
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0042-3981
https://fragilefamilies.princeton.edu
mailto:jfagan@temple.edu
https://doi.org/10.1037/dev0001471


born and, hence, have enduring long-term effects on children’s de-



make these adjustments when expecting a new baby may follow a
trajectory of uninvolved parenting which can persist throughout a
child’s development.

Father Involvement

To date, the literature on unmarried fathers’ prenatal and birth-
related behavioral, attitudinal, and identity adjustments and trajec-
tories of involved fathering have focused on outcomes including
father contact with children, engagement in child-related activities,
and parenting responsibility (



and support fathers’ involvement in childcare and activities (Varga
et al., 2017), and fathers are more likely to be committed to the par-
enting role (Baker et al., 2018). Studies have shown that mothers





respectively, at baseline. The mean score of 3.23 on father’s pov-
erty status is equivalent to 100%–199% of the poverty line.

Measures

Father-Child Closeness

Father–child closeness at Y9 and Y15 were measured with the
focal child’



wantedness. Mothers and fathers were asked: “When you found
out [baby’s mother] was pregnant, did you think about having an
abortion?” FFCW researchers who have used this measure suggest
that responses to this question provide insight into parent’s level
of pregnancy wantedness as wanted pregnancies would not be
likely to be considered for an abortion (Guterman, 2015). Mothers’
and fathers’ yes/no responses to these items were recoded into four
dummy variables: mother and father wanted the pregnancy (refer-
ence group), only the mother wanted the pregnancy, only the fa-
ther wanted the pregnancy, and neither parent wanted the
pregnancy.
Father’s identity centrality was measured with three items that

asked fathers at baseline about the importance to them of being a
father (1 = strongly disagree to 4 = strongly agree). Sample items
include: “Being a father is one of the most fulfilling experiences
for a man,” at5e91.7-244.3(item29 Tm
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indirect effects we conducted multiple imputation and bootstrap-
ping. We used the estimands command to estimate specific indirect
effects.

Results

Descriptive Analyses

Notably, according to maternal reports, more than half, 57.5%
of fathers were present at their child’s birth, and 63% of fathers
established paternity by Y1 (see Table 2). The mean score of 1.85
on the composited measure of father perception of prenatal support
and 1.68 on the mother assessment of prenatal support measure
(range = 0 to 2) indicates fathers provided a high level of tangible
support to mothers during the pregnancy. About 14.7% of mothers
(but not fathers) did not want the pregnancy, 8.1% of mothers and
fathers both did not want the pregnancy, and 7.9% of fathers (but
not mothers) did not want the pregnancy. Fathers



that auxiliary variables have the most impact when the amount of





mother’s perception of coparenting at Y9 (b = .09, p , .001; b =
.53, p , .001; b = .08, p , .001, respectively).t sp



fathers did) may be suggestive of later maternal gatekeeping in
which mothers restrict fathers from being involved with the child.
In our study, none of our mediating variables explained why the
children of mothers who did not want the pregnancy reported being
less close to their fathers. This hypothesis should be tested in future
studies.
Our mediation hypotheses (Hypothesis 3 and 4) suggested that

father engagement at Y5 would explain the association between
prenatal and birth-related behaviors, attitudes, and identity and
father–child closeness at Y9 and Y15. The findings confirmed this
hypothesis for prenatal support and presence at the birth. Specifi-
cally, prenatal support and presence at the birth significantly pre-
dicted closeness at Y9 and Y15 in part because fathers were more
engaged with children at Y5. Consistent with the life course per-
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