OHEEFER 2020, Vol. 28, No. 7, 1164-1171
Advances in Psychological Science DOI: 10.3724/SP.J.1042.2020.01164

EFLIR BB B BB AR )

BFE o LEE IR
(B A D BB - 2oL IBFSE T, TF0 A R0 AT 0 B AT S0, BRI 430079)

B @ILAeA AN, ANRA A BN A SR BB GeAt ik, tAl . 8@ ILeg R AT 547 TR A £
PRI @ FLEG ARG, R B @ ILIRA 6 XA RBHR R BT T SRR, MAFRE T EEEHA
AR N Ko B Y Bk R AR A Se e TAUE], T R LA A AR D Fe L AR AR AL ) RN P A i 4 B Ae A
AR A, PP LA & ILIRA] B KRB @ WA B AR AT T AR, i TN E . R 24
WA S-S B E T O KRB ¥k, I EILIRA A RBRGE SR A SRR, MEEA KR
VA B AR 3% B XA R LR R AR R RO E LT A .

EEE @ILIRA; A RBERGE; SR 2%H; HAksit BN SR AAR

SEE B842; B849:C91

WAL — R A maR i EEmE . 1 BERBENREOES SRS

7% S 5N 22 7, [T7EH

fre 3RS IR0 E5F, I 13 R G 0 1 295 M X3 B G 7L

)T FL S22 7 A A B AL S S0 ], 03 5k A N . . o .

15 11 7 BEF B 1 (own-gr bias) (Hills, Pake, & AR A FRIA B S B8 B AR AP g . PR B
woWEToup Pl L e A ) L1 5B 5 T A T A T L 1 8

Dempsey, 2018), BEARNF AN 1FFl K B B 3 N - , . .

R A A S T AR B 1 B G 1 Y 0> ¥ EE %2 (Blandon-Gitlin, Pezdek, Saldivar, &

“ ’ A Steelman, 2014; Rule, Ambady, Adams, & Macrae,

DR RIENIERRIE, BRI T BRI 00 s e i b AL IS8 1 3% B

5% W3 (Cronin, Craig, & thpp, 2018; Herliz & (i) 042 55 DY BV (5 2B (ingroup. bias )97 A< i,
Lovén, 2013; Hugenberg, Wilson, See, & Young, SEA RIS IE B 5 22 B Fl 1 FR BE M G 16 5
2013; Ma.n & Hills, .2017;‘ Martschuk & Sporer, P25 FE VA 2 ] B A7 10 (Bernstein, Sacco, Young,
2018; Proietti, Macchi Cassia, & Mondloch, 2015; & Hugenberg, 2014), 717 71 5 56k P BV i A RE A
Short, Semplonius, Proietti, & Mondloch, 2014; RN T 34l (processing motivation) £ % .

Tham, Bremner, & Hay, 2015; Wan, Crookes, P AR VR X4 1 3% 5 A A A
Reynolds, Irons, & McKone, 2015; Wiese, Komes, B T (big three)kh 2 433 4e i (13t

&Schweinbiger, 2013;Yan‘et al., 2?)‘17; HE, X W, g, (L, 2019), 76 RO
W, DR, 2010 FELAG, G, RUR, g s v SER, A G 9 (own-race

i, XU, 2017)0 8T, WALV B IHBEA i g g, ML SRR TAL, AT % 5
Mg 2 K STk AL %MS > U\%ﬂ - H ?ja%:ﬁ/K\U\%n TAA % 1 fL (Tanaka, Heptonstall, & Hagen, 2013),
SIRMZALE, KT HIBERG R AT g o g 3 x4 7 G 19 (own-age bias) 5t %
HILTH B B 8 i o 4 o 2 [l ST A TR IR R BT, AT 75 5 FEAOAZ A [ AR 18 15 B 60 A
MifL(Rhodes & Anastasi, 2012; Wiese et al., 2013),
[ 14 5] (own-gender bias)t#R1E 5 1 51 3L
[ (cross-sex effect)mk [ F& 14 51 7] (own-sex bias),

Wk H#A: 2019-04-04
* [E AR L4 IR H (18ZDA33 1) A e e i A% LA

RHBF AL %5 28 3509 435 F (CCNU19ZNO21) %1 AR SR BN O B R — S R (Herliz &
BEMEE: o, E-mail: zuobin@mail.ccnu.edu.cn Love'n, 2013; Hills et al., 2018), [ 1 i 1) A LA
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UEBEAE lCAZ kAL, ANTx B 2B v
H) T FL RE % T 47 Hb PR AN F1E 14 (Lovén, Herlitz, &
Rehnman, 2011), i AW 7838 a3 A5 87 1H e =
(standard old/new recognition paradigms) (Hills et
al., 2018). &I#f i £l i 42 M X (Cambridge Face
Memory Test, CFMT) (McKone et al., 2011) A X [
FLIEI 54T 45 (Man & Hills, 2017)%: 285 353 W
LRI I 2 SR M G 1) RS . B, — 2
WHIE R I, Lo P e TR 2 P T LB AR HE 55 1
1H LB #EHf (Herlitz & Lovén, 2013; Lewin & Herlitz,
2002; Lovén et al., 2011); [FAIFE, 5 —LLaf53 R M
BRI R 1], 55 M s b 2 P T L
-0 2 58 P T fL (Hugenberg, Young, Bernstein,
& Sacco, 2010; Man & Hills, 2017; Rhodes &
Anastasi, 2012; Rule, Garrett, & Ambady, 2010;
Sporer, 2001),

2 BREAREADARMIEE

A PR AE T AL AR IAE 55 v X DR A 18 0 1 T
FLRIL L T AF L 2K B, XA AR S ZE A
I T R AR — B B b A 2 R AT L A At 4
S AAE R R X A AN T BA B Em? 5
SR A, 5 LA DG B XA B R TE Bl 7
A IR AR 7] 1A DGR 5T R AR F LR IS HE T T
BUFHHRE.

2.1 MEFLIRBI B FKBER AT B 4R DI A

H AT T AL YR B TR ] (4 DA N T ik
FRACHIR WA Z, MEEERFERET =4
JriE s B, w ) KA AE S B B R IS RS B
Bt? B, Young, Bernstein #l Hugenberg (2010)
38 2o 7 T AL 2 B 1 R T AL g B S 43 i RS 2
R, TP i ) 0 e AR sl 55 48 A St B B R
A, PR A (R 1) A AL GRS B B & R A
=, EALgmE TR, R 2EM fn
Lovén 5 A (2011) Eb# T 4= vE B A4 80 B X )
PEAR ] B RZ M0, 255 R B, R A A i O AR
FAARBIR ;85 =, Ao 3 20 i 1) T 25 7 A 08
FERISEMA 2 BN, 5208 A RIS R B
By X5 T B RO 0] 097 £ k45 2 OCE L AE
H(Young et al., 2010),

2.2 MEFLIRAI BHAEFARIAZFREIE

[IPNERE Y & W TEIRASISNS B RN TN

B TR 22800 15 T B A A 220 At A 1 52

BNEA, — 203 244 AR T o6 I T % LR B b
B IR R 1] TR R, FIANARSN . WeHL . ARk
1% %5 (Wiese & Schweinberger, 2018; Wolff, Kemter,
Schweinberger, & Wiese, 2014), E&KHE, W5
HR AR AR, ZIEET T N RHE B AR
AFAE R T 1) LA B B (9 et (), B A 4E PR
R Hsf 1] 4 7 A ARl A PR A N AR A 1oL
A A S (Kawakami et al., 2014), AR HE
38 33 %G FELAF 5 (ERPs) 2 BRI PR T LB & T 2otk
BRI N170 SR (E B %, 2011); HABRFTE#
T LR Y 18 A e 1) AT IR SR A, R R
FHIE AT FL, A B IR T FL S R B A
A N170 41 (Ofan, Rubin, & Amodio, 2011);
Xof S R TIAL B N 170 B AR B4 (Weesis, 2012).
E 5545 N (201 1)t & 30 T 5 1H 1 FL AE 2 ik
BT AIE R PL . H2, P1RIMHE R HIER
LT T L e R A 2 S 4k T 2 T L RN I A A
E e

3 EMEFIRIBEXFRERMNEE

FSES

TATFL AR 1 FRAF A AR 1) 79 52 ) K] 38 AT LS sk
TN E . TN RS ST RE B MRS
SATEMUAE ., W E T maE A KSR
(self-reference) Al A4~ 74 X B 5) 45 5 1) 1 75 25 A1 R
MM PPN XTI 48 5 R R R i
SR AES T REHRE WM, PR 5
F8 10 25 S AU TR AR R R A5 .

3.1 FMEEER
.11 BEZH

Py B RS RO F B 0L A TR R
B0 . Rogers, Rogers il Kuiper (1977) 165 T A 3
Z: BN T 5 HA RN T(&548 | 18 L 18 SOXT
Widtzmsgm, R EMARS I TS T
BT B VEAN i B IR TR AOE IR SR i . FE T
I, BFEEE A A RS IR —FE ) BN E 12
Wi T H, IBa, ARSEERBSIT LA
T B TR A 1) 77 A 5 i W 7

AR, ARS RS IEmFLESIm A
TR . B0, Ebner (2011)#4T T & T 1L
TR R8Ot 1] AT, At % B0 [R) 4F % H AR X %
FA) TETFL A T ke BB A T B Y 3 FRAH G, 7R
TR FL TR 31 7 AR ] 4 4 O 1) 30 42 bl 1) T R AR
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FH o A HAAE IS H AR S T L, B0 TE G i
5 A CAER AT B AR X 4 00 1 FLI n] G 9 K 2 5
ZrHE SR, X o AL ol ¢
WK o 3 ARl g PR {745 ol 0T ] Lo T 4 %
MR B AILTE 3R, PRIt X AT S A 240 i) W %€ R
AL B], DA AR #E T ) B A I L
FRANS 2 = -
3.1.2 MEAMEE R

I FRAE AR 1] 78— > ORI RS E R R AT
B PR B % T AN 2 A A B A T
M EER G, AUREERY, AR A
PR H 2l 25 3 AE A FAE A ] b R 3R A AR H
(van Bavel & Cunningham, 2012), FF5Z |, R4
JE A B O SCHF AR E R, XA i B
1T 2 WL, DRSS A A6 AR A 18 53 1) T 3l B 1 2 G
W2, AN LI &ALy . i
THOMER B AR UL, A A AT SN A 1 53 e
BN Ry, (HR SAMAE T 5 MR
A5 EL AR, AN ATRE SN S 5 AT RE 23
AL T.(Wilson, See, Bernstein, & Hugenberg,
2014), van Bavel fil Cunningham (2012)#f 5%/ %
B, 2485 Rk S R S A N BRI B
W2 R, kIR0 IR AR 1) 77
B G2 5 AN A R 03 24 B A () 45 40 %
AL E B, 3 TR ) 23 SR R
SR PRI T T 1 55
3.2 IMMRHEESERER
3.2.1 IREER

P X G 1 L A A7 28 1 SR 7 1 R A A 1]
HOR R AR . BN, T ALARA A R AT
PR 1) 1 — TR 58 R B, AE P RS 2R T AL AR T
F AR T T L PR A B ST T X 2R I
LA FRA G, B W1 5 04 B AN A R i 1],
I SRR ) B L R BTy o (2, 41E
LR A B I, A A2 r A FA %
A Qi 1] 205007 ) 58 42 T 2% (Ackerman et al., 2006)
[Rl#E, Wang (2013)7E ¢ F i fL A B PRI BEA
i 16 (8 — STURIE S AN T A B L TR AR DL B rh
PR 28 1 T B 2R, DU X AN (R & 1m L Y
Fge st . REIM, LR BRI %
(8 2o Ve T LA A R FRAC S, W BE T LR
I BB IR A R 177 . T 0L, H b AL A1 2
1B A A FRE A D 1) A 7 TR AR T PR T

322 E5EF

VLA 55 R 22 SR P 7 o 0 25 T FLAE A B b
B B2 H A SES R, AMTEZX A%
LA EA A &1 S LTI, R LA
BHYZ L B A AR, LIRS 8 B 3R 1)
B2 & AR . BN, Freeman 48 A (2013)2k
JH 1 6E P 1 LR A5 (EMR D)4 AR X6 15 5] i 7Y 5 [
IR 2 v Rt R H [ AR 2 b i 1AL B R A T
AT, KRIBER 0 R JS B2 i (retrosplenial cortex,
RSC)F1 IR %5 Hij &% JZ Fi (orbitofrontal cortex, OFC)
T ) 5% T LA ] LA B B R Y — B B A T R
R, LI B B 2 il L8 S R B Y T FL
AR AR TN, DA S B v [ B v ) T AL
ARG PN T 2P K
3.3 MREESSRE
331 EREER

AN A B 1, B AR 2 2] B B e U
[T S5, 3k 23 X e FL R0 B A PRI ) A K1
TEEESER AN, ASTERON R R I, BRI
12 > TH AL R ] 58 22 M e = S L 0 A AR
fiHLFE 51 (motivation-individuate instructions)<s
3 AR AR W5 A 10 R8 B (Y oung et al., 2010; Young
& Hugenberg, 2012), T 7E [F) 1 I 18] BB 55 h, F
FH FEBRYINT Gialx B br 1w FLAS [R5 18 Y 5
R flhn, X TFHEgAmE, ST bR
(anay 22 i) A L, PO 55 MR T (A0 S c 1 1) A 1Y
[ 4 i [7] 55K (Motta-Mena, Picci, & Scherf, 2016),
BRBRAE 2 > By B A7 W5 | 7 0 W sl A7 4
W, 5 HESMEOAE mfLE- BN T
285, M Y T AL A S K A AR AR (Hills et
al., 2018) o FHXTAURFPE 2 W, AT G| 1R W2k
B ) T AT B 22 S50 AL B9 RN T (Rhodes,
Simmons, & Peters, 2005), M i 5 2[R 51 fi [
B8R D 55 o
332 MIRE

SRR AR B < TR B2 %o B FRAF AR AR 1] 7
SRS o AT TET L AT SRR ) ) BRARR AT 1
AT MATERIZIN T, W HEAT A R T )
TEMITEM T, Flan, AF58E Lt A 6 s
B AT 55 (19 G bk 3 R R RE LRSI RE I )
BRI T8, 25 53R WX B A5 1 FLAE R R i
(AN S 1 ) b 1 30 14 5 38500 T FL IR B 0 T,
PR T F I, X T LA B E A R
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ST (P 0 K R B R 2 R I L, R 25 R
fRic iz M(Bower & Karlin, 1974), WA E
HE—2E A A AATTZ B0 LATE S A 5 v L AR 31
LA A, 2 PR AT SRR 5 T L A T
T 25 B8 #E 3= 1H 7K - (Sporer, 2001),

H Bower Fl Karlin (19740 3 5T )5,
KEHFFEFR I — R FE 0 4F: 55 %5 H LAY 1R )2 A
2N T2 (8] 1Y 25 5 3547 K5 5 (Mueller, Bailis, &
Goldstein, 1979). Bk 7, KEZHHR LI
PR RS [e] 28 A0 B ) (9 4 518 23 2 BopUR 8] 1Y
FIARM . (HJE AT —LEF T 25 3R 5 O R AR
J& o 40, Sporer (199D)TEMFFEH HLAL T 8 Rl AR
B M SR, MR T AR . RS 4E ki T
PIRREE, DL K HIRAE R PE MRS, 50 R Y
Bt R FH X T FLASCEE A I TR SR mE B, LA
e SN EIENERCZ SR E S S M PN E T
{8 249 iR R 25 56 e 1 FL Y SR — e B 2 R B
wEN

4 MRARBAREAELRE

XF T FL IR B FRE A 1 AR SR, H
HIA “HIW 450104 (Perceptual Expertise Hypothesis)
L4t 41 M8 (Social-Cognitive Approach)i i
IR AR . 23 1k — > M: {5 1 (Categorization-
Individuation Model) I X % 42 £ Y (Dual-Route
Approach to Other-Race Effect)iz K] A [H] 4 £ B
B 1 22 3 s R 23 DA M0 PR R i R 3L i LA
BEH,

4.1 HRRWIR

I 22 58 U A Ry 5 AN TR A A A 1% 422 e 22 56
ANTF] 2T % 15 AR A A T AL 9 R 1) 22
$#(Michel, Corneille, & Rossion, 2010), X F{hji%
T L3R = 28 565 550 A 1 FL B 9 SE AR BN
IR FRAME T AR E AL

AN TR BRI 25 DA [ D T 4 Y T 3 0 % 0 G
FIAN R, A5G B T/ B 2 5 3508 240001 1 3k
F R AN T.(Hayward, Crookes, & Rhodes, 2013),
P R T L 23 (] A4 it 3R 4iE (Valentine, 1991),
T 25 560 1 it R 2% BH GT AN [ R 1 L 42 e 1% 0 o
BT 23 0 i LR A 2 7 A B A . MO
JrXMAERE, mALIN Ty X ES Ak, X HE
L ZENTTE NN DS NEE 4 2L NTIEIN A 2735 k22N
P4 . (Michel, Corneille, & Rossion, 2007), RiX}

A LR A S U 10 05 AT g, B R PR
T T ANTR e 256, W 2 JC IR A gifk
PN, ARMEFIE S Rk, HA S A, AR T HIA
i0f2 . 5 —J5 1, Valentine (1991)f) T £L 25 [A] 45 %Y
(face-space model)¥d B L Hf 3R T 42 56 4nfay X 1o L.
SR A B, AR S g K T LA A7 A T AL
ZHAEFE R — A, R ERERIE T i 8 3
F4 T fL A9 T AH (McKone, Aitkin, & Edwards, 2005),
M DU FLAN A 2 KA B, AR 3 i fL
2 (A AEREOR B B X 0 o B 2 B3, AATEE
7 o HEBR B2 DA OCAR B, PR L T B
T Ir. 2256 pHg i 25 5 20 /b DR A T £L Y
TET L () i G 2 T L2 ) P A

AT i 1] B BIF 52 S ik T 22 6 ) i e A 4L 1 i
&, Sporer Al Horry (201 1) &4 75 1% = i1y + B H:
N R A e H AT L B PR A R SN A
e 5, A A A A L AR G A R
FLERI B B A PR AE
42 #ZINEE

R Y oAt N =37 179 o DN (K 2
U T AL RE 23 AR 2 0 A4 1 3l 23 P A4 L
BURAL. AMT4s [ & s PR T AL AT Ak
T, g AR 2 M, X R A
HEAT IR M PR AR AR BN T, 100058 S E A B 7
PR D 5 T 1T L A R AR S ] R AL 1T 22 A 1 AR A
K, HETAS BEAE G U0 BT 1H SRR I L (Hehman,
Mania, & Gaertner, 2010; Hugenberg et al., 2010;
Pauker et al., 2009; Sporer, 2001),

— BT 5 3 B3 ol Ol At 1 A e LA 1
FRI BB 22 B IEL 22 I BR 57 e R0 (Hehman et al.,
2010; Young et al., 2010; Young & Hugenberg,
2012). X LExF ShHLAYERAE (45 45 T ik sal AL
Jin At % L A9 4 5 (Hugenberg et al., 2007,
Young et al., 2010; Young & Hugenberg, 2012), £
Pl ] S5 1AL 5326 0 N BRI Y 4 ZK (Hehman et
al., 2010), 2 B3 A% 1 FL 2= 1 19 1 fL (Young &
Hugenberg, 2012)%,

[Fi) 4% i 1 140 285 2R b Sh AL e e B2 8 T IR A, 9]
n, AHCEE /N LEE, T AT L A R E
I I [ (Picei, Gotts, & Scherf, 2016), B K H)JL
Al REAE S E/NYJLE LA, M/ N L E
T A SR O LB A A

Sporer T 2001 4E4& ) (4 T AL i T Py S A4 AR



1168 O B R 2 ot B

%28 %

B4 (In-Group/Out-Group Model of Face Processing)
SRR T IR PR S o AR 2 E, BN
e GAME BN REAR G AT ALEE, BOA L A
AN T84 LIAS 8 (configural 4R A% T 46 . Y
2t i RIS AORE 0 T 2 b T TR AL 2L OC 3R A 2 A
O E, EEREITR U MITRZEM LR, X
W IE 2 TR H B AL L A TR R E . 24
38 BN SN B W AL, XA RRE 2R R
FIR) SRR 2 T T A H A S AR T L8 R 3Rt TR O
e e o X AT T A R A B 5 AL A PR
A LA R, TR T A RE R B B LI, AT
Bhid 72t AR, o S R R E I A
PR L LA — 25 o ihaT L, AMARAE U SR
TR A T8 B3 A T L AR 28 P B R 52 2 ) A A
PR S Xof A1 A A 1l 5% T AL 18 R 031 o 2 B Y i
i IH]

43 EBEWMENU-NEURBE M ERE

TETH AL AR 1 BAE A 17 7o) 22 S B A

28 T~ M AR AR TR R UL A% A 78 359 3 F s b
LB PRSI S, O LU R A R
g ] B 25 A AR AL, (B2, FETH R BRI
HIE 2B UL SIS AR B Uk . 26
A= P AR AR 5 R 42 flh 22 56 5 4 23 B ML IR B
P AN ) T FL U AR AR R, T BUES AR 5 280 DAy
TEPUBIAN [ 6T 52 i T FL B, 42 fioh 22 36 Ak & L
ZHRZMHA R FESEM.
4.3.1 FEI-NEHiRE

F 5% 35 B8 2 AL M A B TR 3181 X6 6 i
Z R AL S-Sl L R A, kXt B IR
1A 17 i LA S B¢ (Hugenberg et al., 2013; Hugenberg
etal., 2010), HRIEIEHIE—MPEAHR, —LEihifL
PN A9 B FRFE A 1) AEAR KRB b (58 42) 2 i
ASTRIKSE A AL S LR B0, i 4 7 BA P 3R A
P A LA A/ 1 T LR R 22 55 T A 2 1 3 A i 1)
TEAR KRR b (3058 4) 72 AN [ KF i P fb 22
B 300, A 25 I At A 28 e 1 LR D 5 %)
Wy 1 T AL IR 22 55 A 26 A TR0 D 2 [)
Z HNA PRSI MAL 2 50 05 e, A XS H
O o i T L 1 R i 7 G b o % 1 L A R 1) 25
o T B E RIS, AR SO S A
25 PRSI L] REAETE 225 576

2R A=A PE AR AR Y DL 28 564 0 R Ak bR,
SRV AE P AL ARy B FRFE AR 0] 241 T EOE

SN AESE, — 5 DR S0 56 22 36 B A AL 2 A
BB HEAT T A DL G, s ik ) 4 A 42
HET BAR SR BRG] D) — 5 o AR 28
RIFE AR AN S . P . U L A SE)FE 2801k
— AP AR A B 22 56 — S B AR B AR 2R H T AL 47
S WA A A S o < BB, sh AL R
Mg ol 32 AR, xRS, SivLAnE
AR R AR EEAE AR, IR Z A A A
A [0 A S R T AR I S IR LA R &R
432 XNEREERE

Wan 5¢ A (201530 AN [RITA 0 i A2 1) 1 J
K58 2 B0 YA SN AT — i R b s
G, A RXF TR SRR T8 AL AEAE A TR A
AR, I B A i As PR B0 G B TR AR A 17,
2 5 % LA AR R T FLAR SR SR T AT BERY
£ YAERE B SMER R W EFLE, S R
AR TG 1 B 2 <SRN, RS AR R B T
FLA R R SAIC T F A

BEAE 1 BB AE VY O SO T R Y AR
FIE 2R 7 SCAk P R B4 S0 I A AT 7 il i B 2
P LA, B B AR R 250, S EAR
K BRI T, R T 6 oF D o e o L A SR AT
TEGRIG . XFPEOLT, $E k2 shplx F H A Fp
T R G 1 T LA A B R B VR Y . AR
=, ATLCR A R AR RS R LA
TE T 24 5 118 FL A 7 s (Sporer, 2001), 4= A% it
ZIAVA B R 2 S 1 R At o A 53 ) T L, o

AR 20 R M 3E E A EE 25 = BT
FLI,  FH T 36 [ BB AIR ) A 2 A7 8 A 2
EESEEA AR 2SR, FE AR SERE B AL
AT FL AT SE R N, DR IORE T 8 B v e 2 5K
F ERME R, AR B R, XX
J7 O AL B AR B . SRR OL R, AR
P2 1 2 ) A6 95 ] BN 19 T LB R 2 T L
AR 1 SO

X% A A IR 3 J31) VAR 35 << Bl =2 R0 46 96
M= 4 S AR EEE T, M4FE 2 H A F
T B ) G JIT 7 A S5 TR S 11 T 6 S T DA R i
e, AR A PR AN 2 5 U6 R A 2 I -3 L
AT REABWHISRIG, —Jrm, WA
AU B T A 7] 7= A o PEAN 5 B A 0T e
FETE R BHALAN L5681 0 5 IR [R) 6 A 14 25 S T2
HEAT TIE MR R 52; 55 —Jr i, o EASTE
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TN 1Y 75 FhAS TR AR B DA N T R R AT 1 TR
AT, g BB 1] 7 2B A DRI ) HA
HESHELE

5 MREE

A S TAL AR 1 BRI 1] AR50 . DA
TR 2 AL LK RS A R S T T TS L R L
T A A ROR . (HE, T LIRS A 3
T 10 © A DEFE R 3B, AT LU i DUTEIE ST ¥
FAAE—SE AL, (EARAELL R J7 i — R

B, mALREE 2SI MERZ —, &
TETFL AU 1 FE A G 6] v 43 8 R . LA
TEWFFE R 2 R b e 1 7 i A T AL, AR A3 K
fLY Bl PR O, B A Ry FRARAE | IE S/
IS F SO A AR X I 177 A= 1Y
W RER AR B S AT A S S S, A
AT AR X o o i 25 T LB AT SRR, TR S 22 1T X )
JEECSE AR AL, 275 B WAL 4% R AR
B IR ALA B4R RS 4R, BT
PEREE F B A5 S, LN, AL R Sl
AP S AR BN G — B — B, A 2 AR TE AN
AR AR T L EC ], 3 A 8 T 0 SO0 S5+ P B A A
SRR R, IR AT 8L FLA R 2 A )
Az AU S BB G 1) 7 A T R Y R
Mg 7 3 S T FL IR 31 11 TR A O ) 1) 2 A 265 1) A
HFRAB L,

FEU, A X5 i THT AL AR 1 R A i 1 B4 A
AU TS BTN R B ] DUR B3R
e LN A B 18] P A RO AR
M7, H AT R 2 5 T, AR5 IE
A SCHR AR B (SRR B 22 5 L REMR 22 B B
G AR SR A @ 5 At 2 56 R AR A &
FHEAA [ AU T HLRI R, 28T, E— 2P
B R RE DR A 48 7 TR AL AR 1 R A i 16
o PIBIL AR 1 R A MRS Bk AR A5 1) F 2T 1]

PR, IR % 10 HEL R B 0 T I
ALV F B A 10 B S v, (E AT A AR
] (R BIE S8R Z AT R AT A, s = X A R AEA
i 1) A 22 A BRAL A ) R SRR TS, NI, SR A
AR ARAEA . HRBE ER, DL AR IE BR H ARk
S T AL ARUR 11 AR A i 1) A T BIL ] 42 A2
FOULAGE 8 AT H 2 2R (L

B Je, HTR TEAL U TR 16 BT 5

REAEVITHE 2T R T AT, WA SCAE ek
WA A A 22 5 RSP AL S HIL AT REAFAE 22
S, R0 T FL AR A A T B A A AL
BA BT AW I BI85 A A, IR SO
FAE LI P AR T EAE AV TR A EE T
Rl e rh B AR R B SC I R, AR
PR 1] 2 A FECERE RO 7 PRIk, R SR 7 X 1 £L
PRI 1 B Al 1) R AT A AT ST, AT LR SC
2SN H AR RN AT IE, R H A A
a5 3 SCAL 8 A A AE T 3 T AL R 0 B AR
FEFRE 2 AT Lk — SR T R R

5 2% 3CHk

85, XIWF, BELFE. (2011). idizmfl, BB H: x
TR FLFNER Z R 4T85 ERP BT JL. FI@ R,
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Own-group bias in face recognition

WEN Fangfang; ZUO Bin; MA Shuhan; XIE Zhijie
(School of Psychology, Center for Studies of Social Psychology, Central China Normal University,
Key Laboratory of Adolescent Cyberpsychology and Behavior, Ministry of Education, Wuhan 430079, China)

Abstract: Research about face recognition shows that people are better at recognizing faces of their own
groups (e.g. race, sex, and age) compared to faces of other groups. In recent years, researchers have
conducted experiments to explore such own-group biases in face recognition. Two competing theoretical
explanations for this own-group bias are the Perceptual Expertise Hypothesis and the Social-Cognitive
Approach. We propose an new model based on an integration of these two approaches: the Categorization-
Individuation Model and Dual-Route Approach, and explored its neural mechanisms, implications for
cognitive processing, and sensitivity to factors such as perceivers, targets, and evaluationtasks. Important
future directions include improving the ecological validity of the study, putting forward with a
comprehensive theoretical model and strengthening cross-cultural comparative studies.

Key words: face recognition; own-group bias; perceptual expertise hypothesis; social-cognitive approach;
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