
 

Supple me nta l Figure  1. Lack of major e ffe c ts  of re productive  succes s  on pa ir bonding 
me trics . A) Partner preference scores in male 6-, 12-, and 18-month voles as a function of 
reproductive success, which revealed no significant differences. B) Partner huddle time in male 
6-, 12-, and 18-month voles as a function of reproductive success. Only 18-month males 
demonstrated a difference in partner huddle time such that those with litters huddled more with 



their partners compared to those without litters. C) Partner preference scores in female 6-, 12-, 
and 18-month voles as a function of reproductive success, which revealed no significant 
differences. D) Partner huddle time in female 6-, 12-, and 18-month voles as a function of 
reproductive success, which also revealed no significant differences. n=3-7 animals per group; 
*p<0.05. 

 

  



 

Supple me nta l Figure  2. Effec ts  of age  and  timepoint on proportion of time  animals  spe nt in 
d iffe re nt a re as  of the  partne r pre fe rence  a rena . Males across age and timepoint do not spend 
a greater or less proportion of their time in the A) partner, B) stranger, or C) center chamber of 
the partner preference arena. D)Female animals spent a greater proportion of time in the partner 
chamber after 2 wks cohabitation and less after 4 wks separation. E) These effects were  mirrored 
in the opposite  direction when observing proportion of time spent in the stranger chamber. F) 
With increasing age, there  was a gradually decreasing proportion of time spent in the center 
chamber during the partner preference task in female animals. N=7-10 animals per group; 
*p<0.05, ***p<0.001. 

  



Supple me nta l Table  1: 12-month Fre e  Inte rac tion 15 Minute  Time  Bin Sta tis tics  

 

 


