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Abstract

Extra-pair copulations behavior of birds is one of the hot research fields in behavioral ecology.
Many experts in ornithology have studied the mechanism of extra-pair copulations behavior in
birds, and many aspects have been involved, one of which is to study the correlation between ge-
netic diversity and extra-pair copulations behavior. On the basis of reviewing the historical de-
velopment of extra-pair copulations, this paper introduced the related studies on genetic diversity
and explored the relationship between genetic diversity and extra-pair copulations from the
comparative study of intraspecies and interspecies. Additionally, some directions and problems
for further research are also provided.
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1. 5|8

8T 1) 5% (mating system) e Fi8 FHE A4 P IR AN 44 D SR A5 0 A3 17 387 3 SR PRI AT 9 SR o 5 SR A3 41 22 i
(extra pair copulations, EPC)& i it JL 4RI 2 KA T B AR A b LR o 5 S A 0 ] 52 A DY M s Al
[1], 5B H] (monogamy). — K £ ZEHl(polygyny). —2Z KHill(polyandry) FVE 32 il (polygyandry). 1968
4, Lack MIBFFARIL 93%MAETE H G2 M HELH], RAN—FL RMNE . MERKTRFIEIL
(theory of sperm competition) ] & Ji& 17T 184 #x it (molecular genetic marker)(FJ S, 1EFRATHAL 4 2%
TERGA T HINR: SAIFAUAGE RELH], 90%H) 2RI A EARINE AT N . BFRE KL
IE AL BAC ] R AEAE 14% 08T H 528, 86%I &2 it it i) —2E2 Kifil[2].

2. BN ZECHITAR 12

H 20 tHhed 70 FFARLISK, BF T 7E LARTBE A 2 S8 ) S e i) & 2 rp R I T HAL 2 T 2 A 1 AE T
TN ZJEHUBRIIRHF KRS, X PR SE BC 1 I R AT fe 28 il L B B B QU IME, 26 51k
TREMTZIIE3]. 20 thaD 80 4EARK), i3t 30 MRHELL 100 Fh A BRSNS BL ) R A [4]. 20
A0 80 AEAREHH, WHITHE AR T X LA ZS o) /(0 G T, 49 n B A0 X A R IKISE R[S ], AL RS
JEARIERI 2 R [6]55, (E2 PTG A8 /A BC 1) R A 32 B A il ik AT AR ) 5 3R [ 7). B 5 — L] gt A%
(TS HRAR I EH K E (8] SPIAHRFAE[9] A b ST B[ 101t F T %58 56 195 R . 20 {H4D 80 4EACH = 1,
T AR 57 1) HR I EE 2 1) DNA 791 (Short tandem repeats) 7 N UL R Ho B s B th Rk BL, FRLAIE N
BBl S AR RGO R AR IR E AR S, BRI T S 2R EE SN A AT 7S . B Quinn FE[11]
(1987) i F-5 F 7 T B AL B AW 75 M (Chen caerulescens) LA 4h BERL (extra-pair maternity, EPM) LK,
B2 AR BC R AN ERESZ T DNA F88UG . Westneat 25[12] (2003) 145 1 — Lo 57 4k, k)
PEHWFE H T — R VE RIS e, SRAE - FROR A M P IORER, A R I AR TR AT

3. BEZHMMAR
5 R ELAR SN (Bxtra-pair paternity, EPP)IiSH & 20 7L O 400 528 — R —F2 | 0 75 B S 9 RN
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CRRTCETT HIBE AR ALy A T AT TR ALAR JE A R U

WAL 2R TR S A B I R A A R . 8% 2 RV R A P T DLOE 1L S AR A1
AZBCRAG AL IR, g AR AR R . SR AR AR S R BT ARRE R, TR
FERTHE A, WEVEIS AT RES TE 2 A MEVE S BC ORI I 5 AR B A% AR, X B HETE 5 EPE R B LA 8, 3%
A RIEFEE

L ZEMLBRT, B PR SR E 2 M ANETIL, BE DL TR TR SR
R AR, IR A X EPP A A SRS AE 2R AR BB 70 H AR A2y SR Flila] gk 7t
A A RI8F 5T o

3.1. FEREEBM R

FEAL 2 B B S5 2 b, B AR AP SZ I A A B EL AN 0%~T76% ANEE:, T A i ] A S F) JiR ERL 0 oK S 99 2]
(B[R] 8 4% 22 1A S W] BE S5 A ) EPP R A2 2 (138 S AHOK IR« Gohli (13] (2013)7E % H HFH A HL
WA, R BUMEE A2 5L £ FEE 2 IE A 5%(all introns: R = 0.41, p = 0.006; autosomal: R* = 0.30, p =
0.023),

PEGE £ — M EE BB T, TR A AL AR A G, PRI A B PR AR R A 2 R
e BRI ], AE T AR AL AR s R AR A R B KN 14].

Petrie [15] (1998)f4 I & {57 i A1 RAPD [ 77 V20 F.3¢ B 22 25 VR JE [R] e (1) 2% S 7K P 5 Fh [|) EPP K A2 2% 2
IEARSG, FRRERAE ZREIERGS, EPP AZEAMR, (HRFIR AL 28 7 B T RE 2 M S OB U — AN 5
BHR. JERFTTEAI, SRR, HLEROENS TIRTRZ R, RY7HEMEXECE
AP AT ) e 4 T REHE ) BE e L (R [13]0 EPP 5 %A N2 K1) MHC (major histocompatibility complex,
MHC)Z: K {51 2 #E 1 2 B E R IEA K R . MHC A2 B LANE e F2 A 8 B4 F 1w 2 S M 3
DRIZEL RS, A AT 4 5D . S 28 M 82 B A o MIHLC i AT 4 1y 22 AR P A AR S50 A 5 v 4035 i A4 B 2 4
M, BITAE H R E RS, MHC FED m 2 VR MA A A7 Tk, MHC 2 EUR 2 REPERAMA N E IR . 18
PEGE R R PR AL A BT, Lot b (e R KRR R AR AR A0 A IE , N R B e R MHC
HE DRl S 3T SRR L[ 16] [17]

MHC ) AR P v] RER AN AN “ O BTE R M ELSCHRR, IR BAMENE 53R EPP 2 4 JE AKAR
BRI, X—MyLEE N AR (Odocoileus virginianus) I 7S ERESL. ETHAMMHER, SHE
JEHIHME T 2MHC DRB A7 s 73 TR B FL R 70y = AN, Jerp 3 A i A A5 R R O VR MR b
/N AEANE e DR AN R A JER AR 18], T JEE A R DR /0 D) 5 e B R A o e S s S AN A B R AZ T A
RO BT EAEYE . 53— JT IR, A WS 7 R D] R PR 6 JER A B A 1R R AR AR, AT HAIE
XRERHEVEART I LR, A BRI MHC 2 RIS % 2 R

3.2. HARLLERHAR

MEPE F RSN RGN T e m G AR &, MR s AL R LR I 2 I, MNiZA H
Z HIMEPE TR BB 55 T 00 R AR JL S AR I A% T, (L2 T8 3 T 4/ S T e 2 TG V2 3R A5 L A 2 PR o
TMEME R ECAE AN S L1910 JE T EPP STMEMESBE RIS FORSE, — LS SO TN, EPP (KRR SRR
B Z A RIEADG . XRFN, E—DEE SRR R, M S8R 5E K EPP AR L2
E[15].

*egs b a] DLW AR I8 AE ZREME[12]: W05 EPP BRI TUFRIER, T84 BRML G gl R e o g 2
AR, TBRAR T FIRERBE ZAEE, QR EPP AT I m03E A, I al AR FF R L I8 AL 2 4
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Peo BT, RATPIEIR R TR I SCRFIX — B[ 13] [15].

FREACT LA 5T EPP AIIGA%L 2 FEVE A OC RIR A, oAb Trene [20] (2015)% 2JH fR I % 2 FEE 1Y
W] M AKE B8 AL 2 R AR 7 T AN BRI REBC AR AN SCBUR A2 28 A8 I, (HLES AN SCRF 1 R
AL AR R = T RGP . L 2 P BRI A, MEME G A I i s s AR IR
& ZFEE LU S R T, PR A LU s S 2R

LA — LB R T ARG SEARSMEIC S R . Bl X P (Emberiza schoeniclus) B 714
WY RCAR AP AL JE AR EL IS A RS AT SE i R 5 B, [RIRE LA B R By AR AR R FR Rt B v (21 ] XU E vy e
(Tachycineta bicolor)HFF 7R T 47%&RCARSM AU G, I B ECAR AN JEARA L 9 5 A LL i 4y
HrA3 HEC AR A1 5 AR SE i 2 S 1, BCAR AN B R AR W2l K T T F R BB A S BC I 3 [22]: Kk
F9%4E (Paradoxornis webbianus)FIIEEAZBL R AT L &5 KK B Z RS EPP KA EA MM,
T H A 2@ i 55k EPP 2380 5 i R B2t AL I A

4. FERERLERKAZRHFE

FCAB AN Z BL I A2 S R ik CAFIE A HERIRIE, WE2ERET T K R (H2A KA AE
T 55 38244 22 RE AL ORI 5008 R B0, i U o b R A7 AE DA 7] R«

1) HhEERREED, IR 2 o B4 Trene A. [20] (2015)% 2131 B2 1S FUAFF 72 26 BH 10 4% 2 FE AN BE AR I A8
MR A, HIXAEEF ARG 8 NP RS, Horhal A 3 NSRS, HoAth i #eE ik J5 T STk
Bl MGuils BE, shZ AN L.

2) ERZ KA RGO . E10] I8 A% 22 AR M AN TC AR &1 22 Bic A BFF TR A2 (A1 A 1) 2 BT [ 13] [15] [20],
AT b e ) R0 (0] P B ASC AP e /D P4 (] 38 S, T 47 ) )78 SR P RS2 il EPP R A=

3) WGV o AR T () LA (38 A% 22 FE R 0K 2 R A2 . RAPD. 57§55 /7 1%, SNPs
s fE Z VS EPP MR RV A L&A, BT RIS T EPP R AENLEI PR Z .

BEXF BRI A I A R 2 AL, 2B R SR BRI TS T )

1) FFERIE PRI 5, 30K T 22 G5 00 LU 70 o 3 3 S P 1) RV 1 (RO AT 5 G B 47 L EPP

R
2) RIFIJEHEMI A TAE SR . TR 0 (LA 7 RAE SRR |, X T EPP AR 1)

ST . BARNGN EPP AT R 3L IR AT ALK, E a5 TR HOR 16 PR 70 B2 DA TR

il EPP 47 936
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