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W B ailBIAMASRSHaEETTRGSE, K, T @ILAT] A HaiEE TR 6 e LARPLH

Ao RA#, A RARA LRI AT B2 LRG0,

EEMRA TN, ZERMIEGLE

REEHSORME, mEEHRBENAEEN B EIOERE, AFLARARRGALILLZEX RN HILR
AN ERAFRRAGEEIROY 0, LEREZEH K PXRSTA LG TAA TR LA EZEMHK, 5
HEA@LRFN AHHNMEL, AFREAELEERRAGHNLIHIIKRE T (A RRY BB I)DILRI A

EE WA,

XKER @RS A, EFMK, ZEREM, BB, GRRP DN

DES B2
5]

A e 2 1) A i R 2 ST 2R TR AR 23 LY
F AT TAEAA B I8 o 5 G v %o T A% 740 38
ASTE), A5 7 30 P RE SR O O 0 B A PR, HURE
ik . TR LR B R AR B .
AT T T L By 1 45 o G TR A ek 0 1 B R0 = = 4 B
BH A BT AEAR B HEEA . R, ki
W EAT F A NI, A% R 0T 114 2% 3 RN
HREE g R M (Walther et al., 2011), HfLS N T1&

1

il

A NAE BB ERRAR AR N — TRk A5 2R,
HALEL T F Wb EE, AMTEERE A

) THT L AR AE X6 LR B 0 R B 52 - 1 5 R 7 19 . 51y
77 2 (Verplaetse et al., 2007; Cruz, 2018) ., | 04 #ff
58RI AT A AGE 33 F — A A AT AL,
BEIE % AR 77 1 /AT (van der Burg et al.,
2019; Stirrat & Perrett, 2010; Todorov et al., 2005),
Verplaetse % 7E 2007 & BN WA T FLEE AT DA%l
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YA it T — A AR 5 4 7 itk ORISR
W o[RS A9 2 & BN BUIE 51 A T L AR Bk
HEWT L EAT R 7, X 56 [ 2 e 26 2 L A T /K
SRR 2 TH SR P (Todorov et al., 2005), 7R3
2 AR A T 55 A & B4 T L A (81 A
TEGERY, T8 & LA AR S T JE A AT,
RGN E WAL BRI BB %,
2016), MHRIX — ST 1) T FLAFF 5T 14 98 [ A KR
FREEST S EmAL L, HEEHP RES LIS
NI E S, HFLILF-E8 R EEEH . By 24 34T
& ) — ik m L, FRATE B0 AR SUR X A 18 AL,
WAL XA AL S bS5 B, X A
SRR S AT .

B T T FLAE N Br B3l 52 e A 5 322 G
HEAE AN T JE BB B o 4 ks L A9 A K 4
T s AT S T T, B AR T R, LK
S| F3 %I R A B BE (B n, 3 R B R A )
4 MR UL (B A DG 3 o A0 U0 %) T2 R s 00 Ty 356
Bt AEINHUIN T /00 9 B, AR50 5E 5 A (5 B
e NI RAARE B F 252 (Fridlund, 1994).
WL 3 58 2 T LA RE e A% ) s D6 2 AR 42, 23
AREEFRATINE B R GR T (Posner & Petersen,
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1990) . W50 Y PE PRV T B ol T WIRLEAE B 23 BiiEe
B, R Bk 2. X2 AT RN Ty
WP Be: TR IR AAC . 193] R8T AN 4
A A B ARG A5 LT — 2B Ry T,

TE T LY & FPARRAE W51 g 2 0 B Y
—ANRHE . AL A R — R A g R
BEre, A4 7E IS A (Elder, 1969) 135 3h J1 i 4 1
(Hamermesh & Biddle, 1994; Umberson & Hughes,
1987), 4N, W5 & A ARA W51 ) 19 ATETHIR
HHR H #8 A — 52 f #(Dipboye et al., 1977), i
AR KRN, MBS EHN, wW
L5 R — A EE AR AR, flms 5%
TEDINGE R 5T i xR, AT 5E A AT e e i L
31 9189 A4 AF (Mulford et al., 1998) #X 1M, %I T
FLIE 51 g % % 53 TG 1) I T AR A M
S5, XM RABFS AR S A, BT ALK
Sl os el fE e i B RER AL . BT LIRS )
S BAFTEE BRI E AR (U Maner et al.,
2007a; 2007b), AR 5T St — LR [F Sl
ARSI e TE RGBSR IC o PR AT Dy — o 5C
B SIHIL,  Ah HAR Se AR T 5y — Fhidk
s, B AR Sl WFFEUERA, X MRh Sl L
ZAAETEFEPUOC R, WS Horh —Fp gyl
—Fli(Tipper, 1992; Neuberg et al., 2004), Kb, 4
WF SR P Sl AR 58 4 B9 00 T T B B IR Y
SRR Se g, HWBYIRATE Z /Y 1 fL 5] )
-

2 MRIKSIRE

2.1 W& 5| 77 %) 4 EN % (physical attractiveness

stereotype)

Walster 25 A9 14 5256 (1966) B UK 1 FL K
Bl MBS T AR5 LT . b fIAERFSE
ORI fEPREICELAEE T, S 5FELT
55 FE X G (W58 35 B ML 43 T ) 4h 22 2 25 I M — 2
FE AR X AN R 51y, R T B 2R fig
J1. BHMERIFASH REZW, XU
W5 IAER R Y P BTN, S — &5
HIWFFE T, AATA LR R B SR 5] ) 76 B B
B E B i, (LI R, ATTEE
2N = LIS T N TEAN S A AT, IS IR TR
SEAR, Zl Y (Dion et al., 1972), XWALFR N
“W 5] F 2B EN 4> (i.e., physical attractiveness

stereotype, Dion et al., 1972), #E— L5 KB, X
Pl 51 1 ZIA BN G S AEVE 2 AN [ N B B 3l 1 45
I, N, AT 2 B B L IR 4] & 1Y
B £:75- 3 W 2 ({567 (Langlois et al., 1995); W
B L 2232 B N B BRG] (Dion et al.,
1972), #2EMEERETD, FAE X IMIER RS W
HOM &5 7 o FRUAR 1) 227 3R PR (Hamermesh &
Parker, 2003), 7EHRIZH, SMRA WS 15 ZEHE
NS S U (Hamermesh & Biddle, 1994);
TEF IR S T R v, AN RS | 7 Ak
NEAE SIS B 4719758 (Dipboye et al., 1977)

o T HAT Wz 9 i#(Jones, 1995; Thornhill
& Gangestad, 1993; Thornhill & Moller, 1997), #f
FHEAN TG TN 25 5] )X 4
(Rhodes, 2006)? AWF5REINN, SMUR S FHEN
RAAE T Z I DhiX 4 H 22 K o B RE S B AT
R O (Buss & Schmitt, 1993; Symons, 1995),
WA Rk LR & R 51 7 AL AN
PEPEA M 58 4 B (Grammer & Thornhill, 1994), Fit
fH P PE LIS (Mate selection theory) 2 # H T fif
BN Z AN 5] 77 5% W 1) B8 (Langlois et al.,
2000). TZI IS HE ) = B Y B AR R B4R LT
A c 1 e B 1) 2 PRI SR R R 1 JE AR, FRATTXT
SRS 51 Ty 0 G R S T R e BT A A,
ML 51 SR AMEW S| ) i o IR iR 2
— o AEEH PR LR T )5 AR R A
BT AT B2 HL & 190G R (Little & Perrett, 2002).
5 GBI 5% 90 55 P A 1) 1A Sy TET L W 5 | T v Y
T BEAERAEF RS, I A DR
8i(Cunningham, 1986), 1M Henderson l Anglin
(2003) % B 52 AL 3 rf AL 5| g R 3 22 (8] /]
RERRSEAFAEIE AR GG R o AT A 20 T4 20 45
s PR Ry 50 5k IR A, TR APEH IR Y
AL S Ty, & IAS BN E LIRS | 77Tk & A,
FESEPRA TE P A A S TR . RSB SR A R
FW, WAL S S 2 B DL E EEAR A RE S R
TR ROR A, AR TR S BC AR Y BT R (A
Gangestad & Buss, 1993; Walster et al., 1966),
22 HEARSIAEETERESE

P AL S| e E X, AMTTHES TR IA
BRI W] RE 23 32 BNE AL G| 1 ry s, SegE N
B TA S B VR AN 1) TR S 0 T 5 B AR AE DG M AE B
(Kenrick et al., 2003; Manner et al., 2003), X F%
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S WRAE X R RO IR A A S L A gE KB, A
T2 B A Be 48 W TE IO AEAR (5 W 51 7 1 S 1
fFEZMEBRE . X8 THANEERG SN
I e B LA HE & 8 s Bt T —
SR o A OC T AL R 51 R R IR 43 I 1
FALFE LT 4 FhSzse i,

H—, Manner %§(2003 4F, 525 1~3)#0 525670
Ko EREL T, HREFEILS SEEWFZMET
L AN )W 5 3 7K P 1 A T L T e 22 B S
o R REEARMEN, EukE LR
B[] B . — R R TG BR A L, BRI
LB R . XA T 1S 5 E Al
HWs| e FLe e, 25 R A AR R EE &
T, S 5F5 XA W51 0102t wE LA A T E il
o MAELHRERJMET, S 5&EA WS
FIREAT WG| 70 L PR LA F AR Y . R T
ERFEABRAEN T S ME RN G 2R A m L
B, XAEEREAEERREZRE, 5%
O KB T BERAE T A WS i vk AL, fT
VIA S VPAl A W 51 0 0 2o M T AL e s s o A
K, MEERIRITREIR, 258 @ECTA S
T AL R, TR A W s ANE A W51 )
B4 P T FL A EE AP AR 2 3 3 B P T L A i 5 |
3R] DAAE RS0 TR I 5 | v 2 R

H.Z, Duncan %(2007) i 250352 . %2503
SR FHAE A AR AT 55 oA 32X T 28 77 J2 75 R 1 L
W Sk WHoch, S5 EERTEI T 8 ki
FLAFES A3 R TR S | 1 A& s
ISPEEfLGe., 2x2x2), 8 FRIAFLI A 1 —k—
“HbrlE L —SE BRI R R L2, 55
B EHW B ALREE R A T AL, S 5HE
1o 1) DX R P R A - P O T I P
PRSP N o i B RE R A2 76 A 1 IR OC R 1 1 O
TR . SR ER, HXF T ARS8
Bk, MW TT R B R R P & B 8 ki fL
AW S B AL ARk, (B LSS
TR 2 BRI — ROV o XA, R T 5
PEA ] T 7E A & 51 i e e AL Ayl &
R R

H:=, Sui F Liu (2009)fy5280 8, 1Ei%50
g rp, ST A AR T R R A B 5]
AL FR Al . EffIRh, 25
BB E B L IN B E AR B (CT) & E ST

ISR BN 1Y, I Z W AE R B Y Sy — 0 8
INKR B — 3 R s mfL . — AR 5] Iy difl ek
— MO s Rt ). 25 /T, M
W51 3 AL N BERE, 25 5 FIWT H AR 5B 1] B
A6 2 0 B T] L DR AR W8 51 7 1 L RN 5 TR B ) T
Koo X R, BIME S MaiE5s Jeoe, \al s i
LA SR BEAE IRAS T 22 I 1 R IR

FLpY, Liu F1 Chen 1Y 2 H¥ri ER 155 (2012),
ZR R, BT E A T L R A8 B 2 iR LA,
HALW S| IR A S 5 H B R ., 71
s, 2 5FH5EFR 10 /NEI A
BEdE b, RIEFHAN 5 A/NEF IR A M, X
R R A B R L B R, RS TR
ANT7 H B T I AL R R I L B AL RS
g, —Higzhisik, B oL ek B e n 5 Y
WPE . 258 0AE 5 2 Z 6 H G /N T s
E A EFL AL E o 45 R R, YEmks] g
1B 2R H AR B, 25 58 B AR5 I ER M STl
o KN Z BARiB AT S MR E B FRIRSTA
Ko FrLLZWFE 45 RS2 HE T A& W51 i
LA BLE 2 R IR,
23 WRIRF

XSBAF 5T & IR B AL IR 5 | 7 R A5 i 35 b 52
W o B R A G, b B 2 9 R T A T B A )
SITRYTAL o SR, AFAIRTE S K, A B
FHAE A BRI BRGEE. B, HATS%
W sORE THEERERS A SR, &
= il 7% (attention capture) Fll 71 & Ak [l (attention
adhesion). ¥ B IR A L 7R T B I 6 € 0l B B,
R 28 2 0 5 918 L P ) WA SRS o e B T
RO B & A E T IR m 2 )5, JRdE 1T
BOGE N TRNMEY LG, FERES g
ZHNE E AR, dgl v, MPREMNER
TR X T L 5 | 7 1% D 2 AR e 88 Sy 2 DRIy s R
SUTRLRER S| EE T, R R EE T — HE
BTER W51 S fL(Fox et al., 2001; Devue et al.,
2009) S8 . Fox 45(2001) W48 HHA 583
FOHE LA X A3 B AR AN R B, AT T e &R
PRFEI (D WL Posner et al., 1987) & B, a1 34
Yy, v AR AR R 7 B AR AR LT T
X5, {HZ 5350 50 7 2 A48 2 T B s o] A g
N B T (R ), TR
XT T R B AR R R
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ok, DR OC T T AL 5| 7% i B IR 4
SR A 5T B AR TA S A6 IR 5| 7 1 T FL A A% 4 SRR
ZEE . AR, BFFE I ASRRAR A b X 43 P 2k
BIRE B A LT B dEE R 3R (top-down a
attentional capture, HFRIKSN)S5 H T LHEE
i (bottom-up attentional capture, H|#{IKB)),
SEAY RGBS WO T R E N —
55 Bir, Wl REBATEEHE D CBZHERM
Hin&ft4; s— 1 RERAS, dhZolos i
B TR . R IRATEIRATR B bR
BT M R AR R AL, B R
e LI 7 G R Lk FL Y2 3,
AL R AL E R (TTie 2 A2 R E iR
YW RATHE R, Ak m LB R #BA5]
RIFATHER . R IRATE A2 B Ar i fL Y i
B H BT RGN E R B iR,
EH AN, RAE AN RE
bR, FIHEHRREA TS A B R R R 5] T 3K
TR, XMEE A A SR 4 B ke
TERTW 51 B 77 =2 A R L B R, B
XIETEe T REA S MR R RN, BAY
SFAS B AR AR R RS SR A RE S RS B R b T R
3R . e L 51 ) A AR SR, 5]
FTiVeh—Fhr LA R E B R LIS A R L
W) B ARG 4 — B AFE S (Sui & Liu, 2009),

55 =S O [ LR AATAE N L ALAF B Y
FPHLIRE . B FINIEEA B, HArE AR KR
JE E & Z BB NS R . A BT A
AL F R [E ) SR A B, 3 B0 U 43 I B A1 2
PR/ RED ., AR RHMERE T
NER G FEEACHEEWE R . RS
N BB 25 5 5 13 B g B v 1947 2. (Ohman et al.,
2001a; 2001b). i FHEFLIE S| S b X, shil
] 5 0 3 T BV A A [ R BE W 5 | g L Y 43
B ELA TR ZI M E S fln, AR, HA
IR 8 RS2 1 08 B IS (BB B L), MU R Y
NEXT AW 5] 78 PR AL 4G T8 20 e
(Maner et al., 2007), ki, {AE X AL B A0S
FRETS HAE B AR TALH 7 X 2 AmF
SRR M o[RBT AT SR BR T BN s LAY
B3, WXRES5HENAREF NG, B
BRIV SE g E TR L, £ X
TEOLT, A B S B S AL B T L 51 77

R 7

AT FAE AFERT ST g S mk L S8 1w FL Ik 51 )
XHE BB BCA IR AT =R (DL
W5 | T R T R 03 IRE Y 52 T 2 T T S AR
SELERM 7 S X B AR (2)mfLI 5]
T3Sy — RS AR AR AR S P 7 5 B A DL |
AR A G) A A TR X
ol SC B 1) A S AL RE 5 5 0 1 B B DR AE AN [ 5 |
Tyl ER M BC? #RE, AR BRI 7

3 HuaEs5EX

3.1 EFLRSI AHMERERE

T AL 51 7 AR AR RS2, (HJ2F
X R IUAS A SCAL A S5 X 1E LR 5 | 00 78 B A T
HEA A2 — B M (40 Langlois et al., 2000;
Rhodes, 2006) . X MWL R, A7 78X T 1 FLIE 5 1
133 W PEM AR . DA R AL S| I s R W,
[RS8 I E R oo e/ Y Lot S 1IN
PRGNS | a7 AERAFOLE AY B JPAR B 25 #8
23 I R 51 1 PFE Ay (Cunningham, 1986; Etcoff,
1999; Rhodes & Zebrowitz, 2002; Thornhill &
Gangestad, 1999; Perrett et al., 1999)., Rhodes (2006)
455 W AT AL 51 ) B =AS B R
Iz R bR TE, 55— L1k, Langlois
Fl Roggman (1990) A58 & IACR A O FHH Y
T L2 — BN AW 5] Ty 5 A2 AL xS
PR VR A 1E H 1 LA I R I 1 T L
JRC )X R T L2 L JE SR 198 2 A5 S AR XoF o 1Y) TR L
BEPEAN M A W 5] JI (Rhodes et al., 1998; Rhodes,
2006) . 58 = Fh J2 i £L M B 55 fE (Rhodes, 2006;
Koehler et al., 2004; Keating, 1985), thit/Eik, H
B B VAR 9 55 vk T LA B Lo MR RRE Y L
P L2 BB EA WG] 1. FHEARHIE £ 2 E4s,
B TARXT RS R i SR, N e B
8 e O 2 (IS T 30 55 I 7)) R T 7 R
R o RN, LoV AE SRS, TR AR A g
PR WL, X SER A 1Y R AHXT AL D, (H B
BaEE,

MHT PR L s AR, SR EALIE
B AR w25 18 AL 5| 7 08 77 1 S % 1AL A A 4
PR AE X 2 A AL AT A, By AT 2
Ao SR B — o TR S R, I 22 T AL A A
Fr SRR E TAL I 5] 97, H 2 H 55 S A
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Y0 4% 45 (Langlois & Roggman, 1990; Rennels
et al., 2008). I LLFIXF FR AR5 K 3 %) Ltk
TTA R X 2 X0 K i L #5476
Yo R DU 5 B X 204 i T L A AT T 2 O v
Gy IEAT G o T LA AR AR 1 8 5 2 3 3 R A e
AT R H R R 0 R 275K, an, TR R Rk
JGEEE, ARG RN . W R JEE RS AN (0 25 45 o Tl fL
5 HREEAR 3 A S R VE B AE B, BT
b s A PR CACRIIC A 08 g, X S EE S AL s L AR
5, JEHM 5] J1 SRR (LI et al., 2020; Johnston &
Franklin, 1993; Symons, 1995; Thornhill &
Gangestad, 1996; Takahash et al., 2006), AHF5%
JEH I NAEAF B SRS (A ORI vs. £:45
BIHL) T X AL S| T i BRI BT M
ACRFIETERR 43 BT e A hnls A7 e, 2 Aa R iy
GRiRE 4%, 2017, 2282k 4%, 2019; Rhodes et al.,
1998), KT RETE A ORI SIHL T W 51 5 2 197
B BT R, AT E R LA
FFAEAE R 5| 7 AR E T R A5 o

WFFERMY, LoV AL A% 2o Ve A A B B i A 1
BN KA 5] J1 . Rhodes (2006)7E TG/ T2k
T, TEANTE SO R #R A e v T ALY Ak
TREEGINTT LI 51 7 o XL R T R
T B U0 I R T FARARRAE, B2 TP L AR
AT LRI, BRI AL 2 J5 ok B
i 755 14 55 £ AR AT B T 5% e WL 3] T 3 3k 1) XoF
LA Lot 1 FL ) i 4 (Perrett et al., 1998), 18
S, X 3T L 5 R AR A 4 1 45 R A A —
F(Fink & Penton-Voak, 2002; Little et al., 2002;
Rhodes, 2006), ARG, FLLmt5e kB, LiE
EHCE H B AR B L. 140, Keating
(1985) & W55 1Ak iy 55 1 T AL LY o v Ak i 55 v
T FLHEZ X (55 W Grammer & Thornhill, 1994;
Johnston et al., 2001), #X1Mi, Perrett 55 A (1998)i#
o {557 T — ol ) TSR ATL T T 5 AR She 1 5 s 9 355 T
LR FRIE R I, o PERR A B 2 L kb )G
W 53 T fL B A 51 J7 (53 WL Penton-Voak &
Perrett, 2000), 7 WF 57 4 £l i LA W] 1) & 2R 1] B A2
Ak BTA] L 55 P Ak A L A R T A ) 5 U 2L
f o TR AR UL, S SRAR GG B AR e, SR EIEHAR
DR 38 DR B 45 A L THT A AR AIE 114 5 ke Al T AL By
FHEACS A, I8 2 R4 5 Lot i 55 1
LB TGRS 1o M, AR ib ARPE

RS T R B Em AL, BIEm R 5 Ay 5 bk
1 FL A B s e B BRG] 0. AR5 4
il b B LR PR b A SR AL I R R T R
TELL S 5] I3 vy, FHH R ARG (morphing)
FE A PR AE P53 B B T LR T AR B, TR
Ak 3t 1 T FLAA AR P 2 R S AT F R
VAPRUET LW 51 772 B ) 22 5
32 BEAWEI AMEFEEHKNIER

T FLERAL Y B HAE B T BE S e R SE At
S, BN, —ikBTH A T RS i BRE &
AT RN T SR A {5 (Scherer & Wallbott,
1994), H AR T g 2SR Pkt & B . Ohman %
(2001b) A& FLAE LB 1 R AT 55 T A28 i I FL 2 EL PR
SRS 0 LR P g R X R — A
MR e AR, B o258 g sk e m AL b i
KL, HERNEAN, F5 1, AR
N 11 T FL A AT AR A AR 2 3 1) SR I8 T 7
AT LA EEM (U Palermo & Rhodes,
2007), T (a)mFLm s E R H 3, (o) imFLK
Sl X BB R, LU ()L S| 1 R {7
A FR AL £ VR B0 R Al LR (Sui & Liu,
2009), P A By A W 51 LN 2% A TR
Sl h LA A R B A SR 2

WFoE R, R nT Re w5 | ) T LA AR .
SR, SCHKH & F R W51 A LR 5 AT LS i
ELIE M AR AT B IR — AR AR
Yantis (1993)AWL s, EIE B i & rE B IR
WU ST T2 55 M B AE &R, Wil 2
AHELE R 52 5F 5 R HEMX, 25
HBHRA BINE H AT S ML e R B, A
REVLZR B EIE /Y B R L AT i FL 5| 1 I B
WAk SR, HHTR 2 B o AL T i A
AR R A L 5 AR AT 55 . 2 A
F A TG A W51 7 00 1 FL A L ), S 0 T L A AR
b, BEZABirm L, o B R AR E m AL
o EXEAES D, S 5HC LB RNELHES
LA SR AT 55, XFERYSEEEX R sl A -
T AR IR o AR Sui AT Liu (2009)11) 5%
Va5 A G S fLIGE, I H H Ay fL
A RBAEA S L, BTSSR AT RE S BN
= AT _ERE R, {B4E Sui Al Liu MBFF
B, B ALAY LR B =42 = XA Bl
FHRACTBD 50%), 2 5% A GeC 454 Wl 52 b
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R4 STHALAIC . AR Fha R HGe s et —Fp
A i AR AL S 0 AR, AN & A
T A AR

T AL 5 | 7 R B 5 rh 2 st A /0 P 38 L AE 5
2 H N R EEWRNTZREER . ASERE
T FLAS B (MW 5| I3 B W58 b oA 9 e 3 56 4
B R R LA AR . B, Langton %
(2008)ikZ 5 HFEMIL 6 A RS iR —
AR L H bR (R85, HARE Rk AR 4.
L R, BN AL, 45R kI ST AL
IIAE B R R i, 2 5 3540 0 0% i ) L
T FL 3 BLTE B R B B0 s g el ) 2 G, X e PA
TR TRAT RN, Tie A1 Bis 24,
AT E R N E AL — & e B
R R T, S5 B2 SR, 1wl
] e HBUAE B R BRSO AT AT — A, B
R T0 . AN R I A 55 32 31 T L2
BRI, DT DAHE S I A LA Bk
BYVE B 3K . {2 Langton Z5£(2008) i 55 H-1% A 15
KENEALR S Ty, R T mAAS | Tk
P IR . FEARTIR P S %Rk %
ZLH T E AT AL 51 7 BT A AR

BRi% 1 EALS AR A Fni T A SR

8% 2 AL | A= A b R

X 1 (B E LW R R), A48
FEITRIRH] Levin (2000)#5 4% % 3, Langton
FQoo)M i E X, UKL RIELREE R
7 (Theeuwes & van der Stigchel, 2006)KiE1IE

7 Levin (2000) s R UEHSH, 5
TR ZHER B, ERMAEERY
PRBEAR Ry TP sk < 527, X —E it
7= B bRk 2 T oA AL (R RG] R & AR
AN, B E R H iR R
X — LI N RATBA BT A i L fEE
AR b, LR S| Ty 0 A AR )
KB TSI RIS PRI LA R AKX FR
(visual search asymmetry) iz J- B Treisman #
Souther (1985)4& 1, ZFEFELL AN 5, By Hin
I RFEARFETL B MR, A NHRHER
B, BN, 78 LA B 1R D s i A 2 B0
Hg R R (R0 B AR e AE DR T 50 iAo 2 30
BB O R R (B H R Y . EmLBFETE
Hansen Al Hansen (1988) % . 1 £ 4 175 £ 1t L Al 1F

P 26 T AL A AL A R AT R M . 2 AT
48 F2 H r 2 M 2 T FL (A 2%), T 5O
EPEIG 2 AL =28 s I 45 mFLET, AT
P48 2R B 25 LU DL IE PR IR 48 T AL (A0 55 2%) R
H bR, 755 fubis g m AL cn: i) sh Mg 4
1 FL B R, AEARTR T R B Levin (2000) Y 52
FEA RIS 5EE B —5k H iR
L, K555 F YRR A A R I FT 48
T, R R Ok B — M T AL 2
A BARE AL FIWrEs R B A R 04 e B RS o
T 40 DB ) 7 A 238 R0 S 7 B 2 B 5k o AR I A 48
I, WREALRT IR HIER, Was
HEE WG] LA s R A
T | T T AL CED B AR )23 P e —HE S i g | 07 E AL
(BPs 5 P R — AR 51 ) i L (B B 45 )58
Pl TE RS, BT | 0 TE LA 5 | T LY
MR FN BRI, R im0 5| LA P
BN

Langton %¢(2008) 14 L 548 2% i = U] 2 [m] i) 222
BT LA AD SR P R (i i, AR, 3h¥).
ML R R BERE, G mFLR 5] ) e sl
PR, WS H5EE AT S & R
R A m g I EL(HFR) 2 e R BT
R — MRS 7 0 T FLCE FR) B P B A

TE R G Z AR (4N modified cue paradigm,
Theeuwes & van der Stigchel, 2006)1{%'43, %5
BWER A — D (BRI AL e HTE B
b o PR, T RE 23 AE A AR A9 407 B L I — 3R R
K (AR R), Wil RETEAR B AR s & 3 —
KRR B (TERER R ) SRR B R 2 B A AU B X
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Influence of facial attractiveness on the allocation of attentional resources:
Moderating effect of evolutionary motivations
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Abstract: Improving facial attractiveness does help to attract attentional resources. However, the specific
mechanisms how facial attractiveness affects the allocation of attentional resources remain unclear. The
present study tries to investigate the effects of facial attractiveness on two types of processes: attention
adhesion and attention capture. Attention adhesion refers to the difficulty of shifting attention away from the
target, whereas attention capture refers to the process of the initial orientation of attention toward the target.
The present study will use different visual search paradigms to measure the effects of facial attractiveness
on these two different attentional processes. In particular, the current study will also distinguish top-down
and bottom-up attention capture. In addition, because of the evolutionary significance of facial
attractiveness, this study will test the effects of facial attractiveness on the allocation of attentional resources
when different motivational states (i.e., mating motivation and self-protection motivation) are activated.
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