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Current Studies on Finger Length Ratio Research in Animals

ZHAO Xiaojin®*, WANG Fengchan'*, DU Tian'*, ZHAI Pengfei'®, WANG Waiwai’, TIAN Huaxiang'

(1. a. College of Fisheries; b, College of Physical Education, Henan Normal University, Xinxiang 453007, China;
2. The School of Computer Science; Hangzhou Dianzi University, Hangzhou 310018, China)

Abstract: The finger length ratios (FLRs) are the ratios of finger (toe) length of the human or animal. It have been

suggested by some scientists that the ratio of two digits in particular, 2D : 4D (index finger. ring finger), is proposed as a bio-

marker reflecting prenatal androgen effects (PAE). In recent decades the study of human FLRs were developed rapidly at a-

broad. It has been involved in the regulation of genes, handedness, heart disease, breast cancer, personality traits, asymme-

try, a

boon,

thletic ability, autism and so on. Further, FLRs sex differences can be found in other mammals such-as the mouse, ba-

gorilla and chimpanzee, as well as the zebra finch. This paper does a review of these studies in animals.

Keywords: finger length ratio; prenatal androgen effect; animal



