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Visual Preference Predictors of interiors in the Informational
Approach: its physical attributes and the relationships between
these attributes and preference
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** Dept. of Landscape Architecture, Sung Kyun Kwan University

ABSTRACY

The objective of this study are to figure oul the physical attributes of the three predictors in the
Informational Approach: complexity, coherence, mystery and to investigate the relationships between
these attributes and the preference exploratively.

Visual inspection of the scenes relative to their rated levels of the predictors revealed the existence of
relationship between these variables and the physical attribules. The following are the summary of the
relationship between three predictors and the physical attributes: (1) The level of complexity was
associated with the pattern of physical attributes which were the arnount of facility, line, shape, color,
plant and arrangement of the visual elements. {2} The level of coherence was related with the regular
arrangement of the visual elements. For example. there was certain pattern founded the color. shape,
texture was applied to the various space repetitively and symmetrically. (3} The level of mystery had the
relationship with the physical attributes of screen, spatial definition, distance of view, physical
accessibility, radiant forest, the depth of space.

Key Words: Visual Preference, Complexity, Mystery, Coherence, Informational Approach
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1. Elementary statistics of each variable by total scenes and commercial/business building scenes

- ; Standard . \

Min. Max. Mean Deviation W-Normal Pmb<W
Total Scenes(? 6)
Preference 1.697 3.948 3.014 0.511 0.965923 A3
Complexity 1.160 4.520 2.948 0.851 0.95636] .03
Coherence 1.690 4.483 3.062 0.631 0.975159 .39
Mystery 1.643 3.821 2.716 0.491 0.977239 A48
Commercial Scenes(41)
Preference 2.379 3.948 3.215 0.392 0.956762 18
Complexity 1.680 4,480 3.204 0.718 0.950547 A1
Coherence 1.690 4483 3.111 0.687 0.976168 .66
Mystery 1.679 3.821 2772 0.500 0.975021 T2
Business Scenes(33)
Preference 1.697 3.856 2,779 0.539 (0.96516 42
Complexity 1.160 4,520 2.648 0.903 0.947582 A2
Caherence 2.000 4,004} 3.004 0.564 0.959277 28
Mystery 1.643 3.464 2.651 0.479 0.965642 41
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