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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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Preschoolers Make Inferences about Friendship based on Secret Sharing

Chen Shuiping' , Xie Junqing®, Wang Lin’
(1. School of Education,Jiangxi Science & Technology Normal University , Nanchang 330038 ;
2. Jiangxi Foreign Language and Trade Vocational College ,Nanchang 330099 ;
3. Honggutan Yunxi Nursery School,Nanchang 330038 )

Abstract : Secrets carry valuable social information, people are typically selective in whom they share their secrets to. In the current re-
search,we examined the developmental trajectory of reasoning about secret sharing as an indication of third — party friendship for pre-
schoolers through two experiments. Experiment 1 investigated whether children inferred friendship based secret sharing compared with
sharing a physical object. The result showed that children before the age of 5 could not fully understand the social relationship represen-
ted by sharing secrets. They believed that sharing a physical object could better represent the friendship. Children aged 5 — 6 treated
sharing a secret as a stronger cue to {riendship than sharing a physical object. Experiment 2 explored the influence of sharing secrets
with positive and negative information and physical objects on children’ s inference of friendship. It was found that children were more
inclined to think that there was friendship between the two parties sharing negative secret. The work suggested that negative secret dis-
closure should be a powerful cue of social relationships. Children could understand the broader social significance of secrets.

Key words : preschoolers ;secret sharing; physical objects ;friendship



