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[Abstract]

expression. Methods: Twenty—six healthy college students participated in the experiment. Emotional sentences describing

Objective: The present study aimed to explore how emotional context influences preference rating on facial

daily positive and negative situations were used as prime stimuli, and happy and sad faces as target stimuli. Participants
were asked to evaluate the extent to which they prefer a face following a sentence on 9—point scale. Results: When the emo-
tional valence of the prime sentences and target faces were congruent, the rating scores were significantly higher(relative to
the incongruent condition). An unexpected result was that subjects prefered negative faces than positive faces in negative
contexts. Conclusion: The assessment of pereference on facial expressions may not only rely on the emotional valence of

faces, but also be affected by the preceding emotional context.
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