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Effects of Respondents’ Objective Numeracies and
Various Kinds of Alternative Questions
on Response Patterns in Web-survey

Sumire Hirota

This study explored the differences in response patterns, especial-
ly of middle-alternative response patterns, by respondents objective
numeracies and the kinds of questions in a web-survey. A web-sur-
vey company recruited 1000 respondents whose age ranged from
20s to over-60s, and half were male and the other half, female. They
completed the web survey that contained 5 alternative questions in-
cluding Likert-scale, attitudes questions, and knowledge questions.
Respondents’ numeracies were measured using Weller et al's
(2013) numeracy scale, and they were divided by median (ME=5;
high 7=625, low #=375). Results showed that low-numeracy respon-
dents chose middle alternatives significantly more frequently than
did the high-numeracy group. Respondents also chose the middle-al-
ternative more often in the Likert-scale than in the other two kinds
of questions. These were mainly attributed to the positioning effect,
but partially to the language label of the middle-alternative. Cogni-
tive processes of satisficing effects in the survey were discussed.
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1. 1FC®HIC

PEsk, EMMRHAE CHEGERIEO P25 1 2% @R L) RIGHE T, R
BEDHEL TV A BRI OERZIT TR, FRUSNOERIC X 5184
DINA T ADFAEPHMOENT WS, ZOFlE LT, ERFEDH 5 TOHH
[ % (middle alternative) & % \» i 1 5 58 3R B ~ @ # 4 (extreme
responding) 7, PZFIZBIfRZ CEMICHICE ENICHE T 5 L v ) BAE
fEIr) (acquiescence), [ER7Z L] #EIFEOHFMIZ X %2 (no-opinion
filter) &V o72b DML LI SNS (Schuman, Kalton, and Ludwig, 1983).
O L) EMIIEBOMFERTHEF SN TB Y (B3, 1996, L ¥ 2 —
WX - W, 2014), EETIEY 2 THEEEFHL, BREKOBZTIR
B e HIHEE SR 2B (B - 3L - ek, 2017; BH - Sk, 2014)
R, MERAELOE—FICLDHETIE, 727HETIT4RO) T2
FIHICFR SN CHEENEIECH D [FHUTETE 2] oREKEE
AR GRIE « ATHT « 358 - IR, 2018) 7 &, HIAAHEZ TV 5.

C O LR HEREICE L CE, IS DOBE KIS X 2 85
ENTw4. Schuman and Presser (1981) 1¥#HEK#ED—H L2 %
HH X o7z L7zA%, Narayan and Krosnick (1996) (d9£EkI1C X D,
REJE R TOhMEAMEIICOWT 2 008 2 EHmEH LM L. 1K
SITFERRSEM L L CREEICHET 2 %M Th BRI oA 2 8E L7z 6l
ZATBUAWREE %Mk TR oRIREofsE /- (bal-0mR
TiE, )77 FEALZROFANEE VL CFRETL LI A, &
DT RETL LD, FREBHELFEUAMIZLTBLREL LI ? ]
L) EMTIE TSR UAZ) (BURMERD) OFMmEZIRIELZ. £ Ok
B, SERE L TEHEKREDENE LD & PRE T 2 I3RWE TEIEO
EBMORRPIEEIIRE , FRIZHHZ I O FIRL OB X 58RI
BETRKENo72. TDOZ LA 5 Narayan and Krosnick (1996) (2t
PUBNA T A SIRE L7299 A CTHEKEIZL 2B L2mML, FEICZZO
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CEFRETEH THBERE  ES L VD KGNS T A RNRAL
(satisficing) (2£2bDTHLETLRAME—EL TS, & L7

i /MR AL € 7 )V 1 Krosnick & (Krosnick and Alwin, 1987; Krosnick,
191) 12X %, RBAIBEMORE SI2X ) RIETEIIRSNA 7T ADPEL S
ETBHETNCTH L. MEATHNI BT 2R/ Lo B E iR ST
W % (Bl z ¥ Tourangeau, Conrad, and Couper (2013), Oppenheimer,
Meyvis, and Davidenko (2009), =i# « /MK (2016a, 2016b)). L7 Lix
INRALDB BN EA e 2 =) AT 1 v 7 RBIHM A = X h L b o
TVLOPOFRPNITRLMEFEILZRLNTNL, £OHERE LT
W % Tourangeau, Couper, and Conrad (2004) 1%, A4 DSEIEATEICT&
5500 a— AT Ay 7 ERREL. Thbb 1) houdily, 2)
L by TIET 250 EMIcY [HF—FH] 3) T 0L
LTwa, 4) i) A FTIEEOBERFUI b > L bE T L, 5) HEK
BTV A S OIEEEMIZH T, &L, ZOFFRE L CIEERICEIRNE
DINEFFR T A > &2z, BETBHOZLEHET L2 & 2 >DFEER
TIENO R DK &, #@HONEFDVRLIR S NmM & oMIZHz5] < 2l
P CHEN R RO E 2L S TR E A7z, Fiv THEER 3 TILER
WXy Y EOEMEZZAS S THENMEL LR 2. ZO/ME, wih
DA S PRI R I E T 2 @R DO UL E N Z L, [
PREMNERIHEI N TV 2 L afgf Lz, & OICERIEOIET %
LS EID R IIE T 2 RO FULF A3 C & (%%ﬁ
4), TOOBRED ) B TH—OFEREA3HFE & 7THFHICMEL 256
2O BIREAEIN S L& (FEERDE) 70— T L 72RO R 2 WES L
7o (EBi6). IhHOFERL, SFSFR/ETHENRIIMET S
ENEET LIRS LT

HHADZ LTS 2D, MICLL2EMEHETE Y 2 7IHETS, B
OETH NI N B L 72 & S5 mEATH), 72 & 2 3R —E R %
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RO 5 &) BGITICHEE L Tz, 2275810 X 2 EEGRE T
ZORZAKERFE T2 L) L), BEOMEDOFERS 5T L oL
&, $4abbIE—EH L TH UBRK 2 BOR T 2l EE 2 AR EES &
LTHERICEEL, bwvozZ LI mpErL Tz efEllsns, Eh
1, ERHKIC X 2 TIREIE P OITENCOWTHE L2, @R
EBRHATE LBV o2 b —HTHAHH. LrLl, w7
FAE TSR~ T ADBED L ) %/3T7 7 — % OHUSD T HEIZ 7 -
722ER, MEROTHA YERERPRBEMBEBH TS 2 2 £I12X > T AN
B e o722 &£ 5, Hiik® Tourangeau et al. (2004) @ & 912, #HHl
[N QR /S L = A

LA LMTORETY, 9o ZRIBEATEIDO/NA 7 2122 CREAIY
A= AL OBE L B ICHER T 2580 5 Do 7ob T Tld e v, A
I [ 25 R Ay S ) & N B 1 72 SR A B e 1k & O IR OMET I Z
D1IDTHAH INLERHFZOHMET LML LITOII =) —
YavAIANEDOBRERET S ONL SN LAY, I b AR
73, FRICEUEIIC X 5522 (Messick and Frederiksen, 1958), EIZ M€
DHEIIE (7270 LNV TORZE) TIEIQ RHFEREIZL 5 ik
HMaNnTwb (621X Rammstedt, Goldberg, and Borg, 2010). AL & #%
COWRTIE, midoBEREmME (L7 A4 7> 74 741 [HaEn
2 L] M) oRBEET L. —FH, HEKERLIQICL 2 EWI
Ak OE M & FIZFRARE N ICIFE T % & O T, Narayan and Krosnick
(1996) TOHBAREDFLEOIRR L ML, FEITEIO/NA 7 A A5
AN Z AL EFEEL TWDL I EEMBHICERTLIODEALI LS T
&5,

Z 2 CARIIZE Tl R/NRILICB b 2 BRI O L ) FEll e st & 5 5 72
B, 1Q REBEKEDN L — KRB AAAT, BEEEREIETHERDSNT
WhHZa— A7y —MAEERELTHEALL =a—-XF T —
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(numeracy) IIAREFFEO LB LFH CRWENZIRL, HEFETE),
[FATEHEBE] O bORBERICY 5. BRIETE T, FIZE
JFEEEPE (medical decision making) THEOEEIEDE N Z HH
5 EMA S, 2000 SEFTED S REZERL, €OREIZES W TEER
FEDMANZEZRFTHWMES TN TE, BERENRETC=2—-27F
D= HMRIVEH SNCEENL, SRR kS EEAR S B o5
FTHYRA7IIa=yr—arilN, %) FOREREEOEMENEH
SN, EDFIL2HIEE AR AERORMZ T FICHEHBELTL S
I IENEMEIN TS LHENSING, 2L THERELT, ZITFO
Za— AT Y=l E W EEEEATZERANOHMAR L 2 L) R
BEEAT LN T WD (B 2 1F Peters, Vastfjail, Slovic, Mertz, Mazzocco,
and Dickert, 2006).

v THETHEMICHET 5 &) B E R e & Im g )s
H ), FEEE, Tourangeau, Rips, and Rasinski (2000) (&% @ E" The
psychology of survey response” O 5% T, FHEIZBHT H%M, FRIHEE
BT 2ERM (Bl [S27rRENOY L, $%7-0BITED L 5w
BEIFHM RIS MLTwE Les? ) 1225w Tid Tversky and
Kahneman (1973, 1974) O#EfL 723202 —1) AT 4 v 7 ODH5 %
ML TWA. 7272 AR TIERIRO & 9 ZEENTH#RE 1 & E0E
BHSEIZ B 2 B LA OB CIE 2, EYFL LT, [
BEVEBOBRIE AN CHET L L Z20EBELE L TEET 5. AW
IZWH &, 2= X =R E, BRI < o THSOLHERER
JER RN T 5 2 L BEICHIA D 2R H 5. FRIC) v — PRET
&, B4 BRI 2NBICOBAOLEHRE L HEICEESE L TE
M2 2 EAHHRE S, 20L& RN TIEZ2— 27 ¥ —DEEIR
BRI REVWEZEZ HNL, FEEE, L (2014) ZEMY AV %
B2 10 MO 4BERBOY v — b RECKT 2 #FATEII OV T,
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Lipkus, Samsa, and Rimer (2001) ®» =2 — X 5 ¥ —REDHARERDE
HOERTRES &2 /0 L CHEATE 2 L L2858, SaofnEEs
T3 b negative 2 # I ([4. &< 2H Bbhv]) OSMIEHOMK
WHIEZ LD S ABEICZWILEZPIONIILL 2DEHIlZa—2T
YR CREIRNS S I NS LR L, 2= AT Y =D HE
TENZBE D - T B ek idE .

ZITAMIRIZETEB =2 — AT 2 — |2 X B HETH 0@ Z G L
778, N Z CRUAAYEE ) R Rl & O R A RR A ICHET T 5 HIY T,
PEE AR 2B OERE 2 w7z, BARRIZIEE L5 2oL TH %
2, [HTETEA] 6 [TEESLLV] FTOLI 7T —HIZ
WEFEDH 2 v — RE, RS R <, E0 &9 2EIRE WhEx g
BT 2073 —RE, SHIEFEEZVWbO0, HEOh T I
N —=DHH [TEL ] IEfEDDH 2 HEEREE vy, 2o 3 THr a2
DFEIRENEND D L it L, PHEERIEROE R & 72 550 X 7
ZALERFEWICHRE T A LA E L2 512, HELOMEDY
BAEBLT, YUy h— MREICHEL TIE Tourangeau, Couper, and
Conrad (2004) DR 7z@H LT BIRFOMED R L &M E2EAL,
WEHIFPPIN 2= AT =L NVOE) BIEFIZE) BT L%
MeEt L7z,

2. Bk

VTR LS. AT, D Uy — MREORKRM 24 1, 2)
SAEETHWONTEZIHEFRED 2 WEEEEIZBI 5 % 5 RO EXH 10 [,
3) IEROH 2 HEME 12, 23k Uy h— PREGL-ETREE
RE (E%, 1993 &7 « F¥, 1996) @ 24HHAT, [1LHTEE 5%
2. FVHTIESLRV] 3. EE5THRWV] T4 RRHTIT 5]
[5. »TIEEL] OSEMTH L. BEIZHT L2 ERNIE, MNEFERAERS
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BIFERA (N RKEERBUFIR®RE, 2016) N JGSS (H A
AR EIRA) CKIREFE RS JGSS e+ » 4 —, 2016) T#ZIZH W
S NFAMEBU BT 2 55T, BIZOEIEUMER A 7 < HFRE & A
b bDT, HEHEOERE S [ZoM] %Hlo TEIICT 2% &M
W ERIZZL L W T L. RO S L MEITREED
BEIABR OB (SPI 2 — b @4, 20162, 2016b) 7> & 8 5 BE A58 B 12 7
, BEIET, $hoa— ATy —LWHORIHEL TWD L) B
RREDA O SFE, s CCryoBANE), mEREZ bEr sl L
7-RIREIZ, Wason (1966) O 4 #7 — FRIBEO BAKE) 2 351 ORI % i1 2.
72, 1)~3) &, &7 NV—THORBIEREE—725, 7 Vv—THORER
AR % G & o TANE R, BRIERICE BRI H 127,
512 vl — FREE 1~5 OFRFLICEF D H Y, 2) 3) LIidR
7 ) RERME & MEFA—F LTV 5D 2 & ASEIEATEIC RS 2 i REE AT
HbH. FIT, KWERTIEY) v I — FREIZOWTIO@ED 1~5 DJE
FCTOER (WBESEMN) (EBEORROFNIN 1SR 2T, OFH
FEEtE TEE6TH ] P—FLEMIFRSIN, KT [HTIREDS
RN THENVHTULES V] L. XoTHRIZIE, [HFWHT
FEL W] PETL OFMARTE (56T aw] 5—F4LH
WCHIREN D, Lo THIIZIE [RRHTEE L] PMUETE. @F 05

CEoHEA S

Catdt A ooty
T A SF T
H

B[B|B|3|d|caommnsns
& ko]
o)
e)

1 [ RWCRBLED SIS HHEL B 10

2 | RAZEKHASTZYL TG ED BB 10 O |40 [sO
3 |BRITTEDFELE 10 30 [4O [sO
4 | TSy —ETHEFESR 10 O 140 5O
5 |EDLILES>TAZRIDSHMLE 10 30 [40 |sO

Fig. 1. Screen shot of Likert scale questions.
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A5 (1~5 OFEFULDPSEBRBME I L > TT ¥ ¥ A LEFTRR SN
%), ®ANR=ZLEM (1~512% 512200, BEBIEM ORI 4 124 <
B5). BB, WTFLOBAELK1I O L), EEICIESET VO AR
FOREN, BEPIROS N TS DI TIE WO T, RIEE KM T
DIZTHILETERY, Z2— 2T ¥ =22V TR OB O IZ)E
PEICE T 2 EMICHV TR, BEN =2 — 27— lET 2
Weller, Dieckman, Tusler, Mertz, Burns, and Peters (2013) 12 & % Jiffi
M=a2—x7 v —RE 9M) &RAMYHRET A+ (Frederick, 2005),
FEMW =2 — 27 —7 A (SNS: Fagerlin, Zikmund-Fisher, Ubel,
Jankovic, Derry, and Smith, 2007) #H w7, ZZTIEEBH=2—27
V=T A MIEDLKGMEEROAZWMET 5.

T THRAEIE2018F 2 HTHICHR) 70 A« ~—F 74 Y TICERFL
Tirbih/:, BEHEREMOE=Y -0 L, —HZRIREET L5
1000 44T, 201K, 301%, 401, 504L, 60 AL EDS5EIZOVWTHE XK
5049 2oTH5D. B, )y A— PREICET S 550310 EOEREIC
BWEIISFEPEVIRONE LD IZL, F723 2OREFROERIER D [H
Bz L7

3. #&R
(1) Z1—XZY—REICEYTZEE

AZ#EI12DWT Weller et al. (2013) =2 — A7 —REOHHTEH
HL7zE A, 9 MiaCFIgId 499 5, Wl 5 i, R 235 &
oz, I Toma— A7 —EHIE5 AL, K4 5T E L
KERL LCRBED 625 %4, B35 L), Ik DIBEOSHTIZH
7z.
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(2) ZMER SEEZOES

HRRMBER ) v 7 — FREOZEMETCORMEEDOEEGZ R LD
K2Thab. BT IT)—RED2OOFMIEEDNE L TW525,
)y A — NRERASEESEEE T 25 L5 FECE ) [T 72720, F—
Y BRI v GRS Na=133, Nu=67, HHEFRM Ny=
110, N =90; AN Na=125 N.=75 5 » ¥ L 5:F Ny=123, N.=
77, AR— 250 Ny=134, N.=66).

X2 5H5H7% L) ICRMENCALE, Vo h—NEDT V5 A
St (EBE230 KA 231, AEEAL) DA EwIhd =2 — 25—
B L) ofrEit H) ) HHBROBEIEREICE»ro72. T
YE LI ENNEOTENY)DZ L VI EFBE L EALND
A, TOZERLEL L, EMOMEBEICHDL L THEEORB =2 — A5
TS E ) PR EEFERIER R ), KEOIEVE TR 5.

Fig. 2. Percentages of the participants who chose the mid-category in various
questions
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7277 LM oMEETlE, A& OBIRRIIRE CE LTV, Uy
B— b BEEES RS PHBEEOREGNAKE L, KHETIESHE
(488%), WHETL 437%TH Y, HWTY v H— b AR=2EM (5
HT395%, KIFET368%), #7 T —: IEFHYEMEST T —
REERMPREL ZRUBEOL NV E > TS (RIEAMEHRE 327%, &
B 401%; 7 7 T ) —RERERRR KT 268%, W 385%). Z OREEIR
2017 4E VAT - 7274 (BH - kg, 2017) TOEBHN=2—2AF V=R
ETOETHERTHY, ELABVELL 2000 v — MNUE GHb
W REACTERE (bl P&, 2006); ZKITL P ) v AR
WRE CFEF, 2010)) THEROMEMT, 7 TIEMREE 4564, 55 381,

BRHETIEA83, 416, # 7 T) —1 REERKMITIL 184, 202, 7T —:
B )RR TIEL 237, 202 £ o THBY, RIEN Y v — FRETIEZ
NP D7 7 T0) — BRI aE IS R A DS & A o 72,

GBIDOHMOEHEZBE L T2 — A7 —IJL2EPRDREVD
Eh 7 a) — REEERR TRAE 385 16 LAt 268, RS T T) —:
1Eftd i (401 vs. 327) &, A7 T —BMETEISKE o7z

(3) Vv Hh— rRETORREDIEFPEFEEEDREDTIR

K2 v F1— b RETOERLONEF R R ERIACE © #E L 725 &M T
DG E W 7zRER (M2), @5 LM 7585 S & Ry
ANR=AGM 2B EFLCHHEIE 55T 20w OEIREH)RT
Motz (A=A K395, %368 7% L5 231,230, ) v/ —
bR e 198, 14.0; V) v 47— b RS 136, 88)

T, BEERRIZAE L T2 BREOBERRZEH L2002 0
ANR=ZAFMEUMDZED 2 OOHETH L. TNTRZL &, HEERN
THIUZALE L 72 B PR O BIRERIIARAE T 39.1%, =T 339%, WA
G TILKEEDS 343%, RHEBI% L VI N ) EL, A7T) —:!

(230)



i1 E RUVES

BB 73— IEfd D ERBICE WL XV R > TWwh, 2D2
EBRDE, BEEN) v — PRECTHEBIEL#EREE, [EES
THRWw] L) FELREREZFOTHET IO E L) b, U Eofr
BERRICORELZTHPV IR ->TwEEEZLNS. ZhIZH L, fiiE
DFDVPY ZEVIPHESRERHFHARETCON T T) — 31235 5
0% HIEDFIRED [EH5THRV] LW BT NVOEELEZS
Na. WLy [HENME] OFA20ICL 2 HERST T T —ik
FIEFL L HWO LV (30~35%) ThbERETHE, Vv — IR
BETORMBIERINEOE S (44~49%) NS OIsEMEREE KL Z—
HLTn5

4) Za—XFY—0/E L) v H— NRETOFREEZ
WICHEE D= 12— 2T ¥ — O S HREEOTRE T o i [ 03 R
RIZED L) IHEL T DL 0% L5 BT 5 BR R O &R 0#IR
BORBETo72. WA ZEBEOFERTIE, WINORETH =2 —2x
Fy=bt AT T —OMRIIERETH /2. KR ORIEREIL Fhe
WA CHBELRENRONEST, BRIABEKEZEL TV
TIPS (M3, chisg=532, df=4, p<.001; Cohen's w=.11) Tl

60.0 Prs
50.0 @H mL
40.0 1\ e
2 300
33
20.0 17.045,5

0.0
categoer category2 category3 categorw categoryS

Fig. 3. Response frequecies by the levels of objective numeracy: Likert_control
condition
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1 %ok
45.0 l

39.1
40.0

Tl**

35.0
30.0

26.6

_.25.0

%

20.0 16.9

e

1

categoryl category2 category3 category4 category5

15.0

10.0
5.0

0.0

Fig. 4. Response frequecies by the levels of objective numeracy: Likert_middle

left (3-1-2-4-5)

I CIHRARZZ X9 (T RIS LA, A TAH T T — 4 TEPRS

nr.

—F, PHEBRYF—FLE ThbbITIT)—DO by TIZMEL TN
RS (4, chisg=89.8, df=4, p<<.001: Cohen's w=.14) TIEZH T
T — 1 PUANOETTHEENRON, IFICHEEMICTFRIZAEL Tnk
H7a) -2 LEERRICHEST S [E55ThRw] O 7T)—3T
BHESE L, HIAHTT) — 4 TRHEHPEFLYEEIISE 272 B

717 T — 3T F OEIREIILAR D &7 1) SR T

CNEHEMICHDOLEMNTH 2 PG SM (X5, chisg=329, df=4,
p<.001; Cohen's w=.08) TIZEMATHEEND 7205, BH ML AE

WEDLL VAT T) — 1,2 TIEESHEOEBRKIEH LV AEISHIRDY

(WFID p<05), HULIAE LT 4 TIREEMEIR R, Sic—FL
CRBEIL: &5 &b hwv] 1Tl L) D BINEKI 24 )W

Lo, KENEREZAEZICEA>THSE (p<0l). o ErbH 2

E, [EBE5THVRLRW] OFEITNVOMNWH T T — 3IZMED
BENT L ETEIRRIIT AL L00D, MEIZLHLL I EORFEITEHET
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200

35.0

30,0 +
82

25.0 209 ‘j/ 19.8

£ 200 PN I* I

15.0 10. 7
categoryl category2 category3 categoryd categorys

19.019.1

10.0
5.0 % I
0.0

Fig. 5. Response frequecies by the levels of objective numeracy: Likert_middle
right (1-2-4-5-3)

KEL, BETIEOLA [EEL5THOVZ W] 2R EA TV S NE
EDN—EEHENDE I LD bhb

7272, PMESMACTIIFRRIAE L TV h 73 — 2 TR 0 K#Es
e & D EIREDS E o 2, A S THIISALE L TWwWe T T
) — 4 TEME - BEOMTEN o7zl i, H 7TV —DEEITNI
BB COLURESIZ26NE. H7TV =213 [HTVHTEES
W], BTFT) =413 [RRHTIE L] THY, TAHEARR (X5)
TIEA T T — 3DWAHHIARER (14 &1 dHENS W &
LmbE, PHGEETOITIT) =3 [EELE VR V] 3l
WAICEIEN TN DL ERDL I ENTEL., COZLa2PETEZLLE, b
L b ALiE A2 T8 0 ISR AT e Rk A ®IZH) L Lok &, AT
T)=2[HFNHTCITHRV] b 256 (PHESE d20F
BIENDLZENLV—TF, ATT)—4 [RRHTEE L] oA (fF
AL 123, RBEOREZEIZZIE2REIIT, [EE5THRV] &
WAGISERATND ZEICh b, HIZ, HENFEI,2DICL)Buaie T
FCTHERZ L TWE 612 ozl i3l RniEsr). 202
EMBRZE, L LARETITONLY v — FRETOHMERIZLT
L S R/ANBRILRIR DA TIE %, BRI Z R o 72BIRTH 2 RS S 5
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35.0

300 -

T 250
200 19245,

Fig. 6. Response frequecies by the levels of objective numeracy: Likert_random

condition

6520 h T T —%fiEd T v ¥ LR LIZENE (chisg=
381, df=4, p<.001; Cohen's w=09) T, TZTIE [EBELTLHRWV] D
TNV DRf W7 T =3 TIRAEEEIIRL, 7T — 2 TREXS
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Fig. 7. Response frequecies by the levels of objective numeracy: Likert_spacing
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