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TR RO I R BRI, WL T 315211)
C ML ERE BT .G, W\ WH 351100)

i E #ILEEENRBAEZIEMLERA, ZFANTEEDILG RN E R, HAEgRE
i Fo 3 K EALE S AN SFods fl Foildn RB 0 A B LNENS, RERAE—RE AAHTLAL, £
N T RARAFRAAGENT, EFEALST ARG TREF R THE@ILGEEFN . ™R BB RAGIESE
R, BAAL A ET N By A 6 BB T AR AR AT R A @ AL e AR M, T Bk oh Ak ey it ELE VT AR 38
BAEFANTREILGHBENE, RE, BENEFRR R BTN RRA L BT, REFRT

AIRBME—A B A AT I L REESR,

H RIS A T W 2 7, SRR S ST KR

AZE, PRI, TAZBIINEA% I R ERBARRLELFALMBATRAE T 6 LI,

KR @ILTEE, BREREE, EFA, ARGE
SEKS Bs#M4

1

515

WG A1) R AE TR TR, &AF N 32 U ] i
AR . WA BN, EE A AR A
5 % BB A AVES 1Y /G F (Burnes et al., 2017;
PRT, 2021) TERI IR B A BRACTE D, 1AL H 2 A
W S S EAFEENEER R, mILFE
BE S48 T LR D 1S 1R 1R AR AR B,
AE A% 2 TR A ATDR T LT A 3 118 30— [ sk
], FFREMJE LR 517 R (Oosterhof & Todorov,
2008; Shen et al., 2020; Todorov et al., 2015; 353
A5, 2022) flhn, AT Y Bl o oL T4 BE Y
KRBV (TEFHE 4, 2018), B8 i 16 451K i £L
A5 BE B85 ) A JE(Jaeger et al., 2020), 6T
T AL AT A5 BEAE W) b N BRAE AT i 9 B 2R, 4L
TEAEPEA A AR 0% 2 53 B R AE LR 5 1l T R 90
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Tz 564 .

DATERIF 8 5 LAAE R AAE 3 IR DL 48 2 48
NTEMEALEAREAN B 225 . Bl ©f K
TR IAE W FLAF AT PP AR A2 BUR K (positivity
effect), BIAHELAREE N, #A4F A1) F K BE A= 1
FLEEA 15 38 vl {5 (Zebrowitz et al., 2017), I,
Castle 55 A\ (2012)R JH =R A [ AT {5 B 7K SF- (AT £/
bR TR ) Y LS T LI R B AR RN
AR NM A AE AL FE AR E R . Zebrowitz
A5 N(2013) 7E #E — 25 2 1 T FL B Bk A 2 S50 R 4 1
e RIA AR N, B4 A i R AT A T £L
AR PPN T o AR B R PR SEE (R .
PERUR AR = Fh7KF & 3 T i AR AN (Chen
et al.,, 2022; Guo et al., 2019; Lu et al., 2021;
Zebrowitz et al., 2017), #J W, EFLEAETPEN AR
R B4 ZEAS [R] AT A5 BE L AR AT AR B, A
PR, HHTSC T IZBIRRON 19 K A= L] v
4+ (Bailey et al., 2015; Zebrowitz et al., 2017),
I, AR SCHE A [l R R i PR R RE, 455
15 A28 AR BEFE, FUAT 1AL AR AR PPAN AR %
7 A FIAIL TR A 2 L, KA B TS B AR
of B A TETFL AT AR BN TR A R, O AR A B B A
Jit F) ) 5 4 B A
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2 EEANEFLEEITFEN RN E
R

TR 230 7 5 390 0 s ok Ry FRUR g o] (positivity
bias), Hi Kennedy 5 Carstensen %% A (2004) 1 K $%
H R ME 4G 2 48 A A DI Tl 2 p (A H AR R
OB i G- BB A BT AR VS R A B S o BUARAR
INF 8 BT 59 o L 2 78 T 5 10 12 SRR T (Mather
& Carstensen, 2003; Gronchi et al., 2018; T Hfik
4, 20215 XS 4, 2019), J5 A iE— IR AR
TP RRUR B8 7 119 38 7 7 5L, R 9 8 87 DG T 4 A HE
WG EN R I L A FRAR AR, R ) 2 % B A 1T AL
{FETPEM BBV (Reed & Carstensen, 2012), #ff
T AN [) B A B X i R R R AR T B R R,
B Ay L ASRA TR e 2 I 45 1 B BRE (Socioemotional
Selectivity Theory, SST)I 5l A% 4 #12 (Dynamic
Integration Theory, DIT),

2.1 HLBHEFER

SST Hi Carstensen % A (1999)# i, &—14~%
FEHLR B R RS . IR AR SR [N
SRR R A, S E AR 2 B
A E$E 5 18 5K (Carstensen et al., 1999; Carstensen,
2006). YAARHE BB SKES [)) fE A, o H AR
TS ERR AN 2D 0, T AR 3 A S s [i]
FBR A, B bR WA E T RO U S R s
R EEME, B REEEESSEBONR
- & A K N BY %% A8 (Carstensen & DeLiema,
2018). M4l SST, K& AFW MM, BAFENHE
) A ofe i B ) 0k i, O B bR R 40 P b LR
ARz kT DO e I T E 2 B = TR E R HE 2
B LT H 5 AR N 2 M AR BORT I TR
5 R B BN TIE A E B, BRI B
J¥ (Giasson et al., 2019), 7£ H & 436, RAF04t
23R F I T ARG BR AR R 0 i JRMR 2 )
AN, MiEERRBEEMHSXRANIEL
(Chan et al., 2017; Li & Fung, 2013), #4EAXFE
A TETFL B AR AR PP R T I ST R R AT
Mt KR, A TEZ A SR S %R,
T 3G 5 HOE R BRI B 56 (Cassidy et al.,
2019; Poulin & Haase, 2015), 1] UL, SST 4 i & 4F
N5 BSR4 AR, NBhHLm f
Ff R A N THTFL AR AR PE O A B RN
22 FHEERER

DIT Hi Labouvie-Vief % A (2003)#2 1, F3k

AMAAE XA FAE BT I T, 5 MO RS
2R BT AR A; IR AR
FRMINT 58528 A st &, miERE
BHBRGEENE 2, FEEZNIAANTIRES
54 RE N T. 5% & (Labouvie-Vief, 2009), DIT
IR, T BFEIGAHRE T W3R, ] 44 21
AN A 2% Pk T I o B IR, TR IR 7 P
DI —FheE faj s . TR AU 09y SR R, B R
AR BN (Labouvie-Vief, 2003; Labouvie-Vief,
2009), AR LY A Wk W AF 1 T FLESE ) 5 s 2%
T FLAR L, HER b A R 0 Ay R B i IS 2
W S AS R A 0 T FL AR 25 0 B 5 A e FL AR R,
FEAR B I R I AR I (Oosterhof & Todorov,
2008), RILMRHE DIT, B FIANAIEIR, E4 A0
FiE B 25 b 5 1 R {5 T LA A B 25 5 4 T (4 FR AR
JL, mh/ HL T/ bb O N AT 5 T Lo A B e DL gk
IR AR AR S, e R v X 3k L 1 L Y 5 AR 1T
1 (Gronchi et al., 2018; Zebrowitz et al., 2017), A
WL, DIT IEMLZAE AR PLRE M, FEZEMINNER
P A Ao R S A N T FL A AR 1PN A B AR R o

25 b, DA b R B R e 68 A B 1 LA AR T
BB BN, I 2 — B 0 AR 52 R AR
FENN TAS R P A BE LA R R i 22 5, BB
B, BF AR I E AL ES
Jn g, s/ 5 XS BT AR T LA G VE 5 T
Ao BTG LR SR B A /R ], SST A
DIT f£7E WL &0 53 7 76 SST ShHLIY M B R, A
FIBEIRFE L 1Y A A BB S 3l o A R il < E 3
H % AT A T LAY 56 T B/ HL s A X S T A T AL
M9OGTE, M4 & LR AE P . 72 DIT A%
BRMFRERMT, NN R PECEE N B
Bl B AT A 1AL ) 56 7 s/ HL I8 X AN W] A T
Lk, Mm4e & mFLE AT .

3 Z2F NEFLEE TN RN O
ELH

T FL A AR PP A R RO 14 BEAIL o A 5 1 L
SCHTWRIR R BB RESE T IR IT, EZHRFEM L
)AL (1) BRAR O, B e A S U T 28 A AN AT {5
LAY SG3E H Z2, 3 2 AN T A T AL 1Y O T sl
A ()l i 4 14728 A R A T I A ] 5
B, R TN ER S8 7 T SCR AR
HERAT R 2 AR TS, oA FLAS AR DA 1Y
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INFIAIL G AN p 22 AL
3.1 EFLEETEN TR AN EHLH
DEERIIFMER STEuk Y S PN K 2PN 310
M ik A rp BT R SR B R R L, JF
BB N AR O AS [A) o] {5 B2 AL A5 AR VR
R4 o BIFFEHE DN R A B A R B 2 2 A Nl ot
DA ] 3 3 4 L AR AR AN I b AR A,
K2, QRN TR R IR <l g d v T AL
R AR PPN WA T 25 B O X A 25 R (Guo et al.,
2019; Lu et al., 2021; Mather & Knight, 2005; Reed
& Carstensen, 2012), Lu 55 A (2021)i# i3 i ZE 445
N FEAE NTE T AL A5 BE VO B B9 WL A e
HONFBEI . WP, LA R 500 ms 4E
K2 3000 ms, B NSRRI M ALE S
PABAETEAY, AR AR AL F E MR A &
AR, DL ESREER, A R SRR
IR 2 50, ZAE N BEAE I i DA 45 i B2 w3 % i £L
PEAETF . T B E RN, R a5 AE A
TR F AL, b LT RE 2 TR
BORAT i [0 AT A, WIS R T R
H, Guo 45 A (2019)R HZ& % H AR LR AT it
R IA I IR A P AR E (RH LE TOAER R, AR
RN RN Fw), 48Rk, B
NTEA B F AT X A5 WAL A5 AR DE A 3
o TIE TR R AT WA, W4ER AERRL
LR T XA AE AL S TP B AR T
TR AT NP . X 3R WITE T 2 5 AR
FERMTEOLT, BN T4 R R A
FXF AT EAL AN T b, IR S X B I,
R — B Mt 1) AH B, A7 N T fh [] TR
TE R BT IR B AT AF m AL T b, I REAR
X B EAE VRS, R — R 1 o 55—
W5 R T LR B S = A AR LI 25 2R, %4
T 782 1K L AT (600 ms) B, FRELIA T I B
U 9 28 A N 23 32 B %o AT A T L 22 1 1 L ERB,
T AE AR 42 N R B2\ R 5% IR A 2 1 8 40 N 1 U
A X MBS (Petrican et al., 2012), B 5 =2, L
FRRIF ST 235 SR A $2 7 8 4 N 5 R AP A B I A%
P, A REWE 38 3 A4S 1 B 22 4t G R T (o
FYAME AL, JFREEETN . X5 A
SR 2o R e S ) R RO 1 R 4 BIF 5 45 SR AR —
B, FAIFE SST MEhHL# R (Charles & Hong,
2017; Reed et al., 2014),

EAA AR, WA PFs s LRI
BRI S AF NI IR (45 5 . Zebrowitz
SN (2017)i 35 43O AT 55 3RO AFE e R 48 N TE
W FLAF AR PR B A ffr . S5 R A BAE R . K
INFI F, AR A ANE . i L R AT AL
MIAE AT PR AR L AR N s JF HLE AR =2,
AH ECAR A B oy 2508, DA B0 B A 2 0 1 2 4
MNSFAS A5 LG AT PR B3 BT, 4R ARt
PR R AT AE AL S AR PPN B2 1T, ki
AU (10 18 5 A A 1 1 0 8 T R R v A A
ANTEE AL E R, 38R B 4E AT RE B TIA
SR AR AN T A L A o s T 4 v A AT
fr, FEASZR; DIT BB %, 5 4h, Ruffman 5%
A (2006) & AR HLARRR N, 48 A AE U T8 3B 2
o 1 T e R R, B AR AT RE T &1k
7 X 1A LA 9 AR £ 2 s

Zi b, DAERFSEZEAS IR N s I8 4 1R T
KT AN 4 v X A R T A T AL 5 AR T
Wro BRI S, fENMBEIR RSN, B4 A
A0 1) 48 v 6 (HR e ) BT 45 T AL B9 AR AT BE A (Guo
etal., 2019; Lu et al., 2021); 7EINFIRIEA L HE
BT, AR A ) T R R 1AL A A5 AT
#r (Zebrowitz et al., 2017). {4k, SST il DIT #FJG
AT EARZER . ARSI AR NHLE
ARV 0 FEAR 0N S H 7 A~ AN [R] 4 2o 22 3K B 1Y -
XFF TR AL, AR T BB ] 58 A oA
= o) B 15 = W 5 5 SR o 1) 11 DR =20 = e
XFF R E EAL, & 4F A AT RE B T ol R <k
By ek A Xof H A S A T R S AT RN o AR
AT IAY R, H R G R 5T R A X A b, AL
15 FE VAR BN (4 A AL 475 75 K S BT 2 Wi 52
HRE— BRI . BN, Lu 25 A Q021 IS I e
# 500 ms F1 3000 ms 454 T R IEFE AR AA]
R FLE PR A o AR A i Ik iR X
ANFE AL DG 1980 2 5 7E 500 ms L EL 28 B
k&7 DAEBIR S R 2 0 LR M4 A AN )
INHTGEUR S Rl —AAF % B B 1 1o AL A5 AR 1A
Ak, RSN B 2 O AR N SRR e
FUAF AT 0 o0 ) R R Y 25 5, DA o e b 430 T
FLAF AT VA BR800 v FE AL
3.2 EFLISE RN AR AR R R B 2 AL

PN & BM AR RN, B8 A AS W) ]
15 BE LA R e & 28 T 28 4k, RIS AS W] 4 T FL 1Y



ESRp

RhGEFE 55 AR T FLAE O i BB 808 B H & A AL 1499

s 3o ok 553 15 T 7T A5 T8 L ) O 4 3 5 (Guo et al.,
2019), ERIAT 7K A4 I RN 2 75 1 I Al )
RE OISR 22 5, SR IRV AL AF AR VRN B K
JOF VA A 2 AL (%) G B [ L, XoF T FL AT £ E Y T
W P TR T R A I 1 T A (175 J%) X 2 Jif
M T () #L) 1 72 (Mende-Siedlecki et al., 2013;
Wil 4%, 2020) P FSE 52 OC T 2O T X,
FEAL AR HK S 55 X (Bressler &
Menon, 2010; Engell et al.,, 2007; Seeley et al.,
2007), B AR AR 2 A A AH G R X R 5 XN AT
{5 TE LB [ W 8 55 (Castle et al., 2012), i IT4E%k
(R RIS FF B T B i TR I, A A AR
W AR B A% 0 P O A R A X
(Ikemoto, 2010), H i 2R3 & 4 A 56 fig X
JE TS X A5 T FLAY [ W 355 (Cassidy et al., 2021;
Zebrowitz et al., 2018),
321 BERMIMEXRENERES

VIR 5T & B A A% 0] 18 FL T 5 B B AR AR 4k
PERNAE, WAFTEIEL [ i3 (Engell et al.,
2007; Todorov & Engell, 2008; Winston et al.,
2002), Mende-Siedlecki %% A (2013)IA 2 AN L 57
AT B M E SO — A MR BB S B, TR
A ATAZ A A Sy B R B S AL T Y X
B DMER BN RN A pF R 45 R ok, W]
15 TR AV 198 T L2 9 | e ey ) 7 A A 8O0 AR
(Engell et al., 2007; Winston et al., 2002), FE=F I,
AR )RR BE I 0% 2 W R AL T BE 2y BB AE AR
T B0 0 e (A AN AT A T L) A SRR s, A
B FH A 1) PF 4y (Cacioppo et al., 2011; Koscik &
Tranel, 2011), DAFE & B AR L S i A 2 19 A 9% 4%
IR TR A A A AT A5 AN ] A5 T L A BOE I 22
5, (BB b A M T FL B 55 (Mende-Siedlecki et al.,
2013; Todorov & Engell, 2008), Castle % A (2012)
FOBIF 5 TT RE R T AR AT AR FAS W] 45 T AL A
BT &I EARE N FAE R8N (A5 A% AE X W b
TIFLF S BEOR FR L (9 22 7 o Z )5 Zebrowitz 55 A
(2018)HYWF 5T Lt 1 3k — mid, e A PR AL,
BRI T B N A AT AT A5 8L A 80 R R
TP AL, AR AS AT AR R e L O BT
Z5to VLR RYIRZAME S A S R AL SR B AR N
B A A R AN AT A 1L ) T T BEAG BT U85 o

A & 32 A ST AT {5 B A TUN KUK (Rilling
et al., 2008; Namkung et al., 2017), Hiiifh&55E

AERAE IEH 51547 0 (Belfi et al., 2015), Castle
45 N (2012) I TFF 92 & B0 A6 40 W 1 L AT 45 B2 AT 55
ST, AR LA A AT A T FL A 22 0T A 5 17
VROHE AR BE LE AR NS JFAE 225 A s o3 B
KB, TGV S I T AL B (8 S AT 55 )i J2: I
T AL AT A% BE (A ORAT 55), AR5 ATEWLE A ol {5 T
FLERF Yy 22 00 7 o 3 0 A 50 Do ) 3 A AT L
P2 AT A5 LR B, T AR N E LA AN T
T FL R AT {5 T FL S 50 08 AT i 48 DX I s 1Y) 22 5
XL TR, AR N AN S T BE L [R]AE H BE
YigeiR Ak, E WS 20 AR A AN 0] AF LY B
AT
322 RHMIBEXREBHERESR

B MR % B 0 R RE R BT A 2 A
(Fareri et al., 2015)F1{F 4T fitb A\ #7252 (King-Casas
et al., 2005), TR ABFIY EZfE BRI L 2B
TREWFRZESR ., B, Zebrowitz % A(2018)
FIF 5T L AR RN 4 A 1 L (1800 ms)Af &,
2 (A iz e B g ) T L oI A5 B, 25 SR R, %
e NFEE BT A LI, 20 00 R bR A% %) 9 0 e
Eb LA H T FL AT B SESR, A 0 R DR A B T
FREE LB A AT 45 1 FL A O SE 3, {HAR 52 ATE WL
B AN [ T A B 1AL e R DR A P U T AN A B 2
o VA RS RRR A E AL T 2 AN EHE R
ATTREHA FiAM R B & L, Cassidy % A(2021)
HE—25 2 58T LR G E P s, BERRARSE T
HABER, IR A R R (F B ) Y
LA, 2 B AR A AT I R A 1) 380 R B A
55 O THTFL B 0] 5 3 5 0 1) e 1k o R LR Rl o6
AEERTHERAN, XTERIEARE Zebrowitz
ENQOI) I FE 4 - —2L, I HAH K IE M X &R
FRErEF G L. LIRmZEIREW, XFHEN,
A B Y DL AT AR LA R ORI X, BB
IR E Z 5, B Ab, Zebrowitz (2018)%5: A AY AT
FEARE B T AR B A% R PR A 0 )2 X s Y
WR, ([HREIFEALIMXNTERESR

g5 LTIk, DAAEBIF I K R 2 A I 4 36,
X AN T A T FL ORI 1 BN T X R (an Ay A% L i
% 55 ) s PR IO BE 5538 (Castle et al., 2012; Zebrowitz
et al., 2018), i} AT {7 i FL ABUER (14 2 il Jin T 1X 5k
(an Btk %) i L 1) BB 4 3 (Cassidy et al., 2021;
Zebrowitz et al., 2018), X Le4E H T FLIETITFM
FEURR 35 7 118 et 2 A 700 18 B Ty B K 7 1 i 4K
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oo A AT AL ARG 5 9 D) BE T 1B A ) {5 1hT AL X
TR NI IS G AR, 3 EOEAE A AT REIH
7 F N AT A THT AL A T B A2 B — A B g Y AT
fRBE; TR ARAZ (14 D BE 4 5tk o ] {5 i AL X T2 4F
INIE S $-E/-T ML DSBS NG I 20y | M
fRmfLIft m 3.

4 REHAREBE

A 3C TR AR ) BRIS HL I 10 &, TR &
AENTH LAT AR A B FR AR N BF S 4T T F e,
P20 T AL AR TE A B 350 i B PR A 7Y, LA
&, WP EmEFL, 28 AT Ge M F 8
SR < JE Bl B O LY SC v IF R I S AR
PP X T AT FE AL, ZAFE AT REH TIAA
T IR Bl Bk 2 H G G T T R B R A (R AT
TP o PR 2 ARAIF A Dy 28 4 X 7 A5 T LA 473
R, X AN T T FL T I 5 B A M K AR . R
SR, HETSE T AR A FLAR AT PR AU S50 g A
SO A EAG—E kR, (AR A — S8 ] S
frifk— 2P .

4.1 MEILEEIFN RGO E LR

SST F1 DIT %t LR £ TF 4 14 FRAR 2800 R
BinRE), (MW fEfE—ERBRME . SST iRk
B T2 A a4 < BARRER H L F 5| =
BAENPINFIR S, 22—l i RE, BT
FE Sl 20 DG T 2 AT B 1S 8% 1 22 Ak i AR BRPLRE, 4o
/D B L RCUR L 9801 % N T34 B (Hara & Naveh-
Benjamin, 2015; Moretti et al., 2018). i DIT 1E/
TEFEANWINA IR, [BRBEEF NGER T
2 B brth & A= T 48 fk (Carstensen & DeLiema,
2018; Reed et al., 2014), {HfFFEAYE, SST Al
DIT #RED KRB N GER NS ERER
2R, mE ARG M ILAERR A, B AT
EORBUAT BT 4, AETE A IEARXT AR E, X AT REAH
B NFF— TN SEAS AR AR TN AR, S
AR BT FLAS A SEHr (Bailey et al., 2015). fitn,
Cassidy 55 A (2019) % BUE A A S5 n] F6 A AT {5
T fLIHZE A AT {5 Bailey 58 A(2019) & BLEAE AXT
BRI EGEEAR, DT R T R 5
o A, TR B AT RE <3 & AE A T
T LI MERE (Zebrowitz et al., 2017), I, AT
FENZ5 A5 RAR IR K Tl R py A 3 L O BRI AL
SRS ARk, SR A A 4 T Y B R

EE 2 SR figf 8 22 4 N T FLAB AT PP (R AR AR A &
4.2 MEFLEFEITF M FRRR R O EYLH

H AT 5 T 10 FLAR AT PPAN B 00 4.0 BRATL 1
WEFEA AR XS B, i B A 5 R e — 7
INFHLEI ST |, 3E— 2D R AR AFEAE N
X AN [7) Y A5 B T L 3 258 Al e ) B ) R R A Bl T
A T AL AR AR PPN BRSO K AR AE F 3l Al I 2 4
PEIT BB FRB2 X TAREm AL, XF HpiE
T 1) HAT TS A 35 B R S(Guo et al, 2019). 4]
m, A fEmALRETRERANEZMEREL S
vy, BTN RS(ERZAR %, 2015), JF
K EE AT P100 B 4r(Marzi et al., 2014), LAFEWFST
RPN ZAE AT RE th TIA R R b 1 %A ]
fﬁﬁ}LE"Jﬂ\@E(Zebrowitz et al., 2017), W45
NBBAEFERERINC 2 A stk T XA E
T LAY R 1] 70— 20 M, AR N2 TE T AL
T A BE (U P100)sE B 2800 T XA AT 5
LA E 587 ARBIETE AT LATHE 2 iz IR 338 i
i AR AN A & H i (event-relate potentials, ERPs)
HOR, LIRS iy 05 A8 4E N SRR e
UG AT AL 580 A [ B B i) 22 5, X T £L
5 AEVE BR800 A RHAIL ] ) LA

FEM LML R IE 1, DAFERRGE K 200Kk
B — g — LR A AL (GLM) B S BT 7 ik o JTAR R
LR ZE R 43 HT (multivoxel pattern analysis, MVPA)
BRI, AECT A GEOE 7K 1 — SRR AR
(GLM)4» BT 773, MVPA X T FL2E ) 2 i) 3E % %
TR BT 389 I 7 2 S SEINAEURR . Y, Xie 25 A(2021)
K] MVPA K3, THAL TR BE XA N0 2 3l i
T DK R 2R AR 52 W S5 T S AR N Y 5
L5 Zebrowitz % A (2018)% i GLM 437 Frfs i )
WOm AR SRR, HE R, i fLE
AT VEA BB 4 1 22 BT RE A7 BT 0 i R
KA Z R 250 M 05 1245 B Tt — 0 L LA
RO A Y OO E LYy I i VR A E i e
AT B 75 585 T T vk AT R
4.3 EFLISEIEN TR BT FH R

LA, X FE A AR BB AR 1 45 5 B
IR F T2 AR NGB SR G 2, (H ] A 2L
AR NS 5 18 32 VF Y 9 16 (Bailey et al., 2015;
Suzuki, 2016). P1tk, ARAMFFE AT ABC) T B &
AR RE B B A2 N2 5 O 3 i IR AR AT, X
X AR 1Y 52 B e 55 vk B A R . Chen
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FN(2022) BB G| T AE A AR UL E FA 2B T AL
AR 3Z, AT LA B 2 A8 A TE FL AR AR TR 1 B
BN, AR NIRRT —8 R4 R
7N 5| G AR N TE T FLAE AT PEA B 5 22 AR A 155 ek
IR DL AR O TR ) BRI 2,
MR HIW A . ERGg S BET ARG
I LERBWHEE, B, 2023), WREA D)
T NTE 588 A2 N il 5 22 A0 50 T A 1 4,
ARG A TR R R o BLAh, BF AT
B8 FR T A A% R 5 T R 1R 9 85 1 X AR AT
1] L A 28 5 (Castle et al.,, 2012; Zebrowitz et al.,
2018) . — ik ¥% % B 2 /i % 1) 3 (transcranial
magnetic stimulation, TMS) [ it BE 9% 5 Wk 75 1~ 4%
NG & W) 3% 3 (Ciampi de Andrade et al., 2012;
Sydnor et al., 2022), [FE b, KM LLIE EH
i TMS SR HETH 24 A AH GG X D) fg, Lh ek
BRI AAERRWTUERR S Ji—rH, X
SRR BEE BT 1 Bl 25 1R S 5 4 SR R it
W2 WANFE RIS R, #F— PR IEAT 5 Wz R 7T
BB R KR,

S 3k

MR, TREEE, TEETE. (2020). {5 F AN G0 4 0 45 1 R
L FEFIFE IR, 28(5), 800-809.

FR5%. (2021). B NZIRIUR KRR R, 2 F1F 0T
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THEE, 20, FR T (2021). TAEICAZ R B8 :
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Evaluation of facial trustworthiness in older adults: A positivity
effect and its mechanism

LU Xiaowei', GUO Zhibin?, CHENG Yu', SHEN Jie', GUI Wenjun', ZHANG Lin'

(" Department and Institute of Psychology, Ningbo University, Ningbo 315211, China)
(* Potential Juvenile Rehabilitation Medical Center, Meizhouwan North Bank, Putian 351100, China)
Abstract: The positivity effect in facial trustworthiness evaluation is that older adults are more positive in
trustworthiness evaluation of unfamiliar faces than younger adults. Socioemotional selectivity theory and
dynamic integration theory explain its mechanisms from the perspective of cognitive control and cognitive
decline respectively, but a unified model has yet been established. Existing studies have found that under the
condition of sufficient and insufficient cognitive resources, older adults would improve the trustworthiness
evaluation of trustworthy and untrustworthy faces respectively. Neuroimaging studies have found that the
decline of the amygdala and anterior insula may reduce the sensitivity of older adults to untrustworthy faces,
while the hyperactivation of the caudate may enhance their sensitivity to trustworthy faces. In light of
previous studies, a dual-process model of the positivity effect in facial trustworthiness evaluation was
proposed. Future studies should attempt to construct a more comprehensive theoretical explanation
framework, investigate the age difference of facial trustworthiness processing and clarify the neural
mechanism by using a variety of analysis methods. Furthermore, mindfulness practices as well as
transcranial magnetic stimulation can be introduced to help reduce older adults' vulnerability to fraud in the
initial interpersonal interactions.
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