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The effect of item location on affective and physical
property ratings
Y AGI Yoshihiko

Abstract

The effect of the spatial location of items on its affective, weight, or thickness ratings was explored with large two-dimen-
sional picture stimuli. Participants were presented with 21 pictures of T-shirt arranged in 7columns and 3 rows, and asked
to affectively rate them (Experiment 1 and 2) or to rate perceived weight or thickness (in Experiment 2). The results
showed that the participants preferred the items in the middle position relative to that in either end (center-stage effect),
and that they rated items in the lower area as heavier and thicker relative to that in the other area. These findings were
discussed in terms of the previous accounts of the center-stage effect.
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Figure 1

Schematic diagrams of the stimulus display (A) and experimental settings (B) in Experiment 1. The stimulus
display was actually composed of 7 columns.
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Figure 2

Mean affective ratings for column (left) and row (right) in Experiment 1. Error bars represent + 1 standard
error. ‘Upper , “Middle”, and “Lower” indicate 1-2, 3-5, and 6-7 th column respectively.
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Figure 3

Mean selection score in Experiment 1. Darker gray represents the spatial location where the items were
selected more frequently as preferable option.
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Figure 4

Mean affective ratings (left) and Mean weight/thickness ratings (right) in Experiment 2. Error bars represent
+ 1 standard error. “Upper’, “Middle”, and “Lower” indicate 1-2, 3-5, and 6-7 th column respectively.
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Appendix

Mean Affective , Weight, and Thickness Ratings (and their Standard Deviation) for Column in Experiment 1 and Experiment 2

Ratings N 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th

Affective (Exp.1) 25 5.31(1.73) 5.35(1.77) 5.62(1.90) 5.92(1.84) 5.42(1.76) 4.69(1.43) 3.50(1.31)

Affective (Exp.2) 33 5.44(1.97) 5.03(1.79) 6.26(1.74) 5.94(2.14) 5.65(2.01) 5.21(1.84) 5.24(2.04)

Weight 18 4.50(2.27) 4.67(2.05) 4.22(1.87) 4.94(1.51) 5.78(1.69) 6.22(1.40) 6.33(1.89)

Thickness 19 4.11(1.74) 4.68(1.72) 4.84(2.06) 4.84(2.06) 4.95(1.47) 5.47(2.11) 5.47(2.80)
Appendix
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