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Abstract

Early ERP researches on racial prejudice concerned later components of processing, while more atten-
tion is paid on early stages of cognitive processing (P100, N170, P200, SPCN) recently. Race-related
fMRI researches mainly examine how racial bias is related to processes such as face processing, evalu-
ation and so on. The neural processing of racial bias, which is not unalterable, is also under the influ-
ence of psychological factors, individual experience, intergroup relationship and social environment.
In future, combining with iterative reprocessing model, based on neurophysiological researches on
amygdala and anterior temporal lobe activity, the formation and degradation mechanism of racial
prejudice and the regulatory mechanism of motivation to racial prejudice will be investigated in depth.
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1. 518

PR AR ) 25 BRI R R, DL 2807 A A7 RIS S I SR 2 NP A
WS, AX R 5 SO AR B e A B WEE, ZMHEAEMERE. RERESR. 5
BEZVLBGAFI SIS R R, AMAETE 2S5 TE B b N B T EE AR B VE . IEAER, ik
i L P e 28 A BT I U A R, R RO A SR AL S B R 2, WRAR I, RERANEZH
R 2B B SR S 5 0 IS 55 95 R 55 35 A 9% (Pascoe & Richman, 2009). M ISP i i3 E A2 A
M NAEHE « BEy7 70 2046 B B 5 5 [ (Sawyer, Major, Casad, Townsend, & Mendes, 2012). J i Fft e b5
R, YEd R8T A ERE 0], A SO T S50 0% i DL P o 22 A2 BRI S0 30 AT 1 A3, IRR T ok
A RENLE,  MARAS 12 S B P (s L PR T4 it (R LA o

2. MikmILHEXH ERP #f5

FL % O 1K) ERP 87T 2 R HRAE AR B ORI L B i WP I AR . AT NHER SRR B R
SIS RE . MRS, A4S (Bartholow & Dickter, 2008; Chiu, Ambady, & Deldin, 2004). ¥, #F
FUAERAGER AR BRI A RN TR AL 2 40 RIE AL, 2 SCHMIA SN T RE L 2 22 B, AHOCHF 5T
ooy B HL IR A5 0 T AH 5& ERP 43 (Sessa, Tomelleri, Luria, Castelli, Reynolds et al., 2012).

2.1. P100

P100 2l R I J5 ML S — N E RS, SRR R IE RIS R I 1 100 =2 A, e T
JEMITTSORAR B2 2, B AR B RS L S FE A 2 AT R . 12 R 40 S W e AR 0 15 S REL S b A
G2, AN FLFE & P00 fIRIE A T A1 #L(He, Johnson, Dovidio, & McCarthy, 2009). P100 &
AN S e 7 FER A o R R 1, 12 2 2 B HFLEAS SR Z W8 2 Cunningham, Van Bavel,
Arbuckle, Packer FlI Waggoner(2012) IR 5T, SEAEFIAL I T fEHA TR H T by AR
1, MRAZRSHL R LA S E R . ARSI EUE Y BB 5 T FOEE B T
MV, SRR I RS R ASIHLAL, A SRR, TEER T, BAE
FER I PL00 PRI ZE B3 K F A ANE s (HIEEIE &, PL00 b ffhig 2 Sk i A L, X i
1 _E T T B A P B0 RE s s LT R 25 3. (T P100 HY AR TR R e B e 2 BT, PRI RE s
Ui sz B PN B I 82 () i A i A, R T R v SO R R R 28 IR A D e el 1Y) B B bR . AN
HT P100 AREEHESMAFE . WA B FMHREE RN R, EAEMR I WA T IEA 2 .

2.2.N170
N170 i fe KRG HH ILAE R IS KL 170 ms, € AL AE R [l iR [B], & K i £L i S A
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BN, AL A SN PRI TSP AR I SR o N170 g S e . PR &4t x5 B in Tt 8, HARiE
LZBER. WL BHEERRNE, JF 5 R AR B2 s, &0 7R % e L
FH#Ehr(Jacques & Rossion, 2007). Senholzi A1 1to(2013) fIHF 78 2 B, N170 FORIE 52 w25 T AL o T B9 B
A ST S B E S U R 2T S BER A A = LA R e (5 2, P e 1 N THT FL EL &0 e 2
NHEFLIFERE KRR N170 RME, 1M 9T ZRAA 1 E LA < G e, BATFLW L A AT LG R
BRI N170 HRME . 7EFER IAT AR5 PR N170 s SFPEVTA 2 1] (1 5% R0 2 ERE IR 2 1bane,
Gleichgerrcht, Hurtado, Gonzalez, Haye %5 A (2010)%H ERP Ml 4= 2 Al 42 ANAE 58 ik IAT AR 5505
R N170 FOT0IE % (Vertex Positive Potential, VPP) 7. 25 R R, A FLAR AR 7 I A A5 T A 1]
RERSAF T N170 HRiRZ 5 02 o H R IX P 22 S AE R A T AL AR 17 S RN T AR 1w SR B 2% A 2 Ta)
BHIL, VLN SN S S 1 OCER SRR RS T R SR T AR, MmO iE N170 B R
4 Pl 22 P R 2% TR A 30ORLIX — 1 B S B 22 I i DA 55 i £ 45 . Ofan, Rubin A1 Amodio(2011)
T P FIPPAN R BT 55— 0 H 5 T B AT BB N T LI B BV AR PP A NL70 i 2 18] 1R AE D1 .
AT B B AEAB AN S T8 S50 R 08 S BER /K OIS B0 R, AT R Eoks < AN SR L5 & /1 N170 4
M 22 5 RILEA G . B/ HriE sk 7 ok . AOCanitl, AATIE KB, 3R 8 A s i 5 B A DG M %
il E SR, s 205 RN LT K N170 $RIE £ 50K

2.3. P200

P200 J2& 78 M5 i s RIS I A AN IE SR, — I 200 ms 3] 250 ms 2 J8], 3k 2 43 A for B LE
MR X 5. P200 i ik (A5 B URK, [R5 32 B R R BT . mER RN, 2008 N fL
B i [ P200 Rt 5 KT E AT AL, B B A2 BN LA E UM E 5 (Ito & Urland, 2005).
He, Johnson, Dovidio Fll McCarthy(2009)t8 &3, B AREA AN FLIE KK P200 HRiE % F A2 5 1AT (15
OB RAFAE IEAR DG, BB BT B N APPSR N THIFLS B N THIFLIFS R 1) P200 i 2 K.
ik, TERRBMIEFEM ST, M-8R REE e RATN. A AR RN SR %
WP R A 2 S 5 AT 2 TR B0 5 22 PR R B 5% e HE TG i S 7, 33K — s il Bk R AR i 5| i BE K 1) P200
PRME . Amodio(2010) &I, FEEFHL2 B L Nz B AR ES 258 AL =4 (1) P200 $RiE. b
BRI R — AR TSS, R CRRN EEG AT A . 45 %0, BAmILEsh &4
{0 2 A i 0 A 2 228 KT I TR AL AR ER T 200 (i 0 4k 2 502 i B AR 755 H b N FEFE I F
b, X BRI BNTH L H B R e A T o A ) DL PRI S AL B FCIR R B, AT 45 B R R A (T A
TR LR, RN N T FLIFS & 1K) P200 iR MR 22 S R K, 3 S5 17 s L Ao D\ 7= A= 1 15 1
U 25

2.4. SPCN

J BT 45 45 47 % (Sustained Posterior Contralateral Negativity, SPCN)/&— /> 54050 55 T 17 AH ¢ ()
ERP B7r. fEICIZAES T, BEASHIIRRAR, SRPRATEZEN S EMESHEMKBH, K5,
SEIEM ABEATICN, fJE IR T E AR 1 50250 5 A R B A T E o EITE AR
PUSE TAFICAZRAERS , 2 AEA DG H Ui X I SPCN. %073 IR 22 B A6 PR ot 5 I e 4248007 &%
AT 45 HE P B2 (Eimerand & Kiss, 2010; Luria, Sessa, Gotler, Jolicceur, & Dell’ Acqua, 2010). A T &k
it W2 5 SR 5 TAEICIZ T FLEAE, Sessa, Tomelleri, Luria, Castelli, Reynolds 2% A (2012)ik 5 A
MBENIAZ— TR BRI ALIE s FFAIWre 2 7 21 vb T LR 2 5 AR e 20 s B AE 1R BiF Fefieide
SSEARGE FRAL T RE AL L) SPCN B3R 23 3 BT AN A 573 PR 28 B2 VE A B 46 S B2 OB o &5

@)
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RRI, AE—ADHSLBFAET, ANER BB FHRK SPCN JRIESA Z 5, (HERFLIZMTK
LA, AAFIENZ A SPCN JRIEZE 22, JF HZ AR A S5 1T 52 ) IAT 2 Bfe 18 2 2%
MR WHFH RS —PIR M, XA LR W ARIHEI . A2 SRS R S RN L, A3k
AL 22 K vk R o R RSO o

3. fkmILE XA TMRI fF5R

ANFET LT fMRI BESE, 5 R I 2 80 50K T 248 5= 8530 B (Multi-Voxel  Pattern Analysis,
MVPA)JTVE,  IX 0752 R B4 1 FROIIAS [ o I 245 B FITUBO A 28 I 28 S8R 22 e, AR S8 B4 3 1 D7 VR U
BB G X3, AR SR U AR 45 RSB BN — . R J7 v B 8Os (A 5 T DUAR HhAE R AL
Kb, MARTE— AR, $E& T TS IR A f % W (Gilbert, Swencionis, & Amodio, 2012).

3.1. EfLMIEiEPMikRRAHEE

ANMABE ST 5T J4 IR 22 858 AR el 1) 58 BT FL AR, B 7 T LR S In T B R AB 5 B Ah, I RETE
200 ms X A AR B L B 0 i3 AT A SR, X6 AR B BB AR AR AIE B o TALIN LA O
22 [X 385 A TR HAR 5 Bz JZ (Occipital Visual Cortex, OP). #kM-TH FL X (Occipital Face Area, OFA) AR IR 1]
(Fusiform Face Area, FFA). 15 fill¥E0E A\ 2] OP AL RIS —20, SRJ5 i8I OFA HEATHH I b 2544 M
Yahd, )t FRA SERGEKE . Rt S0y iRsl(Liu, Harris, & Kanwisher, 2009; Nichols, Betts, &
Wilson, 2010). Brosch, Bar-David 11 Phelps(2012) % 31, Fijgea FE Gig 525 s B2 R0 (N B R e i 5L,
RAE, =B FRA BSOS TE BRI BN (A 22 7 35 K TR, FRFA TR L B RAEF 1
ZESPIR, X AP TTR o 2 AE BT R SRR 02 . AR, KIS R RO T SR e 4
fith, B2 PR A BRHLEI I 22 5 S 80T I LR B ) 22 e 2 IR A A AR B, BRI RTH . Knutson,
DeTucci #1 Grafman(2011) &3, FFA 24595 ATPR BEAE A H AL IR B8 D8R BB LT, H BRI (g e gt
TRTCZE 5 BRI VAT 2050, IX AT RE R A — S i B it 1 75 S FRA IR R0 R AR T FL 2 A4 n T

3.2. TEAFNET S T2 F R I A AL H

A ATAZ A PR DL FC e 2 B ST RIIN X, & AT R — LeAZ 2 s, HDhRe b R e AH 5%
[ P Bt 28 22 1 A IZid #2 . Phelps, O’Connor, Cunningham, Funayama, Gatenby 25(2000)H fMRI $
ARHEFE T EIPEA T AN L I AR A A AZG 3, IR0 AT 73 8047 R B4R
NN BEFISRAFETRbR . R R, £ EIENE R RS BOE R A NS R CRE, HYS
AP 53 BT A oM o AN, AT % M RRAL I BUME 5 o R AT X R AT 52 LIS B 1 B X
TG E, ERMHEAA DI (A £ [nl Bt Bl 2 2k 215 BRI RE . IRIRIE SR B, BUBR 4R
BRER LB AT AL RS R 2 I PR, X2 R EUA TR R, X G FER G, R R A AL
ZIMREN G AA B w147 8 (Meyer-Lindenberg, Hariri, Munoz, Mervis, Mattay et al., 2005). &8 14k 417
W 75 EEAATAZ AN RN BN TR G S AR AR M X SE R e e, A AR 1 A A A FRAL FAR: Bz J2 S5
XAl Bk f8, BEfEE Bfaf(E B, ASpeilid 2 B s £ [nl i i 4715 B4 & (Santos, Meyer-Lin-
denberg, & Deruelle, 2010). Norton, Mason, Vandello, Biga 1 Dyer (2013) &3, ANATTAEFNHIZIHx E1 S i
I CPRIREE” ISR o ARATTLE AR AR P AR T AL B 1] HE K S R SR B REAE 3 B A 1
o PRI AR 2 RN AR, SRR AR A a8, T4 — 5K BRI — 5k B NI (R B HE E
PR AR A W o E VAT U AR AT IR B ) B S, A7 BT T2 A4 47 48 A S X A0S 7K -1 B 2 4
T, ALFE H bR A 5 B 1 A R A5 Bz J2 (Dorsalateral Prefrontal Cortex, DLPFC) Ay 246 AH 3¢ i Hi 41
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7[5l JZ 2 (Anterior Cingulated Cortex, ACC).
4. fiERmRHE N T ENEINER
4.1, LEEENEmER

RN HRR SR AN, Zh3 REUIN TR B 58 4 A A\ 2R M5 B LRI R, i A2 00m
THER(Amodio & Ratner, 2011), RIFENERFEA, ZHEIH Z IR EGH B3I B 22 H
R 0TS AR B R  ERP B FT R IR, T B AU [ EE S AL RE B 5 e R [HIFL Y P00 HR1E (Cunningham,
Van Bavel, Arbuckle, Packer, & Waggoner, 2012), L FENFIFAT AR B RYER, AL
] AT AR - B2 2 PR s R P A 0 Tl S T 2 N PR s 1 P2 S I i (Amodiio, 2010). Ofan, Rubin £l Amodio
(201.2) < By £ R 1 0 388 9 B L B0 o 573 b, AR BRI 2 156 TR L R 68 22 A0 N R P e i L 7E
N170 b (525633 (Ibanez, Gleichgerrcht, Hurtado, Gonzalez, Haye et al., 2010). V7 [A138F I % 38 ¥ L BLLE
B IO K I 2 RN, R BRI A R AE I R TALR, B AR A R b v 2T AL
4R B9 7 B8R & (Richeson & Trawalter, 2008). X S6HFFE B, Fiie i I B0 AP LR 0 Tk Fe 25 32 314
. L. TR RO B RS

42. MEEERNFWEE

Telzer, Humphreys, Shapiro I Tottenham(2013)ik, Fhigedm WA RA R, MAfEASLIRE
HIZHITE R . ABATTE TMRI IS5, R 4 20 16 % (136 [ A AR e sl— MG 25 UL R AT 55
R Bt LRI 2= 5K AR A MR LS RGBSR I rp 1y A A )15 46 B AT
VLEC. BFITERI, 4 5 )LERIBCAZRNEA HIRIEZE R, 11 16 & gl A s R F R 2 5 2% .
WL RIN, BRI 2 FEE A B0 A AR S S AR O, 1k BB B AU B3N 28 [ B A% [ AEC VR AR P b e O
Do BT I, T BRI R R A I T MG A SIS R G 45 = A HEAE M . Telzer, Flannery, Shapiro,
Humphreys, Goff 25 A (2013)e 4% t A= J5 4 3¢ Bl 5K B2 A= AN AR RO LZE AR AR, 78 FMRI 330 72
W, BRI E IS VLTS . SRR, SFRRTE R BB SN I AL B A A% 3 2
FERTHIA, HHZERRERSTE)LE R LRI A EA G X SR R S R 2 56
FIZF 2 FBUH LN R 170 = LA AL S R

43 BEEENMWER

FERR K R BE U P45 B0 Tk RR A s (m) 12 o EH T i O LR S, 1 A ialont BN N T AL
76 FFEA L0 T3 B AR 1) i3 FE 0 HL A5 I8 2% 22 5% (Sessa, Tomelleri, Luria, Castelli, Reynolds et al., 2012;
Brosch, Bar-David, & Phelps, 2012), i, XMZERSZBINIMNEE G050, Van Bave, Packer £l
Cunningham(2011)#E— T fMRI W 58 el 2 s AN 5e 4 40, BN BRI B A0S B AHSS, 4549
MK 2RI E CHMER A R LB . g5 REW, AEER ALk, £ENE U
P73 RIS (1) FRA BISEFR FE AR 25 K T3 4 4, 1 H, 3XFh 22 7 2 2R 3 AR I T FLAE FFA B
TIRFERII, A AN LI TR IS . thAh, BEBROC RICREE I A AL B BT i 5
IR AT . Shkurko(2013) IUBIF AR I, MRS BAE B A M BAIERAAERT, AR 20 Hoi
RPN, BEET ACC Bef% I 2 MR N S s LRI B siin TR 2 7 g, @it X ok a5 .

44. HEEENFWER
NATIE i 22 S HE s A RS R E MY S, S IR A SR T A SRR A, X R L
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I AN SO T B 2 G B E o TE ARG I AR rp, AR R 3 e A0 2 B8 B B ) T
WEFCRI, SEE A AT N B 2B N 28 B 58 AR A (Nosek, Banaji, & Greenwald, 2002). $A1f, X
TEEE KB EMES, Lieberman, Hariri, Jarcho, Eisenberger Al Bookheimer(2005)%& ¥, #54y
BN E SRR LTI, SR R N ZER T8 BIA R R AL F, 15— WA . A
ATARRX A ) AR 3R A 0. R ), SR RIS Al K E B, A, B
e N HELERAREU S . ERIHE S RS, FLERRN T LZERRARZ WL (22,
I3 Ibanez, Gleichgerrcht, Hurtado, Gonzalez, Haye Z5(2010)Mf 78 K8, AHEEEZE N, HFAIKAELE AN
X2 NRIH T 5D MV AR PPN, XSO EE T R DL R S BUA P A TR R BT
IREEFT I A B A S A A2 BN AR B A 2 S R MOS8 P, B0 AT 6 i R ) B 114 s i 227 37 1 3 L At
FSE

5. INEERE

MR H) ERP WFFTRHT, A dh WAL 0SSO MR IIA RN Tl f8 . ML T, fMRI AT ST 00 E 4R
LI Ty PP Bt (SRS R b f LI o 28 AR BRI o X LB 50 22 o] G N IR AR T N T ASE Y
(Iterative Reprocessing Model, IR), MRFIZIRIL, Pl WL HLEZ —NEha . Z2KPFIERAS Bl
o (s R e st = AR, PR BB WILE TR, A T BUR B Z L . WIaRI%
Rz JG, TALeE OFC S5 X % % [0l % I (E ., 75 OFC S FIRIR 75 55 B — i T A S
GIAT, IR BB ATAZ T HBOE KT RO A R R BRI, RS ACC AP R AR K =
()7 A AN AR RIMLEE, JEAI [ B 7R IS A 4L SR, A =2E B B R 4 (Cunningham,
Zelazo, David, Packer, & Van Bavel, 2007). [Flit, Fgd WL oA EI0 Tk FE A 2 [ e AR, ez
FIOHERE R MAZT. BFPRCR I EE R R

DA 2 B0t SR A A E N — N BN X o SRTT, WA AR AEAOR L AZ T B B 45 N 2 B 1
WURNEE A AT IR o —MAN, SR @S BB A B L5 N, — BT ERS,, BHZM R
SRR SR 8. B— 5, 35 UEECIZ R TE R ZIMR BN R AR B, XA RG0S ARG
R\ S S AH DGR 22 I 2 B UORE A6 0% o IS — T ST R L, 38 F B A 22 MU M ¥ (repetitive Transcranial
Magnetic Stimulation, rTMS)+ Al Ze (I F7 55 (Left Anterior Temporal Lobe, LATL)IE 2 G B 152 £ 1K
ZIBCEN %1 1AT 43> $(Gallate, Wong, Ellwood, Chi, & Snyder, 2011). {HJ&, rTMS $iAR I SZI pAs 1
MEFER AR m, HH, XANTVER T S ZIR BRI Ah, IR 5 E A A A AR R 7
EEIEE, FHAERNEERN AT HTBOFAEME. K, 4568 H 45 5 20 X T FREA
2 LR WL BT AU 23 D EE 1)

E&UH

FEl 2 #L Ak 10 H % B)(13BSHO058) .
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