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Abstract

Whether it’s idol dramas that dominate the screen or romantic novels that consistently rank at the
top of the reading list, we have found that the vast majority of their audiences are women, creating
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character images that are highly favored by the opposite sex. These have had a significant impact
on women'’s mate selection, and the psychological mechanisms at play are important issues that
we need to explore. According to literature review, it has been found that in the process of mate se-
lection, we imitate and learn the choices of others of the same sex, improve the accuracy of mate se-
lection, and reduce the risk of mate failure. This social learning behavior in mate selection is defined
as mate-choice copying. Therefore, we speculate that the reason why movies and TV dramas have an
impact on women’s mate selection is due to the occurrence of mate-choice copying behavior. Pre-
vious studies have mainly explored the external factors that affect the mate-choice copying effect,
but there is a lack of research on the internal mechanism of action. Existing studies have pointed
out that the occurrence of mate-choice copying effect involves social learning based on empathy
brain regions, and the empathetic response may vary depending on the similarity and intimacy
between the individual and the empathetic object, so this article will focus on discussing the rela-
tionship between mate-choice copying effect, empathy, and social distance, exploring the internal
mechanism of mate-choice copying effect.

Keywords

Mate-Choice Copying, Empathy Ability, Social Distance

Copyright © 2024 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 51§

AR, BRGNS O 2 SR M A U, £ 2023 SE 58+ D0 fm 2 N RARER K&
MWk, S E B2 5742 BCR SRR SO R E I B R, RIS 355 SE LA R A AR
B2 GAIFR SR 1T R MIVRR . PR Ja OV A 2 BLGR IS R A M8, I BRI AR
PR, PRESFEASGE T ERATRZ BN AR, Rz M RIS Lot m M2/ i 84T
AATTPIT 5 3 (0 22 156 DV RS BRAL LS M6 T A8 NI BB, S BUE WS B L 4 E HIE R I 15,
XA A TREIINE, ERERRIBRA RN 2, G508 7R RZERE AN L PSSl A
MRS AR SN, LR — B2 B, A MR L A A W ?

A B AR R T RAR AT TTR L, BATIE Wt T £48, R R (5 B 546 5 3 O 18,
I AR 2 2[R ) b N OB AR R BA T I AR AE R 1, IR AR 2 22 ST AR N B R o BRI,
FRATTHED i TR LA R X 28 ST A BRI, e PEAE B S AR vh 348 2 BRI NI SR B $%,
NBR NP, K B bR e ALy B B i SE T A R B AT, IR AE R R
HAT R A IR AR O BRI AT AWE 7 DX T 3648 52 ) RN K SEAIE BT 7t 8 B4R e M A T
LRSI 7. RAIRE . PERIAERESEINEERR, M RIMBRE M RER I T QAR A 1, (HRXT A A
1 P9 BB A P AL AR U3 A/ DR T 348 SR A A0 5 2 F) A B4 AL Al S AR R e R 1 8 22 ]

i

2. FREH

RKTFERES], BRI PRI, S TBESK R MEVER S IE v Bk iz 2
8 285 HARMENE ST sl AR ME A 280, SR ME IR A 75 R R 1 ke 52 DR 302 AR MV e 126 45

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.141019 135 S 2 50k B


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.141019
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

o B S A s, T M 2 0 R (R ) R A3 i 45 (Pruett-Jones, 1992) . BIF 5T Bl JE AR £
(Gierszewski et al., 2018). Z2%(Kniel et al., 2015). S i (Dagaeff et al., 2016; Danchin et al., 2018)& K E¥)
PR A T BB SRR BAAAE, RS 1) 58 [RIRE 2 s T v 2 15 5 e A i S e AT A Bk
Bid. Jak, MPABEMENEG ERITHREERIINSR, FEEH K E X Wz BN, HREaEEs
il SO — Pt a2 2], ETLRIR MR SE AT IR RS 15 BARIA A A G X (5 B 5 tE, S80X
S S P 0T T A ) O G4 2%, AT R AR BB S HRIAT A (Little et al., 2011), [EJFE-H 2 2 8 e P 2 15 B B ¢
it

ZEERTIR, RTHES RIS E R ENE TISERR S LT G A e R eI R, X—
FIRRAMAR AT . Bk, A FREBEEE RS EREIES, MEM R E LT Z 2
) P B A N AR O i 520, AT R IASEAT R STAT Sy, B v I e 27 ST AT AR O BRI S 11

KT BAR BN 1 R AR A =P R -

1) SEARER T oS NV SRS 10 o ZIR I, MEVETEXT R AR IR O T A HH B 2 A, Rk
TEIE PRI IEFCARET, O LA 1 B8 9Bk 5 (Feingold, 1992; Furnham, 2009), FERINHEMFIEEKNAE
REJJ AT DU IS EVESMREFHME EEEE R TETR R RS LB, AT AR D TMENE,
REE A B I ERUIZE B G, AT H A AR R Ry o DRI, e AR 7 3 A 2 v TR s 9 AR [ 1) 38
PRI, XHHEVET S, BOASEAA S AR S D RIRT, i s R B AR A O ) B UR SR AR T SR AR
FKF. Ao A7 25 (Buss & Barnes, 1986), iXEIRMEEAEE oK, BT LACE R BREC AR IR BT 75 A R A
BT, A ST AN T 3 R R (R 2 SR AT IO A 1 B 2 71T 8 RS .

2) AERHER. FEAR TN AEUERIGE R, 15T FE FIRA A vy S (1) 2232 3 40 5t
RN, XE R FERAMW T, —EBSERRATAERMN NG R, TRl AN 5 SRR
B HF), FARMERHESER, RERT R RIS B (Danchin et al., 2004). 2345 BRI H 5
T RS FRAT/E BRI R Fp T 0 (2 B 2R e ik, B 4liR) 5 B AR 1A (S B 2 DAVPA HAME, JR
AT T LA A 5 21 (1 785 7E FC A 5 R At N ) EL 35 B VP A ECAB B, AT 35 BOFRAT 8 B A vk
%o

3) eI . BRI A NS S LS E SR — MR AR AT e, B ST T A
BB FP IR MAFAE T AR50, FHE B S SR — R 25 20478, METEM SR
TEFE A 2 ) AR AT RIS R . B0 de A ST R AR B AR T AL SR (R 5 0555, 2012),
PRI FRA T MBI N BRI SE,  HEMERA 1A B S LB N5 ) 1K AT, OB RATE Ol
BEABMLE, 2T (A2, HA S MRS b N S IR B AR, A feve R m &l
A EE A2 1) DA R A S B S I G o A0 255 T8 I R AR SRR I AL, RIS S AT e
— P T 1A &2 31 R (Zhuang et al., 2017).

SANERR AR b AR B T 5 R AT R 0 45 S AT DS AMATE B A R D S, PR RO,
A2 NI 5 M) R 25 1D BE T B BN AT R T, 2 X EHIAT R AR I P LRI OB 72, BRI
W ASHIF 78 32 R TR L M RN A P A AL o O T30 5t A0 & 2 110 P 358 47 PR AL 1 (1 SIZHAE
FAaH, PRSI IR A J 5T LA i X ()4t 232 2] (Zhuang et al., 2017), 24848 8 il 35087 & £ IS
FEAH 0 DX B I SE NG R . 456 24 N AN 2o e B s e, RIS IRAT T A R 2 R A ), AT
FEHEN, Ff HER2REe 5 R N3L1E, % (1 M Gk T BE B B FE (Calvert et al., 2006), fEIX AN
i, BA14 EEIE B IR R T RERE AT J(Hsee et al., 1990), ERAT A FEF 3 A0 3L 15 LR
SR HRTRATEN, Lo VEAE R R AT 5 R A A s B S, AN R I S A i R AN
BT b NP BEARARAE, I JL AR PB4 52 ) 25 2 T 2 75 A ST ?

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.141019 136 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.141019

3. £FERAEH

KT SLAEREE I e 7T LA 2 A BE AR, AT 98 28 S A BE L 7 MO s L e e i S IR A 3
TEWA, REILIE RN NIRRT, B AR 0% 6 HEWT N 9O RIE I — BB DO H 2 221592, 2006),
S FPARE MRS RR T RSB TR RE R B P, BN, R —MNTEMEZRES, BAESR
ek, MR REE, SHBRREMIE. Fik, o] ORI By B NS @RS 1 &K, 140k
BMA—NANBN S —A AL, BEAFER L, WaFRELE.

PRSI WA B —FSRAT N, RN EP AR B ELRESEm . AR,
AFEMTEEIRE T, BEERIRE KA, (HRFREERSHBFEE R R E R, JHRE %
BB B BN 22 (B, 2011), T3S AR & —FiE @ RS N —ANBI 5 — DAk, 2
X N AE GRS RN, 5B TR RSN —Fh . AT I E S X 9 N IR 2 I U 15
g, BIIMSZE IR SRAT S5 I AR AIG B I 4, TS @ AR < e R 4E, AR SR S S
SR HUE A OSBRSS . U % 5 ZE R A0 e skAT = AR Tz sg e, i RVRS 1% 26 10
ATLME N —FE BN, BELE SR =AM, B AT BRI AEAE R 95, 2006), FEAHE ]
(R ARV BT A I X 422 3], HAE S Sl R il a2 550 (Zhuang et al., 2017). FARE ]S
T A RAERS, AFRERZIAEMT, 4 FRAT A GEAN R ERA TR R 51 T, % FEERAR AR
T2 550 KFRATHEN, FASEEA SEAMA RV 1528, I ANKE L IUE, TEREEE KON,
TR BRAL I FEmA AR T B, 7R/ R P PR 2 ke 5 22 R E B R o

AT AT 5175 I T O B R R, R T AT R B 24 ANAA 5 At N 1 4 20k i, By o 5 A
HRPAF—BIELE R, I HLE R i E 0 # A S R R, IS a5, Biin] DUE ks
TR 28 4% ) RN R A 82 () 4% ] B (Perry et al., 2012). MU FEARATT, RIS %038 R 2 He A 1,
B M IRA TR LSRR, 2 SRS BORTA RN AR 07 2408, i H 4 3RA TS0 N IS IR E R, FR
AT 2 BT 055 At N D TR 38 3 17 A R S I, 368 S A At P T 350 2 1 398 3 5 At N ) 17 J ik 96 A 3 A7 J 2
(Stel et al., 2008). FEFARTHI MR T, GBI 708 10 a4 1) 5] 1k A A N A% A T A1 ) T 0 2 1
R, AERKI, AFRPENBFE NS E LS ISR IG I, B85 612800 5.3 (Chu et al., 2007).
FEAEE Y, TN BRI NI A B e BT, L1 SE0TAT N AR R RiE 252 B 51 T )
WHPER, AMRPIIEE RE 72 S IR — AN =k 5] J1 A(Muller et al., 2013). AHFFUER, 3
EARPFRMNEZE R, S8 TMANEZFRBEADCR, 28 nsE N2 14 )i (Centeno, 2020),
LHERIEE AT BT D0, RN MR T ) ) s SRR s, DRI, FRATTAE B e AR TR AT A
(R 52 1) 5 S 2 IR TE DG BEG

A FIEN, B EEE R RS EEEH(Wen et al,, 2022), FEIEME At 2 3Rk 5 B4 Al
43, A LAIE I g 15 AR A AN N5 2 5% R T (0 5h JRRIE B FE R I 5 5 K FR R E (Sened et al., 2017),
HUEAT L, s R I RN EE R RN R BB R EEN . RERIEREE 23 MR B EE R R
5%, S VIRIEE R, AT NI S 252 BN DL e 48 SCEAE s, 2f LRTR T
J 5 R AT RE SR FRATT 5 e i A o A T A0 F o R A B, I DB Z i NS, Tk
P2 R . SRR A R AT B ERE, WM 3] TAERAEE#A =
BRER: A% E RIER, “ZRA B ROEERE, A rRZIREI SR, & T A2 )
HEMBEES, LM ENA S SRR R R R REE— R, 28 Tt 4e, BEH
AMERIER SIS, “ZRPRTRBE 7 LRI B AR ES RN BEOE, O S5EES RS
X AE I NTE G B, AT A FRATT A B 1A = Ul 2 49 PR ) 7R I P s AR E 2 9 o RT3t e

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.141019 137 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.141019

BATIRTL, AR T FRERM L AEEN ML IS, BISEmE o, EEMEAER RS SEME
M, Sl FEARBLUER P ZE, WO MARTRE SRR E, (el MES O ERORE, MRS
SE L2

ISP RATWE R, PHEAERERER, RIT22 I 8ERERBREE, FFEZXTE
FERCAR B PPOE B B A RN DR BATE AT PR, A BRATTLE Ak T 7 150 1 5 B P 5 2 17 R ]
NGB ? AR L, e RN 2 BEE BA S 0 R PR G IR AN, RIRAT S At R+
S PR B I S AT S AR Y LA IR B (Apostolou, 2016), I8 42 P 25 15 68 57 1l BN 2 [A] & 75 A7 AE R
Me ?

4. HLEBSEFREF

HIRAMBN K R HE R R IEE, #ES IR MR B R A G 5\ X R SEBUE I K,
A PR R S A B, 2SR B AR [F] B T O BREE S 1 NS . S BE E I R o ORI,
PEB) Py R R R MEYE S VD AR 18, AN 07 U SV A AR e 38, F ik W e 2 i VP A B
FEMENE A BT,  BEim vkE TS ZHI(Hill & Ryan, 2005). A HFF0HE NSO T A28 358 & ) E BRI 52 4%,
5 A — AN ECEAE LG, 55 AR R E QB AESE B AR 2o M AR B AR A B R 52 25 0k 5 4 H AR
i 85 5 B (Uller & Johansson, 2003) % [F] A HIAS [F M ESE HIREVERS FE NP T8 R lE T ARt
BIAMAAIN SR BB 5 1 8RR AR

B IR SR SR RI R R TR, & 2 RETHREAY S BRIt 2R,
TR RS B A Ty R AR RS a0 O A B T I A R RE A S R H AR 2 R ¢ 2R (GRAE/ R
B R WOTRAH ) R IR o0t S 1 B H ARV 23 FF AR FEAR AT 1 B R A 2 Hop e e s, A
[FEREAE AN S et B AR A TR NSRRI, BRIV 2R i3, X455 K, RUER AR
5 RIVERIBERE N Z T8 5% 2R 2 fEma AN B3 (RodehefTer et al., 2016). 8 H ARFIREREZ 8] (1) 5%
FREA R EAR BRI KA, B FEmaFAR RN 1R, 458 H AR AR T — B g 1)
MR RZE, AATTZRIN H A B AR I 4 2 ) 258 b A T — Bl B OC R B 2255 (Deng & Zheng, 2015).

MARREACF BRI A B H A, iy [ AN AE 2 PR SR i, FRAT I FRAR X S BAR AT (0 00, 18
Xf 4 G A5 R SGVE (Vallacher & Wegner, 1987). XULEEE B £ KU 0 AP RIRERE A, BERE A LA LW
S H 5 PR 2 AT NI R A, TP RHERAT R Ca AR =, B2 s A E 1 ) 1%
FEND Z [ 1) 56 RS B B 22 BB S AT R sl . A TUE, 2ot & 2 g T SRR
177, BTN RS EH WS J1, ARG 1R AW S T8, A4 2478540 (Waynforth, 2007),
H Mg 3 54T @mWs] 71K, KAFEE ST IR T R0 5] 738 (EAE, 2011), itk W
HE RS B ERHIE S B R NPT LA T R R HIAT I A . [ A IR T I 2 TR] O R AT LG
B, AR A ABARBAT O ORI, 2 BRSP4 2 BE R R i, ANVE RV A A ]
Pl PR R, AR IR MR, (F Y H IR S M AL 2 BE BSR40 5 1) 28R 2 R B4
i, 2014).

o PR PR B 520 AN AR ) TR SR, AN AR SRS IR N BN [R) 0o BREE B, W R 5 350 AN ] 1) R SR (R
e, 2014), PR R EE RS S E0E 2 1 KB PO, 03 YRR 3 B0 2 (1 XS T 3R (Raue et al.,
2015), MEREMEBGEEHAT N, LRSS A CHSEREIaEm . tt2MEIEIR AN, O
BRI A VP EIbRAE, SOV E CUErT, SFEBREAAM, PHEEZHERER, EE R
SRR T K2 MAE T R ATREE, MBI R E R, &R A48, HF
ot NS e s AT REEE A B CBLAY Bk 2 B 4T (Beisswanger et al., 2010). H.EH M RIEH, SN H A

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.141019 138 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.141019

SREI TR E R, AR RN AT W2 22 57, (HFE RN ALy B CMPEZE N Z R R e i 22
SR FH(Wang et al, 2021) Bk, BATEN, LR, BAVEEITE A RIER S EEZ MG
R, MRIBAE LT B A FARIEFE, WRESAZBUEE L. BEEM. /T4 M a4
SCEEAE S E SRR AN, BATHEN, BUOAIRATRED SAUBUP I N s B3, (EH SO R BRATELSE
EET S B S A VISR R R, AR UUR TS A, FrURNOQER IR AR, Bt
BATMAHF B

5. REERE

LR PR, 0T FEAR BN R T RAIFE S P R B, SR RBEE BT TR AR NAE AR 5 E K
PR SRS, (E0 FLRE 7 22 G rp T AN R A DR 2 5 i ot 388 A AR ) S A A 1 P9 B AR FRL LG RO 0T 7 o
AW FEMIEHLA A BE A, 183 T AMAR AR BE 70T REAZ S M 05 S ) R A 2R O A BB A LA, EL
SRR (R R 2 PRI A 2> BB R AN ), 5 2T 70 2 B T4 S0 %A S 1) OS2 (1 P 3B A LA, 3
DI SCUG A E SR R T S PR RS AN OC o I R A S A RN A AR ) A B AL AR A R T 3
AT 7 g szma S A H F R R, A B CRIFE R REWSIEI IR, 8RR FRAE R
BEPERIARE, M B R A RN AR 5 S OE R A

BE K

WRig B, 53 52(2014). OB EE B0 5 S SR XU I 5 IO RE . 00225271, 46(5), 677-690.

TAEQO01). FEHR IR EAFRIFUFGI. WA, Rl BRI K.

HHE, 22 5%2006). JLIEHFRIIE SR, FEOFE4F0E 20(4), 277-279.

FEFRYE(2006). 2O FHEHE MR

JERRDE, 1RER, TKkAR, RIEQO12). BEAATH]: —FhIE Nk FI MR RNS. OHEL AR 20(10), 1672-1678.
ARSCHEQ2014). AKIAIE . #2BEBXTFE R 95200, WA S, R PR KA.

Apostolou, M. (2016). An Evolutionary Account of the Prevalence of Personality Traits That Impair Intimate Relationships.
Personality and Individual Differences, 94, 140-148. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2016.01.024

Beisswanger, A. H., Stone, E. R., Hupp, J. M., & Allgaier, L. (2010). Risk Taking in Relationships: Differences in Deciding
for Oneself versus for a Friend. Basic and Applied Social Psychology, 25, 121-135.
https://doi.org/10.1207/S15324834BASP2502 3

Buss, D. M., & Barnes, M. (1986). Preferences in Human Mate Selection. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 50,
559-570. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.50.3.559

Calvert, S. L., Strouse, G. A., & Murray, K. J. (2006). Empathy for Adolescents’ Role Model Selection and Learning of
DVD Content. Journal of Applied Developmental Psychology, 27, 444-455. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.appdev.2006.06.005

Centeno, R. P. R. (2020). Effect of Mindfulness on Empathy and Self-Compassion: An Adapted MBCT Program on Filipino
College Students. Behavioral Sciences, 10, Article 61. https://doi.org/10.3390/bs10030061

Chu, S., Hardaker, R., & Lycett, J. E. (2007). Too Good to Be “True”? The Handicap of High Socio-Economic Status in At-
tractive Males. Personality and Individual Differences, 42, 1291-1300. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2006.10.007

Dagaeff, A. C., Pocheville, A., Nobel, S., Loyau, A., Isabel, G., & Danchin, E. (2016). Drosophila Mate Copying Correlates
with Atmospheric Pressure in a Speed Learning Situation. Animal Behaviour, 121, 163-174.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2016.08.022

Danchin, E., Giraldeau, L. A., Valone, T. J., & Wagner, R. H. (2004). Public Information: From Nosy Neighbors to Cultural
Evolution. Science, 305, 487-491. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1098254

Danchin, E., Nobel, S., Pocheville, A., Dagaeff, A. C., Demay, L., Alphand, M., Ranty-Roby, S., van Renssen, L., Monier, M.,
Gazagne, E., Allain, M., & Isabel, G. (2018). Cultural Flies: Conformist Social Learning in Fruitflies Predicts Long-Lasting
Mate-Choice Traditions. Science, 362, 1025-1030. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aat1590

Deng, Y., & Zheng, Y. (2015). Mate-Choice Copying in Single and Coupled Women: The Influence of Mate Acceptance and
Mate Rejection Decisions of Other Women. Evolutionary Psychology, 13, 89-105.

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.141019 139 (LA


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.141019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2016.01.024
https://doi.org/10.1207/S15324834BASP2502_3
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.50.3.559
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.appdev.2006.06.005
https://doi.org/10.3390/bs10030061
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2006.10.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anbehav.2016.08.022
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1098254
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aat1590

https://doi.org/10.1177/147470491501300106

Feingold, A. (1992). Good-Looking People Are Not What We Think. Psychological Bulletin, 111, 304-341.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.111.2.304

Furnham, A. (2009). Sex Differences in Mate Selection Preferences. Personality and Individual Differences, 47, 262-267.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2009.03.013

Gierszewski, S., Keil, M., & Witte, K. (2018). Mate-Choice Copying in Sailfin Molly Females Public Information Use from
Long-Distance Interactions. Behavioral Ecology and Sociobiology, 72, Article No. 26.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00265-018-2441-6

Hill, S. E., & Ryan, M. J. (2005). The Role of Model Female Quality in the Mate Choice Copying Behaviour of Sailfin Mol-
lies. Biology Letters, 2, 203-205. https://doi.org/10.1098/rsbl.2005.0423

Hsee, C. K., Hatfield, E., Carlson, J. G., & Chemtob, C. (1990). The Effect of Power on Susceptibility to Emotional Conta-
gion. Cognition & Emotion, 4, 327-340. https://doi.org/10.1080/0269993900840808 1

Kniel, N., Schmitz, J., & Witte, K. (2015). Quality of Public Information Matters in Mate-Choice Copying in Female Zebra
Finches. Frontiers in Zoology, 12, Article No. 26. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12983-015-0119-8

Little, A. C., Jones, B. C., Debruine, L. M., & Caldwell, C. A. (2011). Social Learning and Human Mate Preferences: A Poten-
tial Mechanism for Generating and Maintaining between-Population Diversity in Attraction. Philosophical Transactions of
the Royal Society B, 366, 366-375. https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2010.0192

Muller, B. C., Van Leeuwen, M. L., Van Baaren, R. B., Bekkering, H., & Dijksterhuis, A. (2013). Empathy Is a Beautiful
Thing: Empathy Predicts Imitation Only for Attractive Others. Scandinavian Journal of Psychology, 54, 401-406.
https://doi.org/10.1111/sjop.12060

Perry, D., Hendler, T., & Shamay-Tsoory, S. G. (2012). Can We Share the Joy of Others? Empathic Neural Responses to Dis-
tress vs Joy. Social Cognitive and Affective Neuroscience, 7, 909-916. https://doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsr073

Pruett-Jones, S. (1992). Independent versus Nonindependent Mate Choice Do Females Copy Each Other? The American
Naturalist, 140, 1000-1009. https://doi.org/10.1086/285452

Raue, M., Streicher, B., Lermer, E., & Frey, D. (2015). How Far Does It Feel? Construal Level and Decisions under Risk.
Journal of Applied Research in Memory and Cognition, 4, 256-264. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jarmac.2014.09.005

Rodeheffer, C. D., Proffitt Leyva, R. P., & Hill, S. E. (2016). Attractive Female Romantic Partners Provide a Proxy for Un-
observable Male Qualities. Evolutionary Psychology, 14, 1-8. https://doi.org/10.1177/1474704916652144

Sened, H., Lavidor, M., Lazarus, G., Bar-Kalifa, E., Rafaeli, E., & Ickes, W. (2017). Empathic Accuracy and Relationship Sa-
tisfaction: A Meta-Analytic Review. Journal of Family Psychology, 31, 742-752. https://doi.org/10.1037/fam0000320

Stel, M., van Baaren, R. B., & Vonk, R. (2008). Effects of Mimicking: Acting Prosocially by Being Emotionally Moved. Euro-
pean Journal of Social Psychology, 38, 965-976. https://doi.org/10.1002/¢jsp.472

Uller, T., & Johansson, L. C. (2003). Human Mate Choice and the Wedding Ring Effect. Human Nature, 14, 267-276.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12110-003-1006-0

Vallacher, R. R., & Wegner, D. M. (1987). What Do People Think They’re Doing? Action Identification and Human Beha-
vior. Psychological Review, 94, 3-15. https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-295X.94.1.3

Wang, D., Zhou, S., Kong, X., Han, D., Liu, Y., Sun, L., Mao, W., Maguire, P., & Hu, Y. (2021). The Influence of Model Qual-
ity on Self-Other Mate Choice Copying. Personality and Individual Differences, 171, Article ID: 110481.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2020.110481

Waynforth, D. (2007). Mate Choice Copying in Humans. Human Nature, 18, 264-271.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12110-007-9004-2

Wen, X., Zhang, Q., Zhou, Y., Du, J., & Xu, W. (2022). Mindfulness and Intimate Relationship Satisfaction in Daily Life:
The Role of Empathy. Psych Journal, 11, 500-509. https://doi.org/10.1002/pchj.535

Zhuang, J. Y., Ji, X., Zhao, Z., Fan, M., & Li, N. P. (2017). The Neural Basis of Human Female Mate Copying: An Empa-
thy-Based Social Learning Process. Evolution and Human Behavior, 38, 779-788.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2017.05.006

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2024.141019 140 (LA


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2024.141019
https://doi.org/10.1177/147470491501300106
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.111.2.304
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2009.03.013
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00265-018-2441-6
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsbl.2005.0423
https://doi.org/10.1080/02699939008408081
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12983-015-0119-8
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2010.0192
https://doi.org/10.1111/sjop.12060
https://doi.org/10.1093/scan/nsr073
https://doi.org/10.1086/285452
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jarmac.2014.09.005
https://doi.org/10.1177/1474704916652144
https://doi.org/10.1037/fam0000320
https://doi.org/10.1002/ejsp.472
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12110-003-1006-0
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-295X.94.1.3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2020.110481
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12110-007-9004-2
https://doi.org/10.1002/pchj.535
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2017.05.006

	共情能力、社会距离与择偶复制效应的关系研究
	摘  要
	关键词
	Research on the Relationship between Empathy, Social Distance and Mate-Choice Copying Effect
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 择偶复制
	3. 共情与择偶复制
	4. 社会距离与择偶复制
	5. 总结与展望
	参考文献

