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The Effect of Social Exclusion and
Decision-Making Frame on Risk Preference

SUN Li-jing's, XU Meng-si's YUAN Shu-ge',
Cody Ding'?, YANG Dong'

1. Faculty of Psychology . Southwest University , Chongqging 400715, China;
2. University of Missouri ST. Louis, Saint Louis 63121, USA

Abstract: As demonstrated by prior studies, framing effect is not only influenced by contextual cues (for-
mat of presentation of options ) but also by social cues. In the present study, we employed two methods to
manipulate social exclusion to examine the influence of social rejection and decision-making frame on risky
choice making. In 2 experiments, we used the paradigm of recalling rejection memory and the life alone
paradigm respectively to make participates have the feeling of being rejected. Four decision scenarios invol-
ving a choice between two options (certain option and risky option) , presented in either a positive or a neg-
ative frame, were used to assess the framing effect. The results of both experiments showed that only the
main effect of decision framework was significant but not the social rejection, whereas their interaction was
significant. Specifically, framing effect tended to be stronger in the condition of social rejection-individuals
showed more risk averse when information was framed positively and more risk seeking when information
was framed negatively.

Key words: social exclusion; interpersonal stress; belongingness need; decision {rame
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