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Table 1 Experimental Designs

Experiment Group Phase 1 Phase 2 Rating 1 Phase 3 Rating 2
L3 C+ 10CT +* 10T T+ c+"
’ c- 10CT,+" 10T\ T + c-"
. ) T.2T,? 9 T 2T,?
) RC+ 0T+ tocr+e SRR c+® CTToT:
RC— 10T T+  10CT,+ " c-"
Note : Letters show names of the cues ; numerals show numbers of the trials ; “+" and “—" stand for the presense

and absense of the outcome, respectively. Within each phase, five A +/B—trials were contained, and trial types
were intermixed. (a) outcome intensity was “10/20" in Numata and Shimazaki (2009), was “20/20" in ex-
periment 1 and 2, was not shown in experiment 3 ; (b) outcome intensity was “0/20" in Numata and Shi-
mazaki (2009), in experiment 1 and 2, was not shown in experiment 3.

100 +
90 A
80 A
70 A
60 A
50 A
40 A
30 A
20 A
10 4

Rated Contingency

Group C+
W Rating | :
ORating2 -

Group C—
H Rating1

ORating2

0 - T T T r

100 1+
90 4
80 A
70 A
60 -
50 A
40 4
30 A
20 A
10 1

Rated Contingency

Group RC+ 1]
W Rating :

ORating2 -

Group RC—
B Rating 1
ORating2

0 4 T T T T

C T1 T2 A B

Cue

G T T2 A B
Cue

Figure 1 Mean contingency ratings for five cues (Numata & Shimazaki, 2009). Group C+ and C— (upper
panel), Group RC+ and RC — (lower panel), Error bars =1 SE.
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Figure 2 Schematic diagram of the experimental task used in Numata & Shimazaki (2009) . In the A + trial (Left
side), participants were required to observe cue-outcome contingency. In the B- trial (right side), par-
ticipants were required to observe cue-no outcome contingency.
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