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Bl KA FE D B & e S

o

M OB - AJI FnRl

L. [ZLC®IZ

MELRZZENDHDE, WIDTRERIVRESAZD EWHIRERE LI Nidd i<
BRNEAD, BlziX, A F—3y FTHREZ®RS L X, BROICBWEBo7ckEHT
BAIDEIZ R web R—VICBH IS TV b DE o7, HDHWIE, BONIME HED
RO ANERTHEVIBELANIBET T, FIERKBVWADKIICEXELE, &
AUHIE, HUTHRY R LT 57200 C, 8l L7cx R~ A ET 5 Z & 2RT,

ZDHAR DI X o THROFMN R T « TICEAbT 5 Z L IT B R &
FEEN D, BB RIL, ERO XS REM LRV IES SR WEMIC L > THAET
bo Flz, HMBANEL, BEMRBREZLELCOWINENCELLTAELLIZ LD
HEZD, DFV, =D OBROEMITEEOFEARRIC L > TO Mo TS
TN D, FA7e b OEAFHIKIS Z O BN RICHEEL T THWDOTHILE, Z0
AN ALNEDEIHCLTELLZONMRHTIERITREVENVR D,

ARE CITHEMEBEAM IR L 1L E DL D REMETAE L 2D00BEFLD L E 2 —I|TEF
DI GERE R R OB Z N Z 728 Rtk LT, D%, Bz RO 4 U 5 RG>
Wi, S5 OFARIZ DN TR TN,

2. HARLEEARENA &1L

R L BT R LB 2 Z &2, RRICKHT2FMME R OT 4 TICE LS D
T EIRHMIEEA R & I TV D, B SR O DB ROBFFE O FE NI OV T
W D (EED, 2005), UL, Z 2 CIXEBICHEIO &N EBRIFTEEZITo72 &0 ) Bk
T Zajonc(1968) DWFFE % Fii & & 2 %, LLT T Zajone DT - 7o WFFRIZ DWW TR HLUIZFLR
T2

Zajonc(1968)1% 1 DOFABAMIIE & 4 DFEEREER ATV, i Re2 R~ L7z, 1 2
OB RITHEFEOFAMEE L IFE L SOFRE ST L b DO ThoT, DT ORE,
FIFBEE DL WEFEINE LW EHT SNz, 3 DOEREFERIT, MV aiEEI3HE
FEARRE LT, KEESSHBERNMEZThbEL2 O ThH o7, 3 DOEROM
FlL, AFEEHIE OE B BEAREE O 2\ W) LTI 2 b O Th o7, 4 DHD
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FERIT, RIS A AR R L 72 IR F2 S FE U (GSR @ galvanic skin response) & I E 35
LD TH -T2, GSRITHR/RHEEDHEME HITIKT L7z, Zajonc 1L GSR DIKF % R AT
A TP D REEOIR T LMRIR L, RGN T 4 7 REE R TS, R
T4 TIRFHE B 725 Lz SR LT,

Zajone LAREIE, 1Z& A EDOWFID Zajone DEBRFhe X ITH WEBRIFLEIT> T 5,
RO Ffe X 1T AREERE L FEE BN S22 0, Bt BebE, FEEBRFEOIATIT 5, HAhB
BECIX, HEEERE, #0IRLIETRT 5, fEERMR T, SN I3EflBRs cfh L
TR &l L7 2 & D2 WIS U AR 7R E OREEEAT 90

2.1 EDELSBEHBTELLDD

Zajonc(1968) D FEFR D%, THF I BAMBANLN R OWFFE 70 S HLTz, WFFE TIIAE < 72T
SRR I B W CHEMB I RO AEEDHRET SN TWA(TZE 2IE, LEa—¢ L
“C Bornstein, 1989; Harrison, 1977; 4K, 2005), Bornstein(1989)i% 1968 475 1987 D
20 FEAT AL T B E AN R IE D A &7 5% 4T - 7=, LU T CTld, Bornstein O A & 7347
THT ONIERICHE, & ZITEFEOM R R Z AN L7228 5k =Ty <, Bornstein
DA XTI, BEREEMRE O L U T WRRMORIIRZ 504 U0 R FiEdR R
B8, WETFEQIEEE) S ERRETE T D, A, RO RO HE S
A, AAEEITIE, R, R, BaRER A, HEZEEICE, WERE,
HIEE TOBILEEE AT,

- FIHEH

B RO AL T WHIE, TEREA, S0, EBEWREEY), B, A
EREEAED, EEDO ANMGEEREOMDRHIT b TW5bH, aE o X 9 2Rl < & Hifds
g BTG H D & &R TV D (Bornstein, 1989), VT4EICIE, FIER « FEF](2009)(238\ T
X, FRRIC L > TERDH D B OOIRTIZEB N T BN AL 5 2 LBRENT
Wo,

TR DRI ORI X O Bl R~ D 528X, Bornstein (2 & 5 & FHOBMES D
FREE & Bl 72 fill & MR A S INE N TR 520, SIEMTRAT 202X -
THERD L END, FlzIE, Berlyne(1970)Tix, SN N THEHE/ K & B2 1Y %
FRFICE R T2 &, KB AR, SEHERRINOIZ ) DEWIFEEEZBLZ L 2wt L,
Z3Zxt LT, Zajonc, Shaver, Tavris, and Van Kreveld(1972)1%, #HE72 5104 & Fukli 7211
DA EBIMNEM TIT o7z, TOMER, BHLRRM CIIRERTODEN R NS, B
Wi fE DA TR LN, LML, Lee, Sundberg & Bornstein(1993) CILELMiZ2 X2, +
BREGHESOXE, BHERMELZSMER TRRLIZE Z A, FREDKE & HHERKX
B, BRI L 0 & MAEEAIC X 28 R < Blve, SNERIEHE CTiThh - &
BRIEC, MERVDERLOF, BRI E EORERMAAM THL &350, HHER
2 EOREEMERRE T2 NERM TR D7D THDL ERBRIND, ZOM
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121, IREE WIS W THEMER b O1F EREEMIC L) FEEEZ TV E T
HHHIE S & % (Cox & Cox, 1988;2002), LA EDHE R B, RITHOEME S 1T B R O
RSN EEEZ D ENREIND,

IRTEH

R ORREEIT R ARE 10 Blab 30 BIRE S TR L0 E Sl 21,
Bornstein, & D'Agostino 1992; Newell, & Shanks, 2007), £ < OMFSE TIIIERIEIZEOEN &
& B ICHMBPEN R b PN 2 L Sh b, LaL, ZRUEEL L RWEEA0 [FIfE
EOYTRUXWE 21, WET 52 & b#E ST % (Stang, & C’Onnell, 1974; Szqunar,
Schellenberg, & Pliner, 2004; Zajonc et al., 1972), ITHTIL, HUEEAREOBEIZ DN T
EHEVFEMNPEATEGT, PFIEOBOITHEM B C D EBRSINFE ORIIK~D R
(Fenske, Raymond, Kessler, Westoby and Tipper 2005; Yagi, Ikoma, & Kikuchi. 2009)%>, {#&#f
I TV DA OFEEF S (Craver-Lemley, Bornstein, 2006; /\A « 2§, 2009)72 £ (2 B0
MBENTND X5 TH D,

FIMIRRREITE S T2 EMRPEE D & SN, 1 BLUT ORI T
BB AELD EINTWABIZIE., Bornstein, & D'Agostino, 1992), F£7-, £z
I 3 ERRAIZ NS A Fn 3 C & 2 VR C b B A RITAE LD Z & SN T
% (Bornstein, & D'Agostino 1992; Forster, 2007; Kunst-Wilson & Zajonc 1980; Monahan,
Murphy, & Zajonc, 2000; Seamon, Marsh & Brody, 1984), = ORI HIL 2 5 T 720
RULTH BMEARN RN AE T 5 2 &%, B THEMEAD R L X TV 5,

[ T Bl A Al 12OV T, Bornstein, & D'Agostino, (1992)12 35\ N C Bl B2 5 /3
RBHIMSBEND &L FRENRINTNDD, fRRFFHAE < 72D FER 23 TRE AR 2RI D
FHRERL HOEbND ETHMEREED & 5 (Seamon et al., 1984), F7=, FHHMELREDL
WwWeEh, 7—7 4777 FThHIAREME LR SN TV DEEL L IE, 4, 2008),

F TR OTRRNAFIZOW T, [ UHI ZE#fE L CHEc 9% homogeneous #27< D5
&b, A UREZER L TR LRy (RRDHM AR~ RIEE TRRT5)
heterogeneous #27~ D 1% 9 23 BLATHEANZ) FLI30E < & D & 3TV % (Bornstein, 1989),

DM, FIH & Bt DR ORI OLBKEIZ OV THRET S RSN TN D, LEEK
L X, HRELETIEOLBEOEIICE > T, FMOGEHREN R ET5E2
I, Pl RO E L THOIEBR R 2T HEG L0 b, ROLBE L
THIE O BRI 21T > 723581, LB M LT 2 L8mbhTngd, 20
RVER K HE D HE R il 2 B~ D 2B LTI, Krishnan & Shapiro(1996) & i J: - &)1
(2008)1Z & » THETM T4 TH B, Krishnan & Shapiro(1996) T, ALHE/KUEIC X 5% H
TRBRRWE i, FiFEQ2008) TITLBAKEDGREN A END & SN TN D,

- AEEH

B R 2 PET 5 BT, Ao Tu 2 HlE R EIT4F 2 (liking), B S (goodness)

R END D, MR T X —Ht O (like-dislike) & 5855, IH@klEIRE %2 W CHiIH
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DELLRIFE LWL EZRIIEL5E, BROREZRFFICHET 256055, ER
DFFECFFLOFAAIC & > TRIE RE IRk % (272 5 (A, 2008), Bornstein(1989)13iiE
T % 4 = (liking), E RO E X (goodness of meaning), /) (pleasing/appealing 72 &),
BERE, ZOMIZHTTAZSNETDE, HEXEREL LTHE LEGAITEER
RbBEINSE LTS,

AR R O Rkt RF 2 BT 2 WF7E & 36 Z 7204 Tu> 5 (Seamon, Brody and Kauff,,
1983; Stang, 1975; JI| I« & H, 2010; Afiff - #)11, 2008), Seamon et al.(1983)IXFFiE & T2
1 EFORIREA 220F, Stang(1975) Tl 2 M M D[RR 2 2217 C HLMiEZ it IR 234 U 2 (HERF
SND)PRET LT, £5 5 ORIET b BREEAD RITHER S e, Ik - B H(2010)1F,
—IRFHY 72 B CIXIRERE] & JHIZRR = L 1 » HRRE TR 72 72203, FRimIc 5
AR E BT 2 & 3 » HEBIIRDMER SN D Z L2t Lo, Ak - #)11(2008)
TIFRWVLE ZAT o TR0 4 1 B% RPN D 2 L aiiE Lic, EDWi%E
T, EAMERICHEMEMSRNLAEL, HOBREITREZ MR EINDZ EIT—ELT
WL Lo THD,

2.2 ES5LTHLD DN

BRI RN AT D A = X LB L TIE, Hx B NE S S U7- (Bornstein,
1989; Harrison, 1977; £, 2008; &= A, 2008), LU, 3526 LTI, B ZeRE N
FE STV B (4B, 2008; E AR, 2008), © Z T, AFE TR E i filgh B oo i I Bl
LT, BUERBESHMDBNTEY, Z< ORIENR SN TV LR FIEHRIFEHIC
DN TIRRB,
- MEARG M RIR RS

IR PR RR T B At (Bornstein, & D'Agostino, 1992)1%, ZEE(Q2005)1 X% & £,
FREA~OREBEMIZ LY | TORBEONERTGIC SN L 21ckd, T5H &, HBICH
CHIE O HER ST RRCIT L 0V IRIGICEL S D A3, & OFRIGHEDS L O R~ L 78>
TIRE SND - DI MM RN EN D] PUEWVI LD TH D, IGENFRE-> T
JRIE S ALD & WAL, R E ORI T 5 & &, TG I AR R )R
BEND, ZHUTK LT, FE OHARBRPE TE v e &, FiEMEERIE O R
NEBROTRBENTLE Y ZLHBEKT D, 2F 0, MREAOTGHRIFEH CIX, H
B 2ch S VLRl U 7o ISk U CREARRER 2 IOV Zp & XA U, il 2 TR
WHIHE S & ZITITELRWN(ETRITHED), EWOIIRFHTH 5, HMEEA R Bt
BRI TERNWE XITAET D Z LI, 1 BLUT ORE/RIER CHME AL R 7 < Bl
% & 9 #ERC(Bornstein, & D'Agostino, 1992), B T TR LG AICHAEL D L) #H
(1 2 1E Kunst-Wilson & Zajone 1980)DFiHIZ 72 5, £ LT, Hufli4Z Sl B s HEfidiit ik
FRETE D EEAEURVNERIFFED)E VD ML, 10 B2 2 5 iR e CHEE
SEEME AR F 72 IR T 5 (5 21, Stang, & C’Onnell, 1974)Z & OFHHICR 5, £
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7o, ZOMBERRGHERIRRIUCE S &, EMEBA R, BENIC AR 2 A
TERVWRITAEL, BENICHEARBRZEE CE 2R TR ESND Z b, BIE
I L > TAL, BEERBICL > TN ARERZ2ZIT 5 B2 605,

R ORISR BILE SR T 2 b O Th o7, 10 IS
MIRETUC S, BRI R OMBEG E L TRYNE D DOk A ikmh H 5, £7,
AR AT MERR B I, AR TS DS RN ORI Z 3R R S A IRE,  HLMREfL
IRBAELD L LTS, £D), #tFREZ ELIRETED, 2FV, HRTE
HERFIZAECIZKK D D, L, FilrlRERde Rz 72 o T b Hilizfinzh &
FETET, MR ELII LRIV ERER LS D, 728 x1E, TR RRH % B
BEAOIZ A L 7= Seamon et al.(1984)D KR T, #&//EEfZ 0, 2, 8, 12, 24, 48ms &
BPERIIC L S TR AT R Lic, Z£01%, EBRSINE L 2 BORHIERET, GEEH
Wr & FHERIW 21T~ 7o, Z ORER, R A 12ms $E8 LR 50% &2 B2 - BT,
HEEHMIIME YT, #1777 BT, FEEUMNIMEREZIZ LR LD, &
7o, FRRAUE L BB RN EOHMEEZ RT Lo RS H D (Newell, & Shanks,
2007), € OMIZIE, MEATRBERRIREDIC Lo 20F, Bl R o5k X 3%
DHBRLEOMIZADOHBEZ L TEN, BHEETH D &3 2058 Moreland, &
Zajonc,1977; Ishii, 2005) b EET 5, 7272, LLEOBIZEIL, MR AITEIICR T
% BAFEFEIBIC K D B gh oM &0 9 SIS L CRGEZ R D L O TH Y, ik
ICE o TGN R E Y, ZORREEMAEA~OTEEREE D &0 D mAOGEEE A
BNRNE D THD, BIETIE, HEAERLOWLIENRIGIZ /s 2 &iX, HiBAz RO
ARERTHY, BELEREEL WD ENIFELZ N E STV 5 (4E, 2005),

3. SRDRN

&
p={{}

EROMENEEZBND, 4%, HMEMHRIEICE O TREN LS TN~
EREBOPBATNL,

3.1 BRBHMUEBOZE

WEOHZEICB W T RIS TE TW-0lE, BB RO & U 04,
ATRT WY, TR THoTo, BEMEORNNBE S HoT=DiF, HEEOBEOLH
T & FORDOBRMEZ SN T A Z EIlh oot EZOND, TD®, @R
TRHAER I & > THMBM RN E D X 5 B EZ T 50O VT H £ Y i
WRINTWRNE ) THD, T TV ERRBHAE L X, ERBINEORLE &
(TSR, AR OFIERS, FMA~OEEOMIT 72 EThD,

ZOREOWVWTIE, IERFNRSNADTEY, SEEFBCLEERICON T, #i
WAL D B L RS N Z2AT 5 & BAEEAR) AT 5 (JUK - 4511, 2009)%°, #Hfiike|C
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FEOMERD S AT 24T 5 &, IS BT i & 2B A TERINKIC O A Bz b
M Z B 7= (Crever-Lemley & Bornstein, 2006), H2filli oD WL K AE 7S =50 E E HLlE il 2 S
AT T - E)11,2008) 72 E3dd %, FIHA~DEEIZE L TIE, Go-No go i %
THIB & #2325 & No go (ZHI0 YT B2 HRKI T L CI Mzl sh R 3= 5
(Fenske et al., 2005), ERAYEEDMIT b /Rh > 7RI I B M AR R 23 E T 220
(Yagi et al., 2009), 7EE % 3% L CH BEMEEAZHRITAE U 50, FRERHI PN LEE X
% & B AR R34 U 22V (Willems, Dedonder, and Van der Linden, 2010)72 7238 %,
TS ORERIT, BRI E S IR OFBALERIZ X o TIHl S (RET 5) 2 &0,
HECDRGNENT DL E2R LTS, £ LT, BUIEEHRY 2 721 C Rzl 03
ECZOTIHRL, BMRFOLES, REPIRIBIC X o THMBHMN RN ELZIT D 2
L &R T,

HM RO AR T 2ICH72Y, O X D R@EkeBEATIC X 5 a4
BRELRHTL2Z2ET, LOEORHERAREL TN ZENTEDLENZDIEAI,

3. 2 FERBA~DAEIE

AT AN R O BRI IS ClT—M%IIE, Bl s, FEEMufii O EE % e~ Tii
FEAT O DD, TOHEE, BT A U7 Bzt S IER iR i e B A 5 2
RNE VI RHRIZE SN TN D, Lo, FEEMRINICREL 52D &) FIREMEZ i
BT MRS HFEET D,

Gordon & Holyoak(1983)1%, SEERZ N IZ N THY 72 SUEIZES  SUTHI &2 58 Sw7-%
SGMEFHAIZ IS Sy, FEloSEDOHANCH 9 X8 & SEDHANT IR b7
WIXFH SRR L, 2T 2 EEEZRE Lc, ZOfE, XX, HHANCH
IHLODIFIMIRNDLRNEDOLY bIFENTZ LWV ERFEREZRE L T DH(FDMIC
Manza & Bornstein,1995), L72>L, ZOBRITHHZE TR LG AEITIZE TR E N
I b & 5 (Newell & Bright, 2003), = OS2 BRI &7 &4 U 2 Btz gh =
VX, RIS ) BRI AR 2D S & PEIE I T 2 (£, 2005), Gordon & Holyoak O 13T
BIZRDETHEVEH SN T IR o7o L 27208, BEIC A U 7 BLMisz i zh R 28
AR B 2 B X RN E WO RIHRZRL DT D EF R D, 2R b, Bl
NREDFEER T XA DZBWT, Frarfil XM RO 4 T T2 0l & LTl
DILTWD S, Bl & O D O SR AL RO EL S T TLEY, &K
VT4 7R MESE TVWARRENTRBRIND D THDH, T OREEMEIL,
Bornstein(1989) (2 3 W\ THL W EIF & 4L 7=, heterogeneous |2 ¥ % 42/~ L 7= 7
homogenous (ZHIIMZ #2132 L 0 & BHAEMDFITR BN DL LW HRE L —ET 2,
Heterogeneous ([ZHIH Z 4R & 1%, HEBOREZMAEDLE TRRTLIHIETHD,
homogenous (ZHI Z f&~d 2 L 1X, [F—Hl A EGR R~ T 5 HETH D, RE—HT 25
eV H & heterogeneous [ZHITE 248 LG, $R/R SRR, M2 B BEfd
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BRI 2, 1R ST RO 3@ BHNC A U 7o ) Bt 2 SR D B2 52 1T
HAREMEDR S D72 ThH %, kLT, homogenous ([ZHIIL & 2R L7256, PRl dm
Frip B R OB BEO B % 20T 5,

BT~ O BRI & OB A TX DT HER L, WP B R 2 M3
DR, S%OBEMBMH IS TEETHDL EB X OIS, AT, Bl
WIBT AR EOREREL 5 2 5 DGR BBICT 2O 2 2 L BEiT e
HAEAS RAFFE DR ZEL LEX BN D,

PRI, BT~ D AR R O L 2 Bat LI e s ol Sh T b,
Bl 21X, PR O BT ARl 2h S 3 {3 5 (Rhodes, Halberstadt, & Brajkovich,
2001; &M - 2RI, 2010; &EM7AEF & L C Rhodes, Halberstads, Jeffery & Palermo, 2005)
RENDH D, ML, MEORRLIEANERRT D L, BB B R R
L7228, ST L7edy > 7= (Kramer & Perkinson, 2005), fEE(D 4 OB & #2R
THZELH—OAEOHEEZIERT DI & IXRIRE OB R AL C I8 500
- FH, 2009a), & 2RFRAE OB &S D R E—RIGOBEICHEMT 255 X0 Lk
WELRIREARGD A A T H (1 L - FHH, 2009b)72 ERRE STV D, 20X D AeHiarfil
WADRBEE P > TR 720, £, BEFOHG T, SRR 20,

LRIT T B OWFSEZ ST /2, ED X 5 e de TR AT RIS Rz R
WAL A T D D7y, BUMEEM R OMALRN ED X 9 58 A I = X WS O &K
e Z s D,

3. 3 ERTERELBEREOHGIFMICED(HE

BUFE, WM RIS THL LT ORGTNZL EHDTND LI THD
(ZEBH, 2005), HEMEEARENEIECEBELL Th 5 L T 5%01%, BT ClllEZ#RR L
BAEICHAEL D Z L &R LT Kunst-Wilson & Zajonc(1980)DAFZENHiEE 7= LWz
%o EEIQ2005)TiE, HAMZMARITBELERRTHL LI L2FRPELOEA T
Do LML, LEOERZBIUEDZE LY LT 7200 21X, Crever-Lemley &
Bornstein, 2006), BAFERCLIE & EOFAR % 79 & D98 (Newell, & Shanks, 2007)78 E 7225
b, HMBEARIIBEERBOREL YT TWND EEXDHZ L LAHELEA D, BELE
(ZHED < Bl 5L & BALE LI D < BN RS A ET 2 H1X, Wi & XAl
THZENBRELVHMEIZT DL VWR D,

BB RICB N T, BIEE EBEELBO ELLICESI PR TH L0 HET 5
BRICHWAREEHDO—o & LTINS 2 b, BEIELBICKR L CBERER
EHIMICEET 2 & SN D (RH, 1992), B R & BEEIC A< bo L, BT
PLBICESS b ORH D LT 572 01F, FHtEICHEVRRALND EEXDILD,



370

5| F3CHk

PIFpIEZ - FER] B - 9IS (2009). MO HMEEAMHR -y 2 I - B =X Dl
MR 2R —. B OPEEHFAE 17(2), 82-93.

Berlyne, D. E. (1970). Novelty, complexity, and hodonic value. Perception & Psychophysics,
8(54), 279-286.

Bornstein, R. F. (1989). Exposure and affect: Overview and meta-analysis of research,
1967-1987. Psychological Bulletin, 106, 265-289.

Bornstein, R. F., and D'Agostino, P. R. (1992). Stimulus recognition and the mere exposure effect.
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 58, 791-800.

Cox, D. S., and Cox, A. D. (1988). What Does Familiarity Breed Complexity as a Moderator of
Repetiton Effects in Advertisement Evaluation. Journal of Consumer Research, 15, 111-116
Cox, D. S., and Cox, A. D. (2002). Beyond first impressions The effects of repeated exposure on
consumer liking of visually complex and simple product designs. Journal of the Academy of

Marketing Science, 30(2), 119-130.

Craver-Lemley, C., and Bornstein, R. F. (2006). Self-generated visual imagery alters the mere
exposure effect. Psychonomic Bulletin & Review, 13(6), 1056-1060.

Fenske, M. J., Raymond, J. E., Kessler, K., Westoby N., and Tipper S. P. (2005). Attentional
inhibition has social-emotional consequences for unfamiliar faces. Psychological Science,
16(10), 753-758.

Forster, J. (2007). Cognitive consequences of novelty and familiarity: How mere exposure
influences level of construal. Journal of Experimental Social Psychology, 45, 444-447.

Gordon, P. C., and Holyoak, K. J. (1983). Implicit learning and generalization of the mere
exposure effect. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 45(3), 492-500.

Harrison, A. A.(1977). Mere exposure. In L. Berkowitz (Ed.), Advances in experimental social
psychology (Vol.10), New York: Academic Press. Pp. 39-83.

B (2005). ETERCEELS L U C O MBI AL, 3, 112-131.

BB 2 (2008). 1980 AR EARSY - KEfER (W) HMEARIIFEOKATR 7L
ABEEE  15-23.

B A KHER (2008). ZITARIGH R EHL  HARS - KEGER (W) S
B R FE D il JLABSZZ  26-36.

Ishii. K. (2005). Does mere exposure enhance positive evaluation, indipendent of stimulus
recognition A replication study in Japan and the USA. Japanese Psychological Research,
47(4), 280-285.

JILEEK - S HE HE (20090). 2 HEMBEAMBIR(). HAHLDOBIZERF 50 [FIAS
T i X, 590-591.

JIEERK - & HE 1 (2009b). ZHEREMBEMBIRQ). AAHDOBFERT 50 FIAS



BRI R IE D dha) & S 371

FE X i LI, 170-171.

JIEEEK « &5 HE M (2010). BT BBt o R ER & REIEHtE. 7 AL 02
FRH 51 [FIARTE XK LIE, 70-71.

Kramer, R. S. S., and Perkinson, B. (2005). Generalization of mere exposure to faces viewed
from different horaizontal angles. Social Cognition, 23(2), 125-136.

Krishnan, H. S., and Shapiro, S. (1996). Comparing implicit and explicit memory for grand
names from adbertisments. Journal of Experimental Psychology: Applied, 2, 147-163.

Kunst-Wilson & Zajonc (1980). Affective Discrimination of Stimuli That Cannot Be Recognized.
Science, 207, 557-558.

Lee, M. A., Sundberg, J. L., and Bernstin, I. H.(1993). Concurrent process: The affect-cognition
relationship within the conext of the "mere exposure" phenomenon. Perception &
Psychophysics, 54(1), 33-42.

Manza, L. and Bornstein, R. F. (1995). Affective Discrimination and the Implicit Learning
Process. Consciousness and Cognition, 4, 399-409.

EAERIT (2008). 1970 F8 HARRS - KEER () HMEARZROIEORATR £
AtEZSF 2-14.

Monahan, J. L., Murphy, S. T., and Zajonc, R. B. (2000). Subliminal Mere exposure: Spe-cific,
General, and Diffuse Effects. Psychological Science, 11(6), 462-466.

Moreland, R. L, and Zajonc R. B. (1977). Is Stimulus Recognition a necessary Condition for the
Occurrence of exposure effects? Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 35(4),
191-199.

Newell, B. R., and Bright, J. E. H. (2003). The Subliminal Mere Exposure Effect Does not
Generalize to Structurally Related Stimuli. Canadian Journal of Experimental Psychology,
57(1), 61-68.

Newell, B. R., & Shanks, D. R. (2007). Recognizing what you like Examining the relation
between the mere-exposure effect and recognition. Europian Jounrla of Cognitive Psychology,
19(1), 103-118.

FHHEN « FEAT (2008). A DOFRRICALE K UEN R IE T8, 152/ # IEICE
Technical Report, HIP2008-100, 63-67.

KHEER (1992). FhZitlE FHEBE (R Roprorzer7407101 #7rzX
#£ 92-119.

Rhodes, G., Halberstadt, J., and Brajkovich, G. (2001). Generalization of mere exposure effects
to averaged composit faces. Social Cognition, 19(1), 57-70.

Rhodes, G., Halberstads, J., Jeffery, L., and Palermo, R. (2005). The attractiveness of average
faces is not a generalized mere exposure effect. Social Cognition, 23(3), 205-217.

Seamon, J. G., Brody, N., and Kauff, D. M. (1983). Affective discrimination of stimuli that are



372

not recognized: II. Effect of delay between study and test. Bulletin of the Psychonomic Society,
21(3), 187-189.

Seamon, J. G,, Marsh, R. L., and Brody, N. (1984). Critical Importance of Exposure Duration for
Affective. Journal of Experimental Psycology.: Learning, Memory, and Cognition, 10(3),
465-469.

Stang, D. J. (1975). Effects of "Mere Exposure" on Learning and Affect. Journal of Personality
and Social Psychology, 31(1), 7-12.

Stang, D. J., & C'Onnell, E. J. (1974). The computer as experimenter in social psychological
research. Behavior Research Methods & Instrumentation, 6(2), 223-231.

Szqunar, K. K., Schellenberg, E. G, and Pliner, P. (2004). Liking and Memory for Musical
Stimuli as a Function of Exposure. Journal of Experimental Psycology: Learning, Memory,
and Cognition, 30(2), 370-381.

= B - ZR)IFAL (2010). HEFEEEMREH R O FIEIEA~OBAUIZ I T 2 R SR R R R O %)
R HARDPEFZLT 74 [A] K57 K LI

Willems, S., Dedonder, J., and Van der Linden, M. (2010). The Mere Exposure Effect and
Recognition Depend on the Way You Look. Experimental Psychology, 57(3), 185-192.

Yagi, Y., Ikoma, S., and Kikuchi, T., (2009). Attentional Modulation of the Mere Exposure Effect.
Journal of Experimental Psycology: Learning, Memory, and Cognition, 35(6), 1403-1410.

INARFEZ - JgHL  1E (2009). 5= SHNC X 2 HifiEftsh RO, Tukuba Psychological
Research. 37,9-17.

Zajonc, R. B. (1968). Attitudinal effects of mere exposure. Journal of Personality and Social
Psychology, Monograph Supplement, 9, 1-27.

Zajonc R. B., Shaver, P., Tavris, C., and Van Kreveld, D. (1972). Exposure, Satiation, and
Stimulus Discriminability. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 21(3), 270-280.



BRI R IE D dha) & S 373

Current Trends and Future Directions in Research
on the Mere Exposure Effect

Akitoshi TOMITA and Kazunori MORIKAWA

This aims paper to overview research trends in mere exposure effect and to provide directions
for future research. The mere exposure effect is a phenomenon wherein repeated exposure to
stimuli enhances a positive evaluation of the stimuli. This paper consists of three main topics.

The first topic reviews experimental variables, which include stimulus characteristics,
presentation parameters, and measurement variables that are known to influence the mere
exposure effect. In this paper we have mainly reviewed the variables that were investigated in
recent years.

The second topic considers what causes the mere exposure effect. The “perceptual fluency
hypothesis™ is discussed in detail.

The third topic suggests three possible directions for future research on the mere exposure
effect: the first direction is to clarify relationships between high-level cognitive processes and
the mere exposure effect. For example, attentional and encoding processes and representations
of stimuli stored in memory may influence the mere exposure effect. The second direction is to
investigate a generalized mere exposure effect for previously unseen stimuli. Some studies
showed that the mere exposure effect generalizes to novel stimuli. However it remains
unknown how stimulus similarity affects the generalization of the mere exposure effect, what is
the presentational condition that causes maximum generalization to novel stimuli, or what the
mechanism of the mere exposure effect generalization is. The third direction is to study the
degree to which the mere exposure effect depends on implicit and explicit memories. It is a
possibile that examining the duration of the mere exposure effect may elucidate the different

roles played by two types of memory.



