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Abstract

This article presents the brief review of the various
numeracy scales in decision making, and it also shows the
three numeracy-related empirical results; two were about
risk communication of the probabilistic seismic forecast and
one was for survey response. Study 1(Hirota, 2013a, b)
revealed that when the probabilistic forecasting with high
value were modified to lower, low numeracy groups felt
significantly “more” fearful, even though high groups felt
relief. Study 2(Hirota, 2015) revealed that numeracy
measured by CRT significantly related to the amount of
increase in the intention of coping behaviors after the
presentation of the seismic forecast map. Study 3 (Hirota,
2014) revealed that many of low numeracy participants
didn’t respond some of the categories in Likert scale, though
high participants tended to use all the categories.
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