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BWE LSRG FETERARANHAUNBRTHESF M AESFIRN AL, FEERER
FARRET AR FREFEFARBEAGTS ARAZ, ZHIR ERAHESHIERE. g
200448 DUk, AT DLk AR i 2135 B9 45 8 0 b 1L (Parus humilis) A X 2 5, it & EE A

K2R
Hili#
F R R
&S

ROFAWELT X EERCERRARSHNAS L HREITRBBEORE. B | 4,

BB H A T B A WA LB SR, BRFRBERFEL, ATHERE LAEERESAREA

K#AR

THARR, BEESENNERNS, EEFRAMFEEEESEIINA KRR, HRRE LR
BIME N o E HIAT A S IR 2 I XA SNR G WIRE &, 9 € 616 S5 A A 20 A 09 AL
B OHLELRRARHHUTER LA BAE T EZRE.

E e % (cooperative breeding) /& & 7E — AN Fi B
SR MR A S BTN, IRy
IR B AR ANME, Rl B A SRE K RINME
ZIM HARIME. HAT, A 9%MINAF S Fhle i IR
PUXFPAT AU BB R I — AL Lok, X BRI
SOk — HLBUINAE B S KRR A, [N, &
WA AT DTI P 2 LR AR b AT 4 A AT L
FEAE TIE IR SO e gt 5, S A AR ) 27 9 1) 2
Wi —. 1964 4 Hamilton™H& H! 1955 J& 2% £ 71 18 (kin
selection) A& fifE B <75 By 3 i - ABA A Al AR AT 24 1298 11
— O, xR, B B R 3k A R
F (1) 35t A% A 25 110 £ AN T SO A B (inclusive
fitness). HHIt, AATTAIEZRSCIGLAANA A ZEAif 1) AR

6 R 11 SR 2 it i oK

W AR IR 2 F B8t 4 02 3 80— A aloh
GAEEIAT WA IR B R X I AR AR T B2 1]
BRI LA PREELFH M B, W 1987 4
Brown'"f¥] Helping and Communal Breeding in Birds,
1990 4E Stacey il Koenig"'[{] Cooperative Breeding in
Birds: Long-Term Studies of Ecology and Behavior F
2004 4 1 Koenig Al Dickinson 4w %] Ecology and
Evolution of Cooperative Breeding in Birds, 73 71C&
AN [R] IS 3 5 4 B AU T AR ORI 25, WoR
H AR 3K — AR 2 R R 2R IR UL

1980 4FLLHY, #F50 TAE £ 2248 th AE JLfli TRk
R R G VR B AR A 2 FE I I A
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1980~1990 4, FfidE KEAIAVERT TSR AR,
MG, HEEdEE S A A MG KRN
JaAR, Mt 7B B ), R e AT
[H1EE73: 18 7 Mg (P Tl a1 AN 1| PO - S 4 1 7
BT AR S LA S

1990 LAk, B B 2k AR R, Fealg o
THEDFHARN)TZ N, HREEKR FARIEN
MSERCE N A T RE, XK ES) T &4 S IEAT
O WEFC R I . AR S KON AR G AT
B, IR LA b4 B B R . Horp
I LN H IR P i 1O

WAE, NATTIT 4f 3507 W P08 S8 IR B 56 1 04 &
HAEMELR, BFEFIEARIRE —HH e T4
WK, Science 24 &R S REAL SN
T 125 ANEERPEERERE 25 4. EEERY S E
[ May K¢ A=A B AN et 2 2 At 25 50 R
1 SR GEAERFNL, 20 4 E A AR P27 R 25 B2
W N EE ) ORI DB R )L XL S
WEFE P AT, AT KIHIRA TAE. W
S R LR NS AR N I A S BE AR R B AT AL

1983~1994 4, & — EAEH b RO fh 52K
BYEAR DTS, BARFR R T F 5 NN ER, AERAR
L M ST R GE AL AR o B AL 1995~2004 4,
TR AE S AT VLA ) sl BRSO B i X
(Crossopyilon harmani)FIAR 28 BIM), ¢ T A0
S AT N AR R e PEIE R K TSR
ARSI AT A% 2 ) W . TS, i
TR, o B A EAR R B
P, RS 7 M AT AR iC RIS AR, N T i e — L
PEIS ) L.

2004 4, fENFEFAMBLERETY 20 4E SR, FAfiE
U 5 e SRR AT S kb 1L 4 (Parus humilis), {Eh—
MKW BRI R G, WIS SR AR S HAT NI
LGS 3R P i

KPR TR SR B ). KT
(10 U1 J i 8, 3T AR 2% 32 5, DA B 280 e
AN EEASR. KRR, RS I ERRE
b, 5 S JE (Podoces) T3 HIEL, BAI AT E
JAERS R, AR T BN SRS, o S04 R
T T UHLAY. 2003 4, SE[E 2% James S5 AR
YRR Ihis bR FW L, LA HA DNA IEHE,
Tk iZ SN ZE T IER, [F4A, EER Science Xt
IR IUE SCVFS. Bl kR M) — A5 A 741,
UEHA XA E 5k IR M Bres, Ml — AN AR
&5

BEJ5 104F19%% ), AT LAE 124 3R 5,
ARG IR BT A S5 VU 2 2 (g3 4700 m) L i
TEVET (R 4600 m). XFZPIM IS ARG THID
U\iﬂ[13~2”.

LK N1 F: 5 g T S A Y (B i B
Pl B AR R 42

L1 Ml RERR B T A% 5HE
BB — A6 il

K2 BRI A A1 ST A Top G A A AT B3I A
HEHLDS, 5 T BRI AU 0 B DRI, AR
AE AR S BR1P2 — SR s SR, A R
(Corvidae) %38, 273417 7 iof g - BRIE A 21 - 2R 1)
e P DI, AR AR AR SR AHAT 2. U SR Ui fp

BT L2 R O R
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RN FE RN A EZI A — Ml 2 IR, 2%
P25 DR 1A o 7 D LA AR o R )3 e g s P,

WATRT AT T R B, Ml 28 2R I LR g & R
BEAT . T Rakgrst, A VEBRAT N e 1H &
WD R A, BT AR ) R . e SR b ek
W, Wk T, AEIEY, A, RHhER BAEE
G A S5 A T I TR M DX 2 RSO R i PR 85 T )
GAERIL, AT RERMF A A AL, S n] REAFIN
T UK AT A B IR B R 3B AR K 7 3G
AL

1.2 Hi s R IR EE 0 B R 7 it A VE % 5E T
A AL T AN R kR

T U MR S AR I R, RIZ . Ae]
T (1 A% 7 A A T e i ) S R B (1 — A
TURRAE . M1l 28 25 35 s RAE £ 2 48 1 HEAL S 6 v J5
A A IREE R Z AL RGN, DA ek R %
A OB A RS S KB E T IR AN, S A
i e A R, A RS R AR B 150, A Anig ik ol
1500~5500 m. 3XFl LA ) &7 FE FOFHK o0 Al 25 5, 843
AN (R HbER R 28 AN ) I AL 25 4, ARG AR S T
D15 G A B E RS S X FRIKE I G R PR IE T 4k —
o IMLEs. e, s SRR AE LA R AN mT e i
FRAE, X4 TR S0 BN TR P58 A it Al 5t — N ERAR 3%

1.3 Hiil & 4 R T AR aT B

BATHT IR TR, AE— AT RIRE N, LA
o RGNS 2 BRI (1) IR S ER R
P A s (ii) |1 AN I A H0 % B
AN PR AR PR IR YO LA R B )
BB, XA AE B RAT A 8 1 S ) M A LA
HEFE Bl (help at the nest)BiX. {H &, 76 —2EH5HF,
AR TN, FECKIET JEAUR . X 2k
PE, NN AL T — AW 5 THEAEN R
gc. MeAh, M VRN — R ORI R S, AR
RAE E HEAT EH I 38 AT 7R P X R T
P L0 R T AT S B B3 AR 1) TSR AR

2 Pl el ZATCLAE MK

2.1 FIREH: HBHREE L
ol A A 2 R G R R A A AR AT, OF

HAEAR R . IE S U IR, AR
MAAEEIHAT . Ml 42 R RN Fe vk &1
%5 (facultative cooperation). Bl {F [7] — A~ i 5 Fh e
W, B A R R RS AR B, A R
A0 A B 2 R SRR A

WO T3 2 2 AF I bl A il s, ] BAAf O Hh
WA Z GG TG ). RIFRRE A (1) 2o
J At ECH, 30% A4 A B A, BT
-3, AR MEMEANMAS (1) FBhE S A
FEUVINEE R R, HE2HZILFHWALEE, AR
SUINILG, HA WD B SE S By 38 i 4] 1 (ddh)
Wy R 1, BS, e 4k B A,
BCE O J I 55 1 3845 B LI AU

KR IER IR T LR B X LRI, BT HARS
FEAT B W) A A4 A A 1R I — IR gl A B KR A s
H QL AT, ISk, B LR
Al TR AT R 22 BT LRSS AN H SR IE R TV Ik, st e I
heE RAAE SR 2 18], PR B T B e A A I 2
KF, a5 B LS & o e i B e Dy, Al 4 T4
O Js A 2 DRl o o Jm A i 1 2.

22 GEEGH: A MR BIE?

Sebr b, AR b, AT B T RAS R A AR B
KT, AMEEMBIIEE. Bk, BT A2 —F
T2 WA, MELEIRZE BRI 1 A AR SR AL
27 WA, XKLL RN IREEE: I 0 SRR AU i
iy SRl B VR BRI 5T R AR 2 s ) R R .

XL RE R B, T T T A PR A 3 2 P A B A 2
A5 L 28 2R B e RO D, AR AR o)

#1 MUESEEHRARNELRSGH

| EAIE ) %
BhF 1 0 114 71.7
1 38 23.9
2 6 3.8
3 1 0.6
T B % PSS 21 39.6
%3 9 17.0
RESg 2 3.8
St 8 15.1
BUR 1 1.9
LT 3 5.7
NGl 9 17.0
B 1 48 90.6
2 4 7.5
3 1 1.9
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W, VP2 AT A T a0 R, R R
PR, A AR AT BEE AN K. TR A B A 1 42 B T 41
FEREYE, JIF FLURORE 8047 2 AR IO MESy, BTBL, BC AR Bk
Zot SRR D B T K A AL

FATRIN, K2 Bl A2 B T2 1 AR i e,

EOE A2 We?

PR IXA ], NP B (dispersal ‘model)
vk, HRZHGE R, B2, SN AR
PE4)) 5 5k B I A= H, X Rh e T AR B T U2 3
T HFFERIT o ANEIFE I . HEM A
A, BUBA AR T S HRBA A IR S AR D A, AT
TR G A R 23 S K DAL T AR P AT 5% B 11 PG

SIRITR =S Sy v R N1 NG £/ & TR0 B
BCA R RIRFF Z AR, BRAE—J7ETs. A, B4
H 40% /A [ HE S SN RS, 5 b 40% Fe A3 TRIHE =5 B
NS AR EARE RN S, 52 I MENE 2h 5 7R R S
BET, SRR Pk L e 1) BE PR, X S 2 IR R
WG AEAEZ L NI OR IHE 5 g N — AN R BT
TEAREL, EATT S BRI AE A, 458, 2 1ok
SEGIHEVERAFAS A B

DL E BRI, )T BRAR 5 2R G E R G T8 o
i AR st X

2.3 ghaiefe: SERUE R S ) &

K 1 5% 4 #1112 (sperm  competition theory) A A,
T IE B B K BETE R, A K A R 1
PEASMARY 24 55 ST e 22 HMENE SIS, 2 B SRR
i sy B2 R4 AN, Al N 455 ) 08 1A R
ST, DABRAR B 5 A R R 1 RS, 0 E 1R T 35
B AIG J5T i e P TR S0 ) O B B SR s R
(good gene hypothesis, It R & PRE ) 5t % 5 e 7%
I¥](genetic compatibility hypothesis, 1% e 2% P
USHMHEMEAS T, DAY s AR AR AR E B ) Edk s
FAPC TR A, e S 4R 2% 10 Wl A SRR R (R XU, 3K
s KR TEME AR A 18] 5 B 22 g E S5 A8 1, DA% 3 1
CUA AL TR DAL (RIS, o %t A 1] B o JoT R PR A0S 4/ I
BRI, VA B R AL BT, Rl a g
TR T — MR AL ST,

AN () A P T T W P SQAS A R IR R [ A AN )
It 1 2R, FRATTHE AR T R A b 4 S TE 7 B
A RGN IR EEA, SRJG/ESES =l DNA
BEATOR T4 08 . S5O RBIL, Fons BEhi M Ll 2883 N I 4

136

ANACAL LA A ST 1) B (2 A, R ol e, 6T
GSHMHETETR) 88% 2k B HoAth pleont ST 5, 1 Ji5 & US Ak
HEVER) 87%k BRHAN BT, 7E1X 2 Fiil& R4,
FEANBS 7 ) 5 DA TC 22 e, (RS B 2 6 SR AL
JA G BRAR T w35 B e P 1 s o BB A . AR, DROAY
Wh# S EHMEAA EIE MG SR, WRFEIE X
WA PR B, SR 1 BB R Ll A P e g 2 28 2R I )
ZE T k.

T A Bh AN 5 Bl 1 B A b PR ) S AR KN — A
FREPE BB bR fE. DO, BT E AR N T A
FirLA, AR HE SRR BT I 45 R, X S8/ R I (g v T R
THIIG BE R RSB R RS, DRt e AT B R e 4o ik
1535 Bh 5 JF 2 th — Lo B, INTAEA B st ik
ik N

I TAE NSRRI B, D RTH
VEEBEAT A ik 4,

W E— 20 o3 By ME 5 55 AT B ) A A A
ML R, SRS AW ENEeEE. & T
FER 28, 3 AMEUE AT DUABRE #1235 T ) 5 258 0 2 1Y)
SHMEAT N (1) dmgmlE, W S5 A SRl
(P AE O RIRIE &, S AT 1 4 5t A% OC 2R 2 1) A
PEASHC, AT 38 G bl T o0 S 3OS A BE R R (D)
WCSR A, 5 S (R R PN AE S (i) S e ik
B, ANEA TR S R, MEPER 445 S BL 1)
Plas et gs 55 @ DRI SO & SER 28, (H AT $2 2
TR ARH 221K, 248, TR R BIAF &5 3 A4
. JF B, BAHUEIEERNY], 5585 A IRHE S .
FUILIR A, W RE A PR 4 R AS Al o R AEAE —
ANREEFRRE, Ae SHEOL SRR

Molecular Ecology TEIATHI TAEEN—A5E 5
w3, FIBLESCHITIRS. VFIBIXAET R AR K
RIAEA N, X+ B SRR R SR £ FF
PEFIGAE B I i B AT 2% Y. Faculty of 1000
P F R BIIRATR I — M X 5tk
FELLRL, AT AR, R Ao A e
0 CEERAR 50% 6145 JEAK. SR, ARTTHEFT 3
B, AMATT DLl 526 JEACIE, H 50% LA F AR A
fhd T 25,

3 KTl R S AT EAE R
HURDIZE 10 4EI955 01, AL & R %
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AR AR UK L — Sy — 265 1 BT AL 1
FEA TR, MRARAFE R A IR KRS B At AR 2R
FERRIBETCH, foe iy BRI LR LA ), X484
T B A BB A AR O B 1 )

3.1 HBIH vs PO B ARG RIR ik
FELE WA K

1964 4 Hamilton™ T4 H (¥ 556 J 1 P B 16 by B
filt 5 B AT AT I T — T2 1] KERT
BREMEEEMAR TN R RIE IRt T H
JISCFFRIEYE. K TAET R0, d1 o8 R A B
AR, ISR T REMESE O, AT B s B
M, WIHAEAEHEANEE, AT RS EH
P T B S I B Y, 1994 4, Komdeur!™!
S B BT B A B I Al S A R SR R
LT IR, g BRI, SR s, L)
%% 7). 2003 4, Griffin F1 West™" Vi I P R L 4
T 73k, R AMA R SR & R 5 R B 8% i AE e IE
A,

SR, AR AATTIF AR IaBE, & 15 5% | i £ 3
RE i B R A BRI A M AR B % 2 BRI )
TR I UEN T 3R X E & R w2 4k
BANRERINA, 30 P43 20 R 218 6 B 1R &6
IR /D A 2 CAHR R B0 S B () R 2, IR B0 I
PEFE W AR, — B RCAR BT 2 R o5, WEAT
My B, KRR AR e R, BB e B
FHEABGIR, N, 358 BRI 25 8 A
PO IR, IR IX R ER 2 S AEAT R AR
b Ak 1R D DR300 35 B of 355 B B AL 1) LB A 25 A
Fhe (1) 3ok 43R i 4k 7K vy iR g A, (i)
AN 2 (group augmentation), M AEE AR R HEAA
AR, L RO (D) A
frdR& (social prestige), 5 W= Mk F Bk — & 1
AL A, T A TR R R R Y. — 23k
AXFREW, WIIT ARG IHFAZ BRERE
H, ORI A 2 A A ma B, B R AT o B A
A EA DY,

WAR, WE R BTN R R ARIEHME R, —
A B AT BRI IR AR 2 LA By 5 5 M B A ) 2%
Hf 5H 1%, ) (lifetime  reproductive success), Bl —/MF
EANE L AR ERBEEN AN, 5FRIKE
FEos AR, S B FUEHEIR EAa I [A]; [R] I,

TE— AR, [FREAE RS 2ok B R — A K A
e, HA—Sem q 3 W, A AN B,
AR BT I [A) 72 R B A IV A 4 A, (R I
ATE B A1 BT BN = L BIPE T ARS. 14K,
T sk 5 By i SR AT v O R ) A, AR R AR TR B R A
BN ) BIE L5, n] DUAMEEIR B AT

BT 32 2B AT B BRI, A 2 MBS LA T 3
Wy RSk ST S50 2 () 2 A B ). BE T 14 AFEIR
T 25 /RZE Y (Acrocephalus sechellensis) P EF 415 KL,
Komdeur™ &I, X+ F vk, FFUHEH 1A LT
IRETEM AR — A = A 2 (54K, 75 24 4EWF
UM LAY . Hawn 25 ABSVR B, %MK 1E (Phoen-
iculus purpures)#EIR B AR A M 2= 7=, THiR
ST () A AR L T U B e ) A AR B AT TR
A B L), METE IR DU B AR B DA AN B
TS R Y SRR A 2, T EOX P 2
PR RAE T 0 7. AR, 1X 2 TS, s ANsg
FEoR B B BB, /5 5 IMEVE ) 4518 SRR P ie

RE X g A N Ik, (RIX SRS 1) 2 07 IF
WA 2 S Wy Tk 1 W2k JE B kAR 1) SOdE &
PLRAE T RR R i F g X A oot i) il |, &
SRR Z A TR . BATT A BN M AR X B
RGEME 15 FLAMEIE, K Pox—n 8. GH
FAFAE T (1) Hul 2815 R A, RVFIFUHE
MR SUE A BE sy (1) 5 HG G LA,
e v A L DX B IS 5 AR A ARG R A, A
10 ] LR AS 1 B A 28 A2 B0 il I 190 A2 08 (1) R
Aty (1i1) 7EHbLE S E B RS, U MAR
A B, XA ) R Rk

32 mRMERR EAEEESRBER TR R:
A 2SR T B4R FA ALY

ST EAT 0T SOE A B IR B AR T T
BRI AT, ESARBUNA, EERE, BFFE
B A0 M B P Ay, A B R M ST A ) B N 2=, W BT
A=A ARITE R 1) e 1% $E 5 1 (make the best
of a bad job)”, — FL4&FH 4%, #Bh#E K phsr 5l
T5C A8 B 1) B W] e A AR AR 2 R IR, DR O AR X R
B, R4 AR S EOREMMEIET, LR IR
PR BEARAR, B A s SO . AR
S AT BE R A AR AR IS, IX L, SRR
R, LR R RS, B AR, SR
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PRAS R T

SR, PRAT 10 28 25 20 R B 0T B 2 7EC 5 6 S5 1)
HLBIAR SR B AT B . BRATTNT 5k b vy s — > b ol 28
T O AF (1) HY S5 (W20 a3 2 B, R b S A
FEI) LA Bl A 4 B A KT 1y A T s, T 5
FEETH ARG K. XM kAR E T T
PR MM AT, I G KA AR
FRTHE AN AR =2 BEAR . I PP 4 B OK BN AE A AR
SIS, AN [T AT R G R AR S R
o Ao 37 S B R A P A 0. BRI I A B A K
PR DT e s, ekt — AR T 5 AEE
B % 28 B FL AT a2 S AR

NAT 8 I 3 SRAN [ ) p G A 0 5 15 5 U qk
AR, WK E ARSI RB TS B
FIEH. SR 117 M, LA TE9H .
I R0 NI 9 (1) A s 3kl i 3 X 0 305 B3 R R 1 o S 08
ANKICEAF ST, WA AEAT 0 ] Be K AR AR PR
ol S5 AR S AN T T A Savanna F b B P8 — 0ix)
AER YRS FIRE A E5 8. SR, X TR
(Bucerotidae)fl 5, & BB R TG AF L0 1) 1
PRV SRSk, AT T AR, AR EREAT b AT
Re PR T 1] B E A DG 2R, RIXFRAT 2 B ] g
BUAE — AN 22 (R 2R TR Ol e A LA ) f e .
Rubenstein A1 Lovette*1 5 JF Y1450 1 (1) 43 #r 00 35 B,
MBS ST MRS, FIRREL
AR RE Z W IEALAAERA T T &, A2 W, B
GRS O A e Pk, e 2Ah e, A7 —
JEAE T WK Rt R4

T2 4 A T e R A A g A A T I R L 2
FEAL T — AN IR 0] Ll A R A 36 A5 P 08 1) e A %
AR O R AL 2. Rl e, o SRAE A% -
PO 22 e A T AR ) SR AR YT B X — R R RBE, R
% 8 7 Ao PR 1A BT o e VR R 5 e 5 A 2
FHHE AL AR A NS, TRATO LR 12 DI AN
B R, F R K REAE 600 mm PLE )7 e R AR
TR Hb LA B, S AE B R KT EE I AR T AR R
B /K B 300~400 mm ) i J5 PRI AE R AR RE. AN
of, FERCON TR, A AE S KT B 15N
PSR — P . HEN AT R IR R, 7R )
Pt R PR, A P 3 0 T LB RN, AT A
THCT MM ZE R, AL, SRIE T3 A v Bl
PELE PR R AT RERE K. B4, SAARTET Z 1
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99 72 S R A AE T T PR S A /N, 1 I A AN
G RRE. AEXTTI, 2 20 A RU AR .

33 BERERZHBINI: AL BRI IR R
BAREFEIT AR IR Eh )

BT R RMLIZE kL, Lack™!43 Hi<90% LA I & Fi
H B S5 1e . R R IIAT A BETUR I, CRCR
T & Ml 15 np DL FCAE 2 AR DSR4 2R AT T
(extra-pair copulation). Bk 1564 BRI A7, 4%
AN AE A U1 45 Ay 2K 1 AS () 1 TR K 1 A Pl A A —
PEMONZRG R RE. B 20 tHad 90 AEAR LK, JrFiit
P B AR N SR AT R AL T POd v A TR e B
N, AR RBIFARILE R KR, §IMXFR
(extra-pair paternity) LG4 3C Lt DI BT PRAR () . IX L8
A NBRAT IR, 1) A G0 0 WC A4 T AT 4 28 £ 90 10 B
W H BBk,

B ARG I US Ah SCBUR A R IR R 28 40 3 3
FRIAEE R, FE A1 RIE R SE, REAASMS ISR
RAEFZWAFSGERG L. ZPDFIIBRHR T KT
& AF %0 AL R U K B ) R B (monogamy
hypothesis): FEAA NS SN SBLIAEAE, H5 BRI 25
VAR IR A B F AR A 2 ) SOE S TE R 5, AT
BT Bh %5 1, DRI, ARZK-F- 58 A IS A8 SR R T
EYEEIHAT L. 52, BAT AP USSR AL
A, T BE AR AL 2 BC 1 215 1 B0 A kAL
ARSI FE P AR SR SO AR, T T AR Y 2
KEAFHN T, KRN, WA A R REZ T
AR FEIS T), & A ARIE SRR FEA AL, il A8 5
e AR FE LA, A S AT 0 HoA s 2 il &
El19c (phylogenetic sign)®, Fit A 43 A7 {2 743 0 Ho A7 13t
MRy, SR, H X FITST E RTT RS, 5 S PR A
Z TP IDURE B AR R AT S A — R R I
HET A

AR 20 ALUER b 22 e, S issh
SR e A 26 by 6 A B IR R AE R B X — PR,

34 HMESWERGHLR G IR EMERME
LYIEL Eaw s PN B 7y < 9V

T 5) A& (population dynamics) 2§85 M I £ i 71
IS ) R A% ) b (R AR A, A RE Bl A B LR AR B 2 ol
FEAE I O N WA ST RS &N
2, ANER MRS E AR, SRR A
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R BETE . AEVE RN IR ) B 22 5, XA FREREE (1)
RONSEEF R, YRR R AT R Y L A HER
ARSI N I 2 e R R B S A B . R AT B
R IGHIT ST, X T oAE 20 25 U 55 AL 1 2 i A 4 dze
WA — AN B J5 KR T 3 R i A 2R 555 50
FhAE A B B 7 U R SR AT ZR G . X
2K, AEA IR T (abiotic factor)$F il A2 U5 5 A %
KRR BN 245 B RS A AT 15 S8 AR FH T AE P 1 (biotic
factor), JUHEMMSME. BWEEL . BRI 5 &
P, G H H MG S5 R, XL N
AT L 3 52 Bl S R ) AR S A AR, i —
WA FERUSERIRIE. BIIE, SN P U5
FIMER A T H R . AR, ez a5
WTE LR, XX T4 A0 I Fhos Stk
DAAE P B & I BE 0 = AR AR AR AL S R, ¥
HHAT KN R G WA bR E, R BE .78 78 0
TR 5 R F

GAER G RISV LB 7 Fdt &5 A7,
AT LR B b A4 AT 5G40 ol A 505 0 1) % b A0 IR
MPNWEHLEIgAER R 2). B, & 7EEHED
PR A ST, AT LA A BEAE 20 40 B B 20 2% 07 1 1)
2 KRB ) R A R

BARGIEEHEAT O KEKRE NI,
AR FOE R T A EAT AR & i 58 N &

S, T A RV Y A ER S ) AT RO R
TX A R F) A UTRIF 0 I 5 A R E i 94 kAt 2 2L
A, HTAS A IEm Ei o RS, IRk,
Xt BB 8) & 9K 5l F1 (driving force) [P B iR, T2k H
/N (small scale) RIS, AR 50 A2 %4 o b 7 A
I I SR, KRR B TR 16 53 4
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Evolution of Cooperative Breeding in Birds: A Long-Term Fieldwork with the

Ground Tits Endemic to the Tibet Plateau as a Model System

LU Xin

School of Life Science, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072, China

Cooperative breeding in birds has been interesting to behavioral and evolutionary biologists as many basic questions
associated with the mysterious phenomenon remain unsolved. The wasteland and meadow on the Tibetan plateau
represent extremely harsh environments in the world. Since 2004, we have studied cooperative breeding behaviors of
the ground tits Parus humilis endemic to the plateau. After knowing the basic structure of this species’ society, we
are accumulating data to analyze lifetime fitness of helpers vs. independent breeders to test the kin-selection theory,
cooperative breeding in relation to climate conditions to explore the mechanisms underlying ecological constraints,
the relationship between cooperative breeding and extra-pair paternity across populations to elucidate genetic
monogamy as the driver of helping behavior, and environmental conditions as extrinsic factors together with social
interaction as intrinsic factors to give insight into population dynamics of avian cooperative breeders. Life-long
efforts of researchers are required to uncover the mysteries of the ground tit society.
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