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Abstract

Objective: To explore the effects of makeup on dehumanization. Methods: A single-factor (bare face,
light makeup, heavy makeup) between-subject design was employed. Participants were randomly
assigned to view three photos of female faces of the same intensity and then answered questions
about dehumanization, collecting a total of 277 valid responses. Results: 1) The main effect of makeup
intensity is significant, indicating that there are significant differences in the impact of different
makeup intensities on dehumanization. 2) The no-makeup group exhibits a higher level of dehu-
manization compared to the light-makeup group. 3) The heavy-makeup group demonstrates a higher
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level of dehumanization compared to the light-makeup group. 4) Facial attractiveness mediates the
relationship between makeup intensity and dehumanization, with variations observed across dif-
ferent levels of makeup intensity. Conclusion: Light makeup may serve as a protective factor against
dehumanization.
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1. 531§

2 N4k (Dehumanization) 2 F8 B AMATL A 52 4 1A XS FE 94T A (Haslam & Stratemeyer, 2016). H
20 thed 70 AEAR LR, R R AR O 2R 00E, (HEA SO 2240, LR B R HEik—
T4, MR AREIE 2, TR T BONTEE B AR R (Smith, 2011; Savage, 2013), FHXTH P 2 LR
WRHAT TIRE . SRR TR, WAAE T ABR R R H A FIF (Haslam, 2022). W70,
LV B AN LI AR S = T 5, B R NS St 247, IR AL S AT R (N 05 4
2020), JEATREM AL, FEMAEBAFINFIERZ A (Loughnan et al., 2017).

Wt VENRIL S O FIROAL I 755, sEmE o 22 S0 AT, (HEAI 2 N E A . MR R, 2t
BTSN A TR RIS, (A SRR R AR AR AW S 3T, O AR Lo AR v 1) B
HRGR 7 o ToIR AR VR M St , HR Re i I Bk ask /> AR THFLIY 77 i R 2%, A& AR AR B 5 (Arai & Nittono,
20220 AR, R GHALIIE 5] SR ANAFAEGH o BB B TE N IR M B 5] F3(Tagai et al., 2016), i
A — e A Ayt AW 51 /j(Schneider & Moron, 2022). AMY M, Aol 5m NBRiNE, anml (s B
FIfE J1(Hosoda et al., 2003; Etcoff etal., 2011), HHFFLR, Rk EbttaAEK(Nash etal., 2010), i
A ) B 5 i M 72 AR B Ik /7 (Tagai et al., 2016). (HAFERRE, WEl 15 £ AN AR R R
BZ W5 N VA A = N, B Lo DR S 2R B R A L 51 0, X R L B
51 15 Gy N N AL bR & (Alaei et al., 2022) 0 35 e PR HL 3 5 T SRAFAE RN T30 i 14 R0 £R B8 AhRe A, AR
BT U AR, BN AR (Tagai etal., 2016). R0, B # LM N TEELR, WLmits
AL AR SR, S8 A1k (Roylance et al., 2017; Sokolova et al., 2022). S 56 BT 78 s i M B R B6 72 3|
THIR v AT LA 2 A4k (Loughnan et al., 2010), {H#& AT RETCA(Bernard et al., 2020). JF 1, AHFFA
I, THAR 51 A P A AR (RS ) —— B 2 A R 5] ) —— T RE 2 IR B R A AL

ZELRTR, BRI M 5] o B s N AR T TR A g, T R BT R i PR
BUHRIATE 5] F3 P13 802 AV . DRI AR R R MO R B 5 2277 AL 25 AL 500 Hogk— 28
SINT B ARMLE], P T MRS A SO R AL 275 5 R AT Lo T 0P

2. 7k
2.1. #ik

B BE AT & L (http://www.credamo.com/) 4T 26 E BRIV, R BEHLEEIE S5 & 414
fwetat 277 N, Hh BPE 83 A, otk 194 A, SFIAERY(29 + 6.839)% . [ HF A HHARENL I = 7K I8
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Fr o, B 96 N, ok 98 N, Wl 83 Ao BN TS LA BERGE 1:2.
2.2. SKERT

ARG R B R ol i, RACE O R AR . A SEIR 1% 55, BEORMOAE LA =5k hE
HLEBLATIE v f5 B0k B s AR IR

2.3. SLHHR

231 ELER

N D 557 B A5 N R PR v LR T T A T T 05 2 155 40 P (M et al., 2019) H B AL G I 7k o
I FL, FF{8EF Photoshop A4 %t HEAT A T AR BE I3 o S ORUEXS = Fh B 10 RN, BER B0
BIRF G EEHANRER S RS, “ IR R LR 2 7 C PR R ANTEE
KRAEFE E DA A 77 AR 2 7 JEFIN 1 (IRAEAE) B 7 (FEH 2), [BI% I 82 57 3 1 o s 5
738

2.3.2. 1LEVERA

K Gray 25(2007) 4w 1 0 2 J & K1 22 (Mind Perception Scale), HA 45 REaN I FIIRSZ 1 . 2% Ber-
nard %5 (2020) [ 5%, iR FE A o B R T R R e s I ITH . Fh REEh M o BRI R B R AE ] 18
A (e = 0.79); BZ M BREFRYUR. BRI (o = 0.96). X TH AN ERIITIES, “&l
N R E R e RE S 4 T LR OB S AR AT IR, SR LULTRR) BN 7 (AR . RS
JiTH, #EAAEZR M Cronbach’s alpha v 0.867.

BT RRER R P4 R, KMO {E 0.81, HEREAIIARRE, RRIEHRESHITIRRERER
Mo K F M o R AT R R AR RAR A IEE RN AR, HERAREN T
0.637~0.994. [KI 2 — NI 2L, RAEAE Ny 3.441, ke 5 7259 57.347%:; IR R — A Resh I, FHiE{E 2y 0.965,
fil R T 250N 16.088%, MIANRIZR RIHARRE JT Z &N 73.435%.

2.3.3. BEHFNRRE

K F Fiske %5 (2002) 4 il () 2 22 I 5 B8 70 RO BEAE A AE AL A AME R, b e 1B A RED . AfE .
MO, B 7. I (a=0.85); HIEEMER. MG, HR. Hil(e=0.83). XA ERIETIFS,
“IrefmES, EREIR PN -2 7, JEEMN 1 JUFEA)R 7 @EE). EEE 7,
AR B Cronbach’s alpha v 0.860.

AR EER R N4 R, KMO {24 0.852, HEREAIA SR E, RonIBE & T HRENR
FOrhT e RA E R o MR AT R ZE RO B AR R R S AR B AN 3%, R R U & T
0.457~0.896. KIZ— NEESs, RFIEME N 3.856, ffRET7 Z &N 42.845%:; K& — vIBE, FRF(ER 1.222,
fife Rt 7 22 808 13.573%, /IR R THARRE 7 22 08 56.418%.

2.4. WARALE

il SPSS A HEAT HIA PESETH AT AN 3T 22 704, 2 B ERAHA R LSD 1k KA Process (1)
Bootstrap Sz = UL AT 5000 VR AG I AT TTHAR 1 BRIV« [8]45 BON A RN o

3. &R
3.1. #RML
FEEFREZMT, %2 NIRRT RR G200, 5 R % 1,
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Table 1. Scores of dehumanization indicators under different makeup conditions (M + SD)

# 1. TRMEEHETEAMLIEFREIE (M £ SD)

S 2H ) E i Rl WA
ResltE 5.309 + 0.994 5.344 +1.037 4,868 + 0.997
R 3.990 + 2.068 3.956 + 2.182 4,137 £1.781

VA 3.329 £ 0.723 3.599 +0.722 3.480 + 0.729
g 3.609 £ 0.703 3.612 £0.743 2.958 + 0.753
TR 1.760 + 1.003 2.770 £ 1.330 4.480 + 1.223
AL 51 3.260 + 1.242 4.140 +1.235 3.720 £ 1.382

3.2. LRI AR

BRPERL RS, ANRIZL 2 IR A77E 5% 2% 57t (F= 424.550, p < 0.001, n% =0.756). #H47H )52 HILE
RIM=AHAN 2 B REES, XRALFEE 58I

33. BERBESH

DA EC AR B R N A&, o AVETRbR(REBNTE B2, BE 77 IRIE). VEIERALFE FE AT FLIR 51
o AE AR R, BT RREERT Z0 T S FEZ R KRR, HREAREAEHN L
WEFRF . SRR, WO PRI 2 i B R (F = 117.343,p < 0.001, n) =0.461). fEififL
Wesl o, Sz WA EREES, #TREZHEEBE R, RALANHILRG 1 RE ST R
2H(p =0.001 <0.05) Flif Iz 2H (p = 0.047 < 0.05). 7EREBNVE b, WRM AN R B8 2 = T Ul 4H.(F = 6.027,
p=0.03, n; =0.042); fEUL MRy 1, FBIAL Pt I 8 2% v Tl 41(F = 23.106, p < 0.001, nj =0.144),
RRBH SR M H (A TC W3 72 5 . AEREJITT IR, WML 3 v T 24 (p = 0.045 < 0.05).

3.4. PATH

PIMEHARFEAE N E AR R, 2 NPEALTERR(RE 0« IRIR « RESNIE) M IR AS &, AL 51 I p AL & .
PRAE SR8 26 AF 7 N ER AL S M 2 A L =28, SRR 45 (2021) IR FE 7 0] B AR B AT R AU A »
WK 1. 22 3, WMIT AR 3 MR, FILRRILEIE SRR, AT R A RN 4T o

Table 2. Analysis results of the mediating effect of facial attractiveness

F 2. mILRSINBIh AR 534S

95% & {5 [X [H]

Bl SE B1E
2.5% 97.5%
LA 2 R
FHUH AL ) -0.882 0.181 -10.245 -0.520 —0.663
Wt~ LR 51 77 -0.420 0.191 -0.797 -0.043 -0.316
WAL —~Reah it -0.392 0.147 -0.682 -0.102 —-0.381
AL A —esh it 0.200 0.046 0.109 0.290 0.258
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WM~ FLR 5| 1~ Besh -0.084 0.044 -0.177 -0.007 -0.082
R~ -0.014 0.094 -0.199 0.171 -0.019
L5 1 — e 0.280 0.030 0.221 0.338 0.510
RO —~ AL 1 —fe -0.247 0.058 -0.366 -0.140 -0.338
Wl — IR PE —0.548 0.099 -0.743 -0.353 -0.695
AL A — 1R 0.253 0.031 0.192 0.314 0.426

Wt dH — AL 51— 1A% —0.106 0.051 -0.208 -0.010 -0.135

Wi 2 ffizn, Bootstrap AR, WO GESh M I BB 25, B LA AL 5| S 7E ek 2 5 68
BPEZ [ HR A PR o X B8 0 I BN AN B3, T A dad T AL 5| J el sg e 7, DR,
LR 51 e R S he 2 iR R e e A EH . A IR IR () B s B2, Rk, mFLR 51
TER M 45 R R 2 [ RS B30 7 A VR
4. i

AR T B AER AR BT 25 NPEA i semn, S5 EoR, TEREBNPE SIRME T, At fR R 1) 32 R
B, HTHELZEIBORIIVORAEE S T U . X IR T IR, Rtk o AR T ok
&, EHR N E NN 5. X5 Bernard Z5(2020) (R 7T 45 B — 8, RO /D 1 % Lotk S o
FIUEEE, S8 AL, [RIBHIES] CDH B3 7E o [ 138 F

REZN AR B Gray 25(2007)7E oo 0B BRI ELIR SR I, Aok A 0008 7 e aitE S sz, seshit
ARG AR H B, ]l WL PEASERE D), HEETANBRIL B AT, RN, Finsg. 2
W RSN S B0 2 NPEAAR DG, T IS P S LR 25 A VEAGAE 5% o AR AL O A A R 06 25 AVEAL IR 52
RIS Lo PR I A0 2 1 RS M R 2 AL R RN R, AT R I 1) R TR 1 A 1 8 0 AR
EAEKF AR, iCIZRE 2, KRWAM MRS . ST S5 R85 RATE, Morris 45(2018)
RO, Ve R OCVE H AR AE B D e M AL B, dib AT TR O R Z R ) N 1, s tbs i
P R 58 VR G A D ) S N BSOS SR T e AR A B, W AT R A B = N SSIIAR T, BHURAL, X 5 A ST Fi 4
BAE— 2 ZESR . B Vendemia & Fox (2024) W5k, BEAI A=A T s dE ALt r=
AT EZINMAEANM . Bk, BRFERMIEIEAL, ERXFFIE T LLILAER.

IEAh, Fiske %5 (2002) 2B D RAR AR R BE AT RE I AN4ERE, 20 nlARER Tt N = B 518K g
PIRIhRE. HA R AR #AE. BR. Hik. WEBRREE TG, Kkt iba & g kAR
2R EH(Mittal & Silvera, 2020). hAh, Klatt %5(2016) IR TR BB R, 5 Lo A RFAEAH C 45 5
TR, A5 A B Sk A AN 1R 2H 5 4 VP e il PR R P e, I LRI RIE OB . M2 T,
i L AR IR R BE VP A% o IR, MO L Lo tEAERe st . RPN R R BA%, WHES
WATAEAE 2 24T 2 B AP IIFFE . 2otk T e 2 A IR EE R F 403 SE A0SR SRATAL A 1) e 1 A = AN
SEfR, 6 e N4t 25 48 1 (Delpriore et al., 2018).

TEREHI(ARET) BE. ML, H3eg /). W) i, BT HEZHEILEBORI, WhHAEZE TR
H, BB 2R BB AR T VR M B Gy A A 25 NG IR B FEZIBR B AR, S22 1 )
AW B AERARRE T iR, X8 ABVCAE S Bh(Kuljian & Hohman, 2022). ®FARFFEREE, ik
P A e J(Klatt et al., 2016), FF H B2 5 {f1 H 5% (Schneider & Moron, 2022). AR 5R IR 51 774
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ARERE S 1 etk i) 54+ 3L (Delpriore et al., 2018), ft AAHE T A0t it o, 2B L ERE A A BE TR,
AR

AW I R IR M H A AE T AL 5] J B e, S5EmT Fu s R — 5. Al 3= Bl i o2 j ik
AERAE(IRES . W BRI THIE FLIR 5] 71 (Batres et al., 2018; Etcoff et al., 2011; Jones & Kramer, 2016). %1%
RERESE T LR 51 ) SREORFF H AR AT, PRIk 2 k. ST, FHAERTA BB Re s i 51 77, Jones 45
(2014)F1 Tagai 55 (2016) WS R, Wk REMRH I, FHMIILEAA HAEEIF A (Bernard et al.,
2020). AHEFLA R I H LA T AL 5] ) EAR IS TR 2, ik — e et AL

UeAh, AL G| AL AR BE S 2e NG Z (B 2 T B, X 5 eRTimt o gt RAH—2, B
FLR 51 3R R AMA A 2\ 0 ) B B K 35 2 — (Etcoff et al., 2011; Hosoda et al., 2003). Guéguen Al Jacob
(2011) RIRAXA XS /N SRAT 52 2 B 2o IR Ss TR 51 D BT/ 2 00, BRAFEAG S 2E T 2o ks B 2 Wi
S (RN B R R 51 03K AN A RG] JIH AR A2 IS IRIE . . BUTEUR
(Berry, 1991). AHFFRM, FERBAHALEE T, LRG| J#ES] 7 A rfER .. BRIy, oL
W 51 J3AE M 5 I B S 2 TR o R /AR AR T AL 51 72 s eI W A (3 7 R 3o WOt
i e 0% B3 SO At N AN AR R AR S PR, T T AL 5| e e Bk — D R IR . SR BRIk
A Sl 25 A T T AL S| 3358, IX R WIR A T Ry “IE BEAB 7 B A A ARAA T, T ) “ad g
FROER T, BRG] 305 TR IXFCH ) “A BARIER” TRE SR BB O3, YO “ A
PAFEIR " B “HAZEhHLE S, AT R FLR 5] Jy. LIRS Sk, SRR, RN AN
N “SERRENERRE” . mEALR Sl E SRR FIGEE, iR . “EFER” . “AIfE” o Etcoff
SE(2011) MR FE R B, THE B] JIX AT Ay I N EXRAN A5 FE A B B IE s, R, BEE (G
AFREERG N, ARG BT R — e R, LIRS TR TR, AR R S AL S ) 2
5 U R 2. O R, ekoid i BRI 51 0 77 SRR 7 AR IR R R R o Mo L Tk
ARG e N—Fh . B ENR, T FL S AR AR 2 N Eese A SEY), PRI AL 51 /)
R SRR A RRR A ER . 1Ak, AL e S Re sh Pk [ h e, RITH
LM 51 Jy s AR RSN FA T e o BAARSKTE, MO LW 5| JJAEAEBISSE R, AL T340 5
HAL AR TFLR T I BEAR, Wl nT Regl ik sy “IE BRI “AER” Bl “HAZHALL”
(UK B SR BRI RG] ), AR “AEW” o R SRR ZIAREN G, X 2 Bk
LS JIPP5r e SHRPEIX —4ERET &, Resh it —Fh SR ir ah B 4ERE, DRI T f L 5| 2 9 e sh
PERIVESy, =R G IR IR T “IRIE” FRR, BN “HREJ)” (Fiskeetal., 2002). FH., @ik
SIMEE G RN R CEATE 7 L “ReEERET , KL G 71 S Resh itk A el mT fe
FEWOE “Re IR MIZINEN SR, A “FBEXREANRMAENTERE )™, AT FEARXS F LIk B8 7 I vPAN Al
YT AR AW . I HL R FRAC AL 51 7716 77 B e Re s 1T oy AL G IERBS
A1z e A E R, BB 55T L 51 /), TRHRRRAC T A AR AN RE 1A . AR T30t 1)
EFEABMITT 5, BT Ae 5 e BRI (W« W 0) BRIHT AR AR, B g sy Al BOIRAS AR 7 B« 2k
R AR, AT FRARIR 5] J1VE 5o T RE 1N “Elk iz fe” o “ i @fRaReE )7 « “URFKT”
RINEN . BHUG AT AN, ZREU I I 0] AT AMe R ECASE SO T S B L 51 77 R, ATRAL A4
MEETT. B4R LLEH, LRSI R E N E B, B TE R &4k S AR ) o 52
2 e N YN X AL (T ot bu /52 Wi L) &1 A P w:aiii] = (N (RS R NI PR N E X S <1
KR, WA SR T S I ERE, B T AT T FLAT AR A 1O BRI R R B . (HIEAR
WA, JEARRIAILR G 1 A FE . B2 IO R, LR R AT Re 2 oK R B 1 22 S 0 ARk
A2 2 AR . HRIE Gray 25(2007)F) — 70O B B 1E , B2 MK L A AE AR A A AR
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SHEFIRE (UK. Fodm s BH). 2GR, TR RPL BAHoS2d, =Hulouln HArm fLAYEZ
PEVEP BT 2 22 57, IX P R RAE NSOt N AR AR IR (R RE 0 (I« AR B s fise g, B
AR HRT A (N TABA RIS 22 I8 S B AL o R AR RS A (o FLAZ A0 BEIBR K )R H 2 1,
M A e T

Pt AFERCHAR R 27 B AN AR LR T LIRS g, F Has i FLR 51 0 fEminng Ao, i s
IEF KPR RR BE S8 ont 25 APEAL IR T EAF S AL o0 S MRV, s S T 2o ik i £L A
WGl Ay, B T 2 AR

5. &g

LT, AR TR R R B, If B R T AL S A R A
FE T ENEER O AANRT . EANEE M EZER S OBEIR, SAMERARL ST
FAAETRIZ RN o A TR R kI AL AR, IRAIRT T AR R B B AL
RAENHIAEI R, vk ANECEIR SR M 7RSO SC R B IR0 it . 8RR, A B TR
THCPEREALR S 77, IERERRAR 2 APEALECRT, AT 5 L VEAEAEAS I & 7 (10 B OSR]I s s
R T LM EA B SRR I BA — 2 M ER SR . 1A, BRI RR AT, AR
AR FE B AR IS B 78 70 28 R Ao ™ A AR B AR B 5, AR X e R R 25 N PEAE e 5 N
PEAG A B — BRIV . B TAFEAS AR I 2R EN AN 25 NPEAL, DRI AT S B B R T Tl
5 RN IR ZAT G 2N HEE “RB # [RBES7 « Wtk # ARIR” © Wk # AH
7 RIEG], HIESTE AR L SO E AL . BRAh, Wt B RE Gk 5 NPEALRLR, (HIXAR “RIT T T RE
PSR ZIAR ENGONART, RS AR IR 2otk A R . AR GRS A PR R RIS, ) T
PG E B S 2R Fik, X RO P A AL 2 D BE DD RESR AL TR L M, o HESD
PRSBSOS LIS T BRI . RRIT AR — PR R TP A REET 5 “Ak
Rik” , WA R A SR P SEBL R IR I E B 5 8™

S5k
RS, W, WTLIE(2020). A AMLIRIA . S5 RRAHE R0 S, 28(6), 1177-1134.

ARG, FRWAE, WSS, FEREE, X (2021). WURIE X WABYTHIMRE A B e BRI R AER. OB R,
53(5), 456-468.
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