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(" PER RIS, VS AR BT E AL E, EK 400715) (¢ 4 HIBTEAB 2 B R 2R B, 4 FH 621000)

iz FHFH A AL (ERPs)BOR, SRAI2: S -FRN LR 55, #R5 T BEXTA © JEW 51 1 2ok E L
J EAT T AT DA B G PN B AR P B AS AR Ak . AT B A SRR, PR R ) LAl R R R, T
INEWFRE R, ERP R A, A . W5 HFLiFE AR ERP B Ssr M5 #0776 B & £ 5, BORay
0 IR G B 22 1 TP i o A AT 55 P B AAT 55 T, A RS ) i e PR FLAER e IE R 5| 7 0 2o PR LG &
TR EY ERP ALS3 (439024 N300, P350~550ms 1 P160, N300~500ms. P500~700ms). 2552, 5B H:x7H

51 7 B89 Lo T L 8 DT A P A Al o
PR AL; W51 J1; ERP; A 4T
B842; B845

1 515

20 {22 70 AEARLK, LG | )0 Bl A
FEVG 7 O BRAAWF T v R (S ARk, AT 5, BRI,
2007), & T30 AR AR MO B RZ T
Z e, HFL 5] J1(facial attractiveness)Jed8 Hbx
N Wy %) T L 375 2 18— e RRURNG i 58 1) 15 & 1K 4 O
IKff s A AR R IR R EE, B XIFR .
PR 5 35 Wk A5 R AR Y T AL B S B A
J1#)(Rhodes, 2006).

T FIENBRYE, AR LI 54 H Ok,
1 5 A A 5L 7R 22 LA 391k 35 0 A e 51 7 1% T AL
(Langlois, Roggman, & Reiser-Danner, 1990). #ff5Y
& T W Sl J1 5 A AR A & 52 1 (Joshua,
Henderson, Jeremy, & Anglin, 2003), #{fi(James et
al., 2008; 2006; Thomas, Currie, &
Anthony, 2009). >RH{(Desrumaux, De Bosscher, &
Leoni, 2009). &R (Fink, Grammer, & Matts, 2006)

Johnston,
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R IT AT TR0, KB FLW 5| I %4
KR A TR I 24 05 T AR B E S5 me o x v [
AR BRI R R IESE (BREL, 2006) %3, 574
T WFSE A RN R R S, ARAR R 67T Y B 3 R
BORARZ —, X AR B AN Tl 7 £ T B A ) R e o
ZEHHMNEZ —, EEMIREREBA LR
(Jackson & Chen, 2007), FEt, mEFLE 5| 120
Mt SABRNEERNERZ —

1AL 5| 7 2 1 LK 38 (facial perception)fiff 5%
G R E BN A . DA K B A 5T BN i
(W5 | Ty T LA B )0 B8 1, % T 08 AR A 2 T
¥y &) P (Komori, Kawamura, & Ishihara, 2009a,
2009b) . ¥t FRPE(Baudouin & Tiberghien, 2004; Jones,
DeBruine, & Little, 2007)., 45 2514 (DeBruine,
Jones, Little, & Boothroyd, 2006; Rennels, Bronstad,
& Langlois, 2008)%5 1 LW 5| 77 A% 45352 e [K 25 5 1]
I3 AHEATORSE, B A G DUTHD B AP 1IE R0 1Y) 3%
P, BRI AL S| ) ESEATRIESY; kA A58
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OWEE) R A T eIt 52, JF HL. 22 547 J7 1 ) BF
o HREAEAPRSEAER, AT XA T FL 1Y
AT IE NS A AT R, o 23X B AT L A T TR
D A AVEAR . PRI, TR LR AR 00T ) R A AT
FEAEAL 223 AE AT Dy I v 5 ELAT W AN (B e Ah,
T LW 51 g 22 A BRAIL A A 0T 5 2 T LR B F 5
M EENEZ—, T RATAR I L5 0 #2824
Pt R R B, (HENAEX A I R A 2
Ul 17 AR T T 2 26 H B I 9 2R 22 4 TR e X
T FL &5 A4 i FL U3 (Haxby, Ungerleider, & Clark,
1999; Itier & Taylor, 2000; Jennifer, Heisz, Scott,
Judith, & Shedden, 2006) . L% %4 (Eger, Jedynak,
Iwaki, & Skrandies, 2003; Harald, Schupp, & Ohman,
2004) DL K T £L 32 12 B BF 5¥ (Guillem, Bicu, &
Debruille, 2001; Michael, Rugg, & Curran, 2007;
Rugg, Mark, & Walla, 1998)%5%, {HJExX LEHF 57 %
AW RS Jr o T EALAUL 3 T g5 |
LA TR L, T LR IR 2 A% 3 15 L i i L
K, T LR | R 1 A 6t 2 e PR A2 1
AR, WG] )t LA AR Y B B AR —,
P, A7 BEAEWT y 4E 8 b R AT 1 28 A B2 T Y
WF5T.

Bl fh 2252 R BRI ], WE5E 4 18 IR L
QAR NI HL 2% 5 W7 J2 43 4 (PET) A 0 R M 1
P& (AMRI) #ff 5% 1 fL W 5] J (Chatterjee, Thomas,
Smith, & Aguirre, 2009; Ishai, 2007; Winston,
O’Doherty, Kilner, Perrett, & Dolan, 2007), Winston
ZE(2007)X0 A ToM | T LAY ik 2 L 2E AT B
FERIL, FCRON G DR AN R o A W51 7 it T £L
SR — 1 55 A BRIV S8 AH DG I G X, 4 HIE 21 e
2. K, FEEMZ %5 (Ishai, 2007; Winston et
al., 2007). AWIFEERXA . W5 I HALEEAT 55
AT T — e, (BT an ] A8 Ak, A AT - XA
23 [ Ak Mg AT W 5| g i) T FL S (Chatterjee et al.,
2009) . FIRXS | TE LA B S e A2 i i B Y
TR R 22, %k A DX o7t ok iy, (AR
A A, X RS2 S | ) T L i P
AN BRI AR Z W,

= 1} A 5& HL {7 (event related brain potential,
ERP) N AANTEAE 1w FL W 5| g e Ko Tk & v
TR S A I AR — R AR R
ERP R, KT AL el o5 A 51 R A pY £ 2
TEALRIBE BT B ERP iy, 40 NI, P1, N170, P170
A5, 3 LR 43 % AL T A X AR A (Halit,

DeHaan, & Johnson, 2000; Itier et al., 2000)., AF4,
X B 3 7 2 TR AN W) 2 Y g W 5 | g T LN
PP AFAEZ 57 Johnston Fl Oliver-Rodriguez H-7E
1997 “Fuh & B, 1E 250ms 7247 5L 0] LATE Pz HL A
ML E| 5| F1 LAY ERP 0N o Ji kAT R 5T & B
BAMW S| I3 IC W 51 i i L5 A& i H T B A
N170 5% P100 43 | 1) 2% 5 (Braeutigam, Bailey, &
Swithenby, 2001; Pizzagalli, Regard, & Lehmann,
1999; Pizzagalli et al., 2002). Ul Pizzagalli 55(1999)
TEL LG AR B I g6 A R, LAAT 2% 5 AT 2 1 £L
YERA . JoMeg T fL, 25258 A B Wb AL & 7E
100ms #| 160ms [ 5[4 T ERP Y25 . JELEmFoT
(Pizzagalli et al., 2002)% ¥, 1% A1 fLIE A b
PERFAT] Z WAL T 160ms 2 7ERAR R
A HRZUA SV o A LEFoEH B T R A A
RGBT B ERP &8, AN [R)FR B0 5 | i £L 426
IF BT i75 A B4 | 1 3 T A AT X SR RIS 60~100
ms R I 25 5 (P — 0 4%, 2007) i A BFRE R
B, W] JTa AL AT RATE B bR BS54 T
[X. 400~600ms — > 5 K [ 1E 5 73(LPC) (Herbert,
Kissler, Junghofer, Peyk, & Rockstroh, 2006; Johnston
& Oliver-Rodriguez, 1997; Oliver-Rodriguez, Guan,
& Johnston, 1999), T Werheid, Schacht il Sommer
(2007) M WFFE FE B, AIXTFIC W 51 1 ) FLIE B,
W 31 T LA 235 e — > W 9 A9 T X 1 9% (LPC,
400~600ms), if W55 & H— 0y J5 &8
(EPN, 230~280ms). Itt4F, Sandra 552007 HF5E &
B, BT 0 N BT AL F IR 51 g B T L TE RE G | kA A
MR, Ml H O 2 N TE LR EHE, T
T W5 109N o A RRE A2 N5 2t — 1 i
f B 1E HEL V. (LPP). #¢ilf, Marzi 1 Viggiano (2010)
DTSR S5 SRR, TEgig BB, =51 i T fLAE
BB R T — DRRIR I R 8y, 7RG ATHEA
W, W] g ey AL H W | 0 AR R A iy T L35
KT HERBEIHR . T, FRECEX A . T
W 5| 7 T L A9 i P 0 285 R R AR Al T — SR
W, KRBT A JCWS | T FLAFS A S R G A
I3 2S5

BARRAWT TR, AT 05 | 1 LA ) e
H A ¥ 3C ft (Rhodes,
Nishitani, & McLean, 2002). & 4§ (Bronstad &
Russell, 2007)#)—2E . ST, WA [E PR 5E 5
PR PR R, 55 . Lo PR T A [ 14 )
AR I8 5 | g T LR RN RN AT S b A s Bz T E 2

Harwood, Yoshikawa,
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I 2%

A o AT R PR AR = U SE R, B L
X AN T e 30 TR L 5 1 T B R I A 22 e 1
(Aharon et al., 2001; Cloutier, Heatherton, Whalen, &
Kelley, 2008; Iaria, Fox, Waite, Aharon, & Barton,
2008; Ishai, 2007; Kranz & Ishai, 2006; Penton-voak,
Jacobson, & Tribers, 2004; Senior, 2003), fMRI f44/f
GER IR, AN IRV ) B W 5 X0 5 | 7 T LS ) i
X J& A [A] B9 (Kampe, Frith, Dolan, & Frith, 2001;
Nakamura et al., 1998), =% IUTE X FNE 25 AH
KA X 48(O’ Doherty et al., 2003; Kranz et al., 2006;
Cloutier et al., 2008). XJ V&7 BC (I H W 5 | 14 2
T2 P i DX R8BI 9 235 RS AR R], - HE Y B 37
(0’0 Doherty et al., 2003)Z% 3 Hi #2275 (Aharon
et al., 2001) ] FFHEAF M 7 it (Kranz et al., 2006) .
FE— I TH L 53 24T 55 1, Kranz %(2006) & B if £L
T P 531 R A ) P 531 3 = T A e ik R REE 50 B J2%
(VTG - AFTE 0 35 S EARE ], SR Ay 55 A i fm]
P 208 B4 L P T L P T L B0 TR, ek A i L vk
IR PR 2 %) 55 X6 55 P TR AL G SE . A, BN
HWFE(F —ig 45, 2006) & B, FAL AL AN
T/ N170 A2 TH LM 51 PR 2R A 52 e, R %o 1T L
EAT 25 K6 G A B PT R (W) B 75 22 A B 1) 465 B o iX
FE, R 55 A L T LR O A5 3 Y 45 SR
A

3T, T MR A ] B Lo M C A Y 1)
L, —ER e S KOHBIB IR R . BF
FEH MR MRS T B RO LSk, A
W 75 5 17 W | A AR FE AL ST T LW 5| 7 /Y
FIBT YL I (Senior, 2003); 734 AT 5T Al SE 4 A B
R IATHE I5 1T R IR A 1) 2 e T LR AT e
J1H)(Rumsey & Harcourt, 2005), A WFFEIEH G
T8 1Y B JER A 6 A R 2 AT B 9 B Y (Kemp,
Bruce, & Linney, 2004), [H A X Se4RAE 1] BERIEE
R M A F BE 1 ANl B K OF (Fink, Grammer, &
Thornhill, 2001), Aharon %5(2001) 455 4~ W g ¥,
DI IRI M B e 5 | 7 T FLIE R SE g popt, 4551 %
IAT M| 7 W L T AL B B AT W | 7 Y 55 T AL
FNTC W 51 3 i) T L AE 2B DI T AR
Cloutier %(2008) % B, A . JoMt 51 1 Ay FLALALAE
TR R HERT I B ot A AE S 2 i 25 5, iAok
WIATAE 2R 5. M2, IREC SN a5 K2,
HEA TS L 2 il D e e A AR BEAR VT T TR th Aotk
R, SR, DR IR IRCA B XA | T
W2 5 | 3 2 e T FL I B P DA BT A PN e AR B 2 R Ak

AR AR R o (B, RS 3 P Lo PR 5 | g T
FL A8 AR o T i e A 2 0 B2y RO R BRI
S, A BT E s AL 51 5 B AR AT 22 18]
MR, FEMM, SR AR, FMEOEETT IR
A, I, ABFTEE TR PR v i L 51
A T B RAL I -

BT, AW ST O R R AR AR O s,
R - B S AE 55, BREBMAENA . L
M 51 3 2 AP T LA A 40 D R DA e e v O A )
PERR b 2257 o AT B, AR TR G| J R &
PETE AL, A0 55 PR 5| T 6% L v AL L g
%, WRAXTA WG] 7 2 P L AT ) W e S 7 s
SR, Xk PR I L B 2 2 B I Y I AR AR Al
RS, Wl LTS K SR RO . b,
FATIBARBE, 0 R T XS A W51 g B L e T L AE
FA W ik S L S, IR A O TR R, A
PN B, XA W51 T £L A HE AR S R 4 T
JoW 5 Jr AL, I H G| v £l 27 A g
R o

2 ik
2.1 #iR

E NS KRR REE 13 4, B
W AR 19 23] 25 B (Y 2235 %), FiE
PRI A RTF, SR IR S IEw . A B
TR ARAT S0 1 I W) RS P8 S G . SEIRZE R e
P9 — 2 H R
22 EIMH

BEH 490 i rp = L R T AL R, JE4 AT AL,
HFLEEE . F Photoshop 7.0 #f4-% HR F- ik
T8 —brifE R MG AL B, FdamfLadkk . Bk,
JEFAEANERAFAE, HAREAIR . B 1 TSE N
FRIEGZ /MR, PR, B, T EIE, 2003). [
LE AR AR KEmL, BRHRSEH 15emx
15cm, 425x425 4% .

B, XE R TR E . B et 2 44
VRO EXT 490 sk PR EFLAT R EA TS| 01 (A 5|
J3 . T H Sy A SN G I BRI RE, G
— B B R 346 5K T 80 ZE4rE (B 39,
2 ADXTIHEATIR G ) MR MR fLE
1-9 HiF5y, LUISABEE S (B 2-H 1k L 3-TH %)
MIPESr o FRARIE P 45 R EA T i, B2l T 45
JE& AR 312 SKIEN R AR SEg b kL, K & A HE
JE a3 = A2 s Ty . T ) R A
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W51 F1e XA 39 AR AP G| T PFor i
TR, “ARMEAEREES, FRLE

PR B, WO PR Z TR AE7E S 35 25 57 (p<<0.05) . 25
W3 1.

F1 TMEILERMRRELITEE (M£SD)

55 (N=39) A mLE Ry ERs ymfLE R pAEIR 1y AL R F p
51 6.56+0.83 2.85+0.74 4.24+0.39 686.067 0.000
A 158 /5 6.36+0.68 2.78+0.60 4.36+0.48 879.517 0.000
oG T 3 6.44+0.71 6.32+0.83 6.26+0.92 1.343 0.263
L7203 4.70+0.46 4.81+0.66 4.77+0.38 0.996 0.370

LER S 2 2 2 TS5t

23 KRERF

S 56 A 15 FI W4T 55 A1 FFIATE 55 - Deblieck F1
Zaide (2003) MBI R, HALATIAAIZ B]dEH H
A WG| Sy s E AR A RA WG R ek .
I, AIESE FE RS AR A . TG
i fLINAGE FE R AT A A ERP ERYZES: 7EHIWH T
%h, BEREGLHIW H bR LR S B WG] 1. 1
FHIMES, R Rugg Z5(1998)1 AN 4635 =X,
FeE Xt 24 AT 45 v R B A9 . JE B ) L E i
TN ERPs 25,

AL TERR & . RGN EE N YRR |, SR
FEEIT AL R O B R W A R R Y
80cm, MMALIN 4.8°x4.8°, WIRIF T H N, I
INtRse R L R EE R AR S g — B E . SRR
IR F E-Prime B RSB, Bl e e sz e — R
Wi 45, A8 Smin J&, #53E 5E ML AT S,

g — . FIWHESS . EIBRBSLE R RiE, 16
BT A S AT 55 R AT SR T RE Y, SRS RE B
et NIESUSESy . Sesarh, EBTEbRRE e e 2 B
AL 500ms, FifiJ5J2 300ms 48 5E, 155 3000
K A 1000ms, FfiJ5 42 1500ms A28 5. Bk iofE 55
SEHN AT B LI R R S B A WG], &
¥ie FORE, 4% T 8. A4 block AT %k~ R P AL 45
10 5K B R, DA U0 R AN S g A0 1F 58K
gyrp, BEWCH WG| otk FLIE R A JE g | Lotk
1wl fLIE 4% 84 ik . A 2 4 blocks, % block £
& 84 4> trials, MILA 168 4 trials, £ block 4%
Ha iR B 5min, ERXICFERTE KL 15min,

SEE T FRAMESS o BRI T B bR fLTE
S B T Wad, R F OB, iR 0 R, MR
B SRR EAZ g, LLTEBR AR TS 2
BT, K ot m LI R 2 BT BEALANEE . B
Je, WA B TE T HRich . JeWs ] T
fL, KA EAE BT B SO0 IH AL 1Y 22 5% #-4,

F T TS 50 e IR A PN TE B R IR, 5 R B R
fRAT S5 MERE, PRe B8 T v &80 5| 7 (4 i FLAE R8T
1L, GRS IH T FLIRVE, & 4 42 & B OE 1
o JE Ak X IS SR A T Ry B A R R A R SR R
2:3 WY LB OHT | IHEFLE R B A3 25 b, 5
YRR T 2B BRI 186 TR A AN
SR —R g B R, BEBEA RN 124 5K
— e PR ALE RS2SR 2 A blocks, A
block f4% 25 > i Bt 9 5k [H TR FL AN 6 5k3gr L, 1EaX
SCE AT 42 5K S| SR IHEFL . 42 sKIE S
MIHTE LA 56 5KrhSEMg 5| Iy B £L, K $da
ERARBE, x*=2.000,p=0.157, 7. fi T
BRI AT A, (] A B SR A R R Y B
FEHIAZHR . £ block 45 A5 # K E Smin, 1E:X
TESRAF R 2 30min.  HWr 5 FRIASR T IR RE A 52
BrmAe, W 1.
2.4 ERPs WIiER 5315

i fifEE Brain Products 2\ F A ERP B35
STRGE, FEE 10-20 RSP B 64 SFHKLIE
itk BEG. S H W E TAAFLEE, HHSTE Fpz
M Fz B, SN 4 DHRBGEEIRE . A2
AR FE B . F O A A SR IR FE (VEOG), PRIR
HMI PR B AR 12 S 7K F- IR FL(HEOG) . B~ FL Al
Ab B Sk Bz BB AR FEAE SkQ LR o JE DR Al A
0.05~80Hz, RAEAIH N 500Hz / T 58 ik 4Lic 55
EEG J& B4 (offline) b B AR, H Zh#IE VEOG Fll
HEOG, J 78/ HEBR H AT . AR A S 56 1 H 11,
43 50 3 A S0 DB R A 55 v I R B BT
ERP. X fixi H 1 s B 35 P S A BB AL 47, 40y
% 11 4-200~1000ms, JH-200~0ms 1 Ky HeLk FE175F
iEo PEARZAR . BRBN . WUAL S Ohalt () B30 34 1 R R,
HEERBRAE N £50nV o

XoF T T T (B 5 A o Al b 285 SR W ) R LE A
NN EEG #4780, SMREIIKF 60
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1500ms 1500ms
Judgment task Recognition task
1000ms Judgment: 1000ms | Recognition:
attractive or seen or
300ms L . |unattractive? 300ms not seen?

500ms

500ms

B RIS A R P

W, PR T80V FH W N Al H sh I BR . 4t
I FE (epoch)  SZ 6 I F I BRJS 1000ms, FE2
PO BLRT 200ms . AR 4 52 56 B A5 2 14 S5 A 55 1
ERP S-F¥E . 2RV K, 47 LI CA
TCWE 5] S FC 5% 5 26(Fpl, Fp2, Fpz, AF3, AF4, F3,
F4, Fz, FC3, FC4, FCz, C3, C4, Cz, CP3, CP4, CPz,
P3, P4, P z, PO3, PO4, POz, O1, 02, Oz)JH K & &
S T 2550 0T o

R SPSS 13.0 kAT, 4
Brif) P {E R Greenhouse Geisser EEREIE, i FE Hb
WK 64 ‘FE 15 .

3 4

31 1TA%

FIWAE S5 . DIARHEALTE AL R PE 45 2R 1E
M RWG| I EbRE, T7 BT a5 R R, S
TR L TC T | T LA T Y TE A S bR
At R 45 R AR WG, ¥ W% 2 5 (F(1, 91)=
0.166, p=0.685, F(1,91)=0.048, p = 0.827)., M5z
5 rh R L JE g | T LY B R 5 A v A L

TN G5 SR — SRR R R =

XoF ] VBT A 55 v 9 Al 28 551 T L S5 Nz 1) T 5 2%
S35 S B 43 ol A T A ) T 25 40 . AR AR
WY, BN IE#fREA W 22 5, F(1, 12)=2.732,p =
0.124; KN HHA B E2ZS, F(1, 12)= 25.262, p <
0.001, XA M5 7T FL Y K2 i B4 o

FENAE S5, X P 38 I A 2 I 7 52 g st 3
SIEATE G MR 7 2007 . FAS LRI T AL
KI5 3E BN, F(1.2, 14.4)=6.348, p = 0.020.
XTEA WG] 7B LA S RS, LU AR
SIEALGT L), fefe sl rmfl. FE
Z H B (Bonferroni 1£) &I, A W5 771 LY H
IR ® TS M fL(p < 0.001), £715]
JITE LA AR 5] L IC B 2 S (p > 0.05),
A | T AL A PR e T C K G ) R T
FL(p < 0.001) Rz A - F 30 M T FLAS AL 11 B 2 324K
M, F(1.9,23.1)=11.853, p < 0.001, %A W3] J1 AL
9 R B e, LUORTC G| 1AL, BJa AR
W5 FmfL. S5 2 E L (Bonferroni 72:) & B, W
P Z AR BAT B3 22 59 (p < 0.05) ZR WK 2.

R 2 FIEFIBIAMES P& B LE R K R BB (ms)

FIWAE 55 FIMESS
Sl NRTES SR Bl RN SR I
M SD M SD M SD M SD
W51 0.81 0.13 952.67 91.03 LTI 0.70 0.14 673.68 52.32
U EIVi] 0.90 0.04 894.62 64.98 T 0.40 0.18 631.20 47.45
A Gl 0.62 0.19 618.82 47.17

3.2 FIMT{ESHI ERPs £

MR S8 %% EEG 0288, mf3814 |
TeWe s Iy LA A T B ERPs. ARIETT A IZ
55 ARSI () SR, AL Es] iy LY fg

R N1 (N60~80). P1 (P130~170). P2 (P200~220).
N2 (N270~300)5 s (Ul 2). FEWEAEFTE AR
[, N1, P, P2l N2 YRAEAE B0 A58 BN -
G SR LAE H, WIZSHFLAY ERPs i fE
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FAGFAE B —BE

321 B HAKS(N300) FEWEME EHHT
N300, k% mEFLIEALCH . TEW ] ) Al s R
26([7) T 3C) A P PR 2R B A 2= AT R B, AEA
X, &K, Hhye X, N300 B4 o i A T FL s
FROM, F(1, 12) = 6.790, p = 0.023, AW 5| 141k
T0AL ETE5 | 7 L7 A TR A 2500, F AR s R
KR HAEA R, F(1, 12)=2.540, p = 0.087,
3.2.2 MRHAIEA 4 (LPC) 7E 350~800ms [ st i) i

Fpz

A

F, PRI ALY BR175 & H I LE 23 (LPC) o 8 5 R
22, IS MET AW, € Hrit Bl 350~550ms
i) ERP & #4704, RS R IR 2% LPC i
Gt o . AR . W51 ) &
26([7]Hif 3O I U7 22 8 M 45 R o, TERTA
X, &K, e XA AR T AL Y RO, F(L, 12)
=5.022, p = 0.045; HLH S FUREESE A A A2 AR H]
W3, F(1,12) = 9.064, p < 0.001 . iX 5 ERPs ¥ &
12 5 e R (B 2) i S5 SR AW &

300ms 300~500ms

A7 | S fl ———
G| T EAL ==mmmmeeee

200ms

@O

m , PE—
=400V 0uv 4.0V

Bl 2 AWML Ay . O ki fL I R % 1 ERP G-I 22 R BT

33 BINMESHIERPs ER

FIAT B, M4 ERP MOEX AT LIAE Y, mAL
FIART BB & N1 (N60~80). P1 (P140~180). N2
(N180~220). P2 (P220~280)F1 N3 (N280~350)%: .
B (AL 3). TEME(EFITEARII |, N1, N2, P2 1Y
ANFEAE BN RS BN o B ARIEE, WS TH FLAY
ERPs & fE IARAE L A — 8. FRATT 22X
AL TG LN Z R 22 T b, DA
ELURT fif o WA T FL PR IA Y ERP RRAE
3.3.1 EBHIE 45 (P160) TEI&(H b, XA . K
S LN & 1Y P160 W #EAT LRI (A .
TeMe 51 A sk s 2618 TS0 Y P 3R E A I
JT 25 AT R R, FERTAIX . B, X |,
P160 % 43 i U6 B AT ThT FL 28 A =200, F(1, 12)=
6.558, p=0.025, AW 5| I HEFLIFEE T B IER ST,

HLR s AT AL R R AR B2, F(1, 12)=3.630,
p=0.014,

3.3.2 MHEAS A9 (N300~500ms)  HIHEHT AWFSE,
F YR R XT 300~500ms B 7] 7 11 A 3 i
LRI . TEe s Jr)Frid sk 26(1R1HT SO
PR R ARy 225001, A5 R WoR, TERIARIX
BIX . WX b, mALSER RO B, F(, 12)=
5.491, p=0.037; A W5| J1 B 1H L= A4 T 5 KA
N, LR s LR R A BAE R, F(1, 12)=
4.892, p=0.005,

3.3.3 BRHAIEA 4 (LPC) £ 500~800ms fifHit (i) i
FTpy, PR L5 & T B IE 053 (LPC) . S % il
ANWEFE, R 4HR 1R 2 %F 500~700ms B 8] & 11 119
PRURHEA T AL A TEM 5] )R s s 26(1R] i
SO B R B i 22500 . S5 R R, ek
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XX, AL A A R0 W 3, F(1, 12)=7.494,
p=0.018; LB SN FLIE RIS BAL N A 2, F(1,

!

=
=
J

‘hl

12)=0.755, p=0.561. X5 ERPs I JE K Fi1 2= 5 )% 1
TEE(E 3)MEs RILAY & .

160ms  300~500ms 500~700ms

E 1 ] L 1 1 1

'/I . e
' Kales

1

L L L 1

L CIPICTTOE (— A
TS| SIAGHTFL  weeevmreeesnannens

. . W
Weoes oy .“'.‘_""." \‘
.,
200ms  —4.0uV 15.0uV

K3 FRMES A BT e fL I R & B9 ERP ECEEIE L 28 R OB IE A

4 e

41 B. ZTWRSINEFLITHERERWITIE
imEdsR M, EIWH TS5, X . sl
T LR ) IE R 25 22 5, HS5hRiEfb i
T FLA L 5 205 SR — SO R R v, W S 6
(R TE FLAA R A — AR . IR S5, XA
W 51 g Y Lo T FL G S R R B, AT R B R 5
N EALER 5 R ANWER, I HIEAA
bR, PRl A mT REXT A W5 g A LR
AR AR, 1 SE WA, X5 Aharon
Q00D I —2, M TFEH AR S5 Th A B,
PETEPEA T LI Rk, XA s | 7 0 Lot L e
P (B e 51 g ) 2 PR Ll 5 e fL .
AT B AT | 7 T L A T T e T A,
AT HEZENE IR, Wik, XA W51 fmfLE S
W5 A AR E] . T Werheid %5(2007)R91T A
SERAN ] o U ZERIFZE 23 BIKs  R AL R a

SR, RO LIS . SRR, M
FLAE N sl i st e, Bl G s | o i LAY
F BT LE A 56 HTE W 5 | 7 A TREFLAG, H BN s A
H2S . XA WA N A sl TR
R HA T, 17 L DU SR T XA W 731 g L ) R
W, 2 T RS S0  Marzi 5520 10) O BIFZT & PR,
FEAS B BE, X 51 RIS | A T FL A SR
BHEP T . RIS AL, IERREA 2R, X
SERfF Y AR GR S R AR, B T 53 RAT 5 A %
Ab, WA TTRESEAATTR T 5 iR A i R RN T L
384 s Y

FEFRMESS h, X HAT WS i T LA R S
e, R AR, I H S50 5| 7w LA
225, BXCHUEE T IRATABR, R0 B B X A
S F LA RV, PRI T8 R, XA
W5 | 7 A LIS A R Z . T RE A 51
(4 T FLAFE T8 2 AT & FR AT SEmAr M RRAE, S
JEELAT W51 7 B P LAY R B (B 2 TR A
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IX7E Wilson Fl Daly (2004) AYBFZE 53] TIESE
HATRERERY], — ARG LtEmfle 53
5V 220 W T S R R A7 2, TR R AR A B ERE [
. Marzi Z5(2010) A BFFE A B, AHXTTH | KL
K TeWe 5| I3 0L, =T T A TE L Y R TE A R
Wi FEARMEGR T, R 5] AL FA 5] 1
HFLEFRAR LI E 225, MR EE &S T
W5 Sy L, ELAE OB b, A AR 5] i L
Biio ATRBJE AR S T ALAE R R, wAhE
i JFL I 1T PR M X 2 ROk, PR SE AT 5 1)
HfL—FE, AP0, Hik, 5] 7wl
SERINUNR T Ry SRINYANA Ere T 1 W AT R
JURTRE SR A= PN AT RIS 5 & (N DS VAR
Ko (HIRARSL LG I AN B X438 H T FL 1% 22 5302 4 1
By B2 2] R 0 25 Sl ), T2 R XA . JER
I A LA ICIZ PR B A 22 R E R, BRET
F— BT .

42 B. kW5 HEFL ERP ZRHIITR

ERP WFFE 45 A A B, e B FLEA S M55 7,

A WG i ALATE & ERP HLES FTIG
B AEAE 2 25 5, ARSI I fLIE L TR
(R

EHIBAE S5, ERP 44T B, N300 A4 117 i
(EAERTH R 24 F5n, HAWS R fLisk T
TR ARONE, 33X R BXT I 5| g T Lo T R B T
TR, X5 —I§%52007)BFE —2, fbi1k M
We 5| 3T FLI A& 1 Sk AT 5 PR L4 (N270) . Werheid
(2007 &R, A W51 T FL IS 5 | i T AL
PR T — AR J5 B 7 (N250) . LUFEFIE & 21,
N300 5% & 7 B A 7328 T4 & (Jeff, Hamm, &
Blake, 2002), X 5ARMFE XA . T 51 S HEFLAY
DAL —B AWM, BRA . TTWE| 1
mFLIGFER T N1, P1, N2, P2 ZmfLE A, B
YIE S, MR b iAs T N170 A
P100 %57 I B9 ERP R4V (Braeutigam et al., 2001;
Pizzagalli et al., 1999, 2002), LA P150-200 ms |-
[) 2% 5% (Marzi et al., 2010). 4 Braeutigam 55(2001)
55 Pizzagalli 25(1999, 2002)0F 5% Hh FL 543 i) 22 S 2
P T LRS00 e o T L 4 3 A o i
Marzi % (2010) AR ZEBF 58 th o fff 7 et i L 1A
A, HEB T RN P150-200 ms _LAYZES, Al
el A = —2'5 Marzi Z5(2010) 7] HE B A X 1Hi
FLIEL R A1 28800« e Tt A 058 B8 2R A7 2 s
HilA . 5IWs! I rmEfLAH e, AW Lot

T L AT REE A I 2 e AR ] o XoF W1 g T L i) 4]
ANIF T S e, AT b S B i A B T (Senior,
2003). FrLA, SR 22 AR AT RE R L IR
ST LG 2555040 |« e R AN [R5 & T AN RIS
25 R E . [ ANE BFSEAE 150~200ms B % 3 T 41 g
Sy 2E S, WFFEE AR X 5 T LR 17 2 35 Fn
M B S5 54 (Harald et al., 2000)., —J& Marzi %
(2010) A5 H 8 1 AN [) 44 53] Ay o F LD AN ) 1)
A8, A HEAS I 5 Hh B — 3R TR L BT
ToRAF B2 o PR A TR) I S0 8 gt ot ) 1 A S e
AT L8 158 DA B e 5 2 (415G 4 TR AZ S AN —FE 1,
T L AT B A 5 AR 22 B fH AN A8 W] (Senior,
2003). i, [FIREAGEFL, vHE S aiil b f T
MEE RN —FE . AN, ST Lotk S 5wl 51
TIHIPERARIEA—, JCIC 5 5] g LA [a]
A RETE S 2 4% o AN SR R TR A 1 kR o LR 3
WAIRAHAS S 25 RN Al LI R 250 K, NIk AS
) Y B 10 22 S 0 45 SR R UERf . Marzi 45
(2010)7F & e Jq MBF R A R g 2], A L 2EAE
B FE T 2 S I AE W 5| g T LA AT T Y
ER . X FARBFFEM R, XFHFLIE A 15 2500
W TR P55 R 8 B SRR 1 T AR R, T HLAE R
— AR T LR, 9 T ISR R R Y
W2

WA, AT —F AT BRI, XL . T
W 5| 7 0 0 T 2 — s S T R, PR,
5T 45 S h A A ReAF 5 JE BRI TRy
BT 25 5, T RIAEA N TR B N300 #1
TSR BE) P3b 4 (Kok, 2001) L) K
350~550ms M [A] &7 P I IE B (LPC) Y 25 57 03X
2% B AR AIF 53 19 52 B0 AT 555 1 2 0K B0 1 v O
T AR, an BARKRI . RIBOEAE . PR TR
12T %A — E e BR (Polich, 2003). I4h, FIHF
TN, B IE A3 (LPC) 3 R 5 15 5 B85 A 4928
hn T FL R4 5 (Donchin & Coles, 1988); B2 .
A4l ERYT RN % B 52 (2006) FOBIF 5% F6 B, 25 501 40
TEMEIE B4 (LPC) A B A S v . Rk, N300 Al
350~550ms M [a] 45 1 P B E B 43 (LPC) Y 22 S5 AR IE
W1 T B XA . JCR | 77 2 T L A 0 0 2 n T
RN, ARSI EE AL A TR
Y52

TEFFMESS . ERP 43 HrR B, P160 401 ik
{H LA K2 300~700 ms BF[aIE N, A W51 770 1E AL
Y Ie W 51 1 W T FLAE B2 SR R 5 A 1 B SR AU AL
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Mo A JCWG| AL R ) P160 ) Y (R 22
SR, XU S| 7 LAY DA SN T BE AR Sk
MrBet B2 P IR T o 13X — &5 0 SRR DA D i o
FUPAT I P 50 0 384 A% &S U (Olson &  Marshuetz,
2005), AIHEV K T & AR ET A e T I B
A . WS mfLiE AR ERP 122 52 B KK
[EIR 19 =3 o N R T e =0 L 1D & Nt s S 1
PN T8 56 . XA R & T ROk shad A%, A
SEPEAL N T3 FE (Chen et al., 2007). ERP (75 ik
S3 A REANAUR R T X W 31 g T FLARAE (4 60 58 T,
R T LS BRI (Halit et al., 2000), 1%
S AL HAS RS RRAE, W54k, X R4S
BT — A KLY 51 1 B PEAS o I HLsk 2e
AR VR R BLAE, B AR R B AT — A~ A
FEH BT B A A AR BE N T, 33X ] RE7E I8 5 |
1 8T L A R E B A H (Chatterjee, 2004). 248
T A2 Y T LR S AE R — B B 2T i, A
J7 BT LR B B B RIS AR, WeE 384k, KRR
PEZE &P VR, T2 0 5 JC W51 g i T FL Y
E5,

Ak, Senior (2003) Ky LA LS 1Y 22 S AT
AT B 5 W] 7 TE AL ELAA R A SR E A G
KFSRNRATE IR S T, Hosh 2 5Ll v] Ge v 3
AR BER | JEMSCRIREZ AN, A%

b=

RE A 9 i A7 BB R R DL RV PAf A 258 . 55
A W5 E N AW 5] 7 T LR A TS R A
{H 7T e 2 1 a0 W 5 1 N A T L A8 2R B 52 g e 2
[m] % % 18 75 (Chatterjee et al., 2009). Cloutier %%
(2008) YT T8 A B, AT W 57| 7 e T FL X 242 % [ i
S AL B BRI DX (9 G AR PR A« BIE A 1 Jo ) P a8 07
K, WX BBEOE 551 0 Z 2 AR O .
Aharon %§(2001) A FE B A A ST 4L T UESE, 3
W R, X F RS, AWs 1wtk m
LI EA W51 0 55 vk LA e 51 i 55 P A
2P T LR 2 B8 DXl P G R e o (ELR AR WA
5 R R R R 25 5. IR AT BRTE T
F WA 55 A AEXT LA 3 28PN, 1 AT 55
ol K TE AL RIS A ER B, I LR R T L AR A 1
i, JCHE W 5| T LAY E A 3 s AR ] BE (A
E LW RN U R ol AN G | D g N
X TR ER W 5 | 7 RO T B A I e 2 e, A L
B 22 SR B K, x5 a2 T AL IR BT
50 5% §2 A sh AU — 2L (Schweinberger, Pfutze, &
Sommer, 1995),

FEIA B B iy o 3 171 B 23 (N300~500ms) DL K e
W LPC 22552 W, BEnTREX A . L] &tk
ML (S BRI AEZE R . X5 Marzi %£(2010)/9
WFFELE A7, Tto F1 Cacioppo (2000) & ¥ LPC
XTI S 8o 280 sh ek . PR, FE T FL A
JE 1, ERP IR 0 22 5 B 5 PR e 2 A R rp
XA WG| 7 0 2o M LA AR IS I AR T o FE AR5,
WA TS5 TP R L BRI 28 L & B N170
By 2S5 %~ (2007) BT 45 R AH
oI, FRBHTE LS S n TR m 3] N170 5y,
A BB I 7~ 55 W 5 | A O 1 T L AR AE I T il 22 0L
il 5 T FL A5 H4 S AN ]

4.3 I\NFRIFRIRRRE

A7 R 5 i 0 B SR T Sy 5 X e e | g
TR FL A ST T R P I G B R T Ukl o BR T LA B A
PR 5| 7 T FL T LA 1 1 4 e PR A FH RN DY R R
WrAE £ BEXTIZ R AT o A Ak, AT T LLAGEEAK
SO B AA RN BN 0 B A 0 400 A 0k LR A7 A 152 (2
K, BRLL, 2010),

IEAEIE B ERE, XLt m L s 77 i H)
W2 SR BRI PRI IE N I 25 5, AN [E A E & 30
e A SRIREEXF 0 5 3 i S RTAR A — A . X5
T3 B 5 W) 2 S P TSR LA 5T A A 3 M
i, DI, W] ) N FERP AR B AR T R )
AR REPE . O A BRI (mate-quality  hypothesis)
PRI AN K R B8 (good genes theory) A [R] 5
AT T i BE(Rhodes, 2006). B 5, B & Fi%
FIS IR, BT W5 | I L % Lo P A Sk B it I
(AL, T e ELAT W 5| g 1t J0 R 55 o) 3k 4 iy
JT B i 45 1T BB S 1 58 P 19 45 A (Rhodes, Simmons,
& Peters, 2005), 7340, PR TEFLK S| 7 5 A 5 i
FRAMBRK R, TR, MREFRMIRINN, B
We 51 1 R LB A R A BRI | B g ie ) 5
AEFEAR SR bR, BRI KRR AR Y . BT
DL, FEimfE b, B o A B RE T R Y Lo
PEREEA T 7, XA | A S AR E L
R AL R . MEie sh &5 IR i R R &,
ELA W 5] Sy FLAY L PR AR A B R B S A
HRACE . ok, BEvT e XA W s 1 Lotk
FLAFAE N AR G- 17 T80 FL AR AE AN 1T BB R o A ik
JE . OMELLORUE R B S, PRI T X TR B T 1)
LM LR N BT, PRS2, ERP JETE K
N ABEL /N

MAE BN TR R E, BHXTARE 1%
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P T FL A A R0 T s 4 B A A 47 S m T B
(Rhodes, 2006) . 33 P i 4 P B8 52 B 1Ry S 2 Xo) 284 26 o
AR I, INZRAFZE H N300~500ms P-4 31k I At 22
S, PR AT B S B R T L O BRI, DR
KA 22 TN T.(DeBruine et al., 2007), H
A WG] 7 BRI (AN 34 . xR HUE SR T A
VRGN IRZ N, B, SRR AN 2 HUR R
6 VTR RO, TR 72 Ak B HABAR LAY e i
FATUEI, S840 R R 8 S e H At s i e
M 5| A\ (Halberstadt, Rhodes, & Catty, 2003 ). iX
L ff 4 12 Al R A S — AR S AL A R A
o BXEEHLH AL HG AL A g ALHLS] . DEE
) J5 R 092 Ak 5 R ML LA % S b i B 491 54 B0 52 7
()2 > Ll (Rhodes, 2006), X FEFH, T Xt
51 F1 2 e AL D 4 1T BE R AN B R Sk Y, XR
A REE— L.
44 WMRMARERE

AWFR A R ZAAE T B, iR ailEl
WD, KRR EHE LY Kl Hik,
PR AT R B B RSCER R IR, A BOTs | 7
FLANWT A PRI ERP AL A A [R) 1 500 9 e WL 55
DL RSB Z Al 22 57 o B AR 5 i — 1
Jri) e PR, WERXT IR 5| I FLAEAE PRS2 1 T
I, ARG N BRICIZR A Baidie? J&
AMRXT ELA W51 0 A AR Can S T A R L AT
F 1) Bl ) A )t R A A7 A i 677 33X 48 ] AR AR S v
KIEATHEGE, B AR R I8 IR AR ) B
R

AR L TAE, AL RS sk T v
J7 At S0 B2 BRSO s, B T R LR,
R VG )5 SCAR TS 5 R A S RTFLIR 51 3 W98 B A 56
SRR AL, A —E 2 RiE A B SR R SChk,
L, A SEHITAR WIS, T EHREA FE
BACRAR TS AR, FRATR AT AR
NS R 12 K & L R ES IR A E T N R R s 8
BLAR, TRIBCHT AR < AR IN D AT JE R 1 N 45,
LA RRAE R 2 AAR DGR, THI AR Qo] 52 10
HVE AT T AL, DA A4 B (L6 A
R B RAIEAR B, L AT R, R R 0, 55 ) X T LA
A AR BRI A TR A . MLAh, WSS &
B A b B B, DT L AR AE X5 05 A T30 T 2 A T
5. 7ok, BEERCH R, SCik iy A8 A W
MR AR 2 AT 260 F TS IR B A AT T 4 5
) SCAeA 5, Rk, 28 ERSCb 2 m, AR

IR KT LI 5 7 Ao 5 FI W AEfE 22 5, a0
SRNES RS R SIS SR IR A Sl SR A f A T 1
JE o PHRUR . PRk /N 0k B, T R HIR B SR Fe
E A IR 26 F 00 . X LEHR R ZLIRATHE R
P R R Y SCAR IS 280, O % 1w AL W 51 ) AR 4k
Wt

AN, FEE ST T, REMFFEERY, BARN
ATTOXF AR A T 8 R 0k s A W 51 ) ) ) T R AR R AR
JER—0rE, WA RS R T B AN IHIR A i) 22 1 T L
(Rumsey et al., 2008), {HJEWAFLEE CALTF 5022
S, VG 7 SCAR R IA R I R R T B A S
(Kemp et al., 2004), 1 ECALHHITA Bk /N T
BAWG 5845, Rk, XA SO A e fe i
11w G B D PR A 25 B8l — IO R A R, AN
R I SCAR T S R 23 28 D7l ] Xk S0 54 4 1 TR B
PEAEISE . AT L, i SR IS P R LA
AR T I 22—
5 it

(1) 17 RBHREE R R, BrEXA WS 2ot
TR FLFI DRI P DA P S I B B, PN TE B 8 de 1

(2) TEHIWAT S5 FI AT S5 b, AL 51
LM FLIE AR ERP FL AL R 53 A7 b 2
P22 5, A WG] Lo LR LI 5| 0 i 4ot
LIS & B R ERP RN, feim s th B7E K
ki Bz )2 1 R T o
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Abstract

Facial attractiveness is of high importance for human interaction and communication (Joshua, Henderson,
Jeremy, & Anglin, 2003). Neuroimaging studies found several brain areas to be differentially responsive to
attractive as opposed to unattractive female faces (Aharon et al., 2001; Cloutier, Heatherton, Whalen, & Kelley,
2008; Iaria, Fox, Waite, Aharon, & Barton, 2008; Ishai, 2007; Kranz & Ishai, 2006; Penton-voak, Jacobson, &
Tribers, 2004; Senior, 2003). The brain areas responsive to facial attractiveness of potential mates include the
superior temporal sulcus (O’ Doherty et al., 2003), basal ganglia (Aharon et al., 2001) and medial orbitofrontal
cortex (Kranz et al., 2006). However, little is known about the time course of brain responses related to this
process. The present study aimed to compare event-related potentials (ERPs) in response to attractive and
unattractive female faces in order to determine which time periods were sensitive during judgment and
recognition of female facial attractiveness for males.

ERPs were used to explore temporal changes of judgment and recognition toward attractive female faces
based on a study-recognition experiment paradigm. Data from 13 heterosexual males participants (mean age
22.35 years) were included in the analysis. There are 490 unfamiliar Chinese female pictures from Google. First,
80 college students rated the female pictures as attractive, unattractive and average. In the judgment task, after
practice with 10 face pictures participants evaluated 84 attractive faces pictures and 84 unattractive faces
pictures presented on computer. In the recognition task, they were asked to identify previously viewed faces
from the initial judgment task among attractive, unattractive, and average face pictures.

The results showed that attractive and unattractive faces elicited significant differences in early and late
ERP components in judgment and recognition tasks. The most enhanced activity was produced in the
prefrontal-central cortex. Attractive faces elicited more enhanced ERP effects than unattractive faces on N300
component and P350~550ms during the judgment task. N300 and P350~550ms are thought to reflect different
cognitive functions, including perceptual closure, stimulus evaluation, decision-making and working memory
during judgment tasks (Polich, 2003). As well, attractive faces clicited more enhanced ERP effects than
unattractive female faces on the P160 component, N300~500ms, and P500~700ms time windows during the
recognition task. Early ERP effects such as P160 in recognition tasks may reflect not only perception-related
processing of attractive facial stimulus features but also the detection of perceptual features or facial
configurations, which is associated with stimulus-driven frontal attention mechanisms (Chen et al., 2007). On
the other hand, attractive female faces may have higher intrinsic reward values for males (Senior, 2003). It is
suggested that facial attractiveness processing may start prior to the LPC time window (Werheid, Schacht, &
Sommer, 2007), thus in time periods that are related to stimulus-driven rather than evaluative processes.
Behavior research evidence has shown that people have longer reaction times and higher accuracy rates in
identifying attractive faces. Therefore, the results of this study indicated that there were female facial
attractiveness bias in processing of judgment and recognition for males. It may be that attractive female faces
represent reproductive fitness and mating value for males from the evolutional perspective.
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