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Player A

Player B Prop. of HS CP

Type Str. Rel. Config.

H PW AP EES Config.

H PW AP EES CA RE A B

24 sample

UE A>B A=B 12,057 .84 1.00 .58 7
A>B A=B 12,0,1,11 .96 1.00 .92 11

UUu A<B A>B 2,10,2,10 .29 .00 .00 10
A<B A>B 1,11,1,11 .20 .00 .00 11

57,57 46 .00 .00 7 .98 .61 Cntl 84.9 294
1,11,1,11 .20 .00 .00 11
11,184 .73 .75 .25 4 91 71 Cntl 235 71.0
11,1,75 .75 .80 .33 5

Instr 86.8 28.9

Instr 19.8 66.5

36 sample

UE A>B A=B 18,0,8,10 .83 1.00 .56 10
A>B A=B 17,1612 .84 .92 .61 12

UUu A<B A>B 315315 .29 .00 .00 15
A<B A>B 216,2,16 .24 .00 .00 16

8,10,8,10 .47 .00 .00 10 .98 .50 Cntl 73.7 23.6
2,16,2,16 .24 .00 .00 16
16,2,11,7 .73 .71 .28 7 .79 .54 Cntl 229 76.3
16,2,10,8 .74 .75 .33 8

Instr 80.9 28.9

Instr 22.2 66.9

Note Config. denotes the cell configuration of two options, Player A and B, in the task. Its numbers indicate the frequencies of the
cell a, b, c and d in the order. Str. and Rel. indicate the combination between A and B in strength and in reliability, respectively.
Prop. of HS shows the proportion that participants selected the option of higher causal strength in Experiment 1. CA and RE
represent Causality Condition and Reliability Condition, respectively. CP indicates participants’ estimation of causal power in

Experiment 2.
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