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Artistic Training and Interest in Visual Art: Applying the Appraisal Model of Aesthetic
Emotions.
Paul J. Silvia, 2006, Empirical Studies of the Arts, 24(2) 139-161
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Figure 1. Examples of the simple and complex images used in Experiment 1.

Table 1. Effects of Art Training on Interest and on Appraisals of Ability to Understand and Complexity: Experiment 1

Interest Interest Understand Understand Complexity Complexity
(Simple) ({Complex) (Simple) {Complex) (Simple) (Complex)
High training
M 4.05 5.40 5.29 4.33 2.57 5.36
SD .76 .69 .75 .69 75 .96
95% Confidence Interval 374 to 4.37 5.11to 5.69 4.99 to 5.60 4.04 to 4.62 2.26t0 2.88 496 to 5.76
Low Training
M 3.75 4.39 4.63 3.52 2.22 5.50
sD .64 1.04 .69 .80 .78 .85
95% Confidence Interval 349 to 4.01 3.96to 4.82 4.34 10 4.92 31910 3.85 1.8910 2.54 5.14 10 5.85

Mote: n = 50 (25 in each training condition). The response scales ranged from 1to 7.
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Figure 2. Effects of art training on interest in simple and
complex pictures: Experiment 1.
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Figure 3. Effects of art training on appraised ability to understand
simple and complex pictures: Experiment 1.



2017.10.02 #mzi

FRAE @l

o
o

by
wn

T

|

Appraised Complexity
~ oS
wn o

l

- i

o

Simple Pictures Complex Pictures

- Low Training | High Training

N
n

)
o

Figure 4. Effects of art training on appraised complexity of simple
and complex pictures: Experiment 1.

Figure 5. Examples of images used in Experiment 2.
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Figure 6. The effect of training on the within-person relationship
between appraised complexity and interest: Experiment 2.
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Figure 7. The effect of training on the within-person relationship
between appraised understanding and interest: Experiment 2.
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