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H E aLTREARNHARGERSGFTATERY 0, AEFRZEIAERFIE,

HRIFRF Wiz &

feidBi A T k. A Edm T @EAG XA AN SRA G ILT I E RN, 12 B4k 69 A2 2 F K ZOPUH] 9 R W,
APAFIX — A, ASUR S T R BERL, T ERT F Xk seduhl | Z5e it e 2 RS AR F R AR

HATIRA
XKW AR, AV R R, @ILTREE, FREHBR
S%ES  B849:C91

NATTHE VA R0 AE, 4 E B — TR FE A AL
W, BT LR, AT B SIE T
3T (Olivola et al, 2014), KEHFFLIES:, (L
LA B E LT Z R LA s, AR
RERE X — > N I VEAS B BRI, I ma J5 2L iy ok
R F147 A (Gheorghiu et al., 2017; Todorov, 2005;
Todorov et al., 2015; 2= 4, 2020; X2 5%,
2019), FHor, XFFmrfLuT{5E BRI 2 AT F
A BN FIWT, 2 X 5 8247 N B R i
S, XS A BR{F (T 14> % 22 (Bonnefon et al.,
2017; Jones, 2021; Shen et al., 2020; Zebrowitz &
Montepare, 2005, 2008; = R34 %5 2014),

18] fL 7] {5 ¥ (facial trustworthiness)#& 8 i #b
FURIE D MR EARE R R . HiB Bk 4
PN EREE o NN N2 N e WS BT RS R (DN
AT R BB FIRE TR AL, X PR 5 R e 5 a0
RS2 [ 84T 4 (Todorov et al., 2015), 33Xl i [fi 5
FEAEAST D 0% P B AR B HE T S e E AT H R R
o N, & L AT A5 BE YR B 3 T A T A 3
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KT A RACTE FRATRAZ AL 65 9 35 HL4) 24 22 36 Fo 52 EIR I

N IEAE, FEmifS 2R BI(EHIE %, 2018). 1
LV E B, MRk, mAL A EE SE Y
B B 3 EA DG, BB E, AR
b, WL ECH Y AT {E B O (Linke et al., 2016);
TR T FL AT AR B Bl RAE AR B &), A =
SR F HRE S BT £ (W% 4 (Duan et al.,
2020); = 1 FL AT BE RO T I 45 B e o A
FF GO 2D ) T %% (Hsieh et al., 2020), 7E
THE S e, AT 1] A AR E AR S E
PR A R B 0 LA DL R B ] A 40 51 (Jaegera
et al., 2020; Wilson & Rule, 2015), 7EAL#5 A SHdH,
[TE{RER A i R R & AR VI NS N B vab i |
H #fi(Song, 2020; Song & Luximon, 2020), £ [,
T FL A5 A ANV a5 BB H T IZ 05

1 WA BN e E R SMF R IR

FUHT, BF5E# & A i fL Ao B 2ok A T
PR 1 AL P P PR e R A A T ALAH
VR, DAL T FL T A5 BETAN 93 A 5 T 43 S T

by LB 19 42 R 1f FL AR % (The Chicago Face
Database, Ma et al., 2015). 10k US Adult Faces Database
(Bainbridge et al., 2013) 4 K o [ i FL &% 2 4 CAS-PEAL
TifLZE(Gao et al., 2008; KEte 4 2005). CAFPS (FEH
& 2011),

2 FHAY T AL A AL B T B A9 4% . FantaMorph . FaceResearch
Morpheus Photo Morpher., Star GAN | InferFace . MakeHuman ,
FaceGen Modeller %5,
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2K, AT L EEERAER G b PR R X
FLUTAF P B
1.1 BTmEERZEMEILAEEIENNZN
AR TR AE X L AT B s, — B %
B2 BTN T2 R LIRSS &8, mAL AT
15 BEVEA AT LI o i 35 i e 2R A R T b ek
ATVRY, AR A i 45 4F (Kleisner et al., 2013;
Song, 2020) ., THi#F LK PE (Sofer et al., 2015), TA
L) 5 & b (Bryan et al., 2012; Hehman et al.,
2015). THIHZ1E (Slepian & Carr, 2019; Sutherland
etal., 2017) ., BRI 7L J5 7] (Kaisler & Leder, 2016;
Manssuer et al., 2015; 257K 8B, & W5F, 2019)F1k
TP (Kaisler & Leder, 2017; Zhang, Lin et al.,
2020)55 2= 5 ¥ RERZ i 1AL AT B A -4 . BlanJE
ENMA L. BEREDL. FESEF. 5%,
MR T . AR OGHE W AE EETEESAG
{f:(Bakmazian, 2014; Oosterhof & Todorov, 2008;
Tsankova & Kappas, 2016), [R]HF, T fL A4 HL 7P
BEWREZMAFEEITNHNEZNE, &L
TR — e SR T L, AT e 3 1 ] {5 2
JF 3t 5 (Sofer et al., 2015), 1H#B % = HL (FWHR)
R ERBI AW E TN EMRTREZ—
(Geniole et al., 2014; Haselhuhn & Wong, 2012;
Stirrat & Perrett, 2010), B 5% fWHR 5 K555 br
AT R ] - B A 3 0GR, (H AR SR 2RI
XA BRIl 1 B At 23 17] (K osinski, 2017,
Wang et al., 2019). AHFREY, XFFE—K#EfL,
BB o) 40 W 1T L 5 1 L 5O A T AL AR R A
A {5 HI(Costa et al., 2017), LA HIFBASIMSLE, [RIFE
e W E LT, JCe T L A B AT R
Ao, ST AL AR Fron Fa ek 22 i B0 B IR SR B R
TAZARAEAR AL 25 B 37 5 BCH E A R DL S A W
S5 82 BB 58 1T BE 4 A9 L Bl (Funk & Todorov,
2013), BV AR BEAIG 1 T FL AT BE AN o AR,
T L3R 1E . 5 T LT E I A G, PR A,
A 18 LR 25 5 B B R AR 25, AT {E E AL
25 5 WU N B 155 R4 1 45 (Oosterhof & Todorov,
2009); [FIF, PSR 25 0 T LS B iR e S
fE, AR 26 1 1 L 3E 2 5 ek o AN AT
(Caulfield et al., 2014; Sutherland et al., 2017), [H
FLAE o B 9 3 A0 1) [ i 52 e A A% 1 L
A BE R R, AR TR R AN, HOCE Y
AMAGEN 9 AN 15 (Kaisler & Leder, 2016), It

Ab, Sk B o T L AT A BE P A R, AESE
T HOCTy ) ARZERE, AT S f 3 b 463k
GRS 28 S | CIN M ER PN VRS
Sk M N {5 (Zhang, Lin et al., 2020).
B2, SO AR B i AL A R AR ST R — JE 52 el
T AL AT BE A PEA o b, VAR T MR A B VR T
] i, 350 2 T AL A AT A5 B T A KRR
fb(Willis et al., 2011; Z=7 8K, &4, 2019).
12 BLIMTEZERNEILFEEENHRMm

TER LA G, THALAR D IR B, 38 2%
WA BN AF B, AL E BTN AT R,
BV 022 T LA B (W) BRRAE, 1AL LA SR AR
B A AF R L AT RSBt A
iR A 75 Ok R AL T AT

RERTIEY. B Y N E s R VAP WS &7 74l
£ 60,55 200 LT A5 BE A ITAN 8 i . Qi 58 A
(2018) %t 2 28 5 b (o7 Qnt ] 5w g L °T 5 B 47
THESE, AR, g EfLER R A AR B AT L
3 R0 AT LT A BE RPN, A IR
FLBOA NI . A, AEEZ RO E —
FORM, At p A AE B0 E AT A SCHY IE
PEAR B, A% 5 = AL AT {5 BE A AN (Li et al.,
2017; Mende-Siedlecki et al., 2013; Rezlescu et al.,
2012; Verosky et al., 2018; Yu et al., 2014); TfL
AR BE VA A 2% 52 3 1 AL T A A RE T S Y R R
(Brambilla et al., 2018), ULAh, WMEHE A B (1 HFE
25 W % 1L P A5 B P4 . i, AR R
WITEH 3 B B 09 4 0% 23 52 i T FL ] {5 B 0 0
(de Neys, 2015), [l &S 1% % p AR A 4w L o] {5
JEE ) Wt 1 2 e -, B 5 T )L FE (Cawulfield et al., 2016),
1.3 EFAFEETEMN AT FRHETH

Wy T ALAR R AR 2R B A b 58 B SRR L, 2 WF
FEMALIEA I i AR sl 2 HL 0w e, i,
1t Mende-Siedlecki 55 AN f9 RINBFFE ], Tl it #0
B A 2 IR AT M A BAER 1 — BEOR — 8,
K %% T FL T4 985 P (9 B 2235 Bl (e.g., Mende-
Siedlecki et al., 2013; Mende-Siedlecki & Todorov,
2016), Z5R A&, 5 M MIHTHH (dmPFC) &2 i L
PEA H ) B i [X. (e.g., Baron et al., 2011; Ferrari
et al., 2016; Mitchell et al., 2005), [EHF, HEFLITAHT
PR AR S — R I X, AR 2
FHZE B3 _E 78 (superior temporal sulcus; STS), /L
FEIERH G A T & DX/ T0U T /N (temporoparietal
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junction/inferior parietal lobule; TPJ/IPL), 2 iH
T FH O B4 15 MIF07 (dorsal anterior cingulate; dACC),
DL Bz oA 4 i AR G Y S0 0 i A5t 2 2 (lateral
prefrontal cortex; IPFC), Hughes %% A (2017)RY8F
FERJURRAE N NS RER R TH AL S5 2, R
AT AR BN ENRBUB IR . FR KB,
TERAR TN ST AL, MRS B2 BT (IPFC)
AT B2 (dACC) | BTG (TPY) L i & 56
DX A BT U TS o X SR A A R AT 3 — 2P R R ki
DX ) qnfar By ) AR AL T 452 B 2%, UESE
T dmPFC. IPFC. dACC 5§ JLMHi IX 7€ i FL P40
W EZEER, B, AOEiF PR
I3 B8 i R O i X 22 [ A 3 [R) 05 30

WAk, LEAT I WFTE A, DS 14 I T B
S 1675 Sy 471 THT EN 52 B 5 %5 &) (Albarracin & Shavitt,
2018; Cone & Ferguson, 2015), MiAS Al {5 fLE%
AR AT A T LN BB SRS W AT AR
(Shen et al., 2020), K, A5 W7 HiAL A {5
BEVEAR 85 b A b, AS [R]85 5 1) (3 v /A1) T
REAELESRNT B PR 2B

2 ZWIFIBRTEZIEEN

21 ZBNTFEANMEETIMATHEEY

o, HLIEAN Y SCIR R (Krys et al.,
2014; Sofer et al., 2017) 9 Z 5T B R UL IR 1 12
HBET SRS . Sofer 55 A (2017)2k FH H A& FILL 7,
ST FLAR R, % BRI Rk A [ 1) 48 T L T
{5 BRI &, Kleider-Offutt 25 A (2017) & 8, H
H AL CREE (L I FE B R IR B MR 5
B BN, X432 Bt R A X — R
AP BE 50 R A0 SR N B PR 20 AR BN B Ik R A — i,
BN A AR T B .

Hyk, T 2ILMALEE A REIE & 4K BE
% 5% el T FL AR A AN PP o Quinn 5 A (2019) 5045
Bl fLmir B woE, B BINRL %
192 57 (8 Z AT A PEE %) T BB LT O 47 A i
HT LA 2 M TH AL o Xiao 55 A (2018) I BFFE & BE, %
JLER] 9 A HA A LB X A% 1 fL 5 5 24 AR i X
— WA M. X B LFE IR R AN
BT AR E LT R B A R 7 2, 2 O R 2
BATE AL G BT L5 021, 1Ak, B AT
X F AL AN R 45, X HAT 5T H
AT DL S 50 2 A 3 AN R A AL B Sh R 56, 5 T4

AT T HLAS A PN 2 R wAs . filan,
Paetzel Fl Castellano (2019)%& 3 AATX FHLEE A
AT 3 B P 23 KR A1 552 s . Bl 45 SRS Ui B
22 AWZUEMTHEEXN TEHILAEERE

NONEREEES

gz, BAMESHER AR S5FEE
B2 1] 1 DGR AT % 28 2 TR 5 5 AT A0 ] 1) S BK
KBk AR, T IR LR RAEM S B L
FRBLE LA B 2R R 547 2 22 8] i O IR i B (A %% ) B
R 24 ) 30 (Binstein et al., 2005; Rescorla,
1976; Rescorla & Furrow, 1977; Verosky & Todorov,
2010), FeldmanHall % A (2018) % & 1E PNAS 1/
PR IE S S e W T s i | e (S R B
B o SR BOS BOE KO oA, fE
B 5 m NATHEAEAT R o IR B UGIESE T AT
AEH 2256 v i L 55 45 A A0 1) 1) SR AT B8 21 X0 3 1
FLMEEAT AT, I HUESE T % IH LA %058 b
P49 AR AL R 32 2 52 TR 22 50y B 4 A A% 318 Im £L i 5%
X —HUR AR B R UL T B RS
BRI S, B A T v AL A AR L R A R R
KRARMEI . X TAARE 2P AL, LRTE
WEA LA 55 A ) Y DGR R BE LA AN
[F) 24 R ) F) XoF LU 2 75 52 e 22 B iz A AT (A5 30— 25
WHIE o RAIOCIR Y, 7E S50 % dE v —Fh
B, K S R E B, B O —Fha]
AT RS 5 15 o
23 ZWHIFBEIEMRED

NI T AL AT AE BT R P . B 3hik
1, XA IR — O S, T AL AT AE B AR
CINDE 3= I T T S = I ST N <3 R S b
R A 23X S T PR R RS B M AR TR AL T 5
PO 7 TCie R T LS S R 0L, 25
—EMEM T, BE A TN E A R E R SE R
PHET I, ARAFFRARE TR0 B ARk it
— M RE R AR R, BDIE—ZR R AE A UE T X H AL
BT AR BE PR 32 B 1 VAN Je R A g S T R 4
R o 2 KT ARV & RS S (DA
AR N7~ B ZR 5 (5 AT 1) =2 8] (Y 56 245
F, BAMARBHLERN, ARHER &
Bz E T ARITH R RN, YHLKREA
Kb 2R B AR LR AL, BT ATZ R S R AR )
9 EIRAN BRI, A ATTHERME LUK B 2 3R 5 1 A i 1)
KHK, gmkizie, WWHERRS R FIit,
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I BT rh S B T LR N, 5B RT AR R A
PR SRR SRR R R, 1T
P RCR

3[R

1E2 At S B, MR E B IR IE
2 FER, DR LS o ATt A TR FL AT A5 R 7
M RESs RAEMAS . & 3RFE Current Opinion in
Psychology 953 B A $2 HH 2 R A9 K 2 5638
TR R T FLEEAY, T % T FL IR IR T AL R A T
ST AL A% (Mende-Siedlecki, 2018), i P 2541
A T I LA B s B, LA EEAE R
1 FLEEH o A9 #% 0 (Wilson & Rule, 2017; RAFH
&, 2014), HATHr &2 2IWPLL R Z T, LL&An
i 52 3] 35K 8 PR 28 98 5 4 U SRR JLAR X — S Y
W Ek

AREFEFRW, TH AL AT AF BEPEfr 2352 B AR B AR
AL FNSME B EEE (e.g., Bryan et al., 2012; Fareri
et al., 2012; Mende-Siedlecki et al., 2013; Strachan
etal., 2017; Yu et al., 2014). filln, 4 0] {7 difLib
TR S, SR B 0 RO S AR B
Sof 1 FL P45 B B9 40 7 (Brambilla et al., 2018); %5
T FL S 0 7 WA AE B BE 85 5% M 18 L 7T 45 BE A,
BN EFE (5 BN SM(Qi et al., 2018), 2RI,
TR —NRIE LR AR ILFAIEM, Fxtm
LT P B8 5 T RE R AL

T FL AT A5 BE AN B 98 5 PR R A A A2 2R3
A B BT B 1A G AN R ik 88 T L 3T A v A 9 T L
il EHT B A 4512 AL L (Oosterhof & Todorov,
2008, 2009; Zebrowitz et al., 2003)IA\ >}y, #{FHfL
HPUREN . AAE AL 5 BUK R A L
T AN . e AL A S &, A
T M AR T 2 4R F R AR U X T FLIE A
SR A VT (BT vy % =TT W o197 N2 oY1 A = I o 1]
T HRE B s i S B T E B 22 57 (5
BARBUNGEN A LT WA, 1=IES3R5EE
SAEAE S DA T B Be BRI T8 o R
S T.(Brambilla et al., 2018), {H2, XToHEMm R
R A (G BAER LG FAREH. &1,
DR aR T EARRZE /-3 A I w1 N 1N = I T S TR
FLANE BV B 95 R R, H S T A e
1 RSB AL M AN A . T DAY
5T, AWFE B S8 Ll {5 BV iR 3 i T

TR ALK IR UER T, A5
PR LT =A )

IR 10 5 235 R AR T ) SR IR 2 77
AEE L A R LR B T PR g AR 9 Y AL
A BE A2

AL 2: IRTRSCR B, IRER T PAERY
15 A A8 1) 4 O % B 8% 81 19 7 18 L A R A5 B2 341
TR 2 28 382 A AT 5 W 8] 5 R 7

() 3 AT e b, f /R T LT
BEVF O AR 2L LA PP S ] 7

4 WHERWE

LA 4 B T AL T (5 HE VA 945 2
BG, EL i A S S P e, T o
RO 9E 5 B, A% SCH PRI 28 T 9L T (5 FE P
W b R <2 BT R, IWE T R A
LT PR B R R, DB T 5
S 26 g T AL T 5 LSS P T AR B, 95—
3 T R A5 R S T AL T35 2980 45 A
Hh 2L P52
41 EHRRSTHEEENEALATEEHHM

RiE 2 BB B, MZ R PR ST
1T 149 S B RE 38 o 1 F T B B K1 L T e
UENIRE dERCLNC] S e IEPS Sk
2, AEL I 3 W B R 5 £ R ] 0 3
o SRIE, LRI LA A R A AL,
T BF ¢ S 28 o i 23 5 455 1/ £ £ 19 S K
wii [ R AR A LT R R)
PR 2L T £ E VA0 A 945
42 HFIVIRE ., EBERERERAM LM

MR |, BRR B IZAX T AL
FESEA S . AE ST R R R, AR
I 250 T 023 5 5 AT 00 Y ST 2 A T R
SO AL 0T 5 SE VP 5 AR TR
LRI R BB TRR S HL RN
IURLEE; 250 P 2R 5 1 (R0 B SRR, 2
BELRI, RRZIMN . I, B0
MBS AR, 5 IF9E 2 50 L nfe]
BT A BE VRO 0 L AR, DR R
ZUSE TD IO
43 EALEEEE T IS

TR R B L, R T AL T £ 1 B4 1
WL B 45 07 1 B R o AT 035



%44 P A WALAMERIF IR . SEIT A H UL R L S KR 719

lia) AT REAT 5 A [A) F) T L AT {5 BE IR Y B A7 o
FEREMS i DR SE A 2 90 S 15 L M 22 R JEE b B2 Wi T
FLAT AR BV BRI, SR IR S AR A, T 1A
e 25 I3 M A [R]85 7 i) L AR SC i DX T8] 9 Dy g
EH., Z54 PPL Ml DCM 43 Hr 5 i nl 4 OC R
DX 2[5 4 DR SR 2k, ) B TR AL A A 3 A o
ANV T A WP SR L R S 2 B

5 Hk

15 =R

AHEGE T FLIX — A PR ) B 2R R
S, X FL AT BE PR A9 R T ML AT IR AR,
R FHH T B R, WAk T S
FEAT R R AL AR R TE SR E Wk 5 AT
A A IR A A SR K.

FERLIG b, B, JeRl i g B M DX B
BACTZ I S6 56 0 URUE 2k R AT E 4 X,
I, AREFFEGIACLE X —AF R, A i b e S
B S TR R N R RS R, A
I RSN R R R S Ry
AR . R, AWESOR R G A AT anfar 78
25 S WS — B4 b R 48 56 91 T L RT A B T
fr, IRR AL T B 1 1 A5 LA RS )y 1) X 1
FLATE RN 2 e, 4R R E RSO R, T
fift NBRASATE AT ALE . DAFERFISE &L 56~67%
A B TS A B B RE % 5 i AT B A VR AT R
(FeldmanHall et al., 2018), MAISE L (12 A
PEM LG T SRR R, HIX R KR
O TETFLAREAE A 38 0 5 e B v A P PR A
# o FTOIR SR I R B, AWF K
BES IR MM . R 55T m 1 CE R
BE LA RS R LR R B R 5T L = AN TR A B, it — 4
WRAR TN KN &G, EMHR
PRAT 55 87 1 A PR 38 A URAT I Y T, ARG
et T GG AT ARG AT AE Wl S AR UE 3 L i R X
FR(Filkowski et al., 2015), {E7E L7745 B P4
AT ak AR e, A DG R DX 22 8] 14 PR ) 3 202 5 A7
TEAR R /R AR I A X AR RN, BT i ol 2D A SE AT
5% . LA MRG0 (dmPFC) . M BT %5 i Rz R
(IPFC) 5 M FT 041 12 2 (dACC) L K A X (TPT)
AR A SN DX, 5 g T FL PP A AR Y A
T IX il SR 2 B R A, AR IR R
BT 290 F% 0y T FL AT AF A I8 I AR Y
2B, AR 5 /BRI T A P 3 R AT 6 et 22 L

MR LT, BRI A [ A 7 A e R
DRV A B A SR 18 AL T AR BP0 9 I 5 BL A
AEAE 1 B A THE AR5 R A T 25 A R 4R i ad
SEANBZ R AR [ BT E AR . AR IR it
— 5T LA K R N B A5 AR AT AR ARG, B
T b 5 s A T 5 1) AR O 2R R 2 4 ] i {3k 7t
W MRS RWEA BT s oLy A ik it,
AL T AHUE T 42452 % (Zhang, Li et al.,
2020), ASHFFEEEF T IRAGER A A BRAE E 081
HLH, AEEZWHIBE L.
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B s kATt S 8h, ek A K
AR B LB R B0 A AT O ) B, ASBHF 5 9 19F 9 AR
A B TS A0 T, R LR
PEA (Ll 0 380 3 A SR T 4 v UFE A ml
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Regulation of facial trustworthiness evaluation: The proposal and
empirical verification of the experience transfer hypothesis

QI Yue, QIN Shaotian, WANG Kexin, CHEN Wenfeng
(The Department of Psychology, Renmin University of China;

The Laboratory of the Department of Psychology, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872, China)

Abstract: The impression of trustworthiness based on facial appearance plays an important role in
interpersonal trust and cooperative behavior. Previous research results have indicated that a variety of
additional information (e.g., facial features, context) could affect facial judgments by both bottom-up and
top-down processes. However, the mechanism of the two adjustment factors is still unclear. Focusing on this
issue, the current study proposes the “experience transfer hypothesis”, and explores the cognitive
mechanisms, the boundary conditions of the experience transfer effect, and the underlying process of these
two adjustments. This study will provide new ideas and empirical evidence to deepen our understanding of
how interpersonal trust builds.

Key words: trust, moderating effect, facial trustworthiness, impression formation





