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Abstract
This study aimed to investigate how sexual self-image is related to contact avoidance toward
spouse and children. Web-based surveys were administered to married men and women

aged between 20 and 69 (survey 1), and to parents who had at least one child aged from 0 to
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18 (survey 2) . Along with two types of sexual self-image, Survey 1 measured contact
avoidance toward the spouse, and Survey 2 measured contact avoidance toward children.
Multiple regression analysis revealed that a male self-image of infidelity significantly
predicted contact avoidance toward the spouse positively, even after controlling for marital
love. For females, infidelity image predicted contact avoidance with significant trend.
Similarly, for contact avoidance toward children, a self-image of infidelity showed a positive
and significant relationship in males, even after controlling for positive affection toward
children. The relationship between self-image of infidelity and contact avoidance with
children had a significant trend in females. A self-image of sensuality had no significant
correlation with contact avoidance toward spouse or children in either sex. These results
indicate that the stronger the self-image of infidelity, the higher the avoidance of contact
with spouse and children in males. A similar trend was observed for females, but the
relationships were less clear than for males. These findings suggest that the sexual strategy
of seeking multiple spouses generates a potential avoidance tendency toward the current

spouse and children, especially among males.
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BN, BEEN G 2R L oK E b ORE L E X 515 (Rozin et al., 1999),
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235 T, 5 ABIRITE T 2 A O—EDOERVED 2V IZHRIEDS T S IS S D WTREMEDS D 5 o

iU BV S (2022) 1%, HARABSAZNSE LT, HCOMWWA X =T % [hf@aA
A=V & [FREAA=V] IZHHELTENRZTRMNE L7z 2L T, INHOERELR, %



HANBEEZ BT 2 HCOMWM A A — 2 L RAEFE B & OFI2dT 2 HfililaliE & o B4R 21

HOGEN B S 2D & OMB DR S, BIEPMEMBCRDIRE, BEDVLROMIEE % K
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B BRI 2, B S OBEDREE 21103 2 AR 22 [ ) 2 %5550 T % W] Re
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Table 1. BEABEICH T ZRMELE, EEFZOFH, BBEICHIIER BEESHICOVT
DR X—2 , AEZEBFICOVTOERE A X — 2 OHEEFRKRITS

Pt 1 2 3 4 5
1. BB E (39 S iEfka] 8 24**  -60** -.06 A3
2.EEEDEE .05 -10*  -20** -.10*
EEEIIKTIEF -37** -.05 A1 =13
AMFRAA—D .07 -12** .01 .68**
52K EAA—D 25 -.07 -.20** . 59**

KB ENEE (n=515), £ RIZLEMEE (n=515)
*»< .05, *p<.01
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PN E L, HEnbESE e EE A e UCEBRGOAT 21T o 720 TP BEM i 351G &
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Table 2. B#EEEE () H#LUTRHEREEE (T) ICEWVLT, REHICHT 2 EMERSRZHK

BEHEL, EBREICHTZER REZOFH, REEEHIOVTONFES X—2, BEE
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£ ¢ p
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REEICHTIERE -570 -15.763 .000
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FRAEORGEZHE L2, TRTOFHEEIE WEB LCfibh7, THOERE 6 77T
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(SD=7.47), %1 38.72 1% (SD=6.87) TdH - 720 *RITIE, B 462 44, I8 440 % CEH4ER
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OWYAEIZHE SRR 72 (B, [1 KM ~1 ReRE ) (3 1.25 Wl ¢ 735, 30 47BAF I 0.25 e, 18
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b L ORRDOREIZOWTRED L THREMTAEIISML Tz,
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xR (B - ZR) 0 2R8RGHIEITo728 25, RHAEAB L OTEMRITERD S
Nedoiz, ThUL, RFEAITBIT S EERIIHT T 5 EEE (Kawano et al., 2011 ; W% 5, 2015)
BLOWHITH T2 M0 CRK S, 2022) OMZERME L IERE > Tz,
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(Table 3)o

Table 3. MRRICKT S iZptEE, DFEHOER, WREICHTIEENERE, B REM, 78

THNFE, BRERE, AEFEEHFICOVTORES X -2, AFEBFICOVTOFRES X —
P ORI

T 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1.5 R IB (259 B 1%k a5 A2%% 230% . 19** -10* -.07 .01 13
2. B&EE D E# .02 -A5%* 27 - 19** -45%* - 17** .00
IRRRITHT HE ERIRIF -.39** .02 -.08 .26%*  A7** -08 -.26**
4ABRER .10 03 -04 .06 -11** -06 .03
5.FBTCHANEERE .03 1% 22 12* .00 -02 -07
6.5 R FF A -.04 -.24**  20** .06 .38** .05 -.05
133 A= .05 -.05 .02 -07 -.06 A4 .69**
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p<.05, *p<.01
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Bl Z b o Twiud, £72, %20 T UXZOFI 5 2 B IIERV2S, 3R E A A —
Y, EW, BREHPNENZNEWEEEDL BV E2UR SNz, BREHEV & BEEAE W
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Wax MZowTiE, FRICPERIZEE O BAHBE O S R % 261912 7% 2 TTREED S % 728
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s t o
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WZBWThH, WMEDS LTI 2 %mn0E L AAHBEBERE 2oz SO NS, &fN%E
MR TIEREE B X OF I3 28 S S g, 0 2t S s DA 1m0 9
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