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Influence of Cognitive Style and Gender on Mate—choice Copying
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[ Abstract)
Methods: Using Embedded Figure Test, 24 field—independent subjects(half males) and 24 field—dependence subjects(half

males) were screened out. Results: (DThe participants generally showed a long—term mate—choice copying, and there were

Objective: To explore the influence of gender and cognitive style on college students’ mate—choice copying.

no main effects and interactive effects of gender and cognitive style on the long—term mate—choice copying. @Most of the
subjects showed no short—term mate—choice copying, and a main effect of gender was observed on this mate—choice copy-
ing, that females scored highly than males. Conclusion: The college students tend to present a long—term mate—choice
copying style, which has no associations with the gender and cognitive styles; whereas short—term mate—choice copying may
be specific to the female college students.
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