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KT Z0XES1He . A ERZmH, B
NAT RAE Ry —Fh At 217 2wl DGR i oAk 2 vk
Ji&, Xl BLST . N B G R A5 5 A BN R M (T
&, 2017); TEAES 2, BIAAT AR —Fift S TT
JRIREL, BEAEHE S +T 2 A0 N & ' (Park & Shin,
2017). VIAEMFSY 322 BIB9S NREAE R A
A7 2 BRI B8 R AE G 7 TR T 1 B AT 2R 8 52 ) A
R, ABAEAEREAE RS 19 B AT 2y 6 e = AH LA 5
ENGIE NP R RS S PN N
TE WG 7 TR 25 A R TV FE U 451 T B AAT i &
AL

HT AR R, N R S5 R0 B A f7
Ho MERNEMT, ZMELET SR EIA
17 H (Hortensius, Schutter, & Gelder, 2016); 4G WF
55 3 WIIE B8 XU B, AN TE AN s AR o s

W I 3): 2018-01-23

AR B AAT R /0 (Fischer et al., 2011), XU S
8 Ja R OUH 231 K) I A8 16 5 AN 2 1 (Kahneman
& Tversky, 1979), i XU 1% 5% D)2 4 A0 2 XURS: ¢
RIS, EAEERNE, RECAHBRZUIR %5
DS AR B X B A AT i sg i, (H AT 18 5% 19 1 8
HELA I A KU AR, IR AT N (R R, Tk
5, 2015), ¥ & E(Shentu, Ma, & Guo, 2018)%5 (%
SRR FEAS A, TR VEAE XURS S5 1 T BB AAT
HARDWEIE . L, ABFFE IR E LIAS R AT 5 B T 1L
Sk A Ak 2 B T R KU X6 B AT BB o 3 AR 1Y
WF 5 e B THT FLAE Dy A A4 7 oK B &5 02 5 ml 15 1 oh
WkR, AT AP EAEEEM, i, SR
T fi ) S B AT CAMRARLRY SR B, HLB M
M RIS B B (Emswiller, Deaux, & Willits,
1971); TR 1h] FL IS 52 1A 1R B 25 5 45 3 Al S Bl
(Michniewicz & Vandello, 2014). i FLYE M A T4E2s
HHERIRZ —, BT B ARG M5 . Rl
SRS AE BN, TR T LAIVRERA | bR b 4FE D v L
FF A & W)~ A FF i (Ritchie, Palermo, & Rhodes,
2017), 7EBA HAAE B A4 3 SR 58 1w fL X th
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NIEATHE B HEWT (Oosterhof & Todorov, 2008), 7 Tf]
LI AR Z 4k 5, T {5 BE (trustworthiness) 1 2 1 15
B oK, 1afL AT {5 (facial trustworthiness) /&
i B AR e B MR E AR (S AR IR B, 38 5]
BET A= N BRI, AR 23 74 Rl b AEU 60 38 RE A At 1)
TR EURIBE TR, 33X P 25 A MRk 56 e 30 o
[8] & 17 -4 (Todorov, Olivola, Dotsch, & Mende-
Siedlecki, 2015), Jfik— L w17 R PR,
meh A FREAEGRAR, 2231, X1, EEE, R, B
WA, 2016) . o AT {5 1T FL Y 56 30 35 07 45 5 7 5 ok
85 % (Chen & Jing, 2014), WHEAS Tk ILE
({5147 M (Ewing, Caulfield, & Rhodes, 2015); ifii
T A5 T FL3E 5 235 AT R T A ) 0 B, an e
5% B VSR IL I FL(Funk & Todorov, 2013), Jf
HAE 2 BE A 0T 68 32 B 51 7™ I7 11 % # (Wilson &
Rule, 2015). 7% 3 ] {5 BE7EAAX BA A2 AT 1026
—EIZ ot o BB (Oosterhof & Todorov, 2008), 7As
AIF 5 4 T 7 B A 15 58 b TSR B AT A, AS TR o] {5
JEE 8 TET FLAE A 0 A XU B A, AR KRR BE L e i 25
Jite B Xt 3R Bl B A R B, 2 I S i B
T AP (Jessen & Grossmann, 2017), gt
AW AR 1 SR B BT AL AT A5 B 52 i Bl
B NAT A, il B 2 A e T B 1AL AT R AR
R B .

s N 518 55 19 52 B AE H 32 (Person-Context
Interaction Theory), B AAT R & BEA R A AN
T8 R R s, SRk B MK B 5 2R 55 m
(FIkik, 2013), A B R PIR I RS 5
Wi B A A7 A B9 % [ % (Oldfield, Humphrey, &
Hebron, 2016; FEHiESE, 2017) MRAEZE LS A B
IR E A Z RO B A 3530 FAR R, wT A A gk
3 VLAY LR, 78O B E R EAT 28 4 R s
(Bowlby, 1973). BEE K, B R AR T
YRS S 52 M A5 A Y BRAR AR, R AR AR 2 A
FEN 14 A8 i & J Ja) 90 o 2 AR X ARUE (1) (Zhang &
Labouvievief, 2004), HAKTF, %2R AREK
H O R R IR Ath N, S BB v b 15 0 % s
ML, Ryl BRI SRR Bl AR, AN AR
AR T4 A C, WO S, Bk
TERERETMA, b 2800 B U525 b 2 I
35 B (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2015), JL 45 fz [ 71 F 1]
YA PRI J8 A2 AR, B 3% Tl A

oSS ANA ], AR I8 AT DR 2 A 5,

ERIEESH YNV 5 S ST EF i L S ORI N DS

B R IFABURE, X IF ERAOUR B IE, I £
PEFE K IRE(Collins & Gillath, 2012), 1R £ (I SZUERFSE
TEPE AR SR T AT A X SE B LN o A HE AN 2 2K
AR, WS 2 4 A AT ) 5 BV AE 1Y 32 5
(Kogut & Kogut, 2013); [F] 4788 e 2 1F [ FU A4~
PRI 24t 2247 (Oldfield et al., 2016); e T 4F
W& PERIVRIAE ST AL, SR TR AR 2 M O
] T SR AL 2547 (CEHOMESE, 2017),

Ak, O B R L KA 2 1 25 i A A
XF & RN RTAE BTN, XA BRAE AR A Bk
N (ZERME, PhE, #id, XIEE, 2016), LAk
IRAEAE B 1% 5 v R B0 X B 2 19 {5 4T (Chen et
al., 2013), [A]3EEA 284 U] 2% B ER AR AT 1 B A
£ F1ABRE 3 (Mikulincer, 1998), X, A&
INAHIAS PRAE LS 6 S p oAb A& B a5 v B4
MRS TR) T, DA 2R B L AN R 9 B Bl A T AR
AR ARSI B AAT R 52 P 3R 22—,
(] B 25 S A AR (S AR RR EE () HI W, tH I
Sk, MR G4 ] RE xR SR B 2 AL AT AE BE X it Bl
N PN L i0ba A e o N N R (TR S Ny
BN T DGR, RIS ALT R, iR
B AR R U AT B8 23 KA oK B 2 2 75 AT AR 10 H)
Wr, IS B AAT AU . BT DL B AT, AT
FUHE MBS 20 MK 3R Y 1 FL AT A5 B %o it B
B NAT RIS, X AR, JCesK Bl
R AL AT {5 B A 2 T AL AT AR A R
Wy N RN 2 AR AR AT 5, % 1 L AT
15 BE BsR B 3 S B BN, I L o £ 3
14K Bh 2 B R R 0 AT BB AR

ENR—A W ke, ARG RE, [
IFAE—JANAE o A KR S5 0 AR AR DG 4 (5
U B A ) A R JE AR RIS, S Uk
5Kk A 557 (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2003), X fHif57E
R 45 Bl S 00 A A5 R T R AR S AR A
A RE . KRR RS B 1 I TR e R AN —
Tl 2 fifk U O BBCR A, 5 AN AR A AR H A1
Ty fE AT A AR A R R AL, BB A R T
PRAR AR 22 A R, BT B PR TG L2 A, B2 4
7S JA 3 (Mikulincer & Shaver, 2007). JT4EH K
I IE IR TR B AR R A 2 A A R AT
RFNHI R . AR, LA REAE S0
FEEE N s T T BoA 3l (Carnelley &
Rowe, 2010), Ji 35 BIRE 2 AR A A 1Y
TH B8 P A R S 1 86 A 56 W 3 R AIK (Collins &
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Gillath, 2012), MIXFMAEFNFI(Dykas & Cassidy,
2011) . & /& M1 17 2~ (Benoit, Bouthillier, Moss,
Rousseau, & Brunet, 2010)7=4:— R ¥ 520, {d HHT
22 R AR SR gt 1o o P 45 v B VA A S . A sh A
R BAR L ARANREPE = AR B W SR BRRE T L 3
15 XM (Boag & Carnelley, 2016). X A\ B If At JE%
l(Pan, Zhang, Liu, Ran, & Teng, 2016). B A\ & &
(Gaesser & Schacter, 2014)F1IAH] R i P (Jarvinen
& Paulus, 2017)55 . R L ARG FE U2 R
FLAT A [R] fA A AR Sl 37 4 I 7 XA R0 R AR
1 24 W 520 (Luke, Sedikides, & Carnelley, 2012), #3
DL IRk, AR o S0 5 Ty St B
PPRSIRAN L 4, #E— B8R B PR &
FEAS ) T AL AT A5 FE X By AN AT 2R 532 ) o J2 15 A 7
P EH

Zr b, AHIFSE R L AT AR BE e AR A A XU &
FIFRAE, 55K B3 LT (5 B Xt B & Bh A AT
R EYFENE, IR AR B AR AR 2 A e o
PIPETTAER . ELA A TATEL, 7075 24
JO K 7 B 4 R AR 7N 22 4 A 3K Bl 3 1L nT A5 B
S AT R Z R EATER, DOk RGEHRDHRR
AN B AT R A FBLE], DL SO — 25 SR
FaE k.

2 S L FEBURRART T L T A
5B NAT A A 1

21 XWHBMSRE

SRS 1 FERGER B H AL A B B AT
)5 W) LA R it B 28 A AR AN e L v g RIS AR o BF
FEBAAFE LA : ()R B L5 2
S AR B AAT A, AT fi ) 5 B L R A
B SR B Q)R TR AR AL AT (E EE S B
T RBRFR, &4 B 5 e WA L el {5 BT 3%
AR B AAT R, £ AR By ] 3kE 7Y it B 5 7 = oK
B # AL G BT A B B AT, ZER B &
AL AT 5 BE T A SRR B AT TR
22 WAE
221 #Hik

] 332 A4 R ME R A7 A R 2% [R) A AR e 0 A
(2006) & 1T 1 Hh SRR 3 % 56 3R 42 )7 & % (Experiences
in Close Relationships Inventory), 331 36 4~5i H,
AL F5 0] A A R A AR 2 AR, 43 = R
AR R BB [ 3 ) R R R o ASBIFS b [l AR AN
FETEARZAR Y P9 — BehE R0 R 0.81 i1 0.78. 4%

FETEAR NN [BEEARANAS 0 by i BIMIHE Y, iR Ak
(O B GO 0 e 5 P N e G 4 @)1 W e T =3 1 )
27 NAER LRI, FIBMKAR 0 K TP 3445
1 AMbRiEZE, BUEAR RS 23/ T 380m 1 4R
HEZM 25 N ERARAL; K AR 43 KT F
BB 1 ka2, SIS S/ N T80 1
AFRUEZERY 20 AN [RDREAR AR A, JLdfiak th A5 4 2
KEgpak 72 N, B4 27 A, LA 45 A, AERTER
18~23 /(M =20.2, SD = 2.17), A& ¢l i ek
B IEALIIIEH -
222 HIGwH

()AL AT B

K H Facegen Modeller 3.0 #K{FRfALA= AL 100
gk iR PR 28 AR A S PR T AL (B RS, 7 E e,
e, 175, 2014), 1 30 44 76K A2 X ok
LA RIS EE 9 SSPESy, 1=3R% ANMEAETE, 9=k
FAHAHETE . WSS NS . I LA S
SRAESR SR B E WAL, HrbE T E L5 5.12
(SD = 0.06), KAl {F1HFLF-2445 4 2.70 (SD = 0.27),
W25 8, 1(8) =19.32, p<0.001, d=2.00, 7~
B LI 1,

B SCBbRHA S al {5 BE AL, B % T {5 BE 1 L)

(2) H 3% — 50 F R4 & B8 F M i % (Marlowe-
Crowne Social Desirability Scale)

it 33 ATHE, 7 @R A I,
“SETE 10, <57 093, 1500 BE R RSV
R, AT TR R N — 2R RO 0.75,
223 It

K 3URAREAY: L2 fEEA | [AREAD) x
20 ALAEE: & )RGI8 Be T, Hrb ks
Rl s &, AL E A AN AR R AR
TRy B N S RE B
224 ZLHRF

TSR H i — 5o B A S M 1 R B 5
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WA S . TR, Al 2 A% 5E,
gl 4 E R E A B HL O R R TR B
R G 2, B4 b5 B ax s A i L A 5k
ETEIRR, LR B R A B AR
JEo R 7 A, 1= EWAER, 7= W ER
G, ¥ RE, 6, 2016), FE— ) ik
A 100 JTCRYE AR, S AN AR B Y 4 45 5L
Ho ol ¥ s SR . S G, Wikil
Yt LA .

23 EKRHER

PR Y B A ANE Bl & S R 1

R1 FRKEERENM AN ASRINBEEE

(M + SD)
BIAATH AR AL B R AL T R
Lo 538 +0.54 4.41+0.39
BAEE IR 4.50 £0.38 2.30+0.33
[ ki 3.96 + 0.49 2.44+0.30
Lo 68.37 +5.99 61.67 +3.57
5 B 440 fBIE 53.44 £3.37 37.81 = 4.09
[ i 41.32+5.26 27.95 + 4.85

Sy Ay 56 T L R AR BE RO 2R 28 B Bl AT M 1)
e, HORTEAE ST E R R BRI R R
i, N BN SRR B 4 A3 A T R A N Ty 22
30T o

XFF B N, AL B RO B F (1,
68) = 10.59, p< 0.01, n3=0.14), A 1 FL T 45
JE SR B 00 Bl N G DR ke TR I L RT A B SR Bl
Fy MR RV W (F (2, 68) = 5.92, p<0.01,
np= 0.15), ANFEUKZRSE RN 2 (8] (4 B N7 M A7 7R
WEES, THAEMEE, FQ2, 138)=5.96, p<0.01,
N2 =0.15, i —4 () T BARIN A0 M e B, 2 A7 A
A 9 e AN [ T L AT A5 B2 SR Bl 2 00 Bl N B AR AE
BEZEF(p < 0.001), XKL A5 B R By & 5 Bl
N T L T A5 B SR B AR AR
ZOS A R T 3 AR A A Sk R o FL T R SR B
B N A7 AE 135 22 5 (ps < 0.001), & XK
FL AT B SR Bh o 1 Bl G B 40 S 3K T = v L T
(EELRN i E

XFFAEBh & A, TEAL T {E B ERON B (R (1,
68) =24.50, p< 0.01, n3=0.27), A& 4Ll {5
JE SR B 00 45 Bl 4 0k e TR I L RT A B oK Bl
oy MRS RN W (F (2, 68) = 14.43, p <
0.01, mp = 0.30), AN[FKZARZAIAA 2 0] /Y48 B 4=

WAAER E 25, THAEMEE, FQ2, 138) = 14.43,
P <0.001, n3=0.30, #E—HMEAR TR, %
SRS AT PR R L T AR R SR B A 48 Bl 4
FAAER 225 (p < 0.001), XL w] {5 8K Bh ¥
()48 Bl 4 40 I F s LT {5 BER Bh o AR
R Z8 A A N T e AR A A X 9 o i L R A R SR B
(46 Bl 4 B34 A AE B 25 25 7 (ps < 0.001), P& XK
T FL AT {5 B SR Bl 2 48 Bl 4 %34t 250K T s 1 L mT
5 BERSR B3

T R AR A I T RN A TRV, A T
ANXRTFEZSF WEWAE LM 5, MER, %
%, 2017; Mi et al., 2013), B3R % i i 4L nl 15 B2
SR Bl 0 Bl N S RN AR Bl 4 8504 ) 98 2 6 A 1 AL
AT BE SR B 2 0 B R AR Bh &8, 159 2 P A
FLAT A5 B2 R Bh 3 B A\ AR Bh & 8 2508, K22
(B 53 AT T B R R 1Y 5 225301

TN, RN E RO B (F (2,
68) = 5.916, p < 0.01, n>= 0.148), LKA
I AEEZEMM = 1.01, SD = 0.11)BE/NTHEE
RAAEM = 1.49, SD = 0.12)F 8] REAR 254 1A
(M=1.51, SD = 0.13; ps < 0.05), B BRI AKF
MURAR A MA I N BB Z AR ELERP =
1.00), VLK 2.

1.8

1.6

BABEEE
5 b =

o
)

o
o

s

B2 R AR RS B N S 25 0
Y *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p<0.001,

[B] 52

R B AR 2R R R 2200 R B, ARARZE
R 00 3 (F (2, 68) = 14.431, p < 0.001, 5=
0.298), ZRMAM KRB SHZHEM = 6.552,
D = 1.22) B F/NFHE KA NEWM = 15.74, SD =
1.26)FERAR SR M = 13.43, SD = 1.40; ps <
0.001), 5 FEARZRAN AR [l 84 708 A~ 4 1 45 Bl 4 %
ZHZEFARFE(p=0.232), WA 3,
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SRR WS R v N NIV R TR
AE BRI AAT AR E R, RIMRAN L 2Rt
EEE e L N R IR = DN Sl N i) <0
B AR AN FE I e v 1 Bl A ) UE S T & 4
HRASAERT T3R5 O R AT AFPE LA &, R AR R
AN T I KU B AT B8 23 BT [ 3R 0 T AR PE A
MEE A CRIRE S, (OSSN, HIbRM
R SR B B AT s 4B [ A 28 A pR T 08
WRARMATAFERAR, AMEAE YRR, Fm Tk
FEURR i 137t A SR By, % Al A AR AN OG0 (Mikulineer,
Shaver, Gillath, & Niteberg, 2005 ), [ 23 H i
A B ATT R .

ARSI 55 v = T A 7 28 AR A AR R 2R B Ay B A 1)
T Bh e T AL AT A5 BE SR Bh A, X uk B AN A B
AU P VP B S 2 e i BB N AT o i — 2D 22
fHA BT I, 284 B PR T & TH L T 5 SR Bl
AR AL AT A5 B R B & B AT R 22 E W /N T
FEJEA RN R RE RIS, R PR AR L 2 BRI A AL
G2 PP I TE AL AT A5 BE s SR i Bh AT F R R

30 SEHy 2. RIS L] {5
SHHIAAT TR

31 LWHMSRIK

SEH 1 B AR S B A R AR R AR Bl A
T IPE T o R BEsmiZ s R A AT SEpE, SE8 2 F
— P 2 TR A ARAE SR By 25 1) T L RT {5 1 X Bl
NAT R BN o AR LU B (1R B 1
AL A5 BE 2 M S AR B AT S, A A S A 1 55 B3
AL AT A7 B R B 5 () PR AR AR IR 1 i £L ]
RS B AAT HBI R AR, 24 Bt Bl 2 76 P T AL
AR N A B B B NAT O, A2 A it B A

R B ALV E BN A B B AT, FEARSR
B AL AT B A SRR B AA T

32 WA

321 #Hik

BEHLBCEARS Ko 73 A, Hidb B4 31 A,
A 42 N, AFRRTERECY 18~23 H(M =21.5, D =
1.93), Jashdd 36 A, Ho B4 17 A, &4 19 A,
el 37 N, Hrh B 14 A, 423 A, A%
AR B IEAL T IR -

322 IgwH

(1) R I T FL T A5 BE TR 0 % — e 0 R o
VFMERER A 1,

()% ARG SR RE : AR T FE (8
MRS, 2016), 1E@ER B2 — SRR 42,
I S AN E AR R R, ZEi#E e BE
155, RVESRGERS HiZx 24 T L ng—1F g
FrAiak 24Kz

(3)A SRR IS A1 K] SR Mikulincer %5(2005)
TR SR R B2, I Kt R S 55
K%M R, T 8 AN H, Hdar 4 4
MEEAR AN AR, J5 4 DI SCZR, R 7 &t
Iy, 1= —SBeA, 7= AEWsREL, AWz
TN —BE R BN 0.78. WNH R 35 Bk 22
AR 0 35 25 RN QB AN AE i 3 22 5%, A
FIa AR, B KA S S AR AR 7R 2 4>
B E BT, MR G B T R R VE .
323 XKWt

KA 20 LA ERE: &L =208 shak i A
o EHDIIRA LR BT, mL T B e AR
i, JH SRR AR PR AR S B RN
15 B 4 40
324 XWIERF

Bk AR AT RS 2, 2 M shdl A
H, P B S B .

PR shd, ZER e e — 7 H R ERR
o B ERE T LIS T A O BN, SRR HH X
AN S AR IT . B2 Tk A — 24 [ Ok
H 2 H MR b/ b 2B B OO B TR B
PR O Y B A JEAZ I HEA T AT SR R X T i 4,
IR A — AR B SRR SR I AR
BN, S XA AR 5 %O R, AR AR
W 5e, AT RIAR A S50 DL O Y i i sz A 7
] PR A o 45 5 FH R S8R A B0 1 3R 0K 75 55
T 2 R SC 2 AR o, BN RRA 558 1M
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[F] A R P R A T S 56
S 1) I 2 s Bl
33 XL

KGR Bl ZH AN R AL AR R A R, X
B2 5 4 AR A e A i sh R BEAT T ST
FEA t K50, & B shdl 545 il 4w 19 2 2R A7
TE I 3 22 5(1(71) = =3.54, p < 0.001, d = 0.87), Tfii
KB ETEAE B35 25 S (1(71) = 0.22, p = 0.824, d =
0.05), X 2% W |12 45 55 4% 55 i 52 3h 17 ik 0 4
WA, A SR EA R

Wi iy B R A B A AT A5 I 2.

LEEAERG, BT —ERL

R2 FRMKGRENMEMBASRMBEEE

(M £ SD)
BNt mEh&M EmEALTEE REL T EE
N R 4.54 +0.58 4524037
IRl il 3.69 + 0.42 3.34+0.49
EESIE:) 63.40 + 6.99 60.23 + 6.50
Hesad il 20 50.16 + 7.08 40.71 £ 6.10

Sk K 55 T L AT A5 BE FIAR 2 28 AU Bl AT Y
o, KR TEAL SR R R B AR E R
i, 0 B R AR B A 00 0l AT A 1Ty 2%
53T

XN, AL E B E RN W (F (1,
70) = 5.89, p < 0.05, np= 0.08), “MAFE K B 5 1
FLATAF BE 21 9 B AAT 2R i 3 AR L AT AR
BESAE; A sh 2 ER0N B3 (F (1, 70) = 5.92, p <
0.001, np=0.70), Je g2 B AAT o 3 s T4 2
LHAEMNG B, F(1, 70) = 3.74, p = 0.057, n; =
0.05. HE— I SN S T2 B, ) sh 4 #E i Fh
T AL AT A B2 i N B 22 0 % i 3 (p = 0.073),
X v T FL AT A B SR B B O R B TR
T L AT {5 B2 SR Bh A 10 B NG 42 o A X6k o9 o i L
AERER BB B N B R 22 7 W (p < 0.01), XK
A1 LT {5 SR Bh 2 14 B N B S AT s mE FL T
fEEER B B EE  IRES AR AR & 2 R B XA
[) T L T A5 B2 oK Bh A 1 BN B i IR VR, DL
4,

X F4E B A, AL AT AE E F AN W (F (L,
70) = 29.89, p < 0.001, n3= 0.30), & AL 7] {5 BEK
Bl 2515 2 (0 48 Bl 4 400 5k 3 22 T it L mT A5 B oK Bl
s R A ERU BEF (1, 70) = 23322, p <
0.001,np=0.77), Ji sh4H 46 Bh & %0 Wl 25 2 T4 61 41
L HAEH R, F(, 70) = 7.28, p< 0.01, n2=0.09.

x | W
CE-C T

R AL B

AL
TERARR

Kl 4 RIRRAZE RIS AR B N A2

T BAAANE 3 AT R Y, J Bl 2 ) A T L RT3 R SR Bl
W BYAR B A 2E S 1 4 835 (p = 0.06), X e 1A £L AT
R SR B Y 48 B4 I v T AR L T A R SR
B 4 2E 0 P AP T L AT A5 8 SR B 1 48 Bl 4
225 R E (P < 0.001), XKL AT {F REK B & #94H
Bl 50 w35 AR T = AL TR R B, RSO %
A 2 W 08 T Aol A [ L AT R SR B A A B <
AT, DLIET 5.

80

k%%

SV EEE
o¥EHlA

LT BE
THAR

K5 RS RS 48 B & 815 0

IR AL {5

FE T ORR FH AN SE 56 1 AR )4 ekt By A S R A
8 B 4 0 1 2 (E HEA T A S AR AR RSB

BN I 25 (504 & B, T 4 ik i B AR
PR 22 55 W (t (71) = —2.05, p < 0.05, d= 0.49),
RIS L AR B B 25 H(M = 0.03, SD =
0.67) & /N T IRE AN L 2K ARM = 0.35, SD =
0.65)

1B Bh & BN 22T & B, P4 PR 98 B 4
W22 5 W@ (71) = —2.74, p < 0.01, d= 0.65),
REL AR BB &4 2 HWM = 3.17, D =
8.65) i FH /N IRAEN L AR NEM = 9.45, D =
10.79).
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S 2 25 R AR SR A 238 5 T AL AT
{FEAEM AT I /R, R IRSIRA L 2568
i 2% i I T AL T A5 BE A R B B NAT M BRI e 7
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Abstract

Researches on helping behaviors have always been a hot topic. Especially nowadays, helping others has
become a risk-taking decision-making. Helping behavior is defined as an action that benefits others without
return. In strange situations, the face, as the only clue to communicate or obtain information from, can affect
people’s behaviors to a great extent. However, previous studies on helping behaviors did not take this issue into
account, this study intended to combine situational factors and individual factors to comprehensively explore
their impact on helping behaviors and to further investigate the moderating role of attachment security in the
relationship between facial trustworthiness and helping behaviors.

This study included two experiments. Experiment 1 explored the effect of the characteristics of helpers’
trait attachment and facial trustworthiness by using a mixed experimental design of 2 (facial trustworthiness:
high/low) x 3 (attachment type: security/anxiety/avoidance). Experiment 2 used a 2 (facial trustworthiness:
high/low) X 2 (state-security attachment priming: yes/no) to investigate whether priming security attachment had
safe influence as trait security attachment. During both experiments, subjects were presented randomly with
faces of different facial trustworthiness. Participants selected their willingness to help others and donate money.
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The amount of money they donated represented their helping behaviors. These two indices were selected as
dependent variables. A 7-point scale was used to measure help-willingness. The higher the score, the stronger of
the willingness to help the seeker of participants. The amount of donation was between 0-100. The larger the
number of donation, the more they were willing to contribute.

This study used SPSS 20.0 to analyze the data of the experiment, and the results verified the research
hypotheses. The results of experiment 1 showed that there was a significant interaction between facial
trustworthiness and the types of helpers’ attachment. The simple effect analysis showed that there were
significant differences in the willingness and people’s behaviors with security attachments in both of the two
facial trustworthiness, the willingness and money they input in high-facial trustworthiness were significantly
higher than those in low-facial trustworthiness situation. There were also significant differences in the
willingness and behaviors between low and high facial trustworthiness both anxious individuals and avoidance
individuals. The willingness and behaviors to help in high-facial trustworthiness situation were significantly
higher than those in low-facial trustworthiness situation. The results of experiment 2 on willingness and
behaviors showed that there was a significant different in the interaction between facial trustworthiness and the
types of helpers’ attachment. The simple effect analysis showed that there was a significant difference between
the two facial trustworthiness situations for individuals of security attachment and a significant difference
between the two facial trustworthiness situations for individuals of insecurity attachment, the willingness and
helping behaviors in the high facial trustworthiness situation was higher significantly than low-facial
trustworthiness situation. The different value in willingness and behavior in both experiment land experiment 2
under two facial trustworthiness situations for individuals of security attachment were significantly smaller than
those for individuals of insecure attachment, indicating that attachment security to some extent had a regulatory
role, it could buffer the risk-aided behavior to bring down.

This study has some significance. First of all, this study incorporated facial trustworthiness into helping
behaviors, which provided a new way of researches of helping behaviors. Looking from the perspective of the
face helped to distinguish the unfamiliar environment’s helping behaviors from the familiar environments.
Second, the study found that individuals’ attachment types and the seeker’s face trustworthiness affects the
helping behavior, indicating that the help-taking behaviors were the result of multiple factors, to remind the
public to combine the help-seeking environment objectively and justly to see others’ behaviors. The media
should also adopt a pragmatic attitude towards reports of people’s help behaviors so as to avoid reporting off the
factual basis.

Key words helping behaviors; helping willingness; facial trustworthiness; attachment security





