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“EEZL, NEAZ, HREGEZANEN—
M E YO B SR, SHTI% (Maslow, 1908~1970)84 i),
b IR A AR ) b, NS TR
IR RS, Sefife NS EAg R . H iy LA
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XFFEHEAT SEUERESY, T SEH LR e R R R TT
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XL I K 22 AR S RIS BF R4, i8Sk
AETE R, FRATE R BB AL Sh AR, B LIRS
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A TE M E R i B R, AN S S8 Sk
JZ . 1M Cazzato 5 AR AN K BLiz 312 ] LASE M o
TV BRI, h AR IR A 0w 58 ] W ™ A 5 i)
E T HE— 2L T,

I 204F20, BHAE P SE I 26R, a8
SR A O TE AARTE W ST Bl o 0 fi 2 JLER e . A O
ERUE SN IR I TR S NEAY e R h €]
B E, EEEDEIUEDE . AL g5 2
AAE i F(Bray & O’Doherty, 2007; Cupchik et al.,
2009; Jacobsen et al., 2006; Kim et al., 2007; Kranz
& Ishai, 2006; Mende-Siedlecki et al., 2012; Mizokami
et al., 2014; Winston et al., 2007), XLEHFFT P AYHRL
o RO RS DU S RO 3, BRA 5T
o ES RSP AL & B SN, EUEEN IR
BAT IR M DX 0t B A SE MR s 5e, IshS e
PEATIRY o LA SC T4 LA & B 56— e fu &
SR L DR TR i T = on
2 (Berlyne, 1971; Cupchik, 2002; Zhang et al., 2017;
Zhang et al., 2016) H: BB PRI T 3= EEH0E R
[m] L K plg [ 45 [X 3ef(Cela-Conde et al., 2004; Cupchik
et al., 2009); AFIPEM T —BBOG BI#in K2 )2 . &
N [ul . i [Al (Jacobsen et al., 2006); & 4%H:im T3
SEBOE R MGy . AR EEE 2N  XCLL &n
el HER R 2 . R . ISR A 525
A XA X I8 (Blood & Zatorre, 2001; Bohrn et al.,
2013; Cupchik et al., 2009; Di Dio et al., 2007; Tsukiura
& Cabeza, 2011a). ZETCHEM], A AR L
T 3 2 s 2 R0 56 N AR o A I =R
AN Ak A, (R E A SRR, & —3)
— i, EATH AW 2 AL E e AN [E] 2
OEAIF G T LR A ]

DIEWRFE D, #AORn 20 285 0 iy B A AR
78 SCAT LA AN 7 TR U5, — T2 o S 9 =X
T3 — R RN . IR B 2Ok R,
AR BRI 2SR, g L
GIF #himJEa . HARmIER S, FS s £3r
RSN, kB R . SCEEER. N
R ERNEE, SR NEBA B, #
SRR N WA SR S R # - &
WX EIHAYN, shA R 5B E AN AETE 5)
(0, kSR E B AR AR AR D 5 B )
EEAS, WIEshAR, — MR T, SRR
BO7 N — RIS, R N 22— B0, ek
2R AR R A TR, ShAS RO R LT

ORI, I A TR SR AL v ) e — i ofe 3R 30
(Rymarczyk et al., 2019). i 24 5l 3# P 25 A —Ef,
P BTy AR — B, XA T 21
eI K o ABIFGE i) 25 R ) 285 il 9 DA
B BN AT IR A0, SR T S— LB R
WEIEX, H-KAEAEE, KA.
Hl LR, st — B0E AR, B
EA5H, ABRB—HEARTTIY . shiydH sy
CARZFE T A w M EM, b E 24 0 mE
Z, BRI 5, S A KR, RIEAN
TR AR, BEERKmY, e R RKm A, 9k
KT T, 2= w0 55 45, 128~ i
SYELE ARG, ASESR, WEEA K, BT
WZ KRR E R, BATHFE LW, NERES L
WRAES YN, 2% 4 B 2 1) sh By A 1k 14 )
Y, NATTXF Ik P Bl 4 1) o 56 T R B R 15 22
W7 REBRERFNEF WY —FE, ShEM . I%
BN 32 5 % 7 AR F B W1 R 52 50 61 K
DL R 2l 25 PR X 3 4 o 58 4 W i A7 Sy R 22 A0L
il 5
FAT R B WX P Z A AR R, £
B A S 167 2 1 X RO MR PR 0, T LAAR B b A
TR AR . WM . BRERZ I RHFR, MAR
FA At (4 225 T 3K, H L 87 2 1 Ok 15640 b A2 2,
ERWAEEENOE, S VR REZTLHER, JFA
R & N & T TR QI 1 17 22 1 3h 4 18 R b1
B, AT DR GE M s 03, s IR S RO
DL B ANATTRE T 3l 0 A B S AR 2 HA JE R R R
L5 L RTIR, ARG R AT N O R
fMRI HEAR, 38 3 b3 20 28 R OR i S RSEA T R
FUI B 7 18T B B 55 R 6 1 S [ ke 0T 3l A P ke
7 25 1 SN 7 SE BT ) 52 o RIS, e A ML
FE TSI A RS R IS RIS SEM, 43 B HR 5 56 L
FREEAS—FERT, B8 A 56 04 sk 2 AL 5 25 )
P S ML A S ]
FRATATIITZ: « 0 SR 25 A 2l 28 i e
FAEAT LIRS I RN MRI 4550 BA BEER,
TR 2 Bl 25 1 25 Wi 7 285 1 2l 0 %) o S e, R SR
B AEAT g 520 25 S 1 3 25 18] 48 ) Bl ) 1 o 25
G343 i S T RS R B WY SETF4; 7E fMRI
SR b, AT AR I B 23 O T 2 0 W SRR X
S T SRS R EORN 2 25 R B W G AEAT R SR A
A IMRI 85250 F3CH B 2R, IREIEZh &
PEVR 23 5% ) 1] 28 1 2h ) 1 o 55 ke, L R
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Je TEAT NS SR b, ShAS T B ) 4 S
G- T A A S I Sl ) B S LV A T 2R S T
fMRI SLH 25 b, Zhas ) % m sh 4 5 i A B 22 1
SR SR SRS I DG BB B 2R

2 SEEG 1. AR R Sh Y S

(EPCLIEN
21 XWH®

3 3o % 2 2 15 48 T 2y ) R A TR 48 3l ) Y
TP 22 5 LR A, PR Bl A M X 187 22 1 3l 4 1) o
B2 L SERPSEE Jiiip- Al
22 XWAHE
221 #ik

20 A HEFGIIE KA AE R R 2E AN A A
25798, Hedod 11 #tER7E 19~29 %
CEYAERE R 22,75 + 2.65 %), M IEH 806 IE 1R,
TotE S, HITAPOEREA Bzt Ll 2Rk
222

SEYR AR I, — 2SS Bl R 1Y AT 2 I
SR R, 55— 2802 5 A R 1 2 IR 55 1Y 1R 2E i)
SIE o TEARDES T T T ERA, iR SR
S A R T esh A s, fuss s s E
EF TS,

BERHRIE I B AT « 1k 2 45 4% 7 2 1 1 56 AR
AR TEANFIEE S5 H 0 A O AR R i S 210 5K
RIS B o 2SR AT ) okt Y 7 28 I 3, R
[ — A~ 3l Wy W AT — s 3 J8%a 1 1 7 SUAT — i 3 Je%
S0 R, Sl B AN Sl S 1 B R A — 22 B
S 2E S, HAb T I —AE . SRS IEETA R
BY A% 500 x 400 R R K/NE A .

20 AASINIER TR Mg 105 X 77 42
S NS BRFREE AT T 7 AV . SRR TR
() 42 87 28 ] R o 2l ) i T Bl Z AR B (e an Tk
B ML BTG, | FoRE R TP sh YR AR RS
W EhalE AR 59, 7 FoRE R s SRR
e

S T ORUE B A R i 3 4 Bl e Z A R A
B R shi e shigk, Bk Rk B0 e 0 5007E 3 LA
T HYFRSE R LA E e 5 UL ERShESE A
e Jm JLe EL 80 Xt Al A ot gl S Ui IRl — X R e, b g
Iv) B it 2 RS TR PEA2 AR 3 LA R i sh A B R P4 7R
5 VL b, AR —TRASAT 5 B SR DKy 36T (5] 7 S5,
ELARS I AR ILIE 1,

K1 shassh s sh el

VEHCHY 80 X a2 & A 11 sh IR B v ¥ N
5.53 + 0.32, #SE NS BRETEEIER 1.93 +
0.35, PiIEMRITESEFEE L2 B3, F (1, 79) =
5963.33, p<0.001,

223 LEiEit

SEE R A R K R i, A AR R
RS shAYE, Rl s s mE s s, W
705 b Ry X 87 2 1 sl 4 T R B S 4K
224 LEERF

S ok FHBEALIY 7 U2 B9 . TR
TR R 2 10 Zh W HEAT 1~7 43 B 98 WP o B W e
PR o I, 1 R B 28 i sh i # AR 92
W, 7 ARSI AR W, B EEVEE T, 1
kot S A TR 28 I S AR E AN EAR, T AR R B
SRR F R O B AR RERR T, R
LTSRN, WA T e mMAENE SR, K
W LR VT s TR 2 T BT ) ) 36 O B R
JE, WX AL AR AR AT
23 XWHEREITL

K SPSS 22.0 Xt a7 42 ) 20 9 14 36 WLV 53 Fl -
b€y R i =L N1 o VT i LK L o
— R T T, —FR T E AT .
ERT R B, 7RI T AR AT, Bl sh s
WY S PE 43 I 2 e T O AR S i 5 0T
4%, F (1, 19) = 18.60, p < 0.001, n> = 0.50; [F]i}, %
WO Sl 2 sh W 1 B R A T X FR S
VIR ERFLEE, F (1, 19) = 26.68, p < 0.001, n* =
0.58, TEHTIWH WM, 80 M shBIE A
MR EMIP I IAERE ZER, F (1, 79) =
299.47, p < 0.001, n* = 0.79, LI NXFF[[—135h
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Yy, Bl B A TE 2 S8 T 43 b 2 e T 0 L
B, RIRE, PI2Eh P& 0 A
25, RIANETE KBS0 50 B 1o 3
= TR E R EPES, F (1, 79) = 305.59,
p<0.001,n>=0.80 (/LK 2).
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Bl 2 B B RS B I S LR B VT4 R U R

P4y

SCE 1 BRI, ShASTER M T BA T {2
I S 4 0 OGP . AR T RS R Sh Y, B
WHINE R SR sy, IF He 5 sh &m0 sh B
Fo ABNATX B s SE R 2 ML SR8 Ak
197 BEANARD OIS s # 3, =T HA L T
JETCMRNIGE, [RSEE 2 K Ji T g 2 1 4 1 o)y ) o
R ALK FI BT

30 SCHe 20 ShATRI A M S H SR
RGN

31 XWHHY

3 3 %o 3 2 1 A8 T Bl Py R A TR A8 T Bl ) A
TS H W L s ML 0 SR b, T sh AT
A1 26 18] 0 ) 1 2 B A R T
32 XLIFHE
321 #ik

20 AAEF I R AT R 225 T 500,
Hrepg A 10 A, BA 10 A, YIRSt 5281, b
RAEAER g 20.25 + 227 % FrA GRS A
FITF, W7 15 SO8F I IE 7, TS piome s, Broo i
B BOABIRAEEARA, B2 E KLl 2
ARUNGr o FrA BT 2SS0 i 23 28 38—y e g 0
15 [ 2 IS SR @ e & R AL 2400, T
BOARIIAT G TESRBE ) PR R ISR B i 25, SR04
)48 g U 200 R A7 B A B T 4L 22 02 25 L I
A B A 2 50 S5 A AR A — R
322 #E

SEE MRS Oy 3 2, L SR B m B

A T 2 1 B ) LA SO P e

fia] 2 W s 0 () i VR I AR IR 5256 1. 1R 20 A4S
TN IE 2R SEH6 WHRT 105 X6 13 22 i 0 49 18] A (1) 3 )&
FRBE M IS MRREIAT T 7 SV, PR ik Al sigs 1.

FAMYEPEE LS R E T 48 KA E A K
HAAXT LAY 48 skEAMIE . S E A sh sk
FEVTEYIE A 5.44 + 0.42, SAE A 3SR T
EHME R 2.00 + 0.41, A RIFESHIERARE 2%
W3, F (1, 47) = 2267.96, p < 0.001, n* = 0.980, iX
Vi PP BHE B G A -

A A, AR B8 B 0T B R i S8 AR B2 43, 4390l
E Rk 24 SKEMBIPE A (—F &, —Fik
EOH 24 SRA MBI (—F K&, —FEEHEF .
K B2 B R AR B i 8 W A — 3, PGB
M S A R 58 ULRNAS 55 W00 14 F 43 LA R i 2
B R SE A SEL P43 o SEM B IE i
LM 5.14 £ 0.39, NEMSHS S IE F
A AR IS M 3.81 + 0.45, BB SHWE FhE
LA S ZE A L 22 R B 2%, F (1, 46) = 119.51,
p < 0.001, n? = 0.72; FEWE S E Fr i) 36 0
FEAS R 4.61 + 0.41, RIWMERSsh B A9 €M
FREEAS 3R 3.15 + 0.39, #R&SIYE R AR
SEM PR 22 R 3, F (1, 46) = 160.68, p < 0.001,
n’ = 0.78, ULHIREUA AR A A

TREE AP R E S B AR . SCRA 48 MK
JE AR SEL A R, K AL PR, —
Fl 2 2 B A (RGB = 255, 255, 255), BAh—7Fh
JEARAEE (RGB = 64, 64, 64)(Adk, HEF4 24 4, B
{4 B #RYE Adobe Photoshop CS6 H il /F
323 XIgigit

SEHO SR 200 ShA ) / ES ) >
2(FEWFRBE « LW/ I B BT e o S
FRAEA R
324 XWBERF

W52 ) = 25 DA B T U B i o,
. ShASsh# i 2& H) K (aesthetic judgment of dynamic
animal, AD). #ZSsh¥# 3 H Wi (aesthetic judgment
of static animal, AS)ENSCHG A, blss B A
(square luminance judgment, SL)YfE NIEL X1, &
FANFLH BRI 16 WK, TEDL AR Z He s 3L
JIGE 1447V o 7 A A R A P A o T A O 1
T, BAEHIAE 6 DRI, A RIEEY S I [E]
292000 ms, FEZ B HEFETE 500~4000 ms Z[H]
774K(500 ms, 1000 ms, 1500 ms, 2000 ms, 2500 ms,
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3000 ms, 3500 ms, 4000 ms). L IZ T[]
g 24 Fb, IS Y [A] Ry (R FR R 12 BPEY T
S, A RS R B 1R, BVl A 96
A trial, =AML 288 4 trial, BTSSR
PIFR AT, — W40 A B T ] 28 1 3 49 a6 A 7 7 58 T IR
IR R R i sh Yy S0, W4 <37, 4N
UK R sh YA e, W18 55—
O3AT 55 AT X AT SE BRI, W R BAh 6
YRS, W3 g, iR EPARNE, e, #%
RN S 6 4 A e aak ) AT A

IEA I, WP e R R A AR, SR &R
VIR I e, 2oy T 00 i iR AR — A e B & i A7 4 o
RN o SEHFR PRI I 12 s M+ T EMLS, LA
BRI AR B Sk B . St 2 A
run, H4 run BB TTIE 20 15 430580,
325 fMRI #IERE

SEY R VAT A R AE P2 3T M ARG IR
G A 53T Siemens Trio Tim scanner), & 12 i
TE AR ML R R, DAL 1] el [ Sk B 1k 2k
o X T UIREAR A, SR A B [l Pk [l I8 - 1o
J¥ %) (gradient echo, echo planar imaging sequence,
GRE-EPI), T2*h#{4, 7K-F-{ii, TR/TE = 2000 ms /
30 ms, B 90°, 2R 3 mm, [H]BE 1 mm, FOV =
192 mm, FEFF 64 x 64, J2ECH 32 2. X T L4
A4, R TR AL 5 B A5 PR SHURG B2 ] 3% 4] (MP-
RAGE sequence), TR = 1900 ms, TE = 2.52 ms,
Ak 9°, A% 1 mm x 1 mm x 1 mm B9 T1 IAU% .
326 fMRI BIEHH

$45>K F DPABI (http://rfmri.org/dpabi, Yan et al.,
2016)FEFT AL FR, K SPMS (http://www.fil.ion.
ucl.ac.uk/spm/)#EAT — B oA Fl B o dfr . Hirpr, 3
AR 2 Tk, 2 24 2oPE) S T S B0 1 I TE AR
e, PRI LAGIBR

TENRIK, R — M 2 1A% B (the  general
linear model, GLM)H4 £l 2 8 2 P [m] I 45 A4 5 %
FEFFALAG =il . Shassh®y . #S sk
B, BRI 2 DA /AN SE;
e /), 26 Mhacft; SRR RITEm (] - BUE
B IT 4R, FREEmEEh 0 ms; SR8 i1 5h
T3V R (HRF) S HLR 22 %% (temporal  derivatives,
TD)HAT AR R iR 1 Ak B 5 Sk 205 1E o 7 o
A1 6 Sk B S B E S AN G HR A 45 1 2 1 0T AR
B ORI AU 128 s 110 g 30 Y8 D5 R RR 25 it AR MR 357

KA E L GLM 487724 /) contrast

images HEAT45 [ Bt (2™ -level AU £H 73BT - 2H 43 Hr %
H Flexible Factorial analyses.

TERAE A vh FEER AN Gtk . (1)3has
SN T S H T () ST i X, L dE . ShAS s 95 A
7 (aesthetic judgment of dynamic animal, AD) > {7,
Bz B 47 (square luminance judgment, SL); JEX
s B H Wi (beautiful dynamic animal, BD) > &
SLTE R JE A W (high luminance, HL); A3 WL5h
8 H Wi (ugly dynamic animal, UD) > iK% B K
B (B (low luminance, LL); (2)FrAzh¥y i 36
FUWT G IR IX, 045§ shrd 955 W (aesthetic
judgment of static animal, AS) > (A1 2% B i (SL);
WM ERAS sh ¥ FI B (beautiful static animal, BS) > &
SERE R FE YA (HL); S 58 ML sh ) 4 W (ugly
static animal, US) > IG5 & K JE AH AW (LL). (3)
WA S AR S S P AL R AR X SR /NG
xR “AD > SL”HI“AS > SL”, “BD > HL”
MBS > HL”P) K& “UD > LL”MI“US > LL #k4T
conjunction 737 . (4)Sh AW 5 A S W 1) 22 5 I
X . BB Y AR S S PO A i X B R T
8, Hufh: “AD > AS”, “AS > AD”, “BS > BD”,
“BD > BS”, “UD > US”HI“US > UD”,

33 LWHER
331 1TAZR

e R, A RS MEhSshY . 56 Wi
B . AN SR U F S sh ) 55—
KR Sk R R . BB P run
S 50001, AR R, RMERESY)
Ve SRR N 0.87 + 0.79; AL WMFRS Sk
B ERIAERN 0.17 £ 0.13; SEUBhZSsh et N
LR K 0.87 + 0.10; R4 sh¥k £ €
MIRERN 0.19 + 0.11, J38h, 2 MPLEE . M vs.
ANFEM) > 2 CRITEZEAL . S vs S E
S 2 AT A R R, SRR FE 1Y R 3
F (1, 33) = 1760.60, p < 0.001, n? = 0.98; ik
TR AW, F (1,33)=2.02, p=0.165,

TP SRR L EAE %, F (1, 33) =
4.20,p=0.048, 0> =0.11, HE—L W kM, 1EEW
KT, AT RER S S P B R 56 AR 1Y
ERIFAEFE, F 1, 33)=0.12, p=0.728, HIEAR
R, shS Y MERS S0 3L LR
ZE5 i, FERIN AN S Pkl %
AOHER LEA SRS SR S, F (1, 33) = 4.96,
p=0.033,1°=0.13,
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SR 2 BIAT NSRRI, TEE SRR E A
KA Zh Y, 7Esh A WA AT e A T S8,
XU T B AT RT AR S i SRR B, TT DAl
SYERFEINSEM . AEAESEW AT HNEA LB
A B YRR S Sh B D SE R A ) 3 2
S, TEFRZHLHIRZE R FR SR sty fEpis
BU E AR SR A T i 25 577
332 MRRER

XTI AR R, FE AT T AR (1)3)
A By e 5L T A ST i X (2) RS Bl S
AU ki 1X 5 (3) BN 25 3y ) R 25 30 0 2 ) T ) ki
X5 (4)Bh A BN RS S0 1 25 5 6 X

(1) Bh A5 3h 9 5 3= HI B B & i X

“FHAZhYH SEFIWT > e B AW X Y
R, X Eh A s ) ST i S RO T
A AL 7] (Inferior occipital gyrus, 10G), Z=fM#L
h [8] (Middle occipital gyrus, MOG) . XXl i o
(Hippocampus) . XU = £ #R%5 T [l (Inferior frontal
triangle, IFT). XUl 5 55 #0450 T [l (Inferior frontal
operculum, IFO) . XX fllj4117} [] (cingulate cortex). Z&
M #2IR 5] (Fusiform gyrus) . ZE My & (Insula) 22 i)
1 #% (Amygdala),

“KMENASNY > 55 BEIRE AT XS 45
SRR, XS S A SR H w7 56 0 W e S
W6 ADALT B ZEOUAL el XU e SR
ARIAL . Zefinads [\, XU & 55 5B A T 01,

AREMENSTY > K BEIK EE AR Y
SR, WA T B A5 sh VR Hh | S8 I s 32
BEHOE T AL | ZE e El L XU A
{2 N B 1 = e 7 N T I g 11 i o7 AR ST
A ml L ZE R A O RE A e 2 B
(Inferior orbitofrontal cortex, Inferior OFC), Z= M4
ML 1),

(2)#R 7 Bh ¥ 3= HI B B UE I X

“ERAZhYH ST > s BRI Y
SR, MRS SR S R 32 BEE0E T
AR BT ZE A b Il SO AR AR (BT RO i
XU = AR 3T [ U B 5 R T [l L A gy
[l ZEAMAR S o A DU HE T i e 2R R

“RMESNY > w5 IR IE AT XT 45
TP, XS F A SR S HT 56 0 e
RCER S 11 7 N T g 11 v s R T a1 8 /N R 1
bl % N 1 I & 1 3 S 1 £ 1870 N T I '8
i ml

R 1 W EEAEENHGENEE

WA AR 7 S
KW ke BRI
X y z AN

A > EE AR

/Al R 36 -87 -12 2997 5951
B [l L -33 —-90 -3 28.69
iR L -21 -30 -6 14.87 94
R 21 -30 -3 13.73 321
5 AT Il R 48 9 27 1286 1110
A [ L -57 18 30 1008 591
Foas Al R 6 27 36 9.75 635
L -6 24 39 950
AR [l L -33 -6 -36 9.51 47
i &2 L -33 21 -6 9.13 184
% L -30 0 —24 7.49 72
KWWY > EEE A
/NG| R 36 -87 —-12 19.82 1975
Berpal L -33 =90 -3 19.60 1633
55 L -21 =30 -6 10.09 38
R 21 -30 -3 8.80 44
& i A [l R 48 9 27 9.54 307
L -39 3 27  6.04 35
AR [l R 30 -3 -39 8.47 29
L -33 -6 -36  7.08 21
Foat [l L -6 24 39 6.32 83
ANEWMBNETY > (RS8R Ak
v/ R 36 -87 —12 2251 4619
B [l L -33 -90 -3 2096
5 L -21 =30 -6 1121 65
R 21 -30 -3 1058 104
AR [l R 30 -3 -39 9.61 40
1) 26 B vl R 45 6 24 8.87 624
A [ L -57 18 30 796 315
Foat [l R 6 27 36 7.61 323
i 5% L -33 21 -6 721 118
HE AR Kz J2 T 38 R 48 51 =3 6.33 62
Fo 3 L 27 0 —24 6.29 29

LR FR A, x oy, z ST MNT ARFR R, t (7RI X 35
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Abstract

“The love of beauty is an essential part of all healthy human nature.” Aesthetic need is a high-level spiritual
pursuit of human beings. In recent years, researchers have gradually paid more and more attention to the
importance of beauty. Although researchers have carried out many aesthetic studies, most have focused on the
study of static stimuli and not dynamic stimuli such as flying birds or fast trotting horses. Thus, research in
cognitive experimental aesthetics and cognitive neuroaesthetics has not addressed the following questions:
Which areas of the brain are activated when we appreciate dynamic animals? What are the differences between
the brain regions activated by dynamic animals versus static animals? Does dynamic property of the animal
affect aesthetic judgment?

We used behavioral research approaches and neurocognitive techniques (functional magnetic resonance
image, fMRI) to gather converging evidence that addressed the above questions. In order to avoid the influence
of irrelevant factors, we used stick figures as the experimental material. In Experiment 1 we explored if the
dynamic property animal-stick figures affects aesthetic judgment. 20 college students participated in the formal
experiment and 20 additional college students rated experimental materials. Participants were asked to evaluate
the beauty and liking of dynamic animal-stick figures and static animal-stick figures. E-prime 2.0 was used to
present stimuli and to collect the behavioral data. Results showed that dynamic animal-stick figures had higher
aesthetic scores and liking scores than static animal-stick figures. Animal-stick figures were rated as more
beautiful.

In Experiment 2 we explored neural mechanisms that underlie aesthetic judgment of dynamic animal-stick
figures and compared the neural mechanisms between the aesthetic judgments of dynamic animal-stick figures
and static ones. 20 participants who did not participate in Experiment 1 were scanned while they performed
aesthetic judgments on dynamic animal-stick figures and matched static animal-stick figures.

Results revealed that regions of occipital lobe, frontal lobe, hippocampus, cingulate cortex, insula, orbital
frontal cortex (OFC) and amygdala were commonly activated in the aesthetic judgments of both dynamic and
static animal-stick figures. The neural networks involved in aesthetic judgments of dynamic animal-stick figures
overlapped with those involved in aesthetic judgments of static animal-stick figures. Furthermore, compared to
static animal-stick figures, stronger activations of lingual gyrus and middle temporal gyrus (MT/V5) were found
in the aesthetic judgments of dynamic animal-stick figures. However, compared to dynamic animal-stick figures,
no significant activations were found in beautiful judgments of static animal-stick figures.

In summary, the present study indicated that the dynamic property of animal-stick figures affected aesthetic
judgment and dynamic animal-stick figures were more beautiful than static ones.
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