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1. T Lo

AHx, bhivbihie FEETDEWORFITEICBWTRONS, KLEZD
EWROXINEA (v v F v 7], matching law) IZ20W TR~z DTH
%o FISHEANIFEERAITEI AT (experimental analysis of behavior) & \»
I FRG IS BV TE RSN T 5T & 72, EREIEBRIVITEI TS
ZHMO—DL LTIV DA, BIUTEINIED TF 28— F TRV OT, &
FOMAEEOTXTOBENZICHEZEL TWaE DI Tz, WiZeesHEE
DEBREEI N ORI \Ve Lo T, ARIIBERLOL ) b D TidA
, EFOLHRIAELLDOTH L, LaL, MIGERBIZEOFMIZZ S A
b, MFEEIC L o TR (tutorial) OEEZRI-TOTIEAVrL
EZTn5h,

STATHIZADHNS, BEFRATHIIEDOT R & %2 5 FEBRWATEI 5T 7 O F A
AEEFBREIIOWTHBIHI L TH<, b M2 BTEHYPEET 21TE%
45~ MNMTHE) (operant behavior) & 9 (Skinner, 1938, 1953/2003)
ARGV MTENEZFORERICL > THZ 72, o720 T 5. 5V MTE)
Mz 52 L x5 b (reinforcement), ZN %L L S LERDT & 2 TRILT
(reinforcer) &IF5. + X7 v MTEIDH A Z & % &) (punishment), ZiL
EHELSELERDOZ L EZET (punisher) & ITS, ML TFRET%5 25

WVERUSEER S 4 2 v 7 OHAIZ 27T 2 —)b (schedule) & \»
Yo AT Y MIBOWIZEIRE P2 ELE OB TITbR TV 525, b MU
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HNOEYNZ OV TERETHRT 25 LITLIEHWON LR ED, AF T
—%4 (47 ¥ M4, Skinner box, operant chamber) & F-EL 5 &85
YU FREOHTH D, BBRIEL LT, NIRRTy VLN ZLDS
Vo NPERRE LIEROES, MONBEIZHIT O NEE2~3 T
FEOMEERE (F—) 2252k, oY HbFLLTHEZbNE, T
v NOWGEI, WEERSZEE ML N—%HT &, B (XL v ) 25T
ELTHALND,

2. AP &3 2

BB OEREDG S 2356, EOFEPURIZENIZTIST 200, F&EREE
FEALGEIE LN LALT OEEIIKF§ %, Herrnstein (1961) 1%, 2
DDOF—DOVIZEETN AL 720 EOF—ITF KRG, HOF— 3%
CHEBICBHEINTBY), £X—~022 X TEINELEHME (variable inter-
val, VI) A7 V2 —VOTEfb I Nz, &b, EHEOBRBIHELA T D 2
—VEE SN TV LRI E IS (concurrent) A7 Y2 —)Lb&wvny, ZToX
DTGRP & S VI 27 ¥ 2= Vo¥aid, 364 VI VI @IL2 7 22—
LRRE NS,

1iF, 3FDNPDREREZRLEZLDTH D, EDNMTL, EF—~D
OO EFTHOFEGILEF— o HB LN BILTOHAE L IZIZ—HLTW
72@, Herrnstein (1961) X2 9 L7zBAMR%RISER & IFD, kA TERL 7,

(1) ZEMIbE, ZEIRE, ZHER & SREINIMIEA T V22—V T, Lot T2
RS ¢ REEBZO KIS LTt 52 6ns ¢ HE L Td oLk
FUSELFIE5 2 oS, Rehdbo I Lo THEbEns) 25, ¢t BofEix
BRIZEDL D, Bz L, FHLT100 B ThhiE, VI 100 B & EiLd 5,
Herrnstein (1961) OFEERTIE, 2 00O\ PFIC ST ET 42 VIME (¢t BOF¥Y
fil) DEREIN, HEMTORBEIBE SNz,

(2) 7B, BPUTEIIFZEICIR S TEBRITEI ST, fTEINLET S T—ED
SEERMEL, €9 L72EWIRE (steady state) TOFTH) & BR¥E & o B BIfR
EHETT 5 2 0%\, #1212, Herrnstein (1961) D34, 1 H# 90 5o
FE v v a VR BEHT16~45 HEML TB Y, MOKHIEEEMBICIBITS
5 HEOFHMEE R LTV 5,
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K1 »boF—FFTENIBT 25 53H] (Herrnstein, 1961) . [3E%1 VI x 43
Vly 55 TS N7z 3PN P OB, x &y DEIZFEMICL > TRE
STz NP HO055 & #231 136 205, NP #6411 2 2D5MHET
FAMENTZe T IEEFMICBVWTHIGRPILE L EEDLDTH
%o EHEDF —~ORISHEED > bEF—RISOE S () &, @bt
OO ) BlEF—CHONEE (Bl LTS L Twb,

x 100

T (% 1)

T, BEEIE 1 2 #BA N, B 13ERE 2 # BAZAETHD, R
BB 1 BRI LIS E > THELONEILT O, RALGERIL2 2852
LIZE o TRONIEILFORTH 5,

L OFFEEH LR L, shsEElde M2b BTk E 5, #1212, Conger
& Killeen (1974) \ZARFAIC, EWEHICET 2 7V — THE@wICSNT 5 &
IRDIze 1 TNV —T A KOFBSIMED D b 3 KT (27 F) Th
D, WEBREOEG LA S 72 BERE OG- - BRE (A & B)
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oW 1

O apERE 2 F /a
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EERE A L DEFY
BB A L OEFHRIE + BHEREB & D

BYERE A & DL
PWEERE A b OFFEE + IBHEREB A 5 DR

M2 4% (WEE 1%L 3LOBEERE) TOZIV— TEWHEIZBI 2 EHO&RE
HFE (AHEEE A L B) OBBRIZAL NS E (Conger & Killeen,
1974) 0 5 L OWEREDERE R T WEE 1 L4IZO & 250 (7272 LEEERE 2
Tk 5 4:MF) EhiL T b, HWEEDBEERE A 25 Lo mKoE 4
Bl 1%, WERE CIBBEERE A 055 2 B OES (D) 1ISIZIIRIG LTV 5,

S, BERAEOBRISHLTLEEBY Wiz hl Lo FiElihEL: 5
ZI2E2hH, BZONEHEOEAIIS LT, BlEE & AT 5 L) RIs
FHIHERR S N (2). %B, EEHMWICK D WIHERE XV o 7z,
F72, X3 ILKERZEAFEHS (National Collegiate Athletic Association,
NCAA) 1Y — 77 98-99 ¥ — X L IZBIFT B 9LDIFNAr v M K— )
BEOBEGE (2L, 7)) —2A0—2X 5155 %K <)% Vollmer & Bour-
ret, 2000) AGHF LD DTH b, NAF Y PE=LTIEX, T—V¥av b
WREDLE 2RV IPELNED, KA NI OO 3 b
X3 IS B, ML, HETOEBEDIBL3RAL Y bray b TOEN
DEEERL, fitit, ZORFOLIa v bOIHL3IRI L bay o
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3EA Y by ay FTORA

3RA v ay PTO/BE+2RA Y v ay TOEA

K3 W27y bFE=—VDI3IRA Y M ay MIASNSEZER (Vollmer
& Bourret, 2000), %L 9XOFE T RFOEMEHE LT RT. &2 3

Y hDAIL3EKA L M ay FETDES (K
SRA Y MY ay ML AET0EE (i) ZIEIEFNELTWD,

3, 2/E09 5

59

HEERLTWDL (F—=F H1OP1ZOBRFOERE) 3RA bav b
TOBRBEEPBVEFIISI KAV P ay PEITVRTWVEWVWH BT TR,
3RA Y MY ay FOESIIBEEEGLIZIT-H L TCVAZENRTHNS,

(1) ATEHIEHEE & 5L

3. xIERI DLk

Baum & Rachlin (1969) %, Herrnstein (1961) OxfniEH] (X 1) 28
KON EHFRNRTH L L 2R L7206,

(3) X 1OWHIZ (Bi+By) &M, 5612 (Ri+Ry) 22 THrofnTsE, B
<R1+R2) :Rl<Bl+BZ> (ik: 1”) &tf;&)o 7 jé’%%ﬁ?% t,

S
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ah (s 2)

F70, THOHEBHEEZ T TR, ZOREFUHESE L T 2R S TEI IR
(B, B:) 12601352 L2ERL, o3 N ME2EEICANTHAHL S
2720, COEBIIHOBRMENLE 2 EFTdH 720 N MPEBEBNOL
BNV DERICWE2FHELZE A, N OFEMBOLEASEIIEE
ROTEFREEIIHIE LTz,

Baum & Rachlin (1969) (X% 7-, @ LT 05 & %@ LAl (value) &I
O, A bEEI L OBEZIT T2 <, 1RYS:) ok FoERES, Al
BRIl THIHESND b D2 FRL, X223 DXHITIERL 720

B _R AL X (X 3)

22T, R IIMLTOBE, A FRILTO 10h4772) o, I3 T2m
O, X X2 NN OERTH Y, Bl I8 TO” (quality) 32D
127T& %, Hollard & Davison (1971) %* Miller (1976) (X’ I, Matthews
& Temple (1978) 7 ¥ 2WERA L LC, SEJURH CEMICR LR 5 720 LT
5.2 ZEBRZITV, HISEINILTEDZ, Zhck-> T, BfbTFeLTo
BN, D), HERIKICL o TOMIIE (B 2HET 52 &I
LTw2,

&C, X3 DA (immediacy, I) (ZBIEEEH (delay, D) DT
HZ DD, NIDIHNITEFXMWZ LI ENRNTELH,

B_R, A, D X (3 3)

N BiR:+B:R;=B:R:+B:R, (X.17) &%V, WIZ3k#ED B.R, 2 HIlk7T % & B,
R.=B.R, (:\17) 5N %, ZOMill% B, TH-THHE5IZ R, THIMUL
Re2rEE IS,
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ZIT, LT o EBERMICZIEI L (DX, MOERPE LT
L), R4DXHITEBSINDLZ LIk D,

%:%X%f (X9)
T, BRI KR & R NRI O BT O IR, 3 4b B, #EEE (impulsive-
ness) & AL (V7 3 Fa—)b, self-control) D DFEI & 7% % (Rachlin
& Green, 1972), Bl 2%, #INEE 1 Tl 5 HBICEPRIAS 18, RN 2 TIF
30 1228 10 i 5- 2 b B3 E, HrE 2 ENXHEE L, RF 2 EN
HELLZRT EWVR Do

(2) —#AbRISEEA]

SESERNE IO T 2 DI Tl vo TEIE G ROBBRHHE T W6
i, WIS S OB RSN S, Bz, 2 00BN, S %5
FIBRALA 7 22— T, #IR 1 2 EAZE JIXRILTFAG 2 61T, €0

RIEIURL 2 A TRILF 25 2 5L, B 2 2 RATEI 72T
e, ERE 1 2BATO ORI 2 285 fTEidmfbasnTcLEFH, 2
Mk, I50&fE (concurrent superstition) & FFIINZIMETH S (Catania
& Cutts, 1963) .

21X, SBICHIA L7: Herrnstein (1961) OZEERTIX, Z 9 L7-[E%E T
B72012, BIREZEHL TH 5 1.5 WEITHILT 2552 5Nz & v ) #EIRE
FAEIE (V) 2 RIE, changeover delay, COD) OFH X AHWLNLTW
2o TOFREEMH L 2WIHEICIE, EHOF —2HIZOD ATEIAHHSE
L, BALTFEUCBERR KM F —DBRREDE LRI BB THo72, TDEDH
12, BIRDRALTFORELZITIILS 2B 8%, @/t (undermatch-
ing) W), W, BRBELEGEBESRET X5 &, RRICZEIERGZ
POBZLIENFELNTLE ) 10, P TROS B 72T % 13
ITHICEATL ) #BAMIEG (overmatching) (2> TL T, K4 DS
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5 /= = overmatch Lo S = = bias for A
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e T o sRA LAl TE IR T o sRAL Al
TR C O BRALAT + 45 # IR T O i LAl e EARIE T DA LAl + 45 3R T o iE kAl
4 MISENDSOTN A28V D BNIE G5, BRHIS (B, seanis
(M) o FHISRN 2N T A BOEE (FER), BRI (A) ~ONA T A
(W), 4RI (B) ~onA 72 (H#)

VL, ARG (R, EARIS (), 2 L Ceaxin (F) DBtk
ERLIZODTH 5,

7z, WALFUSNOBE TREDEREAERIING Z L0 D, HlzIE, 2
DHILRY DI LHEMORY P LIS W ED, BB THEL Lo
WA, ML IFERRICEMORSY U NBIEN LD L, DF D),
—H OFEPPAD/NA T A (Y, bias) LD M4 OFH/ SR VOFERIL
INA T AN WA, WAL HEREAN DN T AR O NS H6, M
BUSHBERFEANDONA T ADRRBONLLGETH D,

Baum (1974, 1979) ERIHOKX 2 2 LT O L9 IR 5 2 & T, MHbE
HIAS0Z ) LB B TRIATEL I L AR,

Bp(By (+5)

R5DEE o IHNEGOEREZRTINTA—FT, a=10% EEEWNIE
a>1 DL EBAIID, a<lDE EBIFINE LD, BRE Db 1IN T A%E
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FESRIURC OMILOE S (40 SR C ORI OB E (it
K5 xHSEME AT 7 EICHIEREE LCRB LD 00 B3RV xhit
DOREIEIROME TREND, £33N N T A TREN S,

L, b=1DLENATARL, b>1DL &—FHORIRE~DONLT X, b
K1DLEL ) —HOBIPADNA T ADNDH DL L E2EWT L, ZOX5 %

[ bxdisd:Hl (generalized matching law) | & .55,
X5 ERE (NE) EzoT, Wz e, K50k
e, W77 7 RIS E LTERBATETHL (K5),

ZHY

log F—a log R L+log b (= 5)
2F ), MEOREEIROMEET (K5 LSRNV,
5H/840V) REND T L% B,

— AL ISR X @B PATEI O 5T O — Bl % # - L X 9 o Borrero 5
(2007) 1 3 ZHDORFAI, HAWAFEE (DEFITORERK) 125w, 20~
30 FHEFT A L oKOENTz, 3HD ) BARKMOWERE L 1 72T, B
D24 BHEBRETH), MBREORSICEELEFAELL, AELMILT
EARETE, HEHEILDREL TNBEREDIZ) 2 RATEH LIPS
LEZOND, 2HOBEEEEZNENS O OMILEE Y, WEHED 2 X4OB

INA T ZRTHE T (X
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3~

y=0.546x+0.150

SRS A CRE L2 72EE Ot s

-3-3 2 A 0 1 2 3
BWERT A DIEE L7-EHE 80

K6 3% (WEE1%LL 2%DBEEE) TOVIV— TWwHHIZBIT5
SEHT OB A 55 35 EH] (Borrero et al., 2007) . #5413 25
Y OBBEDFRETS (V< OPO IR E > TV D),
WEERE AMBWEERE A IZRE Lo 72 mEodE 4 (fedh) X, BwEE A
DREERE \CEE L BB oE S (Bl (JI3IZHIN L TW3 25, B8
IS (ERD) E0EHE2VNS L, BWARIETHE Z LR LT b,

BERE O & B SIAARGES L 2T 722 05fi sk S ize M 61k, &5 25 Lok
BETF— 0 %FLOTRLIZLDTHD (F— 5 12h 1 ZOWERE O
o MY, FHEL T NABEEBREDIZ) 2 BATIHE L TWA5, @@/
HIETHY, TOT—FIIA L TEIOTHEZEL: a DfEiL 0546 TH -
oo BB, NAT A (BEBREO—H~NOFHR) RN o72 (logb D
fif1% 0.150) 6

(3) H—EIN D&

X 74%, MR CHIEEE E 0 1 OB AN, HENT [HFO
ZRYOFIZF2 AND ] BETEICHF L TV 2EBEMoE &%, sl
(R 1) E— A EER (X 5) D2 200K TRLAEZLDTHS (St. Peter
et al., 2005), HilliE, ZOMTENH L CE I ER M EFELZIIT 5 (B
THEEIC [FALIERLTCRETA] EFELPTZDT2) BEOEETH
b0 ¥ TEAINDPLEL FEBENMITOLNTVSIZE, BETENEFHL TS
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B7 1%0OEEDMBETEINCBT 5G] (St. Peter et al., 2005), Z/$% b @ &f
ISERNCE S 75 7R, F725R 0V - —fRAbRsERNC S 75 78R (l
W& b E) o AFEDTRERM 0 5 HEEITENCHEE L T 2Bl o &4 ()
i, T ER NP O S B EETEIOEE 2 A TR 0B S ()
IZIERIE LTV 575, B4ttt () L D EEAETAE L, 2R/
f%é:k%ab’(b‘éo

BEAEWI E2%b0 5, T OENSNFVIZIZIFEEWNIETH S L) LR

5.2 55, —fibxtisEAlcE S (-7 /3% )V), EHOEX

L#ER 2T (@ OfHIZ0.759), R@/IFISIZ R > TWb,

EZAHT, ZOr—ATIE, METHoAREZ, [REETENICEETLIZ L]
ETHMETHNICHE L2V ] 0 2o00BIREE 2 T, bkl & —ixfb
FISEAIZ S TIEOTWE, SOXHIZ, ERTEN 1 >2THo T, [HEY
TEZTH V) B|IR] & [EATEZ LawE W) RIR (0% ), EHITE)
EMVLEWTEZT 5L 0 &) | 02 BINEALTZENTE S,
Herrnstein (1970) &, ZOEz #UToOXTEHL 72,

B R .
B+B, R+R, (Le)

Z 2T, B 3FERITE), B, (SEMATEIE WAL 2 WITE)TH 5o R IIIERIAT
B~OEALfli, R, (ZEEAATE)E WAL L 2 WITEINORILMTH %o



66 BESATENC BT 26 RN DWW T

FAZHA L7202 TlE, &9 €A MEIBETEID 2 WiHaic b B
BERAT TV (0F ), BETEIEmW L 2WITE b kI hTwniz), L
ML, v T ERMPE) LRI 2 RmIc5 2 2 < TH, HWETHSO
TENIMOS DL T2 D75 LTwWAEEA) (B2, METEZ1T) h
DI, BARZBITIE, &NV ATA ML) EEBILTICHE) 7259,
K6 DR, FZH L-MHE LOWLT b &FO72MIiTH 5.

&C, X6 B (BEWATEIOMBEE) & B, (BEMATE) & M7 L 22 WITE) O
) ofEtr kL35, R6IEUTOLIIIh 5,

B__ R

k R +R, (X 6)

MBIk Z0T5E, TEAPESLNS,
__kR »
B=p"1& (67)

ZoORIZL Y, SRLAli SENTEIOBEELA ML I LA TE L, 2F ), K
7”1% Thorndike (1911) DOFIROFER] (law effect), FFIZ [HFF L iR %
2O TTENTEO 5N L] L) RoFERIZHEWIERL L2 D L)
HRT, [%EOZEEAEE (the quantitative law of effect) | &IN5 2
EWH D

M8k, SFEERMOVI AT V22—V T6HDONDF—2DF %k
L7 EBROBRLE L 20 STHAERED T~ ThH Lo £/ 3RIVAOETIE
T EERBEH L2 &I, R T—4 %) FHHTES kL R,
BT, TRSDMEIZHESTHBPHIN TV S, 2B, B X )2, kH
& B (FEBUATEIOME) & B, (FEMUATEY & W2 L 2 WATEIOMIE) O&ET
HBH05, B, BEUORE (BEMATEI LWL 2 WITEIDS 2 Wie, D%
EAATENE2 ) LTWAEE) ICIE B=k THb, SV, k HITE
ATENS L VIR 5K (18 D&/ XA VO IMOMIIE) Z/RL T2,
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8 6TIDNIDOF =20 XL LiR{bFEDRLR, Catania & Reynolds
(1968) ™7 — # |2 Herrnstein (1970) 25% 6”% K4 TlxH72b D,

120

1 I & 72 ) o B

1
0 20 40
1 B b 72 1) ORI 4L

60

B9 &2%BLEOAGTENES A ROERRBR] (McDowell, 1981) . ZHiED
LOWTHEE (B#h) »% <25 L ABTE (HHh) 13WM2 220°, WIEEL
BEATENIERI 2 R BOERMR) CTldid, XeOBEBPRESHTITE %,

AEOERNER (X 67) &, BREH COHERINDL, X9 ILFHRH,
BT, FRERZEEZZRETLABHBITHZTo T 10 BROTFT—5TH A
(McDowell, 1981) FiEH 5 OWEHENL L b & BHBITEINEZ TWb,
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METTHIE & AATENIZIEM I 2 Btk (UEBIMR) Tl <, Ne”DI3) o7 &
CHETIEFTEoTWze b, Bl X912 k EIIERATE OB R RAMET
HoHhb, TORWPERYTEL L, HAT1RMLY7Y) 256.35 b HIGT
FeiToTLEH) T LTSNS,

(4) E3HH

bbbt P2 EOEWEHE LWL ODOMOEIRZT TR, HELLAR
WH DO OBIRZATORIFIULR S BN LD L. dHndEINEE S L2
HIZHBHATE 20 HFE LWL DR ERT 2 L 2DTHIXEL, 2D Al
BRTHI LD LI2h o T, BiEsaAbiinse < il SRR & 3
R EDPBEING, FIHETORFUOWCTIIEI Z AT, EFRATENIR
LTH R HNLEH % EORFIRE GRILT) 12, BEL CoENER (5
F) BEIMEND Lo Z2EBGHTHRE S b 2 ED% 0, B2, #IK
T LI LIS L SNEBRENIZIZ L A &2 v GRILMAE < §iliAvEK
V) A, EIUR 21313 L A LIRS N TEESH X LI LIXRT 5 GRALAR
P EMiATE ) E Vo 72 E1E, B 1 25 IIN L DIEURTH A ) .
Lo L, IR L IE LI LIE b a N s 7213 T CEES S LI LTz
(GRALAT S &1l b Bvy), BIE 21313 L A CHL SN TEBHITLAL
ZF v GRIUME D Sl b AKV) v 241, ARk bl L BB O
Fifli 24 5 D THEBORIT LIZREL L 72 BT, 2 O@IRF ORI 5
iz ik L7202 T, RTOXH)IHISEINIHE TED LT L2k b
(Millenson & de Villiers, 1972 ; Farley & Fantino, 1978),

B, _ R, -P
Bl+B2 <R1_P1)+<R2_P2)

K7

CIT, PUIERIE 1 #EAZ L2 X o TERIF 2SN, P IR BIR 2 2 ER
LWL o TERITEMITH b0 BALMASEIZRETVE 2 b, I
WA E T EMEEN L. ol , SIORFITIEREIC SFEOFTE 2 P 3
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LOTIER L, MOfTEEHED L EVHIETERTS (0F ), SISND1TH
DS OFT B ATk - FBEDOBEORILIZE > Tho HNDE) EEZ UL, BRIV
1 OEMIILEIE 2 oLl MU TH Y, HEIUK 2 O FHlILEIE 1 51k
e THb, ZOBWEISHHET VI L72H21E, MEilizX 8 o
I BBRTEHENLZ L12% 5 (Deluty, 1976) .

B _ R, +P, S
B.+B." (Ri+Py + Bt P (X8)

WEETIV (A7) LHEARUSHHET Y (X8) DLbELHBZYTHLH
WZOWTIEWLOPOERPITONTEY, B THEETVDIT) RS
LT\ 5 (Critchfield, Paletz, MacAleese, & Newland, 2003 ; Farley,
1980 ; de Villiers, 1980)

4. AR O B P

SHOEANIATEIORARFH TH > T, TNEFHPT MO FEH LR (R

&, LT OEEICALE T ZEST %) L356E25H5H, HInE:Hl
MEDOFTEFE IO E CTH D LT UL H D, BEOVHIE, SFEFh
HRm@AEINTBY, ZHmOZUEREMEIZOVT, S F SFLERTH
HENTWE, 22Tk, RFENE 32O BHISHA L TB <,

(1) ZRGEEPEF (melioration theory)

ERIZENZNORFLIZOWT, BEH2) OALlirsEL {22 X512
TET AL IESNTBY, ZHAIBEAINI KB SN T WD EE R B3
Td % (Herrnstein & Vaughan, 1980). %2, X2 WA R, 225 T
B, TEIZ L, WAPHELNG,

Ri_R o
B, B (X2)
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S, BINGE 1 o5R b & RN 2 OMEEH 7 ) O LSS L WwWE &
FHERLTWS, MEOTEIZZORD SN EVE ), BREBEINTWS
EHEINTWVS,

(2) M L5 (optimization theory)

TERIZEIIMIC R CRE 2 EINZ 35 L) IESNTW B 72012, *IsEEH]
HHELDETHYTHASH (Rachlin, Green, Kagel, & Battalio, 1976) . %I
A4, F10E, 6H VI3 # VI 120 A7 22— )L T 60 4 M AIHE L 7235
B,y v a YAICELNDBILTFOBERL TWD, 1TE) 1 7217 7o T
%L 12018, 782 721 7o Twab & 30 D LT LSS N was, 178
112 8%, THy 2 12 2 FIf s T4UL, 4TEI 1 205 114 1, 17TH) 2 205 26.4 A
DT HPEENL DT, BIETEITEE 1404 M EHRRICR D, 2B, 0D
EEFTE) 1 0L TEI A1 81.2% TIEIZ 8 HITH Y, wHSHHIATL L Tw
5o WALOEEIRKLT 5 L H)TET S LHET 5720, OV IERALH

1.0 ‘ ‘ ‘ |
\ \ \ |

0.9 V.7
08 vz
2
%

0.7 V
0.6 W
0.5 W

0.4 Y

0.3 V A
02 V222222 O 78 112 X B 5IL T8
01 7 1782 12 & 2HALTH

Y7/

0 30 60 90 120 150
LT 4%

10 6H VIO VII20 A4 ¥ 2 — VT, RIGEHEEZREIE 2L L8
HOWALTHOa s ¥2—4% 321 —3 3, Rachlin et al. (1976)
® Table 1 % b L IZEX, HEBIIATEY 1 1CHEHE L T 2RO E & %R
T (Z0EE%E 1255V EDPTE) 2 1HEFH L T KRB0 E & TH
%)o 1TEY 112 8], 178h 2 12 2 FIE UL, b FEIEmRICR %,

18 1 o8&
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7 (maximization theory) & &IEIZIL%,

(8) MM AfLIE (momentary maximization theory)

RBLHETCIE, Ly ¥ a YINTHILED TR & % 5 & 9 2@ IR % R
I ITEPBESNT V2, L, €9 LR GRKETIE % <, BB
B CEIRAR DB 2 L) IEEIIITEIT 2 &) b $ 5 (Shimp,
1966). 2 F 1, EHM BRI TIE L (M Rk ALTH 2, HlziE, i
FI VIS0 R VI 120 A7 ¥ 2 — VT, 17811 DIZ) 25478 2 £ 0 diafb s
ML RSBz, EEIEEITE 12179 THHHH5, 178 1 Tl
T a7z EIC L, 178 2 OMIC B RILT- A5 S LTV B T REEATE
{lpbo 22T, EIIATEI2 128D 5. T 2 THRILS NS &, K
DEIEIRICDO W RRIEAMR L 2 2720, HAEIETFHOTE 1 2 LIS BT
T8I %B. T LB L OMNE, HAEWICITE 1 LITH) 2 OFERE
ER82L4, HONLBLFROFEKDOEEGELE 2B, TDLHIZ, B
R RALOFEHIZ L ) kRIS 726 S b,

5. Bb h I

FUOIZDIBRZE I, KEIFHGERNZ O WT, FLEIZS b2 ) 2T
WEHIIHEFH L2 DTH D, L YEMBZFHERICOWTIE, Davison &
McCarthy (1988) = [1TEi#AT2EWI%E] 25 11 %45 1~2 5 & 05 (1997
) O BRITEMZEOBE] 22l Snv, b, dIndEllZ 3R
L, ZOBOWZEDSEIZR { L7z Richard J. Herrnstein 73383 L 72 5%f G 2
RIBAROFRLD ) HbEE R b DA, Ok, MELM SN Tw2% (Rachlin
& Laibson, 1997) Z & 25t L ThiZ 2 72\,
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