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Abstract

Stock-flow (S-F) failure in the judgment of stock-flow relationships is a typical failure in people’s
understanding of accumulation problems. The correct understanding and management of stock
and flow are of great importance to society, enterprises, and individuals. In this study, experiment
I used the shopping mall customer volume task to select the fifth grade, middle school, high school,
college and the elderly group to investigate the differences of deposit-traffic errors and types in
different age groups. In experiments II and III, drawing task was used to select three age groups,
namely junior, senior high and university, to investigate the differences in the use of correlation
heuristics among different age groups, as well as the differences in the simple matching between
stock and flow. The results show that: 1) With the increase of age, the proportion of stock-flow
failure and maximum value point selection decreased, and the proportion of Gap point selection
increased, but the old group showed a rise and a decrease respectively. 2) With the increase of age,
the proportion of subjects using correlation heuristics decreased. 3) With the increase of age, the
percentage of short answer matching between the stock trajectory and the inflow (outflow) tra-
jectory decreases, while the percentage of simple matching between the stock trajectory and the
net flow trajectory increases.
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1. 518

BEE N 38T AR AN S AR AR A A5 ) AN IR IR, 20055 F1AE 25 BR BT AT RR4E R T N Attt B A
WHESEH T “HAL—&” ST D27 SRS R LURAIHT . i, e, R FRELRK
JRPRE, EXIRRSLR NI E S, TR T B R RIS R RS R . i SRR B
Bia BN A RGP R AK 5K REEAFIR R 0 R AT IER R, AT Re8 R R (T
e E55, 2018). SRITRFLE K e 75 BT PIRR AR IR, DERRENAS RGP R v KRS VORI R R,
AR 32 RS 1 ) BT ) o B R R I R B

Y NAHEXBES R RARE AT AW, BERZE&SEHENN, MESNFE. RELHEN
(IR R PP A R TE (Kapmeier et al., 2016). XMILRFN “fF - EHTR” (Stock-Flow Failure, iR
“S-F #ii%” ) (Diehl & Sterman, 1995). i & /& 18 A TE AL [A] Y B AR 2, G — AR
2. 5KHRES, AEAERAE. REEMFRESEN. FREERRPTEEL KRS R R
THRE, ER—MERETE, W, KAEZEMBSE. B EAS, NRSRAT s 4tE B
(Forrester, 1961). {7& AR M-SR RGDYERIIER, KIE RS BYEXS Tif P 75 B 2005 5 1 17
A R H B (Asik & Kucuk, 2021). S-F £ EEASH =MiEa: B & ) FI W o 7 248 (L
8) K A7 B AE IR ) A AN () S (D)« R it = (e 4 W R A7 (i #1028 (Sterman, 2008 & 2012;
Ranney et al., 2012). DAMERFFELI, S-F BRI SFMESIEE SR S ZI0E, 7™ F 200 A Wy HoE DL
fK(Gonzalez et al., 2017), Sterman (1989) 15 1M PG P4 S5, SR Al 13 ok 44 ) ¥ S A0 A7 S A B /s
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b, BB RAB KRBT, Sterman (2002)#2 H % 855, FIFEEEBUH ARG
B H,  FRER PR RIZ ), A 58.3% R R ARy BB, 56. 5% R Al R A AE
Jensen il Brehmer (2003)38 i 7] # i E /n UL 5 S T B (W B ATEE AE KB I, LEp xS X B Fhsh 9 28
AP AR BT AT, 62.5% BT iR . HEAL, BRI IR AR AR RS
WEOR TS EGR . EREFRE. FESRE. NMAEIR S B HE G0 R4S 2 S i 3
S-F %1% (Brunstein et al., 2010; Kainz & Ossimitz, 2002; Ossimitz, 2002; Dutt & Gonzalez, 2012). S-F 4&i% ]
BEAZ T S-FARSSAEH 1 AMVE O BRAE, T AN A2 0] S AR R 2 ¢ P AN 2167 (Sterner et al., 2019).

Cronin %5 A\ (2009)iA A, F7i B 5% R AW 11 S-F #5572 B 2Bk 8 & 2 (Correlation Heuristics) 5211,
RI A R AR R B RGAFIR K R AN R AR B B4R . fEX — B4R, A
WA SRR NSUEIT R AU, SECHIWTE R (Dutt & Gonzalez, 2012; Fischer & Gonzalez, 2016). H
AT, SRR 5T P A 22 B R R G IBE R AR O BRI . Chen (2011)iACH “24k” Al “ibfe” 2
WHIPIFEAETE S, AR EATIR, R, R/ANERME: T RERa R (A AT AR . R AS o 48 S0 ST )
FAE], AN RE AT DAEE & AR R S, i, Rda it AR B AT LR A . B3 &
AR AR R EY R, O IEEA TR . X WS B AT, AR R O RE—
) R B, TR AR (A B . SRR RSB AER AT 2% “d " 5 “%k” BiE, A
“% {K w2 (Object Bias)” .

SENENIKFRIFEM, AMAH H 2 IR B S 5 95 SR B 7 AR B 2 0 A 25, 19 an 2 A i 22
= AR FECE T, 2007) 0 FIARAREIR RGN AR SZIREE T HEA, © BIRSFEE MERIAFK
RIEAWIFEAC, (BA 258423 2% (Chen, 2007). [RINF, MALE HILS AW ZRT, FEAEPIFE IR 5 “%
7 IRE GO, B R SR (H) BB AR N . AR SR () A N, ik A
A B B I ] A IR e SO R TS A B S AR B, At A B3N
[ ERARE SR EZ B ZE, /e e Ovd . BIbnT i, A7 E S AR B 75 20 5 Ak
A SR L A2 .

BRI, ABTFEIRH, ANFERARIKE RAMATE 78 AR R S R AT, 2 75 2 IR AR B A i ZE R EE 1Y
ANTRE A FH ORI JE R AR I 22 5, 17 51 R L S-F R BB AR 22 5 2 AN R EIKSF A
PRAEAE I SRIR R AU, RS SRR AR S () B B SR IR A I o B2 5, 3k S 20 A A
[FIZRALP) S-F 45 1% ?

Zi b, AT R A7 A A 55 R i B 55 0 DAL 1) AT . SEle— (A A 55, R
MERERERPAE B, AERY HAE, WEANFTER. Vb, mh R BE0EG EME KR E
% 60 % UL EF NEFEN)TAERH, R 1. AR E R R AW IS, ANFERA S-F #hiri
PSR ZE ST RE . RIX 20 FRRAARE R R AR R, AFEFEEE S-F B ERBE. L5
HEUES, RABREPE T, DERAEE R, WEYIT. S, RESAFRA, JHRHIERK 3:
i TRAFR B DG ZR T I RS, AR 2R OGIDE A R sUBE SR 22 e 2. o SR = A i R SS, ok
M RERRE &, DUER VAR, WEVIT. &, RE=AMERA IR g 4. [EHXRBUE R
U, BAFESRACE) A 51 B ARG P E4E, fEARFERA A ZER T,

2. SL—: F - REBRMAREBENERER
2.1 #ik

FEREMRBUNEA 97 44, W) Qe 81 44 m WL T2 4, R¥ET0O 4. 60 UL EE
FN 115 4. gl AL mns 1 fis.
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Table 1. Age and sex of subjects (M + SD)
% 1. HORERFIMRI(M £ SD)

4 5] o
2H 5] EW ey
L 7
TR 11.21 +0.34 47 50 97
yIrp 14.37 + 0.57 41 40 81
B 17.32+0.51 35 37 72
Ko 21.56 +2.11 34 36 70
BAE 64.45 + 3.78 53 62 115

2.2. SEHMPR

K H Sterman (2002) I & AT 55, {3 AWhrdr 26 I 2B RT3 30 2380 A AN N EORTES A
(w1 R #O T EEIZ DA A, RIER Bk NI AR 2 (Q1 = 3); Wi B SR
B2 (Q2 = 20); MR Er TN I RN EUR 22 (Q3 = 14); MR 417 A 1 A B0/ (Q4 = 30). Q1. Q2
K6 7 RS B REIS TR R, Q3. Q4 KIh 1 iR BRI AR B 1) R B AR L o

123456 7 8 91011121314151617 18192021 22 23 2425 2627 2829 30

B (580D

Figure 1. Materials used in shopping malls for customer volume tasks

1. BmEEESZRERMER

TETR BT N S AN B 2 (QI) I, Bl i R NBHEE AN NS Z I RN, 72 BT N B
DB 14 BT, HEANBE TREITASL ZREIT AN THEANSL BRI FEE 14 235
VRS HEMR B3 N B N KR > QA it i R NBE S 14 70 8h 2 AT RFEIE N, 25
FREE/D . TR 14 70815, ErP Pk ih 2 A IEABUZ 5 14 20 BRETIPI(E, BILIERESS 30 708t

FIE QL. Q2 a1 IEAA AR Bl FT AR AR 2 I, it iX el tH Il S-F R RO . Horp, it
NEAE IR SRR AME SRR “WAE R A ]S LR N OB (AT BT A=
RN “Gap X7, Al geih XLl ik FERE S A Gap X ECE

2.3. SLIRIERF

KAREMRZE, Flrgaloisciartel, REERIETE: “FEREEMNER, REHEME
PTG, IXSRITEREI R R T AR 30 b NI . QUARFRRIACR R D BT A IR, AR
I, AR NEL, LR TTNEL fE 7 BRI &5 B 2 )5, S A .
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24. STIREER

2.4.1. S-F #ixM9 T

Q1 Al Q2 el & IEff M ANBSL 322 N, IEHIR N 74%. 7EiX 322 N, 435045 55.9%F1 42.5% 14
RTE Q3 A1 Q4 I S-F 454%, HARBI AN 2 fivn. 16 Q3 Al Q4 v, BEEFMIMIEK, ¥kl S-F
BEARIIRAN T oy LS BN FIRE B (0 R %, e 2 AR SO B T . PR FISERSZ7E Q3. Q4
HBL S-F R MBI AT R R, 45 R 5.3 (= 18.093, p < 0.001).

Table 2. Five age groups appear in Q3 and Q4 S-F frequency and percentage of the error
2. AAMFIRYATE Q3. Q4 P S-F SRR B L

Q3 Q4

) B
BRI oL BRI Bk
TR 41 68.3 43 71.7 60
i 37 55.2 28 41.8 67
& 32 52.5 23 37.7 61
R 24 36.4 15 22.7 66
EACE 46 67.6 28 41.2 68

2.4.2. Q3 FIEEMERF Gap K27

X AAMER A I HARTE Q3 G FEARAE s AT Gap X I BLIEAT /04T, &5 RUNE 3 Fiom. SAEmedl
IS H LR PR AR 2R Gap X I1E L. RTIT IR 45 RR A, A FEE A HE AU Gap X ik #2 F
F(F =48.861, p < 0.001). FiAEGLH kPG 25 0 E 4 L (78%) 1E FLANE RS A e, B SE IS, ik
BB ST 0 LB TR, K2R AT 4,206 BARAR 55, 111 2 4F 2H 3% F MR AR A5 10 7 40 K (30.4%)
B, AURT FLAFER . MR, R Gap [X ) LA BE A B 1Y K& n,  95.8% 1) K =4 i1k #% Gap X
ZAFERILE R Gap X H 73 LK (69.6%) T B, AN =y T4 AF W 4L 1 43 LK (67.6%) -

Table 3. Frequency and percentage of subjects selecting maximum value points and Gap area in Q3
% 3. Q3 PN IEIFNE = F1 Gap XHYSIURFIE 7 EE

AR A5 Gap X

20531 B
MK [ER BRI Bk
FAER 32 78 9 22 41
] 12 32.4 25 67.6 37
B 5 15.6 27 84.4 32
R 1 42 23 95.8 24
ZA 14 30.4 32 69.6 46

2.4.3. Q4 FIEEAREAF Gap REIA T

X TAER A IBAATE Q4 HIEFARAE RiAT Gap X IR DLEEAT T, SiRUE 4 PR S4EALEK
BRI H BLEFEARE RN Gap XU DL, RITASIREE BRI, AIRFER AT R Gap X g2 57
53 ( = 37.808, p < 0.001). FLAMAERYAHIEFEAE A AKN) 17 20 LLAR A A 34 A Q3 AT, RDBHAEESIE I,

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2023.135252 2052 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2023.135252

Tt %

HFEZ R INEOE 0 LERRAR, 2Bl FARAE A E 0 LE(71.4%) [T, BUR T FLAE LN 95.3%. ik
# Gap X NH 1 70 bG5S Q3 HAMF, BIREGEIE K, £ Gap Rl A 70 HUFss: LJF, 24
ki Gap XAILLHI T REZE 28.6%, (X T LKL FF Gap X 15 70 EL(4.7%).

Table 4. Frequency and percentage of subjects selecting maximum value points and Gap area in Q4
= 4. Q4 PN IEIFIRE = F1 Gap XHYSURFIE EE

AR A5 Gap X
A5 B
AR Bkt AR "otk

TLFELR 41 95.3 2 47 43
Ellasl 15 53.6 13 46.4 28
= 7 30.4 16 69.6 23
K 5 33.3 10 66.7 15
ZH 20 714 8 28.6 28

3. RWZ: F- REFIMPXBEKEEZXNEANFRER
3.1. ik
SR AR 99 4 B ARG 173 & KFLERER 95 4. BRI SN 5 R

Table 5. Age and sex of subjects (M * SD)
% 5. BORERFIMRI(M £ SD)

51 o
A5 ER Rt
% Z
Ellasl 14.67 + 0.43 45 44 99
= 17.53 + 0.53 9 77 173
K 20.72 £ 1.89 35 60 95

3.2. SEEeMR

SKH Cronin %5 A\ (2009) BT It “ (TS ik bk AL > Fe B = AN b 25, ik ik 2 0
— ik 30 438 P FE RT3 AEE N N GRN E)AT S E B H ) B B (] 2 BT B BESRAE N 7 )
7 IR E X 30 44 A R 3 A B A B () AR A . 7E IR B I = HE B PR T
M7 A RPN A BRI EUE. TS AR AERPEH — MR NG N .
NG S| ., %S B AL FRA 0 . XFE LT, BOR B ST AR iR,
ABEATATATH 5L, 4K 1A AT AIE R b [R]85 BT 1 7 /8 (Cronin et al., 2009). SEZIGH7 4> NfET . 2%, HxfE=
FlHERE . B T P ot R R R R B IE B AT, e B b o B SR B I IE L, B
P ARG I okl o PRI F8E mp e i R 0 e AR B IR A, DR — 2 I rh ) E E RS 0 Y
W AETEI D o

o Wl PR S B (7 ) R R 3 5 47 - s SR A — 35, W S B . A7 - TR
FWTFHNE: 1) DERESHNIE, BEAR, FE2 BN, FEMBURFER. 2) 2S5 in R
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VIS, AR AR I (R ) 2 B IR AD) o RN 2 KO BT A AR S R B AR AR R, B
B I T 45 78 R 46 AN BUS T AR 42 BT AH 8 MR 1R . SR K S gk a1 2 15 5B i P
2
AN
BIFAB N\ .
?E N\ .1[/\{&
=
B .
= b AR
N\
04— ———————————————— 0 O PPN — ——
» EiE) (ﬁfﬁ‘)' ‘ » B8] (ﬁ#) » » » A (53‘%&’) »
BL T iipi:3

Figure 2. The materials used for the three difficulties

2. ZFhEREFRfE MR

33. IR

KARENRE, ERlApal st el, RREERETE: “WERHEMNELE, KA
MBI I, X IKIT R BoR T 30 70 Bl iz A EEARTET LR 37 I AN B A ARBR B ARER R B (R
&, RBABPRCRI (0 81), SRERARIEANLL, RANRKRETT AL, R ML EEZ)E, F
£ AL, 210X 30 708 A 3 B B AU AR R Bl RN 2L D BUE . 55 “F 7 b

34. KEHR

KB RFTE 7 RHE SR EPTH B, SREHT—HMER SITEERM 42%., AR
B 2EL B I (A B S R R U — B S AT RO AR R, 4 3 (7 = 6.367, p = 0.041). HIHAERMAL
T 1 77 02 5 I A — U B B 71 (50.5%) ,  FEE SRR K, s BT I () 77 2 5 IR B L A
— I HIE I RETR D, KRN 32.6%AH— 8, EAAENLINZE 6 Fis.

Table 6. The frequency and percentage that the inventory trajectory drawn by the subject is consistent with the flow trajectory

6. WikFrEFENTSRENE—HASURFE S

) SR B Pt 4k
HI 50 50.5 99
=L 73 422 173
K 31 32.6 95

4. FW=: BEENREHTHELENERES
4.1. #i
Y] AR 42 % @ AR 37 . RN 45 &0 alE Ik 7 s
4.2. SKBFHRY
KH Cronin 5 A (2009) BT ) “ @RS " kAol 235K 30 708 A LR HIRE A N EORT &
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TENE B (A 3 o). BOs BB SRAE TR 77 3% 1 IR A L HH X 30 238 P9 s 3 A B A ) AR A 1
Ulo ALK 77 G S A T AEAR SIS R ROV IE, (HERGE TR, B R
I PNEANE, 7L H LA EASZIGHE N 5 E L - B A RS E RS .

Table 7. Age and sex of subjects (M * SD)
7. BORERFIMRI(M £ SD)

51 o
45 S it
% =
ollasl 14.54 +0.27 22 20 42
B 17.49 + 0.48 19 18 37
K 21.03 £ 0.62 15 30 45

9-0:0:0:0:0:0:-9-0-9--0-9:--0:90::0:0:0:-0:0-0-9--0-9--0-9:0:-9:-0-9-.

/

Wi 3 s i

0

T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T 1T

T T T T T T T T
01234567 8 9101112131415 1617 1819 2021222324 252627282930
RN gD

Figure 3. Materials used in experiment 3

& 3. LW =FriE et

4.3. L2
AT TIN5 5 M.
4.4, SRIGLER

43.59% IR AL AR S8 v T L A7 B S IR UL AR — 2, R T A B L SR (H) R
B 5 iE B LA T i, BARTR AL 8 . 47% A0l M AL 5 i
A (H)EHIEH B 53% SIS EM B X =M FEE LT E - L 5B St 2 5 i E

Table 8. Consistent frequency of the inventory track and flow track drawn by each age group
8. BFWREFEFENESRENT—HINE

HRAH)EHIE—E SR et

o 5] ST 5
SR HrE AR "okt

Ellasl 15 68.2 7 31.8 22

= 8 42.1 11 57.9 19

K 7 30.4 16 69.6 23
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A — BT RO, 45 3LE35 (% = 6.681, p = 0.035). FHAEMAIK, ol fF R S (H)
BB SEHR D, WA RS LI 68.20% A% B K 224111 30.4%; 1515 B — S 1
BB TN, M 31.8% L TFE 69.6%.

5. #1ig
5.1. ARIFHRAHIHMERERRAIB A S-F 5%

SIS, HAMERA BRI SEA R BB R, RIfFRESC R BT S-F 85iR. L
NSRS = MARIRAE, AN R 4 A A 28 ORI S R U AR AR 1), T E S T IR OGRS
RABYESBW G AR SREBH R, HMr=4E S-F #%. IEMS MR HESH, KB
R LE R T O BEAE S (Cronin et al., 2009) .

T oo [ 44 T DL 2 A O 22 ) S KA T AR . B2 ) LAY AN H gt B & ik AtE e, IFE 8k
JRTE B FR IR0 R G, BARRIRAR R ATER —BUE . RREEERIAR M B AR B AR 12 3 I =
BEN . HE 7 S0 ARG RN AR R T, X RAIR RGN — A TE A S AE R R BR
BRok, XA AR RS E R . LR FAEARM A, RIS AEAR T A — 3 20
“IFE” 5 R ARG, F SR R B LR AT R, R S-F B R

5.2. EREXFRAMD S-FHERGEFRER

521 S-FHRRENFRER

AW ERRIL, ERF PR T 24 S-F 4R, RO Sl RB e ka4 B &, e —
W, AR B RS RS H BEAE  IE K A B0 S-F BRI LLBIARNT R B, HEZEH R S-F 4R 1 Ll
SMOHILB R IR T X AR SR SRS i =AM A OGBS R AR B ) A . BB
MW, BERISER, AN REE K R 2R8> . S AMETF G2, RS
KAWL =380 BIE R —2Er, AN AE I 8 0% & [0 BT IEH AR IO e ) — N SR i K fi f5
THGEZEIR SRR . B S0 L4y A4 (Fluid Intelligence) #1544 % /1 (Crystallized Intelligence). k&%
JIFEAE SN AN 0] A R e 0 S B T SR R Re 7D, BEAERS ISR N5, B DL IR R
e R 1R G KA IIRE ), SERMA. ULAHRA G, [FIFEREERIEKmmGE, SR sE LU 14
RIFE BT CERAT T, AR, 2012). MRVAE 7K AR A 1 A 5 A SIS AN RIS B ) K
X AZ IR O AR ) R R W AR TS LI LF ) &, RUOEBRSRAE MR AE Z BIAIIN K, BEE TR IR . Xt
B, AR IR R R R I . W TR BRI R, R AN W am, B
HIL S-F EHR I NBUCBIAEIRD, 102 AR BRI T I, R H B S-F #E5R  Eo il
H IR [EH(Park & Lorenz, 2009).

5.2.2. S-FHRAXVENFRER

AR S P LA B K A S 2 B AR S I K AR ST O ) N B, ik HE Gap X ELM BTt %
SELLEPAE S B BT, kR Gap IXIULLBI R FE. XRS50 =, = AMERY AL BT A7
B SN () B — 2 A5 B 5 1 I 02— B0 B B AR R AR — B RIVBE S RIS, B3 E
I, BT OGO E R A, G R A7 SR ()RS IEA SR R LB, 15 i
SERZAMILLGIG N, SMEITF ML, 2RI 45 R Bl A B S () B # AL IEM SRR
1 A5 B [ -

FAF IS YRR A AE SR Gap XM B E A . X 0] B8 T BB R I, MERIA
YNHEFLAE JIAWT R R, SRR ORI AE AR b AN T B IR BB B A3 I A
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B DG 2 9256 9 2 b NN B AN B — S th 2k, RIDIS A7 5N R BARG L. SRT, AN 2
R BN ] R ERAN R SRR A ZEE,  REEE N NEOR BF NE 2% i ZRAHER R, IR R
B A B 2 IR, AR AR S E T AR . AR, 5 TR A A A g
ReJ, P, 4% Gap XAMAM E 4y LU BEAERS KM G 0, JF b T2 4E AR5 B s B TF a0 N B,
FEZ AR A H LK (Nilsson et al., 2009).

6. &it

AR TS = WS IGHE AR DA 218

1) BEERIE, #akhiBl S-F HHR MM FARE A A LL B T 1%, 2E$F Gap XKLL BT, (HZHFH )
B BB T AR . AR R LR 2 57 5%

2) BEEERIEAS, Bl SRR A bL B T B, AN ER RS AR IR 22 R 2 3

3) BEFRIE, HOlR A EPIL SR () BT ) UL EC K B 0 EERRAR, S &l AT
fET SR UCHC IR B 40 s m . AR 2H 1) 22 7 35

E&WH
RETTH A 2R R 5t B)(TJIX18-012) .
S 3k

AR, AFIH(2012). AFROMEEAE R RIS, AR S2E T, 27(S1), 78-87.

A, EEEE, 2MAF, kM, F0HE2018). B RG RRAB R AIN R CEE K. O BB HE, 26(2),
344-357.

FEFTHA(2007). WS HIBTRN F G 22l FL T TSR, 25775 M, 238(10), 48-51.
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