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Abstract

In this study, we examined how exposure frequency
and duration influence the mere-exposure effect when
the total duration of stimuli exposure is fixed at 12
seconds. The results showed that the mere-exposure
effect was strong when boss exposure frequency and
duration were moderate in this exposure condition.
When the total duration was constant, high exposure
frequency did not conclusively strengthen the
mere-exposure effect. In addition, it was possible that
exposure may have mediated the increase or decrease
in preference and familiarity.
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