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The Development of Color Preferences

Li Jing*?
(YIngtitute of Psychology , Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing, 100101) (?Graduate School , Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing, 100039)

Abgract This study was to probe color preferences development from childhood to old aged. Cross sectiona data on color preference
were oollected from 1078 participants (aged 7 90) who chose their most preferred color from 3 patterns { butterfly” § coat” and
“ square”) 10 colors. The authorsfound that different age groups made different choices. With the exception of orange, color prefer-
ence varied with the increase in age, and the patterns afected color preference.
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