DH2EAR 2019, Vol. 51, No. 4, 395-406
Acta Psychologica Sinica

DOI: 10.3724/SP.J.1041.2019.00395

CHUNBK: A RE A DL R AL

ANEEEBERNL? BXFEBARKEXRIES

Gerd Gigerenzer'

X K%

(" Max Planck Institute for Human Development, Berlin 14195, Germany) (* /P [ &l B O FRBFSE A, JEAT 100101)
CHRMFER 0 MG INARL 2288, B 200062)

3o
=

i ST ORI, A K ESCE N ANTH LA LA e A AR 18T SR GT P, JEXELL
I R SRR, DA SR SR, A AEANTR L R B B e ATROA T 05 | S EES 7 . SR, MAEZS
BPER AR, AR A 2K 32 SR Il B A i 22 B0 A T PR S EORIRE A9 28 2R, TR IR A ol 231 32 3
TS IR VR B R A S EOAR Y5 SR L ASCMT 1 A i 2 3 SCE TR S B e i A B -
(D) EATIRT — LW 0 BRI B el X, BR# T AEIRIERIA T, Q)BT ITFEAs R T T R i
H, BT 5 XSRS AR o Sl X A, T T AR ERE B X — A K SO et T

KBTI R BEAZT,
R TT 5

B NNTADRS W] 22 Zr st Ak BRI AN DU ATATRY, T FZ R AR — D O R A

XEER Bhife; AASEME RS ARt 8 & AERRN; EREES

SFES  B849: (91

H H % K 3 X (libertarian paternalism)i&—Ff#l
SEHMAE, BN RN IZR SR R —
e LS [ AT R AT, (AR5 A
1A BB RACR], A8 AT I B N 2 A
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THE B — P a5 A BhHE . FLARAH S A Ak
1000 2z P v R L B i A0 A N B (R e 10 4R )
M5 AFER 4 AN, R YT RS R AT Y 28 XHELE A
171000, {Hoh TR2BECR, SR RE T —1
IRUBS: ARG 20% 4 AH XHEL(Gigerenzer, 2014a).
XA FAR A i B T B REE X . B
He(LL AN BLYME) B 76 28 A4 T R (B2 A A 1)
Z532), MEHEE AT &4 B iy R . 45 2,
58 BT B A WL AR L, BREE
KN 2 PR X TR A 1Y &5 Ab J0 158 5 /D (Gigerenzer,
Mata, & Frank, 2009). HiJz, & HKE TR
[, 75 B U R R A i L b 2 AR B RUR: A S,
JEHIE I I ZORMZ B E R, DR A R A O
W DR E o (HIX AMAT BE 25 5 305 Bt B A5 AH I
MIAT R QNSRS AN TE DA B 2 LR A AT
o A v 37 g 1T K 22 B2 A2 10 (L 456 H x JIT 5 1 B 1]
gk, S5 ATRE L BB YR, DL ACHE S RS
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AR SCHY G AR 35 R AR AT I
ZEBERG LB rTHOY, (IR A
IR —iR 12, B EA RN FT A
AR 22t 07 o Ak XU, A AR R sk . Bl
TorJEAE, [0 A R FR K 3 W HE— L R o A
(AT S LT J 1 UE 4 S (B A r A 11
1 BIHERTA K 3 X

TERFSE SOk, BN W 5 AR K E RN
—R. TERRATER, B g — R, 245
JER WA T S RARIT I 71k o 3K 5 ik Ay
FE B ME S 2 AR L O AL, e L
N, L SRy 9/ BRSO T R 1 R e L 2 Y
T A [ L Sk B R ) IR 17T U B 25 80 5F (Norman,
1990). {H [ M\ Thaler F1 Sunstein (2008)3f: Hi{ B )
—BZJa, JUTITA S AATIAT R 0245 15 #0182
4 o e, XSRS aEZ . KT H
R 3 X, Ff12R A Rebonato (2012)E X -

AHRKEXZ—ZRI T, L5 X2
FI R AL 6 ilFn it £ R LIRX e h £ K&, @™
2B AR AR A £ K55 AN S AT B TATIA
F) 64 28 A 4,

HizoBEMT .

B, — N3 BN e B A Ui S A A48 R 1)
B AEEBERTT N

B AEBAFNIE BUESRE A B WIEOT, &
$F A8 VT R FH 45 i B HE T BOAR AN AT R 1)
(R -1 5 1) K o

PRI, R TR AB BN AR HE, A
A K E XENTRIE O BA ST, 7 RRX e st 48
ARG B = PRI H I BB A4S 152

VL E =8, e — S A BRI SCEAT
JEHEE Ariely (2008, p.xviii) M451H . “FRATAIL
SEAEBEE A, 7 LR AT L A AR B A X e B
PR & AWE? Thaler 1 Sunstein (2003)ff BEE
CAATX A AAT N B BE R T, A REfCE AT
A DL A T, (A TS A AT R G
BRI E &, RIS, DAL 4 &
AN [ X6 ] — ) R A S AS TR A 36 6 (p.176)

FLF I, Thaler Fil Sunstein PRI H UL, A LA
& 82 AT P BRI R ARG BH 9 28 5% A\ (Homo
economicus), i 514 /2 &) ] f =F 3 2 — K H iR

eiss
W

ME#Z (Homer Simpson), 1X 4~ iy A H: B2 Y 8L
REZEL, BT b Tl 3 Lk
A [ 3 T2 ZiE  plan, 78 O A6l
— -, WP 5E Sarah Conly 5 11, #F 40 H
F XS John Stuart Mill“ A fESIRATIAEIX
FEFEATAR B AR O IE L 51T A R EHT (p.8),
A B DN I o 1) 47 78 0 552 3% BH 75 B[R] S L) ST
P AFEERHIME R R K S0, OSSR A
A LL3A AT 25 o AT A O A Ak e S
(p-2-3). 75 (KK BIAIAA2E ) —3Crh, ¥R
J. D. Trout (2005)IAA = “FRATTXS FIA 10 22 B SRR
ZER RN EAN LU S — e . R AR
Wik (p.396), AR JH 5z 8l ot AP i R B 2
ANTEE MR AT, FEE, TS T2 K Richard
Thaler (199 )W = DN 58 N 12 4500 Ay 32 3k 40 D)
AR (p.4). LO-PE2#SK Daniel Kahneman (2011)
R - B 2 B2 A TR ELIG ] kA, BB R R R
M 2 FREL 9 2SS B 10 R A5k 15 e 2 SRR AN T
A AE R 22, B e AT 48 510 J7 1) 2 K 2 4L
TEOL T IEIERAY” (p.145),

JRUEEE F IR RE R, (AR BT AR B AE N
W RGP A B, MR, AmFRKEXEN
22 JC R B M EZ 32 DL 8 2 BE (axiom) VR Sy B4
TR, o BT I IR 38 2 AR TG 12 36 31 5 2
BAT R TEMANTER, HE AN (Homo sapiens)—
TR A I AE 2, F AL J5 1

AR Z M, SRR ER T AR,
i T A A EUR BRI, A ZH R R G A
BT R

A IUF Rk A #A ] 32 208 e 2 iR
SCUEHE St AR TR A IR N S5 e . S E AT
FAR =A IR 4858, AT 39 fisi (BD R g v
IR . A TCTT S st A sy, LA 5 Ak
P & =R B e AR Ge i B i < R 5
17 XU S R DA RS R R A Wy D e 1R T | 55
7R 2T AT I 30 R Vo S R LY

a5 2, H R CGE TTHFFR AR B
3k SIS AS TR o AR AT AT B R R
AR — a5, MRS AN A R — T R T A 44
THE N, AT HESE M. A SO, AT
ek

(VA KN RGVEAE A IR 2 dE A R &
KB SR SRR IBAE . BARI =, M1
SRS IEIE T« () SURY LB R Bk S 7S A B A A,
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B i T B Y A A GE B A BT (b) IR S5 R e 22
(confirmation bias), BJ-h THUERH B & 18 WriE 6 i ik
PEVEHL S| IR -

(2) B T M 1 S TEAIE 5% S R AT AS AT 2
B, M, MR RMILE . A LRE LUE
Bl T35 4 1 807 508 v R AR SR & X IE W gt
e, ZE N, A ATREAR W 2 2k Ak 2R XU
(risk savvy)&—FEERCEIHERYA RO (Gigerenzer,
2014b).

(3) H H ZR A 32 U1 S il 125 AN FF I 6 X6F o Sy B
DLt 7 M8 B SRR L0 . Xt S e T X
o NSRRI T—REZ A 22 () R, TR Bt
SRFRATA Bl 25 vh 5 o (H R IT 2 B AR & M
B il H AR P e N AEAE Y

2 KT ARG g B A UEDE

fEX B, FRATHE 4 AT BR 2 76 | 3C Thaler #
Sunstein (2003, p.176)r 5| H B =~ Frig i fa e A
HIsEDR b

(U AATT 2 MR X ] S350 1 4 38 5 7 7 A o S )
RULERE, RIHEZLALN (framing effect).

() NI AN A A DL i 7 e B A T, R
R BR (base rate fallacy).

YN LK AT 151 1) RGeS R 1 s & 2K,
LV I MBS S A 5 G 1127 38 8 Jr A %) 4
SR HUAREE I S R L T A %) 40 DB S o
2.1 HEZRSINE

4 NATTHE WA T 18 322 4 1 45 [R) 7 1 22 348 v i
ORI BT, HEARAK N k25 &2 o HEZRAK N B A
FE AT A3, e R T AR E E M
(description invariance)k W], 1fij 12 2 W) J2 AT fo] #K
Yo (normative) 3K BLIS (I L ZEAF” (Tversky &
Kahneman, 1986, p.S253), HEZERER X} A x K+
SCRULAEE EE, FATEEWER T Z KK Z 5
TR TR T PSR R AR B SR A ok 2
PR e RE N, BT LB AT N3 ke 3 X A
DRSE 58 35 I UNA) K i (Thaler & Sunstein, 2008).

FRATIF AN [F] 32 e 55 [v) i 4 3R 5 1 A B
A5 30 PR R LT o L TRATT AAHE B4 07 1) 26
NN

TKAR—2fJ2 0 119 (half full),

JKA—2f S %5 1Y (half empty) o

AR IR 26 N g 7 AE— AN S0 rh,
FERCT WK AT (A — 2B S

505 ZER WK A MR BB KB 2 BARH, SR
BB 2 IR F IR il . 2R L, 28
N%EFET A #(Sher & McKenzie, 2006), X F1H:
BRI S g R, P 2G0T, — D iER iy EAR
Kix TS -2 RNEE . TEXDTREE,
PRTF It 2RSS TS IS ER, 28N E
b T Ay S 55 35 i 4 Y 21 23 B AR - R I £
T 2K o A 2T R0 S At A DT 98 24T
AT E RGeS, BRI A — s
BE MARIEEE MR 22 o XX A S b A T
&, TR AR 2 RS BTz Hb U,
Xof R HE TP B (X HEL T 3 AR 3 ) 2 [8) OC R W 4 A
1516 0 2R A % 19 19 1R BE (Gigerenzer & Selten,
2001), iR & a2 2 S PR B —FE = 1R AR
TP R A HEN, 22 5 B JT AN BE OR UE IE B i 152 25
HAE R

T H R R K E XE A (Sunstein, 2013, p.61;
Thaler & Sunstein, 2008, p.39)%; H! 1) — - HE SR &L N
A RN DRSS, IETES B B —
oA KU O TR o B AR T APAS [] 1 Aok 2
UV NERUEVE

AJG HAE, 90% 056 AAEIE o

ARG HAR, 10% 1995 ASET .

Thaler A1 Sunstein (2008)I\Fy, MR AfTHTF
e A P AN R 223 7 ST e AR T e B, iR WM AZ
FIHESL A 52 0 7 TR PR R IR e e . AT T —
TS, AT S FE ISR S g s <X TN AR b
S — MR RIR, AT T 58 A6 Y e
NE” (p.39), SRIGEGEIE . “FIRHEL Z Fr LURAEH]
A AATE R BRI R Bk E
(p.40).

TE—R ¥ I 40 WIHF5Y A9 2538 SCHE H (Moxey,
O’Connell, McGettigan, & Henry, 2003), 1E#& &8
F BAE T IR 0 0 5T R BP0 T R i Bk
A REHESZ TR o (HIXAHELLRN RATE FARIGIT
AR E R N A SR A . AR iRYT 7 ki 2y
WSS ZEIG YT, BB UEE R IAETE LR I HESE AL
I o X LS AR R B B SR A T o A SRR 3 T[]
FERZE R .

AN LEFRATT 3 B <2 1 /24 23 FR - 1) A [R]
1) 7 1R A B A A /BB T R IR HEZR R |, A2
S R R AE R, MR IR AR B, oS
RIG 90%MAFTE AL IE 10% M FET- BT F i
NP SRR 78 4 A5 B, R i AR 0B AR
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AAENE RO T R, BRI R IE F RSB E
B, A5 BB H e R A T it
95 N AN A A AT A 4k 52 8 325 ohe A A2 ) A
W WETErR, 15 R B A SR, WE WL
R AL LTS NER, mMrEds
TR e B R EoR, RS RS —CR
T AR B NAF G R BAR), B4 80%~94% ) = A=
2P T AR A7 AR HE 2RI AR, (HIN SR 2 IR
1o — L ORI AR A AR TG R ), IBAdfER
B HE B85 D5 Nt $& T (McKenzie & Nelson,
2003), L, LR RGAMESE, B AT UL k]
FRIGTT 5 AP 04 B, DT 45 A W /s 1 1 3,
52 s A it 2 Ny 3 22 330, 3R BT IR Y
TN 22

B, EBATTHE— TR S A 45 B9 P
5 [ #81 (Tversky & Kahneman, 1981), — Bk i i]
L 600 N, BT EAE P RIATT 2 M
P& o X7 A 1E TG I P AR RAHELR, 1E T (JRFR
I IESU

WEREEZ TR A, 200 NOKG S AR (TE R 15

WREZ % B, 1/3 BIATHEME 600 MR,
2/3 (] REPETC A SR (A KU 3930

T (TR PR ) i 23R A2

WHREZ 5% C, 400 JOKE 2 A0T- (TE XU 6 10) .

WEAREEZ T E D, 1/3 il ReE T ASET, 2/3 1]
etk 600 AFET- (7 KU L5

52 AT 55 A, X AT S g T —
AT, VP2 50 R, MAE R HESL T e
i, 2B T IC RS T A {H 25 75451 I HE 48
TRERERT, B TA K LS D, A IE
RIRERH LAERFHERR, X—85REREZH
N R 2 A —3

SR, AT A0 HHE R A ) P 4 e, R & B0
— AR T RV I A 2 SRR e R A E Y,
7 TG AU 38 20 DU AS J2 o 8104, IS XU 36 33158200 A
B 23R, (HEAT N <400 N AR, N2
B, R A ME B R a5 AR I A IR HE LR 1Y
HARZE R PG R, (EXF TR AR UL, B E S
SR U o NG ST A B B I SR AE SR AR
AR A, e SR 3 SO R R B S A
Mo I — T BT A8 TR, R 2 & B
3 ] 80 ) T A I XL 3 9 % 7 T AR () 0 e
CORAE / FETTFRIRMES, T MR A R A B
HRMET 24, 50 A &G IEZ 5P

AH—B 2, 5 2R ST I s 1) R v g HE B A% 0 32
LR FH JC RS R 0 1717 3 XU e 3 -5 B (K iihberger
& Gradl, 2013), 4F5RFTER T JC KU ST, 7
YN ) b A A 2R 07 W9 2% T (Kiihberger, 1995;
Kiihberger & Tanner, 2010; Mandel, 2001), XZHH,
AT ) T Al s R 10T Y 2R 3R U7 3K 23 itk iR R AR Y
L, AL B B R BOERE AR B, IR AR e
P — BAOE B AAIE N R RS2 T, fES
BN BT 2K

b T O T HE BRSO 1 A AR A AT I RS T T
AHEZRZON . RV Gl X454 /2 DAE I A
EE PEIT AR SO TP AT A B A B o HEZEAK
VRS NS B DA I B Y EWAe 2L N | EIBE Wl oY <) US|
AT BB RSP BBl | W /R HE A I N A A
TR E, NESHMENMER, B F TR
FIR Ty AR B g b A% 328 AH SCTRUE AV R, T
T T A X L E B, I 4 B A E B
B FL L, T A2 B LR A E R PR
(3 S VE A RN R Ty . B3, F il ] DL =g
AT S MR RN, HIIA TC IR AR - o B AR
BE o X7 R ANTIB M 25 0, A Ak
i A SRy 3 B R Y B LA LR AT R B A
A W BIHEABATTE 2 i i ) < 2 4R 2 RNy

FRATAS 75 28 25 M A 28 o S8 41 3R 1 2 P 32 B
RIS, J& X Se it AR Dk A B K 3 U
I B BN TR = 2 X FhIGR AT LA AR
el ZE I 22> HOE T A BB LE 5 e >k
UEB A 0 (B AT 2R 55 b s 25 FEAME ) B9 TE 4, T
2 W% I L6 S e AR 22 BT O R Y PR AR R R
S UL . lan, PEIRATHTHL, McKenzie H1BA S
THEZE RN I BF 58 ARTE A i 7K 32 U3 ) S0
rhR R K, R DL TR 280 SE R RG 13: fe B
MIAT R 2T 2 SCE o 3 — i 2 766 HAth B il i A
L B IE TP A7 7E (e.g., Gigerenzer, Fiedler, &
Olsson, 2012; Gigerenzer, 2000), T 1iEF AT H
Ja— M+

“Ir oAU B d T B DA MO G TR B R B 2
— iR AT A 2 B 53 A 15> (Parikh, 2009,
p. 142; Yu & Li, 2006) . LA 26 %) 14 5 10 A & 24,
TR A e A it 7 FF (over confidence) 4
Ayat 3 AR o SR, FHAECEF 20 M o) BE — T AH SC A0
PR SCHR, RSk 2k B RZE VR TRT R B9 2 — I A >4
ANFERET . B SE, A LA AT RE B SCHR Y B4 R
B BT Ay AUAE POAREE o S 3 SARE S5 ) 4 o
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BRI — AR TR A . H 1990 AR
Wz 5, BFEE SR FTIE AR 2 IR Ak
ARG RGENERZE, MR — O TR
e e A Geit iR 22, RIFsE &4 — A e R

GibEiRZE M T R METR 22 (¥ L Dawes & Mulford,

1996; Erev, Wallsten, & Budescu, 1994), H A A< R A
JE T UL <A{E B 15> (regression to the mean)iX
— G BRI AR, HIVES DR M AN 58 S AH G T T 3
MZERIHN T REMS . RIFER AT R A&
B A BT IS UE I T O] 2R e P b s At s XU (AR A
KRS BB 5E 1 (Slovie, Fischhoff, & Lichtenstein,
1982). ZHI M HATHIAFFE R, 74 X — e iR 2=
() 3 T D R (R R Y (E I X A S i B, IR B
LAY R oM 22 (Hertwig, Pachur, & Kurzenhiuser,
2005). T AWPAR it AE R B OR A AT
SEgy s Pk AL R, AT R A
R EI R AT R 2 B IR 2% 5 s sl 4 AR -
5% 2R W1 3K — 45 2 AT g 5 T 00 53 3 o) 1) R A AR
FRPEED R AE . — X T 130 ASIFR TS
BridoR, H#EATARMEMAERT, A AEIRS
B4 2% T (Juslin, Winman, & Olsson, 2000),

XL T TR R VAT MR A S O 0t 43
FAF o 2 AR A3 3k 00 71 58 s e 5 ok e
ik, frimE s WHEES A, &R
AU 243 N SE 5, (B2 DIRe M 4 A IS AN TR
T AT AAERIAME . 78 H R K 3 AW
X, FATEA E B RZENAIE RGN
TR RGN ) I 22 WWE SR ie, LA X AN BE B
A0 A B A DG SCHR A 5 HIE o
22 NMHTERE

Thaler Fl Sunstein (2008)I\ Jy A 1“Joik g HH 45
A DU S B A T, 3 S 18 W Rl DL GE B 3
Kahneman F1 Tversky (1972), fifi 1465 T 8 5 AYIA
R NATT 2 S AR, AR A i O 1) DL 37 R 2% 35 1 4508
CONHXPIESE PEAR IV 45 R R, AR BN EIRSF
RN 5 A (T = V1 1 o S e A N v
(p-450). ST B A EE AR, DL e 22
TE—RIMER NI Z FI SR Y. I, &
R AR BEIEF R, 7EH R K E S
FR, anA N DU e B S 2 e, (HA
TR T 28 Ge i g 2 X A B, 1 H IS A &
SR BB 20 AT TA T S Ak AN 3 R A o
I — e fEEIE . 7R B, FRATICIE LR T Dt
AT SO A SR, HOR WS IR 5 A M

FA F LFENT G IR A F I — L 5E

A5 DL I B 3 ) R P X A >
AR AL, FERERR 2R ), AT NGB v 2 ST R,
FEAE D IABATT B R T 2 B A5 DL S B R IX
FE A Z AR A S5 02 . A
[ 0 W R B 5 DL B B — B (e.g., Chater,
Tenenbaum, & Yuille, 2006; Chater & Oaksford, 2008;
Edwards, 1968). |41, Schooler A1 Anderson (1997)
MBI 5T 2 Bast s ) S 5 DU B HE AR AT o AE <DL
W N> —c | Griffiths, Kemp F1 Tenenbaum
(2008)I\Hy, TCie e o B IR AR G M1 3ok o (A 4 b
YRR EFTEAR), 2= SO B (s 5
PR RN 532, #AF G DI fEph e B2,
RBENA —A <DL -3 (Friston, 2010)fY B A5
W) o FT AT FR AR ER, R, TERK
A3 AB (riE B RS DARFEEREN], (HL
b R B A IA R 2R G R A SR .

AIF5E DU i 300 4 B %) 2 — 9 U2 FR I 45 1
— eSO R, o R R AR DU R Y . TE
XAEA AP, 75—, ORI
FFH K (base rate)WECF, WIAHAANFA 30 A~ TR
UEAT 70 AW, AR5 HE B A S — A A
ik, n—A~HAT WA TARIRE A . P
K, AT A A& TR A AT etk 5 TR Im AN
I AY LR JC K (Kahneman & Tversky, 1973), X4~
DL KAL) 45 AN Ry g HE R B R 5L ], AT fE
ST AT LD R Y T P i BH S ) =2
> (p.243),

SR, TEUNVERAL Ll A GE Tt 2% ZEHR HTE IR A,
FRAE Hi 0 DU 38y 2 PR SOR BRI AT A A 2
SR Z2 W ARV, LG R 5 i PR BT A 22 iR R
B KT AT DLk S H 38 vp VR T G — > DG Bl 15
2, TR B A N NS E 1 N T P ALl
Mo GNRAIE, FRATHAS BRI G Tt iy #E 7 55 25
FHEAMRM: RAE N, —SE U R, A5 3
41 “Tom W.” (Kahneman & Tversky, 1973)[]f5,
IFBA 25 2 B AL AL ARl (5 B . At In] R,
o b TE R T AR ) 8, B AR AR AT B AL A,
AFIFAR Ik, A 245 B ) R S g i 1Y, 1
AN JE ELIE BEVLAIAE B9 45 R (Gigerenzer, 2000, 55 12
) TE LRRIM—FRIRSE g b, an Rl = Je wi
A BRI R R X — A AR 5 AT B
— 30, I AT LLNAE 1 B REHL I B — 438 7,
IS AMATTFEAR R AR BE A 23 Z 4056 % T (Baratgin
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& Noveck, 2000; Gigerenzer, Hell, & Blank, 1988),
PR, %58 A TT RE LI SE 48 2 A AT THE B I BIF ST
ATTXT B AL A 330 A A T T AUk

TES AN RBIRY SOR R, WFFE A
HoR, BARPE L PR (hit rate) iR K (false alarm
rate), % OR B AN IS 56 HME R A 4 ) R
(Tversky & Kahneman, 1980)H[—44, Y Thaler
1 Sunstein MIEW—2, TEXIULS T, AREMN
UEE R B AT TCVE A 245 DL B RY T (5
S - R TR B A E AR MR
Canf R R R ) 2 DA SRR 1 7 X 2 B o
AT TG At A9 DL S8 5 380000 149 Dt PR AS AR A
ET A0 E4E, WA TG A MG, /)
GEEMAT R, ZEAFRA A PR,

S gy vk 1 E B 2R A SR A (natural
frequency), AP A REMWS 4 1 DL 30 o B 17 4 PR 1
K He Bt 22 KR _E T (e.g., Brase, 2009; Gigerenzer
& Hoffrage, 1995; Hoffrage, Lindsey, Hertwig, &
Gigerenzer, 2000; Kleiter, 1994), X Xf £l FlHE £l
NE# RS . BN, FETARIR, e85 —
2 VR SR A A S SIS LR, 160 44 107}
B AR LA 21% 0 A BE TR B M 4 U 1t £ A L
PR AR . R R X B AR EE A, AR5 T AR
W XA AR B N A SR Z S, 87% MY AT LA
Wiyt 5 D1 30 B A 9 5 B A % (Gigerenzer et al.,
2007), —1» Cochrane &4t iTiE(AKki et al., 2011)t
Ny, AR T RERINE, 1A ST Ol 35 R 2%
A Ty PR B SRR, AR ) A T LAY B v
BRI R A AR A AL PRAR DNA VERC B R AT
14 (e.g., Lindsey, Hertwig, & Gigerenzer, 2003;
Hoffrage et al., 2000), 47!l J2& 24 i FH KB >k R AE M
BHYmHEE(e.g., Cosmides & Tooby, 1996; Spiegelhalter,
Pearson, & Short, 2011),

DI 58 10 B2 SR, AT 3 T 12 44 IR DL
i 387 7 HE B Y 18 e 15 AN BRI SR o A,
AR R, FLefE B X B R g
g AT B A% IR DL 07 s CHE S, 5y — LI 4
YEH, BB h R £ H 2 S48 T A B T
BRI R —AE , HeAh, iSO S AR 2 iF 5T
WY . A HEBAT G DU E B, X e
FERUF TN TCE R | R 0O B R AN A A
FRJFEI X — T iE R GE 1 WAL

e, AR ELANE A 582 bE L5 5
I i 7 B9 AR TG AT 20400 7 X iRk B2 AR i WE 9T 2

T RENESR: (ol — TR, ZAEE
AT DA R DL 7 07 QAT B (HZ, AATTAT LK
PRI AR VG ORAT T £ 7 — ANy /N 2 2x D
-4 PR A 5T (Sedlmeier & Gigerenzer, 2001) %
7, WP B SR EOR i D )@ i =4 H s,
AT AT HE B IR I R, (HUABAT 127 > gy
AL A A DL 30 28 SCIEAT TH B, 38R0 2
o Hi4b, RIS )L EE AL AT DU A5 G DL 30 2
TR, AE A AT B — TS, 135 A Lz gk
T 1000 ZA4~LLH SRR AR Y DU ) A, 228K
FNAEGL L AT LA UE G b 4 DT DL 30T RS g AR,
FAEHR 1/3 AL, D4R 1/6 A LL(Zhu &
Gigerenzer, 2006), ZAAPE, M5 B LSRR AY
TR B, WA — 1% T 1T DU AT AT — A [
AL, AE R A SRR IR AR IR, 78 ] DU 47 24 Y
JLEE AT LA TR 60% 14 DS (Rt 28 4R L
HAL ] DL P 22% 1 [0] i (e.g., Gigerenzer, 2014b;
Multmeier, 2012; Till, 2014), H ZRIFE 0476 12 [
FRABCE IR PR, BRIz B T 2t
N1 I < A W T N s o W i <O e e S 1 1
Aid  Standards
Collaboration F1 Healthcare Products Regulatory
Agency, HISERE M S5AWEH)R.

BT 2, B RS SCR AT DLt =X
g HILT-TCEAR I A B 223X — 18 W
23 AR

Ja K AAE A R R FE g s i T R
F, A R SR O 22 7 A Y 2 U o A< fel
Mz ] 5Im R G R IRE K3 (Thaler &
Sunstein, 2008, p.176), MKHFTF, AMTHA @K
e g i Or ki AR iR R X S R Y
VA, SR, BUAT A X XURE (risk) T IFE AN E 1
(uncertainty) I 1H 0 T, 325 FGE T2 T kA4 g
AT 24 Sl (e.g., Binmore, 2007; Knight, 1921),
“ RV i 1Y S IR S T A7 16 30T e H: ] BE S SR R 6
ORI EE, 1AL R 45 2R DL 3 ) R
HRWE P B R, FEX e fE BT, AT
A FUHIR, AR LA AR HE
PEHE B 2 LS BRI BT, 0 0 R B AR T
it 25 J7 THI A DR AR X SE s S, IR TR E A
HEAMAT A, PIMTscAT Ik Se il el . 7e
ARE R OL T, @ 240 IR SE R EE 42 (robust)
T A e A e 19 53 2 X0 AT LA AT Al e 3P e
B9 o X F B DL h e AL BRIE 2 4C Savage (1954)
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et BRI — U B AT EAE DL S B e 1
IS Z 51 o AREEWT 5 7 % X R R T 5 AT
R AR AT RS RN M 0 B X )

2445|171 75 , Thaler A1 Sunstein (2008, p.133—136)
it Ut Harry Markowitz ZEF 9% I O IR IR IK F A5,
57 T AS 2 BB A A 523 DL R S I 7 22 &
£ (mean-variance portfolio), Mi+& 1/N )5 &= . X
AT I & 2O AT SZRCR B FE NS AR
S AT, JORE AN AE Ty 25 240 Ak R Y
Y2 2%, DeMiguel, Garlappi Fl1 Uppal (2009)ilit
T UN g ZAAEBEETT R, RIS 45 53 L
RIENTEHRE, 767 MR BT, 61 N
PRI T s e L 267 WL,
TEIX B E G B, SR T Ak RAR Pl e
Hi

HSz, B S R AR RS R
TN 32 44 2R 78 MR 6 P35 v g = b JH A 2 T o
o BN, YmgEmEAfaE . EWBEE R,
AEAR/NILFME LT, 1/N 7] G2 b Markowitz fit fk
HEA T RM ., XM Hr AT B T Bk
/N FRISE J5 26 20 5 AT H AN R A AN — 3 45
H(Brodie, Daubechies, de Mol, Giannone, & Loris,
2009), K TASIMEMHISETE Gigerenzer, Todd F
the ABC Research Group (1999), Gigerenzer, Hertwig
F1 Pachur (2011), &4 Gigerenzer Fll Selten (2001)
XA AFEMENN AR, f5Z, £S
P G B T 2 IR 2k g 3 AE R A A B A |, X
Herbert Simon 57 7] 25 b (RRFRATT A9 TN 0 2R 48 FIIR
BE ey — k2 7= AR B AT O ) 40 B0 B B BIESY ;TR
Luan, Schooler #l Gigerenzer (2011, 2014)AYHF5T
A 4R F) X — W 5T A A 9545 . Kahneman A1
Tversky 7 UiJa & A BHFA BFIR, (BT AR B
A 2L I BB SR AT AR i AR AR
T BT X — A, JF4EJR T gt Rk S 2o T
S X — i 73 T B T B

G, AT RATE IR, AT B
O FRBAT S (S At AT TR J A X ) S A Tl 43t
THENSIEA, A O 25 2 S BUR R AT )
BORIIREAR, AT A Bris B o S8171, Berg 1
Gigerenzer (2007)7EZCHE_F ik B3 — WSO ES 1R 1 .
N A BR PR A AR FoA T — 8 SR B T 584K il .

3 RTAMTHELAZALHYIE K

UNHITSCHTIR, X —i8 U e i 1 LR =4

FEHAR Y R A O LU AR RS L B o L e
T Eh WM LA B TRAS S Bt fb st Bl 2. “A 5%
17 258 1 (Kahneman, 2011, p. 417), 4k E¥)%#
% Stephen Jay Gould (1992)[RJ&EIA AT AT i) B 4k
AT R (AN ] R 42 BRI 236 09 325 D) AR A >
(p-469). FARAE T B IR H 1) — s SCEh
5IH T Richard Thaler (93 . “FRATH B AA T B i
ZEe S RAER ABRAY” (Bond, 2009, p.1191),
I, X SCEH 5] 242 Dan Kahan B3 « <X
5828 VA Ny - o S LS| NG e 5= )
L Z ML (p.1189-1190)7,,

P, FATAEBAERN . B, ILRITE—T
ok W A 202 S AT M AN R A B o FE X B,
P2 5, AATTAnRE 5 18 3 3R HE SR BT B 5 1915 B
BRI LA TR &2, AT PeE AT ok 2 T ]
B, mrlk, BB RN A O EE
B e OB LeB H A PR SEPRRUR R AE R FE
Hk, ZE—TXRES, ExXE, g E4ee s
FREY, EANTENICESR MG M AT HERE e b
TEOLT, A2, (B 25 & T A,
U E SRIEL . Fong, Kantz Al Nisbett (1986)[f M4E
N R 3 78 A0 X e AR AT B0 T R OE 1 (law
of larger numbers)., ik HA 25 8 il 4G, #
WA R R A T B . 5k
81, Nisbett (2009)4"23 T — L& Qnfaf i 1 Yl 25 K $2 T
BRI nE s — S ME i B
TR BN MIRRE, LG B YE = —A- R4S B AT]
SeAR F B EE R AT AT R

HIERERCHER Z2HE . AW HRZIEIL
TR T LK B 22 2 b b 3XURS:, HLAT 48
TR &R GE R Ty, AT RE ) 2Rk B A
AT 45 B AR BRI R amE . stk R, 28
B A BT AT A B, i H e
BABATT LA R = AR T LA Z S 005 S 5 1 B o

HEANEABEKELENNE EEEZ N
A ATTRE RS 152 FE AR RS 1 AN ] 3k G 1) 400 50 B i
KL 2B E IFARMAR, 32 R RAF XA L IE
ARG S o (H, RIS 20 T — g5 5, TR
PR ECE FAMERAT N B AC, Biln, o BEAEREAE
K2t 20 E WA G, % S — T n]
M B PEIE 2 — ——JhE o NFRATT T UL, R Jeg i
A AL RE S AR A N HE KA A it LA N AE 25 FloAS 42
LSRR TR P Z B0 F, AR R B 2 i
i 25 (Welch, 2004), 221500 5 70 J2 t A
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L

951 %

NEJHE L k= 32 3l DU R X A AT A g RS, BT DA
HE SR DL 0y e R s . o T
BHEINAR, AT YEZFNFEBAERIRE
R FIRE A 2T A5 2 F R RO AT bR TR i
ERYUEAY, KiEMAE T (EEARILE M
AT, AR KE, YRS E 2
AL AR Ty Bk 5 AT E ) ASfa AT M 1) 4 T 45
AT AR RO 22 (1 A= fir (Gigerenzer, 2014a, b).

4 RTE A I A B

W AT Bl 4 3] di A 0 9 R AT R B AR 4R
MIEREA A, HR, XAZORAES T — T
f# UL %) F I (Berg & Gigerenzer, 2010; Rebonato,
2012): —J5 M, L FEANIPON N 55l AN —rE2 U
] BN 22, 55— 7 T, AT SRl SR AR A B,
THRENTESL ISR R, 2860005, /84 Thaler
A1 Sunstein JFHUEFRAUATH O 2 M 22 B HHE i,
AR ZERE AR, RIAHG IS A DM 22 7 T4k
—FEo AN, BAHRY . R R 0 S A TN
AL W I 556 AT T L2 Y B s B e, G 22

DAEAT B2 5 (defensive decision making);

2)BR A A} Uk Al

3) 5 RRTEH #5 #h 2

IEFATE — TR ME, —PAREKEXE
A BURT | B B A S A N 208 A AT TBDHE RS 41T
R . HA Y DL =AU R, B
REME B H 245 (H)E, MR 18EFHALPY I
K, X85 A 1 TG 7 35 2 (Gigerenzer & Muir
Gray, 2011),

(1) B & 7. VF 2 B DOll 2R IR IR
ir WU, b T IR H A2 BNELE TR,
AT ZAHEFAABA TIA R X B R Ul ds 1Y T %€, T
SR Z T F . BN, — IO 38 E =M 824 4
B A BT TE A B, 93% 1Y = AR AR AR B T B AE PR TG
I7, BARS A A LER) CT i bR
AT A (Studdert et al., 2005) .

()FE . V2 BT POl & AR Qe e 32 5 4t
FRA KM GEITH R . wlan, 7E38EMREEA: T,
A 70%3 80% MY NS B gk Ji i i A Xof £ 14 AR A7
RERG 4, PR RO A F iy R 1) 43 55 s
fa b, MATHARES By e T, 2 I 4T s A AR A
(Wegwarth, Schwartz, Woloshin, Gaissmaier, &
Gigerenzer, 2012),

3)Ald o R . — LBy Mol 2 2B sk [ £

) gt AR R N e B 77 58 o X APE &0 v] LU AR R
— ZFEACHE 7] 8 (principle-agent problem): f{H{
Jr(BEAE L BRI T B BMEER T () F]
ta KRBT S, BN, BAEAMGTHA — AT E L
HIEZ T AMZR CT Hfi(Brenner & Hall, 2007).
CT 2 BT LI A /Y 2R IR, H e —1~
JLE FREEAEA Y T8 W X O nim sz d .
PaAhih, 7EEEAFA 29000 AR 1] 2L K2y
7000 73 #Y CT 44 2y, 17 ELK A EC7 i 7e 3
(de Gonzalez et al., 2009),

X = I 22 18 BT A BRI ST TR AR Sl SIC 25
A5 BB F B 1 (Self-defense) . X F (Innumeracy)
I F| 25 v 2% (Conflicts of interest); Gigerenzer,
2014b) | HEXANEEGIREAETE, TEFAG A I ATHE T
BB A ARG MATF A AR TT 1 . AR
LT

BRIAFBHE, LB EImAh, PR
AT R B IR A 08 2 S O IXURS: R 1Y,
I A TSR T 2 17T IR AR 25 1Y 3 A AE 42 ok Bl b A1)
AT O — DI HE I R S Rk, S AT
[F) % A L At K 2 80 2 v #B AT B IR A A (e,
Myerowitz & Chaiken, 1987; Salovay & Williams-
Piehota, 2004), {HJ&, FEALIG AR I A & B H I
i A REFRARFL AR IER SE TR e, AL, A UEdE R
MBSk E, B n T X2l 5 s Ak A 1 Ik
% (Kosters & Gotzsche, 2003), HE|4 K, 52 &t
5| ST H IR I KA, HBE B R Bl
WSR2 A 25 . D3 8h, W ESOTiR, —2e A4
BLA 38 5o A 3% Tl 24 #8038 10 J =X B HE Lo Pk 2 2l
PRI A, (HEASE N — I AP s R i
XPHE i 50 J7 2 AT B BEHLIG RIS, Getzsche F1
Jorgensen (2013) i & B 7L I g8 0 25 A K T HiE Y
UEHE . 7EIXHL, BRSO N FUIRAS A X — KA T
b R 25 R AR S5, AN S B R PEATTASH TE T Y
RE S

HIN1& #2009 4F, BEE IR KB L, 177
2 B FZ UM i BRI B DA U HERE, TWSKE T kR
Z R IRSE A o S TR S R R R P AR
KA, Sunstein (2013, p.59)EL IS B K42
AT e AR B, AN A 2h NATT 2 M e e R
LI BE LI o M P BE 25 SR T AT M
JEE T ACRER, XA Y B OGS R A B . (HAZ,
TEIRAEX A Z2 I, B R AR A © A SR
A5 Y B2 22 44 75 (British Medical Journal) 22 ¥k &
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SRR FE R 1 B 2 LA A AH DK, (H30 3] % [
R4 (%% AR M B AR T 5P R Tk
S 1F3E ) o AT ATE BB LTRSS B BT,
F A A SV R BOURT R  BU 7 25 W e 7
BRERKIERZE oS P2 MR DAASHET
1) G AT R A 7 3 6 245 0 1) ) 25 A R AT G TP IR R
(Cohen & Carter, 2010), 7EXFPMEM T, e Y
T 2577V A A PR 2L, LR B R B A A
IESEHL,

PSA ik . Sunstein (2005)H2H . “BEA4= DKk
TG DL A RS A, DT 5 400 AT 38 3 B b e e
BT J5 %8, BV 5 ST/ IN 2 O RT g P 80
MR — e B3 R ST R T R TR
(p. 180). WIREERES B FH AR5, X&RE—
AR B RERJE, RGP REHALE, B
BisiEsR 5 B E E ST 0 Bis, Fln, F2ER
Wed MR B PSA AU IR i, VA4S 36 el [
FIFREMEFT T HE 24U PSA G i 1 A 495 3 1T
e RFHAFA, B SrhEMEi T, &
213 E MD Anderson J4E HP O 7E B4 i g s ]
(IFAE X BT T RGN RS, X 54224
HEH1 Susan G. Komen 7EFLIR I i 2 30 £ 4
ROFTAE a0 S — 5 (3 0L Woloshin & Schwartz, 2012;
Woloshin, Schwartz, & Welch, 2008)., ik IEZ 4 rh
—FE, AR AR YR A TE H R Bk K BT
FfE B TRERE . Blan, —h3T 9 MEFTERE
ARBWFSE o, ik 90% M KK il T PSA FlFL
B S A 0 G A (R Al T 10 £ L 100 £% L 200
) Bl & AN FE B AT 2R 2 114 (Gigerenzer et al.,
2009), X ISR Ry Ak 22 18 RN AN g B S 4E,
TR M A GE TR AT T B 30 5 5 i A () B8

TSR e PR HE TR A A AR AL A O |, B4 B)
e VPR A R o HR, YR i s A e
¥ RN E B E B 5 RRA s i s (A SIC
LEAAE)T, BhAfEim AR S FRAR ) B

S Lkt AR I A AR
B Ak, T /D I

TEARSCH, FAT AT 1 Bk S Bl BB
SRR . S 32 SO PR LE L 1 A L R
NATTE BT 22 2 Ge v i i 2 B, i HL 280 A A4
JIid 3o 2 i 22 B AN S AN T RE, AR R . 3
B FRETHE T =Pl 0 AE B A 22 - HEZRAK
L HEARB R LR AR R o FATHIE5 S,

1)) BT N S =l el [N o 1 ¥ O B S
PRV, HAA UEEC R 22 Z o WX =~ 22
WA AR — AR UL, S BEPE IO I DL S e S, T
HEDHIEIE R AN R TEBE T

B X 86 2 J5 AT I B A We 7 ET BT i,
P 5P AN B HE AT 5 AR S0 O O2 2UE
7T Ak FERXURS: B A BH 2 2 o X 2SR AT IRl BT 4
TR S A U8 MERY B ), JF BB IR A # i
FHT RS T B, 15 76 AS B P 1 B v AN AT 5
i FE H ARG B o L, — 4 i XU
LAY, T EB A W AR MY, Xt B A X
FiUE4E T HGk— AT,

B R 3 SCETTIA R B B B i 5 B AT
DAEACHAT T AT $2 B 1Y o (HR, anSR S BUBURT R 32 3
A 25 BT 20 A A 1k B4 8 2 Jp 7 R B AP
B3 i BRI ACKE AAT a1 AR 2 (84 77 [ Bl 4 W 7
Bl B[R] ) SO 208 AT RS 28 AR Y iU N
KX o IXHAT I B G RAEANIA S AT
BRI R H BT o A 2009 4FE, 45 8 4f %
RN, AZE, B NHETRAER
RN, MMTHBASFEINFAENSER T, #il
PR S R, R GIEILRATE 2R A=
E B DL FRATTZ A e YA i 0T . HEFF RE
S FRATH BN A, HEIZ —J& 2 90%m 4 &
Ja R R AE AR R A R — v b, M =2 —)
M EAEES AR . AUEIERM, R
e e e NI R A R HE Y, IR ]
AE2x3Z 3|52 (Epstein & Robertson, 2015), X fifi %
B THE R T — D BUAYERE .

BNV N LA, FRATTR A AL T
H B 5K 3 SCE B S 1 B 2 A R SR ms, (A
e e, — AT hnRREE AT AT Y 5 28 A2 R B I AR )
BNATANAT GEAT B 2 2R Hb AL BROXUES: . i T A AL,
BEDOZAE R, BT T AR BN . iz k;
WEY VL SICE AT A Z R G il A,
b A AT DLIE B A (R . 4 Rl A A 1A ) X
WS AN E M, IEAE RO LEFRATTAE H 25 8 24 it
T A AR — I AN AT A B RE
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Are we truly irrational and almost impossible to educate? Analyzing the scientific
evidence behind libertine paternalism
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Abstract

Based on research in psychology, libertine paternalists argue that our mind is systematically flawed, which
leads to many cognitive biases that are too deeply entrenched to eradicate through education. Thus, they suggest
that authorities should take lead and nudge people into proper behaviors and good decisions. However, from the
perspectives of ecological rationality, the outcomes of the so-called cognitive biases may not be bad, and in
many instances, can be even better than those of the so-called rational reasoning as suggested by libertine
paternalists. We analyze the evidence libertine paternalists use to justify nudging and find two major problems:
(1) some of the supposed evidence is the product of researchers’ narrow interpretations of what qualify as human
rationality and rational thinking; and (2) some libertine paternalists selectively reported scientific evidence,
neglecting or sparsely reporting research that show findings contradictory to their belief. We conclude that there
is lack of evidence to support the assertion that people are irrational and almost impossible to educate. To invest
on education and make people risk savvy not only has been shown plausible and applicable, but also should be a
more sustainable solution than nudging.
Key words nudge, ecological rationality, risk, uncertainty, heuristics, framing effect, probability learning
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