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B mIlTREAARFEMALET PAREREER . ANE LA 6 5030 K & ik 3P BT pa A G T

1E ., M H B AN ZEAT B % A&, AR EN3T @ 3L 43w I 449 B 19 #E42 A £ 4947 A= ERP AF 50 AR

ATT RN, FIRET LA R,

VA B JUHE 4 A & SUM R 5 B E 3T & LTS EIRE e oA, Rk

BERT AR ZEILTE AR ASBE, it —F R F A DA R F I @ ILTE A QA R, v

B H A TAT BT @ LTS B A

KEiIE BILTAEE; BRAKLR, H4E BA FAMX e

HEKE  Bs42

AN AL A R, mi LT TR
AL 2SS AR RO TR AT o AT S A ELAR AR
ARSI, 2 A 3 U 5 i e i 25
(Dzhelyova, Perrett, & Jentzsch, 2012), — Rk,
NATTRE A A B4 45 AT 40 W R 98T 26 — BN 4 (King-
Casas et al., 2005; Krueger et al., 2007), 32
1+ )5 B9 4 5 FU & (Behrens, Hunt, Woolrich, &
Rushworth, 2008; Delgado, Frank, & Phelps, 2005),
ATHESR Z AL 2S5 B, 5 55— BN GOk A
N5 B A LA B2 T AR T X
TN B AV 25 B R A5 B, PRI A AT ik
T THT R A DA S B G B, R L AT A
B (facial trustworthiness) (Todorov, 2008; Todorov,
Said, Engell, & Oosterhof, 2008),

T L AT A5 BEAE Ry —A> E B AT {5 B2 VA HE 5,
X AT AL 2 58 A Rk E 2 FI TR 7= A T AR K 5
m, HAEAR R FoE T AMER A
#43BE J2 1% (Oosterhof & Todorov, 2008; Radke, Kalt,
Wagels, & Derntl, 2018; Slepian, Young, & Harmon-
Jones, 2017), 3XFf i 18 FL 7T 15 B 01 1 14 e bt Js2 g
AT LARE B AT TR b %o B 2B PR AR AR S R i,
ATV 1) 0 4 08 4 7 5 ke T L AT A5 A B A N
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I+ 5 Zi#47H 20 & E 53¢ (Chang, Doll, van't
Wout, Frank, & Sanfey, 2010; Duarte, Siegel, &
Young, 2012; Rezlescu, Duchaine, Olivola, &
Chater, 2012) 7EZPF PRI, XAl {5 1 FL 1% 5F
Z%(Li, Liu, Pan, & Zhou, 2017; Zebrowitz, Ward,
Boshyan, Gutchess, & Hadjikhani, 2017); 7 il
FESsEERE I, B AT AE L Ry YA o N Y L 5]
#A (Little, Burriss, Jones, & Roberts, 2007; Marzi,
Righi, Ottonello, Cincotta, & Viggiano, 2014), {HX}
TETFL T A £18 S B A s 00 i — b T 1) g L
feFER A CHSM AR AL . e, ZER ST A derp
Bl S ) AN A T AL B AR, FE
AT {5 T FL B9 B 45 o 8 5B (Wilson & Rule, 2015,
2016),

W T L AT A BE X AT AL 2 38R0 3l 7 A 1Y
HEEFL A, AR SO T FL AT A5 B 0 T (4 B [ i
K REAEREFE PN J7 T H AT AR B . |, AT
[l it ¥ i L AT A BE B9 AT R BESE AL ERP BIESE, 161
T ORI AE TE R IR A4 T ] AP Al L T A5 B
B LA 1 2 Bt 2 T FL S ORI T %) 3 o
Fho WS, A SCEZRIR T AL AT BE Y & R
WFSE, DAERIS FLE S5 A A TE A RO R R i i
P Hpoxt i AL AT BEIPA A2 AL o B, AR SCIRTT
T LA & R TR FL P ) A5 R 2R X T L AT A P A
MY, Jf 52 3k — 20 YR AIE ST 5 1], DAXY IS 2
W RS 2% MR B H &
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1 WEFLAMEE n TR BT [E] 232

1.1 fTA#MR

Y FLE BRI 100 ms ZEWEHNE] 500 ms
BF, AT TR L AT A BE A A 6 Pt 38 B e
241 FL LB AL 500 ms #0%] 1000 ms i, A
A% 1L PT A5 B PEAG A v P A AR ARk, R
ST PR JE Y AR B B #7 T 5 (Engell, Haxby, &
Todorov, 2007; Todorov et al., 2009; Walker & Vetter,
2009; Willis & Todorov, 2006), f1ll, Palomares £/l
Young (2017) FH #5 /)N 1 9% 75 2{ (minimal exposure
paradigm)>R 28 AT T FL A5 B2 18— ER 4 . 5K
U7 o PR RSB E] (33 ms. 100 ms 1 500 ms)
T LI R, RS S S AL R B AR TR R A
PR B L 5 JBE TR () A0 38 PN 255 A FE AR V8. 4
P TR S B, Bl T 0 22 i A T AL
a5 BEVE 43, PP I HEMORI oA 2% o DFoT 4 2R
R, BEE T AL R BRG] B 3, A
FLATE BEVPAL A MERR PE SR B4R & . A D — TR
I 52 B0 T LR R A8 = S AR AR AL B R (5 AT
WXk (trust game, TG)H, 5% & il o # 9 1i £L 14
R BEGET R B, ML 2 100 ms f5, A
A LA T LA AT A BE SR AT VA B PEAL, R IAEXS
AR AL 2 M E AR AT, X AT 5 1 L
D) {5 AT % % 47 A (de Neys, Hopfensitz, &
Bonnefon, 2017), IL4h, 7£ Willis il Todorov (2006)
Bt HAESHIRER - RELE R, 20
A 43520 100 ms. 500 ms H1 1000 ms, BEJ5#E
T 0 ALY T AR R AT R B B AW, RS
PEAS AR AT A5 BE RN B AR RRRE . PR A Rk
B, LI 100 ms BF, AT 0T {5 B
W 5 JFC I (1) BIR A 175 0 T 8 T £ B S BT v RE R OG5
2141 FL 52 BUASHE] AN 100 ms 38 11 %] 500 ms B, AAT]
o 1T FL R A B AT A M B 1 2 B v, S L s [
W R, AT AF BE W B A5 P s 2T
FLE BT E A 500 ms HEHMF] 1000 ms i, AATH
T AL AT A5 BE DPAG 0 MERA PERIRS B A A2 4, BAE
WEOMHAR T o X ULBA AT T LOX 52 B [ 5 20>
AR T FL B U E AR BTED 4, T4 A0 14 5
A ] HOR B8R T X XA EN AR O o

A —LERFFE R A TAE R A5 R mT LXS
T FLIEAT A] {5 B VP4 (Stewart et al., 2012; Todorov,
Pakrashi, & Oosterhof, 2009), Todorov %% A (2009)

T R S, R A TR AT A5 BE A T AL AR
SRR 20 ms J5, ERPLKZ 06 S,
JEXT 6 5 5 0 o P T L % T A AT R 2
R RS5O 5 R S L AT {E B AR — 2L
FR AT (5 BE DAL, BRI 255 S R0 R AT A T L, 2
HE NP EEE AL ATER, 48 Ry
AAF R, 25300 b &5 w5 AL AT
500, HAS AT T AL X eb v LAY R 8o
T, BRI AT AL AT AR BE A R AR AT L
FE B RIBE KA, IF HOWAS ] 1 L S
B o SR % 22 TN KR 0 4 v 3K (continuous  flash
suppression, CFS)IWWFF B EZ I T R MUMLE R, 5
AIE HFLAR E, AL T B R 58 K AN W] A L
AT DA S R S M N AR R, 2 A AT B
(Stewart et al., 2012; Abir, Sklar, Dotsch, Todorov,
& Hassin, 2018). Abir % A (2018)JF & T —Fh 44
KB ATy sk A AR AL e g R R,
TR 48 A lt— 20 UE B T A% L AT A5 BE A PE A
A DATE BN e K R A, I B AS ) 5 T AL 5
R, BRIz Ah, FEFR R IAATE AT X b
TE T RIS 33 ms BRG] 4 T FL I e 47 /T
{5 BE 11t (de Neys, Hopfensitz, & Bonnefon, 2017;
Freeman, Stolier, Ingbretsen, & Hehman, 2014;
Palomares & Young, 2017; Vadim, Moshe, &
Geraint, 2015) SR I 7E 75 —BFAL W, i L
£33 ms f5, BIERAE AT AL E
P25 S N 3, R WA AT G ¥R ARG I T L2 5 AT
{5 (de Neys, Hopfensitz, & Bonnefon, 2017), X
TR 5 25 R 1) AN — BT B2 ol T SR 904 55 i 5 2%
FREEATE I 3300 . FERT— W, $ol B
TN 1A FL A T 5 B AT R, (HR AR — 0
WEFE Bl T B A B S R R AT R B AT
Ho R, RRBETEA WE T BAT 55 BB X B T
TFL AT A5 B T4 5

PLEBFR A SRR W], MR 2 538 X AN W ]
15 BE B 1 LA T IS BE PR B (O AT 55), 25
A AT LIO 1AL A AT A LS AR BT AL, O ELRE
Bt G X AT A T AL AR AT AT R, RS AR T AL A AS
fRAEAT s 2R 5 E X h 48 nl {5 BE Y 1 fL
Frml A5 BEVT AL, 10 Z2 WA S J5 2l 38 A AT A s
AT AL (P BT 55 ), AT {5 T L x b T L
R R SO SN o HAME CFS JEr,
S ALAR L, A T B R R K A A T
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FLAT LS SR N SR AR, A NATTAY B
B o XU I AT AL AT A BE A IPA AT LA &
AETER FAE, WAT DU AETE R R G {H 33 ms
14 52 BN ) 2 15 A2 DALE IR AT A5 BE AP A o A7
TEAL, PRI BRI — 2L 5T

1.2 BHHEXBMAAR

H A} M HL v (event-related potentials, ERPs)
HAT R I 18] 23 B A0 i, (0 AR 48 75 DR I
IF) 1 7 T A LA A (Luck, 2014), £ 055 &
T IZ A FE 1AL AT A BE DA T A4 I [v) 7 A
(Lischke, Junge, Hamm, & Weymar, 2018; Yang, Qi,
Ding, & Song, 2011),

AT T L AT A B A T e A AR B B B Y
FU L B, YEALEH 50~90 ms ZJE T Cl
WAy, I HARXS TR AE AL, w5 mfLis & H
K4 IR (Yang et al., 2011), DAFERFFERI C1 %
4y 55 1 FL 28 A A9 N T € (Pourtois, Grandjean,
Sander, & Vuilleumier, 2004), #X1i, H#F55% M
ATTRE T L AT A5 BE VA 1 S AR s 2 1w L 25 4
FRAE, Biltn, JEE . KSR T EIRR AN L5
5 o VORI JE B AN A AN A 1,
A BRI TEER U AR A N & 7T {5 /9 (Stirrat
& Perrett, 2010; Todorov, Baron, & Oosterhof,
2008). 734k, AMTZEHEB XS 100 ms LI YL
HEAT AT A BE W O W S8 AEAT R 5 R R ik A7 53 B
(De et al., 2017; Palomares & Young, 2017; Todorov
etal., 2009), FrLL, AIfEHEIFLIERE C1 Ir %
FSEF AT E— D4R o K, 4 L 2 B )
4 100~200 ms I, A7 A58 4 B 24 1 FL 2 BE 100 ms
KA AN AF WL & T R Y P100 43 (Marzi
et al., 2014), A HF5E I #R AL AT 5 BEKF
22 52 K B, T L AT AR BE Y LL B T AE 100 ms
(ND)JE SERE B 15 2, I H %00 23 4E 252 31 H%
P A 200 ms (N2) Z2 A (Ohmann, Stahl,
Mussweiler, & Kedia, 2016), XLbzE R IR, 18
1L S BLAF[R] R 100~200 ms Bk, ATk mT ApRk
Hi X J3 AL AT A BE, 0k AN AT AF T L SE A A
B FRR, AR5 LA g A AH SC Y B N170
.43 (Bentin, Allison, Puce, Perez, & McCarthy,
1996), A [fi£L Al 5 BEPFAG A9 P9 0 T b o £ A
MRS . L, Marzi %8 A (2014) 76 —T%E A
[Fi) T 55 88 T L A T R i N5 S W 9 b i B,
—EPE A AL 55 OV AR T AL SR, W AN AT A T

AU ER) LS — B 2 BT 55 O 7T 5 T LA 37
5, MRTEEALBRS)E R TR NLT0 4T
HRFWN, EE RO ER A5 F, ik
A BB B L AP B T8 2 (T R, R TR
IR S5 i (Marzi et al., 2014). 5eJi, 4T fL
LB 230~280 ms i, AAMFEfLIA A 1T H 7 EPN
(early posterior negativity)/i{4;(Dzhelyova et al.,
2012), EPN B4 45 1A Jhy 551 26 DL RO s i B
% (Martens, Leuthold, & Schweinberger, 2010;
Schupp et al., 2004),

AR T LT AR BE BN A R A AR B B
MM . BT R Y EFL 2 BT A 400~
600 ms I, AAMEEFLIFE L T E KA LPC (late
positive component) .53, [FIEF, WF5T 45 R &,
LPC W] LA T %] 1 LA ] 45 BT 4y, 24
LPC 1) I i R B, 0T T L AT 5 B8 9 9 49 ik
1%, 24 LPC Mg NG, B0t L Al 15 B 1Y
P43 5 (Lischke, Junge, Hamm, & Weymar, 2018;
Yang, Qi, Ding, & Song, 2011), LPC A{/7E LIFEHF
FE i R 5 LT A %) 13 B A ¢ (Schupp et al.,
2000; Schupp et al., 2004), 3% 1] GE i B 7E T FL 7] {5
BEM LIS, AT B B s AL A T A5
LB T 2 R R, IR BT
RS o

DL LB SE A5 R B, FE AL e T R By
B, BUAERBA 0 A AR AT LAAR 4 1 LA
K XA AL A WA BE o AR RS N T A e A I B
AR TH AL AE R v 7 0 BUME B S T 230
BULPEE SR, Mg E0nsem TR 4, KL
ARG IR R R B ——2 4L, JLE
BRI B, LA e I B B —— AR e 4, X T
LA B2 A0 T2 an el & SR A AR A e 7 4R Ut
AR EEMEAR T 1E LT AF BN TR & R AR .

2 HEAFAGEEMIMNARMENR

o TR S 2 It A R LA R R
R, BT LA 1 FL AT A5 B TR & R
WREI A TRFSEE R . SIS L A, X
TETFL AT A5 B8 A 0 BT BB 0 456 Bl A 0K e Rk 3, T 3
B FR AR A BRI B 1A AN A A iy R 2
4571 BAEREZ 4 (Barkow, Cosmides, & Tooby, 1992),
2.1 TAMR

3 5 UL B LB R T R HE A 1947 R R
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FUHE R BB 422 3T T N B9 05 4T 4 W (Cogsdill,
Todorov, Spelke, & Banaji, 2014; Lane, Wellman, &
Gelman, 2013; Poulin-Dubois & Chow, 2009; Z=JK
Dy, BRIF, /M, 20125 5K22E, JERE, 2009). 4]
m, FE—I00 BN T LT AT AR BEVEAG 1Y 3~5 %
HLEgrh, WFFEE R T W (AT 5 )
T EIE TR I FT 55 o 25 R A B, 7EXT#BE
PERAES T, AL 3 2 IR IR RE A X AN [A) v {5
FERTEFLEAT X A3, I HLIXRh R ) Bl 45 4F 0% 9 3
Kg it m, EAETES A AL 5 hich K
MG, BETEE X X — S5 R RIS, AH X i
PALS, RS ERE SRR, 3 S 4Lk
52 B RME BE AT 55 (B X3S, i E e, ARk,
TRIF, 2014). LEAh, WIFEHANTLEXT 8~12 %/ iy L2
T FLHEAT AT AR BEPPAN 9 BF T b & B, AR TN,
JLEEXS L 1w AL B W] AR BT iR, JF HOLE XS
2 3w ALY AT AR R P o> o T 38 = i AL (L,
Heyman, Mei, & Lee, 2017), 7E N E 2409 TG 1,
R E R, 5 £ 10 £ ILEHXT A ETmILE
2 BB 4, XA AT T LA £
U, X452 G RONTEAE AR xR i £ 58 R AR
—F((Ewing, Caulfield, Read, & Rhodes, 2015),

TEXT 13~18 % 0 A AFEHEAT 1 1AL Al {5 B2
TRBEFE T, ik E AR A E AT R A A
f0 T L BT s AR AR PSR, WP R B, BB AR
BRI, 75 AR XA AT ALY B 5Bk B,
X ] A7 T FL A 4% B Bk B2 (de Neys, Hopfensitz,
& Bonnefon, 2015). 3 H., 7EXF 17~35 % {4 ii4E A
8 TG TS A3, AATTER 1 X T FL T 5 BE i) )
W S o A, XA ] AT A R T AL Y 4 B DR SR
TANEEE, AXSTARAFEwE AL, AT AT F L
A Z A 9 i (Bailey et al., 2016; Ewing et al.,
2015).,

SR, ARRS T RUAE R, R 4 B Bl e
ATAE AL T4 38 438 T rh M i fL (Castle et al.,
2012; Zebrowitz, Boshyan, Ward, Gutchess, &
Hadjikhani, 2017; Zebrowitz, Franklin, Hillman, &
Boc, 2013), filfil, Castle % A (2012)7E— 7 #3F
G355 B T AL AT A5 BEOR ST b R B, AERE T AR
WIAPER CEYIAER R 23.21 %), BUAERE I AYBER
CPHIAER Ty 68.76 %)X ASTTAF H ALY I 43 TE 42
VT TR AL o AEETE XS AT AR T AL A AR
HP IR BE W 2R, R IR E

Xk — G R FRMEBE, FONBFSEEE AT RE S T
A Tv] AT 0 110 X T8 L P ) 4 48 R0 331 7 A 1
2850 SN, TR 2 X L AT AF B Y 25 S S o
bEJ5, Zebrowitz 2 N (2013)7EMFFE 42 1 i L
T R AR R R, AR 7 RS IR
S AT WG 300 e %o 1 L T A B B PEAG R D, RS
2 T AL SR,

g LR, JLEE R AL R A ITAL BE
TG HE RN, =R L AT B A A )
SN EEAA R, 32 X 43 T L AT AE B BE 1A
ASCHE TR] PR T A BE PPA S0 P AR B UE S, FERCH
A TG 5T P bl R X REULHH, 2K
R J i LU I B A0 AT AR i #8842 AN [
AT BE 0 LT X3 AN B At s 200 i FH R
(Cogsdill et al., 2014), FE7 & M, AMDFEL AT 5
JEVTA Y W PR W 52 i, 7 AR L AR AE
1K B AR XS R E RS o AR, AIXS TR
EAR TP B B, AT I N WA T FL A T
W o B, HAP oy S T m L. R E
A g 77 A 3 — 25 SR 1 AT B i B2 5 v R A 7
far 34 0T AR XN W] (F E FL B AE AR
(Zebrowitz et al., 2017),

2.2 HHHEXBEMAMRE

BLLX 1 FLWT AR B B PEAS AT LUR AE A L2
B 400~1000 ms Z [H] . 4N, & 7 4~ H B, 2
JUBRTT IARYE 7T {5 Bk IX A3 1 L . 22 )LXT ] 15
LA [R) R, X AN A 5 T AL 3 A0 e ) B
X T LT A B 14 X 43 7T AFER i X FY) P400 il
%%%|(Jessen & Grossmann, 2016), IMij LIFEAFFT R
B, P400 5 1 LA 28 hn T A0 AL AT A5 BE A A i
FEA G, RO T T LI At 23 M (Gredebick et al.,
2015), Jessen Al Grossmann (2019)#82 T 2L LY
T8 FL AT A5 BE I T w2 AL, A S G v S B
50 ms [N [E) AT 45 B T FLAVE S B An i, J5 20
TR A T FLAE NS ROR . IS A Y 2 BAN T
(ELORERZ T Wi N ORI 7oA S e il
E 1] 18 % (negative slow wave),

DL ERRRE SRR, 5 AL, Z2ILAT LA
Xof 1T FL Y T A% FE AT DA A X 4y . ELRSR I
Sy, TEALA S TR R, ZELRETT LA RO X
S TFLI AT AR B, A0 I T i 99, 22 LT
AN AT T FLE IR, Ay BRI R £
A, ML TE B ERP WE5E g R 2 2L A
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BAFE N, BB 5T RS A R A 1 30 X 1
AL AT B T T R, T 3 A B AR A R
AR LR AL PR R A ST . RO AT LA
XA Br BOT B TRA ST

3 EAAGEEMRIFREMER

I JUAE, T AL AT A5 B A pE o0 ok 82, wF
GE 7 AR SR R B, {HL T L AT AR BRI A AR AR
FELEAR Z A 28 X A T 25 3R 7= 2R g il o 4
LGS . AL AL Ty RS
M A iG55 R £ (Caulfield, Ewing, Burton, Avard, &
Rhodes, 2014; Ma et al., 2015; Rule, Slepian, &
Ambady, 2012; Treinen, Corneille, & Luypaert,
2012), FEIY, ASSCH SN EGE T X es RA =
S 1 1T ALY 4 R AL SR R
3.1 EABEEMEALAEEMIAMFIE

A1 L1 28 23 %2 W AT Tx 18 L AT A5 B A P4l
Forb IE VRS 5 AL BN T AE Y, TS 2 T
FLBEA N & AT {5 1 (Oosterhof & Todorov, 2008;
Todorov et al., 2008), Caulfield, Ewing, Bank #I
Rhodes (2016)7E 5~10 %/ fyJLEM 52, @il L
HIPW BEAAREFFEN PR, &0 5
21 LA A 7 VAT 4 T L 25 A 1 T L AN T A
f, TEPE R 4 AL A5 R T L RTE R, JF X
—HMEERAER 10 ZI)LEPETRE . £ 6~12
AL PR A B, b v g LA L
Wh A 4 2k 2% 1T LA e L 3% 18 FL T 45 B A T AG
(Caulfield et al., 2014), 7& A {5 BE VA A9 AT
i BT 5 Caulfield 45 A (2016) 4 Bl 14 25
(Dong, Li, & Sun, 2014; Oosterhof & Todorov,
2008; Todorov, 2008; Todorov et al., 2008), 4,
Todorov (2008)7E 1 {5 FEPEAR HUBF 5T & B, AT
0 AT A5 BEPE A3 B i AL B RS 25 P S IE A, dE
A5 BEVE A BEAR A L A1 250 P R itk o D5 4h,
e — i {f 2 2 Hl 3%  5X (dynamic  stimuli
paradigm)BF 5% T FL % &5 FE FL ol (F X R,
W5 ol = 2k 1 L AR R I (IR 3 SR X AT
—THG Lt A ) 5 B 115 2 e s, LR IR B AT
LA 0%3) 100%) 4 AN [ 07 5 £ fr T8 FL it i A 45
SR IEME IS 4, S5 R A, W EEILLLATT(E
TETFL A B D BE P B e A A [ {5 B 4 v L e
KR A5 58 B 0 A7 P 2, AN T DL B T AE T
FLAYMT B EE P43 B4 (Oosterhof & Todorov, 2009).

2 J&i, Engell, Todorov il Haxby (2010)f#i 47 A&
)% ¥ 7 (behavioral adaptation paradigm)’is& F DY
SK AR [R5 28 A5 A R T AL, 5 52 30—k Mg
ar T AL, Rl O v R 2 1AL A T AR R AT
9 ST (L NAEEATIAE, 9 HAEE A(F). W54
BB, S M 2 T AL A IS S, R
Z e SR P 2 T AL T A BT A Y
B X M 2 L AR S N S, W2 R SRR
P T LR AT E BE O A3 IR . ik A,
Sprengelmeyer 2§ A (2016)7E — I Xf = 4L {7 [
(Huntington's disease) 4 W5 KB, HA
Y 3 R A 1) 5 A T P R DI v R T AL T
R EE o AZWIETE N T3 —FA BEE ] 117 45 01 58 % 1T L
A VA RS2
3.2 EFLMERXEFLAEE i TS0

TR L ) P 231 22 S S g AT D0t L T LT 45 B 1Y
VEAG, B et mifL ol g nlE ry, 55 v i L
N AR A5 ) (Buckingham et al., 2006; Oosterhof
& Todorov, 2008). i, Oosterhof F Todorov (2008)
R 25 v e T AL A A 55 P )RR A W Yl B
B IZ LA T {5 . Carragher, Thomas #ll
Nicholls (2018)7E TG HF5E A& 3, ARXHT 55 P i
FL, B Lo P AL BB B A R, X 4R
YR T AATIA Sy o 1 L L 53 4 T L SR Il 1%
WA, TE— I AL A5 BE 1 AT 55 T, BESE
KB, 4 H R AN TR AT AR BE Ay T AL, pls
X AT AF AL B FRARCR L Tl fF AL, Hsf
WM ZES . Y 2BOR AT B )
FLIF LA [A) AT 45 BE AT I, e asoxk DE i A ]
FAT R AT A L T AL ) PR OSSR A B T R A A%
PR BT 45 58 e FL(Rule et al., 2012), XEPA
738 B A Sy o P AL Ll 5 T L A T A T
IPEREA T AEAE AT, (E S X R RS I,
AT 2 %k 3 e i e 1) JES 15 5L S iUk, 7R
B A2 45 1 (Suzuki & Suga, 2010), [FA, TFL
PRSI L AT A5 BE PEAG 145 el AR I AE ERP 43
o iR, AT Y Lot AL AR T AE Y 55 1k T AL
PIMESE T NMAG BRI N170 0% (Dzhelyova et
al., 2012).
33 HEFLAEEMIAEMRSINEER

ATTxE T AL AT AR BE Al 3 52 2 1w AL % |
T3 HRES ATy ] i A5 22 R R (1 52 (K aisler
& Leder, 2016; Ma, Xu, & Luo, 2015; Sofer et al.,
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2017), Ban: 4Lk s| Jydkm g, AT
13 BE Y4318 5 (Ma, Xu, & Luo, 2016), M4k, R
W 1) 5 1 R Sk 38 1) ) A, 2 5 i AAT] % T L
A{EFEMPEA, . Kaisler Al Leder (2016)id 1%} He
ARy o e T L & B, AT B AR v FL A T
(EREVE T o RS, 38 5 BUAS ) 3 1 Sk 3
1) (UF TR 1, 3/4 53 1), DU TR ), AFSEEATT K
PR 1E TR 5[] 1 1D L VT {5 B R =5 (Kaisler & Leder,
2017), Ffife P 2Rt 23 %o AL AT {5 B (R 1A =25 5
W, £ H A AL 5 i e R LA 52 b, 1w
TR T FL A BT A BE ATV 4y . SER 4 R R, [H
AL T B LAY L A SR R R A LA
TATFL AT 5 B 9743 B /=5 (Sofer et al., 2017).

DI AR gT e R B, A6 LT 45 BE A T
A 52 3 22 J5 T P 2R I 52, 3 RS2 e R AU B AE
1R RN L, S A H A B v

4 INEERE

A T FL AT AR B T R R B, AATTRE AT L
XA ] AT A BE 4 ThTALFEAT PR B T, A TR AL AT
R BEIN T e B B, A T 5 i L 32 2 E £ A
RN T o o b 1T AL T A B2 (9393 51 BE ) A )L 28 40
ME R, HEEEFR R A WIER . 1A,
T FL 175 &% A0 T FL P St X T L RT3 B8 0 Vil A A

Mo ANNTIA IEPEAE 25 Tl FLR T 5 A9, fadk
T2 LA S, kLR E R, Sk
LAY . B L, BIF5E %) AL AT A5
AT T ) Z IR ABIR DY, E A V2 15 %
Per Al

T, WESCE AT AT DLSE i = 2 LA R X
ST AL PR B SRR A, 1AL B ) 2 T 8
TE, SRJE A AL A R AE BE AT N T E e ik i &
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The time course and influence factors of facial trustworthiness processing

ZHANG Kunkun; ZHANG Keye; ZHANG Huoyin; LUO Wenbo

(Research Center of Brain and Cognitive Neuroscience, Liaoning Normal University, Dalian 116029, China)

Abstract: Facial trustworthiness plays a key role in how we express and understand social signals. During
social interactions, people quickly judge the trustworthiness of others through subtle facial cues in order to
make choices in daily life. The researchers delved into behavioral and ERP studies related to the time course
of facial trustworthiness processing, and explored the life-span development of facial trustworthiness, as
well as the influence of face emotions and face gender on the evaluation of facial trustworthiness. Further
research is needed to improve the ecological validity of stimuli used in facial trustworthiness studies, to
expand the study of facial trustworthiness in adolescents and aging population, and to consider the
contextual effects on facial trustworthiness assessment.
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