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[Abstract] Objective: To explore the the effects of temporal and spatial distance on base rate neglect. Methods: Study
1 carried out one experiment with 2(temporal distance: distant vs. near)X2(base rate: high vs. low) between—subject design
to examine the moderate effect of temporal distance. Similarly, study 2 explored the effect of spatial distance on the base—
rate neglect with 2(spatial distance: distant vs. near)X2(base rate: high vs. low) between—subject design. Results: The re-
sults showed that both the temporal distance and spatial distance affected the base—rate neglect under the selection circum-
stances, and base-rate neglect effect was weakened along with the increased temporal distance and spatial distance, thus in-
dividuals tended to make probability judgments based on base rate. Conclusion: Our findings provide consistent evidence

that different dimensions of psychological distance, namely temporal distance and spatial distance influence the relative

weight according to case description information as well as base rate information in the base—rate neglect situations.
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