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Abstract

The present study used event related brain potential (ERP) technology and the continuous flash
suppression (CFS) paradigm to compare the neural activities induced by facial attractiveness be-
tween conscious and subliminal conditions. We asked the participants to judge face gender in
conscious condition. In subliminal condition, the CFS paradigm was used. The Mondrian patterns
were presented in the dominant eye of the participants, while the faces were presented in the
non-dominant eye. The participants were asked to report the contrast variation of the Mondrian
patterns (In fact, we aimed to examine whether the participants can process facial attractiveness
under subliminal condition). Results showed that in conscious condition, N170, P2, N3 and LPC
induced by attractive faces were different with unattractive faces. The results of conscious condi-
tion showed that people can automatically extract facial attractiveness information. No effect of
facial attractiveness was found in the subliminal condition. However, P2 and N3 induced by intact
faces were different with scramble faces. The results of subliminal condition show that the subli-
minal condition can prevent the individuals from processing the facial attractiveness information.
The processing of facial attractiveness requires consciousness.
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m =

A5 {8 F EA- M < A7 BR (Event Related Brain Potential, ERP)FIESE N 4R34 78 = (Continuous
Flash Suppression, CFS)Xt btk T HIFLK 5| 7EAR . TR RFZ G BRI WEES . ARNEZMHT, HHR
FiWrEm AR . TRRFEGT, FHCFSER, ARARENEEREE, FREIEFNERZEIEXT
BEITH L, VEBRTR 5 M B % bL B 2R Ak (S B R % A E A R R H B I FLAAE I 1B L T BE B i T
AR5 ). ERER, HRRFMT, & KR5S AEAERTN170. P2, N3RILPCHIER. RHAAN
IR B FIREBAAR G HER . BRRFAB RIS ARBAL, EBEmAATHREAELR T P2
MINSZER . BERRE, ERRFZMFSHEBMEMTHAKRI AELE, ARSI AN TREERRNS
5.
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1. 3]

NEFAEBCAFEIN, IR TEFERMA AR E CREE.  “3Em” BI 5] J)(attractiveness),
AR AP IR EER A G . SRS JI(facial attractiveness) & APRED R I EE T TH, &8 “ B A
T LT 75 i BRI RRU B i o %) 1 46 AR B IR DR A At N 72 AR — e BB BRI B G5, 2013 250, [R4L,
2010)0 HHTR—NERIEA, R2 AAMEES “/NMER” F“Loph” , EERE . FMEER L,
PUEETH B R AL S e AL G] J Regi o (D, R s may . I Ao, 2] addZ sk
SNSRI, BROCEE, ZFEYE, 2018).

WTAER, VR0 7034 18 F Th BERE L3R 1% (functional magnetic resonance imaging, MR ARV 5L
W51 230 AT BORE B X o W SR I, AL 5] ) 2 WoE 52 F A R X, AHE A (Winston,
O’Doherty, Kilner, Perrett, & Dolan, 2007)~ #0747 [Fl(Cloutier, Heatherton, Whalen, & Kelley, 2008; Liang,
Zebrowitz, & Zhang, 2010; Tsukiura & Cabeza, 2011a, 2011b). {RB&HZ(Aharon et al., 2001; Cloutier et al.,
2008; Liang et al., 2010) HEZ 7 2 (Cloutier et al., 2008; Liang et al., 2010; O’Doherty et al., 2003; Shen et al.,
2016; Tsukiura & Cabeza, 2011a; Tsukiura & Cabeza, 2011b; Wang et al., 2015). EIR#Z(Liang et al., 2010;
Shen et al., 2016). PIIETAIM [ JZ (Cloutier et al., 2008; O’Doherty et al., 2003). F%(Liang et al., 2010;
Wang et al., 2015)FIfE M #% 75 X (Liang et al., 2010)55 . BEAAAS[F W 5 77 THIFLXT I 5 [X 00 F2 22 A —
B, A B A R I S S T FL 22 5 i X 38 2 2 B8 K (Shen et al., 2016; Tsukiura & Cabeza, 2011a;
Wang et al., 2015). BT 5] /7 AL AR 2 50

][l
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5 Se I S A R A L N 1) 23 2 1) ERP BORIR I ALK 51 77 51 A2 0 P I R sl 25284k .
W 51 AP AR S5 IBF 5T Y, Schacht, Werheid A1 Sommer (2008) & i« KW 51 /7 e fr 4505 5 J i FLAE 150
ms ZEAT R TSR B A (FE ORI 5 TR, KA A 413) )2 LPC (Late positive component,
492~792 ms). (HZH T FLR NG W3 5G] J1vFatHok. 5L ERFFIRAL, Marzi Ml Viggiano (2010)
RIS A7 AR 51 791 L & R B KA P2 (150~200 ms)<N170 (150~200 ms) Al LPC (300~500 ms).
SRIFFEFES] I SLRITE SR . MR AL, R m W T] ) EEARIR 51 g T A% K R N3 A LPC
(350~550 ms) (5K %%, 2010; Zhangetal., 2011). Lu, Wang, Wang, Wang #1 Qin (2014) & Bl 5 77 HAR
W 51 F3 T P 55 1 5 & T K[ N 170 AT LPC (400~600 ms), 1% 2Rk, s 5] 77 ARk 5 /i
L% K /NI N170, LPC WA BEZ R . Zhang £ Deng (2012)f# [ oddball {645 & W 51 IPEUAT 55,
RIS 77 AR 51 7T FLF5 & 5K P2 (150~230 ms) A N3 (230~330 ms). Bh4k, A~ HIHF 706 & i
LI 5] 71155 /% T EPN (early posterior negativity, Marzi & Viggiano, 2010)~ P1 (41, &5, 2012; Zhang &
Deng, 2012)#1 P3b (Zhang & Deng, 2012)f1 25 5« 1R 248 FH 5 5] 73 VP4 J6 28 B AE 5% BRI 70 ) 3 T FLIK
5| 15K T N170 (Marzi & Viggiano, 2010; Zhang, Wei, Zhao, Zheng, & Zhang, 2016). P2 (ikWF%%, 2010;
Chen et al., 2012; Cui, Cheng, Lin, Lin, & Mo, 2019; Marzi & Viggiano, 2010; van Hooff, Crawford, & van
Vugt, 2011; Zhang et al., 2011; Zhang et al., 2016)~ N3 (5kF%, 2010; KGF, FJLEE, 9, (TR, B,
2012; Zhang et al., 201 1)F1 LPC (5K W45, 2010; Chen et al., 2012; Cui et al., 2019; Ma, Hu, Jiang, & Meng,
2015; Ma, Qian, Hu, & Wang, 2017; Ma, Zhang, Pei, & Abdeljelil, 2017; Marzi & Viggiano, 2010; Pei &
Meng, 2018; van Hooff et al., 2011; Wiese, Altmann, & Schweinberger, 2014; Zhang et al., 201 )FIZ 7. It
Abs AR TR KRB 5] 7135 R T N1 (4, 2550, 20185 5KWF5E, 2012). N2 (LB 5%, 2017;
FKWF4E, 2012; Chen et al., 2012; Jin, Fan, Dai, & Ma, 2017; Ma et al., 2015; Ma, Zhang, Pei, & Abdeljelil,
2017; Marzi & Viggiano, 2010; Pei & Meng, 2018). EPN (Wiese et al., 2014). P1 (Zhang et al., 2016)#1 P300
(Ma, Zhang, Pei, & Abdeljelil, 2017; Oliver-Rodriguez, Guan, & Johnston, 1999) % 7 .

B FTE, dALAGE AT A, R AL ] T SR TR . JLIAT 9 SR T T LR
SRR T, DN 5] JI7E TS SR A& FABRE N .. Olson fil Marshuetz (2005)1# F A1 J& &
iz, SR 39 ms FIRTAMRIE, 25 213 ms B9 EHAREALBIE, P39 ms {5 HERORI
BRI T REAIWT H AR HFLHIR 5] 7o S5 R ACEL, Beions w51 i £L BT 2 2 25 s TR 51y AL .
Tt R T FL 2B AR, W51 A1 BE R BN . Hung, Nieh £l Hsieh (2016)f# F B 2 452 A SR i) v =X
(breaking continuous flash suppression, b-CFS), 7E#RMIMIHAIR ZIR S F(GEEEZE ), FNTE
FEOCF IR 2B — ok FLRE,  H bR LR EEEEAN W b, SRR — HAE Wt L AR AT 38 0 4%
E BRI, S 5] I FL LA R 51 3 FLAE 5 S M 1 i3 N B . Nakamura #Il Kawabata (2018)IA AN
BRI 25, T0 1% 0 58 S TN T L AR DR R A 7 A i 00 G s 2 BE AR P 85 TRt Nakamura H11 Kawabata
A RN G 0 S g #E 4T 58 3, S0 b R T AL A A0 ) AN vl LR S AR (PR B IR IR e 5 ], R3S
W ST L, LA L BEASBTE ), A T FLAN M R S A (B P 2 4, D038 HRAN RO 35 IR0 S 3L
R &, LRI B B & I, HL LR EE AN TG ) . BRI AER A S AT
N, — BER LR T AL L 2 R B R s AL B . SRR, AR T FLB AR A AT LR S A
N, 5] T FLA S SR AN HE N &R, B6IE T Hung %5(2016) M 70 . SR /E T FLASAM S 1 261 T
W51 3 REE R0 o B AL 5] AR TS RS R RO L, AR T FLIR 51 0 BRI 2 R
(1, AN E I TR T FL AT . HZ b-CFS Yuatrh, LI FS BB N, ik dpe 24 5 A 2
THIFL A — 860 AU R, AR T H AR RIEAAS AT W20 A] WA A o e 2N ) A i S I 72 g 5 LI e 2
W T, Tsikandilakis, Bali il Chapman (2018)& 3 7 AN T8 = TAf 7L FI 45 R o ABATME A G #E ik e =08
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BRI 33.33 ms, PR AWERWE R A LML WHRE B0 R ML, Bl W LR FIVE
WG 7. WREBAREL, RS B CRE AR IR RIB RG] 7. g5 R R, BETEx
FLEEIEBRRM RSO, R s g SRV o B i TR 5] AL, H2, XS TALAS B EAfHR M )
THOLR, WG PP A REES, REWS ITEN 75 Z 2R % R R DU (R, T ELX
ORI ks, AERRIR S B BN A R TAL, WA RIS A A =R B 2R, wT
AE R BE TS R HIBURE 4, B RECRUE R AN e =2 IR BT FLAFTE

R T AR @ AT R bR, R AEXTTHFLIR 51 o THET AR AN, AREE B R MR IRAIE T
KIS AL 5] 77 LRI, BAIE I LR 5 IEA . TRIRGM TR AEZ) 2 B E .
I, ABFFAER BRI %, fER R FEM CFS yuxt, 5B ERP AR AL
WG| TEA . BRI R R WSS . DI CFS Y8R b 7 I FLERE I TR s 2 AL,
Jiang 5(2009) &8, LA LI, 5 R FURAT B LA b, RURIFLIE R 7KK N1, 5,
Jiang, Wu, Saab, Xiao fll Gao (2018)KI, MU AARE R IRBIMALAA/ER, SrhtEmsLAatt, AR m LS
KT R MR AR A) o SR AN TR ] CFS Yo AR AR T ALR IS I T, H4E RIHA—B 7k,
FAH W IT A R A B0 s Bk, T A 7848 F e A AL, AL I L 5 T AL ]
JIMT AT REAAEE R . AR TR 7R AR R IR TS i T, BROIRE S N A me oL
W51 S AT IO, A RS R T ALK 51 023 5 5 1 Loy RN 3 i oy 1) 22 7

2.
2.1. #iR

FHZE 50 et E B INSEIe (23 B, 27 &0, M=22.04 %, SD=2.47 %), 5114 9 L8 BdE L,
3 LR AR B R ARKT LB AT AL S 44 9l AE SRR MY B (1) TE R 26 ANAE — T00 43 A (1A BOTa P, 3R 9
O THTFLAE 75 52 I P ) BT H BE ALK, T LA mT e 1 A4 4 A A Pl 2530 78 25 O e i G o BT o
MAREBINTY), RAGBHOR 41 N7 B, 24 @), AR AT RS I 805256, 008 1E
MITIEH, TR . B /E LIS AT BT At R =15, SRS R 5 4h TAH R AR, ASLIR& il 7
i F N (s AR ] i

2.2. SCERMARIAN{LEE

M CUHK Face Sketch Database (CUFS, Wang & Tang, 2009)F1 CAS-PEAL Face Database (Gao et al.,
2008) AN B A FE R Bk H 495 5K THI L A 5 DAL 9T (Wang, Tong, Shang, & Chen, 2019)71 1] 244 5k & f
G I, AR 443 5k I PETFLAT 296 5K LTI AL . AW TCEHE S T 33 LA SN IER L5 M &R = 4E (20
%, 135, M=2130%, SD=2.14 5L EET I E, ZERBAXN AR5 B 7 i 5] 1K FiEAT 7
MR (1 = RS JIKFRAR, 4 = WG| 1R, 7= W5 1K FBemr) . MHIEEL 120 gk FLIE B {F A ERP
SR IRE, Hodr, w1 & 60 5K, 55 PR AL BT 2P o AT B 2 U 2
M, GEREIR: B A AL(M =431, SD=0.62)RIW 5] S3E4 B3 TR S| A fL(M =2.18, SD
=0.12), F(1, 118)=693.21, p<0.001, n> =0.855, 95% CI[0.82, 0.88].

{1 Photoshop CS R4 120 TR IHALE R4 —9 120 x 180 183, 1ENEMTEFLRIE. X 120
TR IR GG (0T LEBEREAT TR, 43 TR R =M R (3 il A2 R 4 B G ELBE R 10% 20% K1 30%). 3 4b,
{81 F Matlab R2012b #fF, 1% 8 x 8 AR ZKe B 7k S 48 TR FLRIBAT Bects /N, K /INER PRI 4T 6L 28T B AL
HEBIH AR AR 120 SRFTEE . [RIREST TR AR T BB (0ot L B AT VR, 3 ) 18l = AN RS TR (43 )2 SR U 4T
BT LEFER 10%. 20%F1 30%) . 164F 20 5K 5448 22 8 AR e B, R/ NS TSLIE A AHE, Hod 10 5k
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FHE CFS IEaRSEG, 10 5K AVEIE 78 SLA0 (PR LR Y 5 gk G L B TRMIK 50%) . 7E 120 Gk IE 20256 1A
A Z ML IE 20 SRAE ARSI R, B AR IR 00 77 72 A2 BOhE %o 7 ) = ANk LURE 1R 5 > TR R 20 11047
B

F E-prime 2.0 %A% gl SEIGFEFE, HIBAE 58N 59.8 cm, 154 33.6 cm [ AOC Wi i 7 28 (B %2 70 ¥
2K 1024 x 768, FFHAIZ Y 100 Hz) b2, SLIGTE TCME & G = W T, (RUEPRARTER T LR ETIE
FERE, P SLFCE e o 0 Skl o A8 FH 1 T ST AR b Fh 0 2 A 1 0 ARl S St 2 e i A R R A TR

2.3. SCIEEt

K 2 GEALRE] S1K P B %) x 2 (EALER: 5. a2 ikit. B2 E =L 5] J1A0
TFLYER . B EINEZ I E AR 2 N170. P2, N3 1 LPC HIFEHBRIE, TN & RFEAR & N170.
P2 11 N3 [P 255 % g

24. TRREFEERES

& 46 H Dolman £ (Anderson, Siegel, White, & Barrett, 2012)Jll iE #7 i FIPL 3 HR o 15 833 15 THI AL 7E 5 5
RO, B IRHRAS S5 587 H O BE Y 1 mo Bk, FRATEE — AR 70— 42 AT P T S2 AR B
IE, B R EE AR G e LT v el o 1E SUSEE /0 A ORI SR oy, e MO R
oy, WA BRI

B RE = AN (R BT LR L CFS IR S5 2Rk, #2520 B Jiang 55(2009)H1 Jiang
Z5(2018)0 T A, TS R XoF bl AT 45 SRR 25&E & ik o) P 254, ARAIFE B AR FLAS AT WL 1(a)).
KOUHR [ B S B A SRy A, A S BRSO IR B 9.2 em. 300~700 ms &, AR FAHR K77 HEH 2L
i, LA 20 Hz PR, RIS, HEOR3A IR ) 75 A v S IR ) L B T FL I o T LI A R 5
FHIR A AR E (4.1° x 4.5°), 2IUNHE] )9 500 ms. B k2 G, HEREEHA B, £, 255
ML, BRI 1, BEIZ 2. H2, BIIANRIEWREE, 1| RET2RE2, 2 RREHHES], 3
REFEJLVFEREER, 4 RETRIEEMER] . PSR SRS A EZ IR, Zih— /MR &R X
FEVHHERR 73 A HE 6 NSRS IR UOR 20 AN EGR K, L EILRIGTRENL . 2 HRE A B0 R A S 4G 1
0 VG ) 30% PO THT FLIRI S8 (BF — A IR BN T 14, FLXEEE ANl B & R A2 52 A/ A BRI T
14), FEFtS BshBiE R 5 A 120 LLEE TR LA CFS IERSL . 2 AEE BIZ0T bG B 1t i FLR) B —
RESTIRECR T 14, BXF S AN IS R BB A BIRINT 14), P B 20063 LT
— RIS L AR T . CAURISHE, R REE BT LU N IR GG B R X LLEE I 10% T AL, FEP 2
B B A5y, BB TFL— BB P LR, iR A RE S et CFS SL46. CFS 1EaUsEia (L&
1(b)) iy B ARt FE AN R BE T LY B3R KAk — 3, AR AR GO I EF/ 2GS W2 . 54, CFS Ik
LI E I T I AR K AR H R bR E S, Mol A IR 2B &, Hop
Tk M P S L FE TG 50%,  [RIFAEPRA IR N 2 IANE 5 HE. CFS IER LI, BER k) Wik
Mo R AR, W RS, Bzl « ) 7, ka8 A i, IERSLK 2 AT,
BRI 10 MRS CFS IEAUSEEG I AFE 720 MK, HALZILRIIFEEAL. XFF 120 5K 28 L
B, BRRTALEI 4 Ko 3T 120 5RATHmFLIE Fr, BkmFLEI 1 R #ilf e 60 Mook 28—
P BE, MR B AR IR ALAE, WE TR OLE 1), BRI SEIR R
FEAN R BT L B S0 e A AR A . B 6 ARSI, JHadE 240 MRV, HFLE DB FENL, #Ei
5 60 MNMRUURAME — 7% BEKTFLEI 1 K.

BIREHOLE 1), LI RER R —8 #lid T4 oI, 36 Mk, B
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o, JEEREIVEMAA. 300~700 ms 5, EIMFLEA, EIRECA 500 ms. 2 FiEHR I WmFLTER,
NN AL BT 1, Lthghfx 2. XE A 360 MRk, 3120 5kimfL, SikmmFL S 3 K. 1
FUR B BT BEAL, B8 60 MR AR B — K.

500 ms

300-700 ms 50 ms

(b)

300-700 ms
Wil 22
i ESPAN A
a}l}
iR
(c)
Ik
e
Jj‘ljm
iR

L.
>

300-700 ms 500 ms

TE 1) (@F R BRI B LA IR AR L (0) R R RS CFS IRk
RHRAREL (oA BIRFEMFRRRE.

Figure 1. Schematic illustration
1. RIEE

2.5. EEG ¥iEid kot

{8 4% ¥ Brain Products A @] [#] 64 3 ERP i35 70 RGUK A, RAEAZE N 500 Hz, PARNFL
RAENSH oS, FEM STE FPz F Fz Hln], E — A HAId KR . BT AR AR Sk Bz Hi B ORHFAE 5
KQ VLR, fE5EGESHCT EEG 2 Ja kT 2 2 (offline) A FEEHE . 1] Analyzer 2.0 #0145 B4k i#E4T Fikk
H, JEBTIEA 0.01~30 Hz. 7307l 50 A . Jo B IRSR A N L LS BT 5 K ) ERP,  %f—200~1000 ms Ff]
B AT 73 BORI B N34 o 23 M i R A T L BS 1000 ms, FH G L HBURG K 200 ms /F 9 FE 24T RS IE .
Fihh, HEBRFEARZIR . WU SO ZE I 5E, L8O uV N HERR AR #E

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2020.108132 1121 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2020.108132

WRIx, B

FR A T AN FEFI AT TS B, B 2o BT (1) o3 RIS ] & 12 N170 (130~180 ms) (Marzi &
Viggiano, 2010)~ P2 (190~240 ms) (Huffmeijer, Eilanger, Mileva-Seitz, & Rippe, 2018). N3 (280~380 ms)
(Zhang et al., 2011; Zhang & Deng, 2012)1 LPC (450~560 ms) (Ma, Zhang, Pei, & Abdeljelil, 2017). 43 7%}
T FL5 A PR R R 70 )P R0 Mg 2 (T f LI 51 0 s fIR) = 2 (gLt 55, %) x 3 (X8 /.
L ) xS (IX: BiX . P X. pRX, fRmbX, TX)EEMETZ58, F Greenhouse-Geisser
AT & BRIAR B 45 R AT I E

3. 58
3.1. FRFEREFLAT AR R IRTGIE

PR E S50 P A A BT AL, A 0000 R 7 B R AT 25 IR IR 2, DAGI R Re A 20T
FLIRER . w=np=120, o= Jopq =775, “TSATIERZEM LRN: (u+ 1.6456)/240 =0.5531, R
H: (n - 1.6456)/240 = 0.4469, KA LIEEIN(0.4469, 0.5531), ERAZRAMTEE N ERZFEHKT. L
RIEFIZFE AT 0.5531 80E /N T 0.4469 MIwiR, RIAILAEE BIMHAL, R ILBIEHR. LRk 4 450,
1 #tctk,

TEC R IR A CFS IE U503 rh, ik e By “ B ITHAL” Bk i) ERP B8 515, R
Ry “FE B BRI, CFS IERSEgH Skl 29520 4>, H5ikR 200 Ao,  JERakix
R 0.68%.

3.2. ERP &R

3.2.1. BEIREH

N170 (130~180 ms): HIALIE S| J1+ HALIERIA XA AR 3, F(2, 80)=3.52, p=0.034, n, =
0.081, 95% CI [0, 0.17]. fajER ]S RN AT IR A, 7022 X8, e 5] /7 55 1 T fL(M = —4.66 uV, SD=
3.20 wV) ELARIR 51 77 55 MR FL(M = —4.29 uV, SD = 3.64 pV)ifs &K ¥ KK N170, F(1, 40) = 26.27, p < 0.001,
95% CI1[0.20, 0.54]. TEHR[EIXK, WG| 7 B PERFLM =-6.08 pV, SD=3.63 pV)HAKIK 51 71 5 YT AL
(M=-5.78 uV, SD=3.74 uV)i K ¥ kI N170, F(1, 40)=26.38, p<0.001, 95% CI [0.20, 0.54], i
W51 77 M FL(M = —6.49 pV, SD = 3.23 uV) LUK 5] J1 LM = —6.24 uV, SD =3.72 uV)iFE K HE
K N170, F(1, 40)=12.05, p=0.001, 95% CI[0.06, 0.39]. fEAMX IR, WG| JLtmFL =—4.89
uV, SD = 2.86 uV) LRI 51 1 Lot T FL(M = —4.54 pV, SD = 3.19 pV)iF & KK N170, F(1, 40) = 12.12,
p =0.001, 95% CI [0.06, 0.39]. MOFLIG] 7B RN LA AL 5] 15 A B &L BAEH BARE,
Fs<1.12, ps>0.35,

P2 (190~240 ms): (LI 5] 77 TIALIERIA X A2 HAR ] 2, F(1.54, 61.48)=3.77, p=0.039, n;
=0.086, 95% CI [0, 0.20]. faj & AANAGIG RI, ER—MIX, =5l 8L R 5] ) 5
LK B RHI P2, Fs>5.64, ps<0.023. fEHHRIX, &G 1@k fL(M =-0.57 uV, SD=4.76 uV)
FLARIR 5] ) et FL(M = —0.62 uV, SD =433 pV)iFE K E KK P2, F(1, 40)=50.75, p<0.001, 95% CI
[0.37, 0.67], SATIAEHAMPYANIGIX, M 5] 77 Zeverin L b SR 51 ) 2 PR T L5 K 35 K1 P2, Fs > 19.81,
ps<0.001. 54k, AL G| 278 F 80N LA LR 5] 71 5 HAVE S 1A HAEF B AR, Fs<2.96, ps>
0.08.

N3 (280~380 ms): L5 ANIX 2 B AF A &2, F(1.79, 71.54)=3.78, p=0.032, n) =0.086,
95% CI [0, 0.19]. WAk, LW E]J7. AL A X A2 BEAEH 2%, F(1.55, 61.85)=3.63, p=0.043,
n, =0.083, 95% CI[0, 0.20]. fAjFfLAANAGI AT, ERF—MAIX, (RIS Ty ML AL =ik 51 7o 2
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L& B REI N3, Fs>77.61, ps<0.001. 7ETRIX, fKM5]1 /) B HAL(M =131 uV, SD=3.38 pV)tt
5] 7 BYETFL(M = 1.17 pV, SD = 3.61 pV)iFs K5 K H) N3, F(1, 40) =42.61, p <0.001, 95% CI [0.32,
0.63], ZRMMAEHANDYANINIX, =g 71 5 PR LRI 51 71 B YRI5 K 3 K N3, Fs > 14.15, ps <0.002. 7
Ab, THFLIR G100 2 3808 A ST AL 51 75 oAt AR S22 BAE I AR 3%, Fs<3.16, ps>0.08.

LPC (450~560 ms): MHIALIK 5| AN HEALIERI L BAF &%, F(1, 40)=4.11, p=0.049, n, =0.093,
95% CI [0, 0.25]. a7 5 MR B0 A L, 2 PRI AL 51 0 BT BN 2 3, F(1, 40) = 4.23, p = 0.046, 95%CI
[0, 0.25], 5] L FL(M =—0.65 uV, SD = 4.77 uV)ELARIR 51 77 Lotk LM = —1.80 pV, SD =3.52
UV R B K LPCo 534k, THFLIR 51 F71 32 208 LA T FLIR 51 1 5 A B S 58 AR A2, Fs<
2.26, ps>0.12.

3.2.2. TEREH

N170 (130~180 ms): [HIFLWL 5| 730 E RN LA K STHFLR 5 )16 R BARFFHEA RS, Fs<1.69,
ps>0.19,

P2 (190~240 ms): [HIFLIR 5] J710 32 RN LA K S THFLIR 51 /1A R AR AR, Fs<0.75, ps>
0.45,

N3 (280~380 ms): [HIFLIY 5] /7 89 F 2808 LA & S AL 51 A R BEAEH AR, Fs<1.15, ps>
0.33.

323. #ARGER: NEBRFHTETILIITHEFLA S

BARTE RN R DL LR 51 R, BRI g A A e I FLIEAT — e FE I T, FRATTX 52 %
TFLFAFT B FLEEAT 7 20 AT o ARHE G B R 2 A Mo L i T, W THT AL 175 &< 1Y) P2 (210~260 ms)F1 N3 (310~380
ms) 1T IR 2 (HFLEE M. Se%. FTHD x 3 (X3k: 22, W A) < S (X #X . FF X, X,
FROLTRX T X)) EE R T 2 T

£ P2 (210~260 ms)pk s b=, THALEM RN X L AR B2, F(1.48, 59.35)=5.49, p=0.012, n =
0.121,95% CI [0.02, 0.24] . fi B35 N A I8 & B, TCVe 7E WIS [X, 1] L 45 440 10 a7 B R0 82 #0023, F's > 25.63,
ps <0.001. (EFXAEAFX, FTHEFLE e B mILiA R F KK P2, Fs>25.63, ps<0.001, SRif¢EH 5
X, AR TR AT, 588 LT B AL 75 &K R P2, Fs > 49.11, ps < 0.001. [FLEASH I 32 2500
DL THIALEE 5 AR B R HARH B AR, Fs<2.96, ps>0.05.

£ N3 (310~380 ms)fi 7y b, T FLESFI I X S AR R 2, F(1.64, 65.75)=3.90, p=0.032, n, =
0.089, 95% CI[0, 0.20]. f&7SRRLRIAGTIS R I, TovAEMEANN X, 56 B i FLA8 b 378 AL 75 & 35K N3,
Fs>24.96, ps<0.001. [FLE5H 208 LU L5 5 H AR AR B 28 BAEH B AR, Fs<1.51, ps>
0.19.
4. g

I R FEME S WG] DK AL, AR BRI AL, 7RG =R A& (CFS Ta
)M G0 B LU AR A, R AL S| e - ERIREAME NN TR EiEsh. 4Rk, B8
WA T 1) TR R X, = 5] 7o 53 M T L BRI 51 0 B M T AL R K N170. fEA AN
R X, = 5| ) Lt L EGARIR 5 77 PRI R E R N170. 2) R X (X BHX. F
JIX FRTEX AT, 5] 77 5 VT FL A LA 51 70 S5 PET AL A BRI P2 fEHR RIX, 5] )
VT L LA IR 51 ) L PETH AL R BE R 1 P2, SRMIFEILADAG X, KR 51 )y PETH AL L SR 51 ) 2ot FL
R KM P2o 3VERF—NX, (KM F] /) L PETFLER L s 51 ) e PETHFL 5 &K BE KB N3 FETHIX, KIK
51 7 3 P T AL B R 51 0 53 M L & B KA N3, SRR ILAd G X, W 5] g 5 v L B AR R By 4
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LA R N3o 4) e 5] 0ot AL LEARIE 51 ) 2o i fLFE A R LPCo RN N, WK
BT LR 51 77 BN o B — AP T AR AR A S B T FLANST s FLEAT 20 A, SRR AR A X,
FTHCH FL b e R M AL AR P2, SRTIAEH R IX L A SR TRIX AN, 58 BE 1T AL B AT B £L 75 & 5 K
P2, Ji4b, TCIRAEME—MNIX, 8% FLAR BT Al AL 5 A R N3

4.1. MAERFHERTHL

AHEFERIN, AE A AT ] X, m s ] g 53 L B AR 51 0 B PR LTS R SR ) N170. EA
R HR ] X8, Ry G| 2 P T AL BR3P T AL 5 R BRI N170. 1% 45 R 5 Marzi Al Viggiano (2010)
RO 5] T LA 51 T L R RE) N170 FI4E AL, B, AHEFOR L e R —A
HAZE, 1 Marzi Al Viggiano & LA BH %, HEEHILENE RN —NEEWREZ KoM, A6
TRVESLIREE R . AR, N170 SHALEMAgEAER(T /hk, B2, B8, 4%, 2018; Huffmeijer
et al., 2018; Marzi & Viggiano, 2010), 32 1% 2% (Marzi & Viggiano, 2010), B4 E S04k 10 T A B (D44,
IR, AR, L, 2014). DUME fMRI 8 SR St 1 3K Aharon Z5(2001) &3, & 5171
VR AL ECARIR 51 70 PR LA A M RE AR R 2 SRR AZ Ao (0 20K AZ% T 1 285 A A% S e 30 A XA A )

b
@ 31 1 5 T, = ( )fVP 3 {331 H AL —
1o S| A2 T, — -10 {031 Iy LT AL ——
N B3| ) B 7L — 70 A —
RISy L AL — N RS | AT, ——

Nf ST, —

—-200 0 200 400 600 800 ms 200 0 200 400 600 800 ms

N170 . N3
P2 A
(© ]
‘ N

150 ms 200 ms 300ms 500 ms

-10890V  0pv 1089 pV 564UV 0uv  se4pv 808UV OuV  808uV -5230V 0pv 523uV

N170 N3

148 ms 220ms 330ms

_— — -_—
908uV  Opv 9.08pV 814pV  0pV  S14uv 7350V 0V 733uV

1 2) (a) FonAT BARDURN SRS ] 73 B3k FL . ARV ] JoAebkimngL. il 0 Sk moL. @5l ) etk fL)E CP3 stk s i ids
KB BT BIR L (b) R ERRTM SRS ) Bk L. ARSI 0tk sl wes| s Bkl mmesl i
PEIIFL. FTHIAL) A CP3 AR kT 5 K BN ALY BT BT s (o) BIDUAS B3R AT RR CP3 Ul T 5 KK N170. P2,
N3 Fl LPC i3 B (d) FI=ANE AR EIR CP3 Il AT R K N170. P2 il N3 543 O 1 .

Figure 2. ERP effect
2. ERP ¥R
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(a) F3 b) CPz
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-10 . -101
N3

/ _ N3

Oppriroe~ P2 0 /
P2
5 5
SERETHAL ——
10 101
ISl —
200 0 200 400 600 800 ms 200 0 200 400 600 800 ms

230 ms 350 ms

—— —
8481V oWV 848uV 6991V oV 69uV

7 3) (a) FoRARIRGEREMI LT BUIALAE F3 s B i B R A s s 20 P ;- (b) R BRI se B i LA T
BRI FLTE CPz UK AT R B HUL 53 RSP II BRI (¢) RARTERR F3 R AR BT A 19 P2 A N3 4y (T 1]

Figure 3. The face structure effect

B 3. mfLEHRN

Wt X IO AR BE SR . w51 g 55 PR L LR AR 51 g 55 P LA /2 (00 R I 6 IX )8 o B B K
AHFERI, X, mG] ) B LA AR 51 77 B YRR AL K R P2, 4R 5 —Lk
fiff Fi(Marzi & Viggiano, 2010; Zhang & Deng, 2012) A& I 1) &% 51 73T FL17% & 3 K/ P2 ALk, {HAE, Marzi
' Viggiano (2010)LA K Zhang 1 Deng (2012)MIHIFLA BAH &, #EH LR . P2 55 gmiD
(Huffmeijer et al., 2018). ¥E&E (Huffmeijer et al., 2018; Mufioz & Martin-Loeches, 2015; van Hooff et al., 2011)+
TAECIZ(Huffmeijer et al., 2018) &% (Marzi & Viggiano, 2010)F 7, BT % HFLK G| J1H IR B 3 %0
it R0 T LA K AR AE S5 0 (R 20 B (5K 0T 4%, 2010; Chen et al., 2012; Schacht et al., 2008; Zhang & Deng,
2012). AHFF P2 B 5 —S8ifF 57 (Chen et al., 2012; Cui et al., 2019; Mufioz & Martin-Loeches, 2015; van
Hooff et al., 201 )AN—F. 1, Chen SFQ012)AMEAERFAES, A 5| F71i FLAEBUX FIEH X 75
KIEZ/NP) P2 {HJE Chen S8 BA /AT HIFLYE R, AT REVRIE LIRSS R . Mufoz Al Martin-Loeches (2015)1# F
WS FIPEOAESS s A IUARNR 51 77 18 Fr b i AN e S50 5| 70 R W5 A BE R P2, AT TR T FURA R0 45 T £L AN
SREF, IR R TEALS] ), P2 BZE AN —E R AL G I TS B . MAH AL T T
AL S TR0, P2 )22 AR ER T AL 51 J0n THIE o van Hooff 25(2011)f I A KS 8 IR 4155,
R e~ AR 51 T EE A S 5] T L% A BE KK P2, van Hooff 54588 H A v e 51 3 AR 51 0 THIFL )
MR PRIy b R S T LA, R B LR S R . T, & AR S| DT SL S B R L
WS UG, BRI R R, R EER AT P2 KA SR RAR . Cui (2019 K,
FE RFIFIAE S, ARSI It 5] i fLF A R P2 AT IE O REVEAESS, AR T
FYERAIWE S, AR5 122 3 T RE S B SRR o b A, A RIE FE A FE A 0 0 WA 55 4005 B P2 11 22
S (Schacht et al., 2008; Wiese et al., 2014). A A&/ Schacht £5(2008) (T FL & LF 5 51 713E M 5%,
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Wiese S5-(2014)# i 1 THALIIMERE, BB SO MBI B A 8, SRR BFEER. K
WL R I, EF X, @S T ALE AR 51 ) e T FLE R K P2, X —45 5 — e ik
YL P2 Z5 5L MR F 55, 20105 Zhang et al., 2011). RMTLEHADPYANN X, AKHR 5] F7 L PRI FL LG =
W51 3 MR RIFLIE A ORI P2 fMRI WK I, W 5| 7y iU EGARIR 51 ) 2 VT L AE RUIAR B A%
(S AR BETE R, T R W 51 g 53 P T L AR R 5] 77 55 12k T FLAE XU AR B A% R 05 A2 BE B /N (A haron et al.,
2001) % MRI B 7 SCRFE 1 AHI 5 B0 55 P R0 £ 1k Th FLI 51 T3/ A — B 45

A RIRKAIERIN, B, KT ) VT FLES b W 51 ) 2o M T AL R B K N3« N3 )
A S5 (K B, 2010; Zhang et al., 201 1)AHR, W VF2 X LU FUER AT (8 IV H AT 55, AT
FINERFE N3 BHEPAR. Hoh, XEHFTEREH 7 LM AL, TAHE IR w e A, T
LB R EAR S — T RS N3 A ARIE . 2 Wiese 55(2014)H1 Schacht 5(2008)14 F 14 51l #
WrAE 25 50 T N3 B2 57, A9 1T B2 eI AR HI ) 2 7 801, AF R, N3 SIS0 2m Tk
W45, 2010; Zhang et al., 201 1)1 246 (Zhang et al., 2011; Zhang & Deng, 2012)8 3. AHF 7K N3
25, RYIAHFOIE I SEERAM BHA R, Bk aexd A R 51 27 W fLEE T 70 28 e 5ok, AK%gl 7)
LR LS R ORI N3, AT RE2 MKW 5] T ALART& AMBAE:, 1R ORrha, PRk N3 B3R
Ko ABFFIE I, ETIX, (RG] 7 5 L b R 5 77 55 14 T AL 75 B8 K N3, SR 7E HoAth PU A
i IX s G| 1 B AR 5] F B R K N3 i85 RS R AW A (TR 045, 20105 Zhang et al., 2011;
Zhang & Deng, 2012) B 51 77T FLAEER DR e X5 2 BRI N3 45 AN — 3. Al REZ ik IF4s
(2010) LA K Zhang %201 1) FISEEA R AL & Lo THIFL, Zhang F1 Deng (2012) (I SE50 A KE BEARBEA 531 X
AL AL, AHRAATIF AR ALE A E N — A EEW R Z kT, SRR R R 5,
Aharon Z5(2001) &I, &M 51 7 EEARIER 51 g 2 e T L AE SUINLAR B A (RS0 R FEE B K, T v Wi 51 7 BRI
51 73 55 1 T ALAE UM AR B AZ BRI R B B /N o AW 98 S 1 ASHIE 8 R IR 55 1 0 2 R T AL 5] 0 a3 A
— MR,

EORSAT RG] A e AL EARI 5] e et LS K BRI LPC, X — 45 SR 51 A B FE Tk F

&5, 2010; Maetal., 2015; Ma, Zhang, Pei, & Abdeljelil, 2017; Pei & Meng, 2018; Zhang et al., 2011) & BLH]
I 51 7T FL % & B K LPC HI45 R —380. Pei Al Meng (2018) Y AR S| A HEIALER 51ER, HIFER
SR LPCo LPC W] B W T A FIARI DI B (Zhang et al., 2011). SATIAHE 78 145 R 5 — L5 71 (Chen
et al., 2012; Cui et al., 2019; Mufioz & Martin-Loeches, 2015; Schacht et al., 2008)~—%{. 541, Schacht %5
(2008) &I, i~ M G| J T AL b HR A 51 LIS KR LPC. AT B FLER S R 5 5] J37F 5
G, PR, AIRER LRGN TIER T LPC &R, AReUtH LPC AL 5] J7nT.. Chen
S5(2012) IR 51 /5T L EE =W 51 7T L5 K 55K LPC, LPC (% 5 B 5 AH B, W] e & AHIE 70 (1t
ST 55) 5 A T 78 (R SRAT 55 AN R I SEER AT 55 2 BRI . 5378, Muiloz #1 Martin-Loeches (2015)
R, s ARG I R Ee S 51 B R R R LPCo Al AT ) S Be i R BE A 1L B SO S 1]
Fs BT L 5] JEAT M7, AT RE S B LPC AR — 8. Cui Z5(2019) KB 51 1T FLIFE K
R LPC, MAITiE gl 0 REVMAESS, A TP AT 55, AT 55 1 2 et V2 82 R
A EIAE . MR B TR I, 5 25 S i X R0 R FE B T AL 51 07K P 3G A As g, BdE
AT #1077 [B](Cloutier et al., 2008; Tsukiura & Cabeza, 2011a). W FTEI & JZ (Cloutier et al., 2008). {RF##%
(Cloutier et al., 2008)+ HE%fZ JZ(O’Doherty et al., 2003; Shen et al., 2016; Tsukiura & Cabeza, 2011a; Tsukiura
& Cabeza, 2011b; Wang et al., 2015). 5% (Wang et al., 2015)F1 EAR#Z (Shen et al., 2016), NAMFTIRML T
XHF R ) LI ALEE SRR AR S 4, WU RS, K RE LPC. 74h, LPC KZER
RARILAE ot il b, mT e W 5| ) Lo T FLAR R A A R4 0 2 R DL A R D 8 0 5 AR B v e
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(Zhang et al., 2011), PEGER 51 ) T AL 5 & 3K ) LPC.
4.2. MERIRFHLEROTIL

BT, £ N170. P2 A N3 B B3R B AL 5| 10808 . 3 B 2 il s iR A B T LA E
FERS, TN LU 51 /1. Tsikandilakis 55(2018)f FJ #ERE AL, il AE X T FLRE IE BRI 15
DT NG =TS DA TR A2 =i 5/ 0 G B T PR (E S T I = T s 7 73 L R = T S | A 2
TR RE SR, R\ IRV T 2 ER . ARWFFEH CFS JEUE B 1 LW 51 77 80m T 75 2 =8
25, HMERSFH AR F BN Tsikandilakis 5 N W Z5 054 7 SCRF. (B2, ABFAE —LEH 5T (Hung et al.,
2016; Nakamura & Kawabata, 2018; Olson & Marshuetz, 2005) K INAI4E FAE, BTN ANITEERA
B ALAFAE GO NI RE I L L% 5] 7. R AT REZ, Hung %5(2016)LL K Nakamura Fl Kawabata
(2018)fF FH b-CFS oz, A TALIxS b B MR S AWE 0, ki — BB B0 AL AT o] — 58 3 mh 4
SONE, S 8 H AR LT =R n L2 SR BRI R, AN 2 i e s RN L. M AHT 5 fE FH CFS
YOI, A ORFEAE, AR A O — AT W, AR e BN L AR, AR5
HZE R e SEEE R IAE . Olson Ml Marshuetz (2015)fIE5 S IR FEA—EL, 7T RE R AAT A FH /i 5 HE
wa s AR CFS Wi, JuZER T Re L RAE . 540, Olson Ml Marshuetz 4 [ FLYII¥EL
213 ms, BINAS KA ITCECRIEREAE T IR ER K, TREIRE LI 45 R .
RIS AAAE R AN WL LA IS G0 T BE A0S I FLgEAT — e R EE I T, AW et — 2P0t e T FL AT
[ ALBEAT 1 08 . G5RKIN, EBIX MG X, F1 0 L H e B L7 R 3R P2 ARMIAE P X h
WX ATX, EREmMFLLLFT R FLFE R B K P2, BARTEARFIMX P2 FIEaH I A—E, HEERHA
HETC AR T Re B L fLRIE. 52, MMIUERABIHALHE LRI REX 55 RS 75 2
L, ERAREX LT F1. P2 BT % FLA5 R FURFAE B B A 3 m Tk IF45, 20105 Marzi &
Viggiano, 2010; Mufioz & Martin-Loeches, 2015). 554b, ARWFFLIEKI, ToREM—MX, 8% fLAR
SR R SR/ N3 N3 500307 R LA KGR IFSE, 20105 Zhang etal., 2011), N3 {92257 1 14
TR BEXT T FLRNEOEAT 73 280 T

4.3. ARIRMITRRFHEROXIEE

AR, EFLRS DER . RN PN T% & R i sifi e 2 5. LS HfEA &R
FAFFPR T N170. P20 N3 M LPC 2% 5, MAAELEIRFL T, £ N170. P2 FI N3 pisr ERA K
DU ALW 5| JT R RN o BB A TE R R BT FLAZE R A R B 3 LInAL 51 77, i fEA Re R 20
FAFERITE LR, R AL S| 347 T RHEILERS TR EZRK S5,

5. &t

1) ARERFAERN WAL T, AL G /115K T N170. P2, N3 F1 LPC % 57, KA1
BRI FLR T 015 R
2) TERFMSIHBEAME I ARG EE, LR N THEZRNS S,

=
AR FAR BL T A A SRR 40 H (L19BSH005) %5 .

&E ik
MRer, Rk x(2012). #H5R St B o X i FL A Tom el : Sk EH ERP WIIESE. AR5 A ZZ IR 2FFZIR), 38(4),
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