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1.518

MARATIRBI MR AT, i A I I — A R BT S TR R4 )L 2 )i
I, DU EE 25 G AR BRSO M M TE B IXOME H W ARTE T RACANE . B Pud T, IE
FEZINR EN R (Stereotype) (I SRR I . ZIIA BN Gl 3 4 8 SR RE 22 RO REE BRI BT REA 1. — BT
JEREHE ELARXT [ 46 15 2 (Allport, 1954). ‘EAEN— I AFAE AL ARG, IR ZIFE NG N BR
). BRI R T A2 451 (Fiske, 1998).

H Lo OB EA DK, PRAZINEN R ISR SR 2R HAZ 0 W —. BRI 7 2 5
¢$@m5ﬁﬁﬁﬁo%L%@ﬂk%@mmmmmmmmmm%u@%ﬁ%mﬁmmmq
1950) ILSLHEEAR MR (Realistic Group Conflict) 1 ZE J5 35 4+ ¥ M (Sherif, 1936), 242\ FIH®
(Social Identity Theory)Xf 447 #E4A [ 2L 551 (Sherif & Sherif, 1953; Tajfel & Turner, 2004), X%
IR ERAG ZINREN G R EUE IR . WTE RS SREEEA SIS BTk MRF G BE)S, A2l
BRI AR E M TE . HRERE, ZIREIGARR L2, INnRIEARRE, Kk
SRR Fk 245 20 L R EU —FA &4 12 (cognitive shortcut) 5% 7 & #X(heuristics) HE i
(Hamilton & Rose, 1980; Kahneman & Tversky, 1973; Tversky & Kahneman, 1974). i1, MikaH
BNRIERIIE . AL R IATH 24098, R T B U AT HE T (Allidina & Cunningham,
2023; Fiske & Taylor, 1991; Sherman et al., 2009; Taylor, 1981).

MKW R, (AR 25 REERMRZM . 0% R E I AR 2R E G 38 4 070 ]
P, IR RCE RN T TSI, AL AR CRATA” Fem R anfr” 5 ORfT, IR
PRAFANFTH N TR, SR TR0 DU ST R A5 T B 04 5 AL 23 2% ) 15 PR ek,

B SEVER Y R R AN AN ] 14541 22 AR 4 L8 L U BT (Amodio, 2025; Cushman, 2024; Gershman
& Cikara, 2023), HAAYFIH, CAF B4 5L 0 7T SCRF(Lockwood & Klein-Fliigge, 2021;
Mahmoodi & Rushworth, 2026; Olsson et al., 2020; Zhang et al., 2020). EIX—HEZEN, ZIMKED R KT
55 R AT DA 2 R MO IR . #E42 52 ] (social learning),  JVEAMA U > 15 5¢ T HEAR I AN
s #L42iZ f(social generalization), JRVEAMAUMADREA PRI BUHHFBRECR IAMA . 2870, 3
G NR— R, o IR A BRI RS BA L . BT, ASCHESOX AR,
S54RSS DU R, RGRBLZINED GOU R B3R S5 2 AR A RN T E S o

2L.HEFES: WK

ZIEN GO AT “ SO R A JERS 7 IX 5850, HIB AT LA i A A 1]
A B, CORRRRT TR, BRI G fr AR A 2 L AR ) L IR A T R
A T, CRAARRRR WA, BIASMA U S S BRI S R BN RIS . AR
fith b, IR U (e T U AR T SR B Ak, U RSE T ZIAR BN G R R ]
2.1 BN L IS HE
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ZINREN G R — AR NS, DR B AA T AT pE s B . RAEAL 2450 AR U
A, PSRRI AN B ELAE AR R, T F EAMARAT AR A2 HEh A SRR
AT

#2721 (Social Structure Learning Model)$& tH, R fwad iz U1 3 HE B I AT U8 52 i 4k 2
Bl G AATAIEEAT A BT AR ESD ORI AT WL e R G4, B T e
PRI JE 30 HE R POBAEREIRSE K | WZZHHE ) (Gershman & Cikara, 2020). X — i FE#bE 1 @ 5 — 0
FEALTEE AT CRIBTANMA S H OO SARRD , TR A E R RN Z 0 R R/ M. Fian, 75 “FAr
BN B “IIRRARIIAR” ZE=T0REF, M A 54K B 7T RI&A (T B 1R
MEE S, HERZFHHEGME CAEEREMIFERR, ATTTREMAHEN S B J& T 7 —##4(Gershman
et al., 2015; Gershman & Niv, 2010; Pietraszewski, 2022).

Gershman &5 (2017)F S50 9IX — ML $E 4t 1 BB (Gershman et al., 2017). £ LRSI HRIERE
E55H, R FEEE TAREAN AR B 5258 1) o nik B H BRI 50%, HFE M oI
RSN . RERIETH=T7 C G B CRNS AMZE5EEE 3 (75%EE)
B, BR=#FETHEEEHE: HCHA SRS 5H AR50, Box AR CHBS—#
o GRER, SHENERELEZIRERASE R, DU g 2 SRR L& AR R B35
T ZOUAIMERR . Lau S — BRI, X FREERY S IR SAT ML SR, 36 S EUBRAIA Iz
ft.(Lau etal., 2018) . BFFAFARMERX, HS5EFEERBUA MGG, 2RI, L85
FRZ5H5 SARENTH SN SR ER, RSN RN S S 5HE TR
ERER, S HEHEAMEL AT REERMUOE FERFEZ N, 24512 NFT H T i 0 T8 80 52 90 g F
I3 e FETHR D VERLIEIR BUR (MR ST 7R 7 AHSCRIPHE 40 B, oAl 5 A AT At i
JZ /R FE TN B2 2 (medial prefrontal cortex, mPFC/pregenual anterior cingulate, pgACC) )3 Zh4H
O, TV LE AL S AR 45 ) (1 A0E ) 5 45 00 1T & (right anterior insula, rAL)#3EZ)AH 5% (Lau et al.,
2020). ZARFEBER S HT(MVPAYFLE— PR, B MRTHIY R Z/ 057 K2 (dACC/MCC) FTiT
0 5 (A e 20T DAHERA [X 73 P BF AR 2B A4 (Cikara et al., 2017). IXEEHIEIEE R, WE1E
BEURGEF R gmAD A HOMOT (AR L0, ASRETRTAL A fA7 B A AR AU 5
2.2 B RBR G R385

TERIBEZ JG, %050 KOS R I18 XA BR AT AR R st S ME” .
FER RS T B 45 (0 B P A M AN RN RSB R SE . R d i, MR A B R s R B A 2
G SIS 1B 50, HIE T B H ORI 15 00 T AR (R R R R 1R
2.2.1 ZWER SHBRE

SI0IB PRI T 2 R ST, IR FIREAE A S A 5 4 2 PR I B e s ) 4 3ok i ST
RS . (ERAEZTH, X2 S s B IR RAE, BB 55 2 A1) B sh G a5 ¥
I (Gawronski & Bodenhausen, 2006). fETHEJZ, 585 3R ML 70X — R EIER R tho
BN — RINRFIRE, AMAOEIE AT S RAF IR EE T, I R I L S U5 R B R B A 1
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IME AL VEE) — VEEAE) + ad, Hr o 5% 2] % (learning rate), % HIHHE BT A M EASTH
FEBIIESE; & ATRINR % (prediction error), RISERRIRAF 45 5 T Z [A] ) Z2E (Eckstein et all.,
2021; Lockwood & Klein-Fliigge, 2021; Sutton & Barto, 1998; Zhang et al., 2020).

LRI PR I =0 5 )T A AETH M BT H 2 X 7 (Amodio, 2025; Amodio & Cikara,
2021). PRY- LAk I St (Evaluative Conditioning, EC), & REAA-4 57 645 b B 20 T i O Al (De
Houwer et al., 2001; Ohman, 2005). MMAEIFATEERITERENME, AR PR SRBEAAR R A G AR
4, conditional stimulus, CS) & 5 5 FABK B # A R (A 2% A4 )3, unconditional stimulus, US)fEH] 2%
EILEL, (4 3 BhE ST 2 R 45 (Amodio & Cikara, 2021; Ohman, 2005; Olsson et al., 2005).
X PR 5] E BT A5 % (amygdala), 15 AAITEBS B ARG HARRREFUEIR AT, B gext
R BRI R T E S5 O L, S BT840 2% > o (1 JEAS 28 2 3] (model-free learning) (Amodio,
2019). EIEEFESIRM T MERAT HRF S IRE R G, 2 38 T A% % ] (instrumental
learning)id #£(Amodio, 2025; Schultner, Stillerman, et al., 2024). W3] B K A8 23 (value
shaping) LI, BIRLEEE 1) iF AN 52 HARAT SR BRIIRE, 36 B4R AT A& R R m AT M5,
m gk EAb A Attt (Schultner, Lindstrom, et al., 2024).

AMRIEI AL 2 BB AT L A Al BB DA (A (BT g0, B 7T DAHEWT AT N A 5K o (A
PEAEER ) (Hackel et al., 2020). fEMEETH, Lo MEMEGIIRSEARIEE AR5 T A
W5 P 2 B (0 4 ) AT REAE [R]— 4L X B g S 9 (B 5 5 (Wake & Tzuma, 2017), FZAFEE A
I 450 52 2 (ventromedial prefrontal cortex, vmPEC)FIZUIR £ (striatum) (Joiner et al., 2017; Kumaran
etal., 2016). AL FXHAERIZRAD, SHANFRF . & EIHERTIE P &5 1 57 )2 (posterior cingulate
cortex, PCC). #LHT M (precuneus). I ¥4 (superior temporal sulcus, STS)AIFH T E & [X (temporo-
parietal junction, TPJ)Z 5 [X (Bellucci et al., 2019; Hackel et al., 2015; Kobayashi et al., 2022).

222 BRERS BRI

B BRI E 5 X — 55 RGORALB AT O T REAR M ANR, Bk AE T R 3Ar
FRFAE, B EA EAEH W ThRERITE LN 25 (De Houwer et al., 2021). flln, “ZEZR#ER” £—4
A DAV Al >y B BB ) iy ' (proposition), T A A 5 45 5 1] 22 8] 1 A7 SLBC AR (Gelman et all,
2004). 1EANFKFHA Hizg Fig) 2 4 ) /372 (K. A. Collins & Clément, 2012; Maass, 1999;
Martin et al., 2014), %5 AN 1RES R — USRI AT S0, RIS SRS 20 [F A A
REE IR T, e RN 1 R A2 UL T R AR 125 R R AR E LRI B 1) L S 4T 9 (Beukeboom, 2025).
4% (transmission chain)ff 7R/~ T8 SR I A ZIREN R, BAILEM TG RE 2Rk
G, S EREAR G A YIS X EN R &4t (Hutchison et al., 2018). 15 & &I i
A 115 BRG], BRI MR A SRR, Ak AT AT By “AURZ ST,
— 35 YRR AL ZI AR B 5 (Beukeboom & Burgers, 2019).

BT W T U i R AE, FETEE T AT DU R o ) S R R AT 2 . AT
T, ZIRENRATHIE A pCRET | #EAA),  BITESS & MR T 3EABER, 2 M A S RHE 1
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FAMEZE (McCauley & Stitt, 1978). MR4E WA, ZMERFTHE— 2D 7009 pCReT | #EIK) = p(HF
Ji) * p(REAA | REIT) / p(REFR),  Hor pCREB) AT SE 50 GZAFRE RN R ORISR, p(BFAK |
e AR CRA ZAFR NS TR IAEE) |, p(BHA) NBHA RS GZBHATE S AN DT E
1) - Solanki Ml Cesario (2025)JHF 7t X — AR5 M FR it 1 SEUEARHE, A8 T — &5 T 2R
BN A, HAit T 8 MESZO(J /4, TR/ A5 10 R0 (S ZIbR/s 3F
ZIBOI BRI B . SR ER, S 5EEEMTTNER SR 2SR, Hehmmes
TR DU RN X A5 o X R, ZIAR BN R A A R AE 2 I 5 DU RE 8 — SO R
PEEER . TREDRIAI S,  EOR DU e A dr RURAE SR AL T T Re v SR, (H 3 7E B IR AR ot
FUE BEER: R E MR NN BRI, DU e 02 — PR (5 RS 1
THEHLH

PR ) A AR AL, 7 K3 75 B8 (Large Language Model, LLM)H 1753 1 ElHIE. Bao
(2024)JF & FOHERD 25 B 2 1 56 (fill-mask association test, FMAT)#& it 7 —Fh M iERLZ H B R dr
RAFRAEIIEAE . 1ZJ7EFH BERT 5 5 M IR R MRS DR, 81 LA R B R 7E RS A IR 1
B rb TSR B p(BEAA | K5I, 5 DU STHESE o (ARl T T A s — B 4w, R
& LLM R85 IS A 5 L(Bai, Wang, et al., 2025; Garg et al., 2018; Hagendorff et al., 2023), {H
R BB R T DA AR R BRI S IX B4
223 RBRIESHERENRZE

LU0 5 T MR R E R L RS AME, AAELBARIERET, WAMERIESE
442 H . Gawronski 11 Bodenhausen $2 H} [5G AE -y VP-4l 152 2 (Associative-Propositional Evaluation
Model, APE)XiX — #1347 T 138 (Gawronski & Bodenhausen, 2006, 2011). —J51f, HEAR 0 Af
DA i REERAE N 800 2 A4 5 SRR A4 B 0 HL 8 J 7 A 19 1 0 A 97 T S s o (R AR B0 )
EUURAR, WA R XN BHATTREA L E” ) S — U7, A RRERAE ] DALY SRR R
fiE, BIWFEIR A ZIR D RAE G T EAUER G, RIERERPR A8 B S B0s U &y, AMaden]
I i R T 0 15 5 R AT N iL . De Houwer 25 (2021)#E—542 i, W 24445 LT ABAE T2
FIOBERILS, AT F AT e dr V) (De Houwer et al., 2021).

Kurdi %5 (2023) 170/ HT I SEIE A FE R R 73X —Feig e MR I, JB0IR 0 SR BN (AR 2
SARND FIRIESOCR (I “AFEB T B” , @I A ZRRENS SR AT
HART SR AOVEAY, E 2 7E R A A4S B R RS B 1 1280045 BT AN [F) (Kurdi et al., 2023), GX—45
RIOR, TELBRNES RS, BARRAES A RERAE X 531 5 LA G FE 2R 18 BT (R 52 4 BE s
WA, ZIAR ED 5T g RIS 52 3 B R 2% ST AL ) 8
23 BRENEHSE L

BRI — B, JRdE— AR, (BthgidER 5 M. UUR N =A TR B A2
e TR ZE GO IRBNSE R, CA ST, DLRIRR-F A R B ] S B RA 2 T 4
FEZIREN R
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2.3.1 iR 2 IR BRI SE

SEAL 2 STHIRZ O BBARE, AMAIE I TR 22 (Prediction Error, PE), RISZRr&s B 5 U2 A 22
fH, RIAECOH RS IAE (Sutton & Barto, 1998). {EZIMEN R AIESE T, RZIBLENGAE B4 1
RITRINRZE, T RE IR R ED RSB S 325 /). Falbén %R FAMERIEBAES, LS 5E TN
X AR 53 AT FL, ST 2 o e ot v i B T R X B R o (A A B B S G (1 0 B 5%
4F)(Falbén et al., 2023). THHEBA GRS SIS B, RL-DDM) 73 #T oK, M SZIRET R —
B EETR/ BB DHER, S H5FES RN RAE BRI H 58P TR
Golubickis F5it— B &I,  HFHRFIE 204k B0 5 B VT AL 5 35 5200 2 2] 1 % (Golubickis et al.,
2024). {ERZINREN G2 ST, m iR A T FL AR Lot Lot N 3R T A ) 2% ) 3
PRy TEZIBCEN G I B, AR 1) S 25 e TR AL AS R T3 M A 6 55 M S A 50 A ) 2 S s
fMRIBF TR I, EIR SR R T 6045 1AM AT 40 B )= (rostrolateral PFC). 5 L34, A ITH R
/N (right inferior parietal lobule, rIPL)FH & #1177 B /2 (PCC) &5 L5 1 9% i 42 k- 2> HE B T e AH SC A0 fing [X
4% (Mende-Siedlecki, Cai, et al., 2013).

SRT, 4TINS 2R BT RANRE AN, ORI IS SERTIBC A AR, 0 mT DA R i R B
PREER AN, T EE I AR TR P L SE B (Martinez et al., 2025; Maurer et al., 1995;
Richards & Hewstone, 2001). A4t (Subtyping), 4t 25 FEAR SUALRHAE A A5 25 09 “ 4
G877, B A RAEHE SR, AR EAG ZIR D R A Z i . 7B (Subgrouping) i
18, MEAMASLFE R — P B R, RREJEE KRR T B IR E TR (anfE
“EPE” FIER “CIBENET D R EA ZINE R RIS AT A . DU
BN, SOF(E ROE B r B H AR R p S, ROFAT A BAE = AAREEA L), B2 Zfilok
TR, IWTHESIZIMR EP R IAEIE; T B 0 B0, Frf AT N TE A & b))
ORI, ST S EUE A UL H [ 4k (Gershman & Cikara, 2023). X —it H45 18 AZIREN R
kLTI 7R B @I SHRALIANTEIRR) . B I R ZIR BN RS, A 2R HR &
ZRALIBHAR AL S, SRR At OB R A S5 44 o
2.3.2 EEHEIEFEIRR

e PO 5% 22 RS DB SE BT, TS A7 AE I ZIAR B AT 2 A2 AN FR T HL X — I R, s HLAi )
THFFMAMEIECAHE S WHEBRR S8 R 7 W Fh 32 ZZH1H] (Schultner, Stillerman, et al., 2024;
Traast et al., 2024, 2025). #5—, ZINREIG I8 25 A i 65005 & (prior belief), JANFRIRHABRE 7 A
AR BT, G, — AR RIEZIRERAANS 5%, £5RAK LY, "Ikt
SPBEACHEAEr F)MR. 28, ZIRENR FECAXFR % ] % (learning rate). 41, XSk
FURTAIIAT 5 IR, SRR I BRI AR RAT A% > B8 . IR LHRIIERER, S SR
FETHNS 56 A A 5 A 2000 S BBEANT 2% =0 S PO S AN R AE A 23 H A 22

Hedrich %5 (2024) )\ 58 ZEAli ) J2 HU X OSSR UE SR AL T ke AR RRAL % 2] RS i n L
GG HIRF AR NFERE T BEARAFE) (Hedrich et al., 2024). #HELPUE BN AIE A, KM )
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TG T AR A LA B R A 8 FRIRFAIE IR R AR 2R B G M LA B S E HE R PR A S R il 2
—o EEEMEZIRENGIC AL, M55 SR A RO T IR R A 2R ET R (W SE . ANETE)
I, AT T ERIm I I R,  HEANRERYE SOIE (S S T (Rosler et al., 2025).
2.3.3 RE-F HERE S mE

ZINREN G ] — BTG USRS ? B T S i 2 MUK B 2] 26, —NEERZ I R T
= RORFREAR B B 25 —— 4R K -FI F [F 45 (explore-exploit dilemma) (Bai et al., 2022). —/MiE KK
W e KA B 4, RS AN AR BB “ERER” IR R ER, BT R T
AR SRR AN (RN “FIF” ), AT ZERE H AT e FIAE 2 50 B R . IXP R &
R 2R (locally adaptive exploration) 5l ELARE K7 1A P LAS /NS AR SR 19 R (i 2, (Ko
AR R E R FHEARMBIREGE AT, SEUMATE R R 5 B3R RAT R,
FE4 R B T AN HERIIED &R

Bai %5 (2022){HF 5E 5 1 2 B I EALTE N DASHIE: 25 & 7E A T o 5 DA fE s B A
ITZREE, 2 5FTLUER S A FRA S A E LIR30, BRI B2 0 T B shi 2 ic
Ste GEREIN, (ERAR SRR LA ZERIELT, BEEFENSSE B0 T4 ikt —#
i, FEEEAGERR N ZES, R T AERT 4R (Bai et al., 2022). Allidina 1 Cunningham
(2021) KB, e T4 47 T ZIAC D G FF A ) T [ 5 A A B LB, R AT gD T 3R
WU E B HIMLE, TERL T RAAREYEYEH (Allidina & Cunningham, 2021).

X —HESLIE B ff ke 2B B0 GO ] B & L3I -RE ) —4E 454 (Bai, Griffiths, et al., 2025). fiff
FR A ZE NN, 1S5 ZH RIS N A AU R/ IE AN B
FRX M TAE . SEENURZRALL, BERRNSSHLMR T EHRNRHAS Rk, 15487 H
P T RO R B . SR RRARR R BRI T TS i (PR 2R 220l BRARAZE S . BEATL PR )%
BROHD T o EAZIREN S, BB SR RAAE R Bk E FR R TINL.. #E 1 RS LR i
HHATIZ AT, 3T 4L AR (feature-based exploration) L 2> T B He 5 8 K A [FI TR AE 2 A Y
BT, NI E R EE AR ) ) R B R T

M HBE W AES, WRE-FIHREE L R )5 DU e 1220 e DU HTHESE
PRI M5 SRR T SR ST IOPR R SRS . BB Z 1 SR IR TR A A 1) T3 435 T — B0 EL B X
%, SEEERAEAEMZ: TA IR FRFE SO R A 65, TR E R AR (Villiger,
2025).

3zl KA R A

Fh 25 SR T ZIBREN R UM T G, ABAA SIS AR, ZIBREN G2 BT LAREAT Wit R i 5
Wi, JEMKHEE T2 A, BPHIX LA (R I0HE T 258 B MA RIS 55 4 (Hackel, Kogon, et al., 2022). 24t
AR AIBRERAE T2 TN — A AR B AR A4, DR e L DT 38 N BR800, AT A
22 B IR FiR 2
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3.1 ZLEE

FE 215 85 A (32 A BT A 38 2 A6 5 0 (universal law of generalization): 2 44 i B A #5i T AH B
P, IEECHAREL,  FREEBE 5 EA1Z [ IE#2 (Frank, 2018; Shepard, 1987; Verosky & Todorov,
2010). TEZIREP IR R, 3 bR TAE AU ) DT T 3 Bl i 2 2% 5 ThRB 2k 22 R Ak R Aok o
W
3.1.1 BETFHIREZER

19872 4k (Perceptual-based generalization) /& i ELWLHI M AE, KM T RN AT 45 A BAGAE, 045
T FLEFAECI ke TSR . R BIRES . KEMRMLLLIEHIEHZE (Hu & O’Toole, 2023;
Krahé et al., 2021; Todorov et al., 2015). fETH5LZ T, 1K — i 152 TR A R IHE A 44% FA) o it e ALE
) B A B A SR R AR S [ AT BE S LR 5 40 38 BN, US55 %3
NAMEAHEATSS, TR LRI BE A N 2RIV AMEAE,  HLIFf R0 i THT LA B A1 T Dk 553
(FeldmanHall et al., 2018). MMEHLIHIE, A0z AN TR RO B3 Mk 3] 33
—THI L RSB GE TR, AL B J2 rp e 4 T et T LB 43 22 R AT ih 2 S 31504k, i K
X B AR ST FLARFAE BERBURK, T DRI S B2z A B A BA T FL (Stegmann et al., 2020).

HALE 9t AR, SZIRET RN BAAAE R G RIEK (Sutherland & Young, 2022). 15
an, BEFIWCAAE S EEMR “3F 7 OB E . A, IR E R, A I
SRS . SRR X LSRR AE SR I SHCAITONRE UG T « B AANME AR S AF 10 T ALRAAE
HIH 2 (Bjornsdottir et al., 2024). — il fMRI FITTHTAT LR, AL S PHAl BRI T 5 AR fir
TR A VTG B PR 0 SO T LT e A AMEEAE) PP, A s U 251 %
(amygdala); T FLCBETE B A WG] J1 AEREE)RIVERL, S 5 22 BORNME T A G
HIMG X, ELFE PO AT B2 )2 (medial prefrontal cortex, mPFC). P MHEX K JZ (medial orbitofrontal
cortex, mOFC) L & fR B 4% (nucleus accumbens, Nacc) (Mende-Siedlecki, Said, et al., 2013).

3.1.2 EFIIERE

551502 AR, ThEEIZ AK(Functional-based generalization) i #6238 it B IN) W82 35451 3 4
JEYE. TETHEZM, ThREARIME AT DAELAAR 8 1 78 4% 5 (latent variable) #EAT (IR ICAT, 474 8L
ZAMAFR E A FEThRE . TR R 45 Rl TR ZARFAT SRR, BUAE AT TR AN SR AE b 58 A
[, WEESZIENIRIER(A. G. E. Collins & Frank, 2013; Shohamy & Wagner, 2008).

o A OOU RPN RSE )2 e B i i D e R . #Lox M (018 (Social Role Theory)f& i, A
ATR R AR RN ORI ZIAREN G, IFARE T HAEA R, T2 XX LU R4l A
W FITYNE B4 2 M 82 (Koenig & Eagly, 2014). i, - afoembem. Egmafif
Wik, RIS amE, L2 NH L. B NFER, KTk, MAORREREZ 0
B0 LB, TEREMZINREN G . 2T FCIESE T 4t M At iz (P BB E A . BRMLARRE
AMLREIREN ANATXF RS AL e A4, B 2 RS2 M BURI AN S iz Ak, L2800 00 R Ha
TR ST R, Y%L E (Noyes etal., 2021). Flan, HtteMfEE5EMEEW “BH+L7)
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GRS I, AT “G207 , PRimEeRR)REESEEG “GE07 , LM T R
JR), EFATEIERS AR (Gustafsson Sendén et al., 2020).
313 MR SRERNES

W RR SRR R IFAMALIBAT, TRAEKM P ITE R R %5 . Freeman Fl
Johnson(2016)#2 H! ()3 4538 HAH %Y (Dynamic Interactive Theory)ih A, M3 %1% £ Ge(AIARR 91T L
[X Fusiform face area FFA)5 =il 1 2SR G (WIHTH#IM anterior temporal lobe ATL. HEZ Y 2
orbitofrontal cortex OFC)Z [H] /7 {EJG I IE AN H B KA (Freeman & Johnson, 2016; Stolier & Freeman,
2016). i, AR—FSC AR BB X —ZIRREN G, A A TERER B 2 R o
JJE R, RN FL AR im0 e | R b ) SR R i e e, B % FLse bR b
APER . X E TR R AR T AT A ZIRRED G L M A A S A S (9 G, SRS SR
SN TFrf ) T HARE R 28). 48 RERB(TMS) B IESE, 1 AT 5 J2 (dorsomedial
prefrontal cortex, dmPFC){E#E & i F2 L CAE A, 550K R B AS R IR 1E B4 2. (T FLAE 5 4
)AL 2 B2 BN R (Ferrari et al., 2016).

3.2 BREMIRMB RSN

— EUBT MR R A SE R L, ZIAR D SRR LB A D IR IR AR A R . 1E
WAk 232 ST BAPE PR 5, 12 AR BERRS R AR T REVR T 2k IR AR IS 1 . TR 508 i g <7 Y AR
RASCRROE . HANMIIR R BEHAPRSS BB TAE S By, SRS i Rl ), X —
AR AR . WS 5l B L 1 A R N SR o IR R . MARET O A
AR5 S DR AR R BEAT MRS P HE T, G an I “ A il 03 mT Re B e i i TT{E AR
J¥ .

B SR PR, 22 3 1 B b O P [ 7 PRI, TR AR T BE RS A P A 23 TR S5
Frolichs %5 (2022) &3, AAILER O SRR THAMARS, 2R RS SRES . — RS % Rl
MK, RORANMAS H T ERAR R PR NBEAT LU, AT ZIAR B0 A T S r b AT . —
FERLIE SRME , NSRRI 2 B (R A D G5 R EAT B R 2 A AN “Ah1a) ” HEWT “4@1R ™ )(Frolichs
etal., 2022). CAH KEWFAIAMNTBER F LR B N ERIRGE M BEATZ AL, BN AARE I EN R
HEWTHRMY PE AT /7 (Hackel, Mende-Siedlecki, et al., 2022). M 52BN G H#EK & 7E4T 9(Bellucci et al.,
2019; Rosler et al., 2025)  MIELESNHLHERT % 15 58 (1) 1. 22 5 & (van Baar et al., 2022).

FesiZ A ARR A, B RE AL A AR BAA R SR HEWT( “ R T A eI, BT AT AR K
F7 ), WS WA BB A HEWT( “ XS A BRI ACE, FTLL A BRI T RE R A
7)o AESRBEGAEIX — XA i FE AR E] TIAEI R ORI E R SR A 2R 28 ClnlRNL, B
W2 BRI 2 AL 25 BRI E S, BORPRIR T 42 PSR K71 5 iR (Hackel et al.,
2024; Hackel & Kalkstein, 2023).

4 B2

=
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AL E G2 ) 5 ST WAL O, B T 2 EP S0 A R 2] 5 DU i
PIRTFRAEZE PSR, I SR i S S5 R AR THO MR (B 1) fEfS2 )2 m,  “3
BEOR” BRI DU fr i 2 3], HARE JERs AT 5 ATHs I 2S5 X, “ AT HF
R > A5 A R B S W R P OB R S . L, R0 M I SRk 2 S WL ST IR
RAE, FEW AL BORARFIE P00 A AT S5 00 VP R B8 2% o0 TR B o 1 75 00 P R 3 oy
FAEME R G0, WTRES LS HEEALOB N T A IIRTA 5 2 BTCE X)) AL ANRAE
it 5 B (RS ) IR DG X A DG, (L ik = BRI 98 . 7EBRGE ISR SR,  TIONiR 22 /e 5
WMELES) D), BRI R ZE RGBS =) 2 R R ) T 4R A S8 BRR I A R 500 ik
— DRI I (15 S RAE AL ZIA D G ] 14 fr 2 2 SR R . FEAL Sz AGZ T, R i i i AR AL
(RS . B J 1A A A% A5 5L 4R 0 T 526 ) R )y e AR A AR 0 i S BRI 200 B 2 55 v R 2 2R )
BT R CABEAE A, P 2R ERARTELS PO A AT 3 R SE R S .

AT AL TR 55—, ZHF TR BRI I E 2 ST BRI R, Kt
PR — % S AR B G X B ST AT AN AR, DL Ak % 5] (Bayesian RL)FJ Be 41 5 40—y i ik
HESE. 55—, BUATFRBAM AR A R, MR S8t = Ya UHE L 58 Al Rl skt 22 L3l
MR, BSErh Z4ERE(E BRI N A5 R 22 (T4 A AL 2 B3 1) 2 RTE DA AR o i
K433 785 Wt 5T (FeldmanHall & Nassar, 2021), #8 Z 800K AR S L HORIE (WA FIRE T XX
W HD WFHHE—BH R (Eckstein et al., 2021). =, BAERME SR NX 5 BTS2 H
M, E P LE SERR AN I R o (0 S L, R ) A AR AE 30 i R0 )2 e 26 A LA K% i 0T BB AL )
ik FAT 5 S RE A ) S B0V 2RI R . BB, V2 A I MR AR B0 A A P 2R A T 5 AR ]
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HEVR IR GAFE T T AL KA AP 22 SRt sk = AT 5T

4 ~ ) dACC/MC
/..'.'\ @ g
| W nossmes. pemmmms WEED .
BRI 2
# | x g
és;_ PARRIE: VR
: S Te A
2 m w 22 ’@ dmPEC |
2 AR BEEELH) WS ) o
A ¢~~~ Striatum
PRI
N "wwﬁ {/ ________________ \\ O
: WERAE: PR | ) | vmPFC @
B RS I [/ : Amygdala
| a |
[ L |
- J N /
4
a4 Visual
%I: S ° deFC ‘Cortex
& T AN 2
LA .
wE Lan=>V7
t
OFC Amygdala
BREMRSMHA

B 1 ZIAR B G A2 2 ST R07Z AR )T S SR 5 R PR O X

CREAAR I o R DU g i 2 S I R (AL EBME): ORI AT 2 SR B T HET RS FE R A 450, EDUH B POBTE IR (A
SER) WLEREHE), 5 KL HT NG B (anterior insula, AD)ZwA%H 5 (198 70 AL 2 45 RN TS M BT 40747 B2 J2/HR 415 B2 /2 (dorsal
anterior cingulate cortex / midcingulate cortex, dAACC/MCC),

PRI RN S XGE B AL L NERAE . BRERIEMAKE G RN B, WE
s s s S gL GEAAE), Hoh VEEHME) B IE —FRIEM T AR . 20X 4. A% (amygdala) X HF
TP 2 A ST R R 45 2 ) 5 BUIRAA (striatum) FIE N AT AU 57 J2 (ventromedial prefrontal cortex, vmPFC)Z
AL SR MEINERS S . WRERAE T 2L s 5 @B R R (SR R R AE), MR 45 M @I PCRFAE| B IR
fip e 22 LR BT B3P MGBTHIEE A [X (temporo-parietal junction, TPT)FI3i_E 74 (superior temporal sulcus, STS)%¢ 515 &4
DRI S HEFAR SRR X s BbAh, B W ETEH 7 )2 (dorsomedial prefrontal cortex, dmPFC) ] it 2 5 i )2 [H IS &
Bh. MBS, anSERAERIN X AR T A S A O R A6 5 DU B AR DG SCRR I ER HEN, v 7 B SRS
.

“ERESRRESNA” BR T HSEAL BRI L] . BT A B UL ) MK BT 3 )2 (visual cortex) AN
TR B ek Bith, LA AT M FLI E 34k 1A s ThRBEE AL I8 M (48 (A HE ) (K i i B (anterior temporal
lobe, ATL)FIHEZ) 7 )2 (orbitofrontal cortex, OFC)35 b R4t . WA Fi kRt (s tE: BEA& A
FEORBIAMARI B SHEWT, A S MAMRBI BRI HENT, P95 35 R B — AW B B A 2 a8

5 REKRE

BT 00 0 R BRE S TR RO RHE R BB , ARSRAIETE T M BL TR = AN 5 TR ZIAR B0
WU BRAR, AT AL g S R A PR BB AE 42 .

B, RARLREZRNGIER SZ AR ERMERRAN TS I ZAP LB RE T
TEARALTE, SRTT AL 2 AR TR O RER R —— MATEAL 2 2% A B i H—— T RE R 7 —Fh ok
SEMZAERAE (FEIR 45, 2025). CABFTURY, KR iDL 22 28 AL PE S R, HF4R xS
B 2B NFEAT (S A VR4 8RS R HE BT (Son et al., 2021, 2023). #1482 TH FIENE SR, % R M E ARG A
PALE KB P 224 S A DLt 2 F(Babiir et al., 2024) . ARHIE 78 AT BETHEL & 4L 2 45 R SE e vE 5K,
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FRKRLR G R WAL FEE R . AT, DUEmZIRE R aiz k. Fihn, w7 Ll
WS HEALE B IAAS N AL B AR, R0 T 0 2% S5 44 (72 A /2 75 0L T 56 T RHEAR
ARz AL .

5, the L (cognitive map) AT BENERME 2 ARG BRI S BSRAEHERIELY., OF
W 7T AL HEARE-BE J1(Gao et al., 2026)FIE -t J(Liu et al., 2025) 2 —4ER5 5 25 7 Hp R BL T 420 knith
EIRIFH RS, B 5 - N R 2 AT DI #k 25 B3 AT A 23 (] AT I 4 i (Liang et al., 2024;
Park et al., 2020; Schafer & Schiller, 2018). AT, IXLER 5T - ZRAE T AMARIR BT, AR K
BEAZ TR fEHAA T, ZIRED R AItES 5 S AT Re R E M K EARiC BEA A B LR . Dl

SRS SR E BRI 0 AR AL, A2 SN AL B IR TMEAE T, Tz A 2 AR A~k
Eﬂ@i%%%ﬁmiﬁﬁammwaajmgo*%T%ﬁﬁ%&ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁw%
AR, B EERRAR-RR PUCAS 2 5 AR (AL I 77 SN T - R 2, IR IR AN RZ AL R AE
b P2 ] T R B S L

=, KR SRR A ] BT 5 A 1 ] S5 B A 2R D AR B TR L TR 1B
RRRAETE A E 2@ R, 10 LLM v] DMERIX — @B i T S A . i M 3+ LLM [ 2 49 g
PRAE LIRS, B TEE AT AR IR 28 G544 . T 0A O L5 A R R 55 24, WS 0 i WL A i 7
R 8 R BOR I A A R LI (Gelpi et al., 2025; Stewart & Raihani, 2023). ¥ LLM &4 5 i
SRVERARMA S, HlaniEd e LLM AR AR5 AR # 2 20405 208 B0 G i, BT
FEVHSLAIRRZE P AN J2 181 [ 301 5 A% FE X 2R BN RE ) 5Tk AR TR 75 1% LLM A & (R
PR, B RBERIER G RRE T R AN AL AR, A RERE LLM %t 45 R T A 28050

g b, ARSCEAR TSN A B R 2R B Gt 7 R R DL U I AR i — AN BT I R R AE
. BEAE TR, WA ARRRTE 5B TV 1A R, RSB T I DG BEAE T 2wy 32 22
1% BAE AR R E T AR ZE 522 S 2, JRAE S BAE S RURE AL 2 e A A 30 FL T
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Computational cognitive mechanism of stereotype: Social learning and

generalization

Abstract: Stereotypes—generalized beliefs that members of a social group tend to possess certain traits—
profoundly shape interpersonal interactions and intergroup relations, making it important to understand the
cognitive mechanisms underlying their formation and maintenance. Traditional theories, however, have
largely remained at the descriptive level, lacking an integrative, mechanistic account of how stereotypes are
acquired and applied. This review addresses this gap by organizing the literature around two core
processes—social learning and social generalization—and integrating reinforcement learning (RL) and
Bayesian theory to elucidate the computational cognitive mechanisms of stereotyping.

At the level of social learning, we first describe how Bayesian structure learning enables the brain to
infer latent group categories from observable social data. We then distinguish two pathways through which
group—trait associations are established: the experiential pathway, which primarily forms automatic
associative representations through RL mechanisms, and the linguistic pathway, which primarily conveys
probabilistic propositional representations through Bayesian inference. Regarding the updating and
consolidation of these associations, prediction error serves as the core signal driving revision, yet prior
biases and asymmetric learning rates cause updating to favor existing beliefs. Furthermore, the explore—
exploit dilemma reveals that biased information sampling is a key source of stereotype persistence. At the
level of social generalization, we analyze how the brain categorizes novel individuals into known groups
on the basis of perceptual similarity and functional similarity, and discuss the retrieval mechanisms
through which learned associative knowledge is applied. Finally, we propose three directions for future
research: relational cues as a generalization pathway beyond feature similarity, social cognitive maps as an
integrative framework for multi-cue representation, and large language model as a tool to simulate

stereotype consolidation through linguistic transmission.

Keywords: Stereotype, Social Generalization, Reinforcement Learning, Bayesian Theory, Computational

modeling
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