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HEEECHERBOERNE
WwBg3 5 2 o005

g Wk fEME

[. F

BRENCHET 24 RELBOBGREEEL, TIh LBt Efy
BT LR, B ANRSREOH TEF T 5 L TERRERENOV &
DOTHY, TDXSISEINIHECEELMEOOLOTH S, FEMDEIR
WA TR DER T 2 Z ETE DN, R THFEOARCILERD
HECESS BESZORALFHORMRICER T2, B AFIREOR CEEE
BT L0, RABBZOLRESPRERDOELATHY, ThbDBEHRNLER
MOBRZIEET 5 = L2, FERHEEOBHK, oI ThbezRVWTOH
eV oo X ) BETHEMABRLBEOER L e, DX IILEIRT, L
S HERBEERRICE S SO XL GROMECE T 2R, B
BENERORBEEELRETZ2DEELLRD,

FERZ DX 5 nESMOBEROITBC OV TOWEIRL, ThbBT 5H%
TR DE NP, PEEOEEDO BNOEWVCE LT, BEWEDOSE TR
25 (causal inference), #H<DEZOSE CIXRRAFE (causal attribution),
HEBLHEZEOSH LI T IV %8 (category learning) CFEAEME D ¥Er (con-
tingency judgment) 7c & DREA I EHBE 2 b, PRI TCER, ZhbD
MEREThZhAVCOR TV HEEIRIRS DD, WTFhoBE L HRET

(1) = OWFRIFR 6 SEEH AR RS GERPIE (L) | EEEF06851014)
DB % T e,
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BHROELOLR - FERBOBFCOVCOERNEL DR, ThbOEHE
FANTUZOESHOEGEOBERC OV TEETS, LWL EATE->T,
b, T TEARMLTIRZIOD L 5 clBEN G2 bh 52— DEREY, XEHEE
ERB (covariation assessment situation) EFEEZ LT 5,

EFHECTERE, LEZEOL OWRFERICE 2R ) RBCHNLERED
I7SATHY, EHLEEHPEREC LicHF_NEG STt EDFEEERDOERE
LEDHBICED D ENTED, LicdioT, TDXSERD I 5 A%
LTH—s i aic £S5 TR E TR 5 T &, DEFOEEDOMEDO &
DEDNWTOEBERD B LD, Fie, ThEhOTREREO#EELY
5 ECLIFFREERZELTHA S, 2O 5B R» DA IS
RO & DM EITR S LT HUBOFIE2IE “F— 208R” ThHbh
b, = AOEFHTIE “FIZBORITHERTOBEBREME" L\ 5 HED
75 AR LT, EROFAWERE ThcE S HANERBRRED €T
LOERVELEINTEY, IHEIALDEFANHEOK 4 LBERES
FEOSFREBZH LR T B, ZhiTvwibid “BEi” & “SEB” BEOR
Lo THRIPEAT VB8 THD, Lo Linhb, FEPLEEWROERE
HERTHHLELODW D AELHEEFRCE L TE, BEZD L S ik
L LV TRVWEETDRT VIR,

T ZTCHRMILTIE, HREBEEMBECH T 55— ila i 2 7zo O MR
ELT, ZOHFBRELTEAEZNEIREDORLS 2 DOFRNE € 7 L OBE]
BRI, < DnDRLES DARLO KB R T 5,

REBEEMBEI S 2 bW R HERE M7 5 BHRABC OWTDET IV
1%, HEAEFMET L (associative model) & “EEmHEEE” =57 (“in-
tuitive statistician” model) @ 2 DI KFITHZ LN TE S, TD2DDET IV
BENLENELLFROWRIHEFKTHLDOTHD, ThELREL DY >
Vo=V g VE RS TWALR, KWWY TCTRWECET ALDELT
Rescorla-Wagner =5 /v (Rescorla & Wagner, 1972) %, BEZLCET AL D &
L CHERI = 5 v (probabilistic contrast model; Cheng & Novick, 1990 ;
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1993) #E b R %, TeBABHUTEH A TE, FE (event) IXEARHIT 22
DEZFODDERET S, FIXITERE V> ELL “B5” & “Bbio”
D2ODEERR>TWD, LEXD, ThXBHNESEN ILKILEREE
NERERT B EAWRETH B4, KimTlkBbisv, FAER (factor) &\
SHELELLVOFBLELANCALBKRTHV22, »2FRDER - 4L
DEFIDEE L DEREVEAD THWS,

KL ETEROPTHORCAMENE E LS (Lea—&LT
Allan, 1993 ; Shanks, 1993; g, 1994% &R0z &) LEMpOEEGEZE O/
ik, RBREROBES, BEY 52 28R, BEINWLIHSKOELK R Lo
HEBOBHFRNE A =R b DEENE 2N TED (Alloy & Tabachnik,
1984 ; Dickinson & Shanks, 1985; Shanks & Dickinson, 1987 ; Wasserman,
1990 ; Wasserman, 1993), JT4E, Zh B DEBEHEIZOWTIERCWIEN I N
ETHTB, BOESEECEL TR, ERNISEIELECS < OB
BHIRTWS (f2 & 21E, Mackintosh, 1975 ; Pearce, 1987a ; Pearce & Hall,
1980 ; f#3i & L CIL Pearce, 1987b), Zh b OFEEGRILT L dEELFHE
5 Tz, o7 et &4 7 & LT Rescorla-Wagner & 7 /v
(Rescorla & Wagner, 1972) #2817 % Z L3 C& % (Shanks, 1993), ZDEF
N ATIZ I\ T, B E T DIERWE LI OWTIHENS,

ek, BAEZEBO T T MIHRPEES T BT B 44RE (Conditioned
Stimulus : CS) & M43l (Unconditioned Stimulus: US) & DfH D H &if
EDOHLIEET 5 EFATHS, CS & US %o, RRELLERELLTAE
%, CS-US Mlo#EAEEY, RE—-ERHEOMERDFEEL FTAEL S C
Lk 5T, ToEFHEY e b OMEHEHEIOE T AL LTHWDZLATE
%, BEZEZDE T NOERNTILT A 7 712 Kamin (19692; 1969b) 12 & %%k D
LOEFRAFERENT B,
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TEAH e D B8 < Te B icdicly, B b 559 T US 23T b d
DAMEE BRI SRTEE S, 20 L 5 TobEyfEZEE US 235
AR —T bbb ERTEYY Bresd —RHIEB-TELSTHA
5] (Kamin, 1969 ; p. 293)
COTAFTTC, “BE X EFEh, ROXSKERINS,

0=A=2Vi 1)

CORT A BESHEOLETHY, US OBERL I > THhRESINS (US
BT ARE TR, FEAROREE 0, LI LIE A RESHEEOWNTE L
REh D)., V L CS DR - TWHEEARETH Y, BEHO CS s LErT
REhDDESREORRTHS, ZORL, F400 (CS) 2MHER (US) %
FHITA2RENKE < tc%kc'o;h, “ExT RBLLIDE T EERRLTWS,

CZTRINTVWAH LIS, HAHER (BB VIZ US) AMEDZEDTES
BEHERROLNTW50DT, d LEHDOFLLIY, HEE—DRRICHL
TEZ BRIBEIIE, ChbDOFERMDIET, ERCYLTOREDESR
TTHEABETROES LB,

BB, FHSFOEFICHES BEBREOELITAD L SRbINS,

AVi=a-B-Si-o | R 2)

AV 3D HFH0 ) LIEROBOBEGREDELTH D, alXLDOFRMPD
WOWCDEBDBRIXIRD B ARG 2 — 4, BIIHERIC L - TR I LEE
DEIDARS A =2 THB, bL, FRBDRE - THENTZLECTFHENT
WHBRE (0=10) TRESBEDOELE (AV) 20 Lish, FEETE UKL
feh, Flz, R2D S EBAEFANVORLEBESOBI¥FRLLTED, B
K@ () e THHIME (So) HIRDOR 3 TREND L SKRET S LE
3%’(%60 Z DR, 3 DEE Rescorla~-Wagner & F/ICITE F T ich
5, TOMOBEEFFER T ) —BWLFEETHH LS ENTES
(fz & 21E Wagner, 1981 72 &),
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Si:Soe_kt & 3)

ZOEHIEEEEDOEF L “BE kbbb T 0 NEELRERRIT
T &b delta rule &R, WS ELE € 7 v (McClelland & Rumelhart,
1986 Rumelhart & McClelland, 1986) @& % & 4 7D & O & FERANZZE T H
o EnfEEI TS (Gluck & Bower, 1988 ; Shanks, 1990, 1991),

EE¥EE T MI, ABOREEHBEREC 7 2 ) £ EOREHEE
FRETOBRMEAD 2 5 = X2 HRAT 2IDOFNREFALTHD, TOR
R L T34 < OFBERZET TwB (o & 21 Shanks, 1993 22 [),

0. FEZE% 5 v (probabilistic contrast model)

e E 7 R EEBEROBBRCET 5 ANOVA =51 (Kelley, 1967;
1973) O#EE X LCRIEX A7z (Cheng & Novick, 1990; 1993) £ D TH 5,
COEFATIRES, ERELEREOBAOBMITEO LI S>THEIND DD,
L S BEREE I OV T DB EE SN S L bh b, O, B HERE
BRESWC, HEBEEORREEHERY, BHOBENREOHHLIDL
PELTRL 2 H =R ahiE 2 bns, BROKEHEIRE, COET/VOR
HIHERCENTOLRINT VS L5 CHETaMa s LTHET A LHT
%5, COEFNTRESZOLLBEGRYEET 5 AL, IFOF—200
EEMOBIEEGRTEY HT LV ERT, RO ‘EBRNMAEE &
x5,

COEFAOEETHEIAIIERD L SCEHT NS,

[ 2 W EROGEET 2B ECHKREIECHEHO EMHERL, O
T B E OFE Lt WEBEICRE R E Ub &0 X RESE DT (contrast)
WwESWT, HEOREHS (causal inference) 2o b, &g, hbD
StHATEE S € » b (focal set) & LTERIhAEREH LTHEAESh D]
(Cheng & Novick, 1992 ; p. 367)
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HEOHERBTORBERERYE S wde, BERIZMERD “+od&kt”, “BEE
7 vy A TR, “BE (cause)”, “AHESef: (enabling conditi-
on)”, “MERHFISER (causally irrelevant factor)” @ 3EEHIC HF b T
5, SHRERIZ “EDJRKA (genuine cause)” & “FLIRK (spurious
cause)” THT BN TWB, EBLIIDEFNTIE, HEER b OEZOLR
- HAROHEBRICESCCRHEXEIEL, EORKE, BLFRR, "Ek
t, EEAGRILER, OLThLThOFE, TiebbRE#REZTLS. T, &
By POBEEAWSZ LKL - T, MR X > TARERIBELRT 5
ZExEIT A,

Rz X Sz DT AORBIL, HEBRICESIRNELOMHEL, N
e S WicBROSECH D, UTTIRID 2200 Q2T ZIT7s
5,

D EDDRREES q L0 LODORERES o L ORI, Thbb 200
EL ORI, Cheng HIT & » TEZIERN I (main-effect contrast) & I
EhCE Y, Fig.l OEMOASFANCRT X5 BELZOLEROEERCE S
TRD IS EEEI N TS,

AP,=P,—P; &4

q o* .o q r o" o~
+ a b + + a b
- c d + — c d
- + e f
— — g h

Fig. 1. ZHEOIEROPEEYRLITE, FVCRIERBOFEENREN D, £D-S
AMIOEDDRRES g LIERFS o DRERDEEZREL TS, AD S
FMI2ODFRFR L r &, BREZ o DHERDEFENREIh TS,

ZIZT P BEREL aNFETHEEDRREZ o DAERMREL Db L,
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P MEHBTES g VEELEWEEORRES o DARMEREYZE LTS, Zh
5k Fig. 1 OFEROBEEYACTHRD LS EETZLENTE S,

Ps=%(a+b) (&5)

Pi=C/(c+d) (6)

T OFESET, BE AP, 5 A\ T oneway contingency & FEIEN TS, 2{E
2ESMOMMEEOES (Kl 2 EIRK, 1994%22K) LRATLOTHS,
e F BRI~ k3 W RERBICEIT % Kelley © ANOVA =50
DIEEE LThHbbhicbDTHD, B—DRRFLICH LT, EROEEN
IRRES OFERLA DERONGE LI >TD, Lch>T3IDHULED
EREOFECE LTS, ERREM L CZEIEAX E (interaction
contrast) METEINTWD, & 21X 220FREELE (a, 1) WEETHE
&, EHERTFNFRORRESIE L CO&29D (4P, 4P) HFHE
ENB, CHEMLTEHRERD X5 A EERRH AP, N ESIh 5,

AP,=APy\,— APq |5 :(qu_Ptff)_(P‘l'__P‘F)

:(a-ib—e-if)_(c—lid_g—fh) &ED

a c e g

= atb c+d exf zih

ZCT, AP, AP 7 TR FNES  NMER LEBE, FEROSEOE
Sq LRERES L O&GO A, ThbbiHOERETHS. T, a
b b TOLEE Fig. 1 DA A ORI DED &L & LT
5. XHIE, ZOBSOES v 135HLER (conditionalizing factor) &EIXh
T, COTEERARLE 2 20RRESOMLEE LERER L OBRE
EFLOTHD, 2WOTE(EFRSEERENSG, 2, 2KROZEIFEANL
APy, 3R 8 WmRT & 51, AP, EEL L,
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APNI:APHq_APr[E :(Prq_Pré)_(P?q"PFq)
_(_a ¢\ (_e &g
_(a+b c+d) (e+f g+h) G 8)

__a ¢ e , g _
“atb ctd et+f gth

AP,

BEHEEZOENE L EL LD, EBIZL D EKROIZEEARN LT

BEhazliels, icbrxd, REFERSA320 (FRa, 1, s) KHEX
e BEIR 3 ODERER M (4P, AP, AP), 320 2 RIZE(EAR K
(4Py, APy, AP.), EBIc 120 3WSKEIEAN (4P HEHES RS,
COBED 3RTEMEARLITAORTET Z LN TE S,

Aqus:((qus-Pﬁrs)_(PqFS_Pé;S))_((quE_PérE)“(Pq;i_Pi?E)) (ﬁ 9)

ZDX3IHES IR ESWTRE#RNE SN BEDTH DA, Xt
W ODBETLEHEFETHS LIXELc, & EX 6 BV ToRS
0CHH L 57cEsE, Tichd Fig. | OMHEET -7 1O wr c & d DRI 0
TH5 L5 BECER LI EARTETHS, Shik 2ESMONLod%
Auvsiebid, ERqPECFETLSIERTHS. ZOISBERDER IR
TIEESfF (enabling condition) &FHEh, RELIIZXKFISh 5, BRELLL
T “IUKE" PNERTHIEEEHACEF 2L, BESREKOTHRLED
“UUKE” ORALBENRREDO > b “BROFE" BFELELZRLEh
%, Ig¥ich, BEOHRATCRBRI/AFELLVEVIFEMARXEIFRVO
T, BEL O ERCOWTOR R ERTEE L 72505 TH 5,
HEFHETETHINE— 1 b+ 1 OEFAOEE 5, WS 0H 5\ X
Q0I5B Il r0ERIT “HEICEERER (causally irrelevant factor)”

Q) fekzIERRESOML LTS v ORIGFEOBRERR” 0B4, AL ‘B
R EVWIERTH - CHIEEHEEESRENWEEL DB, D, Fo
PIBENDCRA DBV ELRLTHS, OISR (BDAVIEEROER
oy b)) DRI X T, A—DEENTREFELRINEPIEDLLIEELH 5,
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EMENh S, Fio, HOMEFES 1GDWERI “FHR” SEhs, o
LZCTCOHRETE, “RE” LFEh2EFLEILT LIEEES L OBOR
ROFERD 2 = X 2P LT - T B Z ERER LT b, Fi,
HEnaoEeal, RREFSOFEREERESZOLRE, HHVIEREED
EREBREFZOFERIBVERCLSZLERLTWE, Thi “RR”
DHERLEREDETOHEDD S HTH S,

B X 51 Cheng et al. (1992) @ & F /W IEHOES B O, $7obs
MEEEE Iz 2 W T OSSR = F L TH b, —CEEE#H (computational
theory) EMFIENTWAEEDOLDTH S, REOALHEEFRICH VTR
WHENPLT LS INDOETOREEHET 2 Tikisl, ABEORE L
HEROEMHES, Wb BELLy I, TR LTEHERMTbRS, 20X
5 TR TR DV, EREOBHRNE L Fl Lic® 7z = 5L (pro-
cess model) LI T35,

PR e F R E S W T B A D £ F vk Melz (1993) I & 5 TERE
T % Cheng & Holyoak (in press) B W TRIEIN T35, BENTER
BENEREET S L5 RHEBETERETIE, K6, ThERIND L7
SO BRI » TETOEFRN LT ANFAM R ET 2 2 LIZFEL
REEETHD, TORHERESLE LTOTNEROBVERYERE AT
JodDe o — VAT 4 v 72 5MbE L%, Cheng b OBERUUE T F N TIEEY
125 DBFEMFEND D O LEHLER BREFLEH TS “Fond”
LinB vk, LEEFERRD ERENRDZ LD D) BHIRL, Thickk
SNTESEy FEBRLTOL AT =X a2 RBET5 2 LT, & TOEEN
FRESOEAGRICOWTDEEDENLOHATERL TV 5,

Cheng B3 OBHAEDOEBES 3507 =4 RCHELTW5, ZHD
7 = A ACHEENSRESZOR L LEHLFRP Y RERENE, 22T
1, YUBORRFLIZOWTOERMOMBNZA I, HHNILTh LD
AT EEE, BEEHRNEORELRBERNAEHELENL D & LTH
WEND, ZD XS LTEHLFNRD D ODRMOESHPBR I I, RO
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BECEMERED 7 = A RI2B B, ZZTEEMD 7 = 4 X TEIR I N LF
DD IRESNT, ETOFRD D OLEEOEEERIEFEIhS, 2L,
O EL BT BRI TR, TE2ETE L ODEE(LFIraH 8
FERTED LI RBEADOEEHDIACES Yy PRER SR, ZIhLEER
WORENMTIzbh D, T X5 RETEOBERT, MHEEMES, BRESE
WEFTH S & SRIBERIIEBLFERD D HLEBRIRTOE, Thicts
THODOFAD H EEOMAESBNCHET ST, 25 LR LDE
BUL, HEIhBEEENEET 20, HHVIETFOEDLNRTWAHEDIEL
EFDERCET D ETHRT OIS, BEOSIGERD Y =4 XTE, BEHZ
ka2, EELREORGE LTHIZhSHEBEERINEH, ok
ZEHHPERCE LT, BEREFANKIML TS 7% E QA TLEE>EMEAE
HEOHEMBTAIRCEAICL, COBREEUEBOESy PLEHER
TCEHOEAENEE L TCHAVOR S, ZRIT “mixture-of-focal-sets” {3
IR TR, HEREM 2 VEEBRENTORETOIEL D EXHIET
LHAH=RALELTHbRS,

%< OWENRRESOFHLRAES Y H AT AL, HRESLOH
BERE OB b DANHT LD EOREES & s 5hid Tl i\, Melz (1993) 1%
BUE (Fgs)” BIO “z—e—ER (F&c)” L ‘BB OMOBERY
Ble LT D kT, BEORRELELRED GBSOV TGRNTW5S, Foflc
ik, BEFBLCRECEORRE LTHELTWARIN T T, 28 L O
OB F = BEETHS 2 — b —DERA, SEOEOBERETHBHEN bk
ETHECOBEN EFbhTVW5, 0BE, BREORETESL L INT
W B S EERE LT, Z—b— EE L REL O NS BEE
(APeys) LIRBUERE (AP 5) DEhEniZ2nTHRDONB, &« OFEENE
COWTE (+LIE) »E e (0 LR »D2o0BeeE25L”, &
HL Th bofsagerb, ++, 00, 0+, +0 (FhFhiizs

(3) FBREMEIZEDED & 2 ER(DTdZ 2Tk, BEEADBhVWS, ThbblE
PEMEDIER B B NIBD 2007 — AR T EE L B,



KEBEEZROBHENEEE T2 2200571 27

Case! Case ll

Smoke Coffee Cancer+ Cancer- Smoke Coffee _Cancer+ Cancer-
+ + 27 1 +
+ - 1 3 + - 1 0
- + 3 1 - + 0 1
- - 1 27 - — [} 31
APs = 0.75 APclst = 0.71 APs = 1.00 APclst = 0.00
APc = 0.88 APc|s- = 0.71 APc = 0.94 APc|s- = 0.00
APsc = 0.00 APsc = 0.00
Case il Case IV
Smoke Coffee _Cancer+ Cancer- Smoke Coffee _Cancer+ Cancer-
+ + 5 1 + + i5 1
+ - 25 1 + - 1 15
- + 15 1 - + 1 25
- - 1 15 - - 1 5
APs = 0.44 APclst = -0.13 APs = 0.44 APc|st = 0.88
APc = 0.29 APcls- =  0.88 APc = 0.29 APcls- = -0.13
APsc = -1.00 APsc = 1.00

Fig.2. 2720FAZES (BEL - - LEEES (BB Fofk4+RBEED
%, ThEhORRELDOEHERE (AP, AP.) & 2 kDA HAERN H
(AP B XU, BB Z L EBER & LicBED 2 — b —ERO LMD
EREREME (AP. s, AP.\s2) P4 DOFEFIZONTRERINT LB,

APy bbb L, BENRAP s b bibd) DL2Dr —ARELbBIS,
Fig. 2 RIZZNnbD4DoDr —A L, THTND Yy — A TOHMEF, HEH%
TLIC LTCBE & = — v — BN O TRN s X OB FAR L, B2 4Rk
BRE LicL EO5&H2EEHAEITR IR TS,

Fig. 2 KREN/c 4 DDy —AD 5, r—A 1 Tlda—e —EREFHED
FRRMEAEERE L, IHOCBREZCRTH, FREEZCKS T —k —
1B & RIE OS> XFEEEAE ., T X3 BAt e — e —EBRLRBED
BEORATHDHEELBND, —Fr—ATRBWTiLa—e —ERERED
EHREEREDE NS b BT, FEOSHAEREELL 0 THS, &
D X5 I RREZRALOMEHEMESE WSS, TRbbBEEEDIREA LR —
b — B CIEREE DG AL e — b —FEERZTH D L 5 BT,
LAY, IcEXEZ0fl0d 5 CRENEDRHEATS 57 bIiE, {hl7dEel
FEREFEND, 7 —AMENVIE2 D052 EMEED 5, FARSEL Ml
HRODEETHSH, Thbidvihd, BEL = — e —ERORKHRIESAE
EREEFEEITEVWIBETHS, r—AMPVTHOERLFE LI
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LERDBFEELIDNEDSRITH D, ¥ —AVIZCThOERLFETS
LEDLRETEHECOIRIMTE S, ChOBREROTEFRAC L - UiEEE
SRELLZLERELTED, WTFhOor —AEENTh a2 — b —EBRIIEE
TEFREEO—RyZBH LT\ 5,

V. #% &=

Ll b, #EBHETEETOBRABICOWTOIER 2 ODEFALEEHEL
2o THUDOETFNMITNENERFENRD Z 6B -C, FVEEDHH
LSHBEEALT LLE U TR, EFADEBR & S S DITESHE
FARERNEOBEL R T 5 BEE T A OSP BRI T2 O
L, BERLEF AT EER L ThCESEBEFAREDECER SR
TW5b, Fic, EFVOSEHRBICELTh, HEE&HneFin, 520
ROBE (EEGHEE) DELD A A =R ACEEEZBEVTW5DIENL, MR
HEEF VTS OBENRESES»EDRERES Y AHTFHREDO 2 »
=RLCEREDHTTND, SHEFEFAEOFREZICOWCIR, ERN L=
FNTREZOLEEBERRI DHEMEENEH SN Th DM TIHIER
BTlsbhb Ens X 57, BHETATNOE VLB FELTWADIEHL,
HEMYETVTCREL BN BRI TNTCESMEORRBCERIND Z &
PEEIN T b, EEimlEF VB0 BEE2E, BriipsgetSdo
SERERLV S, FHPRErEECRI S, TLTthw2BET55E
SLPBTHH LN EMLEREEZ NS L LTHEBRLTCERLLDOTHS, Th
o LRESRSE e 5 13, #EDBERER BT AERRBEOWRE Vo2, L
HESHCES, M5 T2E82 08V EHRTRERSEL L TEL, =510
BTRICHDZADLOMEY, BEDL B LA X 5 fe T A OMECE
B2 52 Th5DThHHS,

BEHE T F MIAROREBEEEREC 11T 214 BRI O\ CREET
BATHEERTSZEATE, ZhHDOFHEDWTIESE L OEBRFZ X
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LEFEN TN TETE Y, EFLORUERCEYERBIR I TE T,
%oLﬁLmﬂ%,%ﬁ%&ﬁmfmmVWﬁé%<%éhf%b (Shanks,
1993; IR, 1994), & HIERINCIZBE—DBRME 2 » = X 28 HE LT
0T, AEOERMAED ZREMECEZREDCHHIIEETH S (Shimazaki,
Tsuda, & Imada, 1991), Z D&, HEEFLEFTITEBCFOERE S

T, BRAEOFREOHAENEVOT, BT LSBT T Y AR
5 L TEINE B, mixture-of-focal-sets 7o F D 4 F = R A B 5
B L > THL DHEHT HHBEOTMEEMEE 52 T 5,

Chb 22087 ML, To& ZIXRESZSEP0 EO0HE I, FREST
& Rescorla-Wagner & 5 COWMTENE L /25 (Chapman & Robbins,
1990) w5 X odtBALED, HEREEELTERWS L0, HEA
TIABOBZH (Shanks, 1991; Melz, 1993) % Bk & HE Iy L CHIZe
BHRWTWA, FMXTHE LT L K, WFhoeFihEgErEEBc
B HEFMNBEOHEAE AT T bDTHHDT, SHEITZhBDEF DR
EVLBLIEBTHSS.,
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