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Current Direction in Psychological Studies of Facial Attractiveness

—Evolutional approach in universality and individual differences.—

Midori TAKAHASHI

The evolutional account in studies of human facial attractiveness has contributed to increasing number of research and

many discoveries about determinants of our preferences. In this paper, current psychological studies about determinants of

facial attractiveness judgment, including both universality and individual differences are reviewed. Future research should be

dealt with cognitive and emotional process underlying attractiveness judgments.
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