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Attractiveness scores in morphing variation
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Model Rater Image sex Test1l Test 2 Test 3 Test4 Test5 Average
Attractiveness Male Male 0.253 0.417 0.61 0.602 0.491 0.474
Attractiveness Male Female 0.586 0.527 0.333 0.404 0.319 0.434
Attractiveness Female Male 0.681 0.703 0.534 0.709 0.762 0.678
Attractiveness Female Female 0.402 0.585 0.557 0.365 0.52 0.486
Dominance Male Male 0.528 0.352 0.476 0.409 0.510 0.455
Dominance Male Female 0.590 0.686 0.541 0.348 0.492 0.532
Dominance Female Male 0.405 0.591 0.635 0.482 0.577 0.538
Dominance Female Female 0.517 0.506 0.601 0.605 0.692 0.584
Sexual dimorphism Male Male 0.421 0.452 0.522 0.578 0.306 . 0.456
Sexual dimorphism Male Female 0.471 0.492 0.686 0.473 0.702 0.565
Sexual dimorphism Female Male 0.192. 0.354 0.437 0.665 0.582 0.446
Sexual dimorphism Female Female 0.616 0.677 0.546 0.607 0.642 0.618
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mid face 0. 033 0. 336 -0.252
l'ip thic 0.0009 -0.374 0.060
bottom | i -0.057 0.303 0.221
upper hea -0.142 -0.310 0.025
f WHR?2 0.114 -0. 116 0.3114
eye si z. 0.052 -0.100 -0. 459
eye shap -0.023 0. 115 -0.423
eye heiglt -0.074 -0.128 -0.429
face widt 0.290 -0.089 0.018
face widt 0.193 -0.046 -0.022
nose sha 0.147 -0. 240 0.276
pupil top 0. 048 -0.022 -0. 036
pupi l lip 0.026 0.030 -0.060
cheeks a 0.001 0.065 0.050
eye widt't -0. 118 -0. 069 -0. 155
forehead -0.140 -0. 058 0.025
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Scatter plots among facial feature values and impression scores

- 0 5
Face Roundness

s 0 5

Face Feature Length Face Feature Density

20 21 22
Fractal Dimension

-2 -1
Spectral Slope

7 .
male: r=0.04, p=0.45 male: r=0.18, p < .01 male: r=0.12, p < .05 male: r=-0.16, p < .01 male: r=0.08, p=0.20
6 - female: r=0.06, p=0.29 | female: r=0.20, p < .001 female: r=0.11, p < .05 female: r=-0.02, p=0.75 female: r=0.16, p < .01
o .
o 1
25
©
£4 ]
£
S 3 1
[a]
2 1
£ male: r=0.10, p=0.10 male: r=0.18, p < .01
Vg - female; r<8.01,p=0.91 .08, p=0 femalg: r=:0.23, p < .05
= .
25 1
o
Ea 1
(]
53 1
2
3 2 1
"3
w6 1
o
25
2
=4
)
£’ '
<2 ]
male: r=0.06, p=0.31 14, p < 05 03, p=0.60 male: 09, p=0.14
1 6 female: r=-0.01, p=0.88 0.05, p=0.34 0.08, p=0.18 fema -0.03, p=0.59
L)
L5 1 1
£
54
g3
El LA
g2 ] ]
1 T T T T T T T T T

0.05 010
Deviation of 1/f

Sex
. male
- female

*Correlation coefficients and p-values are shown in the graphs.
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Scatter plots and density distributions among impression scores
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