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The Interaction Design of Unconscious Cognition

XIE Wei, XIN Xiang—yang, LI Shi—guo
(Jiangnan University, Wuxi 214122, China)

ABSTRACT: The purpose of interaction design is to improve product usability and user experience.Since the great
difference between the usability and user experience, there is still no unified design criteria can contain usability and user
experience.The ultimate goal of usability and user experience is to reach the unconscious cognition by analyzing the
relationships among user experience, usability and unconscious cognition in the context of the current study of unconscious
cognition in modern cognitive psychology.It establishes the design principles which can meet usability and user experience,
and hope can provide a new way to construct interaction design theory and methods.
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