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This study explores how the age (adult vs. peer) and the suggestion (to be fair vs. unfair) of models affect the
sharing decisions of 9- and 12-year-olds (N = 365) from Italy and Singapore. Results demonstrate a developmental shift in the inﬂuence of models on children’s and adolescents’ sharing decisions in both cultures: Children’s decisions were more affected by an adult model’s suggestion than by that of a peer model, whereas
the opposite was true for adolescents. Regardless of the models’ inﬂuence, participants considered equal sharing to be the fair choice and reported being happier when their sharing decisions were generous. Our results
highlight the crucial importance of social and developmental factors for the promotion of fairness judgments
and emotions.

Facing moral uncertainty, children often solicit
and follow others’ suggestions. Parents, teachers,
and peers all potentially inﬂuence children’s acquisition and maintenance of moral norms. Among
these norms, fairness is key. Fairness entails a distribution of goods following the “principle of
equality,” according to which recipients should
receive equal shares if no other criteria apply. We
investigated how a model’s age (peer vs. adult)
and type of suggestion (fair vs. unfair) affected
Italian and Singaporean children’s and adolescents’
sharing decisions. This allowed us to test cultural
differences and similarities in the inﬂuence of
adult and peer models on children’s and adolescents’ sharing.
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Inﬂuence of Others
Social learning theory postulates that individuals
learn behaviors, attitudes, and social norms by imitating others (Bandura, 1977, 1986), a capacity that
emerges in infancy (Wood, Kendal, & Flynn,
2013a). Studies suggested that young children are
biased when deciding from whom to learn novel
information. Preschoolers preferentially learn from
models shown to be reliable, knowledgeable, or
holding a high status (Mills, Legare, Grant, & Landrum, 2011) and from adult rather than child models (Seehagen & Herbert, 2011), particularly when
the adult and child informants are equally reliable
(Jaswal & Neely, 2006) and in domains where
adults are expected to have more expertise than
children (VanderBorght & Jaswal, 2009). This age
bias emerges not just for neutral (e.g., word labels),
but also for normative information. Three- and 4year-old children were more likely to imitate novel
game rules modeled by an adult rather than a
child, and children were more likely to protest
when a third party followed the rules set out by
the child than the adult model (Rakoczy, Hamann,
Warneken, & Tomasello, 2010). Thus, young
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children were more likely to regard the rules modeled by the adult as normative, as rules that everyone should follow.
Nevertheless, peers can exert a strong inﬂuence
on preschoolers’ judgments. Based on Asch’s (1956)
conformity experiments, preschoolers were presented with a peer majority who made unanimous
but erroneous judgments. Of 4-year-olds, 40%–60%
adapted their responses to those of the (incorrect)
peer majority on visual and social-conventional
judgment tasks, despite knowing the correct solution (e.g., Haun & Tomasello, 2011; Kim, Chen,
Smetana, & Greenberger, 2016). However, 60%–80%
of preschoolers did not conform to a peer (or adult)
majority when conformity contradicted a moral
norm (Enesco, Sebasti
an-Enesco, Guerrero, Quan, &
Garijo, 2016; Engelmann, Herrmann, Rapp, &
Tomasello, 2016).
Most of the recent research on the inﬂuence of
adults and peers on children’s judgments has been
conducted with infants and preschool children
(Wood et al., 2013a), and relatively little is known
about age biases in older children and adolescents.
Earlier studies (e.g., Berndt, 1979; Bishop &
Beckman, 1971) found that self-reported conformity
with peers signiﬁcantly increased between 9 and
15 years, whereas conformity with parents declined.
This increasing importance of peers for adolescents
has also been reported for interpersonal relationships (e.g., Bracken & Crain, 1994; Brown, 2004) or
risky and problem behavior (e.g., Gardner & Steinberg, 2005; Goldstein, Davis-Kean, & Eccles, 2005).
Thus, adolescents might be more susceptible to
information provided by peers, whereas children
might be more likely to follow adults’ suggestions.
We investigated this question for children’s and
adolescents’ sharing decisions.
Fairness Behavior, Moral Judgment, and Emotions
Children begin to engage in prosocial behavior
in their 2nd year of life (Brownell, Ramani, &
Zerwas, 2006; Warneken, Chen, & Tomasello, 2006).
Several studies have examined the development of
fairness in sharing using the dictator game paradigm (e.g., Harbaugh, Krause, & Liday, 2000; Sally
& Hill, 2006). In a typical one-shot dictator game,
upon receiving a certain resource (e.g., $10), a dictator decides how much to give to a recipient and
how much to keep. Because the dictator has
received the resource without cause, splitting
equally should be the fair solution. However, most
adult dictators share only around 25% of the given
resource (Camerer, 2003). Although Olson and

Spelke (2008; Warneken, Lohse, Melis, & Tomasello,
2011) found that preschool children are already sensitive to fairness and able to share equally, others
suggested that sharing does not follow equality
norms before 5–7 years of age (Benenson, Pascoe, &
Radmore, 2007; Fehr, Bernhard, & Rockenbach,
2008). Furthermore, in some studies, older children,
adolescents, and young adults shared more in dictator games than preschoolers (e.g., Benenson et al.,
2007; Harbaugh et al., 2000; Malti, Gummerum,
Keller, Chaparro, & Buchmann, 2012), but others
found no developmental differences in sharing
between 9- and 17-year-olds (e.g., Gummerum,
Keller, Takezawa, & Mata, 2008) or a decrease in
sharing between 8- and 12-year-olds (Ongley &
Malti, 2014). Thus, there seems to be no clear linear
developmental trend in sharing decisions between
childhood and adolescence.
Adult models can inﬂuence children’s sharing
(e.g., Bryan, 1971; Bryan & Walbek, 1970; Rushton,
1975). Grusec, Saas-Kortsaak, and Simutis (1978)
presented children with an adult who shared generously and/or preached about the importance of
sharing. Enacted behavior prompted more generous
offers from children than preaching, although the
latter was effective, as well. More recently, Benozio
and Diesendruck (2016) presented 3-/4- and 5-/6year-old children with explicit recommendations by
their teachers to either distribute stickers prosocially
(“give all”) or antisocially (“give none”) with an
unknown in- or out-group recipient. Older children
(and particularly boys) were more likely to follow
the teacher’s recommendations, whereas the authority’s preference did not affect 3-/4-year-olds’ decisions. Thus, children follow both the prosocial and
antisocial suggestions of adults in their sharing
decisions. Whether peers’ recommendations affect
sharing to a similar degree and whether the inﬂuence of adult and peer models on sharing differs
for children and adolescents will be addressed in
the present study.
Nearly all the research on the dictator game and
similar resource-allocation tasks has focused on the
outcomes of the sharing decisions. However, it is also
crucial to understand what sharing decisions people
consider right and whether equality, as a norm of
fairness, has any psychological validity. Keller,
Gummerum, Canz, Gigerenzer, and Takezawa
(2013) asked children and adolescents who had made
sharing offers in a dictator game what they considered a “fair” share. Between 70% and 90% of participants evaluated equality as the morally right
distribution supporting the psychological validity
and relevance of the fairness norm in the dictator
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game. But only half of the participants actually
shared the given resource equally, conﬁrming the
well-known “moral judgment–behavior gap”: A
moral norm, though recognized as valid, is not necessarily applied to the self (Arsenio & Gold, 2006).
Another, more indirect indicator of whether people consider equal sharing to be the moral norm
concerns the emotions they attribute to a violator of
a norm. Although 4- to 6-year-olds tend to attribute
positive emotions to the violator when the violation
proves beneﬁcial for him or her (i.e., the “happy
victimizer phenomenon”), older children attribute
negative and mixed emotions to the violator and
themselves as violators (e.g., Keller, Lourencßo,
Malti, & Saalbach, 2003; Malti & Ongley, 2014).
Therefore, the ﬁnding that children experience more
negative emotions when their sharing decisions are
selﬁsh would further validate equal sharing as the
moral norm in the dictator game.
Cultural Differences
Although sharing can be considered one of the
key human prosocial behaviors, empirical research
has found cultural differences in adults’ and children’s resource allocations (e.g., Blake et al., 2015;
Henrich et al., 2005; Paulus, 2015; Sch€
afer, Haun, &
Tomasello, 2015). Of particular interest for the current study, urban East Asian preschoolers and 9- to
17-year-olds allocated resources less selﬁshly than
their North American or German peers (Rochat et al.,
2009; Zhu, Keller, Gummerum, & Takezawa, 2010).
Cross-cultural research on the inﬂuence of adult
and peer models on children’s and adolescents’
behavior is scarce. Studies indicated that adults in
societies high in collectivism and conservatism and
low in autonomy show higher levels of conformity
(Bond & Smith, 1996). Research on the development
of authority conceptions revealed that, similar to
their western peers, East Asian children and adolescents follow authorities’ legitimate moral and
social-conventional commands (Smetana, Wong,
Ball, & Yau, 2014; Yau, Smetana, & Metzger, 2009).
Chinese children often comply with their parents’
demands and tend to be more obedient to adult
authority than North American children (Yau &
Smetana, 1996). However, across cultures, obedience to adults decreases between 5 and 13 years
(Laupa & Tse, 2005; Smetana et al., 2014).
The Present Study
This study investigates the inﬂuence of fair
(“give half”) or selﬁsh (“give nothing”) suggestions
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of an adult or peer model on the sharing decisions
of children (9-year-olds) and adolescents (12-yearolds) from Italy and Singapore, using an adaptation
of the dictator game. We expected participants’ allocations to be more generous when the model’s suggestion was fair than when it was selﬁsh.
Moreover, assuming that the inﬂuence of models
changes from childhood to adolescence, we hypothesized that children would be inﬂuenced more by
the recommendations of adults, whereas adolescents would be more inﬂuenced by peers.
We also asked what participants considered to
be the fairest distribution and how happy they
were with their sharing decisions. We hypothesized
that the majority of participants would deem equality as the fairest allocation, independent of the suggestion of the model. Moreover, participants might
report being happier about their decisions when
they offered an amount that was equal to or greater
than what they considered fair.
Based on previous cross-cultural research, we
might expect Singaporean participants to be more
likely to follow the recommendations of adults than
Italian participants. However, the inﬂuence of adult
models should decrease for adolescents from both
cultures.

Method
Participants
The Italian sample comprised 184 participants,
84 third graders (36 female; Mage = 9.00 years,
SD = 0.74) and 100 middle school students (53
female; Mage = 11.97 years, SD = 0.87), from two
schools in Livorno, Italy. The Singaporean sample
comprised 181 participants, 106 third graders (37
female; Mage = 8.66 years, SD = 0.62) and 75 middle school students (36 female; Mage = 12.74 years,
SD = 0.79). Participants from both cultures were
from diverse social classes. Data were collected
between April 2012 and April 2013.
Design and Procedure
The experiment took place in the classroom. All
students in one classroom were tested together.
However, participants were encouraged to work
individually and privately. Participants were ﬁrst
given a short comic strip to read that presents
“Ale” (Italian sample) or “Jacky” (Singaporean sample), a character of unspeciﬁed gender and of similar age to the participants (see Figure S1). In the
comic, Ale/Jacky is given 10 chocolates by a second
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character—the model. The model, either a peer or
an adult, asks Ale/Jacky to decide how to share the
10 chocolates with a friend and suggests how to
share them.
Participants were randomly assigned to one of
four experimental conditions, resulting from the
combination of two independent variables: (a) the
age of the model (adult vs. peer), with the peer
model designed to look of similar age to Ale/Jacky
and the participants; and (b) the model’s suggestion, either fair (“If I were you, I would give half of
them . . . I think it would be fair!”) or unfair (“If I
were you, I would keep them all . . . nobody will
know!”). After reading the comic, participants were
asked to write down privately how many of the 10
chocolates they wanted to keep and how many
they wanted to give away (i.e., share; see Figure S2
for the answer sheet). Finally, participants were
asked what sharing decision would have been fair
and to report the emotions related to their sharing
decisions (i.e., “happy,” “not very happy,” “not
happy at all,” “I don’t know”).
In the classical dictator game, decisions are not
hypothetical but have real consequences for the
dictators’ and the recipients’ payoffs. We implemented this incentive in the following way: At the
end of the experiment, students were asked to turn
over their experimental packs. In each classroom,
the back of four randomly chosen packs had been
marked with a dot. Those students with of one the
marked packs received the number of chocolates
they had decided to keep as dictators. The number
of chocolates they had decided to give away were
given to similarly selected students of another class.
The dictators did not know who the recipients were
and vice versa. Selected participants received their
payoff from a second experimenter in a separate
room to guarantee the anonymity of their decisions.

Results
Number of Chocolates Shared
Figure S3 displays the distributions of number of
chocolates shared by age, type of model, and country. A univariate analysis of variance with number
of chocolates shared as the dependent variable and
participant’s age (9 years, 12 years), type of model
(adult, peer), suggestion (fair, unfair), and country
(Italy, Singapore) as between-subjects factors
revealed signiﬁcant interaction effects of Age 9
Model 9 Suggestion, F(1, 349) = 18.00, p = .001,
g2 = .05, and Age 9 Model 9 Country, F(1, 349) =

10.60, p = .001, g2 = .03. In both countries, the suggestion of the adult model had a stronger effect on
the 9-year-olds’ sharing decisions than that of the
peer model (Figure 1). Nine-year-olds from both
countries were more generous when the adult model’s suggestion was fair (Madult-fair = 5.63, SD =
1.64) than when it was unfair (Madult-unfair = 4.21,
SD = 1.65), t(86) = 4.04, p = .001. There was no
difference in the number of chocolates shared by
the 9-year-olds in the two peer model conditions
(Mpeer-fair = 5.40,
SD = 1.65;
Mpeer-unfair = 5.36,
SD = 1.86), t(100) = 0.11, p = .912. Conversely, 12year-olds were more affected by the suggestions of
the peer model, and the inﬂuence of the peer (vs.
the adult) model was stronger among Singaporean
than Italian adolescents (Figure 1). Italian adolescents were more generous when the peer model’s
suggestion was fair (Mpeer-fair = 4.56, SD = 1.42)
than when it was unfair (Mpeer-unfair = 3.63,
SD = 1.08), t(50) = 2.676, p = .010, but shared to a
similar degree following the fair and unfair suggestion of the adult model (Madult-fair = 5.00, SD = 0.95;
Madult-unfair = 4.68,
SD = 2.10),
t(46) = 0.671,
p = .506. Singaporean 12-year-olds were more
generous when the peer model suggested a fair
(Mpeer-fair = 5.95, SD = 2.37) than an unfair sharing
(Mpeer-unfair = 3.90,
SD = 2.47),
t(38) = 2.678,
p = .011, but they showed a (nonsigniﬁcant) tendency to do the opposite of what the adult model
suggested (i.e., shared more generously when the
adult suggested an unfair allocation and vice versa;
Madult-fair = 3.05,
SD = 2.26;
Madult-unfair = 4.20,
SD = 2.37, t(33) = 1.46, p = .154).
Additionally, main effects of suggestion,
F(1,
349) = 11.62,
p = .001,
g2 = .03,
age,
2
F(1, 349) = 17.48, p = .001, g = .05, and model, F(1,
349) = 3.94, p = .048, g2 = .01, emerged. Participants were more generous following a fair
(M = 5.09, SD = 1.88) than an unfair (M = 4.45,
SD = 1.95) suggestion, 9-year-olds were more generous (M = 5.15, SD = 1.78) than 12-year-olds
(M = 4.37, SD = 2.03), participants shared more following the suggestions of the peer (M = 4.94,
SD = 1.93) than the adult model (M = 4.59,
SD = 1.94).
Additional analyses based on the proportion of
selﬁsh participants as dependent variable are largely consistent with those from the previous analysis (Figure S4). Furthermore, effect size analyses
conﬁrmed that the adult model had more inﬂuence
on the 9-year-olds than the peer model, whereas
the peer model affected the 12-year-olds more than
the adult model (Figure S5).
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Figure 1. Average number of chocolates given away by participants, displayed by age (9- vs. 12-year-olds), model (adult vs. peer), suggestion (fair vs. unfair), and country (Italy vs. Singapore). Error bars represent 1 SEM in each direction.

Fairness Judgment and Emotion Attribution
The majority of participants reported that giving
ﬁve or more chocolates would be the fairest offer,
independent of age (9 years: 87%; 12 years: 85%),
type of model (adult: 84%; peer: 91%), suggestion
(fair: 90%; unfair: 86%), or country (Italy: 88%;
Singapore: 83%).
Figure 2 shows the proportion of participants
who reported being happy about their sharing decisions in each Age 9 Dissonance condition. Dissonance is the difference between the number of
chocolates a participant decided to give away and

what she or he reported being the fair share. If a
participant decided to give more than what she or
he said was fair, the dissonance is positive; otherwise, negative. We did not consider the four
Model 9 Suggestion conditions in the analysis
because there were not enough participants to render the analysis reliable. In both countries, positive
(84%) and negative dissonance (70%) were not associated with reported happiness among 9-year-olds,
v2(1) = 1.63, p = .24. Among 12-year-olds, positive
dissonance was associated with signiﬁcantly higher
reported happiness (84%) than negative dissonance
(55%), v2(1) = 20.12, p < .001.
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Proportion of Participants Reporting Being
"Happy"
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Figure 2. Proportion of participants who reported being “happy,” displayed by age (9- vs. 12-year-olds), dissonance (negative vs.
positive or none), and country (Italy vs. Singapore). Error bars represent 1 SEM in each direction.

Discussion
This study showed that the suggestions of adult
and peer models affected children’s and adolescents’ decisions about how to share resources with
an anonymous recipient: Participants shared signiﬁcantly more when presented with a fair rather than
an unfair model. Children and adolescents did not
just follow others’ prosocial but also antisocial recommendations in their sharing behavior (see also,
Benozio & Diesendruck, 2016; Grusec et al., 1978).
The general effectiveness of models in steering

children’s and adolescents’ behavior toward or
away from the fairness norm supports the longstanding tradition of learning by following examples (Bandura, 1977; Wood et al., 2013a).
Previous research (see Wood et al., 2013a) did
not investigate whether adult and peer models differentially affect the behavior of children and adolescents. In our study, the adult model’s suggestion
had more inﬂuence on the sharing decisions of the
9-year-olds than that of a peer model, whereas it
was the opposite for the 12-year-olds. Young
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children’s preference of learning from adult over
peer models has been interpreted as children
regarding adults as more competent or knowledgeable in the respective domain (e.g., Rakoczy et al.,
2010; VanderBorght & Jaswal, 2009). Thus, the ﬁnding that adolescents preferentially followed the recommendations of peer models suggests that they
regard peers as more competent than adults in a
morally relevant situation. This supports the extensive literature on the importance of peers in adolescence not just for problem (e.g., Goldstein et al.,
2005) but also for fair behavior. Consequently, our
study has both theoretical and applied implications.
Theoretically, costly sharing signiﬁes people’s willingness to forgo personal proﬁts for the sake of
equality, fairness, and social justice. Peers have an
important role to play to model and establish these
values, at least among adolescents (Hart & Carlo,
2005). From an applied perspective, educators
should be careful when selecting models for a certain age group. To promote equality and fairness,
parent and teacher models could work better for
younger children, whereas peer models might have
more impact on adolescents (see Nucci, 2008).
This study adapted the dictator game to study
children’s and adolescents’ resource allocations.
Unlike in some previous research (e.g., Benenson
et al., 2007), in our study, the 9-year-olds were generally more generous than the 12-year-olds, which
corresponds to the age effects found by Ongley and
Malti (2014). One potential reason for these mixed
ﬁndings might be the different value participants
attributed to the resources, as children have been
shown to share more of their least favorite stickers
(Blake & Rand, 2010). Another reason might be
attributable to differences in study settings: One of
the ﬁrst dictator game studies with children and
adolescents (Harbaugh et al., 2000) was conducted,
like ours, in a classroom setting, but subsequent
research tended to test children individually. Furthermore, it should be noted that, unlike in the
original dictator game paradigm, only the allocation
decisions of some participants had real consequences for themselves and the recipient. Thus,
although participants knew their allocations could
have real consequences in terms of payoff, they
might
have
regarded
their
decisions
as
hypothetical.
We also inquired about participants’ fairness
judgment and their emotional response to the decision they made to assess the validity of the fairness
norm in sharing. Most participants across ages, cultures, and experimental conditions deemed equal
sharing as the morally right choice (Keller et al.,
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2013). In contrast to the sharing decisions, fairness
judgments were unaffected by the models’ suggestions. Although previous research indicated that
sharing in tasks like the dictator game is inﬂuenced
by the social context or the framing of the situation
(e.g., Camerer, 2003; Malti et al., 2016; Paulus &
Moore, 2014), even preschool children recognize
that moral norms that protect the rights and welfare of others are valid independent of social context and the rules set by authorities (Turiel, 1983).
Thus, not only did our study reveal a gap between
participants’ fairness judgments and behaviors, it
also showed that the social inﬂuence of others
affected participants’ sharing decisions but not their
fairness judgments. It would be intriguing to study
under what circumstances others’ social inﬂuence
can change children’s moral judgments (see Engelmann et al., 2016; Kim et al., 2016).
A higher proportion of adolescents who had
shared as much (or more) as what they considered
fair reported being happy than those who gave less
than they considered fair, whereas there was no
such difference for 9-year-olds. This corresponds to
research in the happy-victimizer paradigm (e.g.,
Krettenauer & Johnston, 2011; Ongley & Malti,
2014) showing that positive moral emotions, such
as happiness and pride after engaging in prosocial
actions, emerge in late childhood and adolescence.
This research additionally proposes that positive
moral emotions might be particularly associated
with costly moral actions in situations where selﬁsh
desires conﬂict with others’ welfare. Together, our
results suggest that, although there seems to be a
dissociation between fairness judgments and actual
sharing decisions, the emotion following the sharing decision depends on integrating both.
We observed very similar results in the Italian
and Singaporean samples: Participants shared more
in the fair suggestion condition; the adult models’
suggestions were more inﬂuential for children’s
allocations, whereas adolescents’ sharing was more
affected by the peer model. Especially the latter
ﬁnding indicates the importance of peers for adolescents’ fairness behavior across cultures. Yet,
whereas Italian 12-year-olds were indifferent to the
adult model’s suggestions, Singaporean adolescents
displayed a seemingly “antiadult” attitude: They
were less generous when the adult model suggested
fair sharing and vice versa. This contradicts the idea
(and our hypothesis) that East Asian children and
adolescents would be more obedient to adult
authorities than their western peers. With increasing age, children understand that adults derive
their authority not just from their age but also from

1596

Ruggeri, Luan, Keller, and Gummerum

their status and social context (Laupa, 1991). Singaporean adolescents thus might have regarded the
adult model as a nonlegitimate authority in this situation. Future research could investigate this question by varying the (moral) legitimacy of the (adult)
model.
To conclude, we presented children and adolescents with a comic character suggesting how goods
should be shared. This simple manipulation had a
rather strong inﬂuence on participants’ actual sharing decisions, similar to previous research that indicated that children readily learn from and conform
to information presented by real-life or videotaped
models, puppets, or drawings (e.g., Benozio & Diesendruck, 2016; Kim et al., 2016; Wood, Kendal, &
Flynn, 2013b). Consistent with social learning theory (Bandura, 1977), our results demonstrate the
power of models to inﬂuence children’s and adolescents’ fairness-related behavior, showing for the
ﬁrst time that the magnitude of this power depends
on the match between model type (e.g., adult or
peer) and developmental phase (e.g., child or adolescent). Future research could explore further the
thresholds of models’ inﬂuence on children’s moral
behavior, judgment, and emotions through testing
the effects of different prompts (e.g., videotaped vs.
real-life models), type of models (e.g., celebrities,
family members), and varying the competence and
legitimacy of models. Given the ubiquity and ease
with which children learn from others as well as
the importance of morality for human societies,
understanding when, why, and how others’ moral
recommendations affect people’s decisions, judgments, and emotions remains a crucial topic for
future research.

References
Arsenio, W. F., & Gold, J. (2006). The effects of social
injustice and inequality on children’s moral judgments
and behavior: Towards a theoretical model. Cognitive
Development, 21, 388–400. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.c
ogdev.2006.06.005
Asch, S. E. (1956). Studies of independence and conformity. A minority of one against a unanimous majority.
Psychological Monographs: General and Applied, 70, 1–10.
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0093718
Bandura, A. (1977). Social learning theory. Englewood
Cliffs, NJ: Prentice-Hall.
Bandura, A. (1986). Social foundations of thought and action:
A social cognitive theory. Englewood Cliffs, NJ: PrenticeHall.
Benenson, J. F., Pascoe, J., & Radmore, N. (2007). Children’s altruistic behavior in the dictator game. Evolution

and Human Behavior, 28, 168–175. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.evolhumbehav.2006.10.003
Benozio, A., & Diesendruck, G. (2016). Parochial compliance: Young children’s biased consideration of authorities’ preferences regarding intergroup interactions.
Child Development, https://doi.org/10.1111/cdev.12654
Berndt, T. J. (1979). Developmental changes in conformity
to peers and parents. Developmental Psychology, 15,
608–616. https://doi.org/10.1037/0012-1649.15.6.608
Bishop, B. R., & Beckman, L. (1971). Developmental conformity. Developmental Psychology, 5, 536. https://doi.
org/10.1037/h0031673
Blake, P. R., McAuliffe, K., Corbit, J., Callaghan, T. C.,
Barry, O., Bowie, A., . . . Warneken, F. (2015). The
ontogeny of fairness in seven societies. Nature, 528,
258–261. https://doi.org/10.1038/nature15703
Blake, P. R., & Rand, D. G. (2010). Currency value moderates equity preference among young children. Evolution
and Human Behavior, 31, 210–218. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.evolhumbehav.2009.06.012
Bond, R., & Smith, P. B. (1996). Culture and conformity:
A meta-analysis of studies using Asch’s (1952b, 1956)
line judgment task. Psychological Bulletin, 119, 111–137.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.119.1.111
Bracken, B. A., & Crain, R. M. (1994). Children’s and adolescents’ interpersonal relations: Do age, race, and gender deﬁne normalcy? Journal of Psychoeducational
Assessment,
12,
14–32.
https://doi.org/10.1177/
073428299401200102
Brown, B. B. (2004). Adolescents’ relationships with peers.
In R. M. Lerner & L. Steinberg (Eds.), Handbook of adolescent psychology (2nd ed., pp. 363–394). New York,
NY: Wiley.
Brownell, C. A., Ramani, G. B., & Zerwas, S. (2006).
Becoming a social partner with peers: Cooperation and
social understanding in one- and two-year-olds. Child
Development, 77, 803–821. https://doi.org/10.1111/
j.1467-8624.2006.t01-1-.x-i1
Bryan, J. (1971). Model affect and children’s imitative
altruism. Child Development, 42, 2061–2065. https://doi.
org/10.2307/1127607
Bryan, J. H., & Walbek, N. (1970). Preaching and practicing generosity: Children’s actions and reactions. Child
Development, 41, 329–354. https://doi.org/10.2307/
1127035
Camerer, C. F. (2003). Behavioral game theory: Experiments
in strategic interaction. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.
Enesco, I., Sebasti
an-Enesco, C., Guerrero, S., Quan, S., &
Garijo, S. (2016). What makes children defy majorities?
The role of dissenters in Chinese and Spanish
preschoolers’ social judgments. Frontiers in Psychology,
7, 1696. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2016.01696
Engelmann, J. M., Herrmann, E., Rapp, D. J., & Tomasello, M. (2016). Young children (sometimes) do the
right thing even when their peers do not. Cognitive
Development, 39, 86–92. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cogde
v.2016.04.004

Inﬂuence of Role Models on Sharing Decisions
Fehr, E., Bernhard, H., & Rockenbach, B. (2008). Egalitarianism in young children. Nature, 454, 1079–1083.
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature07155
Gardner, M., & Steinberg, L. (2005). Peer inﬂuence on risk
taking, risk preference, and risky decision making in
adolescence and adulthood: An experimental study.
Developmental Psychology, 41, 625–635. https://doi.org/
10.1037/0012-1649.41.4.625
Goldstein, S. E., Davis-Kean, P. E., & Eccles, J. S. (2005).
Parents, peers, and problem behavior: A longitudinal
investigation of the impact of relationship perceptions
and characteristics on the development of adolescent
problem behavior. Developmental Psychology, 41,
401–413. https://doi.org/10.1037/0012-1649.41.2.401
Grusec, J., Saas-Kortsaak, P., & Simutis, Z. (1978). The
role of example and moral exhortation in the training
of altruism. Child Development, 49, 920–923. https://doi.
org/10.2307/1128273
Gummerum, M., Keller, M., Takezawa, M., & Mata, J.
(2008). To give or not to give: Children’s and adolescents’ sharing and moral negotiations in economic decision situations. Child Development, 79, 562–576.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.2008.01143.x
Harbaugh, W. T., Krause, K., & Liday, S. (2000).
Children’s bargaining behavior: Differences by age, gender,
and height. Working paper, University of Oregon.
Hart, D., & Carlo, G. (2005). Moral development in Adolescence. Journal of Research on Adolescence, 15, 223–233.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-7795.2005.00094.x
Haun, D. B. M., & Tomasello, M. (2011). Conformity to
peer pressure in preschool children. Child Development,
82, 1759–1767. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.
2011.01666.x
Henrich, J., Boyd, R., Bowles, S., Camerer, C., Fehr, E.,
Gintis, H., . . . Tracer, D. (2005). “Economic man” in
cross-cultural perspective: Behavioral experiments in 15
small-scale societies. Behavioral and Brain Sciences, 28(06),
795–815. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0140525X05000142
Jaswal, V. K., & Neely, L. A. (2006). Adults don’t always
know best. Psychological Science, 17, 757–758. https://
doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2006.01778.x
Keller, M., Gummerum, M., Canz, T., Gigerenzer, G., &
Takezawa, M. (2013). The is and ought of sharing: The
equality heuristic across the lifespan. In R. Hertwig &
U. Hoffrage; the ABC Research Group (Eds.), Simple
heuristics in a social world (pp. 171–195). New York, NY:
Oxford University Press.
Keller, M., Lourencßo, O., Malti, T., & Saalbach, H. (2003).
The multifaceted phenomenon of “happy victimizers”:
A cross-cultural comparison. British Journal of Developmental Psychology, 21, 1–18. https://doi.org/10.1348/
026151003321164582
Kim, E. B., Chen, C., Smetana, J. G., & Greenberger, E.
(2016). Does children’s moral compass waver under
social pressure? Using the conformity paradigm to test
preschoolers’ moral and social-conventional judgments.
Journal of Experimental Child Psychology, 150, 241–251.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jecp.2016.06.006

1597

Krettenauer, T., & Johnston, M. (2011). Positively versus
negatively charged moral emotion expectancies in adolescence: The role of situational context and the developing moral self. British Journal of Developmental Psychology,
29, 475–488. https://doi.org/10.1348/026151010X508083
Laupa, M. (1991). Children’s reasoning about three
authority attributes: Adult status, knowledge, and
social position. Developmental Psychology, 27, 321–329.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0012-1649.27.2.321
Laupa, M., & Tse, P. (2005). Authority concepts among
children and adolescents in the island of Macao. Social
Development, 14, 652–663. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.
1467-9507.2005.00322.x
Malti, T., Gummerum, M., Keller, M., Chaparro, M. P., &
Buchmann, M. (2012). Early sympathy and social acceptance predict the development of sharing in children.
PLoS ONE, 7, e52017. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
pone.0052017
Malti, T., Gummerum, M., Ongley, S., Chaparro, M.,
Nola, M., & Bae, N. Y. (2016). “Who is worthy of my
generosity?” Recipient characteristics and the development of children’s sharing. International Journal of Behavioral Development, 40, 31–40. https://doi.org/10.1177/
0165025414567007
Malti, T., & Ongley, S. F. (2014). The development of
moral emotions and moral reasoning. In M. Killen & J.
Smetana (Eds.), Handbook of moral development (2nd ed.,
pp. 163–183). New York, NY: Psychology Press.
Mills, C. M., Legare, C. H., Grant, M. G., & Landrum, A.
R. (2011). Determining who to question, what to ask,
and how much information to ask for: The development of inquiry in young children. Journal of Experimental Child Psychology, 110, 539–560. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.jecp.2011.06.003
Nucci, L. (2008). Nice is not enough: A teachers’ guide to
education in the moral domain. Columbus, OH: Merrill.
Olson, K. R., & Spelke, E. S. (2008). Foundations of cooperation in young children. Cognition, 108, 222–231.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2007.12.003
Ongley, S. F., & Malti, T. (2014). The role of moral emotions in the development of children’s sharing behavior.
Developmental Psychology, 50, 1148–1159. https://doi.
org/10.1037/a0035191
Paulus, M. (2015). Children’s inequity aversion depends
on culture: A cross-cultural comparison. Journal of
Experimental Child Psychology, 132, 240–246. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.jecp.2014.12.007
Paulus, M., & Moore, C. (2014). The development of
recipient-dependent sharing behavior and sharing
expectations in preschool children. Developmental Psychology, 50, 914–921. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0034169
Rakoczy, H., Hamann, K., Warneken, F., & Tomasello, M.
(2010). Bigger knows better: Young children selectively
learn rule games from adults rather than from peers.
British Journal of Developmental Psychology, 28, 785–798.
https://doi.org/10.1348/026151009X479178
Rochat, P., Dias, M. D., Liping, G., Broesch, T., PassosFerreira, C., Winning, A., & Berg, B. (2009). Fairness in

1598

Ruggeri, Luan, Keller, and Gummerum

distributive justice by 3-and 5-year-olds across seven
cultures. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 40,
416–442. https://doi.org/10.1177/0022022109332844
Rushton, J. P. (1975). Generosity in children: Immediate
and long-term effects of modeling, preaching, and
moral judgement. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 31, 459–466. https://doi.org/10.1037/h0076466
Sally, D., & Hill, E. (2006). The development of interpersonal strategy: Autism, theory-of-mind, cooperation
and fairness. Journal of Economic Psychology, 27, 73–97.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joep.2005.06.015
Sch€afer, M., Haun, D. B., & Tomasello, M. (2015). Fair is
not fair everywhere. Psychological Science, 26,
1252–1260. https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797615586188
Seehagen, S., & Herbert, J. S. (2011). Infant imitation from
televised peer and adult models. Infancy, 16, 113–136.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-7078.2010.00045.x
Smetana, J. G., Wong, M., Ball, C., & Yau, J. (2014).
American and Chinese children’s evaluations of personal domain events and resistance to parental authority. Child Development, 85, 626–642. https://doi.org/10.
1111/cdev.12140
Turiel, E. (1983). The development of social knowledge: Morality and convention. Cambridge, Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press.
VanderBorght, M., & Jaswal, V. K. (2009). Who knows
best? Preschoolers sometimes prefer child informants
over adult informants. Infant and Child Development, 18,
61–71. https://doi.org/10.1002/icd.591
Warneken, F., Chen, F., & Tomasello, M. (2006). Cooperative activities in young children and chimpanzees. Child
Development, 77, 640–663. https://doi.org/10.1111/
j.1467-8624.2006.00895.x
Warneken, F., Lohse, K., Melis, A. P., & Tomasello, M.
(2011). Young children share the spoils after collaboration. Psychological Science, 22, 267–273. https://doi.org/
10.1177/0956797610395392
Wood, L. A., Kendal, R. L., & Flynn, E. G. (2013a). Whom
do children copy? Model-based biases in social learning.

Developmental Review, 33, 341–356. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.dr.2013.08.002
Wood, L. A., Kendal, R. L., & Flynn, E. G. (2013b). Copy
me or copy you? The effect of prior experience on
social learning. Cognition, 127, 201–213. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.cognition.2013.01.002
Yau, J., & Smetana, J. G. (1996). Adolescent-parent conﬂict among Chinese adolescents in Hong Kong. Child
Development, 67, 1262–1275. https://doi.org/10.1111/
j.1467-8624.1996.tb01794.x
Yau, J., Smetana, J. G., & Metzger, A. (2009). Young Chinese
children’s authority concept. Social Development, 18, 210–
229. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9507.2008.00463.x
Zhu, L., Keller, M., Gummerum, M., & Takezawa, M.
(2010). A cross-cultural perspective on the development
of sharing behavior. In R. Schwarzer & P. A. Frensch
(Eds.), Personality, human development, and culture: International perspectives on psychological science (Vol. 2, pp.
141–154). New York, NY: Psychology Press.

Supporting Information
Additional supporting information may be found in
the online version of this article at the publisher’s
website:
Figure S1. English Version of Comic Strips (Singaporean Sample)
Figure S2. English Version of Answer Sheet (Singaporean Sample)
Figure S3. Distribution of Number of Chocolates
Shared (in %) by Age, Type of Model, and Country
Figure S4. Proportion of Participants Giving
Away Fewer Than Five Chocolates by Age, Type of
Model, Suggestion, and Country
Figure S5. Effect Sizes of Model Suggestions
Within Each Age Group (9- vs. 12-Year-Olds) in the
Italian and Singaporean Samples

