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The affective components of facial beauty
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Abstract : In this paper, we investigated the affective components of facial beauty. In study 1, we did factor
analysis of affective evaluations of the faces, and about 65% of the variances are explained by only two
factors, Two factors were named ‘sharp’ and ‘soft’, respectively. In study 2, the correlation between facial
beauty and affective evaluations was analyzed, and the correlation between facial beauty and sharp factor
was significant, In study 3, we made the new images by morphing and warping the faces : ‘average’,
‘high-ranked’, and ‘exaggerated’. The participants evaluated the ‘high-ranked’ face more beautiful than the
‘average’ face, and the ‘exaggerated’ face more beautiful than the ‘high-ranked’ face. The rating of affective
words on the faces showed that the ‘average’ face was related to ‘soft’ impression, the ‘high-ranked’ image
to ‘sharp’ impression, and the ‘exaggerated’ face might have double impression. These results might support
the directional hypothesis for the facial beauty.
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