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fmx &K

AWFFED HIIEZ, HARADZ IZH SN IMEANIC & 2 VEREHIBNE, AT & om0 % 72
DOBHTHLILERTIEIIH D, T, ABIL, Bra T2 ) & ICITERIHEZ WL C
BY, HEOECHTIIIRIEREREIC X 2SS, T2bbaREREE LS WL NS R
T, MR DA DEDRIZHTEE R 5N TV L EMRET 5 &, MR & 2 RSN,
HHEEFHTL250TIE AL, B LHEOMELZFL2 0L LTHHRTWEEEZ OGNS, £
LT, COMEMIE, MIRWTEEEO D 2 LHEICHFICROND725 5, 161 E2NREL, Y F U4+ %
Hw7-did 2 32 L C, MHFOMBEOTEMASHOBRESICR Lo L MY HREL, B~ o
BUR S L OB Z MG L7z ZOME, ZETORIEOMBBGRSA SN, RIFFEORGILIFFS
72

F ]

MR AL & VAR AT 2 &L DEEAHANIRAWTA LV, RO 4 7128, £
DN OV TR CTE L L 8N, HATEII2=r—Y 3 vy — e LTHHEMWIC
HowbhT&7z, LaL, HE0MPERZGO L LT, MRk & PRk & o B I IE R =R
WA W T EDTRENTWS (Cramer & Imaike, 2002; #83:, 1991; Rogers & Glendon, 2003;
Wu, Linsted, Lee, 2005) —} T, KRAZMEE & EEROBEEIZOWTORFZITHK ST
Vo THE, BREMEEIAER 2 FHITE 2 &L DMWVERIITFET 207259 7o ZOMWIC
LT, AFZETIE, MEMOMHIEE A ERNOER L LTl L ORFEZRET 50 T
bhh, HFOMEEEREZ NS Z LA, HEORERKREE OMMEORE LEL 21k 5T
BN ERBZENTVRIEBEYRD 5. AWETIE, EEOREFS X OHEKEZETO
AR ZITIT, MES ORI 3 2 P 2 E 202 H O 22T %,

1 KWL EHETLICHRY, Th FRER (RHEFRT), =MEHK GE@MIRRY) ISR
BEWEEE L BLT, LI DEHELIT.
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BIEZICH TS HE

FLi 2 IS B HHIC BT, BN RHERIERICEETH 5, AT L ORI,
IBOSMBIA T 2 FOWEESEZ &0, BEMREBZTIESEILRTT5, 20720, &
BIHZE DTS (incest taboo) DAL H LR 1ZL V. 72720, BIZFAELRL 5L O
T TORR S G o HRER LI, REREIE SRz E AR L, HHHC
PEBRLCLZ ) WHEEEDZEL 2505 TH b, ZORIEHREICE Bb % EET#IE MHC
(major histocompatibility complex) T 5, MHC &, FEHRESEIEESKRTHY, &
ERO—HE LTHCLIFACORMRKICH DY, BRGEIEIZHE VTR D MWEMULZ ] &
B9 L)<, MHC ZAMANTEZ  DZMHBRMEINTEY, %745 MHC B2 H>
BRIV 25 Z ey A2 W EBETHI SN TWw5 (e. g., Boyse, Beauchmp,
& Yamazaki, 1986), F 72, MHC (ZMKRIEET 5720, KEOUF X% 8 U CIga )
G520 TEL, 2O EIFARICH Y TIEE ), Wedkind, Seebeck, Bettens,
& Paepke (1995) 1%, LT RFEEZNRIZ, BFRFPEPKHE TN 2T Vv Y DGV EIR
AL EREIT, B d MHC BAFROBEOT Y v Y oWIFE LLFHTS NS 2 &
L7z, $74bb, AR, BEERIROE, T B0 oBIE0 2% Kk 2 5%
REAMiiD o TWBEF RS, TLT, EIEMHMENRL WA, MTFZ2ET 2 &) 1TH)
WCE 5, ZORETE 2RI EERPHERN CH 5,

BRERIE

FAE, ANBEOITER LB 1 = AL 2 MET512H720, BREEMSICHEEPEE > T,
PEEIRIE I DWW, Darwin (1872/1965) 1%, “#H—I2, EBICHHE LD, fERH,ITAf 2 —
DL LAERELGAEL, RIS, s, BlEzE L CHEMLZERE» S &I SN
5, BEEEZMREIELHO7 LR Lz WEERFE, BRERTHRZEOFERPSHTOS %
o0 METE 25 SR TEERTH ), AHOMA 2 STE PR BT 5 2
EDTRENTWD (see review, Oaten, Stevenson, & Case, 2009) . [-FEFTlZ, Rozin % Haidt
WS, BEEEEOZ M ERZ BTV E RS CRIBLTEBY (e, g, Haidt, McCauley, &
Rozin, 1994; Rozin, Haidt, & McCauley, 2000), BEEEE~OHAITFEA TS $1d % PR
ZOHT, A4 Tl Tybur, Lieberman, & Griskevisius (2009) OB D 3 kITE 7 IV
\ZHEH S %, Tybur etal i, #LOHZOBIND2S, #ISHEOENIZ LY, BEEEE I
BB, R, 2 L CREMEEE D 3UOoTIcaE NS E R L2, PEEEE, B
RSB EZMFECE 2w, I A 005N A T 57012 L % (Fessler and
Navarrete, 2003). 2% ), BEZTEROWGETELLBETH L, TOLZITEEL L DK
Jeid, WFER 7 E intrinsic quality & #1247, genetic compatibility T# % (Jennions and
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Petrie, 2000; Neff and Pitcher, 2005), W& IZWEM LB DR KM ER 5720 (e g,
Grammer, Fink, Moller, & Thornhill, 2003; Singh, 1993; Thornhill and Gangestad, 1993, 2006),
MENTFELD & LTRHRNTH L. BB, SEO2EUNE, T4bbHY L G
DIEVDEGD, BFEDD D & 75 (Penn and Protts, 1999) . & OFIZ e L2 KRTH 5,
BT S — M= R D HFAMHFONTEN ZEH MK, EEMIZEBL TWA5E121,
ZOMFATH U CTHEEIREAVE L, HzEd 5 X9 RSNLDTH S, B, K
HMOWFEARDEG % i CTzDIHE L5 HDTH D (Curtis, Aunger, & Rabie, 2004; Curtis and
Brian, 2001; Fessler, Eng, & Navarrete, 2005; Haidt et al., 1994), Schaller & 233§ A f7E)o
¥ A7 24 (Behavioral Immune System; Schaller, 2006; Schaller and Duncan, 2007) & —H
T5, ZOMBEOBE, WHEAEPEZENLWREOD 2 F00) (e g, BERE 72D D,
MNED BT 28R LWy, M7 &) 2HHET 5 ETHEL S, 72720, AR,
R VR BEE S A BIRICH B 2 LS SN TE Y (Tybur et al, 2009), EH50% 4
7 OHEEIEAE b RIERRR O TH L EEZONDL, 3OHD, BRHETH S, Bl
B, AR o720, BHEICE bR o720 35, HRMIGER L2478 (2D
, &, N2fiolds%E) Rl XICAELD, AR EANWERDLZ LI, 20
AN DOBbY) ZdETE L0 DL RETA N EHELTRESEH NS TH L. MR ZTH
20, WM RERRARN A Y U=, EHOKEEZET L9 %2174 (Cottrell and
Neuberg, 2005) TH Y, &, L, 727280, L1 7, BA, g RELRETH 5.
Tybur etal. iX, N5 3 ODOREEREZMET L2 REZ/ERL, Thb 3MHEOBEEREA
FRENLZ L, ZLTOWITNORITCIIBWTOZMEEEEL D & EERE GFICEnZ% D
D) NOFIEDHHRNZ E &R L, O DRHDZYEEZ R L 72,0

PEo3WIcETIVEY, EEERIULN T, HFOEMLEIHTEDRIR & BB &g 3%
HRBRICH D B0 b, Thbh, HFLHTOBERNHEOTL 2D ICKIG L7z E
ST, WEERSE 2B L, EENEOES S WG E I EETEME SN DO TH S, D
FAEEEZ, AR TE, MEMOFIICET2ES (DT, MElEae ) &, B
FTRERGIIC BT, SRR BT F200 & LTHWSRTWS & DGz #2
T5. LT, ZORRERRS,

REEEROELE & L TOmzR

B A MRENMER MR & VEAE & O RBIE2s H AR ZHiAT Lzo1d, fERIET (1971)
12X 2FEE MEA T2 LM BARAMET =125 THOTH S, Dk, Mk,
HANCBIAHHZII 2= r—varyy—LVELTHWONTE T, 20725, MKk
BRRIHARANIBWTHERICREATH L, Ll - I (1991) 1k, R¥FOEFEO—BELT,
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MFELRT LAY A T2HETLNEOHFEEITo72L T A, HFRIICMEIA T LA ¥ 4
TEBETHANBOEENIEBREL 57250037 ENCE TN L 72— T, w2 R
PRSI 2 LT 2B 28R - 2 e WiF L7z SHE L CIMBAIL A4 IRV E St A
BELDOE, MK LVIBEOLDLLLICH D, £5FHIMEANE, MEMNICH 5
ROFFOPEDOENZITCIC L2 TH Y, WllOBITE 2 % 8L E B <720 1258
EN72bOTH2 . %), MEHRMED MW 20b0ThHL. T, MEHILEE
T52HDOTHHI s, BIEMHAEZEEIE2, ChoZ2 BT 2 5L, MER O
ABRICB T B2 S N T W LIIBERIHUETE D, 72, BIRMHMEZ Wi
DDHIOIREEZFTRND ET 556, HTFLHLIREORE SRR ITNE, Bvi i R
RNIP v, MEORCHTFZ RSO0 KR E LT, MRk %2 7-Mims, 5
B2VIIHNIT B EDERPOHCLENRTVWEEZ LN,

Mg EwBRIE MAT, "Mk &, BEREZ5 SR SmD2MEnFar0 & L
T < (Fessler, Arguelllo, Mekdara, & Macias, 2003) . % 21%, REIZE T N5 MOFLEIIA
P 5] &# Z9 (Kenyon and Barker, 1998; Santos and Booth, 1996) ®& 7% 53, ZOR%
BELTWA A LTHHENAH U S (Beardsworth and Keil, 1992; Chagnon, 1997; Fiddes,
1991; Kenyon and Barker, 1998; Kubberod, Ueland, Tronstad, & Risvik, 2002; Santos and
Booth, 1996; Twigg, 1979), 72, HEERIEANOBUK X 1L, MM (blood-injection
injury fear) ([22%A2%% 2 L AHUE ST (Olatunji, Williams, Sawchuk, & Lohr, 2006)
INSOHEN, MIEIIOWTHE L 2 BB RE DS, HEERRIC X 2 PUS 12D 2 &
ZRBELTWD, €070, MERICEUE L CTHE U % BT PR BHEE & R BEE © H % 1T
WA b, 72721, RWFFETIE, MERESIE, BEEEIBHTIZHwORTWEE
%o TORIMIL, BREZHVLILOWEIH L,

MEREZOFERICH T3 M%E BUBEERIIIBI 28BN RENHEEOIRE 2 T3
LHORLMNETH L, TOHAIZ, HIRTHENEICH S (Oaten et al., 2009) o FFFERYIZ/ S— FF—
EG DR MFIHERE 2R LT 2 #3252 &3, ZTOANWEOME/EHTHOM
72D INGVFIREETAEVIREIAMNREL S, 20720, MEATENEZ, —
B s @Bl TIERwE)Ici 25 (Kurzban & Leary, 2001). LA L, oA, W
DMICHE & RIERENS R 2 2T LT 258121, BRIED 281725 2 L2050 L A#
By 72 L S 25 (Fessler, Pillsworth, & Flamson, 2004; Tybur et al., 2009), % L faiE#kaEns
REDZPVEEEMUCTHHIRLTH, [ UREREEZ OB L OMIRICH~, KRBT 25
DV R 61F, KA S ORIEREEDS, RIEREORZL 2B L OMIZEY - 72 F

2 BUETIE, ABO ABUHIE, Rh v b HMERBIHUR, Duffy s 2 & hk 4 2 0 EEATE. &
NTHBY, M SHA 2ERERLZENTEL L) IZR->TD,
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izt LT L CHRRR 35 L) 1B &, MBEZHBIEL, RIS ReAHEALSE
L6 Thb. UbXy, W, RS T 2 WAARDLWHTFLERBLTIDOL ) &
TREEZ IR S 72012, HE WM H & &SRB 2 5 L b 2 A L Ol %
BT BN H D ES A D (Fessler, 2001) 0 S DT &1, BEERIBI U TLetho )7 23Uk
THbHEDHA (e. g., Arrindell, Mulkens, Kok, & Vollenbroek, 1994; Davey, 1994; Haidt et
al., 1994; Tucker and Bond, 1997) X, SGIEMEAME T3 A MURAENCIE, RIERREDS R 5
W HEEVED B WAL E KT 2 R 2 REEEDS, BRUERMA~OBUE S & IEHB T % & DA
(Navarrete et al,, 2007) & & —H3 2%

REd DLEZ2EF 25L&, MIE, 1R S — Lk )2 HTF MR & % @
JALR T W AT En b, ﬁ%’?ﬁ%ﬁ‘ﬂﬁﬁ%@ﬁ[ﬁ&iﬁ%@‘lﬁ@ﬁﬂf% LHILEEEZS
&, MFLOBRMHMEZRICT 2 L, BEERBUSN T 28U S EE T 5 2 L 03%
AbNb, LoT, HIZBWT, BHERTCH L CiEER AT E, HFEOMBEHOEHRAH
HOWOBROMEIZBWTHEREHZRITEERDLLZAS) TRED, ROWEFEALD
VDo YT, AHFOMBEE OFRA BRI T O LD 2 LAY, IERIERDBIR S
ERET 27259 (KGR 1). BT, HTFOMBRIERABERMEICRISEEH) 2 L1
ARG OBR S LIZFHE L 2 n72s ) (K 2),

Vil &
un ° F ﬁ'

?ﬂ"‘i $)3224$6H20HT”%119“§k$‘%$E ¥ —6401 5 EICTHEBS NIz TOMD
A, EMRERBRY, —BRoOMmRZ SIS ERAZ I L 7.

u

REMRE

I BBERF DDA HELOF AL L O— Bl 2 &0, 1614 (B 894, ik 724)
DRSS L 720 W RE D PIERIE, J1EH20.52% (SD=5.57), HEA320. 075k
(SD=4.56) T -7z

3 7272l WHICE o T, WREE RS L B 5. PHEKE 8 Ltﬂé‘ﬂ'ﬁ‘ﬁ\@mﬂi!ﬁ&%
(HIV M7 EOMEEGUESS) 1%, RIS 2 B8s RIZT7-0Th b, EB, ik, W7
B & BEER AN OBUE E DS OO WTE Y (Fessler and Navarrete, 2003), i &USGe 0 L T4
NIE, BEOHT & LRz iTh v EHHiis S Twb (Schaller and Murray, 2008) .
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Fhe
AT A AL, ARSI A REHFICEA Lok, EEEEICHE L. RS X
21093725 720

ERIEE

BHROBAM MFOHERAZOME & OS5 HOBRIEICRICE > LB BE (DT, A
FEENE) 1I2oWT, WiiEdkz e Cille Lz, BEHEE, RHS N7 VN, MET
MO GoBIN T ETRANTEZ, LDV F ) T Z5HA ZORNEGET S X
ICHR SN, “GHASALHYEVICE S LT, ERHWERIZTEDEBWETH
L@z, BIEEE, M, R, Fi Wi, EXPoir &gy, EATWwSY
it @6 2OFMMHHIZOWT, 5RNE (1 @ &{RICVALRY, 3 EBbLELFR
v, 5 IEEICRICED) THIE L.

BEREAOBUE S BEENMAOfE X 1E, Perceived Vulnerability to Disease scale
(PVD: Faulkner, Schaller, & Duncan, 2004) 2sHw: &7z, PVD I3AEGIC T 22488 X
DI RER DT RMED B % & DITH§ 5 EIEN 2 AREZWE L TB Y, 19HHTH- 72,
OMRETHD, 1 &l BTRIELARY, 5 EEHEIF2hV, 9 B HTIEE
b, Thol

= %

PVD OB E G 5720, BIEERE (7arNyro a) 28R LEZ 5,
T3 T ErE LN Lo T, 19EHOFEEZFL L, PVD REZ/ER L7

EHM%E PVD OF1E

HHMED 6 HH & PVD O F¥fii B X OFL#ER 2 % Table 1 (2R § . fAHMEOB LIS
WTEREZRIT-728 2 A, MEHICOWTIRAEELRAIR SN o7z (¢(159) =0. 22,
p=.83)0 TNUMNDFHERICTBVT, FERICBVWTORFELENA SNz (#(159) = 3. 36,
p<01) 25, ZHUANOEH TIEAEEIR SN Eho 7 (B :1(159) =1. 14, p=.26, H
Gt : $(159) =1.05, p=.29, BEYOI XM 1 1(159) =0.57, p=.57, EATWDEHT :
t(159) =0.47, p=.64)o —F. PVD IZBWVTiF, AEMEANOBLEIE SN (#(159) =
1.89, p<.07)o PVD IZBWTHEM X ) LD AEEZRT Z & 1%, T2 (Tybur
etal, 2009) & —HITAHETH 5.



BEH - s & ARYE (2)

Table 1
Means and SDs of available information score and PVD by sex
Female Male

M 2.18 2.15
Blood type

SD 0.98 1.03

M 4. 60 4.70
Hobby

SD 0.52 0.57

M 4.22 3.74
Age

SD 0.74 1.02

M 3.40 3.57
Hometown

SD 0.91 1.10

M 3.81 3.71
Preference of food

SD 1.30 1.12

M 3.85 3.78
Living place

SD 0. 96 0.99

M 4.78 4.78
PVD

SD 0.75 0.75

FAME PVD OAERREER

FHREE PVD L OB#IZOWT, Bz CHIBIGREZ HI L7 (Table 2 Z),

ZORER, MEMERICB T, BHETEIMHEBERIE ST (=02, p=283), ZHETE

MR SN (r=.24, p=.03), D EofEdi, LT, BERIERICOWTEKTH

HZANEE, HTFLOINHD S OMRELE BV CTIMER ORI LB 2 L&KL

TWwbo £oT, AROMFEITTFEE N/, —F, BREVHEREE LT, BUETOAREN
Table 2

Peason’s correlation coefficiences between
each available information and PVD by sex

Female Male
Blood type 24* .03
Hobby 12 -.09
Age .01 -10
Hometown -.07 .02
Preference of food .10 .23%
Living place -.03 -11

*p<.05
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Y OUf S e DOTEHAY PVD EIEDMHBBRICSH o 72 (B 1 7=.23, p=.03, M : r=.10,
p=239. T4abb, BT, BRMEEIBNT, BEERBICBIEZ AT E, HFoEXY
DU ZBRANDIFRAZIZ LD E ) T EATRE NI,

% =

ARIFFEO HIE, MEAVEEHRTICOWTORE &Y, BlEEEROBEELE LTHwLRT
WBILERTILIIH Tz, 20720, AWIETIE, HEHKREZEL T, REOHFL
ISR EBEL T Loz e 3¢, 2o, HFomBRoEHs Ll
BWHENDO LB pEMEL, BEERBANOBERS L OMEE R Lz, ZOME, B
WA DBIE S & AHT-O ML WA O BRSO & ) REOMIZIE, KT
DARBGENR SN0 Thbb, id, BEERBICHBURZ AT L, T o MR % i
WERIUMETDO L H 2 TWize TOREIE, KMAs, MBS % 85 L T L OBIEN
MO L LTHRATVWAZ EEZRLTWA, YLD, MEMEZIEEERBIRD 720
DERTH L, LORWEDOIEHILLFFE N7z,

—77, BREOHERE LT, BEToh, BEEHBMICHEEZ NZE, RS M=%
LMD D 2 HFOERY DU O DIFMAKIIEDE M) T ARSI Nz, TORE
1, REERIROYETHOONE TAD) OB LEZRBLTWEEEZONDL, T4b
5, B RROLGIICE T, KM, MRz G & LT & OBEEN 0N 24
Wx TN T25—KHT, BE REPGIREOBBEIREZ T2V ICT L0 TIERW
259 Do WHEICE o TRUBERIRTEELZ DI, HHOBETZERLTLNLLWUTHY,
ZOOIIRIFREHFIRETH L EPUHETH D, AWOIFEHFCHIL N2 L, W
AREAREICORN D120, HHONRELVEL, XoT, B, AWOIF &y
EVI) M EBHEIRE OV L EZ SND, 275, AFETIE, "EPWOLFEHhy
EL2FEILTELHT, COFEN “WE ° “HERE 2HEIE72L ORIV,
07z, L) EENELERICHET 2 ERERRT 4L, BICIRT 2152 5651
L7z ERES 9,

ZNHEAQIIEH

AWFEDRFUL 2 DB %o 121, PVD REETIIMEABEE & &b 2 5 L THlE T
Lol T Ao Tyburetal. (2009) (&, HEEESE I MERHCE, BAMCE, EEHCED
SWICHFAEL, TNENHIERED % B LR L T b0 RIIRORHSZ Y THNIL,
MG & & R REE DS iR b IR BT 213 THh 5. Lo T, BHEAT)BIZIE, Tybur
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et al. 2%BH%E L 72 Three-domain Disgust scale % JH\>, BEED ¥ 4 7% 55 L CHlE T 5 45
BHDHIEHI

b9 1 OO, RO ROZUETH L. RIFFETIE, BEERIBAOBIR S &
W72 78— b F— L OBIRIESEIC B 2 MRS A ML OB, S, MEEE&~D
B Z ATz, L L, AWISEORFEDZYEZBGEET 2 1CIEA T TH Y, Bk bERD
LHETH L. MEFEZINCHEITE, X IRCER 205 E L, BBEORAER (Fessler,
et al,, 2003) R A:HEM (Fessler and Navarrete, 2003), ZEE~DUFH (DeBruine, Jones,
Tybur, Lieberman, & Griskevicius, 2010) 7 &%l L, MEAMEAEHIB 2179 SHERE L 5
MEEE OREEBETT 5 LEE D L. T2, ABIEOBERE LT, MY E) HEPFEETDH
BEMEREL, REENGELE LR EOARALEDPITERE Y AT A2 BB EE 2000 %
Mt L7220, 794 IV B DITEIRIE Y AT A2 L s, ZoRICHGEFEL
70 B MEIR O N § B UFEOFHli 2 Th 720 T2 EDBEZOND, SHEDEAED
Mtz

AWFFETIE, MR - OB 2E@PHARANCBWTERETH L & OBHLZH -
7o L22L, ZOBBRITITHEL LM IE-> Tnb, T3, ZEHARNTINZITHEE I
RIS HIREASRAT D, REZICAZIBELOEN TV L DS ) e ME, FFICRCk Tl g
BNZ 4 — kIR D DT RV HADED WD 72 BAEAHEE TR A, MR & Mg o B
WEFBLDZ LA E TN E0E, FEFICHKEVHIVTH D, SEBINLREEE
TH 9o
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Summary

Blood-type and compatibility (2)
—— The blood-type stereotype as the tool for mating choice ——

Kunihiro Yokota

Human have evolved some mechanisms to avoid genetic similar partners in mate choice,
especially among females (e.g., incest taboo). Several studies in the field of genetics have
found that some cues, such as odor, could be used to avoid breeding with close relatives.
The disgust emotion that leads to avoidance is an indicator of incompatibility, and “blood” can
be powerful stimulus for revulsion. Thus, it is hypothesized that blood-type stereotypes,
widely thought in Japanese popular culture to be indicative of personality and temperament,
could be used as a perceptual cue to avoid genetically incompatible partners. 161 participants
rated how a potential mating partner’s blood type information would play important role in
making a future connection in a scenario, and filled out the Perceived Vulnerability for
Diseases scale (PVD). Results showed that females who score high on the PVD strongly

believed in the advantage of blood-type information in mate selection.





