BREMEENETES %K

REE A% ¥EH

(AFMAIEAREEER bR 100875)

R :7E Emlen M Oring & JE LR BEAE S S0 KRR RLR L BIE G4 XS RIT HESSHRY
RER X 5 0 U P ] BE AT T #0540 K, 3R TR 0 T AL L T R Y T A LS 6 0 08 R O
+F0 A G A HRRC B B A SR R & R B — 48— M W (cooperative monogamy) | W FE 78 — HE — ME

H—-EENE HEE.B.28¥ WA BRESF RS YE R TARRE . PR G SR S E A LT
Bt AEE 100044,

WoHs H #8:2000-05-23, 45 B A $ : 2000-06-21
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{critical monogamy) £ T BE ¥k % — # — ME ] ( female defense monogamy) . 25 4038 %) — i & B H ( poly-terri-
*tory polygyny) F L BERER G, SEE B MM S XAHR M EL BN SEABRIEEHMR L,

e A2 — i — M S MR R SR, A FAEEEALMERKFTFERA B ERART AL

MR RN SEEEEART MY R TR YAMEBEEREAS 200 X

MHAESEY S EZTEBETSE TS TR HERNNS X =T LS50S Y

B AT ELREE AN BA A5 250 R B AT B O —  — M (monogamy) . — 8 & M

1l (polygyny) . — M2 B8 (polyandry) (1R 3 £ 85 B & K¢l (rapid-multiple-clutch polygamy) 13 B 5 74

{social hreeding system) T A HE

ES SURRCE-Y . Y e

PESHES Q958 IWIFIRE:A XMHES:0250-3263(2001)01-47-08

Ecological Classification of Avian Mating System

NI Xi-Jun ZHENG Guang-Mei ZHANG Zheng-Wang
( College of Life Science , Beijing Normal University Beijing 100875, China )

Abhstract: Basing on the Emlen-Oring ecological classification of avian mating system and the recent results of
avi-behavior ecology researches, we presented a complementary classification. Birds of cooperative monogamy
must keep cloge cooperation to ensure breeding success. For critical monogamy birds, both males and females
have the tendency of polygamy, but it is still necessary to foster offspring together by the ecology force. The
male-female proportions of female-defense monogamy birds are large, and to ensure breeding success, one male
defend one female not to be possessed by other males. Poly-territory polygyny male birds copulate with multi-
ple female birds by occupying multiple territories. Three or more birds of social breeding system participate or
partly participate breeding, and all the participants foster offspring together. Existing avian mating system can
be classed into 5 main types: monogamy, polygyny, polyandry, rapid-multiple-clutch polygamy and social
breeding system. Additional ecological types of avian mating system include cooperative monogamy, critical
monogamy, female defense monogamy, poly-territory polygyny and social Breeding system.

Key words:Bird; Mating system; Ecological classification
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SHAREENHEXH -WRE. ATMEARXRE
HiEEEBUERKE -—BEFRIIEANKENR,
REHHRRBANE-FE— NSRS FTER
WA SFERNH EAERRAFE-BEH
B o 2 £ 9K B B B A L O R R IR, X P BT R AT
HER HEEWEEN —HEENEWEHAZ ML
PRCL, Sy RBETHELXMERABE, MiL X
(pair-bond) . AL 8 &5 # ( pair-formation } , B¢ 3F % ( type of
pair-bond) . B B 3 #k (mating habit) % . 35BS B (mat-
ing system) R iR F R R SR BRIT AT ERRN
FER—MES BET A ESETRNEEREN.
ITSERE S BB T80 IE A, o 5 3 0 R ol
BESZE 2 EEE THEEZFRNA,

Emlen 1 Oring[ljﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂ%tﬂ THER#EMRNEX,
WRHERETCR— AP, HRBRBT LR
KAMTARR, CEFUTELLDAAEBE:2)
WEEENTRRBKEFEES T RIILFIE 4R
e R R B TR |

E-HEREATHEREWNER AR AR
IFERRMITRER, TEERTARDSG S
il EKEAHRRE M ENENA R, HERERF
B EERERESANESGT . SRA-HTARE
BRI, HHEH R AR, F I Oring® 8
TR AE B Ee  HEE R
(evolutionarily stable strategies, ESS) A& h A BE,
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W RO B S — R AT R s S R B P
RAREERL AHAE—TMREXHLIBR PR
WITATAHAMEEREXYYHBALD ST,
EERMBEANLEMEME TR, WRE—
THATRIHRBARBEERITER B ABERME
BEBAXEEMEERRNER TR

2 SRIBRHERESETRE

2.1 Emlen # Oring IEEBBEESEIE HHH
BEHEESREMELE NSRS 5H AR
1R 5B R R 48 . B, Verner 1 Willson'® B 5 1, 24
—Fhsh#rhA 5% M RAYHERE TR R A E AL
FORE. ARG RE-EEHEEY., Bl
SBEFEEES AR Sk LA, A R
FBENE — 1R o 28 0 T B — A Ol — HE A

% BFHARAERABANRREMERE, UREBR
BRISBEHNELERELE - LR ERHAZER
nREE— R,

WEEMEE—MIT M, Mo BMEI S
EENITRRMAER M S, X R E 2 F A
fEpELS EEEE R R A SR B £ 78
T ARE 3 B R AR R B a4 R B R R AT M AT — Fi iR
2.

Emlen # ()ring[lJ 8 IR AT A S o SRR
hm G EE A AR BN ERTESESS. B
W7 4 FhBEH-— R, HAE A (e i R
HIFEHEAAELHR NS, MEARE FEE
IERHAESESAEZRIMER, X — B H EEE
2RO W FET, Emlen M Oring #7158 H E
ERSARLE 1L EERLE Oing BT RHHE.

% 1 Emlen ¥ Oring IR EESEH%(A Oring™))

B R Hl Monogamy

BERANST G ST RE HELARABRTHHBRMEEIAREX

—HEZ#i Polygyny
ff T UT IR A — B o M

Resource-defense polygyny

1% B RE R — B £ B W

Female (or harem } defense
polygyny
MR R R —

Maledominance polygyny

R ETUERE T REAETUHES S TR ERAILE
Bl S HERLBAER M ERRE 5SS MREXRNIE

BHAEEEERNSEEAER EEENERERE

MR ES S SR ERE A TR R AR . T (R
ST S SRR B R T T PR R AR AE S T B M SO/ TN R B R M

HEFARAT AR BERBG (M — B2 EH2ESE MERER T — MM,
JE BB RR P BERE I TS S K BRI A M A £, B RS H R R A T e

ek & % % £ R H| Rapid-multiple-

clutch polygamy WAL FARN

MEHEF ARR S AL SR R A A B RO R S B T B R —

— B Z B Polyandry
ROHEHRY—HBHESR

Resource-defense polyandry

A B~ M M

Female access polyandry

BIER— M M
Cooperative polyandry

BEENETUEN GE ST ERRES S MM TR
i P L R N BEIR A R S A R R AL

M P4 5 T B A4 75 0 WO, A S 400 T 0 PR R X1 7 45 M HE SE A, B0 M
TERRBEEBRN S 2R

—Eﬁﬁ’rﬁﬁ—ﬁ#ﬁﬁ‘ﬁ%&ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ,#iﬂi*ﬁ?ﬁﬁ&ﬁtﬁ‘##ﬁﬁﬂ%'—ﬂ&ﬁﬁ\
T AL, HEtE e & R T AR D)

2.2 HBENENHRSTE EFE HEEYSEER
TARRAFHEA N TERERBEEEELNER
HEeS¥REOLATHFEH KR, £XBBIEFEE
BT 0 EEWREARE .5 Emlen #l Oring 245
BEHEESESLBREEMTHE,

2.2.1 & 1ER — B — ¥ #l ( cooperative monogamy)
A0 B0 PO BT AR R i R Y R O R ) O
A EE, Hlm, R %ML 48 Aptenodytes

forsteri ) B TE — 40T (KR I IR, 35 5 6 M XF BR
HTEEBEL,  ENEEEFARERRRAME,
MEOEMB SR TP A EALCOER, ol
SEEAERB LFERS T LB TRLUEDER
R BeBIARFVREMER, FHELSBRE
HELE, #SDE/ BB, FRAMCHMAER
BEA EENEEL - FnEeBaEEPRAE".
MR A RERNTR XRE BN
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WERE. REBRNBS M IERKE BRHES
BB MTREL BEH A RARESHNTEYT. A&
HEO2E &8 M8 - hOfE2adm, g
EFRURAMSHGESHEELHBESHAS, &
Tl Ot L T B L o % 2, A0 S BR a4 O A o
E#RP REeBEHEERESEE,

EUMBRES R PEREEREN BEH
( Procellariiformes) B B 4 # 25 | 2 A & B} ( Fregatidae ) .
$4 3l ( Phacthontidae) . % 8 Bl (Rhynochetidae ) , B8 #
(Dromadidae ) . # 88 # ( Nyctibiidae ) . FL 3k 7 #% &
(Hemiprocnidae} LA R 7= 1 -2 WM ESSEFS, Xy
HEETRAIRTLARERFEDHERELREABEIE
R T, R 2 AT TE R AY R R A B
Mo EFPRRCH RS A E RS RE R
BREEM - T o, SR &R —E—
MER

WESER R BH S KT USFRERR.
Richdale!® 3 #f % # 1 2 E {7 X % ( Diomedae epo-
mophora )FESE 16 5 1 W% , 1 W7 0P A BE 4K A 4 35 6
AL ; Minton! "1 % 55 8 K 88 ( Cygnus olor Y E 5L 7 £ HYBF
AEB BEREMNNEBEMRT 5%, MERNM
( Fulmarus glacialis ) 5 R 35 ( Hydrobates pelagicus) |
& % ( Procellaria puffinus) .5 BETE Y ¥ ( Oceanites o-
ceanicus VEMPIR L EH XEHEU R LR EHBE
FEREFERGRMERD D, o, ~sompm
WRERFFRESLXR. SREAFNEBRLRFET
ELWARBERFTHERMEG 6, MHEFRENL
W B ) 3 7 o B O T B B B RO B R I BAGE
R T M o Bl RO BRI, b W] DUA R I B MM
S Ay T B i R B — RS AR
2.2.2 W RR—HE— B (critical monogamy) %
BB ERPEREAN WHER M FEERREXRR
—FREE AR R E R IS4 R RAT R
(extra-bond copulations BY, extra-pair copulation, EPC),
EEGRGPFMYLHMAEFLEEPCHR, R HEE—
BNHEE RS E D, I H B (Ficedula albicol-
4is)1 I ( Hirundo rustica Y181 % U5 9 B ( Passerina
cyanea )7 18 O S 48 ( Zonotrichia leucaphrys Y11 4%
$20% 0% MERR EPCHZR. ELENTRE
FERARERAN EPCHRE, HXFr R 2HRE L,
EAEPCITANFENEBEFEEE FERE. B
XFANHAMBE MK RERHEHE EPCHE
gylis-16.8.200 i B A PNALSHEARABERRR
mgl2t~23] 3R 4F 3 DNA 8 80 (DNA fingerprinting ) $ A&

hENHELE T R, EE#bR R —AR
M7 HE, I E T 75 B8 ( Emberiza schoeniclus ) I WE 42 B &
B93% (3334 MM G E 45 1 B EPCFER, B
R—ftE R UEARETRES MERENE
EH AT EWE P EPCHE LFE % 55% 12,

BHAIMEEEIBRPREBE T EE MW,
XEEH-MLR, MmN E £ R ER
FIRAMNMTEE. AREFSETFE EPCHENF &
A X FEAEN, EPC LR A EESHEE
HTZRMER AEWRRERE, RS TR EH
EEEHEFEEERLY ME LIRS HSHAEESA
BEARUE EPC 2R Lh . G078 & (U  # ( Tackycine-
ta bicolar )MIFFE P EIE LM LB REE ® EPC 1 EPC
RV, R R 2 — 2 M S EPC T RP),

WS R ft 2 BT EPC By #EE SR i
BRI TRENEPRE S T —RRBHRARE
B2 0 7 R R b B R S o R A
ZEEETHEFESRNE L MIFLE . BAxsd EPCITN
SEMEREEAY L0 SMSE. EAKZ N
“HRE-EEEH Y —RIAVERSH SR DY
EPCRERATHAEFHBRAE T EBERXRBREE
FE G RATHRERTESHES ., aTe
BC i EPC BL& 77 78, B3 81 1S ) A9 4 > 1R R 32
BV EE S, R THRE ARG P~ AR
MR BN Hill S8 FPC AN M AR B R
Wtk R AE . — R T AT R T A3
BEAMEPCHLS & S5 RIS EM AR p M
RS T £ I EPC,

ALK H EPC ISR £ B ok & M1 K BT BB 45
FURRBHRE TR A NS X ROES, X4 T4
BRWERSHY, AEE TP RS B
HE4 EPC il &, &3 B (Delichon wurbica ) H)
R PR, MR LA TS HTR, B X8
EETFTE-HELE ST AISHERS,
EPCEANEBEEZ N, — S PR HNESE
FE EPC =4 1) J5 R4, Smith 02 it — 4~ 4 &
B aR , B — S ik 3 8 ( Hirundo rustica ) B #1385 B F
ik AR EERFBEERR XREANSAE—
TETIEE TP W, (E X A M AR K K
R A, TIPRENENES T, &5 H DNA TS
STTER BEFMKMERES EPCH S &3 1%,
MEFRMEMEREP EPCHZNA 4%, —
- AT 5, W] B S B R R (R ME S ) EPC,

HAGHERSE Y EPC SR B WY E kS
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ABMKD RERTETEHR FENBEE 2
RS BB PN A EPC S WM S ki
AP R mBEERE R,

M TERE R BG83 R AT LA
B EEREMEE AT EPC B AME YR L ke
WAHBNF EPCH, AT B i EPC % 13 1 ] th R 4%
SN THA T TELRERRANB L BR S H
ERXMSHERER, O TFHESRE, ATRER
Mt EPCHMEAER B W= mE R — %
B INEERTE ST EPC RERERERM SR,
REATRABINESE. HEN EPC BB E K
S+ BCHE BT S, T L O A 7 5P B — AR 5, EPC B
ERlaEL. ETLRARK REMENE S RME
ML HEHIEREEDNER TR AT RS, EERES
HMRERMERETHAE—FH# EPC MAEH

BAEH KL XH EPC 118, 3 B R 5 () M A4
EEGLRME, W52 Re SRS A, BhTF
BIFBEE OB HELTEREERN RS
A A BFIEEAE, ZN LR S X
WHEEE -FTh. AR TERAEEERE
AL HFEPCRENAER R M— RSN S — 8
EHHZAHERRE,BHERHZ SiEA R —
—HEH .
2.2.3 R T OME R — 3 — 88 K (female defense
moncgamy)  TER S ECH SURAT B R A D EH A
RE-RME MR RO ERL, XWHERTHE
BERH X EREMOEE M E TR E5KFRE
. ZAEREEREG FARLRPE SRR EHA
HEE HEAGEHRE. ARLEEALEMAE
Bormg ey HMSMAT RUEES S, 80 IR T8
HESSAMEMEFERRIA, ZHERT, EH
TAEERBAA LS A RACK, SR DS R
HERES 5. B2,
2.2.4 HEHE ML 8§ (poly-territory polygyny)

KEFW —HEBRHIAXBES A5 -+H8,. 5

— WY AR TR — S HE B
MHESEBEL SHELS AR ERBEIRE. THE
BI—HE & B 09 B8 TR R R BE B8 ( Ficedula hypoleu-
)M R R EMBTRER, S E—
BREHHFBIMS B MY 5208, YR
BB RS LS SFEK S H— RS R T8
S TGP L, EHESTSERNE A
HEF -EMEE, HFEAHERSMNEEHER.
S B SR LR AT L3RR A

L E—FF BB HE S B R S P R
Rl FEHESE G P EHNES STERS
BB A EESE PR,
SHABMESEE RS R EKT SR, Ml
B 4R o A M o AR AR L R

ZHIR— M E MBS KR RFER, 75 B
A7 M- BEE MR E T B ST R EHE 17 F R
BB — 2 % . I (Oenanthe oenanthe )
L1 1Y ( Phoenicurus phoenicurus ) K H WM % ( Sylvia
communis ) S5 RAREF BT 144,

Alatalo ZU81 4 7 “Hk 3w " 2 U (deception hypoth-
esis), ILIBBE O WS, EBULAY. %
BaEE S H KRR E IR EETHAEN
ZERTHSHG BREHERES AT NS 52,
MESXRIHERERFHE _HSEFSN, Ak
BLEESHKIT TR ML ML AR R,
REBT ACHESE . “HR B R A Yo 75 W 1 17 F|
v, 2T - EROES EBAE. Al
SRR AR BB CRYES TR
THEHSKALKK CFRREOGTHESHEAEREN
Wi, AER¥E Verner-Willson-Orians B RIEMFE, K18
A e RECERENES RENEESH
THREEN BN PEBMNESERTHETN
RERARBMELSTARTFHREBNEGEE &, &
BEMENEIBEBRSELERFERBEERERAN T
1A {H Alatalo %1% (A 7 3% 0 R BB 4 “sexy son” fi i 3
R NI _HENAMNERERBEN. GF &
SRR B R BB, W0 Jarvi U0R Alatalo
HEWEFRBHE MRS RMEAEALEBRER
BRAMETHBL NS AER .,

Moller IR T BRH 47 M — M HER B
B AR NE A S B MR
EZHMBEENFENERARAHEIREER X—F
B Alatalo 2 1 B A §EE Verner Willson-Orians
HUBBRLOEAENEL. IRARNEZRE T —
BEEMOMLETEERTHEEL, EHESRT, t
WERFESEEL AR I T EME ATELS
WL EE., EERENFHARI RN L
—HEMAS XTERE TEEHANF LD &R
MR AT, BIEA IR A ER W
SRR, A AERSOE —EL8H. o, BWEL
ER RAACH AN LEELTE S EiE
ERPEARALHAGES),. BES TRERAE-
B HL B (5/24) , T £ 1R — i 45 ME T o e 0 6] 9 R B4
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ZHRHTFHBL /R =1.0120.12) (R TR —# &
W B K ( 3 /% =1.08£0.09,:=2.25,P<0.05),
Slagsvold 1 Lifield"™) 3 th T % # 25 % 18 U (re-
source competition hypothesis), Fi UL i B f A £ $5 i
HOBLURE R . ZEEAAEANTERS
—HERHNNEERES = - RESGHERE
CRENR RS - RESFTRENRARE.

Sz MR ERGE—BE MR, RS

BT B MEA AL R I RERARE.
2.2.5 +EBF %W (social breeding system) B
RS RBE, - EFHR B e
MERERER, Oring HZ A B FRE”. A #E
HE00HGEFXMAR, XEMHEREEFRER
M TR, R A TR Ak 5 ),
ERRREERMME R P, AF - EH M EEER
REER L LA RN AL - EEHXR,
MES ] ( Anseranas semipalmata )PV M — M BB L B
M, 303 B K ( Melanerpes formicivorus Y1351 47K
¥ ( Porphyrio ﬂorphyrio)[ssl AR EBRABEAA
JU R 35 B0 L 0% 3R 0 8 R XT 4L L, 40 99 B R B8 ( Cro-
tophaga sulcirostris }57 % BEERIS(C. ani )P 2 H
—LRRL FPEMEAEETREE, B
{ Prunella modularis)ian]\ﬁﬁ']ﬁ ( Tribonyx mortieri-
i)[ﬁﬂn

KT 0 R0 AR A T O A L 26 1Y D R B, — MR A
HEERRNH. — R EHM D SN EHA
w62l e AMEBTRESER. 2B R
P FE % IEFE (kin selection) F — R T Mt . I F DNA 15
BUESTHYFRORER K BT th TR,
FBART —8BLUEA RN AR S, H ok E L R
W #—FFIT AR,

ETRBEALEMTHFTROUERE, A
BRI BB A — 26 R R, R
EHEHMMSAREITU LM EERHBAEZEEM,
A TR E —H#HE R,

3 ST B 1 FT 84 (flexibility of mat-
ing system)

BRoW B —EN ., —ERRE LT £RIFH
MERE HR -7 AR HEE N MK
A PR AR BTE , B E B R A o o A B
FRATRE R A O, A — R A 3 T ARFE T R
MHTLETRRAFARMEREMEDY, X —RExl
FEEDEBERBRS S,

WEXTHEMBMEFERAT X T ESS BE KT
RBEMEEENF IR —FAdMRE. BHEHE
BT TREINAREROEMR, &N —F ESS #
BH—FESS, HEALFHUEYMHER., SMIER
] FEE L 20 b OR: 1D R AT R S BT O SRR, TE RO
RETHRTE2 TG —MEANS BB EL. B
ERERERTARBEREE - EBEEM, M
BRE—-MEREENRSWRERETARA(AAYS
FHEE T (YA ED L F A MR . E4 Oring! B R,

AR A SRR R R B — R R E R,

REIR R AR IBECH A AR AR, M
HEE B PR L ROE L, T H R 3R
MRELL BRI EES, AEXTHRMNEY
EBHE AR T B T 0 4 T R R R B LA L )
ﬁﬂ,ArmtrongLﬁngﬁﬁjﬁ'ﬁfﬁEﬁmg%; BT ER
ZREAEFHEAE .

s & @

BEXMESSMAL R, BATHEEHNELDWE
ST AR R R R B BT O KOG 1 XY R BC ) B AT A
ENNEEBREMEESTAREHEENSR, &
R R DAR R B ottt

fE Emlen # Oring B E B FE 4k S 1 R A R AL
b AR SERMBRBEHRTTHRESE. HE
FIERERCHIE RS S SR —— . — L
BEMR . MEE HEH R A B AR Ak B A R,
BRHEMNEETER, —#-BHaESERY %
— R I R Y — R — M A R R TL M A —
— R R DR R A M R TR R
—HEHR RS - RN
FHEH;— M RO E DR RR — RS M
ERM - HERHm SN - B2, LR
W AR E A SER,

g £ X W
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