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Molnar and Sloman (2024a)

 Experimental task: Conjecture a solution to a
non-zero-sum problem that appears zero-sum.
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Molnar and Sloman (2024Db)

Experimental Task: Wason Selection Task with
pundit-style policy claims, e.g. “If a state bans the

_ _ | death penalty, then crime will increase.” (If P, then
2. Hypothesis-testing Q)

Epistemic Process
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