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* % o4 (Meta-Analysis) ©

B ERENNIIEME: EF MR I THT
IgE OB A HERE

(AL TIMIE R 20 B2 BE, K 116029)

# E  AFREH 1R £ (Intergroup Empathy Bias)# 35 MRS W B R A shBEAR A R 50 S, BT, AT
BRI £ 09 A4h Z 06, LRI H )G 691503 4k W & A7 2R 4 hud] & KA 3. KRBT LA & L R A
it ¥ (Activation Likelihood Estimation, ALE)* 19 & Bf iR 2 1k £ LK PR 09 i R L ARSEAT 947, 1F3] 4
REBER, > AL T AW AT E B (left anterior insula, 1AT)F= P A1 4T 47 & & (medial prefrontal cortex, mPFC), #
— F % B Fi i 38 M 5T o AT AL A (Meta-Analytic Connectivity Modeling, MACM)5 Neurosynth 7 4 f8 25, #F 70 &
LR I E R AR B IRE £ P AR A R AR A, BT 60 T Ak W 4538 5 o S kAT ) 4% (Central
Executive Network, CEN)A £ 2 i & & . M A ILRAURA T IR 09 4Y 24 F b al, B AR EZ KT FH
RGP T T2 EHFIRE . KRR B A TI T X 8 55 5 i X 69 LAk o) ae A AR 2 3L A0 2R 42 AUk, JF
B THAEAZ LN ERA LA EERE T RS E, AMERABFEFE, RIS R Lt £,

KR BFREH R Z, ALE oA, MEiE il M5 A AR Neurosynth

FES  B84s

1 5§ FRRBERER, AR PURER I L AR T 4
FORF 25 . AR BERBER 1, T FIRGR AL
IR XoF PR R R S A A K$%E‘Jﬂu§‘k(\ﬁkar? 2 SR R 2 g A B 2 72
et al., 2011), EW%@)‘E%’I\W@W ?Xﬂ‘V\]ﬁﬁiﬁi 45’;,“‘, @,ﬁ\(ﬁi‘&%ﬂﬁﬂﬁxﬁ%m . ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁé}
PUARBLIL 2 UOICHS, WAL AR gy e R 5 A R AR . 0,
WDIRHE, 5 LR IR (counter-empathic tesponse), g pyagiif 1A AR BOK B (B
BN S B AN S BB A P a8 % G e D R B AN B PO R R, T AR T T4
I (Cikara et al., 2014; Gutsell & Inzlicht, 2012; PR GEMIATF (Losin et al., 2020; Vaughn et al.,
Vanman, 2016), FEBRILIE IR 2E AR TG TES) 2019), FEENLGEL, B R X ARG B
2332 B NN B2 i i R BRI, S BR A A 2> (g Ht R (R 22, AT RE S B R Y K e 4 R
PR DA AN . BEAAR v AR B s AR 5 VR 1 B A (Mitchell et al., 2005), {15 1 B A2, W80 BEPRIL
$REETOCHENLA . Ah, TR R 22 O BIFFE X4 15 % 2 A B T 28 A #E PR i 28 (intergroup  conflict)
AR AR ML B A B L, Bk AR IR BRI G BREE R, AT AN Y
S PE RN 2R A RS2 B Tz R S AR R 400 AR B o 5 10 2 B N SRR R AR
BRI w22 AR —TH . AT ER BB IEA G, BARME, MR MR
SR R A, RN ] T SRR R ARV R 2 i
Wk EL I 2024-11-08 BEBR ¥l 2€ (Caspar et al., 2023), BLAb, T2
Y b s T e . 851 B0 RN X B B 3 3N ) R 4R S 15 7K ST (i )
e e BRI ARSI g i o201, A o B B Ol
WAE/EH: ¥ E, E-mail: jzqcjj@hotmail.com et al., 2018; Shamay-Tsoory et al., 2013),
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ST A R LA 2= TEARVE AT L AR A
S SRR A1, MIREFER AT IRIL
T mMZETE Gl . @idis Aa g AR,
% 4n Iy fie Pk #E 3 4 M 1R (functional magnetic
resonance imaging, fMRI), RJ LXMW A0 2 # K fisi
FEPAT N AN IR S5 i i ph g sh 22 5 o it
— G H, BIFSE N 0L AT AR I f0 429 B 2% 5 i >
TR, B IEALAS [F] 75 15 78 B AR Bn 55 I 22 7
T A R, AT OLAE T TR R

PLAE T T B PR 17 I 25 i AL IR R, 2
DL PR A B 1A Sk S0 X 4 '8 IF (Berlingeri et al.,
2016; Cheon et al., 2011; Fourie et al., 2017; Hein
etal., 2016) fil4n, Xu % A\ (2009)% ] IMRI £ R,
FEF AT FEXT G, JF R T X P A
AR ILE A 2 0G ShToY . M R Es R BN,
AHEL ARG AL, 5 0 3R 1R Y P A e T L g
75 & W AT F0 71 9] (anterior cingulate cortex, ACC)
FOHT % 5 (anterior insula, AI)E 582U A &GS .
T3 — A3 B FE 0 SR T At T 2R 43 D9 AR
U0 Hein % A (2010)38 ot Bk ok B 4755 43 P SMEEAR,
HEFE4E RS Xu %A (2009) 1 & BLAR—2, HIAH
B HALER BA Bk K, ABAER 2K B 98 77 B B BE S &
BT A1 9] (ACC) FIHT il & (AT)TE 38 51 14 i 22
W3, 4, Ruckmann %)\(2015)7F'JH:JHE'§/J\ﬁﬁK
LA FEPLI 53 AR, R IRAEAR R R LIS 4%
PR, Bl A MR [ (right fusiform gyrus) ., /)
fiti (cerebellum) . I, (hippocampus) Fll 7 1~ #%
(amygdala) KX B B MM AT 25 HFEER
WS, MBI 53T 2, BT R (U Bk
LR R4y BT R A AR B PE RN U B I AR AR AR
RGO AR B TR 2R . R, A
[R) A B4R K1) 43 7 22 75 2 T 3 o L 155 O 22 1) kg
HER, Btz REMR.

BEA, BEBR LA fh 22 0 pa 22 L 8 7T DL 3
15 19 = A4S 1T 43 89 ERE OG5 A 0 2 0 R (a2 1
BT HRE . RS, R o aiE s
JE& I (affective empathy) (Decety, 2011), TAFIFE
1% (cognitive empathy) (Morelli et al., 2014)FIF
4 (empathic concern) (Decety, 2015; Rameson
et al., 2012; Zaki & Ochsner, 2012). & EIAE A
WIE 45 2352 BTG 25 0 B% e, b 28 0 Bl A 22
TNy EX BRSSO AT, B [l
(ACC) HI BT Il & (AT) ) 1t 22 3% 2l 1 3 i 55 (Cikara

et al., 2011; Cikara & Van Bavel, 2014; Han, 2018;
Jackson et al., 2006; Sheng et al., 2014), TAFIFLIH
T H Al N O s RIS 25 RS e T, M &g Bl
i 22 RNy AEXAMRFIR IS 20T, 9O i
J% JZ (medial prefrontal cortex, mPFC) (Mitchell,
2009)FI3 Ti Bk 4 [X (temporo-parietal junction, TPJ)
YA 2235 B 0 I . A DGR AR A A [
O JF 32 B AL A AT A A0 1) 09 o0 BEOIR S (Marsh,
2018; Rameson et al., 2012), Drwecki 5 A (2011)
WA R, ME TR, HABRTZ0h0 A
AR Z R LGSR, R4 3 1 A= &K
W 1EIRIAR YT o i FE P BOHE M E 35 IX (ventral
tegmental area, VTA) . & F #4145 [l Jz 2
(subgenual anterior cingulate cortex, SACC)FIZCIR
PR (striatum) 55 15 X 4 1 2235 5f (FeldmanHall et al.,
2015; Genevsky & Knutson, 2015), #F5&M, &
A B 3 A v P AR DR M, B i
BTG 4 B 3L, ANURERE ) 1% 25 5%l A
L5 HERT, RFT LA L R AT A B Rt
1% )2 ¥ (Thompson et al., 2019), [AlH}, AFIIE S
T BRI IE T A5 R i S R, R AR iE R At 2
17 M9 % 4= (Marsh, 2018).

A 5T O TERRE AR R 43 1
B — B4 T R Ol 2 DG G X, T 50 2 %o 3k
XY ZEG oA A LA, ULl /b X 25 00 50 10 J
— 0 g [X (regions of significant concordance)f¥
R, HILBLA PR 8 R a5 B AR5 B a5
UE. fltn, WFFE & AR AL T A b, AR
TN T 5 o 2 ML A R P 24, L i G
(AR 1] BE /& 5 37 (Cox et al., 2012; Gu et al.,
2013), SR T & (AT)A2 75 0 FE PR L5 g 22 1) Sk
E BRI X, DL ROR A A A — SO X
A RHRAIRS . HIL, £ 2R BGOSR
i1 (Activation Likelihood Estimation, ALE)#
FEBEPRILIE 22 MG T 5 W B — St i X, A
25 2 T )RR R o 17 Al 22 0 T A A 0 T X

SR, — B X AR S 58 & 4R AL T RERR
LA Al 22 1 G BEG DX 2 o7, AR AR FR T —Ffr ]
ARIBFFEAA o IR AR T A s 17 i 2 A4 DG 1Y
TrBe R BR T8 i DX, FOph 28 1) e i B SR 4R
FHAZERNFRERIX, 20T AR -2 H
Tifie A Es ke AR B F R S L UM R R AR
M 4% % 4 (Bullmore & Sporns, 2009), E K5,
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TRk g e BT RO T 22 il X =2 ] 2 (A8 AL
(Varela et al., 2001), £ X 38 3 & 4% 14 W 4% AH
HEERGE, 3K 8  24 1) B A8 A8 N T PR AL
TGS AR B OCEZE, R, XA I X D) g
44 THD A R L 2 35 TR 55 RS T A 2L [m) 80 i
X B D) BE % PR #EAT 43 03X — B AR AT LLid i ik
T 18 Pk JT 43 M7 455 I (Meta-Analytic Connectivity
Modeling, MACM)3EHE, F14H A Neurosynth T. .
HAT DR o

g5 LRIk, A E R B A O 22 00 R — 2
PR X I E— 20 T B LD BB AR AR, AR HUSR
VIFTFFR . w5, RIS AR Al ik
(ALE)REFEBRILA% i 22 L0 K i) — B IX o
TEMEERAN b, X 7T G852 na B Br 5 O 22 1 VA
R ILE B R . 154 . NAMFIARR 4
WA (Rl . AL RIS AT 55 (N B A ) 1A
WA Ay A . LR, 45 G RN SE M T 4 p A A
(MACM), i 2 5 — B0 il IX A7 76 T 5E % 38 1 L
i X . #J5, 58I Neurosynth T H.(f1 7 #id
14000 ™ Ty RE i 28 52 AR WF 58 B dla 128 1 7 e o A
TH )X B B 1 4 55 R A8 T 9 i T i I 45 30 A 7
TR, HEmiah € KO BERE . 38 ik iR ot
ST RS AP ST AR BUR, BEAE W PR AL
22 55 0 — 3P X, A JE 2200 48 AR TR
SR S RGN IR ERR M S FHARYE . S,
TOAT BT 45 S8 AT LA A 42 )2 1 ) IR S T TR LR
SRS BRI, 3 R O H A X R HC T R
2%, TTLAR AL T SO m, DA B2 25 b s /b T
PRt m s, it mE S5 61F.

2 Ak

21 XBKRRSMNIRE

£ PubMed., Web of Science. ProQuest. 7l
W T RN B R, R R R OC T REBR 3
155 I 22 1Y) IMRIAF T 464746 2 (KL H 9124 2024 4F
1A 31 H)o HSC8R R R AFH 4 A2 58 1 50
T« 5F — 2 B hy it 28 JAGOAH DGR T (EMRTL il 1R,
O MR OB PR A AR TR (R L PR . BRI
SMEER); B =R OB M ARIEGLE . B .
[FI15); 5 PU4E FE A 25 A AR IE (IR L . IR 22) -
BEOSCHR R R R FIREA T 4 A 4E B 0 oGk . B
— Y JE N PP 2 18 A D& R 1B (FMRI . functional
MRI. brain imaging); % 4k 5 4 bR A ARG

(group . intergroup . ingroup. outgroup); A5 =4
J A 3L A 6 AR 1 (empathy | sympathy |, compassion);
S DU 2 Ay s 22 AH A T (prejudice . bias). FIFIA
JRB RIS AT e & A OCHER), Se Ry o R =
F“(fMRI OR fikifif%) AND (B OR #£hr OR
NEER OR AMiEHAE) AND (L% OR #1§ OR [l
%) AND (fi i OR fi22)”, H&3Ckr = N “(fMRI
OR (functional MRI) OR (brain imaging)) AND
(group OR intergroup OR ingroup OR outgroup) AND
(empathy OR sympathy OR compassion) AND
(prejudice OR bias)”s LAk, X AT #E T ST AT
BN 51 30K R, ARG AT A oY
el Eaddrik, HAGRS] 61 i SCik.

SCERII A S HEBR PR F . (1)AF 5T
XA TR TE, HEBRZEAR | JCo b 2 iU 2
AR STUERFSY ; QOBFFEXT 4. BFSE b i Bl hy fet
FEBAFER RIS 18~60 %), HEBRMNGH 45
AR B R A R R SRR AR Q)BFR T
WF 5% Rk A OIMRL J7 #%, HE B i A In o &
T
(magnetoencephalography, MEG)%% H At 77 15 it XC
Wk, LA R 5E H AR g 23 B 15 AR S5 0 A 3R B
k3 1% (diffusion tensor imaging, DTI)FIREILIR
Jif% (magnetic resonance imaging, MRD7T; (4)
BAE A WEFTER A oA, HEBRALIEA T %
BRI BT OB SE; (5)Z5 A - BESE AR
1k J5 1Y Talairach B Montreal Neurological Institute
(MNT) 7S ] 4 45 R B0E 25 28, HERR R4l &5 A 4b
TV R 2% 1 1 800 25 = 0 3 9 M X A A ) A
5%, BARRTHE LRSS RE LA 1, BEHA
ALE JT A7 Y SCRR B i o 190, 90 Jeil 577 N,
AR 141 4
22 XEEBRREITME

X 9 A TC 53 A 0 SCRREEA T 40 Bg gt . S
BRA5 B R — 1R &k Rmt i)y . BEA I K/
(BEA R R B PEREA ) | AR CF AR 1 Sopn i
7)) S ELAAT B8 20 A1 A kR %5 8] (Talairach 5 MNI
ruEzs ). BRI S, H—1EFE 3 e
(2023 4E 8 A 5 H . 2023458 A 31 H. 2024 4F 1
A 31 HRIESCERN A S HEBR R HE AT G B, Bl
S EATEBRT 3 i a Rt A Thext . 45
IR, 3 AR AAFAEA VR 22 5, — BB o
PN SCHR AR B WLER 1o AR ITorHr i

(electroencephalograph, EEQG)
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; FEPubMed, Web of Science, ProQuest,
HR AR T3 A R < TN B SGRBUOCERE R (n = 27)
. SRR BIHIX SRR (n = 34)
_ > EHE IR (n = 26)
% FEARITRE (n = 35)
i ST GORAA IR (- 2)
T > JEMRISCER (2 = 4)
_ ¥ EREBRILE MR T (n = 6)
& PR R
3 SCERECE (n = 23)
i
- > SRR AR (n = 4)
P I 2SR B SRS B —
i (2=19) W RN
o L Sk R

®1 TAMXBHELREERREEEFTEHR)

75 W—fEE O BEAREGD) FI M (SD) ArbRzE(E SEE T fE55 2 H f;%y
1 Azevedoetal,2013  27(11) 23.9(4.11) MNI PRI . RSN ORI S ) 1
2 Berlingerietal., 2016  25(12) 25.3(4.8)  MNI PR . NFIESAMRRIE RS (SR 2
3 Caoetal, 2015 30(12) 23.17(1.8) MNI PRI . RPIRSAMRIE  EERIES (M ) 1
4 Caoetal., 2019 29(13)  21.42(2.36) MNI PRI . NEEASSMEER IRITA(Oh ) 5
5  Cheon etal., 2011 27(15) 23.08(4.35) MNI PRI . NRNBSAMEIR ORI (O ) 16
6 Contreras-Huerta 20(8) 22.5(1.06) MNI PIm I . RSN R IR (O ) 5

etal., 2013
7 Fourie et al., 2017 38(17) 40.79 (5.01) Talairach PIMILNE: WRESIMIE PR HIBIO ) 4
38(17) 40.79 (5.01) Talairach 1EZEILNE: WRE>IMIE  HEITHOME) 8
8  Foxetal., 2013 19(19) 22.0(3.5)  Talairach FHILNE: WFIGSSMFIG  ZRITHGMNE) 20
9  Heinetal., 2010 16(16)  29.8(1.6) MNI PIRBLNE . NEHASOMIFER  SEORIT A O ) 9
10 Heinetal., 2016 40(40) 22.7 (0.41) MNI PR AL . RPIRSAMRIE  EORES (M ) 16
40(40) 22.7 (0.41) MNI PRI . NRIGESSME IR (O ) 15
11 Jieetal, 2022 38(19) 20.58(1.9)  MNI PRI . SHENBA)>  ERIESGMNE) 3
S AT (BMEEA)
12 Lietal, 2015 16(12) 22.38(2.7) MNI PR . RRIESAMRIE IR (O ) 3
20(11) 23.15(2.35) MNI PIRILNE . NRESSME IR (Oh ) 3
13 Luoetal., 2015 30(16) 20.2(1.45) MNI PRI . NRNBSSMEIR BRI (S ) 2
30(16)  20.33 (1.65) MNI PIRILRE . IR BESIMRIE BRI O ) 2

14 Mathur et al., 2010 28(5)  23.7(0.8) MNI PRI . NRIGESSME  RIRIT (O ) 12
15  Pluta et al., 2023 30(12) 23.7(4.28) MNI PRI . RSN ORI (O ) 1
16  Ruckmann etal, 2015 30(15) 24.5(3.36) MNI PR . NBEARSOMI R R (O R 7
17  Shengetal., 2014 21(10) 22.0(1.8)  MNI PRI . MR ESAMRNIGE  FAhGEEIET (R 1
18  Wang et al., 2015 30(16)  22.6(2.4) MNI PIRILE . NWRHASSMNEEAR ORI (Oh ) 3
19 Xu et al., 2009 17(8)  23.0(2.0)  MNI PG . RRIESAMRIIE RO ) 1

16(8)  23.0(2.0)0 MNI PR . RRIESAMRIE PRI (O ) 1

it 141
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Cochrane XUF i faF PEAL T H., X 19 5549 A SCHR
PERE . . M. BdEEN . RE M AE
6 NITIE L 7 A S% B AT R RS DAL o XA~
B AR H1E A Ay DRSSy T Ak 7 T 4 A7 A0 JRU IS A £25 >
e DRV Al (40 R ANTE RE I B 8 o FIE S5 R R,
19 RN SCHRAE TR RE . SE0t . I HE L 00 e
A5 TN AN S 6 5 T S AR RIS I 1
2.3 BEPGA ST E

T3 2R F 0 9T 430 7 12 B8 AL SR M A 1k
(ALE). & 5 T e E 30 5 B A A A Y, 183
R 38 A0 5 A T U S T N o i X ) A
B, I RIS B (modeled activation map,
MA)DMR R N AL EATHR G, I AS B AR R
5 ST U T REPEGBIAE MG 5%, 2015), HdEAb
B GingerALE #14(3.0.2 JiliA)#E47 (Eickhoff
et al., 2009; Turkeltaub et al., 2012), EAKF LU
s R R Y B0 A bR S )RR MINT 23 (1) A
VGt — #5402 Talairach bRifEzs M R o Bl 5 X #EBR
A A 22 FH DG DX AR AR HEAT JC 4 T, 7RSI
5 p < 0.05 (7K A% A5 1 R Ik (family-wise
error rate, FWE), 7ERISE{EHN p < 0.001 HKF
AT 2 H AL (5000 S HES) AL IE (Eickhoff et al.,
2017). MRHEIT W, ALE ST A 2= /0
17~20 T3 758 LAARIESE T T3 (Bickhoff et al.,
2016; Miiller et al., 2018), AKHFFEALET 19 55 3L
ik, W IR AR R
24 MMEBMETSFTEE(MACM)

i 325 38 14 TC 43 B 455 B (MACM) Y 3 4% 32 4
B WURPIAI X TR B R MM, BAT
T AT ek A — 155 3E o B, B A
oG DX A 28 AR S B4 35 AR 4] 4 3 (co-occurrence)
BRERE, T LA Bl fi X [R] (7% 3 R 126 38 1 1 400 (B A%
s 4, 2015), ATFFE(HE A Sleuth #X{4(3.0.4 WiiA<)
24 BrainMap JHE%YE % (Functional Database,
http://www.brainmap.org) AT SCHR T 1€ o 12 50 2E
AL ST 3406 G CE . 111 US4 76016
AL 16901 ASSEE AT 131598 4~Ak b £ (Fox &
Lancaster, 2002; Laird et al., 2009), SCiik fifi e b i
W LK L, & ¥ “context: normal
mapping” Fl“activations: activation only”; 7E#{i®
K F, % & “diagnosis: normals”, “age is less
than 60”F1“age is more than 18", 454 ALE JGr i
253, 7E“Locations” ¥ A 2 bR, T 3R A% AHIC

R B LT IO 14 i DX AR A, 5 T 3k 2 Ak AR A 3] S ]
WS XY ALE ShHr4h
25 Neurosynth TR

Neurosynth J&—MI & Hit 14000 4~ HE#f
SR AE L oo B T HAUE 8
e T T A X AW A AR o 15 AH DG DG B i) iR £ 7
BC X (Yarkoni et al., 2011; https://neurosynth.org).
FATHE T MACM 3RA5 (3L RO X 2528 AL
%] Neurosynth V-5, 2t hefts s ka5 H1&
) L [R] 9 DXOR 7 ) S B A S BRI AR LA
—HESCAI B, T R 5 B RO XA R R
B, B B TS A PR A S A DX B R ARALE

3 &#X

31 ALE TH#ER

F2B/R T ALE WIT/ M 5 JA S B0 iR
FIVEANGS B, B 2 SR T M SIS R A o A A 1
(f# F Mango 4.1 22 #1), i x40 ARG 19 G STk
(577 280 B T B 155 I 25 40 D& Ak A ifE A T R A
ST, KB 2 A E RO R . R, BRI A
T2 ORI 5 (et AL, TADBHT (b0 A 45 x =
-32.7,y =129, z=3), £ 3 MEMEOEME 1: x
—28,y=16,z=2; WEH 2: x=-38,y=14,z=38;
IEAH 3: x ==32,y =10, z=—6) . ZIiE# H 55.3%
MBI . 34.2%MK 5 . 5.3% SR 5.3%I1)
P T2 T — A R A T P A R )
(mPFO)IX I (FFL 2B hR: x = 2.1, y = 279, z =
45.3), fEA 2 IEMEOEE 1 x =2,y =30, z=44;
MY 2: x = 0, y =20, z = 52), ZBIEFEH 52.9%
B A5 A [ 47.1% %85 b (8145
32 MACM &R

FATHGBE R 1 S5 BE % 2 oo AR K s
[E) S T A A JRR % X 35 2 B (Region of Interest
Width, ROI Width), 49 A MACM Y SCHk i A5
e SR IIERE | GiRE 155 R OCHk, A 196
TS | 2520 44 838 B 3364 A AkbR; bR 3 7R
2 Gk 9 R SCHk, ¥R 12 TSEER . 132 Ak
Ko 255 AN ABFF . it ALE TG0 3045 5 2 S [ 3
WX 3. & 3), HARGAAnN . IR AE 1
FE DI BE I 28 T, 5 OO 7R 5 BBUA 43 A3 A
(52.3% P FAME, 47.7% S FZE0), T T
§(20.8%) . ZARMZ(17.9%) . F[E(12.5%).
JERTE(12.5%) . 8 (12.1%) . i F [8(10.6%) .
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FERHZ(6.4%) . BIRA% (4.6%) B 1171 (1.3%); ¥4 3 90 xF 19 20 3 [ T DX AT D RE AR A, A B
W 2 FTTEDNREM 4% b, BRI R 58.1% LT LIRS IR o S TSNS 3 BRI E S N i

Zefm, HAERET AR s, 1 BT BE M 4% 32 B S5 AT 45 TORE SO T AR
3.3 Neurosynth Z#r4 R x, HOCHHAEHELS” « TR “tifr %5

FIH Neurosynth T.H.(https://neurosynth.org) 55 N TARSC T, DL Bgn]” 9B T
®2 ALE LAOHHEHKER

H.0s A B (Talairach)
Wi s ¥ BAK WH AR
X y z (mm”) (x10°7)
1 BRRAZ . Wi . SR hknrE 42 13, 44 -32.7 12.9 3 1192 1.76
2 BANOIE ., AR L. 8.6 2.1 27.9 453 696 1.75

ZEMBEAREL ., BRI
R HRETE

2 (x10?)

K2 ALE STt &5 R g K
T BB EARE R X B E] TR RIE KO o B AT OIS AR 1, BRSO BRI BRI L AR . B ke fel
5B AT ORI 2, WA RN AT R BTN A AL LR R, T

®3 MACM S&REEKER

FERRIE SR DIk e Ak DA PR MND (B ALE i
i 22 WG R s i R X X y 2 (mm’)  (x107%)
1 R, SRE . B, e £ 4 6. 13,9, 44, 1.6 14.1 8.4 84792 45.62
I N IR R S =/ N 7 47, 10, 46,
Az @ 45, 22
)1 IO 1 Tl S ZE.F 6.32.24.8 12 17.3 445 22416 12.75
3 TR/t R TR A2 40.7.19.13, 38 506 453 11648 8.41
Z LI 5 39
14 T80 4 Y N (70 4 N 72311 N &7 40.7.13.19, 411 511 45.1 10448 8.14
2 SN N R | 39
1-5  /NIRHTAE . /NS A s -32.9 —63.5 27 1792 6.44
1-6  /NERHTH L NS ral 31.2 -62 272 1520 6.08
2 2-1 R Al £, £ 24, 32 -0.4 339 0.6 4464 4.05
2-2 W5y . BERAE i 13 -36.1 8.8 53 1072 1.46
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# &/J\Eﬁ’lﬁﬁﬂh AN

b 9
W z=-27

8(x1072)

R [B]

BRE i

8(x107?)

E 3 MACM #ras g
K 3 MACM S Hr gl SR IA, S W om A% i 22 4T 45 o i X 18] B9 T B 38 1 00 o a R RIS #2 1 BT e RO I D BE I 4%, 6
s . BARAZ . RBRE . BRI bRt RS . B R SR EL FREL TR TN BLET RN b

P S K 2 BT e Rl D RE 46, S = A1 1L A 5 e R A

55 518 SO T A SIS o B0G % 2 19 i DD AR
KN GTEH . B SO BRI A G, HL G R g
B ER OME R B “WIRP ST A
W0 A IR 1, Lh R 43 5 T B A5 (Post-
Traumatic Stress Disorder, PTSD)”iX — 0> Bl # Jj5
AIRE(LER 4, B 4). A, PIZH AR RER 45
A B B ARAT I 2 P9 1755 G A i) o

AN, FeATHIH Neurosynth FEL/r#r T.H.,

FREUT 5w Je 7 M 4% (Central Executive Network,
CEN), 7R % R 47 5 ifil] M 2% (Executive Control
Network, ECN)FH G A9 il A5 B o 112 9 45 i 1l 15
(&1 55 AR R T B S o O 22 %) 10 7 68 D) 4% 47 2 8] &
hn, XF L ZE A E S BR .
34 FREUHTASMER

TEILIERAN I )X — % L, HT1%
4% I Y SCIR B0 B (A — s STk Y — 20 552
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£ 4 Neurosynth SR

WOIE R 1 T A T A ) 4% S S iR AR WOIE R 2 JIT A A T A ) 4% S S iR P
£ 45 (Task) 0.4 Y95 (Pain) 0.235
# 15 (Gain) 0.332 #159(Gain) 0.189
TAEiE1Z(Working Memory) 0.309 2 i (Reward) 0.172
752K (Demands) 0.239 i & [ (Noxious) 0.139
H )24 ) (phonological) 0.247 i (Value) 0.137
1#5 %% (Mood) 0.226 1% % (Mood) 0.135
1 fif (Load) 0.22 B453 J5 10 38 5% 7% (PTS D) 0.132
Y9 1 (Painful) 0.123 £ (Money) 0.123
B3] (Word) 0.122 15 1Y (Affective) 0.122
15 % (Language) 0.122 W (Anticipation) 0.122

a — IERRL b — T2
04 125 03 ]
wirs
FAIA] TAEIEIZ ke I
PRI R 54 HER
i HHEN BI575 R AR

e

%

¥l 4 Neurosynth 53745 5 ik
TE: B G RIASNE RBONEIR o a B BOE B 1 T ZE DI BE 44 % 7 1) S 1) K HOAH DG KN, b B R 0 % 2 e Tl

il PO £ 3 ) O S ) K AR DGR/

I PRAT 4

WG E 1L RROE X

EHERXH

s BEBRILR i 22 )l 2 E I 2% 5 v de AT R 4% (CEN)JE T Neurosynth 7357 25 5 %) B 2]

W KZAES), ARLHTEA . Fit, 4
R MRS B LSS, RIS HEIT T
PRI ME 2 BT A SR R, Ok B 19 R STHR Y 547
B AR PR G O 22 ¥ Bl v S I A B 7

o RO 15 5 T 2 0 T I 5 (LAY B 36 (oo A -
x =-30.6,y = 12.9, z = 1.5), fFF 2 MEHEEH
l:x=-28,y=16,z=2; W 2: x=-32,y=10,

z= —6), H 87.5%MFEtR1% . 8.3%N T ARAX F
4.2% 0 Sy 2R 5 — U B AN T PR 8 B
JZ(MPFC) X (FR LB h5: x = =19, y = 27.8, z =
45.5), PEA 2 M IEEUEE 1: x =2,y =30,z = 44;
WEfE 2: x =0,y =20, z=52), H 50.8%)%H Py 0]
F1 49.2% A8 L 171 20 1 o

ok, BT AN K AR (Riige . LA,
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ARG AT TR R A 8. 4558 8w, 4L
B 43 AR I AL IR 22 16 B e, 19 TRSCEG
W) 434 2R EIPABOEIE . BORETEEA T
e M IR & (JAD B (P A2 85 x = =30,y = 13.2,
z=1.1), A 3INIEEEE 1: x=-28,y=16,z=
2; W 2: x=-32,y=10,z=—6; WE{H 3: x =26,
y =16,z = —6), H 89.3%M R . 7.1%A E R
I 3.6% 1A i 8 21 g — A T80 e 62 P
Hi R JZ2(mPFC) X I (D A b x = =2,y =29, z =
44), A 1 AIEMHEME 1: x = -2, y = 30, z = 44),
1 62.7% 085 P [ 70 37.3 % A4 450 L (0] 20 o AR 1,
A DL At AR 498 Rl 43 oA A1 AR 1) 155 Al 22 3 Bl
Gt 5 WAL, 130 ZPk), K& MW E LR
T X3

PR, BT IS (AR S R)#T TIRER
PR A B, BT N RIS — T[S TS
17, Sheng % A (2014)], A2 LIHEFTIELH 53 H7
I, ABFFEAESBRNRIFR G, XA WS
EAT T B 2 A BT o 25 SR oK, SR 18 B SC
kB 526 44 PR TE S B 5T o B B — A R (P
DABRR: x =—32.7,y =12.9, z=3), A 3 T IEH
(EMH1:x=-28,y=16,z=2; IE{H2: x=-38,y=
14,z = 8; W 3: x = 32, y = 10, z = —6), Hi
55.3% M9 BRARZ . 34.2% MK 5 . 5.3% B A A
5.3% 1 H ST 8120 B .

B e, AW XA AT 55 B BRI (B
g3 FIROIE i — SRR, Ho, kA 13 53
WkE 358 &R TEAN BT 5 BB 1 N
PO AR x =-34.6,y = 11.7, z=3.7), £33
MNEHEME 1: x=-38,y=14,z=8; IE{H 2:x =
-32,y=10,z=2; WE{g 3: x=-32,y =10, z=—6),
M 53.3%B9M0 5 . 40% [0 FERAZ A 6.7%RY H e Fif
B K H 7 55 SCHRAG 204 4 Bl 7e o1 8
55 R —DEIEFECP O ARR: x = -1.8, y =
26.9,z=44.2), fEH | DIEEOEE: x = -2,y =28,
z=44), H 65.4%8E NMIE . 32.7% M4 L [H Al
L9% M0 [l j SR A . BRA T4 A R B
EWETR . ZRAVEERRIRY, W55 A
FE55 ) e e BRSO 7, T I AT 55 55 1
G355 BRI & BT — AN P L
LRI ] e 2 A BOE RE (D A AR: x = =3, y =
22.5,z=145.4),

4 itig

ARBFTHE T 19 55 fMRI 3k, BRERT T
T A7 Ml 22 22 A I S 118 Wb 25— B0 il IXC % it
IREM 4% . 15, Mid ALE S04 87 o B Br A%
2 BRI X AT T A, 455 0 A QT TE
LA T 2 ORI ARG B (LAT) A P 00 i 251 12 J2 (mPFC)
BHE . R, 255 MACM 4387, 43 50345 5380
T 1 (A O M 2 B 30 ) R85 v 2 2 (PN 81 2 J2)
[ 0 P A DX, AT R Sl T R s e e 22 2% A
THMZIEEM 4 . e Ah, R Neurosynth #4752
REARAD, HE— 23875 T HE PR A% i 22 ik o) 58 M0 2%
BT RERFAE, 45 FE A5 v o AT R0 2% 14T LE X,
45 R WoR KRS B o AT FAFAE — E TR Y
B W, AWFFEHET NAMEERR 5330 (Rl |
Hofl), ILAERTIORR . 164 . AEE 5 (B
S FISM AT 55 19 BAR R AL PPy . FIRn AT T
AR 34
41 HEHABRENEZ -BMERHEX

WEFE R B, B B 155 O 22 1) . 2 — 0P il IXC
W R A S . Horb, WOERE 1 LT A DU A
By (AT) B FERET X 0 o 2080 3 1) 1 2205 B 2R 0
h, SO TR LR SR R 5 I o 22 05 g 2 e
55(Cikara et al., 2011; Cikara & Van Bavel, 2014;
Han, 2018; Jackson et al., 2006; Sheng et al., 2014;
Xu et al., 2009). HLAb, WG 1 R B
o s 00 PR e R T R 2 A, 6T 7 79 A T
it {5 DX AR AE A AR AR A e A e R o B 1 o
SN0k FEHIEN, LIRS RE, A2 T ik
By (IAT) 3 2 AEAF 46 A0 2 AT 55 v K /6
(Raschle et al., 2018; Smith et al., 2017; Wang et al.,
2020); 10545 M A ik &5 (right anterior insula, rAI)M
TEVFEAREE T ) 1 BOA B 4% (Default
Mode Network, DMN) il H1 4 4 17 [} £& (Central
Executive Network, CEN)AYZI#E LI i 2] ¢ 5t
Y& (Perri et al., 2018; Sridharan et al., 2008; Wen
etal., 2013) FHICAREIN, 3 Foffi D00 £ 2% 07 AT 2
TWAGFE 1 BRS8N Tk R 52 2 N AN 1Y
SR, T A DX T D R ) 4 ) 4
WRERZ B B

I3 — G 2 AT A A B JZE (mPFC)
T R A 2 TG Bh R BN, BN 7R LI SN
A 53 It 2235 2l B 25 0655 (Masten: et al., 2011;
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Mathur et al., 2010; Mitchell, 2009) . PNl Fif 4 57 )24
(mPFO)#E T H AT it E 2 EA G, B
KB PG AR ik, i 5 i S 45 # AH B
V& AT 1% 459875 (Banks et al., 2007; Ochsner et
al., 2004; Phan et al., 2005), a0, PIMIEG% % 2
(mPFC)fitg % P8 15 A~ 4 B WL 52 5 4 56 95 9 1 7™ A2
B 1A 5 45 o Cheriyan Fl Sheets (2018) & B, 114
IR /)N LR P9 0T 40 )22 (mPFC) i 28 T 17 3l 1
s, It 3 P S oK 4 B B K BT (periaqueductal
grey, PAG)RIH T N TR - Kk, ZERFPRILE
s, 4 EHAR A AR I, S A Y B
RS, BOEHE 2 p9UR /R R,
A 28 PTG TR P A

TR IR R E A AT 25 =W, NAMRE K
PRI L 155 (i 22 LR PR 470 A 17 O 2 2 1 33
T 158 53 ) 5 73 2L T ) R AR R DR A — B, Ah
155 W0 e S AR OE  1 Bo — Sk (5%
FEME, FETANE I 55 1 BRI 74
FNWOFEAT S AT 45 R s, PRAT 55 FH)
85543 0T I 9 G A A6 28 TRl 43 A I 5% 1
(LM M 2 BRI ) R G 7 2 (IR0 52 2 1=
WG X85 R3ERW], RREMES KB R &
PSR L RE R WO S M E T XA
5 PR A 1Y 3 0L AR 6 N BRI R PR b B T
T 5 1E LI T8 DA 56 0 A2 DT 5 (JAD; i
WA 55 D) B A 3R %155 2 28 ) A TN R PEAG R
LU 55 R ) B He SR DG B I DX, P
W2 (mPFC). 5 B4 IR, AUKILH M7
HE—ERHRE: BT &4 A T HE
XA R, Ft, 25580 SR G s 250
UEAF T A — 25 ik

JUAE — BICPE G X 11%) A 398 7] 497 25 B 6 3 B e 1
i 2 19 DG AR G X, {EL%E T L Tl B AR AIE A TR A i 152
N7 2 45 LI A 1) 10 ) 8 I 45 itk — 25 o i o X
I, MACM 5 Neurosynth T H. 1] DI X BEBR 31K
2 ki Ty fis P 4% $ AL B Ay 4 1 A 43 BT A
4.2 BEFRLIE R E KR ThBE M 4

MACM 3 Hr 4 3R W, 76 R R4 i 22 i
LRI, SOEFE 1 (ZEOHT AN 5 B A0S 7 2
(PN I 400 B2 J2 B ) 5 22 i DX A7 A W 25 S g 3%
o X & IR B I S X AT BB A il — A P R A2
FEM B 2T RE I 4%, b SEBURE B 15 D 25 1 A
INTAREE T Pefb i 255, 25T Neurosynth

DIRefARAS 25 R, SRV RAE DY N LT
=7

B, ETCTALIL” “E5 “fim” “EH#
2 CHED IR A SCEERE], RIS HA A
R TIEE . T BERRE 5 Hh S BUAT P 4% (CEN)
R AL, 5 A 38 A T AMI 4 )2 (dorsolateral
prefrontal cortex, dIPFC). i1 [F(ACC)FI TR
FZAREIER, WiEEE RS . TAEL
AR I R P45 = POA I DI BE(Niendam et
al., 2012; Seeley et al., 2007), #id¥f: Neurosynth
Az B AT P 2% i 1] 55 A 0 5 A T 4 3 A 7
FEMHE 5 FiR), RIFH AT S A R
JZ(AIPFC)RITRT 1717 [ (ACC) %5 S 5 45 s A7 16 25 ]
B, XRITEPR AR i 22 1% P 2% 7] g 38 13 97 57
RGBT EC . A Pk iCIZ e IAE PRI, SCBE
XF AN LG 1T R A A ]

FOR, KHEHR PR “f545” “PTSD” “ff/”
PERIZ ML S SEAE RN T o A2 &2 £
EE, M4 5 Lieberman 25 A (2019)42 H 1y 3%
i B 25 B 25 R AR AL P, S T T PN O AR
2. BEBRMATRGERIER RS K ZE . FEM
[ J2) . MEMATF0H B )2 (ventral anterior cingulate
cortex, VACC)M A IZAEMIX . WAL T RE M
B, % M40 BE R AR 5 HE B0 R 4%
(Orbito-Affective network, ORA network)Z&{ll: Ji
N (2019)F8 1Y, HIEE 70017 Jak 0o 2% 30 5 HIE 2451 12 )23
J& PR N 75 5 - )2 )2 (ventromedial prefrontal cortex,
vmPFC)FIHT 077 7] 52 AF L5 PEA o 258 Bk
XL, R B A 22 1 i X 4 T R 3 Ao AR AV 17 2
TN 265 2 (A0 T o ) 7 22 80 A 2 ) R ol 15
LR B (BER R G Y RE I ) IR AR, HI 55 X
AN B 1 A B0

e, REERCRIT TRk <R <M fE”
R IR R R IZ M 4 S 5 U0 RN (BT
i o TEREPRILRG i FE v, AR 2T A A F
WA it 45 AL (Cameron, 2018), FHEE T /MK
JRC, R PR BB A I A A R R T e
W . NRFERAVE Y A SR, 5H
Hah o Hm % H O H A AR Ok 55 A
(Correll & Park, 2005), X F17 R i i35 J5 AEEAH
N A 2 AL . 5T 3R W PN AT 401 B2 J2 (mPFC) £
BECTUA N T R e S T 7 BAT 8 224 F (Floresco,
2015; Jenni et al., 2017; Starkweather et al., 2018),
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T2 X G 5 58 A i E (reward  value)S5{5 8
(Robbins & Dalley, 2017; H.AIH 45, 2023), [Alff
5k X (septal area)fp[F] /5 T 254k 2 WL WL
(Masten et al., 2011; Morelli et al., 2014; Rameson
etal., 2012), AT Uz pla], 24 m IaEpr It
5 i 22 105, IS PART AR A 1 D3 3 O 1 B g 19
i)

5 TEERE

B, ARRITCAHTAA 19 k& SCHk, FrA SCHk
B B A MR LA, A — R SCIR%T L 2
T A B R 5 2 S A AN R SR
B A2 IE B 22 5 o PR A STk i B L B sl
SINFTCAT BT 4 e B — 2 WS . 4 HT ALE JT4
BT &5 S A7 7 1] P 1 19— S0 iy DX 8 XL
Boro T H., TCIS IR G I SR AR IR T A A
W1 g S, R T M B 3 (negative
empathy) . A b 2 T, B 1% JE& 3L 15 (positive
empathy), RI445%F i A FRAR 1% 26 R 285 i) 3L A
BEZ R R (R, AR, 2016), FHAZHLHIRY
I AN o 3 BRI 2R A 1) D AT PT BE U T
XTI AR5 28 e 2 N AL 3 B 0 A A58 B M
X, T 3R R IR A T I AR B Y ph 2L
il oAb, WA I 2 R AL 2 HEJF (social
exclusion) FI& I 1% (pain empathy) 55 S I 31T,
LA T b TS A R E s, CIB A
D3R PR AR . BT XS W T 43 A TR 55 T AR 1
RSB AT, TR I e R TR o 7 O 22 10 B Y8500
B AT, 5 1 1 AR M R B R 2 IR Y T A Y
Wil o AR FE I Y 2 I 1 28 i DA T RO 1 R
IAF By e AL, TR R AR I, DB
4 TET 1 B T o A7 O 22 A 2 AL ) 1% o LA

HKk, ALE Je/rFr BB T2 & £ HIF5E
R ) 0O AR AR, TR A ST B
E B BOE, X0 LA R ] B8 A2 B R 3R W
(publication bias)FZM . FT15 58 3L T 8500 &
W) & F= A ARr P4k 7 AN IE B T A AR BdlE, ALE 7
R R AR () 2 B RO IR AT AR OE, Angl
PR & PR kL (false discovery rate, FDR) (Laird et al.,
2005) %A 1 % 2 (family-wise error rate, FWE)
(Eickhoff et al., 2012), XL L P-TETC AT Y
LA, PR R R T B S (AL S 4,
2015), T EM R, A SCRERMH T ALE Bk

MR TT IR, B3R T Josr A g R T &gk, (H
YT ALE JT 4B FH € & 32 SCHR A9 i DX 3840 Ak b
YER BT EE, B AE AR 1352 ALE JC43 07 45 S B i
7% JETT BB AF AE 00 A R A fay In) 8, Mt Ah, BT
MACM 2 4 5 S 1 IX. 119 3] 6 % 3 IX. 149 07 125 A6 ol
S Rb U )z N, AHX RO A B
ERTFRIRER, AL LT 2 UE I X 56 W 45 B 42
Z 5 TREBR I I 22 00 77 4 . R T — A, TER
K AAIFFE I 9 HER IS BB X 4 S 3R AT
55 AR, LU an B FH 285 /5 04 ) 3% % R (Transcranial
Magnetic Stimulation, TMS)X S5 i X 117 &2 [7]
PELE, DI E X SN X R S 5 B bR AL
fm2EiE 3l .

5, AR T RERR AT 22 19 B —
SRR X, WA O T Al A (LAT) T P 000 i 80 1 )2
(mPFC)1E 1% 4 AN AR A B Ik 3R B i 0 25 17 98
2R FET XWX I REARE, KRR
A REFXE R TNk, BARWIE, 2200 A0
B ADVE A I 45 AL R0 S s 1X, 7E L IF AP REIR
JIL 7 B o 2895 By d 2 BRI, AR WIS AT e i
i 285 TEA U 2 CAn T 350 R 175 Al ) A HDU1 28 1A 50
(Can F UG B AR A) AR 55, B4 SR AS PR X S BE A A
AR IENEE T . AT J2 (mPFC)YE Ry 2
SN F il AP SR I TG X, A i SN A B
G [R)RE R A 28 06 S o AR ST AT
WA P DI 25 R & 19 SR M (A TE A A, 42
FEASXT SR EARAE 20 RS B IA RN TRCR . X T
FEREBR LA AF 55 v 52 0 10 35 0 25 FL X AR AR L1
K AE A s A A ) R R AR AR, T 2 o o
X AN AT IR BB, N £ f5URE R E(TMS)
S AR T B, B0 PERGRIZ S 5L AC R
i 5 (LAT) 55 PO B 451 B2 )22 (mPFC) (4 4 2236 3, ik
M3 5 X AN A R L B T . 3 oh, AR E
YRR ST I 17 i 22 1) G 20 R T 45 5 v e A T Y
B —ERENES, XRPUMNMEA LR
PE PR TE S O 22 15 s b R SR . HE it
AW, SRR TN GR, AT LS B A A AN
SECTE R B W, 51K g RS A
B VR B 53 A DG B BRI L, R E AN AR 3 3 b 3
1 SMBEVR B GY, DT 4 T4 T SRR Y 2L 1 g
Jio A, T REBR A i 22 LR AE A K rh
AR —a3 & 12 Z JLEBRC R X
P 51 B 5 A 24 (Tompkins et al., 2024), %°F
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JUZE 0 BRAT g ] 2Bk S 68, i L ) B X A
e BRI O 22 BL R F LT3, BORS A
R TP 2R AR A S 2 TR
B JLE I RE ST, B JLE T AR SCAe s
SRR, TR AR, B2 R
FEPRE) IE T B8, SR, 20l Bk
0 A9 A 2k, AR S R S kA A R A AR
oo WEAZEE T, DUIAT ot 4> R R 5
UREPR AT i 22, (EdEAt S FmE S0 . A R0t
PRe At R I AL TR SR

B e B R E K O T S A M
B, FTALIEIE K FHF F LK A AR A LA
Rt PR B RN BRRIEE E R
FaF AL B R £ 00 = &

&% 3k
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The functional brain networks of intergroup empathy bias:
A meta-analysis based on fMRI studies

SUN Luwen, ZHOU Yue, JIANG Zhongqing
(College of Psychology, Liaoning Normal University, Dalian 116029, China)

Abstract: Intergroup empathy bias refers to the phenomenon where individuals exhibit unequal empathy
towards in-group and out-group members. Currently, the neural mechanisms underlying intergroup empathy
bias, particularly the functional brain networks and neural regulatory mechanisms, remain poorly
understood. This study utilized Activation Likelihood Estimation (ALE) to analyze the brain region
coordinates reported in 19 studies on intergroup empathy bias and identified two significant clusters in the
left anterior insula (1AI) and the medial prefrontal cortex (mPFC). Furthermore, by employing
Meta-Analytic Connectivity Modeling (MACM) and Neurosynth functional decoding, the study revealed
that these clusters not only play a crucial role in intergroup empathy bias but also exhibit functional overlap
with the Central Executive Network (CEN). This discovery enhances the neuroscientific and theoretical
foundation of intergroup empathy while providing critical evidence for developing educational intervention
strategies. Future research should investigate the specific functional characteristics of these key brain
regions and their neural regulatory mechanisms, aiming to translate neuroscientific insights into practical
interventions that reduce empathy bias, promote intergroup harmony, mitigate social prejudice, and resolve
conflicts.

Keywords: intergroup empathy bias, ALE meta-analysis, MACM, Neurosynth



