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H E XABAANTESREIANRRTFEEDEAMRA G~ M2 FHE, FRXADBERAAALEA
AN AYEEBIBRAAE GG LREFTFEEN, FIZLEFERBUOMER, HLEE SHETRRAY
KAAAAT £SO, GIENBER . F bl AFF. LTEBRFPFEF. KAEAMATE
S AL A BAH P, R AAFRASX AL HELAE B, FEREL T Em ARG EX RAF
H—FRFAFEIE, KRR TAEERET ESFHAKR, TEXREAAFTERMEE RFAF £ M LHBR
W R %R LR

KA FERE, KRS, ML, FE£ RN, A5 i ZH0H

SEE B2

1 3]

3T 4 Sk B 25 (i i (aesthetic taste)f5 3] T 4k
i £ 1 5 v M WF 3¢ (Brielmann & Pelli, 2019;
Martinez et al., 2020; Orlandi et al., 2020; Specker
et al., 2020; Vessel et al., 2019), T E N0k
AR A7 (shared taste) F1/> A 5 i (individual taste B¥
private taste) (Vessel, 2020), Hénekopp (2006)7E—
WU T LW D AT I i i . RAR A i 38 AN
() AN 2 18] SEAR T ) — BOMERR BE S TS A AL
W48 5 AR LA — BUHE AR E 1 2 D
Yo ZEAMBOM, R R T AR E B SR AL

2JR, SRR ENE] T R 7L 2 A S 5 % e o
%% . {9101, Briclmann 1 Pelli (2019)14 OASIS [&] BRI A NI 022 53 AT ORI 1 B BOR TR

VEFT 4 B I AR X A R S AT
e RO S G B T, P RREXAR R e
A BB AR G X 2624 SR L BUIE 2 HEMRMUAHARNE: JHEEREA
A =572, A 05 S I EHEN

=] [m] \# s . (~7. . 23 0
;Qig;ig%klzigigwéﬁigﬁ I 3.0 A R BF ST P AL BN T 3 4R A
’ AT i S 2B A EON, XA L 7
B . B, DRI BIR G  F 56 TE i
Wgaiéﬁgilﬁmgg%wwrﬁ‘+& e SBL AT RS, T A 22 1] A 5
* EEA R R e — I H IS H HE N B NSy b . .
%gﬂlﬁi‘ﬂffﬁgﬁﬁ;’ (i%ﬁ:ﬂt‘{fg:%:ZIBsgl(;)ﬁ;Ja M2t ﬁ%}ﬁ , BRRE Bt h%ﬁfﬁk%%ﬂ%
JZ AR P 2 18] R — B T8 4 98 AR SRS .
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il

SLERTHBIA NFAL EBI(Z 75%)iE K FirfL(Z
40%) (Leder et al., 2016), A bS5 % B 32 0 4
TR R S SR U] ) A e R 30 B AR A ST R
B S5ZHPERL, 35 AR R ARG AN AL
E IOE A0 AL A AF 5, R SR 6 R OA R 3 I 4%
(Default-mode Network, DMN)AYHF5T R, WXt
X 5T R SR AL T M 28 2 1 IR YE hF . R
A SR 5 B A 3 AR SR N 280 AR AR R
A A S SN 5 R AR 5 A S8 S AL G Y
TG S, LR B SR Fi 38 AL
FERYE L, BV KA S A G AL AH X L i iy R
R, DA E A 2 R, &5 S
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IS AR TN G TR R, R ATR & 4k
PRI (Linear Mixed Model)#R 7% #5306 25 il 2 1)
SRR, [ A ph R | A Y R R P
SRR P ASS LR, SRR, AT
ittt 32 618 5 D Yo 7 P 288 SR IR ) A T 3 TE A O,
VLA AEAE B B 2 i B s 2 . 5
BEIRIET, fbATTd AR, Bl w38 2 F kK
B B T 5 | Y 2R S AR oh B R LH R | 7 (]
ER— TS, WA R R T 9
M EE Y 3] T X BRE S % B AP BE | (Corradi,
Chuquichambi et al., 2019), HZER LB REMN
R AT E LA M . XERRAY . B, T
BT, HJEAS AN AT I 28 R o Y A AR AE
BERESR.

BT FY 25 SR B, X SO B2 B
ST T T4 . I ik ) i SE k00, i
7 2 M T AR G A AR ) B o 56 25 5 X RR K
T A5 0 RS L B 5 B R 2R A IR IR L I Y
o 3 A 380 B O SN T T A ke X 3 6 P
WF9E O EAE T X SE T SE 52 5 HAY REAE
RZ A5 —E O H LN ? BN Specker %5 A
(2020) 5t XF BT 1 1) 36 22 R0 (aesthetic effect) 13
PR T B AR, AN HE 2R S A L
(k2% B AT e 2 R ATE R — 3y o 55
205, g N DURE GG, B ERASE
P ) 5 28 6 5 1 X 3 A 2R ) R SRR, X
=R VN EOK iy v N - N B S AN e T £
%, HVEE R T RAE . Specker A T =
F SEREEAR N . AR g
MY DA B B R S5 Bt . Oy T DA 36
o m— 2, MR A T W€ 48 4% (beholder
index, BI) (Honekopp, 2006)3 3 ] il 38 =2 7]
SIS DA R =S E i 7R e MR VA Ly AN
8T Z A R AT Y B —— R R B
B AL NS AL AT L, S5 R, BR
TR, B-EMEM-G0 =AM -,
SN IR ERB S RARMOLBIL < 0.5)Z5h,
TEFAM 11 AR B A SR B R TR AR
f Ly HSERE 2R G A B R AR S KT R
LRGSR S5 R P T BT IE I 28 2430,
It o S5 JE 00 Y BB AR AL TR S —— B 2R
A B TS R W SE AR — B R LI
A3 1, XA b AR Bt I AR AN e A 5

SRR B

I tt, AR R 0 Y S8 A7 A 52 A0 (8 350
FET 3 RS A A FOC TR R AR AT 36 SR N e &
FEGLIT 2 Ik B30 A S 3 S, HET 20 T
[F) & 2 Ja M AR A AR ) 5 | B I 11 2 S R A
S i FARRIAR 1) JE OC R 20 a2 h — Al 2 A
HEEMISE: BRTEEW R AMEME, 2=
ASAGFN WA 7 G R % o S JE NS AS A
AR TS 353 4k 1) T 5 S BT T 22800 1 S B A A i) o
LR 25, AR XHRE R 2 5 A BB S 1
TIE 8 J2 3 11973 — B U7 1R A S S T 4 o
0 FEE RN S 24 A0 S8 o SRS S 0 7 A
R LA AR, IR A SR B 1
BE R TE T AR XHT AR H S B RS,
HBAAFAS [R) Bef 2 5 R A~ 37 B4 1R 73— I A
NG T K o S F U, ) R R S W AR A A
] 1) 25 S AR

3 WERMUHARHR: KXSTA
m X E R TEER

TEQNETSCETIR, 38 A AR FIAS A L
AR AL, FARFNAS NG 5 75 B 38 Sl Wk b ¥ 77 A 5
AR 5 H, S AT AR 2E A R R
AR A ZE SRS I L A SCHRER I, K
A5 AN N 3 AL B AR T B 1 A2 B 40 35 i 3 2%
B Bl k. SCRTE s, SERTAR AR IR IE £
FRUE R 1 4338 8 4 R SCk b e B
9, P RERT R AR 5 A A H 3 A X L ] A 9
TEHERERE,

31 FIBRE

KARFA N LA LB EE T RNEZ
— R R R YR O LB T AT LUK
TR BT by 0 25 R 30 25 0 8, S O 98 £ 4 i
L. KEim, #5. SmaE, WS
Sk, B, BRIEAGE.

B 3 WAL A T 5T L < S R S 5T A
F., BN Vessel 2 A (2018 T 5 S8 (145
AL KGR BN, S5 S ARAE &),
AT 5 S P AU — 2 [ ARAEAE
Y AT, AT FLFD XU R N AR Y TR,
MEFKMER, MATRATEEZMEWR, WL
Bl %) I ARE A RBEIEAT 2 B 3 I ERET 2. X
T A S S TR HE S S AR T L Y
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FBt(Honekopp, 2006; Leder et al., 2016; Martinez
et al., 2020), fhfiTE 5L MM1 (Mean-minus one,
A PRI o3 7 805 A 9T T 4 T 8
Z A A AH 3G e bR 3R T 56 i L 78 il 1] —
BT SRR, WAL KR —BMAE
PR R AEEE RER: mALWITES —Sh B
FERTHAIG, WorE ey — kR ERT
B IEFLAMY ILABSE S . S T i — 20 L A SR RN
R TR A AR 5 A HE S8 AL LU ], AT A SR g
TR T XU RSN, AL Ay 3k 2 o R A
SRAE T LA PN E, B 5 T ALY 28 R 7R
JfE B . B R R IRG B o BT o — 3k o 2
ET RSN, BT L MM AR KA —2X
HAFE PRI, Vessel 45 A (2018)10 5| F T Hifth K A
Gl R € KR 7 | S OB i PN
(Average pairwise correlation, Vessel & Rubin,
2010) . 2% PN M 3¢ — M (Intra-class  correlation
consistency measure, ICC, Shrout & Fleiss, 1979).
WL # T84 (Beholder Index, BI, Hénekopp, 2006)
B BRILZ AL, AR E G BE, K KA AL
A NS AL AR L Ak B et AT 4
H NS B, BRI AR A S AL, X BB AR
PGSR S s AN L DA M AN DA G R =
PIAS B3 22 6] P43 1 AR DG T O s B9 S ABLAVE S KAk
ri DL LA, R Y A S 7 LU R 25 R AR Ar
LEAGT BRI A NSRS B B ), SRR b S FAS N b 2
4390 55 A3 RE T 3B LI LU AR B R 3 B AR X L A1)
(Germine et al., 2015), XEsf5prE @l . LEH
LAY EETFB , Vessel 25 A (2018)F FH £ Fh i
XS ALH — SRR bR, BRI, AR
T AR I L v N R

BRI 2 Ah, 3 A VT 22 H A0 i 285 3R 38 ) o 5%
s FSE, A Schepman 48 A (2015)% 8L, #MLLT
MRIRH ZARNES, BRIRA AN =AH S
B R AR 26— B0, HixFh—BeE2 b T, Mk
FMEIRIEST, BZIRMIERTIETE RN —5W
B RS, . Zeki S AN (2018)H 2 AW 51 H ek 17
FOFER R K B, AT A2 3280
VLA AWids: — A 9)5 1 3 (Biological beauty,
WAL . BHARSE), XSz Sk RS
B 52 MR, DA A A A T =2 4 4 e 1) o 5 — B0k
T N S5 (Artifactual beauty, FUREIR G . £
PAE), XMEREZHZ N NEINZm, NH7E

MRBFEETERESR, ZHRES Vessel A
QO A AL, 2R, M1k, REHEET
MR SEXT G, BUop 2 5 2 b 32 SO R 2]
HIS R, {H 7 eI A7 B B2 2 38 B A AR 1) 50 5
WA KK 225, BIH 28 MO AR X & N2 h =
BN —8E ., Zeki ZEAMfRRIE: R B
FEAR KR AR T J5 K 2g >, (H R
H R 5 T 2 2R G0 AN ) SCAR R N K 1
PRSI, IR 2 S NZARAE T — A
B R AL A b, O PR b S A v Y R R — Bk
Bertamini 55 A (2019) & B R4 1) 7 26 e -t 32
R SZ A AT D d o R 194 T LR e 5
%, (HREIE AR5t R e RS E s, X
SERFF T 25 R ULT R R o S L E
SRR, T R IR G R 2S00 Ik T LA Y g
T AR U A SRR 7)o S i S

S 5 0 5 S — B 6 R AT ST th gk
PR BN B 2 A REOE S A e 4 b, (BT
TR FE 7, <SR A R =, 5
HRRGR RS MESAEZE . ARE AN
AR = 6] 7 55 A 25 7 BT AR H D Tsik
F Vessel (2019)iE4 78 W F Sl 2 WA )
B HEAT 56 BRI M RE S M 4T 43, I8 R A i 2
PRAE RS HEAT R PEAY o AT IH R FH
HEATFL MM A R ARSI FE b5, 451k
PR FE SRR 4r LR 2 MIAF R R E 5,
HAERR L P4y LA TR R MR 22 5,
WFoE F AT He T IR A (S A sh A ik, &
TLAT A 38 40 K A b 57 b BB EG T 1) 28 B A e 2 )
B, BRI, WA W (Orlandi et al., 2020)fd 1 T 3
PRSI AR ] | R 45 S I BRIE M, LA ICC 1
Sy M i O G V25 S R AR, H R B I 2
ORI AT A R I S S — Bk . B,
TRV, — 5 1, A UEHE SCRE AT AR
{7 Ee B F R 2R B R S s 5 — i, AN
Y 2 B A5 R A G 2 0 2 i), R s A R R 2
T 2 [R) B 5 L I 25 S AT T i — 2B 1 B 5 R
ERIE
32 MEEZE

BT RIS, MEERERERARS D AF
2 AV A A AR I B TR, X LA AR 2
SALFE L (expertise) . AL 5. JCRIZLK .
IR ENER
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Bimler 4§ A (2019) LA %l 1 5 AN [ KRS 20 A
i R RAFH R AT, T
LM ANT, EARL NG E AR Mt
PR BIZ . S AR o S AR SCEE A, At
XM G S ARNE S 2 A7 i I R, 45 RIIE
BlANt: 5 2 /5B 52 (Silvia, 2013)H—5, 2K
Ll N Xl G ZARNE A AW LA A
TR PR, [REE, G PP TE Ll N R A
W AEAE R R 1] 22 S —— RV R g A N o 36
A Leder 45 A(2019) &, MHEFIEL
W AN EXEXSFR . AR E R e, ZARE
M A Bl S AR AR A B R, PRI X R
PEIX — BT I8 19 <38 i 5t ) 52 38 44l M 10
W
322 XHES

B 1T AR, SO SO Sl A
WML, APFTE AR, K B PG5 ST S
B A [ 18925 A IR 531 (PG 3 1 A v ) B A A
[) 1) ¥ 36 i A2 oh 5 8 S5 0 Rl i e b I
VU7 15 5 0 U fR 4 P4 7 T (Bao et al., 2016),
BritZ 4k, Zhao % A (2018) 44 7k [ 1 v [# 31k
e it TSR AT R s e ) N 2 Y i g
T RIBVE I, S5 B, X TP e ialok 1t
TE 3 BbZe A 4 B[] 2 PR 4] 1) S SRR P43 240 0 v,
B2 = H Z BT B TR BOR 25 57, 78 I
B S RPE A3 BARAR T b 0, X RIS R
AR B 8.3 32 B 5 SCIRRY S . A — ST
-2/ STPNL =5 2N S T RS S (A
SRR EEIA ARV TERL T &N A X =l 1 W R A
IR A i 2, HEU g S0l DA G SRR N, 17T AT
D) 5 i G/ N X5 F4 5 76 (Heidekrueger et al., 2017),
XECRE TR UL, SCA A g R o 56 A A 2
SR EEHRNRZ —,
323 SEHRIZW

A A B T 28 305 A TR o SE, il
B 15 2] 1 2 0F 57 38 10E /Y P 40 B S RL WV (the mere
exposure effect) (Cutting, 2003), 4l Madison 7l
Schidlde (2017) &8, AATX & 4 09 o 3 i 4f- Bl
R S RN AR B B B TR BT RS
UEAER MW R B, LR FHH SEm T, SEni
A S 2 X S S T & P43 7 £E B I (Khaw
& Freedberg, 2018; Kim et al., 2019), Kim % A

(2019) & B # 3¢ h A7 A6 2 7 SR A8 . A AT]
R mEAE R, JFE T 1000 ms Fl 250 ms
VA ol of 3 2 B R, &5 R % B AR T b A B A [
FAFT, AR T Y 5B 43 e W) > i o
W S BT o oA B T, RZIRRAR, H YT
T 0 %) 5 SRS AR AR B, SR g — A e . B
Wk F, NG E N E, MR 4 KR
fE— R g 35, Ktk WA R Se T
LR RAE], TR 2% A 2SN W 3L HE 3 ] fig
S HEOE KA R ZE R ISR A S H I
LTt

324 Fi#

55 S AR 25 57 TT RB A 32 A I IS R
Rodway % A (2016) &3, XF S IR F1H G IR 1E i
A 28 S S —BUPEAE 4~8 %YL 38 2 TR FHAE I 52
TR, HELE 6 %25 H A RE 55—
e R AL BB URAE b 0 A — BOHE T 1R
BRFHGIRES . X AR T BE A 1
K, JLEX R R R RN L ERE T T g
IREARMPRAR, FECSREH E 25 0m; A
JLEE Xl 52 25 AR Y B AR 30 B 45 R ] G i 3%
SEERMFERZER . 7 —UiHF5E (Meidenbauer
et al., 201945 5¢ T JLZEHMIALAE A XT3k 17 Fl B 2R 36
Bl b, a5 R AP AR T RUAE AT H &
HEE IR E, 4~11 % 1)L 8T £ e 3 0 i 26
BE B A, LSSl dn 407 B 2 AF 5% 1) 185 4 1 3 ke
IG, 33K 3 I G P 55 1) 7 S5 b A7 b Bt 5 4 0 11 i K
AR . 575 41, Weiss 58 A (2020) L & B, AATTX i
B e, B AR AT e 3K S A 5T 2 B,
AN A B R X B EE T RE 23 B TR AR 1 A i
RSN A AR

4 KREANNEHERAHHEZHE

41 WHEFEHHNERMEX—K AR AR LRI

LZHLFISRIE

P25 35 2 20 T 33 X BT H A A 0 36 sh 1
H R SRR 1AL (Ligaya et al., 2020),
LM AARIAEF RIES 2, FEILH SEE S 5
Tlt i AL 1) 2 7 B SR A P R i 2 — o A SRR Bl
) B Al A AL 1) 0 5 SR A% Il B R B R G5
B AR, SR s SR i AL A AE S AR (B A
— Bk, TR 43k B AL A 23 02 H O A AR A AR ]
L - L ANE 28 4[N
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411 WEMBRESER

[i] — S X RAEA RIS R Z ] A T ALY
ST BN, 33X AT AR AR 38 AR AR S R — 2K
PR Z — o B RS AL T PR (L 5 IR 3Z 28
e ARG RS . Wrot 55 K Rz J2 46 i B Y 15
AN B — SOPE B 2 B 9 i A S 5 AL ) 2
fillc WFEMIRBFHRE THEFERM LS, B&EA
PR—F0 Pk B IR A Sl . 7ELSEIE L, Cattaneo
1 Lega 8 A (2015) & BUXT B4 IR EARAE & i o 55
PRy 5 MR- X (1ateral occipital area, LO)RY LIS
AHIC, Z I — A Sy 5 B ARRHAE N LA 56 (i
AnELI A AR ATEARFIR/IME E.); Cattaneo 1 Schiavi
FENQOLS)EBMEZAR P HZ s {E B v Lk Vs
R R R, i HaX — [ R Be g X 5 2
ARAE G BSE TP, Vessel 28 A(2012)k 3, 1A
B 25 ARAE 2 34 Kk 3R 14 (inferotemporal sulcus,
ITS) 558 36 301, XA BN R I T B Sl %)
S i e 4 R 43 BT s Belfi 48 N (2019) W 30, #%
WK B [ A 20 AR B, 40 58 X 45 (lateral
visual network) 2 # B MG . FEVT RS L, 4
N SR 2SI L BT IX (superior temporal
gyrus, STG) [Koelsch et al., 2006; #R11, AT
Bl &P STG WY B4 (Wassiliwizky et al., 2017)].
XL 5% 3876 AN [F) 9k X fa) & T o S T A AR AL
) SRR A S 3 TR A X B A% e I P R
F AR Z R SR P T B, AR SR R e,
WS — R 5 R ARB I 2 M4, A
(7] A R 5 | A 8 S A% 0 6 YR A X AE I
= B — 8. R, BATRRESE S R ok
3R IER DA GG DX AE S E B R R R
FERCWE T W RPN A L, I ST BT L
W BRRHIE 5 - Y B A R I eI, BBk, BTN
[F] 24 0 A 3 0 R IR V0 8 R PR A A T IX 1,
A BE G RN R M R AL 22 . Bk, H
HT R BEIA L AE Rl RS B P, JEeDE 1% 5 38 1Y
— BRSSOk A IR G .
WHL U, TEAHR ISR Py, SR s 4 3
REAE ST S0 09 8% D A S 3 I AR AR =Z IR AR AL, TR
AN AN R A 50 i o2 g S -Y % s S ]
B RO TEAS RN B Z (B PT BEAEAE IR R 22 57,
PA] I 33K T 2 B IS R0 9 AR 54 Nl oz A X6
L 45 B AL il 22— o

412 RERG

H NN T T fE 5 R M2 5% R %5 (the reward
system)AHC . R P RGEAFELORIK (B . S
RIBGA)  HEOIRERE X . MERT 2 . W6 I w4 i
BB, AT % I X (Delgado, 2007). A WF5%
(Aharon et al., 2001)FH, X 18 FL 55 5008 1) o 36
GNP RESS O R RS . KT R GRS T g
237 2 1F 1) B9 160 0 175 25 1 {E (hedonic value), T3E
T U TN Ry S — i RR B () TR (pleasure) (Reber
et al., 2004; Brielmann & Pelli, 2019), KL 5 &
GEARA AT RE A I T A 3L, AT
il R S AR P PG Belfi 55 A (2019) % B,
X EARVER T EIE S, LR AT (L
DR S5 J X ) 2 45 20T, L3800 R ot s X o 5
PEA B BT, eAh, A B IE K BE E R
U TE TANIEA SOCR A4 (Vessel et al., 2012), LA
FE B I e BT D0 SR AR 1Y) 3850 5 2T 5 e DR SR 1Y)
= SR A 26 (Maia, 2009), [F B 35 K %4 Ji)
S51ET] A5 (Delgado et al., 2000); T &M SR
A ) B 5 5% SEE I 4 il %) T R A LA B 2 il T3
M AR 224 X (Schultz et al., 1992), WA EH K
B, W TR IR 25 B 1 9524 < FE B (aesthetic
chills) 5 J& #% FUR B A2 19 S0 A OC (Wassiliwizky
etal., 2017), Kawabata Fll Zeki (2004) % Bt Py IE
A 2 )2 (medial orbitofrontal cortex, mOFC) 7] g
550 5 3038 A AL R AR o€ ATk B i I E N )
FEM B2 (A0 AR, K im iR im A, S50
RIE I FEEE, N8k, 5 mOFC
WM, AR A, & K(shizu & Zeki,
2011). 0¥ 2 3 (Zeki et al., 2014)217% T mOFC
JG DX o PRIt mOFC AR AT g 76 85 1 70 1) o 56 4
AU PR B EEEAE A L X R R R Y A
o7 9 g R A I RO R BB R G, P
Xof B RGeS B B 9 A B KA
2 A St 1 2 LT Y R

BT FR G5 I T 3R A TR )
AR —SCER AR, E a2 b e B T R A
TG P BRARE A AR 22 5, FRATTAG o7 36 I
TAEEANVRRE AR T REARARL, BPA [ A0 2 A 1y
KGN B E T REfFE R, HXMESSH
—ER AR, B UCE B AR, B AT SOk
P 84 28 TR S S A7 PR 8 %) R X B 81 LA R Y A
FH, SRR R R A B
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42 SlEmUEMEERHHESERM

B 1 oK g Y S A ALE, WA — e BT
EE S Y R NN A= 1]l 2 o D 2 I I 28
rRER DA 0 28 7 H rh oy 8 B AR (A
421 BRNMER M4 (Default-M ode Network, DMN)

BRIMEE O 266 55 115 AN 5451 - B2 55 (anterior
medial prefrontal cortex, aMPFC). Ji§ P4l §ij %5 -
ﬁﬁj‘i(ventral medial prefrontal cortex, vMPFC) =1
PRI BT 251 )2 5T (ventral medial prefrontal cortex,
dMPFC). J& 40 [l (posterior cingulate cortex, PCC)
"N T (inferior parietal lobule, IPL)FI&MuJF - B
J5i (lateral temporal cortex, LTC)Z% i [X.(Vessel et al.,
2019, Vessel, 2020). DMN 7£ 4l A T.(in
A B AR SR R A, ERAE P )R AR N T
(ImHMz | ]R84 RERAS T ) i AR B30 o A3
FE# W], DMN 53l 25 (1 7 LRI AR G 7En T
e M DR DMN - 2315 2108 10, IR
o B Ok =22 1] E IR 25 (Belfi et al,
2019), XARAT RS T P P IR 1 B A
AL, % T DMN DRERHE 4, Bl DMN {XAE$R
] F R A 2E0E, i DMN AR AT RE &
AR o 35 (1) 22 53 58 R AH 56 (Vessel et al., 2013),
TE— IS EAR T 38 DR R AE A Mo 56 28 S v Bl 47y
TS (Bignardi et al., 2020), HF5EE Mit4T
s A% vk e s A% 22 S AR K —E 53 (45%~61%)
A RLTEAN R 8 X G (i H bR X K miAL) ] 4
=, R E D AR 545 K 5 S L 2 R 3 i
P EIEER . 5L, Vessel %5 A (2019)F]
fMRI (functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging, ¥
REMEAZ G IR MUARO) T ARIRST T DMN 5 15 il 2k
R RARR, KR —RHEA P DMN |
PO R AT DATE — 58 BB F00 At 2 A o X6 o)
WAL, Ik DMN FJ AR I RE 2 B ik
RUAE S S ) Pl AR FH il 2 J5 0. S T AR
JEB] DMN WD BEAELE i & 1 (Xu et al., 2017),
LI K DMN Al ™y & % 2% (salience network) A M Jg&bi
J% )2 (sensory cortices)[H] [ D) g 7% B2 7 #F (AR I rh
% HEAE ) (Williams et al., 2018), Bignardi 2 A
(2020)HEM, 7E AT b S B S 5238 4L 1 T e
5 DMN KIS REB AL MR A XN OC Z o )i,
5B AE R ZEAEH DMN A 5 W45 LK Rt ¥
2% [B] (4 LIy B 3% 422 22 S T BB A ) o 6 22 S AL
RSN ERS ST

422 HHEZIH

BAh, FE— i F fMRI KB $
(Vartanian et al., 2013), WF78F T T 7R AL
WG 5| g AR ) 22 S ) pp e ke mty . ARAE I 51
GV 03, BORBEor UM A 5 e 2H AL
2o G55 R I MAN T 433 A A R ] (the right
middle temporal gyrus) FIIE KA R B FhH
] e 35 7 S A X A R 5 S R v R B AR
JH(Weiner & Grill-Spector, 2013), B X R T
25 B OG R W, XTI LW 5| 7 B AT e AR
TR &R B A DRI AR SRR G o XS fE B 52
J B T AL R B B RRAE, TR RE AL
TFL A7 A OG0 S IE R SRS SR &,

AR T T Lk ol L S A T 2 L SR Y S
g, FATR LA B AR NG X G- A
K 25K 2 5 (Vessel & Rubin, 2010)., 75— TE
il AR i A IR 2 5 2 A 2 IR A AT 9 (Vessel
et al.,, 2012), WF5T & B R Pl Ae Bl 5 “fy i
SGYERE XS R XA L 220 B AT A T A A
. IFARS NI E, BN R £
FetE2S ., ARENE, IMRI BURZS SRR, ME
V) A <50 IS 5 <y 5 PR S TP 48 A i 22 5433l
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Shared vs. private aesthetic tastes. The cognitive and neural mechanisms

HU Jia-Bao, LEI Yang, DING Xian-Feng, CHENG Xiao-Rong, FAN Zhao
(Key Laboratory of Adolescent Cyberpsychology and Behavior (CCNU), Ministry of Education;
Key Laboratory of Human Development and Mental Health of Hubei Province; School of Psychology,
Central China Normal University (CCNU), Wuhan 430079, China)

Abstract: Shared and private tastes represent universal and idiosyncratic aesthetic processing, respectively.
The new trending that combines both tastes are challenging pre-existing “universal” aesthetic principles and
focusing on individual differences of aesthetic experience. Factors affecting the differences between shared
and private aesthetic tastes include stimulus domains, expertise, cultural backgrounds, previous experience
and age. The neural mechanisms of shared and private aesthetic tastes are related with many brain areas,
such as the reward system and the Default-mode network (DMN). The relationship between aesthetic taste
and theoretic models on aesthetic processing is yet to clear. Further empirical studies are required in order to
clarify the cognitive and neural processing underlying the differences between shared and private aesthetic

tastes.

Key words: aesthetic taste, shared taste, private taste, aesthetic principles, cognitive and neural mechanisms





