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e g wes 9% SuF9l
aQlolx, AlFsdA FHHT wRH
&AS dusiA ko o 7o) 7HAE &b
AA o gtA] olojd & U= AMEF
8907 V537 = FT(Eagly et al., 1991;

Feingold, 1992; Hakim, 2013; Dion et al., 1972;
2010). AF3Alg]stoA] wj=
29 F Ul AAH WYL wor A4
Qe ARA olgted ¥ ohg 1
Fog J5dhe AZE ARSlA| A AbE]F
A48 adlelm, s PE7 Bmo
= dO7ItkJones & Jaeger, 2019; K. K.
1976, AF814e)
oA AAA e AT g olEThe
=3k AW Ahle] ofuet Fole] A

Stirrat & Perret,

o

—_

K2
3}
Dion et al,, 1990; Morse et al.,

B ox

&

8]

%

?s EYA skl E L QoA o] Fo|A =

HATA 2 ARSE oFo] 7] AlSld B

o Qe MATE N R A

31 & 4 9JTHAnderson et al., 2001; Jawahar &

Mattsson, 2005; K. K. Dion et al., 1990).

AIHR Of2 X|zte] HTAT} AfSIEE} S
AR AN dEe) d7E F2 g

25 gol} ABRE BHAA ol Fold
gtoh 2ga AAF wfge] ik z1skEA
A= AAA Es F2 Y A
o] wEtoA o3 gt Andrews et al., 2017;
Buss, 2016; Singh et al, 2010). X&22 I
VI A3 e T R e
d|Zsl= AT o] H(Henss, 1995) °o]E 21&F

2450 AE3 BEY 549 e 2

ozZX A ALTGT EhBerry & Mlller,
2001). o] A A= A1AZ wjgo] A& L

AL s 5w AsHE 494

s

o)

Aol 4= FH7} Aok Ei Utk 4
£ 59, 38 o JdHolEd H|(Waist-to-Hip
Ratio; WHRE= E3] ofAo|AA 242 vz

o @M7t 2 & ok =
WHRS 7H o4AS I, d9d,
E'_:lT

HE:!;HOL EX—]

ol
oA Felsta
(Singh, 1994; Thornhill & Gangestad, 1996) T}E
W e e s felat o Ea
o 23 old 54 FAE 7H 4ol o
Fajo) 24 AAHeE WEHes Brle
e Wl ofd S5 A7E Ea elun
(Furnham et al., 1997; Henss, 1995; Streeter &
McBurney, 2003). ©]9jo= Z3}E2F 749

__]Z_ = 7—]7l m 7(1—]“7(4 /\g l—a

HAAS Y Este QEZE WHR, 9F
o g4, 929 HuHg 22 7|FEol Ao
(Prokopakis et al., 2013; Rhodes et al., 1998). ©]

Se A9 ohgtheold 4E
& B Ao, Aush B8l

E
.
gshe YEHHA BAYS 7}

AR e wE AHERA BHe,
o ETHEol M Algel FTA et 2
@?d F 01\3]—(“Beauty is in the eyes of beholder”)
SRAE T, AN B
R A
("ﬂ FFEI, AA ovA], Ze AY g5

oz A o] el ke A
Z ¢l FA|E(Anderson et al, 2001; Jawahar &
Mattsson, 2005; K. K. Dion et al., 1990)°] U+
43 AAd o aeae e =
He AZE AAT N DABEWha i
beautiful is good)’©] f-Halch AAZ w=H 1
qeds FRES AAE Fas 9% 7 9

=
~
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9% mug SHoz 49E 4% A,
7 gAs 598 g84oz 559 W
S 93 A7|%E FtHWheeler & Kim, 1997;

Zebrowtiz et al., 1993).

AAF e NFHE ZoH: iaoﬂ
W3k Hex: Mz g2y ke
= AETEH BHlA O]"EFE]’?T% adag F
Ae HAFZ 7)Fo] dvkal Fgh(Andrews
et al., 2017; Henss, 1995; Singh et al., 2010). <]
£ 591 Singh 50100 MY B 39 &
dE wg 2l Aol Zl= WHR 2|7}
sha# Aaglel EFolgtar $htkSingh et
al., 2010). T Rhodes $(2001)2 Iz g @
11 d=o HiAdH tiFAol HIAFH =
7HIME FdstA YeheAE AFskith
I AR AFAY iR S0 4
S FeR 3 AFME HriAtEe] o
A7Q %*%ﬂ B d=Es ¢ Adsdy

1S THRhodes et al., 2001).

rr
ml
o
i)

&
i&

W, ARIESE BReIAE okEthee
e Brhs w3l w2kl =
(Cunningham et al., 1995; Swami & Tovée, 2005).
oS S0, Swami2} Tovée(2005)= A1A|Z ufH
o o5 2] sl o FHol Hl(Waist-to-
Hip Ratio; ©]3}, WHRY'$} BMIZ} =3} o

oAlol, BE7E T T AN BE oS
o] H=AE ATt 28y 2 23 v
Qaoleln Az BMIE ASIAAA W
o wet 3k HE A% Apolrt yE
SHTHSwami & Tovée, 2005). T-A|F L2 o]
TN ATASL G LaolAlo} ¥ &
fi‘rﬂ:% ALE A wd SFdl wEl Al 7HA|

o2 Uro] uqlsE Aol 4w
#%&E‘r%%fé, ‘T s At ZEY
R, AFe ST 92 A

JE0| T2 AAA ofHD =2 A[24e| T

xfoloi| chet S

-

Ak 29§ AFAHES BMISH WHRE X
A3 oA g ARKE AAEt, 2z E3A
o} AbEelAl AR & ofido] vk ol h
TAE H7F oA A 2 A3 Z=A-eA
= okgHtL W7k o14de] BMIel &3} A}
o7t YA AlEH vE =AY, IZEPFIY
o e =AIEYNE BMIOAM  fofdt
7F UElgth Tovée®} Cornelissen(2001)
2 #3HdlA BMI e o7t HE
Qust 2740 o A2 Byl 7)
4 Atk A< tHTovée & Cornelissen,
2000, %, 7 Qe A4 BV 242
ot Ade wRdelAt 1 HA9
BMUL Q9 7o) we e 4 ok

AR S vkl A o|tHSwami & Tovée, 2005).
a3y old F AHE Y9 Swami2} Tovée
o AN AHE 4 US| P hulgE
Aol oflal o] 2] A FRE F
of F+ # d% %‘0}01 A v
b Zlo]t}. Cunningham
o= @,i}/‘g} Fd(Multiple Fitness
duE o A= v
AEEe] A8 BT A8 HPe B
Sgsto HART FoI2 BE o} §F
A oF tHCunningham et al., 1995). I+ &
Q2 oE AL obAel B2y, W
oA olrlgta} B2, F9l, Wele] AR
HelFa gristes ok 1 Ax, IS
R PR R L LY
7HEIAT d=e) wshy FEolMm  oigt
Bol W1 dEo] T2 WY FFUD
< "ol §a Fuimrt F=31 g
dERT O Ay 5 AAH g
3 Hrle ®HEFo|Aw 1 Qb 717}
Ate HE

2 Mege TaT e &

| m.i]_:l

N
m£4m
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ofN
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N
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w rlo
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S=elE[EtRlA] 2ot H AL EA|

3k ¥ ] AJA}SHTKCunningham et al., 1995). ©]
A% A7 el B el o @ 7}
A el 242 23 H2T SR AR
5 712 BHoIA TheelAl Aule S sk
ARIE of2d Bt TS 95 MY AR

S8 o7 olalel Folajo} & A
sex Bolgha A wAHS
AsEsla Boleln Bo 5448 el
= ol opieh, BN b ol B
HAoL} 2JolEo] thA] A3EA A =
A8 B A BHo g nE AuyE 2 Qs
He FAHok At olg Sold Wae
FHANE AAH vy Beeld, BEe
Rolol 2 WA ARE FaIA O
1 ATkBuss, 2016; Singh, 1994).

‘Beauty is in the eye of the beholder’ ¥3.0.
2 AAA vy Bl #gk A7E 3 Morse
50976 AAH hEe BHS o Teishor
& Fa% 7 AES AESAT A WA
£ ol el Bhiel 03 s 9
< VA=Y s Aotk 252 ofd
goz 3 93 9o 2 EAY A
s 99, e l9E dae A
e F7k o] gdae] HolE REE S
(Morse et al., 1976). A ]/“]JJ—«] glolE Hl
Ee te AAA g 88 Mes ohY
Aek, B A grbate] e Tasi

oA AR 20y Gt g A
2 coqups Y TG A, obd BHloly
Wikl Addel weh dRiAleA] she Aol
o o714 W BPllely kAL el w
gk Apol7k yepdthd 2 Apol7t 3 W2l

A AuEE Aol v 9l& Aotk A%

o ko

TEO wad, B A B AdEAA
Aep2AQ] 4arh EAdva 2a, vge
ABA AZIEAE BAA A8l AV}
QA g B8 Yol HEe ue AE
o] 7] Y&l &3} H%j*é% AN g
ot ©3}7]= SKBuss, 2016; Crossley et al.,

2012; Singh et al, 2010; Zebrowitzet al., 1993).
w90 A0 A E B0

AAA e 2 AR e F 5 sl
Honekopp(ZO()G)t A =z dotoA] A2 F
i 3HE AT F 01&% Aol e s
A APt 374219 APE Fated A FH

B #AZ T, A ATH THE AD
o fe ¥EE E 09D AN Foo
WA Aole] W Bt AAEE el
. 2 25 AolE 9F dAddE T4
AUzt A9 Aol NS Pesihe
AL He W tHHonekopp, 2006). =, F7}ol
A wi-g w=EAQ Algo] FE7telAI= of
g g v Aol webd AdAF v

W ARSI Wk ol AURE @
eJshok ek

Morse(1976)2] v}A]} 434 oo
FUT oS WA W Mg BA o

P

o
A

7} sh= Aolth 7 Aol met T
dde B7kshs Aol vE & Slvke Aot
ds o & A7 F WA A7 ARelA
@A Uﬁaaola}i Azkehs dAde) Bg3
/g0l WHH ozt Hztehs el mgol
g7k v gand Adke HA4o] i
ojthEa A7 AFRIX)E BEhs Bk v
g0zt A4 = & Aol aFAR

Col= A& A B7 wjE@Holgln Aztst=

r

A x2 A8 EFola 4daA @
FE Itk ¥ AFOIA AE 224, B} CE
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H74A, X Ele] B o

B Ao T wA A7 @% e
Mossee] o] A WAl AEE AAH wje] A

Aot B 7] W&ol ofgfelld F o ¢
ARt

MorseS} FE5E9 AEEL A HL3h
| AAE wEoA HIstE
Ea) 2 ARAT EFAC U
AL AWE 2 9tk B o

R

“
i
1o
L

22T

ol aHo]

-
=2
e
tlo rir mX

(customizing)”} 7}&3%F 3D
o A3 AQHoz g
TEsHA & FH, 2o oiF
Aolo} HrR Aol we Ho
T
9% AFe 2899 A ageh} ARlox
ANRT. 2 oled AT RS
7HAAL Qe g A AbEe] oAl O
Z FES Ao oirg, FrpaEol o]
o7 AzZbsh= g AAA viEe SAS
BF gl dAE o aeu #AS 5
ol A &£4dAl A4Ale AR vk Al
std o 3l ZEaYSC] ol Ttk
A g Aol M o]l Aol gl= 3D
ZZ2aYS @o| 83131 JATHCrossley et al,

oy
-

o] olBS

e

_—

T

2012; Jinger et al., 2018; Tovée et al., 2012).
7}, Crossley 5(2012)2 3D 43548 T2
A8 olgatel AYWAIL AW A o4
He) Wiel AAE PEAES Ao B o

TFoH% o]FA 3D E Q3 Tz

2 olgdlel WPAMAE] AH AFAEY]
AR W BAE TR 5 A=S sk
D T2IYS Aol BEF U9l FHe

Hae sAEen AAR £ A & Fa
3439] 3D :f_ij_u—- Xl7].]]___/] tﬂ‘}]\ ]

_/I\_
h
e HHHe Algel olnAE WS Fms)

A D B =

FAg0) o=

ARE oHHn 52+ X[Zke| Rt Xfo|of tst AS

AARgtste] APt mlE] gajA AAE
AGE el A gt ARde] e
£ Yol 2447} Aztele 444 v
ek AIAE 2 =2 = e
1 A o) tHCrossley et al., 2012).

A

po D LU e U %
=2 X

O
—

A o X|ZfollA Michet dHe| Aol

A w3 AFRES Fag AYATE
< EZ9 vigo] e ddo] Aol whet
2kl S AR Gamer9t Garfinkel,
Schwartz2} Thompson(1980)& Zdo]Ho] FA]
Sb mzotwg)7ke] 5 ARIS EAEH
H=Qle] wlof] #ek weko] 20idel] 2A A
ntE Bl oldHoR o) FHoZ Jta
Stk HE ST o) A7) hololEs)
B85 ke solux Zdloluol A
vz opleizle] 34 BEAE 2Holx A

A Z0]5UHGarner et al., 1980). AFAH S
20062 Aol wad, d=re] Ae- 19503
HE 20053714 mlAaFEole] dF WIS
A E Ay d=ele] A wiEgd didt 7]E
o] At s0idzt &35 lgellA dE QFe
2 idE Ae & ¢ Atk o AT

2}

gz o Agee d A dF 9

o] Z7VERE FAsh B A UE A
71

o piA

= o g f4A] A Aol ohdzt 50l
AAA vepd Zdolt £ E e
AA deololl oJs P e Take Al
ofUe} dElo] HolA sh= dEF 54 2k
7F wgE A ad3)oletar BT ATAE
< I 54 848 = Ale x4 b
Ao Mol FE g doa Aok A= A
3= 1960 olF ZA N FA oA
FA% AAsks Ax, ddle IT 2 Al 5 A
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2¢ 74g dEdke Yt Bt 5 ge
7IE el A, B3 WE o] 2]
o Az 3

QA4 Y Azeln & e A 2 A
oz 4T B 4 At AHE BHY A
PaTol B WHR e o8] 4417
WY BT 2O 0, Y AEel
AA HAE TR ek A, B
o we B Bl QA e oy
o] o] ATl YAHA 4 AAZE e
HHCrossley et al., 2012; Furnham et al., 1997;
Henss, 1995; Streeter et al., 2003). ZL o]+ A
steHog gAdAE AAA mjgo] AR
oA Ee SEY g oM E F
£3}7] Wl Fo|thAndrews et al, 2017; Henss,
1995; Singh, 1994, EF, o]e}d A= A
4 Wee feske 71zl d4e] Fels

|

Of

rl

¢

=
mlof] gk 7)Ee] Ao R PR TE
e FAHCE FAS Hol e s &
4= AtkSingh, 1994, Singh et al., 2010; Tovée et
al, 2012). 95 o], FEY e oA
2AAZ wjgo] Fastr] wEe] AV =&
H8E AFAE] Aal A8 AlE e
Aol B A3t Ha Fuje Zlo] oA
A AAYo] "Ade =glv W2 o|HA
A2 QL s Aolgtal & 4 SlthBuss &
Barnees, 1986). ©|2ist Had+ A5 e
of A EE ity Al wt AAF
o] Hrrt gebd & eSS AAKT
AA A v Ao PaE e e W

ol &4 wWetelq AvEe Aot
g Bl AAA jEe ool H7bA
b 7kske A 54 WAL sk Aol
F ik el AAF Wy Azt =4
o o]FojX= A o| A %kSchacht et al., 2008)
4 g Az Aol gA4H3 el ks
od o] F7kek 4 kel i e
#AA 95 AT = dg & 4

(Chan, 2015914 F7de] wi= Hrbel #AZ
Al A7 AAE B il

ot ¥
e rlo

N

e =
il

N
32
fr
=
o

of meEw AAHo WEHe PAe
AES I AT =2HA ¥ SAHRY
A 7 A(intra-sexual competition)ol| A 52| 3}7]
9 ARA 9 A5 AL 2N
3 FHhChan, 2015). PHIZIAZ G4 A A
AE EASE ) o) ol W=w oie
FAH A e ® RAL AAH]
& 32 sFelg HE 2H o AVER
Ak AR AR A THE o
Aol tisl 33K Competitor derogation), A}3]Z
WA N AR e Fa 2HA 3AL
#35l7]% 3THFisher & Cox, 2011). 1#U
e 22 A ARl z
Aol ol HHE F4L o THRichardson
& Green, 1999).

ae)d W Bohae) delo] e & 9
v, 545 824 #dAE AR <
fohd 2AE W SAE AR 990 o
& Wl WEHee ust 94 B
9 vjgAoleln WY 4 YL FL
A& Aoz wEA 44 gL
A7) BuAZ Ao} FHAOE B
S ok ol AgHlmsie Aol Als
Wi olgo) wel AAH wjee Azkgr
ANE FAHoR B S8l olHoln

‘..

= olgs 1A

]

o ox 1> fIr

)
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HA QA BAS A7) e AINde 2R
712 2ol wWEAel BAS ZHAo T Hyt
a4 F= s Fo]thCollins, 1996;
Lockwood & Kunda, 1997; Wilcox & Laird, 2000).
TE Wy 244 vy e A0S tE

Hlaske] 244l A BEEE U 7<]7L‘
7 o) B wgoz YA A ¥4
Aoz Hrls &% QrHTiggemann & Slater,
2009). oA F A wiE FAgelX T4 o
Solnel ke o)y wetelxe] Holeh o
£ 7hs/do] Aa ti]l A 9EE s
A dERE 5 2o w2 Qe F o
A AzoA A=A vl gk Frlel A o
Blg A7 o4 B4 vk A oy

Al d2EA Ye=AE ARt

AFES AAH R WiHAQ A Fof
gk AAFHeZ WHAQ Aol £ 33
S V= sha 3RETL B Abge] wigA
o7 AAAT|E gk wjEg QoA AlA A

o

M ses A AR, 2014
Chiaken & Eagly, 1983; Reysen, 2005). Z#u}
A A DR, 3
Folt chpsb ekt 5

15 o2 FEET Z3]3tHChaken & Eagly,
1983; Eagly et al., 1991; Dion et al., 1992; Little
et al, 2006). AFHELS AAZH wjge 7137
Age o Busn o 2a5e, o A194
olaL, F2 4AS 7HItkal AZstal AA A
o] =55 I Al U e 342
=74, i AEeta, 8 dEstast dtkdd
&7, F5Y, 2017; Kleck & Rubenstein, 1975;
Seidman & Miller, 2013; Stirrat & Perret, 2010).

IAEE

g0l = AAA o= S2 A1zt &

o]l I AHWFL ‘What is beautiful is good’ I
Adolgta 3thDion et al., 1972).

22 old AAA ve ARl
FAA gk ujeEo) g 2ZA AHolo 1:].
A wEo ARt B3 A7) £ AE
oja I Zm=rb d¥Fo]A] 7|% FHTKEagly
et al, 1972). A7t RHHE AREES olgth

+ ARRE 7S A At
Beastly) 7S QA% 7}A| 31 9 THBraun, Peus
& Frey, 2015). AFHES w2 Ql Algto] 2E
WM o & 713 =257 41,

A AEdAE F5ol U =)y E‘ro]

A(Beauty is

el #AE A7) A Uil #AH W7t
AE FEAY)e =go] Bt e}
7%= StHEagly et al, 1972). wEo] AFAl
3t Bale] FAAY A Td nXe g5
S olE 3k A (Braun et al., 2015)0l] W=

B S T Sl oY B 7

5, A sl Ratel Azwst F4Ae
F44 A4S F71% PYchBraun er al, 2015).

aev AAHOE o] ¥ shxe) ngwEY
a3 F o= o] YT AT B2 ) 1
a3 arE JAs 2ol F= FAA
o] T = tkShahani-Denning, 2003).

S 7 E(likability)= A5 2 A7|EEY A
2} 0 2 Reysen, 2005), TIRITA A X152 0.
2 AlgEdA dYgs Fe owiy alojth
| 7ke A ARSA 33 B
1) wj o] A REhg SolFEE
ASs717F kgl A <, 2016, &3
37 AN 2oA7|= AN v
Gt o] AJES Alx|FoZ ufE
S Yol Avto g odojd
JTHDion et al., 1972). &7} F3F Al
o= F7+¢ %Y ¥ ot Al

Horo g fob
e e to rl”‘ 1:1(})‘,

o

2~
o

o 4 &
o
a
r’l

AN 32
N
)

- 179 -



S=elE[EtRlA] 2ot H AL EA|

A o AZDE FkStirrat & Perret, 2010). &
g aAdoz WA Aol B @l
A Y B3E A A FFH0E AL b
SAE 27w, 2014; Snyder et al,
1977). webd, AAA wjEa} DHT BEo]l
Ve THEE A7 I Afols AHHIIT:

ATEH|

AAA " s A7l BrkE A3,
Adjol] we 2ol Gotral AAH wjd

574% s Aolth webq Adjst 4 3
Wol me B4e A9d 5 1 A% 5

A B AR #ie SeiM A
A ok wEg, AAF e A sk
1 A Zpel7t e REolA Y He 2}
ol AAH wig el A olot oA t=
A Uetd=A @A dotE gt oS 93
At 3 B S < J7E AE 3 o
g x B AE (3 o ool ek A

S T8t AAH g 5
Azl Wigk Ja Zolzh oA Yehu=

= WA B AAH wEn 57 A%
of T BAL VE Agkel gus 1 g
AL BASRE Age) Al e deps
A Avugth 2 WAL oy elel
54 B A8 s s4Eg A48
W 4ol wE BAS ool ME BAS
chesl BASEA Golrgith of ATEA
7R A aTEAs BE e, A aA
AEAE 2R de] FFe AT
=, Aldsh B AEEe R B A

=

Wol w2l BAAEo] B A v
SRS WS Aol oud HEXE 4
HE W), £ WA A7EAE A Aol
£ AT WAe 247 o] o)
3 A7 WAE A Lok Holgh A

o

o Aol AR AL APEAS Aol ¢l
suEY AF AR wt glof oleA
o ol Moksiek. 0|24, 3Y

A7 EIR

Mg oA cd A
o 1207, theked
3ol A 40~60TH 120 zd
o AmE At BN $9e
St EoIY F1 AQ 55 B3 AiA

%

_'_6
_,_6

N,

o)
o
=]
tilo
ol
ol
rir
3]
S

~
bt

o ok g

[
e & A oA e xe

4
2
P,l',
2
i
o
=3
A=
A
=
e
tilo

32,
v
B
=
i3
W
S
ol
lo
!
o
S
N oH

=
60

7

o7 FAH Aok WY #
2 Adeod) FA 25.136D = 3.16)A4,
A 24.626D = 3.02A, FHM@0~60t]) HA
4840(D = 7.100Al, 944 47.526D = 7.0NAH A
o AEAA A Eukd VZEHES
Ao g FTh

ol

£ o ox -y m
=l

A=z

3D AlY T2 ‘Pearl Abyss’ Ake] A
< AP pC WA AYE JRQlst Z2a
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o2 AzsE AAFoE WP diE
AU PET F Ak & A7 g
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20t Rk E TE 12084 60,
o] 60)2] ZAASo] o] TEaAMe AHY %
Aol 4744 270 F g 274 O}LH o}
459 AYe FENET F 9

o] AZIE EA oy BAL wE

!
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24 EHle wElal, ofg)
Rl M dAde] vk
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w3 B 307018l A e w-dh), dAgel
e oA B 3070013, B e H-o), o
o] whE A B 307K(018l € EE o

W, 9ol wE 44 BA 307403k D E
T o-of) 5 F 120749 EAle] wHEolHlt
ASARE wEs AL oe 29ith

A7AE 7 244 1IE SAE AP
oA Tt Tk, Aol AZEke A1 e
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20 Aty Hugk visEAl AEEE BE
o] gty 8Pt 15L 152087 AL
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Generation and Gender Differences in

Physical Attractiveness and Likability Perception

Inhae Baek Taeyun Jung

Chung-Ang University

The present study examined the relations between physical attractiveness and likability and we also
investigated whether these variable’s effects differ depending on generation (young and middle-aged) x
evaluator gender (male and female) X target gender (male and female). Second, when assessing these
variables, we figured out whether evaluators more preferred ‘the same-sex preference’ than ‘the
opposite-sex preference’. To that end, 120 college students participated in the 3D program to sample
their ideal looks and bodies. Then, another 240 people (60 young men and women each, 60 middle-aged
men and women each) evaluated the physical attractiveness, likeability, relationship preference, and
personality of the sample. The result is that physical attractiveness is a positively related to likability.
There were evaluator gender and target gender differences in the judgment of physical attractiveness, but
there were generation and target gender differences in the judgment of likability. Lastly, the effect based
on target-maker gender was different for evaluator gender in each factor evaluation. These results were

discussed from the evolutionary and sociocultural perspectives on physical attractiveness.

Key words : physical attractiveness, evolutionary theory, socio-cultural perspective, likability

- 03 -



