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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. Country-level factors are more important than individual-level factors in predicting psychic distance perceptions.
2. Managers’ country-specific international experience, education, and the use of common language reduce distance perceptions.
3. Individual-level antecedents have limited explanatory power relative to country-level factors as predictors of overall psychic distance perceptions.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article “Understanding the formation of psychic distance perceptions: Are country-level or individual-level factors more important?” is a well written and researched article that provides an interesting perspective on how managers form their psychic distance perceptions to foreign countries. The article is based on an international survey of 1591 managers located in 25 countries undertaken between 2003 and 2008, which provides a good sample size for reliable results. The article also provides a theoretical social psychological framework useful for understanding how psychic distance perceptions are formed, which adds to its credibility. 
However, there are some potential biases in the article that should be noted. For example, the authors do not explore any counterarguments or present both sides equally when discussing the relative importance of country-level versus individual-level factors in predicting psychic distance perceptions. Additionally, the authors do not provide any evidence for their claims regarding the impact of individual characteristics on psychic distance perceptions, such as country-specific international experience and the use of a common language. Furthermore, there is no discussion of possible risks associated with relying solely on country-level indicators to measure psychic distances. 
In conclusion, while this article provides an interesting perspective on how managers form their psychic distance perceptions to foreign countries and offers a useful theoretical framework for understanding these processes, it does have some potential biases that should be taken into consideration when evaluating its trustworthiness and reliability.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Counterarguments to psychic distance perceptions
· Impact of individual characteristics on psychic distance perceptions
· Country-specific international experience and psychic distance perceptions
· Common language and psychic distance perceptions
· Risks associated with relying on country-level indicators to measure psychic distances
· Social psychological framework for understanding psychic distance perceptions
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