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Temporal Choice Bias from Delay

BI Cui-hua, HUANG Xi-ting

(School of Psychology s Southwest University s Chongging 400715, China)

Abstract: Using the delayed matching-to-sample task to investigate memory for event duration, researchers manipulate the

delay between sample and comparison stimuli presenting successively, and find that with the increasing delay, the propor-

tion of choosing short or long increase. Currently there are several interpretations of the choice bias, including subjective

shortening hypothesis. relative duration hypothesis, instructional ambiguity hypothesis and detection account. Those fac-

tors involving training and present pattern, filled and empty duration, distinct species group and stimuli channel as well as timing

strategies that influence the bias. According to range-synthetic model, combining brain mechanism is the future orientation.

Key words:delay; choose short effect; subjective shortening hypothesis; relative duration hypothesis; instructional ambi-

guity hypothesis; detection account



