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Abstract

Prior research on attribution has paid much attention to cognitive processes through which people infer causes.
However, surprising omission from this research stream is the role of unconscious priming of different causes in
task satisfaction and re-performance intention. This research is conducted to examine how attributing to different
causes (chance vs. effort) via priming procedure affects task satisfaction and re-performance intention. To do this,
participants were assigned to either chance-priming or effort-priming attribution condition and asked to answer O/X
quiz (Exp 1) or multiple choice questions (Exp 2). Then, we provided ‘Good’ or ‘Bad’ feedback to participants
randomly regardless of their actual task results. Finally, we measured their task satisfaction and re-performance
intention. Results indicate that task satisfaction is affected by the valence of feedback they received but
re-performance intention is influenced by interaction between attribution priming and the valence of feedback.
Specifically, when receiving ‘Good’ feedback, participants in effort-priming condition have higher re-performance
intention than those in chance-priming condition, whereas when receiving ‘Bad’ feedback, participants in
effort-priming condition have lower re-performance intention than those in chance-priming condition. Implications of
the findings are discussed in relation to the research for induction and decision making as well as psychology of
addiction.
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Table 1. Questionnaire after Feedback

Questions Contents

How satisfied are you with the result?

1. tisfacti . .
Q1. Satisfaction (1: never satisfied, 7: very satisfied)

Q2. Re-performance
Intention

Do you want to re-perform the task?
(1: never, 7: very much)

Q3. Attribution of
Chance

Is the result just luck which you have?
(1: never, 7: very much)

Q4. Attribution of  Is the result from your ordinary effort?
Effort (1: never, 7: very much)
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Figure 1. Satisfaction Assesment in Experiment 1. Error
bars represent standard error of mean.
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Figure 2. Re-performance Intention in Experiment 1.
Error bars represent standard error of mean.
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Figure 3. Satisfaction Assesment in Experiment 2. Error
bars represent standard error of mean.
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Figure 4. Re-execution Intention in Experiment 2. Error
bars represent standard error of mean.
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