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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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Tripartite Model of Mind on Bayesian Reasoning

Xie Yuntian'?,Shi Zifu'
(1. Department of Psychology , Hunan Normal University, Cognition and Human Behavior Key Laboratory of Hunan Province,
Changsha 410081 ;2. Department of Applied Psychology,Changsha Normal University,Changsha 410100)

Abstract ; Since Edwards first used experiments to study whether human reasoning followed Bayesian rules in the 1960s, research on
Bayesian reasoning has made great progress at home and abroad. However, there are some dilemmas. For example , there is no systematic
research on the object factors and the subject factors that affect Bayesian reasoning,and there is no agreement on the interpretation theo-
1y. In order to better reveal the nature of human’ s uncertain decision making,future research should re — examine the relationship be-
tween object factors and subject factors, analysis the influential factors from multiple perspectives,try to explain human Bayesian reason-
ing in terms of Tripartite Model of Mind,integrate explanatory theories.

Key words: Bayesian reasoning; object factors ; subject factors ; Tripartite Model of Mind



