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Introduction

AN OB EBRBERIL, BBkl (TEXRhot) REIZ O W THER T D REICKAT
LTCTW% (Gelman&Wellman, 1991; Gopnik&Meltzoff, 1997; Murphy&Medin, 1985) 73, #l
BINTERNOBETEIRVWERELEOLIICHA I ENTEDLDOMN?

® [KR AN =AX2L (causal mechanism) RCERPEDOFEUZ L > T, BETERWEREZmMD Z &
MNTE D (Gelman&Wellman, 1991; Schulz&Sommerville, 2006) 2%, KIEDHFHE, b
RONDFFIIARTERTH D,

o ik, KNREBMROERLFEICET HH78E, BB I RKMOBRICIRESNTE

(Gopnik et al, 2001, 2004; Lagnado&Sloman, 2004,2006; Steyvers et al, 2003), L/»>L, =
O DOWFETIE, BRI EBIZBES 2 TR0 H 5 R REO F b @RS E72 |, 8l

HTERWERN2WZ ERHRER TS, 2F0, BREZEZ b0, BhzRE
WEZH LI TEE0NE I NI EZ D> TRy (Kushnir, Gopnik, Schulz&Danks,
2003),

® RIFZETIE, BIETERVWKEBEIZOWTHRBHRHREZITO 2B TELHMNE I NITHO>N
TER D,
> AT LRI U A FRICH LT, EREALORREEZEHRE LD X IZEHE ONEGHRA

7o
> RATWIE L B D R BRIIENNOREINTE LT, MEaZ2He LTES »EBnE
IZERbhiz,

o (G ZNEIE, BREMICENTZREMREZHERTD (1), 612, ZMEN LA Z
ENRTEDLREMEOH HRRMEE (B 2) BLY, FrEOWHMRRA =25 (525 3)
DR LATHERAGR IS, RATZRIRMEEIZ SV THER T & 5,

Experiment1

— fEhre (ESEBIITE 2 KRR DHEm 21T 9 00 & 9 I

KR EZ BRI, HELTHL LB TYH, IR ERBEORRENELNDINE I Dy,
Method

Participants: 46 A DA, 11~12 A TR SN D 4 7 L—T7 (2 0El,

Materials: 27 4 v 7 Hh—n~v v (K1, & =)

> BATOHERZ S -0ED Z L THigEZ —EICENT 2 &N T, ErbEx E 152
ETRETOBEENT I LN TE D,
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DIRFET, LUF 3200 FhroiKZ FH-T 5

<>
<>
<>

Front View Back View

-
i iimand |

(1)
—HDAT 4 v VBT DORT v 7 BT
WJFOAT 4w 7 DAL L TE)<
WFDAT 4 v 7 Z—FEIC@NT

> B (association) ATIZEWT, EEREN L (2, HLWVTHIXIZ) BAHND
ETCENL, ZNEF2AROBOEE OMOBERIELZBILE - #HHILZ, 2ok, 1
OOBERTH I (FROMAENBEZIRY Fh3 2 & 23FTE8) 72 LT T O #E) <,

> I A (intervention) FATIZHWNT, FEREN 1 KOHEZFNRRZ LB CEINL, BN
FIZENDBMDOBIZED RO REEEER DN EBE LT, ZD&E, FTOBRODHRN
<,

Procedure

f—=r7x—X
EHELORBEAZEISBEEDOLIICEL DONEHTDH=0, LLTFD 5 204%2 HWT
R (LT TREERK ) Z2HiET25 L —=2 T %1757z,
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FI/ANBRRI BaEILE (K2 THIR),

NI/ BWRIAZELT,

KX/ CWRI/A-BEELE,

KX/ CMWRI/A%Z, FI/VDN®BRRI/BZEAELE,
T=TNDEIHDH I XBAREIKRIZEDTZ,

v

X2

wEOH 15— N0D EIiZHD R 2 0nERE 1 DFRICEBZ, ] TiE, “hidden
cause” ZEWTHIONEFEKE L THWSLNT,
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» TAMT7xz—X
S EBREIET2 AN, 0L OB F R EBMECHB L, ERTIA GMUN L O#EIE) %
To7ee BIVEVIT~ Y 2R LHEAE LT, WAIZLLT Familiarization % V>
7o
Familiarization

A ZENT LB HEE L CEI) LW )i, WD 4 R—HEIc8E, MARLT2
B AR T - & X CHERI S 47z, Griffiths et al (2004) (X% &, v v EOZD@EhE DR
H =%, DB DHERTSMECEORRERE TRIEZ, 0 enb, ARORKFEHER
R EFRPYTIE R <, MEIZEDLPNLTWD EF R 5,
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One observed-cause condition

$ EBREIBAZ6EBRELL, €D 5B ARENE, AB OMENEN Tz, KD D 2 A
TAZENL, BEEINRN-To, ZOLE, AT 28AFR, AL BI3EREL
TEN SHlrsn, FEEIL APRBZSIERITLEHEROTLINETH D,

Common unobserved-cause condition

< BERATTIE, MERIT 4R —REICE e, 2%k, EREFITAIC2HEMAL, MREL
T, BIZARFERTEH P22 o7, Fio, EBRETBIZ2EUIAL, FERIC AT BAR
JRK TE 2 Dr oz, LIei> T, A & BIIBERATOBRME TITmM < HHE L Tz,
AT TIFMSL LT e, LR -> THEBFE, A L BoORWILEFRKOFEL
HEHT X TH D,

Independent unobserved-causes condition

< BIEERITCIE, HIERIc I 2\, —fEC 1 EIBNG ., ERFIZAC2EAMAL, BITA
WIRE CTEND IR Do 7o, 0%, FERFIXBIZ2EITAL, FERIC AL B BRECHE)
minole, LanL, BIEEITICEIT S A & BOHEEIEHE» -7, FEEIL, AL BoOM
SLTEIRRD S % Lfmm DT 2 N&E Th D,

Pointing control condition

< BIERATTIE, MR 4 Bl ICEN T, £ 0%, A & 2 [RIFUMTEAN L, #5725 L (Pointing)
EATo7c, FEROZ &2 BIZbITo7c, FEAELIE, BZ2@8h LeRICIT -7, T
I, BAZRKRTONRT 43—~ ADTHD 2 DOWELER 2RI, 70 b Hidifis:
BEBEEMZRAT LH-0ICEERTW e, ZOXI RV = AF v —DRRITREL R
<, BEAMSLLTENE, ZAICEML TIHRELMTDNIEE TS, S8 IRAR 72
K RAEIE OBMRNBR /AR EE TH D LHENTE D,

FRATRSME TR IME RIS T 27 7 7 &M< Ko IR ani,



®  Coding
> IREE, (1) —oolRK, (2) Eivcdt@EK,  (3) FBRioimsL LERK, (1) Zoffo
WERICSE S, BIEO 80%1% 1,2,3 DENMNTH D, 50 D 20%I1%, BEOHEE (B
WA THNDD, RLZT7ICEHR>TND, 6%) , HDOWVIIEERR - fiGH - 7213w
JRRZ Gt LIRS D FTREME (6.5%) , FRIFMOS TR TH 72 (7.6%) .
> a—=T U, BoEEL, AROEMERITOA - —E2 LRV AD 2 AT &5 TT
DI, 98%DIEFICFEN A b, £72, BN I@REROMISIZ2VT 100%E5E LT
72
2.2. Results and discussion
& TRTOBMEN, hL—=277x2—XTELWVWKEBRRZ#WZ, &bIC, AR
= — AT, &L, 520N REMEOERE (Kushnir et al, 2003) O H» 585 K
INZBIMFE RO b D & —FL TV,
= LMo, KRBRMOREIL, FFROTFIEIZI T 2 K RHm & i3 54 L LT
bHEERD,
® Tablel (X, KRMIZKITH2EH 7 A TORREBKEZHNZSZMEDOEEZRLTND, 4D
D 3 GBI D2 ZEEE, b AREHOEOWBERKIE 2ol BIEINTZFHED 1250
WRETIE, TL7%BIELW 1 DD —ADREE A iz, LB ORISR SN2 WRFORRET
1, B8.T%MEENTILBIRIR 7T 7 2Tz, ML U8R SR WR KRS TIE, 52.2% 7
MNLRIR 77 7 i,

Table 1
Percentage of responses in each of the test conditions in Experiment 1

Condition

Graph Drawn One Observed Common Unobserved Independent Unobserved Pointing Control

o—>0 n.7° 43 0 6.5
@)

O( 6.5 58.7 28.3 39.1
@)

—>

Oo—>0 8.7 17.4 52.2 26.1

O—~>0

Other 13 19.6 19.6 28.3

® ZNFE ML, McNemar #E (ZALRIZEAT 2 WM ZHEE) 2N TTo72E 2Ah, TT
DT A ML 0.001 THEL 72,  BMENKZ 5150 T, 51 (One Observed) Tix 1o
DIRE 77 7 B S22, k2 (314 0) F7oiX%M3 (33%F0) IIRELRholz, &5
2, RME2 T, M1 (245 0) KM S (16 %F2) Tixe<, B/ @ERK Y Z 7 23 HiE
ENE L, KBS, K0ELOBMENEMNE 3 TIMSIRK 2 T 7 2 il L7223, F&iF1 (20
% 0) E7EGM2 (16 xF0) (THfE LR o7z,
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Pointing control condition (:ff4) Tid, ZMNFIFIE L WEREMEIZOWTIELL D Z &
IETERVWEEZ L THL, #RE LT, SEE, 120KKZZ 7 (6.5%) &Y
L ATREME IR 2y o 7o, B R & AN R RS BRI Do T2,

Experiment2

Experimentl TiX, ZMEFITHR/NED hb—=2 T % 1To57n, TO7 4 — KXy 72825
ZRWVWEETAMIBRVMHATE ST,

Method

LL, M—=U 7 %% 0 7-2M#F CTH->ThH, Pointing control condition (2T, FLil/FIA
EMNEIRIRZ BT AW, 2T, BIERNICE 9 W o UG E XFET 5 X9 BMEICH-> TV
L ATREVED S & %, £ 2 °C Experiment2 TiE, Z DO AIREVEZ HEBRT 2 72912 572 2 R PAFR K TSN
Fr L —=27 L7,

Participants: 44 A D54, 11 A THEER ISV D 4 7 v—F1255E,

Materials: Experimentl & [FI£E,

Procedure:

hL—=2 70, EOSR &AL U 7RI O K R BEER K O il 21T - 72,

> HEOHE: KXV ALBARI CEHELE,

> Frx—r: FIJCIERFIAZEL, FI/AEFI/ BEHELL,

il S 72 XX, Experimentl T L7 K#EIC K> Ca—KMNbL7, PL—=27T7=2—X
TOZT—IIR N2 holzy TAFTZ7=2—ATIL, KD 86%IL1,2, 3DWNTILNIa—R
fbshiz,

Table 2
Percentage of responses in each of the test conditions in Experiment 2
Condition

Graph Drawn One Observed Common Unobserved Independent Unobserved Pointing Control
0—>0 88.6" 9.1 6.8 20.5
o 0 41.7 29.5 29.5

'S 9

—>
O0—~>0 0 25.0 50.0 27.3
Oo—>0
Other 11.4° 18.2 13.6 22.7

Results and discussion

o4 LR 2, DM DOIK BAEE D LLfRIE, 281 LR USSR 28 L7, §:2(11 %F 3; p <0.05)
TRNZEKN T 720 MENE 2T, "AvT 47 arybban— L0 H5%04E3 (12



%2, p<.01) THIL7ZRNZ T 72z, Lo T, 2IEFI, @UREEETAZE
ATV EEIZOAEEEIE L < G LTz,

4. Experiment3

Experiment2 OfERIL, SMEBNT —FZNHIE LWMEEEHEE T 27210 T, MEZOH D
DIRFAERTEDLZ L EHRELTND,

—5T, AT 4 v I R—~ v LW B K) & £f Material 23, ZME& 04 H 125
T TWABREESICOWTOHERZBISEZ L WA aREM S H 5 (Griffiths et al, 2004)
ZDOREEME D721, Experiment2 %, & FAIHIMIC K AREA D=L E2FEH L TH
AT o7z, 0¥, BTMIRAN =X LIET2EEL, WENRLOICETLZNED b
ThdE D (Koslowski, 1996),

4.1. Method

Participants: Experiment2 @ 44 A+5##4E 11N (9 b L —=0 72— XTI A%E LT
FAETANERNTI0N) @, 354 N& 4 7 V—T3F o7,

Materials:

2HEHLFOEIZIE, TNENA LY VEOARAURHBEINTEY, EREA AT H EN
FADBRITL, FBOA T 4 B3NS HMARIT 2> T D,

BIEERITCIE, AAEIIm A OREED, 1 2ORLAL v FICL->TRET L, —HT, It
ARITTIE, FhENDOF L PEONNX NV EM L TOE DT ORFICEE ST 50, A7
TR SE2020EL 50 TH D,

Fig. 2. A drawing of the electrical devices used in Experiment 3 (switches were hidden from view).

Procedure:

ZN#E 1L, Experiment2 OifRE4 —i@ Y KB LT, REBRICEY #rro7-,

Results and discussion

> EIRENC, REBROFERIY, Experimentl, 2 P72 FR L7272 (Table3 &),

> Common Unobserved ([Eiv7=3L@RK) 12 W TIESINE O 48.1%72%, Independent
Unobserved (FEAV7=3HNZJRIA) (2300 TiE 83.8% 3 1E L < i35 2 L R TE 7=,

> TREBY, FEEH3 T, ER2 TEOTN 16% (K1 TIT20%DH) LrRAbh2z
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Mmolz TZ20M) &L Ta— MeanZIGERNbT e eo7- (583 TIE31%),
T, BET AL ANRKEEEO LB GEESERE T E W) PHIE —FK LT,
LL, EREDOZ IV o 2BWNI L 0b BT, 2IEOREHIL, £5M0CBWTH

FEWINZ I B) 72 W5 2 ALl D AL A L7,

Table 3
Percentage of responses in each of the test conditions in Experiment 3

Condition

Graph Drawn One Observed Common Unobserved Independent Unobserved Pointing Control
o—>0 63* 13 11.1 25.9
o 7.4 48.1 24.1 24.1

' ’

-
Oo—>0 5.6 7.4 333 13
Oad®
Other 24 31.5 31.5 37

General discussion

>

K RPAGR DO BEE A e 7200 5 72012, JRIAOBPRLBIRA DR B E 22T 5 2 &7 <, /b
ROFIFEZ LS 2T, BAUEREZEZTRRZ 7 72 BRI LN TE L2 2R
7
3ODERTRTITBNT, BIMEE, MAO T THENMFIA T RN EEBELL
X, BN ERRKE Gl e /T 7 Rz, S5, ZNFEFBE S EE R L (%
8) ODAADR U AR = 2B LT L&, M LR R A EMICHERIT 2 2 LR TE T,
e DOMFIETIX, AN OR BRI EAEEOHFRICKRESIKFL TN D I ENREINTEL

(Ahn et al, 1995; Koslowski, 1996) 7%, Z O#FSETIE, A% 23 [FE Uil — o LEEE
R Z ELSHmTE 2L AR LTV D,



