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* &t % 4 7 (Conceptual Framework)

EFLIR S| IR RAER Eah A iEigia

FlEM AHEH A HE O HE
(PR AL B R, M 510006)

H E AR AEEEAT AR (e, HFB. KR, ARSI PRETEERN ., AEAXTILEI] A
B SNAA ERBREHSBILGEAFES TR AR, MRV X EHITILRS] Ak ik
JE, EHERFHSBILEI AGHRRATERL, ZNHETARS ORI A, Kmdms s Fma, &k
RN R RAT A R, B4R, EHFEBEAE K, T @ILRI Aoy ki, FMAEAMT, &, &
w16 R RAR I E A IR M ILR G A A b . RAT R IR EILR ] R AR KRF EHHA
FRLRIIAIR, BIN, AT R AR AR FARREL, ALKREF @A LM EIANE,

XKiBIR AmEF, FE0, BRI A, EFE, EhmL

HES  B849:091

1 BRI IR, B8 ke SR 325k
o AL, AL
Alz»a‘ﬁ:“- “‘\ Bl ‘nO AT A He Tj‘ . A .
M "RRZ, NEAZ RO gy e moms . @ IF0 S 10FR%
R, s
BT IRATO W K Mbr . i, TRk res st ’ 8 o

- m (Brielmann & Pelli, 2018)., 7EXLERF5ErH, MHfL3E
R e N Bt b g rey
B, RN, MRt 0o B
B R RAIRGLEA RIS, FRHEML, R L1 1 9 2 LG
BOLHLPPASATIXTRRSE | UTSE, DRSERISERT e pyppe plop) — 64 %) MW SE B HFE (.
MHYHIBRRIT A o SERERH L BAMET L g sy gy e, 96 Wit et o e o
SHz Y Py nalure A, 3 \  p
SRR AL PR 0 AT, PR PRI e e vk miLms) i IE. 5340,
MPRIE, HAWGRMI A LZAZOEDN 3y gL 0w 2 R AT
Ao WOL, SATATXTRSEMBIEIRZIE gy g g5 ah s Lk 5| 4 BB SERLTF
b 33 ] AL R XY i B2 I 5T B RV AR () A, WA R M AL S| 1S T
Hl(Palmer et al., 2013), Natwre SRS S26 I Z i pymes) gy, shmiist b ISR 0ok AT 0. AL B,
R SCRE T TTHRVE Tk SRR Brody, 20153 fry g f /i L0251 F9 B I 3 25 0 f 938
Wald, 2015). AL Iy 0 R A e

LIRS R AR, 5% 1) masEAMEE HE
HEEFEE, WD, F1% . 158 RIRE, & 111 WEFLASIEHZm
AP A AR A Sk WAL BRI, N AR A AL 0

FTIVPAN, 252 B — LL T ALARHAE A 52 e, AR FR P
(symmetry) ., F¥J¥f(averageness) FIPER] k&R

Wk F B 2021-12-03

* [ [ RFN A T _E T H (32071048). (sexual dimorphism) (£534 IiL: Fink & Penton-Voak,
BEEA: FEM, B-mail: zhougm@mail.sysu.edu.cn 2002; ZERY, FEZL, 2010; Little et al., 2011; Rhodes,
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2006),

T FL AR R M R 4 2 A R AR BLEE, AT
B Qg 4F XF B ME & A T FL (U0 ;. Baudouin &
Tiberghien, 2004; Bertamini et al., 2019; Perrett et
al., 1999). SKIM, 73 5h—LE@F 588 HHFA UL AL
EYERAR T, BT AR A AR IR R R AR
FasE Pk, N AL AN ZE B # W BB (R — 4%,
ANTT 3kt S B R ) S 3 BB A S T8 38
Xt FR ) B s A X FR (fluctuating  asymmetry)
(Gatenfio et al., 2018; Graham & Ozener, 2016),
TIRATE R E B LA A X PR, B b il
U By A X FR I AN 23 5 0 F AT 1L 1 T A
o WLV B R IRFRIEA e . &
S B E LW 51 S5 (AN Farrera et al., 2015; van
Dongen, 2014; Zaidel & Deblieck, 2007),

T AL TR A b 22 T T L A AR
P85, E LR B G AL . BFSE
RW, P AL ey W51y b 4G T AL R SR
(Thornhill & Gangestad, 1993), JG43#T(Rhodes,
2006) 45 RAL LW, - EPE XTI 51 T3 0 B RO
R,

AL PR SRR EBETEDNE, A
TR LSz B 1 57 Pk AR B 55 P Ak B L A R AR
(Little et al., 2011), Z PEAL I Ze PE T LR B 51 )
(4n: Rhodes, 2006; Yang et al., 2015), #R1fi, %7 F
FB e LR AR W, AR, —
SeRF R, D5 A i 58 v L SE A ] g (i
Little et al., 2011; Rennels et al., 2008). #X 1], A L&
WFFE AN & B0 4 1 T 3 3R L PE AR 19 55 % T8 £L (Little
& Hancock, 2002; Penton-Voak et al., 2004),

W AN, A W5 A B0 L Al v L B AR AE A 52
Wl 17 FL W 5| 7, A0 Bk €8 RN ST i (Un: Jones et al.,
2004; Vera Cruz, 2018). [ L f4) JPk €2 711 o 1 340 2 %oF
filt FREFEAT S WL BT B9 B2 R (Fink et al., 2012;
Tan et al., 2018), #A KM . BHER . /NaT .
78T RIS H G Y L P RN S B WS
(Baudouin & Tiberghien, 2004; Fink & Penton-Voak,
2002; Rhodes, 2006) ., R i J& FIxF H R 558 v A9 T F L
e MR ] X b AV 1 A ] T L S R 51 g
3 ok 7 AR v IR N L R, A T LR s
(Stérmer & Alvarez, 2016),

112 #ESEEHNEN
AL AT A — L84t 2R B L 51 77,

i LA ER A0 1 SRS TY, Ak, 2011 R
dr(dn: WEREE %, 2016), DL K [ FAH L
(DeBruine, 2005),

T3 Ak, BT T L A kS 1 B 2 5 i 1 L
51 1o FEESFRISE B, B, w AATPEM M 4F
MY W o BEELSE (A0 Little et al., 2006;
Wang et al., 2020; LRI %, 2015), #ilan, trf
FEURE R T A% TV s 285 19 T FL 22 LU AR T R T
AR AR 2 W FL A R 5| B & (LR IE 4,
2015), R E (warmth)f5 B ] LA 25 42 i o e AL
my B PR LML 51 91, “RE 7T (competence)”
EPSSUNYSTE Y c X AR TR NS )
(Wang et al., 2020), XFft (5B WEHBS®E
T LN FNEZ AR 50N 5 i 31 55 2K T L AH ALY
HFLAWR 5| ) (R v 5 4%, 2018).
113 WEEEZE

WMEF I — YR L DHEITARE
o BER W m LRG| 1IN (GRR I
& 2013), 40, Williams 1 Morland (1976)%& 31
s I X ALR G| 1A, EEBAFAA
A i LA I o VR G R (5, X W] g2 LY
FE 2RI A . R S X B R R A
B, INABRABIRA AT, T0ZHE, ¥
PN LG AR R 0 75 i 8 B A T i 2 v ik £,
32 B AT P AR T AT B9 4 2 SC e fR 3
(Swami et al., 2013),
114 TEFLRSI AR M I

Xt F i FL s 1 B THLEL, A 055 & A
AU TR RE AT TR . E O, mAL sl T
e Tt A o, WLER 3 i T3 Bk I 1,
AT Y B 55 52 S AR (Reber et al., 2004), —
P B 41 ) B Y 23 B4 I MG ) 5 47 T 43 (Rhodes et
al., 2001), 7] e H UL BEGREHE i T X%F A
FY R RIN T3k o KR AE 25 8 ol
R WS 70, PR At AT I S O
PRERAE, Jr LA 45 50 g 3R AT R 58 R G0 T
(DeBruine et al., 2007).

T3 b, WA B 5T S AN R
T AR BRI LR 51 Ty A BL . SR A K
T P BFSE B, AT LA Tk X A 5T
1 T8 FL (9 W 5| 7 347 $ Wr (Abbas & Duchaine,
2008): MIES T FLEY L2, SHEWSI T
B okt R, S AT WG] F1 R 2 X
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FEiE, WS HR, Y R LA X5
W, A2 kA IR AR — ST A B, (R
B F T FLTE R 90°8E, 180°H} H B 37 It B A5 1
5| 71(Leder et al., 2017), X &K, M fLiei% )5,
I FLATEEARAE B (RS L, ST
T B IR (Freire et al., 2000), X Ui, mwfLiEs:
J& B R ES I T Re B = A 5|y LA 51 Sy . 3
IR P8 5% (Orghian & Hidalgo, 2020; Sadr &
Krowicki, 2019)t % 3l 1T 5 $4 55 T B K 2 B
LB —FB o5 B(n, 22 /45 2 6 ) mT AR w5 1o FL I
S0P . Liu 202 DR T B, ZMA
Ao A7 e LAY S | 1 PE S v TR AN LAY T B
PARL 2.

12 MRS EEREALKS A

KWALOR, X EfLwg s s R 2 E ST
AR ALER . I 15 4F, A5 B UK %
B T B A SN WAL, F kMBS
L5 Iy TR S L.

LA — BB TR ST R R, T FL ARG 30 A X R 5|
TIHHSRAEEME R 22 5 . LAY ShAS M B 25 10
T B LB S, (BFE LM L L X R Ak
K 5. % (Penton-Voak & Chang, 2008), HZEREET
1 T L B9 W 51 J7 (Lander, 2008) ., Rubenstein
(2005) K AH K 51T, BT IS 58N T
YIS 2 Lot L, B & B LAY sh P AE ok
AL RRON . BRI At 2 R R i R T T AL
B4 B0 285 1 X R 5 9 e 0 g A 7 2 ) 2 S Y iR
B AL sh AU w5 P L 51 41, AT AR
S T L MR TE LR 5 | D) B T I AR R DL R R
H AT P FRARAE, X S RRAF 7E A T AL AT
BT B, 1m0 5 v LK 5] AR KRR Lz B
2 NARE IS BRI, I sh A B 1 FLRE %
15156 B 22 141215 B (Penton-Voak & Chang, 2008).

AN — ST ) & B, T LAY Bh A X 5
7 ¥y 45 55 e B8 4 0 2 1 T L L AR A AE (Ko$cinsk,
2013; Post et al., 2012), Post %:(2012)KFH T A%
155 5% A R B DL B G R i BT A S A S T
AR, R, B A S 5N A L
A T B BB 4R R X LB T AL A I 51 T . KoScifiski
(2013) L3 T AIAA AR A3 25 i LA K T THT A5 R
HRTE FL BB, e B s ) T L B
w5171,

X FL Y sh A XTI 51 ) i 3 58 v] BRI

11 L B9 203 25 P X6 18 fL A AIE 9 %2 0 o Morrison 5§
(2007) 11 F 4% 2% o i R B U 55 1 5 2o 1 i TR AL
KM L L B3 S LR T Z U &
PR, X 2ESh AT LW s Sy B, 5 L )
TCBLRLNE o K55 SR 55 2 B 5T R0 2 el 52
W) TG FL 5 | 7 R SE S5 AW & (25348 UL : Rhodes,
2006), Morrison Z(2010)11 A& P 55 B2k 5] =24
PERSE T M sh A AL S| Fr . ik, mifLE
SIS TEXT IR 5| J1 3858 AT BE S b T 1 fL A sh Ak
R T AT LA 3 25 9B . Hughes F1
Aung (2018) M ZL3R B X 2 A 1 FL LA B i A4S 1hi FL
R XEFRPE R 5| ) EAT 0 87, 25 5 & I S TE L 1Y
B AR R AL R, WS R E, K2 W
171 F B TN, 1AL 2h 25 P 2 5 i i As
T AL B ok B AL 51 . Sa4b, EALAY Bk
ASM e R R L S W RE SN T A
XK Post 5 (2012)F% T 6 A SRS 5 b AL 00 5 o
A Xt b, 3 & SR AR b T A S i ] e
B AT ST A% A B AR AR O SR, B
HRIN Ry B ST R B2 = LR | J7 . (HEY
PR A — T A I B AT LB, T L 5] g B
gL B, TN 7 S O B A T AL 5
T TR S CHE, AR T — L fr A i
T FL A B, I EL R T 20 25 1 FL 1T i L e A
AT FL A o

2 HEREWM

REREIIRIRR TR B XL S| 5
B, AHAT SR AN REHERR 3 (5 B X 1 FL I 51 1
FAEREZIPE WAL 51 1 0 = KRR
P EIBMERE R SRR P S T LA
A TIAE B o AT L i BT A T L AT
4 i G 545 T L ) 25 [ A4l (Valentine, 1991) Xt
FREY . 74 0% T FL 7T Al T 42 00 T L A R BAR, A
AT LA R B R AL, T EA E RS .
Tiok, IREE K/ WEBIRRE . T B B0 B AR RRAE A
SRR WA AR . B, A REHERSR L
511 AR AL

ok, HRrERFE LR 5| ) B TR R
B, B AR JE R A U 3 5K (Abbas &
Duchaine, 2008) . {8571 fL(Leder et al., 2017)if &
HOE B 3w fL (Liu et al., 2021; Orghian &
Hidalgo, 2020; Sadr & Krowicki, 2019), #8& I T
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e O T L A BN T LR 51 D s . AT IR,
THTFL I 51 7 4 AR AT B AR T 1 L 1 B AR L
Ty Ah, HoA AL JE P AR I T, dn L S
{3 (2738 IL: Richler & Gauthier, 2014), 15 (Calder
et al., 2000)F1¥£: 5] (Zhao & Hayward, 2010)5%,
RALI G| ) R AR RAE SR A T )4 i S

BE TR R AE B ALK 51 ) AR B,
VA K gl 25 T L B 6y 09 B A T (3 ;. Zhao &
Biilthoff, 2017; Zhou et al., 2021), [EFLI 5] 11y
SER R AT RE W SR T A, Sk, mifl
14 2 A5 1 340 7T B 3 o 2% T L Y AFAE 5 Bl (Hughes
& Aung, 2018; Morrison et al., 2007; Morrison
etal., 2010), SEEALESF A4S {5 B (Penton-Voak
& Chang, 2008) 5 1 1 LW 51 77 -

L5 LRTIR, BT AL ] ) R A SR
TR o TETFLIE 51 7 4 1A SR AIE e A8 DDA £ B2 i
BREFLXSFRPE ST X R T — 25 Pk SRR AR % T
LS Ty s, LA K i 5K R A A5 B T AL 5|
FIRAEAY, o 11 TR AL 1 200 25 P 5 ek 52 i AL 1 2 A
TN Semat B AR SRR B . DL
oAk 2 (5 BRI AL 5 ) o X AFA LK
IR R RAE N, 85 DU FE B A T
FRIEAR B AL 25 BN # A T FL I 51 7 4 52 e A0
/EE

3 [EERH

O 5 BT FLARAE . & F B A0
B Z ST HFL Sy i m, A IT A A
A A T A BERRT T L S 1 T R T
Bl o X FLA S A RS sR LI 5| ),
WA W58t =2 S8 T A5 Sl 6 T LA AR AN
TR R I . O F mFLIR S| 1 B RAE LL K 3)
AR PR, AW T LW S S i
TRRAE, LA K sh7s P i 5 s (A T . 5 X
ARG BAREE R TR . D AEmtE&ER
SRIGSRI G 1. BT I, AP LR R,

e, HALR S TR R AR KAL) IR
5Ty I FL I 5| 7 ) 3 A SRAE SR A3 T R4 1Y) S 45,
BASRELE E . 0 1.1.4 hER A0y, X
FLIEH] 7 R T2 A AR I TR IS L 2,
i H 75 %] 46 52 45 16 (Abbas & Duchaine, 2008;
Leder et al., 2017), 407 1.1.1 AT, WL
B Jm 1 4 1iE £ 52 i T £L 2 51 J7 (Baudouin &

Tiberghien, 2004; Fink & Penton-Voak, 2002;
Rhodes, 2006; Stérmer & Alvarez, 2016), K It, T
LR 51 ) 2 5 AR RAE A TR

Hxk, EALMBhASTERE G R AL 5] 7=
SR A W R FTUE, X7l 5
By TR T, WA i AR L,
Xt 20 245 AL By 1 AR R I (AN Zhao &
Biilthoff, 2017; Zhou et al., 2021). IR 4, hZ5ififL
W | 2 45 2 B AR N TR AR SR T LY 3
SPERE R SR AL S Sy, A AT RE R N D Bl A T
FLI 51 77 0 R4 N L L #R 2 T L5 | 7 A B 44
TSR,

5=, WAL EhASPERR Y SR AL 5] ) 2
MG EEA 7 AT RER2 MR A i LR R
SFRRIEAR B 0 . BN, I Re 4R IR A
Xt E R, 4R = W 5] H7 (Stérmer &  Alvarez,
2016), BbAk, R ARENE R m AN 45 [ A0 3R |
7 E A8 S B HTHE (U Carrasco et al., 2004;
Gobell & Carrasco, 2005; Tse, 2005; Tse et al.,
2011), i 4 Jg Pk 5 LW 51 J3 A (40 Fink
et al., 2001; Halit et al., 2000; Stephen & McKeegan,
2010), P, HRETTREMZANJE M B2 ma A4
T LW 5| 3 B B0 . T az B AT DL 3R T R
(Franconeri & Simons, 2003). A W55 &8, AATXF
C e TR (N AN <N (N E o B T JUEIR S
(Xiao et al., 2014), AfIXF sh A FLAYTE SRt
xS AL E A UR R . ATE Bh A
FLIN, AMGTE w2 T AL — R 1 e TR R L,
T2 B 25 MR TR R A BCAE IR I . 57 50 T A B
BEHR LT 25 AL & L (VS et al., 2012), X FHTE
BT 2SR, WAl e B A E AL 5 # A E AL
W51 I3 A A

B, ALY B AP RE i 1 SR i FL W S | ) B
M T A A Jp 7 FER 2R, B Xy T A
MEBEAREWHEMNE. Di Dio 5 A(2020)%
B, bR m e SE T AT AL, A S TR
AT LA B R AR SRR A ) 2R SE Y X A
R0 AT BEAR IR LS A S AL . AfTRERS
M2 Bl b B B A 4w 7 (Chang & Troje, 2008,
Frankenhuis et al., 2013; Rosa-Salva et al., 2016),
A A 77 S T LA IR — A 4 (Koldewyn et al.,
2014) o % T AL A= A 0 0 O S A SRR R
(Powers et al., 2014), — HERFN 2 A\ S HFLI RS,
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Kl 2 ) LA Ay Sy a7 FIWr, DAR E SR B
A B 23 ST AN BT B (Looser et al., 2013), &
FLA: Ay 1 AT RE A O H B A &5 BR i T L
%'Ijj o

4 WERWE

AHIFFEN S BRI 8 A ik o 1) T L 5
JIBINFIFRAE B L A v G s L, 0L P A
5T LI 51 1 1) 3 (A SRAE LA J 30 25 38 1ot 52
MR A O T 58 M X R A SRR A L P
VLB 5% Mk 2305 B R B 5 % 7| 0 Al 2883 — [m

F5E 1 BRI T/ f B R R AL 51 11
NHIERAE, B 4 A5, 3Tl 5|
JIH 23 R AEARRAE . B A TBIRAE . =2 H
HR 2 E 1 e 3 A R AE

WgE 2 MIERIRIN T . Ve A A=Ay A B 3
WHE AL G| 7 B Shas R sm L], AAEXT R 3
DT S
41 R 1. EFLKSI AMEERIE
411 MR 11: NZEBSIRRTEFLRS| R

I RAE

R ERIESER N /- 3D
“FEEE, HENFE. TR, EK—T7
W R IR A RARIH 32 P i . 1 e (580
EE WA 5 S AL T 7 B SR PR AT (n:
Orghian & Hidalgo, 2020; Sadr & Krowicki, 2019)
K BUAEH (blurred) T FL B9 WK 51 77 b Ji 4 T L A9 12
S e o M R T AL 2 AR B ARG A ) 09 =R Y T
FL o AL 9 23 (a3 R A5 B i T LR 3 (Goffaux &
Rossion, 2006; V£ B 45, 2011)F1 3 1 i1 4
(Stein et al., 2014; JEWIE 45, 2011), fIK=5 [AISHR
{58 F B L, e S RDFCR(E B R E
JIl T.(Collishaw & Hole, 2000; Goffaux & Rossion,
2006) . AN BN AS T AL IR 51 ) S B R RAE Y,
IR AR S (] A1 23 74 TR LA L ey 25 ] 00 3% 1% T L B
HW1J1. Bk, ARG LA MR, #
S PFA AT 55 FN3E T =CAIF 5T v 2 TR AR 3R (37 O
T 22 Ja B AR AIE ) RO 25 ) 3 i) 0 B CE IR L 22
BERRFAE )N TS AL S| 3 A5 mm, DI # 3T
THFLI 51 7 1 25 ) A5 A A AR R AR
412 R 1L2: NEAESEA RN ERKE

LS| B E S BRI
WAE L1 A0, TELAYF 21 n: Rhodes,

2006)F1#t 4224 2] (11 Swami et al., 2013)23 5 1 [
LG . 5IEE LA, hr A AR TE A9 1 LAY
W 5| )3 A% (Halit et al., 2000), {05331 AAT5E b 25
TR T AL, AATTXF T AL 5 | 7 04 AR 2 O 1] A2
JE 16 fL(Rhodes et al., 2003) . T FL %052 (14385 1 BL G
LR WL SRR NS T 15 (2015) NI, AT A
RIR LA, SEHmEAL ., Wi ST RS
AR IR T RERZ A W5 1 AL RAE . H2&
P RLZ BRI, T BESE e T FLI 51 ) IR 4,
51T B AT LA fige R kA Yo T LW 75 | 1 5 i ) A
Al g5 3R, R B8 (mirror) AY 77 B B\ FR PR (i
Mentus & Markovic, 2016; Zaidel & Deblieck, 2007)
AT RERIA 1T LAY A, IR 15 B X AR L
A5 Ty ryas R o TR PR SRR 1AL -5 i T L
JE4 (blend) (#11: Rhodes et al., 1998)E1 i 4 i £L
A9 S o F BT LSS (remap) (U1 Little et al., 2008;
Perrett et al., 1999)75 2 i X FR i FL 7T BE 45 & H
AL, Fi LAAS B0 LA 5] ) i 45
ARG A% 308 Ao B T LG R 1 R T L A
B GREGH RL AL RAE, LI
FEXS FRPE AN LI 51 g 1) AT
413 TR 1L.3: \ZERRRTEALRS|I AHE

B RAE

WFFE 1.2 B0 T AL 51 075 S BT FR
PEFIME 5| 3 T) 5 vh A AR, T3 i 250 29T R
B TR IR R, <= RE R4 A o R
e LR 56, 2 e A I SR AR AR I T L
LB AL B ALV 2 S e 5 | D E LR
A (DL = BE HOER Y 4 L H B, https://zh.
wikipedia.org/wiki/ =B HIR), =JE, FHH AMIE
T T LA ) 23 g = AN 55 4y, RO K B 22 8 2 —
BE . SR ERIE R —BE . SR BEBURL N —KE
FCHR, i A T L T A ] S Oy ARGy, DL—A
MR — %43, BRI P AR 22 6] R 2 o — AR A9 BE
B, MAMRAEL 2 H AL EL Z M — 4R
PR B, A T S O T AR ] 43 AN R Z B
WA AL 5 Ty R B AR RAE R, B ARIEZ
1) 4 S X o A P ) A LR FEAR A 7T BB 23 52 )
LI S] T, WiAF6 = 2 AR o 1 1 FLAR ] fig
P E G R 5 i E ALY RIE . AP
A ER NS E AL ) AL AL, S T A 55
38 N A G = TR R A WS | ALY
AL,
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414 R L4: NFEEHE IR E LS| S8 A
R AE

HEE AR AN E S 8 S R T Ml
e, A EEE I A ] . A RIS (i
Orghian & Hidalgo, 2020; Sadr & Krowicki, 2019)
B T I A A2 A I Y G P B A8 4 i LR |
Ho M2, B, WO, SR AT
WP 3/4 AT AL H #E - HHRAGE S5 o A
HEReHG R AL 5] Sy 7 A R ALE LA A7
REFASTH AL 5] T2 B AR RAER, B2 AAT7T BE
308 3 TET L Jeg AR il kb A SRy S ARRAE, A fil
A A S R WG] T B R AE, DA B2 R
1o AWFFEREE 1L V53T 55 F13E 3 X5 48 e 1
TETFLoXF T AT L B W5 | ) 2 S A A T LA S
XA AR i T AT i T 5E i £L o
42 R 2: B RE LIRS S M HLE
421 TR 21: HEEAWRSI AWEEMT

2 Jivk, ST AL S Gy Y Ak B
I T.(4n: Zhao & Biilthoff, 2017; Zhou et al.,
2021), K, #F5E 2.1 KRB S m L] )2
BRI T, LU shasm L 5] S 3 i 2 5
VT AT FLIE 51 7 8 A T L S T AL |
WANIOE =37 )| I O I S 6 e 55 QA e Wl £ I o
J F0R 2 I AT REXS S5 AT BEAN KT 5, BB AT
IR IR T T T RE— B AT RS — B, ALY
155 2 ik gl R W T AL R 5] . L
B, Sl 2L g 0 W A R R T L S T
LR, RBN R 2 5 55 R — B X T
) 785 T L P9 572 10 L S0 285 T L ) 35 T B K
422 R 2.2: shEEABS AHEHHEEN

ER

4n 3 Frik, 1283k (Franconeri & Simons,
2003), WiEEMRIFLBENMSEAN: Carrasco
et al., 2004; Gobell & Carrasco, 2005; Stéormer &
Alvarez, 2016; Tse, 2005; Tse et al., 2011), HAhA
AT 5514 5 2y T AL L X 3 28 T L P 32 0 o [ B
(Xiao et al., 2014), HIt, BT 2.2 ¥ i@l =45
M, ZEIRSIEOR, WHEsh S m L ro E N
R DL R T R BB A AL 5] ) g5
SRk, shAm LR S] JE T RS AL,
R AL AU W 51 g AR AH RS T AL,
AT ALEMRAHCEA, s T Lz
BHIFERAL o

423 AR 2.3: hAEEILH E R X EEEFLIR
5| TR R

o [ S AR A SRR A B, AR 3,
LY NAER Ay ST DR R SRR, B4, A
JI RN A s S A AL 5] 17 R E
BB FRIR B M B TE Tz a itk 5 . T L
I8 B PR B A R L T R S S 5]
A X (ZEd IL: Fink & Penton-Voak, 2002), 22 JLFI
X R I B A AL 2 R G, AR A X
iz gh [ Bt 1 A4 77 (W0: Frankenhuis et al., 2013;
Rosa-Salva et al., 2016), 3X 3¢ B A #E h ol 140 6 A&
fir & HEAFTE A R W i o NS TR RE BE A% S8 R T £L
4= iy 71 (Looser et al., 2013), A= i J11E Jhy i FL I
IR —A4E#E (Koldewyn et al., 2014), 7] fEi# i
HEA M &FE B ILRE| ), RFFK 4SS
G LWk S5 PRI R, A
i IR SRS AL 51 7 B2

5 R&

NATASWT TR 2 SN & A .l Al
o TRF 1) R A5 25 AR AR il A 8 7 A A% 55 A SRR R R
B o B KA TER I T L 5 | T Fh R &
SR, FRATTSRANTE R T L 5| 1 =2 An el FRAE 11,
FATAEE T WL B 2 FL 5 S T L 2 1] A A
AR T 1225, ZRT A AEMFIE, ET
M, MRS 22 Bl S Rt . IR ER | 4
¥4 7 FRAR I F AR SRR L 51 ) il F R AE LA
K Tr AL BN A 3w T AL S | T R HL

i ERREEN MG EBE, AREK
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The holistic representation of facial attractiveness and the attractiveness
enhancement mechanism of dynamic faces

ZHOU Guomei, ZHENG Ruoying, LIN Jia, LIU Xinge
(Department of Psychology, Sun Yat-sen University, Guangzhou 510006, China)

Abstract: Facial attractiveness plays a crucial role in important social decisions (e.g., mate selection, job
search, social exchange, etc.). Previous studies on facial attractiveness emphasized the evolutionary
approach to interpret the effect of facial features on facial attractiveness while rarely paid attention to the
cognitive representation of facial attractiveness. In recent years, the study of dynamic faces has gathered
increasing research interest. Furthermore, it has been found that motion can improve facial attractiveness,
but the mechanism is not clear. This project will adopt behavioral experiments, combined with eye-tracking
technology and statistical methodology like structural equation modeling, to explore the holistic
representation of facial attractiveness. From the perspective of holistic processing, attention, and vitality,
this project will shed light on the enhancement mechanism of dynamic facial attractiveness. This project
will deepen our understanding of facial attractiveness and human’s high-level intelligence required for
aesthetic perception. Also, the research results of this project will have potential applications for daily
interpersonal interaction, artificial intelligence, and so on.

Key words: cognitive aesthetics, aesthetic perception, facial attractiveness, attention, holistic processing





