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SN
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(PTG R G 5 0 B A E 5T B, TR 610066)

H E ARHLETRAREG —FABRES —FHSREGIE, CAA TAKG MG RFFEL L
BFAK, FEAARRATAREHRAT G RERY LFCARYBRREARERT ARELAY, -8
BEEBFT IR MAFZEAR: ARHLRAYFACHLRZAE T, BRBREAR .. AMAT M E), e
BB F%(BA=. B HF) RS RAEZARCMIATHT. AMTTHRT. v E%E), AP CHFLREELRRT
BREL AT FRER, R RFFRTHONRBABE A BRI %, RS i Kmes, R
b p e SR T AN A AR 28 P 9 A koAt B AL ENIR T, AR R B R ARG E Ak S 4R

BEATF AR
KPR HHAT, AL, SHMAK, R

SEES  B842; B845

1 3|8

PR — P A 38 R M T RR, 14 T 0
LA BRI 2 15 % #5 45 AS AT S 9 1 FH (McRae &
Gross, 2020), #EJLT4EK, THL T RN L
MLEIAS B T T2 05T, H4 K 2 800 AT
H S E ARSI, B E FRAFEEH7 (intrapersonal
emotion regulation; 5%l Li et al., 2022; Zhao et al.,
2021; mAlF AE, 2023). HA DB E IR E)
TEEETTIN 5 — I —— ABRIEZ5 75 (interpersonal
emotion regulation)tEL A 8 2 (Y LR S B AN E
(Niven et al., 2009; Rimé, 2007), & %] 2013 4ERi 5,
5T AT A I U O 8 I 325 58 A i 45 815 19
N2 HLH (Hallam et al., 2014; Reeck et al.,
2016).

NBRAR 25 8 WFR At S g5 IR, R E )
) — 5 (R 75 30 A B b el 2 o — O (BT B 1R
R B SN T3 #2E (Reeck et al., 2016), HRIE
W B AR AN TE, TR N BRAH 26875 3 Sy 1w 418
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F11a] N B G 2K (Gross, 2015; Zaki & Williams,
2013) AN FE Bl Al 2 S R AR A g 1 TR
(extrinsic) T &5 IR 7, T4 i 5 Al A B 3) DL
W H B 1 45 0 BFR 8 18] P9 B (intrinsic) 17 26 W
7o NBRIE LA HA P S RR AR 55—, 7538
At E S, AR BT s
B 28 SO R s DL & DA E Sk 5 45 1w % X
] Bk 18 5 % 1K 8 5 5K WS (Niven, 2017); 55—,
PA T B W A 2R B AR, SRAA R
Tl B PR 72X, 2 Sl R ek 5
TEME Bl A7 1% 4% 2% (Nozaki & Mikolajezak, 2020).,
B DL b P SRR IE AT B TR Bl 4 1y S 44y
KRBT B X BTk, 5 E B EA
A S RS AR, B AN
Bl & UR T B AR R AR

B4 B 15 28 18115 R 77 6F o B B 1) 1303
AR B (Zaki, 2020), —J7 i, ®ITHS
YO L e T AR i N e 1V 4 19 Dk 4 i st
MIRATH AL, JLIE . FHER, FAREBIER
NI A 5 B 459875 (Niven et al., 2009), WAF
Ja OS2 R B e EH B IR 2 TR0
PRIRYT IR B, MR 430 BIGST 5 8 (i an A
AT RIT ) WA O 2 A BRI 26 815 (Xie et al.,
2016), 35—, fENFES A, ABR1E %0877 2
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AT R AR B2 KRN EZE T X (Zaki,
2020). WFFEAR B, H BRI Y SRS A 555
REIE [m] TN A BR5& 22 i #E (Chan & Rawana, 2021)
DA Kz 3 8K %5 75 BE (Tepeli Temiz & Elsharnouby,
2022); K2EHTAE B BRE 468 715 58 1 v] BUN AR
5 39 ) 23 56 2 B i 52 LK JE (Williams et all,
2018), HEEZMZE, APRELETEHTELLT =40
B AR F 332 R E R H—,
PE T TR Y R R A B O, R
TSRl e AR A R I TR (Reeck et al.,
2016), B A BRAE 25 9815 I RCRIE AR T A 3R
%5 P4 5 (Morawetz et al., 2021; Levy-Gigi &
Shamay-Tsoory, 2017). %=, AFRIEZTHFIA
FIC I B A At N Tt 1 4 0 J) B AT 9
55 0 B4, dF R AR AR R A . e
17/ (Doré et al., 2017; Guendelman et al., 2022a).

9=, XTIVARAE . AR SE B IR R E
TR, N 45 IR T R G2 O B o M
28 it 22 IR A9 3% B (Reeck et al., 2016), iX
SO A AT N B 1 45 18 7 B 58 X R A 28 98 5 B
W, 18RI IRIGIT SEBE, BA DB A
P o A SCHE O A SCERAT A BRIE 260815 RES L 4T
S I A 7 vk A 32 B P A SR G IR A,
2020; A, skEHE, 2021), SCH NI
fbBIFFE, 32 IR I i) £ B i AR 26 7
TR IR

2 Rt HIFRIVIR D

A Reeck %5 (2016) %) 175 254 77 LA b 3E4% 4
DR RALSAT R MRS SREOC RG2S
WHE R I B4, H T80 1O ABR s 4 75
FEW K= KM%, LIRS . Hh A%
RGEHIEL RN R G . A3 L =AM 45 4
TSRS, 43 VTR 1] S BT[] P BN BRA
2589 1 I BRI IR o
21 @SB ARRIEE AT

H AT =500 BGBIE5E 5 48 T AR 1 b A
15 4 B I R0 S5 0L . & 56, Hallam 5§(2014)
TE—TUE R B BT, TEBOXTE WA 0 2
S AT 3 DA P s R A I A SR, AR
A C B[RRI Ml N1 2 o A5 R LB,
B 3R BRAR 28 85 I WS 1R Ry AMUEG
B AT B B XA, ABRLL A RAIE ST

PR B Bl TS T P 0 A P R TR R 2 /B e A
LR A G X, LA R M 5 R R A A I X
Pe#5, Powers %5 (2022) bR 7E WA it 4 4 K]
Jring, SR A E VE R N 22 i A R TS 4
S ACHEMWA —REUE MR R, I
A AR B R R AT A I AR I A 1
MG, SRR, APrIt A FRAE 25717 E R
AR HOE T BT AITCN )2 . 78 LT[R
17155 —TiHF5E h, Guendelman %5(2022a; 2022b)
RO TE R A PEIE 4 i, BRI AT Pl
Bk, LI A sk RDLE B R
RS 2 . PR R B, ABRLE B3R5 4
VTR S TR . IR A X &
b Iml, [ B ki DX IO 1 R SR (CEAR
1149 = L B 7 2 R B IR R ARG BT I B
LEPRT AL I X, N BRTE AT ST i i X 5 To
155 28 9 79 I DX 1Y) T BE T R b 5
FRTFRAER, ST ARG HEME L, W
FHAEF TN OB RS BETIT I
FOUTRLER A DX, PR i 20 i (9% 93006 B2 58 (Guendelman
et al., 2022a; 2022b; Hallam et al., 2014; Powers
et al., 2022), XM T.OE A RGAEF LAY
ZERT AT . T O B AR R S TR
ZIFHGIM AR 2 . HEW b RS 25 R85 B s
RSB 2ZE I, JF7E 7 E SR S5 AU A% SR 1Y)
JZ i (Reeck et al., 2016), 5 bk lAGWF 58 1 &
M3, APRIEZ IR AT IR BRI, Ty
O AL BE 7 BORR T SR B 4 S A
At RETE iR AR MR T S X T ik
A ST 458 T RS (Levy-Gigi & Shamay-Tsoory,
2017); &5 35 X i 2 % LR 2 A A A T
B3 R I AP TR (Tanna & MacCann, 2022),
R =T AR T SRR R B, A BRE Z R
AR W BOE T AMUET A M . X,
0] 45 4% 26 )8 72 I X (Guendelman et al., 2022a;
Hallam et al., 2014; Powers et al., 2022), X T
TE4ERE RGN EZE M, A
G 25 VR S 2R 50 0 5 PEAS Al N A1 25 R T
KL A BT SRR N SE i 2 iR H AR R AT
K, IHXFIE T 45 R AT M (Reeck et al., 2016).
{RAEAS TN 2, 300 S5 2 R 4 i X R AR 7
KRR TRET o FILHAIFAEEX
B H TS A R T S A A X
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IS IR R S s R R T A
TN 2 (TG 45 3L R B8 T 5 A TR 26087 1
AR, B8 4 01 7 08 IS & R 45 R 40 0 Tl
W A FRIRE BN, T R B e 2 B,
ME LN GCACNSR G S DY N i
4 1 BLE T 80R B4 (Matthews et al., 2022),

FETG &5 RN R G J7 T, HLAK ORI & 4 1
2 SN I DX AE R T 3 18 RN A2 B0 ak e A 2 i
B = AH OGBS B R (Beckes et al., 2013), JfH
Guendelman %5 (2022a)18 & B 5 & 76 98 35 A
T2 MR BT, B v 2 s BE AR, (HE AR
N BRI 26 )R 5 T T B 55T 1 H IS 45 R
BRGNS,

WA, FRATTIA R RS 3 02 B R G AE PR
TR RAE R EE, LW RA TR LR,
U2 Hallam % (2014)7ERF 5T Hh 4 b Sz 0 R R A%
(EH ARG MR S Z—)ENFRE 250815 54
L e F 3R AE 408 19 S O S oR . RATIAH,
PO DNGN e FRTE (SR Uil NN K X s
EH A v RE D R IF T H X FE RENETE(Wu &
Hong, 2022), SCREPEUESE R H 5056 246 057 2601
FRIRATSY: e AR I T A5 5 B JR S B (Jensen et
al., 2014). #iat o e PR AR TR R fR AR K
Jf (Inagaki & Eisenberger, 2012), ¥J7E“LHF4ATF
D3RS E T (AR SRR AR T b 35 A R A S0k 4
G RGO

gL, B 0 =T AN R 45 8 T ik R
BAFREL T DR R GRS X
PR AT 450 P ) RO 2 R 7 R 8 (i MR L B
BB X I ) 2R T IR A 2 R Y
BN, BT AN BRIESET, A
[ REAT T H A RGN G AR 2 R
LRGN T E WIS RN RE R R
Be 2 A 2 5 N B4 25 9815 1 2
22 EAEARBEAT

H i & A P e i Se IR 5, BT A
AT P Al AR 0 S5 s LR T 1 17 4 I 1) R
WEENL . G, Xie Z(2016)1EMF 7T ik ik 7E
W RIS 45 B A B, Ok FHOHTEE D156 W O]
B, sk — 20 BA T I E o A AR
RNE LRI TE % 2R A, 3R
& 25 V8 T YOG T R AMUET I . O ETA
TR B2 NBr e B 3R 26 V8 o0 O B b 3

T HNMFTER . BEETA . BT A X, BEAh, B
TR AR 7 2 2 JERT I ] T000 N o 15 28 930 B AL,
X5 FHITH LM —80 POkx 5% R
B 5 7 Tl R B4 45 RO & IE M 56 (Flores &
Berenbaum, 2012) ., 7£ % it 1 09 — 51 o 53
Morawetz §5(2021)iF—20 48 T SR B R B X A Br
TR, SRR AR R s R 2,
T ) I A SR A A A g DA T 5 s
TR, SOA M ST RE SRR, H AR
7L RE A R 3 IR AT RO A, FE A Y
Ze T 1R Y A A A S K R TR A RN A 3R R
REE Y B I NN = 3 R e S ik e N Ui
H BT A X A S KSR A FR IR A B AR
N BT =R 4 TR TR

R R M, SR E R, PR E T
NP1 28 81 2ok R Al A O b 2R e L) S A
>k A i A 89785 = E 47 M (Dixon-Gordon et al.,
2015), ieh A O A AR T L B I R R
Wik A X (Morawetz et al., 2021; Xie et al., 2016),
SR, BURPIR BRI T.OR RGN EE
P S5 EEFAEF)AMERRZERILA S
PRI RS, HL22 F 400 T R i0 0 B 0 ik X 45 5
YRR I 2% [] ¥4 ) 6k 326 38 R 389 5 (Lopez-Sola et al.,
2019),

WA RS, BA NPT R &
PRI ZR G0 10 0 2805 sl K- AE B R 1 R B 5
PR AR, HX A Re 2B TEEs R
FATINN, ESR N FRAF 45 T e X T B A 7 %
B AT R, (B H T ABRE &505A fbA
P ALY SR s S B B, DR Rl R R AT 4
R BRI I ) 2R G 0 R R E T RE AR
SR MEIEYE K A 42 (Coan et al., 2017; Lépez-
Sola et al., 2019)F1[%(Mulej Bratec et al., 2020)
G A& R oY SAE TR AL,
72 T ol A 0 3 AR T R B M R AR L B
WETA | I (7] 2555 2 8042 0 DX (4038875 /K O o

UEAh, 5T 1% 26 IOV F G0 1Y) J A 75 2 ik —
PEGIE ., RAY Morawetz 25(2021) % FRAH A 9815 #i
B T IE TR A A A AR TR B AR AR Y, (R
WA 25 4115 S IR A VR L R T A RO T A
R L IZ A 5T B Bl A 2 A T R R R RA—8, 5
WA, —IREFEMFSE (Mulej Bratec et al., 2020)
S BTN 24 N FR G R L 2 4 1 — Bk 2
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e 5B L, WO IR YT TR B
AR5 26 TR 55 L A (A% R e i ) 9T AT BRI
[AlEf, Z2 F8F5%(Coan et al., 2006)t &, ZF| M
s BB BT o & . T i A T 4 s M X
I KR A E T “5HEAENET “SHH
BT =0 SRAT TR IS .

Br T 3R W ) RE G R A AT, BRIy — I
YR 4L AMIF 9T (Zhang et al., 2023)2% FH XUk [R] 25
i 5% 1Y 8 31 3 (hyperscanning) H AR, H M A Z
(BRI FEAT N mf5s & I 50 B %) i [ 4 28 00 3 6] 25 1
WG LR o EEREX S, KA
TN 5 o) L e R A S0 A0 15 2 R R
U, B Lo P e R R A ) A A B AR T O M
W WA, 2EXF LA SR i GA A & PP F i 45
WM (T 25 S0 18 B, & BRI 00 5k % BE T A Rt 1A
LA G RIS I AE T PRy
LWEFRMT, AT AT AR (BA10)F) ik 8]
0Pk s . R S ABRE 258 1Y
H UM AT, 1A, —WiE T AEES
BT 2L AN 5T & B (Reind] et al. 2018), &
BEFEF 166 1E T B4 A (BAL10) #2813 3 7]
M, AT T ACER N E A ST B CRA & R A
FIA N )X T 26508 75 B 1 & R, 12
71N 2% A P A ) 1] 25 1 T g 2 B Bl R 7 IRk
1 N R P S k2 R A Rl S i E 2 S T B
PR MR A RZE T, BFRFICK I
LLAMCARICE 6 B BRUT AUk Ak 3k & D, fE
TR 20, BY O T 3 i A S (32
SRR ) B i ) [ 254, AR XA AT . BT A X
LU RGEIAT SR, XM AT AT 0 A 2
PR i DX OB AN 2 4

Zr b, O M wII e 8 CBR I 45875 D fig
HEAPRAFFE 2 1 T A R G (NI ETAI . B2
ML I D) FIIE 25 R4 R G0 B MR- 45
T Y 342 32 At I 2 RS S R R A R
EF X 0] 9B BRE &5 0R T, TR B SR IR A
B R T R A Tl S B R ARG 25 R R R
GERYMRI? IR T I 25 SN R SR T R — 3
P B S 4 R g WIRE, o EBEE
W58 TF 38 5 58 N B 1 45 V8 1 5 UG B 3 4 A
(Wang et al., 2022), {5 H A X000 (1) i X3 BBl 340 SRy
PR T %M (Zhang et al., 2023), DHILEAL A1 BE
AR

3 REMARRE

i EAR T RRAT LB, ABRTE 4 TR
— Mt S E R, e AR T R G (HE
I SUTRRE 5 DXL PA O 800 P 45 ) 2 X 5 Y
5 4RSI L RIS G 0T T (0155 2 V119 g s ) I
it VA AR 28 % R GEOMIRT A . DN Ri A |
s 45, i 32 8 S HROIF T (B R T R
ol N BRAT ) 17 28 811 5 I A T 1872 0 30 15 5 1
W RGBT B S8 R 205 B KK TE
WESEAE S B AR v, PR R T R G (M
ORI S WA T RES: 5 IF L BRI 4518 19 . SR,
317 4 5 9 2 — AR 4 R I 4B, FRAT T X
UNUNEE AL RESSI PR R NS N 5%
SRR BT AR, FATIA N H %S
S A U A D THT P ] e 5 A TR

S —, 1) SN T[] P BN BT 2 R T A A AL
TR FE WA 58 B, Bl 2340 W R FE 2 o T A Y
P T DE R A 3R 2 3 F O
TR E R AMIET BT R RYE s X sl
(Guendelman et al., 2022a; Hallam et al., 2014;
Powers et al., 2022), XL BH [ F 755 A 45
RINBRE T Wl R RS 5, (H
Wt 2 L8 LI o5 — Rl g, ROV 3 5 7 7Y
B NAE I 1 ARG 2, AU #E I T
T RAR N DX o 2) T84 15 4 S IO DX (A A
I 5 25 ) R BT 7K 2 A TR X 0T 1 15 4 I
MR 7 B2 AT 7 3) Iy
BT AR G (I BOIR AR 55 J2 15 78 N B 15 15
TR A 2 T A O (5 B R L)7 h)
BRI S J7TET : ) B S 1 2 A R R SR
SRR B S 0 PR A AR 155 2 ] 3 SRS T 1 B 7 %
IR B A A, R NBRTE 258 35 0 T8
FPAVARAE . AR S5 H F06 25 75 2 4008 & YT
$E(Reeck et al., 2016), 2)Bl M5 & 1545 S K X
3% B2 7 Bl 32 WA 45 R B A8 A 2 — SR i B
AR FATT R R R A 5T R B fg G It 4R AR
(functional magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI)%
FOARIE R BB 19 N PR 260 ek, R
IR IR, G, EEX AR A )
(HEBR A & 35 08), FATTAT ATE R 55 35 AN B e 3R 58
TP BE (M R JL T BT A 8 AR L U
) $ 32 AP 45155 ), QTS RE LI 81 901 15 4% 1 15
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SRV R G W WA, DU E AT 4 R R DX AE
T AR 28 T AR SR 0 R b A T
e .

5, AR R 2 0 T BN A o 22 1 Bl
Bl 2 XU S5 T SUAG TE 418 2 1 g N B 1 2 0 1
NP R AR T BBk B . BB AR
585 26 R 15 DX T AR 4 TR 1T Y DGR RRAIE o ANAE
PG ARG 590 5 B R Y R T A i
K, Tk T 248 B 8 XU B R R & it R
(Redcay & Schilbach, 2019), [FIH}, B2
B2 AEARE: SRR ORRTE MR F4
Jia PR 250 B A 3 Rl RIS At A% 45 (Guendelman
et al., 2022a; 2022b; Hallam et al., 2014), B{ZiK
PO AR — 24 B T 58 N BRI 2 T
(Powers et al., 2022), 3XFE 95256035 B I0TE UL 2]
T L5 VR BT I F AR BBl o A R 25 4 M ) ol
S50 Bl [F] 20 R A BT A S R, T H TR
BT — TE T 5 BRI 2 R T XU F 5
(Zhang et al., 2023), H UM G IR A B, 3K
AT SR A BIF 7 ) FH 4 P 2 5 %) i v, R 30 20 90 1
BOB R EAR, SR i AR RO W S A 7R
VAT AR R A A B S AR . B, Wang
S5(2022) 1 B Fl HOR K B, BB T A S —
IR Sy I WP S L P U R L I DA O BN [
GEGHUR A X . HEA R )2 ) FIG 26 4% R 5e (i b
AR ) 5 S AT, D IO 559 1 185 14 97 1
WA

O =, NPT 258 95 1 DA R R 28R 1 AN 52
A, NBRVET DT 8 FR IR R 1 XA R
P — 4B 7R S o INFILE D5 L, HRTE AR
B B 6 TR IR R 4 VAR A (Dixon-
Gordon et al., 2015) , #1218 17 FFHE # (Reeck et al.,
2016), HMFEMEIE LTI (Nozaki & Mikolajczak,
2020), {H M T = 528 0 STUE MR T I, =24
TeiE X X SRR AT E ] BT AR AL, FRATTE
BORSRWI T2 38 53 7% 1B\ Br 7 45 719 1 . gl M A
AN, BHRNPRRRNE . XN PR

Jo A0 S % T JBE 5 2 T DR 20 0 N o 175 24 8] 4 ) 52 0

LEA R A A B . AT I BRSPS
FiAR, 187 BT E MR 3 B s L
BN, W5 & B ZE ) W 3R E S AR S — B B
TR 7 3K, SR8 ok e AR R S ()0 3 0 2 BE
#R4r A1 (Horn et al., 2019), MAHLHI @, 5

RO EEA W40 B R G A BRI &7 7 X 3 T
B IR 2 AR R A A R, (R AR A — Lt
[F] R T B2 1) B Ak R G2 AN ] 5 5 2 R
G2 RN REAHEECR . D FTAER? 2)0%
AN DX AE [a] M B ) N BLR FRP R B R T
AFERT 7 FATE BRI TE 455 R T 2 R
e 46 fik O I 0 28 R R A R TR, A5G
Bl 25 PR ASTHL SRR 43 BT O vk, s TR T A R
PR R ) BB R, IR T A AR 4
AL, g —n . AR R A
N FEA LRSI ESY S

E0U, N AR AR, M IoE X ARG
TR . B2 NG T . —
AT, UL 0 AIF 5 AN RE 41 FAE A DG e 110 bl 28 2k 4l
AL R N B 28 R0 A% O DXL 2 T 3 2 I
PR 100 B R A, 3 5 i B A 8 4 R R A Y P
SRMEIEYE, [ E AR WA . RATEBOR K
BEXF bR 5 — S R R I N PR 2 R
R T E LI IX, R FH 45 010 08 N B I R IR
I 1 b et PR 256 T SO0 1) 32 9 LR R, 5
BTG A XL 5 /MOy 4 - 25 A% 0 i DX 9 800
L K i 1] ] 25 P 1 o5 A 2 5 R SR 1l 52 i) X B
TR IRCR . J1— i, ABRE 259835 i
ST REWERZ . ER SR, B4
BT Sk A R — 38 B 30 5 (Doré et al,
2017; Morris et al., 2015): Il 2kl o 2 L 5 5 F
BT, kS S A HEAT ] A R A ] SR Y
NG . SR LM, 76 3 MrlghE L
B R 2 R, Wl T B E N EW
SEAR AR T SARAE AR 8™ F A Bl I L 4R
e (N FREERR R, USR5 IMARREIR 22 . 2Ltk
Yrxgn o FRATERBA K /Y R FHBFFE T AR J7 1 e
Fro B RN 0 BRI 45 01 e i EE I
gk, VLSRR X IARAE S5 RE R BEOR (I R T B,
FENFERFGE 18, T R P R 47 (9 32 90 2 31 5
TEd5 KA HTRVE TR () 4l 2Rt ) P R4 T
7 5 N BRI 26 98715 U1 S 00 A8 2801 S Lk 0 B 4
FER AR o . B RS O 1,
At S TR 32 U RRAIE AL A S . IR . A
PAJRE S5 FB A X, 4356 0 el 4 0 N o 1 25 181 3
Wk, 558 NBRAG 2608 55 B9 AT o — i T WU7E 2% i
SERR L B EE L MK A S T BE AR T A I
R
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Neurocognitive basis underlying inter per sonal emotion regulation

DONG Wanxin, YU Wenwen, XIE Hui, ZHANG Dandan
(Institute of Brain and Psychological Sciences, Sichuan Normal University, Chengdu 610066, China)

Abstract: Interpersonal emotion regulation is the deliberate process in which the regulator influences the
emotional state of another (i.e., the target) during social interactions. It has been demonstrated that
interpersonal emotion regulation contributes to individual well-being, fosters relationship development, and
possesses unique advantages distinct from intrapersonal emotion regulation. In recent years, research on the
cognitive and neural mechanisms underlying interpersonal emotion regulation has gained momentum,
providing some insights into the neural basis of this process. Specifically, interpersonal emotion regulation
involves the participation of the mentalizing system (including the precuneus, the temporo-parietal junction,
and the medial prefrontal cortex), the emotional response system (including the lateral prefrontal cortex,
ventromedial prefrontal cortex, and cingulate gyrus), and the emotion regulation system (including the
frontal and parietal lobes), with the mentalizing system being the core brain area. To advance the field,
future research should focus on addressing current unanswered questions, involving diverse populations,
and integrating brain observation and control techniques to comprehensively and deeply investigate the
cognitive and neural mechanisms of interpersonal emotion regulation from both static (single-brain level)
and dynamic (dual-brain level) perspectives, providing a scientific basis for training and intervention in
interpersonal emotion regulation in applied domains.

Keywords: emotion regulation, interpersonal emotion regulation, mentalizing system, hyperscanning



