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Reasons Americans Get Science News (2017)

X 2 = A
oy | ’ '
% of U.S. adufts who say that each is a major
reason for why they follow news about science
Curious about what's T
happening in science
Help make decisions 7
about everyday life v Z2
Enjoy talking about g 56
science with others 3 :
Related to activities, T} 50
hobbies or interests 153
Feel a social or civic 48
obligation to be informed
Among parenis:
Related to their children’s [ ¥ 2
interests or education [ 61
Among employed: e
Related 1o their job i 37
{_\ . .
01 The graph above shows reasons(American adults got science
S v 0RO~ S v 0

S

L~
02 More than 80% of American adults(surveyed)cited curiosity(as a

news)in 201 7)

S ZAIE ge et BIIMQ
\'
major reason) they followed science news) higher than any other
72 s v 0 P
why tuhich was
reason.
03 (Additionally)another notable driver(for seeking out science news)
S 2% o3t 59, 018 =

was a sense of obligation (to the broader community;: 48% of

@V w7 gy s R H =2
those(surveyed)said[thev got science news@ecause they felt a
~ \i S ) 0] S v
sacial or civic obligation (to be |nformedﬁ
0 Auel Zongrre

04 (As for other reason%?eoole got science new37 57% of American
N Gs SV 0 S

adults(surveyed)saidﬁ_t helped them make decisions about their
~/

Vs ooy 0 oc
everyday Iife)] and 56% said [they got i_t{necause they enjoyed
N v S v 0 S v
talking (@bout it)with others.)>]
o)
05 Half of respondents said[they got science news<because it was
S gExt \) S \' 0] S v
related to their activities, hobbies, or interests.)l
sc EE !

06 (Among parents) less than two-thirds cited its relevance(to their

~30] S \ Oz
children's interests or education) and @mong employed adults)
ngg

more than one-third said [they got science news<because it was
S s S v o) S v

related to their job. ]
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Average duration of compulsory education by region, 1999 and 2009

[J199g [ 2009

2
b 88 g
8 g8
82 d
84— 74 76 ]

SubSahazn' Southand | Arab |

Africa Wesl Asia Slales and the Eastern
Pacilic Europe Caribbean
Region

The graph above shows the average duration (of compulsory

S v 0 Iz x& o|2 5ol Wao|
educatior)(by region)(in 1999 and 2009)
x|
The global average duration (of compulsory education) was 9.3
ui_;l. o) S V SC
years(in 2009)a slight increase(from 8.7 yearsfin 1999)
s
The region (W|th the longest average duration of compulsory

S

education) changed (from Latin America and the Caribbean)(in
\)

1999)(to North America and Western Europe)in 2009)

The shortest average duration (of compulsory education) was

S i
observed (in South and West A5|a)(|n 1999) and(ln sub-Saharan

ZHERE|CH

Africafin 2009)

The largest increase (in the average duration of compulsory
S

education)over the decade) was recorded (as 1.2 years)(in South
104 Y]

and West Asia)and(in North America and Western Europe)

The smallest increase (in the average duration of compulsory
S

educatlonXdurlng the same perlod)was recorded(m East Asia and
7|2t Y]

the Pacific)(as 0.2 years)

East Asia | Ceniral and ' Cenlral Asia'Latin America

Norh Amerca T WORLD
and the and Weskern
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Selected Mobile Phone Usage in France, 2003-2012

% of mobile phone owners

[J2006 M 2012

% of mobile phone owners
a0

12-17 18-24 25-39

33" % of mebile phone owners

All

40-59 6069 70+

age group

50

40

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
year

12-17 18-24 25-39

01 The graphs above show the selected mobile phone usage (in
S v Qols =g 8x

France)(from 2003 to 2012)

02 (Over the whole period) the function(used by the largest number
Y 712 Sos

of mobile phone ownersjwas sending SMS messages.

A \ sc
03 Internet browsing and consulting e-mails began to increase
e S Bl \) 0
(sharply)after 2010) which was (vhen people began using mobile
~—_-"1 I~
A V#;eﬁme S N o

ghones(to download apps.))

04 (n 2012)about one out of three mobile phone owners used their

3291 S v 0
phones (for Internet browsing) and about one out of four
S 4291
downloaded apps(using their mobile phones)
v 0 3e
05 (Also)(in 2012)more than half of mobile phone owners(ages 12 to
EENIEE S
24)used their mobile phones(for Internet browsing)
v o)
06 Meanwhile, (in the same year) the percentage of adults (ages 25
B, S
to 39)who used mobile phones(to consult e-mailgjwas (less than

\ 0

twice)that of users(ages 12 to 17.)
Sc
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Consulting e-mails
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Average Yearly PM-2.5 Concentrations in Five Selected Cities

{unit: microgram per cubic meter (ug/m?))

293

28,8 Qe

~ 17.9
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e 180 0
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--® - Paris : "'"'"""."12;‘09
m@m | Os Angeles “‘5(:)""“"""""122. <
m=CO== Londen H i
*+ O+ New York i
S 2010 20t 2012

01 The above graph shows the average yearly concentrations(of
S Y] 3 0 s

PM—Z.S) or ultrafine particles, (in Seoul, Paris, Los Angeles,
X|£0| 2.5040| 22 0| (um) EPTIPN

ojstel pix| &

London, and New York)(from 2010 to 2012.)

02 (Among the five selected cities) Seoul had the highest
ESCH S \ 0

concentrations (of PM-2.5)which never fell(below 25 micrograms

4 SHe e Y OR2f 2 Eofx|ch
~Z 0| gict
per cubic meter)(during the whole period)
HHIE0|Ef
03 (During the same period) on the other hand, New York had the
gHH O S \' (0]
lowest, which reached 13.9 micrograms per cubic meter(in 2012)
7 Vool gstet 0
04 (In 2010) the PM-2.5 concentration (in Los Angeles) was the third
S ) sc

highest (among the five cities) but(in 2011)i_t rose(to the second
S v

highest)(with 23.5 micrograms per cubic meter)

05 (In 2012,) the concentration (in Los Angeles} decreased (to 17.9

S EESTEAY

micrograms per cubic meter) and became the second highest
v sc

(among the five cities)
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= #he PM-25 concentrotion

06 (In 2010) the PM-2.5 concentration(in London)@ lower than

S v Sc #)m.e(x)
(in Paris) but(in 2012) the concentration in London was hiqher(by
S \' sc

1 microgram per cubic meter)than that(in Paris)
= #he concentrotion
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