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B )LE LR 7 15 0 T A9 TA A0 f L2 4L

SHm Y EEE? AR

( PEREI 2 K2 AT R 2 0 ST M A BRTFE o, W# 611130)
C VYIS 22 0 5 0 BB 4 BF 9T B, B 610066)

W E AL REATORAARRETEEAALERE ., W BRI ZH AL @I ZA S @i L,
AT RNEMBA LA RRR LR, FRTASLEATLIL: 0~28 B #9374 )L-Em & Ik 2t
AN F @ IFe A RAF, 3 A8 3L T4 A s A B R ZME AL A, TSN AR50 2 3L 3 Al Lo
BLOUsE @ FUAe iz A TR 5 A K6 AT 2 AT, KRBT R A S A I L (4 7] 2 A7 AL A 1 )4
Rtk —F #ZHAILG BILRT. AR AZIILG AL I L, 3B 7EILsEA % G ILF R ZALm T
SRR B Z R BRI T )G R BT F 0w 0k Fe LA,

XEIR  @IL, EM G, AL, BIL, HAR4E

HES  Bs44

1 5 —é— 2005; Bayliss & Tipper, 2006; Hermens & Walker,

o A . A 2010), MW LB ST RN, 2 APRE
R, L, W oy 5, TR LRI AR Lt
2023) .t BE SR S R E . 2003 T 0K 0~28 EIﬁfi\E"J%JL)E"JE?%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁmmmE"J
% 200 REE ML, HohmL ARy o EZHCEBatk et al., 2000, %~
SR A R R R ey 2 ILORASZ MR TIERR 1186
S .(Johnson et al., 2015; Senju & Johnson, 2009), X JBHGAE N EERLT [ HIRE ] (Fartoni et al., 2003). %
FEESREL, H HFL 2B U A SR LWL CRE SR BT A L)% T L A A in T hY
R MR I T 7L IX (fusiform face area, FFA) . B2 INFIRR 2L, Kﬂﬁ?ﬁk%’éﬁﬂﬂﬂTH@EE@@
T fL X (occipital face area, OFA)TE PN )24 X ?ﬁl‘ﬂ@%1ﬁ%%(ﬁ%g}%ﬁbﬁﬁ%75&%/’%%
YT FL B SR H T AR B 58 (Hoehl & Peykarjou, ROk, i AL TR 22 g0 LR R ), ]
2012; Kamps et al., 2020; Kosakowski et al., 2022), LT EATE B BT S g HO L 52 LA L B
SEBE b A R A ik T L% AL A T S5 SN . BT FLAEIN T X 2L &
HUE R R — MR BE LR IO bR sy S IARSTIRALR L, A Sk s S LA
ALK P 5 7 B 1 10 SRR Johnson 2= 91 LML GREAS . LRSS BB S
ctal 1991) BT AL, MWFEGAR ARtz P TRVREL PHDRIORIREEHLE AT,
R AL R, KT [ 3R FEAR I R B S A AR AR B A Rl B, X622 L
PR U, I EL A 007 1 B 25 AL BE 38 T FL AT AL [ T BRE I0 K RAb adi ME R El,
TR A W) B R A 5 (Ristic & Kingstone, 2 Z)LFmEFLmT

A LA N L B4 3 T D A AR R 2 il

YR Hi . 2024-02-14 Sk 47 4 ;
WAGE S . Johnson % A (199 )4 Hi L L BLHAY
* [E R HRPE R R 4 (3227 1102) 1 2 4L &Rk T R I .
Hoosrmrsn T SR mRR RGN BT AR BT . T
BEEE : KFHT, E-mail: zhangdd05@gmail.com TG AN HL ) 4370 19 T AL L AN AR R
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HEITR M E %, HEEM A LB F
SER KB, AL, B A L RS NSk BB
Pl 2t 3 g i 5 O S L D T LR 2 1 T L
A o T SRR ST 8 R B LTE AR AR, 5
B F S B LEUR A ) LTE b v e 5 B — AN I AR
< TE AL, — Bl B GBI B AR,
A B 2% O 5K 4 A6 1 B A T 0] 22 BTG X 9
PR . AR L F UL T R SR B A AT Y
HOCM B BRI TF, iRy, ot
HANFIE N 53 J5 2 B A s 5, 4 BORi R B
Xof TR0 P ) s ) R T R I TR A SR AT R 4R
bro Valenza %5 AN (1996)% HiZJr ik kB, #id: L
Xof EL A T AL 45 A4 Y Al R R R (FE — > AT I B Y
T P8 6 G T R = A AR AR SRR I AW ), R
H B A 1 5 T 2 1 5 T O AR TR B T R
6] o J5 22 2 WU R AR TR A H R K 3L T 26 BL Y
2t W (Cassia et al., 2001; Farroni et al., 2005; Turati
etal., 2002). £ B TE A Z R, W5 R A
BT B RE R B R, KRR 7~9 H Bk
JLA BB X = A A 4R 7 5 T L1 58 (L 5 G A/
I — i) 2 0 Sk AR [ iz 3 KR (R T
Ji— /TP (Reid et al., 2017), A TR
B, B A LA EE U faf B T FLES R 3, 3
REIN T 5 HALAAC RS2 25 5. BN, Farroni 55
A (2005) K& B, i LU FF 6 A ROL & R(B
R e R By T AL AEUER, imxs AR B AR OE B R A
T (BT R G RR)R  FLoR R B LA 4 o
Br T R A L B AT R 2 R, AN
5% R JH =44 A8 5 HiL {32 (event-related potential, ERP)
HEET 3~6 A#/NEILMEFLIN T M B2 L
Fefb i LA 25 R, e —E FEEE E AT RE S e T
FLINT R e KA R, A 48 s T AL i 5 7R I
MEE B R A ML T 1R 504 ERP U5 A
HMIUHE XA N170, 3288075 i LN T DR W]
PR, R AE T L AR I 2 T A A A (1)
b3 &) 4 (Tautvydaité et al., 2022), 5 N170 FHX}
Ji7, N290 J2 22 L i £L A T A5 S v 2E BARE (de
Haan et al., 2003) AT 45 3 A ZILE L .
Py B G E 1 R T SR TR R (R ), R
B LAE WA T AL R B TE R N290 I
(Halit et al., 2004; Peykarjou & Hoehl, 2013)3¢H
5 1Y N290 ¥R 9 (Halit et al., 2003), Conte 2 A
(2020)7F 4~6 H &1 2L [RIRE & 0T N290 X [

LAY B T BrEL I R B e, HLZ A i
RS BILRIRR I, 5N N170 [R)JE.
Di Lorenzo % A (2020)%} 22 JLTE 5 A A1 10 H ¥R
I A T LN TR AT T A B ER AR SY, A B LAE
5 AHF 10 5 X i FLR I TE IR A N290
RIS o [FIS, P400 o) {2 A e T 22 )L
Y 1 fL Al T.(de Haan et al., 2003), {H15 N290 A,
P400 JEAN DX A3 LS A mIAL, 12 %) LAY A
B | 5 ) SRR U (Balas et al., 2011), Bi40, 6~9
HHEEIL P400 AL T LA F T A X 18] <7
T8 FL (5 0F 37 T FLAE L) 0 TE e (55 000 7 A+ L) 14 38
I 55 K (Balas et al., 2010; Scott et al., 2006), H T
P400 H ¥LE: N290 W (R 578 5 Ak =z 5 iy 22 )L
A aeRaE I HOWEEE]), Kk, AT P400 7]
RE S T B LTESHA — 4L 22 &30 J5 % 1 AL A A
AN, BJE LR REEE AL AR P300, AN
WA T B 22 SUEVERF ST I S R . AL, PR
FERILT BEIL LN T/ A 2 BRAG 3 (3 42 0 B
3, 5 EILHIE (Rossion et al., 2015),
de Heering % A (2015)2R AR A W05 & v 718
3, LA 6 Hz A4 5 URNHOR %48 5 i B Lx i
SN T 85 R & BUAE P8 i, BLILXT LM L
T 5 PR ) B 853 A 0 A H 2 58 T S TR R
Adibpour “F A (2018)% % | 2 & 6 H ik ILXIFA
A 5 R AL (03 A 5 e 2o A O S B RN T
S5 S BB LI N290/P400 I e nJ LA X 43 5L BLA7E
2L P AR S AR T AL, TR 2 BLZE A L Y
X P AL R B AR R 9 ERP S0 o

BN FE L E BN S8 I 14 221 X dsloxo 1o L
Jn T HA R 5, A L 78 (superior temporal
sulcus, STS). AR BEIEFLIEFEX . FLEfmEfLIX 5%
(Kamps et al., 2020; Kosakowski et al., 2022), =il
BB 2, BILEMEmALE, KI5
NAHBLAY KR S0 . Deen 28 A (2017)F] F Zh RE
JLR (functional magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI)
FE T AW 5 A H S LTENLE H LI K
W R0, 45K E IS WE ARG SR, 2L
WL T AL IR AR 0] 0 e o L 380 3 )
AR 2 G R . Kosakowski 46 A (2022)1Y
WFFER FHE il 2L IMRT B8 E— 2 R 3, 5 1
I LR 5 N T S A AL A AR [l T L
Ko AP, —THRRMEFH RS IMRIVFF LM, B
Az JUTE LN I 59 2% YR Y 2 g % 455 TAMER, HL
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Z M 45 5 b g M) G b B2 )2 1 % HE TE B R LE
THMNEABI A TE S )Z), 3% 5 RN I L B R IE —
F(Kamps et al., 2020), PIHINAEIT L1 /MG i3
(functional near-infrared spectroscopy, fNIRS)#F5%
ST BTN TR A 2 RO, AR L ]
B EFLAA T RZ SR AL AL, 5 F 8 A%
Y25 JLAE WA BT T LI 22 900 Y i) A 2 R
% 3458 (Honda et al., 2010; Otsuka et al., 2007),

g5 Ik, AW BT B LR S R
A LB T AL IR AT RS2, 3~6 H % /N2 L i i L0 A
FFRW, 2LR KN T B4 5 AR L
RS, LR Bk R A LA S0 i i 00 0 A
FAE k=

3 ZBILEFEMAEMI

REFNTH XKL, FRATTXS IR L 1]
A OB EGHAE® Uk, X ECER R, B
VLS B R AT AR 4 58 2ok 8 v v X R BB 43 B A
HINHUFIE GRS UL R S 1 S b . A5
FERTAE LY BERIFE LSS 2 T X f 4 . Batki 55 A
(2000) 38 12 Hr Yo P B Bl 52 R IR B, R BT AE L
S M PR T L T g s ) 2 T 0 B AR T AL,
3 2 BB AR LR © 2 Xl N 1 PR e Al R fURK
Farroni % A(2002) & Se it 55 18 A LAY B ALK
I, AR BT EREOR, TR A AT
A % 52t B AR A A s Y T L, S5 R R,
B Az JL X B B 400 TR L 1 3 A0 B ) B (LG
IRAE RHL I L), SR 2% Di Giorgio % A
(2016) LIAH Rl u X B & 481iF . Farroni 45 A (2006)
0 04 T L AB) TR LA ) A A e,
A LR PR B2 90 A A A ], oAb,
ELAL A IR I 3 A R T A L R A 5 R i 1
fL: AH LR B AR B IR IS ) = m T R T AL,
B AR JLANORT AR B A0 %) T L 22 300 4R A R AN (THT
FLFFDART, X6 280 3% 1 FLAH Lbo i LA TR iy 3
B [E]) (Guellai & Stereri, 2011; Guellai et al., 2020),
A — W5 R s TR A LB
fLI%4, Rigato 25 A(2011) RS ILEERHIHA,
EUHMR SR NS PUR L. 45
R IRALAE P TR L ELAE OL T, 87 AR LR AR T AL
TS B Frp e fL . XL Ui, A 2SN
AR AT R T X — s 2
FER I LA AR B U, B A LR B IR

R T B AR

B T X AR L 1) F 0 B OGEURS, M A
HER T 0] & A B AR B, FRATT S N 2 b B
BT mEE RS A CE R, X EE
RS, B NERERE TN ESFEES
H A ki s ) % # (Dalmaso et al.,
2020), VLI Bl A 22 LT 93 38 SR FH i gk R -
By 1555, LB DRR 2 ERLR
(fts T T AL, PR AR e 0 s A ) 5 E s
(R S s B ), 24 H bR B L AR R
— UM, RZ A —F R, T LB PR S
A G B A R 3 A A R R M ROk 5
HEAGE R, A LR EMEBRERE g e 4T
— IS4G T E B8 Farroni % A (2004)
FKREMLR-HInE5S5 LB, #Hid LA A
A — 2O 10 /Y B bR B T B A 43400 R AR
TR . BRIZIAFIT AN, KR ar2EE A
93 A DL LA BT AL B RE D) o 1A,
Hood % A(1998)4 3 HI¥ B ILEM —RIIE
B T R 2R 2R (L A/ P R /R S5 B AR, 25 R
BB, —8E&MHT, BILX B E s, g
T 5 5 . Senju 25 A (2008)% 6 H B3 L&
SEHSP RN, SRLH, MEREHEN
) HARET (5 2LA IRMAE ), 2L — Bl
BT B AR 04500 A A A 0 s TR ARk
i H AR &S B ILE A IR MRS ) . B R A4k A
WIFEAE 4~12 ARSBIL ERHEMLR-HiRT
%5 AL R T 250l A9 3 FL 38 BE BN (Farroni et al.,
2003; Ishikawa et al., 2019; Senju & Csibra,
2008), #E—2 1), Gredebick %5 A (2010)2% FH# Wi
WL T 5, 6. 9. 12 AR MEILEN A RE
Mk RAEAL, BT IR RE R A B0 SE 5 3 i AR
R RTENLSER—1 IR, SR
HIG, Je TR IER T, B LU b
BUE R —ABcH . 4550k, 5 A EILM
TR HOCHB R, 2R LR G A4 %
R EAGERIG, 1 6. 9, 12 AL —
FURFE R AR E W EMGBRE . I, Gredebick
GNQ2010)IA R, 6 JT#4 2 B LEM B FiRe ) &
JE 1Y) S B [R) 7T

ANDRRGE SR T B ILIE T N T ERP
I o Farroni %% A(2002)% 2 LEME R A K
M, EmALAH AP LA 4 AR ZILELT
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ORI N290 HIR 1 o Bl 5, 1% 1 BA it — 25 & 3L R A
TIFL R 1) 2 A5 S —0, 4 3% B LTS SR X B AR AT
f18 T LS AORR, ORI AL S R TSR N290 HR i
(Farroni et al., 2004), Grossmann % A (2008)%5 4
AL IS E ML R G/ ER/ME), &
MEMTER T SRR E S 728G
TR A A5 RS B BH B I E Th AR . X
LS RSl WO R ORE X Wil & NI RS i B
. FEHEMIBRERY ERP 58, & 004k
REWG . BAREEINGR RN, ZE5RA
“EMLR-BrE5 A, A, L%
FH b [ B 2 BT B (B IR0 2%, B B AR
U B B v e, W38 X 28 kB H AR
Ve R ERP #EA750H7 . Reid % A (2004) R H 14
TR, £ 4 ALY, SA—H B,
—HUE O T HARF A& T 55 B 1E 12 3 (positive
slow wave, PSW)JRIE, 1243 5 e T X 5l 3 i 24
TARSE, PRI LB S s K 551 PSW
PR, Wahl 25 A (2013)0R FAS [R5 ) A T FLAE
RHEER, GREBAE 4 ARBRYEILD, mILsHmE
WA L 1 LA B B AR & T B 55 1 i R e
[X 11 i 43 (negative central component, Nc), 1% ¥,
S RAE, UL LT m AL m AR R 5
WIEEH 5, Hoehl 25 A (2014) AAHRIFE X B63E T
RIS AL R . X LI SR R LY
TR BT BEFRECHE, B %
H bR S, S L% H AR B SO0 8055 . it
A, PIB ENIRS 58 R B 5 H #8 2 LA T E 4k
FK-HR E 50, 2285 /MR 2900 B 8 1
#7% (Grossmann & Johnson, 2010; Grossmann et al.,
2013), X 5 i AW 5% 45 - — 2 (Schilbach et al.,
2010). UM, Bl —TaFsR 28 7~12 A %L
I AT HMUHTAT S (Naoi et al., 2022),
AT B S B S X AN TR R i — A Bt
R MR T2 R N R i T

i BTk, BANE ZBHTE LR EE E0
fdt, 3~6 H M B LHF iR FE B FEIR ., 6
A2z J5mT LI g 2152 i iEE FiBE 77 . 3~6
A ZILA EAHLAY ERP N 5 A ZEE, FFH
AT ) fE B R 2L BAR RN T, X sk
MU, ABILAMSE -~ FOLaBEs T —ERE
FRE AL ) N TR

4 ZBJLEFLFNEM A @ T A
I

A LA A AL WA WE? Johnson PR
ik, mALERAEfF MR . AFET
A S TR ) R R AR R 52, AT T T LR
JI0 T AT (The two-process theory of face processing)
(Johnson et al., 1991; Johnson, 2005; Johnson et al.,
2015) AR B L AR A LI AL AF L %, 8
TSR Y8 1AL A 3205 B e Sk A .
FLIUI T AR 425 CONSPEC Hil CONLERN P
MTHLE . CONSPEC MLilH b F . Bl A1
%5 2N I DAL, R AR A AR IR N v L2
AR B, BRI 1 T 1) B T LS5 Y
MAEHIR . 53 —HLi CONLERN B2 5 K 58 i 2
SRtk A W R R R FIE L B2 2 R B, b
W BRI A X2 R, B TR B T T L A AR
AE RS 200 T

MRPEIZAAL, K 2N CONSPEC MLl {47
A LSRR & 5E B i T FLAS I BE 7, 33Xt 2o
AL A LWL 0 F R E . SRR R E
BEUEHE R B W7 Az LA AR T FL AR G 14 30 S AN
X FRIERFIE o LA b B A A% 0 18 B )2 R A0 58
% B 22 b He 52 oK 1 A0 A0 B T S S 000 R BT g 5 55 5
RS, F 2 0 38 5% 150 A 30k o 3850 — S 000 43 S5 71 AN
XF FR P (Sylvester et al., 2007), =355 5 SITE BT
Az JUAIRUN H e BT X6 T L i e P9 S 300 AS X6
4:(Simion et al., 1998; Tomalski et al., 2009; Tomalski
& Johnson, 2012), /A 12 30 7 35500 7 S £ 0]
4 THTFL S P 2 2 B A R A IRl B, S
TEHUN LI YT AL B R 485 TN N170 1Y B
AR, S L B Y T AL PR R U A A R
(Tomalski & Johnson, 2012), FiRTFFEULIA K ET
3 6 X T L PR O 4 B AT T AR (H TR
I Bl e DL S A R R B, R 2R
CONSPEC #Lii 75k = B 2 i) i pft 2B 27 IE4

i8R Johnson [T BA A4 TETFL BTN 1455 7Y f2 % 45
Wi B m ez —, WA FH A L2
A AR R A e R, B A LT AL i 4 Y A
JOT 2 % i e S R B e R 45 A 1 O 4, bk
HAEE (LT R Z TR AT R )P S
(PR ICZ HES A LR LA TR IR 55 S0 %8 B 7 )L
I ARAR VRS, 5] A 248 = 5 10 ) I T A 1 | 1
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FLIE WAL 19 B B B S5 AR AE . B AN, Turati 56
ANQO0)TERFTH FINT i E T LR L CRE
)R T F T R K 2 GBI E) /Y m L5 3k oL
B%, RIHA L L ERRNERZEE B K WE
WL R], B 32 1 22 1) 70 28 104 4% R AL 25 A HE
G, JE LM IT & BT AR IR AY 45 2R (Simion et al.,
2002; Cassia et al., 2004), PN FNE 17 2544 s 4]
F Cassia 5% A(2008) &3, flifil4h#id JLEIA
I E (A ) AN B (55 301 = A T2 HES —
HE AN —E R EIGE, KB A L P A R
FHFEARTER, NERIE =M =AK
%, RiFFATIA R Cassia 28 A (2008) 149055 J 1%
R MR T INTF B W 25 ¥ R, X1 2 Je
MRS, R SE g 28 e T He ) Ak R
i, FRFRF NS, BT AKmILEA LE
JEIAZ B8 P A IE RN R B AR, 5 30RT A JLAE NI
AR B T U0 By T LW 4, 7E b3 A 1 2R
LT EE G KL 5% > A GEE A 78 K
FE A 1 FL ) HF 5 Ak in K X (Scott &  Arcaro.,
2023),

AHMER B, “dERE P #155 Johnson ) I FL
U TR RN A B A )L IR A= 55 F J5E o 0L i 34l 38
A i, A% O X B0 7E F 2 75 AR A T Lo — Fb
FERR AR . R4 SR B 3 B T AL B 45 Fb
YRR, KB LR i ey B E M o SR
TETE LA <XF b B M X — W B @ M L, “JEds =
P BRI B Z AH R RE . ELRAY, Farroni 55 A (2005)
R, AR IL R R AR R R A = S A AL
FEEIZE, R RS + 0 = a5 Y T LR R 28
A B ILE, AT R & B ARG IR
T FLAURR (A LA T, X IR G A =4~ X
W), MR A SROERE A T A LA R B
Tl (A A 3T, HRIE FIME 4 58)  Farroni 6 A
(2005) ANy, WESR X b 2 AR M 25 52 s A= LY THI
FUAmLr, Y0l aT L3 e v L B AR Lok e — A
591 T At AR 5 S35 D AR B 9

I3, Buiatti 45 A (2019) 1 U ffi A Fa A L35
R L R 2 2 g A L T LR 4, e BRLIE S7 T
FLU L5 B E LRk IR AR AL E RIFE R T
TR R A A A Az GBI 0.8 Hz NRAYA
RER I 0.8 Hz ARG RE ), &R CHF T
Johnson [ BA 9 T FLARE S 1k R 00 5 (R R4 %5
BT Sk EME S, < PIAE N LL SR B R A

P )5 T N T R o L A A L R AR AR ME T 5 K Bk
KR M2 s, B os AR T ik 42 4t
FLOBUIn AR AL B 2R AL B R R
Buiatti 55 A (2019)4 il HL 4004 747 391 9 73 & B,
B JLEIRLet o BAREL BB L A )R
DXl %k G T L A G 20 A moik, L2 L T 1)
LRI R T 5 I B — B A AL
XE7R Johnson [ TH FL AU T 455U 7] BEASUE HE A,
Fe )2 EALHI T RE 5 KR T ALS — A, 7E A ik
FIET o

BELXE AR T 1) 0 T AT 0 b 2 L 2 A
2WE? H R 44 18 & Johnson PR B
LR AR A R, Ay 1) [ T L —
W BAFE A BT RY 45 S v i A0 e i, AL
J7 TN Cog m LA TR — SRR oy, AR —
Aph Sz BN B B (Farroni et al., 2002; 2006), H
PRI, TESLSUIN TAL R ) CONSPEC HLi i
1O v AR (O Y R ) BRI, X
N R BOH A L A 3 ) T B
iy RAF 2 A A 2 LA BB T R BT A )
X FLN T 985 78 F (Bayliss et al., 2013; Hood
et al.,, 2010), JfH Epd 2 90 A4 AR I (B0 THIFL) Al
AT 1l [ A BE B2 B 3K 4 A 0 5 47 2 (Mlichel
etal., 2017), [Hitk, Johnson PEERLHMEIT T b1y
WA, A A A HIR B 33 40 1 TR ST T T AL
RS BE, B S AR AL AT LU R
T 37 0 JH YT #S AR 7Y (the fast-track modulator) il L)
fi# B¢ (Senju & Johnson, 2009; Johnson et al., 2015),
IZ AL Sy IR 3 A0 T ) A S I T R A A
SAB I — AR KZE FWIE I TE K, k-
W BRI S B AL o) — SR B2 A
BnTEE, o br, SORSEXEAE., K2
PR EGE G A AR R A S R TR, R el LA
SEHF A LD TR A b 2 R b ME IR A (B
PR 7 A HR I ), R B J2 TR P i 1 e 22 Lk g
R O TR Tz R R R R GE, B R e A
PR AT e pg IR S AN E AL O M B . AT RUAE
Johnson T8 ZH &1 % 11 FL in T 80U T AR D) Al A1
7 o) JI0 T CHR S 0 TR T g AR ) g R A S
KIE /NS, 35 0 K BCGH G {5 B AL ALK, H W
A 308 T VR ) DX e BE S PR R A Y
S RN 33K T 24 s e AR N TR R AT Y 32
ORI VAU
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PR TE R AR R A L R A% ) )2
I T R T A PR A I T, e 1
T2 B S IR A A R I VE LAY E RN T,
B 9% S LA T LA Ll 00 L2 PR b 2 e 1)
28 BN (Stein et al., 2011), AfTXFAS AT DL
(AT 1 ) A0 T L AT b ASH AR T FL A7 A 3 1) i
(Rothkirch et al., 2015), I H AT U, i AR 1% 13 00
I AT SR AR T AR X — SR BT B AR R 5
(4 45, 2014), Stein 2 A(2011)ik K, F
—RUAZ I B 2T 38 I g A A 1l 1 I =R
JNTARAE T R e mt, SR, SR H fMRI BIBFIT &
B, TG LA TR W 2 A 2 A5,
AR |l #1455 (Jiang & He, 2006; Troiani
et al.,, 2014), FEMICE T HFEM T BN T2
AU W T Bz 2 S5 A8 (36 sh AR A7 e BE ) . kA,
AR 2R RE AL BB AR D DR o 30 3 8 1 AR 11
(R EEUEYE, B R = BLRE 00l 2R 250

% T Johnson A BA 14 Fh 35 3 18 8 17 7 AR A
B AT I B LB 9T 305 TR R & % B
LB A i 55 LA B 1 EE L5200 . 0, Senju
FENQOLSHXF LT B EEH AMH A FM I IE
) 8 Hi#lt% )L(sighted infants of blind parents,
SIBP) M FE 2 (SBT3 1E 7 i 5 L) A T R 4
&I ML R-HIMES PR, & SIBP
el HIRE it 110 3 AR 1] L B oy MLk R r 48 B AR ) 1
RS [ 2 % X6 B4, 3k 4% B SIBP 7E 4158 A7 7E
LI A 000 L2 R R A 19 )y T P e o sl — 2B 1,
TR A SR OB R 4 R I8 & B (Vernetti et al.,
2018), /AR IRZH B2 )L B AT Lb X A AR B 2= 91
T LT ] A N290/P400 g B i #, {H SIBP
FRAT Sy A0 0 FEL 5 R 2 TG 32 IX 40 0 0 R 400 7 b 45
P o IR PIT 5T 26 W 5 K 4 56 % B LB 4
FA LG B BE 77 A0 R B AT g H A B, (HiX
BT I B R R D (B AR Bl 14 44 SIBP),
HEILS LSRR R (R0 8 A~ 1),
58 T VE HERR B2 L5 0T IR IS AN U B kg, S
S T B 2 R LA 7 S IR 28 50X T A )
TR s, MTMEITa5¢3#% Johnson Ay R HHE
TE R T AR AR

g b, FRATIA N 5 I 11 35 PR SE Rt Fn s R 4L
W2 e b= T R I W T I 1 o 1 [ ) 1
B A LAE A Ak 38 5 A v A R R ELA A S T Y

B UL, A R A e T AL L HR DL R 4 2
WABIR B 5 R AL 0E 22 46 i 22 JLRE AR PR B Sy &2
2% BT AL AL T [ 5 8L, TR 2287 5y A
FEH FT LS B 0F X PR ER R A sk T,

5 BEMHAREE

Mz, IR EE UL AN A Ty 1] i) B B 5
K IRFRMY: 1) B AR LA AE T LA 4o AR Ho A b2
W R, AR S B AL B R 2)#i A
LA AU Ao AH E R A ARG, Al A B 5 i
BEAAIRAS; 3)2 LAEEEDLIB A o AT TX) 4
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Neural mechanisms of face and gaze processing in infants

GUO Tongyang'?, MO Licheng®, ZHANG Dandan '
(l China Center for Behavioral Economics and Finance & School of Economics,
Southwestern University of Finance and Economics, Chengdu 611130, China)
(* Institute of Brain and Psychological Sciences, Sichuan Normal University, Chengdu 610066, China)

Abstract: Faces and gaze direction are essential cues in interpersonal interactions. Examining how infants,
especially newborns, process faces and gaze direction enhances our understanding of the origins and
development of human social abilities. A review of existing literature shows that neonates (0~28 days old)
generally prefer human faces and direct gaze, while infants around 3 months old begin to follow gaze
direction. Brain imaging studies have revealed that infants older than 3 months exhibit neural responses to
faces and gaze processing similar to those of adults. Future research could further explore neonatal
preference for face and direct gaze, as well as gaze following in infants, using various brain imaging
techniques, particularly novel magnetoencephalography, to uncover the neural basis of infants' innate
sensitivity to human faces and eye gaze, and the cognitive mechanisms influenced by acquired experience.
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