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%g;gnggﬁég;1 i;f§%§£ SRR ST 4K R R |
v e [6] 17 4 DA % 197 /R 52 2 46 19 [ 4 (Mayo & Gordon,

1BAL T RZP0H AR, A SEpF T P 1 K - X
OLRBEPC FARIUBIG MR, RSRERIERC  a do wsie 159c3, W 2608 R
Do HHET, [ PAh2EE T iR 6 2 55 8 7 o o o
(Burgess, 2013; Xu et al., 2024), #5778 20 M SLUE 10, AR BRI LITRE TIAREE, I

’ ’ ’ HEIHLE A R T RE R X E L HRAR T B IR AR

W 5% 45 W (Czeszumski et al., 2020; Czeszumski . . §
) (7,< e N o WHE ARk, Bl AE & K (Hyperscanning)
etal, 2022; Z=5eF 4, 2018)HT T ML 51FiA, - L g |
3z 1, ) ) 280 A T A6 B i i

bR N % T 7] 4 i Hr Ab%? A
AT, ST H ][] 2 B 7= A LA R LD BERE L 69 Jigifa] [7] 25 (Inter-brain synchronization, IBS)if
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Web of Science, pubmed, PsyeINFO, PsycARTICLES,

PsyCARTICLES, Psychology and Behavioral Sciences Collection, ProQuest; % 2 1ifi Fij 1 ¢ 8# A 045 . inter-brain
coupling, inter-brain coherence, inter-brain connectivity, inter-brain correlation, inter-brain synchronization,

interpersonal brain synchronization, hyperscanning; 3C# REUER H 744 75 o

A BEMFK M 1BS (Holroyd, 2022). 1 T IBS 547
o RROCERME LAIESE, AT K 250 e
B IBS $8M2) X Bk A5 4, A SChi
FizE L. 5 IBS 2% 38 2 (0 F 9 AR 152 I A1 #E
4 (Inter-brain coupling, IBC), #8HZFE(S B kK%
AR ICE B I (8] LA AR 1 5 R A 4 2,
ALFE A S M (BRI Bl 22 X3 55, neural alignment) s H.#h
BTG 3, LA B At 52 Wi A0 24 BR8N 42 i
25 I 1) R 1 AR 46 N 3 25 38 B AR (Hasson &
Frith, 2016), i 47 if 45000 i 15 3] 20 1 i 1]
FRA R A48 X 43, BRSO X A ARIE S E H
W, HARH & AR,

BTN BERE, A BR 25 AT DL 4 R e
2. I ERL MG R BEE L EEA
AR — BB RINAT . fhas . RS E N
ARG IF R R 2P R4 A )[R — B[] P9 1Y
X RES wRR L REE AR RER S
Al A {7 TIF— A B ) 0 00 2 5 SR 14 #H C (Sened
et al., 2022). H Fii K 2 5508 334 0 55 57 i i )
W20 8 T I R L sl a2 . meah, MOHH A £
kA, ANBr[FE 2 LL 4y R A A48 15 25 (in-phase
synchrony) 1 # [7] # (anti-phase synchrony). [F]
AH TR 258 A 2R ) i D B 45 SR 2 EAH 56, IR
[F) 25 0 B R 2 Y — A B e b b T, 7
] — B 22 53 — 9l i 48 A5 U K % (Sened et al.,
2022), HTFSFERMFELMEELTE L, Y
FHB A3 BT 53 04 fii 1] [] 25 e T Rl A [ 25

22 IBSHEE

MEE 2, 1BS KA Z I (g 25D E 5
FIAESC AR, PRI, G o vk 5 00 AR
ASF G X 55 R R ik S A — 3., A4 TR
HHE B2 25 IBS 845 7] 43 4 5 T iHg N
BT o AR A S TE i 18] 3 3 1 )
IBS 43 A MBI E B, BRT X
FR 2SR, AR IBS $865FrHcmi i gt it e
fEEE 2 2R G briE, W H73C
kb R IBS BEE Ik AT 5 J&(Hakim
etal., 2023),

55— 25 B Uy vk R 0K 8] A OC &R 4K (Inter-
subject correlation, ISC), 5z Mt it & 951 [8] ki 5 5
114 W 35 8 T 2R B s 1] () 445 (covariance) . H HI Y
ik 5 R oA 56 . 38 X AH R (cross-
correlation) . fRAHIC, X LLH8 b5 1A 19 2 5 5 )
MFR . RPERR, XTI R, FIRA
W7 Bz /R 2 HH 5% 5 8h 2 B [A] #1 4% (Dynamic  time
warping) /7% % ISC 3 M I T 2 Fh i 5 45 -

2 TR B 5 v SR 01 H (regression) AT . 7E
WA, 8RR L PERIRY (General Linear
Model, GLM), R fis A K11 3l L B A 55 4%
BRI KMiTE 3, AL ISC ik, IF43
B e B 2SR, BAE S RIEE. 4
n, AREA RS L S LGRS B {5 S
HRANA T AE 5, HAh, 7838 B A v SR B
P FE B LTI 2R I A AN B B A o Al T 94 A T
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i, EZ NEIMES T, B 242 B i i
oA A 5, LIS Bl S5k
(B V5 Zh B G . i T A AR s 2, S
o7 B Bk BR 5 xGLM (Hamilton, 2021), [543
B3 FH T 22 i A8 858 -

55 =2 IBS Ji 1 7 i5 JE 41 T (coherence) 73 #T
IR B BTG SRR e M B D R
FIAERLE, EAEFEA A ESPERNES . B
Hia B2, MafEsShARRmB G e BT
AR EPANAIRE; Bk, 38 EARS S5 5 ER
FEMR 1A T B IR E AT RS AT HE e
TIRE . RIS BT P s i R 0 i 0 /N AR e AH T
(wavelet transform coherence, WTC), #]fitii1Hi %]
55 (B 0GR AR ] ) B S AR A 0L, LT
TIfie kI LT A IS AR R (ENIRS) 43T o

S PUZE IBS B U7 L 2 A A [R] 25 M (phase
synchrony). SAHT TRl FHAZ [R5 Mt 2 4
YREEMBAE S, AARFIEE SRR 25 .
57 [7) 2514 5 B 43 B $8 b 2 854 {8 (phase-locked
value, PLV), [ B 5 {55 16— BL i (] oy #H fir 22
SRR, EA AR, AR 58
AT LUT A R ()P IRY T R AEAE
FHH Wi (reciprocal synchronization); (2)Fi1~ % %%
FHZ AR SN R R IR )k H P — R
G TN IR T, D TET, P RG
TA L LU ) (30 32 32E 47 42 3l (Burgess, 2013), H
HEBOL 1A 3 o, ARG FZ A A HIE
A5 B ik, A S0 2 R T T 5 (R A G T iy X
%o MALRIE PR T i s E 5 .

5 H2E IBS i R B R 43P (causality)
ZE TG T o A (8] 3 0 5s, BE RS S i fE
BBy e, BN, {58 Rk K 1) 3 0L
FHRWME B . B AHr 7k 5T - hi e
BRBE: (DI BESS R Z AT, ) AR
A4 7 0T 45 SR A T (Hakim et al., 2023). “# FHHY
A+ 2 AR H 50 #1 (Granger Causality, GC). #4
7€ W) A+ (partial directed coherence, PDC)FI{5 %
Jifi(Transfer Entropy, TE), H A& M1E N —Fh o
BRIk, R E A TR 2tk AR LRl A 6
Z (Ursino et al., 2020; Wang & Chen, 2020), 5%
HER R, X EAR FER IR R N 1 E
MBI ER, A —EB&EYF s FiE
e, R ER KW E)FE], W HF A8

B 1) 9 3. 72 00 L A5 5 B 2T MR IR A5 5
3 IBSHIFFEHLE

31 IBSHEZIEESZE

i 18] [) 25 8 R 28 HAG BT A By )
G 8%, MRYELL L IBS R ik, R4S
PRI A AT FLOE {5 B S s 5.8, 134 T fE
B (8] 15 5 1Y /51 B AH 5% (Burgess, 2013; Holroyd,
2022)  ARAE A EE S AR AR (R B AL 38, IBS 17k
AT 43 Ay 17 20

()/ME B ATE7E B IE MR B AL, (U2
Z FAA A RIS = A IBS, HG LA = 280K
IS

QO AR Tr) 4 52 K ) F JR8% i 038 7 A= AR B 7%
RN o WEFE R, AN AER YR SIS a3 4 i 38
F, FEBIE R — & R E B, R
T O R AR AR AR AR, AR M ST AR BE TR
g a TR, 3550 FOREE A A R4 — 3
(RVAH 8l %€ ) (Burgess, 2013; Calderone et al.,
2014) . Z FEFR M 2R 5 A BT A 2D A
(neural entrainment) (Nozaradan et al., 2011), i# i)
AL, BV RIS R ) R AT B s B R
fbF R —zsa N, HREEALTEN T B A 2L W] s [
FEAE RS A, (8 2 B 5 19) Bi [9) 45 5 [ 25
PEEL S (Wass et al., 2020),

@k [i) 388 2o 2L W) 9 32 Bl B o i e A i )
S NTIFELEMRR Y B8, HREESE
T B s A WA S5, flan, TR T
A S5 o SRR, AT AH [F] sl A (LAY 1 50 30
fERFIEE, Fldn, LB (Miles et al., 2009), F
B (Miles et al., 2011)%, M6 k(55 7645
FEMRBLII R B b o P RO A AT 4

Gk ] PR 7 75 7 R it 8 (7% S [ 184 5% 1717
P 55 M 26 . dERA SRR, R
0755 W R ) A B Rl AR AR AL T AR AL A0 B
PR, DA 7 Az il 55 1% g 8 T 3 o o [ g
A% (Gvirts & Perlmutter, 2019), WF %8 1o & 1 g
[AIAH C R E(ASC) KB, HRFIR L H 52 B AH R b 5t
R, 5 A LR AT A A L, e
T BRI RAR 15 R B3R ISC (Schmilzle et al.,
2015), MUk, KA 5 im RO 5T & LR A TR
FIH S AR FE A S H s b B 5 2
P (Fitzpatrick et al., 2016),
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QYR A AEAR B AR, 38 3 5] 1.0
KA R G s 2 [l 20 o RIEAS B A% 0y 7 1),
AL A

O©—Xt—s—XF Z 1y 5 B AL s . HA
HE A “OUSH-IREE#E (Jiang et al., 2015;
Kurihara et al., 2024)5 < P& - WA (Zheng
etal., 2020)JE o FERTH H, <1 0 LEAT 5
ERAELF BN K ETHUE, <BEE 2
B, R, 8 B RS 5T Y T R SR
NARATEN, RS A O B bR e 2[R
Hir, FREH 538 m L, Eat T a8
G TR, T DL R A R B P A S )
Btk RIS BB B AR5, 40 ot iy 3t
% YRSV, MRRREEE B S
Ak B T REE Y B AR S m 55,
JEY I P 5 () AR 2 AL PN i 1 5 14 ) 26 P A A Ak
FEAR K (Kourtis et al., 2014),

ORI AR B3 . EZIERT,
BE A E 5 B LR AR 55 B AR, PSR ) 55 22
AT . SRR AR B A i . B LA 55 AL E R
R4 1E(Li, Mayseless et al., 2021) B Fr 112 (Yang,
Zhang et al., 2020). Hf RS T (Xie et al.,
2023). IR 5 MA(Li et al., 2023) . BEAER P HB 12
(Tang et al., 2016)%F . AEXEAESH, MMANUT
Tt N IR B C AR ST ), TR EE SR
WA AR TG . AR . RSN E S )R
P A CBAT N, TS 14 B AR i
32 IBS=ERIIAFHLE

FENFZ T, YT 322 T R B0 A % i B]
)25 M 7 LE AL o
3.2.1 #£[ERAE(co-representation)IE it

TCAE AR IR Bl 2 B i) ik J2 XU, IBS B HY B
HB T BN AEAN W AR 0 R GeX I B i3
[7] & 1 (Hasson et al., 2012; Jiang et al., 2021;
Shamay-Tsoory et al., 2019), TEfL&H ghH, JfF]
FAIEMXT R AL FE L M SRR . Bk,
WALFEL TN AR TG 8l o X LR AE A 43
HAFERRR, GRERREM -z ghZERAE, T
INFNJZ (BN, o8 SORES: . R SRR RS,
PPN HZERIEWGI, BE. SF . FE5%)
VI B R ASIERAE . IBS B i XAV B 54T
55 e AN A ) iy g ST P SR [R) SRAE A S UIAE G . i
m, TR, FEIEREAES D IBS w3

1E 5 iz 3 ¥ il A O R G X (TR L T A )
(Czeszumski et al., 2022), 7E 5 188 ML 45 H, IBS
NS E S R R SO T AR E A X (Liu
etal., 2019; Liu et al., 2020), A 1t 37 $£ 7] %
TE AR 2 B, BN, & 3538 i H T 4 o vk
PR LTS AT 5 B, IBS WU K B2 93055 (Liu et al.,
2021; Novembre et al., 2016),

3.22 #EEFM (mutual prediction)I2 it

At E I, AR B3 [ A0 3 R AR
AR LI ABRZE B A #4T, &35 AR R AT
AHE T AR T g R, ARSI AR P S
2 AW HEAT T, YT H BRI A
B E BSOS E R, o A R 2 . A
TR ZE, KRBT 3l MU G A B IR E R
BB & B B (Shamay-Tsoory et al., 2019;
Spratling, 2017), Hamilton (202 1) 530 4 % BRi5
RBN PR B strh, 30T A E 00 S
WIEZIIE, MMAR GRS A C AT 1E B (Aser)
IF38 = BUI AL e A A AT AR S (Aomer) o 7]
BF, 5222 H 05— AR K i g b [ O AT
5 B (Bsern) T G A5 b 917 115 B Bother) o 4
T HETAN, Aerr + Aomer FIESRYE By +
Botner MIZEFAHIT, TR U3 5 4> 09 R i 22 2L o1
IR SR A s B . RIS A B SE G A 3
T BT IR (Kingsbury et al., 2019),

33 IBSHMEAEEFEM

MRS RIOC AT R, AT L ToAt
Wi HEi EE A X 25 T BRI
I IBS (Czeszumski et al., 2020; Wang et al., 2018;
Zhao et al., 2024; Zhou et al., 2019) ., H45 X LL i X
I FEDIRE, AT =R %,

() H AP 2 7T % go(Mirror Neuron System),
BeAg 2 90 3 243 A T IR M AT 2 3l 1 2 (ventral
premotor cortex). & I [7] J5 & (posterior inferior
irontal gyrus). 9PN {4 il (rostral inferior parietal
lobule) )k S i I [F] (superior temporal gyrus), $1%
P2 TC R GE I S RRAAE 2, AR T B VR i s
WA N SUAT LB RT, % R G2 th B A
B4 5 T sh 1 B #0545 X (Tacoboni & Dapretto,
2006). GiAR I 4T F e AP ] (] 25 58 10 AR
W R B RZ B A 55 (il an, 0 el s, X
IERLF RS PR 5 EZEAE F (Lu et al., 2023;
Ménoret et al., 2014),
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(2)s % % % (Mentalizing System), 7EfL&H
i, BIRAIAIC RS 8 AT SER S PhIE,
M0 R G W 4 53 461 A1 b2 Bl A 2 5 A B %o
fib N & B9 ¥ P (Begliomini et al., 2017; Van
Overwalle & Baetens, 2009), /0>% & 45 £ 45 P BT
% I (medial prefrontal cortex) . 3 — B & X
(temporo-parietal junction, TPJ). #ZH{[IH (precuneus) .
i [l J5 #F (posterior cingulated cortex) 1 3
(temporal pole) (Van Overwalle & Baetens, 2009),
oA R L (BRSSO
RIIAE, WD A X 7570 A0 WL R R PR A A
ZI AT R, DR R G A B a) [R] 254,
TR Ay M A5 W 2 5 3 I 1) ) SH A R o A
B B L R AR UM, S8R LD AU B At
SONHIAC AT 55 rf o 4, T X I 1SS IR
(Jiang et al., 2015; Kinreich et al., 2017), #R(Li
etal., 2023), HEPrili5E(Yang, Zhang et al., 2020)%

Gy ZEE- I E R P -3 F AR, TEILA
W RS EA 2 NI, RS
PEHE 5 FRE ME A AT MR A AR E N,
A RN 7 Az ik A 28 FAT Ry 7 T A [ 25 0] fE 5
B Zfyop ik 35 55 (alignment) T #0175 19 FE WL ES B
J(Gvirts & Perlmutter, 2019; Shamay-Tsoory et al.,
2019), flhn, KGR MRS R %, )
¥ Gvirts Fl Perlmutter (2019)48 <A 1 1 -
[7] 4 — 2% 5 2 31 B (A loop of mutual attention,
synchronization, and reward), AHH.7E 2 RS
G T it 2 ] 25 3 A8 HEAS AR TR ZEAT Sy L 1% IR A
Byt & %55 (social alignment), #1423 %} 55 L E—
LHMER R G . ENRE, XEARRNMES
e —E AT IBS KR, %R GRS AR
PR A 7 28 X A2 BBl A 45 v i 1] [ 25 945 7
(Mu et al., 2016),

3.4 NG

i Ta] [ 25 B = A LR, SO B (B 24
ST R G T ST R IR R, R R R T
PR 0 R, FRATTANBRBIE 2 . DA FIALEE I
28 A PR =S5 T A3 A G2 T R AMUESE RS
AR AT . SR, X =0 T A R S LA
TEATRNOCHE, BRI AERE, flan, WAEEET
“FEL TR BIL ST A ] ) 26 1 SRS 32 AR 2
B <[] SRAEHL 7 A5 Y B (] ] 20 02 5 32 AR
BRI ZIT R G R TIRE, 1A B IO B

AR ) A U RO R k2,
PRITIG ] [F) A0 BLR 7 LR AL, Hm & H AR
TR AR A PRSI S TR AR T . SR, Y
BT S UEAIE 508 T il 18] ) 25 ] 547 A 3t 57 O HK FY

4 |IBSHIEWEZE

R AR 45 T 5 IBS IR AH S HE A IAZIAL
TR R H R, AR 4, IBS faf i H 07 2 BRG]
ZRPET? B IOERFSE, AT 1BS
MR KRB 43 U2, IR S — R T ie (I
1),
x1 IBSHIgMmEZE
ZEE L HikAs i

GRS KR BT SO ARE T S BB
BREE: K. P @

155155 R (N N VAN e €
INGESA WA Z . BEA B G SCfH S

ARSI ML R AR JEIEL ER . NEE.
il

41 EHEBEGREE

S E B2 T LR BT IBS (9 ik XA
(ER SR A B SV I EOIRA N T E -1 TR
HRWNE, SaTEER I ki E S FE R
RE T A AR H B ICANGEE X HL) PR A
e =2, A, AN HEHM A LMK
(spontaneity) . HH 1 (reciprocity) Pk Jz 2245 2% P
(multimodality) & i J& X /0 AN [R] B 8 280, B 55
BT BEA Sy WD B A BRI S R, ZEE
LS EMS R, AR H 328 L) KA
— RN RES A EERE PR AEES . I
0, X LR Y BB R R R AR, B AR
A W 35 1Y B 3h M (Farroni et al., 2002), H.3) 14T
S52RINE IBS I I XA B AT HE 25k (Zhao
etal., 2024), M H. 358 B #E— L5200 IBS A58 55 .
Fan, A IHEXTE &, HXEE S WA T
2 TR B 2 (IFC)F= A48 T 8 5 19 1 Ik AR T (Jiang
etal., 2012), FEIEMR T, fldR LL 515 38 M A2 B Az
X AL RE L9l & T 808w AT E
(Long et al., 2020), —i3F EEG AYHF5E K B E
B B RIE S IR &y IR A A R ] 7] 25,
07 HR P 422 ik D45 & B 3Bk i 1 149 s 1] ] 25 (Koul
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etal., 2023),
42 FEHEE

FESINFITE S5 AT A1 . ahor . sedr = 2%
1555, RREMEBEXT 1BS AR MR AR . AL
M7 SE AT 55 SR T 55, BVESAE S N AN
IBS i % # 3l (Nguyen et al., 2021; Reindl et al.,
2018; Reindl et al., 2022), H. IBS 3 & 5 F BA 541
SR IEAE . 1RG5 R M IESE 715 B A
S 338 A P A LA I (Réveillé et al., 2024),
SR, TE 0 4 S8 38T W ER 2 38 A i 1] )
B BN, FEHCEEAT S5 EOR S 5 E AT i
Y B el Ak L 2 (Cui et al., 2012), B = 3k
Ui X R 2 5 3 43 i R A0 OF 5 4 0
(Sinha et al., 2016), WiHLIE R HPE RS 5H
FHAA R0 G 156 30 45 il 6 AR 1) 1 B 1 i)
(Susnoschi Luca et al., 2021), XE6H L5514
KEBSHEREEREN IBS, MK, T
IBS 15 B A2 4T 55 1 2 AE AL 52 e, X g 14 4T
S5 W gz T DAIE s e SR S LB 2 e IBS. A
WFoE 5 LB, AR LR 09 4 gkl 35 T i, A
PR IR] A VB L B IBS (on, O 35 A0 UMD 3
Y (Huetal., 2018), 22, S 5FMESH
(RN 25— B0, 253 18] 2 R R AR BL i T258
W, [l HsF B 2 o R A 0 I 2 R o X T U oA N A
WA, T A VRSB0 9 IBS; Se4r ok
HFEFMRZ.

43 ABRX%

B gy gl AR B TR N B 9% 28 A B R ) i 1] [
Ak, EEER BN IBS SR EERYTET . BRI RW,
SRS AR 0 IBS MRS ThF A . FE
A NIEE IBS, FILNAEA D& L 71 T & /s
WA T G A T 85 P M AR A2 B A2 TR
L 3 (Pan et al., 2016). Ik, BT A A
N TRLZE T AU i 450 P R 40 - 2 2 A B e A
TP (Reindl et al., 2018), FEEXLEHG K JF K W]
REFE TR . I A bk IR g sy i i R AP AR AR ¢
% (Zhou et al., 2019), 4 AL 51 Byt £ 21 1BS,
FEWERG Y, A O AMEEAR BB, AT T R P
TR B B R B B 2 1 [ 2 (Astolfi et al., 2010;
Yang, Zhang et al., 2020), 7Eiz 8l AAE455+, A
[ 2 ) 5 R L A [ Al 4 A4 ] EL A B 5 ) 225 i
AP (Gamliel et al., 2021), Zi4 FIRTFSE, AHE
R, TSR B E AR 5, R PGR T

AR, HALERE SR E 2 5 5 AR %
—3, JB TR, #Eini7 4 T ERM IBS,
44 NMEBRERE

ARAREET, flhn, A& . . AR LG
REJIAE, LA SRS I S 46 i 1 0 BER AS 25 52
M IBS HYRRSS . AFFERM, T RIAME RGN
S5 FEIN S 'S BV A AT E S
2 MG T (% i (] /)N A 1 52 3 35 IE AR G, B
A AR Z M43 (Zhang et al., 2021), 7EHERITF
T, YT RE 2 R EE AT N, E51E
AT 45 b, WFT 3 A B0 5% M E 0 4L b Tm) 1 1 %o
2| 7E T A5 - DX 38 14 i 18] A P 358 (Cheng et al.,
2015), SR, FHABHFFE AR TA 305 2 M K
RIZ5 15 (Baker et al., 2016; Li, Chen et al., 2021),
UiHH IBS W3R 55 il Gesz ¥ 2 EHEE MW thob,
WFEE R HLEIH 9307 K B, & VAR 55 h 3k
RE ST HCR M AR T 45 5 53R A2 50T Tl i Ji5
AR RS, RN R HE AR 4 1E
If) T i 5] ) 45 (Liu et al., 2017) B T HER A,
HER AR ER SRS 252 1BS
MISREE . AH LB IE 4, THIRTE 4 nes R i
IBS; [FIAT, JCit ARl RIS 2, 15 45 e g
EHY IBS & IFAH5¢(Nummenmaa et al., 2012;
Nummenmaa et al., 2014). X5 /i 242 H 1Y
MR SR IBS 1Y R EIRS N R Z — W — 2
45 NG

25 b, FRATTEES T 5 0 ) [ 25 A7 A 5% V) Gk
LK R, fE: EahER5mE . E5EE.
ABRRRUKA R SRS MIENE, #£5
HIER A VEE S, B R Z 345 5 3
B A2 . BT X SRR 24, a3 L
i AR R (G0, B . BB L Sk
T 55 AT RE A X 8] [R) 28 7 A= 5 e o {H R A OG
TAEFRBEAEZ, BMRPAL LITiE, XEER
FAn ] 2w fiw (8] (5267 456 IR 1] [ 25 19 7= A= L)
BN, RATHEH DUF AT a8 . (DFEFEASIE BT,
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T EEANEH . Zhang Ml Yartsev (2019)ffi F TG
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HEVES IBS M B e bR, T4 T A FEJLE 5H
SEAE A AEARSS TR R SR AR ] [R5 . PSR
R, AR ERE S IBS BREINEE S
AHIC, B AR ™ AR S LB AR S A B A
SH G IBS MR D, U R TE A A
I 57 J2 (Wang et al., 2022), #X1M, HAiX LEmF57 42
BEAYERSEAHDCHEIESE, Ml T IBS S0
H RSSO SR 45 5
53 RHEAMSBESEHSITA

NBRIE 5B g & — Rl T AR R AL, fE



446 DN = = S S

%33 4%

MR SRR | S EER I M &R B (Launay
et al., 2016). [ [ [ 2545 2947 A [ 25 1 a6 i,
A BEFE A B P R T B B R H (Miiller et al.,
2021), AR ERHAMERBHEAR, iEZiEA
F2 b B v i ) [ 2D 1, B R R AL SR
ot BB, ZiRE 1BS [U35R 550505 r R B
HYTE SR ) SR AL SRS AE G . LRS- X G i ph 4
SIS Al & BT S AL N (Yang, Zhang et al.,
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The mechanisms and functions of inter-brain synchronization
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Abstract: By simultaneously recording brain signals from multiple individuals during interpersonal
communication, inter-brain synchronization (IBS) have been consistently observed in hyperscanning studies.
Through co-representation and mutual prediction mechanisms, indirect factors such as similar sensory
inputs, motor outputs, and attentional arousal between individuals, as well as inter-individual information
transfer activities, drive IBS. It's worth noting that the mirror neuron system, the mentalizing system, and
the mutual attention, synchronization, and reward loop play important roles. The strength of IBS is
modulated by the interaction type and intensity, task context, interpersonal relationships, and individual
characteristics and states. IBS may have functional significance in interpersonal movement coordination,
verbal communication and the establishment of social bonds. Further research can explore the relationship
between “co-representation” and “mutual prediction” mechanisms, interpersonal “de-synchronization”,
cross-brain plasticity, and the comparison of different forms of interaction.

Keywords: interpersonal interaction, inter-brain synchronization, co-representation, predictive coding



