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Abstract

In order to investigate whether genuine intimacy has an effect on the stability of the self-face ad-
vantage by modulating self-boundary at the perceptual level, a total of 59 participants currently
involved in romantic relationships were investigated by the explicit and implicit face-recognition
tasks, and were sorted into two levels (high vs. low) by the Genuine Intimacy Scale. The results
showed that regardless of the attention level (explicit vs. implicit task), participants in the low
genuine intimacy group responded faster to their own face than the faces of lovers, while the ad-
vantage effect was eliminated in the high genuine intimacy group. In other words, the perceptual
boundary stretched under the condition of high genuine intimacy, and accordingly, the self face is
less differentiated from face of lovers for participants with high genuine intimacy than for ones
with low genuine intimacy. In conclusion, the self-face advantage is influenced by genuine intima-
cy, which suggests that genuine intimacy also plays a significant role in modulating boundaries of
self-face perception.
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AT B EPRRE RN B RE MBS, AT RNRENE & ERBESIZ ELTERERARTH
Bk, B ERRREEEREI AR LR ERANRERREEA, ERAELERAMES PHSE
EFE5WREZSNIHEATHERN . SRERERN: TRESIBEZSERNRESF, LhRRFER AR
R MBFERZNREEM, BERBAANY AFETREFRRERNZGT; ERERREENE
®T, BREREER. GRRY, MEEDAZRKSEIREE RN B RE LIRS,
B S fr sk 3 BN A3 TH ) B B R R A RTER .
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1. 518

BRI AL IR AE A B ER R BRI, — BB, #2550 I . Bk,
AMEAEE BRI AL, FEAT NTRFR 7T, ZRIN 1R B 3 AL T B 2 R T 1R At N T L P TR
J& (Brédart et al., 2006; Keenan et al., 1999; Tong & Nakayama, 1999); 7ERXIEHFR7 1, B FTEFLERFR 5 &
N170 (Keyes et al., 2010)F1 P300 %4 (Ninomiya et al., 1998), % T [ PRI AL FAF 22 45 vh T KA )=
Fk(Devue & Brédart, 2011; Keennan et al., 2001; Kircher et al., 2001; Sugiura et al., 2000; Taylor et al., 2009;
Uddin et al., 2005) .

B R R, E P LA RN AR AR VG A S 22 5%, RIAHEL T8 07 NS, RO7 AR
95, BAER BRI (Keenan et al., 2000; Liew, Ma, Han, & Aziz-Zadeh, 2011; Sui & Han, 2007;
Zhuetal., 2004). BFFE NN, “BRAFEMN” BRI SCARE R 12 g2 m B F AR B As e i) — A4~ &
BRE. BARME, w7 ARG g RS mn, FEEASANNEMEE, BERAEREMA, AR
U BE ) B RSO0 AR ABAA BARS 5 Jky i, o8 53R F B SRMHEEARE, BRE
FEABN, A AT B AN B AR [ AL BE AR, B R AL A PR s 5 (e, ki ML, 20125
Markus & Kitayama, 2003, 2010).

BRI, SCART R AR 3 A B A FIEEAA 1 (Hong et al., 2000; Hong & Mallorie, 2004), 3 M) &0
B NRAAE NG SR T S A A, I 2B 5 At N 2 18] 52 BRoE 2 BEIX AN SCA WA & RS . 1 Aron
SN (2004) BBy R AR (self-expansion model) Ay AT T 2idid i 37 55 %5 00 R RHAR N I B2 W& A
RGN B H FH (Andersen et al., 2002; Aron et al., 1992; Christina et al., 2009; Gardner, Gabriel, & Hoch-
schild, 2002; Kumashiro & Sedikides, 2005; Oatley et al., 2006), HJ<RHEES, SEEM AN B R FEE
K (Aron et al., 1991; Aron & Fraley, 1999). SEBRaE% XS B a4 F X MR 35/ HAEICIZ 0 B 2 BTG
R WA TRAEJAN, 75Z4E, 2008; Sehmitz et al., 2004; Symons & Johnson, 1997). 4 J& W Al 75 2
(2008) (M FE R B, Toil X M A0 2 HAK A H IR 5, AAS RS R AL T 5 S bror % FE 5%
RN, T EAR SE R ok B B 2 N ANAEAE o T E BRI FLIRE AR X 4 B 3RS AN ) A O A
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(Northoff et al., 2006), 7EAT I SN #h 2 FRAETT AR T2 B RSB A, SKPropE
X BRI H X AP BN A 2 R TR B R &R G, demsgm 3 i LIRS Re 2 ik,
) A B SRS

WNERA—FE RELHIR TR, 2 RIS BRA AR B AS [F) 1 75 25 2% B F A BOE Bl sh (A, 5
Z 4, 2008; Pohlmann et al., 2006). Ak, ABFFMLARZ R FZANTIA S, KA BRI FL SR R4
BATS 5 AT, It S bRoR % B [ I AL F s, BRI R 3R Z T A IR A s
PESIEZE M. SR 1) MRS R SERrR % % B2 g2 e B F T LR AN AR e M KSR PRog %
FESAT TR, MAAELE B IRTNALIR A ey SeProp % B4 T, BaRMALIR B R 2) WA IE bR
% X B BRI FLR AR A e AR AR AE, ANZAESZIERAF(NEE. ShE) 52 .

2. Bk
2.1. #iRk
ML P RT R Jedt 2 B3R5 T 59 AT R RN (5 28, ¢ 31), 4Fi# 18~28 %/(22.47 +

2.62), b 25 W H NG IRR AR PARAIE R ARFEN ]y 1~100 1~ H (18.34 + 24.57). Fr ikl
NART, MASHFIEEMA LR, RS AR SRS .

2.2. SEHgIt

AWK 2 (HFLRA: BREFL, WAMIL) x 2 (CEBREHEE: &, 1K) x 2 (HFLERATES KA.
AN, NBR)RA BT HAP LA AR N AR &, SRR N R AR &, gl B ek E 7 N
FLA IE B 2R AN S B B S IR AR

2.3. SR

T LA 1) 0 5 S e« SR FH BORS AR AT A 1 A LR N B T AL AT FA R, i T AL AR R 1S o
Rk LR B A SR BB 5 5k, 3R 10 5k, B AN 10 FEF] 70 ¥, R photoshop X THIFL
KR AT AR IR, 18K K/ 250 x 333, FFExt AT I e B AT 7 F 4.

SEPRORE I E T A ABFFCKH] Lau (2005)Zw 1) (rREAANBRRRER) THISLPRORE T
ERMEN, ZER UM IS BEZ S AN IR, s 4 ATHE, #iIAEZTER 1SS
B, U SR E SR AN IR SEbRoR % M . MERF AR ZE R AA RIFNERE. £
4 H ) Cronbach’s o Z%14.76.

24. KBEF

2.4.1. EFLEIASSIEMER

1) AMRATS: (RO BERIER R, M2 AN A arEN S “+” 1000 ms, Ffi 2 £ILTH
FURIE 200 ms, [AJR% 800~1200 ms & SIAE ki FLRISE fr, WisiEAL(E KL, AT L) kE
MU I B AR 8 T B B v 1) 2 28 N i o0t B R FLAE i ) s O8E, B 20 B i ROk 2% AT fL
PERAA FIWT . ZEREARH A2F /OB, MIEFLEAAR, & “Z7 8, UHfLEAART, & “X”7 8, ZRPER
X TAL I RN BE R S, e ST AL 2 I 1000 ms 2 WAEIRAE IR B o 2521373 12 ANk, 1E US4
o34k 160 MK, HHRA BB RKCFEE 40 MRAR, FIRIRE 1K,

2) WEAESS: AAT B BB R 00t H B P F i L (B 5 2 N THIL) R AL S5 VR i [ BT o 25 50 350
73 16 MR, IELER AR 7335 80 Mk, Heh a4~ B AR B8 40 MR R 54 BAT SR HHIA .

)
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N T TRINGFE RO 0 S 45 R 10, BATTR P TRAE 55 1) S 30 B #EAT 1 a1~ .

2.4.2. EFRFREENEME

R ZHAE AN 5 W R ME S 2 G AT, DL G ik A S8 S S S T, T sE s
SER, fEMEDIRY B, ERPGREMOI IR e (PR RER) FEhREERE FRE, UK
ANOGeit 24 . BERPRE S ES, FFHELRIEATTI A N K B (5 B R .

3. &R
3.1. FkbzE

KA ALE o Y, B S BRoR S R RGN T EEE T 24 B0 RS PRoR % A (n = 32), ¥
SERR R B R  KT 24 BIMER 0 N SERR SRR A (n = 27). o R, P RrEs
brogas s ERE 2R EE (=722, p<.001), WHHSHARK.

4 S AT 100 ms (IR Ha s, JF T LAAIBR . I SPSS 22.0 W AT T AL AL (H 3K i FL AN
N THIFL) R 512 B 5 2 FEE (o SIZ o o3 350 58 2L R S o o 5 4L ) 8 DR 3 1) = AR 5 22 43T o

3.2. ShEREFALBINES

3.2.1. IEfAZR
AR P24 S N IER RN 96.22%, BRI E T Za s iR, HERNAZZ BEERYAEE.
B, X SR A E ST

3.2.2. KRRt

GEREOR, SERRESE EHN AR E F(L,57) = .51, p= .48, 5 =.01; HALBBEHNEE, F(,57)
=455, p<.05, 4*=.07; WHEHIZLEAEM RS, F(1,57)=12.31, p=.001, 5*=.18. fajEZ N Hr &M,
FEARSEPRE 2 RE A, xoF [ 3R AL S R IsF (M = 451.14) &35 /N T2 A T FLIsH(M = 469.99), F(1,31) = 26.56,
p<.01, TAI7E R SERRoeas B2 rp, o AN T L I R SE I ANAEAE Sl 35 1 22 S (5 SR ] 1 Fom)e RS
G AR PR R AR R R = N, AR BRIV AR, X F L 55 RS AE & 5 bR 2 B
P 5 NI R R, X AT RE SR 1 AEAMA RN [ R T B A SR o R 1) T R AR AR A

3.3. NEREABANES

3.3.1. IFfAZR
AR 24 [ B IERf RN 94.13%, T E NS 7 Z g s s, HERNML BN R,
e, X OB N EE ST

3.3.2. RRERt
R EOR, SERREHE EMNAEE F(L,57) = .24, p=.63; HALEM FHNAEE, F(1,57) = 1.06,

p=.31, #°=.02; HFEMZHAEHEE, FQ1,57)=8.08, p<.01, *=.12. BRI H R, EIK
SERRSE R FELL AR, S E B FLI SN (M = 400.64) 2.2 /N T 25 N1 FL(M = 408.11), F(1,31) = 6.64, p < .05,
TMAE R SE o 2 B2 rp, 6] [ BRI LA 7R N TR AL ) 38 B AN A7 AE 35 22 S (B SR n 1] 2 i) IR R,
SR o3 R ) R AR A A 1 T L e o 220 S S )[R AEAE T T LA S5 R P Bl Tk BT
5, HSWAMAAE, HREFLRAMEEAAEAE TARE bR H R R R E SN, MR S SL bR % A
WA T, AIRIALIEA BN K .



TR, i

475

470 )
O E i fL

465 w5 AL
460

455

SN E] (ms)

445

440

435

430

Figure 1. Average RT under various conditions in explicit face-recogni-
tion task
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Figure 2. Average RT under various conditions in implicit face-recogni-
tion task
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DA LRI, HIRELRARNHATE, 2R TYE R, 2. ZHESFTZRENY
i (Ma & Han, 2012; Sui & Han, 2007; Sui, Liu, & Han, 2009). A} 72 M A FRE R MR H &, B6iE 752
PR 25 B H BRI FLR AR oSG SEPRap 2 B X AR A E AT REAZTE LA JLRI I ZEAL .
o, YR A BRI ER (IPA), A T-X B R I FLEE AT RS R A B IBAR, BB R AR )
a5 B RMFLAHECR, AIMEGE B3RS, SRR B IR Mg B, 4 B R & 2 2
JH R, BT LA B 0 D) sk 55 B Sk (DS TN , sk POk, SRR, (i, M0, 20125 Ma & Han, 2010).
1M 5 — I9URE % (Dehart et al., 2011)F& B, Aot B E A A BN BRIFN S50 H R A BRI REMHE, H
IR RESR A, X FAEOCPE R . BRI ERATTRT DA, SRR A A T AR AT FL AT AR 5 3R
T FLAH AL AR AR AR S e AR, AT B R I AL IR A AR A ST 2. tbdt, HABE T KIS AE T L
A 1) FI W IR S B T B B OS5 2oL, RS — ARRMAE SRR OEE R, XM ERS R
MEZL 23t R AL S B s e IR 2R (v 2, 90, Pfvd, 2011). 15 Aron 25 A FRIAH DG EE I FI 5L
WEFFFER I, AR B AR “WE” INBIR, BE R EUT0 R SR % AN IR SRR T 5
5 SR At NAH SR BT ARG A AT A AR 56 3 2 (Aron et al., 1991; Aron & Aron, 2009). Kk, &Sk
PRopas BT, BRI BRI “WE” FIRETHE 75 A 10 B S AL | F i FL ek n T
2, 83, BRSRHERE R T XTI BER AN T AL IR o AR IX — WA Rt — 2D I SHIERF 7T

BRI FAE AR St A FE AT 5 (Sui & Humphreys, 2013), fE#E£33R38 5 A Br B3 4% & fe
ok, HZE e S . IR SR, AR T N BRI, R EAM AR
BRI HAFE SRS N o (EX PB4k (1) SC Ak R)06F b AR B 3ok TS0 RIS (Carlo et al., 2001; Kim et al.,
1999). WA 0o FE A EE i, Markus £ Kitayama (2010)f “ B 307 M- 0 v i Sz e b [N | Feids
FETEA B E . EE LS VAR () T, 2008). BART S, o E M E R RS2 E ARk &
Isem, Mk RERONEEENARILA, EAAE “HON” , TR R IE BRI HE R
HIRID A 248, TERPTE “4bN7 (1, 1999; Yang et al., 2010). iXAh A Broe R EIERE & X% R B
BBy AL IR S AR R, BIAE S BYE RIA [FI ¢ R BT LA N A SR B, I U7
AR A AT ) B AR 22 A0 T = AR I [ R PR IR, B[R] — 00 RSB N AN ) B B R SEBoie 2 B2 (a5 P, [X ke
e, CVBERl, R, 20055 ML, 20015 ArPS, 1999). THASHE FUIE Ik B6E AN N TR S bR o EE R N E K
LI SA RS RIS mafE B NS A RZ M, IESE T ESCE R R, SERRSES BT B R ID A 1B
AWNHER, SUEBFREI, 75258, 2008)fEiciZif A RSB LA R —5, #—P3RT
EHEUNEE sl il RPN TR O TR 8 R AP WAR C S T

UbAk, EE R 5 #AR  AE B R R IR B R H R . W Kircher %% A (2001) H
morphing F AN B3 FHAATIAL S5 B AR NTEIFLHET A R, HEESRAA & i FLE T FIWr, 25503
B AL o2t RN AEAB T FLEEA T M X 23 3800 140 Geertz (1973)F7 s, HIRA TR E . T
B RRERMAMEF L RR—MAEIRIS “RRE 7 o B, BATHEDN S By o7 2 B 5 it B 38
AR e VRS A P AT RE AR AE T U0 7 SO, X TR B — B IS SO AR S0AIE . Bh Ak, B AL 4E
SR 5 B S G T (1 3 — P B0E .

5. &g

1) MAEERNZ 1A 15 bR BRI H B FLU S RN AR RE 1« BRI, (RSEPRor s B T
MAFEAE B I FLOCH RN TR R sEbroR @ BEAR AT, AR FLIL I k.
2) IR SE bRk B A B LIRS IR M R E A A, ASSAESTEREACT (SR BRI

S o
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