Table S1. Identifying male friends from grooming and proximity data. Comparison of the identities of females’ most frequent male grooming and proximity partner(s) over the perinatal period for the 29 focal mothers. In cases where females spent equal amounts of time in proximity to each of two males, the names of both males are given. Females were seen in proximity to, but never grooming with, any adult males in 4 cases. Data are sorted by whether mothers' grooming partner was the same individual as her proximity partner (Y) or not (N). 
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