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Effect of long-term learning by massed presentation on nostalgia and the mere
exposure effect

Matsuda, Ken
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This study investigated the influence of long-term learning by spaced and massed
presentation on the mere exposure effect. Stimuli were presented thrice over three weeks with one-week
intervals. Presentation trends were varied across participants: increased, constant, and decreased
conditions. Participants rated stimuli at 5-min or 1-week post-exposure. Results showed that preference
values in the massed condition were higher than the spaced condition at one week, but not at the 5-min
point. We therefore extended the interval to two weeks; consequently, the stronger mere-exposure effect
in the massed condition was lost. Moreover, the increased massed-presentation conditions and constant and
decreased spaced-presentation conditions were associated with the mere exposure effect.



(Zajonc 1968)

2012
5
1
5
1
(2012) 2
5 1
1
( 2007) Kusumi et al.
(2010)
(Wildschu et al.,
2006)
1
2 4 3
1
3
(2 1 5
) (

(5 1 )
3
2
1
1 12
3 6
1 3
1
9 3
3
19
( 14 , 32
1-1
18 30
6 40
(2003)
(2013)
)
0
3
6 15
4
1
1
27
3
3
2 2

2
5
3
9
9
6 2
12
4
3
22 46
19.1 )
1
1-2
46 (
19.1 )
(2003)
(7
4
9
3
5
A5
85



5
1 1
AS
(3 2 6
7 2
2 1
1
1
1 2
5 2 2
1 3
(12
—10 —8 ) B —8 58 )
@4 -6 —-58 ) 3
2
18 22 63 (
13 50 18.8 )
1 10
2 6
4
2 2 4
1 3
(
3 ) 8 3
52
3
5 2

214

18

S

(15-10-5

18
58

2 5
x2

x3 3 6
36 18 18

(2007)

21
1
2

6 ) 18
0
1 2
1 2 )
3
(5-10-15 )
) (5-5-5 )
2
23 73
18.8 )
1 2
2
3



11

(ps<.001)
5
2012)
5 1
1
1-2 1-1
1-2
5 1
(p < .005)
(ps=.38, .14)
(p =09)
(ps<.005)
(p<.05 1
(p<.05)
(2012)
5
(p=.11)
1
(2012)
5

(p<.05)

(Kusumi, et

al.,2010)
(2012)
5 1
(p = .246) 1
(2012)
1
5 1
(ps= .21, .19)
2.6 w5 Ay w1 MR
-~
E 1.5
® 1
": 0.6 ﬁ ﬂ
o o =
% o5 |
B o1l omom 5 B & B W
- = ow . e W e g
woE D moE ¥ moE B
1 1-2
( 95% )
2
5 95%
0
2
5
2
5
2
2
(p = .010) 5 2
1-2 1



(2012) 2 1

BT HSHS O i Ko
=T = T R T T
el k=R ERT § N TE NIVET, |
i
b

(Bornstein et al., 1990

2

1-2

m55% m2ERIE

B —%E B 1 —%E o
®PET AMET
2 2
( 95% )
3
3
(p=.074)
(P
= .068) 3
1
(P
= 052) 1 9
(p=.078) 1
(P
= 085) 9
1
9
36 9
1

3
(p = .033) 1
(p=.085)
5
(p = .082)
(p=.052) 5 9
(p=.087) 1
3
(p = .082)
(p = .049) 5
(p = .094)
1
(p=.055) 1
5
6
3 1
(2012)
( )
Kusumi et al. (2010)
~ : sshiE m1ERdE
= . T -
Pal.t 1T T " 1
@
= .| .
55
o 0.5
=)
i -1
# 8 # % o g
v T & g g g
8 @ @ B @ @
3 3
( 95% )
4 (Y
=.098)
(p = .016)
1 5
95% 0

(p = .005)



95% 0
5 1
(p = .040) 1
5
1
1-2
5 1
(2012) 2 1
2
15
3 1
2
1
1
5
1
95% 0
4

2.5
m55E  miEmE

1.5

P

0.
05

BEAESHRS IR S HIED

-1.5 4
wN-%d FP-me —E-KP BN-HA OB —E-om

4 4
( 95% )

15

I 7 85(3)7 20141 pp'

240-247

10(2) 2013, pp. 133-150

. . CG
,» 12(1)
2013, pp. 67-75
37
32
2015 9 19
- 78
2014 9 10

Matsuda, K., Sugimori, E., & Kusumi, T.
Nostalgia and mere exposure effect:
Impact of stimuli repetition and
spacing. 53rd Annual Meeting of the
Psychonomic Society. 2012 11 17
Minneapolis, MN, USA.

76
2012 9 11
10
2012 6 3
2
2
5
2015 pp.245-247.
, 2014,
pp. 237-262.
@

MATSUDA KEN

10422916



