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Abstract

The conjunction fallacy phenomenon demonstrates that when judging the likelihood of uncertain
events, individuals may violate the conjunction rule. Some scholars have proposed Bayesian confir-
mation theory and utilized the CF (the probability that a conjunction fallacy occurs) formula to ex-
plain the conjunction fallacy. However, while this theory accounts for the conjunction fallacy within
the “A —» B paradigm”, it does not further explain a specific subtype within this paradigm—namely,
the dual conjunction errors. This naturally raises the question: Can confirmation theory account for
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the dual conjunction errors? This paper addresses this by extending the CF formula’s interpretation
from the “A —» B paradigm” to the “A <> B paradigm”, thereby establishing an extended model.
The extended model explains the dual conjunction errors and broadens the boundaries of the ordi-
nary conjunction fallacy. By unifying the ordinary conjunction fallacy and the dual conjunction er-
rors, this extended model lays a foundation for further research on the dual conjunction errors and
delineates directions for future investigation.
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1. 51§

MEZRAB I AT R W AR 2 A B 4T, (HAE 1983 4F, Amos Tversky Al Daniel Kahneman /& ¥{
CAHE TR AR 2 B Z S B A R B S BT (1], PR E IS
U HLZH B 7 A AT REI IS, BIA BB 2 (conjunction fallacy). & HUZ RIS Bk 7 A HOR N, B miHk
a% 1 A BN A DU e . DU 3 SCE e EAT T RIRE, 2008 4 Crupi % ANFRH “FHELT ‘X
£ (support)” A PRI MER G AR M/ #L VE (representativeness/typicality)” 55 7a 4+ T, (D1H-3)
BHIE AT e MR ) — AN SEAF B AR e 37 (2], FH DU TR iE B2 B AR AR R 5 B R

1983 FEJFRIFGRCHHEE “M > A JEz(M > A paradigm)” F1 “A > ByE.” (A - B paradigm)
RERER. HATEFRA “ T 045 /) (formal structure)” [1], A & BURR P 5045 S MZE4E 2 [A)
KA HIREA, T EEEE R JE AR s R L RA R LRGSR R R TS “M > A
R R T T REE M 5H4 A FIARERMLRRBNEIEG. “A > B W 17 HE IR
PGS 73 A AT B Z IR BRI R S BN S B0 R 7E° A > BIEU7 R — PRk i & BGE R,
R XUH# A HUiZ % (dual conjunction errors). XX EE A HUB R TR A B AN N ELFL AN 2 B3 70 R 36 ] g
T 38 S OB R TR & B AT A e — AN A B 73 S T RE(RI R B S B2 R) . 7E 2013 4F, Tentori ¢
N T T DU e B B R & U R R AE 2 CF A, IFH CF a7 “A->BiE”
HIZROIFRA IR “A—-> B THRMESIE R, Hik, BAET DR FEEEie s
RO A HGE R, HHERH U, CF A3NH“ A —» BIE 7 R Rt SRR EIEHE) 5 RN E & BUZ R ?
AICK CF AT “A - Binal” R 2] “ Ao Biual” , BF S BEMRE SR 1A A IE 0 R I JE AR Y
HET B BES R XUR BIE O R I HE 18, b T AR U & BE %

A5 RV Sy o ESE, M CF Al “A > Bioal” ik, HIK, ¥ “A > B #
B “AeBiE” , BB, RE, ETHESRE, MRENESIZR, IREH SIS IR R
X5y fefa, X ECHET B S A AR, e AL HE TR R () Tk S R PR

2. MBCF 2RAK “A->BHER" BE
T iIF % (confirmation measures) & B4 THEK? DI HEG R, FAAEZFIFE T, 2013 SERAUERE

ASCB| SCNS FE IR ISR SRS BAT IR, IR TR
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SCAEFH JE A b S B % 2 2R FORIERE, AR
>0 iff Pr(h|e)>Pr(h)
c(h,e)s=0iff Pr(h|e):Pr(h) (D [3]
<0 iff Pr(hle)<Pr(h)

BT AR, FTIERET AR c(he)=Pr(hle)—Pr(h) o Fttc(h,e) AMIERE, FoRUEHE e X H
T b (SCRARAE: Pr(hle) NGSARSE, FoRTE e AT h MRS Pr(h) NGRS, FoR1ERA e
i A IR

CF AN “CF = f[-c(h.e). c(he|h). c(h.hle)]” [3]. Frt CFFoR “AMIBRR AN g
[3], CF ey, MATRERAEGIIZIR. c(h,e) RIUEHE e X A MHER, 7EABGZIRS, hEH 2 SIE
4 e ToOI S, A I B R (IR “IRBRAUTIRR " o c(hy,e|h ) RAECH b HIFEHUT, IESE e
ST by IFRUERE, FEARUZRES, b WBHRGUEE e SRMOCHISE, GIUIBk bl B ep 5 — AN S84 150
c(hy. by |e) REAECHIESE e MITEBL R, oy %4 hy (OBIUERE . fRRIBIEEL, W —c(h,e), c(hy.e|h), c(hy,he)
ZANTERR, CF R, HETTEE AT B R A A BRI

“Ao>BIERT PIEE e HAEHA— TR, FILE “ A > B 1, c(h,e)~0, FHNIFHE o
AAEAESHE R — AT SOt by W RFUE. c(hy.elh ) AEHBEEIL 0, BONUESR e AEIESUEA—RTIS 5
A by T RHUE . c(hy,he) WA c(hy,h) o HIL, CF ARTE “A>BHEA” FHERN
CF~ f[0, 0, c(hy,h)], XMFET 2013 FHUERSCHEIEH:  “E(CF A0 A - B —
MEEBIRSEN, H e PR, HILCF= f[c(h,.h)]. 7 [3] CF 231 “ A > BR" fiFk
CF= f[e(h,h)]» #1983 4 JFIRE SO G HUF MBI LG 70 Z I BRI R, B A N R 7 2
IE] (I RAIE 55 3R o

3. #° CF ARK) “A-B3ER” R

NAT L EHET CF AXH “ A - BIEa” R ? IR0 2013 SEFUEZRSCH R, 1 0T 058 B AR
5858 “ A 13 (CF 2 — B HAL” 3], ME “A—> B o, B3 7 FREE—F Bkl
MIfEEE. 2013 SEFUERE IR SCSEPR LA 7 CF AT DU#RE “ A — BYE” 1y, JFA IT A
Rk, £ “A—->BHENA" 1, B 7TEESBER, EAERRINE SRR CF 2 2] iR XU
ERER? X A YRS E A Y CF AT XA “ A — By w8l A BUSHR AMUNE &
WiZiR? £ CF A3 “ A > BYEA” iREH, BICF = fe(hy, )] RA A2, M LAMERG X 70538 &
BB RAMDE A HOE IR, DI EE R

HE LAE RO S BUBR FRAE R o 1983 4 JSAR e SCHR At 1 XU & HUZHR (1 S50

“PAFIEAE R — DI FEAR TR R i fe 4 (O L3R, AR BRI T 4 70 06 FPIEST. 15K
PAN 5 R mT Rk A B HEF

PAFHGAE — D L P B 4 73 DAY .

WATREAL 5 o L st 1 73 55 FPLAA

AR A2 Ja -2 B R Bt 1 20 55 FPRLN IF H— S LR EHE 4 0B BAN . 7 [1]

FEXAN LIS, 48% I W 1 A I HHE AN R 7 2 b, U T ESBZ R, “RAE)S
PO P 1 70 55 A LAAIF H —SE BB RSTE 4 70 BH DA AN HCEME R, ¢ S BLR S
FE 4 SR ELA (A7 WIRARIE T “Ja o BB st 1 7> 55 B LLN(hy)” o JRPIE, PONASTEFAATH)
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BTG E 4 7 06 F6, T 22 Bk 2 73 AR PT Re s SR GTTE 4 708 DL, RIFT IR AT RSt
PRI BME R Pr(hy ) FEA R (HRARIREKSHE 4 08 AN, B4 J5FRER AT eIt 2 70, JRSamER
Pr () A1, RBCHIAERE ¢ (hy, ) = Pr (B )~ Pr(hy ) AIE BRI B BRUEZ A, 508 B
B 15> 55 BB (hy)” WBHIE T 3 FLEEURSAE 4 0B AN (R o TR, POV ARZEZIRAS 1 i
UFRGE 4 5 06 7, FTPA— 3 HLHLE RETTE 4 708 LN 2 2 35 RS N iF G, AL SRS M Pr (k)
FEA T O T RGP RN R, AR5 E] 1 7 55 8, P4 S SR v] fe i
HE4 53, JERAEEE Pr(h by ) A2, R e (B hy )= Pr(h |hy)—Pr(h) NIE HAZEG . B, c(hy,h) B
ey by ) BOHI2A T, X E IR A ORIRIOGIT A, U by % by BB TR B, T by 5 by 2 1]
FO R VR E 5

ERIA WA CE = fc(h,,h)] KR 3y IR RGUE, BIERE “A > B” MHRFKR, MAE
HHBIREIH A5 BN XRR, MAB. Fit “A—-BH” B4 EAY “Ao B,
CF ARBIBY TN CF = f[c(h.h), c(hoh)], S £ RIEREREE. “AoBHER" SN
CF = f[e(hy i), e(h i, )] FTRRAHET RO . e 70 {3 G RS 2 6038 < A — BIER” T R A
BRI S HBGE R, BB R A I SC R AR A HfE R R

4. T RENMERENESIZR

R LT AR B 25 72 e JRAKRTY 5 B T S oA 19 2L 2 22 17 B
KFR, L A B R R 1 — R 0, TR G BB R A R BRI O, R HRA
CF = f[c(hy, )] T f 2 HAS BB I BR B, AR UMK FARA U S IR R . 5 AN R A B,
TR PR B T AW PN LLRG 4 FTREAAE I XUAIRIE R R, I RN CF = f{c(h,.h), c(h.h,)]
Fi) £ ORI R, R DAY R S BURR, TERH EA BRI S E A R
RING— B4,

—ANFTREM R AR A X T HE B, O A I R AR R ) — B L, T I A R R
c(hy,h) =08 c(h,h)~0 W HIRFIRIGDL . XFMEAAER Y BRGEN), EIFARF &L HdE. 1983 4F
JE V8 SO O & BUBAR S50 RO SR, R T “48%I 3R H (A I E AR HEE BT AN L o 2 7
[1], &4 “T6% I NEHHAER — AU 2 7 (1], DR A BB R 8 & BB 52 7T DAR
B, AR I T MES R RAAS BT B SRR, Frel, WEa g SRS Bl
R ERAE L, TR D, A IOBHRA SRR A R BR A L. PRLE, SR N R AL IR AR A
FHIRABAL, X R AL PSR SR AR IR AR W E A BUER, R JEVE MR 7E U A5 U %
TEOLT B S OB R, T AT B — 7 T SR AR T e RO E A UGB R, ) — D7 IR 9 1 IR
AL T RE AR )l A IR 5T

)RR T AR R T A ORI S AR G, A5 BT Tl A R R
CF = f[c(hy,h)] ZE, 252, AL Ay X by B SRV R IE DG 2R B 220 i, o At e B PR ) i 5 3%,
NERARSIGARF. 1983 SRR IR T “ A - BIEA” FHEE SRR T

“LEARFIGUEME LA BRAE B AT T — DU R . F S BINREAS o

PUREEANWRR E T RE? (A1 — 1)

F A i — ka2 0 I A A o

F A i — IR L I A A IF HAb SRR 55 % . 7 (1]

XANSEIG 51K T HH 2K LU (58%) A BUZ R o 1A SEE8 1 A HUE A S Br_EAPTER WURBIER R A
I A A b T AR I AR AT A O fIE, PRI “ SRR I 55 50 (By)” BIRAAIE T “AH i LB (k)7
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fodsk “HLOAER(h, )7 HSLBHE T “AEREE 55 S (k)7 o TR (b, hy ) =Pr(h|hy )~ Pr(h)
HI b T AR A R T R AT OIS, R BEAE SO0 IE IS IO B T ih B — AN RS OR T 55 2 19 N 2 LU AE i
ANAHE]—MER KT 55 SIONIMARZ S, Fibc(h,h) WEAN 0. FTEL, RIMEHIITRE 5 HE
e, JRAI AR TA “ A - B R Il & BUB R M B8 b TR B A o B,
BRI T DASE A BAT XA IE S RIGEHFAE, MR T “ A > B FE@EEIZRNL TR

U] R A v i A BRI A IR B ZE SR ? CF R RAE G IR,
B, R EIEXR NS Ty, CF M, S NG| k. fEHE #8 g, CF i
c(hy, b)) Ml e(hy,hy ) RE, 1Ec(hy, b)) Bc(h,hy ) Hh—MERBERITEL T, 55— MElm, CF ElH.
BT R ARUBRIVRHE, JRHAT MR P AR GIBR, G HACY o(hy, b)) B e (hy, b, ) BEAMEHAH
M. GZARR, PEAEMEERIER, 2 BACETE c(hy, b)) Be (b, b)) et —AMEM M S . TE e (hy, b)) B
c(hy, b)) Feh—AMEREE, 55— MEA LSS T CFE, RE& TR MERSHEELNET 0
T CF fH. Rl ik 30k CF {8, #EIf S 80E B M E R s] 71, MUERRZBANAE
A (R AT Rk e T AN 43 I AR AR 24— 0 N B (¥ FT R L A 2L B 4 #0
— A HAR X Lt RE SO IE AR, 7E BRI ¢ A 5> BTSN FRIABUZESER A, W Bl A 5ug
GRIC L SRS, AHUBREN 58%, ML T MEABBR D SR, M4 RS iR =ik 76%,
XU IO S IR R SR CF (AR & @ T U IRl S IR R K sk . Ik, e R e iRk
B SERHAE, HSUEHI R E G UGB R S = CF M FIRFER IGO0, RN JEUACRE R Jo v ik U W CF it e
i, SRR AT CAAER B CF (B U] e DAZE T 77 AR B3 O E S IR R IR

5. XEEE IR IRARE

FETE AR e S OB R I S, A L5 ANEE T DU e B e, T & T 7 3R el
fl A PR . Busemeyer S5 ANJE T « TEHE AR H T “E %A (quantum probability model)”
“Ues [ =Bl 2P W + (Wi Wi )+ (W s ) 7 (AIBA R AR,
<WB,~F |'/’3,p>+<Wa,F |l/’3,~p> PRRATII S, o FAEERER, 24 HACY TS, & — e R 3L,
CEAUALES PBRF|1;/)||2 +8, <0, MITFBP,P, )| > [P, [w)|| - ZRAR LT « R A i S HGE R A
R [4], WEGHOER “IRE DAL N A FAFE T € LA LT R RE I Ffr = A2 i) 4 ik
#£” [4]. Busemeyer S5 At “XNEEBUS R EHIWHRZE” KT ZEFET Costello 7E 2009 SR %
(4)+e,)-P(A|B)x(P(B)+e;) .,

(P(B)+ey) v

[SIHAL. R ARG WE AR EZMZ “ P(A) K P(B) &7 [5], H “A4EE S, P(B)LEN
T P(A4)7 [5], B ESGPBREARNTRER A ERFERA XTI “MBE P(4) M P(B)HHHM
SV (5], REREIRTWAFAZEKER R, AFENESGICERMEATE, Bl “A->BHU” 2T
HIRFIR GO [AIt, Busemeyer 25 A\[4]F1 Costello [5]3£FR I3 F XU A BUB R IEA AT BE = £ AT 2,
3 XE G BOE REEAANTTREAE S50, AEIERIE R HEE, I E G IGE R A B IR
AR, A MR I ) HIBTRE T .

HAMERM L Costello Fl Watts $2 i “HEZiE + e (probability theory plus noise)” 157
“[P(4)-P(AnB)|(1-2d)<e,, , —e, " [O]LAMAEREEHUZR, 4 P(A)- P(AAB) RIGHS, AR 52 5 Ak
S, BIEBURREARE R A, 1E 2017 4E, Costello Fl Watts 15 “ FAAN S I BEHLES R 3R (Y 5 R) & d,

2
>

2

P
TF T2 TR 75 (Noise) B, $ig th ™ AR XU A SR, S HAS “ (
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T & BB BCRAF ()52 d+ Ad 7 [7], A BB R AT LU 50%. B A RS [ G 9B 5E . B %%, Costello
M Watts FHTHE UL HLE A BB R BRI A BUB R AR, A BUZHR R I EIE (3.1%) B E KT
MME(19.3%), MBAT3ET “ YEiA AR T —Fp B iifl(a second-order approximation)” [7], AN %A%
REEAARIX — w22, R RERE H B A J5 SR FE i LA ok . IR, Crupi A Tentori i %E “ % T-BRIR x 1 xy 1
BROR R BUIR R, FZ5Z2E P(x)-P(xy) BUREL” [81IX — R8I, Beit VARt : 2
P(x)—P(xy) MmN, &HERE e AU A 25 2 P(x)— P(xy) MHIFEIN, & B0ZRE ] GE &
Z AN T Crupi M1 Tentori 5 5E Ak 1F 18I 1] N .

HEBEAUARLE “ B MRS A “REEIL + BRAE T BRE A TTIR . EOE, PR R AT &
MR 2 AR N B G B R, T AR AL T DU e B, SRS Ty s H . Kk, XY
TR N B E S ZR, WEEH Y “HIWnZR” , e AL T W E G R — A
BIEHAL, PR BIR B b —FhBe A B A S O o ABHE AU EE — N BREG . “E MRS
5 MR + WS BRI TRE I B LAY, ReEHE S B A TR AR B TN BTN, AETC IR A HET
BRE 2 JE AR, #EET CF ~3, 1 CF A AWM T A BT a3 CFETHa, WA U] CF
B BAR T3 e HE A 5 TR w46 1) T A B T o

6. it

ARSI T VU BRI R A OB S BT, IS “ A > B 5 CF AR “A > B
Wi B CF = f[c(hyohy) | FIBUREARIRL, H58) “ A & B 4R CF AR “ A o B
1 CF = (), c(,h)]» HIRT HEr AR, R T IRA B E AR R O B A AR, IR % T
“A - BIER” T I A BRI T AU A AR 2 R IAAL S 5 2 18] 1 3 PO R E S R
PR 388 A OB B IR BIE “ PO E R 2, R A BRI CF = £ e (hy, )] b £ P08 R
B, Tk T A RO LK 5. T TR R RS 2 R 5 UL R
F SO0 2 M MO L T 9T ¢ () A ¢ () P AMEL IS 24 6 5 7 A AR I,
S A IR T 50 LB ¢y, ) B (B y ) 3P — MR 24 R AL RO A«

T R BUH T T DU BRIE R T4 S U AR R A UM 1 48 TR A R —
NGRS, TAERLEE Y “FINHEIR . (T B A 7 L S 00 08 TR 50 0 00 LR 0 T
B CF 2R K W10 4 AR M BRSO 5 R B, 2B BRSO T IR R WAL CF Asteh %8
ZIIMECE R, HETTERE KOS b 0B A TR 7ES R B T OF (M5

hy.h)+c(h,h o e i - N
CF-W, HF A, sBFaENg s B e WE S IR R

SE 3w
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