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Abstract
The aim of this study was to clarify how the sense

of heaviness changes our cognition. According to re-

cent studies in cognitive science, intelligent human be-

haviors ranging from perception to inference are not

closed mental processes; rather, they are affected by

body and action (Wilson, 2002; Gibbs, 2005; Proffitt,

2006). In previous studies, the sense of heaviness ac-

tivated concepts metaphorically related to heaviness,

and changed impressions accordingly. However, it is

not clear whether difference in the location of heavi-

ness influences our embodied cognition. The purpose

of this study was to clarify whether location of heav-

iness affects on our embodied cognition. To examine

this issue, an experiment using a tasting task was

conducted. The results showed that difference in the

location of heaviness affects our value evaluation.
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