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Abstract

The generation of preference is particularly important for the choice and decision-making beha-
vior of daily life, and the preference for things affects the survival and development of individuals.
This paper summarizes the main theoretical explanations of mere exposure effect, and compares
the comprehensiveness of each theory in explaining mere exposure effect. Through sorting out
previous studies, summarize the factors that regulate the size and mode of mere exposure effect,
including stimulus type, presentation type, delay, etc. This paper focuses on the influence of
processing fluency and familiarity on preferences, and distinguishes the differences of concerns
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between different theories. Future research needs to focus on exploring the mechanism of prefe-
rence generation, and reveal the physiological and neural activity properties of mere exposure ef-
fect.
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1. 53|

TR, WAV RSB 2T SR LY FIIAT VA, B, SIADEREURL, &H T .
RGPS . AR BE E . RUERRATEA W B R B BRATN T 2k B — ANk, FRATH AT LR
B FIWIRAVR D SR TR RN E KR, SXRAEARET " , AR TR e
FBIH IR EE ST

Zajonc K F 4l 5 I A% N (mere exposure effect)iE S RIS B A2 52 IR 4G 5 AN A0 RIS BE 1) 7R
araAt. 7 HLal 23 (mere exposure) T8 AN A AR ANMATE R0 )2 THUR FIL . Zajone SR, fRTHLAT. R
(1 52 S DL REREIG I AR R Y 32, R, AR SR K1),

2], Thorndike and Lorge & ILIAMNE S 1A MY Z MIAFTE R R, FF H RS — AN Frffid i &
MAEZ AGFIER R, #tk, DL ESCRTRERM T B 2UUREE EIE SRS EE M. fT oL LiEE 2
FHOGVER,  TCVRUE WA AT S PP i S A AR A 2 AR SR DG R . Zajone B 26K F SE SO FUIIE I 1 &
PG G BN Z T (R 0G R o AFF 5 H [ B 1 52 DA () 200 0 b P W o SR BB (9 e 2 P81 L T i ST B ]
), RIS F R RO, 2 R R A I BT Ay . TEREE ORI R
WA R I 2 [A) 55 IR AR G . 145 RERIREE T B 4 2 2 SRR (R AL« e 4b, B 5T
FRIN, I EE A S I 4 S 3R bk FL R S (galvanic skin response, GSR) IR/, I S I AR 5 - 1)
GSR b2 [A] ARG, XKW, EE. REBILKEI S FEIBIL, FEER G R EIUN T E E
T2 IR

B RIS R ILEAA T2 R, BRI T — R BB 7 VSR B BB 0% & (intergroup
relationship). 35 I FLIR 51 77+ 288 M4 = i A BESE2] [3] [4]

2. TEBEP
2.1. Zajonc Ry IERARE

Zajonc A, KA HEA AN AT S R A ERUAS A e, RIS DG R R R . B
AR I[5] o XA BE A RYIE S B 2> 7F B IR 0 J5 SRR . EE EIE, SRR RN
IB R SRR AR PR A AR 1 26 . Harrison fe i, BEE RIS A RN S ——Z BRI, K

IR A2 RV AR (ORI 053 S ) A BRI S i (B R 2 B e B i e R ) 2 1) A AN AR 7 42 1 - Harrrison
FERTFUAFLEE B, BN BN R = T B 25 1k LR AR 26 1K) BT [6].
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2.2. WEFEEHE (Two-Factor Model)

A HIXUR AR B Berlyne $2H, Al hy, B2 ZILT1ERHIEA 255 1 2028 2 i 31 181 1k (habituation)
FIPR B (satiation) 24 [F 1 A () 45 5 . 127 (KM% 5 Zajone 1 IEBR AL e — 2, & ML A AT 2 MA 4
SERMAIBER . EREEIE, HTAREIN. AR, Biihd 2Ermbmn. etk
P8 P e B S 5K (stimulus habituation) i #2 . 55 Zajone ANEIFIAE, 1ZARAGESE T S5 S5
PRIRINE AT B 88 — AN FE . J0107% % (stimulus satiation) . £ 52 5 52 IAR R0 95 B 88 o x4 6 1) PR
FEEE, WIS BURNAE 26 00 B o T 15040 R R0z s 38 R R84 S A0 5 5 I PPAN 2 IR R BA
5l U BURIOCR, T i B AATAR B P AN BB 38 AR R 58 B2 HRE

2.3 It iRE

TN AR A ERAE B () — P RS, X R WU LT BB R — A A O EE S,
CAZHREL CAZGmAG . Wi S SSCFEEE[T]. TR 2 A S A T, L T — BRI R 1 I
FWT— A B A S AR L I — AN IO A A S [8] [9] [10]. Jacoby A RSNy, i ek At i)l
LRI A5 Gy i A AR R, Rk, EEE RINGIN T RSAL R A5 B AR B R, B T ORI R gt
[11]0 HRAEIN TR I B0, Hl) 25 A2 S T i 7 P 0 R0 o ST n " 1 ) S R VM 1P G e
SEERERIRS, FE T MR H, KRR E N, MERE X R AR R AR B
i, it EE LR MA TS E . B, AR AE NN, EREDERIEER SN T, kB,
MAMAE IR N T ABERRI, s v B0 7 X s B2 . 8=, R I A R
P (fluency/attribution model) A 7L & IAH, MM ER “H R AN “EWR”7 i, 5 FEGTRE
FIB R, 2 BT O T M 0 e A B AR R, MR RIS % BTt MR, B
F Mg A FHER G T 5%, mMARRMED, Wik, S5MARAE ZIRBHEEIR, 2IHE
X E R PR TE R [12]. SR, EOERIBE A R T 2RI, Al REN TN, ERATREA
HHBA[13] [14] [15].

2.4, BEMIER

Mrkva (2020)45 i, 5 5 AN I8 T 32 i i P s 0o S PPN, AN 2 J8 0 ST AR A s e T
WMASFE[16]. AhikTy, B I (5 M o BRI PR v (2, Pl 2 O 20002 P 7 A R R g TR 58 35 1
(salience). 35 V2 i I CE PR B B 1B 05 o B0 0 th RSV R S L AUREOR ont L I RE FE[17] [18]
[19] 0 i35 V7 H e 2 of AR AE 5 A0 B S A5 110 5 38 I T B P — ARG 2 5 o ERLMG, B AN 32 3]
IR AE RS20, 34052 380 Jk R 38 AR AR R B e 2 55 ) AH ELVE F B 2 [20] [21] [22] i, mod AR b
— IR IR E TR TR E R E R R A BEM, (0T HAREE AR, XM NRES BB
IRZERON — 1R BT BRI SE A R B, SIS h I A 2 Bk ok (pop out) ™, AH EE T35 sl R £ 30
BRI, A A TR SR b £ BNk [23] [24] - AR LRI RS B T, ARG AR R
T2 M A S S RSB BT S, AT S IS0 R 592 B2 . F R R, A EE T — A 23— ANl
# (homogeneous presentation), 2™ [ 5 B (heterogeneous presentation) 75 31 () &40 5 Hj 3R 51K
SR BN T R R EE, MR, R RIS TE R 2R, YA AR g
W EE[25]0 MEAL, BETTUEE R B R T RN R B, N, 3G NG R S AR i R R )
FEVETT AR m AR B 2 FE[26] . B R IR R 0 R, S A R = R
0 L 3G ST AT PR B8 g A A 8
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3. ML E MM IR E R

FET 5 AR 78 AR, FRATR A JUANE SR ol IO R/ AR 1) AL i,
W R, FEWT SE RS R, Bl RELAN /N — 3, i KRR RLER 41 Harrison
KRB, SR L, B P B B R, R KRR N, el S RN s e
MK 2R S iR HE 2 FEG 0%, TR BRSO a0 17 SRl s S i, 2% SRS i PRI/ 1
RIBEONGENG, Rk, X 00800 52 0 k8 75 2 LU sl SO 2 i 68 . AR, ) SRl i b & 2
FIEZR Gy Pt s ” (BRI BN ), SARINEON 52258 2 0 R IKCEOCE 7T e AR 5 2 FE R PR . i T
W LR AR AR — 5, T A S S T RN A 2N A R U RS R AR I IR i e A
RUROHER, PRI B SRR B A B A B ORI FRAS TR iy, TR, A T BRI L AL B
SRR ES EI 28D Rk, B0 B S I W SRR, (RAR PRk B 1 )
WEAE, — BAMARRIE X RIEOHAT A BRI FIN, BT Al = AR T YA A R T R 2B, T
BRAIK T B 0F[27]. ST R0, SIUEER I, g B ESRIEAN I &, MR A T AR T B
FB. B, EZEAEZH2IRE TR ERK, 520 BN R A7 5 2 (1 2B
28], 2) RIEAL. RHEIAISEA Dy R Al (55T (R IR — AN SIS w AT 2 O [R] AR SR AR
BRCRIBOR & 2. DHFded, M T R R, [F5 R 045 20 2l 2 BBV B /N 29]. Zajone IE
BR R g2 I B - 5 4+t (response-competition hypothesis), LAy,  JIET 51 2 i A7 T 5 0 B 4 7E [F]
JREMEEE, Kk, FEFRZEIAEE N RPN . R RN, JE &S EE R =
FREMIREm, Rk, R RIS AR R Al RN TR . Berlyne $5H, [RIT R BUIG5R T G BHLAN
R, T R Rl RIS RN e S — 07, SR IR T s sge, MR T R
WAL RIAEXT N [5]o XTI Tt e, mTHAMEZZMMBR, EE 200 R EIAE RN
oM. RS, SR RIS RO B 2O R R RN, X R RN AR T AR R
PEHETEEENMALEZ. Fik, =52 EZNA R EmESERE R 2R, B2
M= AR A R IR, 3) IR . AEL AT AHE R, I B AR Bez [a) (R i [a) G, g
ST K. Zajone MRS RLEA HARARRE QL IR 0] B Al 2 LRSI o R A AU, M RIS
R BIANFEAERE, 2S5 R B2 BN 2 215 U B0 A, RIEM S 8E 2 . (2, b
F A AR, R A B 2 A, AT, W B B . I TR AN, BEIRR
SUUE BRAL R IR RN, BEFCAR Y, R U A 0 AL A A R A2 . BRI A2 R R )
A1, B AR TH AT LA GRS ma o B VAN B 5T 5 N ELAH VAN () 52 (truth effect) 45 RRHH, 18
7 FH LR ) L S IR R S T IS, R T Bl 5 R AKR A R AL [29]

4. BEERE

JUE BRI Al LN T AR RS, (EE AR R A Al S B R RN AR 2K T
BRI, LRI ANRE 58 A MARE S Al PR Y U S HR A BL[30] o 17 IS B TEVE MR R AT 4 S R
UL IR T S BT 2 ) 2l SRR BE R DU AR I TE ik R AT 4 B R B S Rt ep R A AR
AR R 5, ORI %y AR R B 2 BE[31] [32]0 DRItE,  H A B I AN B e A R B Al 2
ROBE, ARARIETT N AYELEWTTE 20 Z LRSI AR, A9 B il iR S A AR

BEAh,  H A Al R BN AT LR TAT N R, R RIS RS AR B TR, X
R 75 EMMP B RTINS IE . F34h, DIAERE TR 2 4R R AR 45 ORISR AL, AR 25 7
AENUEIEEAT RS . SRR U DR R R IR EUE A B E B DL R g B 1A AL, AT 6 #R
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