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RJNGH77} o] FoiA= AL AA 719 7]
W 2 (memory-based model)@ A F= =d
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S B &7 AR o] Fojx AR AT
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Said, 2011). 1 F= ZEA thiel thEk <
Ag7ke 1 Gl o) THest AR we
St &, Bt o) Fold Gl Bk
" HRE HsHA HJ=ATF H7F AHE F
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A8 A4S Tl B A THRule, Krendl,
Ivcevic, & Ambadyet, 2013). ATFAELS o] T
A Bl Viozxete &2 ARt oWel AF
o g HAEW(Bar, Neta, & Linz, 2006; Olivola
& Todorov, 2010; Willis & Todorov, 2006), E}FQ12]
dEFE B i AEY A da L34
QA FE3t= Bl 34 wFE AAET
4™ K Cogsdill, Todorov, Spelke, & Banaji, 2014).

xH 2l 23 ldEt
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NE Qg % 21 uwl
S Yoluks Ao welth FAAEL o
o2 @ A7) ofstm A AA Fasel
6% AErro] AFAQ WPoT FE AYL

i sheE, ol Q4 FE mdo] Az

3ttt

QukAel Q] Weleks Fael 277}
FthBlais & Nadeau, 1996). 53] Aol gt A
A ANT R0} 3RS e Al B
FuA) 9Ry 9BV B Foy A
H9e Bo) FuAE doste Aol 2 A
© 2 e THAtkinson, & Hill, 2009;
Thrasher, 2008;
Berggren, Jordahl, & Poutvaara, 2010; Lenz &
Lawson, 2011). Kinder(1986)= AAF AFREo] A
Aok FAE Y ARS0 HZol rhsst
SEE AR AL AN B B
oA Mxsta +& BAos Arfgste] A
o wdva FEHT ojet Z2 wEtolA
Dumitrescu 5(2015)-2 WA|R| 9] A RT} H[Ao]&]
A1 & E(nonverbal confidence)?7} T3 )Xo w]X]
© %] ¥ AW #d AR FEEG A
H7He B3 HdolA AR e B 2

% ool ¥ Ava FAsdt
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SEAL QYEV H Ao 2101 AL 2210] bIAlE g

FEol YWH o s ARgStE e uAH
(Bodenhausen, 1990). <, 1Aty A3t v AT
3
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= = I3
TS sl He Aotk dF AR /A Ve
& 53 92e) ool B OB AFE A
89 Avsel oaiw, AgEe Aol sz
Aol tf A= Aol HEo] S d2FE&
=& FZAAMo] =& AbgK(Carre, McCormick, &

Mondloch, 2009), 1ol Wik HA] A= A
(Hehman, Leitner, Deegan, & Gaertner, 2013), %2l
A 2o AL A ARtolel ofrle A
o] ZITKStirrat & Perrett, 2010). =3+ AlFEL O
& e dEFI o] omtE B 1
RlE-o] ¥AIVIES TS (Todorov, Olivola,
Dotsch, & Mende-Siedlecki, 2015), T AE9 ¢,
E T BRE Ry 443 Aujde #
g AEH Ate sk Zlo]l BarE dthDotsch
& Todorov, 2012). ©]&|&t A& QAW AT
IAFII o BEd tide] WA 54 ad
S HojEr

aABEe mEe E AR T o A
@] Teksan sk oAb A%l Fa 47
548 37 547 BEPldn ¥ + 3
oh 37l B Asch(1946)2] 271 Aol
ARE ATAEEL AFEe] Bl WY, 23
= e HEgolg F 28
7tk Al 2behslrhCuddy,
Fiske, & Glick, 2008; Judd, James-Hawkins, Yzerbyt,
& Kashima, 2005; Wojciszke, 2005). 2o &
g ATEol JYHAA o] F2 HH o o
o3l =l A R3L FHAEd, Y8 E Kirkpatrick 9}
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¢l¢l Ao & ENGHTHChen, Jing, & Lee, 2014).
Ed dFZEE §33 TR s AAA
3 54 WA g FuA) A4 4A B

A ARE o =8| = 3} THChen, Jing, & Lee,

Caprara 5(1993) Z} A 7Hself-confidence) S A
B = (dominance)®] 3¢ MEFo =2 A AR =M,
Aol Fob Hols A FuAL AA F
BoA FHE Thedo] £ AoE UERT

A ol Fold A FRAS F A
7} ATl e, AT WA AWl
A8 gl Aut Bx FRES 92U B
a0 g wEge NG W, gl
&AWL 7P FRA F EFEs} A

A#A-S HAHRule &
Ambady, 2010; Todorov, Said, Engell, & Oosterhof,
2008).

of o= fiwd Mol dZe FuAe
A AN BHE gl Hrhe ol ¥
# =H(Todorov, Mandisodza, Goren, & Hall, 2005),
olg 3 A= wl=, MU, F=US tFe=
3}k Oﬂ:[lg}. o=y} A0lS Ao ® 3 o Frol| A
A| A =] A TH Antonakis & Dalgas, 2009; Olivola
& Todorov, 2010). ol&g AE
s, AAA, AT o] d2=HE F
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BrEAke] At Q1Fo] IEIE AAE o
9EA A= Ao E Ve THXie, Flake, &
Hehman, in press). =g AFHEL Hod I3
& ojWl AZU7tel gk AL 71ES THA
I glem, Aile] HAolgta Adste I
S ¢ AzsE AHo] RIEQTHRhodes et al.,
2001; Valentine, Darling, & Donnelly, 2004). ©]&
3 A= Prixte #H m= Lo g <l
go) Mawol Y PlATE AL HeZET
SEt R B9 oiA B aslel A
Qlol Ui QLEst % HEEA) WAL G
gl ob ATE wA Wk

A% ush Bustel QgEtel F
WA FPsgel Sl B sl S0l
Fo|, AkS] AAH A7t Atk 71E AT l
SE SAAFAY A} w24E M
(Conservatives) = A A|Sl= 7 ko] =24, EZ\[_%}

=
=

L:L tlo

& AAsIE AFEES AU 449 guE A
Soke © W, R (Liberals)S A A Sk A
e g 449 guE Hdsste Aol
o] R E R HLaustsen, 2017). 1EfA FxE
ARl Qo] AFELS FTRAGAA ZAT =
= mdolgts A4 Sdol tisl AZGste
34 17 ¥ TR Hds HAEE AAste

2o Z HTKLaustsen,
Aol Aol AEo| MelolH
D57 AW AFol i@ AA wgel Aol
oplake B Ade Qs B3 AP
A olze BUNT A7 B e vA=
Aoz dHA SUtKCarney, Jost,
Potter, 2008; Hibbing, Smith, & Alford, 2013; Oxley
et al., 2008).
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Levinson, & Sanford, 1950; Carvacho et al., 2013).
5, i ARREAF A ffel wEkA BRIl
B A7 9 Beko] T & Acks Aol
ol A= ARAAA A EE 4
SxelHel HEst 4AA erel 14Elel
GHe FozH FuA Mswolr
A % Aoks ZPsAe AN E
B7rAre] HE A )lE #d AFRA

ki

A Ha, AR} IX|sH= FThaffect-congruent
judgment)S 3}A] F| EE(Forgas & Bower, 1987),
QlEo gk ARV} e B3I AFgoAE 2
ol tigh 3487 A¥E7HE A EThForgas
& Fast, 2008). EF ABEL Blolo] Bt =
A QRIS SHe AW ohuzt ol
@ HEEdE Aolg Hlth A7o] slaha
Belo] PRI Age P3| Mol OIS o

X & dhthal SFchRogers & Biesanz, 2015). H7}A}
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A =] AAAd Ertet FRA F AHA
Toll Evigt wS3 FRA F HoR MAS
ot g=e] A oA AHY Qo] FRA
[R1RT B gk FaFeo)

TEHJOBREE|IE, o]FS, 2000, Al &
£HA gv wS3 FERAE B AT AREst
Atk FEA F W] ARRIS TN LS
TEE AXKE AR T, AR A =27
9} AR & dEe] ATV $EA 3 FYstE
5 AFE AR A2y Z2 O3 T EAS A
st A5t HrAY AA FRA} diF
of Aol &&H AXol 7P‘*§ T Aen
&&4E AGE F2T 7 Ae

T Ue dEole BolR %‘E% stk &
Aoz 3 Abd AAF A F ARE
B3 453 volo wig s AT+ {3 2
o7 JEh A SFUTHFEA 1 o] F=
56.94(8D=6.43), TR} 2 o] F= M=57.68
(SD=4.56), «79)=-1.29, p=.199; TR} 1 TZ=
M=291(SD=.80), TH A} 2 TE M=2.69 (SD=
1.03), €79)=1,72, p=.089). E3} =4 G3=
Astazt $EALS] ARl AA £AE FA8kst
Ak ol ATl e HIIAEo] FERAL|
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oRt SJESIEE 57| st FRAY] o]
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B wA & FuAe el ANE doict
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B4 A, FRAE G e B 1689 F
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b FaAY QB AE A S Y=S
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il
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3387}

TRz el tisiAe AR Grj) 2
4 glof Bojrpe, RAANC Yokt FH 1
of Lk, FEAC YIS Fd) Ho 2ol
de Al AA EHow WASA stk A=
Qo] AHSH Hsh gol 2t ZHe & BFO
2 AE3}H O H(Todorov et al.,, 2005), H7IA=
2zel) sl 57 AAE HEF Agsel ¢
shTki—sl 18 @k =g 1Ech,

R R Rh

2 AFolAMe Jide] AT AEE Lot
B7] el AR BT A ERactazzi,
Bobbio, & Canova, 2007) % H{F92 F43
5529 F 4 2¥< AUIF Fr2o18)°]
AR AL ARSI dA EdoEE <
gfels fejuelE WA Qs FHE 0l
M2 S AL oS RlAE ¥E &
Feer AExpp F¥5 Hasgrrr 9o,
ofol hal sH FUAE HE== HsiAl s
(=48 T8A g, s=u$ TPth B a7
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2% / A B 0] BEShs M7 WA OIMEI W MBS0 20t B 2010] 0XlE

oA $dHF HAx d EFo Ug A=
= .8830]%th

A2k AAH A9

welo] Az A BAH AN
= HEp £ Y FAE A ofi

FEelz Y2Fsp izl el 1(&Hshell A
10037 Atele] HAER FEASHIT

49 BwEE

2 AFAE A5 w2 4o MEER
A )sle] Diener 5(1985)0] /NLg 4o w
2] &= (Satisfaction With Life Scale)S A, o3},
A &=2010)0] Mg A& AHgst SA sk
o o) AmE Al sl 0 AAAL B
HES WAL Aoz & sEgos T4
Atk A BHoRL “HUFOE 1 UYL
W oy OE o7l meol] AHgTEE, o
oA el SR 1 AAE A2 Fap 5
Qrki—ds 1A 9 s—uhs Pt #
Qold ahe] WEE Ax i 2ol U4
FA == 90701tk

7l &4

% 24290] AT FHAstFon, 1F A
o] 99(40.9%)%, A o] 143(59.1%)F oAt} 7}
22l Yol 20ti7F 75WG1%), 30th7F 65
(26.9%), 40tN7} 7698(31.4%), SOHN7} 1978(7.9%),

6oti7t 7%l AE HAT wE
= ¥ 13 gk 2 wWdle) w9 Wast
7 & 20 Ae)

rlo
=5

A A R F ¥ S5 FTE AU
Sl i3k 29= # 39 AEsHe] gk =
B2} 27} 512%2 T 2o Hd9S dgit

FET M o5

TR AEEE dFshe UL 7oA
Uolr 7] 943 SPSS 22.0& o]-&3td 9AH 3
AL AAsianh mdle -"FEZ} Mg s
om, @A 1o Hrpate] QAEAEHA W
2 oo} 4ES %‘a%}&’il GA 20l A
Helez odfFoA Hx, Azdd A7l

o

oo rfr & & o 3@ M
N

TRz Oig AR AL, 54,
2A8E dEsnh T4 Wl E FHo
3 535 As=Hch
3R Aype E 40 HEHo] Uk B
2 Ax}, dole} ¥ e ApEAEE W
e FRA ATEE AYsiA Ze AeE 4
ettt A 7tE AAF A9E $RA 20 dig
AsEg AWstanh. 424, fs4de g <
FR7E FRA 19 THA ASEE folsHl
Agstgon, Aaz, HAA, feddl o
AdH7HE FRA 20 Ui AEEE Fo5H
Atk a2y ARRIze] SRk 1o oig
AsEE AWsiA] @otornz B A7 Anes
7Hd 129} 138 AAEH 7M. 112 A A EHA|
gega & 5 Aok

Agd aglo] JAGHI FEFs mH $R
2 Ao se 2P A deFS v =X gs) &
ofr7] ffste] 19 13 22 AT RS A
3lgth. BAL AMOS 2208 83l A=
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B 1. ZUHRel o7 EAEA HE U X[ZHE ZHE +E

o 1 = T

T H/3(%) 43(%) Al(%)
a4 99(40.9) 143(59.1) 242(100)
Sk 20TH 16(16.2) 59(41.3) 75(31.0)
30TH 28(28.3) 37(25.9) 65(26.9)
40tH) 39(39.4) 37(25.9) 76(31.4)
Soth 10(1.1) 9(6.3) 19(7.9)
6ot 6(6.1) 1(0.7) 7(2.9)
AFA A A& 27(27.3) 34(23.8) 61(25.2%)
AH77] 26(36.3) 3021) 56(23.1%)
75 22(22.3) 47(32.9) 69(28.5%)
A 11(11.1) 22(15.4) 33(13.6%)
Bt 6(6.1) 7(4.9) 13(5.4%)
xSA 4(4.0) 1(0.7) 52.1%)
AT 3(3.0) 2(1.4) 5(2.1%)
AztE AA A A9 319 0~20% 6(6.1) 4(2.8) 10(4.1)
21~40% 29(29.3) 34(23.8) 63(26)
41~60% 44(44.4) 65(45.5) 109(45)
61~80% 17(17.2) 35(24.5) 52(21.5)
81~100% 3(3.0) 5(3.5) 8(3.3)
2. 7L #Holzh At
M(SD) 1. 2. 3.
1. o] 36.06(11.94)
2. oA F 2.77(.79) 328
3. A2t AAA A9 50.67%(16.95%) -115 -083
4. 9] ST 3.66(1.24) -.036 056 4347
= "p < 0L
PG AABT WA A7 Y-S wgstel vl YL vA Fua dawe 9
E3t R saturated mode)®] HA2 oS ot WA= EE A F2E Tt Ut
Bttt Estudds Bk Ade Add & WA Esiude] AR fol4e Jopmgitt
Qo] AHHo R 7 FRo| UF FuA HEE xude Jl5d RE A2E TS
o YL X RE HH A2t FuA A wEe] AFEs} 00ln], o] W RAHFE
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TR 2910 IR ¥

OO — o A — — —o = [s=) oo
E 3. FEXYH MSE U 2E MEg
<147} Aug: NEEE)  FRA HI% PREZAR
AR 7E: 3.42(.574)
FRz 1 AAA: 2.87(.799) 87(36%) 2.25(.575)
f543: 3.10(.824)
ARAIZE: 3.30(.894)
IRz} 2 AAA: 2.95(.868) 124(51.2%) 2.39(.624)"
B4 3400861
Doy 31(12.8%)

F T AA AAdME FRIL 3golgod TR Ao FE AHY B ATNNRE FE Ao 27 A7

*hk

7 F AR FRE A of 729 $HE BN ALt FRAZ FEFE p < 01, Tp < 0019 F
oA frelstnt
F 4. 2 ZEXS0| iE MSTol| ohEt YAIM 372N Zo}
Rzt 1 TR 2
B R4 B R4
Al o] 072 .006 .103 010
4 051 .009
A2 o 063 010 075 059"
&L 044 -.001
SR Fe 054 147"
Azkg AAH A9 097 196"
e Ex -018 023
A3 Lol 031 292" 052 449"
38 -.027 -.067
PRI ERES 025 063
AzkE ARA A9 041 124
arel EE 029 026
Aal 7 087 192"
PR 225" 326"
+54 339" 328"
Z "y < 01, ™ < 001
= AREA Fevh Z3lrdoe x3hE A=A H ARAT B9l 007~.13HF At 24
& 2 05 FFAA FYslA ¢o AHE=(FF3F S FATIT FAHX S(modification index)ol] W}
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FRA 1 AR

A9 39| Fuz1
Eh-A=
AAH A9
FRrz 2
del BEe ek
Fuzt2 334
a7 1. 97 Holg 25 EHE ZEEY (37RY)
13 FHFE® A 137 FEA 29] o3 HRIZE % 204 B nie}l o] HE 2l x3
TH It Y 29 2o HEF nde H AZE &4 mire dEHE RAFIUY F,
SR HE mde nd [z ApLe AT AAH X9 2o AElF g
CFI=.999, NFI=.961 RMSEA=.009, TLI=.998ZA] Qe Zrzbd tgk FHA Az - A<
2 Y AYPEE KT FFE FA o, TR s AGEIE
} 289" FrA 1
Fu 1 A > .
SOEREC
AAH A3
497 ERA 2
& A 7F > a
—,—EZ}- 2 Z]'\_\:! }“jiE

& p < .05, ™ < 001)
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U /AR HE Qo] HESE 7 22X QlarErzE 8 Mool A0 EI7HRt 2210] 0jxl= et

7JZ2A4  Lower bounds Upper bounds

AA &
AT TR 1 Az HIt -181" -357 -024
T FHA 2 AL B} 165" .006 327
FAAAFI-FEA 1 HSE -052° - 111 -.005
A FoA->FHA 2 AEE 080" .003 168
A4E BAH A9 — FRA 1 AN Bt a7’ 054 328
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Evaluator factors affecting attribute inferences of and

preferences for election candidates with no acquaintance

Min Young Kim

Department of Psychology, Keimyung University

The current study is designed to investigate the importance of factors influence voting decisions and candidate
preferences. Previous research suggests that people can infer internal attributes from the candidate's face, and
that the inferred attributes can also affect preferences for candidates. The current study attempts to investigate
internal attributes affecting candidate preferences, when including evaluator factors such as right-wing
authoritarianism. With this aim, 242 participants were asked to infer self-confidence, competence, and
trustworthy by looking at the faces of candidates from the local election in 2018. The results showed that the
self-confidence, competence, and trustworthiness inferred from the candidate’s face significantly explained the
preference for voting. In addition, the right-wing authoritarianism of the participants appeared to make the
differences in inference of self-confidence across candidates, which in turn resulted in differences in the voting
preference for each candidate. However, the high preference for candidates reported in this study did not
predict actual election results. The findings of this study provide basic information about impression evaluation

among Koreans and voting behavior in case of lacking information.

Keywords: impression evaluation, voting decision, candidate preferences, election
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