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Abstract

The research is conducted to figure out the associations between anchor characteristics and
presentation time to anchoring effects. The independent variables are anchor values, anchor cha-
racteristics and presentation time. The dependent variables are reaction time and estimate values.
The results showed that the main effect of anchor characteristics is significant; the reaction time
of Arabic number values is faster than that of Chinese number values; the main effect of presenta-
tion time is not significant; there is an interaction between anchor values and anchor characteris-
tics. Further study found that under the two levels of anchor values, the simple effect of anchor
characteristics is significant. When subjects are faced with high anchor values, the estimate values
of Arabic number values are higher than Chinese number values; when subjects are faced with low
anchor values, the estimate values of Arabic number values are lower than Chinese number values.
At the same time, under the two levels of anchor characteristics, the simple effect of anchor values
is also significant.
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1. 5|

HiiE RUSAE N — MG, A7 E T AEVE 0007 7 I, 2 AT o5 % — See 2 i Al B
CUHITUG A, SFM A RIBUES BT I T, AR5 (E B AT e . Rk kR
P, ATEAS IR E OS2 2] T 8w OB R o KSR I Al TR0 CR ARG T P 35 2 [R) 2 A
TR ALK, RN, AR F A B MR, e o AT BT, 1ER
anitl, RGBT TR R ORI R AR F LA, LIS B T S bR AR T R AR A L

fif 7€ %8 (anchoring effects) /& F8 75 AN 175 52 10 A W 5 e sk v, AT SRR E ST 22 3R e 20
MBS BRI WILE RS2, DARIAGE N S B SOEAT R R A o, (RX PR A A 7 0y, A5 Hoi
S PRIt T 225 SR O ) A2 (R v 2 3 U A T AR DU 5 SR A ) PR — ol S0 B A 22 B 5 (Tversky &
Kahneman, 1974). 7EAx 2 S8 W1 5 o 55 1] R 9, i 8 RON R #45 21 T30 UE o /B0 A 38 H 18 75 75 T
T, QB T PR I8 R T T S 7 PRS2, R 380 DR T 2 v 8, il E A T AR B AR ks HoAs s H
PAREEVEAG . PR R A R R ) SRR A TR R AR AN T AR RV ) AR (e
F122 %, 2009). HET, 1RZHRE: TAEE 4 &I KR T Tversky #1 Kahneman [ 7iiu s, AU anit,
AT R AL R ) 7 AR LS E B, AR 7 1) 3IE B T 4 58 R00RE & — 5 i R 322 {H S DAA T
I ) H4 TR 22

2. HiEYNEERP
2.1 AR FHERR

R EI R AR, Tversky Al Kahneman 78 1974 fE 5G4 1 1 — R BENLA], Al 19 9 B 52
bR E IR EE () — N ah A, R DL AR IR ANt 47 A %2 . Jacowitz Al Kahneman (1995)%f F1X — W &
BT T — DR, RO R — AN TR VS B, R R AT S A BV P R R T . i
T T AR, AR S A B G R 1 AR R TR RE, BIARA S EEL & E . H
J&i » Epley A1 Gilovich (2006) SRS R g R 1 48 2 AN 78 70 1B ) L BRIS AR RD AR, A A TS0 48 7 R R AE X
58 - #AE - {58 - 1B H (test-operate-test-exit) ” [FE I X R AT, AR — AN B e (B I 2 f 8 “mT
etk - 782> PE (possibly-sufficient)” 9 Ji i3k AT 1 %
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2.2, IEFBEIFRE

Malladi #1 Min (2005) M A B (015 555 2805 46 41 22 DA R 90 A SR I JE Al b, 4R i 77 3 PRl ik A Y
(selective accessibility model). iX—BAIN Ny L LB ) RN, AATT20 % B AR 525 B s Ak (i e (A 12
TR, AT B AR S R ST HEA 2, A CZ 5 5 — SO AR R U R A3 UG . B
G, RS FIWAT S, AT PR ARG THE, MRS IRIA 5 RS 5, Brbh, M
(ESRKFRE b2 dami =28 M 54w (H — SO RR IR, TR AE= A4 1 4l 808 .

2.3. WmTHER

Epley 1 Gilovich (2005)% & T LA B AN, $2H T i RN 100NN TR A . ax — 5280 (1 2 i
SR AERT A R 2 b, AR 1SRG A R M8 2 B B AR I R AN AN SRR A A . e
BT B AR, BT R MERE ER AR EE, BTOAT B HEH TR T, EERE 4
AAATTRT A SZ FIBUE, LB A TS 2 B RN A IR A AR RE J)s M B AT AR AR, BT AT
SRR MEA AR MR, NI S5 —S00E BA RS B sk, 7 ETH Rk EES, EiX
Fif 0 R IRA TR AR BE AL R AR . SIS th 8 8] 7 KESEIER I R, 2R Ril,
I SR E) RN ZE TN R R A T A A S BB IR R, wT kS B R AR ) A o AL
J8E, AEUKT AR R 7 AR 1 4 E SON VA R2 A (Epley & Gilovich, 2010).

3. MEBNHRIER
3.1 REEERN

A G 8 5 O FRBIF 70 R P 1 22 i 5 25 1 2 (two-step paradigm) (Epley & Gilovich, 2005), 55— ¥ 46 /2
I AL, AR5 B R AR H A BT AR A A R v T A BRI T A B WA [, B PR
SR T B PR 200 2R . Wong S50, A5 A2 1) o 1) B2 ) IR 266 0] S T ) U7 P9 28 B AH
KM, Al e — i S Bh(semantic priming) T 2K W R 22, DRHAE AL Gu e 08 R I e SRR

15 = A 3h ¥ 2 (semantic priming paradigm).

3.2. EAHWEBN

Wilson 25 A (1996)#2 ! 1 A4l & i X (basic anchoring effect), ‘& & 75 %% i 4 7 Y AT 75 1) o 558
FEAET . Wilson 28 NIAR, A& Geil e Y b 60 & 1 B A S 300 T8 A= AR IR AR b R 1, AR St
— AN TE BT AR T DA AR T N . FEAE G E RN R I S, e i SR S H AR
BEATAMREIILLER, SR PR ST, TR T e SN AR, B TR — RUR IR AT RS
FINEEEITECT AR AR 2 . A 703 2R B AR 1 9 28 15 2536 2 (numerical priming para-
digm).

3.3. I TFBaIERN

RS 2 7E 1) U B b A SR A 2 EU ) H FRAsAE, B8 N RTEE S . X— BB R 2
ANAE T H %A, Mussweiler 55 AR T — 38 B4 5835 X——81 7 5 3l (subliminal priming)yi . £
EAEA S, — MR E 2 BIEHOR, IR 5B GAERE AN T E OV 2 B AR R AR (Mussweiler &
Englich, 2005). — R SL5 K H 0 8 47 A7 BEER AR N RORIT, 2 15 sh 8 E 5 AR B 2 0
(IR [AIA) R, 25 SRR, SEI0 AT A0 B T B E AR S md 1 gl E R W, ) sl EZh T s
fETHE, TR A T BRA A . 7F Mussweiler 25 ANBGAIE 1 i B IRE AR (R RIE, A mF R
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BT, 0T T B o o D A P S R A TS B — AN E BRI BR DL E, A 2 7 AR A 5E e 22 (Brewer &
Chapman, 2002). F& 1 B A 7E BN TAMA R A 2 7= A gm0, 43P (2009) i i S 56 i B HESUE 4 7E
BT P e g SR S AR — 3
4. [E)ERERARENX

M 20 22 70 AR EAS, ReRRIE TR, KTHE MR RIS IMIE (G, e, T,
TR, skFEMH, 20105 20K, REH, KEM, B #H2, BFHEY, 2010). HFRERE®K, BE
B, £, 2840, 2008; MXIE, 2008). CEHLHEI(HMER, FSLE, DERFE, 2008; XIF, 2011; FIHE
£, 2013)%5 05T, B3 T AR (R A bR . (B, BT B B 78 SCHR AR B AN 44 A m] LR B
H T St 5 RGN T FAE 7T O D S b A, A 24 B AR I T SR S B AR A X AT AT R A e LR AR
MUBGTIE, X T - S BU4 52 In) B0 SIS IR] B (B RO 55 ) A R B 5 Ry R G AL IR E

TEARTEH, AT EAE AR/ P2 A Al T BB, AR AT BB 2 32 B4 1 S RRIE RS2, LU T 4 D B
PR SHME SO, A RESRHE R 2307 AT e 2 S EIA R PEEA T, AR R R,
FIT AASHIE 0T NATTHE R 552 -5 4007 v i b AT TR 0 ) R o B AR

5. SCIEHASE
5.1. MBS RER

5.1.1. HAZER/RY
IRFCAN RV R R AL (SR AP K P SO0 ) RS2 LI 8] CRELINT A )Xo 5 R0 520

5.1.2. HEEIL

1) BEARFAEXTAG T SOSEIS f TE RN 2, e S S N R s I N A 3 KT B A e S N
SN 5 BARFALEOS it THE A0 2 RN A 2

2) HERT SOSIN B RN AN, A THE R RN, e A B 3 e T

3) B [10T S WL A A S B AN SR 25, XAl (B R T RN AN S 3

4) HORHIE S RPN A SOMIN B EAR R R, A THE S AR AN B

5.2. SKB7E

5.2.1. #ikiEsE
BB R EAN R R AR JR )R 2E 60 44, S A AT, MUERIRIEIE R o Herp it 2IA R, HH
I 2B PRI 30 4.

5.2.2. SEIRWiT

ASLIG A 2 (BEHFAE: FIRAAA BT A SCE T ah) x 2 (BlE: . (R4 x 2 (BN R, K
R B F AP AR E RS N N A B, I IR) AR AR B . 838 B g g aaote) ) RG] S 7 B T Ay
THH.
5.3. SEIEMRL

RSB0 4 8 )R, 1EUSEIR RS 12 38 W), A L S0 1 St EUM T 20 1 4L G e T
& Kahneman I Tversky 12 F1H 58 A Bl R FH R SE 565 55t IX b SEIOHE St s S2mF Fo B ds i, o “dE
PN Z B % B RS B B OSBRI 5 BE 4 R KT 10%, 28T 10%? A4, FEMEREHEE
B4 [ [ BB BT 5 B SEBR E 4 b2 2 D AE R T — AN K . 7 S0 ST R, R IR
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R FRAE PRI P A8 v, DAZE T SABUAD 1) R RS R AIT 9 i AR 8 R I 2 M SEIR iR R B T 2 ML)
fegitiE e NG =, BEERIELIMALERE T, SaARLNE S, B 7 S50t i
I H . b 6 JE I R M EUE BT A e 23, 540 6 TE R R EUE I A Sy 2. 2t TSk
X, Ml T ISR A THE — M HEZE B Dy i, AR T SIS A T B — MR BB S R

5.4. LR

A2 K FH A% 48 4 78 0N BRI F Tversky AT Kahneman (1974) #7525 R 20 st 72 38 20 77 48 1 4l
SERNL . SEER A E-prime BEFgmAE, SEER - APEANBY B SR TT AR 15 VR gt N SIS IR RE 2
Rr S BRI e P B

1) ZIIBEL

PO i dE A8, B NORERSET LS NI — AN AREN S+, bREELIITME. RIGERRET
e AN — PR (R R ), VR AR B — B TR ) A AR ST T T (T [P
KT AT E L 0] B PR 1EMAN A OXF B E R, EIRE A U RS T A U &3
MR BRI AT . S TR i RICFTIB AT, AT 78 AN RN R T IS e (AR I B s . B 5
JE S [Enter| BT AR, 7 I B IEE 4 NMRIR.

2) IESEEGR B

PR e SiE,  “AoIM BB R, THIEER TR BN ELR IR .

IEARELEGAFE 12 Nk it 52 B[R] 6 %) 261 2 LIS (] 2 5000 ms, 7] i@t 52 JLER 1)< P 2L 7 52 30
I} [H] 2 10,000 ms. TS E B A R SS FAG THE . T AL ms, 1R 7E N+l ms. BN SEER K
UON: BT ENLRRR R I 2 E “+” LA 1000 ms, 535 76 5 %5 (1 b o S B0 A, R
Tk N, T O, BN RS THE, BN MR BRI B E A LB E -

5.5. BiEALEE

WHFEfE Al SPSS19.0 BEATEEGL it 70 b, Sl Kkt i~ 20 7K P = AN 22 O Bl
6. KIS
6.1. ETFMRNMNHY=ERAESH

XPRE R S S 2 (CHERFAE: Bl hi A0l , A SO 4i) > 2 (RE: i (4 x 2 (SR I [)
RN« I I B IR TT 22504, e S [A) R i le) AR B, BARPE AN AME R R R AN A R .
F LA, ACRENE, B ONHERHIE, R ONEDURFE],

i Z T R R

1) HEEARON A2, F(1,178) = 3.807, p =0.053 > 0.05.

2) HHHRER) ERN B3, F(1,178) = 5.662, p = 0.018 < 0.05. Bl A1 Hr 4l it S i st B S48 TP o

EE s AP SINA
3) IR FE RN B, F(1,178) = 134.388, p < 0.05. %6 5 3L SN I B I 4 T eI 52 B e
N o

4) HESHRFEN L EAE AR, F(1,178) = 3.837, p<0.05.

5) H{H 5 RPN A2 BHAE AR, F(1,178) = 1.169, p =0.281>0.05.
6) HERFIE-S RIS (] A2 EAE AN RS, F(1,178) = 3.350, p=0.069 >0.05.
7) HifE . HRRIES IR (R A AR A B
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Table 1. ANOVA results of reaction time
%= 1 SWEFREFIERG TR NS ES TR

A
A*R
WHEA)
B
B*R
7 (B)
R
RZE(R)
A*B
A*B*R
R ZE(A*B)

“FI7HI(SS)
8113256.806
2492415.339

3.794E8
16143050.139
9552844.939
5.075E8
4.661E8
6.174E8
12240387.339

511466.806

5.679E8

Fl HH 3 (df)

177 (MS)
8113256.806
2492415.339
2131216.679
16143050.139
9552844.939
2851356.910
4.661E8
3468680.954
12240387.339
511466.806
3190357.252

FiE
3.807
1.169

5.662"
3.350

134.388"

3.837
0.160

Sig.
0.053
0.281

0.018
0.069

0.000

0.052
0.689

6.2. ETFMEIHEN=ZERSESH

XA THEL M 2 CBARAE: PUhLa e, rh SO i) x 2 (S :

3) SILIA] ) E RN AR #, F(1,178) = 0.457, p =0.500 > 0.05.

. IREE) x 2 (EBUAA]

RN« I I B IR TT Z2 504, e S [A) R A AR B, BARPE AN AN R R R AN A .

20T, ACNEEE, B ONEERRIE, R ONZEDUEE,
Ji Zoy T e R R
1) HEMFERNEE, F(1,178) = 89.444, p<0.05.
2) ANURAER E AL B3, F(1,178) = 55.526, p <0.05.

4) HiH 52U AR EAEAA RS, F(1,178) =0.452, p=0.502>0.05.

5) HE4SAES R IR E] A2 HAE AN R 2, F(1,178) = 0.629, p =0.429 >0.05.

6) HME. FRFIL S I A A RS EAE AR 3

7) HiESHHEN A BAER B3, F(1,178) = 88.481, p<0.05.

6.3. EIRMN I

I o i B I 0 S8 ELAE e — 2D i ] BN 0 A, LR 3.

FEA M RIS KT b, SRR A 137 SR RN B R 28 o 2 I Bl BT, BT A i Al A A B EE
TSR A T E S s 2 S AR AR IRk, BT K i A L L SO B A A B AR
(R, A Bz i £ i A o SR B S AS R BB AR AR AT b B I 7 B Rt 8 (8 2

7. g

7.1, SMERSEAIR MBI BUR R P E MR & £ RIKEL
AR Tversky F1 Kahneman [ e 250 W 28 S 20 0 3K, 55— 20 LA 0 W i 250 1) S B A2 = T3

RART TR A, 5 D ERPORA H A COOR IS THEL . 3 38 o il 850 ) 25 At 4t SRR Aty 2 e 28

B G0 AT, T LAEE— 2520 B4l 8 OS2 AR R IR TR RO B . S 45 SR B, Rl 80T e e v St
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Table 2. ANOVA results of estimate

2. BEMETEEFHERG TEITHENSES TR

W P75 FI(SS) B (df) 177 (MS) FlE Sig.
A 1.167E9 1 1.167E9 89.444™ 0.000
A*R 5896075.035 1 5896075.035 0.452 0.502
WZE(A) 2.321E9 178 13041707.451
B 4.500E8 1 4.500E8 55.526" 0.000
B*R 5099658.368 1 5099658.368 0.629 0.429
R Z%(B) 1.443E9 178 8104274.013
R 10201394.735 1 10201394.735 0.457 0.500
RZ(R) 3.973E9 178 22322206.155
A*B 1.252E9 1 1.252E9 88.481" 0.000
A*B*R 8610000.313 1 8610000.313 0.608 0.436
R ZE(A*B) 2.519E9 178 14150311.209
Table 3. Simple effect results
= 3. WESEHFENREERRE 2R
_ 7257 [1195% B 15 X [11]
A ns 9B BHMEZEAE(1-)) PrifEiR 2 Sig.?
TRR ERR
1 2 4218.506" 463.904 0.000 3303.046 5133.965
! 2 1 —4218.506" 463.904 0.000 —5133.965 —3303.046
1 2 -1056.244" 179.070 0.000 —1409.619 —702.870
? 2 1 1056.244" 179.070 0.000 702.870 1409.619

ANTFVAE . AR BRAE AT S U (8] Z MANAE AR R 22 5. aX — &5 SRR, ROBLAE A 8 LR B
MO ET, ROy SRS AR T SRR RUESR, 105 — 2D i 4 A () 2 40 i v 280 AR
BT T E.

7.2. SEFFER S ILET RIS $H B N K R B B9

I T OB = R R IR A O E R R ORI, B, B R RN A
Y 4 T g G AL AN [ TR, S RN SR AT Wi RSy, e iRt ) L EAT 1 55 RIS, T
FFAN 2 MR B L R (K TSI SIS o 57—, BARFAE PO S AONE A8 25, BT 1 0 14 S 2 P B 4 3 e S
O SONI o MG R EORFE, Ai0d Bi A7 50 S AR i) RS R T rp SO L S B,
BOX AP L5 R S5 PR AT e R A £ K HE (5 B0 BB AA K LI R, X BTz A0 20 LA
It AR OXT ] 7 A1 4005 PR S I PR, Xk e SO0 A S S 1 5t T R A aont mh S8 0 Jom T [ A B
At BT A e (0 TR ) B, S R BT A K SR I (R B, 3K A BUE RORT FUAE
AR T

7.3. SEERRAEFFAER T ER RN

TR THE A = F R RGO E RN E T Z 0k, B, WE R N R, R
BT R A THE, TR R T ERBAR A A THE, R IUER TR R RN . B, 2L
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AL RN AN B2 o X — U], RO il R THE BRI T A 2 2B (8] (52, BIAE A2 2 e
O 2 S A AT XS b, SRR BSOS THE . 28 =, BEAERFIEROAS IR R 3, Tl I fe] A
RSP AT BA TR, v B AR < BT 43z 41 280 AT SO B0 A TR A P R 7= A i, 5 3w
BEAEINT BTz A 280 B0 A TR B SO A T E T s S LR R A 0, BT 41 20 B il
THE B S I A THE AR I AR AETE 2 oh s A RRFAE (6 1) R 2 Ah AT A A R R A (B, 3R
AL R 3 -5 2 o B R IX —

8. &t

LR EFIR, ASEIHT ST LS H DU R 458

1) Wleulnt s Al T B 3 TR A AL TR, B RN

2) B A i 0 S SIS B T e S A Y SR

3) WO i ) A A THAELAS 52 ) LS BN [ RO 500, 358 B 2 A0 £ L LR B L 2
4) Bl RN AN [ B R ) o %o i 28808 7™ A R

SE K

2K, REM, TfE, ABFRS, fKZEM(2010). HiE AN IR, HRE R LTI, OFEE U E, 18(L), 34-45.

25, tRE W, T, 845 (2008). 4w AN M FEE . BRI R N R R, A O PR, 14(3), 269-275.

25, REW, SKEM, XK, 2, T ES(2010). PYTERE S SN T 208 B U THLI e, O B R,
35(1), 171-176.

X (2011). AR o 2 Rt s OB B o BRI 0 FES2 7T, (3), 116-117.

BHER, LB, 2R3 (2008). 4 FIWT P A OEZIBE RN Sk A ERP IEHE. 27K, 40(60), 681-692.

FHRE(2013). VREE mik: HE RS OB R R, OB 577 45T, 11(2), 270-275.
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