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ABSTRACT 

This study investigated the effects of attractiveness and delay on facial 

recognition . Distinctiveness was also examined in a second experiment. It was 

hypothesised that faces that were rated highly attractive or unattractive would 

be more memorable over time. Furthermore, a positive relationship between 

attractiveness and distinctiveness was expected . 

In Experiment 1 , 25 males and 25 females rated the facial attractiveness of 78 

standardised photographs. These ratings were used to select three sets of 20 

target faces for a standard facial recognition task, each set representing a 

different level of attractiveness: high , medium, and low. The recognition test 

was administered either 10 min or 28 days after the study phase, participants 

being randomly assigned to each combination of delay and attractiveness in 2 

(Delay) x 3 (Attractiveness) between-groups design. There were main effects 

for both attractiveness and delay on recognition accuracy but the expected 

interaction between these two variables did not eventuate. 

Experiment 2 was conducted to examine the relationship between 

attractiveness and distinctiveness ratings. A further 25 males and 25 females 

rated the facial distinctiveness of the 78 photographs used in Experiment 1. A · 

strong curvi linear relationship was shown to exist between attractiveness and 

distinctiveness with the least attractive faces being rated the most distinctive 
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and the moderately attractive faces the least distinctive. On the basis of the 

present results taken in conjunction with previous findings , it was concluded 

that facial distinctiveness is a major variable in face recognition studies. 
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