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The Researchon the Impact of Economic Status on Female Mating Preferences

Tian Qian',Sun Shijin',Chang Lei’ ,Sun Sifan'
(1. Department of Psychology,Fudan University , Shanghai , 200433 ;

2. Department of Psychology , University of Macau , Macau,999000)

Abstract: As a complex social, cultural and psychological phenomenon, Mating Preference has become a hot topic in sociology and psy-

chology in recent years. This research starts from the theory of mating in the evolutionary psychology and conducts the research on the

preference of females mating preference under the economic pressure. The research applies with the method of free — recall experiment

and the result shows that( 1) the females with lower economic status prefer the males with “Good — Provider” ; (2) females of all groups

attach more importance to the socio — economic status of males. The result of research shows that the mate selection of females focuses

more on the clues of resources in a general way,under the economic pressure,this kind of preference is more obvious.

Key words : mating preference ; economic pressure ; female mating



