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Study on difference of abstract color preferences among different sexes, ages and educational levels of inpatients with neurosis”
Yang Hui,Tan Xiaolin® .Jiang Guoqing ,Cheng Xue . Fu Wei ,Yuan Gang
(Department of Psychology ,Chongqging Municipal Mental Health Center ,Chongqging 401147 ,China)

[Abstract] Objective To explore the difference of abstract color preference among different genders,ages and education lev-
els of hospitalized patients with neurosis. Methods The abstract color preference test was conducted in 223 inpatients with neurosis
by adopting the paired comparison method. Results (1) The color preferences order in different genders of neurosis patients tended
to be consistent (U=2. 606,P<C0.01),green was always the most preferred color,black was the least preferred color, the prefer-
ence difference had no statistical significance (P>>0. 05). (2) The color preferences order in different ages of neurosis patients ten-
ded to be consistent(y* =20. 27, P<C0. 01). The most preferred color of the patients in 18—=30 years old group was yellow, which in
> 30 years old group was green, the preference difference had no statistical significance (P>>0. 05). (3) The color preferences or-
der in different education years of neurosis patients tended to be consistent(y* =19. 49, P<C0. 05). The primary school and illiteracy
group preferred red,and the middle school and above group preferred green;the preference difference of orange, white and black in
different educational levels of neurosis patients had statistical significance(y* =6. 325,12, 491,10. 445, P=0. 042,0. 002,0. 005).
Conclusion The abstract color preferences of neurosis inpatients with different genders and ages have no obvious difference. The
cold and warm color preferences of neurosis patients with different education levels are different.
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