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e Women are socially and culturally described to have less agency than men do (Colley et al., 2009). This gender bias in agency perception is
observed in every day language, as well as philosophical texts, sociological studies, and media (e.g.: Hsu et al., 2021; Smith & Holecz, 2020).

e When discussing agency, one can define it at either a high or low level, with causal attribution being an important facet of the latter.

e While the link between gender and agency has only been discussed at the high level so far, one would expect that gender influence some

processes of low level agency perception (Brancazio, 2019), such as causal attribution.

Aim: We have constructed the Implicit Causal Attribution Task to explore whether implicit gender cues influence causal attribution.
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Discussion

We found that implicit gender cues such as gender-typical gait
had a significant effect on the causal attribution of action effects:
participants detected the decoupling of action and effect later for

female than for male agents.
Our signal detection results support this conclusion by showing a

higher sensitivity to loss of causal attribution for feminine agents

compared to masculine agents.

This finding offers a foundation onto which future studies can
build and investigate the relationship between gender and low
level cognitive phenomena relating to the attribution of causation

or perception of agency.
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