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Figure S1. Behavioral results. The change of the mean trustworthiness rating of faces between Session 1 and Session 2 across the  trials where the group rating was more negative (by 2 or 3 points), matched the subject’s rating (0),  or was more positive  (by 2 or 3 points). Bars indicate 95% confidence interval

Debriefing
After the Part 2 of the experiment,  during a short survey, the  participants answered to 3 questions:
1) Do you remember, if any faces in Session 2 were presented during Session 1?
2) How many faces were presented in both Sessions?
3) Do you remember the score you assigned to them in Session 1?
Our participants reported that some faces were presented in both Sessions. Their estimation about a number of repetitions ranged from 10 to 20 photos, and they were not able to restore the initial ratings. 
Therefore, we may say that our subjects could not actively remember at least 90% of the faces. 
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