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1 3]

A1 FH 3 R — A N TR A SRR AR,
AL F5 JR) R A RN AR AR PN (M T 4,
2015; Stepanova et al., 2021), [AH B HREFAEALHE
B 3k & 553K (Brambilla et al., 2018; Chen et
al., 2018; Giacomin & Rule, 2019), i i B A& 4%
AIE D06, 458 - SO0 1 1 S 5 v L AR S O A T FL T 51
%% &K (Deska & Hugenberg, 2018; Mello et al.,
2020) AT AR 2 AR I AEFERIHE T A Y
FaAE AT 2 M tein, 7 E AR TE A 2=
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(Pillemer et al., 2014; Stoker et al., 2016), —S&Hff
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%% 2020; Palumbo et al., 2017; Shen et al., 2020; IR, ST AT T B
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2 WEHE—HEFLAIFHE

T LA 10 A 5 0 S MR R TSR A G,
BB S b A N W A AT TR M Xy, (R
EATEARR FHAE—E 2R, MEEF e/
kA&, MHAL(face) EBSZHE AL AR Y 1E H A 4,
W E KT W Z 8] EE M ALS T
FRE . ML FRE R, R, BE. &F
5B AT AE BB PEAL (1 HE T 4%, 2015), HA
B IR B AT EWAHE B AR R . i T A
(physiognomy)if  J& 48 M fL W R 1E, 45 TH LA
R A RRAE LA R TH FL AR AE o X SR AEAT
BT AT A AR A, AT DR 4 X 24
AIE SR HE W~ A 1Y) 0 R R RN AT O T Pk, IO R T
FAWFFE B9 4% 0> ] 25 (Hassin & Trope, 2000),

2.1 TEEB BB

HE, B MEA, SR H &
Ho B2 AERTR BB A 5 — BN 5 B
Rl AMTEMBRE SRR, FEAFEH I
PR R /INFITE- I K /)N (Grammaticos et al., 2019); £
A 8 B ARAE R, REAEEE B O A E Y
(Giacomin & Rule, 2019); TEHRIREEAER,
T AU HE R BE /N L S i LK /M(Lee & Anderson,
2017; van Breen et al., 2018); 7EHlik & T HFAER],
KAFRAT 6 T B (R MR TE AR, 10 & F S KR R
FHRE(Ma et al., 2015); 7ERGRME EEMERT, 3
TGS IR/ T8 55 (Re & Rule, 2016; Talamas
etal., 2016), BRILZ AN, k& B R g 2 HESY
] AT TR T AH (1 o245 L (Blaker et al., 2020;
Muscarella & Cunningham, 1996),

22 HEREEERFE

T #F T & e (facial width-to-height ratio, fWHR)
VP A AR R IR ) EE R MR bR, BHELA
A T 000 B ) SR 2R Y 2 T KO R S T
2| RIS Z 18] 5 FE P 22 LU (Lefevre et al., 2013).
fRT T & =2, A PO T B S e B R Hh R
(1] FL{f (Hehman et al., 2015), & T LA 0004 1 35
i 1 LU 2 A R 9 TE A DA AL, R T AR IR B
it 2 AR A R, AT AL s . LR
SR AR EITAN, WRX HFRx %
AN I A — P2 (Hu et al., 2018). [ FLIK S| 1
DRV Y R UL 3 T8 o W28 B s A TE AL A AR
WE e Ml B O AR H R ALET A & W B R

FE . I, LS| T B 2 i e Y R B AR
1T FL BT A 35 1 AR Y AN, 2 T 38
Egg‘ﬁ,ﬁ'g}mo

3 EHEIREAREERA

AT A TN SR PR 5 T AR 2R ™ A AN 4 2,
HET AT R B, 6 F AR S
FEEE T — B A A N A R T, —
P AT AR L A A 3R M A R £ 9 2 Al B
% #ESN . HIAZ RIS . s fE R
WA, XEHE FERFSOAMN R M H
RN T R SR I T A A T A 3 B Rtk
it RS ES . LR ENEE, Xk
S 32 B R ANMA R T 0 2 L TR SR T A SRk
BERPE B T e ny kA BEHL R o
31 —fIAmAA

— B DA AL A 5 I SR AT DA B T S
SRR AR R AR AR R R AT T BB R
I Xof A5 JEL 77 A 26 T 9 s AR 0 1 77 i (Rhodeess,
2006) . A FI5EFINFITE e A8 b, AN 1 AR A
BN TAEEMF RS, —FRRHEY ., AHE
{7 BCE W EES , T L AR Al 1 AH s
ZIMEN G B A BN T R 4S8, ZIMREN 4 (Stereotypes)
R ANTEA S AR Bt B v, X3 — B ik~
AR RRE AR BT I, R LR G,
TR A A ) S — T AH P [ DA s LR S
Bl WS, AR 00 5 AN 1R A AR i
A7 HUR A 5 R fln, B TR LE AR
R B/ NARRRT, WS SR A
PN B 25 5 B3 5 ol L A5 R 0 BAH G,
FOEE X P A <l Lk I 9 A M = AR SRR, i
WL H B PR P8R, 77 42 238 A (Ladenheim &
LaViers, 2021; Zheng et al., 2018),

T MR EEN . HEE BB N EE
%57, MR 1 AH 2 0 WA o 7 A B R B
RN T RS eI T &g, —Jm, WEE
T A (9 1l A 22 00 FE R B s S5 A5 5 7
AR, kA # RN (Halo Effect) itz iz fb A%
J¥ (Status Generalization Effect) (£ K £, 2020;
Lee et al., 2015), i A HIAFT A A 200 . A
—BOANFAL AR E, AT T J0 8 B0 F) A
HIPE A R PR R, AR UL E B A R
{5 BT HED N T Fr Lk, S50 500 206 1 AH AY
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TR B0 A A R B A W, T 7 A DA
WM EMENS, i, TRk MmEFL%E] &
AP Sy 30 A B AR 1) B 125 ¥ (Scholz &
Sicinski, 2015). Xf FHuN7 iz AL Uk, Hofviiz
A TR R — b BB B LA RRAE . SRS AR
P T 4R 3 ) T A A 2R AT AR I A RN T
T ZE D0 AR it A8 v ok o i A7 R I 2 9832 A6 1T
LA H R —F AL, X SBmLIr A
FHE AL S B A BE T B AT R S
R

T3 — 5 H, FEEIN TR G b A i
PRUEDCEL, PRI AR (S BT ofE . i
T, RGN AT A= 520 (Evans & Stanovich,
2013; Inzlicht et al., 2014), 7E4ES {5 BN T3S
M (Social Information Processing theory), “MAF
AEMAT AR KA B 432 2R B S AR R %
Wel o PRI, AR T R e R0 ) %o 4 o 1) T A A S
PEATHHE . N TR S, e RIBUERE A
AT Hen, Blaker 58 A (2020)9BF5E A B, 1E
WA PR D, AR 3 A T A R R O k4
BRIT, MEEE NN K K 5 1 00T A (gt e
By RO, G D E A S Bk, B
T 200 3k T Ve 28 1) 91 7 A S B AR 0

TEERNZE, WA T REHA
RTEATAT . ST, PiEZ A —E M hH
KFR, BINTREA WS RIN T RE =4 %
me), AHR R TN TR R R, BSR4

3.2 i AmiLf

— WA AR L, A AR R R Y
R TR G B R rh, SR LTk &
UM P e 2 20 2 S e . A=A . B LA G B B
B A RUKE B 9K 2845 Rk 15 93 0 i A
FEHL, LAIE PR N TR AR 3K 3h g 22 1R 5 A A iy A B
RAE, HEMTZOAAT R — 5, MARLEZDT A SRk
PR, R T AR A AE 0 1 AE AR R 2B T
BYRIK, WA R T AR AL E B 1 A AR SR B R kK,
i 2 77 A 3 19 - 34 4L T 3B FR 1 (Johnston et al.,
2001). 73 —J7 T, MATEPEESRAY i AR 2 AR R
T RH TR 4 UL 3 1) A LR . R O DA S
B AT A O A IR A W LR 5 0 R E LT SR,
G L HAT Pk $ 4 524 (Johnston, 2000),

Dl 35 A2 A7 2 1 0 Y #4618 (Evolutionary
theory) 1 A B T AH B2 i MLy T L

PEALIE T ISR B 7E A RS A& 86 /Y
%MJ:LTU\ﬁTEEWVF:LﬁJ%ﬁO SRS RN
KA SRR 0 BT s R I A A e B R T, MRS
TR AT K, IR R H R AE AR EBENT
BB R R Tk, b, B RAES,
o TS B e L A TE R 5 5 2 B B A T o, AE
W2 25 B 3K Mk (Stirrat et al., 2012), KL,
T8 5 8 Lo il A AR B AR TP R A T Sk HAA
TR A AR . Deaner 55 A (2012)i 32 X}
TR ZE BN S A AH DG BERL AT A0 AT, TRE T
AT 5B 5 17 L6 AT DA R T - S e R AR

SRR TN T R S8, L5 AR, K1 R Yt A ad B b o5 — A i is R Uy nt 2
AR T — LA R AR R PEgEHE, EERBN Rk f R R, —T5
| | wE | |
I ECETY .
==
T T I O " NN R S
| A E R BB || R
[ | w22
|E#ﬁ¥ﬁiﬁﬁ£|' :'\ﬁﬁam e e T 3 |
| ;"Elié""' :'"%%fiiu'i"i |
| ;|#mmﬂ@\ | mtin |

B —aA A T AR AR



%2

i B WAHTR: T IAEI A 0 AR 311

1T, RS <O 5 UK 0, AR T RS 1 e
B AEE, HRRE N L, PRI S Ak
[F)4: 3% 4+ #1185 (Evolutionary Intrasexual Competition
theory)$& 3|, 1AWttt frh, MACH T HRE
5 BATAE R BB 2377 A 5 R 35 4 14T 0 (Buss,
1988) fil i, FEH S £ LS (2015)7E L ME A B
JU S BWAT R TR S, LrEAEHEI I 25
Wt A BWS] 01, R A CReEE S H bR
P G R BRI 1, 0 I AR IR e 1 P
Bk, SR BRI RS B R AL o

Jy—J5 1, R FEFEIE(Good Genes Theory)
AT IR B AR e R T A AE R R R T R
FEWMEEEN . EAER T, F—KEYHN AR
AR ELA 22 R, S (R AY TETAE AR SR 2 S [R5 PR
0 A AR B KT, TTFLIR S| 7 s i A A f
JRE A 6 DR R0 538 1 3 (Gangestad & Simpson, 2000;
Little et al., 2007), Henderson I Anglin (2003)9
TR UE A, 18 LR 51 7 i 0 N IA kBB i R
PWHEERKN A, ERPAE P AT RIILFR
W o Stephen 25 A (2017)iz [ i 6 J LA JE 2500 4
B 5 2 DR B A B B O T P RRAE, SR T T AH 2
A B R FIWT A R R Z — o DR 5k
HAT R 09 55 PRI FROIR 20 B FRAR R AT 4545, OF
X L RARE AL 25 T — 40, RN SRR
3 Fofr <o R0 7 A T AL W51 ) R 4F (Little et al.,
2011). FTLA, TEAFLIR ST 0 R s g R A
WoR ey B S T A v T e o R AR
W F L 51 ) BB

i TEIAH i:

i AR AE ii

I ii o

e
i,i T i
NE=TE]

PEACIAHIRL A 19 SR8 PR £5 19 1 &
AN RAR 0 R AR B A R KO-, EUR A ARk
PR RO S ARG A I R, M
FEOR IR AAESR A . B AR B T S R
Uf, AR [R5 A A G 4o A A AR EE R
IR 26 9 50 T ) T A O F AN AR ], (ELJE: 7 R 2
THEAT S B A B o A SRR A A
SEXSLAFAER, DI AR JF BN Tt
JPE 25 UK, 8 A A AT A 3 D0 — 2 T 20 A R T AT
XEAREA AT 7 A5 o 25 B Rk, ik
HRIALA R AR RS R &l 2 frs

L5 BPR, AT — B AL Fik Al
WHIRL A, X ARSI SE 3 e B AR SC B 2E 17
BB (WL 1), WA Ay o 2 fifp o T AR RN B N ZERIL
il P HEBIS S

4 HEERmER

35 [ JEREAT SCHR, AT AR A P
Jad BRI 20 Sy LB B RN R AR LA Kk ke vk
REAR L = AN, R AR DU 45 1 79 5 i L
AL S| 7o L RRAE Sy AR S R i 15 2
N BRARFE Rt E L E ML R (Paulus
& Wentura, 2018; Samizadeh, 2020; Tracy et al.,
2020), EVAKEFE, AR I SOR 328 & F]HR
S I | P4l (Bjornsdottir & Rule, 2017; Jaeger
etal.,, 2019)c (R, T TR 23 5l A — A IR F F
AN FIAL A, BRIR T AR XTI . FIWT . PSR
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®1 EHEFRMEXER

A B WL IR Py ZE LI TR FIHLA
AT e TR T ZUBREN S PNT RS B3, SO FE A, ek s i
R A %f%ﬁgﬁfﬂfhﬁ BN WIMTRG  BARY L 57 A DR 4 0 T LA
— B R AT R 7
A AL WINT RS W EHTE N E 2 —, %437 1k
it LA f6 %ﬁ S TR B 3 2 —, 7= A2 AL A
AEEMTHE WINTRSE EARE. T WL A R
BN WA G SRR R MEALIE HAEEE B, REAAEE
A ARPRGEACREEOLE, U g e gome pems RS
S B g J5 6 B B ) 3 A
il PET Gkpotmme red P CHE T )

PRI, 2T EAT
B DURSE S IN ViR PSS
IFRIR £ B b 2

41 —REANAA A TEAEN R
411 R NMEER

B, ANATE A T A TS AR RE TR, A
BRI ET EZENA G IREZO0RMNE P,
&R T Kim &2 24015 B.(Lee & Anderson, 2017),
— B S R R, AR — R 3 4 i
Ik TR R, Y AM1E BRIRE AR, SEH
FEVE KM h I 20 BN 4 o W3 25 IR IS R 1Y
NS RME G A Ahml . DN ECFIER ] 45 R BT A
REE, B, RS K ARt B8 25 5 3R A5 N Y
{51F(Waddell & Williamon, 2017; Wolffhechel et
al., 2014), M4h, Hess (1975)BIBF5E45 R3], W
RHENABEILR M LM RS, BAWG S, X
THEE, FEUAE, AKBEEMIEE ST W
RGZEIPERRIEL, HmEZ, RIGRKEB
PR V7 22 [ BE B T, I L A9 8 )3 K 5 (Stephan
& Henneberg, 2003), TERIRFE S, HHH =4
B4 i 8 Pt Murray & Schmitz, 2011), 1k
B F KON S B ). Sl . FE 3
P B B A2 (Plavean & van Schaik, 1992), Ktk
AR I B W 1 S8 Y 5 5 I 2 B RO S
B PESFER I

Hk, LR, ERIBRFEIRT
i AR Tz N . LN, SRR
WHBRKY . 8B, XEHEE
IR R 2F 3 AL R AiE (Lombroso, 2006), Bt 2 4,
AR ARG, AT A 4 245 B T # XF
ARAC Y TR HEAT UREERT L . VCBL S B3R, /IMATIY
JH Tl H 5 B H K% R (Oosterhof & Todorov,
2008), ULk, X FJEHE, ARELLEH TEER
IR A 282 8] 1Y 56 & (Giacomin & Rule, 2019), Jf:

WIET AMEEAWRIHA SAAFMEIE. A
RS2 1Y [ AE 72N PR B 3hid 8 vh B A 2245
FMBARAT 5HTEER, BB ASRE R T
| RS A 119 v 3 DG R Bt 25 1AL vk A B B T i b
27 A BEHRE, HIL, MXFIRE B AK
WHEEEBESTHA, HES R G, JHEE A
B AT 25 2 R i o F 2R (Duke et al., 2014),

B 5, TR EE PR R AE A TR A AR 4 5 T &
T EZNEM, —Jrm, UM, EsE st
1o 40 2 B A i Y S B A M A R
JF(Antonakis & Eubanks, 2017), Z3#¢WELHm T
RN AR MR, 75—, mfLs5] JI7ER
AR AE. FITE. AfRS A THEE
HVEH(EFIE 2, 2018), 76 H 4 436, tmfLmk
171 B AR T B A K T8 In A LB AR5 AE,
SRS Z MR, X L OE mE A B TR
TE T BB AP A% o
412 FEWN. BES. HEERSR

AT S AR B R RS, S
A I TN X i WS 3 AT FI T . L dn, g
FH AW O ST 55, (AR B SRR 3
Fi ke, 2B R R AN, A LSS 1
SRE MR, MR B R AR, WK
H oW IR AR R AR DT e 3 ek g G, A S
IR A (Little et al., 2007), Re Fl Rule (2016)3k
BUT 2005 4E4BR 500 3RAL P RET 25 KALAY
CEO AHEAS, Ht CEO M 1L 1) 5 5 b A a6 47
VERE, ESE T 5 M A M 12 5 BE 5 ek a3 A 40
RE TS PRAG R R IAH G, BLAh, WEEH e
A 1S B v L v ) 4B 2 A Y SO A B A
SRR IO RE A B SRS RE I, 4 T U B AT
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Mo XEEPPA St — 2 WOE T Eah e, X
ST H M TAESTH= A A2 VB (Alrajih & Ward,
2014), filfm, Wong %5201 1)Ll A £ 5504 /A 7
) CEO Mk, FEFEMH Tl AE e | 24 Fl A K
AL RAFFEICE R, £ CEO W
FLIE s bk R, HITE A w DL ST . BRI
Ak, Stoker % A (2016) [ WF I HIRUE T LT A A
CEO FlA 5% M 77 (4 - BUR 2H 2455 35 100 18 30 9 v
LEIBCE LE AN P B, — B R B UE R T g
1 H S 45 T RE A 6

TERR Y e 4 s AN B SEAFAE Y o Beller
85 N (1994)38 i 97 25 35 [ 55 30 1 I AR G845
T AL 51 07 A v T N i A B v A 3 e i
Ao MRHEFRRRN, WEE 23K ] T A ) R 4
HCRIRT AN A B R, P, YA R B B T
L5 S s B, 206 28 4 i BN B s
B . WL S 1w A AR F A R A RE
T Bk, AR T EALIR SRR A, i
ATTHE T AR 5 25 5 it 1 Hh AR A5 458 v AT A &

B PR FL I E 1Y 4 4F (Samizadeh,
2020), MRGHAIZALERIE, 4 HAR AN YIIA K&
FEF, A4 oW 2R 3 B SO PE YRR AE,
T H T PR S 3 4 MR A0 X — AEAE 2R A T4 D0 O il R
XA, A BAR A 20 8 1At 2 H
5HJ1(Windhager et al., 2011), #1 Eth2 i
FIRLT B AR SR T 2 (0 IR, A 8 TR 40 e 9 ik
AR E 2 X, HAR AP s
RHINNTER L 25 AR . RS £
MR Er . Ak, T — M A AT A AE iR
PR, BN B T 1 — R R AE, BT LAFE T
B PE T B W R T A B = A AL 4 b v (Muscarella
& Cunningham, 1996),

413 fSEREK

AP SR AR U B0 5 BT R, JF &
XS = A R o AR AR PSR L, AR g R
W& A K/ NP B A U L BRI N SRS, X
SR T 2 TR AR AR B 0 R, B AT {5
AT PR Y ZN AR FE bR (Kang & Wheatley, 2017;
Proulx et al., 2017), ZE{EAEHZR, Yo SR
i W NN a R DS W7 R N R N
ZIBCR RN . SRJG, DS ARl i FL R /N i
— G HEATHEI, DAk ALK A A (AR AR AT
A H A R M L A AR A5 AR D SR o Rt v 1 s

#(Kret & de Dreu, 2019), #4b, Re Fl Rule (2016)
MR SE T R I, e A WE L Y 9 FE 5 e 45 A
R, W T A AR NTE 26 B 2B 1y e ik v i
Padhe, 1B AR M 1 58 BF S e i 1) 4552 e 0 77 2E
G dE, HETXT A 2 45 R r g
414 BEEEFRE

ETAEY, 56z 05| 7/ A L, T LK
177 AR BN P B2 St 1 BT, AR
W B AR, Amg . Ttk ., Rz
Ab, LIS ) r AR R B Y RSB
A G, Z R RE MG, XF 8T8
FHBATE BT o XS LA R B AR AL 5] )
BN AE T AR 2 P AT DL s A5 o8 AR o 4520 i 4
TIA L P E Ll s, X A mE T T
M AT 64 74 8 1R I BE 1 (Faust et al., 2018), I, 1
FLWE 51 7 % e 19 N A 7 o 3 P A A A
ABATHE T AR h o S5 5 Il s i, ik i 3R A4 2
E AL ECGB T, KT, 2019; FR4ksR 4,
2017; Scholz & Sicinski, 2015), Lee % A (2015)f)
TS S 7 1 ALK 51 1 B R AR N, & AR B
Yy Mok A B S e NS AERT, s LR
11 SRR A BE T AR, B S Ek
IR . R PSR e 3 A PR B b A B
PEFE, HAL & PO R BT A AR, SRR
fiK A Sk AR, 2T H S sES ).

A2, EALIR 51 7 90 AN B 7 A OE 1 5
Wi, AR PR E Sk N RTER R RE, JORE
255 W AL | 78 1 A AL A A R 7 1 5 4 X
T-(Agthe et al., 2010), X2 F HHEFLET| 18z
e —FhEeJy e, PIEFE N LS| ) g
TANZEMBE A SR AL, HRSHEAC K
BRI aR . TRHE N T AR L 5 AR BE IR A b A % T
BIPEF, R R AT B A, EE AT
RESREUE T . BUM SR R AL 2547 S BRI B
I8, BT AR IS A s h A T4 %
42 #H A A T EAEN SR
421 RN MEEESERRR

PO AR g FREAR AR B, Sk 2 1 i 2 R J32 R 1
LRG| R EEMHARR . kR NHREREZ
AR . HA RAF BN R R Z — X
T R IR, Sk R B A A T AR
PR Ik (Pechlivanis et al., 2019), Fink %% A(2016)
T3 LA T R Sk R vk BE BEAT AL, 3G E
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TRRBEEXTE I AR R 5] I ARG
. WIS A B ik, kR AR
Bl B APLRE R 4F, J& B A 1) —Fh 2 AE,
B2t ARERE R TR, WMEH &
BN 56 1 1 AR R AT ISR, A 8
WLEZ 5 AF Y TR /]S, 75 ) 380 A A %o TG i R bR 25
BRI

AN AT, DREA BT F2ES
FERIAFEE PR . R BRI S
T, TALW G| 1R AW e 22 R E LR Z —,
P RIEF B RE, kiR RfLEREE
B 1) 255 DR RS 0 A B R K OF-, 33X 4 T 2 A N
A H MR N Z R LT | ) A A
B T A B S P B R, Henderson Fil
Anglin (2003) W HF5E 2B, LIRS & 09 A8k
IR, WA E KW HEAa, ERPAREhE
T RMPLETE R, Bk, Jokela (2009)7E & F i
LG I SEFEHERMN RS RN, S5l
W51 AR A b g, 1L 51 v e A fee
KPEE HIAEEZNEN.
422 FIMIBAFHEEE. £EHEE. /B

LS D738 % 5 AT MR = . AT
R | SRR 2R (Calvo et al., 2018; Palumbo
etal., 2017), —Jy i, A% &R FREE b A 7E Ry
R4 FFhEERIMA UL R AR B FH A, X
B AT T 4 3 1 FL 5 | ) B v A1k
YE M 1E1R (Bjornsdottir & Rule, 2017; Ji-Eun et al.,
2018), 7 — 5T, #EALREIETE S iR B, A
R T R TR SRR F R R, &
HHABRPE A 5 AT R XA LS B
MEFB B S E AR EANEE S, B TEE
S ] I AR, AT AL S| T A S
e -t SR T RFLAT A B N EE 1. X &

SR LT | D R 2 P 2 R L,

BN R B A AT REME R Uk, A F I
LS| R AR, HFLR 5| 7 R B AR S i
BESHEROHRT, X%, 2019), BWEH A
W R, WRELEENEN ST,
OATTHE 25 5 4R BBORS Rt (0 % 33X 486 1 THT 114 1T
M FRE PR L 0% 60050 2 4 TR 0 A 305 G R
bR SEAR IR (BEFASL, g, 2019),
423 EBRR

FEREE T, AR RSB 0 R 3 LS,

ANAE BAT 5 AR A AR R L R A BRI
HREARE Sy, TEMAIRITE S b RIS . kR
WA H A ETR S I R AR . 4
PR AR, AN T3E R E 4 IR vk ), AE
PEPERCA I OO e PR RR . B e iy bk, AR
AE R ZAT JE AR b R A9 2 K (McArthur & Baron,
1983), (AL, Sk &M iR RS A R h s
AL (HR, WA FH IR, “ER T, Wit
ST, IR TR TR B AR AR R P T R
AH X N N B PR £ 2R 58 0 it 22 2 T B
T, (R HEVERT RS AL MR T, e
HER TR o R 17K I R e P Y — Tk
B, B LA TR 55 M A R A e A rh B
(Muscarella & Cunningham, 1996),
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Identifying people based on physiognomy: Explanations
from cognitive per spective

ZHANG Chao, WEI Xuhua, LI Yingming
(School of Management, Lanzhou University, Lanzhou 730000, China)

Abstract: Physiognomy is an important factor in identifying and inferring the individual traits and
behaviors. However, its internal mechanism still needs to be further explored. Based on general cognitive
perspective and evolutionary cognitive perspective, then combined with the local and overall features of
physiognomy, this paper expounds the process and effect of judging people by physiognomy. Based on the
general cognitive perspective, physiognomy affects the recognition of individual traits through various
cognitive processing systems, and these traits play important roles in judgment (ability, income, social
hierarchy) and decision-making (trust, recruitment, promotion). Based on the perspective of evolutionary
cognition, physiognomy plays an important role in evaluating individual health and genetic status through
various evolutionary selection mechanisms, and thus has an important influence on judgment (marriage
satisfaction, happiness, life satisfaction) and mate selection decision. In addition, the effect of physiognomy
on individual life depends on the situations and individual traits. Future research should investigate the
interaction among different physiognomy features, and explore the boundary conditions that influence the
effect of facial recognition. Furthermore, it is necessary to improve the external validity of the research
through big data analysis, and pay more attention to physiognomy features modified by epigenetics on
individuals. It is also important to conduct research within the domestic context. In doing so, it will help
enrich physiognomy-related research and build a more systematic physiognomy theory.

Key words: physiognomy, the five sense organs, facial width-to-height ratio, facial attractiveness, general

cognitive, evolutionary cognitive





