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Investigation of the elements necessary for generating anchoring effect
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Anchoring effect is a phenomenon in which prior
presentation of a number can change a subsequent numerical
estimation. Previous studies have discussed whether
anchoring effect occurs by a presentation of number or
increasing selective accessibility of knowledge. That is,
whether anchoring effect occurs by numerical priming or
semantic priming. However, no study has examined whether
anchoring effect occurs by only the presentation of number
or increasing selective accessibility without using number.
From the results of our study, it was found that the
occurrence of the anchoring effect needs to present a number
with units (e.g., 150kg). In addition, it was also confirmed
that anchoring effects did not occur just by the increasing
selective accessibility without using number. In previous
research, it was thought that the anchoring effect would
occur by the presentation of number without unit or the
increasing selective accessibility alone, but our study
confirmed that the anchoring effect did not occur with only
one of them. The results of this study suggest that in order to
elucidate the generation mechanism of anchoring effect, it is

important to combine the two models.
Keywords — Anchoring effect, Selective Accessibility,
Numerical Priming.

1. FUC®IZ
1.1. 7VAV U 5IR R

Ty AY v IRIR R, ERCG Z S NS
DMEHEDOERHEE | A 5.2 D58HNNA T ATH %
(Tversky & Kahneman, 1974). U275 ClE, 65 2>
10 TIEEZ X ICHMEL 72—V y P 2L T, 5
BSME V=L y FTIlkEo i (7vh—) LH
HIZHD 27 7)) h#EEOEE HEENR) oL 5
MWREV, HEVIINIWER) RIS, #
D, HEENROBARN LB G ZHEE SR, 7

Y —DIEDY 65 (W7 ¥ A —H#E) ThH o IGEDOHEE
DOHRIHEIE 45%DEHE 1, 10 (&7 v A —#F) TH-
TG DOREEDOHIHEIE 25%DE SNz, 2D k)
2, 7Y A Y Y ORI L, HERICIZERRTH B
TOT v =D, B OERMNEE 1 EE JIZT L
ZEW T % (Tversky & Kahneman, 1974).

7, TR Y IIMRBHENICS RSN, o
AR AR E LTHIS LTV % (Mussweiler, Englich,
& Strack, 2004). HlA(IE, Z—8—=—4 v F TOWEE
TEID X 9 R HEORFITEI COAEL 5 2 LG
12725 T\ % (Wansink, Robert, & Stephen,1998). %7z,
EEAitg 2 HEE T 28 7 v A ) v RIS
% Z EDMISILT S (Northeraft & Neal, 1987). Rfic
BETIE, HMIROHW I 2L, 7YY v IR
DR ZIT 5 Z EPREIN TV

1.2. BT VAV v IR E % 5

Bl 774 v 7 EFAD LI, PR Lo
KINDBDIT ) v PRI E = 525 L5 2 5
ETNDRIBEI N T3 (Jacowitz & Kahneman, 1995;
Wilson et al., 1996; Wong & Kwong, 2000; Critcher &
Gilovich, 2008). —J5°C, ST TIE, 7 AV ¥
SERDIEENBUYHIZ I P 52 TR 50089 B
ZIEMEICIIMEE T E T, 2 1E, Tversky &
Kahneman (1974) OZE TR T I 7 FEaTFHE & Tl
65 LIEHICHDZ T 7Y ﬁ%%l®§'JA%kh$iéfii‘“Cb)
5. ZD &) HIKZFATT 57201213, 65 )
ﬁ%(ﬁ%ktfﬁéuﬁﬁbk%u,@%&lﬁuﬁ
577 hHEOEG 2 S 20535 5. OF
D, BUEIZ% &) B2 A1) THlkz S8 Tw 3.
7o, SEATUZE T, H2iEE SO T 2 HioBdEs?
R OMA SISV EZ 522 2 LIS NTH S
(Ariely, Loewenstein, & Prelec, 2003, 2006). it Wf7
i, HEARIERT &) RO RS & I3 ERETR
RMEDS, B OMAREICEE 2 5.2 2078 TH
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ZEHoNTV5S. LarL, LRl Ariely, et al, (2003,
2006) DWIZETIE, HAREFRZOT 2 HTOBHEICS &
V) B2 AT T, RO A R & iR 38T
W3, Bl ZIE, WIRRERS O 2 KiOBiEDS 81 725
756y, $81 & L THIBZ$ER LT 5. 2o D
o, WY A7 215 2 LT, BfE7Z1)TlEZk
{, B E W) RSB FIRFICGZ T3 &2 B Tk

MCTE 5. FRFEBRIC, LIRS 27 DRI T v Y
VIR DIAERIHE R 525 2 EDERI N TV
(Harris & Speekenbrink, 2016). f#l ZIE, V"7 DRE% +
YOTPHIELRBRIC, XY VokEE2 Ry PP
WIGEIIET v A ) v ZTRIRIEFEE L v, —T,
VOUDMRE (FY) EXVVDRE () DELS
>§wkuvwﬂémﬁéﬁk%’ ) v DIRE (R
VR R PEESEEAICIE, Ty A v ORI
49 % (Harris & Speekenbrlnk, 2016). 2% b, Mgy
A& - C, FERHR (V7 OkELZ b TP
¥ 2) UADERDT v h ) v FEIROF B
HZ5EEZOHNS.

RO S, B L HEENRZ KI5 7 A
7 %R L FEBRTFR E T, Bl 0BT v Ah ) v
TR EFE I TR LD % EHEICHER T2 2 &8
TERV. 207, TNETOMETIE, FEEICEHE
PUOWRIC K> TT YA ) v PRDFET 2 Dh
EI) IS ICHETH ARV E W) EEND 5.
b L, IS DOMEE R TE GA, BHEOKRND
AW E 5.2 T0 5 L EZDBE7T 74 2~
7€ 7 )V (Jacowitz & Kahneman, 1995; Wilson et al.,
1996; Wong & Kwong, 2000; Critcher & Gilovich, 2008)
XS 2387 L WHILELDMS & 415 AJREIEDSE .

2. EB

FER 1 TR, BliD A% TR L I2GE
B2 (T 7 il 2 PR L 728556
HETHDE ) DEBET L7
FATHFFE O SN T S - FRTHe 313, 765 & [EHE
9277 ) AEEOES, ELOBKEVH D
NSV EBWETH?” DkIic, 7vh— (E
%m@&9—7/b@k¢%m&§ﬁ1mt.L#L,
B ki, 7vh—5 =7y LY A7 %
T2 2 L EED, 7y A v SRR I
25252 ED35 > T\ b (Harris & Speekenbrink,
2016) . Z D7, KIERTH S 2 7 #HH L7235
A, PR L BHEL AN DR T v ) v TRIRAL.

&, Bz
TT VA v IRED
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LB RYRTE R, 22T, FE 1 T, Hiligy
X7%@%L&®ﬁ£f,ﬂﬁ®&%%ﬁtt%ﬁ&,
BN 2 T 7S Z SR L G a T v ) v
TENRDFET 200 D EET Lk

21. FEBESE

FiE4E R 7 £ ORIBEENT IS IS hIE 2 Web
CEEE L 72 Web FHARICIE 236 BN L 7. FERIE
Web | Qualtrics TiZEfT L 7.

22, EBREHRE - B Fhe

% ODHARADIERZA S 2w EEZ 6% F 20
NDOVIETR & 75 v F v 7NV THDE S 2 HEERNR
ICBOE L7, UM ICHERRTHEE Ol 2 ilid$ 5. 2%
SN, K1 ISR L 8 FHORIM O & 1 RS
BIVELEERL, MEFHPN T EEEIE
7o, 20, HEENROKEEZ VRIS 77TV
TNITIDOEE 2 PRI RETIE, 150 (n=29), 25 (n
=30), 150m (n = 30), 25m (n = 32)D 4 FifErh o | k%
R L7 Fxa Ao PahEZ PRI TR
150 (n =25), 25 (n = 30), 150kg (n = 31), 25kg (n =29)D 4
O 1 2R L 7.

X 1. £%C 8 MEOHBEDOF N LT U F AT 1
FER L. FEoBEICX > T, [E2RET 5
HEERSRITI R 2> T,
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X 2. 2O (EIXT 7T TN THOEE (m) (26T 2 EDHAAERL TS, FDOR (L
™NEF =2 AOEHGFE (ko) (ZxHT DHEED S %7~ LTV 5. NS: Non-Significant, *: p<.05.

FER 1 CHUR L2, FeaD o Wil i L
7o, M2 2 oMzl 5. 1 fEIZ, ERShE
ICEBOEMZIES N VWEIICTE70TH 2. #i
AL, FART “1507 L) FEITH L T, falhsE
WTHLDODIIEHICHETE L. 2D, Eigs
N, ZDREEICE > TROMEICHEL 5.2 3¢
k)L CuaEREES NS AHEED S 2 & PHEL
7.2 KB, FlEOEICF L D b, GO
XEDFTHRANI BT 2 3R M EE D, %
WElEABE S INS I EBH SN T WS
(Diemand-Yauman, Oppenheimer, & Vaughan, 2011). Hl3#4
IS B RAM RIS T % 2 A P 2 EDLEA,
RS T > h ) v PRI G 2 2B 1R E B LT
U7 Db 2 oM ln o, F2855 1 ORlE, His
D5 Wil A L7

23. BER

T DFERZ K218 T, EROER, 77 v T
TN ITHOEE OFETIE, 150m (M =174.710, SD»
=277.133), 25m (M =51.862, SDu =78.964), 150 (M
=47.800, SDn =46.018), 25 (M =46.56667, SD» =59.614)
L) fERIc o7 2 LT, 150m & 25m% I i
H U728 Clk, AERERR N (¢ [35.149] =
23675, p = 024, d = .59). —J5C, 150 &£ 25% JlE{H
L7228 ClE, ARBEXR S Nd > 7 (¢ [52.726]
=0.086, p=931,d=.02). = a AOFHEEO T
1&, 150kg (Mig= 67.133, SDi;=7.200), 25kg (M= 63.000,

SDig =7.526), 150 (Mig =66.586, SDie = 10.537), 25 (Mie
=64.033, SDig = 7.490) LW IHFERICKR -7, 2L T,
150kg & 25kg % FIFOC A L 7228, AR AED
Roid (1[59.973] = 2209, p = .03, d = .56). —Ji'C,
150 £25% RIS L 72288 T, ARAE’ S
N7z (1[50.418]=1.069, p= 29, d= 28).

24. B

FER DRI S, BhED R TR T AY v 7
MR EZFHEIE N EPHLNIC RS
FR DAEHRD &, BAEICHLL 2 A TRz 7 v 1 —
ELTERTHILET, TVvh) v IRV FEET 2
ZETD ot TS OFERIZ, BUED BRD ADY
HETH % LEZHMERDMEDHA (Jacowitz &
Kahneman, 1995; Wilson et al., 1996; Wong & Kwong,
2000; Critcher & Gilovich, 2008) 2> 5 X FHITE 2l
TSR TH 5.

B, BUEICHN 2 [T 2 2 e T A v IR
2HESIE D ETHETH L DD %2EEHT5.150 kL
DEEZ FLIBRITIZ, Z DBIHDSSKRE B NSWipD
HIWiZ T2 2 EIZEEL . )T, 150g &\ ) FKiE
R7BRi3isns &L, 150kg &\ Fiiz BzBiciz
HOEEL 2. 2o k) ig, Bl BA3RBE L <)
OTEREDINZHWI T2 EBTES. ZDEIHI
B, B2 EORKRINZATEEDR T v A ) v 73R %
FESIE TS &) JHREEE T VBFET 2
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100
@ NS '
50

ETHBRWMEE

ETHEWEE

K 8. EOMIZT 7T I ATFORSE (m) IR AHEDHFHEZTRL TS, FORITF == A
OHEE (kg) (TXT BHEED A%~ LTV 5. NS: Non-Significant.

(Strack & Mussweiler, 1997; Mussweiler & Strack, 1999a, b,
2001; Mussweiler, Strack, & Pfeier, 2000). 2% b, i 1
DFEFIE, BWIEIET TV % CRFT 2R 6 e
EBFR5.

FEBE 1 OFERD 6, BHEOIER Tl <, BEIRIE:
W7 YA IR OFBEICEETH D EFHL .
Z 20, BWIEMEZ TR T UL, FRIcBii 2 A L
BLTCHT7 VAV IRIIRET DA e
IEEEDEE NS, L L, TR TR, Biizidn
LA WiEE L 200, BKEEZ23#R83E 5 2
ETT VA v IR ERES R K ) LA
. 2 2CHEER 2 TR, RSB 2 L v
BT, MWREEZFRATIULT v ) v TS
HT 20089 aERT 5.

3. ZEBR2

2 2 T, FRBUCEEZ B L 2 WA T, &
WIEEZ BT IUES T A ) v TR ET 2 D
£ aiEiRT 5.

WRDT A v IRFEZ TR EIZ, 65 &
HIZEDZ 77V AFEEOEIE, EHELBREVDHS
WIZNZIWERBWETHI?2” k)i, 7vh— (52
Bl & % —77 v b ORI R &9 5 J5iko3—it
WCdhH 2. z2C F2 i, 7 h— Gl &
5 =77y b DRI G & 5 LT, Rl
ICEIEZ R L 2 WA Th, BEWIEEZFR UL
TYhY) Y ITRPFEET 200 E ) D aERT 5.
b L, RO 7 > Ah ) v IR E R S
GlziE, EBR 3 2EEL, 7)) v ORISR0
TUh =l X BHETH LD, WY A 712Kk B

BTH LD EHSHICT 5.

3.1. EBShE

FiE4E R 7 £ OHIBEENT TICFHRShIE 2 Web
ECEE L 72 Web LIS IE 110 03BN L 7. T
Web | Qualtrics TiZEfT L 7.

3.2. EREE - W - FHEE

F2 ¢b, FEER EEUHEENRZHEH L%, DT
WHEBTFRE 2R TS, 77Ty VTR E
DHEENROY G, EBSE 777 v 7V 7 M
DS L BB E TIE, EB oD, HB0IK
WERDS O E TSI, 77Ty 7V Mo
B ERHEE ST, 77T v 7N ITIDE S DR
XFROIGAITHE L 720, « & THEAFT (n = 26),
H DB, < ETHERNT (n=29) @2 FEA AL 7.
F = 2 NOTIGEEPHEENR DG A, FEESEZI
F = 2 NOTVHRE L IR L T, &5 o0,
HDOIFIRNEE) OpEFRIEE F2a Ao
PEHRERZHEE S 2. F = a NOFREDMHEE R
ROV L 72 HEUL, < & THERWIRE” (n=28),
H 50, L THROERE (n=27) D2 HEZHAL
7z,

33. MR

HEEXRICN LT, Z0Z1NET 28T « BE
ZEML. ZOFER, <L THEOMT 57 v h—D
By & (Mig= 64.692, SDye =193.031), “ & THRWL[T
M7 ¥ A — DG (Mig =23.65517, SDie = 20.461) D2
HREcl, BEAEEZR ok o7 1 (25504) =
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1.078, p = 291, d = 0.31. F7z, “&L THEWEFE" 27
YH—DEEE (M= 65964, SDig=9.134), “ & T H %
WIRE” 237 ¥ 1 — DY (Mig= 65296, SDie= 9.041)
DFRITY, ARELBZEIR SN RDd o7 t (52962) =
0.272, p=.786,d=0.07.

34. EBE

IR 2 DRIRD S, FWRAENEZ 5T 2 SabRE
rFe7yAh—E LTHALGSBICE T A v
RIEFFEEL W EDBHS IS, 2D,
7Y H ) ¥ IR OFEEIIIBIED RRDMETH B
AR RIR S 7z, TS DRI, 7Y A v T
MROFANIZERIEED A2 52T 5 L5
Z 5 EWIEM € 7L (Strack & Mussweiler, 1997;
Mussweiler & Strack, 1999a, 1999b, 2001; Mussweiler,
Strack, & Pfeiffer, 2000) 25 F PHTE L OISR TH
5.

s 2 7 2 L 756G, WKy A7 2/ L%
oG LI LT, 7y A v JRIRBIET S
TJREMEDSE £ % (Harris & Speekenbrink, 2016). S5 2
TlE, Wy 27 2 L7ic b0 637, BRI
Wa sy 2 St BT, 7 A v 73R
AL dpote. 2D, RICHIRY 2 7 2L
o ATy, EIRIIEE 25558 2 Sab#REIE
FEIERLGEIE, 7y Aa ) v ORI REL %
WETFTE .

4. AW

HER, 2 DD S, BliDHR%Z T v A—IZ L1
a, b2 vIE, HREEZFERT 2 SR T2 7
YA LTEGAIE, Ty v IR L &
W EDHER I N7z HERDWIZETIE, BUiE (Jacowitz
& Kahneman, 1995; Wilson et al., 1996; Wong & Kwong,
2000; Critcher & Gilovich, 2008) & EBEIEM: (Strack &
Mussweiler, 1997; Mussweiler & Strack, 1999a, 1999b,
2001; Mussweiler, Strack, & Pfeiffer, 2000) D &5 5237
YAV IRIR A IS DN L GERI T
7. Lo L, KIHEOFEERIC X > TR s AR )
5, Bl & FIREE 235 T 2 SRl EHO 8L 5 —

P1- 41

HEGTE, 7oA v IR EREIE S LD
K L) P ARG S .

4.1. RERMHEEBEBT VA ¥ THROFE
FICEBELREH 2R T O

FERDFZETIE, PR L 22 HIcBE L <, Bt &
Bz &) BRI THBR L 2RI L e d,
BIEDRRIZNFTT v A ) v IRIRBHET 5D,
H 5 WIFHAE & Fpr 2 AaGOR Rk D 7 v A
) ¥ PRIRDFA T B DHIIIETIR 2 Do 7o R
1 DFERDS, 7oA ) v PRIREFREIE L DI
&7 v — & LTS 2 il B0 % AR & 6 2 b
WD B Lot Z2DRo, EIoFRIZMmAINE:
DEWHERTH D EEZD. 7Tvh) v IRIROFA:
12, BUIEICHAL 2 N Z 7RIS B2 22 B & LT,
BAEICHAT 2 INZ 5 2 212 X > THIO TEWIRIEDE
INBOTHDLETHEING. HlZIE, 150 L)
fitiz Bga, REVWERLZZLEH B /T,
150mm ° 150 M DOEEII NS v V) EEE 25560
HDb. ZDlDH, 150 % BT TIRREOLPRAE O L
U2 EMIEEERE LIS EPHTE S, L2 L,
150kg &\ 9 B DEAIE, KIKOEE 150kg 1 LT
HOEKL 5. 20720, BRI kg & AL AZIRT
52 LT, B LEU 2EREEDREEL L EEZS
nas.

FZB 2 DFERD S, BlEE L 2 wlilicid 7 v
ANV IRIREFAEZE D EPEEL W EDMER S
Ntz 774 2 v 7B 2T, ST
EBRESURAYEHINICHEML L T 2854102, a0
PREI NS ZENRASNT VS (Meyer &
Schvaneveldt, 1971). ¥ 7z, SefTHIIE & D AW D =
WRIICHERL L T 2 858 S TR Y < #ieo HIWT
IR 5.2 5 2 EDYAIS T\ % (Slovie, Griffin, &
Tversky, 1990). SEIDFEER1, 2 TlE, HEEWR%ZEHET
ME I, 2D, HHINICH RIS FEIL
TV BEIHORRYS, 7 h ) v VRO FA ICEE
ThDEEZOND. SHOMTETIE, BlHIC X 210
DS OHEE DG, BUESR ST v A ) v
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