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I first heard of sexual market value or SMV when I started reading Rollo Tomassi. It figures prominently
in his books “The Rational Male” and “The Rational Male: Preventative medicine”. In short, the theory is
that women and men peak differently in regards to their value on the sexual market. While women are
primarily valued based on beauty and fertility, their rise and decline is rapid, with a peak at 25. Where as
the rise of the male is slower, yet declines more slowly. As illustrated by the following graph:
SMV Curve from Therationamale.com
As you can see, the male starts out much lower value, but at approximately 30 years old the SMV values
intersect and the male’s value increases to beyond that of the female.
The impetus for writing this article came from a criticism of the curve that I found on hookingupsmart [2]
. The criticism presents a range of arguments, and I will address them in correct order.
The first one draws from a study of 3000 Canadians of all ages and concludes:
Participants with stronger fears about being single were more likely to stay in relationships they were
unhappy with – and more likely to date people who weren’t good for them, the researchers concluded in a
paper published in the Journal of Personality and Social Psychology. [3]
The first challenge with this data is the sample size. A sample of 3000 people is hardly a representative
sample of the population the SMV is attempting to address of 7 billion people.
Secondly, it is a circular argument. People who fear being single are more likely to settle in order to not to
be single. This is the equivalent of saying “People who fear flying, are more likely to avoid flying”
Thirdly, likelihood to settle doesn’t play into the alpha fux, beta bux, dynamic in the expected way, since
a beta male is just as likely to settle as the female. So it is to be expected that both genders would be
roughly equal to settle. Beta males who are deprived of female “attention” over-invest in single females,
and are especially prone to settling down too soon. Females at least tend to ride the carousel for a while in
their 20s, the beta male is more likely to be serially monogamous through his twenties, only to marry in
his late 20s and early 30s.
“People doing statistics badly”
The author also cites another blogger by the name of “Midnight in the Garden of Epsilon and Delta” who
makes a few arguments as well. [4]
1. This graph is entirely subjective speculation sans any sort of data. This is a fact pointed out by a
variety of people.
Yes and no. There are a lot of sources out there for male and female fertility, and most of them agree that
by age 35 the fertility of the human female falls drastically up until the age of 45 where there is a 50 –
80% chance that no live birth will take place. [5,6] The fertility of the human male on the other hand
declines much more slowly. [7]
The subjective aspect comes in the form of other variables that are not stated in the construction of the
graph. For instance, “Beauty” will always be a subjective variable.
In an appeal to logic, there is no problem to argue that in a market place of mating, that fertility will
undoubtedly play a major part of a person’s value, and as male fertility declines slower, this will naturally
cause male values to decline slower. If we use the variables of physical beauty for females and wealth for
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men, beauty tend to depreciate where wealth accumulates.
The second argument made is:
2) No axis labels. Petty but true.
I always love when the second argument against numbers is their formatting. Moving on.
3) For a graph that is supposedly an average over time, there should be a non-zero value (including for
women) out to at least the average life expectancy. Which, last time I checked, was around 78.
I actually somewhat agree with this argument. Even though, the subject of the graph is sexual market
value, and the argument could be made that the entry time into the sexual market place is once a woman
has menarche and a man can produce ejaculate that can impregnate said woman. A value prior to this,
would be a “projected sexual market value“. Another argument could be made that once someone can no
longer become pregnant or impregnate, their value goes to zero.
4) What are the units of sexual value and how is it computed? It strikes me that averaging preferences is
closely related to at least some of the literature on what we in the US would call alternative voting
schemes, in particular preference voting. The OkCupid data from further down seems like the closest to
sort of preference vote data which would seem applicable. As Mrs. Walsh points out, the data doesn’t
support the model.
Here is the OKcupid graph:
Graph from Okcupid
This graph does support parts of the graph posted at rationalmale.com. It does support that women “peak”
earlier than men, and that the decline of women is more rapid than that of men. The start of the decline
seem to match up quite closely, in both graphs. Around 26 years of age, the lines cross and men are
dominant until the line ends at 48.
As the graph stands, it does support Mr. Tomassi’s graph for women, it fails to do so for men. If the claim
that men peak in SMV at the tender age of 35, then it follows that the highest portion of OKcupid users
should be interested in a man aged around 35, not a man aged 27.
There are 3 potential reasons for this:
A) OkCupid is not representative of the general population.
I tried to do some research on this but despite all the stats available, I struggled with finding any user
demographics except this chart:
OKCupid user distribution
If we look at the demographic, it lines up very nicely with the other graph of attractiveness rating. Like
being interested in like. Or arguably, a large part of the male pool interested in a small part of the female
pool (20 – 24) and a large part of the female pool interested in men 22 – 26. Another interesting
observation is that most of the user base is aged 22 – 26.
When we compare this to the latest data I could find on the U.S population the two are very different.
U.S population pyramid.
This means that the market Mr. Tomassi is referring to, is a very different market demographically
speaking than the market used in the criticisms. From a marketing perspective, demographics are vitally
important. The reason for the SMV peak of men at 35, rather than 26 in the original SMV chart is that a
male aged approximately 35 appeals to a very wide market segment. From a “buyer” perspective, he is
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also a sell-able piece of merchandise in that segment.
My take on the topic
The curve from therationalmale.com is a curve that shows market value. Market value can be translated
into 2 variables: Supply and Demand. Approaching the variables using pure logic, and supply & demand
theory would indicate that:
A) Females experience a curve that sharply increases between ages 15 and 23 and then declines. This
indicates that from ages 15 to 23, there is a shift in either supply (the supply becomes smaller) or demand
(demand becomes higher) or both.
Mathematically the increase for females is as follows:
15 – 23; 5; 10; 100%
B) Males experience a curve that rises both slower, but also in a different manner. The male curve rises
sharply from age 15 to 25, then rises at a slower rate until age 30, and then increases rapidly to age 37,
when it begins to decline at an even, but somewhat slower rate than that of females. This indicates that
reduction in supply or increases in demand happen at intermittent times (15 – 23, 30 – 37).
Mathematically the increase is as follows for men:
15 – 23; 1 – 3.8; 280%
24 – 30; 3.8 – 5; 31.58%
31 – 37; 5 – 10; 100%
The comparison between the two is that the female rise to SMV max is done in 8 years and is a 12.5%
increase per year during those years. Male SMV rises in periods over 22 years with an annual increase of
39.13% per year.
The rise from the middle (SMV 5) to the peak (SMV 10) is identical between both genders, being an
increase of 14.29% over a span of 6 years.
I’m tempted to ascribe the problems with the increases in the mathematics because the author omitted the
rise in female SMV from 1 – 5, and starts females off with an SMV of 5 at age 15 vs a male SMV of 1 at
age 15.
I also took into account the point from the blogger, and decided that the lowest SMV any gender can have
is 1.
If we look at the decline, females decline from 10 to 0 at 60.
Males decline from 10 to 1 at age 70.
Thus the female decline is done in the span of 37 years at a rate of 2.43% per year.
The male decline is done in the span of 33 years at a rate of 2.73% Thus males actually decline in value
from the peak at a faster rate than females do.
So, based on these numbers I made a new graph:
Full SMV graph
As you can see the graphs do line up, however males are delayed in roughly 15 years compared to
females. The female SMV correlates with female fertility by age [5, 6] and the male SMV correlates with
when a man in a modern life should be reaching achievement milestones.
If we look up age disparity in marriage [7] in the US (similar patterns exist in Australia [9] and the UK
[10]
www.TheRedArchive.com

Page 3 of 5

33.2% of marriages are where husband and wife are both within 1 year of each other.
33.7% of marriages the husband is 2 – 5 years older than his wife.
9.8% of marriages have the wife 2 – 5 years older than the husband.
The average age of a first marriage in the US is 29 for men, 27 for women [11] in the UK it’s 33 for men,
30 for women [12]. Is it coincidental that the countries where the proposed hypergamy and CC are
allowed to run the most free, the average marriage takes place right around the time where the male SMV
is about to eclipse the female SMV?
From a male perspective his ideal mate based on fertility alone should be between 20 and 24 years old,
definitely no older than 32. In order to take advantage of max SMV, the male should be in his mid to late
30s. However, the question is that if females ride the carousel during their prime years, wouldn’t a male
be best advised to take advantage of his peak SMV in the same manner?
If this was actually done, a male from 35 – 37 would marry a woman 15 years his junior, but this only
makes up 6.4% of marriages.
If we approach it from a market perspective, the female is quickly dropping in demand, while supply is
increasing of marriage ready women in their late 20s and early 30s, at the same time a new supply of
young women at or near their SMV peak.
Whereas for men, the supply of eligible bachelors with no severe financial or emotional baggage is
rapidly decreasing, at the same time as demand is going up not only from the women who after their “fun
years” in their twenties are getting ready to get married and have a family. But also from a new supply of
young women who are ready to have their fun with an older man.
However, the men of the same age as the female have yet to come into their peak SMV, and are coming
off the female’s peak in SMV, where they have observed and lived the female in high demand, and their
own low demand and are thus seduced by the shift.
Think of it like buying an Iphone, lets say an Iphone 19 costs $500. You buy the phone not knowing that
a new model is coming out that will then cost $500, and that the model you purchased will be reduced to
$350. In this case, you either paid $150 too much for the old model, or you could have gotten a new and
better model for the same money.

A note:
I recently launched a Patreon page where I will be posting additional content every month for those who
support me and I will do a Google Hangout for the highest tier Patrons (limited to 10 people).
I’ve also had some requests for consults, which I’ve declined up until now, but due to demand I’ve
chosen to open up for doing some consults on request. For details please check out my Consulting and
Patreon Page
As always you can buy my book Gendernomics at Amazon.com as both paperback and Kindle
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