Supplementary Material
Survey Items
This document contains the survey items used in each study, organized by study and construct. Items appear in survey order. Response scales are noted in italics below each item set. Items marked (R) were reverse-scored before computing composites.
Committed Mating Orientation (Short-Term Mating Orientation Scale; Studies 1-4)
Participants rated their agreement with the following items from the Short-Term Mating Orientation scale (Jackson & Kirkpatrick, 2007). Items were reverse-scored such that higher scores reflect greater committed (long-term) mating orientation.
1. Sex without love is OK. (R)
2. I could enjoy sex with someone I find highly desirable even if that person does not have long-term potential. (R)
3. I can easily imagine myself being comfortable and enjoying “casual” sex with different partners. (R)
4. I could easily imagine myself enjoying one night of sex with someone I would never see again. (R)
1 = Strongly Disagree, 2 = Disagree, 3 = Somewhat Disagree, 4 = Neutral, 5 = Somewhat Agree, 6 = Agree, 7 = Strongly Agree
Deterrence Beliefs (Study 1)
1. If abortion became strictly banned, do you think women in general would become more willing to have one-night stands or less willing to have one-night stands?
2. If abortion became strictly banned, how much more or less frequently do you think one-night stands would occur?
3. If abortion became strictly banned, how much more or less promiscuous do you think people in general would become?
1 = Much more willing / frequently / promiscuous to 7 = Much less willing / frequently / promiscuous
Abortion Opposition (Studies 1-4)
1. Abortion is a woman’s right. (R)
2. There should be tougher restrictions on abortion.
3. All women should have easy access to abortion. (R)
4. Abortion is morally wrong.
1 = Strongly Disagree, 2 = Disagree, 3 = Somewhat Disagree, 4 = Neutral, 5 = Somewhat Agree, 6 = Agree, 7 = Strongly Agree
Religiosity (Study 1)
Participants rated their agreement with the following items (Cohen et al., 2006).
1. I consider myself to be a religious person.
2. I believe in God.
3. Religion is very important to my life.
1 = Strongly Disagree, 2 = Disagree, 3 = Somewhat Disagree, 4 = Neutral, 5 = Somewhat Agree, 6 = Agree, 7 = Strongly Agree
Political Conservatism (Study 1)
Participants indicated their political orientation using a single item.
1. How would you describe your political orientation?
1 = Very Liberal to 7 = Very Conservative
Deterrence Beliefs (Expanded Scale; Studies 2-4)
1. If abortion became strictly banned, do you think women in general would become more or less willing to have casual sex (e.g., have one-night stands)?
2. If abortion became strictly banned, how would this affect the frequency of casual sex (e.g., one-night stands)?
3. If abortion became strictly banned, how would this affect people’s sexual promiscuity?
4. When abortion became legally available in the 1970s, do you think it made women in general more or less willing to have casual sex? (R)
5. If abortion were legally banned, how would this affect people’s casual sex behavior?
6. The legalization of abortion makes casual sex seem…? (R)
Items 1–3, 5: 1 = Much more willing/frequent/promiscuous, 3 = No change, 5 = Much less willing/frequent/promiscuous
Items 4 and 6 (reverse-coded): 1 = Definitely MORE willing / MORE acceptable, 3 = No change, 5 = Definitely LESS willing / LESS acceptable
Religiosity (Studies 2-4)
Participants rated their agreement with the following items from the Religious Orientation Scale (Allport & Ross, 1967).
1. My religious beliefs are what really lie behind my whole approach to life.
2. I try hard to carry my religion over into all my other dealings in life.
3. I enjoy reading about my religion and thinking about what it means.
4. I would prefer to go to religious services than to do other leisure activities.
1 = Strongly Disagree, 2 = Disagree, 3 = Somewhat Disagree, 4 = Neutral, 5 = Somewhat Agree, 6 = Agree, 7 = Strongly Agree
Political Conservatism (Studies 2-4)
1. Indicate where your political views fall on the following topics (0 = Very Liberal, 100 = Very Conservative): Social issues; Economic issues; Overall political orientation.

Exploratory Moderated Mediation Analyses
To examine whether religiosity and conservatism mediate the relationship between committed mating orientation (CMO) and abortion opposition, and whether deterrence beliefs moderate this mediation, we estimated a series of moderated mediation models. Religiosity and conservatism were treated as parallel mediators in all models. We tested three model variants in each study: one in which deterrence beliefs moderated the paths from CMO to the mediators (A paths), one in which deterrence beliefs moderated the paths from the mediators to abortion opposition (B paths), and one in which deterrence beliefs moderated the direct path from CMO to abortion opposition while leaving the indirect paths unmoderated (C path). These analyses were exploratory and were not preregistered. Full results are reported in Table S1.
Across all four studies and all model variants, CMO predicted religiosity and conservatism as mediators, and both mediators, in turn, predicted abortion opposition, yielding significant indirect effects of CMO on abortion opposition through both pathways (see Table S1, Model C, Indirect effect rows). However, CMO retained a significant direct effect over and above these mediators (see Table S1, Model C), suggesting that religiosity and conservatism are important proximate pathways through which mating strategy influences abortion attitudes, but are not the only pathways through which this influence operates. 
The pattern of moderation by deterrence beliefs differed across studies. In Studies 2, 3, and 4—all collected after the Dobbs decision—deterrence beliefs significantly moderated the A paths: individuals with stronger deterrence beliefs showed stronger associations between CMO and both religiosity and conservatism (see Table S1, Model A, a1w and a2w rows). That is, in post-Dobbs samples, committed strategists who hold stronger deterrence beliefs are more strongly associated with religious and conservative identities. In Studies 2 and 3, deterrence beliefs moderated the A path and also moderated the B path from conservatism to abortion opposition, such that the link between conservatism and abortion opposition was stronger among those with higher deterrence beliefs (see Table S1, Model B, b2w rows). This B-path moderation was absent in Studies 1 and 4.
In Study 1—collected in 2016, prior to Dobbs—the A-path moderation was absent, but deterrence beliefs significantly moderated the direct path from CMO to abortion opposition (see Table S1, Model C, cpw row). At low deterrence beliefs, the direct effect of CMO on abortion opposition—over and above its indirect effects through religiosity and conservatism—was small but significant (see Figure S1). At high deterrence beliefs, this direct effect was more than twice as large, and the difference was significant, suggesting that deterrence beliefs amplify the direct strategic motivation underlying abortion opposition. However, deterrence beliefs did not significantly moderate the direct path in Studies 2–4.
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Figure S1. Moderated mediation model for Study 1 (N = 875). Committed mating orientation (CMO) predicts abortion opposition through two indirect pathways via religiosity and conservatism, and through a direct pathway moderated by deterrence beliefs (DB). Path coefficients are unstandardized; bootstrapped standard errors and 95% confidence intervals are reported in Table S1. Indirect effects were not moderated by DB. * p < .05, ** p < .01, *** p < .001.

Table S1. Exploratory Moderated Mediation Results
	Model A: DB Moderates A Paths (CMO → Religiosity / Conservatism)

	Parameter
	Study 1 
	Study 2 
	Study 3 
	Study 4 

	CMO → Religiosity (a1)
	0.51*** (0.03)
	0.31*** (0.03)
	0.37*** (0.03)
	0.09** (0.03)

	DB × CMO → Rel (a1w)
	-0.01 (0.05)
	0.18** (0.05)
	0.21*** (0.06)
	0.30*** (0.05)

	CMO → Conservatism (a2)
	0.20*** (0.03)
	4.09*** (0.54)
	5.17*** (0.57)
	0.54 (0.56)

	DB × CMO → Con (a2w)
	0.01 (0.04)
	3.92*** (0.82)
	2.53** (0.94)
	4.44*** (0.92)

	Religiosity → Abortion (b1)
	0.30*** (0.03)
	0.21*** (0.02)
	0.25*** (0.02)
	0.22*** (0.02)

	Conservatism → Abortion (b2)
	0.55*** (0.03)
	0.02*** (0.00)
	0.02*** (0.00)
	0.01*** (0.00)

	Indirect (Rel) at low DB
	0.15*** (0.02)
	0.04*** (0.01)
	0.06*** (0.01)
	-0.02 (0.01)

	Indirect (Rel) at high DB
	0.15*** (0.02)
	0.09*** (0.01)
	0.12*** (0.01)
	0.06*** (0.01)

	Difference (Rel indirect)
	-0.00 (0.02)
	0.05** (0.01)
	0.06*** (0.02)
	0.08*** (0.01)

	Indirect (Con) at low DB
	0.11*** (0.02)
	0.04* (0.02)
	0.07*** (0.02)
	-0.02* (0.01)

	Indirect (Con) at high DB
	0.12*** (0.02)
	0.13*** (0.02)
	0.13*** (0.02)
	0.03*** (0.01)

	Difference (Con indirect)
	0.01 (0.03)
	0.10*** (0.02)
	0.06** (0.02)
	0.06*** (0.01)

	Model B: DB Moderates B Paths (Religiosity / Conservatism → Abortion Opposition)

	Parameter
	Study 1 
	Study 2 
	Study 3 
	Study 4 

	CMO → Religiosity (a1)
	0.51*** (0.03)
	0.33*** (0.03)
	0.39*** (0.03)
	0.12** (0.03)

	CMO → Conservatism (a2)
	0.21*** (0.03)
	4.51*** (0.54)
	5.40*** (0.56)
	0.92 (0.58)

	Religiosity → Abortion (b1)
	0.30*** (0.03)
	0.22*** (0.02)
	0.25*** (0.03)
	0.21*** (0.02)

	DB × Rel → Abortion (b1w)
	-0.04 (0.04)
	-0.04 (0.03)
	-0.04 (0.04)
	0.07 (0.04)

	Conservatism → Abortion (b2)
	0.55*** (0.03)
	0.02*** (0.00)
	0.02*** (0.00)
	0.01*** (0.00)

	DB × Con → Abortion (b2w)
	0.02 (0.05)
	0.01** (0.00)
	0.01* (0.00)
	0.00 (0.00)

	Indirect (Rel) at low DB
	0.17*** (0.02)
	0.08*** (0.01)
	0.11*** (0.01)
	0.02** (0.01)

	Indirect (Rel) at high DB
	0.14*** (0.03)
	0.06*** (0.01)
	0.09*** (0.02)
	0.03** (0.01)

	Difference (Rel indirect)
	-0.02 (0.03)
	-0.02 (0.01)
	-0.02 (0.02)
	0.01 (0.01)

	Indirect (Con) at low DB
	0.11*** (0.02)
	0.08*** (0.01)
	0.08*** (0.01)
	0.01 (0.01)

	Indirect (Con) at high DB
	0.12*** (0.02)
	0.11*** (0.01)
	0.12*** (0.02)
	0.01 (0.01)

	Difference (Con indirect)
	0.01 (0.01)
	0.03** (0.01)
	0.04* (0.02)
	0.00 (0.00)

	Model C: DB Moderates Direct Path (CMO → Abortion Opposition)

	Parameter
	Study 1 
	Study 2 
	Study 3 
	Study 4 

	CMO → Religiosity (a1)
	0.51*** (0.03)
	0.33*** (0.03)
	0.39*** (0.03)
	0.12** (0.03)

	CMO → Conservatism (a2)
	0.21*** (0.03)
	4.51*** (0.54)
	5.40*** (0.56)
	0.92 (0.58)

	Religiosity → Abortion (b1)
	0.30*** (0.03)
	0.22*** (0.02)
	0.25*** (0.03)
	0.21*** (0.02)

	Conservatism → Abortion (b2)
	0.55*** (0.03)
	0.02*** (0.00)
	0.02*** (0.00)
	0.01*** (0.00)

	Direct path: CMO → Abortion (cp)
	0.19*** (0.03)
	0.07*** (0.02)
	0.09*** (0.02)
	0.11*** (0.02)

	DB × direct path (cpw)
	0.11** (0.04)
	0.05 (0.03)
	0.05 (0.04)
	0.02 (0.03)

	Indirect effect (Religiosity)
	0.15*** (0.02)
	0.07*** (0.01)
	0.10*** (0.01)
	0.02** (0.01)

	Indirect effect (Conservatism)
	0.11*** (0.02)
	0.09*** (0.01)
	0.10*** (0.01)
	0.01 (0.01)

	Total indirect effect
	0.27*** (0.02)
	0.17*** (0.02)
	0.20*** (0.02)
	0.03** (0.01)

	Direct effect at low DB
	0.12** (0.04)
	0.04 (0.03)
	0.06* (0.03)
	0.10*** (0.03)

	Direct effect at high DB
	0.27*** (0.04)
	0.10*** (0.03)
	0.12*** (0.03)
	0.13*** (0.03)

	Difference in direct effect
	0.15** (0.05)
	0.06 (0.04)
	0.06 (0.04)
	0.03 (0.04)


Estimates are unstandardized coefficients with bootstrapped standard errors (5,000 draws) in parentheses. Religiosity and conservatism are treated as parallel mediators. DB = deterrence beliefs; CMO = committed mating orientation. Conditional indirect effects are reported at ±1 SD of deterrence beliefs. All models are exploratory and were not preregistered.* p < .05  ** p < .01  *** p < .001

Table S2. Regression Coefficients with Age and Sex as Covariates (Model 4)
	
	Study 1
	Study 2 
	Study 3 
	Study 4 

	CMO
	0.22***
	0.10***
	0.12***
	0.18***

	DB
	0.09
	0.09†
	0.34***
	0.11†

	CMO × DB
	0.10**
	0.06**
	0.07**
	0.05†

	Conservatism
	0.53***
	0.02***
	0.02***
	0.01***

	Religiosity
	0.30***
	0.22***
	0.24***
	0.21***

	Age
	0.001
	0.000
	−0.003
	−0.006***

	Sex
	−0.26*
	−0.21***
	−0.30***
	−0.31***

	R²
	.60
	.58
	.60
	.29


Unstandardized regression coefficients. CMO = committed mating orientation; DB = deterrence beliefs; Sex coded 0 = male, 1 = female. † p < .10  * p < .05  ** p < .01  *** p < .001
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