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Abstract

Purpose: To explore the learning effect of face learning process. Methods: Using the sequential
Matching Paradigm Task, 34 college students were trained in the behavior of standing and upside-
down faces, and the accuracy and reaction time were recorded. Results: 1) There was a significant
difference in learning speed between the upright face and the inverting face; 2) The reaction time
of the face after training was significantly faster than that of the face before training; And in the
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second training, the accuracy of upright face was significantly higher than that of handstand face.
Conclusion: Both reaction time and accuracy rate show that the learning of standing face is supe-
rior to that of handstand face.
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1. 518

HAFLERAN A TS S EZ AL, 2 —FfE BAE% 5 A . mfLAH b T e e fliscs
— S RRFAE . B SR AL — 2L A IR 1 70 3R (IR« W68 1 Ak (Holistic) P S8 ¥ U, DAL T 9L
AR B IUAE AR, T LN TR - —Fh 285 W U0 T.(Amihai, Deouell, & Bentin, 2011).
BT E A AL S 15 B NHF: —B % (Configural) A2 48 T FLIE i (1 18] B 23 (8] DG R, BVME ERL7E &
F I RESEST BJ7: AL =220, FEIRIERE . 57K 5 2 &M R R RFE S
(Maurer, Grand, & Mondloch, 2002). H# 4= 3& F3ATa] PLA I FLAE EA9 B4R 35 15 5, Bl S 4
PR RS RS BOATALE B E A, B DT DUAAS B BN T ALE B AT 4038, BIAR S AL
A EARIF I S TAMEIAE 2, P AH R T L8 VEREAT AN R (R AL BEANZH 5, 38 170 AT L S BRURH 5 R A A
HEER, Bk X — K (Sergent, Ohta, & MacDonald, 1992).

T LR B A (AR AN TR AL 1S B A S B, Galton 78— H ZAERT IR S, THALIRBIAHEL T
LA RFEAS B TR TR AR B o XTI LR 7, 5 — Mo i g s L . )R bE RS2 i
FLEAN R A 80 LA 7 2, I L2 AT R A6 T LA o 07 S AN E 8, )L S M AR AE i T, B
N FEEAINT, 10 % A 23 #L 0 T3 g (Miki, Honda, Takeshima, Watanabe, & Kakigi, 2015).
Tanaka %5 N R HIH5) - #AA3E A0 DL B85 kTR g, &I 6 2 1L B A2 LA %A MR Al FLc R
Eb B £L oG R 4 5 (Tanaka, Heptonstall, & Campbell, 2019; Tanaka, Kay, Grinnell, Stansfield, & Szech-
ter, 1998), iX—#&k B St e BN TR FLIN A 7 — % (Tanaka & Farah, 1993), 2 et H AR ST oAt AR TH 5L
A, THFLANEOR B A D TR BGA P o X — T 72 B S BT LR e, 15 20 S M s Ya SRR, i
FUx a5 (Eng et al., 2017; Mazard, Schiltz, & Rossion, 2006). & i = (Murphy, Gray, & Cook, 2017). &8
4y - BARE R (Miki, Takeshima, Watanabe, Honda, & Kakigi, 2011)4% . X $636 AE AL 58 H & H A
ARG MR HE— N AR TR I AL G R — kBT T AL, ZE VR IF bl B~ 5K T AL R B 22 0
YHE T BE P& (Jacques & Rossion, 2010; Murphy et al., 2017; Richler, Mack, Palmeri, & Gauthier, 2011; Yang et
al., 2014). B4y - ARG AR FRHC I FL A A IC 3R 5 R AR B AR T AT 0, RILTC R BB AR T2
Gy, HERGFE B = (Leder & Bruce, 2000).

ML TR RRE, R mAmsLn TEe . —MogmfLer e, I FLI TA X Pk
INERAFIRI, XPMRRERATAE B DO, EZAEPIAJTH, Ho—J AN A @i i hn L
AN, @Y AR ) B RHE I T, LR A R AN T SRR LT KU, &5 Carey
SN LE LA R E R BT “THALA G LR Mg hn(tier & Taylor, 2002). Kerr &I THIFLK
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BURS 4040 0 T4 Bh T H FLR A id1Z2(Kerr & Winograd, 1982). {H & 5] Diamond &5 /& Bl 5 A L0 T2
fBl(Diamond & Carey, 1986)}, W7t A IERIE “4567 BB LI THUHEIBF 7T THFLAE Kk 2 G+
[FF 2 AL A 72 IE 20 T Gauthier $& HIOWL A :  THIFLZ BT LB @ AR, R NIRA IR L E K.

T LRI 152 207 1) s AR K. EARMEN E T FLIE R nr i), (HEA 1k 2 7 R %
fiE, TEFRS. TR ) J7 A HME LB AT Re sy 28 . AEBIE A IR A s A BRI B A2 —A
AR AT IR o DA AR 0t 2 W5 57 1 LA 57 38 ) 4 1) b 2 AL o — B (Aguirre, Singh, & D’Esposito,
1999) . 8] 37 AL 0 LT Fr A 4 E 0 32 B (n 25 () A0 38 . 520 % B R e 2% (DA AUl 1k ) 3 46 % T B A7 T AL
(Tanaka, Kaiser, Hagen, & Pierce, 2014), Bt EAEISZTHFLARBIJE T-250 A o PRt 8] 37 i FL2 A 56 i L5
T L0 AL A 5 R [0 PR — ol 2 AR %) < 84 ot 8

DAFE 26 K 22 H0i FLATF FE #8285 1 T 42 R T FL B AFOT A5 R F4D RF ] Py 104 T FLRT Py A hn e R4
SLIRFLAE IR 5 07 1 S B AL L (RS2 BRI NL) 5 ) 5, LG T2 A T ORAF I (] o B AR RN R AT 3 Rl
FN T BB R AR T A FRAR A A, AFR XS T FLAE 5 S FE i TARTEAR KRR B AiE 2 . A7
3 3 6} 1 7 5 80 N7 T AL A 2 ST R 7 T FLAE 2 ) i R P ST RN AR

2. SEEG
2.1, #i

FERSREEAE 34 (P I 14 4), SFURAE 19~26 2], YR 22.94. I POl S IR /E. 4
HF AITEA A IEH DT E RGP, BT BEAT LRSI N ZR I MA . BEHL > BC P2,
B 17 NGH R TN). oSBT BB NG RES, wlIns U8 gl SR PO BRI . FrpiEsr
AP — A PakfE LI R P R, e A 33 4 (13 5).

2.2. SEHMPR

EFFA R, — POy THFL 2 AR ESLHEFLAME S AL 20 5K, — R M FLARVCRC 09 4 ARk, TH
FURTRL SRR I 2 R 52 25 4 1] 1 v [N 175 5 1T AL IR & 45 (Chinese Affective Face Picture System, CAFPS)H
R B2 vh AL IR BE R X 20 7K(10 53 10 %), 3 #2260 x 300 451X 20 5K fii L4 #HH] Photoshop
BE— D AbER, Fopm— SRR, RRUHSLEEZ R0y, Wi B, G-Laftoh R,
BRAFAENIESCTHFLARE,  [FIR k% 180 BEVEABISLIFLAIRE, S A s B R ST A A . 2 70 kb
FORTEH FDCE R kg 40 My, ik BT 20 N0 MR AERH, 10 M 534
i), BGTE 20 MR E N AR T . B4 E AT AT LT .

2.3 BRI

8 34 BHAR T P, — 4 ST IESLIHAL, 53— 4 BN L. RO R 1E S LA R ST
LA AR o BUSOBIIN AT IE i 3R AF Y R A S 4R Br » (£ 95K H Gauthier & Tarr (1997) i UL Bc e (0
K1), B TR E AN B S AR«

2.3.1. LB

SO R TE R A AT, MRAYERT T b, IRAE A B PR B 70 oK. f#H E-prime HEAT )
B, BUULESIF G20, b4 LEa Hoids S8, il ot vl Bt S48, gl A aeie 2R,
M BORRRSE “+7 281500 =0, 47 I 1000 =P, SR S ILUCHED I A TH AL B A ASBR B 1A) ik 4%
BRAE, BRI 20 A triale WA BUE A 4 7 - IALITEAESS, A trial JikE2 “+” 23 500
2=, BENLEI—A 2T 1000 ZF0, Z fGBHL—5K FLIE v ABRES, bl W 2 AL 5 2% 2] R
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Figure I. Flow chart of single trial

B gAMRRIEE

232 GitAIE

FIFY SPSS 22.0 HATHAR /M T AL B . X 33 A BRI ARBAR AT I, TIEARAER: REAAORLERER
PSS F ARSI 2T 25 S RIIN FR£3 bRt %2, A2 32 44 1A 20,880 ANk 5k
402 A, T LLBIZ0 2%, FEGIE 5 I HAE Th BRI, N IR A UGREAT 20T -
3. &R

FEA RS T BILA — B AP DN IRAF A R KR, RO 25 Bk T .
3.1 PREAMNE SRR

ST AR TIIHEAT T 6.53 (95% Cl, 4~9) Rl L5, IESLAFRTHEAT 4.44 (95% CI, 2~8)IK, AL
I 100% [ HER PEbRHE . 0E AN AL A NIZRREGEAT Mann-Whitney AFZ 8RS, 2 1 04 RE W] 5]
{8 S T 7L E PRI TR R IS T AL

Table 1. Training status of different face materials

F 1. NEmEFLARIIZR SR

151 FEAE ERVE ZfH p i
R 17 6 (4~9) -3.19 0.001
E74H 16 4 (2~8)

3.2. AR IERZES
P2 B i AR A BT EaRA, 36 2 AR R I IE A 31T Mann-Whitney JES 40656,
RINAAGTE S U 2RI 1E ST A VR R T35 87% (0.55~1.00) 5. 3% 1 T8I 37.2H. 73% (95% Cl, 0.45~0.94).

Table 2. Accuracy of different groups in the second training

2. TFEHAEAS ZIRIIGRIEfRER

151 FEA & FIRIES ZfH p i
vl 17 0.73 (0.45~0.94) -2.63 0.008
E74H 16 0.87 (0.55~1.00)
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3.3. PN IR LR 534

WA 2(72) o, AL SR 2R 7R IESL A # AR 2 SIRIL, IR TR SR AL 5 ) SO A B R
TEARR TR 3 B, VAN QESL/EISE) gt a2, A0 (R ) 4 ki P D81 25 (R «
PR — ks JE e B30Ik 21 1009 1E A 2 FR) K A 22 8 52 I i 75 22 o i o0 A I S TRJ(RT)
BHAR, MR R, F(L,31)=14.14, p<0.01, n, =0.31, il (2105.65 ms + 148.38
ms) i I Z5 5 Ja I s BB (1552.74 ms + 94.18 ms) i 3 F# % . A ERN AR . JiEI x 532 B AR
Fli % 5, F(1, 31) = 3.26, p = 0.08, i, = 0.10, i BN 43 1T 2R I, 76 TESLAL I i (2249.84 ms + 212.99
ms) i % 5 T )5 M (1431.33 ms + 135.19 ms).

Table 3. Reaction time of different groups before and after training
# 3. FRBIENZRTERI R RAT

2H 5 IR S
Blar 20 1961.46 + 775.45 1674.1524 + 540.75
IS4, 2249.84 + 926.63 1431.3281 + 540.75
4500 —n
4000 - —Up 4000 .
* A
3500 |- JE
23000 3000
.g’ 2500 |- g
Ezooo - \t g 2000
i
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1000
1000 F
500
0 -
0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ] IE—\‘J:ZH @Jﬁ?ﬂ
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Figure 2. Learning status of subjects

B 2. #lFSER
4. g
4.1 BEFEIWNSH

AHIE TR PR IUFR VL BE e AR A8 IE ST LA SZ AL SRR R 22 5 . ANPTAORE R 27 ST E R R

A, IESLI ALY S R B E TR L. X —45 RS Tanaka 7E I FLICIZI B FE 45 RN, PR
UE N AFAE R IESL IR FLE R e e 56, IX AP 2 560 YUl B 2B T AL 2> b B AR S B i #(Tanaka et al.,
2019).

4.2. FIEHBBAISH

MBS BEARTE , PRADS M RHER R B AR HE L ThE s, AR R LA oA, HAESE K
Wik, IR ALIES R R 2w T EL L, il e Ik E R B 2R, KR
5 UMERT TS R ICEE AT B B, TR DR 5T S I AL AN AL 5 22 96 PR 389 4 (Tanaka, 2019) A&
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HmE YAk Greebles (Gauthier & Tarr, 1997)%% 510 & S R A 70 FL N Tak A2, A & X T FL7E 2% ) i #
22 )OS AR, R A T AR 5 R — AN ) BB IE LT LN TR R M R TR R AL, ARAIE
WAH LN & XA R R WS 517307 S0 A SR 2 H XML R, AT fe & A ZERT IR I H ]
DX B AR ) TE ST B S AL, gE R R A BRI T, XL ARAES BT X 2, AL R B2
ZFE RN S EMEE TR, FIEYIOE E . BIEMRZ B E Z 5. AR ER
BN AN G B RN T AE L IR B2 3 72 5 i (Kawakami et al., 2015), $& &% IESZ HFLEI ST, (HXFF3]57
T FLAE D0 O A2 A& A IE L LA AR SN T, i Fox AL LR sAom TR f BRRA, F RAHE =k
PR (A1 22 B R o

4.3. FIRNETAISTHT

AT 5 285 SR 0D S SEES RF R I B {53 S7. T F L Ak R BT FH ) ) e /b 1 IE S FUE R R SR 2 Bk
AR REZES. X5 Tanaka 7EWF L] E BN I 15 H 3] B LI RS &40 T 1IE 7 LSS R I8 (Tanaka
2020). ST THFLIR I BB 55 T8 - WERA VAU A R K AR G (Gauthier et al., 1999), H BLIX Figh Fix vl R
F2 R A AN T {80 N7 T FL A U580 A2 3 T 7 AT A W o R vl v ) o6 B ) F) sk, v 1 S 2L PR 60 IR S T AL
WL, FrU AT I, SvE R v, AN N S R

S 2R )5 IESLIALAT 5 OB 2 2 N B, X 45 R Gauthier 28480, 76 H W AR IR AR £ T AL T XK,
L FAEMRIRAN KT L FIIEA K2 —FE I (Gauthier & Tarr, 1997). 1 IX AN R AR A LI FE SRR,
AN ATHIFL A S HER I A2 T FLARE 7 UL AR T AARRE, DRIk — BI85k fLIS , A 5 5@ 4 A 1 L 1 st
e — 5 AR R B (Freiwald & Tsao, 2014; Hagen et al., 2016), A& ZI7E H % A iE o i ksl bk
WU (BISETFLEHT fa Wb S BRI BT R I, (R RIS B EEE, XANEE R Gauthier 17 8250 A4 —5L
(Gauthier & Tarr, 1997), X fg2 H T TBF A0 78 T FLAR B KM ok, R0k
Greebles 9% 542 75 AITHIFLIN THLE]—B, A 50 45 S22 AL A 132 $r T, XIS TH
LA — AN, B —sKEISITH AL, HFERA I AL E R o 6 Sz LSR5 .

5. &g

A SCE I AL S I R REAT S, Bl T IR fBIS7 I FLAE 5 >1 i R Hh S S I A AR 2 T T
ZESt o NI 45 SRR N B A IR N7 AL S R AR TR ST I L AERA R 5 2 > 15 ST 1 LA X £8
SEHALES IR N EE R, FATIE R T e MR 1E 7 1 FL IR0 (K45 K w] e 1 1 £LAR
o A LA E RTE B AR e L 8 A AE A Rt — P ik g
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