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The Effects of the Interpersonal Trust of an
Individual on His Conformity Tendency

WEI Zhen-yu'*, ZHAO Zhi-ying’s ZHENG Yong'®

1. Center for Studies of Education and Psychology of Ethnic Minorities in Southwest China ,

Southwest University , Chongqing 400715, China ;
2. School of Life Science and Technology s University of Electronic Science and Technology of China, Chengdu 610054 , China ;
3. Faculty of Psychology , Southwest University , Chongqing 400715, China

Abstract: Previous studies indicated that high trusters are more likely to follow others’ suggestions and to
cope more effectively with social stress than low trusters do. Individuals tend to conform to others, and
conformity behavior can be modulated by personality traits. In our study, we designed two tasks to investi-
gate the effect of interpersonal trust on informational conformity and normative conformity. The results of
Task I indicated that high trusters were more likely to conformity in informational decision. They invested
money to the trustee at a significantly higher rate than low trusters and kept money at a significantly high-
er rate than low trusters. The results of Task II indicated that low trusters were more likely to follow other
members of the group in normative decision. They allocated money to the partner at a significantly higher
rate than high trusters in the generous influence condition when the offer was generous. In conclusion, the
results of the present study showed that individuals with high interpersonal trust were more likely to con-
form to others in an informational decision, whereas subjects with low interpersonal trust were more likely
to conform to other group members in a normative decision.

Key words: interpersonal trust; informational conformity; normative conformity; investment game; dicta-
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