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Abstract

Face is an important visual source for individuals to make social perception judgments. People’s
social judgment of faces is highly consistent, and the social perception induced by faces is also the
premise of the next action. This paper has sorted out the facial features of triggering social per-
ception and psychological mechanism, summarizes the social perception of the research para-
digm, and based on this, advances that the future research should improve the accuracy of face so-
cial perception research, explore the influence relationship between face and social perception
intermediary variables, deepen the research methods to explore, pay attention to the study of
children’s faces social perception ability, pay attention to social prejudice triggered by face social
perception and ethical issues.
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1. 5]

#123 F19E (social perception) & MAHEN 5 1 A AN B OEDIRZS . SIHLRITE M I FE (Lovell, 1979). A
Pt 2 1S Mt NI 2 RN ot B3R T R . PN RS IR R — AT A AT AR, R A SKE
FLHEAC A B . B RN AN F L 7, AE S BN R T AR 4R T AL R I AT A 2 0 ) B
(Diaz-Gutiérrez, Alguacil, & Ruz, 2017; X|%2%%, 2020; Todorov & Qosterhof, 2011). EHFFH LI, A1
ST 18] — THIFL R A2 2 B e 19— 3P (Todorov, Olivola, Dotsch, & Mende-Siedlecki, 2015; Zebrowitz
& Montepare, 2008). fERLE Al , AR DUARAE T 50 4548 o TR Co SRR AR FRE T LR R Ant Bl . 4F
Wy M. . MERMSR(EAER, 2H, WEAE, SkEW, 2019).

TFLAZTRATEAN AR AR 15 26 F00 BRRFS 1 3 25 KR (Todorov & Oosterhof, 2011). M A
SRR E, LSS B R AR — M b3, Lombroso (2006)ikA,  “4&
— MR B EA R E AMURHE R AL N7 o AR Al N BT AR HEAT AL 22 R0 5, IR E N R — 22
TENRHE . X IR EZ R, MAEEER SR, BRI R R Sl BT B R A
SRR, RN S E ST R 1] () S K (Freeman & Johnson, 2016). Todorov 25 A (2009) K& 3, #
AR AP 33 PRI T T HUL AW HZ B RE . TS, AR f FLEBEAT 2 v I
RTBERZH LW R (Raabe & Beelmann, 2011).  “BRIL” AT&E “AHRs” R, #HI555, Rk,
2019; Mondloch, Gerada, Proietti, & Nelson, 2019; Olivola, Funk, & Todorov, 2014), {B& T HFLEHMERT= 4
AL 2 560 b 50 S SEFE AE M 2 e 35 B0 St 8 A 18 2 4k 6 3l BIRBUR IE 48 (Todorov, Mandisodza, Goren,
& Hall, 2005). 2538 (Alguacil, Madrid, Espin, & Ruz, 2017). ¥:EEH)H(Blair, Judd, & Chapleau, 2004)
%,

DRI, 8 T S R A0 P e 2 0 o 1 W e B S R SR o AR SR B8 [ A A DG T LA 2 0 i
BOHTAITFERRR, 22 R G5 3 T I FURFAE = AR AL A O A FEBR 2R, RS DU ROBIE ST AT H gl . 7L
el b, N RORAT K AL AL 2 A ORI AT R EE

ik
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2. Wit < m s E RR4FAE

Galton (1883)IAA, [HIFLAE BRI 50 RO [FI 2R 0 o FRATTLEXT THT LA AR [E] I, ek AN o
R — SRy E B T AR AE W] RE D T LA S 0 BRI IR A AR . S AE AR RIA ST ST, W] RORE
FORFIE 23 9 TR 25 R A 2R R FNTH AL A 2 2R o

THI FR A5 AL A 2 R IV T FLAS 5 1) A B A0 n] BEFR LA R E LR, Wi ALK . SR 2 e
i i b (facial width-to-height ratio, fWHR) J7 [ F1Z 3445 . fETHALI —4E UG, TRARRITHH & AN 45t 2
BIF LA R, ARG R RS = . WA E S (Itz, Schweinberger, & Kaufimann, 2016).
Ttz S NBIFFERIL, T FRTEAR T 6 00 1O TS B 4 (5 S RO WACER T 408 5 S0 23 0 R 2 2 v L A R
IEBUBME: . Toscano, Schubert F1 Giessner (2018)8F 78 & IR AR AN Sk LR A xS . SCRCPE . 61 R
W7 AR R, AnAIS Sk BN J7 S5 B R DTS, 46 Sk RRSE T LR AT S 2 1 SCRCMEANE ] ) . Talamas
FENQ016)RIEFE A BI, MRS AN PRSI 55 8 45 20 Wy 2 8] 52 1EAH 9K

TP 2 A2 B AR B2 T A S ST R R T AT FL 5 S PR 2R EN R . MR ZIMR BN 5 L e
fore SRR, BGEEEL WS TGS, WTFURET, 5B EmSUAHEL, AATEM T AHE 2t L. 2
TEXS AR BE JJ B AR W EAFAENE R I ZIARCEN G, AATTAEE DO St mfLSE B Be s i . 7T AL =354
X4 b, RISV S A B FLIE R AL, PRI E S8 Nl B AR SR S O T, 4~6 %7
AT LN AT AL RIS B S v, s — BRI, 1z B Begl )Lt R ETL O AN R AR b
2 4l)LSE 2 ks 2 VA T LS AR B N RS ARV ILAT, 11 55 PR A T LU B Y AR ) AARARFAIE . TR T Je
P ZIA B G T FLCED 53 A eV Tt L e A S P I AL), e VT AL PR 2 B S M B D ST o LY
PR AE W 22 S M AT HAE AT R T, AATT0T (50 e LI T A5 FE VR 20 T R TR L o 3R] AT L 0 gt
RUVE 55 SR A BEREAT AR o TRl G TR AR AE 036 KRS . /B 6. ADNRRMBEKES, XWHF5R
JUTHT L PR T8 R5 ALE 2 52 e 2 NATT R AT 9 S B2 o e 2 M 1) A R 5 A A A SE IS T A . IR IR SR 5555
Bascandziev 5 A (Bascandziev & Harris, 2014) %A @i 4760, K 4~6 L4 LS LR 5] 5
AR BE RS B e XA LR, FRURIE 28 () Rk A3 1 fLBE AT, B LA 1 B R 14T
HidE.

T PR AIE 5 AL 25 00t 2 T R EER R R Ak 2 . SCHAE FH I 4 SR (Bruce & Young, 2012). [HIFLAL S & 1% 1)
FREERZHEN, GfFEESWESEERZIREI SR MIRZIBRETRSF) (Secord, Bevan, & Katz, 1956; Ze-
browitz, Fellous, Mignault, & Andreoletti, 2003), SCAHIHFERE (A R R T FLIT B AL (Todorov et al.,
2015), MAEGLK N FITHFL)SE. Oh, Buck il Todorov 25 A (2019)i@ 1R “Wk 51 1—REH” AL
BRI 1S e ) BN R B A 7y, X UL T AERE R TR AR AR AR AR AR L, AR T
W TV AL LRSSm0 T 1 L A e s I AE T A7 SRR i BORR T 2 AR AE AT AR T L B PR A
Z M F R FL(Todorov et al., 2015),

3. BFLAFER Wit =M A LESHMENH]
3.1, ILERHLEY

ST AR R T BN [ [ — T L A2 0 s B B e ) — 20k 2 7R3 R M R T e & . #R&m
ML RIS, AATTE 75 22 B O% T e i 5 2 2% 1 L[] (1) O BR A PRI AL i (Walker & Vetter, 2016). Secord
F 5 5 2R G0 M S B AR T AR AR A T N 22— LA A K e 50 ) B A T M TR BR A X 4 A 1 ) R
JAMA. Secord (5] H Todorov et al., 2015)3& H =FZ ALK I 220 L], — & &R AT /B (temporal exten-
sion), BRI AAI A 45 2 i (PPIR S B VR RS I AR HRFAE ;s — /2 432K (categorization), H4THIFL 43 NASF (41
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SRPNFERATIHZ; =R E A ML (parataxis mechanism), # F EAM N 10 5 36 8 21 5 ARG A N &
Fo TESRZABIE B T BRI ZIIR BN G, AR ZIBRED R . PR ZIAR BN R4

Zebrowitz 5 A (1998)IA\ Jyxif i N VG I st S i 1 Xof A AR T 8 35 A N\ P 36 2 A2 B R K2 4K
FEidt— 20 s gf W VU R D 3 1 3k P R RE R, BT ek R 72 A XUV (baby-face overgeneralization)s #8428 [ £L
AR (familiar-face overgeneralization). ¥ [ FLZ A4 24 M. (unfit-face overgeneralization) 115 25 [ fLiZ
AL B (emotional-faceovergeneralization) o S 5L K2 AV AR T 32 TN 12 NAT TR 25 4 o B8 ) LT 388 P06 0 J
Mt FEZ BN HESE )L & b (Zebrowitz & Montepare, 2008). KHEFEEERKHINE AR LGB ANEFGZT—
FERE . G IAE M. 2T ALz AR 2 18 A AT A AR T AL Je V22 32 31 5 5 5 2428 T FLAHRL
FERISEm, — AN LT A48 (8 & A e fl L (Giinaydin, Zayas, Selcuk, & Hazan, 2012). i 23 TH FLIZ AL RN A
A Ko AN RRETHT FL A 1R 531 A AN ARGE A 2 AR V5 I 45 SR (Rhodes, Jeffery, Watson, Clifford, & Nakayama, 2003),
R AL SR A LA L, S Z iy R i A ve . AR FERRFE B0 v] DR AT oA 4 e
PR W R AR AE, (H S SE EIFARFTA AR AR 5 M 2 8] B A G P G HE v i

3.2. #HEHLH

CAWTTEAIL, AL SRS ITE OTE K 2 I M M RT I 5 . X R AEBEAT [ fLAE 2 R eI
WATHE R RIS 6] Y AL BE AR & KA RS . 5 AL R I MERE RN, NSRRIt R0t
CLHEAG RN — o i RCHE B (0 70 AU o A UEGE R, i Lo St AT B 5 X A — AR o e 22 40K ) 77
AL . Adolphs %5 A(1999)i e Xt i IR A (KIBIEFC AL, A A7 A% 0 A2 B RERRERS ¥) 288 A BE T Al A
WIPE R, X R AR SLEAEPO T B EEAE . SRR KRR 0 — A Xk, X il
EHLOMEHREAT A . oK B ORI B2 T LS A A5 S ik B A A%, DO FLREAT 5 A, IR 5
DX S o A AT A% AT LA IR DAk S 2, B4 IR e J= - A2 BT B LA T AL 78 7 E
TR A o TSI AT A A% 52 453 (0 R A AN AT T L BE P PR T AL O WA o T Zh REPERE LR K
BEMRD KB TR, LGRS A 5 ABAR Bl (FG) &5 XIS A 2%, & ERAS TS 1
FLAEAAAZ T 51 RIS 3 LU R AT 3 I T fL 2 v, T LB RIS, A A L S MO . Wt 72 %
B AT AR P8 50 22 T AR X e 3 P 52 LR, v ool 0 7 i 155 4 1R S D9 UK . LA
RAN S Z 5FH RSO, BT e {5 BEAWNa T LI SR a1, =& MR RN
FHIRAE » DRI A A A% W] B A XS T FLAS S e M BEURR - B 1 A A A%, BF TR B, A (G &5  HR 3 451 152 it (OF C)
MR 5] S8 25 K T e A -5 T AL 35 P52 40 i PR T R A5 5K

4. AXEFLFHER LS MEAAFIER

HFLE NN R E N AMUPRE, — B DORIEZE AR AT AN G o BF X T FLAL 2 Fn e it
AT T I PP BN BRI RE, oA AR & 1 i AR A3 B 90 B8 AR S 805 . Bbak, X
FUAO PR B NBHE AR, 4 &0 HE Y HE 22 (Social Psychophysics) i H BN 70 HEAE T 5 v =F & I 5 i 5256
kL
4.1. 5%, FEHER

RO 80 T R FLRE S 42 5000 BT R ¢ R o (R FLE 0 ZRLgerd, wF 90N 1 ER
FRAE AN [F AL 2 o JE M T LB T 20 2%, WSl el B feJ1. Wl 1% . XTTHFLA AL &5 a2k
TR 43 AR NATIAFAE N B ) O R 43 2L (Santos et al., 2016). IXFIIE ARG FRER TR, B4,
BT A R 2 AN SR R, (IR REE T IeE M e AL R R, LR S A S R
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[ AT RE AR S IR 2K, ek ——HETBAIE (Jack & Schyns, 2017). fEZFEMITHILEEH, WREEZ
PRI ZRILFAEAE I, A S8R B 3 AT REIE R R 5L

T LA 2 bk 2 0 S R SR 1 6 T FLAS R A 2 S i 248 B2 (4 9P 23 T T FLAR LB AL B IPAY o Secord
SEN(1956)EPGHEAT T AR AE S AR 2 R0 58 Z IV PP 23 SE06, I T WIS « IR 55 1 A A1E 5 T A 55 i o
Z IR RS F o Todorov 5 A (2008)38 i X LT — &R FIPF7r, B A & AR MEYERE . AR
R AL . X —TE WA HRRYE, 28— Bk (3RS T RE S AN I, IR AR A SRS B
A DUE IR 77 3. Jenkins 25 AN (201 1) AHL,  of i LRI 22 R0 VEAN AR KA RE 1 52 B i £LW 51 3R]
B EERIFEN, X AE—EREE LT T PP A 2k

4.2. FEEEEN

X HFLIEAT 4 R B 43 0 7 sl i e i R, I HLnT Be LA B R I s i ), DR i Hh B L
AAESAL BT T, K YRR R R T LLAN R AT R IR, G BeieR I 5L . AR S AR (Token
Quest trust game). 1 RAZ S I EEH U (Ewing, Caulfield, Read, & Rhodes, 2015; Mondloch et al., 2019;
Tang, Harris, Zou, & Xu, 2019). Mondloch 25 A\ (2019)81¥ 7 “HRAER” « “{RFHAE” A H MATES
WS, UERARESE MR E AL EEERTIRY, BRANRTREEFERIEENG
FERIFERE, A At2 50 oi 40 Wr LLUSE B0 30 B SR (Ewing, Sutherland, & Willis, 2019). 5 bFEIR, HA]
PAkAT =5 52 AR T itk (Repeat Token Game), 25 XUJ7Af LAkAT 2 H HF), DLWELEER SR HITHE
MUR R . R AE B X ZL 0 2 RS B4R L (information provider)$& L /5 BAH P R Bl 54
WESGLAEPPRE, R E L.

YRR T FLAL 2 R0 R SO W R AR e . — D7 T, R R O ST R 4k SRR AL, ELHE T LA
TERMLEIEE; B— T, WA IMAIT ARG (Tang et al., 2019). {5 IEMVECE T, Bty 1V
JB, XAF, 2019) HEIRZE R (Ewing et al., 2019)s 3C4k(Todorov et al., 2015)FM KA R, F & XA
WA, Ewing 55 AN (2019) K3, BA#EE R /{5 BE S A PR AIE BEE L R, SOl AT ik # 9 3%
PEZEN, RO ) LB T LR N T L PR 2 60 o 9, 05 A6 B PR A 0 DL, o 0 A DA 2 R A 0 4845 T AL AL
SR AFE, WIS SRR,

4.3. ET#0EMEFNERERIELESHE

BT AL EA BRI ST, (HEZ 2881 L5 #H (Sutherland, Young, & Rhodes, 2017). Bl 5
SRR R R, dha D BB 2 RO S R A 2 T FLURR RN BT ST AU ) U5 7% 2 — (Jack & Schyns,
2017)0 Ao RS A% OAE T FLREAT BOm 4%, DORBIURS E 185 B 55 72 Ak S0 it 2 1A] AR Bk
o HRIEZAAET RABIGRSN 7, AT 45 € KL (5 B8 BT B 2 . EFEE IR E .
SO BRI T N ZR A R AR, =M mLREREE: SIMEERES, £
BRI AL, “THALR R " AT 02 “S 77 (Bubbles), H:A% i HE BEALEE RS 500 AL, LA
o 5 T FLAS 85 4 2 5 18] R BR 2R (Todorov et al., 2015).  “WNAMG MR 7 E I BENL R KM S0
FETFLENE b, BURBOR AL S MR, i A PsychoMorph T H 0] LRI TIALIE LIRS . “AEM
THIAL” RACRE T FLAS S AT R, FESb R Al B AR i L, B3 S AT 5 A 4 200 0 ) T LA 2 (Jack: &
Schyns, 2017; Oosterhof & Todorov, 2008).

el IR )7 VE G A s B LS B A, AT T FLEEAT SERG i St A A EL B, OB TR
TR HgR ORI AL — e, EARE RS, (EEEIRE) 3 OB T i I e
YB3 57 K EE T2 B 0 i (PC A THIFLBEAT 4t TART T o) £ 5 B Y ) A 2 At PTRETCEHE) 3
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T L . R ZSIA, Rl KA 0 77 v R T 20 T 2 2 3 ok TR
5. RERE

BT DX T LA R M AL S F s I E AR08, A Ja BT S AT AU JUAN 7 TH 4K 2RIR L o

B, eSS A R . LR N EIRK . ZHERBSE RSN, B RAETE
LAt R YE . WEBKFE, AL AHE, A mAL LA 42 BRI, BEmim
FRAERIZH A+ 23 5 2% (Sutherland et al., 2017). 152 Rk R H AL R ) EZA KHR I3, B BT TR H#S
RAGRET AT SEH R AAG A A BLSE, AR B A TR 55 1R 0 A0 Wt 5 56 4 — % (Mondloch et al.,
2019). Todorov 5¢ \(2008)8 7t K B, (A —NHIFLEA 2 MH B IR Bkt A 4E R, iR AE S 42
N NEFFA—E R — XK R. F— D NEAFEBRZAWAFEZESR, Jenkins 55 A Q201 1)K
B, NATTH 1R — B AR T AL AS 7] R AN R AN, T T 42 1 LK) A ] L D A% 5 4 1)
AR5 o IR 2 B — Fh i L AL S A s FIWTO0 S T 55—, RLHAS 5] 0 1k e 1 1 ) B A AN [ F
[A] B {E(Willis & Todorov, 2006). 4 Ja HIHF 7T H RS B4 il T A 2k 28 ARSI O JE R4 B Olivola S5 A
(2014) BRI, FEHERAS RAOVER] . PAIERS 2 5, 00 5 40 BT (0 HE A PR 5 T BB REN LK, [
1T — P85 75 11 1T 8 2 2R P e 2 5 M 1 1T o

H, R U E S-S R R E L TR R AL . B RBEERIEM, Rhodes %5
N(Q2003) K, BRAEE R KA LS, 23 A AT FL AR 51 J0vE 53, 52 AT B SE 0
Fha SCH T FLIEREN A AR R e, PR ZIBR EV AR L 1 ) 2R B R 55 22 T AR K IR L 2 0 ., 500 T 468 114
I FIHE 2 A1 (Bruce & Young, 2012). RZIRED R TGS AFAAE, Sutherland 55 A (2015)8F 2 K I,
A R ZIBEN R A LA T AL o B8 By S A o BN AR B A i LA /8RS
WIFARTE B AR5 B RRIE 32 BRI R GG AT 50T 9 HARRISZME, 5 5 S Al A AR AR i L
578 2 AN () T FLIPAN FE AL (Giinaydin et al., 2012). LS EEE MR Z R, MEMEHEZK. F
BHERATE . S I S 2 Ak 2 S0 7 AR R

F= AW FTERR R . BRI ohe e — IR KRR TR, (H 2500 T SR 75 3 i AR
BRI AL 1) 58 ], SRR AR R AE AT Bk B VE A A BRI, i fLA 2 B A
AR ) ST NBOR AR TR, AT REH AN HAd A YR B, B T AL B A2 A BB (Sutherland et al., 2013).
NATR AL 2 Fn o 68 1 To N En B Fe s b, AW FLE e It EARAE R AE . FEARL IR b, BRI R
VA s, SERs S — Bk R A T AL, AR m(E S & P AN R s B Ik i wIF 78 07 2
S RELTRY YR P R A 2SR I BR Al (Oldmeadow et al., 2013)o AR AT FT R B8 INVE BEAF TS R0%, BaR
WFFCHIHMERE

S0, VEEX LA 2 R R AN R SR T . XTI S, AR AR A R AT 2 R i A1 T AL
TR E R HIAT Y, B LE R R IZRE R R SSBEI ]. X —I  Thf LA S R B A BT T
RN BB AR R R . S PHFIEY, L@ AR S RN R R A i AR A A A
(Charlesworth, Hudson, Cogsdill, Spelke, & Banaji, 2019; Harris, Koenig, Corriveau, & Jaswal, 2018).
Palmquist, Cheries fil DeAngelis (2019) &3, 4. 5 % 1) LE XS A [F) [0 REAE i SO A% HA AR, X L n]
5 LRI RE /0 i T EFLAE I I . RIH 25 AN (2018) KB, 4~6 % 1)) L L 18 H 4  MEA T L S5 AR R
FINARBRREIR R AT, B S5 AL T AL 5 T AR B AN AR BEAHIC 2R o 55 N (2019)RIF TR B, FEZ I AT
BRZBF, 4~6 % LB IAELEA i WABEFEMEAE T, Tang S AQOINFFFAKI, JLEFEGAERIERRE
SRHEAL, RMEECAREITEN R R UURE S BIHTER T . Mondloch %5 AN (2019)RF 7L KB, JLE XM
RIE BRI A LB RN o RERBIRE T L2 B IR A AL R BE J1 . AR 5T T 40
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WILE B TR BT T, AR NS LAk 25058 iR I 142 .

BT, YR ALAE 2 A 5] K B A 22 FIE A ) . “ DASREN” B 52 BUSEARLE ) . A8 BR5E N(2019)
WHRRIL, EEEARMREOL T, MR BB A 32 H SRR RISZM . Li et al. (2019)R &4 1 H) &
07 ORI, BAZENXS 8~13 & L2 1t FL AT A5 B2 1 73 AT DA 2 T L B szt 5 m) {3 FE AN R R4 52 )5
Wb, DA AT TR AL PR TS R R R i ) BT T 5 A P 2 A ) . AT T IRk S “ i F0 “ R 7
AP W2 5] s SRR B R 3R . A BTG RE MR A A 2 S RAR N OB R R, it
MM %4k (Cuddy, Fiske, & Glick, 2008).

B W

AW ARARBREEIE . Jb 5l #E R A-F & T H (19530050186) b3 i Btk R — L i H
(SM202010028010)% 1)

SE

WREEAE, Rk, &R, BRI, E2330(2018). AL AV 2211 LEAGAEAT ARSI ——R B NSRS R RE. 022
KIESHE, 34(5), 3-12.

FRER, 2H, A, SKEW(2019). T HALAAE SRS TR R . OB 7 12(6), 509-516.

IR, 57577, VE(2019). ASECN AT AT M 2 ——J T [ FLARE BB S HERf 1. O BEFS < 42(1), 150-156.

X%, WM, THE, ik, Y, R, 55(2020). LA S B K R 0 8IS R (IS0, O FEFL,
43(1), 132-143.
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