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19824F, Sidman ENFEEAFEFECIREIC L D, “If.then..” X2 K
JokER, (Carter & Werner, 1978) Tid% <, FECEH I W { D OH]
BOMIC SRR L e E0 2R T2 0 08EFL LT, 2560
MBMTHFE - WEFORMER 2% 0 KEMH (reflexivity), i

(symmetry), B X OH#REME (transitivity) 2387-3hadhidz s hwvnz &
R LTz,

Table 1 The Equivalence Relation

Equivalence Relations must be:
1. Reflexive: aRa
2. Symmetric: If aRb, then bRa
3. Transitive: If aRbd and bRc¢, then aRc

(from Sidman et al., 1982)

& 5z Sidman %3, F1 o ORBOSHEE L B L 2 W T hELO T
A MEERRIFCREBL, 4805 TRETORER, 725 ¥, 7XEXLE
ERBEBREH D VIEEEBRAE L LT, L O ORIBREIC R E L R & 235
MLt aRE L (Sidman et al., 1982; Sidman & Tailby, 1982),

WFRME £ %, aRb & bRa b3k b DI DZ ETHD, (TBID LT, #
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NRERDEBYIZ, METDIENTEDL, BEOWRIC LN - T, M4
HAEETH s HEEAL, A2, B1l, B2:L &3, RARKAI
BERENT L E, BYBEERAEBL X B2035 5 TB 1 2EXFERIET
by, BIr52on%, B22ENTHERIETHY, MMEISzonn0,
RARBA 2 R a7z L &, B2 2RBREERIETH D, I DEEERT
FEEFE L tk, RARBE BRI E 2802 LT, HEEROBERKIGE 7
AbT B, DD, RAKIEB 1 2T, HEKHKMALELA2 L »5A 1%
BIRTNIE, SR ELEARBEB 2 2ERL, HBEHEBALIEEA2E5A

2 2RI I, MERESERIIL TWw3 LT 5, ZITEERDE, TAMRE
OFEE, 2£VB1, EB2R2RAMBEL, A1 LA2 L 2HEH
BT 2RBEEOFIRE 2 EBRESZT TOELETH S,

HREME L2, aRb THDEIW bRe THB & 512, aRe K VIID I L TH
5o ENDEIIL TV 200N, TEID LT, ROLBYiThbh 3,
EHMHABRETCHsNLREEAL, A2, B1, B2, C1, C2&L
L9, RAFBA LR aNizL &, BYHBLERIEB1EB2D>5TB
1 2BANFERIGT, ®Ble52 502, B2 2BNTBRRIETH S, BAH
BWA2BRESNILE, B2 2EREERISTH S, RAHEB 12427
Nt x, BPHEABCLEC20DIBTC 1 EZENFERIETH L, B
KRB 2 R EINEE, CLEENFERIETHS, I OERMERFIFR
HEAEBUR, RANBALZRL, HBERBC1LC2 5 C 1 258
RINE, S5 RARKA 2 28R, HBEHBC1:C2e»6C 2
ZEIRT L, HREESERIIL Twaded 2, ZZITEERDE, Al, £/
WA ZRAFEEL, C1EC2 L 2EEMET 2L HEBRAENZIT T
TWETH 5,

19824 Sidman HORFFER & > o) & LT, S & B & 2 1B
LA RIBEME O ESNIRE, RAZTTEL, YA, N E#BRKE LT,
BACITRbND LI o, TRODHELZEBLTAS L, BEETH
RE IR THN, RESLHRATE, REHERINTEE LB LT, WRERHRS
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P U0t o 7 @BIRRIGDS, b EOIRCHERINLFBIR LT, Thbhbh
5D TH AP (Lazar et al, 1984; Sidman et al,, 1982; Sidman et al., 1985;
Sidman & Tailby, 1982), /v b TIERFRHERHERENRILL 2 v I Gk %

{ (D’Amato et al., 1985; Lipkens, et al. 1988; IRFEEE=Z, 1990), H At
ETIRENDEIL 2 &I EREEHE 2w (D’Amato et al, 1985;
Mclntire et al., 1987; Sidman et al., 1982),

BERIEDED B VI L - T, MIMERHEBEIEILT 52 LE0uhDbH
WORRIEELZEZ onb, ROYEANREDELT, ERAIE FIET
ErotbezndbseE2ZOND, Z2ITINE TOPFRDBL DBEID
HFT, TOEBRFEEZFMICHELTAL I,

E MZET HEEBEER

t b ERERE & U EMBERKILOBIFD 5 b, RERE07% Sidman %) EER
EETHRDHIT &5,

SR (DL T o Sidman et al. (1982) (yEE

FERO BRI, FEFEFAFREOIEIC X - TEMBARD 5 & ONFREI K
ST A EHOPICTEIEThH Tz, BEEITIIRE »A»S5KI»AD
BER6ATH -T2,

IROFHE LEHASNABRBEIOED LB TH o7z, 3§ HER]
EOTRFERR] & & RARE E BRI E LT, RASGEHE matching to
sample task OFIEEIT o7z, FHRICEWT, [ & [7R] &2 RAKIE
ERlg e LML, RASEOREDIMETR 272, 252 DR, [E
BEAR] & [ARFR] & 2R, Tl & TR &2 lEmlEe LT, &4
- FI3RE conditional discrimination take D3l %, RASHHEO I & 6
TL TR o7,

[EEM], [ACEE] TR, [R] 2 RANEKE T2 RAGEREL [FEE
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Rl e TARCER] &2 SRR e 3 2 #AMRFIREOKE 2 2 n90% L b
7% % 2 CERBRELIRL 728, SIS T O SRR & Bl & %
W U RIECE, DD 2 CREBESERL 2 - LRBERETH 5,
(] & TR] & &SR, TEEMR] & KR & % HBHIE & 3 2 2R
7T AN T R b, SRR U228 - 7 RIEUR BER T 2SI T 2 0B o RS
ANz, RBIMHMED T A N TR, BBREEZESL S ORBZRERL THLHELS
iz probe 7 A b OB TITFa bz,

EEOFR, RE6ADD B 4 AR L7 - o fBE BIRL, #HE
DBEIRFEIZR0~100%TH - 72,

M DOULT O Sidman & Tailby (1982) =g

COEBOEHFNL, FEEFIFREDOIHIC X > TEMBEARD > & 0B
BRILTE2EELPIETEI L ThHoTz, BWEAEISEO - A»S THES »
HOBERS ATH -1,

RO FHE = OFMIZ T TIIBAS: DT ORIR, 1986), Z Z TREMHHBIFHE
TR RS E EBROME L % Figl ioRL 72,

WEAE DI A Z T 03, Figl TEBROEHNTREINTZAB, AC, DC
DIDDRMBETH S, 203 DOFEOFEER, HBELIHREDT A b
PSSO ERIITRENZCB, BC, AD, BD, DBiz2>wT, probe 72
FOBRTIT b, TORE, RESADI B 6 AR & ik U
oo TR A IR L, FIREZW I L 2FIZ0%ULETH - 72,

CZWREHLIMELEEBY, EMIBLTIR, FOMRRBREOIEEZ
JBZE12E5T, 2OFETHV LNV DPORIBIZDWT, HBL
KRR E BRI LT, L BEEL O, HRERFRE Lo 7 fEo
BIRFEOIEE £ BT R 0T, EREPLIFREI L o085 7o B ED
FhrbhE5TH5,
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Fig. 1 The equivalence paradigm in the experiment. The stimuli are set of dictated
greek letter names (Set A) and three sets of printed Greek letters (Sets B, C, and
D), three letters in each set. Arrows point from sample stimuli (only one presesnt-
ed at a time) to comparison stimuli. The solid arrows AB, AC, and DC represent
conditinal relations that are explicitly taught to the subjects. The broken arrows
CB, BC, AD, CD, BD, and DB represent conditional relation that are tested after

others have been explicitly taught. (from Sidman & Tailby, 1982)
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H1z, BB BWLTHFRMENSEKLT 5 C & % Sidman et al. (1982) Z7R U 7z
2, WEE, v M LTI o 20 BRI E U BRI & RO T &
wED, FHAFYNETIEA L L L IRIMENRILT 2 ERE LT,

ZOFR, t b LERERBEOIEEEZZY, WHREE T A NI N 3BEOT A
FHILTIE, PRI U708 - 7 RIS I1E55%, 529%, 49% TIEETF *
YALVNRATED, WhHEE LS -BIRRIEE RS holz, £/, 28
D7 AERAEEZDWTHEBET, 7 A MREOZEFEITL69% L49% TIEIEF ¥
VAVARALTHY, JFEIC Lo BIRRIGE RSB o7,

S E, N EREEAE LT3, Lipkens ZOR5ER L D BT L I,

TR & TS & 12 DWW T Lipkens et al. (1988) MXER

EEEOHIE, FOMERIEEOIIRC X > TEMBEARONIRE & HEREIES
HAZT 20 5HSMIIT B I ETHo7z, WRIKIZERERDO 2V ANNTH-
725

PEFOFH = L EAINATHIEL Fig2 0L BY Tho7z, 3,15
Y] L 2GR, TEA 2 >ofE] k2 ERIEE UT, FEERHER
O ETTY, FOTILEE2 DOBE] 25471, [ROEER] £ 4]
LEREERIEE LT, 2 00FMERIBEOIEITL TiTa o7, EF
NN U LI 2 FTFE SR, Figl OBETRENIZBA, CB,
CADXEME: L, HBMEAC &2 probe 7 X hMEEBWTHRIT ST,

ZOFREER, [WHEC O W THHRER IOV TY, FBOBIRER £ HITIZIF
50%THD, NMTHE, SFRELHEREDRL R 5,

HERMEIZ D Wi DAmato £ (1985) 2%, 2 DOEEMHBIEEED I
U AF AL TEFAPRZ L EREBLTW3, Linl, D’Amato HoD
EERTIE, WERAZFNDENC, RASEEREC &M RIRE L 23R ICA
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Fig. 2 Each box represents a set of two stimuli. Arrows points from sample to com-
parison stimuli. For a given sample stimulus, the correct comparison is designated
by the same number. Tﬁe solid arrows (AB and BC) represent conditional rela-
tions that are explicitly taught to the subject; the broken arrows (BA,CB,AC, and

CA) represent emergent relations. (from Lipkins et al., 1988)

HITREBA L Tz, & 512 D’Amato %43, #MED 7 2 M2 probe 7 A b ik
TREEL, BREERV, D0, FaRiRRET, #EBRCLLN-T
BIRKIE®T2OBEBTTH LML, HERBEOML2EIRT 2 DONEETH S
S RHEL, ATEDIE D DIEERN L > L BELR LT, #RMER
AL Twd EERLT WS,

L, BEBETRERIGEINC L > TRILSNTEY, Listo THRE
DEBOERNALIEEZBLZLRTEY, £72 probe 7 A MEEZAVTWL
T, DAmato EOFREZSEMWICRIANSL Z EIZTERY,

DSz BT a7 e B0, S L BREOR ORI IZ, & bSO
LR N RBERRE LERIRICB LTS, b b BB X L7 Bige » BRI
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B UFHE TITRbN T &, probe JEiZ & 2 WFRED 7 A MX, FFEFAT]
REOFEE, 2% TIIHES L7 RARIE L BRI & 2 302 U 7 RIKED
BETTxbhd, ZOHBEER D BA2AFRERC L oTHDTTH L, HE
MDprobeT A b iF, 2 DOEKMEUFHFEOFEER, UL DOREDRMFIM
BV DORBEO BRI & v HBERE TiThbh b, ZORBEED
BRI L 5 THID T TH D,

TR LRSI L T, 10 TRET 2HBEEBCs LTy, i
e HERSIEIC L7 o S o IBIRRIEHS MARIT R b N D BT TH D L, #E .
WHEHEOEZDLIAWH LN, FHE, FInEHFEshD R, Fofkk
HIFIZIESTH A5 b, BHCFN E TEBRKBROZ WY L2 b OEIC %
NEPFETLZLRELSTHS 50,

ENRSERED T, MHRELHBIIC L 20 - 2B IITER SRS, 2k
ZEEREETEVICE L, HEABORLZOBE CIT > Twid &2z 6N
2, LS, MRERHEBMIC LM - R BRIRTTEICHR 2 2T > TuR
WEEZLZDETERTHS, A EF+OEEERIEL T [RITHE] TH% <
[BHE] Tbad [EHE] 5w, [HEHE] b3 BECIGU TV D20
FEF v DQBRPPOTATET L RBETO R HEHEARENE I L E, ¥
EEELELIEBRT 2 HRETHS,

HRTE, TREw—hanl, TBu—En] 20k TRu—Ew] 0BE%
WKH-T2O00MEHET 52, Bl bnnwicE 8T 248220
BY, 2RECRTELX51k5,

BEOW: b2 BECHE> TANZ Z L 2RTMbE VI, BEaNDLTOE
BHIROBELZESDIEICH RS 7 plaget EORTULFEBEORE R LT,
FNBTE 501, THRELETH 3 (Inhelder & Piaget,1964), Piaget D%
EEmC L, STEEECH B 25 6, TERTE, ZORERERT
LR TEY, EANREHICZ > TR U TENTELDTHY, 20D
BREAIX TR 511 2 T Th 5 (Piaget & Inhelder, 1966),

Piaget 2Dz Lz 2 1E, BEENBFEHICBITL VWAL 2E»5 6, 7
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RORRFRHORE B ORBRE2HEL T, WENCEL WlRITE 20
kWb, LaL, HIEOIEERZINE, BCDWTA>BTHY, »
DB>CTHNIE, ASCTHBEVIEBIIC LN RN TES LD
W2 ZERTRBTHHMEND 5,

BOHBEIC>WTO Bryant ¥ Trabasso(1971) Ix, 47%, 5%, 6D
BEERE0AT ORHEBRE L L TRO & 5 REREITR >, BBEOFHE
iz, #n2n4.5, 5.6, 6.TR CH o7, BOLIAKDEL 5 AWz, HBOD
RE&ix3, 4, 5, 6, T4 ¥FThbh, Botdsk A, &€, F, BTH
ST, BHEWT A v FOMMSIEIZA, B, C, D, ExEbyIricL X
Do

27, & BEOESOM%, D¥VA>B, B>C, C>D, D>E*%
BOMETFNN) L LTEBS 1, INERSFESEE, SEEOES
DEOTRTOMEELE, 210 BYOEEEIEOVT, BOMEFom
DILT, BESOET R 21Tk o7,

FORER, $TrIEEZI/7ZAB, BC, CD, DED#lE&b®IZOVT
RITHL, FAMBEOE LD THICSNEHELETHY, HEMKC Lz
STEXEHILAZIEES>%WAC, AD, AE, BD, BE, CExRY
DHERIZDNTY, 4, 5, 6, RO TOERT, IFIZTIOBUAEDOEWIE
ERTH- 7,

ZZTEBLARINRELESRVWORBDONTH 2, ik LODOIET, #B
2, ABOHRE TR [Bwl », BCoBTE [Bw! NELTHY, BB
TRV 728, dswiz [Eol PUSEGLEOTER Y, BDIZOonT
LHEEBIIS<ELTHS, LerbBDIET A MEXID THINLLMHERTH
5DTC, BDEZHET 212, B>CELC>Demstr2FER»r LT, #
WLBINERBVOTHL, EEFF6RETIRILY, 5KIETIZ8%,
4IRIBTHT8%THD, ZOEMODBETD, FWL 2 TIEFHEBREIC L
STHRNTEL I EEREBL TV,

PED &> hEERERICANNGE, 2t 280 REYMOTHDIELA
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BOH L TONHERHBEC LB BRRICE e BLT, 20 L5 2K
EORA] 2BBL TV EEZ2EIDFLTH S, NIRERHRECLL
Bofe I[IRIGORT] PFFENI2BBRILEO L2 b0n, £z 8 ORRZHE
WEAEDSDHETH 5 DO OBIERSERICE 0 T IER & v, SR
BEIC Uo7 [RIGDMEA] 23 TBBLTVRE, INE TIOEEL
fo I E DR WERZRIER HH U SRR EBRE L EE LR, B0 IR
B2 LY, FROORIBUC OV TRFRMERHER IR U228 7RI K
ORI OBBLEIEURTHS I,

IHICRLT, ChETOMRTREBIAL L TERSULEWD, Db
FEEBRO 2 WEYIS, 0L 5% [RIGOEH] 29 TR LTwE L
E DT 0, FERFIRELYE LK, MREHEREC Lo TR
DT 2L EREBL TORVEWS, WHECHBIEL T A b Sk,
FORBERF 2V AL _NVTHo-DIZB L AURTH 2,

INETOMREMEIT 2L, I ICBRNLHEALKEL T2 0EFETFHIT
BRoND, Thid s b» <, 8RR IHTESC ORI OBE T,
ZUDNALT B OB H T2 D, WIRERHERMIC U 7o 23 o T2l RGO 7
REYNCEE S 2T, MIRESHRIED T A S 2 ThbRTEE MO
T L DOHBIIMERTH D, RFFEMEOHTRITERNIED 20,
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