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/Introduction

* People are very sensitive to observed gaze direction

* Direct eye gaze is attention capturing [1] and
facilitates emotional processing [2,3]

* Gaze can also be meaningful in observed
relationships

 Two bodies oriented towards each other are
processed faster than those oriented back-to-back,
but only when upright [4]

 Engagement leads to perceptual grouping of dyads

* Can this effect be obtained with faces?

* Does facial expression of emotion play a role in
dyadic perceptual grouping?
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= * Disengaged dyads do not show the same inversion effect

as engaged dyads
ANGRY NEUTRAL HAPPY e Suggests social engagement is important for perceptual

grouping of dyads as perceptual units

* Disengagement only inhibits inversion effect for neutral
and smiling dyads

* Extends previous findings showing social engagement
affects perceptual grouping [4]

Processing of dyads as perceptual units appears to be

Procedure sensitive to wider social context
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