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B E AR AR AL S AR Tl R, SR ) PP T 55 5 S A R AN A AR AR
HEIPERT. SRR, P AR T FLICS | D B TAT IR ERAR . (1)ZAR AL BRI R S5 K A S AR a8 ik i Hh Bz A,
RIVAH LT A RS B A T AL, FA BUBCRS B A AR AL A e 51 Ty, 5 AR LY b A T AL A e 51
(2)ZAE AL B AR AR L S e AR iz Ak T HH IR A8 800, RIVRH LG TR LT Al ) AR T AL, -5 AR v FLAR LAY B
AL SR S AR, HHOE S | I s o X R R R RO Az AL RO AR B AR T F LW 5 | S oP i b A

HEER.

KA ANRIE; AR, AR BALEIRLM S| T); ENRIE AL

SEE  B849:C91

1 55

XA AR 2R b N, AT A M

B AR ER — DL ANk i v, Sk =z a) A e i
R URE L U B /e SRR /NG (8 LA N NI 7Y E
BT FLAE D G it A vh 20 & 45 3 2 00 B AR
o BFRERV], A5 TmfLRERE . B3k
HIE R EN 4 (Klapper, Dotsch, van Rooij, & Wigboldus,
2016), W7 J(attractiveness) 2 il FL 55 — EN 2 I i
RO B B4k (Sutherland et al., 2013, 2015; Sutherland,
Young, & Rhodes, 2016; Vernon, Sutherland, Young,
& Hartley, 2014), Xl . H8 . SIEFIT A E
% Wi (Olivola, Funk, & Todorov, 2014; Quist,
DeBruine, Little, & Jones, 2012; Ritchie, Palermo, &
Rhodes, 2017; Todorov, Olivola, Dotsch, & Mende-
Siedlecki, 2015). IR AR KRR B A= 10 LI
| s R E 1T TR (Lee et al., 2014; Stormer
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& Alvarez, 2016; Wang, Hahn, Fisher, DeBruine, &
Jones, 2014; Zhang, Kong, Zhong, & Kou, 2014), {H
NATTXS B A T LW 5 | 6 s i ol BT AN+ o
THAE o ABETER XS B A T LS | 7 040 g B4y
PRIE,  LAAE B AR B A= T8 L BRI 3R A5 31 T
AT it

A A58 & W 1 fL T A3 R X (the owner
hypothesis) e fiff B 1 LW 5 | 7 0w & 1 B ERL, TA Sk 1T
fL A B RHIE 22 W T AL 5 ek ue, b4
(averageness) . XJ FX P (symmetry) . 5 &M
(sexual dimorphism) g 5 Wi T FL I 5 | 7 H1 o Y 32 22
[ & (Stormer & Alvarez, 2016; BEUNE, YLk, 1T
Ak, ®I, 2017, 5EESE, 2013; RS, PRL,
2010), —fCREOLT, HALE-F- AR BGE  XAR
PR | 2 MR R R B B I 51 ) (Trujillo,
Jankowitsch, & Langlois, 2014; Vingilis-Jaremko, &
Maurer, 2013; Yang, Chen, Hu, Zheng, & Wang,
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2015), MEAb, TEAFLAFAEAE . e R IR 50 Fl K €540,
A TLIR S 1. AR R B, MRS KA TH L2
HAW 5] F1(Vernon et al., 2014), a5 ) J RO
S3 AT S R A S OA K A WG] (2K, BR
41, 2010). FHILER, XA AL S| 7 PR Al
RER A T T FLAS B W BRARHAE B 0 T

SR, AN [ AAGT [] — 5K TR LA 23 B B[R] 7Y
BN, folan<fi ANHR BLH pu e, ik, 5 —2emtst
B T L% R X (the observer hypothesis),
N MEEE Y FIRN R | NI R AL 5L
RO AL T | ) 05 7 A 52 e (i 25 4%, 2013) . B
76, AT BLIG ™ 2R (oxytocin) 23 4 7 55 M
Xt EAEAR L 51 1 B (Lee et al., 2014), fif
/R 5% (hormone) 7K -1 38 15 25 2 P X% S 1k 1 FL ik 5
FIHY 1B (Wang et al., 2014), H:K, Pegors, Mattar,
Bryan £l Epstein (2015)%& B, /MG ) 058 45 56
S3X YW AL S | TP A R e, AR
— RN =G AL, XY ETTE LAY RG] 7
MEBEAL. f)m, FRBEP R A4 5 L8 5 % T L
W25 F1 694 . Huang, Pan, Mo Fil Ma (2016)% ¥,
WL X AL 51 7 DA £ 32 21 oA WL 58 35 %
15 ISR, 76 UL EE 35 THI T 2 30 = 9K oL, FLrh mi
A TETFL AL (a] Y B A AL, 2 Wl % T FL oA AR AR
FAGHF, WEEH X B AR LIRS T3P 5 . 53 5h,
WA MR A, 220 LG B A SR 2 B g
A XL AL 5] 3P B S (Zhang et al., 2014; E
MU, WEMS &, JAEME, 2015). X E, MEEHEH S
PRI 22 7 B A T LW 51 7 B8 0 i 2o FE bl ke $E 3E EE
BAEN .

VIAT 33X SE T LW 51 7 i pF 98 £ 2O T L
WG| I PEM B SE MR R 2R, i AR e s BA AR TEFL I 5] )
PR BN T R, MELUE RN AT A AR [R]— 5K FA
AL A ARG TP

AARTETE R N ER G  aok 72 vh 2577 A 2 4
i (halo effect), Gross Al Crofton (1977) k¥, J&
WiEm . PRI G fEfL, Mz ANEE. |
& AZNERHRICEL S, AR5 BRI A
VEHC B LI S| I PP ER T 5 . Zhang 45 A(2014)
KI, A FEIRA )RR B 5 T L AT VC R 22 T S,
B A A IR e 55 FEUAR R JoT DG JE A9 T AL L 5 PR A
TR BTV BC Ay T LA MG o WU, AR
XA ER G AR AR, e A X O e W51 T, 43
S84y B 23 (what-is-good-is-beautiful effect)
B4, B A& T %% 800 (Zebrowitz & Franklin,

2014), ZIt PG N 25158 (stereotype content model)
P2 PG AR ) AL AR A AR, K
HHVE R ITE 5 AN B, 28 T 4R R A7
MR RMRR, WA E . U (SRS
1T RE I WA BLAEE SR HArid B b, 2 REAE 0 RR iy
A e AT, AFEERIT . s L TAE SRR
Jii(Abele & Bruckmiiller, 2011; Abele & Wojciszke,
2014), B R 5T FIBE 3 R BT 8 23 % T L 5 | 79
WA sz . ARG B, A TR L4 A AN T
15 4 BT i I3 PETRAL, A A0 A W] A5 R B 55 1 T
FLHI T 5] S PF 40 T &5 (Quist et al., 2012), FEF g
ENQOLS)MWFFEth & B, H A B RE J1 55 1)
LB A W51 . RO, T LT A # i Hs FEE
RE 5T AT B 23 A A= 2 AR RO S M N ATTR TR AL 5] )
PR o

1Z AL RN (generalization effect) i) & A= 42 [ A=
HFLENGIE P — A E 2 A0 R (Kocsor & Bereczkei,
2017; 3KH#KZE, 2016), Verosky Fl Todorov (2010)
KPR ], HALENR SR Az ]
R . e TE AR B9AT SR A LA T
VERC2 2] ARAs AL AL 2305 8, SRS XS 5 HAR LT
BA A= T LR T BT AN, S5 R R B S K AL B A
TR B, 5 HOARBLAY B AR T LAt 2 AR 1,
1T 2A G T L B AT TH AR R BT, 55 AR R B A T £L
PRSI, RO T 1% A~ Iz fb (affective
learning generalization), 1f/8%2% > 1z AL TRE A4
T LA A T FL A AR ALY T 77 2R i — B RN R . 2
JEAWIFRR LI, MUBAHEER TGRS
MALUC L 2 Je o R iz Ak, R T v iy s 8w
BT IEEC = e UK S5 5, L3RS 1Y
B S KAz k. BN, Kocsor Ml Bereczkei
(2017) % BRI (4 15 e IRy 5 T L2~ TE Uk 45 =
BT 55 HORH BRI B A T FLPE At AR . e Ah,
AL AL MR G AR Z DB S — B EN R, i
AT SRR . BER S REATE i — B B R
(Glaser et al., 2015), K, 7EFE A HFLED S Wit
Frh, ALKV AT e & s L AAE .

12 A RBONE 1 i A 5 S T T FLRR AR (] 19 AR A
P, AN AE X T FLAFBLA: 490 T AT T X Al A
AR EDRFIVEAN (3, A B, KAk, 2015; FF
HIA, kbR, 2230, B, 2015), SFERIEAENS
BN THEFLARAURE, AN 23 A B A= AR B
A5 M ) 4945 i (Kraus & Chen, 2010) R () i L
55V RE T 51 AU 275 B0 m VAN, i SR
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i i AT A E LS IR b B AR T LIRS | AT v B9 2 8 000 5 A3 365

Ae 7 51 TARRLET 215 2 EAK B9 P4 (von Helversen,
Herzog, & Rieskamp, 2014), WA W5 KB, A7
XF 55 H FAH ALY LR AT ) W 2 A B AR A
#r(Richter, Tiddeman, & Haun, 2016). i H AAf1H]
FHAHARL AR B T fL AT i T B A A Sh ik iR S
(Gawronski & Quinn, 2013; Verosky & Todorov,
2013), XFP [ Ak A TRe s W53 38 i T LA
I B A PR S — BN o [, SRARSE N
(2016)thF5 H, XF B A= T FL AR m LA L2 R 1Y
I CARIE BB A= T ALEN R ) —Fh 2 5 A, R,
e 3 B A T L S AR AL R AR AR LR & T fE 2
SR AFLEP G K A Iz A i H BT R

SEHiT AT T ke BRIz AL BN A7 AE T R Fh s e 2
[#], U Verosky Fl Todorov (2010, 2013)# 58 H &
AR T AL AF AT B R 2 iz Ak B B AR AL
Zebrowitz 45 A (2008) % B X 24 2% 1 £L 14 5 % i
23 R Tz AT R e o B A TR L Y R R T AL
2 K RON FIZ AR PRI T %, AR SCH e A A
FEXT B A= TEFL B W5 | Ty #E AT PRAN I, AN AL T AL
(AR 5T 25 LR B2 A0 800 Az AR RN, AT e ek
AEIZ AR T S B R RO o W, — D7 T
AT T AL A B A I 25 T A o e SO B |
TIVEO iR, R A AR e 0 AR LA B A
AL 5 | T3 3F 0, B2 LA Ao o ) B A8 %
T K A 12 A RN v BE 2 A A= T L 51 3 R0 fin
TR Z—; 5—Jr T, TaFLERE Rz AR 25
e AR T AL S 0 2GR LA SR — BUm R, A
AR R B (%) AR T L 23 3 ek vz AR 5 AR AL Y
BT A4 T Lt 5 AT AR [ (0 R B Ay, T e 5 2 e 54

LA = 51 I PEAY, RIDVRAGE i FL A RE I A Az AR

T E R A T A SR B AR TR AL S 1 i Y
7 — AR ERAE

gi BRI, VAAENETE R W] AL B AR AU
A B R AR LB S I AR R, R
T X B AR T L 5 | 7 6% A o 2o A v A T
HE, MELUARRE R AT N ATTRE B A T FL B I 5 e 2
MBI ZE S5 o ARWFSER I 5 2 P55, R0
Br AR LIS AN Tad #g o FEsr I BB, Sid 1
T AT o A o T 5 T L AT DT 2 ) X T AL
BENGR, TESEH 2 vk A= AR08 0 s 1 A7 D i
IR 5 T ALAEA T DERC A7 ) %) T FLIE BN SR s 7 i LAY
Wi B, TEBEART 5 e R ) i A T FLAT BL Y
B AR T ALEA T 0 - RET RN 51 T3 PRAY o 2R T RTSC
S3HT, AR SCH B A= T LS | 0 AT T AR R A

— Pk S T LAY A IO B AR RN IR E— P K
A AR, BRIV LG TR R e, 5 RS e Jo IC T
AT AL IS | AN B, 5 AL B0 A A= T L B i
G P T 55— AR R T AL BRI A i R
Az ARG P B RO, RIVRH b TR B, 5
HA BRI ot 202 1 L ATRL A B 2 T AL A S5
TR, i H T | P dL S

2 SEH 1. REBERNG P A AL
I3V B 52 i

21 SLIHE/

K2 2 =P AT 55, L o e o 1) 5 T
FLAEATVCHC 2% > JE B T FL A R B BN 4, P X R T
FLAAR AR PG A6 E AL R T A0 (BB s v, R
FEAERE AL AL S S Tk . (D)5 B
JoT VG e ) T FL Eb 5 3 B R IO DG e Y T L T A |
71, HS5HARRI bE A E LB EAR WS 1, )M
T HAT AR T A 2GR T L, 2 A A B R I 1Y)
AR AL TP S AR, LS R AR B A T AL
TP R, 5| 3Pt & .

22 FHE
221 #ik

TET WK FIHTER A 46 H(BIE 194, Lotk
27 %), FHRTE 18~25 ¥ Z (M = 20.74, SD =
1.96) A B 00 1 Sr IE L IE°, REAERERAE
THEHL. SEgat BEAE A RE Ry 0, B ialnl DL R s
158 1F mGE W R RO B . S5 5200 A W T
FRAF— 2 R, SRR b S H Y,
(I A S TER B S o ABIEFE AR 2 24 %
PR, PR A K 44 4
222 IEHE

M 25 B R R P E 32 sk kT AL, B
T £ 18 37 ARFEAPOL AN 15 A, Lotk
22 N, A R AR S0 1 352 50 ) X LAY A
REST . W5 1 B RARBLHEAT 9 s PFSr, BEREIVE |
REJT . Weml Jy . B KRS A v A5 i TR FLAE Ry 5250 4
B, Horh, #U#(5.25 £ 0.38), fiES1(5.23 £ 0.27).
W51 77(5.03 £0.30), B HRARDL(5.46 + 0.69)H 45 1)
AL 12 5k (B Lo 452F). MEPLERLH 3 5K 5
PEAN 3 skt AL, Ao SR TR AR RN
HEAT T EC 2 2, %) 1 FL I BURE 0t B R AR S AR 1
FLAE AL . B U FC 2% > J5 %) 24 2% T L 55 1) i) 1 )
REFLR I morph B B 5 i 1 FL AR LEE Ay
50%FH4587 1 fL(Verosky & Todorov, 2013)4E K Ff 4=
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T FLA 8L o 224 SRBIER

LSS RN RE A 4 B v SOW 25 1) i) PR (R A5 5
Ybarra, Y, 2015) i EGAIERRIT . 6B TR
WHEA 124, 546, 2 2.0 Bl f il
ARVGER S ) Fr R 12 A rEENE, R 36 4K
SAEPIRBEE 12 A, Ltk 24 A, IrE gk kRS
Jon 1 =S ) %o s S RV A BRI R RE IR 24T 9
RPEAr, 1 BRI IR ST AU (5.96 + 1.24),
FRPE R TR LSRG £ 1.17), T A
HEoR . HE(1.68 + 1.12), Horp, #F R R 22 57
B #(F(2,293) = 261.04, p < 0.001, 1} = 0.64), {E#
TP L, U 1) 9 P43 2 3 i 1 rp b A
i), PRI A I 2 R T I ARG 3R] (ps < 0.001);
e AR A RE T in] . BREH | PEA(6.23 £ 0.94), ik
fES1iA): . —(2.89 + 1.26), THWAYAE ST .
AR R (1.69 £ 0.87) Hidr, BE 1R BN 25 5%
3 (F(2, 293) = 375.86, p< 0.001, n3 = 0.72), fEfE
TP Esr b, FRBRRE 110145 53 3 v T R R ],
PR RE ) 18 /9 PE 4 3 T IH ARCRE ) 3R] (ps <
0.001).

223 ZWigt

SR FH A R (RR IR S . B, b,
OB N BT, AR o 285 DL L 2 > 5 i 24
ZRIAFLAN A BE BB A= L ZE IR |« e T A9 RE T
WA S| TN 1555 o

R 45 157 N B 5% (Verosky & Todorov, 2010,
2013), AU A AL > A AL PEN A B B 7R
= BB, AL SRR B 2, Ak LT
Pl — B TR A — N BE T R], B TR FTRE 3R] AL
Pr—3, LRP IO B R T AL SO N B R BT LA
AFLEN G, FEwic A iz fLJS T sl AR —
sk AL, LA E A B s ] e A
MBS )E, AL SE I, 2
B A S TR AT s a2t N o 8 71 b= T 1/ Al
R ARAE BRI 1 0 280, i ) DR e R i R ] 2
ST BCE B2, B0 A AW IR R AT i AE A
BB .

TEVEMN BB, H27 >0 2o 1) AR T L RARALL Y B
AETAFLBENL 2 B, SR A T LAY R (<A
AR/l 22 RARE EJ DI . 4 B {5
N7 7). BEJI(CBOA b/ b 2 KA FJREREH . T
fEmsk, REJrsmpg N )RR 51 (Rul b/ 2
REEEE BRAWTI I M7 7 5P, 100k
“AEWALFFG”, 7T REAEF A LA WA 1,
23 SLER
231 AREEBEMFLAE. BEHRMIS|I HEHER S

HEER
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Fz1 TRXBEAVMKRIE. 88 WS NBIWBAEMIREE
- g i3 517
BERIML FEZE L BATEFL FEZ L BATEFL R A= AL
TR 481+1.46 470+1.18 525+143 5.14+1.07 426+1.59 4.61+1.28
i 3.70+0.83 420+1.13 3.99+0.82 438+1.03 339+1.02 4.11+0.99
L 231+1.39 376+ 1.44 269+1.27 3.88+1.24 260+ 1.18 3.81+1.18

232 FIYRKE

Xof 507 T L) AV FRE 1 PR HEAT R R
5T BRI, AT R AL RAE T4y, FEARTRIRL
Mok A B EE R, F(2, 43) = 43.38, p < 0.001,
ne = 0.44, FIGZE AR, 5RMIE iE DT
1 T AL PE 3 3 v T e e PRI ) R B AT )
VAL AT FLIE 4y, 5 rb b RO el DT BE 1 1L 7S 53
T 5 I TR DC S 4 T FLE 43 (ps < 0.001).
X T AL RE 1Py, AR EALIEARIZ AN K
F RS, F(2,43)=49.72,p<0.001, 1) =
0.43, FHFZE LB AN, 5FEE iR VTR AT
FLVES B35 = 15 v R0 AR BE g 1) DG B A T FL
PRy, 5 RE iR DG L A T FLAS o B R TS T
W fig 7 1m] VT e A T AL 43 (ps < 0.001), DA 45 R R
W, 28 R o i) DC e 2% > T L ARAS 5 4 i im] — 30
WA, ENGIE RN SR B
233 AEEILMFFRXEE@mILISI AEN

A

FE A= FLAE M 5 T B 2253 W3, FQ, 43) =
544,p<001,m>=0.08, FGLHEILE LM, S
o IO T FLAE AL B AR TR AL 5| oy B S TS
TH AR o L AR R B A= T FL, 5 L AR ARLE
B 2B T AL W2 5 | V43 4 ~F R AR R A T LA 2
], S ZERALE (s> 0.05), XFEW, #id#
> AT 1) A THT L AR B B G 0k B A TE L 5| g B

My TR
234 EEBEFLAFERXAZEALRSI IFNE
08

X A L 5 | V7 43 R AT BRI 2R T 22 40 A
IR, 5SRO TR DT BE B9 AR T AL AE W 5 | ) TF
fhr 2% 5 5%, F(2,42)=20.96, p<0.001,n2 =025, %
JaZE R R B, SRR VCEC B9 T L 5 | D PE Sy
BE TSR A AR P B A T FL, 5 T
VC T 14 T FL Wz 51 0 B4 3 35 v T 5 3 AR IR DL
BT LI 5 | 3 1PE 43 (ps < 0.05) . 13X 3 HH 2 T FL Ao i
51 VAN 32 BT LR FLRLN A 52 e, 5 R R o DT
B AT LI S SRR R T, BIR A T & 53000 .

235 BEEILMFRMEE@EFLFRIFN R

X B A LA | BE I PR T R Ry 2543
Mr B, Bz mfLIERIB TS 2R B3, FQ2, 43) =
6.19,p<0.01,m>=0.09, FFJ5ZEHKEM, S
SR T FLAH LAY R A T FLPE S B S T S I A
1% EFLAB IR B A= T AL, 5 P 20 T L AR LAY B
AL TP Z ), 5M3 22 58 W (ps >
0.05), X FRHH, X RE Az AL 5 B R BT IEAN 32 2124
T AL R ED S i g i, B AR T LS 2% 1 FL
PG R B — 8, B & AR T BRIz 1k .

b AT FLIERE S oy L2 R B, FQ, 43) =
14.18, p< 0.001,n> = 0.18, /5L EHIL LM, 5
% fi 77 1 FLAH RUAY B A= 1 FLAE RE 13T b 3
5 PR RS A e T LA R B AR ALYy, 5
rh P RE g T FL AR ABL A BE 2B AL RE T A T
550 A 1 g T FLARRLA BE A= TRTFL T 43 (ps < 0.05) X
FW, BAA: LAY EE 7 R BTN 32 2 24K 1w fL AE
FEITED G R 520, B Az L -5 2% 1 fL e R D R
AR —BO S, BVEAE T RE SRR IZ A
236 FEBILAFRXIBEE@FLIES HEN I

BIER R

FH % 2 AOZs ST DUA R, PR FLEE B4
PR LW 51 1 P o A0 BE A T FLW 5| P4 7E AR
e o TR = AR KO B BEEAE ., A
T i — 25 2 S T T LR TV 43 S A5 38 a5 ) L
W51 3PV 53 (A = e 2800E ), 33 T 52 vl AR T L i
1o (HH BZ AR RN ), AW R F A 308 0
B 8 J5 B A A 90 S e B A2 o Pl T AR T FLARR o
V41 . BRI AL T 10 43 FUAE AL A% B Az T L 5 |
FIPE5r 2Z B R AH 5 2 T A RO K 56 25, A HF
TR AMmZSIEN Bootstrap (A, kiR, Lf
S, 2012) K6 56 248 18 FL W 51 7 PF 43 7 24 2% 1 £L
8 I DT 0 F1AEABL A B AR AL 5 | 4 22 R B rh
IMEM .

GHRLERUNGE 3 iR, 95%E (5 IX A 0
B2 A 3800 T o R A T L A R B T 4
I S L 5| Py, i AR R RE A T AL T 5
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®2 BLEWEXHNGE

A h 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 112
1 PR A TR AL R BT 43 1
2 AR T LR T 4 0.03 1
3 VIR A T LA BT ) -0.53" -0.12 1
4 BURK AL 5] 7155 056" —-0.10 —0.45"
5 HEERGE T AL | TIPS 0.30" 0.31" -0.24 043" 1
6 TR AL S | T PE4) -0.38° —0.10  0.48" -0.08 —0.14 1
7 B FLAAL R A A LA R IESY 018 010 —0.317  0.11  —0.14 —0.06 1
8 ki FLAT LA BE A T FLAR RIS —0.15 028 0.04 —0.12 —0.08 —0.20 0.2 1
9 M T FLAH AL Y B A AL BT —0.397 0.03 0557 -0.26 —0.15 046~ 0.12 017 1

10 AR EFLAB ARG BE 4 LS | I3 974> 0.30° —0.07  —0.427

0577 0.21 -0.05 051" 0.10 -0.11 1

11 hdEmfLAR R B A L 5] S35 0.06 038" —0.21  0.12 036" -0.19 0.13  0.44” -0.07 0.33" 1
12 T m LA BE A L 5| iP5 —0.16 - —0.32" 032" —0.14 —0.09 057" —0.01 -0.16 052" -0.02 -0.20 1
E: **p<0.01,*p<0.05 T,
#z3 FNAYUNEZMRIEA Bootstrap 5347
iz BN AE SE Boot 95% CI
TR AR T LA BT 43 — BRI AL 51 0 1 43 — AEARLAY B A= T AL 5| 0 153 0.16 0.13 [0.10, 0.67]
rp P AR T LR Y40 — P AR T AL 5 P43 — AR B A= T LIS | IS 0.13 0.10 [-0.01, 0.42]
TH M AR T FL AR DT 4 — VA R AL 5 | 153 — ALY B A T AL 5 | 13153 0.28 0.10 [0.13, 0.54]
R R T FLAER SO 40 — AR BN A% B A T FLASE 143 — AL A% B A 1 LI 5 1 T4 0.09 0.08 [~0.04, 0.29]
e 2R T LR IR BT 43 — ARRL A B A= T FL AR R 4 — ARARL A% B AR T L B 134 0.16 0.13 [-0.01, 0.49]
TR AR S T FLARR 0T 43 — AHRUIY) B A T FLARR 0T 43 — AEARLA) B 2B T FL R 5 3 9143 0.30 0.15 [0.04, 0.63]

FIVEG P T AR, TR 3 T A
T FL A Re TR PF o e ek 5 | iy, 2 T AR AL B
A TEALE IR G Pt AL T R0, TR R0 8
F P B S T AL AR ST 20 DU R e AR AR T o ik 3R
WA 028 1 AL B R o B G (G 2 B L 3 2T )
Yo R K 51 1 B PE gy, I R 4R v AR S
AR, 69 B A= T AL 51 3 o 3 d B B A T AL
W51 T3 PR T BB A I FL AR RN G A T
S RERONE, T A A A AL T L B I | iz A A i
PR

T AR 38 2 T L ) 5 B DY 25 AR R0 A T L Y
RE P S R AR R A= T8 AL A 5 0 P 0 A G 5
Zoad A BSOS 36 K TR, T B A T L R BT O
SR PR Sy, 0 F 5 A B A B A= T FL I 5 |
FIPE3 7 A 5 MR B ]800 A A 3 2 KR T AR
A I 14 390 2 T AL VY 23 5 R ARL B A= T L A o o
g3 PR LR R 205 AR B A LR B 2
AR SEAN 2, AN AL PP R ) 2 1 X R
SN T AL T AR R P 20 T L o 5 A S
g3, BET A 5 AR AL B AR AL 5 PRy

2.4 INEh

AL R R, A AE 1 XA [R]85 1)
HHALVE L2 I BB ALEN R, 2520 5 HAH
AR RA AE T AL G 1P o X — KA i R AT B IE T
AT T AL R o R A RO S R 7 AR AR AL
I A5, R T B T AR R T 1 A& T AL,
TR AR ot A 8 R T LI 5 | VPN T g, 1 5 AR AR
(4 B AR T LG | PR B ey 2B TR A 800
O3t R B, AR IFLA 5| Do A 2 LA o
VRO FIRE AR T AL 5 | 1 PEor Z LA AR, X
W UE 52 T AT RE AF TE 20 2 TH LR BT AR = R AL
T 38 3y A3k FR 5 e B AR T AL 5 | ) PR X —
AR

Ty — 5 T, ANBIGE IR K RS T FL A AR S ED 42
W Az Ak, RN Lt AN TR 45 5 1] DT i 27
> B AR THT L 5 AR AL B B A= T L AE R B PR A B
A —3bE . 2P R A AL vz A SR AS Y R B B
GA S B BN, BN 5 R T FL AR AL ) B
AETHFLAEW 51 J1 15y BT & o A O S B 2
LW, B IR BT Y AR T L VR T ALY
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B A T AL B AR TP 2y, TR MR 1 AR A= T LAY
W | T34y, AR T L AR B o3 . AH ARG A= T
AL AR BT BT 0 AR AL TED L B W 51 g 9723 22 1) oK fiE
A PRI AR A, PR SEI8 G0 52 T G
T FLARE I B G0 b 32 A8, 9 T A A 2 e 0 5
M 5 B AR LI S | P X — A

30 SCH 2. AT OMENGORA A T LK
EIPA R E:bb A

SRS 1 K BT R AR T LIS T i T R
o, RN AZ AR AR B T EEAEA . SR
K FH 4 o b 28 1) 5 1T L D K 27 >J 1 N B IE WY
T A S YESEA R, I TARME S e i A AT 7E
Fh 2 AT BN RIE B &2 4% 0 T3 72 (Abele &
Bruckmiiller, 2011), Ktk, 525 2 R AT Mifiid4h)
T 5HALIC AL T BUREREN S, DI B A1k
ENGIE B &R B0 IR S5 1 A& B,

31 XIWHM

K252 VP AT 55, AR AR PR AT Ry 4 3 4]
5L VC ACE A R IE U FLER &2, % AR I
FLABE A LA L BB . s I TR . IR
GEARTERA AR T AL S | i Tk & (D2 AR 53
W47 S VG e ) 20 2% 1 FL EE 5T B AT R DR T A 20 3%
LA WG] Ty, 5 R T FLAH AL B A e L 5 |
T, Q)M T I AT AR AL, 2w
ESRRAT S DG C 9 1 LA o DA B AR, H5
AEALL A B A= T FL AR BTt SRR, W5 DTS
W,

32 A%
321 #ik

TET W RFHIFEREA 38 BB 16 4. &
Pk 22 ), 4FIETE 19~28 Z Z[H](M = 23.24, SD =
2,10 A oA ) S8 IE T IE R, S R
P A B, R eT DA Rl 45 1k R Y CBOHE # C
BRI, T A L Bl R ] AR AR — i R
WSS m, an e thac s B i, B A% el
AR R TR B AR . ARFTRAIER 1 £
PR, OB A A 37 4.

322 g

L RHRIE R S5 1,

] 7 # # . M Fuhrman, Bodenhause #iI
Lichtenstein (1989)% il i 4 4T A A FHrik i 100
A, ik 2 AVGETE T SCFER XA F i 7 S
B, fipll BERE 15w B A IR N A . KA,

ik 31 A RAAERIK(E 14 A, @17 A, A
B A S 0 1E 205250 X R AT R ) T S B AT
FIRE MR EEHEAT 9 RUPT4Y, o th S BB A R
J1(8.19 + 0.88), HMEIER:FT(5.33 + 1.36). Tk
PAEREIT(2.24 £ 1.36)A]F45 6 4>, Wi: /NNETE
FHEMAN— LE T EIIOULERE A & Pk, he
BF 5 45 2% TR Ml DX L3R G R I . A IR AT 8 L
TEAZEH b, 3B 8 45 24 N LR A (B 0 F4v I )
T BIERE T AT AL 25 5 2 (F2, 90) =
434.88, p < 0.001, n3 = 0.91), B4 BTG IE S
BEE TR AT, PTG PR B T
HWATF (ps < 0.001), & H S W BB BB J1 4 i
(8.45+0.84), HPEREIHRF(5.19 + 1.08), kg
JIRET(2.75 + 1.88) M) F4% 6 1>, . /NAE2 2] Al
TAERIMMS, Ml T AR EENRE, 5
WG NG AE B ARAR T — I RPORE, 34 FEAL
BRI AR T 2RSSO RE I T). fig
J1HER) T[] R 25 57 1 3 (F(2, 90) = 310.93,
pP<0.001, n3 = 0.87), FUBHET ] A RE T PE4) 2
A, AR R AR DI A i T AR
A]F(ps < 0.001),
323 ZWigit

SRR R (1T A R RN B, g,
HHOB N BT, AR 5o it 47 o8 A T DE il 2%
21 19 A T FLFTAE AL P e A T AL E A L BB D R
IV 4553 -
324 ZLWIEFR

EF BB, K LR AT R ) R AT UL,
g ik T FL G Fc BRI AR TR B8 0 4R 5 1) 5 38 4] T A%
—A>, PR RR BT RTRE ) 4 B RN — B, 2R B
AR A7 0 H B A8 T e A % 1 L A BRI 1Y
ENg. wilicfEizmfL)E, B nrfesd B S — ik
FLaksE2E >, T FLAVA) VG FL A4 > i s 1) e B
frgEml . =S5 E, A AL B 2 E 2 0,
BRI T2 T LA R > L < i ST
(197 S T ORI BN I8 B 2% > B5CR, SR A ) b
TR T BRI 24 ) By B EB 2% 2T, 2 AL A T
S IEWR )G Tl AT B B o

RO B B 0 S B R P [ S50 1, SRaa e ULIA 2.
33 XWHER
331 AEAB@EILKIE. NS AR S

TR

XA ZE B FL A AN B AR S | T3 Y

ARG, 2R ILE 4.
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#H % 50 &

3

AN SR TAERIUA
5, ZUHARERREHA

VIR —; HhRES T HE
HNEES; ERFEA,
BN 105 TAHE B foffer,

INNSTERAR AN — LB RIILEE 4
BTTRIE; taiw R mX LEE
MR RIRAHE R EAKEE, &
I 44 LR

PRINAE _ERAZ ?
Q: B Y. Pk P IHAE

BB

g3k oalll

I/ 2o KARE ERANIE . A, B
ISR

EHEARE E [ gt

I Y O Y, S S

K2 s 2 A

F4 TRIXBEEILOKIT. 8

v REIDESHEMREE

Kt Gl i w3l

A AL P A= T L A THI AL P A= T L A AL R A2 THT L
R 5.54 +1.38 4.55+0.99 5.72+1.55 5.01 £ 1.34 439+122 4.54 £ 1.20
e 3.92+ 1.44 420+ 1.09 3.88+0.91 4.15+0.97 3.39 £ 0.96 4.14 + 1.04
TH 232+1.18 3.45+1.25 227+1.21 3.34+1.38 2.80 + 1.07 3.70 + 1.20

332 FIYRKW

Xof 520 2 T AL 1Y) A R BE ) PN AT R R
ZA TR IR, A L B TE 5 ZEAS R 2540 7K
SR EE, F2,36)=53.92, p<0.001,1; =
0.50, HIFZELKE AN, 5EMHE ) FUCHLAY
T LT 53 i 2 8 T 5 v PR I /) R A AT )
FUCHC AT AL IF5r, 5 v g 7 DL C A T L
A3 3 2 T 5 T AR AV ) DL BE Y T AL 3T 43 (ps <
0.001), AR I FL 1Y RE J1 70 FE AR R R KF B
BarERRE, FQ, 36) = 70.19, p < 0.001, nj =
0.57, FHFZE LK AN, SHENMEETH)F LR
T FL 40 3 3 w8 15 v T A RE 04 T DR EC Y
LISy, 5 PERE ) /m) VS ic 0y T FLIE 4 o 3
T 5 1H M fg 71 4]+ Ve Be B9 T FLIE43 (ps < 0.001), LA
A5 R FRWI 2 VT 27 ) I T LA BT S5 47 AR AR
B—BRY, EIRIE R RO
333 HEMALMERNPEEEILIS] J1FEMN Y

20

—AREA AL S| 1P 22 R R, F(2, 36) =

4.93,p<0.01,m,=0.08, FIFLEHLKEH, S5

e T FLAFARL B4 BE A AL WG 51 0 P43 8 3 S T
R TETFLAR R B A L, 55 rbede LA RS B A= T
LS| I F W Z 18], S5 PE WG] 115y
Z I IG5 2 5 (ps > 0.05) X F W, a7 Mk
2] 5 1 8 2 T FL AR S0 OGT AF AL BE A= 1T L e 5| ) P

FEAR
334 FEEFLEVF R ABE LRSI NFEMNE

A

XA AL M T | ) AT B R T 2253 B &
B, 5ASTRIZAN A F VC L A4 208 T FLAE e 5]
sy EZEREE, FQ, 36) = 19.96, p < 0.001, ) =
027, FHIGZEILK KM, 5B AR AT UL
T L 5 | 7 0F 43 2 s T 5 rh PR R A A 5 DC e
EONTRIN G DR o7 RS e o c X e R U WO TR N A
VR4 8 3% 5 T 5 T A ) 7 U BC A9 T FL A 51 0 B
(ps < 0.05), XFM, EidFT MR h)FVCEIE B
) TT FL AR S0 X5 L 5 337 4 7= A T s, 5 R
R J5T DG JE 1) TR LR b T 90 A AR B G e A T FL AT T
RS, RPAKR LR BN R kAR T #4
B o
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335 RAEFBEANFERMEEBEASEOENAEME B W P RIAKCE Bk R T B

X BE A AL IS | BB VA HEA T B R Ty 22
SRR, FEAERSLERIE I 2R B3, FQ,
36)=9.53,p<0.001,n3=0.15, FJ5 L HE LKL,
5B S m LA U B A AL B E S TS
TH A I T L AR DL B A T FL R4y, 5 e PRI T
FLAFALL B B AR 1AL T S 5 8 F 5 0 A B T
FUARRLAY BE A= T FL(ps < 0.05), -5 A4 HAIF if £L
HpCPE B TR FLAE ABL A BE AR AL S Z A B
Z5 . XM, B LSRRI 22 ) T
LR BN e, B AR T AL S AR L A R
J AT — SRR, BRIV T LA BRI R o kA
Tzdk,

FE A= T FLAERE 1 PESr L2257 B3, F(2, 36) =
16.73, p<0.001,n> =024, FFLEHKELH, 5
FEURK 1T FL A BL A B A L AR 1 PP W T S h
PR R 7 FNIE B e 77 T FL AR AL %) BA A= T FL RE 14,
bt FLARABL B A AL AE 0o B s TS
W T FLAFRLR B A= T FL AR J1 743 (ps < 0.05) 0 iX B,
FE A LA BE DIt 32 2 T AR LA TSN 1Y
SER, BA A T LAY RE D e o 5 AR LA 7 A — 3L
A, BN GRIFLAYRE IR BT & A4 Tz 1k,
336 HEmMILMERMIPEEEILINS TN

N B9 28 12 53 #7

FH2 S MZE AT, BRI AL R o . 2
Z& AL B W5 | 3 P43 FOREARL Y B A= T L 51 ) T
Sy Z AR R A . e = AR R B K R
) 5 E ARG, R EFLI R T4y . AR B AR T
FLAR 5T DF- 2 A0 AR ARL A B 2B AL 5 | 43 22 [R] 7E

AR SE, E7 R HEAT PP A SN A 56 A AR 26 1

A FE R — 2R IR RO A 7 vk, K
SN T LAY A R T e A A X B A T L S |
T RAEAE IR o BATTiE I i 2255 IE A Bootstrap 12
EL T NGB AL A 5| 7o A A T AL P
3 FVARLL A B A 1T FL IR 51 3 23 2 [ 64 R A 1,
LA KRR ARL B A= T L B0 4 ST 23 70 300 2 T AL R T
3 MUARAL B A= 1L B W5 | 03 Z 18] i A A
IIAT SR LR 6.

FRBR 0 28 1T L A 5 P 3 a5 i ek 5 |
PEIY, AR B BA AR T AL S P 7 AR R R
UM 23 A2 KT S N SR G p IR (S & SR TR W)
R S VY 3 308 Ao 5 W LI 5 g P o AR B B A T
FLIKE 51 T3P 77 A 2 W) 4 [ 422 25007 3K 3 3l 5 7K
S, i A L AR B R R LR AR T o 3%
BERFRM], Zad AT A DL ECARAS A4 A AL o
BNl LLRZ a0 51 F32E o8, #1005 i -5 AR L
B A T AL S H P

R 3 2 T L A 45 BT 53 T LS i 5 AR
ALL A 7 A T FL AR ST S, 2 i) B AR T LAY I 5 1
V9377 HE R M B4 ) S S8 5 B . 3 /KPR, 2
8 T L A T B Ay Jo 1 52 Wi 5 AR ARG B A T L
AR RT3, I XA B 4 B A T FL IR 5 | T3 53

AR E 2 SVRIERZNE R ) S S 3 Ui
SN T LAY A SR 23 i LA T a5 e A T L A R
T o, SRR B AR LB S iRy, B
[IE{N:OESIP = vy 4 S P i A1 R BB . (103 SV
S A A T L AW | I PEA) o

*5 BLEMEXSWER

A hE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 112
1 FRAR S THT LA BT 43 1
2 b AR T LR IR T 43 027 1
3 VIR A T LA BT ) -0.51" —0.02 1
4 BURAGK AL 5] 1353 0.57"" 0.18 -0.27
5 HEERGE T AL S| TIPS 029 0607 —0.09 022 1
6 WA T AL 1Py -0.32  0.08 040" -022 -0.08 1
7 BANCEALAE LA BE A mFLAR US> 048 0397 -0.03 0377 031 -0.08 1
8 Pk fLAI LA BE A LA RIS —0.06 0417 025 0.09 029 -0.02 0.17 1

9 A% 1 FL A AL A4 B 21 T L AR R4
10 B mE LR A RE A I FL S | 534> 0.50™  0.16
11 APk m LA A RE A I LS | 34y —0.09 0400 0.30

—0.24
—0.15

12 W& mFLARRI A 24 AL S S35 —0.13  0.09  0.48" —0.10  0.18  0.62" 0.08 0.7

0.59” 0.20
0.16 037" 028 039" 047"

-0.07 054" —0.07 -0.11 047" -0.11  0.17 1

-0.19 0.60" 0.07 0.04 1
0427 043" 1

0.69” 0.10 0.55" 1
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L 55 50 &

T 6 NN IBEMERICAH Bootstrap 74

iz 555 SE Boot 95% CI
FHB AR T LR BT 43 — RGBT AL 51 %43 — AL B A= T LI 5 | 3353 0.23 0.10 [0.06, 0.43]
rh PR G LR IS — R GE AL S 134 — ALY BE AR AL B 13 0.14 0.16 [—0.15, 0.48]
TH M AR T FL AR DT 4 — VA BRI AL 5 | 1953 — ALY B A T AL 5 | 13153 0.22 0.13 [0.04, 0.56]
FER SR T FLARR 143 — ARARL A B 2B TR LR BTV 43 — ARRL A R A= T LI 5 | 03 43 0.20 0.89 [0.07, 0.42]
rp PR SR LR BT PR 4) — AHRLA BE A= LR S PE 4 — AR B AR L B S 0.16 0.13 [-0.11, 0.49]
TR AR S T FLARR DT 43 — AHRLIY) B A T FLARR 1T 43 — AEARLA) B 2B T FL I 5 | 3 9143 0.37 0.14 [0.15, 0.72]

34 NG

A S50 38 ok A7 g i 5 1 L DT E 2 2T B O
TETFLAHRAR BGRB8 4 S AL Ay B 2 T AL
SIS PRGBS, 45 2R e BAE 1hFL A7 o R Jo ke
FEACL R A= T L B I 5 | A AR R o AR LG T BAT
TR BT L, A BB A TR AL 5 | 70 B
fe, S AR B AR T LS| i i vy ik
— I RN o T W, AR TR AL A B G ]
VA A S0 2 TR AL B 5 0o, T X AR B
AR A TREAL IR 51 07 A= s, R 2G T FL B 4 TR
Az RSN, P o 2 A AR TR o 80 A LB A L
A5 S35 TR, A 5T 45 3 3 e B 1 L
AR T 5 AR B A T FLAF AR — B BR S, S5 7R
e T FLARHBL A B A T FLAE S | 3o B . Ry
RS A B, FRACLAS) B A= T LA ST 7 A2 T
FL A% o 55 B AR T L B W 51 PRy Z T B A
A PERT XU, Bl ] U iz e
BT AR T FLAY R ST D R, - T 0 2o 2 AR RO 1) e A
2 X ARARLAS) BT A i FLIR S 1 Y o 2R 2 94
PE— P HE A T 7ESCE 1 K IR 2= 55O Az
AR AE B AR T FL 5 | 10 mP A T b L A

4 THE

AW FE R 2 =P AT 55 JE 5K, A R
Bl AT A 5 TR AL VE ey~ 57 OB A [R]85t
AITIFLENSR, 58 1AM B A= T FL 5 | 40 T i)
MBI T . S8R A, —J7 2K AL AR
3 R A e BB i 3 92 A AR S T BT A= T L
IR 51 0P, B B Jot ) 38 T FLAE A T
WA WG| 7, 15 AR ARG B A i FLIE 51 77
PENML S s 55— 7, A AL AR B T DL
bz A i AR S e B A= T AL SO, R B
SRS BT A L IR S Y, S AR R S I
FLARALL A B A= T AL B R o PP AN L AR B9, 2 L
A5 PP T & . LA ESE R AT I UE T A
AR, BIASAX B A= T AL A 5 | 0 R0 58 A 7 T 2%

AR, — 452 AT ALY R 5T 56 i A 2 e 3800
PR ARREON, T3 — A5 W) 2 20 L YRR B kA
ZACE B AR RN, A ARk AR A ] 5 o B A
LW S 1 PP o
4.1 PFREEFLWSI AMEHNERARFIAEEE

ABFFELE IR, B AT LS | R B IE
BE3Z BT FLRE R S, 2 BDEE 3 B R 1Y
SO, Horb, B AR T AL S G T L Z AR R AT
158 2502 H R 1 _E (bottom-up) 5 2 HEAT N T/, 4>
PRTE XS B A= AT JSCED G if 25 A 3l F) A T LA AE Y
AR AT T AR B B 42 (Gawronski & Quinn,
2013; Verosky & Todorov, 2013), it RIPELL R
15 FAZE T AL ARR BT BN R R T 1 B i pk o 8
5, XL LLH E T (top-down) J7 2% FA A THT
FL B 058 7 A S, AN AL A AR T B A= T LB
“CHFrECIRTCERGR, W2 T RE A T AL B M| v
o DHIUL, TEFL A B AR FOULEE 3 DR 2R X B A= 1T L
W5 | g v B 5 e i sk /R T B A A R P
Fh o7 AT

R A TETFL Y W 5 | T e s R o e A% B AR, —
A PR AR 2 AT AL YRR BT B 42 B2 B ROV S
RAEZA . AW AR T AL R BT 2 & AR = 4
RN, FIN MR BAT B A o i T L, He 51 )
P4t B 55 (Zhang et al., 2014; EFEZE, 2015),
T 1 1R 2] Y2 Ak 2 A 28 2 T L FTRRRL Y B A T AL
HA—EHWE (Gawronski & Quinn, 2013; Verosky
& Todorov, 2010, 2013), AHF5E 15 FAH [ (1 45
8o DALY T EN R A S 5 RN 5 R ARz ALK
N, T LA RE AT A FRATHE A TG b AR 5 AR
ARUETE, HAN A2 T 504 WU R ORI, 33X
R ] e S T NITTE B0 BE A T L5 Z AN
AT FLARAL, ANBIENGZ A3 1 B A N AL
WeAh, AIETE K BT BAT AN ] FA4E FIRE 1 R Y
AL, ACAAE FIRE ) Fe & A Tz Ak, i H
WG| it kA Tz, R, 1R T Bz AR AL
HURBR T AR RV BT i3z Ak, AR I SSORBLAY AR ot 2%
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i i AT A E LS IR b B AR T LIRS | AT v B9 2 8 000 5 A3 373

KAZA . AWFFR R IR T AL B PAE FEE ) FE T
ATL R AEZ ARSI, Wen| it kA iz Ak, X RN
T AR AFAE B 1 o AR AR AR 7E B A T
LT BAEZAEN, Zbanf kAR ARTEE,

A FE A BRI FLAHRLRE S 50% M TE L N B4 T2
1k, S5 AR4E i —E(Verosky & Todorov, 2013),
VAR UM 2 A7 82 20 12 AN & A I B 45
SR, Kocsor fil Bereczkei (2016)if i 1 F 4R 517
SRyt IR E AL AT AR AT R I ER SR, 455 &
BB A 9 ZE BAHIPE G BL T, X B A TS DL L
MY TEFLE AR o AT X Az AL 2 i &
S D fe, 12 RO SR AR LA T R B
b, SHEALHERIMER IR GBI, B, Rkxt
AR B N TENL A A R i — 2D .

S0 T L 1Y) 5 B0 e 2 A R T K A o R RN
SRS BE A LI 5 ) R0 1Y) ) — R AR o ASBIFSE
KB, X BE A T LA T R b I 25 K S A RO .
B A= T AL 51 7 R0 2 A Ae] e AR 1, 3R AR AN ] i
o B an g A% 2 B 7 (norm-based coding model,
NBC)IA Ky, AMTFEICIZ it 47 25 1R 22 8 LG 5l
Vofe, AL AR BT B AT X b, AR
P 22 TR AN [R) A T L, ot T -FL A AN [ i e Ccan i)
i) A5 A 6] A5 (Valentine, 1988), K, 7Eic42
NATTT REfE A = W5 | T i w7 X TR FL I 5 |
JIHEAT VT B 26015 2] 1) T8 L o W 5 ARG
AEARL, A AT RER R A S g | B T L . I
HWA R 85—, ZEAURRR R IR e B
FEUR A J5T 1) T LA P AR o S A S s B e |
5, ST IR AE T KR R B £33 nid 12
1, FRVCAC S FEAS IS G2, M L 51 ) )
A bt # . RN 1 & A B AE AR R
v B FEAR BT AR R A AT DL A AN ) e 5 |
PRy, BEWCES Tie i, OnT DLREE i 51 7
FIWr . DRI, e AR T AL AR iz Ak i e A
ROV AN AL, X AT Re e AR RA A= AL 51 )
A R DT P 32 A
42 ETHFAWENKEMEIESEFLEERLT

HNMEES

ABIF G T X BN i B AT IR, DA D
MNATRA LA NER 22 R 0977 A o ERRIYIE it
T2 52 S FLRRE 5 RS F AL 2 2 00 1Y 5 e — J7 1
AR ZEX T FLRRAE AT 0028 o AR ALY AT BE v
fEAB 5 (familiar-face overgeneralization hypothesis)

RO AT B A= T AL B P — R R b2 B A

AR T L2256 /) 2 M (Verosky & Todorov, 2010),
Gawronski A1 Quinn (2013)% F ¥FE M )3 sh 1T 55
(evaluative priming task), A AT FAH P £k
RKitAT I T A L= E; Verosky 1 Todorov
(2013) B 5T R B AT TR AR e i in T 1A /&
MRS AT A . BRI, AT A L% AR
RUPERR XS B AR T LB BN & . A W90 E &R 58,
AT 2 ) P L A JFE At R T T LT B o B 42,
5] EL A e 2 S SRR O ) TR FL 2 B DA B IR L i
SE, WEAIHEGE AR, XA, KE, 2014), 4F
1K I T | R AT S ny TH LA R R SR B |
FHt(Todorov et al., 2015), H—J7 M, WMEH I+:
SR WM STEENRIE L R E AR . WEEH T
FE 23 22 A8 2 F2E OB BT T LAY 2 A ED 4 (stereo-
types), HIVEAG % HALFRAE I AAEAE B B A FRE
MIAT AR o JF H AT 2 MR 408 T L 20 A B 5 %00 38 T
FL#E1T5725(Kocsor & Bereczkei, 2016), ZIHRENZ
[ PN 25 ST 23 060 22 5 BRI AR IR 7 A 5 e (CE 3,
B, &€, 2010), HL, mALAEETE . 1578
FRTE Z VL ICJEIE 8 T AR LI ZIMER S, >4
B A T L 5 RO R o ) AR TR FL AR R, 25 F 3l &)
BN EN G, 5 T B0 52 i AR T FLAR (LR 25
5 BEMER G b T T AR R S L 5 A
[F), R 7] A T L AR AAE S35 8 AR T L 220 B B2 AN
), PRI S0 T AT RPAE 2 1 X6 ] — 5K T Lt 25 22
WA —, LT AERAS N s, BRI AR
L5 FiE)

WAL, A% RIS R IS #0524 (4 0] 1 L o
Fm b SN R, N TAEFMESN, 176
HE AL R IR B4 A B R s BRAIL i S A A e e
FEF AL, XM A S22 Sk s, B
A B SO I — B0PE GE 255, 2013), Wilmer 55 A
(2010)7E WAL T ARSI A B 58 b A 3, - [m) B 0L
JEAS A3 O RH DG M (0.70) B 7 B OBUIL A A3 AH G (0.29)
sy, ARRBIRE ) BA st et . iX Ul B s L Xt
1R ZKF T LN A B A R, S
T AR IR RE o AL 23 SO B TR 6T T L
1A A Gt — bR e GE =5, 2013), X Tl
R MIAAEE NS, AMTET S8
T AR B 2255, 28560 AN [RD T SO N o bR
AR o BB 5Tt B DR I g ke e 2500 A8 D 4
Ja RIS N Z 56 s 23 %8 56 350 4 7 2R 52 . 91 4n
Germine %5 A (2015)1k: [A] G190 57 B9 XU X
LW | JT#EAT VY, 2 3R 43 AU IR e 5| )
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#H % 50 &

TEMAF I A . ARBEFE I 25 R R, AMARTE AL
KI5 R AR A A 2 DA 28 56 4 ok B A T FL I 5 |
FIF =5, Rk, 7 mfLA i S R A R
L E EEEA.
43 MREXNSERE

AW FE M BE 2B AL 51 3 T AR BEIESE T
T 0 RN RN A ASONE AE A AR R AT B AR TETFLIR 51 )
VAN BT B A EZAE ], AN AN B,
3G Qi DL A LR AAE T BEIS 4R 5 o AR RO 5T ik
T B LAT [ EUHEA TR S 25 A

T, B A= LR 2 1AL AR ARURR B RNk
T LI 51 i TR B A AR 4 . Verosky Fl
Todorov (2010)& 1 1 AHALEE S 20% 1 35%I1 FA A=
ML, ABUARUEE R, 2 AR300 %58 o 1] Gawronski
1 Quinn (2013)%& BH, 7 1H 1w FLAHRUE A 50% F1
100% 0, 12 Ak 350N I A Bl AR AL RS £ v 1 34 5, A
AR AR AR R 3 A~ B B S5 2 7= A R AR/ E T, i
A AR o I, ASRATFST A T FLAR DL P AR
S TRFLM S| )R8 I O R IR Bl — IR AT .

HWR, AHFFE R FH 32 PEA 48 45 X T FL 51 g
P AR HEAT % ORI DA I i D B A e L 5 | 1A
HIBLEI R, R A BRI, AR A A8
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Abstract

Even though people usually agreed that “a book should not be judged by its cover”, researches had
repeatedly demonstrated that individuals spontaneously and very swiftly formed impression on others based
merely on the appearance of their faces. Facial attractiveness is an important content in the first perception.
Which had been linked to outcomes as diverse as mate choice, job hunting, and cooperation. Given these real
world consequences of the first impressions, it is important to understand how these impressions are formed.
Some studies found that facial physical characteristics, such as symmetry, averageness and sexual dimorphism,
had a great impact on facial attractiveness. While different individuals have different experience, when faced
with the same face in the same context, different individuals have different evaluations on facial attractiveness.
Some researchers put forward a new theory, namely, the observer hypothesis, which demonstrated that beauty is
in the eye of the beholder. However, the processing of unfamiliar facial attractiveness remained unclear. The
goal of the current study was to explore how we processed the impression of unfamiliar facial attractiveness.

19 males and 27 females took part in the experiment one and 16 males and 22 females participated in the
experiment two, each experiment contained two phases that were learning tasks and evaluation tasks. In the
learning phase, participants firstly learned to associate faces with negative, neutral, or positive trait words or
imaged the behavior of the individuals to form different impression, which was contribute to the same valence
between the neutral face and trait words or sentence. When participants could evaluate the valence of the face
correctly, they could proceed to the next phase. In the experiment one, 13 males and 25 females had passed
learning phase and evaluated the original faces and the unfamiliar faces. In the experiment two, 12 males and 17
females had done the learning task and evaluation task successfully. And in the evaluation phase, extend of
warmth, competence and facial attractiveness of the unfamiliar faces, which had 50% similarity with the learned
faces, were evaluated.

Both of the two experiments had the same results, which showed that there are two ways to form unfamiliar
facial attractiveness: (1) the first one is that generalization effect occurred after halo effect, compared with negative
familiar faces, positive familiar faces were evaluated more attractive, so did the unfamiliar faces that were
familiar with positive familiar faces; (2) the second one is that halo effect occurred after generalization effect,
unfamiliar faces which were similar with positive familiar faces were not only evaluated more positive but also
more attractive.

The results suggested that generalization effect occurred after halo effect and halo effect occurred after
generalization effect were the two ways to form unfamiliar facial attractiveness. In conclusion, halo effect and
generalization effect play an important role in the processing of unfamiliar facial attractiveness.

Key words similarity; halo effect; generalization effect; unfamiliar facial attractiveness; impression formation



