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Abstract

Emotion carries crucial qualities of the human condition, representing one of the major challenges in artificial intelligence. Re⁃
search in psychology and neuroscience in the past two to three decades has generated rich insights into the processes underlying
human emotion. Cognition and emotion represent the two main pillars of the human psyche and human intelligence. While the hu⁃
man cognitive system and cognitive brain has inspired and informed computer science and artificial intelligence, the future is ripe
for the human emotion system to be integrated into artificial intelligence and robotic systems. Here, we review behavioral and neu⁃
ral findings in human emotion perception, including facial emotion perception, olfactory emotion perception, multimodal emotion
perception, and the time course of emotion perception. It is our hope that knowledge of how humans perceive emotion will help
bring artificial intelligence strides closer to human intelligence.
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1 Introduction

W

hile computers and artificial intelligence have
assumed the supreme power of computation
and “reasoning” (in some aspects such as
chess and go) that excels even the finest hu⁃
man mind, they crumble at the simplest task that a toddler can
instinctually perform—emotion perception. Whether they are
purposeful products of evolution to serve adaptive functions or
mere vestiges as energy spillover during physiological shifts
[1], [2], emotional expressions are salient social cues in every⁃
day interactions, communicating one’s emotional states and ac⁃
tion tendencies to conspecifics [3]- [5]. Social bonding and
communal behavior via emotion (known as“emotional conta⁃
gion”; Hatfield, 1993) have the capacity to reach millions of
people and last over decades [6], [7]. Simply put, emotion is a
critical ingredient of the human condition, imbuing it with rich⁃
ness and sensibility [8]. Such importance and utility of emotion
has compelled artificial intelligence to incorporate emotion
and feelings into neural networks and robotic systems [9].
To the extent that such efforts are encouraging and some
promises are on the horizon, emotion communication is such a
complex system that all endeavors so far have fallen short.
While artificial face recognition has advanced greatly in the
field, reaching remarkable accuracy and speed, artificial emo⁃
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tion perception still lags behind. Emotional expressions are of⁃
ten transmitted and synchronized with such potency and speed
that any other stimuli would pale in comparison [10], [11]. For
instance, encoding of facial expressions or emotional gestures
in the receiver can consummate as early as 100 ms [12]-[17],
preceding the latency for structural encoding of faces (~ 170
ms) [18], [19].
This paper will discuss how this seemingly extraordinary
feat is achieved, quite effortlessly, in humans, in hopes that
such knowledge will inform and inspire the research of artifi⁃
cial emotion perception. Given its obvious advantage and domi⁃
nance in emotion communication, the discussion will focus on
facial emotion perception. Nevertheless, emotion is communi⁃
cated through multiple sensory channels. Chemical informa⁃
tion, such as smells and pheromones, may provide pivotal and
sometimes indispensable information to mediate emotion com⁃
munication. Therefore, the review will discuss emotion percep⁃
tion via the olfactory channel and how multiple modal cues are
combined in emotion perception. To account for the remark⁃
able speed of emotion perception, the time course of emotion
perception will be described with a special focus on early pro⁃
cesses. The review will end with a discussion of sensory corti⁃
cal encoding of emotion, which could provide particularly use⁃
ful insights into computation modeling of emotion perception.

2 Visual Emotion Perception

Faces are inherently salient, emotion ⁃ relevant stimuli such
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that even“neutral”faces would be emotionally charged due to
its race, gender, eye gaze, attractiveness, and so on. According⁃
ly, faces often attain preferential perception compared to other
objects [20]. Highlighting an innate advantage in face percep⁃
tion, human newborns prefer tracking faces to non⁃face objects
[21], [22]. Infant monkeys reared with no exposure to any faces
also prefer looking at human and monkey faces than non⁃face
objects [23]. Notably, these stimuli are controlled for basic vi⁃
sual properties, such as contrast, complexity and spatial fre⁃
quency, to exclude any possible confounds due to physical dis⁃
parities.
Dubbed as the“face in the crowd”effect [24], faces contain⁃
ing threat emotions such as anger and fear receive particularly
privileged perceptual analysis, often“popping out”from a
crowd of faces containing neutral or happy emotions, showing
faster reaction times and higher accuracy in face detection and
discrimination [25], [26]. This effect is particularly consistent
across studies using schematic faces but relatively controver⁃
sial when photos of real faces are involved [27], which could
be ascribed to the fact that schematic faces are generally de⁃
prived of information related to race, gender, attractiveness
and so on, i.e. the factors that are rich in real face photos but
impoverished in schematic faces [27]. Indeed, studies that at⁃
tempt to reduce such effects tend to support this face in the
crowd effect [28] as opposed to studies lacking such face con⁃
trol [29], [30].
Recent studies further suggest that this acute emotion per⁃
ception not only differentiates threat from non ⁃ threat (neutral
or positive) stimuli (along general dimensions of affective va⁃
lence/arousal; Russell, 1980), but is also capable of dissociat⁃
ing individual basic emotions (Ekman, 1992), even within the
domain of threat (e.g., fear, disgust and anger). During basic
perception, fear purportedly elicits an immediate“stop ⁃ look ⁃
and ⁃ listen”response to facilitate sensory acquisition in order
to guide action (e.g., fight or flight; Gray, 1987), while disgust
provokes instant sensory rejection to prevent poison or contami⁃
nation from entering the organism [31]. These opposing senso⁃
ry tendencies align with the contrary biomechanical properties
in facial expressions of fear and disgust. That is, wheareas fear⁃
ful faces are characterized by widened eyes and nostrils, which
augment visual and oflactory sensory intake, disgust faces are
represented by narrowed eyes and nostrils, which restrict sen⁃
sory intake (Susskind et al., 2008). Critically, these opposing
sensory responses have been repeatedly demonstrated in our
lab [32]-[34] and others (Liu et al., 2015); fear⁃evoking scenes/
faces enhance whereas disgust ⁃ evoking scenes/faces suppress
visual event⁃related potentials (ERPs; e.g., the P1 component,
an early visual ERP peaking around 100 ms) and concomitant
extrastriate cortical activity.These findings highlight the eco⁃
logical adaptiveness inherent in emotion perception, promoting
biologically appropriate actions with minimal delay.
Neuroscience research in the past few decades has provided
important insights into mechanisms and processes involved in
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encoding and recognizing emotional expressions. As summa⁃
rized in recent meta⁃analyses of neuroimaging studies, substan⁃
tial evidence implicates limbic/paralimbic structures, especial⁃
ly the amygdala and, to a lesser extent, the anterior cingulate
cortex and ventral medial prefrontal cortex/orbitofrontal cortex,
in processing facial expressions [35], [36]. These regions ap⁃
pear to be nodes shared by the emotional brain [37] and the so⁃
cial brain (Adolphs, 2009), akin to their roles in processing so⁃
cially relevant emotional information. Notably, these regions
are also responsive to emotional vocalization (e.g., laughter and
screams [38]; and emotional touch [39], [40], representing a
core system supporting amodal, abstract emotion analysis and
evaluation. As for the processing of specific (vs. general) emo⁃
tions, data to date are not as conclusive. Nevertheless, fairly
clear consensus has emerged for fear and disgust facial expres⁃
sions, which reliably activate the amygdala and insula, respec⁃
tively [35], [36]. In keeping with that, perception of fear and
disgust vocalizations also depends on these same structures
[41], [42].
While emotion research has focused primarily on limbic/
paralimbic structures, accruing evidence also isolates a highly
associative, heteromodal sensory cortex—the superior tempo⁃
ral sulcus (STS) [43]; STS is a conventional multisensory zone,
involved in vision, audition and somatosensation [44]. Impor⁃
tantly, it has been implicated in the social neural network [45],
processing sophisticated social cues to infer other people’s
mental states (e.g., theory of mind) [46], [47]. Accordingly, the
STS is found to play a critical role in the perception of facial
expressions, especially dynamic ones [48]- [50]. Furthermore,
the STS exhibits specialized response patterns for facial expres⁃
sions of the basic emotions (anger, disgust, fear, sadness, hap⁃
piness, and surprise; Ekman, 1992) and supports highly inte⁃
grated analysis of subtle differences in emotional expressions
[47]. Representing a key voice⁃processing area [51], the STS al⁃
so participates in assessing emotional vocalizations [52]. Last⁃
ly, the importance of the sensory cortex in supporting emotion
perception, independently of limbic input, has been increasing⁃
ly recognized [53]-[55].

3 Olfactory Emotion Perception

As summarized above, emotional expressions are typically
considered to be transmitted through faces and (to a lesser ex⁃
tent) posture, vocalizations, and touch, with research interest
predominantly dedicated to facial expressions. However, are
chemical senses involved in emotion communication as well?
Are chemical signals (chemosignals) of emotion processed sim⁃
ilarly as physical signals?
A large body of literature documents emotion communica⁃
tion via chemical stimuli (odors and pheromones) in non ⁃ pri⁃
mate animals [56], [57]. In these animals, olfaction is the most
crucial sensory channel, purportedly principally involved in ef⁃
fectively detecting, locating, and identifying reward and threat
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in the environment [58]. Accordingly, vital biological informa⁃
tion is transmitted among conspecifics via olfaction, informing
food or poison, mate or predator. In humans, olfaction is
deemed as a minor sensory system, and humans are considered
microsmatic [59], presumably due to Lamarckian disuse of the
olfactory sense. Nevertheless, this microsmia notion has been
challenged by recent work, documenting the remarkable capac⁃
ity of human olfaction at both neuronal and behavioral levels
[60]-[63]. Furthermore, the olfactory system is intimately asso⁃
ciated with the emotion system: odors provoke potent emotion⁃
al responses in people [64], [65], and the neuroanatomy of ol⁃
faction and emotion is intricately connected as in macrosmatic
animals [66], [67]. Indeed, infinitesimal amounts of odors (as
low as 7 ppt) can be processed by the human olfactory system
(albeit subliminally), thereby modulating affective processing
of faces [68], [69]. Lastly, the human body constantly secretes
chemicals, which vary in intensity and chemical composition
with internal/endocrine states and interactions with resident
bacteria (primarily, in axillary areas and genitalia [70]. Owing
to this close association with the host’s emotional and physio⁃
logical states, these chemical excrements can carry potent in⁃
formation about momentary emotion and intended/prepared ac⁃
tion. Overall, the special faculty of olfaction promises the sig⁃
nificance of this chemical sensory system in social communica⁃
tion of emotion.
Accruing evidence indeed suggests that humans perform
similar chemical communication of emotion as other animals.
Human body odors and fluids carry certain genetic information
such that by smelling these chemicals, the receiver can deter⁃
mine his/her genetic compatibility [71], [72] and kinship [73][75] with the sender, thereby preventing inbreeding while en⁃
hancing nepotism. Similar to chemosensory⁃based avoidance of
sick conspecifics in other mammals [76], a new study shows
that when people are sick, their body odors change, becoming
more unpleasant and unhealthy to other people [77]. In addi⁃
tion, people can detect or differentiate elevated arousal [78],
[79] as well as specific emotions (happiness, fear, disgust and
anxiety; Ackerl, Atzmueller, & Grammer, 2002; Chen & Havi⁃
land ⁃ Jones, 2000; de Groot, Smeets, Kaldewaij, Duijndam, &
Semin, 2012; Pause, Ohrt, Prehn, & Ferstl, 2004; Prehn⁃Kris⁃
tensen et al., 2009) by smelling axillary sweat. Interestingly, fa⁃
miliarity between the sender and the receiver enhances recog⁃
nition of emotion conveyed in body odors (Ackerl, Atzmueller,
& Grammer, 2002; Chen & Haviland ⁃ Jones, 2000; de Groot,
Smeets, Kaldewaij, Duijndam, & Semin, 2012; Pause, Ohrt,
Prehn, & Ferstl, 2004; Prehn⁃Kristensen et al., 2009).
In terms of underlying neural basis of chemosignaling of
emotion, evidence is fairly scarce. Nevertheless, the extant
neuroimaging data largely converge on limbic participation in
emotion communication via chemosignals [80], conforming to
emotion communication via other sensory signals. Specifically,
body odors conveying potential threat evoke strong response in
the amygdala [78], [81]- [83]. In general, the extant literature

combined with long⁃standing animal research suggests that hu⁃
man olfactory emotion communication represents a highly valu⁃
able research subject and, potentially, an emerging frontier of
the field.

4 Multisensory Integration of Emotional
Signals

As emotional expressions are communicated via multiple
senses, and very often simultaneously (e.g., a terrified face be⁃
ing accompanied by a shaky voice, tense posture, and quite
likely, a particular body odor), a natural question becomes how
multisensory emotional signals are integrated in social commu⁃
nication. For either neural activity or consequent behavior, an
organizing principle is that inputs from multiple senses con⁃
verge and interact in a variety of brain structures, supporting
highly coordinated responses [84], [85]. In fact, organisms as
primitive as a progenitor cell integrate information from multi⁃
ple senses to optimize perception; moreover, this synergy is es⁃
pecially prominent with minimal sensory input, facilitating sig⁃
nal processing in impoverished or ambiguous situations
(known as the principle of“inverse effectiveness”[86]. Con⁃
ceivably, multisensory integration of emotional expressions
would afford a special ecological advantage by facilitating com⁃
munication of salient information, especially when such activi⁃
ty is impeded by various sensory barriers (e.g., darkness, dis⁃
tance or background noise) or suppressed in special situations
(e.g., communicating with a hostage under close watch). While
pertaining primarily to integration between visual and auditory
senses, research in the past decade has shed some first light on
the mechanisms underlying multisensory integration of emo⁃
tional expressions [87], [88]. Akin to its role in processing of
emotion and its multimodal connections (via dense bidirection⁃
al fibers linking all sensory cortices) [89], the amygdala has
emerged as a key convergence/integration area in this litera⁃
ture. Furthermore, the STS (particularly, the posterior STS) has
also been isolated as a key site for multisensory convergence of
emotional expressions [87], [90]. As mentioned above, the pos⁃
terior STS is long known as a key multisensory convergence
zone, largely due to the multimodal (visual, auditory and so⁃
matosensory) neurons in this region and dense fibers connect⁃
ing it to different sensory cortices [84], [91]- [93]. Also, func⁃
tional connectivity analysis suggests that the STS not only en⁃
gages in integrating emotional expressions across modalities
(between faces and voices) but also gates synthesized sensory
input to the amygdala [94]. Given the modest size of this litera⁃
ture, however, it remains unclear whether multisensory integra⁃
tion of discrete emotional expressions would recruit distinct or
shared convergence areas and mechanisms.
Another problem yet to be explored is integration of emotion⁃
al expressions between physical and chemical senses. A
wealth of behavioral data evinces active visual and olfactory in⁃
teraction in information processing [95]-[98]. Evidence further
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suggests that synthetic or body odors can improve perception
of visual social signals including facial expressions [14], [99][101]. However, neural evidence in this regard is rather limit⁃
ed, and preliminary evidence suggests that the insula and orbi⁃
tofrontal cortex are involved in integrating emotional signals in
faces and synthetic or body odors [102]- [104]. However, due
to the relative anatomical segregation between the physical
and chemical sensory systems, it is likely that a fairly intricate
neural network would be recruited in integrating social signals
of emotion between these two systems. Indeed, in contrast to
crossmodal auditory⁃visual integration that may takes place at
early sensory corticies [105], visuo⁃olfactory integration of emo⁃
tion favors a top ⁃ down (vs. bottom ⁃ up) account of crossmodal
integration in higher⁃order brain areas [104].

5 Stages of Emotion Perception

As aforementioned, emotion perception is marked by its ex⁃
traordinary speed, taking as little as 100 ms to isolate facial ex⁃
pressions. How does the process of emotion perception unfold
over time? Starting from a highly prominent two⁃stage model of
early“quick ⁃ and ⁃ dirty”and delayed, elaborate processing of
threat information [106], the emotion literature has expanded
to support a complex system involving multiple stages and pro⁃
cesses, mediated by distributed, parallel neural pathways [11],
[107], [108]. Several influential cognitive theories converge on
a parsimonious model of three stages—an orienting mode, a
primal mode and a metacognitive model—operating in se⁃
quence over time [109], [110]. In general, predominant charges
for these three stages are feature detection, significance evalua⁃
tion, and conscious threat perception, respectively [111],
[112]. During the first stage, an external stimulus registers with
the“feature detectors”in a nonconscious, automatic fashion.
These detectors isolate signal features of biologically signifi⁃
cant stimuli, which then triggers the nonconscious“signifi⁃
cance evaluator.”Confirmation from the significance evaluator
turns on the third stage: controlled, strategic processing of the
stimulus, generating conscious threat perception. Notably,
Ohman’s model also emphasizes that autonomic arousal is di⁃
rectly activated by feature detectors, which provides input to fa⁃
cilitate significance evaluation and conscious threat percep⁃
tion.
Empirical evidence from human neuroscience research
aligns with this multi ⁃ stage view. Brain electrophysiological
(mainly ERP) research has leveraged on its precise temporal
resolution to delineate the time course of information process⁃
ing of emotional stimuli on the scale of milliseconds. Findings
from this research implicate three temporal stages of emotion
processing [11], [107], [113], [114]. The first stage, indexed by
the P1 component, represents sensory processing of emotional
stimuli in the low ⁃ level, occipital visual cortex. The second
stage, indexed by the N1/N170 components (onset ~170 ms),
entails intermediate ⁃ level, configural perceptual analysis in
06 ZTE COMMUNICATIONS
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the temporal visual cortex. The third stage, indexed by the P3/
P300 and late positive potential (LPP) components (~300 ms
and beyond), reflects high ⁃ level, cognitive and motivational
processes. During this stage, emotion processing engages mem⁃
ory⁃based, goal⁃oriented operations, often culminating in con⁃
scious perception of the stimuli and volitional behavioral re⁃
sponse. Broadly speaking, this sequence of electrophysiologi⁃
cal events corresponds really closely to the three main stages
of the cognitive models above.
Pertinent to the perception of threat specifically, a recent
study in our lab acquired fear detection rates and ERPs to
parametrically varied levels of fearful expressions along a mor⁃
phing continuum [115]. To provide further insights into the spe⁃
cific cognitive mechanisms involved at different stages in
threat perception, we decomposed the threat processing by
combining psychometric and neurometric modeling. Building
on the psychometric curve marking fear perception thresholds
(e.g., detection, sub ⁃ and supra ⁃ threshold perception), neuro⁃
metric model fitting identified four key operations along the in⁃
formation processing stream (Fig. 1). Unfolding in sequence
following face presentation, these four psychological processes
are: 1) swift, coarse categorization of fear versus neutral stimuli
(~100 ms, indexed by the P1), 2) detection of fear by picking
up minute but psychologically meaningful signals of fear (~320
ms, indexed by the P3), 3) valuation of fear signal by tracking
small distances in fear intensity, including subthreshold fear
(400-500 ms, indexed by an early subcomponent of the LPP),
and lastly 4) conscious awareness of fear supporting visibility
of suprathreshold fear (500-600 ms, indexed by a late subcom⁃
ponent of the LPP). Furthermore, as the processes became pro⁃
gressively refined over time, they were also increasingly linked
to behavioral performance (i.e., fear detection rates; Fig. 1d,
bottom row). Specifically, from the first to the last operations,
within⁃subject brain⁃behavior association grew from no associa⁃
tion, to weak, then moderate, and finally strong, respectively.
Overall, these findings provide specific descriptions and
temporal profiling of threat processing stages. The first opera⁃
tion—broad threat ⁃ non ⁃ threat categorization—would corre⁃
spond to the orienting mode in threat processing, which auto⁃
matically tags the stimuli as threat or non ⁃ threat. Such gross
categorization (at the P1 window) concurs with standard object
categorization (e.g., natural vs. domestic scenes) [116]. This
finding also aligns with the notion that emotional stimuli can
elicit rapid emotion categorization based on automatic, bottom⁃
up sensory input [117], [118], coinciding with Ohman’s idea of
“feature detectors”that isolate threat ⁃ relevant signal features
[111], [112]. This significance detection then activates salience⁃
driven bottom ⁃ up attention and the brain’s salience network,
which switches on other networks to start resource allocation
(via attention and working memory) and goal⁃driven processes
in the subsequent stages [119]-[121].
The second and third operations—threat detection and valu⁃
ation—would largely fall into the primal mode as the interme⁃
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▲Figure 1. The time course of human emotion perception. a) The GFP demonstrates five critical ERPs evoked by faces. b) Evoked P1 at the occipital
midline by the neutral face and six levels of fear (15%-45% in increments of 6%). c) Three ERPs evoked at the parietal midline by the faces. d) Psycho⁃
metric and neurometric modeling of fear detection performance and ERPs in a fear detection task maps out four key operations unfolding in sequence,
emotion categorization, detection, valuation and conscious awareness. Adapted from Forscher et al., 2016.

diate⁃level threat analysis. As illustrated in Fig. 1, the neural
detection threshold aligns with the inflection point (25% fear)
of the psychometric function, and the strength of this neural re⁃
sponse is significantly (though only weakly) predictive of fear
detection rates, suggesting somewhat reliable threat detection
at this stage. The third operation is more sophisticated and ad⁃
vanced, linearly tracking the intensity of fearful expressions
and directly predicting behavior performance (r = 0.41). The
last operation brings about conscious awareness, correspond⁃
ing closely to the metacognitive mode, where consciousness of
threat emerges and conscious processes ensue. In keeping with
that, this last operation accounts for a remarkable 31% of the

total variance of the behavioral output.
Compared to the later operations (especially threat valuation
and awareness), the first operation (threat tagging) does not
show a relation with the behavior. This finding underscores the
idea that the orienting mode is likely to be elusive to behavior⁃
al observation. Many creative paradigms (e.g., emotional
Stroop, dot⁃probe, visual cueing, and visual search) have been
used to isolate early operations in threat processing, but as
pointed out early in the field, behavioral measures from these
tasks are inevitably confounded by operations from multiple
stages [122]. By virtue of the rapid development of neuroscien⁃
tific methods, especially brain electrophysiology technologies,
December 2017 Vol.15 No. S2 ZTE COMMUNICATIONS
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relatively pure measures of the orienting mode have become vi⁃
able.

6 Conclusions

The field of artifical intelligence has progressed in leaps and
bounds over the past decade. How artifical intelligence can be⁃
come truly intelligent, taking possession of the human condi⁃
tion, has been the holy grail of the field. In the search of the hu⁃
man psyche, knowledge of reasoning and cognition had preced⁃
ed the understanding of emotion. Now, growing insights into
human emotion and emotional processes, such as emotion per⁃
ception, have issued cordial invitaitons to computer scientists
to adopt emotion⁃related models and paradigms into artifical in⁃
telligence. The future is ripe, tarry not.
References
[1] C. R. Darwin, The Expression of the Emotions in Man and Animals, 1 ed. London,
UK: John Murray, 1872.
[2] A. F. Shariff and J. L. Tracy,“What are emotion expressions for?”Current Direc⁃
tions in Psychological Science, vol. 20, no. 6, no. 395- 399, Dec. 2011. doi:
10.1177/0963721411424739.
[3] C. E. Izard, The Face of Emotions. New York, USA: Appleton ⁃ Century ⁃ Crofts,
1971.
[4] A. J. Fridlund, Human Facial Expression: An Evolutionary View. San Diego,
USA: Academic Press, 1994.
[5] R. E. Kraut and R. E. Johnston,“Social and emotional messages of smiling: an
ethological approach,”Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, vol. 37, no.
9, pp. 1539-1553, 1979.
[6] A. D. Kramer, J. E. Guillory, and J. T. Hancock,“Experimental evidence of mas⁃
sive⁃scale emotional contagion through social networks,”Proceedings of the Na⁃
tional Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, vol. 111, pp. 87888790, Jun. 2014. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1320040111.
[7] J. H. Fowler and N. A. Christakis,“Dynamic spread of happiness in a large social
network: longitudinal analysis over 20 years in the framingham heart study,”
BMJ , vol. 337, article no. a2338. doi: 10.1136/bmj.a2338.
[8] A. R. Damasio,“Descartes’error and the future of human life,”Scientific Ameri⁃
can, vol. 271, no. 4, p. 144, Oct. 1994.
[9] R. W. Picard, Aﬀective Computing. Cambridge, USA: The MIT Press, 1997, vol.
167, p. 170.
[10] U. Dimberg,“Facial reactions to facial expressions,”Psychophysiology, vol. 19,
no. 6, pp. 643-647, Nov. 1982. doi: 10.1111/j.1469⁃8986.1982.tb02516.x.
[11] P. Vuilleumier and G. Pourtois,“Distributed and interactive brain mechanisms
during emotion face perception: evidence from functional neuroimaging,”Neu⁃
ropsychologia, vol. 45, no. 1, pp. 174-194, 2007. doi: 10.1016/j.neuropsycholo⁃
gia.2006.04.0223.
[12] M. Eimer, and A. Holmes,“Event⁃related brain potential correlates of emotion⁃
al face processing,”Neuropsychologia, vol. 45, no. 1, pp. 15- 31, 2007. doi:
10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2006.04.022.
[13] T. Flaisch,and H. T. Schupp,“Tracing the time course of emotion perception:
the impact of stimulus physics and semantics on gesture processing,”Social
Cognitive and Affective Neuroscience, vol. 8, no. 7, pp. 820-827, Jul. 2013. doi:
10.1093/scan/nss073..
[14] E. C. Forscher, and W. Li,“Hemispheric asymmetry and visuo⁃olfactory inte⁃
gration in perceiving subthreshold (micro) fearful expressions,”The Journal of
Neuroscience, vol. 32, no. 6, pp. 2159-2165, Feb. 2012. doi: 10.1523/JNEURO⁃
SCI.5094⁃11.
[15] H. Kawasaki, N. Tsuchiya, C. K. Kovach, et al.,“Processing of facial emotion
in the human fusiform gyrus,”Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience, vol. 24, no. 6,
pp. 1358-1370, Jun. 2012.doi: 10.1162/jocn_a_00175.
[16] E. Redcay and T. A. Carlson,“Rapid neural discrimination of communicative
gestures,”Social Cognitive and Affective Neuroscience, vol. 10, no. 4, pp. 545551, Apr. 2015. doi: 10.1093/scan/nsu089.
[17] W. Li, R. E. Zinbarg, S. G. Boehm, and K. A. Paller,“Neural and behavioral ev⁃

08 ZTE COMMUNICATIONS

December 2017 Vol.15 No. S2

D:\EMAG\2017-12-60/VOL15\F4.VFT——8PPS/P 6

idence for affective priming from unconsciously perceived emotional facial ex⁃
pressions and the influence of trait anxiety,”Journal of Cognitive Neurosci⁃
ence , vol. 20, no. 1, pp. 95-107, Jan. 2008. doi: 10.1162/jocn.2008.20006.
[18] S. Bentin, T. Allison, A. Puce, E. Perez, and G. McCarthy,“Electrophysiologi⁃
cal studies of face perception in humans,”Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience,
vol. 8, no. 6, pp. 551-565, Nov. 1996. doi: 10.1162/jocn.1996.8.6.551.
[19] E. Halgren, T. Raij, K. Marinkovic, V. Jousmaki, and R. Hari,“Cognitive re⁃
sponse profile of the human fusiform face area as determined by MEG,”Cere⁃
bral Cortex, vol. 10, no. 1, pp. 69-81, Jan. 2000. doi: doi.org/10.1093/cercor/
10.1.69.
[20] M. J. Farah, K. D. Wilson, M. Drain, and J. N. Tanaka,“What is‘ special’
about face perception?”Psychological Review vol. 105, no. 3, pp. 482- 498,
Jul. 1998.
[21] C. J. Mondloch, T. L. Lewis, D. Robert, et al.,“Face perception during early in⁃
fancy,”Psychological Science, vol. 10, no. 5, pp. 419- 422, Sept. 1999. doi:
10.1111/1467⁃9280.00179.
[22] M. H. Johnson, S. Dziurawiec, H. Ellis, and J. Morton,“Newborns’preferential
tracking of face⁃like stimuli and its subsequent decline,”Cognition, vol. 40, no.
1-2, pp. 1-19, Aug. 1991.
[23] Y. Sugita,“Face perception in monkeys reared with no exposure to faces,”Pro⁃
ceedings of the National Academy of Sciences. vol. 105, no. 1, pp. 394- 398,
2008. doi: 10.1073/pnas.0706079105.
[24] C. H. Hansen and R. D. Hansen,“Finding the face in the crowd: an anger supe⁃
riority effect,”Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, vol. 54, no. 6, pp.
917-924, Jul. 1988. doi: 10.1037/0022⁃3514.54.6.917.
[25] A. Öhman, D. Lundqvist, and F. Esteves,“The face in the crowd revisited: a
threat advantage with schematic stimuli,”Journal of Personality and Social Psy⁃
chology, vol. 80, no. 3, pp. 381- 396, Mar. 200). doi: 10.1037/0022 ⁃
3514.80.3.381.
[26] E. Fox, V. Lester, R. Russo, et al.“Facial expressions of emotion: are angry fac⁃
es detected more efficiently?”Cognition Emotion, vol. 14, no. 1, ppl. 61- 92,
Jan. 2000. doi: 10.1080/026999300378996.
[27] A. Öhman, P. Juth, and D. Lundqvist,“Finding the face in a crowd: Relation⁃
ships between distractor redundancy, target emotion, and target gender,”Cogni⁃
tion and Emotion, vol. 24, no. 7, pp. 1216-1228, 2010. doi: 10.1080/
02699930903166882.
[28] E. Fox and L. Damjanovic,“The eyes are sufficient to produce a threat superiori⁃
ty effect,”Emotion, vol. 6, no. 3, pp. 534-539, Aug. 2006. doi: 10.1037/1528⁃
3542.6.3.534.
[29] M. G. Calvo and L. Nummenmaa,“Detection of emotional faces: salient physi⁃
cal features guide effective visual search,”Journal of Experimental Psychology:
General, vol. 137, no. 3, pp. 471-494, Aug. 2008. doi: 10.1037/a0012771.
[30] P. Juth, D. Lundqvist, A. Karlsson, and A. Öhman,“Looking for foes and
friends: perceptual and emotional factors when finding a face in the crowd,”
Emotion, vol. 5, no. 4, pp. 379- 395, Dec. 2005. doi: 10.1037/1528 ⁃
3542.5.4.379.
[31] P. Rozin and A. E. Fallon,“A perspective on disgust,”Psychological Review,
vol. 94, no. 1, pp. 23-41, Jan. 1987.
[32] E. A. Krusemark and W. Li,“Do all threats work the same way? Divergent ef⁃
fects of fear and disgust on sensory perception and attention,”The Jounal of
Neuroscience, vol. 31, no. 9, pp. 3429-3434, Mar. 2011. doi:10.1523/JNEURO⁃
SCI.4394⁃10.2011.
[33] E. A. Krusemark and W. Li,“Enhanced olfactory sensory perception of threat in
anxiety: an event⁃related fMRI study,”Chemosens Percept, vol. 5, no. 1, pp. 3745, Mar. 2012. doi:10.1007/s12078⁃011⁃9111⁃7.
[34] Y. You andW. Li,“Parallel processing of general and specific threat during ear⁃
ly stages of perception,”Social Cognitive Affective Neuroscience, vol. 11, no. 3,
pp. 395-404, 2016. doi:10.1093/scan/nsv123.
[35] D. Sabatinelli, E. E. Fortune, Q. Li, et al.,“Emotional perception: meta⁃analy⁃
ses of face and natural scene processing,”Neuroimage, vol. 54, no. 3, pp. 25242533, Feb. 2011. doi:10.1016/j.neuroimage.2010.10.011.
[36] P. Fusar ⁃ Poli, A. Placentino, F. Carletti, et al.,“Functional atlas of emotional
faces processing: a voxel⁃based meta⁃analysis of 105 functional magnetic reso⁃
nance imaging studies,”Journal of Psychiatry and Neuroscience, vol. 34, no. 6,
pp. 418-432, Nov. 2009.
[37] L. Pessoa,“On the relationship between emotion and cognition,”Nature Reviews
Neuroscience, vol. 9, no. 2, pp. 148-158, Feb. 2008. doi:10.1038/nrn2317.
[38] D. A. Sauter, F. Eisner, A. J. Calder, and S. K. Scott,“Perceptual cues in non⁃
verbal vocal expressions of emotion,”Quarterly Journal of Experimental Psy⁃
chology (Hove), vol. 63, no. 11, pp. 2251- 2272, Nov. 2010. doi:10.1080/
17470211003721642.
[39] E. T. Rolls, J. O'Doherty, M. L. Kringelbach, et al.,“Representations of pleas⁃

Special Topic
How Do Humans Perceive Emotion?
LI Wen
ant and painful touch in the human orbitofrontal and cingulate cortices,”Cere⁃
bral Cortex, vol. 13, no. 3, pp. 308-317, Mar. 2003.
[40] C. McCabe, E. T. Rolls, A. Bilderbeck, and F. McGlone,“Cognitive influences
on the affective representation of touch and the sight of touch in the human
brain,”Social Cognitive and Affective Neuroscience, vol. 3, no. 2, pp. 97- 108,
Jun. 2008. doi:10.1093/scan/nsn005.
[41] S. K. Scott, A. W. Young, A. J. Calder, et al.,“Impaired auditory recognition of
fear and anger following bilateral amygdala lesions,”Nature, vol. 385, no. 6613,
pp. 254-257, Jan. 1997. doi:10.1038/385254a0.
[42] A. J. Calder, J. Keane, F. Manes, N. Antoun, and A. W. Young,“Impaired rec⁃
ognition and experience of disgust following brain injury,”Nat Neurosci, vol. 3,
pp. 1077-1078, 2000. doi:10.1038/80586.
[43] C. P. Said, J. V. Haxby, and A. Todorov,“Brain systems for assessing the affec⁃
tive value of faces,”Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society of London.
Series B, Biological Sciences, vol. 366, no. 1572, pp. 1660- 1670, Jun. 2011.
doi:10.1098/rstb.2010.0351.
[44] J. Driver and T. Noesselt,“ Multisensory interplay reveals crossmodal influenc⁃
es on‘sensory⁃specific’brain regions, neural responses, and judgments,’Neu⁃
ron, vol. 57, no. 1, pp. 11-23, Jan. 2008. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2007.12.013.
[45] K. Vogeley and G. Bente,“‘Artificial humans’
: psychology and neuroscience
perspectives on embodiment and nonverbal communication,’Neural Networks,
vol. 23, no. 8 ⁃ 9, pp. 1077- 1090, Oct. ⁃ Nov. 2010. doi:10.1016/j.neu⁃
net.2010.06.003 (2010).
[46] U. Frith and C. D. Frith,“Development and neurophysiology of mentalizing,”
Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society B⁃Biological Sciences, vol. 358,
no. 1431, pp. 459-473, Mar. 2003. doi:DOI 10.1098/rstb.2002.1218.
[47] C. P. Said, C. D. Moore, A. D. Engell, A. Todorov, and J. V. Haxby,“Distribut⁃
ed representations of dynamic facial expressions in the superior temporal sul⁃
cus,”Journal of Vision, vol. 10, no. 5, p. 11, May 2010. doi:10.1167/10.5.11.
[48] K. S. LaBar, M. J. Crupain, J. T. Voyvodic, and G. McCarthy,“Dynamic percep⁃
tion of facial affect and identity in the human brain,”Cerebral Cortex, vol. 13,
no. 10, pp. 1023-1033, Oct. 2003.
[49] J. V. Haxby, E. A. Hoffman, and M. I. Gobbini,“Human neural systems for
face recognition and social communication,”Biological Psychiatry. vol. 51, no.
1, pp. 59-67, Jan. 2002.
[50] A. J. Calder and A. W. Young,“Understanding the recognition of facial identity
and facial expression,”Nature Reviews. Neuroscience, vol. 6, no. 8, pp. 641651, Aug. 2005. doi:10.1038/nrn1724 (2005).
[51] P. Belin, R. J. Zatorre, P. Lafaille, P. Ahad, and B. Pike,“Voice⁃selective areas
in human auditory cortex,”Nature, vol. 403, pp. 309- 312, Jan. 2000. doi:
10.1038/35002078.
[52] S. K. Scott, D. Sauter, and C. McGettigan,“Brain mechanisms for processing
perceived emotional vocalizations in humans,”Handbook of Mammalian Vocal⁃
ization: An Integrative Neuroscience Approach, vol. 19. pp. 187-197, 2010. doi:
10.1016/B978⁃0⁃12⁃374593⁃4.00019⁃X.
[53] W. Li,“Learning to smell danger: acquired associative representation of threat
in the olfactory cortex,”Frontiers in Behavioral Neuroscience. vol. 8, pp. 98,
2014. doi:10.3389/fnbeh.2014.00098.
[54] N. M. Weinberger,“Associative representational plasticity in the auditory cor⁃
tex: a synthesis of two disciplines,”Learning and Memory, vol. 14, no. 1⁃2, pp.
1-16, Jan.⁃Feb. 2007. doi: 10.1101/lm.421807.
[55] A. Grosso, M. Cambiaghi, G. Concina, T. Sacco, and B. Sacchetti,“Auditory
cortex involvement in emotional learning and memory,”Neuroscience, vol. 299,
pp. 45-55, Jul. 2015. doi: 10.1016/j.neuroscience.2015.04.068.
[56] R. Tirindelli, M. Dibattista, S. Pifferi, and A. Menini,“From pheromones to be⁃
havior,”Physiological Reviews. vol. 89, no. 3, pp. 921- 956, Jul. 2009. doi:
10.1152/physrev.00037.2008.
[57] K. Touhara and L. B. Vosshall,“Sensing odorants and pheromones with chemo⁃
sensory receptors,”Annual Review of Physiology, vol. 71, pp. 307-332, 2009.
doi:10.1146/annurev.physiol.010908.163209.
[58] L. B. Kats and L. M. Dill,“The scent of death: chemosensory assessment of pre⁃
dation risk by prey animals,”Ecoscience, vol. 5, no. 3, pp. 361-394, 1998.
[59] W. Turner,“The convolutions of the brain: a study in comparative anatomy,”
Journal of Anatomy and Physiology, vol. 25, pp. 105-153, 1890.
[60] C. Bushdid, M. O. Magnasco, L. B. Vosshall, and A. Keller,“Humans can dis⁃
criminate more than 1 trillion olfactory stimuli,”Science, vol. 343, no. 6177,
pp. 1370-1372, Mar. 2014. doi:10.1126/science.1249168.
[61] M. Laska, A. Seibt, and A. Weber,“‘Microsmatic’primates revisited: olfactory
sensitivity in the squirrel monkey,”Chemical Senses. vol. 25, no. 1, pp. 47-53,
Feb. 2000. doi: 10.1093/chemse/25.1.47 .
[62] M. Laska, M. Fendt, A. Wieser, et al.,“Detecting danger⁃⁃or just another odor⁃
ant? Olfactory sensitivity for the fox odor component 2,4,5 ⁃ trimethylthiazoline

in four species of mammals,”Physiology Behavior, vol. 84, no. 2, pp. 211-215,
Feb. 2005. doi:10.1016/j.physbeh.2004.11.006.
[63] J. P. McGann,“Poor human olfaction is a 19th ⁃ century myth,”Science, vol.
356, no. 6338, eaam7263, May 2017. doi: 10.1126/science.aam7263.
[64] S. S. Schiffman,“Physicochemical correlates of olfactory quality,”Science, vol.
185, no. 4146, pp. 112-117, 1974. doi: 10.1126/science.185.4146.112.
[65] Y. Yeshurun and N. Sobel,“An odor is not worth a thousand words: from multi⁃
dimensional odors to unidimensional odor objects,”Annual Review of Psycholo⁃
gy, vol. 61, no. 219⁃241, 2010. doi: 10.1146/annurev.psych.60.110707.163639.
[66] S. T. Carmichael,M. C. Clugnet, and J. L. Price,“Central olfactory connections
in the macaque monkey,”The Journal of Comparative Neurology, vol. 346, no.
3, pp. 403-434, Aug. 1994. doi:10.1002/cne.903460306.
[67] J. A. Gottfried,“Central mechanisms of odour object perception,”Nature Re⁃
views. Neuroscience, vol. 11, no. 9, pp. 628-641, Sept. 2010. doi: nrn2883 [pii]
10.1038/nrn2883.
[68] W. Li, I. Moallem, K. A. Paller, and J. A. Gottfried,“Subliminal smells can
guide social preferences,”Psychological Science, vol. 18, no. 12, pp. 10441049, 2007, doi: PSCI2023 [pii]10.1111/j.1467⁃9280.2007.02023.x.
[69] E. C. Forscher and W. Li,“Hemispheric asymmetry and visuo⁃olfactory integra⁃
tion in perceiving subthreshold (micro) fearful expressions,”The Journal of
Neuroscience, vol. 32, no. 6, pp. 2159- 2165, 2012. doi: 10.1523/JNEURO⁃
SCI.5094⁃11.2012.
[70] K. T. Lubke and B. M. Pause,“Always follow your nose: the functional signifi⁃
cance of social chemosignals in human reproduction and survival,”Hormones
and Behavior, vol. 68C, pp. 134-144, Feb. 2015. doi: 10.1016/j.yhbeh.2014.10.
001.
[71] S. Jacob, D. J. Hayreh, and M. K. McClintock,“Context ⁃ dependent effects of
steroid chemosignals on human physiology and mood,”Physiology & Behavior,
vol. 74, no. 1⁃2, pp. 15-27, Sept. 2001.
[72] C. Ober,“Studies of HLA, fertility and mate choice in a human isolate,”Hu⁃
man Reproduction Update, vol. 5, no. 2, pp. 103-107, Mar.⁃Apr. 1999.
[73] R. H. Porter and J. D. Moore,“Human kin recognition by olfactory cues,”Phys⁃
iology & Behavior, vol. 27, no. 3, pp. 493-495, Sept. 1981. doi: 10.1016/ 0031⁃
9384(81)90337⁃1.
[74] J. N. Lundstrom, J. A. Boyle, R. J. Zatorre, and M. Jones⁃Gotman,“The neuro⁃
nal substrates of human olfactory based kin recognition,”Human Brain Map⁃
ping, vol. 30, no. 8, pp. 2571-2580, Aug. 2009. doi:10.1002/hbm.20686.
[75] G. E. Weisfeld, T. Czilli, K. A. Phillips, J. A., Gall, and C. M. Lichtman,“Possi⁃
ble olfaction ⁃ based mechanisms in human kin recognition and inbreeding
avoidance,”Journal of Experimental Child Psychology, vol. 85, no. 3, pp. 279295, Jul. 2003.
[76] H. Arakawa, S. Cruz, and T. Deak,“From models to mechanisms: odorant com⁃
munication as a key determinant of social behavior in rodents during illness⁃as⁃
sociated states,”Neuroscience and Biobehavioral Reviews, vol. 35, no. 9, pp.
1916-1928, Oct. 2011. doi: 10.1016/j.neubiorev.2011.03.007.
[77] M. J. Olsson, J. N. Lundström, B. A. Kimball, et al.,“The scent of disease: hu⁃
man body odor contains an early chemosensory cue of sickness,”Psychological
Science, vol. 25, no. 3, pp. 817-823, Mar. 2014. doi: 10.1177/0956797613515681.
[78] L. R. Mujica⁃Parodi, H. H. Strey, B. Frederick, et al.,“Chemosensory cues to
conspecific emotional stress activate amygdala in humans,”PLoS One, vol. 4,
article no. e6415, 2009. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0006415.
[79] R. Zernecke, T. Frank, K. Haegler, et al.,“Correlation analyses of detection
thresholds of four different odorants,”Rhinology, vol. 49, no. 3, pp. 331-336,
Aug. 2011. doi: 10.4193/Rhino10.263.
[80] B. M. Pause,“Processing of body odor signals by the human brain,”Chemosen⁃
sory Perception, vol. 5, no. 1, pp. 55-63, Mar. 2012. doi: 10.1007/s12078⁃011⁃
9108⁃2.
[81] A. Prehn⁃Kristensen, C. Wiesner, T. O. Bergmann, et al.,“Induction of empa⁃
thy by the smell of anxiety,”PLoS One, vol. 4, article no. e5987, 2009. doi:
10.1371/journal.pone.0005987.
[82] A. R. Radulescu and L. R. Mujica⁃Parodi,“Human gender differences in the
perception of conspecific alarm chemosensory cues,”
. PLoS One, vol. 8, article
no. e68485, 2013. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0068485.
[83] J. N. Lundstrom, J. A. Boyle, R. J. Zatorre, and M. Jones⁃Gotman,“Functional
neuronal processing of body odors differs from that of similar common odors,”
Cerebral Cortex, vol. 18, no. 6, pp. 1466-1474, Jun. 2008. doi: 10.1093/cercor/
bhm178.
[84] J. Driver and T. Noesselt,“Multisensory interplay reveals crossmodal influenc⁃
es on‘sensory ⁃ specific’brain regions, neural responses, and judgments,”.
Neuron, vol. 57, no. 1, pp. 11-23, Jan. 2008. doi: 10.1016/j.neuron.2007.12.013.
[85] M. M. Mesulam,“From sensation to cognition,”Brain, vol. 121, no. 6, pp.
1013-1052, 1998.
December 2017 Vol.15 No. S2 ZTE COMMUNICATIONS

D:\EMAG\2017-12-60/VOL15\F4.VFT——8PPS/P 7

09

Special Topic
How Do Humans Perceive Emotion?
LI Wen
[86] B. E. Stein and M. A. Meredith,“The Merging of the Senses. Cambridge, USA:
The MIT Press, 1993.
[87] P. Maurage and S. Campanella,“Experimental and clinical usefulness of cross⁃
modal paradigms in psychiatry: an illustration from emotional processing in al⁃
cohol ⁃ dependence,”Frontiers in Human Neuroscience, vol. 7, article no. 394,
Jul. 2013. doi: 10.3389/fnhum.2013.00394.
[88] S. Campanella and P. Belin,“Integrating face and voice in person perception,”
Trends in Cognitive Sciences, vol. 11, no. 12, pp. 535- 543, Dec. 2007. doi:
10.1016/j.tics.2007.10.001.
[89] D. G. Amaral, J. L. Price, A. Pitkanen, and S. T. Carmichael,“Anatomical orga⁃
nization of the primate amygdaloid complex,”in The Amygdala: Neurobiologi⁃
cal Aspects of Emotion, Memory, and Mental Dysfunction. Newo York, USA:
Wiley⁃Liss, 1992.
[90] T. Ethofer, S. Anders, M. Erb, et al.,“Impact of voice on emotional judgment of
faces: an event⁃related fMRI study,”Human Brain Mapping, vol. 27, no. 9, pp.
707-714, 2016. doi: 10.1002/hbm.20212.
[91] J. H. Kaas and C. E. Collins,“The resurrection of multisensory cortex in pri⁃
mates: connections patterns that integrate modalities,”in The Handbook of Mul⁃
tisensory Processes, G. A. Calvert, C. Spence, and B. E. Stein Eds. Cambridge,
USA: MIT Press, 2004, pp. 285-293.
[92] M. Mesulam,“Defining neurocognitive networks in the BOLD new world of
computed connectivity,”Neuron, vol. 62, no. 1, pp. 1- 3, Apr. 2009. doi:
10.1016/j.neuron.2009.04.001.
[93] M. T. Wallace, T. J. Jr. Perrault, W. D. Hairston, and B. E. Stein,“Visual expe⁃
rience is necessary for the development of multisensory integration,”The Jour⁃
nal of Neuroscience, vol. 24, no. 43, pp. 9580-9584, Oct. 2004. doi: 10.1523/
JNEUROSCI.2535⁃04.2004.
[94] V. I. Muller, E. C. Cieslik, B. I. Turetsky, and S. B. Eickhoff,“Crossmodal in⁃
teractions in audiovisual emotion processing,”Neuroimage, vol. 60, no. 1, pp.
553-561, Mar. 2012. doi: 10.1016/j.neuroimage.2011.12.007.
[95] R. S. Herz,“The effect of verbal context on olfactory perception,”Journal of
Experimental Psychology. General, vol. 132, no. 4, pp. 595- 606, Dec. 2003.
doi: 10.1037/0096⁃3445.132.4.595.
[96] M. L. Dematte, D. Sanabria, R. Sugarman, and C. Spence,“Cross⁃modal inter⁃
actions between olfaction and touch,”Chemical Senses, vol. 31, no. 4, pp. 291300, May 2016. doi: 10.1093/chemse/bjj031.
[97] J. Djordjevic, M. Jones⁃Gotman, K. De Sousa, and H. Chertkow,“Olfaction in
patients with mild cognitive impairment and Alzheimer’s disease,”Neurobiolo⁃
gy of Aging, vol. 29, no. 5, pp. 693-706, May 2008. doi: S0197⁃4580(06)00437⁃4
[pii]10.1016/j.neurobiolaging.2006.11.014.
[98] N. Mizutani, M. Okamoto, Y. Yamaguchi, et al.,“Package images modulate fla⁃
vor perception for orange juice,”Food Quality and Preference, vol. 21, no. 7,
pp. 867-872, Oct. 2010. doi: 10.1016/j.foodqual.2010.05.010.
[99] W. Li, R. E. Zinbarg, and K. A. Paller,“Trait anxiety modulates supraliminal
and subliminal threat: brain potential evidence for early and late processing in⁃
fluences,”Cognitive Affective & Behavioral Neuroscience, vol. 7, no. 1, pp. 2536, Mar. 2007.
[100] W. Zhou and D. Chen,“Fear ⁃ related chemosignals modulate recognition of
fear in ambiguous facial expressions,”Psychological Science, vol. 20, no. 2,
pp. 177-183, Feb. 2009. doi: 10.1111/j.1467⁃9280.2009.02263.x.
[101] J. M. Leppanen and J. K. Hietanen,“Affect and face perception: odors modu⁃
late the recognition advantage of happy faces,”Emotion, vol. 3, no. 4, pp.
315-326, Dec. 2003. doi:10.1037/1528⁃3542.3.4.315.
[102] W. Zhou and D. Chen,“Encoding human sexual chemosensory cues in the or⁃
bitofrontal and fusiform cortices,”The Journal of Neuroscience, vol. 28, no.
53, pp. 14416-14421, Dec. 2008. doi:10.1523/JNEUROSCI.3148⁃08.2008.
[103] J. Seubert, T. Kellermann, J. Loughhead, et al.,“Processing of disgusted faces
is facilitated by odor primes: a functional MRI study,”Neuroimage, vol. 53,
no. 2, pp. 746-756, Nov. 2010. doi: 10.1016/j.neuroimage.2010.07.012.
[104] L. R. Novak, D. R. Gitelman, B. Schuyler, and W. Li,“Olfactory⁃visual inte⁃
gration facilitates perception of subthreshold negative emotion,”Neuropsycho⁃
logia, vol. 77, pp. 288- 297, Oct. 2015. doi: 10.1016/j.neuropsycholo⁃
gia.2015.09.005.
[105] S. Werner and U. Noppeney,“Distinct functional contributions of primary sen⁃
sory and association areas to audiovisual integration in object categorization,”
Journal of Neuroscience, vol. 30, no. 7, pp. 2662- 2675, Feb. 2010. doi:
10.1523/JNEUROSCI.5091⁃09.2010.
[106] J. E. LeDoux,“Emotion: clues from the brain,”Annual Review of Psychology,
vol. 46, pp. 209-235, Feb. 1995. doi: /10.1146/annurev.ps.46.020195.001233.
[107] R. Adolphs,“Recognizing emotion from facial expressions: psychological and
neurological mechanisms,”Behavioral and Cognitive Neuroscience Reviews,
vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 21-62, Mar. 2002.

10 ZTE COMMUNICATIONS

December 2017 Vol.15 No. S2

D:\EMAG\2017-12-60/VOL15\F4.VFT——8PPS/P 8

[108] L. Pessoa and R. Adolphs,“Emotion processing and the amygdala: from a
‘low road’to‘many roads’of evaluating biological significance,”Nature Re⁃
view Neuroscience, vol. 11, no. 11, pp. 773- 783, Nov. 2010. doi:10.1038/
nrn2920.
[109] A. T. Beck and D. A. Clark,“An information processing model of anxiety: au⁃
tomatic and strategic processes,”Behaviour Research and Therapy, vol. 35,
no. 1, pp. 49-58, Jan. 1997. doi: 10.1016/S0005⁃7967(96)00069⁃1.
[110] A. T. Beck, G. Emery, and R. Greenberg, Anxiety Disorders and Phobias: a
Cognitive Perspective. New York, USA: Basic, 1985.
[111] A. Ohman,“Fear and anxiety as emotional phenomena: clinical phenomenolo⁃
gy, evolutionary perspectives, and information ⁃ processing mechanisms,”in
Handbook of Emotions, M. Lewis and J. M. Haviland Eds. New York, USA:
Guilford Press, 1993, pp. 511-536.
[112] A. Ohman,“Fear and anxiety: evolutionary, cognitive, and clinical perspec⁃
tives,”in Handbook of Emotions (2nd ed.), M. Lewis & J. M. Haviland⁃Jones,
Eds. New York, USA: The Guilford Press, 2000, pp. 573-593.
[113] V. Miskovic and A. Keil,“Acquired fears reflected in cortical sensory process⁃
ing: a review of electrophysiological studies of human classical conditioning,”
Psychophysiology, vol. 49, no. 9, pp. 1230- 1241, Sept. 2012. doi:10.1111/
j.1469⁃8986.2012.01398.x.
[114] J. K. Olofsson and J. Polich,“Affective visual event⁃related potentials: arous⁃
al, repetition, and time ⁃ on ⁃ task,”Biological Psychology, vol. 75, no. 1, pp.
101-108, Jan. 2007. doi:10.1016/j.biopsycho.2006.12.006.
[115] E. C. Forscher, Y. Zheng, Z. Ke, J. Folstein, and W. Li,“Decomposing fear
perception: a combination of psychophysics and neurometric modeling of fear
perception,” Neuropsychologia, vol. 91, pp. 254- 261, Oct. 2016. doi:
10.1016 /j.neuropsychologia.2016.08.018.
[116] S. J. Thorpe,“The speed of categorization in the human visual system,”Neu⁃
ron, vol. 62, no. 2, pp. 168- 170, Apr. 2009. doi: 10.1016/j.neu⁃
ron.2009.04.012.
[117] T. Brosch, G. Pourtois, and D. Sander,“The perception and categorisation of
emotional stimuli: a review,”Cognition Emotion, vol. 24, no. 3, pp. 377-400,
2010. doi:Pii 91254516110.1080/02699930902975754.
[118] A. W. Young, D. Rowland, A. J. Calder, et al.,“Facial expression megamix:
tests of dimensional and category accounts of emotion recognition,”Cogni⁃
tion, vol. 63, no. 3, pp. 271-313, Jun. 1997.
[119] W. W. Seeley, V. Menon, A. F. Schatzberg, et al.,“Dissociable intrinsic con⁃
nectivity networks for salience processing and executive control,”Journal of
Neuroscience, vol. 27, no. 9, pp. 2349- 2356, Feb. 2007. doi:10.1523/JNEU⁃
ROSCI.5587⁃06.2007.
[120] V. Menon and L. Q. Uddin,“Saliency, switching, attention and control: a net⁃
work model of insula function,”Brain Structure and Function, vol. 214, no. 5⁃
6, pp. 655-667, Jun. 2010.
[121] M. Corbetta and G. L. Shulman,“Control of goal⁃directed and stimulus⁃driven
attention in the brain,”Nature Reviews Neuroscience, vol. 3, no. 3, pp. 201215, Mar. 2002.
[122] R. J. McNally,“Automaticity and the anxiety disorders,”Behaviour Research
and Therapy, vol. 33, no. 7, pp. 747-754, Sept. 1995. doi:10.1016/0005⁃7967
(95)00015⁃P.
Manuscript received: 2017⁃08⁃02

Biography
LI Wen (wenli@psy.fsu.edu) is an associate professor of Psychology and Neurosci⁃
ence and the director of the Cognitive Affective Neuroscience Laboratory, Florida
State University, USA. She received her Ph. D. in psychology from Northwestern
University (USA) in 2004 and completed postdoctoral training in neuroscience at
the Medical School of Northwestern University in 2008. Her research centers on the
interaction between emotion and cognition and their implications in psychopatholo⁃
gy. Dr. LI has won multiple awards including a Moskowitz Jacobs Inc. Award (equiv⁃
alent to Young Investigator Award) from the Association for Chemoreception Scienc⁃
es. She had received research support from the National Institute of Health (R01)
and the Department of Defense. Dr. LI currently serves as a standing member of the
Cognition ad Perception Study Section for the National Institute of Health, USA.

