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Abstract

Objective: To explore whether simplified emoji faces can cause similar changes in the brain regions
responsible for facial recognition as normal faces and whether the face inversion effect exists.
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Methods: Using simplified face images combined with emoji expression features, the rotation angle
of eyebrows, the distance between eyes and mouth, and the direction of the images were controlled.
ERP was used to record 34 college students and observe the changes in the amplitude and latency
of N170. Results: Under all conditions, the average amplitude of the right brain region was signifi-
cantly greater than that of the left brain region, and the latency was shorter; the average amplitude
of inverted face stimuli was significantly greater than that of upright face stimuli, and the latency
was longer. Conclusion: The brain’s recognition of faces is affected by the position and shape of fea-
tures. Simplified face images can still cause similar responses in the brain as normal faces, and the
face inversion effect and the brain’s lateralization advantage still exist.
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1. 518

T fL(Face){E Att o A3 —Fh 2 & % A5 B ARP R DRI, — B N HRI SR 22 B 78 1 3 e T
B IR 0 AR R T ALK T B8 PO A8 A B G 2 . LA IR S 32 8 T8 I 262, FRAT @ ]
DA —BR 50 2 FATTR B NR— A T FLIR 5 (Face recognition) & 2E AN 4 T FLA5 B HEAT I Tt fe
X 52 2 BB RO AT IR A

fMRI Il PET 54 22 545 2 07 T 70 R0, R (7 T ABH 7R 7)) A — L 4 K/ N X5 1)
TR AR 2 K FRIX L X S50 “ T A H” (face patches) (Landi, Viswanathan, Serene, & Frei-
wald, 2021).

Kanwisher %5 \ 1997 S=7E RPN A [ 7L 51 F BRI AR e i 7 BE, R FMRI AR 6
AT 45 FRAE R ZHAA BRI ORI T — AN X3, 7E R — LMl r s BRI 78—
ANXEK, 7EF LB LAY =242 T 58 1) MR B (Kanwisher, McDermott, & Chun, 1997). fEUFEH T
T DX IO THT L PR R 22 20 S A AT AT 428 K P 35 5 Kanwisher 58 A3 HE 2518, 3 AN DXI8ifh Sl £
PS5 T HFLACEE, F5 A 4 N BR A T FLIX (FFA) . FFA 335 B ol L 1 ot T AL AR S5 2 R 35325
AR S WO L H SO (MceCarthy, Puce, Gore, & Allison, 1997). B4R FFA X I FL A SN 2 HE st
VIR IR IR N KA 22 AEE KT 1 sz 7 2 L o R 2 2% A A R N KA 22 o 3k LR PR R e 2 e B PR AR HE A
T 325 S T 1) S 8 23 2 2 R A A ART RS 1) ) P % (Tsao, Freiwald, Tootell, & Livingstone, 2006).

&4 AL, KT THFLEA ERP BIFFE A MR & 15 AR T TUANRR#A 130 FEL A% 23 P00 N170
P200, At 1% T i LA k% AU (Jeffreys, 1989). FHirf N170 2 i FLR A i Bbr G 1) ERP 1547
FLIS 1) B 12 130 ms~200 ms, AR bR /2 R IRIE(E . &R IR I J5RZ) 170 ms ML sk, &
RBVEALT XX, SHEFLIEFA IS, B 7 AL H eI e A i b g i ok . ek
BT LIS BACE R 1R BL(Bentin, Allison, Puce, Perez, & McCarthy, 1996; Rossion et al., 2000).

AR C A BN T AL BL AR SS9, FRATTRT DAAS 00 o A% RE & A 37 SO AH HLOGHRIY, T fLAF
TE R/ INFIARRAE 2 18] A B AN L AP G R AR 2 e A Ao THFLAS 2 . 2009 4F Doris 25 @iz K
i %A% AN FRA 22 JG 0 3 (single-neuron recording) S AR SHE I AT WF AL, A6 R KRBT H5 R 5 AR 241
il E AT R R . BE N AR TE T TR AR A B Hp A AN At 48 70 0 i — AR S THD SR AU R AT G A e =
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AR RS S BIRHIE, R IR SE A 2 6 A S BAE e B, DAAS R 75 A 78 R R = AR 1 R K2 )
W% 3 45K T FL I BE% (Freiwald, Tsao, & Livingstone, 2009).

Doris 55 A MR 78 & I R e — /MRF b A 45 58, A TR It B 4 A2 i B SeR LI JE &
ARLHR o 8 L5 18 DR /N BROAE T A7 BB L ABI B, 4 e A v % 4 o X X S A (] RO T L 2 RS R /N AR [, e
XTI FL A B8 by TR /N AR ] BE RHARFAE v DU A2 82 1) S S i B 22, 32 IR AR [ T L 4 % T 517
S| B A N [ R 1 B (Freiwald et al., 2009). A4t Al (9% 5 A T FLAFAE B /D, NS i REK I
PERTHFLIN ? A ORRHIE R R B REX 70 ? SR W IRKRAEAEBI B AN.? R AE AR 7L Xt Doris 55 A
UM LT TR — P A, RAREE TS BRI LR S A R AL B, 455 emoji RAEH
BEARHE, HIE T EE AR TFLEE, WERAEE YR R B H R4 R

2. SO
2.1. #ik

FERCRSAA 34 (I T 17 47), 4Rt 18~26 2, “FIAFEE 23.17. Frapol G M T, LMs
RGP K 5, O E O, W IEM T IES . SCiRIE & B, il 1 k07 K ik /2
Jiv0 P S R A SR, U B AN S G AR AT S AR, RSl R RS, TGRSR . SR
GiAE, HoaIRAE—E R .

2.2. SEERMR

{1 Photoshop2020 £ i) ] B () 28 26 A, 43 75155 T FL A JE =B T (GG i 4t B 41 g %, DA 1074
— A BALT ) FITHR B W LI B (B ks /N, BA 30 1 3 N — AN ) BEAT AN KT, 15 2 0E L 4URME Sr 4
2 65K, 3t 20 skEFLARE, B R #EER N 400 * 400, W0k 1.
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(TESESh—ILAE A 22 5k, 20 skoOVTFLAI R, 2 TR A
Forh R R 78 IR TSR AR R R SR I P R T )

Figure 1. Experimental materials of faces
1. EFLSRIEM R
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2.3. SRR
KEZREN 2 (B TJ7m: IESL. 57) * 5 KPR N L5 kit
24. SLHRIE

Wit E-prime I, 3L 420 A trial, 4 105 A trial ARE -k, SZBILPULL. SRABEHIWE
1E5%, B trial WA e RBEM AL “+7 500 ZF0, S5 REHL 2 I —5K i fLIE 500 Z=FP, 23 [ (A FF 500
ZRbs RORFRH O SL 50 FE BRSO A ) B, R e B EEML A “+7 500 =80, AJE 2
BN P B R R A 17 . BN B SIS RE L 2.

oAl B A

250ms

500ms

\ 500ms

Figure 2. Experimental flow of a single trial
E 2. MR R

2.5, SEROHERE

R & 20U, E-prime 3.0 FF R IURIE . SRAARYE B PR 10~20 R4t &1 64 T HIARIE,
{81 H NeuroscanERP LAEusIdsK EEG 5 5. il Al 5 3k e 2 [A] (1) LB /N T 10 KQ.o IEZE LR,
JEBE TN 0.05~100 Hz, SRAEZR N 1000 Hz. DA T 720 R B R i BRI 5% 3 B IR L (VEOG), o F-HRAM
1.5 cm AL 22 A HARAE K IR R (HEOG) o i3 LU FL 58 N KA S % B bl o

2.6. BIRSHTIE

Ao EL A4 o AT : A Matlab B eeglab T H AT B LR EdE o AT Ab B . KR 4 IR 3l 1 /N IE
VEOG F HEOG, 7t/ HEBR H A Dyt . B34 I8 Iy 30 Hz (24 dB/oct), i i E K T-+80 pv 4% #1 H
Dhate B 5k o AR SRR i SR FH 0 o DA B AR SIE B w3 s BB L, FERIOT 46 R IUIT 4R, Hesk
1000 ZFP . DIRIIBOT o5 5 50 I 21 9 ke sCghAT o e 23 B, e R 2 B0 70 ms~240 ms Z3 Hr iy 2, DAARI
FlBC L PLRT 200 ms 1 AFEL, BINFHHSLL ERP, &FRIZME T RFERIKAE T 10 4. HRIECH T
Fe LA S A SEBG ) ERP R TAFAE, #EHX 130 ms~190 ms 2 [ ff i [a] 7 1R 4E N170 sy . 3 T0 ) %
T R 2 R A M, B R REA S S HERR T 8 B

K SPSS26.0 Guil- Bt ERP I Ml & Frbn kA7 B S M & 7 Z2 70 M, ERP U HEAT 1] L %80 4y
BT HEAT X AN AR BRIE A 56 1K 45 71 28R A Greenhouse-Geisser V%5 1E p {H -

3. MEHELSR
3.1. IBEBESER N170 T LI IE R B RS R

X JE B T7 TR HEAT RN, WSS AR G r R R WA AITE AR YT, N70 70~ X i B A b JEd AL 34
Kl 4,
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Figure 3. Average amplitude of N170 components in different eyebrow directions in
different eyebrow directions
E 3. FRIBEAE/ N170 B4 B F R IER

fBz48: -20° -10° 0° 10° 20°

Figure 4. Topographic map of N170 components in different eyebrow directions in
different eyebrow directions

4. AREIBET A8 N170 B4 BT 155 08 E 5L 57 1Y 3t 2 ]

3.1.1. IR

PRI AL RIF 70 B i FEL B &5 31, X P7. P8 JEIE N170 B3 -T2 i i 2k 47 T £L 5 1) (AE SZ/MBIST) %
JA BT AR B (-20°, —10°, 0° 10°, 20°7) x X (ZEfui/As M) =PRI EE M Z 04, SRR

JrIERR R, F(1,25) =10.62, p=0.003, »; =0.30, IESZIHFLHIMIIEIE(-0.42 £0.27 uV) &
/N TR ST AL I (—1.04 £.0.27 pV) o 22 A7 X E RN 2%, F(1,25) = 8.68, p=0.007, 775 =0.26,
e M X D% R (—0.22 £ 0.22 pV) 2 32 /N T A5 1 o X (1) M (—1.25 + 0.37 pV).

5 Tl R f P A8 HAE TR 3% F (1,25) =262, p=0.050, 75 =0.10, HE—BM MR 45 R &
N FEIESLZME R, HERE—20°17 K T XK IE(—0.40 £ 0.31 uV, p = 0.034). itk 0°1 & K-V 2k ik (—0.14
+0.24 uV, p = 0.034). Jighe 10775 K 1V 208 (—0.27 + 0.28 Vv, p = 0.034)# 8.3 /M T lieks—10" 7 A 11
BIPNE(-0.72 £ 0.34 pV) . FEBISLAE T, BekE 10775 K I P41 (—1.25 + 0.30uV) . 3 K Tl % 20° (—0.88
+0.29 uV, p = 0.047).

Jr AN X A8 HAEF R, F(1,25)=23.90, p=0.000, 75 =0.49, HE— b RN o745 R E R
FEATO NG X, IE S7 T LA B0F A -1 1% (-0.34 + 0.25 pV) &35 /N TEI ST £L(-1.74 £ 0.38 pV, p =
0.000); IFESEAAFR, A2 M X P 2598 18 (—0.09 % 0.23 uV) & & /N T 45 Ml i X (—0.75 £ 0.39 uV, p = 0.081);
RISE26A4F R, 20 MR X FR°F- 24030 1% (—0.34 + 0.25 pV) & & /N F A I X (—1.74 + 0.38 pV, p = 0.001). 7=
RSt AT Y ol =1 N E
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3.1.2. BRH

X P7. P8 IHIE N170 B4 (178 AR AE A7 THI AL 77 1) (IE SZMBISE) x 8 B 77 A e /1 (—20°. —10° 07,
10°. 20°) x i DX (Zc /A ) = D5 2 B A & g 22 o0 A, 4 R R B

D7 ERN R, F(1,25) = 1091, p =0.003, 72 =030, B BRI, 1EL AL R
(155.66 + 2.15 ms) & & /N T3 3 £L(161.12 £ 2.01 ms).

5 TR X 38 AR A% 83, F(1,25) =3.19, p=0.076, ». =0.11, BE—BRIEMNHT4 R T
s AEFEAMIAR X, 1E 7T FL A v AR 199 (157.85 + 2.39 ms) 2 2 /)N T-18] 37 FL(161.57 + 2.25 ms, p = 0.052);
FEAT MG X, 1E 7T FL I A 7 AR 191 (153.48 + 2.19 ms) & 2 /N T3 37 11 #L.(160.66 + 2.31 ms, p = 0.000). 1E
SEARAETR, E M DX R AR H1(157.85 + 2.39 ms) i 2 KT A ik X (153.48 £ 2.19 ms, p = 0.011); {557 54
T, A X 2 8 1) S AN B Gt R L

P7. P8 Hitl s b N170 fl gy i~ S0 s S i AR SRR Ve et 45 3 L4 1.

Table 1. Average amplitude (M = SD, uV) and latency (M + SD, ms) of N170 at P7 and P8 electrode points under eyebrow direction
#=1 BEFREGT P7. P8 BRA L N170 BIFEHEKIE(M + SD, uV) KB AHAM + SD, ms)

. . T8k 1R R

Ji1e] e fi 1L P7 (72 k) P8 (£ i) P7 (72 k) P8 (£ i)
-20° -0.28 +1.41 -0.52+2.31 157.85 + 14.48 154.31 +13.18
-10° -0.43+ 155 -1.01+2.45 159.31 + 16.65 153.62 + 14.85

1EST 0° 0.41 £ 1.50 -0.70+ 1.73 157.46 + 15.45 152.85 + 13.00
10° -0.04+1.19 -0.50 +2.27 158.31 + 16.91 152.338 £+ 11.57
20° -0.11+1.64 -1.03+2.41 156.31 + 13.09 154.23 +13.73
-20° —0.34+ 1.66 ~1.61+2.22 161.46 + 17.98 161.08 + 11.60
-10° -0.11+1.37 ~1.67+1.92 163.92 + 15.25 160.62 + 14.71

{857 0° -059+1.71 -1.82+2.30 159.31 + 17.03 158.77 + 15.30
10° —0.60 + 1.59 -1.90+1.99 161.38 + 15.36 160.92 + 13.76
20° —-0.05 + 1.43 ~1.71+2.32 161.77 + 15.50 161.92 + 12.86

3.2. BIEERES - DA EERT N170 B IE B SR HALE R

XF UG — W LA BREAT YRR I, LGSR O R i I e (R OR300, NL70 BT~ B35 s 1 A 3l 7
FIWLE 5. 4] 6.

—BINSG: yanjingzuiba-60
—BIN7: yanjingzuiba-30
——BIN8: yanjingzuiba0
BIN9: yanjingzuiba+30
BIN10: yanjingzuiba+60
——BIN36: D-yanjingzuiba-60
BIN37: D-yanjingzuiba-30
BIN38: D-yanjingzuibalO
——BIN39: D-yanjingzuiba+30
— BIN40: D-yanjingzuiba+60

Figure 5. Average amplitude of N170 components in different eye-mouth dis-
tances at different eye-mouth distances
B 5. T [ERREEM BEEEARY N170 Ak 43 40 F 1555 18
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fBa7%H: -60 -30 0 30 60

Figure 6. Topographic map of N170 components in different eye-mouth distances
at different eye-mouth distances
B 6. TEIARAEEME BIEEER N170 RL 5 Rith 2 &

3.2.1. IR

HRAE DAAERIE 72 R o i e 45 S8, %X P7. P8 i P100. N170. P200 JiJ3 1T 1 ik ek 47 1 £L 77 1
(IESZMBISL) x BRI - B 55(—60. —30. 0. 30. 60) x i X (ZE /45 M) = K & B & I & 7 2240 Hr, 45
R

JrI FE RN R, F(1,25)=3.74, p=0.055, n; =0.13, IESZIEALIEIE M IE(-0.47 £0.26 uV)
BN LT AL B IR (-0.84 + 0.24 pV). ZEATMX ERNZE, F(1,25) = 14.32, p=0.001, 7.
=0.36, ZMIANIX AR (—0.12 + 0.23 pV) & & /N T4 1 Ao X 9% I (—1.29 + 0.33 pV).

7 RN X A2 HAE A2 2%, F(1,25)=3.81, p=0.062, n. =0.13, BB RN T4 R E
AN TEAIG X, 1E 57T FLHEE & T 143 1% (—1.04 £ 0.36 pV) 2 /N T L fL(-1.54 £ 0.34 uV, p =
0.043); IESLAAETR , A2 MR X T 24195 M8 (—0.10 £ 0.23 pV) & 2 /N F 4 i figi [X (—1.04 + 0.36 uV, p = 0.006);
RINE AR, 20 M DX 6T 3403 8 (—0.14 + 0.24 pV) &3 /N T4 MK [X (—1.54 + 0.34 pV, p = 0.000). 7=l
0 DX 137 5 450 Sz T FL RN ) 2 e AN 2

IR X A2 HAEF RS, F (1,25) =275, p=0.032, n =0.10, B8R84 R E R
MR AR 55 W B (R E B 46 /N 60 (R R, 26 (i X ()P ¥ U % (0.07 + 0.24 puV) R E /N T A MIGIX (—1.29 +
0.35 uV, p = 0.000); HRHEE 5MEE 2 (A FE 245/ 30 =N, A2 MK X -39 0% (0.21 + 0.22 uV) 2 /)
T MG X (-1.025 + 0.36 uV, p = 0.000); 4 ARG 5 M T2 (B PE B O R 7K, e 00 G X 4 ~F- 35 9 i
(—0.30 + 0.24pV) &2 /N T A MK X (—1.03 £ 0.33 uV, p = 0.038); YRS H5ME 2 [ EEEH ok 30 14 =1,
AN DX (7 22 95 M (—0.28 + 0.30 uV) i35 /N T A5 Mk X (—1.45 £ 0.36 wV, p = 0.003); 4HR 515 2 [H]
PE BT K 60 15 I, 22 (K X (47 27 9 1 (—0.31 £ 0.26 V) &35 /145 Mg [X (—1.43 £ 0.40 uV, p = 0.002)..
B KA b e A DX R~ S50 M 34 2 /N T A I X

3.2.2. B

X P7. P8 iE N170 73 I AR HHEEAT T FL 77 7] ((ESE/MBISE) x HR B EL (] 6 (60 —30. 0. 30. 60)
x i DX (Ze A ) = 8 3R = IR T 2000, SRR

Ji SRR R, F(1,25) =16.77, p=0.000, 7 =0.40, IELIHFLREIE K RIF(155.45 + 2.25 ms)
BFENFEOLEAL(161.17 £ 2.10 ms). ZEATMX ERON R, F(1,25)=5.43, p=0.0328, . =0.18,
G [X. FA) 985 0K 391 (160.52 + 2.21 ms) & 3 K T4 A [X (156.11 + 2.32 ms).

5 S X 2 1058 HAE A% 83, F(1,25) =3.62, p=0.069, n: =0.13, BE—BHisRNHT4
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REoR: AEAMIGIX, LT FLRERTE R 391(152.02 + 2.23 ms) .25 /N T8 3L £1.(160.20 + 2.54 ms, p =
0.000); IESZZALET, ZE MR IX VAR 391 (158.89 + 2.65 ms) & 3% K T4 ik [X (152.01 + 2.23 ms, p = 0.001).
FEAM G X AN SL A T 2 R AR .

P7. P8 HIfl i b N170 140 i1 28 i S v AR S iR M e vh 25 SR L3¢ 2.

Table 2. Average amplitude (M + SD, uV) and latency (M + SD, ms) of N170 at P7 and P8 electrode points under eye-mouth
distance

2. RES - SEEELEMT P7. P8 BHRA F N170 BIEHSEIE(M + SD, uV) & B {REA(M + SD, ms)
FHPETR(M £ SD, pVv) EARII(M £ SD, ms)

2 B P7(AI) i) P7(AI) Pa(Ti)
—60 0.01+1.19 -1.12 +2.16 160.54 + 16.48 153.31 £ 11.73
-30 0.11+1.11 —-0.93+2.29 159.08 + 15.59 149.92 +12.58

1EY 0 —-0.25+1.39 —-0.59+1.90 158.38 + 19.65 150.38 £ 13.48
30 —-0.10+1.86 -1.12+2.11 157.85 +19.76 152.00 +£12.81
60 —-0.28 + 1.55 -1.39+2.16 158.62 + 16.79 154.46 + 14.03
—-60 0.13+1.58 -1.47 +1.83 162.92 +£16.20 160.38 £ 15.42
-30 0.31+1.28 -1.56 +1.88 163.46 + 20.55 158.08 + 14.16

1831 0 —-0.35+1.40 -1.48 +1.97 158.92 + 15.57 158.54 + 13.99
30 —-0.45+1.64 -1.71+1.94 163.46 +13.92 162.31 £ 14.76
60 -0.35+1.48 -1.46+2.30 161.92 £17.51 161.69 + 12.65

4. g

AR 538 i 5 JE B G A PR IR S S T IR BE R, SRR BT T FLIX (FFA) R I 1T 35 X
(OFA) N170 j73~F 35U M S AR I A A A L. A ERP RS A 0T T AN [ 77 0] ) ThD FLA R 2 A
06 DX AR 22 S B o 55 TN B 78— 2, THIFLARRAE 2 TR AL B R T PR 1) 788 A 8 2 S i) 281 K i %o T8 -F L PRy 144551
(Farah, Tanaka, & Drain, 1995). ERP #r &5 KW, JUTAERTA B b, BIS7 LA kLR IE 37 i FLA kLR
AR ) ST S5 5 R A R A BN R], {50 57 T LS 2 B K P i P 8 i DA B S (9 AR s A i X7
i 55 L B R 194 o L R DA % B R R AR A

4.1. EFLFHEM IS4

MBS EE R, K6 T AL AR 52 B AE 2 18] (07 B AR P2, N170 B4y 18 BB 4 ak
TR T 7 15 K TS 20 i e K T IR R T AL, ORI . DA FEUE B N170 o2 2 0 BURK R 47
(Amihai, Deouell, & Bentin, 2011), 7EAHF 7t 1E 7T FLAME LI FLAR BE 51 2 B 2 4R, X B IE 2T
FLAME S LS TR A FiRA . FIRLEE S AR AL B A T 48 ERP H &4k P100-N170-
P200 (4l 3), MG AL BRI RAVMESE, X = A Bo 4 28 SO AR Dy L3 L v SRR S 0 G Ak BEATL AR 11
& (Rousselet, Husk, Bennett, & Sekuler, 2007), HFEETE 51 & B KA F SN 5 Doris %5 A 2009 frIHfF 78
RILVEIL S as 5, Ui 7 A THIE R 425 emoji T ALA R E 512 5 202G SSABL A K S o

4.2. EFLIRAEIBIER N

£ N170 pegy b, BISZI LA RS A RO T B g 28 ok T IESL L, W AR T IESZ AL . mfLEE
RONE(FIE) 2 18] B 1 AL AR N R ST AR T IESL T FLEHA ST, IR, T LR B O T ) 48] B 2L
JE(Yin, 1969). XTI RER TN ZK: ZAGE B A0 R — R R AN i FLAO RS IR 2R . — R 3R D
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SO A M ERR AR R, AT T R B DL s Ry ok PR 3R 55 080 L VR ) F) A 1 B 451 D T
MEA R AUFFMEIR S8 BINLE LN 22 A N X 2 IR ) 22 57 52 BUAS [ AR R 4] o

4.3. EFLIRBIRX A RMML S

S 25 RR B, LR B A AR A A 35 o AATTHE VR 01 T AL A B 75 0 FH & Sk A v b 1
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