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On How - b of Chinese TrustStudies: Based on the Perspective
of Comparison Betveen China and the West
Jing Shijie

Abstract Trust played an mportant role n Chnese daily life but the study of tust developed fran
he view of “interpersonal’ and “guanxi’ all the tines. Intensive socil change demanded he researchers
extended the view of research and W estern theory and m ehods of trust study provided the reference.
Based on the arrangng of the trust study ofwest countries the author put foward a new research path
based on the view of culture psychology, which not only remedy the pity of disintegrity and show the per
fect adaptation on the ailure envionmen} but also mpwove the ecological valdity and conform to the
historical responsb ility of the Chinese trust study endowed by the social deve bpment
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