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Abstract  Objective: The aim of this article is to explore the gender differences of mate preference and the relation-
ship between mate preferences and general social beliefs. Methods: Questionnaire of Traits Desired in a Date and So-
cial Axioms Survey were respectively administered to 563 Chinese university students in Beijing. Results:  Gender dif-
ference was found among 18 traits, women expressed stronger preference than men on 14 items, including high earnings
potential, high education, high social status; but men expressed stronger preference than women in only 4 items: physically
attractive, sexy looking, younger age, and good house- keeper.  Three factors were found in the structure of mate prefer-
ences, namely economic oriented, character oriented and physical oriented; women prefer the first two, and men prefer the
last one.  The general social beliefs had significant power to predict the mate preference of university students.
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