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Abstract. Choosing a mate is based on a complex process in which one or more attributes of the opposite sex may indicate
its condition and potential for reproductive success. Determining which traits may be relevant has not been easy and may
depend on the history of the species and/or ecological factors. Body size, colouration and familiarity are three characteristics that have been proposed in the literature with differing results. Here we investigate whether any of these traits may
be important in mate selection in a neotropical lizard, Liolaemus quilmes, from northwestern Argentina. Lizards were captured at the site Los Cardones, Tucumán, Argentina, during two reproductive and two post-reproductive seasons. Choice
experiments were conducted using a quadrangular terrarium of 70 × 70 × 25 cm with three partitions. Each male and each
female were offered a choice between two lizards of the opposite sex that varied in weight, or colouration, or familiarity.
The responses were filmed in 30-minute sessions. No significant differences were obtained for any of the three parameters
combined or separately. This suggests that the lizards might not be using this information to choose a mate and may instead rely on other signals (such as chemical or behavioural) and, in the case of females, on resources defended by a potential mate as well.
Key words. sexual selection, reproductive success, neotropical lizards, Liolaemus quilmes.

Introduction
An animal may enhance its reproductive success by selecting mates with certain traits rather than others (Andersson 1994). When a male encounters two different females, being able to distinguish between them and choose
the female with greater fitness, i.e., who will leave him with
the greatest number of viable offspring, would be adaptive
(Whiting & Bateman 1999). Females, on the other hand,
may favour males with conspicuous traits as a sign of good
genes. Which characteristics and how males and females
select these is still being debated, the evolutionary mechanisms involved being very complex (Andersson 1994, Andersson & Simmons 2006, Clutton-Brock 2008). It is
therefore important to continue looking for patterns in different species as we try to interpret the results in the context of sexual selection.
Here we investigate which of three possible attributes or
combination thereof may be important in mate selection
by males and females of the neotropical lizard, Liolaemus
quilmes. We considered weight, colour and familiarity.
Considering which characteristic may influence the
choice of an animal, one that is often mentioned is body

size (e.g., Kraak & Bakker 1998, Dosen & Montgomerie
2004). In many lizard species, there may be some degree of
sexual dimorphism with respect to size, males being larger than females (e.g., Cooper & Vitt 1988, Anderson &
Vitt 1990). It has generally been suggested that in males,
body size could be an indicator of fitness since it can be
an advantage when fighting other males to access females
(Olsson 1992, Andersson 1994, Stamps & Krishnan
1998) and in females an indicator of fecundity since a larger body size has been shown to be correlated with egg size
or number of offspring (e.g. Olsson 1993, Cooper & Vitt
1997, Whiting & Bateman 1999, Shanbhag et al. 2000,
Wymann & Whiting 2003).
Furthermore, larger males could provide more resources than smaller males (Andersson 1994, Censki 1997).
Bigger males have higher quality territories, more females,
and copulate more frequently than smaller males (Du
gan 1982, Andrews 1985). Although some studies support
this (e.g., Rodda 1992, Cooper & Vitt 1993, Salvador
& Veiga 2001), others were unable to show it (Andrews
1985, Olsson 2002, Hamilton & Sullivan 2005). As for
females, because male lizards do not offer them food or
parental care, quality of resources within the territory of
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the male may be important (Andrews 1985, Ruby 1986,
Calsbeek & Sinervo 2002).
Chromatic sexual dimorphism is well distributed among
diurnal lizards, generally more conspicuous in males and
absent or weakly expressed in females (Cooper & Greenberg 1992), being a potentially important attribute in mate
choice. Colours are usually more brilliant during the reproductive season. Females may prefer more colourful mates
as an indicator of his condition of being free of parasites, as
has been suggested by Hamilton & Zuk (1982). However,
other studies have shown that colouration in males could
serve as a threat sign, suggesting that conspicuous colours
in males could be related to intrasexual and not intersexual selection (Cooper & Vitt 1988, Thompson & Moore
1991; Hamilton & Sullivan 2005).
In some cases, female lizards also develop brilliant colours during the reproductive season. There is considerable discussion with respect to the function of colour in females (review in Cooper & Greenberg 1992). It has been
suggested that colour could be an indication of phenotypic
quality, related to the reproductive success of the individual (Weiss 2006). It may also help synchronize sexual behaviour or attract males during periods of sexual receptivity (e.g., Watkins 1997).
Males of L. quilmes are brightly coloured with yellowish, brick reddish and light blue spots scattered along their
body (Etheridge 1993). Females are more cryptic, exhibiting a similar pattern but in beige to brownish tones. During
the reproductive season, male colouration becomes more
intense, especially the head, tending to become more yellowish to orange. Females, for their part, develop a colour
patch on the side of the head, that goes from light yellow
to intense orange. Salica & Halloy (2009a) have shown
that these colour variations are related to the female’s reproductive state, as has been shown in other lizard species
(Cooper & Greenberg 1992). Nevertheless, it is not clear
whether males use these signals to determine when the female would be the most receptive. Moreover, although colours become more intense during the reproductive season,
variation in colour morphs occur in both this season and
the post-reproductive season (Salica 2008). Because these
changes in colouration possibly imply an energy cost and
may increase the predation risk, it is suggested they may
provide some adaptive advantage by being an indicator of
an individual’s reproductive quality (Cooper & Greenberg 1992, Baird 2004, Clutton-Brock 2008).
Considering familiarity, some studies have shown
that males prefer non-familiar females (e.g., Dewsbury
1981, Cooper 1985, Tokarz 1992, 2008, Orrell & Jenssen 2002). In species that exhibit promiscuous or poly
gynous mating systems, a male should avoid females with
whom they have been in contact in order to distribute his
sperm in as many females as possible and thus maximize
the number of eggs that he fertilizes (Trivers 1972). According to Cooper (1985), to maximize the number of offspring, a territorial male should mate with females that
reside in his territory and attempt to attract non residential females to get established in his territory to also mate
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with them. Olsson & Shine (1998) showed that in the lizard Niveoscincus microlepidotus, males preferred to associate with known/familiar females, which implies some capacity for individual recognition. Conspecific recognition
has a central role in social behaviour, lizards using visual
and chemical signals to recognize mates and possibly using
these to determine body size and condition, and reproductive state (Martins et al. 2004, Carazo et al. 2007, Labra
2008).
In insectivorous and territorial lizard species, females
have few opportunities to evaluate different males as mates
during the reproductive season since males tend to organize their territories so as to include female home ranges, excluding other males (Stamps 1983). Hews (1993) found in
Uta palmeri that the majority of territorial males mate with
resident females. In a DNA analysis of female offspring of
Sceloporus virgatus, Abell (1997) recorded that the fathers
were the males found spatially closest to the mothers. In
previous studies on L. quilmes (e.g., Halloy & Robles
2002, Robles & Halloy 2009, 2010, Robles 2010), the authors reported that males and females maintain relatively
stable territories and that these overlap. During the reproductive season, males get involved in agonistic encounters
(visual displays, persecutions, even wrestling occasionally, Halloy 1996), limiting entrance to other males. In this
context, it is suggested that the lizards may show preference for mates with whom they overlap territories.
Materials and methods
The genus Liolaemus (Liolaemidae) belongs to an iguanian
group of lizards from South America (Frost et al. 2001).
Already 223 species have been described and more are being discovered (Lobo et al 2010). They range from Peru
and Bolivia in the North to Tierra del Fuego in Southern
Argentina (Cei 1986, Etheridge & de Queiroz 1988). The
species L. quilmes is found in northwestern Argentina between 1600 and almost 3000 m, in arid to semi arid regions
of the phytogeographic province of the Monte (Cei 1993,
Etheridge 1993) and the Prepuna (Halloy et al. 1998;
for phytogeographic provinces, see Cabrera & Willink
1980). It is a diurnal, oviparous and insectivorous species
(Ramirez Pinilla 1992, Halloy et al. 2006). Studies related to home ranges and core area are reported in Halloy
& Robles (2002) and Robles & Halloy (2009, 2010).
Lizards were captured at the study site Los Cardones
(26°40’1.5” S, 65°49’5.1” W, datum: WGS84, 2700 m),
Amaicha del Valle, Tucumán, Argentina. In the first year of
the study, nine males and nine females were captured during the austral reproductive season (October 2005) and another nine males and nine females during the post-reproductive season (February 2006). The lizards were marked
from previous studies and their home ranges were known
(Halloy & Robles 2002, Robles & Halloy 2009, 2010).
During the second year, we captured thirteen males and
nine females during the reproductive season (October
2006) and nine males and nine females during the post-re-
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productive season (February 2007). Lizards were brought
to the Instituto de Herpetología, Fundación Miguel Lillo,
Tucumán. They were measured and weighed after which
they were placed in individual glass terraria of 24 × 13 ×
24 cm, with partitions between them that visually isolated each lizard from its immediate neighbours. They were
kept in a room with large open windows through which
sunlight entered diagonally, coinciding with natural conditions of light and temperature for the season for this species. The terraria had a layer of 2 to 3 cm sand substrate,
similar to that found at the study site. The lizards had access to a refuge and water was provided at all times. Tenebrionid larvae were provided every two to three days. Once
the experiments were completed, after about two weeks,
the lizards were taken back to the study site and released
at the point of capture with a follow-up of their activities.
The experimental design followed methodology used
in similar studies (e.g., Andrews 1985, Hamilton & Sullivan 2005, Stuart-Smith et al. 2007). We determined
categories according to the following criteria. For weight,
we compared light (6 to 7 gr) and heavy (> 8. 5 gr) males,
and light (4.5 to 5.5 gr) and heavy (> 7 gr) females. Considering colour, we selected males that were not brightly
coloured versus males with a more intensified colour pattern, particularly the head area. For females, we selected
females that did not present a colour patch on the side of
their neck versus females which varied between yellow and
an intense orange (following colour categories from Salica & Halloy 2009a). Finally, with respect to familiarity,
individuals were considered to be familiar with each other
(sensu Tokarz 1992) or “neighbours” if their home ranges overlapped and unfamiliar or “non-neighbours” when
their home ranges were more than 50 m from their closest border.
The experiments were conducted in the same room in
which the lizards were kept, maintaining the same temperature and light conditions in both areas. For the experiments, lizards were placed in a quadrangular glass terrarium of 70 × 70 × 25 cm. It was divided in half by a glass partition, one of the halves again subdivided in two. Substrate
was a thin layer of sand that was mixed before each new
experiment. Beige coloured paper was placed on all the external walls and on the smallest partition to visually isolate the lizards from the outside and the two choice lizards
placed in the smaller sections. The test lizard was placed in
the non-partitioned half and had visual access to the two
choice lizards.
An example of a typical experiment consisted in a test
male being placed in the non-partitioned half under a plastic cover for about two minutes in order for him to settle down. The cover was then slowly lifted and the lizard
could see two females in front of him that varied in weight
but not in colour or familiarity (i.e., females of similar colouration and that were non-neighbours). In an other experiment, performed on another day, two females that differed in colouration but were of similar weights and were
non-neighbours were placed before a male. Finally, two females, one being a neighbour and the other a non-neigh-

bour (both of similar weights and colour) were offered to
the male for selection. The same protocol was used for each
female with respect to males.
Fifty-one experimental sets were performed during the
two years of the study (25 for male choice and 26 for female
choice). For weight and colour, there were two to three repetitions for each set. For example, the nine males captured
during the first reproductive season were tested for preferences in weight three times, on different days, with different pairs of females, one being heavy and the other light.
With each repetition, position of the female was changed
(if in the left sector, she was placed in the right sector, and
vice-versa). With respect to neighbours, there was only one
set of experiments for each season, due to the low number
of individuals considered to be neighbours. During some
of the experiments, some individuals remained inactive
the whole time. Those were excluded from the analysis.
Each set lasted 30 minutes. The response of the animal being tested was filmed with a Minolta K-500S camera. Approximately 207 hours of film were obtained.
In order to quantify male and female responses, the portion where the test animal was placed was subdivided into
three approximate parallel sections (no actual partitions
existed), the furthest from the choice lizards was arbitrarily assigned “zero” indicating no interest on the part of the
experimental lizard, the middle portion was given a value of 0.5, indicating some interest, and finally the closest
portion, next to the individuals to be chosen, was given a
“one” indicating interest for one or the other animal. Position of the test lizard was recorded every 15 seconds. The
total frequency was then used in the final analyses. Data
for the two reproductive and two post-reproductive seasons were pooled since we did not find significant differences between years. Data were analysed using the Friedman two-way analysis of variance and the Wilcoxon signed
ranks Test (SPSS 17.0 software, Siegel & Castellan 1988).
Results
An analysis of variance was performed taking into account
the three variables, weight, colour and familiarity, in order
to determine if there was a preference for one of these or a
combination. No significant differences were obtained neither in males nor females (Fr = 1.5, n = 4, p = 0.50; Fr = 0.5,
n = 4, p = 0.80, respectively) indicating no preference for
any of the three parameters in the opposite sex. Performing
analyses for each parameter the following was obtained:
Weight
During the reproductive season of the first and second
year, about 36% of males chose the heavier female meaning that 64% chose the lighter female (Table 1). This difference was not significant. During the post-reproductive
season of both years, 45% of males chose the heavier female, showing no real tendency for one size or the other.
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Table 1. Number of lizards relative to total number of lizards tested (NL), percent of individuals making a choice (%) for heavier
(W+), more colourful (C+) and neighbour (N+), and the number of significant sets relative to the total number of sets performed (p,
Wilcoxon signed ranks test), of choices made by males and females of Liolaemus quilmes during two reproductive seasons (RS) and
two post-reproductive seasons (PRS).

NL

Weight
W (+) %

Males
RS
PRS

14 / 39
15 / 33

35.9
45.4

0/5
0/4

36 / 66
24 / 52

54.5
46.1

1/6
2/6

7 / 16
5 / 17

43.7
29.4

1/2
0/2

Females
RS
PRS

32 / 54
24 / 50

59.2
48.0

0/6
0/6

26 / 53
23 / 35

49.0
65.7

0/6
0/4

4 / 15
10 / 15

26.7
66.7

1/2
1/2

p

NL

Colour
C (+) %

p

As for females, during the reproductive seasons, 59% chose
the heavier male, 41% choosing the lighter male. Differences were not significant. During the post-reproductive seasons, 48% of females chose the heavier male, indicating no
preference for one or the other type of male (Table 1).
Colour
During the reproductive seasons, 54% of males elected the
coloured female. The difference was not significant, except
for one set when males chose significantly more coloured
females (Wx = 70, p = 0.05, n = 13, Table 1). During the
post-reproductive seasons, 46% of males chose the coloured female, showing overall no clear tendency, except
in two of six sets. In one set, the males chose significantly more the coloured females (Wx = 32, p < 0.05, n = 8),
whereas in the other set, males chose significantly more the
non-coloured females (Wx = 37, p < 0.05, n = 9, Table 1). As
for females, during the reproductive seasons, close to half
(49%) chose the more coloured males whereas during the
post-reproductive seasons, 66% of them chose the more
coloured males. Differences were not significant.
Familiarity
During the reproductive seasons, 44% of males chose a female neighbour. This was not a significant difference except for the set in the second year, when males significantly
chose a non-neighbour female (Wx = 20, p < 0.05, n = 6;
Table 1). During the post-reproductive seasons, only 29%
of males chose a female neighbour. The difference was not
significant. Considering females, during the reproductive
seasons, 73% chose a non-neighbour male, significantly choosing non-neighbour males in one of the two sets
(Wx = 36, P < 0.05, n = 8; Table 1). During the post-reproductive seasons, the reverse occurred with 67% of females
choosing a neighbour male, significantly choosing these in
one of two sets (Wx = 24, P < 0.05, n = 7; Table 1).
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NL

Neighbour
N (+) %

p

Discussion
Predictions related to choice of an individual of greater
size (e.g., Anderson & Vitt 1990, Cooper & Vitt 1993,
Whiting & Bateman 1999, Calsbeek & Sinervo 2002),
colouration (e.g., Cooper & Vitt 1988, Cooper & Greenberg 1992, LeBas & Marshall 2000, Hamilton & Sullivan 2005), and familiarity (e.g., Cooper 1985, Hews
1993, Olsson & Shine 1998) were not fulfilled in Lio
laemus quilmes. Neither males nor females showed significant preferences for any of the variables under study. Individual differences (e.g., Kirkpatrick 1982, Andrews 1985,
Orrell & Jensen 2002, Clutton-Brock 2008) may have
been a factor complicating any interpretation. Nevertheless other authors have found that weight might not be a
determinant in female choice (e.g., Andrews 1985, Olsson 2002, Hamilton & Sullivan 2005, Stuart-Smith
et al. 2007), and that females might be choosing resources (food, refuges) more than phenotypic characteristics of
the male (Tokarz 1998, Hews 1993, Calsbeek & Sinervo
2002). On the other hand, that males did not choose the
heavier female has been reported in other lizard studies
(e.g., Stuart-Smith et al. 2007) in which no relationship
was found between female size and her reproductive success.
Liolaemus quilmes males did not show a preference for
more coloured females as might have been expected (LeBas & Marshall 2000, Clutton-Brock 2008). Salica
(2008) reported that in L. quilmes there was no clear relationship between nuptial colouration of females and the
courtship response of males, i.e., males did not seem to
differentiate between females of different colouration or it
may not have been enough information for them to make a
choice. Thus, it may be that the colour patch in females, although possibly related to gonadal hormonal activity (e.g.,
Cooper & Greenberg 1992, Whittier & Tokarz 1992,
Weiss 2002), may not necessarily be a signal to males.
Moreover, Salica & Halloy (2009b) indicated that there
was no significant relationship between nuptial colouration and body condition.

Mate choice in a neotropical lizard

Females, for their part, did not choose more coloured
males either (e.g., Olsson & Madsen 1995, Smith & Zucker 1997). Conspicuous colours in males may be favoured in
intrasexual competition as has been shown for other lizard species (e.g., Crews 1975, Thompson & Moore 1991).
Males of L. quilmes have often been seen to engage in agonistic encounters (Halloy 1996).
It is expected that males would prefer to mate with new
non-familiar females (e.g., Dewsbury 1981, Tokarz 1992,
2008, Cooper 1985) although in some cases they may
prefer familiar females (Clutton-Brock 2008). Neither
male nor female L. quilmes showed preferences for neighbours or non-neighbours, females even showing opposite
choices in two different sets (Table 1).
Mate choice is possibly based on an ensemble of signals. Interaction among them may obscure preferences
for unique signals (Candolin 2003, Hamilton & Sullivan 2005). The experimental conditions in this study may
have favoured only visual cues not allowing the lizards to
consider other signals such as chemical. It will therefore
be important to evaluate other variables such as chemical
signals (Labra 2008, Aguilar et al. 2009) but also behavioural signals and other phenotypic traits (Andrews 1985),
as well as information on resources that may indicate quality of a territory (Ruby 1986, Hews 1993).
Acknowledgements
We thank the numerous field assistants who have helped us
over the years. We also thank Recursos Naturales y Suelos de
Tucumán, for permission to work at the site (Permit 115-07); Fundación Miguel Lillo, a CONICET Doctoral Fellowship to CR,
PIP-CONICET 5780 and CIUNT G315, for financial support.
References
Abell, A. J. (1997): Estimating paternity with spatial behaviour
and DNA fingerprinting in the striped plateau lizard, Scelo
porus virgatus (Phrynosomatidae). – Behavioral Ecology and
Sociobiology, 41: 217–226.
Aguilar, P. M., A. Labra & H. M. Niemeyer (2009): Chemical
self-recognition in the lizard Liolaemus fitzgeraldi. – Journal of
Ethology, 27: 181–184.
Anderson, R. A. & L. J. Vitt (1990): Sexual selection versus alternative causes of sexual dimorphism in teiid lizards. – Oecologia, 84: 145–157.
Andersson, M. (1994): Sexual Selection. – Princeton University
Press, Princeton, New Jersey.
Andersson, M. & L. W. Simmons (2006): Sexual selection and
mate choice. – Trends in Ecology and Evolution, 21: 296–302.
Andrews, R. M. (1985): Mate choice by females of the lizards,
Anolis carolinensis. – Journal of Herpetology, 19: 284–289.
Baird, T. A. (2004): Reproduction coloration in female collared
lizards, Crotaphytus collaris, stimulates courtship in males.
Herpetologica, 60: 337–348.
Cabrera, A. L. & A. Willink (1980): Biogeografía de América
Latina, 2nd Edition. – Secretaría General de la Organización

de los Estados Americanos, Programa Regional de Desarrollo
Científico Tecnológico, Washington DC.
Calsbeek, R. & B. Sinervo (2002): Uncoupling direct and indirect components of female choice in the wild. – Proceedings
of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of
America, 99: 14897–14902.
Candolin, U. (2003): The use of multiple cues in mate choice. –
Biological Review, 78: 575–595.
Carazo, P., E. Font & E. Desfilis (2007): Chemosensory assessment of rival competitive ability and scent-mark function in a
lizard, Podarcis hispanica. – Animal Behaviour, 74: 895–902.
Cei, J. M. (1986): Reptiles del Centro, Centro-Oeste y Sur de la
Argentina. Herpetofauna de las zonas áridas y semi-áridas. –
Museo Regionale di Scienze Naturali, Torino, Monografie IV.
Cei, J. M. (1993): Reptiles del Noroeste, Nordeste y Este de la
Argentina. – Museo Regionale di Scienze Naturali, Torino,
Monografie XIV.
Censki, E. J. (1997): Female mate choice in the non-territorial lizard Ameiva plei (Teiidae). – Behavioral Ecology and Sociobio
logy, 40: 221–225.
Clutton-Brock, T. (2008): Sexual selection in females. – Animal Behaviour, 30: 1–9.
Cooper, W. E. Jr. (1985): Female residency and courtship intensity in a territorial lizard, Holbrookia propinqua. – AmphibiaReptilia, 6: 63–69.
Cooper, W. E. Jr. & N. Greenberg (1992): Reptilian coloration
and behavior. – pp. 298–422 in Gans, C. G. & D. Crews (eds.):
Biology of Reptilia. Hormones, Brain and Behavior 1992. –
The University of Chicago Press, Chicago.
Cooper, W. E. Jr. & L. J. Vitt (1988): Orange head coloration of
the male broad-head skink Eumeces laticeps, a sexually selected social cue. – Copeia, 1988: 1–6.
Cooper, W. E. Jr. & L. J. Vitt (1993): Female choice of male
broad-headed skinks. – Animal Behaviour, 45: 683–693.
Cooper, W. E. Jr. & L. J. Vitt (1997): Maximizing male reproductive success in the broad-headed skink (Eumeces laticeps): preliminary evidence for mate guarding, size-assortative pairing,
and opportunistic extra-pair mating. – Amphibia-Reptilia, 18:
59–73.
Crews, D. (1975): Effects of different components of male courtship behaviour on environmentally induced ovarian recrudescence and mating preferences in the lizard, Anolis carolinensis.
– Animal Behaviour, 23: 349–356.
Dewsbury, D. A. (1981): Effects of novelty on copulatory behavior: The Coolidge effect and related phenomena. – Psychological Bulletin, 3: 464–482.
Dosen, L. D. & R. Montgomerie (2004): Female size influences
mate preferences of male guppies. – Ethology, 110: 245–255.
Dugan, B. (1982): The mating behavior of the Green Iguana,
Iguana iguana. – pp. 320–341 in Burghardt, G. M. & A. S.
Rand (eds.): Iguanas of the World: Their Behavior, Ecology,
and Conservation 1982. – Noyes Publications, Park Ridge,
New Jersey.
Etheridge, R. (1993): Lizards of the Liolaemus darwinii complex
(Squamata: Iguania: Tropiduridae) in Northern Argentina.
– Bolletino Museo Regionale di Scienze Naturali, Torino, 11:
137–199.
Etheridge, R. E. & K. De Queiroz (1988): A phylogeny of Iguanidae. – pp. 283–368 in Estes, R. & G. Pregill (eds.): Phylo-

119

Cecilia I. Robles & Monique Halloy
genetic Relationships of Lizard Families: Essays commemorating Charles L. Camp 1988. – Stanford University Press, Stanford, California.
Frost, D., R. Rodriguez, M. T. Grant & T. A. Titus (2001):
Phylogenetic of the lizard genus Tropidurus (Squamata: Tropiduridae: Tropidurinae): direct optimization, descriptive efficiency, and sensitivity analysis of congruence between molecular data and morphology. – Molecular Phylogenetics and
Evolution, 21: 352–371.
Halloy, M. (1996): Behavioral patterns in Liolaemus quilmes
(Tropiduridae), a South American lizard. – Bulletin of the
Maryland Herpetological Society, 32: 43–57.
Halloy, M. & C. Robles (2002): Spatial distribution in a neotropical lizard, Liolaemus quilmes (Liolaemidae): Site fidelity
and overlapping among males and females. – Bulletin of the
Maryland Herpetolological Society, 38: 118–129.
Halloy, M., R. Etheridge & G. M. Burghardt (1998): To bury
in sand: Phylogenetic relationships among lizard species of the
boulengeri group. Liolaemus (Reptilia: Squamata: Tropiduridae), based on behavioral characters. – Herpetological monographs, 12: 1–37.
Halloy, M., C. Robles & F. Cuezzo (2006): Diet in two syn
topic neotropical lizard species of Liolaemus (Liolaemidae):
Interspecific and intersexual differences. – Revista Española
de Herpetología, 20: 47–56.
Hamilton, P. S. & B. K. Sullivan (2005): Female mate attraction
in ornate tree lizards, Urosaurus ornatus: a multivariate analysis. – Animal Behaviour, 69: 219–224.
Hamilton, W. D. & M. Zuk (1982): Heritable true fitness and
bright birds: a role for parasites? – Science, 218: 384–387.
Hews, D. K. (1993): Food resources affect female distribution and
male mating opportunities in the iguanian lizard Uta palmeri.
– Animal Behaviour, 46: 279–291.
Kirkpatrick, M. (1982): Sexual selection and the evolution of female choice. – Evolution, 1: 1–12.
Kraak, S. B. M. & T. C. M. Bakker (1998): Mutual mate choice
in sticklebacks: attractive males choose big females, which lay
big eggs. – Animal Behaviour, 56: 859–866.
Labra, A. (2008): Sistemas de comunicación en reptiles. – pp.
547–570 in Vidal, M. & A. Labra Lillo (eds.): Herpetología
de Chile 2008. – Facultad de Ciencias de la Universidad de
Chile.
LeBas, N. R. & N. J. Marshall (2000): The role of colour in signalling and male choice in the agamid lizard Ctenophorus or
natus. – Proceedings of the Royal Society, London Series B,
267: 445–452.
Lobo, F., R. E. Espinoza & S. Quinteros (2010): A critical review and systematic discussion of recent classification proposals for liolaemid lizards. – Zootaxa, 2549: 1–30.
Martins, E. R., A. Labra, M. Halloy & J. Tolman Thompson
(2004): Large-scale patterns of signal evolution: an interspecific study of Liolaemus lizard headbob displays. – Animal Behaviour, 68: 453–653.
Olsson, M. (1992): Contest success in relation to size and residency in male sand lizards, Lacerta agilis. – Animal Behaviour,
44: 386–388.
Olsson, M. (1993): Male preference for large females and assortative mating for body size in the sand lizard (Lacerta agilis). –
Behavioral Ecology and Sociobiology, 32: 337–341.

120

Olsson, M. (2002): No female mate choice in Mallee dragon lizards, Ctenophorus fordi. – Evolutionary Ecology, 15: 129–141.
Olsson, M. & T. Madsen (1995): Female choice on male quantitative traits in lizards – why is it so rare? – Behavioral Ecology
and Sociobiology, 36: 179–184.
Olsson, M. & R. Shine (1998): Chemosensory mate recognition
may facilitate prolonged mate guarding by male snow skinks,
Niveoscincus microlepidotus. – Behavioral Ecology and Sociobiology, 43: 359–363.
Orrell, K. S. & T. A. Jenssen (2002): Male mate choice by the lizard Anolis carolinensis: a preference for novel females. – Animal Behaviour, 63: 1091–1102.
Ramírez Pinilla, M. P. (1992): Ciclos reproductivos y de cuerpos grasos en dos poblaciones de Liolaemus darwinii (Reptilia:
Sauria: Tropiduridae). – Acta Zoológica Lilloana, 42: 41–49.
Robles, C. (2010): Territorialidad y selección sexual en el lagarto Liolaemus quilmes (Liolaemidae) del Valle de Amaicha,
Tucumán, Argentina. Tesis Doctoral, Universidad Nacional de
Tucumán, Argentina.
Robles, C. & M. Halloy (2009): Home ranges and reproductive
strategies in a neotropical lizard, Liolaemus quilmes (Iguania:
Liolaemidae). – South American Journal of Herpetology, 4:
253–258.
Robles, C. & M. Halloy (2010): Overlapping core areas in a neotropical lizard, Liolaemus quilmes (Iguania: Liolaemidae): understanding territoriality and reproductive strategy. – Herpetological Journal, 20: 243–248.
Rodda, G. (1992): The mating behavior of Iguana iguana. –
Smithsonian Contributions to Zoology, 534: 1–40.
Ruby, D. E. (1986): Selection of home range site by females of the
lizard, Sceloporus jarrovi. Journal of Herpetology, 20: 466–
469.
Salica, M. J. (2008): Coloración nupcial en hembras de Lio
laemus quilmes (Iguania: Liolaemidae) y su relación con su
estado reproductivo. Tesina de grado, Facultad de Ciencias
Naturales e Instituto Miguel Lillo, Universidad Nacional de
Tucumán, Argentina.
Salica, M. J. & M. Halloy (2009a): Nuptial coloration in female
Liolaemus quilmes Iguania: Liolaemidae): relation to their reproductive state. – Revista Española de Herpetología 23: 141–
149.
Salica, M. J. & M. Halloy (2009b): ��������������������������
Coloración nupcial en hembras de Liolaemus quilmes (Iguania: Liolaemidae) como una
posible señal de calidad fenotípica. – Acta Zoológica Lilloana,
53: 89–96.
Salvador, A. & J. P. Veiga (2001): Male traits and pairing success in the lizard Psammodromus algirus. – Herpetologica, 57:
77–86.
Shanbhag, B. A., R. S. Radder & S. K. Saidapur (2000): Maternal size determines clutch mass, whereas breeding timing
influences clutch and egg sizes in the tropical lizard Calotes
versicolor (Agamidae). – Copeia, 2000: 1062–1067.
Siegel, S. & N. J. Castellan (1988): Nonparametric Statistics for
the Behavioral Sciences. – McGraw-Hill Inc., New York, 2nd
ed.
Smith, J. M. & N. Zucker (1997): Do female tree lizards, Urosau
rus ornatus, exhibit mate choice? – Journal of Herpetology, 31:
179–186.

Mate choice in a neotropical lizard
Stamps, J. A. (1983): Sexual selection, sexual dimorphism, and
territoriality. – pp. 169–204 in Huey, R. B., E. R. Pianka & T.
W. Schoener (eds.): Lizard Ecology 1983. – Harvard University Press, Cambridge, Massachusetts.
Stamps, J. A. & V. V. Krishnan (1998): Territory acquisition in
lizards. IV. Obtaining high status and exclusive home ranges.
– Animal Behaviour, 55: 461–472.
Stuart-Smith, J., R. Swain & E. Wapstra (2007): The role of
body size in competition and mate choice in an agamid with
female-biased size dimorphism. – Behaviour, 144: 1087–1102.
Thompson, C. W. & M. C. Moore (1991): Throat colour reliable
signals status in male tree lizards, Urosaurus ornatus. – Animal Behaviour, 42: 745–753.
Tokarz, R. R. (1992): Male mating preference for unfamiliar females in the lizard, Anolis sagrei. – Animal Behaviour, 44:
843–849.
Tokarz, R. R. (1998): Mating pattern in the lizard Anolis sagrei:
implications for mate choice and sperm competition. – Herpetologica, 54: 388–394.
Tokarz, R. R. (2008): Males distinguish between former female
residents of their territories and unfamiliar, nonresident females as preferred mating partners in the lizard Anolis sagrei.
– Journal of Herpetology, 2: 260–264.
Trivers, R. L. (1972): Parental Investment and Sexual Selection.
– pp. 2–207 in Campbell, B. (ed.): Sexual Selection and The
Descent of Man 1871–1971. – University of California, Los Angeles.
Watkins, G. G. (1997): Inter-sexual signalling and the functions
of female coloration in the tropidurid lizard Microlophus oc
cipitalis. – Animal Behaviour, 53: 843–852.
Weiss, S. L. (2002): Effect of captivity in semi-natural enclosures
on the reproductive endocrinology of female lizards. – General and Comparative Endocrinology, 128: 238–46.
Weiss, S. L. (2006): Female-specific color is a signal of quality in
the striped plateau lizard (Sceloporus virgatus). – Behavioral
Ecology, 17: 726–732.
Whiting, M. & P. Bateman (1999): Male preference for large females in the lizard Platysaurus broadleyi. – Journal of Herpetology, 33: 309–312.
Whittier, J. M. & R. R. Tokarz (1992): Physiological regulation
of sexual behavior in female reptiles. – pp. 24–69 in Gans, C.
G. & D. Crews (eds.): Biology of Reptilia. Hormones, Brain
and Behavior 1992. – The University of Chicago Press, Chicago.
Wymann, M. N. & M. J. Whiting (2003): Male mate preference
for large size overrides species recognition in allopatric flat lizards (Platysaurus broadleyi). – Acta Ethology, 6: 19–22.

121

