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INTRODUCTION OBJECTIVES

. 4
choosiness

You are in the market for love, you want a partner of good
guality to have many and healty childrens. You have same sex
competitors looking for mates therefore available partners
become scarcer.

Under what conditions should between
sexes divergence evolve? Can choosiness
evolve in the most common sex?

Do we observe intra-sex variance in
choosiness and it is possible for both
sexes?

How choosy should you be?

Is flexibility in choosiness an optimal
1 2 3 strategy for a large span of mating

test your d biaised systems ?

Operational Sex Ratio

choosiness! =

| Adult Sex Ratio x Latency period

The theoretical game model (1-2) Dynamic Programming
Optimal choosiness frequencies of sexual
(acceptance probability) FORWARD partners
* Individuals compete for mate
Sexual partner quality

* The breeding season is finite
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Iterations until convergence to ESS

RESULTS CONCLUSION

can mate repeatedly and become available again after a latency period

choosiness
Polygyny: males mate repeatedly
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