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ARPEEERI A2, AU BE AR i AR BE 9 %531 7 BC )
PEPIERAT SR TR, SRR RO AT 4
T, PR L A 1% AU ) A T T 1),

ARk, Ao 7P S AR I 7 T AR AR
BRI K, A A SR 3R 0 1 7 {&,
8 1AM EU T FR B AT 58t 7 AS I 8 m AR
S I, ASSC AR 73 P A J Hh R4 32 0 s AR Dy 2k
fill, X ACHE L RIARSGHIT FUE AT 1 PFIR, FEXARK
BT T AT T RS,

1P o3 Wil 2 B

e 0 43 T T R 1 A 0 ) 2 T T e A T 5
AT K B U O A ME R A P JE AR, AT 345
B HE A B R. B, AR SCRRE T I B
P43 S5 AR R B I e e, TR
FHTRERIARRE, E45 RIFAS NP, 53K, Fish-
erl TG S 3 — [ BB, 5 HH A 3 3 TG RO AT 4
PERERIEE I, )5 S AR SR e R R B T
BEmb. S A E B A V4N A IR AR 58 45 T Hamil-
ton!"x B dUR s B4 BC RO EE. 2 L AE AR I

JR T R e IR SRR B A R L ra ki,
P 73 B AR A AR B TR Al B DL R 4 R 2
At

L1 BB

2 LA it (Fisher’s hypothesis)ilh fy, B4 TAREAE
REE, 7] —ZHE X e S A0 A B E A% DTk AE 5,
ERITTT 1 2R3 458 7 2 4651 e 35 A e X5 %o s A1 AR ERE N
RN R BEMEREA R ) B FEAA A R, SR — R
HROHETE AR 2 T EPE A, RN AR 3 SR A
FIRCARECR 2/, BRI eI AN A ) B 0 (2l
2, KRR A R 2 B AR, &
ZINER, PR MEME L IR e RT AGRFFEAE L1, Smith Al
Price hKt 3% FC AR E— 454 i Ak R 72 %) (evolu-
tionary stable strategy, ESS). H = ZM SN TE E T 2
H e MERE AR BTN & S AR, SR BERE
RPVBIRIL TR R AR 1), A TR
FEAAT RMEE AR, I8 B 7 A AR
B S %o MV AR 2.

PR U 9 ] e TRl T — AT .
PEEC R AE B I, 3R B — 8 A A R 80T i 25 1)
PR RN, AR T A g3 BT )R AR R
P 55 (frequency-dependent  selection): 414 51 i ) -
— PRI, 5 — P ) AR B AN A 2 AR AF A B e, 1K
Rk 2 R A8 SR AR A 7 B 22 0 A 850 v P ) PR A A,
TS 1 s S 257, A3 MR ok B0 A S5 S 12 31
SR % FR B e T R,

1.2 & REE R

TEREA AR e X SR AR A b, 2555 P8 B 1) i
YRR, R bt nT B TGV OR BRSP4 1 72 AR R
#2385 {5 1 (social environment hypothesis )izt & 7 F
LR R AR — Lu i rb O VE B IR I R, R0 3
it {8 754+ (local mate competition). J&j3m¥5 Ik 7% 4 (lo-
cal resource competition)Fl &3 T JE 184 55 (local resource
enhancement) = F W . JR) Ik lC A8 5 S+ 0 58 HH 2
PR EL B HIA /R H NGBS &, 2 A
INA, SRR R S SR AR E AR TE g, b2
[ 35 e AN ENE . R R RS S R R T
AN TR H S5 AR VA 2K i Bl AN (8] T AT R T 25 1 B A
Bt 7% H (Passeriformes) & 25 9 BOE # N
St B, T T H (Anseriformes) 1 3K F i
O BT, AR A 1 R YR S 4 R0 5 T LA,
S IAS R R A AR A DAL )i T SIS RS
() - AR B 00 7 2% Al [ . 3K — TR AE 5 85 (Pica
pica)s FPNEM (Aythya americana) EP)Fh FIHE 5T
B3] TIIE, B SR FACE EU O [ E A 17T 26 T G 1
TAME R, BRI R Rt R R TS
EBREAT AR AR, ZW A, MR b
HFE, SRS TR L i) B8 B SN T 1 —
07, IXAE— S L4 R3] T RRAE", %% 5 (Da-
celo novaeguineae)'”. F& % (Acrocephalus sey-

chel Zensis)[zo].

1.3 p B - R B

5 HL 30 i (Trivers) flECRL (8 (Willard) ¥ 41 22 3855
ULLEM . JAGNIRRE— DA T RS MR AbAT
WHNIEEBRER T, M4 SRIEe 940 RE T
AREPERIEE, H B AR, B T A A
XA BE AR AU 25 1T RE 2 BEXCHE B & 2 AR s A AT
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AR B AR AT AR A, X2 (S SR AAH B IR T B A
k5 2 e,

fBATCAIE S YN R (Rangifer tarandus) AT SR X} 45
SHAT . B e — N ESEII R T, SRS
FRIRREPE AR 2 5 S P FLAR AR PR AN A, A58 22 PRI
RS2, T S AOIRAS I P EVEYI B AR A R E
JaARRE ST, AFAX AN H BT i Dl 28 77 A J 2 () 2
AR T, — NSRS R 1 e A A
BB A — AR B A B AR ES AR R A - —
REFBEZ WG T A, DI AREREM
O BB A M AR S T 2 R AR 2 AR T
—AR

B 2R B & %A RIS AR T
AR AT R B2 B B SR W iz —, HOE A 2%
PR EARW S . CharnovZs NP2 M4 1% 540
T S A R ME R (R M A, AT T — RIS
WEREFT. FEH AR — AT, AT AR 2 AR i B
FEH,  MEPEAMA AR S 15 RN R R B AL,
XAEK R4 /N (Lariophagus  distinguendus)H'Z 48
3] TIAE, ARG RE SR L R E
B, SRR R T HE A IR I 5] 77 R R A

by 123:241

14 555 Bl s AL 5

Tttt B, MR C 2 52 B AR E s A
HEFRR AL, X TR AL G 1)k £ B0 R
F. TriversflHare ™ 741 2> [E38 H (Hymenoptera) B
oIS A B ) B A T R AR A a2 R P
WA SO & B F8 (inclusive fitness theory) ™ AH 44
&, WA T IS E. Ti5¥)5(worker-queen
conflict) 2[RI 71 73 BC ()8 AL 1R, 7R 1AL A A
PR 79 43 P 5%

JEER H B A N B AR AR R, fE KT, R
K02 K B BRI L, S2RE O R B U A
WS, TH. TS [F B E ok 2 18]35 A A ok | AR
A TR R SR B BESR ) — 2R, HoEZ R R N3/
4, 77 7] i 5t 2 2 18] R 3[R Ak B BESE ) — 2 BRI,
HoRG R A NA, XTI Tk 251 T BT
PNBISELG R R [F MRk, THESEZ O R LT
PUEEPE F ], Xt i TS . T 55
Z (BB AR ph . I PP AR 8 7 4l 18 WL ( Tetrarnorium
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caespitum)F 4L 5 15 W(Camponotus  ferrugineus)=54)
Ffeb S 2 7 IGE,  FLISCER A R S5 AR EEAI 20 D311
M RIS (Polyergus breviceps) 1 fa A Lh 21k
111, REHAAMTEINEFIE, SR ERKRE
G R R AETE SLRFEARST. IR e BRI B
A EERIE 58 ) K e e it 1 i B AR

2 B R R RN R

S5 Sy BOWTE AN — IR R PERIE T, [ N Ah
WEFE TR T RER AR, 5 H ATEA T 3% 57
i B AR ATY LB A PRV, 201 e 804EAR LART, BT
FABEFIN &SI VE R 4 A7 AE 8% 2 7,
JE RBEHE BN e BRI E, S5 I T 141 e
THEAHRR TR EDMAEEY, 2 TEWERR
TF B R 2 333 F B SEBRF AT Y, Ao g ek
FCIRDLAIWETE B B AR AR AR W FE A TAEIE
ST B> 5 2k o B A A AE B 3E 2 R IR ]
Pt B 19 S B R A AR 3 R 4 i
}m%[%,ﬂ]'

Pagiit, ABk60% L I MERE R R 1 AR S
K, B TEVFBARNIZAT, B MERE SR
B8, FUIWTAS AR A B R AT R R A T EREA
PFEAHAT I, BORKBRE 1 S AL LLB T R
J&. fE20M L0 IG, 7 T AEMBOR B AR
P52 3 255 v, JCHIT H TE 4 S 1 Tl (R 0
LA TSR/ BRI A S, A
RSN LRI Tt MR RV LY R BRIk b,
JE ARSI S 45 2198 € AR A 2R .

FESSRET T, SRACR AU L 2 21 1R
FIRUHIA PR, — iR S 7 BRI L s, R
FIZRAELL, XA R RES — R A BN B8
VIR S 53— R IR I e 5 2 Bl 4 S AR T R BT
3 U A S AL R IO PR EL TR, BIRGR M E, e 1y
KT, Soma TARE LI R 3 AT 2 0, KARRT 20 834
BRER SRARBRMPAURER, KA E R s
FIEI ] WS R W PFREM ARG R
KRR AR QB 2RERR. SRR
ASTHEVER S| 715, AN R HE 5 IR, 7 IRt
Fr v BRI 45
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21 HERRS AR

(1) ZHEI R BT A] 2 B 5T Bl o 2
B — AN S K AR R ), BAE19774E T
5 R IAE KB\ EF (Quiscalus mexicanus) )%
B, BEE BT IOHERS, AU S Y, X
R AR B ENHER, SRk
Gk, G RN (A T R A S R SE T AR LMV A 5 B
. AEJE S O 2R S b R I T AR H S
i 1) s . i, Korpimakisg \x 3522 —
N (Falco tinnunculus) IR A RIN, BVESE
FERARBOE 4y, B T S AR (R Y R
/NI BB B S 2 L

AN [E ) e T AR S ST RN, BB I (A5
FRMELE M % oA 22 3. i, DL Actitis hy-
poleucos) FNBEIEWES (4. macularius)f) % LI 750K
W, BEEEEERHER, PLEK AN s b B
LA I i A e, TR ILES () AR LA 2
BE BT MR T AT, R, HFARTE 5%
) AR B 2> 52 B S TE B[R] (R g2 e, oL e
(Pseudopodoces humilis){EZHEH, AU LA 52 %
SEN 1] (R X T R — R S [ R R, S
[ 5%of - A B ) 52 i P RE 2 AN A )., B304
(Charadrius alexandrinus), B AMF5EE KL FAME
b5 Ak I 3001 776 S5 38 AR G E ), i FE A 2 )
R IAE BEAN BT A P FLAE S (1 AR LE 35 A th I B B
(.

Q) WIS, HEHE & AR SRR
P B FE R O N B R DA AT AG Jy ot
54 5T R AT 73 SRR ST TARVELL R . 72
BB (Anthus  pratensis) T ETETTFhY ) B K
R R R AEAE L BSOS B 0T & R B AL )
somA b ARATTARAE AR A R G HHE T A R
TR 2. S5 RI, TEm e B (2T
PURE B2 AR BT 1) B 2 1Ak Ll 2> (e, 1T 72 5 B R
ZE AT JEL B (52 T PR B v ) o B P - A 2 i
Bouviera% A\ i [ g 3 5 e (4 — K 1L 42 (Parus
major) (PRI 5T HoK AT JE. b e R P 2 BRI = o0
fe 7t B XL A R XA LI (RPAS A A % 5.
SEOLRIN, TR R ZE AT JE b (R 7R = X)) BEHE 1K
i FAPE L & mE, 7EiE

# (Cyanistes caeruleus)

AR T b, A 2 B2 0 S5 5 B R e 1 B o
(o R S L B 9t LA i i i AT R
S5 RORIAE = PR (R R 2) i A B rh, AL
5 By T B ()G AR BRI IEAH G OC &R, (HAEMR &
(1R A 5 AR B U AS 52 e 2 B R 53 58 FR) 52 0.

Q) WFHE. AT EEEEM YR, TRIEES
WIEAIRE JFAN, XM AT il 8 SO 1) 18] 1)
Zegt, BRI —Fftk o) )AL 53 —Fh itk ) 1) -7 5 i
) T 1) 5 S SR RS B, IX AN RAE — L b 45 5
TIUE"T. Griffin® NP JLIG S A FL A
FHRERARIEITLE PRI, RS RIEH T
AT AT . (EE — L 24,
W % 5 (Manorina melanophrys)™". 1% % &3l 8 i 1,
AR GILFEA A KR, XA KA HIRZ
FURERG A, RSN — 2 = X BT R M 5% S
JLRAEEIEHF, HAFmw et sk, ¥e
B /INEE S — SR ) AR M L A, 1T 45 3 — 4 DA
RN AR N EU R 2 A 1Y), E AT TR R
SRR T IOBCE R T AR DY 20134,
Stubblefield flOrzack ™% £+ JLI £ R R AT F it G
73 M1 (Meta-analysis) %} T EL AT F- RO 3470 AL,
RIAANE G 2 ) SE SR AR AR B — 07, B
IR R AE TR R S LS B (0 1 ) AR B A e
7 A 23— AR E 2 [ aCT. (HE
WALt ERY], SEEHEETHE TR HIA AL
TARHE L B 5, fndtn il 22, ARG R L (dei-
githalos caudatus)FZL KR ILIFE(A. concinnus)[4]/$}.
20174F— T S A B0 5 KM SR S AR I, o
BHFHERCLLHZ, TR FrE L%
A IR AR S

4) AMEE. WHRIM, AAME B (public infor-
mation) & BN HH —LEAT e B i) B EARYE, 53k
FEUE . WS AR IR RREE T & nT e 2 F A
AR B e Bk, A AE BAL T AR R
BRIV AE R K. BB OLS KA F A A
FEEUE, BEFL T KA RO AR L SR
T R, ARG EXKILE AR gL
R R LCHAT — € R HI MR, E BT AT [ sk
AME AWM. ZPPE R, Kl
SRR AN AT 7S WA P B IS O, TR
FARMELEAT R, 457, CHRZRTANKE B
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B RAT IR FERIRE B 7T, B N5 8 A AR S BxT
SRFARPE AR, 22 E 35BN S ALY
W TSR At 738 i E .

22 FRHARHSFRMEL

(1) BHEAWAFEE. A R85 58 % V)M
K, BEFR IR SN+, P H AT Re 2 50
HKTRIELHEERECS. FRRRI, EHERE
(Diomedea exulans) F-55. BEHHE WD B hE M4
ERESE NI Vi-EST R E AN ViR N (T RS S I 2
ROREPE TR, BR R E TS, A R S A
W LEMEYESE SR, SEFR RS S T RE AR T 2 IR
&, TR BT T A= 2 RS
FRULE A B A AR M. Benito NP4 31 38 HE RS (Ster-
na hirundo) IR FL I, WS ) B A 50 200 1A
bor= A gem, BG4 2 B0 E & 23 = A B/ )
REME S, 8 B BT 20 50 RN A8t ] B 2 2 i AR
PR E BN R, B, ERPE T E(Aquila adalberti)
VBT, BTEE R 2 2 AR IR M b, P
b T B AR, A 2 5 B 1 LA 2 B v, T A I
JR AR I R 4 7 A i AR, AR
(Accipiter cooperin)IBIEFLHNIRKIN, B IXS5EIAMN
A T AN A AR ) 7 AR T 22 AR TN R R R IS AR
T KT AR W PR AR BT AR B AR R ),

(2) SRGRFZ. 4T, HRGIRGRKZN TR
LG B2 FEAR RS D, (H SR E 00 S ] BE A 52 e 1
AR B 0 PR 2R 0T, R 408 3 R B i (outbred son hy-
pothesis), 478 Zx Z A2 [P HEME P A2 1 B 3 e
G, HATHC BT 28 A6 HEPEA R (8] (148 S L AR EPE A
A TR PR3 S RN, PP A TT B A 2l 7 AR B 2 1)
e AR E S IE A R, Fit, SHErE
5230500 R B B HEMEEC X I, Mo AR
Z Bl 2 MR, XAEREWEY(Chiroxiphia
lanceolata) ) EREWF F 433 T IET, LRI 40
—F—RZERIMETLH DK, EEH D, HHERE
R 55 P = B9 FR) AR AR 2 I TG 47 [1R] 5 2% 0% 3% (10 189 3k 171 gk
AN, AR HENE B AT REPE S BE B AR [R] SR 2 00 R I3
HETT A, AR AR B AN 2 B 14 55 5 R 4 BB %
D2 AL S A s, [FIRE, AR RS
KAASK TR = A 52w, Wiy 1% (Melospiza
melodia) 7t 10 #2 NI AL IS 1R~ A LI 2 RIKE R
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AL, 5B [R] 1) 55 2 58 REBANAFEAEAH G K
P

(3) MES B ARGL. M SRR, AR ST
BRI FAEEREG S A fabr, WEREEEE
KRR AR bR, 0] B 2 R e A B A EE 2 A
% Romano®s N\t 725 KL 234N B 5 B 2 1
KM(Hirundo rustica)WIHF 5L B, MEVESSE S I FEAFTE
5B ) 2 IR R. B A, ARYE
AT i a] AT — A ) B B, BRI T
R RSB I R ) AN AR bR, AR,
W I N 5 X e 1) s A, I Al
RN -F- AR Pl P 508 A 2 0o M P 5 1 () AR A3 R 0 A
SENR, AEUEYE 1S 5 (1) 25 A A ] DUAR G Pt e 144X
(75, EIASRETIINME I AR A dr. 1% 9T 3R I
PER MR B SRS AN Lo AT I B T 3R A5
B HE = . X H AR K Me(Hirundo rustica gutturalis)
(I 0 DU S5 A 28 B K f e 5 0 1) T 7 A B 22 P A e
AR FELSLK RIS, MRS E
55 5 1) JL A REAE R AP R ) 22 S 45 ARk
EEM o B 0 2 M 1S B AR S A 2ot AR B
AEsn. BN, MEYE GRS (Ervthrura trichroa) 2R
P S0 Fr AR A MR T SR A R AR R L, =
REHHE G S G AR AR TR, 7E5E Rk
X(Bonasa sewerzowi)FVEFAH, HES T S AREA S
X TR P 0 P A g T b T B L 89 (Prinia
flaviventris), TALM: L 5XEE & K& 0 5 3% A%
PP Riechert& A7 388 SRS FO BT 78 45 R B,
P27 S R P (1) B TR B 7K AN 20 AR R T e Bl
i RE . Merkling®5 A2 i NBOBEFC R B, MES
52 ZA 3 B] 1 52 R 7K1 5 AR R B A 2 B HH Ak 55 1
IEFHRR R,

(4) HEPEMRS] 7. — SRR IR, T IS AR A
5 b S 19 (R 5| A RS R IE A e RV xt
THEMEEEE S, ERRGI AR, A E R
PIAARHS . TR0 BUE RER A2, 1@ 7
WEPEFO T RT3 2 T P AL EEHL S, Burley!™
P T, 55 5] 77 5K R 1 3R AT A8 T PRI 1 9 1%
e e v R AR, PO SMErE SR, dErE A
B AR e ] B NI 5] ) iR R B SR AR (AL F K

IR R — e T R AR B T IR E. 5, A
$9(Ficedula albicollis)[WHF LRl R N, MENE 1 A0AEHS 5
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B EAIE B B A A B2 E BT AR B2
T A SUE A R EE R 7 R MR, BV A
HIAURNSH _E (1) A B a] LR R AN S AR, 1 B

BEREMATEM . B, 55 MHEAEEHER
TR A AR TC T RO e 7= A i 5 AR T DAAS 30 B = i
R, BooksmytheZ ANz F 764 B 7 0 2R
RV AT LR G I, ok B S 5]
FIEBR MR AT B N GRS wE, 5
Burley W s A1 — 2. (HE— B HEENL 5] 1404
Y. AT NI MEMEIRG . SRR M
W B R/NR R TS N US A SRS FR s B AT
M, TG SR B R RN 25 M T T AR L.

23 FRERSFRIEL

(1) SBURE. 200, A %8 INEO 2R ALY
e e 2. oigardenFLifjeld”” %A 1 (Cin-
clus cinclus) W FCRIN, 4758 PEECK (5 IR £i=6)R},
T 27% MR I, 1 LA E; 2453 BRSNS
I, WA 47% 0 N HENE, YRR A T
5 —Mtt ot A RCH I E I H 528, @ ML
LEEUMEME E20% /0 47, PRI F eV S AR L 77 B
PEEAHFEE ZEEE. BFFCE o5 ] Re 2 AU
TS AR BTN, I R AT A BT
W ZREE, 7RSSR S BRI, R o 5]
72 L B T R R AR —— e SR AR s
(Egretta eulophotes){t: E 8 H 2 W5 &5 IR £ A2 4k,
TR, BREF AN T4, AT
T T ML M2 mT 7E. Bowers™ At 2 95 Tro-
glodytes aedon)JT JEid 53 G H 4% i SLER A 7. 5 G5 18
W EO~THIGE, SIS AT TN SN R BRER 201, SR
B 200, a5 SRR 8~ 104, S5 RK M, 7=
AR TR 53 O ME S o AR B 2 (VR S AR, AHET
T, ARG UPEE S 2 AR T 2 AR
& UM EC AT g S HAR R 3R — Al AR B S
PO H e s AR R, (HIX P e 2 R 5 5 AL
AT ™, Bk, 2458 BRSO, a7 O
H R, AP tefl 21, 245 R E0E
I, PEECAS SRl O H AR 245 ORI, Bl
59 HHARHERS, AR HENE LB 2 FRAR. 2498, A
— LB 5T R W 5 O A AR B TR AN AR AR A DR R
ESR/IPNITE b

(2) WEAGIGFT. A IS X S A L
S DA R 2 RS A S S B 3 (intra-brood
sharing-out hypothesis)i\ Ay, &G I FAMA T 15 2]
BT R IR /L, T DASRAR IR o P10 108 36 2 0 B Ao L
S A A 8 9 SR AR AR 1 01, AT B Ao 5
AL A A (AT T 2 Y T 8L N 35 418 Pi(intra-brood
competitive equilibrium hypothesis)i\ N, & /aFFLHI
FARARECR I — 5 A & % 55 & 5N R e 4%,
TXFE B S A AN P o] DL SE B b 22 b5 5 4 I T PR BT
T2 P S T WAL A AR L B WE 7T 0 A
BH—BMLER. Tryjanowskis A%t (18 (Ciconia
ciconia) [P 7T 45 R R, TR /A 3 LR I
(BN B —77); Moreno-Ruedas A\ ™% g 7K
{A55 (Lanius meridionalis)FIFF FLZR A, WAL T 3T
AL 2238 Bl (X Fh g2 000 (7] B 52 53 519 45010 5
63 GPEONSI, e fE A A e (TR A LI )
—J7); 245 SR ECN 6T, &b T4k Hh TR A7 B Mk 2
it M (CE T AN B (10— J7); Bonterds NP7 x 4R [
(Larus argentatus) PRI, AR XA
IR L ARTIR 4 VE P BAS 2 7= 2B 5 M.

3 H4i5RY

PR 53 7 e 2 B TE BB A SR AR T AR B E 4
Be, ¥ KPR AT RS . OSTC NS . BEIERNE . B
A MEES NG SHAI S L2 I TR, HIAR
SCUASR, B FCE AT SR ) 43 B (4 7 A RN A R AL
T e s s A R o g R R
AT C AR 2R T A, A A A I
ME T SRR 2 P A S A i L. 2 AR U R
BEAEEE L A R IR, (BN B AR LR S L R
FESPRER ULAIAE AR RE T IR EE R 2 — e R b
i 25 10 DAL AR B o - B AR 0 A AL S IR B AR 1)
Behih BT T, UONEIEE B B AN A
FIAR AL AT B AU E L B . R B A 3 H
T T ARSI, oI B A B R
o 3 0 FC S A LA e, Trivers i Hare™ i F 451
RAROEFEHIS A OE S EH ISR T LR,
KT RG R AWM FAE L HE R R
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Sex allocation has caught much attention because it is related to life strategies, individual fitness and population dynamics. Birds, a
class of vertebrates with extremely high species diversity and abundance, are ideal subjects for the study of sex allocation. Several
classic hypotheses have been proposed, such as evolutionary stable strategy and Trivers-Willard hypothesis. Offspring sex ratio is a
direct observation of sex allocation, so the factors influencing offspring sex ratio are key to the understanding of sex allocation
between males and females. Currently, the field focuses on the research of environmental, parental and offspring factors. However, up
to date it is still an open question which factor determines the offspring sex ratio, and much work needs to be done before we know to
what extent parents can regulate offspring sexes. In this review, we summarize the progress in the factors influencing the offspring sex
ratio, presenting a spectrum of offspring sex ratio studies from the classic hypotheses to empirical studies.

sex allocation, birds, offspring sex ratio, environmental factor, parental factor, offspring factor
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