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HMEF L RAER M ERHA, L P FERH N B GBS T 54 F £ H 870 A F) 875 %
BHAMARHHAB R, EARARRZAFF ELERA LR FIERL ZARSZE" F
“EIET AR ERZFERBDERR MO BRI NBA L, AR THESF £ B it 4
B RERR , TR S AR ERE A B MNB B LA, FREATIEEGERR MG

B, AR R EARBERG ERKRA MG R,

KW F £ R ARG AL BE AR L

hE4 S :B841.2 MERERIAAG A
1 5|§

B RS AT B SR g R FRAR AN
THIRIA B (2 —1F , P Re MR, BRI ,2002) . 3%
BBETERATAEGW I Emm, AR ETEE AT
X WAHS, AT IS M= RRZ TR
ARXFG e HAMEH B 15 Bk (A e A4 ,2000) . HEZ,
MK H A& AME, ERE R — P BA xR
FEMEYET, B A RRIRZ B H Yo LR ME, A
MAHAEE, XM MEZER, HHEER Ml &R
HETER, FLE, OHEPRIFR T EMERGES
65 e 00 36, SRR B B 68 0, AT A SR AR
AR TH ) B

MR A RHEEES? BAFEEH, “FER”
(aesthetics) . “ B JE/K56 " (aesthetic experience) | “ B
BB (aesthetic perception) | “ B £V (aesthet-
ic evaluation) . “ #f Z£ HWr” (aesthetic evaluation ) 25

SRENA, H R E SRR (T PER
F,H%,2010) , ARSI (2014) HE— 235, B 3R
HIHE (aesthetic perception) HIMEEA |~ U L Z ),
J SCHAY SR Tt Y A o S TN TR B Y R R e, R
SHEP St :pay S Sur Ll PN PO E =]
B SRR — PR G B, P KR
HIRZRFHIEZ R TREE , AT SRR
X H 38 X 41 & B 4 Z 18] 26 &R M 98 £ ( Dewey,
1980) 5 & H5E JJ BV 4 (BB R, BT 58, KB,
1998) ; B L Rl LRI L AW, B —FPaF 1)
B (good taste ; Mysekowski & Zenasni, 2016 ; Mysz-
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kowski & Storme,2017) ; BXAT AN 2 EMESR T
FUTSTERE I AURFE B B3, J2 X 22 R BB 1 B B 0
i ( Meier, 1942a) , 2% Corradi, Chuquichambi,
Barrada , Clemente Fil Nadal (2019 ) $2 1 5 36 8=
AN R TR U | T e SO BB AR IR
KHME R . REFEWAHELL, AR
B FREGE B 5 G — (FE LT, 2015) s B4R G
BT IIRE 5B (A4 ,2005) ; BHA £
RMERS PR RS PR G 3D, 518 AR B AH OCEX , 7R3
THRFERAIEMEERSE (KRILIL,2014) , B
BesE SCRT AR M, 2R RIBE B ) 2 MMART H 2 XT 4
(1) W35 24 ARPAE B L 22 ) 3Bk R PR SR D SRk BE, JB T
W XA E Lo

XA SR 55 3 A B 5 A v 1000 56 ) PN SR B
H—Be BAZRAGE A0 0 56 AN S I Bd Tl
YL JE W R IUIR, TR B BAMEE WA B EN
EAREGET) o EXELBE S, TSR REIR,
WOANNBBRAN B EFEERTEHAENLER
( Myszkowski & Zenasni ,2016) , >FEFF N L E
S F T R TR E R R AR BE T 5 1 T g, Horp
£ B4 Meier 22 AR H Wil 35 ( Meier art judgment
test) , Grave [ JE % & M 4% ( Grave design judgment
test) \McAdory £ AR M 36 ( McAdory art test)  Meier —
Seashore Z& A J] W U 45 ( Meier — Seashore art judg-
ment test) . Gordon 25K H| WM % ( Gordon tests of es-
thetic judgments ) , Thorndike B Z& ] 4% ( Thorndike
Tests of Esthetic Appreciation) . Meier BT 3 %15 | it
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(Meier Aesthetic Perception Test) . Corradi & A 41
T o 35 BN BE 7 T 86 ( Visual Aesthetic Sensitivity
Test) ., Christensen Fl Karwoski B35 7R %5/ 56 ( Art
Appreciation Test) . Bamossy, Johnson I Parsons ] #f
5K W 15 /) 0 56 ( Statement for Aesthetic Judgment
Test) &5, X L6 25 , 7 P94~ g6 A2 O BRI £ 2
KBFEPHTZ A4 (T F50%,2001 ; Lewis & Gray,
2005 ; 3 ¥, 2010 ; B AR , 20105 X8 A B, 2011 ; 48
H &, #hK5R,2012)

WHFEINN, BERBEERESI WA, TiEE
BAB G ERE ] HZE A A B R A
EEERRPHE RS, EFEEZ—EN T
Gro B, X TFEZRU, X BN EE &6 — AT HY
(FE2X0, BR0E, SR, 28 /N, 2019) o AR, A
ISR AR BE 7 U 36 B 12 N A BN VR R ) A A T 0
o XASSEARBE S M g P A 4K 9 Thorn-
dike £10 G 5L 56 ( The measurement of achievement
in drawing) . Kline #ll Carey {22 K & 7 (Kline
— Carey measuring scale for freehand drawing) . Good-
enough [ 1 A {46 ( draw — a — man test ) , Goode-
nough — Harris £ @ 1] 3 ( Goodenough — Harris draw-
ing test ), McCarty % | ] & ( McCarty drawing
scales) .Knauber 2€ R §E J7 &, ( Knauber art ability
test) \Horn 2€ 7R §E 7 {0 [ I/ 38 ( The Horn Art Apti-
tude Tnventory ) . Welsh — Barron i A 22 R B &
( Welsh — Barron Art Scale) %,

TR NH KRR TIWMA L, i RN ARBIESR
AR B AR BT & 128 AR BB g fo 1oy I Tz, R AR A — 1
LA TERZATH ZM, A4 Z G B K W — Bt E
B3R M0 BB J7 00 3 AR AR AL T AR XS DLRCIR &
( Myszkowskia & Storme,2017) ,iX FEEF =R
B T & b3 R s (T F5 e, 2001 ) , 25 B Y
GPE IR 25 O B2 R SR AR RE T 2 — 204
B E BT A1 2P ( Crannell ,1953) , {HIEHE PR B X
FIRREHR RS M E, I, BEMEERALIAR
H W B 248 B TR AR I 4k 22 B ( Bezruczko & Frois,
2011) , 5AMEE F1 27748 528k ( Furnham & Cha-
morro — Premuzic ,2004 ; Myszkowski et al. ,2014) . it
Hb, 0B W5 X B 36 1 25 R (Myszkowski &
Zenasni ,2016) 9 £ HE I M FF & K B FH#E1 T BT
( Myszkowskia & Storme,2017; Corradi et al. ,2019;
Myszkowski & Zenasni,2020)

LT, T E AL o A JR X S AR BB 7 50 1) W 56 48 114
T LR, TERATICUE S A B8 J7 000y 0 B ) FF
REMA. M IURIERED, REfSTET

JEE&SFEAN AR AR KEFEFHFTEMAL
AT IRIRZEINTIE . ESET X
LR R RAAR H #2388 K Y ARG 3RS, KA
WERZARFXMWFTFRE A 2R (B,
2018) , (EFRHTKYIHFT R EA K RAKMLE)
Wgied , Z amRRTERPFESERR,
“ISRERE L BRFARBIFHERER”, “HTHE .
R EEFREN (BRZARESER) B, &
“EMZEARAATEIR o CORT 2T N oE FSHEH i
REEBET TENB IR BERILEFT WAL
BRENE HEEPAER P EZEER
(hEY AR BZORS) PO R, FEYE
TARFHE M EM R R, (Pt e E 55
RTHRUBE AR EL R LFHUFRRENE
WY BR RS HE A", MWL s
HsRH R RN R T H R IEMER, BB A R IR 36 R
B3R RIS, IR RECTTRARGME S FER U, 5
FFPERLRRE, TI(ERZARESER) BN
TRURERER , BFERENZARLWAAH
BT

Hit, RFEFRESREHLFTERHERGES]
Ao [eg 38, 2 R ARNA IR R I B AR R 5 o
B LA, A SIS SR 68 7 I 3 & Y D77 52 64 T (BB
XA AN BE 0 I B FE AT 4283 T A4,
5T AN 5 Gtk g T A R IR IR M R
JEJy T8, DU g — 22 R & TR IE B E ARG
A6 ey 0 8 PR — € BB R o
2 E-THERHNEREAEE 60 mE

IAH 35 BB 7 1A £ BE T 2 35 R BB T A 1) B R
B, BAREXNTER S, ¥ REEIMZARA
R AR R AR] D EAX TS, R 2R
HERUVERIRE 1. HETNH SREE I A E IR SR A R
TG I G KBRS — 2Rk X 28
WA i B R B T S AT B AT R R, 51
TR At f G 1 AR 3 AR REHEST 5 55 268
TSR A4 AR HL B 25 AR A 7t 8 T 2 R rh bk ot A
TR, 2 By PR P B i
2.1 BEIFAETH XA R

B HIBTE X 36 AR B8 7 A i 0 26 SR A2
PG iRt S b L S S IR G =S S
R, Hh LL#E 4 W Christensen — Kar-
wosk 38 AR KB 36 . Meier — Seashore 38 7K | Wi 91l
45 Meier F2ARFWT I 46; . Grave [#1TE 28 5 M 45 A5
HEGURPENTE S . B = MUKEHEARERER
s AR DL 1), TS w100 56 D) 3% A 1R S R
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VE R IEE A WL IE 2.8 3) . Christensen — Karwosk
SEAR K F M 86 ( Christensen & Karwoski, 1926 ) &£
AR R LR R 2 AR AR GRS B . %
MR ZESR A2 ELE ST 78 XF A B BIIEAE i
H (—WE M ERAE M, — 8 2 8 B 1R ) LR
A, Meier — Seashore 35 A H) W70l 46 (1929 ) &
SREZWFE M 125 HZEARMEMFHBBUE BRIA %
0 O E BB H S EMWARIE , 2358 A T4

T &

Bl 1 Meier EARHIET MG TG 5 34 &)
Grave B % B W % ( Grave, 1946 ) ZR Z %
M\ 90 £ 15 B IR rr 43 S 3 B WP B4, 120 B i
RT R R UL EREAR . Pt SSRUBE T 56 ( Gotz,
1985 ) ZE5K M 50 X 5e A LA fa] B T v 43 e 4%
RN B SRR, I BE T 10 2 DL BB
FARUTE 2 36 AR 1) BB 7 I 3638 F Salkind HF 5 i
M 56 ( Salkind aesthetic preference test,1973) . Sav-
erese Fl1 Miller [ 22 A i &5 M 46 ( art preference test,
Saverese & Miller,1979) B 1T W& 1 5 5 =& GRS
I ( visual aesthetic sensitivity test — revised, b, Y
VAST - R, Myszkowskia & Storme,2017) &, %X —3&
T 56, R R i o 52 T[] e e 3 Y Ml s A PSR
MERHERBET]
2.2 BEREGEEHFORE
HEFP T 2 1R 36 AR BB 740 v Y00 3622 5K 52 T - %o 4
RS ZAANE i el sl a7 B TR AR P B ar fR BE
FHBREHITHF . HP B E4 A Thomndike
H M \McAdory FEARML:  Meier H 56 15 M 48 |
Gordon ZEAHI T I 46: 717 4 1~ T 46 DA 4 B8 I T AE
Jr s AR (LE 4 8 S) RPN LV ZARE R
-

kectangles :Seeies 1II.

4  Thorndike ®f 35 i3& 7B

B2 Grave BREE I RE

KDL ERER, Meier SEARJ WIS (Meier,1942b) &
TE Meier — Seashore 38 A 1| Wil 6 () ZL Al _b & J@é i
Kl , Xt Meier — Seashore 35 7R 31 iy ) oy A4 oL 2
BT, ZMEE M 125 AZARE S PR X 4 B HE2
525 WA E T 100 42 ARVE R 4R P ;
(R K DX 43 BE HEAS SR 10 19 25 B i RSk 11 1 43
TR 2 2 41, AR M IR AR, 20 3 18 T
K UL EREAR

P e
S’

v

3 MEHEEHBREWNETE
YRR SRR (WL 6 B 7) . Thomdike 5 S %
(Thorndike , 1916 ) J 5 523 JF & 3R 9 LA HE R 1 =Xl
TR SR AETT I, 1 93 P R, SRR A
AN P 4 2= 5 MR TR (0, 5
B SEXE) R A CHEAF T HERF o MeAdory €
AWK (MeAdory, 1929) | Meier H 3¢ A1 5 U 1
(Meier, 1963 ) ZE#RJE B25R 32 I 7EXT U S A4 RHR 3%
BRI BT T, R # Z U  ii
IHERE A& R AR HE ST T X0 EE, O B A v B 7R
BERFR S MFE BB R AETIKF o MeAdory SEAR
B R WL SRR T A A PRSI S8 R A, BRA
DL ERZIE R 72 dH &S 4 AU B R RE
HEFF o Meier 7 €150 0 560 2 3R FH 28 B B SR AR A
AR IR R A, 2R A2 M FE X 50 T8 A& 1R I
AREHRAREEN 3 18RI A EATHEF . Gordon AR
FIBTIIS ( Gordon, 1923 ) , BR324 HIX R 51—
RS 894 25 JUR 6 AR T BRI o 240
EMRRETHF . RUBXMMELEH Coradi
SFNI A5 5 32 IR 0 BE 7 W 46 ( Corradi et al.
2019) %,

o
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5 McAdory 3 AR R HF
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6 Meier BHEAN S ML (55 49 &)
2.3 BB SGFNE G K

TR Tl AN 2 R R e 2 D A AR
AT R FWTE D B CEER E B RIRIXT BT, 7]
RBJE AL TR B, A0 L 0 DBy %) AR 31 BT ST ) o 2%
e TR BlER . MATTRRSRIEERTFE
R FHETHAH R A BRI EE, WA e N
ZAE A 51 A et B B2 SR 2 A B KB R T A
HTELF, RS UL, BT 38 SRR i s B9 4 W A
THZUL, T BB AT A B B 52 B /) ( Bamossy , Johns-
ton , & Parsons,1985)

Ho A BT A R PR B B T R SRR BE T e
Wiz H ¥ 45 WA Christensen 55 A FY 56 AR 45 5l
B ( JL1El 8) \Bamossy 5 A J) o 38 J| Wi v A ) g6 ( I8
& 9a, &l 9b) £, Christensen 25 (1926 ) A N 3E AR ik
B M A — P RE Y B ATV B R BE T, R W 2R
BB TSR g, F IR T %
EARLFEWG, gL 78 EE, LSS H  EHN
MRESE T ZRAR BRI EESES A~T8, &
SRS B R e G (R 4% 1 R 5 I 4 )

ALLBEFF,
5]

BELAREHF.
L HHEEFRAEL.
2. FHIEEE T M .
LHREEMHL .
L EEFEMA.
5. ERBHT.

B 8 Christensen — Karwosk B 9a WEHBNERWIE

EREFENSE B (% 1&HA)

7 Gordon 2 AR F &8s o 1

e S IR 4 R R SRR IR IR BE RS T
2 Bl B B3R R A K S5 R R 4% B b, 8
5 A CHIB KIS S AT I, %I %8 TR
HFIR AR A

Bamossy % (1985) WA %t T — R i, A~ [7] 59
LRI BIFARMERL, N THARFHNER, XK
TTEABEE—BE R, R BRI, AWK
R EHATUVIRIT2FRE FI Ok, A2 ] A 12
BILADAgEE RS, BT — BT R T pyH KA
Wrigamgs . Zssa & =188, 548 B X6
—PREAE (UL 9a) F1 9 2R E 10 ZRiEH] (ULE 9b) ,
BORZ I E R BRI AR IR 0 5 B R
(taRE R CEAREM T AFRE) .
ISR R WIIR T 43, 2032 T X 7R BB 1 (3 )
HirRE o FESE, B2 0 REENESE, B
1R BRAFBEE, B 1 20 BT aARES
B2 p o SZINEXHREE ST iG] RS 4
FREZMR . ZMEE R T XL R,

A NBIRB

L REXRBEEE, RNAEFEEHEE. (R
2. XIBEMERMERR T HHEE. (&

3. XIBEEA T £ ORRMATUER. (KR

4. HPRZGEENMYRT XEENEE. (&
5. XIFEEFRERBASE, HELFR. (B

6. RAAEI P RIBE. ()

7. XIBEEHANER RES. (K

8. NEAFEEEROXFE.  (K)

o. FFIMBEFM THEAXEBENRE. (&

10. B EARFRBERFTE. (R

B ob FHREH|ETIE MG
(1 Figakrk)
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3 ETZAREMESBENERSEAEE S 5@ e

WEARRIVES BETT R 6 £ B R I8 2 E#AE
F T, BPEOR ZWE T RIELEE AT
PARER R 20 SR W28 - A8 1) b2 A i

B (AN e e RPN 8 b ol
it B—FRAKZ L MR EAE S B A R
BEATICEC T 7. XM A £ M350 (A RK
) goRepl i, £ R R R 2 M L B RS
AN TR) KA1 T R AT D T, DA i 43 0T 6 91 6 O 0
A5 D 1223 U 2 B 22 T8 UBE K F- o Thorndike
25 SO B (1913 ) R X R H IR, i H Al
BRI SEARBE B K, ZWKRLL 8 = 15
BHLFENNG, ZRLU T ANFILRHAITLRHE,
FASHRIETM LA RS 755 5 (merits ) 1R

1

.
Fic.7.b.
This was intended to be a picure of a house.

2.4 degrees of merit.

10 Thomdike &R 2.4 PHEFTH
“BBF S E G 5
BRI E M IR S RER 2 R
SR HoX , RAE W R PR R E R A
T AR il R ZRlR, N 1 43, R &5-6
A OGR4 A AR T RlR ot T B,
L2 W E B4 2. Goodenough Ky I A W K
(1926) 4 51 FPFH IR, 0 A Se 8, R A b

B Z & (W m T L EC T4 (IR 10,8 11)
McCarty 221|148 ( McCarty , 1924 ) L), Thorndike %2 |
RO B, %t 4 ~8 2 JLEX b FFA Ry /R
W2 EAE G, LT E T L AR [R5 5355 2% (mer-
its) (IREBIIEAT 45 43 Kline 1 Carey (1923) J- & 1#)
HET-2 B B FAE Thorndike 22 1 UL INEH I ZERLE |,
¥ SBT3 BB BOR YR SCF R R 8 4
BX ), R R AE G Huf] BAT X A R A A
T, EIRE—EMRL VR M2 XIE N 76 ~ 85
g, XA AN UL S 53 R E Rk T 5 X 8], 7E
T BF X 85330 4 76 ~ 80 43,81 ~ 85 435 il [
SEHEAE B TR - BOX ], R J5 AW AR T
J& WA~ DX H] , e o R 5 1 X B N AT 4

7.8 degrees of merit.

BE 11 Thorndike 454 7.8 HIERE A
“BTT % E G RG]
7, EZWE WL E A RFE IR, W1 4
ZWETEH T4 L - NEA LB ER, 1963 47
Harris § ] A JU 30 474817, B4 A Goodenough -
Harris 22 18] 0 56 , A (045 32 10 2% (93 B8l A Jok 19 4
JURE /NS A B AR R B T AR BRI, 3R 7 TRk 3L
Rl E3EINT 22 &4k, WG B BN 73 41,

. g

12 Knauber ERFENMRZAFIEZ 4
BRI BARE)
whaeEEZ, FER TR MEMEARE R
71 Knauber £ A §€ /73R, ( Knauber, 1932) R H p

13 Knauber 3£ R 88 J7 (58 7 00 BA 2 = 5
(KFREZLM)
— AR PR I 5 = B
6 EERMGEEE, AT TN AR AREIEH
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S5 5R b3t 8 L, EORIMNAAE R Ho 6 R IE A
ARG Z A (SR 12) FEAE TS 2 1R I A e =4
AL EAN EBIR (LA 13) 528 =3t 3 B, 2R
IAERIERFE AT N TR 52 0 )
NI SER B A FE MR 22 SE T U
EA#fA. Horn 7£ Knauber 3 AR fE 7 ik iy 224l |
TR T BT B SEARBE S P % (Hom & Smith,

|

Bl 14a  Horn EAREE 745 13 4 2 B &
B (EE)
4 PAEAREIESR

REGUIFRER D HRFERE S —ZHEM, 10
KREEEFERRRAESE (1981) ¥R A T e A
R 8 1 B A T4 R 35 R A
W R 1 FIANE 1% ; Meier (1939, 1942a) 42
FERA PR T AN ER : FLHIT BENTE.
— PR IFEARE T LR A A A S B
KW 15 T3 INEA — LB e B — S A TR T B
S 0 BE 7 T 385 A 1) A ¥ —BUME 1% E ( Furn-
ham & Chamorro — Premuzic ,2004 ; Myszkowski et al. ,
2014 ; Summerfeldt, Gilbert, & Reynolds, 2015) ., {H
7, X SERFFR AR IR AR DA SR 1 £ B SR S i o 38
BE 1 B 4k B ( Myszkowski, Celik, & Storme, 2020 ) ,
Corradi £¢ A (2019) B R IER 4R ) ¥ 36 M9 2 4E1E
HMR I, T AR & RN, N SCHIE A e T
BRI BE ) 232 BIHS B X PR R Ze M A T
TSR A, {EL Rl ol PR PR T 56 4 k2 1R AL ]
B, X BEE M TR ARAE M B R R RE ) ) 2 4E
P ETREBERANTRR.
4.2 BAERNSENE F“FENE”

SEARBE I 05 ] Y00 50 B SR SZ W, % SR AR

1945) , Z Mg 373 A W #4155 — P BoRZ M E
FREFSE R 20 N FB R EE, I =AF X 7.5
8 58 T BRI AR R AR AL i e SR R SR R TT
MEHHITAME(LE 14a,F 14b) iz MR EH T
KEFE AT, [RIZSEL W S A RE J7 06 1n) U 3600
Welsh — Barron J{ A 32 R & & ( Welsh & Barron,
1952) &,

B 14b Hom ZEREE /R ENLE b £ E 1K
RO ERTE)

WBL R EARYE LR TR T
PR S | I LV S NS S N G S i}
AT 2 3R BB T2 90 [ W 56 S BR A B ME I 2 AR
LT, A MEEIE M R AR . B MR
PR AR AT (1 R R R SR, H D, M AT RE R A
BEMEGET, MARERB LG, BEZER
R, X MR A ZE R H 2R H] & A48
1k (Nadal et al. ,2020) , “ZEIME"FE R MHEF
BA B2 WS FRAE , T B 26 4 B R 122 MR 4 B
EXFTG B LA PR e . R MR
R L TRARYE - e VR i, 4 6
S LA SR RE T, BUAT 4 32 AR BE 77 A v 00 55
BA ARG X AT X 4 o
4.3 B2 AR £ KRR A0 G0 B 6 SLAAT 7

e 2 X W56 44 R A A i 2 R B PR T Fr
TR B LAY o 3 PR AR ISR 300 B B 2 7T BB
SRR BRI RNWEERRAAER, JFEEA
S B W S (H v] BB M AL B s S B Y SR
B AT (BT, K EAR,2012) . “HZR”
AL i B B = o L0 16, DAL d ket i
B 5 BE S B S A 8 5 28 098 BB J7 ( Bamossy &F,
1983 ;Stich,2005) . {HAZ K T 8 F 4 il 4 45 5 1 g
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B, ERR LI B F AR B, — L 5T S PR R A A
FIRAE i g bkt A X AR SR MBI T N SRR E
HR, R R EEAR TEZAREM . FIE, XIP
BRI S BT 25 2R 1 K RIS TR — 5
BRZXETH R RE ST I EA RV R KSR
ABE T PHR AR BIBTTE . ZARGWEAUABLA
R H RMERE ST, BT T R B RERII SR,
U, BRI TN ST, @ d ZAR RN R,
AR R SR RE 1 Bia . IBA, R BT W R
LRSI FIET I 25 R, S H b R R 2
HIFRR7 AL EINGERS R RS RE S S AR

KA,
5 WHARRE
5.1 AeifEsbdF £ab ek h BN TR

BAA I 2 LS SR MA R SE R BE Sy 8] K
- EH EITERE 1 TR B, (H R AIHT SO
W, AP ERE T HRAI AR 4N, B
SEAERT 5 W 52 A4 T S AR HIE 3 , 40 Myszkowski Fl
Storme (2017 ) TE4& T #1538 B SEBURME I B g F2
RIZIE ) S0 T8 REAE DG 2 B 4 PR % S5 o
FEIGAE(2019) ZEBTT Hh B AR /R 38 A AT W ) 56
H, X0 I H #EAT R R S A 2 B, RR AT Y
WHFMER KT 1 WETFH 22 4, B AR H]
R 3 P S P AR U5 T BB S IS, T X I e —
WHIRER . Corradi %5 (2019) SR I SLUERFSY , UESE T
W RAEHE ) 22 B B EXT I X PRI 2 Atk
A 1 5 D B R, (ELR T 5 At LA ] B
AR NS b, R, BB R TERZ
ANAE G B B SR N8 BE ) 4 B VR — 20 Y SSIERF Y o
5.2 FRAIEE S E R £ KA A s 5

SEARBE I 850 i 100 = B R X W 2 AR T T (e
&2, HEMEZADNRRTERZEE , Bafhe
SUHES A5k R (FBIE S, DR IR ,2002) , AN
B FAR, BRI R M 9868 ) T BETE 4544 J7 T
FIEESR . TEXRRKAE TR R R E T, K
TEMR S EARZ LSRR, A EARZIRHE R
JETN MR B A i A BE R VE R REE 4 & (Clark, Zim-
merman , & Zurmuehlen, 1987 ) , Ziefeld (1963 ) th 1A
SRHEIR I 35 AN eI B 0] T S ) o SR 1
BEfR, PRI & 226 5 36 AR Be Sy i i 56, 4n i
BB I BLSE (Vitual Reality, VR) SR X4 HELE %5
BTN o

HIR, LUTE I S ARBE S0 1) 0 56, A1 2 ) B 1R
B , B REIRMFEARIES , ZEA BB R K =F
B . TR AL 2 i HR W 38 & X (Nascim-
ento et al. ,2017) , R R K" WIBA P MEETH

(F#L%85, 2017 ; Albers, Gegenfurtner, & Nascimento,
2020 ; 5KBKAE , 2004 ) , t R A SRURME R —
NEE B 5 1E ( Stallings & Anderson,1969) , Rl ik, A EE
JRIBR TR B — B €5, & ) ) H] T ( Myszkowski & Ze-
nasni, 2016 ) , A H8 I i 1 I 3 1) FF & Bz 175 JE A8,
Fix—BHBENE,

TN BN R T ", BT
FXF RGBS R AE PP, m R 2 T
B O SRR AR O R ¢ DU R (T W N
37 B R AR D e BT, AP B B w] B A A S
AR F K BRE T, TR X R
B B PEHIE 3L R B2 5 18 £ ( Bamossy et al.
1985, % X1 £5,2019) , A F] T 48 & I 56 59 15 .
A
5.3 FARERDFILEN ERE RGN %

FRFARB SRS — N EEHWEEAR
AA B R B RIFE Mg, HEREMEBRAL,
AT EEAS A T /N2 o B L ZE ¥ o 35 BB T 190 1 Y0 355
{HR, B B RHR 43 B 36 BB 400 1 00 B A 5 %o A7) v
UL EREE, Be TS A T/ A, B TR EE 2 WIE
oo FLHTF/NFEA B 5045 R, B T e 5k S 00 B
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Aesthetic Measurement ; Review and Prospect of Art Aptitude Test

Li Xuan'?,Dong Shenghong'”
(1. School of Psychology,Jiangxi Normal University , Nanchang 330022 ;
2. State Key Laboratory of Psychology and Cognitive Science, Nanchang 330022 )

Abstract : The art aptitude test is of vital importance for the identification and selection of artistic talents. The current tests can be cate-
gorized into two aspects:the assessment of aesthetic ability and capability for artistic production and the former can be divided into two
forms ;the test of aesthetic judgment and the selection of reasons after judgment. There are some issues in previous studies, however,
such as the absence of empirical research on the dimensions of the esthetic perception ability,no distinction between “subjective beau-
ty” and “objective beauty” and lack of comparative analysis on the validity of different kinds of the art aptitude test. Further empirical
studies should be further deepened on the dimension of the ability for esthetic,the measurement of different kinds of art judgment tests,
and the comparison of their validity. Art aptitude tests suitable for primary school can be developed and our national circumstances in-
side the future as well.

Key words ; aesthetic perception;art aptitude test; personnel selection;test development



