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[#2EHI Ia, Ib]

Your answer to [Question Ia] : Choose all the summaries of the Section “Beliefs in Free Will”, which match with
the content of the original text, by marking the numbers 1, 2, 3 with a circle [example 7—@)]: 1 ®
3

22 DEBIEERDT, 2icO2FFLTo@LFiT, (2L, BBOAELELEZICER)

Youranswerto [Question Ib] : Mark by underline, as required. = LT DFRER T RREED A IESE, FRERERD
X, HEESEEARICE Y, RICEEOFRLEOHFONEL2BAIREZANETH Y, AXD summary
ELTIRIEL L v, EARMIC, THEBZAM L 280225, BEEH underline TE T WIEA, &
=R

7272 L. summary &5 L, Summaries 1, 2,3 WEh b, FEEEDE [ZD summary O Z DEH X
original text D summary 72 & L T®. original text ® content & match LT\ 3 L IZFES 2. 2 TEfh
TWw3, foT. DI TV % ”do not match with the content of the original text” IC5%24 3~ % @ T, underline
T3] LT3 REBRPBFTAEIL. 2> DHEDIT summary D % OEFZr 235 2. 1F : fiBE 1T 3& ¥ CT”do not match”
CEREESIZA T 5. LRARICHIT L A58k, BRL T2, KoT, Hle LT : summary2 icO%Af
I olze LTH., Summary2 ~D underline 2588 7% 51X, BE ¢35,

[I] Summary 1: Despite psychologists’ long-standing interest in decision-making, research into

the psychology of judging remains surprisingly limited, partly because legal reasoning—steeped in

precedent and insulated from ordinary market incentives—stands apart from traditional psychological and

economic models.

Summary 3: Judging is uniquely constrained by precedent, jurisdiction, evidentiary rules, and

burdens of proof. Empirical research on judicial psychology is further hampered by the difficulty of

simulating authentic courtroom decision-making and accessing reliable judicial data, much of which is

rendered privately or with untraceable assistance.

[Ia, Ib: HEDEX]

KEBEZHAFTHRELT, POEXD. FAHDOZER (BHE) SAEVVRXEEYCHEH RN S5M8 HE
ALTWAD . BLUREEXDABEICE MO SE Summary THEUICRRIHIEEBEHRBHZLHALTLS
MEFRBTIDNERTHS, FHIc. REDOIHEVELIZRBEICITRASIHOEN T, KEHRMHERS,

E., ZADORBEFIBERFEEE 1 BRELVORLIBE) ELTELSY . AHEELEFICHEL TELIEX
MR IESEHED, BT LETHFBREN IZWFICRIDEIZBFASANED R AL, BEA, EL, B
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DABE (CDIBE summaries) bETHEELLT-,

[#EEH 1I]

59 words (—iE AT TREMBRIEL., RYBGULHLELEEORERTHY., XERZETTLSOT
14/15 B35 % %): My research examines the legal frameworks and social implications of divorce in
China and Japan, analyzing differences and similarities in legislation, procedures, and outcomes. By
highlighting both historical and contemporary perspectives, the study seeks to identify challenges
and best practices, ultimately offering proposals to improve family law and promote fairer divorce
processes in both countries.

58 words (“best interests of the child under 10”&EVNVS BAMMALHID T, KEFLLTHERITEFAD):
My research compares divorce laws in China and Japan, focusing on legislative differences,
procedures, and outcomes, with particular attention to children under 10. It emphasizes the best
interests of these young children by analyzing relevant practices and challenges, and proposes legal

improvements to ensure their welfare and fair treatment throughout the divorce process.

(II: HEDOEER]

BREINO#ATIE, EEOHEMRAZADIELOHELZWD, TOREFSHBEERLHY, BRIT 15100 K&
LEVR, BEARLBRCEBLTWAIETORERTOMREHEE. EVEXTRIEEBERENEHRT
BCENBEATHSD, GH. REOKRR - ZFRAFES. IRAMROE - EZHELSHRLLGNIERE+Z2I12HY
BOIDOT, T5LEEEBRERBADOFTRELEL:fI:Ti@B% | & negligence”5 &,
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