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Abstract: For the past decade, the idea that non-human primates avoid copulating with close kin
in their social group is controversial among anthropologists, biologists and psychologists. Based
on the inbreeding avoidance hypothesis, I make three assumptions: 1) Inbreeding is costly and
may reduce individual reproductive fitness; 2) The costs of inbreeding outweigh its benefits; 3)
If the costs are higher than the benefits, mechanisms to avoid inbreeding should evolve. In this
work, I analyzed breeding data from 6 primate families and 19 populations, addressed these three

assumptions and evaluated their applicability to these primate groups.
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TSR B PRI 5 e N2 B . O8R5 2438 B D (T S AL
2o BB AT N S A AR S R X R S Ak U AR, Bl R AT
TR BN TG AN SCAk Rl N 085 A7 A oG (R B A =, JC AR 1R A RE 7~ 2 Bl b o i ik
MG PIEACAT R o BeAh, BTN [R) 3 A7 A [k 2 2 (AT A L] S e
Ty o) Bl R e I I % R TR L 5 AT fie LA LR N R RV, SR
B [P AR 156 DA A G SR 5% SETE AN AIE & B 1 P SR R, IS AR N A [P — A F 1)
170 B3 — BURIE ST DNk T G 3 3T % R A S P e T S DR A T M PR T R ¢
BRSO, Biltn, R KRR EARET R AR SR R 7, ki, HAbBRsT
WA A B JLAE T 38 i AR Wb 25 s M A (R BT R D B o 9, SR A 5B L HAth R 10 B AT
RGBSR B 2%, v DU R M E S I A, 3 7 e SRRk 4 ) LAE T 2 1y
MR, BH VT SR 505 T LA G P= (i ok, - 3R e S (R AR vG 45 R4, P bh—
S S R ST A B A S S TSR e T DU B IS B e AR . ST
so. WP e R R EE, BT DUA G — Bt R 2R 1g .

AR, N T BRI R AR AR R U], A1 IR . B
RRAT T Bl () A A GX LT S B 2 FR R 5ok R —ARLL N AMAETA S RL B IS
Cronkrak and Roff (1999) 43#7 1 35 PrEF A Sy Rk A () J5 ARTE T2, I 26 B 5 AR
(RT3 L AR SR AT L I v 215.5% s T35 B0 th vl ik 5 S Wy R Bk 260 % o 10
KGN ML AR R R YRR B U A . A LA, JEAR
KB (LU RKID BEEHRSR S B, REKBWERMA R mtee . o,
K2 K LIS B R A Rl b B 2= A5 DR 2 A A A A s 1 R A P 4 AR /D 52 B
ZEREREN, BN L. HAE RERNZEE SR TR AL (B2 st
FASELIAN) M Hok, REKEERIREN HA RIS R RECBE RS M. B, K%
BOHFLRBATEW TR OYEMERIREE AR T R RS ), — M e i MM 1T #8 PF 29
10 22 5 oK 8 AR R ak BF FR Ak e g by U iy R A A AE [ 52 BT R MR, S e e v A
BT — RS BT AR RE, TMEE S RESE . SRR AR TR R, TR TR R 2 S
ERE, SRR IR R MRS (K A0 R 22 T 22 MERRE, MIE oA T e S B O H 2, T A5
SUEB AR TR S BIRE N B A A R T R KT 24 S KR ZREMAT
N BRI B R A U AR, ARG T S B RO AT S B T A
ELHL . IR/ N TR P S 25 i R U e i i e U ol R K i R R B A
NSRS, B A AR = G T RAC RIS S 9T, A OE B&EL, BrLh
A B R AR 1T [T 56 B A () AT R BRI 8

B R A SR s AT S BAE P 6, A CHIANT =ANFEEE B R 1D i
SRET N Re s S EUMAEIEIE A B KSR Rk 2) TSR B A RIAT R, R Bk ]
REM W KT AR s 3) WUERBOR TR, A )W Nz g4k B i =18 3 2% S8 L
CLIk D247 R = AR e o ARG, AR SCZER AT T 6 B 19 AN RACSSFPRE I8 A7 B 5 5
Bk T R KSR IAT A [l AMAIT R A BT AN SELE], 5 A8 o R A R 5% S 1)
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WENE, JFNLUR AR DAL AN ST R s 2 R M . Ah, RIEDER K
Kt FEMNER L, oA 2D 25 MalA RKSE, R — 2 LR
K, JCIIEIL RNy RS 05 A BB AL 17 0™ F, - BELAS 1 AR TR 5 DA AT 3
FTRERG TN T ISR AR LA o AR SORE A UG )Rk ) DR R o S 42 I Al

1 32 TR I E Fr a0h B

L1ERIE 1 IERBEATRRSEMEEES ERERERE

1876 4, AR W Eseit BT AZ Wi (Inbreeding depression) &, A AT 35 4
A REL PRARAMAGE & )5 . Wright (1922) U B 5 42 H U 48 3L (Inbreeding coefficient) F11 i
PERA! (Dominance model) MRS, A AT o5 BE0E 5 A L oAt 5 ARSRAFAH 25 (1) 2507 B A
EU A5 ey, 35 DR Al RS 2658 v ARG DRIV R B — S5 R, 5 ) HR I b T B G DR R PR R LAY
BIUnBUR KA (Pinus radiate) 3525 EREAKRI T T30 B340 B0 88 S ERBR (The
over dominance model) #F— iR 1 RIS 55 SO M52 w76 28— AU I, (H2 et f
FHRF SR, FBEUGRIEEREL sp— PG, S &G G IEME R , B0k
Wil (Rhinolophus ferrumequinum) 28k AR SE IS, BathA 35 3L 8203 B4 k47
BRI RANANEE R B TR LR I LLAL, AR RAE J5 nT e H I Bt e
TIBRAR, 75 5y K GL s A o A= el e 1) 21,

1A% 97 47 B8 (Genetic load theory) TA AT AZ T IR ¥ 1 5 ¥ T4 N BN AMARSE A 5
SR AL A (i P Ak s PRI AT 5, 9000 Ralls %5 (1988)°1 4347 T 38 AME
WEr, RIVEENYIREE N -1.4 2] 303 ANGE (BBEYE: 7E A IRAED A
o, BN AR A A RS TR BT () B AT R DR IR~ B S B A JE DR Al 1 15 | s AT
FET- (PR IR o ANRE, — 28235 R AL S B 1Y, A ISR LAET R
BT AHERRFNEE N A R PRSI L], i DA T 256 S8 v] LU BERM R N A S R A L
B, M AL Tt . BN, KAEF (Eichhornia paniculata) FpiE N 28 0d JUARIT AS 0
Jois A FEIE G R e HE, KRSV R R B s, —uk
A Bk B PR ] B A AR S8 B B BRSO 4R RF; 2, —SUESar B Bt BE DR ] BB G
PHEDE: =, TR GAR S BEALIN,  BT DURPRE B S — B, A BT
SRETEMNE R S, B2 )LAET 2R R v DAIE 3 0 SEFE Ak ok ab N Dk . 4,
Kalinowski 25 (2000) " I\ by 35 5% BHE (W FT0 S IEA LRI FR BN MIIE, — Seal IR Py 22
JUPET R m i n] e 2 7 7 ARG S N R 5, A58 At FH A2 301 .

1 o SR AN A AL 2 AL AT g, 2 SR R W g g, Jb SR
(Melospiza melodia) )i 2% B Ja AR AF AL T &% — e 5 AL MA R 257, HEAZE
PET U T A AN A P, Jimenez 2% (1994) P LE i 11 2 Bl (Peromyscus leucopus
moveboracensis) 1T 2% BHE P HEFN AR SR BIE PP R AL T AR L E N KA E 2 R, (H
SEAEEP ARG T ZE W o IR BT UL T A IR 2, SRR MR T R 3R
B A G, IR BRI RO S 2R R R m, A —MEEEE: 2, BE
PR 23 B0 Je AR LT R R a5 1 LA S0 ST 0 T REARAL 7 T i A Al ¥ 5 i R 5
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12K 2: IREEEAFAEK, BRBmAAE X TR

Br T Bk DAL, IR B A IR R L. Ml 1D o« Tgn] D st atE, o8
SR PR A RG] L AR G AR R T2 Sy A BBy, 38 AR e g AR I
BRI E, SRRE T 5% SR A AT 38 IR B AN A 4 Sk B X — R B G R A R £
WESTUESE (1, SEMEL B Reticulitermes flavipes; ¥R i, Heterocephalus glaber; & ¥
SYUF Synalpheus regalis) ">, X FhA P BhEAL S PEEr ARSI L3 (1 Panthera
leo) P, gvAh, FhEEPN — LB B LG58 R A A B3GR S th A M i, 7 R
b i ATk B BR T REPI RIS, IO BHE ] RER AL S BE 2 M A Sk, Bl R SR (Helogale
parvula) PV Epi e (Nasua narica)™ B> BB G WAL 4 BE, A UAS MR #E ) AH
WIS, PIREELG T RE PR R LR TRy, AR S LERAR, MR R K. Axd,
AR RE AR TRAH BB T e ST AR S8 A A SR a8, 1 nT g2 R B A AR
WAMAAH LG, 2 5 AR LY BT ok P2,

Fai 2) « EARA R TIRASCRERIFE I . RGN AR H] A8 AT — L8 0 1 3 Y
RETEA Pk, FERITEA AR H (Cost of recombination) , ASFT A HISRERIL
R, AR 5, A5 AR DUE SE 5 DIACREFE DAY, gk /I PR F 40 s o (1) 9 2K
188t BE AT PR BE AR5 Y ) Y. Dobzhansky(1970) P f5 FL42 H 242 #041#8 (Outbreeding
depression) , KILHWE (Drosophila) N[FJEE) A4 AL JE AR AIE N GE 77 SO AS Qe Y Ir A8 A
Ao HAb YRR 2 IR AR AT iR IS (T, Wieds| Eisenia fetida; 4tW; Crassostrea
gigas; Wil Ctenophorus ornatus) " F1Z Ry B, ik, oG 2AC B IA N MRk
FEATHONT BRI, N 12 [P 108 P WM ity 22 e AR g A 236 R4 T I i R R AT LR AH AL (i
HIEREG KRR AR, XA R T8 7 AR i 30 A8 40 R R 3its 2% 28 390 £ 5 iy B2,
111, Bateson(1982) " % I H A%Y 5 (Coturnix coturnix Japonica) 913 5 [ LK AH 2% 5+
IRRHIANA, Tt kRS B AR RO HARB R Rtk AP H BT A 45
B CHEL Microtus arvalis; 14 )& B, Peromyscus leucopus) " *,

Az 3): EAZH AT IR LR 2 AP, o B S TN MR R S, Ik
DFORE B AT L, AT AR R R 2. Rz, BB Z AR ST
TR FRE O FE R ABL, kD P S B IR 2 R 1 B — BB o ik A B T o B
YR IE R Z PRI R R (A2 )& Abies spp.; 2 I J& Raphanus spp.; 2 T34 i Cynomys
ludovicianus) ™, BT UL E=SRAL, S H E M P BB, IR
B AT LAYk 9 823 B SR B R BB B, B H R A A S A S84
1.3 1% 3: WREKFF|, AN ZEH R BB R EENTLE

FHA BRI S — 4, WroR K R I AR S 8, AR M. IR &R
MARA . WRIEAZ IRIK T8, A s os IR i i 2 SEAEAT 0y, Bl andsm ., Hisss
Fh2s P B O 3k B AT 26 SAE AN AT, DR ST R T URE () SR A B AR, I AR
KM T AR B0 AR, LIS DA (5 A A S R ISR (00 T R
U WL 2% BRI LR IR 2 AN R B B TRt TBORTR), LS. @Ak, 528
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P RTETE R TAT A (Rl IR RV AN H S — RN A HRENLE] . AT A (Bl 2 HR 74
XTECARAAAE W R PRI+, — OB MEVE OB EEVE i+ . TR R 4R M PE B i i 25
TFHAERE, SR AN ILA EHRE, DAkD 5 G AR BUE A LR B R ) F
A D EAAR YT DU, T H A ANMA ) B AT 0 52 230 5858 A5 1k o AT 57 R
Wi, BHEH R H BTN R (OR 5 Melanerpes formicivorus; i Suricata suricatta,
W Callithrix jacchus T8 TRHIIGE Saguinus oedipus %5) W70, 30042, FRAT ML
] BE SE M BT 28 BHEAT A, ARIFAUEIIZAT A ALE A 1 Rl o SO M AL

2 RACHGU R FETE A1) 1 i

K1HHZET 6 MR A RKEF B L) LT 2 50, Hrpim e B 5 A0
B4 LFET A (55.4423.4%) BIE i T ARG R B AU JE T % (27.4%15.8%, Mann-
whitney test, n=38, U=49, Z=-3.8, p<0.001) . JCI/&, P (Leonpithecus rosalia) Fi
Wk (Papio cynocephalus) WITAL JGARAET K IE R 100%, M H AT AL JGARHIZET 2 43 5]
1 20%(n=5) 1 19% (n=140) o IXLCEGHs SO HEHE PRI, i B Bk AT 5 6 DA & n mT
RE TR R BRAS. FU2, SUF R R ORI NS R 2 A2k, il 1,
KRR BRI A ARAE T R SRR e R = R A 2.

1 2 B A T BE T R A il — S AR B Ay PR I . T AR U R A AT 4 ) — e
PO A LR TR RS R o P A e ) R BB R b e S0 e ) RN BT AT 1
BAEAMARAARTS . R R G AT TS ARISE W, BTy RAE (Callimico goeldii)  Jifk
WL (Mandrillus sphinx) F3% R (Papio hamadryas) Zfj2s U8 3 3900 g gb g4
FREAS R I R AW L B it . A, I AR e R BEAEAN [T RR 2 R) - CEl Rl R B AN [
BEURIDD) ATBEAFAEZE S BN, RS S WA — S 1y S pA O P R p A 5 T 1 ),
% A L A BRI Y AR R S R B B i T a AR sy ARSI BN £
FHARFE , X GEOT AT TR R AT ©Y o MEPE RS20 AT R EE AR . il i
A WA S L 4 ) LK) BB R, AR 2 ) LR S AR N O B, A
TR T R B T A ML B 3 — 1k ) 2 S T A 5 R K SR e P A7 A I A
[F P A A AR AR 3 S 2 IR 2 ok

WA, o6 BE I R SRR A S I — S e IS, B an B s Rl AN Z20E (B0
B ) LB ATVR IS Bty , T8 G BB CHAR 5 SRR Gk IR 5
B WEW L (R BB Saimiri sciureus) FURRELR (32 B W Papio hamadryas) %5 ", 3%
LE W T I G A B AR N AR 2D B

AT B A5 () ey,  RAKRIE SR BT MR 2 A . 1558, BiRa 1 o8 BIHA
Mt tim g, RERIHSZAEAUR R TSGR0, SE5E A A
55 B 77 G INAE SR S AR AL AT, Semth ot WTog Z [AAH BB bh S0 1) 3= 2
TBME (Saguinus spp.) FIWK (Callitrichidae spp.) 25 /NRF T FOBERRE O, (B H AT %
AWEFT U X LR R PR G FAT N R B H IR B A B R . IR, wiflah 2 g
BIAR T e ARSI, ARZEAEIT,  RACSA R Ah b () 2 A4 Aok a]
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Tab.1 Inbreeding and offspring mortality in non-human primates
ERTEAN T B PR JEToR ARLR RS JETIR

YyFiSpecies “% 4 Latin name BiLiving Parameters  MAZ{Inbred Mortality J#MA%INon-  Mortality Ii_k
condition analyzed offsprings rate (%) inbred offsprings rate (%)
R  Lemur catta Captive 21 LI <1yrs 16 31.3 70 18.6 [51]
MU Eulemur macaco Captive 1) LI <lyrs 4 75.0 37 40.5 [51]
WRINE  Eulemur fulvus Captive 1)L <lyrs 16 62.5 116 26.7 [51
HURSAE  Otolemurcrassicaudatus  Captive 1) LI <lyrs 33 36.4 19 26.3 [51]
A B Saimiri sciureus Captive 1) LI <lyrs 9 333 441 27.9 [52]
EPEeY 3 Callimico goeldii Captive — H#1 month 111 46.0 679 24.0 [53]
INags Leonpithecus rosalia Wild — H#1 month 14 100.0 5 20.0 [54]
Captive 21U <lyrs 145 63.4 369 50.1 [55]
WSk AE  Ateles fusciceps Captive )L <lyrs 12 58.3 11 18.2 [52]
PSR Saguinus fuscicollis Captive ) LI <lyrs 46 80.4 167 67.2 [51]
Captive )L <lyrs 25 60.0 381 323 [55]
JK e Macaca nemestrina Captive 1)L <lyrs 36 41.7 2054 423 [55]
R M. fascicularis Captive L)L) <lyrs 31 32.3 206 31.1 [55]
T M. mulatta Captive 4L <lyrs 10 20.0 25 0.0 [55]
B M.nigra Captive 1)L <lyrs 11 54.5 75 30.7 [55]
iy Papio cynocephalus Wild — H1{i%1 month 3 100.0 140 19.0 [56]
LKA P anubis Wwild ~— A#%1 month 8 50.0 38 15.8 [57]
1 Mandrillus sphinx Captive L)L <lyrs 23 78.3 8 0.0 [55]
SRR Pan troglodytes Captive 1)L <lyrs 20 30.0 227 29.5 [55]

AAAE B RE BAAT NB R F R 2, AR B AC LS . B AR RSN AR AZAT o R B 4%
FWRZRAEIS (Papio anubis) S5 V8 B BRAGESA 51 AP 2 18 0, i ELASUR R
TEPFPSE AT BRI AZ Xy, ANBAEmPE. 55—, SiAaE 3 o8 B A A T fl
LN ZAEIEI =, SRR ROE LA MG RIEAR B, A 7E MR BN B AR
MISOL T, A FTREABUREERE, X — RO Rkt — P eiE. BAREH RGP
AT RASEL IR BT A B, (EOE SR HTRT ,  RACSSL R S VA7 A2 W] I (1 B
i, 10 R 2 T DO FA 5 sgRd, it RASSIB R 1 LA [l 83 2 S AL o

3 RACRBIRET >R ZHA MBI

3.1 4779 AL 1
301 B {E AL [

RACTERE T[]0 3 A7 AR 2R SEAH I o 10 DU ORI SUd 78 23 1 H Ak (M. fuscata)
HJyfil. Kawai (1969) " 5347 T HUASEAEFRREN IS AT A, RIRAE 436 IRIACAC Y, BEF
AR BL 11 IR (2.5%) (RIS 23 A D0 26 ALk 1) 10 A Pt B 408 /D AR A 1Ak Ta) 1R A8
fic. Enomoto (1978)""" &I H AMEIIMEAT I WIR, —Fl AH RIS PEICES, 55—l
FERREIRAZECAT Jy o BF 72 10 B0 S S WK 2 18] (R PEAT Ol 22 A AR AGRAT - 2R
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Jg T ST HUE A L5 96 3R o Takahata 25 (1999) U W5 7 W5 A MR THE P9 232 X AS LA,
AT 14 %) (6%) BEFIIHIL 21 KICESAT Ay, IX e TE s # 2 A RS AT s Hodth
115 54 AR LL A SEGAMAIR L K AT 3 % (2.6%) HILICEEIT K. AR S, e 50ak2 M)
RICEEAT %2, 108 ANECXT AT 12 %0 (11.1%) HEE 18 kCEEAT K, Hid 6 AL
SPREING: o X LEHOHE R W] H AR AT A B B R AR GO R AMAZ 1], 1T H RS
AN 2 T8 3t 25 A T

FCA R S8 P AT A T AS MBI S . 95 [ SE b 5F, BRAGERE P A8 /K HE L RE
TR A CEEAT A, AN X Eer A AT W 2 5 SLAAS AT A AN, 48] e = AH 34
BAT R HEVEASFYMEE . BSR4 7Y, 2k (M. arctoides)
T 5 30 23 T (1 A AT R B S /0 1 5 LA AR S G R RS MR 1) R AS e A s g (M.
sylvanus) FEPEA I SR A RESR SRR R A IRGL, (H2 AR BIATHT, A PR tA &
) LT B S (AT EAE 22 ANBEFXF AT 46 AN bt o d kst ) U,

MR AR TEAE R R LML MR, WMEVEEAR R BRI A, AR AR, 2
S LA, X FEAEAERE T IR AS L T B . (H S R A A S
BEEATHL, AR AR HEVEAE /) £ 5 REEIEEs U Goodall (1986) ™ K IR T Ht L Py
I SXFRET, RIS MEPE 5 AT fE T ACE, AR P8 S B S AL AL, JF
HAA)LTIICEEAT N ML R A 4 & HILE— RN, R
25 B AR RIRER S A E AT, H & RS LLE MEE LA I i v s R AR AT
U szs b, et A OO B LR B D, — Mok B T AR SR S M R e

3.1.2 RIja] AL 3% S 5A O 8

ARG B R R LA T, AR B B> Pusey (1990) U7 R 3L g 44
AE A AR ME R ] A [ L SR BEMEMEAT IS, B — NSRRI 1 I B AT — AN SO FE A K
P iEE), HR RN R AR XA AR R, T 4% ) 1B PR AR AR IEPE . Goodall
(1986) ML PG AP LEFRMENE, A AT S 10 B A SRR MR JEAIE SR TS A P ALLP- %)
K SCAEARMEME T AN O, S T IR PRER BN 2 e T SR, SRR Y 1T
R e P 3 5 A2 SR AT, e 1 SR Bkl R g (R M T BB — e L
AT 2 T ST, W A B P I B I TR R BET A8 o Packer (1979) BT R HUAR A
PRI T B8 R MEVEAZIC s [RIR, A AR SV K A R 22 [ L 2 JLAS e, Tk
AERGHENEATHL . DL R U] B A RAR S A7 Al > A LA e T e AT A LA o

At RIS WK M. KERMEMIET S, RERERHEIEA N TR S
A2 LA A, LIS 4iit " KBRS T LB LG B T 1R s, 8
AR AT R I o B GFRRE P IS S AT G, AHUE M B IS A bR
XA LA RE IS W] RE S AATRIASE N AMARIERE 32 B, Sz i FR IS BT I 2 K
3.1.3 HEAthifr 3% 8] A0 5558 Ol

BPA G A R ARAERA S MATRI ISR GG AR, B AR TN HH AR A A Al o A R 5
G ITREFI I AU D o ARTTTELAT IO U4 R SR I S s O e ), R IR K2 AT [l
85 G R A RAZBC RO BEERH o PRPESR K0 A 5 MEVE A5 H ZE A0 A G EE TR IR 5| b,
TR B HARRE S, W W 5 A RE v, R 5 P MEMEAS I ™ XA 51 AR
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A e M ST R I R Bh o AR ARSI LA I S B R AR, O HRA 4 A
ST, R EATTE AN IR T, AR D UIGEE AN R o TR X LM B 21 5L
MRS, eI e e R B AR, ANUSECAER I N, i LR S S A
(ke SeAbEYE . Kitamura (1977) RILKE R EAFIAEEZ H AR Rg A i Y, dx it
AR G IR e PR RO P 7 I SRR 25 2, A BRI B . (R AR BT e A R i
Gk HATHL, TR AT % . AN SR AE RN R (002, CETRRIE N B e
A LS H AR N 3R DU R SRR AC IS, SRABL IR L AR I AZ L W G AR H BT R AR ) 7 A
P U, R ST B T TR R BT AR B AR IR TR
3.2 MAEF AL

REBAMRIER 3 b A RO P e, o s R I B A
R, SEFRHETEBMEVE SR — TR, ) — PR R A AN . A
Tl AR O S Tk — AT AT 2 B T AR, MEPECR B AE AR RE Y, TR
RERAL S o Sk, SEIPREAN BN R A S A 2R (1 B R AL SAAHREA 4 4%, /R
HIUMETE TR BLS:, (HJE I AR AT A B B 0 2D Tk o iy SRR . R K
KNI WEMETE I FIRETEOR B, TR T RSy o $R IR SR B Rl i, Je—ME 4l
SFHAERE, AR TR A R RS . (E SRS Pl B AR (0 XU, 5 AR 1)
ARG B, SO A 17 SR N B A TR I 2 0 (R e A e A8 % . H AT 1R
AT R AR XS, AESE ARG AR TR R PE T S 0 5 T e g B

BT AL A S FRMEPEFIME PR IT R, — MO I TR AR I A, il dn JOf 2K
RATE B T SR A0 PR R 28 N J PR S R o 1 T b 2R — g Rl A S B R — I —
MERE, HATHE, HE )L KRR a3 T A B AT . XU IE A% w] LUAT R4 R 842
RES P2 (a B8, AR ANRETE A7 10 0 o8 G R 1) (1 B o AR e 1 I PR R M T 5 B B AN
[, 2o )UK ZAEARFAIM BT 7 [ RN, 17 L7 SR B i T i, 4 7 T3 1
J7 S HRAT L, TR A M RN T DIOE R B S AN R D A S A % B i
M ST 8 AU ST b 2 A mT e A7 3 el A % R B AN [lya D o B L], R0 H Ty
i = I P S A DG IR A

W R AMRIE R A —Fh PR S B AL, A EFH MR LU =AM T4
A D NMULVRPEIER N A2, PR BT R B AT DU R AT ), b AT DA B A RS
AT AR 52) MABRA T NAZIEE B /T, IXFERT DLg/D 5 AR N SR 2 A
MBI AT REYE: 3) R Z OTH, MANAE R ERIA R BGARTT R, WL
AT R T 3L 5 AR B P s R e e, IXREnT DLRb 5 Lo B ) v REE . 3% 2 higgik
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R 2 RKEMEH SHEMMER AR
Tab.2 Duration of primate male tenure and female age of sexual mature
HEVEAEAR L A TE A d I B

VTR AR 1 S A
MyFh Species 244 Latin name J}{@‘&%U EZ‘)Z;\:;ji;tral HAPHEN HFMax male é&gsrizﬂflenzzh <R
Dispersal sex dispersal (month) Tenure length  tenure lengh (month) Ref.
(month) (month)

R Lemur catta Male 36-60 42 36 [83]
ZIMf Alouatta seniculus Male & Female 48-72 80.4 56.4 [84]
AAMEs ek Cebus capucinus Male 54 48 84 [85]
ER Ceropithecus mitis Male 41 62 66 [86]
B3 Chlorocebus aethiops Male 60-84 54 324 [87]
HIRWAK W C. ascanius Male 22.6 39 24 [86]
KR Presbytis entellus Male 26 >65 34 [88]
AAES Papio anubis Male 66 >108 54 [89]
B Macaca mulata Male <48 29.2 >120 45 [90]
Male 57 104 45 [74]

Rk M fascicularis Male 60 36 40.8 [91]
H A M. fuscata Male 60 36 54 [91]
Py ] Papio cynocephalus Male 102 24 72 [56]

3.3 EIEANF

FIHAMHITE R KPR, AT A BRAAESE A R0 P 75 R Bl 45
PRI, XM AR ME VISR HE O s = AT, FE R RER B R Rt m] LA
OB . SRR T RAT IR R B DI RELLAL, BT e IX S N RRR S — I
A RGN T GBS P R I SR AT R

4 4 iy

ASCHR T R A [P T 5 B 1) o B S AR R o, SRS
BIAAFAET -3, S B Az ) LR R A M A e ) R A R sk B e )
TEETEAAE I EAMARAL WK RS, AR B AE 7 & AR, 2 B A %
PG G R ek, TSR BT BT A, RACEE Y % 1 nl it 5% S0 i N AL
HAT R WL o R AT 538 BB [ 38E (1K) A7 A LT R B8 52 /0 R DA 32 R DR DXL 3% 1R 5 ) o 15 30
R L B8N, BRAR D A AT A (R ) 2 2 S B 1 A AR [ 3 55 4R 2R A A R AR AT R 10 B
Foaith B, U LAE— RAIFIE R A 3= AU 52 454 (Major Histocompatibility Complex,
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