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THRERNBRZRERE. FANTAENRE
XER EEL OKXH

(LZRIMAL R 20 B2 Be, B 250014)

M OE ATMGLARIBAPARE, WAL L HIRD-ELE, ZIAREATRF AR IS A
T EFA AL REIRERINRESZ EOEBFINERZIAGER. XZTARBEFEEFEXgHiEE P
MAEHEE, MET D-E ZENREBRFTGALLIN, AF Ik FTikfo I BAERMAAE 8 T A E 4K D-E
EEYraBE, WEKLRE D-E £EHNRA. KREEZRAET LA AFEKX, RAZRARAR G %

A EHATIEAIR AT,

KR MR AEE; BBRR AT KA ESS; HA-ZI £

SEE  B849; C934

BRIEEEYN, REKMEAXTRETAET
M MEEAR . TPzt Taes
PR RN (35 [ B K G B30 9 s b 10 54
N, RS 11000 AR REYE IR BEE R, A
1/14000 17T REPE T BOmUW), M BE A (B0
5 PR3 ) B ) T AN B RN I R R A R (L
AR SRR ) SR SR, R AR T B
(decision from description), flifi 143 =i (overestimate)
XM EOR KR YR SR PR R R . R
A WA S AFE S R oRE i O 22 5 2 SR 3R 115 R
AT HIR, 2 B AS B N K HHE R A
55, B K 4 (decision from experience), &
AR DT U PR T AR AR RS G R 2 AR AR
(underweight, 8T FARMANEE) A B RN JG
B, SRR ARG T, PR IR R
AR 2R A7 AN 5L AR TR] A e 38 %o /N 2R
FHUWMANEAR: FfRISEAEL, MIESE
PRI MR =R 15550 (effect of underweight
rare events) (Erev et al., 2010; Hertwig, Barron, Weber,
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& Erev, 2004; Weber, Shair, & Blais, 2004), Hau,
Pleskac, Kiefer I Hertwig (2008)#2 i} “ il iR -2 56
2215” (description-experience gap or D-E gap, fij
Fi D-E 2E0E) 2k R X R A SR (1 A [

D-E 2 B T 28 30 D SRR % e il IR D 3R 1y
FLAF ST, 2056 P ok R 56 i AT He 3R e i 19 15 8,
AP IR A S )T B SRR o i ELE A B
TAAELRP D-E ZEEMATTEIA, MRyt
A REAFTESE BT AR 45 Bon Tk #, #Eim 5:2
PREE AR, AL, FRRIE. BEHEA
Hir 2 NP BEALE T A ZE R . D-E 28
IR W 28 00 R 3R 1 Ak T RN AR R S X L ke i
H CAERI, ROR B — 2P i ik e U4
RGeS I 58 R IR AE 28 0 R 3R T 3 e R
WREEA Y, TemmmRE AR, &
KUk BA s, R Am PR ERT,
TR SR 5 TG B AN 2 DA SO 3K 2 9 Y S R T o
A TR R A, TR R A 0, SR
XA R SRR B TR . R LI
B N (R, BV REAEAE D-E 228E, ki
TR R R B . X D-E 22 BE 3 R 5 0 R
R, e 8 AN D-E ZHEMAK IR
INR, MBS OR IR %, D-E 2 AL
KT RAT Ry R A2 1)z O, FFIR I A
FARE I R L e dusl, B2 &b T
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UEZ 56 R AARM M AR RN, Bt HE N
AR BB, 5 o BT 21 50 & SOdE i A B9
WHFE T, IERIN T AR D-E 228, &l
T D-E ZERERHAB RN S, Hin D-E 2EEE AT
REAJRIBR T/MER S . ShdrA e, PIffoif
R 25 A [,k 2 WA B0 T A R R R
D-E ZHm0HTE, £5& T RAIX D-E W& LA
D-E Z A A AR

1 D-E = EREH

D-E 221 i & IR T X A8 E 1 S PR A
BRI BT, X T T AR ST IR e T 4
BGHLOR A A B R S S SR AT A5 B ARG A
11 BF: MERRERZERKART

260 B PR 2R B 45 B0 B IE R ST O
W H bR TS 2 (normative paradigm) 5y B £ 5
AR, FT oE S HE AR BT A R B R
T Z2 0 7 DA 260 S50 R 250 DR 2550 ol 5 R o % 1) 5
Wi, 225 B KA BR B A 1 A N AT 8O T4
B0 B P ZEOR AT S PR P AT Sy v B A5 D
ZPRARIE, R AT 5L PRy i i B AL
il o HAn3E 24 0 U BRI R AR A A S | A PR
I B 3R A EE PR B TR AN AR A R e R
IS AR AATTAE RS e 3 v v At /B 2R = R 1
R, XXV R B A MR R

K (Kahneman & Tversky, 1979; Tversky & Kahneman,

1992) . #2055 O 2 0 57 8 B4 i A 2
SRAH XS 52 2% 1 AH OG5 B B 3% 2 3 (Hertwig & Erev.
2009), i kit ek E A BIRBUT R, HL K
RGO FRFAE | PRI AE X PSR 5 1

25 50 PR SR O T PSR T £ B AR BB e i o 3
PG R LR ) o M v 2 DA T
AR R, PSR IR Y 0] AT 55
A 2 I U g B UM R A S P A, R
TR BE 1 4 48 AR DG AR B0 TN 22 W B T 41 1 BIF 5T
5 BARBUE R . Rl o (0.0 B4 BT 17 8 2 S 50
MERIEEE, R Knight (1921) %143 8L 417 585 i i
PAAE IS PR T e TSR A B 1 0 A AR, (AR
22 25 5 2 R B 403K 1 XU DR SR BF 5 S B I 2
IR R A% 1% (Hau, Pleskac, & Hertwig, 2010), ¥
TR AT BB, il I = M e AR 5
B ARAR D REIRAS A U 202 I R L e
KRt E R (5, Hertwig 28 A (2004)iA 3152

TR T DA B B AR AR A O 1B R 0 o U4 3R 1R R
(G5 2R BOLAERR), LhAn g 2 5 2 B B 1 1 1,
ERSMA s, RGBSR S0 %, WA
REARFE AN NG s & Tr# TR, Pl
EAR TR ICE N APk, R h
MR AR A A 42 3 T AL 5 T M 3R 0 AT
o LI PR 3 6 T G T R AR B A A
RGBSR, BEOOFEIRRHE N ES e Kt
PR B E Bl B i RO R F AL,
MPE5.O A S A WA EERE, XTEER L
RS T 26 MIMEREZE . RS
AHfEEHE R, PRE R T wsh Bz o m
TYEES, BFEIRER. . Wik, #%
$E . OHERRAESE, MR PR X AR )
FE BB TS e sk 4R .
12 D-E ZHERHEMEZHHFR

A AR BE B PSRRI R LSS RN B A e
A E RSB N HEAT B 456 Y sk B 1F 2 3058 2 A,
I HA BT ARBIA R . Real (1991)i8 i %
W 1 TR 4T o DR Ak AR B R sl A A L
il % PR 5 P SRR A e A AE N TAE B R, BT
D ERRAT AU RO . AR MR R ET  E
HEEA R, 23800 MR H A 2 (under
perceive), JfxF— i F {41 & /BT (over perceive),
b3 & 30 e HRHE /D i IR A SRR B E AT T
K, X ERE R R T 0 NEA TR 2 2 1S
NEAT R o AR 22 B RN 3 i i) Tk 3R AR R AE R B
NG T AT, ARSI 258 UK A AE R
— B R R A RE 2 T [ 4R B ik . AP
B ERNM Y AEIAT LR YRET, 4 FRAE 2L il
) 241 5 e 5 (perceptual noise) g AT, AR H
SR RIRL, I PR S 25 R ) B SO S RN
(reversed certainty effect), B AT B I H
O R JRURS: 3K, 51 4N B8 AR 1) 16 425 80% ] fig 1 3K
19 43550, MAR—ERM 3 FKIT, H, 2
b M ek D B BRI X AR SRS Sy I, sh R B
VALY TR 5, I I e 3R 435 2R L B 28 AR
(certainty effect) (Shafir, Reich, Tsur, Erev, & Lotem,
2008) . 3L J2 Uk AE AN BB 20 4 1 U 01 58 70 2 5 Biof
M2 PSR, RSl ) S 3 AR AL TR SR A TR
I 33 B S8 8 R0 AS A5 6 T B8 1 00 A5
Hertwig 1 Erev (2009)if 1M #5 i A3 78 456
TR SR BT BOREI 2 25 AR A /N ABE 38 35 14 11 5% i
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S5 D-E 2 i % 4= . Weber 25 A (2004)iA A Zh#H)
B N5 RAE SCA 0E @B A4 50 1 hE
1, ANBEHEAT I T F AR RS B M A i ik R 5
HEgkFoaRRd B aRa D magitirs
W, fEMATR SRS, MR EAEA R
T IR R 3R AR 2 SR Rk T — L
X IR 25 15 B, SRS KRS B TUUR,
WF5E 3 AT AR e o B A 3 ) B B IR R
IR, SCEREE R, SRYCR R F TR R

BE T A S8R R 1 H A R DR SR I R 3T
T A5 BARBOS g5 7= L B . Barron il Erev
(2003) M 55 J 15t 19 H & P 5 [m) BB R SR T AT
TR R PRI TR ik, SC8 b AR
AW BE B IR R R B fe, s T A Dok
TEIGRAAE OC, HE TR S R PR, PR R T
TRA AR AT S U S WA A B A .
TF 5 35 DA A 33 o 38 A AN BT S A5 AR BUA L A A R s
SR, 0T A SUBRSRAN R TS G n AR R

TR DG T AN S 7 45 TR SRR R A s R SR AT
FE P RAT: 55 260 & DR AR BP SR G 72, 1
13 3 250 R AR MR A 192518 . Barron FlI
Erev (2003), Weber % A (2004) i1 BF 53 2R FH 09 7 12
B IZ AT SE D-E 22 s 2 s . it
iz (the feedback paradigm)FiilikEii =t (the sampling
paradigm), 2 53 = P g AR R PN A R Y
2 MR R R A TIRR, JFRIS RS R
T, W i 22 Yk P R 4 SR G R BRGZ T T A T
3. RIS B R POR 2R E BNE
AR A 5E 4 I Bt (the full-feedback paradigm)
R4y A = (the part-feedback paradigm). 7
SEAR TR, SR R R BT o 4 SR A
W 25 (obtained payoff) F A £ 45 45 2 1 i 2% (forgone
payoff); T 7€ &85> K i dE =0, {2 B 1A 1
iR p s . HAEE A b O R 2, B
TEPIAS F e T rp AT HORE, S A 25 R T it
TR, ARG BRI T e e

Hertwig % A (2004) fif FI &8 43 & 13 755X (Barron
& Erev, 2003)F4ili £ X (Weber et al., 2004)% 1}
YLK, JE AR IR 2 R AT X L, 4
R B P PRI 2T B A A AL/ N e =4
MG, I Haz s HERR B i =X b i 3 2t 3 %
SO R AL, B Y 8 b AR D SR T
B 22 T (experience) 5 AR AL/ HE

Hertwig % A E K2 1L 2 50 05K T AR AE AL/ MR
FKEMRN (effect of underweight rare events),
AN TEF MR ISR BRARRK ., &%
R A R PR AR, DLy =X
B EHE B TR, 250X Lk
FRHEEMBET .

2 D-EZEZRHIFAIFMBR

SR B Ar——D-E ZHR® EEZ
AR 2252 | T T 2T R i R —— AN W] (O
Lo dERAe, FIOLE, FRIR, 2011 XK, e
B, T F, SnH, RMER, 2012), LA
LM 2 BSRS89 D-E 2200, &
B/ R R E AR . SRR A
BESI, B AR BLGAR R & A
21 D-EZEFER/NMEESH

A Barron il Hertwig 55 A 4348 th i 453 =X
MHEEE, MR H 20 X 4 i o
D-E sk, XKW RRE/MER S
4 I Ludvig #1 Spetch (2011)[\#F5% & B D-E 2
FEAAUA R BR T /MR S o A L S g v e 3 1)
FEI IR T2 E P 1 A [ A %R ) R AR 1 2
(E 2R 1524 50%),  Hb an ke 55 1) 5« SR 3R A5 50 2 i 2f,
FELLUT PR TI  O EBE A T — e 3R A5 20 TT;
B il : 50%I1) i 1 345 40 7T, 50%H 1l fEtE — G
Jrak. RREM, BRSPS R T kR
25 LA AE 00 B 8500 (a reversal of the reflection
effect): Weas IH 5T RI L KK K, EIfELE D-E
I  Artinger, Fleischhut, Levati il Stevens (2012)
A & B D-E 2% M5 AU R BRF /il R =
P, XEERFSE R RS D-E 2% BE AR BT/
A, W] REAS AR A FARA/INE 58 34 580 7 K fi
BE, ATREAA B RIAS X
22 NWEDRIF

U EHIE D-E 228 i F R E 20 /MR
AR X —F8 4R, J5 SRWESE 3 R & L 28 06 e o
15 BARE S R B SR Am i A i 284k o

DRSS i - 2 PRI e S B 5 R S5 6 119 B T 2,
of /N ARE S8 S A 1 2 B R S i XU Al & 7 BB A
Fo R T ME SR BT R RIS D 4
AR, WUE T AR R AR AN A B2 AL,
D-E 2= B 58 Witk — 25 R A AR 7E S B pe SR 19 1
B0 Tk B KU 3 4 & AR BCAE . Rakow,
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Demes Fl Newell (2008)#f5¢ D-E 2= #5475 1] 5 7]\
B AF M BT (2 B 2 W) O R I, KB
ATTHE 28 530 e 5 v XU, A 2 1S S A4 5 TR 2238
B XU 25 B U B4 (four-fold pattern), 33k
J UAE 22 50 I 35 FR A A 15 B TR S 3 1 XU 25
1E1EARIR . Camilleri F1 Newell (2009) 5 b #2714 5%
TR N BT R A KT E A AE D-E 2500,
IFIAN D-E 285 RAEA R 5T oo s i KUK
i de A8 A AT OC, DATTTIE B T 40 4 Ay A 42 m) AR
PESE BARBOE A G, F898 EiX— JAETT N E
T2 P Y S B0 (context - effect) FIRR i 4 A1 5
(extremeness aversion)%: M4 (5 B IFJE 52 4% 4 —
UCVE S B, B o 58 i i A= A8 B Y B4 )
RENE Z AR, XSS TR 7 ik R &5
PR A R E T2 P50 M 2 kTG A
Harman Fll Gonzalez (2015)f# FH 2 56 v 5 i 2w 5%
BT SR ST TR I B, A A TR B R 2 Bl
P 4 S AN IR, 2 30 e 3 v 22 B0 i DR A Bl
—, PRFEHITEENN PR, SRR
I B A AR LR B S R R R B AR
B RACREE S, AMRLr—Si e 20—
WA 5 2s R A R AT

TR i B TR S M A ek e Uk
B, R P SRR 28 30 PR SR AN AE /M S = R A
FHERAR, FEREmRY EhATE e,
YA ERRNEm R, M &2 A1)
FAEEERTT D-E 22 FE 0] DLk IRATTEE IR 20 A A 2
TR PR B, H e B PSR 5T (B an
T8 #5) h 45 & BT 2 2 4 RRAE AR T i ik
TR RIS B RE, & B 2% s 1 AR Ak
KSR B REM AN, 28 56 P 3R 358 1T A AR o
4 SR AP 5 AU (Ludvig, Madan, & Spetch,
2014), X 7] e BOW i 1 UG, [ e AE R A
REBIHLT, (EH RS GO B 5 8 G 2 13 1 i 126
T (e A% B d . BRI BT AE), T O e R
(compromise) & IHi .
23 MAREIEEE A EBEN MR ET L

DRI 175 358 R0 AN B8 28 4 B 1 AR B AEAE AN ]
Fie R Tr 2 5% Knight 56T KU RSB 2 2 SR )
gr, EREAEE T, PesJr 52 ny Mt 5 2 W ] A
f 5 TASEAE 15 5 248 5 R AR, A Bea
RERMEG LSS RO 58, AT PR ST R 2
AHER, NREFREA MG MR, Rk

FRMEARYFN ., BN D-E ZIEMRZ )N
FR7E XU 1545 T (Hertwig & Erev, 2009), &4
ZHREGEHT RIS EGET, I RAEARR
B SR LA RREAE AR S A AN, O AR B

Dutt, Arl6-Costa, Helzner il Gonzalez (2014)%
PR AT 55175 5% Hh XURS 15 B2 9 i S BSI (ambi guity)
7 45 (AR 1 B3 R 8 PR R B T SR T
5L, WO R T AE W), KA B
TR PR AT 55, B AE R 12 56 SR 1 5 19
IR AELE D-E 2200, IR R K E LT
T35 T RO TR A, T A 33 1 58 T AR ik
G (AT E PERLEEAYT) (Arlo-Costa, Dutt, Gonzalez,
& Helzner, 2011), [Hitk Dutt % AN D-E 2205 5
5 B BRI EA 5%, Ert Ml Trautmann (2014) |
Gliney i Newell (2015)¥J# £ 50T &I
(255 . De Palma % A (2014)iA M 7EASU 58 T
YA RKEMBRRREEARZE XN
(educational), M fm &y i 28 fk i) fig & 33 D-E 2
BERAERIRN ., BRI E X FEMASEM D-E
ZWM X RATISE, A ILRR IR, AM14E
25 30 SR v A [ B oK

Knight $2 i ST E AR 2 50 T SRR R 10 ¢
BT e XURS: SR IS B 8 LR R L . Bk
U, W BTR R ARAR R SE R A T
2, YA DLRHEIR K I B A B8 R, BE
5 27 K 10 JT M7, BRI GRS RIAET 4
ZNZEAT, B XA I 56 A8 2 (8/1000) HT LATA
e IR, HAR IR T2 W41 R ag ke i
Wb, iR 54 & 10 477 W a — A
G, IBAX LR (U5, 1/10) K BEH AN 1145
R R B ARYE) IR S PSR i R h sk B 1Y
WAL 55 2 — R RE BARBIOR T R g il
B (— BRI _F IR AR A T 1 B Ak Sy AU
Bi), AEIX A b A v B S A A0 BRRRAE T RE 23 K
A5 o RS B (AN 8 2 ) Y AR AL SR R FRATT, B
A AR RRIE A i, LR AT oK
INFNSE Z= L KT 28 25 7 X A5 B R BT 72
sk ARk, SES PSR AR R
HELBPOREE T, AP SEUEMRIL, EARS
7 AP R E (Koritzky & Yechiam, 2010).

A PRBFAERT PSR 05 W IR AEAE AR . H R ok
2 ZEA A BVRRAE X R S S i AR /D0 B A 4
O AR, Al /D25 33 Sy A N 3 X o
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X R A TR AR 220 . (5 50N T A BERY iR 1627

FAF BANAIN TR M, EXTFH —& AR A
TG PR F O, B R B AT Y HR SR )
WA —FL, 54 SENFES, XL axt
FEN T AW, S8 D-E 2 kA, g
WE5E R I PE 30 A & S s BN T, 5 M X A
BPEAG T ¥ D-E 2286 (Yu & Lagnado, 2012),
AW R I B P 5 BRI P SR 45 i 25
AR & BT K (Elwin, 2013), S&vE{E B
T 28 56 D SR N R AG A 1A e SIS A B R X 2, i
SRR TR KRN EL . B, FEEAK
ARSI 225, S PR 15 B AR R A A
T, HET S fe 2 D3R o AR Y TP SR A g oh, AR
ABFFEIR I AMARRE A 22 S e 25 A S

3 D-EZEBHERA

PRI D-E 22 JB 1Y J5 DR 2 32 Sk A IS B 0o

A S Camilleri F1 Newell (2013b)YiA %1534
HEZE, MR BN T B0 ok 4140 D-E =W
M R ISR (1 . AR IR T AR R (E
BRI B A oY, AE LRk HE SR s e A5 1B
SREBU R, DL 1), BLAMNR SR AE— E ] N &
A, JCHEZ PR I B LM BRI D-E
250 R R I 5 30 R AT ) L 1 4 I TR 2 5
D-E £,

fﬁ“EZ}Em DT RIATA

K1 ZR SR AIA A R AE S
(FRIAUR . Camilleri & Newell, 2013b)

31 EEEWRFEN

P 220 6 o 556 3 T e S N A SRR AT, )
D-E 2 M 1 fif R AT w0 2017 JECB PO o S AT 48 2%
= E 1Y (Hertwig & Erev, 2009) . 5 P50\ & A= i+t
TR HE R A Bof [ 20 BE TR, Hau 25 A (2010)fK 45 1A A1
HEZSHESE (Fiedler & Juslin, 2006) W & M {Z B0
THPHIRTT D-E 2809, FRE AN &5
PR X B =S 3 A KR B
(information representation) i) i 5 # A4 5 « (1) Bk
JKF-(population level)(i5 5., &8 IR IR FA L
JEPE; (QHiFEKF-(sample level) {5 &, &H8 K
TE DR SR IS S 328 3004l R AR AR A M5 B (3) A K AR
(cognitive level)fF &, J2H5HlAEH B4l MR

> IR S I T R R B PR

J& T BRKFTEBE AN AE B 2B, kI
{7 BRRE, S A g sk M5 B & . Lejarraga,
Hertwig Fll Gonzalez (2012)% Byt A= 283 S rh iy
11 8% AT RN 4R 56 1) 19 78 57 (experienced variation)£:
i B R, RS T MR AR
B8 20 3 K, Hills, Noguchi #1 Gibbert (2013)
% PRk %4 (choice set) 19 R /INFIITUF 23 5% M 15 1,
R K2 S50 . Ludvig 25 A (2014) & SR 4
T PR X TR, E I 5 PR

BRI B AR AKCE 1905 B 248, A
SARREE T SR TG AL AR, B IRSR A
5 RIS 2 50 U IR A 5 B R AR
T /NEEAR R, R B AR R R 22 530 D-E
ZEE o ARG TR R YRR B G A 1]
B RE R BOE 11~19 Z [B](Hau et al., 2010),
Ah R X AR — R AR 5~10 WK AEE S kAT
200 R IR R A E BT ROR, S EUIMA
TSR B ISCAT 38 B R e sl D Y R e IR
MRS, DR F ISR PR &R
B R AR, B AR A /N B S R R Ak R
(Hertwig et al., 2004), AR Z WY B~ il £ 2 it
TP/INEEAFIAE, SR )5 36T MEELS PR, mix 4
ANEEASRE 145 B A RE PR UE 2 28 700 A 3% 1 V8
SRR SR, dEm ARk 23 D-E %
B, EAFIE 2 h/ NREA R BOm R R 22 X1 D-E 2586
HNTRE BRI AG — RS R T
B2, &R D-E 2RI RN E, HE
E—ERE Y98 T D-E Z/MFEE (Hau et al.,
2008; Rakow et a., 2008; Ungemach, Chater, & Stewart,
2009; Camilleri & Newell, 2009), W58 FH AR E
IRA /N 3R 25 1 350 07 1) B R R dh AR R 22, 1
M3 86 IR 2 AR I, D-E 22 FEAR IR fEAE, T AL
A D-E ZHAMOCTL5FEBAY, £ 51
RAF B 1 G 55 (De Palmaet al., 2013).

AT R L Pk (5 AR BUT & 9L,
ANATE 28 50 P SR BT R X R E R B
Tt A Z AR TR IR Z58 . A5
RYE o ST R T 5 R W SE R AE s 5 )y 41 3R
T (5 B3 e B R R A 1P Ay, AR (R B3 4
TR MEREFEEFRRESHER, |
FOe/ MR A FEAL (Yu & Lagnado, 2012), Rim
(2012) H535F Foe KAk A 1) 136 72 744 i) o) 422 65 - 5
Wel B, & WA KA ) {7 S AR 3Ry 2 ) 4 &R
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WL, FEXE B, W T
Pt i R {7 B 2k B (distortion) B2, U8/ D-E
ZIER R/, Hilbig F1 Glockner (2011)1F1415 &
AREUR/INBE R AU 9 06 R, 0 B i p
B BARBUT R, A8 BNV R 0 3 2
FH , Benjamin F1 Budescu (2015)3F% 1446 e
AR HEBCRAN, KRGS FTEEEA
{FHb IR MG (5 B, SR F IR, 48
T 5 T A 2R B KU Bk, B AR S 4 56
B E B2, I PR H A sk
A LATA A T3 1) A SR P S A 1 2 AR IR
B — R FIE B0 Tad 72 A AR, AR X W &
FETEARR
32 gz

FRE AR A5 2 A AR e 3R R 0 1 A K
WEER, LR LA iR, A% oh
T BRI A B R B, A AR S o JR R Ak 5
(experience) I ¥R 5 ELEERZ M P3RS SR YLk A4
SHEE R ESLE M (Hahn, 2014), AT & IAATEL
ok, WInEEE RN o RS, %
T e . BT B, JF IR R
F5 S TICAC R R BT, 7R AT il

N7 A 3 o 22 A 41 H (Rekow, Newell, & Zougkou,

2010), ASCCTFACIZHRT X D-E 2B A5 (1 R
WEEAR = B IO ANCAZRBR

IR AR D-E 22 B4 1 R Bl K 2 B 5
FEVEM R, Hertwig F1 Erev (2009)1A i/t [H J&
FEAEAT EARIBOT 51 v 3 ORI 25 3 Lo 0 0 A o
RALE, PR E K, I B TEX — R 5
R S AR rp /IR T 2 b — R R L s D
A A UK A ST I R R 3B ), DT DA R /N ) A
e B (Hertwig et al., 2004), T A FI/NVEE
AR A S MR IR T 28 56 U SR AR /INE 3 5
FREE . {HJE, A RFSE & B PAOUN 76 3% T 2 50 11
PR IR E, BUL S B 256 PSR A 1R 1
M= (Hau et al., 2008; Rakow et a., 2008; Ungemach
et al., 2009). Rakow #l Rahim (2010)#R 5 HAF 5T
G5, IR AW R RN, SR T
30 A5 8 A5 (o PR A ST R 90 R ) S BT I Y
Lo WA 5 AR B A T Ak, 2 B Bt Y
FRIE ARk

IO S A SR, 3 D-E 28R,
B AN G50 PSR B3 T 109 ) W fn e SR 2

IETF/INEARN) , A BEE N L Z5 (Marchiori, Di
Guide, & Erev, 2013). Ilt4} Camilleri 711 Newell (2013b)
2 Y B R0 TR A58 (the exemplar confusion model)
K, ZER PRI T R RO A7 R —IR K (trial)
AR, AR B A A A7 7] — AR AT Be PR IC 12
T (BB R A —i, DLE T RIRAR .
BEAT B B X B (R T 38), (RIS AR
SHEAT I 28 90 TR SR A M 2% o

ICAC BRI D-E 258 7= A i — A 2R
FEREARAE [0 N RAE 5 A2 ik B vy, 2424
X — i FE A A, AT B R i na] ORE Bk il B
IREA SR i3 AN NI 5 (Schooler & Hertwig, 2005) .
Ashby Fil Rakow (2014)MITF5E /R, TELKR
H A X TR 56 1) 28 55 R PP AR E I, 6 R
B4 1 AR T B, T LA B A UL
REETIEIZH . AR IR S fE B T
AE 132 B, R ACE 15 B 2 LR R SR K F
FIEO, BRI (R 22 . Camilleri I Newel
(2012) 7E FEBIF T Pl R AR 22 43 S W 8 43« AR
Al 2 RN AR D 25 o A1 30 i 25 2 1 L 2 1)
ARANBEHMES S B B S A5 R A, B R /I
AR RN 3505 AT HL M T AN i 2 % 1
FINASHELTT, BRS04 15 B B i Re e
ARG BB B B (5 BB G o T PR
ZEW 5iC 125 DN AT K, Camilleri 1 Newell
(2011) 1A g P ¥ Al 22 A2 0 B F B AR (mental  sub-
sample) i 2 1A 56 4 S W JIT Jilt BROUL I AR AR 114 i 25
AT L5 T Won i hl N | SRR IR 22 )5, D-E 2%
P58 20, (AASRAFEAE . Kareev SRV K5 B
FFINMAERATE S, PR R R (narrow window
hypothesis) (Kareev, Lieberman, & Lev, 1997), &
ST AC I A A RS Z B, RS
— 4 ENRBALFR MR B B A R, JF Ak
TR 1 17 BB ORAEAE TARIEAZ i . A iix
PN HRIBR, 23 5 B0 A0 BEERAE 1Y T RE AR &5
BB FAC RIS PR A 25 25, RIME I8 AR
FEAAE BB B0 A5 1 R v i B A
BRE . ZJE TR ACEAE B HKE N
W R . FAE, MK ARSI .
33 EEEAMRIE

AR R T AT B 4E BRHIE 19 1 w6
BH5FERBRIERKREY, BIEGRER, X5
P T E MARE ZKSE BHA R K 45 B T A
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AP B2

{7 A% BERY  H W o o R EN AR
o RAT UG UERT, bin Gigerenzer Fil Hoffrage
(1995) & WL LI 4 A 2 AR R E 2584 =X 0 15 18 SRR
RE A4 o ATk DL i S 4 8 (e R Y W5 . AR 5
B DL B HE B R B TR IR MR AE B Y, i
Fiedler, Brinkmann, Betsch 1 Wild (2000)>k £
05 P sk i X 2 I 28 MUY S 12 W R AL L i 3 A 7
DU BE, I R R AT 5 T DU 3T U B4R
XLt AR, B R EUE B N Y
e S 2O TS R M Rl AR R AT B AT
R RS, BIVAS R TR 25 B 2 52 e 91 21540 1B
St XA RESE B THORAE X E B A AFE
XA B0 FRAE, PR SR T A Al 1T g
7 (Weber et al., 2004) ., Hertwig 1 Erev (2009)# 4%
BAE SR R M LB R B LI IR, IRl
i D-E 2586 1Y 7T fig S BB A T AS [l g =X 47 8L ol &
AR EIHLR B A 15552 (cognitive algorithms).,

FT AR F B0 FRIEZ {5 B AL 222
D-E 241, Hau % A (2008)3 iz 1 78 L 455 A by ke
FERMR . 250 WA= T A AR A B
T RARI . 22180 D-E 2288 H 3
WRAJEF AL T 256 Je sk MR R AR5 BN
VIR ERWE A SR 4310, Hau 55 A (2010) 1A 2 i
TR i 22 12 1) O A R A R il AR e S R 22
I PR T XHE B A RAE R F Y, HoE A
RAEFEET 3 Z MIAFAE 22 . 2871 Hau 58 A
(2008, 2010)AfF 5% &I, FEEM A BWE O
LAY, 5B IRIE S, D-E 2 I HAGE
fAf 5 U5 28 O B 1R —FE Ak 2% [ (population-sample
gap). &GRSR AT 55 2 M SR SR 1 £ 2
BRI RENE; ML R R AR E
TS — 2y S, IEE S X ANFME R
FRECT R TSR Oy R REE, X ¥ AT
TR MR FAEBCRIN T, TN AR
W5 BT RGBSR ] e AR A R (5
BT, AR A MEA | IR H AR
8 A B S PR BT LR R . PSR, O
Fh R SRAFAENE AN [R] 1) TA i P2 (Gl ockner,  Fiedler,
Hochman, Ayal, & Be, 2012), Hertwig (2012) 544
FIABRSR WAy, B THRMET 28Nk
R AR PP

328 P SRR 28 30 R SR AE A IR i /K S (9 15

BRAE . AR R B KBS, R[] B K AT
PLIA N 2 A [l 2 R 0 B AE . 24 405 = 1 1y B
BAGERE, NS AR FORLE AR ) R 1E X
PR IEAT RAE (R KPR ), 4 80 B B B I
AT i) T DAL | 3 v RS A A X =k
1T RAE(IRAKCF il BE) (INEEE, k=, RUHIE
2008), 454 R DL 2B PR YR AR, FRATAT
VIR, EE T B B2 R A O ME G M5 B, Sl %
B 4 DR 1 2 5005 B0 i B K BEAIK . 140
BRI 9E B, 0 B B A B K ST 23 5 i R
FEIEHE B 45T, 5 KO i B AH DG 1 R i AE A
AR 11 YR SRR 7 A 2o R Pl 2 R BRI AE
PR S AE T, S ARAK T A B A OC 10 R AE A e 3R N
JI VR o O A7 E AL (FhBEES 45, 2008) . TR A B FR A
SR A TR gt R K 6 45 B B 5 D-E 22 1E 1 JR
A, WHME B0 D-E 20,
34 REEE

Z B B O A B AT R, 32 PSR
DUJSK % 3 T R A AT AU 2 8% 1) B Bt (Camilleri &
Newell, 2013b) . T L5 R ] LAIA Sy S 7 P o i
Ja BB, AR BN [F] (7 28 1) R AE 1 77 75
WA, T A B A DR SRS TR v Y5 A Al 13
B . bAh, 5 B R REAAUR BT e A B Box Dok
T B, A S AR R AN A R v i A B
PRI

AN P s ML S5 D-E 2285 . Camilleri Fi
Newell (2013b)IAH : PL3R J5 48 M RAE B A T I iy
R R X DA He . BRI R A4, 0
HAF B AR F B RIEATR, & 2808 HiR
FLAS [ M il D-E 22 15 1 B A (A 26 (val ue-first)
FIXT L L %5 (compari son-only) 2 it 24 fit i A4~ £ 32,
30X T o e 5 L ) RS %o R 3 5 o T L A e
JE 8 AS [R) AT AL T — A XF ST 3% 2 G5 — A 1 T i
(Camilleri & Newell, 2013b)., 4k, ik T Y
A RS P 0 0 e — o e 76 ) e SRR I, PR
T MR TR L & A AR, SRS AU B —
AME, I A SR R MAUTE, B
VPR TIVFZ AR g &2, Han A SR 8L
Ja &2, LA X A R I BHE B EL AT
Mok, X2 MR AT H FE BRI . LA b SCE
e Ut, FAHE T AR A (E B RO (v) B E
(Wl TS RS2 S5 SR (2 DL T30 28 460 2k S
{14 (1L R ESCRTT/INABE 23R DX 38 1) e SR A E PR B, 5
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FER A AR i T A 7KF), SRR E G
W ZRERT, T AR B BE A A K
it LIl 2 Y R P A T 1 A R AR TS R R
(e e, /D B A BIAS RSN 7 A AT Ak 88 1 4%
RS A 5 S, o0 B2 A 25 R AR IR KA
A=, Camilleri F11 Newell (2009)iA 22 46tk
RALT- T — D AE ARG B R, B
R VUR B L REIR T, Ho R 5 i B
TR ARLT- A S 7 B 19 15 i S5 B AR B I R AR AR
P8 XoF e T A (Y KN e o

S L, MRS S T MR AT T
AHRE R AT R RS B, BT IS5
REZIT RERIAR, I B2 KA E G5
™, AR B IR AN 8 B A b SR T A
BAENPOR AT B R . X R EE LR R
1L R PR B R AR 0 AT A B A g, X T & X
SEWG T I AFAE T AN E B SR AR X I o

P F XA L 250 E B AU AW . Shlomi
(201 T2 K IR, R 2 Bp il Y S il % 28 30 P A
U, A [ I A A T N 2 0 A R 42
{5 B2 B RAE, JF ARG RBEZ 1
i ) 2 B3R LAY {5 B . Lejarraga (2010) % LM 22
5 AR IO {5 B R P i B R, A8
ST S B 118 R 5 WA 55 R TR BRI I R AR R
TiF 52 ZR D S AT 45 7 1 e PR 4, B AT R 24K 5
MM EREEFEL, BEHEELREL.
Lejarraga F1 Gonzalez (2011)7E H:AF 5% A4 FH S 5%
W, If[FE 2R B AR E B, K3
Wi 25 DR SR AN 22 10 B A5 4 5 T 2 A AR AR R o
Maniadis F1 Miller (2012)7E8F58 15 BACER, &
P JERWNZY o2 PSRN Ib 3L ISP UNION =
AT R RS K PSR A T 2 1 i ) 28 B PR R
A, 5 i FEFN DR SR 1) 0L 3R GEAR R Y O S AR G 2
I K N R G0 (R R 40 RBP4 B 2R 45 (3T )
() R G5) I VE I 0] AR —SE, PR RGN A 55 4
KR, 1) kRG0S 2 50) 5 3 (Sloman,
1996; M, Z=4F, BRIEF, 2007), Tk KX RS
LAY FI EZY X CR P
35 MEEFESEMIFHAE

20 PSR 1A 5 BN T3k AR A — B i [ Py
JRTF I, AR IX 55 4 8 P 5 o i) 5 I SR P RS R
. 28 kM, EARRMESELR, &
SN A s e SR A R, (AR A LA

PR IS AE AN 2518 . Camilleri #1 Newell
(2013a)TA My A% it - 22 30 e 3R T 91) b A B BE LA B
SHUE I, IR R AER T, LIRS
D-E 280, A A B4 56 PSR AS Qi v o
PRk, {H Camilleri F1l Newell (2013a) MK S HEZR |
JTHHRE SR X LU A FEHR 1T D-E 28R, R ELR
HAE L0 PSR v SR AR A £ BB 0/ 53 2 B 3k
IRREAR FE A5 O 22, AT 5 30 Pl 0 U A 4 oy
KIRESRRS D-E 220548/, PSR o B 7 & e
RACTFEIN o A5 BI85 51 S ) % b o E g
W 2\ LT, 4R AM: Y
P BRI GRAE AR AR Sy 2 SR AE SRS, PR kT
/INARE & 20 14 75 AL (overweight) 728 i T3 24 K ER
(appropriately weight), 17 Z b4 & R bR IETE
MO B K AR JE I (Camilleri & Newell, 2013a).,
WA RIS B, IR Y 22 0 P 5 L A ke S o
iy (455 446 XoF {0 0 25 20 e B R BT AT 55 ), TR DR A 5
BN PSR e — o IR Y AR B 56, I )Xo 22
IR WA — 2 R (Lejarraga, 2010),

i ) e S R D-E 2505 . BLSE 4R R (5
SRR T3 AR 22 AR R 2 A7 1, e |
SCHp R AR TR RAGTEAS BN LR R
Teoderescu, Amir 1 Erev (2013)% M2 5t th
st ] &) B Hh 9 3R 5 18 8 (deliberation) £ 38 i~ 4
Xt /N SR SR A R, A R I U 2 N X
R F A FLE . Dutt fl Gonzalez (2012)# 1+ i
X A 5 T 114 R 25 R s () 580 0 o & 3, A LE T4
R, CEREHE T ANBEESEEHEF"
(wait-and-see), Jf- HAMEARKFHAREE, 2wk,
36 [FHEFMBERSEEMI

2R B (5 B IE A R G B e
W PSR, R TVF 22 A g B RRRAE 1 AR i 2 AR,
5 4IRS 25 SR AR AN T, A TR
T H 8K A RN A 45 0 2 g R 1R, 2
R RMERA, M TR RS PURIRE, BB
PSR (G B R R, AR B 2 i
KALH B3 1T 9 (Frey, Hertwig, & Rieskamp, 2014).
B W T #0186 B 2 (affective factors) 5% i i 2
T EEURERT, & B2 504k UM B RE RO B
JINHE SR (R ) 14 A KT, AT B AR X 12 /1
RER 4 B (Tyszka & Sawicki, 2011), 75486
FREE b, 126 R A B 25 5, JF HAagia Y
A A0 o A, (H X 20 56 1 5 14 5 i ML
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BT T o AN HARIURI A7 1 B 1
R, JFAHE M, JEMmR PSR, (BT 1 2
RS 2R USRI R M TR R D . s, A
O TE s IR A 2 B0, OO M IE | Bk, A
Al 4 T 78 IS 22 5 SR A LT -

4 EITES

0B DA S T A K B i 3R R S N 28 5
WEWFFE, MYCSR A ALGT REERT D-E 251 K H
EmER, RGN 2E MENES, HEE
LA Z B MR 25 H, FR Bt — 2B IR
AR .

41 M D-E#BZ D-EER

EECAHMR MY &AM NMTEEE,
LRI PR AR T HE R P 1) I — A% B R 2
SRR DR BUT R, KB IR E EHIE T AMELE
5 BRI B R A5 2 . DX A B e
TR 25 o e 5 B /8 T . Camiilleri FT Newell (2013b)
R RN SN 2 AR ZE IR T I T R TR 2 A
M, fmeR s iR R R B, 59T
PR H TR BOF S F B . AT i 5 BB i
RAE . EAEREFEAELER, AU R T
% [ PR AT 55 FRAE . IMARFRAE XS U5k 1 52
Wel, 228 06 e SR AE SR 25 8 R AN T 5 XA B 2
AP0 A BRI 58 R 3R TR Lo A S i A X
D-E MM FEY RAX D-E* 5 MR, M
AR SR A EE SR A IR R A I T SR 22 R
X H A PSRN F st B A 22 1], W L P Al
(B (4 22 30, T AS 7 ANAS R BIR 3k R A e 3 v =X )
ZERIT L .

411 EEMIFD-EER"

REWFUE R IR A R KA F S
HRFBGI A G B F AR R R IE
T PSRRI AEAEAR TR L AR 2 RS B
Tt & ARk, E L AR IR 28 R IR i A ¥ A
AT Z 8 58 W15 BN T/ FE 5T D-E 2875 H
B E5 18 A KAF A FRATT A 2856 Je 0 1 B,
Wang il Wu (2012)4 1+ /T 9L 15 A e B A 3R 2 2
(visual feedback-related probability learning) Az
X G 05 P SR R B, AR B R A R £
T8 A 22 53 U ERAT A 2R 1 A A A T IR PRk
i} #H @] ,Mehlhorn, Ben-Asher, Dutt #1 Gonzalez (2014)
K. BRI R B &M 2E S RORAT, S

Xof g L AT 4 T (PR 5 R B T A IR 22, A
TEHAEAS BAREA SR B MU 557 710), (HAR
W RS )R Z R PSR 3 . A AR T
o, XA ETIE R BREWEENE, HXT
TEITURE P A R G R, B 5 T 4 A o] 5 ) o
REHENE, RINMEAMZED, RETFER LRI
MM L PR IE R T BN =SS, Wit
MEZMMRR, Ikt itis 5.
412 D-EEFEFURKIEME

DS BIPE B 58 78 il 3 v =X B AR AV
FIE RN BT, R FH T ZRE Y
Hertwig 55 A& &R pesk, IF 3ok T E A sk
PR R M RET, PRRA LS Y LLERE D-E 2558
W, FH D-E 22 B MG 228 A A 3 43
At RS BRURE B il R A3 A L Y, T b
WAEAE YN R 251 10 2223 D-E 22 IR 7E A
BT ERG TS, BRI AR A 25 T B A g Uk
TR ESH R PR, o 2 28 50 p SR IR A 38 B F e
Kb, HEEHITE A, 25000 7 L5 P ok 45
R PORE RMBERIER . WA R AA AL
GO7H R PR AN, IF HAE RS S LT
IR

5 RARBU/ MEA AR & D-E BRI IRk,
R T D-E 2B N . 58 2 F AW
R, TR R A e A R AR BT |RK
S o BEARTT R (5 B R S B ks A g
RAL, TR AT 2R 5 NEASF AR R 7 A2
FRPEMRIN Ny, 28 30 TR 3R /NRE AR HURE S AL A 0 4%
A B RVRIAE T 8 R iU S PR 25 R g =2
Ja SR . AT T/ INE A AR IR & B
INEEA i REZE B B8 2R3 P (environment of gambles)
SREBRAMMEI ZEMNZ R KRTEME 7
(Hertwig & Pleskac, 2010), jAf i 22 11 He 5 ik
PR, BAPIRERY, RE/IMEAFERSS
BRI AL AT REERS I, (E2 X 3
AR R BOR B 7 Ik, AMTBE S 81%(1
A S BF v W SR AE BRI, IR T KRRAS (1 T T i
=AM Y — Al AR, SR A (R B B
Biti 2 e AR AR A 38 K 2RI B AIG . BB R AR AR 3 3L
PEFEAMERE G I . BUREARH G R, LRt 3 5 ek 17
HERR 2R 2L [F] T BT B BT O (Hertwig &
Pleskac, 2010),

53 TFHIG 8 PR EART, AS
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PR BR SR T SO SRR 2 58, T
PR H A FRINFIRE 7 FIR IR . DRsRlAS . ey
SR, RO [ R R ] B B PR A AL A
FIWTEN A2 I PR A Tl f, [
GE AR PR W BIRAERL (W BUE AR 25 5, TR
BT D-E* 22 7 7R AN Toad A2 AL il J 1 A9 22
SR AT Z 5, R4 A PSR b () R R
fl27 By, X7 IR AR D, T i —
5%, N Lejarraga, Lejarrag #1 Gonzalez (2014)HF
FEIRBE I A8 A 0 28 30 P 3R 5% i i R R, AE B
AR RS R, AR A 22 56 D SR 1 R B T A A
LR, TEESHES, SRR . X—245i81E
X R T SHE T DU BT, A UL EURE R Y R
NG o R WE I T BELE A SRR DT P SR AR
I FLIX 5 T 58 HL A BRI S e T 7
42 it D-E =EHRER

WFTEAE I B i R 32 ) TR 5 O ik AT R,

FLIHE5E 22 U5 FH D-E 22 B4 H st A 28 i 58 Y X,
FHXWF 5T & BR B T A sy, thin D-E 2
BB 1 2 AT REANUAN R BR TR/ IMBE 28 25 44 3007
(Ludvig & Spetch, 2011); Hk, 3% HEF
FEAESFPLREER], LG Al AR 2238 FO PR R I8
HEe, R NEBRRERE, XLEEmMERE
A R RS R AR S PR N Y, —
PEEC 2, i R e EZh ke Jr ik iy D-E 2%
B, O T RIS BRI R, R R iR
A 55 [R]85 38 1R 5[] RBLAT: 55 — Ao 2% 56 T R e e
(monetary gambles), Hertwig #l Erev (2009) L4,
AR S WA A A R AT SRR, A7 Sk DR SR R W
BRI AT Ry KU P SR, R IS R Y
TR 5 WA AL PR, ROAA o 1Y 45 2R Ak
A B IR X TR R i e i XA S T BT
1) & B 4G 1 2 B P SR AR A R 3 3,
EARRRBR

LU PR RIS B ROk e . EHEEFR
INTALE . sRIHP R 0 Sk R SRR B )
GHRE, ARV R R L G e SR TR
RET VZ MR A SN = Sk sk #i . B D-E
ZWMTEAE, BEWE S50 IR M A A L 4t
WFFEXS LL I B, ERAE BF58 TR 4R 5 B AR L
RAE | LA Z RPN TRHLE], AH R kil
— 1, AT . MR R S L G ok
WF5E R MAE A PSR T S ke I R, & D-E

ZESEWTFCI T 27 [0 MIHE T o B S8 3 2 R P 3R
BIFE N M7 7 A5 0 LA DR SRR 422 6 DR SR ) S
Al — 2y

T D-E 2RISR R 2 Bt
f A, T EL I B X AT 55 1) e R 5 2 0
DA AETE SRR B R AR . ARRBESEAT L
AR BN A TFAE PR 22 M 002 4 A9 At 1 24
BT

Jihh, et S AU — M B SRAT 55 X
S VA 7 B A9 5 RO Tt A, XA AL S A T
HZME BN RS B R ER W R AL . R
WEFEAT LA 51 22 DR SRR B, RV 3 D SR A
FMb P RAT 55 T I ARAE, § R IR B 5 4
B TROR IV 1 228 B R SR A B S R v ) 3 AT
T2, MHEY) I BLSC 14 T SR AT B2 AR SR AT 55, b
WIRAT 55 . O BREE B R B K0 R
A PR R, XL 55 M UAE R
ST AR A I AR AN, DI i 2 A R B AL
RN ZTRR
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The description-experience gap in behavioral decision making:
Inter pretations of information processing

LIU Jian-Min; L1 Hai-Lei; ZHANG Wen-Xin
(School of Psychology, Shandong Normal University, Jinan 250014, China)

Abstract: The description-experience gap (D-E gap)refers to the observation that choices are influenced by
whether information about potential alternatives is learned from a summary description or from the
experience of sequentially sampling individual outcomes. In terms of the role that cognitive factors played
in the development of decision paradigms, this literature review summarized the discovery of D-E gap and
latest studies in this field. Within the cognitive process framework, relevant factors of D-E gap were
discussed in terms of information processing, and D-E gap was explained in an overall perspective. Finally,
the issues worthy of further research were also outlined, such as improving research methods, the
comprehensive comparison of both decision-making paradigms.

Key words: decision from description; decision from experience; information processing; underweight rare

events; description-experience gap



