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Choice-induced preference change (CIPC) refers to a change in one’s preference after making a choice. The present experiment is

the first to examine whether a similar phenomenon occurs after non-preference based choices, such as in perceptual judgments. In

the first phase, participants rated the perceived degree of morphing for each face stimulus. Next, two faces that had been rated

similarly were presented side by side and participants were asked to choose the face which seemed to have been morphed to a

greater degree. Lastly, participants re-evaluated the perceived degree of morphing for each face again. The results showed that the

ratings of chosen faces increased whereas those of rejected faces decreased. The present study suggests that CIPC may not be

limited to preference-based choices, but may be generalized to non-preference based decision making as in perceptual judgments

and choices.
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Choice 1

Rating 1

Rating 2

RCR condition
RRC condition

Choice 2

Figure 1. Experimental conditions and procedure. The yellow and green bars on top represent the two

conditions — RCR (yellow); RRC (green) — used for data analysis. Example trials for each task are

shown in the order of the free—choice paradigm.
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Figure 2. Results of the paired samples t—test manifesting the CIJC effect. A. The difference in rating

change between chosen vs. rejected faces was significant in the RCR (

" p<01), but not in the RRC

condition (p.1). B. The difference in SOA between RCR and RRC conditions was significant ("~ p<.01).

Error bars represent standard errors of the mean.
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