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Abstract—In video games, non-player characters (NPCs) have an essential role in shaping players' experiences. The design of
their appearance and their behaviors can be manipulated in coherence and consistency to maintain players' expectations or on
the contrary to induce surprise. The influence of NPCs’ coherence and consistency on players’ evaluation of them remains to be
unveiled. To fill this gap, two experiments were conducted in the context of a military shooter game. Players’ evaluation of NPCs’
perceived intelligence and believability, were measured, as these two dimensions are fundamental for their adoption and
engagement toward them. The first experiment investigated the impact of breaking players' initial expectations on the evaluation
of NPCs. The second experiment focused on the influence of NPCs’ coherence and consistency on both players' expectations
and evaluation of NPCs, by means of a combination of questionnaires, behavioral, and physiological measures. Our results reveal
that breaking players' expectations influence their evaluation of NPCs, with coherent and consistent design reinforcing

expectations and incoherent design challenging them.
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1 INTRODUCTION

N video games, human players control a main

character who interacts with non-player characters
(NPCs) who populate the game. NPCs are designed
with specific characteristics, chosen by game designers,
that communicate their role in the narrative. NPCs can
play different roles, such as allies or enemies. Game
designers often use two characteristics to communicate
NPCs' roles in the narrative: appearance and behaviors
[1]. Players then form expectations about the role of
NPCs based on the perceived coherence between their
appearance and their behaviors [2]. Coherence refers to
the correspondence between NPCs’ features and
players’ stereotypes. It allows players to understand
NPCs' behaviors within the wider context of the game
world [3]. Players’ expectations are reinforced by the
consistency of NPCs’ design throughout the game [4].
Consistency refers to the design parameters’ alignment,
such as appearance and behaviors, over time. It allows
players to form expectations and ensure that NPCs’
actions match predefined visual cues, in order to convey
their role in the game [1]. For example, in a military
shooter game, encountering an aggressive

o Remi Poivet is with the Institut des Systemes Intelligents et de Robotiques

and Ubisoft, Paris, France. E-mail: remipoivet@yahoo.fr

e Catherine Pelachaud is with the CNRS-ISIR, Sorbonne Université, Paris,

France. E-mail: catherine.pelachaud@isir.upme.fr
o Malika Auvray is with the CNRS-ISIR, Sorbonne Université, Paris,
France. E-mail: malika.auvray@sorbonne-universite.fr

NPC who looks like a soldier influences the expectation
of hostility when encountering a second NPC with a
similar appearance. If the second soldier encountered
confirms players' expectations, this will make it easier
to predict hostility in subsequent encounters. The aim
of maintaining both consistency and coherence between
appearance and behaviors is to allow players to form
accurate expectations of enemies or allies and, as a
result, to improve the overall experience of the game [5].
In particular, when NPCs' behaviors match their
appearance and fit logically into the game world,
players can better immerse themselves in the narrative
and make informed decisions throughout the game.

As part of their immersion, players form impressions of
the NPCs based on their appearance and behaviors [6].
When interacting with NPCs, players assess their
perceived intelligence and believability. Perceived
intelligence is defined as the player's evaluation of
NPCs' abilities to achieve their objective in the narrative,
encompassing two dimensions: behaviors'
understandability and performance [7]. Believability, on
the other hand, is defined as the gap between players'
expectations and their observations in the game,
impacting their engagement in the narrative and their
immersion [8]. It is crucial to assess the characteristics of
perceived intelligence and believability, as they
contribute to players’ engagement and their
appreciation of the overall experience of the game [1, 9].
To enhance the narrative experience, designers
introduce twists and turns in the game [10]. This can be
done by manipulating the coherence and consistency
between the appearance of NPCs and their behaviors, to
create surprise in the players' minds. For example, in the
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western action-adventure game Red Dead Redemption
2, the main character may encounter NPCs with a non-
threatening appearance (e.g., a farmer), asking for help
along the way. But, if the main character stops and helps
them, they may suddenly become aggressive, violating
players’ initial expectations. This disconnect between
appearance and behaviors does more than introduce an
unexpected gameplay challenge, it triggers an
emotional reaction in players, as they are likely to
experience surprise, or even in the case of such an
unexpected betrayal, frustration, fear, or anger. These
experiences of strong incongruencies can lead to
increased physiological arousal, which in turn improves
immersion and enjoyment [11]. The intensity of these
affective responses contributes to players’ engagement
with the narrative, reinforcing the dangerous and
unpredictable nature of certain games, in our example,
an American Western setting.

Stimulating players' affective states, for instance
through incoherence between appearance and
behaviors, is essential for maintaining players’
engagement and immersion. On the other hand,
coherence in NPC design helps players to form stable
expectations and navigate the game world in a
meaningful way. It's therefore difficult to strike a
balance between these two requirements. In addition,
the impact of violating players’ expectation during their
interactions with NPCS, both on players’ physiological
states and on their evaluations of NPCs’ intelligence and
believability, remains to be fully understood. We
present two experiments in a military shooter game to
study how players rely on their expectations and
knowledge of NPCs to attribute intelligence and
believability to them. The first experiment investigated
the violation of players’ expectations on their evaluation
of NPCs' perceived intelligence and believability. The
second experiment focused on the impact of consistency
and the influence of coherence on players' expectations.
To this end, we used behavioral measures and
questionnaires assessing NPCs' perceived intelligence
and believability. We also used physiological measures
such as galvanic skin conductance, which is
traditionally used in the exploration of several
psychological processes linked to affective states such as
variations in arousal and emotions, and heart rate, used
to probe other affective states linked to stress. We
formulate two hypotheses: (1) Breaking players'
expectations will lower their evaluation of NPCs'
perceived intelligence and believability. (2) After
multiple interactions with NPCs that break players’
initial ~expectations, participants update their
expectations and ratings of perceived intelligence and
believability.

The structure of the article includes a background
section presenting NPCs' design factors, players'
expectations, and the assessment of perceived
intelligence and believability. Next, the rationale for the
study is discussed and our methodology is described.
The two experiments are respectively presented, along

with their results. Each experiment is then discussed
before delving into a general discussion. The article
concludes by outlining limitations and suggesting
future work.

2 BACKGROUND

2.1 Designing NPCs: the role of appearance and
behaviors.

NPC  creation involves defining  consistent
characteristics throughout the game experience [1]. For
example, in shooter games, enemies are subdivided into
archetypes defined by their appearances, the weapons
they use, and their movement capabilities. As a result,
game designers choose specific features to convey the
desired game experience.

A. Appearance.

NPCs' appearance refers to their virtual embodiment in
the game. The visual cues chosen to create NPCs’
appearance aim to activate stereotypes in players’ minds
[2]. Based on these stereotypes, players can expect
behaviors from NPCs such as understanding NPCs’
social roles in the game [12]. For instance, in a military
shooter game, an NPC dressed in military gear may be
evaluated as more threatening than another NPC
wearing casual clothes. In this scenario, the military
gear triggers stereotypes linked to violence and implies
potential aggressiveness towards the main character.
Thus, as part of their identification of NPCs' roles,
players anticipate NPCs’ behaviors and abilities. In
addition, the type of weapon carried by an enemy
provides valuable clues as to their abilities [1]. For
example, an NPC armed with a shotgun is likely to
attempt close-range attacks, while one armed with a
sniper rifle will engage from a distance. As a result,
players can use these cues to make informed decisions
during gameplay, such as whether or not to interact
with an NPC. In addition, the context of the game plays
a crucial role in interpreting NPCs" appearance. In a
zombie shooter game, allies may have military gear, but
players do not evaluate them as enemies due to the
specific context of the game. Other factors, such as the
shape or facial features of NPCs, can also be decisive in
players” anticipation of their interactions. For instance,
[13] investigated the evaluation of antagonists’
appearance and morality based on the presence or
absence of facial tattoos. This specific facial feature was
found to be associated with immorality. In summary,
appearance plays a crucial role in the experience of
video game players, as it activates stereotypes in
players’ minds.

B. Behaviors.

NPCs' behaviors consist of predefined sequences of
actions that shape how they interact with others. These
behaviors can vary, from simulating casual activities to
attacking the main character. However, the nature of
their actions is constrained by their roles in the
narrative, meaning that friendly NPCs are expected not



to attack the main character, as it is not their intended
purpose. As for enemies, the type of weapon they carry
determines their behaviors, as illustrated in the
previous comparison between shotguns and sniper
rifles. Moreover, in shooter games, the aggressiveness of
enemies can be manipulated by other parameters, such
as their shooting accuracy or the damage they can inflict
on the main character. Therefore, when creating NPCs,
it's important to take into account the link between their
behavior and their appearance, so that the design is
consistent and coherent throughout the narrative.

2.2 Breaking players’ expectations.

Over the course of their gaming experience, players
predict new encounters based on NPCs’ stereotypes and
the match between their appearance and behaviors. To
add complexity to the narrative and to surprise players,
game designers can manipulate the design of NPCs to
add unexpected interactions.

A. How do we form and break expectations?

Players form enduring beliefs about NPCs' behaviors,
known as expectations, through a cognitive process that
involves gathering information from previous
experiences, knowledge, and contextual cues within the
game [14]. Thanks to their past video game experiences,
players are familiar with the limitations and predefined
behaviors of NPCs. Consequently, they expect NPCs to
present stereotypical sequences of actions that confirm
their roles [2]. When encountering enemies, players
expect them to attack the main character until they are
defeated. Over the course of the game experience, the
main character may encounter several NPCs whose
appearance and behavior are identical. The
accumulation of similar interactions reinforces players’
certainty in their decision-making. This mechanism
relies on the human tendency to reinforce beliefs when
events occur as expected, thus validating their
expectations, even when the events occur randomly [4].
Violation of players’ expectations refers to the
introduction of unanticipated actions or events into the
game experience [15] o break players' expectations,
game designers can manipulate both the coherence and
consistency of NPC design. On the one hand, incoherent
NPC design would refer to the intentional mismatch
between NPC appearance and behaviors. For example,
an incoherent association between appearance and
behaviors conveys false information to players’
expectations. The violation of expectations triggers
compensatory behaviors, which are reflected as
exploratory behaviors in search of explanations [16]. For
example in Ready or Not, aggressive NPCs with a
civilian appearance can be explained by the context and
the challenge of the game (i.e., identifying threats
between NPCs is the internal challenge of the game). On
the other hand, game designers can manipulate the
consistency of NPC design, which means altering the
occurrence of a certain association between appearance
and behaviors (e.g., an NPC with a friendly appearance
displays aggressive behavior) during a game

experience.

B. The impact of breaking expectations

Breaking expectations influences individuals' cognitive
and emotional responses, as suggested by the ViolEx
model [17]. When unexpected events violate people’s
expectations, it triggers a cognitive process of
reevaluation and adjustment. The ViolEx model
proposes three coping processes in response to
expectation violations: accommodation, assimilation,
and immunization, to maintain individuals'
understanding of their surroundings. Accommodation
involves adjusting beliefs after observing the outcome
of unexpected events, while assimilation involves
avoiding events that challenge initial expectations, and
immunization involves reducing the relevance of the
violation or reframing the meaning of the initial
expectation. The selection of the coping strategy is
influenced by individual factors such as personality
traits, cognitive abilities, or past experiences [18, 19].
Breaking expectations can lead to cognitive flexibility
and adaptability, as individuals adjust their beliefs
based on new information [20], but it can also trigger
emotional responses such as frustration or surprise [21].
Violation of expectations induces an appraisal process
that may be moderated by the reward of the violation
[22]. [23] measured the impact of inconsistent breaks of
their expectations on participants' physiological
responses. The experiment used a cyberball game
where participants' characters had to throw a ball at
NPCs. Researchers manipulated the possibility of the
participants' avatar to throw the ball: either the
participants are at the initiative of the action or,
breaking participants’ expectations, it is automatically
done. The results indicated that breaking expectations
triggered physiological responses similar to facing
aversive events. Positive and negative attributions to the
violations of expectations distinguish more or less
favorable violations’ outcomes [22].
Game designers may manipulate the design of NPCs to
surprise players and convey positive violations of
expectations, aiming to create twists, interest in the
narrative, and increase the challenge of the game [24].
However, the impact of such manipulation on players'
evaluation of NPCs remains unclear.

3 How 1o MEASURE NPCSs’ PERCEIVED
INTELLIGENCE AND BELIEVABILITY?

In video games, players' positive evaluations of NPCs’
perceived intelligence and believability as defined in
Section 1, are associated with narrative enjoyment,
motivation to interact, and immersion [8, 25]. To
evaluate NPCs’ perceived intelligence, two dimensions
are important: their understandability and performance
[26]. Both dimensions are based on players’
understanding of the NPCs' purposes and their
efficiency in achieving their goals, as defined by their
role in the narrative (e.g., ally or enemy). Regarding the
influence of NPCs’ role on expectations, for example,



allies are designed to help the main character, while
enemies are designed to confront them. Therefore, the
enemies’ perceived intelligence would depend on their
abilities to defeat the main character. Factors such as
enemies' strength or amount of health points increase
the challenge of the game and thus, may affect players'
evaluations of NPCs' perceived intelligence [9]. To
investigate wusers’ evaluation of artificial agents’
perceived intelligence, [7] proposed an evaluation scale
based on five semantic items: Incompetent/Competent,
Ignorant/Knowledgeable,  Irresponsible/Responsible,
Unintelligent/Intelligent, Foolish/Sensible. The scores
on each item are used to assess the two dimensions of
understandability =~ (Responsible, Intelligent, and
Sensible scores) and performance (Competent and
Knowledgeable scores). Using this scale, [27] observed
a positive correlation between the evaluation of NPCs'
aggressiveness and  their performance scores,
confirming the link between the perceived intelligence
of enemies and the challenge they pose to the main
character.

Aside from intelligence evaluation, players must believe
in their interactions with NPCs to feel immersed and
engaged in the narrative [8]. Because players evaluate
NPCs based on their expectations of how they should
behave, believable agents should closely match players'
expectations during interactions [8]. Consequently,
players' identification of NPCs' roles can influence their
evaluation, as they will expect these agents to serve
different purposes (e.g., interactions will differ when
they occur with allies or enemies). Following [8]'s work,
[28] proposed a believability scale composed of
different dimensions that play a crucial role in players'
evaluation of believable characters in narrative
experiences. From [28]’s scale, players can indicate their
evaluation of the believability of any NPCs (Where <X>
is replaced by the evaluated NPC) along the
dimensions:

e Awareness: < X > perceives the world around
him/her.

e Behavior understandability: It is easy to understand

what < X > is thinking about.

Personality: < X > has a personality.

Visual impact: < X >’s behavior draws my attention.

Predictability: < X >’s behavior is predictable.

Behavior coherence: < X >’s behavior is coherent.

Change with experience: < X >’s behavior changes

according to experience.

e Social: < X > interacts socially with other characters.

In our studies, we used the two scales of perceived
intelligence [7] and believability [28] as a baseline to
investigate how players perceive NPCs in terms of these
attributes.

4 EXPERIMENTS

As seen above, players form expectations about NPCs
based on the coherence between their appearance and

behavior. Deliberately violating players’ expectations by
manipulating NPC design aims to create surprise and
deepen the narrative. However, the effect of violating
expectations on players' evaluation of NPCs remains to
be investigated, which is our goal here.

During their immersion in the game, players evaluate
NPCs' intelligence and believability based on their
expectations. We hypothesize that decreasing the
coherence of NPCs, by introducing a violation of
expectations, will lead to a decrease in players'
evaluation of NPCs' design and a decrease in their game
experience. To investigate these hypotheses, two
experiments were conducted in the context of a Ubisoft
military shooter game. The first experiment
investigated the influence of the coherence between
NPCs’ appearance and their behaviors on players’ initial
evaluation. The second experiment investigated the
impact of consistency and coherence across multiple
interactions in game sessions. Perceived intelligence
and believability scales were used to measure players'
evaluations of NPCs. Players' game experiences were
assessed across multiple dimensions, including their in-
game behaviors, physiological activity, and
expectations of NPCs' behaviors based on their
appearance.

5 GENERAL METHODS

Procedure and materials

The two experiments were set in a military shooter
game environment. The NPCs used in the experiments
were selected from Ubisoft's video game Ghost Recon
Breakpoint (2019). The first experiment was conducted
online and participants watched four videos depicting
interactions between a main character and NPCs with
manipulated designs. The second experiment took
place at Ubisoft Paris and involved video game sessions
that preceded the viewing of the same videos that were
used in Experiment 1. In both Experiments, participants
rated their perceptions of the NPCs featured in the four
videos using the Perceived Intelligence questionnaire
[7] and the Believability questionnaire [28]. In addition,
Experiment 2 investigated participants’ interactions
with NPCs and the evolution of their expectations based
on NPC’s appearance using a homemade questionnaire
completed before, in between, and after the two game
sessions, as well as through behavioral and
physiological measures during the game sessions.



Creation of NPCs’ design

To create different NPC designs for the experiments, the
appearance and behaviors of soldiers and civilians were
manipulated to correspond to either a coherent or an
incoherent association. In military shooter games,
civilian-looking NPCs are typically associated with
innocent characters. Their behaviors are characterized
as submissive, for instance, they get down on their
knees when the main character approaches them.
Conversely, soldier-looking NPCs are expected to be
enemies. Their behaviors are characterized as
aggressive, for example they may shoot at the main
character while running toward them. Thus aggressive
soldiers and submissive civilians correspond to
coherent associations (see Fig. 1) while submissive
soldiers and aggressive civilians correspond to
incoherent ones.

Civilian Soldier

Fig. 1. NPCs’ appearance and behaviors with a coherent
association. On the left, the civilian’s appearance is characterized
by casual clothing and a non-muscular shape. Its behavior,
graphically represented by the blue silhouette, corresponds to
surrender when the main character approaches. On the right, the
soldier’s appearance is characterized by a muscular shape and
military gear, with dark clothing and a covered face. Its behavior,
illustrated by the red silhouette, corresponds to running towards
the main character and shooting at them.

Videos for participants’ evaluation

Four videos were created, two with coherent and two
with incoherent NPCs designs (see Fig. 2). In the videos,
the camera follows the main character moving through
a corridor with a NPC positioned at the end of it. To
focus participants' attention on NPCs” appearance and
behaviors, the videos have no sound. The video pauses
after the interaction, with outcomes ranging from the
main character being killed to the NPC surrendering.
Here a coherent video may depict a soldier killing the
NPC and an incoherent video may correspond to a
soldier surrendering. The participants watched the
videos once and were asked to rate NPCs’ perceived
intelligence and believability at the end of each video.

Fig 2. Screenshot of the videos illustrating the interactions between
the main character (the one closest to the camera, seen from
behind in all four images) and the four NPCs. The two images on
the top show an NPC with a civilian appearance behaving non-
aggressively (on the left) and aggressively (on the right). On the
bottom, an NPC with a soldier appearance follows the same
dichotomy. Note that watermarks are automatically generated for
each image and are required by Ubisoft.

6 EXPERIMENT 1

Participants

One hundred and two participants completed
Experiment 1 (ninety-one men, ten women, and one
other, mean age = 32.16 years, SD = 8.57). Participants
were volunteer players registered on the Ubisoft User
Research Laboratory platform (i.e., a mailing platform
where players can voluntarily enter their information to
participate in Ubisoft's research). The gender
distribution can be attributed to the self-selection of
participants who are already familiar with the military
shooter game setting, potentially introducing a gender
bias in their motivation for this specific type of game.

Procedure and materials

All participants were contacted by email and were
informed about the content of the research. The email
informed participants that their participation was
voluntary and that they could stop at any time. The
experiment took approximately 15 minutes to complete
and was conducted in accordance with [29]. Participants
were instructed about the context of the game (i.e., a
military shooter game) prior to viewing the videos.
Participants watched the four videos in random order
and rated the NPCs on the perceived intelligence and
believability scales.

Results and discussion
In order to maintain the representativeness of the



dataset, no explicit outlier treatment was applied, hence
all the collected data was included in the statistical
analysis. A two-way ANOVA using the factors
Appearance (soldier or civilian) and Coherence
(coherent or incoherent design) was conducted on the
participants’ ratings of the scales’ items. There was a
main effect of the factor Appearance on the items
“Visual impact” (df = 404, p = 0.001, n? = 0.023) and
“Behavior coherence” (df = 404, p = 0.003, )2 = 0.016) of
the believability scale. Participants rated the behaviors
of soldiers as drawing more attention compared to
civilians' ones. However, civilians’ behaviors were
perceived as more coherent than soldiers’ ones. There
was a main effect of the factor “Coherence” on the items
“Competent” (df = 404, p = 0.003, 1?2 = 0.019),
“Intelligent” (df = 404, p < .001, 1> = 0.030),
“Knowledgeable” (df = 404, p = 0.003, n? = 0.019),
“Sensible” (df = 404, p < .001, n? = 0.111), and
“Responsible” (df = 404, p < .001, n? = 0.056) from the
perceived intelligence scale. Incoherent NPCs were
perceived as less intelligent than coherent ones. There
was a main effect of the factor “Coherence” on the items
“Awareness” (df = 404, p = 0.024, n? = 0.012), “Behavior
understandability” (df = 404, p < .001, n?2 = 0.093),
“Predictability” (df = 404, p < .001, n? = 0.239), and
“Behavior coherence” (df =404, p <.001, n?=0.222) from
the believability scale. There was a significant
interaction between the two factors on the items
“Competent” (df = 404, p < .001, n* = 0.128),
“Knowledgeable" (df = 404, p < .001, 2 = 0.124),
“Sensible” (df = 404, p <.001, 2= 0.033), “Responsible”
(df = 404, p = 0.002, n? = 0.022) from the perceived
intelligence scale and the items “Awareness” (df = 404, p
<.001, n? = 0.044), “Personality” (df =404, p =0.011, n?>=
0.016), “Visual impact” (df = 404, p < .001, n? = 0.085),
“Predictability” (df = 404, p = 0.036, n)2 = 0.008), and
“Behavior coherence” (df = 404, p = 0.048, )2 = 0.007)
from the believability scale.

Experiment 1 revealed a significant effect of the factors
Appearance and Coherence on participants' ratings of
perceived intelligence and believability (see Fig. 3).
These results suggest that participants formed
expectations about the behavior of NPCs based on the
evaluation of their appearance and that their ratings
were modified as a function of whether these
expectations were confirmed (coherent association) or
not (incoherent association). Incoherent NPCs were
perceived as significantly less intelligent, with the
strongest effects observed on the “Sensible” and
“Responsible” items, suggesting that coherence plays a
crucial role in participants’ attributions of rational
decision-making and accountability to NPCs. Similarly,
believability ratings were found to be negatively
impacted, with incoherent NPCs receiving lower scores
on “Behavior coherence”, “Predictability”, “Behavior
understandability”, and “Awareness”. These findings
suggest that participants had a more positive evaluation
of coherent NPCs, likely due to the alignment between
their expectations and NPCs’ behaviors. These findings
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are consistent with [8]'s definition of believability and
[7]'s dimension of understandability of perceived
intelligence. Participants observing incoherent NPCs
were surprised and unable to accurately explain their
behaviors, which led to a decrease in their ratings of
NPCs' believability and perceived intelligence in all of
the items, compared to the coherent ones (see Figure 3).

Fig. 3. Participants' mean ratings on the items from the perceived
intelligence (on the top) and believability (on the bottom) scales,
based on the coherence between appearance and behavior.

7 EXPERIMENT 2

Participants
Ninety-one employees of Ubisoft (fifty-six men and
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31.U8; play otten to play Vel‘}‘l often), while no ditterence
was found in video game habits (mean = 76.57, SD =
24.05, play almost every day). All participants were
contacted via email and provided with information
regarding the general purpose of the research. The
email highlighted the voluntary nature of participation,
the various measures recorded, and the option to
withdraw at any time. The experiment lasted



approximately 50 minutes and was conducted in
accordance with the principles outlined in [29].

Procedure and materials

Participants were randomly assigned to one of the three
groups (see details in the following section) and they
completed two game sessions during which behavioral
and physiological measures were collected. Before the
first, before the second, and after the second session,
they were asked to complete a questionnaire about their
intention to shoot at NPCs. Participants then watched
four videos and were asked to rate the perceived
intelligence and credibility of the NPCs after each video
(similar to Experiment 1). Figure 4 illustrates the
protocol, while information about the game sessions
and the measures collected is detailed below.

NPCs Evaluation

Game sessions

Fig. 4. lllustration of the procedure. Participants completed two
military missions with questionnaires, behavioral, and
physiological measures recorded during these sessions. Then,
they watched 4 videos and completed a questionnaire on
perceived intelligence and believability after each of them.

Game sessions

During each session of the game, the participants were
engaged in a military mission. The primary objective for
the main character, controlled by the participants, was
to reach a specific location in the virtual environment.
Along the way, ten NPCs were strategically placed to
embody either innocents or enemies. The participants
were instructed to shoot at those NPCs that they
identified with high certainty as enemies. The first NPC
encountered varied between game sessions, such that if
the first NPC encountered was an enemy in session 1, it
was an innocent in session 2, and vice versa.

The 3 groups of participants had specific NPCs’ designs
in their game sessions. Group 1 had a consistent and
coherent NPC design, defined as encountering only
aggressive soldiers (enemies) and submissive civilians
(innocents). Group 2 had a consistent and incoherent
NPC design where soldiers were submissive and
civilians were aggressive. In group 3, the NPCs were
inconsistent, alternating between coherent and
incoherent designs, with soldiers and civilians
displaying either aggressive or submissive behaviors.
Fig 5 illustrates the design of the NPCs encountered by
the 3 groups.

\

1Y

Incoherent and consistent design

Coherent and consistent design

Inconsistent design

Fig. 5. lllustration of the three designs that were created for the
game sessions. The red and blue figures illustrate the behaviors of
the NPCs, either surrender (blue figure) or attack (red figure). On
the left, Group 1: coherent design, civilians surrender when the
main character approaches while soldiers try to defeat them. In the
center, Group 2: incoherent design, the strict opposite of the
coherent design. On the right, Group 3: inconsistent design, where
both soldiers and civilians can display behaviors corresponding to
surrender or attack.

Questionnaires

Participants were asked to indicate their intention to
shoot at NPCs (“I would shoot at this NPC in the context
of a military shooter game: Yes or No”) based on their
appearance (i.e., one appearance of a soldier and one of
a civilian). Additionally, they were asked to rate the
certainty of their intention to shoot on a scale ranging
from “0 - I'm not certain at all” to “100- I'm totally
certain”. This questionnaire was completed before the
first session, in between, and after the second game
session. Behavioral measure

During the game sessions, participants facing enemies
must defeat them to progress in the virtual
environment. The distance between the main character
and the defeated enemies was measured to reflect
participants’ decision-making pace in shooting enemies.

Behavioral measure

During the game sessions, participants facing enemies
must defeat them to progress in the virtual
environment. The distance between the main character
and the defeated enemies was measured to reflect
participants’ decision-making pace in shooting enemies.

Physiological measures

During participants’ interactions with NPCs,
autonomous activities were recorded to assess their
reactions in response to NPCs' behaviors. Skin
conductance responses were measured, focusing on
amplitude and rise time of the signal’s peak for each
interaction =~ with  NPCs.  Skin  conductance
measurements were obtained from sensors placed on
participants' left hand, specifically on the ring and little
fingers. To ensure consistency, participants were
instructed to use only their thumb, index, and middle
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fingers while using an Xbox controller. Additionally,
their heart rate was recorded using
Photoplethysmography (PPG). PPG data, capturing
heart rate information, was collected by placing a sensor
on the participants' left earlobe. To ensure accurate
readings, participants were instructed to remove any
earrings and precautions were taken to secure loose hair
that might interfere with the sensor's contact with the
skin. These measures were implemented to minimize
potential sources of interference and enhance the
reliability of the heart rate measurements throughout
the study.

Results and discussion

In this experiment, participants completed three
questionnaires regarding their decision to shoot at
NPCs based on their appearance. They engaged in two
game sessions and they rated four videos of an
interaction between a main character and a NPC. This
section will first investigate the results of the three
questionnaires. Following that, the behavioral analysis
of participants during their game sessions, followed by
their SCR and heart rate, will be analyzed. Finally, the
ratings provided by the participants for the four videos
will be examined.

Questionnaires’ analysis

In the questionnaires, participants indicated their
decision to shoot at NPCs based on their appearance
(“Would I 'shoot at this NPC? Yes or No”) and they rated
their certainty ranging from “0 - I'm totally unsure” to
“100 - I'm totally sure”). We first analyzed the
differences in the ratings of certainty before, in between,
and after the game sessions. To do so, Chi-squared tests
were conducted to analyze their intentions to shoot as a
function of Appearance (soldier vs. civilian) and Group
(groups 1, 2, or 3). Before the game sessions, there was
no significant difference between groups regarding
participants’ intention to shoot at soldiers (x2 =1.042, p
= 0.594) or civilians (x2 = 0.337, p = 0.845). After the first
game session, significant differences between the
appearances of soldier (x2 = 17.838, p < 0.001) and
civilian (x2 = 8.128, p = 0.017) were observed across all
groups. After the second game session, these disparities
persisted between soldier (x2 = 25.082, p < 0.001) and
civilian (x2 = 14.155, p < 0.001) appearances. Second, we
analyzed the evolution of notation across the
questionnaires. To do so, a repeated-measure ANOVA
was conducted to compare the effect of the factor Group
on participants' certainty to shoot at soldiers and
civilians (see Fig 6). For participants' certainty to shoot
at soldiers, a Mauchly's test of sphericity on the
repeated-measure  ANOVA indicated that the
assumption of sphericity had been violated (x2(2) =
8.327, p <0.001). Thus, a Greenhouse-Geisser correction
was applied, revealing a significant effect of Group (df
=3.665, p <0.001, n2=0.063). Post-hoc analysis using the
Holm-Bonferroni  method  revealed  significant
differences between groups 1 and 3 (p < 0.001) and
groups 2 and 3 (p = 0.009) after the two game sessions.

Participants from group 1, with the consistent and
coherent NPCs’ design were more certain of their
decision to shoot at soldiers compared to participants
from group 3, with an inconsistent NPCs’ design. For
participants’ certainty to shoot at civilians, a Mauchly's
test of sphericity on the repeated-measure ANOVA
indicated that the assumption of sphericity had not been
violated (x2(2) = 2.551, p = 0.279). The analysis revealed
a significant effect of Group on participants' certainty to
shoot at civilians (df = 4, p = 0.017, n)2 = 0.033). Post-hoc
analysis using the Holm-Bonferroni method showed
significant differences between groups 1 and 3 (p <
0.001) and groups 2 and 3 (p = 0.004) after the two game
sessions. Participants in group 3 rated their certainty
toward shooting or not at civilians lower compared to
the other two groups after their game sessions.

Certainty to shoot at Civilians
100

90

80 —
70 =
60 —

50 -

I T 1
Before In between After

Certainty to shoot at Soldiers
100 -

90 —
80
70 -
60

350 -~

T T
Before In between After

Fig. 6. Evolution of participants' certainty to shoot at NPCs with a
civilian (top) and soldier (bottom) appearance over game sessions.
Group 1 (coherent and consistent) is represented in blue, group 2
(incoherent and consistent) in red, and group 3 (incoherent and
inconsistent) in purple.

Behavioral analysis

For the behavioral analysis, the distance (in meters
inside the virtual environment) between the main
character (controlled by the participants) and the
defeated enemies was analyzed. A two-way ANOVA
was performed to examine the effects of the factors
Group and Session on the distance to defeat enemies
(see Fig. 7). There was a main effect of the Group on the
measured distance (df =2, p <0.001, n?=0.014). Post-hoc
analysis indicated that the distance between the main
character and the enemies was larger in group 1
compared to group 2 (p =0.003) and group 3 (p = 0.003).



On the other hand, there was no significant difference
between groups 2 and 3 (p = 0.999). Furthermore, there
was a main effect of Session on the distance to defeat
enemies (df = 1, p < 0.001, n? = 0.016). The distance
between the main character and the defeated enemies
was significantly larger in the second session. There was
no significant interaction between the factors Group
and Session (df =2, p=0.411, 2= 0.002).
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Fig. 7. Distance to defeat enemies in Session 1 and Session 2, for
the 3 groups, group 1 (coherent and consistent) is represented in
blue, group 2 (incoherent and consistent) in red, and group 3
(incoherent and inconsistent) in purple.

Physiological analysis

A two way ANOVA on participants' mean heart rate did
not reveal any significant effect neither of Group (p=
0.345) nor of Session (p= 0.991). For participants' skin
conductance responses, Two-way ANOVAs with the
factors Group and Session were conducted on peaks’
amplitude and peaks’ rise time (see Fig. 8). There was a
main effect of the factor Group on peaks” amplitude (df
=2, p < 0.001, n? = 0.018). Post-hoc analysis using the
Holm-Bonferroni method indicated a significant
difference between groups 2 and 3 (p < 0.001), but no
significant difference between groups 1 and 2 (p =0.053)
or between groups 1 and 3 (p = 0.074). Participants in
group 3 had significantly higher peaks during their
interaction with NPCs compared to the other two
groups. Additionally, there was a main effect of Session
on the SCR's amplitude (df = 1, p = 0.015, n? = 0.006).
Post-hoc analysis using the Holm-Bonferroni method
showed a significant difference between the first and
second sessions (p = 0.015), with all participants' peaks
being lower in the second session. However, there was
no significant interaction between the factors Group
and Session on peaks” amplitude (df =2, p = 0.578, n? =
0.001). Regarding peaks' rise time, there was a main
effect of Group (df = 2, p = 0.005, n2 = 0.010). Post-hoc
analysis using the Holm-Bonferroni method revealed a
significant difference between groups 1 and 2 (p = 0.004)
and groups 2 and 3 (p = 0.044). However, there was no
significant difference between groups 1 and 3 (p =
0.620). Participants in group 2 had peaks with
significantly longer rise times compared to participants
in the other two groups. There was no significant effect
of Session (p = 0.799) nor any interaction between the
two factors (p = 0.095) on peaks’ rise time.
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Fig. 8. Boxplots of participants' skin conductance response during
their interaction with NPCs. Amplitude (top) and Rise time (bottom)
of their response by session order.

Evaluation of the videos

After the game sessions, participants watched four
videos and, for each one, they rated NPCs using the
items of the perceived intelligence and believability
scales. A three-way ANOVA was conducted on the
items, with the factors Group, Appearance (soldier or
civilian), and Coherence (coherent or incoherent
design). There was no main effect of the factor Group on
participants' ratings. There was a main effect of the
factor Appearance on participants’ rating. Soldiers were
rated as more knowledgeable (df = 1, p = 0.001, n? =
0.024) and their behaviors were perceived as more
attention-grabbing (df = 1, p = 0.002, n? = 0.023) than
civilians, although civilians’ behaviors were evaluated
as more coherent (df =1, p=0.04, n?=0.009). The factor
Coherence had a main effect on several items: Coherent
NPCs were perceived as more sensible (df =1, p <0.001,
n? = 0.112), responsible (df = 1, p = 0.003, n2 = 0.02),
predictable (df = 1, p < 0.001, n? = 0.341), and
understandable (df = 1, p < 0.001, n? = 0.114), while
incoherent NPCs were perceived as having stronger
personalities (df = 1, p = 0.034, n? = 0.012), more
reactiveness (df = 1, p = 0.038, n? = 0.011), and higher
visual impact (df =1, p <0.001, 2= 0.082). There was no
significant interaction between the factors Group and
Appearance. However, the interaction between Group
and Coherence was significant for the items
"Personality" (df = 2, p = 0.002, n?> = 0.035),
"Predictability” (df = 2, p < 0.001, n? = 0.060), "Behavior
coherence" (df = 2, p = 0.002, n? = 0.026), and "Change
with experience" (df = 2, p = 0.047, n? = 0.016) (see Fig.
9). Furthermore, there was a significant interaction
between Appearance and Coherence for the items
"Competence” (df = 1, p < 0.001, n? = 0.188),
"Knowledgeable" (df =1, p <0.001, n2=0.158), "Sensible"
(df =1, p <0.001, n?2 = 0.114), "Responsible" (df = 1, p <
0.001, n?=0.192), "Behavior understandability" (df =1, p
<0.001, n?=0.038), "Visual impact" (df = 1, p <0.001, n?
= 0.052), "Change with experience" (df =1, p < 0.001, n?



=0.03), and "Social" (df =1, p=0.031, n2=0.013). Lastly,
there was no significant triple interaction between the
three factors on participants' ratings.
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Fig. 9. Bar charts displaying the four items with significant
differences influenced by the Group of game sessions and
Coherence. Evaluation of coherent NPCs is depicted in yellow and
incoherent ones, in purple. The items 'Behavior coherence' and
'‘Change with experience' from the believability scale have been
renamed as 'Coherency' and 'Adaptation’, respectively, for
readability.

The results of Experiment 2 revealed that manipulating
NPCs’ design affects participants’ interactions with
NPCs, their expectations, and their evaluation of NPCs'
perceived intelligence and believability. Participants'
interactions and adjustments in expectations were
investigated using a combination of behavioral,
physiological, and subjective measures. The findings
showed that participants had different behaviors and
physiological reactions as a function of their assigned
game design group, which were confirmed by their self-
reported certainty to shoot at NPCs based on their
appearance.

Behavioral data consisted of the distance to shoot at
enemies during the game sessions, which varied across
groups. Participants in group 1 maintained a greater
distance to defeat enemies, likely due to the coherence
and consistency of NPCs' design, as soldiers remained
aggressive, confirming participants’ expectations. In
contrast, the other two groups had a shorter distance to
defeat enemies, suggesting a longer decision time to
shoot at enemies. However, participants in group 2
increased the distance between the two sessions,
suggesting an adaptation of their expectations, i.e.,
taking into account the unusual association between
civilian appearance and aggressiveness. In comparison,
participants in group 3 kept the same distance between
the two sessions, suggesting that the inconsistency of
NPCs induced greater uncertainty in players and led
them to expect more complex behaviors.

Regarding the measures of participants’ skin
conductance, participants in group 3 had a significantly
higher amplitude in SCR than participants in groups 2
and 3. This suggests that they were more reactive
toward NPCs during their game sessions. This finding

aligns with behavioral data analysis, showing that
participants in group 3 had a shorter distance to shoot
at enemies, making them more prone to stress. The
combination of the two analyses suggests that
participants paid more attention toward NPCs in
comparison to the other conditions. Regarding the
measures on heart rate, the absence of a significant
difference between groups can be attributed to
participants' limited engagement in the game
experience, which might not have been strong enough
to elicit changes in their heart rates. For example, the
absence of a compelling scenario or the simplicity of the
virtual environment might have restrained participants’
emotional investment during their interactions.

The questionnaires regarding the intention to shoot and
its certainty revealed a significant difference between
Group and Session. Prior to the game sessions, there
were no significant differences between groups in terms
of participants' intention to shoot at NPCs based on
their appearance. However, after the game sessions,
participants in group 1 were reinforced in their
intention to shoot at soldiers, while participants in
group 2 increased their intention to shoot at NPCs with
a civilian appearance. In contrast, participants in group
3, who encountered inconsistent NPCs' designs,
changed both their intention and certainty to shoot at
NPCs across sessions. Their intention to shoot increased
for NPCs with a civilian appearance and decreased for
soldiers. At the same time, their certainty to shoot
decreased across the sessions for both appearances,
which shows an effect of inconsistency on their
expectations about NPCs.

In summary, these results concerning players’
interaction with NPCs suggest that consistency is an
important parameter to enable players to form accurate
and strong expectations about NPCs’ roles. Hence, the
manipulation of consistency confirms the Violex Model
[17]: participants in group 2 adjusted their expectations
based on the outcome of their interactions. Therefore,
participants in groups 1 and 2 were able to make
accurate decisions to shoot at NPCs based on their
identification of NPCs’ appearance. In contrast,
participants in group 3 had to enhance their reactivity
toward aggressiveness, leading to more stress during
their game sessions and a reduced distance to defeat
enemies.

Finally, participants” evaluations of NPCs in the videos
provide insights into how their revised expectations
affect perceived intelligence and believability. After the
game sessions, participants in group 1 were the most
affected by the unexpected behaviors of incoherent
NPCs. They assign lower ratings on both scales because
NPCs’ behaviors contradicted their expectations, which
were reinforced during the game sessions. However,
participants rated higher specific items of the
believability scale such as personality when confronted
to unexpected NPCs. Conversely, participants in group



2 rated incoherent NPCs higher on the believability
scale compared to the other groups. Specifically, their
ratings for the understandability of incoherent NPCs’
behavior were higher. From their game sessions,
participants expected only aggressive civilians and
submissive soldiers. However, similar to participants in
group 1, their ratings for coherent NPCs were higher on
the perceived intelligence scale and the other items of
the believability scale, but this condition did not affect
personality evaluation. Finally, participants in group 3
provided comparable ratings for both coherent and
incoherent NPCs in the videos. In contrast to the
participants in groups 1 and 2, the ratings of the
incoherent NPCs did not improve as a result of the
participants' interactions with them. Both coherent and
incoherent NPCs received similar ratings on the item
“Personality”, unlike in group 1. Moreover, participants
in group 3 assigned lower ratings to incoherent NPCs
on the believability items when compared to Group 2,
while coherent NPCs received ratings that were similar
to those in groups 1 and 2. This suggests that the
inconsistent condition led to lowered expectations
among participants, influencing their evaluation of
NPCs.

8 GENERAL DISCUSSION

The results from these two experiments, conducted in
the context of a military shooter game, offer insights into
the impact of breaking players’ expectations on their in-
game behaviors, associated physiological responses,
ratings of NPCs' perceived intelligence and
believability, and certainty to shoot. To break players’
expectations, the coherence and consistency of NPCs’
design (i.e., their appearance and behaviors) were
manipulated.

The first experiment focused on breaking players'
expectations by disrupting the coherence between
appearance and behaviors, leading to inaccurate
expectations. The second experiment examined the
effect of manipulating both the coherence and the
consistency between appearance and behaviors on
players' expectations and gaming experience. Three
designs were created to present coherent and consistent
NPCs, incoherent and consistent NPCs, and
inconsistent NPCs in the game sessions. In the
following, we first discuss the results of Experiment 1
on coherence manipulation, and then the results of
Experiment 2 on coherence and consistency
manipulations.

8.1 Coherence manipulation (Experiment 1)

The first experiment aimed to investigate the effect of
breaking players' expectations on their ratings of NPCs'
perceived intelligence and believability. To this end,
coherent and incoherent NPCs were created by
manipulating their appearance and behaviors to convey
inaccurate expectations. During the experiment,
participants rated aggressive soldiers and submissive
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civilians higher in perceived intelligence and
believability than submissive soldiers and aggressive
civilians. This difference can be explained by the fact
that players heavily rely on their expectations to
evaluate NPCs. These expectations are influenced by
their knowledge (i.e., the game setting) and stereotypes
[2]. Here aggressive soldiers and submissive civilians
are the most expected in a military game setting and are
more in line with their purpose in the game.
Encountering submissive soldiers, who deviate from
this norm, may lead to misunderstandings and
unexpectedness, thus reducing players' ratings of their
perceived intelligence and believability. Players usually
associate civilians with non-threatening roles, making it
counterintuitive to engage with them as enemies. The
decision to shoot at a civilian may be uncomfortable for
players because it violates the moral compass they
adopt while playing a military game [30]. Submissive
civilians are evaluated more positively because they
confirm players' expectations and help maintain their
immersion in the game world. In summary, players tend
to evaluate NPCs, be they soldiers or civilians, more
positively when their behaviors confirm their
expectations because it makes them easier to
understand and aligns with their overall expectations of
the game world.

8.2 Consistency manipulation (Experiment 2)

Players’ interaction with NPCs when manipulating
coherence and consistency

In Experiment 2, participants played a military shooter-
type game with manipulated NPC designs, as described
above. Participants were divided into three groups
based on NPCs' design. Group 1 encountered NPCs
with a coherent and consistent design, meaning that
their behaviors were consistent with expectations based
on military stereotypes. Group 2 encountered NPCs
with an incoherent design, i.e. with behaviors that
contradicted common  expectations. Group 3
experienced an inconsistent design, where NPCs’
behaviors varied, combining both coherent and
incoherent designs. We investigated the extent to which
NPCs' design affected players' expectations and their
adaptation.

In Group 1, participants' expectations were reinforced,
aligning with typical beliefs about enemies in military
shooter games. Participants” high certainty ratings for
shooting at NPCs based on their appearance were in line
with the greater distance required to defeat enemies
during game sessions. In Group 2, NPCs' design
disrupted participants' initial expectations, akin to the
findings in Experiment 1. Participants anticipated
aggressive soldiers but encountered aggressive
civilians, leading to shooting them. As mentioned in the
Violex Model [17], repeated interactions with
incoherent but consistent NPCs lead participants to
adjust their expectations so that the fictional game still
makes sense. This adaptation process can be seen in



participants’” SCR's rise time, which significatively
exceeded that of the other two groups, suggesting
increased attention [31, 32]. In addition, after two
sessions, the adjustment of participants’ expectations is
reflected in an increase in their certainty scores when
shooting at NPCs based on their appearance as well as
in their increased distance to defeat enemies. In Group
3, participants encountered NPCs with an inconsistent
design that completely disrupted their expectations.
This was measured by declarative, behavioral, and
physiological data. Specifically, inconsistency reduced
participants’ certainty that they would shoot at NPCs,
resulting in a short distance to defeat enemies, and this
occurred without any significant evolution across
sessions. Participants in this group had to react to
aggressiveness on the fly rather than anticipate it, in
contrast to Groups 1 and 2. The resulting uncertainty
induces a high SCR amplitude.

Furthermore, significant differences in physiological
responses emerged between groups and sessions.
Participants in groups 1 and 2 showed a marked
decrease in the amplitude of their SCR across sessions,
indicating their ability to accurately anticipate
interactions with NPCs. However, participants in
Group 3 had a different pattern of learning, remaining
uncertain within and across sessions. Following [33]
description of high amplitude in SCR, newly
encountered NPCs in this group induced higher levels
of stress in players, as they held the potential for fatal
consequences regardless of their appearance.

Overall, manipulating NPCs' coherence and consistency
influences the game experience. Consistency emerges as
a crucial factor in managing players’ expectations, while
incoherency provokes unexpected events. Players
adjusted their expectations when confronted with
consistent but incoherent designs, which aligns with
our initial hypotheses. On the other hand, inconsistency
forced players to compensate for the decreased accuracy
of their expectations by a constant increased reactivity
to enemies' actions. This is reflected in their shorter
distance to defeat enemies (suggesting longer decision
times to shoot) and their increased stress levels, as
evidenced by the higher amplitude of their skin
conductance peaks. Game designers can use this finding
to manipulate coherence and consistency, influencing
both players' perceptions and their actions to create
varied game experiences.

Players’ expectation of NPCs’ intelligence and
believability

Participants formed different expectations of civilians
and soldiers during their gaming sessions. Ratings of
the perceived intelligence and believability of NPCs in
the videos were influenced by their appearance as
participants rated soldiers as more attention-grabbing
and competent than civilians. In addition, ratings
differed as a function of NPC’s coherence between
appearance and behaviors and consistency (i.e.,

groups).

Participants in group 1 had their game sessions with
coherent NPCs, and then when they watched the 4
videos, they were more affected by the unexpected
behaviors of incoherent NPCs. They rated incoherent
NPCs as more attention-grabbing and attributed more
personality to them (positive expectancy violation).
They also attributed less intelligence and believability to
them than to their coherent counterparts (negative
expectancy violation). Thus, unexpected behaviors lead
to both positive and negative violations of expectations,
likely because NPCs challenge players' understanding
of the game while also piquing their interest. Following
definition of believability [8], players’ attribution of
personality to NPCs may be of interest to game
designers for creating immersive narratives and may
serve as a powerful motivator for player engagement.

Participants in group 2 had their game sessions with
incoherent but consistent NPCs. When they then
watched the videos, they rated coherent NPCs as more
believable and intelligent than incoherent ones.
However, they still rated the believability of incoherent
NPCs higher than participants in groups 1 and 3. This
difference between groups can be explained along with
[34] perspective, which defines believability as an
evaluation based on players' expectations. Here, the
initial expectations of aggressive soldiers and
submissive civilians are not met and the correction of
expectations led to a higher evaluation of incoherent
NPCs than in Group 1, likely because aggressiveness
leads to a higher evaluation of perceived intelligence
and believability.

Participants in group 3 encountered inconsistent NPCs'
design in their game sessions. They had similar ratings
for coherent and incoherent NPCs. In particular, unlike
participants in groups 1 and 2 they had similar ratings
of the items of attention-grabbing and personality. Their
constant uncertainty during the game experience may
have led them to lower their expectations and not make
a special effort to understand incoherent behaviors.

In summary, participants who encountered only
coherent NPCs (group 1), reinforced their expectations
and, as a result, exhibited heightened sensitivity to
unexpected behaviors. This led to a reduction in their
evaluation of perceived intelligence and believability
but increased their attention and ratings of NPCs'
personality in comparison to the other two groups.
Participants who encountered only incoherent NPCs
(Group 2) were able to form new expectations.
Participants who encountered inconsistent NPCs
(Group 3) were unable to form accurate expectations
resulting in similar ratings for coherent and incoherent
NPCs. Therefore, consistency in the appearance and
behavior design of NPCs can increase players’
investment of belief in NPCs. It is crucial for designers
to be aware of the potential conflicts that inconsistency



can create in players' immersion in the game. However,
designers can still leverage inconsistency to create
alternative game experiences. For example, the strategic
placement of unexpected behaviors after multiple
expected interactions can elicit surprise in players and
enhance gameplay.

9 LIMITS AND FUTURE RESEARCH

There are two main limitations to this research: the
selection of participants and the type of game used in
the experiments. In Experiment 1, the participants were
volunteer players registered in Ubisoft's user research
database, which involves highly engaged players. Their
high engagement may not be representative of all
players' attitudes toward unexpected events in a game
experience (i.e., incoherence and inconsistency). In
addition, there was a predominance of young male
participants, which may have introduced biases that
affected some of the results (e.g., the strength of the
physiological responses or the certainty of shooting).
Reproducing the study with new selection criteria to
include different levels of game expertise and more
female players could provide a deeper understanding of
the influence of violations of expectations on
participants’ perceptions as a function of individual
characteristics (expertise and gender). In Experiment 2,
participants were volunteers from Ubisoft. Although
the game material was specifically adapted for the
experiment and may not have reflected typical Ubisoft
games, the fact that the experiment was conducted at
Ubisoft, rather than in a more neutral environment may
have influenced their evaluation of NPCs. In addition,
the results obtained in our military shooter game
context may not be generalizable to different contexts.
In the context of our military game, players have
expectations for NPCs to behave in a coherent manner.
On the other hand, in science fiction settings, such as in
the Fallout or The Last of Us video game series,
stereotypes associated with post-apocalypse settings
may modify players” expectations. In such a context,
players are aware that they are likely to interact with
NPCs exhibiting incoherent behaviors, which aligns
with a presumed insane mind. As a result, the impact of
incoherence and inconsistency on players' evaluation of
believability and perceived intelligence differs in these
contexts. Moreover, players’ expectations may differ
depending on the animation of NPCs. For example, in
The Last of Us series, even if NPCs’ behaviors are not
more complex, their animation is much richer,
particularly in terms of facial expressions. This can
result in different players’ expectations.

Consequently, future research endeavors should
explore a wider range of games, including fantasy and
cartoonish games, as well as settings with greater
complexity, such as richer environments and more
NPCs roles. In addition it would be interesting to
diversify the participant base by considering factors
such as gender, game preferences, and cultural
background. This would provide a more thorough
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understanding of the factors that influence players'
experiences and their expectations in different gaming
contexts.

10 CONCLUSION

This study investigated the influence of NPCs' design
(coherence and consistency) on players' expectations
and ratings of perceived intelligence and believability.
Experiment 1 revealed the consequences of violating
players' expectations regarding NPCs' appearance and
behaviors. Because players rely on their knowledge and
prior experiences to form expectations, violating these
expectations negatively affects their assessment of
NPCs' abilities to achieve their purpose in the narrative.
Experiment 2 focused on the impact of coherence and
consistency of NPCs' design on players’ game
experience. Game experience was analyzed using a
combination of questionnaires and behavioral and
physiological data. First, the coherent and consistent
design of NPCs reinforced players' expectations,
leading to improved decision-making and ratings of
NPCs' perceived intelligence and believability. Second,
incoherent and consistent NPCs challenged players'
expectations, but they were able to adjust their
expectations over time. Third, inconsistent NPCs'
design created uncertainty and prevented participants
from forming accurate expectations, leading to
increased stress as measured by the amplitude of their
skin conductance responses. Overall, our study offers
insights into the complex interplay between NPC
design, player expectations, and their ratings of
perceived intelligence and believability. These findings
underscore the potential for game designers to create
alternative game experiences by strategically
manipulating players' expectations or by maintaining
coherence and consistency in NPCs' design. In
conclusion, a more profound comprehension of the
impact of coherence and consistency on players'
expectations can assist in the future design of more
engaging and immersive player experiences.
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