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B

The anchoring effect is a phenomenon in which a prior
presentation of a number can change a subsequent numerical
estimation. Previous studies have discussed whether
anchoring effects occur by a numerical priming or a
semantic priming. However, no study has examined whether
anchoring effects occur by only the presentation of numbers
or the presentation of words that induces the semantic
priming without using numbers. In previous studies, it was
thought that the anchoring effect would occur by the
presentation of numbers or the presentation of words that
induces the semantic priming alone, but our study found that
the anchoring effect did not occur with only one of them.
From the results of our study, it was revealed that the
occurrence of the anchoring effect needs to present both
factors. The results of this study suggest that to combine the
two models is important to elucidate the generation

mechanism of anchoring effect.
Keywords — Anchoring effect, Selective Accessibility,
Numerical Priming, Scale Distortion Theory

1. 73 7%BIcBELT

PR SN BUEIG IR R D B E I E 2 5
ZBHNA P ATV A) IR E L THIS T
V» % (Tversky & Kahneman, 1974). Tversky and
Kahneman (1974)D9HETIE. “65”2>“10" Tl £ % £ 9
WEEL72v—Ly P2 LT, &Iy —
Ly FClkESME (7 A—) LEHEIC D Z T 7
Y AFEEOEIG HEENR) DELLBREN, HD
WISV ER D D% R S 78, HEENRO B4
2B G2 HEE S, 2SR, 7 v —Dftini“65”
TH TG DOHEE DT IHEIL 45%HEIIS 1, “10”
TH > TGEDOHEEDHIEIL 25%0M Bl S sz Z

DEYIC, YA B ER, HEICIZERRT
HBHIT DT VA=, Bt DREHE I B fUT
T2 EREKRT S (Tversky & Kahneman, 1974). 7 v
A1) v 7RI HERIC S B on, JEGPN R TE) %2
Gl I IE@EESRELTHMENT Y
(Mussweiler, Englich, & Strack, 2004). %7z, H["5KD X
I RRERAREA L AT 7 v A ) v IR D
BT TLE 9 (Northeraft & Neal, 1987). 213,
BHEDEH ORI 2§ 2B b FELDBIRDF
% JIET (Englich & Mussweiler, 2001). Z D728, &
DX BRI T > A ) v TRIIREFEFRT 5 D 2H
52813, HEEBICORESWEL L5225 L PR
5.

NBIDEESTHRITIL, Eak D> NI 72 Hk 2
Fhid 5> AT L 2 &, MEGRIND DIERA 2k 2
BT AT 1 D2 MEEPAAET % & i
HCIEFE A T3 (Kahneman & Frederick, 2002, 2005).
ZLTC, 7RV ITRIROFEEA = A LIE, TH
WA ORI N 2 DOEEBRRIC X > T8k %
EFZZ 6N T3 (Kahneman, 2011). Eakiyo>NA
72 i 2 IS 2> AT 4 2 DT TR, R L3
TRHELAILK>TT VA VIR EAET S
(Kahneman, 2011). {&% LFEE 7L 2 1%, NEdH 2
iz e T 28X, 52 6N BlEEHRz2 T2 D
(7rh—)E LTHHIL, #EElzdEd 205, Z D
BTt #EEMEZ 7 v — IR E T
LTLE)7”’vt XA TH% (Tversky & Kahneman,
1974). —J5C, RN O EBN 22 HIWT % M6 %
SATAL 1L DRTE, 794 IV Tk TTVAY
VIBFEAET B EEZ S5 TS (Kahneman, 2011).
KR, B 774 2> (Jacowitz & Kahneman, 1995;
Wilson et al., 1996; Wong & Kwong, 2000) & &I 77 A

2 V7" (Strack & Mussweiler, 1997; Mussweiler & Strack,
1999a, b, 2001; Mussweiler, Strack, & Pfeier, 2000)IZ X %
FADMENTH 5, B ZIE, “7300m” & “7.3km” 1L
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BRI %23, SN0 2 5iEIZ R %,
Wong and Kwong, (2000) DWFZETIE, ERdoRl#% 7
VA= LT L 7%, BFESOBEZREOR I %27
M 7E, “7300m” DF57537.3km” X D & K& 724l
PERTEIERMWER L. 2000, 7oAV VT
IRIZBE T T4 S v k> TRET S ERBIN
7o, —J5C, “HiE 150m” & & 150m” 13 [H Uiz
L C\W328 B33 E%2R L T\ 5%, Strack and
Mussweiler (1997)DHWZE T, EEED 7 v A —% A
LIS 7 v 7 7V T DR S 2 fEE S 154,
“EIE 150m” DADERRIHEE IHBET % 2 L R
L7z, 2D EDS, Pyh Y v IEIRIEER 74
SV ko THRAET B EFERZINS, Strack and
Mussweiler (1997)DHFZECIX, B & HEERNSRDORIT
D UIRHZ, 774 2 v 7 %FFHT BRI 215
HBLBEEZONTOS, BIZIEX, “TI73v Ty 7Ny
MO I” 2 H#HEE I 254, FUXILOf: S
ThHD, “BEEIIR R XL TH D LERIND. £
DI=DORNRDFERT 54 I v SO &, 7V
AV v ORI Z R BT, Hl E HEERR O
TR EbE LT, “REVWPIYNI W R EDERE %
FERSNED B ERH 5. AT L 1 BETT
DT A TIROFEEA N = AL, BlE 77 4
SUTRDD, HEVIIERTTA IV T RDhIER
Ikt v, SfTgETIE, Ty Ay v s
BhRE FEA S BBRIC, “7300m”RUE S 150m” E V9
XS, BT I94 SV EBWRT T4 2 v DI
BFHFET HHEEMHHLTWE. DF D, “7300m” T
WX, “RVOHEEE & v BIE E 973007 &S BfED 2 D
DR L TE D, “HS 150m” TlE, “HE T
IR ) IR & 1507 &V ) BHEHD 2 D DRl
ML TW5, 207280, EERICBEDO A %2R L 7:
L6, BWNZRIEHE L2 T 2 HGE0 A 2R L
TR o h ) v TR E T 2 DD E 9 23R
AEZ T, AWFFETIE, EiLD 77 A4 LD
RTT V) v IRIRIBFBRTEET 50089 %
MER L 72,

2. SEBR1

Fhi 1 TlE, BEOAZIER L 7GHIcT v A v
TNRDFET 200 E ) a7, e T
W, BN L E HEE RO EE SRR EVH D0
NS DD E RS RIC, ¥ =77y Oz
I HEBFRENTIMCTH 5. /5T, Bl & #HE

A-1

ENGRE I 5 2 LT, BRI AL e E D3
LGINs AR H 5. B2, “150” " HAAND
PRER” %2 L S 9 72856, FEERSINE D3 150kg” & H
FHNTHNL 2 (A S T HARAD IR E” & i3
LAREMEDS D 5. 2D, Wiy A7 2R L7248
&, B2 2R % E L THHTE T on ) »
ZHEET 2D >TL £ 9. FEBRIC, Tversky
and Kahneman (1974)DFEERTHHAED A ZTER L, £
fill L HEERNRZ IR I W7 BICHEEEZ S H 2 LT
VAV Y TR ERMERL TS, £, HEEL
IIBHRTH 2 13T DI IRER S DB, Bz
WEHE L 7o it I8 %2 5.2 5 2 L 2R L 72
(Ariely, Loewenstein, & Prelec, 2003, 2006) IZE\\Td,
2 REER S OBiE & Rt OAlifg 2 bl S & 7 1%, 7
2 HE L 72 il 2 #EESET0 5. 20 K9 28
56, Ff 1 TIACROMIATEH ST E 7 i
8 A7 Z I IR A S L 7

2.1. EBSE
FIERBME (n =59, Muge = 47.23, SDuge= 11.11, Women
= 32, Men = 27), ¥ Rakuten Insight

(https://insight.rakuten.cojp) TH4E L, FEH#IE Qualtrics
TIEfT L 72 (http://www.qualtrics.com). FERESINH L%
RXAET 5 728, G¥Power (Version 3.1.9.3) (Faul, Erdfelder,
Lang, & Buchner, 2007) CHHIBEZ FE L 72. 7~
ANV TRD X Z TR, T AY) v T DORRE
F =030 XD HEVLORFREIN TR
(Guthrie & Orr, 2006). % D7-&, G*Power % FIIFH T %5
12, =030 CHIHIIBEZ I L 72 (r=0.30 13, Effect
Size Converter [http:/escal.site]Z i L, ZiliTdH 2%h
B d=0.629 122 L TR L %), £7, SO
TlE, REVEEZ B 2770 NS W EiEZz W 5 X
DHRELHEEMPIFOND EFHRLT0E7D, i
e oI E 2 B L 72. Z DfGEHE, 1 DORET
32 ZHiiEDFERSINE DINTE & B S 1172 (Detection
power = 80%, a. = .05). ZD7=®, SRIDHZETIE 324
i DERSINE 2L LTz, 985 1 T, #EES
28 —7y + D% IR A > Tl | HOSINE
a6 lRwiz. LT O ToOHEERT, BTk
(Rakuten Insight), SE5RZ{T/575 (Qualtrics), FHRSNE
BUCBH T 2 0E 1Al D)5z EhE L 7.

22, SEBREHUE - WK - FHTE
% DHANDEREZRS 0 EEZL5NS"F =
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I NDNVIMRE” 2 HEENRUICEOE L 7. TR,
“150”, “25” 2 FEEEZ I L, 2 #ECHERRZ I3 L 7.

“150”, “25" D 1 FfE 7 v 5 LICERSN
FHERL, “fEEINT D EB DD ZME LT
(I EHEM L7 20k, “F = a AOVRE
BEDLS bW EEEWE T ?2” L EHRL, izl
S

23. MR

EER1 DR 2 X 1I2a 3. 2#[E T Wilcoxon
rank-sum test % FEf L 72 F5 3, “150” (Mediani, = 68,
SDie=10.53) & “25” (Medianig= 65, SDig= 7.49)% HllJ
W L 72 CHERED R S s o7z (p = 26,
z=.14,r=.14).

24. EBE

FER DR S, BlED A2 58 L 7 fli Tl 7
VAV IRIREFFH LRI EPRBI N,
T, EERICIIIEREH SN T E - FiEk & 135872 % 51k
CTERBMAFM L 2. 2070, FRFIEICKEIFE
T30, FERITIET7 VA ) v RSB S s
Do 1 REMED B 5.

3. B2

F2hR2 Tl FHR1 kﬂt%ﬁﬁiﬂi%@ﬁﬁt FEhd 1
ENFR DA L 22SE T v A ) v IR
BN D EH f.?)%:ﬁ%wu L7z, Rz, Bfid & 7
%ﬁﬁn%ﬁbk%ﬁu?/ﬁU/ﬁw%ﬁ%$?%
DPE ) DR L7z, Y A7 2 FHH L Tokn
FATIE T, ROEI ZHEIEEICX Y Y OHE
IEWESIED L, ¥V VyOEIICHT HEEIEE
5252 EDMERI LT 5 (Harris & Speekenbrink,
2016). LEEDTHETIE, “BiE” 1 “HA 2 S 2 5
DA & B DIRER” &\ ) FR o R PR S8 C
WBD, BN DELERZ T TS T v A vV IIRICE

BISHELR 5.2 %5 L PR, F82 TR BiE 1o« B
@A%ﬂiﬂm& IATBE S IR FEh L 7.

3.1. EBSE
62 ADIFERIZSIN L 72 (Mage =
Women =41, Men =21).

46.96, SDuge= 10.69,

A-1

100

NS

2. € Group
% e

Estimation

High Low

X 1 Fxa NOVEREZHEE L 7Mli2 N4 4~
7ay b LM, fEiioHA7IE kg 278 L CT05b. NS p
> 05

100

V| Group
50 t‘%‘?

Estimation

High Low
X 2 Fxa NOVIREZHEE L 2 4 4 v

7y b LK. fthoRALIE kg 2R L TW05.% p
<.05

3.2, SEEREUE - FIBL - FHEE

Fg 2 I, R LRI, R E
ZER U7z, —757C, SEBR2 CI Bl 12 “ B0 2 i 2
7-“150kg”, “25kg” Z B AEH L 72

33. MR

FERDFER % K218 T, “150kg” (Mediani, = 68,
SDie=7.20) & “25kg” (Medianig= 65, SDie=1.52)% Jllii
WAFH L 728 cHEE R AV R SN (p=.03,2= 28,
r=27).

34. BE
EBDDOFERD 6, Y A 7 % L 72\ WHEERT

EDOHETY, 7V AV v ISR RET AN
MERZ Nz, E12, EERL, 20855806, “Hf 0 E
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W7 A Y TRIROFBENE R 52T 5 2 D
HHS o 7.

4. SEBR3

FhR 1 TlE, BEOAZIER L 7G/IcT v A v
TRIRIEFE L R EDHS I o7, iR 3 T
WBERT I I VTP R ) v IRIRBRET 2D
PEI MR L 72 K, Bz g L Ui
U, HRIN R IE L 2878 T 2 GED Az il & L
THH LIS v A ) v PR AET 2008
R L7z,

4.1. EBRShF

56 ZDIFEERICSIN L 72 (Mage = 44.51, SDuge= 1138,
Women = 34, Men = 22). #(EI ¥ 25—y bDfix
FERRTICH > T2 2 ZBDBIEE N S Bz

42. FEEBRHE - JIBL - FheE

FRE 3 T L THHEWEE", “& THRWAE"Z
FRg e UL 72, SEBRSneE 3 LEdoRlg & “F
= A NDVHERE D EL 5D3HE, H 5 IR &
B on% PR, “TF 2 a AOVRE" I3 kg
DT

100

NS.
C [
Qo
'g 50 ?&%‘Up
B
w
High Low

X 8 = a ADOVIREZHEE L 7-fiz N4 )~
7ay b LK. fEioF71E kg 278 L TW5. NSp
> 05

A-1

43. WEE

FEEOMRZKIICRT., “LTHERVEKER”,
(Medianig = 65, SDig= 9.13) & “ & THIRNMEE" (Mg =
65, SDig= 8.87)% FIBUZMEH L 72 CHE 203,
SNED o (p=.99,z=.04,r=.04).

44. EBE

FEBB3ORERD S, Bz f e L i3I,
BRI TG 2 356 T 2 BB A 2 fili & L <A
LB 7 A ) v ZRIRIEFE L e 2 L DR S
niz.

5. SER4

I 1, 3 DR 5, BUEDAZHEIR LI T ¥ 7 —,
H 2 VIFERIE 2T T 2 HEEOAZ TV A —IC L
THAEDBTIUTB W TO 7 A v 7RIS E L
DI EPHERI N, s ORI, T T
FOoNTOBAAR LT 2HDTH 5. JATHIFE T,
BiiE7"7 4 27 (Jacowitz & Kahneman, 1995; Wilson
et al., 1996; Wong & Kwong, 2000)b k774 2~ 7
(Strack & Mussweiler, 1997; Mussweiler & Strack, 1999a, b,
2001; Mussweiler, Strack, & Pfeier, 2000)b 7> A Y > 7
RIFI B R 5.2 5 LRI T 5. RSE LHER
DR TR S NI S, 7oA v IR OFREE
V3Bl & BRIEE DM T D3N EE e DTl e AR
FrH T, 2 2T, Bl & BWRIEEOM T 2 5
LIED, EDX) BT ) v IRIRICE R
DM E ) DRER L 7.

51. EBRSINE

231 BFERICSIM L 72 (Mage = 45.72, SDage= 9.73,
Women = 98, Men = 133). #E I %5 —77 v P Dffiz
FERRTICH > Ttz 1 BDBIEE N S Rz

5.2. SHEERHGE - JIBL - FheE

IR 4 TlE, “1507, “257, “LTHHEWAKE, “LC
HERORE”, “ L THEOWIRE 150kg”, “& THEEOE
H25kg” PR T B 6 BEICINZ T, 7o h—% AL &
way ba— VO GEr 7 BEREH L 72 “1507, “257
ZRIE LTI L 7285501393880 1, “L THEOLE
H L THRRORE, “LCTHHEWIKE 150kg”, “&
THEMEE 25kg” 2 L 785612139856 3 LR U
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ThECHER L. av ru =BT, 7vh—%
I = 2 NOIGERE" 13 kg 72 LMD
DT ST, FHR 4 T3, “%TL%@J@M?&%@
SEI LD E ) D% 0-101 B ClE 3. %
7o, “ETHEOWEE" L7 ETHRAEKE" 2 A L 72
BRI, BRNZIEH L2 TE TR 200 E) %
iR T 2720, Lt 2 ffEZ 7 v A —Iflif L 723
12, ‘B L7 LT, B EJRE 7270, b &
U 720" % 0-101 B CllE S ¢ 7.

53. fEe
“ETHHEOVLARER” L“LTHROWAR O 2ffilHE 7
—IZH L 7B, “Pon L 7RI s L ¢, Ew
UEL 7222, B Uﬁﬁl,fvb:”%: 0-101 B ClRIZ S
7R 2 BEICHAZ L 72, 2 ofEE, “E THERVLE
", (Mediang = 62, SDie= 16.71) & “ & THERNARE”
(Mig=43.5, SDig=18.84) Z FRBUIZ A L 72 2 BEfHI AR
tt%‘ébiﬁ 57z (p<.001,z=.6,r=.53).
07, “LTHEWAKE”, “LTHEWKRE 150ke”
%TLtﬁa‘ék ay ra—)UitD 4 fECa#E L
AR (X 4), BIEOHE (F= 1037, p < .01), EWKG
TR T 2HEEOHRE (F=18.16, p < .001), Zi15
DEHAEH (F=16.30, p < 00)IZEB W THERZEDH
S, Fz, 257, L THROLIAE”, “LTHER
RE25kg” N LBEE, 3 Y b u— LD 4 FECoHL
e LTRSS (K5), BhEDERE (F=10.55, p < .01),
WG 25T 2 HEEDOAME (F= 746, p < 01), Z
NoDRHEH (F=17.62, p < ODICBWTHERED
Hont., Tno0FRIE, AREACHMFMT K
TIREIND Z EICHEEI N, L?ﬂ@%ﬁ%ccﬂt
C, Bonferroni Fi%&7% i L 7= BEIKORERZ £ 1, 2
12789, Bonferroni ¥ CH#E L, 2 TORCHEIIKE
L R E R 3 IR T. 2, “Fx a AWK
HOHEE L PR LR HEEDSHZ I L e Dn E
) D" DORNCHE MR I e - 72 (R7=0.02,
p = .73). LELOMBISHT T, HIEZEIER L oz
a v b a— VBRI SR L 72

54. EZ

FERDFERD &, BUHEDOFR & RN 2 1E L 2 55
T HHGEDOR RO K >TT A v 7%
WASAET 3 2 L AWER S

F7o, “ETHHRWEE"E L THRORE"Z T

A-1

WA L 7228 C, FRcs LT L 2 HSICHE
BAEDPHEONT. ZO/E»6, “LTHERVWEKE" &
“CETHBORE" 2RI L 2B, BRI RS
P2 TEFE L T 2 DRI Tz,
51T, “F = a NOVIERE" OHEE & “Bon L 7
iz HEE DSHIC LD E 9 2 DN HIBIRI%R
DHERI N0 2 &5, SDOEE T &1 L
T, WM ERERICRHT 22Ty v IR
ROPFBEL T EDITTIE RO DRI N, %
D7, S OFETIE, B> NE I %2
Fhi s 5> AT 220 T CHH SN AR & 7 n
£ A (Kahneman, 2011) & 13572 % 70 A TT7 v A Y
VIRNRDIFA LT LRI T, F TSR TORE
IBI N T 2 256EwIEL  (Northeraft & Neale, 1987)
EL—HLZOLERENE S L. S ahHEm I
(Northcraft & Neale, 1987) & (%, FaE 06 R I iz
HEHEE I AR 72 TS & ERSMEDMEZ B 2 &
B Y (Grice, 1975), LRLDBHTT ¥ A v 73R
AT B EEZ D (Northeraft & Neale, 1987)T
bH5.

High Anchor

Semantics
o

©— Yes
No

No Yes

e

Estimation (kg)
50 55 60 65 70 75 80
1

Numbers

B 4 “150”, “LCTHHEWEKE", “LTHEOKE
150kg” %rw e, avbue—LHtD 4 BECHIY
iz L7452 R L 721X, Numbers (3256 % BRI
M L7202 E ) %> Semantics (FEMRI TG ZFEHET
LHEERZHH L 720 8 a2 R L T b
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Low Anchor

o

No Yes

Semantics

No
—— Yes

Estimation (kg)
1 1 ! |

50 55 60 65 70 75 80

Numbers

X 5 “257, “& THIENAER”, “& THEAHE 25kg”
ZRLIREE, av ba—H D 4 FECOEOMTE L
7 hER 2 R L 721X, Numbers 1355 % il L 7
2> E 9 . Semantics 1RGN Z FEFHT 2 HEE
ZEEHL 72 E)DERL TV,

1

“150”, “& THHEWKRE", “L THEWKE 150kg” %

NLREE, av bu— 0 4 FECLEINK L E
L7 %2R L723K. “Control”ld 2 v 1 — )LEE,

“Num” 11507, “Sem” 1Z“ & CTH HEHVIKE",
“NumSem”(F“ & THHEVAE 150kg” 2K L T 5.

A-1

%3

LT ORECH R 2 S0 L 7<fiR 2 R L7k “C”

WFay e =)L, “NH”12“1507, “SH”IE“ & THE

RER”, “NSH”I1E“ & THEAE 150kg”, “NL”1“25”,
“SL7IE* & THIEWAE”, “NSL”I3“ & THRWAE

25kg" Z R L T 5. ROMOfEIZ p 2R LTV 5.

C NH NL NSH NSL SH
NH 1
NL 1 1
NSH <.001 <.001 <.001
NSL <.001 <.01 <.01 <.001
SH 1 1 1 <.001 <.001
SL 1 1 1 <.001 <.001 1

Control Num NumSem
Num p=1
NumSem p<.001 p<.001
Sem p=1 p=1 p<.001
* 2

“257, “LTHIBROAE”, “ & THIROIRE 25kg” %
LBEE, av bu—)UitD 4 FECHHEIE A 26 L
ToRERZ RN L 723, “Control”lZ 2 > b @ —)LEE, “Num”
13257, “Sem”1x“ & THFWAKE”, “NumSem”13“ &
THIRRE 25kg" 2R LT\ 5,

Control Num NumSem
Num p=1
NumSem p<.001 p<.01
Sem p=1 p=1 p<.001

6. WO

ERDWTETIE, T AT LEBETITBWT, Bl
TIAIVITDERTIA IV TDEL —/TT
VA VTR T B EEZ ST AR
DRERIL, LELOBNDMISH37 > ) v TERDFE
NS T = [=% N Nl B X (€1 = Yo% a W 1= A S
TR v IROERERETERHEIELEE
2615,

T YA Y TOMROFEER ) = A LIS, Bk 2B
SR S 1T %5 (Mussweiler, Englich, & Strack,
2004). FHIRENZ DD, (R L% 7" 0 & 208l
774 27" (Jacowitz & Kahneman, 1995; Wilson et al.,
1996; Wong & Kwong, 2000) & =77 A 2 > 7" (Strack
& Mussweiler, 1997; Mussweiler & Strack, 1999a, b, 2001;
Mussweiler, Strack, & Pfeier, 2000) CdH 5. Z DAHIZ D,
54. OFELTNT-AEEEERIET  (Northeraft & Neale,
1987)%°, NEEEAME (Frederick & Mochon, 2012)237
£ %, REEAM (Frederick & Mochon, 2012) & 13,
T A= Z S NIGG, FRSIEIRHEENRIC
B9 2 RANDIK U ITIZZAG L s, FEERSINE D3¢
OHEENRNDRIEDZ T2 LItk > TT7 A
VIR ET L EFZEZ D BRI, TIA T
~OEEZ R Y FCHEE SR EICF ) v OFED R
v RCHEE S ¥ GG, AIEPREICERZLZ 5.



20200 00000000037000

—JIT, T4 7~ DEFEZTERREEHIL THEE S ¥ 7%

XY UOEED XY P CHESEGA, HiE iR
%’%i%gxﬁWG%®mk&MWMnmu)u®
FETIL, MGORETT 74 V'~ DREZFRE LT
L TWwE Y, BKR774 37 (Strack &
Mussweiler, 1997, Mussweiler & Strack, 1999a, b, 2001;
Mussweiler, Strack, & Pfeier, 2000)72\F 237 > 4 ) ¥ 7%
ROFEHENDLER, ELSDETH Ty A v
IRIIFET S EFHEINS. ZD72, Frederick and
Mochon (2012)DHIZE T, BEWAE (774 7 <Dk
HE) 2RISR E LS NS 2 L3% ) v okEREZIIR
(U IE2DTIRAL, XV FEw)RIUREZ R
DRI FIFSNINE DB OREICEE T 5 RIEZ FED
52 BTk o THEE LD R T 5 LHEZ 5. SllD
WFEAE AL, REEEAME (Frederick & Mochon, 2012)
EL—HT2EBE N TS, flZIE, REEEA
B (Frederick & Mochon, 2012) T, B AmEIZE
TOREZIRXERD L) b DIEEEZTVS. 2Dk
&, ERUNTBUE" 720 T, ED KD RREZR
LT3 D0“HA” R B DR &> 9 “TEIRIY

TEHRDSEE L 2 5. FHR, 2, 3, 4TI, “BdiE”ihn
Z RN D7 > A ) v RO FEAN b
AURTHZ 2 EztER L. SORGIE, 7T AhY
VI RIRDF LD BT T T A 2 v 7 (Jacowitz
& Kahneman, 1995; Wilson et al., 1996; Wong & Kwong,
2000) & FE 77 4 2~ 7 (Strack & Mussweiler, 1997;
Mussweiler & Strack, 1999a, b, 2001; Mussweiler, Strack, &
Pfeier, 2000) TIEFIHTE Zo\>—) ¢, REEAHE
(Frederick & Mochon, 2012)TIZFiHHTE % 5l L AHEDS
Z\. DD, HE” ECERNRER ZE L TWw S
REEZZAMLI R 57 0121F, “BUE” & “ERR 72 [
R L7774 2 v TR L EZ S5
5. 25 DIETIE, “BiE” & “RIRIN R R 2
W L7277 A4 v RS T v 7 ) ¥ 73RO
FAENCHIETH B LW S DI L ARFFRGI &, Rl
DEEZEDORERTED 5 T LI K-> THEEZAL A
T2 EEZ B NEEAMEE OBSEZIHS 2 LT
2 ET, FoiEmz2 —BRREIE 2 2 LGS

A-1

nas.

SRIDWFNE, 7 AV v IRIROFEERX S =K L
X H 26 77 4 S > 7 (Jacowitz & Kahneman,
1995; Wilson et al., 1996; Wong & Kwong, 2000) & 70 7°
74 27 (Strack & Mussweiler, 1997; Mussweiler &
Strack, 1999a, b, 2001; Mussweiler, Strack, & Pfeier, 2000)
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