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Supplementary results
For children who understood contingency
Observational fear learning
[bookmark: OLE_LINK3]Stimulus main effect: [F(1,57) = 17.21, p < .001, d = .49]
Direct expression test, extinction learning, and direct retention test
Phase by Stimulus by Trial interaction: [F(8.61,481.95) = 2.14, p = .013, ηp² = .037]
Stimulus by Trial interaction:
	Direct expression test: [F(6,336) = 4.89, p < .001, ηp² = .080]
		1st trial, Stimulus main effect: [F(2,112) = 10.16, p < .001, ηp² = .154]
			Bonferroni:	CS+Parent > CS-: [p = .007, d = .50]
					CS+Stranger > CS-: [p < .001, d = .64]
		2nd trial, Stimulus main effect: [F(2,112) = 7.51, p = .001, ηp² = .118]
			Bonferroni:	CS+Parent > CS-: [p = .033, d = .42]
					CS+Stranger > CS-: [p = .002, d = .54]
	Fear extinction learning: [F(4.43,247.89) = 0.61, p = .673, ηp² = .011]
	Direct retention test (Day 2): [F(4.34,242.92) = 4.70, p = .001, ηp² = .077]
		1st trial, Stimulus main effect: [F(2,112) = 14.34, p < .001, ηp² = .204]
			Bonferroni:	CS+Parent > CS-: [p < .001, d = .78]
					CS+Stranger > CS-: [p < .001, d = .85]
Physiological synchrony between children and parents
Correlation between PC1 and first CS+P [r(57) = .241, p = .070], CS+S [(57) = .031, p = .817], CS- [r(57) = .064, p = .634].
Physiological synchrony between children and strangers
Correlation between PC1 and first CS+P [r(53) = .283, p = .040], CS+S [r(53) = .041, p = .773], CS- [r(53) = .178, p = .202]


For children who did not understand contingency
Direct expression test
No stimulus main effect: [F(1,15) = .10, p = .752, d = .07]
Fear extinction learning
No stimulus main effect: [F(2,30) = 1.21, p = .312, ηp² = .075].
Direct retention test (Day 2)
No stimulus main effect: [F(1.39,19.47) = 1.11, p = .329, ηp² = .073].
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