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Summary

Rose has rich flower colors and shapes compared with other flowers, and it is presumed that the
impression of rose flower widely changes with such flower colors and shapes. In this study, we showed the
rose photographs to the women living in the Kanto region, and carried out factor analysis of the impression
which they receive from the rose photographs. As the result of factor analysis, the factor 1 expressing "Neat
- Gorgeous" which had 23.24% of contribution ratio, and the factor 2 expressing "Light - Imposing" which
had 14.87% of contribution ratio, were extracted. From the result of score distribution between the factor 1
and the factor 2, the red and deep red roses were impressed “Gorgeous” and “Imposing”, and the impression
changed to “Neat” and “Light” as red color became paler. The impression of yellow and orange roses had the
impression of “Gorgeous” and “Light”, and the white roses were impressed ‘“Neat”. In the impression of the
flower shape, the frilled petal roses were impressed “Light”, and the split-centered and round petal roses were
impressed “Neat” and “Imposing”. As a result of calculating the score to impression term from the average of
the affective value scale to 74 roses, the rose varieties corresponding to each impression term were selected.
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Fig. 1. Flower shapes and colors of roses presented
for surveys.
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Table 1. Factor loadings of the sensitivity term pair in the
extracted factors.
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Fig. 2. Distribution of factor score of the sensitivity terms in factor analysis.
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Fig. 3. Distribution of each flower color in factor score of roses classified by flower color and shape in factor analysis.
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Fig. 4. Distribution of each flower shape in factor score of roses classified by flower color and shape in factor analysis.
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Table 2. The top five roses in sensitivity term score.
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