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Causal knowledge enables us to explain past events, to control present environment,
and to predict future outcomes. Over the last decade, causal Bayes nets have been rec-
ognized as a normative framework for causality and used as a psychological model to
account for human causal learning and inference. This article provides an introduction
to causal Bayes nets. According to causal Bayes nets, causal inference can be divided
into three processes: (a) learning the structure of the causal network, (b) learning the
strength of the causal relations, and (c¢) inferring the effect from the cause or the cause
from the effect. For each process, I describe the predictions of causal Bayes nets, review
experimental results, and suggest future directions. Although there are a few excep-
tions (e.g., Markov violation), most of the results are consistent with the predictions
of causal Bayes nets. The current problems of the Bayesian approach and its future
perspective are discussed.

Keywords: causal reasoning (KH4f5i) , Bayesian modeling (\\A ZE71) ¥ %), causal
Bayes nets (RHH~XA XA v }), causal Markov condition (H$~)V 27 4A), interven-

tion (/rA)

1. FU®IC

BREEPNCAATE S 2 RRBRICOW T ORI, #
EOHMB L CBIEOHE 2 5 IR KO T %
THEIZ T 2 PR A FRA RS 5. BIRIICATET
H7:012F, HRAOH#HKEZFAHLTETILVLOD
AL, RELL VL0 2T RO %
V. BERBIRE E0 L9 ISR T 0 kv ) BT,
Hume % Kant 2 #)9 & 5 58%  OWFEHEOwE
EERIC, DBV TORRA BT 70— F 0 bR
Pk 51T & 72 (Shanks, 2007 for a review).
WA, BT 7u—FE LTRHERS A Y b
(causal Bayes nets) % '\ CHRRMED=E & e
ZHHT B AN SN T S (Holyoak & Cheng,
2011; Sloman & Lagnado, 2015 for reviews). [A
RARA XA b Eid, PO O KRR % #

Causal Bayes Nets in Causal Learning and Inference,
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PN L, 525N ER» SR ETS 72
DI R AT R F T ERR S & v o 7B CTHIS
SNTFETWRRHEFR O T TH 5 (Pearl, 2000).
RPERA XA v b OREEIZIE, Thomas Bayes 255
RL72_A ZOEH (Bayes, 1763) 1230 M
VH5b.

T—5 d ZERT BRI ICONWTEZ HHE
2BV, F—5 2/ 5 DIHICO VT OMERED
EHWE P(h) L) EBERTRT. XM AD0E
HIE7— 7 2 (B2 RIRFIC T 2RO GV E
EDL BN EEDIREDPZEEDLIDTHY
DTofXTtHINS.

P(d|R)P(h

P = G
22T P(dh) BIEH Db ETTF—% d2%E
T AHMERZRTH, 77— 7 PHEE LB TIHRHD
L LEEERTD, RIHLICOVWTOREL
Ehs. £/, 580 P(d) 13E256N153XT
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DIHDD & TTF = PRONBMEREZRT. 0
BARIZ 0 F ORI 2 TR TOMERITONWT,
RS L5 X ICIEBULT 2HTH L L E 2
LB ENSL, EBULEREIFING. XA XD
BHET— 5 2 B LM OGO, S L ETH LS
IR P(R) 225, 7— 7 2472 B O OED 5
L & TH L HEME P(h|d) ~OWEDOEEVDE
LT 5. #BRTHLT—FIIHEDOE, ThE
AT HHENTHLRHZHEN L THDBZ EhD
HHEEOEHMEFTbNEI LD 5.

NA ZOEHINE, HEOMRE TS L
T FIHEDCTHEHT L &) PR 2 KB
L72b 0 LHRIRETH ), TOPHAEOES» L
Bl ZRBFTHNISH STV 5. BB E R IR O
HBIIARA Z0@ME VS 2 LidNA iHEr &
IFEN, RO 2 MEt = TIEHR S 2 LA T
E Lo RMEIHRFEREZRMELTVD (of 2
M, 2015). XA TT Ay FU—27 Lk, £
DMRIER 7T 7 LHERTRILL, 77 7HEE0Y:
BRMRHERZAT ) BHEWFETH ), BWAE %
EDOHIBTHEA N SN T D (Pearl, 1985; cf.
fEF, 2013). F7, RERBMRICESVTRA VT
YAy M= BRER LG, RRRAL A4y
M EbNB (Glymour, 2001). A AW FH:%
B L CRAETNVEERT L2 LN, XET
U D e, &5 (Courville, Daw, &
Touretzky, 2006), #LAIH (Kersten, Mamassian,
& Yuille, 2004; Knill & Richards, 1996), &
W) F#H (Kording & Wolpert, 2004), #fizesH
(Xu & Tenenbaum, 2007), FkMLE (Chater &
Manning, 2006), EHKHELR (Griffiths, Steyvers, &
Tenenbaum, 2007), JifdEG (Kemp & Tenen-
baum, 2009), KEHEFH (Gopnik, Glymour, So-
bel, Schulz, Kushnir, & Danks, 2004; Griffiths &
Tenenbaum, 2009) % Ehk4 ZREBICHEHE S hvTw
22 (see Tenenbaum, Kemp, Griffiths, & Good-

man, 2011 for a review).

KRESLTIE, PERAA XAy b &S 2 FEERE

1) XA AWFEEZHCTHRIETNVEER TS E BN
AXETY Y7 IR LA, BAE TN TEREMENR
WRA A #ATH) TEPBEEESN TN D,

2) XA XETY ¥ 72OV, Trends in Cognitive
Sciences & (Chater, Tenenbaum, & Yuille, 2006;
Kousta, 2010) % Developmental Science 7 (Gopnik
& Tenenbaum, 2007) ¥ Cognition & (Xu & Griffiths,
2011) ORGSR EL B I N
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REBMBLRDS, ZO0HENELEIZONTE
BEMEDD. ZLOI, WERL XAy bEZOHE
FRERIZOWTHIT 5. RREOFE LG
HERL X4y bOBE» B 2254, AN
TR TH 52, FHRIFERIZEDL bV gE
T 55, FRLHEORED S &0 X9 fefllhT
el w9 3O bIE. EhEhol]
HEICHF LTINS Zhy bED X9 Pl %247
IMRL, FHlE B L EBEEIEONR TV
PRRBLL, SR ED X ) RWEELLEL SND 0%
B35 BbDIZ, XM AT IR —FI 5t
ez, SHROBLEIZOVWTIHERD

2. ERNXI1 X%y b

2.1 ARNA Xy bER

PIREAA 2k MMIERMO N LR IEERA
M7 57T, ZOME%FEMMASHERTEITS.
77 I7ND I — FI3E#HE, Ty T (R 3L
BORPEEBRERLCTBY, FREEEIEZ ) —FH5
Iy VEMSTHIED ) — FIZERS R W L & EE
LCTWa. B2 MHERD XD L lE K%
EbdIUL, EREBROBEDLDY, T, BHAE
BB EROEL L TOMARL I LN TE S,
RABIRIE, BN D B VITFERN, $END 5\
Y, BIED L IR E oo & ) IThk4
HBREE LS.

HERAL X4y bDF 5 7HEEIZEB O RIFFER
A% BT O SND. [ARER A IS
KOE, T IHENH LN LGEIERO TN E
T, 77 TREENH LA ThEWIEEIZE0E %
179. BIZIZ, B (S) D EIEA (V) & HliAs
A (L) 3 &R TR 1 AMoREE TV
TEBENE. ZNRb 3 DOEHOFEMERSIE
WP AKD ZHCTUTO L) ICHKBLSN 5.

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

72, AR BT IR S OEMBERISED
BB EAWETHY, WFOLI LT 52
ELWHTH 2.

P(Y,L,S) = P(Y)P(LIY)P(S|L,Y)  (3)

3) MEARITK B &, n MOBERERERLH O 51X
n Ml OGN EHEEORE LTHMTLILENTES
(e.g., P(X1,Xo,. .., Xn) =P(Xn|Xn_1,...,X2,X1)
. P(X2|X1)P(X1)).
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®1 B (S) L HOIIEAR (V) EMAA (L) O
HEEFNV (FEN) . HOEIETHAIIHT S
AT K o TR SHOEIEAND T
DY B zREETV (HK) .

LALAEDS, hb (2) &% (3) REEBRD /5
THEE % S L 72T 13 2 > T8 5 F, BRI
el % — RO FBLT B 72012, R
NA XAy FOME B BIENET HRTVD.

2.2 ARV ITEH

PR~ v 2 7 42 (causal Markov condition) (2
£2E, BRI ZOEROFNFGE EE Lz%E
FORRFERUNOER LMD, LRoBIT
1, HHADBMLTWB EHM-TLE AL 2D
AN DEAE D 2IEHI AT A OF I & 1348 £
L. TOEHIC, HEIERETG L LTEHM
WAL RIRAA U & L IZEMfF &M e Shh
5. FRINVITEMERITLIEICE-oT(2) K
2 @) RFIYTOL)ICHEEHEZ LN,

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

(2) 2B B P(L]Y, S) 7% (4) XT3 P(L|S) I
LS TBY, RS IERDNETFIC
RO THMENTNE I LA TINS. 20
BN BT BRIV T 7 41T & O IXAIZ
FHo MDA DT & BHED BN I LB ADT
WasEEL W (e, P(L|Y,S) = P(L|S)) &)
SENAZ B 2o, HEGRICBIE T 22 E BHE L v
BEEWREICXGT 5 2 & TRE % KIRICHM bd
b7, BinT 7 TREICBY AHEERICBWTH
B~ 3 7 5 CEE R RE 2 R0
RSV I 7 EBOBERICE, HIEROERE
GBI RNCOERDNAY VT =2 IHENTNB T
EPRESN TS, T2, REOLRWHBIIEZRW
&9 Reichenbach (1956) O 3L@ KB 3 51K
ExRMIZL TV I EbHEINTVE. 2D,

PR DA EHERRIZ BT B RRANA X4 PIZDOWT 81

BRINCHBEBRAE LTV AL, &b 5h—)
DEBHMTT DERDEH & 2o TS h, W0
EREGI SR TEZOERMPFET L L) DY
Thb. hH2ODREMHMI-IND EE, KR
VA7 EMFIEHILE NS (Pearl, 2000).

23 t A

FRANA XAy FOFED 158 LTEHE
5 L7236 o & ABUSERMEZ N Z 72356 o
AT LT O NG, BRER
HIRNCH B ISR ET S 2 L I13S A (intervention)
N, AAIC X o THIE S 22 EBIE Ak
FREIMIIZHR D, SO ELiE, AELREL
THADEEEZMZ, AASNIZRERITHT LTy
VEPYEREL ZETEBSN, 7T 78K (graph
surgery) R A1l (undoing) & Eb NS (Pearl,
2000; Sloman, 2005)Y. LEROBIZBVTEHT A
M= Tk o THOMIEAZ L L72f, B
POHWOEIEANDO Ty Vo3RI (K1 A
KEETI), HROIRED S BEDH ML MASA D
REIZOWTTFMNT LI LIITERL LS. 2D
EIMARD L H IR E D Ly, BlgL
IADBENE LI L, RRABREZHEYICFEBRTE S
£ 9127 5 72?1 Pearl (2000) 12 & o> THREANA
XAy FHBFHEINTHIrLDIETHS.

3. ARNA Xy FOEENER

3.1 ¥ =

AMEFEL AR T 2 kL LTHEEZ VWS 2
LIZZ VA, FOMRBUCIIREA LD EAET B
(H&jek, 2003). b —MW 2 OITHEEFEREITIE
NBAYTHY, ZOMYTIERFA—FHTIIBITS
IR OFATORER, HREEIPORL7zb D& L
THERZEHRT L. Bl a4 Y 2HRITF7BICE
B BHERIE, T4 2R LIRTT, MEERDS
WMz lr bz TROONL, —TF, A XFH
DB TR, HIFRIZOVTORANLREEDRE
Bk LTHERIER SN LY. 20k i

4) NHL % DEROMEEBEIET 2 ADSHAA (strong
intervention) &IHINSEDIIH LT, BRIEEEZ RIT
TAS, ZOMEREEL BV L) BRIEZFHCA A (weak
intervention) &IFEN, ZORFRIMOEK»LLDOL Y
THHY Brpi s 2 &3 %L, R E LTARRDER D S
DEHL%1F % (Eberhardt & Scheines, 2007; Meder,
Gerstenberg, Hagmayer, & Waldmann, 2010; Wood-
ward, 2003).
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FRIEE LT, WEIIIEEL 2 FENEAET 5
(e.g., FTH, 1982). MEEDOREL L CHERERLS
ZEIZEoT, WHWRAMER L Vo iz RADTE
G KRIEMIPAET HHEE L v o 2 BANTER
T HAEERFLIT L COMEREERT DI LA
TX5%.

FBWERDMERERNAE D Z & 3tke BB TR S
NC &7z (Fishburn, 1986). flz1X, Cox (1946)
BEEDESVIZHET 20 O DOGHIED 5
MERBHIASEH XN A Z R LTS, 72, de
Finetti (1937) I3ME DGV 2 SRR 2 )
RE L THROAMZIRBLTEY, MHRORID
W72 NG VHEIEIAR TR L s L%
BRL T3 (cf B, 2014). #HlziE, a4 A
OFEFRETFHL, FHIAHH$ UL 1000 HE X 5
BFCBMLIzET 5, a4 Y ORPHE Z IR
LTHDHAH0.6 DEZZINTWLLE, €OA
12600 ETHROLBEEZHL S THITEITH) EE 2
LA, MBS, a4 YOESML I EITHL
TH 0.6 DEEZHNTWET L. ZOHE,
FOIMHIZTINS 2 DOMIT 2 & b8T 1200 H
TR, HEROUIZE D 5303 200 Hf#L
HZENTED. HERORHMP SN TRV
BT, HFSUTRTDHT 2 ENT 5 2 L5
HeIC7% 5. ERESRD LD LS AR TR T %
AR E B WGE RO AN S b 2 L
BHISNTEBY, TOXH) RIELLIET v FT v o
AEE Ehhb. Fio, HEROKMP SRRV
FASNENPND Z &I,

NA AT CIEEBMERO EBME S MEIC R 5
LB DDA, BIET VBT T BIMESR &
T5ZLIIMAANEER AR T LN EEZEZ LN
5. BHET VOSP4 UG % TR OX SR
ELTWDD, WAL F & IS T
WIS & 57255, 4 AORG % Fill$ BRI
BB D W T & I8 2 Fai i &
METAHIEPBEIILL2D LRV,

5) NA ZEFZOPIIHAHEICHT 2B a0EGVE
MREERL, FBNWEHERMRICHEAILTHE2
b®H5 (e.g., Neapolitan, 2004). %, A XfFHaHIH
% EBNA XERBINA ADE N L, FERFHRIZHEDS
bDOTIE AL, FHRIMESRGAORETEOENHELD
LD TH5 (Berger, 2006; Dey & Rao, 2005 Effth
R 2011).
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3.2 ARM

RO IAMHEEN 2 FKBT 27207207 Tl
$, FREOEH) TSN TE (e.g., Eells,
1991; K%K, 2010). Suppes (1970) IZEKNFEL (C)
MHERFLR (B) OERERE LA S DEL
THREBRE IR 7.

P(E|C) > P(E) ()

LALARAES, TOEHRZTTIIKEEGRE MY
BItRZRXGIT A2 LiaTE W, FlZIE, oFIE
ADMEAEL TV BIBEIE, £ THrVLEE LD b
WADHERDE L 25D, BHOEIIAPMAzAZT]
SERI LTI TidEV. WHOBRIIEEL
W IEBE RIS L 5T 725 SNAEPAHBEZE 25
THo (M1, #OMEEHERT 51203, i
DER (F) ZHH L7z LT (5) ROBRAHER <

N2 MRS B LB D 5.
P(E|C,F) > P(E|F) (6)
72720, SORCEHHERPEERTES T, W

RoKmEERETHZ LITTE RV, FlziE, B
JEAMASA 25 &R 5 (S — L), WAk
NRFTWADEERE 2L TV (S« L) H
Wi LidT&iv. T, BUMBEOWREMEL
WY £ % 7201213 MDHG & ORI P % Z R
ANZF I % S Rn, ZREHIls 5121572
MOFZIZOWTERE T HLEIAEL, MREEIC
ffaoTLZE.

KERARA XAy MIEEKH ORI BIRZ 25K L
TV, FEROAIL > THESEZEHRTLHI L
BMTH Y, EHOBIETHLAMALMAEGDLET
HRMAEERT LI DLV 2oL RuSEn
AFFE (interventionism) L IEIN TS, fFAE
FITINZ, BB X ~ORNAPER Y OEITE
ZRITTHE, AR X 3ZEBY OFERTHL. 25
12, OB A —E DOMEITHH L 2RI ADSEEE
TAHWE, X 3EBY OBEZOBFERATH S &
&% % (Woodward, 2003).

P(E|do(C = ¢)) > P(E|do(C = —¢)) (7)
TR LT S AOAAZFTH = &1 do(-) L7t

BEN, do(C =c) IFEBC 2l c IZEET S
EEEKL TS, Pearl (2000) 12k > THEAZIN

6) R FITH T 5 B4 2 HF IO W Tid Psillos
(2005) 2B E iz,
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DX RFELE do ARV —F LIFIER, B
R AED KRR ER L&, 2o kD
AN B HEMO R, [H LRRFRIUF
LR NEIRHERELRIIF L holz] EvnoT:
REFICL2HREEOEHE (e.g., Lewis, 1973) &
DEGUERRDO LN TS,

4. ARNA X2y ML ZARBEDFET

HLMOREERIL, ToOEMEE Hakz R H
B, BIROMM S 2RI RBRMEIZ 3
5. PRAERE 8 TIARBIH O RERO T PEDFR
MTHY, FHBIA BT IESTHER
LN T2 L O ITRDONL, —HE% ERRH
BT 32U Lo 2 AR R LIRS, %
BB TN DA - FEAE & v o 2R
RFLOFRIAT & o 2R HU R W TR
WiEEHENT 5. Bl21E, Steyvers, Tenenbaum,
Wagenmakers, & Blum (2003) OEETIE, L%
il 3 NOFHADBELEBZBRLT, Lok
I P TEBEHFFAE LT 0§52
EPEFREE LWL TW L. b F2SRRD
FaEE EO X HIHET L Tw a0 &) BHEIE,
HENRA Ay DARBHET IV E LCEF S Th
LIRF SNGEO - METH B 720, LD LX) TN
PYBED L IFHENTVERIZDOWTIZER
5o T\ Z &A%\ (Lagnado, Waldmann,
Hagmayer, & Sloman, 2007).

FERAA X4y P TIIEEB IOV TRA 2T
VT ZAHPEZEIN TS (Neapolitan, 2004;
Pearl, 2000). Z Z Tidifilf~X— A (constraint-
based method) & X4 X (Bayesian method) &
VI 2 DOREM B FEICOVTHRL. HllR~—
AT ENA XL, BB R S REREREE L
7o OITEH M (stability) b L < &I (faithful-
ness) EFPFIENBIREZZIT TS, EFMEE I,
FEHEDINT A =2 I1T8 o TEHB oM. - HEE B
BRAEAL L2 & TH S (Pearl, 2000; Spirtes,
Glymour, & Scheines, 1993). 2D Z &1, 2
O BRI RN I T LML o TOREL,
FWEDNRTA=IPLELL I EIIAVILEER
IRLTWwWa. BRI, B8 X ALY ISEHENE
TR, BAMERM Z 28 L THENICL BB
FIFLTwWa s Z0X) 2RI Z=aX
LY =bX +cZ ) 200 EEFRRTRAT

PR DA EHERRIZ BT B RRANA X4 PIZDOWT 83

&%, ZOLHIBRRFEET VTR, FEAEETD
NG RA=FIIBWTER X AR Y 3ERBRIC
BAH. LPLEDRS, b= —ac &) M%7
F8T A =5 Tl, HEDRL BHEARIE VRS
EIHBT 5720, B X EERY 3B BRI
oTLE W, HEMFRYSIELVRERER)E)
N2 LMy, 2ok 2 EIZERN I THE
THoThH, HENIRITIEAEELRVWEEZDS
ncTwns.

4.1 FHX—-ZE

HRN— 2B HR M O LEEHREZ LR b A
Ty T THRAEEEZFETHTNIY ALTHY,
2 BB OB ORE & FERBROFFIT & v
I QBRI THER SN TV (e.g., PC 7V
TV X A, Spirtes et al., 1993). PC 7V T X A
13 IC 7T XA (Verma & Pearl, 1990) %X
BLTHEESNALDOTH), DBRENLFHET
HBH. PCTNVI)ALZEDE, RHIDAT YT
TIIETOEHE ML TRHY, N7 T 7 2
T5, ROATF Y TTIZ2O00EKZMY LT
X2 MO 7 &% OB 2 00T L, 7RIS
HB2EBMOTy YR IY BL. HnT, oz
e g L L COSMT S 2 <5, FR
WERE AR 22 AUEAST - FEBBIFR D AL T 6720,
N O OBGERRITRIREEIZHF 2 b 7267
FHF 2179 27y FI2BWTH, M- HEE
FRZEE L 25, B X EERY BENRFNER
Z EHUHOVWTEY (le, X—2Z—Y), Z 25 L
LTX &Y IHBBRIEL 2056, Z 83k
REBDENIZy VERMNITS (e, X > Z<Y).
ERUAOmEDIZOWTIE, SR E L 4
Wity Yol 1. BlE, ERX
WER Z THBLTEY, ERY 0"EH Z L
UoWTWBYA (e, X = Z—Y), Z75Y
Iy Va5 (e, X > Z—Y). HIHN—-2
BT HEHR W OIZEERA S KRS 2 WS 5 72
OFIEFE A QML E13EE L. Gopnik et
al. (2004) 1V 22 DOEEEF L (e.g., Gopnik,
Sobel, Schulz, & Glymour, 2001) % fll#~X— Rk
THMLTVB, ZREIZKISERE A X%
HOCTLHAT AL TES.
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4.2 NAX&

N A X (e.g., Cooper & Herskovitz, 1992;
Heckerman, Geiger, & Chickering, 1995) £3%%%
BRMOFELDY (e.g., BEMNEE, A7) % )
HLThry 7y U CHRRMEZFE T AT VT
ALTHY, BHE 725 KRG TR ZH Y
LT, XA ZAOFEREMH U CRAAEE DR 2
FILTWL. HEERII—FICGzonbsZEdd
TR, ATHIEC D THEE O I B 7 o i e
BEEL B2 bD D, HAHERORER, Fh
ZNORRHEE BV TREDER Y — 120
LRENRERING. Bz, B EOREET
Vo(eg, X = Z«Y) TIEFENIMIICARET 2
720, 3 DOHEGEHIART RIS ILEFE N oK
REFN (g, X+ Z—-Y) LD DKL LS. FI
JATRE 2 7 — 712 ZOER % 8 U s
HEE RN, BEBHERORD SR BRSNS — ¥
AR LHREETVE LCEIRENS. Griffiths
& Tenenbaum (2009) %, Fk% 7 JeATHH % KR
EFNORHEMOFHE LTHEAT LI LICL-
TEMGFRRER AR BT 2 2 S0 L
TW5.

4.3 ARBEOZBICHTBINMA

B R ARE LT b AT Tl AR
EEARETERVWI LD E. I, BB X
BERY LEB Z TEBLTWLIHELETV
(ie., Y <« X = Z) OESizRE~ VT
TEMEOSWTHM LN E, P(X,Y,Z2) =
P(X)PY|X)P(ZIX) D &) IZithasns. £,
TRY DB X \THEL, ERX WERZ 8
LTWBHEREETFN (e, Y = X = Z) OE,
O AiE P(X,Y, Z) = P(Y)P(X|Y)P(Z|X)
DXHREEENDE. 22T PX)P(Y|X) =
PY)P(X|Y) = P(X,Y) kb, Thb 2
DORRET VOMFRGAIER—L b, TDLH
REETIVII~IL T 7EME TV (Markov equiv-
alent model) &N TEY, HEIZI->THED
N7 S IR —BICED 5 2 &
T&RW,

AR L TEBOREEZBIET L L1E, <
Va7 EMET VOGN ETRRICT 5. 28X »
ERY LEH Z BT HBERETV (e,
Y+~ X—2)IlBnT X 2RESEIHEE, 20
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MERTHHY & ZDAERTLIENTHEINS.
—J, EBY PERX 2HANLTER Z 1T
THREHEBEETN (e, Y = X = Z2) IZBWT
X 2RESELIGE, X ORRTHD Z 3BT
50, X OFRKNTHS Y PERTZ I LT,
MAZATH T LA Ko THG@FHE 7V & KA
EFNVTIRARLZIBERIELL EH12RY, <
Va7 EME TN EXET B EAMREICR S,
DT Eid, AR BENTEs O EARBR % HiE
T5ZEIIRETH 205, MUEBOBIEELES FE
BRIFZE T TTREIC 72 B & 0 ) TFZREEDE W X L
TWwh.

AL DR REOFF ORERNRIETL D
WMETHRDHN TS (e.g., Steyvers et al., 2003;
Lagnado & Sloman, 2004). Steyvers et al. (2003)
i, BRI 2B ICHRTHAAICL 2EE TR
FEEDOHIBOIEERN LA TH5Z L &R £
72 Lagnado & Sloman (2004, 2006) &, /rAll&
% R 3 00 278 O AR AER) F AR B 257
D ORRPEENTBY, WEPMERIIEHT 5
SEEHLMIL TS, 51T, AL > TH
Bl % 8T BBIE EDOFRICHAT 2L »
IBRBEDEETH S Z LAY Sobel & Kushnir
(2006) I &> TREINTWE. EETIE, HMAX
B OB A PR R I FHINGE W OBl 2 5
BT 2 AN ST % (Coenen, Rehder, &
Gureckis, 2015; Bramley, Lagnado, & Speeken-
brink, 2015). 4 AlC & B ARMERF L[ 2 %
LELMAECBVTHIEREINTSEY (Burns &
McCormack, 2009; but see also Kushnir, Well-
man, & Gelman, 2009), B# 3 % k4 % ZHIC
DWW TEEBRMIRF DTN TV 5 (e.g., Sobel &
Sommerville 2009).

A & o TRBHREDEE MRS N D Z L1k
HRENRAL A4y bOFHUE K LTS, L2L%
B, NA LR — ZEOWHE w2
ML 3 DU L OBE TR S N5 R % 78
THOGEFEIX NP ELS BB ETHD. A
RBETIIHEHORRET NV EBREH T 5 2 &H°
HRR=2FETIEE L OF— 7 2 THEHEOEHK
FOMVIEERET 5 2 LAEREFRRDOLNTE
0, LB R UL V) B, LB K S.
e RSP S Skl N r SR SICE
WEEZTHIEPHLMIENTED (McCor-
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mack, Frosch, Patrick, & Lagnado, 2015; Sloman
& Lagnado, 2006), #ESHEMEICZNIERBI1EE
Z OEIANLBEE T B (Saito & Shimazaki, 2012).
DX BEROD LIEETIIA L2 —1) A
T Ay 7 BRBINT W5 (e.g., Fernbach & Slo-
man, 2009; Lagnado & Sloman, 2004; Mayrhofer
& Waldmann, in press). 5tH I A M &) HTId
La—URT Ay I BBEMTH LD, ETNVOFK
PL V) BTENA ZETFNVITHEADLH D, —HD
2= AT 4 22OV TEHHIAE B~
OB MARAATERA ZETNE—HTHTZ L
VHEINTEDY (Deverett & Kemp, 2012),
T AT BRI S v, ba—1) R
T Ay 7 BEART BN REERRPLE R O X s
e LD L) ITHE SN PITOVTIESROME
EHEE X 5.

5. ARNA X2y ML ZARBEDER

PR AR RO E K O LT, B
SREE ISR & AR OBIROM X & . KEEED
FETIR, FEER SRS TORDONTEY,
FEREZZNSORRBEBOMS 2 HW$ 5 &
ARHONG. BB, RHEFEMEERTIOER, %
BHCIZERIRTH LMD TR T2 05 TH
B, R 7 FEREREE TR N R & SR o 2 1t 2
RSN, NS OI-EBRIN 2 18- F &
I 2 X 2DOFHERTEBT L LD TED. FEhR
ZE I 2N S DIz MK S L < IZERIRIZH
L7282, 055 100 O CREMHE %53 5
%1 %21%, Buehner, Cheng, & Clifford (2003) D%
BRI, BUNBAIRATY £V A DIRERZ 5| S
CTHPWRDEVIAN—Z =) —DTFT,
DRI L ZREROFEICHT 2 WA 2 5N,
BURRAED L HWERAZTERI 32 HE§2 2
LRD LN

JE R A & A RO IEBIR ORI, IR
T AP TRk EN 5 Z A%\ (Jenkins & Ward,
1965).

AP = P(e|c) — P(e|—c) (8)

Z T T Plele) IZRRBERTAAIL U 72 15 R AE
ALT D5 Tk %, P(e|—c) 3R REERA A
L e o 72 IR RAVERS § 2 ST & ik 2 KT
APIZ —1H»5 +1 FToOMlE LY, ZOMHICES
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Event E
e —e

cla|b
-l ¢ |d

2 JFHERFL (C) LHRFR (E) 05EIE.
TNVT77Xy b a, b, c didEThEho
AR OB T

Event C

THRB o 2EREFFD. FRBEMOAERIC X o TH
ROEEIERD LA T 525G (e, AP > 0), K
&R OBIIZIA W R RBRIEHE S D, —
W, ERBERHOERIZ X o> THEROEEMESRIMKT
T 556 (e, AP <0), FKEEHROBIZIZHVE]
WRRBEREE S NS, FREMHOFEIZL 5T
HROARMEEIENL ZWIESE (e, AP =0),
JE R Al & AERTIEBIPR L 22 5.

RREREE DR @M & AP (213 BB T 274 his B
B3R HENI2Z LB 5 (e.g., Dickinson, Shanks, &
Evenden, 1984), #HHET NV E LTAP V— V3
HSINAL)IZRo7 LL, AP OHEBL
TR MESINTEDY (e.g., Wasserman, Elek,
Chatlosh, & Baker, 1993), D, Hk4 3T
TR E N T & 72 (see Hattori & Oaksford,
2007; Perales & Shanks, 2007).

5.1 /NT7—PC &

Cheng (1997) 1& AP )V — v O F T/ fE & &
LT UTo2mzEEHLTwS. EROFHEIC
Bl &3 HER DT IR T 2 RIS ROFHE (ie.,
P(elc) = P(e|mc) = 1) Tl&, FEBITIZERRR
ZHWTHZ LI TERVA, AP V—VIidsh#R
BhrVEHBLTLESD. /2, AP IMMboEKNE
ZRERLTVRVZD, KRR OB 2 E
eI S A, HEIN S ORES 2 RS 5
Fi7- Wi & LT, /37— PC H5 (Cheng, 1997;
Novick & Cheng, 2004) %#$208 L, HL&@H& KL
X9 5 RHE8T — (causal power) & EXfLL
7oo WA — &L, MOFRATEAE L R VFREIC
BOWTHHNELPHRELERESELHEETH
5. 237 — PC HEIIEENRA XA v b EIIMIIC
B INTA, FEORN T TREHEI—BT ST
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LRI S T b (Glymour, 2001, 2003).
87— PC HTIE, b MAREBRE 8T 5
BT D 4 2DfFEZIATWS EET 5. (1)
FREE (B)Y) & RE B (C) M5 (B)
BT L. (2) WRIFERIC X > TRETAET 2
TLidd oy, MHISNDE I Lidhwv. (3) R
P & R R O B S 7 — 13 2 5 AR & 13
WHIETH B, (4) FEATELE L4 VIR RhvE
Lo Eidhwv. SRSOEEN SNDE
FEIEMRIE ST — g BT ORDPSHIMS N2,

©- TR ©

gc = VIZFERAIEREZLTRESEL L2 E *
L, gc =0 3B RIS LW LEEKRT L.

FRNIC L > THEPFEICART 2, 2F ) KHAH)
REPEL TV IHEE (ie., Plelc) = Ple|-c) = 1),

NN — go REZRSN RV, Tz, TREND
FEIEL WA (ie., Pelc) = 0), g¢ = AP
Ly, HEEERFEIZ—3T 5. Buehner et al.

(2003) 1 AP & —EIlHH 2D, Ple|-c) 5%
FICEIEL, AP =0 OFEEZ RV TERSINE D
FEEMA T — PCHFmOTIMEE —FK5 s L%
LTV

52 ERYKR-FETIL
Griffiths & Tenenbaum (2005, 2009) X, ZHh
FTRIA—FHEOMEE L THbhTWz]A
REEOHW 2 T NVILBEOMBEE LTHRABE L
BRI el & AR O BRI RBERSELET 2w
) HEE DKM HEHZ AT TTTEIET WV
Eid, B3 ITRT &) ERIER (B) OHAHER
(B) (2328 % RITTHEET IV (Graph 0) & HH
KR (B) &EREEH (C) »HER (B) \SHET R
FEEFNV (Graph 1) D2 L TH 5. BHRIFEN LR
REBERATHOL I AE R A B S ¢ 238, HEOER
fEZ1Z noisy-OR BB A W T T L H IZHE IS
hs.

P(elb, c; wo, w1) = wob + wic — wowibe (10)

Z T wo EEREROKRMEE, w 1ZFE R
MORRBELET. 72, b& clEZNETRER
R E R OARERL, FAETLEXIE L,

7) WS IZ RSN (B) B (C) Ao & To
BEAFEL, 20 m I L BIRE2 EH b & b,
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Graph 0 Graph 1

HRRE IREEH
B) ©

X3 HREKN (B) &R (C) MR (E) D
FERETIV. Wo & Wi IEEFER & FR
AT ORI RIEE & T hZNEKT.

THELBZVWEEZIZ0ICRS. 2B, BAENKENS
7 — g & noisy-OR BBD T TD wi DiHEE
RERDIENRENTVSY)
NAZXDOFEMEBMHAT A LIZED, o507
T — & Graph 012X > THE L7272, Graph 112
Lo TEL2RNEL vy AOBTUTO X9 I12E
HT&5.
P(Graph 1|D)

log P(Graph 0|D)
~ log P(D|Graph 1) P(Graph 1)
P(D|Graph 0) P(Graph 0)

(11)

CORDGAOFE—HTH LM ELERIZEL LD
RHRBLS 5 Lz KTHEETH), "M X7 7
27 ¥ — (Kass & Rafferty, 1995) &IFiZhTw5
Griffiths & Tenenbaum (2005) & Z DX HLELL
ZREFR— 4O, F—% 2 Graph 0 £ 9
b Graph 1 Z3HF9 4R L L7z,
P(D|Graph 1)

causal support = log P(D[Craph 0)

(12)

B, TNFNOLEEZUTFoOA»roB8ENS.
P(D|Graph 0)
1
:/ P(D|wo, Graph 0)P(wo|Graph 0)dwo (13)
0
P(D|Graph 1)
1,1
://P(D|wo,wl7 Graph 1) P(wo, w1 | Graph 1)dwodwi
0

(14)

Z 2T P(wo|Graph 0) & P(wo,w:|Graph 1) 1

8) AP IHILIMERIE (i.e., P(e|b, c;wo,w1) = wob +
wic) DTFTO wy DRAMEERL RSB LIRINTY
5.



Vol. 24 No. 1

WAL DOHH 3 & 2> TB Y, FAiHAiiciz o
26 1 TTOKGMHPEES N TWS. BFERY
R—FEFNVIE, AP V—)L/87— PC #HimT
EHPIREETH 572 AP = 0 OHBBIIBIT 5 EER
BINFEOFFEMIEET L2 TRL, T ¥
A ZOFRPLAGEE R FEHIRITB T B I
T=oDFREFWT LI EITHIIL TV
(Griffiths & Tenenbaum, 2005).

Carroll, Cheng, & Lu (2013) ¥, #EHOF KN
SR —DORBRITHE T 5 EFFRIIBVWTHE
HEEHOREN S ET IV LRERLS Ry bOIEK
2fToTWh. ZOX) BHFETIZ2 OORRET
VORE TR, BEEORRETVOREKITH
na, HEFEHETNVERENA XAy POV I
L—3 3 YO ETHERORREZ RS LEbE
72eZh, WEXRAL XAy MBZFEEINI F72,
Griffiths, Sobel, Tenenbaum, & Gopnik (2011)
(&, ERBRAEIET SHERIE ED L v, FR
FARRIT P E Y DRI D & o 72 AT IRk D52 B %
MEL, TNODBRENRL XAy FTH FLHPT
EHTEEWREL TS,

5.3 SSNT—FFI)L

Lu, Liljeholm, Cheng, & Holyoak (2008) &, [
RERE ORI AR Y 3w —Fko i 2 MET 5
X0, WEOHMM (Chater & Vitdnyi, 2003)
2R 7254 2 a5 HASEYTH S L FIRL
TWwa., HARBRICBT 2 HMEE L, HEHELD
B LoD RRRE 2 RIS T 5 RET IV
~NOEIFTHS. Lu et al. (2008) & (14) XizB
Ut % ISR EE O SR 550 LB 7 R B AR~
BIF 2 M AHAD, ZOHEFPANIED LR, ZET
V& SS ST —EF N LD, WERER & JEK
BERIAFERE A S8, FHioMIITo X
ITEBIEN G,

P(wo,w1|gen, Graph 1)

o (e*awt)*a(lfwl) +e*a(1*wo>*aw1)

(15)

2 2T o \ 3BT DR FRANOREIf 2 /R 9 /8T A —
FTHY, a=0 &%bMK, HFEHAE—EIAN
L% b, Z OFHIDAT IR R A O KRR EE &R
K OKRREAMIL L 2 &, 2F), —HD
A < RE SN B BE M O BES R
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LZLERLTWVAS, 72, SSNNT—ETINTIL
[RRIEHERE EORERESEE0 ] LIl
FEOHR L [HEBRIZEDLS HVHYZH)H? ]
V) EEOHBIZX SN TEY, HIF I w
DHFEIIAT DOVIIMED, BFIINA X T 77 5 —
PHWLNS.

SS /87 —E TNV, Perales & Shanks (2007) 7%
A Y G EAT ) T2DIEE L RO ER D T— 5
Ly MIHLTHRRESTR—-PFPEFTV LY B RVET
BE D 2R TR, TREEDHIW & Ak o]
DENRFEE YR R BILR & IPHI R R BIR DR D
FLRTE Tz, —HoA & 0 b BGTEIZ3ED
B2 % 3RS AFZEIMIC S FFAE T 5 5% (Powell,
Merrick, Lu, & Holyoak, 2016), SS /37 —%E7 )V
CIERLZIFEMAMOBEEIN TS, Yeung &
Griffiths (2015) 13# ) & L“~# (iterated learn-
ing) OF % TEBRSBINE OFF 50 2 HE
L7z, Rl & 5 & & 1 PRRE 30
CHEZINTVEZEZHEL TS, WiHDOFER
HBIIKEL B L0, EOXHBERNICL-T
TR AAEAL L 722 IAR R Th 575, FERHE
WA L7z AN — 2 b =) — SIS E A O AT
WRE LTHUIOMIEE LR T5CH D
5.

CZETHRENAS XAy M HWIZETIVARER
WEOHWZ ) FCHHTELILERLTE L.
CZTHMEW LI, INFCHYLTCELRR
5ETFI (e.g., AP V—)v, 37— PC B5H) »5H
BARA XAy b EV ) RE LHALA O TR
RETNVO 1D LTRABEINZZETHS. 72
7E—HT, EFTNVEFHILL TT— 7 ~OWHEEN
FAT20ELBRESZIEBROILETHS. AP
RRERP T — 135 HIE OB EEERA S IR
TE5N, REYR—-TFETNR SSNNT—FET NV
OFUMEZE ST 2BICIE~ IV a 7 HEE Y T h
A W THEES M ZHEE L 2 TR 5 %,
BTV OBHENE &\ ) T TlE Hattori & Oaksford
(2007) D FERE 2.— ) AT 4 v 7 EF VO
T 5. SOEFNIE2x 2 DFHIRIIBWT

9) "R 2—Y AT 4y 7 EF VU TORTEREL
ns.

Hg = lim ¢ = 4/ P(e|c)P(cle) = a4
d—oo

\é:/(a—i-b)(a—‘rc)
v d OWHIE, ZOFHRSBMLEEZ TV RN EE

KLTBY, BERICHEEL TV THZON W LIS
K5 5.
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IV d 2B 3 ODOHBEERLMMEH L Z2WIZY
B 59, Perales & Shanks (2007) O 7 — %t v
MIHHICEVEEEEZRL TS, 20X ) ik
MOF TR, W7 FTa—F KD SNE Z &I,
D TV HSE T & R WEBRBERBICB W THEN
4 X%y FOFWE L IAGERPMG LN ED
RiFTHZETHS). HlziE, ThETRBES
TELETNVOL G 2 WERENHELTEY,
WHRAKEILS 2L TERV. —F, FHERAL X
Aoy N CIREINIEBEIRE STV L 720, JR
ETF VAL RERSCHEBEMARAL Z EHTE
b, WENRL XAy POER MG A, ki
Baxtg e U7z EmEE ORI Wi RI3 % AR
FIFZEA LT L TR Wz, SHROFIE IR
SNhb.

6. ARNAI Xy MCKZERHER

PR SR 1 D 2778 <2 R SR EE O F8 ASR R D HIFk D
A ARID O LT, R CIEES LR
DOHFHEE LD L) IHEHT L) T LITHEEDS
LTHNDL., — RN RERFETIE, FEBRBINEIC
PR % B0 L CTHREL M OMERBR Z AidE 7058
T, HBFZORED S OFGI L THEN Z AT
) ZEDRDHNS (see Rottman & Hastie, 2014
for a review). flZ213¥, Waldmann & Hagmayer
(2005) DFEERTIE, 3HHEOEEOWH DKL
LT120KRHEN 2 D20#E% b 753 s FIK
DREBET I (ie., Er— C — Ep) DR SN2,
EBRBMEIZIND 3 OOWEOIEEREFT L
7ot — i ORRER (E)) OIREED S DR
HY (B) OWREZHN T2 &pRkdo5N 2
2T, WERL XAy I EFICHEDOR V3 DO
FE Y ZIZDOWTHRRG.

6.1 #ERHSEENDBMAIHER

FERFGD O RRFR 2 HEN 5 5 & 3B W
RN AR EEDNS. FEHESR (B) p3 R
LTWBIREIZERESR (C) 23R L Tw 5 iEsRIX
NAZDFEIIZ L > TUTFO LI IR ENS.
P(e|c)P(c)

P(ele) = =505
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CORIZBWTRNFARI AR T 25 P(c) 13
## (base rate) & IFIEN, FBWINGERIC i)
LB N 2 &I EHESRREER (base rate
fallacy) EEHN T35 (e.g., Bar-Hillel, 1980).
FHERIIFICHEEIND L) bIFTIdRL, BA
BEOE TR SN EICRERINLT (L2
ZEDVHIEN TS (see Barbey & Sloman, 2007
for a review).

Krynski & Tenenbaum (2007) &M am 12
BIF2RROHBOBEEE 2L T 5. JiER
SERDOREHITH AV ARBETE, APATHS
W P(c), LA TH 5 WITHA TR % 5Tk
H Plele), FLAYA T WKFITHA CHRIEIZ 2 25
H P(e|—e) 352 b7z 1T, BANHEDOREIC
LA THBHER P(cle) ZHEMT S EARKD S
N5, ZOMBEORNERET VI A LBRAERIRT
RERE S B H—DRREER (e, C =~ E) TH D,
ZDI8F A —F FFEHER P(c) LMD D B RITHE
RAVENE T 2 St SR Plele) (ko TRtk 3
N5, WOIFREETFVICHIREN BT A =5
(e.g., P(—c), P(e]-c)) BHEBSINITL K 2D LR
AT, ADPATHRVIRISHRAER RSB R 5
ZEDOFEKNE L TIDOEEZMR, FEERFED KR
R & R R OREET IV (le., C1— E < Cy)
WCEE L7 HATA TR VRIS TR D5
 P(e|-c) 1, HBHEOREET VT Ple|co)
L%, FEREFVIHIRENE ST A=F L 725,
FEROFER, MBI DA RO L o T
726 3ND EHOR S NI EITIIILIESRGEA TR
YELIEPHLNE RS T

Meder, Mayrhofer, & Waldmann (2014) 1&#%
WiiEaR 2 /37 A — S HEEOMETIE R BT IV#R
RoOMEE LTRABEL, RERA Ay P2V
Tz it TV E L COHEERME TV (struc-
ture induction model) Z#M L T\ 5. Griffiths
& Tenenbaum (2005) 2SERHWEDOFE % 2 DD
FRETFTIV (K3 BH) OHKICX > CTHBI LA &
312, Meder et al. (2014) IS N7 —5 %
HERCS B IR 75V D ANFESENEA TS W A A | 2 O
ENBEEZ Thbh, BRERN (B) DA
WETHNREET NV (ie., Graph 0: B~ E) &5
KWL (C) EERIER (B) oW 055283 5 RR
E7)V (ie, Graph 1: B> E+ C) DELLD
RS W & o T, HIMDSRIRIZ2 LT 50
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FThb. XA ZXOEHITIED L FUTIE Pcle)
M—ETH SR BWHHEERO LT 5 2 Lidaw
A, WEEIRME T VL D & Pe|c) PMRVIEER
HRIERDBIEES HRRET IV (ie., Graph 0
B— E) OWRENEL %0, #RFROAERIIIE
WHFRAERL T Lo 372 D12 <7
5. WHE P(cle) & —EIRH DD Ple|c) 2L
SEDLILT2O0MRET VOWREEZHIEL

FEBRBINE OB MR HHERNE TV OTFI &
—HTHILEREL VL. T ZOEFNE
JE R A & it RO TR TR E 7V DA
FEHORRIIENLTH LI L ETFUMLTEY, HEE
Z0 X BAEREDME SN TS (see also Fernbach,
Darlow, & Sloman, 2011).

6.2 HRHRICHTIIBEEEAA

H 5 FEOREDIH L 72 IO FL 0 RE
WZDWTHER T 2 Z L i3Bg ko HERmTH Y,
HEEFNEZDINT A—FIZE o TEDNED
5. —Ji, FRICHN LU TEEZ 1T - 7 BE O
EAACEDLHERRTH Y, WH PRI S
5. Bz, M E S ICHEANER TV IS
Doz d L wE ZoFRZHENT 22 &7
TE DD, FEIZRZRC - BISHE O D S R
WX LTHER 2479 2 213w, A & o THIE
ENTHR (eg., HEIOTHEN) IAKRDEH (e.g.,
BE) L IANIIC R 205 THY, ZoZLidzrs
T YRR L S D (Pearl, 2000; Sloman,
2005). 77 7HBEIIAASNFHRITHTH Ty
VEMYERL ZETEBEN, H—oRRHKRTIE
JE R GRG0 A e R I3 FE R ITAE S

P(c\do(e)) = P(c\do(—\e)) =P(c) (17)

RRHERR IS BT 2 LS ADEN TS  OBFSE
IZX o TREINTE7. Sloman & Lagnado (2005)
IBBOFR AP L T 2 FECTHREDFZI
LTHhAZR T o 2 EIMBOERIZOWTED X
I HHEM A % SN B PRE LRR, A ARSI
HEDAROFRH LM ITPbNT WD 2 & %R
L7:. Waldmann & Hagmayer (2005) i%, %4
D ARG A RAFE L 7o BRI RR O /R
BEHWT, & MPBIEIC X 2%E D 50 ADH
REELSTFHTELZZ LEHE LTS, [k
DORRIE, FROARGERE 1 AITEICIRT 2
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HORRONEEHREIIBVTIRONTVS
(Meder, Hagmayer, & Waldmann, 2009; ## - I
W, 2012). F72, v PCTEXZLBBLAMAEZKX
BILTHEHERZTo TR E WS T ZREBT 5
WEged HiEF N T 5 (Blaisdell, Sawa, Leising,
& Waldmann, 2006; Leising, Wong, Waldmann,
& Blaisdell, 2008; but see also Dwyer & Honey,
2009).

6.3 ARV ITXHGICEET ZHR

REVITEMBICEBE, MEEEOREE
TN (Le., C1—> E « C2) TIIHRFZLOIKRENAR
e, 2 DOBRRNFRIZMTIERICSH 205,
RORELH S 0IT % 5 L WHITIZIEE BRI E
La. 20720, #% (E) B4 C72REIC—H O
A (Cr) AR L TV LR Peile) E#ER (E) &
5 DFK (Co) H34: U7z —F OJREIA (Cr) A%
R LTV LHER Pleile, o) 3R %2 DDITH 5.
FERDERIIMST DRI L - THI SN B 720
HIE OMERR P(eie) DEEDHER P(cile,c2) &1
DR BB I ENHMSLNTWS (see Khemlani &
Oppenheimer, 2010). K HOEFRDERIZE 5T
b N OEEOERERPWMAT 5 Lid, L
HEEOFIRTIIHTIRR (discounting effect) & L
T (e.g., Kelley, 1973), ATHIRED #HIK TIZHH
IZX 200D B & ORI R (explaining away effect) &
LTHSN TS (Pearl, 2000). #I5[%55 % Rwt
L7-HWi2 T b b 2 L 134 { otk &0
LIl L o TRENTE 72 (e.g., Morris & Larrick,
1995).

—, FHENOEPEET I (ie., Bie C — Es)
TIERR= VT 7 &l & - L WG S
TWa, HHFEEEF VBV CERSS (O) Dk
EBAHOMIRDE, TNENOFKEFR (B, - E)
IO BIFRIC R B & E SRRSOV 3 7 S TR AEE
ENTW5. 2FD, KR (Br) 34T 22135
H(C)ICEoTHRFELLD, I —FHOKE (B2)
DIRBIIEELZWDITTH S (e, Pleie) =
P(ei|c,e2) = Plei|c,—e2)). LL%&A56, ik
DFERDHAGE L TV BHE IR L o T
LR RPROERMERLE ML 22 o N
THY (e.g., Rehder & Burnett, 2005), DT &
E~ a7 &0 %B (Markov violation) & &1
T3z,



90 Cognitive Studies

HREARL X hy M bAED X 5 IHB§< &
P EWD BFHAE TN TH B A5, HERAHH % R
FHETEZOTWE —B LA 2 2 S
Na2enn, e MBEDLHITHNT 2052
RBRETVE LTOHHSINTE . L Lads
5, WV a7 5&MoRBiERlET L E LTOR
RN XAy MTHT 2 HELR KGRI THY, 2
DI L TIERRA ZFHHPIHALN TS, B
1%, Rehder & Burnett (2005) (ZKREIFRD 2
WAL %z /) —FE LTREEFIVITMZ,
Z OB ENENOHERIEE L RITT I &
THRREPAET S EFBH L TWw5, Park & Sloman
(2013) 13 A H = X L2324 L 729250
2TV, CORBESFFTAMBEEMEL TS
%72, Rehder (2014) RO H ML ZE L =W
W L o TN T 7 EMOBBAEL TS &%
Z, BINTS 72 HWEFIVERE L THHZ R
HRTWAE, 72721, ThHIFEBICT Fhy 7 %Hi
HTHY, VI TEMORBII—EDREE S5 2
355500, —HoMEwICOMEH L TioHR
WHEA LW EIZOWTRABENEEDL S %215
%\, Rottman & Hastie (2016) 134k 4 7 K€
TN TSIV 37 G 2B 2 HER & HEREn IS
BEFL, 7 — FOBIMLHEn 7 J 712 & 25—
HOT—5 & Lhr—HET, 2TOT—5 T2
DI TREVWIE2HELTD. VT T 540
BT A5 2%, RERSL XAy b
AT T HERIRYE TN & 7% 5 72DITId5E
FER A D RSV EAT K TH 5.

7. NAZN77O0—-FICHT3HHEELT
SHOEBE

NA XM T 70 —F 3k A S BT B RS
RO LT & 7225, 20— T3
ENSIZERZIBAONTVS, 22TEINLD
DS ERMEOZE LHFRIIOVWTETIEE 20 L
IPEEL, " AT T —FDEHDBELIZD
WTHB~X%. Jones & Love (2011) (XA X7
Tu—FOMMERE LTUTO 2 HxfiHL Tw
5. 1 HEIREANA XEFUHLBEN BRI ST
ERLTWRWIZ ETHD. HENL XAy NI
FEETADNEVIFELNVOEFTLVTHY, »
PIEHET ALV TV T XA LRVDEF IV
Tld e (cf. Marr, 1982). 20728, LD L)
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% AN = A LTI U722 0TI il X
T, HHOHHEIIEBMYURL LD TH LA,
NA ZWT T A —=FIZE R L XV OFHPH A 5 —

ML THY, TAITY XLLRLVOFTHG R
AHLNTHEDY (e.g., Lu, Rojas, Beckers, & Yuille,
2016), CORIZDWTEHEiZ T3 OIXEFTHA
I Fl, WRAT—REEET I E Vo T
RRNRAL XAy PPBHINDHPOREBINTE
D, FENAL X3y Mo THREICERSNS X
I o7z LITHBRE, EHAEEH -2 —Y R
FAY Y N THEPE T HNOELR EHEN
BOBMIIBE SHEET LD, LOLIRAHN=X
Lo TR B PERRAMRERA E O Lo T
SHHOMICENETES Y.

NA X7 70 —=FI T 5 2 K HOBHIEA
AZETVOREIIHT LRI A 5% ET
BB, NAXETN2HEET B2 - 3
B - N ERRET B UENH LD, EDX
HICHRETLNEETLVOEZICRASLTY
5. THERBO B MEICIED VTR A BTV
ZHHICHEETE DR, XM ZETNETFT—5 8
—HL72E LCHRERDRERE B 2B AT
HLZICEE R EHH L Tn s, HEPICEERA
A4y OB % RAR AP O (e.g., Gopnik
et al., 2001) YREKDEFNTHT4FHHTFET
HoT2h, TOHDWHETIEHENS XAy PTL
PHHATE L VEBRBRIYE CHRES TV
(e.g., Waldmann & Hagmayer, 2005; Carroll et
al., 2013). F72, TN LHOWMENEL L TREKD
NA ZEFNVEMEL TEFOLBHRE TR T
By, BENGERECLI-TTF=FEHEELTWS
DT TIEI RV EIRINTWS,. Jones & Love
(2011) OHFFIZ—FMOWRICE TE T 0d L
s, RO EHERICE L Tidmsth e
BoTHbHBETELEWVESLS.

KL TR L-EBRHROL ke M SRR
NA XAy b E—F LGN LB 21T 2 & x
RLTWS7AS, — Tk PEIAAREZAWZIT) 2
EbdHo. BAEMICIE, HEIERLRETEHO LS
WCHEBIIZH R VICO LS TH 2 LH
Wid s LR~ a T &MEofio L) ICHEER
GRRIZE S THMAEILT 5 2 EPEITON 5.
DL BATIIZEIBETEHR LT L
FRELTVLIRAL ZEF A SEPNL Z LIk
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V. ZORMBEICET A 1 OO R T HaR AR
i (Evans, 2008; Evans & Stanovich, 2013) %R
AL, WRMOEE LR ZHEN 7Ot 2 LEE
K7at ZOMEMEHE LTHRBTA2ZETH 5.
BIEM T O ACRRENEE 2, HEIW T 2RI
HENEZ ZET UL, KHERXS XAy FoFHl
E—BLWRER OB EEIC R 5.

PR D28 % #A 2B OBLE D 5 3T % A
B 5TbhTHEY (eg., Dickinson et al.,
1984), WARBIR L HMBEMMROXZLEE Lk
WEBRFETRZ OBROFINIEI L T2
(Shanks, 2007 for a review). Rescorla-Wagner &
7 (Rescorla & Wagner, 1972) ICf{E S %3
EEBHERTIE, FROMARIC L > TEEMICHE
BARR SN, —FOEZIPEEL S NHEITE
M ORFBEEALEINE Z EHPREENTVD,
NI TGEMOREMEEGFEOBE»SE T
Y, RBEROREETN (ie., Bie C — E)
BT O ROF I X o THRAEILT 5
Z &1 (ie., Pleilc,e2) # Pleilc,—e2)), #HEE%
WL REOITRLOFME LTHNT 2 2 L 25T
& %. %72, Rescorla-Wagner €7 )V CIZBIfRAA
52 EOFBRIIPRDEN 2 & O T A THEA
SREDEALEDSKRE 5D £ HII8T A — ¥ HRE
ENTVAELD, ERICIIEEMRRERIIT LT
BOENIZERIH L L HBT 52 &2 FHIL T
5. AHNRNL TRV TIRBENNEEE b 2
NS ORI 2R D ESFHEFT VO T E —
BHLTWE, ZoOZLGHGEEHEO 7L AP
BHTHLILEZERLTWAEDIF TRV, HE
FERZEIC Lo THRRBMRERR &) & T2RICHE
EVELHDL LN DITTH S,

HEMEDFE LRI B W TEBN Y2k 2558
DEIIKERET 2L L THhoTBLT, 22
NS 220070 ABED XS ITHERENT 2 H
FIZEAEHLRICRoTW R, TVIY XAV
RNVTORAL ZETFNVORELEFZNEFLOT O
AN HHBETOFERNHREICLY, 20—
WEHLPICTHI LN TELESL S, LSBT
MO EWFEBIGE TV &R B 720I2iE, AE
M2 TR IAEHEMAUM S FHHT 2 RO
ns.
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8. &b I

KWL TR, FRMEOE - NAREOEE -
FRHMEFHE VD 3 DDOMEANI BT B FERNRA XA v
FOTFMERL, BT 5 EBREREMBIL, 5%
DH IOV TEREZ T2, EFHEROL I
HESRL XAy FOFHE—-FHLTBY, 2008
HRBYPEARIBE NS, — BT B EHERA X
2y MZEoTEH K OREMNFRR L/ LKL S
Na0d Lhands, RELZERTL2FEEHTK
IR AT — MBSV Tr & & 2 72T h5E
b LN, Va7 SO RBAH LS DId e
AR N XTI BOTAE A
HELBOEREREY, ZLTINLBEDLI AN
ZALZESTRELTWEDD, HHPITTRE
HEE-SADS.
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