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Research and Progress of Framing Effect Theory
Yu Yongjie

Applied Psychology, Soochow University, Suzhou

Abstract: Since last century, the research of risk decision making has been the focus of academic research.
With the deepening of the research on risk decision making, the scope and depth of the research on
framing effect are also expanding. The main changes are as follows: the type analysis of framing effect
has changed from singleness to diversity; The theoretical explanation of framing effect has expanded
from economic theory to cognitive theory. The empirical research of framing effect has developed from
simply verifying the universality of framing effect to focusing on the influencing factors of framing effect.
The analysis of the internal mechanism of framing effect extends from cognitive mechanism to neural
mechanism.

Key words: Framing effect; Foreground theory; Fuzzy trace theory; Cognitive mechanism; Neural

mechanism
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