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[Abstract] Objective: The present study employed an S1-S2 paradigm to investigate the perception of own—race and
other—race faces in emotional changes. Methods: Using a S1-S2 paradigm, twenty Participants were instructed to perform
a facial recognition task, and their brain responses were recorded using ERP. Results: For Behavioral data, we found that
participants were sensitive to negative emotional change. On the neural level, it was shown that the N170 amplitudes over
the right hemisphere electrodes were found to be significantly larger for other—race faces versus own—race faces in the nega-

tive emotional change condition, but not in the positive and neutral emotional change condition. Conclusion: This result

suggests that humans show enhanced sensitivity to other-race faces while perceiving danger in social exchanges.
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