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BRI HZ— PP RS, SOt AR B BB AT O B

FHEN BRSBTS, AW PARF (Grace Freed Brown, David J White,
2009 ) FIMEVESE /N EHSES, SCRITARATATFEE SR TR A SO ERERE BRI, B MR
JNFFFE IS SR MEE S\ BF OB ) WA . BESEE N, B MM BRI RE S R ME PR\
B CBERE) BUMKIRRRS, ERE R —HR RS, e s AU, . T, H0EicE 7 sy
TR B BESE R . AR S B BE, eSS i Ml PR\ BFRE L P4, $5 I8 AB T BA RYIE R
OGRS, BERARICPIUC, FFEEEIL 20 Ko A EBE, BFFEH R PIR A & B AR A MEE e CBF RO R
B e > o i Mgt/ AR O A MERE e/ BF RO RH (IO AS PRBR B HH B RS A e/ B R R )
BB LSS X S MR\ BRI 2 I BRI T o SRS, MEPEIHE BT E T 21 8 £ ) 1o (1 A D
WP X B MEERCS B I, BT TA SR B EE 2 AR TN

12 FBESHNTINRR

MFFRAEN (Litle, et al., 2011) BB HIA T IR —Fidtoes ), A HOIE . I RIF6H
M NFIBRAEEAN TR TERC IS A AR o FEFR A N (2012 )iE— 2D 4t , sk Rk 2x2 o B R A e 25 A D5 Tl
e BRI, AR DR 2 2], i I A PR R R

KT NFEPME RN, PR EEAE P e L ERER . AR BT (Trivers, 1972) fHi#
FACERRRL, PIVEAN R AU e e BRI, B2 —Jr 2 i, BRI 5
FET o AR, R T TN SR AR LR s, WIERS R E R, 8Ot
oL A TT Y ME S ETRERS S B HELE SR M e MRHIE, 52 R ol HaE N
IIBFTEAERIF A —E XBHE (2015) BF9T 1 Lo, A Lo B AR i ) o VEAR P LE BRI AT 5
WRIAWT (2016) W5 BLT PERGA AR ™A T RMME ST 5 (USRI (2015) XFPITERIBEE PR %
PR W7 A, PSS By B PR 5 AN R o SRR 2 5 AT REAY— PR i B I B A
W . SKRERE (2019) A TSI — 2505, RIAEAER ShHL T A A= P 2 A B e
SRS FARBIAUR A — R =2 TR, e PR PRI A Z 2R S ILI R M ;. 230 (2018)
K BRIFIVETE 4 RE 5 PR ARPIPE R SR , Lo MEAEBFRE NI ANEE FUAR[R) A i W 5 | 0 /RSP 2 38 1 T S
oy TR .

BEREA H ARG R ] BERE MR HIA T . UK (2018) MItSE38 (2015) MIBFSEAS R IR
SRR H AR R I A BB AT, 2SR AR RN A B A /s B2 DMAEA (Koranyi,
etal., 2013 ) A BUEEAE S AL BAERFAE A FAR AR AN Z SRR T o B2, PRI
(CE R A AR BC A, TR  ZE 1bX AN nTRESRAT A v (e L AETE BRI S B2, BCARdR R P PR E F
AR

NFAEFEA A Pl 2R PR sC RS ms, —Fo LLAEIS o H A A AR sk, 53 4h—
T2 DA S A AR S s o ARPE I JE 50 (Stanik, 2009 ) AL, AT 380 TA S AH XS T & et
WA, B ERMSCRR, TG F Phb I R A T A A ZOR . i R 2 R AR
Z RSP AR AR B A A — R
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1.3 [al@AgvEE

UTAEAE, AR T R A 235 5 N B A 7 30 3 I A B — X 2% 2 105 00A ) 285 P8 AR A e 25 S A
TAZ RN A R SRR O R E B B, Toie A SR IR D AR TR A, ST IR
AU AL . AR B IS A AR AR it DI o PR, ASWFFOR AR B9 AR BEJRETT, PR e B0 2
AT RERIBIL .

i RIS J2 R T 323 LS Bl B PR TS A I 4 1 A e X F R S P 25 B i 4%
Fefuh FAR SRS B R4, AT BEXE LAY 2405 | A B A PR AE Sh Ll 2w LA B A 4 2 6 0 235 1 )
. I, ABESOR R S S s A &, SRR 25 279 H ALK I PR AN [F] BB A
FHAREIRR (RIS XA AR R R AR . AMB KR ) , BELEPUITFO A0 T HEM s (R
SR IR ) 0 B A PR W AR . ABESORA R L R (1) ZERURIT O S50
&, B R (2) ERUWRIFOARAES, AL P R ) T AR A
(3) ERURIFHZ61F T, B S BARSPER AR SCZ0R ™ AR, 54500 H AR Sk 5 B i ) 32 1
BEmEE;  (4) EBRBAENARIET, M ARSI A RN, PR RIS E SR B R,
Forp BRI R R AR AR R T vy

2 MIRAE

2.1 PSCi—SERAT RIS

LA TR e ke AE 24 N 53 PR PR A B, F U A S A B8 R R T 5 | 19747
T fE R A IR 82 E 20 . BT R SR A IE T Bk | SR TCIE RS . R AR, AR
RPN E S sl fok, PN IE AR A DN B, RCF H AR T WM SN R (SRR A R b s A LA
RO PR GURHRE KA . BRI AR RS E RS SR A B HEBR IS, WAL IR IR 40 Bk,
f# | Photoshop FREXF BT A7 MR 7 dEAT 48— A0 B8, & ik B 16 (R=255. G=255. B=255) , LA
RAFREE R 3904260 8 (&5 * 95 ) , WATRR SR E N 413%626 (3% (& * 58 ) - A 18 &
21 B 20 & BAER 20 & L PR L0 BEHEST 9 G4y, 1 AR S| KR AR, 9 1RFEm 5] Sk
Vol TR NS S 4y, Hoh BB BB 150k 4.83, BRIEZE R 1,135 Lotk
BRI F-34950 0 5.56, bRiE2ER 1.02, 4 40 5K A BRSKSA BR A AL 50 T 20 RO 245 B R TR AR 245 B 2%
FFp AR 20 SRR A

2.2 1ET\SEIS

2.2.1 #ik

ST 60 Sk, Hrh 30 £ B4, 30 B, BWORRHAS, KBRS, Ak
4 AT B EORS hee , ER 28 by dK fkE A TE g, kR I R, AR RTE 18 ~ 21
%I,
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222 LWigit

ARG R A 24352 BB AL Hoh {AS R A HBEAER] (Bl ) | s PRt
POk AAS G B OABSRERI B bR R OC R 2T (Pl AE it ) |, E R B RRANE LR =
FKOF; B C ORPRsRes (BHm s ) , A RIS A SRR IR ACT- . RS & A Bl B
PRt BB ISy, AL 9 sty Balnyiror s, RSt g sRgl .

2.2.3 SImAHH

B R R TSR, B IPO SRR S5 A 1 il o I 258 R kA, 3 B AR
T H AR BT AEC OB % H I 24 (iR, AT ARER RIS A
M2 T, “ERITAEC B RS A D R P B R . T BT AR B AT
Bl 2k 20724 (24 iz B AT 20 s BXT ), IHBRITEM S0 “BAT” Rl 424 (24 fiza B f 4
PiFREERRAT) | AR BT 0 T O BAR ST 00T . AEAVE X R IR ez B, B
PrRFrEET BT R B R IAEE, WA BE— D RIS ANE X RS RAES I B
J5 BARSPE AR Tl TAREOCR, XA HE SRS IR

224 LR

IEERS o =AY o B —FB A R o L A SRR A, T AT 5 E AR S R R
R RN AR AT 1-9 HiEsy, Hbh 1 RERERAREEE, o EEFRIINERE
B BRI, RN REMGRE, MR TR E R . BRIk SRR, B
IUFHERL. 55— G, RE 1 BTl o S0, a4 iR el ss — o BUR iy
AR S S e A 05200 B, 25 24 (05 XA 1T TIPS, WA 25 SR R /&
KYNEC 8, AR EAR R . BT AR R A G, P T,
JTNEC B2 B 5 A IR S AT s . 35 380 BAR S B i 558 — 3oy 2 M IR, Aok
WA BEMLICIC — 5K 20724 1 4/24 (1) “BRXT” K, AR & 20 20 K. BES PO RO 5 H AR
P S8 1 ) T SN K I S8 1R A B AT 1-9 HF Sy o 55 45 RS 1 0B adb A58 =304 5056 .
e T R o B LR A B AR S B b RS AT UL, R T ARAK R,
[ bof £ IR B, R ORI 2 90— 5K BRI R ke R TS AR O B S B RS WO AR o 5 H A Stk
Ji A AE A 1 R SRR 3SR ) BB AT 1-9 T4y

3 H#HR

3.1 HRMESITHES

ABIESE R BRI PP 250 T 8, BIBRIR S 25 T 2 B [m] 7 B ik, e/ A
OB 59 0y, Hp Bk 30 A, Lotk 29 AL il SPSS22.0 A B A T AR G b, 45 R o,
FERFERWATIN T, SRR, JEANE X ARG T T30 IR P o s, AR R P4tk
LA, X AT REVLIIBSFE R B PPN RE A S i A BB S PR S A, 77 A T B A
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F1 BRI EGTRERBEENSENREE
Table 1 Means and standard deviations of the willingness of both sexes to choose a spouse under

positive evaluation conditions

Lk M (SD) EAEAXFR M (SD) MEXZ M (SD)
s R KRR R KRR R KRR
ik 520 (1.26) 5.13 (1.30) 5.47 (1.68) 5.27 (1.75) 5.05 (1.10) 427 (1.40)
3.96 (1.29) 3.45 (1.22) 435 (1.44) 4.04 (1.65) 3.74 (1.53) 3.27 (1.42)
Bt 4.24 (1.38) 3.83 (1.42) 4.61 (1.56) 432 (1.74) 4.03 (1.54) 3.50 (1.47)

3.2 MHRRHITDINES

HE— 2P X B AT R E M 7 22500, SRR PENR ERN B, F (2, 58) =5.88,
p<0.01, 7°=0.17, BHALHACARERTFESBE, BHAsSCAREAT BE R T LM (My,=506,
M, =3.80) ; KRKMMERNEE, F(2, 58)=28.53, p<0.01, »°,=0.17, R RET AT
JEOKP 225 B3, ARRECRIGEE T AL B IE/KP 8 & TGP IR KRG (M yzy7=4.10,
M oy =484 . M gy =478) 5 FRISRIEI) BV B E, F (2, 58) =4.93, p<0.00, 7°=0.26, KI[FHF
RIS A ACE R EUKOF 22 5 28, SRR SRS T 0 3c B EUKOF B3 = TR SRS T A2 A
IR (M pns =424 M gy =4.63 ) o

#F2 BMRENFGTAEERBEENENNTES R
Table 2 ANOVA of pre and post-tests of mate-choice willingness of both genders under positive

evaluation conditions

AR SRR F p 7’ HF
MRl (B 14) 5.88 0.00 0.17 AI>A2
TR (FLR /AN I ) 28.53 0.00 0.17 B1<B2, B3<B2
PRmRmE (i /K 4.93 0.00 0.26 C1>C2
e ZR IR+ PG 3.02 0.63 0.01
PR = PR 5 4.82 0.62 0.01
KR A * PRHIRmS 21.84 0.00 0.09 ALL
TR A * PR * 531 5.78 0.01 0.08 A1B3C1>A1B3C2
A2C1>A2C2

A1B2C2<A1B1C2, A1B2C2>A1B3C2
A2B1<A2B2, A2B3<A2B2

KRFMAEN L TAEAR B2, F (2, 58) =3.02, p>0.05, 7°,=0.01, A[F5ERIEBFARFE M)
MR R R N B BRI A s EAERAN R, F (2, 58) =4.82, p>0.05, »°=0.01,
AR PR R B RIS T S E KT 2 AN . SC R BRI SR i 2 AR 3%,
F (2, 58) =21.84, p<0.01, 75°=0.09, RUIAFAEBHRNIFERIEEMEFRIE TR BEAKT 25 83 .
AT BN AT A B, FERBATO 26 F T, OIS A 73450 LU SRS T B0 BRI, HAER
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e P SRS T BB I (M=3.50, SD=1.47) , E4&unE 1 fl% 2 s,
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Figure 1  Differential strategies of relationship types on different mate choice strategies under positive

evaluation condition
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Figure 2 Differences in mate choice strategies across relationship types under positive evaluation condition
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T8 P TSR B ) S AR IE KO (M s =4.27 0 M gy =5.05) 5 L PETCIE T3 PEALAE ] o 56 F 1
e, (0 P S SR ek B 9 3 1 T B /K S 0 T ol P e B S s ) 1 S8 A B SR (M g =3.59, My
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Figure 3 Male mate choice strategies across relationship types under positive evaluation condition
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Figure 4 Female mate choice strategies on different relationship types under positive evaluation condition
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BE ) Bk 0 2 1 RO 03 5 TR AN BEE S (M 2 =420 My =371 M gy =351) , H
a5 FE 6 frs .
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Figure 5 Male mate choice strategies across relationship types under positive evaluation condition
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(M5=5.06, M,=3.80) , SIAFER, WHXEEXRBEL S, BN FEEXRBE L LET R,
USSR AN . AR, FREZSISAGEORBAR, SUsRBokiE, SR 7T RARMIICH:, ABFEER
(R R 2 A T S i BB R s AT . EHA2E (2022) XHIFHILZRAY 3 FTEfs 733 44 Kep bk dEA TR
BRAY, RILE KA IS T YRR (2022) RIREEVIR . FUARBRIS A 8 A A 45 4 Y
TR T LRI AE RIS RS R, R I B A S S B L e R AR B, B S AR SR 45 R — 3

W4, BIERATER BT ARSI BR PN 237 A A ARERI 52, LRGSR 2 15 23 32 BB
MEIRSTIERSEREm? AR DR, BRI, PR RGBT F S A mk
-5 25 e T IR KO RIS Z e BRI (M g =478 Mgz =410, My =4.44) , ULWATEARARE %
RGBT WA A T B, B TR 1 AR 3. SX0HE (2015) FIBRIAE (2016 ) X Wit
FRIEE R 2, TEARANE SRR NGEE T WIS 2E T B S il

R FRRRESE (BREE, 2023) FIARWFRSE R, ARXS TSR 5, WP s i ) T feff P R0 3R
W, HOAIE TR 2. MEITIHJETE (Stanik, 2009 ) MWL, AMTE RSN FEREHIXR, 5%
KIASCRET, TEie MR R o R ARA B  A% R . R4, MM ABFRE RN HAR SRR X R iX—7A8
HZJE, WV SRR NS i sc i SRR R AR by AR RI: (1) B LR,
PR e P S ( BV B IR PRI EE ) . HRMOES A A e R
B R R A, (R AR AR Mg K S AR R, 300E TRz 45 (2) MBsHERIE
PSR R IRRE , BT AN E S R e MR ASC R BRI, L PR Teie (o F ]
PR ARSI TE PR B (2GR ) B 2SR IR i o

HAPIEYL, AZ WX FERL PR R AR, L E g 1 B, AR E B (&
PEXTARZ 10 MRS i 1 AC A EA I 22 57 ), XS 5RHTER (2015) Ao txt s 5 B k5|
TN A5 —30, I WSO X MR ARTETE , AP AR A% (Koranyi, et al., 2013)
P B B L X AN AT REAR S (0 T A (TR O AR BE (i s 59 Pk IR T s s B 2o, (R SRR A i
MR 2 P PRI ACAE (B AN Z (L PRI A A B R IR ), AR A5 IR
AR EN) T AR, TED] SR XHBAER el R Y. 547K (Hill, etal., 2008) FIFEF (2018)
BRI B, 3K — 45 RAT-E BRI 800, Rkt USR5 , XL PEITT S, R0 KU AE TR0 35 | st 5
A BT ARSI PEFR A B, BRI XU E07E T R 4 R I TR ) R AR
PEFRIRIIG A, I, Ve — A AN Z 2 00 0 Lo PEAE A [ 5 4105 DRSS B i, S0 o) B3 B B Py 2o

CLT AN K RY (Buss, Schmitt, 2019) Ak, TEMHIIFANARNERT, F VX E 2B W A H S T3,
Horb G XS o RIS R AR R . CHAE R BRSSP R F LM O, AATIEAEA (2009)
XFEE T B R A A R A B DB, R 2 A Ve A e A NS R A T oM B AR e 2 S
A% N (Gouda Vossos, etal., 2018 ) WA, BHEAEELEA C M4 FHLSZRHALS PETe & 1Y EUbs
M5 — 8 5 [RIPEE45A BE R o e T S T g2 A R HR R4 0 — B e, |
e, VAR AR I T i ) T PRl DA 2

5 &ip
25 FRrA, TEREREFRIEM ST, S AN Lot 28 e A A A ) B 1) T B SR s Ak

www.sciscanpub.com/journals/tppc https://doi.org/10.35534/tppc.0508062



670 RPN R T RRL AR B RENIFBEHRINOVERESR

5 A BR S S 20 PP S M 7= A AN B2, 25 H AR S o B it P 0 S A R I e iy s HH AR
AR AR RN, B RIS R g PR . XU R P B AR S PR A S PP RE Sl
PR PITESTER S, (AR A R PRI D, HOX A ] RESE T 1. AR BIBTTE il it — 2
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Gender Differences in the Effects of Relationship Type and
Mate Choice Strategies on Mate Choice Copying under Positive

Evaluation Conditions
Huang Yiwen Liang Xinyi

Department of Applied Psychology, Guangdong Peizheng College, Guangzhou

Abstract: Mate choice copying is a phenomenon in which an individual copies the choice of a person
by another person of the same sex (a role model) in the process of mate choice. Positive copying occurs
when positive evaluations of the opposite sex by others of the same sex (role models) are observed, and
the individual’s evaluation of that opposite sex also increases.In this study, 60 college students were used
as subjects in a 2*3*2 mixed experiment to explore the effects of role model’s relationship with the target
opposite sex (base line, romantic relationship, non-romantic relationship) and mate-choice strategy
(long-term strategy, short-term strategy) on mate-choice copying under the condition of role model’s
positive evaluations and to analyze the gender differences in it. The results found that: under the positive
role model evaluation condition, (1) both males and females produced mate choice copying and both
tended to use short-term mate choice strategies; (2) the role model’s relationship with the target opposite
sex had different effects on the mate choice copying of the two genders, with both genders’ willingness
to engage in a relationship being the highest when the target opposite sex was single (non-romantic
relationship); however, males’ willingness to engage in a long-term relationship was significantly lower
when they learned that the target opposite sex was in a romantic relationship. This suggests that other
same-sex people’s favorable comments about the single target opposite sex can significantly increase both
genders” willingness to engage in a relationship, but men are more concerned about women’s emotional
experiences, and this effect may be negative, which may be related to men’s concept of sexual monopoly.

Key words: Mate choice copying; Positive evaluations; Role models’ relationship with the target opposite

sex; Gender differences; Mate choice strategies; Love variety show
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