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1. Background: Wheat Variety Selection is a Bad-Structured Inference Problem

Selecting wheat varieties is a decision task farmers are familiar with. Heuristic strategies to solve this inference task

(1) Model-based: evaluation of alternatives based on (some) variety characteristics

Due to... applying different heuristic principles

« complexity: diverse interactions between plant, soil and production system, , , L
(2) Memory-based: variety names can be used to recall memories about varieties

performance in the past

* uncertainty: huge influence by poorly predictable annual weathering,

* multitude of available information: 160 varieties x 20 attributes = 3.200 (3) Combinations of both strategies mentioned before

..variety selection is a-bad structured inference problem. Objectives: Identification of heuristic strategies in (familiar) decision situations.

Examination of key factors for the application of different strategies.

2. Method: Incentivized Lab Experiment
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(Il) Decision scope is not a key factor for heuristic application
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