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[ Abstract)

tal satisfaction in newly—weds. Methods: 263 childless newly—wed couples were recruited from Beijing. A series of self—

Objective: To explore the relationship of spouse selection standards and expectation on marriage with mari-

composed and revised questionnaires were applied to these subjects. Results: (DFor both hushand and wife, morality was
the top creterion for the standard of spouse selection for, while social and economic status were the lease important factor for
spouse selection. Husbands regarded life styles as more important than development prospect, but wives thinked on the con-
trary way. @Marital satisfaction had no correlation with the standards of spouse selection, and a strong correlation with the
expectation on marriage. 3 Husband” s life styles and morality, wife’ s morality significantly predicted husband”’ s marital
satisfaction. Wife’ s morality and development prospect fulfilment and husband’ s life style significantly predicted wife s
marital satisfaction. Conclusion: There are both different and common standards of spouse selection between men and
women. Marital satisfaction is influenced by the fulfilment and dissatisfaction of expectation, and irrelevant to the signifi-
cance of standards of spouse selection.
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