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fEft —E e SEa it EIRE BRI Tk - BE TN A L TR B R AR 2 3RS i 2 A e 2
o SR ~ SEIERREL R AR AL L ER SR SRR R LB A TR B 20 - AR RCIEEEENT - A
SIS T A LR E P RR A2 B ME R BRI R2  - ARIT - SR RATRITFE R I E i & < IR 1% -
KIEEARTTE EZEHARIR © (1) REPINE R SR i S LR AR A 5 (2) RlEmEE
LR RS B e < FEIRIRR R -

ARFFELL 108 8 SME R B E S WIRERIRRIBRIETE R STHIBEA - 5% 60 445230135 $HERE L EP It
R e R FETAL - DURIRHEIE E03E 108 8 B HIfE 1[:&&'? A o FTSBIRA R AT - w15
F B AR R SR e Ry 4.724 - 0.005 (EHEfiRGE) - 0.131 (FffukE) -

BESh - AWFFER A AR M - fEEE B LR TS Rl - 5 ESGE TR REG T A L fmlr
P BRASRMERRT - RS G T A LRy B LR C FIRRRGREEE T 1 U B il 5 JESRET AL
e frlr e i H IR AU D - (NIt fmir SR LR 280 T B ) A EARR -

AFSESE T fE {F R (R B B I B B A VBRI S 8 LR T v e e
A TRTRFAS R LR Ry 2B B - LA - AR FEth o SERETF R ARSI R IS B e 2w e e F Bl
AR -

B « EPRET ~ BHEREE ~ SMBRAED fRlf ~ BRIFAUESR
S5 [ - B~ TEsE (2010) o EIRINBR SR A LR ZFRAINTIE - 71228 - 15 (3) -
87-105

e

i HJ

uu\

"fE L s RAEEMAIRH EEEEEE > REEHEEARYETHE  TmEHE
(representation) FEIRAVETERZEAMA » #E &L, AUERR (Bell, 1949) - REtANH 6 HELTFA
HYRSE TSR - VIt S B 2 LR n] DUE A IR A B BE A - BRI %
iy SR LR R R B g JER R GEFEdEEN (Gombrich, 1982; Arnheim, 1969;
1974) o
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IeAh - FrL B th BB E E B L ETE - HpEs CUE R - fEa e sEE et
HIFEERIAZ LR E FARLAUAS SR (Mauro & Kubovy, 1992; Fraisse & Elkin, 1963; Ryan & Schwartz, 1956 ) - X
i+ 3ELEWFFEH RAEIIEE FfiEE T EENEIPE L, -

Ryan Bl Schwartz (1956) Fti 4 lElfE s (R peas - AN 1 - REREEE K@ik (D) ryf
M e T (A) B (B) ZERRYLT - kR pkE (C) HYRBUERAR - AR
i (C) 1 (D) [FIFEAERRE LR ARE - (2 RE E R B LR S - Avital
Cupchik (1998) - Biederman (1987) #l1 Berlyne (1974) #RHZEIEIEHAMAML (B4 T2 EAVRRETR]
TS TCREAR - KA SEE IS8T M R R r R LA A RET -

1. F) 4 FEEHERX (Ryan & Schwartz, 1956, p. 66.)

AW FEEZ I R EES oy - S — (85 DU Bk A A 1P S NP R e i LA R RB A L PRI BRI A% -
DUSElER - AT S M BiiRh SR B B T LR B (E - DI E R B LR R R E R E SR - SR (0
SR Lo 108 SREF A EREERPALZ AR - BLFFIRARAI 5 (2009) BHHAFHIFINY 108 FRIEEHY
TRl A LM T FEHIGHIRAS Rl AR R P B Rl < IR R R - BFSERS SR A SERERE
EARSHREP RN G - WA EaElE R AR A A R F B R SR -

= XEtE B
2-1 BRI S RRERTER

M (measurement) ;& LA—ERRER] - $HEBEYBMEETHEARIRERE - R SEY)E e
AR ARSI - RIFLEEA: TR EIRSHI R K (measurement levels) o —fisfas » HIRHERHK
=k T o R VUtEg R« BRI ~ KPP HIE - SRR - FHRllE - fEVuEE - SRR
BEHEREE - WIS SRS TE (Babbie, 2002; Cooper & Schindler, 2003) -

FHEERFgEr - i —{E " A SEERAEE (M5 S ) Bk "I RAV HEEP R, - HORRE
For (DML (2) %HEAESR (3) BEAES; (4) IEAGTAY THlE , (Babbie, 2002) -
ANIE 2 -

fea s > BFIES

v
%
I
i
S
A

> U AR

2. t—ETZBEEHNEMME - BN ARAEETE (Babbie, 2002)
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TERERUESR | RS ] DU R AR ER /73 (Gerrig & Zimbardo, 2008; Goodwin, 1995) -
OHEBEETF SR EETT 2 M E BRI T & ) 15 DUR{LERRS - #1401 Palmer » Rosch il Chase
(1981) B PIEHEA " HAIARE , (canonical perspective) 35BS TEEE - IELURALAIRGRA
B TR | RER(EAUE R o SERAIEMTSIREERN - (BRI SRE FEASRERRE thd iy TR 5
2 BRREHI R F4) (Babbie, 2002) o JTAEEf Bl A T Ik T 2 BRI JTHIEIERGT - B4 Chan (1994,
2000) $HEHEEEEEISHE SIS « Chuang A1 Shiau (1998) iyrhBIBH= it EAS R - #UZIEIMERE
TRELEE TR A SO SRR IR RS ) SRS ED B GRIFAUESR) DURHEETT
RO PERAMEE - SBLEMERI T LB E RS « MDS ~ TIRE ML, SE 3R T 04T - a0k 1 - X1t
AWt Feth FIFE R T =GET TP U R R R R BT - 2018 3 FoR - AWTFEi A BB B e
FERUREA - BLOMPRF R BOR T TAHER M A B A - FE PR T BRI EARRE 5 AR EIUE S

& 1 MEHEHRFEERZAE

58 (10 e ERE Fik
Rosch~ Mervis~ Gray Johnson I HEAKAR , BERHIRIERE 2 B
F0 Boyes-Braem (1976)
Palmer ~ Rosch 1 Chase (1981) TBREUMAE | WERHVERERIES HhE
Chan (1994 ) MEERAAE | RS ERLE 25 BEk ~ 3BT
Chuang #1 Shiau (1998) " oA AR R 5 RSt TR A MDS - Bk

Bl RS L2 ERIRFRUE SR

| |
SMEREIR B E RV IR IE BERNAE

3. B RS LIEERIRIFRIE R

2-2 EfIMEEERE( LR

AR ETE S M R BB SR A FIRIRAGR - Berlyne (1974) g — {8 BaERe S Bl fmr T 421
U bR o - AT NE 4 FoR - DUEER Rl - 8175 fmir it (EE - S92 —EE U 7Ry - &
156 BT B ST - B Il g e B KA 5 B REE BORERE P~ R B ek - R
FotE R Z im0 LAY TR ; A i L s i i AR R § SRR S A B L (2005 )
B pRRG IR TG ERBIYRSR - 2800 McDougall 1 Reppa (2008) HyRFFEHIZE BT 5 frk 1
W T EREMERY - i b e i B TRk S A LA — i A BHRS GRS - KIEE AR 52
et BLE AR -



9 B 9P R R R

RIFREE T

} B R
= i

4. {RiF N B EHR R AORR (RERAR

B E LT B R » 2518 TR fI TR R A, - G525 (R 5 B
6 - 1M HAFERRERET | WA SRS H AN (Wang & Hsu, 2007 ; FEE2E « FFiRi - 2006) -

r .

Gl

5. BRI Z Em

e B
— -

6. ERHAFRIZRER
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ZriEx (2007) EFAEERIFHEINFSE (Eysenck & Keane, 2005; Goldstein, 2007; Biederman, 1987;
Gombrich, 1969; Attneave, 1954; Wang & Hsu, 2007 ; F&:2% - FFIEEE - 2006) - HEH| 7] B LT Fe e E]
LT - srhle TR RE R R A | B TR TTRIRATE 5 o BRI F e EE T R B R
SHE - A0kE 7 5 B RS A TR - A 8 o AW ST DU E Ry SME R B A LR A BEReE -

7. ERBREEE (KR - Attneave, 1954, p. 185) 8. Efft&E (FKA - Biederman, 1987, p. 131)

= -B% "R E ) XREETR

3-1 HERRRAT

ARERELL T TR 9 A ) R B - 206 9 T RURREEREA ) BRI - PEESSME R EEL
AR EAREEREAIIEAGR

BRELRE
o (6) & 3)
G (105)
B
s
g
B
= B (141) E (58) H (40)
&
C (40) F (19) I (11)

0. ERNEHLFEELEZ "XE ., BF
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TEETE O MG ) RUESERIIANT ¢+ (1) DURSHGRNRLEI S - 20E0R ~ o~ R 3 fEKEE S (2)
PCRENE » /s ~ B K 3 [E/KHE - [RIARARGEHE T BRBafR R X R oTRE (3x3) , 3t
FECE 9 LA S - HA &S ZREER « A - METESEAISE - B : rPAREASEE - C - (K
RS EATSES R ~ D - METRSEAITER R - B PRTREEATEE - F - RETREATR R - G
rRERE AR ~ H - hETREEAEE TR | (RETREAEETE - ATRE 9 - S e ML

T~ o AR AR B AR = N ETE R B B R REE S5 R e T
FEHE AT TN B Rk Bl < fiE SR -

3-2 RBREEAS

AEERH AR 108 (ERRERETAR AN E FAEFIR (2007) BIRSE @ &L RAC IR IR Filka i
Ji o BZIFFEELA B R YIRS R MRS - HoEEEREPARARAEHES DU T 58, (Alario & Ferrand, 1999;
Biederman, 1987; McDougall et al., 1999; Palmer, Rosch & Chase,1981; Rosch, 1978; Rosch et al., 1976;
Rosch, 1973 ; Snodgrass & Vanderwart, 1980; Wang & Huang, 2002 ; £73% « f203% « iEE%E > 1989) : (1)
HOSEPERIEMEREYIRE - DR E R AR AR E AR A B BRI - (2) BhEwieny "l
RUFARE | YRR ARG RINIEENE - DUBES T A, R B ERER - SR AR ERSHREAH
BAfFZE (Palmer et al., 1981; Rosch et al., 1976) » WiBd 8 B3 AHATIL (A Pt i A S EE Ry [RGB se 1
(3) IMEARER LA SE BIERIIRS - BIAIER - Fi T EIEKREYRE - KB ARG IRE A
HE AL (Biederman, 1987) ; (4) K HEATRIYIREANZ - 1 " AJg%E5H],  (basic level) 22—
ik N £ B PIRalE I - thods@ SRR e B i i PRV R - A AASEFSESE Rosch S A (1976)
Eil Snodgrass 11 Vanderwart (1980) Rf5EfTE ARG YIHG/E RBGENIE -

[ BRI ESR - 28 8 M EIERETAISLIFIR TG - BlEmALREAI T ¢ Tversky AT Hemenway (1984) #1
Tversky (1989 ) HEHH EBRTR BT ST PR EE 2L « MAPTS B0 ) UESRAT T « T ERMEY Rttt
A (D) nlopiEtt s (2) FEEEIRENIBILIE - 4 BbS) - Biederman (1987) fi5 i & HEAHIELI: (4N
A ~ BRI UK SRR AR N (A0S ~ REE ~ B BOREEE - mIE e 5 BEAh
i B BT 2 S P e BN IR s R B DI RE C pE (ARFERFIEELET) - (Kt - LD BRI
- ZB kD ARIERIERFLL (1) BAEE > DUk (2) mhEsEs NyITsRIebR -

R EBE PR 12 (YIRS MO ERAS - 2RI AE ~ I ~ 0 S KRG REARE - kAR ~ WRJEB ~ TR
B~ e~ B B o RIAE 12 fEReAn O RERG{L T AMLS - HEd: 1 108 (HEZ A EREERAS - A1
10 -

10. FEBREERZFIRMEER
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3-3 REERAfRER T A

ABHFEE A 17 R 52 FRIFENS - WL Flash #kBSHRIEEZEANIET - Z3E DL 5 3 m S
EROEHER " EEEE ) R BERBFZREMHENZE (Alario & Ferrand, 1999; Snodgrass &
Vanderwart, 1980; Wang & Huang, 2002) - 1{t3& TIEH AL, ;5183 TIEEEIL, - EXERRT
WFzEE Jetk 5 (2T TEH - 54 FE (54 EER ) ARITEZHAM 20 2348 A2 A5 RS -

3t 60 5z ilHE 2 HARER: - 1k 26 A 2k 34 A H BAAERGTHEH 37 N JRast st 28 A -
FEARFE - 523 3 FELLERGHEEMA > AlBlRiat R A L - aE PoFiely 21.22 5% > RN
A 18 £ 25 BRI - A IAERRIEBI I (E 0.8 DLE -

3-5 BRiERF
1 BEEEEITDRNR 2 - WhE NS LIKELEE — 23 54 iRYIRBIPARA - G5

FAEATFIRET " LR | REG -

2. AHREESREAE S EEI Y SR BRI - T SR Y e EL B S
SCHATSIRE - SR ST BHHBINEIYA 5 Hx 25t sl RAGIETATHE - IR O U
Tt 30 SRIE - BEAEETIE ERPIANT - £ 0rPIEAEE AT -

3. AHFSHA 5 LRMAETHI (pilot test) - HIZREIRIED - HBHHLERBI R
2 - LALLM A O3] - BYe 8 O e T RN L 32
9 AR B B - DU EE TR -

4. AIZRFERHIAR 20 S  HURARIIGIBIT 52 A RS
- BRCE S AT -

5. GBI - AT AT R 1 - (X TR 2R I
SHERT R BN (S0 METHEREE (PIADERR - W .. %) MBI -

x 1. BEREMA

BB A
LSt i
RERICME BB TR SR S A E AR

& HIHEREATR - W EREH
FY R ERE -




%4 [ 91 P AR R Y R

K2 REOREMRSA (8)

HEREEE St

HEREEAE

BB TR LR S E AR
& HHERAATHR - WS EREH
f iR

SRR
IERE RN - (R
A EE -

HISBE R « Bl A T
Rt 30 G > FzEA AR IR A E R
FgGR > AE0 SR EEERE MR -

TR B R R A -

teRIEEERABRAA |

ERXBEHEIA FEERRHG «
e FBAIARS F TR R
R 17 54 . B34 -

%
=
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K2 REOREMRSA (8)

=i A

DL S #22pd KR RET N ILEPHY

LA -
WERFER Jn%u&j‘ !
BB

3-6 BX A

ARERELL T O ) B - iSRRG LAETE - ARG L R - RSB0 dE
W (547) 5 AR E GHIETEZ ) WEE - HE2EBERE (150) - TR E eI E
4> FlIF Microsoft Excel #ig i) S HffiaT TAF - 2R1% - REATICERT B REERAE SPSS13.0 Miit i T
M PERRET ~ EARHI AR « Pearson AR M LURGEER AT

3-7THAHR

3 3 EhaM AR - EL T DIEEEIE (L Tik o S ) A E/KAE R ERE A
PIRAATAE RS -

3. TALRRRER3M . Z kRt

EHLF OB S % PR e
A BT R 341 1.87 1.10
B : frEiR EMIE LR 341 2.74 1.13
C : EHEL A=A = 341 3.49 1.03
D : EHTEEARE 341 2.87 113
E : FhEfiB AR kR 341 3.62 0.92
F: (RETRE A E 341 4.13 0.89
G : =R MEES & 341 3.77 0.90
H : FhEfREAMEAR & 341 4.23 0.80

| ARETBG AT = 341 4.62 0.73
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B T EH AR A RS (repeated measures ANOVA) » LA S #EEAL 341 K »
g 19 RAVEESE R} - #SHEER T LTk 9 M E o MY F{E )k 340.945 (p<0.001) - [Ait 9 FEEGLF
EHEEN SRR SRS B 13k 4 -

x4 BFEMMEFE O BEACERAEBRESTHER

ZEA Ll HERE 2] FE BERE KES]
LR A 2023.248 8 252.906 340.945 ** 501 1.000
RE 2017.641 2720 742

*:p<0.01; **:p<0.001

BRI R E R R 1% > 2P LSD ARV SRR LI - mILIEEHE T R E Tk o MR & ) BH52
AERBANRE LR Y 225 m] o0k 6 ERER - FEIRH A EHERIIRR BHLHEPAT N R 5 s - A GG -
re EITRE R - M=1.87) {EEBIREHN_bicisisle s HeF Rl B (A « hEIEFIERA: » M=2.74)
1D (R * iR - M=2.87) i3z BB 2nl s e C GHE < {EETRRIETRMT: - M=3.49)
B A « TETESFIGERA: - M=3.62) 3z LiaiaE2nh s E (GHE © TEiRFI-hase: - M=3.62)
1 G G : EETRSNHEER: - M=3.77) &3 LB 20 s F (G - EEEFIEReE - M=4.13)

FITH GRHE - PETRSRTEARC: - M=4.23) Jiaz Al 20 Ma | GHE - (RETERFIEA T M=4.62)
PRt Er VS e d o

5. NEMLFEMGZ Scheffe 1g3E

FHEAEL <MLEE> FEHMEL T

(A) 1
(B~D) 2
(C~E) 3

(E~G) 4

(F-H) 5

) 6

FhlE 11 n LU R R R AI B ME R — e RIBAR - RTLURy 1 B3t —20 1 g 0 (R
REELEEUSRER ) MERE (REAREE) MIRATR - IME T Pearson RGBT - &€ SPSS #RETHRERFT
FEAE M 3 A B R RIC SR AN RR CREGRS R (AR 6) » Hir THRASEnELE , B TR 1Y
FHRAFREL r=0.773 » EEREE/KHE (p=0.01) ;ify M HRMICRE ) B TR 5 BIAHER (A% r =0.704 »

SERE KR (p=0.01) - AHRRAFRE r B35 2 1 8i-1 252 =R 5 r FREEHEA /TR 0.7~0.99 2 E
FHREH 5 r AURERHEE TR 0.4~0.69 ZRDETFERR 5 r (E5 T 0.1~0.39 L2 (REEAHR 5 r AUAEEHESS
& 0.1~0 ZHALZ S EErER Caatd ~ FETEIR « Bils - BRBEERIE s - 2003) - fHELATAN -
oy TEGENRE ) Bk TR E ) MR SRR - B RREETR Y - R
R 5 [AIRREY » TR R e HE e e -
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HTRE

el

B OB

i

{liv

11 EFALREERA 6 Ao

+ 6. AHMLEERIMNESRE (AREMERFRE) Z Pearson FREAERIMT

BRGHRE LR E eI

RBaRNRL 1 A59** T73**

TR E 1 704**
fE LR 1

**Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed) .

AW e FE R SPSS MEF TR S ATHES » DIFHII /M R A B LR R R BAAR - Ak
7 FE R (CEREETELR ST E ) BLRETE (LR ) TR T E R B R>= 0.752
Bk HE (p<0.001) - F5%EBIET] D RS ESIEEE] 75.2% HURa g o SHEY 0T H] B 1R
RAEAIN 05 RIREME 3 (AatASA - 2003) - IR T FIE (R8N R>= 0.752 » [t
REGEASEIRES] -

7 EEEAERR

R R? FRIRIIR? R HIERHER

0.867 0.752 0.749 0.487

# 8. ERAEH

RERHELARER R LARER
Bz A HE ERLEA BetafE t Sig.
H# (Constant) 4.724 .067 19.028 .000
x1 (CEERGER) -.005 .000 569 14.813 .000
X2 (HHEER) -131 011 443 11.525 .000




% P9 R R L R

HZ 8 BURHTEER(REL  t (HLURSRETE - BT PSS ME R B R A TN LR sl e
7 1 y=4.724-0.005 (x1) -0.131 (x2)

g R rh oy RolfesiE TR, (1 0 REFERARHE 5 5 0REIEHEHE) 5 i x1 Hlig
HAE T RBGRRE ) o x2 QIR B TEOTRE ) - MR SRR - PR R TR
EE TR BB - U EEGS - L ITilliRrE D x1 CRREHETRER ) /At 12 2 311 5 x2 (&
PFICRE) ATHY 2 2 15 RFRIFT AT Y © Fr DU FGE A E L B x2 310 y 8805 (B
FE) STy 1 2 5 s Tl (ERRSEC > 2006) - MATHE{LFREL (Beta) BYA/LN - 2355 8 AIZHI] T #
REETRE AR TR R ) WS E M - (EAELPRECTA - BRBERTRLE 0.569 5 HifFILR/E 0.443 -
el TR RENRL ) LR ERRAIRIRELL TR ) K

Attneave (1954) - Feldman & Singh (2005) #5580 LB BT & R H i - R E— B
T AT SRR L AR ER S FHE S E - Biederman (1987) HIFE N HZRE 3~4 ST RMA
AEERIERIERER o LIRAYIFFEI ARG B R T B |A T T R B — G5 - AR IeRG R T #
HEEnEs ) HEPE LR AR ERN Tt ) - KitkHEEm R SRS TR A R [RIRE - 11t
AP B T, - T B BT B S SR IR YRR A B R - BEARER AR A S AR A
EYIRSHERAIEE ST - (HIEERAVE (3~4 ¢ ) =2 v IR BhEMPEYIE - SRR e Rk Al
AIRERET S B RER L T - B T BRE S - KRR TR A SR & LS T R AR
AR FREN o

W~ B AR R RRT R

AR ~ &z (2009) HERRRGETE RALEIERGETE S AL EH _Bifthy 108 sRECETPHI mir
BT ZER - FWTFE L ER A = N T B RGBT TR - PR T B IR %
FMEETFEH AN RE TR ) RAEHZEE - HhJEats s AL BN E LB I Rl a i@ h—
o Mo Ik mir e GRIETER S ) MBI © st A LSRR R iR —20 - &
I > BEWTFE AR B SN R LA R BB fOE 2 - IR ORBE SRR B FHIHI R LR 2 Bl 5 Ty Z BRI 1%
FARAHTFERISERT (FRIdRR » T-52E - 2009) Firfl FHEYE LB EEASEARREIRY - 25K L5 108 5RIEE &
{ERERE | FRRIAGR - Bl 108 sREG{LIERAY " Rl ) FRASBERMEC AT - IR LIRY i T LR ) B T fm
b ) ZTEIRIBRGR o IRIERRE R 2GR o3 BRI 3 2 a S A

4-1 JERtEtE S| AT RIFARABLHCEZENRR

e EGETE AL RES T AT - JMTAT DA N HIE 12 82 " BRI , A T R ) /Y
HHRACRIIELMTADL ([ 12 ARV EICRERERME) -~ BURRIE 23 EAHRINEEES - FR I n] #ERIR 52 MEs
AR L Rt IR 2 HE R e Pz el e -
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O ey
o
200 —%
T
i 600 -]
=
&
~ 40—
200 -]
L]
JEH AL JEH Ik
CSED) (HmEIA)

Gl
12. FFFEHERATRFR " ERALRE ) MERNOEGE

BRI HC IR TR PR i BB » GETBEAR — 2B SMTIIRIRE ) (RY)
5 0.671 (p<0.0001) Hef: » A1k 9 Frs » (BRI MEIIRHIR (R*=0.668) MUAEEEAA » Ff ISRl
BRI TARPERE L - R o TR | TLURRR T ERREH A RAT ) 66.806 ML -
SRR T -

y=8.894 - (1.547) x

Ry RER TIERGETE AL RIHE ) 5 x (A3 TEIPRMEREREE ) o iR R el
Bl x At 1 (FRHAE L) 215 (GEREHL) Frikatfst - FrCUb SR FGEA R E X B y SIE R
1 E( 5 IFHIFHH] -

RS TRE U - LR B ERR I ETE - JRaEt T R AL R - SEREBRAIITERR -
LA B AT &2 T8 U BUERER o 2 ANFER (Berlyne, 1974 5 5RICE - i » 2005) -

9. LIRS R EER

Methods R2 F dfl df2 Sig. Constant x1 X2
gk .668 213.338 1 106 .000 8.894 -1.547
e/ .671 107.064 2 105 .000 9.594 2.127 .105

805 : B RELREE 5 s SRR R A L2 IR
4-2 ETERATRiFRER H{LREERRG

e A LR AR ST - nTDAAERE 13 $iZ2) T B EHLARRE o A0 T feir ) W R ARy
AR Chel 13 P Bl Pe ERBERED) S5 2 HARERA £ - DAL PR Tl e (RISt T A — 2R R



100 B9t B R T R

SEERAIAT + 45 SRR~ R ARRSCEER T RERE )] (R®) Fy 0.425 #cfk (p<0.0001) - 4115 10 iR -tk
et TEIP O , nTDUERE T EGETE RA LR ) 42.5% R EE - KSR ¢

y=0.8- (3.182) x + (0.441) x2

MEE AR y RER TG R A LZRIFE ) 5 x &R TEREEAEE ) o B EhAREER K
REUE LA X A 1 (FRHANEL) 215 (FER ML) Fribatist - FrDUb SR FGE A E X B y S8
A 1 E] 5 IRFHOTEH] -

£ 10. DIBHREETSEIMEI RRARERR

Methods R2 F dfl df2 Sig. Constant x1 X2

R 318 49.529 1 106 .000 6.867 743

—r/ ¢ 425 38.789 2 105 .000 9.8 -3.182 441
=1

HAEIE « B AL 5 BRI « Bat i A LRI E

xE T R A R RR AN LR RS < BRI CR R AR P  SERTE AR ZERT T ] U B, 2 —20y
A DIHERIEG T S L imdr i LA EE - IR AGE R b S E A - FERfIRE 12 BdiE 13 -
Tl 13 IR EIEI RN L EITEE A R LRI - S G R R LA B TR Rt - 1 iR
IR (E SR T RIS R JE R A R By —iw - Rt T LETE | Forr R i B R R AL
HAETEFRCRRE ZAIRIETE - Bt el fE L Em a R BeE AR S - O 5 R (i
fE LA R RN B Rl -

200 - O BIZE
- --
700 —
6.0 —
1
it 500
(i
/'l: 40—
N}
300
200 o
100
JEEREL JEEEL
CSED) (HEERA)

I LR

13. AETERALRIFR "ERALREE | MARNEAE



BT EHHER 15 65 3 1 2010 4 9 A -

A FFRESR

5-1 B {tEERIMCHFHEENRIF

AR RS MR R LR EERIAHRR T - Avital AT Cupchik (1998 ) ~ Biederman (1987 ) #1 Berlyne
(1974) FERHERE RRAIFIA S TR B AR - RIS LEhFel 2 A WIMERS I 52 70 3 5 B i (LR RERE A
LRI BIHERRR - 22k Wang 1 Huang (2002) $HAFERMEEEIRIURIZEEER - T RLR2REE , R T80Tk
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Abstract

Simplification is one of the most important methods in visual design. Designers often use it
to extract significant features from subject. Studies from Art, Gestalt theory, Cognitive
psychology have proposed that the concise and abstract properties of simplified graphics
facilitate our memory and recall. However, these studies didn’t clearly define the relationship
between the quantity of shape elements and the degree of simplification.

This study used 108 graphics as stimuli. A Likert-type scale was applied to rate the degree
of simplification of each stimulus, and 60 subjects were invited to participate in an experiment.

Then, by utilizing the regression analysis, the quantitative description of the external shape and
the assessment of the degree of simplification would yield the formula defined as  “Graphic

Simplification Degree=4.724 - 0.005 (overall node quantity) - 0.131 (shape element quantity) ” .

Next, the differences between designers and non-designers—in the preferences over the
degree of graphic simplification are discovered. Designers’ preference and degree of
simplification presents an inverted U curve relationship, while non-designers exhibit a linear
correlation.

This study has proposed a clear operational definition and numerical values of graphic
simplification while not attempting to replace the creativity of the design. Through these
prediction methods, references and recommendations can-be provided to the designers when
assessing the graphics. Moreover, the study is desired to be established as the fundamentals for
the quantitative descriptions of the computer-aided graphic application and further research.

Keywords: Graphic Design, Degrees of Simplification, Shape Feature, Preference, Operational
Definition.



