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Abstract

Facial occlusion can affect facial attractiveness evaluation. This article first introduces the influ-
ence of general and special obscuration on facial attractiveness evaluation. Then, it analyzes the
reasons why occlusion affects facial evaluation from four aspects: difficulty in facial feature recog-
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nition, difficulty in facial emotion recognition, group effects and confounding factors, and eye
movement trajectory changes. Finally, future research directions are proposed from two aspects:
occlusion methods and the characteristics of occluded objects.
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MtT =S N —BEARREW. E5A, NMIZH “DUaERE” . “HHZEE” SRERpE A
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LA, IR — R ILA] BeAS 2= a4 2 AW 5] 77 1) TH fL(Pazhoohi & Kingstone, 2022). Kramer £/ Jones
(2022)NA, W51 7 IR EAT AT H T T FLIBE R T K9 0, 32 DR DA M) WL 5 2 A R ST 4 THD AL ) O B SR AE K
TR RAT BN L

2.3. FEEREHEX E LIRS | J3 T AR
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HT, B A — R R B R AR A, BRI S N B AR HOR L 22 . X R
FUER AR B ACPAR MM AL, (A1 S B8ORS AL LR 5| 7Pt b 2 P
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BT O, IR — R E GRS . Leder etal. (2011)25\ 0y, H4x FAEAE—FhZIMCEN S, ED
AR A N TEIREY, (X 28 AT R 51 758K, Sugimoto (2022)7E S8 i1 1 7y 11 B2 sl
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LG 3PN BT XTSRS I NBET S, R R A T B2 S5 4 51 ) R R, DB
HFLAITES K % (Miyazaki & Kawahara, 2016).

3.2. MFLIEIRBIE M

g R ML S| JIE BN 845, B, Golle Z5(2014) R, HRRFRAE BEIR M FLI 5] J1 AR
B AR XS LT 6 o 1 PA R, LIS S R Bt 252 252 . Kret £ De Gelder (2012) &8, 41H
FLI T 540k ] 1y SR AR I, WL 2 0T T L1 26 (1 A 2> H I R . e AR, an SR AR T FL Y
HE LGRS AL (A RS A E2), TN 583 X 17 IR R RS 0 P 2 T 1%, 3 2 HE L AL AR SO SR AR TR L.
(Roberson et al., 2012). [FIEF, HAZEFHUESL, AFEHALIEZE <0 mELR 5] 719 .
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O B T A THT R R 155 B, IS /R B8 Bt AR T I L e 3B 67 B 5t (Ho et al., 2018). i 4TI 4% L
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JIVFN T o
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S T FLIT A 25
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1) MR TR 1R, SR 7 AR A T2 75 5, A IR T L 51 7 1 5t 2 A i
ARl ol DA =B PR IR, B R S R, (R T PA L, g
R HARE N DB, 7R T AU A B OB, DA O . S, R TR 2
M. . CEMSE, XSS A R B LI BB S . BhAh, A B

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2023.1311654 5186 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2023.1311654

E P

ik

WA REA SR (1, B, S (Hies & Lewis, 2022) f640). Kk, G0 s i s hlp g e, i
HTE LR, R AR RBT T 5 G A

2) MHGESSS GORE, AR A LR AR L. A H (A BAIER B D)X 4h
R B AR RIREE, i H TR T O TR R, ARSRIHI T X ORI B 2 e
BATHE.

&5k

FKAEE, B, TKHF(2016). TSR FLN T S FIWT IR T, O 21K FT, 36(1), 13-17.
Aguinaldo, E. R., & Peissig J. J. (2021). Who’s behind the Makeup? The Effects of Varying Levels of Cosmetics Applica-

tion on Perceptions of Facial Attractiveness, Competence, and Sociosexuality. Frontiers in Psychology, 12, Article ID:
661006. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyq.2021.661006

Burriss, R. P., Marcinkowska, U. M., & Lyons, M. T. (2014). Gaze Properties of Women Judging the Attractiveness of
Masculine and Feminine Male Faces. Evolutionary Psychology, 12, 1. https://doi.org/10.1177/147470491401200102

Bray, S., & O’Doherty, J. (2007). Neural Coding of Reward-Prediction Error Signals during Classical Conditioning with At-
tractive Faces. Journal of Neurophysiology, 97, 3036-3045. https://doi.org/10.1152/jn.01211.2006

Carragher, D. J., Lawrence, B. J., Thomas, N. A., & Nicholls, M. E. (2018). Visuospatial Asymmetries Do Not Modulate the
Cheerleader Effect. Scientific Reports, 8, Article No. 2548. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-20784-5

Cash, T. F., & Kilcullen, R. N. (1985). The Aye of the Beholder: Susceptibility to Sexism and Beautyism in the Evaluation
of Managerial Applicants. Journal of Applied Social Psychology, 15, 591-605.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1559-1816.1985.th00903.x

Dhamecha, T. I, Singh, R., Vatsa, M., & Kumar, A. (2014). Recognizing Disguised Faces: Human and Machine Evaluation.
PLOS ONE, 9, €99212. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0099212

Edwards, K. (1987). Effects of Sex and Glasses on Attitudes toward Intelligence and Attractiveness. Psychological Reports,
60, 590. https://doi.org/10.1177/003329418706000201

Efrain, M. G., & Patterson, E. W. J. (1974). Voters Vote Beautiful: The Effect of Physical Appearance on a National Elec-
tion. Canadian Journal of Behavioural Science, 6, 352-356. https://doi.org/10.1037/h0081881

Eisenbarth, H., & Alpers, G. W. (2011). Happy Mouth and Sad Eyes: Scanning Emotional Facial Expressions. Emotion, 11,
860-865. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0022758

Etcoff, N. L., Stock, S., Haley, L. E., Vickery, S. A., & House, D. M. (2011). Cosmetics as a Feature of the Extended Human
Phenotype: Modulation of the Perception of Biologically Important Facial Signals. PLOS ONE, 6, e25656.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0025656

Fink, B., Grammer, K., & Matts, P. J. (2006). Visible Skin Color Distribution Plays a Role in the Perception of Age, Attrac-
tiveness, and Health in Female Faces. Evolution and Human Behavior, 27, 433-442.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2006.08.007

Golle, J., Mast, F. W., & Lobmaier, J. S. (2014). Something to Smile about: The Interrelationship between Attractiveness
and Emotional Expression. Cognition & Emotion, 28, 298-310. https://doi.org/10.1080/02699931.2013.817383

Harris, M. B. (1991). Sex Differences in Stereotypes of Spectacles. Journal of Applied Social Psychology, 21, 1659-1680.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1559-1816.1991.tb00497.x

Hies, O., & Lewis, M. B. (2022). Beyond the Beauty of Occlusion: Medical Masks Increase Facial Attractiveness More than
Other Face Coverings. Cognitive Research: Principles and Implications, 7, 1-6.
https://doi.org/10.1186/s41235-021-00351-9

Ho, P. K., Woods, A., & Newell, F. N. (2018). Temporal Shifts in Eye Gaze and Facial Expressions Independently Contri-
bute to the Perceived Attractiveness of Unfamiliar Faces. Visual Cognition, 26, 831-852.
https://doi.org/10.1080/13506285.2018.1564807

Jokela, M. (2009). Physical Attractiveness and Reproductive Success in Humans: Evidence from the late 20th Century Unit-
ed States. Evolution and Human Behavior, 30, 342-350. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2009.03.006

Kamatani, M., Ito, M., Miyazaki, Y., & Kawahara, J. I. (2021). Effects of Masks Worn to Protect against COVID-19 on the
Perception of Facial Attractiveness. i-Perception, 12, No. 3. https://doi.org/10.1177/20416695211027920

Kramer, R. S., & Jones, A. L. (2022). Incomplete Faces Are Completed Using a More Average Face. Cognitive Research:
Principles and Implications, 7, Article No. 79. https://doi.org/10.1186/s41235-022-00429-y

Kret, M. E., & De Gelder, B. (2012). Islamic Headdress Influences How Emaotion Is Recognized from the Eyes. Frontiers in

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2023.1311654 5187 (LA


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2023.1311654
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2021.661006
https://doi.org/10.1177/147470491401200102
https://doi.org/10.1152/jn.01211.2006
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-20784-5
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1559-1816.1985.tb00903.x
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0099212
https://doi.org/10.1177/003329418706000201
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0081881
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0022758
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0025656
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2006.08.007
https://doi.org/10.1080/02699931.2013.817383
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1559-1816.1991.tb00497.x
https://doi.org/10.1186/s41235-021-00351-9
https://doi.org/10.1080/13506285.2018.1564807
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2009.03.006
https://doi.org/10.1177/20416695211027920
https://doi.org/10.1186/s41235-022-00429-y

o

ik

farey
=¥

Psychology, 3, Article No. 110. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2012.00110

Leder, H. et al. (2011). The Glasses Stereotype Revisited: Effects of Eyeglasses on Perception, Recognition, and Impression
of Faces. Swiss Journal of Psychology/Schweizerische Zeitschrift fiir Psychologie/Revue Suisse de Psychologie, 70, No. 4.
https://doi.org/10.1024/1421-0185/a000059

Lee, A. J., Mitchem, D. G., Wright, M. J., Martin, N. G., Keller, M. C., & Zietsch, B. P. (2016). Facial Averageness and Ge-
netic Quality: Testing Heritability, Genetic Correlation with Attractiveness, and the Paternal Age Effect. Evolution and
Human Behavior, 37, 61-66. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2015.08.003

Lee, Y., & Jeong, S. K. (2023). When Less Is Not More: The Effect of Transparent Masks on Facial Attractiveness Judg-
ment. Cognitive Research: Principles and Implications, 8, 1-9. https://doi.org/10.1186/s41235-023-00477-y

Light, L. L., Hollander, S., & Kayra-Stuart, F. (1981). Why Attractive People Are Harder to Remember. Personality and So-
cial Psychology Bulletin, 7, 269-276. https://doi.org/10.1177/014616728172014

Liu, H. C., Young, W. A., Basra, G. et al. (2020). Perceptual Integration and the Composite Face Effect. Quarterly Journal
of Experimental Psychology, 73, No. 7. https://doi.org/10.1177/1747021819899531

Miyazaki, Y., & Kawahara, J. I. (2016). The Sanitary—Mask Effect on Perceived Facial Attractiveness. Japanese Psycho-
logical Research, 58, 261-272. https://doi.org/10.1111/jpr.12116

Olivera-La Rosa, A., Arango-Tobdn, O. E., & Ingram, G. P. (2019). Swiping Right: Face Perception in the Age of Tinder.
Heliyon, 5, E02949. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2019.e02949

Orghian, D., & Hidalgo, C. A. (2020). Humans Judge Faces in Incomplete Photographs as Physically More Attractive.
Scientific Reports, 10, Article No. 110. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-56437-4

Patel, V., Mazzaferro, D. M., Sarwer, D. B., & Bartlett, S. P. (2020). Beauty and the Mask. Plastic and Reconstructive Sur-
gery Global Open, 8, e3048. https://doi.org/10.1097/GOX.0000000000003048

Pazhoohi, F., & Kingstone, A. (2022). Unattractive Faces Are More Attractive When the Bottom-Half Is Masked, an Effect
That Reverses When the Top-Half Is Concealed. Cognitive Research: Principles and Implications, 7, Article Number: 6.
https://doi.org/10.1186/s41235-022-00359-9

Pazhoohi, F., & Kingstone, A. (2022). Unattractive Faces Are More Attractive When the Bottom-Half Is Masked, an Effect
That Reverses When the Top-Half Is Concealed. Cognitive Research: Principles and Implications, 7, Article No. 6.
https://doi.org/10.1186/s41235-022-00359-9

Rhodes, G., Proffitt, F., Grady, J. M., & Sumich, A. (1998). Facial Symmetry and the Perception of Beauty. Psychonomic
Bulletin & Review, 5, 659-669. https://doi.org/10.3758/BF03208842

Roberson, D., Kikutani, M., Dége, P., Whitaker, L., & Majid, A. (2012). Shades of Emotion: What the Addition of Sun-
glasses or Masks to Faces Reveals about the Development of facial Expression Processing. Cognition, 125, 195-206.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2012.06.018

Rodway, P., Schepman, A., & Lambert, J. (2013). The Influence of Position and Context on Facial Attractiveness. Acta Psy-
chologica, 144, 522-529. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actpsy.2013.09.004

Sadr, J., & Krowicki, L. (2019). Face Perception Loves a Challenge: Less Information Sparks More Attraction. Vision Re-
search, 157, 61-83. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2019.01.009

Sigall, H., & Ostrove, N. (1975). Beautiful but Dangerous: Effects of Offender Attractiveness and Nature of the Crime on
Juridic Judgment. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 31, 410-414. https://doi.org/10.1037/h0076472

Stephan, B. C., & Caine, D. (2007). What Is in a View? The Role of Featural Information in the Recognition of Unfamiliar
Faces across Viewpoint Transformation. Perception, 36, 189-198. https://doi.org/10.1068/p5627

Sugimoto, K., Yasuda, T., & Takagi, S. (2022). Effects of Wearing Sanitary Masks and Sunglasses on the Estimation of Fa-
cial Attractiveness. IEICE Technical Report, 121, 80-84.

Sutherland, C. A., Young, A. W., & Rhodes, G. (2017). Facial First Impressions from Another Angle: How Social Judge-
ments Are Influenced by Changeable and Invariant Facial Properties. British Journal of Psychology, 108, 397-415.
https://doi.org/10.1111/bjop.12206

Thorley, C., Acton, B., Armstrong, J., Ford, S., & Gundry, M. (2022). Are Estimates of Faces’ Ages Less Accurate When
They Wear Sunglasses or Face Masks and Do These Disguises Make It Harder to Later Recognise the Faces When Un-
disguised? Cognitive Research: Principles and Implications, 7, Article No. 17.
https://doi.org/10.1186/s41235-022-00370-0

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2023.1311654 5188 (LA


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2023.1311654
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2012.00110
https://doi.org/10.1024/1421-0185/a000059
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2015.08.003
https://doi.org/10.1186/s41235-023-00477-y
https://doi.org/10.1177/014616728172014
https://doi.org/10.1177/1747021819899531
https://doi.org/10.1111/jpr.12116
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2019.e02949
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-56437-4
https://doi.org/10.1097/GOX.0000000000003048
https://doi.org/10.1186/s41235-022-00359-9
https://doi.org/10.1186/s41235-022-00359-9
https://doi.org/10.3758/BF03208842
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2012.06.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actpsy.2013.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2019.01.009
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0076472
https://doi.org/10.1068/p5627
https://doi.org/10.1111/bjop.12206
https://doi.org/10.1186/s41235-022-00370-0

	犹抱琵琶半遮面：论遮挡在面孔吸引力评价中的作用
	摘  要
	关键词
	Effect of Mask on the Evaluation of Facial Attractiveness
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 遮挡对面孔吸引力评价的影响
	2.1. 什么是面孔遮挡？
	2.2. 一般遮挡对面孔吸引力评价的影响
	2.3. 特殊遮挡对面孔吸引力评价的影响

	3. 遮挡影响面孔吸引力评价的原因
	3.1. 面孔特征识别困难
	3.2. 面孔情绪识别困难
	3.3. 群体效应与混杂因素
	3.4. 眼动轨迹变化

	4. 研究展望
	参考文献

