Two temporal scales of reproductive synchrony
affect the mating opportunity of long-lived perennials
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* Variation in flowering phenology causes differences in
reproductive success (lson et al. 2014)

* |ndividuals’ lifetime number of potential mating
interactions is correlated with time spent flowering
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2000-  Lifetime frequency and duration of reproduction

influence an individual’s quantity of mating
opportunities more than either inter- or intra-annual
reproductive timing
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