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In a well-known case of Capgras delusion, a patient asserts that his or her loved one has been replaced by
an imposter, yet continues to eat, sleep, and live with the alleged imposter (e.g., Hirstein and
Ramachandran, 1997). This is a striking case of “behavioral circumscription”: A subject’s assertion that p
does not match her non-verbal behaviors. By contrast, what we will call “behavioral integration” occurs
when a subject’s assertion that p matches her non-verbal behaviors. Many philosophers have maintained
that lay people refrain from ascribing belief in cases of behavioral circumscription (e.g., Bayne, 2010;
Bortolotti 2012; Bortolotti and Mameli 2012; Egan, 2009; Frankish 2012; Murphy 2012; Schwitzgebel
2001, 2010, 2012; Tumulty 2012). The severe behavioral circumscription present in typical cases of
Capgras delusion suggests that the delusional attitude “fail[s] to play the functional role that is essential to
a state’s being a belief” (Bayne 2010, p. 330) and “the practice of belief ascription start[s] to break down”

(Schwitzgebel, 2012, p. 16).

Some have held that the relevant folk psychological attitude present in the Capgras-delusion and similar
cases is imagination (e.g., Currie 2000; Currie and Jureidini 2001; Currie and Ravenscroft 2002). Others
have held that no familiar folk psychological attitude captures the relevant attitude displayed in these
cases and that we need some gerrymandered attitude, such as “bimagination”, a mix of belief and
imagination, to capture the relevant attitude (Egan, 2009). Still others have held that while severe
behavioral circumscription counts against classifying the attitude displayed in these cases as belief, the
attitude is nonetheless belief-like, perhaps an instance of “anomalous” belief, “in-between belief,” or the
like (e.g., Bortolotti, 2012; Reimer, 2010; Tumulty, 2012; Schwitzgebel, 2012). But while many
philosophers hold that behavioral integration is necessary for the folk ascription of belief—and so
behavioral circumscription undermines belief ascription—they have not offered any empirical evidence in

support of this claim.

We doubt that behavioral circumscription undermines belief ascription in folk psychology. Our doubt is

encouraged by the results reported in Rose, Buckwalter, and Turri (2014) who found that the folk
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overwhelmingly attribute belief in cases of Capgras delusion. This suggests that non-linguistic behavior
sometimes doesn’t count as evidence for or against the possession of a belief. But why might non-
linguistic behavior fail to count as evidence for or against the possession of a belief? Our view is that
non-linguistic behavior sometimes doesn’t count as evidence for or against the possession of a belief
because the type of evidence that is required for the ascription of belief is lexicographically ordered:
Assertions are first taken into account, and when an agent sincerely asserts that p, non-linguistic
behavioral evidence is disregarded. If an agent does not make any assertion or if it is not clear whether her
assertion is sincere, non-linguistic behavioral evidence is taken into account. And so in what follows,
we’ll present evidence that across twenty-two countries and seventeen languages behavioral

circumscription does not undermine belief ascription in folk psychology.

1. Method and Participants

We collected data from 5,788 people across twenty-six samples, spanning twenty-two countries. Each
subject was randomly assigned to one of two conditions. They read one of two cases (we’ll call them

“Consistent” and “Inconsistent”) based on Rose and colleagues (2014):

Don and Katherine had been married for ten years. Like most married couples, they spent a lot of
time together and did many things together. They regularly shared meals, went to the movies,

lived in the same house, and slept in the same bed. Then one day, as Don was driving to the store,
a car drove through a red light, hitting the driver side door of Don’s car. Don suffered a traumatic

brain injury as the result of the gruesome traffic accident.

In the year following his injury, Don began what appeared to be a remarkable and speedy
recovery. He regained his powers of speech, and his intelligence, as well as nearly all his

cognitive and social skills. However there was something very strange about Don after his



accident: he would tell his friends, family and doctors that his wife, Katherine, had been replaced

by an imposter.

Consistent: In addition, Don now always refused to eat meals with her, go to the movies with her,
and sleep in the same bed with her. Katherine was very surprised and saddened by the things Don

would say.

Inconsistent: Surprisingly, however, Don continued to always eat meals with her, go to the
movies with her, live in the same house as her, and sleep in the same bed with her. Katherine was

very surprised and saddened by the things Don would say.

After reading one of these two cases, participants answered a comprehension question, followed by a

guestion about what Don believes about his wife:

Comprehension: According to the story, which of the following statements is correct? [Don tells
his friends that his parents have been replaced by imposters/Don tells his friends that his wife has

been replaced by an imposter.]

Belief: Which option best reflects your personal opinion on the matter? [Don believes that

Katherine is an imposter/Don does not believe that Katherine is an imposter.]

The cases were translated into 17 languages and presented in the respective native language for each

group (see Supplementary Mateerials).

2. Results

234 people answered Comprehension incorrectly. Demographics for the remaining participants are in

Table 1.



Table 1. Demographic information about the study’s participants who answered Comprehension
correctly, including countries in which data were collected, nature of the sample (students vs. non-
students), and mode of survey administration (paper-pencil vs. web-based, volunteers vs. in exchange of a

compensation, language of the survey).

Country Students?  Method Payment Language N

Europe

Bulgaria N Web- Volunteers Bulgarian 403
based

France N Web- Compensation French 429
based & volunteers

Germany N Web- Compensation German 209
based

Italy Y Paper- Volunteers Italian 198
pencil

Lithuania N Paper- Volunteers Lithuanian 205
pencil

Lithuania Y Paper- Volunteers Lithuanian 146
pencil

Portugal Y Paper- Volunteers Portuguese 181
pencil

Spain N Web- Compensation Spanish 271
based
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Switzerland

Switzerland

UK

Middle East

Iran

Israel

Bedouin

Lebanon

Central &

North

America

N

Paper-
pencil &
web-
based
Paper-
pencil &
web-

based

Web-

based

Paper-
pencil
Web-
based
Paper-
pencil
Web-

based

Volunteers French

Compensation French

& volunteers

Compensation English
Volunteers Persian
Volunteers Hebrew
Volunteers Arabic
Volunteers English

50

26

266

200

179

50

164
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Mexico

USA

South

America

Brazil

Colombia

East Asia

China

China

China

Hong Kong

Japan

Japan

South Korea

Paper-
pencil
Web-

based

Paper-

pencil

Paper-

pencil

Paper-
pencil
Paper-
pencil
Web-
based
Web-
based
Web-
based
Paper-
pencil

Web-

Volunteers

Compensation

Volunteers

Volunteers

Volunteers

Volunteers

Compensation

Compensation

Compensation

Volunteers

Compensation

Spanish

English

Portuguese

Spanish

Chinese,
Simplified
Chinese,
Simplified
Chinese,
Simplified
Chinese,
Traditional

Japanese

Japanese

Korean

181

248

160

135

181

164

215

192

182

206

170
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based
Mongolia Y Paper- Volunteers Mongolian 170
pencil
South &
Southeast
Asia
Indonesia Y Paper- Compensation  Indonesian 189
pencil
India Y Paper- Volunteers Bengali 184
pencil

Analyzing responses from the remaining 5,554 participants, we found a small effect of behavioral
circumscription on belief ascription, »*(1, 5554)=128.675, p<.001, Cramer’s V=.152, with the vast
majority of individuals ascribing belief (91% in Consistent, 80% in Inconsistent) despite severe

behavioral circumscription (see Figure 1).1

! Throughout, for significant effects, we report effect sizes using Cramer’s V, which is a nonparametric correlation
coefficient that indicates the strength of the relationship between nominal variables. This measure delivers a value
between 0 and 1. We follow Ellis (2010) for interpreting the magnitude of the effect sizes. So for Cramer’s V we

interpret values greater than or equal to .5 as large, greater than or equal to .3 but less than .5 as medium, and greater
than or equal to .1 but less than .3 as small.
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Figure 1: Overall Belief Ascription in the Consistent and Inconsistent Cases with 95% Confidence

Intervals

We then analyzed the effect of behavioral circumscription on belief ascription within each site. The

results are depicted in Figure 2 (see also Table 1 in Supplementary Materials).
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Figure 2: Rates of Belief Ascription for Consistent and Inconsistent Cases for Each Site (*=p<.05,

**=p<.01, ***=p<.001)

In brief, we found that in all sites (except Iran and Guangzhou China) rates of belief ascription
significantly exceeded chance (50%) even when non-linguistic behavior is at odds with a speaker’s

assertion (Table 2).

Table 2: Test of Belief Attribution Against Chance (50%0) in Both Consistent and Inconsistent

Cases for Each Site (*=p<.05, **=p<.01, ***=p<.001)

Sample Consistent Inconsistent
o) )
(p-value) (p-value)
Central and

North America

Mexico 53.481
56.627
*kk **%k*%
USA
120.032 90.613
**kk *kk
South America
Colombia 59.853 32.267
*kk *kk
Brazil 65.120 28.800
*kk *kk
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Europe

Bulgaria

France

Germany

Italy

Lithuania

Portugal

Spain

Switzerland

UK

Middle East

Iran

Bedouin

115.200

*k*k

105.140

*k*k

59.259

*k*k

91.162

*k*k

91.124

*k*k

66.618

*k*k

113.400

*k*k

17.065

*k*k

120.273

*k*k

16.000

*k*k

8.333

84.166

*kk

139.205

*kk

25.752

**k*k

32.818

*k*k

46.522

*k*k

31.696

*k*k

87.397

**k*

24.200

**k*

71.672

*k*k

.160

.689

15.969
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Israel

Lebanon

East Asia

China

Hong Kong

Guangzhou China

Mainland China

Japan

South Korea

Mongolia

South Asia

Indonesia

**

58.778

*k*k

54.084

*k*k

60.297

*k*k

62.082

*k*k

74.075

*k*k

75.872

*k*k

140.247

*k*k

66.780

*k*k

65.190

*kk

48.269

*k*k

*k*k

75.469

*k*k

10.383

**

17.695

*k*k

35.787

**k*k

3.169

.075

48.906

*k*k

66.305

*k*k

22.000

*k*k

10.465

**

40.042

**k*

17



India 61.813 34.935

*k*k *k*k

Participants sampled from Iran attributed belief less frequently in both the consistent and inconsistent
cases. While the majority attributed belief in the consistent case, people were divided in the inconsistent
case. A somewhat similar pattern occurred with participants sampled from Guangzhou China, though the
majority in the inconsistent case attributed belief at rates that marginally exceeded chance (see Table 2).
The key point, however, for present purposes is this: their practice of belief attribution is not “breaking
down” in the way we would expect if behavioral integration were a necessary feature of belief. They may
be somewhat ambivalent, but they are clearly not denying belief in the way we would expect if behavioral

integration was necessary for belief ascription in folk psychology.

3. Discussion

We have found that in many countries, across many languages, once a speaker has sincerely asserted that
p, people do not refrain from ascribing belief when non-linguistic behavior is at odds with the possession
of a belief that p: in fact, once a speaker sincerely asserts that p, non-linguistic behavioral evidence seems
to be largely disregarded.? Our results dramatically extend the findings from Rose and colleagues (2014)

for USA participants.

Of course our results do not mean that non-linguistic behavior never counts as evidence for or against the
possession of a belief. When an agent does not assert anything, her behavior is often telling. What the
data suggests is that the types of evidence for the ascription of a belief are, at least in some circumstances,
lexicographically ordered: sincere assertions are first taken into account, and when an agent sincerely

asserts that p, non-linguistic behavioral evidence is disregarded. If an agent does not make any assertion,

2 We informally polled 25 English speaking informants and all of them said it was likely that the speaker in our
Capgras cases was sincere. We also asked some research partners who conducted the research in other languages
whether they thought speakers of that language would regard the statement by Don in the Capgras cases as sincere.
They said it was likely that speakers of these respective languages think that the speaker in our Capgras cases was
sincere.

18



non-linguistic behavioral evidence is then taken into account. (Various types of non-linguistic behavioral

evidence may also be lexicographically ordered, but our data does not speak to that question.)

We also find that rates of belief ascription are high across virtually every site despite severe behavioral
circumscription. This is not at all what we would expect if behavioral integration was necessary for belief
ascription in the folk psychology of belief. Sincere assertions and non-linguistic behavior seem lexically
ordered in the twenty-two sites we collected data from. Some of our data come from students, others from
non-student populations. While most data sets come from industrialized societies, two data sets come

from traditional societies: the Bedouin in Israel and the Nasa People of Colombia.

The upshot is that we may have discovered a universal principle of folk psychology that psychologists

and philosophers of cognitive science working on mindreading have so far ignored: behavioral evidence
and sincere assertions are lexicographically ordered. Naturally, further cross-cultural and cross-linguistic
research is needed to further support this claim, but the scope of our enquiry provides strong support for

our hypothesis about universality.

We did find that behavioral circumscription produced an effect in 16 of the 26 (61.5%) sites examined
(see Figure 2 and Supplementary Materials), but this effect is typically small: Of those 16 sites, 14

(87.5%) displayed a small effect of behavioral circumscription on belief ascription (see Figures 3 and 4).
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Figure 4: Effect Size (Using Cramer’s V) of Behavioral Circumscription on Belief Attribution for

Each Site®

Participants sampled from Mongolia and from Guangzhou in China displayed a moderate effect of
behavioral circumscription on belief ascription (a 27% difference in Mongolia; a 34% difference in
Guangzhou), but the majority of participants in Mongolia attributed belief despite severe behavioral
circumscription (see Table 2). Moreover, those in Guangzhou China attributed belief at rates that
marginally exceeded chance in the inconsistent case (see Table 2). That said, it may be that a minority of
varying size, depending perhaps on culture and language (see Figures 3 and 4), does not lexicographically

order sincere assertion and non-linguistic behavior to ascribe beliefs.

To conclude, taken together, our results suggest that behavioral integration is not a necessary feature of
belief in folk psychology: People tend to ascribe beliefs when non-linguistic behavior is at odds or in line

with sincere assertions, though the rate does vary depending on the culture and language.
4. Objections and Responses
4.1 BELIEF is not a Universal Concept

Proponents of Natural Semantic Metalanguage (NSM) have argued that in contrast to KNOW, BELIEF is
not a universal concept, a “semantic prime” in their terminology (e.g., Wierzbicka, 2006, Ch. 7).% It can’t

thus be that we have discovered a universal principle governing the ascription of beliefs in folk

psychology.

The NSM claim that many languages lack a term for “belief” raises deep questions about synonymy and
translation. If the NSM claim were true, then many of our translations would be defective. We are
inclined to think that the NSM view on what is required for synonymy and translation is far too stringent.

But this is not the place to defend that view. Instead, we can simply make clear that our claim is about

3 See fn. 1 on benchmarks for interpreting Cramer’s V.
4 We use small caps to denote concepts.
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standard translations, the sorts that are provided by dictionaries and expert translators. We maintain that
behavioral integration is not necessary for belief attribution in English, nor is it necessary for the
attribution of the standard translation of “belief”” in a wide range of languages from quite different
language groups. This is impressive evidence that the phenomenon is universal, though since there are
about 6000 extant languages, it is entirely possible that behavioral integration is necessary for the

standard translation of “belief”” in one or more of those languages.

Finally, we would add that even if the NSM claim is right, it is still the case that that we have discovered

a universal principle governing the ascription of beliefs in folk psychology where BELIEF is acquired.

4.2 Limitations of the Vignette

One could object that our failure to find behavioral circumscription preventing belief ascription is simply

due to the shortcomings of our vignette.

We concede that this is a possibility. However, to be in a position to take this objection seriously, we
would need to know how exactly the vignette we used prevents the influence of behavioral
circumscription on belief ascription to manifest itself. Furthermore, this vignette is based on cases

extensively discussed in the philosophical literature on belief, namely, typical cases of Capgras delusion.

4.3 Sincerity

One could challenge our conclusion that behavioral circumscription does not prevent belief ascription by
insisting that when we decide whether someone makes a sincere assertion and thus believe what she
seems to say, we do pay attention to how this person behaves. How could it be, then, that when behavior

and speech conflict we simply overlook behavior?

We sometimes do pay attention to behavior to assess sincerity, but, first, we often do not need to appeal to

non-linguistic behavioral evidence to decide whether an assertion is sincere: For instance, we may be told
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that a speaker sincerely asserted that p or the conversational context may imply that her assertion was

sincere.

Second, the issue of interest among philosophers debating about belief ascription and the nature of belief
is not whether we overlook behavior when it conflicts with speech in general. Rather, the issue of interest
is whether people who sincerely assert that p believe that p even when their non-linguistic behavior is at
odds with believing that p. And in these cases, such as cases of Capgras delusion, the evidence does
suggest that in folk psychology the kind of evidence required for the ascription of belief is

lexicographically ordered.

5. Conclusion

Many philosophers hold that behavioral integration plays a necessary role in the folk psychology of
belief. Our results suggest that this view is badly mistaken. Despite being confronted with a case
involving severe behavioral circumscription—the case of Capgras delusion—people across a wide range
of cultures and languages overwhelmingly attribute belief (in all but, at most, two sites examined out of
26 sites in 22 countries), and nowhere did we find a dramatic effect of behavioral circumscription on
belief ascription. One key lesson then from these cross-cultural results is that it seems to be a cross-

cultural folk-psychological universal that behavioral integration is not required for belief ascription.

What explains our results? We propose that sincere assertions and non-linguistic behavior are
lexicographically ordered: When a speaker sincerely asserts that p, we tend to ascribe to her the belief that
p whether or not her non-linguistic behavior reflects that belief. Our cross-cultural and cross-linguistic
findings suggest that this principle governing belief ascription may well be a universal, although we also
find some variation across sites in the size of the minority of people taking behavioral circumscription

into account while ascribing belief. Future research could examine whether this principle governing belief
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ascription is robust, extending to other kinds of delusion cases (e.g., Cotard delusion, paranoid

schizophrenia, etc.) and non-delusional cases (e.g., religious belief, implicit racism).®
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Supplementary Materials

Table 1: Effect of Behavioral Circumscription on Belief Ascription for Each Site (*=p<.05,

**=p<.01, ***=p<.001)

Sample N 1 p-value Cramer’s V

Central and

North America

Mexico 181 .683 408 .061

USA 248 6.669 * 164

South America

Colombia 135 2.634 105 140
Brazil 160 6.632 . 204
Europe
Bulgaria 403 6.681 . 129
France 429 2.664 103 .079
Germany 209 4,779 . A51
Italy 198 17.795 falehad .299
Lithuania 351 5.697 . 127
Portugal 181 7.353 202

**
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Spain
Switzerland

UK

Middle East

Iran

Bedouin

Israel

Lebanon

East Asia

China

Hong Kong
Guangzhou China

Mainland China

Japan

South Korea

Mongolia

South Asia

Indonesia

271

76

266

200

50

179

164

181

192

164

215

388

170

170

189

1.797

.003

11.390

10.004

1.691

A17

12.584

12.170

3.082

29.060

3.060

20.693

13.266

19.228

492

.180

957

**

**

193

732

**k*k

*k*k

.079

*x*k

.080

*x*k

*k*k

*k*k

483

.081

.006

207

224

184

.026

277

.259

127

421

119

231

279

.336

.051
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India

184 4.230 152

Translations

1. Arabic

A. Consistent

ilhall Ay 3 da g aall ALY o canl g A Al 361 8 cellad (pa
A Cual 8 G i o elidla) i Y cdlliad o

el syt 38 A e 00 090 pmd ) G 10 oy 3 5 b o
5 i IS e () ey s gl 3 3 ol Ll Il
il 1) ST oVl gy e 45 e s 805 sy i I
Sl Bl

S 5 DM (e s ol i Loy s U e Ll oL e iy dilal (e il ) 8
L Ao Linl gl padl & leal) 0 S

Cly 8 adudta ) ) sl g e g aliaca) ) a8 alall any i die y 2 i llin (IS (Sl
i L L) I a2 gl i g5 ol 5 a8 Ty 2l ) ALl g Jlas Ll
oA L a0 e sl s ol

Chasa 40 & jlall (e o il o3l g ] Jl sl
o aglaa da o 4l g ¢ adliaea¥ Jgls 08 (1)
ot Lplaa da i g ¢ adlboa J iy 3 8(2)

Cllad ol 3 eatilll ol ) Jul oy il sl (e ol 2 g
Al b of iy (1)
Alad pal o Sy Y 4 4 (2)

o e daus g Kl e ol s s gl s (100-0) &g i 2 e g2 (o oS0 23l S

i 2l i
e % K )
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B. Inconsistent

il Al A g ) ALY o ol g A il ) el
Ao Cunl Bl o il i ¥l

Aol s g s 008 g lna gl I el (i 10 gl g 3 ) oo (g
YA S S Lot L0 gy g gy Bl il i 8 al g Ll ) ol sy
gl gyl Salldat peale pally il Lo 48 o g 15 Jlw A pn jall 146
Fldl

1S g DU o s sl 8 g o s e Lol gau e Lo o il e il ) 3
Ly helaallydd d i fod g K

3 alidin g o bkl attle g aliog) pal o Lidal) sy e bt lia (IS (g
i g L) I ol i e gl g gy sl Nl g Jlna e el
AU jals g ddatia o Connali a3l

Camas L1 & Juall g ol il o2l i | il
Cad aglna a8 g o ol gy w (1)
Jad gl g ding o) s U w 4(2)

llad ol 8 atll ol ) Juaf o 0 g e of 2
Al b o iy 3 8 (1)
Ay gl o Y 0 (2)

o oy Sl e o it oy (100-0) Lyste s I g o o8 il 8

Kl ol
A% K
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2. Bulgarian

A. Consistent

Mouas, npodeTeTe CJIeAHATA HCTOPHA H OTroBopeTe HA BBIpocHTe cieq Hes. Mous, He
NpoMeHsiiTe Beue JaJeHHTe OTTOBOPH.

Jobpu u Kats ca xeHeHH 0T JeceT rojuan. Karto moBedero Opaunn JBOHKI, Te IpeKapBali
MHOTO BpeMe 3ae/THO H IIpaBe/li MHOTO Hellla 3ae/IHo. Te peZIoBHO ce XpaHelH 3ae[JHO, XOJIelH Ha
KIHO, JKHBeelH B eHa H ChIa KbINla I CTeH B eHO U CBIIo Jerno. Exud aeH, korato [{o6pn
modHpan KbM MarasiHa, e[Ha Kola MIIHala Ha depBeH cBeTo(ap U yaapiria Komara My OT
CTpaHaTa Ha mMo(pbopa. B pe3ynTar Ha &KecTokara KaracTpoda J[00pH IOIydHI TeKKa TpaBMa Ha
Mo3bKa. [Ipe3 mppBara rojusa cief ToBa J[oOpH KaTo de I 3amoqHan 05p30 U 3a0elneknMo J1a
ce BB3CTAHOBABA. BB3CTAHOBMI IOBOpa CH H HHTEIHTEHTHOCTTA CH, KAKTO H BCHYKH CBOH
MHTEJIeKTYAIHH H COIMAIHH YMeHHA. Beipekn ToBa, Ipyu J[oOpH HMAIo HEmo MHOIO CTPAHHO
cle] KaTacTpo(aTa: Ka3Bal Ha IPHATENIHTe, CeMeliCTBOTO CH H JIeKapHTe, ue chlpyrara My Kats
e 3aMeHeHa OT CaMO3BaHKA, KOATO ce IpezcraBd 3a Kard. OcBeH ToBa, JIoOpH cera BHHAIH
OTKAa3Ba J[a Ce XpaHI C Hedl, Jja XOJ[H 3ae/[HO C Hesl Ha KIHO, JIa JKHBee B eJ[Ha U ChINa KbIIA U Ja
CIIH B €/IHO U CHIIO JIerTo ¢ Hes. Kats Onma MHOTO H3HEeHa/aHa I HaThKeHa OT HelllaTa, KOHTO
Jo6pu ropoper.

Brapoc 1. Criopea HcTopHSATA, KO€ 0T CJIeIHHTE TBHPICHHS ¢ NPABHIHO?
1) JloOpH Ka3Ba Ha IIPHUATENHTE CH, Y& POIUTENIHTe My ca OHIH 3aMEeHEHH OT CaMO3BaHIIH.
2) JloOpu Ka3Ba Ha IpIATENNTE CH, Ye CBIIpYyraTa My e OHIa 3aMeHeHa OT CaMO3BaHKa.

Bbupoc 2. Kod oT c1elHHTe Bb3MOKHOCTH Haii-100pe oTpazsaBa Bamero JHYHO MHeHHE N0
BLIpoca?

1) JoOpu BapBa, ue Kats e caMo3BaHKa

2) HoOpu He BspBa, e Kati e camo3BaHKa

JO0K0JIKO cTe CHI'YpeH/HA B OTroBopa cH Ha Brnmpoc 2 mo ckama ot ) o 100%, kato
HHCKHTE CTOHHOCTH 03HAYABAT, Ue He CTe CHIYPEeH/HA, 4 BHCOKHTe CTOHOCTH 03HAYABAT,
ye cTe CHIYPeH/Ha.

Mormns, BeBefete uncno ot 0 1o 100 B mozneTo OTIOMIY.

30



B. Inconsistent

MOJ]H, MpoveTeTe CIeTHATA HCTOPHA H O0TrOBOPETE HA BLIPOCHTE CJIed Hes. MOJIH, He
le()M(‘HHﬁT(‘ BeU€ TaIcHATE 0TTOBOPH.

JloOpn 1 Katg ca keHeHH OT JeceT rojmHH. Kato moBeyeto OpadHm JBOIIKIL, Te MpeKapBali
MHOTO BpeMe 3ae[IHO I IpaBelTil MHOTO Hellla 3aefHo. Te peloBHO ce XpaHel 3aejHo, XOIeNn Ha
KITHO, JKIBee/H B e/IHA U ChIla KbIIla I CIIENH B eHO U ChIIO Jerno. EquH jaeH, korato Jo0pn
modupan KbM MarasiHa, ejHa Kolla MITHAla Ha yepBeH cBeTo(ap M yjaapiia Komata My OT
CTpaHaTa Ha modbopa. B pe3ynTat Ha jkecTokata KatacTpoda [JoOpH mOMyTIuT Texka TpaBMa Ha
Mo3bKa. TIpe3 mepBaTa rofuHa ciefi ToBa JI00pH KaTo e [T 3amoyHan 06p30 1 3a0enexumo jia
Ce BB3CTAHOBSBA. BB3CTAHOBIN TOBOpAa CH M HHTENNIEHTHOCTTA CH, KAKTO H BCHYKH CBOH
MHTENEKTYATHH 1 COHATHH YMeHIS. Bwlpeku ToBa, mpu JIoOpH HMAT0 HEmo MHOTO CTPAHHO
clle] KaTacTpodhaTa: Ka3Bal Ha MPUATENNTe, CeMeliCTBOTO CH H NeKapiiTe, Ye chrpyrara My Katd
e 3aMeHeHa OT CaM03BaHKa, KOATO ce mpedcTaBs 3a Kara. Bempekn Toa, yayasamo, Ho JoOpu
TIPOBIDKILT BHHATH JIa Ce XPaHH C Hes, JIa X0 3a¢]JHO C Hes Ha KHHO, JIa XIBee B e]THA H ChINa
KbIla M JIa CIH B €IHO H CBIIO Jerno ¢ Hed. Karg Omma MHOTO H3HEHAJaHa H HATHAKEHA OT
Hemata, kouto JIo6pu ropoper.

Brupoc 1. Ciopeq HCTOpPHATA, KO€ 0T CJIEJHHTE TBHPACHAA € NPABHIHO?
1) JloOpH Ka3Ba Ha IIpUATENHTE CH, Ue poJUTENITe My ca OWIH 3aMeHeHIl OT CaMO3BaHIIH.
2) JloOpn Ka3Ba Ha NpIATENHTe CH, Ue ChIIpyrata My e OIna 3aMeHeHa 0T CAMO3BaHKa.

Bropoc 2. Kos 0T clieiHATe BB3MOKHOCTH Haii-To0pe oTpa3fBa Bamero 1M4n0 MHeHHe 10
BbIpoca?

1) JoOpn BspBa, e Katd e camo3Banka.

2) JloOpu He BspBa, de Katd e camo3BaHKa.

JToK0/IKO cTe CHIYpeH/HA B OTroBOpPa cH Ha Bnmpoc 2 mo ckamxa ot 0 g0 100%, kato
HHCKHTE CTOMHOCTH 03HAYABAT, Ue He CTE CHIYPEH/HA, 2 BHCOKHTE CTOHHOCTH 03HAYaBaT,
Ye CTe CHIYpeH/Ha.

Mons, BeBefieTe uncno ot 0 1o 100 B momneto o107y.
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3. Chinese Traditional

A. Consistent

ABPHRRLA T IE i 3 B EHR M.

EREEZR AR ERFNER.

HEAMBRCEAETET AREXE—R , NREHENSeE—EEE8 , ¥H
B—EXMRSEHE. MMAEE—EZE  —EXEE . £EA—fET  BER—RE
L. EF—X , EMBEEERERT—FAER , F—WEMBALE | #3THESFNE
P, EXAREESMER ARSI T EA),

ERMEAETRRE , EETORRMLRE. MEFRMRGTASED . trEHHM
JaMRERIEN K | A F AANRRMAEN SR ZAENEMRET . ERBXENZE , WiE
HEFR R LRRGENE - @ SRR BT LU R KL | hOETRREHAS
£TRET. EREEEARMG —Eg. BEEREFEK. BRREHIFEER , ¥
T ATAR AORE AR RN 8L

1. FE0RR 1 ARERFERE |, UTHRME R 2 IERE) 2

(1) EESFARREE X SREETRET.
(2) ERASHAORRTL  hOETHREETRET.

2. [0 2 : UTHMEIRIARAE R RH R A RIE 2
(1) W ERAEE e 2THEE,
(2) WRATIERAE R —EEATREE.

3. MRAES RGNS  FERER 2 NEEESHE ? B B SRMAFMNEETE M
A,

RUBRMEER %0
® |
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B. Inconsistent

ARPAI T R A A AR,

EIRMEE 2  BREEYHNER.

HEARBIEAAIETET  BREXG  MRSEMNBEE—ERE U RA—EEMRS S, BMER—ENEM, -
EEERY  HER-FRT  BER—REL, 05X, HESLARSRA—RHER , 5—REMBLE B2 THESS
M, ERZEESMERRAARETEE T EAI,

EXBEROETRMSE , EESIMPOIARE, CEFRGTESEN , OENMARIIEN KT | T HENRMENR
HERNARERT . BRBABIZE  EEEX B ERRGENHE e EFORMTFZUR AR |, TR #
ABATRET. Rl , HABSMOR , ERMARRAG—RIES, B, AERERK, RUGHLREEE  WHEEMRN
EMEIER B,

1R 1 IRIBEFAE | UTUREROA R ERA 2

) (1) EEGFRNRIEE  BNLSREATRT,
() (2) EREFMRIGE , MOETHELTERT,

2. [ 2 : PUFMBIRIARAE RRIRHTIRRIL 2
() (1) ERAERRGE-EELTEEE,
() (2 EEFRERRIR—WELRRE,

S.MRMAAAMERINGE , (RHRTE 2 WEEASHT ? AANLBSRIHFORTIEEL
CB

BHENEER__ %
3
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4. Chinese Simplified

A. Consistent

R L PRSI R E R . (FEAREFEE R i, AL 2)
EIREE e, EASEE SRR

EIGE SR CA IS 7 BIRB RO, MATRS RS —ERL, FH
EREMRZHEG. ARt —EEEFRE, EER B, BER KK
b HRE R, HESEEESERE FAEER. B WEEL T, R SEE S SN E
(1o XPATIARIMEE TG ARG EAE R 1 E .

ez la iz PR LR, BSAEBO IR e R . fhEHRTG (IS RES, B T
SRR IEHAKCF, LT ATa IR SHACRAIKRE 1. HERREIIN LG, &G
R — DRI AR AT 2 M IR AR AN A BL R RO ER A, AR ZE T PRk an i A B
AT . EIEIEIRA SRR —iErZ iR, BRGEERK. PRGN R B,
HEIE AT AR R AR T L
1 MRFEACHENZ, BUNIBANPRA R EAGRY?

(1) BEEREHERTR , NRBHEEERET,

(2)ERERENENELR , NEFHREBIRET,

2 DL /MBIUR AR BARR R B 42
(1) BHAERRER N EATIRE,

(2) BETHEERGR—NERNEE,

QR Jr PR RIS, 17X 8 2 i) E A ZHE? [ 2 PR R I IR W e FE S

A EAEER_ %HHE
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B. Inconsistent

I L PR IR R . (FERERME RS R, AR 2D
EIRIEE 2R, AR SR ER.

HiGSHRRIm L AS S +F 1 BRERE—F, BIVREH AT —EEE, FH
ZREMRZEE . NI iR, —EXERE, LR, AR 5K
b BH-R, SEEEESERA—FREEN, HWEELO, ) CEESHNE
[Te IRURACHE FAMEE RS A iR FpE 2] 1 E ).

5207 a0 TR L, EIGALAITRRE . MEFTRE MRS, e Hr
SRR R ENERRCP, LR AR SR #IRE 1. (HRBREIN )T, i
TER — 5 ERIRAR R A 08 A2 S R AR AR 1 R DA R A B BR A A 22 BRI 4 N B
AIE 1 A, ARSI, SR EER G eI BRE. FEEERIK. B
RS SEIRER R R, TR R T U A TS R A -

I 1 WA A, DURANERIAE B A

(1) BEEERFUENFERTR , N LBHEEEIME T,

(2) BEERNERTE  HNETHSEMET,

)8 2: DL ERANIZE T A R S B ARk el LG i 2
(1) BEEMEHRTANR—IEEMEE,

(2) EETHEHRIHR-NEBNEE,

G 2R P 93 DEORA B A1, o0t i) L 2 RIS 2 HE T 1 2 ol R IR B E R A

BHERFE R %HfE
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5. French

A. Consistent

Lisez I’histoire ci-dessous et répondez aux questions qui suivent.
Veuillez ne pas changer votre réponse apres avoir répondu a une question.

Jean et Catherine sont mariés depuis dix ans. Comme la plupart des couples maries, ils
ont passé beaucoup de temps ensemble, et ils ont fait beaucoup de choses I'un avec
’autre. D’habitude, ils déjeunent et dinent ensemble, ils vont au cinéma ensemble, ils
vivent ensemble, et ils dorment dans le méme lit. Mais un jour, alors que Jean allait faire
des courses, une voiture grilla un feu rouge et percuta sa voiture. Jean fut victime d’un
traumatisme crinien grave suite a cet horrible accident de voiture.

Durant les mois qui suivirent ce traumatisme, la convalescence de Jean a été rapide et
remarquable. Il a récupére sa capacite de parler, son intelligence, et la plupart de ses
capacités mentales et sociales. Cependant, apres son accident, le comportement de Jean
etait tres étrange d’un certain point de vue : il répétait a ses amis, a sa famille et a ses
médecins qu’une usurpatrice avait remplacé sa femme, Catherine. En plus, Jean
commenga a refuser de déjeuner et diner avec Catherine, d’aller au cinéma avec elle et de
dormir avec elle. Ce que Jean pouvait dire surprenait Catherine et la rendait tres triste.

Question 1. D’apres cette histoire, laquelle des affirmations suivantes est correcte?
(1) Jean répete a ses amis que des usurpateurs ont remplacé ses parents.
(2) Jean répete a ses amis qu’une usurpatrice a remplacé sa femme.

Question 2. Laquelle des options suivantes ¢aractérise au mieux votre opinion ?

(1) Jean croit que Catherine est une usurpatrice.

(2) Jean ne croit pas que Catherine est une usurpatrice.

A quel point étes-vous str de votre réponse & la question 2, sur une échelle allant de 0 &
100% (les valeurs les plus basses indiquent que vous n’étes pas sur et les valeurs les plus

hautes indiquent que vous étes sur)?

Je suis slr a % de ma réponse.
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B. Inconsistent

Lisez I’histoire ci-dessous et répondez aux questions qui suivent.
Veuillez ne pas changer votre réponse apreés avoir répondu a une question.

Jean et Catherine sont mariés depuis dix ans. Comme la plupart des couples maries, ils
ont passe beaucoup de temps ensemble et ils ont fait beaucoup de choses I'un avec
I’autre. D’habitude, ils déjeunent et dinent ensemble, ils vont au cinéma ensemble, ils
vivent ensemble, et ils dorment dans le méme lit. Mais un jour, alors que Jean allait faire
des courses, une voiture grilla un feu rouge et percuta la voiture de Jean. Jean fut victime
d"un traumatisme cranien grave suite a cet horrible accident de voiture.

Durant les mois qui suivirent ce traumatisme, la convalescence de Jean a €té rapide et
remarquable. Il a récupéré sa capacité de parler, son intelligence et la plupart de ses
capacités mentales et sociales. Cependant, apres son accident, le comportement de Jean
était tres etrange d’un certain point de vue : il répetait a ses amis, a sa famille et a ses
medecins qu’une usurpatrice avait remplace sa femme, Catherine. Néanmoins, de
maniere trés surprenante, Jean continua a déjeuner et diner avec Catherine, a aller au
cinéma avec elle, a habiter avec elle et a dormir avec elle. Ce que Jean pouvait dire
surprenait Catherine et la rendait tres triste.

Question 1. D’apres cette histoire, laquelle des affirmations suivantes est correcte?
(1) Jean répete a ses amis que des usurpateurs ont remplacé ses parents.
(2) Jean répete a ses amis qu’une usurpatrice a remplacé sa femme.

Question 2. Laquelle des options suivantes caractérise au mieux votre opinion ?

(1) Jean croit que Catherine est une usurpatrice.

(2) Jean ne croit pas que Catherine est une usurpatrice.

A quel point étes-vous sur de votre réponse a la question 2, sur une échelle allant de 0 a
100% (les valeurs les plus basses indiquent que vous n’étes pas sir et les valeurs les plus

hautes indiquent que vous étes siir)?

Je suis stir a % de ma reponse.
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6. German

A. Consistent

Bitte lesen Sie die folgende Fallbeschreibung und beantworten Sie die Fragen am
Ende des Textes.

Nachdem Sie die Frage beantwortet haben, indern Sie bitte nichts mehr an Ihrer
Antwort.

Martin und Claudia waren schon seit zehn Jahren verheiratet. Wie die meisten Ehepaare
verbrachten sie viel Zeit miteinander und machten viele Dinge gemeinsam. Sie alen
zusammen, gingen ins Kino, lebten im selben Haus und schliefen im selben Bett. Eines
Tages, als Martin mit dem Auto zum Einkaufen unterwegs war, fulr ein anderer Wagen
tiber Rot und kollidierte mit der Fahrerseite von Martins Auto. Martin erlitt bei dem
schlimmen Unfall ein schweres Schidel-Hirn Trauma.

Im Jahr nach diesem Unfall konnte sich Martin gut und schnell wieder erholen. Er
erlangte seine Sprachkompetenz zuriick, seine Intelligenz sowie fast alle seine kognitiven
und sozialen Fahigkeiten. Nichtsdestotrotz war Martin in einer Hinsicht seit dem Unfall
sehr seltsam: Er behauptete gegeniiber seinen Freunden, seiner Familie und den Arzten,
dass seine Frau Claudia durch eine Betriigerin ersetzt worden sei. Aulerdem weigerte
sich Martin nun mit Claudia zusammen zu essen, mit ihr ins Kino zu gehen oder im
selben Bett mit ihr zu schlafen. Claudia war sehr iiberrascht und traurig iber die Dinge,
die Martin iiber sie sagte.

Frage 1. Welche der folgenden Aussagen ist der Geschichte zufolge richtig?

(1) Martin behauptet gegeniiber seinen Freunden, dass seine Eltern durch Betriiger
ersetzt wurden.

(2) Martin behauptet gegeniiber seinen Freunden, dass seine Frau durch eine
Betriigerin ersetzt wurde.

Frage 2. Welche der beiden Aussagen stimmt am ehesten mit IThrer Meinung zu diesem
Fall fiberein?

(1) Martin glaubt, dass Claudia eine Betriigerin ist.
(2) Martin glaubt nicht, dass Claudia eine Betriigerin ist.

Wie sicher sind Sie Sich bei Ihrer Antwort auf Frage 2 auf einer Prozentskala von 0 bis
100, wabei ein niedriger Prozentwert bedeutet, dass Sie Sich nicht sicher sind, und ein

hoher Wert bedeutet, dass Sie Sich sicher sind.

Ich bin mir bei meiner Antwort zu % sicher.
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B. Inconsistent

Bitte lesen Sie die folgende Fallbeschreibung und beantworten Sie die Fragen am

Ende des Textes.
Nachdem Sie die Frage beantwortet haben, dndern Sie bitte nichts mehr an Ihrer
Antwort.

Martin und Claudia waren schon seit zehn Jahren verheiratet. Wie die meisten Ehepaare
verbrachten sie viel Zeit miteinander und machten viele Dinge gemeinsam. Sie aflen
zusammen, gingen ins Kino, lebten im selben Haus und schliefen im selben Bett. Eines
Tages, als Martin mit dem Auto zum Einkaufen unterwegs war, fulr ein anderer Wagen
iiber Rot und kollidierte mit der Fahrerseite von Martins Auto. Martin erlitt bei dem
schlimmen Unfall ein schweres Schidel-Hirn Trauma.

Im Jahr nach diesem Unfall konnte sich Martin gut und schnell wieder erholen. Er
erlangte seine Sprachkompetenz zuriick, seine Intelligenz sowie fast alle seine kognitiven
und sozialen Fahigkeiten. Nichtsdestotrotz war Martin in einer Hinsicht seit dem Unfall
sehr seltsam: Er behauptete gegeniiber seinen Freunden, seiner Familie und den Arzten,
dass seine Frau Claudia durch eine Betriigerin ersetzt worden sel. Erstaunlicherweise afl
Martin aber weiterhin zusammen mit Claudia, ging mit ihr ins Kino, wohnte mit ihr im
selben Haus und schlief mit ihr im selben Bett. Claudia war sehr iiberrascht und traurig
iiber die Dinge, die Martin iiber sie sagte.

Frage 1. Welche der folgenden Aussagen ist der Geschichte zufolge richtig?

(1) Martin behauptet gegeniiber seinen Freunden, dass seine Eltern durch Betriiger
ersetzt wurden.

(2) Martin behauptet gegeniiber seinen Freunden, dass seine Frau durch eine
Betriigerin ersetzt wurde.

Frage 2. Welche der beiden Aussagen stimmt am ehesten mit Ihrer Meinung zu diesem
Fall fiberein?

(1) Martin glaubt, dass Claudia eine Betriigerin ist.
(2) Martin glaubt nicht, dass Claudia eine Betriigerin ist.

Wie sicher sind Sie Sich bei Ihrer Antwort auf Frage 2 auf einer Prozentskala von 0 bis
100, wobei ein niedriger Prozentwert bedeutet, dass Sie Sich nicht sicher sind, und ein

hoher Wert bedeutet, dass Sie Sich sicher sind.

Ich bin mir bei meiner Antwort zu 0% sicher.

39



7. Hebrew

A. Consistent

19102 NITRUA 7V /Myl Xan 90N NN NP XX

NN YMYN I8 XN JN2IWN NN NN INKY
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B. Inconsistent
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8. Indonesian

A. Consistent

Bacalah cerita berikut ini dan jawablah pertanyaan-pertanyaan yang ada di bawahnya.
Anda tidak diperbolehkan mengganti jawaban yang telah Anda tuliskan.

Don dan Katherine telah menikah selama sepuluh tahun. Seperti halnya pasangan-pasangan yang lain,
mereka menghabiskan banyak waktu dan melakukan banyak hal bersama-sama. Mereka secara rutin
berbagi makanan, pergi menonton film, tinggal serumah, dan tidur di tempat tidur yang sama. Kemudian
pada suatu hari, ketika Don mengemudi ke toko, sebuah mobil menerobos lampu merah dan menabrak
pinfu di sisi kemudi mobil Don. Don mengalami cidera otak traumatis akibat kecelakaan lalu lintas yang
mengerikan.

Setahun setelah mengalami cidera tersebut, Don mulai menunjukkan pemulihan yang cepat. Dia bisa
berbicara dengan baik lagi, serta kecerdasan dan kecakapan kognitif dan sosialnya juga pulih. Namun
ada sesuatu yang aneh pada diri Don setelah kecelakaan tersebut: dia mengatakan kepada teman-
temannya, keluarganya dan dokter-dokternya bahwa istrinya, Katherine telah digantikan oleh seorang
penipu. Selain itu, dia selalu menolak makan bersama istrinya, pergi nonton film bersama dengannya,
dan fidur di tempat tidur yang sama. Katherine sangat terkejut dan sedih dengan apa yang dikatakan
Don.

Pertanyaan 1. Berdasarkan cerita di atas, pernyataan manakah yang benar?
(1) Don mengatakan kepada teman-temannya bahwa orang tuanya telah digantikan oleh penipu.

(2) Don mengatakan kepada teman-temannya bahwa istrinya telah digantikan oleh seorang penipu.

Pertanyaan 2. Pilihan manakah yang paling mencerminkan opini Anda terhadap situasi di atas?

(1) Don percaya bahwa Katherine adalah seorang penipu.

(2) Don tidak percaya bahwa Katherine adalah seorang penipu.

Seberapa besar Anda yakin dengan jawaban Anda untuk pertanyaan no. 2, pada skala (0-100)%? Angka
yang rendah menunjukkan bahwa Anda tidak yakin dan angka yang tinggi menunjukkan bahwa Anda
yakin.

Sava % vakin dengan jawaban saya.
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B. Inconsistent

Bacalah cerita berikut ini dan jawablah pertanyaan-pertanyaan yang ada di hawahnya.
Anda tidak diperbolehkan mengganti jawaban yang telah Anda tuliskan.

Don dan Katherine telah menikah selama sepuluh tahun. Seperti halnya pasangan-pasangan yang lain,
mereka menghabiskan banyak waktu dan melakukan banyak hal bersama-sama. Mereka secara rutin
berbagi makanan, pergi menonton film, tinggal serumah, dan tidur di tempat tidur yang sama. Kemudian
pada suatu hari, ketika Don mengemudi ke toko, sebuah mobil menerobos lampu merah dan menabrak
pintu di sisi kemudi mobil Don. Don mengalami cidera otak traumatis akibat kecelakaan lalu lintas yang
mengerikan.

Setahun setelah mengalami cidera tersebut, Don mulai menunjukkan pemulihan yang cepat. Dia bisa
berbicara dengan baik lagi. serta kecerdasan dan kecakapan kognitif dan sosialnya juga pulih. Namun
ada sesuatu vang aneh pada diri Don setelah kecelakaan tersebut: dia mengatakan kepada teman-
temannya, keluarganya dan dokter-dokternya bahwa istrinya, Katherine telah digantikan oleh seorang
penipu. Selain itu, dia selalu menolak makan bersama istrinya, pergi nonton film bersama dengannya,
dan tidur di tempat tidur yang sama. Katherine sangat terkejut dan sedih dengan apa yang dikatakan
Don.

Pertanyaan 1. Berdasarkan cerita di atas, pernyataan manakah yang benar?
(1) Don mengatakan kepada teman-temannya bahwa orang tuanya telah digantikan oleh penipu.

(2) Don mengatakan kepada teman-temannya bahwa istrinya telah digantikan oleh seorang penipu.

Pertanyaan 2. Pilihan manakah yang paling mencerminkan opini Anda terhadap situasi di atas?

(1) Don percaya bahwa Katherine adalah seorang penipu.

(2) Don tidak percaya bahwa Katherine adalah seorang penipu.

Seberapa besar Anda yakin dengan jawaban Anda untuk pertanyaan no. 2, pada skala (0-100)%? Angka
yang rendah menunjukkan bahwa Anda tidak yakin dan angka yang tinggi menunjukkan bahwa Anda

yakin.

Saya % yakin dengan jawaban saya.
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9. Italian

A. Consistent

Per favore, leggi il seguente racconto e rispondi alle domande finali.
Attenzione, una volta data una risposta non cambiarla piu.

Carlo ¢ Caterina erano sposati da dieci anni. Come gran parte delle coppie sposate passavano molto tempo
assieme ¢ facevano molte cose assieme. Mangiavano regolarmente insieme, andavano al cinema, vivevano
nella stessa casa e dormivano nello stesso letto. Poi un giomo, mentre Carlo andava a far spesa in macchina,
un’auto passo col rosso, andando a scontrarsi con I'auto di Carlo sulla portiera dal lato del conducente. Quel
tremendo incidente provoco a Carlo una grave lesione cerebrale.

Nell'anno seguente Carlo inizid quella che sembrava una netta e veloce guarigione. Recuperd la
capacita di parlare, cosi come |'intelligenza ¢ quasi tutte le abilita cognitive ¢ soctali. Rimaneva perd
qualcosa di molto strano in lui: andava dicendo agli amici, a1 familiari e ai dottori che sua moglie Caterina
era stata sostituita da un’estranea che s1 fingeva sua moglie. Inoltre egli si rifiutava di mangiare con lei, di
andare al cinema assieme ¢ di dormire nello stesso letto. Naturalmente Caterina era sorpresa e rattristata da
quel che Carlo diceva.

Domanda 1. Secondo questa storia, quale delle seguenti affermazioni & corretta?
(1)Carlo dice ai suoi amici che 1 propri genitori sono stati sostituiti da degli impostori.
(2)Carlo dice ai suoi amici che sua moglie & stata sostituita da un’estranea che si finge sua moglie.
Domanda 2. Quale delle due affermazioni seguenti rispecchia meglio 1l tuo parere sulla questione?
(1)Carlo crede che Caterina sia stata sostituita da un’estranea che si finge sua moglie.
(2)Carlo non erede che Caterina sia stata sostituita da un’estranea che si finge sua moglie.

Su una scala da 0% a 100%, quanto sei certa'o della tua risposta alla domanda 2? (una percentuale bassa
indica scarsa certezza e una percentuale alta indica forte certezza).

Sono certa/o della mia risposta al %
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B. Inconsistent

Per favore, leggi il seguente racconto e rispondi alle domande finali.
Attenzione, una volta data una risposta non cambiarla pin.

Carlo ¢ Caterina erano sposati da diect anni. Come gran parte delle coppie sposate passavano molto tempo
assieme ¢ facevano molte cose assieme. Mangiavano regolarmente msieme, andavano al cinema, vivevano
nella stessa casa e dormivano nello stesso letto. Pot un giorno, mentre Carlo andava a far spesa m macchina,
un’auto passo col rosso, andando a scontrarsi con I'auto di Carlo sulla portiera dal lato del conducente. Quel
tremendo incidente provoco a Carlo una grave lesione cerebrale.

Nell’anno seguente Carlo mizio quella che sembrava una netta e veloce guarigione. Recuperd la
capacita di parlare, cosi come I'intelligenza ¢ quasi tutte le abilita cognitive ¢ sociali. Rimaneva pero
qualcosa di molto strano m lut: andava dicendo agli amici, a1 familiant ¢ a1 dottort che sua moglie Caterina
era stata sostituita da un’estranea che si fingeva sua moglie. Sorprendentemente, tuttavia, eglt confinuava a
mangiare cont let, ad andare al cinema assieme ¢ a dormire nello stesso letto. Caterina era assai sorpresa e
rattristata da quel che Carlo andava dicendo.

Domanda 1. Secondo questa storia, quale delle seguenti affermazion € corretta?

(1) Carlo dice ai suot amici che 1 propri genitori sono stati sostituiti da degli impostort.

(2) Carlo dice a1 suoi amici che sua moglie ¢ stata sostituita da un’estranea che si finge sua moglie.
Domanda 2. Quale delle due affermazion: seguent rispecchia meglio 1l tuo parere sulla questione?

(1) Carlo crede che Caterina sia stata sostituita da un’estranea che st finge sua moglie.

(2) Carlo non crede che Caterina sia stata sostituita da un’estranea che si finge sua moglie.

Su una scala da 0% a 100%, quanto se1 certa/o della tua risposta alla domanda 27 (una percentuale bassa
indica scarsa certezza e una percentuale alta indica forte certezza).

Sono certa/o della mia risposta al %
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10. Japanese

A. Consistent

RONEEHRH Y, EIERCHER LT .
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BrhEZIC % DEENSD
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B. Inconsistent
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11. Korean

A. Consistent
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12. Lithuanian

A. Consistent

Prasome perskaifyti Zemiau esancia istorijq ir atsakyti i pabaigoje pateiktus klausimus.
Prasome atsakius j klausima atsakymo nekeisti.

Jonas 1r Kotryna yra susituoke 10 metu. Kaip dauguma susituokusiy poru. jie daug latko leisdavo
kartu ir daug ka daré kartu. Jie reguliariai kartu valgydavo, eidavo 1 kino teatra, gyveno tame
pa¢iame name ir miegojo toje pacioje lovoje. Viena diena, kai Jonas vaziavo 1 parduotuve, 1 sankryza
degant raudonam $viesoforo signalui jvaziavo kitas automobilis 1r trenkési 1 Jono automobilio
vairuotojo pusés dureles. Dél §io baisaus eismo vykio Jonas patyré traumini smegeny suzalojima.

Per metus po suzalojimo Jonas émé sparciai taisytis. Jis atgavo savo kalbos gebéjimus, gebéjima
protautt. o taip pat beveik visus pazintinius ir socialinus igidzis. Taciau po nelaimes Jonui nutiko
vienas labai keistas dalykas: jis émé sakyti savo draugams, Seimai bei gydytojams, kad jo zmona
Kotryna buvo pakeista apsimetéle. Be to, dabar Jonas visada atsisako su ja valgyti, eit1 su ja 1 kino
teatra 1r miegoti su ja vienoje lovoje. Tokie Jono sakomi dalykai Kotryna labai stebina ir liidina.

1 klausimas. Kuris 1§ pateikty teiginiy, remiantis $ia istorija, yra teisingas?

(1) Jonas sako savo draugams, kad jo tévus pakeité apsimetéliai.

(2) Jonas sako savo draugams, kad jo Zmona pakeité apsimetélé.

2 klausimas. Kuris variantas geriau apibiidina jlisu asmening nuomong apie $ia problema’
1) Jonas mano, kad Kotryna yra apsimetélé,

D
(2) Jonas nemano, kad Kotryna yra apsimetélé.

Kaip uztikrintas esate savo atsakymu 12 klausimg skaléje nuo 0% iki 100%. kurioje mazas skaiius
nurodo. kad nesate uztikrintas. o didelis skai¢ius nurodo. kad esate uztikrintas?

Esu % uztikrintas savo atsakymu.
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B. Inconsistent

Prasome perskaityti Zemiau esanciq istorija ir atsakyti j pabaigoje pateiktus klausimus.
Prasome atsakius j klausima atsakymo nekeisti.

Jonas ir Kotryna yra susituoke 10 mety. Kaip dauguma susituokusiy poru, jie daug laiko leisdavo
kartu r daug ka daré kartu. Jie reguliariai kartu valgydavo, eidavo 1 kino teatra, gyveno tame
paciame name ir miggojo toje pacioje lovoje. Viena diena, kai Jonas vaziavo | parduotuve, i sankryza
degant raudonam $viesoforo signalui jvaziavo kitas automobilis ir trenkési  Jono automobilio
vairuotojo pusés dureles. Dél $io baisaus eismo ivykio Jonas patyré traumini smegemy suzalojima.

Per metus po suzalojimo Jonas émé sparciai taisytis. Jis atgavo savo kalbos gebéjimus, gebéjima
protauti, o taip pat bevelk visus pazintmius ir socialinius jgiidzius. Taciau po nelaimés Jonui nutko
vienas labai keistas dalykas: jis éme sakyti savo draugams, Seimai bel gydytojams, kad jo zmona
Kotryna buvo pakeista apsimetéle. Keista tai. kad Jonas ir toliau pietauja su ja, vaiksto 1 kina, gyvena
fame paciame name i miega toje pacioje lovoje. Tokie Jono sakomu dalykai Kotryna labai stebina ir
litidma.

| klausimas. Kuris 1§ patetkty teiginiu, remiantis $ia istorija. yra teisingas?
(1) Jonas sako savo draugams, kad jo tévus pakeité apsimetéliai.
(2) Jonas sako savo draugams, kad jo Zmona pakeité apsimetélé.
2 Klausimas. Kuris variantas geriau apibiidina jiisy asmening nuomong apie $iq problema”

1) Jonas mano, kad Kotryna yra apsimetélé.

(1)
(2) Jonas nemano, kad Kotryna yra apsimetélé.

Kaip uztikrintas esate savo atsakymu 1 2 klausima skaléje nuo 0% iki1 100%, kurioje mazas skaiéius
nurodo, kad nesate uztikrintas. o didelis skaiéis nurodo. kad esate uztikrintas”

Esu % uztikrintas savo atsakymu,
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13. Mongolian

A. Consistent

Jlapaax HeXmIyYARHT YHIDAAT, ACYY/ITAR] XAPHY/IHA VY.
AcyyaTanj HIOHET XapHY/IcaH 001 XapAY.JITaa OHTTHA eepuIe6pIi.

Otrounbadp, OroyHurMar X0&p rapmax 10 kun 6ok GaitHa. I'apmacan Oycan XOCYYIBIH 1 aTu
T3] HX U XyTalaar XamT/1aa TyYIK, HX 3YILTHIAT XaMT1aa xuitk upea. Tox Oaitera 11 mait
X007I00 XyBaaH HIK, XaMT/[aa KHHOH/I AB, HAT I33BPHIH J0p aMbJapy H3T OPOH /[33p YHTJAr
6aitnaa. Har emep Otronbasp MarmiHaapaa JITYYP OPOX Ik IBAa] YIaaH TIpIIdp Opi,
#OPHIHH MAIIHHEI 011004 TATHIH XaaNraap MeprelIK33.

AjtMmuTT aBTO OCTEH yIMaac OTroHOafp TAPXHHIAa T3MTAT aBaB. [ 3MTA1 aBcaHaac X0
KIHiH 10Top OTroHOadp raifixMaap XypaaH T3HKAPY 3AT3PU33. SphK X3713X, YXaaH 0071071
T33]1 TYYHHI COTT3XYHH 0071007 HHHTIM COETEIH YamBapyya OYpaH c3pracan. [9x/139 XaMrHitH
XaunpxanTait Hb ocTbH 1apaa OTronGadp eepHiiH r3p OYTHIHXAH, M HApTaa HXH3P
ORYHIHMAT Hb H3T TyHBapUHHTAap COTHTIICOH K APHX 00k33. Tarasy 3orcoxryit xoom
Iaiiraa XamT yyK HI9X33 00TBXK, KHHOHT XaMT ABaXIYi, TYYHTH HoT Oafipas)y aMbIapd Har
OpOH]I YHTaxaac T TaTran3ax 001oB. ORYHIHMAT HiM SBIAT 00JICOH Ml HX HOTHPIIOK,
OTroHOAAPHEH X3TK APbK Oaifraa 3YILTHIT Tyy1aal rOMIIOB.

Acyymr 1. Boricor AB/Taac Y3831 japaax eryyI03pyyauiH aThk Eb YH3H 637

(1) Otronbasip eepHiiH HAH3YY1aa 13T 3X Hb JyHBAPIIAAP COTATACOR MK X)ICIH.

(2) Otrondasp eepHiiH HAH3Yy11aa 3XHIP Hb IyHBAPTHAAD COTHTACOH IYK XVICHH,

Acyyir 2. Tansl Goz7100p 100pX eryyI03pHiH atb Hb acYyLIBT HIYY TOAOPX0H AypcancsH OafHa B3?
(1) Orrordastp OroyHYEM3IHEAT TYEBADPIHE [A HTTICIH

(2) Otrordasp OroyHIEMAITHEAT TYEBADPYIHHA A HTTIYH.

Ta 2-p acyynran] ercen eepHIilH XapHyITaH/aa X3p HTrITH Oairaar (-100% Xysuap mmpxuimm? yy? bara
T00 OHYB31 Ta HTT31 Garataif, XapHH HX T00 GHYUB3I Ta HTT3ITHiH Oaifraar XapyyiHa.

bH eepHiiH XapHy/ITaHIaa % HITHIT3H GaiiHa.
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B. Inconsistent

Jlapaax BeXILTyYHHT YRIIAA, ACYYITAR]| XAPHY.IHA VY.
AcyyTang E3OAT XApAYIICAH 0071 XapHYJITAA OHTTHH 66D1166D3H.

Otronbagp, Oroyrummar Xoép rapmaa 10 ki bomx baitia, I'5pmaca Oycaz XoCyyIBH 1 AT
T3] FX U XyTaIlaar XaMT/1aa TyYIK, HX 3VIIHiT XaMT/aa Xuitk npesn. Tox Oaiiera 1 nait
X000 XYBaAH HIYK, XaMT/aa KHHOHT ABX, HAT 133BPHITH 10D aMbIapy HAT OPOH 133D YHIZAT
Oaitnaa. Har eniep Otrondasp MammiHaapaa J3IYYp OpoX Ik ABAajl y1aaH I3pIadp Opi,
OOPHITH MAIIHHE] KO700Y TATIH Xaa/raap Meprelik33. AHMIIHIT aBTO OCIIEIH YIMaac
Otror0asp TapxiHTaa r3MT1 aBaB. [ IMT31 aBcaHaac Xoffm kumiite jotop OTrorGasp
raifxMaap XypJiaH T3HX3PY 30333, SIpbk X313X, yXaaH 007101 1371 TYYHHIL cATrXYIH
0010071 HHHT3M COBTHIH aTBAPYY OYpaH cIpracaH. ['3x133 XaMrHiH XauHpXanTaii Hb OCTHH
napaa OTroH0adp eepHitH r3p OYIHIHX3H, 3MU HapTaa 3XH3p OHYHIHMST Hb HAT
TyiBAPYHHTAAP COTMITICOH 3K APHX O0mk33. THreaH XaIMifd T3 X0OI Haiiraa XamT Yy
HT3K, KHHOH]T XaMT SB, TYYHT3H HoT OaiiparT aMb1apd H3r 0poH] YHTAAr Oaife. OryHImMAT
HitM SBIAT O0TICOHT M KX HOUHP0sk, OTrOHOAAPEIH X3 K SApbk Oaffraa 3yIIHIT TyyTaan
TOMIOB.

Acyyn 1. borco fB/Taac Y3831 Japaax eryy103pyYIHiiH atb Hb YHH 03’

(1) Otrondasp eepHiiE BAK3YYL1AA 03T 3X Hb JYHBAPIIAAP COMHIICOR MK XVICHH.

(2) Otrondasp eepHiiH HAK3YYL1aa 3XHD Hb TYHBAPIHAAD COMHIICOH MK XNICIH.

Acyyrr 2. Tarsl 601100 100pX 6IyYT03DHIH alh Kb aCYYITBT HIVY TOAOPXOH AYPCICIH OaiiHa B3?
(1) Otromdagp OroyHIEMAITHAT TyHBAPIHH YA HTTICH

(2) Otromdasp OryHIEMATHAT TYHBAPIHA [YA HTTIYH.

Ta 2-p acyynrann erces eepHilH XapHyTTaHIaa X3p HIrarT3i Oairaar 0-100% xysHap HI3pXHiTH) Yy bara
T00 OB Ta HTr37 Gararai, XapHH HX T00 OHUB3M Ta HTMITaH Oaifraar Xapyyisa.

b eepHiH XapHyITTaH/aa % HTraTait OaliHa.
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14. Persian

A. Consistent
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B. Inconsistent
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15. Portuguese

A. Consistent

Por favor leia a historia abaixo e responda as questdes no final.
Por favor, nio mude sua resposta a uma questio depois de respondida.

Diego e Catarina estavam casados ha dez anos. Como a maioria dos casais, eles passavam
bastante tempo juntos e faziam muitas coisas juntos. Eles regularmente compartilhavam
refeices, lam ao cinema, viviam na mesma casa e dormiam na mesma cama. Entdo, um
dia, quando Diego estava dirigindo até uma loja, um carro atravessou o sinal vermelho,
atingindo a porta do lado do motorista do carro do Diego. Diego sofreu uma lesao
cerebral traumatica como resultado de seu horrivel acidente.

No ano que se seguiu a sua lesao, Diego comecou o que parecia ser uma incrivel e rapida
recuperacao. Ele recuperou sua capacidade de fala e sua inteligéncia, bem como quase
todas as suas aptiddes cognitivas e sociais. Contudo, havia algo de muito estranho sobre
Diego depois de seu acidente: ele contava a seus amigos, familia e medicos que sua
esposa, Catarina, tinha sido substituida por uma impostora. Alem disso, Diego passou a
se recusar a fazer as refeicdes com ela, ir ao cinema com ela e a dormir na mesma cama
que ela. Cafarina ficava muito surpresa e friste com as coisas que Diego falava.

Questéo 1. De acordo com a historia, qual das seguintes afirmacdes € correta?
(1) Diego diz a seus amigos que seus pais foram substituidos por impostores.
(2) Diego diz a seus amigos que sua esposa foi substituida por uma impostora.

Questdo 2. Qual opcdo melhor reflete a sua opinido pessoal sobre o assunto?

(1) Diego acredita que Catarina ¢ uma impostora.

(2) Diego nao acredita que Catarina ¢ uma impostora.

Quao certo vocé esta da sua resposta a questdo 2 em uma escala de (0-100)%, com
mumeros baixos indicando que vocé ndo tem certeza e com numeros altos indicando que

voce tem certeza?

Eu estou % certo de minha resposta.
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B. Inconsistent

Por favor leia a histdria abaixo e responda as questdes no final.
Por favor, ndo mude sua resposta a uma questio depois de respondida.

Diego e Catarina estavam casados ha dez anos. Como a maioria dos casais, eles passavam
bastante tempo juntos e faziam muitas coisas juntos. Eles regularmente compartilhavam
refeicdes, iam ao cinema, viviam na mesma casa e dormiam na mesma cama. Entio, um
dia, quando Diego estava dirigindo até uma loja, um carro atravessou o sinal vermelho,
atingindo a porta do lado do motorista do carro do Diego. Diego sofreu uma lesdo
cerebral traumatica como resultado de seu horrivel acidente.

No ano que se seguiu a sua lesdo, Diego comecou o que parecia ser uma incrivel e rapida
recuperacdo. Ele recuperou sua capacidade de fala e sua inteligéncia, bem como quase
todas as suas aptiddes cognitivas e sociais. Contudo, havia algo de muito estranho sobre
Diego depois de seu acidente: ele contava a seus amigos, familia e médicos que sua
esposa, Catarina, tinha sido substituida por uma impostora. Surpreendentemente,
entretanto, Diego continuou a sempre fazer as refei¢des com ela, ir ao cinema com ela,
morar na mesma casa que ela e dormir na mesma cama que ela. Catarina ficava muito
surpresa ¢ triste com as coisas que Diego falava.

Questdo 1. De acordo com a historia, qual das seguintes afirmacdes € correta?
(1) Diego diz a seus amigos que seus pais foram substituidos por impostores.
(2) Diego diz a seus amigos que sua esposa foi substituida por uma impostora.

Questdo 2. Qual opcdo melhor reflete a sua opinido pessoal sobre o assunto?

(1) Diego acredita que Catarina ¢ uma impostora.

(2) Diego nao acredita que Catarina ¢ uma impostora.

Quado certo voce esta da sua resposta a questdo 2 em uma escala de (0-100)%, com
numeros baixos indicando que vocé ndo tem certeza e com numeros altos indicando que

voce tem certeza?

Eu estou % certo de minha resposta.
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16. Spanish

A. Consistent

Por favor lea la siguiente historia y responda las preguntas que se hacen al final.
Por favor no cambie su respuesta una vez que ya ha contestado una pregunta.

Daniel y Catalina han estado casados por diez afios. Como la mayoria de las parejas
casadas, han pasado muchg. tiempo. . junfes. v han hecho muchas cosas juntos.
Frecuentemente comparten comidas, fueron muchas veces juntos al cine, viven en la
misma casa y duermen en la misma cama. Un dia, mientras Daniel conducia hacia la
tienda, un auto se paso una luz roja y golped su auto en el lado del conductor. Daniel
sufri6 un daiio cerebral severo como resultado de este terrible accidente de transito.

En el afo que siguid a esta herida, Daniel comenzo una rapida y extraordinaria
recuperacion. Recupero sus capacidades de habla, su inteligencia y todas sus habilidades
sociales. No obstante, a Daniel le paso algo muy extraio despues del accidente: le decia a
sus amigos, familia y doctores que su esposa Catalina habia sido reemplazada por una
impostora. Ademas, Daniel ahora siempre se negaba a comer con ella, ir al cine con ella,
y dormir en la misma cama que ella. Catalina estaba muy sorprendida y triste por las
cosas que Daniel decia.

Pregunta 1. De acuerdo con la historia, ;cual de las siguientes afirmaciones es correcta?
(1) Daniel le dice a sus amigos que sus padres fueron reemplazados por impostores.
(2) Daniel le dice a sus amigos que su esposa fue reemplazada por una impostora.

Pregunta 2. ;Cual de las siguientes opciones refleja la opinion que usted tiene sobre el
asunto?

(1) Daniel cree que Catalina es una impostora.

(2) Daniel no cree que Catalina es una impostora.

En una escala del 0 al 100%, donde ¢l 0 indica que no estd nada seguro y el 100 que estd
completamente seguro, qué tan seguro/a estd usted de su respuesta a la pregunta 27

Estoy % seguro/a de mi respuesta.
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B. Inconsistent

Por favor lea la siguiente historia y responda las preguntas que se hacen al final.
Por favor no cambie su respuesta una vez que ya ha contestado una pregunta.

Daniel y Catalina han estado casados por diez afnos. Como la mayoria de las parejas
casadas, han pasado muchg. tiempe juntos v han hecho muchas cosas juntos. Solian
comer juntos, ir al cine, vivir en la misma casa y dormir en la misma cama. Un dia,
mientras Daniel conducia hacia la tienda, un auto se paso un alto y golpeo su auto en el
lado del conductor. Daniel sufrio de un dafio cerebral severo como resultado de este
terrible accidente de transito.

Un afio despues del accidente, Daniel comenzo una rapida y extraordinaria recuperacion.
Recuperd sus capacidades del habla, su inteligencia y todas sus habilidades sociales. No
obstante, a Daniel le paso algo muy extraiio despues del accidente: le decia a sus amigos,
familia y medicos que su esposa Catalina habia sido reemplazada por una impostora. Sin
embargo, extraiamente Daniel continuaba comiendo con ella, viviendo en la misma casa
que ella y durmiendo con ella en la misma cama. Catalina estaba muy triste y sorprendida
por las cosas que Daniel decia.

Pregunta 1. De acuerdo con la historia, ;jcual de las siguientes afirmaciones es correcta?
(1) Daniel le dice a sus amigos que sus padres fueron reemplazados por impostores.
(2) Daniel le dice a sus amigos que su esposa fue reemplazada por una impostora.

Pregunta 2. ;Cual de las siguientes opciones refleja la opinion personal que usted tiene
sobre el asunto?

(1) Daniel cree que Catalina es una impostora.

(2) Daniel no cree que Catalina es una impostora.

En una escala del 0 al 100%, donde el 0 indica que no estd nada seguro y el 100 que estd
completamente seguro, ;qué tan seguro/a esta usted de su respuesta a la pregunta 2?

Estoy % seguro/a de mi respuesta.
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17. Bengali

A. Consistent
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B. Inconsistent
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