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Recognition Heuristic and Inference from Cues in
Comparison Tasks on World University Ranking

Gao Shanchuan Wang Yan
( Department of Psychology ,Fudan University, Shanghai 200433 )

Abstract ;In a sample of 208 Chinese college students, this study investigated how these participants made inference from recognition
information and other available cues using three different kinds of paired — comparison tasks on world university ranking , namely , rank-
ing by overall performance,ranking by the subject of Business & Management and ranking by the subject of Agriculture & Forestry. Re-
sults showed that,for the former two tasks,the overall accuracy was more than 60% and both the proportion of choices of recognized u-
niversities and the percentage of correct inferences were rather high. Meanwhile, there were significant differences in the proportion of
choices of recognized ones and the percentage of correct inferences as well across the three kinds of tasks with varied recognition validi-
ty. It was also found that participants’ choices were mostly in line with the predictions of other information indicated by the title of a u-
niversity ,such as locating overseas or specializing in the subject relevant to specific reference class among the comparisons where recog-
nition was correlated low with criterion or didn’ t discriminate. Moreover, participants chose the recognized universities less often but the
proportion was not lower than 50% among the pairs with one negative value on either of the aforementioned additional cues. As for the
pairs with one positive cue value,the overseas cue didn’t affect the choices of recognized ones whereas the speciality cue did.

Key words: recognition heuristic; cue validity ; noncompensatory strategy ; world university ranking



