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In the U.S., 
ugly men earn 
13 percent 
less than their 
better-looking 
counterparts.
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laws of 
attractiveness
IN THE SCIENCE OF BEAuTy, THERE’S MORE 
THAN MEETS THE EyE OF THE BEHOLDER  

F
or centuries, artists, philosophers and other deep 
thinkers have attempted to defi ne beauty. Does it 
come down to the symmetry of facial features or the 
mythical golden ratio of 1.618? At the University of 

Texas, researchers are trying to fi gure that out—and then some.
Economics professor Daniel Hamermesh has studied the 

perks that come with being pretty for about 20 years. In his 
book, Beauty Pays: Why Attractive People Are More Successful, 
his overarching discoveries include the surprising (in the Unit-
ed States, ugly men earn 13 percent less than their better-look-
ing counterparts) and the not-so surprising (attractive women 
are more likely to fi nd a spouse who makes more money). 

Meanwhile, at the Langlois Social Development Lab at the 
college’s psychology department, researchers are discovering 
that mathematical commonality, not symmetry and youthful-
ness, determines beauty. “We 
can morph together many 
individual faces with special-
ized computer software to 
create a mathematical aver-
age of faces,” says graduate 
student Jess Jankowitsch. 
“These ‘average’ faces turn 
out to be very attractive.” 

As for the cliché of beauty being in the eye of the beholder, 
Hamermesh fi nds that it is both true and false. “If I walk down 
the street and see somebody who I think is really good looking, 
you’re going to at least say that the person is somewhat good 
looking,” he says. “It’s been shown many times that while it’s 
not perfect, agreement on people’s looks is quite substantial.” 

In other words, one man’s eye candy is probably another 
man’s eye candy.  —kIMyA kAvEHkARfi
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