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An effect of picture of perpetrator on sentence judgment
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Abstract

Previous studies have demonstrated that pictures
enhance valuation by feeling and inhibit valuation by
calculation, resulting that they prevent participant to
consider numerical information such as number of
objects. On the basis of this theoretical foundation, this
study hypothesized that pictures of perpetrator affect
sentence judgment. To test this hypothesis, we
required participants to make sentence judgment
seeing pictures or illustration of perpetrator where
number of perpetrators was manipulated. Results
showed that sentence judgments reflected numerical
information more when pictures of perpetrators were
shown than when illustrations of perpetrators were
shown.
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LLEORERIE, #EeHE O GBI IR W
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T, BIEOBENRESERDLERET D
HDENZD.

51/ 3Tk

[1] Hsee, C. K., & Rottenstreich, Y. (2004).
Music, mugger, and panda. on the
affective side of psychology. Journal of
Experimental Psychology: General, 133,
23-30.

[2] Kahneman, D. (2012). Thinking, fast and
slow. Farrar, Straus and Giroux.

[BlFF A S Y F &Y. (2014). #5 ADE
FENHH B OB G2 D% | F
TEOFEEOBLE DS LA g NIRRT
78, 30, 45-63.

[4]Stanovich, K. (2004). 7The Robots
Rebellion: Finding Meaning in the Age
of Darwin. University of Chicago Press.

[BIHEATSE—RR « S3EBFIRE - efh B 2. (2014). &
WA 7 7 7128570 o 7RI
DUVNT O EBRIRGE. 2 DEERFSE, 30,
11-20.

— 830 —



