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Framing Effect and Its Neural Mechanism

Zhou Chan

Guangxi Normal University Education Department, Guilin

Abstract: Framing effect refers to the phenomenon that by adapting the description of a decision
problem without affecting its substantive meaning, the decision maker’s choice can produce a reversal of
preference. In view of the central role of framing in the study of decision biases, it has been used as an
experimental probe to understand the general mechanisms of human judgment and decision making,
and various models have been proposed to explain framing effects. In addition, with the development
of relevant neuroimaging technology, the neural mechanism of framing effect has also received more
attention, which has given us a deeper understanding of the causes of framing effect and related decision-
making process.
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