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Abstract

The golden-ratio has been defined as an aesthetic ratio and is still observed today as a
guiding principle in visual art, even though there is little sound empirical evidence for its
support. It seems that golden-ratio has the psychological reality in aesthetic activity. But
more recent investigations fail to support the psychological reality of preference for the
golden-ratio by providing average population preference data. This study provide the
response variability distribution information to address this issue by psychophysical
experiments. Results show that this variability distribution is larger for the golden-ratio(1.6:1)
than for the unity-ratio(1:1) in line segment task and rectangular adjustment task. Obviously,
results do not support the idea that golden-ratio aesthetic activity has the psychological
reality.
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