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Cooperation between perspective taking and centrism
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In social inferences, sense-making involves both of individual traits and global evaluations. However, the relationship

between traits and evaluations, part and whole, is still unclear. To understand it, following two steps would be required. First

step is to provide an experimental framework in which a discrepancy between part and whole is uncovered. Next one is to

find intermediates between them for covering the discrepancy. Current study approached the first step. We prepared six types

of scenarios in which one puppet with goal-dispositions was helped or hindered by another one. The six types of scenarios

further classified into three groups according to the clearness of global evaluations and the contexts. Six years old and adult

participants viewed scenarios and learned symbols paired with goodness or badness scenarios belonging to one group. After

that, all of participants assigned one of learned symbols to each scenario. Six years old participants showed asymmetrical

assignments between learned and answered symbols only after they learned assignments to scenarios with unclear

evaluations. This suggests that present experimental settings uncover the discrepancy between part and whole in a context of

social inference. Moreover, we consider a feasibility of second step toward understanding social cognition. Then we rely on

individual and collective levels regarding social interactions and a cooperation between perspective taking and centrism.
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Figurel. Six types of scenarios classified into three groups, stories of Fyign, Fiow and M. Each story has good or bad scenarios.
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Figure2. Clearness of goodness and badness in scinarios
belonging to each group. Asterisks show significant
differences(*<.05, **<.01). Error bars show standard error.
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Tablel. Results of assignments by six years old participants.
Only when they learned assignments in a story of Flow with
unclearness, they failed to suitably assign symbols in another
stories.
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2 | m 95.8% | 89.6% | 91.7%
5| M| (p=.001) | (p<.001) | (p<.001)
~
< | g 67.5% | 97.5% | 60.5%
z v 1 (p=.038) | (p<.001) | (p=.256)
§ M 80.0% | 75.0% | 95.0%

(p<.001) | (p=.002) | (p<.001)
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