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Abstract

Objective: The present work aimed to explore children’s ability to make selective trust judgment
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based on different trustworthiness traits (competence, benevolence, and integrity) in different
trust-related scenarios. Method: Totally 293 children aged 4 to 6 were participated in this study
from two public kindergartens in Hangzhou. In the first section, children were introduced two
characters with different trustworthiness traits: one was competent and the other was benevolent
(in study1) or integrity (in study 2). Then in the second section, children were asked trust judg-
ment questions separately for the promise-keeping and information-seeking scenarios. Results:
The results showed that 4-year-old and 5-year-old children were more likely to trust the character
with benevolence/integrity in the promise-keeping scenario, while in the information-seeking
scenario, there was no significant difference on their trust judgments for the two characters with
benevolence/integrity and competence. Only in 6-year-old children, they were more likely to trust
the character with benevolence/integrity in the promise-keeping scenario, and they were likely to
trust the character with competence in information-seeking scenario. Conclusion: These findings
suggest that 4- and 5-year-old children’s ability to make selective trust judgment based on differ-
ent trustworthiness traits in different trust-related scenarios was immature, while 6-year-old
children become mature and stable on considering both the trustworthiness traits and scenarios
when they make trust judgment.
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1. 5|8

BAT AR E AR e, MRS Tl N = B EAT R 0 IEVE T, T 422 52 b wh iy R XUz F) —
L HEDIR A (Rousseau, Sitkin, Burt, & Camerer, 1998). BUAMFAERE, Fui)LEH AN HE HHEE M
N> AT DARTRE RS J7 1 o] 153 R A R R AR R W (R4, R FTEE, 20145 Harris, Koenig, Corriveau, &
Jaswal, 2018)0 {H DL 5T 32 BT 4l ) LAERF € 1 5 (15 B 3RE) Aot HAT A [8) w] A5 K5 BT I N IR M5 AT
FUWTRE o TTAEIRSEAEVE b, FRATHT I ()2 SUBH 2 2R 2R, EA R 5o 75 2k v Al
SEAANFRFRBIN A4 ) LE AT 46 RS A 25 825 58 A3 47 S R0 A5 o o A LR 1 2 A5 A 1 i 2
AR FEEHW .

R0 E N ZUT N AR T N A E A AFERI N o Butler (1991) #5542 52 0 45 AF 1 T (1)
10 FPRER, QUFEFFBCE, EszvE, TR, A, IEHE, #8677, Bk, EfE, s, — 8. Mayer 55
N(1995)5: T DMEAH R Fida i g /1 IR B MR EE @ L EZ WA R . Colquitt %5 A (2007) 1 HF
FE— PSR T Mayer 55 AN(1995) B AL, $RHIRETT & RAIE B2 5155 0 2 U1 A O¢ 1) = Fh L A 1)
A S 45 (trustworthiness traits). HH, f /7 (competence) & 8 MMATE RN REE AU IHA —H 2 K. O
s 1 A S EAT 77 - 3 7 (benevolence) & A4 AN B 1) — P AR AR A ) B AL, BV EA R AR T 4R 1k
1E E (integrity) & MAWSE . AP A . A ST, MEIAFAILE,

2 1 B AART I 5 i 0% R e N — A 28 0 77 B AT (S R i e e MRS AT A e 2 H R 9 5 32
15 FH 1 2845 4195 V8 3 (Conflicting Sources Paradigm, Koenig, Clément, & Harris, 2004), RGIRT T 200 JLE
FEIR IS B B AR I TR il LM RS AT NAFE I B AR BRI B . 72 ZA BB
B g )LENAWNAAE SRS, bAAT 0 R LE BT a4 . o, —frfE B ARt

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2021.115137 1221 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2021.115137
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

RIGHE %

HRRmAE, N MNER a4 R ENNAI B, SRR )L E EMA R R, R4
g BRI G AN [F ar 445 B . W a7 ) LE AR S R — AL B AR 45 i dir 2445 Bk T
JLEEEAIMKYE . AP RR, JLEMN 3 BITMEH RIS fh N CLAE SR LS 2R 14 R o
RS, X PRI EE )1 & B2 4 % 7 M %2 %8 (Pasquini, Corriveau, Koenig, & Harris, 2007; Harris et al.,
2018; Tong, Wang, & Danovitch, 2020),

AL, B RIS TR BR MR MARE . D&, R, HALRHE S SRR 4 ) LS AT B
HI52IH(Corriveau & Harris, 2009; Kinzler, Corriveau, & Harris, 2011; Bascandziev & Harris, 2014; F#E, F2
i, ZEMEFH, #E2EE, 2015). #1d0, Corriveau Al Harris (2009)8fF 75 &8, #HLLFFEENTTS, 3~5 24
LB B SRS PR IS Bt (N BESE A% LI 2 ) s (H 2 A iR #GR 3 R i BR IS R, 3 2 4)
IR ARE AR IIEIT, 4 24 LT aE 6 TR S SR gt IEfE B PN, RIER] 5 2 K%L
FR 2 MR DAL B A5 2 PR A T R R A L TR RS AT 0

EARERERE, BESEALET HEAEFNITIEE, B 73RS RS, A IS KRG, 16
FPEAR, RSS2 5EEE VMR ZES S FEAA S ZEXN R ERRA K, @&
BN A SR I, I, 2014). B AR DA B FEER T 4 ) LART IS F 46 B A% A 8 A8 A3 1 ek
ARG B A A ER RN IE T R —BR M, 4 2 Z4)) LR B Ae ) K R i B B A 4
(Liu, Gelman, & Wellman, 2007), W2 $MEA5 AFHIWrAE /) 3R45 (1) 35 ZE 0 B (Harris et al., 2018; Tong,
Wang, & Danovitch, 2020). Kk, AWFFEIILL 4~6 2 &) ) LATE R R, 2 SAMATEA [F 22 1E S ik
BRIEAS AT FI BT AL

AW FEAE IS ~F AR VEANE SRS AT A WS 5, DLERAE N — B I i 22 1% 5%, Jl I il
HYTRIE, FRYAEAFEAAEE S, WEARES) . R BUE B =R R o] 5 5750 B A RS AT
FUWTRE 55 S AE W RRE . ATFFC o0 N 2 NSELG: SEIG 1 552 4~6 & %)) LIEAG P A (5 EIRBUR B A1 5t
b, R RANRE SRR B AS AT FIWTRE AU AR R AE s 5050 2 B8 4~6 B %)) LIEAS SR 15 B3R
MR S, F T IR BN RE 4 00 BOA5 AT H R s S A E IR AE o 25 F8 3038 M0 I B Y A Jo # mT A
NTELE G, EREE G SIS, 8 2 DA NTE RS TR B E) NSRS I EAERE (T s, o2
W, 1999). HULRATINA, EEFAEX —ZAEMNE ST, X TRAMS, S5EMEHEH S5
FRL EE)RGEEAIN R EZAKYE, TS SIRIUE Frb, 5887 AT {5 R 5T I 215 A4 b 1) 3 2
WG P, AHE TR an R4l ) LEEAS sF AR S =P is S E E R sUE BN, EE BRBUE frhik#t
AERBEIBIN, WA %)) LS BE& A AT A SR AT {3 R U AT e B PR (B AT 1 18T o

2. LW 1: 4~6 SHLEARRFERPETE=EMENFROEEHIENEZ RIS
2.1. 53k

2.1.1. #i

SERGIREUBUN T BT A SL4)LER 4 2. 5 2. 6 B4)L3E 151 Lk, HA Lt 5 ¢4
ANFKBIREHEIUTS, 1 ADBE), WEEBWER 146 N, ZERBBAAHEN: 4 H 4 50 N(M=4.49, SD =
0.28), 24 Z W%, 26 L 4ut%: 5 HH 49 N\(M=547,SD=0.28), 24 L%, 25 %L 6 BH 47 AN(M
=6.37,SD=023), 21 4B, 26 L&t

212, EWEH
A3 CFl: 4%, 55, 6) x 3 (BRI (AR, HRIN, FROME RRE TRt
SO R SRR N R DR REA )L R LSS e AT 5 3 R AL
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2.1.3. MEHH

1) R

S PR I5E N(2012a, 2012b) OB SR RE, G i) 38 2 e B O AN B R il e &% 2 e e A
WX SR R R R RS, WERCE B A .

BRI HHE

W 1 DEERZIEA, ZIHLMEIEER D AR K —E, WICES 4 T KK k.

Wt 2: ERET A, MEFIRZER, ZITE NSRRI A KE —1ht, MEIERAKRSE T R,

BETIRF I

M 1 BRI L, ZIMEUNIANT—E LA, AR, — e T .

Wt 2. mEE L, ZIMECNT AN, DNEARE, — i T

2) EAEFIWTE 5

Z [ DUAEAH ORI 7 R S 7 A AUE BRI e, AR, 20145 ZRERII%%, 2012a, 2012b),
AR AN E A — MM I A st (K 220, JJIE, 2011), 4wt 3 ME S .

15 TR E TR

INTRVNEERERIRULLT T, A THMECEZRIRIR—2ht, WaH THIPE SRR — e ?

15 EFERIER

PRENTE B R GBS ) BSR4 R PG 2 /N ED RIS TE IE AN Y A4 2 R4 25 [l kg 2

FEX TG

ZINEH W, ARA] L —NFI ARSI, AR R R 15 I K 238 e ?

3) oy UriE

NTET MG, RAG 0 0N, &8 ae IR AE 0 7, g R A
Yd 145,

2.14. ERIEF

SL6 A TE &)y ) LIl — 8] 22 B IR 20 POk AT R 2Rk 855 11 )0 B 24 5 A X & ) LEAT — S — AN AR
RSB IaRT, Eulse 54 LAGEIF M HDLERDNNE R

SKIRIR P ORI, SRIEE TR LR, REARYT, UFSE RS FAR LA, R
EABERRZER, REBIZERAENEZ . 7 JLEMERAZERE, E0Mh% ) LEIHRHS S,

BANRFAL T Ay SRR, 58 3 2 fE AR

(A4 ]

TS LE RIH K N E F (S8RFE R AR ILRD), 285 R LE A A 47, 903 HliE
T PR AN o A T 5 DR 2 PR R R o (G T BRI RE 5 ) o LA TR O R ], “ IR /R
AR Z IRIEAR, ZIHLLNREIEMEAR 45 Kol E, WITMEAR 4 T RK bt Wkt E, /M
AIRZIAK, ML PMHERARD G KR D, MMEERAZ G TRME. 7 WA SEFEEE, Eulif
B LE: RS/ N EREIAN AW ? 7 Bk LI QT [ml%, EulE 5 ILEMIN “ /D2 —
ANE VNI, KA T RAEFTA JLE AN S o NS B IR R R . BEJS, L
LIS b N SN & kR & B

FEASAEFIWTAT, IOl LR WA T M /NIA? R Z /NI ? 7 Ak LEAE AN
FHANABAT S, DA LR B8 1ER 00 X 20 FNCAZ I NI A [FRS . a0 2R L el B i, )
FAR R YRS BRI AN . PR ) LE IR TCIE RS I X 7 NIRRT, K giie et
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(QERESAITD

FEASAEFIWTEL 7y, AR AIFEAS ~F A 15 BRI A=A AN A A U156 55 b ifg ) I 10 s JLELAE
PARIAN [ AT {545 A IR RS DL . DUE SFARMES SO0, g )LER — KRB B, ] JLE “/h
LIMVNREERURULLF T A BB ZORIRIR—iEEt. AT TNt R SRR &t ? R T
B EE. 7 Bk LEAND EANRRBATIES, HHoRILER R,

BRI RER L) T 20 0Bl o Hor 4 BN S I A W 2 BN BENL 2B, IRt e ik
R P

&R

WA R, MBRFP AOE S 22 3 2 AN .2 (ps > 0.05), RIL)E S
UL LAEA RIS SR S E R B AR 2 VR 1.

LA REIXW AR %

Table 1. The percentage of 4- to 6-year-old who trusted benevolence and their differences (%) from random level (0.5)
= 1. 4~6 B4 LEFREZEFR MR E DR SRR TE©0.5)BMESER(D)

(B RS {5 B3R R
A
[Epi =4 K1) Bk 7)) [Ep 54 ()
4 L #l(n=50) 76% 13.520™" 54% 0.320 74% 11.520™
5 G (n=49) 86% 25.000™" 33% 5.898" 73% 10.796™"
6 % (n=47) 87% 26.064™" 32% 6.149 53% 0.191

F: "p<0.001, “p<0.01, p<0.05 TR

NI R 4~6 2 1) LEAFSATE SO AR IR S, =S s, 20l R R e bl Atk £
HEER A PINEE 75 LS HEHKEO.5) M ZER . SGRER: 1) EEFREERSH, 4%, 556
G4 ) LEFRASAT H R A NEE o S B = TRENUK @ 2 (1) =13.520, p<0.001: 5%: 4(1)
=25.000, p<0.001; 6 %: x*(1)=26.064, p<0.001). XKW, 4~6 %% LIEEIEA W 5 E T
MEEREMN. 2) 76 ERIUE ST, 4 DH)JLEREEEEAMMANEE 7 L ST REA 2%
2R (A1) = 0320, p>0.05), {HS5 B 6 2% LEBFRETEE A ASE 2 B Z LT BN TS
% F(1)=5898, p<0.05; 6%: (1)=6.149, p<0.05). XL, BT 4 L4, 5~6 B4 LIEME
SR S, B TAEARE M. 3) R E, 4 2 5 Z4)) LSRN E T LEER
FHEHK T @ 2 42 (1)=11.520, p<0.001; 5%: x°(1)=10.796, p<0.001), {H 6 L%hJLHIERE SEEHL
KRR B 254 (1) = 0.191, p > 0.05). XKW, 4~5 L4h)LIHEMH SHBMALZNA, H6 Z4)
JLHIBE R AR AT 7E B 0 36 B R B 50 2 5%

3. L4 2: 4~6 FH)LEFRXZERRPETEEMRNFRNEEAEHNLZ REFR

3.1. &k
3.1.1. #ik

SERGIEENUN T AT ASL4)LER 4 5. 5 5 6 2 )LE 142 LM, K siif 4 NG Ak
B EHEATS, 1 AN AR, SA&HE R 138 N, SFEBBMfEN: 4 B4 46 AN(M=4.62,SD =
0.26), 22 %4 5%, 24 % &t%; 5 B4 45 N(M=5.49,SD=031), 21 % B%, 24 L& ¥%; 6 S 47 A\(M
=6.39,SD =0.26), 22 ZH%, 25 L Lt.
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3.1.2. SEIEgit
K3 (FERG: 4%, 5%, 6 %) x 3 (FRER.: FrKE. BRI OB RIRESLRBT
Horp R BB N A . AR RN %)) LAE =M S b e A5 IEEL A AR EE

3.1.3. EHH

1) Rl iR

ZRASRI)AE N (2012b) XISCE N (201 5) PR FEARE, 43 S0l 2h 1) 1E B 7 B0 AN 8 00 R5 o2 g =[] 52
5 D)% 2 A WO S A S R E A [ RS, (R G AR I B ) L R AR R A

IFEFEHF

WOE 1 WERRETIE], WA /MBI RIR 10 5RIGAR, E/ANEE M IRAG, MBS EHCE T 59K, ARRS
T 5K,

WE 2 WZRUDE, BN/ NEFIRE 10 M, A/ UFT, MESBECE T 54, SRR
T 54

BEZTHEIT B F (TS558 1)

2) [EATHIWE =

AT IS 55 R 5256 1.

3) Uik

IERERE IR AL 0 43, IRFRIE BRI AIC 1 47 .

3.1.4. TRIEF
KRR FISEN 1.

3.2. &R

Tior dr g R ow, MR RO 22 5 39 B3 (ps > 0.05), BIULEEE T A BRI AFE R, &
UL LAEA [R5 35 Pk £ 1 B AMA N0 70 B A 2.

Table 2. The percentage of 4- to 6-year-old who trusted integrity and their differences (%) from random level (0.5)
2. 4~6 S5 LEEFAEEESRAMHABE LR SHEHIKTF©0.5)EHNESERK)

5 IER RS 5 B3R R
A
Bt (1) At (1) Aot ()
4 B (n = 46) 72% 8.696" 33% 5.565" 54% 0.348
5 B (n=45) 78% 13.889™" 40% 1.800 71% 8.022"
6 %4 (n=47) 85% 23.170™" 26% 11.255™ 64% 3.596

NI il 4~6 2 1) LEA FISSAENE S B AR IR 50 78 =P Serb 20 n A8 H -R 07 R Bl sk £ 4H
FEIEEADMIS AL 7 L SHEHUKFO.5) M ZER . SRER: 1) EETRIEERF, 4 2.5 %
6 B4 LEREEIEE A AS G 0 S m TRHUKF@E £ 2(1)=8.696, p<0.01; 5%: (1)
=13.889, p<0.001; 6 %: x*(1)=23.170, p<0.001). XKW, 4~6 % %hJLIEAE F A& 5 b o i) T
MEIEEM AN, 2) FEEBRBUESY, 4 DM 6 X4 LEFEEIEE AN AECE 75 B 28T BELIK
T4 % (1) =5.565, p<0.05; 6%: (1)=11255, p<0.001), 5 L4 LEREEEEAMHINE T
IS BENKT 2 2R E (A1) = 1.800, p>0.05). XKW, 4 5 6 %4 LG BRI, HH
W TEAEAREIRIN, 15 24 LIEAE I A AAE B BRI 22 5. 3) fEFEAR I, RAES S
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41 L3 IE B HI AN EE 23 B B35 = T RENLK T (A1) = 8.022, p<0.01), 1fi 4 %16 &4 Lk A5
EEANYIRINEE 5 e SRR T 2 R ARG % : /(1) =0.348, p > 0.05; 6 1 (1) = 3.596, p > 0.05).
XERW, 5 BYILEMIASIEERIANZIK, 4 ZF 6 24 JLINEE AL R I IE BRI A 2 57

4. Wig

(AT RAERE B SN AR T30 J7 B AT A 0 P A S 10— b XU R B2 o 28 A 1 ORI AT {5 e Il
FERCUAAE AT R P KR K R, JHHE, 2014). DAEWFFT 3 B oevE e (5 BERBUE 5, 4h)L3 B AR
[ TS 9 RN BB AT U RS i, AW S I S i Ui ikik, B8 T 4~6 B4 LIRS F AR (S B
SREUH RN F S S, BT RS ). 3Rl B = AT R R A A R a5 R LR AR AL

AT 1 BB SRR R WA e ERE TN, R4 Lo BITEAS SF R U RS BRI R AN [F] 15
P ETRIE . RER, 5~6 BHILEETFAERESTAGERON, MEESRBUE Rk
MEARIPIN BT 4 ZELRYE, AR SFREE S PRI B R WLE, MRS BIRIUE &
R RIS RE BB B AT WL, X8R 58R, S BIFE, 4h) LIRS BIRIURIE 5 &
PRI ARG S P & B AR1E B AR IO N . 15 4 % 40 LTEMS BIRBUSE Srh i BRI H 5K 4L
BB L. XA, 4 Z40)LINETRIWIS2 3] — B2 A mEFisem, BIER KGR 4 %
4L B R AT REYE — B FEE LR T AT BRI SR . (HRARLI 5 B4 LINE AW RIS %2
B — MR KR UF IREMR o X — S5 RALRY LI TR OEEAIBRE ITE 4 ¥ 5 5 D AP E R R %E
5, 4 B4 LS EE 252 BRE TSN 2 (4= D) 55, 2012a).

Seity 2 B IE BN RS AT BN, 1R L4 BIAEAS ¥R vk M R SR AN ) 155 e o Al
HEEAIW . SERER, 4 DR 6 Z41)LIEREFRBE PG EERA, MESBIREUE S H GG
RESIMIN . BT 5 Bh)LkYE, MRS PR P R BUH IE B R, S SRS =P ss
RYLHTRE S8 BRI BTG . X085 5 4L RImG A o, R KERH, A 5 5%
JLRILH S IE BN B, X ] G2 R ma AT S AR T . AR SEI6f8 F A AT R E N IE BRI AT A
FRIE, DR RA PR B FALITR, 21LEARMN 4 DI HHAESIEMA FIMS, 5 241 LA
JEVESE I, TE/ BT 25 H ZORMBILE T AT, X ATRER 5 24l LTEAS K R I H 6 A 1E B4R N 1)
TRIFIE R U S5, 2015). (EAESESRE 1, 5 B4 LEARIER K St mir g i N, (EIREA 2]
MEAEHIT. 5 2 401 LAE PN S8 AN R S AT A W R IS 22— 2D s B i USSR E . tb4h, F8ux
— 22 R LA VT REAE T, 41 LR B AHE B R ) 5 HARRR G 5%, Wng))) LnT Rt S e ARe ot (36 20 56 ) (1 B A
VAR, HEBEEE J7 AR L (Lane, Wellman, & Gelman, 2013), 1% 55 41— B4 57 6 B R A0 HE BRI & Fé AR o)
B, X T £ (W ST A TR

GEEPAN RIS IR AT, 4~5 B &) LIEAS AT R oo 22 A1 5t 5 rTE R B I VT RC RE ) AN Fa e
1M 6 % %) LN AT LA S 88 5 A8 A1 1 SRRl (SR IR, FE4RF 8 HIASAE 1R S5 v B AR (S B AN R IS 4 5 1)
No X5 UAERFTEIN N 4 2 ) LT DL 060 J5 1 T AE R0 0 il H AR M (E AT I A — 8. LX) = 2EAE
T, DAERFSE 25 5240 ) LA — P s 17 15 b GBS 3 FIAS R SREUG ), 6 A LA 1 SRR IR AR A AR X B
(WEREAFTRE S BREAER ., ABMAMEE) AT E W (Hermes, Behne, & Rakoczy, 2018). %]
U0 AR L SRS T AT LU, At R e 35 B AT 1A R 18 A B AR I (B PR T0 45, 2012a). TITEA
WEFLR, &) LB N A A AR G )i B BN I TS R R (A A e iR, A RETRNEH), X AMY
BRI ) LEERTRE I 1) ELAR R IR DB AR, T HLE S A ST A FULES, A AR e M RS AT A
Wio DAL, AEFRLERFR, SLRES 6 &4 e TEAFE S IE B ARG R AR AER R A X
—ZERABIGAE T Hermes 5 A (Q2018) N AL, ZEHT4N) LAEAS R S mp 3k A8 [F) AR 65 IR 110 15 AT W A e °7.
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FERF E R SR b, AEERE R TTARRENLIE BT 0, 0 EL&J ) LIR30 175 S5t A 3 R A5 AR 1 i e A7 £E
% W I (R Z2 ST, JEIHE, 2014). ASHTFUSE RAAE— R Lior, X TR S, #4001
R AR P WA B X PR AR A 5 (0 3 A IR D) o

5. &t

4~6 % 4 LAEAFSAERE S, BT SR RS I RE 1B D A SR, Horh 4~5 B4 LIk
PEVE(EARFIWTRE 1 5 2 3 — BUE R AW GF OFENE, T 6 % 41l C 22 Refl B & S ARG SN RIS 45 DA e 1
IR FENEAS W o

SEEk

XN, AHBE, 5K, 5kE, XHI(2015). 2-3 % JLEAEDHCESE T A FBUBRME. OB 7R 47(11), 37-44.

FRFEAE, RFTIH(2014). NIRMEEAE: AR JLERRBRME2E Y. OBERI IR, 22(1), 86-96.

T, FEH, ZX(ERH, FXE8(2015). M) LEEREME TS HL R AR, O ZHEH, 35(6), 526-533.

FKEHE, FEQOL). Zh)LETE AW FIEFE TG SEE ST ARREHBN KRR, OELESHE, 27(1),
71-75.

¥R 5, BNE(1999). FE ANBRMEEIBE S — N ABRRIIM . 220075 2(2), 1-21.

ZEPRTN, 1R2F%, F/ME(2012b). 3-4 B LB T SRR G HW: 43R ZEFAERE S OBLRSHE,
28(4), 11-18.

KT, 1RI%, F/ME(2012a). 3-5 % JLE TR IR T BT RN g R R R, OHEKESHE, 28(2), 31-35.

JHETE, BEQ014). 4-7 % LIS T AR W] (5 B R TR e B AT HI W, OB AL BS#H B, 30(6), 12-18.
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