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O Less future orientation in English group, p = .006, Cohen’s d = 0.398, BF10= 3.852
O Non-significant effect of language on discounting, p = .198, Cohen’s d = 0.190, BF10= 0.347
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U Beyond native language: Take foreign languages into LSH

o Instantaneous effect of different language ?

o Different languages impact individuals’ decision preference (Keysar et
, 2012) and time perspective (Pérez & Tavits, 2017).

A pilingual context?

Foreign language’s FTR | which we tested here |
(short-term effect)

Future orientation Discount rate(AUC) Future perception(overall)
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Q Less future orientation in English group, p <.001, Cohen’s d = 0.728, BF10 > 100
m N 1 More distant future perception in English group, p =.009, Cohen’s d = 0.256, BF10 = 3.122
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O Partially consistent with Biatek, et al. (2020):
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