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Abstract

In the process of socializing, the perceived trustworthiness of a person’s face can significantly im-
pact trust judgments and decisions. This article provides an overview of the research progress on
how facial trustworthiness influences trust decisions, including significant behavioral and neural
mechanism studies in this field, then lists the theories that explain the influence of facial trust-
worthiness on decisions to trust (emotion overgeneralization hypothesis, face typicality). The pa-
per summarizes the critical role of facial trustworthiness in decision-making and highlights the
differences in trust between individuals with high and low facial trustworthiness.. Future research
directions can be further explored based on the abundance of measurement paradigms and expe-
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rimental materials, as well as the corresponding neural networks that generate activation when
individuals make decisions to trust.
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1. 51§

EAERA R R AT A, BAEMAREIRTE AN BRSAE MR, > A VR SR R KU AT AR
[, (EAE R IR W ISAT R ) A SRR &[] ENPRZAERE RS, EEaehgid
T 2 75 A LMAREL, EiRSeRIEH R 2 “mAEE” X-RR, QEETEREN “5 Mg .
MEBAAE N ESRECAOAE B (B tE A . SEhe . MEL AR TR — EN R A G E E, AT AR
EARFIWTEA R T 20 2] I8 KL 33 =RV —HF, AMARBLRES W A N2 eI A5, X “mfLnT
S HEZAEM(3]. 1 FLAI {5 [ (facial trustworthiness) & i FH ZMREFIE e AMAEAHE AR RORRSE, Tl
REANSURS AN A A 75 RS AW R S AR RS b B 2 AR, RIVRRAE AN ) T 9L T 135 B A8 L A 750
HP= AR AR RIS 4] -

PR E AR R SR 48 AIFENBR IS b il A5 AR At B0 ASME AR NI FE[S], T AL T35 B2 m] DARE
MR — iR BlinfEAt A R, AT T S fU RIS B B AR N AT E 2 a1 5 AC[6]: X
FELETFOSRIN, B G VEAK AR AL TS B BN, ANATSAEARPE S BB R A7) XA AT 4L
SIEXI, BRI AT B FLAO N SR 5 Mk BUR Bk N [8]. IR LL] 5 W T T LRI A5 FERE S R
AR, JFEILX A Y] LR E AT 24 At 2 SRk

B NAHYEA A, AL AT A5 B [RRE AT AR i e R ke s AT SR ke o B g AT ™ AU AR A ) kv, 1
ST FEAR A s B T AL AT 5 B v A S A T BERFIBEII 9]0 10 53— TSR AL, LTS DI
Wi A R —— B A Ay 78 70 (K, AL AT B SEAR S SEAT & 20U W IR AR 7 1 KA, sE A 5
BAHIR[10] AT, ANl T FURTAE BRI A DORAB AR SBAT 26, X SR N B 54T
R B REEME . T 1 LA E FERERE X A AAS AR FI W™ AL F LR, SO A SO AL AT A5 B 4 ]
MR AR R SAIE W 7E LA BB S T T, XU N E FUEAT 1 AR A2

2. BFLAEE X EER KR MAIKIER R

FUARHE AR RS A 2 22 RIS B R AT I, (AIFASBRET X L AT BEZHAT St 78 . BEE XS
R TR WIRN, BB AWIR e, A U I 7 S G B E T, FETINTAT
AN IR R T7 T 7T B AT AL T A5 FEXHE AR PR SR A SR e A8 AT . HERFAHBEAT I 5E

A HERTFFEL R & Rotter [11], 3T #2228 gl 7 A\ FR{5 1T & % (Interpersonal
Trust Scale), {&#% ITS. Ky R AA RIFHE R X 7 B, IF Bamifl 7S5 AF R 3#8 E ONERAEE X,
Fr b K s E AR hIE TR .. EERENEFEEREN T W23 ot i fmsE, §%
TR, AN 2 L METE IR AR AP AR R AR T Re 1t [12]. B, MEBRRIREFER
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BAKT5HARGEA—: AR SR AT B0 HoAA A F B[ 13]555 . ik, &R%
MEEFERE S, MOMELIEM FE . B 7 i 00E & MR BB, STk R 2 30 SEE s 7t
AT RN A0 22 (1 £ FE 2R THI AL AT A BEXHE AT PSR s

B RS EAT HR S HEAT SZIG BT 7T A2 Deutsch [14], 1% 708 K NGk R B 125 51 N2 T 15T 3R A &
W INGENEE A AR E LR s, A NARERRINGE S, WATVEATE R RVEE. PN ATE
WL FE T, A AR TE AR 7 e FETER, BUREE T HOME B S 7 o an SR A~ NEBANE &0t
Jis B NBHAIH 4 7 — NEBUTRRIN 7 — N #a K, B0  INAEROCHT TUAE, 48K
EWTCTEREIG AW NERE AR I, AR AR =4, 7EIX —SEI0d 72+, Deutsch @0 U5 )&
VERRBERAA DA R BT o BlJE, AT e 7 7 AL 2615 BEXHE AT R e,
BETTHR S 1 LA AE FEXHME AR SRR RE A . 140, FRaRA[15]5% Nl izia ORI 1 SRR TANE
THLE BN TR BRI M) 2 MRS AT /KOs REARIE 55 N [16]4 & I % (1175 4 T L L i 1 1% 44 T
FLEEFE K m I EAEACE . X EeRT SR AL AT 415 B2 91 RN L A5 FE R 2. 5341, Berg
(1718 NAERFFEIERE T, JE 5N T {E R0 4% (Trust Game), B “FrAEEAEIER" KFE B 58 B AE ok 5 1
Wot. EX—uRd, “Z5ANA” #RT 7T 10 56, nLhm “Z25 A B” Ki% 0~10 {EEHE M.
“ZHN B” WEINEZ “S5N A7 i 2B U — N E BT fi. “25A B” iLLERR
Ak, WLUERRIBRS “S5 N A7 . “BH5ANA” 4 “S 5N B” WG EARTE,
M “25ANB” BE% “S5 N A” W] {5 1) B AR

RERFFEUED, FRAEAE AT A0 22 — PRl 22 (W R B AR R T A 18] A U8 A il I i R
BRI R T Z RN LB BERIRE M, B0 e ol 45 BT L EU AR mI A B2 T AL R 5 R Bl il R B AR T3
B2 10 DA IILIE, XFPRUNAKIREE[19]. WL, ArdEds R v sk vu s s AL DA RS FH T
CAEHAMLUIIKT o BRUAEXTE T FLEZ SRR S B S LLAN, B S0 R I 2% B (R 3
WAL ANMART B F S AEAE. B, Maria 25 \[7 8IS 5EEMS LAIEEMIER, I
ETRMIER, 1S 5FELGEERR DB E AR S e 4, Maria 8485 1 54—tz 5%
XS 5 QI N RIUE REAT AME By, JFue R B EEMAT. DRRAIREN], RIER EIE
%o MINTHEEMEZERA RGN, AT EE S R RS THEEZEE. HENER
(AT A B AR IE RAE R 1) S5 (B3 — I By S 5 85t 2 D) R OG . AR A RE B ITE R
{0 A2 v ff VR A R UL R AVE S L SE (S B . ARBE TSR B, AATIHE 48 B8l nl g 2 i iR b 4
T NFEPLE RIS B, X% T AT 4828 KO B RER, 2 AL RIS TR 2 4 5 A b 1) =
LT -

FEZSURA MR ZHAT AT, S 558 8 RAE NG H B NRRIZE AR, i AAIEAF]
AR, HAT AU R BB R 28 o RAG[20]. B2 AATVE N ES =5 (B4 5 R ) 2 W 82 4%
P AR GAT A, FER AL PR RTINS ST A IS BT 0 2 FE A8 B AL
X ARE AT P2 AR BT A%, AR B8 3 BT FL T {5 P B 2 s L AE ST B [21]. 53 4b Shang 55 N[22]18 &I,  THIXT
JUREREAAIEMIRSE, S5 FERENE EEMEBREERREE . Xl MRS T ERAE
FR G R RGO T, L2 1 RS 2 5 M A PR B R RS

W6 Wi BB AR A, W S FE AR D) B M R4k A5 2 R (functional-Magnetic Resonance Im-
aging, IMRDIR HEAF JL 1S I8 1A FAPZ ML . Todorov 28 A [231 & BUANMATE MR35 thi FL T 15 FE 4 15 A vk
FE AR AT A0S, BRI 5 FE TR AL B & nI A B L RE U5 R B2 2 A A% 0% . van Honk 25 A
[241F F fMRI 7 AR i 453 £ 56 A B3T3 LR B, AR LG T BB, SEIRAMINA A% 32 40 i
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TEAG AT % AR T 15 AT A5 BRI o] A BE R B AR T LIS R I T 4 B ATEAT 9, HRMEAESE 2 5 s,
M TREZ MG ZXWUESE T A% T XISAE L AT 15 i S AT TR SR AT A b i B 2R A .

BRATATAZ AL, W T R AR A ATt SR A o A i X [RIRE R 0% o 9 it e B A B AT RSP I
TERH, 3 T PO 77 AT g ade 438 1 i X5 G4 PR AN T4 g 2 R TR G 5 X [25] - Hutcherson 55 A [26]
FIH IMRI HARESE [T R ASRAERAS AR RS AR 2L, AR R G AR LSl B 3Pl 3R
A N 2 BR)XCE R, I EA AR A AT R SR ST BTG & X ()0 AN 72 R okt [ AL sl B4l [27] 1
DA B0 12 2 S AN A2 R A AR A5 (4R - Declerck 25 A [28 1A R REHE A 5 M B 57 )2 0 30E
DU A AR o R R R 2 (R 5 28, R TAE S AR A AT P BB ARAT A, 10T AN F AR B2 2 AR A BT
B AR TE AR AT 0 A e 13K HR) 2 T 22 B i R 2 PR e R D 55

7 fMRI WF 5T A1, SR04 AH G LA H2 R (event-related potentials, ERPs)iE i s R i J7 )2 B A= B B 1K)
FREEFRDR, HE— XL TS RS AT RS AL d S 73R R . HATC K, P1. N170. HLH1/5 &
1 i (early posterior negativity, EPN)FIMEH IE % 7> (late positive component, LPC)FH 15t 971 I (feedback
negativity, FN)45, ‘EATHUE /2108 1) 2 ERP F8FR[29]. #1140 Li 5 A [30]F F s B AR X B 2 A5
W B TR R, LRRFEK FN RIS PSR MO K. RS, ArEHAaiFEKEXR
A7 FN, MAT& R TR FN B 7 Ao Bl A S A A 22 51 A . ml WA S A ) T3 B9
AMEREAEM AL, X H-FECT A IS AMERE AT T AL T 5 2 9, AT & SRR P FN [31],
X0 Leng 558 N[291F] G UERLEB AR T b, iS5 — USRS, ST, 2EE T
S A O R I AL, SRS R S AR SRR R E o SRR, WS ] T 4R R Bt T
FURIE B B B T B R (i R ) 32 FE % . ERP S5 R EIR, TEMFLEIM B, B2 mpni (S mL,
EEAT SR () PTA THT AL LA KA 453 2K () AN AT A T AL R 0% 15 B K ) A S At A 5% 47 38 (feedback: related negativi-
ty, FRN), P& AL FECE MK FRN. F45, BRI 075 i FL 5 3% 58240 ) mT {5 H fL
FELE, BEBE ISR IEN) LPC, FRAERERURIER. MAEREN, [EAEENTH AL LEAERE T L
BEWOR BB IER) ERP B4, i, FEZSIH4) 150 ms F1 200~400 ms (¥ B 8] B 11 P4 f) 1E 1] AT BE R [32]0 AL
TS, TALAE FEAR OGP AR bR AR AR, ELRFSR H BLLE T AL VP AN 1 B s & AN B B (331

i LRTIR, HALAE BEXHERRR A E EEAEH, RMEEA HAE BemmfE i ~, Aidmm T
X ATAG T LA B B AT TR SR . FEICEERL b, DR A T E AR D S AR TR BE I X 22 5% DA
JANTIAF L5 RIS AL 5 & BIAN [F] o i 7 Re

3. EELAEEEERRF A HYIE R R

LAk, S8 2 I S 06 ST MR T L v S BB AR R S AR ph 2 Rt . o, A4S
2T 05 BRI T LA 75 IS AR UK, E R S R R 3 TAR KR A o /N2 SR AR DG B %
A AZAZ AR 1 AL AT B ARUE AT o S R T P AR B 2 AR T AR, B AR L1 42 A 312 (emotion
overgeneralization hypothesis)Fl #7844 2 i (face typicality), ATHIFLAT{E 2 ST R TRt T HIS K
Montepare F1 Dobish [34]M]#¢ 1 T 4572 {L B i (trait overgeneralization hypothesis), A& AT 5 2% B
A FL NSRRI N BEAT R 58 B BTHERE, BT A SRR — AT R R BT O AR L. an,  AAT]
A 1] 6 ) s N R s B U

WG SR, A AZRZAEA AR 1h AL AT A5 BE A B AR D S R s [14], X R @z (LR 1)
PRl L AR BB DLMOR MR B AL A M A N AL RIS AL R R . BB,
VA A2 R 28 R PR (= X% ST Kz A . SEER B, R OC RAEH B h e L AL b, iR
PR LB R AN BT SRR AR TS A R, U m v {5 BRI AL, T R R 4 i i AL
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BN RARTTAF L. Todorov 45 A [4]38 1 2 57 o P 25 T FLIF A i) — 4B RS R AL 35 5), L)
WA T w5 AL 3 5 o AL, LTS B AW 1 — Rh A N Rz AL, I B ARH)
WSS AL T AR 28 R W B, 475 RETERE, sk P IR E R EREE, 2 ETRIRIIER
&, WS RMEAFE, A KEERAMEREE, W™ AR RR . Bk, XmfLar {5 e
BGRB8 A (7R 8 S D REXE N R GE B .tk T WL, R 282 AL PR REWS LRI B B A
o e B ELAS — 5 RERA (K0S T L AT A5 VP I A

STV B 1 A, R T T BT RS S A ERAR A T BRBE[4]. AR N, FEAMAOR AL
ATAME LV, AR IE S I AL A5 BT h R 2B “U” RS, RIARR B s (5
(T FLIE R AR TS BEMITE L, AR AR A% S R 2 S M. FifiJG . Todorov 58 A[4]52 A~ 4%
B 7O S R SN IR S 5 FE AT i . AT, RIS “HRIE” B LR RS L LA
PSTFLRTAS BEMIPPr L AR . SO RIPEBIR AN TS 1 e AT A B IO AN 2 o BRI ST 9 ANBENLIY T L
UEPL T RAR Y, A Al 24 P i o Co PO T ALl A S R TR AL, L 2 2R T Lozt U8 1 R S AR T AL
Todorov 5 N[41WHZAERYBEAT AT SR, 400 AS (R 248 P2 T LI P 8 2k - S R PR BE AT . KL
PR YE L rhC ) ST T AL, RO BAMEAS B AR, BT FLA R RS, W5 R bRk, W] 0L,
TR S R R T FL AT A5 B PP O B R

HERT L, 1 482 A AR AT SR P PR (1) 3 B2 Rt AP B X A A D BE AN ] o BT AN
WAL TR R B, 5 WO R G R B8 . BL R B XHE AR SR SR A L AR B R 4R
Fo

4. INESRE

AHT TR 1 [ A Ah 5T T LRI A BEX (5 AR R AN ) SRR SR BEARARE . BRI AR 15 A R
KIS HALAE N EEE M. CAMRER, &L E R A R FUR 5 RN RESRAS T 2 151
AMSRATATI o A5 A A% S5 0 DX AEAR I T FLASE E (5 AR DR SO R AP s, 0T FE 8 XA I R S ABL Tt 1 2
R R o T TR, RO AE LT L AR AT {5 BE T AL RE 5 A IR ERP Ry . (HAEDIEYE 0
NI AARL 7 THE EEBER —, IF HO T 1L Al 45 BERITHIFLIR 5| RS AR DSk R ke B R A e R 78 4
X oI, X JUANTT AT AR AR R L 0 E 27

F— MNP EERFEATN S, SRRy —MiEEGNET X, MEERE, HEEET
AN JE B O BRI AT, s /b 52 Bt VRN 152 . (BEAER — D 2 YRS,
ARG M B EAEGEZ AR B —, FERM TEEATN, MBA BRI EESE, 5
JS2 AT —5E PR o A SRR FT AT LIORE PRI &5 SCAR S S EAR AT I & . B InfEAT umt Fe b BETH S
EAEER, DT85 IR 7 gt Il & (S AEAT NSRS AN R T

s AR T AURIE IR, #2 DA AT SLAF s gkl o 1 A5 T FL I 7E 2 R S
AR R HAR R IR AN TE LIRS 0 AN S AT B A I B2 3R, OGS SR8 SR Rl 2 R A 25 R0
T RATIFE . A 5 FT T AT LLIE I 32 i FL 4k S 78 i FL AT A5 BEXE AR R SREE A L], JF Hak w] BL
R 1 BEAT XS LUAITFT, AN TR AR T L AT 5 S X (5 AR R SR i (A LA

F= RIEEEZ B R, BATAE A ALEEE 7 A AN, (5 R B R A A
AT RN TEEE LR - MR )X i D0 R STHR BE K o I ELTHIFL AT = BEANTH FLIR 51 J1 55 TR AR PSR i s
BEREARBFH DX o0 T, ARSRAT FE T DA BE 4 i S A i [X 348 4 1k 5 SORS5 R& i £L mT A5 BE AT FLA 51 F7 3645
R AR

B, WEFTE R T LAE BB AR SRR L DR R T RE RN RIMZL, FE 2 MHR
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