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Abstract

Objective: This review synthesizes the theoretical foundations, behavioral consequences, and neu-
ral correlates of hostile attribution bias (HAB), focusing on functional near-infrared spectroscopy
(fNIRS) and its potential for naturalistic social-interaction research. Methods: Integrating the social
information-processing model and the Computations of Hostile Biases framework, we review evi-
dence from fMRI, EEG/ERP, and fNIRS and evaluate hyperscanning and interpersonal neural syn-
chronization (INS) as complementary approaches. Results: HAB is not localized to a single brain re-
gion but involves multiple systems supporting social intention inference/mentalizing, threat and
salience processing, and social information integration. Direct fNIRS evidence remains scarce. One
individual-level fNIRS study linked HAB to neural similarity in the left ventromedial prefrontal cor-
tex, but it did not use two-person hyperscanning and therefore cannot establish an HAB-INS associ-
ation. No stable neural marker of HAB has yet been identified. Conclusion: fNIRS is portable and
ecologically suitable for studying HAB in naturalistic social contexts. Future hyperscanning studies
should test whether HAB relates to INS while controlling motion artifacts, shared input, and physi-
ological noise through video/motion tracking, short-channel regression, and permutation-based
analyses. The HAB-INS link remains a testable hypothesis rather than an established finding.
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1. 5|15
1.1. BRVFERENESEAREX

WAAT NITE RS KR BIAR R 2 . R 3R 38 22 BAE 3L Al 520 (Anderson & Bushman,
2002; Crick & Dodge, 1994). 7E1% 2 NI 2, H3% 9 K4 5 (Hostile Attribution Bias, HAB)# 32 41 Jy
BT MR E B XK R 2. HAB 2 15 AMACEE T 00 7RISR 0 4 2 5 B, 1) T fth A HOAT e
NHEAHE S E R B (Dodge & Coie, 1987) o IXFf i ) AL FEMT ANMAS #2315 B R, B 51T A,
IR I B T 35 ) A 5% (Dodge & Coie, 1987; Xu et al., 2024).

IRAE AL 225 S THE, MEENAL SIS, 2R BEA AL 2 250 T8 U AR S5 0+t s ek ik
TS, R, JrEt— BB EAT N B ¥R AR Bi(Crick & Dodge, 1994; Dodge, 2006). 441515 A #
(AN 2 PRI, AN O AR A 2 SRR e I X mT A 5 men Ll N = LA 0 W . o T B 3 HAB A
WIS, VBRSO A 2247 ] BR SRS D) AR N B R, AT I A . e AN B SO R R
P,

IEAESK, HAB &M RO LR R NME I dh g iR A B4 25 38 B ) R B DN e BEA WAL 2 22
R A 2 BT S DU R R A AT 4% %2 HAB. AR1M, DUREEAT AR FRIXE LRI 2 HAB Bt
PRI HARMZ I T fE . Rk, MAhE Rl A R B4R HAB (&bt o T SE47 A A
FOALH A R .
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1.2. NTHREZIHESEM

KT HAB BT LT TAT MR, BT 38 W I8 A ROR 2 75 45 A 0 DF 0 4 e
H HAB 7K IXZRAE 58 REE [ 25N A A2 15 2 I HE SO T R ), LM DL — 285 [X 43 3 Aol [ 9 5 05
AR R Ao EHEWT, IR S5 A RS

WAER, DReMISER BB (EMRI) i B A A AH 5 FL AL (ERPYSE M B2 T B il ] T 481 HAB
PP LA . 2024 I — T RS LRGN 21 T HAB #HERL2EWE T, KICA B 7 2208 S G ILR B
A HBETE, FFHR78 HAB AT B85 7 RONL G E VRN TR0 2% O ERAK I ZE DL N400. P300 S5 FAH S AL
B R SR, LR RINAR M BAF R BCE A TR AT a0 & 72 R 80k, Bk H BT iRy
TE ke e HARr 5 HAB #H 4 F8hR(Wagels & Hernandez-Pena, 2024).

DRI, SR B F I 2 R AN ] B B AE “ T4 HAB X RIFG X 7, 1 2k — 255 % HAB W AN
FAE S EIN CERA Y, DL IZ S IR U] 3k (7] 2 5 100 4 2 1 5 o RO RO iR

1.3. DhEEMHIRLTIMEIEE ROMRNS

LN REVEIRL £ 7 3 (functional Near-Infrared Spectroscopy, fNTRS )id it 6 3 Fisi £ 4 i 48 &5 ML 21 2% (3 A0l
AR AR AL, (A Z M ATEs). 5 MR AHLE, fNIRS BAG &5 S0 PR5E R il D
LS AR X B 13 B A2 M 2545 5 (Pinti et al., 2018; Quaresima & Ferrari, 2019). X S64J #5d H g Hod &4t
SNAA ARG FL . BEAh, INIRS IERES A 5 g R BN B 2 AR dsk, RUEHR. B
ARAFHTEFCE Ge % R 10 S 4L 2 B AT IR &3, AT HE— B 58 N Bl £ [7) 25 (Interpersonal Neural
Synchronization, INS). X/ T HAB i &, X —m HAELZE L. AV TEE XA “25% - #LaWh -
R IAE” PR, IS R A R R A T R . B, RORAF A A2
0 MAME S35 3 70 e BN Brtt 2 BB 2 i

2. FELARRENEEEMEITARRE
2.1. HRVEAEREROIEISE A

HAB % O AE T 05 d g e RS SRR 1) o 23 A TR BB #2347 IS, Jei S RIVA €t N AT
RNFEFEHTER. LRIEAEE, MNMEREAEZRLR .t HiR L TGOS LA A B35 ] 552
R

B BN, ST AN RER R R BARIE . SR AR BN S PPN 45
BB (Crick & Dodge, 1994; Dodge, 2006). A1, fEFEMTBE HAB [ E B A2 305 . i SRAMARA ) T4
M B AR A2 E 8, WS T T S BRI . SO ) v SRR 3 — 20 G — A eSS
fiE e AN EE B e a), SRR RRE L VSRR ER AN TR A3 2 (R IE B (Smeijers et al., 2019).
Kt MBS B, HAB JFAR SN “HIWER ", Ml k2@ BN LT i) RGP R
[F] o

TEFERRE, T X WEERAHFATEAER T HAB. FHRBH W ABGE R BB MR B
R FN & = B S A RN L2 T (Smeijers et al., 2019; Wagels & Hernandez-Pena, 2024). K, TfEITI8HIZE
WU, S8 G 4 1 SO AN [E] A8 & o SRR R [R) — o BEE AR o A OB AR 2 ) HAB,  BIMA
VRO 41 24T D U R DA s = B R A 1 o

2.2. FRVEERESBEHITA
HAB 5BGHAT N Z AR RO E R R . — M &, MRLEIN BRI AL S 2RI, 2R i TR L

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2026.1611533 126 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2026.1611533

FOSARRE, WA REF= A R S MG 48, — B3 n o OB 1 el R

BEA WK, HAB 55X ek 2 IEAHSC, 10 HAX M OC R AE SRS H 8 NS HY (Martinelli et al.,
2018; Xuetal., 2024, [ PEBC @ F R AE T 22 PkeE . SEL4ael)adibh 2 5, o R A T 44 0 A
MNT NS ARRE . Rk, HAB W] B E S S5 58 5 s b 1 it i) BRI R

kRS, HAB 53tk 2 A HAEF BRI —— X RR R BEATHIEZENEZ R 288 A
RREAE BE R 2R 55 2 PP R R . (R, 4 HAB BN BCEAT A ISR — BRI NG 2, B G B W A e
FLAR Bk A et 245 20 A (0 2 ZLA R XU TR 2K

23. BEPAERRENMEERSA T

HAB JFE B2 lER e, HERWAAAERRM/MEZE T Frius, YR, hafin., B5
Fa L N R RA R E e 5 HAB A K.

IR A Tt — 2 007 HAB BIR] 1t . A KM 2212 IR0 70 R B, I8 YRN8 BB iR Rloes
RIS fRRE, AT DARRAR SO AR R (W 17 (Al Moghrabi et al., 2024; Winnicki & Schmidt, 2023). #AT1, XIET
TN Bk AT A RIS HEA B2 — 2§28 HAB 7] fg ROR B AT AT G B2 HH I — AN B0

AL, MRS A FE %2 HAB ] BB 1 HAA S B . WA S0 Z5 05 1E RE 68 50 HAB FHOGHY
PSS, AT RE VPR HAB IR R0 28 B il A P S ik — ik
3. BEAEREME
3.1. HERRNEFERSHSILR

H T HAB MR AT S BCRAIRA IR, AU E2ok B MR s # &% ERP #F7¢, BEHCK INIRS
WA XD . Wagels F1 Hernandez-Pena X AHCHE AT Rt 48R 5 KL, HAB & FLAE LI AT:
S N VR 2 FE bR O TH B B 5 (Wagels & Hernandez-Pena, 2024). Rk, H 87RIWF 745 R
BIE G B HAB A BRI 0 B, A B B VR E s &b .

MILE KT, HAB AR & 2 /0 = AN B CERI I T (W& 1):

Table 1. HAB-associated processing components and neurological evidence

%% 1. HAB HHX M TR B EIE R

hn L 2T o0 R R HIRIER 5 HAB KR & FEMEER
OSSR RZRTRAEMYE? AL BRI TR HAB (R %A B RS
B fRE BT NI e BB 5 HAB L€ CRIEERIDR RT3 3h
WEAR  MARERARERE? BEFERES 5 HABRLE XEEMK vmPFC. #itl. TPJ 4
WEME RETMARATE? TS 5 HAB fFERLIB IR R N400 %

By A REHERT RO EALIN T, F R R AN AN O BRR S ANAT Dy R I A I

W B S REVEINT, W RO RO AL S 2RI L B AR

W=, HFEEES, BMAMR LT SRR S O SRR AT B A

ANFEEFE AT RE S BRI Th AR AR O3, RIASRER BT Tl “ Bl i) 7 BT 5T S\ HAB
NI T . VAR RAFAEZE R, W HES HAB HIIRMEIEE SCASEI Y S R 5% E 20 Bk 78 ELFE
BRSSP B R EAR, 105 L N ORI . A SRR B S RS
LT S W PR RT E 2 HAB N THE 2R AN FIATT o LAk, REAS B e 7K Soph 28 5 Hr K 22 St vl gt —
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LR AR . Pk, BUA AR S S Y HAB A% 2 RGUIN T A0 B 5, AT 504
G E I X B — A 2R AR AR o

3.2. e EEHE. BN IS5HEERES

HAB [T R S NAT v BRI HERT, ] e 52 2 g 5 2 25 MEVP 0 U e 8t 5 B A 3t
[FICM. BRI, BUARERHAT FOFR AL — D1 “HAB iIX” , Ti/&#R HAB "R & 2 M
HORBRIAL 2N RN T R 58

H5E, AR RO EAIN T HAB (S EAT . AMATIRS BRI AT I, /5 ZARYE AT PR Y
AT R AEWT At AR BRI FIDIR S, PRSP AU 2 J2 (vmPFRC) s S B TR & [X 45 5 4 2 A k0
MR §ES 5X—d . Zhu F KB4 MRI K, HAB 538k 00 7 A% A o fig &5 X 45 )
DHRERFIE KL 5 DB 28 2 M IR R A 5%, Il — D S AUEBGE A O¢(Zhu et al., 2022). X448
7~ HAB RIREDS Rk 2 B EHEWT 5 R 2N T R g MR

Hoxk, U5 B3N TR RERZ MRS A ORI A 2 LR AR R . At {5 RAFEIRE B, MA
i BN I B AR T AT AL . RN, SRR XA RES SAHOCE BN T, (HiX X3 JF4F HAB
R PER A, PRI ASRE AT R AL “HAB I 7 o S S BERIMRE 2, HAB AT REAE A SE MR T
B At 25 B P IR BGRAERUE R, IRt — DR e s KA

BRJE, A2 fE B A AT REE A RE SRR BT I AR RS BB IE O M BUE R . Gagnon FR
ERP 50 R, Brdi b A 5 RS MR AL 22 SR S5 I FT HAB AHOC A2 S B0 EAFAE 22 57, $Rom I
dr i MA T REEC DM 5 B B B A —BU01E B (Gagnon et al., 2024) . #E— WSO, Btk ME
STERIPE AL 2245 B HE A B AT BEAETE AN 2 (Gagnon et al, 2025). IXUBEE LRI, HAB AU K “ i
Writh NI, AT REW KAMARE S B G St 215 B2 1L O A HI .

Zi b, BUAIEYEIRN HAB W G2 fh o i BIHEWT . BObh 5 835 PR VPl LA R AR 25 BB G FE R i 45
o FHorb, BUBIH AT A DR AT BE S Sk B KT, AN S SE X IAT RES S A TN T, 1
ERP W70 U A [B] 2 FE R 7R T AL (5 BBG M ZER . BT ARV AR ARES M HAB W& 7 X AFE
BKRZES, FRhE RSG5 HAB A58 2475 7 JE L 5 IR AL AR 55 A 22 S 0F T ik — 2B IAIE

3.3. NRRXEITNEER GRS ES
Zrer HATWE UL 2), HAB AIBEW =M RIRHI I RE R SE

Table 2. Representative studies on the neural mechanisms of HAB

7 2. HAB HZHHI R MR

B B e SRERX SR EBRIRMRLR
) KAL) o REEHPMEAES HAB AR %
Quanctal, 2019 - RERHAB  poype g SHBOMR e ion ) v o o s s s AR
MG, Fobi. XA A5 S HAB
Zhuetal, 202 503 ASEHAB  HEE PRI 7 (B A2 S LA 2 B

e S ERSYIINNYIEY

AR B KPR B AN R N400 A3
Gagnon etal., 2024 24 o THiEY B RIES%  EEG/ERP  AlRERHBGALSFNRFABEST ML, A4
SE4%EF T4 M HAB
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gk

HAB 5 Il vmPFC #5/AMA 2 1% s
NIRS ARG O, %4 BB T el g £ AE
A, FRAEE B RUR ) INS

eSS, EEG/ERP A Ao G 2 B 55
BEES FREW It HAB FHR {5 BE IR F%

IWHRZEIES HAB. M EToa & s
Zhu et al., 2025 - fERmIE INRZEBIE fMRI EEAAAE K, on HAB B —En 8
P, EAHEYE L E R A 2 bR R

21 MR

o
Lyu et al., 2024 58 158 HAB KL g

Gagnonetal., 2025 - WEEEERA

F—, OEASHSE RN RS, EEW K vmPFC. TPJ. Bibk & X 55

B, B S REEINTRE, IR K. 7oi% L I 5 4k 2 Ui P4l A 5% 1) X 38

B, HeEERE RS, AR - WML DL S N400 AR L5 BB A L.

FRRGIEE HAB FR M ML, 1fi/& HAB BT KL & 2 EHEWT . B ir Akt 15 B4
LTS R R M AE R, L, YATHFREESIRE “ZRAS5” HWVIGHEL, MiAE
HRRO AR —/ M E 1) HAB 5 57 14 X 4%

4. INEEMELO SN EIERASR HAB IR S HEFEME
4.1. HEEMHELISMATRBIRARYF R

fNIRS LA ML 4B ) 22 AR A A S ke e SR PG )y, B BB . SEIRIAEE PR #18> . W BL
517 A5 R 1d A A (Pinti et al., 2018; Quaresima & Ferrari, 2019),

55 fMRI AHEE, fNIRS 75 (8] 23 FE 2 AR ALAR, I HL 32 BRI RN 5 25 2 DXk, (L L of S 6 B35 11
FORBUR, BEINE S E RS . SULRIE, INIRS 598 % 5 % 2k iz sh A A A4 35 5 152
W, PRI AR B IS BN 2 I RRE HAZ 18 3 P 1R o

XFFAELINRBT M 5, INIRS )55 — D E AR T DY R B BT s R bl A
BN EEMER BRGSO FiAt o Bl iR 2 D S BOR S

4.2. MATEE HAB-INIRS iE#

H BT B K H fNIRS 78 HAB I 50+ B BR - Lyu S 008 502 H i BA R E AR 2 —
(Lyu et al., 2024). WFIFLKIL, HAB /K5 LM vmPFC #& G s B MA LG 56, It —2 &
NP EIE A BRI TE — B R EIX 4y & K HAB /M.

XS R AHEW TR L. — 50, TRV INIRS e85 HAB MA 2 5 S5 1 i R A 4 15 5)
B, it — IR HAB-INIRS B4R 4t 1055k E . S5 —J7 1, 2 RS R ) HAB S5 XA
Wi [R5 2 [BAFAE R &R HATIE “HMAFED 7 REANFES S H AR LA N IR A i w405 2
AT, AN PN IEAE B0 AR 2 1) (1 S i ] [7) 25

L, RRPATFEF—DEEX R, FERHAFE R HAB T4 AR AR50 H AR 1

4.3. FNIRS BN BRS 5EFEE

LA INIRS AR T A R A 2 AP R VR 3R At R, (H SR s T 75 2 R
B, BARIIRRkIEsh. ER G SRSl ge s sh i, S5 [FP s s el gt —
AIE R IR o R, ARRBE TR R G F IS fia bR, IF 45 &8 s IEAAT N R f bR
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FifE

BEATEE . HIK, INIRS FELRIRIR K=, A AE SR . A ANSCIR AR SEAR RS . 2RI -
PRI A8 TE ] LA B X 0 R A BE , (EARE AR EIE, It INIRS HiE & 1E )y IMRI S5HAR
MIAhTE . PR, GCodR WPRE R Sk B M 0 58 4 B AR BEAR A AR T RESZMA INS H8 AR, 45 15 4 B3l 18 e R0
AR E AT Fa, WIEFED AR 2L R . WA SS S AR, DR AS REA (R0 L
R At 2 TR o ROR TR ATBEMLEC S o I R) R o7 B B 4 36 55 07 VAR 06 SRS L B[R]0 e 1 el 3t A
NPEERIFEID, JR4h & 2 B HUBORE I BRARARR R XU

4.4. fINIRS 5HHEZFHARNEMHXRZRE 3)

Table 3. Comparison of different neural techniques in HAB studies
= 3. TEHER AT HAB FIR LR

MEHEAR FEMRSB FERR HAB BTt &R ME
[E S,

fMRI T YHENUK, TIIEEIREIRZ & HAB FHSCMi X K& ThRE M 4%
B A) 3 B et e po . NI
EEG/ERP e 7 (A ALRE 1A R oAt 2 B LA ) FE
INIRS fEHE. S0 IRET PR b A 3 R TR, W7t A SR+ 2155 i HAB
AHFE N 52 32 50 FEFRNERZ, 52183 AR JE TS
s e BT IR E R, WEAS P NFRHE
fNIRS JEHH AT FAE BT K JZ 15 5h St [ B 2 s e

5. MMAHERIER A RHER

B HAB A0 78 5 B OTEAMATH ORI AL 2o (5 BN IS S, BLAR HAB /M4 2 SRt 52 it
TEERYE. AR, HAB RATH B2, HERIACE R TAMEH b N Z B I, Haraez 2
PRt BB . KL, AR MERI TG S LS R HAB S5t Hah 2 AR .

AR, AP RE NI — RSO T ¥ B S - B IR AT DARI I D S EL 30U k& 30,
HEZEARHI PR ARMAR Y. CF ML LSHOE BT RS E . Wl 3T
S E B NBR AR, FERIH S B AR RIG. BARX LA 70 R EL#EE 48 HAB, {HiZ
AIIRETEUTLLAM G BEE AR BN B AR At & ELA G e rp B S A 2T 3 5 LA REZ A K G &R

HFERMRE, Lyu F(Lyuetal, 2024)RICH, ANGE HAB 55 /0 05 P4 000 i A5 B J2= 4 2835 s A X
MR 2%, HZOTTC R T A2 A [F] T L X7 Z AR N BRFE[RE . H |l M B EAESIEY] HAB
S NBMZFPAAERE R R L, W] LCK 3 2 [ I AR AN A e i6 (R B (R

HT UL, AT RE “HAB-#E 25 BN T - 42 B8 - ABrM&FD” fIiEse: K2
T HAB K HA G 235 3l , 78 B a2 i A H D sevEIL LA G i 14 25 XU M A, JFE &7
NRAEB SRR, BEb KK HAB 25 5 TalH I NBR RS Bk 247 5. 1207 A BT HAB
BT A (AR 22 AL 41 fre 28 L SAE 2 B Al B

6. SAIMRBREARKRRE

JUE AT SR A 28 RS 9 Dy B AR R U DR i ) (HAB) FRAA N 5 p 8 St (4 1 T R IR, (H 122400k
PIFEAEAE TEARBE— P E M. %%, HAB FIMEE g SMETEMA T 25—, ARPTFCRAT
B 5. BRI S5 S G R AE R BRSNS R AR S T E AR R, XA ARG
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R R TS R Bk R R Ao R, ARORIE T 2t — D WA HAB S8R5« SORRE [
BRI A RS I I 5, IR bR e i S ga s, DR S ASRIBEIE 2 Ta) R m] L

Hk, AL E R T MRS =, SRS LA el e . Dhfetkinar
SRR A IR R . SEIRIA BT IR AL S0, NE TN B AR BIAE S E B 5 % HAB 0t 1Al e
ASRATA D RE ML ZLAM G B, RIS R BB 7 KRS 80, 4551708 EVEI S 2B R R,
5 HAB MR HOAE 205 BN T o] 5 Tl #2 i N Bt 22 [P A & ANid, H A i 72 78 70 ELR IE
PEIEW] HAB 5 NP2z [0 Z [ ARG E R A, DRI SRR i 7 7 Bl i SAIE T e i AT A 6

BeAh, NP RS R G R T IR . ELBIXUTT HE BLARACL AR s 30 9 AN 00 SR A A7 2 L IE Y
HEBEPR, WA R BISEFEALGE . W BTSSR AE PR R M . PRI, SR SRAT FT RN s 38 Rl A
Pl RSB IE . FE R B AT [R5 A P B RIS 3l A AR IR 2R ARSI s [R] I T >R B
HUBCXT I TRD 3 5 20 BT B BB 6 S5 T ¥k 6 3 S Ll 7 A 1 [ 22 et 3 (R ey A\ T 7 2R B ) 22
FFEATIE 2 2 B IE, AR s N Bntihce (R0 a5 RIGMERE /1. fEtaERk b, Wik — D ai & IRtk
IELLAMGTE S L SRR DG AL AR HOR AR )0 23 ) S5 [R) 48 52 2% 58 HAB AR AN 1L, JFRe i
TEbR GAT WAL AR R T 2RISR S .

e, ARRBEFCE AT BE— P f HAB #H2iit SN E 5 T H M . — 51, i H it %% HAB
ARG S R NB 2 [ 20 5 BGIAT N2 Z [ R [ 2k &, A B Tt — DB HAB fE4E & HE)
MfER 5 — T, APR AR SN R Z B LT U &, 55 HAB HRMZTE 3 75 58 179
KA, LARIXFP AR A TR St 2 A5 BN TN AT A SRR R o RIS AR TTRT 2l
RKEMEZH A ZR, BLHRE “MEAMAR - th 2 T3 - NP2 fEEHESE, i
FEORRF SIS P2 R R S s BT FE A AR S 00, IRt — D IR A0 HAB 28 il b M Ak 2 DI RE 1 AR o

7. &

BSOS AP i 7] 5 U AT A VIR R . BUE ML B2 FUR Y, HAB AT Bei8 hett oo e RIHEWT . i
THHERESES N IRERSE, MU T B M. DhEEMm el B [ A B e A 252
B, PR B SRS T HAB 3246 7T O BORI@ . AR HE— D45 & D RetEIL LA a4,
H5 HAB 5 ANt [0 KAtk 2 B R, WAL RALIG G 2 NPRELENZ 10, JFE ™ il 3k
ARSI R R AR b, 3P0 HAB 5 A PR FIE Z K & .

B oW

SRR ST FU AR AU AR ) L Ak 2RI Bk 22 R SR PR 21 AN 1 WF 78 Uk B O e ) A
AL S AL 1 BB A B A SRl

SE
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