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A perspective on judgment and choice:
Mapping bounded rationality
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Figure 1. Process and Content in Two Cognitive Systems
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Determinants of Accessibility
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Framing Effects
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Figure 5. Simultaneous Contrast and Reference Dependence

Reference Dependence in Choice
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Figure 6. The Value Function of Prospect Theory
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Attribute Substitution: A Model of Judgment by Heuristic

Altribute Substitution

Figure 7. Attribute Substitution in Perception: A Highly Accessible Heuristic Attribute (Three-Dimensional

Size) Substitutes for a Less Accessible Target Attribute (Picture Size)

Figure 8. Mean Judgments of Probability Are Plotted Against Mean Judgments of Similarity

(Representativeness) for Eight Possible Outcomes in the Linda Problem
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Prototype Heuristics
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Conclusions

System 1 System 2

System2 System 1

1.
(&) System 2
(b)
(©
(d)
2. System 2

1(a) 1(b) 1(d) (Klein, 1999; Haidt, 2001)



( 2pages removed )



	A perspective on judgment and choice: Mapping bounded rationality
	論文の概要
	Intuition and Accessibility
	The Two-System View
	The Accessibility Dimension
	Determinants of Accessibility

	Framing Effects
	Changes or States: Prospect Theory
	Reference Dependence in Choice
	Narrow Framing

	Attribute Substitution: A Model of Judgment by Heuristic
	Attribute Substitution
	The Affect Heuristic

	The Accessibility of Corrective Thoughts
	Prototype Heuristics
	Extensional and Prototype Attributes
	Two Tests of Prototype Heuristics
	Tests of extension neglect
	Tests of monotonicity


	Conclusions

	発表者のコメント

