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ANEHIBTE R R A

E S
(P2 DB, TR 400715)

B E EREARAKROAAMIARFIB ARG EESMN. CHAREAYN, XFRE, EFAR, @il
B, LB AR EEAMAA BRAREE AT R EE. T EREEEARI IR T LELEETE/MHA.
F—F @, ME&HFTTHALGLF N & F R BA BRBARG AT, T 5 ABER B LG
Wit T, REHEA, REEHEH ERFRHAKLOA KB CMAFEANRL. REITAKFIB L R GHRT
AR E A FHRARB ARG ERBEL, HIRRE KR G LB AE KA KA Ay ER &4, K
NAR T P NGB 7 ANRAT B 20K 49 A M.

KA AP, KR ALK RN, MR

HEKES B4R

HIHR— N, PRI AT RE IR AR 25 5 T4 N, AW RS e = A e bn, B A
FRAE IR SEHIW XA AR AN . BB R AR F—fib N —% P (self-other agreement); fib At A
&5 PR, A (personality judgment) £k — 3 M (consensus) A K& 1T & Tl I (behavioral
RICAATE, NI 5 PR i 20 R A, prediction). [ KAt A —BH: 248 F Wi # % B b5
il B A W S A A B O BR AR RRE . ABR S RS R PN L kT B =R S R T B (R A ¥
A B % W (Decuyper, Bolle, & Fruyt, 2012; (Funder & West, 1993; Kenny, 1994); fii A—fli A
Human & Biesanz, 2013; Letzring, 2015; Mayer, —EUE AR I S UL AR ST [ — H AR AR EF
Phillips, & Barry, 2015), #R1, 42505 B, Wit J A B9 — BPE FE B (Funder & West, 1993;
T RS FR A R 27 XS R A Funder, 2012); 47 % T 235 A4 T H b AR 45
NAZWBEe R g7 DL B (5 S H AR AW & JOT % 340 e A B R R S RS T B AR AT e
JE, P4 5N R RS B T 1A sk 2k & A B 1T A M A 75 F A4 (Funder, 2012), VIFERFSFE
g7 N ZRE B TP IRERE AR HIB 1A 302k R AL AT R TR B AR A S B AR T R HET 1, (R
=R SN FS L <32 Bt i - IR (M= S A S g i DN 5 0 N XfE(Blackman & Funder, 1998; Funder,
RE o 2012; Gifford, 1994; Kenny, 1991), Kk, HFe—

1| W B SEE o e . il — S0 5 At AN —BeME B AR RS F
1 ABFETEERES SRR ENE SR £
1.1 ABFIEERIENE SRR 1.2 &SR3 (lens model)

N I DT R o, o R A IR O 2 BREAITE K B T AT R R R
RN AR KSR BT 00 3 5 I B ST AAR AR T A HA R, RIEREE i 2 2 5 A 47 0T 1 G AR
52 (Funder, 1999; Funder & West, 1993), — & ¥ (Hirschmiiller, Egloff, Nestler, & Back, 2013;
Nestler & Back, 2013), K, AW i o af 14
B LRI R
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BRI v Y 2 R 0T AL Sy B S TR A R B Y O B
(Brunswik, 1956; Nestler & Back, 2013), &bl
S, O S DB 1 S R T E b R S R SRR
KRR HRE S WM 58 LA 2, J1 it 2 3k T A
FHIZZ R XS H b FI g, X —id i, KERH
B (cues validity) . £k 2 F P (cues utilization)
DL o 3 B A8URS M: (sensitivity) (Back & Nestler,
2016; Gangestad, Simpson, Digeronimo, & Biek,
1992; Gifford, 1994; Nestler & Back, 2013)Ji: 2 3¢
B REAMMEIRRR SRR R, &R
I B B 250 R R A A B B AR S, A
B T B B 2R LB RE S B TE AR R TR
A R, 3T DRt A

75 % 55 7R 53 R PR 5% P AT LR 14 5 5 (Nestler
& Back, 2013), ABA S HEYIRIKHHE F 30T
FOR, XRS5 DR TR | B A
EEAEEIEFERGER, SAZRE LR
S Z R 5 R DL M 28 5 5 R & 265 B S AT R
T BEAE JRR B W S A B ) 25 5 T A I A R ]
KIERNE .

2 B—mABFIETLR

21 XFER

HE TR B RS W LR PIE Rk
Ry —25, DMERFR R, kg THMERATS
A1 Y £ 28 SCFR B B R T I A Sk
FKo QAP SRR P R AL 1Y AR R S
ARG T4 28 5 7Y 75 B (Holleran & Mehl, 2008),
B TR 1 A 13 7 5 F (Kiifner, Back, Nestler,
& Egloff, 2010)J2 e WL IF il M 5 B A PE A 4
¥ko Dunlop, Mccoy #l Staben (2017)RYWF5E B.7%,
MR 5 2 1S N H A i Bl B SRS AR BT AR 1Y)
K F B R A% 38 31 8k 2 1) @ PP PF— 2 i 5 A
NAE IS G I MR Z AT . 2Pl L Rk
R A GRBE GG AN SO N A5 S R T R K
-1 A %2k % (Borkenau, Mosch, Tandler, & Wolf,
2016), Burusic il Ribar (2014)W5R ¥, CF15E
X T AN AR BT LA S A2 Wi E

22 EEER

W B I B T 0% 12 5 2% (Electronically
Activated Recorder) %, HFHHANREAIRTE
et g s, Bk, Bl SR AR AR
H M %5 (Holtzman, Vazire, & Mehl, 2010; Manson

& Robbins, 2017). 1% T H BT IC 5 9 N 24877 2 e
A 19 A K& 45 BT, Mehl, Gosling Fll Pennebaker (2006)
G3 BT T B S AN A R A B T S A
SR, AU T AR A R ] S T MBS
LERIE WS TR A, BIPER
HIHUE DA E R BEASG . JFH, MR R AEE
B EAAAE W 2R, SR AT, B A
SRR, WL MR T, S R IE 4R
FETERY SRR . B, KR P A A
RS R AN A B A b R LA P B R 2
JEH WEHHY . Holtzman %F(2010)fH FH 1% T HL Ak
R AHBMMATEHFATE R, i NE R,
A P 2 30 L B T M S AR A A
T, Beer Fll Vazire (2017)tiIA N & & £ sMii
AR YR SN e

BT XCFER, & F SR A E
TIREE SN EEAFNE . NRE &R
FRA YR, DAEFRERY, MEHRE 54 A
WY A BF B A BE &R (Tigue, Borak, O'Connor,
Schandl, & Feinberg, 2012), [F] i 33 g 35t g 20
56 A 8 EL 5| J1(Collins, 2000; Klofstad, Anderson,
& Peters, 2012; Mcaleer, Todorov, & Belin, 2014),
A BE JJ (Klofstad, Anderson, & Nowicki, 2015),
LI K B & B9 57 K % (Jones, Feinberg, Debruine,
Little, & Vukovic, 2010; Mcaleer et al., 2014; Puts,
Gaulin, & Verdolini, 2006; Tsantani, Belin, Paterson,
& Mcaleer, 2016). E&E R . MRS HETZ A
TEACH IR, WE & PR 0 55 PR B o (B AR
{Z%{F(Tsantani et al., 2016), T ¥ 0 22 B &
HIB A 5E A A AR5 1T (Klofstad et al., 2012). %
— 7T, A AR A B 5K R X el 2 B A S B
% #H 5% (Hirschmiiller, Egloff, Schmukle, Nestler, &
Back, 2015), W& 04l B B2 -5 %) [ 25 09 F o A7
1 =Bk (Hirschmiiller, Schmukle, Krause, Back, &
Egloff, 2018),

SR, DA OC Tl & R 5 A HIWT i 1 5
KRB R EHRM AR HITE R, KRBT
A F P55 Al LR A [ 4 W 2 ) 9 — Bk, DA
HE— S RITTE G R R AR
2.3 1TAHHER

17 4 ¥ A (thin-slice of behavior) A £, 5 Ifij L
B A7 A S Al — SR R R, X R
FRIBIFTE R WA A BE A A I o8 42 i 4L 22 A R
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e F AR B P ELE R M BT HOBR B A R T
(Ambady, 2010; Ambady & Rosenthal, 1993;
Tackett, Herzhoff, Kushner, & Rule, 2016),

231 @A

Oosterhof 1 Todorov (2008)4 I L 14k 45 ¥4
1k, F5 LIPS B T AR B AR A MR . AR
#r (valence)5 37 it 4 (dominance) , L35 b N OKF
AT FL A 3 A T 30 B ok, ST R B T L
TR BRI FL AR S S BCE T R
WA R B F AT 5 L EEPE K, a0 B E AT 1 T L
e WP, SR R LA T A A
(g B R, Walker A1 Vetter (2016) AR 53H5 i,
TATFLPTAN A A5 A R0 S M 5 B AN M RN S M s
B, WG9 E SR S WA T L b RS 4R
SR RE, AR X T LS T Y ) W i A R R Y
AL AR, XA TFIEAR R . ZEE K.
BRI DA B A ] SCA 8 340 7 3 22 T SR A el — 350k

Penton-voak, Pound, Little I Perrett (2006)%%
NS 2 A543 v A0 P 7 4 T FL A T 5 g, A ARTT
Ed R RTEPEIN NEWANG R DA 1710 e 1 2 Sy 0
Sutherland %5(2015)i%H 1000 5K H & A 3% o 4 1
FLIE VR ITAN R4, AN [R) 0 028 %o R A R
BTy A W ML = B —3X . Qiu, Lu, Yang, Qu I
Zhu (2015)W 48t H % 1 B IR 5 A& FE A A
T BEAR G, LS T 48 b o T B R 1 O
K-,

WAk, ST MR e L B R B ) T R e —
DAL SIRONT TR uy Ml i R RS A T RONT TS
I K B K745 R (Gunaydin, Selcuk, & Zayas,
2016). Todorov, Olivola, Dotsch il Mendesiedlecki
(2015) 4 th, 4 ZFh (e S U5 1 AL R A 3
mF, AMTEEH RS B ORI FELRE
Lo T 0L, S84 0 HFL 2 AR FIW b i — 25
BERE .

{E T A 20 (%) TR B4 AiE T 7, Borkenau 55
(2009)+5 H T FL 174 f6 B A2 3 X ST (%) 0 7 B
EZPVER, TG 245 10 2R3k (U038 & i TR LA
ERESTIR (P AN T A SR S €4 Y (R W N R S5
A B FUH (Petrican, Todorov, & Grady, 2014),
Schneider Al Carbon (2017)%} M4 4 H 37 BE#E 47K
A, S5 RN, XA AT AR 4 A7 e 6 AL o
it 0 08 = R 1 1 & e P S R R K O, DA ZE 2438
T LA B AMBT M A5 B A 5 1 A DG N 4 (Jia &

Lindell, 2016; Kramer & Ward, 2011), [ 48 H4
A B R B v L B Sk, R X L M T
Sy, B P Y HE T R AMETE 09 PE AL AR DG,
T 05 1K (duck face; WIS F 411) Y £ B -5 X0 o 28 5
A4 2 7 I AH % (Guntuku, Qiu, Roy, Lin, & Jakhetiya,
2015), SR b, AAR W5 sk v OG T 1 L B AR
TER R T I A 22, 3T RE R WY = 3% 9 TE L
FROEIF A 2 R LR AR R A& R,
IR ST A SR AL R WY WS 14 ] T AT R 2 R L 2
FRAEAY BRI & A= MBS . Penton-voak Z£(2006)
Fi 4 Jr) F LR B/ IR AN BESE 428 B S H
3k B, 3 — i AR AT AR AR T R A B T A
R, R, ST AL AT RE AR BN AR A A F
232 MIMRE

MR BE WA TR 2 /08, ik B br i
17 H A4 (Hirschmiiller et al., 2018); =& H—
AN TA) — R B 56T iR
know-you”) i [a] 8, AT AN B2 (Rogers &
Biesanz, 2015); 7] LLJ& B A H ' X i6 id 5%
(Yeagley, Morling, & Nelson, 2007); %4455 i%
15 Fg AP . BT
B BB AT %) BR H AR 28 25 (Borkenau, Mauer,
Riemann, Spinath, & Angleitner, 2004),32x |, #H
B EALIE R, R B S T AR E R
FE, BRI WS TIEmm RS . Bk
DL R MR IE SR 5 1R A R, R, Bk AT B4
PET AT AR 5 b A5 R B AR 17 R —
HWER.

LR R, T2 X T ARG A SR
Jii(Hirschmiiller et al., 2018)i&4& IG5 AL (Yeagley
et al., 2007), FFHENEERG I WA TSE R H &K
-, Hirschmiiller Z5(2015)fHfF 55 £, WE &K
it B FRA A BRI R BE AT A A DA AR 1 i 22 o
K-, Horb, MAR A ELR SN LS Sk
BEYMAA R FNLRAKNME:, —m, AKN
A F RS BT A RO MR AR R,
— 7, AR TR Z R E R B R
PEAAR R FUE R A AR

LA R 1% B2 M &, Human, Biesanz, Finseth,
Pierce fil Le (2014)i & T Wi, ikt &
Bk KA ISR A Ly if d b, $ 5 — &tk
1728 |1 2& — RFNA NI, sk AR Bt

(“getting-to-
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BTk AT ST BT BOE A R, BFSEAE
3] R SR AN [ 175 58 v 2 B i O oy 0 A A%
AT R B, WL (0 B R 2R B R e Y
— 5k . Borkenau %£(2004)iEMAS 53] 15 Fri
b, [REHDL, A RKIH I A 17—,
WLZE 1) s 3R 0 I B — Bk . WL, A
PRAE R[] 1 5% v R AT o — PR RS HLA AL
MR ER BT S bR RE AR R I A S —
1R —2, HR BRI R 5 A
R A — B R T R ARSI
233 Hit

BeAh, AR S L HCE W AY UK GE (Sorokowska,
2013; Sorokowska, Sorokowski, & Havli¢ek, 2016),
B EES K% (Gillath, Bahns, Ge, & Crandall,
2012), 1 % B & 5k 25 & (Rentfrow & Gosling,
2006), LAE 37 BT A AT (4 Bl % 35 5% (Gosling,
Ko, Mannarelli, & Morris, 2002)%4R 1] 45 %4 ) ik
MNENOPN S SR PIURING (< S2  HiDR SR €232 AN
Z, HAFRERARI

3 EMERATHMESLER

HEFFBETT(round-robin design) (Kenny & Albright,
1987; Kenny & Winquist, 2001)% FH T 5% & X 1
AE U, BT EER 43 2H B 5L 2 HFUTE TG X TR B T
Xof A I B9 AR R AR T R A R B A B D
HPIN, — R 5~T N, R RI S 57, A
25 . B SIS H 091 %E o 20 Brown 1 Bernieri
(2017)ik& 5% 5~7 A—4, &t R T mEE
7 RIX H AR AR R BT AT AW S 5T R
Z: 5 # DB I EHAE AT 5 70 Bh 385 FRK
B W o S5 R R, TEPRBE AT, AL
BB XT B FR 00350 43 R K 5 0T A0 o 0 0
MAE 5 A aciRIG, FTA K 15 o 4R R % 1k
B

T X T 28 3t (face-to-face communication)id 72
AR LR 5 AR AR A T A5 R AT R R I
2L R (Williams, 1977), PFIRHE & T A H W
(4 HERA 1 . Gunaydin 5(2016)45 1, {4 L A
Xof AT B4 40 DR A TR X TET A T 7 A Y I
WAL, X ATRESE TR a2 . B KA S Mt
PEAH 5 B AT D R R AR T X T A2 P R S K.
Okdie, Guadagno, Bernieri, Geers Fll Mclarney-
Vesotski (201 1) M #5114 1T 52 it 5 4 26 32 i 5

T YK F SR W, TR X T A2 I B P IR
F—fth \—5PE T 5 . Wall, Taylor, Dixon, Conchie
F1 Ellis (2013)Eb4 T RIZ% . HE . 1E X i = Fh s
i, BEA T 5 W ER WG, WS X M i
5l 2 J5 R OB A R AR S T R 3T BB
T T A S AR A T O A e R T
BET AN A 3£ (Okdie et al., 2011),

Argyle fl Dean (1965)$2£ 8], &% B RIE T4~
PRI Bl . SRiE . Wi AC iR R RO
fl— e R, 3k R W T X T A AR e KBS
W BT R AU AR ] 1 2R A AE B VIR G
AR N A 2 A R I 3 T Xk L AT S UL X R
X — i AT A T 2 EONA LR . DIE
WFFESE AL s, A W B ERR M TR B A2 N2
o) B AP, 7670 Al i {H 1) 5% 5 (Allik, de Vries, &
Realo, 2016; Connelly & Ones, 2010; Watson,
Hubbard, & Wiese, 2000). [AlfF, 75 A GEAE 6 H1
B XoF 5 H AR I AT A I 2 U S SRR 1Y
i FH (Clark, Von Culin, Clark-Polner, & Lemay,
2016; Eldesouky, English, & Gross, 2016); it T
SCRES A, AR AL RE 85 T A 6 b 58 X 5 Y
P 7K S (Luhmann, Bohn, Holtmann, Koch, & Eid,
2016), BRAHE2017)48 i, B EAAIIRAT F T 43
Braf N Z (B A LR R o X T — SO 5T (R U7
H . BN, ANWHEAENTES T5 B/ EK
Wk B — B (PR e, R, BiRELL, 2013; =
L, BRAAE, 2014), PRI, SR N A AT BEAR TG
S OCHE AR R, M4 = A 0 7 ) o
a1k (Vazire, 2010),

4 MEERTHEE

P v IR I 2% 15 2 T O (CNINTC) R 2 i s,
W 2017 4 6 7, IE M RMB RIS 7.51 12, B
B Ay 54.3%. LS 50 MG B W 4 A
FEAETR, AR I T 4 U 1 9 1 4 B e (Maarkey
& Wells, 2002; Stopfer, Egloff, Nestler, & Back,
2014; Vazire & Gosling, 2004; Wall et al., 2013),
77 I S0 15 e A A0 Al N SMIEPE 5 52 A0 F BT i
HER 4 8 = (Brown & Bernieri, 2017; Wall et al.,
2013), X A AESE i TR Ao A KUK | LA R
AN R ENAE 2 AR S AN AR SMBTE 5 DA O ARG
T BE B Y 2R Y 7R WX R B b W
(Borkenau & Liebler, 1992; Di Domenico, Quitasol,
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& Fournier, 2015; Nestler & Back, 2013), X {275,
255 5T 19 A B 7] T B 45, #R9T M)
AT SRR A B FI GG L A A
TR

41 EBHREE

MMAFER T 5T 20 SCFE B A
o B A A R, LU 5 & T (Facebook
profile) (> NI N A NER, WEEH Al e )
Wi B AR B O S SR, BRFE I — 2R R XA
AP 19 40 BB R T IR R R, X 5 A0 T H T A T
X HEU #8457 B9 45 38 (Darbyshire, Kirk, Wall, &
Kaye, 2016). [FIRF, AR o248z L
HINF . DRSSO AT A RO AR Y
ZWCG T B, 5 W] I3 A O H RE K - (Stopfer,
Egloff, Nestler, & Back, 2014), 7, TELFEAZK
i (OSNs) i 4 5 {# 5 A 3C 7 (Tskhay & Rule,
2014), A AP IT L/ B {3 E 7R (identity  claims)
(Vazire & Gosling, 2004), % H%¥(Li & Chignell,
2010), HLTHBEPI48(Gill, Oberlander, & Austin,
2006)55 3T 75 BB AAE FIWTHR I T AR
Wall S5Q013)WIRIFAMLKE F FIEFLRRNWEAE
PE, Tk Z AEH IR R, WEF LT A H
Wr i HR R T AR TP TR E . T, ARG
PO £ 5 S5 T SCFAR B R T RS IR (8 A vk R
B,

Wil 5 PR 25 () W Kk e, 2438 &R
TIEEWA . BEWREDR, HUAERRIFR
W R 28 T S I AR BN T RS F U 4 A
SEIA) L, AT REXS TS FI T S 48 T I
B BT SRR I T A U AR R A R
HIHREESR, JFENTERN AT — L5k

1138 W 3 ——3H1 &> (YouTube) Jy Ak £ #IL 4t
E(EE P e TN = I £ NI S 2 N T S R
005 R T 12 8 B A% T M3 . Biel
F1 Gatica-Perez (2012)HF 5% 7%, M5 1% W 336 40
A B A N 0 U A 30 2 A Al N — S0P, A
AR R B XHE RS . A ELRE . B,
TR Bl A S5 90 5 AR 5 B AF 78 AN () 72 B2 A G .
Teijeiro-Mosquera, Biel, Alba-Castro 1 Gatica-Perez
(2015) 37, WA Hh AT H A 19 2208 5 A% Bl
SR A, AL, 5 SN AR R IS
B B R A AT S R AN H R ES
HLER.

42 HHEER
42.1 WEEF

W 2518 F AR M E st T REANIAR,
[ SNA K B S (textspeak), A1“LOL” L3 “Laughing
Out Loud”, “BRB”#§“Be Right Back™%, [E N
A TZ TS B 28] o P 18 X R T,
WRETL TEAI S WL IE T A W] R
P2 S DR B R R, R A A SRR 3 T N 5 % (Liw,
Lin, & Huang, 2013), Fullwood, Quinn, Chen-
Wilson, Chadwick F1 Reynolds (2015)A0#F57 35 i,
FRERMBR AT MKET, Mokl
AABARMEAME . JFtS AR, PURE
T LT E R, th TS AR B — 2k
Feds, X AR A HER A Tk — 2B HR5T . Scott,
Sinclair, Short Fll Bruce (2014)%&/~, 0T
PHE HER IO TE F MR ST AMER, ERERE S
1) H bR e R AR, TEARES), AT
RedR . JOF H, WZTEF R E o 1T X 5
AR H IR W4 B8 19 5 K (He, Glas, Kosinski,
Stillwell, & Veldkamp, 2014), MZ5EF 6 H 5
ENGIE BUAFAE S B OC, H XD EN G2 5 HER iE
FFIRAIRIT
422 MBEIE

TE W 2% 38 1% 3 R, 44 5 3 1% (emoticons,
=), — SR ) A8 el T T SRR T X TR A2 It A TE
AR LI, 18 0 SO AR IR 15 SRR O DL 1
i B A M, AN RE % 2 T 1 LLR A S HT Y
THIR A (Kaye, Wall, & Malone, 2016; Oleszkiewicz
et al.,, 2017; Wall, Kaye, & Malone, 2016; Walther
& Addario, 2001), 55 A5 I H] 5 A 5 B A7
T BEAROC, Q0G5 rh A5 R A 48 5 T b
FEAPEIEH e (Wall et al,, 2016); B AMES#2
JBT A3 R SR AR A B A A T B 2 (0 A 5
#21% (Oleszkiewicz et al., 2017), Wall Z(2016)[¥
WHIE 7R, AN (R W& e T A5 R A% i G o0
P EARAMIME . R L TR DL B R 28 A
Wi n] A 3 0 — 2 WA, X AME S o o Ry
FIWrd 5 HARRY A F AR W B HiarsE
HIWE RA 7 N, 2R AR RR A R B i H
W () —BOME IR AR T RE, J5 22058 1 38 ) e
FHCGR, XX LRI A RS T PRIk

55 AT 19 #E— 25 K% 8 Ry 3R A5 I B (emojis,
&), ARk, FRAFE bR 16 AR A BR A N
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J%17(Novak, Smailovié, Sluban, & Mozeti¢, 2015),
Marengo, Giannotta I Settanni (2017)il% 5% 3t
T 1600 ARFFRAE EIAR IS H 5 AR BT OC R
IE I TG B ORI A A R T 1 R A
FIbRIE R, a5 R s, MR A FIKEY 91 Ff
FAGE bR A 36 Fh o il 515 45 Fe g Pk | SMiE LA
FENMEAR G, A% 328 3 A0 158 Ja 1) 2 1 T s (158
&L KRB SSRGS R ARG, Mg
128 BRI AR % ) T A B A 2 25 U 45 M 5 1E AR
Ko AL, ANFEFFS RN 5 A R AR B AEA
[ YRR DG OG FR, T ik AN ) 0 0% 195 {75 20
89 NS FITWORE T BE A AR AR T AR

423 MBERESEHMS %

R 2 P 26 3L 22 15 # A R S TR (status
updates) I Be, 4 E SRR AL, FH RS A A
Pl A RO ST 5 RS R B A R
ARG, BRI, AR BTl F500 0 25 RS 5
Hr(Winter et al., 2014); A HL T PAMA, SMEA
RAER 15 B s s S My, fdirsE, Xl
NS IR AEAT BN % (Lee, Ahn, & Kim,
2014); SR, SMEAS A TER 5 508 A
O H AN S is g, FFRCrERS 4 A ik
AT RE SR 5 ) FRAH KNG, 5L T
ML EF LT T LN E, A NMEAES
Hb 5 56 T E1B A9 15 B (Marshall, Lefringhausen,
& Ferenczi, 2015),

R (click like) & M 25 4122 5 L WL 19 55
—F150. Hong, Chen #l Li (2017)f51, s
5 ABRERE . AFREIEMIC ., ST N
TUHERGHE DA AR S, PR, SR RS
i, BOIA W AH S5 (Kosinski, Stillwell, & Graepel,
2013). [AIIF, mEBEAT R AT RS A S AR R 2
i A A% A1 8L P (Youyou, Schwartz, Stillwell, &
Kosinski, 2017) o & T sSUHEAT 0 10 S 2 BT A 5%
7N, JF R W B3R - A N — B s
(Youyou, Kosinski, & Stillwell, 2015),

5 EESRE

MR — g SCFAF R, B S 2R E SR
XHIASIR, AFIZE  AFETE S A A, A
PRAIL A A 2 R R A BEXHU I A il
WERA T . LR WIX — U, BARATIEH TR AAR
FIB R LR IETIT T REATE, (Bl TARRAGH

BhM, BAREEFL R aE, KK
fF5E 7 10 AT AR TR AE LU LA 7 i

W, BRI, eSS LRE
ST RICFEE R . EFLE R S A BB T
PR AR FI W2 R, (HISE A3 AR
P FLSE IR T AT, BT RE 2R E AL L
M IFETIAT B, W58 00 A2 AR R BUR 25/
R, 5 S SE TR A H gk e st R Y H R AR
FAFDAE R FI W G B CFR R, RIS
HTE LA RHGIF BRI e sE Bk B 5 AR 16 B AL
W BEAE, LA S A I R R BHR IT S H W £
AR

B, BARLER . ARESRH#AIT IR,
Letzring 1 Human (2014)¥5H, MMEEIHE1T N
Lo R B AT T RE A8 42 2 NS T 0% o A
XERWFIEREBRIT I RAEA T S A R
WG, 2R R R R B, T TR AL
i LR R T A AL, Rk, A LB R
LRHFTHE LR, W E— NI CFE S
WE L, ATERTEA AR 0 I8 5 R 1 S 7 S 1
WA SR . B BEAR TR SRR R B R A A Y
&3 (Back & Nestler, 2016), X#Exw, ARIESEH
A HERG R AT REANTF], 40 Okdie 25(2011) FL A& 1
Yo T 32 3L 5 P 4 2 T PR R 45 T A AR S 1T ) o
P, 5 S 3R W T TR 28 it 1% 45 v HI B i A FR -1t
AN—SBHmm . Bk, RS N % R [R] 15 5% 1]
1A, TESE g 5 ARSI T A R — B AR
B9 N S T A0 A 22 S, AR 2 7 S T )
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The validity of cues in personality judgment

WU Ting; ZHENG Yong
(Faculty of Psychological Science, Southwest University, Chongging 400715, China)

Abstract: The lens model emphasizes that the validity of cues is important in accurate personality judgment.
Existing research indicates that text messages, voice communication, face images, video clips reflecting
different situations, and face-to-face communication involving many kinds of verbal and nonverbal
information play an important role in the process of personality judgment. On the other hand, conventional
text and video information against the background of the network can also effectively reflect an individual's
personality traits. Besides, the validity of some network languages—the use of facial expressions and status

i

updates and clicking “like,” which are closely related to personality traits—is worth further exploration.
Future research should consider the cues into the real-life situation and improve the ecological validity. It is
also important to consider comparison between different cues to see which kind of lead is more effective.
Finally, future research should be conducted from the perspective of the validity of the individual behaviors
in the network situation to try to understand the cues of personality judgment more deeply.

Key words: personality judgment; cues; validity; accuracy; network situation





