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Abstract

Adults’ attentional bias towards infant faces is the manifestation of the babyface schema effect,
which is also the premise of positive emotions, care giving behaviors and parenting motivation.
The article introduces the concept, relevant theories, neural mechanisms and research paradigms
of attentional bias towards infant faces, and then reviews the influencing factors of adults’ atten-
tional bias towards infant faces from the perspective of individual characteristics and experimen-
tal stimulus characteristics. It not only helps us understand adults’ attentional bias towards infant
faces, but also provides some implications for facilitating the development of early parent-child
relationships.
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1. 5|

WAk, LB TR OB R In) R AR 2R EE, R BUR A 2 s B AN LB T D AR D g R (
DeZR 55, 2024). CAHFAERY, hFENAREHEEFE. KEMRKJLE, KRGFROEPORLE R
MR i T IR K BEE R LB (A T 45, 2022) 0 RS2 LT L A03E S )6 R TR E 2L, 53R R
TFHISE TR, Becker %5 A (2020)RF 58RI, PAZKEE J9Hh Lo BT 27T LA/ LB ) B AR AEVE . BRIRE R
MRAEMR ., teah, MHLIRRE, NFONTEMALR, KA RIEERIER TS 5EGF LA
RIS (Lucion et al., 2017), LhanZ2 JLIEIFLo PRI BN Xt B2 ) LT FLL A9 ¥ 72 Al 1) AN 5% 2 810 B2 ) L ) £t ok
K, M HRRBNRMAELSENT, BB LI LA = it 7 B A L.

B RIEIIAT N E K Lorenz (1943)#2 H1 22 )18 2 (kindchenschema, or baby schema), ‘B & T 7 A5
JLEREN DB AL AR T B A& I — SE BURURRAE . B2 ) LTI AL PR SRR AE (R (O I B . RO HRARS « A5/N i)
LT VIR A0Sk 55) 25 2 R 5| N IR T, Wi e N 1) T 2 TR AR R 175 4 S8 (Endeendijk et all., 2020).
BOLT LB RN A = RABRI: B—, SN, B A B LT FLE A b )R (Frankling &
Volk, 2018). % )LHIFL oM ARG, WO BN FREEIL(Kou et al., 2020). s AT 22 ) LI 7L i
UF RS EAZ AR (Liu & Li, 2022), E2)LHFLEXMES T, B E) LRz s B A 2
JUTFLRHE T RN BB AR A dr i b 58—, B LTHFLRE B 75 R N = A LB BFLJia et al., 2021).
F=, GRANHFLAEL, BRAKTEE )L FLAF7EE E R A (Endendijk et al., 2018; Li et al., 2019).

2. B)LEFLEERE
2.1 B)LEFLEEREHBRS

0T H A E, B D R ) FOE AR 22 5. e b, £ 255 N (2011)I0h, TR
i )2 — i MO, A BB AR SRR BCSE 2, R R B AR SR o B B
Mo ZJ s WEFCRE RIS Rt B A4 AR R i 7] (Lucion et al., 2017). Ong (2020)#2 ik &
{1 R — PPN RN BE ST, AR SR 2 5 B AR B R BURYE TR R FE i R, R A et e 0%
EERTER . RH(2021) K X 28 ) L FLASTE B F € SCO: SRRAIFLAEE, EiEEmm TR,
JRN B i 23 FE A9 B YR B R BRI 4 22 ) LT 9L
2.2. BILEFLERREAEXIER

2.2.1. THEENERL

TELE VPN BRI A, 224 100 X AR A SRS R o P S S A 2 S RN TR B E
fEERE . SEARSE T T AR DCRESE, AH DG RO 35 AR OVE R BRI 0BT, B PPN Sy s A DM e 2 ek
B EAAVE R, AN 47 B . Kringelbach %5 A (2016)iAAy, T3 )L FL5 NKELEM
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FEEMKR, JBT AR ERE, P2 LI AL AT BLGE BN RO BT 9 SRz, b an 8 )L LA K
IR AR AR ] BOR BRAARR A 45 o

222 BEETERSER

R RS BRI, AR RRAR A BRI R 385 14 D T R 5 0 SR 0 T e R 58 Rl S
Bbo o T R B AT AE 2 BR AN AOR R R BRI 0 e S A%, MR I SSUERE OBy, WV e e i
TR ARENS, RO 2 LI AL S SR L 388 . 9 T IR LA B A DR 2 B LRI 22 n T AL #E
M, Bjertrup 25 A (2021) 7E S A S AR A BERLIN (8] FERLIN (8], B2k v s 2 S el WF FE R WA LE
TARAEE L, CAF B LI FLAEVLR E K

2.3. BILEFLERREMEH

I RIRT 78 R A ERP B FMRI 548 B8 Lid & i [ A #H 22 (LA (Jia et al., 2022; Kuzava et al., 2020; Li et
al., 2019; Endendijk et al., 2020), 7E AR 22 LT FLVE B w7, WA BRI ERP iR EEE T
P1. N170 A1 LPP i HL& 7o Frr, PL A& 20 A 0 0 e it PRy s O ) FRIARER A 73 N170 S B T FLARFALE S
5 X AR AR [ (fusiform gyrus) BITE ),  LPP 3 s S AL 3G i Ay & SR ) $% A\ (Chen et al., 2015). 5048
N, WO AR [F) A5 1) R N TR ALAN L LIRS, =25 Pirids A 1) PL IR A7 76 i 3% %2 3¢ (Brosch et al., 2008;
Colasante et al., 2017), X1 IR AT 22 ) LT FLAFAETE B ] o Jia 25 A (2022)FFH ERP $ AR BE— B HRIT Bk
N HR I ) LT L7 A2 B SRR T A [ (R b AL 5 B TR SRR R B, 5 2 LT AL AN A6 45 2 LT FLAH
e, L fLa = AR PL, AR BLTI AL A R Zr) N170; SN mfLAELL, ok
BOUHE LR, MRS LI L= A B m i Shah, W7 E R AR S R IR R (MR & B, 5
BN TFLAR B, RN E 32U L2k SiE R 5 5d 255V 2 w7 IR T BEAH 2 i AL i i
(precuneus) (Li et al., 2016), V& RGAEWMK B RIFIR G AT AMEIHZ T K R M b k4% 24 H
(Lucion etal., 2017). X MAPEE A2 1 £ 5 UIE S BN 28 ) LI FLAF 7 V2 R AR 7]

24. BILELERRENFGSER

241, REHEAMERN

SRR TE 208 v B R BT 7T 2 B 5256 Y5 X (MacLeod, Mathews, & Tata, 1986). 7E SERMIAE 45,
Ji e vt RSCRR) e A R 2 AL ) R 52 0L — o AN ) 1 48 25t B B R A A 2 i, Bt e AT AL
A% LI FL(Brosch et al., 2008; Endendijk et al., 2018). %455 B ALTE A2 M 538 A7 U S AR 2 o 3 75 22
AE 58 IS T) AR SR st E S B (2 00 O )R AT 42 B S S o 25 E B R 38 BLAE 2 i AR 2 o i (dn 22 ) Lk
ALYy Ak, IR AR 28 Can o L) — DI A — B0k, RS2 50%.
ARG AR A PRI st TR AR B 3 0 DX, DO R0 ) o7, 28488 1 e I I 2 >
VR FL A SR AR ITE 2Ok S sl AR 228 ) L FLAF £E 13 = 7] (Brosch et al., 2007; Jia et al., 2022; Jia et
al., 2021; Lietal., 2019).

2.4.2. Go/No Go &3,

B s BRIYE Ak, WA FH M SEA Go/No Go S5 i 2SR A I e A %ot B2 JLTHT FL AR 75 A7 76 V2 B 4R 1)
(Pearson et al., 2013; Dudek & Haley, 2020). 5 R IMESS AN F#42, £ Go/No Go JuzHr, Hfixi b 1 [A]
SRR R, M R FENL R — ML SR T AR SE S, AR B RESR B e AN
AN FE 3 A BEAL I — 25 KPR B — Sf T B2k, B TR B S IR 2R, MR Go/No Go {1 sl B =
SHHMTIZB RN, . B SO O, W ZAEN AAHFLE fr, B is s, S s s s,
Al 5 S ) W 2 L L LA B R 0 L ) 2 IS 2 A I AT Hck S 82, BRI Go YRR RUE 5 B AE LR
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A T 70 M e i 1] ) T AL IO $4% 2B R AR L H AR 2k . Go/No Go sileiistifieie: fERZHEIEI T,
P AE 5 2 0V ) R AR AR, B Al S e i B e e el Le 22U L, MR
TEAE B S AT I ALK 5 0 AR LT AL b B B B B 35 A0 7 H AR 22

3. B)LEFLFEEREA R E =
3.1. MEHFE

3.1.1. 47

PRI 22 e 75 0 2 ) LTI LV O 1) A AE S M AT AR AE — E e MR AR BRI M, BTS20k
MBI 2 5. AR TR RN, M P2 5 (Holtfrerich et al., 2018), otk (5 25 S B LA B 2ok
FE R 2 ) L) P E o T By, BT DA M B LI AL 5| IV B3 s T Pk, 2ottt 221
T FLIEFA AR 1 45 B2 (Steiner & Young, 2023), %F %)L LA & B nas 21 . F2 58 U (Dudek & Haley,
2020). {HBEEBTFERIA TR &, W 9038 R A ) 22 S ot B2 ) LT ALy 225w 1) PR 5210 I A 5 2% (Ding et al.,
2016; Ti &K%, 2019).

FERIF 028 ) LTH AL 35 17 2 75 52 PR ) 22 S R MR NE, SRRV AR B S BV 22 5, 38 2% B
N PO P 3] £ €622 57 - Diing 25 A\ (2020) K FH DUERHME: 331 £ €00 5 36 (BSRI I &4 R 10 53 0SB R0 Lo <5k
T HEIARVEGE T AR O AT, R I 5 TR 2 RS R B LT LR IEAE DG, S i 2 vk e 4y
MrRsf et . oS BEARRS B RERER . BT R I 2 AT I 5 e B LI O A
HAL, EA I ATRE, AR oS5 B BT 2 ) L) R BN A2 i DRIk, ) A € mT ek 22 )L
MFU i — e EH, XE— @R AR T DA S0 L0 0T 14 531 2 75 5 1 e N R 228 ) LT L v 725 i 1) B A7
TE 4 L 5 R

3.12. MPALK

MANHEBZ P (5K, 2020). &4 (Luo et al., 2015) #3575~ 50 A A6 B2 ) LT FL 8 VE 2 f 5]« A
EEF RN, ToieR CAE K L IEIE 2R A E I A 22 ) LI f LA E ], O Bt 22
JUTRI AL AL 8] B2 K (Bjertrup et al., 2021), HAJRA B I ZVE L 2 M0 4 F 1 2 vt 22 ) Lk AL A8 505 1)
VE R 7] 5 BEORHT A (Thompson-Booth et al., 2014). Jifi 7k PEA1 2 K 5% (2016)ia ) s sz a6 Ju 8, it
SIS (1) B A T 2 G A I, AR AR S O BRI S SIS T AR - A, SRR R S AR B LTI AL
R 5K GG 0%, X AT A T IEMAE 7 2 5B Ul op JH AR AH AL 1) 22 56 W] DA o HLAR R 5,
RS RN T ALAR LG, A R AL e M R IR A e 2h B LT AL, %28 ) Lt L= AR B s O

3.1.3. HFEKF

AR BRI e % B2 LT FLAVE B R A (L et al., 2017), #2248 SR R DI g 5 A
gERY, MRt —B A E ) LAT A . Holtfrerich 25 A (2018)i8 3 H ARKEIATESS KB, 77 & AT AR THRESE M
BRI R, SR EEExt B LImILAE R mE, JF B IO IR R IR TR Rk R ANV = K A
SN RESET LI H 28 S L, (i 0 RS B2 ) LRI n T, b g2 ot B2 ) LT AL BE IR (5K kIR %5, 2019)

3.14. BERR

N P RREAR 0 5 T e A% B ) LT FL AT R A 1) o 72 A5 A AR R0 B R 5 e 15 4 b B X 45, ARG T
BATEL MG BEE, (@ R BF S 28 LI FL IR 22 SR S8 Nl A5 24 (Bjertrup et al., 2019). BAF™ f5 #1AR
NB, PRI AR S W WL RIE 2 —, Ik 17%EESE4L A 7 J5 S (Shorey et al., 2018). E1FA
TR H 5 A1 82 ) LAT N face-to face still face (FFSF)ES5H, ML TEREEESE, BA 7 EMAHIREE
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FEAESS RN, Rz o0 ) LTI FL 0¥ 2 fm 7] (Ntow et al., 2021).

3.15. KIBERAE

JRN KT B2 ) LT L 7 M 17 32 A AR 2 (1 S0 A5, 20165 B 25 /R, 5KOKHY, 2016). HRAE RO
VIR(AAL), AT TR NIRRT 3 224 [aLREPE . FRPE AN AR . AR WU A
FANFI A BB T ARRRY, 78 AR BR AR AR S RN B R B SR AN ) (A B, 2021), 5 2R A
FHLE,  [RLEEPEAR AN A SRR SR — T AR AN A A B AR, At AT T A BEAR A A5 2 I B b v T
KA S (Ma et al., 2017), RIxt 22 ) Ui FLHIEEALN R 552> ia et al., 2017) xF 22 L FLER Z %0
(V1 R5E, 2019). UL RE MR LT FLHHBRAS B O IE BAR TR, I ns 28 LI ALV E R el o PRIk, R
JRKE 2 M s N Xt 22 ) L LR 500 0

3.2. SCEERIRIHE

3.2.1. EfLEH

WM, HEFLES M RN 2 B35 5o ma B2 ) L AL QN (FE NI 45, 2019), SEma sl % 22 ) LT
FLI R i ), 24 LT L B AR A A &, 8 ) LT AL P QI e, ol N 2 7= A B 5 B2 F) 7 3 f ] (Parsons
etal., 2021), I H &5 BN 5K (Holly et al., 2017). LA . LK 58 o, BRES K /NEHR
252 m A AT BR ) LT FLAIYE B ] (Jia et al., 2022). SbAbh, S{ERERIE)LALL, AR5 M2 )Ly 5
S FXHI . BB LA, BAERERE LR, N170. P2 JRIEMAL, ERE)LETH AR
RS R KB, BN B JE R LA R ARG 7y, B2 A% (Rayson etal., 2017), A&
EOBVEE R e IS IE LS )L (Huffmeijer et al., 2018). [RIt, T FLE4E5 K2 5 B 328 ) LT LA v
AR o

322 HILFEESHREE

TR L AT 52 B 5 A28 B i R A6 22 ) LTRD AL AV = fR 17) (Damon et all., 2017). #1655 A (2020) ) FH sk
MFEAXFIIRENBEAR I, AAEARAB SN, AL TR T 22 BE A2 )L FL, s AR mT 52 R o v 1) 22 L,
TFLAECEE AR ], T AR AULRT B [ R R AT [R] s [ 08 S5 2 5 T AT % REARIR ) 228 )Lk L. W 7R 3R A,
FSCN T %3 ) LT LA BN T L) AT 22 FE VA AR T 28 ) LI FL, I HARRE SN AR 2 LT L2 W5 K A
BRI N2 g (Proverbio & De Gabriele, 2017). Ibak, CEEE R H O FHALE, S80S A58 5m T
i X AR B #% (nucleus accumbens) . 43 Fic 58 22 [1)7F & (Esposito et al., 2015)« 7745 5 hinadid Fi 5 21 ) i i
zh(Bjertrup et al., 2021).

3.2.3. HWLFEE

B LT FL R A BN B2 ) LT Ly 2 M 1 7 B R I K] 2% (Jia et al., 2022; Rayson et al., 2017). Jia %5
N (2017)i@ i IR S AR LI, AN H PR B2 ) LT FL AR 2 e £ 625 v v AN AR B8 LT L Sk, o1
20 7R 5 N (2019) R F s v 2QE s ok B2 ) LT AL e R 51 R N VR R ), O T 4R F0 R i 2 LI FLIOR
FSCN S5 8 B R O ) FRD R [RDERR, Jia 25 N (2021) % sUER AT 55 F ERP £ R 456, KA R R ARG (1 [ — 5K
AL — RPNV AT 528, B AR IMAEE R I T AaR B, A LG T m X 2 )L FL, oA &%t
P 2 ) LT FL A It 5 98 2 009 R O 7

4. &

FEBLSAE R, AR S T 5 A B AT A R BRI (Anderson, 2013), 2L ZAKFEA
NIEORLA REAA » IEURLE 7 R0 28 LA HE A 5 0 DU 2 077 3 2 28 LI /5 22 DA 2R 2O AL A
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RGN RAAF PR AT M A R 2 DL e 51 ONTE R (Gupta et al., 2019), U R A SAT M i &
LRI AR DA 9 RSO B O A, LT RN AL, BN S SER 22 ) L FL AR L
6], AR I, BE9RIR AL, XA B T2 LE T8 R B S A S R B, T HAT BT
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