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[ Abstract)

sion behavior. Methods: In study 1, half of women read story to prime mating motive and the other not, then the two group

Objective: This research sought to investigate whether mating motive influences women’ s indirect aggres-

of participants’ aggressive behavior were compared to other female. Study 2 tested facial attractiveness of other female
would influence the women under priming to act aggressive. Results: Women under mating motive acted more aggressively
in an indirect way to other female than those who are not primed; Beauty received more attack from women under mating mo-
tive than women without mating motive; and this situation did not happen to ordinary female. Conclusion: Mating motive in-

fluence women to treat other female in an indirect aggressive way, suggesting that competitive for mate maybe an potential

psychology mechanism behind aggression.
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