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Abstract

Norms are considered essential for the construction and maintenance of large-scale cooperative
human societies. Broadly, norms can be categorized into two types: group norms, which represent
arbitrary rules shared within a group, and moral norms, which are perceived as universal principles
of right and wrong that individuals should follow irrespective of cultural context. Even young children
can differentiate between group norms and moral norms, recognizing that violations of group norms are
negatively evaluated only by members of their specific group. In contrast, violations of moral norms are
negatively evaluated universally, regardless of group affiliation. However, it remains unclear whether
preverbal infants exhibit selective social evaluations based on the violator's group membership and
the type of norm violated. This study aims to experimentally investigate whether preverbal infants

expect violators of group norms to be negatively treated solely by members of their group. In contrast,
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violators of moral norms are anticipated to be negatively treated irrespective of group membership.
[Keywords] Social norm, group norm, moral norm, social evaluation, group affiliation,

preverbal infant
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