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O FEXTBAREE

T ZBHEARLK - T EREMEER A ER—F AL G - (BEFEE R — 2 (Feagin, 1995,
Tatarkiewicz, 1970; Valentine, 1968) - AR #ZEHYEEMRE G T » (EAEEEBREFE HhE —EmvEl
¥L(e.g., Bamossy, Scammon, & Johnston, 1983; Cupchik, 1994; Veryzer, 1993) - #1252 George Santayanai s
FENVFRFEC: T R B IEMIEY ~ RTERENY ~ DU B ERYEIE § (beauty --- is value positive, intrinsic,
and objectified) (Santayana, 1896/1955, p.31) - B+ tHEIZI 1R - WA IRF B FBEE BRI R (see
Martindale, 1996) - BE%5 I » HHFaHET Sy - BHSH ~ BESCETEESRMEANT - 50 EhEEE
NSRS > SRR EREN T SEEAYEERE (Valentine, 1968 ; 5 &%)% » 2000) - Holbrook & Zirlin (1985)4
FRMEEFR Ry © T AR5 H AP RO A ES - 220l HE R B HI{ETH ) (deeply felt experience that is
enjoyed purely for its own sake without regards for other more practical considerations) ; Zffij 52 5¢Read (1972,
p.38)if ¢ T ANEAHE —EABEE—IRERT - {6 TIRARIIFR - R TTRAY ST A H: B AR B i iR A sz
BIAARENE MR —IR - SRR EEAZ ) -

RIEE - SRR e R - — RN L 8i#25% (e.g., Kubovy, 2000; Martindale & Moore,
1988) » "3&, A1 MM ) (aesthetic pleasure) R R A FEAIAY o AEEERRERILETE, - 2
BB DS EOR AT T 38 ) SEMRES - RZBEINIFEERTLELN « f789/E(figural goodness) ~ fiaft ~ E4F
Ff (Bornstein, 1989)  [KIRyBAT-SEIK - 15 RKIRIHE — M Bl ot Ry IEIA08Y - & EHHY— (P HRIERLE S
IRf - AETERRCAEIRE SRR (Veryzer, 1993) - Read 5 ¢ " 2l —EsbEse ) ~ T EinRRE g - 3
FEASH 2 — AL E2MEPY ;. (Valentine, 1968 » 5[HFERIR > 2000 > FH 9) ° nJAl > ¥ SSELZEHML
FEE EFENR - fmir BT ~ EArmsSE B REAIRALR -

Reber, Schwarz, & Winkielman (2004)38 5 » Hth DUKERSERIETR » RERTE > Ry LU =T3S -
1. EHBIE

B A I TR (Sophist) - aRAEET ] DURSERY - REIREE L2 frfiefy(Tatarkiewicz, 1970) -
T —EAE T RAFSEAIAHPY - BT S wlE 3y 5 (beauty is in the eye of the beholder) - SEFRE L EL AL
it B PR i SEHYRFE (see Kubovy, 2000)

2. FHIER,

i SR R Plato » SR SE i RRAIRE IR e A Tan e G gy — Mt @ E (Tatarkiewicz, 1970) - B
TS FE LRSI ES, » FIASESELELE](Arnheim, 1974; Birkhoff, 1933; Gombrich, 1995) - ¥
(Arnheim, 1974; Birkhoff, 1933; Gombrich, 1984; Humphrey, 1997) - &&{#E %t (Berlyne, 1971, 1974,
Eysenck, 1941; Garner, 1974) DL 5z ¥+ LEAT7E B (Gombrich, 1984, 1995; Maritain, 1966; Solso, 1997)% -

3. 3 H BBk (interactionist)

TEHE LB SCE BRI - REAYREE HBE A MBI 2 A R (et _E(e.., Ingarden, 1985;
Merleau-Ponty, 1964) - S&J& BERLHARIFRF B B gk A1 AR R K B 75 ek p P o el

DUN A3 L BB e R R (EFRARAIEN) BERE (fE) 2R ATD - £
RFEHZRY) - bR m SR BRE (AU RIS 2 0 e B 3 22 B A i o
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2-1 BEREIEEEH®

2-1-1 #¥A9F(good form; figural goodness)

H LB RA LSRRI Ry - Pl ~ BELANEMT - 2 " &8 19RBIRERIZR (Gombrich, 1984, 1995;
Maritain, 1966; Solso, 1997; Wilson & Chatterjee, 2005) - 52,0 B ERR T IR AIE MBI T 4F , (goodness) »
PRES RSN L BB RERIAVBA R (e.0., Koffka, 1935) - T4FAUIE | B ZIEE - & HARE A MR AVKSZ -
IRt - P B GG B R RE SEIRRAY B 22K 3R (e.9., Arnheim, 1974; Gombrich, 1984) - 52 & LEIY
il - PEERSE R ~ fRIFHE = (e.9., Checkosky & Whitlock, 1973; Reber, Winkielman, & Schwarz, 1998) ;
PO EH—RYNCF » BAE A IS = LF EE (Whittlesea, Jacoby, & Girard, 1990) - ¥FEARH 1S
s B A5k 5 | J7(Gangestad, Thornhill, & Teo, 1994; Rhodes, Proffitt, Grady, & Sumich, 1998; Rhodes,
Sumich, & Byatt, 1999) » & ZAE ASHSEY) S _HAVEIEERHIRIRYAS H(e.9., Humphrey, 1997) » BRI
TR - e —HEAEYE: ERcErI(EETRIE(e.g., Etcoff, 1999; Pinker, 1997) - HERIMFFEEH]
IREL Al BRI AR A SR —2 - 40 Palmer & Hemenway (1978)L k¢ Royer (1981)HyE Barf » 7K P-4
e HL AT A S ] - iRt (diagonal AFFE A Zyia B & Palmer (1991)E—5 G BELI/K ~ HEHANTA
BTG EH  ACPHEF I AT R BT - Gamer (1974) LIS A hEigny i =N E B S A FRIEIR -
BRI EAEREA AR A& - AR S B i tERIIEIR - MY - Y ASRAG A
Rt - e e PR B RIAHER (Nicki, Lee, & Moss, 1981) -

HR A% (content) iy el FTBELRE RS SUALZEEL - A1 » BRE A (form) iy frds Rl RETR E M ANBIRE -y
FEAER RS (Chatterjee, 2002, 2004) - figl TiFHUTE 5 FIREFRGEN — ARV A BHE S - il 4
FEfmif ERINERLBEERE o iR B IIENR SRR SEEEE - A RNEE A RS EERS
5t RIS AR S VAT RIS R SZ » AN AT R 6 e 2 75 S b S Bl BRI AR T 45 i 22 52 (L ocher,
Stappers, & Overbeeke, 1999; McManus & Kitson, 1995; McManus, Edmondson, & Rogers, 1985) - #2144
AP T PR s T USRI T SR R AC B A i - MR 2 A Sl s kA R 2
S gt o e n] DA — SR EHIZ] - - Locher & Nagy (1996, cited in Locher, 2003) DR 38
TiE—E B AT EEIN 28 - el —EiIR - ASEIEEE s A
T

TEMERE B SR T LU RYGwE © i BRBEFAAAIN 28 (BERe) ok¥E - HE) (AR MDA
ICMEH] (A0l ) - BE SR RIS R & - 25— 5T - IRENSEEetlt 73T 2 EEaaE i (see Locher,
1996) » DAHRERIES) A1 bR BREH G PAEHIIISE - )2 H Langford(1935)Ff#2H: - Nodine £ A (Nodine
& McGinnis, 1983; Nodine, Locher, & Krupinski, 1993)AHF5efEie S Filtt — &% - EHE M HE - il
T B TR Y T WA ) IRISBAEGT 3R B By A2 o i e s AR - PR R - R
B v RS A RH RS B R AR R R A B R E SRR - TERRAIME b P 2B
TR TG AL E SRS (Locher, Stapper, & Overbeeke, 1998; Locher, Cornelis, Wagemans, & Stappers,
2001) » 40 " gfi(anchor) ; BYDHRE @ BWUEHULIY IR - G B ER RS HE IR -

IKIE - BAPTRE Ry — (8 RAFEIE A - 25 [ S SEmi (U BB 40T - IEAD Woods (1991)F S > A T 47
HIE - VIt & ise - TIE D ZRTLL TR B - BB (5D BB TR, BIRRE -
thig—HiEE - SERAVEREL > fFG TEIRESS M ERRAZIVES - kg Read (1972)F7Ht - FHfE2E—HR
KRRESEE - B P A blpahan e - HEEERME TS e -
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2-1-2 BEWHRIBEEIFE (the arousing properties of aesthetic objects)

B K B4 ES (emotional experience)fEE3EHEr » Berlyne (1960, 1967, 1971, 1974)% % 7 —{H B G5
R - FEREE TR ERESE R - Bl THTEERSES | (the new experimental aesthetics)
t—EARREIEEIGARIE - —MokER - BRI G RiR i R o ARBRE EEE - R
TEREDE R IR - RbEan - RIBUE BB IS ORISR TR TG RRIGGEE - fRiFBGEE TR RERI R TR E
BN U JEAERR - R AERE B T R E e 32 BT - EWGEETERERG I E Hh BE/KHE - fRIFRINE SR HI IR
fif - BRI EGGERERRE - RREEECE IR o R OEEYIEE ~ A= RE DR ¥ KR 14 (psychophysical,
ecological, and collative properties) sk & FIBIIGGEEERE < LERYER B S R OB E - %R ~
1~ B ~ BHRE s ARREFPE YW R BRI ERYE IR EE - SISO SRR - a1
FESANIRERITE - S FER T A R B B B ST A TR AR .

1] Birkhoff (1933) {17k LABER /5 RE A VARG ey B Se sl - LRk Seny F2RE « B RK(O)
FIRIHERE (C) » DU BT 7R - M=0/C - BRFFREE IR LMl - SRR e S S itk
HIREE - BRI+ SE BB B2 s SERYE 2URPE IR HERY - Davis (1936)[7) 162 7.0 Bl R 224 HIER
Birkhoff fyfiRa% » GRS 10 8 28 TARIREFINCAHERS » #5500 E SR Birkhoff (93251 © RRIKI I —f%
BB ES THREWEEIUR » HIMN Y - H RN MRS R R B R E - $lA+F %8
algEe g T IFRIBE S IRELE | (positive connotative associations) (Tatepsian, 2006) °

Woods (1987)38 %y » # " #lfE ) A1 T MR FR ) TP R E0EEry kB IR 8 (Stephenson & Siddle, 1983) -
5 by IEFE MR 2 T EVE @i ) (hedonic) = Holbrook (1980)K SRR 45 Elie (R EERY T BEE Brlny | F1
VEVLHIIRRE) ; HS Y » [E4E(emotion) 2 THRVERT |~ TECEMENT | BUER - R TEVEVRIR ) o fEkET
RS LSRR - [IRERTRE ST T asEmeg | (whole person) - ABEP TREEETRNR 2 T/EES, (local)
MAE - BEARE U L HER B 1 3 L R R 2 RS R R (A —EIREEE 22 « NEY
FEYIFE (280 HARE A TTREEEHRAVER - SERNSE R A BRIR 28 - fEal b
EEEERER U T LR - (ERRATE R » T 2URr B S [ 2 A 5k R i (o Bl 2 i 1|
TSI » SR ol R il B2 TS 1 SR M MR i 88 (Woods, 1956) » LKz KIS RIS S it — 5 HhEy - %
TSR T TR RELSE (Stevenson, 1972) » LN P28 IS » ARIBIRE30 4150 3 (Lazarus,
1984) - FRESAYE B LR BT B RAVERUE A [SHETERERS - B3 BN 2RI HIBTARER H RS
S BuES o [K] - Baltissen & Ostermann (1998) LI N BESR 120 f7 22 Bl 31 4E 24 SRMGEIIHYES F AT 23
SRIERERIER T DARIZR ARl Wi 2RISR - H— 2 4K +-(emotional factor) » H — 221K
(cognitive factor) ; FFRESATHIBTE LA IEFATEIVESRE - EERATTRIVMTEHEEY: - MfFTEdHnsE
FHBT SRR EFIB R E MR E S - AHE TR Berlyne (1949, 1971, 1974)Friny B , (interest)fil
Tt o (pleasure)mfiEl & -

2-1-3 EFIETEWR(the mere exposure effect)

BIE A AR - REREBEEUEHN R 2 B BSERE R B A E AR
TE(Zajonc, 1968) - SERLEHEHIFEPATERAY " HMBENR ) - BRMIBEARE PEZX - alis
EUE - PCSHEMGE N SEYINEL - SRR EIIRE - GEE IR - ELEREATEEEA
Yy~ R BT o AR - SREEE - EESEF ARG RRA SR AT AT REAE AR IR o B T BRENE AR
R EHR BTSRRI MLIESE - WiEPERE T R EHSCT  ARAIZEE A
REERAN HTRERY 3D ¥ 5(see Bornstein, 1989; Harrison, 1977) - Elgr » DI ~ SRAE G HRRAIIRH 2
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) - AHETT N IR0 EAYHIES (e.g. Bornstein, Leone, & Galley, 1987; Kunst-Wilson, & Zajonc, 1980;
Seamon, Brody, & Kauff, 1983a, 1983b; Seamon, Marsh, & Brody, 1984) - 35 267E K1 A (facilitation)
BRI Ry (2 % (priming) - #E—H 3 E T INREECIEAYTAAE(e.9., Schacter, 1987; Squire, 1992) » BH/RIFHEMN
B I =25 (subliminal exposure) &4 fiIE47 5 - 141 Zajonc (1968)f 32 81 25 X » Z2EIZHBEHZ X
WIS o ST PALERIEE ¢ Berlyne (1970) - Bonanno & Stillings (1986) 75 S (sl L B (T2 5%
IR BT EE 5 5 Miller (1976)RYRHSEHR » 23 ¥ e 2 BRI - DI @R Bt BRSO, -
SRR 200 KA BRfGAH AR » Kunst-Wilson & Zajonc (1980) UGG HYIRF R (1ms) 281/ S %<
B2 - MR R MREYREE G L EE - HEF AR -

FRrLL » BEAEIR RS v DLER 2 —TE N B2 (implicit learning)AYER 52 (see Seamon et al., 1995) - EER=
HUREIRRUR » HENS A BRI 4 - RMIELXEE D KB RMAREE ZEE - ESLf]

}
3

WA LU A E R (meaningless) (see Bornstein, 1989)—fiti ~ AP « REF ~ MEFHIFEGEH
B ] DU A B RN — YIRS AN~ E48% (Szpunar, Schellenberg, & Pliner, 2004) - {H2 » 3
Hefol 2 BHe E BRI E SRS « Zajonc ~ Shaver ~ Tavris, & Van Kreveld (1972)#2 HFH ISR
Brickman, Redfield, Harrison, & Crandall (1972) Iz = e AN =ZEREELE ; Berlyne (1970), Grush
(1976), Krugalski, Freund, & Bar (1996)BIJZ& HH & #5 il & B It 29l fLAY=4F - Bornstein (1989)4F —IESL
R E AT EDR - fERESCT ~ AR~ 0B ~ BriIEs) b - POEMEFRIOERA
FHERAERE IR 5 2RI - B EkeE - 3858« FEfd (matrices) R RESSCRARBTE A2 S A0RY » S —EREE
BB E TR R BRI - IR RERINEM RS H E % - BN B HEEE T
IFZERTRESR « Gutierrez (2006)'8 5%E# 3 frb - ift S8 - AEE IR (shape) B 3 5 (word) 3 H HYREA » icit DABRERE
(garments)IE AR LB - 1S EIRHRINAS 3 FE AR DA B 5 Hh iy b4 R B S R S A -
SRR EEE (Anand, Holbrook, & Stephens, 1988; Janiszewski, 1988, 1990, 1993) -

Al M EEERZ RO - (HRthEEECRY RBHEY) - BB SRR AR 24
FINHIEY) - G R ARSI LIPS (Bornstein & Pittman, 1992; Zajonc & Kunst-Wilson, 1980) ; 55—/
1] HELLEER SR L B A S TP Ll = e A Hy B (Bornstein, 1989; Fantz, 1964) - & [ & HIE &
FHEHYEEE - /£ HEASERT - AR A LS EEETINEY AR S EEEGRNEY) - 8
BRI S - BSEEL S BRSO AT R AR S AR - [RIBE - S BRI R o B
&E » TERIHER RS aT R  REERIEER TR 0 B RS - (EIRIF S i S BeaaER
#i(Uehara, 2000) - fzf% » —HFSREEEZ - LA mrIEMiller, 1976) - A5, » EEEAIHRIE -
TEMERFR AR » — ERIBEOR BRI - AMTshey A AR R » g s S IR A% -

2-1-4 [RE(prototypes)

KERISCEREERZE R (categories) & —TE N1 Lo BRI EERE (e.g. Harnad, 1987; Neisser, 1987; Rosch, 1975;
Rosch & Mervis, 1975) » S5{&RVEERI{EAEIREY (Rosch, 1975; Rosch & Mervis, 1975) » JF B Al s i i HA 2R
AR H R D B R - S REAIRE S — RIS « REERAE @ BRI
B SE EI] -

JF R AE 2825 S IRiE » saEAE IR E A Whitfield & Slatter (1979)89FF5% » i f5%] Martindale
Z A (Martindale & Moore, 1988; Martindale, Moore, & Borkum, 1990; Martindale, Moore, & West, 1988)i &
B E RN E SRR IRE A - FIRIFEAE R BRI E B E R - — VB R
o LAl typical) » SR E B2 E{RifT - Martindale SIF! I RE & £2U (neural-network model) » %%/
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FEFE I — BRI SRR 3 (Martindale, 1984; Martindale & Moore, 1988) - % Martindale #9358 » AEERA
e/ HURIF (typical R » U2 AR (prototypical) R EGBUE DR GRAVFE AT ETRIHRAG - Fami fiiRh S 2
s (activation) - St {ReEs B BEARAE (LI RR RS EUR LAY BLFH (monotonically ) 5f% - Whitfield (1983),
Whitfield & Slatter (1979) LA BAF RyfRiFI7ErIERA » ARIARIAS S AT RLRBA 552 (Purcell, 1984; Purcell
& Nasar, 1990) + &% (Hekkert, Morel, & Snelder, 1996) - 2= Aj3% 3 (Pederson, 1986) - T E&{F i (star
arrangements)(Brant, Marshall, & Roark, 1995) - fig#S(Langlois & Roggman, 1990; Rhodes & Tremewan,
1996) ~ f1-K(Martindale & Moore, 1988; Martindale, Moore, & Borkum, 1990) - 17 f&ik#& 2 (Hekkert & van
Wieringen, 1990a, 1990b) BT B 3= #5482 (Farkas, 2002) 214 (55T -

Martindale (1990)72 % » #SEfNE &2 2552 LERERIRZE - Hi g AUE R ayseIuEN=S - E
RIS - HoRE &R - mdehrar - BEFRZRAEE - A ARG ERE5E 240 Boselie(1991)
FWFRERSRIALH] - LIRIFAIE R LB - Boselie (1991)45H » SZ3AERF "8k, A1 " ,
wiky TEREAY | BB 0 T A TER G QU TifmAr L - EMERFELU e AR S R R
% (context) s B RF A T FIB I B 2L -

JFR AU E AR (A A AR ERTT A BT A] » A DAHEZmES AT O B R B0 T AE — R AR JR R o - B
AR (EEBRBRSR) B EEA ARG - ERBICRT - ARRERENEER SN - g E LAl
U » 38 —RGJREL Martindale (1990)/YBE AN &  fEBEMRIFIATE L - E—EIERIMERAGIEE - B2
AR 5L A e A A iff 72 (Reber, Schwarz, Winkielman, 2004) - 54 S frlr B [JIRIigER (Slater
et al., 1998) - SEMEREREI N A R ImLT 80 ERY-E{E (Langlois & Roggman, 1990) - {H & —Fi4n » 225
WRIE D BEE W e 55 FSE R 2 Bt DOE & — FR B A B AR A BLRERE T - B Bl vl B AR e SRy ik
(Turati, 2004) - SRR EEE A i B il @ fh SR BB B R A fRIF(Bednar & Miikukulainen, 2000) - #Xf »
HIRGAR - B FER T SN F R EG] T P ReEY R A (Walton & Bower, 1993) » i AU fl S5
BePH i RE (RS (Rubenstein, Langlois, & Kalakains, 1999) » FrCAEGARY T JFAY | Bf& b iR RE I SL
et & P& - TR A= AN SRS S LRSS AR HE - FSeieBa it AR YR st S LAy e - 5k
REAE Kik—AA] -

2-1-5 EEEIBME(processing fluency)

Bornstein & D’ Agostino (1994)#5 H1 BLIRE S BCR AR KIS R BRI 1 - Leder (2003)58 Fitiss 1
JEWE 53 Ry WA A [RIFU RS, « F B AR A A BRI TG ARSI | SRR (easien) B B | e AR ARG T -
Reber, Schwarz, & Winkielman (2004)th -3k - Jiib e & s S ny R 25 A - Byl AR -
A EFRERSEAIE o BRG] REF R ] 7 R AMH « ST RN GR B BT M - WA B
BEE T R B A S RS

1. FEESCRATET AR

B A BB K AR IR B R 2 5 ST B R il (e.9. Seamon et al., 1997) - 5%
R AL B o ANl S S S R B ey A AR MR B AR ARICR. - MR 2 BRI e A SR
It—%3(see Bornstein, 1989) - {H3E HEAHRFGE AR EINE T Al REPNEAVEZELA T « FFZ 017 HUR
BRI EEICR - R CE ST A SRR PIMICE (Leder, 2003) - Smith & Smith (2006)7%
Ty » KB Z R EEMIICE ~ Gm BLREREIYREE - W] DU RGE S B SR B AR BTG - SE i e
TG HIRE R
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2. HSEEENEE TR

TG AR SRR BRI BE B A I - SR R R 0 BRI A B - BR T H B3
B - FEEARIFETCE Mt DURHER1SE TR R E | RRRE o EaR SRR SR ~ SRS BB
SREURF - AT DAE RIS R Ry %5 2 (Reber, Winkielman, & Schwarz, 1998) » thigh /@ sl "4y o ARl
WOISERF L RTDARBhAISER B FGE © S—EilE "R U - RN E S N SEYIE R
Fofmbraofiie) - SEREMHEHT R AR - AR RIAT2Ef S (Hekkert & van Wieringen, 1996) » fER% &z
Bl BB A Y - Rl IR o

2-2 EENERERART

2-2-1 BRMEF

Bl stV A LR HHRY o BFZEEE B BRI RANFE BRIl R AL 8 fm 4 (Brighouse, 1939; Getzels,
1976; Goude, 1972) LI K 2R4IFIIE 22 |- (Andreasen, 1987; Child, 1964; Eysenck, 1972; Eysenck & Castle,
1970) AR 52 » BIANE SE BT R BBl a 20l St A TEET 2 8RR I B > B IR = -
Bezruczko & Schroeder (1994)HHF42F » EHR B E1T-74 (examinee artists) ~ BZEBT SR FIIEE SR AT
— RY AR A B B AIRE S B - R IR A I B S Bl SN R Bl S AR B Rl 2% ST TR BB 72 2
B R B A B R IRE TR MBS 5 85 F AR S R IR E TR -

Winston & Cupchik (1992) DUigiEEffi(high art) R R 254k (popular art)fE iR s GBIt TH
B o EFAH DL - RE B SEARTRE Rl i B R A2 14 - S BURG ARAEH R (naive) BT S Bary Bl SRAR TS24 -
b A TSR AR ST - WIFCHREREEIR © A FRIRIR RS - fEIRINE (affective scales) ELI
FIEAEZ § (warmth)FIT " fayl5 5 (pleasantness)H H B3 Bok R 5 ARSI B R fasaily - "5k, H
H AR o3 Sy - SRRy RN - A TR R SRS (0 DiERRE L )
HHCEREE PR P AR E (A0 TERENRE L ) - BURH TISHEHEES 5 (emotion focused)Ed T4
{AEHE  (object focused)y 537 -

Winston (1995)#5H1 » ARISHIBRAYZ ELEEF A « W iRIERSEAVRE R - MoR M3 SE iRl iy ALaE
BRI 2 BB AN S s B Ak F 2l et e - 3 H R AT ERZ SR PR - R RIS Fr s
Fr(ER  WEUE B FAERAG ERZ AR A AQRIRAVEKEE - (Kt - S2s ik L B EE
FITSBMI BB - ERIRERE A BRI ARSI R 24 AR bl Gmeduie
2l MRS T REBUEE MR A S IARREE © BEAh - T Ll Bl ) BYAGRE R o BN R i e
AU b TEE ) FIREE S EEEREAR R B ARERE (defense) LFH - [FIRFHRLUE AR
A FIR (A TR, - TRt gEE L ) -

2-2-2 BERIFRR®E

e LR RAVEIT - TR PR B« — BB R B I B B 3T 2 A R R ERE STy
WEEE » B2 Meier (1939), Winner (1982)# i # £ 2 FAERRENIE & - 55— TEEIRIRE L B0l 38 IR BT LA
LIPS B - 140 Winner (1982)2 Hias SE Ry =P EeB R « — 2/ skl - AMEgeEnymifH
JLFR - WRAERBAAFRG | 5 J\BRE P AR - SRR E RS [ EERRERFE » F
I A% » BRI AR T HAYHEER - 20EAE ~ #EEk - WIREEUERIER » 102 - e E i sl
JIR B R FEORS R s e Ay - RTS8 SR IR S FReAf o S BRI P B (.., Gardner, 1981; Hargreaves &
Galton, 1992; Housen, 1983) - Parsons(1987)& HfEktan T -
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1. {%% (favoritism)
|2l AN AR

B HERY -

2. ERKEAETE (beauty and realism)

SRANELERA ~ WG B9 ~ BRERY - AGERY TR, ~ TEE L B TR, SESEHIET IR -
3. FIR M (expressiveness)

iy H L2 R — 8 ABVRRES IR EAE - RS RE 7 RK A2 25 T H A5 B (intensity ) B X
(interesting)f2 /2 & AR BRI R SE -

4. EEELZ = (style and form)

SRATERK ~ 0 ~ 22 o (SRR DL ES R 20 B SRR B R B N A + Bl R B T2
JBIA B ARYRRE » AR LEESLAE
5. H ¥ (autonomy)

TELEFE B E RN R AIB BAA B T hE - A ARIRETT o T R R Ry RIRERYEE H T F B A (i
SRZEFAHAEME - BB AN R ARYETES - AR EnY RS -

Van Meel-Jansen (2006)2:% Parsons (1987)f 71 B2 fig i » fil B9k EAE A FIEER g iy Se s
SREER AR EAFRHEE A ZBIRER  ERFERAGAMETER - ks - BENEE
BRG] ~ EUAS BB ~ 2R - ISR AR E RS EE RS E 2l i B _ A RIRRE - fEF R R
RSP R R ST RS BeiEii% (stage-like transition) » tHERZIEEER Ry E (NAAHERR) BILAFEERE (H
¥~ TBREFIRRREHR ) WUBSRE A o & fEulan T ¢
1. k5| J7(attraction)

e RO ERBIE RS - BEAVRIFEIFER R AZEREREN: » IR E A FHIRTRE 28R
HIZRIR 5[] » —HERST SRR B IE o H—HEiFEFA Parsons (1987)0Y M R4 4 (favoritism)fE:
B Freedman & Woods (1999)f " B farfst 5 (hedonism)RERE - A ENSae « "M, ~ Tf
KAWER |, ~ TERGEREENRMEET, ~ TEREEWIT - EREET2NMSEEREF, -

2. BEF1%EE (representation and realism)

FEHNE - HEORHEAISERRIEE - R - HEHEGAHREEEEERER  FYHEE
BB AYHIET 5 BTGB R RAIBE S RE ST » AR ETE - BIERENSHE © THIE
ZHE) .~ TR R TR FE
3. &L Z%E (emotional expression)

HITE B E R R RIRET]  IRIE ~ T8 ZBEEERVIEEE 5 (SR DU FHE S, - faF
B~ FFRTTRERRIY Ak ERE - BERIENEFE ¢ T MMTERRIRES , T SERRRER
FE
4. FEREFIE (style and form)

HREEEME SN AW BN A EAYIE S - AGER - BARS ~ 955 - AREBIBIEETREERES
SEREE W T e ) B TR, - R E KRB @RS ErYEE )T - (B R EmERY
18 AREEL DU ; RN SRR LAY - BTE R —TE A R AIEYEE - SIS RIERN S ¢
TRHRHEL ) TUMSIRSERIL ) o T ESOEEE R %% -

Hi

|

A ELSEHYEE R » B U Lm0 - RER S THI IR - 25 S8 B 47 (liking) #1]

o
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5. 2% (interpretation)

e E ARG T MR R 1B PRy AT REEATIK E M R AR BERTE - [FIRRAY - BEAE
{6 A BRFE S B2 B [ - SR LR EaRE ) - BB EEN SRS ¢ EMRIERE, ~ TE
AILERERARZ Y, ~ THEATERMEATSE . T ESEEIRE )~ Tt s FE

2-2-3 BAMATERR

B T AR BRI RS BN IE S » BB RV R B » WFFC B - SR ~ 17 R AP EAR S E
AR BRI BE A REEE (openness to experience) » B SR iT BAG FREFE FEIAHR (Barron & Welsh, 1952;
Child, 1965; Child, Cooperman, & Wolowitz, 1968; Eysenck, 1941; Feist & Brady, 2004; Machotka, 1982) -

flEl M BLEISE ST TSR RUR - SR IR EERA I ~ Frari =L R A A I R & /e B sl
¥ S0 A\ rhEE 3 (Barron, 1955; Eysenck, 1995; Feist, 1998; McCare, 1987; Zuckerman, 1979) ; B4 B
B A B AERE - P AR B E ) S RERY B K Fg 1 (Furnham: & Avison, 1997; Furnham &
Bunyan, 1988; Rawlings, 2000; Rawlings, Barrants i Vidal, & Furnham, 2001; Rawlings, Twomey, Burns, &
Morris, 1998; Zuckerman, Ulrich, & McLaughlin, 1993) ; = =Rl 145 (sensation seekers) LA & = K il i
FimiF g 247 (Rawlings et al., 2001; Zuckerman et al., 1993) -

Feist & Brady (2004)AYRfF5E iR » MEAR ATk b S B E i ISRy - LHAR KPR
RCRE R GRE - SRITA BEEFIZEY (L FH Y FRIELE (non-conformity)REFE2 - AlLERABARLT HOHZREET -
T BRSO SRl s sk o R IR TRy - BRAUIERERL ~ SRE TR ~ ET it & HHRE -
NSRS — AP S E AR PR B BB B - 2 E FR 1 2 B 14E (norm-doubting) 5 fiH A /Y &
if > EOEREY  RTREMERENERT T - T - BIERIHE RIS - HeEERD 2R
B R - 3828 ATE P 1 MR S E BT -

2-2-4 KBa{REAIEHT

B Lo S LB IR SR R PR R R R - 2 B3 S fm i D B E M T 920 — {8 B 22 ) & (Coney &
Bruce, 2004) - fiEHE SERIEEE B 0t Ry BELAIEY LBEEAE - R RS O B B B R B 2 — Py
Wt o ERTERAVIHSHERIER T - B FERA AR S S TR 3 A E B - J3 & (commissurotomy)
AR ERRIL S & - IS ERBER B AN AR LR L DIRE - KBS FISEER AR 3 SIS rTRE & 5 A R
BErERK -

KB mAIT4: (brain laterality) (. BRHFFERUR AN 2 A EEY « 72T (left-hand side)ryii 5 A7k
FESMEL - EEEs2 B (images) ~ BHff(color) (Davidoff, 1976) ~ ZZ & #EE5 (brightness discrimination) (Davidoff,
1977)Ba 154 (depth perception) (Kimura & Davidson, 1975) b ELAEEY ; fri@ = R s Bl e iy
B e A B (Levy, 1976) ~ #5if(clearer) (Burke & Dallenbach, 1924; Dallenbach, 1923) ~ &
AR RIZEE A1 (Adair & Bartley, 1958; Bartley & Adair, 1959; Bartley & Dehardt, 1960) - [E&E A0 &
(14 & R B £ (Nelson & MacDonal, 1971) -

HE L FLUETRERATEINTFE R - 22 B E G 2 5P M el RIREEERS - 90%
WARIFENRE S BIRAE KRS =0 22T AR 7096 (Levy, 1978) [T AT 8996 Y A 24 FIFF(Annett,
1972; Bryden, 1979) » [RIFLAH /I FEAR UG FIT Ro S23A BT8R © B 2T 7E38 B8 Ao P B £ 11 )
B BAREN - GATHERFEP RS P EEAR LB R A HA BRI (Banich, Heller, &
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Levy, 1989; Beaumont, 1985; Levy, 1976; McLaughlin, 1986; McLaughlin, Dean, & Stanley, 1983) ~ & /2
A ZEE ) (Ellis & Miller, 1981) ~ DUKRHE A HIFE1EE ] (Gross & Bornstein, 1978) - Levy (1976)
DA FEH s e B0R - SeBE AN A B A G - K 7E IS RS 2 0 B
McLaughlin, Dean, & Stanley (1983) LUREEA RS 1 —EXELIAIAEIR - HEra i edih Bz Pk
80 i i » A T Rt il e A5 MR Y - 2R T RIS - AN R SRS R A A A /] 28 -
Ellis & Miller (1981)ZHiA- T fmlr e & i SO A2 ~ B IE/E3% ; Janiszewski (1988)
{5 FHRARhR e T B B - ol /e SO s 4« BEPR Janiszewski (1988, 1990)[F]FFEHY » A4 fREL
XA AR B % - BB 2B EL - B2 ERENEGE T TRE it — B ey
ZFIA] - Rettie (2000)5KF 3 (copy) B2 [l (pictures) 3 HIBAE RLEH /A ~ 4538 - WA A ATy 2 B R
EEETTHR - MR AR TR AR AR - BIP B E RS A TS AR En RIS - WAl
TEBREAET - TRES WL BHEA T8~ TIREES R BAE/AE T8 - BN EBE RS - WET
A B R B S B At - T R A i 2y - RIMER SR 1 BT A SRR E A R

e

ERTRAR T AR L AT » — e Ry 5 BR3P (Chemtob, 1979) » SR IARY S HlE 4
(Jacobsen & Hoeful, 2001) - #& =5 FIARS (I 14 6928 £ 518 BRI 7281~ 2 A, - Van Houten, Chemtob, &
Hersh (198L)AURfSEH » KR 20l it (matched pairs of art works);H g5 521 22 BLE 1 /e B B i B
b BORFIETR— e sg i 285 ERYE S - KR AR FEL R 5T - BSR4 BAA S AR
TEETE Rl 2R RET FGE S — BB S G2 RoRfE e 28R - Gl
Y » 35 £k R AR S 2 R A I ) P B 22 B iy —fSd Il » #R7f McLaughlin, Dean, & Stanley (1983)
TERBEARRIFE R T AR « AFFE R ESERAGmE - 2FF#HRZ - Coney & Bruce
(2004) i B It DASRBRINEE Mg 25 e RN B R R4S REIZ ST TREM: - FIBPI&#56E 15 F 20
THACEGH A FITRIRAAZ I Zlr L - 2K 40 (2B E 5 T SR E A B g S R =K
HHE g oy DA o3 R R RN R - R B SN TR S 2dl - BE RS R BRI
PSR ERLT » (258 B E BN EEITIK - AN 5 - REL T - fhiZREdi Pop 24ly - &
HE RS EGm BT ARBIRREE M « K » KRISRENTE SR BUS AR - i EAE—EN
BRI o

[E4h » Christman & Pinger (1997)1 fif B Bk A e R » AT R B i B AN
Fia M {R Ml (asymmetrical directional biases)f5 [ - Nachson, Argaman, & Luria (1999)iH3 3 ERIFFIE S
(7 Al AR 7 (acquired directional scanning habits) B5 AL EEES » Hhiig /e A F TR0 TR ARG A Be 38
F (FA e e BRRE) DA S iRk B A (2 G BeAE) - DARCE e i mn e BRI B s feEs B 0AE 32i
o WEARTAWE—E LEE R o & SRR ARG K BERE & Lhi i e au el S i m 3% - &R
Ik e S K S i ) /5% » R T A R AR B B R AT P HI RRSE - RBSHR AN 3G I E o E B R a9 H
WLH » EEIRETHRLF TTREN B AR EER R B R AN AYROR - fEJERiTHIRFEH - Sakhuja, Gupta, Sinfh,
& Vaid (1996)L1 j% Vaid & Singh (1989)th 2 AR B BeAG SR - EI S RERE S GE S H/C Ay B P h ArEEaE
FEAFEHGTE)EN /oA e R - RERRE(Urdu)E & A Rt T mnyEE - K a R R
R EIER DR « BAMRIEIELE - ARFEW M Galis A S G A I B R S bRy 2 R A B
HHEEERRCER - BN A R AT A B RS - fEi S uiing b - TR (RREREE Bl
{BsikEE A & A T Ao 4R 2 (reproduce) RTINS - S SCEE# Riley H /Ac G #E S 2 BRI (Nachson,
1985) » R 5 —RIREFHIBHES -
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A — LRI B IR SOR IR A DUR S R R P S g - T U U R A IR BB DL Ry
AL ATREYR H A BRI 22 BRAGF » thrTREAR B A BElRE i S 1E S S LR R - HE | I8
HREBRGEBTI RS SRR - 23S R BTG R & B MR I - 7R AT 52 (Molnar & Ratsikas,
1987) » [KIt » FHEAZSEAVIRIZEDAE 2 B R AR - 26 SEIRITF AR IR 38 AT RESR B AL B BE P
{H]14: (Bartley & Dehardt, 1960; Bartley & Thompson, 1959; Freimuth & Wapner, 1979; Gaffron, 1950; Nelson
& MacDonald, 1971) » 1A EEZRANREEE e E 5 2 E IR R 5225 (Nachson, Argaman, & Luria, 1999;
Sakhuja et al., 1996; Vaid & Singh, 1989) -

2-2-5 HRIZEMAE

I ARG R i T - Hildreth (1936)38 81 55 2 A AERFF e A By 25 =X R e -+ Rl
MIFEEEY) (V) AREE: - R T B A RS TR EE - Calkins (1900) {2 » 20k
SR EEE RIS EEZE - Connellan, Baron-Cohen, Wheelwright, Batki, & Ahluwalia (2001)#5Hf52
HUR - PERHERE M AR SR - (HACB R S R T AL - B AR S EERE DA A2
ARG - HRIRZEREA « 9823 « it EBaERZER - BAOF SRR R RAR
B4 LER SR 2o PURCE S T — BRI R RTREIR B R AR BRAYRIE] © BB AERYTAY
BELEACAE IR » RZ 2 AeE BN ERT T MRy M I - e A= romi s - 22 B (R FVE iRy P
Jtd(Salyer, Lund, Fleming, Lephart, Horvath, & Source, 2001) » [X|[t » FF8RAVZc BT bl RiFE FIAL & ~ 7%
T Ak E R EERERE - FRNE IR EE R Ik~ sREFTE F(lijima, Arisaka,

Minamoto, & Yasumasa, 2001) -

HA R g e E RS - L& @SR AY) - SUEEEY) - 165 - A% - W HAE
EAK AL ERERR - BRI G B EE SEEEIERR K ET - SR DR
B BN BURAVERRL - I BRI S = ABURG B R Bh(Boyatzis & Eades, 1999; lijima et
al., 2001; Kawecki, 1994) - Frld » " ZeA=E 4450 - BAZFEFEA  (girls draw nouns, boys draw verbs) (Tuman,
1999; cited in Sax, 2005, p. 24) - Cupchik & Gebotys (1990)35 40 {5zt /3 B EEH F —RYVINER
A EEEHI TR T BEREE 5 (interest) AT TRt EE 4 (pleasing) W] RERY R EIGERA - AT % M B RUE A
(multidimensional scaling analysis) » %561 McGuinness (1976)f9TFSeHiliAl—2 « Zo:fEm TRt
(pictorially)f#=5 » FHE ~ HEATRIUHEF - MR " 22R0=C ) (spatially)i#=s: - HEFHASHEPE -

SRR AR A A E R AR AR - 53— R ATRERR H A S LAY ZE R - 5T 3HE A
B SE MRl AH R B 2t SR EL SRRt A R AHIE] - A5 Lepffse i 2 A 13 2 LAY 72 52 (Beaton,, 1985;
McLaughlin, Dean, & Stanley, 1983; Mead & McLauglin, 1992) - & F,#% KAYENI#Ra] LR S5 REYAE] » K
ARETMFFCEGE PR & Al 2L ARG & -

= &Eewlw

Leder, Belke, Oeberst, & Augustin (2004) % 5 2diirte tH— 2 SHSBa R A - i R EE R HLE L I
3 R SE A B S FI BT R (il > ESRERRERIFIET S A IS A B 2 - RATRE R IR RN — %
HLACERIR D - SRR LB RE vl & 7 R — (A A AR H A A BRI g K« A BRANSE 1S HEIK
SEBERAIREAG - FHILATA HR R B R RAT -
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3-1 HEMMNBEIRER

HFE AR AT 2 S 1S SRS IR S 2 BB R KBS Y » I HLS R AN R 3 SEARATHE e {EAERI - 3%
TR B AR 05 BB R B R ey - e s " iravie o AUBES « Sl ~ TEMTELE L - — (e
ERVEREIHE « (AR T DR R iR - SRR 2 S B A28 s A a5t
(Locher & Nagy, 1996, cited in Locher, 2003) o fijiif& 4= BT TErRHER] » RISEHA /K S e EAME A R
JRR A (Campbell & Kulikowski, 1966; Hubel & Wiesel, 1959) » J A i i i s B 1 S5 B AR BRGE B 4
HIRYBET] - PR S — R B ST S B MREF AR L -

5 | A SRR B RS AT RE R LR E R » B —RR A YA MR ((E2 R i B i AT R 2
R REREELS) - sRHith— BIB9S 10k « T 38 ) AN2slBny (arbitrary) - [ /2 %0 H B F AR
B BRI b (Aiken, 1998; Barrow, 1995; Coss, 1968; Dissanayake, 1988, 1992; Feist, 2001; Miller,
2000; Orians & Heerwagen, 1992; Tooby & Cosmides, 2001) - 2833 LIFFEEMY £ vl @47 By Wi E 22y
A - BAREE R (Barrow, 1995; Berlyne, 1971; Coss, 1968; Darwin, 1871; Orians, 2001; Orians &
Heerwagen, 1992)f114: 842 55 (Dissanayake, 1988, 1992; Miller, 2000; Power, 1999) - DISEff B ffl] » B AR
BOR TRRFF 5 5 MREIREDR TR, - #RE M B R YIRMER - 2 ASERRRDRIE R B B AR
AEMECHERE EAYEN o th—HERIE — P AT A2 R L B E R E R A - #I40 Orians &
Heerwagen (1992)rY3th st fEibfse » B 22 Bl EE R fmtr AJRIEEHI I~ ARARFTLIR - mFR2E 7 el
AMERTEFRIDEL R 7T - ASDEERC R S G T BURH A SRy EERENE. - BR 7 SEny s ot -
Zahavi & Zahavi (1997)f2H—7EFEE " AFIGR¢FIFEEE 5 (the handicap principle)AY2EafiTEFE. - DL T #EH] |
I TIRE ) RefE5R - AR ARERAEB " FEREL ) (extravagant displays) - MZEEREE -
Feist (2001), Thornhill (1998)FI| 7k » HAREERRIEE TP T 2 EFI D RIS (ol ~ BHER -~ TR -
PR AP AT 2 Ea rvalE (BAIEESE) - WETELANE S A 3 BRI B
AT EGERII IR : ©

B 7SN - BAMSHERREE RS I Le R Ry - AEERR IR B A ERVETSS - AR ERIDL
SECHLRIFENEIE Rl T EAHIZE  (circadian) s Fy " HDGHTHEE 5 (circumlucent) (see Lewis, Amini,
& Lannon, 2000, p.170) - #A=BREAT ATREAE R HEEE HUs2 2 - BIRTEITRFERIIRET » JRPT e/ N b Ry
MIRHEE RS WA i F LA 73 1(Johnson & Morton, 1991) - fzf% » F1EZRiRiF BIRRAIES: (B2 15 S,
)~ 22 A S BRI aE G (e Eal) - 22 e & (Connellan, Baron-Cohen,
Wheelwright, Batki, & Ahluwalia, 2001; Cupchik & Gebotys, 1990; McGuinness, 1976; Oeser, 1932; Valentine,
1968) » i&—Ah I REEhE T AR RIFTAR » 2o RIEREERU DRI R - ol HIRE BB - B3 4cl
REEGHIZESE - RIRAFAIFEE (R ARIEE A ) FHELERF A 72 #2(Pakkenberg et al., 2003) » A Rtk
— RG] - IRRIIRREE b T RERIER S BRI L s 2 -

3-2 TWRAVIFHRZER

FRERNGEEEE - FRFEVAEMEENH IR - EAANEREGELRENEE
E—TET P EECERESE /TR - 40 Holbrook & Zirlin (1985, p. 2l EmfEE s T LUEM =2 H
FZE T R B » Z TR LY B F{E(H (deeply felt experience that is enjoyed purely for its own sake without
regards for other more practical considerations) - [K|it. » 2 3 T HANYEHESEEE » MAFEB GG IR
CRIIAS & - 5 TER LIRS R B LRI 0URE iR BlRteR - AN AR - BAINREE
R~ BB TS - AR # S LB AT R B A SR - B/ NEIR R B AE A G H B2
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R AAAELEE G - N IEAESEMRE B - thAEERE ~ JEEE - HIE ~ k> ShE - T i~ Brfh > DU
B b o B EE R RGO IR B A RAE L RHIRT - PR B MR BRSO 58 e i B A
YLt - BEFIRFREARA AR R - DIBUN S8 REERENEER BT - BEEE
EEM - IR - SR BRI SRR SeRl 2 B

NFER OB HEIRHEAYBR BT - ] DI EZM RIS RS - (22 B AN ARG
SEFZ (Ekman, 2004) » Higik 2 Fr 2572 3% (unconscious; subconscious) ~ B (intuitive) ~ AIZ(implicit) ~ JERH
i (nondeclarative) sl s 5 14 (reflexive) (et S - AHETE R (conscious) ~ 4 (introspective) ~ BG4
(declarative) ~ #}gH(explicit)ml sz 84 (reflexive) B EEANTEE(Schacter, 1996; Squire & Kandal, 2003) - Z3£/Y
FIBEIE R — R - SR BHRE o REECE I B I A0 R A 2 B 8 SEERRESE
FEBE T M ARG IR (HAZ SR — BB - 2B BRI B R =R R » B
KR BB RIS » SE R B B A% (LeDoux, 1996) » Bk Z Eakalap Ay 2Bl - TEREIIR
JEEECIRITTIZRL » (R Rysd e AL B SR E 52 AN RGEET B - B P Rl T REAR I
ENZRBAEONE - D » DI PROER RS A BB S IRATES @R » W R 2B ERAR G AR
FUTAIEE - (B2 sl B PR G~ R A (LeDoux, 1992, 1993, 1994) - FERAMEEHYIN
ZFOE » AME R DR ERAY G DL N AN - BT DAIE SN S8 - ] RS T DU LA B
Z4MGoleman, 1995) » BEfilgFE R (Zajone, 1968)EH [ FIIH 35 (Martindale & Moore, 1988; Martindale,
Moore, & Borkum, 1990; Martindale, Moore, & West, 1988)i43% % Bkt i » 250 T s NS0 BNE
1t DR HHHFERIFAIZE -

SR - BV B B R — BAEIR - BRI BRI R B IORE S RER LB T B A S L RA
2 SR — R R R A — - ATRER B T | (complexity) Ay FIERRIRE © BIANSZHIE FTRE
FUS BRI SR, - B S R E A FHEIE] (Cutting, 2003) 5 S54ME AT HESE A BB
BIRAERL - PIATEE 2SR IR 2 I AR ARG R - T AT REE R ATHE AR ~ RBAIRE
JIERFBW A - #05 Z » B E S8 2% S THRIRE RS - 522 T BRI - 75 Leder (2001)
HIBFSErR  ERIEE IR R iy - PR B S HAHRA I S SR R 55 - B RRRRE A Rl — el
RIFHEEN - RIF - A SEIRRER R BSCRIRR IR SUERBATERR IS - WFSEaE AR e ] DASH
TR E 2 BRI B R EE I TER ARERGT » DUIIS i R R e e Bl gt 2R, -

TSR EHR RIS R BT 2F (novelty) BLAERAY @I A HEER H » ¥ BT &7 BYME IR DhRE SR
A FE RS N B A SGR E YIS I (Tulving, Markowitsch, Craik, Habib, & Houle, 1996) - $kf"zik "
Ay B - FERA TSR PR LE S A AR AT A - & BB iR - 1 T mERRCR |
B TR BEERARE o T TRY o HON ATREIE RIS RN - ET T A EAIIREY o S TR o W RER
EEMYREEREE  FRET - BlIE LR ROEASAE A B - BN L R EET IR - RO
HIEFITT » FER— W TSRS LLE Bl T 0 EEAE TIRNG ) RO - —TEATEEE SR TRER - fEmE
—ESTE R - R AR THTEY ) R TR L T K ) MURIFRE - B2 0 IR
TEFERE R MR N - RS B B2 - ARG HVEB A S B Ry PR - e
TRIFAYAESS © [RIBL - T 3Ta7 o (R BERRENETAL I S SIS 22 (e it » ST 7 AR 5 SR 1 R R -

FERRIBAIEEE T - Z BRI ERIGK Y S R R 5 B A BLRRAS - R RS 2 A
R WEFEE S AP I OO SR AN SRR RT B RIS - A RERE H B A4S h s R SR
> RHEHEEFEPITSUe#E - fEFR LS aTieks - SEHRTRTRD > IHEEIFEER 1T
By ERMse it TS ERERIEER - &tk - RIEPERERIRRS IR N 28a 20 E - FR R ATHE
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BRI - 25 DUERAESL USRS, - HERSRE a7 R AT REM R - B R ERRCR 2B AIREER - (2
VR RFE— PRI TREE - AL - FEIFRBIRFZET - AT DUE RS0 B AR BRI B S, - R
fere DR SR 2T T /048 ARl S 70 F B A HLRIRR 6% - T H AR e SRy RS e E RS,

oy LA b dwst rTA  SZE A G RN e A B BRI S - B AR T AR B
H R IO T DAURALAY - (Bt S BRI A 58 LB a5 SRR RN T 2t
B AFY A TR RERR M thRRE — 2P 48RS - ARAHFe B L B B B2 S LRI T E
AU s B TG T SRR - I HAE MR SERB AR AR SE © FERWFFE RIS
AR B ST - BOR AT SR SRR S R B KR - R  E i i
PRIEERY - BTSRRI IR - B &l e K EE T B - SO PRI ST ~ 555 DU (Lewis, Amini, & Lannon,
2000) - FrLAZE T fifs L lmis - R SSIEREAIMTIEA nl b - SRR HAAY OB 0] DUR S Lt & A 2
KW5E - Tt YIS ELEE R B R -

3-3 FRRIFBHFTEE R

HATEHARZ TR ISR - R TS RE A ZERR LRI AItE - IR —— NEEE AR
CRGERY - T2 2 S ERY 2 H - SSETEEE R T RRRIRT ) B LEE - JRRNERSE RS M ARBEE
LRI ISR TRLT - F8K 2 BORS Fi Sk 2 Fo R REZEREL » M FE R RS & BB A%
ME » EH SRl EERANSEHT B AR MR R I AT - 58— (EERE & S EI AT
JERAZ - B B RS S (Goleman, 1995) o TS HE SRl IRt th A T as TRVESE - HER
FRETEAT LIS PE— {8 IERERY /71 - (B2 BRSSPI ATRE R 28 S MRl AU TR B SR A LR A - Sk
R IR (affection) R © BATRE— @B i IR IRRIRF 2 ZTE B RR R 5 5 - AR LSS 1Y .
BT - R e AT DU S PR SRy T Ta) - KHERHT BB RS AR BRARE ST - MR SIS KA GRE -

TS TCZE i — o0 PR A s P AR AR Y > FLA P e s A oAl - ISR Enis nl SRy
AREETY RS TR ) o BISUEEGZ R - IRCRIRFRIE R S I - BRIk - NETES RIS
Brey — PR YGRS o BRIRIRESRTE (B e I A i T RS ey A R ERALE DU E BB
BAPASLAI ST & (Thomas, Amini, & Lannon, 2000) « [AIit » FESEHIFER) - ANERRWWHEE > GREX
B - B DURSIWRZIR - iR S A BRSO - (R BEAESEMEE i B Rt 3 RERAI RS, -
B TIEI MR o TAGE ) EAREREINELFR - MHEENES - EEREmEE o i
B TANGEAETYT ) o BREBHERERE i - AEEAG TRIEMIERE - BEE - BURE - SR e MEEE
FAHHRCIRAIE R - B — R RIRC IR Bk G - P EEERAREiE 2 -

B S5 S B N FF — Bl AN 5 - TR BN RERY R R B I B R 45 8 (Merzenich: &
Sameshine, 1993) o [Al fyfsg— {8 A#RAG R RIFYEREE R G B85 - T Ha G (R ABEA IR R BRCEs -
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Abstract

The aim of this paper is to analyze and discuss the important studies of empirical aesthetics
in the past century. The paper is divided into two sections. The first section describes the
outcomes of empirical studies of aesthetics in aspects of subjective and objective properties and
their interactions. This is hoped to provide a model of aesthetic process. The second section is to
carry on an integrated elaboration from the views of aesthetics in psychological science,
neuroscience, and bioscience. It is hoped to address a concept of hierarchically dynamic mental
model of aesthetics and to serve as an overall review of empirical aesthetics for further studies.
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