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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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“A” o XPHBRAEE P B SRR R

FEAMBENBORR F, BR RS LHEZ
DCI i CDI, {H 2 =& MZ5 R B AXFR K, DCI 1
SR, M CDI A2 2 g o X 7T RE2 i F—
N ey e N A IO T st AN R
THIR. XE—MEEMERRL Hn, % F X
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A =FHERT X = F0 AR 1 Gk = R TR AR R
YEERRH g — st

EE W, — 5T E R MR 4 N 7T LA
R R AR, BT S 78RR T, B
THAFFPRAEBR S, AT 8] 5 2 A 4) Z 8]
FHERTBE AT REHI X — B R A S W E R
BN EE EESE AR, U EBEH
W ERARAH AT RIS O
155 ¥ 454 (Imo, 2011 ; Osmanska — Lipka, 2013
Wagemans et al. ,2012) , 5 & /5] 19 /8] 155 454 w] 40 K
B AIE (SRR o BRI A
BE A2 B S (Y 4% 1) B T SO SR 2 IR /) ik
B, MR (A B B) BISh B RE SUAR IE 2t
Buajrp A F B 2Z ] AT 58 1Y X PR OC BR , AN
ERNBERMEERE. WA (R A T2
B) WA B SR IEZ A A B Z M BB €W, Bl
I PE R AR AR R, S 2 i 45 E T (AT S
B A5 2R ok 4 B A ( Evans et al. ,2003 ; Fugard
et al. , 2011; Kleiter et al. , 2018; Oberaver & Wil-
helm, 2003 ; Over et al. ,2007; Wang et al. ,2022),
XA (A B B) 55 MM (IR-A 4 B)Z
(] O HE T , 33X B8] B 3 UM SO TR 38 EIE

THAEEIRIXT L, — 2 I E R T 1)
RKRR” 5 B A J7 W MRF AR R XS
Hos —IE A Fi-A ZIH AR . XA 08 b By 5 EN
X LT RN - 22 ) B AT B A ST AR, T 51 &
T MAET SO R R AR, AMTEE NN
PN FRXIEREA B RS2, BIA N
PIEA B RS, U SR, Ak
RSO FU R 3SR W 2 4 T 8 X B B B e in L
ANTEE S HT MMT JIF 22 5R (¥ A BT 5% 4] o 4
FUTTREME , B /) v TR SR B R R TR . MMT
(I P 2 T T B

5 BRFRAM THENSGEHES T )
T MRS S X RN, FIRF O T R
PURT RAFT I S506 B 4% 14 /) FHT B B) 22 (8] B9 /8 125 48
A R TR AN RS & 2T TR T .
BOm PR AR R R A A B T R R
T b TEHERT (1) F1(2) B B FIR . FrERAIR S
RAGAER LR EARFEFNRR. fTET
SRR TR, 5 E £S5 AT B,
SGamE, ANERERFMER—RF MG, TS
MR Z IR I HERE I i PR A T EAE N T
BRAEE, WREZHHAETER M LMERX
AR . FI AEE Y, A5 RE 20T
BH S -EREIEN FE RN, eI
XL i FAE S b i & 25 i TJE Y (the principle of
miserly processing) : AT AH L HF % , B
T TR R HE B FE4 AT i AL
(Stanovich et al. ,2016,p.32) , TEXGIRHMESE A, EH
Ferym TR 8 SR R/ BT (RS
D AAR BB ANTIN L (RS 2) , 5 R5 2 AL B
W, RS 1 ALH & A IR A IR, I LR A TR &
5 #) ( Evans, 2007 ; Evans & Stanovich, 2013 ; Stanov-
ich et al. ,2016) . X BLTEHYHERLAE 55, BRIN K & o
B ELHE I T 22 B R 26 T 18 Tk 35T P ok B
W, XA RER AR

BEA AR R, RSB AR A
BRI SR Z R B HEWT . X — BRI
Espino I Byrne (2013 ) $& tH MAHA S &3 Ik 2
Bz 3T IEA AT BSR4 T BT R “A B
B” MM R -A B4 B, AU R 46
BRL(A; B) AR TR A MBI GEEL (~AB) . B
e, RIEAR AR &, XA B8 Al TR IR R AR
MHAETIARAH LR, X 5ACHSER 8RR
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X B ER N Espino 1 Byrne(2013) H 5L 452K A Y
RPGAA LR B, YA STEAFBIH Z HIH LS
W, FEELRE R M BIRE . A5 R 1=
B, e T A R R HERE A H 2 M A S R
B2 AR RO A B B R E N R A AT LA
FIARA ) Z [R) B EE

SRR, FT 3R AT R I R AB D9 R FE A
Brise R, Bk DCT 52 R w32 H i &%
18] B A S SR PR A, B xE CDL e 32 36
o EHEN—BEMET, REEFIXSHLEFE
RO RUR) IR 22 8] R, X AT RUIE T U
R &N, SR G AB B 18 A A
FEATBUORZR I, 5 fE A AT BB /R M 2 1/ =2 T S 2
HEA S, XA 7 B R R SRR, TG MMT
Hh g R BE B, (H2, MMT1 1 MMT2 484 fE
fRREA ORI EE R P PN AR . (5 & ME
TS R M) S5 L PR AT R A A 1 2 TR PR R

g2 LRIk , N3 B BUR) R 2% ) RSB AR
JY 2 T8 55 2R PR B A AN 2 22 A0 2 S T S (E AT
BUm AN S Z 18 I ERE . DCT A CDI SR~ J7 1l
HIHESE 2 5 BUR T R & BT A 1 B Z [A] B K
Fo EHERRFZMT, ANHEIE T RAEHELE DCT
M CDL, TEAHZBHTHOR R AR AT BUC R A& MF
~,CDI [t DCIE &5 . FEAHBEMBRRFAT
i DCL A1 CDI FLFEAH AR MO 2R 45 1F T B3 B HE
HEARG . WA RIEREEA RO IAR
PR, WifEE P2 AR IR RS & X 5 — B A
LR R AR S — BN ER X
B
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The Comparison of Inferences between Disjunctions and Conditionals in
Compatible and Incompatible Disjunctive Relations

Wang Yue
(School of Psychology,Shaanxi Normal University ,Xi’ an 710062 )

Wang Moyun

Abstract ; How people make inferences between disjunctions and conditionals is a current important question that can test existing main
psychological accounts for propositional reasoning. In order to test these accounts, one experiment investigated how relations and infer-
ence directions affect human inferences between both. Tworelationships between two basic components (A and B) havebeenstudied,
andtheyare inclusive disjunctions and exclusive disjunctions. There were also two inference directions in disjunctions(e. g. ,A or B;not
— A or B)and conditionals(e. g. ,if not — A then B;if A then B)havebeenstudied, and they are disjunction — to — conditional and condi-
tional — to — disjunction. It was found that participants’ inferenceswere symmetric between the two inference directions in compatible re-
lations and incompatible relations where two basic components were on different dimensions,but not in the other relations. Belief biases
also affected participants’ inferences. Which of the two inference directions was easier depended on relations between two basic compo-
nents,,and so was relative. The present overall response pattern is beyond all the existing accounts for inferences between disjunctions
and conditionals. The competition between the special knowledge heuristic and the general syntactic meaning comparison heuristic pro-
posed by the author can explain the present dominant responses.

Key words ;inferences between disjunctions and conditionals ; relations between basic components; knowledge heuristics ; the syntactic

meaning contrast heuristic





