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Effects of Different Probability Representation on Bayesian Reasoning

Yang Li  Hu Zhujing
Institute of Education Jiangxi Normal University Nanchang 330022
Abstract The reasoning tasks were Bayesian calculation and judgment to explore the effects of different probability representation understand-
ing probability rule on the Bayesian inference. The results showed 1 Process of verbal probability format on Bayesian reasoning was judg-
ment. 2 Frequency format was better than other formats but there was difference among participants of different subject.3  Strategies of
Bayesian reasoning included right rule error rule proposition probability heuristics intuition desire.4 Judgment was better than calcula-

tion right rules of judgment were more than of calculation.
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