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Abstract
Intensive longitudinal methods (e.g., daily diary) inform understanding of dynamic processes by parsing within-person state-
like fluctuations from stable between-person trait-like differences. In this exploratory study, we investigated whether self-
reported callous-unemotional (CU) traits (callousness, uncaring) demonstrated daily fluctuations, as well as whether daily 
CU traits were associated with multiple forms of daily emotional and behavioral functioning. A sample of 99 adolescents 
(55.8% female; Mage = 14.60 years) provided baseline information and completed a naturalistic 30-day diary reporting on 
CU traits, positive and negative affect, and emotional and conduct problems in their daily lives. Dynamic structural equation 
modeling revealed that many CU traits items showed within-person autoregressive and cross-lagged links; however, there was 
substantial between-person variation in within-person fluctuations across items. At the subscale level, cross-day associations 
were observed between callousness and uncaring, conduct problems and uncaring, positive affect and callousness, negative 
affect and emotional problems, and emotional problems and negative affect. By harnessing intensive longitudinal data, our 
findings provide preliminary state-level evidence of CU traits, as well as functional information with regards to CU traits and 
emotional and behavioral problems in daily life. We consider the implications of our findings in terms of informing future 
CU traits intensive longitudinal evaluations.

Keywords Adolescence · Affect · Callous-unemotional traits · Conduct problems · Emotional problems · Intensive 
longitudinal data

Introduction

In the DSM-5, a “with Limited Prosocial Emotions” speci-
fier was added to the Conduct Disorder diagnostic criteria to 
differentiate those children and adolescents who also display 
a callous absence of empathy and remorse, shallow or nar-
row affect, and deficient concern regarding performance in 
activities (American Psychiatric Association, 2013). This 

addition was based on research extending the affective 
dimension of the adult psychopathy personality construct 
downward to advance developmental theories (Frick, 2022; 
Frick et al., 2014). Greater knowledge on how these traits 
manifest earlier in development, when they may be more 
malleable, can inform clinical prevention and intervention 
efforts. In research settings, this specifier is commonly 
referred to as callous-unemotional (CU) traits and, like 
psychopathy, these traits are associated with several unique 
behavioral, emotional, and cognitive correlates relative to 
other externalizing and antisocial constructs (Frick et al., 
2014). However, empirical work on CU traits has relied on 
panel (or cross-sectional) designs that primarily investigate 
within-person change. Such panel designs do not sufficiently 
assess within-person fluctuations and have comparatively 
low ecological validity–two important limitations of this 
line of research that can be circumvented through intensive 
longitudinal methodologies.
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Correlates of Callous‑unemotional Traits

Studies have pinpointed several distinguishing correlates 
of CU traits. Individuals with conduct problems and nor-
mative CU traits are often characterized by a defiant or 
difficult temperament with heightened levels of emotion 
dysregulation, negative affect, and impulsive aggression 
to provocation (Frick & Viding, 2009). In contrast, those 
with elevated conduct problems and CU traits do not tend 
to show the same types of emotional reactivity and are 
instead discerned by a fearless disposition reflected as 
emotional hypoactivity, reduced sensitivity to punishment, 
and often greater aggression severity (Fanti et al., 2016; 
McMahon et al., 2010). Despite the name, CU traits do 
not always confer risk for blunted emotional responsivity. 
For example, although differentiated on fear processing, 
one meta-analytic review (k = 20) found no differences 
across CU traits and control groups in processing angry, 
disgusted, or happy cues (Marsh & Blair, 2008). In addi-
tion to dysfunctional parenting practices, it is this fear-
lessness that may explain why individuals with CU traits 
have been less successfully served by treatment efforts 
(Hawes et al., 2014a; McMahon et al., 2021). Distinctions 
have also been made regarding the structure of CU traits, 
with studies having identified three (callousness, uncar-
ing, unemotional; Ray & Frick, 2020) or two (callousness, 
uncaring; Hawes et al., 2014b; Zheng et al., 2021) dimen-
sions. Callousness tends to capture deficient empathy and 
guilt, uncaring reflects an aloof attitude regarding others, 
and unemotionality is defined as impoverished emotional 
experiences. Regardless of the structure, CU traits dis-
criminates an etiologically and clinically atypical group 
(Frick et al., 2014).

Traits and Symptoms in Adolescence

Adolescence is a sensitive developmental period marked 
by profound cognitive, neurobiological, and interpersonal 
change (Dahl et al., 2018). In a large meta-analysis includ-
ing 192 epidemiological studies, Solmi et al. (2022) found 
that the peak age of onset of any mental disorder was 14.5 
years. Therefore, adolescence represents a prime time for 
understanding vulnerabilities and the development of psy-
chopathological symptoms. Personality and psychopathol-
ogy are typically considered distinct domains sometimes 
differentiated based on temporal stability. Specifically, 
some researchers have suggested that personality traits 
reflect long-term dispositions and that psychopathologi-
cal symptoms are state-like instances of an experience or 
behavior (DeYoung et al., 2022). In childhood and ado-
lescence, however, personality traits may also change over 
time (Soto et al., 2011). Indeed, some research has found 

little differences between mean-level change of several 
personality facets and internalizing symptoms across five 
9-month follow-ups in a sample of female adolescents 
(Goldstein et al., 2022). Other evidence has shown that 
personality pathology tends to decline across adolescence 
(Álvarez-Tomás et al., 2019). In the CU traits literature, 
many panel studies have examined the long-term stability 
of CU traits with one review suggesting that CU traits 
show substantial rank-order stability and modest mean-
level stability during childhood, adolescence, and into 
early adulthood (Frick et al., 2014). However, what can-
not be ascertained from this work is whether adolescents 
with CU traits are consistent in their manifestation of CU 
traits. In other words, do CU traits fluctuate day-to-day (or 
moment-by-moment)?

Intensive Longitudinal Methods

Innovations in technology (e.g., smart phones and weara-
bles) have generated a surge in studies investigating dynamic 
processes on micro timescales using a range of intensive 
longitudinal methods (for recent reviews, see Russell & 
Gajos, 2020; Urben et al., 2022). Broadly, intensive longi-
tudinal methods, such as daily diary, experience sampling, 
ecological momentary assessment, and other ambulatory 
assessment designs, are characterized by many measurement 
occasions over a brief observation window. These methods 
focus on within-person variability, such that the measured 
variables may show deviations or fluctuations relative to 
the individual mean at specific observation occasions, but 
the individual mean is relatively stable over time compared 
to developmental growth or decrease in conventional longi-
tudinal designs. Major advantages of intensive longitudinal 
methods also include the capability to assess real-time expe-
riences and memory compared to traditional longitudinal 
designs, which can result in retrospective and recall biases 
(Russell & Gajos, 2020). These methods also enhance eco-
logical validity, such that assessments are conducted when 
participants are in real-world settings relative to artificial 
laboratory experiments. Hence, intensive longitudinal data 
provide a high level of temporal granularity and inform our 
understanding of real-life short-term within-person dynam-
ics as opposed to long-term developmental change.

Testing Personality and Psychopathology 
with Intensive Longitudinal Methods

Studies are beginning to apply intensive longitudinal 
designs to elucidate the dynamics of personality and psy-
chopathology. For example, across three samples of adults, 
Edershile and Wright (2021) tested whether narcissism 
reflects a dynamic process and found variability in nar-
cissistic states at a moment-to-moment level. Among 91 
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adults with a personality disorder, daily assessments of 
personality pathology including negative affect, detach-
ment, impulsivity, and hostility predicted clinical charac-
terizations of personality disorders and daily stress levels 
(Dotterer et al., 2019). In a sample of adolescent girls, 
daily negative affect, detachment, disinhibition, and psy-
choticism were associated with daily socio-affective pro-
cesses (Kaurin et al., 2022). Such studies enhanced our 
understanding of state-level fluctuations in personality 
and psychopathology. Yet, no research to date has investi-
gated whether CU traits also vary day-to-day or moment-
to-moment. Only two intensive longitudinal studies have 
included a measure of CU traits using justice-involved 
adolescent samples; however, both studies only assessed 
CU traits as a total score at a single timepoint (De Ridder 
et al., 2016; Suter et al., 2017). Another study examined 
callousness in the context of interpersonal antagonism in 
samples of undergraduates, community adults, and psy-
chiatric outpatients, but, similarly, callousness was only 
assessed at one timepoint as a predictor (Vize et al., 2022). 
Across these studies, higher levels of CU traits were asso-
ciated with higher levels of perceived angry affect and 
self-reported antisocial behavior (De Ridder et al., 2016; 
Suter et al., 2017), and callousness was negatively associ-
ated with positive affect and empathy (Vize et al., 2022).

In line with other personality constructs (Wright & Kaurin,  
2020), much of our current understanding of CU traits is 
founded on structural or trait-based models (Frick et al., 
2014). Research on dynamic modeling at micro timescales 
may help further inform functional narratives. As the affec-
tive domain of psychopathy, CU traits may demonstrate 
meaningful within-person fluctuations. Notably, the links 
between CU traits and conduct problems at the daily within-
person level could possibly be instantiated by their inter-
mediate and differential links involving daily positive and 
negative affect. Although most research places negatively 
valenced emotion processes at the center of personality and 
psychopathology, some research has implicated positive 
affect in the development of aggressive behaviors (Toro 
et al., 2020). In addition, affect and emotion are best con-
ceptualized as dynamic processes underpinning a range of 
psychopathological outcomes (Houben et al., 2015). Other 
theoretical accounts suggest that certain forms of personal-
ity are derived and maintained by state-level fluctuations of 
the traits themselves (e.g., grandiosity and vulnerability in 
narcissism; Edershile & Wright, 2021). It may be the case 
that daily fluctuations in callousness and uncaring serves 
to perpetuate CU traits and associated conduct problems. 
Overall, state-level personality may be more malleable than 
traits, and thus, studying phenomena at the state-level can 
illuminate more effective treatment targets for this typically 
treatment-resistant group.

The Present Study

There is a lack of knowledge on CU traits on a micro timescale. 
In this exploratory work with data collected from a sample of 
adolescents via an intensive 30-day daily diary design, our 
aims were twofold. First, we aimed to explore whether CU 
traits (at the item level) demonstrated daily within-person fluc-
tuations. In addition to the potential novel knowledge gained 
from investigating CU traits using intensive longitudinal 
designs, examining CU traits at the item level is congruent 
with recent research initiatives (e.g., Hierarchical Taxonomy 
of Psychopathology; Kotov et al., 2021) that emphasize fine-
grained trait or symptom level analyses to advance mental 
health science. Second, we aimed to investigate whether daily 
CU traits (including callousness and uncaring) were associated 
with daily positive and negative affect, as well as emotional 
and conduct problems. To address these aims, we applied 
dynamic structural equation modeling (DSEM) to parse both 
within-person state-level fluctuations including autoregressive 
and cross-lagged associations (i.e., whether participants’ level 
at time t was significantly predicted by their level of the same 
or different construct, respectively, at time t-1) from stable 
between-person trait-like differences (Asparouhov et al., 2018; 
Hamaker et al., 2018). Given the exploratory nature of this 
study, we pose no specific a priori hypotheses.

Method

Participants and Procedure

Adolescents living in a western Canadian province were 
recruited between April 2019 and October 2020 to partici-
pate in an online study examining their psychological and 
behavioral adjustment (see Xu & Zheng, 2022). A total of 
99 participants (12–17 years old, M = 14.60, SD = 1.76, 
55.8% female, 51.5% white, 23.2% Asian, 8.1% multiracial, 
4.0% Hispanic/Latinx, 2.0% Black, 6.1% Other) completed 
a baseline survey and at least one day of the 30-day daily 
diary surveys (2,108 total observations, M = 21.72 days, 
Range = 1–30, SD = 7.80). Among the adolescents, 81.1% 
reported living with both biological parents, 17.8% reported 
living with one biological parent, and 1.1% reported liv-
ing with someone other than a biological parent. Most par-
ticipants’ parents reported a personal annual income within 
the average (CAD $65,700) and median ($51,600) personal 
total incomes for groups of 25–54-year-olds in this Cana-
dian province (17.2% had a personal annual income below 
$35,000, 9.1% were between $35,000–$45,000, 12.1% 
were between $45,000–$55,000, 17.2% were between 
$55,000–$65,000, and 38.4% had an annual income above 
$65,000).
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The research ethics committee at the University of 
Alberta approved the procedure and instruments for this 
study. Survey instruments were developed and administered  
via email through RedCap. Participants were recruited 
through newsletters, social media, and flyers posted or 
circulated in the western Canadian province. All adoles-
cents were eligible for inclusion in the study. Interested 
participants were asked to contact the research team and 
were provided with information for the study. Participants 
received an online baseline survey (~45 min to complete) 
following the obtainment of assent online. Participants’ 
parents provided consent online for their children to par-
ticipate in this study. Daily surveys (~10 min to complete) 
were sent out five days after completion of the baseline 
survey for 30 consecutive days. The daily survey was sent 
out at 5 pm each day and adolescents were asked to fill out 
the survey before going to sleep that night. Participants 
received a $45 e-gift card of their choosing as compensation  
for their participation in the baseline and daily surveys.

Measures

Callous‑unemotional Traits Daily callous-unemotional 
traits were assessed with a shortened 12-item version of 
the 24-item Inventory of Callous Unemotional Traits (ICU; 
Hawes et al., 2014b; Zheng et al., 2021; see Table 1). Each 
item is scored on a 4-point Likert scale (0 = not at all true, 
1 = somewhat true, 2 = mostly true, 3 = definitely true) in 
response to the stem “indicate how well the following state-
ments described you today.” This ICU scale includes two 
subscales: callousness (6 items; ordinal ωw = 0.48, ordi-
nal ωb = 0.91) and uncaring (5 items; ordinal ωw = 0.71, 
ordinal ωb = 0.91). Items that needed to be reverse-coded 
were done so prior to the analysis. Multilevel Confirmatory 
Factor Analyses (MLCFA) with the weighted least squares 
means and variances adjusted estimator demonstrated that 

the 2-factor model provided satisfactory and better model 
fit at within- and between-levels (CFI = 0.97, TLI = 0.97, 
RMSEA = 0.02,  SRMRwithin(w) = 0.08,  SRMRbetween(b) = 
0.04), compared to the 1-factor model at both levels (CFI = 
0.87, TLI = 0.83, RMSEA = 0.04,  SRMRw = 0.15,  SRMRb 
= 0.07). The estimated averaged standardized factor load-
ing for the callousness factor was 0.60 and 0.84 at within- 
and between-levels, and for the uncaring factor was 0.70 
and 0.80 at within- and between-levels. MLCFA using the 
maximum likelihood estimator with robust standard errors 
(MLR) demonstrated that the 2-factor model at within- and 
between-levels provided better model fit (Δ scaling cor-
rection = 3.68, Δχ2 = 163.03, Δdfs = 2.00, p < 0.001) 
compared to the 1-factor model at both levels. For the first 
aim, all 12-items were used. However, in line with several 
studies that have found that item 3 (does not show emotions), 
the only item left from the original unemotional subscale, 
exhibits low factor loading (Colins et al., 2016; Zheng et al., 
2021), this item was not included in calculations of sub-
scales for the second aim.

Positive and Negative Affect Positive (5 items; e.g., active, 
attentive) and negative (5 items; e.g., ashamed, nervous) 
affect were assessed daily (i.e., “indicate to what extent you  
have felt the way as described by each of the following words 
today”) with the short-form Positive and Negative Affect 
Schedule (PANAS-SF; Cooke et  al., 2022; Thompson,  
2007) on a 5-point Likert scale (1 = very slightly or not at all 
2 = a little, 3 = moderately, 4 = quite a bit, 5 = extremely). 
MLCFA model fit for the 2-factor model are as follows: 
CFI = 0.91, TLI = 0.88, RMSEA = 0.04,  SRMRw = 0.13, 
 SRMRb = 0.14. The estimated averaged standardized factor 
loading for the positive affect factor was 0.58 and 0.71 at  
within- and between-levels, and for the negative affect fac-
tor was 0.70 and 0.90 at within- and between-levels. Items 
were averaged within days with higher scores indicative of 

Table 1  Callous-Unemotional 
Traits Items and Subscales

r reverse coded items

Item Description Subscale

CU1: Does not care who I hurt to get what I want Callousness
CU2: Feels bad or guilty when I have done something wrong (r) Uncaring
CU3: Does not show emotions Unemotional
CU4: Concerned about the feelings of others (r) Uncaring
CU5: Does not care if I am in trouble Callousness
CU6: Does not care about doing things well Callousness
CU7: Seems very cold and uncaring Callousness
CU8: Apologizes to persons I have hurt (r) Uncaring
CU9: Tries not to hurt others’ feelings (r) Uncaring
CU10: Shows no remorse when I have done something wrong Callousness
CU11: Feelings of others are unimportant Callousness
CU12: Does things to make others feel good (r) Uncaring
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higher levels of positive (ωw = 0.63, ωb = 0.88, intra-class 
correlation [ICC] = 0.71) and negative (ωw = 0.74, ωb = 
0.94, ICC = 0.61) affect.

Emotional and Conduct Problems Participants reported 
their daily emotional and conduct problems using 5 items 
each from the emotional problems (e.g., I worry a lot) and 
conduct problems (e.g., I take things that are not mine from 
home, school, or elsewhere) subscales of the Strengths and 
Difficulties Questionnaire (Goodman et al., 1998). Items 
were rated on a 3-point Likert scale (0 = not true, 1 = some-
what true, 2 = certainly true) and averaged within days. 
MLCFA model fit for the 2-factor model are as follows: 
CFI = 0.98, TLI = 0.98, RMSEA = 0.01,  SRMRw = 0.10, 
 SRMRb = 0.05. The estimated averaged standardized fac-
tor loading for the emotional problems factor was 0.57 and 
0.88 at within- and between-levels, and for the conduct prob-
lems factor was 0.48 and 0.84 at within- and between-levels. 
Higher scores represented more emotional (ordinal ωw = 
0.70, ordinal ωb = 0.94, ICC = 0.76) and conduct (ordinal 
ωw = 0.63, ordinal ωb = 0.92, ICC = 0.60) problems that day 
(i.e., “mark how the following items described you on the 
basis of how things have been for you today”).

Analytic Approach

In Mplus version 8.6 (Muthén & Muthén, 2021), DSEM 
(Asparouhov et al., 2018) was conducted to examine both 
research aims (see Fig. 1 for DSEM schematic of aim 2). 
Combining time-series and structural equation modeling, 
this multilevel modeling approach tests temporal relations 
between measured variables by decomposing the data into 

within-person (Level 1) and between-person (Level 2) com-
ponents (Asparouhov et al., 2018; Hamaker et al., 2018). At 
the within-person level, inertia, otherwise known as autore-
gression or carryover, is an estimate of the extent to which 
scores return to equilibrium (or persist) over measurement 
occasions, with higher scores indicating greater resistance to 
change (Kuppens et al., 2010). Regarding cross-lagged asso-
ciations, augmentation describes positive cross-lagged asso-
ciations, such that an increase in the level of one construct 
predicts an increase in another construct at a successive time 
point (Pe & Kuppens, 2012). By contrast, blunting character-
izes negative cross-lagged associations, in which an increase 
in the level of one construct predicts a decrease in another 
construct at the next time point. In other words, these within-
person components assess whether participants’ level at time 
t were significantly predicted by their level of the same or 
different construct, respectively, at time t-1. Contemporane-
ously, covariation specifies whether constructs at the same 
time point are associated with one another (Krone et al., 
2018). Accordingly, at the within-person level (person-level 
centered), both autoregressive and cross-lagged parameters 
are estimated. Covariances among residuals between con-
structs within the same day after controlling for the previous 
day’s effect (i.e., autoregression and cross-lagged effects) 
were also estimated. At the between-person level, DSEM 
models means and (co)variances to examine between-person 
differences aggregated over the 30-day survey period (i.e., 
random intercepts). Bayesian Markov Chain Monte Carlo 
(MCMC) is used for estimation resulting in an entire dis-
tribution of possible values for each unknown parameter. 
Models were estimated using default priors and convergence 
was established by examining several diagnostic criteria 

Fig. 1  Schematic of DSEM. 
Note. Observed items are decom-
posed into time-varying within-
level (w) and time-invariant 
between-level (b) components. 
CAL = callousness, UNC = 
uncaring, POS = positive affect, 
NEG = negative affect, CON 
= conduct problems, EMO = 
emotional problems
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including the Potential Scale Reduction (PSR) statistic, auto-
correlation plots, and trace plots. Significance is determined 
by whether the 95% credible interval (CI) contains value 0 
for each parameter. Mplus code and output are supplied on 
the Open Science Framework: https:// osf. io/ n2rdf/? view_ 
only= 357ec 650bf ac4a6 3905e 7ed34 efd92 55.

Results

Callous‑unemotional Traits at the Item Level

Descriptive statistics, ICCs, and within-level and between-
level CU item correlations are shown in Supplementary 
Table S1. ICC is the proportion of the total variance that is 
accounted for by stable or trait-like between-person differ-
ences plus measurement error (Hamaker et al., 2018). Accord-
ingly, lower ICCs would indicate more within-person fluctua-
tions. At the within-level, almost all items were significantly 
positively correlated with each other. At the between-level, 
items 2 (feels bad or guilty when I have done something 
wrong) and 3 (does not show emotions) showed few signifi-
cant associations with other items and the highest ICC values 
(0.77 and 0.78, respectively).

After controlling for the previous day’s autoregression 
and cross-lagged effects, item-level within-day residual cor-
relations are shown in Table 2. Similar to the within-level 
item correlations presented above, the majority of items 
were still positively correlated with each other (although 
magnitudes were smaller) after controlling for the previous 
day’s effect.

Significant item-level autoregressive effects are shown 
in Fig. 2 (as indicated by curved arrows) and all item-level 
autoregressive estimates are described in Supplementary 
Table S2. Except for items 6 (does not care about doing 
things well) and 10 (shows no remorse when I have done 
something wrong), all items showed significant autore-
gressive effects (βs = 0.08–0.23; 95% CI [0.02–0.18, 
0.13–0.28]), suggesting that adolescents experiencing high 
levels of CU traits on the previous day were more likely to 
experience high levels the next day compared to their aver-
age level. More specifically, items 1 (does not care who I 
hurt to get what I want; β = 0.08; 95% CI [0.02, 0.14]), 4 
(concerned about the feelings of others; β = 0.08; 95% CI 
[0.02, 0.15]), 8 (apologizes to persons I have hurt; β = 0.08; 
95% CI [0.02, 0.14]), and 11 (feelings of others are unimpor-
tant; β = 0.08; 95% CI [0.02, 0.13]) showed the lowest levels 
of inertia and item 3 (does not show emotions; β = 0.23; 95% 
CI [0.18, 0.28]) revealed the largest inertia.

Significant item-level cross-lagged effects are shown in 
Fig. 2 (as indicated by straight arrows) and all item-level 
cross-lagged estimates are described in Supplementary 
Table S3. All items, except for item 10, demonstrated cross-
lagged effects with at least one other item. However, it is 
notable that most cross-lagged associations involved only 
four items as outcomes: items 2 (feels bad or guilty when 
I have done something wrong; βs = -0.07–0.06 95% CIs 
[-0.12–0.01, -0.02–0.12]), 7 (seems very cold and uncar-
ing; βs = 0.06–0.10; 95% CIs [0.01–0.05, 0.11–0.14]), 9 
(tries not to hurt others’ feelings; βs = -0.06–0.10; 95% 
CIs [-0.12–0.05, -0.00–0.14]), and 12 (does things to make 
others feel good; βs = 0.06–0.13; 95% CIs [0.00–0.07, 

Table 2  Within-Person Same Day Residual Correlations and Between-Person Correlations for Callous-Unemotional Traits Items

Correlations estimated using the Bayes estimator. Within-day residual correlations are shown above the diagonal. Between-level correlations, 
means (M), and variances (σ2) are shown below the diagonal. Items 2, 4, 8, 9, 12 are reverse coded
*p ≤ 0.05, **p ≤ 0.01, ***p ≤ 0.001

Item CU1 CU2 CU3 CU4 CU5 CU6 CU7 CU8 CU9 CU10 CU11 CU12

CU1 – 0.01 0.03 0.13*** 0.14*** 0.21*** 0.12*** 0.08*** 0.09*** 0.10*** 0.07*** 0.12***

CU2 0.22* – -0.08*** 0.24*** 0.12*** 0.04 -0.04* 0.17*** 0.18*** 0.02 0.06** 0.15***

CU3 -0.01 0.46*** – -0.20*** 0.04* 0.05* 0.10*** -0.12*** -0.11*** 0.04* 0.03 -0.06**

CU4 0.52*** 0.23* -0.28* – 0.07** 0.07** 0.08*** 0.37*** 0.38*** 0.04 0.10*** 0.34***

CU5 0.75*** 0.17 -0.04 0.57*** – 0.31*** 0.09*** 0.04* 0.06** 0.09*** 0.07** 0.05*

CU6 0.73*** 0.13 0.03 0.49*** 0.87*** – 0.19*** 0.07** 0.05* 0.11*** 0.10*** 0.09***

CU7 0.35** 0.09 0.34** 0.40** 0.42*** 0.61*** – 0.05* 0.07** 0.11*** 0.09*** 0.10***

CU8 0.50*** 0.18 -0.23* 0.84*** 0.56*** 0.48*** 0.34** – 0.54*** 0.07** 0.08*** 0.34***

CU9 0.53*** 0.28* -0.19 0.93*** 0.56*** 0.51*** 0.40*** 0.82*** – 0.00 0.08*** 0.34***

CU10 0.67*** 0.19 -0.05 0.61*** 0.72*** 0.75*** 0.48*** 0.48*** 0.62*** – 0.11*** 0.05*

CU11 0.76*** 0.12 0.01 0.60*** 0.64*** 0.73*** 0.54*** 0.47*** 0.54*** 0.81*** – 0.08**

CU12 0.39** 0.15 -0.29** 0.90*** 0.44*** 0.41*** 0.36** 0.79*** 0.84*** 0.49*** 0.40*** –

M 0.12 1.00 1.50 0.53 0.29 0.24 0.42 0.63 0.51 0.25 0.17 0.66
σ2 0.09 1.19 1.26 0.37 0.26 0.21 0.36 0.46 0.38 0.17 0.13 0.52

https://osf.io/n2rdf/?view_only=357ec650bfac4a63905e7ed34efd9255
https://osf.io/n2rdf/?view_only=357ec650bfac4a63905e7ed34efd9255
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0.12–0.18]). These findings highlight several CU traits that 
adolescents reported as endorsing higher levels the next day 
compared to their average level. In addition, most items only 
showed two significant cross-lagged associations, with items 
4, 8, and 9 displaying three cross-lagged effects. All signifi-
cant cross-lagged associations were augmented, apart from 
four effects (i.e., 3 → 9, 7 → 2, 9 → 6, and 12 → 6), which 
revealed blunting effects.

Between-level item correlations, means, and variances 
are shown in Table 2. Overall, consistent with the between-
level descriptive statistics, all items displayed significant 
positive associations with almost all other items, except 
items 2 (feels bad or guilty when I have done something 
wrong) and 3 (does not show emotions), which showed few 
significant associations.

Callous‑unemotional Traits and Associations 
with Subscales

Descriptive statistics, ICCs, and within-level and between-
level subscale correlations are shown in Supplementary 

Table S4. Notably, at the within-level, callousness was sig-
nificantly positively associated with all variables except 
positive affect, whereas uncaring was positively associated 
with negative affect and conduct problems, and negatively 
with positive affect. At the between-level, callousness was 
significantly positively associated with all variables and 
negatively associated with positive affect; uncaring was 
positively associated with conduct problems and negatively 
with positive affect. Also, emotional problems displayed the 
highest ICC (0.76) and uncaring had the lowest ICC (0.60). 
Table 3 shows within-day residual correlations after control-
ling for the previous day’s effects. Findings were similar to 
the within-level item correlations presented above.

Significant autoregressive (curved arrows) and cross-
lagged (straight arrows) effects are displayed in Fig. 3 (all 
estimates are shown in Supplementary Tables S5 and S6, 
respectively). All variables showed significant autore-
gressive effects (βs = 0.13–0.35; 95% CIs [0.08–0.29, 
0.18–0.41]). Thus, adolescents experiencing high levels 
of each variable on the previous day were more likely 
to experience high levels of each variable, respectively, 

Fig. 2  DSEM Standardized Esti-
mates for Callous-Unemotional 
Traits Items Within-Person 
Autoregressive (curved arrows) 
and Cross-Lagged Effects 
(straight arrows). Note. Only 
significant effects based on 95% 
credible intervals are shown. CU 
= callous-unemotional
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the next day compared to their average level. Regarding 
cross-lagged effects, all significant associations were posi-
tive (i.e., augmentation). Specifically, adolescents who 
reported higher than their average levels of callousness 
also reported higher than their average levels of uncar-
ing the next day (β = 0.08; 95% CI [0.03, 0.13]). Similar 
cross-day associations were observed between conduct 
problems and uncaring (β = 0.05; 95% CI [0.00, 0.10]), 

positive affect and callousness (β = 0.05; 95% CI [0.00, 
0.10]), negative affect and emotional problems (β = 0.07; 
95% CI [0.01, 0.13]), and, finally, emotional problems and 
negative affect (β = 0.09; 95% CI [0.03, 0.15]). Notably, 
uncaring did not show any significant cross-lagged effects.

Between-level correlations, means, and variances are 
shown in Table 3. Notably, adolescents with higher lev-
els of callousness, on average, tended to also have higher 
average levels of uncaring, negative affect, conduct prob-
lems, and emotional problems and lower average levels of 
positive affect over the month. Those with higher average 
levels of uncaring also had higher average levels of con-
duct problems and lower average levels of positive affect 
over the month.

Discussion

By collecting intensive longitudinal data and applying 
analytic approaches that elucidate temporal dynamics, 
we can expand our understanding of CU traits in a more 
ecologically valid way. Accordingly, this exploratory 
study examined whether adolescent CU traits manifest 
fluctuations across a 1-month observation window. Many 
CU traits items showed within-person autoregressive and 
cross-lagged links over the timeframe (i.e., participants’ 
levels at time t were significantly predicted by their levels 
at time t-1), and we described these effects using termi-
nology from the affective dynamics literature. We also 
illustrated how daily CU traits were associated with daily 
affect and emotional and conduct problems. Overall, we 
observed several within- and between-person effects that 
serve as a starting point for further understanding of tem-
poral dynamics and functional accounts of CU traits and 
related emotional and behavioral functioning.

Table 3  Within-Person Same Day Residual Correlations and Between-Person Correlations for Callous-Unemotional Traits Subscales, Positive 
Affect, Negative Affect, Conduct Problems, and Emotional Problems

Correlations estimated using the Bayes estimator. Within-day residual correlations are shown above the diagonal. Between-level correlations, 
means (M), and variances (σ2) are shown below the diagonal
*p ≤ 0.05, **p ≤ 0.01, ***p ≤ 0.001

Item 1 2 3 4 5 6

1. Callousness – 0.17*** -0.03 0.21*** 0.22*** 0.13***

2. Uncaring 0.58*** – -0.10*** 0.09*** 0.21*** 0.03
3. Positive Affect -0.24* -0.36** – 0.06** -0.06** -0.09***

4. Negative Affect 0.52*** 0.08 -0.16 – 0.28*** 0.48***

5. Conduct Problems 0.72*** 0.59*** -0.29** 0.52*** – 0.17***

6. Emotional Problems 0.41*** 0.09 -0.38*** 0.88*** 0.47*** –

M 0.25 0.66 2.67 1.61 0.18 0.46
σ2 0.12 0.29 0.74 0.46 0.05 0.24

Fig. 3  DSEM Standardized Estimates for Callous-Unemotional Traits 
Subscales, Positive Affect, Negative Affect, Conduct Problems, and 
Emotional Problems Within-Person Autoregressive (curved arrows) 
and Cross-Lagged Effects (straight arrows). Note. Only significant 
effects based on 95% credible intervals are shown. CAL = callous-
ness, UNC = uncaring, POS = positive affect, NEG = negative affect, 
CON = conduct problems, EMO = emotional problems
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Callous‑unemotional Traits in Daily Life

In line with recent research calling for lower-order preci-
sion level analyses (Goulter et al., 2022; Kotov et al., 2021), 
we assessed CU traits at the item-level. Almost all items 
displayed within-person autoregressive effects (inertia). Of 
those items, two items that typically load onto callousness 
(does not care who I hurt to get what I want, feelings of 
others are unimportant) and two items that represent uncar-
ing (concerned about the feelings of others, apologizes to 
persons I have hurt) had lower inertia and ICC scores (i.e., 
greater within-person fluctuations) relative to other items. 
Notably, these items all reflect CU traits related to behaviors 
directed toward others or others’ emotions or feelings. These 
items demonstrate greater variability likely because they tap 
interpersonal interactions with others, which could be less 
salient and stable relative to items regarding one’s own moti-
vations and behaviors (e.g., does not care if I am in trouble, 
does not care about doing things well). Conceptualizations 
of CU traits point to deficits in both affiliative capacity and 
emotional responding, and intensive longitudinal designs 
may prove especially useful in informing socio-emotional 
accounts of CU traits.

Conversely, does not show emotions showed the larg-
est inertia, ICC (i.e., the least within-person fluctuations), 
and highest between-level mean. This is a notable finding 
because this item is the only item retained from the 24-item 
ICU to the brief 12-item version presumably loading onto 
the unemotional subscale. Although this 12-item adapta-
tion has been well-validated in child, adolescent, and young 
adult samples (e.g., Hawes et al., 2014b; Zheng et al., 2021), 
others have emphasized the importance of unemotional 
items for understanding the broader CU construct (Ray & 
Frick, 2020). For example, one meta-analytic study found 
that although the unemotional subscale was only modestly 
associated with aggression (r = 0.06), it was more highly 
associated with lower empathy (r = -0.22; Cardinale & 
Marsh, 2020). These findings suggest that the unemotional 
scale may be more consequential for delineating “trait-like” 
impoverished emotion and empathy aspects of CU traits 
(Ray & Frick, 2020). Furthermore, both does not care about 
doing things well and shows no remorse when I have done 
something wrong did not show significant autoregressive 
effects. These results are somewhat expected as it is unlikely 
that our community sample committed transgressions every 
day, thus necessitating further research with higher-risk and 
clinical samples.

A greater understanding of the short-term fluctuations 
in CU traits can also help inform ethical considerations in 
this field regarding labelling, stigmatization, and nomen-
clature. As a construct, CU traits was initially developed 
by downwardly extending the affective component of adult  
psychopathy to children and adolescents. Although 

definitions of psychopathy typically also comprise inter-
personal and impulsive/antisocial dimensions, an extensive 
child and adult literature has revealed that the affective or 
CU dimension tends to distinguish those individuals with 
distinct neurocognitive correlates, as well as heightened risk 
for persistent antisocial behavior (Frick et al., 2014). How-
ever, there are reasonable concerns regarding the stigmatiza-
tion of labelling children and adolescents with the term CU 
“traits” (Prasad & Kimonis, 2018). Several scholars have 
accordingly advocated for alternative language, such as CU 
behaviors, features, or symptoms, particularly in younger 
children when these characteristics may be less stable (e.g., 
Schuberth et al., 2019; Waller & Hyde, 2017). Others have 
made clear at the outset that although they use the term CU 
“traits” in young samples, they are not suggesting that these 
indicators are immutable (e.g., Fleming et al., 2022). As 
well-stated by Kaurin et al. (2022, p. 23) “A stricter focus on 
dysregulated interpersonal and affective processes in daily 
life [therefore] may also reform the professional and public 
view on personality pathology, which is dominated by per-
ceptions of destiny rather than manageable risk.” Overall, 
our item-level findings provide preliminary granular and 
temporal evidence of within-person “state” fluctuations of 
CU traits in real-life.

Daily Callous‑unemotional Traits and Emotional 
and Behavioral Functioning

We also evaluated whether daily CU traits, including cal-
lousness and uncaring, were associated with several indica-
tors of emotional and behavioral functioning. Both callous-
ness and conduct problems augmented uncaring over time. 
One explanation for these findings may relate to how adoles-
cents with elevated callousness appraise certain situations. 
It may be the case that adolescents high on callousness with 
a cognitive predisposition underpinned by fearlessness and 
deficits in emotional processing interpret certain situational 
features (e.g., negative interactions with parents or peers) in 
a way that results in higher levels of uncaring. Also notewor-
thy, uncaring did not predict any other construct. Structural 
differences in the ICU have been suggested to be a spuri-
ous by-product of method variance (Ray & Frick, 2020); 
however, our findings contribute some evidence pointing 
to meaningful differences between CU subscales. Taken 
together, these findings suggest that uncaring may be better 
conceptualized as an outcome rather than an antecedent, and 
callousness could represent a critical treatment target.

An interesting finding was that positive affect was linked 
with callousness. Previous research found that callousness 
at baseline negatively predicted positive affect assessed six 
times per day across a 1-week period (Vize et al., 2022); 
however, callousness was assessed with a personality meas-
ure only at baseline. One explanation for our findings may 
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be due to the specific measure of positive affect assessing 
high valence constructs, including being active, inspired, and 
determined (Cooke et al., 2022; Thompson, 2007). It may be 
the case that callousness also designates resolute individu-
als characterized by ambition. This notion goes against the 
DSM-5 “with Limited Prosocial Emotions” criterion speci-
fying an absence of interest in school or work performance 
(American Psychiatric Association, 2013). However, the 
current uncaring subscale from the 12-item ICU is opera-
tionalized as a lack of concern for others (not activities). 
In addition, echoing Vize et al. (2022), such traits may be 
strongly associated with extroversion, which is linked to 
heightened positive affect (Watson et al., 2015)–although 
these findings are derived from adult samples. Future stud-
ies should consider a broader range of positive affect items 
to replicate and extend current findings, as well as further 
research on personality in adolescent samples.

Strengths and Limitations

Notable strengths of the present study include the natural-
istic 30-day diary design, which advances understanding of 
CU traits under higher ecological validity relative to tradi-
tional longitudinal studies. In addition, we applied an ana-
lytic approach that disentangles within-person fluctuations 
from between-person differences. We also evaluated whether 
daily CU traits were associated with multiple forms of daily 
emotional and behavioral functioning. However, current 
findings should be interpreted within the context of some 
limitations. First, the current sample was primarily com-
prised of community adolescents from families with higher 
annual income than the provincial median income. Partici-
pants also endorsed lower levels of CU traits (M = 6.88; SD 
= 4.26) relative to other studies using the 12-item ICU scale. 
For example, Colins et al. (2016) found higher levels of CU 
traits in a sample of justice-involved adolescent girls (M = 
9.14; SD = 5.88). Thus, our results may not generalize to 
other populations, and as highlighted, it would be particu-
larly important to examine daily CU traits in higher-risk or 
clinical samples.

Second, all data are solely based on adolescent self-
reports–we did not collect data from other informants (e.g., 
parents) on adolescent daily CU traits. Past research has 
revealed distinct associations between CU traits and con-
duct problems across adolescent- and parent-reports (e.g., 
Goulter & Moretti, 2021). Meta-analytic work has also 
shown less discrepancies in cross-informant correspond-
ence when informants are reporting on observable behaviors 
(e.g., externalizing vs. internalizing) or when the behaviors 
are measured within the same context (De Los Reyes et al., 
2015). Regarding CU traits, it may be more difficult for 
other informants to report on CU traits given these traits are 
not necessarily readily observable. 

Third, our sample was relatively small, although simula-
tion studies have shown that sufficient power can be achieved 
for DSEM with a sample size of 100 and a minimum of 25 
measured occasions (e.g., Schultzberg & Muthén, 2018). In 
particular, power at Level 2 is relatively small compared to 
conventional longitudinal studies, and thus, these between-
person effects should be interpreted with caution. However, 
with over 2,000 observations at the daily level, power at 
Level 1 is sufficient for the current approach. Because of our 
sample size, we were not able to optimally investigate gender 
differences–an important direction for future research given 
most studies examining CU traits have relied predominantly 
on male samples.

Future Directions and Implications

By decomposing “trait” and “state”-like aspects of CU traits, 
current findings inform understanding of fluctuations in CU 
traits and lay a foundation for future intensive longitudinal 
designs to test critical questions in the field. For instance, 
adolescence represents a sensitive period marked by distinct 
change including within neural systems involved in social, 
emotional, and motivational processes (Dahl et al., 2018). 
Because of this, studies testing daily dynamics among ado-
lescents may be particularly well-suited to reveal important 
information regarding socio-behavioral functioning. Atypi-
cal levels of CU traits have also been observed in samples 
as young as preschool age (Kimonis et al., 2016), and devel-
opmental models describe early childhood as the period in 
which the emergence of conscience and empathy typically 
occurs (Kochanska, 1993). Thus, future research should also 
investigate daily CU traits in younger samples. Ideally, CU 
traits would be examined at multiple developmental stages 
across multiple timescales, and measurement burst designs 
that combine micro and macro longitudinal methods could 
identify changes in short-term CU dynamics and their rela-
tions with long-term outcomes. Future research should also 
apply multiple measurement approaches (e.g., self-report, 
observational, psychophysiological) to better character-
ize the emotional components of daily experiences–a par-
ticularly important avenue in CU traits research given the 
distinct psychophysiological profiles among these samples 
(Fanti et al., 2019).

It will also be crucial to investigate the role of specific 
situational features in CU traits fluctuations and employ dif-
ferent intensive longitudinal methods to test these relations. 
For example, the present study employed a time-based sam-
pling scheme prompting participants at 5 pm each day. By 
contrast, other research may use a variable-interval scheme 
generating prompts at random throughout the day to further 
enhance ecological validity (Russell & Gajos, 2020). Future 
studies may also want to consider event contingent designs, 
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which could be useful for examining negative interactions 
with parents, peers, or the broader environment. Theoretical 
and empirical works highlight the role of warm and support-
ive parent–child relationships in promoting empathy develop-
ment and eliciting positive affect (Kochanska, 1993). Inten-
sive longitudinal methods with parent–child dyads (e.g., Xu 
& Zheng, 2022) have the potential to further advance under-
standing of familial relations in the development of CU traits. 
Particularly, parenting behaviors, including parental warmth 
and harsh discipline, have been linked to child CU traits 
(Goulter et al., 2020; Waller et al., 2013; Zheng et al., 2017), 
and recent daily diary studies have demonstrated substantial 
daily fluctuations in parental warmth (Xu & Zheng, 2023). 
Thus, examining how daily parenting behaviors are associ-
ated with CU traits may provide modifiable targets in daily 
family processes for future treatment efforts. In adolescence, 
research may want to examine the role of peer affiliation and 
interactions in daily CU traits fluctuations. Although the pre-
sent study assessed negative affect, a greater understanding 
of the dynamics of stress and associated stressful experiences 
would also be particularly informative.

Conclusion

In this exploratory study, we observed meaningful fluctua-
tions of CU traits at both item- and subscale-levels. These 
findings suggest that CU traits may be more susceptible to 
change and malleable than previously thought. In addition, 
callousness and uncaring subscales demonstrated distinct 
cross-day dynamics in relation to emotional and behavioral 
problems. Here, we have laid a foundation for future research 
focus applying intensive longitudinal methods to advance 
understanding of CU traits in daily life. Further functional 
information gained from these methods can potentially 
inform intervention efforts by offering modifiable targets 
situated in daily lives to promote personalized and just-in-
time interventions. By conducting sampling in real-time in 
real-world situations, we can further inform personalized 
models of treatment targeting daily processes.

Supplementary Information The online version contains supplemen-
tary material available at https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10802- 023- 01077-6.

Acknowledgements We thank all the participating parents, adoles-
cents, Elk Island and St. Albert public schools, and our research assis-
tants. Study data were collected and managed using REDCap electronic 
data capture tools hosted and supported by the Women and Children’s 
Health Research Institute at the University of Alberta.

Author Contribution Goulter, N: Conceptualization, Writing-Original 
Draft, Writing-Review/Editing; Cooke, EM: Formal Analysis, Writing-
Original Draft, Writing-Review/Editing; Zheng, Y: Conceptualization, 
Funding Acquisition, Methodology, Writing-Review/Editing.

Funding This research was supported partly with funding from the 
Social Sciences and Humanities Research Council (IDG 430-2018-
00317 and 409-2020-00080) and Natural Sciences and Engineering 
Research Council (RGPIN-2020-04458 and DGECR-2020-00077) of 
Canada. EC was supported by a Mitacs Accelerate grant (IT18227) 
awarded to YZ.

Data Availability Data are available by emailing the last author. Code 
and output are available on the Open Science Framework: https:// osf. io/ 
n2rdf/? view_ only= 357ec 650bf ac4a6 3905e 7ed34 efd92 55.

Compliance with Ethical Standards 

Ethical Approval The study was approved by the institutional research 
ethics committee and was performed in accordance with the ethical 
standards as laid down in the 1964 Declaration of Helsinki and its later 
amendments or comparable ethical standards.

Informed Consent Informed consent and assent for study participation 
and research publication was obtained from all individual participants 
included in the study.

Conflicts of Interest The authors have no relevant or non-financial in-
terests to disclose.

Open Access  This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, 
provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes 
were made. The images or other third party material in this article are 
included in the article's Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in 
the article's Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will 
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a 
copy of this licence, visit http:// creat iveco mmons. org/ licen ses/ by/4. 0/.

References

Álvarez-Tomás, I., Ruiz, J., Guilera, G., & Bados, A. (2019). Long-
term clinical and functional course of borderline personality disor-
der: a meta-analysis of prospective studies. European Psychiatry, 
56(1), 75–83. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. eurpsy. 2018. 10. 010

American Psychiatric Association. (2013). Diagnostic and statistical man-
ual of mental disorders (5th ed.). American Psychiatric Publishing.

Asparouhov, T., Hamaker, E. L., & Muthén, B. (2018). Dynamic structural 
equation models. Structural Equation Modeling: A Multidisciplinary 
Journal, 25(3), 359–388. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 10705 511. 2017. 
14068 03

Cardinale, E. M., & Marsh, A. A. (2020). The reliability and validity of 
the inventory of callous unemotional traits: a meta-analytic review. 
Assessment, 27(1), 57–71. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 10731 91117 747392

Colins, O. F., Andershed, H., Hawes, S. W., Bijttebier, P., & Pardini, D. 
A. (2016). Psychometric properties of the original and short form 
of the inventory of callous-unemotional traits in detained female 
adolescents. Child Psychiatry & Human Development, 47(5), 
679–690. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10578- 015- 0601-8

Cooke, E. M., Schuurman, N. K., & Zheng, Y. (2022). Examining 
the within- and between-person structure of a short form of the 
positive and negative affect schedule: a multilevel and dynamic 
approach. Psychological Assessment, 34(12), 1126–1137. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1037/ pas00 01167

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10802-023-01077-6
https://osf.io/n2rdf/?view_only=357ec650bfac4a63905e7ed34efd9255
https://osf.io/n2rdf/?view_only=357ec650bfac4a63905e7ed34efd9255
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eurpsy.2018.10.010
https://doi.org/10.1080/10705511.2017.1406803
https://doi.org/10.1080/10705511.2017.1406803
https://doi.org/10.1177/1073191117747392
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10578-015-0601-8
https://doi.org/10.1037/pas0001167
https://doi.org/10.1037/pas0001167


62 Research on Child and Adolescent Psychopathology (2024) 52:51–63

1 3

Dahl, R. E., Allen, N. B., Wilbrecht, L., & Suleiman, A. B. (2018). 
Importance of investing in adolescence from a developmental sci-
ence perspective. Nature, 554(7693), 441–450. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1038/ natur e25770

De Los Reyes, A., Augenstein, T. M., Wang, M., Thomas, S. A., Drabick, 
D. A., Burgers, D. E., & Rabinowitz, J. (2015). The validity of the 
multi-informant approach to assessing child and adolescent mental 
health. Psychological Bulletin, 141(4), 858–900. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1037/ a0038 498

De Ridder, J., Pihet, S., Suter, M., & Caldara, R. (2016). Empathy in 
institutionalized adolescents with callous-unemotional traits: an 
ecological momentary assessment study of emotion recognition. 
Criminal Justice and Behavior, 43(5), 653–669. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1177/ 00938 54815 618431

DeYoung, C. G., Chmielewski, M., Clark, L. A., Condon, D. M., Kotov, 
R., Krueger, R. F., Lynam, D. R., Markon, K. E., Miller, J. D., 
Mullins-Sweatt, S. N., Samuel, D. B., Sellbom, M., South, S. 
C., Thomas, K. M., Watson, D., Watts, A. L., Widiger, T. A., & 
Wright, A. G. C. (2022). The distinction between symptoms and 
traits in the Hierarchical Taxonomy of Psychopathology (HiTOP). 
Journal of Personality, 90(1), 20–33. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ jopy. 
12593

Dotterer, H. L., Beltz, A. M., Foster, K. T., Simms, L. J., & Wright, A. 
G. (2019). Personalized models of personality disorders: using 
a temporal network method to understand symptomatology and 
daily functioning in a clinical sample. Psychological Medicine, 
50(14), 2397–2405. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1017/ S0033 29171 90025 63

Edershile, E. A., & Wright, A. G. (2021). Fluctuations in grandiose and 
vulnerable narcissistic states: a momentary perspective. Journal 
of Personality and Social Psychology, 120(5), 1386–1414. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1037/ pspp0 000370

Fanti, K. A., Eisenbarth, H., Goble, P., Demetriou, C., Kyranides, M. 
N., Goodwin, D., Zhang, J., Bobak, B., & Cortese, S. (2019). 
Psychophysiological activity and reactivity in children and ado-
lescents with conduct problems: a systematic review and meta-
analysis. Neuroscience & Biobehavioral Reviews, 100, 98–107. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. neubi orev. 2019. 02. 016

Fanti, K. A., Panayiotou, G., Lazarou, C., Michael, R., & Georgiou, G. 
(2016). The better of two evils? Evidence that children exhibiting 
continuous conduct problems high or low on callous–unemotional 
traits score on opposite directions on physiological and behavio-
ral measures of fear. Development and Psychopathology, 28(1), 
185–198. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1017/ S0954 57941 50003 71

Fleming, G. E., Neo, B., Briggs, N. E., Kaouar, S., Frick, P. J., & Kimonis, 
E. R. (2022). Parent training adapted to the needs of children with 
callous–unemotional traits: a randomized controlled trial. Behavior 
Therapy, 53(6), 1265–1281. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. beth. 2022. 07. 001

Frick, P. J. (2022). Some critical considerations in applying the construct 
of psychopathy to research and classification of childhood disrup-
tive behavior disorders. Clinical Psychology Review, 96, 102188. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. cpr. 2022. 102188

Frick, P. J., Ray, J. V., Thornton, L. C., & Kahn, R. E. (2014). Annual 
research review: a developmental psychopathology approach to 
understanding callous-unemotional traits in children and adoles-
cents with serious conduct problems. Journal of Child Psychol-
ogy and Psychiatry, 55(6), 532–548. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ 
jcpp. 12152

Frick, P. J., & Viding, E. M. (2009). Antisocial behavior from a 
developmental psychopathology perspective. Development and 
Psychopathology, 21(4), 1111–1131. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1017/ 
S0954 57940 99900 71

Goldstein, B. L., Mackin, D. M., Miao, J., Perlman, G., Watson, D., 
Ormel, J., Klein, D. N., & Kotov, R. (2022). Is personality stable 
and symptoms fleeting? A longitudinal comparison in adoles-
cence. Journal of Research in Personality, 97, 104190. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jrp. 2022. 104190

Goodman, R., Meltzer, H., & Bailey, V. (1998). The Strengths and 
Difficulties Questionnaire: a pilot study on the validity of the self-
report version. European Child & Adolescent Psychiatry, 7(3), 
125–130. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s0078 70050 057

Goulter, N., McMahon, R. J., Lansford, J. E., Bates, J. E., Dodge, K. A., 
Crowley, M. D., & Pettit, G. S. (2022). Externalizing psychopathol-
ogy from childhood to early adolescence: psychometric evaluation 
using latent variable and network modeling. Psychological Assess-
ment, 34(11), 1008–1021. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1037/ pas00 01163

Goulter, N., McMahon, R. J., Pasalich, D. S., & Dodge, K. A. (2020). 
Indirect effects of early parenting on adult antisocial outcomes via 
adolescent conduct disorder symptoms and callous-unemotional 
traits. Journal of Clinical Child and Adolescent Psychology, 
49(6), 930–942. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 15374 416. 2019. 16139 99

Goulter, N., & Moretti, M. M. (2021). Network structure of callous-
unemotional traits and conduct disorder symptoms among at-risk 
youth: multi-informant reports and gender differences. Research 
on Child and Adolescent Psychopathology, 49(9), 1179–1196. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10802- 021- 00819-8

Hamaker, E. L., Asparouhov, T., Brose, A., Schmiedek, F., & Muthén, 
B. (2018). At the frontiers of modeling intensive longitudinal data: 
dynamic structural equation models for the affective measurements 
from the COGITO study. Multivariate Behavioral Research, 53(6), 
820–841. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 00273 171. 2018. 14468 19

Hawes, D. J., Price, M. J., & Dadds, M. R. (2014a). Callous-unemotional 
traits and the treatment of conduct problems in childhood and adoles-
cence: a comprehensive review. Clinical Child and Family Psychology 
Review, 17(3), 248–267. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10567- 014- 0167-1

Hawes, S. W., Byrd, A. L., Henderson, C. E., Gazda, R. L., Burke, J. D., 
Loeber, R., & Pardini, D. A. (2014b). Refining the parent-reported 
inventory of callous-unemotional traits in boys with conduct prob-
lems. Psychological Assessment, 26(1), 256–266. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1037/ a0034 718

Houben, M., Van Den Noortgate, W., & Kuppens, P. (2015). The 
relation between short-term emotion dynamics and psychologi-
cal well-being: a meta-analysis. Psychological Bulletin, 141(4), 
901–930. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1037/ a0038 822

Kaurin, A., Do, Q., Ladouceur, C. D., Silk, J., & Wright, A. G. (2022). 
Daily interpersonal and affective manifestations of maladaptive 
personality in adolescent girls. PsyArXiv, 1–37. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 31234/ osf. io/ brxyw

Kimonis, E. R., Fanti, K. A., Anastassiou-Hadjicharalambous, X., 
Mertan, B., Goulter, N., & Katsimicha, E. (2016). Can callous-
unemotional traits be reliably measured in preschoolers? Journal 
of Abnormal Child Psychology, 44(4), 625–638. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1007/ s10802- 015- 0075-y

Kochanska, G. (1993). Toward a synthesis of parental socialization 
and child temperament in early development of conscience. Child 
Development, 64(2), 325–347. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/j. 1467- 
8624. 1993. tb029 13.x

Kotov, R., Krueger, R. F., Watson, D., Cicero, D. C., Conway, C. C., 
DeYoung, C. G., Eaton, N. R., Forbes, M. K., Hallquist, M. N., 
Latzman, R. D., Mullins-Sweatt, S. N., Ruggero, C. J., Simms, L. 
J., Waldman, I. D., Waszczuk, M. A., & Wright, A. G. (2021). The 
Hierarchical Taxonomy of Psychopathology (HiTOP): a quantita-
tive nosology based on consensus of evidence. Annual Review of 
Clinical Psychology, 17, 83–108. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1146/ annur ev- 
clinp sy- 081219- 093304

Krone, T., Albers, C. J., Kuppens, P., & Timmerman, M. E. (2018). 
A multivariate statistical model for emotion dynamics. Emotion, 
18(5), 739–754. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1037/ emo00 00384

Kuppens, P., Allen, N. B., & Sheeber, L. B. (2010). Emotional inertia 
and psychological maladjustment. Psychological Science, 21(7), 
984–991. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 09567 97610 372634

Marsh, A. A., & Blair, R. J. R. (2008). Deficits in facial affect recogni-
tion among antisocial populations: a meta-analysis. Neuroscience 

https://doi.org/10.1038/nature25770
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature25770
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0038498
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0038498
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854815618431
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854815618431
https://doi.org/10.1111/jopy.12593
https://doi.org/10.1111/jopy.12593
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0033291719002563
https://doi.org/10.1037/pspp0000370
https://doi.org/10.1037/pspp0000370
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2019.02.016
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0954579415000371
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.beth.2022.07.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2022.102188
https://doi.org/10.1111/jcpp.12152
https://doi.org/10.1111/jcpp.12152
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0954579409990071
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0954579409990071
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jrp.2022.104190
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jrp.2022.104190
https://doi.org/10.1007/s007870050057
https://doi.org/10.1037/pas0001163
https://doi.org/10.1080/15374416.2019.1613999
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10802-021-00819-8
https://doi.org/10.1080/00273171.2018.1446819
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10567-014-0167-1
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0034718
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0034718
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0038822
https://doi.org/10.31234/osf.io/brxyw
https://doi.org/10.31234/osf.io/brxyw
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10802-015-0075-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10802-015-0075-y
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.1993.tb02913.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.1993.tb02913.x
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-clinpsy-081219-093304
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-clinpsy-081219-093304
https://doi.org/10.1037/emo0000384
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797610372634


63Research on Child and Adolescent Psychopathology (2024) 52:51–63 

1 3

& Biobehavioral Reviews, 32(3), 454–465. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. neubi orev. 2007. 08. 003

McMahon, R. J., Goulter, N., & Frick, P. J. (2021). Moderators of 
psychosocial intervention response for children and adolescents 
with conduct problems. Journal of Clinical Child and Adolescent 
Psychology, 50(4), 525–533. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 15374 416. 
2021. 18945 66

McMahon, R. J., Witkiewitz, K., Kotler, J. S., & Conduct Problems 
Prevention Research Group. (2010). Predictive validity of callous-
unemotional traits measured in early adolescence with respect to 
multiple antisocial outcomes. Journal of Abnormal Psychology, 
119(4), 752–763. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1037/ a0020 796

Muthén, B. O., & Muthén, L. K. (2021). Mplus version 8.6: user’s 
guide. Authors.

Pe, M. L., & Kuppens, P. (2012). The dynamic interplay between 
emotions in daily life: augmentation, blunting, and the role of 
appraisal overlap. Emotion, 12(6), 1320–1328. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1037/ a0028 262

Prasad, A. H., & Kimonis, E. R. (2018). Effects of the “limited proso-
cial emotions” specifier for conduct disorder on juror perceptions 
of juvenile offenders. Criminal Justice and Behavior, 45(10), 
1547–1564. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 00938 54818 774381

Ray, J. V., & Frick, P. J. (2020). Assessing callous-unemotional traits 
using the total score from the inventory of callous-unemotional 
traits: a meta-analysis. Journal of Clinical Child & Adolescent 
Psychology, 49(2), 190–199. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 15374 416. 
2018. 15042 97

Russell, M. A., & Gajos, J. M. (2020). Annual research review: eco-
logical momentary assessment studies in child psychology and 
psychiatry. Journal of Child Psychology and Psychiatry, 61(3), 
376–394. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ jcpp. 13204

Schuberth, D. A., Zheng, Y., Pasalich, D. S., McMahon, R. J., Kamboukos, 
D., Dawson-McClure, S., & Brotman, L. M. (2019). The role 
of emotion understanding in the development of aggression and 
callous-unemotional features across early childhood. Journal of 
Abnormal Child Psychology, 47(4), 619–631. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1007/ s10802- 018- 0468-9

Schultzberg, M., & Muthén, B. (2018). Number of subjects and time 
points needed for multilevel time-series analysis: a simulation 
study of dynamic structural equation modeling. Structural Equa-
tion Modeling: A Multidisciplinary Journal, 25(4), 495–515. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 10705 511. 2017. 13928 62

Solmi, M., Radua, J., Olivola, M., Croce, E., Soardo, L., Salazar de 
Pablo, G., Shin, J., II., Kirkbride, J. B., Jones, P., Kim, J. H., Kim, 
J. Y., Carvalho, A. F., Seeman, M. V., Correll, C. U., & Fusar-Poli, 
P. (2022). Age at onset of mental disorders worldwide: large-scale 
meta-analysis of 192 epidemiological studies. Molecular Psychia-
try, 27(1), 281–295. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ s41380- 021- 01161-7

Soto, C. J., John, O. P., Gosling, S. D., & Potter, J. (2011). Age dif-
ferences in personality traits from 10 to 65: big five domains and 
facets in a large cross-sectional sample. Journal of Personality 
and Social Psychology, 100(2), 330–348. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1037/ 
a0021 717

Suter, M., Pihet, S., Zimmermann, G., de Ridder, J., Urben, S., & 
Stephan, P. (2017). Predicting daily-life antisocial behaviour in 
institutionalized adolescents with transgression-related implicit 

association tests. Journal of Forensic Psychiatry & Psychology, 
28(6), 881–900. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 14789 949. 2017. 13327 72

Thompson, E. R. (2007). Development and validation of an interna-
tionally reliable short-form of the Positive and Negative Affect 
Schedule (PANAS). Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 38(2), 
227–242. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 00220 22106 297301

Toro, R. A., García-García, J., & Zaldívar-Basurto, F. (2020). Fac-
torial analysis and invariance testing for age and gender of the 
reactive-proactive aggression questionnaire (RPQ). International 
Journal of Psychological Research, 13(1), 62–70. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 21500/ 20112 084. 4190

Urben, S., Constanty, L., Lepage, C., Rosselet Amoussou, J., Durussel, J., 
Turri, F., Wouters, E., Mürner-Lavanchy, I., & Plessen, K. J. (2022). 
The added value of a micro-level ecological approach when map-
ping self-regulatory control processes and externalizing symptoms 
during adolescence: a systematic review. European Child & Adoles-
cent Psychiatry, 1–11. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00787- 022- 01972-1

Vize, C. E., Ringwald, W. R., Edershile, E. A., & Wright, A. G. (2022). 
Antagonism in daily life: an exploratory ecological momentary 
assessment study. Clinical Psychological Science, 10(1), 90–108. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 21677 02621 10135 07

Waller, R., Gardner, F., & Hyde, L. W. (2013). What are the associations 
between parenting, callous–unemotional traits, and antisocial behav-
ior in youth? A systematic review of evidence. Clinical Psychology 
Review, 33(4), 593–608. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. cpr. 2013. 03. 001

Waller, R., & Hyde, L. W. (2017). Callous-unemotional behaviors in 
early childhood: measurement, meaning, and the influence of par-
enting. Child Development Perspectives, 11(2), 120–126. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1111/ cdep. 12222

Watson, D., Stasik, S. M., Ellickson-Larew, S., & Stanton, K. (2015). 
Extraversion and psychopathology: a facet-level analysis. Jour-
nal of Abnormal Psychology, 124(2), 432–446. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1037/ abn00 00051

Wright, A. G., & Kaurin, A. (2020). Integrating structure and function 
in conceptualizing and assessing pathological traits. Psychopa-
thology, 53(3), 189–197. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1159/ 00050 7590

Xu, J., & Zheng, Y. (2022). Links between shared and unique perspec-
tives of parental psychological control and adolescent emotional 
problems: a dyadic daily diary study. Child Development, 93(6), 
1649–1662. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ cdev. 13789

Xu, J., & Zheng, Y. (2023). Parent- and child-driven daily family stress 
processes between daily stress, parental warmth, and adolescent 
adjustment. Journal of Youth and Adolescence, 52(3), 490–505. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10964- 022- 01691-5

Zheng, Y., Pasalich, D. S., Oberth, C., McMahon, R. J., & Pinderhughes, 
E. E. (2017). Capturing parenting as a multidimensional and 
dynamic construct with a person-oriented approach. Prevention Sci-
ence, 18(3), 281–291. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s11121- 016- 0665-0

Zheng, Y., Zhang, J., Huang, L., & Goulter, N. (2021). Validation and 
measurement invariance of the inventory of callous-unemotional 
traits in chinese incarcerated and normative samples. Law and Human 
Behavior, 45(6), 542–553. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1037/ lhb00 00461

Publisher's Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2007.08.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neubiorev.2007.08.003
https://doi.org/10.1080/15374416.2021.1894566
https://doi.org/10.1080/15374416.2021.1894566
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0020796
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0028262
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0028262
https://doi.org/10.1177/0093854818774381
https://doi.org/10.1080/15374416.2018.1504297
https://doi.org/10.1080/15374416.2018.1504297
https://doi.org/10.1111/jcpp.13204
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10802-018-0468-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10802-018-0468-9
https://doi.org/10.1080/10705511.2017.1392862
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41380-021-01161-7
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0021717
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0021717
https://doi.org/10.1080/14789949.2017.1332772
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022022106297301
https://doi.org/10.21500/20112084.4190
https://doi.org/10.21500/20112084.4190
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00787-022-01972-1
https://doi.org/10.1177/21677026211013507
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpr.2013.03.001
https://doi.org/10.1111/cdep.12222
https://doi.org/10.1111/cdep.12222
https://doi.org/10.1037/abn0000051
https://doi.org/10.1037/abn0000051
https://doi.org/10.1159/000507590
https://doi.org/10.1111/cdev.13789
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10964-022-01691-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11121-016-0665-0
https://doi.org/10.1037/lhb0000461

	Callous-Unemotional Traits in Adolescents' Daily Life: Associations with Affect and Emotional and Conduct Problems
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Correlates of Callous-unemotional Traits
	Traits and Symptoms in Adolescence
	Intensive Longitudinal Methods
	Testing Personality and Psychopathology with Intensive Longitudinal Methods
	The Present Study

	Method
	Participants and Procedure
	Measures
	Analytic Approach

	Results
	Callous-unemotional Traits at the Item Level
	Callous-unemotional Traits and Associations with Subscales

	Discussion
	Callous-unemotional Traits in Daily Life
	Daily Callous-unemotional Traits and Emotional and Behavioral Functioning
	Strengths and Limitations
	Future Directions and Implications

	Conclusion
	Anchor 22
	Acknowledgements 
	References


