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Background Results

Insight: Sudden understanding followed by

epistemic feelings of certainty, ease, and

positive affect’.
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Adults’ insights associated with?: Aha-experiences were assoclated

. accuracy with higher accuracy.
e confidence . Observed: OR* =11.8, p <.001, N,,;,s = 1280. 0% so%.
. Self-reported: OR* =2.3, p =.003, Ny, = 960.
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* Results from a generalized linear mixed model, accounting for age
and repeated measurement. See paper for complete results - QR code
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To date, there is little systematic research on

below.
children’s insight problem-solving.
Confidence
Methods
We found no association between aha-
IE experiences and confidence.
Pa rticipa nts: + Observed: OR* = 1.46, p =.138, N,,.,, = 1063.
Children 4-8 years, N=160, 47% girls. b ; | Do, T Rt
AhaClues: Age Interacted with accuracy in predicting
Remote associate task3 for children. - confidence.
4 5 Age 7 8 * Observed: OR*=2.98, p <.001, N, = 1063.
. * Self-reported: OR* =2.83, p =.005, N,,i,s =47/1.
N = 1063 trials

(«don’t know»-trials excluded)

Clues:
SNOW Solution:
SCARF SNOWMAN * Results from a generalized linear mixed model, accounting for age, accuracy and repeated

CARROT measurement. See paper for complete results — QR code below.

Aha-experlence:

* Experimenter observation.
Sudden answer after delay; gasp before answer; energetically shouting the answer.
, A: Observed B: Self-reported
* Adjusted self-report. . . aha-experience aha-experience
Children who passed a control task — 43.8%. 128 children (80 %) chose to SW|tCh; oo -
| | | 32 children (20 %) chose to continue.
Confidence: | | | Switch Switch
Self-report*. Observed: Mo
* — — — 25% - 25% 1
OR* = 1.5, p =.003, N__ +civants = 160. III I . I i
Motivation: .| I JH 1l B
B t k . t. -th fth Self_ reported: D Numbérofﬂbseweddahas 5 D Numéerofsehirepﬂrtedaahas 8
onus taskKk: continue with one more o e Same
or switch to a new task. P P
* Results from a logistic regression. See paper for complete results — QR code below.
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