@’PLOS | ONE

CrossMark

click for updates

ﬁ OPEN ACCESS

Citation: Chevallier C, Xu J, Adachi K, van der Henst
J-B, Baumard N (2015) Preschoolers’ Understanding
of Merit in Two Asian Societies. PLoS ONE 10(5):
€0114717. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0114717

Academic Editor: Christina Schmitz, Lyon
Neuroscience Research Center, FRANCE

Received: March 7, 2014
Accepted: November 13, 2014
Published: May 13, 2015

Copyright: © 2015 Chevallier et al. This is an open
access article distributed under the terms of the
Creative Commons Attribution License, which permits
unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any
medium, provided the original author and source are
credited.

Funding: This work was partially supported by ANR-
10-LABX-0087 IEC and ANR-10-IDEX-0001-02
PSL*, and by the European Commission’s Sixth
Framework Programme (EXplaining RELigion). The
funders had no role in study design, data collection
and analysis, decision to publish, or preparation of
the manuscript.

Competing Interests: The authors have declared
that no competing interests exist.

RESEARCH ARTICLE

Preschoolers’ Understanding of Merit in Two
Asian Societies

Coralie Chevallier', Jing Xu?, Kuniko Adachi®, Jean-Baptiste van der Henst?,
Nicolas Baumard®®*

1 Laboratoire de Neurosciences Cognitives, INSERM U960, DEC, Ecole Normale Supérieure—PSL
Research University, Paris, France, 2 Department of Anthropology, Washington University in St. Louis,

St. Louis, Missouri, United States of America, 3 Urban-Culture Research Center, Graduate School of
Literature and Human Sciences, Osaka City University, Sumiyoshi, Osaka, Japan, 4 Laboratoire Langage,
Cerveau et Cognition (L2C2), CNRS, Université de Lyon, UMR 5304, Institut des Sciences Cognitives, Bron,
France, 5 Institut Jean-Nicod, UMR 8129, DEC, Ecole Normale Supérieure—PSL Research University,
Paris, France, 6 Institute of Cognitive and Evolutionary Anthropology, University of Oxford, Oxford, England,
United Kingdom

* nbaumard @gmail.com

Abstract

Recent research in moral psychology have suggested that children make judgments about
distributive justice early on in development, and in particular they appear to be able to use
merit when distributing the benefits of a collective action. This prediction has recently been
validated in various western cultures but it is unknown whether it also applies to more collec-
tivistic cultures, in which the group might be favoured over the individual, and need over
merit. Here, we investigate merit-based distributions among 81 children belonging to two
Asian societies, China and Japan (mean age = 5.0 years). In line with the idea that chil-
dren’s moral psychology develops early, we found that Chinese and Japanese children are
able to use merit to distribute the benefits of a collective action.

Introduction

Over the past few years, developmental studies asking children to distribute resources to third
parties have consistently demonstrated that the concern for fairness emerges early in develop-
ment. Infants expect resources to be distributed equally [1,2] and when given the choice be-
tween a puppet who performed equal distribution and another puppet who did not, they
demonstrate a clear preference for the egalitarian puppet [3]. 3-year-olds share mostly equally
after having worked together to obtain rewards in a collaborative task [4]; they take merit into
account when distributing the product of common work [5-7] and even in circumstances
when they choose not to be fair, they appear to have a good understanding of the fact that they
should have [8].

Although this work convincingly demonstrates that children’s intuitions about fairness de-
velop early, it is important to note that this work has been carried out in Western populations.
It is therefore possible that Western cultural norms have an important impact on the develop-
ment of fairness and that the early understanding of fairness reported among Western children
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reflects a local rather than universal phenomenon. In particular, some researchers have argued
that Asian societies place more emphasis on collectivism, and emphasize the importance of the
group, of attending to others, and of fitting in [9-11]. According to this body of research, these
specific norms may promote a different development of fairness principles. Indeed, in this
framework, people living in collectivistic societies are claimed to have a different conception of
the self and its relation to the group: “In America, ‘the squeaky wheel gets the grease.” In Japan,
‘the nail that stands out gets pounded down.” [9]. Since merit is about linking an individual
contribution to an individual distribution, these differences in the conceptualization of the self
might deemphasize the importance of merit and increase the relevance of equality. Other re-
cent research, however, have emphasized that the distinction between individualism and col-
lectivism has been largely overrated [12,13]. In particular, research on school-age children
living in Hong Kong [14], Brazil [15] and in many countries commonly described as collectiv-
istic has provided evidence of both cross-cultural similarities and within-culture variation in
fairness judgments. More generally, school-age children in a range of cultures conceived as col-
lectivistic have been found to value individual rights [16], Wainryb’s work on moral judgments
and reasoning with the Druze in Israel [17], Killen and collaborators’s research on fairness
judgments in Colombia and Japan [18,19], Turiel’s research on fairness judgments in Turkey
[20].

In this paper, we examined preschoolers’ judgments regarding the distribution of resources
according to merit (i.e. individual contribution) in two Asian societies (Japan and China). We
chose these two Asian societies because they have different religious backgrounds (mainly
Shintoism and Buddhism in Japan, mainly atheism in China) and different wealth levels (Ja-
pan’s GDP per capita being among the highest in the world and China’s being slightly below
the world’s average). Our goal was to assess whether children living in these two societies have
a preference for distributions based on merit vs. on equality and whether, regardless of their
preferences, they have the ability to take merit into account in a forced-choice situation. With
this goal in mind, we adapted Baumard et al.’s design [5], in which children are asked to dis-
tribute three cookies to two characters who did not work equally hard to bake the cookies. The
experiment involves two stages: an initial distribution phase and a final distribution. During
the initial distribution phase, children may distribute any number of cookies they want, in any
way they want. In the final distribution, however, children have to distribute any remaining
cookie, which thus forces them to favor one character over the other. This two-step design
therefore allows us to study cross-cultural differences both in children’s moral preferences and
in their capacity to take merit into account. For example, children might prefer to give each
character one cookie in the initial phase but if they have the underlying capacity to take merit
into account, they should favor the big contributor once forced to distribute the remaining
cookie(s) in the final phase. Using this design, Baumard et al. [5] found that Western pre-
schoolers (3 to 5 year-olds) have an initial preference for equal distributions but their final dis-
tribution reflects that they nonetheless understand that the greater contributor has a right to a
greater share than the smaller contributor.

In line with the idea that the distinction between collectivism and individualism does not
predict children’s psychological development, we anticipated that children brought up in col-
lectivistic societies would behave similarly to Western children. That is, we predicted that chil-
dren’s modal response in the free distribution phase would be egalitarian but that the forced
choice phase would reveal their underlying understanding of merit, with the big contributor fa-
vored over the small contributor.
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Methods
Participants

81 children were included in this study: 39 in Japan (mean: 61 months, range 51-67 months,
22 girls) and 42 in China (mean: 59 months, range 51-67 months, 22 girls). An additional 4
Japanese children (aged 69-70 months) were excluded from the sample in order to keep the
age ranges identical in both cultures.

Japanese Setting

The experiment was carried out in a kindergarten in Osaka. The experimenter was familiar
with the school, which she had visited before. The experimenter participated in the daily morn-
ing activities in the preschool so that she familiarized herself with all the participants. Partici-
pants were tested individually in a quiet room they were familiar with, close to their own
classroom. The experiment was conducted in Japanese, the mother tongue of both the partici-
pants and me.

Chinese Setting

The experiment was conducted as part of the experimenter’s ethnographic fieldwork at a mid-
dle-class private preschool in March 2012, Shanghai, China. By the time the experiment took
place, the experimenter had already done field-research in that preschool on a daily basis for
more than half a year and familiarized herself with all the participants. Participants were tested
individually in a quiet room they were familiar with, close to their own classroom. The experi-
ment was conducted in Mandarin Chinese, the mother tongue of both the experimenter and
the participants.

Ethics Statement

The procedure was approved by the local Institutional Review Board at Washington University
(for Chinese participants) and Osaka City University (for Japanese participants) and complied
with local human research policies. Children were recruited from local schools and were only
included in the study if parents had provided written consent before the experimenter’s visit.
Children gave informed assent at the beginning of the procedure. Participants were tested indi-
vidually in a quiet room close to their classroom.

Procedure

The experimenter introduced the characters of the story, saying: “See, this is Yuki/Lele (Japan/
China), and this is Mika/JingJing (Japan/China). Yuki/Lele and Mika/JingJing are very good
friends. Can you show me Mika/JingJing? Can you show me Yuki/Lele?” The experimenter en-
sured that the child had memorized the names by asking the child to point to Yuki/Lele (right)
and to Mika/JingJing (left; see Fig 1, Picture 1). The experimenter turned to Picture 2 and said
“Today, Yuki/Lele and Mika/JingJing have decided to bake cookies. See, they’re in the kitchen;
they’re making cookies! After a little while, Mika/JingJing is bored with making the cookies.
Yuki/Lele says, “Yes, it’s tiring to bake cookies, but I'm OK to finish on my own.” The experi-
menter then showed the third picture and said: “Mika/JingJing goes to play with her doll. Yee-
peel It’s fun to play dolls!” At this point, the first control question was asked: “Does Mika/
JingJing find it fun to play dolls?” If the child provided the correct answer, the experimenter
then proceeded to the fourth picture, saying, “In the meantime, Yuki/Lele is finishing the cook-
ies. She says, Phew!! This is such hard work! It’s so tiring to make these cookies!” Yuki/Lele is
working really hard.” The second control question was asked: “Does Yuki/Lele find that it’s a lot
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Fig 1. Example of a set of vignettes used in the experiment (other vignette sets were available so that the identity of the big contributor could be
counterbalanced across participants. Pictures 1, 2 and 5 remained constant).

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0114717.9001

of work to bake the cookies?” If the correct answer was provided, the experimenter showed the
final picture and said “That’s it! Yuki/Lele is done! The cookies are ready! Mum says, You can
have some!” [Experimenter puts three same-sized cookies on a plate.] You can give cookies to
Yuki/Lele and Mika/JingJing.”

A picture displaying Yuki/Lele and Mika/JingJing’s faces, was shown again so that the chil-
dren could distribute the cookies. The experimenter then waited 10 seconds or for a clear sign
from the child that she had finished distributing (e.g., “I'm done”). The “initial” distribution
was recorded at this point. If the child had not distributed all the cookies, the experimenter
went on saying, “Well done! Very nice! Oh, look, there’s some left. Who do you want to give it to?
To Yuki/Lele or to Mika/JingJing?” (order of names counterbalanced) and repeated the proce-
dure until all cookies were given out (children could thus distribute the cookies in one, two, or
three steps). The “final” distribution was recorded at this point. Importantly, children were not
given the option of maintaining an equal distribution at this stage (their distribution thus does
not reflect their spontaneous preferences but rather their ability to consider that merit is a rele-
vant factor in a forced choice situation). Finally, after the child had made her choice, she was
explicitly asked to justify her answer. To do so, the experimenter asked “Why?” after the child
indicated whether it was better to give the big cookie to Yuki/Lele or to Mika/JingJing.

Results

The full anonymized dataset is available in the S1 File. In the free distribution phase, Japanese
children’s modal response was egalitarian, with 29 out of 39 children distributing one cookie
to each character and the second most frequent distribution, chosen by 6 children, was one
that favoured the character who had contributed more to the cooking (i.e., two cookies for
the big contributor and one for the small contributor) (see Fig 2). Among the 42 Chinese chil-
dren, by contrast, a clear bimodal response pattern was observed, with 18 children choosing
an egalitarian distribution and 19 children favoring the big contributor. A Fisher’s exact test
comparing the two most frequent distributions amongst Japanese vs. Chinese children re-
vealed that this cross-cultural difference in the initial distribution phase was indeed signifi-
cant, Fisher’s exact test p = .03, OR = 3.06. We then divided the sample in two age groups: a
younger group (4 year-olds) and an older group (5 year-olds) and found that this difference
between Japan and China was stronger in the younger age group with no Japanese vs. half the
Chinese Japanese 4-year olds giving two cookies to the big contributor and one to the small
contributor (see Fig 3).

In the forced distribution phase however, children in both societies favored the big contrib-
utor (see Fig 4): 28 out of 39 children in Japan (i.e., 72%), two-choice binomial test p = .01,
OR = 2.54; 35 out of 42 children in China (i.e., 83%), two-choice binomial test p < .001,
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Fig 2. Pattern of initial distribution among Japanese children (grey) and Chinese children (black).

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0114717.g002

OR = 5. The forced distribution did not differ between Chinese and Japanese children, Fisher’s
exact test p = .74. The two age groups did not differ in their final distribution, Fisher’s exact test
p = .28. Moreover, we confirmed that the pattern identified in the whole sample remained
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Fig 3. Pattern of initial distribution among Japanese children (grey) and Chinese children (black) split by age groups (4 year olds hatched, 5 year
olds plain).

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0114717.g003
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Fig 4. Pattern of final distributions split by country (Japan in grey, China in Black) and age group (4 year olds hatched; 5 year olds plain).

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0114717.9004

when the younger sample was considered separately, with a total of 31 out of 43 children favor-
ing the big contributor, two-choice binomial test p = .005, OR = 2.59. Finally, children were
asked to justify why they picked their specific final distribution. Following the procedure used
in Baumard et al. (2012), justifications mentioning the characters’ respective levels of contribu-
tion were considered correct (e.g., “Because Yuki prepared more of the cake”). Other justifica-
tions (e.g., “Because I like it”) or an absence of justification (“Don’t know” or silence) was
coded as incorrect. A second coder classified the children’s justifications. Agreement between
coders was 100%. Strikingly, 48 children provided correct justifications for their choices and
only 12 provided incorrect justifications; 21 children did not respond (see Table 1 and S1 File
for details).

Table 1. Number of correct, incorrect and absent justifications split by age group and culture.

Correct Incorrect No response
Japan—4 yo 6 6 4
Japan—5 yo 13 4 6
China—4 yo 18 1 7
China—5 yo 11 1 4
TOTAL 48 12 21

doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0114717.t001
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Discussion

In this study, we demonstrated that children brought up in two Asian societies, China and
Japan, are able to take merit into account when distributing a commonly produced good. In-
deed, children consistently favoured the biggest contributor in their final distribution, which
demonstrates their ability to match contribution and distribution. When compared to existing
data collected using the same procedure [5], Asian children’s understanding of merit therefore
appears quite similar to that of Western children, who were 74% to favour the big contributor
in the final distribution (in comparison, 72% of Japanese children and 83% of Chinese children
favored the big contributor in our experiment). This suggests that, in spite of cross-cultural var-
iations in levels of collectivism, children’s fairness behaviour are guided by common underly-
ing principles.

The initial distribution phase, however, revealed cross-cultural differences in children’s
spontaneous preferences: Japanese children (much like Western children tested using the same
procedure [5]) consistently favored an egalitarian distribution but this initial egalitarian prefer-
ence was less frequent among Chinese children. We had no prior expectations that Japanese
and Chinese children would differ in this initial distribution phase but we can speculate on a
range of factors which may explain this phenomenon. First, recent ethnographic work notes
that merit is an important construct in contemporary China [21]. In particular, Chinese
schools—in contrast to Japanese schools—emphasize performance based rewards among chil-
dren, as well as teachers. Informal interviews led by the second author in the school where the
research was conducted indeed revealed that very young children are already infused with the
idea that whoever does well at school deserves a better reward[21] [21]. To Chinese preschool-
ers, it might therefore be quite natural to consider that different performance call for different
rewards.

Second, China and Japan are in different socioeconomical situations. Although our study
did not test this factor directly, it is possible that socioeconomic status (SES) has an impact on
children’s distributive preferences. Recent work on adults living in different socioeconomic en-
vironments within the same culture has indeed demonstrated that SES has an impact on moral
psychology [22]. In addition, Japan and China also differ on overall trust levels—Japan being a
high trust country and China a low trust country [23], which might have a broad influence on
cooperative behaviours [24]. Specifically, cooperative interactions are sometimes not immedi-
ately beneficial and the costs engaged in a given interaction are sometimes only offset over the
longer run. Distributions which place a given individual at a slight disadvantage are therefore
more likely to be tolerated when individuals have evidence that they are involved in a long
term interaction. In high trust environment, for instance, people can choose to share the bene-
fits of cooperation equally even when this puts them at a slight disadvantage because they can
assume that individual costs will even out in the long term. If the distribution is skewed in
favor of one cooperator in the short term, it will remain mutually beneficial in the long term
[25]. When individuals are less sure of their long term perspectives, however, a better solution
might be to immediately share the benefits of cooperation in proportion to each individual’s
contribution. This solution allows to avoid situations in which the interaction stops before a
productive contributor has been properly compensated for its contribution. Future cross-cul-
tural work should therefore address these apart these various factors in order to gain a finer un-
derstanding of within and between cultures differences in children’s moral judgments.

A number of other limitations should also be acknowledged at this point. First, although rel-
atively standard in cross-cultural research, the size of each sample once children are split by
age and culture is relatively small. Second, while the present study clearly demonstrates that
children are able to consider merit in the forced-choice phase, it is unclear whether they see
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their choice as the best option in terms of fairness or as a way to make the best of a bad situa-
tion (i.e., they might consider that giving two cookies to the big contributor is better than giving
two cookies to the small contributors without going so far as to thinking that this forced distri-
bution is fair). Moreover, although this interpretation is unlikely based on the justifications we
collected, it is possible that at least some children chose the deserving character for reasons un-
related to fairness (e.g., because they happen to like hard workers better, and want to allocate
more resources to individuals they like).

Supporting Information

S1 File.
(PDF)

Acknowledgments

The authors thanks the following grants: European Commission’s Sixth Frame-work Pro-
gramme ("Explaining Religion”), ANR-10-LABX-0087 IEC and ANR-10-IDEX-0001-02 PSL*.
The authors also wish to warmly thank the schools and families who were part of this research.

Author Contributions

Conceived and designed the experiments: NB CC. Performed the experiments: JX KA. Ana-
lyzed the data: CC. Wrote the paper: CC NB JBVDH.

References

1. Schmidt M, Sommerville J (2011) Fairness Expectations and Altruistic Sharing in 15-Month-Old Human
Infants. PLoS ONE 6.

2. Sloane S, Baillargeon R, Premack D (2012) Do infants have a sense of fairness? Psychol Sci 23: 196—
204. doi: 10.1177/0956797611422072 PMID: 22258431

3. Geraci A, Surian L (2011) The developmental roots of fairness: Infants’ reactions to equal and unequal
distributions of resources. Dev Sci.

4. HamannK, Warneken F, Greenberg JR, Tomasello M (2011) Collaboration encourages equal sharing
in children but not in chimpanzees. Nature 476: 328—331. doi: 10.1038/nature10278 PMID: 21775985

5. Baumard N, Mascaro O, Chevallier C (2011) Preschoolers are able to take merit into account when dis-
tributing goods. Dev Psychol. Available: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22148948. Accessed 19
January 2012.

6. HamannK, Bender J, Tomasello M (2014) Meritocratic sharing is based on collaboration in 3-year-olds.
Dev Psychol 50: 121. doi: 10.1037/a0032965 PMID: 23688170

7. Kanngiesser P, Warneken F (2012) Young children consider merit when sharing resources with others.
PloS One 7:e43979. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0043979 PMID: 22952834

8. Smith CE, Blake PR, Harris PL (2013) | should but | won’t: Why young children endorse norms of fair
sharing but do not follow them. PloS One 8: €59510. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0059510 PMID:
23527210

9. Markus HR, Kitayama S (1991) Culture and the self: Implications for cognition, emotion, and motivation.
Psychol Rev 98: 224-253.

10. Shweder R, Mahapatra M, Miller J (1987) Culture and moral development. In: Kagan J, Lamb S, editors.
The Emergence of moral concepts in young children. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. pp. 1-83.

11.  Triandis HC (1989) Cross-cultural studies of individualism and collectivism. Nebr Symp Motiv 37: 41—
133. PMID: 2485857

12. Turiel E (2002) The culture of morality: social development and social opposition. New York: Cam-
bridge University Press. Available: http://www.loc.gov/catdir/samples/cam033/2001037820.html http://
www.loc.gov/catdir/description/cam022/2001037820.html http://www.loc.gov/catdir/toc/cam025/
2001037820.html.

13. Oyserman D, Coon HM, Kemmelmeier M (2002) Rethinking individualism and collectivism: evaluation
of theoretical assumptions and meta-analyses. Psychol Bull 128: 3. PMID: 11843547

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0114717 May 13,2015 8/9


http://www.plosone.org/article/fetchSingleRepresentation.action?uri=info:doi/10.1371/journal.pone.0114717.s001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0956797611422072
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22258431
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature10278
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21775985
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22148948
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0032965
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23688170
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0043979
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22952834
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0059510
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23527210
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2485857
http://www.loc.gov/catdir/samples/cam033/2001037820.html
http://www.loc.gov/catdir/description/cam022/2001037820.html
http://www.loc.gov/catdir/description/cam022/2001037820.html
http://www.loc.gov/catdir/toc/cam025/2001037820.html
http://www.loc.gov/catdir/toc/cam025/2001037820.html
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11843547

@’PLOS | ONE

Children Merit Asian Societies

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22,

23.

24.

25.

Yau J, Smetana JG (2003) Conceptions of moral, social-conventional, and personal events among Chi-
nese preschoolers in Hong Kong. Child Dev 74: 647—-658. PMID: 12795382

Nucci L, Camino C, Sapiro CM (1996) Social class effects on northeastern Brazilian children’s concep-
tions of areas of personal choice and social regulation. Child Dev 67: 1223-1242. PMID: 8706519

Neff K, Helwig C (2002) A constructivist approach to understanding the development of reasoning
about rights and authority within cultural contexts. Cogn Dev 17: 1429-1450.

Wainryb C (1995) Reasoning about social conflicts in different cultures: Druze and Jewish childreniin Is-
rael. Child Dev 66: 390-401.

Ardila-Rey A, Killen M (2001) Middle class Colombian children’s evaluations of personal, moral, and so-
cial-conventional interactions in the classroom. Int J Behav Dev 25: 246-255.

Killen M, Crystal DS, Watanabe H (2002) Japanese and American children’s evaluations of peer exclu-
sion, tolerance of differences, and prescriptions for conformity. Child Dev 73: 1788—-1802. PMID:
12487494

Turiel E, Edwards CP, Kohlberg L (1978) Moral development in Turkish children, adolescents, and
young adults. J Cross-Cult Psychol 9: 75-86.

Xu J (forthcoming) Becoming a Moral Child amidst China’s Moral Crisis: Preschool Discourse and Prac-
tices of Sharing in Shanghai. Ethos.

Nettle D, Colléony A, Cockerill M (2011) Variation in cooperative behaviour within a single city. PloS
One 6:e26922. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0026922 PMID: 22046411

OECD (2011) Society at a Glance 2011. Paris: Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Develop-
ment. Available: http://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/content/book/soc_glance-2011-en. Accessed 26 Febru-
ary 2014.

Uslaner EM (2002) The moral foundations of trust. Cambridge University Press. Available: http:/
books.google.com/books?hl = fr&lr=&id=MH3KWFd4fOMC&oi = fnd&pg=PP1&dq = uslaner
+trust&ots=3fAI3F60af&sig=33NC7F24ra7rl4eNETAIEc-8zAQ. Accessed 14 May 2013.

Baumard N, André JB, Sperber D (2013) A mutualistic approach to morality: The evolution of fairness
by partner-choice. Behav Brain Sci 36.

PLOS ONE | DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0114717 May 13,2015 9/9


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12795382
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8706519
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12487494
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0026922
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22046411
http://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/content/book/soc_glance-2011-en
http://books.google.com/books?hl�=�fr&amp;lr=&amp;id=MH3KWFd4fOMC&amp;oi�=�fnd&amp;pg=PP1&amp;dq�=�uslaner+trust&amp;ots=3fAI3F6Oaf&amp;sig=33NC7F24ra7rl4eNETAIEc-8zAQ
http://books.google.com/books?hl�=�fr&amp;lr=&amp;id=MH3KWFd4fOMC&amp;oi�=�fnd&amp;pg=PP1&amp;dq�=�uslaner+trust&amp;ots=3fAI3F6Oaf&amp;sig=33NC7F24ra7rl4eNETAIEc-8zAQ
http://books.google.com/books?hl�=�fr&amp;lr=&amp;id=MH3KWFd4fOMC&amp;oi�=�fnd&amp;pg=PP1&amp;dq�=�uslaner+trust&amp;ots=3fAI3F6Oaf&amp;sig=33NC7F24ra7rl4eNETAIEc-8zAQ


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


