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IR EFLIR BB R E A FAR AL

SUTCRNES TR F T
(LTS KA W S N B2 B L, Ki%E 116029) CYLPU IS K#.0 2B, M5 330022)

OB W@l s A AR @It B S B Il R E AR R G, R B4, KE
R ESfad@m LA Rk A, EHGsRESFAEHLEESFHALAX—RY. ZRBALEL BB
(B M AR AR A IUR BB = A R Rl 3B i, 154k, AP KA ERP A K Ik — 4t #
T R RBFENE, AR MBEHRE—RKLE®. RRTHIH IMRI B ARG —F R LA fodb ZA4],
KER W@ ILRAMHSE, s RIES ARE RIS ¥ EAH

SHEE B84

T2 mFLAE H & A3 A PR se b B S 2L ], NEIRARFEIL AR ES %
YER o PRBR A B 15 25 7T LS T fig A 7Y ) . . )
WE. mRRMB, AW RCave « L MRETLIRATENRENE
Lundqvist, 2008). B3 £ 1 FL 5 34 Ao R T FL AU B f B o B A 1 4 1 L A2
T H & IR G P 15] (Negative bias), Bk alx) 2% {145 (expression categorization task)H, H 325K
PS5 17 1 26 T8 UK (Fox et al., 2000; Mogg & SATRE . SR A AR A B A, T
Bradley, 1998; Ohman, Lundqvist, & Esteves, 2001), AT 55 B SR 1 4 X ) A s v I 2 T LR A T
Rt DI TR, AR SR K W90 ke IRAE G 45 T PR R AW e R RIS G LA 5 2 )5
FLIRBIAT 55w, Bl ialont v 2% o FL AR 51 A sz iz Bisf B B 48 R 2 A —B((Calvo & Beltran, 2013;
5, IEMI#E E(Calvo & Beltran, 2013; Calvo & Palermo & Coltheart, 2004), LI R HKE, WF
Nummenmaa, 2016; Kirita & Endo, 1995; Nummenmaa 3 1 BUAS [R) ] R 2 0 I 2% T FLAE Sl SE 56 B KL,
& Calvo, 2015), IS AR N D FLIR B FORPORXTE AT EAE S5 . G5 R R W = 24 1 fL
#(advantage in recognition of happy faces). B 2 o7 B 44 . 2595 T35 4% (Leppénen, Tenhunen, &
R AR EG iR, A Hietanen, 2003). 4:“<(Stone & Valentine, 2007) .
{LAENE 48 0 A 55 A e 48 R A 5 P AR e th B, JK % (Palermo & Coltheart, 2004), R{H(Calvo &
AAE T 85 UL 58 7P (Lipp, Craig, & Dat, 2014; Lundqvist, 2008) . 153 (Palermo & Coltheart, 2004)
Nelson & Russell, 2013), 57 & X e i FL IR 51 FrR¥E (Leppinen et al., 2003) 1 FL . BIffiRHE &
PL S 5 R 0] R B e PR R oY FBRIS IR R, &% K A (Calder, Young, Keane, & Dean, 2000; Calvo,
A R Z5 S L A (R pp 2 AR AL, H H I Marrero, & Beltran, 2013; Mendolia, 2007) . #8435 T
Bt 2 X3 — FH S 5T () B BRAN L& o AR SCHE B LI K (Calvo, Fernandez-Martin, & Nummenmaa,
g B T FL AR P S5 E AR AR R T R ) TR R (1 2013, 2014) LA K A2 W ] F (Liu et al., 2013)fEH
Bilt b, e A A B R U0 RN AR AL 25T A R SCERRORE, R BT WD E AL R . 2B
AU . BeJe, FRATEE B Akl — 2R BFEER, Joe i Eal T 2, HU S 4L
SRR 9E FH B 2 i fL(Hugenberg & Sczesny,
2006; Kirit & Endo, 1995; Stone & Valentine, 2007;

Wk A 2017-01-10

* [ [ RBLE IS T H (31760285) Calvo & Lundqvist, 2008; Svard, Wiens, &
WAEVE#: ##4E, E-mail: caobihua@jxnu.edu.cn Fischer, 2012), NI ERE, HIRAFTTHRZ
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TERL X sy 2 PE 2 fLIKI A, Calvo %5 (Caly,
Nummenmaa, & Avero, 2010; Calv et al., 2014)435)
TEFE B Je s 2.5° 8 Rl o s DX SR B e g
6° A1 FEI L DX 2 I Tl AL I B, I Srh s &
PARAE T M2 R AT oA . A5 R R W] EARTER]
s RSN B AL X S B 017 4 T L ) M 25 R S
B2 40, AEATIAAE Sk 1 P 1 LR 3

ILAER, WFTH K A4S RAT: 55 h i ff
TEM PRI FLIR B F(Calvo, Nummenmaa, & Avero,
2008; Lee & Kim, 2016; Juth, Lundqvist, Karlsson,
& Ohman, 2005; Nummenmaa & Calvo, 2015), [F]
FEASZ SRR 5L BT 8 RS2, IS 1 R AT:
% (visual search task)ZER B AR JLTK I Fr s
5 HERAO B AR SW (Calvo & Nummenmaa,
2008), MSZIR AR, BIFFEAE 43 iR FH fa7 26 )
g 1 L P R LA K e 1 i P R A by RO L
S50 2N H AR R Ay i 24T L Y 520 I A
)& (Becker, Anderson, Mortensen, Neufeld, & Neel,
2011; Craig, Becker, & Lipp, 2014), M3 B X
&, Calvo fll Nummenmaa (2008)% 5| 7E &l o U 55
FAEX R 6 ki fLIE f, BRI ERH
P 1 I Al L R R S, 25 SRS E T —
FATERRRETE

2 mREFLRANEBEIEESR

AR I AT GE I e R LR O B R E
PR, H A 25 32 3 52 305 2R A IR R Y
Wi o AF 5 K T L R 3 Sl a7 AN B R, B
SRR T8 L B RAT 55, 45 RAEB 'S 2 I 5
P4 L B9 R S0 B B 85 (Calvo & Nummenmaa,
2008), 4R, Calvo 25 (2010)7EH 5EAH R AT 55 okt
155 26 P (80 S U, i 2 AL R T LSO
B2 A RE, HEHERTHEHAmAL, XL
SR Y ST ORE B BT, SIS R 5
5 22 5 DR FL U B i 7 2

TATFL R A 1 501 AT % 4 bR T L TR ] 5 34
PR, FEER BN S R O R,
PR FLIR I #4558 B 2 (Aguado, Garcia-Gutierrez,
& Serrano-Pedraza, 2009; Becker, Kenrick, Neuberg,
Blackwell, & Smith, 2007; Valdés-Conroy, Aguado,
Fernandez-Cahill, Romero-Ferreiro, & Diéguez-Risco,
2014), Hugenberg F1 Sczesny (2006)°4 T 151+t H x5
P (8 ke 230t P T AL AR B DR A s e, R T ey

24 AESUAR TS 4 T ALVE S SR AR, EER
WTE S o0 23AE 55 o 45 SR 3R I R 2% T L W S g
B T AR MR AL, B XSS 2 E LR
AR, R B T B, (BlA R
RINE 4 53 24555 b i DR e LRI AR AR 52 Pk
SR Z 52 (Calvo & Lundgqvist, 2008), X5
g PR T AL IR P AR A B IE AR AR R 22 57 10 F
2Bk,

3 REFLRAME IR LB

31 BTN ERR

T FLIR AR N T 4FAE {5 S8 (featural information)
It AR, S T L A R AR AR A T LR Y
FUEHGEWHE, AN, 2011), FRIEEEMT.%
B AT 3 AR T L A A B LN R ROk A
Wi AR R, X A2 Wit M (R Ul S A4 T g ok
P LW RV (Diagnostic value hypothesis)
DA 15 2% T LR P TR AR AR AR, G b i & DL Y
TRUBRE 2 ) I8 v 2 T AL AT I v 2% T AL i B 42 (Calvo
& Beltran, 2014; Calvo & Nummenmaa, 2008;
Leppénen & Hietanen, 2007; Nummenmaa & Calvo,
2015) FR T R 2% AL o Ao I O DX B A R
4 (perceptual saliency) il 4325 # 51| 1% (categorical
distinctiveness) ¥ K F#1iE (Calvo, Gutiérrez-Garcia,
Fernandez-Martin, & Nummenmaa, 2014), [ I{iX
— (B U A, 4 AR A ik 25 R B 51 M AR 154 (saliency-
and-distinctiveness hypothesis),

WF5E 3 A [a] 1 1o 8 DX A oo L Ui o
HVERIRTE . it HREHSLR R AE S 45 1w FLiF i
R 2 R Y Wegrzyn, Bruckhaus, & Kissler, 2015;
Calvo, Gutiérrez-Garcia, Avero, & Lundqvist, 2014),
T 88 508 DX 8l U2 ) A B v L ) 5% 8 (Nummenmaa
& Calvo, 2015; Calvo & Fernandez-Martin, 2013),
Calvo Fll Fernandez-Martin (2013)4 T B 57 BR 5 LA
s A T LR R AR T, R SR ok T AR
S3E A LA o ORI E b2 8 43 AL
T6 A 4 3 AT 55 I I R e I A e T AL TR AR
R T2 SR A ] 8 e T L 58 WA S S5 e, TR
T LR SIEE . PR, AN e B AR AR 2
PUN i 24T FL A E LR . Bombari 55(2013)%
HR Bl A AL S BEAR S S5 A5 A AR AT AL, a0 &
DT AL A W6 X B i E ML R . o9 oh, SR
I R R S DX I i e 5 | S MR T B
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524 ak 3k & 24 LG K (Calvo, Gutiérrezgarcia,
Avero, & Lundqvist, 2013; Calvo & Nummenmaa,
2008; Calvo & Nummenmaa, 2009; Calvo et al.,
2008) ., Calvo 45(2014) k1 7 S Bl R X = i e 1 L
PR Z AR EE, 75 b s s A A1 B AL IX 23 51
22 300 IR 0 S DX, R ) o 22 B
PO REY 15 46 2 B0 5 2 05 B 1 4 R 2 1 —
o 25 R FU AL BRI XS, 78 e s F
NGB AETE R R FLIR IR S
W L DU, A o s A S L IX B A AE ] A Y
Ao DR T LI, 3ok 15 B T L AR e e R A
ST 50, LR 1 S A A S0 ey PR T L
PN ™ A 0 B R

L (R A TR AR S 75X, 58

3 B AR W 0 DX Il A DR LU A R A £

BRI E LR EE IR —,
32 (HEMEERIR

AEFLR AT R T, BRTRIEFE R T, &
FAEMIE AR B (configural information) il T., B A
A7 32 BRI R FL A AR 5 ) R R A A 1R 531 )
(EHE, #FEME, 2011; Flowe, Smith, Karoglu,
Onwuegbusi, & Rai, 2016; Narme, Bonnet, Dubois,
& Chaby, 2011), 1B ik (affective uniqueness
hypothesis) {5 /2 M 1% 25 10 FL I FTE (5 B0 T # J&
PR UK L L — AR, AR
DT AL M — IR R PR 0 1R 2 2SR, A
LA TAL A BN R A (AL YR AR IR
BB B (G ST, BT LTI R %
FLHR B E M R e, SO B B (Nummenmaa &
Calvo, 2015), MZRPLIXXT 6 FhEEANE 2 1 7L A
F #EAT A R AR B D AR BE O W, 45 2R
R IR D4 LA IR TR AR B ey, LA 5 i 45 L
Y R AR R B R AR s A (Calvo & Nummenmaa,
2016).

Calder 5¢ (2000) 417 5% 1#1 &5 25 #4 X175 25 1R 51
FIRZ I, A [R) 1 46 T FLAL A kB ik fL, I3
SRR G E 207 5T 230 58 LR AT 55
SRR TSR 3o 0 2 RS, B
T FL A S B ARG o 3 B A B SR il
P B — DX IR FRAE AR SR, HE B X BT R 2 %
FFE s, 2% B TR L IR0 2 AR A T AN 2
ST . MR R BN T, XEHTE
A E AR WIS E R, BOIR T AL

B A 454, S 3ol FL R B A B4 . F
F i LA e E A RN 48, TR
UF T FL &5 44 S8 2 M ) [R] sl st e T 2 A B R = 4k
(15 2% w2 . Mendolia (2007)5% il v i FL1E
AR, WAL AR R H N E A
B fr, BORWEU 73 AT 55 o 25 SRR W 24
LAY R R B B AR . AR MR ROEA
AL, FELEM LRI

FRUEE 4 R P AR BH T 17 45 1E FL A R IR
SR TE LR B PR, BT R HERR Jm FE AR
I 0 2 M S AR R o 2 24 T LR A s . AR
Mendolia (2007)% HI i P FLIE N 2 45 A 1Y L
20 LUGRE T L 58 B8 1, (0 S 30F 28 4
LA 1 A RN R ME— S 3R, M LA 2 XoF i 24 1
LR BIR R R A TE N T8 B m T, H ik,
R FH A &5 o R P A 00 e 3 i P T LR L SR 7
B RAYN I S i
33 HIRRRH

BT AT AR BN AR AR A5 2 A LR
AR R ARSI — 3, EEREID T
BT R R B (frequency of occurrence hypothesis).
ARV N 1 45 T AL DL 3 5 26 0 v i L3 Y
i 25 T AL AT O, O A 0 SR R R e % L2
H A= 1 o O 380 9 000 5 0 g 19 17 245 25 B8 (Biehl et
al., 1997; Calvo et al., 2014),

Bichl 45(1997)7E1i 45 1fi £L 73 J4%: 55 Hh & Bt
P FLIR B PR R, I3 X1 4 1 FL Y R W 32
B HAEHF AW D RAEMENZ M, Beaupré
Hess (2006)AR#fix — 4558, RPN & 2525
RUTE AR I o ) B AR AT VEAS, JF 58 iU 45 1
LA AR S5 . A5 R R NG 28 S AE A i b Y
WA 4y AR S5 e AR A AR A G
Somerville Al Whalen (2006) )3k ¥ i i B 7E A4
T LB R = AR, X 6 FhIEAE 25 LT
HRHED, SR FIE LB S . Calvo
45(2014)38 2 1t 35 2B 3 T B A 2 1 AL ke R
e % AL R B AR 2 v T e AR A AL
TAN S5 14 v B O B O B 10 B 0 PR A Y IR
AL GHBRR A K, W52 MR, X[
BEE T %15 26 18 AL ¥ 3R 59 (Collins & Quillian,
1969), F1F 24T FLAE H 5 Az i b 3000 43 % i
=, BT T FL R R R R 2 FL I
TERCR T 5y, DT S A R AL IR B A B
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—J7 L, B AR AR T A AR AR, R
I B S A 9 e L B 08 T LR B S
S 1t DR I FLIR O 3™ e ) BEE At . 55—
J5 0, BRI AN T AT FLAS B K H R
AR AE U i v P T, T2 AR JBUKE JEE 14 £
JE£ figt B A DR FL UL 35 A DL . HE 2
A F R R B R % TR AL B L R ) I B A
ik 3 [ 18 a7 bR LRI L, B AR AR
LGSR BB . DRI 2 2 e P A 3 Frg 0L
HIFA B

4 R E FLIR A LSS RO R AL

Ao R T AL R B DL 3R S FL S ) 2 A AR B B
%, WHLE TN AR 2 RO . IR E
FHFAIE Y ERP HAR K 3 24 i AL AT RE I
N170 . F 453 71 I (early posterior negativity,
EPN)FI P3 4%, JFEZAEDR RN BeR
P FL IR B, (H R bR B BOd A T

Liu 2(2013)2R I () 28 w1 2 SEgbokE, 25K
R TE G 2 AT 55, 45 R R IR 4 LS &
B N170 PR /N TR AL, W90 ke
i N170 S P LR L 3™ A i ds B B .
Calvo 1 Beltran (2014)ZL3RK 81 43 AR H5 1 35 1]
RS 48 5y 24T 55, SRR A LR 24w
LB R TE R N170 B0k o SR, 7 —Lupfge s 4
A N170 x4 m L) 28 g tth, JEAZ
B 450 (5% 1 (Batty & Taylor, 2003; Bentin,
Allison, Puce, Perez, & McCarthy, 1996; Beltran &
Calvo, 2015)., Calvo %5(2013)% A [F) 28 B iy 45 2%
17 FLIET R AR S 06 B RE, 2SR 43 58 1 43 28 AT
% o ERP 45 4L H & B e 1 L 45195 45 i L 78 N170
HAE R & 25 . Eimer, Holmes 1 McGlone (2003)
I A3 ] T TGP I 26 T AL TR s SRk
BRTE R 2 AT 55 o &5 Rk B U
55 2 VT L Lb r P TR LS R TR ORI N170 I

EPN S 7 T FLAR 51 F) 17 10 2 B e 52 e 5 22
MBI, 2R BT RN
Calvo 55(2013) % BE i 2% Al AE AU FLAE 1% B B i
RV W 5 A 2 LA A 25 5, R AL
PR A R T LV 3 DI S T %17 &4 B ) 2
fith, PR EPN 2 i PR LR A 35 A ke i B
B, X5 Liu % 013) M WS AFLE T JE Z 4k o SR T,
Beltran 1 Calvo (2015)f% f BB H X S 51 3R

HEL EPN J073 o FATTIA A3 S BRI 8 DX S A Lt B
SEHEE AL AT R FE T RRAE AR 0 TS mE R AL T
TR o A5 T DX I TR Al T X S 0 AR
B4 BTN L, A B G A B Bt i A B i 2 AR
R S T X A Y 2 S, DA S BUE RV T E Y
BEFAWE,

i ok 5 L 2 T AL LR 2 I S X s
PR 24 HIFLAE 350 ms-450 ms 22 8] % Hi H IE A P3b
f43(Calvo & Beltran, 2013, 2014; Liu et al., 2013),
JFAE 700 ms-800 ms P & H B 671 11 /5 148 35 (slow
positive waves, SPW)il i (Calvo & Beltran, 2013),
P3 f53 F1 SPW 5 HFEE 14 2 RS2 PR 5 (Luck
& Kappenman, 2012), B f e L 300 P 5
ZAE NIRRT B Wi

ST PR AL AR IR B AR R G B B H i
W JCAE 1, Liu 55 (2013) A FEN170 Br B L 2 R
HE AR5 2 T FLAE U R 0 22 S, PR B A
] TN N170 St bR i L iR L3 i I a6 B B o
HRZH5EFHINA N170 ARZ [ i F s
Y 5% IR, T S B3 B J2 (occipito-temporal cortex)
Xof 15 4 T LB AR ) G B (B, S, HE, &
21, 2014), EALGESr RARS HREE G 1 150
ms A, KIGERESEATHIL M AEm T, " aE R
W R X BEANRRAE A R (MR, ZRLL, BRYL,
BRF, 2006), 73 A AR 9 S50 BRI R
R B iR X4 AL AT ARRE 1935 R 1Y N170 i,
It HAE G i 1) PR BIF 5 P S I8 PR 26 67 v T L AR
P1(Wijers & Banis, 2012), N1(Foti, Hajcak, & Dien,
2009; Sun, Sun, Wang, & Gong, 2012), P2(Kanske,
Plitschka, & Kotz, 2011)2 IR/ ol LI &
KPR K N170 1 far bR LR P 5™
AR LG B BB Z A7 ) I SR TEYE . EPN St 1
X G 205 B FE I A, w2 L 5 AR
LT ALITE A 1Y EPN P A 7E 25 5%, BRI M4
LA RASRAT I 200, f X — B By M e £L
PURE A7 A 0 46 B Bt B EL AT U IR

5 NESRE

B A BIF 5 3 WA 64 2 1AL 70 SRAT 55 R e 48
FRALS5 T B A A DR e LRI DB 3 i o i 28
SCHR A4 73 Bir 2 T, 8 2 T FL AR R A T P R A 2L R
SRR ST AR TS S Pt DRV TTE{ RS LY
Fo R R LU o RIS bR AL IR D



258 O B R 2 ot B

%26 %

A1 R R AR BEAIL R © 208 il — 2R, (458K
FEAE TR B — LR T

TS, R T LA B0 P AR 1) R X L
I M AAE R AT ZS . H ATXT S P 1) (9 BF 52 2
AERT LA, X R 2L AT T RS, i,
ERP fiff 5% 3¢ W RYH A5 PR 28 v] LI R B R L
A4 (Sun et al., 2012), fMRI BFFEHL 3, Z4E
TR FL F BB A A% 1 I (Aldhafeeri, Mackenzie,

Kay, Alghamdi, & Sluming, 2012; Calder, Lawrence,

& Young, 2001; Tettamanti et al., 2012), A #F5R#H
1AM (Dong, Zhou, Zhao, & Lu, 2011 )i Fk & FLI2 5
PR F G i 1] 22 8] 9 o 28 02 |l T TR B L A
FITEMELEAT 5 FER RSB . CAIRERY,
B i 1) 22 B2 % AR A LI T 3 B B2 (Dong,
et al., 2011), J&H Zhfbid e, (AAPmEFL I
B R AR E LM TR, TR
FETE T AR T B B iyl s 4 (Svegar, Kardum,
& Poli¢, 2013); H.ITAF A X B et ) (19 B 5% 22
£8P T 3 Ao AR AR L G DX 22 5, T
P FLIR B S B R AT G S AT R fl ERP
FeAR N F, R U = 24T LA TR 0 S A A R
B H o A AAFFE AT LAXT EE e i FL AR 048 3
B 1) 7= AR B 5, LRI R 2 T FL AR AR A £
v FL A0 ML A TR B A S TR o

ok, ASTR] Sz g ok v i) A bR T L R 50 O
P ML 22 A ek — 2D RS . D LU AL
PAEARTR LI AR B AT fE4E, Calvo %F(2013)F0
Liu %5 (2013) 4351 2R FH 180 L P 0 A7 2 i 4y 552
IO RARE, I —fE B B O B B A IR TS A A S
Wo MRIFRAEI TR, WEH DX IR U0 = 24 1
LA G, U SEAE 1Y R 2% T AL RN L AR X 3k 3
PR THERE P3b PlE, (HF M RAL Gt
KR 2R UL B[R] 52500 A% e Ay e R e L TR
Pl e M S N SR R 2N 1N P S 20 A Y G
— R P LR B OER ™ A 0 54

TR, KRZH5H B E S mFLRIEE R
AT %, B HFEAE DRI ESR .
A A1, 33 A5 e b T L TR B A B e i B S
M AEdZ R S, JEAER, TR A T kA
— AR, FFERVF5E 8 A 1 L 2 N (dynamic facial
expressions) IR B . BF 5% & BA RN 2 24
T LR BN AR ) B0, AR CA B A LR IE L
PG (R, R, 6, 2015; Sarkheil,

Goebel, Schneider, & Mathiak, 2013). #4586 %&
BRAE X 2y 285 T L A Y U3 et A A A P e LR
S #(Recio, Schacht, & Sommer, 2014), X5
Ao e FL U R A H R AR h R B AR TE R
S AT AL R Fb B0 b -FL U DG Sk LU R
RN TEMIEAE RN THR MR, ETEER
T 6 AL R IR B, BT R
AR5 T UGS R T, AR AT IZERFS 3l
A L FRAE UL 00 A HE Al E A e L R
P R

e, M s R MRI £ AR5 1% 4516 fL
AR AL KB 6 Fh B A 2 1 LA T LA
PN 45 M- 57 i (medial prefrontal cortex, mPFC)
F1J7$037 [|] (posterior cingulate cortex, PCC) (Murphy,
Nimmo-Smith, & Lawrence, 2003; Phan, Wager,
Taylor, & Liberzon, 2002; Vytal & Hamann, 2010),
XS T 2 T AL AL A
T 5% 3% IH KE S0 155 28t T LT o 19 i 1X, 431 4
12 24T FL AT DL A7 L =] (Vytal & Hamann,
2010) G i 4 v S AR L AT LA AV A R
i (Calder et al., 2001; Tettamanti, et al., 2012)5% ,
RS R LIRS 3™ A i A e L R 2R
FH ERP HAM 5 H— 18053185 i X B0 904 1 22 S,
FRWFFE T LR fMRI 8545 AR %5 88 5 24 i LA
HeEgmEfL, JoI e R LA P o AR
DI Pl DX 22 S, S i R LR P A A A
A 2 AL B AT 2 A

SE 0k
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Abstract: There is an advantage in the recognition of happy faces, such that happy facial expressions are
identified more accurately and quickly than other types of facial expressions. This phenomenon has been
found in a large number of studies utilizing either expression categorization tasks or visual search tasks, in
which schematic faces and facial expressions were used as stimuli. There are three theoretical explanations
for this advantage: the diagnostic value hypothesis, affective uniqueness hypothesis and frequency of
occurrence hypothesis. In recent years, event-related-potential (ERP) studies have found that this advantage
is formed in the response selection stage of the recognition process, but it remains unclear when this
advantage initially emerges. Future studies using functional magnetic resonance imaging (fMRI) methods
are necessary to investigate the cognitive neural mechanism of this advantage in recognition of happy faces.
Key words: the advantage in recognition of happy faces; expression categorization tasks; visual search tasks;

cognitive neural mechanism



