2K L 2
EEN- = LHE S0
—/\—J-)I/7‘4 o uEFHAICLT—

ZH K

[¥F—7—F: OB Dhot hand fallacy ®F VT 4 F v 7]
MREE BHY

THEETOHBRICDOWT  MILITUIEZRME NS A 7 2AFET 0L
AR END, BIZITHERRE T, HERERSIEE» 5 R E T 5
Z & AME ST & 72(Tversky & Kahneman, 1974), AfaCld, FRH1AG/N
ATADLIDOTH DT ¥ ¥ LMEOBTFIME AR — Y O H ORE T
5o bbb, FEIIIEER L 2ERIIMTH Y, ZORIFZEELRIC
MR 2 SR BAARASH 5 LIFRS Wb BDH 5§, FEEICEFRISH
HIERH 2 b D LA 352 L 2IET. NMIBEEEZHICTL L, £

IR RNy — v, BEERLHE T ER L &9 & 3 % Myers, 2002),
C DWEMRZ SR BRI 2 520 Z AL, BEE2 IER (R4 7%
DIZRPELVBARENTH D, T ORHRIC L - TR % 2 312
TAHZENUREE LD, LA L, ZOHBNTERVHBNIIAIAR-
BB LD D,

AR=VIBEICH T DHHE AR VEHEEESRETLILICD
V¥ TMIodinow(2008)1, BENNZ EFE LR TCHE LS TWI &, HED
V= HETH L2 L, REHENTWELT—INEETHLI L, %
L CHBRBECIRIAMMTE DY RENE I L 2oL Cnb, LALA
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A=V IR OER T H Y, £ LRI L, SHELEO TFHT

e E D H 5D, wo%%@@ﬁ%%TMfé5beu&wo%E
FRERELTL-CEET LI L 0HIE, T FETHI- B E %
%Tw&#otkbf%,kﬁﬁ%&ﬁébkm%LT@Lw:&Tu
B\ TOXHIZAR =Y TORRITLT L b RMAMERIEL W
DI TER WA, AR—YHEIZB W CEBRICIZBERO 2 WEi R B LR
W28y — v & RIE$ 2 L3R & 11T & 72(Gilovich, Vallone, & Tversky,
1985) A TIZHATHIIE L ZHIOHE 2 S, AR -V HMIIBWT%
ENDEBINONWTHRE L7ze H BT ¥ 5 L AT 04551 72
ICEBbDLEZT, HWitd 5 BATORE L BRI 2 2 & % hot
hand fallacy & W55,

hot hand fallacy /S27% v M FR— )V TIEMRIZWIZTFE > TV D7, “Uk
KRS TOWLETFICR—VEZAIT E Vo REAPEZH I, £ 0
TR 7 7 VIE L SN TV Bhot hand beliefk \ ) EE7D53 B o hot hand
Eld, Y a— NOBIIROBEINC OB, FNHFEET LI ETH
éozwﬁ%ﬁﬁt%ﬂfwéﬂmu,ﬁﬁbfvl—b%%bék%
DRAEGHOEFIIHFTORFICHELZ o THIKT L2205 TEDD
f,%@%myl—bm@ﬁséxA—fuab,vl—bﬁlb%ﬁ
{BBLEZLNTRDENLTHD. FRIMANP Y 22— M2 LM LT
LEH &, BT L—ICHEZRVERPSEH X I 2, Y a—

Mok 2 2 L2 Al CEFELRBLTCLE ) 2b Ll v &l
V72, FOBOY2—POARELBRL LD EFLLN TV D,

Z %t L Gilovich et al(1985)7%, EBDONBADHE T — ¥ b 2 —
F DR & RBUIERIZ L o TR ) ) 2L EICI3#Ek L 2w e 98
L7 bbb IORRITFERME Sh, O % hot hand fallacy
&9, Gilovich et al.(1985)131980-1981% — A > D7 4 T TN T 4T
T6ers® 9 EF D 7 4 — ) F T—)b, 1980-1981 - 1981-1982 — X > D
RAMNELVTF A Y 72 ADIRFEO 7Y — A0 —ZHRIZ, HRFO
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Ya— ORI - KB ZORO Y 2 — PO - R ITEBRTH
5T LERLI STNIBREOEIRLE LV T 1 v 7 ADAY —i#
Flo72T ) — - N=FERIZLHTITY, 7 —AT— 2RI L7
%1388%, ML 7-#1391%72 5 7= L 2R L T\ 2o F727—F NV
REFEDWUFETZ MG E L2y 2 — FEERIZBWT, ET-HYdhot hand
belief \ZHE->C, BIiDY a— MK L72& E0FH2S, KL L & &

DHRDY 2= P LRTWEFHL TWwze L LFEBRIIZHT)
LZBROY2—bORIRLD b, KB LZEOY 22— PORIHED
FiWSE o 725 Gilovich et al.(1985)LLFE, hot hand beliefh 52781 Td %
ZEDPNDLVE L ARV ERG L L THENED 5T & 72(Siwoff,
Hirdt, & Hirdt, 1988; Tversky & Gilovich, 1989; Albright, 1993; Albert &
Bennett, 2001; Koehler & Conley, 2003; Clark, 2005)o — /i Thot hand belief
FERERII T R, EREOBR L EET L8 D & 5 (Larkey, Smith,
& Kadane, 1989; Adams, 1995; Klaassen & Magnus, 2001; Frame, 2003;
Smith, 2003; Dorsey-Palmateer & Smith, 2004),

Avugos, Koppen, Czienskowski, Raab, & Bar-Eli(2013)i% * ¥ 4347, Bar-
Eli, Avugos, & Raab(2006)I3 L1y L ¥ 2. — |2 & = Thot hand belieflX %]
BICRRD ENB NI L 2R LTz, 7272, A ¥ W ED bz 1 IRITZE
ZHDHE, FBROTHA RMWEEDORL ZWESREL TV b AT —
% [6 4 T T X % ™ ldBorenstein, Hedges, Higgins, & Rothstein(2009)73
BARD L) IHERPERO D 5 REIZESWTHRESNTBY, 54T
GOMEPETHEREEZACTWLBETHL LD 5, hot hand
BGHERT 2 hE0EMET S 2 L3 L v, AR I35
Lo T DRI TNENRL o ARTHR D EHFROBRA O EE
T5E, 1HOEADFIZEVDD L7290, RII L > THRADHSH
Ebo>TLEIDTH b,

SUALEDRBHM 0 L) RN SARTERTH THDIFHE
BEOMRTIE R, HDERD O 72ERE LCL %) BN NA
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TATHbo hot hand & 2 BRAGEANL, MigE L CHE L 72 R D5
FTHEEZDLDDOEN, T ST 27 2MEOBREHE LT, gamblers
fallacy EVHENZRBID D B0 PlZITTA YHEIFD &) 2EHITH0
SLCTH AT Y LAERT, BBPMEINHBIRIE, ESERLTL5EFE
ZCLEHMEMEIET (), 1996) 0 gamblers fallacyx X F53 WL &
LTiE, EREOF v 7V 7 =8 2 Hw/zb D93d ) (Clotfelter & Cook,
1993; Terrell, 1994), S{FFERAE L VHERDPELHRE %2 Do

Sundali & Croson(2006)i%, gamblers fallacy% 403 % (X hot hand fallacy
BIRLRT VI L, MEOMIIIEERZIEOME S L E2RL, M
FIZH— 4k @ﬁlﬂf}‘ﬁ)%_f EEZ R L7 2 00T %R
HIZELLHIBLTWD Z 8, EBRIZIET ¥ 84 HoM %75
WZBWTHHAMNELZ RN T A2 L Th b, HEORAEDORRKAE LT
X, tEHEvL—Y) 25747 Z(Kahneman & Tversky, 1972)% ¥ 01|
(Tversky & Kahneman, 1971)12 & 2 528 g S LT & 72,

REMEC 22—V AT 4 7 ALIE, HEEREFEFDPEOREFELL
TWBh, V) EHlIICED CHITTH 2. REEOBNEZILT L
DIEERIITGEZ D LT W E IR vz, RERe2—) AT74 7
ZNZFEED CHIBNIRRHANA T AR AR S E D, I U FRIFTHN,
T ZBNEHTH o TORPENT o i L0, REEINT NG
W B8, REETE WV ERBFRAT 5D TH S, hot hand fallacy E&4
YHLTH BRI W Z R L, T E TORPA W) L 725
Ft CBATH T B MEREZ RV E THT 5 Z & &V 9, Keren & Lewis
(1994)ix, V=L v FEZHWT, RFEREEZHRIZEREZT 72, B
LHENROEVERAM L BICEET AL &, BlEEL S - CHIETT 5

CRFEFICELS DT I PLETH 5. IO DL THINEIL
ZOE) GHEFERIDOERIAEO-oTLE) ZL L7,

IS DFEFEMOERERIZOVWTHHEHINTE Y, FRoOERME

O EDEI X gambler s fallacyVSHE L 5 2 LR, FREER I8
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BEENCOWT VLALLM ESNLOPIKET 2 Z LRSS
C & 72(Derks, 1963; Burns & Corpus, 2004); F 72Ayton & Fischer(2004)iZ,
BHZDB0%DHERTHERT L, MBI —0REE b 727 > 5
LEHGEH T, ANOITEID AN L 725tk Td Lhot hand fallacy?’
ELL01x L, BRFERTH I Zgamblers fallacyDSHE L5 2 & % 15k
L7206 TOXIIEERRINELT v 5 4 L HIB & N D M40 NDOITENHNE A
H L7 RFCTHERT 5 & i S 11TV 5 (Bar-Eli, Avugos, & Raab, 2006).
AROBH A TIETF — 2 OFEFEAR O3 2 oz, HAIE
WhHbELDERLTNEGNTAHI LT, BTHIETIDY LiFoh T
TR SOIIBETAZ LR HNE L, EROMRIEIT—FI12L-
THEDRINORLD, EEOHMIEF—LE L THNTLLRO5
N5 &3 A0 D & id(Stern, 1995), Wood(1992)%° Vergin(2000)i i 4
DBFMUIERTOFER L TR T, Fr Y ALV TL2FHTE L
WIS LRI L T ho NDORIMB NS T AZERELTHE, [
AN DG BT 5 45851 % M5t L 72Roney & Trick(2009)i%, = A > b
AMATEDIL ¥ N AR ) FEREZANB R 2L EOBMFD
HIWT 2 RET L7ze DR, a4 ¥ P ARAT) EBRENED LY G
\&gamblers fallacy\Z B HIMAS 72 S, FEBRBEHIED O L WHEIZIE
hot hand fallacyl\ZFD  FHIPFRO SN DL Z L I8 L T\ 5, Roney
& Trick(2009)Z DV IE, AR — v ByIHZ B\ T L 728 A o7l
3 HBEZIL, hot hand fallacy TI3 7% <, gambler’s fallacyS7EH H 1L 5
ZEDMRETE B, Ayton & Fischer(2004)iZ AN DFTE A4t L 72 55
T UL hot hand fallacy?¥E U5 L L TB Y, RABICFEDD 5.
ZITHRITIE, BT TN THRbIL TV Ry 1 =0 F )L
T4 Xy 7RIS, FHIRNICBT ST v 5 A ORI kot hand
Sallacy\2F:D D2, Ziv e b gambler's fallacylZ 3D D H % FERIIC
Bt %0 BIZIXEERD B2 23TF DR THIEICAL A, 1 NDITH
R L TERb I LoNEZLbHE L, A—aTF by FTIIRY
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DEADFIDVRL D, —HTHy I—DXRF VT 1 F v 713K & LK
DAERVPEAUE TE B, BERM (9057) NOY v % —I|dhot hand
W THON T EMOBTEL B2 ), BT - RMOIREE & 7% 215 508
HIZIZAY OB wiew, BERMNAOY v i — O REZI) B2 0
T2, HEOREGRM AT L CRES DD Lo 72BIITH <~
WT A Xy 7RG E LIz M, gamblers fallacyld— 77 OFEFR A HHE T
% hot hand fallacy\AH T 252 L VW2 5D, AOERKPLI Y bo—)L
AN 2 BGRUTFEFHEEDS L 2 5 RV IET, AR CILIE BT 0478
WENZI- AT, gambler’s fallacy® & 9 \2# 2 5 Z & % hot hand fallacy\Z
FABCY % 3805 [0 D FRREH & 550

FEA

=]

I h—, L AIRFIVT 4 X v 7 Thot hand beliefD512E L T\ 57,
BB 2 RIHET Lce 72, ZOREETUT2I12H7->TENE
NED LI HBERE D LIZTHML TR L2 R AL 72,

HiE
Fx - AERE 20124E10H |1 ERE 4 - RBIRC AR OB = >
H—EROREM O E %@ UCRA L, BiAiA S 1 AMBZICENTL 72,
& B ICTET 2R REDOY v 7 —HICHE T 5 K&
294 (B ETF24%, -~ A —T % — 5 4 4EEM = 20035, SD = 1.21;
v B — ORERAEEM = 10104E, SD = 554) ASPEICSINL 72,

BENE
BUAEETBERE o7 —conT, BIEEEFED LS 0%
ATOBD, ERHIT 2 EBRL. RENICE, o) —OfRE
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AR—=IBHEIZBIT DT v 5 LABRORAH

AT AERZFHE S 272012, HE - mH - =4 - e (2009) &
P - R (2011) #1129 v 7 — ol (UF, HERBNOR
M) 2EASTAERE LTRETFORS - EFN—2 3 27 E163HH &,
NINVT A4 Xy 7 OBREEATHERE LTk - BRITTI &7
HHZZNZNEL, ENHVWEE, TR, BT L ;ﬁ?&f
W H S5 BETH L ETOSFHETRDZ, 1, NPT 1 Fy
ZIZonTiE, "ZZTRHAEOREGRMEZHRT L CRED O %D o
TBIATORTFIVT 4 Xy 228 LETEHBAE MR 720 F25ME
SR, “RIVT A4 F oy 7 BIIED L S VORERTHRIT S &
B aEN—tkr 7=V THELROI (LT, &FEI=),
Yyh—ICxtd DA Vv F — Tldhot hand3d % & # 2 T\ 5 7
RS 72012, NL—FR—= V2 RIZHE L 7-Raab et al.(2012)% %12,
FEERED v = HICHET L2 EM % L7z (Table1ZMR) s 2D & Zhot
handDFIFRE LT, “WIZHED % dH T/,

Table. 1 % v H—ITHT 2 FHHD L RIAR
B
1. Foh I RRD LB D EHCET

f2. Iy A —OREBHEE G L TL SV, FAIFEOERFIE, WICELEFEH
DMCRAEEZMAN TEIRELZERNE T, W, ZITEF—20FEL LR > TR
HEEMALCHLHORFERISEL LTS,

i 3. RFNVTFAFYZIZBOT, F—2 A4 FA5EGE LTl L7280 RT3+
BHEEVETh, M, T TEHHEORGHERM Z T L o0 % 0o 725
WATH)RFIVTF A Fy 7 RIELET,

BRI T, “WICEDL L) 2 EIZo0T, SIMEAEFED LS
ICEZTWwEhEmiar, KICHEL EIE, #iEL TR LkoK
B, T TRIE LA LD S, SR CTHRIIT 2R ZI/T L HHL
Table 1D 3 NI DWT 1. IE W2, WL "D 2 HE TR S ¥ 7,
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m, 1T 1 ARWEEZBMEDAM 2 LI 3 DRE %KDz, [
BB LTE, ELWEZRLETFLWEZREW) BIERL, HEHE
CEZT, RAEEMERTRVWEIICLTHYDOFTFEZ S L) IZHR
L7

BRRIZ, 3T L. BWERZZBINEIZIZ EDL SVDORERTH
W HERCFTH, 2. V0" EEELAZSBNEICT EDL 500
MECTEBTLEEVETHI L, RFVT 4 F Y 7 ORIFEE/S—+
YT =T THE R RS (LT, BIHRORIIE),

LEES

B EERAT HER Table 2134 v 7 — OHERMANO B % ko
LERE LCHEIFI6HEB L, RIVT 4 F v 7 OBlxdd 58N &
LT THHOEREDOFELELEL T,

HERMAOBRKEZ RO LZERE LT, “EFO0 EFX— a7
PR LE L (M = 4.79), “MHEEFORH AT R BE LGRS N2
=321) RFNT 4 F v 7 OB A ID B ERIT FA - BITE]E "D
b CRFE S UM = 4.34), ETFOMKH - 1A% bR FFE Sz
= 3.48),

YPyh—IHTBFME o —PWICESLZ LDV HEAR—Y L
IMEEERDIZET A, 260 BWICFELAR—Y THDLEHELT
(92.29% ; F#NEE28%4)

AR HEOBRFIIREIIF S TV L EFEL RIS — A AT THRE
7ZEME L7201310% (35.71% ; HRhIE28%), NPT 4 F v 71
BOWTHOETFPEI L-BOEFIIRIIT S EMHE L -0IF11%72-
7z (85.00% : ARNEE2044) 0 EBMBEDNF VT 4 F v 7 OEEKKY)
FOFHMEIL7071% (SD = 1660 ; HRIAIE28%), BIHEOEIHED
FHFHMEI$61.82% (SD = 2317 ; HMAE22%) &7 o720 &R
R LRHAROBRIEOTFIUIELND 57, 2 EOEMIZEE L7223
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AR—YHHI B 5 T >~ 5 A HROBEBM
H PRI D & D oiE & Fhts L 724G 5, I B ORI AT AR
W LD SRV EMEE DD 572 (20) = 1.79, p < .10, Cohen’s d =

0.44, 95% CI [-1.66, 22.14])s

Table2 v h—DERERDHERDERE

FLE KR A O B RFNT A4 F v 7 OB

I FI9ME (SD) ZH Ffili (SD)
BT OWHAER 410 (094) #ET-OHBAER 369 (117)
EFORS - BFR—vary 479 (041) RFOEH - AT 348 (112)

F—LAA NOET] - FFT 441 (063) EFOXG - EFNN—T a3y 421 (098)

BFOFET) - HB 452 (063) MFF— LA DL - Fw 386 (1.19)
HFERF ORI 400 (093) Fik - BRiF51 & 4.34 (0.72)
BEOKH - R 414 (0.88) fEIAE - EORLEL 4.14 (0.69)
ks - OB LEL 379 (094) F— 24 XA b OFER - F 4.00 (0.96)
YR =5 — DI 376 (1.02)
AR ORI K 348 (0.95)
F—2DFLFEY 476 (0.44)
F— K OWE T - Wil 438 (0.82)
B a—FORE 393 (0.96)
EF 0K 448 (0.74)
FH OH5E 3.38 (094)
HWFEFOMEKH - T 321 (111)
MFRFOET) - HHT) 366 (1.11)

Table. 3TiE, RFNVT 4 F v 710 LCHICESL Z LEAH L L HE
L7zzg (LT, Beis) Lenbitozsng (DT, EEe
BHEEE) OSRBIE L K BROMEL R L1z, Battig o4k
BRI & Tt ORI % B 5 720 156D & B e & Fh L 72
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W, A EMEMHE STz (9) =-1.84, p < .10, Cohen’s d = -0.26, 95% CI
[-17.86, 1.86))c T D HLBIHEDORIIFE % 5 { AFE D 2 HEAVR S
7zo =TI THEERIFEL, SHEIIE L NI HOBIEROMIZ 1 %K
HWETHBELREDNRD SN72( (9)=4.03, p < .01, Cohen’s d = 2.04, 95% CI
[12.94, 46.06])c T7b b, WIIEDOKIIRPME L BED Sz, EER
B C AR E 2 LT 2 72012 % 2O E £l L 72 &
A, RFNVT A F v 7 OEFEIHEETITEITRD b 0o 7205 (15)
=-0.56, n.s., Cohen’s d =-0.30, 95% CI [-24.32, 14.18]), WD I=RIC
13 1 BKETHERZEDTFLD HN72( (16)=4.89, p < .01, Cohen’s d =2.51,
95% CI[20.44, 51.76])o

Table. 3 XF L7+ F v T 2 FRILIHEROFIE (SD)

FakiE (V=11 FERFE W=7
AR ES 76.82 (10.93) 40.71 (18.60)
EXCNpR/ES 6850 (20.98) 7357 (9.53)

ER

Iy s —, & KITRFIVT 4 F v 7 Thot hand beliefh¥7:% L T\ %7,
EERE A RIS 522 L2 HIE L7z,

NFIVT A Fy 7 ORPEFUISMELETTEHEBRZTBY, K
BUNCAENZ S0 L LCHEINT W2, hot hand fallacy\Z BT 1E,
hot hand?3d % & A& L 72BN OB EF ML 8E: L TR L 7% T
VR EREST b0 L PEINL, L LIIEL T, +v 71—
DRA BRI hot handD3H 5 EE L TWDB AN L o725 DD, RF )
TAFY 7 IXETNT, hot handDZd 5 E1XEZ TWHEWAD 1%
Molze RFVT A4 F v 712 hot handh3d 5 LN L2 N EHRIZL
7GEICIE, AELEITIRROLNGN-72000, KIERIETE Pl S
N7ze TS, DEDERFLVT 4 F Yy 7 ORIEIENLOE L TH
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AR=V BB 5T v 5 LBEROERBH

BEINTNRD I LD, HIEOBREFHMIKE SO Lol R b,
—77 CThot hand 37\~ L A L 7= SN (D O By = & A B <
FHL, &kE LTRFINT 1 F v 7 Tldhot hand fallacy\Z780H H LT,
hot hand fallacy £ (3L %D FINOBEHAFLD N7z T 72D
Ll L O 5 &, 6 AT O RBIERME Pl S .

MR T 2T E 2o 72BN, BIMEPBVW-KT) - KEOERIZSH
bEEZ Do Yy —OBERBNOBKEZ AT 2ERE LT, &0
FIEFORS - EFR—a v, “F—AAAL I DFEFY” BT
DFEI-HHI, BFORMI), F— A FOET) I E Vo
THEHOEEEZEFHE L. Ty 7 — oMt B2 SRR
WCHFEF—2 LD 0L DEME LD 2 ETHRT D, HERM O TH
F LV OE L OEBER S 20121, #FEADOFEFET /= & 0
) ERRET) DS RO N B 7280, BFEZNENORIIOELEENE FF
ffiS N7z EREEND, ZOMOERGFHET B 72DIERIPERVE
K255, “RAEXBOREMLKE &> 7oA E 7 BRI D
CLRFEZ TRV LD DI D,

—HTRINVT A Xy 7 OBKRELGTHERE LT, “GiA - BRI
&7, “BFEORS - BT R—Ta ), BARS - BORLELOER
BENECEFES N RFVT A Xy 7OBIRIFETHEHAHEDLS
N, B LOMERTHII TS I ERFH &Nz, Lo LIRS RHIZ
Lo THRPERSNDLE W) Z LI, BFOENIHDLS T, HIPE
WEDLLIEDNHDLEEZLNTVWAIERRET D, 2D L) IIARE
EGECHMREBEELERE LTHET NI LD, "PVT 1%y
THfE L TR L2 B CREEZ R AL A LT B L v
bo RINTAF Y ZIIANDITEIC L o TEREPREZFELTIEHD D
DO, BMEINZERFRDO L ) ICAL SN, B@BHEOT L —LRFIVT 4
XV CIERELLIBERNZEEZLRLDEFMENTVEEVWZ L, ZD7:
O, RFNVT 4 F v 7 OFRIIGEREDBIMSINT, 91 > PRIV —
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Ly MIBU bgambler’s fallacy® & 5 12, hot hand fallacy & (335D 7 [A]

DFBHDP R SN EEZ D,

PR & O NOATENDSEE A L 72251 Tldhot hand fallacyD i Z % &%
Z B, I OEG x BRKEHME S 5 & f5dE S 11T X 722%(Ayton & Fischer,
2004), XFIVT 4 F v 712D\ TCldhot hand fallacy & 13385 AINDAE &
RO LNz, W1 OHR, S, ERRIEOE S, HRICRITTE
BORENVEDMENTZETROBENCLD DD LERIEEIND,

hFE2

By

WFgE 2 Tlx, B - KORY % BR L, ZORICTHl%E KD 2 )
7z, B 1 TR OMEFED A% 3 RIZ L TV 72As, #7535
TLROONLPHETHIEERHWE Lize 720 v 7 —#EERFICHR
57, KO OND BRI O ERETT 5720, — kO RFEL R
KL Lz,

Hik

FHX - FERFER 20124 7 H IS - B AR O BRI A 124
HEO TR BT, BRERHAZFIMH L CHETERA L, &K TH
ZOY TR 72,

sE RFEAE70% (BF5A24%, KF7E4as, IR 4
FIERT19.267%, SD = 4.60) HEERIZSINL 72,

RAERE ZIEICH Y D—DOXRF VT4 F v 7 2GS/, R
BECTF—2DOHETORF VT4 Fy 2L LT, 4ANHETO
B & LM ORFERERERL, 5 NAHOBRFASAOERNT HHREY 0 ~
100% CEEIZTFHM S 72, 4 NBETORKRLY ZNZIRD) & LMo
2EMFTHARDYE, 1600 (=248Y) OFMERERELL. BEDR
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AR 2 T L CHRED DD 0o F2BIIAT ) RF VT 4 F v 7 I3EE
5 ANHEFToOMmBETHKAEIL, 5 AHLUBEICOWTIEY Fr7akk
X352 b5 NEEMRICTFHIS R, 72, ZOHZFIZENLS
WHERH HH% 0 ~ 100% TEHli L, #E0 L 3% B lRAEAT
A&7 RF VT A F Y ZIZOVTHEHEIT—VEHR) ZEHNTE
T F— 3= 151 TITbh b Z & ZFiHE LTHA 72,

EEES

FEBREORFEI LD 150 (T - 53 - B3 - K0 2EHLC
ERL, o1& (83 - 3 - Bl Rk BERSNTWZRdho
Too EHLZZ258MEEEL, 155 LTHIT Lz RFVT A4 Fy
7 DI P OF35ME1352.30% (SD =20.82)72 > 72,
BERIOHERICED A NS 2EMOMEICLY, % 821C
G7iF 7z (Table. AZHR) o B 243 2 IR (SRl Je - BeZh - s, (i
Ty - B - BT - ) O 2380 ARG L7z, HEETORRIC X BB
DFINEND D B PMRETS 5 720, EHTO BT EEL & Je i ml 535
WA TN 7 2 BE O AR & K L 72, AT 1 B oS ERNIC
HEREZDTRD N7 Do 7225t (619) = -0.65, n.s., Cohen’s d = -0.05, 95%
CI[-3.91, 1.96)), DG FNCIE 1 BKETHE R ZAEVEDH LN (2 [0
1(205)=5.36, p < .01, Cohen’s d = 0.78, 95% CI [57.28, 43.04]; 3 [ : £ (136)
=6.47,p < .01, Cohen’s d = 1.10, 95% CI [63.48, 41.38]; 4 [A] : £ (136) = 5.99,
p < .01, Cohen’s d = 1.02, 95% CI [17.85,35.45])c $ b bH, 2EDIF#
e LT L73 B0, BEehsm < Pl S, st LRl L 7255
A, BIEMMEL Pl S N7z TR L EIZRR ), RF T A4
F v 72BN T bhot hand fallacy\Zif - 7= FRID R S N7z 2 & &IRIET
BAFRIZ 072, C 2T, ML DFEFMOBIIFRIZEL > TXF VT 1 F v
7 DR TN ENTRD LN D D% F TR L7z. M, EROK
BIZE ZEIROFHUOEHEIZIZT RO RSB D SN h o7 (1
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A : £ (627) = -1.01, n.s., Cohen’s d = -0.08, 95% CI [-5.26, 1.69] ; 2 [f : £ (208)
=0.12, n.s., Cohen’s d = 0.02, 95% CI [-5.91, 6.71] ; 3 [l : £ (138) = 0.61, n.s.,
Cohen’s d = 0.09, 95% CI [59.42, 57.60] ; 4 [a] : ¢ (138) = 0.41, n.s., Cohen’s
d=10.07,95% CI [61.29, 59.64])

SERIRINERICE DA SHIJLICFEEIREEL L, Fio
JBE % b LA 5 BT T T 2 47 o 72 (Table 52 ) o € DFER,
HA OB VG AT IR EEF C RED D, KAl
AHRF B LA < T S 72 (F (4, 1099) = 62.90, p < .01, 7% =0.19)o Tukeyi®:
2 & DL EIEA 5100% & 75%, 25%& 0 %D S LUAMET T 5%
IKMETHERZDVRD BT,

Table. 4 BRIDHERICE D AT T 1 £V 7 DRRIIET A
ERIER L s (D) BfE (SD)  EEIEIIME BhE (sD)  HIE (SD)

1Al 5309 (1823) 5698 (22.28) 1Al 52.12 (1886) 5519 (21.81)
2[a] 4304 (1933) 5571 (20.89) 2[A] 57.28 (17.32) 56.11 (22.35)
3l 4138 (2079) 5760 (21.35) 30l 6348 (19.33) 5943 (20.51)
41 3768 (27.75) 59.64 (2369) 4m] 64.33 (2441) 61.28 (23.69)

Table. 5 &HRIBIHRICE DT T« Fv I/ DFARHEEBE

TS E TMloEE

AT (1) FafEi (SD) F9fl (SD)

0% (Sl - 2eHk - Sl - Rk 3768 (27.75) 5964 (23.69)
25% (SR - SRl - 2RHE - BTh) 4250 (18.79) 56.09 (21.15)
50% (SRFi - ZRBi - BBl - B3h) 5063 (14.81) 54,58 (22.45)
75% (el - WLy - Bl - He) 6263 (1894) 5867 (21.66)
100% (RSBl « Bl - B - Be) 64.33 (2441) 64.33 (2441)
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BB, SR X o TRIIFEOTHO BIEICEATRS & N5 2 HE§
579010, FEZLOBBOTEEEFEL LBt 21T o7z, R,
HAORIIRIZ L > CFHOBRBICHE R EDTRD HNIZ(F 4, 1113)=
3.81,p < .01, 72 =0.01)s F72, Tukeyi®iZ X 5L EILED5100% & 25%
ORI 5 %IKHET, 100% & 50% DG DI 1 %KIETHE L 2=DS
D STz,

BHERDOMET TinyTextMiner 0.86 (A4 - =i, 2009) % W T,
H H L & o0 RIS I HEE O IR R B 2 5K d 72 (Table. 6 © MIEAH
8421, RMIE2781F) o TinyTextMinerld 7 F A M~ A = 7V — )V Tdh
0, TERERMATICIEMeCab (CLJE - 1L - A8, 2004) % FIH L CHLGE
OB AE M Lize ETRERBITOKRLS, 22T OLF 35
S, WENDOLMECTHEBUEED 5 B EOZFD T HE Sz, T
RF— 5 EHWOE, &ML THEONHERBORHD RL S
D THb, I THNENAEZFTIIONWT, RFEFLARL) 555
FTARCEA—FEE LTRE L (Rl I A, &, Ny B T Ly vy —!
BOR, AR AL, B, B, o8y — ) BHE S o8- T
WF—X— KDy S, I—ov, BRL IE). M, A& W) KR
BARM 2GRl o T 1 AR 3 Nl L o 2 RBA LB/ LN TE
D, TITEHEROFHETHL 1A~ AANEZFIFTIIHITTES LD
WCHME L 720 E2BRIE WO EAERFPHINEEE L TR b1
7S, CRMUER 1 OOHEEL L THRko 727200 iS4 L7z, DLl o
TEICHED & 5 OB HEEZ KD 720

ST LI, FNENOBBEFEOILREEB A MET L7z, HEEIO
S LTI, BIIMEFEOHELFERICS B e Lz, 72720, 25%
S L T5% M IEREN T ARB D R o 720 0 %5M ORI
WO R 2R o7 (61, 857%; Bl i EEERML TWTD
HOPEIILaWwE, EWn) T Ly Ty =12k )ZFH77200", “IhE
THEBERULTWDH5") 50%5M DI B DI )" & "5k
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W72 - 72 (2218, 629% ; B “BI DO N7z B2, okl L T
W, ZARICT LYy Y=o TV RWERI L, “WHhk
Mo 2R7ZH 5, MAT, F=1N=2FMLTd1 ~ 4 ABEHA
5" o 100%5MF 0, AEHHEE D SH\OIX B L &R 72572 (134,
1857% ; Bl - “EEMPWII L TVD EHIZT Ly v =R Y ZH72ZHh
57, “1 ~ 4 AHETEERIZ25"),

Table. 6 SAHHBFEDHIREE & KRS

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%

B A B () B (k) B (k) BUE (b)) B (b5
ESi 8 (1143%) 27 (964%) 25 (7.14%) 21 (6.00%) 4 (571%)
TLyyy— 6 (857%) 19 (679%) 28 (800%) 13 (371%) 11 (15.71%)
i1 6 (857%) 9 (321%) 15 (429%) 23 (657%) 5 (7.14%)
F—3— 6 (857%) 15 (536%) 8 (229%) 8 (2.29%) 4 (571%)
15T 3 (429%) 26 (929%) 38 (10.86%) 45 (12.86%) 7 (10.00%)
EE

e 2 TIR—MORFALZ RIS, B 28T - KEHHTORF IV
T4 F v ZIIRT D RRERA AT L 7z

BT OFEFIEED G OREE, 2 BB S Cwiud, K3
DR ZE L, RUD VTV, KROEREZE PN R SR
72 CORERIEMIEL LIERLY, XF VT 4 F v 7128 Thot hand
fallacy\ZiF o> 7= FMA R SN2 2 L2 RET IR TH S,

Wl LR 2ERPBEONTHBE LT3HETONL, F 11,
Wge 1 L HF7E 2 O b K & RHLESI, SINEDY v 7 — &g (LT,
) &, —RkoRFE (LT, EBEE) Lol lildh b, WiTE
1 CHHEEESNE L L2 L, BT TOBBEEZIRAL v
EICE D, EBISHERICHEL WY, EBRICELTEN SN D
T %\ hot hand &) BlG % 1 3L A LOBEEPELTWD L

150



AR=V BB 5T v 5 LBEROERBH

HTEIHBEDRH B, 2LT, ZOEAPREFETHNIHEH DS
L—, BEBTHIUIEMICEID - T BREICED S, W52 T, #
B#EICRS IR BB TE 2B O 2 HEt T 5 720 — o KA
ERHE LN, FUERLELLL2D o720 KIZ, 1 OHH L BE
LT, —fBEORFENRRF VT 4%y 7 ORIEREZZETEHL 20E
BERZTCWLZ e MR ER LD HELTEITONENRFLVT A4 FY
o DRIHET M OFIGMEA2.20% (SD = 20.82)72 > 72— FT, v 51—
HBEMRE L2 1 TIE, RF VT4 F vy 7 OFEEIZ70.71% (SD
=16.60 ; HxIMIE28%) &Pl Sz, 8312, W2 Cilkmifzom
BB TELHEMKZ 2722 L EEB LR TNTVIT RV Thbh,
72 2 TGOS R SN TW 2 EDVRIEEN S, OLHBTE
5 [ L7 HERRC & 72720, el L3RG 2RV EONIT L
WEZLNS,

BRI O FICIEDITITIZE 1 LR 2 ERPEONID, ML
OV ZE B L, BHRORIRIZEON A+ 2 LoRIBICE
ATERDPIREL N b e LTEREIN TR IIENS0% L ) b &
WA IIEFR ORI L) LI, RIIEDB0% L) S IERWEEAIZE
FW ORI bE L T ENT. hot hand belief\ZF D W T FHIATE
HHEND ETIUL, RIFRIFEMOLEF LY ELLFMEND LIET
& 5705, KRFEBRTIIRIRIIML RS 517z WL 2 D R13100%
FHEDOBINRD D E <, 0 %MD IR R DKL FHE R TV,
ZIZTENR=AL = FOWEHRLPEZHENTWARVWOT, G250k
N—RA L — MERIZEDNT, BYIIEIIEO TR LR SN Tz b
ZAMND, LaL, BEUICR—2 L — MERIZIED C LHIFT 201
WD 2 ETHE LV, 112, EHOBRIIEORIMEDES N bF Tl
B\ N— A L — MMEWRHG ZXT%5M (S - BT - BRI - 5Th)
THIUL, TOREICESNT, KRIITEBDMHERTHIIT 5 LA S
LT U hbe B212, FFZLX-o TTFHOBEEBICENRD LN &
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od, N=AL— MERICHEDOTHI L2 L 1T 2 2V, HRORK
HEH100%DZM T, 25% & 50% DS TFHOBEIZHEZ

boTHEL TV LD, FHICHLSLTHRBOHE % Lzbl) T
E7 <, FRRIRICEDSW TS R SNz b, T2, HHR
WTHESNZMEICEETLHEIV R -2 00, FHETOLMC
Lo TR DHWD R ENTZ LD DPD 0% 100%51E T,
EIEEPRM, HHVIIHIIL TW/zZ EIZERT B EIEHS L
hot hand beliefX (3720, WHE L CHEITLIETY T v 7 2T 5 b
TlE%L, TV ivy—%2E L b vozlEbRO LN,

Wge 2 DAERED S, BRI O RIZEDS VI EIT) &, DI
R OMERSEHND DL LTRASN T2 b hol, 72720
FHOMELL 7 5 N—= AL — MERD 4 KORIHREERT 5 &, I
FEREOEGEIEFRORIIE LD I, RIS E1 2L F
OEIIFE LY 5 FHl Sz, W58 1 TRBEDIOEROAEZ IR E L
72DT, R=AL—FOEENMECEGEIZSFEOTFHIN R SN2 L
EHF7BONTAERTH B0 T b HEBIEIE 0 %540 £ 9 12,
ARORFNVT 4 Fy 7 &RBMLIELTH, BRI T 5 MRS
LH3%, hot hand fallacy & (AT 2 Wi 7RO TR A % S 1fz,

waER

AEL, BIEROBBIHYTHY, HOZORMTITLICRL 2 EF)
TR ELDNRFNVT A F v Z7I2BT 2O FMORRFRINOVTHE
HTAZEEHM L 2O00EBKEND, MVORLLEFORY)
REFUWT LT NVT 4 %y 7 THoTHRERMMRD bz,

WIE 1 DREEDP S, XFIVT 4 F v 7 Tldhot hand beliefiXlT L A L
ORBEIZHFBLTVALDEIZV AP o0 FLTRFLT 4 Fy
7 ORI L Ol L2221 I3 M < Fill S 7z Bar-Eli
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et al.(2006)%° Ayton & Fischer(2004)23F64 L 72 & 9 7o ADATEIASHEA W L
72 %5 T Dhot hand fallacylZ < F IV 7 4 ¥ v 7 TIEROSNY, KA
hot hand fallacy L (3O F N FRA 2 ENFze TIUEINRF LT 1 F
7 OBEINIBNT, BARPEZEELZLDLARLTHDILIZLDD
DIzZolz0 RFNVTAF Y ZIIADRR— VT T VIZHET TS 2 &
THRRPERT LD, XFPVT 4%y 7 OBWEELZFUNT L2546, K%
FORELIZENTII R, AEEGEZRITEDWTHES % S,
ZDH, Vv—L v bRIA ¥ N ADTFHNIA S LD gambler’s fallacyD
£ 912, hot hand fallacy & 33 DFEGRMPB R NIz b, F72,
NRFNVT 4 Fy 7 PRBRMIZHEFTH Y, BHEPF v > ALV LE
RV EBEELTVA I ENEZONL, Mt L TR L7ZE LT
b, L LOBIENBNLOIZEIT L ERY, —H Tl LTk
FTHLZLREZIILL, BROLH) TN IDOE VR b,

W 2 TlE, 4HDEFORFIVT A Xy 7 OFERTBEBEEL, £
NZNDOLEMETE ) FT L2 BET L7z iRk, WIgE 1 OfR & ITR
%Y, hot hand fallacy\ 2D &, WMIHZOKIHE L&, KRBEORY)
PR RS Size 727 LFEAION—=Z L — MERDPECHEIZIE
N—=2A L — MEHL D BEVIERIS, ROHEIIER—Z L — MER X
D ORI ECIERICR L0 ETFMEN/Z LIX, hot hand fallacy
CAZFEF R OFRRIMD R 8Nz v 2 b, Tversky & Kahneman(1974)1d,
MOIEHRDE 572 G2 5N TWARWEE, BINE 3RS 2 8y
WWHLZZERIERHLTBY, FHOFRASRY) - K21 ThIULH
BT LORINREIZLEDONWTHETELZEPMRETE D2, LT LD
N=Z L — MEfME o7 KR CEPEIE SN L DIFTIEZ% <, 3R
DR b7z,

KEEOF) TV FVTAELT, RFVTAF v I 2FMHLE L2 LI
BHho NFNT A F Y 7 I LFENFTHD LERTLISETPANED
%o FMDOEETHNEBIZITIRD Ny & =3 d 2755, ZNE TORf
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FETIZ/NY & — 12D\ T b hot hand belief DS E N5 b DL LTEZ
ONTE 72721, SEITEHF LNy ¥ — L AL SNLHERERLD,
FEARM 2 D58 < B S N2 _F VT 4 F v 7 Tldhot hand fallacy
ERFEDOFAOFRARD SNize T v H—OREFEIZT TR,
—MEDORFEEFRICLHEICLRBHDPROONDL T Db o
720 FATHRTRENTE 22 LIF, BT, BB a-—FRBEZHSR
\2 LT, hot hand belief S IK  iZE L TWAIZLDL LT, FEBEIZIZZ
DE)GHEPRE TV RWEW) AL =7 b DThH o7z, A
DOFERNE, MMM OWE CIIRBROA B <, BB ERT
5T ERIR LT, 72720, BHE L IEBHE OE VI X B ERFRAI O )
WCOWTIEE LR DML ETH D, AKR— Y IGHOEEANI DWW TR
A liE, AR—Y OB OMBEICIERT 5 ENTE S,
hot hand fallacy®D & ) R FBEARD D H Z L HbhroTWThH, HGD
BB —BMWNA T AL oC, MHICERT S Lid% v, Gula &
Raab(2004)\%, hot hand belief\Z 5238 S N7 ATENASV S L b LKL HICE
WTIRBEIETH B LIZE S 2w E FRL T 5o #IZhot hand 573
RETVWRVERMIETERWI ERG, HEkE LT, BRI
OBHEA LD ENEEZ L VR L, T2, HTNEFIHD T L VK
ERLBEL, BESMOMG 2 RT2EHOY V7 AIIRE
END LI, ARTRLAL) ZRBAIHL T LI LIdiERS 1
bo “2EHOY V7 ANIFHOIIFICE L DL LTHIITE 575
T OWENPFIET 2 L) ITHREIND ., BOERPHRC I L DH LD D
Lhzwnl, BWHERINMCZ L H 00 Lk, LaL, 21l
HLETZDLIITHERL TV BIZT ER v, BIEILIR, RO LI
B - REEZZT O 2IRTIE R, WAVBARIERFRIELTVE DD
O, FHAEERBIRL 72 & JIC3RANRMEE 25 2 EHREBS
%o BIROFRTIE, oI —ORBREDOHT, @EDT L —Tldhot
hand beliefi3iZE L TWR720 DD, RFVT A4 F v 7 TIKIA T
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b, KBLCLEIZ LD LIMEN RSN, Thbh,
BOFWAR=I BB CT VT LI bbHb I LEH> TN
EWVR D, FITHERENMIEL 2O L I IZEROERICH LT, Dk
) BBHD T ENDLOPHET S L OBRBEWAEHTE 5, HEHE L
IEFERE CREBMO B ER 5 &3 UL, Kook F 5
EHEELCWD DS, RBOKRE ZIT AITHEBEIS - #imT 5
O EEIILDESD,

RO T E2 2T 5. 5 1 IEMROBRIED) D - 722
ERBETOND, WL 2 TTNTORY % MM T E Ao 724l BFgE
1 TRNRF VT A Fy 7 OWITFEL PEPOEMEEN DR R->TL
Foro TNIE, M2TUWIIELZ LR LW ERELLSNE (74
o) A, B ANRFNVT 4 ¥y 7 OBMERIET LB L ERIET
B % Ge ot 2 72T REMEATE 2 b Do FEREZIT, TXTO-EMIC
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EEBET LV AR—VIIRE I EIZEHPRLR S, B2 0 BHlEE®RIC
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BBY, RRIBVTH, €9 WVoZiREDRRNE 2 Ll wizi#msTT
ETWARWVWI LIRRATH 5,
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Miscognition of random sequences in sports scene:

Penalty kicks as a clue

ABE, Kenta

The hot hand fallacy refers to the expectation of streaks in sequences of hits
and misses whose probabilities are, in fact, independent. In basketball, the belief
in the hot hand occurs when people think a player is more likely to make a hit if
he or she has made previous shots. However, the research has shown that players’
successive shots are independent events (Gilovich, Vallone, & Tversky, 1985).
Does hot hand fallacy exist in football? To address this question and extend
that exploration, I conducted two studies in penalty kicks. First, undergraduate
football players filled out questionnaires. The questionnaire examined football
players’ beliefs in football and the results suggested that they believed in the
hot hand streaks in football game. However, they didn’t believe the existence
of hot hand belief in penalty kicks. Second, in the experiment, undergraduate
participants were asked to predict the hits or misses of the penalty kicks
following several sequences. As a result, contrary to the hypothesis, participants
exhibited the hot hand fallacy in penalty kicks. However, it has to be noted that
their predictions were lower if the base rates were higher and vice versa. The

implications of the inconsistency in these results were needed further studies.
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