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Physical synchrony as social Inter-group
bonding manipulation conflict game
. Shared intentions among group members [1],
facilitated by perception-action linkages [2], may
promote feelings of team affiliation and social
cohesiveness [3, 4].
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. In-group bonding strengthens an individual’s
commitment to and identification with the group [5],
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. Dividing a group in teams increases perceived closeness and group identification. For synchronized teams, this effect is stronger and persists after a
competitive inter-group conflict game.
. Physically synchronized and asynchronized individuals do not differ in subsequent inter-brain synchrony levels.

. Between-group dyads show higher inter-brain synchrony levels than pseudo dyads, however, interbrain synchrony levels did not differ across conditions.

References: [1] Semin & Cacioppo, 2008, [2] Hoven & Risen, 2009, [3] Swann et al., 2012, [4] Liu et al., 2021, [5] Brewer et al., 1993, [6] Whitehouse

(20180, [7] Choi & Bowles (2007), [8] Bernhard et al., 2016, [9] Yang et al., 2020, [10] DeFelice et al., 2024. the Buropean nion | oo




