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A F (%) 18] T FLAB 1M1 B i A3 2 AL ) R EL 2

T4 Haxt EFE NFE REMS AL’
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CILPH TS K 2B R 22BE, Yy 041000) (C FHEITTE K220 BI2EEE, K 300387)

W E OTIHFETIRARAEEFAN, ARZBBA -2 akE, RALT LS FEEBAF
A, Bm, LF@EELFLWARFH LGRS, AT LFZA A, ALFHEAFZTFEELT KB4
FAEREH D6 %%, P FF 18 & LA AGE B0 PR A AK R T A A A R A B (R g £ £ )8 H A
®Z—., morph KIS R FZFIFRAR G FAM EINFERHRF T A @A ZAF AR K. A
AR S LT (o) @ IABEAL Z B, SLFEA T o) FFRFARFARG, KF A B 09 F B KP A
1%, KFEQ G RELMER, HREIR, 45X F ()R @Iltamis e, XESTHILARIE £ 5e9HRE K
F. KRR TAR—F R ESAABR FAZRAEFORATAER, WFFOTFRTXARZHR G AL
Fosh AR, VABARI R o0 F T8 @ JLAR LM B dm g B K

E@iE KT ()M @mILmite; KFEL WAL, FTFEL, L H3)

5SS B849: 91

1 5|8 2, 2005; XIS, FHmiis, EHRH, 2011), X T
PRETT T AT R R A R L
KRR Rl BRG] ﬁﬁfg JRomn %Eﬁgﬁﬁﬁmjg

T 65 25 7R [7) 16 3 7 17 2 (Platek, 2003). % T £k e 1 er o
1 T M B E g (TP SRR, AR5 LA B
m o AT SR gRoa MR H AT R, it S Aok B EA N P,
SEVRBIM, LI TALTTLMMES o e e =
ﬁijfi‘w *%ﬁf;?f%z’oﬁl 1*'7?@%'%(‘3:5; 2007). A FIFE A 42 MR OB AT, 7
o reensross & Wen 55 1 Jonason, 1ov W, 25 AT AE S A b O R e i R R
Koenig, 2012; Schmitt, 2014 SR, BRHT, SKE  popesn e = s e e R i B 4 S
oAl 5 M 5 2R (Buss, 2019). M, B

Wk H e 2019-05-10 BTN R RS B B I ST P r KU, RD
v [ Al R O O B [ B PO R R R R 2 3 B 3y 7 B 5 P (Paternal Uncertainty) (Buss,

ﬂ1ﬁ9(20{9:04—01‘9—\BZPK01 A1 2018-04-013-BZPKO1). 2019; Trivers, 1972: #4E. 2007)'. i T2 Ki 1%
HE WAL B2 H AU (141ID190003) | 07 e ot A
G R T S BEST SE T KI5 H (16J7D880007) AL AR R A LR Y, T EL AR 2 B 2,

o [ 1 5 B 42 (2019M652679) I 5 A AF I 4% 0 FEL 5 SRR PRt B RSk (T SR —

AT R BB B 5 L0 = PR (2018BO 1) BE I . g4, Wik, f:3FJLTREME 100%8 & BT
WAEMEH: WM, E-mail: zqbznr@mail.ccnu.edu.cn; ER S B O fF7E Il 4 5% % (Gaulin & Schlegel,
J&36 4>, E-mail: zhouzj@mail.ccnu.edu.cn 1980)

AT SRS SR T BUR T, o e g
ST, A6 515 o, ST 2 M A 53 4 A TRBLRIGHGELE, B

1%L, 2010), BB, %9 T s X, A5 T B T — Z 5 0 BEAT SRy B X B (Platek,
AL B Oy AN S PR U B 2003; UL ZE2HN, Gk, Mz, 2006). G,
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LT MBI, LR IR B <F e
S AE — i P BE - BRI 5 TG 5 At 55 M A A G
Z(Buss & Schmitt, 1993); HWK, HFHRFIRIK
Joi, SRS R 2 TG T TR i A SR ke 1 R A
R HUENE, WK T, WY RIS B
— B, LR R BN 2, ER
AN BRI AR AL A B T HERR R e A 55
RS, DA 3 58 5L R RS 1 5 2 B 1
2EA Z A4 (Buss, 2019; Shackelford, Goetz,
LaMunyon, Pham, & Pound, 2015), &J5, fE#% T
A LUR, SRS A A= 1% v i) — SR 2L Ok PRA
ACR SOy B0 E P, R R B 10 o 1 e
P X F L B3 T B 0T (Alvergne, Faurie, &
Raymond, 2010; Apicella & Marlowe, 2004;
Bressan, Bertamini, Nalli, & Zanutto, 2009; Daly &
Wilson, 1999; Platek, Burch, Panyavin, Wasserman,
& Gallup, 2002; Platek et al., 2003; Platek et al., 2004;
ZRR, 5K, 2007; WL ZAEEF] 4, 2006),

2 RFESMBEMNEZRE—XXF(X)
iB] E LA

e HE AT, BSOS —Lhe
B RAE S H OB —Z ki 2 ZOR PR AR B 1y
AU E VEREE . IX S R AU I AR RN B
Z(Alvergne et al., 2010; Apicella & Marlowe, 2004;
Bressan et al., 2009; Daly & Wilson, 1999), HoAr
R S8 A 18 P SE DR BE A Ry — ol T e ) A o R R
B M T ok HE W A 0% B i 1Y 8 € 1 (Billingsley,
Antfolk, Santtila, & Lieberman, 2018; Apicella &
Marlowe, 2004; Flinn, 1988), 14 3815 T4
5 AR AN AL E R AR R R AR E R S
HOFTEMSZ RRMMAEENHELR
(Alvergne, Faurie, & Raymond, 2009; Alvergne et
al., 2010; Bressan et al., 2009),

TETFLAR RIS 45> AR 18] 7 T L AR 7 5
A b B — B0 AT () i g T AL AR R 2 B 1 A2
FE M EERN —DIEFEEN HEEARZ —,
AT AR TR L ARR I 8 AL R ) DA A )
7 HA MK & (Alvergne et al., 2010; Apicella &
Marlowe, 2004; Bressan et al., 2009; Bressan &
Kramer, 2015; Daly & Wilson, 1999), & H 4E#)i%
A% 2 SR P E 41 2 I T FLARRAE FLA i B 1 35t
Thordarson, &

(Johannsdottir, Thorarinsson,

Magnusson, 2005), 4~ ELA Il 2 ¢ 5 19 R ] 1)
TETFLAR RIS 25 02 T PN A I 2% 26 R A AR )
AT FLAR AL P (Bressan & Dal Martello, 2002), 5
W [V IS, o 228 4500 ) AH DG BIE 52 R B B MEXS 5 A
CL A A AR A T FLFR I L T 48 = 04 i X B AR X
MW B, AR LM ain =, B Pl rE W
5 A A AL 04 T LR R i 3 Rz 2 Y
% K V-8 5 (Platek, Keenan, & Mohamed, 2005;
Platek et al., 2004), T H RS H 3% mFLAHRLAY
JLE B8 A 9 s 7 BB (Wu, Yang, Sun, Liu, &
Luo, 2013).,

HT T T FLORE AR 2 B 531 A A ) 2 75 A7 1 I 2%
X R B — A K 8 FR (Alvergne et al., 2009;
DeBruine et al., 2009), [Fitt, #F5%EEEEREL
(o) 1) T FLARARLAE A S 0 550 25 B 003 At 5 P 114
18 #r8 (Alvergne et al, 2009, 2010; Apicella &
Marlowe, 2004; Chang, Lu, Lee, Li, & Sui, 2010;
Gaulin & Schlegel, 1980; Sear & Mace, 2008; Yu et
al., 2016; Yu et al., 2017; Yu et al., 2019a; Yu et al.,
2019b; Yu et al, 2019¢c; T4 %%, 2019), [, 5
PO AR L, AN AR 22 S AR XTI
Ak & B B AL B AR S R A, B, XS
ANERRWIOF, 18 FLAE L 25N AR &
By —A~ 3B 1 B B 28 & (Chang et al., 2010),

3 RFGEmEFALBMUERNFRGE

T 27 AR S0 A T (2 ) 1) T L AR R 1) DAl
05 5 3 B FH S50 s (Morph B PFG :) E = 07
P S E WP E =Rk 78

Morph 3R PF R 58 A6 G iS50 1 L &L b
BLE B — B . WFSE A i A mT LUK
Bl 1 T AL 5 R & A Y T FL Cn LY T AL ) 4
FEREAE 10 LU ) A5 R TE — 2, PRI, SRR 7 vk AT L
A B AR5 1 0 10 FLAH 8L (DeBruine, 2002),
IEHETR T T ALAR U 5 A0 B A7 i AR
K F . FWIAHTITE T Morph B F A B R
A TR L e FROAS (] 1) L 1) 5 1 A I T LA T
S, 2R Y gt T LG A s e L 1Y BTk L 5]
MR, B E R AR E AR RN
i R R RR AL 2 AR 2R L IR S B
SE & AT K W1 &8 (DeBruine, 2002, 2005), 5
“fIBUE S B 1 T FLAF AL R 0 AN B S T
Xt fi 5E 3 @ U FE ST (Krupp, Debruine, & Barclay,
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2008),

55 =07 VEE R R AR R S N LUAM Ho A
ARANETE WA FEA )R 5 CEF R L
AR AR A — 7 S SO0 SRR N A0 3T 1 o R 5 R WA
=7 B 3 5 AR [ LA AR v A b B ) A
6] J& 75 BLAT I 4% ¢ & (Arantes & Berg, 2012). N T
Wit Z#FH MK AR, Maloney Hl Dal Martello (2006)
BEICT P A0S A, BESRAS — ZH R R e XS
AT EF B BEAME R
SUEBIRIR, 53— ok BN IR S BE #SA0) fY TT L
AUPE SR T PR, 55 A R R fe % i
A R YL AR HEAT R 5, 45 R R WY — 2 T AL AR
L A I 3 BCRE A8 0 285 b F000 2 — 4 Y 23 2537
FE, AR SEERRER IS 96%, 1 H 1 s BE 1 1
b ) B TR BE O T R AN % e B I 2 ¢
%, HIIEBT, Alvergne, Perreau, Mazur, Mueller
Fl Raymond (2014)i%$: T 27 XA FrymEFLIE &,
83 Photoshop FR A% JLF A9 1 FL IR 4 #4743 51
VIkR . AL, RFEOR S A REA
AHPRAY A7 A R AR b 940 7 5C R AT HIE,
SRR, EAFMAIERT, gl LR
FE A% HE B b K 7 L MR Z DR AR B 2R C R
MR PFRE R, ST AL AL E B &E
A A ) P T FLAE R Sk v A 0 D % i =2 [l i %
KA, M AR FUNBE 1 23 BE A A7 0% 1 48 1< 2 W i
SR, B 9~11 & WA IR B RN B HE R AE S K
(Kaminski, Gentaz, & Mazens, 2012), #A1ii, TEPE
JE T LA b, A SE R T] BE A7 1 5
FR B BILAA TG 7P A VP E i 22, AR SCIF T R B, %
T BE R LA R B 26— 07 5% & S ) Tl 1
AR AR, LU AC SR X 4% 8L TE 2 1 0
FIE AN B %% (Alvergne, Faurie, & Raymond,
2007; McLain, Setters, Moulton, & Pratt, 2000), I
McLain % A (2000) & B8 24 4 e, 87.5% 01
RN T HAOGETER AR EE AL, T2 40 5%
ATEGEE, BERIN T 5 3OR KA T AR
HBIFREAR 2 60%.

MREANWFERITEFEEYFANACH
(05 Bk T FLAARUE T 4T A PP E o AN 7T 5
N E S UN-5R 80 o 2t 5N S S U SR B R A
M, AT A TE— E MBI S L, AN T
H5HO KSR, LI DAE S5 B it
(Yuetal,, 2016), HERMILL, 245 A M EWPEEA,

B -2 W&, fEmt i, AREAET,
TETHACHAERS KM, Bk, AEXAC
BT LA R A O L -5 2 T i T L AR AR P
T Z M2 38 0 <4t 4 45 T (Social Mirror)” 3k 52 i
Mo KREFRMEER T X — Rz, CEEEW
TR B 5 W) T FLAR R R B S5 5 = O VT 2
RATAER R Y —E0rE, MG R BRE 0.80 DIE
(Alvergne et al., 2010; Billingsley et al., 2018;
Burch & Gallup, 2000; Yu et al., 2017), 5 4b, B
LB ST 25 AR S5 TRk, PR B R
SMETFREMBE, SR ER, KRG HHE
{5 U A% B 53 M 0 e A AR S 2B L (R A Bk 2 R
29.8%) 0 & fm TR B B E O R R B R R
RAEEA LI (P A LA 1.7%) (Anderson, 2006) .

FHLLHL M, Morph A& B LI 77 75 BA #5
1o PR, AT DA S 4 R A T L 5
AT L A9 AR AL 2 St R T T FLAH AL 5 40 B 3 R4 T
R 2Z ) PR O 2R o (H R 30 0 1 L 98 4 2 K A0
G, 5B RS R AR BTGB Th R HE
Z 25 KA FR #l (Alvergne et al., 2010; Platek et al.,
2002; Platek et al., 2003; Platek et al., 2004), K i,
Morph 3K {A Bk AR AT g — 2L, 23
NI BT 7k A SRR R R, LI E WL
1% T 5 50 55 T FLAH U 0 R 5 ey, RBEACE
WA R # 55 B CAHUECAR AL, B AT 52 m 31 42
SR T RN G BE AR SR B . (HFE AT
B 5y 32 Bt SRV st S RE R g e, BRI O
RS AN 1 (Alvergne et al., 2010), A L& &,
5 = 07 VI AE AR FAE AU Dy AR AL rh
HEIKSF-(Yu et al., 2016). I, 78R B 3 WU
TE VR R SE T A0 T LA UM .0 B 5 47 S HL I B
TFF 5 3 107 4l LA S 36 B A F — 20 1 5 B 5 1% P9
BB,

4 RF()EmEFLACERIER

AL () ) T FL A AR 492 A 310 A A ] B R
AHIPE R — D EBEL R, — T HAREE R R
SEFACRAT R, LUK F B AT BR A B IR B 4
5HS®A MR MFIC; 55— 7 0k n] KLk
S AR 1 e DR A T 3 B 3 o A, AT A
RN S B, PR, 28 7 B AL AR R XA
PRI 0B 5 17 S HLAT YR 152 I (Billingsley et al.,
2018),
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41 RF(DEEFLBMUMESEFXR

T BISN  B AR SR 5 A
FBHEFTNEZFFERA, X EREHLAE
T8 T —— IR R S A B SR AR, TR PR
T HCARBEEANE T, T B A
WA 15 B IR (Trivers, 1972), JETT LA &
SRR, NS i T IR LE g & HA 4
SRR MR, TS 5 B P4 A i R A% 56 4 ]
A (Hamilton, 1964), i 2 ¥ ] T FL AR LM 2 Bt
FAS PR T 1l 2% 256 & 19— > ZUF8 B (Alvergne et
al., 2010; Apicella & Marlowe, 2004; Bressan et al.,
2009; Bressan & Kramer, 2015; Daly & Wilson,
1999), Kith, ACFEARAEARYE AL (L)) T FLAH ol
PR BE U 1 4 O e AR B AT . AR F
REW, FREORKEB MM, RS ER
[ 58 2 O 2 % RO Rl 1S (Alvergne et al., 2009;
Alvergne et al., 2010; Apicella & Marlowe, 2004;
Billingsley et al., 2018; Chang et al., 2010; Gaulin
& Schlegel, 1980; Sear & Mace, 2008; Yu, et al.,
2017; Yu et al., 2019¢; Z=ZH], 5K7R, 2007).

DA OG T4 F (o) 1) T FLAR BLE X 2% 7 6 &
R MR A BIF 98 K 22 2R F 1Y) 2 A Br FF 9 35 20 (A Lvergne
et al., 2009, 2010; Apicella & Marlowe, 2004;
Billingsley et al., 2018; Chang et al., 2010; Gaulin
& Schlegel, 1980; Sear & Mace, 2008; Yu, et al.,
2017; Yu et al., 2019¢), %I LA AT 1 1]
KRR CR BAFTERIRIAR R . W, WFoEq]2
TR S 56 28 ) ASEADUIR 158 e R i FL AR B X A2
CrBRANAT A I o 40 DeBruine i 13 Morph 4144
IR L) 115 i it T FLAR AR B, I 2 B
4k 400 ) A 5 KA RO AR L, TCIR 2
BB IE 2 L R 22 45 T H B Z RS
SCRE, SHER, FEHERR RS TR R 15
Wi J5, 3 T A4 N AR 9K B A b A7 7 (DeBruine, 2002,
2005), fHiX BB MBS, BEEET
FEHE YR B EEMRE, BRCSMib& T
HHCHFEMSG KR, TAFIMILRKTFH
OB 8%, M E S =R, L5

PR BT RE X G I A BT Al AT =2 ) 9 1M 5 56 R

MR P 5 2% & £ B it (Laham, Gonsalkorale, & von
Hippel, 2005), JCit 5 M4 7 2 M AR A5 1) F 35 Bl
5\ CEBA M & AR, 1w FLAH
PP A R — AL R, UL, 7

FERL L IAE B b, RIS B AR
T FL AN A B (AL B 22 1) G P R R % T L 3 1
(Yu et al., 2017),

AL 2% B 0y (1 0 2 AN ASCRT AT 5 AR BRRAIE 1Y
AR R A4 AR N, [R] Ak 3 v] L) 3k — 264t
22 30 Ak BE AL 45 ) 45 45 LU Jin 5% (Chang et al.,
2010). WS 5 [ S R 1 &N — & )& £ (Murdock,
1982)  #Tifi 3L (9 1k FC LA B A8 [ 1k 5 4 A
T B 1 U A s o O L P R AT ) B T
Xt 3 Mk O AE ST o ) S5 AL 2 SCAk ST AR R RE W A —
SEFRE R ACE R By (Daly, Wilson, & Weghorst,
1982),Chang % A(2010YIN AR FFK W, LFES
RIEZF R AR R O SRR K R, TSR
5305k — R R e — e R BT
MRS ST R, DT BE TH 5L SR 1A AL 5% B 0 1 1,
R, 5 R 22 [ S0k 1 2% s — e A i AR 0
AL () 18] 1o L AH LM EL A T RE 1 T R
Chang % A (2010) LA v [El 5 B R WX G2 5017 T
AL BE 2 LI B 3 1 ) LA UM 5 R R
R, G50 EM, AROHEE DA SHAE:
— R JEAE), AT () I L AR B BE A i 2 b 7
DB A2 5 4 0E, i 3 T g b (S ARk
— i JEAE), A8 (o)Al LA LT A S 1 55 T
g AN B E R N E R e L ST
R R @ — &SRR A — & e AME AL T
(18] T LA R (4 T e —— B A AL % B ) o L AR,
HEPECRE R, GRS NN T A LG R
AR Aok, B ETERR S AR %
LR TAT, LA A L F A RE S, W
BB BRI [ O AR U5 F 52 4E (Peng,
2011; PRZELR, BOMENE, 2014), I, 76 E Sk
BECF, a5 R 0% 8 I 5 A0 F () 8] T L
MRS EFREZEM LR, BATSE, LT
fi1) v FLAR AR 5 A0 SRR LT I AR B
4 I, T AL L 8] T LA B 5 58 25 X Lo LI 1
TR B Y S A TR B B 3 K (Yu et al, 2017),
42 RF()EEILBUESKERA

MET SRR AE AR, 5 A
AT R R 2B, I LR R A 45 B R e 5
TR BBANT &4 5%, 2019), Burch 1 Gallup
(2000) N —E ML ERE T 55 AR e W EA
FME A7 (BT X BCAH ) (14 8 1 A IR 58 % 42 L ZEAF 5 o,
9% 5 — Jy 11 B2 SR iR 4% 15 Bl v 1 FL A A
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PEFR B HEAT E AT (B 7 5 18R 2157
HA N GG TF 5EG 242 ), s—E,
FH BRI X FEERL L B TR
TRREES, MRERENBTBZTS5AC
%) T LA RUFR B R % Wb 2 Wl T AL (&) Z T ¢
R R ME XA R ER T ERE,
[] i B R BT Al 8 2 5 A0 5% 0y T AL AB AU DL K
W AR TR MR IERIIT R, BREEIN
T3, BB S B AR RSN
AL, AT CR BN EE, ACTE LN ZRK
JiE 2 T (AR /D, W B SR 52 JE R e Al
/N, Heijkoop, Semon Dubas Fil van Aken (2009)
K A faf 22 19 1E 5 S 1 AR A g R B T 2R
255 . Heijkoop FF NZRBAH L EWMIEE F&
AN S B O REARE B S A R
I, SRJE WS BT F Lo i 2 11T R
(e w A Mm% FHOLY), 45REW, SR
JREN B 1 A8 (L) IR] F1 550 AH AL P BE 6% 55 2 b 751 )
SCRXTF A R TIAT R, TR SR B B B (&)
(i) &1 S5 AE B X B 2 1 2 A7 S B0 A AN B
% o Platek 5 A (2002)38 i3 230 # 90 1 77 1 15 3]
TRLMER ., B\, BHRE R Morph ¥4
Bk E RS Z T Seo LA R B, RS,
IS A C B 5 Y S0z e 1T 0T
PR E T SR T BT RE Tk, S5 SRR, A
W5 B CKMEAMEUGENE, 5w
5H KM EZFHLED MR, F Lk
oAl (Y FH G T AT P 2 B, ©US 5B X 4k T
(F ) B FE570 0 23 ™ 7 T Oz o8 1 X IR e L
A M %A T & (AT (Daly & Wilson, 1999), &
Z, A0 (Zx )l 1 FLAH RL AR AS A BE 5 4 55 AL 3R X
T Lo B AR Y AR Y, IR R R AR S E
I AT REE S

5 vu % AQOITMAFFE LS R ——TF L k51
W9 3 A F (2 i) T LA RUME XoF 2% 2% 2R 1 5% T
—2k), FEEFENQINBE LI H FZF
EfEsE B B WS, ACF (6 [ FLAH L
5 A SR I IR TR A7 AE 10 35 1 B ) SR, A%
(i) T FL A AL 5 A2 S 1 B AR A AH DI A A 31
HKF-o
43 XRF(E@EILEMUESFanarssEs

FEF PN B o BRE RNAL S B R T PR AR
W, A0 RN 338 i B B AT (o) [ 9 T L AH 481

PR X L R TR, R TR 2>
B2 T3 T2 B A A7 K BT B (Alvergne et
al., 2009, 2010; Gaulin & Schlegel, 1980; Sear &
Mace, 2008). Alvergne %5 A (2009)L4fEAE7EAE M
FEWN I ZRAR GE A HE B B R BT T A (%)
(1] T L AFHARL M A2 () [ A B AR AL X 7 2
AR, 5T 4R R BT () ) A= BEAFAE Y
AFRLAAE (T FLARARL T A4 AR AR BLE ) AN AL fi 25 s 750
DB A6 158 T (AR S5 % T — B E
Bl ED), T HL A AR b WO L B R R E
(K MAC fil BMI), K5, Alvergne 5% A(2010)
Pk ELE AR ZEE T A ZE N /R R
HBEEY, BFSE4S R Ik T A (&) Il fL A
LU X A 2 5 4% - 117 J% 5 8 K 4 1 R (5 e,
BAZ (L) Tl T FLAR AR XS 2 i B K % B (BMI)
52 AT T8 B 2K . Alvergne 55 A (2010)
N A BE 2 th TAE T8 Ak vk, 2%
CH&T —EN&T ), gt —EmE L
AL SR B 0 AN E PR RT T SR RN o E T L,
A2 F (o) Il 1 FLAE ABL P X 5 AR 00 2R T4 88 Bt 5
AR B I JEE 1Y 5% W 28500 TEAS [R) g 23 28 55 S0 AR T
i NE—ER 25
44 RFFEIEFLERMYES R FHRER

e AR AN K & 3 Bl (Kenrick,
Griskevicius, Neuberg, & Schaller, 2010; Yu et al.,
2019b), A% B 3 i E ML B9 K BGE, ARIEE
T BB AL R 7S, AR AT BR AR 5 AL
22 I R 8%, A 7 (o) ) T LAB AU M 1 £ 22Ty g
FEHHRAC E 1y (Chang et al., 2010), H, LF
() ] T LA ARU A AS 7 sl B b 2% 52 T 58] 58 2% 19 .0
PR R 2 B AR

T HESRAC R B i E I, B AR A EI
B A PE SEBUEE o BIFSE i B0 AR G O A A e A,
5P 2 A WO 1Y £E JE RO %2 (Buss, Larsen,
Westen, & Semmelroth, 1992), Z&{IHh, 1N 3E
S P B R, 50T (o)1) LAH AL
PERARM, SRR AR, T 5 &7
AR R ZEAC B IR, Bk, X F ()RR
—PhERE MR AR OC R, M H AL (L) i) 1w LAH
IR S — R ESE BRI E ] T A0 5% . ACRSF
AR B BB 0 AL - (2 1) T FL AR AR, 3 T
SO RFEAEEBIAZ, AMAZ, EFRE
PEER TRt — 20 51 e BLAT B I () 2 5 A AR 5 1 5
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— B R RE TR R (Yu et al., 2016) . St FlS, Xt
TET 5 HEAARPEEMRMACEM S, hTK
W2 EIEW IR, SRR R R G RE T AR
B —E B H (Koh & Lee, 1998). WFFERMAE
EEERE TN MEIRS 5 RO
(Chang, Cloak, & Ernst, 2003; Stein et al., 1998).
F W F IR E T (Geracioti et al, 2001)%%, 1fjiX
LS 1 2 U s A e R ST RO LRE,  E T X
A B R A —E R TR SR T
Y L2520 R 28 1Y, B 2R TUFH B4 2R Rt
SRR By, PR, B () B T FLAR LA
o LEERI R, R WA X R R 5
AR R 77 A2 B2 (Y et al., 2019a).
45 RF(EEFLEMNESEEEE

ISR T I 0 BERDE, #e5 A CARBL A
PRVPE R W | ) e 7E —E B B4R THZAMA
AT A . B AR S A e FLAE L
1o 1) S PN SE 1 g, R4, TR
B AR LA 2 JORIG I, 6 17 B AR AR 7 P 5 3
PR BRI, AMAR SRS A C A AL A A
VERE A i PR 5 | ) RO T8 3 5O E X 02
R e — e, ROPFEE # 5 #00F 2 5 6] P
T FLARAVE BE S5 S AV 51 I Y PEE, i =&
o SRR, T LA X B P 51 P E K
NN FIWBE I 45 RUE S T X — ki, BF
FEEANTE SR morph J5 G UHIFLATEL, SRS
BRI X 2 G b T AL PR 51 ) BEAT I A,
WFE 4 SRR A CRKAS ALY T L T RE
BV E R B AT w51 g, AEX RO A & A A
R AN P R X % 4 7] — M 51 B (DeBruine, 2005;
Wolf & Durham, 2004), #X1fi, #iT Billingsley %5
A(2018)R FH 245 A F P& 1Y 7 iR 0T T X &
V] A= AR ALE AR B0 (B T L AR BL R ) 5 A SR M 3
BLESC R, R IAC Lo 8] A= BURRAE 1 A AP 5 40 5
XF L JLE M DR | P i 1) R G B A Tk B i K
S, T AL 2 SRR 38 P A 1 1 SRR 5 AR X L
B M DR OCE: L PR R R A AH G IR B T KR .
Billingsley % AN\ HiX —45 R 511 AW 4R 2
JF UAFTE—E M, AT BEJ2 PR A A0 4 B) A AR
TE AL 0 S S Wi ik ) B8, [, BIFSE %
. 2R S AT (o) ) Az BRI B AH AL I T A 2
SRR AT E AR, A, Xk
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Father-child facial resemblance as a mechanism for evolutionary adaptation
and its impacts
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Abstract: Due to the characteristics of internal fertilization, human fertilization, to a certain extent, is
concealed. Meanwhile, adultery existed in early human society. Therefore, males suffer from the uncertainty
that their putative children may not be their biological offspring, which is paternal uncertainty. To cope with
this uncertainty, males are unconsciously looking for cues that might indicate a genetic similarity between
them and their offspring. Among these cues, the facial resemblance is one of the indirect ways that males
could infer if there is a biological connection in terms of fatherhood. Three methods are there to measure
facial resemblance, including morph software synthesis, third—party rating, and self-rating. Previous studies
have shown that the more similar the facial characteristics between a father and his offspring are, the more
paternal resources the father would be willing to invest during parenthood. The less anxious and healthier a
father is during parenthood, the higher sexual aversion a father would experience in the relationship with
their children. The present research suggested three directions for future studies. First, it is valuable to look
at the cultural differences in the impacts of father-child facial resemblance. Second, in order to enhance its
internal and external validity, future work can adopt new methods to assess the father-child facial
resemblance. Last, it would be an exciting direction to explore the relationship between the subjective
assessments and the objective assessments of father-child facial resemblance.

Key words: parent-child facial resemblance; uncertainty of paternity; parental investment; culture; gender



