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Earlier sexual debut predicts 
higher (not lower) levels of father 
care measured across 12 weeks: 
an experience sampling study
Randy Corpuz *, Daria A. Kotov  and Rylei L. Donovan 

Department of Psychology, University of Massachusetts Boston, Boston, MA, United States

Across the lifespan, males negotiate the tradeoff between current and future 
reproduction. From a life history theory (LHT) perspective, resources invested 
into earlier reproduction pose a cost to later reproduction. The age of sexual 
debut is a commonplace measure of sexual maturation. However, in males, 
thorarche (age of first ejaculation) and years from thorarche to age of first 
reproduction both represent milestones related to reproductive timing. A 
fundamental prediction from LHT is that earlier sexual maturation—a “quantity” 
strategy—predicts decreased levels of care per offspring. In the current study, 
we  test this straightforward relationship looking specifically at a father’s 
investment of time. In a sample of first-time fathers, we measured the amount of 
time spent with their 9-to-12-month infants longitudinally using an experience 
sampling method (ESM)—an ecologically valid method of collecting self-report 
data on fathers’ use of time Fathers contributed data on their time allocation 
across a 12-week period. They reported on ages of sexual debut, thorarche, 
and the years between thorarche and first reproduction (i.e., current age) was 
calculated. Only age of sexual debut had a relationship with time allocated 
toward infants. Importantly however, this effect was in a direction opposite of 
our LHT derived hypothesis. Males with earlier sexual debut spent more time 
with their infants. Discussion focuses on the potential contributions to this 
finding and limitations related to small effect size, methods and measurement, 
and sample demographics.
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Introduction

Life history theory (LHT) provides a theoretical foundation from which to explore 
variability in parental allocation of resources—such as time—to offspring. Allocating finite 
resources to growth, survival, and reproduction requires managing tradeoffs across the 
lifespan. A critical LH tradeoff is that between current and future reproduction. Resources 
invested into reproducing earlier will come at a cost to those same resources later in life 
(Charnov and Berrigan, 1993; Stearns, 2000; Roff, 2012). Sexual developmental milestones— 
thorarche (i.e., first ejaculate), sexual debut, age of first reproduction—and how the timing 
of these milestones influence downstream parental investment strategies (and are related to 
one another) has been a central focus of LHT. Despite variability within and between cultures 
regarding the timing of reproduction (see Kushal et al., 2022), a disproportionate amount of 
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research on the timing of sexual development (e.g., first 
menstruation- “menarche”) and parental investment (e.g., time in 
care) has been with females.

Among human males, less is known about the relationship 
between a father’s own timing of sexual developmental milestones 
and levels of paternal care as an adult. In general (and across 
species), males are expected to be the “faster” sex—a consequence 
of the asymmetries in the costs of reproduction (i.e., male gametes 
are abundant across the lifespan while the quantity of female ova 
are heavily constrained; Trivers, 1974). Despite general agreement 
that human males are relatively more likely to pursue quantity over 
quality strategies (see Salmon, 2016 for review), there remains 
considerable variability within males as to the levels of care provided 
to offspring (Corpuz, 2021) that may potentially be accounted for 
by the timing of one’s sexual development. Contemporary LHT (as 
applied to humans) positions reproductive strategies along a “slow” 
to “fast” continuum. Slow strategists are characterized by increased 
parental investment per child. These parents can afford to and invest 
more resources in each individual offspring (“quality”). On the 
other hand, parents demonstrating a fast strategy reproduce early 
and often—reducing investment in each individual offspring in 
favor of investing resources toward a higher number of offspring 
(“quantity”). These fast strategists are expected to, on average, reach 
sexual maturation earlier (i.e., female menarche) and invest 
relatively less in each individual offspring as part of a “quantity over 
quality” strategy (Del Giudice, 2009; Ellis et al., 2009; Del Giudice 
and Belsky, 2011; Belsky et al., 2012; de Baca and Ellis, 2017). In 
fathers, studying the “clustering” of decreased care with earlier 
sexual development is more nuanced as there is less consensus on 
which male sexual developmental milestone is most relevant to 
theory and/or comparable to the commonly utilized age of 
menarche in females.

Human fathers

The utility of LHT when considering variability in age of sexual 
debut is highlighted in recent reviews (see de Baca and Ellis, 2017; 
Szepsenwol and Simpson, 2019). As mentioned above, sexual debut 
can sometimes be used as a proxy of an individual’s life history 
strategy with an earlier sexual debut being indicative of a fast 
strategy (Sarma et al., 2018; Aronoff and DeCaro, 2019; Brown and 
Sear, 2021).

As mentioned above, the onset of menarche in females is a 
conspicuous signal of sexual maturation (Ellis and Essex, 2007). 
When assessing pubertal timing for males however, first ejaculation 
(including nocturnal emission/wet-dreams)—known as 
“thorarche”-is sometimes treated as analogous to onset of female 
menarche in medical disciplines (Thomas-Cottingham, 2010; 
Lilienfeld et al., 2014; Diamond et al., 2015). However, this remains 
contentious in the literature there as well (Chad, 2020). Self-
reported age of sexual debut is also used to measure sexual 
development and maturation among males across disciplines due 
to the increased retrospective salience of this developmental 
milestone for males (Cavazos-Rehg et  al., 2009). There is little 
reason to predict that paternal care’s inverse relationship with age 
of sexual maturation differs across measures—e.g., correlations 

among thorarche and sexual debut are moderately correlated 
(Downing and Bellis, 2009).

In humans, there are several classic LH-related studies that 
demonstrate a relationship between LH strategies and parenting 
quality-quantity tradeoff. Harsh and/or challenging environments 
can influence adult investment in children (Draper and 
Harpending, 1982; Belsky et al., 1991; Ellis and Essex, 2007; Ellis 
et al., 2009; Meaney and Szyf, 2022; for intergenerational tradeoffs 
in rodents). Quality of paternal care can be assessed as direct or 
indirect care (Kleiman and Malcolm, 1981; Boyette et al., 2019) 
and faster life history trajectories are associated with decreased 
levels of both (Brown and Sear, 2021). Some evidence of this “early 
calibration” has also been found in neuroendocrine research on 
fathers (Corpuz and Bugental, 2020) and their levels of direct 
paternal care (Sarma et al., 2018). As with other bodies of work, 
there is no consensus on how to measure the age that a male 
reaches sexual maturity.

Overview

In the current study with first-time fathers in the postnatal period, 
we expand research specific to the relationship between (a) earlier 
sexual maturation and (b) lower levels of paternal care. As an 
exploratory component of this work, we evaluate this relationship 
using three candidate self-report measures of sexual maturation — age 
of thorarche, sexual debut, and time between age of thorarche and first 
reproduction. We expect all three measures of sexual maturation to 
be  positively correlated with one another and for each to predict 
portions of the variability measured in the paternal investment of 
time. In moving beyond a single measurement of the timing of sexual 
maturation, we hope to potentially uncover nuanced relationships 
among LH-related milestones related to reproductive behavior (i.e., 
direct paternal care).

Methods

Overview and study design

This data is part of a longitudinal study on maternal and 
paternal postpartum health outcomes. Our research team 
conducted three home visits scheduled across a one-year period 
(starting in the third trimester). Data collection (experience 
sampling method; ESM) on paternal time allocation was initiated 
at the third home visit (10-month postnatal visit; M = 289.85 days, 
SD = 24.95 days) and continued through the following 3 months 
(see below). In the current study, only data from this period was 
used. Predictions and a priori analyses will focus on fathers—their 
own sexual development and their father-infant interactions over a 
12 weeks period.

All materials and procedures were reviewed and approved by the 
University’s Institutional Review Board (IRB). During each home visit, 
consent forms were explained and signed by participants, and fathers 
subsequently completed a battery of written surveys. During the final 
visit, fathers were trained on the experience sampling method (ESM) 
using their personal device.
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Participants

For the current study, n = 194 fathers were enrolled at the 
beginning of data collection and received ESM training.1 Fathers were 
recruited from multiple sources:hospital birthing or community 
lactation classes (62.7% %), midwife referrals (15.7%), social media 
ads (13.6%), or community “Baby Basics” class (2.2%). The remaining 
6% of the sample did not report a recruitment source. All participants 
were residing in Southern California (United States) at the time of 
data collection.

The average age of fathers in this study was M = 32.9, SD = 5.4, 
84.1% of this sample was married to their child’s mother (at 
intake) and 77.4% of these fathers held at least a college degree. 
The median income of this sample2 was $50,000–$75,000. Fathers 
self-reported their race/ethnicity as White (70.6%), Latino/
Hispanic (12%), Asian American (5.2%), Black/African American 
(1.7%), Native American (1.3%), multiracial (2.6%), and other 
(3.9%). All data were collected between 2014 and 2017. No 
differences were observed in study variables due to marital status 
(p = 0.79), household income (p = 0.61), or self-reported ethnicity 
(p = 0.68).

Materials

Sexual maturation
Fathers self-reported (1) their recalled age of thorarche 

(including nocturnal emission) (“How old were you when you had 
your first ejaculate”) (this can include a “wet dream”) (2) age of first 
sexual intercourse (“How old were you  when you  lost your 
virginity?”). They were provided with a space to include age in years 
and months for both items. Using this data, we also computed the 
(3) time between3 age at first reproduction (i.e., current age) and 
thorarche. Our initial data analysis plan included using all three 
variables as manifest indicators on a single latent variable labeled 
“sexual maturation.”

Time invested in direct care
As a measure of paternal care, we measured the time that fathers 

spent interacting with their infant. We  employed an Experience 

1 Of the 194 trained to use the ESM, 181 supplied complete time allocation 

data. Participants were coded as complete or incomplete and both groups 

were compared on all study variables. There were no differences between 

groups on any demographic variables (all ps > 0.66) or variables related to the 

predictor or outcome in this study (ps > 0.71). Overall, missingness was moderate 

(Little and Rubin, 2019). Models were fitted using full information maximum 

likelihood (FIML) estimator.

2 When asked to provide specific detail on annual income (i.e., non-bracketed) 

at a subsequent data collection visit, the median income of a subsample of 

participants (n = 141) in this study was $69,992. It was not possible to recover 

this data from the full initial sample.

3 We did not use “age of first reproduction” on its own as data collected from 

all males in this study occurred directly after their first reproduction (i.e., current 

age and age of first reproduction would be identical and would not capture 

the processes we are interested in this study as these relationships would 

merely measure the influence of paternal age on care).

Sampling Method (ESM) that used sending/receiving text messages 
(Csikszentmihalyi and LeFevre, 1989; Hektner et al., 2007). ESM is 
useful when data related to participant activity is needed immediately 
and the potential for retrospective bias is high (Alliger and 
Williams, 1993).

Fathers were told that researchers were interested in how new 
fathers were spending their time on “non-working” days. Each 
father was asked to list the days of the week that they have “off 
from work” during a typical week.4 Texting days were scheduled 
to occur on a non-working day once every 2 weeks. There were 
six total texting days following the 10-month home visit. 
Participants were texted at eight (randomly selected with a 
minimum of 30 min between texts) times between 8:00 am and 
6:00 pm on each of these six non-working days. Participants were 
told that replies messages had to be  within 30 min of receipt. 
They were asked: “Whom were you actively interacting with at the 
time you  received this text? A-Alone; B-baby; C-partner; 
D-relative; E-friend/neighbor/similar; F-other, please specify.5” 
“Actively interacting” was operationalized during home visits as 
“an exchange between you and anyone listed that involves some 
sort of communication, which can be verbal, but also through 
physical contact, eye contact, or engaging in an activity together.” 
Participants were told that they could select several options at any 
time. This protocol was designed in accordance with 
recommendations in an ESM guidebook (Hektner et al., 2007).

We considered a participant fully compliant if — on each 
individual day, over the course of the six-day ESM campaign — they 
responded with the requisite minimum of six out of eight (intelligible, 
i.e., valid characters) replies within 30 min of receipt. The compliance 
rate of 91% was universally high and similar to rates found in other 
ESM studies (Csikszentmihalyi, 2011).

Results

All analyses were run using SPSS (v. 27) and AMOS (v. 27). The 
longitudinal nature of ESM measures allows for the construction of a 
latent growth curve model for paternal care across collection periods 
(Kline, 2015). The unit of measurement for this variable is the 
proportion of instances that a father reported interacting with his baby 
over the total number of replies for that day (Beaulieu and 
Bugental, 2008).

4 A small subset (<10%) of fathers required more individualized scheduling 

of texting days. They self-reported not being employed, having zero days off 

during a typical week, or reported having “variable” days off during a typical 

week. These fathers were contacted on a bi-weekly basis (via email or phone) 

to ask which days they anticipated having “more time away from work-related 

obligations than other days during the upcoming week.”

5 On each texting day during the study period, 2–3 research assistants 

would monitor incoming replies from participants in real time to clarify 

ambiguous replies directly with the participant. The most common issue 

that arose was participants responding with “other” without specifying what 

“other” entailed. These issues were resolved in real time and prior to 

data entry.
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TABLE 2 Correlations, means, and standard deviations for indicators for the initially proposed “sexual maturation.”

V1 V2 V3

V1 1.00

V2 0.354*** 1.00

V3 −0.266*** −0.212** 1.00

Mean (age years) 12.79 17.94 20.46

SD 1.65 3.38 5.64

N = 194. V = variable. (V1) thorarche; (V2) sexual debut and (V3) time between age at first reproduction (i.e., current age) and thorarche. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001.

Latent variable for paternal care

We built a latent growth curve (LGC) model that captured data from 
all 6 days of sampling. LGC models—using a structural equation 
framework—model the trajectory of time structured, repeated measures. 
The technique accounts for the non-independence of scores from the 
same participant and includes explicit options for specifying the data 
derived shape of trajectory (Bauer and Curran, 2003). Texting days were 
modeled as indicators of the intercept and slope of this growth curve 
model. The mean intercept value for paternal care GCM is η0 = 0.62 
(SE = 0.017, p < 0.001) indicated that the average reported time fathers 
were interacting with infants was roughly 60% of the times they were 
texted as a baseline. The variance for the paternal care GCM was var. 
(η0) = 0.02 (SE = 0.006; p < 0.001) which indicated substantial variability 
about this mean level of time that fathers spent with infants at baseline.

The mean slope value for the paternal care GCM is η1 = −0.01 
(SE = 0.026, p = 0.65)—indicating that the average change across the 
measurement period was essentially zero (“flat”). The variance 
estimates for the paternal care GCM slope factor, var. (η1) = 0.03 
(SE = 0.014, p = 0.02), revealed minimal individual variation among 
the slope across participants. The intercept and slope factors were not 
related (cov (η1, η0) = −0.01, SE = 0.008, p = 0.35). Taken together, 
we removed the slope growth factor (η1) to transform this latent 
variable into a more parsimonious “intercept-only” model (Bauer and 
Curran, 2003). All six manifest items (i.e., days) loaded sufficiently 
onto the remaining latent intercept for paternal care (all ps < 0.001).

Latent variable for sexual maturation

Initially, we attempted to construct a latent variable for “sexual 
maturation” using the following three indicators: age of thorarche, age 
of sexual debut, and the amount of time between age at first 
reproduction (i.e., current age) and thorarche. As an initial step, 
we  constructed a latent variable for sexual maturation using the 
following three indicators: (1) thorarche (M = 12.79, SD = 1.65 years); 

(2) sexual debut (M = 17.94, SD = 3.38 years); and (3) time between age 
at first reproduction (i.e., current age) and thorarche (M = 20.46, 
SD = 5.64 years).

Thorarche and sexual debut loaded onto latent sexual maturation 
well (ps < 0.01; Table  1). However, in this sample, males who 
experienced earlier ages of thorarche (r = −0.27, p < 0.001) and earlier 
ages of sexual debut (r = −0.21, p < 0.01) had a longer delay between 
sexual maturation and age of first reproduction (see latent indicator 
correlations in Table 2).

Modeling a latent variable using raw data with an one indicator 
loading in the opposite direction of two others is permissible. However, 
interpretation of findings becomes difficult, and the broader 
implications of this unexpected result would be obscured. As a result, 
we moved away from creating a latent variable for sexual maturation. 
We  also decided against building three separate models for each 
indicator and, instead, included all three predictors simultaneously 
(covarying with one another) to predict the latent variable constructed 
for paternal care The resulting analysis (Figure 1) more closely resembles 
our goal of identifying the unique and shared variance in paternal time 
allocation accounted for by measures of sexual development.

Covariates

Other variables related to time allocation (as a whole) may 
be related to a father’s allocation of time during off days across the 
collection period. While fathers were responding to ESM messages on 
their self-reported days off, it is possible that the amount of time they 
spend at work during the week may influence the amount of time they 
spend with their infants on off days. It is also possible that fathers 
might spend more (or less) time with infants during their off days 
depending on how much their partners (mothers) work outside of the 
house. Using three categories for employment (fulltime, parttime, 
unemployed), we  did not find a relationship between mother 
employment (p = 0.41) nor father employment, (p = 0.90) and paternal 
time allocation on days off.

TABLE 1 Parameter estimates and critical ratios for the initially proposed latent variable “sexual maturation.”

Parameters Unstd. SE CR p Std.

Sexual maturation loadings

V1 1.00 nt nt nt 0.67

V2 1.53 0.57 2.67 *** 0.53

V3 −2.08 0.09 −2.70 ** −0.40

“nt” = not tested (parameter fixed to set scale for latent indicators); (V1) thorarche; (V2) sexual debut and (V3) time between age at first reproduction (i.e., current age) and thorarche. *p < 0.05, 
**p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001.
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Post-hoc power analysis

A post hoc power analysis of the above model was conducted 
using Soper (2023) SEM sample size calculator. Using a conservative 
anticipated effect size (0.10), 0.8 power, one proposed latent variable 
(paternal care) and three observed variables (sexual development), 
the recommended sample size was n = 200 fathers. The 
recommended minimum sample size to detect an effect was n = 87 
at the 0.05 level.

Hypothesis testing

The paternal time allocation latent variable was extended to add 
simultaneous (covarying) predictors: (1) age of thorarche or “wet 
dream” (nocturnal emission); (2) first sexual intercourse; (3) time 
between age at first reproduction and thorarche. Parameter 
estimates for this final model appear in Table 3. The final model 
(Figure  1) utilized in this analysis fits the data adequately 
[(χ2(24) = 33.66, p = 0.09); CFI = 0.990, RMSEA = 0.049 (90% 
CI = 0.00–0.08)].

In this model, (a) fathers’ age of thorarche was not related to the 
amount of time spent with infants during the 12-week collection 

period (β = −0.09, p = 0.38). The same null effect is evident when 
looking at the (b) the amount of time between a father’s thorarche and 
first reproduction (β = −0.07, p = 0.46). However, a father’s age of 
sexual debut predicted some variance in paternal time allocation. (c) 
Contrary to our predictions however, fathers who experienced sexual 
debut at earlier ages spent more time with their infants (β = −0.19, 
p = 0.07). While not statistically significant, this correlation is in a 
direction opposite of our prediction.

Discussion

In this U.S. sample of first-time fathers, the results of our analyses 
revealed a relationship between age of sexual maturation and levels of 
paternal investment of time. However, this small effect was in the 
opposite direction of predictions, and only existed for one of our three 
measures of sexual maturation: age of sexual debut. Fathers who had 
an earlier sexual debut invested more time in care for their infants 
(measured using ESM). Neither the age of thorarche nor the number 
of years between thorarche and first reproduction could account for 
any remaining variability in the amount of time fathers spent with 
their infants. In addition to this main finding, we found that fathers 
who experienced early thorarche were indeed younger at sexual debut 
(putatively “fast” strategists), but these males waited longer to produce 
offspring after thorarche.

Earlier sexual debut and increased care

Of the three measures of sexual maturation explored in this paper, 
only sexual debut—perhaps most routinely used among recent LH 
work—predicting paternal care is unsurprising. However, in this 
sample, fathers who had earlier ages of sexual debut invested more 
(not less) in the care of their children. There are a handful of papers 
on the costs of reproduction and tradeoffs where findings are 
inconsistent with or inconclusive to other findings on the timing of 
reproduction (Penn and Smith, 2007; Sear, 2007; Lawson and 
Borgerhoff Mulder, 2016; Nolin and Ziker, 2016; Gurven et al., 2017). 
In the current sample, we  will speculate on two separate, but 
complementary contributions to this effect. We  reiterate the 
speculative nature of our discussion; our data cannot fully address the 
possibilities below but contextualizing our findings in the broader LH 
literature may be of interest to ongoing work on LH theory as applied 
to male reproduction.

FIGURE 1

Three measures of sexual maturation (covaried) simultaneously 
predict the latent variable for time caring for infants as measured 
using an experience sampling method (ESM). Model fit: 
[(χ2(24) = 33.66, p = 0.09); CFI = 0.990, RMSEA = 0.049 (90% CI = 0.00–
0.08)].

TABLE 3 Parameter estimates for final model.

Predictors of latent paternal care Unstd. SE CR p Std.

Age of thorarche → −0.006 0.007 −0.884 0.377 −0.089

Age of sexual debut → −0.007 0.004 −1.847 0.065 −0.192

Years between thorarche and first reproduction → −0.001 0.002 −0.74 0.459 −0.071

Covariance

Thorarche <– –> Debut 1.797 0.412 4.367 *** 0.351

Years between thorarche and first reproduction <– –> sexual debut −3.708 1.376 −2.695 ** −0.21

Years between thorarche and first reproduction <– –> thorarche −2.435 0.714 −3.412 *** −0.266

Measures of sexual maturation simultaneously predicting the intercept-only “paternal care” latent variable. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001.
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Resource abundance

The fathers in this correlational study were, on average: well-
nourished, well-developed, visibly healthy, and inhabited WEIRD 
(Western, Educated, Industrialized, Rich and Democratic; Henrich 
et al., 2010) environments (see Limitations below). One possibility 
is that tradeoffs in such plush conditions differ as the cost/benefits 
of “trading off ” are fundamentally different. Van Noordwijk and De 
Jong (1986) coined the term “big car-big house problem” (see also 
Sear, 2020). Assumptions underlying LH tradeoffs include that 
resources in the environment are scarce. In environments where 
resources are readily available, however, parents face a different 
tradeoff: diminishing returns on investing in quality over quantity. 
In high resource environments, parents can “afford” to take more 
risk and devote resources to fitness in a pattern that differs from 
that in challenging environments. The risks of buying a “big car” 
and a “big house” are mitigated by the higher quantity of resources 
available to pursue both.

As one example, Bugental and Beaulieu (2003) and Beaulieu 
and Bugental (2008) found that parents took greater risks in 
investing more (not less) in higher-risk (low phenotypic quality) 
children when parents had high resources—a finding counter to 
parental investment in most non-humans (see Davis et al., 1999 for 
computer simulations with birds). As with this work which revealed 
a layer of nuance to parental investment predictions, it may be the 
case that strategies tied to earlier sexual debut unfold in a different 
way than predicted in LH theory when considering the relative 
costs and risks in higher-resourced environments. Recently, 
Richardson et  al. (2020) found evidence that the relationship 
between earlier sexual debut and other indicators of a fast LH 
strategy (e.g., age of first reproduction) differed in higher income 
individuals (see also Wells et al., 2019) partially supporting the idea 
that as costs/benefits change, strategies managing reproductive 
tradeoffs may demonstrate more flexibility.

In the current study, those with earlier sexual debut (putatively, 
a quantity strategy) pursued the risky strategy of increasing parental 
care per offspring (quality strategy) under conditions where trading 
off one for the other is less necessary. It may be that earlier sexual 
debut (“fast”) males are more sensitive and responsive to changes 
in resource availability than those males on a “slower” trajectory. 
The level of care that males with earlier sexual debut invest may 
be  more facultative than males with later sexual debut who’s 
investment strategies are more stable across one’s reproductive 
window (i.e., interaction). The idea of revising LH predictions to 
include additional interacting axes of variation (e.g., an axis on the 
timing of reproductive events and a separate, related axis of quantity 
vs. quality tradeoffs) is an important one (Bielby et  al., 2007). 
However, employing this rationale for the current small effect is 
purely speculation as more research is needed that can identify 
these proposed interactions.

Mating effort

Across taxa, separating parental investment and mating effort 
is difficult as much of parental effort can also be categorized as 
mating effort (Smuts, 1992). In biparental species, males that 

provision offspring will also benefit the offspring’s mother’s fitness. 
Females choose males who are able and willing to invest and, as a 
result, males advertise their ability to do so. What might appear to 
be parental investment also influences a male’s ability to attract, 
retain, and produce additional offspring (and/or reduce interbirth 
intervals). Across biparental species, males divide efforts uniquely 
based on resources available to them and the demands (e.g., 
pathogen load) of the local environment (see Gray and Anderson, 
2012). In humans, females often show some preference to mate with 
males who invest in offspring as has been well documented in 
research on humans (Buss and Shackelford, 2008; Kaplan and 
Gangestad, 2015).

In the current study, males who experienced their sexual debut 
earlier were those who spent more time with their children. While 
initially counterintuitive, if the observed increase in parenting effort 
is reconceptualized instead as an increase in mating effort, the 
implications of our findings change. Mating effort in much of the 
human LH literature has become synonymous with the pursuit, 
acquisition, and retention of mates with an inordinate focus on 
“short-term” mating, extrapair copulations, (in)stability of pair 
bonds, quantity of sexual partners, antagonistic romantic 
relationships (Gladden et al., 2009; Olderbak and Figueredo, 2009). 
Within this zeitigest, the statement “a male is engaging in high 
mating effort” may be more likely to elicit images of a male engaged 
in intra or intersexual competition than a male spending time 
caring for offspring. One can argue however that, in a biparental 
species like humans, increases in mating effort (attracting and 
retaining) in males should look more like the latter than the former. 
Most human reproduction occurs in the context of long-term 
relationships (Twenge et al., 2017). Human females can produce 
offspring in relatively quick succession with levels of paternal 
support contributing to the length of interbirth intervals (Szabó 
et al., 2017). Reducing paternal investment in offspring—in any 
scenario-is a risky wager. Paternal care can have a sizable positive 
influence on offspring outcomes (see Gray and Anderson, 2012), 
and present severe detriments to offspring development when 
wholly absent (see Sigle-Rushton and McLanahan, 2004). If 
increases in mating effort (“fast” strategy) are adaptive, this increase 
in mating effort may manifest as behaviors geared toward retaining 
and eliciting future reproduction with one’s current mate. This 
would be especially true for fathers in this study with primiparous 
mothers squarely in their reproductive window with highly 
neotenous offspring (10–12 months old) that can maximally benefit 
from paternal care. This line of thought may also be evident in the 
finding that earlier sexual debut was associated with waiting longer 
to reproduce. Earlier sexual debut males might be more “sensitive” 
to environmental conditions and can more readily modulate their 
chosen mating effort strategy. We speculate that a “fast” strategy—
depending on current conditions—might include earlier sexual 
debut accompanied with investing more in offspring to retain a 
fecund female and/or reduce her interbirth intervals while 
facilitating the survival of dependent offspring.

Again, we reiterate the speculative nature of this understanding 
of our findings. However, our results align with recent calls for a 
re-thinking of LH theory and increased precision of predictions 
specific to tradeoffs (see Sear, 2020 for expansive advocacy for 
these improvements).
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Limitations

This study and the current brief report has limitations and 
we  engage with two of these below. Readers are encouraged to 
interpret our small effect as only an initial result that awaits replication.

As mentioned above, a major limitation to this work is the 
demographic characteristics of the fathers in this sample. A large 
portion of fathers in this study were recruited from birthing courses 
that may already be  populated by “slow” strategist fathers 
demonstrating paternal care ahead of their child’s birth. Fathers were 
mostly well-educated, White, and married or living with their partner 
at the time of their infant’s birth. The median income of the fathers in 
this sample—roughly $69,000 (see Methods)—was well above the 
median U.S. income recorded during the census immediately 
preceding data collection ($50,046  in 2010).6 The relationship 
demonstrated in this paper may be constrained to only those families 
that are healthy, nourished, and in safe, high-resource environments. 
These “plush” conditions may be misaligned with (or absent from) the 
human ancestral past (Tooby and Cosmides, 1990). Thus, the finding 
in this brief report may be due purely to the mismatch between the 
mechanism responsible for managing tradeoffs and the input 
characteristics of a wholly novel (historically) resource-rich 
environment. The use of a homogeneous sample has some positives 
(Jager et al., 2017) — such as the inclusion of certain environmental 
variable controls (e.g., nutritional status). However, we urge caution 
as our findings cannot generalize across populations that are routinely 
studied in the LH literature (Sear, 2020).

Paternal care can be  categorized as direct and indirect care 
(Kleiman and Malcolm, 1981). In this study, we focused only on direct 
care and exclusively in the form of time spent with infants. This type 
of direct care is limited and cannot stand in as representative of direct 
care more broadly. For example, in our prior work (Corpuz et al., 
2021), we found that attenuated levels of testosterone across the first 
year of an infant’s life predicted spending more time with infants as 
compared to those with more pronounced increases in testosterone. 
However, it was these males with more pronounced surges in 
testosterone who were more invested in their infants during a fear-
inducing activity. In both examples, males are contributing direct care 
but through different behaviors.

Of the amount of time that males invest in daily components of 
their lives, only a small portion (1/4th on the high end of estimates) 
across-cultures is devoted to direct paternal care (see Gray and 
Anderson, 2012). In excluding the potential male investment that 
comes in the form of provisioning, protection, and one’s own status, 
our findings reveal only a small portion of paternal care behaviors. 
Our ESM measure of care neglects a facet of paternal investment 
central to the study of father-child interactions: the degree of the 
quality of care that males demonstrate with their children across 
development (Geary, 2000). Future designs should integrate measures 
of direct care (such as ESM), and additional methods that can capture 
the quality of care that might be unique to fathers (see Cabrera et al., 
2018). Additionally, our decision to focus only on days where fathers 
were off from paid labor limits our ability to consider the nuance of 
tradeoffs that fathers face in the allocation of time on a typical work 

6 https://data.census.gov

day. For example, fathers may adjust their amount of paid labor as a 
form of paternal investment (Gurven et al., 2009).

In addition to the limitations of how care was measured in this 
study, the timing of our data collection on paternal time invested (i.e., 
infancy) represents a limited window on father-child interactions. The 
father-child relationship may develop and function in substantively 
different ways across child development with a child’s age being related 
to the investment of time and financial resources (Flinn, 1992; 
Anderson et al., 1999; Geary, 2000). Future longitudinal work should 
consider extending data collection on paternal care across later 
developmental periods beyond the infant stage.

Conclusion

In this paper, we present a brief report of a finding that runs 
counter to our theory-derived prediction. Those first-time fathers 
in this study who experienced earlier sexual debut spent more 
(not less) time with their infants across a 12-week period. While 
not aligned with life history theory predictions specific to 
reproductive tradeoffs, the small effect in this study is an 
important contribution to a (relatively) small body of research on: 
male sexual maturation, measurement of male developmental 
milestones, and a male’s downstream parenting behavior following 
first-time fatherhood. The use of ESM to measure paternal care 
longitudinally is novel and addresses some of the limitations of 
self-report measures while adding depth to our understanding of 
the paternal investment of time spent raising highly dependent 
offspring. In future research, we encourage the use of more diverse 
samples of fathers and an increased focus on other facets of 
paternal care such as provisioning. Contributions to parental 
investment are wide-ranging and findings that reveal a 
relationship between the timing of sexual debut and parental 
investment (in either direction) continues to support the utility of 
a LHT framework while also highlighting the potential need for 
more nuanced predictions.

Data availability statement

The raw data supporting the conclusions of this article will 
be made available by the authors, without undue reservation.

Ethics statement

The studies involving human participants were reviewed and 
approved by IRB-University of California Santa Barbara. The patients/
participants provided their written informed consent to participate in 
this study.

Author contributions

RC collected data, secured NSF funding using the research 
proposed and subsequently executed for this manuscript. 
This involved a large scale longitudinal community study where 
RC recruited, collected data, managed research team/home 

https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2023.1199735
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://data.census.gov


Corpuz et al. 10.3389/fpsyg.2023.1199735

Frontiers in Psychology 08 frontiersin.org

visitors, analyzed data, and presented original research. RC, 
DK, and RD analyzed results and contributed equally to 
the interpretation of results. DK and RD contributed to statistical 
decisions and execution. RC wrote the introduction 
and discussion with portions written by DK and RD. All 
authors contributed to the article and approved the 
submitted version.

Funding

RC supported by DGE-1144085 graduate fellowship (NSF) during 
all data collection. Participant compensation from BCS-1147671 
(Bugental).

Conflict of interest

The authors declare that the research was conducted in the 
absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could 
be construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Publisher’s note

All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the authors 
and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated organizations, 
or those of the publisher, the editors and the reviewers. Any product 
that may be evaluated in this article, or claim that may be made by its 
manufacturer, is not guaranteed or endorsed by the publisher.

References
Anderson, K. G., Kaplan, H., and Lancaster, J. (1999). Paternal care by genetic fathers 

and stepfathers I: reports from Albuquerque men. Evol. Hum. Behav. 20, 405–431. doi: 
10.1016/S1090-5138(99)00023-9

Aronoff, J. E., and DeCaro, J. A. (2019). Life history theory and human 
behavior: testing associations between environmental harshness, life history 
strategies and testosterone. Personal. Individ. Differ. 139, 110–115. doi: 10.1016/j.
paid.2018.11.015

Alliger, G. M., and Williams, K. J. (1993). Using signal‐contingent experience 
sampling methodology to study work in the field: A discussion and illustration 
examining task perceptions and mood. Person. Psychol. 46, 525–549. doi: 
10.1111/j.1744-6570.1993.tb00883.x

Bauer, D. J., and Curran, P. J. (2003). Distributional assumptions of growth mixture 
models: implications for overextraction of latent trajectory classes. Psychol. Methods 
8:338. doi: 10.1037/1082-989X.8.3.384

Beaulieu, D. A., and Bugental, D. (2008). Contingent parental investment: an 
evolutionary framework for understanding early interaction between mothers and 
children. Evol. Hum. Behav. 29, 249–255. doi: 10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2008. 
01.002

Belsky, J., Schlomer, G. L., and Ellis, B. J. (2012). Beyond cumulative risk: 
distinguishing harshness and unpredictability as determinants of parenting and early 
life history strategy. Dev. Psychol. 48, 662–673. doi: 10.1037/a0024454

Belsky, J., Steinberg, L., and Draper, P. (1991). Childhood experience, interpersonal 
development, and reproductive strategy: an evolutionary theory of socialization. Child 
Dev. 62, 647–670. doi: 10.2307/1131166

Bielby, J., Mace, G. M., Bininda-Emonds, O. R., Cardillo, M., Gittleman, J. L., 
Jones, K. E., et al. (2007). The fast-slow continuum in mammalian life history: an 
empirical reevaluation. Am. Nat. 169, 748–757. doi: 10.1086/516847

Boyette, A. H., Lew-Levy, S., Sarma, M. S., and Gettler, L. T. (2019). Testosterone, 
fathers as providers and caregivers, and child health: evidence from fisher-farmers 
in the Republic of the Congo. Horm. Behav. 107, 35–45. doi: 10.1016/j.
yhbeh.2018.09.006

Brown, L. J., and Sear, R. (2021). How do reproduction, parenting, and health cluster 
together? Exploring diverging destinies, life histories and weathering in two UK cohort 
studies. Adv. Life Course Res. 50:100431. doi: 10.1016/j.alcr.2021.100431

Bugental, D. B., and Beaulieu, D. A. (2003). “A bio-social cognitive approach to 
understanding and promoting the outcomes of children with medical and physical 
disorders,” in Advances in child development and behavior Vol 31. ed. R. Kail (New York: 
Academic Press), 129–258.

Buss, D. M., and Shackelford, T. K. (2008). Attractive women want it all: good genes, 
economic investment, parenting proclivities, and emotional commitment. Evol. Psychol. 
6:147470490800600. doi: 10.1177/147470490800600116

Cabrera, N. J., Volling, B. L., and Barr, R. (2018). Fathers are parents, too! Widening 
the lens on parenting for children's development. Child Dev. Perspect. 12, 152–157. doi: 
10.1111/cdep.12275

Cavazos-Rehg, P. A., Krauss, M. J., Spitznagel, E. L., Schootman, M., Bucholz, K. K., 
Peipert, J., et al. (2009). Age of sexual debut among US adolescents. Contraception 80, 
158–162. doi: 10.1016/j.contraception.2009.02.014

Chad, J. A. (2020). The first ejaculation: a male pubertal milestone comparable to 
menarche? J. Sex Res. 57, 213–221. doi: 10.1080/00224499.2018.1543643

Charnov, E. L., and Berrigan, D. (1993). Why do female primates have such long 
lifespans and so few babies? Or life in the slow lane. Evol. Anthropol. Issues News Rev. 1, 
191–194. doi: 10.1002/evan.1360010604

Corpuz, R. (2021). Conflict between parents and offspring. Encyclopedia Evol. Psychol. 
Sci., 1282–1292. doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-19650-3_3036

Corpuz, R., and Bugental, D. (2020). Life history and individual differences in male 
testosterone: mixed evidence for early environmental calibration of testosterone 
response to first-time fatherhood. Horm. Behav. 120:104684. doi: 10.1016/j.
yhbeh.2020.104684

Corpuz, R., D’Alessandro, S., and Collom, G. K. (2021). The postnatal testosterone 
rebound in first-time fathers and the quality and quantity of paternal care. Dev. 
Psychobiol. 63, 1415–1427. doi: 10.1002/dev.22064

Csikszentmihalyi, M., and LeFevre, J. (1989). Optimal experience in work and leisure. 
J. Pers. Soc. Psychol. 56, 815–822. doi: 10.1037/0022-3514.56.5.815

Csikszentmihalyi, M. (2011). Handbook of research methods for studying daily life. 
New York: Guilford Press.

Davis, J. N., and Todd, P. M.ABC Research Group (1999). “Simple decision rules for 
parental investment” in Simple Heuristics that Make US Smart. eds. G. Gigerenzer and 
P. M. Todd (NY: Oxford University Press), 309–326.

de Baca, T. C., and Ellis, B. J. (2017). Early stress, parental motivation, and reproductive 
decision-making: applications of life history theory to parental behavior. Curr. Opin. 
Psychol. 15, 1–6. doi: 10.1016/j.copsyc.2017.02.005

Del Giudice, M. (2009). Sex, attachment, and the development of reproductive 
strategies. Behav. Brain Sci. 32, 1–21. doi: 10.1017/S0140525X09000016

Del Giudice, M., and Belsky, J. (2011). “The development of life history strategies: 
toward a multi-stage theory” in The Evolution of Personality and Individual Differences. 
eds. D. M.  Buss and P. H. Hawley (Oxford, U.K: Oxford University Press), 154–176.

Diamond, L. M., Bonner, S. B., and Dickenson, J. (2015). “The development of 
sexuality” in Handbook of Child Psychology and Developmental Science: 
Socioemotional Processes. eds. R. M. Lerner and M. E. Lamb (Hoboken, NJ: John 
Wiley & Sons), 893.

Downing, J., and Bellis, M. A. (2009). Early pubertal onset and its relationship with 
sexual risk taking, substance use and anti-social behaviour: a preliminary cross-sectional 
study. BMC Public Health 9, 1–11. doi: 10.1186/1471-2458-9-446

Draper, P., and Harpending, H. (1982). Father absence and reproductive strategy: 
an evolutionary perspective. J. Anthropol. Res. 38, 255–273. doi: 10.1086/
jar.38.3.3629848

Ellis, B. J., and Essex, M. J. (2007). Family environments, adrenarche, and sexual 
maturation: a longitudinal test of a life history model. Child Dev. 78, 1799–1817. doi: 
10.1111/j.1467-8624.2007.01092.x

Ellis, B. J., Figueredo, A. J., Brumbach, B. H., and Schlomer, G. (2009). Fundamental 
dimensions of environmental risk: the impact of harsh versus unpredictable 
environments on the evolution and development of life history strategies. Hum. Nat. 20, 
204–268. doi: 10.1007/s12110-009-9063-7

Flinn, M. V. (1992). “Paternal care in a caribbean village” in Father–Child Relations: 
Cultural and Biosocial Contexts. ed. B. S. Hewlett (Washington, DC: American 
Psychological Association), 57–84.

Geary, D. C. (2000). Evolution and proximate expression of human paternal 
investment. Psychol. Bull. 126, 55–77. doi: 10.1037/0033-2909.126.1.55

Gladden, P. R., Figueredo, A. J., and Jacobs, W. J. (2009). Life history strategy, 
psychopathic attitudes, personality, and general intelligence. Personal. Individ. Differ. 46, 
270–275. doi: 10.1016/j.paid.2008.10.010

Gray, P. B., and Anderson, K. G. (2012). Fatherhood. Cambridge, MA: Harvard 
University Press.

https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2023.1199735
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1090-5138(99)00023-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2018.11.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2018.11.015
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-6570.1993.tb00883.x
https://doi.org/10.1037/1082-989X.8.3.384
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2008.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2008.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0024454
https://doi.org/10.2307/1131166
https://doi.org/10.1086/516847
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yhbeh.2018.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yhbeh.2018.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.alcr.2021.100431
https://doi.org/10.1177/147470490800600116
https://doi.org/10.1111/cdep.12275
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.contraception.2009.02.014
https://doi.org/10.1080/00224499.2018.1543643
https://doi.org/10.1002/evan.1360010604
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-19650-3_3036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yhbeh.2020.104684
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yhbeh.2020.104684
https://doi.org/10.1002/dev.22064
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.56.5.815
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2017.02.005
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0140525X09000016
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-9-446
https://doi.org/10.1086/jar.38.3.3629848
https://doi.org/10.1086/jar.38.3.3629848
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.2007.01092.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12110-009-9063-7
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.126.1.55
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2008.10.010


Corpuz et al. 10.3389/fpsyg.2023.1199735

Frontiers in Psychology 09 frontiersin.org

Gurven, M., Stieglitz, J., Trumble, B., Blackwell, A. D., Beheim, B., Davis, H., 
et al. (2017). The Tsimane health and life history project: integrating 
anthropology and biomedicine. Evol. Anthropol. Issues News Rev. 26, 54–73. doi: 
10.1002/evan.21515

Gurven, M., Winking, J., Kaplan, H., von Rueden, C., and McAllister, L. (2009). A 
bioeconomic approach to marriage and the sexual division of labor. Hum. Nat. 20, 
151–183. doi: 10.1007/s12110-009-9062-8

Hektner, J. M., Schmidt, J. A., and Csikszentmihalyi, M. (2007). Experience Sampling 
Method: Measuring the Quality of Everyday Life. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.

Henrich, J., Heine, S. J., and Norenzayan, A. (2010). The weirdest people in the world? 
Behav. Brain Sci. 33, 61–83. doi: 10.1017/S0140525X0999152X

Jager, J., Putnick, D. L., and Bornstein, M. H. (2017). II. More than just convenient: 
the scientific merits of homogeneous convenience samples. Monogr. Soc. Res. Child Dev. 
82, 13–30. doi: 10.1111/mono.12296

Kaplan, H. S., and Gangestad, S. W. (2015). “Life history theory and evolutionary 
psychology” in The Handbook of Evolutionary Psychology. ed. D. M. Buss (New York: 
Wiley), 68–95.

Kleiman, D. G., and Malcolm, J. R. (1981). “The evolution of male parental investment 
in mammals,” in Parental Care in Mammals. eds. D. J. Gubernick and P. H. Klopfer 
(Boston, MA: Springer).

Kline, R. B. (2015). Principles and practice of structural equation modeling. New York: 
Guilford publications.

Kushal, S. A., Amin, Y. M., Reza, S., Hossain, F. B., and Shawon, M. S. R. (2022). 
Regional and Sex Differences in the Prevalence and Correlates of Early Sexual Initiation 
Among Adolescents Aged 12–15 Years in 50 Countries. J. Adolescent Health 70, 607–616. 
doi: 10.1016/j.jadohealth.2021.10.027

Lawson, D. W., and Borgerhoff Mulder, M. (2016). The offspring quantity–quality 
trade-off and human fertility variation. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. B Biol. Sci. 371:20150145. 
doi: 10.1098/rstb.2015.0145

Lilienfeld, S., Lynn, S. J., Namy, L., Woolf, N., Jamieson, G., Marks, A., et al. (2014). 
Psychology: From Inquiry to Understanding (p. 406). Melbourne, VIC: Pearson Higher 
Education AU.

Little, R. J., and Rubin, D. B. (2019). Statistical analysis with missing data Vol. 793. 
Hoboken, NJ: John Wiley & Sons.

Meaney, M. J., and Szyf, M. (2022). Environmental programming of stress responses 
through DNA methylation: life at the interface between a dynamic environment and a 
fixed genome. Dialogues Clin. Neurosci. 7, 103–123. doi: 10.31887/DCNS.2005.7.2/
mmeaney

Nolin, D. A., and Ziker, J. P. (2016). Reproductive responses to economic uncertainty: 
fertility decline in post-soviet Ust’-Avam, Siberia. Hum. Nat. 27, 351–371. doi: 10.1007/
s12110-016-9267-6

Olderbak, S., and Figueredo, A. J. (2009). Predicting romantic relationship satisfaction 
from life history strategy. Personal. Individ. Differ. 46, 604–610. doi: 10.1016/j.
paid.2008.12.019

Penn, D. J., and Smith, K. R. (2007). Differential fitness costs of reproduction between 
the sexes. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 104, 553–558. doi: 10.1073/pnas.0609301103

Richardson, G. B., Placek, C., Srinivas, V., Jayakrishna, P., Quinlan, R., and 
Madhivanan, P. (2020). Environmental stress and human life history strategy 

development in rural and peri-urban South India. Evol. Hum. Behav. 41, 244–252. doi: 
10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2020.03.003

Roff, D. A. (2012). “Evolutionary quantitative genetics,” in Springer Science & Business 
Media. U.K: Springer.

Salmon, C. (2016). “Parental investment and parent-offspring conflict” in The 
Handbook of Evolutionary Psychology: Foundations. ed. D. M. Buss (New York: John 
Wiley & Sons, Inc.), 542–560.

Sarma, M. S., Kuo, P. X., Bechayda, S. A., Kuzawa, C. W., and Gettler, L. T. (2018). 
Exploring the links between early life and young adulthood social experiences and men's 
later life psychobiology as fathers. Physiol. Behav. 193, 82–89. doi: 10.1016/j.
physbeh.2017.11.029

Sear, R. (2007). The impact of reproduction on Gambian women: does controlling for 
phenotypic quality reveal costs of reproduction? Am. J. Phys. Anthropol. 132, 632–641. 
doi: 10.1002/ajpa.20558

Sear, R. (2020). Do human ‘life history strategies’ exist? Evol. Hum. Behav. 41, 513–526. 
doi: 10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2020.09.004

Sigle-Rushton, W., and McLanahan, S. (2004). Father absence and child well-being: a 
critical review. Future Fam. 116, 120–122.

Smuts, B. (1992). Male aggression against women: an evolutionary perspective. Hum. 
Nat. 3, 1–44. doi: 10.1007/BF02692265

Stearns, S. C. (2000). Life history evolution: successes, limitations, and prospects. 
Naturwissenschaften 87, 476–486. doi: 10.1007/s001140050763

Soper, D. S. (2023). A-priori Sample Size Calculator for Structural Equation Models 
[Software]. Available at:  https://www.danielsoper.com/statcalc

Szabó, N., Dubas, J. S., Volling, B. L., and van Aken, M. A. (2017). The effect of 
paternal and alloparental support on the interbirth interval among contemporary north 
American families. Evol. Behav. Sci. 11, 272–280. doi: 10.1037/ebs0000093

Szepsenwol, O., and Simpson, J. A. (2019). Attachment within life history theory: an 
evolutionary perspective on individual differences in attachment. Curr. Opin. Psychol. 
25, 65–70. doi: 10.1016/j.copsyc.2018.03.005

Thomas-Cottingham, A. (2010). Psychology Made Simple. New York, NY: Three 
Rivers Press.

Tooby, J., and Cosmides, L. (1990). The past explains the present: emotional 
adaptations and the structure of ancestral environments. Ethol. Sociobiol. 11, 375–424. 
doi: 10.1016/0162-3095(90)90017-Z

Trivers, R. L. (1974). Parent-offspring conflict. Integr. Comp. Biol. 14, 249–264.

Twenge, J. M., Sherman, R. A., and Wells, B. E. (2017). Declines in sexual frequency 
among American adults, 1989–2014. Arch. Sex. Behav. 46, 2389–2401. doi: 10.1007/
s10508-017-0953-1

Van Noordwijk, A. J., and De Jong, G. (1986). Acquisition and allocation of resources: 
their influence on variation in life history tactics. Am. Nat. 128, 137–142. doi: 
10.1086/284547

Wells, J. C., Cole, T. J., Cortina-Borja, M., Sear, R., Leon, D. A., Marphatia, A. A., et al. 
(2019). Low maternal capital predicts life history trade-offs in daughters: why adverse 
outcomes cluster in individuals. Front. Public Health 7:206. doi: 10.3389/
fpubh.2019.00206

https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2023.1199735
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://doi.org/10.1002/evan.21515
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12110-009-9062-8
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0140525X0999152X
https://doi.org/10.1111/mono.12296
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jadohealth.2021.10.027
https://doi.org/10.1098/rstb.2015.0145
https://doi.org/10.31887/DCNS.2005.7.2/mmeaney
https://doi.org/10.31887/DCNS.2005.7.2/mmeaney
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12110-016-9267-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12110-016-9267-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2008.12.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2008.12.019
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0609301103
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2020.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physbeh.2017.11.029
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physbeh.2017.11.029
https://doi.org/10.1002/ajpa.20558
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2020.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02692265
https://doi.org/10.1007/s001140050763
https://www.danielsoper.com/statcalc
https://doi.org/10.1037/ebs0000093
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2018.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/0162-3095(90)90017-Z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10508-017-0953-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10508-017-0953-1
https://doi.org/10.1086/284547
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpubh.2019.00206
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpubh.2019.00206

	Earlier sexual debut predicts higher (not lower) levels of father care measured across 12 weeks: an experience sampling study
	Introduction
	Human fathers
	Overview

	Methods
	Overview and study design
	Participants
	Materials
	Sexual maturation
	Time invested in direct care

	Results
	Latent variable for paternal care
	Latent variable for sexual maturation
	Covariates
	 Post-hoc power analysis
	Hypothesis testing

	Discussion
	Earlier sexual debut and increased care
	Resource abundance
	Mating effort
	Limitations
	Conclusion

	Data availability statement
	Ethics statement
	Author contributions
	Funding
	Conflict of interest
	Publisher’s note

	 References

