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The Effects of the Knowledge of the Decision
Model Used by the Decision Maker on the

Evaluation of Information Systems
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& 4 Al 8 Fobe olth obd WA, AAREAS) eyt v e alrju
At ow siAlebebxtel F8vh] (utility )& S s cps Alo|uk ola]dl Fud wulel 5]
EAA 7F shed BbebaE Al Aol AF ol-fa= gla 7bx) Ao glgfn)

22, olehzhe AR A zgl b rdel vpd S o gy R Y sba| shadel 4 zapal
Hart deh HA, uaze] sdoped.e o Aol (decision theory )l [ &2 7| ul
z]-¢-2] | the expected utility axioms ; von Neumann and Morgenstern( 1947 ),Savage
(1954) ell 2 wbehe 2 gleh absd, Alelsh of ol olabal, who 9o slo] 2l 4pn
Arbes E87ld Al el Eahs cheAl o4 A S dhobis Aol ok Simon (1955, 1979),
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d & &1, F£(Coombs)+ “FEEY Qof-i (portfolio theory, 1975 )" Fx4ahg
3, zhdlba} Ew 47 (Kahneman and Tversky )4 “7juj o) -=( prospect theory, 1979)”
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AR S Hoteted A 2 43hy - ke el EAHE T ok, aeu 2eula elslEl
# ekl (Slovic and Lichtenstein, 1971 )2} of 7ol 2| abud, o] 4} gx} 2 = B3ha 4o)
wol HER AR & Bshe ol 495 A Lg% sl6br] §lebe] o) b 2| o 2w

#4170 Zbeb& A (simplifying heuristics) & 488kl Roleh 1 A3, Axe 2w

= FAAY Be AR hgEH sl 9ot webe Holoh 8l 471(Demski, 1972, p.
110)7F 743 a4 28 =d7b5 ot v o A uwd Hopape op ol 2he Baha4o]
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= 2% EF B 4 ool ClE B, olollE A ws) 28 Holale) Folx] "‘P"H‘ﬂ El ﬂi*
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W28l A7k a8 E3fsled oF ghelts Aol
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of Wrlell °fstd, A, HuAlsul prb FolAz A8y (signal)zt AEE o] Ug-
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AR aeh 2k Hob s oA Foohx SSHaE g
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oAl A ARaRvb, ol H me obo] glalel B xel g sl9al Wast ol
=7 s ool Al slHel,

A 37kA] g7 A o] £ Eheb4o) ol FAxeke Az, o)A A ke Fakd 4ol

HER A RE E SR A} sleke A% anel Adetdsh elelt F kA 4

o mtel A5 ddTEae el 7k
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X

o) dFRAe gua a8 W 98 FEA 2alo] 4Al 2 ebd (descriptive

validity)ol 9% 7b 4 sl $1% Heleh o714 FHA 2] AA| ehuadolal, 54

T wwol] 2] ARE o] Fo] AAl e} Adx|she g REeh ol23h AL AP wo] Y

ol

b gy ez, BTl At ek e e gzl ds Hobabot o
AR AEHE obe Aol upahaT s s waab de,

=2

o) o752 & @Ay Ak o 7upyor A3 A48 ( laboratory experiment )5 4j-&
3) A W (information )2t 2t (data)s= of 714 FAEch F Ayel 4owye oD 831

AE Farch aelme, Husl b e Ak pobeel 44 Y S Fuah o a1y
Aol wel el 4 Atk A4 chash A7 Csignal B % e A gl
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A A ok AollA] = ol 4pE Al xte] el ABbelA] shaA Fgiu)
- B : Alwl BellAl = ol Ay #te] mulg s sh2H T2 gekeh

C : Alwk CollAl= o2k #te] mul g 53] Aow 7had Fch
Ak Ax FHrbxprh fcbd dakel melg A Ee] ob: A5 diAlgk Aol dbdel A
o Bt w ook ol a <] wul g ofeddd o wup 4141 # (a priori) 0w s w4
S5 Fakel Ak Cv obxlrl o apd =t mg g oddx o obg ofvpa #lxlul, 4}
Ao 2R oF3 glE ASoln) ofehilte] A A cle) HylbalE-e A ™ glge] M4
AR AL ARG ES o] 4755t
2y A 28 H ke $1%E afy A 9ol o F, Wl 2 4 4]~ (apreferred infor-
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ababel B, o] Ado AT Al AdA clo] AFEE 2 u A suE v of

i

NN

° AeE
mo o] el e g 2ulolgi 7hE, 4H 2 Bl F 2 Anle] 9 Au( the payoffE
a7l 2ol wjalshed Hobsbax) abo}, zela, A A ebe] Bol SR dH A 2Elg A
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systems ) A 2 u] atel g bl ofd Folw ol 9l shE dulwnA Hek

ol HH g gt & oAt vhgab ke 4l el #F7t4 (null hypothesis) & 4

b Ash 4leiak 2w A2 sk Hobed Bob ASsh 2 s s ol 9 abol 7] gl
.
of 7hd-e Hrhabh ol Aol £ & ot 2l Aol A sw Alve] Qs vl
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ol glel 4 #bah Bsl vt 7o) of Aot g A w2eh wpel of spdel s

slebul, o] ds Sl of b d=te] w9 ob= Aol Mol Wb gy Al e el o

glof 4l v npgbA ofuis 25 kel ofeh ALP Adwban g wa sl Hobg 2% wale] e}
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bl a8 ol Zafol A Aulzl S Alelth wbdel, of sido] alelxleis 2u s
S b 1ah A w0 vl g Al s Aol
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o b o4z el wel o apshelAl ora olis ARk A ekn 9l A fmel

e o AR [SIIRE =T

G " 2R gebul b 1Al bl 3ak dolel AlAAl Hobd A

1 [e]
3o Cell wlgtor Wbk adot Alvh wupbd, Ae] 43z Co) dshuct s4T 2

vowehan ek alelrt ol spdol sslebm, old ejabAgale] vl g W il

QI las Aok el obarelss A fun) bl b deaf ol g1kl olo] o
shebsiebolis A% EAleh clxul, o spsle] Auzlebm elg ojalal g o) N of
vhar a4, Al gl S del shas ] lof o] el gk Al el =l gdvbis Al SRk

gaan

= ot 2k Bop 4lelgl x4 I ) = 7k Cr «1wisl A HoA] Al ) 1!]31:;'?07 o Zelz)
sieh

of TR el Sl el vhel oAb ok glas Ao} o <pdal whe] Al YA e

o afobu] 1= o] 4]l @ele] == A0 gbv] 218l sle]vh( Newman. 1930 ). 37} #} Be}
ol apzd A abel ml o g shebAl Sanohds Aol 4] 42 gl Sl B ol g el
weol el obfel Al wha b ko] Coz o of iAo g opExl s ke
of 7) 4, #rbxb Beo| gabi- Col vt weepal s @k slelebi spAsh ook S

s oh =z} Cob o 2bgx) mulo wbobolls 20 i # duaagls dda 3o shd B

ach o F59 Ao

v eleldt shdol 4R F i Aoleh o] sldle] AAEly ol

1w ahobot ol apA A abe] wmul g b ofds o], vk b gu ]l gob diial 9l

of 4] 7pat Hrhek 2l gelo] H-a Tabck mkel of shdol AElbE, oli- HopAuh o
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AR ze] o & ok BEA gl W Abely} glohds spAlG SEShof
B, oAk Hyhx] AL AP AN S e AFdo v, opxtrp 2|xpEA=}

o 2Wg b Aol Au sy Hotel ol WL ulalt Ao] ek BAH ALE A4

I. 4794

Eood o] g B HuAlad] Hrbe HE A Rdg Adshe dl drh o] 4
e ol Aol walo] dlR Wobxe] Al Hoxish e Hud s ol of
gt JERA ZF 9l AE o] iy 23k Aolrh elEigt g "ty $ske] W
o T 84 abvpxl(student subjects) | dlo] ok A&l Aol 4 bk &R ALElg Al
FHEE b obxie] o gkg wfAlShAl ebgdcoh 2l 4RE A b FHarEebd g#H(a compu-

ter simulated decision maker )7} cjAlébe] AA] of2pbA x4l e] d&hg cbdlT B Fleic]
ybapbE e oW o 5 71 Fe] glulw(the CRT computer terminal )& E& 543
HEAl2gls Adefste] Zlare] o 2bd A xjeli Al 4 E A-Fska, A 4A s )

“re] o bz A Aael 4 oA S SER AY L daldhge,
o T A

WA 7 EasherbE A& Ey] 9 sk}, %1AE A& AA(a true exnerimental de
sign-- a two-way analysis of variance with repeated measures on one factor )&
Ahgshadel 90 el A E A gol Ao Abrbeblvisn AlstAoh o] 5% 30™
o waglz A AR el Ad e AFeeadd e sde g
3l b2 Fodoh st 26lAlw AwE <A 2kl 2l-E AH b F4 gghek
ek 3ellAlw el AR A=l wdlg SefAl st Tl o] ddfdAl 4 o
2paAxie] we) e Algdw 4w 14 g4(a fixed factor ) A7 FA|stgc) #HrbapEo
Ao Huases 359 dbdstel delelgisl ols) ol 35wL wkE(the repea-
ted measures)st= % 3 A2 = clE 24 84 BR 4|5}

ol AH AAE chea) o] EA® £ ok,
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T ubmy e (B)
mul g of 2 ‘}.(\AY e b by by e bas
a, Gy G, Gy - G,
a, G: G, Gy veeeee G,
a, Gi Gy Gy ooeeee G,

A714 Gz Az 30 or AR 4 AT s Xk
o] 41§l dAlell 4 (s Akl the student subjects)ji= = vhg sh}e] gaelw 754
4 olck o} Avbzt @45 Crulz sk 4, C2] »E aF(the level)$ Beo & 83

24
] -5-(crossed with factor B)&lxal, A2l %oz o= & sH5sknul o2k} (nested
under factor A). wlel4, olaidl A% AX BxC(A)& 45 = olch olwlgl 4l
PFAA 9 #EEAHE 23 A5 29 (the linear model )& chgsl 7o} (Winer, 1G71) ¢
X =pta; +8; +rae +afy + Brivo + aim

oleigh Ay el Sobod chful 22 dlzpA] Aol 55 el o 2lg Aojet:

(1A AgA ebafolofl BAlH o2 folAs Afelrh 9=t ? of AEL a4 A9l #3)
(the main effect of factor A)E- 45 87 213 Ao|ct

(2) A/ bAE2 35 Skl Shae] 4] o H Eh0 0] w48l ( the quality of
the information system) 8- 1 =:3}lgd L7} 2 oli= 84 Be| a3} (the main effect of factor
B)& x| 217k Aolvh

3) 35 ekt shgel A 4 45k 4wl 4 R gl Cthe behavior pattern)

L e ol 94 A9} g4 Be| A& x2b8-w s (the AB interaction )zt gli=
7hE 2] $1%E #elch

Hafel Als AFoll a3k she Algd wemer A Al Al gledo] glel wbed] g4 Be] e
52wl AuA s e whESke ol Balsioh wheld a4 By Alglw

( the treatment effects)opr= =12 2l9l zhido] olv) 28l 94-B2] § 3 (the Bmain
effect) = 4] 25l el -2 ubdglm 2] o] wldt slef 2 wel Aalzboll o of 0 wol of pi-z)
g Fert Ahn g Al Alg gl or wglef
84A&B g3 4 g4 AB2 458 gslef alwl sle] Sl 4 ( the trend analysis )
of AL wrl2 ghah B ood e A ool a4Ae g aCe gEE L ol

VA o g FExlo] olvi(d foa,, a,, 2, %), 1elv) olsigt A HE 4 g40) dEE
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spole] lejeal Fatal Wole) Leivh, 84Bo| dhE4folo] 7L ofs LhE 2fu) g 7
2 olek ol Fol, 20 WhERE A (by) & 104 AT A (b)) 29el w309
(bu)e 10418 3wel 7 Polrh weid a2Bel 3350 204 o4l (a continuum)
Slo 4 A Qkn G F Al oot AP Al a4Be Wel: T4 A% s
(continuous function )& Ea e 4 gkl o= AalA kel Heizde] ofdl®} 4ho| 7t i
Z A Tahedl S Aolth nhlsbd R 8 4ABY 45 EEaE dhytr Sl

B Aol 8% Aojut, FefR-4-4 9]5lo] clgh4)h4-(the polynomial function )& o)

AR AP T s b shabel Akl 4 Sl 4R S el & 2e wolel
.E

SFSE wbAlzh 1,007 R, whael wobste] U, 32 U, el B4 ol glch,
gbA el e S35 2 Bol 4ed alch Ualel whAel= 90Me) B E3b 1040 Ao %
of Fof glek dhulell, Ussdel ahalof = 80/4°) 8 S3b 20700] e o] Sef dlch

1,00079 2] k=g U &9 ghx| = 250 Aol U, &2l skxl& 750 Mol ol23h 443t
dl 41,0000 =T shvbg A4l e F-Fglvha shab A e o 4 g Ahe) kR of
|k &) vl FEE e e # sk alelvh

1A ol HE S v)efel] W db A4 2ol & vk 22 A aka ¥ (a payoff

matrix Yo| Egviz 7}AE 4 gt

(B 1D
BS T nl2ge| ApAOl mHE Afp
A5 ujeje] o4t |
i L wbxje] &o) Upoleta A-HGE E1) S_U';—O- "%’é‘ |
2.2 dol Useln 4% (35 2) -0 0|
b of«pd A=z g 1S Hab gl g rE <ol U o vfebet A9, 2 g

= $ 30 ukE o) G wo] sloh wbwlel, 510 Sdk F oA bsbel Upowvhelp,

Ha

g §2abi A & Al 8 Aelil el 1o W ek ol

o fu

of 4}

.
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A abde] Usold, oAb A=bs 100G o) 55 wajul, AT kol Uil ¢

dl& $ 1082 €48 2 sk

HFE2AIZE X 2d

Aol el gk AR Aol el gel Zzasdl web AA oA o
Alshed o2 A S WRleh o] Aol A el oAb A xpe] el vldf o] B (prospect
theory )2 7}# % 7}3b(the valuation function)ell 7}8k-% T3 glc} of 7lefo|-&2f 7}
2 H7bere g8 2|0 e #elx}r)E| 7t s (bilinear valuation function)s} w®j<-
e B (F)S A3 vk b, A 5 kel AR g s A 2y i) ot &
o)t 7)do]& (prospect theory)s #-2 vul ZJo] & (expected utility theory)<g of -
o] o) Al Sl Ale] WHE vk B o Zq 4 bt e AL L odTe %
Aol optt, o] Agell A of 4 A #frh ] o] Boll st ste] of4pA A% St o oba o)
2p7b wleehd, s o abd A ahe] wdE S A3bs] okal olw e Aeleh dbgll], of44A
Halop B8l 2]o]Fell TAsked ol bA Ak shw Adcky Hrbbb sl 2w ol4MA
Hahel BlE A% dw At 4eed Aolu

ol Al AR A 2 ol «bAA § &b of Aate] 71l 2| (the expected value )& <oz}
B geh, Fo TAAS]l o m Faldhd, ofw sl AkF Vol Al A vhgal Aol
AA " Aolch,

V=w(p) - xi+w(l p)  xin ‘ 1=13
1 w=0.2+0.6p?
A7 4 w(p)e HEATTE T, pE v ST el deld #HE v &
Lol EAR 435hE Fweh SR g e AAH b of Aol 4 HnF uiw AL
Al ol AVAEER dhedF Ao SN R e syl fI' Aelch A
Fel o) 4tAA 2le] vl wheslalz] Ao Addle] Jl A ebukA (the internal validity) 4
AYshe 9455 44717 T Aelvh

E 19 Aot sHEa g2l Al (w = 0.2 +0.6p% )= el Aot A& @ E

ol AR ol Zo] AP A vkafolof oL AE kS ofExor AASH ke Aol THet

ofof ghel, o <pAA 2k} el & HesiAl G e AvhAEe, oldbdal A ofabAA



Sl sl Fa ol ahelvh b, o4y ae] me e el okw v

Gk 2] ol &9 5 (the prediction error)< WabL % shaiel @ wkad,
ol Z- 4ol wlgo] o5 ek, o] Akl Loben b dareelcbd d e wdle] Wy
A doha shA SRA| Sl an, Al Aol 4 Audglul oW eke] m q ] E b2 xieE o
AlAl Elef o] Zfoll ddlo] WA vk SIRl Y kAl E Aelel el el gowke 4
k3ol Al il dakele e sbal i wal ol A sl S e A e o] 4l 7] 0
A-gotof AbEW R S e spde] poboof s A el afel ol S0 10 %~ 20

T

Sorb u5d ], o]l R ulE-o b Al el ¢ (pilot study)el 4] e A el gl

Wobae] shol e Aol a4 Aol Al Pldak G Al gapod, 4 elel g e
of i ol & yel #p2H vhghiell whel whae] fral G dobubdaAl St Aolof gbslehe}
ol 4} Y 2 2 25018 Uy slel 750 002] Uy al2) wixlsb olubis A8 obm 9

Phapie Sabgl e el ohxl e el el (LA el 50407H of o Hol ek A

\/

3
Weol B8 FH o FFste] o <pA Y sfoilnd] Fol A% wel ol o] af wioob Au f
Helxis obal e, BRIE2 chvfe] - v war o sl oohal glalel] o w whlojnf
bbb e w5 b Yl ofnfgl fslo] wlafel spg doputEolap 4
of, el F shii FEow 3 ainfel gl gk w85 z|gEefof 3o} el
2w B9 FEShe Ao fvlekal s gl oA 4w olub Al S kA

ke A A Al she] g A mEle) Ahd s ol dbel abvbrie] Habs zpale] Ay
o 2| (the expected payoff )& Suslsl= Aolch o AddlH abrbzpas o) 2l g elof =
wb Aabg ol iy vhdbel a2, dobape) Yk o qpA A xpe] 4akgk 2l 4

b rbeprh 2R 2R el wheb zlAlslvl Ase dobse] shef 2 elapd g 2o g kel

¥ il

Oy s el bl 2 pale i Selal e Sl gete] vRle e
clgst el mAle ol

Vo pexi s (-, er s i 13

it s 21 g [ A A2 e 2 )- 2 -3
Amb 1] abspebire] whi fekil yeba) ofdt A, olul ape] dlejuk 2hY
}
!

[speua)
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[s) LN

oA U2l 5% AR o B ed FEsh Holeh

el «p7 g #pol ol «pd Aol wheb Abrbabel Habs S 52 gbaxlel ololl mbel abvpabis

o ol Al5{e] gleh

At A A 2 (pilot study)

tpal Al 2y o] o] Ealo0 olef] 4 AR Al 2o} el o B3t 2 A E =rE Al

LR =R 51

i A e ol Al adat] 9k Aelel ARG 2t Fo dbEe vhga A d o)

1) Al A absh el gl o dobdgol Ai%e] sel s

ot #helsfed o gl

deksiaA] olalfelar e

2) abzpxprp dubxd el 48l s (the experimental environment )3 o) sled s 2 2
Ap A Aefo] ubiu|ofol Fla~ 2] i A el b,

3) AlmEl b gl bR o Al Al 2] 5 ovle] Al sok gkl

1) bk AR A A 2 Ak b Shisoh T ol AEe) v ey
A (the internal validity)% o] 7| gla| A vk 4] Shelsfiol sl Toab 2fpgholtt of 2pA
©orho) ww) O mbo aohrhoh Fofal vul g <88k ebm Ahy] v ARk R (sim-
plifying heuristics)-%- <p-&archud, AgiulFe]l 22 gal oby olvloh glg slelch

A Al i 2 eblel A A AA s el AL shAlel 4 gede] skl e abgal

of elabddgtdzl A8 A AE A ekl g vk Fast Al dsel M) slaedl, o) 52
o Aol uiA elubd o glglals a4 Bolal ol wheld, lele] o <kl ™ sk o) Al Al

Wk R, oohn Seel el S AbAA A2 el A vhe A etk B e

T

R R R E TR R

glaziel 4 dojslel vhgel A Asabelel Aok direliAl 2l
A abe] wul o w gl ahas Aol wRb T i Aflel gvbelv] A 4
o Zgieh of el 4 thdup 2 el dleinh F, abvbabel sl dald gala

ogldmd] ey A gke] webuoirl oo A§ AR o] elalel il Tl A
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of iz A abe] melg Ay Aol WED F AL wrbabo]l ddwtel woh o o)

2

7ol 55 s AAE Aol oldd @l Ade] A el g wollul

Al 7o shed o
A7 QR ANE S SR A FAA Y A AR kel duelyleh chgel = 4 &

A o] Ay Awte] dMth Hu 4 2gle] 941 spel 7] 2léfod 2ol A who] g a4
g FHu o Fro g «pgstedrl o] AEHUA (a two-way design with repeated mea-
sures on one factor ) - Al 7hx| Fafel] w gk ZE RSl of A 7bx i
A, Ay o) welx a4AF3 (the A main effect), S|, 4 w2 | 2wl
A b Aal wbwl =) 8 £ BE 3 (the Bmain effect ), 4=, 3 2AB 7bel <35 29 g )
{the AB interaction)&olul G4 A G #ol2ql 718 44 dly] 9] sfed 22tz A r
of 48 ¢ BH F Y2 A5hpayolD i g alsn, aeluh Al Yuel dapy A
Aefol AR R FYR 2 wel £ ok el B Al A uko] dsban”

o

vhal 2oz ghoh o] slef & ol ghgre] ofefrbx] 49 4 (components) i Mg 5fed

FAEAE end as B asbE Askdel Hd gue) dabgen s wd g A

L Ay =tsso] 45 54 (descriptive statistics )7} =iz =45 glc).

2. F sl ZE(univariate F-tests)Zda} 2A4 o 2 f2l e gajs} dglcl 7Hd AT

o Ha R8sl folF(the significance level )2 (.10 o] gicl).

,d
>

3.7t Alekel Welol FAl A o= felxal 45 G ES glo) Aol el Fa Fu

~E (simple - effects tests)” & &lglu}
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)

L7 A ske] Aot

Faleko ulgdb 5o Aals dgcl Aul 1o Halls §43.700]93, Anr2Es $
43.91, 22l Ak 32 $42.480lglvh of FAlol oshw A AdA w2 AR b 9
AR alel wel g dlg-ubskx(ul, Ad-g i Fo] 2 A vk Al sbololl & Arelrl zbelst
Sk
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Al Aete] Adalae 53 Lol 4 vl "Add gl e%st xEA woke| 2 AT A
el walch A ke Azl $53.37 olgivh 2k B T4 = $38. 338 27
Sersled m,  Ald Eakell A4 o)o) ulgl 4=l $ 38,880l MEHEL Al 7 o) el
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erel el o) olmf gk o] HES Wolm )il rheol A dsurle St

3. 70 A ksl

A Al eksie 7 A sbabolell A2 vhZobd 84 A Tk 24 B @3l Aoldl AB 43

A48 gulsh Aok Ag Skl Al AlskaelE S 264 2w AXY A AR A

I

ofell A2 chzeh Al Aol dut 2@ Aosdd AHE S TRl 4 Azsgeh
el Sl Tk ol A hdol] Aeel: ot LA E Aol sh oyt Hubla  Aw3el
el A o vl 42w gulol Rl wheb o] - Alule] 4sht Fasld
o zelvh Aelal Awael el s el chasl e Aol AT gk

2 s o] Aaks ek 3o Aabuck nid gfaks s AAslgleh
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Aapie A ek 3o Aapwch dgheh e, ket 25 ke A A ek 2 2] Aabe Azl

5) 35 2] A g ~El B E ] Bt 9] (,}04 LM F7H( block )0 & Ll elubd o @

Zeafl Aol 4~ 3475}4 9’1—7/} 1”1 7} givkar el Winer, 1971). LLf d! T]EH*H. w|
TR 3ol ®)og vidrolok OH]“} A ke 4w - Ao E

Beol] Za) 445 ko] s) of e 9% el Lindman, 1974 ). a4 g i‘—i{%j’! T b
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57

54

48
45
42
39 N
36

33

Bl B2 B3 B4 Bs
(A28 el 3= 7 ubE/77h)

A b 2w 39] Aah R b g el oleh

=1

AL.4l (the repeated measures analysis of variance )2} 7| 3.2 7}4]
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6oy N e Ak 2
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54
51 /
4 /-#
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B1 B2 B3 B4 B5

(Al =8l Az 7HEE /770

& Ay e Ak Ak weld, 4 Ak gAle] Tk FHl2E 8 dsshe w4,

ity
o

Aol Adaalnl 4 spxe] A AES sk [E A F Hlae )& shgdch
Mutd F E|AE(The Overall F-Tests )

A A ek dAe] g FoolAEt chesh 28 AnhE we] Foleh Adwde] =EE
(84 AFH)E FAA o= FoHal Aol & ook (F=0.10, df = 2, 87, P<0.905).
xg, ABAZA g3y EAH o foHal Aeo] B s gch(F =0, 83, df == 8,348, p
<0.578). 23, 84 BAF L= F4 49 2 2% 9 4 (the quadratic component)

ol 4 gel Holgdel(F- 8.55,df = 1, 348, P<0.004). S8 1ol 4 nginl $54 gok
2 BAA felde] s ol gkl A olAl oF 5 vl

F B|AE(Planned Comparisons)
Al 7bz] sbAe- A o 7 A Z3ks] 9lsbe] “AlElx) F s £ E (planned comparisons ) 7

Tt

% oabguh g Adl Al7ba g levels Yol g7l o Fol a4 AS AbfEE 20]th
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AL F 2B Aaot 455 de)s] gabelis, Alslsl F wlarme] 527 4abxoqn
Bhab LR o] ghub olob gl wfel 4, &) vhx]e) Alslsl F elixg gos e
(statistical packages for social science)d <~85lod A4 4= glgfv] zelof Ddsl 7}

4ol Wlgl(a dummy contrast vector )& <}-&35ted 4| spx] Algl® F s~ el

oAb o
2 A8l wokel ko] Alsx F oulAE vpake] wWe] ol $8kx! o o2l (orthogo
nal)e} Al o}r| whiel, Alelsl F w424 spde] Wel 2 olgk daks xls g,

A 7hz] FFAAHSE 98k F bl ro] dalls vhgal o)

L7t 19 F 2k

74 12 Aeb )b k2o Adalyp %Ala o2 foAdal Folr}p ¢l 2B A2y 2
3k Aolth, F ®l2e Azl g4 A&yl S0 % ow gojda alo 2 gl (F o 0,003
df = 1,87, P<0.951 ). zefvh, AB43 48 g 3= | 2145 @ 4 (the linear component)
ol A o Holgleb(F =333, df =1, 348, P<0.069). %% 2% wd #ceb 3k At
29 sfuie el b S-S ok olul EAld o feold Holst gl W e, 64 A
azpel B AE Azpt o) AFaategalel vl e wlo] 4] Al Al aloh
2.7}4 19 F el2E

A4 T ek A3 skt Bl d o fold el 9his Al g wol Sl

pa

olel, F vl2e Aalo] 230d, a4 Agx(F-0.13, df 1,87, P.0.724)1} AB

A Aagaat v BAlH R el el Al R osigleh A 2040 B 4 E EA (the
descriptive statistics)o}= 22| A ch 1 af Al 32 sial= EAl2 o7 go|xlel  zho]r)
At

3.7t4 M9l F sl2x

7hd -2 Arb2of Hiak3e] Aaz) -gAH o2 FolHal Ahojrt ol 22 of B8 w|
21 Aelvh, F vlz2E Aalol] 2k, 84 AFx(F =0.17, df - 1, 87,P-C0.679)
U ABA S A& Eal Bl o el gl AL opgel, 2e), ¢ A avbe 1Ak
T 8ol A F2]FF(0.10 Yol ob 3= Zhrhg- Al Feh(P< 0. 118).

Akl F ol 2= Asloll 4] 2 2348, Alslsl F oolas Aol e 84 Ads &5

Ao feolael sl qlgich eh, ABd e Argaste] dubdsl F el Asbrh n

A% At wel Aozl 2ol ABUEAE Aot L AgFasels feldogs,

Fatgaalsl BAd R ol el on 2 wigEs) FolsE 5 ek o] 43



G ade] Hobn el A weel gy S 4 29

w

off A4z aaAg] A ebRle g4 BEafe) wigh shrisl Foul~EE sigvh olzigt d
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2.

olxlchal, gk o poll A o} ol o] flvia wal - alu,



30 BESAR

22

*% 1. THE COMPUTER IS SELECTING Ul OR U2. **

** 2, ENTER YOUR NUMBER OF OBSERVATIONS FROM 1 TO 50. **
36

** 3. GENERATION OF BLACK AND WHITE BALLS **

B W W W W W W W W W
B W W W W W B B W B
W W B B W W W W B W
W B B W W B

TOTAL WHITE BALLS: 25
TOTAL BLACK BALLS: 11

** 4, YOU HAVE THE FOLLOWING PAYOFF AND WEIGHT. **

Ul U2
ACTION 1 30 -2
ACTION 2 -10 10
WEIGHT* .2000 .7963

** 5. ENTER <(Ul> OR <(U2> FOR YOUR PREDICTION **

*x OF THE DECISION MAKER'S ACTION CHOICE. **
uz2

..... YOUR PREDICTION  WAS R 4 V-

** 6. THE DECISION MAKER IS NOW SELECTING <U2)
...... YOUR PREDICTION WAS RIGHT. ......

*%% 7, THE TRUE TYPE OF THE URN IS U2,
..... YOUR DECISION MAKER WINS. ......

....... YOUR NEW BALANCE IS .......... 56.40
*% 8. ENTER (Y) OR (N) FOR SUMMARY RESULTS OF YOUR PREDICTION.**
N

*: The no-knowledge and wrong-knowledge groups were given the
probability.
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