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Mobile APP Page L oading M ethods Based on Time Perception

HE Ren-ke, FU Yue-feng
(Hunan University, Changsha 410082, China)

ABSTRACT: It aims to study the influence of different page loading methods on users' perception of waiting time in
mobile applications. It simulates the waiting scenes caused by system response when customers use mobile applications.
The subjects are asked to grade their time perception of four experiment samples and to estimate the time-distance for the
one that gets the highest grades. Non-model loading and hidden-type loading get higher scores on average in the time
perception experiment and their time-distances estimated are shorter than the actual loading time. Users' perception of
waiting time for mobile applications is related to the way they are loaded. By employing attention capacity, creating con-
fusion in internal clock pulse and disarranging the starting point of page loading, non-model loading and hidden-type

loading exert influence and shorten users' perception of waiting time.
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Tab.1 Different Models of APP pages loading
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