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Abstract

Deductive reasoning and inductive reasoning are two main forms of reasoning. Single-process ac-
counts and dual-process accounts are two competing theories of reasoning psychology. At present,
many studies compare deductive and inductive reasoning using cognitive neuroscience technolo-
gy to test whether reasoning is a single or double process. But there are many problems in the
studies: limitations of forward inference, differences in cognitive neuroscience techniques, com-
plex and varied experimental tasks, challenges of cognitive neuroscience itself and so on. In future
research, forward inference can still be the basic logic and breakthrough of studies; multivariate
techniques and standard experimental tasks should be conducted; and studies on the neural me-
chanisms of comparison between deductive and inductive reasoning should go deep into more
microscopic level, such as the level of molecule and neuron.
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WEHEEN AR PR E B AR, B TE AN TR R R HE O B R O = BB
MAEELRESFHER. Bil, OFSWHARANIMPER FEARR LIRS HEEN AN, DR
HERNTEEERNMLER. EXEHAEHEIEES WS ERENZENRR: ARFADHE
BERARER; RRZZNLRAS; ULANIPER A S FrmlseREE. RRETFITRIR AT LA
IEFHERT AR ZENRBE O, RAZTHEAFBEAMBERLRAES, SREMEHHER LK OE
PLEIEEAT 20 TP METuK P4 AL BT 5 o

XK iia
WEHEE, PGy, HERQLESEER, \MEfE, Bl &%

1. 518

HEBRAE AT H H 5220 PRSP IE B ke S 84 145 Fl (Donoso, Collins, & Koechlin, 2014),
SRR AN AN HE R P AR R B R (20, MR, Al s, AE, KRG, 2004). IR, K
AT AR AR B 2B AR 5y BIRHE 2 HERE (2518, Prado, Chadha, & Booth, 2011) FIHANHERE (L5 14,
M AAE, 20125 Hayes, Heit, & Swendsen, 2010) A MLEIEAT IR . A, EHEBEP PG A 2 E—A
JZ A, R TS T SR A B AR LA A (R RO BEMLAE o TR 5 — SR T AR R R A R
o2l ARG 3 LU 50 36 A TR 0 A B SRAG B0 A 7] 28 28 (1 HE B2 5 LA L R 1 O B S At

2. AL FIERP

KT MR (OB A FES, EEAALEPIR: SO TEAS AN TEAE . N TEAS YN ATE TR
PR (R SN 40) B SE F O FEALE] . B0, OFEAETYFE S (Mental Model theory) B AR /& —Fh 3= 2 H
ARFRE S HERE B BRRY, (EAZ AR (3 3 Johnson-Laird (1994) JUl33E— 2548 Y VA 9N H#EFE tH3E F %
RS, BTV 2641 EHURT S g S A R 7 TP A — R R At B A — AN — R, RSB R R
FRT I8 AR 1) AR AT IERA I S5 18 . AATHR N L, WRAEAR TS AL T 4R MO, AR Az Mpf s
RUUH GEHERE; MATiR Ny, QRTEIE LB T AR T RN, AP A A R R g A g . hRifEsE
e #5 7Y (Criterion-shift account, Rips, 2001)A1 7] fE 14 % PR #% % (Probability Threshold Model, Lassiter &
Goodman, 2015)I\ X HEFR 2518 () VP4l & S HE R R AE S /MA 0 S EcRAE 1 Z IR SR e, 2R 5 A48
[ IX o W FIWT AR vE R SRR . DU i 78 (Bayesian model) B8R 32 B F R AR T g4t 2, (HL[RIRE
PN AT DL SR AR T SR HE R, BIIA Vs SR R0 U 0 250 A2 76 B B ) S et L MR A1 U0 v} 7 08 0 %o 20 96 M = 0 47
1& 1E #9322 (Tenenbaum, Griffiths, & Kemp, 2006).

XU T ER R WA A A [\ 7% 24 B 58 A RV A AN g 2. Evans 411 Stanovich (2013)A
SR T3 AR KA AT AE P AR AE AL, BPJS & X T (heuristic processing, 5 2 ik #i T B 5, H
IR, AN A B AR RO B SR, 2 5 2 s YRR s, 8 R R ROR BN A

)



ot
R

st
At

RARAS BN Tk A5 i 5 20) 143 A 200 T (analytic processing, 58 22 i T BRME,  Hon T N,
AR Z LB, AR 52 SRR T, o T R AN g A AT DLk SR BN T 2) . X
I ERR YN EA R 2R HEEE s Ao T AR B 5 A LU BN ] o Vg HERR FE PR, 3= BRI T B
B2 M2 R R AN LIRS0 s TR SR 1S, & K R e MR RN, 2 22 132 73 B =N iR el (Hayes,
Heit, & Rotello, 2014; Rotello & Heit, 2009). #4k, Goel 1 Dolan (2000)iA i 2 HEH 3 257 7 38 45 11
S T A G R B2 HEBE N AR s . [N A BRI, TSR AN 5 2 A A s e, T
VA G HETE B 25 5 S HE IR K B2 (Rotello & Heit, 2009). X SLHF 77 K WIH S MY EEER A Z 7, 3 —
BT RO TS

3. MESAMMELLE A MME R FI0E

N T BRI HERLR N T AR N T A, — e R BRI A B SR E R, eSS
VAGNHE P ¥ ELBCRIEAT AR SR o WF 045 IR0 AE AN [RIREE b SCRE 1 WD = 4 P18

EF KA TS 5 g HERE LB PET (positron emission tomography, IF B &% 5 W7 2 13 3#) A
fMRI (functional magnetic resonance imaging, IhfgM: R IR AR B 05 7R, V5 8 HEEE R U g 4 2 114 K i
BE A QR AN ], A T SRR B A XU CEe . B, Goel, Gold, Kapur £l Houle (1997)2RH PET
AR, BT TE 5 4 B 2 A R0 A A4 B 2% 1 R il = BOR AR OB, 45 SRR BT S B S 1 2 )
WU AR B8], IS G0 HEPEOE 1 G4 2o AT m] 450 sl A7 8172 3 )2 81X Goel A1 Dolan (2004)
KA IMRI HAR R G TSRS, R DR SR AT 55 38 2 Hhiis 7 A AR =0, g A 44
HEPRAT 5% 55 22 MO 1 70 2 BRETAUR /2 808 SMI . 5341, Osherson %%(1998) BA & Parsons #1 Osherson (2001)
SKH PET HOREUER T IESEHER A A] BRIV 4 B 3 S0 17 R A (0 (1) G A (i mdy [ml s A
WA B 55), ) RE A 32 B0E 7 ORM Z  (Ban Z RT R 2, A B R 15 . RIS
RAFAEANRI) 22 57, {H IR LUfF 0 459 2 T Vsl 2R HE 3 AN A Gy HE B LA B 2 A [ (R B s 2, AR AN ) g
FHEA AN AR R AN S0 Tad A2 . S 4k, I ghHEFE G FMRI BIF 58 (514, Liang, Jia, Taatgen, Zhong, & Li, 2014)
Y ZEHEHL ) NIRS (near-infrared spectroscopy, 3T 2146 i) i 5T (9] 4, Tsujii, Okada, & Watanabe, 2010)
WA T SCREHEER X0 T2 18

B4R, Johnson-Laird (1994) MR8 Co BRI B AL, 4 W JC V8 Y8 S5 HE BRI A2 VA G AR B, oG 3598 3 97 12 =
R EA M (Johnson-Laird, 1994). 4R PET A1 fMRI BT 5T B, R K HE 70 B R AT 55 4R 5 ) 3o 1
Kk 22 A A A5 0 (2234 W, Hayes et al., 2010; Goel, 2007), B 3= B0 i 2 KM £ (Goel & Dolan, 2004;
Goel et al., 1997), A FE NN OEBE R HIRRAA S B A B2 SO 78 70 SCRE, gk — PR W4
FRA 0 TR 52 Pk

SR, 7 BT ¥ — I ERP(event-related potentials, 54 #H 5 HLAL) B 78 71, Malaia, Tommerdahl #1 McKee
(2015) B3R Ak 128510 240 U7 SR FH WO o 2 (U 2R B IR A BE), SRS AN 4 FUORL(H /8 IR, T REIEAf, W7 ReES
w, HEHR) IR SR AIER M. AT SEIR g RTINS S AN AR R IR
INAEHEAAHEBE AT T, SRR (8 55 2) 5 IETE I (B € IEW)E N2 By BAFAEZE S . Pk, Malaia
25(2015) N IR — &5 BB i 1) T SRR A N TES . [FIRE, Turner, Marinsek, Ryhal F1 Miller (2015) %8 ¢4k
PRAVAAHERL ) fMRI BEFC R T AT R, TR A2 I Zab fe AN HERE, DR Zc (5 45 0 D e 0 & — 2
(17, BRORHGZE 0 SRl ARG 0%, MioRm A M5 e ds . Ml BRAR DG, /R TSR HERE S5 A ghHE R
L7 o 22 it

4, FEESAPHEEEE A NHERFI RN ERITIE
Heit (2015)I\ A, ©FA HIEF PET MR B ARG 36 3 190 FRER S A 77, B A T Henson (2005,
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2006) & H 1) 1F [F1 4 W7 (Forward inference) 32 4 . Henson (2005, 2006) A A 1F ] W7 & — Rl 32 1 KA 5] 1
TE BN ACR X 7 A B PN R () 738 . AR AR IS A . i SRS TO R I FRSEEe 21 C1
A C2 AAAERENNRZE S, MEWE TLERBSER A CL 5 C2 fAAERZEMINRZER . JLR %M Cl
5 C2 MRS BNFEDIRE F2 EAFEARRIZE R, MIIAEE F2 femak AR Y, HREAR Y LB Cl 5
C2 FHASAFE W B2 S0, IAHE T1 s thFR TO 2218 2 1S HE, BISei 461k C1 A c2 Ay
ARJFAF A FS AR o) igun, R TR ISR % CL A1 C2 B B A R i g s =X,
A2 AN EAA AN R FR (0 B w2219 258 2 30 FF

Henson (2005, 2006) 1 —54a tH, 4 Wik & V% B A7 AE A oL 22 e 75 B R i S 2% 1 1) & Cl 5
C2 7£ H 6 15 35 DX I3 AN [R] AR AR s 2) AN T 38 =P s ie 26 AR (i R BR 4 2% 1), C1 5 C2 A A
R A (R IR 4 i B R 59) . PRy, SRS CLZERN X 1 b 0w S s T 4 C2, T4kt C2 1E
WX 2 b R0 s v T 2 A CL, 1A AT e DR DX AN I X & DUAH Je )3 3l 75 UG VT AN RE 78
HEBR 254 CL 5 C2 A A AR FA U R B L 17T Be .

AR IE [ HE T = L2 A X PET A1 fMRI ST, {H Henson (2005, 2006)iA A iZ& H A f8iE & ERP
WF T o 1 2 5 404 FE EL B Y PET A2 (Goel et al., 1997; Osherson et al., 1998) i1 fMRI #f 7% (Goel & Dolan,
2004)$5) 5 3= G HE TR e K106 PR A0 A7 250 - )9S ARG TSI g in . JF B Liang 25 A(2014) k&
WELBEAF HHPHEIAT S5 W FEA R P EE R Bk, ZHIERERREHE, 7L ARIE
PR LA AR RN TAE R, 2 Bosuin T 3R AH b5 T3 s A Uik /7. 1M Malaia
25 N (2015) FIRE 7E b R DU S A ZNHEBEAE ERP Ry BV B35 2552, IMRHRE IE A4 W 1032 4, A
DABAT RO RIE 58 25 10 SE A 1) T SRR TR .

5. SRES AR L BRI\ MHE R S 10 B m iR EY 1)/
5.1. IE[HERTHYEER

PN 20 o2 A 060 A RS A0 T 3 A5 2 XD T 3ok R BT TR W O 55— D T I R, S IR R T A &
TG, IE FHEWT I SE AR BT B AR BRI A A B e S 1 Ee T 20 — AN R IERI . R UL, WIREE
FEWT TS AR T AT B BEAe — AR AR AR, IF HAREWT OB WA 8 B e =2 IERA Y,
AR AAAL T T # 8 — AR B IE [ HER sk vT RE 2> Bl iR 3 o RV SR B AT TR R R 2 H A
W F0 e R EE R PO B S O BRG, H — SR 5T T AR PR 2 A A T B U AR 2 A R
(R VO HE 2R SR iR N B HERR N L] . B1dn, Oaksford A1l Chater (2007) 5K, 5 SEFN A R4 B 1IN 0 £
FEAIE R, AR AR DU R — /N B RSR AT RN, PR Marr (1982)48 H HH AL AT DL S BRI A 1

HIR, R Henson (2005, 2006)[# B 1 i &2 i 389 2 4 J5t 22 3 T 75 (1 2 At ARLAE SR /R AR M
5E 5 RSN H I B0 22 5 1) JR Rl (Mallaia et al., 2015; Long et al., 2015), BE 93 o 53 3 22 57 thoA7 ml g A2 e A
MG R R TR . i, s 3 0 22 7 o] AR N AE 55 B 28 PE (Johnson, 1993). e % 224 (Nosofsky,
Little, & James, 2012) M SEARAE(HIll & Windmann, 2014)FIANE, FHE AT DUERENIE XN AR 2SR, BN
TS AN G HEBE KA T8 X N 2 (Goel & Dolan, 2000; Blanchette & El-Deredy, 2014),

Rotello il Heit (2014)#t— 245, (EHEFIOIFIH, W0 SAEF P SLI0 2% 1R T K iE s 5 0 B AS ]
XA B B IANFE FE A R SR, A RTRER “HB e ” kISR (“yes” response bias) (1 Ji7 K (Rotello
& Heit, 2014). FTiE “HE” RNRI, ZIRIELPRAMEREE T, MhE e R —Min, 2&—#
BTSSR M B0 1) S s 2 R 77 2, Frk B A SO e v 2 (Hit, H) ATk # 2 (False alarm, F)FSF341E,
B € N AmTA = (H + F)/2 (Rotello & Heit, 2014; Hill & Windmann, 2014). 40, Tsujii %:(2010) & BIA
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— SRR S T A0 1E B SR (45 V8 N AT A5 I B L0 W 0 W e L A R0 45 18 AT 15 B A IR A T R B 4R
05— B R 1) TE R SSORE (45 T A5 B B T A WA R A R S5V AN WA I R LA W A R T
HWICROTE rIFC(H FRIAM, the right inferior frontal cortex)fiki [X (I 0G FEE FAAAE BB 2R, [FN, b
R rIFC 1 X 00 R B 119 22 S AN AEAS [R) 26 AF T 10 TR S N R I 22 S SR IEAH G, AT ORI — 25 3R
B rIFC i X S B 1 A [l B 4% A TR PR 22 5 o ARTT SR b, AT TR BILEY rIFC A DX 85 o] B s B [ 2 1 ™
SR 1) PR 222 S T AR S A TR PR 22 5 o DA AR S S A B8, S — SCHE 2R A% R 1D 1R DE A I S 6t 25 1B A
AIE I HERE B s T (HU) 5 4518 AT (S I 14302 45 1B 8l 4E Jx (CRB) X FI(HU + CRB); —FUHEBLS&AF T
) T T S5 7 356 25 435 18 T {5 I ()41 B 32 48 o b (HB) 5 45 8 AN AT {5 I A HEEE 32 45 15 7 46 /% (CRU) 2 FI(HB
+ CRU). M4, AN—BHEEEM T IIERRPZES —SEEF &M N IEf RN [ ZER = (HU +
CRB) — (HB + CRU). RN IEM1E /52 (CR) =1 — B ZE(F), LA, (HU + CRB)— (HB + CRU) = (HU + (1
—FB)) — (HB + (1 — FU)) = (HU + FU) — (HB + FB) = Z5i0 A {ZI [ “H " KM — S50 n {5
“HE” RNAmA . Fi, rIFC Wl DX S A T RE SN 8 N 1) ) 22 5 1 AEAS R HE 3 2% A 2 (]
M2 5%

5.2. W57 ERYBRE!

WA 28R 2 B0 AR 3 2 SN T I AR I A UM Tk 2 BT TR W 4 38— 07 T PR 1) R, 2 A 7 7 2 PR R
FERLRAFARK R RASEIAR S ZE R B, K PET M IMRI J7 ik RIBE T AR T S RE 00N TR
W, 1M ERP BB ST AR T SCRFEOIN TG . JEEHERE ) PET A1 FMRI BT 78 A BILAN [R] ) I8 S 2 (1 4
SBOCHER, (ELEHER, SRR A S REARKBE SR (ZRiE, W Pradoetal, 2011), TEZEHE
HI) ERP W FCEN R A 6] (1 G BRI AAAE P3D (— b UL i f5 308 X 4k LU i ) 0LAE R B 2 LS 300~
500 ms ) ERP )R, HAF &2 4R A LA RS 2 4R HHEBREOE 1 5K P3b (%4, Bonnefond,
Castelain, Cheylus, & Van der Henst, 2014; Bonnefond, Kaliuzhna, & Van der Henst, 2014; Blanchette & EI-
Deredy, 2014). Bonnefond, Castelain, Cheylus fil Van der Henst (2014)i\>N, SEOX AL G R R & A [FA
FNAR A RLF R A By K R BR A o 11, FMIRT PR 45 SR o BE AR T 2k, 75 P A SE 3 2% 1R S5 428 SR A 10 22 57
PET F 8] B F 25048 F block Beit, SR A6 731 5AH O A0 AIURR & BN L (805 HE DL 23 29 (Goel &
Dolan, 2004).

Hix, SEBARSZ M2, Flin, Goel 25 A (1997)7E 5250 H ELI K2 vl S BRI HESRAT 5%, 1
AN LA I EC I AR 2 1 6 TR ] B P HE AT 5% o ] REPEHERR 2 A AR () — Ff (Kemp & Jern, 2014),
HHALS M E R B AR MIF. 4, Malaia 25(2015) (A 78 ZE R AR VYRR SR AT 5, 1Moo At
JUANHIEFE R AT P b s R

5.3. INHIHAENFEA SRR

PRI 22 Rk A B T A2 PRI T P2 A 2 XOUN T 2 T T s 00 28 =5 T P v 8, S A e 2 R 2 A
ST ) — L T 58 . U L5544 R0 B 2 SRR 2 B2 SN BT B A 2 R A0 78 7T B AR R T — 250
H2EPES 4L (13, McClure, Ericson, Laibson, Loewenstein, & Cohen, 2007), {E A4 H 4B &KL
HEFMPZEFZINAMER I, RHRMAERAZETIT, JHA SR E® (Uttal, 2011; Satel &
Lilienfeld, 2013), —YEHFE NN IR B S H /T AR RE . B A kL, DR TAREEXTHE
RGN TTHATIR 7T (Poeppel, 1996; Coltheart, 2004), 75— LA 7835 M A R 5 A st 0 43 A A o Sl g
MBS, FEBR b, PR R AR AN AR S BOFRA THEZE RN OB 78, 3 W] B2 D5 g 0o B R AN T 24 SR B
# H ditE(Van Orden & Paap, 1997), AR N fMRI. PET Al EEG £ & X4 i 5 Th it & 22 W2 T
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B3 AT, T SRR B O BRI SRR M T AR e M 245K F,  [Rltk, fMRIL PET. NIRS 1 EEG [
FHABEH RBA UL A S OE S B (Uttal, 2011).

6. NESHRER

BRI T3S FOXUNN T3R8 A HEF 0 B 252 4008 3 EAPAE M PRI B Se S I B . S TR U T
TE 3B (B 51 2R ATV 9) HA SE 7] A OB LA 0N T HAE WA AR B R M HEFR A 5 & S n T 5%
Hralm T EAEARFRRREMRSE, BEAANFEMERFAEN TERE. RI9E A WESEE S A g
AR RLEREFE, PET A1 fMRI B FU R T SCREHERE A0 X0M T3, 1Mo ERP HFF 7 I 58 A6 ) 1 S 45
T,

Heit (2015)f5H, EA KRRMERAZEEARW W, PET Al FMRI)KE 6 HERE .00 22 H 8 I 72
FEAR bR FE T IR T R A, BT R B KR AR R X A PRI 18 . Heit (2015)W0H
AR HET G SR T O ER 2R T S M A S A T R MRS, AT DA R O B S A S R R
i, R Heit (2015) 3 BHRAK LR, (EIEKRMBT T, 1 R Wt nr DO A A ko
oA VG B0 HE T 0 B 2 HER 1) S A B AR RN S T

KAAFIAE R A 50 HEHE A O B AR I I — S ) f, FREESREM. Bk, EnHERA S FE
— S . OF AT R AN LS G B T A — AR IR, R 7R SRR A A R MR
AR R i B A AT SR AR M T

HR, AR AN A 22 Rk 2 ARG HE 2 (1 00 B 22 B AN R (K SRR, IX AT RE S T AN R vk
W T AR A G T Bk, ERRFT S, F5ERAH 2 o E AR T B 2 FE 80 2 7%
ITECA W7t (Roser et al., 2015). fl4n, ARABEBRATERM TR, HETA Goel A1 Dolan (2004) B 7% H
T IMRI BARXFESERNE AN AT T s, 1Mo HAZBE 7 32 B T AR S G X, 3 —25 1) fMRI
TPF 5 AT LA Y5 28 R U 90 33547 oG T R M 2 422 1) 3 W R B A (11 2, Chiiong et al., 2013). [, 7 ERP B 78 H1,
AT 3 2R HEFR R K 1) ERP I HEAT 404, N — D I F i ] DU AL Ge 1) ERP J 3 3 Hr, 04T #
ARSER AT (B, Liang, Zhong, Lu, & Liu, 2010). B4h, ke SMa G MR, K
) FE G F A% B X o O BE R FE R TR T & 48, i, Mack, Preston £l Love (2013)45 H B AR
AT MRI il FHEUE T ECRED, B AN AEE S T LA [ (1 20 B KPRk

Fhh, HTERZLHSERAT S A R FEF AL RA—BWE R 2 —, BTl 5 Bt 7e s 2t
SCIGAT S5 AT IR AT . BRILZ AL, CA MWK 2 AR AT S N LN S AT M LL i, Bk 1A
Fin] A EEARTT 2 1 HE AN 58 IHE 2 A 90 1) O B (Elgayam & Over, 2013),

WG, —HOLHSE MY EZINAMERE R, LHRMEHEEI, JHA SR,
—ANE B AR AT N H AT fMRIL PET. NIRS Fil EEG HIHF 7T #5428 Je &2 7 1) 22 MUAT 5% (Uttal,
2011; Satel & Lilienfeld, 2013). BRItk J5 BB T RAZIR N B 23 T KA 4 70K, 4SRRI 9T S8 o4k,
R VE AT DL /D — 2238 P\ HITRh 2 B 22 ) B S

HE&mHE
ZHE K B R R R 4 31200780 ¥ Hh,
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