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Abstract

Attribute framing effect refers to the phenomenon
that evaluations of an object or event are more favor-
able if a key attribute within any given context is
framed in positive rather than negative terms. We
explored the subliminal attribute framing effects and
its psychological mechanisms by two studies. The
first study showed that the subliminal attribute fram-
ing effect did exist in the condition with time pres-
sure. The second study showed that participants

were faster in recognizing frame — consistent rather

than frame — inconsistent target words in the decision
task. These results to some extent explain that the e-
mergence of subliminal attribute framing effect may
be playing a semantic priming effect, thus making an
activation of the frame - consistent information. This
makes assimilation of an evaluative estimate towards
the previously presented subliminal frame.

Key words; attribute framing effect, subliminal

frame, time pressure, word types



