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Trends in studying context effects on multi-attribute, multi-choice decision making
and dual process theory: The relationship with self-control and cognitive resources

Itsuki Chiba (Graduate School of Contemporary Psychology, Rikkyo University), and
Takashi Tsuzuki (College of Contemporary Psychology, Rikkyo University)

In this article, I review trends in studying context effects on multi-attribute, multi-choice decision
making and dual process theory. First, I describe dual process theory, self-control and context effects in
multi-attribute, multi-choice decision making, and then recapitulate the relationship among these theories.
Well-known context effects, such as the compromise effect and attraction effect, are explained on the
basis of system 1 and system 2 envisaged by dual process theory. Finally, I explain the influence of blood
glucose levels, one of the measures of cognitive resource, and discuss the outlook for further research on
decision-making.
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