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ABSTRACT: Pair bonds can end in two different ways: either death of the partner or divorce, where the 

frequency of divorce varies enormously among bird species, from 0% to 100%. To better understand this 

variation, we created and analyzed the largest dataset so far, consisting of 158 species and 20 variables that 

quantify the species’ body size, life history, diet, and other characteristics. Our results suggest that species with 

a high divorce rate have a high mortality rate, tend to be ornamented and sexually dichromatic, live colonially, 

and form part-time rather than continuous partnerships. Traits quantifying body size or life history are often 

nonlinearly related with divorce rate. We also found taxonomic differences in divorce rates. Specifically, 

Passeriformes have an exceptionally low divorce rate, which, however, can be explained by the generally 

important determinants of divorce rate: They also have a lower mortality rate, lower degree of ornamentation 

and coloniality, and more continuous partnerships than members of other orders. 
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INTRODUCTION 

It is often instructive to study the social behavior of birds because, like humans, they routinely 

provide parental care and are socially monogamous. And like us, birds divorce. But instead of 

the complicated emotions that drive our own behavior, birds are presumably motivated by 

powerful biological forces to divorce. The key to understanding divorce in birds is in 

understanding their reproductive behavior and the urge to maximize individual lifetime 

reproductive success, i.e., the total number of young that are successfully fledged over a 

lifetime [1]. This paper reviews the literature on avian divorce, specifically focusing on the 

benefits and costs of divorce. With regard to birds, divorce is generally taken to mean that at 

least one partner pairs with another individual, even though both partners are still living and 

residing within the same population. Needless to say, the notion of avian divorce bears little 

resemblance to what we think of as divorce. The concept is simply a convenient way for 

ornithologists to measure mate fidelity [2].  

By definition, in any given breeding season, the percentage of surviving mates that “divorce” 

is one hundred minus the percentage of surviving pairs that reunite. Divorce is an active choice 

by at least one individual within the population rather than some unintended consequence as 

occurs when partners during one season migrate separately and do not return to the same 

breeding site [3]. Divorce rates vary widely among species, from no known divorce in the 

Australian Raven and Wandering Albatross to virtually 100 percent in House Martins. Field 

work done on European tits showed that divorce rates can even vary between populations of 

the same species. There are three principal explanations for why divorce is adaptive in birds: 

the incompatibility hypothesis, the better-option hypothesis, and the asynchronous arrival of 

paired birds on the breeding grounds [4].  
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The incompatibility hypothesis suggests that while neither individual in a pair is inherently of 

poor quality, their interaction is unsuccessful and they can both improve their reproductive 

fitness by divorcing and finding another mate, one with whom they are more compatible. The 

better-option hypothesis states that divorce takes place when one member of the pair chooses 

a higher quality mate in order to improve its reproductive success, making the other partner a 

victim of this decision [5]. The asynchronous-arrival hypothesis argues that the partner that 

first arrives on the breeding ground will wait only so long for the other partner to return before 

choosing another mate in order to assure itself of a breeding opportunity that season. One 

version of the asynchronous-arrival hypothesis has been dubbed the “musical chairs 

hypothesis,” the idea being that if a bird arrives too late, it will find its place occupied by 

another individual. It is almost always the female that initiates the divorce. A variant of the 

axiom that male birds attract and females choose appears to hold true in the case of divorce. 

Females may assess their breeding options using extra-pair copulations and then divorce their 

present mate if they find a more attractive partner.  

DISCUSSION 

Divorce Rates in Birds 

The probability a new male selected by way of the lady lies above the crucial level and combine 

this fact with the female survival possibility and the opportunity the woman will lose her mate 

through his loss of life or his energetic divorce of her. Simplest then can divorce measures be 

received. An aim of this article is to tease aside and recognize the complicated effects of all of 

these elements [6]. There are certainly variations in the nice of adult males in nature. 

Accordingly, we would anticipate variants within the excellence of pals chosen by means of a 

female even though, owing to assortative pairing, this transformation is much less than inside 

the population as an entire. Its miles clean that an increase inside the variability in quality of 

friends selected will generally tend to choose expanded divorce in most situations. but, the 

importance of consequences and the interplay of great variance with survival possibilities and 

expenses are much less clean.  

The divorce rate depends on the possibility that a mate is below or above the vital threshold 

cost. However, through this process, divorce prices can even rely upon survival fees. The loss 

of life of a male partner method that the woman is compelled to pair with a new mate. If this 

new mate is beneath the important threshold she will be able to divorce him, and so on for 

successive men till a great companion is determined. In this manner low male survival will 

increase the divorce price. On the alternative hand, if the chance of mortality of the mate is 

low, as soon as the lady has found an exceptional mate, she can be able to preserve him for a 

long term. This will talk for a lower divorce rate in long-lived than in brief-lived species. But, 

survival chances may additionally have an effect on the essential stage at once. an extended-

lived girl can afford to be greater discriminating in her desire for a lifetime mate because she 

will commonly spend a long term with him once he has been chosen [7].  
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In contrast, a quick-lived lady needs to cross for a short-term greatest and cannot manage to 

pay for to divorce if which means that the attempt of finding a brand new mate significantly 

reduces breeding achievement next 12 months. These arguments suggest that divorce prices 

are probably higher in long-lived than in quick-lived species, as a minimum at some stage in 

the first reproductive years. There are for that reason mechanisms, each dependent on survival 

probabilities, which have counteracting consequences on divorce costs. We discover these 

results in our models. It’s far possibly that the moves of mate retention and divorce each involve 

expenses. If divorce takes place, finding and pairing with a brand new mate may be high priced 

attributable to seek expenses and opposition. The charges may be in the shape of decreased 

reproductive fulfillment, because of depletion of sources, or increased mortality, on account of 

elevated predation risks or fights with competitors. In mate retention, one of the charges 

incurred pertains to the feasible death of the companion between breeding seasons. If the 2 

members of a couple are separated during the nonbreeding season, the girl (which we focus on 

right here) has to watch for her partner to turn up on the breeding web site at the beginning of 

the breeding season [8].  

If the old mate has died, the girl has lost precious time and resources. This can purposely reduce 

reproductive fulfillment if she unearths a new mate to reproduce with later that season, or it is 

able to even result in a completely neglected breeding season. Similarly, a lady that has lost 

her mate may additionally pay further fees for locating and pairing with a brand new mate, as 

defined above. Hence, while mate retention seems to be an excellent method that reduces costs 

when the mate survives among breeding seasons, it may lead to expenses of at the least two 

sorts if the mate dies. In evaluation, divorce always results in charges associated with finding 

and pairing with a new mate however in no way to costs because of the death of the old mate. 

The effects on divorce charges of those as an alternative genuinely characterized expenses are 

investigated in our fashions [9].  

We have attempted to give a cautious and specified analysis of a range of models in this article, 

but it is not, of course, the ultimate paintings on the subject. In herbal populations people can 

also benefit talent and experience and emerge as better breeders as they become old. Despite 

the fact that one model offered assumes that the breeding fulfillment of a pair increases with 

the quantity of breeding attempts, we make no try and version age consistent with se. 

Nonetheless, by concentrating on quality variation, we have laid the basis for greater complex 

models that comprise differences because of age and variant in pleasant at a given age. further, 

the evaluation lays the groundwork for extra complicated game theoretical models wherein 

male conduct and the distribution of associates obtained at some stage in pairing emerge from 

the model in preference to being assumed as in our model [10].  

Introducing A Divorce Rate for Birds, And Guess Which Bird Never, Ever Divorces: 

The Thing with Feathers, Noah Strycker says albatrosses have a knack for coupling. "These 

globe trotters, who mate for life and are incredibly faithful to their partners, just might have the 

most intense love affairs of any animal on our planet," he writes. Noah knows "love" is a word 

normally reserved for humans. Technically, what albatrosses do is "pair bond." But call it what 

http://www.npr.org/books/titles/292015411/the-thing-with-feathers-the-surprising-lives-of-birds-and-what-they-reveal-about
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you will, he says — "to see what real devotion is like, you need to spend some quality time 

with an albatross. “They are seabirds. They spend 95 percent of their time sailing through the 

air for thousands, sometimes hundreds of thousands of miles. They fish. They rest on the 

oceans' surface. They can go for years never seeing land. But they are born on dry land. 

The chick's parents build a nest near the place where they, in turn, had been born. Albatrosses 

lay one egg at a time. Once the chick's feathers grow in so it can stay warm, its parents fly off, 

coming back for occasional food deliveries. But typically the chick "spends a full nine months 

sitting alone ... in its nest, most of the time in quiet contemplation of its surroundings since it 

has no siblings. “It grows slowly. Then, one day, when it feels ready, it picks up, and with no 

instruction, it flings itself into the air and flies out to sea. It will stay out there for six years until 

it feels the urge to mate. Then all the albatrosses from its generation head back, one by one, to 

their native island — usually to a spot alongside the ocean where they land, gather and, one by 

one, they begin — to dance. Noah writes, the "two birds face each other, patter their feet to 

stay close as they move forward and backward, each testing the other's reflexes, and point their 

beaks at the sky." "Then, as they simultaneously utter a chilling scream, the albatrosses each 

extend their wings to show off the full 12-foot span, facing off while continuing to jockey for 

position. They touch beaks, throw their heads back again and scream. For a long while they 

will dance with several partners, but gradually — it can take years to pick the right partner — 

they will find a particular favorite [11].  

Together those two continue to refine their steps, until, having "spent so much time dancing 

with that specific bird that pair's sequence of moves is as unique as a lover's fingerprint." Now 

they are ready to mate. it has taken 15 years to decide on a partner, but having decided, 

albatrosses don't switch. "It will generally stick faithfully with its mate until one of them dies, 

which might not be for another fifty years." This is not true of most birds. In 1996, Jeffrey 

Black compiled a table of bird divorce rates for his book, Partnership In Birds. He collected 

data on 100 or so different species, all of which form long-term partnerships. "Slam-bang, 

thank-you ma'am" hookup types weren't included. Then he looked to see how often these birds 

break up before either one dies. Flamingos, it turns out, are embarrassing. They break up 99 

percent of the time. The divorce rate for piping plovers is 67 percent. Ducks do better than 

humans. Human marriages (American ones) fail at a rate of roughly 40 percent (which is about 

equal to Nazca boobies). Mallard marriages are 91 percent successful. The big shock was 

swans. Everybody, ornithologists included, figured swans would be at the top of the Most 

Faithful list. But they're not.  

CONCLUSION 

In conclusion, we have identified mortality charge, the degree of mutual ornamentation, sexual 

dichromatic, coloniality, and continuous partnership as crucial determinants of divorce fee. 

Collectively, they are able to give an explanation for a good sized amount of version within the 

facts. Concerning the 2nd query that we raised in the ultimate paragraph of “creation”, what is 

the distribution of divorce price among chicken species? we observed that the divorce rate is 

beneath 10% for a pretty high share of species, with a universal distribution that is roughly 

http://books.google.com/books?id=tlHVc42WnOsC&pg=PA355&lpg=PA355&dq=Jeffrey+Black+bird+divorce+100&source=bl&ots=wk2aBI924W&sig=ecZFdr6Ff3l_0xuoskKT52V2pcc&hl=en&sa=X&ei=HNFTU-O7JqfhsAT4uICABwalse
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC2275186/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC2275186/
http://people.eku.edu/ritchisong/birddivorce.html
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exponential except for a disproportionate wide variety of species wherein pair individuals 

mechanically divorce every other (i.e., divorce charge close to a hundred%). observe, but, that 

those effects are in all likelihood biased by means of the pattern of species blanketed in this 

look at: For maximum species, divorce price is unknown, so they are not protected here. 

Recognize the 0.33 question requested in the “creation” (Do taxonomic companies vary in 

divorce price?) We located that Passeriformes (waterfowl) have an exceedingly low divorce 

fee. But, Passeriformes are not a real outlier in this dataset because their low divorce quotes 

are in keeping with the predictions while the typical tendencies of this institution are taken into 

consideration. They have got a lower mortality fee, decreased diploma of mutual ornamentation 

and coloniality, and greater continuous partnerships than individuals of other orders. these 

kinds of expect them to have low divorce prices. 
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