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• REI-R and CRT are good predictors of transitivity of preferences but only on the abstract study

• There is relation between applied strategies and: CRT, REI-R and transitivity of preferences 

• CON-users and MAU-users have the highest score on transitivity and REI-R

• MAU-users have the highest score in CRT
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ResultsResults
Transitivity and decision strategies

Index of transitivity (out of 7) for specific strategy users

Inconsistant LEX CON MAU

5 29.6% 15% 5.1% 4.9%

6 40.8% 45% 17.9% 29.5%

7
29.6% 40% 76.9% 65.6%

Significant differences

in the score on transitivity

among users of specific strategies

F(3,184)=12.71, p<0.001, hp
2 =0.172

Transitivity and System 2 

Conditional effect of X on Y at values of the moderator(s):

content Efekt se t p LLCI ULCI

abstract 0.181 0.070 2.575 0.011 0.043 0.320

apartments -0.057 0.069 - 0.822 0.412 -0.192 0.079

0.239 (0.184) p=0.194

0.181 (0.070) p=0.011

0.78 (0.70) p=0.269

0.0269 (0.10) p=0.0117

Conditional effect of X on Y at values of the moderator(s):

content Efekt se t p LLCI ULCI

abstract 0.027 0.011 2.544 0.012 0.006 0.048

apartments 0.005 0.012 0.376 0.707 -0.019 0.028
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validation: CRT & REI with transitivity of preferences

if CRT and REI are good measurements of rationality

Transitivity and decision strategies

link between S1/S2 and applied strategy


