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KILIK A ST i WA BUHL ] A 53 K 22 H 25 8 e SR 5 (R A AP B B A L ShLEiaA
IR , 208 T A AR SR PR SR AR A EREAS 1 3 AR X R SR 1 Ml DL P s i o =52 |, — S5
JEATF9E 2% (Le MensADenrell, 2011 ; FeilerZs, 2013 ; SanbornAlChater, 2016 ) , F|Wr 5 35 /Y
VFZ A LRI A T U0 35 o B R 8 A B TR A I 22 A 58 WA AR 2 il R
LA IE AN Simon (1982) T4 Hh i, 2 BEAR A A | 1 S0 75 22 AR 1) ARSI 2% (5 B A5
Sl SRR AT IS R AR BAEAS i A2 A DS B AR B 2 iy, IR 4 R
AN ELAT 56 3 AL SRR T , AL SR S B0 A7 O 22 P BT RIS X 15 B AR AR I A3 i R
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£E 7], Fiedler T-20004FE7E ] Tl {Psychological Review ) |- % 3¢ ft) H 56 SC CHR M UL A TA 26—
A BRFEIRAR )5 ASREE” (sampling )2, 5 JR5 B AEIREE 8 20 A ik (R A= 250 %A~k
IR R AT BAEAS DL R e Sy A A BAREAR I (%) 1 DBr 5 DR 5 1) i DL A, el b R 1
PR iy UL CHIL i 8 SRASE I 22 8 LA o IS B UAE L VR 25 8 B8 T R IR A AN
[ B UL I B R B4 T T 25 %% Hertwig S5 (2004) 38 H 3 T2 50 1 s R b o8 v XU B T
PR 5 BRI N ATz AR5 LA, SR A AR R A
Bl A 28552 A B2 A SR AR R (Johnson®: , 2007 ; StewartZ5, 2006 ; UsherfliMcClelland, 2001)
i, Ry — e LR B e O e DL SO, AR AR T A ) fi B AT LN B T (Ting M Wallsten, 2011 ;
Trueblood%%,2014; Tsetsos%¥, 2012 ; Ungemach%$,2011) S Ntk , HE7E X FiX—M AR
KFEMBAL

FEI B8 34515 B R A A i R S A e 50 A 556 O AL [P R, AR SOGTSRARE A 22 31X — 38T A I 5 4L A
JEFFIRVE : B Y M Fiedler Y N FI—2E R AR A &, AR T RAEBIREE IR, S8 J5 X2k
T O 2 T B O UL A SEASHIL TR A T U9, 20 X R 25 AR T B — i A g I —— iR —
20072 St A TR, O S U LA Rl AR A AR AT AR 7R R PP IEA | 18 S
JFHE IR 2500 AT DS i DLAR 5 B AR A SR 1l o

=, EERRENELRNIE

CSRAEHEEIR B TE, 48 N ERAEA th il i — 843 FE 7R S Fiedler (2000 ) 5 | ACRAEAR
&, U REAS A B 5 o o A P R TR 22 S 200 R WIS, I A2 BUSERT_ A T P
PR UL ML B DN 2R HELL A4S H , AMIHEREA 7RI W AP SR e, AR A ek
PR i P 5 A UKo G A PR v, XU, Bt , B W)y 2 R A i R
T AU B AT A T3 B 5 R U, AR R T I s P AR T 3
F DB H BRI R B LR A T FEACA A R GRS B R TR 0, AT
A ERAF A B R AR (LR 1) o

THFREE CAIBTRT 50
K 7E R Ak

\ 4
h 4

FVTT - WA B BB A WHIRIE Al 5 3

PRI IR - AR Fiedler (2000 ) FIFKFIT 4 (2003 ) SCHR AL T,
1 BARAANANMAERERESTERT

1E PR W7 5 Do ST A RS B REAS Y JERE L, BT LR FETE RIWT 5 P i AR el iy B
Fiedler(2000 ) Ak , FEAS S AR AR S PR BE 38 BAE B 255 . —J5 I, I8 b 10 8 R
REA DL AACRAE Z I AR SIHL S8 B AR 5 55— 07 ] SRAEIF IR S8 4 TR i g
Wil 2T MRAEAR KRR EE 1 32 P58 HP 5 B A A s Ml o IA AN A 25 A 7 Tl i PR R AR Rl T
MRS B RFES R

FEE— 58, FiedlerflJuslin (2006 )FR 1 T FEA R IR AEATT GEK A T AN I
IR ISRAE , Xt S B i) BN RIS 5 38U s T BER B T AN PR EREE 1 R A,
XIS ZATE [l AR BN E B SRR B Ge R R S B A R A RUE B — &I ik
R ) B ZZ A RREAR , T5 L B, TCIS 2 AN A rh R U 5 B b S R E I R
A S B, HB FR T USRS B T4  JuslinZs (2007 KRR R IS AFR K B
BG4 (naive intuitive statistician) , BFg AR K EHL LU , i TS B A 148
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REAC AR SR, 2 SR B SN SE A AN 20, A A LR B R B HL G A AR R PR AR
AR SRR F I, BT 5 PSR T A 2 DL IR R IR B TAE B A R 2

IEASimon (1956 ) Firdi 1, INFIRE ST MR EE A5 A8 J& — 8 TJ 0w 70 0, S [ml 38y th A 2%
A7 FRFR M IR, A7 ST UL ML A A5 M EE DG T SimonAT BRI FEAE BN N fig
JIRGTET , S AR PR A SIHLFT AN PR ZE A Ry 2T B 5 A DL ) = 2 S RBL A o s PLIR 27
T, B9 AR A DA — S5k Sh AL AR e Bk 1 S i A5 B4 (Lord 5%, 1979 Ditto %,
1998; Russo45, 2008 ; PolmanF1Russo, 2012 ) , AR 4 & S L BEAT 20 UL, AN A4 2R
474 (Asch, 1955 ; BaumeisterfllLeary , 1995 ; Muchnik%5,2013 ; Wang fllWang, 2014 ) . IA
F 7 WG B PIEBIA A B, A A PR 5 R A T R 0 1) et A R I
BRAT A, B TR M WLTE ML ( Tversky FlIK ahneman, 1974 ; KahnemanfllFrederick , 2002 ;
Kahneman, 2003 ) . 5& G0 AN A 12, Fiedler ) DA FI—E AR AR HEZR 5 Y Simon g FREHPE
AR PRI T, B R R Al DL VAT DR TS AR AR R G P2 B AT R AR, 3 FE IR
AR s 2 0 R 1) s DA S ) o DN RN —2E 5 SR REZEXT T A A9 7= A 1 E B2 M, A
T AR DR e W AL B SR AE D 25 BT R A

=. RERESBORREILBERNE

T B R A B AR AE SZ ISR A5 B 40 A0 RAE B2 ] A5 ARG 5
U BA% IR AR FEAS B A BRI ST BRI BB T OB ol AR B FEAIR RS, DL ot
NI RE S R R 129, MR TE R A 21 58 2 FIERR I BEPUAEAS , BEAS P [ 19 22 1F
— BT AR PR R 22 o AH ML AE T LA T LA 7 T -

(DAEFIE B0

Fiedler(2000 )1y , BLSEEREE H (5 3 A SR AR R BENLAY , i A H i) PR d rh R A e
Y B R M5 B o TR R 38 T DG, 111 o) —SE X e sk Ay F A 8 U ] BE 4T 43 B
SEAE M LS SR AR R I AR 3T A6 58 R BEN LR AR LRI O PRBE TP (5 B A0 AN 2
RETE =010 B 22 MITAE (Fiedler, 2007 ), 53X = A5 DT MA B R AR FER 3
FE B B E RS B B AR (R D RS A SR A WA 3 B AR 6 T S S5 B85, 2w
LA AR R g ™ i, MR AR A T B H2 il B4 2245 B i LAk A5 B AR I3 Ry ik
FIREE H B2 R AR (A5 B N, T 2 AR AME T AR R0 S s B B o AR
AN R P R X A L T A A X DA A7 T 7 . A 48 5% 3R R  Koehler FliMercer (2009 ) 3
WY, e 20 F) HUE AL HAR IR A ) B 4 (R AR BT 25 00 T 5 B 0 0 SOy, 3R e RE T
A AR AR 55 T 25 A8 15 8 2 B 1 A8 Ak, BIVERSR AN o PR sl B M . Lejarraga®s (2012) &
T 2552 A5 B B YR AHAS T Iy 25 BT (2 A eI ) , AT TR X A 7 2 108 0 (XU 1B T ) s
ST Z M5 B R TR RE A RIS B 2 R A e R RS B IO RS, AT TRE
AT 2] SRR S U A S EHEER AN NG 2l , 2% 2 PR AP ZE LA o 491l , A TR0
Jo e VAR 2 ] (R A DG | st T AR AR A A% A T R o B ko (2 i o — B A FH B e 1 45
FP S AT BB U R AR B

(2)fF B ZRAE

5 B A RAE IR 25 AR BRI TR o 51 40, Kahneman Al Tversky (1979) & B8, A% T
IS 7 58 i) 32 BIME LR AE 7 XA 52, [m]— RS ) @ FH AN [R] A A AE SR 2 ) A T4
72 A N [R) 8 JRUSS: Al 4, RIATE SR o 7 28 ML P < SIE N 99 [) A (R AE RN P 9 v, 2 A 1 T 8
P45 SR RATE Ry Rl NEC BT, 72% 9% U0 [ 36 428 2 P P 8 6 T 58 (IR 200 0 ) 5 1T >4
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T T R R RAE N BET NBORT , 78% (A MG ] 15458 IXUBS: 1 1 28326 728 (1/3 11K
FINIET, 23 HEFR600 NFET) HEZERN 1Y ) — AR R 2L AN, KB T 15
BFRAEXT TAACRAFE PSR 15200 o BRIAGE IOV S48 MATE P 28 B L 20 rh & HERGE , 32 1l
T ASB R SR BRIAGEII A SR BRIA T A BE 70 7E i e E b LA 0 2 R L34, e s
F S Z e+ JohnsonFIGoldstein (2003 ) LA T 11RYH I ZO8IC A &8 B HHRR I A9 A 0
L] o e 74 [ GO B A A BRI, 3 4 [ ST B 8D 8 R L5 R 97.4% , 7344 B S0 AN
BACHE R BRI, i 8 [ GO BPEC R R L B8 18% o 15 B R AR T Kb Jm M sl ik 5l (1 &) /7
HUPE , A5 3T 22 0 G FR A

)fF B BBz ] 150k

AR TR AL TREEAE T [A] |25 A AnAE e 48 12 B e A QARG RY, 5 TR (R R, i it
W 5 R SR v A g LG o G110, AF L T A AR B AT T 200 A 35 8., AT
SEAE T804 T F 2405 W (Moore MSmall,, 2007 ) A H FREASMNE 5L, SAIIA L 191
PRI G AR L, DN AR X REAAR A 03 R e DAY, BIVREAAR P O I ( Deenrell, 2005 ) o A8 LE T AN
AT, AR 5 T Hefiai AT e 50, AT B A I Al UL ( Denrell FlLe Mens,2013,2016) .4
Lo TR R AR W R A B SR T S R AT AR A G e AR AR T AR, A
T 7= A RN, (Hertwig 5, 2004) o5 S BT P AN o] A5-PE s AR BORAE , Tt — 20 52
Wi Js 252 A B 5 A0

(MR SIPLA EH A

AR BHHLF E B2 50 RAE RS | RS D3 O UL ) FZE AL o 5 S AR D3 s L 1422
HE TAMR SR H AR AR A 2200 A AL B A i 52 R it 72 I 5 | A ok
S UL o a0, FEN A — B E S E T MR b TR A R A B e (fF & SR ) —3%
A5 L, Z 0 S I PE AR 5 e A — 35 B R ez ok A7 B it R g0 ik 1 O
(Lord%%, 1979 ; PolmanfIRusso, 2012 ) FEE JISIHUER T, A R TR 4 5 TA BRI A1 5
B8 & 15 B (Chaiken% , 1989 ; Petty flICacioppo, 1986 )  7E41-23 W@ ShHLE R T , A4 m] T
REMKRNGE MR A BRNLMER, NMsHE S E A G T 7 2555 5 W
(ChambersfllWindschitl, 2004 ; Galesic%, 2012 ; ProegerflMeub, 2014 ) .

(5) T REEREA A FRYE

AT T B A R v R B AR A REAS A TN RIS o RS2 100, A T it — B AR A
BT 5 FEAS BB AR L0 P eI S AR i B NG i, RS H/ IMREAS AR,
AR /IN , RS0 7 25 UBBURL AR AE B SCIAEE v | AZ AN IR R T 2 RSB bIL g g (%
PRI BRI , AMTAT AR I RE AR A L T 58 25 BACR R BT RARA BRI o [F]i), 32 3K
TAEICI R T I 2, KIGRERS [FIB I T RREAREAR D CE R 742 H (Miller, 1956) ,
2R (Cowan,2001 ) o /MEA LA M P45 2R (Kareev, 2006 ).

(6 ) RAFERRLEE

SR RE R BE A8 AR ALE SR A 2o AR v 6 T BRI AT 0 R 43 R 2 BE (FiedlerFl Juslin,
2006 ) o AR SE USR5 R 6], I B RIET RE 48 R R A0 VR E S BT R (5 8. A A
(Eanse N IR A (A= 4R BLAE ) R0 5 ml 4 BB 3 38 XA 4R I AR 0 4 AR R e & i SO
(Roe¥,2001) , iXEEXE H ARACE (S0E BRI IR ) FRFERRNAME B At oM sl iR g5 R
SRR L RT A3 fifk Ry S AR BE 9 53 F-PEECE I PR BT, AR 4 R RTAR PR RE MFE AR BT
TR AN RV RR B A MR 2R o it — 20 IR 431 S MR 2R A T L4l R S A A i
PEEE MO, HANVR R RE XORT LA i R 8 4k (i Btk ARa A P 55 A R B A AF
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T B o0 it SR O R ) UKL A7 A 22 57 o AR EE KT (I 2858 7K ) ) SRAE B )
FXF PR B B RN SR s o A LR DA AE , DA B R T B A A R R (Tversky, 1977
Fiedlerff1Juslin, 2006 ) .

(I RAEL

FEA I AR F 4, R AR AR i R v 8 PR s ) R AL B 45 R o B s
— A AT F (predictor, [ 28 & ) S5HRUE T (criterion , [RIAR & ) Z [A]52 M0 3¢ 2R AUHERT , #RiS
AR U 2 TN A R B A RENS A B TGO A T o SR, 75 R T R AR R A7 #)
I P B AT A S e PR R IR, A TR AR R B R X T R AR S 100 114 i 4 510, = VT AR 9
p e b [R]85 ) A TE A RO 2 A R A B 1 s AR AT U, T BE il T2 A i 26
URBTE 22 PR B A IR 1T T 22 b SR B 58] 2 A ) G B o UV A oI 0 225 [ A8 1 L A 23R K ) GBS
NT5% ), 2 VA T ] 45 2 A i AR i AR , DR R B K (R R AR R T Ak A B 2 A 1 TE
R T FRAE RIS TFARMETRAE, JLHXS TR 4 Ar v TR S R AR A F O 2k
WER, H B R Z L4 (Fiedler, 2000 ) o BORERE Y 2 , AATTHE LB T T RAE bR E TR
FERIX I, 208 A B R e A R Bk 2 [ A T e, A DR M TRVE < W Rp , Ml g RN dn SR q
Wilp W ) o AT T8 2R Bk A e i o P e 2 2 30 D A 2

(8)TLINHEFERE I AL

Fiedler(2000) A K KahnemanFFrederick (2002 )48 Hi , MMATEAE Bl = PR R AL i 22 AR 1E
i 2 I 5 2 (R JC I AR BE 7, TR 24 T MR ) A 538 2t AN ()48 2R B 3R B R TR) R/
TR E A REAS I, AT W 12 B8 0 A RS B o i, AT R B bR v 721
FES S KPR LR BRI AN B8 K 00 544 1 & AR A o 2wk il B Pl e PR R AL AT,
35% BRI E bR TR

B2, 2SS P E B AR RS AMERSIALAN B bRl 2 38R B RIRE A RREEA
TGN RE TN 2 S5 R 2R BRI, ARG R AR 3 58 S REALAYREAR S BEAS o [ 1) i 22
E—2 BT AR PR R 22

M, RERRPH—FABER. iR —28ER

(—) YOR iRt 5 456755

235U Hertwig &5 (2004 ) B HY , JLaR A AR PSR i IR EE Hh RIS BAEAS i3 72
T F -5 R 3R ) i DL S ), 2SR Al 25 A T A TR R 2 — o Hertwig %5 (2004)
TN A Tversky FllKahneman (1974 ) %& 2 19 i A& =AM WA 5T Y0 X 0] DLFR iRy =X 754
AT, A58 0 H DARAR 0 07 =X i i S IR SR AR L MRS 3 38 3 e W i b B g — Dok
BRI 25 5 J L R AR AR N B3 1 iR R AT A AR (5 8 RIS R L« 7 4 A~ 1E
A FIB IR ESE— , ABETIAT 0.8 FIAE R ARAF4TT , 0.2 AU HERARAF0IT ; BRET — € 3K AF3 70 - M 7E
ZIGYR B (R30I & SR A X Je ok (5 BRI MR B IR A R
AMATEEARR I, W i 2002 > AR R eI 0 45 S A A3 o 4, B0 AN e LR
FRHEIAA 0.8 LR ARAF4TT , 0.2 AR IRIF 00 X — AR B, TS T AL HE L
HIFZEN BE AT B o THA ML R GEARYE T MR 53 A il i B — s A7 R A B £ o
FH I, B 0h 20058 2o 22 VR i AR TR LA S 2 R R I T S R T A 2 R e A5 S, 1T RSO R
TERGIR B, B T4 e s A0 25 SR A0 & AR R Wt T B L 265 1, RO DR o 2 e i 261
SR CHIAY PR, X B SRS 1015 BRI AR, DL SR X SR 45 R 15
MAELR N, PR R IE ARG 1T CRAE ) 250 h T4 & AR5 B, B B AT 1Y

18 RAEA Y A i R 5 40 7 5 BSR4 L2
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BRI SORFE , 2R G TELF VAN TR u U Z 000 d 2o 208 (X1 6 4%
2012).

20 PR AR B e R H S B R CRFE )17 8 (Hills M Hertwig, 20105
Lejarraga®,2012; Mehlhorn®,2014) . 5 4% , A A 2 AN ARAE s i it 1) 48 20 1015
B (Hertwig%§,2004 ; Hertwig fllPleskac, 2010 ) o iX —47 A H AT — 5 B A FIRCRG R, ] an, %F
IINEEAAT B AR BB A% Dok /DA A 1 Can 5 T L)) sl et (Al 0 £ far ) A9 5 IS 4 R A
(Vul%,2014) , 30 TAEICIZ 2B AT 2K (Kareev, 2000 ; RakowZ5 , 2008 ) , A T[] it 25 57
AT ] 4k 145 (Hertwig FlIPleskac, 2008, 2010 ) o SR T, AR S K EuE B, (1A A5 B RS
PRI ZE ARG B AR SR B L A0 WSO A5 SRR/ X e o T A8 ) 25 AL 25 235 40 1 R A1
KR R AIK (Fiedler, 2000 ; Hau% , 2008 ) o J& SCRPHRE IS Y/ INBE AR 5 AR A 2500 st — A i
IR .

R, — S5 3 R BAARTESS B S b A %5 00 A B4 F i B0E 2 2R 55w e A
PRI 2 57 LA R AT: 55 30050 R 38 AR 52 AT 55 s M J5 1T, Lejarraga® (2012 ) FiMehlhorn®s (2014)
RIRDERAT 55 W A2 2R, RIS I8 o (43 2% sl i ) FRE I )y 25 CF 7 25 R0 J0 5 22 ) 520
15 B RAT R IR T ZEAE PR BRI b (0 BE R ) MR 2 TR 4 MR 20 b A e R 1)
MR AL A S BAY R BT ] IR TR B AE A Ty 25 I P A8 SRR MR . TAE TG T 25
BTG R B BRI MR SRR T Z M5 B AT T, A R R A /N IE AR G
(Rakow?%§,2008 ) ; Eii 88 11 = BEVE R 2 58 1 B9 MR & RE T Z HYFEA (Lejarraga, 2010 ) .
PRI 1T, Hau5 (2008 ) & BLHS I 0% T Rl Re 08 b 2 $ - AMARAE AR B R FE T T AR A

() fiiid—zp iy 2z 7 K H ™ A it A

FEREIR TS B GGG BE b, Pusf 3 2 I Hh AN [R] 1) JXUR: 285 B2 FNA TR 6 86 (Hertwig %5, 2004 )
TEREIRIGEBE b, P 2 i ) T S Al /MR (R ) S04, 124518 ST R e 40— 3 (Kahneman 1
Tversky, 1979); T AEZ S g 5 b, Pe sk & Wi [ (%A /MEZR F44: (HertwigF, 2004 ) o 3X —
R iR —2 522 53 (description—experience gap ) (Haus, 2008 ) , HoAE ZMiF5T rh 5 3]
JESZ ( Rakow%%,2008; Hau%s,2010; BarronflUrsino, 2013 ; Wulff%:,2015; 5 . Rakow Fll
Newell, 201038V ) o “Hifiid—22 0022 S5 R 1 2238102 G , i 22 5 7 A I R kA
T REIRR R

Hertwig®5 (2004 ) 1A A FRAG(E BAE R AT FAN T80 T g E L 50 1535 T X/ MR 3
P BARAG B 26, Bl A DR 3R ) A £ B4 R BRI, SF 3 15 (Hertwig 4
2004) 8177 (Weberss,2004) , T AMTHEAT B A4 05 B8 58 ol LAXS /NS08 23 ikt 42 i i
HEBR RS , A T ARG VIR SRR 25 o FLUR , AT B AR & 3 30 3l RSOV, BIVX e dl
PRI 5 SR 25 3 FAANCER o P T/ IMBESR S5 TE il T LR A B R B il R 21, PRI Il PRI &
BT W5t MR AR A o Fox fHadar (2006 ) 7E 4T X Hertwig % (2004 ) FITE 3L
5, S IAEBE T 09/ NSRS AR A AR T AT 05 PR Sk e 5 /A A IR A o Hau%E
(2008 )TN Jy Gn SR iR —2 56 22 S vl AR R B /VREAS 5 [ RS () SRR 22 , I A G IR A 5 i
IEIZ AT LATH BRI AN 22 5 SR, AT TS SRS SRR B i A R B A A e P AR/ N ik —
K22 HIARRESE R THPR1Z 2 5 cHertwig fllErev (2009 ) HE— 256 4ffiidh— 2056 22 S5 1) P
JR PR ZE A PUAS 7 T, BI/INFEAS G PRIZGONE A R DR AR 115 B R A% =X (B a3 R Ak 5k
WAL ) BN AT

Hau%5(2010) # G FiedlerlJuslin(2006 ) i “IARI—A= 87 RAHELE , IEHAKF- s 7
2= FEARIKOF () R AR 1R 25 AN HIKSE E A2 BR il =N J2 IR B 5 B R AE F% B8 K 25 52 4
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R0 22 S T B R o EL AR M, AR Fi R T AR AR (e 3 R AL 1 1 RN R R 4R 5]
(49) FPAREAS F 0 A A B REAE s BEASAKCOE R DS AR R A AR A TR 7R 1) R A
PR B AR I T REAR 23 Pk 8 K24 2T e Al AL B85 B B R
7, AT R ST 25 SR 3 B 3 = A 2 IR R REAR e RS Mk DA Sl b A TR fi b — 200 25 2 s M L
T 5 B RAEAS L i A0 22 55 AR 22 AR AR TR RREAS B ORI B v

WAIBTHE HE R 2, R/ IV SR AR 0 35 i A7 A T B g s v (H— S8 STt R B, R
BEPLTR 35 8 AT BEXT B SRR /MBS 2 (1 A 7 3k FE AR o Glockner (2016 ) FELE A % 283 T4
TR A PSR RN T 296 A B S M F 9 JE a0 A S b 38 H iR — 2 06 22 B T a5 T = A
SR < Hertwig %5 (2004) 325K B/ INEEAR i 22 SA4EL RT3 LA 7 B8 M ) 5 & 03 o BT 34
15, B PR 20001 45 v e 5 3 SR A VA A ARE SR DA, DRI, At D% A6 23R A A AR A
TR BB, X T 8T M T A F R AT S T, EE A, R A
Fe il 20 e A R/ INARE 2R 2 1 (R 25 B3 2 ) 70 I 2 e A I M 56 o A S 5 B A5t 110 £ 2
Glockner®: (2016 ) 1 SCIBFFE 25 R B, A4 A SR B B b (5 S B A bk Sk 4 x)
AL BN /MR R 3 BE IR ALY L GlocknerZs (2016 ), /INEEA (22 A B O i (2 4
BE TR T /IMBERARAS , AR, (8 [ A 800y R A8 LA SEIE ORI , (H AT e — e FE i
B0 IR I B2 AT HGIF 7 IMEE A i 22 Y 5206 o CamilleriFINewell (2013 ) A B, AH LE T4 ok
TG, KPR B o B ifid— 206 22 A B2 i, BIME B8 R R EERT L ) B —E
PRI I IE T YRS % O R/ IR S 1 2o BE AR, [ P 553 4k T 30 BR800

SIS, 2B e Y N T F A S0 B A AR A T S e X R A TR
R E B RFERA R AR 00 SR IE & B T i —2 00 22 5, I A5 BAREA 1A
KA R — PR AR T B AR R .

F. BENREEREBERRREE R EN A E R

— L N SR Ml 2 JE AR A D SR AR AR AR T LA IR AR N R SR fF B (ie2)
KA B 6T 4 i 5 e SR 1 52 T g B AR A A0 45 A5 32 (Johnson4F, 2007 ) (PSR 73S
(BusemeyerflITownsend, 1993 ) . “J 3} —3a 4 Z#Ri A (UsherAIMcClelland , 2001 ) F1RAF
LAY (StewartS5 , 2006 ) 4  1X SEARAUR 77 T 22 UL SR B O THAE R, 4 1 S SRR
AR B0 B EPE BRI T T AeT A0 ER S 1Y, B R — S PSR i D, 2 Bk
JF JRURSE DR IO AL 1 PRI ASORE  340 B 2080 P 2o 0 S5 B AT A5 ) e e o 6 LA 1 X S P s A
JIT 25 W R AR DR SR S o 2 2 R B T T s P e SR Al DL

(—) 2 f1HE2 (query theory )

LIS HH Johnson® (2007 )H2 | H F 204 WA FEAC AR 1 48 A Fe BoE , ST i
— AP , ARSI R B3 i R — R8T [1EL, SR 5 e 2 351 b A 13 26 [)
AN R T T o [R) R A I A L, LR ) Ji5 S A DS il | A ] B[R] R A 1) J3 371
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How Does Biased Information Sampling Lead to Biases in
Judgment: A Review from a Biased Sampling Perspective

Ma Dandan', Cen Yonghua', Wu Chengyao®

(1. School of Economics and Management, Nanjing University of Science and Technology, Nanjing 210094,
China;2. College of Finance, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, China )

Summary: Individual judgment often systematically deviates from the optimal beliefs and
choices hypothesized by rational-agent models, leading to cognitive illusions and biases in judgment.
Researchers have observed an enormous number of biased beliefs and behaviors in laboratory and field
studies since 1970s, such as confirmatory bias, overconfidence, false correlation, base-rate neglect, herd
behavior, etc. This biased way of judgment reveals the limitations of rational-agent models and has been
an important concern in management & decision science, behavioral economics, psychology, and
sociology. Pertaining studies concerning biased judgment in psychology attempt to model and
understand the nature of these biases by un-riddling the mental processes of judgment, resulting in
various influential perspectives. In particular, individuals’ internal motivational constraints and cognitive
deficits are widely concerned by researchers and are regarded as the main mechanisms for the formation
of biased judgment. In terms of motivational perspective, researchers attribute selective exposure,
information distortion and confirmatory bias to the motivation of cognitive coherence, and ascribe biases
in social judgments, like obedience and herd behavior, to the motivation of affiliation. In terms of
cognitive perspective, researchers attribute biases in judgment to heuristic search and attribution

substitution induced by individuals’ limited cognitive resources in the process of information processing.
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Previous studies have shed substantial light on individuals’ motivation and cognition, but little on
individuals’ interactions with the environment and the biasing impact of these interactions. However, as
claimed by Simon, bounded rationality is the result of interplay of the mind and environment. In order to
understand human behavior, one first has to understand the environment in which the behaviors take
place. In 2000, Fiedler introduced the concept of “sampling” in an important paper published in
Psychological Review, emphasizing the impact of distribution of information in the environment on the
acquisition process of decision samples(information sampling )and judgment. Many biases in judgment
can be attributed to biased sampling, namely decision-makers consciously or unconsciously take the
biased and incomplete information samples they draw from the population as the representation of the
environment. As the environment component of Simon’s bounded rationality, the biased sampling
perspective plays a constructive role in providing alternative accounts for the existing decision biases. In
the last decade, the biased sampling perspective has received much attention. Inspired by the perspective
of information sampling, researchers discover a new bias effect “description-experience gap”. In
addition, the idea of information sampling is integrated into the decision-making models in management
and economics, e.g. query theory, decision field theory, leaky-competing accumulator model and
decision by sampling. However, although a variety of researchers have attempted to explore the
formation mechanism of judgment from the perspective of biased sampling, relatively little attention has
been given to this perspective in China. In response to this situation, in current research, an alternative
account for the mechanisms underlying biased judgment is presented, which highlights individuals’
information sampling from the environment in the spirit of the biased sampling approach launched by
the influential figures like Fiedler, Juslin, Denrell, Le Mens, Hertwig, etc. This paper proceeds as
follows: by introducing the conception of sampling proposed by Fiedler, the specific psychological and
environmental mechanisms are induced, and resulting biases in judgment are elaborated. Then, the
description-experience gap, a typical bias resulting from biased information sampling, is
comprehensively delineated, followed by several enlightening sampling-based decision models. Based
on a literature review, this paper appeals to the academia for future scholarly endeavors from the
perspective of biased information sampling, especially the investigation of the characteristics of the
environment which are more likely to lead to biased information sampling. It adds to the theoretical
foundations of biased judgment, and provides practical implications for understanding and correcting the
bounded rationality of human decision-making.

Key words: information sample; biased sampling; bias in judgment; description-experience gap;
bounded rationality
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