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Abstract

Facial attractiveness has been a hot spot in recent years, and it has had a big impact in psychology,
sociology and even all aspects of life. Facial attractiveness is a positive emotion that the target face
induces and drives others to approach. This paper introduces the impact of facial attractiveness
on people in health, mate selection, cooperation, decision-making, and reviews the relevant im-
portant theories from three aspects: evolutionary direction, cognitive direction and social and
cultural direction, as well as the shortcomings of previous research.
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1. LGNS “ERMMREFHN” ZIRENR

Dion, Berscheid, & Walster (1972)32H “What is beautiful is good” FIM &, Bl “SERIHE 2K ” » Burns
& Farina (1987)#2H T A-R-D #ig, ZERMERINMUR S| I HA M =FThaeEtE: & (attitude). 581k
(reinforce) 177 [ (directive) . AR AN 51 T30 1 Al e RO 28 4R 30 (5 FE), IF HLE N 1 (IE984K)
M NRIR AT 25, e At N O 170) sy A3 5| AR (e A 8l Qe S AEAT ). XA EE
B A LR T THSLIR S 0 51 R AR AT . VA VFZ SCIRER ], AN gEE e BV & ik, W
SLE WA AR T A e AL, 2otk B 2oV T FL AR W A B A 5] 77 (Komori, Kawamura, &
Ishihara, 2009), 7 H B ¥ AL —E(P(Scott, Swami, Josephson, & Penton-Voak, 2008), Xt 5 i fL
0P 1) P O 156 100 ) 1S B 050, L AR 7 55 A 1 55 AN i e e PR PR S5 4 AT IE B SCRF(Fink: &  Pen-
ton-Voak, 2002; Brown, Cash, & Noles, 1986; Cunningham, Barbee, & Pike, 1990; Dunkle & Francis, 1996;
Grammer & Thornhill, 1994; Johnston et al., 2001; O’Toole et al., 1998; Penton-Voak et al., 2001; Scheib,
Gangestad, & Thornhill, 1999; Dunkle & Francis, 1990; Little, Burt, Penton-Voak, & Perrett, 2001; Little &
Hancock, 2002; Penton-Voak et al., 2003; Perrett et al., 1998; Rhodes, Hickford, & Jeffery, 2000).

2. LS IAESESEFHFREX

FEAEE VR 2 07 T R (b mk. BUASEAUIK), AR E A i = AR s IS . X
A -2 22 oM AR T iR A5 A48 EF 2 (Olivola, Funk, & Todorov, 2014; Poutvaara, 2014; Stockemer
& Praino, 2015). Lorenzo, Biesanz, & Human (2010)8F5TEGUE T “SERIELE LR 7 XMZIREIS, FHKE
B AN 51 7 BRI B RS 5 A B B R I . SR, m ARSI S IR N B A Ol
W, BN EAEZ M AR R . KA EE AWK BA LGSR NTES 5 i ANk
& FE A3 5 (Dion, Berscheid, & Walster, 1972).

2.1. EALRSINSREER

BTN T KB 5% T e 5 1 ALK 51 70 2 18] 5% R T 98 (Kalick et al., 1998; Bogin & Varela-Silva,
2010; Little, 2014; Henderson, Holzleitner, Talamas, & Perrett, 2016; Stephen & Wei, 2015; Weeden & Sabini,
2005)0 A2 @A T SO AN AN 51 3R R TB) 38 IR R Fr s R 75 A7 W 51 0 S A A s
Tt S BRAR RN R A AR B Y A U (Fallon, 1990; Englis et al., 1994; Freedman, 1984). Kalick et al.
(1998)IEIL A FIREE T 164 4 FVER 169 4 LT HFIE IR, PLUIXE AEF R hEMRE
Jr S R R, SR AU AL 51 1 5 SRR G &R I, il PRI A, 5 /DRI A T
S| IS DRI IR @ BTG, AN RE TR 5 2 47 I A 4 FER 2 o

REAE AR OB A A A ORI 7 A B TP 51 0 AT DAAE 9 A S AR BRI AME S 5, A 1B
% & (Symons, 1995; Gangestad & Scheyd, 2005). Etin(Henderson & Anglin, 2003)AIHF 78 FF & BL: T FLAK
SR B R, AMATE AR T T I A S AC. BVTHIFLIR 5] 70T RES i REAF AE IEAH 5% . T (Honekopp et al.,
2007)HIRIT TR EL S AR 51 T AR G T 55 vk 4k B 4R bR, — 3 SR IEARSC, TTf R 5 i fLW 5| JoAH
KAEZE . Foo, Simmons, & Rhodes (2017)HIHFF o AL 55 MRS U5 20 5 Fori FL-F A AU OE, 5
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LB VEARE IR 2 IEA G LoPER B R BEIR S 5 B AEAT 5%, SR TIWIE 703 AT 8 2 P rp s L A
REIR A 5 ALK 51 T A K
PAEWFFERM], mALIRSI 0. SRS . (R = R RBONE R, At — BRI,

2.2. EELRSI N SHEE

BRI — S TH FL AR 57 mT DA S e By A f R S5 — R A1 BC A% & i 1926 % (Rhodes, 2006; Confer, Peril-
loux, & Buss, 2010). Maestripieri, Henry, & Nickels (2017) \iFEAL O 22 A0 A 48 Y, AR & AR 5]
Jge N T A AL G AR, B — DR . 1ZAT AT R i 5 i L 51 0 MR A
P A% ) PT REME

FEACHFFE S T A IEAR DG, Hil s 5RDMERICRAE R, I tEsin] IESR RIS
R R RS, AR A . I HAEER KR AR T, MACETE I NAL 1 PRoE AERA 1R )
BAXERHER) S VERIRE T I T IR BERFIEACER 1 B m AR 8, BT A A AR R AT D mT LASS n s
FLE 5] J11E AR B AT BB (Fink & Penton-Voak, 2002; Thornhill & Gangestad, 1999; van Dongen, 2014;
Gangestad & Simpson, 2000; &HHEEE, 2016).

23. LRSI NS EME

B 5 B R 2R (ultimatum game, UG)YE 70 /Z(Giith, Schmittberger, & Schwarze, 1982)# H AT, 1Z7E A
[N 4 Al 5% 181 7% (Prisoner’s Dilemma Game, PDG)yi =03 [+ MAGERIBEFL . th@(Mulford, Orbell,
Shatto, & Stockard, 1998)JHF 5T FH PDG = iilid 7 SRR 2 5 AR 2 A0 7 JE 8, 45 KM #ik
e m LR G I NEE, I B0 5 PP A AR A AR B3, BRI s AR
EXR G TN NERE I NENE. AT ESTALE A E R seiamtel, WE s 75 B 5
PRI, B = 0 5 T LR 5] I B e it S 2 e, BIX A g AN 32 4 M ) () 52 e (Bho gal,
Galbraith, & Manktelow, 2016a, 2016b). = LI 5 J5F G AEAT AR RERT BE 2 T “ BRI 2 4f (beauty is
good)” HIZIBREN R NATEHE N Jymr LR sl D N EAERER, B, T AT H R I
FZ A ERFM AT A (Little, Burt, & Perrett, 2006).

X1, Bhogal % N UG Yzt HHE N LB S A RIEEATHT T, 2IRKI, #ldEAaRxs
W51 77 s R R I B 22 B RMlAT N, S ARAT AR 2 2R AL 5 Z e, T AP A R
SRR B RSN 2R o IX M A — B R R T RE 2 BRI 5] IR BN B Bl I R R AR AR R ARAT
HITER . X5 Saad & Gill (2001) IR 55 K I —3L.

2.4. EFLRSIHEREK

NEBYEFES =R N — R, ENRMH S EETHEEEN. AMAEV R, ML
W 51 387 PAE AR AMASS P 3 2 75 A T HIIA %N . Solnick & Schweitzer (1999)K ] UG JEZUHF 78 K BIL: $2IA
FRALLE ARG DI 18] RN IR 22 R A 51 TR IRIREN s A SALL AR AT 9 R B0 el 2 N SE A AT e 42 52 T AL
W 51 71 S P BRI AR A 43 Bt (Ma, Hu, Jian, & Meng, 2015). IXSEHEEI, AME 5] 1wk,
ST AKX AR, X R T R B R (Beauty Premium Hypothesis), #8101, A HJ— L SCHkxT
A B “ R $R-H T BB Krupp AHL[AISE Q01 DAESAERER(TG)H, UESE AR LKA i EF
fa B2 52ma N R ) B . Krupp 55 N8 SL 50 AP R AR Fe (SR A& B /2 W 5| 77 T SE 2 i 7), ik
TR ST G AR S, S RKINS 5 FH B ARG IR 2, T A R
FIItEABRIIRE £ . SR1fT, FE(Solnick & Schweitzer, 1999) S5 Hr A8 4> #RAKHT-I 51 J1f E AR A1k,
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LIRS

FBAT BN RAR BT AR 51 77, X FTBEAG W51 A7 B — s k5 e B Ry s AL o R o —
o IXBATRERE S Krupp 55 A 15256 A IUA [ A SR A o

Smith 2 A\ (2009a)fE—THE TR A B, RA 1S 5E FIEMA TSI AE T LUE A4 T, ARSI
JIIBARA = B RS I E B2 W E1EAT . RERDRY, FEdkT, SRR T
Bio BEATNNEEAMUE S 5HINERG AR, ST GHIE A SR e R KR 2%,

3. MEFLR S| AR EZEM I A RREAIE IR

N A NI Z A W51 3T L, BT T FL0 51 0 R 3 20 B IR R AR B ), A
FHERM T A IR ARG, 2019 FBEE, PREG, 2015).

3.1. HEHIRENE

A E A 3 AN EB: A4 W (menstrual phase), HEUP(fertility/ovulation phase)FH# {4 #(luteal
phase), 2 PEAT RN BROR S 52 AR B AR AL 52 (Wilcox, Dunson, & Baird, 2000).

LA 1R 55V T LS 2 P A AR O, AR B A S e E S 2R S AR R KT, NS T Lo fes%f
SV 0 55 PR T AL O 47 o 53 VA 1 55 P G0 o R R A ) DR AR B 2% R (Zaidel, Aarde, & Baig,
2005; Fink, Neave, Manning, & Grammer, 2006), {EJ& 55—yl g RAB R, AR B IER
iK% MEULEIEESE, MLt B AL S AR B OB BT &R, EEansp AR B R 7T LA
fBM. 255 & 1ES (Perrett et al., 1998; Smith et al., 2009b). I4EIIVF LB SCERE B, 165 B A PHRIEFHE )
FVEATEL TR “ B HE DR ) i 5 HL TS R ) 7 T A AR AR (U BUek 14 5 ) 2 TR A AE — LA

BTN A, MET AR B AL, B 5P LA SRR AR A e s 71, Lotk
FEREAC I AR A T B 1 FEHE SR BASE A0 ) T 55 A i S PR AL, AT ORUE JG A B ) J: 8l (Little & Jones,
2012; B, FBHIME, 2015). Grebe, Gangestad, Garver-Apgar, & Thornhill 2013)FJHEXB: B LA
FEFE P IR 22 52 m Lo R R VEAT NI IRE,  TITAE BRI 55 1 48 N5 Lo 3l R MEAT 9 B B AR O
LN Lotk E S R T N IEM . Saad & Stenstrom (2012) F BRI H BVERF 78 L HEHI4T A,
RIS AR B S 2 M B AT N . IR AU R T R SR IR AN Ty R 4, R
WHE SRR GIRAIBINL, it T 4E BRI PERE J1(extended sexuality), VIR X H S B AT
eGP BRI E3R A5 D5 L) BT 3R

3.1.1. BEEMNEER

R At N T LE B AR BN E Y AMA R BE A8 A (B (EdTund & Sagarin, 2010). BB A E — B2 8 I AMA
BATNFHERAEWT, than B SMERRESCER R TR, @) BREFER TN T E). RIU%
RN DN FA SRS R IE S AL DU R A ARSR 25100 . AT 22 B4 1R 13X £y
TERIRE /7, B IR AR AR B R, X 22 B AR I B4R HE (175 48 (Howie & Pomiankowski,
2018).

AR PSR 22 57 0 4 W7 FL AR AN 22 57 A BE SRR AE . AR SEBr b 3 RN A PR A2 Hh 2
B B 2 14(Li, Bailey, Kenrick, & Linsenmeier, 2002). 182 5 MR T B LA S 4 BB &% 5] 7
W2 PE, BRONIX B B B ARG 7 T N S itk S a5 A, 1X 208 T Regs 5 e
P78 2 B ORI (Buss, 2004; Thornhill, 1998). TEREFERCARRT, HMRIL T JI1ER 5 L0007 I B E 18 %A,
ARSI 51 73508 T 55 Pk AR AR R S i 5K o SR RAAE STRR - 38 WA AR A 3 5| e FR A rhoxt 55 &
RUTT SRR B DL RS Wi R 1 22 e AT o
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Li, Bailey, Kenrick, & Linsenmeier (2002)3& Hi 7 #7 A s Al RE 55 2o B AR 7E T AL 5| /1 im i A2 5 B
ZEFt. “CAbTE RMERIVIRTE, T CERT AR IR T E S, AN A RKEZ . 1
BAETEACR S S 00 R e B i, 2 “TE T B RS, AL RN B JE HAE B ) )
WL, AMEMITEIEREFE SRS “FE 57 7K. Li, Valentine, & Patel (2010)fIRF 7K : 7 i PR
RSB OLS, BRIk B i LI 5| J i e se 4, A% 8 551 & 5 R ILE .
B, S5 AR R T AL 5] DT AN S i BEUR AN MO AL AR A0 75 s T 2 P AR R k2 BRI R
COMFR R BB T AL G IR “E R o Ltk AE S B ST ALR G A ZE A K AR
(Todd, Penke, Fasolo, & Lenton, 2007), 1E B VE AR A & BRI 78 /2 IR, oM R] B R 55 A
BN IHARAE «

ST 55 A A 2% BEURAT AL 1) D0 55 0F AN BE 578 A R AN FLIR 5| R s R4 3, BISE Lo Mol i LI
IR “EFERET, WIFASEBARE LR G IEAE . B A B — AL Gy, AR
RSN ASF, LA HER NG E IR (Agthe, Sporrle, & Maner, 2010). Li, Bailey,
Kenrick, & Linsenmeier (2002)%7R: (EFFEFEARBATHID TN, Lot & 7y B Orox 7 At 2 it for 5520
ST AR BNEFERAE, L NSRBI 2R &K fEREBT W, IRT K8
P i KT TP B KR aF Ak BEAh, ABATTRORITFTSE RAESE, i 2 BRI, PR b 1) %
SRR BT, 2ot 5 1 e i A5 S 22 e 2 B T in . BEURAN AR S DA R A . B T
SR TR B4 TR B #6192l A 55 e )38 A0 s e S I AR AL

3.1.2. MiEEFER

—fekit, BAFAEMEEEAR, R AR R AN RN R T, I HRT DUSE SR kb 78 BT I
& B IRACHS, T e PR ORI B B (%) 5 7 BT AR 110 e 158 B8 R T A P S s P AR 3R PR B 45 8 (Triverss,
1972) BRIEZ At WiV I8 58 BEAT H B BE 22 ) I AL RORS ook bR 22 L 3L RS AR (Moller & Birkhead,
1993; Clutton-Brock, 1991; Schwagmeyer et al., 1999), [K lfi 4 bt e 4 78 B5E 5 AL FIBNE R, MEPEH
R Ek B R A R EF A CMRIE GRS R . TR 2 it 55 SR 3R A5 S5 EE I AS RO AL, /Y
T 7= A2 T 14 P 3% ¥ (intrasexual  selection) . 14 PN 3% 3 A1 M ] 1% 3 (intersexual election) ¥4 ji T 4 %k ¢
(Andersson & Iwasa, 1996; Z=Z8], 5KF, 2010).

AL 5] 12 487 B LIS R R IS 285, JF A IR N i e g, ot rhod s A
AL 5] Rty S MR AN 5] JT o AR G| D3 — M & 2 4ERE MRS R TR . TFLI 51 /g
AR 5] 058 GRS, 20135 W5 75, 2016). fEANRLG] JIARZ 4EEE T, LWL G| 72 i & A5k
G A R FR bR, BRI S A SR R ARSI S| DR, S A I A K R A A T AL
5| JTE A E /b5 5] J1(Burleson, Hall, & Gutierres, 2016; Meltzer, Mcnulty, Jackson, & Karney, 2014;
Butler, Saville, Ward, & Ramsey, 2017; Michal, 2018). T2 FLIK 5] I ARZ E RS, “FH){k(averageness).
Xt FRPE (symmetry) 5 14 1) 25 M (sexual dimorphism) & =AM E B R RSB, S, B, 20165
Rhodes, 2006; Trujillo, Jankowitsch, & Langlois, 2014; Yang, Chen, Hu, Zheng, & Wang, 2015).

FHEE TN — AN, G B A 5| I AMA R BB S AR Z % . B2 B FITE 2
M EATEARECR, R =35 AR 2 5 BB 2 AMA SIS IR T — MR R R S
NP 5 R T £ 884 A AT A (extra-pair copulations, EPC) (Rhodes, 2006; Rhodes et al., 2005; Jo-
kela, 2009; Langlois et al., 2000; Perilloux, Cloud, & Buss, 2013). {2 AL HFLE A B LRz K KT
—IEIFEAE . [RIRE, B B AR 51 7 ) 55 P AT AL A Lo A ELGER ) 2 PR LG [R) 8 N 2B B8 5L AT
SR K 0 53 A i B I e VA B 2 A AR
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3.1.3. RFRUERER

M7 R R T — . 38 7 #i2 (Parental Investment Theory) B (Trivers, 1972)#2 H,
XTANERME, BRLMEAEBKKZAM, JFHXERE BRI MR ER T, H2NKIEkE, L
AIEARIAT B EE BRI R USRI, 55 SR OGP ] ARG oAt X 52 2 5 4y (9 € 1 (Ah-King et
al., 2005; Kvarnemo, 2006).

TERARHB R BRI RE b, JERR T 25 7 R 22 7 318 (Different Parental Solicitude Theory). 1Z%EEiBIA
e N T RS EE, SRES RS T AN R R IR U AN AR B T BEREAT A LR, B
e JE 5 A 1 1) JE AR S 15 B4 BERE 22 (W5 (Buss, 2004). 5K (Langlois & Sawin, 1981)HF X £, 5%E
Wesl AT BLAREE, ARG T E 8 L BHE SR B/ MR 58 . [RIFE, Field & Vega-Lahr (1984) )
KW, SHEEMEIERE)UEE, ARG IR 2 LR RHEFR B/ B E . DL ER, T
S 51 7 By AR AT DR A S SRR R AR Z A 48R, B, JEARIHALR 51 ok, ACREX A N
FE K (Barden, Ford, Jensen, Rogers-Salyer, & Salyer, 1989; Langlois et al., 2000).

3.2. #EILENE

Fhax STAC B AR BRI NATTRE TR AL 5] T B PPN 52 B 4L 2 STAG I SE MR, DRI AS 3] 7R SO R BE X IR
31 T HI WA R (Berry, 2000). K282 OB “Hax 3T 1A R R 51 71308 (Jackson,
1992), fE—MREE RS, BT A2 SEOZSUE FIIANTTER T H 4 2 AW 5 DB EMILHE, B
SRR BRI FREW, AT H T 31 FL A I W E 5 S (Rhodes, Harwood, Yoshikawa, Nishitani, &
McLean, 2002). #54#&(Bronstad & Russell, 2007))— 24, (HZARIR SCALEL T 10 Lo A #0258 1 F2
FE ERANEN . 1EALET 8= s i E R SO, Lotk A 4343 A X 45 i (Rosenblatt & Cun-
ningham, 1976). HSLE2 A 5K H EAU AL SRR BEARAL 16 B B RRRE i 2o, T 5 38 2o PR LA 1Y
AL EREAL A R R, N R SR RN B2 AR D AR AIE IR 2 1 (ef. Banner, 1983).

WEHAERY, 5ZFEANREFEAELE, N2 LR = N AT AR (Alley, 1983; Sternglanz, Gray, &
Murakami, 1977), #rA JLRRHERNE 51 7 BE AN A BE DR ORI S 2 . N SR ) Ll i BRAR 2L L)
R eER, RN IVEAN BB AR AR« IE Q0 Jackson (1992)FTH8 HH (19, 412 ST A I JE A 552 51 7 vk
ERREAT ERATE M) AMRI G| I 2 ST T 1)

3.3. IAHIEL[E)

BWE BT ALSBOR A AL HEARRE 2 | J5 JRS A 28 747 45 5 17 44 A0 22 BORH SR B I X (Ishad, 2007
Winston et al., 2007)o AXSTHIFLIE ARG A RRRITEASZ S, i -~F 240 1T L AT B R e i 2B (5
SRRIIEA, 2 B SR AT E N e R A 7 i, o T L A 2 P AHE T 205 2 B in
Hirrh, etz v SN B s A . B 5t B AT~ 38 4 L B0 O 7 (A — b oK I 45
BInT AR, FEARE AL A48 i1 #H 215 B (Aharon et al., 2001; Rhodes, 2006; Halberstadt & Rhodes,
2003; Winkielman, Halberstadt, Fazendeiro, & Catty, 2006).

REBTTCRY], EFIW RIS S ARG I, B e mn LA %R . Eid MRT HF 5T ar e
M523 5 AT B 517 T SLIN A [R] R DX 0 o 1K e i X 32 B2 55 15 25 132 B0 9%(0O Doherty et
al., 2003; Kranz & Ishai, 2006; Kampe, Frith, Dolan, & Frith, 2001; Nakamura et al., 1998; Cloutier et al., 2008;
Aharon et al., 2001; Iaria, Fox, Waite, Aharon, & Barton, 2008; Ishai, 2007; Penton-Voak, Jacobson, & Tribers,
2004; Senior, 2003),

A58 P TET AL 73 AT 55 S I« T LIRS P S0 AR A e ) 2 o i R HEE 800 12 J22 R B A S 2 A HLAE
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LIagEs

SR 2 T L AR 1 2 1 B e R [ 7 )t L P TR LI SR, R 5 e T L A iR (R 1 2
(140 P R ) A 20 %) 53 e ) %o 58 A T FL R0 98 B K (Kranz & Ishai, 2006) .

AT R BT FLAE AN T N170 52 L3 R 22 52 me, A RV S T FLRN A 20 7 A RIS 3,
XA AT RE S B A R R ) T FLIS o] e R 2 AL BRI FLA PR MG B, T R A T AL A Tl AN 1o i X [ =
AT ZEAEHE 185, 2006). #F58# FHH A S BALERPs) AL # 2 o) - FRASLIRAT S, SRR
53 P J BT L T FLA LIS RO P A8k . S5 SRR I 7RI B 2 B R R X, A5 R 51 AT AL
RI) ERP RUMERC I T ORI ZE R, ARG 1 L T AL e 51 ) 2 T FL S % T B K] ERP
By HH B AKE WG] ) B2 e T LA B R, LR ORI B . XA RE S BT B MR AL
R T NAE WG] D1 L ERE IR T, RN IX SRR B R A B R I (TR IFAE S 2010).

4. FESERE

EIRAE T AL 51 1 U B 7 e BASA D BCR, HRTRAA AL 53—, LRG| )
R RO RS B R, JF B2 B AR BT R R, il R RS = ST AR R ALK 5] 77 A
M2z, AR TR 2 AL AR IR T FLA A S I bR, REAT T FL 5| 7 . 25—, i FLI 5]
JIARSRHIEL R b, A RBRTT I AT S 2, (E R DAk & SCA A B2 3 LA AE W oA i 2 = 7 Th 28 AR
MBI TR D, R RARERRIT T . 5=, AR MR L ER, AR
X SRECE A WG SR E SO R A SR ARV R A S SO R R AR AR AT AU 2 S 2
RAEWAE, X RAEARRPESHT .

SE 3k

HAURHE(2019). LAY —ASHEXT T (17U R 5 0 B i 7 9 s2m. W2 nigse, ER: PR R

E, e, sk, FLEE, R, £, BRA2013). AL Arpsm R R WEERK. OEFFHE,
21(12), 2144-2153.

A F, K (2010). RABSNHLN 5 VS AT AR RIS, O FF IR, 42(5), 618-624.

Bk, W, AR, BHE, fEE, X5, %02006). HTFLAZIHHEREEX N170 (52m. # A A HEL, 10026),
1-3.

W5 75(2016). FHEALS L HEE: HALR T 078 S IiiTa k2 ARt

AR, 4005, 25(5(2016). TFLWE] SIAEABMNE: BAL OIS, ORISR 24(7), 1130-1138.

ik, FLEE, R4, M#OE, &S5, FREEEQ010). B oM mILg 51 1A A RLT: RE ERP FHIEYE. ©#E 5%,
42(11), 1060-1072.

IR, BRIEm(2015). BRI A BN ERTENAIAT RN, O BRI ZHRE 23(5), 836-848.

Agthe, M., Sporrle, M., & Maner, J. K. (2010). Don’t Hate Me Because I’m Beautiful: Anti-Attractiveness Bias in Organiza-
tional Evaluation and Decision Making. Journal of Experimental Social Psychology, 46, 1151-1154.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2010.05.007

Aharon, 1., Etcoff, N., Ariely, D., Chabris, C. F., O’Connor, E., & Breiter, H. C. (2001). Beautiful Face Shave Variable Re-
ward Value: fMRI and Behavioral Evidence. Neuron, 32, 537-551. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(01)00491-3

Ah-King, M., Kvarnemo, C., & Tullberg, B. S. (2005). The Influence of Territoriality and Mating System on the Evolution
of Male Care: A Phylogenetic Study on Fish. Journal of Evolutionary Biology, 18, 371-382.
https://doi.org/10.1111/.1420-9101.2004.00823 .x

Alley, T. R. (1983). Infantile Head Shape as an Elicitor of Adult Protection. Merrill-Palmer Quarterly, 29, 411-427.

Andersson, M., & Iwasa, Y. (1996). Sexual Selection. Trends in Ecology & Evolution, 11, 53-58.
https://doi.org/10.1016/0169-5347(96)81042-1

Banner, L. W. (1983). American Beauty. University of Chicago Press.

Barden, R. C., Ford, M. E., Jensen, A. G., Rogers-Salyer, M., & Salyer, K. E. (1989). Effects of Craniofacial Deformity in
Infancy on the Quality of Mother-Infant Interactions. Child Development, 60, 819-824. https://doi.org/10.2307/1131022

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2023.1310581 4610 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2023.1310581
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jesp.2010.05.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(01)00491-3
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1420-9101.2004.00823.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/0169-5347(96)81042-1
https://doi.org/10.2307/1131022

LIRS

Berry, D. S. (2000). Attractiveness, Attraction, and Sexual Selection: Evolutionary Perspectives on the Form and Function of
Physical Attractiveness. Advances in Experimental Social Psychology, 32, 273-342.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2601(00)80007-6

Bhogal, M. S., Galbraith, N., & Manktelow, K. (2016a). Physical Attractiveness, Altruism and Cooperation in an Ultimatum
Game. Current Psychology, 36, 549-555. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12144-016-9443-1

Bhogal, M. S., Galbraith, N., & Manktelow, K. (2016b). Sexual Selection and the Evolution of Altruism: Males Are More

Altruistic and Cooperative towards Attractive Females. Letters on Evolutionary Behavioral Science, 7, 10-13.
https://doi.org/10.5178/1ebs.2016.42

Bogin, B., & Varela-Silva, M. I. (2010). Leg Length, Body Proportion, and Health: A Review with a Note on Beauty. Inter-
national Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, 7, 1047-1075. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph7031047

Bronstad, P. M., & Russell, R. (2007). Beauty Is in the “We” of the Beholder: Greater Agreement on Facial Attractiveness
among Close Relations. Perception, 36, 1674-1681. https://doi.org/10.1068/p5793

Brown, T. A., Cash, T. F., & Noles, S. W. (1986). Perceptions of Physical Attractiveness among College Students: Selected
Determinants and Methodological Matters. Journal of Social Psychology, 126, 305-316.
https://doi.org/10.1080/00224545.1986.9713590

Burleson, M. H., Hall, D. L., & Gutierres, S. E. (2016). Age Moderates Contrast Effects in Women’s Judgments of Facial
Attractiveness. Evolutionary Behavioral Sciences, 10, 179-187. https://doi.org/10.1037/ebs0000040

Burns, G. L., & Farina, A. (1987). Physical Attractiveness and Self-Perception of Mental Disorder. Journal of Abnormal
Psychology, 96, 161-163. https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-843X.96.2.161

Buss, D. M. (2004). Evolutionary Psychology: The New Science of the Mind. Pearson/Allyn and Bacon.

Butler, E. E., Saville, C. W. N., Ward, R., & Ramsey, R. (2017). Physical Attraction to Reliable, Low Variability Nervous
Systems: Reaction Time Variability Predicts Attractiveness. Cognition, 158, 81-89.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2016.10.012

Cloutier, J., Heatherton, T. F., Whalen, P. J., & Kelley, W. M. (2008). Are Attractive People Rewarding? Sex Differences in
the Neural Substrates of Facial Attractiveness. Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience, 20, 941-951.
https://doi.org/10.1162/jocn.2008.20062

Clutton-Brock, T. H. (1991). The Evolution of Parental Care. Princeton University Press.
https://doi.org/10.1515/978069120698 1

Confer, J. C., Perilloux, C., & Buss, D. M. (2010). More than Just a Pretty Face: Men’s Priority Shifts toward Bodily Attrac-
tiveness in Short-Term versus Long-Term Mating Contexts. Evolution and Human Behavior, 31, 348-353.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2010.04.002

Cunningham, M. R., Barbee, A. P., & Pike, C. L. (1990). What Do Women Want? Facialmetric Assessment of Multiple Mo-
tives in the Perception of Male Facial Physical Attractiveness. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 59, 61-72.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.59.1.61

Dion, K., Berscheid, E., & Walster, E. (1972). What Is Beautiful Is Good. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 24,
285-305. https://doi.org/10.1037/h0033731

Dunkle, J. H., & Francis, P. L. (1990). The Role of Facial Masculinity/Femininity in the Attribution of Homosexuality. Sex
Roles, 23, 157-167. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00289863

Dunkle, J. H., & Francis, P. L. (1996). “Physical Attractiveness Stereotype” and the Attribution of Homosexuality Revisited.
Journal of Homosexuality, 30, 13-29. https://doi.org/10.1300/J082v30n03_02

Edlund, J. E., & Sagarin, B. J. (2010). Mate Value and Mate Preferences: An Investigation into Decisions Made with and
without Constraints. Personality and Individual Differences, 49, 835-839. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2010.07.004

Englis, B. G., Solomon, M. R., & Ashmore, R. D. (1994). Beauty before the Eyes of the Beholder: The Cultural Encoding of
Beauty Types in Magazine Advertising and Music Television. Journal of Advertising 23, 49-64.
https://doi.org/10.1080/00913367.1994.10673441

Fallon, A. (1990). Culture in the Mirror: Sociocultural Determinants of Body Image. In T. F. Cash, & T. Pruzinsky (Eds.),
Body Images: Development, Deviance, and Change (pp. 80-109). Guilford Press.

Field, T., & Vega-Lahr, N. (1984). Early Interactions between Infants with Cranio-Facial Anomalies and Their Mothers. In-
fant Behavior and Development, 7, 527-530. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0163-6383(84)80012-0

Fink, B., & Penton-Voak, I. (2002). Evolutionary Psychology of Facial Attractiveness. Current Directions in Psychological
Science, 11, 154-158. https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-8721.00190

Fink, B., Neave, N., Manning, J. T., & Grammer, K. (2006). Facial Symmetry and Judgments of Attractiveness, Health and
Personality. Personality and Individual Differences, 41, 491-499. https://doi.org/10.1016/].paid.2006.01.017

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2023.1310581 4611 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2023.1310581
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2601(00)80007-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12144-016-9443-1
https://doi.org/10.5178/lebs.2016.42
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph7031047
https://doi.org/10.1068/p5793
https://doi.org/10.1080/00224545.1986.9713590
https://doi.org/10.1037/ebs0000040
https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-843X.96.2.161
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2016.10.012
https://doi.org/10.1162/jocn.2008.20062
https://doi.org/10.1515/9780691206981
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2010.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.59.1.61
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0033731
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00289863
https://doi.org/10.1300/J082v30n03_02
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2010.07.004
https://doi.org/10.1080/00913367.1994.10673441
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0163-6383(84)80012-0
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-8721.00190
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2006.01.017

LIagEs

Foo, Y. Z., Simmons, L. W., & Rhodes, G. (2017). Predictors of Facial Attractiveness and Health in Humans. Scientific Re-
ports, 7, Article No. 39731. https://doi.org/10.1038/srep39731

Freedman, R. J. (1984). Reflections on Beauty as It Relates to Health in Adolescent Females. Women and Health, 9, 29-45.
https://doi.org/10.1300/J013v09n02_03

Gangestad, S. W., & Scheyd, G. J. (2005). The Evolution of Human Physical Attractiveness. Annual Review of Anthropology,
34, 523-548. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.anthro.33.070203.143733

Gangestad, S. W., & Simpson, J. A. (2000). The Evolution of Human Mating: Trade Offs and Strategic Pluralism. Behavior-
al and Brain Sciences, 23, 573-644. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0140525X0000337X

Grammer, K., & Thornhill, R. (1994). Human (Homo Sapiens) Facial Attractiveness and Sexual Selection: The Role of
Symmetry and Averageness. Journal of Comparative Psychology, 108, 233-242.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0735-7036.108.3.233

Grebe, N. M., Gangestad, S. W., Garver-Apgar, C. E., & Thornhill, R. (2013). Women’s Luteal-Phase Sexual Proceptivity
and the Functions of Extended Sexuality. Psychological Science, 24, 2106-2110.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797613485965

Giith, W., Schmittberger, R., & Schwarze, B. (1982). An Experimental Analysis of Ultimatum Bargaining. Journal of Eco-
nomic Behavior and Organization, 3, 367-388. https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-2681(82)90011-7

Halberstadt, J., & Rhodes, G. (2003). It’s Not Just Average Faces That Are Attractive: Computer-Manipulated Averageness
Makes Birds, Fish, and Automobiles Attractive. Psychonomic Bulletin and Review, 10, 149-156.
https://doi.org/10.3758/BF03196479

Henderson, A. J., Holzleitner, 1. J., Talamas, S. N., & Perrett, D. 1. (2016). Perception of Health from Facial Cues. Philo-
sophical Transactions of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences, 371, Article ID: 20150380.
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2015.0380

Henderson, J. A., & Anglin, J. M. (2003). Facial Attractiveness Predicts Longevity. Evolution and Human Behavior, 24,
351-356. https://doi.org/10.1016/S1090-5138(03)00036-9

Honekopp, J., Rudolph, U., Beier, L., Liebert, A., & Miiller, C. (2007). Physical Attractiveness of Face and Body as Indica-
tors of Physical Fitness in Men. Evolution and Human Behavior, 28, 106-111.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2006.09.001

Howie, J. M., & Pomiankowski, A. (2018). Mate Value. In T. Shackleford, & V. Weekes-Shackleford (Eds.), Encyclopedia
of Evolutionary Psychological Science (pp. 1-8). Springer. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-16999-6_1802-1
laria, G., Fox, C. J., Waite, C. T., Aharon, ., & Barton, J. J. S. (2008). The Contribution of the Fusiform Gyrus and Superior

Temporal Sulcus in Processing Facial Attractiveness: Neuropsychological and Neuroimaging Evidence. Neuroscience,
155, 409-422. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2008.05.046

Ishai, A. (2007). Sex, Beauty and the Orbitofrontal Cortex. International Journal of Psychophysiology, 63, 181-185.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpsych0.2006.03.010

Jackson, L. A. (1992). Physical Appearance and Gender: Sociobiological and Sociocultural Perspectives. State University
of New York Press.

Johnston, V. S., Hagel, R., Franklin, M., Fink, B., & Grammer, K. (2001). Male Facial Attractiveness: Evidence for Hor-
mone-Mediated Adaptive Design. Evolution & Human Behavior, 22, 251-267.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1090-5138(01)00066-6

Jokela, M. (2009). Physical Attractiveness and Reproductive Success in Humans: Evidence from the Late 20th Century
United States. Evolution and Human Behavior, 30, 342-350. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2009.03.006

Kalick, S. M., Zebrowitz, L. A., Langlois, J. H., & Johnson, R. M. (1998). Does Human Facial Attractiveness Honestly Ad-
vertise Health? Longitudinal Data on an Evolutionary Question. Psychological Science, 9, 8-13.
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-9280.00002

Kampe, K. K. W, Frith, C. D., Dolan, R. J., & Frith, U. (2001). Reward Value of Attractiveness and Gaze. Nature, 413,
589-589. https://doi.org/10.1038/35098149

Komori, M., Kawamura, S., & Ishihara, S. (2009). Effect of Averageness and Sexual Dimorphism on the Judgment of Facial
Attractiveness. Vision Research, 49, 862-869. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2009.03.005

Kranz, F., & Ishai, A. (2006). Face Perception Is Modulated by Sexual Preference. Current Biology, 16, 63-68.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2005.10.070

Krupp, D. B., DeBruine, L. M., & Jones, B. C. (2011). Apparent Health Encourages Reciprocity. Evolution and Human Be-
havior, 32, 198-203. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2010.10.001

Kvarnemo, C. (2006). Evolution and Maintenance of Male Care: Is Increased Paternity a Neglected Benefit of Care? Beha-

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2023.1310581 4612 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2023.1310581
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep39731
https://doi.org/10.1300/J013v09n02_03
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.anthro.33.070203.143733
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0140525X0000337X
https://doi.org/10.1037/0735-7036.108.3.233
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797613485965
https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-2681(82)90011-7
https://doi.org/10.3758/BF03196479
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2015.0380
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1090-5138(03)00036-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2006.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-16999-6_1802-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2008.05.046
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpsycho.2006.03.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1090-5138(01)00066-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2009.03.006
https://doi.org/10.1111/1467-9280.00002
https://doi.org/10.1038/35098149
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.visres.2009.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2005.10.070
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2010.10.001

LIRS

vioral Ecology, 17, 144-148. https://doi.org/10.1093/beheco/ari097

Langlois, J. H., & Sawin, D. B. (1981). Infant Physical Attractiveness as an Elicitor of Differential Parenting Behaviors. In
The Biennial Meetings of the Society for Research in Child Development.

Langlois, J. H., Kalakanis, L., Rubenstein, A. J., Larson, A., Hallam, M., & Smoot, M. (2000). Maxims or Myths of Beauty?
A Meta-Analytic and Theoretical Review. Psychological Bulletin, 126, 390-423.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.126.3.390

Li, N. P., Bailey. J. M., Kenrick, D. T., & Linsenmeier, J. A. (2002). The Necessities and Luxuries of Mate Preferences:
Testing the Tradeoffs. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 82, 947-955.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.82.6.947

Li, N. P., Valentine, K. A., & Patel, L. (2010). Mate Preferences in the US and Singapore: A Cross-Cultural Test of the Mate
Preference Priority Model. Personality and Individual Differences, 50, 291-294.
https://doi.org/10.1016/.paid.2010.10.005

Little, A. C. (2014). Facial Attractiveness. Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews: Cognitive Science, 5, 621-634.
https://doi.org/10.1002/wcs.1316

Little, A. C., & Hancock, P. J. B. (2002). The Role of Masculinity and Distinctiveness in Judgments of Human Male Facial
Attractiveness. British Journal of Psychology, 93, 451-464. https://doi.org/10.1348/000712602761381349

Little, A. C., & Jones, B. C. (2012). Variation in Facial Masculinity and Symmetry Preferences across the Menstrual Cycle Is
Moderated by Relationship Context. Psychoneuroendocrinology, 37, 999-1008.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psyneuen.2011.11.007

Little, A. C., Burt, D. M., & Perrett, D. I. (2006). What Is Good Is Beautiful: Face Preference Reflects Desired Personality.
Personality and Individual Differences, 41, 1107-1118. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2006.04.015

Little, A. C., Burt, D. M., Penton-Voak, I. S., & Perrett, D. 1. (2001). Self-Perceived Attractiveness Influences Human Fe-
male Preferences for Sexual Dimorphism and Symmetry in Male Faces. Proceedings of the Royal Society B: Biological
Science, 268, 39-44. https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2000.1327

Lorenzo, G. L., Biesanz, J. C., & Human, L. J. (2010). What Is Beautiful Is Good and More Accurately Understood: Physical
Attractiveness and Accuracy in First Impressions of Personality. Psychological Science, 21, 1777-1782.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797610388048

Ma, Q., Hu, Y., Jiang, S., & Meng, L. (2015). The Undermining Effect of Facial Attractiveness on Brain Responses to Fair-
ness in the Ultimatum Game: An ERP Study. Frontiers in Neuroscience, 9, Article No. 77.
https://doi.org/10.3389/thins.2015.00077

Maestripieri, D., Henry, A., & Nickels, N. (2017). Explaining Financial and Prosocial Biases in Favor of Attractive People:
Interdisciplinary Perspectives from Economics, Social Psychology, and Evolutionary Psychology. Behavioral & Brain
Sciences, 40, E19. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0140525X 16000340

Meltzer, A. L., Mcnulty, J. K., Jackson, G. L., & Karney, B. R. (2014). Sex Differences in the Implications of Partner Physi-
cal Attractiveness for the Trajectory of Marital Satisfaction. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 106, 418-428.
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0034424

Michal, K. (2018). Do Gender and Physical Attractiveness Affect College Grades? Assessment & Evaluation in Higher
Education, 43, 151-161. https://doi.org/10.1080/02602938.2017.1307320

Maoller, A. P., & Birkhead, T. R. (1993). Certainty of Paternity Covaries with Paternal Care in Birds. Behavioral Ecology and
Sociobiology, 33, 261-268. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02027123

Mulford, M., Orbell, J., Shatto, C., & Stockard, J. (1998). Physical Attractiveness, Opportunity, and Success in Everyday
Exchange. American Journal of Sociology, 103, 1565-1592. https://doi.org/10.1086/231401

Nakamura, K., Kawashima, R., Nagumo, S., Ito, K., Sugiura, M., Kato, T. et al. (1998). Neuroanatomical Correlates of the
Assessment of Facial Attractiveness. Neuroreport, 9, 753-757. https://doi.org/10.1097/00001756-199803090-00035

O’Doherty, J., Winston, J., Critchley, H., Perrett, D., Burt, D. M., & Dolan, R. J. (2003). Beauty in a Smile: The Role of
Medial or Bitofrontalcortex in Facial Attractiveness. Neuropsychologia, 41, 147-155.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0028-3932(02)00145-8

O’Toole, A. J., Deffenbacher, K. A., Valentin, D., McKee, K., Huff, D., & Abdi, H. (1998). The Perception of Face Gender:
The Role of Stimulus Structure in Recognition and Classification. Memory & Cognition, 26, 146-160.
https://doi.org/10.3758/BF03211378

Olivola, C. Y., Funk, F., & Todorov, A. (2014). Social Attributions from Faces Bias Human Choices. Trends in Cognitive
Sciences, 18, 566-570. https://doi.org/10.1016/].tics.2014.09.007

Penton-Voak, L. S., Jacobson, A., & Trivers, R. (2004). Populational Differences in Attractiveness Judgments of Male and
Female Faces: Comparing British and Jamaican Samples. Evolution and Human Behavior, 25, 355-370.

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2023.1310581 4613 LB


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2023.1310581
https://doi.org/10.1093/beheco/ari097
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.126.3.390
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.82.6.947
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2010.10.005
https://doi.org/10.1002/wcs.1316
https://doi.org/10.1348/000712602761381349
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psyneuen.2011.11.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2006.04.015
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2000.1327
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797610388048
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnins.2015.00077
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0140525X16000340
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0034424
https://doi.org/10.1080/02602938.2017.1307320
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02027123
https://doi.org/10.1086/231401
https://doi.org/10.1097/00001756-199803090-00035
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0028-3932(02)00145-8
https://doi.org/10.3758/BF03211378
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tics.2014.09.007

LIagEs

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2004.06.002

Penton-Voak, I. S., Jones, B. C., Little, A. C., Baker, S., Tiddeman, B., Burt, D. M., & Perrett, D. 1. (2001). Symmetry, Sex-
ual Dimorphism in Facial Proportions and Male Facial Attractiveness. Proceedings of the Royal Society of London, Series
B, 268, 1617-1623. https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2001.1703

Penton-Voak, I. S., Little, A. C., Jones, B. C., Burt, D. M., Tiddeman, B. P., & Perrett, D. 1. (2003). Female Condition In-
fluences Preferences for Sexual Dimorphism in Faces of Male Humans (Homo Sapiens). Journal of Comparative Psy-
chology, 117, 264-271. https://doi.org/10.1037/0735-7036.117.3.264

Perilloux, C., Cloud, J. M., & Buss, D. M. (2013). Women’s Physical Attractiveness and Short-Term Mating Strategies.
Personality and Individual Differences, 54, 490-495. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2012.10.028

Perrett, D. 1., Lee, K. J., Penton-Voak, I. S., Rowland, D., Yoshikawa, S., Burt, D. M. et al. (1998). Effects of Sexual Di-
morphism on Facial Attractiveness. Nature, 394, 884-887. https://doi.org/10.1038/29772

Poutvaara, P. (2014). Facial Appearance and Leadership: An Overview and Challenges for New Research. The Leadership
Quarterly, 25, 801-804. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.leaqua.2014.08.003

Rhodes, G. (2006). The Evolutionary Psychology of Facial Beauty. Annual Review of Psychology, 57, 199-226.
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.57.102904.190208

Rhodes, G., Harwood, K., Yoshikawa, S., Nishitani, M., & McLean, 1. (2002). The Attractiveness of Average Faces:
Cross-Cultural Evidence and Possible Biological Basis. In G. Rhodes, & L. A. Zebrowitz (Eds.), Facial Attractiveness:
Evolutionary, Cognitive and Social Perspectives (pp. 35-58). Ablex.

Rhodes, G., Hickford, C., & Jeffery, L. (2000). Sex-Typicality and Attractiveness: Are Supermale and Superfemale Faces
Super-Attractive. British Journal of Psychology, 91, 125-140. https://doi.org/10.1348/000712600161718

Rhodes, G., Simmons, L. W., & Peters, M. (2005). Attractiveness and Sexual Behavior: Does Attractiveness Enhance Mat-
ing Success? Evolution and Human Behavior, 26, 186-201. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2004.08.014

Rosenblatt, P. C, & Cunningham, M. R. (1976). Sex Differences in Cross Cultural Perspective. In B. Lloyd, & J. Archer
(Eds.), Exploring Sex Differences. Academic Press.

Saad, D., & Gill, T. (2001). Sex Differences in the Ultimatum Game: An Evolutionary Psychology Perspective. Journal of
Bioeconomics, 3, 171-193. https:/doi.org/10.1023/A:1020583425623

Saad, G., & Stenstrom, E. (2012). Calories, Beauty, and Ovulation: The Effects of the Menstrual Cycle on Food and Ap-
pearance-Related Consumption. Journal of Consumer Psychology, 22, 102-113. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcps.2011.10.001

Scheib, J. E., Gangestad, S. W., & Thornhill, R. (1999). Facial Attractiveness, Symmetry and Cues of Good Genes. Pro-
ceedings of the Royal Society of London, Series B, 266, 1913-1917. https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.1999.0866

Schwagmeyer, P. L., St Clair, R. C., Moodie, J. D., Lamey, T. C., Schnell, G. D., & Moodie, M. N. (1999). Species Differ-
ences in Male Parental Care in Birds: A Reexamination of Correlates with Paternity. The Auk, 116, 487-503.
https://doi.org/10.2307/4089381

Scott, I., Swami, V., Josephson, S. C., & Penton-Voak, I. S. (2008). Context-Dependent Preferences for Facial Dimorphism
in a Rural Malaysian Population. Evolution and Human Behavior, 29, 289-296.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2008.02.004

Senior, C. (2003). Beauty in the Brain of the Beholder. Neuron, 38, 525-528.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(03)00293-9

Smith, F. G., Debruine, L. M., Jones, B. C., Krupp, D. B., Welling, L. L. M., & Conway, C. A. (2009a). Attractiveness
Qualifies the Effect of Observation on Trusting Behavior in an Economic Game. Evolution and Human Behavior, 30,
393-397. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2009.06.003

Smith, F. G., Jones, B. C., Welling, L. L. W., Little, A. C., Vukovic, J., Main, J. C., & DeBruine, L. M. (2009b). Waist-Hip
Ratio Predicts Women’s Preferences for Masculine Male Faces, but Not Perceptions of Men’s Trustworthiness. Personal-
ity and Individual Differences, 47, 476-480. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2009.04.022

Solnick, S. J., & Schweitzer, M. E. (1999). The Influence of Physical Attractiveness and Gender on Ultimatum Game Deci-
sions. Organizational Behavior and Human Decision Processes, 79, 199-215. https://doi.org/10.1006/0bhd.1999.2843

Stephen, 1. D., & Wei, T. K. (2015). Healthy Body, Healthy Face? Evolutionary Approaches to Attractiveness Perception. In
S. Haque, & E. Sheppard (Eds.), Culture and Cognition: A Collection of Critical Essays (pp. 45-65). Peter Lang AG.

Sternglanz, S. H., Gray, J. L., & Murakami, M. (1977). Adult Preferences for Infantile Facial Features: An Ethological Ap-
proach. Animal Behavior, 25, 108-115. https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-3472(77)90072-0

Stockemer, D., & Praino, R. (2015). Blinded by Beauty? Physical Attractiveness and Candidate Selection in the U.S. House
of Representatives. Social Science Quarterly, 96, 430-443. https://doi.org/10.1111/ssqu.12155

Symons, D. (1995). Beauty Is in the Adaptations of the Beholder: The Evolutionary Psychology of Human Female Sexual
Attractiveness (A. P. R. & P. S. D. Eds.). The University of Chicago Press.

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2023.1310581 4614 LB


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2023.1310581
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2004.06.002
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2001.1703
https://doi.org/10.1037/0735-7036.117.3.264
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2012.10.028
https://doi.org/10.1038/29772
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.leaqua.2014.08.003
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.psych.57.102904.190208
https://doi.org/10.1348/000712600161718
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2004.08.014
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1020583425623
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcps.2011.10.001
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.1999.0866
https://doi.org/10.2307/4089381
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2008.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(03)00293-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2009.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2009.04.022
https://doi.org/10.1006/obhd.1999.2843
https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-3472(77)90072-0
https://doi.org/10.1111/ssqu.12155

LIRS

Thornhill, R. (1998). Physical Attractiveness and the Theory of Sexual Selection: Results from Five Populations. American
Journal of Human Biology, 10, 541-542.
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1520-6300(1998)10:4<541::AID-AJHB14>3.0.CO:2-8

Thornhill, R., & Gangestad, S. W. (1999). Facial Attractiveness. Trends in Cognitive Sciences, 3, 452-460.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1364-6613(99)01403-5

Todd, P. M., Penke, L., Fasolo, B., & Lenton, A. P. (2007). Different Cognitive Processes Underliec Human Mate Choices
and Mate Preferences. Proceedings of National Academy Science of the USA, 104, 15011-15016.
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0705290104

Trivers, R. L. (1972). Parental Investment and Sexual Selection. In B. Campbell (Ed.), Sexual Selection and the Descent of
Man (pp. 136-179). Aldine Press.

Truyjillo, L. T., Jankowitsch, J. M., & Langlois, J. H. (2014). Beauty Is in the Ease of the Beholding: A Neurophysiological
Test of the Averageness Theory of Facial Attractiveness. Cognitive Affective & Behavioral Neuroscience, 14, 1061-1076.
https://doi.org/10.3758/s13415-013-0230-2

van Dongen, S. (2014). Associations among Facial Masculinity, Physical Strength, Fluctuating Asymmetry and Attractive-
ness in Young Men and Women. Annals of Human Biology, 41, 205-213. https://doi.org/10.3109/03014460.2013.847120

Weeden, J., & Sabini, J. (2005). Physical Attractiveness and Health in Western Societies: A Review. Psychological Bulletin,
131, 635-653. https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.131.5.635

Wilcox, A. J., Dunson, D., & Baird, D. D. (2000). The Timing of the “Fertile Window” in the Menstrual Cycle: Day Specific
Estimates from a Prospective Study. British Medical Journal, 32, 1259-1262. https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.321.7271.1259

Winkielman, P., Halberstadt, J., Fazendeiro, T., & Catty, S. (2006). Prototypes Are Attractive Because They Are Easy on the
Mind. Psychological Science, 17, 799-806. https://doi.org/10.1111/].1467-9280.2006.01785.x

Winston, J., O’Doherty, J., Kilner, J., Perrett, D., & Dolan, R. (2007). Brain Systems for Assessing Facial Attractiveness.
Neuropsychologia, 45, 195-206. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2006.05.009

Yang, T., Chen, H., Hu, Y., Zheng, Y., & Wang, W. (2015). Preferences for Sexual Dimorphism on Attractiveness Levels:
An Eye-Tracking Study. Personality and Individual Differences, 77, 179-185. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2014.12.005

Zaidel, D. W., Aarde, S. M., & Baig, K. (2005). Appearance of Symmetry, Beauty, and Health in Human Faces. Brain and
Cognition, 57, 261-263. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bandc.2004.08.056

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2023.1310581 4615 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2023.1310581
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1520-6300(1998)10:4%3c541::AID-AJHB14%3e3.0.CO;2-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1364-6613(99)01403-5
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0705290104
https://doi.org/10.3758/s13415-013-0230-2
https://doi.org/10.3109/03014460.2013.847120
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.131.5.635
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.321.7271.1259
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2006.01785.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2006.05.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2014.12.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bandc.2004.08.056

	面孔吸引力的理论综述
	摘  要
	关键词
	A Theoretical Review of Facial Attractiveness
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 面孔吸引力与“美的就是好的”刻板印象
	2. 面孔吸引力在各领域中的研究意义
	2.1. 面孔吸引力与健康
	2.2. 面孔吸引力与择偶
	2.3. 面孔吸引力与合作
	2.4. 面孔吸引力与决策

	3. 对面孔吸引力的重要性加以解释的理论取向
	3.1. 进化论取向
	3.1.1. 配偶价值理论
	3.1.2. 性选择理论
	3.1.3. 亲子关怀差异理论 

	3.2. 社会文化取向
	3.3. 认知取向

	4. 不足与展望  
	参考文献

