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Is the anchoring effect a form of semantic priming?:
A conceptual replication of Mussweiler and Strack (2000)
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Figure 1
Mussweiler & Strack (2000) Study 1 (A) &AHFZE (B) Ot

A: Mussweiler & Strack (2000) Study1
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LDT DA Z AR AR LI2 7 4 VA M7 |y b
Study Estimate [95% CI]
MS2000-Study1 (n = 14 + 14) |—-—1 0.70 [-0.06, 1.47]
MS2000-Study2 (n = 13 + 17) |——-—| 0.51[-0.23, 1.24]
NYH2025-Class6 (n = 8 + 12) s | 0.47 [-0.44, 1.37]
NYH2025-Class9 (n = 11 + 10) L Ema— 0.46 [-0.41, 1.32]
NYH2025-Class4 (n = 11 + 10) —— 0.38 [-0.49, 1.24]
NYH2025-Class12 (n = 11 + 10) e 0.36 [-0.51, 1.22]
NYH2025-Class7 (n = 12 + 9) A 0.32 [-0.55, 1.19]
NYH2025-Class10 (n = 10 + 10) I—-—-—| 0.25[-0.63, 1.13]
H2019-Study4 (n = 63 + 63) H—| 0.19 [-0.16, 0.54]
NYH2025-Study1b (n = 122 + 126) m 0.14 [-0.11, 0.39]
NYH2025-Class11 (n = 10 + 10) |—'—| 0.09 [-0.78, 0.97]
NYH2025-Study2b (n = 118 + 116) m 0.08 [-0.17, 0.34]
H2019-Study?2 (n = 63 + 62) |—-—| 0.04 [-0.31, 0.39]
H2019-Study3 (n = 62 + 64) |—-—| 0.02 [-0.33, 0.37]
NYH2025-Class3 (n = 10 + 10) |—4—| -0.02 [-0.90, 0.85]
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NYH2025-Class1 (n = 9 + 10) |—-—¢ -0.32[-1.23, 0.59]
Overall effect ’ 0.06 [-0.04, 0.16]
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