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Materials.

A stranger approached a museum curator and offéredcan ancient bronze coin. The coin had an
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authentic appearance and was marked with the déeB5C. The curator had happily ma
acquisitions from suspicious sources before, histtiime he promptly called the police and had

stranger arrested. Why?"

the

Subjects.
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Warmth as a function of correctness.
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Insight pattern analysis.
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Figure ], Distributions of warmth ratings for four intervals leading up to corvect (left panel)
and incorrect (right panel) responses to the B.C. problem, Experiment 1.

Method
Procedure.
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Subjects.

o LHIEAMORZA 444,

Materials.

1. The horse trading problem: A man bought a hors&&6rand sold it for $70. Then he bought it
back for $80 and sold it for $90. How much moneay kié make (or lose) in the horse trading
business?

2. The chain problem: A woman has four pieces of chaach piece is made up of three links.
She wants to join the pieces into a single clogagl af chain. To open a link costs 2 cents and
to close a link costs 3 cents. She has only 15cetuw does she do it?

3. The gardener's problem: A landscape gardener éngnstructions to plant four special treeg so
that each one is exactly the same distance froim efihe others. How would you arrange the
trees?

4. The oil and vinegar problem: A small bowl of oilcaa small bowl of vinegar are placed side|by
side. You take a spoonful of the oil and stir sually into the vinegar. You then take a spoonful
of this mixture and put it back into the bowl! of. &hich o)
of the two bowls is more contaminated?

5. The postcard problem: Describe how to cut a hote (o] (o)
enough to put your head through in a (three by ifindn)
postcard. (o} (o] (o]

6. The triangle problem (see Figure 2): The triangl@s to
the top of the page. Show how you can move thnetesi © (o] o] o
to get the triangle to point to the bottom of tkeye. ek et te gl 10 poot 5 he oo o e oge

Results
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Warmth as a function of correctness.
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Insight pattern analysis.
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Experiment 3
Method
Materials.
® 777720 (Sherman, personal communication, 1985)
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Procedure.
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Experiment 4
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CORRECT SOLUTION |INCORRECT SOLUTION
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Figure 4. Dastributions of warmth ratings for four intervals leading up to correct (left panel)
and incorrect (right panel) responses 1o anagrams, Experiment 3.
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Results and Discussion
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® Table?2
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Experiment 5
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Results
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Comparison of Experiment 4 and 5
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Additional Analyses
® IENIFEEICKIT HIEE LREDHE (Table 32 1)

Table 3

Temparal Comparison of Warmth Ratings for Correctly
Versus Unsolved Problems or Anagrams

in Experiments 2, 3, 4, and 5

CQuarters
Type of problem 1 2 3 4
Experiment 2 (prablems)
Correct 3.69 386 1.96 4.53
Mo solution 3.04 319 3.05 284
Experiment 3 (anagrams)
Correct 1.65 1.87 2.01 213
Mo solution 1.70 1.91 210 2.21

Experiment 4 (anagrams, no guessing)

Correct 1.43 1.70 1.68 161
Mo solution 1.36 1.47 1.51 1.43

Experiment 5 (anagrams, guessing)

Correct 1.54 1.64 1.87 2.45
Mo solution 1.26 1.50 1.49 1.52

- EoWT, EE > RE
>  IEERFOFFEIIRIZEY DNTWDE DT TIERY (EH 2> TWAH DT

720N)
Conclusion
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Table 1
Warmth Ratings on the Last Three Intervals Before Solution
Jfor Correct and Incorrect Responses
in Experimenis 1,2, 3, 4, and 5
Interval rating
Response N Third last Second last Last Solution
Experiment | (problem)
Correct 19 205 2,42 347 10
Incorrect 33 292 1.57 525 10
Experiment 2 (problems)
Correct 29 3.52 373 4.60 10
Incorrect 29 4.16 4.64 502 10
Experiment 3 (anagrams— 10 not required)
Correct 16 2.06 2.19 2.62 9.78
Incorrect 16 210 216 253 7.86
Experiment 4 (anagrams—no guessing)
Correct 23 1.29 1.50 2.20 10
Incorrect 23 1.78 1.91 263 16y
Experiment 5 (anagrams——guessing)
Correct 20 1.92 2.25 2.81 10
Incorrect 20 2.61 267 383 10
Note. [n Experiment 1, subjects are divided into two groups on the basis
of their performance on the one problem; in the other experiments,
subjects’ carrect and incorrect responses on all problems are consid-
ered.
Table 2
Proportion of Problems or Anagrams Showing an Insight or an Incremental Pattern of Warmth Ratings
Insight pattern Incremental pattern N
Condition Correct Incorrect Correct Incorrect Correct Incorrect
Experiment 1 b 14 21 62 24 a7
Experiment 2 66 56 11 08 56 80
Experiment 3 79 66 06 06 227 iz
Experiment 4 76 76 A5 22 385 55
Experiment 5 .78 A4 14 32 185 108
Overall T6 52 42 25 877 312

Note. For the insight pattern, the last warmth rating before the rating with which the response was given was no more than 1 peint greater than the
first rating given in the protocol. For the incremental pattern, the last warmth rating before the rating with which the response was given was at least
5 points greater than the first rating given. ®

o<«

Figure 3. The triangle problem solution. The three points
of the triangle are rotated around the central rosette.
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