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Study on abstract color preference and its influencing factors in health population”
CHENG Xue , JIANG Guoging® ,YANG Hui ,FU Wei ,SHI Zhanming ,YUAN Gang s NIE Wenyan
(Department of the First Geriatrics ,Chongqging Mental Health Center ,Chongqing 401147 ,China)
Abstract: Objective  To explore the general characteristics and related factors of color preference in health population.
Methods The paired comparison method was adopted. A total of 1 005 health adults were performed the abstract color preference
test. Moreover the self-made general situation investigation questionnaire and Eysenck Personality Questionnaire(EPQ) were used to
conduct the investigation and evaluation. Results (1) The sequence of color preference in health adults was blue, red, green,
yellow,orange, gray, purple, white and black. (2) The sequence of color preference in different genders,ages,educational levels and
personality types tended to be consistent. The preference degree was significant different in red,orange, yellow and black, the differ-
ences were statistically significant(P<C0. 05) ; there was statistically significant different in yellow, green and black among different
ages(P<C0. 05) ;there was statistically significant different in yellow.green,blue and black among difference educational levels(P<C
0. 05) sthere was statistically significant different in black and gray among difference personality types (P<C0. 05). (3)Gender,age,

educational level,occupation. residence, life events, family relations and personality characteristics were the main factors affecting

color preference. Conclusion The abstract color preferences of health adults are blue and red, which are influenced by many factors

such as biology, psychology and society.
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