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Abstract 

Previous studies on Rensch's rule showed tests in the Diplopoda. These produced correct results of hypo-allometry however 
they were somewhat misinterpreted. The original corroboration of the rule appeared to be incorrect. 
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Introduction 

Rensch's rule states that sexual size dimorphism (SSD) 
decreases with body size when females are larger [1]. This 
rule has implications for the outcome of mating events 
and has been tested in the Diplopoda with the correct 
interpretation of the results [2-8]. The correct interpretation 
of the rule for Diplopoda is indeed the converse which shows 
SSD increases with body size. The gradients (m) in the first 
two allometric equations (Centrobolus and Sphaerotherium) 
are positive [1,6]. Covariates of SSD may include the allometry 
of gonopods and size-based post-insemination associations 
[2,3,7].

Conclusion

The converse of Rensch's rule is corroborated while the 
rule may probably be rejected here.
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