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HEZESEON? EEIPNLON?
— BB IR DAL LB A FIE I A L ¥ 2 — —

R ¥ B —

L ®IC

BERAER & Vo RMBITENI S EIC AL DTHY, bivbhidoH

HIZBWVWTh o L b EELZMENVEOTH L, TRWR, EDXI R ANYE
HELZBBRO/S— b F—E LTREREDODE V) L, 2T 22MET
EERWET—~ L LTEDST SN TWhH, LBV, /A= hF—
RIROELBEL 2 25 NETORMEE LT, BHITHEWRAOWFEDOHA 4D
HCHlb N C & 72 (Bersheid & Walster, 1978)s S E T, JHetk, #Jntk, i
P FOE, A L v o 7o NGRENS B 2 MDY, Zn i N %
EDEIITHET B0 &) BLEL OWEATTON T E 7, EAE, B MO
DWW T OMELFRIY R BLEAHEA (Barkow, Cosmides, & Tooby, 1992), & F X7
DEL X ) = X ADSEAL L EIS D FFC & & D7z X 0K E BB a0 THFZE
éh%;im&ofwéoxvel—ﬁu.;oLtﬁﬂuﬂ 27 7 a—F
W2h DW= b —BIRO M & WG L 7P 582 B3 %,

ELOEEN 7 I’ O0—F

HEGLEEWT 70— F T, BEROBRBRLEREL FEC, bhbhold
B L o TIRAESLN TEZZEMET B0 HALOMEEZ R THADDRDbIIZ
ZFHEANIZEEMEE OIF AL, BIETOBEENRICL - DFE5TH L) R
bbb oA} S &2 EEZ oL EZ N D, AHARMIZL L
OLEGETIE, HOORETFEEEORBTEHEAET 2 LIk > THRIETD
BRZIT)o L7AoT, HOBWEIET 2> RUEZRBELTHIETK
WRICBT 2BIEFOBMISEIX LA T LI LIk b, T, BOTORELZIT
IEIZBNTIE, FAZLTMEEETOERLED T OAEFRPEMERERE L
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H95. Z00, SEBEFRIZHFDL, Bl L ToBE %M EE20
BELTHIEN, BETFEINSL, IVMECKETI IR o2t %
ZbNbo € bDEYIRIINAOL K EREVPUELMIB VT, 20
BUIFIREVE VR D, b L, BUAREUI B CHIEAERY B O %Fl1 (e.g.,
Bhine)), BETOH, BERROAE, HELTOREE) X2V TOFHH
DAL 2D THIE, ) Voo lFikE D F FA L CREE BN
BEAERMEZRY, BHIZIVZLOBETFERLZETHS I,
HEALDHZEN T 70— F O b A5 L, BURE ORI L v A, F
FATREZR T30 01CH LDV H & L COB O & 3 P g o &
LCMRDBIENTEL, ZITIE, EDL) BT30S EE L B LT
WO, BB ATLARIILOETHERBOMENED L) Rig#r RITL
TWALOM, DRUONOHHE - BHD Y AT AR ERIEAE D X 512
HELTwb0h, Loz Emhiiiokmt b,

BISEDFNHY

N ETE L OWFEDE B TAIARSE L W EDILMENIAE S HRERE
I LT &7 (eg., Berscheid & Reis, 1998; Cunningham, Roberts, Barbee, Druen,
& Wu, 1995; Jones & Hill, 1993; Langlois, Kalakanis, Rubenstein, Larson, Hallam,
& Smoot, 2000)e HEALFRN R EBLEAHE, bIvbivdsd 2 F RIS ZEL W
ERELTEDINDLDR, TRPBISEDRHSEHOLTHYTHLDLEER
SN bo LHRMIFELE M) DB 2 R o 7298132 & IS A& DIERMD
M&ERTVEHOREICIHT 2MIEIELIEL Tbde TNETOWFRET, (1) &
Rk, ) 39t ) MR (BN - ) Lo TSI HREON
BANET) DRI 2B 5 2 EAUR SN T & 72 (for reviews, see Rohdes, 2006;
Thornhill & Gangéslad, 1999).

ANNN

(1) FFRME
RO IRIZB O TH LD W S & (Fluctuating Asymmetry) 23 7%\ 2 &
&, R - BRIEN A EENCN T AISEDRENLEDH HD L T kL
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fEfES, IHRANOEITI L Vo 72 L ODIREETH Y (Mgller, 1997; Thornhill &
Mgller, 1997), EfETDOBER S Z/RTFE % 5 (Mgller & Swaddle, 1997)o B
DL & DBHNWTZIIZIEOHBED RN DL ZENHNOENT VS0 (eg.,
Grammer & Thornhill, 1994; Penton-Voak, Jones, Little, Baker, Tiddeman, Burt, &
Perrett, 2001; Perrett, Burt, Penton-Voak, Lee, Rowland, & Edwards, 1999; Rhodes,
Proffitt, Grady, & Sumich, 1998; Scheib, Gangestad, & Thornhill, 1999), ¥4, Z9
L7 B2 I~ ORI S OB LT D Z 7RI T
% (Jones, Little, Penton-Voak, Tiddeman, Burt, & Perrett, 2001; Rhodes, Yoshikawa,

Palermo, Simmons, Peters, Lee, Halberstadt, & Crawford, 2007)o

(2) Ft

WhWwn [FHEE] 2NN LRI S DIk, JHEEMARIC L 2 EF AR A
ERIINTHEIMNOMEEDHODbTDLEZOLNTV D, BEFOFYH
WCEVHOREIERNSHEICHEL TBY, TRESEIERBRIIK
THHMEMNEEERT 5, 2070, HENEHMEL R %P9 %EOR
B AYE I & - S D (Thornhill & Gangestad, 1993)e E—7 4 ¥ 72X D
BoOBEREZEHRLETIE, XVELoBEZANT 5138, I 0BHNZR
BRIZ 72 5 &\ ) #E 3D S 72 (Langlois, Roggman, 1990; Langlois, Roggman, &
Musselman, 1994; Little & Hancock, 2002), F72, I ¥ a2 — 4% CTEYEHNR S F
SRR ZVEREER L2 TR, FHEOE B HIOE S LEEL
T\ 72 (Rhodes & Tremewan, 1996), =9 L7zEADFIGNE L)) & o B#IE, &R
MLOFEEZTRE L CTHWAIZEICB W T ISR ST 5 (Light,
Hollandar, & Kayra-Stuart, 1981),

(3) ZRMER (B - Zoitd)

— IS, BRI RET S ORI EZ B Ll 22 H 5.
DG FH S EORFEUE I L 720281233 W T (Cunningham, 1986; Jones &
Hill, 1993), E—7 14 ¥ 7 & ) BHOBEEE 2 4% L 72028258V TH (Perrett,

Lee, Penton-Voak, Rowland, Yoshikawa, Burt, Henzi, Castles, & Akamatsu, 1998),
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MR OS2 NS5 2 EDRENT VD, TNHDFERIZ
LEDEGRET) L OBE, SHMEN T2, KERVEVOIZ b Y V)8
EOCPEIZ E RN BB BE L TWAENAA SN S Z &5 5 (Law Smith,
Perrett, Jones, Cornwell, Moore, Feinberg, Boothroyd, Durrani, Stirrat, Whiten,
Pitman, & Hillier, 2006), ZYEMZ2EHOFFBEUI T3 % BRI 2 > T b T &
DFEPPN ERo>TEY, 20BN SEHWEFMINLEEZOND
(Barber, 1995; Manning, Scutt, Whitehouse, & Leinster, 1997)o

=0, WX BEDITFRIZOWTIE, BUMLELLOBE2 TGS
% WE%E b & 1 X (e.g., DeBruine, Jones, Little, Boothroyd, Perrett, Penton-Voak,
Cooper, Penke, Feinberg, & Tiddeman, 2006; Grammer & Thornhill, 1994), ZCH4:#)
BHSLHEOBREA L LT HW%EL H Y (e.g., Little & Hancock 2002; Perrett et
al., 1998; Rhodes, Hickford, & Jeffery, 2000), — & L7z Fd SN T,
R ORIV TIE, BHIZHEMFVE Y & QEkkiE L OB 53 S
TWao RERZIHT 2EMEZFOBERVESOTF AP AT O DL 0T
EW N 2 4B AY 583 # T % (Penton-Voak, & Chen, 2004)s SO L2 5, i
BREDNY T4 F 1y TERBTPLAV, FREHERT LI EDRIEHRED
REDT Y=Ll (Zahavi & Zahavi, 1997), 84L& L TOMINTO %D > T
WHEEZ LN TV, BEDERIZOWTIE, WHENRIFHEHE L TR
B DB SHIANTRETH 50 BUEM RIS BIEN 2 E O R S 2Ry
LD LT, TN GEBIIEFTEEII W TOHmE T oLE 216N
TWh,

BOWEMENR

Z L OPWIZBNTH AL X AE G EROIZIERITEEIIZE VA A SN
Bo HFICHMBGEETHNIZHIC LI ST RSN EEZ NI END
AP 2 BRI E 1382 5, MERIC B 2w 2 AT 89 0 ED
DIFKDOFFEDHEM SN 20 ZDHHVEDDOWIK, #RUZHD LIk &
PR E V9 (Darwin, 1871)0 Trivers (1972) & [HlOFE G| 12X > T
KD SR ENDL A D Z X LZOWTH LT D,
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BOTE [FOHIEOTDITBALEOERIRE S 2 YRS LT ) #BE1T
B3] LEFRSN D, —BRICHOBERICINEIDHY, ZLLOMETIR
AZADFE DL MEINNZ D Do+ ADEMRF-HRRER & AENHEA S 7% 2 55
FTHHOIZH LT, A ADORMFILEEGHE iR DS H I LI K250
EEATINFTH D0, IR EDOER T TICRERMENALNS, b
MR EGMFBTIE, A ADII) YR - Wi - B L) A2 2 L
Mo, FALAADTERDFENIELIZEA ST &1l %o Trivers (1972, 1985)
EMEHER OB DZEDK EVIT LMK ORI L TR L Tnd. HE
CHEDGDH LG, WHOWDE ) —HOMI L > THELEMERE 25
728, FARINCHE AL NI OMAT L DT ) A 2TV, AR RIS
WEEOL\WIT) OSSR TRIPEN Tl S e Filsn
% (Bateman, 1948),

TERDEZNT) OMIC L 2B IFAE, BMHIT 2R IFA LW ET
HEUBBIVPKENWT L, BOFARETEIEICELFENRENT E DM
Lo THL S, RINNARMEBGRERS, BErL0RFREEYTHE
BT, B 4% R L5, MRS HEIZ X > TURIZHE
BEEmDL L A UMEDITZI DL DB TDH 5 (e.g., Kenrick, Sadalla, Groth, &
Trost, 1990; Kurzban & Weeden, 2005; Regan & Berscheid, 1997), 7z, ZcthidfH
FRERICAMD L) LT 5700, PHOMEEHIICEW CERAHARS R
N & BERIZIRIE D {25 5 Z E DS LTV A (Grammer, Kruck, Juette,
& Fink, 2000)0 BROMEAEH ZBEE L2 &, BT LE R Tw

ZIEREIC AN D S E DT EDD, KUDHFICHLEFF> T iy
9 M A D & L 13 L > (Place, Todd, Penke, & Asendorpf, 2009),

ECi&RE DIF A D=

PR & B OB PG IR M E OF BT 2% E TFT 2, e bDX)
CAADEF AL T HMICBVTIE, A ADRMHE & LToMifii&iR% 52
BT LHRDEMEL T Do D70, WHEDTRBE L REBHE, HEOR
HHRZ OMBEMIEREL 2 2R L Vo P EREI LD EEZ SN
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bo =77, FADEFEMIEIZERRETI DI B A ANOHTIZ L > THIR S 1
%728 (Symons, 1979; Williams, 1975), * A DL & LT O3 2 D %Gl BE
NEBEL TV, L7z C, BUAFEME 8RBT, o)
DESEDHODTHES, BES, FERUBHIL VS EEPEREIC LD EER
Y

THLAFRICDH LD&, Buss (1989) I3FLEFE DIFAIZHBIT BEEZEIZOWT
B LT b, REE 37 OXET 10,047 Ae b RIS 24T o 7258, &
FEELLTHL T, BMELZRIRT BB EIIHF R SR HEH
hEEHRL, ZHEEHFORENPHAMIEERT 2L RBsh
7z (Buss, 1989)e T &9 ik & BloPEBGHIC L 27 & —F L - MEm
X, ZDHDBE L DIEFENIEIC L - THIF ST WA (for reviews, see Feingold,
1990, 1992), 72k Z1X, 7 AV A OERAHHA (National Survey of Families and
Households) D7 —% % H LI L7-WFZETIE, 46, AFL #E&RELz LS
FRBEOMEAI A& 5 3 (Sprecher, Sullivan, & Hatfield, 1994), =9 L7z f#ix %«
PO SREFIAL DTN AT BV T O ED B % 72 (Townsend, 1989)0

REARCHR & AR HAECS

BLE DIF RSB BRI, AV 2T - £y 7 A% L O BG &
NG, BERHIBL VS LRI ZHERICOVCTHERLIBICLIE L2 5,
FMIRCHE & AR & TR EOBRIUT BN CERT 2B R 2> THY
(Buss & Schmitt, 1993; Gangestad & Simpson, 2000; Li & Kenrick, 2006), & V) i1F
TAENE RIS S & DWW THEIE IR D &\ bt Tw b (Gangestad & Simpson,
2000) ZeMENE, B S OBEFEREVEE L 7 5 RINRMOSRIZB W T
MFOMHSREFWAZEB L (Li & Kenrick, 2006), FKELF~DII v b
AV MR BHDS (Bereczkei, Voros, Gal, & Bernath, 1997), B> 5 DEEFEH
FeWREL 2w (B2 cE V) ERMOIRICBWTIZBELE R
U &9 ICHIF 0 F R % TS 2 623 % (Gangestad & Simpson, 2000;
Kenrick, Groth, Trost, & Sadalla, 1993; Li & Kenrick, 2006)o J=IBLHHO TR T
FEDPERT B & VI FHRIE, B RO A i) AR ORI AR ARI
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BUWTHRENTW S (Fletcher, Tither, O’Loughlin, Friesen, & Overall, 2004).

BB LR BRI E R > TwE ZLITEETFOERS R
AT 50, BELTOBRRIIOWCTREGLAIT T4 ThliiE 5%, EE
12, BERBIORCBEIEFTECERLTRES PRI EAHE ST
% (Waynforth, 1999), BHEEMZF b % L7z BHEIE, LN LELHE L
BULYHEHRME I TESVEL, I3y PLRINZBEMREETE
&K\ (Boothroyd, Jones, Burt, DeBruine, & Perrett, 2008). %7z, E—7 4
Y Lo THEED RS SN/ BUOBEEIL, [ XWiHl] Johnston, Hagel,
Franklin, Fink, & Grammer, 2001) % [#i& L COEE | (Perrett et al. 1998) & \r o
72RTTIZB VTR FH S MBI A D o 720 KIEITERTF O & EiFzfeft
FTHEBLOMN —FF7ICERLTHEY, EH5%BRT 0% EMEDITRIC
Lo TEZ TS EEZ LD (Gangestad & Simpson, 2000)o

TH LML= 470, KB 2BHOBIT§ 2 U A 0fE R
PRI L o TREoTWBILIZHHEL TWELERZ LN L, W29 D
Fze T, RMECHEOMTL U CEHIET 25 813 R M 2L 6 DB & 1 4
(Waynforth, Delwadia, & Camm, 2005), £IFAEOAHTF & L TRl § 235612
MR BN S OB % 1T (Little, Jones, Penton-Voak, Burt, & Perrett, 2002;
Scheib, 2001) T &ATREN TV %, F7z, A% b LIIEIROW RelE % 3
WL, BUROBIIE T HIFADELZME LR TIE, kO W Rtk 7%
W 2 B 2 AL B 2 3 G I AT S 72 A%, IERUR O T REME 23R W R
2% & X0 BN BRI & 9124246 L Tz (Johnston et al., 2001; Penton-
Voak & Perrett, 2000; Penton-Voak, Perrett, Castles, Burt, Kobayashi, Murray, &
Minamisawa, 1999)o & 512, FIREZR ORI OLMEI D b, MMEOx
HEZMEEOLEL Y b, BUMREHICH T 2FAPTENE W) HEDL D
% (Little, Saxton, Roberts, Jones, DeBruine, Vukovic, Perrett, Feinberg, & Chenore,

2010; Vukovic, Jones, DeBruine, Little, Feinberg, & Welling, 2009).

DEFEEZDEICHZED
BUELMDH VIZZH LN LAMEE DUIFADENE, TZNOMEAEH
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BRROTO L ZAIB TR LERME AR L TS0 E L T
5o BUEDOERRI) I KN OERRENARAF L T 2720, B2 EEE %
ARG BTN L0 b TR BN 2 5o TR A KR RAEZ LWL
% ho KR, LIS E > TEBEED S OFF IR E ORIE DR R I E % b
T57:0, Ll b TOREVPWRL 2272 0O&RZRMETE 2B %E
WEELTRAZLDEETH D,

SR )T oA SRR ILAL & v o 728V, AR RIS B o il 2 3R )
FT5720D7 4N & LT (Townsend, 1993; Townsend & Wasserman, 1998)o
Thabb, INLOBLEFMFICBCTERKELBZ TV RMEZTAH, &
EWRBEHEL L CEOHROFMON R L %D, KFEAENRE LAERT
2, BEHEHFOEENEZ, KEIHFOHSEFOMMZ, ThZh
REAF LD 9 B 0289 hOHWHIAE - TV 72 (Townsend, 1993; Townsend &
Wasserman, 1998), =9 L7zZRAKEEIX /2L TCWANE ) DDEETHY, —
EDOFRKMEZ R 7-HRIIIRHEE L LTOE T LIS RITTHBIRNS R
% (Li, Bailey, Kenrick, & Linsenmeier, 2002)o € 1L-EILOIFPEIZ B\ THIGM 7%

HHE2 T o 7 AR L LColE iy k& Cibieds, SFI 3t
HEFEORELZNU EONE L TRBNIIEIZASN LD o7 (Liet al.,
2002)0 ZNHDFERIE, BROMELERRBEIIGU TRESNLGSEEE L
S & o TETEBUR A 2SBRINZEHIE S 2 &) BISTRIRREIE 7 I
Lo THREEND (Miller & Todd, 1998),

BEORME RIUIKFR RO &9 BIERCH SR RE 2 &AL~ v F
YT LERINTITbN S 2 e 0wz, 9 Lz BESA8HE b4 2
LIFHEN Ve BT RFEADT DIV D DIEHE TR 22 T REFAET
HY, HEALWEO T LY ICEA %L EDHES LFEEL EOIANRAD 5 [FH
WHUEFCDLTHH Yo TDX)HRIRWTIE, B0DTEHAIIEE) R4 SRR T
WALZEE R L) T &3 nwEEZ 55 (Liet al, 2002), FBE, Bl OWF

KT 2ZNETOMETIE, ShOOHHEOEREIFRIELE S E
N, W OO TS 2 {The b L TRICEIMNLZELE
7572 (e.g., Buss, 1989; Powers, 1971).
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ZhTl, HEORMERINTIZED L) REHESERSNLDTH S ) h
INFETOMRTIEERT HIFEOUEIEEIEE > TELD, Z20—KT
B DR T AR E DIFAICIE—ET 5L ALV E LIRS h
Tw5 (Bixler, 1989), FRH DIFAIZIHT 5 2 h T TOWETIR, BiEicsw
THEMEITBWTH, BEIT, BWREDPDHY, MWTHD I LM EFEL LT
bolbEELERNE LTHEIT S (Buss, 1989; Buss & Barnes, 1986), & < IZ&
HRMOMTFLRABEIZI LR T4 TR8=VF U T 1 fhic k&%
AN 2TV 72 (Buss & Schmitt, 1993)o LE4AFTH 5 FARNET 04t 45
BEFEWIAL S —E Ll L ThIUE, BHEL LMD TE L7272 REE 2
A AR SIS (Li et al,, 2002)0 AL & S FEMEFOEH & L THIL
SHREREINDZOE, TNDRE L RMWBROMFFICRELEFST L0
£# z Litd (Buss & Barnes, 1986). bitbiud [FEHT] LW IH MO H 5
B LV SIS AR LTI Mo B & & 2R &) B gk & o B 2 s
HELTUFOLHIMLLTELLEZ SN,

AoiBE RN DE (Mate-Choice Copying)

AZDRAEE L L COBEPBRENRFDD) TEDFHITE L0180 L
T, RUEMBOXIRIZEIT 24 ZA0ORMEE L TOREIIFFMT A2 EHLY
#EL > (Roberts & Little, 2008) A A DEREEIRTIX, + ADOBRIIHT 53
IV AV MREFRREHE T 2EEE A2 Tldh b, AAED
9 L 7 PR3 7 5 S RS e A3 2 7 0D D ik & ek S & C & 72 (Eva & Wood,
2006)c % < DEIWIIHB VT, A ZADMUOD A A2 L BEHHZBIROBE RIS &
DWTATLLORME L EINTL2HLPEREINT L, HEAADVDH D
F 2 ZBEE & UCRIRT 2HER1E, 2NDENCZ 0+ 22 2 212k - T
BTN TG IEEIN L, I TW A3 5 (Pruett-Jones,
1992)0 =9 L7zBigud [HLBHE FEIROFE | (Mate-Choice Copying) & IFiEHh,
INFTBHITAHCEBHICBWTHE ST X7 (for reviews, see Dugatkin,
1992, 1996a)o

B RIROBMHIL, BB E RIS 5 3 2 b ol & 50 ok & v
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IHEVIZHHMER TIE v 2 2O THEILL TE2EE X 5N T W5 (Gibson
& Hoglund, 1992; Wade & Pruett-Jones, 1990), BLEBIRO 7O 212138 FE
FRIAAMPEZONDL, b 21, ARZEFRIERZ2THAZ#R
N H A%, KELTL AMBOF A% AT 5 OIIEHE & = 3oL F—28
PETH L, DA ZDORMITH 2 BILEL, ThEffissceT, )Lk
BB EBIUC A0 T A D&M 5 2 L AT E % (Pomiankowski 1987; Reynolds
&Gm$w%kit AADHT o T2 O PRI R L T 5 74 EOHLH

THENRME OB E AT 2By —2 R LT WAL, LYE
FEOAZDEIREFBMS A2 & THRPITOMALEIX S Z &£ T&E S (Danchin,
Giraldeau, Valone, & Wagner, 2004; Nordell & Valone, 1998), FiH# 3R D23
AR M AR BR O B BEVARAT L 72 WME T do 2 1T REME AT { D A DI FE TR I
SN TV 5 (e.g., Dugatkin, 1996b; Dugatkin & Godin, 1993; Vukomanovic & Rodd,
2007)o

HEHIERICH & D CEBEER
PR, B IR e P OERMEEIROBEE LM Tdh 5 Z L AVRER
ENTWw5b (eg., Dugatkin, 2000)o S E O BIF2BEAMREIK - HiFFT 22 &
BTEDLILERT O EBHREAR Y IV, EBIZZD XD RlKRE R -
TVt W EFIMAR SR NWTHA ), BUHEOBEEETT T 4 —VEERL
TN %GR S8 Tl HREEAS [BE] & %o T2, [y ]
k&ofwé%ﬁibé%ﬁMkﬂM§ht@m&wmdm%kk%@%ﬁ
W23 BRI A O L VEDTEIE X » Tg# a2 5 2 L 2R L7:F%E
o BlEOERELEZOPUO ) ML EDOEE AN ERL2HZETIE, K
HEAVWEA TV DAL, REPEERELSE LD B2 < FF
fili €272 (Jones, DeBruine, Little, Burriss, & Feinberg, 2007)s F 72, ZEAHF%
BEL TR BRLZOMEERBIOC 7 Wgs BRLAHIEICBNTS, X
A SIFREEZ LT STV 2P OB L T 72 (Place, Todd, Penke, &
Asendorpf, 2010)0 ZZPEDT—HHT WV D & W) IR, — R RS oE S &
B BEMEDEL TV D, BRI EN TV EEEI2IE, —ATWS



39
AP INCwEL0Y, BEELTIVEFLWEFMENS
{25 572 (Hill & Buss, 2008)o

CDEHIELDIETE MIBWTHERMERBIROBMAAR SN D Z L
RENTVDED, ZO—THEMRIRSIRIEIN T L, 722 K
PSR DR IF O L) [RIETRIAI A ] (Dugatkin, 2000; Knight, 2000) 2
DONWTERE TOMEMERT %V CORE LTI, Susisins L <
VB EFEIETR A L COARWEEOH W SIIIEEE SN IZEDS AR S
72272 (Uller & Johansson, 2003)e G-EHIH Z IV 7-WIZEIC B WTE, ¥—
7y FOPHERB O E R T RO A IR E RIZL T i ol
(Milonoff, Nummi, Nummi, & Pienmunne, 2007)o

INOLDOHEMZFERIE, & FORM Y AT AEITHIZE CRUBE BN OB
WABLREEIN TV RHOZNLIZRL DI EFF > T A LIGRNT 2 L%
ZAONTWh, O 25 41213, FABDOWAIH (Mating Skewness) 7%
NEL, BHEBTARMEEOFEIESDEN LRV V) FEHAH D, K
SEOBUDEFED ) HICHEE 2155 LASTE 5728 (Price & Vandenberg,
1980), B OF M2 TR R LRI 21T ) 72D D155 G [EHAHE 5
NV DOTH 5 (Vakirtzis & Robert, 2009)e D & 9 ZELH Y A 57 A 12B VT
1, B OBUEE AFEO EhM S 2 I B o REE & ootk & DAL
DAEVPHEZE DL EEZ HN D (Uller & Johansson, 2003; Vakirtzis & Roberts,
2009; Waynforth, 2007)o HESE N LML —Hlwb AR RBLAXK
L, ZoBU2 I VEHNTH D EFMT S L1275 (Litde, Burriss, Jones,
DeBruine, & Caldwell, 2008; Waynforth, 2007), < ® B4 & B2 BFR % o
ZEANDBLBEL DI EATRENTWS (Yorzinski & Platt, 2010)s =5 L7
EFER RS R PE S 2 FPEAUE RO E 2 &5 GEIR%E Mate Quality Bias &
L CRBIS 2 3285H 3 %A (Vakiritzis & Roberts, 2009), Fi i 5@ IN o & A
HANEFRE A D = XL TH 2D EOHMBH 5 (Witte & Godin, 2010)0

HEMEWTH L MIBWTIE, BEHEOBISERLT Yy 72ELT, hE D
BRI OV TORSIIERAIFIA SN D, L DEEVRIR L EBEDOE
BORWIDOWTH VL ERFF>TEY, HTFOLEREIZOWTOR-EIE
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WA ENEE LCOBIOFHTR /8= F ) 7 14 850w 2 ITT 2
74

ARSI N TS (REF, 201000 SNF TR/ 8= F Y T 1 FEE O
DOREDVHERR SN CE A RMRRE LTid, BAOFE (K¥ - £2 - B
#r, 2003, 2004), ZEEEHEBOAM G - K¥, 2008), KL 7z Rk
(£ - KB, 2008), AV LHIORS EBADWRWIIHoOES (K,
2010; RE - F R, 2007, 2009, 2010) &V o/zb DA H b, —HEDFFFET,
ﬂ%#%ﬁk&bf&dn,%@%%ﬁﬁﬁ%LtA%u,ﬁ?%47&%m
""" 2V, FRICHBAL LTRRINR T W EARENT, €0—HT, B
AR ERMNE OBIRAERE LW EIEA T T 4 7 EHINS A O
DLIEDPRAL N ELR ST WD, T LB E OLBERRIZOWT oA
UL, HFESEMN RO 8= =L LTEFELWIRZH VR 55 AW
BODPEVSTZNERET L7200, bILb OB EEIR O B EIC R &
R FIZLTWDLDEEZ 5D,

b

BANEDEDH) TR THILIE, bLbhOANEICBWTh o E
R RFDVEDTH L, PERNMRELLEEIE, ThEnE DB
BB LHEFOSFTFIILGHICBVTHIEEINTEL, TOHRT, Hizx
= P F—ITERONE VI ELL, LX) M E - AT ENn S
MV ANBHOMEE LT bEnTnd, T o MBI
L0 BEEIEZEL, AR EO L (HHWIdRO L) BHREZEL, Z05
o7 A% 5 LI LTEL, Z1UIH L CHlEL LB 7 7
T—FTl&, FOII)HOMA D ZXLDPHFETLHERIOVWTEET LT
53, Tabb, LMFOMEHNLET 7e—F IR ENEZH LT 5
LOTHY, EALLHENT 70— F13ZFOREER % ILME - 7o Je BRI
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