RENCEEERE
The Korean Journal of Cognitive and Biological Psychology
2020, Vol. 32, No. 2, 189-195

o
017 % 42

Brief report
http://dx.doi.org/10.22172/cogbio.2020.32.2.005
© The Korean Society for Cognitive and Biological Psychology

The Influence of Choice Attributes on Choice Induced

Preference Change®

Yunjee Hwang', Soohyun Cho'*

"Department of Psychology, Chung-Ang University

Choice induced preference change (CIPC) is a phenomenon in which self-reported preference increases or decreases for chosen

vs. rejected options, respectively. Some researchers argue that the mere act of choosing leads to preference changes, based on the
observation of CIPC even after making a blind choice. We tested the hypothesis that CIPC occurs only after a preference-based

choice, rather than any choice. During the experiment, participants first rated their preference for each face stimuli. Then, they

were asked to make a choice between two faces that had been rated similarly. Two kinds of choice tasks were contrasted;

preference-based choice vs. preference-excluded choice task. Next, participants rated their preference for each face for the second

time. In addition, memory was tested at the end in order to examine whether the degree of CIPC differs for remembered or

forgotten choices. As a result, CIPC was observed only in the preference-based choice condition. Our findings suggest that CIPC

occurs only for choices that reflect subjective preference. Furthermore, CIPC was not influenced by memory which may be due

to the usage of face stimuli which can be harder to verbalize or remember.
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Choice 1 Rating 2

Rating 1

Choice 2 Memory Task

Time

Figure 1. Experimental stimuli. Zef, Task procedure of the free choice paradigm. Right, Pictures of eyeglasses shown in the

nonpreference based choice task.
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics (mean and standard deviation) of the spreading of alternatives (SOA) from each condition of the

behavioral task. Numbers in parentheses represent standard deviations.

Preference—based choice Preference—excluded choice

All 64 (34) -.01 (37)

Remembered (R) 67 (47) .10 (37)

RCR Forgotten (F) 61 (43) -.06 (.70)
Correct (C) 7 (81) 24 (92)

Incorrect (I) 68 (71) .02 (73)

All 45 (27) .09 (32)

Remembered (R) 40 (27) .05 (40)

RRC Forgotten (F) 46 (87) 17 (59)
Correct (C) 41 (37) -.03 (77)

Incorrect (I) 29 (72) 12 (78)
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