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Reasoning Bias:Is Conflict Detection or Conflict Inhibition Responsible?

Sun Tie' , Yuan Shangqing',Li Yi’*,Xiao Feng’
(1. Beijing Key “Laboratory & Cognition” ,School of Psychology, Capital Normal University, Beijing 100048 ;
2. Department of Education Science,Innovation Center for Fundamental Education Quality
Enhancement of Shanxi Province ,Shanxi Normal University , Linfen 041004 )

Abstract ; The dual — system theory indicates that there are two types of processing methods in human reasoning, one is fast heuristic
process , not affected by working memory resources;and the other is slow,cognitive — restricted analytic process. By deep understanding
of the interaction between these two processes,different models have been formed in order to solve the central problem,the cause of the
inference biases. In order to answer this question,this study analyzed the failure of conflict detection or conflict suppression by combi-
ning the latest behavior, training, and neural mechanism studies from the perspective of dual — system model.
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