Mg
}3——

> _
UNNIPISSIN L/ Ontario _ %ﬁ Human Evolution Laboratory

Hormherm Ontara HI‘ITHH.-!}FI

I V E R S I T Y Fund Corporation

Do high mate-value males adopt a less restricted sociosexuality orientation?
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Mthod (Contimnned

* Males ﬁgve a SUbStant_ia”y lower oblig_atory Study Country Sample Mate-Value SOl Effect
parental investment, relative to females (Trivers,
with sex differences In the optima| mating Blake et al 2 (2016; Study 3) AU 177 CMVS + MVI SOI-R r=.20, p =.008
strategies that are employed by each sex, such Blake et al 3 (2016; Study 4) AU 185 CMVS SOI-R r = .43, p <.001
that individual males have the potential to benefit Back et al (2011) GE 190 SPMV SOI-R f = .40, p < .001
more than individual females from short-term, Lee et al (2014) AU 339 CMVS + items SOI-R r=.11,p = .052
pIurallstlc matmg' Longman et al (2018) UK 42 SPMV SOI-R r=.35p=.05
* Yet e alS(_) vary dra_lstlcally from one- Botnen et al (unpublished, 2017) NO 290 MV SOI-R r=.06,p=.28
anOther In the mating strategies ’_[he_lt they _adopt, Jonason et al (2015) USA 115 MV SOl r=.017,p = .87
ranging from short-term, pluralistic mating to
. . Clark (2006) CA 89 SPMV SOl r=.36p=.01
long-term monogamous pair-bonding, even
PRI - - Penke & Asendorf (2008 GE 1,026 SPMV SOI-R =.23 .001
within a particular cultural or environmental e —
2()16)_ Jackson & Kirkpatrick (2007) USA 94 SPMV SOl r=.32p=.01
e Both Sexual Strategies Theory (SST; Buss & Strouts et al (2017) USA 86 MVI STMS r=.028 p =.804
Schmltt’ 1993) and Strateglc Plurallsm Th eory Yilmaz (unpublished, 2016) TU 169 SPMV SOI-R r=.151 p =.057
(Gangestad & Simpson, 2000) together suggest Arnocky et al 1 (2019) CA 330 MV SOI-R r=.21p <.001
that mate value is one important individual Arnocky et al 2 (2019) CA 105 CMVS SOI-R r=.42p <.001
difference factor that should direCtIy Influence Arnocky et al 3 (2019) CA 139 CMVS SOI-R r=.42p <.001
the _adoptlon of Iong_er-term Versus shorter-term Arnocky et al 4 (2019) CA 301 MVS SOI-R r=.03p=.065
mating ('JaCkson & Klrkpat“Ck’ 2007)' Arnocky et al 5 (2019) CA 162 MVS SOI-R r=.13p=.10
e |n Spite of bel ng firm |y situated in two W|de|y_ Table 1. Characteristics of studies. CMVS = Components of Mate Value Scale (22 items; Fisher et al, 2008), SPMV = Self-Perceived Mate Value (Landolt, Lalumiere & Quinsey, 1995),
! . MVI = Mate Value Inventory (17 items; Kirsner et al., 2003), Mate Value Scale (4 items; Edlund & Sagarin, 2014), Sociosexuality Orientation Index (Simpson & Gangstead, 1991), SOI-
aCCepted evolution ary PSYC hol Ogl cal R = Sociosexual Orientation Inventory — Revised (Penke & Asendorpf, 2008), STMS (Jackson & Kirkpatrick, 2007)

frameworks, t_here has only m,lxed evidence iIn Results
support of a link between men’s mate value and

thelr sociosexual orientation.

Based on the population effect sizes and their confidence intervals, there was a positive significant

* The goal of this research was to conduct ameta- ., e|ation between mate value and sociosexual orientations, r = .23 (SE = .03, Z = 6.83, p < .0001) (CI
analysis of all the previous literature on males lower = 0.17, Cl upper = 0.30) Random-Effects Model

mate value and sociosexuality.

Method Blake1 Ja— 024[0.11,037 B
Blake2 N 0.20[0.05,0.35
- Blake3 ; —— 0.43[0.30, 0.56
the.rature Search. Back - 0.40[027 053
 First, searches on the databases Google Lee — 0.10 [-0.00, 0.21] = 1
Longman N - | 0.35[0.06, 0.64 i
Scholar, Psychinfo, Theses Canada Portal, Bot,?en — 0.06 [-0.06, 0.18 =
' i Jonason = z = 0.02[-0.17, 0.20] . o/ °
EthOs, and EBS_CO Open Dissertations were St Sl 036016 056 B ve 5
iImplemented using keywords: mate value, Penke  HEH 023[0.17,029] 5 N ? ve
. . . . . Wagstaff e 042[020,065] & 2 7 : .
soclosexuality, and sociosexual orientation. Tackaon . 032[013,051] & °© |
« Second, a manual search was conducted by Strouts ——— 0.03[-0.19,024] @ N h-
- : Yilimaz - 0.15[0.00, 0.30] e o
examining all papers that have cited any of the Arnocky o 0.21[0.10, 0.32 - A
) Arnocky2 —— 0.42[0.24, 0.60] S ] >
commo.n_ly used.mate_ yalue measures, as well as el § & 0.42[0.27 057 -
work citing the identified articles, and work that Amocky4 —— 0.03 [-0.09, 0.14]
: . : : Arnockyd — | 0.13 [-0.05, 0.31]
the identified articles cited. i g - -
: : : E . : o A
» For articles missing some key data needed for RE Model . - 0.23[0.17,0.30 > — . | —E A
analysis, researchers were contacted by email to I 0.1 0 0.1 02 03 04 05 06
- - 02 0 02 04 06 08
access information. Observed Outcome

« Some of the studies were taken from Shsencs Ol

- " Figure 1. The forest plot indicates all studies found positive relationships, with only a small number (5 out of 18) having a confidence interval that crosses zero.
un p U b I 1S h ed d ata sets fro m th e Human Evo I ution Figure 2. A funnel plot is a graphical technique used to visually represent the degree of publication bias (Viechtbauer, 2010). The funnel displays the effect sizes plotted against the

Laboratory at Nipissing University. standard error.

Conclusion

perceived mate value scales and sociosexual The above findings demonstrate that men’s mate-value is an important predictor of the type of mating
orientation (SOl original or revised) through Strategy they adopt. High mate-value men are more likely to adhere to a short-term pluralistic mating
correlations in a male only sample. strategy, as demonstrated by their higher SOI-R scores.

Criteria for inclusion. The studies included must
have examined the relationship between self-
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