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Overview of Reconciliation in Non-Human Primates
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Abstract : Research on reconciliation in non-human primates and methodoloties were reviewed in this paper. This paper
concludes that reconciliation in non-human primates is common and contains some specific behavioral patterns. Yet
observations are needed to prove its availability. The tendency of conciliation is higher among individuals of potential
partners with closer kin relationship, moderate aggression and more direct hierarchal links, and between baby-carrying

females and other individuals. There is no linkage between intensity of aggression and reconciliatory tendency, and

initiation of reconciliation differs in species.
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WHRIGSHSF Y. IRLMNERBRMEERE
3 JE AR 3 20 o A7 A U vk A, B T RO AR 8 1 3R (K
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BERT AENBHIMEAEHEESID TS
FMARBHERAN ., EEFRF,BERHI BB
LEABERNMBEEANR, ERBENAGSERER
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BETANREERAMNFREUARARE XK.
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