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Constructing an alert system of violations of the normative axiom of probability usi
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This study aims to explain the conjunction fallacy (Tversky & Kahneman, 1983) in t
erms of degree of confirmation (Crupi, Tentori, & Gonzalez, 2007) by employing corpus data analysis. To ac
complish this, we calculated indexes of the degrees of confirmation from the British National Corpus and f
itted them to data of the previous study (Shafir et al., 1990). The results show that a major index of the

degree of confirmation (Crupi et al., 2007) can significantly predict the conjunction fallacy, indicating
a relationship between the conjunction fallacy and degree of confirmation as well as the importance of co
rpus data to explain biases in judgment.
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