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Abstract

The quality of relationships and interpersonal neural synchrony (INS) are two key topics in roman-
tic relationship research, but there is still debate about how relationship quality predicts INS and
its boundary conditions. This article provides a systematic review of the association between rela-
tionship quality and romantic partner INS, as well as the moderating role of attachment style, with
a focus on the impact of relationship quality on INS, while also discussing the potential feedback
effect of INS on relationship quality. Studies show that relationship satisfaction, conflict levels and
resolution methods, and perceived partner responsiveness significantly shape the strength and pat-
terns of INS by influencing cognitive and emotional processes during interactions. However, this
prediction is significantly moderated by attachment style: secure attachment facilitates the conver-
sion of relationship quality into efficient INS; anxious attachment, due to overactivation of threat
monitoring, can lead to pathologically high synchrony under high conflict; avoidant attachment weak-
ens INS through emotional suppression or creates functional decoupling. Different attachment pair-
ings can result in varied neural synchrony outcomes even with the same relationship quality. Cur-
rent research still has gaps in longitudinal tracking, systematic comparison of attachment pairings,
and clinical translation. In the future, longitudinal design and multimodal technology should be com-
bined to further examine the feasibility of INS as an indicator for attachment-specific assessment
and intervention processes.
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1. 5|

RARER N, MR T 5 7% 25 T A0 P 3 A A 28 2 R 2 5 T B A S5 RITRIB DR R . B R
GMAEFL AR, B ZS ARE AN M A P A7 1B 15 5 47 A% (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2016), i&7]
REIE I A ZHLEIE T AR B s SRR . 50 R R AMANTHRIE X RIS PhIERXT 5K
EnTaIRIVE ) ERPEAN, A S 2 A0 B Ak & 54T S, HE DA AR K & BB 1 S #h 2 ) 2 (Finkel
etal.,, 2017).

ILAER, N BR#Z R P (Interpersonal Neural Synchronization, INS)RF 5t A5 7 4 28 KUK G ] 3 5t 44
SR R RS PR o R HE TR A . INS #1058 SCHE B XU KIS s =8 A, HALHI &
BEMEA RG5O IR M 45 (Hasson et al., 2012) o EFAREHA R &AL [F 10 AR I A0S 3 o T e
For ThRET LA AR (ENIRS) BRI SHE B A i PRI (8] 23 F % 5 i sh D 52 25 A BE, i INS Wt 7 1) 32 %2 T 5, (Chen
etal, 2024), CHSHIERFAARY, IRIBHBIEAESIHEASR PRI H B2 & T P4 A1 INS (Cui et al.,
2012; Pan et al., 2017), H. INS 58 556 5 = B 5 IEAH % (Chen et al., 2024). #Rifi, <& JFEXT INS /)
TR R AR W B R DG R —J7 T, INS B0 3k Ry v o B 00 R AR AR 85 59— J7 T, AR BBl
F IO Z P AT R ARV R [RD X S ARIE T AR 1 R LN, 1T 2 08 R YERFIIHRFL(Chenetal,
2024) . IX—F JER W, SRR RN INS TR R Rz 3F 187 B (0 2o 1 IR A O, = S FEAR T T B 1B 55
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R 5 i DX /AL DA B AR R T R 2

TERZ R 2, RIS KSR O R T SR E S INS REAZ OB & . DUARF SO IR XU
WuREE R R R 2, R I R AMEHE INS, AN 22 2 RARAHIH] INS (Mikulincer & Shaver,
2016), HZE S A slp M E R (Djalovski et al., 2021) . ART, WFEHE SR, RS KU I H A 2%
RLIZE LG B — RS A o BN, XUEE BT AEAR BRI T RGm I R, R R R IR R AL, HE ]

Rl o0 R O 2 N TG BRI < D20 - IR A (Wang etal., 2023). A/, [0 - [l AY41
& k8

T 17 I S SRS R B — B “AKR[RDD - mdRE e BUSPAT(Conradi et al., 2021). IX4E R ILBRAR T
Cop A o= FINS = EVEEIEY MR RV

MR 2 800 T4 INS HE) Pl BT TRIE OC R @& YA YRR, R R INS TR BRI
KELZER(Longetal., 2022). {H INS [ [X 5 55 B4 F- M bk 2 S m FE AR AT 45 1 3 —— R Al 12
PR i R R D R REARER M s T AR BOE R, BB E SRR S e AR T RSN, AR
A C R TEXT INS T2 R R G RIE 2 RO RIS M . A BRI, AR #E X R
TR ST S A de g 2 BN (8 R = AN BE (SRR YR 5 AE I - 0% AR BT F NS,
PRI — T 56 RAEAS AR RS B R 2 R A, N SR O R A& PPl 5 K 284 M Tide
BEIRISAR TG . AN, BIATE A2 AR RFEST INS (IR, (H & il fefEAEXUAAMER . INS AV e ik
BEA G ZRAS, 0 mT R (R dh 3 [F R 2 1% 46 BEAR 54T b R SO >R g i ¢ & 4458 (L et al., 2022; Sened
et al., 2022). [Fk, ASCHE SRR RTEXT INS FIVEFH BARKAE T, R 5CE INS X5 R &
(P LE S B

2. RRRER INS BFMEF

KA PTEAENIRIB WA AL OYESE, AN B 1 fm) i 3 55 530 o i Js Bad 1 5 4 5 IR
0 I IE N PR & [FE PE(INS) SR . FE tE SR ARBFFIEIOC RI R R S5tk T7 2.
TR B RLHEAE o6 2 B AR O BRVE AL 4R, DRI R R e IR 75 0C R VPN I & R B BRI . TR 1185
FRIBhAS SRR K& B B A0S, X AN A AT SR R TR, H O AUR T T
UE SE A 225 TR B B3 P AN - 1B B RE S R, MR IS A R4 [R5 1 ) S AR
7 s H AT IS HE 42 (Gottman, 1993; Rusbult et al., 1998; Reis, 2012). A5 84 8 70 UEHE,
JE8) ] 5% 28 SR AT A Dy INS ) % B i TR 28 B R 44 o

2.1 XRFHEETM INS pIEE

KRR JEAURZ N B2 [ 25 1 (INS) 5 JE FRA% 0o T BR] 7, BT 1 1 9 32 5 3G ()5 2 (R B 5
FPI ) 5 Th RESE I GE FE E SR B IE) . Wass 25 A (2020) 32 H IOMEZRFE Y, [RIIH Ik 9020 S e 1 BN ) 15
BRI, 1P ERD WAL T —J7 0 5 — R iE S TPE S| 5, RSEILE AL, T ik HB)
ERSH

R AR AR A 5 A RS R R SR INS, JUHAEW RS I A0 BB 0 (1 T A
- 5T & X (Pan et al., 2017; Chen et al., 2024) . XA [A] 20 B4 T Wass 45 A (2020) 4 i i 7 71 1 [F) 25
——— 7 MR B RE TR 51 3 5 — 07, AR — Pk, WREMI PR P . AR SR TE T
REERGSR AR ELAN AR, WOm BRI o5 X - R % (VTA-NAC)IE S (Vrticka et al., 2008; Acevedo et
al., 2012), #AMEFEB A BIHUBYE, 7 BRI OC R B I 4R 755K, s> A Ro0) SIS 5 i 2
i (Kenwood et al., 2022), BEBHTAIM BHUEA T RN, X RIER 7R GG T R sh 2R
Bio il R AR 5 RAAFINE IR RE S, (RHEERESILE, RIS g A

=
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PLIRIE IG5 . I8 R IR B, W e B BRI B T R B, INS [R5 AR 1 Je) 7
FEPAEIRE S, XERE K HEE R A O AR 22 B 7 20 (Wu et al., 2025).

SR, INS 5= ¢ R AR R R PR IR AR DG R FE A B AE4ERRAT BRI, S ifii ] B
BURTAU o SIEL AL 1 = [F) 25 (Chen et al., 2024), LR INS = B2 AERE I [FIRHPE 2D, OB HFJET
JERILNG T VRN R ERFA L 5 — A F RD BRI, AEAR UG AT O 2R A8 R R D M B A
TR A SRS AT AE IR H B RN 55 (Bizzego et al., 2020), I ARRBAR TR B AR M4 [R5 1 B T R
T PR SR I —— R A DR AR SRR T o s & R B  FR R, TR 0 2 A A8 75 0 448 5 b 2295 B 5
KRR ITIARF R R “ 2R Wk KT XF INS HA AR MR XTSRRI
REAVLECH, an—J7 @il . — 7 R, JLAESL IR G I 26 A A e ifi 22 Lt B 3 R 4 ) vPRC [e]20
PE(Heng etal., 2025), 1X— R B ILG AT BEIR TR0 5= B 7 AME 8% ) —— il i S i 2a o 5 1 19 2%
WIRAERARZER, WA MEIE, SHT —MEEN. mREER RS ERE. XM
[ 20 P 6 A6 1021 (] (ACC)BUm Ik 55, 487 FCIG B 7 U e ke, & —Fh LR KR B s [E20, PR
FOREDARRS:, KA R I id Ok R .

gE LATR, ORI R T R S S B R G, AMUPE T OINS (R, T OCHEHh R
T INS BRIUAH—Mu@E RV ATRETER PRI R, B2 —FREEE . FERERIRINIEFD . AR A
R X [ 2 5 B ) T B OGYE , IR NI HORR U5 ThRE, 4 BR R RE vk 4 7R 00 AR I R B RO &2 B

2.2. HIBKFSBRTTEAZIFM INS HSCRYEhZS

R N BRph 22 [\ 2 P (INS) 1§ e - JE ] S A B2 gk, T2 — M & R /B R sUR s
FEo INS TEM R AL & — 2% 5 U B2k, FOURE s i ——Fisa @ S A 85 ), ikt
T4 B (10 R o Y —— = BE O T R AR D7 20, R AT SC R R T M. 1B R R 5T
i AR INS AHSG, JCHAENE BT AN X, Wai@it - TR GRS . HHLHIE T RIEE
PR BOE U e N R G0, 0 BT AT 1 $25 Th BB (Kenwood et al., 2022), BHAS £ 4R 7% ULAL (Long et al.,
2021). ART, ESMEMRTHISH, INS i v GE R E R, XSS R ERRAATR G IR . iR
U, RIS PR R TE VR v 9 1 138 T U 8 SRR 1 LN B K INS 38 0 (Long etal., 2022), X W] #E &
BRI A e ST RN TP AN NI IR 1R, 170 SR 1l R 2 b o — AN B w7, REX R “ & A8
AR S LR v R LS T ARG R o X IR R 7E) U R AR TS 38 B R R TR BT B
SRS R BEIE, MR INS & . AT, M mIEE S oCH B, Rk S, B uHd
B+ RR T SR AR XU BENFISM O 0 8 5K SR AR 7 0 r  FI B i 3l SR L R A X PR3 [
I BS S AR BT AU B 2w J R X INS 38 S PER o, X2 o) g e S 1 e 2 0 Al .
o AIPRFEHEOE, PE S INS AT R X7 17 1 44 i 3L 80E (Long et al., 2022) . JbISF, S 58 (1)
[ 25 14 T B A A AE R 4114 5] (ACC) 55 5 9 v AR B AH SC B I X, X [R5 AEEL T 2 Tk 1o i, e i A XU
TRBA SRR 28000, RIS e, TIURE R RIAEROT MR R, BIE U B PR, Bt ARE
AL AR INS FIBREE, Db AUZE G R A IR i 1 DX R T 55 1 55

MR HLZ)) A] R B SRIRIE AR RN INS, Il [ A5 8 5 12 22 5 1 28 s iR AR 2 [R) 25 4 5% (Long et all.,
2022); H— L IMAAZUEIE o, RS HIIS KT BN KA 2 A S X AR ) R, T
S )3 SR W) 5 B AR AR 1 58 B PEA A AR B A% 338 i A 5% (Rafi et al., 2020) . 2RT1 , 2 i BN AR ) »
PRI e 98 B ()25 S T P RE AR RS B LIRIAPE” (Longetal., 2022), FHAS T RIEMAGIEN . TUAME
TR, B EAEER T “RPER2 AW KB, 1=/ 7 “BEMHERD” KEZEME. SR
Fa BRI, R e 2 FD AT RE R IR A% B 2 # B A RN ), ST 50 1 5 ) R fe 4 il
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H(iaetal., 2024), X—KRIE “BARD RFE RIGHL” WS A (Mayo & Gordon, 2020). ‘B4
INS 52X R 1 U B0 R B kb : &R ThAEME IR0 & e, i s s (%m0 [ 25 #6 mT fg
Fo A INS ShEER THEZEN “BREER7 o RIMEEX0TIMEIBE RN, S S AR
R, DLSRBLeh 2 s 5 ) AL HE(Hasson et al., 2012).

2.3. RS A B RS INS BFRE

JECS7 N [ B % (Perceived Partner Responsiveness, PPR)FE 2 /M A4 06 2728 AETS I, (5 B2 4T
T2 T HIFMR . BAE 5 M UK Z (Reis, 2012). PPR MU JE56 R B M3, BRI 0L E-AR 18] (1)
CTNGRAS” X — O INFINLE], RZIE E N R & RS PE(INS) RS FE 5 208 . 7 PPR RMGE AMA )
WAE T R 515 28 RIB AR B HERR B MR TS 3 . ERR 2T, A AMA RN B A8 v [ S P A, RSO0 4 5
X - ARFEAZ (VTA-NAC) % [ i B 2 Bl R U 0 (Sun et al., 2021), Krppg A5 A B Ak —Fh B 1E )
RO BIRSS s  [RIA,  APURE [ 7 388 3o o) A5 4 A% 1) #7115 4 S B (Norman et al., 2015),  BEARAE & 8% INS
BT BRI SN - BRI S RERE. R M, Mgsh - SR RN 5 Kk R EE M
Ko AEBHEYEh - @EMERN, 0 CAiEEIFOERRIET , KIMS5RAT R M. HEE R R
PRI SR 22 AR, SIS A AR PR T AR R AR A3 B S B2, IR # e [R] D )T R 3 (Gable et al., 2004) .
I, PPREZERZY INS G T — MBI SilUsl A 23R EE, X MRE 1 J9fal =y PPR A AR £ HiT 45 - 15500
-4 2 DA i X R B HH BE 5 1) INS (Heng et al., 2025).

SRIM, PPR XF INS BIRZMISEMTE T HAZHE 7wk “Wgmis” 5 “FaEmse” o [ R n] &
AR R I 1 5 B R AR T S R OO BRI, U B R RS M TN 4 S S, A — BT
KR 2% 7E 0 I B (4~8 Hz) A AL 5] 25 45 i 25 14 5 (Hasson et al., 2012) o 33X it [5])  B5 3X 5 3230 1 Wass 25 A (2020)
Jitse LRI PP AR S, BRI — 7 BRI s BE T I H 51 5 53—, X SR B ok R FEREIY “ [R] IR [H)
7 TR BT LG . PPR (19 H AN, 1M T3 7K 2 2 A A6 5% & 18 J& i (Zoppolat et al., 2025),
$E/8 PPR X INS (1500 1] GEH 20 H ZhAS B SRR AE, M AEFRAS LR IERN . He % N (2025)iF —0 & 3L, f
ABAE A AR SR B AR  48 S iE 3 38 5 A7 A5 3] INS | B A AL [|] INS SkAg it & 1E18 R, v PPR
(AT IR I AAT 4 9 s e i X 1) TR DA A A b B it T B 4R -

R LR, REEIIEAGFMHEFEGIENS) K — MR SRR, e —Naesifnrk g E, @
OGRS H S RIS R RSP EESEE S, DU AR N B g
SERITRI RS RLEE, RS H G R A M G AR G o . R SR . SHIREEE R, 3
)RR B R R IR ARG, SR DG R P RE R s A AT MU R B “Rh T Re” , MR E RN
ARE RO —FAREE MR . SRERE MM DA DA RER T AT NP . XS RIR I, KRAERL
INS M EEFZME R SUCFER, INS 0] e i 52 m B3P & ) 985G ¢ R4 . Bk, RAEA %
RAERRTTEXT INS PER, ARRADA DB — K50 =3 T REAFLE 1 BRI & 15 o

3. IBRAREYETS(E A

T AR B I 3 AN 1 P9 3 AR AR L (IWM) FIAE 230 B TR, BB R ES INS 2 [H]
RIRRRE 577 10) 0 22 ARt RAVEDG R, T AN 22 2 R AR (R P82 L [R1BE R ) U m] e 51 K JE L 7 [ 2
B, HESEUREEMER S . RSXEE AT AR TS R BUEXT INS [F52mT, thrl ERSM INS 4ifa]
SR R Ak R AR, I SRR A 2 HER A FE RS Bt G % R4 R

AR R - 102 RGN RERE G B, RN R TELE 7R8I (Vrticka etal., 2012);
T 45 R AR 75 3 B A A= A% 05 19 58 (Gillath et al., 2005; Diamond & Fagundes, 2010), [813F 74 4% 75 2 U L B

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2026.1610483 194 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2026.1610483

RN

HH A xR A IS 3] (Ran & Zhang, 2018). 3 6 2R IE AT A8 FEMA AN A B30 Hh ) 5 Ik ng 5
1T, HE— D8 INS MR . 224 BUARAAMATE B8l o R I H 5 &y 1% BT 735 14 (Mikulincer &
Shaver, 2016), A fEiE I BEAR AN Z 58 G0 0 PR IAU1E R 00 A0 0o 23 00 PR RS VO BEAE I, (232 INS HITE R 1]
w1, Feng %5(2020) &8, HF - M NES@EL INS FIrFMERRIEEE ST, e eRREE R E R
- A NEESRE ) AT RESRAGIX — AT DRI, XIS, Mok R E LT AR TURE & INS. R R AR
0 FEAR I S ) B 4% (Ein-Dor et al., 2011)A] B8 S BURTHIHT (A1 5 B i FEOE , PR RT A (1 i 3%
Dhee, @miglK INS Bksh. ErPRMETAT, FERKRE R INS ] Be 1% 4 6 i 450 2 2 FRAIK
(Longetal., 2021). f&{EH, SRS o m, S5 MR BT AN 5 [R5 RS 2otk Ttk 2
FORHR, PN T M S5 B 5 R I AR FE T BEBELRS N Bl (Kinreich et al., 2017). (RIUk, STEEREAIAMATI S, %
RIAEYE INS FIXR AT Re AL, S8 R OCEE.  [RDEE LR A 15 B il SR B T B I S5 B B v 2
RGN E KR, A RIS 5 R, FHUINS 1555 (Walker & Kunst, 2025). %4
AN AL T4 HE R B IR H, DMING AR 43 il DX (932 3@ P AN R0 PE 23 BRI (Che et al, 2014),  [E]5#E B
A R I (A R NI SR 2 06 R IV Rk, 7E 75 BEA% LS ) 4E 55 o, Rl BRI T RE R L H 5
IR - At R, DRG, XHRATTT S, SR BTEXT INS BT /0855, mERRA—Eresl
RAHRLI 22 [F] 2 o

TRIB G R e BB YES AR, A RS XM 2H Gt mT B A8 A [R] /K ST 1R 5% 2R T B e A0 A [
BERMEFED . G, 2eBERESIEES T, A &2 (dIPFC) S HiIiss FAL (TP A A M 4L &
FESFSHEEES T ALEHNAE . R, NLERREHAT INS PLEE R R - fEMA
HIRE BA ER s INS. hRAT S T [FI(ACC) L FE[FIE, {H [H) 2558 B 553 5% % 2 UM 52 (Long et
al., 20220 XH “AHEILIRREBE” S WRUT7 i FE WO b e i R 4, $H A R4 Th Rk . (el - [alsgE sy
A N RACTE BEYE INS: FEE BAS AT 55 it - Biain: [\ 2 2 BRAC,  (HERARR LN 45 (DMN) A
[FO a0 IXFR “ ThRGPEMRRS " 8 7 B 28 SRS 4 e ¢ R AR e, (B3R 2 1 BRI 4 o [mleE A f14R
AT RETE /DR SR - B FR SRANUL LI 7= A 23 85 KU, (X R AR i T R DA 55 B 285 AN eI 2= B AR
(Conradietal., 2021). £ & - [FlBE R 2H A SR JEXTFR I INS: FNIRS HHH EoR, FRET EFHEE B,
o138 7R LA RILAE IR RS, S ECE RN X AT RE A BRI AR U 13 B TR SR a1 T (R R
ik (dIPFC)# |1, #E—20H155 MNS FP M. [ERERENE, AN TIEBR A rTgeiEd “15 80
57 SO T RO AR 5 AE R RS 1 INS o 8, [ 3 L P AR A S S AT 55 R I H 5 A M AT A (dIPFC)
5G40 BI(PCC) I ThREMERE, (RLE TR ZEE MBI BT, BRI I 2% (DMN) I [ 25 14 s 1 3 52,
PR H AR [FD L B A S B R e

4, FEEBE
4.1. IERHFIRWL

WIHTSCHTIR, EFURIL INS 5C R EM K RIFIER RN B2 @it o FIE - FREEEETR
= )25 (Long et al., 2022) 553 & B AN T RC A8 A ME P = [R5 (Heng et al., 2025) ¥ B, INS PR,
3T 0 ) A5 R FER A [ 0 a7 Ll L SR O . AR ORI ST A R RTINS 5 ] B o, R R
B o DX S e AT B e S o 4 BB R BN A TR A BRI 2 DR SR o W 55 7 Al PR 23 B 732, AT A
ik — 2 20 1 B Z ) X s 2 8] A SR B E £ ST ), AT B AR AN R AR AR A A R AR X AR BB
PR PR (Pan et al., 2017; Bilek et al., 2022). $b4k, AS[FER RS H A G 15 “ X RARE-INS” 4
PEATEHI AR GG AT . W AT SCORILR) “m AP - KR (Wang etal., 2023)F1 “fiK[FID - mifesE ik
LRER, SR A AR I T R A TR RS SR 8T, B e 4 -
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gL FRIE - FRIE AL (Rl - [l R SRR INS B, RIS IR E L o IR T A
e

FEJPVE, BEWTa 7O DA E X R RS INS BIERI ). SRR E T Al 24k, 7
ANFVEZ T B INS, 1 B Rt b it w] Re (st R [RIE A I B ARANAT Dy b, R T o s 48
KA. CHBITURIL, #heFD ey TGS M = (Li et al, 2022), ESMIFTEPEE IS IR Y, #F&E
N BR [R5 AT fgad s aT S L S R J5 2k 4k 22 Hozl)(Sened et al., 2022). Bk, ARRBRFH 2 i 8] s 6]
et [FIRARE “RARFE—~INS” M “INS—IC R IIESI RN, AT H iy — 35 2 75 7/ R L 17 B A
A RS . HEGERAZ,  H AT AR AR I — R A B AR I B RS A B, PR R R R &R
o 75 1k — 2B BAIE

4.2. THFHEANENS KRR

W INS Ay ok R VP BT T AR A 75 1 1, OO ) A a7 SR o (R D s BE, T 2 B T Tl
Tk AT Rk A o 22 B O R E ELAD RS R 1 INS B, DAOES IR, HnT Ae i i 38 s g A & wi
5 [ E 2 5 e RS AT, PRI - AR Th AR, BRI IR o ¥ g B R 5 17 4 e
(Doll et al., 2016; Sezer et al., 2022). HTIRIEFAR R ) INS 551 45 Me i %5 ) AH K (Long et al., 2022),
XA R B2 TR AT AR — D b R e R IR S A & R D, R T RGO . %
SR R B U T BT R A e A R AR R W] R . FRAR A £ g P AT AT A% R (Norman et all., 2015
Gillathetal., 2022), JAFEARTA] A1 48 T 5 36 ) 7 136G SEARBUM RO R PR 858, AT (4520 INS . 1 —
APHh, W TR ER IR I v T N B [ 25 R RE SR A AN SR R S ELE) 1) BB /3 (Sened et
al., 2022). A3, HEfwHHZ EEUEE R B R &I ZRE e 208 8 3h e 8 F e U IR AEAE I INS, Fith
AR B AR N A R AR T TR TR A BB IMB R, T AR C AR S A I RSB

HE—Pth, HE R ARE B RE P AR AR 25 0 RN, AT 15 AR % 18 I i w4
SR AR INS B, A5 7 9 e A A A O LR

SE
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