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“A Tamil’'s success in life
vitally depends on maintaining
good relationships and a

good reputation within one’s
community.”

(Mines 1994: 31)




Reputation

Who in the village do you see as...

Influential

Giving good advice
Generous

Having good character
Hardworking

Being physically strong
Devout

Having ritual knowledge

Good Character: 4
Generous: 2

.\ / Influential: 1
o« ) B



Social Support

Who do you turn to for...

* Emotional support & companionship
— Close friends, conversation partners

« Behavioral assistance

— Borrow items, run errands, help watching children
* Financial assistance

— Borrowing petty cash, bigger loans
« Guidance

— Important matters, advice

* Vouched support
— Help finding work, people in ‘high positions,’ aid if there is a problem
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Core focus: Social correlates of people’s religious practice
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different aspects of the
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“reputational poverty trap”?
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Suppose, it might have happened to me. Il
say, definitely. If | had fallen down, what
would the world say of me? What a bad
name! [...] Suppose | had fallen down! It
might have happened. But people would talk
very low of me, isn't it so? They talked that
much for a mere burn. If it had happened
ike that, what would they say” Looking at it
like that made me pull back somewhat.
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How can we explain these patterns?

« All else equal, religious acts are associated with greater reputational
standing (£EAHB 2017) and greater social support (NHB 2017).

« But, there appear to be important caveats to this:

« (Caste- and gender-based differences?
« Cumulative advantage?
* A “reputational poverty trap”?

| posit that there is an intervening role of social prominence and
social capital.



Modelling it

e Collaborative work with Marion Dumas
and Jessie Barker

« First, an analytical model, based on
classic signaling models, extended to
include social prominence/capital.

* Then, an agent-based model to explore
the structural outcomes of the strategies
found with the analytical model.

Dumas, Barker & Power, Phi/TransB 2021



Signalling Model
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How does social prominence/capital enter in?

 Mechanism 1: Altered prior.

The deference or support a person has is seen as an indicator of
quality. Observers use this social information alongside direct
observation to inform their inference of quality.

« Mechanism 2: Altered payoff.
The costs are less or the benefits greater for signalers with greater
prominence or social capital.

* §; is our generic term for social prominence/capital.

Altered prior could be more readily associated with prominence
and altered payoff with social capital.



Agent-based Model

QUALITY STATUS, t=0 STATUS, t=1 STATUS, t=2

« Want to study not only
strategies, but also thelir
structural outcomes.

HIGH

» Linking signaling theory to
sociological work on status.

SHEHEHEHSH=}

« Even with strategic signaling,
do we find that reputation can
become decoupled from
underlying “quality”?

LOW

e.g., Merton 1968, Podolny 1993, Gould 2002, Salganik et al 2006, Lynn et al 2009, Manzo and Baldassarri 2015



Public event
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Pairwise interactions
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Four scenarios:

« The sociological “cue only” model (everyone’s §; is revealed)
« “Altered prior” mechanism
« “Altered payoft” mechanism

« Both mechanisms combined

Comparing throughout:

g = 0, initial S; = high




(b) Mechanism 1: Altered Prior
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Summary

« On average, these signal acts are informative and revealing.

« However, we find a “reputational shield” (where low-quality
iIndividuals can “pass” thanks to high §;) and a “reputational poverty
trap” (where high-quality individuals cannot improve their standing,
thanks to low §;)

« Notably, this disjuncture between quality and reputation is
happening even though individuals can strategically signal.

« This is a higher bar than the sociological models, where it's full social
construction with very little agency on the part of actors.



Summary

« The public act we model is practically the simultaneous production of
a costly signal (of q;) and an /ndex (of §;).

S0, we have a multi-component, multi-modal, multiplex signal.

Attending to S; can be seen as using public, social information.

Work in behavioral ecology has suggested that:
(1) Multimodal signals should generally be more reliable
(2) Social information should generally increase accuracy

On average, that’s probably true, but the field hasn’t focused on the
conseqguences of the exceptions.

e.g., Valone & Templeton 2002, Johnstone 1995, Higham & Hebets 2013



Summary

Think, too, of work in cultural evolution on social learning strategies.

For example, Henrich & Gil-White (2001: 167-168):

“The above implies that the most skilled/knowledgeable models will, on-
average, end up with the biggest and most lavish clienteles, so the size
and /avishness of a given model’s clientele (the prestige) provides a
convenient and reliable proxy for that person’s information quality.”

Again, it's worth considering the exceptions & their consequences!

Those consequences are seen most acutely with the “reputational
poverty trap”



Summary

Recall the motivating case and the role that caste seemed to play.

Any systemic inequities in social prominence/capital can be readily
amplified by the feedbacks explored here.

There are many contexts in which this could readily occur. For one
close to home, consider academia:

« Ample evidence of the Matthew Effect (Merton 1968+)

« Growing evidence of systemic bias on the basis of gender and
race/ethnicity (e.g., Dworkin et al 2020, Bertolero et al 2020)

* These two are not unrelated! (And fixing the latter means
reckoning with the former)



Rep?Sl: Reputation and the Reproduction of Social Inequality

Ethnography Modelling
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The ENDOW project

-

endowproject.github.io



The ENDOW project

~50 communities, ~30 countries.
Mix of horticulture, agriculture, pastoralism, fishing, wage labour, foraging

endowproject.github.io/
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