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[ Abstract)

However, not all researchers agree with the emphasis of emotional mimicry in emotional contagion. Accordingly, this review

Mimicry—feedback mechanism theory believes that emotional mimicry is crucial for emotional contagion.

reanalyzed the relationship between emotional mimicry and emotional contagion, in terms of the characteristics of emotional
mimicry. Due to the feature of embodiment, whether emotional mimicry is used to promote emotional contagion or not is de-

termined by the specific stimulus and task. Moreover, the influence of emotional mimicry on emotional contagion is affected

by cognition.
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