N M BT S HEEF M TEO K

wOIR K

B}
<

& L & (<

Fz 5 BRI L TEBESH— ORI ET I B, 05 ORIBIESMm
(equivalence) TH 3 & bl %, (TR OHERIEIC S 2 BE 2 ¥ 215813,
Ay F, FURYY—WERKIC LT, fThT &7 (Sidman & Taildy,
1982; D' Amato et al, 1985; LA - %85, 1986, 1988), Z# % OIS,
S (BR1E) RAS & ¥ 35E conditional (symbolic) matching to sample task
EHRRICEE S T 2, FEERASG OB BV ORI, BAH
A, Bl T, HEHEEX, YLoEEEZEE LEThExoshw, DF
D, AARHEA L TR X R, RARREB WCHE L ki
BMYCKETAZ 2B L 20nERskn, 20L& IFEE IR RED
Bl ThH 2 EPOBEEE LT, TH5ORBEICDWT, K (reflexivity),
HFRE (symmetry), R (transitivity) O F N THEIL L R T IE% 5 %50,

E T, TR, BEERE, BRRRETLEO 3 BRI 5 (Sidman &
Tailby, 1982; Sidmanetal., 1985), Lo 3 B0 5 b H#RM & fitkic o
T, FURNyY—TRERHEBMEIIRLT 20, SR L RuiRkeg (X -
REF, 1988) b B, k7Y ITE, HERMEIEIRIIT 2, SEEREIIL
Wk (D’ Amato et al., 1985)%, WE DT T 5 #ie (Mclntire et al., 1987)
BB B, S BN N THEMIEOR 2R T 5EENS B 5, (Urcuioli et



®OR WX

al., 1989; Vaughan, 1988), #BMOKITIC DWW T, D’ Amato % (1985)
DEERRTTE D 57215 ThH %, D Amato FDOMFEF, L L, HERBELEL
SELTep B OT AN T, MBS BB KIS 2EEL, %95 T
RIGWERIB R > T2 &0 ) FEEOHMERH 2,

KR TE, NP EFREERAGERELYE S, Tl HEORME
PRE 2T, RBSMEOBSIEHETH S, HEEENTRE LI OWT, 20
BRI ReRT U Tz

;] &

WERIR  WHBRR L, EBRBEBR O WD T > v a N b (Columba livia) 33T
BoT, BEREOKE R, EBRIAMY:, BHERRED Zh O 80~85% il <
Ntz ARt e, FRIGERIAN G, ELOF—47—Y THRIZERT
&7z,

#E Ralph Gerbrands 812 * > —55, BIEG 7463 2> 72, W IZHE
27.5cm, #26.4cm, HE29.5mTH Y, K20 cmicERE 19 mDFER 7S
27y 7 BOMBRIEF =283 DAFE—FNCHATH > 7z, F—LF—EDH
DEEEEEE 9 emTH o Tz,

Industrial Electronics Engineering ft#i 4 > 54 > 7uy 7 ¥ —, ¥ Y —
A10 VT, ¥—0&F%R» S, O, & & H, BCIE=/[E, Bt 5
BOBFIBOEE S iz, IR, 13, £ 2 h Kodak #5 Wratten 7 4 15 —
#29,#61 RAHWTEREIN M, BN EEZARXEBC AL TR SN,
Mid, BREEROEES 12mTHY, ARLIE=ARIE, BEEHRO—I212mT
Bolz, iz, Wik, BIUEREIZ 205G, $HRIE3mOEET,
ZhER 4 mDEENEL, b5V ETEHROFEETH -7,

A %3 —#i3 Ralph Gerbrands #2IFFEFG 7211 o cErh i, BFEFE
DEIABOHRE, BLIUVHOHEFERIL ST, METEYAY L, &
BEER, AFF—FHPRECTT75dB SPL ThH - 7z,
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28V A0mADBHERERAFF—FEEbemic L, BEFE Lz,

EHDOBFGEWEL IeA vy —7 oA X (RAR, 1984) Z@EL T, ¥y ¥ — 7%t
FlpvAroayEa—% MZ80B wioT, EBROIME T — % DEE
1T 7z,

F i

FEE  autoshaping (Brwon & Jenkins, 1968) OFFE 2 W T, #HEE
2, FREIGF-E2D0DL MIGEB B %, AftfiRF—2oD2 KL%
@ﬁﬁmflkvva>5Oﬁﬁ?2&yyay%ﬁbtﬁﬁmﬂméﬁﬂzw
MR TH- 2o RIZ, £, FR, HEDIDDF—D1 D207 ¥ ACHESR
BRL, 200 KIGEEGEHIETRBIL 72, 1y a Yy WRTT, 2
vy ya vOilEMThbhz,

SEMRASHEEIR D EOTEIEETE, Table 1 0% 1 REDH]
BT, MRS RASEHRECTEO Th T,

o — 2, HERO RO RARIBOS IR Sz, 20T % FRS ORIE
WKEoT, PRF-—FZOFET, BEDOF — KR EBPBR SN, Tablel
DOIE 1 ORIBEM iy, ERICEESER 2 PEoRR T, B8R
JZ i 5 BRI O timeout 23 5 7z, (LD % v 1T timeout D, 15 WHEHOFET
RO, HRF —HEBSIER SN, ROBTVEBENI. 1Eyyay

Table 1 HEXRFESERETORBSRME
—

2 1 % & % 2 2 M

B ‘ \ \ \

RARIE BRI | RAE BN

s — ® — =AW
1 i — & g—

#22 o Koo =R
O g8 — A

i I B — =AW
B B — & # o A
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96 FATOIED TN, 12y ya > TOEERNESERLU LD S T EBES5
Yy yvaryOREETEIFEOTEM bz, ZOFEEIET S L, [
EHERARGEOE 1 FEWCNZ T, B2HENIMTLC, 4 BEORAKRIE
WZOWTIE TNz, 12y va vy 6 3BiTT, B1FEERUCEEE T
BOMfThhiz,

0 EEFGHERASHRE FFEHERAGCHEELZEB T4 L, HUR
BT, 0 -BELRMEMERASEIEEOIBENTh Iz, k¥ — 0 BARRE 2t
% FRO RS & o T, PRF —DRAHKIZHE 2 2 L FARFICAEHDF —I1CH
ERSIRR S Nz, SRS ORTIEEOBE L AL Th o 720 40 £ v ¥ =
Y OIETLEB L, 0T, RARBICNT 5 KIE% FRI0 12 L,
12y yaryTOESERBBUN LB L Z D5y vy a BT 5HMESE
T Thb Tz,

M (transitivity) 70—-75 X F 12y ¥ a > 63 T0D 0 BESLMS
MERARSGEHEMZ T, #BE7o— 7R TH 43 TmA s ni, HRn7
O—7HTTCR, £ 1EEORARBIC L TE 2 BEomRI S ERE R
7o FEESRIB 3 2 I, Mk b timeout b3, 3 < e RTHIRI® -
Foo TU—TFAMSI0 Y ¥ 3 VHfTORIE, 7O T EEE w1y
va IOk, SHETe—7T A NMTbiz,

HMERHE (symmetry) 70—7F b 1kv ¥ ay 963070 0 A
RAGEFRBCHIZ T, WFRlE 7 0 — 7380708 4 AT 2 & e wfiRtE 7 o —
TRITTIE, 51 FEOLEBRIEO 1 OB RARE - UCTER S, HEsfE
I35 1 FE O 2 BEO RANED HEBNE & U TIRR s iz, IEREs s
% R, 38{kd timeout b3, T S EITHEEIIE - 72,

1

I\

R EE

HREME IOy va Y CBARIKS vty v g Y TOREREKDIFLEE T
Figure, 1, 2, 3R L72EBY Eb O THEL, #21, #22, #23 OFHHEEEKIZ#



N Mz B A FIBEE O

1000 Hesmmeelmmes o el ong22m0 Ot
90F H o
80t A
ik 70[ #21 I
60
% 501
407
= %[
20
10
O ] I 1 ] L

Figure 1 Percentage of correct responses during last 5 baseline sessions
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Figure 2 Percentage of correct responses during last 5 baseline sessions
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Figure 3 Percentage of correct responses during last 5 baseline sessions
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NEN94.0%, 94.2%, 89.6%ThH -7z,

B (transitivity) 7o0—7 #BME o723 Tbhc10ky v a >
TOWBREORICEE S, TOEMOZNERLL, b TE» >z, #21,
#22, #23 DEYEERRIZNZFN 97.3%, 96.2%, 93.6%TH -7z,

10y vay, 40 70— 7B T TCORBKD, FRRIGEL % Table 2 1278
L7zo BHBECOWT, BRRIGERTWI I,

Table 2 ##HE> X } TOBRIRKEEK

# ® # & |
W B & —
=k & V-1 A
#21 4 16 4 ) 16
#22 5 15 8 12
#23 6 14 10 10

Selwim Uiz Table l b BAS 2 LB Y, WRBMIEZIE, #21 1, BHO
RARBCN LT, BSIZAF EMOMBERBONTHEZERZTTH S, 20
HiTh, MEBALORI6FITT, HINZAE LD LEREK LI Z -2
(P = .006), LL, Mo RARBICK L TIX, HERESEILL T,
My bARIZAR SRR T Th M, ERCHEN =ZAB P EA O 20 F
T AT, MED b EREATERsEE Do 72 (P = 006),

Wiz# 22 13, AR BRI LT, ERBMESEIIL Tl &b b
BSI=fARERRET CTh A2, RRCEN =AM EEAZ DX 20 FATH 5 R
TThy, EN=ZAR L0 M2 EA (P = 021), RARIB ORI
LT, BNIZAF LA TERICEWE R » 72, (P > .05),

¥ 72423 1, HEBO BARBICN LT, MRS L TWAIEH LD b
BRI=AREREETCHEY, ERICARREA 2O 20 3475 6 T T, A
SEAR EHOBTICEE R P 5T, (P > .05), BEOBRFIEZDWT b,
BN =AE E MOBRICER R 2> 72 (P > .05)

ZD &I 3 PIDOWERE IR S FBIRTE 2R S koo 7,
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SR (symmetry) 7a—7 SEET -7 Tz 102y ay TO
WEMEDORICHRE D b TEP - 1z, #21, #22, #23 OFEHEFRIENT
196.7%, 96.8%, 93.7%TH o7z,

10ky¥ay, 40 70— 7T TOWRKD, FRKEEE % Table 3 12
R, BEEBAKICOWT, BREEEZRTHI S,

Table 3 3T X b TOTIRIEH

7 #
W B — - .
wom | mom | m® | moE
#21 11 9 9 11
#22 7 13 6 14
#23 10 10 10 10

IFREE I RE 213, Tablel p&BsmREB Y, # 211, RO RLARE
LT RiitEz, o RAREICN LT ERERIRT 2 13T Th s, EED
Eﬁﬁ,%®EK%@K%LTW%%ERL%@iZ%ﬂﬁﬁnﬁﬁﬁﬁb,
WS L R OBz ZE D 5 5 72 (P > .05), O RARBICT L Tz E
WLIDb 20 3TH 4 FITTH D, Hth R OBIRCES 2o 72 (P >
05). |

#21 ERICHIBSEMETH 24 22 13, WM iEZ X, FRoRARBIL T
ez, BRORFHBITL THEEERT 237 Th 2. ERORICEI,
FrD RARBO I L THRBEZEIR L7201 20 7 7 RITTH 0, fiths & 158
DB ED 2o 72 (P > 05), MORAFRBE L THEREZERLZ0D
080T U ETTH D, fithh & BROBERICELR 2 o7z (P > 05)

F7o# 23 1, WFREREE, RORFRBLA L TEEEE, o RAER
PO L TR 2SR T 5 3T Ch b, EROKIGHEIE, RO BRI
LThH, MDORAREIT L TH, f6h & EROBREGEI 20 BT 10 [
TOT, MR EEBOERCEL P72 (EHIZDP > .05), ZDLIZID
HERT OWER I, STRREICHE S BIRITEI 2 L e dr o Too
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UEoEBY, 70—77 2 OFE, NMZBWTIE, HBELTRED
AT L7edn o fre & OFER, BEo Vaughan (1988) DL LS L CH S &
FWRHREE 25, FEERAGEHEE T {, Herrnstein & Loveland

(1964) @ TEH) AR OFHEAWT, B 40KD "R, »E5Tw3
ATA RELEX 20T Dad, Mz Eid go, no-go FHIFIE 1T -
7o, ESIPREE R EE S, s E L, FHOE2 vy v a VDR
T, FINXEIERESTH oz, N M ks, b w3 REEEIC L - T,
MFTODRATA P EZEREN, L7 7ACBETAREERZT ISk
oo DY, 20T ODATA VI, T, FMEEETL2LD ko
&, Vaughan 3% 2 72, »2EREHLEERE L T, WL DrORIEMF LT 7

AZWCET2bDEREENEG, DF0, FfiThHhs LARRINE LD
% EwHE 2 #FFT % Urcuiolil SO (1989) b %, Ko E NP EHW
TeREHAASEHET, BRI W2 BRI B ERA L LT, EROREK
RSP EMEL2ET 2 L9025 E%, ZORICERET X N OED» & =¥
L7z 2HHDT—F EBIANS 25, FIMEMMEOR %, i,
SR, HERBTEOMIE S DAREZ B 2 EIE, D &b BEEREICHEA
L1238, TeThwkEzohb,
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AR BEHEE (1986) F > 38y Y — 1o B 2 FIEEME—FE (symmetry) g E
EOHH, HALEYEE0 RS LHE. |

WAE— - REFHEL (1988) F > vy Y—wsid s HEEME (1) —"&HE
(symetry) ; & THEREM: (transitivity) ; ORR, BRLEZESE R ERE LE.



