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A Study on the Relationship Between Knowledge Schema and Bayesian Reasoning

Zhang Xiangyang' Liu Ming  Zhang Jijia®
1. Department of Psychology Schools of Politics and Public Administration Guangdong University of Foreign Studies Guangzhou 510420
2. Department of Psychology South China Normal University Guangzhou 510631
Abstract Two group of undergraduates one group has probability knowledge expert and another group has not novice  were chosed to make
probability estimation in Bayesian reasoning. It is aimed to explore the influence of knowledge schema on Bayesian reasoning. The results
showed that the veracity of experts was significantly higher than that of novices and the response time of experts was remarkably longer than that
of novices. It indicates that the search and judgement for probability information were affected by knowledge schema.
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