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A review and future research for perceived size of product
in marketing research
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[Abstract] This article aims to examine current research trends regarding the factors that influ-

ence the perception of product size and the subsequent impact of product size on consumer pur-

chasing decisions. In reviewing 23 papers in the field of marketing and consumer behavior published

since 2008, the factors influencing the perception of product size were categorized into “shape,”

“sensory perception,” “digital media,” “size change,” “product placement,” and “consumer individ-

ual factors.” Additionally, the discussion addresses the psychological mechanisms related to the per-

ception of size and deliberates on research topics that should be considered in conjunction with in-

troducing research findings.

[Keywords] Marketing, Consumer behavior, Size perception, Product image
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I. 3UBIC

Ay =24y FCEGEZBATLIHEHFRIMZTCVWL—HT, A4 0T ay ¥y 7iZBiy
SRMODEHE LT [T A ABKRED o7 & [FA XDVhE o] L) B RE SI2H
WS LHENLEHE DL MAEH 0 - <—FrF 1 V7 V—7, 2019, LHL. %<
DECHA FTIIEGORE SITHT 2HEMPHEF ICHRINTEDY, 20 ) O LD,
BRESINZICH DO, ZREHE EERETRLORE SIZHT 2 RMISEL L0725
I Mo TORICHLT, BT TR, £ < OHEFIIRMOKNE SIZHT 2 HRITTEREZ AT
T MDD ICHAOHENFELLDICEZHRICEDOVTRESIZHET5 I EAREIN T
% (Folkes & Matta, 2004; Krishna et al., 2017; Raghubir & Krishna, 1999; Yang & Raghubir,
2005) 2F ), WHOEBEOFTENIRENTHTH, BT A2HEN LT F21d
ZOMOERIZ L > TRFORE SHESHELZT LI EPHLN L > TWD,

oL @AM E LT, =7 T4 YRIRERICB VW TIHEE D RGORES R Y
DEHITHHEL T2 HT XA R ED SN TB Y, Ny r— Yok, #
mOFLE, BEHEGROE R & Vo 72 B RR D S IEE O AR £ TIRIA WERAVREINTE
2o BlZIE, B LTid_a 4 —3 a3 7 A (Elongation bias) 21 H L 7265
233 1) (Raghubir & Krishna, 1999; Yang & Raghubir, 2005), HEZFHEOEE L W) RITE
FIH L CTEMONM 2T T 22 EDBHLNITR -5 TWD, 51T, BORE SHREIZH M
oA BERAINA T AE, BEOKRE ST 2B A OFHRLHE KOS (Raghubir &
Krishna, 1999) BT 0012 X 2 #E~DOHE (Hagtvedt & Brasel, 2017) % X2k - T
FIEGREIENL ZENFHEMEINTETE) ., HRFEDOLHW X 7 =X L OMEIZB VT HHFZED
EWHIshT&Twa,

AT, LD X ) BERPRGEOKRE 8 VIS EE RITTH, EZNELERE S
DWEN) AN ZZXLNORRN LR Z RO 720, KE SAREICHEET 5 EFEOY—7 T 4
Y7 HBOMEICET AURMLE 2 —2f7) ¥, BIETIEIVATIYTA v 7 LE2L—D
FIEEIR L. LHRROILEB L L o —OR & %2 5 WO B E L2179, Z LT,
ROFEMETIL, BHOKE SHRITEEL R TERNZ AL 256 7078123 % 35
790 BVETIIXIL € 2 —Dffin & BL LB, HEVETHEONIEHEIZOWTEHL %,

I. ARF*E

AMWF7E1E. Scientific Procedures and Rationales for Systematic Literature Reviews (SPAR4-SLR)
DOFNEIZ L 72Hy (Paul et al, 2021), Y AT7<7 4 v 7L ¥ a—%Eji§T 5, SPARASLR D7
Ohanid, YATYT4 v 7L Ea— Il X AHmNEMEZ AR TZOICERLINZD DOTH
0. AKWFEDH SPARASLR O 7 70 —F 12 - Cifm = #ED T <,

(1) AWFZEIZBWT, K& S (area). AF (volume). Z4[ (spatial) @ 3 2DKILEZATE
D, BEOHAME LCTHETRZZHIAE XL EHIAE X (perceived size) % WihE§ 5 EMHE
LCTHWwWTW3,
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2-1. XEasxE

HRIRFRICES L Cld, Jefriigeic o & (Palmatier et al,, 2018; Paul et al,, 2021). F 3 A%t
DOVH—F 7T AF 3y (LT, RQ) #F%AEL. KIZRQ ICEET 2 THKOMEEZITH o AWF
ZeiE, [RHOKRESMEIZED L) RERICE > TEEE2ZT 500, TLTEMORE EM
RIZHBAZOWEERREICED L) B2 JITT 2] L) RQ ZiET 5. HAMIZIX
[BRORNE SHEOFEER] 7213 [HMOKE SHMEPHEETEICRITTEE] ICHEL
T LRIconwTLEa—LTw <,

W2, FELRQ 2N T 5720, BT 2 LkE RET 5o LBROBMBILAM T — & X—
A “Web of Science” ##FJH 3% (Kumar et al., 2020; Reshadi & Fitzgerald, 2023) ., #LhD K & X
ML W) R FRESRCHEURICE o TESDENDH o 72720, BATHR T S b8
% — v %5# |2 LT (Berg & Lindstrom, 2021; Ordabayeva & Chandon, 2013; Raghubir & Krish-
na, 1999; Sevilla & Kahn, 2014), (kD F—7 — K THZE %479 : consumer behavior AND size
perception OR size impression OR size estimation OR perceived size OR product size perception
OR spatial perception OR volume perception, %3 2 WML, ZZHAEICET AL 2 —F
(Krishna, 2008) OHI T~ —47 7 4 ¥ ZWFEHBRIC BT 2 BB OKE S OHMEOMIEHLTY R
LNTWABTD, BRI TIE20084E%H 520234E F TOHPHTRET So F/2. FidGuDEEIIB W
Tld. Australian Business Deans Council (ABDC) journal quality list (Paul et al., 2021) T A* ¥
723 AT Y7 ORI EZIT TV AESGEICHRE L. ZOHRTY—7 714 ¥ I RHBEHTE &
&4 23EDAG Z ik (Article or Early access) #M#ESME 45, EitsthTcoks
DGR 207THDFRSLAHIR E Tz,

2-2. XEOAESELELRIIELE

BME SN PP SR TL ¥ a— 247 ) XMOWEEEZKOBY THL, 3. &K
WF7ED RQ & DOREMEDTE VIR (e.g., B K E SHRITEHE 2 RITTHENZ FRLAEK L L
TWBERMN ) Z2HT 5720, FMXDOIA4 ML, TTANTZ b, F—T—F, AL
ZHERA L. BIEEORWIRLE L 22— % L LTED, TO—F T, &KX (concep-
tual articles). #HEE, AP OKE SHE (eg, BFEOKEE), BFOKE SHMENEELR
HMOMRETIERVIL (eg., BMOKE SHESTTELEKRENELE LTOARRY LTS
NTVBIER L) ZL 2 —DONEh 5Pk L7z,

ZLT, F—U—PFCI2HBOKRE SHARICETEMEOMBETRNZ i 720, Google
Scholar (Ter Huurne et al., 2017; Webster & Watson, 2002) % H\WC#HF S RKiZ (Backward
search) & HIFZHMER (Forward search) %17o7z0 BAMEK L LTI, Eadw&2EH / BRAL
WL S TAZ ) ==Y FENTZZGLDBELWD ) A 25 Z L efrv, HiREE L
T Google Scholar D& X5 L7-ZF DM EATIIsE 2 A5, FidoI#EZ@EP L 2%
DFER, BRI OFR I L 2 — 3R LTRES N (F1),

2-3. XEOFH
w2, L 2= RE B o 2 SCROEH L BB O W TR 5, $97, MIEEIMIZOWT
. ARWFEDO L B 2 =R & %5 72imLD50% VL LS5 LN TRIT I N DD TH Y HED

WROAESAEOMRICET B 21— | 3@ %IS]



1 FRAEOLE1-HEDOY v—F )b

Journal Name Articles
Appetite 5
Food Quality and Preference 3
Journal of the Academy of Marketing Science 1
Journal of Business Research 2
Journal of Consumer Research 2
Journal of Consumer Psychology 1
Journal of Marketing 2
Journal of Marketing Research 3
Journal of Retailing 1
Psychology & Marketing 3
Total Number of Journal Articles 23 articles from 10 journals

HiFT @ B

X T A Y THRFRII B TREORE SHEOPEER L LD X 7 = XL OBINI—ED
BLODBHEELNTWL LD D2 5o Elo0 RESHMEICHL T, Az ELENR LS
%Y X —F ) (Appetite, Food Quality and Preference) S0 fLih7 7 T — %Y FIF 75 LA % »
DIFHNTH L. TOHAEE LTIE, #HEOKE S W) REIEZ, FHAMOTTH, )b
FEaA 7 T —IZBWTREBOKR S SERGFHLEREX E OMER R W0 TH L LE R
LN %o

TL T AW, RO R & SHBIEEE RTTER EHBRATH~OEE LB 5 C
LT, WRHEDOKE SPHEA N = ALNOIRERD H L & BT, FHROBIEI T Tl & 17
ITEERHMELTwD, I7, WHEREEMT 5720, BE SN E TR A, B
DK E SHEDOCEEROBPILIZE S TRLE IV —E Y T L7z, ZOMR, K& SHE
OFHERE LT IR [RE] [EFBEL TRE 3oL, TRERE ] [HHREOmEA
R © 6 DAL 5 AWK, Lz T, HMETIEI NS OFBERIIET 2
FOFMEEIL 729 2Ty HIFRMAOERE X OS5 HBoOBFEREIC OV THERT 5.0

I. RAEDKZSHEOZEERER

BEHOKE SHEIE, Sy r— VoSN ER, HEEOLENER - IREBOER, 5wk
BinE ST 2B TR0 S e R BEICREEZZ T 5 2 LAVREN TV, PRl T,
ED LI RERD, EDOXHICKESOHARLITEET 201200 T, IRETOMREELKE S5
HOPBBERIZESOTHEEL L, AT S22 > TW A AR Z I L 2075 i
DD,

3-1. AR

HHORE SAMEITEEEZ RIEZTERNO—2L LT, Ny r—Y0ORKICKDHENL T AL
HHTHH%E3H ). WEOIRE KE SIS 2 8 07078122 v Tid Krishna
(2008) I2& o CTiEmAVEH I N TS, Krishna DX Tld, ZHAKE W) AN R L
Va—OhT, KEZMBIZBIIWEDOIROEENRTEDONT WS, T/, R —47
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1 Sevilla and Kahn (2014) Study?2 T{EH & h 7= EERRSES

A: Completely Shaped Container

B: Incompletely Shaped Container

A

HiFT : Sevilla and Khan (2014), p. 61

T4 VITHFICBWTIIRE KX SHEDO A = A LIEH LRI OWTHHY EiIFTwb
(Folkes & Matta, 2004; Krider et al., 2001; Raghubir & Krishna, 1999; Yang & Raghubir, 2005), %
D7=®, AFiTIE Krishna (2008) & O\ Z BT 5, BEOKE SHEIZBIT 2 THIRICH
SR Y EASINN G EE: T h o) o IS

20084ELABEICFE T S MR E R & SHRICH T 2 e LTk, 7Sy 7 — Yok %E4A M
(Completeness) (27 EH L720F2e233% % (Sevilla & Kahn, 2014), Sevilla 5%, F LU K& X o#l
MDY 28— UPEERTERO TS, AEEGZTIROGEITHRT, L)FEENFREVE
HMEENLEZEEZHLMIL (K1 0 EERPEEZRBIR, TEROHIPAREELIGIRD /Sy 7r—
D)o —HT, HEOEG N T T —IZBVTAERRIIRYE— RN TH S Z L E2RRIHEI
X (eg, X=7 N, AL ZAF—X), BRIPAZEELZELPEELZEG IV EZ L oEIMRES N
EMEINLZELREN,

3-2. By

BWHOKE SAMEINROMRE X, & o 2EERIRA S b %221 5, Hagtvedt and
Brasel (2017) (&, #iOGOBENE VLS (v EE), Bz L) RS AETLHI LR
mL7ze F/o, BEEREOTRICHET 2HEENTFS0D & RKE SAEOBRIZOWT D i
HHENTHEY ., BMEROT FIFAECKIEZ RE L CHEN RS PR E - 728546, B0
KESEMNIFFHMT 22 LS HIT%R -7 (Ketron, 2018) o i b . 85 {5 O %
(depth of field) 25EWVHE. BRI L7720, BEHFEIYVHIEDX )R, 2oL
LCHREPRELHMEENS E V) (Meng et al., 2022) o

F 72, Lowe and Haws (2017) &, HERHELZEDFTOE v FHERWEA, BiE L h K&
METHIEEZHLNIL, ZOHMIE, REVRIVIIPZ BNV I D EPMRNZ 03B 5 &
I KRE PRI ECHE B CRAZ R S E 5720, ROFOT LRI REVEN

WREOAESSAEOMRICET DB 21— | @ D;ﬁl 83



AN O LY R T WEFHPFEIN TV DL, T2, FREZPEE LB RBHEGEE AT S o7
%y b NI E RS THMORE S ZHES TN —T (vs. KE SFFAMlRE 28 1
BERE L PS5/ =) IZOH, HEOY vy FHRRESHARICKITTRENTIHIN
(Study4, 5ab) o

B2y, BEAEICEWT, FREABI»ZVEG (g, A¥—"—%LE) PHTWVDE L)
WEHATLILEPRESMBIIED L) B2 RIZTOrZHEm LA DL H S (Jia et al,,
2020). Jia B, BEOHE L RE SARLICAOHEISH L Z L ZWLNIILTEY, ZoORR
T RGN DI D B AR OKRN E ST 2 RN 2 MWD 2 56 1R 56 2 &
ZR L7

Ny r =V OFMPBBOKRE SIIRIZTEEBIIOVWTOIMET SN TS (Makanjuola &
Enujiugha, 2015) . Makanjuola & D FEERTIX, ¥ =— V4D X ) Tk FH TS N8
Oy, Tk (Area) tfEE (Weight) O (AW) MPMERWIZEZORGERECHET LS
ERWHOPI R o720 FIZIE 8,640mm DI X L T27g Ao T % Bk & 10,560mm’ D TiifE
IR L T30g 2SA > TWAHEFOREZ S 2K L7254, i ORMPL ) REIVEMREEINI,

E512iIF BEOZ 0 A= VIIER LA TbI, BRI LR-GOBOREL W)
R EHMEOEEGIRE SHEICRITTHENHS 2% 572 (Wang et al,, 2020) . HAKMIZ
. ORELEROS S LOREEHIERLTB), BuE2#ln2RE JMES LR
3. WEOEORENEHVGEOAMMER S E, BEPMRCEGEIEES -G OKE SHEIZRITT
WEEIRON o 72,

3-3. EFHEE

WAETIE, BMDSER SN L ETHAAROWI LI & v ) AR L BFHOKE SAFITONT
WM7Eh 47T b (Chung & Karampela, 2021; Schmidt & Maier, 2019)o ¥ 54 v a v ¥
YTOBICHWONLBTHAAL LTI PC F/2EAR =T 4 YL WA, IS OETHAE
34 Y5 =7 2 — ZRWHEIC X o Tl OB LRI R A2 20 BB L V) 2KITOEEN S 725
FTRESHMENA T AZOWTIIHE 7 L — 285 (visual field theories; Kiinnapas, 1955, 1959)
12 & BEE—KFEEM (Vertical-Horizontal Illusion, VHI; Kiinnapas, 1955) %% %, #)Z21X, A
M KPR EDICH LR S THo THOEERPKPMEYELHRZLZEVIBLTHL, AHO
H O By AKCERRIZF2008 F CHILCTE 2 ), TEEAUIFISEICHEMAPRON TS Z

2 Schmidt and Marier (2019) T{EMA & h 7= EERFIHES

(a)\'enical (b) Horizontal (C) None

Horizontal Vertical Horizontal Vertical Horizontal Vertical

" =m -

it @ Schmidt and Marier (2019), p. 827
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&5 (Dagnelie, 2011), TEHEMMOHHPKFELIDESRZ, ZOFEL LT VHISEEE 5 L
W) o VHLIZBHE S 2 G778 0 &, B EAD 7 L — 20l (FEE - KTFOLE) 2
BB OKRE SHMEIZH 25T HENERSIN TS, Schmidt and Marier (2019) 1%, 7Bk
DO & BFHOFERKRICOLZH (Vertical or Horizontal framing ratio) 25F WA (e.g., A
X—=b7F VOMEEEZBANEXICLTHEY -V A2 FRTHLE42 L, K2 23K), #
mE XD RELHMET L LEWLNIT L7,

F 7o, BEBEEA PC TRRENIZLE, AY— M7 4 Y TRRSNALA ISR #iiok
EEHBIZBITHBRENKEL LI ELREINTWS (Chung & Karampela, 2021) . & DFEH
LT EBZME L PC TOMEFEIIH L TRE SOHEEDIEMICTE T 5D &BRET 2 @A
HY. TORMEELTTNA AMTRE SHEDREIZENLOND L),

EHIE VT4 RO IRICHESZ M TT, BTEE (E=5—) ICBIFAKE SHHE
R L7218 b 5 (Berg & Lindstrom, 2021), Berg bk, 54 v avy ¥y 7 TR
THEMBEENORESZHET L LT, EWHIIRIRENDEA 7 T4 VIR T, RES 2
ET5HFETONERMCEREL EOBMERERLLVERCSINL I LERLZ. TO0, HEH
FEFOMMB R KE X (eg, L DXy MR MVEFHIS00m] TH 5 7% &) L) RT3
MY EFHATHEADHEE D, T4 L) /NERISMZ TR b K& STMEISREL K
FFZEEHLMPIIL TS,

3-4. RTEDZEML

BROKESHELINLES (eg, v T —YDF 7 AV V7B LLIEA——H 4
V7). WEORE SELIINT HEHOEZ BT 572000 b7bTw5 (Chan-
don & Ordabayeva, 2009; Cornil et al., 2014; Ordabayeva & Chandon, 2013), %1z ¥, #FEDOK &
EEEHSEILA B8 - B - {EW) 320KIEDHI B, MLEEZZELIETH, 1 KT
DOHREEASELI L HIUEL 2KILFELIZZRILETRTHEEIELILHH S, Chan-
don and Ordabayeva (2009) X, Z L3252 KEZIEMUETD, 1 RILOAEZENSEL I L &
Dy 3T RTEELSEL56, HEHIIKRE EOZLEREBENHET S LV, TDXH
NA T AHHE L AJRKIZ DWW T, The AddChange heuristic model (Balakrishnan & Eliash-
berg, 1995) &\ 9 K& ZHARICETA2HFRICK DV TIHML L I TS (Ordabayeva &
Chandon, 2013)o COETFNTIE, WHEOES, RS, WOLELOREGEZMAET LI LTk
TZORBEERTRE L. BRofi/heiRKICH T 2HEEORESHMEEZTFNTLIL2HMEL
TWwb, Ordabayeva 5 D—HOREDOHER, HE - KRE -HDOH B, —DDRITOANEH S
N7WEITIE, MihSNToRE DR DOHEDFRAD/NE L B D =T, 320K ITLE TN
TEALS A, Hig L RABOZILETH AL b ET, KRESEEOBRENIKREL LD
Z LRI NI,

o, BEHAORE SIIEZ T, RESICHTLEMEZASELLEICB T L RE SAE
IZOWTHZED TN T 5 (Aydinoglu & Krishna, 2011), Aydinoglu 5 i, DO FEEEDO
BERESDITRXVO—F A—FWNGEGORESOMNEICHELRITTIEE2EIELTW
b0 BIZIE, 620F721E 82D 7Ly Yy VIZx LT, ZNENIE [IFAXDRF v 7] &
(A ZDRF 7] L) TNV EMioTRESN TV —TE, XY ¥ 72l LT

WROAESAEOMRICET B 21— | 3@ %|85



3  Zhang et al. (2021) Study! TEH & h 7= EERRIHES

Popio Wafer Rolls Popio Wafer Rolls

Non-interspatial display Interspatial display
HiT © Zhang et al. (2021), p. 1115

fEN/Z V=TT, MESNZEBOKRE SORBI TbNIZ, TOMKE. 8 DAY DELHIC
INFAZDAF v 7 L) LRUHEILNTWEEAE, ZORGHOKRE S 2 8/NEi$ 5 2 &8
REN, EBEOKETIIR L, RESHFRIETL2FINDICL o TRESHMEICELZIT S
NP N2 % DY A o

3-5. WAELE

BROBEIKE SHILICG 2 5BIIOVTOER?ITON TS, £O—2L LT, i
RPORT HMPEEICEH LFZEA D 0 . BEAEE ISR SN2 56 (vs. K. Bz X )/
SLHMETHZEDPHLNITHR->TWD (Szocs & Lefebvre, 2017) . ¥ 7. Rowley and Spence
(2018) 1B & TEE ST ISR A BT B RLE LKA LT AREZ LKL TB ), &#
DFPEGE LI DREMET S EERL, Szocs LOREREZHH L2, 512, Rowley 5
. BREAKCHRRT 208, RICED THURT 22 L85 k2D LT 6 LTHRIRT %
X0, Bz X ) RECART LI EHWLNIIL TV,

¥ 72, Zhang et al. (2021) (B HECEICHST 2B BB OMBEAKE S AT RITT RIS
HLTBY)., BAHOMBEAAL 252 EICX o THEBMORESHENTTL L ’i”l‘ﬁniELt
(B3)e ZOAHNZALE LT, BHHOBEFHERE LTV HBRELY S, BaloMKEE
T%ﬁ%m%®%ﬁ\ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁwﬂﬁbfwékw5ﬂﬁﬁoﬁﬁb\~O~O®ﬁ%“@ﬁ
BENETEL720, MRELTHEHEPIYRECHAREEIND ZLAVRENTZ, EHIC ~00)§¥
i & B (9 vs. 16) 1 Aﬁbfﬁﬁxﬁﬂéht@%@@%ﬁﬁﬁ%éﬂﬁﬂ&iT%@
MENTWS (Wuetal, 2023) 2 DDFEEROKER, 78 S /- R 0B L B o Bk iﬁwu
DEERI R E SHAITHE L BT, pEINT—2FTO0RMIITHRE SITERHO
Bk 2 ERRO AR SNz,
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4  Zitron-Emanuel and Ganel (2018) Study1-2 T{EH & h /- EE&RRIHE1%

(a) (b)

(c)

H T Zitron-Emanuel and Ganel (2018), p. 140

3-6. HEEODEAEHE

BRORE ST EE QLA ZER LR ERIC X > TR L 275 2 LRI N T
BY., BIZZHEFEOBANERD—> & L TRENDOREIFDE WV ERGOKRE S 28/l § %
Z &R ENT: (Brogden & Almiron-Roig, 2010), 72, 71 —EWANOEA, G050
AW Z 512N T, BHOKREX S Z2HET HHE (Sensitivity to portion size) 2METF$5Z &
LW S M2 572 (Rizk & Treat, 2015) .

F 7 HEAEOZEFIREIRE SAEICRITTHREIER LMD H 5 (Zitron-Emanuel &
Ganel, 2018, 2020), BIZIX, KRESHMENA T AD—D2TH 5 [TV 7 =)Vl ] (Girgus &
Coren, 1982) HHE A OZEMIREIZ X » THEI NS L9 (Zitron-Emanuel & Ganel, 2018) .
Zitron-Emanuel and Ganel (2018) 12X % &, EmOEFRBEGR (vs. JEE 5 O FERFRA MR,
B4) LT BREEHIRINAZV—TIZBV T, T 7 — VI K 2 K& SHIROH
FEDNEL B, BFREZHRL 25723 P =V IV —F TR IOEHENRLS N0 5
720 LU, Zitron 512 & 2 HEHIZETId. Z2REREATR & SARICRIZTEEE. KE 20l
EFEIC L o THIRDP—EHET, S5V LELRZ LA S /e (Zitron-Emanuel &
Ganel, 2020) . fl1iZid. PIRTOBEFIZOWTRRT S 2 LR MET 5 L v ) EFAERRR (the
mealrecall effect) 2%, HEFOKE S 2B/ NHI S5 2 & PWEESX N7z (Szypula et al., 2023) o

V. &%

BMETIE, =TT 4 7 F 3BT DR CGEE HUOIBTIIED L ¥ 2 — %247
W, BEORESMEICBITAHEERICOWTHBR L2, #ABORE SHMEIZOVWT, Mo
Tz sy r—3ay N TALREOBBOBRICERNPBTOLNTE 2, TETIE

WREOAESSAEOMRICET DB 21— | @ %|87



B4 RN BE SN TB Y . AN GWGENDE A 2 Tnb, 29 LMFZEE)n I,
BEORESAREZBRT LI LNOY—FT T4 V7RG BOBELOBESEZRTLDOTH S
Jo

BaoOKRE SHRICHEST 20O L ¥ 2 —F3C (Krishna, 2008) 2BV Tid, 22H A
(Spatial perceptions) & WIHMEEZHWT, AR ED 1 RITOADE SHED S 3 RITOHRA
# (Area perception) K& SHIHE (Volume perception) 2B 2 JEATHIZE AW B iim
N, ZOPTHRE SHMEOBEENE L THROBRIZERZLTON TS, €O—T,
Krishna (2008) LAKED 2 { OWFEAER SN TETE Y., K& SRS 2 05813 IEE L
TED5 WIRHIRO MR L EHIZ OV T F I Em SN TI b o7z, 22T AT
BROIR, BE, BFEAE, K& 202k, BaRE, HEAOMAERD 6 2IZIhFETo
WAL L, K& SHRICHT 2 BITMRDO IR L ¥ a—%1T- 72,

KRESHEICHT 20785 2 722 L1, KRE SHRICHT 2 EHE QLI X = A A
WZOWTHOMEDED STz, BliE, BICBES 2 WENT255 0 238 G2 K& SRR
BEBAHNZANE LT TEE] 2WEREINTE (Folkes & Matta, 2004; Hagtvedt & Brasel,
2017; Ketron, 2018; Meng et al., 2022; Zhang et al., 2021), % < O34, HEETICBWT, K&
WEINEWE LY B HDRD, KREWE/OFICKLVEEIFIEDT 6N, ZORER
HFBNCHEED &, BN S OB T2 ) NEEZEOTE LTI E O 5506, Zo#En%
FOVRELHET DLV 2720, BHEORESHMELEBROMBRILSEDOFHATHHLT S
EDVEIHIN TS, 2% ), WRANOFESEMNZ L) RESAMES L2 TR L, B
RKEVDSHRADEEZFIE D5 &) BFR (reverse-attention bias) d LT 5720, K
EEMEEFEBFIN TN ZERICH L Z EERSINTE TS (Folkes & Matta, 2004;
Hagtvedt & Brasel, 2017), F72. 9 —2DOKE SMEOREERNE LT NHEHORME]
EWVI) T2 ST ENTH Y (Aydinoglu & Krishna, 2011; Berg & Lindstrom, 2021; Ketron,
2018; Raghubir & Krishna, 1999). K& S Z & T 2 BORBAMAM R LA ORLEDOEK S % &
2 RESHEEZL 22—V AT 4 v ZIZHBSELRRICORD S, TOME, BiRE Vw724
T TFAI0 O AT L 7B BRI 2179 7c 0, BaOKRE SHBEINA TABEL DL L),

— T RESHEDOAH Z AL E LTHR L W) BT A S b s iTbh T &7z,
Berg and Lindstrom (2021) Tld. EBRSMFITE =5 —ICFR SN BBEHRE LT S0,
ZORBRICAMOBGEOER IR L, T8 — TR THORNIIDH 2 BGA EOFEE
RECHPEZMWEL TS, TOMR, PHEL D LV HEH EoBG EEYORE SHED
MENPKEL BDIEIRENT, ZOHHE LT, BRI LIS TROZEEADEZ M
HME < (Vandenberg & Kuse, 1978), B (X4 v) LEW (X754 ) v Xk
DENTEBEI NI WITRBEIRIF SN TS, S5ITE, A v T4 Y ORFBEHE L TR
KZHWMLTL SIS, KESZHET H72012 2 KTORNERZ 3 KTOWAE L TEHR
FHRMT O ADFAET HH, ZORMT O AFEHMBERDEEELTBY ., 2HAEE
HZBIF B OB OVWTEHR I N TS (Vandenberg & Kuse, 1978; Voyer et al., 2004) .
L2l —HTBerg HEIZHDOMFERE LTLEOIENL Y KRESEZIEFHICHEET L2 LAVRS
7278 (Almiron-Roig et al., 2013) LRI TR & SAE DD SN - 7205 (Szocs &
Lefebvre, 2017) 25&% D). ED X9 H5EMAETRE SARICB T 2R OKEN D b b OniE
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X 67&%% WHLEETHS I

2. RESHROBBERNRA N ZALDA LSS, RESHEEY—F T 1 ¥ 7ERIC
2T %) AAPEFEESINTE TV L, BIZIE KE SOEGET 5 EOHBEE OBEEKIZ T
B 598 (Hagtvedt & Brasel, 2017; Jia et al., 2020; Rowley & Spence, 2018; Schmidt &
Maier, 2019; Sevilla & Kahn, 2014; Szocs & Lefebvre, 2017; Wang et al., 2020) . & 7% & DF7H)
BRI RAT I BB 5178 (Aydinoglu & Krishna, 2011; Raghubir & Krishna, 1999; Szocs &
Lefebvre, 2017) 2% %, L22L. HUNETHAOMY . BEOKEX SHILICET 5%  OWf%E
AEMZIY EIFTW525 iR, REOKRS SRBEALE N 7T —12B8W» TR
AN E 2 LT TIEETH S, PIIE, BRI 2720128 BT o720 3 2 4308
»oEm (eg, BTN, Tfi, BETHEEL L) [ZBWT, K& SITRMITHT 2 Hl#E&E &0
BGATA B B B RIZL., ToOMRE L TRV BT LI EIREINTYD
(Kamleitner & Suessenbach, 2018), 4. fMUAD B 57 T1) =12 BT A K& SHMEOREIC
DWTHE L TWL Z &k, WM AEICINZ T, 2L OEBNLERREL726TdDTHS
EEZHN5%,

V. SHROMERE

L. WBEORESHMBEDOA N AL =7 T4 ¥V I EB~OEEL XV EHRT 572

B, TRTIEINETORITMED L E 2 — % F 2 723w %17 o
% OFATHIETIZEMERE 2 IEWORFOLLEPDORKESOAREZWEL TV DAY,

MR OKRE SHEIC L > TR SN2 KE SOHMRPEYORE MBI RIFTHE, 512
IR B OIS 2 2B OV THERMILETH b, PIZIE v I4 Y TREZELT
Y. L OWEBEHTHMBEE,»SBBORE SEHET 205 KE S OHBI IR~ 2ER

PRHET L7200, WEPOHESNIBHORE S LZOBITRVEHOKREIZILTLL—
BHLBWIEDH L. IEOHETIE, BEAILAEINIRE S EEYOKRE S OMEZ HlE
L7z b 7228 (Berg & Lindstrom, 2021). W{E»SHME SN2 RKRE S LEFEYORKEESD
MED =7 74 ¥ ZEBICRIEZTHREIOWTE FailEmsnTni v, $72, BITHRo
%(uk%éﬂﬁt7—7?4/7%&#E@%ﬁ’%%ﬁr:0— WHEHLTBY, 20729
KRELAEDLZ LD —F T4 VIRBIZORDD LI fimae RmE L Tw A% v, #lx
. 0Ny Fr—I% L) REHELWEGA, (ﬁ%%O)EE’EEI &) BEBENTFLHNY R
Bl EEMOT, BRE2 LD RECHMBELIEL I LIMEKL2Z59, oA, AMICBIT5
RESHEEIBFERNLVE V) BEUCOL )R T, ZO#RL LTUEHEELHDL 2 L0
F7z L LCh, FanCEEOKRE SANEKGHIG S 722050 2 ABE ZZ I - 72K [Bo7z X
DINED o7zl LI RTT 4 ThRFEEZD726T2LdEZONL, 5. BNERE EYO
K E S OTEHED RS EHGR E OBOWREIZED X9 BB E LT T OOV TG 2%
TH»H)o

wIZ, K& éS%[l%ﬁkié%ﬂ%ﬁ@ﬁé%b:ﬁé?%ﬁ%aﬁf%éo =TT A Y TWRBEETIE, v —
T4 TEBICBITARESHEICE 58 (e.g., Hagtvedt & Brasel, 2017) & HE S MEIC X

%52 (e.g., Sharma & Romero, 2020) DENENIZDOWTHEMAITONTE 205, RESLHE
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SRELLLHBEFOMHBERIE I CEEL RIZTENTH L L2 E 2 hE, SHRITKREE
LESOBBRE X DHAMICHI MR LETHA ). KESLES I LT LTI
Bl MEICEET M TH L I EPMOENTBY ., BAHCEY: % & OMFEHBICH %2 1 %
ERE XHE S (size-weight illusion, SWI; Murray et al., 1999) 7 &, K& S L HXICHT S
B EAER IR ST d, SWIORENLZLDOE L TR LESTREIORRD 2D
OYEZIE L7256, DSV HEPIDELHMEINLZEDBPAILN TV S, fBIZH SWIHIZ
Bea o3y =30, FIZIETRKRE S TECEG - NS CTHRVEE, RECTRWEE - M3
CTHEHVEHLZEPEZONS, ZOL) GRGHORE S EEIOMEMEMND S 726 FTHE A
T A BEHEBEEREIEEE G2 5SS D, T, BAOKRE SEISHELTISREIT
TRLEEA TH Y, WENOMEREE, H2VIZRMOFEM, . BIR, RER EIEET L
EHFER S T3 (Buckingham, 2014) s ¥ —4 7 4 ¥ ZHRICB VT BN O
B, &5 VIEHENTFIN) L EPRESEEIMRLICGZ2EBEMHLNITHILET, Ih
FTORESMELBEIMEOHIEMAEZRA L. HEEHEOBEITE OB 2D 5 2 & 25 HifF
Ehb,

ZLT, RESHREVIBMEOMAMMLICE L THHERORMAFESN TV L, Bk E S
. ERPHEE Vo EERE ML TGRS N DA, BWWREOZRLICE D, K& S
HIZD B RY — U BEZ 6N D, Bz i COWBMN R EHRPBIEICBVTRERE NS
KESHENDHLH—)T. ECHA M OBGERED S OBEN R TN DAL EKE SHE
bdHbH, S5, HEOETHADFEIZEL Y. AR (Augmented Reality). VR (Virtual Reali-
ty) &Wo 22N —F ¥ VR 22 TOMPEEE (Vicarious touch, Luangrath et al., 2022) 12X 5K
ESHELIFAET 5o HBATHIZE TR, BAWEI{RE EWORE SHEOLBIZB W THIHED AR
EXEBICBIAHHBL D205 EHL IR D (Berg & Lindstrém, 2021). EC %4 b
ENEEITORE SR LB RBIMERORY R L L I LARENT VD, NI T, BAIRG
WRKESMEIEELRIZTIEIEWENTETWSL I L 2B T 2 %5 L (Raghubir & Krishna,
1999), HEBZVHNOKREEEZEDL) ZEBETHREL, »5VIEE0 L) RIEEHEEZEL
THET 22 L -5 T, FAROKE SAROZEERIIT L THIHEE ORIGA % 5 W] iEEDS
oo Gtk MR E EERBROMEZ ZE L 72wy ED bz b, BBoKE SHARED A
B = AL OERALIZ O %A B THSH 9 o
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