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Experimental study on mate choice copying in humans:
Japanese tend to copy more attractive individuals
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BOMRFEIIE, & MR 2 b AW #E L < B
RBERO—>ThH D, b FEGULEMIASDIITKR
ERAREEB/OND L 21T 2L Da X ki
KREWE X FRFE T, M EEHTHZ LT
FEFEEH L LT D2 ERRINTND
(Richerson & Boyd, 2005[1]), BB EIRIZEIT D1t
HOREMATENL, mate choice copying & FEE L, )i
Ex 5720078 TH Y . ke WO BLEN DI
A TE (TR B2 6TV,

Mate choice copying X FACHff/e & T < M%E
SNTEBY, KL SHRNTZR > TV DEEEZ 5
TRUVMER X D HERFETF & U CEIR L3 M A3
BE I TWaB (a8 - Alonzo, 2008[2]; Dugatkin,
1992[3]4, B : Gibson et al., 1991[4]; Swaddle et
al., 2005[5]%%), Mate choice copying 73 Z ¥ <231
fEROER HAFFE STV D, BT DM OFHE S L
T, BHICEWRISEZ b7 o 3 EUEE 28I 518
FIHMEY N & B D AR DEIARIZ I\ TR TEN X
B SN WA 23R 4TV % (Dugatkin and
Godin, 1993[6]), —J5C. <A (LLF model
ERESZ L %) OFF#E LTE, SEEICBNT
R OEIROEIR O J7 8B MER DR X 0 R S

T NE WS HAIARIIN TS (Amlacher and
Dugatkin, 2005[7]; Dugatkin and Godin, 1993[6]4%),
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OV MERZ BB T & L CGRIRL T 5 ATREMED &
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iz B W TBIE I L7z Lk @ mate choice
copying DAL, b MIBWTHEBEIN TS
(Jones et al., 2007[8]; Little et al, 2008[9];
Waynforth, 2007[10]), % < OAFFET, FEMIxS 0
7 B TR LIIRRE Tl )R- &2 1T > 7255 L 0
b, SMEOFEE A IR LTORRE Tl TR A1 T
ST E DT BRI Z DT D LN IR Lo T
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— N —DOFEEZE L ST D0RE L5 LTS E
EZ 55, B MZEWT mate choice copying DL =
DR IUTEEE 52 DERITOWVT HIRFINTHON
TWD, BT 2MOME & LTI, FmaMEy VER
SOPERRRER /D 72 MR Z B\ TR TEN I BIZR S
%5 Z L% < (Little et al., 2015[11]; Waynforth,
2007[10D, B S DMOME L LT, HIr972fE
TR NRD i@ MBS S oW B D Z &
ARSI TV D (Sigall and Landy, 1973[12], Little et
al. ,2015[11]),

bt MZE1T D mate choice copying OEENZDOUNT
AR DN AT D L < 1E, FCKOBERE 255 &
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A TITAARANIZIIT S mate choice copying D1t
MNZDOWTHRRET D Z & 237, HARIZEIT % mate
choice copying MOfE[A] & L TiE, Nojo et al.(2022)[13]
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BRIGIRAET W K D0 O R E R 2 1R,

x 2 BRESETNVORER

Target Model 348 FE L

Ttk e bo 3.588%* | 3.114%*
by 0.022 0.212%*
b> -0.099 -0.129
bs -0.123* | -0.063
o 0.875%* | 0.825%*

Qs Bk bo 3.145%% | 3.617%*
by 0.129%* -0.007
b> 0.254 -0.128
bs -0.050 -0.048
o 1.192%* | 0.964%*

#p<0.05, **p<0.001
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