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Abstract

The visual search advantage of angry faces as threatening emotional information is known as “an-
ger superiority effect”. Body posture is an important source of nonverbal emotional information
and has a similar behavior and neural mechanisms with facial expressions. The present study uses
the visual search paradigm to investigate that whether real body postures have anger superiority
effect as real emotional faces. Results confirmed that angry postures are found more quickly than
sad postures in crowds of both neutral and emotional distractors; in the target-absent array, the
search speed of anger postures is faster than that of neutral and sad postures. There is visual
search advantage in the real anger postures, which demonstrates that real body postures are an
effective source of emotional information.
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1. 3]

X IR r g TR PR R 5 R A AR I AR TP AR B L — o T RERE S A AT B I U
BTSN T, FEr=AEE SRR B F ek B, AR RA T EEMEM . ANRER IR
o, HLALSE RGO PR R 0 R KRS S SR BRI 5 B A AL N T (Horstmann & Bauland, 2006).
TC V8 A2 FLAR IR S B I i (s B ik ) 3 2 i GO (R Ak B S5 P 1] 1) S i 8 8 UL LE X M AR
FE5 A L X B8 155 7K P B30 (Anderson & Phelps, 2001) .

T FLA A G R L, e e 5 4 15 B B B3k . 15 45 T FLRE S 1R 1T Mo R 18 15 B
(Gilbert, Martin, & Coulson, 2011), e a8 i FLAE Dy — Mg P45 46 5 BAFE I AR S, KRR “19t
RARARENL” 5 BIMBTRS T FL RE 8 LU % 1 FL A 2 58 B B4 &G i T (Horstmann & Bauland, 2006). 7EA%
FZARS T, BRI R AT & X1 FL(Pinkham, Griffin, Baron, Sasson, & Gur, 2010887 41 #L(Ohman,
Juth, & Lundqvist, 2010) I 51 v 15588 T FL S 2R A 45 285 1o L 3 mb e T LSRS0S 51 o s D6 T L
RIS T 1788 T L PR 5 2R N [A) AR A3 B vy i FL B 2T [ B AT, XA I R PR g 155 28 ThI LA R 1
ANXFFRE(Search Asymmetry), B =4 471445 28 1 FL (ANt 28) VR 9 H AR, IEPES 25 T AL (e M) E vl =0
Yok, BEARS R MBS LN B s, AVERSL T ALIE 70t B FR S 2 0E 1S (Fox et
al., 2000; Horstmann & Bauland, 2006; Horstmann, Becker, Bergmann, & Burghaus, 2010),

BIF ST AT 3 i) A AT 28 R0 R0 5 PR A 7 RO EAE H AR o 158 28000 s R A [ 155 26 T LT 5 RS 0 195 28 2
RS R P HVE R, AR B I B IR AN IS L PR I N B . — D7 T, BB e S U DA A 7 7 )
o SRR ARG SRR R, B TE K FR A7 AE — > AR AT A% A% 0 B RV ST H SR 47 S bRt T g i ok,
T o} VS B Pl M T 6 AR I R oo 3 R385 (Ohman, Lundavist, & Esteves, 2001); 24 g il L BLRE, 2vR
B RE A B30, JF AR SRR . 53— J7 1, % 2845 10 AR HE 35 DO\ D g i P A 2= 51
R, MAEE— B il b, SURAERB R, BRIV SEA BRI, ik fL
() 2 80 I S 548 T ok v M 1T FL IR OB IS (Fox, Russo, & Dutton, 2002). S IASE], &5 00 A 2 M T LA
FECANARAE « BRI, N ARAFIG L LT BA B 22 7 S 80T 15 28958 2 B0 AN XS R 2508 (12 i
A%, 2014).
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B, SRR WEEEE LR %15 2 (de Gelder, 2009), XFhE L B R L EMRZ 5 B3R A (Atkinson,
Dittrich, Gemmell, & Young, 2004). & BRAEAN T IR A5G HARF S . TR A 1 578 415100
ALAF N HERT (de Gelder, 2009), & BERAF AT MR G Mk 204b 78 4F AT, AR IR (5 2 BB X1/ 28 Ul 728
BB, T v T 340 2 15 A5OR E: ) J (Aviezer, Hassin, Bentin, & Trope, 2008:; Aviezer, Trope, & Todo-
rov, 2012; Van den Stock, Righart, & De Gelder, 2007). Bt4b, MH#FREE LR RMAMEROFIRE, 1
SR W RE W o AL IR AT N E B . UG LRI, MATEME S BEhas & Bk s i, s 1
WATIT N HIFR 2B % (De Gelder, Snyder, Greve, Gerard, & Hadjikhani, 2004), LK SiZsiHLHIK X, 0
AIIZ3) B2 )2 (Grezes, Pichon, & De Gelder, 2007), "~ Efigi(Pichon, de Gelder, & Grezes, 2008), FIRIZF5T#%
(De Gelder, Hortensius, & Tamietto, 2012), [tk & BERIE AT RELLHE R IGAEEZ AT AE R, AHE
VN EE T IIVER .

WA, B BRAE 5 A 0 CAT 3G A e 2 L] o AR B AR R AR I, A0 A SR
B, B BCRSRENS SRR AT 45 SOV, T EE R N170/PL 25 v Hi 1 20 7K 3L H Sk (Slaughter, Stone, & Reed,
2004; Van Heijnsbergen, Meeren, Grezes, & de Gelder, 2007). WG R BULEH, & BRI R AR 5]
T A 0 A X OSSR H T AL S AR RIS 1 T A AT AR LR IR [ X8 B R 5
(Kret, Pichon, Grézes, & de Gelder, 2011; Pichon et al., 2008; van de Riet, Grézes, & de Gelder, 2009). It4h,
FEXT BV TH LA S ) B 2 L, WIREAAAE — SRARBIR M Am ig, G B, iikh. &%
(De Gelder etal., 2012). A P Titiz H IRBE AR IO Tt I, R IR By BUR AR v A& 3 1) g3 B A0 T 4L
—FERE S HRE I $R93: & (Bannerman, Milders, de Gelder, & Sahraie, 2009; Bannerman, Milders, & Sahraie,
2010). DL FaxEeRf LA B T S BRI R IE ARSI EEYE S, I 5N TR S rd fR R R R
FE FAEAEE R ARILH .

FET TR B BER G AR, ORIt RIS & BeR I A L RN H . —Tlis A4
F O R B A AT R OB AU I, AE HARPIT, W5 B BOR AR P s % B BRI &
P MAE RN OIS, XU & BERAE (4R B2 (Gilbert et al., 2011) . 55— TU 78 IR FRIE B T B840
AN R WIS ALY R BEAS S BERN, N U & Bkl o s, H 2R & BR
(Blanchard & Shiffrar, 2011). fEASVER IR, XU FC 70 5K F 00 2 (6 22 A s B 0L 1 By Be R Ay, A4BES
ROEBACHERE R T8 —. thah, BRI RS 5 T AR 42 R I B A = Ui, B
E T B AR I, AR AN 2 BL(Pinkham et al., 2010). fEMRIFLIFFEH, 12 F E 5L
FL A BL T 18 AN A7 AE (Pinkham et al., 2010), F&T 5 B3R5 5 5 2 S A7 £ XU n THLHI,
TR B 1R B B A R 75 BAR B SR 1 28 T AL — FEAEAE DU A RS, H NS ARA W7 AT 4R T
Mo 3K — ] R P 25 4 A B TR BH B8 B BOR AR IR A RIS 4615 SRR, [R] IR e IR A T R AR
FRLIRYS o 25 F, AW H I 32 2R BRI B BRI 2 B AL R AR . AR,
U S BGRIGE N B AR, XA RN, RIS E AT 0SS BERIGE N O, X H ™
AESRIE R e, RN N K
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2.1. #ik

40 Z R H TR R RIER R A B IR SN T 25256 (FERs 18~24 %, “FHFRE 221 %, H 1445
). Hd—Zuil iR B et . B sl E e AR F, WA ER S EEW A IER, B gal o
BRI . T SRR FH A T TR R AR R RSV,



s 5 BRI AL s 1 R 5

2.2. SERMRSEIT

SCEEE 7ok E T Bodily Expression Action Stimulus Test (BEAST) 54 2L 5 £ B £ 15 B F (De
Gelder & Van den Stock, 2011). BEAST &L & TUFIA R & Brk 1t (64 1014, 67 ZMH. 61 =%, 62 36f5)—
It 254 SRR FER DL 36 kit B BeR B O IR o X Se B B SR R 46 ANE DR, Dl A
ATTH TR R 15 Y AR 25 DARR FH 83 1) 7 20, 45 3 R IR 26 M s B AR R 16 445 (97.8%) R4 1H.(93.9%)
1517%(93.6%) =12%(85.4%). T4k, BEAST fEATH. HAEEEZDL RN EUG BT LR 8 — LN . &
AT REEAT VP8 I, 0 10 B BUR S VR 38 B (93%) LA (85%) , 17 i % £ Br R 1 iR
AZRBAR(Ma, Liu, Zhong, Wang, & Chen, 2014), 7ECA ML H, K2 2is HETRF &M RIGEXS
Lo, WKLV B RN, (BT 8BRS ERIAN 12 H S ALY, SHERERA R, mXg
RSB BER R/ IN UL R TR I B AR 25 5 BRI 5| 2R3 (Blanchard & Shiffrar, 2011), (K kAR 5256 3% FH G5
BRI AL 0, 5 S BRE T 3505 BARE —Fh v, (B2 IR B g
(LoBue, 2009), HA BUIBERAT) =2 A8 5 Br ket -

BRI 2 AT, R A AIE R 77 300 BEAST 4% (64 5K). 364%(62 ik). 14 (36 7k) =FpA [
B BRI IL 162 Tk BEAT R 5 9REE MIVERE o PR A HE R R BURAR ON T 7%(82.3%) . 640
(75.5%) F1 114 (73.9%) o PRI B AN SR E =P B Be Al 3 JEIR, DR AR S 6 e BRI/ A 1G4 3R 195 1) R
AIHER 2R II1E 80% L E 1) 11 AN A (Herh 9 22 2 59) AT RO R i o e 38003 RSP 3 R HE R 2
90%, 157N 87.3%. HIEMKRLEM 6 N5 BRIEU M FS, FoHFEa —MEMS “+7 o B4
FEH S A B — 8, RUNE—ANE 0. FPAIE A R/NGE 8em, & 1l em, 70 Hi%k 96 R&. H
ANFelHEN 3.6 cm, BEAE 1~2 cm 2], AEERN 96 B K. RV ASEA HERMTC BREPIRA S, G
HEr(F 5T A RIE MR OB B0, R E=MEE: G HRE(FIHE —DRES AN
ENEFE AR S 11005 ik, 110085 16405, 13805 51905, 1384055 ik, 1P 5 5%, 1 ks
. A AR B ARRERYLEBUEASAMIE L, BAMIESHI— K. 11 FARHE S 03 66 551,
ANAAIFH A BILRA 396 NMFFl. 6 HRF ARG EE HIL6 K, 11 FAFE &4 S0t 198 47
Yo A6 HPREIL 594 NP R BRI 1),

R BASIRIK, SRR NP B b—a O G, Bl 110, 5 ks 1, 53640
13645, 5%, 1645, 5 1, 5 1A, 5 AR, &R HARRRIR, SEIR A 41t
B . b= AIEENL R S2i St 594 MR, B His 396 ASLAKTE H BR 198 MR
Wo BASLIGEFES, 594 MARBENLH I . AR S AR I OB 5 IE R R

23. KBERF

SEOGTE — [ H6LR & IE I S0 & AR gEAT , Bl i/ P 8 PR 7 5 24 80 JE DK Ab T X6F R J o7 %A R o SRIR T
BT, Jeib gl b 33 Tk A B BUR A 00 B8 i 27 I & I L TR M =R A o fer FH B R s Rk,
SO E B 1(b). BMRAEZ G, S T ORGE B — R EH S BERENT Y, AR,
A PR R RERIERMFEIESE, Wiig P i A A RERILZRILMA
I, ik “07 B, iR E Ty, PRUESCIRSCHERE . SEIR R B E-Prime B4 gl . AN
FRUTR 1 e fE B BF s S 2HL— AN 500 ms VML s, B RO B BERIE FRIBEUT A, T
LRI R R B AR B T B LR 2000 ms BAJE H Bl 2k . i KA (1) 18] B B 500 ms 1] 1500 ms b
MLEI . ERSLITFERTSH —A 18 IRIKMZR 1505, A AR S0 L AR &K H G #lfEg )
B B A IE A 2R IR ) 100% 5 AT HE N IE Qa6 . AN IR SLIR AR WL 2.
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Figure 1. (a) Example stimulus array in the experiment (trial-present trial-absent) (b)

study picture
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Figure 2. The experiment process of a trial
2. BRI

3. /A IMEER
S5 B8 3 A O EL AR A BRI HLS S IE B BRI ARSI % 26 AF N 1 P S OB AE 2 1 o

NSRS By BORAGAE 9 B AR 0 AR R R R %, B BARRRh 3T 2 (BARSEAL: i,
A7) x 2 (LR R, TEEME)EENET Z 0T R, BB EN R, F(1,38) = 308.83,
p<0.001, n2=0.89; 7038 H 2N B3, F(1,38)=238.78, p<0.001, 12 =0.86; HArEM 550
WIRR 2 A2 HAE 2%, F(1,38) =128.24, p<0.001, w2 =0.77. kit i SR8 e R, 1518
YERHE bR, ORI ANE 2, 1(38) = 1.05, p>0.05; HE{1E A EARK:, 20030 B2
t(38) = 13.82, p<0.001, {4 L¥(1251 ms)i 218 TI15 45 20 0 49(1010 ms). L4 3.

30 LCRHAE PR 23 D) P8 R U 560 5 BOR S I SO o S5 BRI, R VRS ST IR BT
B B 2615 (965 ms) i P T4 2 00 B B R 1% (1251 ms), t(38) = 15.42, p < 0.001; [FIFE, ZEEGERT
R R L B3R 1% (958 ms) i PR T E TR 1 serh 4 = 3545 B B R 1 (1010 ms), t(38) = 6.82, p <0.001.
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Table 1. Mean response time (RT) on target-present and target-absent trails
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H b S 2SI (ms)
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Figure 3. Mean response time (RT) on target-present trials when targets were emo-
tional expressions

E 3. AERURFERIFEM SRR BRI R NAT

I (1037 ms) & 2 P T B4 70 0 (1241 ms), t(38) = 12.09, p < 0.001. Ak, X TG H AR = Fh S A (415 5%
AR A b k) R AT SR R E IR T 2 0 A, A5 RN, 1A% B B 1 (1258 ms) Sk 3 TR T 1 (1348 ms)
FAEAT 5 BE K% (1369 ms), i HR PR AT AR 2 (81 3% 2 5, F(L1.71,65.14) = 29.65, p < 0.001, n2 = 0.44.
4. g

ARSI 1) H KR B S E I B BRIE R TE E LS G AL — AR BRI AR SRR, 1E
itk B B R AR 20 T, R By BRI IO R T A T AR S BUR IS TR, IR TR S BRI R
AR H AR B EIRG B BORS Thl RUR By BUR A LUAH SOR R REAR, I T IS 248 R A XK
PEo MIERTR & BRAE N OPIRT 8 22 b 1 B B R H B S SE P B HAR IR, R H B
NG R NI 25 R, Uk A0 B B AR A oA Hh AL Bt T i

T RAE VS RGP rh, R SR B B AE B LAR B, X 5T N is F B ST AL
VE RIS R R 7T 4518 — 2, BIAMAON J2 528 T FL PRI AR50 w8 X T 4L (Fox & Damjanovic, 2006;
Horstmann & Bauland, 2006; Pinkham et al., 2010) L & 3545 H L (LoBue, 2009); S5 ANz 2 5 B £ 1
(Blanchard & Shiffrar, 2011; Gilbert et al., 2011) (IR 5T 45 18t — B, B 25 M B A L 3t BEAG 175 48 T FL— %
TR BN, T RAEPIE(Gilbert et al., 2011)i8 27645 (Blanchard & Shiffrar, 2011) 704,
TP B Be R B4 R I T i AR5 5 Be R A SEE F ) S B B R, A T AR S,

)
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FrE S F R SR ORI R A BN B, 45 AR T 5 BB g AL — R B A RN, BEH
LB BRI A AN B 45 BRI, BB PR IR 34 308 e e 4 J 3 S By B R A

CUE LA TR I, 243%A H s BT A T FLIE 28 R0 —FE) BF 015 T FL AR S SE A 2 348 1)
T FL A B A T AL B S R IsE (Fox et al., 2002; Pinkham et al., 2010), /7255 BRI WA [FIREH) K IR
(Gilbert et al., 2011). BFFE# 42 H IR IN MERBORMREX — LR, BB IR = F iR =,
TV — B I BX SR  b, AR SR oK (Fox et al., 2002) . (EASZEG Y, 7E¥#A Hbr IR,
PR B BERAB I8 R R B B T AR R p v B BRSO SR AT B HE— 25 SRRV I 3R
Bk, RIS B BeaR A B A% 08 1 BB 5 e AN A DRosH00 2 45 H RS 82 (Ohman et al., 2001), X F
PRI 2 B B A 52 EARIE R 1. FEZ BT, IX AR T g R R IR RN A B HIE, (HX
PR E T AR 5 s e ) T RS ) (A A D o A e A N RS RO T %) EA M EE A HE R
WA E (Schmidt-Daffy, 2011). FFaN X EFEMRRREAAAESL, KR T EG MR R ES, L—
MNEERIEEM S (R, Zhli%s, 2014).

MRS BRE NSOV, RS BeRE ARG O TEER, U R B BRI A
DRG0 R S B T XA B BGRE A B BRI EE PR DA AL, SR PRI AT BEAE T4 38 32 EEAR A B 4 2834 1) S i
FREEA T Z . Treisman MRHIEE SIS, MEEHE RS BRHIE B (Treisman, 1988). Fox
S NR I, VER A0 IR T8 20 Je ik oot L, BRI AT RE Sk R A P TR W BRI B A5 S I (Fox et
al., 2002) . 117 B BRI A R IR VR AE Wk o 1) T, 1T 3540 5 b itk By B R AR I T 2 R Ak
F2 B S G SRR R ) RT3 B (A% T 307 B 5 i) okt P 24T X 3o RS o i 1) S i AR A
Z S AR5 R MR RN AR ZE K, R TE TR B BERAE N r OIS 2 b M 5 BER IG LU 3B 70
I AR

ARG R, FU Y BURE BT IA B 5 B R A M RIS, (B —ARE. &
JeA s RA G, AR A & Bk, Jaein R B B B R . FLRIE — B 0 1 SERT RERZ A
HWRER, FETRHZES R I R . &5, 1T AT BRI R A A
FEAE, T N2pe i FL 7y BE A B L PR A 34 (4t 58 5 B 422 AR 30 (Feldmann-Wstefeld, Schmidt-
Daffy, & Schubd, 2011; Weymar, Léw, Ohman, & Hamm, 2011), K] LR A ERP BA M KN ()
T S BERIEERNS, XEERTHEESE . M maiA H e m .
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