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Abstract

Palmer & Schloss (2010) articulated an ecological valence theory (EVT) of color preferences,
making it a hot and focal point in the research field of the color preference. This article intends to
review EVT from the following three aspects: theoretical assumptions, research paradigm and the
latest research progress. The EVT has extensive applicability and comprehensive explanatory
power, and it upgrades the development and innovation of the relevant researches in the future.
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