d=ale]gg] A A R A=
The Korean Journal of Cognitive and Biological Psychology
2015, Vol. 27, No. 3, 321-345

A7An g d3-dAy A
2 4 @
e Ae ey

nz ZAde] gk JgFEE o2 ndld} MRS o83 U] AdE At UEd
20043 o]& At 10 7t AlAwgE Fol= FHAl AAS o) gt B B E=ES Al
st tt LAl T Feah, 17t Heke £ E =X vkl At ATEd
3t ol E =R o] 8] AA, 7] AAn|Ee] Fo AT AAES A =95
o, 2 v QoA B4, T AAnge] A= Akl tia vy 23S WA =93
ot} WA HZ ATELS dE 23 SYIAHES AEIste], AFE £ o FHusA AE
stE 3 3t} ol mA At Ao H|EE A PAE =Ysty, B thAET o <3
g o AAd FE5H, st A8 5 vE Ao S nX e AXIAAHT 1
71AE &sta, vE AES 23 AFgate) ol wE AlAWRS-S HESta, A|7hI)
AA(EA) A - 27 dE A oo ZERE HESHAY deiE oM F
ol Gl g HETFoZHN FASEL) ojo] B =EE nl& o]l odegt2e AR
H HZ AAnE AFES AEsty, A+ W] gdsl A3E st rirge g Al
ZAu|glol| A ‘olEThE ol e F& o FHH Yo o Esl= Al tighk vl o
3 =o3ith o] nigo g g% AAng HololA ZdEHE M2 AT WEE AAska
2} gt

FHo - AMAolE, fMRI, ols, 24 X2 HM, B4 CZERE HESR3

* 2 ATE 013EE ASAFAE SAFHAF o 2RE A
T AR A, aetheta el (136-701) M&Al

E-mail: chaikim@ korea.ackr

- 321 -

SETHN 0. 2013K 2A 1A2053850).
T QFE 145



(Fvtel, 2012), 2] HARI(YA]

17 3 M2

IA]

3

s

=

S

I

t

]

<}

o] FojA AL Ut

‘2173 1) 8H(neuroaesthetics,

kel

Skov & Vartanian, 2009)©]

73 9tk

O

i
sl
o

o

<

=

=
=

Al

S

3}
ng} Fof

]

el
22X, gore] A7
g T+ gle 2 WskE e

=

A 9,

Fa

S

fye)
1SN

vge] A= 43t

24
kS AA]

o 2
o] 71ZA|

=

2] 20:do] 7}

=
=

?ﬂ'
3}
vz A AlAvlehE 2000

S

=4

3l olFoixiow, A5/

3

1

o]
A

1o
=

fL
kel
=

1=

AR 20045 7]

o]

o]
==

o
oj
0

B

B!
o

o] &of

atat

7hetel], vk A

A7 G oA E 2

e

1

1

=l

B

|

>, el A

v
H

ol

ol oA A7RIE Aot dgtel 3
Bk 5874 44 3ol 4

AF =E(Kim, Shin, Kang, & Kim, 2015; 7=

(A, 2007; 2014) A

o7

i @

O]‘a‘
L

dlel 7]

a8 i

Nfo

=o] I AL AAE st 2y, A4

el

s}
=
3}
=

Aol

% 9

=

7E7F Ae

o

=

A%

13
o

=

of thg walel
Al

1

kel
o

29 HopAE i Ui v

oM Al7dw]

shtel w4k el% ole] theste

=
5
g o, 2 A

]

%

wjr

idiead

Hom e}

od
)
o]

i

N

il

o

——
o

)
il

€

oA 71Et e

ot
)
o

|

o

e

o}J

gl

KA
)

7= o dest

see A M FEer g wA,

- 322 -

So}(om| A, 2008, A&, 2014),



¥ elAE AR 27 AT A3 o) mesll 24, ol A
s FET F oA A AAAE olel 1ol AF 9% R 1 A dal 1%
wpg Sl olFolal A2 109 kel A4 eob vk 000d AFE ¥ Fsh
v Aol AEe ATE A P FEdN 2 9 olg 289 ¥ Jsel g of

woletual @k e gAY A Bl A6 we &, olEnten pe

o5

ol
ooy 1o uE P

&
)

e F
ek AlEsh B AT FAY] FAS T FAlA tigk A A A8obsAdSs Bt
M, 27] dFeld aE ¥ 243 o w AR A3 Al 2] 4170
E 9] BEAA B vd Ade] AR g ides A= A2 Zeki, Ramachandran,
Ay FPEc] FEHA S A A vol  zel3 Livingstondt 2 AATEte] tf7pEo]
71908 7hsel FEgt) old whah H2o] Ak o5 ZZF Inner Vision(Zeki, 1999),

Ehlliy =

A AdS FAsHE Al Journal of Consdousness Studiesoll EHH =5

3 o] 3 (Ramachandran & Hirsch, 1999), Z28]a Vision

A3Z A& and art: the biology of seeing(Livingston, 2002)©]

2o st ge AsES Bol dedEd d#d 7
o 3

d5s AdHgH o H2d Fayel Hel

o= 3 AFE o9, 1T F T Ve AMEHh o5 FEHoE B A, A
29 Ay HIZ AAnE A7 ARES 29 &S Bo] Z&kio A&AA JAT
oE Zolth rAgte s AT W vzt b wEg), Ramachandran®] Aol dx A
3f FEoAMe AAnE 7] AFd F8  Buls, 283 Livingston®] Aox Qlduht
5% Wyes &89 J|ed A|FHGG  duvle Sl 2 wFo] dy g#i
(functional magnetic resonance imaging, °lat  FFS dAISHHA, 1 ZES] FAoly 1M
MRI) W olele] T AAHEA WHES Al HAFES ¥ EFo] dsted 7124
285 A7 e, wigEA, B g v 8 A4 Fdote] d9siith webA o
WA REA HEE A dFES M AN 2] AZEe] 98 14 A7
ot =9 Zoth olo] @Al toE A% A A AFplEve, deE Abee
AE Holx gle AlZnE Ao ¢A 2 AlAFEE Ak 2ke] A Al digh At
FAHE 3 vBH AZ+S =osta, F 2 A5 ek
T AR e AT kel e AAdoR =& 7HES] Ago] A7l ded 9 o
= Pu gk >4 #AE @lsted 2 98S dod,
olgigt wieolA HEH EAZHQA 4A7n|t
z7] A7vge] F8 A7 A AT Are 200090 Fel ol2 EES

N

AlZFsEiTt. 2004

AZESe A2 A A e AT Agel  AAviel AN 54 F

L
fo

fo
N
)
)
o,
Jo
=2
X

- 323 -



B Al2I8HEIR| : QUK U ME

200410l AE2tEe] el Hwolshe vt
HHES 48 Ledore] Bdo] WHEE AT
TFAHOR o] BRI of&AFe] et 7.%}
ol A QAAH, FAA AHES HWHz
gl oJ&l 7]egrta AAISAtHLeder, Belke,
Oeberst, & Augustin, 2004). ©] F 82 Leder
olHoE Wie doder 7FHAY, of
A 417N e Al A FHEA] ke A EA)
wo] Ut} Ledere] Rdo] ofsf ME &

A2 FEHAUT T3 Ledore] Bl Q1A
A R s AEgste], ‘27 244
orEA )0l B WAld B

"1?'_
gl g7t OlEL BN PJr

O}fﬂ

kv

o,

il

mo

e, Mo
I T BT O

[
>
Y

Gl
Q
R
=
o

ox
_OL
22X
>
o
)
o> oL
bass
W
o
o
ot
o
LY
N
o o
o

=9] 9] nigo] H7| & 3513l

S3to] A A #ojshe o
A =2l FAl Al
20040l o] Al A
- CelaConde 5(2004), Kawabata <}

Zeki (2004), Vartanian®} Goel (2004)& - mj<zt
of

BA
Ly
.

E 49 Fe olBtgel A B
¥ Qgedo] g SR WEY =EEo|
o wepd olgo] BAR AR BB
Aol AU A oole APt 237t
A wEE BE AR 202 L 2R
H o) Al o] YE AT AR Theolx]

A 9o A= Ao =&t} WA CeaConde

8, wdFe, A $7

5 <t
(M agnetoencephdogram, ©]8} MEG)ES o] &3l
o w2 St 1 A, riAEe]
= 0}%—%"\3}1 Hoed o, olFHA
Hgl k- wje] S HA
T A7 U}"Wéél, dorsolateral prefrontal
cortex, ©]sk DLPFC)ellA 27337 Z7t=l ATt

(CelaConde et al., 2004). Kawabata®} Zeki 3t
teFet Ao 3lg AEES AAst, F
MAEAA vlFH/Fe Al wg 5 shuE
Aeletes st o 52 MRIZ 7|53}
Atk 1 AR ofgdTy dATE A= df

A= A FA(EEelntLdd, orbitofronta
cortex, ©|a} OFC)e] &3t Z71 ukgo] 9]

7, Fetn B A3 B9E 599

o] &3} F7ket A= ATHK awabata & Zeki,
2004). o}lETHe BEE 53 HE® HAPst=
2 3 Vatanian@ Goele AFolM e, vEzt
Zo| U3 FAH Azl GFEFE, u
n)dal(me]dl, caudate nudeus)ollA] B3}
ad Wb AlZE Ao golste WEtE]

(FEFol, fusiform gyrus)eh T3] (o] =,
cngulate gyrugell M= Az Frtel uiel &
338t S7F ol HEEAHV artanian & Goel,
2004).

A AR A2E BF

=
H>
0
0?-
lo
9'|_|
?.'_
é

_,4
[§
O

HU

2

z

ol

e

k&l

ol

oX,

L

ro,

- 324 -



g e AEd gg v dbjsiite
Exo] otk A Al Ao Ay A&
F9 ol dEE ow Hud o
FIEL dAHA ¥tk ol AT A
o] EYA= Ledere] BoA] AAJE o2}
F9o| el BAste AR BPE] de &
F71 A8 gAklel ugsx] &2 Ay AR
g 7bsde] ok AAA 27/, 719, oA
2, AAA H7h HAA wkg o] AAV B
3 A2 GF Aol wdEo] V= sta
HAZ A= & Aok dHz ¢ Al
Aol AT Zholle WFHD vs olFUE =
B4, adn ‘FAE AT Fd vs ofFTHE

WA Be A% guiPE 54 oA
=9 2d Holl &xd Jacobsend FEES
ATe A AT Al "y FHEH A7
2 WA AA deE dald 7]ekerd
adg Y AF502 AR
Schubotz, Hofel, & Cramon, 2006). &
3 A A=l oigh oA A

(Jacobsen,
ot mlA

_\'-il‘
2
i

r&,
4
-9,
=
&

[
149 vz Fa A

2
o oA} 273 Auel %

(e o
i
o fo
B
it
o
il o
e o e

r
o)
I

i
2
N,
ol
K
=
)
o
oo
=2
1=
S
o
=

e
SR
£ oo

oX!

1o
i)
==

o
£
=

o
=

W&AFu 2 24 media frontal
cortex), AAF(#) 71243, precuneus), A3
(¥)1& w]o]g, posterior cingulate gyrus, ©]3s}

PCG), H=FZHLZE HA=, tempord pole), L

S E 5 A IHFAAFFo] S5, temporoparietal

-
o
o
2
=)
@
=
=)
<~}
=
>

obule, ©]3} SPL), &4
&

W rEE <%, intraparietal sulcus) 2
T

ek Al AL ST 9L

Jacobsen 59 AFANMAH, 7FA|7} oln]
SE 71E dsFEe] oidzt FoustAY
A= AZE A5E AMgste Ad diaide

A7 BofeA] A FEo] BEa) 7]

2

& A=ol el A@A 22 5l FAE &0l
sttt Aol F3igh ¥, ol& B f =
H o WS dszEd e ¥ W F
AT F d=Ad de 3ot FEsh= 7t
Srolt}, Wk, m| A gt sl AFE 2
FEC] Wtk Aol ARkst, A AE o]
99 HE 8455 Thohs S HAE A
gotal o ®kEo AolE FE e WHE
olF e AFEddAM L HIWe] ZeHT
A Z Di Diodt BREAFAEL A ==
oz 2Uda AlY AR onAE &

2007). Jacobsen 5o AFA olETFEo Q&
Aoz 'qA'e u A Zo], Di Dio &
< ‘FggH|golgle AUy ve EE &

]

sol olgThed AF71AS greth @

TR AFE 9 A= AAHESs 245t
o FFHlES ulst=s vE WY A5

st RS MAL FE] oy 9
A3 WY AFE SRz PR,

FoA A% ool We v

L
o
—Orl“
At
T

- 325 -



r=yEleElR] X H =

27
e S,

Oﬂ(/’dy

d
=3
2
o
=
>
ns
_>|~1_‘
4
=
n}
riu
s
R O}L

7},
o] A% HAxA|(amygdala) A3}
H3lth we dAEe ?Lﬂ]ﬂ

n)g} AT sty

TE FEHER A%E M}i z27+
A A=Fo2 gAML, ol HFHo=
ZAfsto] Hlg SHMT 2fo] S Hole H]

AT u%oa

ek A YeE e

xg
X,
=
2
ﬂ el
(L
')
Lo
e

EE} E1 43/] RI Aol Al Ishizue} Zeki
=2F A=l del mA A
Jﬂrzﬂ@r AlZHA o] A IS A 2t
SAthishizu & Zeki, 2013). MRl ] Qkol A 2+

F{F
o
QL
E

jutal

HHEe BA ANE T 40 a9E 2o
o= Aol o olETHEANIH B, F&

Aol o HeA B MES B9 u
SHEE AAuskt F Al dud

oA dg Ad dv] ¥4 Az}, 942 ¢

E‘l’% —1'H

F4EQ 2S5 AT, globus pallidug)
#5 1=A, 5 FJ2HE7HIE, putamen)2t
914 49 WS 2 oS e T, 1y
I AT A A wd Al 243 F7F
7h #RE T vk, die] A3d A v 3
o Al g 24357 o 2 992 8l
o AF9Y ¢F AeEs 9 EExEdd
(supplementary motor are)E-2 A B

=
TEACE Bodte AR JewTth Eg
A Atelld wA A da
Al vl ©] S50 71 53] (CelaConde ¢t 4.,
2 901 Dio et al., 2007)= WA ek}
tfH] Ao F3] Befste o w Vet

¥ dET ded EH AA 4 FE.
dustd ZHT AAu g dFds 3 4
F A4 Al olguhee gl AE &
T el 710 7beAd e, deE o
A4 o] 71918 JbsA S PR dhe

AFS Bl g 5o, 1699 AAE
o

oz &k MRl ﬂ—_r%ﬂ/\i Cupchik¥} T2E
< RlE 4 AustE E¥ete FAIE
AEFES AE AFo2, v AEES
A AFoz AASFA tHCupchik, Vartanian,
Crawley, & Mikulis, 2009). AA=SES =3 #
A9 e e AR} dxye dad
(hardedge) 27117}, FHA FHo| 7tz o
2 (oftedge) o2 EFE AA AT
T kel Fa AF 2 2E A4 A
7i2re] Hgko|lnt A8A HEF oA #
MEE Y AE Hd ZdE EAH S0V

=
2 W 5 U9E 9 PEst v

- 326 -



o) dAstst 71w

A

L

ik A A9 BT AE A7 Al

w5

1T

Z}

]

tlge] ofeh Hzel EgAQ A

SEEER

=

=

7}

=
)

el M 243t

i

NI
o)

N

s
B

®

W

ﬂq

=
[¢)

g]

[¢)
E3H3E MR

=

Lacey

-

.

o

=

=il A]

pud

g b 9l Mizokami

F AT 24

yul

iy

=l
A}
Ha

o

=]

Y

g
=
=

o

A} Ael
A3l Az

i

gy

ERE

nA

-

.

L
A

yud

@ Az

wel et

1)

DLPFC FellM mZ A

gl

A

X
=

5t o)

],

AUz AFE
whgol gl 295

57

e

s

g

[e]

Fs

)
—

23]
ol

7=,
& A2 Ae)st

=
]

Ly

©

2] gl

&
(2011)e] A+

Mz A7 gele] izl =7

[

=N

(#7], cuneus)dt A

ok

=
o

aff thidel obd mleel

5 0

=

zL7

73
29 A3 Aol HuEdd Az2A]

o 2 ¥hgo] YET Lacey

3](s]°] =, lingual gyrus)
oA}t mf

1)
AA

1

©
pal

o)

9
8

s Ae A

<)

1

=3

Z
e e A

7}

]

R
=

oulx] 7 ol

e

CEEESE]
Baga v

B
B

1

0|
A

=

Z]

L

R

oheh

L

gzt Wgol o

o vleds 2 Al o
o A

o os) dsstAd 2
g =2 w92 FoR

3T
=

=

o] obg

XX

J

$el7t ofm den

X
- 327 -

2011).

INE A ZHATHL acey et al,

Lacy o} &8

e A zA(

3

ik

A7HAke] ] w

3
T

=

[e) O]
tod
} OFC), Al

g

=l

NIy

74

°
]"6'
d

Ll
<
AAL L3t

)

strigtum),

1
A A

[¢)
orbitofrontal cortex, ©|

[e]
=

A AFon 48

Zo o
2494,
ez ]

H

o
=
o



| X
| S M=

[ :

3

s

-

=3

=42

t

—

<}

03

=
[¢)
A
&
st
=
=
=
=
£
7

T ET
Hrm@MMM.
#omiaﬂAMurqwﬂ
ﬂfhao#aém.mmmudr. o 7
- S wiﬂmﬁa%
s _ —
g]%imw%¢WH1Mq :
ﬂééqo e LAV.r%%MHOJm
iﬁE}xO 1@:3§WMK§E§F§&ME1
ggé_alﬂ. L T & 2 T
Pﬂ.ip&Eﬂ.og wJuTE,E.HmM }.mﬂ_x o <
., B oF ﬂﬁ4]1 J = u‘_LlHloLC AR
o o z_o bo o _a X0 ) ol ™ ~ fo f _ —~ Ot <
o iPiL B oo = A = o W o )
Jo wm M 7c,%§%lm%mmxo%umm ﬁgeo_é%mﬂ T
7éﬂﬂ@:fiﬁﬁou .m:o%w m%ﬂ@ﬂﬁ1ﬂ]ﬂﬂ
_luﬂ‘ﬂ;o_.dlv Wo_omodroaﬂ S N ©° go oLoq};dw T
ﬂmoﬂoﬁ waiwrwgéﬂ ﬂogad, o oF L_Laﬂ_.z.éma,_
ﬂ.ﬁ”ﬂlﬂaﬂdﬂb%moo#_/ O#ﬂmﬂ.ﬂr O#meﬁl%ﬂgﬁoqg\mﬁuﬁomﬂi%\_} \_Id_n/ldﬂ
= ) EW%m%ﬂtzr7oeﬁg%o% . L#V ﬁu};b
,sﬂhﬂx % T W X = ﬂ@ﬂA %M%_LVA wumoh
ﬂﬂﬂﬂ og%ulmﬂ%;.@WﬂN% }ﬂﬂ%%mﬂ.ﬂ.u% oo
ﬁa@%ﬁaﬁﬁow&.?Aoﬂl@ &ﬂL%ﬂVutm,_ﬂdﬂwrMIﬁEa:Mo .7uor1n,wo
mﬂﬁ@%ﬁ@%% O_L%ﬁn,mo,&_/@ frémw@ﬂ% ;.ﬂ.zﬁae
ﬁ}d%L@ tgegarmwxﬁélwr@imﬁil} 91,}
=y ™ 4%1@@1&4miuoﬁHaMJeaﬁaﬂ7 Jumrﬁoﬁ
17_NIJ|I [e) ;OL T k) yL.J. LSJ”‘_‘Olllo‘lr —r_xao
= = A + e#r,n_rmo ur%z]ﬁ o T o B _ ;2
%wﬁwwﬂﬁ%l ovﬂmh@ﬂwmmw@ﬁwﬂﬂuwm%wﬁ% gﬁﬁx
5o %L%ﬁﬂﬂﬂ Ed;ov, = ﬂ#%&nﬁ.ﬁx? aﬁauﬁuan
53w TR 7@oﬁhmﬂo T u,ﬂm}o ' 2
-k Ee o= %%émga 2 g =5z o
auauﬁéﬁx%%%%@m@q ﬂw]%ﬂ%@ovqﬁom mﬂ%ﬁq
En_ .f X0 q‘lﬂﬂ‘ADOOAO,.ﬂ gﬂ‘l_l:uo.7.HL a i T
T T oy iuwﬂﬁaoxzuﬂojﬂéd 7xﬂr” z s B
eid2E i aygm%%§q% - g
ﬂlﬁ.7no;|7@€u|ﬂémn = = 4%? ﬁurmr%zﬂ O
uuﬂuvwﬂ,mem@ﬁﬁm/lr&ourmwuﬁa% mrhﬂl@ﬂai _xﬂ%ww M.ﬂgw
bo %_@ﬂogo_a ﬂomo_e A G S 7 -
@Myﬁ@%ﬂﬂm&ﬁ@@ @ﬂ%%q%@fﬁ ®E® W SN
u_.,_ﬂ.ﬁ?ﬂmﬂ:ehoxamxniﬂﬂwfdrwv?umﬁmoimﬂ mﬂijMni%L o
o = X o= .L.ﬂxw_m o ]EL = ﬂ‘lmli.]
MW%%%M%EAﬁmﬂmmm%mﬁw@aamthhMo wmowﬂﬂeo%mmLR
?W%ﬁ%ﬂ M%%qﬂqa@mwwﬂﬁhw w%%@@@mﬂ%m
q;aq%awgﬂcq%q@ﬁ%%$%azu %éu%m%a%%i
ﬂ%t@aﬂg%éo@lﬁm@ﬂﬂﬁ%@ﬂw nguoamﬁ?ﬂmﬂﬁa%
ﬁﬂ1ﬂmmﬂ%£mo%owﬂowﬁ o n X @u%ﬂﬂygﬁmno?é
o1ro ]L.]A 5 Ko ]]7LA ) T ]eLﬂ..
;oq,ul 71.0»..1%240@ = = AﬁﬂJXU_/q,_/uo,_\/
zﬁﬂml_ga AVWaémmmL]gjd unuamsaﬂ@ﬂw _M
Lwri Tﬂm K ° e o il an.aﬂfo_
o= _:__le.bﬂl = N ok ‘:LHTJ.:_]HL Y Y
S w,é%ﬂarf ﬂﬂéo1ﬁq}ﬂ1a
du.ﬂﬂl Mﬂ__oJAXol ‘M‘WXbowﬂ_ﬂoh
ER gﬂfﬂuh anil]o#aﬂ]#bﬁ.s
pE o — 1XF ;ﬂ_ﬂqi,oi_o - ‘maw_%.ﬂN o5
ogoﬁu BB 7o X o W
o B ﬂaooqqo% =
dl‘lﬂwul,mna \ﬂl,lox,l_lai,Am
o R ﬂ%lzﬁa_szx&um
o o il e et ™ o ]
‘__Aﬂ,:‘o.._tio W
Lﬂ,m‘_ﬂﬁmﬂo#aoiw
ZUEA_H@‘,JM
ho%_OI

- 328 -



N
el
]‘O
™~

>

X
=

ol
10
o
bt

|

o
=

=
R

a

TE Ut Y degEY HfolE o' FEoME HuE vF lth(Jacobsen et al.,
33t oA 7 ‘5}% Foll wheb A3 ©F 2006 Kirk et a., 2009). o] A 979 F=A
2 AdS fud ? 2= Aotk Kirkst 5 & ARSI A1 AjRE, Rl F

olgfgt wgt gy o HH wrtoze nF #uE U]y o
Age A %%% THstaal At #HE AFe] AAIEATHE Aelth Farhalz}
irk, Skov, Hulme, Christensen, & Zeki, 2009).  Ishaie] AelrE HIAFAS A FEE0],
3 wlezEo] AyEge do] 2y Jacobsen 5o ATelME 71E veFEe] of
AAE e A5 FHFE Azelge 2 Yk Al ZlskeA sige], a2l Kirk
A AN EE Aol va] dE whgo]l o dAFME 71E A AFe] Mg 27wt
Uelstth mg MRl o8 SHE ¥ of WY onx|Ee] AFoE &EH Flo

(o]

ol

o]oéi,‘:‘img

Pgol w=w we] we 45 wg o
e AT L AN AREAL 2] AU AT HAES Lede D
243 2719 QBRI ool Wl & B ool 27 AzA Azsl BAR 44
& wjg YEdash B4 e 2 wgs gRE A

2 My 0 o (o g oo oft X ol
-

BUENZS] F A o 245 PO 2
gel  ohlo] gtk olel@ o|FWA olale] 7}2lA
B3} Gad we A 1% deeks Aol @ Al Aol VEgs) e g Al Aol
dol 23 D@ otk ALY o] YEHA

e R

B 3L A|A}aT} e FAL7L
E 02 dFdAe nedEd B2 AF nH A F 9 MEAIY #HdE B
AR5 A Wt FEHIF AE A Al B e dFelre, 27bake] FRERL v
S A< %‘%‘6}71 H a ohFg Akzo] 23

H REgS 2A3E w3l thHuang, Bridge, A AE
& P

Kemp, & Parker, 2011). u|&xZo A4 29 AZL zR=Zoz dastgdthVesd, Star, &
)

ol BASK], ROl Sl BE uin, 010, B2 WA 29 % o
A%, QE o] BE o] Wal AFF 5 FES HE B9 FolW Al w3 24
(eImk=, frontal pole) 1% JJr ARRAN B 2 237 adEgith § g8 Adve 47

] a4

24317t UErth o] FZ olgthEoly A5 oAF 52

T g BAE A S W, Vese 5
3 ZAd3 fgIERE YEHYA DN, L 7AA Ale] =4 g2 2Eo] nhy
FarhallZ} Ishaie] A+ & BIZAAe] & vl& & |40 FEE =R 39tk 1
AEUTE WSHATIAL ddie] 48 2R TFF AR JIdHE nkes 240

=3
7kt deEve Ay 5 vk v & Fkel Hldiske AAd 2438 I &

Tl T [e]
A% deise nd Asd BAdd ge Qo] Yt v FoandH% ¥l

- 329 -



stoAe|sts|X] @ QX Y M=
E 1. 22 AZolet ool iRl ol Zalol Bofste A YESR
#4 7%s Ui ¥ 99 S
W33 (Fusiform gyrus) Vartanian & Goel (2004)
Di Dio, Macaluso, & Rizzolati (2007)
A7t g 9 Cupchik, Vartanian, Crawley, & Mikulis (2009)

A4 9wy

A 2~ (SPL) Cupchik, Vartanian, Crawley, & Mikulis (2009)
Ad’g3](ACC) Vartanian & Goel (2004)
Kirk, Skov, Christensen, & Nygaard (2009)
FebAFH(0FC) Kawabata & Zeki (2004)
Kirk, Skov, Christensen, & Nygaard (2009)
Kirk, Skov, Hulme, Christensen, & Zeki (2009)
Lacey et a. (2011)
Ishizu & Zeki (2013)
=12 (Insula) Di Dio, Macaluso, & Rizzolati (2007)

n] 238l (Caudate N ucleus)
Z=2) 21733 (N ucleus
A

Accumbens)
A=A (Amygdala)

A Z A (Striatum)

Cupchik, Vartanian, Crawley, & Mikulis (2009)
Ishizu & Zeki (2013)

Vartanian & Goel (2004)

Kirk, Skov, Christensen, & Nygaard (2009)

Di Dio, Macaluso, & Rizzolati (2007)
Ishizu & Zeki (2013)

Lacey, Hagtvedt, Patrick, Anderson, Stilla, Deshpande, Hu,

Sato, Reddy, & Sathian (2011)

DMN

AW S A7) (anterior
Medial Prefrontal Cortex)
Z%FHTempora pole)
=554 KT emporoparietal

junction)
<0137 4(PCC)

4 7 5-(Precuneus)

Jacobsen, Schubotz, Hofel, & Cramon (2006)
Fairhal & Ishai (2007)

Kirk, Skov, Hulme, Christensen, & Zeki (2009)
Jacobsen, Schubotz, Hofel, & Cramon (2006)

Jacobsen, Schubotz, Hofel, & Cramon (2006)

Jacobsen, Schubotz, Hofel, & Cramon (2006)
Vessel, Starr, & Rubin (2012)

Jacobsen, Schubotz, Hofel, & Cramon (2006)
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N euroaesthetics N ow
- Development and Prospect

Chai-Youn Kim

Department of Psychology, Korea University

The field of neuroaesthetics has developed rapidly for last ten years or so, since the advent of an
influential theoretica model of artistic appreciation and multiple primary research papers in 2004. This
review responds to the growing interest in neuroaesthetics in and outside Korea, and seeks for a better
understanding of accumulated research outcomes. For that, this review discusses maor findings from several
early neuroaesthetics works and moves on to the new tendencies of recent neuroaesthetics as follows 1)
dassification of the sub-processes of art appreciation and more careful experimental design by introducing
control tasks, by focusing on artistic expression more than portrayed objects, by exploring the neura
substrates of moderating factors of aesthetic experience such as learning and expertise, by considering the
contextud effect modulating aesthetic experience, and by examining what DMN does for art appreciation.
Tendencies such as 2) extension to the other types of art including dance and architecture, and 3) usage
of various research methods will also be discussed. Next, this review considers some potentia limitations of
neuroaesthetics in terms of the narrow definition of ‘beauty’ and the tendency of relying on subjective
experiences. Based on these, this review seeks for an updated research direction of neuroaesthetics.

Key words : neurcaesthetics fMRI, art, appreciation, perception, emotion, reward, DMN
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