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Every biologist interested in evolutionary biology should read
this book. In a highly readable manner Schlichting and

Pigliucci outline the present status of thinking on the impor-
tance of reaction norms in phenotypic evolution. The book has
one central purpose, to propose and defend the proposition

that to understand phenotypic evolution we must take into
account phenotypic plasticity, not simply as an interesting
peripheral phenomenon but as an integral part of the
evolutionary process. Although I am already strongly biassed

in this direction, I think that the authors produce an extremely
strong case which should encourage more research in this fast-
developing area. One of the great strengths of this book is that

it presents an historical perspective, an assessment of the
present state of thinking, and, the authors' own opinions on
where future research should be directed.

The ®rst two chapters present an overview of approaches
and an historical review of the development of ideas. These
two chapters are a particular delight to read and show how

some evolutionary biologists, such as Waddington, tended to
be marginalized during the neo-Darwinian synthesis, but
have lately become rehabilitated. Thus these chapters not
only present the historical view but give insight into the

sociology of science. Chapter 3 outlines the basic concepts of
reaction norms and phenotypic plasticity. Schlichting and
Pigliucci divide the study of reaction norms into two

avenues, the statistical description via quantitative genetics
and the mechanistic analysis through manipulative experi-
ments. Chapters 3 to 9 present the analysis of phenotypic

evolution using the reaction norm perspective as judged
from these two methods of study. Chapter 10 presents an
overall summary and 14 potential research projects, which
should be of particular value for graduate students in this

®eld.

In their attempt to encompass the entire ®eld of phenotypic
evolution Schlichting and Pigliucci have on occasion included

areas that I did not ®nd ®tted well into their perspective. A
particular example is their chapter on allometry: as a discus-
sion of allometry the chapter is interesting and informative but

in their last section entitled `Plasticity of character correla-
tions' they assert that correlation coe�cients are themselves
allometric coe�cients, which to me seems to be stretching the

de®nition of allometry. This said, the section is interesting but
should be viewed simply as the evolution of suites of
correlations.

This book is provocative and will likely promote debate,

which is a sign of success. To give an example of where the
book provoked me: Schlichting and Pigliucci seem to view
quantitative genetic analysis as a temporary necessary evil that

will be eliminated once we have a better set of mechanistic
models. To illustrate the inadequacy of the quantitative genetic
approach they present a model that purportedly demonstrates

that di�erent phenotypic outcomes are possible even with
identical correlations and phenotypic optima (p. 81). The
model is a single locus, two-allele one, which is hardly

representative of quantitative genetics. To give an analogy; it
is like using an ostrich as a model for the analysis of ¯ight in
birds. Certainly ostriches are birds, and have wings, but they
are not truly representative of the majority of birds. Pigliucci's

model does demonstrate that it is possible to construct models
that have aberrant behaviour, but it does not demonstrate that
this behaviour is typical of quantitative genetic models.

Because of the limited character states available in a single-
locus model it is not surprising to ®nd that it is limited in its
evolutionary trajectories.

There are a number of other assertions with which I
disagree but this does not detract from the enormous value
of this book. It has brought together very disparate sets of
data under a common umbrella and thus provides a unifying

theme in evolutionary biology, surely one of our major
goals.
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Price £39.95, paperback. ISBN 0 12 100543 7.

Signi®cant advances in evolutionary biology are often associat-

ed with simple but elegant ideas. Parker's (1970) suggestion that
competition for fertilizations between the sperm of di�erent
males could be a powerful evolutionary selection pressure is a

clear illustration of this point. Nearly 30 years on, the study of
sperm competition and its evolutionary consequences is an
extraordinarily diverse and still rapidly expanding ®eld.Amajor
success of Birkhead & Mùller's book Sperm Competition and
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