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1 FL— NS SN B A 55 W K] 5%

wmhe,E #H,F

AL EEeE BT mmE  KEF

(LA IR BB, K 11602932, K BB A STk B 8%, Kot 116044
3. P T A 0 B2 6% , P AN 010022)

B EAMNAGREHNBFASYBILE REFARS RSN, B0 B AN BAFGARS
—H %, EXABL—ARLEOEET, 2B LR 428 o0t E 2EFARBELLIHR
B, AXATFREAFTEN Y ABL—ARLTYRERATERFEE, ABE A4 A
FRAMRTE FHBIL—ABLL, ARG LR EERFRUEERLE

(@R LA BL— AR F— TR H R %

HE 5y 25 :B848 XEkERIAAG A
1 5|5

ATE T, AT 5Tt B9 T LR H AR RR 5T
il HB 3 T AT ( Oosterhof & Todorov , 2008 ; Suther-
land et al. ,2013) . XA FE R W TFEAANZIE,
EAFBRSE R ETERYE, Oosterhof Fl Todorov
(2008 ) f FECHR SR 3h B 5 %8 H b T L #E AT LA
RIMNAT— P 2 W 408 70 )~ 48 B Xl A TS L A et
B, 3 TR B (R 5 AT A B ) RSB i
(FLHMEEEIMRETT) o Sutherland £ (2013 ) ZETT A BT
FMERS REAE EASELLE R, AT A
WA E =AY RS f (AR s
LD o TS A5 B B = 42 E , He-
hman ,Sutherland, Flake #01 Slepian ( 2017 ) fifi F 3z X
S FEHL RN A AU (cross — classified random effects
models) AL T HAL— AR IS B RRE , RIA
R RS AR R4 T A e PR 45 R 6. 2% ~70.
6% HZR ST M XS R H R (Target — level) , 1.
8% ~36. 8% [MAF F IR T Hw H A & ( Perceiver —
level) ,22.7% ~38.2% [¥)7% R8T 0554 F0 0 5 Xt
2 3Z HAEF (Perceiver x Target interaction ) , 3%}
X =AFE AT T %5 %] 4 ( Hehman, Stolier, Free-
man , Flake , & Xie,2019) ., {H-21Z4 M &EH SCHXT
XERBFEANEARNRET RRER. HiL,
AWFFTRE I3 =T THG % THG FL— A A& i 52 A
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REATRBELEE, , DA g 5B AR 16 b A BRI8E 32k
REZERFRME - EWHEIESHER S, AEfL—
NABFIBER KRS T T R BEE 7 o

2 HRIMNFEE

FIBEXT G BT FLARAE S22 M T FL— A HI B Y
HERR, 5, HAREILE & AR A 5 E
MRS, XETRLAREUSX X MAMIR >4
-2
2.1 @iLafER &

Haxby, Hoffman FI Gobbini (2000 ) 32 H} ) & fL
BTN E R GEBLA N, AMTHEXS B M E
() EFLRFE AT B, 2T BV MR AR R
{it ( The representation of invariant aspects of faces) Fll
] 725 F4E ( The representation of changeable aspects of
faces)

T AL A B FRAE T B RAEARLE LRGN R B
By , FEIE—A A [ A 1 X 73T 3R 149 5 43  Haxby
et al. ,2000) , & BEAL BE L MR I BEAR AL 5 43
RFE IR RIS ) | 00 BB R R RE R
5 AR RPERHE (IR BU A LR 55) o

Hr AT A A N AL R A 2 S RHE
BEBE J0 5 At 20 JR, HE W2 g AT T B
P £l A M (X R, IR 5 35, R,
2019) o WAATA N B A E AL SRS R, 7T
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( Oosterhof & Todorov,2008) . 5 BARTH FLAH L, 28
JLESTEFLEA 8 B B4 ( Collova, Sutherland , &
Rhodes ,2019) ; 4EK 2 e AL\ Ry P (5 BEBE i
R B 5 M I AL 0N S S M BE & (Todorov , Oliv-
ola,Dotsch, & Mende — Siedlecki,2015) , B FL B %
PR P 551 AR 8 2 28 HAE R e E AR R O
iR

T L ) B A3 TR AR AR X A% HLBE R ), 5@
RN GRSt o 285 B (R AR IR AEE M
ol , FE T BEREHE S 5 At 4 245 BB
NAEFIBEEN G o QNHHA B R B T L 5E = B ( Costa,
Lio,Gomez, & Sirigu,2017) .55 F B K £ 1 ( Brah-
nam & Nanni,2010) S FRE LR 2 B9 T FL@ 5 BA
B, ARG A B B S s S
HAb BRI, BRIy “ W H YL (ski slope -
shaped nose) M MAEAE BN L HEA R EE S,
B TEY O 3 28 5 5301 ( Nuyen , Kandathil , Salty-
chev,& Most,2019) . JH FL B BAR (CRIR I | B
Jior T JE e T R R IR ) I RS t]
Hne o 55 LS LR A0 PR, 40 58 IR i ( Zebrowitz
& Montepare, 1992 ) ; T AR £ B4 BE 8 1K 55 4 T AL
(BA T R W AR B B) A R o
HA RN AEERW HLILKAAIRK (Berry &
Landry,1997) . BRiL&arRERAN, B8F — 2 MmiL
SRR IR MEARE 5 F R E AR IF AR AL, BT
BOL BEREAE N 5 R BRI F B VFH ( Zebrowitz,
2017) . fan, e HERE T, A BB B B U BE
W OB SRR B, BRI R TEIE N
Jofwirey, B A ZEHME W TE L S PO T B A B &
FI B {5 ( Said , Sebe , & Todorov,2009) ,,

AR AL B AR R RS R T -
IRHA B — [ R ER AL , IR A HE Lb Anxd FR v AT 2
X BHBFE. A HIF R NFREECT R B
B T LR 218 BB B 51 ) (5 A s B 25
Y148 2 ) P M ( Rhodes, 2006 ; Sutherland et al. ,
2013)  [FIE, BTSRRI X —BFR AL, AT
SAH RIS 0 i ALE A B 2B AR R R
(W7 55,2015)

FRTE LA S RAE SN, LI AT AR RAE R A

i BARE LR M FEREZ —, EFERME
JRHR FVE ARy o] FRAR 55— AN A P T A8 B T AL
> (Haxby et al. ,2000) . HAv, T FLRE A LA
B E 1A B 1) SRR RHIE ANEE R (5 R S AL — A
WA, BT A A RIEXT A A WE A BRI E
B &R AT B I P SR B2 ) B 1 0 B 45 2R (2
T AF,2021) o AR, 5T LA B, ATRE IR
E 28 AL AT {5 BEVE 20 BE i 5 S P 17 48 T L T £ BE T
A4 ( Oosterhof & Todorov,2008 ) , TEMEZF(E5h
575 4k 1 T FLET, Slepian 11 Carr (2019) WTFR &
B, 4 B LR B 2R VE B (SR ) Bk, A
MIERHEA RIS B R PEH 45 5 AR (4052 m]
5 E¥ME) . XATREERANEARBERA D EKR
WHE RS S TG HAR MAE R SL, 2
1 L b R 3K A AT B B SE T AF J ( Carr, Korb,
Niedenthal , & Winkielman,2014) ,

FAb, AL A7 A R — A AR 1 R HRHE o
A BERHIE (AR IR B VAL T 1) 238 T B AR A A
AT i P, tedn, RIS MR RE R TRER
AT , PR 4 0 5 24 BB 1 IR AT {5 FE ( Kaisler & Leder,
2016) . A L0 L 2R WL 35 A [F] A G R L, 2
B RT3 PR T LA A 4 0 06 O B A B R IR 5
J1 B A 8 1 M E A {2 ( Tsankova & Kappas,2016) ;
AHIZ , 38898 23 AR N 52 & % B A 11 AL BB 7 A0 IRk Wiz BE
B 3F 4t ( Fetscherin, Tantleff — Dunn, & Klumb,
2019) , TS AL T FL B SR AR ERRAE , 7] I 58 2
—FPESNR R, BT X SRS R (AN A
S5) I B8 B A T AL M B R (AR T AL
AERYE WA S ) A, B AR 58y A TS
( Fetscherin et al. ,2019; Sofer, Dotsch, Wigholdus, &
Todorov,2015 ; Timming & Perrett,2016) ,,
2.2 BABIGERFEE

TERLSEAETE T, g 2 B Rl i 2 BB B = A5
B AT B m LW A MR, H
Hh, ket 52 BRI AL M R R TR (K e R A R
YERFIE W TR IE ~ . B 40, Todorov, Pakrashi FH
Oosterhof(2009 ) B 5¢ & BUTE I T (20ms ) 2B A {7
BRI R SR LS , SR T A FE S B AR
ESLE TS BEVEM, BD i B T S8 3 — B PR AR .
TR PR B 1 X (A B ) 2 AT 0, P S 2
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BRI MIBER 2B, A5 X R R B E NS
SREARXT H s (Fh PSS T 1L BT 5 B340 Xt
REEE NG <8-S B 4 mfL 8 7715 B PE 4k
(Engell, Todorov, & Haxby,2010) ; %} 1 5] S 84K 1
TSLIE R J5 242 i H A 1 FL 8% 51 1 374 ( Ying,
Burns,Lin, & Xu,2019), H4h, kit 2HNFERE
BEFEMER FE) W AT H A5 &
W . B RS BN, Bt T A5 (2018) JE
A EEE TR R IRE ST =, R R E 5
PHIE B SRR BT, HE G S0 AL SO A
il Gl

HSHEARNZ2RMETREFEE EZA@mWA.
WA FE, M5 R HAME LR, A1 B F5
T FL B 7T {5 BE VAT 25 7% A X b A% Rz B IR Ak %R , 31X
B FoaAak BT s LU B s EfLZ R E A
WA R XA (BIKIE,2020) , Rodway, Schepman
0 Lambert( 2013 ) ZEWT 5T T FL I 5| J7 B R ILE 55t I
LRG| A , AT H AR AL S P PH AR,
B A RO , (A B R B T AH B R
R (Ying et al. ,2019), KXW ERH THERS B
T FL B2 )z B8 H AR T FL IR S 1 #9230 A ]
51K . 7E Rodway 5£(2013) MBI &S A
PR SL AL E AT [ 7K £, HARmE LR T 1R
LA VRS ;T Ying 58 (2019) BFFE Hp B R A0 B A
WL AR AR T — NI, R3] 3%
SR 4riA%1E % . Brambilla, Biella | Freeman
(2018) WBF 5T MR 1 BEA BB M IR R =
TFLAFE 2 BN A « A TE P = T A 7T
EE LSRR N EAR G e (R
F IR EEIL SR ERE, o, 4K
18 FAER—F N ReaT, B AL A%
FIARTE FL B RIBE AR, 36 2 SRR D —Rh R R i
NI BARAME I AR M 25 R (IR, B4
£:,2021) , MEA LWL FHLEFANILER
B TR, ARG (i, MR,
RIS, B, WA, 2021) .

£5 LFTR T m  FL— AKS S0 B 52 1 K
3R R TR R g (4R BT S ) R 2T
AN L5 =X (Rl 2 B0 Sk 82w H 5 T £L 3 20
W (B RES 48,2018 ; Rodway et al. ,2013) , [&

XRE RS, 50562 1B A A4 22 et vl DA
R ST L — AR R = R
3 HMREER

FEHA— AR, AR5 E &SR
AR T 5 B in £, #Emxy B inTE
A FBAEE R . B IFEE RIS T R 83T
RNE AR EE H R 5L B8 5 (Hehman
et al. ,2019) o KEUFT AFIHEE 1.0 BAFEFARES
Wi T K T @ F0 38 B B R X T FL— AR R 38 B
=AU
3.1 it Eagomisie

OHAFHMERTE S AR PRI DR E
()BT A PERE , B X T fL— A& R 1K 5
W] 2 AR BLTE A AR fe Ir 2R 2 Y J2% R0 BB 00 R S
5T B, AR TEER A BEAN B TRARES
BT & ( Zebrowitz, Boshyan , Ward , Gutchess, & Had-
jikhani 2017 ) B¢ BE #ATEE BIHR 26 5 1E 48R 56 1) 1E ]
)3 ( Mende — Siedlecki, Baron,& Todorov,2013) , fil,
i1 fiitin T 2 T L P A2 1 K 4 3R ( Cassidy,
Boucher, Lanie, & Krendl,2019) , 31 % H A5 HFLE
B R MG EVEM . ARSI B A S Bk
M4 ( Mattarozzi , Todorov , Marzocchi , Vicari , & Rus-
s0,2015) 4PARAE B 3 ( Hoehn — Hyde, Schlottmann,
& Rush,1982 ) 4142 £2 B ¥ ( Gutiérrez — Garcia &
Calvo,2016 ) SF2:%f L FP A TE Y FE B 20 R BESIURR,
BRI 253t H AR T LA S BE 2 19 S IR (A E AT
15) o Wb, i F — 26,0 RS 8 H B TR A BE 77
W2, B T L — A RsE f2 . filn, —I
MBAREFAT 55 R, AN T AN AE AL, B8 B
o A5 T LIRS 6] B4, T A8 o B A S8 AR Y
BRI ZR -G Ak (Williams Syndrome ) 82 W B 2 3
H BRI 5 A1 5 I 45 ( Gomez , Costa,, Lio, Sirigu , & De-
mily,2020) , X FIRER M T A E LB LR
T REZ B, S ERUR T 456 18 B & X A A (5T
FLB I H 5= T4 30 45 ] ( Martens , Hasinski , An-
dridge , & Cunningham ,2012) ,
3.2 it Ae RS

OILIRZS X T FL— A% S8 B =0, TR 2 i
TRIBEETEINAT R AR BE R 18 4 AR BRI
SOV LE 3 S BB IR SNE BE T A0 S L], AL
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T =4 RE (Russell & Fiske,2008) F1 F{&Z F| 4R
(Fessler & Holbrook ,2013) /M4 £ 42 5 X ¥ 70 35
SR BN SRR T, TR H AR T LA S BE 2 1)
T VPO (AN EE B BB ) o T O 15 M BR A 0 5
W2 B F )R e, 2 B 5 25 f) s o i
i), PR 2% B AR T £LIE B 2 B PEAY (Forgas
& Bower,1987) .,
4 MEEMANENRHZEER

TETFL— AR R SE R v, AR X 0 00 45 2R
B SEEFITIRE IR A [R] , A SORE R 5628 0 050 X
LIS AT RIS e R T5 e 7= A 1 1k 52 L F
F3EE.,
4.1 ELRRXE

T FL— A& 058 HH 0 5 XU 438 3k 52 BN,
BARFI A 5RO XT G rp o A L 1 R R A BRI A
EHE, BN MR ER A NE W BRI
FXF HAR L™ A R E A A G ] . HrP A SRR
AR RNIMEEN 25 . 2 BAr LRI R
AT RAE B (HER) R IRSE) 5 R0 58 3 AR [ I, 0
W TG —Fh N BEEIR I 1A F AT ] ( Zebrowitz,
Bronstad ,& Lee,2007) , 3£:XF H¥5 I FLIE BUE = B %
3] 77 (Quinn, Lee, & Pascalis, 2019 ) F1 7] {5 B ¥E
(Sofer et al. ,2017) , UIR —EHALEARFREEN,
W B Z) B ED R 2 B TE (Zebrowitz et al.
2007) o B4, 54 B R 20 Bz ED B9 AN O A 8
BIRARE R SEE R MSEE 1) MEAER
Tt M (Kleider — Offutt, Knuycky , Clevinger, & Capo-
danno,2017)

W A8 BN B ) RIS R E XS H
P LB AR R K 22 R . G RS (2013) £
ARG RDES T AWEEX Hir mfLI AR 2= 7
AR XS LIRS RS, Lhan, b S
L BB S AR B 1 53 PR T AL s T T A i
15 B2 M 3B AR B e R THT AL (B 3B Mk 2
o) i EEAR I 51 7 ¥4 ( Welling, DeBruine,
Little, & Jones,2009) . FriThis th & BUAH £ R &
ML EEE R AR B IR L
M1 L (Sacco & Brown,2018) . ZEVEHT EFL Al 5 F
I, 2o PRI BE 2% A {5 T L 2R B B B A SR8
P, % FOIE U & 11 A f5 B2 A ( Mattarozzi et

al. ,2015)

BRANE B S E BIA R A1, 158 3 7T AL
RIARPRZS (15 4% shLee) a5 HARTE FLAFE AL
HAER, i, FHR &AL TR AE % + -k
XA R AU BUE & B SR VAR, A Al (5T
LB BEAR ISP (Lount ,2010) . {HELABFF
BT A—BH 458 (Forgas & Bower, 1987 ; Ueda,
Nagoya, Yoshikawa ,& Nomura,2017) , X A fE=Z A N
AR BG4 &k R FHH ., Forgas Fl Bower
(1987 ) 38 3 SR A e o RT3 o 1 T \ IR [ A%
FFLRMEENELE, RARWAFE W MESX H
PIE BE ARAR B IEAY 5 Lount (2010) W@ 13 WE HL AR
FiFE R AN & WA [R5 2R T Ueda 55 (2017)
T U B B A BRAE (R ) RIB BTS2
BAR , RAEAL A G A S Z R MBS N
AT, B, AR B4 2y AT AL — AR
WIS ST LR A FRR T, BR1EZ Sk,
F WAL H br I FLRAE B 22 BAR T TR A
HWEER . B, BB RIS ERBOE B R
LA AR RN R R R W X 488 7, ¥ T {5 AL
yalloys i T I SRS O TR TR IS RS e S NI
( Young, Slepian, & Sacco,2015)

4.2 MEXL

FBE X7 A A AC BT i B A AR N & ST
SR IEXT G T LR SZ TAE R0 3 A H 5
R, XM ERAER, MBEE RSN E
B TETFLARRAAE 7™ A 0 8 B9 R0 B 45 3L, T 228 s HC A
MEALLER, H, AR R EA ME
P, TER GG R W AT IR, Hrhat
VR I T3 & BT ALAHE S B AR fLARE
RAE AR SARER T ILAR e, AT EIK
SRR E SRR AL, I X2 LT R R A
15 EEPEAT ( Zebrowitz et al. ,2007) , 24 BinEfL SR
W TALARAHAHRI , F3EH 274 —Fh B IR
w22 , %5 B A LR SR AR 1 F0 s PR A, BV
B EARL R ( Todorov et al. ,2015) , YFHA
R A NBERRHEAR G, H30E 2 HOB G 1ok
I8, % B bR TE fLAEAT i B 1, TR % B A AL
) A ¥ Ep 2 ( Zebrowitz et al. , 2017 ), # 41, 7E
Verosky F1 Todorov (2010) T, ik == I Br
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B HAn LS PR P E IR AR AT Rk, 7S
Wb B S A I L (HF I BB AL S #
L& B0 BT AMEFI0E , 85 3R & BUAR & 5 BUR AT
Ry SRER T FLAH {04 ) B A= T AL 2375 30 50 FRAR /Y 0 3
o
5 IMNEERE
5.1 @l—ABI R0 =58 14%
g b, CAMER THEAEANTIL— A
A RE RN, XM AMEREAZRE AT
M ECREXTS) 38 LT (FeE) Bin Tl
SRR, T EL AN Ty SR T BB R N 2 5 (B2 E
YERT) o B, ATAT LU 1k Rm mHFL— A
HHE I S R

aF
b B_ET
AERT R c BFMFRETHL
) ’¢/ ,,"/ ar
’,'C a”c‘
e N WA LR

Bl HA-—ARAEEAIEREE

FERXA AR, Bk (IR #d B R e
Kb BIPFR ARG, Kb a B (A M EK
0T R MR 2T A G R BT ] BRI
GV, XA R AL S T HARE T FLAFE,
WEE T BRI TR, b BE(H B E
BN S48 HI B0 B TR B BT I8 A B0 B R
AEBCRZ X H ARG FLIE B A BE VA, X SR
BHPNMEA S Z BN RBIER T ¢ B2
(B LT A Tk AR ) S48 A 7R
XPRSEXT SAAT MG , 61 18] 28 A7 22 f) L
BURME AR S (Bl 52 B ) MM A WA S H R
MRS ) I I RIBE P . B2, X =46 804
ARARAE A, ELARANIE , SERIPRE T A58 X AR T
FLESRIBE DAY
5.2 BrREEZ

B ENEN RN, FRLREEA R
MBI ZARILRE S K5 B BT A
AR AR AT i G B P X S R R AN
LR — R E AN ? BT EILRSG 2
SEMEARK AR R PF O (i P9 45,2010) AR 4
MAASFR A KT, J2 5 A TE R 2R 58 10 etk

JEIU 7 o i Be g AR R R R ST, R REAE B TR
R i NP S

FOR A FRIEM R HE R, A RAEERERLY
W75 55 ( Hehman et al. ,2019) , —SFEFER)
OERHECIH 3 HARSE) S0RE (O FHES)
X T AL— A F 3 K WE R R R, A, ZEA
BRag FEE AR A, 1 TR O SR ARAE A H1 38 B R AR
S REE AR A4 AR 1 L BURE A
OHLRESRE X AR AL H W (4
RTERRE, MIEE BMAZE R L — A R
FRIR2 M) AR BT 1 58 25 SR B TE B, 36 25 W S 0
WEHERMMRE . MR R MEXSMES IR B
KA 5 T3 3204 52 B PR X 9 78 5 FR A 3 K AR
(BZH%,2019) o B ILAEXT A AAE F0 0 45 S i AT
SRR, P SEAN (A 5 B 25 PR M R B X R K R 4%
R7 BREAE ST Z M 0 & A 5 T E R 1A
MER? HEX KRG T AMERZ G
X T AL— ARG TR0 G R IA TR o

5 FELR DTS A S R I3 BAE FE,
H R HZ3 T HIEEMANERE FH
e (40 B FRAH RN ) , BT 2K A8 H I LY A
MR AR R AR, TR T R4
RpAE —StE. Hik, FREMEZEE R —1
B HERR R T FL— A AR T 3 T B R 75 0 EL AT
BRI o (H QAR SRR B ARISE U A8 H
VR rh & B 0 B H SR 2 R OB 5 5 S e i) — O
W, A, CEWFE R T R B by i LR
AEXS T FL— A R 38 ) 52 L2, ETE R e XT R
AR HE RERR WS AN HARTE LA A
WA R R R I R BT
0 E A5 ESLARAEXS AR M 25 R AT B WA
it MR, B TRBER T L EAE B E Zett, H A
MR K Z R TR — AR 4 p R —
B EAERX EA— AR, K, Kk
R LARIBEE RIBEXT S A ] AR i =& W 3h 58
H o FEB T8 AT RN 2 A
AL—ABHR

% 3w
AR FAER. (2021). 264 3P0 B S5 4T 0 9 52 BR



456 i BEE R

2022 4E

S LR AL LB R £ P ,29(6) ,1067 — 1085.

BKIE. (2020). BRI 7 {5 %t B AR AL A (5 LB
M N BRI R BT (B L2 A 30) . I T IR 2,
K.

B, IRHAE TRYT LB BRI, BRAL. (2013). T8
LT R N R W& B O B R R 21
(12) ,2144 —2153.

ZHT, MM, RE, RN, EEE, B L. (2021). @
LA BE R AE RN O B R £ 5 ,29(6) ,1022 —
1029.

XR|ITH AR, (2019). USIRATH7E? —BETH
FLE AR B TR L R 1. 0 BB 52 ,42(1) ,150 - 156.

BEREE B, B R H, 5. (2018) . JE 745 B X LK
S 3 HIE A JC RN OB RFT ,38(4) ,345 - 349.

L. (2019) . HECHEF (555 B - A et L aUiTE K2
At

WiEds, T, R, o P &, AEE, ZE. (2015). 58
TR T B T L 220 AR SO0 - A ) B R T A L 0 B 2 R
#r,35(4) ,337 -343.

sk, XUR IBT5 57, o, AR (2021) . #ERIfb 4 XA
RENZIPH B PR IR . Lo B 4,53 (4) ,387 -
399.

Berry,D. S. ,& Landry,J. C. (1997). Facial maturity and daily
social interaction. Journal of Personality and Social Psychol-
0gy,72(3) ,570 - 580.

Brahnam,S. , & Nanni, L. (2010). Predicting trait impressions
of faces using local face recognition techniques. Expert Sys-
tems with Applications ,37(7) ,5086 —5093.

Brambilla,M. ,Biella, M. , & Freeman,J. B. (2018 ). The influ-
ence of visual context on the evaluation of facial trustworthi-
ness. Journal of Experimental Social Psychology,78(4) ,34 —
42,

Carr,E. W. , Korb, S. , Niedenthal, P. M. , & Winkielman, P.
(2014). The two sides of spontaneity : Movement onset asym-
metries in facial expressions influence social judgments. Jour-
nal of Experimental Social Psychology,55,31 —36.

Cassidy,B. S. , Boucher, K. L. , Lanie, S. T. , & Krendl, A. C.
(2019). Age effects on trustworthiness activation and trust bi-
ases in face perception. The Journals of Gerontology Series B,
Psychological Sciences and Social Sciences,74(1) ,87 -92.

Collova,J. R. , Sutherland, C. , & Rhodes, G. (2019). Testing
the functional basis of first impressions ; Dimensions for chil-

dren’ s faces are not the same as for adults’ faces. Journal of

Personality and Social Psychology,117(5) ,900 —924.

Costa,M. ,Lio,G. ,Gomez, A. ,& Sirigu, A. (2017). How com-
ponents of facial width to height ratio differently contribute to
the perception of social traits. PloS One,12(2) ,e0172739.

Engell,A. D. , Todorov, A. , & Haxby,J. V. (2010). Common
neural mechanisms for the evaluation of facial trustworthiness
and emotional expressions as revealed by behavioral adapta-
tion. Perception ,39(7) ,931 —941.

Fessler,D. M. , & Holbrook,C. (2013 ). Bound to lose: Physical
incapacitation increases the conceptualized size of an antago-
nist in men. PloS One,8(8) ,e71306.

Fetscherin, M. , Tantleff — Dunn, S., & Klumb, A. (2019).
Effects of facial features and styling elements on perceptions
of competence ,warmth, and hire ability of male professionals.
The Journal of Social Psychology,160(2) ,1 -14.

Forgas,J. P. ,& Bower,G. H. (1987) . Mood effects on person —
perception judgments. Journal of Personality & Social Psy-
chology ,53(1) ,53 - 60.

Gomez, A. , Costa, M. , Lio, G., Sirigu, A., & Demily, C.
(2020). Face first impression of trustworthiness in Williams
Syndrome ; Dissociating automatic vs decision based percep-
tion. Cortex ;A Journal Devoted to the Study of the Nervous Sys-
tem and Behavior 132,99 —112.

Gutiérrez — Garcfa, Aida, & Calvo, M. G. (2016). Social anxiety
and trustworthiness judgments of dynamic facial expressions of
emotion. Journal of Behavior Therapy & Experimenial Psychia-
try,52,119 —127.

Haxby,J. V. ,Hoffman,E. E. A. ,& Gobbini, M. I. (2000). The
distributed human neural system for face perception. Trends in
Cognitive Sciences ,4(6) ,223 —233.

Hehman, E. , Stolier, R. M. , Freeman, J. B. , Flake, J. K. , &
Xie,S. Y. (2019). Toward a comprehensive model of face im-
pressions ; What we know,what we do not,and paths forward.
Social and Personality Psychology Compass,13(2) ,e12431.

Hehman,E. ,Sutherland, C. A. M. ,Flake,J. K. , & Slepian, M.
L. (2017 ). The unique contributions of perceiver and target
characteristics in person perception. Journal of Personality
and Social Psychology,113(4),513 —529.

Hoehn — Hyde,D. , Schlottmann, R. S. , & Rush, A. J. (1982).
Perception of social interactions in depressed psychiatric pa-
tients. Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology,50(2) ,
209 -212.

Kaisler,R. E. , & Leder, H. (2016). Trusting the looks of oth-



FERBHSW

H# % mEL— AR ER 457

ers ; Gaze effects of faces in social settings. Perception ,45(8) ,
875 -892.

Kleider — Offutt, H. M. , Knuycky, L. R. , Clevinger, A. M. , &
Capodanno, M. M. (2017 ). Wrongful convictions and proto-
typical black features;Can a face — type facilitate misidentifi-
cations? Legal and Criminological Psychology,22(2) ,350 —
358.

Lount,R. B. (2010) . The impact of positive mood on trust in in-
terpersonal and intergroup interactions. Journal of Personality
and Social Psychology,98(3) ,420 —433.

Martens ,M. A. , Hasinski, A. E. |, Andridge, R. R. , & Cunnin-
gham ,W. A. (2012). Continuous cognitive dynamics of the e-
valuation of trustworthiness in williams syndrome. Frontiers in
Psychology ,3 ,160.

Mattarozzi , K. , Todorov, A. , Marzocchi, M. , Vicari, A. , & Rus-
so,P. M. (2015). Effects of gender and personality on first
impression. PloS One ,10(9) ,e0135529.

Mende - Siedlecki,P. ,Baron,S. G. ,& Todorov, A. (2013). Di-
agnostic value underlies asymmetric updating of impressions
in the morality and ability domains. The Journal of Neuro-
science : The Official Journal of the Society for Neuroscience ,33
(50) ,19406 —19415.

Nuyen, B. , Kandathil, C. K., Saltychev, M., & Most, S. P.
(2019). Social perception of the nasal dorsal contour in male
thinoplasty. Facial Plastic Surgery & Aesthetic Medicine, 21
(5),419 -425.

Oosterhof,N. N. , & Todorov,A. (2008). The functional basis of
face evaluation. Proceedings of the Naiional Academy of Sci-
ences, USA,105(32) ,11087 —11092.

Quimnn,P. C. ,Lee, K. , & Pascalis, 0. (2019). Face processing
in infancy and beyond: The case of social categories. Annual
Review of Psychology,70,165 —189.

Rhodes,G. (2006) . The evolutionary psychology of facial beau-
ty. Annual Review of Psychology,57 ,199 —226.

Rodway,P. , Schepman, A. ; & Lambert, J. (2013 ). The influ-
ence of position and context on facial attractiveness. Acta Psy-
chologica ,144(3) ,522 -529.

Russell,A. M. T. , & Fiske,S. T. (2008). It s all relative ; Com-
petition and status drive interpersonal perception. European
Journal of Social Psychology,38(47),1193 —1201.

Sacco,D. F. ,& Brown,M. (2018) . Preferences for facially com-
municated big five personality traits and their relation to self

— reported big five personality. Personality and Individual

Differences ,134(6) ,195 —200.

Said,C. P. , Sebe, N. , & Todorov, A. (2009). Structural resem-
blance to emotional expressions predicts evaluation of emo-
tionally neutral faces. Emotion ,9(2) ,260 —264.

Slepian, M. L. ,& Carr,E. W. (2019). Facial expressions of au-
thenticity : Emotion variability increases judgments of trustwor-
thiness and leadership. Cognition 183,82 —98.

Sofer,C. , Dotsch, R. , Oikawa, M. , Oikawa, H. , Wigboldus, D.
H.]. ,& Todorov, A. (2017). For your local eyes only: Cul-
ture — specific face typicality influences perceptions of trust-
worthiness. Perception ,46(8) ,914 - 928.

Sofer, C. , Dotsch, R. , Wigboldus, D. H. J., & Todorov, A.
(2015). What is typical is good: The influence of face typi-
cality on perceived trustworthiness. Psychological Science,26
(1),39 -47.

Sutherland, C. A. M. , Oldmeadow, J. A. , Santos, I. M. , Towler,
J. ,Burt,D. M. , & Young, A. W. (2013). Social inferences
from faces: Ambient images generate a three — dimensional
model. Cognition,127(1) ,105 - 118.

Timming,A. R. ,& Perrett,D. (2016). Trust and mixed signals:
A study of religion , tattoos and cognitive dissonance. Personal-
ity and Individual Differences, 97,234 —238.

Todorov, A. , Olivola, C. Y. , Dotsch, R. , & Mende — Siedlecki,
P. (2015). Social attributions from faces ; Determinants , con-
sequences, accuracy , and functional significance. Annual Re-
view of Psychology ,66(1) ,519 —545.

Todorov, A. ,Pakrashi, M. , & Oosterhof, N. N. (2009 ). Evalua-
ting faces on trustworthiness after minimal time exposure. So-
cial Cognition,27(6) ,813 —833.

Tsankova,E. ,& Kappas, A. (2016). Facial skin smoothness as
an indicator of perceived trustworthiness and related traits.
Perception ,45(4) ,400 —408.

Ueda,Y. ,Nagoya, K. , Yoshikawa, S. , & Nomura, M. (2017).
Forming facial expressions influences assessment of others’
dominance but not trustworthiness. Frontiers in Psychology,8,
2097.

Verosky,S. , & Todorov, A. (2010). Generalization of affective
learning about faces to perceptually similar faces. Psychologi-
cal Science,21(6),779 —785.

Welling,L. L. , DeBruine, L. M. , Little, A. C. , & Jones, B. C.
(2009 ). Extraversion predicts individual differences in
women’ s face preferences. Personality and Individual Differ-

ences ,47(8) ,996 - 998.



458 i BEE R

2022 4E

Ying,H. ,Bums,E. ,Lin,X. ,& Xu, H. (2019). Ensemble sta-
tistics shape face adaptation and the cheerleader effect. Jour-
nal of Experimental Psychology: General ,148(3) ,421 —436.

Young,S. G. ,Slepian, M. L. ,& Sacco,D. F. (2015). Sensitivity
to perceived facial trustworthiness is increased by activating
sell — protection motives. Social Psychological and Personality
Science ,6(6) ,607 —613.

Zebrowitz, L. A. (2017 ). First impressions from faces. Current
Directions in Psychological Science ,26(3) ,237 -242.

Zebrowitz, L. A. ,Boshyan,J. , Ward, N. , Gutchess, A. , & Had-

jikhani,N. (2017). The older adult positivity effect in evalua-
tions of trustworthiness : Emotion regulation or cognitive capac-
ity? PloS One,12(1),e0169823.

Zebrowitz,L. A. , Bronstad, P. M. , & Lee, H. K. (2007). The
contribution of face familiarity to ingroup favoritism and stere-
otyping. Social Cognition,25(2) ,306 —338.

Zebrowitz, L. A. , & Montepare, J. M. (1992). Impressions of
babyfaced individuals across the life span. Developmental Psy-
chology ,28(6) ,1143 — 1152.

The Influence Factors of Personality Perception from Faces

Tian Yangyang',Wu Qi’,Li Dong', Yan Xiangbo' ,Li Yaning’ , Wei Pengfei' ,Jiang Zhongqing'

(1. College of Psychology, Liaoning Normal University , Dalian 116029 ;
2. College of Humanities and Social Sciences,Dalian Medical University, Dalian 116044 ;
3. School of Psychology,Inner Mongolia Normal University , Hohhot 010022 )

Abstract ; In the process of interpersonal communication, people will quickly evaluate the other’ s personality and form the first impres-

sion from their facial clues. For this process of personality perception from faces,the evaluation result is influenced by the target — level ,

the perceiver — level and the perceiver X target interaction. According to the three sources described above, present study comprehen-

sively and systematically reviewed the influence factors of personality perception from faces, and made some suggestions for the future

study. Therefore , people can study personality perception from faces more systematically and scientifically. Finally,the content of this pa-

per offers some theoretical references for the design and management of interpersonal impression.

Key words:social perceptions of faces ; personality perception from faces ;first impression ;influence factors





