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1. B®WY

OB, FI2 2000 FLBEIZIT AN ZRERICETAHEICEAY B TRIS, B
BB o THIRA BB L, " ARERVRIIBILE5HOBELTHLLIITHILTH 5,
FT28T, N XRHERBEOHHEEL, ZIC LI LITHET S L SN b HERMEM (baserate
neglect) (Tversky & Kahneman, 1980) & XIEW 238 D%, 3 S CHREORTFEICET 203
OB T, 48 CTEEREROIEGR (E7N) BT AMEOBMEE T, 58 THRITIHEDOM
BALEBOBRELEZET b, FiE (2006a, 2006b) Tid, F#ESREHIEET 5 FI2 20 TN
TRRATHIE A BB L, SBROFBELTERE L /2. BEMICIE, R (2006a) TIZEENHESIZT - T
20 AT DFATR MBI L, FEE (2006b) TIEBAEMBREIZT T, FI2 1980 FRUBEIZITLN
TRATHIR A BB L 720 I ONA XRHERRIFZE T, #121E Kahneman & Frederick (2002) 12 &
A ZE B (dual-process theories) 7 AT INS L9 12, HERMENHIRT 2 ZMBEE
DOHAERAPERE (ETN) PEAEREINLL IR TETWS, LALADSHEIIBY
T, N ARHERFEIGZLEL O, LV ELSOERMIL, REZBAIN TV RNEHIZE
bV, Lo TABOERIL, 3H~4HOMELEL T, F# (20062, 2006b) IZBVTH
SN2 20 B OBRIZE T 2 HEAD, HEDONS AEHERMEICORBENLLDOTH S
PEPERET L, 1 ARHERFEOE L CORREZBELMITE720121E, 4% ED LD REFZEH
LEEENDLOH, L) SROBE GH) 2HLMPILEI LTS LELONE 'Y,

D N REHHBEIC B\ B RAERELL D

28T, [# 27 2 —# 8] (Tversky & Kahneman, 1980) & X2~ 4 ZEBEREEL Huieds
5, FEERMBOBIAY T4, Tversky & Kahneman (1980) &, [#k¥ 7 v —2385%, F¥ 72—
D I5%ES>TVBHITY 7 = DO ERITEAIEE, BOMRKIEIL0%, BEEI20%THLE
DFEHOBBEED [IBAILEF] LEELE XL, FOAEO T THERPADPRLBIZFSY 7 —Tho
7oHER] 2@ (57 —RE] OERY»S, BERERE JINLBRYOFELEMA L. IGH
H ALY 5 EHiHEE (F#EE) PH) &, FORAPBILTEEETICBVTT -4 DAELN
AHEE (LE) PDIH) &, ZORAPEILZVEFTIZBIE7—DOLEPDNHH »
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5, F—FDPELNIEORIH LS LEPHID) 2#KHD [RSXOFH] ICEIC L,
P(ERAHFF | HFLIFES)=(0.15%0.8)/(0.15% 0.8 +0.85x0.2)= 041 &> ) BEMHyEP L, &
IHENEL OWEEIZ, BERFHAVWTI, LEPDIH OAIEITNTIREBELIZE V),
Tversky & Kahneman 12 f£3 S 415 Heuristics & Blases 7 70 —FTld, 0 &) REEK%E, N4 X
DEBEFHEME T HTELOEABINA 7 AL B L, XFEME (representativeness) &) bz —
Y AT 4 v 7 (Tversky & Kahneman, 1974) (2ESWTZONS TAZHHA L7, fFEHe -V R
TAv LR, HEERLBEALPEOBRERUL TVE00 W) FHEICESCHFOZ ETH
5o REHOBSRBEROBI NS T S LIIMETHLOT, THIZED CHETINA T A2 LR
BEDEV), Thbb [F7V—FE] THE [FLESTE] LWIHIBEED &L [ELADPEFTH
51 v ERH oMOEUEN Y (REESE ) 72012, TEPDIH)=80%IJiEENEE,
HEEPHFINCT DL, L) FEBEMN R &N/, Heuristics & Biases 7 70 —FTid, Z5 L
7EEREEDEY LAY, EE# (conjunction fallacy) (Tversky & Kahneman, 1983) %°, 7
V¥ AZRFIDOEH (Tversky & Kahneman, 1971), # > 744 AR (Kahneman & Tversky,
1972) & XENB L TR LT, REM L 2 -V A7 4 v 7 ZEDWFHHEETo TS (i
JIT, 1996)

3. REDREEICHT AR

Heuristics & Biases 7 70— 712 L 2B LIRE, N1 XEHERUIETIE, BELKOREVREASN
T&7 UTWERYT [RENERE] WHTAHEER, 2090REHNZIDOD1DTH %S,

Gigerenzer (1991) I, HEIERFEELRRECAEZ CELABMEIERREREICHEES L-HER
(frequentist) TH 5, L EZ LZERUEROVEH, S, H—FBREZEFHHONH LT LD
NA ARERBEICIE, FOUFLHEMIELEL 2V L, Lidts T, RICERERER O RGOS H
BLALLTS, 2k, HERESVIOEERICTTSIERLEI 2OV E2ERHLL, T
Gigerenzer & Hoffrage (1995) &, fE#EAY7Z:HEREKEL (probability format) TREN TV AHEREL D
b, HEGME (natural sampling) 1220 < $HEERE (frequency format) TREN TV S HREDO I,
BEOEBSENSGVI EEFELMPII L, BENRHRERIL LI, FE [EHARZEZIT5 40K
DHBLENILT  THEHEERIL 1%, LTV Thb% s, EXFEEETHEI B
RF %] Lo/ KETHY, HRMHIZESCHERRZLIE, BIE, [H£EKRZESZIT5 40
BOZEI0AD I B 10 APLT Y THbH, 10 N\OIALF - ZEDH B 8 AMIHE XHEETH
WD EvotERDOZIETH B,

REOFLEL KDL 29 LaEREE, N XRERMEIIBNT, ERPLFERITONTEL
DTHDHY, 2L WAL A>THHE R 29 LizERi#mE Th b, B2 13 Sedlmeier & Gigerenzer
(2001) i%, N4 XBUHERRC HR DF - 2 FEORR L KiERIT o720 £ 2T, TR & [ —
WG] ORELT B L2, KRB L X, Gigerenzer & Hoffrage (1995) 2k B4 REZHN T L —
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LT =7l EDW, HEREABETL LA ZIHTS, ava—s xRV Fa—MN)T
V- FUTTHT, v=NIIFEE, N XOERICHEREHAT L IIINET L2 HETHL L),
Sedlmeier & Gigerenzer (2001) (&, /7% BEAOEBICE L TIE, REIFE V—VIIERIZEIC
RREEORRE o T a7A, HRNLZFEDRSC, RPICO5RMIRZEERIIE L TE, /g
DIEBBEOFELD S, IVRELHRED o TBEIEZHLNIILT,

¥ 72 Zhu & Gigerenzer (2006) X, “"WENFFEHIZE L TWw A (content was suited to children)”
N ZEIEGRRBL 10 BB LT, BECREIZTREORTLEOFELAL, £22 T, I
EERT T AW [RERE] & BAMEE (natural frequencies) (2L 5Fi (BATMBIZED S
SRR AV [RERE] OKREESW L7z, BIEOREIE, [KrErido/nE i~ fT
& HEZRD FEHPHEI) IIONADPEOETHLHEIZI0ON TH D, bLEDETHE%5IL,
FONDHFRCEE L TVLERIZ%THD, b LEDETRWERLIE, TOAbFRCEEZLTY
LHRITI0% TH D, EXEUBFHRVEL LA THE) L IAZBBRL LSV, 20 AP
DETHIERIINSEAI 2 ?] LWHHE BREOREL K ErPHENSRMNTE,
BEFZRL, ZIOFAIE, 100 A2 E I0APEDETHE, ZDOESXDI0ADS L, 8 AL
HROBEELTVRD, BOETLZVRIDIOADI L, FALFVEZ LTS, EVEXPFRE
FLZEMIHTHE) LIARBBRLAESV, ZRHDALDH L, MAPEDEEAI»?] &
WIFRETH o720 Zhu & Gigerenzer (2006) 13155724 R0, BARMEBIIE D CHEERL LA
WA, [FELTHNAS RBHERBENRT L] LI EEE L7

% B Girotto & Gonzalez (2001) 1%, [WEEERHEEOIDES (subset) DEFKIESL Z ENTE
L, FADVHERBICHRT L ILIITWR] THLELTWwD, HHicks L, BMPESCHEEDE
D, MOELOBE GREOBNESR (£56) OMICALNLER) ICEISWERN L FE T E
HILSEELHIMELN TR, FNUFBETERL SN TLE S &, HETRLINTWL ) &,
FANDVEETERT LI LITARETH o7z £\ 9, Girotto & Gonzalez (2001) &, H772H O3
Lo TR INSDEREY, HEREVRHECENMRULHBUIFETLLDTHHLEEL
T,

4. FRERMEOFAER (E7)V) CET MR

1980 ERLIEICEBRE s N /-—E DS (e.g., Gigerenzer, 1991, 1996; Kahneman & Tversky, 1996)
OFT GEIE, B 20062 #£H8), Gigerenzer (1996) (&, Kahneman & Tversky (2 & % EEBR 7
La—YRT 4y 7 AL o CHABROETFVEEN TG SN TI oo bt L7z, 2L
T, Kahneman & Tversky @ & 9 1ZHEB LS OEBEOMMIBELEMITLOTIERL, EDLH3 Rt
RIIRULHA 2 END00, T/, ZRERELROPEHLOPIITHETV (B OLENX
%2 72. Gigerenzer (1996) 1245 29 L7-F5RiE, BRAM NS 7T AOMBER T HA T 5 HintE
EOBEEUAXEBZLI0THY, AFOFHWLZANTHALEZONL ), 29 LEniz, #E
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DS L S L RFIOBBHIIETIHAELETIALNE LI o TETCWE (ESHAICHL
Tl e.g., Macdonald & Gilhooly, 1990, 7 > & A RFI ORI L Tl e.g., Alter & Oppenheimer,
2006) o

FEDNRA XFEIHeZBFFETlx, #1218 Kahneman & Frederick (2002) 28 ESh B X512, 8
BAERH (dual-process theories) & LIFTNAHH#MY, BALERSINDL L) IhoTETHE ),
Kahneman & Frederick (2002) @ Z MR TIE, 2203 274 (HEMNRELFRLIRETHHOL
e\ EEINYZ System] &, KEANIREZ R AR L5 2ET 55 S N7 System?2) ¥ BET 5,
CHIEBE, NATAPHETZ0E, EENZHE E R 5 Systeml £ System2 DR E L <Y
WTTEMIZ L B7:9TdH5H &5, Kahneman & Frederick (2002) &, 29 LA EBEHGZOH
T, RFER 2270 v IZED A RNA T A%, BYEFAE (attribute substitution) &>
BeDAHZXLTHEALEL. BERB LI, HEHROEN L %> TWEEM (target attribu-
tion) DFFiZE, FIZAD LT VEDHEDFDEM (heuristic attribution) DFHiIZ & > TRAT 5
TEERV), ThbbREBL 22— AT 4 v 7 EiE BN TOLHEROFME, FICA)RTW
REBOFMIL->TRATHIETHAH L SN, H-HERBEOEEMIER 5z, T TIE,
EEOEE 2 BT 572010, EEREHOHRAMG (E70) KHET2ME4RET 4.

Villejoubert & Mandel (2002) 2& % &, AQHEORHED S ORPLIL, FERELPERTH
% &%z 5t (BarHillel, 1980; Kahneman & Tversky, 1973) oftiz, P(H|D) # P(D|H) &iEF
3% inverse fallacy 2SE[KTd 5 &£ £ %2 53 (Koehler, 1996) #'3 5 &9, Villejoubert & Mandel
(2002) &, TVuma & LIENAREXFRLEIAEFEBLE SV, ZOEEIFATHWLENIL2D

WRZG W25 4 TOEWETTH A, 100750 Glom & 100 5D Fizo 5. & 7% 72138k
B2 DEPIMEI12A5. LOVDITESDT AT 7474 2T 2 i, HioidHg
EboTVALBHLEIV, BILRZZVEYDO—DIZHES L EI213woTh, iz, £
N Glom TH 50> Fizo THAIDPTHN 72 % b, HhTz, FNFBLHEREZFH>Twir e
PEENENOEY AL BRELENTV D, HRIIZER ENE2rHH b>Tw5
Vuma L@ Glom & Fizo D/8—v 5T —IUDBE5 26105, 2OEPWIEELSLTIZiToRhiw
DT, ELVERZBELIEZHLIAHETE, TOBEREH LI, Z0OEPYOT AT T 4
BT AMOrDBEHREGFRAL72AH)] LWHBRELLEL, ZOEYOEZ KDL LENY

Glom (Fizo) THLWEEBRIZ10 D) L ENZI»P 2 EETHET L LD LD, THERERPS
Villejoubert & Mandel (2002) (&, #EREFE QIR & HEHE L OMOTIIL, inverse fallacy 12 & 5 %
EHEREDOHMOTNIZ L > TTFRMPTRETH 5 & L, FHERER DML inverse fallacy 2EE T
hoHEEZT

% 7z Osman & Shanks (2005) (3, HRIFEELBERRE L OBMOBBRIZOVTHNTV S, Z2
THWVWONZREOHRIZE, [HREEETHLLEBBRLE IV, BIIFVRBEDDHL, HDLEE
BhLl-DLIAHIIRSTHSL, ZOEEN Digirosa” L W HIRRIIPPoTWENEI e
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FTAHLDIIHLZEARBERFIELVES S 2 LTI, BEICEELTWZY, LTwkdkoiz
NS LHREEDDH D4 D0DERDD 5. ZWE T TOILELRFERDO TIZHHMUMICENZ DT %2 Svy,
BL, 29T 2LENSDEROAKICEHE DI % &y 1. Digirosa IZ2% o TWRWVRWEEDH
AHNADNN—k 55—, 2. Digirosa I o TwAB AL D/)S—t 57— 3. Digirosa iZ2h>
TWHRWALDIS—L 57—, 4. Digirosa lIZh Do TV BERVEEDHHLALDIN—L v 7 —T]
Lol [FEKEEE] (Doherty & Mynatt, 1990) 7% & DA XBIHERIRE D D o 720 HOIZHITHRER
b, EERFHINTLIEAMFNIBEACL > TRLR LD, FOEAFIIONER, HRIWFEBRIC
B2 B ERRECHTARELORMTEREBELTwA I L, /-, ERMFEELERIER
BEBELZEAL TWAI E R bR ERH L

F 72 Teigen & Keren (2007) i, [7 L v FidEEMIC 1 EZTHET A NATHEEIIT, 7Ly
Fid, #10%DOBENNAITHAR LD AT, 0% DHERZELD H 0~ 10 51%IC, 10%DGE
WALV IBRTHETEILLAN DOV, TLy FEHEH, BEL &) CICNAEIBET
Do WHNAZEIZAIHEEIZN L Sh. FIOBIZHKIX 10 TBRTEET 50 HAVNAIZEIZED
FERIZWL 5H) X% [/NAEE] (Falk, Lipson, & Konold, 1994) % 16 4 THEL/. 0
R, RERERCKERDB/NFMICET 2 BB L AT, Bk (FER) OF» L
JE &1 case information (X7 —%) OFFEEEND, L) FOERERERN;HLI L ZRLT
Wb,

Reyna & Brainerd (2008) 1%, HEMEZHES (numeracy) & JIENAEFHLFGEIX, H4DHE
EIZBWTRETWZY), W27 o720 359 A TATRTH D Ll R72. HHIZLB L,
% ORNE, FECEE, VA RHEEL EURLVCEEROBSICHELZ A TwE vy, T2,
I LBEOTRICH B LEFNE AN A AE, 77V — - FL— A (fuzzy-trace theory)
REOZEART O —FIlL o THEBEENL VS, 770 — - NL—AHREIL, 2L ZADE
HOBFER T (verbatim) (BlziE, &%) FMERLET LI LATETWZELTY, —f&KIZA
12, EHOBE (fuzzy) TEMRER-KE (gist) ORBEILE-> T, #HRPEERELZIToTA
LEETALDTHL, ZHL77V— - PL—AHERIZLBHBIL, BZEBEDOEL (class
inclusion) IZBTAEEEPLESHEAL L, Ha 2RI L TITbNL T 5 (Reyna, 1991).

FAEER UTERT IR, ANTFIREES DI (nested set hypothesis) IZB3 % ik
4. BAIIZ 5 TETWw5h, Sloman, Over, Slovak, & Stibel (2003) i, Casscells, Schoenberger, &
Grayboys (1978) 12X % [EFSHIREE | — [BHFI1/1000 THEH MR ERT 57200
MAED bL, 5%OBHEETDL > TWwELSIE, FOADERRLIBEIZOCTH RAMTLHS
HWEAE LSS, EEVBETHE L bh o755 ANEBIIFOREIIDDP o TV BRI
W b bW BRE—% D LIIERETo, £ITIE, BIRIIERS N BE—HRERORM
AEFCY, BEMREIZE > TRENLEED [ ANTRES (nested-set) ] DEfRZ HELT 2
MAEHWANTEILIlLoTY, BEREHEIEOELZEEHE L, 22TV ) ANFRE
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AOBfREE, FIZIE TEZNZHRE] OBE%0IcL 2 [£ToOWERE (8TOAL)] @
BEOFIZ [HBH AN, ZORKIIH L THEOREEEFLLWHEE (ZOBERH LT, Bl
REMRPUL NAOH) ] OEEN DY, EHIZFOHRII [HDANZFORZU Do T bl fE
T (ZOIRTUI Ao T AL OB ] OREND L, LVoZZ ARTROEEGHEBOZ EE VI,
Sloman et al. (2003) 1%, HEEIZL o THRENMEES N A DIL, HERLZHWVWALAZ LT, EBEORE
EPERDPREIZZYD, EFEVHIEAPrLOER, 2% ), BEOEBEEROBICALOHEANTF
REEOEBPFHEIIL S L) RBMEAVFEEEINL PSR EER L, LT, 29 LEARTFIK
EEOBRICLZHBOF Y. EROEERLICESCHALY &, BERBEORELSETLD 2
T, L) —REMTH D &k,

Z 9 LIz ANTIREADREIL, Barbey & Sloman (2007) (2X > THIEEENTWAE, K5I,
BAHEORRIKGE Lo~ REHERICET2HRIIEFZLEZ, 79528 ILEHT L0
121k, ZEBEREFV (dual process model) W IHEED S OMMATHVLREFLEEFELTY
bo WHIZE 2L, ZEMHEY AF L (dual processing systems) D—Fid, HFRWHEY OER &
ZoTbADIIMLT, bI—HDY AT AT, BREEEI,AY TR, HOWIBEOEGER
MOBRIZOWTHRT A2 ZEPTWETHE LI, 29 LAZEBRET VT, ZEREROH
Hiz, BENOREOEBETEYIIRFETE L WEENRHEBIA b5 7Y — (associative judgment
strategies) 12X 2 b DTH B EFHPEN, DT, N4 ABRHEBBEICALE T LEEDHEE (K
ANTIREEDOWEE) PHLPIILS L) IEENRR SN/ & 512, BERERIEAT S LB~
77

73, T 9 L7 Barbey & Sloman (2007) ®WFFEIZ%F L C, Fantino & Stolarz-Fantino (2007) i,
HARBERE RIS L ARERBROIRIE, EEBINTLIHEZEDL) A TRIDIEVH LTI
Ed, BEORTFEIIFRETII VLT 5 Barbey & Sloman (2007) O FE% HXE$ A& 840
LTwa,

¥ 7= Butterworth (2007) &, ¥5 #9584 (mathematical cognition) DFEEA 5, AR7Z Ok,
$HE (numerosities of sets) 2 ER LT 27005 L L7 A B XL FETNERLIZH o TW
BTl ZHLcREING, B LAHED Y AT LA L BENICZITHRCTELI ) IZBLREZ L
CDE)LERHIATLUEFLTHD L) ERT, BATIHD IALBRTHELEZONS S
&, 2F ), HEIFEBRTHDLOIIH LT, £#EFE (baserates) IIFN 5D (rates) TH 5D
TeHIERINTLE) 2L R ERFRL 7, Butterworth (2007) 12&% 29 L-FiER, #ES
HEERAFEIZ BT 2 Cosmides & Tooby (1996) 7% & & [E#IZ, #WALRRIMBIRIZE DV /T E D BRI
LRBO—DEEZLNL S,

— 7 Barton, Mousavi, & Stevens (2007) i3, Barbey & Sloman (2007) (& 2 —EEBEFIL 7%,
BRELEDDTHDEMRTWE, FI TR, N XBERBE BT 2R EHE, O8
—EREED), HED, QRERLD, THELY, ERERLY, BHORTICLZER B 1100
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D9 H20OWEEME] 2 [100 A0 ) 520 Al LvioRi) 2, OFE#{LSNzRKRED, EBILL
BHELD, LWVol2300AIEICHTEL, INLEBMANICRERLE72HERETEVTWLELT,
Barbey & Sloman (2007) IZEFEFBZ TWh,

¥ 7> Gaissmaier, Straubinger, & Funder (2007) 13, HAHEE L FHKIZ, HLAEOMIIEELIFRY
RET 29 A TRIIRIOFEDO L) L, FHiZiddb e b e, 29 L7z [ERFMICEEL
NEHR] (FPHOIoTw2ME - BN e~y F I A HFETEDEINLFER 2 Anoh b
£ LEFESHLEFERL TV D, HHIE, 2200BMYAFL5BETILEIRZNEL, 29
L7z [HREFHICEE LI ER] OFBIZL - T, EEEOBEDZAEAIES o720, i
RPBEIZHE SN THEEOHPATEL LBT W2,

%72 Brainerd (2007) 1, (a) BiHAVEBEANLRE XL H LV b B BAMERICEITW D
L) m, (b) REBENHERLI —OFELFERE L THOATHLH, (o) ARTFROESHRF
RREREHORREALZLTWDE, O3 D2OKEIZENT, Barbey & Sloman (2007) 12X %€
T Vid, Reyna (1991) 5iZ % 5E 7L (denominator neglect model) &%l T3V, Reyna (1991)
LIZLBETFNVOFENETH -2 Ll T Wb, {HL Brainerd (2007) &, Barbey & Sloman (2007)
WL AR, BEBREBEDTY) 374 7HBREEL L TR 2410 7% Systeml/System2 7 710 —
FTHHDIZH LT, Reyna (1991) HIZ L 2HMAIE, BEFRZEZ0SH L LRI 77— -
FML—2BHRTHHEL, METVOFRIIH S _EBBRONMAEIREL > TND EBXTWV 5,

¥ 7> Hoffrage, Gigerenzer, Krauss, & Martignon (2002) 2, #&%:E®f% (Evans, Handley, Perham,
Over, & Thompson, 2000; Girotto & Gonzalez, 2001; Gigerenzer & Hoffrage, 1999; Macchi, 2000) T#
ELT\W5 2 DDEMHF (1) BB b SNAEEFERMEICESCEELEDN TV Z LR,
(i) ZOHREL T, TARNTRESOHE (nested set structure) | % [EHTEEDEH (subset
principle) ] &0 725D, FATHLVHBEATHADPO L) IREINTWLZ L—%ERHL,
29 L7 HEEE, BAEICE D CEEND o TV B BRI 4100 L TR R VDT
FLTWAICBERWEBRTWS, ML hAEEL L, fl2iE (1000 A0EED) B 40 A
PREEL T WD, BEL T3 1000 ADBEED S B 750 MIBERIEFH S Bi L Ty 1000
ADBEDD B 125 NI bBERIEHH S ] Lo 2FERRoZ & Th 5, Hoffrage et al. (2002) 2,
o L7-&kmE, BARMEBICESSHEERRE (. 1000 AOBED ) H 40 ADPFEEL Tnb, &K
FLTwE 40 ADEED D L 30 NZBERICHH L B L TWav 960 ADEED S 5 120 ALl
LRBERIBAH S ]) LERXBLTWw5, F7- Gigerenzer & Hoffrage (2007) (2B T4, Barbey &
Sloman (2007) 2 X 5 ANTIRES, 7E5EE (partitive frequencies), Wl 7MAIE & (inside-outside
view), “EBRBE Vo HEIL B0 F ) YT VD5 (Gigerenzer & Hoffrage, 1995, 1999)
RFEILAHIE A LM MEZ T RnE VI EF L T b,

7 13 Whitney, Hinson, & Matthews (2007) (%, Barbey & Sloman (2007) ®z30id, [HEMF] ©
REIZBUIAERN 2 7O ZAOERNLEHEEZEL TELT, HHEMR (affect neglect) 0L
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TWVEEBRRTVD, £ZTHE, BIZIE dLAAPEAORBIOWTHELZ TS L) ROOLN
EL7S, [IOADIBEIOALD DS DADPHIEERT L7259 ] LEbNBL0L, [BiEoT
FEEIZ 10%H 5] EEhNBEOFY, EADIIHRBOMEEZTL/755) v )finiiLTwab,
ZhiZ, HEKT WEOER) OFN, [EBOA4DPBEEOIRELZT L] Lo 2 BEENRREE
PEBEERT VAL WS, 20 L ) Whitney et al. (2007) &, EHHLEEIERRZEIC
Lo TCaPIILEDS DTHE e AL, “EBRET VL, ERIIBIT LA THALVEA (hot
and cold cognition) ZFET S L TCOPICERLZBHEAE R Y I DO EER L7,

¥ 7> Uhlmann, Brescoll, & Pizarro (2007) %, B0\~ L, HREZOFHFCEEREY v
FHHEL WA,

5. NA XEERICET 3 ETRRICH I SMEA L SHOEE

CZETIM~AEIIBNT, EI2 2001 FLRICIT b B IZ RIS B fTRIZE & e
LT&7. INOLOFRERZET L, INE TONRS ARHERIIIE, DTICRT L) 28oH
OREENFHRENTWD L) ICBbNId,

B, BATHIRIE, RAZHRETELDOPKREST, KAL L THEMRAIZZLVWESICA
bbb, &HAA Zhu & Gigerenzer (2006) OFFFEIY, FELENRIITHON-DDOTHY, FE&B
BRRESTHFEIEIEE VD bITTiEAR Vs LA L Zhu & Gigerenzer (2006) OfFEIX, [HREHE
Bl D "WEFFEDIBEL TS " XA XRHRRELTHE L, BAMBICESCHEERL:
Aviud [T TH A XBHERBENET L] LERETLHHDOTHY, 20 L) RERLEHNT
WhWE YV F LD XRIHEEREE (fl. (¥ 2 3 —28E] (Tversky & Kahneman, 1980)) 7% L
WO R, L) NS XBEROH L SORERIE, REBAINTWRWEHIZEDbNhE, FiE
(ERRleR) ClE, ¥4 2050 1T A EBOAHERET HEL'Y, BEBRE HEOKE(L
2B B HIRRME) OFZIIOWT, BEELURIOEM 0, EARNZS 1 ROE(LSTTRERER I A,
MEREREE) LR TRERERE T B, AN 2 RIYEILDTRELR BT A IR A
1ED 2 RIIEAL T RELERE T B, BANLREGHEEOEPTRLEMELT A, N XRG4
HZEOBADTHELZEMIB L WHIBEBIREEINLZE, FFEDOL BRI AICL EF 525
REEDESBEBIUECID ), MEOKRENFELLIEREETWHLPIIL, ZOL) % THIEY
BUEDSE] LI HAD 2N ZRERFRICOMD AN 2 L2 Lo T, BET 284 4l
YA TDOUNVFITHFTRIIE 2O TERVAEREDNL, TRIZL T, XA XBHEFOHL 213
EDBRIZHBOH, EVOEELSORENERPBFINLOTIR 2L Bbihd,

F210, BAAMETHV R TCHAHER, M TAEXHBEEICHE T 53 %] (Gigerenzer
& Hoffrage, 1995) %, {7R8EHE | (Zhu & Gigerenzer, 2006), [ZRE Vuma L OEWIZH T 5%
M| (Villejoubert & Mandel, 2002) %>, Teigen & Keren (2007) #HEWTWw/z [/NARE] (Falk et
al., 1994), Osman & Shanks (2005) ASHWTW7- [ESEE] (Doherty & Mynatt, 1990), & 512
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Sloman et al. (2003) 2SHV: T\ 7z [EZAZWEE] (Casscells etal., 1978) ® & 912, FEAE (X
) ICEARDONS L, BEMIEIIL->TH, BREGHTHAIIL -TH, EHRLBNTEA
H- s s o7k 3 IZBbNnD, B121L, Zhu & Gigerenzer (2006) DFFZED & 512 [HE=RFED ]
& TERMMICESCHEERRE] OFREFRIT 20 THIUE, B2 REOAFIITRLED Bt
ILLT, BRMEEOHREZBREL AV ILENDB7E5). ZD L) LHRELHVWLILIZL - T,
AL ETZ2ERUSNOEZBETMRELZRVAEELL, FRETIERIESR KT, TOEE
THOLNITEDLEEZLNEDPLTH S,

8310, TEONA ARIERME T, BEREHAOUBEROHPLHALHEHE (£7NV) 12
M5 5EBH, BAKTONL I >TETWS (eg., Kahneman & Frederick, 2002; Sloman et
al., 2003; Barbey & Sloman, 2007}, 7578, A®QPBHMT A7 25 HHT 2 TEN2EH (£70) OF
I, REEILTCuRVWE I IZEbN S, B2 IE Systeml & System2 £\ 2DODY AT A%
f858 L 7> Kahneman & Frederick (2002) 0Z—E@#EHERHD, RICRBLAREE 2 - AT 1 v
7 OFEEBIZE £ F o TV, System?2 DERIT LRI, REBERHL JIdNs 25 =X
LHFEL DD, Ewviorzfmid, Kk, HShTwARVWE ) ICEbN S, %7 Sloman etal. (2003)
WEBHETY, [ANTREGOBRIILZFHFADHD, HERLICESCHHALD L, N XH
HmiBEONBEORELXHAT 2 AT, VW THE] Lo FlNFZENTVEY, £h
T LT ANTRESOHFEEZLIET 22 LIIAESH THL0H, ANFRESGOBEKBEHRIZLAR
IR L TREON S ARHERREOUERHZ ChBE0H, Loz izt LTiE, TozBeE
ERETHuRVWE Y ICEbNS,

LLEX b, FEE (2006a, 2006b) THRMEN/EIZ 20 HAEOBFFRIZBITAMESIE, HEDONA
ARERTFRIZDRBENDE LD TH o2 L IBDND, N XEHRREOHE L S OER %
L, HEREHOHEBELHAT L2 AENLER (E70V) OBELIT) 201213, REANEZT
BERIR Y BA{L L, BRI EOBELEEY HV/:, BENFREZTI) ZEPEETIE VAL R
bbb,

53(1) Zhu & Gigerenzer (2006) (25 % &, BEMD» HBERWICEFZHB S5 BARMBIC L 2HERTLEHVR
iE, BEAS LY [FELTONAS XBERBRENRITAL] LvH, L2L, 20L) REILTHVT
WhWEIZIE [# 7 32— ]| (Tversky & Kahneman, 1980) 7% &0 F J U F L~ 4 XBIEGRIREAK AL
EoTHEHELVORREDR, LIt SbRBETHS LIICELNL,

(2) 2040 & 21 AT OWEZEIL, MREEMICEEREZ L 2D TH LD, M AHERFRIIBITEE5ED
MEZHA S AT A9 AT, FEE (2006a, 2006b) 2BV THE S NAEIZ 20 EOWRENRETIHE
B FNLEOBREDONAS AMMERMEIL L TR IELDTHANEIEREF L TBLIEPEELE
2N Ens, ARBTIIZOL D 2ENFIET .

(3) Evans (2008) (ZX 5 &. “EEBEGIL PH0 - HESLEFUIBCTEULFE»OFEELTE/M
Systeml % System2 &\ 9 FHEES— I L FDLNB LI 2R o TELDIL, BREOH I0ELATH S v
Ho T, ZRICEABE, RTET, HEPLERREOERIIBITZ ZEBBREROEEIL ERLHEY
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PRHFROBEL VL, FWHIHLDDOD. To b/ ShokshTwb,

4) g (ERIH) Tk, fEROBE LB L TERHBESAR CHERETH L Z L 20BHESR, »o, #H
B 4 7OGHMPESTHS t%x%h%ﬁ%+?ﬁnmu%é& LT, [HAouRE] 2HELZ,

(5} ARMDIULTIE., FMHE I LIFERBROEBLADOLN S, BEFFET-> TV ERIE R /NE
EOHERIZOFHRESROSNS (eg FrIE, 1986; Itoh, 2008) Z &b, £0 L) HFBOMIIIL, XY
BEOEETHIRE LTV AENRHL20OTE R EE LT,
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