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Approximate straight line : y = 30.9x + 2.89
Coethc1ent of determmatlon R2 =0.59
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Fig.2 Relationship between X and aesthetic preference in
sample shapes
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Approximate straight line : y =0.90x + 3.2
Coefficient of determination : R? = 0.54
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Fig.3 Relationship between F and aesthetic preference in

sample shapes
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