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Abstract

There is a close relationship between the animal’s mating system and sexual selection. For the
Anura amphibian, the polyandry exists extensively, and is manifested by precopulatory sexual se-
lection and postcopulatory sexual selection. As a result, Anura amphibian have produced various
evolutionary mechanisms under tremendous selection pressure. This paper reviews the related
concepts of mating system and sexual selection, expounds the research progress on the evolutio-
nary mechanisms of polyandry and sexual selection of the Anura amphibian, and finally summa-
rizes and prospects the research on evolutionary mechanisms.
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1. 518

To R H A IEPIIAA B Al S, 209 PSP KL 88% [11 470 AV i) 2 i —2K. RPN
KM, ZNmssers, HAFR LA HORERSRIRERFEAR[2], HAFLRZ N0, i
AR = AN B, 3K 3 AN B Besh Wi T & B B AR BALRE AL, 23 ) AR AR SR A
SIETH, FERCT % B BB A A B R [3]

FET R, —MEZMER S ECHI L) 2 A7 AE . MEVEIE I 5 2 AN HEVE ST, AT RESRAS B3R B
Beblas, AEMIRREAOEEE. MR RS RSB, 52 DHETELSHC[4] [5] [6]. RPN
RAEYERFIIR ZAEPEANE S R GRS E V5 T A5 AR, AR TC R ISR AR B35 R R 2
Ypiia TR — o HR R TERAURENMAKES), TLRWMSEEIEE 28 E T RFEaB[7], Kok
AR FE RN R, XHZEENISTCHI L . PR R BRI REATIRABT L, A B TR ARG
VEAESE . IR WAL SAEEE[8], LR NTHE . SR EF IR AR AR

2. VEECHI B S iR
2.1 WBECHIE

HSTC 1 B2 (mating system) i 5 fHIA /R SCT 1871 4R Y, WS FLR AR AN AN F ST, BHE
FCABSCE o PIVERAE . SRAIRE S, RTINS iR K B 2 1 R I 22 b BB SR [9], 222
I3 BRANHETE 5 BN ME PR 7E LA BT 2 B S T (— e — MR s — AN PR AT LA M PR A S S 1) T LA IS T 2
TUSBC(— MEZ HER]); B MEEAN 2 A MEVEAEESE ) LA USBCZ 1 S HE (— ME 2 HE) s ERMENE 2 18] 350 [
SEMISTL R R, RIS 2 MR RASH) [10] [11]. X ShPnus e il B i WL 48 & it sh e S5t
TIPSR, BED TEWABRIKRE, BTN ERRE b, Frol 5 2 i me 5 £k
H (RE 2 B BC ] ) FF A REMERA AR LI A% 1R AT O O A 4 I QU AL A O i), TR B MERRE 05 3R A5 2R
B T AN RS A O HC 750 H A2 40 S me ) B2 1) S8 R H[12] [13]

2.2, Mk

PEIEFE (sexual selection) i A& ik /R SCAE 1859 4F7E (WFMCIR) $EHI[14], Mk £ R & L AE 1871
VLR TR MERE 2 A ) — Fh SE e FE G R, 2 BANERR — PR, 2T R A
() 4 25 B I FRICAR T 72 AR 1K, Db Ve 43 5 S TG o) B DIDAH OR o 1Pk Sk 3¢ 7 B ) S TG A o ) S 4 Rt
157 N C5YE5 N 1) I S 7 7 "ol T vt 7 BV L W =R e e
2.2.1. ZECATMIESE

AEWCHT IR R X B LR AR . R ER AR s AME . AR E B AR R BRI AT A
BN HAMEBAE A BT ECE A A7 SRk, B RTE S/, A HE 2 SRl [15], F 5
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DT Y SR AN ol ()36 5 o AP o) A B 36 4 M E A AR 5 5 4 SR S SR IBC B B O BE AL 25 31 [R]
P T ME A A S e 32 495 v O R PV T AP DA SRAS S v ) S TR R D R [16] [17] AR A ) B8 —MRAEAE D Pt
By, S EARMEE - HEE SR b A RS (P AR FE) L8N e 0124 o 7o P2 o (4 P e 3¢ e
BIE %) [16]. BUAS AR 1 29 R B 58 4+ 1O BT B, OB SL s, BT P S B B3R, DA%
WR 5 AE T AP o SX LR B T ACHE, TR P TR A b DA 7E 2 T AT M e 8 v R 2 [19]

2.2.2. ZMEMEE

TERBLTE MG, 1R Z Y BIMEVEAN A2 5 /N BUE 2 REPE AR ACED,  DASRAS 504005 Fr) 25k D1 R B vy
FAERI G,  HEVENMAN TR B RS 7 R -5 0 1 A A 7= 25 1 919 41 i 52 0 1 AN 4t Fe At 5 5 F 1)
R THUR, YR 2 WSl 1 46 72 A 5 S ML AR A 5 G S BE A 5 B [20] o 13 6 1T DAAE S A I i 4k 45
BEAT, ASEIORE AR, MEVEREAT IR A BRAR AT PSS BC R, B A S MR S T R T 2 B — N S e
A2 HC A RRE P (RS - AMEPE AR IR B, ANTTAE B CURRE 7 R 5 MEYE R 90 75285 [21] [22], % s 14 3% 4+
PESZRE B R VEREAT 8, BN BAN B2 ANV N 4E B0 1520 T R 2E ARG T 32 4+ [23] RE TR R1EIRZ
Y e V2 AFAE , OB T B SRR L PR AR U B A FH BT SR A& S AR AR A T B2 [24]
1994 4F, Andersson [25]4& i PEEFEES, FBHEEVGACHCSS I TS ELTE s A, A A 2 1) R AR TR A
M3E4, XL TR A RC o thik s, RIS 38 4+(Sperm competition), Ful il A 156 4 KUK (2 HEMESR &
RY)VFRE 156 550 B (S 50 G IO MEVE S [25] RIS 8] 1 BN 7 X0k e, FF SRR FR I MEME i # [26]— 2
CRFHEVEAT N TEAS T SRR (AR, IR SR AE 2 M PE Y BT e A, DARORE TR AA AR . el
FARA — T2k, ACHL S M E £ 0T e & 22 e A PRIk #1522 5 [ 1-[27] . Buzatto %548 Hi ik
PRSI TE AR, S — VRN TE TR A8 I A2 oA BT A [F) 14 Sk BT I 1 (1 B e 4
JIWIREAE, 48tk 5 4 B0 2 52 = 28 T ) 26 1 22 T HI 1 PR AN 1 26 26 B A E S MR 22 TR) 3R A7 1
KU [28]. [RS8 T AP 3 3 AN A8 T IS 1 S 3 06 sh ) 2 K BN T B B Rk — AT

3. JoE B A — M S dEb AL AL

HAT, SfEJCR H-BRHEh P A B BAT — ME 2 MEQSTC 1 5 O R i e MEVE) L3817 AT 21 i
Wi CARKRIZERRROYIRT, AUEERAt. FIRERL. JMERL. JHRESERL. W ERAERL. AR RIEERI8].

3.1. BERINE

WG W AT T HAE AR B (Chiromantis xerampelina) b, 1 R bt AT LRI AT 1~12 H HEPE2S B [29]
7E U8 JE ik (Rhacophorus omeimontis) 1, — HEPE AT DAFII A 1~8 RS T, 8 A A2 e A e i £ B 1
B, RGN SEIN[30]. —MEZ HERASTC R BE RN TS A SEAE TN #, 1K B PR S )
EEEHRRZ .

3.2. BFFHE

KBS R T, ToE B B Lo B ARRFAE T = IR ER A R B AnFE K AT EE R
FIN A v T s (Crania georgiana), AT MEME ELEEME RO PIHERTE, FEKIEVERT, MEkEnT BLSZ
P2 R AR T, MITTHEAT —ME2 HE R HO A BEH6[31] . AERTIERL, MM KR i (Rhacophorus dennysi)
(DU St A WA, AT DK 32 22 UM [ IS 3 0 90 [ 23] o ZEMGJE e by, MEVEAMA IR I — 2 b 45
FIF R, HICVERH A I NS 2 R ok, P T SR B v P R 2 IR BN 1A P A ) B L U S R
i R4 [32] [33].
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3.3. &HMEHE

PSRRI AN 2 HETT 20 T AL S HAMRS T4 6, SO S SO B2 ] RE 5 A% G T il A —
Blo Sbhh, MRANSERG URE T MEMETCIE RS 2 AN HENE RN AT AC RO R RS, W S BULR R MEZ TR
Xt ROy RSB, BETATRER ARG T L A 2 B AL [31]

34. FRILE

RARILE TR FACRI RS BRI 7255 — V) E R T ARAAE RIS SIAT A [34] . B F0 R IRAE P AT
WL H b, i8R (Dendrobatidae) R A M SUHT 75 i (Ranitomeya imitator) 55 8% /b () Fl A7 AE A8 E 1)
FPCHIASECHI R, HopA S HES 5 R RN E([35]. LRk g Bk E G R0 N, Bk
16 3% 50 22 (A RO 1) oK 5 G A IR0, AT 0t At — M 22 e ) ) S o B

4. Fc B Bah s
4.1. Bk

MEVEPITC R IAE ST R, SR ORI LS8 4 (AR AN SE B A Dle 21 1 SRBEAE T . B iR K
ANEAE T POUEHETERIAT SRE ST, RE SR EA I ROHO A B, HAESRARNG I AN TR AE R RO A 2
e BC[31] o AN e kR W dek A 7E 7E A B, KA BT TE SR 540 77, REARAS BEAL 3 AL X7 E [36] -
i JE A SRR, R B IEHMERE FAQ R B 525 v O MERE [24] . tBA B TURWIMENE S5 1% 2l 5
SR RFZEMR, HRAGLEErh, M R TR B AR BN O REE A 9 TE (. 4 B B bR (Rana
arvalis), 19 HMEEHA 13 Rk SRRV IECH, 0 6 REF KA MAB7].

4.2. RIBSTEAS

R 1 S TR PR T B TS S TE TE R A S b AR L, e 3l i LA o K s T R AR, O B R A SR S AN
SAEBMAG K E 2 046 < [38], tHcmt 7 M E LA B KA T AR G5RE[39]. 7677 50§l el ™=
SR, R B BT 35 S [A0] RN RS METE[41] . BRI, Ak R R R R B A N S A8 TE R P A R ) gk
= 42], FT bt B S T % . Buzatto 25 A\ 40T 7 IR KRSV A v 0 2R 0 1) B ) 26 A8 D B
PEIRBEFIMER, FFRTT T G2 IS8 S e MR S M A e B S 2 IR R . SRR S
B34 B S B 2o, B R 25 R AR, 98 B A A0 J oE B Se A0 %%, IRk o 2 S EME ST AL
2:[28].

4.3. Bk

A Rk L (operational sex ratio, OSR), &V pi 20 £ 5 I MEVE SR I B AR, T A il & 1 e 5
P I FRAR[43]. EHHIEFE A, A W LR ) T AR, 5 — A O SRS B, S 3R
PN P RIZI TS S, FEAT RE RS S5 G MR BB IR Ih 2 (9] 78 T 2 9 G sh 4 B 5 37 A 85 3 A7 1 Al 1) 2
ARG, BEEA R0, BV 2 (8] 1 5 SRR P A B n, X PP 2 ) 5 i 5ot
VAPt — e (R 3R I [44] [45] [46]. Buzatto S5 [ 28175 0B I NE A% 6 M. 2% e B A 7 48 H A R EL i
N BEE M LR in . EER[301R F A R 4 AR e R R A e AR T T OB R, R
bt 5 5205 R 2 Ja) S B 2 IR O
5. TEBaIR FRESRH#LIF
5.1 BF=ES5— M EERFIEXR

FESWIFE, AR RS T RN S0 525 72 AR [4T] [48], TR MRS h IR 2t Frifd

DOI: 10.12677/bp.2023.141004 26 At e


https://doi.org/10.12677/bp.2023.141004

23

W1 5ed, BURAEREMT, — DHEENR S PIA B PIAS U RREE RSS2 R ARG 11
P[] — 2GR 732k, 3o RAERS 736 4¢[49] [50]. DAk, A7 RO ELIRE T34, HEPERE 3 xRS
TR, R, KT 5 M R A M S 0 1 32 (A 1 [51] [52] [53], FF (@ b A B
ZHIRE T, EEA 2GR A R A S [54].

To R H s — i 22 e e 77 2 (P b £ ) 6 e T 2 B T PR T 3 4 XU [55] [56] .« A T ST IR
B, S5l ETEAR b, — M MR TP EYE R SR RS TR/ DL TR AR S HEE AR AR A
FHRAPE[ST] [58], H. ZaMEN: 5 5 A ve B A% 75 4 s FE ORI, JE e H Sl o R HL— 22 X b <2 e
HME[59]

5.2. FTRFHIFAHE

52.1. ETFELRER

&1 E 4k (sperm stratification) 2 i fif 77 T M 14 44 P FOAS R EVE RS 1 2 IR HEZ T I I R [60] - 1Mk B
R JEH Parker #2 I, VOBV TR TR —AEE, M5 HENE RN T2M T2 i
NIRSF BRI 1, S5 A B 5 o) R I B D S2 A [61] o ARIZAR G H AT AR E — 26 5, HEH
[ SEge & W S i 5e A = [62] [63]. filan, FEXT R /R B lsui (Triturus alpestris) FIHF 724 R B, — AN
PES ANV BL = AR BT S AR, X R R AR GBI 208 11, B RE 45 A SRS 1 )2 4k
But, 1EFINATTRER A T K TR G [64].
5.2.2. ¥EFRERRERR

¥ T F2 Bk (sperm removal) & 5 HEPENMAFI H B B 2E F a8 RF R S5 44, B PR METEAERS 28 B b A& A7 Ik
T, R B LSS ERISUE[65] . 75— B R ZRRAT A, fERRAELREENMASFRIHA C
(AR i A HE HH CUAE AP AEMEE MR RS, AT BB B AR I H Y, 32 S RSCBUR A
[65] [66], IXFhELGAE— L it v th A K IL[67].

5.2.3. T REERIR

&5 2K A (sperm incapacitation) /& #57E 2 BACHE I OL T, 1 A2 C AR RENE 7 A2 (RS 1 RERS T PLBR ST
A EMEVE R N RS T, 2 LSRG RE 1[68]. HE T RBEME I AR ATHRBEIERIMIN S 5, X
MR BEAE D OR RS LI (B0, 5 ZEAE A CRTRE A, HLECH IR E B T B DIRE69] - F& T2 RERR AT LA
AR S UCHEVERS T e (I s, AT DUR AR AERS TR B i, (B LI A 02 SGE Kot [RI[68] . (HABA
Snook SEXFA TR BERR RS T 5E,  [AONIR AT SRANSEIG ATk B — D Sh D HOAG 1 7l A% SEHL 5 5 2 O KG
T RN AAREAGE B QR T, AITVOR TR RERT e i T 732 T8 70].

5.2.4. FFRARIR

K FHUR (sperm displacement) SR A AE 00, J2 F8 i 47 70 ME TR il A 2% 7 10 58 — AN HENE FORS 4 )5
R AZ E 0 T BT S ORI e R A5 [65] 0 24 AT — eV AR RS VTS i MEVE O A AS R B i, IR A S
HENAERE 28 B BRSO e T HE R SE U AR S 1 S BN R REIE RS PR MERS I, K1 3e G U AR /N 71] o
5.3. BF=SFiHH
5.3.1. SHEIRAE

FEM KA A VR RS, BT NAFE—Fr “sp DERg” ,  Hoobfith @ i 7 me sk 440 77 o 47 350 51
WEPE,  DLR A —FP “IBATERAR” o Byrne [31138 3 5 2543 HTilE B 1 78 S PR 72 96 0 R s e 4 o
SR, SERATEIN, WEEIRE S EAEEARRE DL, R REE SRR AL G RIS fE
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JOGE P 3t P R AR 5 % LUSEXHA 5 S 10 45 A i P R BB

5.3.2. AR

FRSH 52 HU KN F s AR R T o sl B B4R RR[72] [73]. 2 MHEMERIS I R G S BRI a4,
N S 52 FR /NI B KR 12 —[74]. TERLZ BT, Byrne SE[75]mid i AT 27 W 5% DA K I & 8K F
PEIR WA ME R ALK/, a5 A KN SR T g MBS B IEA DGR R, i — P15 b T P ik 4%
AT 3G IR KR A V6 TR AT 2 AU B, DK 7 38 4 AR B AR S A 1 Ak

5.3.3. EhHEA

TEBMESHI R, K TR 52 FUARE /INE v oRG BEA M 38 5 Dk 70 247 AR 16 AT T BB T2 R0 RS 7 4 e
G REN— AN TR, 5 T SRR T4, X — I FE OS2 [76] . AHAS T P2 B AN 58
SRR GRE, RIS BB AH T 52 AL AR A S BB AN A K A BB B (77 (78] TCJ B i
AN F AR R ) 52 A S SR, e B OCHR AR RS AL AU | LU TE 14.45%~85.27%. BR AR
ANERIE TR/, BT B RS TP IR &, 2 3800 WS sV PR 15 T8 /D I AR RS 2,
R IX B2 T S AL AL S M AR, T S8 AL ZH SR S Mt B A TS BRI B, BB SRR,
(Mus musculus) ', 38 s 7 15 5o 200 77 VR0 38 N 52 FLZH 2 KN 79] .

5.34. TS5

H2IKNTFEMEL, EFXERE 7RSI8 AT 780l 58 5 B A e SRk . B R SO TR
(kamikaze sperm hypothesis)i\ A, HARIEFA R T B AR T4, XL TTH TR e
AMERIRG T, A AL G0 2 K [80] -

PLOIESE, fERA. WK, 925, Walshy). MRRNE Dt BTl rinEslaREy
M. B, XHRKFIE 100 NIV RGURE TR, BT ESHNERSSIFHRK/MIE
—EMIRR, GIUH T BRI F1E B GRS T3 g Fhrh, b= A4 0+ 2 DA A FU LK [81], &
RS T I A B LU AT A TR, MOA R TIPSR 3. IeAh, X TS oMMz T, SR
ANKI PRI T8 DL B AN [ 4R S 55 AT 20 47 52 R DA SRS TR A4S I AL 1 4 aE [82] [83], BRI i As 71
A ZE Mg g S A ar[73] [84]. AR TERE, FERS TS MmIEe T, s B R ATKS 7
T P REAE N 73245 [85] o fE—MEZ HERIM SO T, M FiE st T s R EZ Y e R &, i
AR N T HEE[86] [87] Sherman 4#[88]5 it \ T 44 2 I ikt (Litoria peronii) B ik 11 5 M HE H R 7+
A7 G R 1 L ek

5.3.5. TR

FE— LR R I, KT 50 G RS BRI HESI I EVE M A 2 2 AR KRS T, DUR e 5 32 ks
fhfie 71[89] [90] [91], 7ETCRE HWMIaNIH, ¥ TKESMXCE R IEMHK . SR, 7E— L8 Bh i fb iy o
TR UG T FE 5 AN S AR/ AR5 [92] [93], R e 7 T8 22 (RS 1508 A K RS K B 2 Al
TR [94] 0 AE—LORE T AR AL TN b, RS TSR A A T RN T, X —BAR W] DL TR e A
B AL AN AERF[95] . TE— S HESIWI T, KT 38 4 U 23 52 M RS 1 250 X A S, (EAS 22 RE I A 3l
YIRS+ K/N[96]. A EE, KrKESHEFREAREENXR, BRILSSIE SRR REE
WARHIHR R o AFEPIFN RS T RN SHE T35 R RS AR, i WU RS 1 56 S0 M2 R B BE M B 1y
oK T, B3R HORS 145 R (DSP, daily sperm production rate) [97] [98].

5.3.6. BERAMSMERE
ACHCJE PR Bl B, AU RMEVE RS 7385, 0 KIS ROEIE . B AR RUOIA Y, s
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ZREME R e TR AR R, MR 18] 3842 E AR UM 2 3 (Genetic Dissimilarity) 2 i s M 4 % 15 A1 258 A
TP B LR 3 22 —[99] o A1 b Ml P 368 3 30 3608 A AR AEK PR SR 42 13 52 K 2 LA R AR 3& & 2 [100]
B, EA ST s A R e 2 P SR AR AR g, LIk A P B R T 5 B R A I SRR
bl 5 35 22 55 [101] o {HJZ, Sherman 55 [88]3d i N T 452 SIZ U6 s I b ek 5 il P B v 58 30 A% A AL T
TR, HMERREETE LGN B, 8% A0 MR 1% £ A F e 5 2 — P i 7.

6. RESRE

T H Zh W) — ME 2 MEUS O I BE AT . PR Rt HL], EA5HE SRR, HAERETIRsh= .
XHE R H AR PR e R U, — LA O MEVE NN 1 8 B SEEIA B R KU RS, AR S <R RC R [102]
[103], oA —LL¥pfi e diEES SR £, AW AF A U R BUANIE K R A REPE[104]. RT3 A
T FRANE T [R) 3 £ A AN T ) ELAR ELRZ M A, MERE SE 4 flesdt 1 MEVE RIS, THERE 138 St SR S0
ST REPE SRR SE S+ [105] 0 BRIE, 5 REXT— IR KR 3 A SR AN ol (R 6 [RTI F 7, DR A R
L, Xt AR IZ A B (0 VSRR S Pt p s s LA B B S([106] - 1M T OE RR H AL e EE
AT AL B R A HE PR £ S B R T A I Z R IR & TR RIE G, A RN T84
gk,

BB A BOR KRR, BEIEAT N 70 T A S O W R S C ) E AP SE 3 AT ST 3R At 1 SE 47 132 L
ARG T R RIS IS BC I 7 0B L, SR T A0 R P SR 34— M 2 T A 15 f) 2 AT
PEGE PR BATIRIZ R o

ELmEB
WL 48 5 ASURE A R H (No. 2021C02044), 7Kk T A sh W % 5 A R A 0 H
SE 3k
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