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Abstract

The foreign-language effect refers to the phenomenon that using a foreign language increases
the contributions of deliberation instead of intuition to our decisions. Many previous studies
suggested that the foreign-language effect takes place in the process of decision-making, but
there are few studies investigating factors that affect the foreign-language effect, and it remains
unclear whether foreign-language proficiency is one of the factors. The present study applied a
double-factor between-subject design in two experiments in order to examine the differences in
the foreign-language effect that occurs to people with different levels of foreign language pro-
ficiency. The results of Experiment 1 suggested that people with low foreign language profi-
ciency are more prone to deliberation in the process of decision-making when using their
mother tongue, compared with their counterparts who use a foreign language, and that the
foreign-language effect was non-significant as to people with high or medium foreign language
proficiency; in Experiment 2, the foreign-language effect only takes place among people with
medium foreign language proficiency.
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S5REMARHEME, AMIEMERIMERTREN, SASESMERFRBAETREEELE, NHEHE
B RERE, XMIRBARAINERSL. BR—ERTABTTIESE T RS B P EIMERSL, ERDH
BIRRFSMER S ME R, ReAlRINER PR E I T REESMEKTE, WAER. Bk, A6
TR A XU A A LI B, I B AN ST AR I A R SME KPR SR AR B B AR AR SN E RRL
K1 EEREBH, SMEAKFEARKIBHRRIE T R SMERSL, BIFERHE (DUB) BT HAME GER)
TR T RN E S S IR B AT YR KES, TIMEKTHEMBEABE R W B3 15ME
RN SRR SER 2R, RAIMEKPHEFHANA AL INERAT R TT AERRE RS T sk E
ZHERAHIEBYE, BIFEEIMERN.
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1. 5|15
1.1. SMEXRIRYE X IR

EHEAEY, AMTBEF AN, LRI RS R AMNE, REJURESIMEE, —4
AN BIRERASEH T AR B2, YFLHF5(Costa, Foucart, Arnon, Aparici, & Apesteguia, 2014;
Cipolletti, Mcfarlane, & Weissglass, 2015; Ivaz, Costa, & Dufiabeitia, 2016; Shin & Kim, 2017)¥8 i, IXFERIA
WATRE AR, FEAMEIGED T, ATHRSEI B o0 A e B AL S Il 22 R Ak, BN
FIBREE S FA R IR, XA IR AME RN (Costa, Vives, & Corey, 2017).

HME RN X — R 56— IR IAE Keysar 28 NQ012)IBFFLH, M3, FEAMEREE T, AR
SFAMZEA PTG, AT AT 50% W] BEVE X Joek, WA 50%M I BENE T Y Ju(X > Y) IR,
PR AE BB RS TR T A R AR R 2K AR FH AME TR, A2 BRI 55, 1 S A0 ) T4k
MM E B KA IR, B RiE. Costa 55 NQ017)X R R FIfERE 2, ERHEREE T, KZHHE
T Ew BT R, BT AR RS TESMENS ST, AR n) T R AR AT R, L
g RS S 2, SR R . R U, AME A 2 AR A NATTAE P SR I B 2 b R F e IR R A,
B B L PR 52

1.2. SMERR - B9 DIEHLE
KT HMERR P AR EALE], BEEMTC2 5 T JUMA R R . Herh— AN T RS iE
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S5O V8 AR AR R 00N T3 18 (dual-processing theory) (Stanovich & West, 2000). ZFEiIA N, NEPHER
YeRs, —EBRANMILARS, H—ELEHIINTRS. AN TRSELHINF N B T7 202 33,
BEAKEER, EPNREFM TSR EMRD, AR RN T, BEEmT. WL, Mtk
T, N T R G AL BN A 2 T B 2 M S SRR R R A, XA Ty NG . T
FINA, M AMERAT SR IR, NP B4 RG22 B52m, 35 S8 7 AME B =R (O,
s R, YA, 2017). —J7TH, AN ECEZERAIGS, BUNAXS TEHERIR, KA IMERR 1)
AT BEAICAH B2 ) N FE R AE R OR 9, I AS 5 51 K B it sh e tEa i g, 5—Jim, ANWHEE
AP nag, OAADN TR IR, AMBEESE S 7 AT ORI BAEE, AN Z AT
SR SCFEAT RG 4 T o 1 A 3R A0 B, ARG 5 1 e TEIN A o SR A R i AR e RO A . AR LA )
FERAE, BHIN L RSP NE S A (Evans, 2008), {FHAMEX —INENIHEEAR BT EH M8 T1X—
MRS, BRI RRERINT, XFAME RN T3 & B E 2 Hm TR X, gyt
T AN SO0 BT 40745 0] 2 57 (Costa, Vives, & Corey, 2017).

Ty Tl E 2 R W A 4 D) 1 FH AR SR ARSI 155 28 B0 A L BRI 55 28 P
TS AR TT DR HCEEE . SR B /DI e NAE 25 10 S 4k /5 X (Hayakawa, Tannenbaum, Costa,
Corey, & Keysar, 2017; 5K&F2, 81, 2017) XPIGEEBOEFEE 2 57 A2 B BRE A ZME A& 1) 15 o=
XA FE: — KNS, SHERAERAFEHENRENES T B0, MAME R AL EA A
(ARG I, DRI, UGB T A% B2 11 265 I S 58 2 AT e 2 I8 T 0 BB i (Ivaz, Costa, &
Dunabeitia, 2016).

1.3. AREMREE SRR

EE PR H B E AR, REAFERERN - JXOEE, (B2, XEXUEH 1905 AGEREE AT
EAEH RIIMEZESR: . B4, ST EAEARFESEEKFRRGES, HRRR & BRI H S E RN e ?
Costa %5 N(2017) G HEM, RASMEAKF S A A A PRSI AR T R MBS 1T 24 PR SR 145
KL RREE T, MBI SR TR QUIRHEIMERZER, T ERKER I TES T, 1/
MR B R O R A B

Dewaele (2010) I AR, FME K w1 BN AME IR 1S54 117 28 18 b A i KPR BN BE 3
Fo FET NATTRE S E RO AR AL (0 B AR T DA, AF XS B 5 P 17 98 02 TT R 4 11 55 R AR TEAIME SR
& ERIAMERN, XA SCRF T Costa 25 AN (2017)IfE ¥ . Shin Al Kim (2017)Z 3R F 1 AME KX IME
RUSLIIREIE ,  ARATTHIE 0 45 SRR B AME AR FR B s, AN NS, AER A AT AT 7K P A e S
AP B CAMEKFRIVES, G Z —ANEMATERR, X —rREEWNAE. BHAT L, Hk
AW A TR E I - FEUE H A T E AR Costa 25 N Q017 MR W I, ASHT 704 A 4 [ 1k 9%
G E AT B IR (D8 AT I FE AR, 1R FOSUR 3R B SR 5 B v, R ok 53 1AM E K P (a s s
)X R SR R R AME N (2, IR IME RS FIAFTE A, 5 A RAME RN B FIR 5T

SEHONE R FH A I T R 0 H B0 e ) B S B o R AR P O, gk RO A
VBN BT AR bR RIA0 SRAME RS B T MRS B3 T RRE R B N M55, BURRAZAEAME RN «
BATIIA: A SNBSS ORI TP AR R AME RN, R 5 FH A o SR R iR A5 e T
FAREE 8K 110 % T A8 E AP RAR A R A, H T AATIAE A B B R @& B K &R TR S N L,
IRAMERLE B TR TS R AL, R AT T SME S S o) i I B4R g vl ge > T REEE B,
AR VoA AME R SR AR 1T 2 vT R T8 A BEE R s FEAME KPR A b, B AE S
iR A 0 AR B 2 R
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2. LI§—
2.1. A&

2.1.1. #i

PR R B BRI R 78 AR g A, BBk 4 BIEBETEAMMIHGRE, & A SR 74
No BARERTE 19 £ 22 B2 [A(M=19.77, SD=0.68), WHEF4E 12 N, &4 62 N. T #R K EHEER
DS, EERMATNEE 8. MRS IRMERE, KEs, e B IR

MR AR R 2 B U R 8, Bl =4, SNBSS AME AP RS FISME
AKPEARE . IMEKTFEGEER 24 N, HRFIE NI RGO HMERN 571.67, WiEZER 12.43; SMEK
AR 25 N, HREETOE SRS N 531.68, brEZEN 14.09; JMEKTFHARHSE 25 A, H
KEEYEE R RGO ME N 477.96, brdEZEN 20.39. L0, = AMNHARIKFIOEN R RS H & %=
S, F(2,71) = 210.618, p < 0.001, ZFHAER. W TIMEKFEEmARBEIK, 11 AFBBIMEREEE, 13
NS BCRRHER B, 5 TAMEACE P2 R, 14 A BERIMEREES, 11 AR B FHERS L, % T4t
BACPEARAMHER, 11 A BRESMEREEE, 14 AR RHE 5.

2.1.2. #8
AR FEFELL N RIE-E
o REATAMANET, — DT 1048k, Ho A 1 ALER 55— T 1000 M2k, HAo HF 99 4
AR, A BB — B —FE, HABE EMZEN. MAEKBRERET, A RerEekng
o IMAERPE SR, WEARAREN T3k, RS2 — 2. WRAR L BRE — & T OREEER, IRk
BB ET? (A)RA 10 0Bk G 1AM E T (B)EA 1000 MR, HFH 99 MBI &1
o EELURNP/MNED. WIEARARIE A AR, REE 100%0) L3RG 3] 1 ok WRRE T et tiedl,
PRFEH 50%H)JLEAFH] 2.5 76, 50%MJLEAFH] 0 Jo. EMREMHIEERTEE SIS, KRR
2275 i S (Keysar, Hayakawa, & An, 2012). (A)ZA B354 (B)iZ4kttzdd.
T8 H B9 SRR B s 230
XPEE— R, i A AR EBYERAEA, PO EE =5 i 7 LS 1 i) 5, T VA A L0 BRAE T
HEMZ /bW, ik B REEWMMH, FOHR R OSE Rk 2N 20>, WA BB
PR AR, i A RERERER, BN R AR XS 75 B0 (Uas, TS T B R
TH 1% B AR S B4R H .
SEESAE XA N — G AR, IR APRHE F ik B2, EH Visual Basic w515, 7RG
BRSBTS .

2.1.3. &t MERF

AWFFCRH 3 % 2 BRI 230 it SRR A B AR R IME A S 5. BRI
I HE B (BHE, AME). EWMIESEE T, BT e amE, ZRE TR SEMEH
& HBHEQUE) 2 2 HAMECE) 2.

SEI RO BRI AT, LIRS TR A R . MR AR AT AR, ARSI IE ST 2R, S
B RSB S R R B AR il G, 30K 0 A e g AT, TSI R .
WARE BIEE— A FUER TR B, A TR WHIF RS, & BRI -—E M E .
ZH e -HEIERAE L, BRI, IR “Hie” W, Ao HBEE a5 IE
He—H R L, BERGMEIERE, R BB AT S8, RRgilic s =g REm
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Bz R IR — ik e, bR EH S BoR—1T K7, SRR — Rk £ rh 3R 28 15 D (3R
31 70, 2.5 Jus SORT) . L H 5530 WeAT Bl Bt i BB i) S e, aan] BUE I o E R I H A
PR A AR o R B U DU N 2 R SIS AN, R el 5 — R P R 2R 1 DL A
PSP . A SIS FE T B 3~5 e

2.1.4. BB

AR T AR PR TR it 7 B A 151
4y, B 1 4. itHAGHRIEES, H8oE, ROIR I IE
{8 ARSI AEA ¢ K06 Lo A REE S BE A VMBS B N 107850 .

S HeH FH Excel 2013 H1 SPSS 20 A2,
22, 5R

1 IR T AR E RHE R AMETS B RSB 15 . MOrEEAR ¢ K IR LS R EH, AMEKTERIR
M RIEAMEE B N BB C T REEE S Ry, ZERBEEEE, (24)=19, p=0.07. X FEAGH
SEAME AP Rk UL, BHERE S MAMERE I R0 2 %A BEER, 1(24)=0.533, p>0.05; XFF
BABEAMEACPFRR, RHEESASMEES T RS 2 MIREREZER, 1(23)=-0.583, p>0.05.

7y, B A0 AL ATSO
SBYERIREBEBR o AR50 R B,

Table 1. Aggregate scores achieved by participants in two language conditions

= 1. RNEYMEK IR ERHEFIMEBIR P IRE S D (FREE)

BHENG 5 B 55
AME KRR AR 3.64 (1.22) 2.64 (1.43)
AME KRR 3.27(1.49) 2.93 (1.69)
AME KPR L 2.92(1.38) 3.27 (1.56)

T REEIHY 5 5

TR, S —AE =S BRI AME RN o (E S, AT AR I S0 — A7 — L SR PR
B, ARSI EMRE, SRR R B #R TG K2 TR AT e I AR SGE Tk R R, K
BRI ZETE AP AT R TR R R, MR, AEASEI g B “AMEACE AR e sE
PrAMEAKF AT BE R M ), AT R EIRIME, P RAEAMERN . LR, SRBR Ja  #il
W, AT AT AR PO BG5BT 3k —, AR MR A T R . BRIk, FRATIHE
S8 PO IR RN CACSCEE b 2D A S AN AR X A T RN R R A

3. L —
3.1. &

3.0.1. #iR

Bl ok B AR AL 58 4% BBk | AARETCRHR, RN 57 N, FEAE 18
229 B2 CFFER N 22.18 &, briEZEDy 2.53), BAAEEAE 8 N, L 49 No FrA Bl i REEHTZ L
W, JEERAATREE i85 . SOk SRR, R R, M sR I IR

K 2 LREHE T TSEIE RS, BRSNS KA BN RN I D S
RIEHER IR BT G AR N =, PRPIMEACFE (19 N) AMEACEHEEQ20 N)FISME
HKPEARAL(18 N)o S IR BEIISEE BSHE DL 2 20 Forr, $R4EL L SE1E DU 90t B i 38 A S Bl
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A, BRI %55, B R KR IE =L ZR, T BAE R BIAME AT B R 4l
X AMEAKFR A IR, 8 AR RISMEE S, 11 AR BHEE S X TAMEACE & H B,
14 NYERISMESS, 6 AorBCRIBHER S, W THIRABEL, 11 A ERISMEREE, 7 Ao B &
AR

Table 2. Average scores on foreign-language tests achieved by participants with different foreign language proficiency

% 2. X 2 WRHOKERATHEGTES)

R ST T RS RE GBS PGS Ll BEE T RS
HME KRG 481.69 (46.95) 421.00 (52.86)
HME KA 509.36 (30.67) 503.06 (24.89)
AME KPR 2 575.56 (32.91) 574.56 (37.11) 70.83 (5.19)

T REEIGE RN LIFEY 9 710 735 LV SHEDY SR> A 100 73

3.1.2. #8

I 2 BT EE S 1 B —EEH, AR 88 H (Costa et al., 2014):
o —ARBEEREEA—AMEERM AR AN 1.1 BT, BREELLERDT 1 BT, 15 RIERER A A A2 2

(A) 1 Bkyt; (B) 1.05 Byt (C) LA EBERIIAIEM.
o LIRS EHLEEHINE S MRETFE S 8k, 4 100 SHLESHIME 100 A5 AR E 2 K a2

(A) 20 4%t (B) 100 734t (C) 5 40%h.
o WEAH —ANEMN, BERIENKHRE SR . CHXAHEMHT 48 KiHaE R 7 BANHE, 0

BT 2K ESE TR ?

(A)47 K; (B)24 K; (C) LA EBERBIAIEH.

PA b H R3S RRAE P s 2 30

P H # Lk R T N R, B A A TR R IE TR — NIRRT, 4 R AR 2 ANk T
bR, A E A S B — St Sealdsr o, WK B4EmEH: &Rtk
TP PR EMET, AR EELER R TRFiEH

SR AE AR A — BB IC A G, SEISAPRIE UK E 23, 7 Visual Basic S 52T, 7R
BT e FIEMSEIAT S .

3.1.3. &It FiERF

A TR 3 % 2 [RORUR MR ) 5236 Wit o SIS H AR B AMB K T e, B Ast
WG S S (RIE, SME). EWMIBESEER T, BB R T4 e M, 2 57T SiEME E
& FRHE (DUE) 2L 2 F AMB(GHE) 23,

SIS AE PR RIAT S0 2 AT o BARTE S8 BT 20 1) T AR SR AL AR I (1 81 B Gt 78 S50 1E P 4R 2 /1
ARG P — 0 S s R B . AR w iR, BB EICA B s BIaRImRT, 772
IORET . BRI TR S PR, R B H IR AR B, . SRR, MRS AT R B .

3.14. BUBDH

A AT AR IE PR LG TR W N7 BE AR ERE T 1 4y, EEF 0y, —3L 4
B 4 4y IHEE AR, oz YR iE R R bR . ARG RN E T £
MR8 N AIAZ AR, PRSI REA ¢ 46560 LU REE A R AME H R SR 2 5o

S KedE B Excel 2013 A1 SPSS 16 AbFE .
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3.2. &R

%3 BN T ZHMATE BRE AN SME S 5T S b e 1R B 4R 8 A5 0 S5 5

PR T Z T R ER, ESBENEMNAEE, F2,56)=2260,p>0.05. 4MEKTHIERMN
IR, F(2,56) =0.506, p > 0.05. if 5 1E B MIME K BAEH#EEE 2, F(2,56)=2.689,p=0.078
(L 1),

Table 3. Aggregate scores achieved by participants in two language conditions

= 3. RNEYMEKFHRIRERHEFSIMEBIR P IRE S 2 (FREE)

A5 IR ZME
AME KPR 2.38(0.52) 2.8 (0.92) 0.42
AME KRR 2.17(0.75) 3.07 (0.61) 0.9"
HME K R 4 3.00 (0.67) 2.67 (1.22) -0.33

T 7 FOR p<0.05. RELBDHIED N 4 7

3.20
3.00 ~ HIBKESR
. w— K
;)H)LJ 2.80° A s
?ié.; 2.60- ,,/ 5
4 240. /
220
2.00.

BHELH SMEA

Figure 1. Interaction between language condition and foreign-language proficiency

B 1. ESBREMIMNEKFENRZEER

MSIFEAR ¢ W IR2E KR, X TAMEACHEARIIBER U,  BEETSBAAME 5 AIFE S B
REZER, (17)=-1.164, p>0.05; FMEAKTHERPAAERHEER T ESs BB M TIMNEHE T
By, 1(19)=-2.824, p<0.05; W TEEEEIMNEKTFERK, BEEEEMIMERSSE T Ras LR EE
5, #(18)=-0.725, p>0.05.

4. W1ig

AT FEIR I I SR I AR A6 5T R B AR I - e RUE S BEAAR Th 52 1 HME PR B e 5 rh 1K A8 RURE
I, SREe 1 s RN, AMEACTFRARMIBAAZR I 1 R IME RN, BIFESMETS 5 N L BEE TS
BE N RIS A R R AT SR s T T AME AR S A AME K R SRR, AME R
RIEFNEE . St isess 2 MIAESME KPR S BRI T 53 I AME N

FATHEN, SLES 1 R ILAMENE 5L T ARAME KP4 i 7 o R 4 1) 48 F 7 T AS i BREAS 5 R BRI ME
AKPRE, AT RS R BR A SME SCAH AT R AR A, A R ERANS 2R BEIESES L, D
BT IR A BRI ) AR By AT R AR, DRI R T B AR ) IR R IR R R IR A R . BN
R5 Stanovich 1 West (2000)4 t 8980 T HEE M s AR RF o« X0 TERIA N, NAFFAE T 5,
— PR ECIREM B A A RN T, OB, A RERER: —FREE R R 0
T, W e, TEG TR, FOWEEEIESARE, el Ef) ot 2m Tid a4
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LrE R BIR, #EMAH B3 (Kahneman, 2003) 0 5T A 5256 oAb T AME B 5% T ) AME K FRAR IR T 5
B SN ORISR R S A R B R, ERFR R BRI RS, ARk THE S I L R AR E A
Bt NI, A B D A AR AR R N AR S AT N L, BRI SR AR K T BB B T A E
ACPEARE R 5250 2 %A G RIS 1 HAMEAKCFRARE B A E SN ) %, AT Re & A FEA
RN

SEEG 1 AL 2 IR, AMEACERE BRI KA AME RN, XA Costa 25 A(2017) ]
A5, BIRSEFH AME KPR REEE, AME SR T % . X R ] e 2 RO AMEKE @ B2
FEREIT, PRok 3 (8 F AME F AR RS 58 F RS (AR B AR H B0, N T AME AN 55 2 Ein T RRAE K F2
FE S RN T RS0, ULE T UskHEEHIMEGR, HACR S HRHEREERA K. X — st
T Shin Al Kim (2017) IR FLSCHRE, ABATHISEEGSE RIFIRER B, AMEAGFRERE S, MBS/

XFTAMERE PSSR, SEI0 1 FISRES 2 /98 T AR R, S50 1 FAMERN RILEIRE, 5
SIS TAATE, TIREA LR R Bk, 8 H W E AT ReAAE—E . 7ESL50 5 ViR oA
ARAIR R, WAL, ST 1B R TR, ARATTTE 2 R BELIE SR, X EIRATERE S R
POl H BN EARF. I, S VNS WIERE, HEmD. Hik, L5 1 MgalEBovE T 6
FEAE ), R [R)AME KT 4R35 ok BRIV R 2 T8 K T i s AR TEE TR 24, AT 300K
Pk B R, R E] CAMER TR AR S BRAME K T R R R . SRS 1 1
SRS 2 A AP AR IR T S E T LR R, SRE 1 R SRR RS TSR 2 AR
KRR

SEEG 2 X SEES 1 IEE B BT T ORIy e, RPN TS R, RN T A =R Ak, TE
W RIE I T, W0 S A VG A B BRIV K 2 0 R P IR KB il AR, WA I 2 1 s
FRG, A N A L e S L SEBR ISR KA — 8. SEES 2 SR BN, AMEBKE & Bk I TE
TR TAHMERR, BIEAMENS 5T L BRE G T 5 240 s IH M 4EBEAT Do, 245 R 5 SEiR )
K

SEEG 2 BUE T Costa 5 N (2017) MR & HH B B ZL M — 55, RIAME RSN = A2 FAME K R S35 1 Pk
REFEH . SRR R A RE AR R B GR HE FAME TR T, DR AE A A o R AR TR
FENTE Z N EN LRI B AT o I A B 2 B, B T RN AR R R A R s (R, REE
THFERIX — N EI IR, RIS A R SAT S nid 20 g,  DAE T ok B W AT E AT
%o B2, XTFAMBEKPRERREET S, FHIMNEME A0 & E BR8] 75k, NILF R E BN
MG SRAE T RO, 5KEE, ARG, A, 2017).

R FAAFAE— LA R 2 Ak o Horpofie = 21 5 B R B L e b, DRI AF 9 45 1 R AR X 47,
AR FEAT ZHE NP — PR . R, RIFFAELE T UDGE N ERE . PASGENIME R
—JERUEE, AR SR RLZIG N CAHE A REE . DASGE R AMNE 1 — S 00E ol dl, st
FHAEE,

5. &t

Se6 1 ANSRE 2 FA EILFEIIAIE T Costa 25 A (2017) 3 T AMBE RN P2 A2 S AF B o SE56 1 7] AR
BIRFH HIINE AP G RHEE I, AMERNIRIE T HRFCEINEKCT BRI, A7 2R
BEATIE SN L, ARMERAE R SR BCLr REEAR 5, AEAME (G ST U BHEDUR) 8 T R 3

I B EBEAT FIT S . SEIG 2 RN TAME KPS 5, R SR A2 P R SME RN A R
BEN

g1 M
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oM
T AR K LA TR R
E&ME

BT T8 #RIIE R A ARERA TS QAT S50 H (K )M 2018 AR A “sit-&l”
T H OR 2 Az Beb e 30 H D 306

&E ik
A, Bk, FE, FEQ017). REAT AR A B R A AME RS BUIR S R . O FE, 23(1), 80-91.
KRR, BF2017). AMERN: R WU SETIE. FEG KO 545, 25(1), 45-49.
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(1) There are two boxes in front of you. One box contains 10 balls, only one of which is red. The other box
contains 1000 balls, only 99 of which are red. All these balls feel perfectly identical despite the difference in
colours, and you won't be able to know the colour of a ball unless you take it out of the box. You are informed
that you will get a prize if you take out a red ball. If you are allowed to reach into only one box and get one ball,
which box will you choose?

A. The box that contains 10 balls, only one of which is red

B. The box that contains 1000 balls, only 99 of which are red

(2) Consider the following two options. If you press the red button, you will get 1 RMB with probability
100%. If you press the green button, you will get 2.5 RMB with probability 50%, and 0 RMB with probability
50%. Think carefully before you press any button, because this will be put into practice.

A. Red button

B. Green button

SEAG 2 v SEEG AR SE SRR -

(1) There are two boxes in front of you. One box contains 10 balls, only one of which is red. The other box
contains 1000 balls, only 99 of which are red. All these balls feel perfectly identical despite the difference in
colours, and you won't be able to know the colour of a ball unless you take it out of the box. You are informed
that you will get a prize if you take out a red ball. If you are allowed to reach into only one box and get one ball,
which box will you choose?

A. The box that contains 10 balls, only one of which is red

B. The box that contains 1000 balls, only 99 of which are red

(2) A baseball-bat and a baseball-ball cost 1.10 Euros in total. The bat costs one Euro more than the ball.
How much does the ball cost?

A+ 1 Euro

B. 1.05 Euros

C. None of the answers above are correct

(3) If it takes 5 machines 5 min to make 5 keyboards, how long would it take 100 machines to make 100
keyboards?

A+ 20 minutes

B. 100 minutes

C. 5 minutes

(4) In a lake, there is an area with flowers. Every day, the area doubles in size. If it takes 48 days for the
area to cover the entire lake, how long would it take for the area to cover half of the lake?

A. 47 days

B. 24 days

C. None of these answers above are correct
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