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e NS MM S e SR EREY

BER ' L 9’
C RO KBTS 5 R R R Thot, BEET 210037) ¢ LIBIHE K22 E 0, [ 200234)

W E ALROAARHRAE DS R EEA £ A RS AR REE & LKF 206 EshE X, TRKH
I L (st @mil., FEFBAREHNE LG MI), EFl T, AHRPERELS WA TN R E4EA
FiR R E A A L R ERENRR . ZHBRAACERTARE. £5KF. 2P ZKFFFHH K
P, MTFEMIKFZRGRENER, X—HERAENERNLE ., Ao TRF VAR A ToFE G B LT T —A
EA S EMFIEGIERIRLE N %, ZMEF AL FANDSKENE, ERZMNHER LR A
PREMMETERAZTX. ARFFTRU. REFLEZMAEEIAEERLHEX B L, FIR A RE
2kl FHikfeAt A F 7k, —FRMNMRME AR LA R Ab A2 E, HiAde
TR & 6 S A MR A B R 5 FAIEIRIE.

KEIF AL, MEME; BIRIRE N, KA 2P £

SZES  B849:091

1 3 FE AR &5 T Xl A1 5E (person perception)
%% 4 (Rule, Freeman, & Ambady, 2013),

AERAM R R, AT Sk B B 3h I 10 4R, Al HISE SRR S SR AR T
5| & ZE 94N T (categorization processing) I hL FR IS S TR, BT — 2R i 2
b DA OIS R RA oA B A (1D AN | A o 2 B W15 (e.g., Freeman et al., 2015; Tybur, Lieberman,
(Freeman, Johnson, Adams, & Ambady, 2012; Muhtadie, & Griskevicius, 2009; Pauker, Ambady, & Freeman,
Koslov, Akinola, & Mendes, 2015), X—id & H 2013; Stolier & Freeman, 2017), H:/P, 7 &2 {5 &
FANE N T AL R A A P i = Ry, I HAE2E T TR 25 09 28 LT A A A B A S AR
SN oL Bl &2 e . Rk . ) B (@ #% DITPC %%, the dynamic interactive model
— EE, SIHAHCA I . I EORIAT R B A, of person construal; Freeman & Ambady, 2011)% 41
22 1 3% (Lee, Middleton, Mirman, Kalénine, & e BT AN SE i AR A . DITPC #E J2 K
Buxbaum, 2013). XFEH— R H Zh{bhn Tid AWBRE-TIEMBEEINRE, ZRE
AL 32 B H 5 > R4 & (person construal, B H— BRI R R B k], S i
N B — T AL (R 0R o T 9 ok i, T8 E1% | DI HAT N R PR e B, B —E
aof — ) ALY Sh A R, L4 2Ok ST BB BOE AR W ZIMR BN G IR, HIGEE
PRCH R EECA FR )R AE Z(F S TR ] HEEANAT B Z R bl RZIR 4%
R, DI AR 2850 B2 T AR5 BB L

Wk F 1 2016-08-22 Xt B EN 4 (Freeman & Ambady, 2011, 2014),
* [ F AL SR AR H (172ZDA327) . [ R4k 2: X — RGBT L . RS R B AR R
L2 m 0 H (12AZD117)  BOH A SCH S RHE ST BN T 2B T . 208 B0 S 380 DL R = B A

PRI GO T (17XICBA0007) FITLIR 8 ERVSE™ b g 22 o AR 32 17 4 T B 9 B (Freeman &
=R TR 7 AL UL B B 0 H (C-a/2016/01
Ambady, 2011, 2014),,

il

/13)%E 80, e e e
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A AN RE BB A, 3 5 8 K AT o3 A A
FHE DT Al A P A R T (A, o BB 7 i 43 DA A
Bl two component cognitive model of theory of mind,
Tager-Flusberg & Sullivan, 2000; % J7 XA% = 4
#4: threefold model of intellectual styles, Zhang &
Sternberg, 2005; #1:4x R HH: social relation model,
Mahaffey & Marcus, 2006); WHMAH{5 B TEEL
AN TN, #1250 24R Ut social categorization
hypothesis, Bernstein, Young, & Hugenberg, 2007;
BRI BHIL: direct perception theory, Gallagher
& Zahavi, 2008; i AT ZIIRIS: person-perceptual
organization theory, Palmer, 2002; Wagemans et al.,
2012a); x5 EFEAT A Sh A A ] v in T,
IAH- AN AR associative-propositional evaluation
model, Gawronski & Bodenhausen, 2006; X H 7%
FEREIAL: dual attitudes model, Wilson, Lindsey, &
Schooler, 2000; RGN performance evaluation
model, Rydell & McConnell, 2006; 37T/E -5 R
reflective-impulsive model, Strack & Deutsch, 2004);
L] R OC T A RS RIS I BRSO . A2
SRS R (N, H5E 4R RIS perceptual load
theory, Lavie, Hirst, de Fockert, & Viding, 2004; %l
AT BHIE: perceptual symbol systems, Barsalou,
2010; Kovic, Plunkett, & Westermann, 2010; &
A asynchronous update model, Scharlau &
Neumann, 2003; FI3EEIERIAL: perceptual retouch
model, Scharlau, Ansorge, & Horstmann, 2006), iX
SE IR AR R B AR AR LI N5 S S, R BR
MR IEAT RS, (2 e AT T AR T
W Al A R0 5 AN [R5 S T, DITPC A2 A10|
BT X — SRR, SR A AR BN TR Bez
[] ) B IR AR o

DITPC A5 7Y {40 JE AR ST AR 25 3 SO A
(connectionist models) £ fill Z I (Kaplan, Sengor,
Giirvit, & Giizelis, 2007), 45 AL b il
25 ) 25 A5 TR (1 2 2 3 WODRI R 1k 1 ST R TR Y
(Knobel & Caramazza, 2007), ‘& LL“0BLIG S5 K
ik B Atk (B AN T4 48 50 J HR 45 T i AY
B2 R G LR, IR SO A5 # A1 )
fEo WRES F URIRIR ASRIT THicc gl i TR
BE LI USSR, S DITPC A58 9 4 H 25 5
TER

2 AR MRS RE

AR S EH NG BRIE R T —13h &
ARG, XA RGRE S B 25 24 1 4 48 W 45 10
IRRIE, SR T K - (0 TOUL 45 #e) =22 (8] 1% 3
BEEE . BARTE, X —sh B RGA LA
25 W 2% 25 1) ——HH T B 45 19 <715 23 (node)” TR B T
AR A A5, ML T A shEiERE
A i 5 <ok S =2 (8] BT A 3l 285 0 BE 25 4 A A
15, AT NGB R REL T AR
21 FEBRLGEMEMLE ERIFIE

AR RIS AT T A N0 S8 09 996 2 I 25 ) 4%
W KSR — KB A TN, IR —
W BT BT — RN B SRR B, AT
A A ICA & ARG T2 2 IR (Freeman
etal., 2015), Ui v 57246, SR 4 M
25 X B T BE M BT TR W 2 R 28 1 23 (Rl 254 o
TR R 2 TR LR 10 T S A A T T R R
MMYIRER T, F L, ARKEPRIFZ A
TOHE 2 WL [ B, 38 A R 0 R A AR i 5 I £ T
TG P S 5 7] % (Freeman & Johnson, 2016), —4~
S PEOE A S WOR 5 HA T R AR, X A
LIRS 1 A 2 (AL A i e e s I R
RILG VI S I, ERXFP S R B s
AR TG A Z A4 F il kA (Jahnke, Timme,
& Memmesheimer, 2015), BTl /KFE75E48, M A
2 ki A 25 P % DX 3 v A G BB A — 21 SR
Aef, R ] B9 s A s B T AR A K, PRI, SR
B AP HE 2T S B B E RS .
5K Z 1] B3 Bl BARAE 56 R IE Jl— R 3h 25 1
iR RS )E, B IZREWIETT, AR
FO PG PR B 25 ) 2% (recurrent  connectionist network)
A ISR, IFRE A EGE TE R
i AR IR A (Powers, Worsham, Freeman, Wheatley,
& Heatherton, 2014),

PL_E BT MRS A T30 T MM & i 3
DRGI BA MY EE, T, Kit—2
REX DB RGN TAKFE LARE, LR
L N0 B W AA] 32 A AR A I 2 e . AR IR |
ARG AR AT g B BT R 245 B a2
IR 25 [a] 55 B () 4 AR TR A
22 EERGETELEE (N IKF) EAHHE

Freeman F1 Ambady (2011)iAN, TEAb A5
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TE R R, ST UG PRI 45 W 2% AR A & R 4
FHEFEST R 4 A TR . 7R K (cue level)
Z 57K (category level). ZIHRENG K (stereotype
level) A1 i By /K (higher-order level), F4~ 7K 4D
FE—NEULRE S, AT TR L RRE,
HWAZMARZRmP KR YR SR EE
AeF, 3 A R R T X I R R Sk T A
WK E—NEIRIBREE 25, B 5 (R T
KT BRI G, 2k 5 IS, 1 FL A1 4
FEAE e A SN o GO, T R 2 [E] A R A
B SR B Ji) S A5 R 1, DA T A 3 — 1 B 45
Mg B E Y. BIRmE, MR
Gi 4 ALK& 43 T HAE L OCHE, HAEM
ML T BTk .

RIKTE IR IKOT AR AR TSR
G, BOnE BRI RS, WS E AL B
PR AN T &5, (Freeman, Pauker, & Sanchez,
2016). M55 SR — AR E TR, K
Lk BEK), BAER—4E S E—L ) TiE
Tt AH EA ) G 2R [ A () I 38 T (AN e i)
MR BHIA . R MR TR 5 A — 30w 2
ST AR, S HOR AR B2 50T o Blan, Lok
T FL B0 UM A 45 515 B0 L M2 50079 a5 T4
TN 5 A, BRI ARG A
(] P4 B0 225 2 S0 1) P, It AR T T Xt 2 XL v
1 (Freeman & Ambady, 2011, 2014),

HKBIKFE  {F Freeman Fl Ambady (2011)F
K, KHUK PR ETZE TS0 4E w4
PR, BAAREEETENTE, HE L
ST S AT DA AT SR e R . i, S
RPN K REIEER . Pl R, 1
o, MR SREESAR) . FERSHREEL
F)Z AL R BR 25 T8 i 4 b BB B 2 50
(Hehman, Ingbretsen, & Freeman, 2014), X 25355l

TREREE R T 0a, AR EEERA T

T b ARG AR B I k% )Ui5H5 5 (Hassin, Aviezer,

& Bentin, 2013), Xfit, HHFRHE LI, NN
AWML E £ 2015 T X R RE Ty, JFX5 &
ARECHA e PR B — € FEBE Y 47/ Chiao, Cheon,
Pornpattanangkul, Mrazek, & Blizinsky, 2013); &
£ 10 24 A BELC 2 e e 5 SO
B N34T F5 (Fausto-Sterling, Coll, & Lamarre,
2012),

ZIMREPZIKF R AZIBEN Gy rhe i
o, PEENISE, e0hEw AN
ST, BT S A FIEE B (Stolier & Freeman,
2016a), XA, ZIMEDEM EZER I RESA
SO, T ZIAR ED G BT AL Y SGHEE AR Y
DO U = AR M T, 23 32 BIA RN BRI
T EAr . PR R, X8 & {5 BB
45 FRUIY) ) 24 28 Al o SO0 AR R SR, e
VWS ZI M BN 43 5. (Quadflieg & Macrae, 2012;
WL, Eif, PR, BRI, BER, 2015).
5 FIRT, Z20AR BN G s 22 IA] A 8 sl il (an
PRHE— A AE LS, T R — TR 48 0 )
Z\MR DGR i — 7 T M )19 5 ) i A\ T %
B, 3 — 5 AL S s 1 5 A ik
% (Freeman & Ambady, 2011, 2014),

RHKE B KCF Bk T @ GOA AR S
(FEAEIR I . ZhHL. AFER . (E5ZRENTE
F)o 15 BT A5 IR ) I G B ) Y R R
S5RGBT R fln, A
T ) 8 T RN 3 AT 55 1, S R 4
AN A BN BT RS GO SR L)
LU A 55 ANt 2 2500 22 (8] (9775 45 (Eisenbarth
& Alpers, 2011). W55 LB, HEFEEIRER A,
ke TR A5 808 1 1 FL A 3R B0 3 i O
U BRI TR AR — R GOARRS W 3 TR
jJ?%gﬁ(Lazerus, Ingbretsen, Stolier, Freeman, & Cikara,
2016), J3ABFGE RN, SAS A3 2 1 RAE
SRl R S R, A AT 7 AR TR 2 B AR
A, MK 2> B PR 15 1L (Denson, DeWall, &
Finkel, 2012), Henry, Bartholow I Arndt (2010)i#
it ERPs 28 &M, MBI A s B O IESE
FET) LS A REAR A, 25 F & b OG 1 T i) T
BRI, B0, BT, R A L LRI
A BEIEEP300 BRI R), XIRTREZ A
MIVE ) RGEBUCIZ R G T PRI [R) A A
TR IE Z [8] 4795 8

MEAWEHIERGE G2 T R 4 AR
Z A BAE T o MRTER A G B b,
P& 7K AN W b 3500 T LR B AR R 4 A
Ko ol T FL B RO R R T S AL AR
5, BEJS X AR R Y A0 AR S AR I A,
AN A 25 B 28 005 i, TR EE DA 2 30 4 s 2 Wi s
Wio MER . R AR FTIEER S BT R AR IR
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HEESRRE S G, BRI A T e R
PRI S S E R, 285075 8l 20 4k B
G0 S G SO, AR R 20 AR B0 ST R B
TR TR R WE R, MR RIE B2 EE N
o X, R SIRBOCR A e AL B
L NN S U R el = el =W Sl
T M8 3V B R B BNCALAE 5548 A I R AR
PR RS

Bl 450 TOKOF2Z M s A IS, AR &
N RGAEE MY PR T — &% 008
REE M 4. B T M2 MR/ B R -
Hby 1) S0 K P i AE R T KR R <8l
WX B A 147 B % B 2R BN KT, TR
T HZIC R F Z0AR B K T 19 SR s AL T 4%
00 ) 85 B 7K 7 B 7T 3 & 36 AH G 9 i ekl
155154, TS 2 KT Z M 15 S A% % .
2.3 BB RGTEM IR A4 E _ERI4FE

Wil A M 2B =R R A, DITPC A7
2D R T ARG & FR e 45 0 TK - B e (]
2 RS T R B B BRI . X SO LR AR
AR R B AR, JF S AN IR X . A
M, WS — 4R R iz R G AE N T a) 4
BRI AMERAE B M

NBRRHAE il A 2G4
AN RGN O BLRAE A% R G R
B 15 B AIZE YR I3 (Freeman & Johnson, 2016), >
W EMTERE - RS, X—IRPHE
FA) o B FRAE B 8] e A2 AR A WO BRRAE R a4
T 4370 K Wb 1 28 T 1 P 22 20 B 3 AR I8 R SE R
B, HAt 2500 RIET R s 2 e iE s A
W74 {k.(Freeman & Johnson, 2016), & | A2
Ja, oMM BN G B RAE S EEROH 2R
FEA R Eh, T ERAF BOE Z A A B AR AR AL, I
Wil & I ] 09 HERS AN W AT e i, mA B TR
(Freeman et al., 2015), W58k, REEhYK
T K I ph 28 o6 5 G S 3R AE A C (Freeman &
Johnson, 2016); FRAE (185 57 J2 78 X6} i L4715 51
AF, 29 50%A I RAE & A € 80 = F) N (Conty,
George, & Hietanen, 2016; Hehman, Leitner, & Freeman,
2014), THIFLIFRAE A0 T 51 9 B s e 1 TR AL
By “F D5 Z MRSy . BRI 0 1E B
LM 2, P2 IO T Bl X T L ) A R ke
M, AR 3k 1) FRAE N 5 2491 2% (Freeman

etal., 2015),

NEBREWZEM AR SR
WEZERG T AR — DB, ENTEE
A Bsf [6) 4 1 #4025 1% 6 AH B 5% i (Rule, Adams,
Ambady, & Freeman, 2012), i it [E] [ 4ERS, 2%
RG5O BBRTELS M AUE S BB # ok H
SUH P TA P (SR R TE T P Ry 3
X — B2 R GE AR BN THLHDRE A 25 25 53 R 20 A
ENR I RAE ARSI — A . BERRE . AP
Ko WEFERB, T L RSB B, T
PRI AR S AR E BN, BRSO AD)
() e S L, e e AR AR A [ A9 110 S e AT 55
(A, 59 56 T B8 0 G 0 P S A s o 6 1 SR 1)
SIBCINAIBEIR, RIEAT 4275 K P B A 0 6E 43 B
T, O T A SR th H AR B BARRRE
(ERPs W7 RPN P2) (Miller, Shankar,
Knutson, & Mcclure, 2014), BfiJ5, #EA72850KF
4RSI, O T2 SRR N 4 BT A B AE
T RS IR AU DL A, DI AR A 2 ]
XL [r] B 455 1 B A5 RN (ERPs A4 7R JE R BH
HN2) AR T Z )G, #EAZNHWiB B . #
BE BT B, 20 B AR [ I 4 o] 5 G i 5 ) 2 1)
R BRI B AL, IR DT YRR AE R A T O A A
Wr(ERPs W7 fEHIE E3RIN LPC, late positive
complex). fJa, #EA R MK ENGIE BB
X —Br B, A REE B e g, AR &S
HiTE B R LA O BRRAE, AHR, X g AR
FIE A 300 1 25 5 22— B A R] (Prado et al., 2014),

3 M AMBENMIZEERZ BN

BT BRI R, A AN A & 3
BRGIEMZ ML 0T KL 0 TR (8] 24k i
BB IR SS 25 1 S A AR IR . N, Y
i N5 B BNIR B RGU G, 23 B30 TH R B
R R P B4R R T 5 RS T A R — R
FEMThREN, Kk&  BERK), AR —4E R
T~ ) 3 A A A 4 2 ok B A [ R
B AL -8 A5 B A (Freeman et al., 2015),
RS, 519 505 2805 f 2 TRDE J 0L ) B 4
$E7R T AL A R OE SE B0 A 5 e A,
R BT IR S FZIBRED G H E 1 b S 45 R0
ZEHHT £ WT L, DITPC BEAUAE A Z T8 bS8 T
XA N R0 Y B A5 A8 ELARONE = (1) PR SR s ) 4R i e
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SRS R S A BN, R 23 28 531 0 20 M Ep
GBS EAR R, ()W BLAE B i 1 R
BN T B 2SS E AN, B B A AR S 0 2
BRENG B i T s 280, Fae e B R b
M 2320 o TSR R Bl A8 A8 B AL N {845 A
NENGAEA A G AR A 8 S A BRI R AT 50
31 #HEEINMRIREIKMENSRZEIER

2 2 3] A N 20 B B G FRAE % () I 930
Kt 555 g IR B IRZS (Decety, Michalska,
& Kinzler, 2011; Stolier & Freeman, 2016b), Freeman
85 N (2015 ik g3 x o 52 0 1% T FL BT R B A7 4 i)
P2, (R C S AT Bl H i BUAR A B . X
S Pl PR TR AS B b ) T L R AT 43 2SR,
Sk BRI A LA L, SR R &
55 FCEC SR AR B U o 3k A ) AR A A B
TERIE S SN ZI B ENGL I T (Freeman et al., 2016;
Pauker et al., 2013), MK T FL R 53] 1) 5 e sk
R T B B A .

5 G SR (cross-race effect; WLFR- IR,
other-race effect; BAG MLV, own-race effect),
AR A T AL SR R EAZ B T X Ak
RN TE AL RS A (2N R, PR, BE,
FEE, #5I, 2003; Tottenham, Phuong, Flannery,
Gabard-Durnam, & Goff, 2013), A J RN
7EA Y R A 2 S TR B B A RE,  EL T v AR T A
JEW . DITPC LRIy, B FPGRON = AR YE
FESGINE BRI | B9 B UF A
P - B TRE AR (1 005 o T 380, A K R 9 - RIONT
BEA T AR R 20 Al B G X At RS8R 1T 2 14k
(Gilbert, Swencionis, & Amodio, 2012), 4N, &
AR BB AR EF LS . BRI RIGE)
SR AR T 2 1 N -SRI L B (Cesario &
Navarrete, 2013),

32 XRBEARREEEENEDX LI MI s
SXEIER

MMAM B E T ERMNEAS KRGS, Bl
GRLLR (AN R)Ah, LI 25 TN TE L R AR
G —A BFF——M R — 2tk R . BT M) —
ESQE [ P SR S 8 R LWNE R NETE S
I, BEAE AR 158 X5 G2 0 PR B RRAE X AT A Oy =X
HEAT U PRI AT AL st U8, %o 55 A Sy 1 S b
W 53 W ZIMR D G A B F R R 28 0IME B
CPRNI s )R, X Lo AT S i T 5

Z LM ZINR NG AN TR IENE B3>,
“EWCYRM . AE HE RS R, e E
[ A A~ Bl B O A H B . FRE L,
AMLA T E R E R FREES, A LN
{5 B E 44 (Powers et al., 2014; Sacco, Merold,
Lui, Lustgraaf, & Barry, 2016). a0, &S K
F) SATLIR 25 23 52 M T L AP R R AR i 0 bk, o Afth—
el iR ERE @GR IR ZIRENS
SCAR) U 235 M FEASTA SN I T i o LA 17 285310 Sy 88,
Tl POA R AR DA I S, AR
2 T XK A AL B FRIE 445 34685 N (Gwinn, Barden,
& Judd, 2015), Roesch %5 A (2010)% ] Garner 3%
PEME R 53 (Garner’s selective attention paradigm;
Garner, 1976)& 8, AAT7E X1 L IEAT KM R
WP B, R 5 A (O A T FL A 00 AH [R]) S 19 B2 Rz A
PRF 2 A (T LA MBI BEPL 1) . BE)E,
Rhodes % A (2015)WF 5 KM, 7251 1l AL &
RIS, 17 28 )33 — 1 FL 1% mJ 2% 2 B2 T LU F
L At E Bl o AT SeiE T B AR B R (FE A
=) By B LB PR I A B T LA 1K, T AE
TE I 56 L 30 D i 2 300 1 L A e S ) B 52
B 25 > B B © 48 2 Bk 1 1L ) 51 I L
5 25X T L A R, R TR FL B R
YPEGIN T = A= T %0 o e, M3 i FL
SR A TRMARYE Garner #EHM I BN
A EAEMEE L, YIS L&MW
N B 25 AN S R, DU B AR A B 0 T S T
ToRHERE; K2, 38X R ET 35 K
THEL S A B, T B AR Ak BE (0 T 52 oG Ak
SR o

DITPC HERIFE— N, e i3 58
HEAARELERT, 23 A ShilE SRR R
fiE, I Hil X — e Rr b= E LR 5k
15EA A (Cassels, Chan, Chung, & Birch, 2010; Dailey
et al., 2010) AR &Y BIASZE BAEF AT #L h
FET IR A0 BROR S 4, BIMCIRAS A (AR 5
WIREN R e BPIRES B (AN E MR &) xS
X — 2 B AL I G2 1% S B RSB R, BIFSE A R R
T A i 245 3 3h R AR E 3 2 (Johnson,
Freeman, & Pauker, 2012; Pauker et al., 2013), iX
FER AT I i T 18 S ok R I A 2K
A EEAE . TR EE KB, B — 2RI RAE T
PEYTE B br i 05 A I IR0 % ) 5% 78 O 4
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T AR, AR 2 v A 5 A A X K031 25 3 8
My TE I b B S b O, B I ] R A RS e 2
FesE 1 AMAKY &2 1 - (Diekhof & Gruber, 2010;
Stolier & Freeman, 2017), M4, W52 &% B, 46
— T ALZ R BOHAL AR B[R] I SR AE A [ 28 531 A
PRI, 2 B LD B2 R B BOE AR TR 2600, i
i AS [R] 288 391 1] 7= £ 40 B 2 Wi (Mattan, Kubota, &
Cloutier, 2017; Warner & Shields, 2013),

4 BES5RE

41 DITPC #HEKMNAER

Wil At SN HL P B F S IR A, R4S &
SUBSFU IR 37 31— 216 (Adams & Kveraga, 2015;
BIMAE, 2006) . Bl 40, AR A LR B ik AR e R
GG T P2 R4S 1 — MR, B X0 BERAE
HYGE G L LA b 0 52 25 B TN 0 3 B 28 L Sy
K& 3h, M Z W T AME M2 SR B RN
TERE 2 R ITR M TEN . X 28 5 FRAPE R h
A ) LEINAL R SR L BT OB, Ah S
SR AR o DITPC HERURILEE T 1645 = OB
R Bgss, FFRMNNME SR R, RESPHEA
HVBE R E BN TAd #, R 2 T  p
KM THER#SIAMZRM R, B,
DITPC #I AT DU BRI 4 3 SO R S A
P22 (O 25 Z5 K0 R D) RERTE 98 A RE A . — D7 THI, b7
TGS F SRR <o AT R AL R —— 5 Fh 2t
R T 55 DL RS BLAE F B E 0 iR - 4
Mg, 55— 5T, PRAh T BREE £ BT R PR
HE——ARBERAE NG S S FRE, IR T
G625 32 SO BRI B R S A N B L S ik
W F . HHEIRTTEAE T B Tk R ATl
NFgeH R L in T L g0 . FEAM R &
REe, KNSR — R B AR B
B RAt S R —1R, TR SN NAES RS,

Zi L JIrik, DITPC AR5 B 4l i) fib
NN AE B T B4 #r, 12 58 W At A 0 92 {5
BT B2 Msh SRR, FiE—HmEsA
SRy R B O s g O e S P O TN e
T ARSI B A 2B AR Y kR
FHESHVE . Ak, DITPC A 34 W] A g —Fh A%
BN TS FE I PRI A0 B AT P R FE T 3K
i, RAENRE) . REEGERMEH. BHESA
T 15 S0 1T e B R B ME A, FEEE L

PRSI o X, WF5EH ik, PR A A5EA
LN AP POy E 2 A N B B I E Al R N Fa b
BRGEWMITE S 2@, A AR5 A b
NHN5E 45 (Adams & Kveraga, 2015; Zaki, 2013),
KT ISP WL, 4 154 J5 B SE IR FE I LA g
TEFHI R
4.2 DITPC BN FI R Z AL

O L AIE Y R B, S ARAE O B AR BRAL ] -2
RIEH—E RGN RS, AT REE
B A b R 0 A 22 45 90 fF 5 (Chiao et al., 2013;
Grossmann, 2015; Gyurovski, Kubota, Cardenas-Iniguez,
& Cloutier, 2017).Zacksenhouse, Bogacz Fll Holmes
(2010) A FE I, e /N AY 288 0 B8 50 2 D i &
WRRMEE . R RGEHESES H T
b AT O AR DGR R Y R, DUJE R O
77, BIE“HEIMFAE BRI 20 Stolier 1
Freeman (2017)48 H, 470150 2 28 Bk BB B,
Rk A ALE FIT A8 R e H T T 1R R A
REZPEBNRESEUN RS A LT,
P I, Al AR B R — o e A A R gk
ATERARS R #E, B —Fh o 5 2 5 A 4k 4
T RGN DR 58 R AR O AR 3k B A
W T BE A4 0 8 p e R AR, U T RE AL AR LA 2k
RKOMEE, & L, AR5 ERELE), i
fd 2258 38 1 % 2R 05 BN W A ) A BAE L, B
LI RS SE YRR G TR A A A
Zm, PSR RSP ES, N
T B 1 T BB AR AE T A 5580 I A 22 LT %
FRAE SO BN BT R RHIE K A e, Sad RIE
JI He A R AE A9 418 (Chen, Whalen, Freeman,
Taylor, & Heatherton, 2015; Li, Cardenas-Iniguez,
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The dynamic interactive model of person construal on person perception
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Abstract: Focused on the interactive model of different information processing levels in person perception,
the dynamic interactive model of personal construal on person perception holds that the dynamic system
formed by the interaction among the low order processing (such as the processing of clues in faces, sounds
and body movements), categorization processing, stereotype activating, and high order cognitive processing
plays a regulatory role in person perception. The dynamic system includes cue level, category level,
stereotype level and high level. Due to the interaction among different processing levels, the dynamic
system formulates the recurrent connectionist network based on neural network, processing level and
processing time, which has dynamic interactive effect on the generation of person perception. It is the
dynamic interactive effect that makes person impression meaningful, orderly, and predictable in personal
construal. Future studies should be based on the interactive model of social culture and situation, and further
explore the cognitive neural basis and social motives of the dynamic interactive effect on person construal,
via the use of implicit social cognition measurement and cognitive neuroscience methods, in order to
provide solid theories and facts for the dynamic construction of personal construal on person perception.

Key words: person perception; person construal; recurrent connectionist network; social category; stereotype



