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abstract
Contingency judgment is assumed to play a central role in prediction, control, and explanation. Here, the
author consider the situation that has no relationship between two discrete events. In such “irrelevant” situa-
tions, people often develop the belief that there is a positive contingency between the two events that are ac-
tually unrelated. The author review experiments that have been conducted on the contingency judgment in
the irrelevant situation during the last 40 years. We discuss about critical factors embedded in the experimen-
tal situations to lead people over-estimate zero contingency.

1. 12U®IC

e NEZ LD FCREIL, 28O, ZLTEHEELRDP OB EINTVD, FAZTD L) RERE
EDOMENERZ LIZIRES T ZEDRTEY, TOLOBRENICH 5 FRM OBRIEL 2T 26
i, HAE T ETRERTRTHLEVR DL, TIUTARICIR- 722 & Tldz d, BEMEKEIcA X
LI RTCOEPIZE - TYH, BEHENOFERMOBEMBEIZET 255, EFEEZHERFL W ETEER
BERZFFOLVZ L. 2O L) RREEHOBREEZ RO T AL LT, OB TIX[ BEFEE (contingency) |
VIO ETHVLENTE .

BEPEVE ORI 723§ 20 %81E, & DAL OB & BiBRfA & L 72528 LB 008, L)
T 4517 (conditioning) D W THIFEAN T e DN T E 72, KD TRFEFLHICEENLFHROM
FIZL o THBIEMH DT LA RT ¥ NEUEDITIZHEIND. WINLERFEOFIZEITNLSE
ROBHBBEENTWEDOT, MHEEZEIEL TEMIIRR T2 ZEVEL TH L. TlWESESITIC
BT, S8 (conditioned stimulus ; CS) & M43 (unconditioned stimulus ; US) & OFEFEEDS,
FoART Y PEGEOITFIZBWTE, KB & LT & OBEEEIZOWT, #E C OWfgESfTh T &
72 (ABIT, 1999 5 2000). —F, b MEWIZEMRE T 584, £ OWFZEHEBIL L H T (contingency
judgment) J, [ A B O - FF5E (covariation detection/assessment) | [ A @38 H[19%-7 (human instrumental
learing) | & IM-IEN 5. FH OHAEO 4B THFSE S 72 K5 19ATED JWTSE (6 2 1E Skinner, 1948 5 /NI,
1990 72 &) R0 583 D B2 2 10570 © OBFSE (Inhelder & Piaget, 1958) 12U a 38 L, #&LEZE O
BiE, MhE OTEMEI OHER R REWAROBEIC OV TOER, VW hW 2 IREEE O (Kelley,
1973) A3 0, LHEFORTOSMAGIIZE2D 2 Py 712755 Tw 5 (B, 1994).
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E@iv:%ﬂt EDQLI)BRITHETL2ONICE L TRETL2O0PRKEOHNTH 5. EEHRES

RECTOEYOFEIZEE L Ciddbra(1999, 2000) I2BWTi#E LT X722, REFTIE, EBRSE O
QWEM%Té B % A E 3 5 FERE R A sE 2 FH W22 2 BRE L, S ofseo J5imiE
BEED 2w,

2. BEHFHEOBZICDOWT

BEMROTTRIEROERDPEHEICEBR LD > THEEL TV B, LHSIC BT 2 B 928
T, BE2MEEET L HFELZV) DRSS 2 00FR(H D WVIIRE & FR)MOBMREE 2 55
EN% L, Figl lRT L2 200FLROZNENOMOLAROE® RIZ L I2vbw LT —
7"V (contingency table) & H\» CERIMYIZ RIS 5. Fig.l LK, B L CFEONLZHKETH LW
(BHBHVIIHK) [Z2BIE L CHEEOMEEZ R LD TH L. ZLVOBFIIREOHET—45 Th
D, M EEHORNICH L LE(HN—A =) =)D X HZ, ELOEid A KPS 72-ICH A -
72EE, A ROV A KB L 2RI DSTEDS 2 h o 72\, ETORVIEARPBINL %2205
7oREICR SRS 728, AT OXNMIE A IRDBINL 222 72RF IS o 72 E R LT 5
DX BEEDOT, WMEEMEL, KD 2 DO XHEROMAEDLETRENS.

O A KOS L 72 BF ISR S - 7202 (10118, %9 56%)
@A RKDBIML o I2BRICHD - 7202 (7/12, %9 58%)

O@ & ) KEWr— 2% EORMEE, HICOPQL W /hswr—2A2&80MMNEEE L5 2L,
TR DSEE L Wi ﬁﬁmﬁ@#&w%@ra%b FERZINE D5 B ARYE 2 HI W 5 HETH 5.
Fig1 DI TIE .56 & 58 L7420, 2 DODFERICIXIZIZEIEL, TARDSAXRY MIBIMTAHZ L EW
WESLZ LR TH L LR 5.

f@i@@!@,%%ﬁw%%~ﬂwéht%ﬁf?Lt&%ﬁ% TNVTHAH HEXBLUTYOD
ZTNENDIE ATEIARLHEEE a, b, ¢, dERBLEGE, OQQOERIIUTOO @ D k)
7% 5.

O HREXDPHEET LHEICHRY PHEETHEMO&MHHE P (YIX) = a/ (a + b)
<D$%X#ﬁﬁb&w% DFEZRY BT D542 2 - P (YInoX) = ¢/ (¢ + d)

——————————————————————————————————————————————————————————

:A&ﬁ%ﬁ@*?@ﬁ@%t%bhfmé%ﬁ®4N>Nmﬂﬁﬁ%MTéi
L EVDOBFMP AR EEDATVWRDE. ERICEEIED A N FEEN
L THBETORDESIICE S BELTARBARYICTREIGEDES I H»? :

= ERY
[55] EJ by 177 7E
A KPS 10 8 == a b
=
®
X
A KD AS 7 5 T~z c d

Fig.1 BEPEMET — 700 0 BEEFAAIE I N—A =) —, ERIETHBIICET 5
R OB), ARITHL X BLOY ICH L b nzbitttkr —7 v
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O L@ OMERIFIM A ZHRLT A & THEMELZ R TE 225, MEOZEL VI HR—DEIZL>TH
BiREMEZ KT L2 e TE L, — IO 2256@ 25wz AP LI, IEOfEi% & 28412
IEORifEYE, ADOMEOYAIZITE O, 2 L TX ua Mkt En, $hbb 2 HRPER
BTHALREETHLIEXRILTVDE, T2, 2 O00MEL Z N2t & iz 7oy ML, Btk
% 2 Wor T FIZERB L 720 2%, Fig.2 OBEfEEZ2R (Rescorla, 19675 LI, 1996a, 1996b) T 5.
ZNENOHENT 025 1 FTTORMEZ LY, FE» b5z AL ) Lo IEOMAEYE, T2
DREFEEZ R L, 2 DOMERDEE L it AR LSRR EL R L T 5.

1

Positive
Contingency
P(Y/X) N
Zero
Negative Contingency
Contingency
0
0 P (Y/moX) 1

Fig.2 BlfEZ2m

3. ERARMESERBICH T IMEFEHIIzRET 2ERA

WEAE PR W O BLRI Y 72 BRI B CUd, REFER (ERBINEDHE TEX 25 L H 5 W IIERSINE
HEOIS) EAERFLD D DL MFO T TR S, BEREIIBIEORE L LTt L 7Rt %
MISPORITLIFFET LI EE2RKDODOLNE. ZOBOMIMEEHRORFTERHFED HER EIZL-T
Bia p3) =32 a Y PIBRINT W5 (B - FEH - 4, 1988 : Matute et al., 2015). FHFER &
REGLEDVEBRTH H56, EFRICEEINLE4 LRERIC L 5T, BERE D IEREICZE OBELEE 2 kT
TELDPEPICOVTFIET LERERIEL L N> TE. bbb, WEREFETH S
Z L DSIERE LRI X A7z & v 9 kR (Neunaber & Wasserman, 1986 ; Wasserman, 1990 ; Wasserman et al.,
1993) 3 % — /T, IEREIIZHIBT S N WIGEDH B L\ ) R (Tablel Z2HR) FET 2D TH S
Matute et al. (2015) 1%, HERIREORAEZLELTHE DL LT, Tablel ICE L D729 DOERK %56 L
T3, LTI, ZO58ICHE- T, EROMIEZ B 5.

Table 1. FEAEPEH] M 0E 2 F v 72 BB ARPERRIN 528 5 5 A (Matute et al. 2015) 2 TCIZ/ER)

2 4 B AR 0 I e R
1 | BRFZOEKE E—IE Ot | Alloy & Abramson (1979), Shanks (1985a)
2 | HEHEROFEE E— IOt | Allan & Jenkins (1983), Wasserman et al. (1996)
3| FERFREHERFROMARY | H—-EOMMEYE | Jenkins & Ward (1965), Crocker (1982)
4 | BB R e | Maute (199)
5 BB®D I Ak B L ORI Blanco et al. (2014)
6 | EBRZIME O OfEN E—BEEEE T Alloy & Abramson (1979)
7 | EBRZNE OBS-EE E— IOt | Alloy etal. (1985)
8 | BHOFERFRIZ L 256 %?f%;ifﬁ Dickinson et al. (1984), Shanks (1985b)
9 | FHROBEEN: E—IEOREPEYE | Matute (1995), (1996), Tomarken, Mineka, &

Cook (1989)
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() BREROEE

HERIRMEREA A WSH LW & L CldiRd L Mo N/d DT, [FENA T A LI TW 5 (Al
loy & Abramson, 1979 : Allan & Jenkins, 1980, 1983 | Shanks, 1985a ; Matute, 1996 ; Wasserman et al., 1996
Buehner et al., 2003 ; Allan et al., 2005 : Musca et al., 2010). #iEFROFIREEI B ED T
2, MW EESIZIZBEOHENINA T AR5 2 ENHOLEN TS,

Bl 2 1£, Shanks (1985a) 1%, EERSNNEIZH L < BSE S N7-fai o Ao (R o 585 (X) & B 0%
F(Y) L OBEPEYE) 2 I S5 L) R 5.2 72, ZOR, EBRSBINE IR v 24 L2k
THIM A RS2 2 AT E. EBRBIMENERGTEICL Y, EoREMESEA (P (YIX) = 0.75, P
(YInoX) = 0.25), B OMEMSMEP (YIX) = 025, P (YInoX) = 0.75), B R O LR R 5
2 FEFH O MRILR S (P (YIX) = P (YInoX) = 0.75, P (YIX) = P (YInoX) = 0.25) 2Six7E S L7z, Z DiEF
IEB L OB OIS CIE, EBIRER L 72FEEICIZIZE L TS S 78, 2 FEO R FR
SN CTIIEBOMME D S EH L 23R EMmE O N EBRBNER, BRFROBEIS VIR
S TIRIEDBEEEDY S 200 T8 CHIWT L, HIZERWEAICIZEADBEEEY D 500 T & CHIIFL
72DTHDH. SHIHEOEETIE, 5sRITEOFEOHRERFTLTBY), ZoRE HEFROFRE
AEWIEAEOEBBRHFEREICBWTHRONLIEDNS 7 21L, ToMET &Il L, REmIciiE
(ZIERE 7 BRI RTEORRAINS T E A T LR E N7z,

Q) RAEROEE

JE K% BE (BHEE) N A 7 A & KIZNHHR T, MBIRIEFEREIZ BT 2 BrEE 2 &0 I2RFE T S I,
FRNFROBEENEITIUEE NI E, K& 7% % (Allan & Jenkins, 1983 : Wasserman et al., 1996 ; Perales
et al.,, 2005 ; Matute et al., 2011 : Vadillo et al., 2011 ; Blanco et al., 2013 ; Yarritu et al., 2014).

Bl 21Z, Vadillo et al. (2011)1%, FEBRZMBEIZKENORIZIA )T VICEoTOZ Ty OFEME(=
VUVERANRIELIEX) ERENI BT E(Y) E OB RS L v EE 5 2 7. FEER
ZMEBM TV VU2 ARSELHEIIR LR o TBY, 80% MO TH20% 5 & 0 & IEDOFEEMED
HBHEFFELT.

QB ERER EEREROEEREE

[ a A T AJEMIENLBIRT, Figl OFEEET =7 VD420 VvDH 5, 2HZPE I
FETLIEV e HRXPELTHEFRY DAL —A)OHENSTEEWIT Y, MERMEHEREC
BUF 5 IE OB LA AMEHE X 1 5 (Jenkins & Ward, 1965 ; Crocker, 1982 ; Kao & Wasserman, 1993 ;
Blanco et al., 2013). ZAUI X CHIOGN-HHRT, 2 OOFS A L AR L /2B 2, B AIzeT
L7-HE D HBBEROFENTH 5 & B SN A EINA D 5 (e.g., Shanks et al., 1989 ; Wasserman, 1990 ;
Lagnado & Sloman, 2006). 2 £ Blanco et al. (2013) 1%, ZEZ2DFEW) L ZLZ2 DR L DM O % 5
BB ICFHFESELHREICBNT, BRFERLEREROMAORKERIEL. TOHKE, 220
BROMIZIIEELRLEMEAPR LN, FHRBEREFHEREFERE BIIHVES, ThbbREFESR LR
RHEROMEREDL ST, EERTEERICB ) 2 IEOREERMA R S Lz,

(4) RBESINE DREE

Matute (1996) &, FEBRZINENOHEORIZ L o T, HRBEOFRPBE LR T BT LWL NI
HRFERDPEONL 2 L ERAMET S L) 1ICRD 2HOREM T, ERERMFHEICB 5 EOREM
DA PR ) ELBEEINL. —F, [OhE I LTRERFEROTFUAZHET S L) 12K 5 544
TlE, Lok ) ZREMORIIE L 2ol 72720, WEOMEIERSME P FERER K
ZCERLIZEIZED, FRBEENA TATHL EHHIN TS,
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(SRENDIRX b

BUGd A I L TWbWwATRIER IS ), FRFERTH LIS EITH) Z LI12 L > THEERES
B CAFREDSE L S &9 BB LG, BERFEREIZ BT 2 WEERR A ASIEMEIZ 72 5. Blanco et
al. (2013)1%, Fr L S FIZ SN-HICEWER DS 256 L R WA ZBE L, BUBIZ T A FAYE) BE12,
KR MEDFERRDTR 72 5 2 & PO 72,

(6) EERSINE DO S DIE[A]

D SMEM D E VEBRSINE 1L, K F AT, AR R EMEICFFET S, 2F D),
o oFZL VBB LEAOLENTH ) DIREBICRD2DITTIE R, ©LAREEDHIHFEBIN
PRHEEAT ) 2 & THRMINERZ MR- TWEOTHAL. [ DFD) 7 1) X L (depressive realism) | & L
THIS T D Z O HAYHIZE (Alloy & Abramson, 1979) 1, ZDMOWFEE I X > TH gD K LD
B 5TV 5 (e.g., Moore & Fresco, 2012 ; Kornbrot et al., 2013 ; Byrom et al., 2015). fEHFHIZEL Ao
% B OZEAL N A T A (self-serving bias) 23 F K T 5 & 3 5 BT I2HE S % 24 T2 3 (Alloy &
Abramson, 1988 ; Taylor & Brown, 1988, 1994 ; Alloy & Clements, 1992) 235fEK 72 ST & 7278, iL4E, Bl
T — TV D I ¢ URRFERPFIEL 2T — ZA)IFEHTE S W) 19 DB OB IR
% & C 7zl (Msetfi et al., 2005) HIEH SN TV 5.

(7) XBSMEDOHSE

Alloy et al. (1985)1, JERFERVERSINE BT OKISTH 55 & PN LRFERTH 5 5LM012B0W
T, WERMHECOREHIIT 2 ik L. EoREE~OR- 720 RSN 5 01k, EEBRS
HFHEOG ERERBERE OMMER A FESELEMTHY, FIHIBOHCEM NS 7 2 THH S
NTWVs, 2F ) —fFICAMICIZES TITo 722 LIl & < BB H D, ZORE &R L
DEFREELLRBEL LW FHATH S,

@) EBDEEERICL 35S

e U OE & 7 SR O T ICB W T, SR E L CTEEORIBM A IR L2 5AI2,
Z N5 ORI O [ TRk (overshadowing) X BH 11 (blocking) 72 E DM EAEH 2 L 5 2 L 28HIH LT W
L. TS DOFND D A (cue competition) BRI FE LHFZO[HEAHER | (e.g., Rescorla &
Wagner, 1972) & FI\» CFLHH & T & 725, Dickinnson & Shanks (& & O Fs % A B O FELEEH T2 & $2
HL, FOBSAH SIS &% Tl L (Dickinson et al., 1984 : Shanks, 1985b), FEBSIZFERTIEH L
C & 72 (Shanks & Dickinson, 1987 ; Shanks, 2007).

(9) BEROEEM

e - IBWE - S (1997) 1, HERFZROBRGEMICER L, BEERGERSE D S OBHEIS * S RER
EL7GAEE, a3y Ea—5 o —7E(HHIE) 2 ERFRICLGE LR L. T4 ATV
A4 FICBN L FERE ZORICERT 2HERER L OB O % 52 S E 7R, BRI s H
WA DA, MR BT A HHE /N4 T AN /2. F 72, Tomarken, Mineka, & Cook
(1989) X FRFELOKIBMIER L, BT 2 v 72873 5 7 ERLAE % EOGE (MBS E 5 50
EAER & O ZHEOGE (R EA) & oM ORI E FFE Sz ZoRE, 2B E R &
WS EO N PEBBREEICB T AIEONA TANRKECZ EXFHL 2SN ORI E
OWIFET LWL M SN TEY, BEERRBIIK$ 2 SHEE O S5 53 7% ST % (Matute,
1995, 1996 : Blanco & Matute, 2015).
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4. FEDESHDRE

Dk, BEPEPEFIRERE I BT 5 BRI E T A ERZBRTE2D, S2HIT200D
finlz b, FEPEIBIRORR T ECHEEOFEE T ER &L, BRICKEREE L RIZT I ermonT
WD (FEH - 1B - S, 1988). F72, £ OFEBRTIHERFR EFRFROIERICEL T, £
TMEBPA A=V LR TVEIIZAN—A =) =DDIF5NTWV5E, FlzIE EEOERME g,
Shanks, 1985a), [E# & f#HE (e.g., Matute et al., 2011), T35 & #Affi (Chapman & Robbins, 1990), & & 7
L)V — Kt (Wasserman et al., 1996) , ffi# & #:1%: (Cobos et al., 2007) 7 & CTdh b, ZDH/N—A h—1) —
LRERICHEZFF->TBY), ZOFEIL Tablel I2HIF-EROWTNLICEBL TWAEZ LS.

CO LN, FELEPEHIWGERAE A W CEERLRTE IS T AR ARG T A5 A I3 S K O E R EE
LaTNERS 2w, FROLOERIZMZLZDDOTIERL, ZHLTWDLIELLW, 5%, HR
M OERARMEISK T 5 AFMORBH A T =X L2 LI LT 720121, REE TS L - ZROH
THA L CHIREAEIH T2 2 PN ETHA ). EELMEORINZ, =M KR (Seligman,
1975) IZREZINDEEDS T OREICO AR L TWAH 20, SHBROERSLEEFTOREICEMT S 2 L8
T&E5h. Kk ZFowmiEs Lz,
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