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BEEH (Mate Choice Copying ) J&48 ™ATEREM SRR, &0 R PE A A BEBEXT R B EE S . 20
2 70 4FEAR, B (Wiley, 1973) SEHEINMENESh4) Al GE 232 2 HABMEPEREM A2 . 3PS (Losey

et al., 1986) TESIMIHIFE P T SR ARRFRM A BoRIRZ —, MiVE (i) kS KRB0
flbErE CBEAE ) B8 Bt MM T 2SI
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L0 B S AR A O s S v A Sh R, DU MEMESh Y. Ande & 1B 4E ( Dugatkin and Alan,
1992) BB T —AIKIEFA S . 1 Sef K RE FIE IR AR BRI o3 i = A58 53 o AE MM 53 30— SR e
LA (AB) , HRBE —SMErEfLAE S (C) , RIGBGERRNR,, WEIF 0k MErEFLAE el i1 (A)
PR ALAE gl R fe) . R ) — ZRE R FLAE /B (BSAE D) UE RINIA MM FLE L (C) REFEW
—kEfLAEf (B) 5%, WE— B u] 5 BUEMEEFLAE 1 (BSRE D) Fifd, BT8R IUMErEfLAEfM (C)
SR MEFLAE T (B) , g Rd, MErEFLAE M (C) MR [ O el A iy i FLAE g i (%
FE) BRI ENIG, R A T, ST H AR AT A . HONRE4S: (Dugatkin, 2007)
BE—PHSE T K R B IR R G R, S5 AR, 32 FUMEPEFLAE fo 2o M (i (R LA ] (Y HAth e
PIRREE SRR, FL TG T I B S B B MM BT B

WA 2 KT - R%E (Grace Freed=Brown and David J. White, 2009 ) FMEp:T e/ BF a6, & PliE
W TR RIS . REMFEER, PR MBIAG (Hoglund et al, 1995) | #%5 ( White
and Galef, 1999) . #FE (Galefetal, 2008 ) SEWRIIFEAERMME HITT R, HLMEMERMEE R R F .

1.2 FREEHNVALHAR

HEWARFERIE, AJttss HATR 2 L —X— AR sl 0 ¢ R 45 iU sty , Fmiie g e, %
A B PHME RIS AEANLFHAR TR S, ANERPEE RS M s P PR B AR 7
Bk, 20 el 90 4EE EAMEEN GG T RGBT .

“HRA L R E SO SR BRSO 2, Hr P AME RIS | X B R e AR E M 200
¥ 458 THESE (Signal and Landy, 1973) o POARZAN/RFI223H ( Signall and Landy, 1973 ) &3 1T PIANSEE,
PR e 5 1 (s IR FBsRE HAR BRI R (Bk . B LA ) X A8 5 ke i)
DU I 00 X R 5 7 AR s, FERF Y — i, BFSEELL 28 167 8 KAFAE R 28 (i e KAFAE XS Bk 4 2R
[ HAR S PER IR BEAT PPN . SRR, 5Bl | i e R A AR R I VRS 1 e I PEAf
R Z SRR T ) W MR AR A G R BRI A, FERFSE b, BFSE 1L 40 7 55 K2 A Al F
CLFERN L34 4 BRI 2SR B 5 (R S B4 P40 B3 i AT BESRAT A TEAY . TR A SR AR Y —— 3K
BTN AR B, SRS 7 i e (I e i i 2 KT [ B i H, BAAETEPERI2E 5. X ol
HVE] T U , BRI B A 51 ), BT —A 5k (e ZET)
PERERE . AT, I HAR B R — B A SRR R, S 3 A 5 A B HAT FE SRR 1) i o
BT AR A SRS )

SR, JEEE— LU AR IUE U mAL” B AR TORFIAY45E8 (Uller and Johansson, 2002) . JC
SRAZyEifh (Uller and Johansson, 2002) R T HISEMHIE, #ih 97 4 18 ~ 30 X Y& K2EA A
2B (4351h 24 B R128 &, AR A BT, A — AREokSs ) #1755, BHEs
BB TR S T — 0t scki s AR ) |, BHIES L H shid b BRI AT M ANE & —8otE . Lok
IRPEER A — O B AR A, R BB A7 B4 B E—E
b ar WOy sciRidRE T, BB F— O TFRE B AR B R R S IREORTS ) o FES PN
HAERE, LS TR | ISR TR NME R, JFEMS R . SRSy 4L
S M AN BRI 51 ) T 5 PR AR — ED R AN SR I EN G A TPy, Ja RIS AR S KRR B
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A IR | ol IR 2, S e AR . AT IR —BoA BB SR DU Rl BIFSE4E 2R
WoR, BOREORAE X AN B oy BB RF AR, WA B A S AR DL AN S L X B A Y
Py WHEE NN, EEMARIKESA MR, ORI PHAEE, B PEA SIS | Jr ] i ™
E-

13 EERROEDZESR

LR KRN AT TSR B, AN R ZAE L ERE A S 1 (Uller and Johansson,
2002) , BT VERIPARE G R, Horp—Frn] BEREREANR Lo 5, R H B A o
1o MR LRI (Trivers, 1972) f&IMARART IS, AR EH 28— 7 Ry 2 k5
XI5, RS AR SR B — T (R R SE 2R FIVE T . W T AR, LA ST R RHH
ZWMFETUE, TAWh, IR TR — RS SRR SR, BREREEZH—T7.
LAEFE T LD IR BT R A — Uik “rEE” FRIMRER, Xk Les 8k
HEARB B NS . SHUEG . BIKY ., REERE . QUAMF . Ao SRR, MR EXE
VAT, PRI, SRR M7, s Regc b R s 9 AR IO — PSR4, 1
H—E I LR SR e E . (EX T BRI, PR AF R A A SR B S AR T
fi, XLEGHMEA AR AT LB AR, AT AR RIS 5 B LU RO PR T b
25

FEAHEME A A AT LA 55— B AR R L e AT N 22 57 . — ol ATER 7 ol 2
KPR AR A . AR TOR SIS H AT E O RHR RS, IR RIIFRAE SRS s T 5Kk
ARSI T, el RS . AMESFREECR, MRS . VP TOERIE I A
KA R AR P R RO R . TR R, PR E LIRS, BB &
PRSI SZ 20 B PR T bk, T2 R DU B DS M ) 22 5 S M AL 2 (07 2 BT IR ARAE. ( Norman P.Li.2007;
Waynforth, 2007; Bereczkei, 1997 ) .

1.4 |[Cl@ARViEE

PR, FE A S AT IO A0 (S 0 7 AR ORI A R BT TFSE . SR (2015) sl 24
ST AR T NG . R AR S OPIRAS L WAt . BV 4 S R R R A W R . SRR
VAR BAT B RAT 87 4, AR ESHE T E AR E 5 R AR . A (2015) LA
LHENPER, BRI 0, HZ ot A B s R . R (2021) 7E4T 50500
SRt BT TARBLEIOIE, i IMRT BOR & B N ETEIY B2 S S5 R a2 k.

gi Lk, B BOITE LT T M SR BT B Z N R LR FE R R . WE5E
S5 R MEPE S MR 2 PR A RN, X HEME S A BRI SR D T R O TR A Y
WA, BHERIARIFAG —. Pk, AUTFOR IRERESEE A0 (BURSEE | TS ) FIHE(l
e RIS | RIS ) Bk g A AT LR 22 . AT TSI SR LT B -
(1) DM PR T s (2) DML MR R ) i dr EAFE22 5, P )
FAIsRmS s (3) BRI RIRBAE SRR, PR A D) R R AT A S
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2 MRFBE
2.1 FRSCIGHYSCIOAT RS

N8 AFF L e b Beise 55 M A2 Pl 48 N B R AT WS | 048, Bt s i B R 1 I 2 iE S
%o BRZLRIER I M ATk . HE IR . F A K. B ARV A 40 5k, Ho B HER A 20
ik, ZePERE 20 5K, ffH Photoshop XTI AT I8 iF 174 —Ab 3, 5 E K (R=128, G=128,
B=128) , R/NEE N 390%260 0% (i * %) o AFFHHEE 18 £ 21 % 20 4 FPER 20 44 L PEXT ik 4L 1Y
A S ERERT O Gy, 1 R GUIAKCFEAR, (97 ARFEWMBI IR i IR A iR
USR5y, Horp EERR A | 13500 4.69, ARifEZE R 1.055 LoPERR T ASE35 404 5.80, ARifEE
H 1120 B BRI ER % 20 TR B R BELA OB RURAS BE TGS B4, A Rh 454 10 3K .

2.2 1ET\3EIG

2.2.1 #ik

WAL TEAASE T 60 APk, Horh 30 £ B AR, 30 AL B, B S, RS [F2E S
5o AIRME TTALMLO BSOS MR, IR MIR G DT E RS AR R SR, WOBURIEM I ER, R
18 ~ 21 B 2],

2.2.2 FIEHH

B R AR ALK, BRI A RIS A Al i M5 AR AS, s AT
HFae BT A0 Ok IE . 1279 B EIh 24 i ssim, BT AR b A i iR,
P —LWE TR,  “BITAEC B ERE R ENXNZ I S . P BRI SR E R
2024 (24 fFEEHA 20 (VEEERAT ) , IHBOTH R E Ry 424 (24 fi bl 4 (s ERAT)

2.2.3 LIt

ARG R A 2%2%2 BYIRA LR . Hob AR A HBERANER] (B R ) | A B b
K AARR B OIS0 (BN R ) |, AW AR PR K AR R C MBI (4
TR B ), A 0 SR W R A SR B K T o R A S it F AR S T JR RSS2 (e
A - A4 EL ), AT 9 S EFT 5.

224 LR

IERSLE o RN 4Y, S —FR e B v e SR A SR R A, AT S H AR R A A
RIS I R T 1 ~ 94y, “1" RERTE WA RKREIE, “o7 RFEIER RN K RZIE.
PRI, RS R EREL, MR 2k R, 2Tl 55— s f sk
By, RIS IETER AR A SE s . e T AR R o B BLAY B AR S R S R 4
AN H, e 24 MmO AT T TR, PR A4 SRR BRI BT B WA, A H bR
SRR, BT REEEXNEA SRR, BB T, BRI BEEWE R
IRHZRAAER P B . 26 88 BAn Rk i 55— s o8 AR, Aok IR BEHLIC A —5K 20724 Fi
434 () “ERAT” R, REARERIE A 2 10 R BEJE R PR 5 AR S A 1 ) R R I A A
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M REHAT 1 ~ 9 90¥0),
3 &R

3.1 WRMSITES

S e PR O A B A4 T W e B AR ) B, X R BE BB . AR ARL
¥ 58 4y, HorhBAE 28 A, Lotk 30 Ao Ml SPSS 22.0 B AR BT HAR EG oM. sS4
e R s, EREREBBOTOT , PITERE SRS I 22 0, TERSFEBGT T, TR
JERT S I 2E (BRI TR, A | PR ATREUEIRSRE O BT A REAS 322 s I O S TE IR, SRR AYTH
AT BERS AR ST E R, X e i R 70 25 A B — P 9 A

F1 AREEMEGHTAEERBERENENEENHEMREE
Table 1 Means and standard deviations of pre- and post-tested differences in willingness to choose a

spouse between the two sexes under different evaluation conditions

P B TP M (SD) B THIITH M (SD)

Bk 0.30 (0.90) 0.26 (1.05) -0.50 (0.61) -1.13 (0.77)
bk 0.47 (1.02) 0.56 (0.98) 0.00 (0.96) -0.09 (0.81)
it 0.43 (0.99) 0.49 (1.00) -0.11 (0.91) -0.33 (0.91)

3.2 HOEGITDIEVES

HE— DX R HEAT = R R Wi Ty 22500, S5 oR . PERIR 80N 3 (F (2, 57) =5.88,
p<0.05, 7°,=0.08 ), B LM I SR IE /KT AT J5 T 2 (22 57 2, DB MEas ) s D 045 L i 43 25041
AR S I B T4 88 (M=-0.05, SD=0.21) ; PPM &P 300 B3 (F (2, 57) =28.53,
p<0.01, 7°=031) , JHWIPN ST B T AR BRI 25 (22 5 B8, IHITH 4%
PE B 0 53 E5 LU RT3 5K, BB R Y J5 I 3 B LRI 2 s (M=-0.83, SD=0.15) ; #&fH5ENE
MR RE (F (2, 57) =4.93, p<0.05, 7°,=0.07) , HKHIAFEAHHEmE F AR SRS T (1058 A R K
R AN P R e R e e 1 WOl B A B =N N B 1 N Ol B G TR
I3BUR (M=-0.17, SD=0.08) .

WA AR s EAERAR B2 (F (2, 57) =3.02, p>0.05, 7°=0.05) , REITFMFA4HFARFH
PR A BB ACE RS DS (EAS B BRI SRIS AR s BEAEH B (F (2, 57) =4.82, p<0.05,
7°,=0.07) , FHIAIRIPE I A e R (R SR T 1 38 11 R A1 I 25 (R[] (7 SR80 431
R, ERIAPERE T, PR S BT 5 U 4385 L BT A3 B0, o PR 2 1 B KO 5 I 43
BTN 80 (M=-0.667, SD=0.202) . PPN SRAFFIFEMESRIS S BEAEHI R (F (2, 57) =21.84,
p<0.01, 7°,=0.25) , FHIARFITH S AR [ G£8 08 SR T 19 38 A s KT i M 25 (R ). 3 248
REAMAT R I, FETEM TSR, A M SR s A0 20 (SR s T 0 50 B i o 501G, LR B
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THY SR J I 7345 LU S R SR et S5 DN 23 B8 B AR ( M=0.361, SD=0.088 )

PR A PE . B S mE A A AR B (F (2, 57) =578, p<0.05, 77°,=0.08) , LMK
M A FIAS [6] (R A SR ) 7 1 2 1 T B /KPR Je I 25 (AN ) o 7 BRSO 3 B R B, TETEIRE A 2%
PER o AR 0 SR W 1) i 00 53 50T LR A B, L 58 Mt fs i 43 25 L o PR s I 3 B A
(M=-1.035, SD=0.236) ; TEIEBIEHZAFT , 5P Aet PR 4% 0 SR W ARt 300 SR s P 144 0 00 73 508 L i
DA, L5 P (P 20 SRS 1) i T 50 L S 0 SR e I B8R ( M=0.627, SD=0.155)

F2 ARENMEFHTAEEREEENENEENTEST
Table 2 Analysis of variance of the pre and post measurements of the differences in the willingness

of both genders to choose a spouse under different evaluation conditions

A5 SRR F p 7’ F)5 e
Ml (%) 5.88 0.02 0.08 Al<A2
PEM &0 CIAR AR ) 28.53 0.00 0.31 B1<B2
PR (E) 4.93 0.03 0.07 C1>C2
T 544 * P51 3.02 0.09 0.05
BRSNS * 51 4.82 0.03 0.07 A1C2<A2C2
PEM A * BRI SRMS 21.84 0.00 0.25 BIC1>B1C2
PEM S0 * BRSNS * 51 5.78 0.02 0.08 A1B1C2<A2B1C2, A1BICI>A1B1C2

AR = M)

5]
0.50 B
i
+ 0.00
=
s
w
s
I
= -0.50
-1.00

HHATH BT A
VP 1

E 1 AEENEHETREKAZEERBNES
Figure 1 Differences in long-term mate-choice strategies between genders under different evaluation

conditions
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Figure 2 Differences in men’s mate selection strategies under different evaluation conditions

4 Vg

KTMERSSEERMENR, AMRER DR, PalB AT 5 0 5355 b w5 50w
(M=-0.83, SD=0.15) , Ui FIEPGAMLMEROLAR A A TR N . AN R BIRIEBS RS H bR rEr)
PP I ER B m X T SR IR, [z, TEE BIRIPEREFEXT HAR R AT AR PP IS 2 B AR AT T
AR, X —Z5 R E TR 1, S EAE (2022) MR EE R —20, SkHEs (2019) MOBFoR 45 R
o —3 SREPHERITIER 2 (BSHERT BIARASEE . $852 /4648 ) x 2 (PFrkE: —I/ ZIR) x 2
(MR 55/ %) =HRREG LR, KM aMgal ERME S, mBHEpiA R mE . 2
FUN B AEIEAR I W AR S AT O 2 R B A RS ShEE s bl PRI 1828, InAEE
IS SRR A R, BEARFEBNEE T, AR PEZ T RS SRS 45
VR, —HIRSHEMENL, B awiali R LR H], MRS AT DA LR R R . AR
RIS AT H B E SR S R, R A RORGE AT, el 25k, 45
RRIB LA B TR X WAESE TR SR RS R PR, MRS IR R
TRRAGS R 2352 B S5 R 2R AR50

KT BRSNS A PR SRS 1 S m], IR JE 5w (Stanik, 2009) $5 i1, A1 A AT
RIERINCER, 1% ERWISCRNT, Joie B Ml & Lot X BB RS A EOR . AWTSTR L, 7ETH T
AT, IR S AL P SIS T S5 00 2B LU AT 3 H0,  EL I SR M = 0 53 4 e S 30
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PRS2 BOEAR (M=0.361, SD=0.088 ) , #RpUGIE 7Bk 2, W PESTEf ) T VAL s o 40
W RAREE 2 52 8 HARXT SAME 5] F152 M B 28458 TUESE (Signall and Landy, 1973) , fERK%E
i, MIHEZERMRERZ, AN NAEMRES, WER . Sa. S, WA ME. B
WEBOHRE L, S ZHEBRE . @3 &M, TG REE S RE NG XEE R0
B, CHR A RER, ATARXMECCOGRIE X 7 (A, 5% 7 Rt ] Al T feiis 28 . s, JHoA[]
PER PPN, o HOR G EI PPN A 5 5 R AT R, AT A 5 T A S . Wr3HJE 5T ( Stanik,
2009 ) MIWFFELIN, EASH HAR SRS DAt B A ST L A s, Mz s RS R, RN H
PSR A K BT, AT TER S EE S A R A s . P nT AR 2538, 7e7%5 IR )
KRN, PR TEEE, SNTE A AR TE IR AP

PIPEAE R R RN I SRR S A AR, AR, TEHBEN S0E T, K IR s ng
B4 D43 45 R I A3 450, EL B PR E I 43 85 bl e MU U 4 OB IR ( M=-1.035, SD=0.236) ,
LT MEAE % IR IOC RIS L 2 X TN S BURR . ZETEATE I 250 T, S5 PR T S SR
SR W BT 118 5 000 4 5 LU AT SRR, L 53 Ml A SO A SR s 100 5 10 43 5 b e 5 s f ) 3 5T
(M=0.627, SD=0.155) , UEEHIHEMPE XS B IR AN G RS2 BT, S0tk 1 s 2 ik 3.
LS5 N (Buss et al., 1993 ) X 3 [ R ERBIFE LI, TEARMIEOL T, JB S E AR R £t i i
KTt BRSSO, St EsR AR SR R, B EA B ER R Rtk
AMERR . i, TR T BRI, A e R AR TR AN RN B B R R 23 R O
[P . T B AR IR, PO TABTTHE—BOCR h s S AN A etk b o i ATE
—IEOLT, BV 2R RO RS . SR, SRR A RO R, Xy
BORMASTE E. — B AR 8 NI AL A EIRE L B AR, SR
T BHHEARERE S, AT R AR R AN S, R0 IR AR UE T 55 M 0 1
JE o 20T DIHEWT, TERBISCRPIGIEL, B X oM T, ITTHERR TR AE 1 &
Mo EEST R RIG, KIIRAIAL RS I BB e B Lot B R 2 A s, ARAS T R AR,
INTTAS B e 6P A DG R AT 8 5 AT, o MR AE 25 R G R AR, AR ARURIN S A 2
PR, AReHE . BRAEAE (2023 ) HET 2020 AP EALAESTEA R 1, 873 MEAKRE, /0T T
M 5 O T T PR 3R 2 5o SRR, MR, 2o PR IS0 s 2 B AR L B PEAIR (M, =4.13,
M =445, p=0.000) , Ml 50 URT = 2 MAAE R ECR . PRI RN RIE 225, TTREEM LS
B3 — I OC R R R R 2 —

g5 BT, AT, BRI A NG, (675 A I DG AR AT LU 0 G R T A AR
VXTI PPN Lo P I RURR A TRATTIR G AR er e N Rl R R R IS IS SR A TR, AR
PER ST E AR A BRI AU AR AL T LS B . AR W] i — 2D 5l A T SR S5 IS AN B
BIRFR, URANE NI E HIA SR A 2

RPN
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Positive Versus Negative Copying: Gender Differences in Mate

Choice Strategies in Mate Choice Copying
Huang Yiwen' Wang Yuzhong® Li Zhiqi'

1. Department of Applied Psychology, Guangdong Peizheng College, Guangzhou;
2. Applied Psychology Research Center, Guangdong Peizheng College, Guangzhou

Abstract: Mate choice copying (MCC) is a mate choice strategy in which individuals are influenced by
the evaluations of other individuals of the same sex (role models) on the target object during the mate
choice process, so as to make similar mate choice decisions. In this study, 60 college students were used as
subjects to explore the effects of role model evaluation type (positive evaluation vs. negative evaluation)
and mate choice strategy (long-term strategy vs. short-term strategy) on mate choice copying through a
2#2%2 mixed experiment, and to analyze the gender differences. The results found that: (1) Both males
and females produced mate-choice replications; (2) In the negative evaluation condition, the willingness
to engage in long-term interactions was significantly lower than the willingness to engage in short-term
interactions; (3) The willingness of males to engage in long-term interactions was significantly lower
than the willingness of females to engage in long-term interactions in the negative evaluation condition.
It is concluded that mate choice copying exists in both males and females, but the specific mate choice
strategies used by the two sexes are different; both sexes are more cautious than short-term relationships
when considering long-term relationships, and males are more sensitive to negative evaluations
than females. This paper provides a new perspective for us to study how to establish and maintain a
harmonious marital family, and in the future, we can further examine the relationship between mate-
choice copying strategies and marital attitudes to make up for the lack of studies related to mate-choice
copying in China.
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