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Abstract

The preference for people with facial attractiveness has been documented in the labor market, in
social transactions in everyday life, and in studies involving experimental economic games. The
taste-based discrimination model developed by economists suggest that attractiveness-related fi-
nancial and prosocial biases are the result of preferences or prejudices similar to those displayed
toward members of a particular sex, racial, ethnic, or religious group. Other explanations pro-
posed by economists and social psychologists maintain that attractiveness is a marker of perso-
nality, intelligence, trustworthiness, professional competence, or productivity. Evolutionary psy-
chologists have argued that attractive adults are favored because they are preferred sexual part-
ners. The explanation based on cognitive process suggests that preferences for attractive faces
result from the similarity to facial prototype, prototypical faces are processed more fluently, re-
sulting in increased positive affect in the viewer. Finally, the explanation based on rewards sug-
gests that it has nothing to do with genetic continuity, but stresses the rewarding property of at-
tractiveness that results mainly from sociocultural value assignment and sexual experience pur-
suit. The present review aims to illustrate different explanations about the preference for people
with facial attractiveness.
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U S UNICHTR SRR BRI R AL, 3£ 5 IR I SOR T AR, YIRS 1
LR T /ML T AR RE RN R, FEU TR b A EAF AR RAAT R, AT DALt
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T FLWR 51 1% (facial attractiveness) 2 [f FL%0 5 (facial perception)fff 7T Atek () B 55 1 75, & 248 HAr AW
) T LT 5 K] — T REURR i 150 P A7 8 A 6 1 K A58 ks N 7= A= 30 7 IR R R P (Rhodles, 2006; 2515, [FR4L,
2010). FEAETEHKABFERNTE SRR 2 ELF RS, XPRRIERTNIE 5 (beauty premium)IL R . FERN
R R 2B T AR, #E%5K, LEERMNTIZRNE, BEFE MWAE RN AT T L. 58
B2 E KA A g b, AR B KA 1 S 3 (Hamermesh, 2011), T FLI 51 PN
SRIFILSE RPN (Hosoda et al., 2003). ARTFEAI, KAH AR ARG 1 EEEFil A st 10%~15%H)
#r7K (Hamermesh, 2011). BRItz 4k, Hamermesh (2006) &3, FA W 5] P FLAI L 5F 2 K AE 1996~2004 4F
V) {) 5 [ 20355 2 2 (A 3% P 3 A5 W] BB 5538 NS B0 (Hamermesh, 2006) . SE7ERFARF SR, KARUTH T
HE IR R4 3 KBTI T (Gheorghiu et al., 2017). fEAVGH B —NFEEN, ERKAH
Ere A S T YO BB AR SR, H S B iy, RS CEEAA . BRR
L, AE—/ M ik (dictator game), BT — BisE F, ZEARATTHECH 20 TC R R SRR 25 AT T HH e R 1)
PR, SERAEM, SOk AW 5] ME T £ F4k(Rosenblat, 2008). AHAARIRF 7 AR IL, AMTE M T
LR 51 HEAMA S 1E(Chen et al., 2012), S8 ERUG BA WG EAMARIAT N (Leeuwen et al., 2009). %3
2O NERZ, BaNFERTAbm T EAW G AL ME, gl mfLaa & aH4ame? LUN AAFE R
A EER M A NAT w22 T LI 5] 1A

2. B FRIOMRE
57 £, WMEIENMA SRR RRINL S, IF BIEE S PAGBMARTI AT 2 L3k 5
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B S HI# 7K (Hosoda et al., 2003). 55NN AT ERISEINIR 26 I 52 T A 18— Fh2E T ki X
/¥ (taste-based or animus-based discrimination) (Becker, 1957). FEIX Rl s ey, AN 514 ) i 522 B
SRR SR B I S AT AR = 1605, IR RO — AR BEAR (R T AT M), A, =20
(AR R BT AR Ml DL o SR T ISR B AR R Ko W 53 A )l 2 Rt IR 5 AN AR B i L 2 A7
R POX ME T AR —AMEREPE IR — PR TN . 5 —Fh AR RIS L NN SR a5 RN — R & R R X
5y, BORWGI HEAMETE R N3 B2 15 A RS B 00 RIR, BRI FPSE IR a8 0 G e 5 | AR B
W2 B I HLE AR AN T 5 A 2 AT KI5k (Mobius & Rosenblat, 2006) . B8R H I FLIK 51 143 Bk
JEARIE (8] A2 7= 1 (productivity 4 BA TR 5| VMR 225 Al B H 47 O 2805 3000 ) A 10 R 22 S mT LA
R AW G| AR TE A AT ReAE T SR, SERAIAG B LS, SRS Aok, (H, AP
8] (1) 2 S A Lo /KT Z TRV R 22 S FEAS RE AT A WS PR R MR S AR SR RAS TN L 2. 9 TR IX — LR,
— e T S IR 2 SN AT B AT TTEMUHH P e 2 BTREAS [R5 1 AL /M A A

3. HEFRIBRE

o OB ORI, BRI ET LA M S i G ), BEAEREN, TEEREN, BEHEA
JEAEDIE,  SERMEAME 1S5 M (GE R 2B ED RR), T ARSIV MATEAE B AN 0 A A I, SR, AN
WEAIANME 55 1) (Hosoda et al., 2003). H 4 ZI#k B 5 316 (stereotype-based theories) (Hosoda et al., 2003),
AT — TR AL — AR T ALET, XM ZINR ED R (A A A RE 00 BRI, 2RI
FHARERIAT )20 E BNEEE, AT SO IX AN I A AR B AT 977 TR AR o TR PR 51 A A
5 NMEA KRB ZIN D Rt s, I AT B M MA S R AR AR TR AT 9.
TR PR (I ZIBR EN G A e S — LR ST &, IXUBRIE TR, ML E 2 A —AN NI AL A b A 1)
MK, BIRTEAEE, AT 555 (Stirrat & Perrett, 2010). HA&, XA AR BRI FLIR 51 P4 2 ] i1 55 2
W20, BOARRR S AR A% A R T4 8, PEAARPESE R 3R, ldn, 76— DU 50 % T 5 P
IR AR, RS B BB AT 10, AR 51 R <o (Verhulst et al., 2010). B4,
BT 2R BN G IR A RN A ZIBREN R A7E, Lemay 25 A (2010) 34 T —Fi R A N IS AR R AR (11 %1
BRED G2 RUONARA TR SR 5 A AL SSRGS, (ER A A R AT 4 S AFAE X PR, LA S X P4 1
AT A4 (Lemay et al., 2010).  RIHEE O FR 22 SN R 51 EAMA IR 52 /& S5 B0 G % .

4. BEIL R

R ZHGHAFRRE G MR TESRAR U2 A ME R . 7ERTA ST TR, B #ia
SPGB SRR 5 A 9 B SRR PEAE o R 5 AR S MR 1) D
Zal DR S R AR A dr B E IR, FsE b, NSRBI AL 5] AR 2 A A B AR T B R AE, AR T
RAFAOHEDE, 72K R RSB AL T A, X5 IR SR 5 AR (Little et al., 2011; Rhodes, 2006), PSR
S HE R, PN, B E A, AR, B RAMER IO SEI R, XER T R E,
APk Z X SERFAE AR N2 HI ) IF R R TAMERE . BRI I\ N TE iy SR TR LR 5] R i
RIGEHAFAELNEAR O, H 2 WA ZEARIR 5] It FIAECAG HERDL TR (14 56 F 7 SR, T RE T LIS 5 PR R AR )
A 5 2 Xof LB T L) s SR A ) 4R 6 1 7 (anomialous face overgeneralization hypothesis) (Zebrowitz &
Montepare, 2008), XMLV H T 2 AT AR AE SR SEEE,  WONX 5 FIER (10 255 R 1AM IR IR ) LA &
AR, TR F 52 AT Lz A — AN b, DRI FRAT T R 51 A bR 0 5 | AN A P e 7 B A A
RUOAAEM 5 PR FLIES T B2 A RN, FHs b, EMSREM B L TR A TREWA R4, B
IR B T TR R SR (Griffin & Langlois, 2006) .
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RN [ AR R ) SE AR R I AT TR . SRR S PR MR R DA N B
FENKRMF, I HZ B BSRAR AL B, IR iERE, SERNSR I R R AE 55— Ml
Srp AR RETE RN b (evolutionary byproduct)ix /™1 58 At e S AP £ . XM R RE I L FHYE LR
AT DA FTE J LT FIUR 5 A AT AT A2 A, 0468 (RIS A A B A A o B8 Al A 1 £ 5 1 A e
JE D REMEBEIL B (the functional evolutionary explanation), XN ELIA A W 51 AN ) O 52 S S T PRI
g, BRI A LT DR PRI, A Th A R AT REHE R 51 1 0 AN T3S 0 5 A AT R AR PR R I
ML2x, ARAEXAR AL, JRAR (A TR 5 A 1 R T R R B =R IR ROSE T Al AT T AR 38 in 8] W 51
PEAMRI R A S R IONL S o PR vT DRI HE F T S 20 A, e il A AR K AT BRI 1) 55 e A 3
JEAFE R VR B B b o X AR RE I T S5 28 ) AP 5 ) M PR TR PE AR 3R i L, DR R A AT ]
PRS2 43 (Agthe et al., 2014). 28 =Fhadb A0 A FE (R fRE 2 1t 45 7~ i ik (the sexual signalinghypo-
thesis). A AIEIE 2 TUGIPEAMMA TAENL 2, TAERISRT:, HEEmI#HK, X7 RER T JRIME I BN
SRABAT A IER R R IR, HRE Bt B OAE A — MNEBIERPERAR, BN R T 3= BRI BRI (K
. MR, AL, WIS N NSO B R, A4 X B PEAN A (BT ERAE) O 2 T DA AR
N—FiRAEAT A (Barclay, 2010). X Fi AR TN G L IRMEME A 4L 24T W] AR A MORRAT IR B,
AR AEAE G HEAAE AR 0 —T7, RIS R AR 7 2 5 M A e W 5% 3 Bl 28 =7 I .

ERAG T S DA SG T LI 51 VO 22 1) e 22 1 T A, il DA SR R IR 3 —, 22
JUAWR G VT FL AR 5Z o 25—, BEE AR 5 PR LA L W52 . LA B =Fhadb b A B R AR R BL T AN e
R A I, DR, 9T 4R AL AR V5 1D 5 (evolutionary life history framework) i & K 5g #1X —
fif#BE(Chen, 2017). #&MRIX—fRE, MEERA L BHEIARTBA ARSI, (H2 E AL 5] 1% H L
%, RO T2 DR LERPE, AEAE T Ea FERESABRAL, BT Ws] 1t L wos 1 A 8
(1 f&ssr (Rhodes, 2006), BA b A ATT X0 R 5| A T AL/ 00 i 52 A3 T — s At AT 1A= A7 AL 2 B £R 7 1 S g
UrAERE T AR 51 T FL AR, ELA IR 5 A T L P B A N i Sy B AR S RS, 1 /D IR /& 5 (Berscheid
& Walster, 1974), Pt W5 YT FLALIA 1 5 AR HEAS S, FrRAEZ) L RILH 1 5]
LA SZ o 5T W AR 51 22 ) LR LEE (M 52, AR 36 D7 SE B3 A7 10 N AR RAR 51
(328 )L 2o 1 Ag BEATIEAT: 17 (competence) (Rhodes et al., 2001b), BEA A AEIHG KA, BAEANOCH R E)
X ST RS IR AN ) L EE 1 A6 B 7 71 4 BT (Beaulieu & Bugental, 2008), [A AR 51 14 ) L8 AN 32 ) L4
ANHEZ, XERTHENPIEFR LR RS, RIS 7 s NI S . A RKEF LR A
5 IR LCHH A IR %1 WIS BERR LL, $0A7 DR e 5 R 241 A S BR 2 3R I L B 22 Y AR K 3R AT S (s i) DA &
B IR BFRAT R (R AF I R BRI EVE) (Allen et al., 1990).

5. ILEZERIRRE
5.1. EFAMTENERE

T4k £ FE IR RE N NAT IO R 5 AN A P i 52 2 DR Rk I e 5 AN E R P FEAR, BT A
FERIARREN 9 NATTX R0 5 A AR 5 A A ) 22 33 FEAS R A AE X R 5 A R 5, T A2 A T3
Pk (cognitive averaging)FE 7 X ST FLI R %2, 7R BRI APEFI IR, Langlois %5 A (1990)H
32 sk AL G R T — ik etk mAL, JFHM 32 sk BHEmAL &R T —sk Sk mAL, M &R mFLI 5
BN, X ALAI S| PER IR 2 BTt PRk R TR FURTR 5] T FL AT RS B 2 AR G D JE R
(prototype), [AIEXT MR KL IR A, RIS X AN FL & — A8 7 1 FLAS (Langlois et al., 1994), *4—
SRTFLER I T 50 T A0 B0 ) T A B 1) b S i st 22 A R 2 SR By T LI S22 B AT R 2, 9 B
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S AL AR YA TR FLEE 25 By n T, Mol TR e 2= A BRI 48, X st idRe 7 At
AW AR AR A BRI FE AR S 5 o IR 5] M R T AL BAR M X 1, Itk
52 (Trujillo et al., 2014), FH HIRSIPERFLIR = T B3 T AT AL AT 5 SR B, BPg
T W B AR M (Hoss et al., 2005), tb4h, SCTAEIALAANE AT 7 R X — 308, 41> J LA
TE AT R AN, Bl e B B WGP I B B i 43 28 (Winkielman et al., 2006). Fritbz 4, A
AT 2 5 i o Hofh Bl IR A ), ngintt, &R, A (Bruckert etal., 2010). HEONEEMZ, AN
JR AL PR R N o P A IR SE A R T, I s mm B 28RS (Winkielman et al., 2006). 40
FUER T I A LAt i M ) BS n 2> d 26 A8 753 5 AR (Monahan et al., 2000).

5.2. BETRHETENER

X RREREN AN AT I 5| VR ) O 52 5 B DR R TG O, 0oF T FLIR 51 P PR R R R 52 4 PEAE TR 2 4%
AEXT R 5| e = AR 5o, I FL &b DR 22 AT DA SO 3RA DA 5 T L A 5 PR R (Little, 2014) 0 FRATTER AR 1)
FE T AL T AR KRR . AR T4k 2 ORI 3R A R A A AN SO Ak A% 7 (Dakanalis, et al., 2013). 7E—MF
SE M DXCREE BER R, AT LR 5| VA SRR bRt DRI 22 25 T AR AU 135 G ax S b T FLBE 22 I ANME,
A IX SETH FLAR 1 B8 A BRI 2 B ithdt, >k B RO 50t A 30T W 5 ek T L T P R S ) 2 il A
F42 5 2 456045 P4 [ %45 9] (orbitofrontalcortex) (Winston et al., 2007), [EJ#E, 245 &) 5 (W 51 44 1 L gk
AT ISR B2 A B I 22 5 R G (Ishai, 2007), [R5 P T FLI 22 B0 R AR BRI b s & ik
W 5| MR 22 52 B I I Al

Zi b, LRGP MA SRS 2 B2 5 F K, MR, OHEBRFNTTIZ R, MHRENA
o NI Z BA WG VET LI ANMEEAT 7 A F MR, BRI RA — vk, JH
AR BB FE AT DAVEE, (H 2 R — R EIR IF A REMRRE N R 2847, i A ff B2 RO ARt ke DA A3
XL S| VE R R B T AR IR BB AR OB AL, (F& B SR 58 T AR IR, (H2 8 A
FIIX — LG IAGE N RE AT SR B O FRALE D T BRSO TETR A EBRIE I . AR T AL 5]
AN S NAR KL RE 32 20 M50 R R 52 m, LS LI RIS 38 T PE A, an SR SRk 1 SEREATF AN
REIE B I b 5 T 3R 2 R0BLAE S Pk P BE s B, I R R T b A Y R T BRI, i 2 i I
fib AR 5 BRRRE DB o ARABAEY), A SR AR A 70 I B TP 51 P 1) L3 R0 A N R 4 2 32 B AN [
PILH T, AP AX e o it R SR . IR, BlEE ST OIS, TR R 23T
RO, RRIIBE TR SR R INER, TEZ2 RS T BRI RIER . &5, 24H
FOE R AT AT K, BEAE R AT B0 R S, Ao L AR i A B A o 6 22 1) 18 FH 218} 2%
WEFLAR, AR BRI FE N 1% F 2 Fh 7 v A0 TF B o S X P L AR 2 L 5%
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