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KEROMBEZLEDIDITHEH/LTHEH T 20V BE TR ZOBEFHEORE %
TR, DEPICBNWTHERART 7 e —F ok N AN TE. T4, ik
T7R—F L TR REARAZR Y A WG AR RSN TS, KRS X2y R
BAOEBRPOR AR ZEUNICHEESHL, 520N RNOHEN 21T 572D I12#
SO AEMA E VST B THB SN FIETHDL. RRIA A2y
HWBZETRE®ROF B EHRICHE T2 Mo IiZ>EHHA 200, 72
FAEBRFAINLTORWIE O ZAFEL TS, KPR O R L, K REEDY
LR R REOFEH LK RHERR O 3 DOMEDHR T ASAX Ry oL B H) 2 4 PE
At TaZEThoT.

KR E DO EH TIEFELRBOR RO MMERR M THY, 58 F 13Tk 2 TR
DIZIESWTIR R EEZ R T 28010 RDEND. HF 28 1 TN R E 0% F 2k
HIEEBIEROLFIZRFT LIz, 2 F 5 O SID b B0 722 KR A% 38 o0 f) 1t 7
MERWT, £Z@HFR2VERMIERF FRNP0OELLREHIhbs et Lz (5
1), ZORER, WA FERPONERINLIIEN RSN, £, WETBHFERNDE
R ME P F 2800087 H iR CEDOINTH B EZRITL TWINRFLIZEZA, FF
M IR IE R F 2300 3B e &, RITORBI Lo THLETH FANIREMRS
NHZERH LMo (EB 2). S61C, KA BHIEREAEROICEIEL THELH F
OGS F D 7 181 23 E D LN EINNDNC DN TR E 24T o 72 R, FEBRRE
ST, RAR OB EESWIRZ1T90, RR O+ I SV R 21T
IMBEALT LT EN R ST (B 3, EBr4). BF%8 1 ofE RiZ, FeEF 2 EHR T
Hea—UAT 4y 7ET NI, MEHIEFEREZER THERSA XXy M2 LFFL T
7o, WFFE 2 TR R AR 1E O FE 2B W T A B F 23500 LI [ NE 7 F 2300 O ff i A3

R DB ML TEDINTEA T O FI L. EFROME R, FROBEBD R0



W28 CIIIL A B F 000, FROEMNL W HE 3R B CIERs I F 23
DRERSNDIENTEINT (EBR 1, EBR2). F72, Mt ACLDFE TIEZo X574
Wi 5 s OB TR S zinodz (SEER 3). BE9E 2 OfE R, Bl L A TILR R
D27 BEARMH N TNDZEDNRIB ST,

KRR EOFE TIE, HREFE RN TORDLNTEY, FEFIXZLOOR F
ROBSEH W THIEMNROOEND. HFFE 3 TILK R E OFH BN THREEF
WEBIELIZ 9 DOFEBRID 114 A2 FED, BAIR—AT 7 n—F @AM T 71
—FRR RN T 7o —FONRENRET VOB BRFT 2T o7, v3alb—varOkk
B, HREARAZXFbERA LTS SS AT —TF LN T — x5 b i Wil & &
ZaRL, TOZBEPRRBINT. IS 4 TEBERICIZFHENANLILFEHOEDL
SSA R O IEfERHEE 2L T METLc. FBROM R, M AMCLDF7H ofe
R R PRGN o7 (525 1, EBR 2). BF%E 4 O RIIBEENT ATIIRRDY
BEARBNTNDLZEERETHED THoTZ.

KRR TIE, BELERNBEOMBICKE SO THLIELNLMOFEGITH L TH
WaATHZENROEND . WFFE b TIEE R HE G IV TR I S<HERR LI Ak
SHERPR B SNDPMFTLIZEZA, ZRENTHRHRESA ARy O T RIE— B LT
HEPARENTOWDZENRHABERY, TOZ Y xRl (FE5 1, FEi 2). #f
78 6 TIEM ALK SR R#HEmAE BRI ES T ICETIEBELZERORK L ET L
AICE R AN T, BIRAN AL THRAET L0, IEETANE EIND0, REET
VDIRFGA—BNE FINDLPRAtEIT o7, KBROFER, HEETVILEEINDIN
(B 1), RERSHRRREREDRIA-LTEBINNWIEN RS (R 2,
EBr 3), BIROKRETVEGHO R Y R RB IS,

LLED 15 OEBREE T 6 DO FEAE LT, KEMEOFEEF LHEHmICHITHRE AR
A XX DO L EN YW INRENT. ZREDOM RIZ, HROHELSNT To—F =

BRAIAR=27 7o —F T T LZENNE TH -T2,
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1. IFC&®IZ

1.1, ARMOZRE LR

KROMEZEALTHEMN 502813, HHELRRREICBWTHEISHR2TE 2 o7
DICHBEARAIRTHD. FREOKRREBLEZNDIEIZE-T, @ EOM PR KD
THNFREICRD. T, TR O RORREMEZMOZLETHEHY REREZITOIZ
EMTELIDNTRY, RELWIRBICIE ST IO LBAE DR 26 552 AT B IC72
5. T, WRBRIZEDIICLTEEENLDN 2 £z, R OGN HE D X7 HE
i T DOIDDH 2 L DOW - FH OFi BRI, IO LR RAMRHLIS L
Wralp77a—F o N EDLNTER (see Allan, 1993; De Houwer &
Beckers, 2002a; Holyoak & Cheng, 2011; Penn & Povinelli, 2007; Sawa,
2009; Shanks, 1993, 2007 for reviews). mt A721J T7<, 4 RS OB 9 12
BOTORROELLRBERSINDZILFZOLEEZFEICL>TROLNATND
(Gopnik & Schulz, 2007; McCormack, Hoerl, & Butterfill, 2011; Shanks,
Holyoak, & Medin, 1996; Sloman, 2005). iT4F Tid, KM 058 EHE & 2 K R
RAZXRZYMZESTH A TR ABHE AT TS (Glymour, 2001; Gopnik,
Glymour, Sobel, Schulz, Kushnir, & Danks, 2004; Griffiths & Tenenbaum,
2005, 2009; Lu, Yuille, Liljeholm, Cheng, & Holyoak, 2008; Sloman &

Lagnado, 2005; Waldmann & Hagmayer, 2005).

1. 2. ARRNAXFRY b

KR A_RAZX T, BFEOFEH|NAOR R ERZETICEESHL, 520071 #
INOHE R ZAT DT ITHE B 2R R B 2 LV o7 B TR SN B B F 5 TH
% (Pearl, 2000). KR NAXXy OB R POR RO R MR LR AL A,

AR EDOEE JETRRBEOZEE | LTRRHERIEVD 3 SOMIE IS ITTE X



HZEMTED (Figure 1-1). KR E O FE ik, MAREK T BRHERER->T
WHMMBZDZ ENRODLEND. HlzxlE, HHFEEEZ XSALEY S ANLHIA
WCHWZEE, XSANRY SAKELEZOD (Ge., X-Y), YEAR X ZAIZ
EL7eon (e, XeY), D50V IEE=FN 2 NICEICFHELZON (e,
Xe—Z-Y), EDO XD 7Rl 2 2 &L L. KR ONEFZ B3 55
ZiE, Th o oRE/RCHBBERIIARR TN LS. HRBEOH
T, REENFERICH L TEDR ) REBEZRIITNEZDLZENRDOLND.
Bl x1E, WELEBRREOKNRBFBEZ A5G, Bl THRFAILET D
AR L0, BERICL > TEAT 2 REES 5. KoL R 2 ) 12
Wrd 5icid, BERALZREZ T TR, RERPSTZRIZED L S R RN A

LT bBRADMLEND L. NRHERTIX, DL2FRORENLGMDOFEL DI

RRBEDFE

OaOO20
®<—>®@® )
HREEDFE
B6cEn)

P~

~
[XI 3R HE A

OnO0x0

Figure 1-1. KR MEOFH LHEGRICE 325 3 2Ol if.




BIZOWTEZL2ZEBRkOLNDL HIIE, ZPRES> TS NIEWAKEL DT
IRV ERRPOEREZ TR L0, S H 7 BRI #2350 TV AU X A
BT TIERWLERMEPSORKRAHRMLIZY T2 LN TEDS. 20X
MR RHER AN ATREIC 22 2120, FRMICED LS KR EBEHRN & D5 2 FATlH
STBLMERL L. AESAARYIMEHWHZETINOOM O —H XD EH A

ENDHLDOD, FE S ICHRFEN T ARWIIHS S B AFELTWD.

1. 3. BXRXDEME L UER

AR L0 MIXRERA XX O LB ZHNZ Y EEZRFT T2 THD. H
1E L, WARMEICBE T2 FIT ma il X7, [’ 08 LHEGm BT 581
NR—RAT7Ta—FLBEANT 7o —FOHBET VIZONWTHHATE. 0%, REH
T7a—F OB ERDINFERAXFYMIOWTEHELIEHR L, L5 o B i
ONTHE D, 5 2 TIHTH R EDOEE IZOWTT 2R, % 3 M TIX AR

GREE D E NI OWTAT 729, 8 4 S CIEINF RHEGR 2 HO>W T T o2 82 2 1

ORI TS 5 HCHISOM & A, RS A R Foy hOL T % 4 1
R4 HOE DTSV TH R ETT ST

L 22 CIESELEZREOMBOF AL W) BERCHREHZE LB L TWDE N,
RNEBEOFHLERNEREOFEHZRER/RMEL L T, 3Oo0ME T XTEX
G L TCRREHGEMTESZ LD D.



KRR AL DI T 200 EWVOREIL, DB FE R ERRFT 215051350
DRI OHE F O CHBERMED 1 DL THROATE. 22T, WARAMEICET
LT R A E R O AU > TEHEL, KRMENEDIDITERINDINITDONT
f#5i%179 (see Psillos, 2005; White, 1990 for reviews). /0 H %% CiI [K 5 o &0 ik
MEDIHTHERBIOME SN0 E WO B EGR A IZE AN Y THATNDLDIZ
RLUT, B IR w720 TR, JIRIZEDI L TR Resl S 240
MmEWVSTZE T BRI I OW TR AR S T&Ele. LDE P L 5 TIEHROME
DETERZLOD, HrmB I IR RO FE LR ICEH T LEFTET VDL

B2 2 TBY, ZZTIRLEFET VEDOREIZONWTHIR 5

Aristotle (trans. 1984) IR REZZDOEHNHA4DIIHELTND. TAbIE, 22
INHDE P ECLE B 2L D THLEEHE (material cause) EFEW 5T T D0,
ZOEYNREHZEETFHF>TVDLEMATHLIEMKE (formal cause) LHEMEZFTERSE
HIEH R CTH L8 /11K (efficient cause) LFEYDOH M THSH MK (final cause)
Thd. Bl 21X, g OEEHKIIM B THY, ZORHKRILE Ll THY, £D#E) )
KIEE THY, 2O BWKRIZ G PEONTCHE M THD. ERRK R I
NG 4 ODFINEZHEITHLERHS. Aristotle XK FHEICHONT 2 DB 2 &k R
TW5. 1A 81X, 605 ITITRRER AL ETHY, bLMOF bR iX, 20X
IR BB B ITHAAMICEZLLW0WHZETHD. ZZTEH R OEEZ W > T E, £
NWHHZRLTEHLINLZEE WA Ob0ZEh 23 T A8 0% (unmoved
mover) JIZIY O AT EFILIO IR KT THLHEE 2. ZONHE
PEIX, FRAERI G I BT 2mm B R L ARME LRI FE THLEVOONR 2 HHDOERTHS.
Aristotle [ZXDE, HIENOHE MM A E GRE AL RMEL VO DX, JRIK R R AR A4S

OB LA Z B LIZb D THS.



Descartes (1644/1991) %, R BB EER L LM FEERPOEINL - TNDHE
B2, WO awmErRELE. WO D onwmickdl, MR ERTERNEDEE 2D
M, MK ZR STeR IR COHSIT O ERTHLH 2 DT IZESHDOTHY, ¥
HEFEEPATLOHEE TR 2N, £, HRMEICE 95 Aristotle EOHHE A
ELT, EE R LB WIRBICH LD ZF I T 5D R R 2K E T 20 BT e
WHIEME (inertia) #EALLIENZETOND. B0 ZimlcBWTL, ikobs
PEE MM O IR IR SN D EWI R R DIEEET /L (transference model of
causality) W THWIKE L OMEERZHTIT5. LLRBG, EOXHITLTY
KL O EAER B BRIZRDDINENIIWNICKH L TZDET MTEZDIENTER
o7z, Descartes D% fik 1 ZBE IR K fw & D7V — T LW EICHREEHEANT LY
V=T TS, JiE O FEH ThHsH Malebranche (1674-1675/1997) 12k5HE,
HOJFK &L, FIK LK ROBICHARIR 2T T2I0REIRTHY, Mo
FRICTE RRAFIE (W) LZ2O/ROBICITLARMFEEEZMETH. LeR-T, ED
KT O THHZENENND. Elz, BWARIIFE S DL FRIZEZICHL R Y726
ez, REEEFGFELZVDLBLARNWEES 2z TV, —F, BHEDOREHT
2 Leibniz (1765/1896) 13 E I Hh s B EAL, WEIZETFF (monad)
WX THEFFSHL, EFTRICEoTRHROIRBENRRETLEEZ. KRAWHESGORDY
W2, EFRFRIICBTL2Mo T ERMMABESNTEY, EFNIHEAEFEALRWENS E
WX R OPE R EMN S TN D.

Hume (1748/2003) 13t FICB TR R OB EIZH L CTb EER % 5
Z72 L7, Hume 13F E[IABAME@RICIBNT, JRE LR OMICHL RS O
JORBDOIIFEEET, TZICHLDIETHERMETL T THLIEERL TS, 21, R—L
ANR—=V BIZ5O0, K=/ BREEHTLE, —RIIIT AICE>TBREI W
LI ADBND. LinL, ZhE 2 DOHKRFEENZTMNEETEOLELTH, ZOJH

NZEoTIMAZDZET W, ZENETOHEZZ DM EOEEEZMH O I ITEKILL T



W7z dIZxk LT, Hume (X168 % @@ # (constant conjunction), I ] i ik i
(temporal succession), FFZE A $23T (spatiotemporal contiguity) (ZX-THK
FEHEOBADEKRENDEL. RN REHRIZ, CRETRBULE S WEESIZAND
bW TH KR DF — M (uniformity of nature) JZRETHEEL TS, LavL, H R
DF — MEIT BRI DIFHZENTERW D, RREHETREZ L ZTWDOIETHE |
TR, TEEITHLEE 26N T2, 2O X572 Hume @ BARIE, 3~ To K Ak ik

TR NSELDLENEAN T o —F M B L KIFLTVD.,

Hume (2% 3286 H 247 57201 Kant (1781/2003) Th-o7-. Kant 133 E[#l
Pt bl JIckB W, HHH K FL MO KR FEOMOK R BB ERFE T L0120
EBLOREATLTOWDRHLE SNRITNITRERNER X TS, ZO B E XK [ o i
BB HHEAR S OHAE 2T TR+ 43 ThDIze, [JFRIK LR R OB &) 230 5 Lip
HEFRLTWDL. ARAMEZLOBHEICISoTHEKEINDOGLO LR 25T Hume &
Kant ® fA#IZ— LT\, Hume 287 AR ATUA VMW £& 2 TWDHDITH LT,
Kant 17 - 7VA VM Br 248 E L CWe. 2o X957 Kant OEARIL, #7721 Tl
TR MBLEERTINENT 7o—F0, EREOLELEBEBRIVEAD =X L%
HRT2H%ET L (Wolff, 2007) 72E TS TNS.

Mill (1843) %, KT RICKT THM0E+ 55K ME7EES 2, Hume O BEICHE
WAEMZTz. TRTOMBAREBRICH KT HE09F 213 Hume LR TH-7203, 18
O BE SR R HBE L2001, TN OEROF IR FE LW ES oL
I ThoEB T FlZIE, 2 DOFERITHEFAEBENELTNZELTH, 2t
BORKICE-> THEELSNTWAH AR K FRARUISEBE ZAECRWD, KR
WL ST LT TERV. Eo, ML AR K THL0ENHIZEEVE, Frx BED L
TR H 23 L 2 EVHIZLIZE L EFF > TRBY, KR BBREMH T 20200
LEERBEL TS, WROULEMEICIDEH R OAEIITIRK O AR NS ETHY,

B — OFE R NAELDEVIUATENVICE TOARWEFINELFEET IR A EZEND



DFEFNIHLETL2ERNIRLKN THD. K RO+ 4 I KD LR o A4k 1345 2R ok
B2+ THY, HOBERDPFAELBRNG A ICRELTHERDPAECLRTNITEOER
PR KCThD.

— J7, Mackie (1974) E#H R OAERICEIEEOKEKNALETHDHES 2 7-.
Mackie 12L5&, JRIRIEHRE RO A KICTR 143 72234 43 TiE72< (Insufficient but
Non-redundant) |, fif R O % £ 12 4 & T2 W2+ 4 (Unnecessary but
Sufficient) |25 O —H THH. Hl 21X, KK OFKIFHEL-72EWIH %G S, IHE
FENZ T TIIKRKEZECSEDLOIIEA 2720, KKZELSELDITHETITZR
WAttty b (e.g., ATAMEIRBEBEOHFERRE) D—H THL. 2O LI,
ZNENOIALF S INUS KM IR TN 5.

Mill X Mackie 252 B R0+ 43 M O B2 H1 W CHE R E 2 12 B2 2 T
DIzt LT, Suppes (1970) 135 = 2 W THE & #9882 OE 1 23 7+ 7-. Suppes
EHEEOMERELT, RERERERELROILENTERNILERHERHL TS, 4
ZAL, BBl S A& Bl S 2 W o TH A TO ML D3 25 A% [ 9 01T TILZR W,
Hume O 2 TIEim & OB ICK R BERIIFTELRWERDD, JRIA CB8FER E o4
EMEREHmDD (e., Plelc) > Ple|=c)) B 252812k, Lo FEITATHEICRD.
LL72R3 5, ZO5E 2 I EE AR B LR UR B4R 2 Xl TERWEWH B R b -7z,
B 21X, REFFOZEAL LBER O A BEIZIIHEBEARR AR DOLNLD, [EFEB KD
AL ZGI SR IL TV DD TIERLS, [E LWL B FEIC > Tl H R ZE L TWHD
2 THD. 22T, Eells (1991) (TR ER Fafmd Lz L THRE CHRRE E0
AEEERE EFSE52L (e, Plele, /) > Ple|—e, ) ZRBEMEDOEFRICEEMHL, =
OMBEREZBR L. WU EROFTHENZL> TZOMBEITMIR L2/ 220, &£
DERZHFA T IUTR DN M EICE 5288 o7. R EMEZ 2 2D
MR DE S EHITHE 21X AP L —)L (Jenkins & Ward, 1965) CHEE %t b E7

/b (Cheng & Novick, 1992) tWVWo7m LB ZET LICHLE ATV,



Mill X Mackie X° Suppes 73K M2 HHI A9 2208k 2 S48 2 TW 2D Ilzx LT,
Lewis (1973) 1%, L USRI WAL Lo 22 b3 s Ry AR Loz 1 EVWIHI R E
RABIZESWTHRREEZERZL WD, L, IMESKKORKL2501%, bLIHRF
BREC TR STERBITKRITE LRIV A IZIRESNS. Lewis 131H
LEGL CHELTONIEER ELAET W - THLES CHRELTWRTNIETER E
HAELT TV D oTo ) 8V I H FE W S SO B A% 2 E 3572012, BLFE i FUSHE B
LR R ANCAEE T2V T Re it REa 2 F L7z, Lo L7ed3 s, mRE 5 56 o i
FICIZZ OB R L, B ERRAENZ W (ef. 24, 2008).

Woodward (2003) X/ A (intervention) D&% AL TRK B MO E £ &7
STND. MALITFELOBIETHY, £5 C ~ONh ATL-oTHEG EORENEL
To5E ClX EORKTHLS. fl2, KIEFOE(LZBE L TRELZ TR T52&
IXFTHE TH DA, & OBRARITEE &V 208 R KNI K28 (2 B Th - TR R B £
TN, [EF O 2 #EEL TRBEZEISELHILITTER. Pearl (2000)
X777 MMM RRE B ELTBIELN ADEWVWEE &WITHIE R XA XXy
(causal Bayes nets) EFEIINADEELA) FIEZB B L TEBY, BEAF DN HwAOK R B
REEICHEEHL, BEXONTERPOHENZITOZEL W REIC L. T4 Tk, KR
NRAZXFZ Y ERBMET VELTEHAL, EOIDICK LW MR NS - HShbon
OB T AR B AICIT PR T5 (Gopnik, Glymour, Sobel, Schulz,
Kushnir, & Danks, 2004; Griffiths & Tenenbaum, 2005, 2009; Lu, Yuille,

Liljeholm, Cheng, & Holyoak, 2008).



3. ARMDNZFEELHRICEISIETIL

WML O FHEOWmE LY IS, RREOFEE LHROT e RZF P LIS &bk 4
BREROETANINETICE RINTEL (see Pinefio & Miller, 2007 for a
review). ZNOHIET 7R —F OENWNHREL 3 DI ETHIENTES. 1 DHITH
H_X—277m—F (rule-based approach) THVY, ZD L3 TIEHE M OB 1R %
R ITBEAREE EHLNIT L2 — VAT 1y 7 AW ST (8 8 702 5 W& %2 Fi W T2 B 28
fEftsh g, 2 DHOES T 7 2—F (associative approach) TiX, &S
JoHGwmEzEML TR R EHoBBRLH A T2 ANk TnD. 3 SDHIZKRER
77 v —F (causal approach) EFEIZH, NRERAXXy EHWTHEEOFEE L
HeFm OB ZITO. RRWT 7o —F OB TR E TR 75720, AFETITHA A
—RAT7 T a—F LGN T TR —FOET NV EENENEHL, TROOME S IZoON

Tk R%. ek, BE 357 7r—F LT, De Houwer (2009) (ZLAMmEK T
7 1 — F (propositional approach) < Wolff (2007) (2 X2 /) % % 7 v
(dynamics model) REBIFTET D, BIH ITHEN T 21T DRV, % H L5
CHEFR AR 2 E e L TR0 IE b e SCHF I8 O FEBR AR B LT E BB E LW,

fife Bl 1T s LTz

3. 2. HAIR—RF7TO—F

BAIR =27 7 a—F T3, eEFREBRK G & ORI B Y, FHOLEEE
WAOREEMRP I EHSNDZENHESN TS, FLROE R HIL Figure 3-1
WCRLTE2X2D 3 E R TEIIND. 42OV NVEE2OFRGOIAEROMHEZRL
TWD. #lx1E, B a TR ERE R P AR LT L2, B d 1T K SR R0 4E

Lol F 2R LTS, 2O EI R TRIEESNDF LR O A G H IS LTI HH



Event E
e —e

clal|b
-/ ¢ | d

Figure 3-1. R FR(OEMEFLRE)DGEIER. 7TLT77vba, b, c,

Event C

didEnEnod Lo EEZRT.

OHENMTOND. ZOT7u—F O 2L, FLME OGN E2R T2 &
WIS 2 E THOREHET VTS TR, ba—VRAT 4T AW fEH 7205
Mg S WA E T2 ET AL E D (ef. Hattori & Oaksford,

2007).

3. 2. 1. APIL—

HAI R =27 7 —F BRI BN RET VIZAPL—/L (Jenkins & Ward,

1965; Ward & Jenkins, 1965) THY, L FOIIITEZRSIND.

(3-1)

a c
AP =P — -c) =————
(ele) = P(e]=c) a+b c+d

ST Plele) IR A8/ L7 G U2 A L 282 % 4 M A SR R 4, P(efme) R Y
M Lo o I T R R T B4 MR A X R AR T, AP IZIND 2 D&M

WeRDESZEHZLETHEHHEEN, -1 2b+1 TTOHEICARD. JFIK O AR Ik TH &
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DEREMEEN EFT25 46 (e, AP > 0), UK L#E R OB A& W) KRB RN
BESHD. — 5, RIROERICE>TRHROLEREBENE T I25E (e, AP <
0), IR &G R OB 69 R RBERP R ESND. R OF EICE->TH R DA
AN E LW S (e, AP=0), FIKEH R ITEEARERD.

AP V=)L IZOWTIEXF T 50 REXFLRWR RO G AR ESNLTND. 1S
OO FEITE R IR E OFEEME AP IZBBENRIEEBE R HALONLZLE R LT
% (e.g., Allan & Jenkins, 1980; Alloy & Abramson, 1979; Dickinson, Shanks,
& Evenden, 1984; Wasserman, Elek, Chatlosh, & Baker, 1993; Ward &
Jenkins, 1965). LinL72030, BN FZROA KRS LA T2LFEMS LHT5

BENAT AT E AP OB LT/ RbH & ST % (e.g., Shanks, 1985a).

3. 2. 2. EHfFE APIL—L

AP W= TEZELDEHRITFELLEARAFTON TSR, EEITIZEIRERND
EDRIRENTWS. fiil 21X Kao and Wasserman (1993) (%, 4 FEOB/VHEE X a >
b>c>dDIETERINDILEERL TS, iz, M09 K 5B R 28 W3 5856 1%
b>a>d>cDIRICERINDZLRHE SN TS (Mandel & Vartanian, 2009).
INOGOM R AR LIELVGERRET VELT, ZE DA E B E ICE 22T
TCHEBE AP V= A PRBENTVD. A TOHEZTN<ONERZINTNDN
(e.g., Einhorn & Hogarth, 1986; Schustack & Sternberg, 1981), Anderson

and Sheu (1995) IZLDE A E AP L —/LITLL FTOBEYTHS.

AP, = By + B1P(elc) — BP(e|—c) (3-2)

CITH L f RE M X EDOEBER T ATA— X THEN, fo Y, pi & fa wlE]

R LT DEIFET VELTHI ABND.

11



3. 2. 3. ADi—)

WSODPDIFFETIL AP V— /L EIT R 7224 0 7 I 23t Fl SR ZEM|ME ST
% (e.g., Shimazaki, Tsuda, & Imada, 1991). ZOHF THHEIZRSNHDE AD
/b—/ b (Inhelder & Piaget, 1958) LIFIZNDLOTHY, ZHIxHElE FHHl (Ge., &
NVvoa bkt d) O¥»LIEMHE FEH (e., BV b BN ) OEESIKZETHEIN

5.

AD =(a+d)—(b+c¢) (3-3)

3. 2. 4. pClIL—)L
AD JL— VT EICE SWEFHIZIT57-0, MESFFI Iz TSI EAHL
BT TLEIEWVIR S ZE . White (2003) 1T AD V— 1V ZHRICH SIBICEFEL,

pCI V— Vi Uiz, pCI v — VL AP )L — )L ERIARIC—1 22H+1 ETOMEELED.

a+d—-b-c

= ee— (3'4)
a+b+c+d

pCI

3. 2. 5. EInL—)

Perales and Shanks (2007) IZAD LV — V&L RICESIBICEFL, TnEhD
ERBEICEAZMT, EI V—EmAL TS w TEVOEALEZR T /NFTA—HFT
HY, ETCOEROEALNELVEG S (e, wa=wp=we=wag=1), pCI L — L E—E

T5.

12



w,a+ wyd wpb +w,c

El = (3-5)

~ wya+wyb +w.c+w,d - w,a+wyb +w.c+wyd

Perales and Shanks (2007) TixZEfFREZBIEL-EROTR D 114 S 1F %
BHLTAZDS M ZAIT 1222 A, EI V= RbEm Wil A E2 T ZENH LN

7=.

3. 2. 60 ZEREaA—YRTAYIETL

Hattori and Oaksford (2007) (Z# BIFRE DFEAE THD o MR AN AN 2 T
HOETNLVEARBLTHD., JRREHERPIEAEOEH (e, BV @) EIMHEET
WRNWZEERLTRY, HEMICEIOARBEELZERTHILITIHECTHY, £/
HMICERL THERICFEELTNDO TR X EF2Z 838 L. 22T, ¢ 25ICE

FNDdEERKICHEBSEZ “EHR e — VAT v 7ET BB INTND.

a
He = lim ¢ = P[P (cle) = :
¢ = 9 = VPLElIPe) = == (56

ZITEIEREE, FERPOHE R ~O TR AT Pelc) &R K OfE 2%t 351
A P(cle)l ) 2 DOERNDOZETHS. Hattori and Oaksford (2007) (3t 2 &)
BRAERRICEAIELTEEBREZS R L TAY ST ZIT W), 41 OETALEZRK LT

T C RN ea—IRT Ay 7ET AR RbmWVIE S EELRLIEIEZHELTVD.

3. 2. 7. &HBfZE APIL—IL
AP V=)L TlL, IR FE L NIFEETHEEFEELRWE O # I SV TR R B £

PHIErEND. LLRRs, SEORKNERBHFMETLE G, oZERKNHDOE

13



% (e.g, Spellman, 1996; Waldmann & Holyoak, 1992).

AP pnq = P(elc, f) — P(e|—c, f) (3-7)

OBEKRPFAELLNFERBICEBN TR E AP ZH LS A1, ZEORWEK R

SR DOHEEM LR D.

3. 2. 8. FEERMILEETIL

Cheng and Novick (1992) [Zk-> THREIN-MER3LET VLTI, 520z
B ERCTHRIEME AP B EINDIOTIERL, TOMHELE THLESES
(focal set) IZxFLTHRUME AP PFHAINLZLZMEL TS, EAEEZH VD
ko T, FR LA RE{L St (enabling condition) DX BINHREICRD. ok,
RIS ETVCIIRKNELOMAEEREZRL EAER XL EL TR & AP D%
THELTVIY, RAEHAOFHELTEABY RIENABICHERMSNL TWVD

(Novick & Cheng, 2004).

3. 3. EEMTTIO—F?
RREFEHOERFERTIHKHFREE R FRLBESELILT, HIA R4S
% 1 # ¥ (conditioned stimulus: CS) & M 55 {4 #] # (unconditioned

stimulus: US) Oxf 2R EEEITHBL THDIENS, FHESTOHEGmEZ T WT

KREOFEEBMBEEHT AT LHRLNRINTE. EAWT I e—F T, KR BE%

FEHEZERMOESGBEOLLEL TR .

2 I THALENE o TmET VL E LT, EIE SOP 7 /L (Dickinson &
Burke, 1996) =2 v XL — Z i (Denniston, Savastano, & Miller, 2001;
Miller & Matzel, 1988; Stout & Miller, 2007) B 5 5.

14



HEWT 7 a—F O L, FRn0E A (cue competition) EFFIEND, JFIA
ENEBAAETLFRICBIDR AR R EZHIH TELILTHD. BIWOSRMEST
MFoetm AR, KREEHIZBWTHE M (overshadowing) 7 ry ¥ 7
(blocking) & W o 7= B 4 2N B S CTWwW2b  (e.g., Baker, Mercier,
Vallée-Tourangeau, Frank, & Pan, 1993; Chapman & Robbins, 1990; Price &
Yates, 1993; Shanks, 1985b). ZNOHDBRITHEE KT T n—F DET L TIIE S

ICE B FTRE THDMN, HAIR—2T7 7o —F DL DEF /N TIEH B ICHEEEZ LS.

3. 3. 1. Rescorla-Wagner €T JL
AT e —FIlBTARBMNEBRET LIL Rescorla-Wagner E 7 /L

(Rescorla & Wagner, 1972) ThY, #H &8 E OLALIFKOIDIZFH FHEND.

AV, = af (A—ZVT) (3-8)

ZIT AVHIFIR R &G R DS FRE OB EZ, YV BRI S TWDHIE A 50
ERT.ERFEPVAEARTLILGITIIA=1800, EAEMEIFH{MTS. —F, iR
FHENAER LRV AIZIEI A =0 L7220, A BE XD T2, FHOWMRETY YV,
DIEDB/NSIWNEE, EE R E OB EITKERD. o TIREFROBMRE, g IR
FLOWREZR T NTA—ZTHY, 0 b 1 DEEED. 2D 2 DO/NTA—2E
AMEOEABICEEERIET.

—AICHE R FROBABRE B 1L, FERSAER TORLAER LRWRE TRARLMHIC
RHDEMBESIVTWDN, W & — & OEIZHR E L% & 1% Rescorla-Wagner E7 /L
O EEB-DRXITR LT AP ODER—HT52E08 Mo T5 (Chapman &

Robbins, 1990; Wasserman et al., 1993; see Danks, 2003 for detailed

15



analysis). Rescorla-Wagner £ /L O Tl 1B/ DERBEEZH WL Fokd

WCRBETHZLEL A HETHD (Wasserman et al., 1993).

pea Pec

= _— 3'9
Vasymp = g B b Boct fud (89

3. 3. 2. ™EThR Rescorla-Wagner €7 /L

Rescorla-Wagner &7 /LCIE, FIK 5803 F1E L2V REIZHE A 58 B 282 b L7z
TEEHETELTCWARYD, WiT7uydx 7 (backward blocking) 7¢& @ [a] g HY F §F
fili (retrospective revaluation) Z## Bl 52 L1TTE72. ZOMBIZR L TIE, B
KEROWME o ZAOMEIZHRETOHIETHEFRPIAFLLRVE THE A 8
NEATHINTE ENEEEIN TS (Van-Hamme & Wasserman, 1994). LML,
De Houwer and Beckers (2002b) 2L - TH SISz @k O [a] @ 69 75 5T 1 1%

W #T I Rescorla-Wagner 7 /L Chit B K ¥ CThob.

3. 3. 3. Pearce ET I

Rescorla-Wagner &7 /L &R £E 0% 3 #H A2 5 S5<H 00, Pearce E 7 /L
(Pearce, 1987) TR 5 THENENND. Pearce T VO HIT, HEDOFN
ORI E 1 SOBEAREEL TR ZH2ETHY, 2 SORIE O MIITE L IS
WAL DN AECDZEN B ESNTVD. JRRFREFERFRN 1 DLNFAELRVE
RE T, SOUR A () & R = G & SOR A o4 & Rl (C) & 2 SO RIEIT L
THEANELD. —H ORI R TRENTZS G T, 5 ORI KRR PEUEITET

TIEMALSNDT=D, HETREOEAEIZU T OIIF RN,

AVex = B(A — Vex — x1Vy) (3-10)
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AVX =,B(/1—VX—x2VCX) (3'11)

JRIK FERZ B AEE L THDEEA1RG-10) 2, AR LT 4133- 1)K 230 H &
nN5. ZoRICEENDH LD /FA—4L Rescorla-Wagner EF /L ERUE K ZFE .
BTl T A—=% x [T OBEEUMEICE>THESN, ILOREZRT. KK FH
GZKE T2 W R R 52 (O) LR IR G & SCIR I o 48 & 1 (CX) O FR B 12 &

STHRFES.

]C = x3VCX (3'12)

ENENOELDOERBEZHWTRBELEZL ST TOLIICRD (Perales &

Shanks, 2003).

B x3la(c + d) — c(ax; + bxy)]
“alc+d) +b(c+d) —cxy(ax; + bxy) — dx,(ax; + bx;)

Jc (3-13)

3. 4 HRAIR—R7IO—FLEEWNT7 TO—FORER

HAIRN =27 7o —FIXR R A2 RIGE T L TRY, A58 7 7 a—F XK/ R %
BEAREIZEILLTWDED, I 7 Fr—F X/ R R AL T2 2 FF /e
W ZDTZD, 2 DOFRZOMEFNEEOK KRR LD, HiEOFKIZED
BB 220K L TR ZENTER. KR BILR EHE BB o2 RIXFER I
AZITIBICHEEICEND. KEBBRLBHLIL G TR EFR~ON AR RFELE
FAIELOIZH LT, BEEMHBELIRWE G IEM AZIT oL THMH AL LRV,
Bl 213, KERFOME LK DRBITLEBERICHD2, W H OB ITIEERE Ge.,

RAE) ICE2BEAHBE O, [EF O ZBREL T RENE DL LT, %
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M MEDHAREEENAORBZEMFL THDOILIT, ZLOMFEICE>TRENT
7= (e.g., Meder, Hagmayer, & Waldmann, 2008, 2009; 7 -, 2012;
Sloman & Lagnado, 2005; Waldmann & Hagmayer ,2005).

HAIN =27 7o -0l A5 07 7 —F Tk, RIRNIEREZRESEDL0, R
BIR 2R ASELZEIFTRVEVNIR R OIERFRENER I TS, FIKFEZRNS
fi RFEREHEN T 5T HAOHEG T, R FZORRBELMOIEROEELE
BT BERDD. —FH, REEPORE FERELHN T2 Wi HEGR CIX, o
JEIR S B O R 98 720 Thel, 2RO EDIHW DO THA R T 200 &0 ) K HE R
bEETOLENDDL. TNENOHEGH CIXERIHW R R oNLZENMESINTE
v (e.g., Fernbach, Darlow, & Sloman, 2011), HlA| RXR—2A7 7u—F 5T
Tu—F TIRIOERZHF A TLHILITTERY. £, RROIEFHELZZ B LW
ST, 2 DR FLRLE 1 OO RERPIFAETLHFE (Ge., LBHERET V) L&,
1OoDOFRRFRL2 OO RFELVFELATLERE (e, LBFEEET L) IZONT
FCTHAZITOZEEEWRTDH. L Lens, AiE OF B TOHE 2 O K 558 LT3t
TOHHW DA NVICEBLLIZENEZLOMFETHESN TS (e.g., Booth &
Buehner, 2007; Waldmann, 2000, 2001; Waldmann & Holyoak, 1992;
Waldmann & Walker, 2005)3. J5U[K 9 £ [7] 135 & 3 22%, f R FRE L35S
L22WZ &L, BRI AG OERNBELES b Tns.

(K 2R BE £ & AH B B AR o0 X 5] 0 (R 2R o0 3 b B e & o 7o IR R MRS (R 9 % R R 1
KR Z R IZE LT DA AN =27 e —FRE G REIE T TOEGHN T o
—F TR TIENRETHS. L, RESA X xy A WHR RN T 7 a—

FORINLDRE LI EHP T HILBTHE THS.

S PNV BAOHENHMEICETI2MAICIEIEEN 2 AMLEET 22 (e.g.,
Arcediano, Matute, Escobar & Miller, 2005), AN ERFREORELZIT
RTWETTHROGFEEITE»PTH DL Z EN I TS (Waldmann &
Walker, 2005).
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4 ERMEDZEELERICBETIARRNA IRy k

4. 1. 1. [FCLHIC

HAE M7 7 —F (associative approach) TIXKEMEZEASICETL, EFDOK
REBESCKR R R AN Y OH G F B LR UMM A TR XD THi M A2 EFER
AN AL TS, — 7, BLAIX—2771r—F (rule-based approach) Tl
HARMEHERICGE L, FRMOBGEELR THBENRRIEHLIVIFE2—IRT
AT AL WS T2 Mg 2 WIZi I RS TWD. L LRns, Zhboo 7T
72— Ik LTI R R B AR &R B B AR A3 X B & ATy, SRR & B 0 FF ) R E A
ZEINTORNEN ST E A BRI TVD.

T, ZTNOOMBEREZRIRT2H 727 7a—F L TR EA XXy E (causal
Bayes nets) ZfWARA AT 7 o—F |ZLDHHANE B SN TS, KRS X%
vhElE, BEF O H LR REAZE T ICEESHL, 520070 w0 HEZ21T9
T M G R B A L 0o B TR R SRR R R HERR O T ik
Th5 (Pearl, 2000). XA X7 7 —F OMi#21%, Thomas Bayes 235 il L7=~

AZXDEH (Bayes, 1763) ([ZHESGHE RS S.

4. 1. 2. "M XDEHE

B EERNBT =% d ZERTHEH b ITOVTEZDLERICBWT, T—2%255
AT DRI OWTOMEIE DE A WE P(EW) EBMERTET. B ERIIT —4%
BB K THMIE OE AR VWEEDIDCELESEDLREN 2 XA XD E BT

DIORMEROEFOESVWEEDLILDTHY, LLFTOXNTREIND.
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P(d|h)P(h)

(4-1)
P(d)

P(h|d) =

ZZT PAMEFEF h ODbETT —X d BB ETHHBER TN, 7 PR ELTH
I LHE 3R Tl b728, I hiZOWTOLELEMEIEINS. £, 7O P(d)ITE 26N
LT RTORIM DL TT =N FONDMERERT. ZORMEIT0 FOFEATRER T
NRTOMEFIZONT, BB LIZRDIDICEENMTLIH THLLEE ZLNLHIEND,
A EBSIERLE R LTINS,
NAZDEBRIIT —F B LRORHOMNOLISTHLHHIHER P(h)1D, T —4
EAF T DI OENO LI THDLFE % MR P(h|d)~DHERE DESVWOEEZFT R
L. MR THLT —ZICHEDE, TNEERTLORKR THLRHZHER L TWDTLns,

WHERDEHLLEFTONLIELDD.

4. 1. 3. RAXDEEDG A

NAZXOFEBNT, FATOMBEER IR LT —ZICE SV TEHR TLEWIF
BB ERBLLIELO LM AT EE THY, Z O H MO & S0 bEk 4 73 w2 H &
TWL. BEOH E LRI DEBIZANAXIOEHR L H WD EE A XH G
(Bayesian statistics) EFRIEIL, 1€ K DR KB 7248 5H 5 TIER O TN TE ot
MR IR FBE AR AL L TV D (ef. ZEBE, 19855 IEES, 1999). 1TENICH LT K
B AR EL, REFRI FTICBToREREEIREELXAZDFERICEDSNTE
ZHDPNA XY EF i (Bayesian decision theory) Ths (cf. 2R, 2008).

XAV T Fy U —7 (Bayesian networks) &%, B M OESGMEEZS T 7 Lk
RCRBL, F97HMEOFEOMBH R AT OMHEN FIETHY, B ERED

FEEL T A ZEEN TS (Pearl, 1985; cf. fEEF, 2013). K E R ICHK SN\ T
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RAPT Ry NI — I E LTS A1, I REXA XXk (causal Bayes nets) &
=bHhbd (Glymour, 2001). XA XD E LR FARAX Ry MEBRfE L TRRMET L
EERTHZEIEI_AYT TV 7 (Bayesian modeling) EFEEIL, 20
(Courville, Daw, & Touretzky, 2006), %1% (Kersten, Mamassian, & Yuille,
2004; Knill & Richards, 1996), &5 i # 7% (Koérding & Wolpert, 2004), &
# %% (Xu & Tenenbaum, 2007), S i& 4. ¥ (Chater & Manning, 2006), & M
# % (Griffiths, Steyvers, & Tenenbaum, 2007), ' # # i (Kemp &
Tenenbaum, 2009), K R H#t57# (Gopnik, Glymour, Sobel, Schulz, Kushnir, &
Danks, 2004; Griffiths & Tenenbaum, 2005, 2009) 72Xk ~ ZptE 2@ H S

T35 (see Tenenbaum, Kemp, Griffiths, & Goodman, 2011 for a review).

4. 2. ERRA XKy b
4. 2. 1. RRANAMRXRy bER
KRANAZRMIFERBEORREREZIEER AWM T7 T, TORI KM
MeECRETD. VI77NO /) —RIE %, =y (RHED) BIEAHEMOKR R EFRER
LTHY, FEMERLIT/ —FroxyPZill o THIL D/ —FIZRLRNWIEEZE R L TND.
BRI ZEEBOIOBHRAE KOG AEVHNIE, EREHOLGbHY, $72, WAE
EEOBEEBOELLTHMARALIENTES. K RBERIL, IREN DD IR
H, AR SDLWITIHI A, MELLIUIFER B LV ST 2 REREEZ LS.
KRA_RAZRY DT 7 EIEBOFRHER S ML ERTHDITHESND.
[l B e SR Oy A IS K S &, I 7 ME RO RG A TERO T M EITV, 77

NHONTRWESIZZ DB 2175, B 21F, BIEE St O E X () EM B A (L)%

tRRERATVT Ry N =T 5D L HD.

5 XA VT ET VL TIZOWTIX, Trends in Cognitive Science 7 (Chater,
Tenenbaum, & Yuille, 2006; Kousta, 2010) <X° Developmental Science it
(Gopnik & Tenenbaum, 2007) <° Cognition it (Xu & Griffiths, 2011) @ §74&
FhEbSRI V.
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Sl ER L TWAEIFR I Figure 4-1(EX)DOIHZEHHEIND. b 3 DOEE DIH

IRF il 22 oy A IR B A 62 W TLL F o JOIcRBLESND.

P(S,Y,L) = P(S)P(Y|S)P(L|Y,S) (4-2)

F72, HEARXICTEBEWTINODE I EEICW WERZDHZENAETHY, LT XD

(R THILEL A RE THD.

P(Y,L,S) = P(Y)P(L|Y)P(S|L,Y) (4-3)

INLZRMS, Z2nb(4-2) K A-3)RITEBE O/ 77 EEZ KM LB IZITR>TED

T, BEORFEE RS AMEZ — BICRIA TS, HRASXAXRY O LR D E B

RITHILTWA.

ELiE
(S)

Figure 4-1. BJE ()L O F X (V) EM B A(L)DK FETFT VLK), O IR

oI AT TRIE NS DB T H~DO Ty PRI ERNTZE R ETT G K).

6 HEARIZE DL, nHOBEBRMMERELZO AT n EOLEE X HEROME
& Lfﬁﬁ@—g—é Z & 75;*’(% é (e.g., P(Xl, XZ, Tt Xn) = P(Xn|Xn—l, T, XZ,
X1)- - P(Xa2|X1)P(X1)).
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4. 2. 2. BT NLITEH

KR~ a7% 0 (causal Markov condition) (2X5&, BEIXEOE £ O K
FREEELL G, TOMRERUINOLER LMD, EROF TIX, HDHA
DR TWDHEH > TLEZRIE, £D N D AT W 233l 23 A Dl & 13 8 B
freled. 20X, HHEEET G LU TEBBITM L BAMR B AELLZEITR &
MILEE LD, WRLVaT7FMHEERTLHIEICESTMA-2) AL A4-3)XLLL F D LD

ICEEHEZLND.

P(S,Y,L) = P(S)P(Y|S)P(L|S) (4-4)

(4-2)RUTB TS P(L|Y,S) 75 (4-4) Tk PLISICH AL SN TR, [5 B e 245 4 8
ERONETFIZIR ST THOMENTHWAZEN A TEND. ZORFICBITHRE v/
TSR T &g D SR I AT EE S S A D T P LR D A2 FH Sl 23 A O T R
LW (le., P(L|Y,S) = P(L|S)) EWHREITHM 2B,

KR~ a7 &0 FI2E, 2L BORKERDZT X TOELH R Ry T —7IC
BHENTWDLIERRESNLTND. £z, KR DRV L7211 &9 Reichenbach
(1956) OILBIFKICBE TR EEMW L TWAIELEEINTND. DFD, £ [
WCHBEBERBRECTHDIREE, EH0—FHFOEENBM T OEHOJRKE > TS
W, W OEREGEEZTE ZOEBBFELETLIENIDIT THD. b 2 DO

ERTEN5EE, AR~ Va7 J(MAERIES LSR5,

4. 2. 3. ft A
K REANAZXRXY ORI D 1 DELTEEICEIELMATRFORE R 2T H CTEHL
NETOND. BEEBRGIICHHMEICEETHZEEFM A (intervention) EFEIEH,

I A& THIBE SN B BIIA R DR R LITMILITn. ZoZaid, sMEELL
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THANDOEEEMZ, NASNIZFRICH T2y VERORLZETRB SN, 777
BB (graph surgery) #%h{t (undoing) &bt 5 (Pearl, 2000; Sloman,
2005)7. LR OBICBNTERIA =0 Ik TH OB IERZBRELLZE S, W)
SH DEIZHR~D Ty NERESN (Figure 4-1 A X)), H O EEH S MR HE o A M0
Jfi ASA DRBEIZHOWTT T HILITTERARD. ZOZEFSBARDOISTBbNInb
LIRS, BLEREM ADEWARBIL, RARBEBEZEICHLE TEHI k272D

% Pearl (2000) Lo TR BERAXXV IR R ENTOLDOZETHS.

4. 3. ARRA X3y FOEEMNER
4. 3. 1. FEX

RHEREMEZRBTHOHIELLTHEEH VDA ZEEZ WD, ZOMIUTITHE ~ 7257
% BEET 5 (Hdjek, 2003). fieh — A2 O M E EZEMFIXNDHLE THY, =
DL TR — & FTICHBITHERE ORAT O R, M BEENR K LIZbDEL T
REERTD. FIZIE, aA 2R ITTEICRPH DM RIL, a2 0IRLE T T,
i E R BH N2 LHZETRDOND.

— T, RAZXERONE TR, HEERICOVWTOMABRESDEAVELTH
SRNE T SNDS. ZOID70He 31T B = LI A, WE I &« R EBFET
% (e.g., JFTH, 1982). fEfE DBRELL THELRZIL X DILITE-T, B H Wl A KE D e

REVSTERMOFER KB A DAFEETDHER LV o7 I K 45 K fE E

TXHRERDLEROMEEFEET DM AN A (strong intervention) & b
BRI D DICKk LT, BEICEELZRITTN, TOMEFBELRWEL D 2EME
X595 W I AN (weak intervention) & FEIEH, Z OB ITMOLE O v P
DEDBE»IND Z Ed <, IKARELTARDODFERNMNLDEELZIT D
(Eberhardt & Scheines, 2007; Meder, Gerstenberg, Hagmayer, & Waldmann,
2010).

8 XA X EFXOHFICITHEANBEEICHT I2EEOESVWEHERLEERL, FEM
IRHEFRMRICEEAO LT D5E 25D (e.g., Neapolitan, 2004). 728, XA
AR T D EFBANA X EB A XOEWT, BEMRIZESILOTIE
72, FHAMERDAOREHTIEDOENIESS LD TH D (Berger, 2006; Dey
& Rao, 2005 ZE#Hfth iR 2011).
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REGICH L CHOEREZERTIIENTED. "X O ClIE @B E O T8
PERMIEIZ 25280500, BAET VICBWCEBERAER 72546, Z2oME
HATD LA N ZEZ BNV T<RLHF R EE 2bND.

B R AN BE NS E D 28T kk 2 22T TR & CE 72 (Fishburn, 1986). fi
Z1X, Cox (1946) 1FEZDE B WA IZT RENVOND RN EZRIBL, HELZN
BONBEM 2T 22 R LTS, £72, de Finetti (1937) (X5 &0 A& Wk
DHEBMREIRELTHERDOARZEBLTEY, EROANINHR-ENRNGE I
IARADERETVRAELLZEEERML TS (ef. B, 2014). fl 21X, 2 FADORE R
ZTRL, TR X 1000 HEX DTS MLIEET S aAORPHDLD
LIZHLTHDHAN 0.6 DEXEWNTNDEGE, 2O ANIE 600 HETRLBEEZHA-
THEITZEITIEB 2oND. FRFRIEIC, I/ OENHDHIEIIHLTH 0.6 OfF &%
WTWes T 5. ZO%A, MITOEREIZING 2 20O T4 A b¥T1200 [ T
X, fE R OTIZBE DL T T 200 [ FHIENTED. HEROAFE DI T
BRWHEETIE, HEALTATIHET FvFT7vr) A8 ITHZENREICRD. =
BIERNE T Ty E B HERWG SR ORNNWMI-INDIENF BT
BY, ZOXHIRIENSLITL v F 7 w7 FE (Dutch book argument) &5 bhd. 7z,

WHEDRNENOK T Ty I NE NN LTI,

4. 3. 2. ABH
RO AT AR EMEEZRHETL-07 0 TIERL, HEEOEZATHLHE HEN
Tx7- (e.g., Eells, 1991; K, 2010). Suppes (1970) IFHE K FL(O)1#E B H

REDLERMERE LA SEDLLOLL TR RBEAKRZIERE AT,

P(E|C) > P(E) (4-5)

IR BEMED EFRICE T A X 2R IC OV T Psillos (2005) 22 B X7,
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LnL7eM 6, ZOEFIZT CTILR R B R CH B AR A2 KB 352 81X T, il
X, OB IXHAPFEELTWDE AL, £OTRVWEAIVL RO RN EmLRDD,
B DOFNLH DM N AZ G ZHE L TWDDIT TIXZR. [l OB LR XM HE LS S 5 i
Lo THRELEINAH PN LTHS (Figure 4-1 B HR). E ORI &4 W35

i, o BER (F)&#t il Lz L T@-5) XD BERHEFF SN0 B TOLERDHDL.

P(E|C,F) > P(E|F) (4-6)

7L, CORITIERHMERIE TN TELT, REOH MM EZRETLLITTER
B, BRI A E S E R 2T (S—L), MBS0 N 03 B 1 A&
BHRTUOMNS—L)H B T52L3TERV. $2, EOJFER THINEINERE TS
TeOIIIM DOFEZLEOR R EZE B ICANRTNITRERVWD, Zh il +5
WITELHDOERIZONWTE B TLOLENAL, HERZIRICH>TLED.
RRASAZRKY MNIE BB O ENBEBEEN LTI, HEEDOHIZL> TRHRR
WEERTIILIEIRH CTHY, BHOBIETHLINALHMAEDE TR R EETEERTD
ZEMBZ V. ZOXHNE Y 13/ A% (interventionism) EFFERTWS. i A E
BIZENZE, BEX ~DI ADPER Y MBI B RIT TR, BB X ITEK Y D
KThHd. SHIT, MOEKEZ—EDEITHH LRI AN ETLIN G, 28 X

EEH YOEEDOFRK THHES 25 (Woodward, 2003).

P(e|do(c)) > P(e|do(~c)) (4-7)

FRICK LTSN DN AEITHIZENT do(r)ERE I 41, do(e)lTE# C #1fH ¢ 12 E

THZLEEFEL TS, Pearl (2000) ICLE-oTE AINTZZOLIRFE L EL do A3
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—Z LT, BRI AT O R HEGR S E b Sz, 2o X5 ATk D R
RMEOERIL, BLRKRFERP/FAELRTNVIEHE R FLRITHFELRP ST Vo7

KEEICEIDNFEMEDERE (e.g., Lewis, 1973) tOEAMENRRDLNL TN,

4. 4, ARRAMRXARY ML IARBEDEE
4. 4. 1. ARBEDZEE L(F

FRMEORRKERIL, ToRBELTMELZRTREREL, BROMBIEETH
RBEIZZ pEND. KRB EOFEH CEREHMOREOH MHERRM THY, F
BHE IR ARFELPPVICE SO TRREEZHEN T2I01CKkObND. — KAy 25
BRERETIX 3 DLl ED 2 I AMPMVIELIERSH, ERSINE IXZAOOA -
AR IV IFROFERORERIAT LW o 72 R B F 2K DV TR R A8 & 2
M -+%. il 21F, Steyvers, Tenenbaum, Wagenmakers, and Blum (2003) » %
BrCix, 0wl 3 AOFHADEBLREFELBELT, EOIHR T MM TRE IR
DAELTODLDHB T 2ZENERBFELLTHOWLA TS, ERKR R DT m a2 e
DIENTHW L TWDENEWHI MBI, RRASAX Xy bRRBEET L ELCHE H ST
LA SHHLEZBBETHL7D, EOIIRFRNIREDIIITH I THDENITHD
WTIREED o TN ZENRZ W (Lagnado, Waldmann, Hagmayer, &
Sloman, 2007).

KHRASRAZXRZ I TEHEEFHICOVTHEARTAIVALANERINLTND
(Neapolitan, 2004; Pearl, 2000). ZZ CTiL ] #J X — 2L (constraint-based
method) &~<A4 Xk (Bayesian method) £\9 2 DORFM 2 FIEIZHONTIKE D,
Iho 2 DOFEIFRRLZETLVTHERRINTEY, IR~y (Gopnik et al.,
2004) FIHIKH RN —2EEZ, RREET7 LHEGH (Waldmann, 1996; Waldmann,
Hagmayer, & Blaisdell, 2006; Waldmann & Holyoak, 1992) [T~ Xk %\

THRARMEDOFEE ZR AL TV,
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Hl R N = REERAXET, EEFRNOKR R ER L EI DI E T MH®
(stability) H LI %M (faithfulness) EMEIENDWE LR IT TS, EFMEL
X, EB DO /RTA=ZC Lo TEEM OMAT -5 B RN L LN ETHD (Pearl,
2000; Spirtes, Glymour, & Scheines, 1993). ZDZ &%, 28 H M o3k 37 B4R 13K
RYNATFHEICESTORAEL, FEEDNTA=ZPLAELLZETRNWIEEERLT
Wh. Bz, B X BNEE Y ICEBENTZST TR B A Z 2@ L THEMNICH
WELRIFLTWDET D, ZOIORBRIL, Z=aX b Y=bX+cZ &) 2 ODHEIES
BT TED. ZOIIRKEET LV TIE, FEAEETONRTA—FIBWTEK
X B 2 13 RBRITRD. L LAERD, a=—bc EWVIFMEM 12T /3T A= T,
B REMED RN E VAT RICHZR T 5720, 28 X EEH Z 1302 BRIk
STLEY, HERABROLLIELWK RGN E NS LTI, 20X 7 B IX i

BIZIZATRE CThoTh, BLEMITITIZEALEAETRNEZE Z LN TN,

4. 4. 2. FIHR—RiE

AN —=2E T FERE OB FRELIEICANLT Y CTREME LT EH TL57 104
UZXLTHY, 2 L BH OMSZLME DR E LK R BIROT7 AT &nd 2 Be [ o0 4L B THE
fEh T (e.g., PC 702U XA, Spirtes et al., 1993). PC 7T X LT IC 7
NAY XL (Verma & Pearl, 1990) & B L CHEINIZHLOTHY, RHREIZ
FIETHD.

PC 7YX MIEDE, BAIDAT v 7 TIEA TOLE LK %4 1630 THE Y, #H 27T
TEMESTDH. MOAT YT TIE 2 OOEKZIOE LT X2 REREE MW T A
SHTL, MNLBIfRICHD 2 BB Oy UEIVERLS. VT, thoE KA EE L
TOFRMATEMSEEZT D, KRB ENE 2T - BBERLET D20,
DO E KR ITR R G ICH K 226,

TS EATOART Yy FIZRBNTY, M - BRI EE LD, B X LK Y
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NENTNEK ZLHE RSN TEY (e, X—Z—Y), ZZ2FT 5L TXE VIR B BR
WELDY A, Z R@fERERDIDICz=yVIcmEafti75 (e, X—Z«Y). £
LA OB 0>\, B REZE R LWy Yo F 1T 51T, #l %
T, B X PER ZITRBLTEY, B Y BER Z LTSV TWL5E (e,
X—Z—Y), Z05 Y~z M5 (e, X—>Z-Y). HlH_X—2EFTELM 0L
THHRPAOR R EZHE N 20 THEUE A OB RS ITLEELRWD, Thbi

WTHZR2DH K 28 T 528 W HE THD.

4. 4. 3. RA X3k

N A X (e.g., Cooper & Herskovitz, 1992; Heckerman, Geiger, &
Chickering, 1995) (L Z &M O F 0800 (e.g., REHIIERF, AT ) 25 H
LChy 7O CRREMEL T EH T57VIAVALTHY, A&7 R & I2F
MRZEHVY T, XAXOEHEZLE AL THER R EOMRMAZKET LT, F R
E—RRICH5 AN EEHIIE, JeAT kI HE DUV TR E O IR IR M IE o 5 |l Al - 28
FLebIELHD.

FHATHERORER, TNENOREBEICBNTREDAE R NZ— IR0
ERREHINAD. 20X, L@EERORREET LV (e.g., X>Z<Y) TIEFE KA ILIC
AEFTLHED, 3 > OoFELE R AR TIEFEEIEBEBRROREET L (e.g.,
X—Z—Y) X0b&<72%. FIA AR T — X _XAXDE B &5 H L CH 1% il 8 035
B, FRMERORLE VRRBENT —FEER LR RLET LELTIERESN
L. BETINVOBNEEICITEZERTLE T TRIRAXF R &L (Bayesian
Information Criterion: BIC) X/ ik K (Minimum Description Length:

MDL) RnHWbshAZELH 5.
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4. 4. 4 ARBEOZEICETLIHEELENA

il K) = ZIERANAXE T E WH 2 E L THR R E 25 E TERVWIENDH
B2, B XDPER YLER ZIZRELTODRREET L (e, YX—>Z) @
MRS MER R~ N a7 RMBICE ST LSS, P(X,Y,Z) = P(X)P(Y|X)P(Z|X)
DISICFRIBEND. Fio, BE Y PEB X ITREBL, BRXDPER Z ITHELTWD
WEETNV (Ge., YoX—2) OBE, TOME ST P(X,Y,Z) = P(Y)P(X|Y)P(Z|X)
DIV IREND. ZZT PX)P(YIX) = P(Y)P(X|Y) = P(X,Y) 725728, ZhH 2 DD
KNEETNVOMERGAIXE — 725, ZOXH5R BT VI~ vaT7 €T v
(Markov equivalent model) EFEIXNTHEY, BlIEICL-o THLATZILEF RNHBIX
KR ELZ — BICEODLIENTER.

MANICESTEBEORREEZRIETIZEE, v VvavEMET VO R B Z A REICT 5.
BEXDER Y LER Z B3 EERET LV (Ge., YeX>2) BT X%
WAESHLGE, TO/MRETHH YL ZHERTHZENTHSND. —FF, B Y BE
BXEBENUCEE Z CEEBTIRREHHEHET L (e, Y>X>2) ITBWVTX &%
ESEDIHE, XORETHL ZIZAERTIN, XOFRKNTHD Y NERTIHZETE .
TAEAITHLIC L THRE R K E T VLR R EEHE T L TIIRRD AR A=A
LI, v Va7 M7 VA KB THZENAREICRD. 2O LX, JHAB%
7 —AMOR R AREEIETLILIIRETHLDS, EBRAFIE TIL A REITRD LWV
JEAEDEE LIS T 5.

NMALCILZEAREEOFEHORED R IZZOMETHEDLEATVD (e.g.,
Steyvers et al., 2003; Lagnado & Sloman, 2004; Sobel & Kushnir, 2006).
Steyvers et al. (2003) 1%, Bl EICLD2FH T X TH AL ZE TR EHEED
HIWr O IEZ RN EH 9524k L7-. Lagnado & Sloman (2004) ¥/ AZKD K
REEOFEHOMREZRICKHIAT FR2UREENTHDLI LW LI, £,

N ERERNE T FRN0IEMEMICREDRELLELTIERH LTI TND
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(Lagnado & Sloman, 2006). 512, M AICE> TR R EE2FH T8I0
ZITI AT DNEVD BRI ELEE THHILEN Sobel & Kushnir (2006) (25~ T
RENTND. I AICEDRER RIT Al B2 R LRIV THER SN T
BY (Burns & McCormack, 2009; Schulz, Gopnik, & Glymour, 2007; but see
also Kushnir, Wellman, & Gelman, 2009), Bi# 928k 2 7 [ 12OV TEBRAY

Batn2sn s (e.g., Sobel & Sommerville 2009, 2010).

4. 5. ARRAXRY ML IEARBREDEE
4. 5. 1. ARBEDFE LK

K R A& K R 0T P 2R T O LT, KRR LR K LR R OB R o S
ART.HRBEOFEE TIE, HRKEMEHRDTORDOONATED, ZFEEITLN
SORRBEAMOBIZH W 5L ROLND. ok, RKEMERITLDIL,
BRIITERIR CHL A RRMED T FNTWVDINETHD . — M 1Y 72 % B F 78 TIIR A
FEAE R D 2 2 ZBEAER S, oD G R 1% Figure 4-2 IT/R T X957 2x2

D BRTRIATHILENTEL. ERSBIMEIZIINODFE WA H LATZEFI W)

Event E
e —e

clal|b
-/ ¢ | d

Figure 4-2. FRFEL(OLFHERFL(E)DHEIR. 7LT77vba, b, c,

Event C

didzntnodt A RoMELRT.
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WA L2, 0 206 100 DR TH R 58 E 274 4 %. #1 21X, Buehner, Cheng,
and Clifford (2003) DEER TIX, K FRPLEN T ANV ADZEIRAE B 25 S Z 30
HARDEVIAN—=AN—=V =D F T, HFEOHFMWEEREROF I T L6 w15
ABHL, B BBEDIOWE R Z G| S50+ 528nRkdbhT.

JR IR Al LR RO L EBIROBSIE, UL IR T AP CRIBENDIZENZ W (e.g.,

Allan, 1980; Jenkins & Ward, 1965; Ward & Jenkins, 1965).

AP = P(e|c) — P(e|—~c) (4-8)

ZZT P(e|o) 3 IR i A 75 AR L L7 IR 1SRG SR DN AR B 3 D 5 R A & T R %, P(e|—o) 3R
RGN LR ST R ISR RN AR TORMM S EELRT. AP IZ-100+1 F
TOMEZEEY, ZOEIZE-TERSTEEW®REFF S, A EMOERIZE>THROAE
EHEERN LA 7256 (e, AP > 0), 5K & RO MICITFE A/ R R B R 238 E
Snb. —FH, RRBEMOERICE>THADEEBEMET 255G (Ge., AP <
0), JFUIH &% F o R340 A K R BIAR A AR E SIS, TR R AR O A 12X o THE
DEBHERNERLRNE A (e, AP =0), JF K 5l &5 F I ERERERD.
K58 E OFFEMEE AP IITBBENRAICEGE R ALNTZZEND (e.g., Allan
& Jenkins, 1980; Alloy & Abramson, 1979; Dickinson, Shanks, & Evenden,
1984; Wasserman, Elek, Chatlosh, & Baker, 1993; Ward & Jenkins, 1965),
AP W— )L ELTRBIET VI S D E0IZ2o7-. LanL, AP 22Bi i L7z R
#HE SN TEY (e.g., Shanks, 1985), T D%, i x OFH ET LB B SN (see

Hattori & Oaksford, 2007; Perales & Shanks, 2007).

4. 5. 2. N —PC¥EH

Cheng (1997) APV — /O EERBERELT, LLTFTO 2 A& ML TS, i
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ROAEIZBEALL TR RN FICAER THIRADREOFERETIL (.e., Ple|c) = P(e|c)
=1), REICIZHR RS RZHW T2 LILTEROD, AP L — VTR R N7l L
TLED. Fo, AP IZMMDORK FLRZZE L TWeWes, K52 F o ) 224 & i &
ECEY

W xInooMEREZ R THH 2B iwmelL T, U —PC i (Cheng,
1997; Novick & Cheng, 2004) Z#EMEL, L L BHER L2 X BT 5K LT —
(causal power) ZERALLT (cf. 7FHE-WEIE, 2009). K /ST —&i%, oK A
FAELRWERBICBW RN ELPERFREBEESELHETHD. NV —PC H
AR R A_RAX R FEFMANAZIRIBE SN, FFE ORI T TIEmEFE N — T 52
N IZHEBEN 5 (Glymour, 2001, 2003).

NU—PC B TIE, ERAR R BEREZFE T2 T 4 >OFEEEZHVTNDS
CARE T 2. (1) s IR (B) 10 & Jit R 4 (C) 13 SZATHE R (BT BT 2. (2)F R i
KIZE->TRERDPEAETLHILETHL0, MillSnDZ&idZv. (3)7 &R K &R A
HORFEART—ZZNOO4 R E LITEBEGR THD. (@FIKDFALE LR VIR
RPETCLHZ LTV, ZNODIREN 2SN 25 6, BENKRE AT —qe UL T D

AR HEns.

_ AP (4-9)
9% = 1= Pe=0) 49

go = 1 IZRHRNEREZML TRAEAIEDIIEEZEWL, g6 = 0 (TR EBLZ XIFTIRNWIEE
BEWRTD. HRAKICESTHERENFICERETD, >FVRHFDERECTCNDE S

(i.e., P(elc) = P(e|=c) = 1), N BT —golTE RSN\, T2, 35 R RIKBNFFE LA

10 BRI E R R B R E A (COUA DR TORRKREZRL, £ 0 H 348 1
NRERIE ARG & Te.
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WA (e., P(e|7c) = 0), go = AP L7¢0, I EE LK F 1L — 9 %. Buehner et al.
(2003) XL AP Z—EIZRHBDOD, Ple|~c) K ZHIIZHEAEL, AP = 0 DFEREZFRWT

ERZMAE OFEEMA U —PC HimD TR EE — BT H5ILaWMELTND.

4. 5. 3. ERYKR—FETIL

Griffiths and Tenenbaum (2005, 2009) %, ZHET/RIA—ZHEE OB EEL THR
DIUTWEREREOH B 2ET VLI O BEEL TR A E L, B G ROM
R R BEARBEETHNEVOIEEDOH M NOH A LR AT, Z2TEIET VLT,
Figure 4-3 IZ R TI9E R K BYOAHANIEREVWKELZLIITHREET L
(Graph 0) &7 55 K (B) &K % 4 (O) 3 R (E)IC e B+ 2 R€5 v (Graph
1) OZETHD. B A &R A DS ISR RE2AE ST A, &R O& E ik

F ¥ noisy-OR B A W Tl T JoIcE Hahb.

P(e|b, c; wy, wy) = wob + wic — wowybc (4-10)

Graph 0 Graph 1

RERH
(€)

ERRE REMEH
(B) (©)

BRERE

(B)

Figure 4-3. 75 = UK (B) &R KA (C) L& R (EYDR RET V. Wo & Wi 1T 5

RN &R Bl O R E 2T h kT
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ZITwoldE S BEORRBEZ, w R R EMORRBELZR . £72, b L el
FhEnE R ERERRBEMORFELZRL, FETHEET 1, FELRNVEZIT 0
7%, IeE, AR Y —g6 1% noisy-OR B O T TO w O BHEE R EARDZ
ERTRENTNSD.

RAZXDOEHRZEH T52LT, /ol T —#» Graph 0 [ZX>TALED,

Graph 1 IZXo TAUENIFE A Y XD TLL FOLICRKRI TES.

P(Graph 1|p) ~ P(D|Graph1) P(Graph 1)

o S —— 4-11)
8B Graph0ID) ~ 8P DIGraph0) T 8P (Grapho)

ZOROELOE —HTHLIRN B LE HIZELLORMNBELLLNNER THIET
Hy, A X774 — (Kass & Rafferty, 1995) tIEiEH T 5. Griffiths and
Tenenbaum (2005) (X2 D xF#L A2 K R AR —hes SiF, 7 —#2 Graph 0 &

Dt Graph 1 2 X FF9 A ELT.

P(D|Graph 1)

[ t=1 (4-12)
causal suppor og P(D[Graph 0)
ek, FNENOLEIFL TFTOXNLHE HINS.
1
P(D|Graph 0) =j P(D|wy, Graph 0)P(wy|Graph 0)dw, (4-13)
0

1,1
P(D|Graph 1) = f f P(D|wy, wq, Graph 1)P(wy, wy|Graph 1)dwydw; (4-14)
0 Yo
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ZZ T P(wo|Graph0)& P(wo,wi|Graphl) (XK 558 & O 755 Ai 72> TR0, FHAisy
MITIT 07D 1 ETO RS M B BESNTND.
K FEAR—RETVIE, AP V—L0/"U—PC B CIXlH N EE CTH 7= AP=0 D
FRICBIDERSINE OFEEMEICE G T2 TR, FUTAFAXDEHRLAR
SERBRTEIRIZBILHE PR T =060 % 8 %2 EFGBAT2LNTETVE

(Griffiths & Tenenbaum, 2005).

4. 5. 4. SSIKT—FETFTIL

Lu, Liljeholm, Cheng, and Holyoak (2008) I, [ 598 & o> 9 fif 43 4f [Z 4 0 23
W —KR AR E T 0L, NEOHEMME (Chater & Vitdnyi, 2003) Z K BLL
T fEBETLHPEY ThHEERLTWD. HRBEMRICHITHHEM ML, HE
FLROP AR DVICLOORRRE 2 RKICT IR RET VA~DEIL THD.

Lu et al. (2008) 13(4-14) BT 2R R E O FAT oML E+ 3 RERET
VSO IR TR FIA P, ZOFRIT AN DLARAXET VA SS U —FET )LEL D
Jz. B RRKEREAEM OIS R 2B ESEL5 A, FRIDMAITLL TOLIICKRBS

ns.

P(wo, wilgen, Graph 1) o (e~@wo—a(1-w1) 4 g—a(l-wo)—aw1) (4-15)

ZZT o lZE A RIAE DRI 2R T /RIFA=FTHY, a =0 L7RDEE, FHiH M
=Bk A &%, T F T o AT F AR e 4l oo K] R R R &5 s JRUIR) o0 K] R R S 208 [
SELZRNWZE, DFED, — HOENE < E SN AT T O MRS ESNDSZ L
ZRLTND.

SSARU—ETF I, BB DOEHROT —4 b (Perales & Shanks, 2007) (ZXIL

THRRYRN=FET VIS B WY TEXEVZR 720 TRL, 5 A/ KRR B LR &
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R RBEAROEREZ) P TCE W, £, THRKIIH RELEORERAESIED
P2 L) IR EE O LTI R B LR IZE DS WD I 2 | LD & 0] I D 3E W

bR FHZENTE TN,

4. 5. 5. RAERIAERFETIHEEAORAREREDREE

H—0RKRFRICHTORRBEOHW CTIX, FRBEROLNEETLIET LE,
JRRFEG L ZIRKOW G BEETLZETAD 2 OOR R ET VAL EL TR,
BHEOFREZNBESNLILG A IFIVZOERRETNVEE R TIOLERDHD. H

ZIE, RN ER ALBBRERFRICEBERIEFLTVDINEZLSLE, A DHBEE
TLOETIN, BORBEETLET NV, ALBOW T NEETDLET NV, ELLLREL
RNET LN 4 SORFET VDB BITDOND.

Carroll, Cheng, and Lu (2013) %, [B @ ¥ / 3 i (retrospective
revaluation) MEMEENLBGICELT, HAFHORKRARET VLR N4 x
YD ZAT > TS, [EE ) B A O R K28 THLHWAT 7T myFk 70 Ffi &
T, JRRFERALBAMRFER E Lxt 2oRravict, A T ORIK A LiE R E 5%t
EaREND. FIZIE, VT EANTFTB)EERTZZRICTLVAF—MERE) P27 5.
ZOBEMTIZELOLNRK THLNmhblnizs, EHEoLERIEEHBrand. LaL,
ZOBICV D ETERERXTTLAF—ERE)R LS E, VranT L ¥ —fE R
DRKEZEH B saL, N T FIERZREEHEEND. BYIEEEOERIZEH B LT
Web D, TDOH% DOFREERICIY, KL A TRl SE 701 THS. Carroll et

, (2013) 1E, EAFEHETVERREARAXRY IO Ialb —arOff B AT 8)
RO REROLEbE, RRSXAZARY DI NT —HD Y TUTEIRL NI EERL

TW5. £7=, Griffiths, Sobel, Tenenbaum, and Gopnik (2011) %, K 5 B34

1 ZORBIEFEMNBIOEYO S KRB HBEZEMEITH-OORE AL THE 4 7218
I CcHr SN T\ (see JIIE - AHEUIIE), 2008).
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FAAE T DHESRITE DDA, KR B AR IR TE /Y 2 3R 1Y 70> L o 7 55 /i1 0 3 D 52 %8

AL, ZNOBRRRARA XX P TIEHSNLZEEHME L TWVD.

4. 6. ARRA ARy MCLEAR¥ER
4. 6. 1. ARHERE L

K R A 0 0 5 SO R IR 58 o5 B N R O A @ O A 2R o0k LT, KR HE
i CITEG LR R OMEZLE DI T eV ZEICE R Y THh TV,
— R ERERETIE, FEE R ELEIORL THEL M O R ERE Y IE
%“T, HDOFEGZORENOHOFEZITH L TH P AZITHOZEnROEND. EHESNDHA
RMEEITIE, EEORIR A M ORI T LW RET L, B O R E
BofRaeECsEo@BERET L, JHRPENFR2ELTRERICEEREXIZ
THRREHET VRERR 2 b DN E 4D (see Rottman & Hastie, 2014 for a
review). il 21X, Waldmann and Hagmayer (2005) DOFER TIE, 1 DDJF AR 2
OO RELELTHBIREHOKREET VIZENT, —H O EELRORENLM
T OREREGOREBEZHEN T HIENRDLNT. 22T, fRxREEETVIZED

THRRANAZRY N ED ISR R HE R 21T o0 5.

4. 6. 2. BEREETIL (C—H ITBIT2EREH#S

AR FRZPORE R FREHN T 2283 THIMHRES s, RIKFLR C M4
BELTWORICHRFSR E BERTOIMEIZZTORMEMESHEL-ETD (e,
Plele). 2770, BRI ELANAER L TWARFICE RFERLARLTNT, TOTF 5K
RICE- ThE R DA R THAHEMELH D20, Plelo)ZIi N € OfE R E k5K %
B8 E & L7232 &3 TE72. Fernbach, Darlow, and Sloman (2011) %, T #l#Y

e T SRR O S B SRR S AR LT,
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RFZPOFEKFREAHN THLIIBENHRLS LD, MR FR E BE
BELTWHRFIZRNFLR CHEREL TR IS ADEHRICL>TU FTOIIICHE

Hahs.

P(elc)P(c) 3 P(e|c)P(c)

P(e) B P(elC)P(C) + P(e|_lC)P(—|c) (4-16)

P(cle) =

FOR R KRB ELT, RN ERL TODEEICHE B2 55K P(e|c) TlEe<,
SRR 23 Rz AR SEDOMER wi & R R REFEESELMR woz VTR W
B2 el +5248HT&% (see Meder, Mayrhofer, & Waldmann, 2014).
(4-16)RICB VT F LN T 55 F P(e)xEHEE (base rate) EMEIEN,
P HERR T E RN IE LI LT #E R B3R (base rate fallacy) &
FEIEN s (e.g., Bar-Hillel, 1980; see Barbey & Sloman, 2007 for a review).
REEREHRICOVWTIE, BRERTEHRLINLIEDOTHLEVI W (Tversky &
Kahneman, 1980) X°, HA B E O TR I AN ITHEH I E VI
(Gigerenzer & Hoffrage, 1995) <°, LI ERKE THHEVHIF (Hattori &
Nishida, 2009; Krynski & Tenenbaum, 2007) 2Lk % 7230 N7 E T 5. F U
R THEROZIIME R Z S R ELTEbDOTHL, RARERICE S
SHEFR AR G LU EBR CIFERERERNEZ FEINHIENTRIN TS (Waldmann &

Hagmayer, 2005; Meder, Hagmayer, & Waldmann, 2009).

4. 6. 3. AREHEHETIL (C=W-FH 1B ITI5EARHER
IR G C NN A M 28 CHRFESR EICHETIRNREEHET LTI,
IR B 5E B ~DOHER B HE G M S CuvAd. Baetu and Baker (2009) 135K

C LB M OBRRENZEH M ERR EORFEzThENERSERLRIS, K
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K EfE ROBEBRICOWTH W 2RO 7. HEH RN E - B TD5I012, EHLHIED
MENAOMBEOSE G TR ROERZTHIL, — 72N IEDOH B T 75 238 OF B
DG AR RNER LN EZ T TR EN. BELR R IX k&8-S

O FKEExE A= Jara, Vila, and Maldonado (2006) TH &S TnAb.

4. 6. 4 HBEHRETIL (C—E=C) ITBIT2REHS

KR~ a7 EMEickse, WBHERETATIHRERORENRHARE S, 2
DOJFEK FGIIMLBERICH DD, R OR BRI ST/ DH LM ITIL0E B B £ 23
BUD. 20D, #E R ENECTZEXITHIA C AR L THDHER P(eile)biti ] E &
FHORKN Co BAEUTEXIZIEVOJRK C BERLTWDLHER P(cile, c)lT# 7258
DIZ5. FEROERITZH FORRICES>THIINDD, BTH OMEFR P(ci|e)n3
HDOWMEFE Pile, c) kb @L< 22 Mb TWD (see Khemlani &
Oppenheimer, 2010). — J5 O K 4 2 12 K> Tlt 7 DU IR o A& i fife =8 23 3 D 5
HZEE, LDEFEOEE TIEE 5 (discounting effect) &L T (e.g., Kelley,
1973), AN LHIBE O ClIXE Wik ozh & (explaining away effect) L THID
nTwb (Pearl, 2000). Morris and Larrick (1995) T, EBRZINEFIcoyt A
EREETENENOWEBLTNILTAH, BIGI 0 K2 B UM B 2179 Z 83 EFE

INTW5,

4. 6. 5. HBREAETIL (<05 ITETIRRM#ER

KR~ a7gickse, BFRETLVTRRRESR C OREBAHLNITRS
L, ENENDORERFR E - EIMLFARICRDIENBESNLTND. DD, #5R E
DA FTDTRE CIlZloTIREDZD, KR E2 DRBIZHELRNDITTHDS. L
MU G, 5 OfE R ORBEBICE TH B RN ELTL22ERMBALTY (e.g.,

Rehder & Burnett, 2005), 2O 2 ix~La7 5o % (Markov violation) &
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SO TWD. ZO®EBIZH L CUIR REBRDOAD=ALICEH T HE N ENENOF
SUIZRNTRKELTEEL TWDHEV ST NI TEY (e.g., Rehder, 2014;
Rehder & Burnett, 2005), A=A AIZBE T2 IELIZFER TIZZOR %

FE T ENSEOLN TS (Park & Sloman, 2013).

4. 6. 6. ARHERICBTIERENA

CZETHMILCEE RHTR TIE, HOFROIRREDH B LIl 1T D FH DR
BACOWTE DI RHEM DAL T2 EVIZEITE JA G THILTWe., ZO0XH 73 #
BRI SHER THY, REET N EZDNRITA—FIZL>TEDONENRED.
— 77, FRIIK L THRIEZAT o728 & OHERR 1T AN S<HERR TH Y, #1328 i
WX B ED. Bl 2 0F, ST 7o L EITH E ANFE AV TOAUIEE AR o 7o b Lt e &
DIFE KR ZH W T HZLNTEDD, FEITIKEHN T 1% ITH T O AL OB I ISk L THE
WAEATHZEIT V. A AL THI SN F 4 (e.g., HIE DKL) XA KO HF K
(e.g., BEM) LIXMTIZRZNLTHY, ZOZLBF 7770 BRCES(LES DD
(Pearl, 2000; Sloman, 2005). 777 HI BRI A SN2 F LRI T2y P2 B0 Ik

KTETRIBEN, 205 E OJF A 3 5 O 4 il 535 4R ITHED.

P(c|do(e)) = P(c|do(—|e)) = P(c) (4-17)

KRR ICRB T BB LT ADEWITZ DO ZEICE>TRSNATE . Sloman
and Lagnado (2005) (IO ELNHEL TWDLIHEE TR EDOEZIIXH LTI A
BTl B OFERIZONWTED IO RHER N RINDIME LI/ R, M ASh
FHERENPAKOFRRFEMSLICHE DN TNDHZ %R L. Waldmann and Hagmayer
(2005) 1%, FROABFERARICE B LAZEN R ROR R FZHBFEELHNT, EL

PRI FE PO ADRERZELS T TELZLEEHMEL TND. RO L
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X, FROAEERE LY 1 RITHICR T T5HARROR R HRE BN THE

N<Tw?s (Meder, Hagmayer, & Waldmann, 2008, 2009). ¥4 Ti%, 7Y T&EZ b
BRENAZXRBLTHERRHEREIT D TNDEVNIZEEZRE T HAF 8 H A ST
% (Blaisdell, Sawa, Leising, & Waldmann, 2006; Leising, Wong, Waldmann,

& Blaisdell, 2008; but see also Dwyer & Honey, 2009).
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5. BEXH®XHMEDAM

BREEN OR R BRI T 50 WL, B EOHHBIOEEOH #7220 IR KD
THEANERICTDFEEZRAICREETS. KRBEBRELEDOIDICRM T 2LV E
X Hume X° Kant ##10ET 20T HEHEOmBEE R, LDEFICBNTE
FRa2 27 7o —F bRk BN AN TE. A7 7e—F TR R FEH 2K &
il R oG R DL S 2, BRI =27 7 e —F TR R P E I 600 B e
FEBRANCE SO TITORAEBESN TS, LML, ZhHo 7 Fa—F 2k LT
(K] 5L B AR L HE B BE AR 28 K Bl S TunZewy, TR & AE R 0 FE b Btk 38 JE & T
EWoRIE A NERMEN TS (see Cheng & Holyoak, 2011 for a review).

T, ZTNOOMBEREZRIRT2H 727 7a—F L TR EA XXy E (causal
Bayes nets) #fl W R_RAXETLICEDFH L REN TS (e.g., Gopnik,
Glymour, Sobel, Schulz, Kushnir, & Danks, 2004; Griffiths & Tenenbaum,
2005, 2009; Lu, Liljeholm, Cheng, & Holyoak, 2008). [K H~A X Ry &, BE

1 DG B IR R B AR & CEHSHL, 5 XONTAF W LHER 21T 5720 ITHE

uuu

1
FRHAEAFEO ST H THBEINTZHEN FIETHS (Glymour, 2001;
Pearl, 2000). R R DM ZEDIITHES L THEM T 20809 M 2[R R~ A 2%
Y hOBLENDE Z TG A, MBI K CRAAE R THLEINEV TR REHEEOEY L,
JERIZE DL BV IRAE R BT 20 EWI TR RRE O &, JFK SR R ok
RENDED LR 3 AT REDNL WO TR R HE R 1 D 3 SO IZ/H T HIENTED.
KIRANAZR Y b2 WD ZE TR R OB EHE TR IZBE 92— &5 oMl i 135 £ <7 B
ENHHOD, FE+ SIS T ARWIIFE O ZMFEL TS, SHIT, FREH
TEICRRDRAXET APRIBINTEY, TENOET VIZE T A8 M FHI1TE

AEIT LI TR,
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A LGRSO O BT, REBEO R LR RBEDOFHLERMERD 3
DRHENER R ASAXR O LR Z Y AR THILTHD. KRR EOFE L
Hedm ORI T R AR R TOBICH R ARA XKy A A TR M0 120, FHRA
AAFXYEINEHMELERTOFEREL TRETIILETHD. "M XDOEHZMEM T2
LIS T, THICEMA BN A IEREEDIIITHKET T _ED LWV E
ICxt T M EMRE X R TEERNTEDL. IWRASA R Ry MR D B0 72 iR 2 2
WEERDITEI A LG T 5281F, ENOR— 8T 55 8 IITZ0ITENICK 355
W%, —HLAVWGEAICEFHELZEAET2ERICOVTORBELZLT. ZRHDM
FHZEY, ERRED IR DB O RENEVIB G ET A0 0, ERREREIZED LI

ROBEOMEVIRR BRI ET NVEME T HIEN W REICRD.

5. 2. ARBEDETE

HREOKRREMRIL, ToFEL G MELZRTRREEES, BEROBSERTH
RBEIZZ pEIND. KRABEOFE TEFLHMOREOH MMERRMTHY, F
BEEIFELOER ARSI EB FRNILFH L O RIEF LV o7 B IE
FFRP0ICE SO TR B EZHR T 5. KRS XXy b CIREE# T 200Ic ik
SDWTH R ELFZE T22ENBESNTHDLOITX L, SEATHF 78 TIXILE &) F 7
POEVEEERINEFF TR EMRINLGZENHE SN TS (Lagnado & Sloman,
2006).

WFE 1 T, AT R O/ RPN EHERERBREICER T560E5 2, 2 FLNDH
18 i S AU 5 e b BEL T 7 [R] 2L A 3 o0 ) BT AR R A W, R 28 B T 030 e R JIE T 8
POOELLRE HENLA0 W F Lz (FE8R 1), 7o, P IR LUH W AR DL
LIZEoT, EBHFERLVERMIAT FRNORFERE TEDIITHEL KIFL
TWHRE L (EB 2). SH1C, A REAR R ICHREL, LEBF RPN

EDINTHE R SNDNITHONTHF 21T o7z (8 3). Kt F T, EBRIRE DU/ —
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Ab—V—ZZEE LT, OB 2T o7 (EB 4).

W98 2 TiE, LEBFRNDERERINEF F 3000 A AREOEMEMEICI-TE
DIDCEAT 20 E Le (328 1), E7z, R O HEPE S0 D] I 5 I D 28 (k23
RRDRRET VCTOMERINDPM A (5 2). FLOREZ L CTRRBEK %
FETLHE (e, BE) LERzBELTHRRAMGLZEET 256 (e,
S

MAN) T, BEOEMMEOEEN LD L HICERINICOVWT LA L

5. 3. ARREDEE

KRREOFETIE, RINFERLERFEZVPOHLNLDOROLNATEY, ¥ 8 HIX
2x2 O EIRTREA AR LZEF RO K LR ROBEROBEAFFAMT 5. K
RBEOFEEIZEHLTUL, RRRXAZXXIZT TR, HAN—ZT7 T n—F Ll &
B77a—Fnbb&BET LAREE I THWDS (Hattori & Oaksford, 2007;
Perales & Shanks, 2007).

WFgE 3 T, A REZBIFLESEEROERELELD, FHET VO K
#t#417>72. Perales & Shanks (2007) THEDLIIZMFZER RET —F YL T,
HA AR =277 —F BT 7 —F XA XN T Ta—FOREHRET VDY
Rab—varxE L. 72, BEOSXAXET NVIZONWTT —F LD & K %2 B &
L.

PP 4TI, KRBREOFEEICBT2FETIECEREY T . BRICLDF

ECTHEGOREZ A CHEMBEEZEEL, PACILIEETCIFREHBEL
THRREBEFREZZEE TS, BIEENADELLON LD EfERFEEZ L0 T KR
FtL7e (B 1. £/, ERBEORRET AL ZEE L, K0 FEMLRGE1T

o7z (% 2).
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5. 4. REHSR

KRHERR TIE, FEFITESG LR REEROMMMEEI, HDFERDOIRENGH
DELORELZHN TR ROLNE. FLOREDBEICL->THEONELD D,
MARCESTHELNZLOMNICE- T, HERAERITRKEE72D (Meder, Hagmayer,
& Waldmann, 2008, 2009; Waldmann & Hagmayer, 2005). K <12 3y &
K RHEFRICB T OB R LN ADENVEZR I T 5720 TR, BLRICIDFEIOI A%
T o BEOfE MR AT RE 2R 22 TR T 5. 7ok, HAIR—AT 7u—F #4177
Tu—FDETNTIE, INHEUIH T 5ZLIIRE THD.

WF%E 5 TliL, Meder et al. (2008) LRIEED T a2 H W TH RICKFEMOHE

S

BLONMAOKERE TR CED0 MR LE (8 1. £/, #H FEEMAICLED

BHIZEEL, T ACIDFEEPLBRERBLOIT AR REe TR TEOMELE

o

—~

EBR 2).

e 6 TiE, Jr AMCH: SR RHe G 2 B B E S mICE TR LIERORK R €
T /VB G (Hagmayer & Sloman, 2009; Sloman & Hagmayer, 2006) (2 5%
W Tz BPUT I SHERR I AT S<HERR PBLE I SRR T W T, KR
ENBEEINDIDEPRF L (28] 1), £, 2o ICK R ET LD /RTA—
2D 1 D THLEMERPRMENLINE N ZIT o7 (B 2). EHI12, ZhHoH

ISR WTIR R EAE R OR RBEREEINDINENBRFT L (5 3).
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6. IR 1 ERBEOEEBICETHIHAEHERDOEE"

6. 1. 1. [FL®HIC

BHETHE G ST FE RO R DO D K TR A R LR THLHE 52813
L. NARBEELZHENTI2EROE RN L FERNDELT, LB FRNY
(covariation cue) LFE[ET F 23220 (temporal order cue) BZFIFHh 5. B4
1 T IRBEOFEEICBTLMEB FRNVICEREY T5H BRI, A
B F RNV ERERIEFF F 08000 — B LAWK ELLDFE RPN ELSNDLD, Fodk

EEFRNONBIR RO T A MHEILE D IR W SN DN OWN TR 21T 7.

6. 1. 2. HEHFLAMY LHFBRIBEFFHLMNY

LEBFNPVET, EBEORRHERSMTHY, 2 HEKOLEITIE 2X2 05
BEREHNWTRITLHZENTES (Figure 6-1). K RBESRPGFIET L8 A 121, 2
OOFEZITHWE LG R IND. — 5, EEBEBRRNVIEE, 2 DOFELHR
HBERTHLZILEZ R T L. LNLRNG, LEAE) FRNDOM HIZITN< O DRA
DR CTED. 8 10, MRLBRLI2FZOHMPEMT 2L, HEBIE RITLOE M2
5.0 Z0E, 218 Gee., A, FAEE) 2FLOBEGAR NI —VIT4EETHLNR,
218 5 HROYLEIX 32 DERNRY—UNAEUED. & I, IWEH FRNVEITT
XA TERVWKRBEETABFETD. Fl2E, F5 X EHER Y PERVELIEARL
T AT OIS NOR REBRBHLEBESNLIDS, T2 X BERY &5
XEZILTWHOM (e, XoY), 8 Y BFL X 252 ILTVWEIOD (Gee.,

X—Y), HDHVIEE = DR KA ZIZE-o Tl & NG| SR SN THDHDD (e, X—Z-Y)

L2RHFZE D — B 1% 2009 4 B B VE F B K5 KRSt CFMERHE Lim s & L T
HEhTwnws.
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W22 LT TERY. 2RO FNTILLZ B F B30 EM TR IELHE N 52L&
MRFE R Z LR LTV, 72720, DR ERIIFEELRNEND T LN Do T iE
EEFERPVITEIVARRLOERD. ZOZ8X, H =_ORKFICELE L AEE LW ]
REMEZHEBR T 2. SHIC—HFOFEL XPEMARLTOHIIE, thFOFERY 2R T
OOLEHER TED. JRRBFAELRWERRICH R EE 75281320 SV R R D72
PEG, B AER TO2FRITHRFL IR, RRFELRLBEXLIENTES.

KR EZHERN T 20009 1 DOERKRBRFENNL, FROKELEE T L
MIEFF Tho. IR RICETLTBEINSTVWIEND, FL X NHELR Y I24E
NTTBEINTSL AT ER X PER Y ICEEBTLIEVHORREEFRARBIND. L
MU D, BlETHRMIEF AR REDIEFE— T LXMW, FIR LS R
ZHICBIETHLERTIE, RocR RO MM ENrND. £72, KEIEF F 23001
FoTHU ML REEMREEATLEILLDD. T8 X 2B B LIRICER Y &
BEL, XY ~ORREBREHR LTS, W HENLBORK ZIckoTEUEM
RO EEGHD. AT FRNVER B EOFH 2R ETLIZEbHNIT, &

Sl 2 HELZELH 5.

Event E
e —e

clal|b
-/ ¢ | d

Figure 6-1. RN FHRO LR ERE)DyEIFK., TL77Xvha, b, c,

Event C

didzntnodt A RoMELRT.
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6. 1. 3. AHRODEM

KHEBEOFTEHICHETLIINETCOMNENLILEEH FRNVIZE ST RO
) VA 4% S WD FEEILIZAS 5TV ARV, Lagnado and Sloman (2006) 13, %
GANELRBEREAESE, FLBRFLRCLELRDEZREAESETCVDLHERE (e, A
—B—C & D) IZHBWT, EBRBMEICEBREOKRRBEMRLITRRDIEF (e.g., A>D
—C—B) TZEhALOREELBESYE, LB FERNVERERIERF FERANIOELLIC
ESOWTIK BB EZH W 720G L7, EBROMEE, EBRSINE LR IEFR T2
MUY TZRBBRWVWEBIRSN TWIZH B DL, KR E 2 i B E 7 F 230012
ESWTHIB LT e, RO M ITEZ & F R0 R R ELHN 55 E%
ZRICH R L. White (2006) 2B W THREB SN TND. ZRHDM AICKE S,
Fernbach and Sloman (2009) [Z[K R 3 05 F 1T W TR ZH) F 200058 R
DO APER G EHINDZEITRNER RTINS,

LoL, EBOMEAICETOZNETCOMRETITIFRORNAE LINTE. F
ROBHPEE ADIFZEILEEITEHE TR, BARFERNVELTHE A LIZKKR D, FEEE,
Lagnado & Sloman (2006) Ti¥ 4 2D %4, White (2006) TlX 5 2O HE RN
LR R E L L LT FLNVICESWTHE $52LROLNA TV, LEH F R
DI I ST IR A8 & 21 W TED00 8 25 2T K0 B 7o K A% i 2 vz
FRTOMPNBLETHD.

ZZTARWIETIE, 2 DOFEZENLBRINDOERFREICH WO THER R IE DT E I
WEEBOFERPINERESNOINEPRF 7224 BMEL. Ei 1 CIILLEHF
) EREBNEFE T 23200 LA sk O A0 B AE A A2 et Lz, si< I8 2 Tk, KR
EOFEWMBRICESLY T, E5 3 LER 4 CREZEHFRNLEDISHICLTH
ROGEEPEEIHINDINIZOWTHREF 2T o7, ARESAX Ry TR ZE) F 2
PVICEDSDWTR R & OFEHZITH720, WEB F RN EHINDNEINIER

RAAZRY DL PR Z L HEEE 2 DHI)A THERMWERD.
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6. 2. EE 1

KB 1 OB T, EEEHERIORFEOT ML EHTIERNFRENE IR
THZLThoTc. EBRREIL 2 MEORZEOEYORAZBEL, TNODOKR R HE
REY W75 Thote. WEB FRNVERFMIIAFF FRPVOR —EAE(ELTDIC

EBRBIMF N2 DO F R LB 82350 BE T 28 0E Uiz, EBS N 30 5 IE 7
BV EVL BB FERNVEE LT85 G, EIEF DL — B L2HE A RS
NOETThs. —F, WEBHFERPVIVLRERIERF FR20EEA T L5 G, RH
NEFE I E o CRRDHIW A ECHILT THD. £, fth O JF K A AE L7\ 2 &R0k [H]
NEFF A3 TIZRBRNWZEDZEUREZBRAEL, Zib 2 DO W 5 I D5 R R 2L

7.

6. 2. 1. A&

EREMES L UVERE K7AEICHDERICEIML, ME DMK ER5H2
— ATV VYN T B o EBRBINE X, W BE R - EE O @80 Zor -
DIREDARIEDERD 3 DOEKFDEIENLAELD 8 FEOW T IITHEAERIE
B Tohhil.

R EBRZINECHRSNZZOREZTFEL, EREPTCONET G A LT, #

AROMEIIROEBY THoT-.

UTICREINTHWARN =T —DXH NI RDHIEEBHB LTI, brlid b a5 it
THMAED O R EIT>TCHNET. BIEOH T —~ I HzicH LIz 2 BEOEMOR R
BRI 2 RDZETT. AW OB ET RD-0IC, bR EY O 2B +52LicLEL
7.

ZOREFRWVEDEEEYOMEBRERELTCONET. RVWEDRFVWAYERAEIE TN

D, HWAEMBRRONEMEEAESETNDD, HDOWIE, M HFIXEBEKRTHING»VETA. —
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HOEY PG —H OEMERHESELLE TOLTHRAESELILITIRVEEA.
HipliliFzIns 2 BEOAMEBRELTEE, [RWEHEF VLY OKR R BRIZH KL
THZEWERWET. 2k, ZORBTEEDFICH T2 EIRETT. RVOERITEE

T2ARET AN A XDHED T IZE THLDOTHH-T)

ERROZBORICINAT, 582 H R HECR HIEF ZOoR BEICIZED OREZBIE T 5IE

FE XY TUZRBR WM 2 b2, ZOH RO EIZROEY TH-T-.

EMPRODPDIEFIELTLLEDORRBERELZL TODIDITTHELIEEA. DED, K
EMPRICBESNENLED S TRWED BN THLLITROEEA . ZhiE, EWITHEFIC

INEWD TEDIFLE DG N H B 50K 23 o720 T 572D T,

W [ E PP (2B 972 0o Li3hlic, e 2 Wt e O RK BRI IN6D AW
WBEBEZDIOBRM O RIZFELRNIEME AL, 70, 2O #HITE [HIE

FBORBERIFBRIE T AN 2T, ZOHE RO BEIZILL FTOBY TH T,

Fo, INOOEYITMBEICEBRINEZERETH EBINTWDIOT, iSO o FKF A E

MIIEBEEGZHZEFHVEEA.

ERRZINE ZBOR OBRAENLAELD 4 ME OB ROWTNNELRALN. VDO
RIEFE T2 AXRLT AN 2 A XDED HFIZH T LD Th 7. R i » ik 2721&,
FERBIMEDPNEZEDLAULEIRL TODONEINRETR L.

R I AR FEHIARL, 2BEOEMOFEEABZT 505 117, &

BEBRTIIRARNVEDEFTVEMERBL TWVWDLA, KX TEHHAWALERIZTD
M X, MY Lo RELEH WD,
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40 AT THER SN Wz, BATIZT A AT LA LICR R ENTZINEXT | EWORZ %
Uo7+ HZETHMGESN, 2 BEOAWIZI 2 (LEMNZRERE SR, 1 BILi
B ORENRER RSN EVBREE TG IITEMORR, FEROL G ITIX
Y ORBRICXPEPNTLONR RIS, — 5T BIEF &K R &S —
T LI CEWORENR SINTZOIIX LT Gee., REROETH, RO,
T A SR TCIEIR R ROV OIERF CEDORERE RSN (e, HRORE
T, REORER). 2 FEOAEY OREH L THD 2 iRk, &4 O
BAT Uiz, EBRBIMF LA ORIT ORBZNERBAEORITOR TN EFICHELR
W EBRHORSN TV,

KRS MFIL 40 RATOBE 2@ L CHEB FRVEZ TR Tz, A IF
WIT TR CTORICHBL T, 40 RITOID, 20 RITTIEAEM X E4AEM Y NEbic
FAEL TV, 10 AT TIEELLD AW BIFEL Tk ol FEV D 10 AT T,
AW XDOBPFELTHNT, A Y BFEAELTWerodc. ZTORBRBETIE, KRO
EMEOB A PO M AR ICE > TRR DR ESINDTD, ZOFHRICE>TEY X
DAEY Y ITRETLHEVOKR R DT MR E S KR ORI E 3 E R
MBI T E =TGR Elol. $lo, EICHINSELDIC, FEHTI=A XD
ATICHE AT 2R T, ERSIME T B RITONELFEE 7oA XONF IR
FRTHHZEERRT.

TARITARX TANT=2ARXTIE, £ X BEY Y 2R AESETHDINENIH
WIS LT 2 1 (R0 g) THIZETDIDICHE R L. AW Y 4w X 2354

SHETWDNE NPT HONWTHFRER ICS 7.

6. 2. 2. HERBLUEER
TARNTZ 2ARIZBITDH 2 OOE M ~DRIEZHAEDLET, (DX DY 2R EIET

W5, ()Y 8 X 3 ESETWD, GMHAEICKH EBEBENEETS, WEBEZETHILL
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WO 4 ODHTAY—ICEIEESE L. Zhb 4 DORRET VDS, IEFITED X
DEY Y ZRAESEIRNRET NV CThoT. TNEFNORIZBITLHEEOE G %
Table 6-1 (Z/RL7z. REEF F 3202003 KRBEKROIEFL—HLTWo5H &, &
DEZERITF ¥ ALV O 26%% K& L - T/ (83.3% in the
full-instruction group, p < .001; 75.0% in the unreliable-temporal-order
group, p < .001; 91.7% in the no-hidden-cause group, p < .001; 83.3% in the
non-instruction group, p < .001 by binomial tests). L2>L72236, K[ IE T 23
220G EI CHIWr 28 <72, 2O BEIZ 3L #) F 2300 S W SITR 57220,
Lo, RpRIEFF 38R R ONA R L [ Z TR > TV L F R TORIZENEELRD.
CHBEORE, BIMOB R EZ TM oG A ITIXE LA B TETWHIENH LM
L7 o7= (75.0% in the full-instruction group, p < .001; 50.0% in the
unreliable-temporal-order group, p = .054; 66.7% in the no-hidden-cause
group, p=.003). — 5, BIMOHE RPNV A TR EEBRE R DTHIENTET
W7einoTz (25.0% in the non-instruction group, p = .609). W[ EFF 2K £ o
JIE P &35 6] Z 272 > TV D FREIZB W TE KO EBR S N E 2K R E 2 IELHEN T
S llE, EFBFERPONSK RO MMEZFEH L TWDHIEEZ R LTS, £,

HRETORRDIERRIL, BFRNEF F 20008 KEMEOH B I Ee LT ILr

EER1LICBUILE DRI ZE RF—

Full-Instruction Unreliable-Temporal-Order No-Hidden-Cause Non-Instruction

Consistent Order

X-Y 83.3 75.0 91.7 83.3

XY 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

X—=Y & XY 83 0.0 0.0 0.0

XY 83 25.0 83 16.7
Reverse Order

X—-Y 75.0 50.0 66.7 25.0

XY 8.3 333 0.0 16.7

X—Y & X<Y 83 0.0 0.0 0.0

XY 8.3 16.7 33.3 58.3
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TR, REREE R ot ORI ICE SO RT A AR R EOFEE 2 g5 n
RIBELTNS.

Table 6-2 [ZZNENOEME B ICXTHEBRSBINE OB Z 2 Rr L. KFEIEF
FERPDRLER GO REREF T B0, B IEF (2) X H ] E 5 0 ZoR (2) X il
DIRR DR () DuP AT 4y 7l i & FE i L. E2) R0 BEAEM T Wald
EEMWTEELL. £ X BAEW Y 2B ESELINEVOIH M ~DEIZ TiE, FFH
EFF D FEHHR (32 (1, N=96) = 9.77, p = .002) MO KOHROENE (2
(1, N=96) = 7.58, p=.006) BNAE CTholz. ZOZLiX, R KIZBE T 5H RN
WEEHFRPODME P ZREL TWDLILE R0, — 0, EMY PR EW X E2%ES
HTWENEVIE ] ~DRIZE T, REIEFOEDRRIEETHY (2 (1, N=96)
=4.29, p=.038), KifEFF D BOR OB R1TH E Thhrolz (32 (1, N=96) = 3.27,
p=.071). REDIEFNEGORRIEFEFETLHHE, BEIEF F235201E XA
Y 2R AESHELEVOHE AR A SE, Y 2 X ITRET LV H B2 INEE 5280
IRENT. EBRBIMEIZHLLEEF FRNVICESWTH EHEE2ELIHER TETW
D5, ZIHORE RIXERR SN 3 FE T F 200 F AT A I R EESNDL L
ZXoED LR LTV D,

FEBR 1O/ K, LEFBFLRPVERFMIERF FRPIB - LW 2B R LYy
W, HEETFERPONSKRREEZELH B CEH2EBRINT. A DPDOERS

T E B F R0 LI0G K HNE R F 23230125 SWIH B 217 972 8 AR 52270

Table 6-2

KB 1OXTNTHOEMIE R 358D Yes i =

Full-Instruction Unreliable-Temporal-Order No-Hidden-Cause Non-Instruction
Question about X—Y
Consistent Order 91.7 75.0 91.7 83.3
Reverse Order 83.3 50.0 66.7 25.0
Question about XY
Consistent Order 83 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reverse Order 16.7 333 0.0 16.7
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SgbReNTEN, RE@ERPSE RO G MMEEE R ) Z2H 2 TWDHI LT
ISR STV, LALRAS, ZALORE S ITR M 238 TIZRBERWZE, D
WIS DR BFEE LR NWZERF O 0o TWDLHERBICR ESN T, BRI,
L D JFE R AFAE LI NI e T L 8 T B0 EE S B &2 L Tz, b D fk
RAIFILEEHEREFH T OBEOEN RO EEMZRETIHDTHD.

FBR 1 ORI T HEERBVE, WO EBRS N A B F W DHIR A
PEEIHLIEONENIZETHL. LEE F RO ERERHINE T F2300ILZE DA F Al G
PEIZBWTKRESE RS, REFFRL0RE ICHLR R E L RB T L0 LT,
HLEEFRPVITMORLOBRELELTD. £OD, F8/ T2 XOH)H I
AR F R0 EM 2, T8 7oA XOREZBIITEEEBFLR20EER L0 LAR

VFERR 2 T, ZOIORGOBE AN T EHBRE TEL TIN5,

6. 3. EE 2

ER1ITIE, EBRBMNFITEE 724 RCBVT2o0E RO L EEHH R E2REL,
TANZ 2 ARZBOCIKR B E 2B W T o2EnRkdbR. EBROGME S, K HIEF
FORNVIVG L EBEH FRPVLEMAL TR EBELZHEH L TCWDIER RS, ER
1 OFHEOMPLLT, 2288 ChF i E Fr O FF W3 2 TOSER 05 3 @ L 2 HL %
LLCwnazenzxiFonsd. LEZEHEFREFRIIEFHER TIIF AL I REERD.
I [IE e = 23 230 I IS rT R e Db LT, A B FR00IEN <D0 D # 5 #
I T TR CTED L1725, LI2do T, #1300 I Cldie BIE 7 = 2300 0 28
WERL, T AR TIX A B DV OE BN ARLIENTHEND. EBR 2
DHMNTHEE 7 =2AXDOHMBNZEDIIRKE R ET N RS, AT O E ITHE-T
EDIDNTEESN TV RF 752 ThD. FE 2 TIEFEE 7oA XDE T I2T Ab
T AREFATLHILICE - TR REE O H WA RF Lz, B 1 CITReMIIEF

FRNODEFEMZBORIZE > THRIEL TWeR, £ 2 TIX7o4 L7 M IE T 4572



IRTDEZRITDHILICE>THEBIER FRANVOEEMEEZEBRIELZ. 260 E 5 #
VEICLk > CHERBIIEFE 0300 B8 F A0 E/EA 25 T2 8Nl REIC7e

2.

6. 3. 1. A&

ERSMESLUERSE KRFEEA8ABERICBIL, fiff~0M K Lisd=
—AIV Yy NEZ TR o, ZOHRIZER 1 OSIMEITE EN T\ erol. EBRSM
FIXREE OB E (— %, WhHm, U7 L) IZE-oTHELD 3 BEOWT I E
EZIZEID Y THnT.

ERFHESE EARANLRTRXTIER 1 LHEK Cho. HRTIHE, BEHICRS
OHLVTHADORN REBEREHERN T 250 ICiEx. £2, NEBEBRAHRENTHDHZ
ERM DR IRIIFAE LW ERERENTZ. ZROOBUR T E B FER LN R DS
MMz EHTOICKLERED THoT. El 1 LITRRY, BFEIERF F2300034 T
2B NI e XA bR eh ol ZORDOVIZHEE 7oA X QWM AT 28 1FE L7z,

FEToAXTIE, ERSME T 2HEBEOMAED OREBICETLEREZ TH -7,
Y OLER - FFEREZBETIEFIEFH TR LTV, —HBEOERS NF X
JR R RO TR % IHE RFLNR ARSI, RROG mMELHCIEF TLE B &%
BARLE., — 07, BB CIHERERORRBICHKENERBE RSN, KEOK
FREBRETHFMEOIEF CEETIILNROONTZ. Zhbo 2 BICIA T, £ 2
TIETU A AN BIMSNT. ZV X AT E S ORITIIR O mE— T HIE
JFC, OO ORATIIR RO F M EXF OIEfF THELORENRRINT. OF
D, o LFETIERFRINEFF F 200N EERICRICL 20D T THLH. L2 8 F H1E
FER 1 LRI THY, XY AR 20 317, X &Y OIEAE 10 17, X O H M A
g 10 RITERo TV, REOMBEMIZL-T, EBHFERIOEY X DAY Y %

BAESEDLEVORRBER I RBRIN TV,
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TARZ 2 A RTFE 72 AR VIR LA S, KRB EOT B BB LR
D7, FEHT72AXD 41T H-16 1T H 28 AT H -40 31T H 3 7 L7 B
TRRBEZH W ST, TANT = A ZXREMRBICH A S TRV, REDS
MZo| ST 7DICRIKBE L BERBEL LT ZONHORREETVERTARL7-DTH
ofz. FEB L ERERIS, B XBEWY 2R /ESETHDLNEWIIWe, Y HE
W X R AEIETWHDEEVIRIWIZR LT 2 435 (T -nnx) CTHEIZ 358910
R LTz, A O WS 2T, RIS T MR EE 0 (Eo72< BE 2 2) 225100

CGERICARELRHD) Ot THET5L12s 27z,

6. 3. 2. WMEBLUEE

FEBRZMEBOBEZITER 1 LFRKOFIET 4 DOHT7TV—IZp L. Figure
6-2 2% T AN 2AXIZEB T L EOEFI G EZR L. WTFROBEIZE W THR DR
SIMBERIRA DT AN = A X TIELWK R 1E 2B % L TEY (consistent group,
p <.001; reverse group, p = .027; random group, p < .001, by binomial tests),
ZOMEMIIHR B DT AN A A TH A 517z (consistent group, p = .007; reverse
group, p = .002; random group, p = .027, by binomial tests). Z#LH D5 F ik

EEVFRPOPOHRRAEE B35V IFER 1 O/ REFIHLIEY THY, Hil

K R 1 25 8 2B T R E 5 F 23000 LR U< BV RS 28 By T 2370 & fd

Consistent Order

Reverse Order

100%

Random Order

(7

90% | % 90% 9% |
8 80% | 7 3 80% 3 80%
Z Z Z

70% 70% 70% z
2 2 g ax Y
3 60% 3 60% 3 60%
B & = BX—Y & XY
S 50% S s0% S 50%
2 40% 2 a0% 2 a0% mXey
= = =
S 30% g 30% S 30% OX—Y
2 2 2
L 20% 2 20% & 20%

10% 10% 10%

0% 0% 0%

4 16 28 40
Trial

4

16 28
Trial

40

Figure 6-2. £ 2 DT ANT7 oA XIBITHEBEORIZOE 4 .
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TAHZERRBINT. TANZ 2 A XL TEZERITBEBENC—E Thoon, &
ITORM I > TIHZB) FER0OM A IFHE TR LT, 250 F G M oK R B
BRENITERLI A NT=01Z (.e., Pleffect | cause) = .67, Pleffect | —cause) =
0), A NDOERSIMEIZHEOK HICKKLTERK THLEE XMLV,
TR EITE Y, BB FRNVOM AR 2 128 2, FEEEF F 232020 0 J 2
AW DEVHIE IR S0, 2o R, BRMIE A A 2 fFiE ToR& %K
HTEY, HHDOEZMEDNMENTZLITER 52 20605, RSB INE O W4
FEMICRRE 2720, BREOMAE EICEAT 2o 21T o 7.

Figure 6-3 IZ& DO LY HEEES R EZRL. HEBEERIHLENIEIZFIC+1 %,
KR BIR D22V E WO R BT IZ-1 2FI0Y T, MG E O EMENT, RipDRELEL
HDTMELZ. ZNOOMEER/RITERSMENEOREZOR REROFILEL
BLTVINERLTNDEE ZLND. HAS A SIZER DA LRNIZD, /03T AR
UM EEME R LI AW X BWEM Y 28 ESELEVHM TlE, — B LT H A
HECIERIToORBICHEIEAD RO 57D IZ% LT (consistent group, p

= .879; random group, p = .584, by Friedman tests), # J5 [a] B TII % ~ (28 0

60 r Confidence in X—Y 60 Confidence in X«Y

40 } 40 -o-Consistent Order
-&-Reverse Order

20 | 20 - Random Order

20 + -o-Consistent Order
4Reverse Order
-40 #Random Order -40 + P il

20 N

Mean confidence score
()
Mean confidence score
o
—
,/
/
/7

-60 -60
4 16 28 40 4 16 28 40
Trial Trial

Figure 6-3. £ 2 [TBITHEBE DM E 1S A
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TAHME M 2R ENT. (p=.026 by Friedman test). 2 H L Of5 5, 1 [0l H o7 Ak
TxzARXE A H DT AN = A X CH B ZPHER SN (p = .030). i 5 [ EEIC
TOMEAS BE AT OW IR B2 ZALITRAT ORI > CTIRABE FANVEZEMTLHX

NI TCNDIEE R T 5. RO E2AEM Y RN AEY X R ESELEVI I IC
KL THAT o7z, ZOHRE R, W5 m B TIEEAT OB I > THEAE EE A7 MK T L
TW=DIZxt LT (p = .021 by Friedman test), — B LI F L TITZD LI
EALIZA U T2 (consistent group, p = .804; random group, p = .750,
by Friedman tests). i J5 [ B Of BICHOWTL I B AT 72224, 1 W HOF
ANT2ARXE 4 HHDOT AN A XM THEZMNR OGN (p = .019). 15 E 22T
DR B 72 A 1EFRAT ORI > TR A FF F 2300 & ] L2e<Rolc 2% X
LTV EEZLND.

FBR 2 OFE R, ZLOEBRSINE PILZE) F 030006 O LR S ENEWDIF R IC
EOWTK R EZELHW TELEVOFER 1 OfF RAFBEINZ. EHIZ, Znb
DY W LI /MR OB THR R SND LN RENTo, Eio, ¥ 5 A BE O RS 22T
OIS E AW IR E T F 2300 EE L T50%, MUIRLOBIZICL- T AT

FRPOPEASNDINIRDHILEPRRENT.

6. 4. EB3

TR 1 RER 2 OfERNOILEE) FRNVICE SWOTHE RLEE LW TEH2E0
RENT. LnLaeds, EABHERPORROFT MMELZEDIIICLTIEHLTWD
PIFIEAREL TAAREETHD. CNETOERTIIRROLEMEZFT G DObDEL
T, LEHETERINKRBARZ L EEL0ENSZEITE SR Y THA TV, L
L, IRMECE+oERBE T SERERRDMELHY, ZHHICL - THL B E #H
DRI RELERD. FI2E, FRXEFZYPHEIHARLTEBY, rFRX

DIHPHEMTAERELTCWZETEH. FIRNFRNAEREL TR WRFICHE RFS AL
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RNETHREOMEME (ie., P(effect| —cause) = 0) OBLEANDITFR X NELRY
EREITELHEVHR RS (e, X=Y) BrR@shs. —J7, JRIKHOA R T0 35
FOAEREZHEIETIREDO 45 (Gle., P(effect|cause) = 1) EWIHBELH TIXHER Y
NHEL X ERESEDLEVIRREMK (e, XY) ELTRRTES.

Pearl (2000) (XK RO EM -+t LB+ 2T 5L LT, L3
PE O He 3 (PN, probability of necessity), T3 ¥ D He 3 (PS, probability of
sufficiency), & % /3 YO ffe % (PNS, probability necessity and sufficiency)
ZIBELTVD. TNOOFHBEE, A FRICEENERE LT TR RENERELTY
mWER Ge., BV b) EFRENMEELTORITHESAERL LTV ES Ge., &
Voe) BRIFFIZEENTOVRWE S ICIIE S ICFH R T22LNTED. L E MO

PN iZR oKX IZE->TRDOND.

_ Py|x)-Pl) (6-1)

TR

HEXNERY 2RAESELFHE (e, AP >0) IZBWVT, PNOMEITHF S X NE
WIRFIZER Y DA T 26 8 P(y[-x) BN 72102 TRERD. ZoZeiE, JA
DV ISR RSB A THZEIEFRNVEVI R IR OB OM 2 KL TS, — 7,
REO+ ML, REROAENEROEELL THIZEEZAELTEY, +oHD

e PSIZU FoORICE-o TR B INS.

=P(y\x)—P(y\—oc) (6-2)

PS
1—Piy‘—oci

+ ot ofE R 1Z U —PC #is (Cheng, 1997) ORERU—L—H T35, £/=, &
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B PEOMER PNS 1, KRBT D0 EMEOMN E LA 2 Mol o 7 4

BERICANTRIETHY, AP L—BTHILBMBNATND.

PNS = P(y‘x)—P(y‘—Lx) (6-3)

INLDOHBEREITER XDOFERY LVOFMEICESW TR SN TEY, 2X2 04
FRDOITLINEANKEZDZEICESTERYNOEGE X LW F M ICHE SV
R THIELTED.

FEB 3 OHBITK R EOH W ZITOBRICELEHFE RN EDOIITHR TS
PR T 2ZLTHD. 2 FLRMOLEB G MEERRIITERIEL, KRS OH W&
Koo, RO FEMIZE TL2H R CMOR R BIFTE LN EE (R 2 RN T2,
RoFHmEE—BIZRETLIILIEIA AR THL, ZOEBRFHE TIX Pearl (2000)

&2 3 DD REEMWTERZINE OMNE S TDHIEN W REITRD.

6. 4. 1. Ak

EBREMEL L VERAE K¥EA 43 ADNERICB ML, ZOFICER 1
KB 2 OB MFILE T Cignore., AT REERJOICERIEL, 15 KMhE2R
E LT (see Table 6-3). HAEMICIE, FH X BAERLTVIRICER Y NERKLT
WoHHEHE[P(y | x) = .00, .25,.50,.75, 1]1EH L X BERLTOARVEFICHESR Y 24 R
LTCWDHER[P(y | —x) = .00, .25, .50, .75, 112 AP > 0 L 725 I0 ISl A G b, B
TEBRSINE NGB TIToh, EFRZMFIZLZHFRORLLIE L ORBE L E
ITTHZEnROLNT.

ERFHME ZORTIE, MAEDOMEEIZR-T2HOBDTH I LI 2 fE
oA X, Y) ORBEZBZLT, EWOMICHRRERRSL0E90, K F %

N5 B IIFEBLLRRN THLNZH W T5L01n /o, KRB ICBIT DK R M
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REFT—FHOEYPM T OEMER ESELIEBETHLIEMB L. 78 74X,
1 ODOREMIZBILEMOFELZBLEZTH0% 1ATLLTE 16 AT TH RSN T
W, TAAT VA BICERKRENTZINEXT | EWORZ %22y 7 LTte, 2 R OMA
M OKENFEFFIZR RSN, EMHERELTWDIG A ICITEMOiRR, AR D
G AT EYMORBIIXDEPNTCLODRR RSN AYORENHHALTLL 1 B
1%, B OB EICBITLIE., TANZ=AXTIX, A8 X BEY Y 28 ESETH
HMEVHIRINZX LT 2 15 (1T -0 x) CTRIZETHIDICH R L. AW Y 234
W X R ESETHDINENTOVTHRERICT . TR ENDORMAITEERER TH
HILEFORLIE ETIROEMFICBATL, MO FHETHEHE RO R LD 15 51

(2R D K R A & O B 2t dk L7z,

6. 4. 2. BWEBLUEE
TARZ =2ARNCHBTD 2 DOE M ~DORELME A EDELZLICIY, (DX B Y T

BEBLTWD, QYR XICTHELTWDS, QM AEOKRRERNFAETD, (DEREKTH

Table 6-3

KB 3 DK FMHITBITLHEEOE G LT H

Conditions Causal models Predictions
PYX) PYX) AP X—-Y XY XY &X<Y XY PN PS PNS
1.00 .00 1.00 0.00 2.33 53.49 44.19
1.00 25 75 20.93 48.84 6.98 23.26 X<Y XY X<Y
75 .00 75 53.49 18.60 6.98 20.93 X—>Y X<Y  X<Y
1.00 .50 .50 2791 53.49 0.00 18.60 X<Y XY XY
75 25 .50 11.63 13.95 18.60 55.81
.50 .00 .50 51.16 23.26 2.33 23.26 X->Y X<Y XY
1.00 75 25 2791 60.47 2.33 9.30 XY X—>Y X<Y
75 .50 25 9.30 20.93 11.63 58.14
.50 25 25 13.95 13.95 16.28 55.81
25 .00 25 46.51 23.26 2.33 2791 X—>Y X<Y X<V
1.00 1.00 .00 20.93 51.16 0.00 2791
75 75 .00 11.63 2791 13.95 46.51
.50 .50 .00 11.63 4.65 11.63 72.09
25 25 .00 16.28 13.95 6.98 62.79
.00 .00 .00 23.26 16.28 0.00 60.47
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580D 4 SONTAV—IZRRBINH ORIZE 255 LT, Table 6-3 24 K FI2ET
LEZEDE G L 3B ORIBICE ST RIZRT. EBROMEER, WTHoORMAFITEN
THRRBERERE T HZLITTERVICHREDLL T, FfFM THIZE NZ— T K&
7o TNDIENRH BT (x2 (42) = 291.37, p < .001). EBRBINH DR %
FR R OB ST RIS AR IS L TEY, +o L E+ o EIcEk ST
P LT Rp>TWe, Flo, ZRODIRENEZBINBRWVRMETIE, FR X LEL Y N
MR THLEVI I B Z <R b,
EBRSMENEDISRBRNLIEEBIEFEREMNL TR FT T 272012, &
FRENERTER 6 DORMICBILTHIEEZE O ISIZESNWT, EBRSINE %
(D ZE, () + o, @BEA oM, (DDERA, OVTIrOrV—T125 5
Lc. PHIE—BLERIZEICL, £ TROVEIZEIC O LR REM T, EBRBME 2k b
AT DELRDT N—FIZEY T, ()R I TF v AL~V LR R E O — £

ERLEERBZIMELBER O NV —TICRABREO - ERLEERZME NG EN

v/

2. FORE R BEHEOERBINE (55.81%) DL EMOTSIL—FITHhEEN,

&

Boshng (27.91%) NSOV —FICHESN, o7 —FI23IFEAE S
N TWRWIENREINT (WMEA 5 6.98%; /AR A 9.30%).

FER 3 OfE R, LA HF R L EMEOBL SN SNTWDLIENH BNERoT.
LsL2AS, 2o % 1% Mayrhofer and Waldmann (2011) @41 R &3 —FH L Tw
72vN. Mayrhofer and Waldmann (2011) 1%, FHADAIa=r— a8 2L T
BMELFEOH LW 2L 0O ERFRET, LB RIE RO+ OB N
DOIRIRENDZEEHEL TS, 2D 2 DOFFEEO ERZERLLT, EBRICHW:E
FR—= A=Y =R BB RO E FIERENFITOND. FB 4 TiX, #5325
HN—=AN—=U—DHELEELTRBEOEREZITV, WHOERNHA—2AR——(2X

D070, LEBEERORE HIEICIDLO B L.
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6. 5. EE 4

FHR 3 TIE, B OMAEMORBEB R LR ICK R EOH W ZRDIZLIA,
KROLEIZESHTEEEBFERPMRINLTWDLILNRENT. EBR 4 TiE, &
BRI WD /N —Ah—1—% Mayrhofer and Waldmann (2011) &fd — Db DITE
# L, Mayrhofer and Waldmann (2011) &R ERIZIA F O+ 2 P12 3 SR s A

DA L.

6. 5. 1. A&k

EREMESLUCERRE K74 28 4BERICSIMLIZ. ZOPIZINETO
RBEOBMEILE EN T e ore. FEB 3 LRI EBIE A2 RAICERIEL,
15 & #3X E L7 (see Table 6-4).

ERFEHEET ERFHEZIIEN IOV =BV TER 3 LFRETHT-.
BORTIE, FHAOPITIIME DB B ZH AWMDIE NICTLoTHOFH ANLFLTZE
EEZRDIENTRLFH ABFELTEY, BHFEE TR OB THLICE Aahi:
2HBEOFHA X, Y) OREEEELHW 72501527z, KRB ITHITHIE LM
BRLT—TOFHANDEEZNM G OFHNARTIEMLTHLEHPA L. 87
AR, 2B OFHANEZTCOWOINAEZBE T 202 1 AITLLTE 16 RATT
ST, BERNRIIT LI 7 _Ry O F LT T THRSNEEEKEVTH
D, FHAMIEEZTHWRWEG G IIMbERRINRDoT. TANTZ oA XTI, FH
AXDOEENFEH AN Y ITBRELTHDENENZONT 2 HE (X0 -ninx) THZ

SELE. FHAYOREZRFHAN X ITBRLTODINENICHOWNTH RIS AT,

6. 5. 2. HERBLUEER
EBY 3 LFEIEED T IETHM 21T -7-. Table 6-4 IZH/ B ICBITARIZDE A& & 3

BB OB ICESSTREZRT. ZFROKR, WTHLORMFIZE VTN R R L Fr
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ETHIETTERWICHLE DL, KR TRIE AN —ERESERS>TNDHIEN
Hohtieote (32 (27) = 815.85, p < .001). [ME X —NZE SN TERSME %
SHELILEZA, B HEOERSME (60.71%) B+oMor7v—T10ESh, b
FosmE (17.86%) BUEM.T NV —TIZaESN, hor Vv —T 12 2ZEAE 5 JE
EnTWWnZEn RStz (WWE M 7.14%; AR 14.3%). 2RO £
HLEEBERDE RO+ DHEICE SO THRENTNDEILEZRLTWA.

FE 4 OFEF, Mayrhofer & Waldmann (2011) E[EERIC, HE B EFRBK FE O
T+ DB RPN EINTWDLZ LIRS NT. R 3 LOBEWRERIZMEN 7250
WA=V =D HhTholcZenb, WN—Ar=U—|ZLoTHNRNETLHIENHG
mEipole, AN—=A=V—=NDOLEDIIRER P B L TWDLNAKRERPOEE 52
LIITERVD, MOFKFELOFERARELLTHEITOND. MAED O EITH
FTHHN=AN=V—=TIX, A T OEMBE)—HOEWMEELTL5 6, RIKERD A

W3R WIRBE THRE R LD EM SR AT HLITE 2. — 7, FHADEZ R

Table 6-4

KR 4 OFFMHFICBTLRZEOE S T H

Conditions Causal models Predictions
PYX) P(YX) AP X—-Y XY X=Y&X<Y X Y PN PS PNS
1.00 .00 1.00 3.57 3.57 82.14 10.71
1.00 25 75 57.14 14.29 14.29 14.29 XY XY XY
75 .00 75 25.00 57.14 7.14 10.71 X->Y XY XY
1.00 .50 .50 60.71 25.00 0.00 14.29 XY XY XY
75 25 .50 25.00 14.29 10.71 50.00
.50 .00 .50 21.43 46.43 0.00 32.14 X->Y XY XY
1.00 75 25 57.14 21.43 7.14 14.29 X<Y XY X<V
75 .50 25 32.14 17.86 7.14 42.86
.50 25 25 7.14 28.57 3.57 60.71
25 .00 25 14.29 64.29 3.57 17.86 X=Y XY XY
1.00 1.00 .00 60.71 21.43 3.57 14.29
75 75 .00 39.29 7.14 7.14 46.43
.50 .50 .00 7.14 14.29 10.71 67.86
25 25 .00 10.71 21.43 3.57 64.29
.00 .00 .00 7.14 28.57 0.00 64.29
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BT 2NN —AN——, = OFHADPLOEELEZ T2WIEETH, BEIWIC
BRATERELTEBNENELDEEZLZD. R, hOJR NI+ 280 21
L7238 1 T, R KN ENZ 2 BUR S G I B I SEZ &) F
MOV DE AN L TWZ, FRENRDOIN—Ah—) —THF Ok 2B IET 5L
W&o T, 2o R ITHmET TE5. BUEET D O TIEZOMRG &2 3R 754 R}
WRFHILTND.

6. 6. MEMmE

AP TIE 2 FR THASILDE RAEIEZH W 3581, HEBFRNINLE R
DOFMPERSIEHENDINE PR EIT o7, F2R 1 O R, Bl EEiEr27H
TOGEIIIREIER FANVE0L L E® F RPN EMAINDLIZENH BN LR ST,
FEWE ORI EAT o2 FEBR 2 OFE R0OIE, L@ T 0300 EK S H W Ik IS
BB DRI TWALIERH LN o, Fio, HEBHFERIOLEDIDICH R D
FHIaENGI EHENLINRETLTIZLZA, AWM OF A B A M L L E TIT
TP SRR (B 3), FHAOBBLEHFOESGEZEM LI E I+
PEICE SSHERBR R oz (325 4).

ARBFTEORE L, EEBF RNV GER RO Mg S0 LT 58T
72 (Lagnado & Sloman, 2006; White, 2006) DOfE R LIFELDLDTH-7Z. Zh
SO T 2% RALIRE OB MM OB RO TEL. HALRRKR R EOL A I
FHEBFEROFEEL D 2, FRMPVELTRALS WA, BRI E#EEOL A
CIEEEBFEROBEENLL, TIODR RO MPEZH T 5L XR#ic/25. i
R O HEVE LD H B 7 W D EALIZ O W TIIAFE 2 TR ETT o 7.

LB T30 O BT DA ZE O % Rk, 2 B O IR R A 1 & HE
THRRESRAZFYMOFHEESHTHS. LL, FHAOIR2a=r—va i+

DAN=A =Y =T+ MHICHESHERPN A, MAEMOREAEICE T LI /3—AK
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— V=T EMEICESERP R ONTZE0F, FUIE#RPOEERDH M ELN
HIEEBRLTRY, EHICHHTLIZIEITER . 2O FIXHE K — KAt £ 6
THMEEIRE AN 2B OMABEERELTEZDIENARETHY, ZO L7 B AE
MEB T DI E XA XET AN L EITRD. BEE_AXET VICL> TR FED

BERASB BT CE DL IS B O S T,
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1. #E2 ARBENDFEICETLI2RBEOEMELHHFABOE L

WE9E 1 OfE R, HEMZRREME LW T 58 E CIEBRIEFFER2DIC&D
SNT, HEHFERPVLLRREO T MELZELLHBITEs LR RENT.
L LRns, ZOMREEIEEHFELNY L0 SREMIERFFLNY PELESH
% &) 4T % (Lagnado & Sloman, 2006; White, 2006) @ ff 5 & 13 % 7¢
STWe., ZHODHKTH2HATHREOBMEMEOBRNOMNT 2L T
5. NEAMEZER T LO2FEROBULENDL ZM DT 5 v YV OEOHEMIZ
o THEHBFERIZEMEICRY, 220 bRREEBRE AHT Z L IRECRS.
Lagnado and Sloman (2006) Tt 4 #% 0K E#&E 2%, White (2006) TI 5
HELROREBEREH I TWEDOIZR LT, BFE 1 Tl 2 F5 0 R EMHEENR
Ao Tk, EROKICL > THBMARPZELLIZEEZEZOND.

WS ONPDOMRICE > THRRFEHICBIT2EOEMEEOEFI N L IS
N T &7 (e.g., Marsh and Ahn, 2006; Reips & Waldmann, 2008). Marsh and
Ahn (2006) (X, KRR DR S 2 k3 2 £ BRI E T 3 v TRl E O 8 HEE 2
MBS R AR ORER E L THRET LI La2EIELTWD., BETLHF
SOEBLRVWGE, FEH7 oA AOHPEICEZONTEHEHMIZELICEZON
E®mE YV bEHIN T Ge., FIEDR). —F, BIETL2FLO0HER LWV

B

FFE 72 XOB LR ARINTEHERICESEZE OB AR L7

[

G.e., FE#h H). £7-, Reips and Waldmann (2008) %22 Wr i1 H 36 i /8 1< 35 1
LEROBONREBRFITLTVD. ERBETRRTIFRZOEN DRV E
FERERLZELEZELWVHBIARONTZOIZK LT, FLOMNHE 2 TiRE
WM RS GBICREEERZRIN IR E2RELTNVD. 21

HOMFEITRREDFEE LRI THREOEMMELN REREBE N 2RO

69



LaRTRBLTWND.

ARG O B EIX IR ARG O FEH BT D RO EHEVE &Rl T B O BI6R &
WNTHLThHL. REOBEMEMEOHBIFEL LT, NABEZHNRT 2FLOK
AEELE (EBR L. FLOBEZBIETRREEEOREOLIEMED 2D, H
WroZBRKREEEZHRT2FLROROETETFICL-THebEanktbD
2, NEBEOHREOEBLEATVWINRINTLZ LI TER Y. R 2T
X, EBR1ERLINEMELZEAL, EREOLBICE > THEBE O E
DWEBLEFNT=. 1o, EM3ITIENARLLL2FEHOBICHEEOEMEIZ L -
THW GNP BT 2B L. BRINDIEROBN D2 B2 T
TEEBFER NV ICE S HER, FLOEMN L WM RS CIXRFEIEF F

WD IZESHI N L < 72D R Z LT,

7. 2. £81

TR 1 OHEMITREOBEHEED BN > THBGBN ED X HICEIT D
PR T 22 & Thole., ERBEIT, EHOFLRORELBEL, TA 5D
KA EZHR T2 Thote. REOEMEMEOEEL LT, KREMELH
T DHFEROBEBRIELZ. FROBN DR VGEITELESH TR ICEESL
W2, BEEOBEDPLZWHEICTIERMIEFFRLDICESSHBRZL D L

THIL .

1. 2. 1. A&

EREMEBSLUVUERGE KF4A 24 AV ERICBIL, KE~OMNKE &
RHA—A7 LYy hEZTR . ERITERSINENGIE TIT O, FEHR
ZMEFEFIZHB T D2ELZORP R L 350HE (e, 3FER, 4FHR 5HER) &

ZiT LT,
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Bor EBRZMAICHRB SN E R ZFEL, EREDTCONEZ G A LT

7o, BOROEEIZIRDOEY TH o7z,

UTICRINTWAERN =Y =D G ANWITRDHIIEEZBHBLTIIEIN. bRTid b DM %8 T
TMAEM O R EIT>CONET. BAAEDOH T —~ X HilclcB RSN EEEOMA Y DK
FEHERIEZALHICTEIETT. TROKEFRWVAEDEF VEDLECQVEDOBEKRERLT
WET. EOEMPBEDEMERAEITETNDED, HAHNIE, EWFR LN EEFRE THLIN G NDE
.

A ORBBRET D720, —HBEOMAEMTETEEBIR ClMZINTZA & 40 BIZ AN
T, ORI ETOINENEEMBE TR TLILICLELE. EOMEM B ANLND)
FENZENOREORIICEMOELET. EFOMEMNEHZICANLNDINENHIZ LI AT,
UTOBEHRITORENEDOMBREE ZDBICER I LET. (DHLIEM B OEYEFES
WO G COLTRAESHELILIMOVEFA. (DTNOO A Y 1Tk EICE B a7 R B = ol 8
ENTVEED, AP UNOMOITNICE > TEBREAETHILTHVETA. 2ED, B
ANONTZAEMUSNDEMBREELIZG S, TOEMERESELEMPFEETLHENHIZET
T.@VEMBEELTODILEMTIIEFICHBALET. Zhik, H2ED B OED &R ESE
2O B o720, HDHVITAE W ITIEF TN SN D TZEOLFAE OF DV B 32 012
BEPSTDT D20 T EMNEFEET LU TOMICEOEM B DOEMER ESELTL
bHVIEET.

HRIZNITINGOEMORF WMEBEL CWEE, [EOAEYNEDAE Y %3 ESETNDEN]
IR L CHEEIWERWET. ol, ZOMBECEIEYZHICHE TIME TR ECTT. GEVO#EH R

EFE T2ARXET AN T 2 A XOED FIZE T LD TH-T2)

Bora itk A%, EFRBMEPINELEDHDALHBL TV NE I 1R

L. 2O NR—=A = =BT, HZLDOMH (B3FESR vs.4FH vs. 5 HR)
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EEBRSMEPBETICBE T O5MAEMORBE LIS L TWe., £, BORW
OWITHRREBEFRL R THLZ L&, @QIEFMICBRALZERIZIFEEL RN
Ex, QUERHIBEFFRPORECIC LRV EE2ZNETRLEKLTEY,
B IX AT © Lagnado and Sloman (2006) THmx bbb D TH -
7.

FEIARX FHT =4 XOBBREIC, ERSIMNE I MEEOMAED D
Bhbdn (Ge, 3 FHR, 4FR, 5FF), HEKRCTHMIZINTZERITUD N H
ASR TV MAEwTENLD Ge, RADFERE) ITONWTOHFERNEGZLNT.
1ODERICBTLMEMOFEZBLET 502 11T & L TR 40 1T THEK
I TWie., ERBMBICIAEWORELZBEL, TALORRKEEELE XD
Zenkobhie., WATIET 4 A7 LA Rtk Sz INEXT) & W9 R%
YEI7 Yy 7T HZETHRIBIN, BEROEMIT T?] EENPNTIRENRR S
W, 1 BIEICMEDORENRRREINT.. EMPAEET L2H5EICIEMED O
B, FEAEAEOBICEMAMORBIIXBRELRTbORERINT. 2 TOE
WORIENHHL Tb 1 HRER, ROOBEICBITLL. T LT ORE
TIHHBETO2MAEMOREBEPER>TEBY, 3SERFMHTIEIHEBEOEYD, 4
FREMFTIHT AEBEOEYD, b FRRMETIT S BBEOEMNRE RSN, Z
NOEOEMIFRULEEZ L TWEDN, ZRE0E TR > T

Figure 7-1 I F LM O KR RKEMK EFHFMERZ R L., ELHFEHRIIT NSO
REEELREREZLICER SN, B CTRREEEBERN TH H Lk~
ko, RERMNERZAET 2HEIL 80RICHESNT W, #Hl2IE, 3F
REMETHE, 40RKITOHIH 26 KITTEMA-B-C BFEHELTWE. Fiz,
WA BRFEL T TED CHRFMAL TRV ON 61T, £ A-CH
HFHELTOWTEY BRHFEL TV RVOR6RITEETN TV, EY 0 2317

TAEMADOHIFEL, EWB- CEFMEL TV o7z, WA (e, KHND
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JRR) MEICFEL TV 0IEx LT, LN OEYIZZ OB O KB IF
FELARVWHICEAETDZ LidhhoTn. BELOKOEMITE- T, LB FEHR
T LV BEMEIC > TWie. Figure 7-1 TH L 272 X D ICHFRIBIMR & EB o K
BRIE— L T iahote. EYOREZBIET HREMIIER & EB O R R BEK
ERROTLDIZTHIEICL-T, HEHFERND LRFHIEFFNND 0L
HLOZEHLTWVWINEET DI EBRAREICR -T2,

TALIzAX 40RTOBEDOR, EFRSMEITERREELHN T 5 2
koo, FEHT7o2AXLFEUCEE CEEZOMAE B I -y — %
L, RREBERD D LB HEITRE DM RICK L TRAZH &5 I2H
AL, AMOBICITENT L—0HBBE P TEY, TNENOHFITK LT
REBEER DD ER I, DOILGAICEELLNRFERTELLRHERTH D0
EZDHEOICH R LI, 3FELELEMETITA-BR - A-CHH - B-Cl&wWH 3FHEH
DBEBRIZONWT, 4 FREHETIT6HBEOMBIZONT, 5 FREMETIE 10 4

HOBERICOWTHIZEZRDL., ok, TAZNLOERBEITIMLITHL Z L

-

. .
L \d L .
“saauns® LT LA

3 variables condition 4 variables condition 5 variables condition
Figure 7-1. 8 1 [ZBITHR FfEd. ERITEBEORREEMGEZ, &

MITEBRSME PBETLRMIETFE2ZnZEnET.
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EHORL, HRUEOIEFZLCICHENERORBEEICO W TIIERSZNEF TH

VB =R T U AL ST

1. 2. 2. BEBLUEBE

KR EOFEIZBIT 20 HEEZRET L7202, ERSMENL EORE
WEEBFELLY CKEIEFFER2D ZEH L TWERrZ2RTFRNVMENERL
EFR LI, WEBHFERLOMEAFX, ERZMEPLEZHELR N L —KT
LETHI Wy VoA, REBBERICEL - TTRRINDIT Yy VORKRETH
HILTHEESNEL. BIZAE, 3 FERRXMHETITANPSL B~Dx v Y (e, A>B)
EANL C~Dx v Y (le.,A-C) PEEBHHFERNMVIC Lo THFHFEND . E
BZMEN NSOy VEHNTESGE, FRNDMERIT 100%E 25, —
H, Ty VERIEZ LTS A, FRALVMEHEIT 0%E 5. [
BROFIETREIEFFNN0 OMHARLFE L. 3 FLEMTIE, B2H C
~DxTvY (je,,B-C) LECHhHBA~DT v Y (e, CoA) DEEMIIERF T2 M
NIZEoTHXFINTWE., EZBRZMEPZINLOELLLZEZEL TV
A, FRAPVBEHERIZS0%ERD. AL DOREL, ERSMENLEORE X
DERPVEHEALTNENEZRELTNS.

Figure 7-2 [C & LM B T 2 BB TR0 LHMIEF TN O HER%
AT 3EREFMHRAFELREMETCIELEHFRLV D ISEH ATV DIDOIC
LT, 5 BFRFHETEFERNVMEHFICEILALEZTIRON RN, FH
MY GEEH) vs, BERINEF) XFEROH BFL vs. 4 FR vs. b FH) O _H
R8BI OfER, FR7»0 o EHE (F(, 23) =14.01, MSE=0.23, p=.001,

A7) BEXOESZOKEO EO5 (M2, 46) = 4.43, MSE = 0.04, p = .017,

st
o}
Il

6= .02) ROEWICFERNY EELOBEOLZEIEM (F(2, 46) = 6.76, MSE =

st
o}
Il

0.12, p=.003,ne =.09) NEZECThol-. MM ENEOREELToTmE A,
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SEREML 4 HELHTHALHFEL NV NELESNIEAN AL DIC
% LT (F(1, 23) = 16.21, MSE = 0.20, p < .001, n & = .33, F(1, 23) = 12.50,
MSE = 0.13, p=.002, ng = .23), 5 EREMHETIEHERN D HARICETLD
nigmnole (F<1). bR RITBEOEMEMEIC L - TH W F A E T
HIZLERMBLTND.

FROOEAN - THB IS AL TV, 4 FREMEOMRILE
FIEF F2A 00 RIEEBHFER N IV bEEIND &V S %EITH% (Lagnado
& Sloman, 2006) O 5 & 1% —% L /27> 7=. Lagnado and Sloman (2006) ®
FBRICBWTCHEHFENNDY (.e., ADB>C&D) ERERIEF TR0 (..,
A—D—C—B) DNERICELDEM T, KMIEF TR0 OFERAFEN 58% & 7

STEY, EEBHFERLYOHEHARI9%E LE>TWE., 2 b DOMKT 54

100

W covariation
O temporal order

- (o) 0
S S )
T T T

Usage rates for each cue (%)

[\
-
T

3 4 5

Number of Variables
Figure 7-2. £ 1 ICBTLLLEE FHR00ERERINER F 230000

fEH R, 27— N IR ERETR T,
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RIFERICER T L2 A=A M=V —IZERT L2206 LR, KR TIEM
EMEOKRREAREZMY P o2 DIZK LT, BITMHRETIIA—LORVERDY &
Toarbta—d—xy FU—RfEHESATWE., aryta—Z—0DEEIC
B4 2 FAOMMSRBEARERIEFF2ANY) OBEEHELHD L LLEZIOLND.
FEER, W8 1 O RILRFRINE T O F B S RERE R F 23 2 0I5 -5 < I ic %
By L2 EERLTND.

BT DL, SERRAFLZORIBEZFEH T 256 ITITLEHFELY
MERINDZEDNER 1OENLO RSN, LALAREDL, b FROKRRE
BECTEEZHFELNVICHT IRV HERL TV, 20X 5 bR odn

TRREO ML > THIM AR B LT DLV IRHAELEXFLTND.

7. 3. RE 2

FBR 1 ORR, MEOBEMEMICL > THRBEOH N ZEIT 22 ERHL
mEolz. UL, BHEIEFFANDDNEEHFER2Y LIV LEHIAD &
WO RERITA SN o7, FEE 2 O F BT OB HENE &R T I o BRI
OWTHRLIMHZITI 2L Th oo, BHHERKRMIEIZ W TRREIER F 2
WY BRLEEBFENND LY OB ZFODHEND DD, RRDHBREORR
HEAHWL., BEMICE, HRORREREzGLRRMELZRM L 2.
KAMEICGENL22y VOREEMT 22 LI2X-T, HABHEFERITL VA
M0 THDL. RAMEP KB EM ARG IITEEDH FERND IS
HIray, HHELGEITIERMIEFFER2D ICESSHBm R Z L FHIL

7.

7. 3. 1. A&

EREBMESIVCERITE K¥F4E 24 AR ERICBINL, RE~OMAEE
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RHEA—AI LYy b EZTFRoE., ZOHICER1IOBMEITE T TVAR
Mmoo, EBRLEFRERIC, EBRIIERSINENGE TITLiL, ERZMEITH
BYD2FLOBNENRD 3oOFME (e, 3 F4, 4F4, 5F%) 2% LI,
ERFHSE EBRZ2NMFICEIMAEDOREZBZELE-ZIC, 6 OKNEE
BREHNT 2 LAk bhlz., ERBABICHEMNT2REHEZKRWVT, Fh
SIEHERILEFELCLThOo7.. IRMEZHE T 2HROBIT 2 DOERBRTHEL
o TWVWEDR, Ty VOKITER 2 OFRER 1 IV HEL hoTWE
(Figure 7-1 3 X O" Figure 7-3 ). HREMFRZ LT = v DAL 2R,
HEBEFERITIEIVEHEIC R T BT, EBR 1O 4FLEMETITSHEE
DIEMERNDEZONTOICH LT, ER2O4FREFMHETITTHEEOLE
}IFWMN G2 b,

BOoRTIE, A=A b=V —Z@ L THEVORREBREZHE 52 LR
MThdEHPH L. £ 1 EFRKIC, ERSNEFICEIREBREIEERHTDH
LR, MICBATERERBFEELRZN &0, BHIBEBFAY TR LR

EBfnabhile., FET7 24 AT, ERSZME T A0RTOBE2ZE L TH

3 variables condition 4 variables condition 5 variables condition
Figure 7-3. B 2 [ZBITLR EHEE. ERITEREOR REAGKE, &

MATERBR S INE DR TORMIEF2Zh £ 7.
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EORBICEHT L2 ELHFERELZZ T o7, SKMHTIE, BIETIMEDD
FEMN e o> Tz, Figure 7-3 /R L7 X512, 3FREHETIEIMOFER
W2MOxy VTHIFNTEY, 4 FLEXHETEHAMOELN 4O vy 2T
BERL TRV, 5 FELREHETESIMOELN 6O v PV THIZN T, F
o, BEHICBWTHKEBFERI NV ICE s TR 2R EBEKRITERSINE
NBLET 5 RHIBILR (e, RIIEFFERND) LER-THEY, THLELOF
MWW NEDOREMHAINTWVWDLINEET LI ENAEIZR> TV, T A b

T oA XTI, EBR1EFAMKOFIETHRBELHN ST,

1. 3. 2. HBEBLUBE

KBS MEORIZIZER 1 L FEDOFIETHH L. Figure -4 IZ& &M
BOILHELEBHERLD LHMIBEFFER»V OMHARERY. 3 FLE&METIHI
EEFR2DREEINTEY, R 1 ORPAHEE I ATV, TR,
4 FLEMERL 6 FELRMTIHILLEBFR N L0 bRHIIEF FR00 NEMA S
nNTWie, FRann (EEH vs. FFHIEF) XFELOH BHEL vs. 4 FH vs.
5HFR) O _HEHR GO OME, FLOKDO EHFE (F(2, 46) = 9.31, MSE =
0.04, p < .001, ng =.05) BLIOFERNY L ELOHMOLHENEMN (F(2, 46) =
9.66, MSE = 0.07, p<.001,n¢ =.10) A ETh-o7-. B ED R OB E %
Tolcl A, b HEFMHETEIRKMIEFFERNYPERINDZ ERHLMNE
7 7= (F(1,23) =10.97, MSE=0.09, p=.003,n4 =.22). 3 L5 L 45
REMFTIE2O0FRNVOMEARICHEREZTROL R > (M1, 23) =
2.06, MSE = 0.20, ns, 4 = .06, F(1, 23) =2.71, MSE = 0.08, ns, n. = .03).
INDL DR BITHEOBEMEME I L > THB FIENARRD L2 RBRLTWND.
KARMBEDOREPHE TR KIETREZBRH T 272012, REAHEE (ER

1vs., EB2) XFn»nY (GLZEH vs., BHEIIERF) XFELOH (3 FHG vs. 4 F
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100

B covariation

gS o | O temporal order
Q

=

Q
560 |

Q

—
S

840

S

Q

en

3 I
420

0

3 4 5

Number of Variables
Figure 7-4. £ 2 I[CB T EEB F R0 EEERINERF F 2320200

R, 27— N — | IEERE TR T,

R ovs. bFER) OIRGZER BN EER L. SHOME, FLO0HOE
B (F(2, 92) = 12.03, MSE=0.04, p<.001,n¢ =.03) 3 X OVK BEMEE L F
N0 OIREHENER (F(1, 46) = 11.21, MSE = 0.23, p=.002, n4 = .08) 72 5 O
WCFERNY L ELOKOAZHEEM (K2, 92) =15.11, MSE=0.06, p< .001, 1 &
=.09) PAETHh-oT-. KEWBEL FRP»V OXEERICONTHEME RO
MEZEATSTEZ A, FBRIOKREEEDHT N ER 2 ORI EMIE L b ILALH
FERNY O HERE N o= (F(1, 46) = 5.35, MSE = 0.21, p = .025, n¢
= .06). —F, WHIEFFLND OMHRITER 2 ORREMEDO L NER 1 O
KEME LY b EnoTz (F(1, 46) = 9.17, MSE = 0.16, p= .004, n & = .11).
INHLORERIL, KABEOREBEL ELHB AKICEET LI L2 RELTWY

2.
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EBR1IOBREEDLDED L, EBR 2 OB ITIREOEMENEIC X 2 1B H gD
EAAZOWTHE R DM AR L T D, EBRBINE T 3 HFELLMF IV T
EEFRLD ZEMAL, 5 FLEETEFEIBEFFRILVICEEZEAE N TV,
IO DORERIE, REEBFENLD ~O BRI EZ R THE 1 OR R & REEIERF R
MY ~DOEIZ R T HATHIE DR R (Lagnado & Sloman, 2006) (2 — A7
Az bl T b0 Thole., £72, FER 1 LEER2OLKIT, FLOKZT

T2, NEAHBEDORELH TRICEELZ XTSI L2 L T,

7. 4. =B 3

NEEEL2FZE T D2 EE R FiEE L T, #l% (observation) & it A
(intervention) &\ 95 2 DD HIENGFET H. BB LIIFELROHENRIED %
WEBHTSHZLETHY, MALFTELRIHLTMENOBIELZMA 2 Z & T
&% (cf. Pearl, 2000). B 1 LER 2 OFER, BRICL2FHHICB W CHE
DEMEVEIZ L o THB M BB T 522 EBNHL M E Ao 20y, RO E A
NANCEDZZHICBOTHLRLNDINDE I DI SNLRW. FAZITH Z &I
Lo THBETHERNTERVWKREMELXNTEL LI dd, ALK
LHFBEOFPBEICLL2FELV BHREAMELELLFETEL 213D
MIRIC L > ToRrENTHY (e.g., Lagnado & Sloman, 2004; Sobel & Kushnir,
2006; Steyvers, Tenenbaum, Wagenmakers, & Blum, 2003), W& IZI(x& 725
W@V D WA RB T 2% D (e.g.,, Fernbach & Sloman,
2009; Rottman & Keil, 2012). EBR 3 OHMIE N AIC L2 FEHICB W THED

BHEVED B G ED XS R EEZRETIPRATLHILTHD.

1. 4. 1. A&

EREBMELIVCERITE KF¥F4E 24 AR ERICBINL, RE~OMEE
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RHA—AT VLYY hEZTR-E., ZOHRICERIXER 202 ME TS £
NTWRo o, BB 1R 2 & ARIC, ERITERSZINE NGB TITHN,
RBREMEZIHAT I ELROMNELRD 3 OOHE (e, 3FER, 4ES, 5%
8R) ZEATLI.

ERFHEET FERBEITER2 G BERBKE TN, REHBEDFEFIE
MR- T, ZEH 724 X VT, ERSBMEICIEEH/O T IZAN DM
W (e, AUORK) 2 FERITRIRT 22 KD 6. BIRZICTNEXT)
EEMPNTEARZ P EE RICER RSN, ZORZE ) v+ 5L FEEORK
REREITERDIEFTEYWOREN R RINT. FREICTEIT DR EHEE
FELOERRIBERFITHER 2 LRETH -7 (Figure 7-3B3MH). 7 A7 =4 X T

X, TNETOERBRLFELCHETHRREE ZHEN ST,

1. 4. 2. HBEBLUBE

FERSME OEZITER 1R 2 L HEEOFIETHH L. Figure 7-5 (2
BRI BT DB FENLY LERIEFFER2VOMEHREZRT. WTFho
FECEBNWTHIELEH TR0 DHFHEIEFF2A 20 L0 bEAIATEY, &
EEFERPDOMHBERIEFIZELS RoTWVWDLZ ERHLNER ST, FR0
D oGEEH) vs. FEMIEF) XFELOH B FR vs. 4 FEL vs. 5 HG) O _HK

DA ORER, TR O EHE (F(1, 23) = 61.10, MSE = 0.18, p < .001,

2

nNe

55 B OHEZLOHO EE (F(2, 46) = 7.39, MSE = 0.02, p = .002,

neg =.04) RAETHY, FANY LEROBOLZHEERANAEMILTH - 7=
(F(2, 46) = 3.11, MSE=0.02, p=.005, 04 =.01). BEICL2%E %W - 7= %
B2 EIXERRD, MAIC KD FE TIEREOEMENEIC X o THIW 7 g 23 L4 )
FRDONLREMIEFFERNY ~L BT 2 Lidhnolz. B, FLOMK

DN > THRFHNEF F2 00 O RPDET LT LM B A S 7,
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100 B covariation
O temporal order

B D 0
) S )

\®
e

Usage rates for each cue (%)

3 4 5

Number of Variables
Figure 7-5. 5 3 ICBITAILLH FRAMNVERERIIAF T 03000

R, 27— " TEERE TR T,

INEFZLSOERZMENROOFKNELR (e.g., 5 FREXMITEBTL2HFF E)
W LTy P50 TERY, KHEIERFFENDLD BRBRT 5HR v DKM
Ml TRRLZEICHEKT IO TH .
FEAGEOHREZZFMIIRFT T 272010, BIBICL2FEEZR-TER 2O
RENAICLDFEAR - T2FER 3 OB ROLKEIT -T2, FHFIE (Bl
vs. STA) XFENND (GEEH vs. BRHIEF) XFLOK (3 FL vs. 4 R
vs. b HE) ODRA ZHERGEMAZER Lz, S0 R, T8 HIEOEDR

(M1, 46) = 17.98, MSE = 0.13, p< .001, n¢ = .09) BLOFERLY O E4)H

(F(1, 46) = 19.81, MSE = 0.21, p < .001, ¢

A5) L NI EROED EL)
FO(F(2,92)=14.98, MSE=0.03, p<.001,n4 =.04) BRAEBEThHo71=. £7-,
FEFHELE FRNY 0L HEAEM (F(1, 46) = 35.10, MSE = 0.21, p < .001, n g

= 24) RTFRND L FELROKEORLHEEM (F2, 92) = 4.26, MSE = 0.04, p
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=.016,n5 =.02) bABEThH-7-. &bz, ZEFELFRINY LHEZOHD
CWREAEERALEE CH o7 (F2, 92) = 12.64, MSE = 0.04, p < .001, ¢
= .05). “REZHEAEMICOVWTHMZEERNOBRELZIToE A, BEICK
L2FBTHETERIDLPVORENFROBICL - TRELEL{LLTWVEDIZH LT
(F(2,46) =9.66, MSE=0.07, p<.001,n¢ =.10), TAIC L H2FEETIIHEDY
AL LTV o= (F(2,46) = 3.11, MSE=0.02, p=.005, 3o =.01). £7-,
FERBBEEFRIPVOLZEAERICE L CHEMEDRORE 2 EE L Z/ER, o
ABOLFPBERL YV OHLEHFENN 2L, BEEFFERY 2072 < F
HALTWbdZ ERHALMNERR-T2 (K1, 46) = 47.54, MSE = 0.18, p < .001,
ni =.43, F(1, 46) = 4.72, MSE = 0.15, p = .035, n & = .06, respectively). =
DFEFRIL, MTAZT LRI ELEEFTRDLVENRFELND & LTEHES
NHZEERLTCVWS., LEHFERLVICESIIELWHERHEML Tz Z
X, MALCKIHIRREEEOFHOMRED R L RE L TWVWDETHE (e.g.,
Steyvers et al., 2003) & —FH L T\,

K3 ORI, AT K D CIT AR O G HEE R D H T O A1k 1 R
bhigdrole., ZOZEIX, BIEBICI2FHELENAICLLDFETITELRZ B
DL TNWDIEERBLTWD., £, LB TRV ITNMAICL D HEHE
WWBWTERVEHEINDIZ EDB RSN,

7. 5. #

D =2
affl 53

&
op

A FE TIT IR R A & O E (T DRk O HEE &I 5 I D BIAR IS oW TR
A E T o7 EBROK R, FROKNDVRVEFZRGRE TIILLZBH FR»E, FR
DN L NEHERRBE TIIR AR F 2002 ERTL22E0RH LN (B
D). ZOXS7H W )7 Mg OEA TR 2R B E ChmEE S (325 2). ZhbDfk

R, A FRL0ICESTHIBI 28 S L TWDHFE 1 720 T, KFIEF F 2370
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I EE S W A8 45 LT 5 Lagnado and Sloman (2006) <° White (2006) &%
—HLTEY, HXT2D 2 DOMEIZH L TR — R ABELZOL TS, £, T A
ICRDFE TIERE OB MM OZAL IS HIW H I OZLIT R b eh o7 (F25R
3).

KW ORERIIATIAV—FHIZBITL2WBE LS MEOB AL RT52L
T&%. Kruschke and Johansen (1999)(CX2&, R F RNV DOIFTEIT R 272
FRNODME M ZHEFL, 2020 RITERRT NV O R E 2 TIELIC R
L. A REBRTIE, XHEHE RS Z LR TNV THY, W ENEFF 1L B Cldd o0
BARRFENNVThHol. ARBEZHER TOFROBOWIMNIZE-T, LEHF R
230D DB IEE FE 23 T 230, KERIIEF T 232000 OB IR BE 28 |- U7afE &, 328 F 20300
DERH SN otz EZEZOND. TNOOHEB LB G X, REFHED T —
HOBICEBEREBRBHDLZEEZRBELTND.

BRI LoH (B 1EER2) &t 5%H (R 3) TEWVWARLNZZ

LIk, M HE DA =ALR R > TVHILZ R LTV, RREIEDOFEIZBITL8]
BN AOMERICELTU T 2 ARE2oND. 12, ZEBHFERNVOE L
METOND. BELTERY, MAZITSLBRICITLE®B FRNVITIVAEERLDL
7% (e.g., Steyvers et al., 2003). #lx1E, FHR X LFRY OFXLEFRIZEH-T3
EEOR EHE (le., XY, XY, or Xe—ZoY) BWRBRENDHHEREICENT, HE
XEZBELTESR Y ICHERRTNE, F2 XPER Y THETLILVOR RBK
(ie., X=Y) FHEBREND. M AICE-oTHEBH FRNINRIVAE K ITRY, ZOHEH
BRESNTZEEZLND. 5 I, BREIEF FRANVOEEMERFToND. FLO
WREBEZEBEZ L TR REEL T EH L WD A IR FEEF F 0322023 FEEE 0K 5
RE—FHLTWDNEHEW T HZLITRE THLN, It AZITH5 A IR IE T F
DINODE N THLNEDPRIETHIENTED. FEENEF FRN0DREH %) ThnZ iz

RAF WS R, B REFF F 230200l R BME<S o7 Bbhg . i AITRD K A
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;3
S

FHOREZINODOERICH K TIHEE ZLND.

RAREEDOFEFICEHLT, RRRAZRY P TIEBREEN A TEEAD= AL
HZEFMESNTORND, KO RIIINOER ML TE DL EMEEZRLT
WD BLRICLDIN B E OFE LN AICLDIN R & 0% oW E 281N
HI2ETVOBERROLND. Fi2, ETVV /2B LTEDIINCELZHRIETLZ
EDE THDLD, ERBIMEON A RORIUIRE CHLIN R TLIEHEE

ns.
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8. MR ARRENFEICHITAIHEETTILOLLEBKRE

8. 1. 1. FLBHIC

HHMORNREERERE TLILICEST, TOEREHETHENAHEICRD.
Tel2L, HREZLEMICHIE T 5720120, EOBBNEDIOIREELR ONELALHE
ESNTWART TR B, HF9E 1 &F5E 2 TIRMIA R TR R &2 D &
DR A i 0 22 BT HE A 2 TR, AF%E 3 TR AR RIS L TED LR B
BAZFmEVIIR R E OF B IS HE R 52 TH. oMLK B 058 SHE G o
THEROR A SN TELT —~ThY, BT 70 —F o2 RETANRRBINT
W5, ZITH, IRNETIREBISNTZA LA A WTERTNOE I E T VO b i &
179,

KRR EO2E i, RIREMEE RS TFORDLATEY, 2EHHITNODK
FEREBROMIEZH W T2 ROOND. 28, FRIKNEMERITLOE, EEITIE

R CTHOMREMELE ENTVDINOTHD. — MK 172 FE B 18 T3 R 5 ff &b

Event E
e —e

clal|b
-/ ¢ | d

Figure 8-1. FIRFEL (O LR FEL(E)DHEIR. 7L77vba, b, c,

Event C

didzntnodt A RoMELRT.
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RO 21 2 BHMNMEASN, ZNOHDO L ZEE I Figure 8-1 I8 TX957% 2x2 @
EIRTRETDHIENTED. EFRBMF IR REFLLEMERELOWRER 1 ST
OREIFAIIZ, HDLWVIITHOE TELDO LN TEMN IR RIND. ZHLDE H]IX
(EROF LR OLFEOH I | REDLIC, BREDOHNN—A—V—%ZELTH x
LD, D%, HERDOBFIIH TL2HEEOH R ILVSTERICHLT, 0 (57K
NENRI2) 5 100 WM HEHETD) OREZHWVTHIAN—AN—=)— TG LB T
KRB ELZFAMT22enkoons. MR RBEFOTREES S TSI,
-100 2°H+100 OfE TFE R RHBNS. #l 2 1%, Buehner, Cheng, and Clifford
(2003) DFEBRTIX, A MBEBRRTVANADREREREG EE T T RDE0HD
N=Ap—=U—DF T, RFEOFELEREROFEICETLHE RN G A0, B

MNEDIBNWE R ZG| SR HB T oZenRdLNT.

8. 1. 2. ARBRENZEICHTHIHEETIL

BMAR—Z27T0—F BAR—2T77u0—FTlE, FLMOMBELZETHE
IR F B DT —URT 4y 7 RAEW STl fE 72 )7 B IC Ko THE G o 1 @
HIREBEBRPSIEHINDGEZEZLNTWS. ZOT7 7o —FICB Tk EMRET
JLiZ AP v —/b (Jenkins & Ward, 1965; Ward & Jenkins, 1965) ThHY, LL T D

JOTEESND.

AP = P(e|c) — P(e|~c) = —— — —

a+b c+d (8-1)

ST Plele) IR A8/ L7 G U2 A L 282 % 4 M A SR R 4, P(efme) R Y
M Lo o I T R R T B4 MR A X R AR T, AP IZIND 2 D&M

eROENSREAILTEBEIN, -1 b+1 TTOMHEICRA. JFIKOAERICE- T &
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DEREMEEN EFT25 6 (e, AP > 0), UK E#E R OB ITF LN K LB 1R 2
BESND. — 5, RROERICE->THROEEHEEMET 728546 (e, AP <
0), JRIK &fE R OBIITM a9 KR BERPBEIND. JRIKOF EIZL> TR ROAE
R NE L2 E (e, AP =0), JFIN &85 IR LD,

AP ETNTIEA BAOE RIZFLLEASITONTNDN, REITIZEZIRERNT
ENREN TS, il 21F Kao and Wasserman (1993) 1%, 4 FE O /LB E T a >
b>c>dDIETERINDIELEEZRL TS, E7z, i AR L BER AW 32556 1%
b>a>d>cDIEICEBRINLZERN WA SN TS (Mandel & Vartanian, 2009).
INHOH AR LIZIVFIR B RET VELT, ZRE 04 B E 12 E A& 1T
TCHEBE AP V= A PRBENTND. HAMTOHETN<ONERZINTNDN
(e.g., Einhorn & Hogarth, 1986; Schustack & Sternberg, 1981), A Hf %8 TiX

Anderson and Sheu (1995) O EAfF& AP LV — V& 5 5.

AP, = By + B1P(elc) — SP(e|—c) (8-2)

ZZTH EL TR EMBORELEZR T RTA—ZTHLN, poHWI T, f1 & fo % H
IR T AR ET LELTHIR ADND.

WSONDHFIETIE AP /V— L LT B2 D B 5 W AME S o2 el &S Tn
% (e.g., Shimazaki, Tsuda, & Imada, 1991). DO H THHEIZRSNDHDIEL AD
Jb—/ U (Inhelder & Piaget, 1958) EMEIZNDHHLDOTHY, Ziixfls FH (Ge., &
Voa b d) OBEPEIEHERFH (Ge., B bEEIL ) OEFIKIETHESH

2.

AD=(a+d)—(b+0) (8-3)
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AD )V— VITBEEICE SW= T I Z21TH57-0, MR FH ™z - Aa I B L
BT TCLEIEWIKR M &2Fi . White (2003) IZAD IV — L HHRICHESTFICEFL,

pCIV— v ey Uiz, pCI v — Vi AP L — L ERIARIC—-1 02D+1 ETOEZES.

a+d—-b—-c

a+b+c+d

pCI

Perales and Shanks (2007) [ZAD WV — L ZHRBIZHESTBICEEL, ZREND
AL EICE AT, EI V= EMA LTS, w ITBENLVDOEALER T /INTA—HT
HY, ETOBEROBEANELNGE (e, wa=wp=we=wg=1), pCI L —/LE—E

T5.

w,a+w,d w,b 4+ w.c
EI = 24 L (8-5)

"~ wya+wyb 4+ w.c+w,d B w,a +wyb +w.c+wyd

Hattori and Oaksford (2007) (Z# BRI DFEAE THD o MR AN 2N 2 T
HOETNVEZRBLTOD. JRRLHERPIFLEEOEFR (e, B o) IFMHEET
WRWIEAERLTERY, ENIIZOEEBHELER THZLITINE CTHY, F/-ME
HMICERL THERICHFEELTODO TR X BT 838 L. 22T, ¢ 2 5ICE

FND dEMER KICHEBSEZ EHR e — VAT v 7ET AR EB I TND.

H; =C}i_r)£10(p =,/P(e|c)P(c|e =\/(a+bC;(a+c) (8-6)

ZITEIEREL, RN R ~O TR T Plele) &R K DG A3t 3251
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AYE Plcle)e\ D 2 DOBEKRDOZETHD. £z, MMHIMKREEBROL A HIZLLFTOX

IHZHHSh5.

b
J@+b)b+d)

(8-7)

EANT77O0—F #EHOSHSHNRICEHEEZR THEAENT 7 a—F T,
RPAROFEELZFEZRBOBEASREDOEELTIRRD. 207 e —FIZB 5K b
R FE W72 €7 /L I1L Rescorla-Wagner 7 /L (Rescorla & Wagner, 1972) THY,

HAREOEALIZTR DI EEIND.

AV, = af (A—ZVT) (8-8)

ZIT AVORIR K LR R O S R E OB B A, YV ZBEICE R S TV L 5 EE
ERT.ERFEVAERTLILGITIIA=1870, EAMEIFH{MTS. —F, R
FENER LRV AL = 0 L7420, HARE TR 75, ZHOMPRETEV,
DIE/NSIWVEE, #ERE OB EITKERD. o TREFROBMKE, g IR
FLOPREZR T NTA—ZTHY, 0 b 1 DIEEED. 2D 2 DO/NTA—2E
BHMEOEEICEELRITT.

—MEICHE R F R OBMRE B IL, RV ERTOREAERLRWRE TRRDMEIZ
RHEESNTNDD, W %2 — € DOMEIZH E L% A X Rescorla-Wagner £7 /L
O EE@-D)RXITR LT AP ODER—HT5208 Mo T5 (Chapman &
Robbins, 1990; Wassrman, Elek, Chatlosh, & Baker, 1993; see Danks, 2003

for detailed analysis). Rescorla-Wagner €7 /L O i1 i 13 & /L A kL 48 £ %
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WTLL FOIIICEH THLELA[ETHD (Wasserman et al., 1993).

pea Bec

V — —_ 8-9
wymp =gt Bob  Buc + Bod (89

Rescorla-Wagner TF L IZx L TCIHEWS OO EEREREZINTHEIN (e.g.,
Van-Hamme & Wasserman, 1994), H — DR N FREE R FEHZOFEICBWVTH
FZIXRC P M ZEZIT5 (see Perales & Shanks, 2003). £7-, E1E SOP 5 /L
(Dickinson & Burke, 1996) HH — DR [R FHLERFLOFEETITHELLET
HE L7257-% (see Perales & Shanks, 2003), Rescorla-Wagner £5 /LIZ LD
THET 5.

Rescorla-Wagner &5 /L LR BE DS E HANICHE S5<H DD, Pearce £ 7 /L
(Pearce, 1987) TIT#E 722 7 HME N E )LD, Pearce ET VORI, HE O F N
ORI E 1 SOBERIMEL TR ADZETHY, 2 SORPWOMIITE IS
WAL R AECDZERBESNATHD. R FREFERFLN 1 ODLNFELRNE
HE CUE, SCARAII (X)) &I R 55 5 & SC RN O A R (CXEND 2 DORIITHIZR L
THEPELD. — ORI RRINIG AL, )7 ORI RZIVEBIEITST

TEMELSNDTD, HEBEOEAEITIL FOIOICEREND.

AVex = B(A — Vex — x1Vy) (8-10)

AVX :ﬁ(l—VX—xZVCx) (8'11)

JRRFEL PR L THDE A 138-10) A, AR L TWaang 613(8-11) A2 i &
N5, ZoOXICEEFNDEELD/RTA—H]T Rescorla-Wagner EF5 /L ER U E R EZ R .

B2 RTA—=4 x FZRBEEOBBMEICL > THESH, Lo ELR . K F
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AT T 2 W I IR 5 (O) &R TR S S & SCIR A 8 o0 48 & il B (CX) D FR B ME I &

ST FS.

Jc = x3Vex (8-12)

ITNEThoe LA RBEEEZAWVTRELEZS AGIFXLL F0X)127:% (Perales &

Shanks, 2003).

x3la(c + d) — c(ax; + bxy)]

a(c+d)+b(c+d)—cxy(axy + bxy) — dx,(ax; + bxy)

Jc

FREM7 IO —F chMIGAoNILE TG RE R EAICLE T 50 TIERL,
ZFOWHBICHE K EBEHRAHE N 9% (Waldmann, Hagmayer, & Blaisdell, 2006).
KEHT7r—F T, RRETAOEEBLORIA—ZOH EOMBEEL TR R
FRE NS, Cheng (1997) 1ZAPL— L OTEERMBEALLT, LTO2 8%
LTWa. FEROFEICEDLLTRHRNTICELETLIRIHFHROFRETIT (e,
P(e|c) = P(e|~c) = 1), EBRITITE R R ZH W 322813 TERWD, AP L—/V i34
RBROEHBTLTLEY. £, AP 3 E B ROZBELZEEL T, KR L)
ROB OB EMEITRORW. BEBH LR R ZX T LHEFEELT, RR AT -

I TV,

AP

- 1—P(e|—c) (8-14)

dc

KRANT—=LiE, ORERBFELRNERBICBWTURRKRFRR/H R ER 2R ESE
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LMERTHD. go = VTR RELTRASEDLILEELZEWKL, g6 = 0 1T EL K

FERNWZLEEW®R T L. W RIRRICE>TRRBFICAEETD, DEVRHZRNE
CTWaH A (ie., Plelc) = Pe|~c) = 1), HENRT—qeITEZRINR. £/, 5%
IR BFIE LW S (G.e., Ple|=c)=0), go = AP &720, HEBHER R T — K T5.

£, AR RBERICBILRR ATV —ZU TOISICRH HEND.

AP

qum (8-15)

Griffiths and Tenenbaum (2005, 2009) 1%, ZHETRIA—FHEE OMELL T
WONTHWZRREREOFEHELET VK OMBEELTIRAEL, JRKEFR LS RF
L OMNIZIR R BERDELE T D0EVOHE DR B b 2R Al Z2TEIET IV
L, B RIEERB)DHDBERFRE)NCEELRIZTTHEREET L (Graph 00 B—E)

HEaREEBEHEREFERCOVPHRERE)CKETLIRRLET L (Graph 1:
B—E—C) DZ:ThD. B RH LR FELNMIITH REERSELH G, R

FL O M FEIT noisy-OR B2 H W TLL FoloicE Hahb.
P(elb, c; wy, wy) = wob + wyc — wow, b (8-16)
TZITwo I REROKRREBEL, wi ITRKFRORREBEALRT. /2, b Lo

INTFNEREREFEREFEFLZOFELZEL, FHETIEEITL, FELRWEEIT0IIR

L. ME R R ER O S, SR RN FE AR R 8 2, T K 95 5 3 m i B 5

Pr

ERETDH. ZOLXOMERFLOAE KM EIL noisy-AND-NOT B A H WTLLT

DIVZHEHEND.
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P(elb, c; wy, wy) = wob — wyw; bc (8-17)

ek, AR R XY —ge IE noisy-OR BA% D T To, Ml #y K R U —gpr 1L
noisy-AND-NOT B3#( D F TD wy D LHEE EERDHIENRIINLTNS.
RAZXDEBRZEH T 5281280, BHoniz7 —%» Graph 0 [ZX->TAUD,

Graph 1 IZXoTHEUENEIRN A Y ADOE TLL FOIHCKBLTES.

o P(Graph 1|D) —lo P(D|Graph 1) . P(Graph 1)
8 P(Graph 0|D) ~ B P(D|Graph0) ' ®P(Graph0)

(8-18)

ZOXROELOFH —~HTHLIMBALEILITT =405 2 DORRETVOELLEED
LW EFE THE CTHY, Griffiths and Tenenbaum (2005) (X2 D %F ok FE btk %

KRV R—Fed ST,

P(D|Graph 1)

[ t=1 (8-19)
causal suppor 85 DGraph0)
ek, FNENOLEIFL TFTOXNLHE HIN5.
1
P(D|Graph 0) :f P(D|wy, Graph 0)P(wy|Graph 0)dw, (8-20)
0

1.1
P(D|Graph 1) = f f P(D|wy, wq, Graph 1)P(wy, wy|Graph 1)dwydw; (8-21)
0 Jo

ZZT P(wo|Graph0)& P(wo,wi|Graphl) 1K 55 B O F [l 55 46 L0 > TEY, FRiH
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MITIT 0D 1 FTO—ERDMPBESNTND.

Lu, Liljeholm, Cheng, and Holyoak (2008) %, [K 458 & o> 5 fif 25 4 lZ 4 0 A3
RV EEET5L08, HINESZOEERDVICLOOR R E 2R KIZTD
KRETNANA~DRGEKMR LTS MEBETLHPEY THHEERL TS, Lu et
al. (2008) 1X(8-21)XICBFL2HRRMEDOFRI S ML E+ D RRRET L~D
BAZA AT, ZOFEFDAAINE DNAZXET VE SS NU—FETF V4 DT,
ETRRREFERELPEREREZRAESELHE, FAIOMITILUL TOIOICKBES

ns.

P(wo, wilgen, Graph 1) o (e~@wo—a(1-w1) 4 g—a(l-wo)=aw1) (8-22)

T a3 LB RRIERN~OEIZRTNTA=ZTHY, a =0 L225WF, FHis5 A0
TRy A &7 %, Z ol oy A I IR 6 A oo TR R G EE & SR IR o0 K] R 5 E S T
SLLIRNWZE, OFY, —HOEMAEBESNDLSG A3 T OEMMEBESNLI L
ZARLTWD. £z, B A9 A5 B AR IS 4 2 I8 2R 50 BE o0 55 jil 20 A 12 2L T O TRt

Bans.
P(wy, wylprev, Graph 1)  (e=¢(=wo)=a(l-—w1) 4 g=a(l-wo)=aw1)  (g-23)
ZOFEFTSAMATE, R ERORREBENELDHIE, BLORKEFROR E i &
VL WDDME WD O [ 4 i 7R R D EN R E SN TVA. 728, Lu et al. (2008) (2

WoT,a=5LTCrIab—alrzfruy, (K55 EE o Wr o 7 JAE 21w OHEE

P fE 2l L7z
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8. 1. 3. AHHEDEM

KRB EOFHICEALT, 7 7m—FnbixRET7 AR ERBINTEY, &
EEEREBRIELEERICESTEZOLE BT NIT O TEX7-. Perales and
Shanks (2007) 13 EEE WO HLEMNLEHELT-W T2 3F R EL TAX 5T 21T
W, TERETLVORBBRHZ2ITo72. 9 OOERNS 114 KN RH SN, ThEN
DET LD Iab—arzitolfE R, EIV— 3 Kb @ Wi A B 2R L2 a3
L TWb. —J, Hattori and Oaksford (2007) IX[F UXIAZ S5 Hrofs B, — 2
Kea—URAT 4w 7ET VOB G ENRbERDIILEZRLTND. Zb 2 DO A
HIFIEREHICR EZINTZ7-D, EI V— Lt BERNbea—IAT 49 7ET )LD g%
FEAT O TV, 72, ZO®RICIRBE I SS NU—ET LD E EEIT DI
TRV, ZZTAMFFE T, Hattori and Oaksford (2007) KV <O 5825 5 &
L TW% Perales and Shanks (2007) &R KR DAX G HT 24TV, Bl IR E SNTE

TNEMAT ETRE R ET OB 21T o7,

8. 2. Ak

Perales and Shanks (2007) &[EARIZ, LA T D 5 DO FEHEITHE SWTHF R 2% E
L7z, DR —OFRRFEREE —-OFRFRORREAMKEZGRLELTWD. (2)H B
TEREEAVWT-RITTOELBHERELG 2 TS, QR EEFEER LD K
REMBFEEZEERAL TS, WRITIETIERL, 2R TOFEELRD TS, (53
EEHBEBRUNOERZBEMEL RN, ZRHD 5 2OEEEZ-THLOLLT,
Wasserman, Kao, Van-Hamme, Katagiri, and Young (1996) ,
Vallée-Tourangeau, Murphy, Drew, and Baker (1998), Lober and Shanks
(2000), Shanks (2002), Buehner, Cheng, and Clifford (2003), Perales and
Shanks (2003), White (2003), Perales and Shanks (2004), Collins and

Shanks (2006) ® 9 DFEERND 114 LN EIENT-. 728, Anderson and Sheu
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(1995) OFEFRIT LT OEEZI =T DD, —HOFM ORATEHI D T 7L,
HAEFTEHETANMEMEICELRNEE ZLNDTED, SHTIZIEE DRroTz.
AR THBETL2BHEETNAOTIL, FLOAEREDOANLIH A TELET
NbHIIE, WONDTV—=NR"IA=R22EZLETNVEHD. BT VREME RIS
FE, T2 ~DOY TUIFEVIEEE ELTD, TNOEE KR $T5Z 80138 U TiERn.
Perales and Shanks (2007) LA ERIZ, & ZMAEE W TRTA—ZOHEE 21T o 7-.
ZOHETIE, T—F% 0 Lictk, TOX0a R "TA—2OHEICHEML, DY
EHOWCT =2 ~DH A EEMmF 5. ZCOFHEEHEMTL22LCL0, AUHEELH
WS FTRE IS0, BT VO PHRIELFEEMEOR ERB LR L L TET VL E A

1To7-.

8. 3. 58

Table 8-1 | AT AL 114 S0 E@BHFERBIOSHEHET LD
THERDLICEBEOFEMEEZ R L. YIab—arOf R, kb w4 E 2R
LD SS U —EFT L ThoTz (12=.91). ZV—NR"IRA—FEELMOET LE SS
N —=FF VR IEFRNbO0, @i & EarLTwWe, (EIv—)b, r2 = 89; &
P& AP V—) b, r2 = .85; Pearce £5 /L, r2 = .85, Rescorla-Wagner &5 /L, 12
= .80). 7=, NU—PC s _EHRba—IRT 4 IET MEITV—R"TA=RE 5 F
BRNICHLELLT, FRENVR WY TIEEVE LTV (22 = .86, r2 = .85,
respectively). AP /L — L& pCI Vv — ViZ\U—PC Hin “ERba—VAT v/ E
FNEET FRIHEE ThHho7z2 (12 = .80, r2 = .81, respectively), AD /L —/L D
WA EIXIINOERES TFES>TW (12 =.55). 2, KRN T 7a—F0 1 >Thb
KEFR—FET AL G E LS EVE T er o7 (2 = .43).

AD )v—)v& pCI Vv—)v& EI v— Vi, WefE F 0 LIS FH DL AT

STHBEBLTWAR, RO ZE SRV AD L— L O A BT o7, £=, pCI
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Table 8-1

AZGHIHE R LT =2 B LOHHEET VO T A

Covariation information

Non-parameterized models

Parameterized models

Study Experiment Rating
a b ¢ d AP AD  por g WAl ausl oSS p Rw o pearee
power support power

Perales & Shanks (2004) 1la 36 4 8 32 0.70 5600  0.70 0.86 0.88  11.87  0.87 0.74 0.76  0.71 0.84  72.00
22 18 4 36 045 3600 045 0.68 0.50 550 053 0.47 0.43 043 054  46.00

36 4 32 8 0.10 8.00 0.10 0.69 0.50 175 018 0.25 038  0.11 028  40.00

Perales & Shanks (2003) 1 10 0 6 4 0.40 8.00 0.40 0.79 1.00 2.38 0.68 0.51 0.61 0.44 058  87.00
6 0 10 0.40 8.00 0.40 0.63 0.40 136 0.46 0.40 0.31 037 046  35.00

6 4 10 0 040 800  -040  -0.63 040  -1.36  -0.30 021 010 044 025 3.0

0 10 4 6 040  -800  -040  -0.79  -1.00  -2.38  -0.87 032 058 037 -0.38 -64.00

2 0 0 1 9 0.90 1800  0.90 0.95 1.00 530 093 0.92 0.93 0.91 105 92.00

0 0 7 3 0.30 6.00 0.30 0.77 1.00 205 046 0.43 0.55 033 049  61.00

8 2 8 2 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.63 0.00 054 005 0.15 027 000 017  25.00

2 8 2 8 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.32 000 054 -0.15 004 011 000 004 -15.00

0 10 3 7 -0.30 600  -0.30  -0.77  -1.00  -2.05  -0.83 024 050 027 028  -61.00

0 10 9 1 -0.90 -1800 -0.90 -0.95 -1.00 -528  -0.93 073 093 089  -0.85 -78.00

3 0 0 2 8 0.80  16.00  0.80 0.91 1.00 446 093 0.84 0.87  0.82 096 83.00

0 0 8 2 0.20 4.00 0.20 0.75 1.00 1.78  0.29 0.35 049 022 039  53.00

Shanks (2002) 1 24 6 6 24 0.60 36.00 0.60 0.80 0.75 6.59 0.76 0.64 0.66 0.60 0.73 68.00
0 3 6 24 020 -1200 -020 -0.75 -1.00  -3.37  -0.90 <016 043 018 019  -35.00

0 3 3 0 -1.00  -60.00 -1.00  -1.00  -1.00  -20.03  -0.97 081 -1.00  -1.00  -0.94  -99.00

2 24 6 6 24 0.60 3600  0.60 0.80 0.75 659  0.76 0.64 066 060 073  67.00

3 27 10 20  -023 -1400 023 -0.72  -0.70  -251  -0.67 017  -036 021  -0.20  -48.00

9 21 30 0 070 4200 070  -0.84 070 -10.14  -0.70 051 052 073 -0.60  -70.00

Lober & Shanks (2000) 1 21 9 0 30 0.70 4200  0.70 0.84 070 1741 0.71 0.70 068 067 080  68.00
24 6 10 20 047 2800 047 0.75 0.70 595 072 0.53 057 047  0.60  63.00

27 3 20 10 0.23  14.00 023 0.72 0.70 209 044 036 046 025 040  55.00

2 28 0 0 28 1.00 56.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 3394 097 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.15 96.00

28 0 7 21 0.75 42.00  0.75 0.89 1.00 1847  0.96 0.80 0.84 0.78 0.91 87.00

28 0 14 14 050 2800 050 0.82 1.00 9.92 0.95 0.60 068 054 068 7800

28 0 21 7 025  14.00 025 0.76 1.00 399 077 0.39 0.52 028 044  65.00

3 30 0 18 12 0.40 24.00 0.40 0.79 1.00 7.88 0.94 0.51 0.61 0.44 0.58 64.00

24 6 12 18 040 2400  0.40 0.73 0.67 435 067 048 052 0.41 054 54.00

12 18 0 30 040 2400 040 0.63 0.40 698 043 0.40 0.31 0.37 046  38.00

27 3 25 5 0.07 4.00 0.07 0.68 0.40 015 021 0.23 036 007 025  34.00

Collins & Shanks (2006) 1 30 15 0 45 0.67  60.00  0.67 0.82 0.67 2517  0.68 0.67 064 063 076  63.00
36 9 18 27 0.40 36.00  0.40 0.73 0.67 6.73 0.68 0.48 0.52 0.41 0.54 55.00

18 27 0 45 0.40 3600  0.40 0.63 040 1148 042 0.40 0.31 0.37 046  41.00

2 32 8 4 36 0.70 5600  0.70 0.84 078 2014 0.78 0.72 0.72 069 082  82.00

36 4 22 18 0.35 28.00  0.35 0.75 0.78 5.66 0.75 0.45 0.54 0.37 051 63.00

14 2 0 40 035 2800 035 0.59 0.35 808  0.37 0.35 0.25 0.32 0.40  49.00

20 20 20 20 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.50 000  -1.37  0.10 0.10 009 000 010  32.00

Vallée-Tourangeu et al. (1998) 1 5 15 5 15 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.35 0.00 -0.47 -0.09 0.05 -0.08 0.00 0.05 -20.00

10 10 10 10 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.50 0.00 0.00  -0.03 0.10 009 000 0.0 1.00

15 5 15 5 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.61 0.00 047  0.04 0.14 024 000 015  30.00

0 10 0 20 050  20.00  0.50 0.71 0.50 407 054 0.50 044 046 057  19.00

2 15 5 5 15 050 2000 050 0.75 0.67 3.37 0.69 0.55 057 050  0.62 5500

20 0 10 10 050 2000 050 0.82 1.00 1.92 0.93 0.60 068 054 068  94.00

5 15 5 15 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.35 0.00 047  -0.09 005 -0.08 000 005  -6.00

10 10 10 10 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.50 0.00 0.00  -0.03 010 009 000 010  16.00

3 15 5 15 5 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.61 0.00 0.47 0.04 014 024 000 015  39.00

0 20 10 10 050 -2000 -0.50 -0.82  -1.00  -4.92 094  -041 -0.65 -046 047 -73.00

5 15 15 5 050  -20.00 -050 -0.75  -0.67  -3.37  -0.67 -0.36  -043 050  -0.42  -28.00

0 10 20 0 <050 -20.00 050 -0.71  -0.50  -4.07  -0.47 031 -024 054  -0.37 -15.00

White (2003a) 2 4 0 10 10 0.50 4.00 0.17 0.53 1.00 1.61 0.74 0.60 026 054 068  40.00
0 10 0 4 0.50 4.00 0.17 0.71 0.50 1.07 047 0.50 0.25 046 057  47.00

8 0 8 8 0.50 8.00 0.33 0.71 1.00 298  0.84 0.60 050 054 068  60.00

8 8 0 8 0.50 8.00 0.33 0.71 0.50 234 053 0.50 0.34 046 057  47.00

12 0 6 6 050 1200  0.50 0.82 1.00 384 088 0.60 068 054 068  74.00

6 6 0 12 050 1200  0.50 0.71 0.50 314 056 0.50 044 046 057  55.00

12 4 4 4 0.25 8.00 0.33 0.75 0.50 0.54 0.35 0.35 0.49 0.26 0.39 61.00

4 4 4 12 0.25 8.00 0.33 0.50 0.33 0.14 0.42 0.30 0.31 0.24 0.34 43.00

6 6 12 2 4 0.00  -400  -0.17  0.50 000 -1.16  0.16 006 010 000 007 3100

4 2 12 6 0.00 400 017 041 000 048 019 013  -0.04 000 014 3500

2 4 6 12 0.00 4.00 0.17 0.29 000 093 023 006 010 000 007  29.00

12 6 4 2 0.00 4.00 0.17 0.71 000 050 017 0.13 036 000 014  54.00
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Table 8-1 (F %)

AZGHIHE LT — 2B LOHHE ET O T AE

Covariation information Non-parameterized models Parameterized models
Study Experiment Rating
a b ¢ d AP AD  pCI H ;ao‘v‘vse"‘rl ::‘p“ps:‘rlt pos‘jer wAP  EI RW  Pearce
Buehner et al. (2003) 1 8 0 0 8 1.00 16.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 8.02 0.93 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.15 89.00
(Generative component) 8 0 2 6 075 1200 075 089 100 450 091 080 084 078 091  77.00
6 2 0 8 0.75 1200  0.75 087 075 4.21 0.77 075 074 072 086  69.00
8 0 4 4 0.50 800 050 0.82 1.00 248  0.80 060 068 054 068 7100
6 2 2 6 0.50 8.00 0.50 0.75 0.67 1.59 0.68 0.55 0.57 0.50 0.62 54.00
4 4 0 8 0.50 800 050 0.71 0.50 179 058 050 044 046 057  57.00
8 0 6 2 0.25 400 025 0.76 1.00 117 040 039 052 028 044 5800
6 2 4 4 0.25 400 025 067 050 038 038 035 040 026 039  47.00
4 4 2 6 0.25 400 025 058 033 0.00  0.40 030 027 024 034 4600
2 6 0 8 0.25 400 025 050 025 012 034 025  0.11 022 029  34.00
8 0 8 0 0.00 0.00  0.00 0.71 NA 031 022 019 037 000 021  41.00
6 2 6 2 0.00 0.00  0.00 0.61 000  -031  0.19 014 024 000 015  43.00
4 4 4 4 0.00 0.00  0.00 050 000 -0.70 020 010 009 000 010 3700
2 6 2 6 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.35 0.00 -1.15 0.20 0.05 -0.08 0.00 0.05 29.00
0 8 0 8 0.00 0.00  0.00 NA 000 219 012 0.00  -027 000 0.0 9.00
(Preventive component) 1 0 8 8 0 <100 -1600 -1.00  -1.00  -1.00  -8.02  -0.92 081  -1.00  -1.00  -0.94  -94.00
0 8 6 2 075 -1200 075 -0.89  -1.00 449  -0.91 061 -083 072 -0.70  -85.00
2 6 8 0 -0.75  -12.00 -0.75  -0.87  -0.75 420  -0.73 -0.56 059  -0.78  -0.65 -72.00
0 8 4 4 -0.50  -800 050 -0.82  -1.00  -247  -0.88 0.41 -0.65 046 047  -79.00
2 6 6 2 050 -800 -050 -0.75  -0.67 -1.60 -0.63  -0.36 043 050  -042  -65.00
4 4 8 0 050 800 050 -0.71 050 -1.79 043 031 024 054  -0.37 -46.00
0 8 2 6 -0.25 -4.00 -0.25 -0.76 -1.00 -1.17 -0.80 -0.20 -0.46 -0.22 -0.23 -72.00
2 6 4 4 -0.25  -400 025 067 -0.50 -0.38  -0.48 016 025 024  -0.18  -59.00
4 4 6 2 025  -400 -025 -058 -033 -001 -029 011 007 -026  -0.13  -43.00
6 2 8 0 025 400 025 050 025 013  -019  -0.06 008  -028  -0.08 -21.00
0 8 0 8 0.00 000 000  -0.71 NA 031 -0.62 000  -0.27 000 000 -45.00
2 6 2 6 0.00 0.00 0.00 -0.61 0.00 0.31 -0.34 0.05 -0.08 0.00 0.05  -48.00
4 4 4 4 0.00 0.00 000 -050  0.00 071 -0.21 010 009 000 010  -34.00
6 2 6 2 0.00 000 000 035 0.0 114 -0.14 014 024 000 015  -23.00
8 0 8 0 0.00 0.00  0.00 NA 0.00 221 -0.07 019 037 000 021  -9.00
Wasserman et al. (1996) 6 6 6 6 0.00 0.00  0.00 050  0.00 000  -0.03 010 009 000 010 3.00
3 3 9 9 0.00 0.00 0.0 035  0.00 0.00  -0.02 010 002 000 010  -1.00
3 9 3 9 0.00 0.00  0.00 035 000 -044  -0.11 005 -0.08 000 005 -14.00
9 3 9 3 0.00 0.00  0.00 0.61 0.00 045 003 014 024 000 015 2700
9 9 3 3 0.00 0.00 0.0 0.61 0.00 0.00  -0.06 010 014 000 0.0 8.00
3 5 6 10 0.00 2.00 0.08 0.35 0.00 -0.18  -0.04 0.07 0.05 0.00 0.08 -4.00
3 6 5 10 0.00 2.00 0.08 0.35 0.00 -0.26  -0.06 0.06 0.03 0.00 0.07 -7.00
5 3 10 6 000  -200 008 046 0.0 019 0.0 012 005 000 013 1.00
5 10 3 6 000 200 008 046 000 -031 -0.10 006  -0.06 000 007 -17.00
6 3 10 5 000  -200 -008 050  0.00 026 001 013 009 000 014  -1.00
6 10 3 5 000  -200 -0.08 050 000 -023 -0.09 0.07  -0.02 000 008 -11.00
10 5 6 3 0.00 2,00 008 065  0.00 031 0.00 013 028 000 014  30.00
0 6 5 3 0.00 200 0.8 065  0.00 023  -0.01 012 027 000 013  29.00
2 6 6 6 025  -400 020 061 -050 -098 -0.38 016 023 024 -0.18 -27.00
6 2 6 6 0.25 4.00 0.20 0.61 0.50 0.98 0.25 0.35 0.33 0.26 0.39 30.00
6 6 2 6 0.25 4.00 0.20 0.61 0.33 0.64 0.23 0.30 0.24 0.24 0.34 18.00
6 6 6 2 025  -400 -020 -0.61 -0.33 -0.64 -0.21 011 -001  -026  -0.13  -6.00
18 6 6 6 0.25 1200  0.33 075 050 147 026 035 049 026 039  60.00
6 18 6 6 -0.25 -12.00 033  -0.75  -0.50 -146  -0.44 -0.16 029 -024 018 -52.00
6 6 18 6 -0.25 -12.00 -0.33  -0.50  -0.33  -0.93  -0.22 <011  -020  -0.26  -0.13  -22.00

6 6 6 18 0.25 12.00 0.33 0.50 0.33 0.94 0.32 0.30 0.31 0.24 0.34 23.00

Proportion variance for (R%) 0.80 0.55 0.81 0.85 0.86 0.43 0.91 0.85 0.89 0.80 0.85

N— e BI L — NV DEWNWELTIY—RIA—FDOF MR FTONDLN, 7V — /T A—H
EANDIEICESTHAEEN EFLTODIENFH NS, FEEOME A X AP V—)L
& Rescorla-Wagner 5 /LD <0, AP L — L EE B AF& AP L— LD G2

THRINTND.
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8. 4. EE

AWFFED H YL, ZHETICE R S ZE T3 L TAZ G 247 v, BLAIN—2T
To—F - HWEHT To—F - WEH T FTu—FDOETNENOHIET IOV TH
B EITH2LThole. vRab—varE RO R, KR_XAZXXy A LZET
ND1DOTHDHSSNV—FTNANERDT —FEDHE A E N R NIEN RIS, EDEY
PR s, SS RU—E T MTHER A OB IRICBETH2EREE 02, O
TV—=NRIRA=25 G BET NIV Y TUIFVRERL, BENTET LV THLI LD RENT.
F72, 3 DOBNDERBEDLNOEHE AR B ] ta— VAT v 7 ET VTR
HRET LV THIN, MOETVICH T EZRMERWVE G E 2R LTz, & B~
ARXRET NWEHRMR 2 —URAT 4y 7 ANREHITE WA E Lo TVl elE, Ea—UR
TAVIAWSA AR OB E L THRE T DI EZRIB L TND.

NARXETND 1 DThHD SS NV —FTFT NANRFHEMEIEH AL TWZDIZH LT,
DT 7a—F @ TR EDPR—NET VO G EITK N7, ZoZliE, KR
PR—=FETANET VB EZITOZLICER L TWDEEZE 26N, KRR —MIK
REREEETIET NVERBERAEETI2ET VORBICEs TRHHAINDH, K
WF 28 UL AR L7z SE B oD v (2038 A B AT SR B AR & o A IR 2R B AR A [ IRF AT T SR R
bdol. T, TETF BN EFMERE T, EaEOR TR WEE LN
5.

AW TIESS NU—FFT AN —F @V A EE2RLTWER, EI—A ¥R
Ea—URT Ay IET NEVSTEMDOET L TH+ 43 @& Wil & BB OTERY, 2o
RETTETANOES OB Z T 3283+ 0 TiERn. 5% IEFIN60ET VO T
HE N KRESERIZFECTOERMBRADPLEND. T2, AEBRCTIHIH —OFKF
FEH O RFRICIo TR SNDFERFREICHRE L TR F &7 o720, #
BORKRFERLTHERINDLIERERELREIZEBNTH, INLOET L OB MR 217

HRETHS.
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SS NU—FET VT B+ 53 22 R ~ D2 A S FFT 0 AT A FNTWD. &
L, RN ERTIEATHRFRICRIEETLEVOR R OMLE A 513 35
BVIABRLEFE W Z 2268 TED. LLARR D, #4981 TR F 00 ZE I S H)
Wr PR R D+ 43 MEICE SHIW R Z <A 6N TERY, KE A+ o MWK S BriTize
IWERBN T o, NEMEOTEH LN RBEOTEH TERFEBPRESIAER
2600, KNREEDOFEHERERIZ, EOXI2KN R BHEIEESNLITIRTIZES
TETDZELEZOND. HRDODLEERF SMHEICEHTLEREGALDZIENED
JOICH BT IR T528I1CE-5T, SS AU —FF ANEE THER A N Z Y H

EIDMHBMNIRDIZEASD.

102



9. X4 HRBREDFEICETLINADREDR

9. 1. 1. LI

KR DOFFEIL, BHFORBOMENOOBBERERE AR FIEICL > THERS
No. BPECBOTERRMEBENFET DO, BB TRBRL TRR
ARZ257EHTL56TCTH, L2V RLEBET D, L50VITXR T EHEERE
LTEDNREMARD R EREARFETENRD DH. WF5E 3 TILKRRE O F#H

>

BT 2% RET NVOLBBREF AT o720, W58 4 TITERRMBRE O FE I

R
¥

DFEREGBEICEREZE TS, BEMICIE, FRoREL L CHREMEGE FE
T84 (Ge., #Bl25) LHFEREZHIFEL CHEBRKREZEZE T 2856 (Ge., MA)

LT, LLORIVERRFEEEZ VLT BT 5.

9. 1. 2. BELENMA

FHMOREHERIBERCNALL L THEHIND. BRIIEHO BB
ROBOZBMNT 52 LICHLT, TAFERCMO2OHELMALZ LT
% 5 (Pearl, 2000; Steyvers, Tenenbaum, Wagenmakers, & Blum, 2003). iz
I, BoFBELEROUEBORRBEKREEZEZ 256, BEICILIFETITEAE
PDEEBEGESNDNEN L ZORKRERCTHRBEREZAW T2 Li1CkD. —
T, MACE2FEETIE, BECELE2ELET 20 EPERREZITY, BRO
REZRLZETHEBEBRZH TS, 25 250058 FiEEHEK &R
Rig (e, A B LIFHFER) ICHTIHEREB/DLL VI ATHLETH D0,
MAEZZOHFERPEDOLIICLTHLALNLEWV) RIZBWTRESRRD.
BEENADERBIZONTIE, ERBIMEFICFEFRME OK RO m 1 2 M &

HHREMEEO FEHBRECTEAICHRTT S TE 7. Steyvers et al. (2003) 1L #l
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BIZELHDFHENARLLLZ2FETEHELLN LY EfEICRAEBELHA CTE S
MRELIZE 2 A, RAC L s TEHMERIELESGICHEN LV EfIZR D
ZERBHLMNCR o FE O EIX Lagnado and Sloman (2004) TH £ 5
NTWD. NAILE > CIREMBEOH WA EMICARD I EE, BETIEIRRT
ERVWKRRETVEZXATE DL LR ZEhbEBHENLTWD . il 21X,
EHEXEEBEYO_ARZBELTCOTYH, XBAYICEEL TSI, YHAX
CHBL TV DINHET2Z X TE V. T TEEXEZHRIELTMBAEL
ol GE, XBYICEBEERIFTLTWD LW MREMHITHEREIND. £
YZBEIELTEEXORENEAT L2, YRXICEELTWDLEWIR
REBOFEM L 725, BETEIRMNTERWRRET VIZ~ Va7 E T T L
EMEENRTEY, RAILELSTINDOLDOETAORBNAGEIZRD Z LD IE
e 72 Pl A E b . £ 72, Sobel and Kushnir (2006) (Xt oI A% B TIK
REAKZFEHT 2L, BOEBHE THAZIT> CRREAKEZFE T 25N E
MR R EAZHER XL 2R LTWVE. ZO/REE, BOEBHE T AL
TOBICITESOHERIEF CHERELEGTELI2NLRE MR, MAITE
5FBICBTL2ERREOEEMEZ RRL TWND.

BN ANOZERIIRNEREOZERETCEOET VRIS TR, 20
ZER2Oo0FHFEPHBRFATRERE L 7V —FXT U FFEHE LV O R
HEBRFHECTHREINTCE LI LICRERNT . BT FHEE TIx, 171X
FRRFZORRY EFERFLORTIHICHMIZK S S 5. ] 21X, Dickinson,
Shanks, and Evenden (1984) I IV A V3 EZHE T 20 R EZHKHT =5
ERBEEZERL VD, FRITICBVWTERS M B EICH LTI A0
EREFTL0ENEEIRL, BMENBRTL20E 0B L. BT FH
OO (e.g., Dickinson et al., 1984) TIXEBR S INE 2 F K FH 5 DIk

Bz enTEREN, FAFEREERFZOAREME ZHH T 5720
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#% Ot (e.g., DeHouwer & Beckers, 2002b) TIEHEBR S INE 2N RN O FH # %
BRTERVWESICRsTWE., 7Y —FXRT v M FEREEITERERITFRE &
t IEiE 7 (Anderson & Sheu, 1995), Z O T ClIxRITEER IRV, E
BMBMEIHEREEECIETEHZE (eg, F—MHL) BAEETHL, R
(e.g., ZVv 7O RIT) B —EFOMETIERS SN D (e.g., Reed, 2001;
Wasserman, Elek, Chatlosh, & Baker, 1993). Bf#FIT FHc & CTIIBIEICZ LD
FEHIZHAVWLNTEY, 7Y —FXT7 U N PRI TIEINAICILZFZENIREA X
NTWaHlew, MFELZLETLIAAITITEAE RSN o, ERSINE O
BT EER T L7 ) —AXT U P FERE L Vo HEICH Y BEI
gk &z 5Tz (Allan, 1993).
MADPREREDOFEHEZRET L2050 OVWTIE—BELEMARGEOLNT
W7z, Jenkins and Ward (1965) X, HCBE 5O R L L THS TARY V&
HLTIA MDBRITTH20MRD5E Ge., TAICLDZFEH) LLEHICZENR
LOBHRPIERINDHE (e, BIRICED%E) THRIZEWDRAEL S0 HK
AL L A, MBECKITNICABEREZRITIBO N R o7, FEKOR RIE
Kelly and Athy (2009) TH#HE &h TWwb. —J7, Hattori and Oaksford
(2007) 1%, IEEt D& G & A4 O BHAE o [K R B4R 2 H) B & & 5 EBREE 2 0 T
BREENADENERF L, BRI 2%E CHEHEREEFHRENILICHEEREDOR
W (e, 2X2D00HKICHE TNV ) PEHAINALT NI EEZRLTND.
Hattori and Oaksford (2007) O#ERIIERMEOFHICB T LBE LN AD
EVWERRTHIEERMRBTHELLO0, HOLEOMBIILLTO 2 5 THIR S
TWo. B, ZROABNAZ SO DOOREEZRIT LI L Tho iz
W, BEBOFEME N AROFEME OLS, FEEME K 7 — (Cheng,
1997) 72 E O BEAME & OB AT b T Wi W, E7z, KO LE W5 4

7B 7 L83NTNDHeD, BIEHICR RSN EEEREMNARICRE RS
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NDHHEERNER->TWN., 2070, BIRICIZ2FHERENAICLDIFEED
EWA, FRENOAEMBEO LA THEMN EH T 2 KK O E DR
(e.g., Perales & Shanks, 2007) M ROEEMED LHIZHE > TFFEEM N E
HI 5 ROBEENE (e.g., Shanks, 1985a) Ik~ CTAHEUEZAREELEE L
Ehev. BRERERA TS FELELT, I—27 bary br— P& N
FTohad., ZOFHETIE, MABICK o TAER I IEEE RN % ICBLE R
WCHRRENDTD, MESZITRLIERITIFLL RS, KABEOFEEIZET
HDHNADOEEZHONT, =2 barbe—LFREELEHVERFHITEL RS

ATV 7R,

9. 1. 3. XHKEDEW
MANCED2FEER SRS, Ax BDRREREZEET D EICHE RO
BRI ZEBIRATREZR Z L AR XT3 (e.g., Barberia, Baetu, Sansa,
& Baker, 2010; Green & Over, 2009). Barberia et al., (2010) 1%, J& 4
KO KRBEZFRLBECIEMOIRKOELEDO /NI, DEVFHROKLEERD
VIR DBIREN D Z EEZRLTWD. 2O X9 RRETIX, EHFEK O
R OBFK OB ENRR S I V. A X DB HA O &0 R
DESPEENATVDLIOICKRHLT, BIRICL2FHICTEROESITIEENT
WhaW, 3= barbbr— AL PEHRIXICE o THE TRRINAHFEHRITELL
LN, EEHERLZLEZELVIEFTZIRAD Z L IXFHOREHR L LT
WRET L2759, £, TACIDZFEHETIBVTERZME N LR 2 BIET D
LI RoTERU MR Y, HMRERICRLZNb LAY, ZhbDZ
EMD, MAICE > CTHRREBEDOHW ALV EMIZAR D LR E ST,
AFZEOHIE, TANKRRBREOHELRESEL20E1PRFTTL2LT

ol FEBRLTIE, FRRKE STIRAMSZACH RICEET D FREBICBWVWTHE
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BREMEICEZENZENORRBEOH M 2 RKed T, FEH 2 TiE, BIRLMTADE
WEERHE T D70, YRR E RIS THIOJRKFER B BMES . T A
WE-o THRHRBEOHM AR EST 22 61F, TAMHOFEMEIZTHEHELD LM

HEICITWEEZ D Z LR TPRENS.

9. 2. EE& 1
HRFEFBCBTLBELNMADOERZHBHF T 5720, 2 SDOJRERA A il O fs
REMSZ ARSI T2 LBEBRERORREETAEFER L. —HORKFLRILE
BRBINE PN BRAERRRRENIEK CTH Y, 5 oK FRITE IR O F 512
DOTHICHEEL TS XIRTH - 7= (.e., P(context)=1). L7z »>7T, £
ZMENERFGZOAREZBE L2, THAMEMNRREIZEZ o2, RIC
IaborficE R i richo Tk, EBRODAN—A =V —TiL, &
FIRRIE S B A s, OIRITHE IS, FRIFEEOBFERICZNEZNRISL T
o, EBRBMBEFIIVAALBEDOLS SWVEREZBER ST 0HMT 5 X9 ICK
HHNTz, HBEMERORREETVICE N TIE, EAOFEROREIZL > TRAED
HHA bbb EIND. EHFHEEAFEL TWDIHEG, EREMBITENFRKE L
YRBEDS ol BIIET2HEREZTMD. — 7, ENRENFLEL R
Ha, ERSMETXMROLEICHETLIBERETE2ZTMDZ LiC2Dd. B
JEUIR o [R50 B & BRI 2720 1ciE, XROEEEZELLIEEL TEBL
VERDD. PARTHOZWEREZA SV ELIEFT CHES T 22 LN WRET
» ol

K87 — (causal power) &I, DK NFEEL R WHEEIZE W THEA
HENMREERERAESHEIMETH D . EIOFIK & SUIR DS Z 32 UL I RS
ROERICEEZRIZTT L, EHFRREOREE T = guarget cause)|TEL T DX

FoTHHENS.
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_ P(effect | cause, context) — P(effect | —cause,context) (9-1)
1— P(effect | ~cause, context)

q( target cause)

ZoORXITEB W T, P(effect|cause, context) T HY R IA & TR 25 77 1E 9~ 2 FEIT S R
DA T B 5T 2R %, P(effect|—~cause, context) /TR K N FEE T, L
MRDOBPDAFLEL TWDRFICKHK RN ERT D EMEMFEHELZRL TS, —F,

IROKRFEANT =RUTFTORIZE-oTROOEND.

D content = P(effect |—cause, context ) (9-2)

INLOHRBERTINLIERPOEDICHEHBAWRETH Y, ERSIME ITITIE
RIR L SIIRORFEASD —Z2HET D EBRRO LN, BERENADENE
BT 22010, 3—27 bary o — L FEExr2fFALEZ LRLBEREREOR
RETNVEBEMLIZZ EREMEORETHY, MTAZIToTe L DG NBLE

EITH) L& XV b EMALHEENTRICARD ETHIL .

9. 2. 1. A&
ERSMEBLVCERAE K¥%4E 24 AN FERICSBML, KE~OMA L
HaA—A7 LYy bEZTR oI, ERBME I ABREIBERO T LN
THEAEZBICEH DY THNT.
R FEBRSMEICHB ENTZHEHZEFEL, EFRENLTONEZH S LT

7o, BOROEEIZIRDOBEY Th o7z,

UTFIRESNTVDAN=Y—DRIF AWM ba BB LTI, HRIiTedH D H F i

BT B IV ANV O FEEAT > TOET . BUIEOWF LT — ~ X DB 7212 B 98 S Av e s ik B <
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ANVDOMWERIEZRAET LILTT . ZETEIRIVANVOMER LI, IV ANVBE ELHE &0 E

MEVHIZLERLTOVET. IFANVPEEICAH P FLEHERBELETS. LEL, IV AVITH

FTLOEEICA P FT2L0ODTTIERS, IFANVBEF SN TORENMERELLVIELHVET .

Flo, HEB SR OBEIHFEIRZETLTEY, HEICL>TRETLILbHVET. LR -T,

OOWMHENFERELIZEL T, ENRITANVICILDbD N, HEIZEDLONEET5ILITTEE

A IVALREH SN TICHEERBRE LS ST, TR E ICEIb0RELH B §528

MTEET. IV ANVORRER XD, HRIIIIFTANV PR E LI EIELINEONMED

BEFTLHIEICLELL. ok, MBI E R ARG T2 ET T50T, —EHEHE TEELEND

LWo T, ZD%, ME TR TIHIENRRRDLVIDIT TIEHVEEAL. HART-OFBEIL, I¥A

NEFFTHINEIEEIRL (AR, SVANVOFMEBEOBEROFMEAB R (BE

BE), SPANEHE ORI OR R EREZH W 7228 TT. ok, ZOMBE TIEIF AL R0 5T

B32M# IR ETT. ROVDBRIZFE V=AM RET AN 2/ XDHED FIZHTL2HDTHo

72)

BOROREMOIFIMABREBEBECHEBL TR, TRESICEL TIEME T
BipoTWwWiz, £, MABEIENRROBIELZIT 2D, FHT7 A4 XD
HIZBE L CHBIBHLE TR 2o b DIl s T, #RZRAKZ %,
FEBRESMEPARTZEDHLAOLEMBL TNDENE I MR L.

FEIIARX FEH7 A4 RF 40 KT 6 80, HRATTIEIH A L &
HOBHRIZOWTOFERN G x bz, ERSMEZBEELI N AHONT
MIZEIDETHN, IFANVEREOREZRT, T b0REMKRE S-S K
BN, TAHOERZME I I ANV EREFN T H20ENRRT 52
ERRDODOENTE. FEHT7 oA ARBRICIEEm LI E 2 5DOKRZ N RR
ENTWiz., —HORZ U EIVANERNT LI E, FORZ Y

ANERERFLENZ L EHIELTWE., ERBMENLEL LNDRZ & R
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L7, IV A EmbEicRrInz, IFAAREHEINIGEICITIY
ANDATANPRRREN, IFTAADBEHIARNVGEZEIVA VDAL T
A M EEIAY =BTz, I A VORREFRKIC “NEXT” & E2N
TR REmE EICRRRARSN, R 27 v 735 EMBEOEBERDOAENE
AL, BMENEETLO2LAICITBEBROLN T A IBRRIN, RENPERL
RWEARIZITHREDOAS FAINPRRRINTCEETHoT. BEOFEPERS
NTHrb 1.6 BRICKMNOBEEICBAITLL.

ZIEFRERO FREDBEFOERSMEIC O EH S NEZD, I A LEHO
BREZTOLDRNEVW) R THWEITRR > TV, A I T A LOREL
“NEXT” &¢ENLNTRFUREREN, RE U Z27 ) v 735 LBROAE
DERRENTE., IVANLBHOAEEZOFRICOVWTHERHOXERSINE
MZ WD HEBRIL, TABHOEERSZME LXNIET D2 L2 >T0ie (e,
I—7 bar b= A FRE). LEN-T, MEBICHEFSN D EEEHER TR
—DbLbDThol. EBRSINHF1L.25-.25 F&{F-.75-.75 F&{F-.75-0 F 4+ .75-.25
FEE WO MO R D 4 SO5ME%IT Lz (Table 9-1 2R). &4 0

B2 B 53 00 BT 1 X 9 A L 78 36 S A 72 RIS WG S B T R

Table 9-1

EB 1 OKRMICBITLEEOMEREK R AT —

Contingency conditions

.25-.25 15-.75 .75-0 75-.25

M SD M SD M SD M SD
P (target cause) .56 .09 .49 .08 .54 12 .54 .06
P (—target cause) 44 .09 .51 .08 .46 12 .46 .06
P (effect|target cause, context) 27 .02 .73 .03 72 .02 Al .03
P (effect|target cause, context) .29 .02 74 .02 .00 .00 .29 .02
q (target cause) .00 .00 .03 .04 72 .02 .60 .04
q (context) .29 .02 74 .02 .00 .00 .29 .02

1E) 251 4 1% P(effect|target cause, context) & P(effect|—target cause, context) &%

nen£d. HRAV=DADEERLEEE 0 ELTRELL,
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P(effect|target cause, context)Z & L TH Y, B Do O FIEL I A VD54
7R O B S B 98 3 D il 3R P(effect|—target cause, context)& & L TV /2.
Bl 2 13.25-.25 K£HETIE, IFANVORFOFEIIED LT 256%DH & THE
WIER L., Z0Z&F, IFANVOHIED 720 & [quarget causey = 013 K OVl
FICTHOVDEDDH D Z & [greontexy = 251 B L TW7. [RERIZ.75-.75 kf T
HLIVANVITREOBERICHBELZRIEI Kol EL, MENROVHRZ
Ffo TV ®[qeontexy = 751, FEROHEEI1L.25-.25 £ L v b @< 2oTW
. THHORMEEITHBRIC.T5-0 ZETIEIVAARROIRELE->TE
D, HUEIZIZRD o T [ie., quarget cause) = .75, Geontexty = 0], E72.75-.25
ST, IVANVEHEPRLGICHREDER L EEZ L T lie., guarge
cause) = .75, Geontexty = .25]. EFEDO X 9T, TN ETNOMAEESETIEI AL
ORI EERELHMEOKRREBENEL > Tz, ERSBMENIT O RIULIERSE
NEECHBE T2 LI TERVED, EEOMAEHIZERSME Z L ITHE
WCHRRDbDICs Tz, REOMAEMEDONT O E2MA D72, FRORK
BED 90%IZ 7177 A THELLMEICHIKT 2 XIICRES, D DO 10%IiE
TUAAIIRES N, MAEEEEOIERIIERSMEBM T T v 4 —NT v
A &AT o0z,

TRARIZARXR EET 244D 40 FATHE TR, ERSIMEICITENRK
ThLHIVTANVOREBE L CRE LTRAINTEMBEORRBELHEET D
ZEBRODENTE. I A NEFTEDOSOEVERELZBRIEET N2 EWVO X
# L L 112, Visual Analog Scale (0 : £< BRI H 721 ~100 : LT HBEFE I
%) ZWm EICRRL, KISZERELEZ., AEOFETIXIRTH 2HFEIZHON
TOFEL RO, TARNT =4 XK T, RO TFIE T KOS B
maInle., EBRBZNMEBCTIENETNORERE <O THDL Z L EInx

7.
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9. 2. 2. WRBLUEE
Figure 9-1 IZZ N D FEEVESRIFIZ BT 2RI & STk 0 2 5F € 8 %
AL, BEHRKOFEME XROFEEEDO ZhZIx LT, FH FHIEQ)
X P S () DR A O E K Ay By T A E b L 72 AR R IR o B E I %k S
ST ORER, BEEMESEO ERRITA S (K8, 66) = 52.12, MSE =
252.31, p < .001, ng =.58), FEEHFEOEHRITIR LN o 7= (A1, 22) =
0.67, MSE=516.81, p=.420,1n¢ =.01). %% 5k & RtETESME O &2 B 1E M
HEThRnoT= (F(3,66)=0.28, MSE=252.31, p=.839, n. =.01). Bk
FMEOFEDRICOVWTEEMBEEZIToLEZ S, TRTOLMEMTHEEN
Rl (ps<.06). ZoZ L, BREICILIFHLENMAICLELZFZHOWT L
BTCOEBAEMESRTICBT 2EMNRRORREBEZ AL TV L E2R
L TW5D. .25-.25 RAFR.75-.75 S TITARBYJE IR T AE RT3 L TR R 22
MZH B BT [ile., guarget cause) = 01, 7575 S O FEE A 1X.25-.25 =1 D FE
EEXVbEm<RoTWE., 2oL ML, MEOEEHREN LF T2 L

KARBREOFEMS LA T 2LV IMROEE AT A (e.g., Shanks, 1985)

Target Cause Context
100 100
Olntervention Olntervention
% I mObservation % [ mObservation

= %
S S

=N
S

B

=3
B
=3

w
=3

Mean judgment of causal strength
=

w
(=]

Mean judgment of causal strength
"
(=]

)
S

)

S

=)
=)

i

0
25-25 75-75 75-.00 75-25 25-25 75-75 75-.00 75-25
Contingency condition Contingency condition

Figure 9-1. 325 1 (2B 24E AR IR (Z X) &SR CF ) O K 3R 58 FE 0 S5 5 &

0

o, =7 == TP OFEEREZRT.
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NELTWHZ EEZRLTWD.

RO FEEMEIZR L CREBRO 3BT 2T o728 24, FEHIEFEDEHR
(F(1, 22) = 5.00, MSE = 292.88, p = .035, n¢ = .07)F L ORE £ 0 %) 5
(F(3, 66) = 91.88, MSE = 220.24, p< .001,n¢ =.74) BEEThHo7=. %8
ik L WSRO ZEERITR SR> 2 (F(3, 66) = 0.92, MSE =
220.24, p = 435, ng = .03). FEAEMELMEO EHRICET 5 L &L E O
R, .25-.25 _fE L .75-.25 Ml 2R < (p=.258), T X TOKYEMTHEEN
Aoz (ps<.001). STARD K R8T — 1T AY IR 23 A28 L T 72 W IR IS A 3R
DAL B e SR P(effect|—target cause, context)? H atH &t 572 ® (Table 9-1
ZH), TAICLDFEIT oSBT BEICL2FEEITO L0 b Uk KR4
EZ L0 IEMICHE L TWSZ ERNahs.

MANIC L DREDRLFEMCHRFTT T o720, FEEMEHEGEME CHDRREARY
—DF¥ FB%E (RMSE) 28 H LA, ZOEBHFEEERNRET 0%
RLIEBDOTHY, RN WIEEHBIEIZTNHWBZIToTWND 2 EE2ERK
T5. BERREICET DB CIE, MTAREBEFOMICKERETIROAR
2o Te (It ABE : RMSEarget cause) = 31.51, #1228 : RMSE target cause) = 33.09).
—J, XIRICEAT2HBICENTIE, TABOLTPBIERELY b EERHTE %
ToTWDZERHLNER>T (0 AR : RMSEcontexty = 13.19, B4 #E -
RMSE (context) = 18.90). T4 6 DFERIEL, MAICK > TIXIRDO K RBER LV
EfEICHrans 2 xR LTWVD.

KB 1 OBRIE, MTABKERED LY EAHEEZELS VI RHE K
TLHLOThHoT. L2LRRnb, WIROKRRKMEZEKS AL > T L
WXt LT, TAIC K> THOJREDOFAIA TR -7 &) BIOMRS Al HE T
& 5. F£EE, Kushnir and Gopnik (2005) 1L EEFE RSN A OFE R & F &

HZHABWCHEDRIN AR EZ T 2% AL TW5. %7, Kushnir,

113



Wellman, and Gelman (2009) 1%, & DT A XLVE H 4 D174 O B2 5 < A E
HbHOHE TV MATRERELTND. EE 1 O RISk LTI AREDOFE B
SZMEBENH =T MRAT AT S TR O K G 58 B 2K <FE A L7z 7] 68 Pk 2

RSN TWDS. ER 21320 REMEZER TR TIThbh.

9. 3. EEB&?2
EBR 1 TIE, EBRSINENFEGIECE DO TR K I F RO AT 9
Zxt LT, CAROKFEREIZONTIERRDHBZIT-TNDZ EBREN
oo ZORBREIMARCE > THEBREO EfERHEENRESNTZLDO L L TR
Wiz, L2rLAanb, TAOBICAC T =Y = AT ANRAEL, A

xt G2 LLA 0 UK 23 it /)

/

Al S v LW O IO IR G KL 5. FEER 2 TiE, Z
o 20DMBFICOVWTHRFZITo7. ERFHEITER 1 EEHEL TR,
AR & ARSI A TRIRE 2B M S vz, MoRKREREZEBMNT 5 2 L1

FoT, "ARKRRBEOHELZREST D200, HLHVWIFHLEZ—Y = PA
AT AL LCLSETHORRBEZES AR OLDI00, T 250Kz 5
HET 2 ZERHBREICRD. MTARCK > TRAEBREOH KA RE S NLDHE, Ir
ABICBIT 2 BEME» SO @RBITBERELIV O/ASS 23T THDL. — 7,
AP O ZBEHE S L7202 060F, BIFEKE & SCIRIC ) U CRR®RE % (K

CABLOIMRERD2FITTHS.

9. 3. 1. K&

EREMES L VCERRE K%4E 18 4N ERICBML, RE~0MNA L
RHA—AT VLYY FEZITR -, EBIXI3AECHRICER I, ERS
MEFAR—=FT 4 variCEoTRYLNEAN—RIZZNZENER L, FERHE

MEZITLE., b, ZoHZER1OZMBFITXEEIN TV s Tz,
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REFHS FHSIFIENRRKLERICMA THRRZEMNSND &0 K
ERWTERILFALTH 1. BURTIE, FICHEINTEZI VAL (e, 5

HIRR) DEEEICRIETHIREZBRD LD ICIEA T, MEOBRBIIERSINE

/]

DEAET DIV A0 (e, FEHFEEKE) 25T, #E Ge., XK CH O
A Gee., BIRE) ICXoTHElERIEND I ERE RSN,
FHE T oA A TIE, 40 AT 2@ L T A SR A S0 B R IR R SR B 9 5 1 o
Bz oz, XIRITFICERZL TS OIICx LT (.e., P(context) = 1), B JE K
o ORAITICB W TAR L Tz (e, P(another cause) = .5). F 7=, A
K oA RERITNIABOERRIZE > TEML TV, AR ERSINE L
JRROREZ R THrOEMRFNOREBLEBIRT 22 nTE. —F, B
DEBRSMEITEORERKE EBNRERORER R RENDIET Thole. ZNEN
D EBBMEX.75-.75-.75 & +.25-.75-.25 5 +.75-.25-.25 & +.75-.75-.25
SV A ODREEVE 2% AT L2 (Table 9-2). Scih4 O — & H O Xl 1342 (1
JR R BAAEAE T HEEICHR R % 75 % (l.e., P(effect|target cause, —another
cause, context)) %, & H OX AL R K A7 AE 3725 & X Ik #0NE FE 5D i F

(i.e., P(effect|—target cause, another cause, context)) %, — & H O H i 1T4%E 1 i

Table 9-2

FEBR 2 OFKFMHICBTDHRF T —

Contingency conditions

Causal power J75-.775-.75 .25-.75-.25 .75-.25-.25 J75-.75-.25
q (target cause) 0 0 .67 .67
4 (another cause) 0 .67 0 .67
q (context) 75 .25 25 .25

1) 254 1% P(effect|target cause, —another cause, context)® P(effect|—target

cause, another cause, context)® P(effect|—target cause, —another cause, context)

zThENRT.
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ERVIR R 2N 5 AFAE T DL IR BNV E R T DM R (l.e., P(effect|-target cause,
—another cause, context)) ZZINZAIEL TS, & B FEME S TIE, 2 00 R &3
JRUR & SCHR O R Fe 58 B 3 B 72 5 CuNzL L75-.75-.T5 S TIdk, 425 i IR & 31 It IR o>
EBLLOIY A NHEE B OB IZ8) B 1372< [grrarget cause) = 0, G(another causey = 01, Hi 5
DSFRNK B8 2 LTV [geontexy = .75). .25-.75-.25 ZoF CiI il R IK oK F
FREE [g(another cause) = 671 1FARHYJR KR DK R IR E  [grarget causey = 0] KVHE<SERE
STV, 75-.25-.25 e TITEE AR R O R LR [garget cause) = .67] D F57 3
BFE K O BB E [ganother causey = 0] KOHE o T2, ZNHD S TiX, SR
DR F 58 IR <R E STV [geeontexyy = 251, £z, .75-.75-.25 F i TIIHER
JECR &R IEUIA B A 8 WK R 58 FE & 725 T e [garget cause) = .67, G(another cause) = 67,
Geontexty = 251 FE B JE K & B E K DIV AV W E R ICAFAE 535 A IS8 03 Mg %

5 R 1% noisy-OR %% (Pearl, 1988) ZH W TLL FOXICFHE L=,

P(effect |target cause, another cause, context )=1-(1—¢q (arer mm))(l D other mm))(l = D comtexty)

(9-3)

Bl 20, BEAY IR IR ERIE R 28 2 E VR B O S S8 IS 5. 75-.75-.25 SR AF T
W DNEAE T D WISk BN E L 95 R 1% P(effect|target cause, another cause,
context) = [1-(1-2/3)(1-2/3)(1-1/4)] = .92 LLCEFE Si7-.
TANT = A AT, EBR 1 ER AR AR B9 SRR &R IR & 3R 0 IR 2R 50 B 24 1 9%
TR DT T, ERBIMEFIZROBEEMERAFICBIT L2 E T ARET AT =
A X% B AT Uiz, B FEVE 5 1 DNEF 1X Graeco-Latin 5TV A2 AW Thyr & —

NI ALl
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9. 3. 2 WRBLUEBE

Figure 9-2 [N E N OFEEMESRMIC I T 2B IA & B JR K & SOk O 8
FEEMAZ R L. ERRK OFEEM & BRI OFEEM & RO FEEMO N £
icxt LT, 8 k@) XBEEESRME(WOIREG BRSO &2 £ L. 1%
MR IR O FFEMIC KT 2 0o o R, BHEERFEOEDIROLFETHY
(F(3, 48) = 13.26, MSE = 344.45, p< .001,ng =.38), ¥HFEO EHRL®
BB LR O R EAERIZIAE Chholz (Fs < 1). EB 1 L FEBIC,
IARELBER L BDITENRRORE AT =N 0 TH5.75-.75-.75 FLfFIZBW
THEENATAZRL TV, EBRZMEBEOFEMEN R AV —ZLEBE LY

25-.75-.25 SAETIEIT ARED T 5B EAE O 0 (TH VWHIWT 21T - TW2s, #iE &t
B 72 3 FR I35 bR o T,

[FAR Do W 2B R R OFF EE IS L ThIT o282 h, BFEME RO FE R
W B Thot- (F(3, 48) = 25.60, MSE = 240.38, p < .001, ni = .51). ¥ ¥ 5
EoOEHE (F(1, 16) = 1.17, MSE =377.59, p=.296, 1o = .02) °FH HikL
BEPEME SR IE DR HAEH (F < 1) ERLNR»-. ERBMENE L= —Y b

NAT AR LTV G, It ABEORE E B IXBE R LB RS R213 T TH L8,

Target Cause Another Cause Context

O Intervention OlIntervention Olntervention
B Observation B Observation

0
.75-75-75  25-75-25 .75-25-25  .75-75-25 .75-75-75  25-75-25  .75-25-25  .75-75-25 75 .75-75  25-75-25  .75-25-25  .75-75-25
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Figure 9-2. FEBR 2 (2B F2HHE ) JE K (Z£ X)) &R R (g [2) &SR C XD o K53
WE DOV FEEM. =7 — NI oE R E LR T,
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J757.25-.25 S AR WO CHll BE OFE E B IXTIEHE Lvo7z. .75-.25-.25 5 TIERI R
WOR R NT—I1L 0 THDHZD, I ARED T B IEfE 72 HE EEIT > TWZEN T 5.
SCHR O FF E B A DT E 515 (2) X Bl M e 1 (4) 0 IR & Z FEIR 4 84 BT O #ib
R, BEEZHEOEDHROLGE THY (F(3, 48) = 13.56, MSE = 315.13, p
<.001,nq =.34), FHHFEOEHDE (F1,16) =1.27, MSE=613.26, p=.276,
Neg =.03) RLEEFELHEEELTEOLEIER (F<1) BABETARP-. Z
DOFERITERSME D CIROKRPREZ B IZAH TE TVl ZRLTW

5.

PR GHEOEREZFAMICRANT 22O ICHEEEERBETHIRAE T —0
T Tz RMSE) 28 L. TORE, MABIICRIT S B filE
(RMSE(target cause) = 33.4, RMSE another cause) = 33.3, RMSE (context) = 20.7) I,
WTROHEBIIZE T HBERED VY A E (RMSEGarget cause) = 35.4,
RMSE (another cause) = 36.7, RMSE contexty = 26.4) % FlEl o> Tz, Z i bH D
X, PARKRBEO LV E-ZHNAZE & WG EFL TV,

9. 4. BAWE

REEEOFE CIIBBRICL2FF LV LNALCLD2FEO ST BEE D M
PEZ IEMICHEB T2 2 EREZRINTWVDLDICX LT (e.g., Steyvers
et al., 2003; Sobel & Kushnir, 2006), [K F 58 @ 5 |2 35\ T[R4k O 12 1 %)
ERHONDIZDENTEDALHR I TR, KIFETIL 2 2O ER %@
LTI ANKRREDIEMARHEZE &0 O B2 RAE L 72, B 1 OR R,
EHFERICO WIS FECED L FEEULZHMB R RSzl L T,
TRV TEHMAZITTEHAICE Y EfRUBARL . EBR 2 T,
FIWIR RGBT L CTREDGR P AL T W LR RINT. 2D DR RIL,

HEOTHZMOKRK IV bERATLIHOC ==V 2 P AT A ETEMH
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NEETH 7. ERI1IOFBEREER 2OBRITLE BT, MAKC K-> THEHE
DHEENRE SN D E VI REXFLTVDS.
MAZEDREDRICONWTIE, WS OPORHARAIETHDL. H—IZ, &
DEHREF/EII>ETLINEV BRRENHMZRELTLLEEZOND. B
WCERDFEHETERZRY, PACLLIZFETIEEDOR I RAMAELITI) MRE LR
ThiEdeod, TOBEREICL > THERZGSRIEF TZITRD Z &2 HE
725, WEABEOHEICEWTHEROBRIEFNEELZRITTZLITZD
Iz k> TSN TWwW2% (Chapman, 1991; Dennis & Ahn, 2001; Lépez,
Shanks, Almaraz, & Fernandez, 1998; Marsh & Ahn, 2006; Rottman & Ahn,
2011). Bl 21X, RAMEDOFHICEWT I VX LARIEFTHEHREZ TS X
DY, HELSNTIEF CTHREZ TS FREMRRHBICRDZ ERMbR
TW 7% (Sobel & Kushnir, 2006). HiITICHE W TERSBMEICED L 5 i
ANEATO ERT 5 KL 9 7% FHi X (e.g., Hannah & Beneteau, 2009) % i\ i1
R FEHICBTIL2EAREDERBNZMFT T LN TELEAH . H T,
NANCELDFEEPRAELR LEETREENEZT OIS, BIBICLI2FEENFELD
WREEZRLIET 203 LT, TARLEDZFEETCENADOKREEZ R LT Th
<, ZOFRRICESVWTLEDE I BRNMAZIT I NBZ AR TNIET LRV, #Y)
MANEAT I T2DITIE, EFRSMFIZLD W2, ThEToORHRER
ATENPRITINERLRV. 20X REBIAHZ A VDAL IE e 72 ) B 2 38
Wb Ly, BRFENICIR2% O KO BRI NTERSME L, LV IE
e 72 I 217 5 Z LR WE I LTV D (Matute, 1996). 2 =12, T AZ{To -

GAWITERS LRI VHRICRY, fxo7 =2 2LV EERHT SN

¥
( {

ELEZOND. HFROHUBRELERICB T 2 EZREN N AL L2 FE 2 HE

s

-
=

F2FBEERRDZ DL TSNS L. It A & 2R 2) Rt

FT

LTCIE, BE—0A W =XX2rzBET LI, BEERESCEM A X A LR
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ERPEEL VWS TLEBBEOEROMAGDLEEZRET LIV LVIAENTH L.
NN EDREDHFEICEHLT, WSO DOBRA LRI, H 12, £
SMFEIZFE HFECELLT, FROABRBEEN FS T2 KREBRES S H
Wrd bW EENLT AZm LTV, BARICE, ARSI K 2
ROLEEEBEAMRTH D DIZ, TOREBEZ#KEFFEML TV, Zhix, &
ROERBERGWEE (e, RIDR) THEKE & #5 KM O EOMEMEBERE &
ETOHERPEOLNICKWI ECERTIEBEZLND. FIZ, TAILED
REHDRIZIERERENRF VL AFICB N TCOABEETH- . BHOVRE AT —%
EMICEET 2720120%, AOHBMKRZ R TIHE#R (Ge,2X2 D3R KRITK T
DN DREINL ) ICHEH L2RITRIER S 2. Maldonado, Jiménez, Herrera,
Perales, and Catena (2006) I, ZE R BEICENTINLDOE R B EH INLD
TEEMELTND. M AILLDFE TIEINODOE RN EIVE Ik &, 1E 722
Wr 23T bbb L. I AR EZ R B EAECT-Dn, ErRE ) RITL
DIIRFERTELINPICOVWTEIERIR A DL ETHD.

I ANICE DR F 58 B o7 F o g 2 B, KR M o5 8 L& 0 20 1B G 1Y R
ARt BB ADER T, ERSIMEFICEGH ORE RO S M M2 H | &
EORRABEDOFEHBFETHRFTINTEL. ZRHDFERTILFE HEICLsTa<
B AR ON/2Zbinn, #8128 %#H (e, Rottman & Keil, 2012) &4t
ANIZE2%8 (i.e., Fernbach & Sloman, 2009) (ZIZRRHETANRBINTE
7o, RIS, RARBEOTEHFRER TIIBZICEIDFTH LN ANICLLFHITKERE
WIEARWEE 25N TET- (e.g., Allan, 1993). T D7, K R0 E DB I T 5
2L DETIOTEHEFITHMEICK IS T2y (e.g., Cheng, 1997; Gopnik,
Glymour, Sobel, Schulz, Kushnir, & Danks, 2004). Z{L5DE 7 /L TIEA B 58 O
FEREZOFEAHTLIZETH L. WO E S %2 EH T /L (e.g., Rescorla &

Wagner, 1972) CTIIBlEENM AOEREZFE O RE DO ZREL TR ZDZEL AT HE
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THDHH, TOLR B TIIE KW 2B T 5Z81TTE TS, IEHE R 2388 2
HIEEBH T HZLIIE # THD. Hattori and Oaksford (2007) (XA R H 1cike
2= VAT A4y I AL E O " BEOBBBFAETLIILEREBLTND. Ea—Y
AT 4y 7 ABBE TITILZ AR O HIZE AR Y THhh, ki 327~ ERAE
B&en. — 75, oA iy B3 BB TR R BIMR OB HICE A3y Thh, BRE O
HAERBRERD. 2D 2 OORBEITBLE LN ALWD 2 SO HEITHIE TS
ZENBIESNTWD. BIE LI ADZERZ R LA ZE DR RATZ DO L5770 Z B
MmO —HiBR MR L —HT D0l bnd (e.g, Sloman, 1996, 2014).

PR S BEICIAT, AR W EE B EOREEIRK~ORERLE T, 85
ENMADEBIZIRREFEFERLET RS, BEBER TORFT SN TER. Fl 21X,
Yarritu, Matute, and Vadillo (2014) (Xl B ADEREZHEFLT
Wo. ISR ET, B OITEINE REECISE LM ELZEBAM IV &AM
HHBLR Ths (Langer, 1975). 1% H O LI 4 A ol 68 72 Rkt $7 22 br—
VRIS EIC Lo TEL LRV Z &R LT 2. Enkvist, Newell, Juslin, and
Olsson (2006) T F 300 H MR EICHBIT 2 ADEENZOWTHREFHL TS
EBRORE R, EfE A AW E R TIIN ADREZ A, A AWk
TRAAICESTHAT =~ ZADK FMAEL T, Osman and Speekenbrink
(2012) FEMREICKILFERNVEHEROMFEETE T2REITHENT, Bl
L% N ANCEDHE AW L. TORE, 2B FEICEHDOT, FRM0ERE
FEEOBEBRESE CETCWRIERHALN LRSI, ZRLOHF R TIL A VIR e 5
RO TVDN, RIFFEOF LT O, KB EREIZBITL0 A& ENZE
THRBA MR LR DHEEZ 2 0oND.

AR OFREFRELT, BB AZITTo CHREBEREFZH LG & IEZ BRI
BLELTFETHIVOR R RE L EMICH W CELIENRINT. LELRRG, It

A DOARHER) R ITT VKR R BERICIRELTEL TV, ZAbo & fIFH W &8 Bk E
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B TDBELN AT OWTH 2R Z 2b 6L TnD.
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10, AES ARHERIZBITHIEHELENAAN

10. 1. 1. [FLoIc
FLEMORREAKZFTEH T 22 &1 , 25 ORI R R 0 1l A3 R RE

2720, BHOITH L ZORMBEOREEFEEZYEET S ko T, WYl
RRFTRRIZR D . 90 4 CTIIRRABEDOFEHFRERICBITHBE LN ADAERIC
BREY TR, RS CHRRAHBFRICIBITIZIMEDOER IOV TR
79, BEMICIE, bHAMKERRI -5 E (e, BE) LbOHKkELE
CEEEHEE Ge, TA) I, TORRLHERIZONWTLED K5 HEHR e S
NomeLe., WRHEWICBIT 2815 & - A5V T, Rescorla-Wagner £
7L (Rescorla & Wagner, 1972) RED#EEZEHHZHA W THHEZR 25 45
7 7a—F&, BN ZXxyh15 (causal Bayes nets, Glymour, 2001; Pearl,
2000) #E AL CHHAEZRADREHN T 7o —F TiE, 2O AMNBKELE T

2.

10. 1. 2. EEMT7IO—FLRARMT7 JO—F

HAEWT 7 —F CRRRFEEZFREOES REDOE(LEL TR ADDITKLT,
KRWT 7 o—F TERRETVOMELLIOANTIA—ZOHE OB EL TR R P
Baths, FROBELNMANICHEALT, Zhb 2 DOT7 P —F I RER LD, EEH

T7u—F TERBIRICLDEE T MR ST, AL B ITA TR

VUKHEGE O — #8013 2007 A R e REXEMAERLE LTREHSATE

D, RFRITIUTOFEMRGBIXELEE - MELLELLOTHS.

TR T - WBIREE (2012). RRHERICH T ORERAS XXy O O %Y
PEIZOWT—BELNMADENCHET 2 EBRMBH—. BEEF, 19,
380-390.

1 RS TPT %y U —7 (causal Bayesian networks) &M (X2 Z &

b 5.
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STIZKRIE T 5. M #F OBNICIEl A R ST RARITUMTENCRE BT 57 L D
H{EH (e.g., Pavlovian-instrumental transfer, Estes & Skinner, 1941;
Holland, 2004) MAEU2L3NTEY, bhaxt R ELLEERICB W THZ O R M H#
HEEN TV (Talmi, Seymour, Dayan, & Dolan, 2008). LrL7e3s, A % H
Bl CIIBL D OHEN CTEEZLEN ADDHER TEHZLDEWE S ICHA T2
ETERW. Bl 2L, KEFOMEEZBIE TOZETHROR RZ TR TELR, [JEFD
FEBELTOREREALTIZEE Y. RERGEKIE LW I A 12X - TH
LB R AETTWETD THhD. BEEFEH W ICEDE, MAZIT R RT R
MADFERZ TR THZILIETET, BROBRBRNOIEB N AU E LIS & I1I2IX
R[REROBIEIZL S TRENEDDLEWVIBR ST TR E NN TLED.

— 5, AR 7 7o —F CIIBIEEZIT LR BA R THBIEICLFEHEZT T
ADFEREZTRTEDEE D, gk, R ASAX Ry MEK R B4R 28 8] 12 5720
IR AR R eV B TR SN E N FIETHY, BlEL ADiE
WERIEICKR B THZENATRR THD. R XA ARy MILEDHE, Bl (observation)
CIEHROB BN ARIRIENERBI T A2ETHY, A A (intervention) EIFZE HIC
LTI B OERIEEZIM25ZETHD (cf. Pearl, 2000; Steyvers, Tenenbaum,
Wagenmakers, & Blum, 2003). 4 AIZ & THIHE S 7228 A Sk D JF K 25 0
WL T RD. Thbb, JEF O ZEAFEL TWDS A 1L, IR ERRICRL
THOREF ORTENEALTHIL1T20. LER-ST, AKELSHE IR IE R Ol
CITERIRICRY, BREDNBDR T 5 LB K[ ENNEZL LT RNOHE P S
%.

KRR IR ITLBEEN ADENIZZ O RICE>TRENTEL. Sloman
and Lagnado (2005) [ZEBEOELPEHEL TWHAHEEB TR EDOFRIZKH LTI A
EAT ST G B OFERIZONWTED LI RHER B RIND0 M F LR R, T ASh

TEERDAKDORIRNEMST I b TWVWAHZEE /R L. Waldmann and Hagmayer
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(2005) 1%, FHOERFERAERICEHLZENR TORN R EREELH T, Bb
DBRIZEDEEH PO ADRERZIELS T TEHIEEHMELTWD. R OH R
i, FROAEGEHREZ 1 AT HICR TS T2HEHRRTORRFZEREICBVTHED
N<Tn?s (Meder, Hagmayer, & Waldmann, 2008, 2009). ¥4 Ti%, 7Y T&Z b
BRENAZXRBLTHERRHEREIT O TNDENIZEEZRIE T HF 0 H A STV
% (Blaisdell, Sawa, Leising, & Waldmann, 2006; Leising, Wong, Waldmann,
& Blaisdell, 2008; but see also Bonawitz, Ferranti, Saxe, Gopnik, Meltzoff,

Woodward, & Schulz, 2010; Dwyer & Honey, 2009). 256D 8 Fidv3 s

%

EFEBER TEANAARNATRERLOTHY, KRS 0L Z Y 2R L

TWa.

10. 1. 3. ABAKRDE MW

HEEMT7r—F TEFLOARERITEEGRECEARINIIENBESNTE
D, BLEE O W &0 A DHIWHITTE RSN S I SN TRINATD, BLRICLDL T
BEATSLEBIIZZONE AN AOHBrchE AL, M AICEDFH 21T o 7B I
ZTONKEBEOHKICHLEH T220nFHIND (cf. Reips & Waldmann,
2008; Vadillo & Matute, 2007). —JF, R T 7 a—F TIITFER DL EF RIZA
RETNVIZEMSNDZENBESINTEY, FH GTEIZL>THBNAENZELT5HZ
LW, BLEIZIDFE PO ADRE R ZT M TELLITZ LD RICE>TREN
T2 (e.g., Meder et al., 2008), St ACXDFEH OB E O %2 T TXH0
WP OWVWTIEEEM RSN TELT, KRNAZIRYFOLHEFNRZ Y EEHRFT 5
ECEEEZMELE ZOND. AR DOER 1 TiL Meder et al. (2008) &[F kD
FREEHWTBEICI2FENOBEBLON AR RE TR CTEL0MHR T 5.
FE<FEBR 2 TEFEFEENAICILZFZRICEEL, M AL EILBEBIV

I ANDifE R % T TELOMRE 5.
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o, BIRICIDFEEITHOFER 1O REN ANICEDFEHEZITOFER 2 0 R a2kt
W5 LR, KRR OFE HIEOE WK RHEGR O/ EICRIETREIZON
THIR 217D, KR O F 24 W358 R E 07 E FRERTIIMAICLLFEEH
RN R NZLDOHFFEIZL > TORENTWA(e.g., Lagnado & Sloman, 2004, 2006;
Sobel & Kushnir, 2006; Steyvers et al., 2003). 7=272L, 2 A K2 R L LI-E
BT R0 AR E IS B W TI ACE S TR EfMZ B 23 KT 528085 Sh
TEY (Enkvist, Newell, Juslin & Olsson, 2006), /T A% F L 58 22 &1
HEFROARV. EBRE OB ZITIZEICLY, BIESNT AORE REHR 32551 T

DI NI EB 5 O Rt i T 72

10. 2. EER1
10. 2. 1. A&

EREMESLVCERTE KPBEUABERICBMNMLEZ. RRIIERS NG
NEHE TITDh, #EamOMEE (2,84, T A) BEOHwmo T mt @, T, 2
Wr) ZoNICFEROAE (2,41, FAR) O =ZFRBFBMEINT.

FE ERBEIEOR, FEHIToAX, TANT7 oA X Eo TSN TW 2.
AT, RZEDOHN—=A =V =N INTCHBAER S ME ICESHh, EREICL-
TEDORNE NG A LT, A=A =D— 13T DB NIZHFTE T2 FWE I
FAT2560THY, HN—A—=V—2@ LT, KREKRETE TL2LBL0ENH6DH
BT HOWTHI W 528 %K D7, Figure 10-1 WOERD R T EZ2EHE WIZbDE2ER S
MFICEAL, ALTFWE A MEFWE B L CE2RAEIE, TSI/ HE
D #RAESELILEmAT. TNODOR RERITHE RN THY, T ENLOEIZEITS
fbFMEOREZEBE LK RLBAROMRIEZFTEHTLHIOERLEE. £z, VA D
DOFINIF LRSI FEME R G ENTVDEB LT, ENUICE>T LR OILFEY

ENELETLOHUNREELDLZLbIzAT.
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P(b|—-a)="1

P(a)=.5 P(d|—b,—)=0

P(c|—a)=.05
Figure 10-1. FEB 1 LER 2 CHWERBEET L.

FE T ARL 40 RATHOD, FRITTIE 4 BEOMTFMEOAEBLIOIEA
EEBETLZEnRkObNT. AT AR IZIX NEXT &ENTARZ 23 EHE FiC
MRINTWe. REZIV 7T HEENENOTFYWE LR T RS DM I
AFar~—IBALTCERIN, SN FEYWEOR BREE R THHZ a2 R
LTWe. 20%, b7 WE OREBBIEF ICHONERoT AL FWE N ERELTWD
LAz ATFar~—I ML EME 4 (e.g., A) IZEDY, EAROEAICITH E
DAL F W E A IR EAY— IR lipidz. B ECofb =9 E O &L Figure
10-1 LRI THY, HEBELRE—BTIEF TILFHEORENHBHLZ. Znbo
NEF X 1s OBEEZTHATLZLICE>TESN, & TOLFEWE OIREER R I T
5 2s BICHRA OB EIZKEIT L. Table 10-1 IZ% B 7oA XIZBITHEZOAE N
WaRmLlc, e, FE 7 2ARXCBILRITOIEFIXERSIME LT X~ AL
7z

TANTZ 2 ARXTBLERLNT AN T2 8 DOE M H DL I TW e, B2
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Table 10-1

FHR 1 EER 2ICBITLFEROAEE M

Experiment 1  Experiment 2

a,b,c,d 14 12.33 (2.61)
a,b,c,—d 1 2.17 (1.07)
a, b, c,d 2 2.67 (1.25)
a,b,c,—d 1 0.67 (0.80)
a,b,—c,d 2 2.42 (1.38)
a,b,—c,d 0 0.54 (0.71)
a,—b,—c,d 0 0.00
a, b, —c, —d 0 0.00
—a,b,c,d 0 0.58 (0.64)
—a,b,c,—d 0 0.00
—a, b, c,d 1 2.38 (1.38)
—a, b, c,~d 0 0.79 (0.87)
—a, b, —c,d 1 3.13(1.45)
—a, b, —c,~d 1 1.13 (0.88)
—a, b, ¢, d 0 1.63 (1.11)

—a, —b, ¢, ~d 9.58 (2.84)
> 40 40

TR B3R R O E LR R A2 T h TR T,

—_
|

TOEMTIE, AEFWE C ORELHRBLIZ ETHOFHENEDILNAERLT
WHPHERI T2 RkObN T IREBIFAEEGLIIIFER D 2 BOTHY, HEH X5
IHMEFEYE COJRK THHLFEME A (le., #ERLOGIHEK ~OZW A HEGR) (b
ME C DR RTHHLFZWME D Gee., HENSHR~OTRHHETR) © 2 >Tho
To. AN T 2EMTHRMRIS, L FWE COREEHR O G M HEICXoT 4 fE
OEMBR TN, FlZIE, TACL>TRFEHE CHAEELEFOLFEYWE D IC
ONWT TR T 25 E, THlRUA O 40 Ik HE CEMxELL. ZORE{L T
WE D ZEDLHVOHOMEICTFEEL TWAERWETA 2 J LW E M E H ~OFF &
WROBENT. FEEIZN0: 2 TOBIZE N FEYE D BAFELRVNHT40: 2 TD
BIZBW L EME D BFEMAETL2IORE ETiibhic. BIEICHMT2E M Al

BT A2EMAEFNENELED, EHELELITITOMNTERSINEM ThHT L EZ—R"F 2

129



rlolr.

10. 2. 2. fRB L OB R

BWROFA KEFHOH TRLEIS, BLEIZE ST L NTE ST IR
—HFTHEFROARN. AP ARA X RV RTIE, /—REVZIZE > THE LM oK F B 4%
ERBTLREET L (cf. Figure 10-1) #HWTH E OEWEH I T5. F4 %t

MANEAT TG 6, RRDODFERNEDORERITHETHIL1T 20, KR ERDFE K
CEDRERRIIMANLINTRD. ZOZEIE, MASHEEFELRIIRTHIVI7EMORIZETE
B, 777488k (graph surgery) M %h{t (undoing) &M XD (Pearl,
2000; Sloman, 2005). #il X 1%, [IEFF O ZEIELZH A, KKOKKN THH R
JERDLRJIEFICH T2V 7RIS, FRITH LTI ONDIN AZITHZ LT
do(+)&Ftik S5, Pearl (2000) IZK-> TEHAINIZIDOIIREKFTLIEIT do AL —
KRR AL, B2 00 NI S<He FEHe G s E b Sz,

2 Wr B HERR (ST, R SR O AT BRI A O ALk e R 2 HE W TS 720 DA ) 7R RE AL
LY, ZOFHBEIEFIANAZXOEEPH WO, COEREEZBLETHILIT A OAE
hr LRI, EEETHHIEL AT A O ESRIZIE F35[P@ale) > P(al—c)].
SIS, C TR LTI AZAT o728 B IR R OHER 1T VL7272, D FY, C @
WRBIINMANICE S THESN TS, ZOIREBIZEST A ODERMBENLEDLTLE
X728 [P(aldo(c)) = P(aldo(—c))]. ZOZEFREETMIZEITD AN C~DI 7
ZMOEBRLZEICE - TERBLESND. F2, THIAHET TIT C OIRBEZZIT TR, B Ok

EHLEE LTI Rbe0n. flx X, C OFAELBLELILG AL A O MR
DR TL, ZNUCfE>TBOAERMBELIR T 5. — 5, MAICL>TCHIELE LR
%6, AlFix DEBERTERELTILEME BEARAESES. LEN->T, COIAE
BEBLELIZS GO D OARMERIE, M ALK CEIFAERICTIH G VL /NI

5P(d|—c) < P(d|do(—c))].
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WG ZWHRETHOHRICBI EE T EMERN RS AR DT
Ml % Table 10-2 2”7 ¥ . Holm O HFIEICEILFRI LB ORER, KESAXRY T
FRENTNDEINC C DAREBZELZEDO A DARKER PGalc)lx C DHAkR%E
BRLEEEO A OAEMKEE Pal-o)kvbm<iFEshTnsn (123) = 6.58, p
<.001, d=1.34), M ANZESHERTIL COAEEICHDLT —BLEFEERALN
7= (423) = 0.61, p = .546, d = 0.13). 52, P(alc)iX P(aldo(c))EVb @<, P(al
—e)E P(aldo(me)) KVBIERLSFE EENTWDHZEn/RENT (423) = 2.50, p = .020, d
=0.51; £23) = 3.91, p=.001, d = 0.80, respectively).

FRIMMHER ZWAHEGR O S EFE AR, Holm O FEIZKDFRT b2 H T
I EIT ST, RRASAZR IO FRE—FHLTCOI ARELBLELIZG A DD OAE
RS P(d]—c)id, M AIZE-TCEIFAERICLIESGE DO D OEEMHE P(d]do(—c))
JOLELSFFESNTERY, ZOEIFHA BEME THho7z (423) = 2.00, p = .058, d =
0.41). C WAEELTVWOIFRETIHBELN ACLDZF EMBOEVITIAOLNRP ST
(#(23) = 0.25, p = .806, d = 0.05). £/, BLEIZKE SR EN ANICEKE SR L
LHIZBWTH CHRERLTHWDE GO N, C OIEALRFLVE D 04 il =735 <
FEE SN TV (#23) =6.93, p<.001, d=1.42; t(23) =6.35, p<.001, d=1.30,
respectively).

LB O#EF, Meder et al. (2008) [ZLAEATHFIE LR BRI, BLERICLDFHE MDD

Table 10-2

KR 1 ISR LR EME O LARMER 2 BLOR R SR b O T JE

Observation Intervention
Inference Presence Absence Presence Absence

Diagnostic inference P(alc) P(a|—c) P(a|do(c)) P(a|do(—))

Predicted values 38 4 20 20

M 28.82 16.30 22.30 23.70

SD 9.37 8.52 7.74 10.30
Predictive inference P(d]|c) P(d]|—c) P(d|do(c)) P(d]|do ()

Predicted values 36 5 33 14

M 28.80 12.13 29.23 15.43

SD 8.16 8.25 8.02 8.69
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MADOFERZ TR TEHIENRENT. 2RO O R x4 5% B 56 I a i K
REDTHY, NRANAZXRYMIEDLTME—ET IO THD. KR ANAZXRy D L
PR L MEORERDMFT OO, FEER 2 TIEN AR FENOBE O R T
P TELNENERFT5. #EEFH R CIINMAILLLFENOBLE O/ X2 Tl
FTHILIITERWVEZ Z LD LT, RR_RAXRY P TIRBEICILZFEENLDON A

DFRET TR, MARLELFEEPLOBEDOT LR THLEE ZD.

10. 3. EE?2

FB 2 TIE, EBR L SIBERKEOFREZA T, T AICRDFENLBIE DR R
WP R TELNG PR T 5. e, RESXAAXY O FRME LD RICHESE, #l%
k257 E (ER 1D LN ACEDFE (ER 2) OLEHLALYIE#E 2 4HE ] 438 i

BELTHRA 2172,

10. 3. 1. A%

EBREMEL L UVERFE K¥4A 24 A ERICB L. EBR 1 LRI,
EBRITERSIMENGE CITbh, #moRE (2;8%, M A) BLOHRO S
e (2, T8, ZW) ROoCICEZOFE (2;4£F, AR o=BRIBEESN
7-.

FiEE ERFEEITER 1 LIZERKETHY, Bor TIEIALOMNITEE T 510
FHEORREFREF ST R L. ER IPBEENMAONTZEE 72X T
X, ERSMEF I FDEOREZHEIETLILR RO, AT 4 FE O
ME DONWT NP EFRAEELITIEH SELIETHY, FRITICBWTHE LIRS
7= 8 DAL OHFNLRINEE T, BAEIFLILAIILTOFWE BRI DI
I A4, M SE5%5 & 1320 ME NI ELRLRLIE R P RASINDD

LEEBRSIME 2T BAEOX R ERSTALFEWE ORBEBITEREZ T ICEL RS
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M, FIEFICER RSN NEXT EENNTZARZ 2 2810k T ok F W) & D IR e
WERSNTZ. O FEYEOREIZFER 1 THOWERRETNVORTA=ZITES
WCIRE S4L (ef. Figure 10-1), 4 40 iRATDOERNE (Table 10-3) BIVE T
W% (Table 10-1) D&k SNT-. TAN T =AXTIL, BLESLH AIZHONTD 8 DD

(RS i AN EI R oY

10. 3. 2. HEBLUER

EZRZNDIEF Table 10-3 I CERBMEORRNELZRT. FLOFME4) X #HIE
OREFQ)D _BER pHSHr OfE R, FLOMBE O EHE (FS, 69) = 2.88, MSE
=218, p=.042, 1. =.04) BIOEIEORBE O X2 R (F(1, 23) = 7.63, MSE =
6.82, p = .011, n¢ = .11) A E THY, ZREAEMIIHEZ TR (F3, 69) =
2.24, MSE=1.74, p=.091, n¢ =.03). FLOREEDOL FIZHOWT F ALK EZIT
ST2EZA, FRFER ALK REL D ORERBEOMICAEEEZB AL (¢(23) =
2.80, p = .010, d = 0.57). iR FLIVLRK FERIZELIN AT IHENIHE RIX
Steyvers et al. (2003) X° Lagnado and Sloman (2006) ¢& ET25LDTHY, H#
TE A RB ISR DR T A= DE VP OH I TES. FIKFZR A OFELITRERD, fE
FEDE2HRELLEL G ITEB AL D ~ORREAMKRE C LD ~ORREMKIZHONT

DFHMITHELNRN. e, BREMBEISEH B ITITZOM R FRICH TR EN

Table 10-3

TR 2 IZBWTA FR A2 A FIT M Liza

Event Generation Prevention
A 5.46(1.47) 5.25(1.61)
B 5.63(1.47) 4.42(1.55)
C 5.75(1.53) 4.50(1.50)
D 5.25(1.51) 3.75(1.27)

75 ) 15 90N O BB AR E R A2 2 R T
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W CERIRDIEND, I SELIVE R AESEDEE DT L W2 ab F Ak O H i
T ENnD.

PEBER LEMEOVHBIOEER ALK R XA XXy O TR fE% Table
10-4 (2" ¥ . Holm O HIEICILFRL B 21T o72L2h, C DAERZBZEL TWDY
AEOHFNCOIEREZBELTVDE GV ADAEHMELEFEETLHIEN RS
iz (#23) = 5.22, p<.001, d=1.07). L2L, FEEEOME @ IEN AICHE S<HEG 12
BOWTHALNATEY (423) = 2.60, p=.016, d = 0.53), NESAXxvbD T L
—HL TRV, £, C OARICELTUIBIREN A THEEMICENALNTZLOD,
HAERRICZDIOIRAZ TR oD -7z (4(23) = 3.16, p=.004, d=0.65; £(23) =
1.39, p=.177, d = 0.28, respectively). ZNOHDHE FNSK B _A X Ry b K H 4
LM ZRFEHIIG DN T, W OFE L EZOAEIZLD B R 05 8
THERZREERNALRTHWAZENS (F(1, 23) = 9.15, MSE = 193.19, p = .025,
ne =.03), ([AIGNDOETEELN ALK LTVDIIENRREND.

TR Table 104 T RSN TWDLTHIMHE R IZBITLFEMEIZONT
Holm DHIEIZLLFRILL B AT o7/ R, R _XA ARy O TR LEHRLRD, C 253
AROFEBICBWTEBZEN ADORIZEIZT RN -7 (623) = 0.10, p = .919,
d=0.02). £B 1 LRBEIZ, CHERLTODHERE CTIIBELN ANCLDHEEMOE

WEBRESNRe otz (H23) =1.34, p=.194, d=0.27). /-, BN ADELHIC

Table 10-4

KR 2 BT L EM O LR EREBLOCRRASAA RO T JE

Observation Intervention
Inference Presence Absence Presence Absence

Diagnostic inference P(alc) P(a|—c) P(a|do(c)) P(a]|do ()

Predicted values 37.27 1.52 21.00 21.00

M 29.25 16.12 24.72 18.45

SD 8.71 8.20 10.63 9.72
Predictive inference P(d|c) P(d]|—c) P(d]do(c)) P(d|do(—¢))

Predicted values 37.56 6.05 35.19 18.39

M 28.27 18.17 27.10 18.02

SD 8.09 8.91 7.95 7.61
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BOWTHLCRAERLTWAEEDOEN, COFEARRKELIVED OARERNEHIGEES
Wiz (#23) = 4.55, p < .001, d = 0.93; #23) = 4.44, p < .001, d = 1.30,
respectively). THIBIHEGR ICH O TIB R LN ALK B L TH R 21T > T DN
ERNTIFEAE AN T, KR ANAXRy M R 5L 2GRS b iRinoT-.

ERI1EDHE EBR 1LER2 O/ RITHTLIRRANAZIRYNET VO A E
Z Table 10-5 (2 /r ¢ . H MW T F €M & 7 A E o F B = xR E
(root-mean-squared-error) ZE L TEY, ZOENBKEWVIZEET LO Tl 5 ik
PLTNWLZEETHRL TS, ST ORE R, BIEICE SO TRIRBEMBREZZEE LR,
MANICEDFE AT ORVB BT E SHERR &I AT S<HERR Ol & % IE /1217 -
TWHIERHBMmERST. Fe, BIEEN ALHLLDFE HIEIZBNTHBI RIS
SHEFR LVH I ANIZHE SHERITB W TR EZD/N SN T ENRENT.

EBROME R, NANCEDFEENOBREOM RAEAH N TEHIEREINTZN, A
BT 2H#MmICB VW TR RERAZX YO FRIERLRLFEL R ONTZ. ZNHDRE R I
A7 7a—F TIIHPAARTETHY, KR T Fe—F TN #ETHD. 72,
BLERICIDFE BT TER 1 ENANICLDFEHEZT oL ER 20HEBICE- T, Bl
WCEDLFE T TG A IV EMARHERI AN REIND LW BnERo 7.

10. 4. BREWE

AT, RERNAZXRy O LB ZHRZ Y EERFTT T2 MELT, KR

HERR IS BT ABLE LN AT OWTEREZIT 72, B 1 Tl Meder et al. (2008) &

Table 10-5

EEBR 1 BLOER 2 I CBURFEMEERFESRAXX IO T HME LD — Fii =

Observational inference Interventional inference Total
Observational Learning(Exp.1) 12.58 9.23 11.04
Interventional Learning(Exp.2) 14.47 10.80 12.77
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FEOFRELNNTBRICLDFEIONADOK R EZ TR TELNENEMETL,
KRA_RAZR PO FHE—FLT, BLELNAZXBLEETHAELATDOATNDD
ENREINT.. ZORRITHEAFEER CITHHARARERLOTHY, KESA XKy
FNOLBEFZHZ YL R TLEHLOTHoT. Fi<FER 2 IZBWTIE, KRABEFEOF
BHEEZB RPN ANICERL, 2R 1 LRRICBEE NICET2HENZ R DL
A, BLEEN AZK L TNDEWNS+ 5 REEHIT/ R >Te. ZRHDRE /1D
KREARAZXRY ML= E DR L ERRDOONLH DD, £ O I ITE B 225 5 25 %
B CTHLIENRBENT. N ANICLDFE 2T o7 % ITE O R HE 5w M T e o7z
HEBLLTLU T2 A08FTF5n5s.

AL TR R BERZFE L & 3B I L% 8 O LI R 725 K R Hefa
DIRENTZ R REMENRE 26D, BERBIIE, I AICLD 58 % OH W CIEFEBEICR
BLI-NBEZOEEHERICH NDENHZETHY, ZHTE & FH B oEhrind
TR THD. FlZIE, T4 CERESHERRICER ABRAERLTEY, F5 C 2l
L7eRFICHE G AN FEAR THLZEEZRMLTWDEE A, CIZx T8 IEICE>TAD
EREROFEMEMNEALTLIILITESFEHOLENOEZLLEELLLVHE R TH
D, LinLghin, RSN HE M FEEICR B LT LR RS A X0y M T 1l 35k
ORI KERETR BN (P(aldo(c))experienced =.585 P(a|do(—c))experienced
= .54; P(aldo(c))predicted = P(aldo(—c))predicted = .53). IHIT, I AIZH S<HEFH O
FEEMICEL CEBICGRBRLEBESROOE ML THMEEE R XA XXy DT
WO A EE2ZNENREHLEEZAS, RRESXAZXYRDIEINRLNY TTEVE R
LW (RMSE=13.53; RMSE = 10.80, respectively). ZNHDOZEEBF 2 DL,
NMAICEDE BB ORGP E S Z BB ICL> THRESRTVWELDE L TWHE
135 2120,

KR HE G B VW20 e E, RRBEBREZTETLEE CTHOLOENRELT

LEZON, B R R MITONRN ST EWIRE R ITN AL FH ITB W TH R

136



BB+ ICFEINRPoTZ IR T 500 L. DFED, A ) 22 K5 HE G
DIFERIFIAREE 2K R FH ITHDHENHIZETHD. AL TIL, 7235 K T 2555 R
THOINEVIR EEE T T OHRINTNDD, TNENOR FEfR ORI &% H
TOBRICB R LN ATEVWRAELZEE DRSS, M ATIERRBEEPELFEE SN
WEFT DL, KR ARAZXy b T RE IS 320 & B IZB W TBLE T ook OFEE
EDIEINRI ANEAT 572 B OFFEMBE LV Y TTFOD LoD B 235<. 72721,
W98 4 TiX, M AICLDFEOREDN R DB RINTEY, ZNZEN0H BT JELTW
HINCHZD. FBTHRALTOWLE IR ET NRT ANT = A X0 W N M 72 5
B TR EN RS TNDEED, ZOR — B DR KZW E T 581X TERVWD, KI5
D REBEZTDHIXATHIZE 4 DI ALITA M THLHEE 2LND. LLT, BFZE 4 O R
HARZRIRND, KAFFRIZBITOBLE LN ADHERICONWTELZEEDD.

FE 72 AR BT LR TR EROERZNE 2BND. Table 10-1 IZ7R L7z K
NS, MAREDFETIFROERBIOEAEREZBIETEDLD, BLERICLLHEH
BT oG A ETIER ST MBI RINDZ LIRS, N ASNDELR U TFEE

DM R I >THEBE THZEDNDETRIHE RN K ELLZERDZZLT VW00, TR END

1

{{

NRE—= DI L TRRE N R EE IR ool RN H D16, 98 4 Tlka—2rhar b
=L FHREEZHWVTBRICEID2FHEN AL FEHORERE®RER 2 TR, 0
JORFERTHLMF ITE VR AONTLZEND, R IEHROE N T TR K%
LT AT LT L.

B OMESELTEHERORTIEFENETOND. BRICL-oTHETBICITH
LUIIERROF M HELFEUIEF THEEPRRINATWER, T AICL>TEE T2EIC
I ASHIEE RO 73R AN B IR RSN T2, Meder et al. (2008)

TIEFRORRIAEFT DR RO M MELY THLH5 A T T W B3I+ 52 80

16 BRI DFHENALLL2FHORRERERMAD HIEEL LT, 3—2 b
aAryhu— LV FEREBPFETOND. AEROLBE, TACLIDIFEEEZT oK
DIFRFHEHREZLEL, TORTHERZBRIEL I LICTHYETS.
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HOENCENTEY, MATHHRICL>TRRIEFO—HMAEEINTIENEEL
Temb LAL7eu.

B, BIEREN ADOHEEDBE VRSB ZLND. BLELITR R, M ARTbONDEE
IIFBRAESNTZE LR LZOR KO RITMSR B ICRLHZENRBESLTVD (e,

TI79R). Bl 2L, M AICE-oTHESL CE2RAESEELEA/AICESL A NERELTWE

AN

ELThH, ZOLEXHEGR A PFER C ITREZRITLTOHENTHIB TERW. I ADxt
FLELTERRLIZFRLEZOM R ERICOLE A LR, REFELLOR LK
HIWr A E o7 B 26N, ZOIORFEREIL 2 HEFHERIZEKR TH60OTHY
(cf. Beckers, De Houwer, Pinefio, & Miller, 2005), 2 [ FE R DL % [H F L~
RO KM (outcome maximality) Z#/ET5Z&I2k-C, ERROLmEIZEWNTE
DI H W BRI TWDINRET TR 107D, Fio, MAILEDFEHITBWTTER
SMEBEDPDRINUIZEREINADOKRLLT, ZRUANAOFEGITBE O RLELTHEHE
FTHZEBRRDONDTD, BLELN AZRFLTLESTZAREMELZ ZONLD.

B LI NITITAR 2 T IE SO TE T 208, ED X5 B3 A% ORI R HEGR
EDIZNTHOWTARMF TR DOFE RDHWIE THILITTERY. KA TR B K R
ETNAVEHWEZ ECEROFEMREZMRFT TL2ILICLoTRRFHICBITLBLE LN A
DEWBHLINRDIEAD . FEEE, TR 4 TIE 2 S2ORNFEGRLE 1 SO RELND
AR RORRETVERAL, MACIo TR R B EOH W 2MEtESh bz e
W BNZSNTWD. £, BIRICEDFEH 21T o725 1 O RITE R NA Ry
EXFETIHLOTHLN, ETALOYE TUIFINR+ 5 THHEIEE A RWAEEH B L 17
T2 20X TREPLOGBITRES EOREICI>THHINLIZIENZ W
7% (e.g., Buehner, Cheng, & Clifford, 2003), ¥ ® X572 B [A 73 U) 72 K 5 H#E 5%

W EFTDHZPICONTIE S ICHLNNIENTELT, 5% OEERIIEHRETHS.

138



11. Eﬁj‘b 6 L.:L.\Ik}E'»?D[*é.%*E
—RARETILENT A= D&KE "

1. 1. Fi
11. 1. 1. [FL®HIC

KR OMBITHEICHERRECLEARATXRTH L. RRERMEITENAG & &/
RIE SRR SN TEY, AIEIZERBEROAESE O G L2 R T H MG
Thd. TAHANEZELVWHRLEERKRES, TOMTAHCRET D LITER
KThd. —h, BHEETERRAEROBRIZRTHERBETHD. 2 DOBIK
NEELWHRLECDV TV DIEA, &6 06 OBPEA XV @ THEER
bl T LaedniE sy, KR OO XK WILXKE T B
(superstitious behavior) il #4148 (illusion of control) 72 & ® A& H 72 4T
B blobT.

WH9E 5 Tk, FEROREVRBEOHRNLHELNTZL DN, NTADKRNDL
BohnlbonicksT, WRMMDNEO LD ITET D20 MEFT L. W% 6
TiE, ZhboHfmz BEREHEICIKEL TR ZT 5. BIEmMICE, 174
DRENPBEOR RN/ LN E, TAOKRNL/ELNTLELE, BIRO
RN LEONTERE, TRLERICONWTED LI RHERD R IN D HBFL

7.

VRS O —51% 2009 4F B 6 7Bt K7 KPRt U8 BHE Lim e & L T

HEnTBY, RFEITUTOFMMmLEZEE - MELLLDTH H.

Saito, M., & Shimazaki, T. (2011). Causal reasoning in decision making: The
role of causal models and their parameters. In B. Kokinov, A.
Karmiloff-Smith, & N. J. Nersessian (Eds.), Furopean Perspectives on
Cognitive Science, New Bulgarian University Press.
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1. 1. 2. AR¥EREERRE

Johnson-Laird and Shafir (1993) |2k THEGm&E Bk E OB BERBEMGR N
fisn-icbEbod, WE OBRFREHR 75t IE 72 (Sloman & Hagmayer,
2006). AR Hedm LB EREDOBEMER ST IRITIREL 2 SDOT7 T u—F (23060
L. = hHo7r7e—FTE, REHERPIEEREICEDIIREEL R ITTHIHRES
NTWD. EMIRFR R ERLCF R NICR AR DLV RIE G F M OB R,
Gigerenzer, Todd, and ABC Research Group (1999) KR O D 2%
HALTCEREREZITH > & E B e2—U AT v 7 A (fast and frugal heuristics)
ZHEMW L TCW5. Garcia-Retamero and Hoffrage (2006) %, m#E @ ie=—U=A
TAYIAD 1 D ThiHiHEERRba2—IRAT v/ A (take-the-best heuristics) 123
AR R oMk o % E oW T U 72 . Garcia-Retamero, Wallin, and
Dieckmann (2007) 13, T30 % M P& 58 B 20T, KR8 ik %
BTNV A EMRESELZEALHLNIZL. Garcia-Retamero, Miiller,
Catena, and Maldonado (2009) %, KR A5 & &8 BR 0 FEHL O [ 05 235 Bk &
ISR BEZRIFLTEY, ELLEE MR T20IEF IO M F N0 Y EITKFT5
ZeaRLT. FHTDOINB AW &, BlIT D74 —F Ny I NEIBNTITE0 D
57, EBMSMFIIZLEORVERINVIVEERRMESLEEH T2 40K
FRMVEELG LT, ZROORE R, KR O/ Gk 258 U 72 B B R E 2 4572
TR, BLETZZELHDLZEERIEBL TS (see Garcia-Retamero, Hoffrage,
Miller, & Maldonado, 2010). t=—VURT v ZIZ kA& Bk E TR, I
OSBRI EEZ R G LU BB FA/E T 5. Hagmayer and Sloman (2005) (K R
BRI SO TE BRE™MTbhbZa /R L7-. Hagmayer and Sloman (2006)
IZ Newcomb ®/XFRwv 72 (Nozick, 1969) Z#EEM LB B EREICBWTHA
RERICESKEERENFRICAONLZEZHE LTS, Nichols and Danks

(2007) IFHRRREZFEH L L THEOU LB BRENTONLILEH HMITLE.
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EEREEICEREZY T LR REITELRY, hFOT7 7e—F ClxE ERED
BRICE DI 7R RHEFR BRI NTWDD B F St Tns. Hagmayer and Meder
(2008) ¥LU'Meder and Hagmayer (2009) 1%, #:0iK Lo & Bk E B IS T
KR O AL ICEBRE MTb, BRREOR KPOREHELFEHLTND
ZLEFEFELZ. £/, Hagmayer, Meder, Osman, Mangold, and Lagnado (2010)
X, BT AT L Ea b — LT 58I NT, ERSMERH B IZT AT AN
ORI BEBEMBREHEN L CWWi=Zt%& /R L7=. Sloman and Hagmayer (2006) &L
Hagmayer and Sloman (2009) (XK R#Em&E B R ELWLTERICH I 558w L

LCGRIROK EET LVEG (causal model theory of choice) Z#£ME L TW5.

1. 1. 3. BRROERETILER

EIROKREEFT LV (Sloman & Hagmayer, 2006; Hagmayer & Sloman,
2009) XN RHFREBBIREEZ 1 DORMAICELDTZHLOTHY, KFE A Xy b
MEDEIR>TNWD, Fz, BERREIZLLERZFFHHALTHY, ERREELEZD
BEE TRV TWIRREETANERLIEZHMEL TS, 22T, BREAXX
DR AT o7, BB EHEBLIOREEREEOB AN E BRELZELL,
BRI EOBRBFRICOWTHHREZIT).

RENALA XXy b HEXASAXExvE (e.g., Glymour, 2001; Pearl, 2000;
Sloman, 2005) (ZFELHEORELEMEEZREET L (causal model) IZL->THH
LTHERRZATOT2D OB FIETHD. IR ET VITBWTHEZ M OR R ELRIZIE
WEAMZZ77T, REABEBROBITFMHEMEHRLEMNTRIIND. T ED
FERIT/—REEDN, Ty PRI NLRHNIZE>TH BT TS, FETEER &I
J=Ripbxy Mo TIH O/ —RIZRELARNWIETHY, MEER M IC DX LT,
KR A_RAZX 2y P TIEIK R B R EAH BRI MICXBISND. A& 3R K F L2015

MR FERIIH T2y THY, BEITENLOZYVICL>TAHELLIBDTHD.
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Figure 11-1 /&2 EOR EET VX EEHE O A LR LK NI —=2 728> T
FELTWLILERLTND. KRBEENENG S, BB EZE -72LZATRY LK
BNZ72HZ L1370, Figure 11-1 5 EORFEE T /VITHEEE O H &2V L7288 D [F
RBEBRERLTND. 2056, WEBREZMEMN T5ZLTRILIRLIENTRIND.
Figure 11-1 OFIICHE W TEBE M AZHOIZECHRBE AN 75213 FROBIMELL
T AL, HESRA ARy NTEH 2/ — ez U2 AL TEI T2 (Figure
11-1 2 FTBECAE F2R). ZOIH5RFELOEMEITIN A (intervention) &5 b,
FHORELZHE T58 % (observation) LT FEICKBISND. It AEA AR
G.e., MAXBOEHKEZHRLETOERLEML) THY, MASNIZERITA KO
REREMANAZRD. NAICES T2y YRRV NDZEIET 778 B (graph
surgery) °M%h{t (undoing) &FEIXNLD (Pearl, 2000; Sloman, 2005). 5] . iX,

EEHMZE IO FTSNSE G, BB OB A LN —= 7ROy U ERDER D

Common-Cause Model Direct-Cause Model
Workout
=
= Take
_-E- Buy new shoes Good stairs —————» E;;;Ud
shape
o frequently Shape
* P hh . ) ’4
o _ Workout .
k= Intervention Intervention
5
= Buy new shoes Grood Take Good
- frequently Shape stairs Shape

Figure 11-1. T &R OBABREZ R TR R ET VICBIT 2B LM A B
m ORI EBEFRE, W OREIZHEBEEGRZET. (Hagmayer &

Sloman, 2009 XV)
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, TONBR—=0 T 54T 5 TODE L W TE ey (Figure 11-1 /£ F & ).
— 0, BEREE IS A Sy &, Ty YRR NDZ LR NID, R LR
KR THICED (Figure 11-1 A T ). FESAZ Ry NI AOBEE
FIMF22L7T, MBABRMRICESHERLEEZOEBAFELCITENICID R R MR ICE S
R DX B 21T > TWND.

BEEOBATOERRE WRAAMXRy N AW EEHWDLZET, BE
REOHRPEETVEERTHIENTREICRD. KRERL IO/ FICHEEE
TITSRENEDPABE L TWD AN ZF LLTHE 2726, Figure 11-2 ZfID X572 A
RETFTARTREND. ZORFEET VBV TEEREEORR (e.g., (LFITH

BRE TIT<NEDID) BZEONAFOBERREOERE (e.g., FE vs. BRUWVGET)

Decision Maker's
model when evaluating
consequences of options

Observer's model of
decision making

External Extemal

—_—
Factors: DM Factors:
E.z. Family, Process E.z. Family,
(ias Prices (as Prices

-
Choice:
E.g. Bike to
Work
b A

| External | Extemal

- Factors: - . Factors:
Action E.z. Distance Action g E.g. Distance

Consequences:

E.g. Better Shape,
Trouble at Home

Figure 11-2. #l22% (M) BXW

L7z B IC ik S5<EN . DM (T & Bk E

(Hagmayer & Sloman, 2009 XV)

E.g. Betier Shape,

-,
( Consequences:
Trouble at Home

BERWRESE GBA) ol arsET vk

(Decision Making) O W% .



ICRBINS. BERREZDZIA DT INENTHEDLLT, W0 Ih 17 5 K
(e.g., MERMBENODILES), HYIAR) 3EBREOBBLORIUCK BE2 KIT
FTb LR,
BEEE @O BIER THD. Figure 11-2 OR R ETFT VICBOWGERIZE
R ERCTBLIEIXPILTRBEEIND. BERREOKENBIRTE DLWV SR

FIETDHZEND (e.g., WAWVWAMATLITE, (EFICH $i5 3 TIT <M EEE R0),

Emﬁ

B E EBPUIX B END. o, BIRZLCICHELL T RIS NIATE 2T o1
BV G RFEETL2E0E (e.g., ABHE TITIVLR®IITE, WObMYHEEE -
TWD), BIREATENIXBISND. IR (e.g.,, HERHICELDDOWRE) IX{THIZHE
B, ATENIIMOBRREERN (e.g., XATYBRIENEN) LELICHERICREETD
(e.g., EHEENEOH B EFM ORELE). 72771, Figure 11-2 AR LIZEH72 K
REETLTHE, BROLAELDTEH R IUIKN R SA XXV OB KT IH AILRDZ
RV ZERBERI A THL25IE, M OJRIK LML TRIFNITRERVNNETHD.
EEREREEDHATOERRE hETBERAEOBANLEIEREIZONT
BLALCERER, MFCIRERRESR B H OB ENOERIREIZOWTR AL, fF
(T R BTN EI MR E THBICIE, B (e.g.,, EOMIZWV oL A IHEZMS)
R ET) (e.g., ERE%E FELTEBEA X RTIL, ¥ BRikEI2R51bL
npy) REE (e.g., 72E7ALR<, ABEIZRIAN LR REK 2 RBRO
BEERENEBEZONDD, ZZTHRROBREZEZBEL TN EE R EIZHONT
f£ &Y T5hH. Hagmayer and Sloman (2009) O Tk, & Bk E# 1355 KA
NBA LD R % Figure 11-2 H OIS RK R ET MICK-TTHITL. BERES
DHRPEETNVIFBREOZNEELLTVD, BEREL IZTH HORREITHIC
KT HMAELTHZTWDE Tl H X RS, ERREENE H OBIREZMLIC
L, AT 2R E T2ZENRINOKR R T VG TR ESNTWD. EIRELHA

Lo R 58T 08, BIRIZHOWLER LM THY, TENITRRNLDOHE EZ
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25, Lo T, BIRIWCL- T/ 77U RN FEITINLEE 26N, Figure 11-2 4
B OREETMCENTITBICH T2y ORI P L. BB AL TR S
NHENHIREIZK LT, Hagmayer and Sloman (2009) XL Fd 3 SO %5k
_TND.

Bl BROAABERZBIZESVWTITONLTWAZERETLND. AR ES
(free will) & &G (determinism) DORICIIEE % Rk i BH LM, £<DANPH
HESEOHFEELZELTWHILITHNTHL. BHRAESICESGERIZTHOPLEL )
DRBEZITHIEFRN. ZOZENLRREZEXL T/ —FERRET NVICBITLINEE
HELTRILTWD.

MIBPUCIE SUTE TP ORE RER LS E, BRORNZITH EE 2D
ZEDE OB THD. DFED, BIRATEH T RICEEL LT T OER LIRS
NBENEVWIZLTHD. BLATENTM OO EK N HFITIRF L TWeh, KR BEFKEIE
L TET, T L ROBARBELUAHBICED2bON M ESfTHEAD. 20
L, BIRO—ROLPITECEBEL, THICEELRITITHNERISOTy Y
DHVRLZETERBLSN TN D.

BB MBELT, BIRDOOETUCTE B T2/ ZEKIT OV TOHE R 23T by
ZENBZLND. INHOERITATH > TH O TWCE B R E O TH E I,
RKHDEETHDINPOELLNTHD. Bl x X, B HE THFITITZEE R DR, T
VU DEEDRH TSy DT EF R, AV ATE Bk E ol fE TBEICE B Sh
TS, Z0XHIT, BRPOLZOIF K ZHER TERWIEITER O/ —FITd 5Ty
DEVERPNDHZETRINTND.

ERREDBRE RROKRETNVHEGICBILT LB 2T, BEI2HES<

tﬂ]ﬁ-

SRR ENEAMAE SR R T T VSRR R RITIE SIS ZETHD. LT,

il

B TE BT R T oM BRIV R REREZEL, BHOBREIT AL

HZDHZENZOME TIIRESN TV, BIROKEET VERICEIDE, BERE
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OMWFRITIZR R ET VOBELER R ET VICHITHEIRE RO T H BRI ORE
L) 3 OB (Figure 11-3 2 M) NE Eh T 5.

BB T, BERREMBEICOVWTHRRETVORENDEELIND. ETHO
WCERTNEAENARESH, TOHEICH L THRRBEE NI ERPEEIND. b
MIFERICEERBERIFTEREZE S ICENOLZERTESLN (e.g., Ahn, Kalish,
Medin, & Gelman, 1995), E# M ICEE SN2 BE R OB ITHEMN DL ETHD
(Fischhoff, Slovic, & Lichtenstein, 1978). X2, TNHDOERNE DI AL

HIMITONWTRRET ABEEIND. ZLC, FIHTREREREZEICR R ET LR

Decision
problem

Construct a causal
Phase 1 model:

World model
Y

Implement choice

Phase 2 in the model: |
Choice model
Y

Initial
decision

Change in

probability? Decline option

Integrate values
and probabilities

Y

Search for
next option

Phase 3

Final More Yes
decision options?

No

Take option with
likelihood
proportional to
its expected value

Figure 11-3. R OK R ET VE GG ICBIT2E LRk E O 2 (Sloman &

Hagmayer, 2006 XV)
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B snbd.

BT, BEEREMEIZOVWTERIKEORE N EREND. B EREE N

BRBE O REZFAM T DA, FxOBRENPLAETI/HEREZRTHLOVEREST
AR IR T E Ry, BREZZOH AR RET VIZERET V
(choice model) EE b, KEET VLI FTORTERLRD. #REZEXR T /—FHE
mEn, ZHEOMEIEESND. BTN AR ZONDD, 777916k (e, M A
SNDOERITMOJEK EMILIZD) BETIND (Figure 11-1 ). e MNIHEGHR
TOBRIS, MADMOREREDML AR EAR THZLEHML TWD (Meder,
Hagmayer, & Waldmann, 2008, 2009; 7 j# - I%, 2012; Sloman & Lagnado,
2005; Waldman & Hagmayer, 2005). TLC, BIRET NVIZEB W CTRAA A 727N &
ZORREOTRBZBIND. DFE, T ACESHEROERERNGFTFHRIND.
Hagmayer and Sloman (2009) (%, B2 AIZ I SR 2 F M 1S HE R 352 &1
RNEFIRLTWDN, WO OHF JE TITHE £ M 72 It A O 5 O fife 2 % fik 6O THY fife
WCHERI 2N REN TS (Meder, Hagmayer, & Waldmann, 2009; Waldman,
Hagmayer, 2005).

BoERETHE, BRETAORICESHWTEREENMTDOND. HHDHIT A 1T
0D RPN N ERZNBEET D0, FIHREORIUIMELARNILET
5. EBOFRIZE > THTEI LM ONDHELE A EL TWDLHE A ICZDO L7258 R

fibonsd (Figure 11-1 £ M2 M), 3t RAYIC, BIRDHE R O 4 B REZ@mDLE S,
IARNPFF I DR VIRY, IRAZHIND. TE AL OFEROFH L2 T
DS BEIZDOIOBRBEB R TOND. bL, BRVBEROEEMRELZ T HITEHDIRD
1E, TORRBIZAE ICZ T ANSNS (i.e., initial decision). 20 k97 ik B (3
1t (satisfying) £S5 (Simon, 1957). BIAL TWAHERIZEBWT, BTk
N WO W B IR &L 56 17 23925 (Klein, 1997; Zsambok & Klein, 1997).

fi ROLEMERE LA SELIRBNEPERAETIL G, TNTHORIRBIIKH L
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TR AN SHEREDNGFIFESND. KO REERE (.e., final decision) D7=®H

2, ST ACE SR 2O/ A DH A D (Koehler & Harvey, 2004).

1. 1. 4 BMETHLEENHETER

IR O R R E TV G T, R ST BB ISR RSN AT B AL
LTHERE T ZEMABE SN TS, I AT K S<HE R 38 T A & & B &
D2 ODN N FAET D, BHHEED (e.g., Sloman, 2005) [2L5L, M AICBITS
MR AEREFAOTMOME (e, HRMWE CLoTORHBSH, BEETT L
OEMME (e, EUER REMRE) TEHEINDS. BROREET VG ITE
BHEER DN G ELoTED, “ANL TN ALK T MELEMICH A T52L1TTE
2D, HIWT XN b (undoing) &— 957557 (Hagmayer & Sloman, 2009,
p.26) Lk XTWBH. — 5, EIHEED (e.g., Waldmann, Hagmayer, Blaisdell,
2006) TiX, E’BRER R ET NVEZDNRIA—FOW FA2ERTHIENERSNTND.
MANICB T LM FRIIE R ET Lo Er 0w EE R ALHEESNDTe, EHERD
KRR EREDNRIA=ZN RSN ZENEE SN TND.

CNETON R TITEHEE MR 23R 728 R2PHESN TS, Waldmann and
Hagmayer (2005) %, BRIl THEG LML ADRK RE PR TED), £
7o, ZOHEGRICHEERSLR RRE DK RINDINE PR EIT o7, FBRSINE 1LY
AMERTE RGN EEE REZLICHRET VOE MM E &M mEEEL,
AN BT DR Z EMICHER 728N TE TN, SHIZ, 2o X 72 H#E 5 e /) 13
MITZLICHFRORBER T TIMB AT FRETCHHERINL TS (Meder,

Hagmayer, & Waldmann, 2009).

11. 1. 5. XBIRD AW

Hagmayer and Sloman (2009) 1%, e’ EE R EL T OK RET VEH N TE
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R EZTHIZES, BHWIRIRSNIATE NN AL THE T2 84 FAEL,
RORPET VGG ORGP RBRINT. LLRRG, BRINAT B LM il &
NIATENICEE T2 HICIR T, RERSCRRMBE LWV STZH R E T L0 & /90l
MWERESNDPENIELEAHOEETHL. EIAISE RS AT B Lo 6 ST
BICBILM AL, BEEZRELEG SO ALRRLTERIELHLD, BIERE
CBTLR R ICB W TEDII R B N RSN FT T2 LR ICHE TH
L. WTFROEATHF RS ZOF I §OEZA) M R 2 £ AL T,
ARWFFEDH I, ERSNIATE MBI SN AT ISE SV THERI 21T S BR IC K
RETNVOBNME D KBRENDPEPBREFTH5ILTHD. EIEBROME M OB E
[ZHESL D, BRI TIEHEMBICERSNIATE I ALL THEE T 20 Ko iR L.
fe<FERR 2 TIE, IRBEL - EXHRHLOOEERLBIEL, RERNZE NI
ML, RREBME DR RET NVOEREREME N LR G, i3k =R o #
RISk D B2 I niEAS, iz, ER 3 TIIEEREZ —E KDL OOR R MR E L
BEL, KRBENEZEINDIPREFLE. ERSZMEDERET VOR R E %

ZREICANNWG S, MW XN R E OBIEICID B 22 TR0 EA).

1. 2. EE 1

FEH 1 OBWNIE, EMAIICERISNTATE NN ALLTH#RE T 5409 Hagmayer
and Sloman (2009, Experiment 4) OH R 2R T2 Tho7-. EB T =i
AT R EIZEFRER THOTD, ITADAER L TWEH AT TR, AR LTV
ST EOHER B RO LA TR STV, ERBMEFEOREIZFIAEH AT,
T2 DORK R RICOVWTH R ZITO 2L Tholz., EFBFE T 2 EE O T4 %
L= (Figure 11-4 2MR). — HF O F VAT A LR RN L@EFEKNICEL->THl &
ZINHbDTHY (e, HLBEIFEEKET V), 5O FUAITAT A DEN F LI

BL, BN FEEPERICEETLLVOLDOTHo7 (e, RREHET V).
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ITRAITER - A-BIEO 3 BB, BRICIE, BROGEITEKD
WCBIRSNTATEEL T, T AL ITMHI SNATE LT, BlE 0% & 1T H I8
RINTATHELTHRBAIN TV, ZNHIET X TITAZRL B LD THLIN, 174
DOFRKICBE L THEWCE 22D > Tz, IR ESEET L TIIIT A O B ICE
DO, ATEOERIFFELEROG AL XTENFROLEREELZ EFIED lie.,
P(intermediatelaction) > P(intermediate|—action)]. LU, [Fl4E O i 1336 @ Jf K £
TOTIER AL L. BIROK R ET7 LG (Hagmayer & Sloman, 2009) (255
L, BRICERRNENTATECHM G SNIZITENEIN AL THIET 5720, [TEIEJR
WEGOBEKREZMIIZTD (e, 7770, BE). 20z, BIRINTAT %
R I THOREIE, TZoORKEFLOHRMITEEL LW e,
P(causelaction) = P(cause|—action)]. xf BAYIZ, HIZBLE ST A OREIL, 20
R FRCH L TR MR EZL0T 720, KR FELOHMHMICEBETS [ie,
P(causelaction) > P(cause|—action)]. B XIPJICEIRSNIATEI AN AL THEET S
B, BPUCHE SHERR 1T ACE SKHERR LR OFE R IR HLTHISND. DFED,
TAHOHEEICI>TRRERFELICH T EMITE(ET [i.e., P(causelaction) =
P(cause|~action)], 3 HUTIL S <HEFR LI ATEE S<HERR OFEEEITZFH LR21TT T

b5b.

Inter
E H mediate

Figure 11-4. iR £ 7 V(LX) ER S8 E 7 V(4 K)
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1. 2. 1.5

EBREMEBELLVCRRHE KF4 36 H2ERBBMELLE. EBRSINE 12T,
FERBIMOBLEL TR OM B ERDERSIMFEZIE LT, ERSINE TH WO
FHOBIEICE-oTELD 3 208 GBIR, T A, BLE) OWVTRIITEERIZHEY
YCbhiz. £z, 2 BMEORREET LV k@R ET L, KEHEHEET V) 2 EBR
ZIM#F N CTEIELE.

ERFHE EBRBEIITIFEZHATHBEZITIZETHY, 3 X—VTHERS
nahtFE2EEHAELEZ. 1 X—VHIZIEYFIAICE T2 #2, 2 X—VHES
NV HIZII MRS R0 ARSI T, 2 FE O U A 33 A
ETANKEHBEET LONT N TRIN TV (Figure 11-4 ). Zhbo v
FUA D KE 41X Hagmayer and Sloman (2009, Experiment 4) LR EE TH -7
B, RREETNDONRIA=ZEEET LV —H O TR B O, v FIUAIR S
AVTW BB T B bR iz,

1 R=YHTIL, THEHROBICROGF R BR B RLNDEME 2B, D
BHRICHHR B EIZOWTI A N3/ (Figure 11-4 2 #). 2 SO F U4
ZHEOFLVWREBICEHATI2LOThHoT2. FFOFLEWVWICETAVFTIATIE, FF
DFARWVHAT 2 (action) , fEHEARE R (outcome) , AZE 0 L@ L 7S 3k il 5 A
(common cause) £/ (XA HF 4 (intermediate) THY, A AN EIZLL T O

WY ThH-Tz.

DI S> T FTOZERHEMICENELE. RFEEZFEIT ML, Z5TRVWE ML

DHEBRESRL THD. MHRICEDE, ZOMEE, PHEOANECHTIR@BLICER TS

IR oTWnS. AEICH L TR R BLAE 2Ltk T, EHEE2F IR S. F

o, NAECK L CHI MR RELAR SDZLICE-C, K@AEICARD GE@EHERKET V). B RIC

L0L, REELFEITLTEREAHON, ERBIFIAEICH TIAMRRBELER S LIC
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ORNDLIENDI S TVD. ANAEICH LU CHMER BB LEFSZLICEoC, IR ICARD (A

REEHETN). COREFMERE ICE>THLPCSNTZRHRBEBERLTOET. ALICH

TORBLER OL, FEXFEOILICRVET . Flo, NECHTLIRBLER L, fFRK

A ELEYT (LBFERET V). FFEEFRIE, NECHTIRBLERE SISICRVET.

ZLC ANECHTOIRBLERSL, ERENGELEST (RRHEHET V).

EBRBIMEITH 3 OX—ATUF VA &G A, EREICEN LB 2. FRFITER
BIMBENFTIVFORBEETLVEBMBLCODINENHERL, BAL TRV EHIEL
BRI AEFHEIEL. VHIADIERF Y FIFERRBEET VOMAE D
TIEEBRSMER TATVZ =T AT LT,

KBRS MBFIL S TN, FHTIT2X—VHESIRX—VHTROONDIHEF
W O E BT 2T B OB R AR o> T, BIREETIE, VEWVWDOEERT
DU FERE o &, BEHAICEFELZFLOIOICRBILTEELFLoTNLILE M
BIDIHRDI. MAHETITIVEVOREREELFEDLDINTNDILE, BlE
HETIEMIAEVDOBERFEEFLoTVIILEB B TIIE RLE. 20k, &

IR ET ICB TR K FE S, HHOIER R E T T ISR A8 F 5% ok R
I Wk T OMAE EOFEER RN, ZREOFIRWICH T F VAT
(Y EWOBHEO N ALK TE2HMARRBELIZONWT, XN cEET
2?2 1EWVIERIIC VAS (0: FELZR, 50 #EH TE22\, 100: F1ET5) THIZE TS
FORDI. TZOEIZIZEDILWEERHYET N ? 1 EWIHE(E E OFEES [F AR IZ
VAS (0: 2<HENRWY, 100: ERICHE®HD) AW, FRIZ, TEIE1T > TV
RV EIZOWTHHER 220 RDBNTZ. 2 DD F VA %@ LT P(causelaction)
& P(cause|—action)& P(intermediate|action)® P(intermediate|—action)&\ ) 4 FEFH O

R 2 HE W SE 7.
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11. 2. 2. #BEBLUEE

Table 11-1 (ZFEEE OFB) LEEHER 24 R Lz, KR EEET L TIE, HEimofE
YIZBI ST, 1TE O A4 K R I BE A 35 5 0 A4 kL i R <, 1T Bh o FF Al RR 128
FEROAERMERERNMER>TWS., —F, Ll R K E7 vV CIE, @IRBEEN ABEITAT
BOABICEHDLOLT KD EZIT o TVWDAIENRINT. LIPLAEDND, Bl TIX
ITENVEER O EMEMTEFRAERKELVE SR TV

OB Q) XHNEET V() XITHOA BQ)DIRE = FIK 4 8o O3,
TAOEEDEH R (F(1, 33) = 26.61, MSE = 707.12, p< .001, n¢ =.16) ¥
FORRETNET B OO R HEAER (K1, 33) = 12.10, MSE = 456.75, p
=.001,n¢ =.05) BEEThoT-. FROERDIFITDOT=DI, BRED T —FITH L
T BROSES T EER L. BIRFEOFEMBICOVWTHREET V() XITED
RGBT EAT o1 ZA, ITHOHEEOEHE (F(1, 11) = 8.93, MSE =
497.89, p = .012, ni = .12) LRBEFNLELITLOEEDORZ EAER (F(1, 11) =
5.80, MSE = 465.23, p=.034,n¢ =.08) BRI BIROREEFLIEH O
FRE—FHLT, LBRKRET AV TIITHOR EIZE- TREEMENEATHIL1F7%<
(F< 1), HEEEHET LV TIIITAOA B> CREEBEAZ{LL T (F(1, 11)

=12.41, MSE =567.28, p=.004, 1 & =.37). WD 25 ABEDFE & B2 L

Table 11-1

KR 1SR D =4 By - 2 fiE LA YE R 2=

Common-cause Causal-chain
Inference P (cause | action) P (cause | —action) P (intermediate |action) P (intermediate | —action)

Choice

M 48.50 44.25 71.25 37.00

SD 32.54 27.49 15.02 29.33
Intervention

M 50.50 54.17 76.75 42.42

SD 35.74 30.70 30.27 32.51
Observation

M 68.50 37.67 74.33 37.17

SD 17.32 25.42 15.44 21.60
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THITo7llh, REETNVETAHOABEOR EERABAE THY (F(1, 11) = 5.18,
MSE=2836.7T7, p=.043,n ¢ =.09), {TEBSERLTWBE & OB F 5 o4 i
FIIATHREEL TRV G IV EGEESLTWe (F(1, 11) = 14.48, MSE =
488.39, p = .002, n ¢ = .25). BIFERLA ARE L I3 A IS, BLEREO R E 1 (2%
TOHRWMAM TIHITHOE RO ENROHRBAEE THY (F(1, 11) = 21.04, MSE =
659.27, p<.001, 4 =.43), ZHEEMITZR N> (F(1, 11) = 1.76, MSE =
68.24, p=.211, 14 = .01).

Table 11-2 |24 T3 T DMEAS FE O - B LR YR 72 47~ Lz, HERR O HE (3) X
KREETV(XITHOFEEQ)OREAS ZBEBR GBSO R, ITAHOHEDEZ)
RORGETHY (F(1,33)=17.10, MSE=174.27, p=.011, 4 = .02), ZDf D
EHRSKR BT E TRroT.

TR T HE, KR 1OMBIEIERKOICERINATEIEIN ALLTHEIET 0%
TR OMAEZHB T 550 Tholc. IR EEHET VICBITLERZMAE OFFEE
EIZ 0100 &V o7 M i 72 E L0 50 &V o7 i e OB ST o720y, ZIVITHE(S &
NZEZETELRWEDICHF BB BN ECTELOLRIRTED. LLaenn, £ 1
Dl AT AT I S<HEGR S BT S<HERR DS RE M IC R 22 22 L 2 W He 1

RLTND.

Table 11-2

FBR 1 IZR T DS BE O 4 L AR Y R 72

Common-cause Causal-chain
Inference P (cause | action) P (cause | —action) P (intermediate |action) P (intermediate | —action)

Choice

M 56.25 45.58 52.83 48.17

SD 31.04 20.80 25.57 25.65
Intervention

M 65.58 55.67 69.33 59.58

SD 19.94 24.09 21.63 21.93
Observation

M 53.75 55.50 57.75 55.83

SD 25.91 23.39 21.30 18.99
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11. 3. £&?2

FEHR 1 ORER, BERAITERIATATENITN ALRERICHE K F S LM R L
L, ITENOARDOFINFEZOREZ T TERTIHILNRENT. Z0HD
i RITBROKRRETNVHWOTFRE—FHL, ZOXHEINRBEBIN. LL, &
PUZTE SHE TR M NTEE S<HE R A E R E T VO IE 2O B > TT D,
RETNDNRTA=H (e.g.,, HRME, FLOKELUEE) FTEEICANDINIETIL
TS ILTWR. R 2 O B B9 TR IB KO A S<HE TR 23 R T 7 L O &
TR, WRETNVDONRTA—EEEZ BB L TUTONLTWDOINENRET T2 ThS.
FEB]R 2 TIIRKRFELEREDOWHRAETLINER T HEROEEREZEBIEL, T VA4 %
FEATIOAITONDER B INE ORI B2 KT THBmET Lz, ER 1 LRy,
REETNDONTGA—=LERTI2OICHEER 2 TIXYAME R EZH W CE L OB #%
Zfx 2 7-. Hagmayer and Sloman (2009) 23 E8E 92X AT S<HE
K REE DL EME AL TITOND26IE, FROEERICHOLT —H LR E
ER/FONDETT THDL. —FH, TNOLOHGRBERRET NVDONRIA=ZEEFEICANT

WHRE, FROEERISC T EEIEALTDITTHD.

1. 3. 1. A&

EREMEBS L VUERME KFPEBALZERSMELLLE. ZOFITHER 1
ZMLIEEZEST, FREBMEIIIERSZMOBILELTHRE DMK ERDERS
INREZPE LT, EREBRSINE TREBE, 0 AR, BLEFOWTIITEER TS T
bhie. e, HRFEROERER (EAERER, [RAHER) 2EZRSME N THRIFL
7.

ERFHEE ERSMBTOBEIL 2 DO FIA %A, HREITHIZETHoT-.
2 OOTFIAITER 1 THEALEZEFEOTFTIALETBH O FTIUALEARIZFEET

Hol=n, EB 1 L3R Ay, FhoovFiAgbEBEKRKET LTI TV
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(Figure 11-5 Z2/). 1 2OV FIUA L 4 HOHMTHERLINTEY, 1 K H IZKREE
TNOHR, 2 B IFVANIEIAEZOERE RO R, 34 B HIXHBREEE -
TWe. 1 HEBEOBAMKIZIE, v FTIFORNEFELEONEEZR TREALLLE R ET L
(Figure 11-5 2B /ATA—H 2B Wb O) BitdiShv iz, @@ 352040

BARW N EIZLL Fo@yThHor-.

RIEDOHZEIZE>TUTFTOZLBAHLMISNELE. EEHEZLTWD AL, £HITRNALDDL
FEWRA)—REH LD 0. CORREIHBEEYE CNABFRRE L2 CTEH /1%
Mo, BRLZEND Ko7V T 5L TALLEM I TITR b TWD . B oK ITHF
THREICLSTHONIZSNTEHRBERERLTOWET. N ICB T2 R EYWE CNA O
AWM T 2L, JVEE T2X0CR0ET. F72, MAICBT2M R ENE CNA O N

M3ne, RN TEIR AR =D LET.

2HBAOMAMITIE, YT IATRLEFEROAEREREEOH AT N ST
VW2 (Table 11-3 2 MR). 404 1E @IT 2 R T O, &R S IR RE
HROELYEREN 0.8 THY(.e., P(cause) = 0.8), K5 #E R 5 TIIF N & 5 0 7

FN 0.2 ThHho7o (i.e., P(cause) = 0.2). EHERDOER XL S INE N TEIESN,

EEAERLZMH p(cause) = 0.8
{EFE AR P(cause) = 0.2

CAUSE
iREE
B CNA

P(action|cause) = 1 P(effect|cause) = 1

ACTION
EE

Figure 11-5. £ 2 THEA LK EET L.
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—HFOTTFIANEBEHERF M Lo TONIE, b — T OV F VA IR L AR KR
HESN. NERETNVICBIDLIETONIA—ZEERTHEDIZ, FLOAL K IE R
I F VAR DI HE OFEMEL CYANTIR ARSI, 4TI 2~ A DR REE %
L, &51E 3 2OEGORIE (Bl 21X, thfR{ZEME CNA O -EB) -E R ay
—DW A 7RE) ERL TV, FEERERLTHWAEAIZ0, AL TRV G IEX
LECZLTHEFERORBLZRLZ. ERBIMEA I ZOIAMNI—IT T OHBZETIL
WROOENTZ. UARDBATDINEFIZERZINE ZLIZToF~AXL, YARDLEDFHI]IZ
FIRRFERPL TR RSN, BATELADINCEK R TLHERIIERSIMER TH
TR —NT U AE ST

3+4 FCH QMM TIE, H) W i & 2o T2 O E 21T O80T n AT,
HIWRE I, TR LTV DS A IR K ERNFIE T LM FE P(cause|action)Z 4] B 3
LAk EATEN L TR WG & IR IR B S 3T 1E 3 D 3 P(cause|—action) % | i1 35

MO 2 BE N DT, EHELOMBE L ITATONTRRSIME M TV =T

Table 11-3

R 2 IR HF RO AR #

base-rate
Data pattern high low
cause, action, effect 14
cause, action, —effect 1
cause, —action, effect 1
cause, —action, —effect 0
—cause, action, effect 0
0
0
4

—cause, action, —effect
—cause, —action, effect
—cause, —action, —effect
z 20 20

) B RS ELR T

—_——_ 0 O O O

18 JXMDOITEZRDIERFERREOFAEEZ —HIED20IC, 20 K5 2iER
kA AW

157



AxW ol ERSIMEILRIREE, AR, BIEFOWTNITEERICHDY TH
A, 2 OOHWAREICREIZE Lz, EE O FUA TR IO TITEI A 5%
X, D EVOBERZO R EZTHACTEMOICES ZMHDIOLREIL, EHL
TWAHZEEBBTHIORDTZ. M ABHTITHMVAE VOB ERNEHHIELNLTNDHIE
Z, BB TIIMVAVOBENET L TWDEI BB TIIERLE. 0%, K
K 5 G2 O fife S5 1] B &P T ISk 3 2B EOF ENRkdbhi. a5 ) U4
T, THYVEVORMANICB ISR ImEZEWE CNA OFEICONT, EDXH7RHEH
MNTEETN?JEVIERIC VAS (0:fFFELZRW, 100: /77 3 2) ThIZ W7, $7z,
[ZOEIZIZEDIBWAERHVET N2 1EWOFER EOFEELF K IZ VAS (0:4£<
HAE 23720, 100: FEHICHGEBHD) 2H V. 2k, HORIC 1K EOAK G.e.,
KERETNVERLEAK) 2 KEOHK Ge., FLOEEERERLIEZAK) &
RHZETFF ISR T,

RSB MBEIZAMOARTHERSNTND 12O FIFZFATHB 21TV, £
—FHOTFIFICEBWTHRAEDOFIETH W 21752 RkobNTz. v F VT &2+ 551
FEEEDHTOIT, 3-4 BB OHBREARWTHKIET KT ORI, FL DK
WKLV F VA DNEFRH W iR E ONE P IXER S IMEH CHAT L Z—=NFo A% Lo
7z,

BROFAH ZZTE, ETHDICERA_AZIX MW TEBHEER O T Z2E
ML, 20k, RERETVONIA=ZEE R LRWVERHEER O FRICOWTHAL
179, WRRAX I MBI L EERRED 1 2R R~ Lra7 & Tobs. KR~
AT7ERMEICEDE, RRETNMCBTIL2ERIIZOBEEOR IR FEREZEE TLLEDH
REGUNOFEG LMD, il 21E, Figure 11-5 (TR SHTWAH LD 7 4 3 i K
ETATIE, RREZLORE (e.g., MRIZEME CNA OFE) Nynde, 1T7H)
(e.g., o) ) LR FR (e.g.,, BH IR —DHD) 1TMLIZhD. DFY, R

FLROEREBEROHENIITHA FROIREBSZ > TLEAT, THOREIT AR
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MBI, iR FROARERICHBLR2Y. IR~ AVa 7R Mf2EHT5L, &

R K T VD[R R e =R 5 TR DI fREND.

P(CAUSE, ACTION, EFFECT)

(11-1)
= P(CAUSE) x P(ACTION | CAUSE) x P(EFFECT | CAUSE)

BLERMF BT RIZFLROBEINTREBIZE SV TITORD. ITEIO AR
EBELEG AR RFERNERE T IR EI_AXOERZH VT FOLSICH H

S5,

P(action | cause) x P(cause)

P(cause| action) = : :
P(action | cause) x P(cause) + P(action | ~cause) x P(—cause)

(11-2)
_ P(action | cause) x P(cause)
P(action)
(11-2) AT BT L 3T A— 2%k AFBELLTF O T Bl 148 5h 5.
P(cause|action), . = 0.9375x0.8 _ 1
| 0%75 (11-3)
P(cause| action) _xV.e 0.8

low base—rate 0 25

TEOHARZBE LG EORKNEFRLOERMERIIROIDICFHEIND.

P(—action| cause) x P(cause)

P(cause|—action) = ; ;
P(—action | cause) x P(cause) + P(—action | ~cause) x P(—cause) (11-4)

_ P(—action | cause) x P(cause)
P(—action)
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(11-D)KX IR R ET N DONATGA=ZERAT LU TOTFRIENGEHNS.

_(1-09379)x08 _
high base—rate - _ o
(1-0.75)
_(-px02_,

P(cause|—|acti0n)low pase—rate = (1-025) =

P(cause| —action)
(11-5)

BEOHE LR > T AFERBIRE BT MRIT, TE LK FLRE O
V7 RWOBRPNERRET VK ST ITbd. Zhuiuk, 77789 (k) I
FoTHTEN EIR R FRDIMSLITRDINOLTHD. MAILLS>TELERHLRIEICRDIE
X dollEfRid s, 2O IH7%2F R k1L do =L —4L5 bihd (Pearl, 2000). 17
B LUK FRITMANLITRLD0T, AT ORBICEHOLT RN FRITEERTER T

LIENTRESND.

P(cause|do [action]) = P(cause|do [—action]) = P(cause) (11-6)

(11-6) XK B ET NDONRTFA=FERANTDHE, BENHEHOTRE I RDEND.

= P(cause|do [—action]) =0.8

P(cause | do [aCtion]) high base—rate

high base—rate

(11-7)
= P(cause|do [—action)) =0.2

low base—rate

P(cause|do [action))

low base—rate

fe T, BIROK R ET VG, T2OLEMHEED O T MIZOWTH A Z1T.
BEWTITERORREST VHABERWHETHO T IZFECICRD, T AR B
OV RBE TR %. B IHEE 3L TIEI ACEE S<HERR TR R BT L O 3E 2D 7

TEVY, BEAHEE S T AICESHERIZIR R ET NVOMIE L RTA—ZITHEILE
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LD THD. I ANFERLE R T,

FEEEICHEROEERDP M SN RN EEE

FIHEE DL T T 5. oFY, QA1-DRNICBITHE FMEOFFEMAF CIZes.

P(cause|do [action])

high base—rate

= P(cause|do [action))

low base—rate

(11-8)

P(cause|do [—action]) = P(cause|do [—action])

high base—rate low base—rate

HHHEER TIEMALEBROHERIIRRET VO EIZOHRMEITD, THELT
BEZENTLOIEEHAELTHRWR, HE R TR EZITH55 A I1LEER O B E
THD 0.5 127N EEND (cf. Waldmann & Hagmayer, 2005). ZDO K E D

TTA1-8) Tk D Lo 5.

P(cause | do [action]) = P(cause| do [action]) =0.5

high base—rate low base—rate

(11-9)

P(cause|do [—action)) = P(cause| do [—action]) =0.5

high base—rate low base—rate

1. 3. 2. BEBLUEE

Table 11-4 (ZRF EMH DOV H LR HER E 2R L, SR ERJ M LIRILER KM L

Table 11-4

KER 2 (SIS =R 4 By - 2 fiE LA YE R 2=

High base rate

Low base rate

Inference P (cause | action) P (cause | —action) P (cause | action) P (cause | —action)

Choice

Predicted values 50 50 50 50

M 53.06 48.69 52.25 44.38

SD 32.25 27.49 28.71 26.12
Intervention

Predicted values 50 50 50 50

M 49.63 52.81 50.06 50.13

SD 35.20 31.65 29.48 29.74
Observation

Predicted values 100 20 80 0

M 83.19 29.63 72.31 33.75

SD 18.48 22.13 24.34 27.64
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B2, BEHUTEE S<HEGR TITATEY O E i - IF AR e TR 3 5 o F B =R O R E i 23
IZFAETHY, A S<HER THIT BB AE R L TWDREEIEAE ORF T L
FEMAERLTRY, BlIRICESUHHER CIIITEIAERL TSRO FRERL T
ROVKRF XS RK FROERERDNEGFEESNTND. 2L RIE, Bl I
FOHERTREN ACE SR AEX AL THY, BIREZNALLTHRZLIEEZRL T
5. FBR2OHMTHIRRET NVDONTA=ZNE B SITOD0A D F 8 e U= 5
PR R E R R O HEIZ Lo T BT, BPUTE SHEGR T, m A HERL
EIZBIT D EMHE AR EE R LM ITBITLF EMICKREREZTALNRN. I AITHE
DSHEFR THIRIERIS, 2 DOFGMRMICH LR ZEITA LIV, Bl 82123 S<HERR Tl
H RS TV TTEI RN AR L TV DR OJF R 5 4 o4 e 3 03K 5L 1 4
IR mSFEESILTWD. ATEI R IEAE DG A, & 5 1 =R 4 LR AL v R &
O EMBITIFFEFFELY. ZNHO R R 1L, @HRICHE S<HE M \ZEE S<HERR I
BOWTHEROEERNEEFEIN TV ARWVWIEEERL, BEOHEHEZER AL QO DiE
RORKET VEEHZLFLTND.

INHORE RITLL T OREFHREIT I L THER SN TS, FEEMEIZ DWW THE &R O fl
FE)XEERQ)XITHOREQDES ZBER DB E2To72L2A, ITEIOA
DT E (F(1, 45) = 9.25, MSE=1473.88, p=.003, 15 =.09) BIOHEH O
FEIATHOEROLZTEEANEE Chote (K2, 45) =7.11, MSE = 1473.88, p
=.002, ng = .13). i BAFMICH D700, TRENOHEH LIS EHO T —
BB 2 L TIPDa T &2 T o7, BIBEICB T2 EMEIZOWTHERER(2) XITH O
HEQ)O ZHER BN EIT T2, WTNOEGRBIORAEEHLAEET
ot (Fs < 1). o, M ARICHB T EEIZHOWTHEER(2) XITEHOF #(2)
O FEK BN ERERIIT72EZA, WTHOEHRBLIORAEEHLE E TR
mole (Fs < 1). L L, BLERICB T EEICHOWTHEER(2) XITEHOF #(2)

DO _BHRSESEAT o1 E2A, ITEHOAEO XL ENE & THY (F(1, 15) =
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36.32, MSE = 934.70, p < .001, n ¢ =.51), LWERLITHOAH EORZ AAEMBA
B Thotm (F(1, 15) = 3.76, MSE = 239.50, p= .071, n & = .03). LRy
ITBOF BORBEAEAICONT LR EZIT 272£25, P(cause|action) DFE E 2
WCHEREROY DA EMIn Tho7z (F(1, 15) = 4.04, MSE = 234.46, p = .062,
ne = .06). BESONAICKE SR TIIEROILEERNEZ FENT, B82S
Hefm CIIF R OELERNZ [ INLIENP LT,

Table 11-5 ZHfE(5 O ¥ ME &R Uiz, G OFERE (3) X FHESR (2) X 1T & DO H
Q)DIRE ZFER AN OREFR, #HmOBEBEOENRBLIOITAOHE O E 3R
NE B ThY (F(2, 45) = 3.79, MSE = 1443.48, p = .030, no = .10, F(1, 45) =
6.30, MSE = 190.50, p = .016, o = .13, respectively), ZOf DO E LK H
ERIZA B Chhole. £, BIRBESN AR O EIXB S0 E TERVLO
O, PREICE Eo TV, ZOZEE, BIRFELI AR IUT D e 4 B 2505 £ O
K FIcEDH b [ THEUZL DO TIERWIEZ R LTINS,

INLOREREFLEDDHE, F28R 2 OFE RITERORRZ T VEGHGO TR E— LT
BY, BRI ATHESHE G TITEE RN E H T, BLEICE SRR ClrI A%
RPEBRF SN T, £z, TRHOH W TR EOE T Ik Tl S ZshTWnizh

JTIE o Tz,

Table 11-5

FER 2 2B DHEAS FE OV ¥ i LAFE HE{R 72 Table 6-1

High base rate Low base rate
Inference P (cause | action) P (cause | —action) P (cause | action) P (cause | —action)

Choice

M 47.06 49.13 55.25 45.88

SD 22.97 28.86 25.70 29.56
Intervention

M 63.38 54.69 59.38 58.38

SD 21.15 23.02 17.18 21.29
Observation

M 70.75 63.63 71.38 65.50

SD 21.34 21.95 14.38 23.22
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11. 4. EE& 3
KB 2 OfE R, BRAICRIRSNIATENIEM ALL TR IO, TDOXHRITAIC
HEMTERRETNVICBIL2FROLEERITEHA SN TWVLIENRENT. Thb
DFE R, BROMAICESHRBICBWTHEET LD RFGA—4 (e.g., LD
B MEBRE) TEZEEBEINRNETI2EMHEERO THE—HKL TS, FEE 2
DFERDPOLFEZOILMERNE FINTORNIERH B LRoT2Y, 4 [ O K R ik
ERBEINTODNE NEA NI TRV, ER 3 O HIERRBLOI A
CESHERAR FEREZERL TITONLTCVDINE PR T2LTHS. £ 2 &
R OMEE M NT, LM OR RBEMREORSER TR RRELEEIEL, EEBR SN
B ORI B A BT T a Uiz, IS AT B S <HE R 23 R B 3 o 2 &
MLTiThh226F, RRBEICHDLDLT —BLEFEMRFLNLIETT THD. —
T, ZUHOHEFRNIR R ET VICB T LR R BEZEZ BICANLTHDRD, KRR E

IS CCREEE R ZAL T T THS.

1. 4. 1. A&

EBREMELLVERME KFEAEQRAZERSMELLL. ZOFICER 1A
BNZER 2 IZBMLEEITBLT, EFRBIME ITIZERZ MO B EL THAE DN
RERDFERBIMFEZIE LTz, ERSINEF ITERBE, AR, BIEHEOWT I E
EZAICHIVY Tohiz, Fe, BN FR I THTBoR RmE (&K R®RE, KK
FrRPE) ZFEBRBINE N THERIELE.

ERFHE FHREIOKRMOITER 2 LRK Chon, EH TR R ET VEE
DINFGA=ZPR R TN e, FEOVF VA LEB O FIAZRE R EHET L TRl
L, RUERL - BEIRORPOR R RELBEELL (Figure 11-6 Z2/}). 1 2O 7Y
FF AR OB THER SN TEY, 1B IZREETVOHR, 2K BIFVANMILDH

GO EEROE R, 34 K BIXH Wraf BE &7 > Tz,
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1 M BORMKIZIE, YFHIFTONFEZONFEZH TERBLLIZNEET /L (Figure
11-6 MHARFA=FEB WL O) PRRfishTnz. 2 B o H#KIZIE, ¥ F U4 TxR
LR G oA RIEREZOH AT ARSI Tz (Table 11-6 B ). F4 0
AR I 2 FER IO, & AR E S TIITENE S ER AR RSO R
2 < (i.e., P(intermediate|action) = 1), SN F LR R F S 24 K ST D0 RN
K2r~7= (.e., P(effect|intermediate) = 0.5). & B& A9, KA BL 58 B 5% 14 CI1EAT 8 A3
BN RGeSO RN (G.e., P(intermediatelaction) = 0.5), B/ F L0
FERFGREERITEIBENEHIEKESN TV (le., P(effect|/intermediate) = 1).
KR GREE DR (& KRR E vs, KR RRE) XTEBRSME N CRIESH, —F
DY FIANE KRR E SR> TONIE, 9 — F O FUA IR K 500 B S 412
B E SNz,

3-4 M HOHMTIE, HIWARBEE W I T EEOREELITOZENRDLI
.o MW REE, THL TV A ICENFERRIEET DHRE
P(intermediatelaction) Z | Wi T2 B LT E L TR WEH A TN FELDHFETD
file % P(intermediate|—action)Z | Wr T2 E D 2 FH NH 7. EBRS A X, 10
AVRBERMICATHZRINL TWDI BB TLRIEE, MVAEVWRITHIELRT
WHZEEG T LN AR, VG VWRITEIL CWAZ B T 2B RO VT

\ZHEVE A 1B Y TH, 2 DOH WA E IC | & L.

SESES A RS

P(intermediate|action) =1  P(effect|intermediate) = 0.5

INTER
MEDIATE
HIED
ENE
CNA

EFFECT
E
Hal—
DiFY

ACTION
B

P(intermediate|action) =0.5  P(effect|intermediate) = 1

EAESE RIS
Figure 11-6. £5 3 THEHLEZKREET V.
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HBREDFE Figure 11-6 [IRLEKBEET AN EZONEE, RESNAX R
AW EMHEEFOTHIILL TO@YTHS. KREHETT L CITIT A OB H 2
DOT, ATEDRAEE L TWAEEIEEITRVWE A IVLENF L 0L EERENER
% [i.e., P(intermediate|action) > P(intermediate|—action)]. Table 11-6 {2/~ L7=4E
GBS, TTEINERLTWDREOSRMEMEMELIEITLL, UL To T HHE1E
bd.

P(intermediate| action) =1

strong (11_10)
=0.5

P(intermedeate | action)

weak

R HE E B CIRIR SR R S BR S DT, 2 DO KR 58 FE S TR T I E 23
WHAND. L, AT AAER LT WEG S I3E N F RPN AR THZ LT R0V ed,
2 ODFMTHETHELELND.

P(intermediate | —action), .= P(intermedeate | —action),,, =0 (11-11)

strong weak

Table 11-6

FBR 3 ITBITHF SR O A F #

causal strength
Data pattern strong weak
action, intermediate, effect 5 5
action, intermediate, —effect 5 0
action, —intermediate, effect 0 0
action, —intermediate, —effect 0 5
—action, intermediate, effect 0 0

0 0

0 0

—action, intermediate, —effect
—action, —intermediate, effect
—action, —intermediate, —effect 10 10
z 20 20

) B RS E AR T
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N, BIRORNREETVEG, T2bLEMHEE O TRICOWTHIZITH
BLEMCITERORNRETVHEBEENHEET O TRNIIFR TSRO0, M ARBE
ONERFETITR 2D, BRHEE D TIE ACESHE R IZR R ET VO & IZ0 2
eV, EAHEE S TN AICE SHERIZR R ET VO E L RTA=ZIIWHEIEB
DB THD. I ABER R RBE CUE, FFE MBI IR 598 B A R SAL7a V&% B A #E
ERAT TR T 5. 2FED, (11-10)0R BT D% S OFF EME A FE Cicies.
=1 (11-12)

P(intermediate | do [action]) = P(intermedeate | do [action])

strong weak

CITCIEREREOMHIMELT 1 Z2FELTEY, ZOMITXKE EBEZE DR ERN LD
LLTEZONDZEZERLTCWD. [TEIRNARLTOWANWESITIENFL N ARL
N, PRIMEIZEHE E RIS,

=0 (11-13)

P(intermediate | do [—action]) = P(intermedeate | do [—action))

strong weak

1. 4. 2. H#EBLUEE

Table 11-7 IZFFEEOFEE LIEHER E2R L. WTFOHEGRICB W THITEN &
AL RF OB TG O R ITATEN IF AR R IV EmHBr s Tnd. BIRICE S<HER

TUL R R B0 S LA IR R 5 B SR I ISR 2RF B ITIEE AL E TR b, —
07, A ANICHEE SHERR TIX, ATEI AR L TOD A 1B T R 78 B &1 oRT
TEAE AME R R IR S KoL T i T, F, BlRICE SR I3t # o
FEIZEDLT, @& KRR S0 MR KE R R E K MELvbEmGEESh Tz,
EIRBESCBE O RITENHERNEZRAL CODERIROR R ET VHEGREILRFL
TWHHDD, it AREORE RITEAHEE H O T HNIZIE WS D Th o7z,

AP E MBI DWW CHERR O Tl (3) X IR R 58 FE (2) X ATE O A () DR & = H K 70
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ST ETSTEZA, REBEO X R (F1, 39) = 22.09, MSE = 271.10, p
<.001, ng =.06) ATEOAEOEHE (F(1, 39) = 90.12, MSE = 578.93, p

< .001, ng = .48) RNHEETHY, HHoEELHERE DL AR (F2, 39)

4.78, MSE = 271.10, p = .013, n o = .03) <K F 50§ 247 B O A 1€ D 52 H A A
(F(1, 39) = 4.30, MSE = 296.67, p = .044, ng = .01) RNR O, # RAFEMIC
P ARLDIT, TNENOHETR ZEICHEEM DT — 2 & jl 2 ITL ThB T &21T o 7.
BIRBEICBTL2F EMEICHOWTHERBRE Q) XTEIOAH ()0 Z ZR 5 #Hm i %
IToleZh, ATTHIOREDO LN ROHLAHE Tho7z (M1, 13) = 13.10, MSE =
1590.49, p = .003, 1 ¢ = .35). 7=, St ABEICI I HF & 122 TR R 38 % (2) X
ITENORHER)D K BT EFRICITo72e2h, RRBEOER (F(1,
13) = 12.17, MSE = 243.09, p = .004, n¢ = .12) BIOITEHOA D T4 %
(F(1, 13) = 44.13, MSE = 837.93, p < .001, n¢ = .63) 725N K 5F i £ L7 @)
DEEDZEHIEM (F(1, 13) = 5.19, MSE = 84.85, p = .040, 5 & = .02)
Thole. TBELLTHEM EROMEZIT MR, TEHREELTWDILE
TR B RE O RENE ETHY (M1, 13) = 17.18, MSE = 165.30, p = .001, n ¢

= .34), ITE AR L TOZRWE A 1R 58 E o2 RITA B M Tholz

Table 11-7

KER 3 (SIS T D = By - ¥ fiE LA YE R 2=

Strong causal strength Weak causal strength
Inference P (intermediate | action) P (intermediate | —action) P (intermediate | action) P (intermediate | —action)

Choice

Predicted values 100 0 100 0

M 71.93 26.93 63.27 29.93

SD 23.17 24.51 23.29 33.03
Intervention

Predicted values 100 0 100 0

M 83.79 26.79 63.64 17.86

SD 11.18 30.06 17.41 17.76
Observation

Predicted values 100 0 50 0

M 81.07 29.93 55.79 15.21

SD 16.35 33.18 25.85 20.39
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(F(1, 13) = 3.43, MSE = 162.65, p=.087, n¢ = .03). I, BB ICB T BT
TEAEAZ DWW CR SR 08 (2) X AT B O A HE(2) D FL K 43 8o BT & [ AR IS T o728 25,
KRR EE o E R (F(1, 13) = 15.96, MSE = 350.77, p= .002, n & = .15) Bk
VCfTEOFED LR (F(1, 13) = 67.34, MSE = 437.21, p < .001, n 2 = .48)
NAEETHY, RAEERITIAE CRrolz (F(1, 13) = 1.20, MSE = 327.22, p
= .294, ng = .01). BIFTE SR TIREERENEE SN, A AICESUE
A OB R O<KHE TR IR R R E RSB SN DT e RSN,

Table 11-8 |[ZHf15E B DY ME A4~ Lz, HEGm OFEFE(3) X K R R (2) X{T A DA
BE)OIREG ZER BT ORE, RRBELTHOREDOLZBEENOLNAE
Thoi- (F(1, 39) = 7.45, MSE = 187.16, p = .009, n¢ = .01). H#Hli %) R O
EORER, MR R RERMETIIITEHOREBICL S THREEDNRRIZENHLN LR
~7= (F(1, 39) = 5.35, MSE = 185.86, p = .021, n & = .02).

INOLORERZZERTHE, FER 3O R ITERIRORRET VGO TR EE 455 )
—H LTz, BRI, SHRUCE SKHERR TIRE R E NS T doTe
D, A ACEESHERR CIXIR R BE DN HLFEE B E I T, Fio, BlEICK S<GE

i CHRRRENZ EINDZET TR E L T,

Table 11-8

EER BT ITDHMENR FE O fE LA VAR 72

Strong causal strength Weak causal strength
Inference P (intermediate | action) P (intermediate | ~action) P (intermediate | action) P (intermediate | ~action)

Choice

M 59.93 55.80 53.13 59.07

SD 25.16 28.67 26.55 26.51
Intervention

M 67.79 62.14 60.57 63.71

SD 20.58 21.60 19.28 19.15
Observation

M 73.79 69.14 69.07 80.36

SD 26.74 26.39 24.21 19.92
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l

AL, BEREREICBITOREHERICOWVTERLN ALL TR LA TS
G, BN ACE SHERIIR B ET LD NRTA—Z MG L TH R E T LD
BIZOHBPES>THT DN TWLNE PR THILx ALl TERSN. ERBINE
Wy T VA G EE THRBIR K ET VICB TR K F RN R #EEHE T BT L8
MEREHPSE LIS, EHICTRRSNATE MG SN /T8 S Il 82 S
NIATEN X BIL, BINEZN ALL TR A TWDIE RS (B 1), UANME R #
BMEHWTHRREET VDONTA=ZEEJE UIZHE G DT DIV TO D0 E D5 L7z
B, BN ACE SR THRRELORLERNE FEINLI LT eh ol (E
Br 2). Fio, BHRITE SRR IR R B E BB ST, /i A S<HERR IR
FoRE N ENDZENR ST (B 3). BPUTE SHERR TR W THE R R
RBENERBINZPSTCZLITENHEERE X TIbOTho72. 12720, ft Al
FEOHERICBOWTHRREBENBE SN TWDLIREEHEED L — B LARWE b —
HTIEA L.

KRR ICBOWTHEREROER LRMENE EINDLILE R, &MHE N Z
T 5T HF7E (Meder et al., 2009; Waldmann & Hagmayer, 2005) &i3xf A9
I, RIF RO RIZZNODNTA—LRE FEINIRNEERL, B H#HEE 34 R
THLD Tholo, BYPUTHE SHEGMITEME R LR R FRE PRS2 -T2 B
HELT, ERFEBOERNEZOND. BINHEENRZ X TIMRITFROBRIEL
LTOIN Az > TWDHDITx LT, RBFFEICEIT 25 M@ IRSh 1T 8 b Sh
ATE Th-o7e. ZNOHDOT B O RITH IR SNTELT, EOXL T AR
CTWDENEVIHIEREREDOERNKRET LOARTA—LZOMAICEBLLENBLA
RN, Fo, HERRICHEER N SN AW XL HE R GER LTI 2 D528 TEDH N,
RERPEROERFRERLEAMEOERFRERL A Lo TS, HAEROMHICEHLT

¥ Tversky & Kahneman (1974) Z# O L THEH EZ DM A NITHLONTEDY
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(Barbey & Sloman, 2007 for a review), Jk ¥ 8§ 58 T3 A & 12 3 S | 23 A <
BESN TS, LLARD, AR TIEEOIIRBE TR LR, AUF5EOR £ %
— AR IR E R ER LI X TRV OV TIEEE R O SR N RSN TV 5D.
BROKREET VG TIE, BMAICERRINATE ERE ST ENITEH I
ANELUTHEREL, M2 TR CHER BT ONDIENBEINTVD. LnLAans, K
WEFE D FEER 3 TiE, BHUTEK SHETR TRRRE N EZEINT, St AMTHESHER T
XA R R S B R ST L A AT S KHERR TR R R EE AN S Tz Z &I
DOWTE, BRBRITENCR L TTHE BRIV IEB RO R RE AN
, KR REREDM DOIE RPN HEV B B S NRD T2 LR, ZD XS5 2
MIFAEL TSR0, M HE NPT RITITIFRCEREZRIZL TVDLITF WEIhRu.
AR TIE, BIRDLM AL TR THZEE R LR, BIFILTLLMALRD
DI TIER, AAORBENLHEM 7252055, Hagmayer & Sloman (2009) |
HEOBBRNBINMAELLTHIONTWARWER G LLTH KW (self-deception) &
VTN T 4F vy 7 (self-handicapping) ZZ T CWD. B & X H 4 TIiréh &
BRLTWDICHE LT, (OO DOERIZK S TITEI ARSI TWNWDHEE 2 HT L
Thb. Quattron & Tversky (1984) ([ZRDEMFEA 2L IEAFF S NIZWmAKDFIC
RWKH FZR T TWONLZENBRSNTL G, EBRSMEBE N F 2R TRHE IR
<%, FREZTRMIZA HFOBRRICES>THREDICLEOLLT, @EM OO
WCFER TR DNELRDEERSMBF IZRIZ LW, —F, BHFITEVER2E
RIHVREEZANHY CTHEIVHTIETHD. MEZELIZLICI>TEWEREE2ZO
B E IR B SEDIENATREICRY, BHERIGE N RIZND. BB LT AT o
Frobtr 7I3ELOLE RN RRIFITHLEDOLT, ZOXITRE XA TV RWIZOITH
IS ERTIF R END. b Ex IS, EERIIANERICEs TRREBETTH
WCHBEDLLTHRERZNMER SEVE & OFITENCIR B T 5023 # )48 (illusion

of control) TH 5.
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J IR U J& DB ZE TIEAT 2 F ISR E R ISR B T OB M A DY, BLEE ITT/ED
NHEER IR B T2 M A HLZERHMONTEY, 2T T AT -BIEET AT A
(actor - observer bias) LFEIXIL TS (Jones & Nisbett, 1972). il 2 1%, 3Bk
DFfERDE ST G BT AN TR ST B EF ITITAET OB A R ENIZIFEE
L, TANEZ T TAT 2 B I XRENE Lol EA IR R T 2280305, 178 FH L8
BH B TLHEROE N 4 B —FHETbiEf ST\ (Gigerenzer & Hug,
1992). ZRHOBLER RN OK L £ 7 /L E i THH AT RE NS DWW TIEA % O H 372

W THD.

172



$

i N
AYA
H

%5



12. HERE

12. 1. BEHRXHARDOFED

ANE G SCHFZE D B E9IE, KR E O LK R R E OB LK RHEFR DO 3 O
DM HENHE R SAX R O LB FH R Y EERF 752 Thotz. %8 1 TIEIA
REMEOFEICBILEEBEROEENZMFI L, 2 FH THERINDRED H M2
KRS OHWRREE AV, LEBFRNVERNERF TR0 ELLBE A Sh
LifEE LI (B8R 1), 2OfER, LB FRPIOREHINDLIIENRENT. Ez,
AR TR R LIS & ORI 2R D HZEICE ST, LB F 0300 LR BIE T F A
DRFEBETEDINTEEEZLIFLTODINRA LT s, %8 9 # < I13w i IE
Fe R0 B S, BRATORBICHE - THAESH FERNNERINDLIICRDZE
BB Lot (EBR 2). I8, LA B FREERAICEMELTILZH F1800H
SR B DH FMENREDIITHENPNDENIT OV TR B /T 75 5B, MAEM DI AEIC
BT AN —AF—U—TIZHR B OM B SRR N (8 3). FHADaIa=
r—va il TN A=) = TIER RO+ 5 MK SRR AR shz (5
BRo4). BE9E 1 OfE RN, HEBFERNSE DI A SNE0ITR IS U TEA
THIEN RS, B 2 IR RHEE 05 B IV T B) F 2350 LIR5 [ JIE
FE T30 NG OBE MM ICE > TEDIINTEAL TP RFI LIz, EBROGE R,
FLROENDVROVEMARRETITEZB FERNON, BEROBEN L WEMERRE T
EREEEF EAPORERENLIIEN RSN (ERR 1 BXOFER 2). 72, It Al
L% B TIXZO X7 W 7 s DAL XM R S Nen o7 (EBr 3). #F %8 2 OfE R
o, BB FRNVOME IR NRHLIE0, Bl ATIER R 2220 E
TWHZEPREINIZ.

52 3 TIXRRMEDZEBH BN TR ETIEREBIELLZ 9 DOERND 114 5

Haxld, HAIN—2770—FLH G T 7 o—F R RNT T o —F OMREKH R
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EFLDLBBRAEIT o7, V32l —2ar OfE R, HESAZXFYIET LD 1 ST
b5 SS NU—ETNANT —ZIIxTo0RbEmWEGELRLTEY, TOX IR
I, 98 4 TR RBEOFEHIZEWTBRICILFHEELNMANICLFEHOLE
LOMWK RREDIEMRMEEEZLEOT R L. EBROMBR, MTAICEILFEHD
REHRERALOLNT (EBR 1 BIOER 2). 2O RIEIBEEN ATEERS Y0t
AP NTNDZELERIETHHD THoT.

W98 5 TIZIR R AR IS B W CBLE I SRR L AT E SR K B Sh s s
et Lz, BB ICE-o TR EEFREFE LG S IImM A ZHEICX N T2ZE08 RS
NEZOIZR LT (ER 1), T AL THRRBAKREFEH LSS IR LTnWDZE

ERT A REEITAE bR o7 (BB 2). ZhODRE RNHE XA X Ry M
—EDOEEEPRROLNLLOD, ZOHMITITEERE R P L ETHLIENRES
Nz, WH9E 6 T ACE KRR w42 B ERESL HICETIRELZRIROK R
ETVEICESEY T, BMIRBNMAELTHRE T, ARERETANEEINDID,
KEETNDNRIA=ZNEFINDIPBH L. 2O R, KRETFTVITBZESIND
W O(FEBR 1), RERSKRREREDRTA—XIBFE IRV LR RS (E) 2

BLOFER 3), BIRORRETVEROZ Y ENREBINT.

12. 2. BHHEE

CITIEHEARMFIROR RERREASAXRXY MO BERIZHOWT, ZTNEOME»HFEL
BERD. RAEMEEOFHICEHLTUL, RESXAZXIRYMIEDE BT TR, Ba—Y
2T 47 A WEFHHLIEE I TS (e.g., Fernbach & Sloman, 2009;
Lagnado & Sloman, 2004). KR _XAX Ry R L EH FRNVICEZEZELOIIR L
T, INbDba—IRT 4y ATIERBIEF F A0 EEMAL TS, R BIE T F 2350
Do AR 34T % (e.g., Lagnado & Sloman, 2006; White, 2006) TiLZ

NEDEa2—VRAT A I AN T FHEIN TR, RAAFZE CITLZ 8 F n0nnic ik S<K
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REEEOH BN RONTED, RRSAXRXY MR 7O/ R ERoTND. Ll
W5, WFZE 2 TR E OB I Lo THW TSN EA L T22ER RS TERY, £H5
N DETAPELNENILY, “ERREELTH GHELTWDEE DTN EY
Tob. £72, Mayrhofer and Waldmann (2011) XK FE D+ 43 Mgk S<ea—VU =R
TAV T AERBLTODD, %8 1 TIEMEME S+ MO HIZE SRR MA Ao
THY, ZNETTIEHR P CERW. XA XET AELR L TINOOF B A AT EEDNE D
INEA B OBFRETHD.

K350 O %8 TIER B ASRAX Ry D 88 RNU—FFTNT —HITx L Tib E<
Y TIEESTRY, RRARAXRY RIS, Eio, REHRICB O THR LA
AxyFEAOFTRE—BT LM RPBOI, ZOZYMEINRBINTZ. LInLRDES,
BRENANCONWTE—HBLTARNA XX IR ET LU EDEWR A LN, XAX
Fy R CIEH H OEWET I RCEDLEL TR X2, #F%8 4 THEMN AICE-T
K38 o e E MR STV e, e, BEREICE T #MmE R -7 6 TiX
B SHERICB W CHBEET NV ENRTA—ENBF JFINTZOIZx LT, I ATk
SR TIERRET VOBENE B IIL, TONRTA—RIEEIN2hoTe. ZOTE
TRRORBEETVHBO TR EIT KT 20, BIWFIELLTOR RS XXy
FPBIZ T RSN NS D Tholz. ZNHORE RITBE LN AIIZZ 778 BREL £
BN REEATE NBHLIEERBL TN,

AR =27 T a—F @A 7 7o —F TR R 2R CE A ICE T L TEY,
KRR ERL IR TR ER2nicd, REBEOFECER R RmICTOET VA
WA T HZ8FTERY. e, HRBEOFE TIEIRRA_IAZXIRYED 8§ NU—FT
VEDHE VA E AR TIENTERN ST, THORE Fix, KR OFE L &Hm I
BOTHAR—27 7o —F Rl 407 7o —F NRF A X3 b 50 R0

T7a—=FIOBENATHDE DB RONRNIEEBRL TS,
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12. 3. SEDORE

AKWFIETITRE 2 2 ERAZBL TR RASAZIRY DO Z YL G L TER, £12HK
A TETWRVEI b ZHIEIN TS, B2, ThthoBm R ICE T2 AAEM
DIRFT SN TWRNWZETHD. R TIE, KEMEOTH LR R BEOTH LR
RHFH DO 3 SOMEICH T TENENICELTERZIT 7. LLAENRDL, Zhbo
AR TR LT D TR, VISR B LHHIEZ AbND. I, KR IE O
AROSR R OB BT AL TR S OSBRI ELTE B
HE N TWwb (e.g.,, Booth & Buehner, 2007; Waldmann, 2000, 2001;
Waldmann & Holyoak, 1992; Waldmann & Walker, 2005). F# HIC R 754,
TS DR FE TIE R KA & 2 B A L TR R 8 B O B 2R D T Doz LT, #F %8
1 CIEIR R 58 B 2K R B ICHAE L CIRUR A 1E O T 23R DTS iF9E 1 TIEgE O
) Wr D I & A TN 3T FE O W 23 225 28 Tl 2 O BIFRIZ DWW THE 22550 &L A

BONDTEAY. Fio, FHEHRICEAL TORRICHAEFEROBRFNE END.

BT, ERBEICEN T2 BN ETOND. ZOHEB O D% O LI kR
I, ARFFETIE A KO AL T, BLEICITE L Ll L %<
FIET DL 06T, B AR EH WEERIXIZEALEITDOR T, [JE A
ARy MEZAEZEHIZT TR, ERAEBBBOENR TR THY, 4 BIZTDIDREK
ERHWEERROLETHD.

=0, AABEBROMEERNZETOND. FRBE DO FHITBIFDLAZ T 2RV T,

AT TR AR RBERAIRI G LI TV, L, KRR ICIEFE AR
FTh, MR BERLHY, WEBIEFFETHLEVIA RBAFIEL TS (Baetu &
Baker, 2012). 5 (2K 548 1% O 5 F B LT AY K R B AR &2 o 72 B 22 138 /L o
ROFEAEL TELT, 217 O — b Al 48 M D 7= 1T, H i Y K J 4 & 0 5 E DO E R
DRSS,

HWIZ, P TINIARXNRETOND. FRIZESTEZ D DENVTHLE DD, Kb
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FETIEFE 7 =R 16 SAAT 5 40 AT TR STV e, SR BV IZITR: E DX &
WKL T+ EISBLEAITOZEITB LS, VR WEB T A AL THEH L2 TN
b2, — O TIEY T AF AR NINEESITHEBE OB M BNRE S IR0
EREENTWS (e.g., Kareev, 1995, 2000). 7=72L, ZH 50 & H A B4R £ <0
B R ARELICLEY 2l —var DR THY, bR EDLIITBERMEZ K H 350
EVHTEEEBFIZAILTORW., RIFFR T LAk 4 BT T V&2 W TRERD
HRPEONDDHENDDIULERDD.

B, M7 7 a—F (De Houwer, 2009) DB A3 FHNS. A#FZED
FEBRFETIIRRERA IR M ERERTT VOB T2 TE o720, 71
XTI BTLMEME R KL IS8 1 TmEHRET L TOHRHH SN T
BY, KRRXAZRY M THHAENEINDITIFTSZOL TR, TryX o JH R T,
HORRELR C1PERFL E 2R ESHETCWDIOEHLELIKIC, CL o FF
% CoNEZBISEILTWDHOEBELS S, EDRIKIECi ThoT Ca TIEARWVE
W END, ZOIINTEATE RSN FLRITL > TH e T4 O R RN MR H W S
HZEFNEIT 7y X F IR TS, ZOBENE R T5-012F, TRENDJR
R BAIEIHEH 7228 OniEM), BEOEAT RS B HE R 2k KETHI
FRILTWDIEFRARE)BMLETHLIENMON TS, NESRA XXy D VI
L—a TG Lig RYED R R 33 B "l B2 a5 7y, [RUIR NAZX Ry M TH R A RE
%A, MEETNVERRSRAZR I NDELLDET ANV R Y THLIN R AT NE F

ns.

12. 4. 8&bHYI
AAE A G SCAFZE T, AR ANAZX R MO LA R S 2R 022 ML
LT, MR EDOZE LN RBEDOEE LN KRR 3 SO ENLERN B £

Tole. ZORER, NRANAZXF PO T E R — BT LHFR PG, TOLEE
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)2 MR RSN, 2L, —BMOERRTETHERRIHERLAONTEY, 7
RETIRARWI LG RBF IR &ENT. LLRAD, J R SRRy bR K R 0% E L

i DAFFE 21 D TOS L TH AR F B ERDIEITHIENRNIZESS .

179



References

Ahn, W.-K., Kalish, C. W., Medin, D. L., & Gelman, S. A. (1995). The role of
covariation versus mechanism information in causal attribution.
Cognition, 54, 299-352.

Allan, L. G. (1980). A note on measurement of contingency between two
binary variables in judgment tasks. Bulletin of the Psychonomic
Society, 15, 147-149.

Allan, L. G. (1993). Human contingency judgments: Rule based or
associative? Psychological Bulletin, 114, 435—-448.

Allan, L. G., & Jenkins, H. M. (1980). The judgment of contingency and the
nature of the response alternatives. Canadian Journal of Psychology,
34, 1-11.

Alloy, L. B., & Abramson, L. Y. (1979). Judgment of contingency in
depressed and nondepressed students: Sadder but wiser? Journal of
Experimental Psychology: General, 108, 441-485.

Anderson, J. R., & Sheu, C.-F. (1995). Causal inferences as perceptual
judgments. Memory & Cognition, 23, 510-524.

Aristotle (trans. 1984). Physics (Vol.2). In J. Barnes (Ed.), The Complete
Works of Aristotle (Vol.1). Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.

Arcediano, F., Matute, H., Escobar, M., & Miller, R. R. (2005). Competition
between antecedent and between subsequent stimuli in causal
judgments. Journal of Experimental Psychology: Learning, Memory,
and Cognition, 31, 228-237.

Baetu, I., & Baker, A. G. (2009). Human judgments of positive and negative

causal chains. Journal of Experimental Psychology. Animal Behavior

180



Processes, 35, 153—168.

Baker, A. G., Mercier, P., Vallée-Tourangeau, F., Frank, R., & Pan, M. (1993).
Selective associations and causality judgments: Presence of a strong
causal factor may reduce judgments of a weaker one. Journal of
Experimental Psychology: Learning, Memory, and Cognition, 19,
414-432.

Barberia, I., Baetu, I., Sansa, J., & Baker, A. G. (2010). Choosing optimal
causal backgrounds for causal discovery. Quarterly Journal of
Experimental Psychology, 63, 2413-2431.

Barbey, A. K., & Sloman, S. A. (2007). Base-rate respect: From ecological
rationality to dual processes. Behavioral and Brain Sciences, 30,
241-254.

Bar-Hillel, M. (1980). The base-rate fallacy in probability judgments. Acta
Psychologica, 44, 211-233.

Bayes, T. (1763). An essay towards solving s problem in the doctrine of
chances. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society of London, 53,
370-418.

Beckers, T., De Houwer, J., Pinefio, O., & Miller, R. R. (2005). Outcome
additivity and outcome maximality influence cue competition in human
causal learning. Journal of FExperimental Psychology' Learning,
Memory, and Cognition, 31, 238-249.

Berger, J. (2006). The case for objective Bayesian analysis. Bayesian
Analysis, 3, 385-402.

Blaisdell, A. P., Sawa, K., Leising, K. J., & Waldmann, M. R. (2006). Causal
reasoning in rats. Science, 311, 1020-1022.

Bonawitz, E. B., Ferranti, D., Saxe, R., Gopnik, A., Meltzoff, A. N.,

Woodward, J., & Schulz, L. E. (2010). Just do it? Investigating the gap

181



between prediction and action in toddlers’ causal inferences. Cognition,
115, 104-117.

Booth, S. L., & Buehner, M. J. (2007). Asymmetries in cue competition in
forward and backward blocking designs: Further evidence for causal
model theory. Quarterly Journal of Experimental Psychology, 60,
387-399.

Buehner, M. J., Cheng, P. W., & Clifford, D. (2003). From covariation to
causation: A test of the assumption of causal power. Journal of
Experimental Psychology:' Learning, Memory, and Cognition, 29,
1119-1140.

Burns, P., & McCormack, T. (2009). Temporal information and children’s
and adults’ causal inferences. Thinking & Reasoning, 15, 167-196.
Carroll, C. D., Cheng, P. W., & Lu, H. (2013). Inferential dependencies in
causal inference: a comparison of belief-distribution and associative
approaches. Journal of FExperimental Psychology: General, 142,

845-863.

Chapman, G. B. (1991). Trial order affects cue interaction in contingency
judgment. Journal of Experimental Psychology: Learning, Memory, and
Cognition, 17, 837-854.

Chapman, G. B., & Robbins, S. J. (1990). Cue interaction in human
contingency judgment. Memory & Cognition, 18, 537-545.

Chater, N., & Manning, C. D. (2006). Probabilistic models of language
processing and acquisition. Trends in Cognitive Sciences, 10, 335-344.

Chater, N., Tenenbaum, J. B., & Yuille, A. (Eds.). (2006). Probabilistic
models of cognition [Special issuel. Trends in Cognitive Sciences, 10.

Cheng, P. W. (1997). From covariation to causation: A causal power theory.

Psychological Review, 104, 367—405.

182



Cheng, P. W., & Novick, L. R. (1992). Covariation in natural causal
induction. Psychological Review, 99, 365-382.

Collins, D. J., & Shanks, D. R. (2006). Conformity to the power PC theory of
causal induction depends on type of probe question. Quarterly Journal
of Experimental Psychology, 59, 225-232.

Cooper, G. F., & Herskovits, E. (1992). A Bayesian method for the induction
of probabilistic networks from data. Machine learning, 9, 309-347.
Courville, A. C., Daw, N. D., & Touretzky, D. S. (2006). Bayesian theories of
conditioning in a changing world. Trends in Cognitive Sciences, 10,

294-300.

Cox, R. T. (1946). Probability, frequency and reasonable expectation.
American Journal of Physics, 14, 1-13.

Danks, D. (2003). Equilibria of the Rescorla-Wagner model. Journal of
Mathematical Psychology, 47, 109—-121.

de Finetti, B. (1937). La prévision: ses lois logiques, ses sources subjectives
[Foresights: Its logical laws, its subjective sourcel. Annales de
l'institut Henri Poincaré, 7, 1-68.

De Houwer, J. (2009). The propositional approach to associative learning as
an alternative for association formation models. Learning & Behavior,
37, 1-20.

De Houwer, J., & Beckers, T. (2002a). A review of recent developments in
research and theories on human contingency learning. The Quarterly
Journal of Experimental Psychology, 566B, 289-310.

De Houwer, J., & Beckers, T. (2002b). Higher-order retrospective
revaluation in human causal learning. The Quarterly Journal of
Experimental Psychology, 66B, 137-151.

Dennis, M. J., & Ahn, W.-K. (2001). Primacy in causal strength judgments:

183



The effect of initial evidence for generative versus inhibitory
relationships. Memory & Cognition, 29, 152—-164.

Denniston, J. C., Savastano, H. I., & Miller, R. R. (2001). The extended
comparator hypothesis: Learning by contiguity, responding by relative
strength. In R. R. Mowrer & S. B. Klein (Eds.), Handbook of
contemporary learning theories (pp. 65—117). Mahwah, NJ: Erlbaum.

Descartes, R. (1991). Principles of philosophy (V. R. Miller & R. P. Miller,
Trans.). Netherlands: Kluwer Academic. (Original work published
1644)

Dey, D. K., & Rao, C. R. (2005). Handbook of statistics 25 Bayesian
thinking, modeling, and computation. Amsterdam, Netherlands:
Elsevier. (B #t&HE 5 - BB PEA - KRS IS (BEER)(2011). AR E 5 47~
R7wr. Bu: WA EE)

Dickinson, A. & Burke, J. (1996). Within-compound associations mediate
the retrospective revaluation of causality judgements. The Quarterly
Journal of Experimental Psychology, 49B, 60-80.

Dickinson, A., Shanks, D. R., & Evenden, J. (1984). Judgement of
act-outcome contingency: The role of selective attribution. Quarterly
Journal of Experimental Psychology, 364, 29-50.

Dwyer, D. M., Starns, J., & Honey, R. C. (2009). “Causal reasoning” in rats:
A reappraisal. Journal of Experimental Psychology' Animal Behavior
Processes, 35, 578-586.

Eberhardt, F., & Scheines, R. (2007). Interventions and causal inference.
Philosophy of Science, 74, 981-995.

Eells, E. (1991). Probabilistic causality. Cambridge, United Kingdom:

Cambridge University Press.

184



Einhorn, H. J., & Hogarth, R. M. (1986). Judging probable cause.
Psychological Bulletin, 99, 3—19.

Estes, W. K., & Skinner, B. F. (1941) Some quantitative properties of anxiety.
Journal of Experimental Psychology, 29, 390-400.

Enkvist, T., Newell, B., Juslin, P., & Olsson, H. (2006). On the role of causal
intervention in multiple-cue judgment: Positive and negative effects on
learning. Journal of Experimental Psychology:' Learning, Memory, and
Cognition, 32, 163—-179.

Fernbach, P. M., Darlow, A., & Sloman, S. a. (2011). Asymmetries in
predictive and diagnostic reasoning. Journal of FExperimental
Psychology: General, 140, 168—185.

Fernbach, P. M., & Sloman, S. A. (2009). Causal learning with local
computations. Journal of Experimental Psychology: Learning, Memory,
and Cognition, 35, 678—693.

Fischhoff, B., Slovic, P., & Lichtenstein, S. (1978). Fault trees: Sensitivity
of estimated failure probabilities to problem representations. Journal
of Experimental Psychology' Human Perception and Performance, 4,
330-344.

Fishburn, P. (1986). The axioms of subjective probability. Statistical Science,
1, 335-345.

Garcia-Retamero, R., & Hoffrage, U. (2006). How causal knowledge
simplifies decision-making. Minds and Machines, 16, 365-380.

Garcia-Retamero, R., Hoffrage, U., Miiller, S. M., & Maldonado, A. (2010).
The influence of causal knowledge in two-alternative forced-choice
tasks. Open Psychology Journal, 3, 136-144.

Garcia-Retamero, R., Miiller, S. M., Catena, A., & Maldonado, A. (2009). The

power of causal beliefs and conflicting evidence on causal judgments

185



and decision making. Learning and Motivation, 40, 284-297.

Garcia-Retamero, R., Wallin, A., & Dieckmann, A. (2007). Does causal
knowledge help us be faster and more frugal in our decisions? Memory
& Cognition, 35, 1399-1409.

Chater, N., & Vita’'nyi, P. (2003). Simplicity: A unifying principle in
cognitive science? Trends in Cognitive Science, 7, 19-22.

Gigerenzer, G., & Hoffrage, U. (1995). How to improve bayesian reasoning
without instruction: Frequency formats. Psychological Review, 102,
684-704.

Gigerenzer, G., & Hug, K. (1992). Domain-specific reasoning: Social
contracts, cheating, and perspective change. Cognition, 43, 127-171.

Gigerenzer, G., Todd, P. M., & the ABC Research Group (1999). Simple
heuristics that make us smart. New York: Oxford University Press.

Glymour, C. (2001). The mind’s arrows: Bayes nets and graphical causal
models in psychology. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

Glymour, C. (2003). Learning, prediction, and causal Bayes nets. 7rends in
Cognitive Sciences, 7, 43-48.

Gopnik, A., Glymour, C., Sobel, D. M., Schulz, L. E., Kushnir, T., & Danks, D.
(2004). A theory of causal learning in children: Causal maps and Bayes
nets. Psychological Review, 111, 3—32.

Gopnik, A., & Schulz, L. E. (2007). Causal learning: Psychology, philosophy,
and computation. New York, NY: Oxford University Press.

Gopnik, A., & Tenenbaum, J. B. (Eds.). (2007). Bayesian networks, Bayesian
learning and cognitive development [Special section]. Developmental
Science, 10, 281-364.

Green, D. W., & Over, D. E. (2009). Valuing intervention and observation.

Quarterly Journal of Experimental Psychology, 62, 1010-1022.

186



Griffiths, T. L., Sobel, D. M., Tenenbaum, J. B., & Gopnik, A. (2011). Bayes
and blickets: effects of knowledge on causal induction in children and
adults. Cognitive Science, 35, 1407—-1455.

Griffiths, T. L., Steyvers, M., & Tenenbaum, J. B. (2007). Topics in semantic
representation. Psychological Review, 114, 211-244.

Griffiths, T. L., & Tenenbaum, J. B. (2005). Structure and strength in causal
induction. Cognitive Psychology, 61, 334—384.

Griffiths, T. L., & Tenenbaum, J. B. (2009). Theory-based causal induction.
Psychological Review, 116, 661-716.

Hagmayer, Y., & Meder, B. (2008). Causal Learning Through Repeated
Decision Making. In B. C. Love, K. McRae, & V. M. Sloutsky (Eds.),
Proceedings of the 30th Annual Conference of the Cognitive Science
Society (pp. 179-184). Austin TX: Cognitive Science Society.

Hagmayer, Y., Meder, B., Osman, M., Mangold, S., & Lagnado, D. (2010).
Spontaneous causal learning while controlling a dynamic system. The
Open Psychology Journal, 3, 145-162.

Hagmayer, Y., & Sloman, S. A. (2005). A causal model theory of choice. In B.
G. Bara, L. Barsalou, & M. Bucciarelli (Eds.), Proceedings of the 27th
Annual Conference of the Cognitive Science Society (pp. 881-886).
Mahwah, NJ: Erlbaum.

Hagmayer, Y., & Sloman, S. A. (2006). Causal vs. evidential decision making
in Newcomb's paradox. In R. Sun, & N. Miyake (Eds.), Proceedings of
the 28th Annual Conference of the Cognitive Science Society. Mahwah,
NJ: Erlbaum.

Hagmayer, Y., & Sloman, S. A. (2009). Decision makers conceive of their
choices as interventions. Journal of Experimental Psychology: General,

138, 22-38.

187



Hajek, A. (2003). Interpretations of probability. In E. N. Zalta (Ed.), The
Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy (Winter 2012 ed.). Retrieved from
http://plato.stanford.edu/archives/win2012/entries/probability-interpr
et/

Hannah, S. D., & Beneteau, J. L. (2009). Just tell me what to do: Bringing
back experimenter control in active contingency tasks with the
command-performance procedure and finding cue density effects along
the way. Canadian Journal of Experimental Psychology, 63, 59—73.

Hattori, M., & Nishida, Y. (2009). Why does the base rate appear to be
ignored? The equiprobability hypothesis. Psychonomic Bulletin &
Review, 16, 1065—-1070.

Hattori, M., & Oaksford, M. (2007). Adaptive non-interventional heuristics
for covariation detection in causal induction: Model comparison and
rational analysis. Cognitive Science, 31, 765—-814.

Heckerman, D., Geiger, D., & Chickering, D. M. (1995). Learning Bayesian
networks: The combination of knowledge and statistical data. Machine
learning, 20, 197-243.

Holland P. C. (2004) Relations between Pavlovian-instrumental transfer
and reinforcer devaluation. Journal of FExperimental Psychology:
Animal Behavior Processes, 30, 104 —117.

Holyoak, K, J., & Cheng, P, W. (2011). Causal learning and inference as a
rational process: The new synthesis. Annual Review of Psychology, 62,
135-163.

Hume, D. (2003). A treatise of human nature. New York, NY: Dover
Publications. (Original work published 1748)

Inhelder, B., & Piaget, J. (1958). The growth of logical thinking from

childhood to adolescence’ An essay on the construction of formal

188



operational structures (A. Parsons & S. Milgram, Trans.). London:
Routledge & Kegan Paul.

Jara, E., Vila, J., & Maldonado, A. (2006). Second-order conditioning of
human causal learning. Learning and Motivation, 37, 230-246.

Jenkins, H., & Ward, W. (1965). Judgment of contingency between responses
and outcomes. Psychological Monographs, 7, 1-17.

Johnson-Laird, P. N., & Shafir, E. (1993). The interaction between
reasoning and decision making: An introduction. In P. N.
Johnson-Laird, & E. Shafir (Eds.), Reasoning and decision making
(pp.1-9). Oxford: Blackwell.

Jones, E. E. and Nisbett, R. E. (1972). The actor and the observer: Divergent
perceptions of the causes of the behavior. In E. E. Jones, D. E. Kanouse,
H. H. Kelley, R. E. Nisbett, S. Valins, & B. Weiner (Eds.), Attribution:
Perceiving the causes of behavior (pp. 79-94). Morristown, NJ: General
Learning Press.

Kant, I. (2003). Critique of pure reason (J. M. D. Meiklejohn, Trans.). New
York, NY: Dover Publications. (Original work published 1781)

Kao, S.-F.,.&Wasserman, E. A. (1993). Assessment of an information
integration account of contingency judgment with examination of
subjective cell importance and method of information presentation.
Journal of Experimental Psychology: Learning, Memory, and Cognition,
19, 1363-1386.

Kareev, Y. (1995). Through a narrow window: Working memory capacity and
the detection of covariation. Cognition, 66, 263—269.

Kareev, Y. (2000). Seven (indeed, plus or minus two) and the detection of
correlations. Psychological Review, 107, 397-402.

Kass, R. E., & Rafferty, A. E. (1995). Bayes factors. Journal of the American

189



Statistical Association, 90, 773-795.

NE sz - AR O &) i (2008). EEE)W) o B RE A HE FR IS OV Tl GRS,
15, 378-391.

Kelley, A. M., & Athy, J. R. (2009). The effects of observation and
Intervention on the judgment of causal and correlational relationships
(USAARL Report No. 2009-16). Fort Rucker, AL: U. S. Army
Aeromedical Research Laboratory.

Kelley, H. H. (1973). The processes of causal attribution. American
Psychologist, 28, 107-128.

Kemp, C., & Tenenbaum, J. B. (2009). Structured statistical models of
inductive reasoning. Psychological Review, 116, 20-58.

Kersten, D., Mamassian, P., & Yuille, A. (2004). Object perception as
Bayesian inference. Annual Review of Psychology, 55, 271-304.

Khemlani, S. S., & Oppenheimer, D. M. (2010). When one model casts doubt
on another: A levels-of-analysis approach to causal discounting.
Psychological Bulletin, 137, 195-210.

Klein, G. A. (1999). Sources of power: How people make decisions.
Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

Knill D, C., & Richards, W. (1996). Perception as Bayesian Inference.
Cambridge, United Kingdom: Cambridge University Press.

Koérding, K., & Wolpert, D. (2004). Bayesian integration in sensorimotor
learning. Nature, 427, 244-247.

Kousta, S. (Ed.), (2010). Approaches to cognitive modeling [Special section].
Trends in Cognitive Sciences, 14, 339-364.

Kruschke, J. K., & Johansen, M. K. (1999). A model of probabilistic category

learning. Journal of Experimental Psychology' Learning, Memory, and

190



Cognition, 25, 1083—-1119.

Krynski, T. R., & Tenembaum, J. B. (2007). The role of causality in
judgement under unertainty. Journal of Experimental Psychology-
Genaral, 136, 430-450.

Kushnir, T., & Gopnik, A. (2005). Young children infer causal strength from
probabilities and interventions. Psychological Science, 16, 678—683.
Kushnir, T., Wellman, H. M., & Gelman, S. A. (2009). A self-agency bias in
preschoolers’ causal inferences. Developmental Psychology, 45,

597-603.

Langer, E. J. (1975). The illusion of control. Journal of Personality and
Social Psychology, 32, 311-328.

Lagnado, D. A., & Sloman, S. A. (2004). The advantage of timely
intervention. Journal of Experimental Psychology:' Learning, Memory,
and Cognition, 30, 856-876.

Lagnado, D. A., & Sloman, S. A. (2006). Time as a guide to cause. Journal of
Experimental Psychology' Learning, Memory, and Cognition, 32,
451-460.

Lagnado, D. A., Waldmann, M. R., Hagmayer, Y., & Sloman, S. A. (2007).
Beyond covariation: Cues to causal structure. In A. Gopnik & L. Schulz
(Eds.), Causal learning: Psychology, philosophy, and computation (pp.
154-172). Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Leibniz, G. W. (1896). New essays on human understanding (A. G. Langley,
Trans.). London: Macmillan. (Original work published 1765)

Leising, K. J., Wong, J., Waldmann, M. R., & Blaisdell, A. P. (2008). The
special status of actions in causal reasoning in rats. Journal of
Experimental Psychology: General, 137, 514-5217.

Lewis, D. (1973). Causation. The Journal of Philosophy, 70, 556—567.

191



Lober, K., & Shanks, D. R. (2000). Is causal induction based on causal
power? Critique of Cheng (1997). Psychological Review, 107, 195-212.

Lépez, F. J., Shanks, D. R., Almaraz, J., & Fernandez, P. (1998). Effects of
trial order on contingency judgments: A comparison of associative and
probabilistic contrast accounts. Journal of Experimental Psychology-
Learning, Memory, and Cognition, 24, 672—694.

Lu, H., Yuille, A., Liljeholm, M., Cheng, P.W., & Holyoak, K.J. (2008).
Bayesian generic priors for causal learning. Psychological Review, 115,
955-984.

Mackie, J. L. (1974). The cement of the universe' A study of causation.
Oxford, United Kingdom: Clarendon Press.

Maldonado, A., Jiménez, G., Herrera, A., Perales, J. C., & Catena, A. (2006).
Inattentional blindness for negative relationships in human causal
learning. Quarterly Journal of Experimental Psychology, 59, 457—-470.

Malebranche, N. (1997). The search after truth (T. M. Lennon & P. J.
Olscamp, Trans). Cambridge, United Kingdom: Cambridge University
Press. (Original work published 1674-1675)

Mandel, D. R., & Vartanian, O. (2009). Weighting of contingency
information in causal judgement: evidence of hypothesis dependence
and use of a positive-test strategy. Quarterly Journal of Experimental
Psychology, 62, 2388—2408.

Marsh, J. K., & Ahn, W.-K. (2006). Order effects in contingency learning:
The role of task complexity. Memory & Cognition, 34, 568-576.

R (2008). AP ASAXHEGE—E B E OB & E—. WA X E.

Matute, H. (1996). Illusion of control: Detecting response-outcome
independence in analytic but not in naturalistic conditions.

Psychological Science, 7, 289-293.

192



Mayrhofer, R., & Waldmann, M. R. (2011). Heuristics in covariation-based
induction of causal models: Sufficiency and necessity priors. In L.
Carlson, C. Hoelscher, & T. F. Shipley (Eds.), Proceedings of the 33rd
Annual Conference of the Cognitive Science Society (pp. 3110-3115).
Austin, TX: Cognitive Science Society.

McCormack, T., Hoerl, C., & Butterfill, S. (Eds.). (2011). 700! use and causal
cognition. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Meder, B., Gerstenberg, T., Hagmayer, Y., & Waldmann, M. (2010).
Observing and intervening: Rational and heuristic models of causal
decision making. The Open Psychology Journal, 3, 119-135.

Meder, B., & Hagmayer, Y. (2009). Causal induction enables adaptive
decision making. In N. A. Taatgen & H. van Rijn (Eds.), Proceedings of
the 31th Annual Conference of the Cognitive Science Society (pp.
1651-1656). Austin, TX: Cognitive Science Society.

Meder, B., Hagmayer, Y., & Waldmann, M. R. (2008). Inferring
interventional predictions from observational learning data.
Psychonomic Bulletin & Review, 15, 75-80.

Meder, B., Hagmayer, Y., & Waldmann, M. R. (2009). The role of learning
data in causal reasoning about observations and interventions. Memory
& Cognition, 37, 249-264.

Meder, B., Mayrhofer, R., & Waldmann, M. R. (2014). Structure induction in
diagnostic causal reasoning. Psychological Review, 121, 277-301.

Mill, J. S. (1843). A system of logic' Ratiocinative and inductive (8th ed.).
New York, NY: Harper & Brothers.

Miller, R. R., & Matzel, L. D. (1988). The comparator hypothesis: A response
rule for the expression of associations. In G. H. Bower (Ed.), The

psychology of learning and motivation (Vol. 22, pp. 51-92). San Diego,

193



CA: Academic Press.

Morris, M. W., & Larrick, R. P. (1995). When one cause casts doubt on
another: A normative analysis of discounting in causal attribution.
Psychological Review, 102, 331-355.

Neapolitan, R. E. (2004). Learning Bayesian networks. Upper Saddle River,
NJ: Prentice Hall.

Nichols, W, & Danks, D. (2007). Decision making using learned causal
structures. In D. S. McNamara & J. G. Trafton (Eds.), Proceedings of
the 29th annual meeting of the cognitive science society (pp.
1343-1348). Austin, TX: Cognitive Science Society.

Novick, L. R., & Cheng, P. W. (2004). Assessing interactive causal influence.
Psychological Review, 111, 455—485.

Nozick, R. (1969). Newcomb’s Problem and two principles of choice. In N.
Rescher (Ed.), Essays in honor of Carl G. Hempel (pp. 114-146).
Dordrecht, The Netherlands: Reidel.

KREE (2010). NAX Ry bnb R E R LS. B 2Rl IE, 38, 39-47.

Osman, M., & Speekenbrink, M. (2012). Prediction and control in a dynamic
environment. Frontiers in Psychology, 3° 68.

Park, J., & Sloman, S. a. (2013). Mechanistic beliefs determine adherence to
the Markov property in causal reasoning. Cognitive Psychology, 67,
186-216.

Pearce, J. M. (1987). A model for stimulus generalization in Pavlovian
conditioning. Psychological Review, 94, 61-73.

Pearl, J. (1985). Bayesian networks: A model of self-activated memory for
evidential reasoning. Proceedings of the 7th Annual Conference of the
Cognitive Science Society (pp.329-334).

Pearl, J. (1988). Probabilistic reasoning in intelligent systems: Networks of

194



plausible inference. San Francisco, CA: Morgan Kaufmann Publishers.

Pearl, J. (2000). Causality: Models, reasoning and inference. Cambridge,
United Kingdom: Cambridge University Press.

Penn, D. C., & Povinelli, D. J. (2007). Causal cognition in human and
nonhuman animals: A comparative, critical review. Annual Review of
Psychology, 568, 97-118.

Perales, J. C., & Shanks, D. R. (2003). Normative and descriptive accounts
of the influence of power and contingency on causal judgment.
Quarterly Journal of Experimental Psychology, 566A, 977-1007.

Perales, J. C., & Shanks, D. R. (2004, May). The cause—density effect as a
tool to discriminate between causal learning models. Paper presented
at the Special Interest Meeting on Human Contingency Learning,
Lignely, Belgium.

Perales, J. C., & Shanks, D. R. (2007). Models of covariation-based causal
judgment: A review and synthesis. Psychonomic Bulletin & Review, 14,
577-596.

Pineno, O., & Miller, R. R. (2007). Comparing associative, statistical, and
inferential reasoning accounts of human contingency learning.
Quarterly Journal of Experimental Psychology, 60, 310-329.

Price, P. C., & Yates, J. F. (1993). Judgmental overshadowing: Further
evidence of cue interaction in contingency judgment. Memory &
Cognition, 21, 561-572.

Psillos, S. (2005). Causality. In M. Horowitz (Ed.), New dictionary of the
history of ideas. New York, NY: Charles Scribner's Sons.

Quattrone, G., & Tversky, A. (1984). Causal versus diagnostic
contingencies: On self-deception and on the voter’s illusion. Journal of

Personality and Social Psychology, 46, 237-248.

195



Reed, P. (2001). Schedules of reinforcement as determinants of human
causality judgments and response rates. Journal of Experimental
Psychology: Animal Behavior Processes, 27, 187-195.

Rehder, B. (2014). Independence and dependence in human causal reasoning.
Cognitive Psychology, 72, 54-107.

Rehder, B., & Burnett, R. C. (2005). Feature inference and the causal
structure of categories. Cognitive Psychology, 560, 264 —314.

Reichenbach, H. (1956). The direction of time. Berkeley, CA: University of
California Press.

Reips, U.-D., & Waldmann, M. R. (2008). When learning order affects
sensitivity to base rates: Challenges for theories of causal learning.
Experimental Psychology, 565, 9-22.

Rescorla, R. A., & Wagner, A. R. (1972). A theory of Pavlovian conditioning:
Variations in the effectiveness of reinforcement and nonreinforcement.

In A. H. Black & W. F. Prokasy (Eds.), Classical conditioning 1II

Current research and theory (pp.64-99). New York:
Appleton-Century-Crofts.

Rottman, B. M., & Ahn, W.-K. (2011). Effect of grouping of evidence types on
learning about interactions between observed and unobserved causes.
Journal of Experimental Psychology: Learning, Memory, and Cognition,
37, 1432-1448.

Rottman, B. M., & Hastie, R. (2014). Reasoning about causal relationships:
Inferences on causal networks. Psychological Bulletin, 140, 109-139.

Rottman, B. M., & Keil, F. C. (2012). Causal structure learning over time:
Observations and interventions. Cognitive Psychology, 64, 93-125.

ek (2008). KR &M 22D LW F1 5 4 (1) —D. VA AD K E &R ik

196



CEDa T Ll —. F i E, 35, 82-93.

W C T IR IR TR (2009). KR HEGR BT D37 —PC BRI DWW T A0 %8,
59(3), 1-21.

Saito, M., & Shimazaki, T. (2011). Causal reasoning in decision making: The
role of causal models and their parameters. In B. Kokinov, A.
Karmiloff-Smith, & N. J. Nersessian (Eds.), European Perspectives on
Cognitive Science (280, pp.1-6). Sofia, Bulgaria: New Bulgarian
University Press.

TR G SE WG I TEE (2012). K R HERR ISR TR R ANA X Ry b jE O %Y I
ONT—BIREN ADEWVICHET2EZBRBRT —. A, 19, 380-390.

Sawa, K. (2009). Predictive behavior and causal learning in animals and
humans. Japanese Psychological Research, 61, 222-233.

Schulz, L. E., Gopnik, A., & Glymour, C. (2007). Preschool children learn
about causal structure from conditional interventions. Developmental
Science, 10, 322—-332.

Schustack, M. W., & Sternberg, R. J. (1981). Evaluation of evidence in
causal inference. Journal of Experimental Psychology' General, 110,
101-120.

Shanks, D. R. (1985a). Continuous monitoring of human contingency
judgment across trials. Memory & Cognition, 13, 158—167.

Shanks, D. R. (1985b). Forward and backward blocking in human
contingency judgement. The Quarterly Journal of FExperimental
Psychology, 37, 1-21.

Shanks, D. (1993). Human instrumental learning: A critical review of data
and theory. British Journal of Psychology, 84, 319—-354.

Shanks, D. R. (2002). Tests of the power PC theory of causal induction with

197



negative contingencies. Experimental Psychology, 49, 81-88.

Shanks, D. R. (2007). Associationism and cognition: Human contingency
learning at 25. Quarterly Journal of Experimental Psychology, 60,
291-309.

Shanks, D. R., Holyoak, K. J., & Medin, D. L. (Eds.). (1996). The psychology
of learning and motivation: Causal learning (Vol. 34). San Diego, CA:
Academic Press.

RS (1985). NAXHEFAM . B R R R L.

Shimazaki, T., Tsuda, Y., & Imada, H. (1991). Strategy changes in human
contingency judgments as a function of contingency tables. The Journal
of general psychology, 118, 349-360.

Simon, H. A. (1957). Models of man: Social and rational. New York, NY:
Wiley.

Sloman, S. A. (1996). The empirical case for two systems of reasoning.
Psychological Bulletin, 119, 3—-22.

Sloman, S. A. (2014). Two systems of reasoning, an update. In Sherman, J.,
Gawronski, B., & Trope, Y. (Eds.). Dual process theories of the social
mind. Guilford Press.

Sloman, S. A. (2005). Causal models: how people think about the world and
its alternatives. New York, NY: Oxford University Press.

Sloman, S. A., & Hagmayer, Y. (2006). The causal psycho-logic of choice.
Trends in Cognitive Sciences, 10, 407-412.

Sloman, S. A., & Lagnado, D. A. (2005). Do we ‘do’? Cognitive Science, 29,
5-39.

Sobel, D. M. & Kushnir, T. (2006). The importance of decision making in
causal learning from interventions. Memory & Cognition, 34, 411-419.

Sobel, D. M., & Sommerville, J. A. (2009). Rationales in children’s causal

198



learning from others’ actions. Cognitive Development, 24, 7T0-79.
Sobel, D. M., & Sommerville, J. A. (2010). The importance of discovery in
children's causal learning from interventions. Frontiers In

psychology, 1° 176.

S KER (2014). fE LM S OTHF —_AXFEFOREBELLRTHREME—. K
A PN

Spellman, B. A. (1996). Acting as intuitive scientists: Contingency
judgments are made while controlling for alternative potential
causes. Psychological Science, 7, 337-342.

Spirtes, P., Glymour, C., & Scheines, P. (1993). Causation, prediction, and
search. New York, NY: Springer-Verlag.

Steyvers, M., Tenenbaum, J. B., Wagenmakers, E. J., & Blum, B. (2003).
Inferring causal networks from observations and interventions.
Cognitive Science, 27, 453-489.

Stout, S. C., & Miller, R. R. (2007). Sometimes-competing retrieval (SOCR):
A formalization of the comparator hypothesis. Psychological
Review, 114, 759-783.

Suppes, P. (1970). A probabilistic theory of causation. Amsterdam,
Netherlands: North-Holland.

Talmi, D., Seymour, B., Dayan, P., & Dolan, R. J. (2008). Human
Pavlovian-instrumental transfer. The Journal of Neuroscience, 28,
360—368.

Tenenbaum, J. B., Kemp, C., Griffiths, T. L., & Goodman, N. D. (2011). How
to grow a mind: Statistics, structure, and abstraction. Science, 331,
1279-1285.

FHIEH®E (1982). EHMEOH EEIZHOWT, {TEIFF&E, 9, 1-11.

199



Tversky, A., & Kahneman, D. (1974). Judgment under uncertainty:
Heuristics and biases. Science, 185, 1124-1131.

Tversky, A., & Kahneman, D. (1980). Causal schemas in judgments under
uncertainty. In M. Fishbein (Ed.), Progress in social Psychology (Vol. 1,
49-72). Hillsdale, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum.

TP EE (2013). XAVT U ARy b —2, F am )t

Vadillo, M. A., & Matute, H. (2007). Predictions and causal estimations are
not supported by the same associative structure. Quarterly Journal of
Experimental Psychology, 60, 433—4417.

Vallée-Tourangeau, F., Murphy, R. A., Drew, S., & Baker, A. G. (1998).
Judging the importance of constant and variable candidate causes: A
test of the power PC theory. Quarterly Journal of Experimental
Psychology, 51A, 65-84.

Van Hamme, L. J., & Wasserman, E. A. (1994). Cue competition in causality
judgments: The role of nonpresentation of compound stimulus
elements.Learning and motivation, 25, 127-151.

Verma, T. S., & Pearl, J. (1990). Equivalence and synthesis of causal models
[Technical report R-150]. Department of Computer Science, University
of California, Los Angeles.

Waldmann, M. R. (1996). Knowledge-based causal induction. In D. R.
Shanks, K. J. Holyoak & D. L. Medin (Eds.), The psychology of learning
and motivation (Vol. 34, pp. 47-88). San Diego, CA: Academic Press.

Waldmann, M. R. (2000). Competition among causes but not effects in
predictive and diagnostic learning. Journal of FExperimental
Psychology: Learning, Memory, and Cognition, 26, 53-76.

Waldmann, M. R. (2001). Predictive versus diagnostic causal learning:

Evidence from an overshadowing paradigm. Psychonomic Bulletin &

200



Review, 8 600-608.

Waldmann, M. R., & Hagmayer, Y. (2005). Seeing versus doing: Two modes
of accessing causal knowledge. Journal of Experimental Psychology-
Learning, Memory, and Cognition, 31, 216-2217.

Waldmann, M. R., Hagmayer, Y., & Blaisdell, A. P. (2006). Beyond the
information given: Causal models in learning and reasoning. Current
Directions in Psychological Science, 15, 307-311.

Waldmann, M. R., & Holyoak, K. J. (1992). Predictive and diagnostic
learning within causal models: Asymmetries in cue competition.
Journal of Experimental Psychology: General, 121, 222-236.

Waldmann, M. R., & Walker, J. M. (2005). Competence and performance in
causal learning. Learning & Behavior, 33, 211-229.

Wasserman, E. A., Elek, S. M., Chatlosh, D. L., & Baker, A. G. (1993).
Rating causal relations: Role of probability in judgments of
response-outcome contingency. Journal of Experimental Psychology-
Learning, Memory, and Cognition, 19, 174-188.

Wasserman, E. A., Kao, S.-F., Van Hamme, L. J., Katagiri, M., & Young, M.
E. (1996). Causation and association. In D. R. Shanks, K. J. Holyoak, &
D. L. Medin (Eds.), The psychology of learning and motivation (Vol. 34,
pp. 207-264). San Diego, CA: Academic Press.

Ward, W. C., & Jenkins, H. M. (1965). The display of information and the
judgment of contingency. Canadian Journal of Psychology, 19, 231-241.

P (1999). NAXKE A A . R @k AR,

White, P. A. (1990). Ideas about causation in philosophy and psychology.
Psychological Bulletin, 108, 3—18.

White, P. A. (2003). Making causal judgments from the proportion of

confirming instances: The pCI rule. Journal of FExperimental

201



Psychology: Learning, Memory, and Cognition, 29, 710-7217.

White, P. A. (2006). How well is causal structure inferred from cooccurrence
information? FKuropean Journal of Cognitive Psychology, 18, 454-480.

Wolff, P. (2007). Representing causation. Journal of Experimental
Psychology: General, 136, 82-111.

Woodward, J. (2003). Making things happen: A theory of causal explanation.
Oxford, UK: Oxford University Press.

Xu, F., & Tenenbaum, J. B. (2007). Word learning as Bayesian inference.
Psychological Review, 114, 245-272.

Xu, F., & Griffiths, T. L. (2011). Probabilistic models of cognitive
development [Special issuel. Cognition, 120, 299-412.

Yarritu, I., Matute, H., & Vadillo, M. A. (2014). Illusion of control: The role
of personal involvement. Experimental Psychology, 61, 38—47.

Zsambok, C. E., & Klein, G. (1997). Naturalistic decision making. Mahwah,

NdJ: Lawrence Erlbaum.

202



E RS

A L5 SCOERICHTZD, Z<OHFNPOLTHR G T2 150 U7 UE Iy 8 HE e &
2L, FEHAEDOENGAS H ETHER LB L L E2IXLH Ll TE O %
THEELL. 3003 Wik Bl &2 K OIS 3 D08 I 26 A s BIEHE 58 58 & 01 1220 T
BUOVEZITLHILEZ #HVELEDR, TN FIZOVTITW O ObE AWVWER>L2>T
&Y, ZOZLIIMRIEEB OM IO A LRV EL. B E Z %A 1TIE, RF
ANFRELOBICH EESECTHE, FRRE LT TBIRER A RILIZOVWTIH
RIEEELL. FHRICEOMOPRIBEEZL SO, Z<0fm X2 MW LK THH &%k
AEORBITFL OB T EAR O E G LA EUT. ST A fF K O R RE S 2 AR 1S

I, ZZ R ICLE LT LR COFEELRELTIHS, S BB+ &

k=113
i

Iz
WTELKDRBE 52 THEELL., BLGGEETEOWELLLEWI A DB F I
W Loob, HEREIZZHE CERPSTLERIITIV B ELRTRIZES D
BlEMEELMORELEL. 7 i B FAE O AR BES A TITR RO 2 &
FATOWN TR 2 2 SR &R - L CTHE L7z,

WE7EE D, MM OK N, BAEIIT, MEBMEOFEZE N TEH- TR 4 /23R
VEETHEELL. @R THERERDIIELZ A HVELED, ZUTZENTREREL
WHDTLZ. B ERENDITR O RICK L THE A R COX AT ESEL. ER
M ERFLNEIEE R ERTHIENTEEZOTLEB ZHIEEREORFELLRM OB,
FTF. Fo, ZLDOHF A ICERIZS ML THEHWZSMNT CHFRIEEI 2D 52N T
TEL. BSEOITIENRTNE, LR XAERTLILEIHVEEATLE. 22
(D NLDEH ZFE LET .



