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CAUSAL JUDGMENTS IN THE TRIAL-BY-TRIAL PRESENTATION

Wang Moyun, Fu Xieolan
(Irgtitute  Psychdogy, Chinese Academy o Scences, Bejing 100101, China)

Abstract

An experiment was conducted to invegigate human causd judgmentsin the trid-by-trid presentation, and to tes the aso-
ciative theory , the power PCtheory , the probahiligic contrast nodd , the weightedA P nodd , and the pCl rule. The participants
were 65 oollege sudents. It wasfound that causal judgments had three characterigtics: (a) Causa judgmentswere in accord with
the weighted A P modd in generative causes, (b) nore causd judgments were in acoord with the power PC theory in preventive
causes, and (c) causd judgments were difficult to be described and generdized with a uniform pattern.

Key words edimetes of causd power , the power PC theory , the probabiligic contrag nodd , the weighted A P noddl , pCl

rue, trid-by-trid presentation.



