et al., 2000), £ E1ER PG R IXFE
IS s kA, HE AR R EEE g
% 35 22 i #22il (Codrons et al., 2014), F 40, & #
AN 22 B 1 45 8 — 3 (Cheng et al., 2020), &FiR4
L RE—EF T MIF (Néda et al., 2000), A if
FRW, BMEERGAES P HEARERY TS5
R MR, R S A R T
5%, (B)5 B L2484 &4z (Lorenz et al.,
2014),

AREREZEZGT, HEZERMES A ER

PR . MR, AR R RAEFIA 1 22 1)
RSB L B R R 2L, FEZma e . W7 od sl fil
B AF B — A B A B R G AR B &R
(Felsberg & Rhea, 2021), WF5REH, HAFLTE
B} [8] F1HE 2% (morphology) E AN T4 BiRF 1L . 5
B &R, U550 B TRE] 25 A i 8] F 3 7R
—FE TR R, R R R D R [P
5 T EIR[E A (Cuadros et al., 2020),
224 EHXNKEENERTHE

PATRIL SRR, B BTG A K/ 5 7
BAJR) 25 P 2 AR A5 5% (Weinstein et al., 2016), AR i [F]
YNSRI b UN T 2N PN 2=
A Z T SRR AT SAERE A RN, K 1]
A B Gr /N AR ) 20 2l 4 R P A [ 25 sl A
e, AL S E /N AR SN — R dE 2 A
(Baimel et al., 2018; Rabinowitch & Meltzoff, 2017)
5 3 A(Wiltermuth & Heath, 2009), WA & k20
4 12 A(Lewis & Sullivan, 2018), K1 12 A%
O3 S PR R 7E AR B OUI0R 3 i A B AR R A
(Moreland et al., 2018), {H &I /I T #4552 b
WISk AL 2, i Weinstein 25 (2016)H)—
WEsEh, REARAECH 232 A, ZNATBRAZOU
20 & 80 AARAE,
225 WMAFTXERHRETIE

) 2L BV mT 43Sy AR ) 20 FANRR R 28 . H
Hh, AR [ 20 4 B e [ 28 A0 X g ] A ][]
HAEE R TR A S SE, A C
HIEHVE S 75— N SRR B X [ 20 0] 2
3 25 T A S B R R SR, AR E] LA — R
A )y 2R 3% sh 4R L B3k [F] 25 (Cacioppo et al.,
2014), BRI, BAG BT I MR A O SRR
7 SR LR SR DR A5 ) 20 BRI b, RETE A
A BB R 1 S, LB I B R X T 1 Bl
PR BE R A o i o B o ] 20, 2 D) 2 XL
[f25 . WFFERM, B Z 810 457 fEE 52 i R 25
BRUEA BT % SR LZE R [ BT (Bell, 2020). 4
I [0 26 114 A A 1) AN T %8 7 i S A, T A i
o — AN A1 A 48w =2 181 4 B 4 ) 26 R A7 o 49
T, 3 S AR A AR R A A A ) 1 [
4% (Hove & Risen, 2009),

R A ) ) ] 2 B A A AN [ £ B 53
BB B Ay AR . MR AR R, KR8
YERT REJE AN [ S B[] 21 e ity i — AR 9 R S 1A
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LN SRl X — BAR I B4, FT LU ) ARz B AR
PEry, arRUR A R S0A BORE, AT LUE XA S 2
NE B, AT LI R s s o (EAE R 25 3l
VERESERY SE PR PR A v, BF9E 3 3 R AR A5
FUY, {CE % 52— R A s AR i Tl

3 BEToERCIERN R EOEEE
B

MHTE L SRS o, AR R 2P
IEXN Z 5 EH BRI 2AT R . S BREE
M 17 PR 2R Lo B e S5 A7 A RRURRE B0 0 ) 0 BRLAK
Wi o BIFFE 3 SR 22 b BT X3 4[] 25 0 B30, S
FOO A ALRHEAT TR BRI 9T, AHBC AR RAX
KA, FE2 0 R AL FE AT SifE R X 2 5 A5
LD 1IN 13 A8 SR NP C i (S R SO
[#] 7 e 4) A5 R B RR, X A Ak 2 A T ) 2D 3
VERESETE A S Ak 23 MR G | MR O B R 5w, B
FRAR A XA AR A 10 SRR AP VR
31 ERSEIETHIERNO MR EOE

EIEHLF

[] 21 Bl 1 JE A AL 25 B 25 Y Bl JFAE B4R
St 4b ] I (Von Zimmermann & Richardson,
2016; ST H, BN, 2022), —&BEEE. EUE.
b N 1€ A P 2R ) K U B A R Ll R - 8
t, RIL RGBT R EM, R R SMA
ME AR R IE 8l IR0 )20 s A7 B T 2 2 A
{RVEESE J1 (Tarr et al., 2014), 4uE17HY SRS SHVE TR
BRSO B R, PR A S B K
BEH 5 (Tarr et al., 2015), Lang %% A(2017) 4K,
AL TR L 5 9 55 4, s b SR N &
VEACE B, v g A BT 3R 0 86 3 7y P
4 TiZid B, Von Zimmermann Fil Richardson
(2016) I RITFE R, ] A0 B M3 U T LA fin /s 21
BB AR, O BRI R NS S
FAECALI B T A5 > e o D38k, BERE
A o 58 B 28 T DL I IR0 W AR I B B T R
TR 1 IR A A 08, A kO L i )3 (Gabriel et al.,
2020),

LB H Y IR 2D S R 5T B LA 4 B
18 (affective theory)fif B [F) A shAE Xt B 1% 28 WA
Mo MRS AE— R T 5 B [F) 20 1 B R sl 1k
B, XK BN R A BESR J1 0 . Marsh 48 A\
(2009)iA Ay, % J2 B 2% U0 b B 08 Sl 12 ) 5 5 3

MER T AR B RRRE 4, B Ay IR
PIfER A, BEAh, R ik (hive hypothesis)¥] It
WHEAT T AHRL AR o IR UL [R5 B 2 B
DA LA S R A 17 TR T 1 A2 DA e B3 507 gl v gl
45 B0 ) B SR (Haidt et al., 2008), J UL, 5 S
0 B {100 1) DARRURRL 155 R 1 R B ok 88 ) 26 Bl A %
e PEmI R O BME R VEA

HE— 2 W B ST SR T 26 (R 45 Bh A v B I
AR ERIEIMESAGT, 5%
PR PN M SRR N n, FRARCNE 4 B, AT A A 4
Fal TR R ol VAR IS 7 e S
(neurobiological theory)ii# & PR 14 B - 2 Gt 7 7]
L AERT AL S EE P AE ], e HERRS 5 T
Izt R, NMERRE A EIER, BRT 4 AWk
SR RN S AR I RN A, 1 B % R SR 0 AR
(Launay et al., 2016) F1 T PN MEREL A S8 FIRCR,
DATE BB 508 P50 (AR Sy N Mk K2 AL B 5 4 o
TRFRUER, ML TAF LA, [R5 5 RS 4 %K 1
BT &, I H B E &4l & 25 % B (Tarr et al.,
2017), Dunbar % A (2012) 5 4 FH P HE K ) B A
BAt SRS TE B A MBS B . AR EEAT
[/ 20 0% 3l 5, PN ME IR B B IO 3 T Ak S ER A
(Dunbar et al., 2016),
32 AEBECEEHES LS NN REERX

RREEENF

AN TG AR AL ] 20 SR 2 5 35 10 B i B
AR . TR, [FAH AL [ 25 AT ge e 4t
SERAE R EA LS AT R T AR EEMAER, SO
BENAETCAZ TN 2 D A e 5 RARDL A 2
T, FAEOL R D B T S p R )
(Wilson & Gos, 2019), Miles % A (2010)% 3, 7
RABBLIR AL 2640 F 192 5 3% A i1z
(BRI T B IAILIZ K T AW IE12), M2 5
SRR )25 RS ] R AR A R 2B, A Rl
AR

FE T ALY R 20 s VR BT 53 3 25 58 P ME BRORE
X — AR BRI S S H R R MER . B
Z R 3 N R A 07 [R] 20 B U841 1 5 3R 07 7T R
PN HHE B R 1) 245 SR (Tarr et al., 2017; Tarr et al.,
2016). Sullivan % A (2014)%F Hpi Sl fify | TR AH AL [+)
A5 X R S AR A [ 28 S A = A A B BB 2 AR
i, FVAEAL )25 25 44 19 20 0 1 0 3 v T LA
PR ST 5 A, SR A [R) 26 AR 77 A TR 25
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BN o 75 L E AR A [R] A0 Sl i e S s Bl R AR
WY, BE S 5 R 20 E s S ot
B, R A A2 o B SR 7 Rl 2B 5 5k, S5 R &
AR AL [R] 25 1) P59 19 1 722 Ak B o 1.2 (Sullivan
& Blacker, 2017). WFFE#E NN ARALIF] 25 w7 5 5l
YEWT fE L RIAR AL BB MR 5N, [RIAR AL 25 7] fig
HURBLy, i SR AL A 20 R — T B AR 1 A
izg), FEMHERE M A B, R IR
B R AN 25 BA R0, X 3R AN [ A
Az 1 [ 26 sh VR &R e s i kk 2 M i R R o 75 DL
By R ABL 2L AT R IE S, s, ERRBA
P FEBRA L Zd 07 R R DO T2
JnBA .

A T AR AR EY (blurring-of-self model)fif B T
[ AR ) 25 Bl 5 et 2 e il g R 38 %85 1) S 1 114 TR
A ZERIN Y, AT RIE SRR, A&RYS
N Z (] F S PR 2 AR RO, T AE TR A TP B i
H—Fh 4 —I&(Hove, 2008), X PR AT i & A 78
AR 18] B 3l 4 52 42 DS BE 59 4T AT I 45 (Decety &
Sommerville, 2003), Rl B &5 A 2 [a] 5t BR A A
WITR B AT Re S I T RIE s E AR AL, R AE L[]
0 B A RN AR A RS2 B 1Y, 1 S AR A2 [ 25 i A
B [FIAH AL HAN R, 10 b & 0 s VE G Be AR 1
1o KRR [R)AH 7 7] 25 25 B R rp 2Bl iy 42
X 2 6 TRV AAT O b [R) Bs) 5 38503 1 G A B T v,
H 3 5 At A B BB 5 BRI A AT 2 AE LY,
F ) TIAF S B O T R SRR R . HiX
Fh SRR BB AT AE T 3 A R 5 AT IE S BB
W, BIICTCIHBEN

ey Be X SO AL [F 2D SRR B IRC 2
AT T iR, Jil (entrainment) B4 2K
B R R S AR Y R, N R s B
SHMESVET 7= A AHA R 25 (Henao et al., 2020),
Je iy BRI £ 1A 26 1 3l & — A A1 92 (perceptual ) |
H =4 ¥ (autonomic physiological). iz 3fi(motor) .
#1425 (social) U A~ A [R] #2238 38 AH B 4E T 09 3 72,
I F 3032 W) 25 B 7 2 (Trost et al., 2017). £
AT R s AR rh & 51 & KA [R) 38 8 A4 4% 22 50 [
#(Bonnefond et al., 2017), FEXFMAERFE . T
fEiedZ . B AERm . EAMER S R AT
FARBL AR, HIFASIE A 35 Rk FER g2
W, Bmi 2 AR EA R BRI fE . T R BT
IR 25 it BROAE 1Y N B A 22 ) 25 B B (neural

synchronization deficit), PRI £ 76 2 ] i [A]
BRI, SEOCIZT . RS PATEERE
J1. W 8] 8 1 R B (Sedghizadeh et al., 2022).

JyAh, WA H T, e S ] A DX I T g
T [E) A B #2223 Al (Garcia & Ibafiez, 2014),
J& 48 15 3 F1 1 (sensory-motor theory) 2 H 5 22 Fll
AR AR RAE L B A 118 B AR
AORIR . Y 5l A OREE ] — T3y, R i 4l
Bhiz shIX . /N4 E 3l X 38 95 i35 (Todd & Lee,
2015), MITiBEAS i H AT 5 719 2 5 A A 20 1 B
HEizg, X T EERAASE . SAAEFEE
VKEFERIAH AL S AR B E MFE S . ik
TR 2E SR, Xt A iz 3 B HNB0E 1 K i
5 A C i 2 eE s A B X 38 (Overy & Molnar-
Szakacs, 2009). X EKE 5N RIS 52 5
LAY BN A3z Bl i 48 D 2% T R [RGB Bl
BRI W] — DR G X W BE 2
ZIOUH AL, XFHEG W] LU AR TE R 251 Bl
PR . Wrdd . Ml SRR . AR T4
WU, 2 E — TR — Yot 7 )5 1,
[i) B A TR P b — R B T — B — AR AR
TR, om0 A o1 ] B el fdRiE B R ey 3 AN
BT, R 2 8O B X AR T 0 AT Rk
(Rohde et al., 2011), 3 % B BVl 7 125 38 3 R
WAREST, HIRFA BRI T RN
33 AEABRKFERSHENOEREZREE

EHLH

TEH AW, AL B & W08
i P T A IR AL . 1R A R R
1o 7K B R AT 23 2 A A L A 1) 26 8k, 4 m
T 175 AR B8 (Llobera et al., 2016), H & [Fl
B S R & e L #4242 RUK A (Lundy, 2003), {H
1E )L 5 S H AT G oy A K W2,
* Kk E AL 24T A B FE A (Kirschner &  Tlari,
2014), #RiM, B EIRFEEAEE R ATy B
it Anc e B T EZEWEN. BR2ILE
P A NEAT A BRI 2D 8 T 2L st AT R
(Cirelli et al., 2017; Cirelli et al., 2016), Z&idH
FOR ) D R AL [R5 A A r i) O g 1275
P, MGk = 35 H AR (shared goals) ) H & [F]
LI ARG 4E B (Cross et al., 2021), XN
A L AR AR 0 R AP AE A S S M Bl rh
W EZ M,
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BEIREL A A & WX Z B AR W 2 A,
BT B B ROR A BB R PR iz B I
S5EFEBEAKER . AU E R
(pendulum coordination paradigm)& ¥, H HIEIE
RIERHH DA BIRFE M A R R EE S
KPHREAR, RIA BRI A & 7L 6
(Ftzpatrick et al., 2016), 13X 27~ P R [A] 25 # 95 A 3
INFNE R, AMEA ) F X RS AR AR 2 09
FEWOIR A BETE A b i B B W AR B0, i KR
FERPEE R R IRES . RSP st R 3 T 2RI 45
R BERFEZWEDELA KR L, HRE
W op BIES MR EA R T AR FL, £ w e
H A R F 254 R K (Fitzpatrick et al.,
2019).,

AN, ST 3 A R AR R 25 160 B4 N
fhosthma iy A B HEE . tean, A ER
[F25 460 T 7 A8 R 0 A S AT S5 B4 (Lumsden
et al., 2014), ZHFIF ARG BN FUR M LITT R
KR A RPAT S SO A A NPT AH [F 1 2l
YERY, S —FMBER M LG, 8t X Rl
AT L B A LA N 9 3l 7E B AR (Rizzolatti &
Sinigaglia, 2016)Jf[6]20 . A ZIRFLW &5
ALY B AE A 2 B RRLL WR R AT . AR TE R
TTEfERT, XA B2 3l 1) [R) B A8 42
TCR G SAE R RAE, 57 R 20 sV 0 & A AR 75
B S5 SRR R 5 SRR G 4
5, ek A 2 5R 4 E M (Paladino et al.,
2010), FEgm T5 B RPN AP ABEE . EHR
HEEIE, S5 506 REN A% R (Tschacher
et al., 2014), {HFEATT A& B 31515 B0 g
(Galbusera et al., 2019),

34 ERNMNZZEMETIHESHS MR

XKERHEOEEENG

SN [RIE S i SE A S R00 15 B3 2 9T
HUESE, e, AR M mAS S FHEEA R
[F] 20 # 2= 3L B8 & 09 & AF 7K OF (Launay et al.,
2013), *HE kL3 5 B A N & 1 o R AR AT 8%
(Rabinowitch & Meltzoff, 2017), & Mt ¥ ¥ H
TR RN B[R] A5 S AERO o TE TR A1 2l
e, 2 5# SMUR R ROV, BOE KNG E
S5 BIMMERR . @0 o F B WA KL,
2R NS A BN EE B RAE— R’
(Cho et al.,, 2018), WALt F, S5ETH

LB AR BRI A R i B IR T R e 2
i 43 T 20 E S kR T, xRS KA R AN B
2R R 3012 1 (Macrae et al., 2008), T %
SN H B BRI 4, BFE A K BIR)
SR AR AR TR e i B R R A AR
2 [F] 20K A SR Y45 B B P A 9 (Richardson et al.,
2007)0 % FEMR A XN TR 2L Sl A2 58 1 PRS2
S T8 AL T ) O3 O 2 TR A KRR Y 2 S ok A
W,

JyAh, AR BRI i A R R AR
fl N BURZS AR HE S A A B, 9 A 1k 1]
frC BRI RS, PET AL E 5 /R (Baimel et al., 2015).
KNRL E AR R AT TR, 7ERIRE T 2
TR R Al B BEAR S 1 4 3 (Baimel et al., 2018),
XN /NS 14 [5] 25 3 VR AT LS o & O RE Dok
iAoV, ARIT B ABR R PR A S A

#1415 (social brain hypothesis)# i #t:
SRR /N 558 B R/ 3R W A iy, P
XM DGR, R R /N AFAE DA FR
(Zhou et al., 2005). RAEHER AT RS, MkiE
o B Al N 1 B A 23 O X S 1 B E RAEJE
16k B O IZIE 8 R AE, AR — B0 sh
(Rizzolatti & Sinigaglia, 2016), XX A [f] 25 3= 5258
A WL T 5 B R 5 A FH PR A5 ) 20 1, o A
B A A T 2D 28R B T (] A A ) A A R
(Nowicki et al., 2013),

NN B B 2% B A & [F] 25 (Costantini
et al., 2018; Cuadros et al., 2020; Hoch et al., 2021),
SR, = AL B BB 3 v & A i ) A6 0 F A
AR ML E R, A =R B2
Bl RUEH A ARG T Bk, LI
SN BIAE RS o AT RIE Al A LA [ i 53
EP M HAR— AR LR, AR
A 1A AT AR Y 3 520 BRI PR Oy S 5 e
(shared intentionality) (Tomasello & Carpenter, 2007),
Kirschner Fl Tomasello (2010)3&H, 78S AR HKIE FI
BRI 7 A VRN B, R SR PR AN W] D
B o BRI AR 35 A Bl B R A 3 W] Y H A,
[F) 20 3 A b AT e MR AR R S s i .
WFFERI, U N ZH A B R B B 3 5 3 = = ok
BN [, JOF 7 AR SR R [R5 R, 2
584 VE(Reddish et al., 2013).

FE AL T DR, P BA A [ 20 1 B i 2=
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Rk o 4 P AR AR A O 2o B — SR BRI, 4>
e G P BA B 5% 15 B LA B R AR A B B 32
PR, PRHAR M 5 A B AR LR 3 — 2R, AT 3 B A
BAFSE M B (Weinstein et al., 2016; Zhou et al.,
2005) . £ K AT BA Ff AN i HR  3 JE AR E 52
IS NRE D=8 a YR N i1 I N = i e = e B
AR R . = AN B DL B [R5 3 KA~ DL L
TR £ 0 BRI B R SR AR R TR AP R
(Sofianidis & Hatzitaki, 2015). T W5, fil
B AW R i ] 5 0 R AT AR AR R 25,
r fi iR G X B A [ 2 1 5% M A% K (Chauvigné
et al., 2019; Honisch et al., 2016), i 1] G th & K ]
BARLASE [m] 2045 DL & A= i S 1AL
35 HAAKBERNETIESHS AR

XEREBRSEYHH

TEUMR 5 2 5 0 = A )28 s VR rh, 3] [R]
T A W R D R R e A, B [ 25 A ARSI 25 ik
Z (Gallotti et al., 2017), AfE K Z T ES T %
e [E) 26 o i an, A A TR 25 R RCRT LA X 2 T AL
J= E BURGE  (Dunbar et al., 2012); £ &K
iz Al L7 A A2 %00 (Sullivan et al., 2014); [F]
A i AT LA S 7] 26 Ak A B 2 0 B2 B2 (Launay
et al., 2014), XLERFFEI A IR Z [ 7E AT L
I [F) 20 3 v 23 O O B R 5 R, B
T MERR, IR (B .

38k, BHEEE Rk BRI B 8L ) [ A0 BT
JLzE AR RE S A SRR & S (Bell, 2020),
W1 AT 8 [A] 2 8L 7 (bio-behavioral synchrony
model) ¥ I HEAT T B, % T 23 A BE b X B 2R 11
AN A B, 4% 04 A B B 23 IR I B 5 1 A=
IR AR YRR AT AT LR — S,
P IE R L YR 3G I B T AT R R R
(Porges & Furman, 2011), H ik, BT[R50
W, T A IR RE R . X RE R T
PE TR T SRS R Y

AR, —SBRFSY R AN A N2 4t
SRFZ PRGBS, SMRR AR L
[F] 1 & AR 3 — AP RN T #E A7 1Y, b & AR A
R NIRRT . ARE SIS 5L (theory
of dynamic attending) X5, 765 ARITHIE A
WElal, BEEEPETE R, X8R T SR
4 Fl 4 BT B (Van Wassenhove & Herbst, 2020).,
TEA 22 0 AR AR A R 4 TR 2B RS R 1,

It H2x 38 m %t [l 25 £k B 0 2 3R AR B2 (Lang et al.,
2016). FE ¥ SR T ERNECT AT AN ED AR T
BT T AE R 3 A% BOR #0(Goritz & Rennung,
2019), ZZERMEIHF T NMERER . PIEKRT
DLyl /b o7 385 | A () o 28 P 0 06 FD D R O
T A 9 55 15 A 1 IECTR S AE N — FR B AR R
U /0 [ F1 /952 IR (Drolet et al., 2001),

WAk, B[] 20 2 AR T R A 3 . 7E
— s, 258 82K 50000 B A R 21k
BT RAECRSR R AL, a5 VR R A5 AP
TIEEEIEAT R, AT B AT AT R, 2
RIN, RE E e [F]25 A L AR B e [ 25 2 RN 3 [R5
H )2 5 3 T AT A% b W 1R 25 Ak PR i i R4 TR,
IF Hax — 45 R H S5 3 U@ 2 0 45 i e A
(Chvaja et al., 2020), = 3 5w [ 25 Bl /E 1 5% A {4
Z R 25 AN R, #F— (g ib et & e . 4R
i, 33 ol ] 255500 7T e 23 BELAS SCAR MLYa FE 25
BN o AT BE S AR EAL IR & 1Y B 45 T e A
TEFNWT, X 5 IA S TR AT A ME SRR A
KRB IGAHEAL
3.6 AELBESHIEHREHARING

1 G2 TR B W0 SR ) — A SR
FEE, G4 T X SRR ok iy [nl R, SEEG T
KCAHR A B AR . NSRStk A, BRI
WA ER Lo 2 R BRI R S0 e i it . 4
Az Wy B2 A T AR ) 2D S O BRI

4 REMAREE

th S R 0 W25 Bl VR B FEARR AR O BRSO (1 T 5%
TR T FRATTXF R 25 sh A O B, H 22 40 A 7 48
Z A ek — 2B BT

B —, B R 2 A 0 T 2B W AR X ]
BB AE S AMEE . AR SO T S AT R A
TE— 78 P2 L A A ASC SRR AR O B0 BT LA 1Y
BAER, BXT T XA A s M 1 BT 5 T X
AT A, HRTMBFGRHA T L%, than, AR
¥ e A Ay S SR AR A ) 20 Bl 1 i e A 1 — b AR
s 4, TS 5 R 2D 7T DL e 42
W, Wk B IR ERGE . PR E(Péez et al.,
2015). WA WIS SRR A AEAE T AR A
AR, A AR 0 T 25 3 Sl o0 42 1 0 s ke 21 ) 1R
AT BE 23 B K (Gabriel et al., 2020), ¢ Tt B 1%
7] 25 B VB 2 75 RE A% 344 95 4 0 140 R A5 31 78 4 iF
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F1 FEXHESHENDHRFMETF RIS
Sk FEGER) i St R
8% Gabriel %(2020) IR A R AT s sk
i Lang %017) Il 8 Pk — 21 N/ Wz g
B Tar %Q015) BB, S h o amsy RSB i
L (FM%)
J;H Wes Tarr 4:(2016) e 25 Bk B3 P Rk — 21045 1AL 3 L 2 52 Wk
U
A B AT .
BB Tar %0017) R RSN sy sk
e Von Zimmermann & Sl oy Sk AL [ R
Tk Richardson (2016) [FE Y-, 812 BEFEREES RS
i NGk i — 1t S S . . g g
ison & Gos T*ﬁ‘ b SIRECHSEER pne i g 1 e
KR AL, Sullivan 5Q014) ARl L0 WERBRARAG M
wate RHIF gufiivan & e et e ) X
= Blacker(2017) R — 300 RS ARG e
Miles %5(2010) R H RGO FARGRAR eI
A% Cheng %(2020) ERAEEARr SR IE EV AT INEy AT ES R P
BE o SRR R LT LA K %
%  Llobera %(2016) B R A PR R s
> B PR 1 ZZ [ L (il 2 [ 4 ]
- Efﬁ 1 empatick H2016) i EEL:.%[‘%E&EJ L — —
Jﬁx/u\ JCh N
7k;: HEH Cirelli 25(2017) AEIRMEL Y LE ST eI A BARERE P
T Rk H0019)  AARESHERASUALYE  ARREAERE R
% A . RS, ARRRS B0 ARRES RS AR
mig Cros e . BRI i HEHE
WL Lumsden %(2014)  ATEHRRL [ AR A R EET ]
W Dunbar %(2012) L] 2 O ) 2 R R e g
A Sullivan 42014) AU LRI R PR R Wz g
PhE XL Launay %5(2014) W) [l s — = ESEEAIEES A Y
ff‘ﬁ XL Bell (2020) X [rl 25 SR — AT BRI AT R AT
i .
I A/ e
W Chvaja %(2020) o ] ] S ey 3 ERBACRE L s
2 N Baimel %5(2018) BN 25— 0 Ik 1 VERRHIE | I
3N ggg;r)m“th &Heath, 5 ) g offe CEREECE L5 Emie
Rabinowitch & XN [ 25—V 388 3 ] — X ] 51 — e - L[ IR e St BT
20 Mottt (01 s BEREACEr s BN
EZ 2N Launay %£(2013) IONIDAE (e BB A=) TERETNE
st N
) A /R b x L B
L5 40 ReddishHQOI3) 4 AR, it oafe O PRIRERIE
(H/%)
o KA HEk 2 BRSO 232 A/ \
232 A Weinstein %5(2016) - /20 ~80 A) LAY et/ PLIN
2 LevsESua o s 2N e

(2018)

N2 N)
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52, JF H 2 i Ak 2 A 1 [R5 77 A 1 SR AR W A 1
o 5598 5 T A 5 AR A i AR A
J¥5 255 [v) 36 [ FELER R AF 5K

B i Bk I AN [ 28 AR AD B AR i AR 2R
N AL A 1 [ A5 B 1 1 SR Y 45 SR AR AR
AN—F, Bilhn, S84 LR AL R 25 i [ 25 8%
MNWAFHET G ZAb o VIR RN I Z 2R L R
AL )25 B[R] 25 R ik, {E7E Sullivan F1 Blacker
(2017) M F 53 & 0 AR A IR 20 B AT ) 20 % i,
1M1 58 42 [F 2L AR = A R RN o X & W] T AN 6] By
B [R5 A T R 23 s W] 25 A8 . S, BFSE
K IR R s gl B v RN MERK, TR 2E B
fE(Lang et al., 2017), #X1fii, Sullivan 55 A (2015)%
B[] A5 B 25 38 G VR K F-, (R 0 9 T JC
HAE, RISFP 52 0 I R & i N HERR B0 .
TR R W 2D SRR D D 8 T R TRl S e 3R
PIE R, SR 2 A 0 B SR R AT 58 G i T i
SIRE AL R F L B . desbh, W25 sh e
AP L 2 S BN —FEM 255 . M EL T AT
[ 25 S i, TR A [ A0 S0 s £ 2 9 15 1L . 5 184
(Sullivan et al., 2014) . {H AR R s 7 il A 32 3
HORARE R, RIS 3 5O 2 DL RO 19 77
M. WF5E 3 BE S K IR 2B S VRt R [l 25 i 3t
45 5L R ORI 2 o 5 14 e R 0 3 KT T
A7 [ 25 8% (Sullivan & Blacker, 2017), X428
[ 2 Bl 1 7= A 14 TR) 26 8508 1T RE 5 TR 45 sh A 2 5 02
B BRSO R, LSRR A . R,
T BAE R R KO . ML iR B i i
SESRAE TR X I S OP I (A 5 25 SR A T 2R

E U R N B C P A R (A R
PR R P E L O FE B Y &R AL . DAAE SCHR
B R R UL IR A B A A )R A R 2B (58 4 T
), WA AR [FZE . A & [R5 RS ) A5 4
2RISR D . IeAh, AT N AR LM A EY)
RIS | FEEREE . B A [ FRAORI R A Py
RIS HLH], M) f B A R [l 25 ah 1, ax se 3
WAL BE A2 A ELHE R (1, TR A B OCERY . ]
W, —IRBE ST K BRAE PR [ A5 B AT LA it S K
g5, TE AR PR TR B G I 2 A & B
B 175 2% 1 184 111 (Weinstein et al., 2016), 3% IR T 4
SIEREE I W AR B AR L — 2l g Ik R R
H R RS 4 . S AT A v I ) 2B 3h
YERAEDALE, gAY Bie 58] T K& i SEiE

SCAF, T Al S L R g, I S ] R
PERET 25

U, BT AS [ R R B 2 1) B [ 25 4%
NG B E RRALE . BAR A BFSIESE WA
A /N AR [5) 25 3 B 2 3 e v R UR R T Y,
A6 ) T 3 HEE AL o (H I SE A TE T ) 2P T B
W REIE RS S5HEK, &R R 3
B o YA BAMEBLZE #T Y KR, 253 T ERIR
A R, A BRI R B R EC B A R
R ILIRMER . A IR R, S AU T A e R
AAETE R BRI, i AL B8 LhBGE T
Tt B /N A BA IR (Jackson et al., 2018) A% T2 5
T O RN B LR SR L,
B T 1i0) T S AR IR 9 0] A E T R A B T 40
i R, 02X R RS 19 5] 25 BV ML) 4 A
FERD T WS SRR R Y W] 25 )
YE7= AR A S PR I | O BB A AL

A, SrtaAER L SE AU S—
AR E [1]32 Bfi (collective directional movement) 5%
P45, WEA 5L ELRLLOH . FEARE
138 Bl — R — A1 5 7% 3h 3 55 — AN oy
(Wilson & Mansour, 2020), H:% %5 [A] I A28 1k,
M [F) 25 sl VA 2 F 30 1 A B (8] FAH 67 b 1B o
R I, M E )2 3 I BE IR L Sk 28 1) 7
B (4 B4 BT A 6 3 7 (Wilson et al., 2018; Wilson
& Mansour, 2020), MEDF AU SHIMA S AN Z [H
435 % B FLF AT (Hale, 2017), iR REAE HE 64247
A (Fischer-Lokou et al., 2011), #8451 [7] 25 sh1E 2
[i) Py DX SR AR AN Vi 1), H 20 — a5 AT DA
X AT BRGNS, B SR A A S Y Bl
YEDETL, ({38 K A /2 3 52 1A 2 3 VR 08 1
VERC, I H A F A 58 3 09 3V (BR a0, Xl
#JA, 2013), B AE L SVE LR AE T IS
B, AN T A LA AR DL S AR B
JE75 A KB (Rauchbauer & Grosbras, 2020), Xl
EARMR LS — LT A
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FIEPERE, 21(10), 1833—1843.
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A substitute for the collective ritual: Synchronized movement
and its mechanism in the secular world

XUE Qiu, YIN Keli
(Faculty of Education, Yunnan Normal University, Kunming 650500, China)

Abstract: Social life’s synchronized movement in the secular world is a cross-cultural phenomenon. It has
the same pro-social function as the collective ritual synchronized movement. In establishing social bonding
and improving mental health, synchronized movements in social life can replace, to some extent, the
collective ritual. In addition, it plays a psychologically protective role for individuals and groups. From the
angle of the movement phase, consciousness level, and coordination mode, synchronized movements in
social life can be divided into five types. There are similarities and differences between movement types and
social response factors, including mental health and its psychological and physiological mechanisms. Future
research should reveal the substitution and compensation of social life synchronized movement for
collective ritual synchronized movement. The influence of factors such as consciousness level and phase of
movement on the synchrony effect should be investigated. Furthermore, attention should be given to the
function and mechanisms of different synchronized movement types.

Keywords: synchronized movement of social life, collective ritual, social bonding, mental health





