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Abstract

The aim of this article is to explore the differences of implicit mating preferences of female un-
dergraduates. Our sample consisted of 30 female undergraduates from Wenzheng College of Soo-
chow University and we used within-subjects design and Paired-Sample T test to explore this ob-
ject. The Implicit Association Test (IAT) was applied as a tool to measure the implicit mating ten-
dency. The result showed that the average accuracy rate of the key-press responses between the
two coupling tasks was found not significant in terms of the IAT on implicit mating preferences.
Nevertheless, the average reaction time connected between masculine male information and posi-
tive words were significantly smaller than that between feminine male information and passive
words, which indicated that masculine features in male were more attractive than feminine ones,
to a certain extent.
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1. 518

W4 52 RAGE R IR AE A B LT #2 LRI 5 SMAE L 55 . ARmilmR i, ExARUR B
AEALL ST BB BE S AR e 2o VE WG . TR 4, X PR E S (R AR A 2 15 R W AR AR MR AR W 52 R A T AR ?
AR R B WS E IR ZAEIE T T, FRAFT A — AN ER LR 2 AR A0 i 52 1) A B 8RR 9T

KT L MEBEAR 22 1) A BRSO 1), AR 22 2 3 BRI TR 9T, WAL T P2 E AR
RUGERL. SR, BT KT o MEBAR I 2 (1 A B RS 0 2 S B i i — B M 4518 . X SERF TR 458 K
BT =2 1) Lot T 2 LA B 5 P T FL(Little & Hancock, 2002; Rhodes, Hidcford, & Jeffery, 2000;
Penton-Voak, Jacobson, & Tribers, 2004); 2) ZPE5if3 55 A4k 1) 53 T FL5E B G W 51 /3(DeBruine et al.,
2006; Rennel, Bronstad, & Langlois, 2008; Little, Jones, DeBruine, & Feinberg, 2008); 3) %t B4k i) 5
PRI FLAN Lo A 1 55 M T LA 55235 & (Cornweel | et al., 2004; Sweddle & Rieraen, 2002).

2. XukiFd
2.1. EPYEMHLAE

Terman 1 Miles (1936)#2H T B LA IIRES:, FHRA L2 b B3 M5 Lot i 3R I H R0 A X
RS AT NReME . WA FIIMEER , TE/RSCNA, LOMEAE R I 2 st i BV S w2 o DR BicHAR
REMMBEFARFEER, XML E SRR G “DE R Mt LA fE . T X AT
L B SR A 2 T3 AL R B (FH W SE) . AR, BRI Bk B 22 i L 1 (assortative mating theory) il M,
AT ) TR B AR L 5 [ O B AR USRI 8RR K £ . Pearson (1903) 75 T 1000 £ % <3, K I
HESMNE EA SAEDE, HA RIS e B I 22 52 5 B ST FLABBLR 2ot (Kocsor et al., 2011). 2RTi,
VAR RRAE I BARZE FRAMA, (B AN I SAE B AL (2R ), 2002). MK SSRE, L PERR AR I BT X 53
PERIANIE S H A B ALER . FE (2004) I — T 4 AHR T 2o 4345 O B (1 TR 2 F 7 A5 2R B 4518,
W 25 SRR WA SAE Lo B AR A b IR B PEAS MR B 5k 5, MBI 2= JF AN MRl i e 22
2. AREAIH 55 A\ (2003) 38 i AiF 45 Je 256 18] Lo P AL AR BT S IR B T 3 — 551
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22. HELEBEMARVEZAE

Trivers (1972) AR BERANIN A, Mo Aix] Ja A 78 B SR SRR LA N R 0 25 L8 48 4w
LS TEEFREGRIFEZ M B, OEERIE. ShatEiCRE BrEEd &P E SRR . e
EAHE, SR SEEERIS) S H ER T g /1. (LA, Gangestad A Simpson (2000)4
HT “ZIu RIS BT IAL” B Lo P I 2 75 4 R DR el S AR 2 (B TR — AP AT . B MEAL I
FVEHNIE) S EA L R AR, EEATRERA— “HRIE”, AR R ASA K E L 057
JEARMI BT AHELEST S, oAb B M (T35 B) MR B o £ o4 2 A4 7 (Perrett et al., 1998), LLitZ
551 A 1 55 (BH 91 59 ) 3R 300 HH B 22 194 5 B B3 A IR (U A2 53) A BE K A 191§ 9K %2 (Rhodles, Simmons, & Peters,
2005). [k, #ERIFEEREAEE RN LT R 2 M HbRIESE T . Botwin (1997)% HT 45 175 5% 41
PR AR S T L MR AR AR SEAEAE PEAS b Ah ) MR AT B AT SR

23 XM RERE

BB W R SCRIEN “ ek sefh” (E2E, 40, 2007), MET I S S %, A5
AT B8 A 1) 145 5 Y SRR 55 o I A SR U8, Lo Ak I B3 M (16 55 53 ) FT R o 22 v ] Lo M it . 59— 5 T
NPE AR 0 BEE o B Lot 1 ) A i U A 35 2 s e B AR I 4 - Rossi (1964) 42 tH 1 “ XA ”
M, RN “XUEL” A 2 m AR r v A OB . Rom (1976)#2 i m B, Wt Nah
BV, A, SUEACFIR . IR TR, E R A LGB R3S, M 10 4F 1
5% 1 15 14 4Ef) 33.3% (L41E, 2001 FRHHAE, 2014). 22 kof A i RUME Ak 340 5 mi L8 52
AWRFRIN,  Hp Lot SR A RRAE R B S5 (AR B A ks 2 oAk (127, 2013). ik4h, XUHEAL
(Lo B3 PRI B PR AN L A B R R, B MR Lo e o e o S A R B, A P
% A S I (BB, 2012), SR AT G I AR A 50 Lo Poxt 55 1 1) 53 1k A R Lo PR V0 S0 3 D e 1) 25
B (Cornwell et al., 2004; Sweddle & Rieraen, 2002). [FJIf, X—& Bt 7 LG “ik R/
WH.

2.4, REMROFLEBESH IAT B SCHEM

AR B 90 R ARAE ) AR R T AL 5] B b . M SRR (S - A 2
K), J&E AL 5] 711 E BB FR(Enquist, Ghirlanda, Lundqvist & Wachtmeister, 2002). Rhodes (2006)i#
T AT UE S ) A BN AL 5] Jy 22 e AR AR R o I B T 1l RS AR T 32 R D
AT FLR AR R T E L EAG A B ROR, AEED) A B BB ARIEE R ERA. XT
KT BV G It — R AR B — 8N4, IF2 5 H MRSl T & & E L EF
¥ F1EAE 2 B S 308 (Rennels, Rronstad, & Langlois, 2008). &F%FiXANiE] &, DeBruine %5 A (2006, 2010)
X I =M R AT T IR, AT B S g SR A — B R RA R TR B 2 R, & TR
FLERRINFEN . SR, 150707 eul(20122) FEHERR 1 AR LR SEm 5, RN A EOR . B S 1Ak
HAR FAREH T A ERE 18,

BHUE AT I, AT IT 55 I AL 5] 23R T EALE R AL B R, SRR ST e EIA R,
BT ABRATAT S22 VAT P Rt 7030 SR T X R — PR . 8 PN () 2 Kbt A 45 S8 v T R Ak
H, HEAS AR IR AL XA, O ORI FE AL A AT AR AR 2
NP RRIN KD, DI A ATTAS B e 3 T S S A A R AR P S AR L IS A3 A S B A R B AN AL
Greenwald 55 A\ (1998)flli& th 9 KR BXAR IS (|AT) LAJS , B 5038 BF FE AT B RN ml g TR, 3R
TR VAT X 2R 2 A A A 52 1 N B8N EAT BIE 0T B8 I AT AT 1%
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3. ARG %E
3.1, #ik

MIFIN KSR 22 e R — 22 AR b BE LI 22k 34 44, SRR IR RS 4 47, & OREE 1 30 1] 4L
. Z5ARUA BRI a8 otk SERE 20~21 %, RATRIAL /8O IR IR, (st
W, REARERAET B,

32. fiRTHR

REC ] e “BHNISE " A “AE3E 57 MIp. Ja Atk ia) d AU B R AR B P S 2 i MR 2R A . FRATIAE R
xRN  CESRT T BRI FIA AT R LL,  e ARAR AT AR B3 32 S, FRRIX 32 etk
W45 10 RS IE IR S St AR AT i i, Sie A R ORI 5 v HL VAT OO R PR IR G 16 Ao ARSEIREFXT “ 4
K7 BB B KU 4G ARG, o “AESE T UV R e KE
B MBS ARSZIGERS “PHRIS " EBCARBGRCA . ATEE. SRR, HHEC WIRG BExE CRHNIE " &
BURE AT Pk dEiE. MR, miah.

33. EF

BARETHEHLRTA R, e MRl U Bk iRE . EHORFR B AR )a, ol i sede i, shms
Pk F LI e FIRBEAT IR . ESCIRRE P, SR A2 B ORI B BUSRAIAR RS, AR R AR
B R B R RIS O 2 RS AR RE T, widze ™ “F7 8, sl B8 A I S50 45
BB, BUET “37 e N T TR SEIR EORA EEA T, RRKIEIIGATHA 5 12 R
A, MO KA B8RRI N2 RERE NNIRIATT . ASLIRIL A BN (4 1), HIEHET
25 RV AN G2 S DU AN S5 -G At 20 3R e v SRR BEATL

3.4. HIEALTE

Greenwald %#(1998)7E — k41 IAT HIR SRR, NI KK EWRE PRI R 2 2T, RN K
FEERE PO A0 E o i DAAE R A B A S5 BR SORLIR /T 300 ms B KT 3000 ms (8dE . A
IR SEIGAR AT A B4 #4978 300 ms~1600 ms 2 7], #8747 & oK o ATk IE MR B i i k47 1 b3
CRUUMEE-LRH B, ST BRI + B - 13k 5 + W7 M “1E3k 5 + B - IS + JEHk”
(K735 S ML AP IR A 2, el Id SPSS21.0 AT 27 S B MEAR IS . A, FRATEELREAN SIS 55
ANIAETR B A 55 (K1 220 S NI 2 ZE AR NG R 22 AR A i 52 (14 P9 BR8N L R AT 08z 36 T3 A B
LA R A A TR AT T 0, B AR &

4. RRGRIH
41 TRFEFRBREN IAT BN

S LN R IR AL 4% () AH AT 55 (B 53 S5 ARRRARD G B, 4855 55 5 T8 ARl e J80) AASAH 84T 45 (1635 53
SRR R, BHI S 5 ARG RD) 735 S 2 DA R VAT ZSL(ASFHBAT 55 5 A AT 55 T35 R B 2
ZE)AN d (E(IAT JPbrAEZE) EAE S 2 FEIH . AHERDL, AHIBATS 0T3O KT AT 45 1T 1)
SBIET, X ATUEB T OIAT RS IIAFTE . B AR FASHE 24T 55 1P 35 S BB BEAT R AR A ¢ ARG, A B
TAEAH AT 55 0135 S S b B R T AR BAE 55 1P 33 ) SR (t(29) = —2.157, p < 0.05), FrA# i
IAT N5 0 AT BREAR t K045 R W], $) D R E KT 0 (p <0.001), PEHIAIRSLE IAT 200 &
. A, B dEATRURIL, RN CPHNIS + BUR” MBCGRRTX “AEES + B
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MUK G, XRHT “BHNIE + B MBS SHPAR A RS — 20 #eulnd FHRISS (355 NI .
4.2, FRFERBIHEB RN R NRER BEERE

BB S5 A BAE S5 (107 24 I R AT 8 S RN BEAT B AE AR T A (W4 3), RBL“BHNISS +
B BPP IR KT “Ae5kS + B MPrIEsR, HERARZEP >0.05); H “FHAIE + M
Be” S RBIN ER R T A5 + B BT NN (P < 0.05)0 IX AR BL AT BLUE Y, AE RS
Brrf, AR A PGB ) g T SE (R I BN 55 2 — 28, (HIXFPZE SRS EIFANE .
4.3. TRFERBERNERLCOH

R AABAL S5 A AR BAL 55 A ST B IE R R AT TR A T AT (42 4), ABUEF 2 IERZ F “ B
WIS + B OIS DLLE “HE5e 5 + B mfsoli e —L%, (S EERAREP > 0.05). M,
LR R OB BRI 3 M B 48 R RGCHF 1 8 3 ik

Table 1. The steps of the Implicit Association Test
7= 1. MBRERIEMILG ST

I8 5 554k FRAS SR
1 WIFEME 1 H 7 FRNIS - 1636 5 FRNIS - 1636 5
2 IR A H B - TH K BB i i)
3 BIHRER A LSS 1 (%R3]) FRRUSS + B - 16K + Wtk BT Rl
4 HIIRER A LSS 2 (WTF) FARUSS + B - 16K + Wtk BT Rl
5 AR S A 2 1 4 BT - NG TER5 - FANIE
6 MR AAESS 1 (%R3]) TEET + Bk - BARISS + R BT Rl
7 MR A LSS 2 (WTF) TERT + T - AN + WK BT A Rl

Table 2. The IAT effect of implicit mating preferences within female undergraduates

% 2. TRFEFERER IAT HN

WIUEBR S 1TSS HRBA TS IAT 2087 d i
S35 654.697 690.622 35.925 0.39
bRt 2 176.530 178.666 91.232

Table 3. The comparison of the average reaction time between compatible tasks and the incompatible one (n = 30)

3% 3. AR ESMTERES KA T Z B (0 = 30)

B3 M SD Sig
AHBAT % B 0.906 0.072 0,069
AT 55 E % 0.876 0.096
AHBAT 55 SIS 654.697 176.530 0,039
AFHBAESS S R 690.622 178.666

Table 4. The comparison of the vocabularies between compatible tasks and the incompatible one (n = 30)
i< 4. HBESMAEBESHIRCEE(n = 30)

Bla- &4 M SD Sig
A AR S BRI IE# R 42.470 2.232 0553
FAHBAES 1 IE 42.000 3.586 '
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5. i
5.1. &Ritie

AHFFEEET IAT 1 BRICAR IS, 33X 25 M K 2 S TR B 30 44 20K 2 AE AT O N 1 LAT il
T SRR T8 2 K 5 A AE AR b6 A3 53 R0 B NI 55 19 PR e A 22 155 10

W e s BoR , WG AT 55 S5 B A AR 45 78 IE W R _ETC i3 2 5% (P > 0.05), 5 Cornwell %5(2004)
R TS5 R Lot B3 AL I 53 PR T ALAN 2 VAL ) B VT AL A R b7 — 3. AU ERAIE T 2554
545 N (2003)7E H S4TSR R4S 5 S0t v [ 2o PR BB ILEEAT BIE T2 1 2518« W PEAR 24T B 1 14t
AR N i BRI AR, X5 BN TR, WA SE Y B0 U ) N AE i BB TR A
Mo T AR A0 1w 07 328 (1 #82 T ME O E S TR BT 25, DR, TRITE AR I ST A S R RS P OO
YRR AR T B g . AL, SRR IR S I N EAFFE RS R p = 0.039 (P <
0.05), B “PHNIS + FAMR” MIP¥ R R B ER T “T63R5 + B KPR B, XE—ERE
TR ATERAR BTN R e . X — 45 Rl 5 LKA | SO HS S — BB R sk
TR BRI R AERMEARA R EAERE, HESNEK, BEBEAEERE. K55
O R FRARA A 1) (51 )AL 55, 2003) o LS BE 1) 55 1o R B PR A 2 T S0 B9 B A2 2 DR 2 AR MR AR B 11 00 BB
R, PRI KA RIS X B NI 5B BE (w2 2 Ak, KA oK 2 AR A7 0 B AR A AT 1 o RV, R
TEHEAT |AT BUSGET, 7N Rl bt 20 WE 3 17 (.38 55 ABH I 53 ik 7 BRARAY, 3 BRVR 102 1 TG O 745 1
RS E R A

AT S5 SR MR Ef R S A BATESS @ YR ER R & t 15043 P =0.553 (P > 0.05), ZFARE. H
TEG VN 43 LG, FRATT I8 — W BOARURI ) V1 422 B 1 256 e v P A “ 3HL2. 7 (93.8%) « “ Il %% 7 (91.7%):;
TR B IR 2 i A2 “Eh 7 (93.8%) . “ZEHE” (85.3%). E R AR A ]V 4B 1E it 2 B 1)
A& “HIE” (85.4%) “AARING 7 (83.3%); VH AR AV IE AR B 2 ¢ H B (93.8%) “REIR” (93.8%)
I JE VR AT RATR I, LRI — R LT PN B ATE 2 AR E B ZIED & . FHNISS A
AR B VERAE: 30 NI SR Bl s TIAESE A A 2 LA R AR AR UG S B U o
TXFhZIBR B G B2 HH A 52 B 0 DR A A & 47 1A BH 1) 55 R A 26 55 T SR K5

ARAE LR SE IO FRATR I, BRI A 636 B3 3R BRI A2 Lo K AR vl (EFEREIIEAR T, &«
REFAFE— TR FIC RN HA AR IE L — s MBHR S R I B 2 W52 . XE— SR LS55
7555 (2013) 1 Lo P Xt T A T L A Ak 9 s LT 9 P 45 SR — B0, A AT R IR Lo kst T P R AR SIATE PN BRI 4 Sk 4
FE 1 HRAEAE 3 s WL, A5 W 51 7710 B FLE A JE IR B G 7 1 28 B AT RARRAE (1) 12415, 2010),
AR ZhHE br A7 A v ] Lo sk 58 Ak A T LA o VR R 8 ) (2 3 K e M AL AAT S (O 75 75, et
2012b), XERIUANFEFERE ECRe 1 AEH E T T BN S AW S| i

5.2. AERRE

AU TR ARG 1) IR TR IAME 2o BRI 7B % £ 10 302 (7] — AR I Lo K2
A, HGRE R H Lt B2 2 T B EEg TS 5. Saxton 25 A (2009) IWF LR W, 78 LRt S it Lo e xd
VAR BT AL A SR A Rl o DSERR T R R D, BT AR R T A A T e S AR 2 R
MR . 2) MEEC A TP R R ROZAE BRI B HERR . A BT Row,  PEEUA R T FLIR 51 0 0 W
FI AT AE T (Kranz, Ishai, 2006; Ishai, 2007). HT3&A FJaHEbR FPEPERC R 1) VR, AT Re 0 sei 2
R gy, Kranz A1 1ahai (2006) 1A 4 [7) 14 2858 2 PR 2 AR TR FL 0 B2 K . 3) S Z X il ) I B U7 iR
IR S G VIR RBVF 2T h B2 H @ HANEREE . 4) BaXEwt e, 6l nssE3E 1)



e
gl oy
V]

EIS

1801 522 P PN R OSSR 6 B ZH . Jones 25 (2010)BIF 98 % B 406 28 Bt ) Lo MR AR 30 T 48 28 )5 16 L 1tk B A 52 58
PEALI 53 1 o LA e B XT L, GG B APt 2 B URIEE A I 45 . 5) ARIEAT 1 Bk
SRR 5. AR, LM E 1 A A o 2 i AT R AR R . UM ) e MR 5
A LA FR A B M ER, B S TR 52 T VAR B3k, oA ) 2 B A 7 e AL T
BMECEEfE, 2012), 46, BRUMB AR, AE SR LN LB 2= R . BT
FRY], VRIS S P B B A RIS (G 5, 2013). QSR AR SEI0 A I FH (10 b i
RERFNAE I oA, BVF R REHERR A IR Zx et 28 e . 6) R¥EHIAEM MR ER ., JLtkm
S LB v R 2 5 R Ak ) BB MR TR AL (Welling et al., 2007), T 24 22 P Fit 2 TR 258 i st B s 407 2 PR A F 55 1k
[fifL(Boothroyd et al., 2005). Little %5(2010) & BLAE 2o A2 & BE 77 5 i (4 BN B 40 ) 38 3 5 P A 1) 55
TAIFL o 0K A4 38 5 M) i T FLGE 4538 0 e (10 225 0 R0 0 At 2 25 (1 R IS SR — 3. Gn SR 50 N 2 P A B 4 1 ) A
&, WA BT AL SRR RS B AR R S TR O EE A, 2013) . R ICERVR AT DA A R S G
S8 J 0 3 i B VB A R DR s AR e AR 1 P e X 52 00 P o 2 38 P S i R A 5 (v ARG, B
S BRI MR P 2 B 2 KT R 2 LR KT I AR, BT DA S50 45 T 5 900 I S A 4 IR A
A, EAERH R R SR EE A KR R, 075 SR s — 2 ik it .

AR TSR BRSO B 55 Lo Lo ) 22 S AN K RS B, [ B S S it BT e i A T 1
A BT RIIGS, FLE B HERR [ 1 ] AT, XA I T AT AR — 24 s URE AR R
PEo T AR 4 M A R BOE A0 BRI FLICA AR B A U5 R T, B0/ Re AT 9T 0 TR A B TR A ME S
B TESR ST IS SRR AR TR AR AR BhAh, SR R RE3E R R 5 1 P4 BRSURE
WA T BT A0 M, 7R & S0 45 SR 0 S aty b o A MR G SR &4 R VP s, vl Lk
— W A B R R A A AR T AR B . T, e SR L A e MR P B R A
ok — Bt ] e e 52 MK, TEAREE MR AP I A AT B A, AN T PR FT AT/ S5 I N R A
TRlf 2 EH BE 1.

6. /&5

AHFFER A VAT B A BT 7870 206 SCIEABE 30 44 KA 25 W B £ 8  52 32EAT 1 20 B At 7« 45 21
Tl 1) O REAEAE NG 563 55 b S NP S IE W R B R 2 5 2) o RS AEAE NS 51636
SRR L T 8 S BN AP R SR 3) AR IR B 55 5 A P R ) R A e % _E TR S
4.
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