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Sr=afE[SEfX]: ot H At 2 A

e ooldde] wae A A4Hg
2Qlol%, AgEelA Aol MEHw

Aol

E£4& A st o s7bo] JHAIE sk
AA Yo ztA olojd = e AEH
29102 7537 = S THEagly et al, 1991;
Feingold, 1992; Hakim, 2013; Dion et al., 1972;
2010, Al AelstlA e
23 % shjel AAH WEe wom A%
T s ArAQ obEuEd ¥ ofdE 1
oo ' 75she AL ARl A ] AHE A
Jo g a]lolH, AHEEY] #E53 B
W3S YO 7ITH(Jones & Jaeger, 2019; K. K.
Dion et al., 1990; Morse et al., 1976). AF3AlE]
sl A AAF oY A7 Y olEThe

9K 419 A4l ohizh Rl

E el A ol5olAi
2 dFol g AE &
= oA Fad FAH
1 & 4 QTHAnderson et al., 2001; Jawahar &
Mattsson, 2005; K. K. Dion et al., 1990).

Stirrat & Perret,

)

o>

A o x|zt 2HGL AlRl2st Sd

m

A2 AR R A7 2 s
25 WO} ASIESH BYAA ool
9L1:]. 13]—7 /\]ﬂ]%‘] uﬂE’ﬂoﬂ 1:]]6-]- z];‘ﬂrix«l
oAM= AAA fgS F2 4EY A
o] wEto)| A T YtHAndrews et al., 2017;
Buss, 2016; Singh et al, 2010). &2 T
oA A wE2 A BEY HdEe
o Z3}E AlFo|H(Henss, 1995) ©]& ¢F<]
2450 A3} BAY 549 vFe a9l
O ZH FSAALTGT EThBerry & Miller,
2001, o FHNAE AAF o] AE ©

Ae HAel ¥ AdzHs H52H

¥

Aoy d= Fe7t dvta B ok 9
£ =9, slg o gWol=d Hl(Waist-to-Hip
Ratio; WHR)= 53] oAAJolAA AAZ v
of @A7F 2 5 vk E WEgAH] 54
RE 71 oL i, 99, ¢ o
25 07 9 BN ANEEAA H2ls
(Singh, 1994; Thornhill & Gangestad, 1996) b=}
Y Ade By E fElsitt v 234
of 24 old 54 A& 7H Aol oY
E3lHo A AlA|Ho=m uﬂg;ﬂ o2 Hyrid
O Wdol o8 & d7E T8 AT
(Furnham et al., 1997; 1995; Streeter &
McBurney, 2003). o] &% 2322 49
HAAS gEste 8AEEE WHR, ¥
o WAy, A2e Wad g 120 Ytk
(Prokopakis et al., 2013; Rhodes et al., 1998). ©|
9 ge AzEe AA o}iv}%e@ e
of Baw 7%s sE Ao, Ads B3
A vetg 29eke AEEY A4S 7}
AL A= 5 I e
AR S ABEsts #ioA 23 Srde
77 = Rk
HAF Ee we ASESH B,
ol Theol B Aol FTR1lol w2
t}d 4 UTH“Beauty is in the eyes of beholder”)
v w3 SFAE B9t ARk B
ol A Oﬂ:rL FA= AAA wgo] F= A
(cl: 3383, AA omA, & A9 =
o7 AAA wjHdl ths =dt= AL
ZF A E(Anderson et al., 2001; Jawahar &
Mattsson, 2005; K. K. Dion et al., 1990)0] =
g 2 & AAH g3} nlg2e Aez 5
Ae A4 AAA WY 2AHWE(Whae is
beautiful is good)’©] 3}t AAA wjg 1
qwds 2 e 23k IF T &

Henss,

o g
9
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Zebrowtiz et al., 1993).

AAA wjge] 7|Eds ZodE
g HEE AR 2o sEd B
+ A= A olgteS A
Qe HAA 7]Fo] Jdutau FA3THAndrews
et al., 2017; Henss, 1995; Singh et al., 2010). <]
£ 59 Singh 520102 v B 73 &
de mgzQl Aol zk= WHR A7} &
st dagle]l HHZAolgtal FtkSingh e
al, 2010). % Rhodes 52001 & wjz @
1Rl A= B Ao HIATE =
MM E sl Yee=AE AEskdth
O A% ATAY R E S 98
)& o RE & AFdAE iAol o
J dIH HHAHQ dES o A5t
S YW thRhodes et al., 2001).
ALEESHE Bl ol TRl
B7he 3o webA 99 Aok
1995; Swami & Tovée, 2005).
& S50, Swami®} Tovée(2005)= 4A1A1Z uf&
o] dF a1 HE] o YBeo] Hl(Waist-to-
Hip Ratio; ©|3}, WHR)'$} BMIZ} =3} 2Hy
ojAlol, E3F e F FUIA BF 4S5
o] HeANE AFsAth 18y 1 A o
Hzlolgtal | Ztsh= BMIZF ALS A Bk
Tl wet T3k HE g43 27t v
W TKSwami & Tovée, 2005). T-A|Z 2 o] A
TN AFAEL Y= DHoAL F &
siS ARBIAA HE S wet Al 7HA

FEOE o] At Aglells d=3t

FLAEFE, & A Aol FEY)
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R
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'1 rg
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(Cunningham et al.,

gdEof o2

AAA o= o2 X|2ke| &E Xolo| tiet 45

Aok 2™ FH AFAELS BMISE WHRE %
Ae oA Wy ARKES ANk, 2+ B34
o AGENA AR & o] duh obErh
SAE W7F s Aok 1 AR =AENA
= olEdtia Hrek oAde] BMIdo &3} A
o7t ARARE AlEH THE d, ZePFIY
5ol e =AAAE BMISA Hol@
zto]7} UERGTE Tovée®t  Cornelissen(2001)-2
€ =3dolA BMI A5E9 2o} BE
Z A o) it 29 BMIY 7]
3 911:]-—7 A+ THTovée & Cornelissen,
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, 1 HA Y
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7015:5 T

o 05 AFA ZdMuliple Fitness
Mode)& Fall €= wjHS dvs o A= o
9 HsEe AN HA3 A5 FHS
= Egsiel wHAT ol2 BT Thijo}
£ A tHCunningham et al., 1995). I+
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3 ¥ ] A|AFSFCKCunningham et al., 1995). ©]
A A dEe) tg =oe oln @ 7}
A =4 2¥e 2 ALY FE AR

% b wAelA thkshl AR = ok
AHE o2 Be TS 93 MY e

Sel o714 ofsfel Felajor & AL
shes wolehy WA HEHE gEshy
NSESH BHoldhy B3 B4 S ojist
& o] ofue, @elA Uehis old x
B0} olZo] ThA ABEH BY E
AeEsE BHos Y A9 & s
Mg Aot Uk o BolA Wshed
BHAAE WA o2 DeolH, 4B
AoldA o& WA HAE FLEA T
a1 QTKBuss, 2016; Singh, 1994).

‘Beauty is in the eye of the beholder’ ¥ 0.
= A4 uE HAol| A3 AFE 3 Morse
(197602 AAA wiEe BEY v asfof
=23 37k RS AT A WA
ol® Aol Hriate] AAA wjHo] g
H A= &= Zlolty e ofdl tigh

o8 & % 8fdowA B A, H
7hAke] AW, ZEal o]4dE dske Al
gk Bk old e HelE NEE ST
(Morse et al., 1976). &R o]A 2] HolE Wl
= e AAE g a3 Mes oy
A9, e A grkake] e st

7 WA A 2T B@rtel g Al
A ouPe Y L A, ofl™ oy
g7pakel Al mel EEAIEA sk &l
L= DAV I = = S L s o e
2} Zpol7t vEbdThE 1 Apolzt 7ol wiEel
A AmEE Aol ou] & Aotk Ay

ol o rr e

TEo WEH, Al AEI Friak A
Wstedsl A} 2ARTY 21, e
AGA AZFEAL B Al Aolr)
AU 22 3 oA mgs Be e
o] 27] Wizl 34 EHAs 7
ot 437 | = $FCKBuss, 2016; Crossley et al.,
2012; Singh et al, 2010; Zebrowitzet al., 1993).
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BAE Aole] ulY HrE A E=E
. O AT Holx d= vigoME FHH
ghEolu QL FHEFe] vl stk
U&| W ThHonekopp, 2006). =, F7}ol
mf-¢- w1 Abgho] FElelAlE of
T At Aotk webs AlAA o
& ASESE Hrbe oldd AUAE 1
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B71k X Bl Atk olok #¥dt e
B AFolM F wia A7 dFoE Ik
Morse2] o] Al AA A& AAA vige] 4
Aop BEE7] wlZol offollA F T A3
A EA

Morse®} S5 52 AES o
Ao AAA oM AfQlstE R g
ol 1 AR Sl Uit Jee) S
e AME S QA ® dFolAE AAS

(customizing)”} 7}Fsd 3D EZ IS ]8T
o A7 AUHOZ g olyHoln 1

QA Age P @ H, 10 g
9ol Aol B 400 AE HolE 2
gt AFAA AAH wEg B
e AFL 22kl A Yol Ao

AN e oldd AFel H7AEol
AT g HHH ARl oluAE o)
2 FEY Aol ohinz, WS o)y
0w WrRE nRE AN dEe 54
25 wolde WAk oo e A2
o A} S AL R BHE A2
B 4+ 9 m2ags0l Wol WAL,
AAE Y AT
Zg 3985 Wo] &831 UtCrossley et al,
2012; Jinger et al, 2018; Tovée et al., 2012).
718, Crossley 5(2012)2 3D J&&8 X2
S olgste] AW AR TP ol
Al gie AAE FEsES Ao & o
TolME o]FA 3D AYY 7ilE =
< ol&sto] AdFrAEl AR ASAE
AAA g BAE TS F RS 3k

w o X

ol Aol 2= 3D

3D TEIPS A FEE uo AHe
e 3xeE AL & A I Fa,
| |

29 3> Z2IYPS AT Meide
£ gHel Al olrAE v$ st

gdEof o2

SAN oL o X[Z4ef &

xfolof| chet 45

A AArgkstel AdA7E me] QA AlA]
= ATE 549 A agoh} Ale] 2
WAE oM 28471 Azele A o)
ol gk AQIAE & =2l £ 5 U=
Zo] 1 A o] tHCrossley et al., 2012).
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AAA o X|ZfollM M|cHet M- of Xtol
A mRIt3] AsES Fad APATE
& 429 vy wE Fdo] Al wet
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Schwartz2}  Thompson(1980) Z#|o]H o] A
o vlzoplEslel $A ARE Bl
m=Qle) mlof] #gh Fko] 20 A HA
e FHE oA eE o7 HoE Tt
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= go
712 Well AA, #3514 WHE Zo] 747] o=
= ARSlelA e AE

o|Z 4AE A
FA7ol M WHRI 22 49| 44
My @Ms Add o, Frpak el dA
QA AGUA = FLR3HA Gk sARL @A

]

= AAA wjEe] Fa4
o] ofg] AFolA IHEHA 92 AA=E YE
AHCrossley et al., 2012; Furnham et al., 1997,
Henss, 1995; Streeter et al., 2003). 71 o]+ 2
slEdo g A A= AAA vjgo] 4R
o e EmE StEY Ago] QoA 4 F
83}7] wjEo]thAndrews et al., 2017;
1995; Singh, 1994). T3k o] A= AlA
A s Fdste 7]Eo] A4 Agole

]

Henss,

Hjdos o Bgstn urEolAw, Uy
o A3 @ Bsta FBH 92 o
gol e 4 Uee AN oldd He

I o]\:]-(Smgh 1994, Singh et al., 2010; Tovée et
al, 2012). A& 50, J}EY el A2
AA A o] Faskr] Wil AAVE =&
HAae AFs] A8 44 AME Frj=
Aol B A3yt Ha Fuls o] A4
Al ARG "AthE =EE ZEAo|HA
ARSI Ql sl A elgtal & 4 ThBuss &
Barnees, 1986). ©]&]3F A3PAT Z2AEL A
of AW m= B el weh A%
WEe] Bt 2erd 4 9ee AAE
NA oE AZlA RS BE OE

< o4 A WA A EE Aotk
A3 B AAA wiEs olde BHrkA
7} Wrvske A3 49 B7EAE s Zlol
05 & Aok A AAA g A7 4
7| o] FoJx|= A o] A ¥KSchacht et al., 2008)
T vl 27 sl oA A1 U] Ths
st o] Hrkel w4 Brhel thgk thel
HAH d5& HHE = Yok 3 AF
(Chan, 2015)14 549 e 7o AHAZ

off %

Avgle QT Ase nelrged, o A7
o gew AAToR ML Y € g
AEL 19 AT =EHA ¥ dHRT
AW 74 A(intra-sexual competition)ol| Al 52| 3}7]

g3 AFAA AF B4 AP FANUT
AL YTKChan, 2015). FRRZRAIZ oA Au) A
A% ZAske B o olgd BEw oye
HAZ WA E 2AG AZH 9
8 4 E Sgol) BE 4wl Ho A7)%A
A ABIIIE AT AAAY BE o
Ao th3l HSKCompetitor derogation), A}S]ZA
WAL A4 A 5 e 0AE 3AL
Zs}71 = 3CHFisher & Cox, 2011). 13U &
He ge A AMolEE o2y 1Y T
Zo] ohd A3 FAL B A thRichardson
& Green, 1999).

A W WAl Mee] O %
S, S4E ANEd DAY A4
ABThR A WAE A2 A8 o
He ol Ao B o4 B
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2 9 wgdoley P 5= n, Fe
ANEQ AgoRA WA oy EAS

Z717hAe] BRI|ZE Aol FAAHo R Hrie
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ol el uwet Al
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HHOIGH - FEHT / AcHet ol w2 AMA ohHnE S22 X|2te| KT X[0[ol| chEt A5

H AR BAS A7l 1Y, A 2R
Az ob WEAe BAS Ao Bt
B3 AT S5 e AelTHCollns, 1996;
Lockwood & Kunda, 1997; Wilcox & Laird, 2000).
EE R AAA ey g Ale gz,
Hlwste] 2pe) AA REEE BHAl A28t
1o ok gge g g Al ES HA
o7 HWrld % QIUKTiggemann & Slater,
2004). oJA Y AlAA Wiy AgolA A =
gt Ae] Hrle ol oA Hriek o
£ 7Fs/Ade] Aa tidl #AH oFE tefst
A vebd & itk mebsd B A7 7 oW
A AZANA AAZA o] gk FrlelA o]
213k A7) o] 4 WE ApdoA ofd
A 2A Yep=AE A¥ EL

A ofn 22E

A .
I 7= A WSRITHA AR, 2014
& Eagly, 1983; Reysen, 2005). 1&4}

N
N
bt
rlr
>

xR 172 i = DAsARE 1 84
of Wpol ARkt ThpsA e 5 ¥
3] 2 HBRT Z3|3TKChaken & Eagly,
1983; Eagly et al., 1991; Dion et al., 1992; Little
et al, 2006). AAFEL AFH wjEge 7R
AFe o Pushy o Aa, o A
ola, F2 4AE 7t A st AlAA
el 245 1 Agel o ¥e 57
7a, o AFsta, o dFstaat 3ok
7, F$9Y, 2017, Kleck & Rubenstein, 1975,
Seidman & Miller, 2013; Stirrat & Perret, 2010).

o o

=

TAII-S “What is beautiful is good’ I
31 3HCHDion et al., 1972).
o AAY vl vl F
Fe el g 218 Bele) o
| ARt 53 277 X A=
Aot ABaolA) 975 SrkEagly
et al, 1972). A7t BHHE AELS olgth
= e 7Hdstar 9A ARE Z(Beauty s
Beastly) 72 QA% 71A|1 QTHBraun, Peus
& Frey, 2015). AFEEL wjE ARl Ago] AE
A 8 =7 713d =297 g1, 1
d AlEoAlE dFll gk kol Bl
Fe] HAE FASH] 9% i)l #AH U
g9 WA= 9o] B asita Azst
SFCHEagly et al, 1972). ujgo] JA}e
wajel 244 A BAE 4%
O} 3} A7(Braun et al., 2015)°)] W=
91 oale AT G oA A
, AAA o] Faho] AlEmel FA A
A AokS F7]% Y THBraun et al., 2015).
a8y HAFo® o] F yHA9 w9
53 F o Ao] AYI AE == W 1
23 A7]e A9 olgtwol F= 344
o] ] = TkShahani-Denning, 2003).

37 S (likabilityy= AES 2 ZA7|FHe A
2 0 Z(Reysen, 2005), HATA N A AHE|H 0.
2 AEEdA dgs Fe g axlolth
fol 7k A2 AREjollA 21 Bt
b7] wjio] ALl RERS SolFES B
A5e717F AohkAu A <), 2016. 53¢
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Al 9 A= FCKStirrat & Perret, 2010). &

o, AR oz wigAQl Abgro] WA ARl
Ao 2e M Ha S oE e Tt
SAE aﬂﬂ'ﬂ'(ﬁ%‘:’] 2014; Snyder et al,
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A THAEE A T Aol AW ESI.

AT EH

rlo
ok

o
o

B a7l 3 WA A7 BAe dwa
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54 B AAY e 54EE A2
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Generation and Gender Differences in

Physical Attractiveness and Likability Perception

Inhae Baek Taeyun Jung

Chung-Ang University

The present study examined the relations between physical attractiveness and likability and we also
investigated whether these variable’s effects differ depending on generation (young and middle-aged) X
evaluator gender (male and female) X target gender (male and female). Second, when assessing these
variables, we figured out whether evaluators more preferred ‘the same-sex preference’ than ‘the
opposite-sex preference’. To that end, 120 college students participated in the 3D program to sample
their ideal looks and bodies. Then, another 240 people (60 young men and women each, 60 middle-aged
men and women each) evaluated the physical attractiveness, likeability, relationship preference, and
personality of the sample. The result is that physical attractiveness is a positively related to likability.
There were evaluator gender and target gender differences in the judgment of physical attractiveness, but
there were generation and target gender differences in the judgment of likability. Lastly, the effect based
on target-maker gender was different for evaluator gender in each factor evaluation. These results were

discussed from the evolutionary and sociocultural perspectives on physical attractiveness.

Key words : physical attractiveness, evolutionary theory, socio-cultural perspective, likabiliry

- 03 -



