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Why won"t people switch it ? The study on difficulties in changing intuitive
jJudgment and inner peculiarity
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The purpose of this research is to investigate the differences in judgement

when making decisions and the related factors that affect the difficulties in modifying one’ s
choices. In Two-Stage Decision Making, not only do most people try to solve this kind of problem
intuitively, but they also have difficulty in changing their decision.On the one hand, it became
clear that there was a correlation between feelings of anxiety, selecting first whether or not the
participants made selections by themselves, beliefs, regrets and the difficulties in switching
their actions.

Feedback to the selected decision appear to influence the behavior of future decisions. On the

other hand, it also appear that some cases failure to notice any feedback results in behavior that
is difficult to modify.
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Fig.1 Computer screen of Program
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Fig.2 Three doors problem
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Fig.3 Second choice of each blocks
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Fig.4 Monty Hall Problem (EXPA) vs
Russian roulette problem (EXPD)
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