Annotated Bibliographies 
Instructions: This document is where you will copy/paste your annotated bibliography for the article you found during the course of Module 1 Assignment #4.  Use the template below of the Tybur et al. (2009) paper when you are including your annotation (make sure you have the article citation first and the annotation below it).  Add your name in parentheses at the end of your annotation to distinguish in case there are multiple annotations of the same article (everyone should do this, even if you’re the first with your article!). 
[bookmark: _GoBack]What happens if someone else has already included an annotation for the article you found?  There’s no need to add a duplicate file to the article repository folder, but you should still include your annotation in this document.  Please make sure that you’re not just duplicating or paraphrasing an existing annotation – it's important that you provide your own unique annotation. 
Example annotation (You should not add your own annotation to this one! Get a different article 😊.) 
Tybur, J. M., Lieberman, D., & Griskevicius, V. (2009). Microbes, mating, and morality: Individual differences in three functional domains of disgust. Journal of Personality & Social Psychology, 97, 103-122. Doi: 10.1037/a0015474 
The authors constructed the Three-Domain Disgust scale based on their theory that the emotion of disgust serves practical and specific functional purposes.  They positioned their scale against some of the existing disgust scales because of the clearer evidence for their proposed domains (pathogen, sexual, and moral), contrary to other scales that include animal- and death-related disgust or a general disgust sensitivity.  Instead, Tybur et al. suggested that these three domains represent adaptations developed based on evolutionary pressures.  For example, pathogen disgust developed to protect us from eating spoiled food that could make us sick; sexual disgust developed to motivate us to avoid sex that might have too high a cost (biologically or socially); moral disgust developed to help us avoid socially costly interactions with people who might harm us or our status in our group or community.  Across four studies, the authors found support for their scale and factor structure (that is, the three distinct domains of disgust). (Dr. K) 
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Mentser, S., & Nussinson, R. (2020). We're not of the same feather: Disgust sensitivity and reduced perceived similarity to unknown others. Personality and Individual Differences, 163, 8. doi: 10.1016/j.paid.2020.110039 
The authors assert that people with a high sensitivity to disgust will be less likely to view others as similar to themselves, thus preventing interaction and subsequent bonding or attraction. It has been theorized that disgust is an adaptation that evolved to protect humans from pathogens by triggering avoidance behavior. Research has also shown that people tend to interact socially with those who are similar to themselves and avoid those who are dissimilar. The authors reason that those with a high sensitivity to disgust (thus, a high propensity for avoidance) will have a lower tendency to view others as similar, which also contributes to avoidance. Data collected across four studies supports their assertion. However, this negative correlation involved only strangers. The authors note that further research needs to be done to determine if familiarity, such as an intimate relationship, overrides sensitivity to disgust. (Jennifer Slafter) 
 
 
Rozin, P., Lowery, L., & Ebert, R. (1994). Varieties of disgust faces and the structure of  disgust. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 66(5), 870-881. Doi: 10.1037/0022-3514.66.5.870 
This study said that certain disgust facial expressions related to certain disgust categories. They predicted that the winkling of the nose was associated with irritating and/or offensive smells and occasionally bad tastes. The gape and tongue extrusion were associated with food offense and/or oral irritation.  Finally, the raising of the upper lip is associate with stimuli reminding participants of their animal origins such as poor hygiene, death, and moral offensives. This study was conducted multiple times to show consistent results and eliminate any other variables. Knowing how we express disgust may help us read ques in our intimate relationships to improve where needed. Overall, I feel this experiment captured the needed results and set a good standard for disgust facial ques. (McKenzie Stoen) 
 
Prokosch, M. L., Airington, Z., & Murray, D. R. (2020). Investigating the relationship between olfactory acuity, disgust, and mating strategies. Evolution and Human Behavior. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evolhumbehav.2020.08.002 
The author proposed that in this experiment, women who have a high ability to discern different smells prefer long term relationships, showing the importance of smell for relationship longevity. This study was conducted on 162 college university women. Each woman was subjected to an experiment to test their level of olfactory senses relating to threshold (choosing the strongest smell consistently), discrimination (being able to discriminate between 3 different scents consistently), and identification (identifying the correct scent between the 4 choices consistently). After documenting the results in a table, the women then were given a survey to determine their level of disgust sensitivity (rating their disgust level towards series of moral events), disease vulnerability (rating how much they believe in their ability to get sick), and mating strategy (what they prefer in a relationship, and if they prefer short term vs long term relationship). After collecting all of the data, there was a strong correlation of discrimination smell with mating strategy. Specifically, this data shows that people who prefer a long term relationship and have a higher disgust level in mating strategy have a strong level of olfactory discrimination, meaning that smell is even more important in maintaining longevity in relationships. All other variables did not show a strong correlation between them. (Jess Jensrud) 
 
Shenhav, A., Mendes, W.B. (2014). Aiming for the stomach and hitting the heart: Dissociable     
             triggers and sources for disgust reactions. Emotion 14 (2), 301-209.       
             DOI:10.1037/a0034644 
 
The authors in this study looked at whether communicated similarities (films depicting imagery associated with core disgust, films depicting imagery associated with painful injuries & films depicting imagery associated with neutral scenes) and physiological dissimilarities (expressions of disgust - facial, cardiovascular, and gastric reactivity) would be consistent when only exposed to injuries that do not have blood or explicit body-envelop violations.   The authors found that there were different expressions of disgust depending on the exposure to the films.  Relating to our class project, the facial expressions expressed when exposed to graphic images of suffering can be a predictor to increased levels of empathy towards the victims.  In other words, facial expressions when exposed to different relationship variables can help show a sense of connection to another.  (Jaclyn Johnson) 
 
Tribiano, T. N. (2002). The experience of disgust for an intimate other: A phenomenological investigation. ProQuest Information & Learning, 63(6), 3028-3029. 
 
This study said that disgust in intimate relationships results from eight common themes: idealization of the other, traumatic rupture, self-recrimination, disappointment, devaluating and depersonalization, clinging to hope, distance, and meaning making. The researchers used a qualitative interview to understand six participants' experiences with disgust in intimate relationships. Each interview began with the question: “please describe a situation in which you found yourself experiencing disgust toward a person to who you were romantically involved with”. The researchers concluded that the participants passed through one or more four temporal movements: relational homeostasis, crisis, efforts at accommodation, and resolution. These temporal movements explain the process by which the phenomenon of disgust in intimate relationships unfold. (Kerigan Dowhy) 
 
Bužeková, T. & Išová, M. (2010). Disgust and Intimacy: . Human Affairs, 20(3), 232-240. https://doi.org/10.2478/v10023-010-0024-x 
The research team conducting this study set out to determine if there was evidence to support the hypothesis that the levels of disgust people experience are impacted by their relationship to the elicitor. This preliminary research included eight adult participants who participated in an ethnographic interview, completed a Disgust Scale questionnaire, and responded to a survey. The findings indicated that higher levels of relationship intimacy with the elicitor correlate with lower levels of expressions of disgust. (Deanne Breitenbach) 
Bužeková, T. & Išová, M. (2010). Disgust and Intimacy: . Human Affairs, 20(3), 232-240. https://doi.org/10.2478/v10023-010-0024-x 
The research team conducting this study set out to demonstrate the level of disgust towards different elicitors (food, sex, other individuals, etc.) based on different social contexts. The researchers used a group of 8 individuals (5 women and 3 men) living in a student hall. The researchers used three different research methods including an ethnographic interview, a disgust-scale questionnaire, and a survey to gain their data. The ethnographic interview was used to receive background information from the individuals, along with their most disgusting experiences, and their feelings towards different categories of people in their lives. The disgust-scale questionnaire was used to gain knowledge of these individuals’ sensitivity to 7 different areas of disgust, and finally the survey as used to assess the individuals domains of disgust (animal-nature and core disgust) towards interpersonal relationships. The results have suggested that humans express less feelings of disgust depending on the level of intimacy they have with the individual. (Catrina Carlson)  
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