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Study 1: Falsification test of the decision by sampling model















Results and Conclusion

• Methodological Realignment: Addressed flaws in previous work by isolating the
rank-order effect from range, enforcing strict measurement invariance, and
separating training from tests

• Falsification of DbS Prediction: Found strong evidence against Decision by
Sampling; manipulating recent attribute distributions did not alter subsequent
binary choices or stated preference strengths

• Contextualization Effect: Revealed extreme evidence that participants value
formally identical choices differently depending on whether they cue a real-world
setting or an abstract lottery

• Experience Interaction: Real-world framing (e.g., cued as prospective online
platform tasks) significantly altered choice distributions for novices, whereas
experts remained highly stable across domains
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Study 2: Preceding options affect subsequent listwise but not
pairwise choice, even for experts
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Results and Conclusion

• Format Dependence Found: Prior exposure shifted subsequent listwise choices,
but had no effect on pairwise (2AFC) choices

• Direction of Effect: Training on higher attribute values significantly increased
the odds of choosing larger attribute options from a vertical list

• Impact of Expertise: Substantial domain expertise (e.g., municipality
accountants) reduced but did not eliminate this listwise context effect

• Theoretical Challenge: Format dependence directly challenges DbS, suggesting
context alters numerical interpretation rather than core subjective values







Study 3: Preferences for everyday objects are strongly stochastically
transitive











Results and Conclusion

• Methodological Realignment: Applied representative design for the first time
to transitivity research, replacing artificial lotteries with real-world, everyday
consumer objects and categories

• Falsification of the Received View: Overturned the APA definition that
preferences are ”often” intransitive; found that intransitivity is virtually
non-existent for everyday options

• Prevalence of Strong Transitivity: Estimated that the population prevalence of
Strong Stochastic Transitivity (SST) is close to 100% across ten distinct
everyday categories

• Theoretical Implication: Validates a theory of conceptual preferences;
subjective values are stored as structured conceptual knowledge in long-term
memory rather than constructed ad hoc on the spot
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