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Abstract

This paper reports four series of studies that examined the infrahumanization effect using a
different measure. Across the four studies, we examined whether people would associate their
ingroup more with human- (vs. animal-) related words in comparison to outgroups. In Study
1, we used the Implicit Association Test (Greenwald et al., 1998) and found that participants
were quicker during the compatible task (when ingroup names and human-related words
shared the same response key and outgroup names and animal-related words shared the same
response key) in comparison to the incompatible task. Studies 2a and 2b utilized a paper and
pencil design and found that participants were more likely to link ingroup names with human-
related words in comparison to the outgroup. In Studies 3a and 3b, we found that participants
selected human-related words as being more characteristic of the ingroup in general than the
outgroup. In Study 4, we used positive and negative words and found that participants were
more likely to link human-related words with ingroup (vs. outgroup) names regardless of
valence. Results are discussed in relation to their implications for infrahumanization theory.



