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A Review on the Resear ch in Judgments of Causal Power of Single
Causal Relationships

Wang Moyun

(Institute of Psychology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101)

Abstract: The author reviewed the main theoretical models of simple causal induction from the
two aspects of bottomrup data-driven processing and top-down knowledge-driven processing.
Within the paradigm of bottom-up data-driven processing, there are the basic differences between
associative accounts and computational accounts. Lastly, The author reviewed the basic problems
of research on judgments of causal power of single causal relationships: the main impact factors
and the mechanism of judgments of causal power, the methodological problem of the main
research.

Key words single causal relationships, causa judgments, causal knowledge, association,

computation.



