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Note. Thirty-five citations provided by Schmitt (2014) demonstrating the validity of evolutionary hypotheses concerning sex differences in long-term mate preferences. Only Categories 6 and 7 are relevant to the meta-analysis by Eastwick, Luchies, Finkel, & Hunt (2014). Categories: 1: Article is not about mating. 2: Article is not about the desirability of attractiveness or earning prospects in opposite-sex targets. 3: Researchers did not examine attractiveness and/or earning prospects using the same empirical assessment in both sexes, hence sex differences cannot be calculated. 4: Article examined stated preferences. 5: Article examined hypothetical/online dating contexts. 6: Article was included in the meta-analysis. 7: Article was appropriate for the meta-analysis but was unavailable at the time. 8: Articles with actor/partner effect ambiguity (see text of reply to Schmitt).
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