DS FT R BFSE 2018, 16(3): 355~361
Studies of Psychology and Behavior

T 5l ST Z5 3ot 14 1) 46 32 ) 2 Ml -
3k BERENRYIEE

VA3

B

AEE

CHT BB L R HF R B0 AR B Rw 0 F L RS IR iR, S8 AK  830017)

M OE RIR SN EAR T 5 BT 55008 0 Ot 2 04 52 W S e e S b R 2 B M AT O S A, g
SRR TE AN 7R 2 55 08 8 X8 2% 18R % 18 R B9 i AL ], S5 R B B M AL B i, Wl L %
P I ) 3 T, R U 0 Tk AT A AN AR B, RO e s SE i
590 BB S ot AT PR S  R A, A SR BRTE A R 8 A TR XIS £ R AN 2 £ R R T LR ], AR A
WA B A PR B T L S R LR W s T, RN LR s AT, 5k A O AR A
PO, 25 2 PR AT AL S m I, X L 1510 i 2 e BE A o WF Y A AR 2R W R AR AR i i AT RE Rk TR e R AL

H B EMmacRm % g, B eE X,
KA
4SkE  BS421

1 55

P9 % ( sex preference ) $8 AR X AN [A] 4 5]
T %, 2RI R B AT AU LR
] CAEFEPEME RS ) AR AR AR R B AR
B2 (MAFERAL2ZESR) (Armold, 1992;
Bairagi, 2001 ) o A9 2# B DA HE 30w 22 (sex
ratio bias ) R U MRS R IR B & o 1 31 R
P 22k A T sh B ke, B3l i v 51 e
I H N S AR A A5k T 2 B O A
S 1 225 ( Charnov, Los-den Hartogh, Jones, &
van den Assem, 1981 ) . Trivers A1 Willard ( 1973 )
TA R SR 1) Ll R O 22 2 F AR E BRI A4S R, IF
LR e, BRI SE A o AR O S AR
9 HR AR ) L T AT ) B K, FE R
WAL L, FFEEANTNPAS 7 1 (4T 1 SE R
. WAEFEMBEYE, WRANRIA R E A
F T3 — PR A AR AE, T2k S A A L e T
o Pen %N (2010) MIWFIE A BL, T &k L
BEERMETFAERTE SRR, B o7k RE NS
BRI T, Wi B, KRR S TR A
AU I /N Kok i i 55 oA 06 0 EE L, 0T g e i D) g
KBEE, K=, WEMAEM, WRAEEA R
TR B AT, Dz A AR b R

WRHM: 2016-5-13

FIEIH . RSP R T AL (17CMZ017)
, E-mail: wsx@xjnu.edu.cn,

e
7. Hi—
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(C)1994-2023 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved.

PR %, BATILE, SRS AT E M, Trivers-Willard 23X -

Fo B EMEMA L, HEMER BT T A R
A, MRS (parental condition )
BF, A AT T AT 2 S A, IR R A S
M T 28 5F . REmsh W ScmiE ], gyt
45 . HEArEasal . PREE IR AR AN ER IR R B AR Ak s i
i s A PR HE SR K 2R F ( Baeta, Bélisle, & Garant,
2012; Ryan, Andersona, Gardinera, & Hare, 2012 ) .

T N2 AR R S E 3R A B 90 R RE SR S
gyl ny o7 3, (H I A RS 45 SR AR S T EAR
AR 0 f I8 25 52 e J5 A 00 o AR R ) L 3L il an
Helle, Helama Al Jokela ( 2008 ) i i3 X} AS R 4E 5 2%
2B OR R A M LR R R, AEF
VIR BE T 2 3R IC R, WHZAR Oy AR 1 B &% L 3= Tt
B 1% BEAh, 7E1959-1961 4F b [ (1) KL e it
W, LB E LR ESTH# (Song, 2012) .
Kanazawa ( 2005,2007,2011) W58 &8, T &
NN R AT E Ak SO B TN A G D= =
KX BAFTEZ R, MIMEE ST L&a
TSRS N PR, TSN R AT E 2 L
oo XL PRI LA 227 A% O kA B A ST
T AR, P e 2 e — RN RS, MEH B
i TG RO B A BE AT O AR T AR R A A ) L
R, T PRIE A B 0 BEATROR e KAk . Rt 5]
T % 02 A AR IEPEM A R, HAAEWE W & X
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( Trivers & Willard, 1973 )

P 591 s 2% 1) 3 — S BIEE e ok BN E 2 B
FEEAT LA 7 WL+ 25 STA AR AR R e 28 4 ) At 2% -
[, A AT IA A P Ol A 2% = 2 52 2 P AL 2x b AT
KBEAR TR . AL G UL F R R ( Pande &
Astone, 2007; Gaudin, 2011) . 7ERF5EAYIERE I, 7
B 7OCRA—B L Scf—SEER T L 4
— TR MR —MART E PR R R X
ol N 25 (8 il TN O 1 D) s 2 2 — b A A R
I RAR AT T PRIk, Qi LM %
FE L PERRME B G DL SOBUE XA R S AR A 4 T
22545 ( Bairagi, 2001; Rahman & DaVanzo, 1993;
Hawkes, O’Connell, Blurton, Alvarez, & Charnov,
1998 ) o Bk, M5 Z & — 5 KBS
&, JEad R E A S AR 2 R

Zi b, DIAEWTIE AR 2 AN 1 22 10 4 S 4R
T M e 2 S HE IR L R, AR 2 ML 1Y A
FEERK YT, DO DO IS B
1>k H A B 9T 09 G5 11 AT B =2 — BOrE i SE et
ST o BAR o FH 2 DL A 0 B 2 33— 37 i AL
AR RN S AR AR RN . D B 22N
VM, BN ENTHCEA RN R,
XA SR i H—, BN
BOEAE KA S, ENEE EiE, BER
A AT RE R 0, WRATRE NS £, MM s
B W A% Fa % ( Armbruster, Debevec, & Willson,
2002) o HZ, BHEMEFREA TR A E
T, BB ARG e A S 5 RIS
T KHR (Buss, 1996) . HMIEL T BEHEREFTN T
A RS HCRAMEMNZGXR, RECEFHR®E
KW, TEFRAEAS, B R — Ik —FE
HRFY 2B T HCWECHE, W3Rk
BT ER . HIEEN R, Batrm
X2 S g A S EUERE G EE T, AN R Y
B 25,

P LATEREFE, AR, AR P A R
BT 0 BN A 22 5, B AR I AR X
DAL ok 2R B i B v AT, SR A
A DA A, 38 G A R ) A B A
22 5ok s B a4 T A B B MM Em H B, m
XA TE S R AO A  e &  R R Z — o A
W, SRR AR ) B4 i 2 T DA T I A — el
W o AP I 7E 2 i A A B T A A T 2 0 A
Yo, B R 2 i 2z e ml, IR X v i
TG THZHRGE ., AL, BT

(C)1994-2023 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved.

FRERBEN SR, HHENETF LR
WhE e M Eaa s, HILH AR T RRW
e, FHEAERBENMERM, ETUL
HEIB AR -

SR AR IS B 1 R R B S
AR FA, DB Q2 55 1%, W SR S A 1 5 B R
W APER ERTOLR, I % L% .

ENERE S, R HA B IE S A %
e R A, PR RO A TR A i 2 DT —
ERRE FE T IA s i gos . S90A
BMZwEe, BT RAETEZENA, M
BB HAT RN 2R S A KR
i, B R EAREGE A, H R TR
BN, BrEA TR S, Bk~
1) AT e )5 A i A AR Z IR Z 0 952 ( Buss,
2010) o A, AT

SR 1 AR H S PAA B REIRR, T w2
ZHEEAR, M B B P B2 BT, )
ZHERR

MR BT A I AR A 2R O R I
PE, BRI MEm] DU 2 5 A AR 5 O 50% 11 5k
R, BENRGE, R — & W AR B
AHaEM: ( paternity uncertainty ) ( Buss, 2012)
F9 b, N EMILE AN T BN S
P E W, AL, YECMEZ B EIA TR
FE AN E WP G R, BIEREFCRAME
PESE N (Buss, 1996) , Wi bk i S AT 0 0
FH B, Y BC A = 18] A B RS e I 1Y PEOC &
I, JBPERY 2R OC R W PRI I, eI Lo PR A B
AR, 254G S, RO h:

B 2 B E B A e M,
I 2 Ve JE AR, T A1 B AL SR B AN i MR AR
BE, 0P e A O 22 R AR

AR A sh 9 s X IR S8 bR, LAk
SV EATOL G AN S S, 38 3 o A R
ANTEPE S BOR IR s gkl . k.0 3 1
LA PRI X — [A] 7
20 SCEe— . 5B M B AL SO

Tind 2 1) 52 Wi
21 AFiE
211 #it

MHE B ORI 80 8 TE Ak 1 % 0 — > A B I 4
SRS R, AR R R AR B, A e
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KB AR PR EEAT USRI ok F IR B R A 357

40 ZAE M IER R, Bz B AT s A
LA F AP RAS 20 44 0 BORAFIRAE25~324, 5
w5 AR (BUFIEM T ) IER,
BE. G5,
212 g

K H R 2 52 96 90 2% 520 B M B AT L HOR W]
(4 It 2l 25 F R Bt AR PR i s % o 23R
2 (HPEEMRSE . s AR) x2 CER AR 5
vs. &) MIRAWIT. BHEEAIERE A A4 &,
L) kg 21 9 A
2.1.3 SEIedR

(1) BHZEMLEIE SR

O 5 BRI

T AW A £ /0, 3558 BT e i X Ja)

A 0-5000 5C B 5001-10000 5C C 10001-
15000 5 D 15000 JtLA I

QHE M EAR

BE AW A 2/, E e BT 11X (]

A 0-1000 JC B 1001-2000 & C 2001-3000 J©
D 3000 JCLL |

Jo SRR FEAE B . AT Tt [ O
e AL 23 A v A A X 67 T R A X E B e R
FR I I X S B i A TR A s, B T AE M
X 90% Lk I AHER A R 1A AL F 2000 I8 % 10000
JCHIIXTE], 70% LA b ANHE AR IR A AL T 3000 JT
%5000 LY IX ], RIE, XHelim s, Ao
BN LU —Fp o sCE B (5000 6 —ANXE] )
B 2 Ath 1) 356 % 2586 b T BE TR JIC oty , 25 o (O
A U R 22 R JRRSZ 5 T SR T Al B 4 DA B —
il 2B (1000 6K —AXE ), B4 iy ik
P2 H AL TR T, 25 5 i AR g R L
AP R Rz o LR A R . X5 R AT L ST
B, WA A ERE C R D BRI, I X B M A
I, WA gk PE A FI B B, £F 450
B, MAh, Nelson Al Morrison ( 2005 ) FEWFSE
B 22 T bR 0 X T A8 2 25 119 52 ) I H 3% 30 6
AN A TR R Tl =[S 2200 NN 51 B A T8
TZIa SR R 1R AT A B 2 BRIk B A A [H]
JEAZ B R A B

(2) B RME: B RHEN 3 4L
A, RIGEE A A A e 4 LIE g n e, s
i fEHE 11 222K, SGREME /3.2, 1SO-80, 1Ex5E
BT, H 15 A RZEA XA RS IR R LE R
PEAT A MW 5] J A DE S . UL 3R [, b AT

(C)1994-2023 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved.

gl EBLRCXT R R R Sh LR, O K 2
A XA TR L ZE R R i st ), DA< R oxt
Ivi) Ao S B A AS [ 3] L2 P R %) 3 0 s 1] G
57O BB R R AR, X TE— R
T DAHE B 1E 202 56 25 51 v ol e R [ M) L
B R A< B VLT (] 19 22 5 T = A i g, v dk B
AR AN o e AT 4 % Sk L B B AR e
SR AR, A R R AL B A A B X
PELEE B A 78 2247 P XS R s S 8, O o S
() 2247 0 B EAT T AL

Bar-Haim, Ziv, Lamy Il Hodes ( 2006 ) % Fi%
oA R 1 AR S R 3F T L U S 1% e e Al B [ A
[ o S B — X% AR -5 mALE F, e st
e “ARW-S 7 ALK A B EAL RS 22 5, AR
SRR AR A I AR bR o S50 25 S 3R B % 5L 50 A R
AR o AT X — e E X, WA [F 5
DU (98 3 A0 B i) 22 S A0 A A 00 i 47 1) 6 A o TS
st R . B VLR B RN /A,
BEFEMRLHEE AR (M=4.09) 8K TEMR
PR R (M=3.51), ¢t (16) =721, p<
0.01, MZtEUI MK R (M =3.92,
SD=0.24) %W F K FHEMNLER FEE (M =3.57,
SD=026) , t (17) =6.97, p<0.01, X458
BRI “RMmE” o BIATICE R S
L)L R A, JUAS [ 0 g 3 v S TR 1L
BTG R 2 R TR A5 R HERR T
T 5P O 2 1 Eopt R X L TR PR [R) 22 5
(AT REPE , [R]BGIE TR AN TR S L EE A
A E) 22 5 7 1 Sk ) A - s 1 A 8
214 XWERF

PR AL E BT B AL 80 em Zb MR F I, R
WURAE— U BRAE L, eS8, Itk
PRI ARACIE . BRIy . B2 HEE)
MR CBEPLAT I 20 45 984 32 59 P BT L 3R i
e s, 53 A 20 ARk 2 B EAT I B
Jashllsg ) 5 BEEEIR AR T 4 X LEE
F MR BE AL S22 B 4 R 9 . A X B e 2 B (]
10000 ms, ZERBIXAE B 7 2 LA il iy FORE
BF o A S2 50 35k FH % ) DXV 0 (8] Oy AR 30 48 A
A 6F T R A AS T S R A3 A SR — A 2% R
X (interest area, 1A ) , 1Al ‘nEHEE R, 1A2 F
NYERE A
22 HARER

2 (BHZERRSE: mvs. MK) x2 (B H%E
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Bl Y ovs. 2 PR R S 22 0T R,
BB RA ER AR, F(1,38) =0.79,
p>0.05; BRI FER RE, F(1,38) =649,
p <0.05,nm7=0.15; #E0x 5 £ B R (% 7 A ]
(M=3.84,8D=047) & & & TX &K i
AffE] (M=3.69,SD=038) . BIHEEMIH < B A
P BEAE R, F (1,38) =78.03,p<0.01,
N’ =027, #F— RSN LB B
PEARET, w5 % K R e ] (M = 3.54,
SD=0.29) BEMTENLZE R EFE (M=
3.90,SD=035) ,F (1,18) =23.84,p<0.01; 4%
PEEAE S E T, SOE S B A R (M=
4.13, SD = 0.43) W% Z T HEMN L ZE R I E
(M=348,SD=030) , F(1,18) =66.47,p<0.01,
23 SH5iTie

LR RS SR A A B A B A
IR (48 ) RN, 5Pk AT AR, Bl
R % YR s R4 B S A &)
ZAEAFTIR (&) BN AE, 5k EAT I
e, ORI 5 e . XX — 2 R R,
FATIN A, YRR H BIA 2 0 R,
SHELT SR B B RSB A A C
TAC, R B E . B A RN
A TR IR, bR ity 1 RT R R TG T A
BC s CiE B N AL, e BB B E R
Zo Bk, HERUGRE A S B A F R R
W2 R L %, X i T A T 90 % B AT
MBSy 52 10 A g JRURS: 3R 0 T S AT SR R X
TEMME 2R, W52, NSRS BN
PN Re & FEOEAX B A L % 1 s

i b, ARSLEHDT T B RN S A
S 2 B F2 TR SE T SRR R . AH Lotk AT
P S ey 52 i 25 AR AR M B R B2 A 8] B e
PR H 2 5 8O B M L %R 8
B, B ME ST S A O 2 L1, T Lok AT
PEFAAR IS O 22 55 7 S — BIERA X — [n] R,

30 SEE T oM BT AL HOR
i 22 F4) 52 Wieg

3.1 Kk
3.1 #i

PR O I R S8 —, SRpEH 40 44, Hop
F2 52 4R AT O B R A B B 4% 20 44 . 4T
BE26~35%, Hagt,

(C)1994-2023 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved.

312 EKWigIt

K R 3l 592 56 90 2078 58 o M BT L HOA ]
SN B S G Bl N 47 O e R AR 0 o i o S |
2 (MR, Bovs AK) x2 (B 3
vs. ) MIRA &I, BN A N AL &,
B R PRI 2 AR 1
3.1.3 RIS

(1) LB RHEE Sb ok

O BRI 2010 40— b E 3=
S A S A R R, BEMT TP E SR
RFXWTT 2=/ — AL WPAT R L 53%; RNEZ
CIERFLRERIET 2 (205 L 1) 2R A
PIASPEREAR I 5 46%, B ST 8 It e i v
MER. BAETEERBINERSITZRERY,
EHIEMOETFREM BT, 67% R4 e 1
FAERCEA . B, BEE MR GE S R ,
A TR M R G R R Y LL 2R A TE AN
B, AR R GE T4 R TE 19%-44% Z 1]

QL EEAFAL 2010 45— 10X} [H 3
S At SR A R R, BENT e
RN T 20— TG AT R 8%, A2
CIERFLRERIET & (205U 1) 2ARBA
B TELEAR A9 5 6%, H DL B850 o Jo i etk
MzES . BARTFEEREYER NS TR R
Wy, 7EHIEMOR FRE BT, BA 17% &%
WEZTFIFAERC A, o, BRIz
BRI, (HA A SRS X R B
) LR ISR W 3G, S [RD 3T 0 et 45 SR
T 4%-9% Z[H]

EAMEUE, W NETT N Cextra-marital
affairs ) . B (sexual infidelity ) . 35 E 1y
AFF ( paternal discrepancy ) Je& T 519 56 By AN
WE L% (Buss, 1996) o Bk, ZHEMERIS
I BRI =R R, SRR ENE AR
fIRH, ACSE B ANHfh e PR, BB 2o PR BEAT AN
L2 AP T(T R 2 U e o 7 S =] A B = 4
AW E TR, BB Lot AT LA R . TS A
95 T SEYG MR A RPE, BRI MEGE - FE 4 R
BESE WD ANE R s MR G TR FER K5 A 43 5]
Xp A Ftos CUSAMETT R L “ R R
CATEBARANAT =0 LG 0 R A T A
iR Sz CLMEEMIHEAR” RS
P, 2 “arEmiidos” 3 s et U
AP T XS5 R SE 5 2
R BT A 08 S L M BRI R 22 5 .
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(2) B MR RS —.
314 ZBERF

BUR WAL AE B TS ALBE 4% 80 em AL RS T I,
AR — S U BFE B, PRRRSR AN S, JF AT
SLAR R AR IE . BARSEI AR Ty HE R A
AR CBENLAMIC 20 44 k45 32 Lot B i 3 s
e BRI, D34 20 24 w4 52 2 AT L IR
Fa sl ) 5 BEJE 2B N MR (RS —)
32 &R

2 (LHEEAMH: ®ovs. ML) x2 (BE R
e B ovs. ) BRSO 25 50 A R
W EMEAN ERN AR ZE, F(1,38) =1.64,
p>0.05; WA ESN BE, F(O1,38) =
81.26, p <0.01, 1> =0.28; B xf L& Fr 1Y i3 AL
] (M=3.64,SD=031) BEKFXFEE YT
M (M=331,8D=0.25) ; ZHERLH < K
MM EEHEE, F(1,38) =18.99,p<
0.01, 0’ =0.13, . YRR R, Bl
BEZRE T nE (M=3.44,SD=0.25) BF/VTIE
ML - R ] (M=3.61,SD=0.25) , F (1,
18) =13.43,p<0.01; H[LMEEMLH R, #ok
HEBZE R fRfE (M=3.18,SD=0.18) &/
FHEMR LK R atE (M=3.67,SD=0.36) ,
F(1,18) =82.33,p<0.01, B &Ik M
E A, BRI L . BeAh, DL
e ACR LN e R A D N IR (ke
Pl 2 R W debn, SR AW, E LB
E AN LRz R (My — My =0.48, SD =
0.30) Wb m T oM BEATOL RS T 1 2 £ 0w %
FERE (My — Mg =0.17,SD=0.11) , ¢ (38) =
436, p<0.01,
33 S5t

R (1) TEARFZ AL &
T, BRI B L Z W E; (2) Bl
AT A 0 0 sl i b BRAs il 2 & % R
TR o 3 3 B L AT AR AR A AR Y AR B
SR %, R Y A AT AR, SRR SA R
X 2 % W L OF R L B S A 2 ) S
[on] BT S 56 A E A B, A 5T R M S R AR
PR 2 OC R B 2 PR AE R 2 v A A s AR
PRAEMEE SO, SERARLAS B B R RN S . TG
W MBS AL, s sz B # e S A
R PR C R AT EREF LR E, HiL
PR B 2T 2otk BT LSRR LUAR I, Bt

(C)1994-2023 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved.

PRI L 2 % o R R Lot A ny 9
L X AR . P, otk AT
1 SR A 1R R I OR B O 2 1) B %, B
L, RO AT AT X
P B 2 e R B g

4 BiTie

B ANRE I — A HEERE, RHET
IRIR S A SRIE B RIS, BUAF AR 38 2 il o) Ay
AR R, DU ) C R S8 AR AE RN 3R
W6 PR A7 o S5 T 11 T 2% B4R SR 1 Al o2 R N 2% 5
fE—E R JE LR AL I Y 45 2R (Buss, 1994)
PR £ PR LR A 22 A AUAE N B SR,
2B YRR WA L, M5 2 A X
CHZ B2 s . S AR, Y5
SR LN B AE LRI G, BV 258
YA B W EEE A, A R s S 20t
A 14 AC B ) s 2 55 7% ( Mueller, 1993; Freese &
Powell, 1999) , MERZWF FHA, HEZGHAE
H T % ( Magnuson, Bodin, & Montgomery, 2007 )
MR Trivers Al Willard (1973 ) % T H 0T
AFREMRMHEEAERMZESME, et Ed
JE AR BT AR g . I, SEAC SR s B TR K
i 25 okt g AR B BT LS, I X AS [A]4
) F AR AN [R] g # 9%, DAT DR AIE H AT 2R 1Y)
R, HERAIFEFEEHTRSAEFTES
B, IR B ZARTE 2805 BRI Z w) AT AR
SEFEZ A, P LM 28T, Ko
A= & 55 % 0] Be TH G TS vk B R MR R U, TR
BN 27 A R E Fom MG . ARSI
SCH— R, HOEAOAH B C WA B Z IR,
BYEBEATHAT LUK, 2 s 55T 25 400 f 2%
B, M, RN B SR B DR,
BYEEAT A AGRRI, 72 DA 5T 2B 18w
B, BT 4%, RAVAN, AEREs
s S X6 B S A 85 A D R R X AN [m] M il - 4
M % o X — 45 35 DLW o Bl i S 96 45 R —
#( (Baetaetal., 2012; Ryan etal., 2012) .

E A7 B 5T 32 B O W U5 6 P 1) L 5 M 1]
F e, ABAR A W 9T O T 2 M B AT )
B, mTH MMM AERES, FELETLE
SrAMEHCSEMRMCER, BIEEE SO0k E
£ (' maternity certainty ) ; 1M 5 P WU TAT I TG ¥ 56 42
HEFRSHCWESZCRNEEE, WACFESH
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HAHHE P ( paternity uncertainty ) ( Chrastil, Getz,
Euler, & Starks, 2006; Pollet, Nettle, & Nelissen,
2006 ) » MERTHLAEE, # B AN | O
PRI 5 AR B8, A AT R X A 8 5 B R A &
T et 5 2 LLsh W) ok, 5 A e sh i)
X R M E s R L, SRR 5T R WO 2t
KRZHAK, Xa]aEd R REBCEF RRAMH T
X BT S IR Z B E A IR 22— T
NZEF AT SR A K DA BE 0T, 7 1 4 ) 5 4R
X F AR B0 i — e sh A, IR R K
s R BRI R . HIL, AZRC LdE b — 2.
PRI S 0 XoF A2 2% B Oy O AN B o M, B o 23 i
T 22 L5 A S AR B A RISk Hi i A 2 B 1 1Y) 1
FEAE, DT B2 L AR5 0 2 AR B ( Bressan,
2002) , 34k, AR R B IR E B A G
FERIEB WY T SRR, B2
Al LIRS ACE B IR e PR, PRI B 38 1 5 S
MR BB R EAOCR MELI 2, B
TEFBFR AT e R R Ay, LRy, ZER (Eie®
) T AACEAT R R, S ) T e
Z, WRBEMETR R E R IMUR AT RS H K
AATAT RGO &R, LA ] DUw o 5 9 AR
MRS KR, L a5 R, Gl R A
FE M AETEAETERT, R L%, X Fh
ANiff o R v, DT L 2 ) 2 R

Zi b, SEGBEPEPIE (kin selection theory ) 1A
AL, AR E ST ) (reproduction success ) ELFE P
ARGy BB, I A SR H O B
T BT 2% C R SR NGB A O A
TS 0 1 SR SR A B T AR (R & AR IS B B Cimclusive
Sitness ), X S A i R BT L) R A AL O B
#4845 (Hamilton, 1964) o ABFFE KAL)
il A et AVS = P 7 N K 1 PSR AW O S g v
K fife BRI O % o BB TS A 0 A % T TR R AR
%, AL Trivers-Willard {12 RS 2] T A5 0
R, B — SR A SRR IR R R T
W (R, RS, KT, 2013) , AT
SCYR L R AE —E FEE L UL Trivers-Willard {2 1% /2
i TR A 1) O %2 1) P B B AR 2 — o

5 258

(1) AR BRGNS EERRZ—, %
ARBE IR B0 52 Wik 90 Ml 2 o BE R T I, i 22 5
PIRAG BB =0, 2w rRfC. (2) fER

(C)1994-2023 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved.

AR EER IR —, RS AT E
52 0 P O 22 o SR AR AR 7S A 0K B 3 A7 TE A B
SEPES 2 LR AR, IR LB e A 2 i A 0% B
D AN PR g, O P e R i 22 R 7 o

2 £ x

ST, AR/NEE, IR (2013). HHBEBCH IR S HELOBEE R BLA.
DFEFLFVERE, 21, 2082-2090.
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The Reproduction Advantage of Different Sex Influences Sex Preference:
Evidence From Eye Movements

LIU Yi, JIAO Jiangli, WEN Suxia

(The Department of Psychology, Xinjiang Normal University; The Key Laboratory of Mental Development and Learning Science,

Xinjiang Normal University, Urumqi  830017)

Abstract

From the perspective of evolutionary psychology, sex preference is adaptive. Humans adjust sex ratio and sex investment to

maximize themselves' reproduction. Our study focused on the effects of sex preference with different sex reproductive advantage.

Study 1, we manipulated the levels of male reproductive advantage by cuing participants that they had different amount of

resource(money) and found that: participants preferred male offspring to female offspring when male reproductive advantage was

high, yet preferred female offspring more than male offspring when male reproductive advantage was low. Study 2, we manipulated

the levels of female reproductive advantage by cuing participants that the current sexual relationships were stable or unstable and the

paternity uncertainty were low or high and found that: the degree of girls preference (the fixation time that participants gazed at girls

minus that at boys) was stronger when the female reproductive advantage was high than the female reproductive advantage was low.

These studies suggested which sex of offspring that parents prefer to are uncertain, it dues to which sex of offspring has more fittest.

Key words sex preference, reproduction advantage, paternity uncertainty, Trivers-Willard hypothesis.
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