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RISREEBERBLA 5 & = — 0 & X ORI

) 3ol b e (most recently) A L oMk~ 5 v b RSO BIE ¥ —EEH
ﬁﬁ%ﬁbfvéo%@%%@Eﬁbtwgmovf®§i?ﬁ&ﬁ@@%@%%ﬁ%ﬂ
FL, TOEAERMEBAERLOOHDF TV P RIEOXOBEORKE L Z B LT
AL T B BN ERRET D, BWILAY Y2 —ATEEThTh, FOHBEOTEIEDL
T\ B, FOFEICLLAY, HEHAEES L ToRLIcH T 55853, SRR
SIS XN T\ 55 — 2 OEARER, bbbk T ORSEE TORIGERICEA L
T2 2 EEBT %

Lo 2 &tEnftic, >¥OMBEMESERCVRTUTOEREEZT L,

WREM  BEARLTVWAF=F v FRIGASRBEL R LB s, MILoETIER
EDHHHUHHE LELOEER (P (S®) LB Kb LoV T7 v H A dhb,
+ 7%, FLE (random ratio: RR) 0#ifb A r v a — L OFREXGA TV, TOM
&b, SERMCHEREIESBT L THAHIEHINIHLER GalbehicA 7V
kﬁm@ﬁ/%&iy&&moﬁﬁwmmMpWMMMydrwmmmmm:K%Xfu
P ob. (S®) rEET) %, ELHREIWERED X O X 5 ARIGHERICK LT » 5 BE ML
CEET D LR TR LT A, COMRELEE, BESEICECTRTXTOERELD
o PRI OMEA S 5 L\ 5 2 LB 75 <, B LAERG &V 2 &b HEEK
fatsyry 7Y v 7 X - CRALEI OB Z F 1T 5b £\ 5 Morse (1966) 75 & DGR
LEIE X T, P ob. (8% OEFAOBROBME EAMIICATERIZL T b Tisbb,
T OBEEERBER LT B R Y U o — i3, WHREOETCRIETHIEHR P ob. (89
DEBIZD T OGHRIRE L TRIZT B, LoL, BfbAy = —AnP () LT
1.00 DR L 6BELH 0, b, RISKEEEFHENLA Y 22 — 10 ETOERT
O P ob. (S?) DEIL, L1 2 L HNTEANPI VORI OE 4 BETHBT
%), T, TOWMBEMEXBRELTVARVER TS, &1 &2 0Ax% R T HHEL~
Y a = A RFISERBEERRGEAAr v a - ELTH] S,

BAEOBRMET, RICKELEERLAr Y2 -1 L L THFLNEHRMEL, 2EDLS
KA DTHL, &bl &2 b BREEDT X TERBRTHMLAY Y 2 — & LT, Alleman
& Platt (1973) DBEZ L=< — v # 1 A (percentile: PCT)3&{k A 2 o — 2, Blough(1966)
DRI L 1B /MEE (least frequency: LF) b A 7 v = — A b 5D, Fih, FREH MR
Lisu2isefhl & 2 DA BRTHHLA v a—a & LT, JIR - BAX - #M (1975 O
BEFE | A IR 4 {b ikl (differential reinforcement of relative intervals: DRRD A%
2 a2 — 1, Weiss & Laties(1965) OBi% L 7= B CEI/E (auto-regression : ARG LA 7 ¥ = —
s, Weiss (1969) »FEHE L 7=Hg5E (titration) SE{b A & 2 = — v &H3B B,
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AWX OB, bl 5 BRAOKGEKFESEBIA Yy o2 —LDOFHE L, Thbod
ETORBEOXRTRAEORHH LB - BEL, S¥04 AOMBEEYHELICTHEILTH
Do

Bl BHEFTCTERAVOATOVAESEEEDOA Y U a —LDhd b, FISKEEAR®
A7V a—n bl ThbhbhbblGaLbOEYTA 0L LTl - 98
THIVOULBELEEL LT, &1 L2, RIUBELRELZHIR L, 2hbogkkl, @
LAy 22— NERTB S ESELFHRECHETHIOTCH -, Lichi>T, ARIT
BN T 55 BROCVKFEBE LAy o 2 -V OFF 2L, O LoDH—MnFHE
DD I D, THhEND—HEBLELDZ EHTELTHAH Y,

ME2 FHEDHATINLORIGKEEBI Ay 0 = — A h, O LoD—AY ek
L TEBEMRELRLE, ThbBEORINMEEESEM(LA Y Y a2 — A DEThFRDL
ETOBBREOETBEL, M—H7LFHEEORMAO s BT I FHITHIE L1z
DELT, H—MCEFEINR Y B0d Lk,

B3  RICEKEEBERIA Y O a2 — A THBRDDOEME21T, BaZlc LEBT 5558
BORIGEREFL T, TOBEIRLF N5V VRIENBIL IR D b DBz
TOYWBHBIENFTNODORIGE LR IEOEDE BB TE I L 2R T 5, FDTD,
LOSEILA Y O 2 =N DBE L IR - TIED D TS L, WHREDOF <5V IR
EREREODLHLDEDLEE I EhD TIHVETEILABORTEZITA 2 Ll
bo —, RISEEBERIGENAY © 2 — A THBELDDEM 2 RHER T L7\ DS, &t
1 Z2@mRETHMILAY 22— & LT, ESHES Lk (differential reinforcement of low
rate(s) : DRL) A4 v = —n, RGHESER S ik (differential reimforcement of
response duration: DRRD) A 7 & o — e 03B 5, ZHBDMLAY 2 2 — A TlLdk
LR E OB E L BBRE O RIGHER & (D 5 UDEEI R TV B, TDIw
THREORD T, BEAETANTOFAT v RIS OBELY STV E
BRETFDE00LD5THD,

Platt (1973) 35—tV & f AL A Y ¥ = — LRGSR (response shaping) &
M2 ERBRT B, Alleman & Platt (1973) i X hiE, RIGHE & 3EFFCL - TTh
FCHREIRCI EDRRVGEIGA, EF LWTEIICT 2 LTHEVRIGEELT S5 2 L1
Lo T DMUBRERRECEE LOWTBHANEAESTRZL10X-TC, BUWAREETE
UBLORBIETHD, RIGTHK &V 5 S % Alleman & Platt o L 512 5 72518,
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NRm eV BANGEA Y Y 2 — A B RS TRIMKEFEREBLA Y v 2 — 1D LT,
RIEHRICET L5 X013, #<5v PRIBE L THREZBRIL TV S 2REHRE
PDEEBLTAREF THHR SR TORVWRIG K75 7 4 —fHAY, RBREOCRRLT
HRIGNH2 T 7 4 — AT TEBIRDLDICENDEEIFVBENTHAS 5,

72T, RINERGEERTBA 7 2 — AT, BEEMMLELR &2 o — A RRIGE
BRI L A 7 2 2 — At BT, X b EVIIBBE clRE & - TE BRI
RIGERATER I D Z LN TEDLDTIRIRIES S D

RIEE 4 5 BEORIGKELBRELA Yy ¥ 2 ~VORBR TRILAEOREON R ELLTH
VBRI B RUG ORIEE 3, BAEE TOHE TIHEERILA 7 ¥ 2 — A TRRIGHE R,
FRUA DAy 2 = — AT IRT & RIS (response latency : RL) Th 5, L
Do T, INBORIGRELBI A v o — 1 ERIGREDR—OBEHE S LbAr 2 = —
AR BB A ¥ ¥ 2 — %, FHREOEMBBIC OV TRER LR L
HEBA TS - ik - T, IRT © RL 0% LRI oRR & BRIz OV T—R#HY
WEBREDHENTELI S,

AR B ORR & IRT 2 RL A L OBfRIL, SEFITLELAr P2 -1 Db LT
DRIGHEE (£ <7 v F RIGH/ BARERED 2RETHMVEREMTH D L 5RE
CEAE L Cv %, Skinner (1938) i3, ERF (fixed interval: FD kAo 22— Db
ETORICHEE IR EDORS IRT et T 258 ShAHROERITL > TIRESN LD
TiLieuds BIRE L7, Anger (1956) (1, Z°RF (variable interval: VD) f#fb A4 & = —
Ao & o IRT per opportunity 445 (Z OG5 HENEE MERIGHE S —2ICEE5)
PEEORRS IRT tiT 2t I s HEDERILL > TREZNLZDTH - T, kS
DR IRT ot T 2L S AHEROER LIZERRTHSD = LR LI, Anger(1973)
13, Skinner (1938) D3i2% 4 Anger (1956) O{EEH s &DH T, Zh b [RTs oo kgL

(differential reinforcement of IRTs)D{REL & ATV 5, Reynolds & McLeod(1970)
13, Anger (1956) o L7, Bk X hict <35 3 v + Ko IRTs per opportunity 2>
WTORAEFTRTOF~<F v b KIED IRTs per opportunity 1o\ T D45 A & D—FX
WNTE BT TH > CTh ORICHFHCRETE IR TV LIEETHH EFELL,

KB CEETHMADA~F v + KIEO IRT ° RT »igbBBEON R LIc 5B E T,
Weiss & Laties (1964) ORFZEM 5%, Weiss + Laties (1964) 13, FHERIEBRIER
24V (linear stochastic reinforcement of waiting: linear SRW) 2 # ¥ = — v, Fb
R & BipE=RAE{k (Gaussian stochastic reinforcement of waiting : Gaussian SRW)
Al a—n, EIEESEEIEAr Y 2 — A DIBOHEMAY V2 —LDH L TDENRE
NORFHBYHE L 72, HFLBREREBERMLA Y2 -2V XIRT 23R bi0on
TER{LRESR B TIEINBIM CHAT A O L, fREbEREN v ARIFERE(LA 7 v o —
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AR R
Y AR T®AT 5, IRT 0F 2wkt 20X D ST, EEES LR A &
Va2 — L OFHE T OB Y v AR ARA 7y o = ~ VOFFEEDOHTH,
WERA OFITRB S FH T OFELMER T L Ty iz (Weiss and Laties, 1964),
lEnFESE R, IRT 2 RIGHE & LcBs, BREIGE R OBHE L IRT 0E 3%
EEL, Fhy FoB4eRIesE@RYL 0 ERTRLT WS, ¥, HBREOA 5 v
PERUS & EBRCRARIBARRINAFRET, B4 0425 v RGO IRT #KE
BE &3 LeWER FD %R (VD kA r o= At 0d & TORRKOETH
Bizh, T0X 92 n =X AMERTHAERYRL TS, ZDX 57t h =X A0
EDXSRLTEAIh, EDXSLTHFEIR TSI 20T, #{LH%ED IRT
DR IVEET 5RUGKREEBEGRILA 7 2« — L CRETHIEERTH A 5,
BrEDdBHEORMBEOEED DI, ¥ 5BHEONIKELEEREILAy & a — it
BED—BE LTV DT, TOELAFr Y 2 A DOFFEEILDOTIZTEDH R
THHL, PCTHBL RSV TEET S, 2¥CITNLDOMELA Y v a — L Dd L TOEST
EOWTHEERL, M2 L3 2w TEETL, REC, RIGKEEREGEILAYy 2 -1 D
ERELHLDI D, A7V RIEOEMBBRCOVTEEYEH T Alleman & Platt(1973)
Dz Hxhiir, BELILOCTEETS,

FIE RKBGERERBERFCa—-ILOFHKE

(3=1) R—Er2 A NBIERrPa—LOF&

PR— e B A VERILA S 2 — i (TEEAR S (sample size), -3 — v & 1 AJERL (percentile
rank: PR), 5 v & 2L oBRPE)) O3 o0MT BT B D, — v ZANEME L
T2 EOERE 2 5 —RELXEHOOT, KWL T PR 1 ;PR 2 L8R5 2 LT 5,
SEALRERRE SN AR ROGHEY, LS 2T IRT LEREL T DB{LAr & a — 1D
FHEOBTBER T B, =V A AARBRA Yy 2 — T, EREEESRTO>RCE S BR
AR LCIRT #EBELD L UHEDERLE Y, #REORINER 2R TEAER L
THREL TS, ZODITIERFIEERCIIIBEORBEEND S EVNETHY,
FRBRICX Iz avta—ghIBAVbBRTWED, 0%V 7Y v 7 IRERIEDOER Y E
B ERES, HHICICANT v PRIGHAER TS 20 IRT 288 3h, REIh TV5ER
EHOBRBFO» v AA—bizh, ThETOBRFEHADOLIrORIE AR LTI Vv FRIG
DIRT i r v A =Tk ith, TOFFELL » TEAEFE, >hie—TBERKORFOR
ISHE A R TBRIVER L LT fon T B,

EHERHAEBEANTIL L OEREMAPOTRTOA VA — %, BRIMEERLL IRT of X0
ESGT, PEGIRT 25Kk EWGIRT AN LB~ 2 CRBES RS Y 2L 5, ZDRE
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RIGEFEEIHLA 22— E X DB

DT-FR3 COMPONENT
DRLL pet COMPONENT----—-—] U [—
—tr or ' " TIME COURSE
T PRESENT RESPONSE
NN LAST RESPONSE

(i) Temporal sequence of responses
and components on time course.

[ —

RESPONSE LATENCY

SEQUENTIAL RESPONSES

(i) Sequential resporses in the current sample expressed in terms of the
response latency of each response. In this example, the sample consists
of 6 most recent response latencies In other words, the sample size is 6.

-
£

<

-

o}

5 ~-PERCENTILE VALUE %
g l EQUIREMENT
. ~---4--PERCENTILE VALUE &

ORDER OF LENGTH OF RESPONSE LATANCIES

(i) Responses in the current sample arranged by length of response latencies,
DT-FR3 requirement for feedback and DRLLpct requirement for reinforcement

are both determinated by the percentile value. In this example, both requirements
are of ranging from percentile value % to percentile valuergj.

FREQUENCY
- N

RESPONSE LATENCY

i
PRI %

REQUIREMENT

(iv) Another description is also possible. (i) is rearranged to the frequency
distribution of response latencies.

FREQUENCY

RESPONSE LATENCY
{v) Response latency on the abscissa in (iv) is divided into interval categories,
and each value on the ordinate in (v) is the number of rsponses that fall in
each interval category. The open area meets the requirement.

Fig. 1. chain DT-FR3 DRLL pct schedule (FE - JII4E - &4, 1980 a) =B AL FERE X
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AXCH R E

EORSAD T, BRENH L2 UDdED PR ASIET 545 v Ko IRT pifk
R#ELTeH, PR1 L, #{b3nbIRT OFRERL, PR2 L3 r o FRuRT, L L
Alleman & Platt (1973), Platt (1973) T, PRE I LAEL Tl Zhbit, #H5
PHALHRE & LTTROZDy, DX EROZERE LIl T — vy A VLAY 2 2 —
NEERLICIDTH D, FE IR - HA (1980a, 1980b) Cidisfbinie & LC TR & LB
BEDICEDIA LY ZANBUA P 2 — A EHCTERNINT D, =V AN
BEILA Y & 2 — A TIHEREOEDIPR 1 L PR 20EREEIRTVED, Hbinlr T
VNRIEDVERT D O L CBAEMD 4 v = 13 L B 0T, FhEho PR CkHET 58
fLE2NBIRT OTFRE LRI, 75 v BIEOERTAZ LLhbinic A v A — OfEICIKE
LTEETHZ Ll bh, LIt -, 200 —2 v XA LBLAY Y 2 — LIt T PR D
EXE—CHENERINDEARD R L5E, FHREDER TS IRT A icEEL L5 v
Fatbdd > CTEETS L, BARKONI -2 v Z A AMIEA Y 2 2 — L OFNK E L
HFL Db IRT OFRE ERBOEENE L < /b,

F =5V PRIGOIRT 2388 L & 2w, PSOd & Su Tl B AR
ENb, bbbl =2 v A A LB LAy U a2 - A% OED L 5 IR L TE 7 GEE - JI|
&£« 53k 1980a, 1980b),

PCT (fEA%, PR I<IRT<PR 2, P (S%)

7o 2 eE, PCT(39, .80<IRT= .90, .50) &%, 39D IRT 6 7c AEERER, Ly IRT
PO A T32EFE (Zh, PR 1= 80 CHIETBIEMTHS) OEMIZH2 IRT Lo E
SELVWEAERER O, 36 BH(Zhs, PR 2= 90 w3t 4 2 IE6ZTH %) DIER 124 5 IRT
IDABAELVEEYEIDIRT 2EEB LD, T0O4 <5 v FRER.50 OERTI v &
AT A D ERRL T B,

g WEEL A Y 2 2 = LT, <5 v P RUGH IRT 0B Xofiic>uwTh LS
VELIZERTAHETS L, P ob. SHRRIGHEE BRI OX DL S Ii—FE DB LB,

P ob. (§88)=(PR 2—PR 1) P(E®)

=T, ATV B = # A R A O — L ORI R T A, 2D DRIE
AROHHIEEIND, —Dikty ¥ a VDD LD AUl » T, WEikNF DR
BRI L T—B L TIRT 2ok < (BB ) THRIGEAYRTEATH 5,
s, Pob. (8911, (PR 2—PR DP(SOHDEL D S KE < 7ch, D1 DL, v > a
VADTNTDF T Y ROV TOFERIGHE AR (BB VIEE L L 7dy, £y
YaVvRADOHLRDEEHS o, —BLTIRT 2%EEL (AH5TEO) T5HE05
SERLIEDSIHETHE, ZDOBE, Pob. (89 i (PR 2—PR 1) P(S®) nfficizigs
L< 75,

LIehio T =7 v FRIED S =2V 2 A VLAY 2 o — L OFHIE & - 1o e -
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RIS EBRBLAy & 2 — 1 L2 DR

FBA L bAA, Aty XA LBLA Y D 2 — A DME RSB E T Y, Bk
o2 vMTIRT AREEECTD (BB, 8TD) &0 DB D HRERH L T
SEA (KB UDEABETHRND L 510, 20X 5 B E& Lo hE COME T, ~ + (Alleman
& Platt, 1973 ; Platt, 1973) =5 % 3 (EAK .« FH, 1981 ; =5 « 2K, 1981; FHE - HAK.
A 1981 TIIFD L O EEHEANMERE LE G EBBE L Lo T 5] BBV, &
BE N WEREDP ob. (S%) #—EHL LT, PR1, PR2, P(SY) 3Ly 3 X%/l
THBAPED D LATHTHS & Enb, +7 ¥ b RISORBBICRET D350
WY EROBRODIICEDTHY, LI IDL I RHELAT v = —ite b PEYOBEFR
RIS i3 5 AR E O TREMIZ D\ T OBFIE L LT, ZhodTEETNELDEE 2 bR
Do

Pl 12y > s v 2 EOFEWIRT Loty 2 4 AL A 7 ¥ = — A DMV LR & DR
BRIV TR IR T E 72y =7, 45 v P RIGO IRT ERERO 1 £y v 5 v HTOH
B oLWTEZTARL S, T56&, AAFKELI YV LBERERLATIRT (D, EERGIHE
B Y o THEEAER L L ToREEIE IR TV5) D5 s, SR oOMBEL ot <5 v b
o IRT L3RI OBERE L 7e2s» 7o <5 v RIGD IRT %, HEBRERHL, EL, 3
Rty &4 <7 b RGO IRT LSO L 74~ 7 P ORISR L b o
L1858 8, #E ko IRT A s LR oS 5 IRT OfF h oHf~ LBk LT <,

RN DL S DA T v b USRI OB Z L 9 L35 b, Drssi b
BoWELr~<5 v P RIGO IRT L0 F~35 v P EIGEO IRT offl-2EE2H 500
U, FFEDA T v b RGO IRT & B9 THEI L s huidis b s,

(3—2) MMERAMMELBILRr P a—LOFKE

SO AL D s — Ay, BIEER LA v b EIEOIRT X0 b, SEER L 25
VIERIBOIRT 0B EE8 LT A r v a - Th b, Lo T, BRI D —
ARG A Y O s = 2B DTH D,

(3—-3) BEABRILAS P a—ILOFHEE

B A U 7od 7 v RGO IRT LS EAR Uicd <7 v F RUED IRT 2 =ERHIEE 2
gL, kEwWHDIRT /3 IRT Ty, oy EHT 5, ESREES G, £k
BB D UDRE L TRV 7e— DO AR L T 5, ZOBIBIIEI L 708 &R iR
DO TH B, EHRBIEBEER L &S THE L 2pcis LiosafeR et L, ©o
SRALEER DS LT v F 2L EIT T 5, 7 & R{LIER ORI OIS, Weiss & Laties
(1965), Weiss (1969) THEANIRENTELTRRINT VAT TH B2, bivbho
HEC LR 2 hE, vERERELTS L v= L W1y S LT,

10
BIENRM LAY O a — A bV B A AL A & o — L bR T B L, R~ &
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AXHHERE

B, BOERHE(EA Y 2 2 =T LB EROMOBM L LTl 2k T 5, B
EEYRE{L Ay & 2 — v OWSTER O Z 0 L 5 ks fboin, ACERBLA 7y a -1 T
W, R Y B ANGELA Y O a — L TIRFEETH - - P ob. (SO H—wicHioz L=, P obh.
(S%) &1 mBALRIZ PR OB X - THBRAD IRT OEAEM D 5 Loi{LEELHR T 5+
NIV IRIEDESZEIERRETDH L TE o, 7, BOREBHELAY v 2 -2 Tk
RS EEE 2 7 2w - FERIE, WREOER I B LA~ v ERIED S b, kD
BEREDBEARETLOIHCONAFER LT, BEEARLAA 5 v FRIG & FIELER
LEARTI VRO EDLTHY, <=ty &4 AB{LAr U2 — A ToBERBUCHEY T
BRIy —~ATHBL L2 L5,

KERE SRR B LT 5B O1TE (target behavior) 12 X v Tl L 7ofTEY A A L 703
FIRILRIB AR L, oI OKR, WO IRT HE 2 EHE ORMK BT I,
BRI EART IS IRT oBEY LV ERKBEOHBECET A LItk v, B84D
IRTH%FT 2 L 2ERIL T EVCOFELE TS b, BEENRHLA 72 2 — L DEBRY
A T ) IR () OBIB Y= 35 VTHE T L L, AN THE L
THA Y, & 205, BEARLIRT 2ohicgF L, diEEi L IRT #ohic g it &
L, 7 LR OB v=1— 1o VL TR, ARSI A U 2 - BT
B5H5 (ZOFE, XPAOBEE - 1BECRy=0LTo0ERH D),

(83—4) Weiss BiEEMIER P2 —ILDOFHEE

BEIFLWMEWA O 2 -1 DD L, —~FlE LTHF S 75 1E Blough (1958) 72350 L
X S Te TR E Tk, MLBRENRE ISR 4T v b RIGOETCABE L G b A
757 4 — BT HHE T, LR oT, FnbOREY EREIMESEVERER L L
TRET 2 &b, RISMREEBRRILAr 2 a - 041 S 24 L@ L T
Vo LnL, Weiss (1969) D% U 7o RSHERRFM 2 IR & L@ 2 7 o = — AT,
BEAER LA~ v P RISFEREE G AYEE L e, 2F0r~5 v F RICK
T LREORIGRHFR M T, ThE TOMCREEDRILEFRER & LR Lt <5 v
PRIGOFGERE & DE DU IZTR Lic, —77, BEER L o4+ ~5 v+ RIEORKISH R
RIS LRE LR L e o 1B G, 28D I 9L, ROBREDABEOF <7 v + RKIED
RSB OSF Rk o, SR(LHEE O RITRRRR % 2 0 CE D, TomEFRD I,
FOWEN, HHEIEELEEHE BEEE LA~ v FEISD 1 E L TEATHR 2, Wik
HERRE Lch o lod <7 v P RUSOEKEEHD X 0 b K& g, sB{LH%E ORI
Az <L, K& i LR E O RITHRH 22 2 7ed - 1o 8LIR ¥ O RS HiEE
BIxiE <3558, SOBER T D021 55M 1 Weiss (1969) 138 ST ie

L



RISHAFEER BB A r v a =1 L X DR

F 25 v RO SRR 2 MBREYBE L OV RV BA OV TOFREIL B
B D AEOF =5 v RISORISHERRE 2, SRLR%E & i U CHEX I S CRENE
L < BEIERALRIGEAVIN VB & E iy, SLBEO RN H < 35 & LR EIK
F5H, FOMOMEED L Ficix, MALBEORIEHFRFMAE 2 o2 L REKRT 5,

Ll Enst, Weiss (1969) DM L 7oETRL A & ¥ = — VUSSR EEBR T A 2 —
NDOEHRTGCHEL TS V2%, Lnd, #27¥ RSHEILRERHET 255
R LIRS LT, OFOF T v RIS BRI EE OFRE O 1o 1 ERR IS
DESTREA~S v NRISOREE 272 0, BRSOV TOFHRE AV TR D,
WOWEBRA 7 ¥ a2 — Aot — v 2 4 A5RL, RERS LR, BOERE(EA 7 2 a —
MR L T I LR oM R E AR EEA L TUb L S BEERD, LD X5
HERTHEETNEBILA Y Y 2 = A ThHDH, HORMLISRLEED & 0 L 5 M RE
i, RISEEE Y SUGHE & LoSe, R 0k o ROGHER & IERILE O RIEHE
FPEAD LI EEE (1973) ORLAEFEEMIELTu50% Ll IRT #UGHIE
&L g o s o RUGER & IE(LE O RIGHEM O B 1, B« NER - & (1979,
24 (1981), Iwamoto (1981), Weiss(1970) 7o & THIRE IR TED, DL 5 KHRHEY
RIGHKEERI A r & o — L OM{LBEOREARC LD AND 2 & IR i+ % T
H5H5,

(3—5) RIMEEBMILR L2 —LOFHEE

Sy x4 Ak, HRBERES iR, AR, Weiss IR EMILA 7 ¥ 2 — A D
FATWL, %A IRT SRGEERE Y E <3 5% 0, IRT £fafm e RITE R EARE
B OO HEEET 5 ERED BEIFEL T, EREOCALLHUDEREL TE K
SAENCHERE DO+ T v RGO D HRE O ERER OGS M AL IS 2 L ABICL
TVBELA Y ¥ a — A Tidleh ot Lo L, B/MBE LA # © = — A (Blough, 1966)
FRULLFDL 3 HRBHIDORDDOMILA Yy 22—~ Thb, B/MEEHA Y Y 2 — A iZ A
Ca— L OMYERELT, FrS 5 A&k T 44 (programmed lambda, 1) &£ TV E A
AL DR (PSS b » T b, BNMAERILA 7 ¥ 2 — A TOINRIC X - THRERIED A+~
5y FRIGO IRT pMEE—F T~ 58l F(H)=Ae™ " LB S s, ZoRT, ¢
IRT 0ES%RL, 22 TRAVWHLRATWAENIRNTHES, ¢ RARKROET, f(B) ikt
B1ckits IRT OBERRT, AL L1 BI)OFEBETHS, TORTERINTVWEE
ANBESRALA L 2 2 — T 0.8 BT IRT o~ 5 v b REs LT3 ~THEik & 2
NTB, LIl T 13t>0.8 DEHTOLACLRG, Thil, S/NEEB(LAr Y = -
N DERETH % Blough(1966) T, ~ D 0 8BUTDIRT o4 ~<35 v + KL i358(k Ok
PEMEOFEH R Z TR TRy, DE ORIG A S 7 4 — O BEEICEBNCER KRS TH
HEEZLNTNDZ EILEH ED<,



AR

[ 7() ot 16 5T 5 L 510 LT, 0.8 8 LABADH ORI 15 HERIC X > TIK
Wa L, Kbtz 16 O&ERMIE (16 @0 IRT bin) MOBER L, A, DEIZEEL TRIA
EL 7D, LpDENFRE L » TEDLND &, FTHITIHE L T% IRT bin MOBERSLEE 5,

RIS oI, BRABEAER L 0.8BLUTOIRT ot ~7 v FRIERE < 150
EoA~7 v FRIED IRT 5AREEL V5B, SOIRT 5961, =2y 2 A Al Ay o —
AR HEAEE & FE—DFH X T, > #BREOR L EAD IRT HEE2R L T 50T,
I CHEAEROIRT L5 Lt 5, BAREFO IRT 404 IRT bin DIFI,
S(x) o IRT 3404 IRT bin Oig L R—iiz 315, >% DEREMO IRT HHAOtER &1
BAfRimRE S N5, d L, BAKH O IRT 5423 f () @ IRT 546 & —F L Cvohid, BAE
HDF~To IRT @ bin it B2/ EHIL, 150 % 16 TE - 7o{H, 37859 210 £ 725,
—HL T, BEAEFHO IRT © bin Ot EHIL S S el & 7e b, £ 2T, B
PAEETRIL A 7 o 2 — L OSBRI DT, B ER L o4 <5 v P RIED IRT 3, X
£/ IRT © bin DEH O TRAPNEVCERODIn AL & 212, o423 v G
SRR R TS L Sh T b, Z0BE, EEROMILOEFTIIPES)) wd L3uvThdh
Bo

BB A 72 2 — A3, AR 150 Dt — 2V & A VR A 72 e — b ST B
Lo, BGBMEOHREOHRIREL > T bied, BMNAERILA Y, & = — A TRIEDD
Wiz P oob. (8% B, BT & P oob. (S®) 1xP(S®) wwEaa LT 2 LU B,

(3—6) RIRBLEREBELR TS D2 —LOF—HLFHEEsOR#E BE1 >V 1)

S5BEORISHREERIBA Y ¥ 2 - OFFEEZOOGUTDL S E LDE I ENT
FLo, WTFhoOWEbAY a2 -tk Th, FREEBRIEREORIEIOAF =T v
FEOG (B O IRT % 2o RIS ML REALER L L TERE L TV b, f— v 2 1 A5k
Al va =T, FOBERRG, ERENSERCHREL S A2ERTH B, MRS LR
Ay a — v ERADENEEALA o 2 — L TIRERE TR 1 KED BTV 5%, Weiss HlEE
b A Yy s — T, BIEOA T v USSR EN B EAE L Th Y, wE
DA T Vv b RIEDFEEL OB EIIIERE T4 TH B, BAMEERILA » ¥ 2 — A TR
UL 150 WwRBIE STV 5,

FRF v FRUGAEL E NS oD DRI OV T OHEEDRE L, TR OB{LR Yy 2 a —
MEENTL, ThbOERERCY LSV TRERT WD, A=Y 2 A AHLA YO a—
T, AR O IRT 55k C—EOEE® 5D 5500, b3 s IRT o x>
WTOTFRE FRAYRT, GRS A 7Y 2 — 0 F HEERREA 72 2 — A CriERE
Bl OEAHI D EBAEER LA ~T Y RIED IRT & ok/hBIRIZ X » Tk « E3E LAY
I ns, Welss BIFEET (LA 7 ¥ 2 — AT, EAERLHEOA <7 v F FINCHT 5
SELREEDRI THEM IGHERIT > T, 2EDA <5 v PRI T2 HLREIEH X h 5,



RISHRERBIBLA r v 2 = L X OB

BB A v 2 — AT, R BBEOS M LEAEN O IRT Sl L oEoRHFEL
WIRT o ~35 v b RIS HT Bk iETkik S 5,

F N7 NG ELHER IR Lo & &, REOMLOETL, S -y x A Gk r
Ca— N ERNEERILA Y 2 — AT, TV R ATLOBERPE) e ES TR
Bo RV BANGEA Yy O 2 — b ERPFETRILA 7 s — A TIPSO DOEBHTELE -
7K E—TH 5, HABMILR > 2 2 — 1 & WeissBIFERILA » 2 = —A-Tidofuc P=1.
00 ICEDBN T (DE D, +F v P RIEPRIGEER R T I 2 SP5R{ET
Nt HOERMILA 7 v = — AT, 7 (o) LSRR () OB ED Hh Tk,
SRALDOEFT X ZTDOy DEDS L TT v £ 207 IR 52, P ICHM TS S Dd b Uik
FIZER TR,

DibEdb, RISEKEZEBERELA 7 v 2 — AT, RIS - X 2 EAERORIE £,
T DEAERMICR T 5 OGERNICERE L TRE S« %« BB T 5580, o+
T b RS GR LR EE AR LT b L OET B OBER PSHcd L5 < LV o #i—mTe
FREOVHL S D Z LPBETEL S,

FBAE RIMMBERVEERFZa—ILD b & TORISDZRT

4=1) R—Er B A NBIEXFS2—NTAb, 2 X3, EM2IELHES
U—1—~1D— ZA NG A Y & o~ T AL 72354 (Alleman & Platt, 1973
; Platt, 1973)

Alleman & Platt (1973) < Platt (1973) 1, A%, PR, P(S®) 03 >0 EHK % &
FXFHELLTERYT-7, TLT, T3 0HIER, XU, PR & P(SY) oz
EhRILL > TIEE-BIEL Y5 P ob. (SHORIGHEE~DDRE DS Ul & ORER, 1o
XD L LIBBEE L o0 REAE e P(SY) P ob. (S®) Titld, PROXTH-7, BH
D, RIGHEE Ay v 2 VOFEHETRINTED, vy v a vYHAO, EHCE
P/ 2 F S E DIt B ARICHEEITRE Tuievw, i, IRTEHSGHLRIA T
el

6 DERHER L, Bz, PCTM0, .95<IRT=<1.00, 1.000 D+ » > a v & PCT, .
00=IRT<.05,1.000 D+ » > a v & E—EHERANTER OB LULLE L okER, PCTW0, 95<IRT=
1.00, 1.00) % LTl v v a2 vOFEYIRT 31 B (A—EEAD Ly v 2 vETOH
BBk E o) Tho, PCT (40, .00<SIRT<.05, 1.00) D% & TOFHIRT o
F RV E—EBERND Ly v s YEITHENIKED -1 Eltot, PROBIZEL70HF
BIRT OftiE L CEALT 5 E X 2#EHN L T4 5 &, PRABULERHO Ly v a v T TR
ZD PR COFOHOEFHET D€ v v 2 vOFEHIRT LR UEIOEYIRT #7571 X 5 ot




AR RE

DFNA PR BE—FT,RAEPRDL ETHEy v a vREETHICONTLEWIZEY IRT
RTHN b VT, Ebbdos b Poob (8% 4%, 0.5 1GEVETH - 7,

(4~1=2) A=V ZAALPEAY Va2 —ATH2 X IRIELIEE (IR« 2K - 5,
1975, 1976 . JIR = 2K, 1978 ; %A - #BF, 1981 ; FH¥F « Ak, 1981; #HEF - 5k - 5,
1981)

MESONEEARER, 1976 NiEE0k, 1977, 1978)1r Wistar %o % & 1 %, Alleman
& Platt (1973), Platt (1973) LR UFIED S — 2w 2 A AL A Y ¥ 2 — AR B TIEEL
7o S (1976, 1977) Tk, HEFigh{k (continuous reinforcement: CRF) 24 a2 —
TR LD &, POSO=.25 0#E RR) b2 rv -1 TIHL, $0béA-vv &
ANAy O a — A TIRE LT, Bviot—wry 2 A8 R 2 o — 13 PCT(32, . 75<IRT=
1.00, 1.00), PCT (8, .75<IRT=1.00, 1.00), PCT (4, .50<IRT=1.00, .50), PCT (32,.
00=IRT <50, .50), PCT (8, .00=IRT < .50, .50), PCT (4, .00=IRT< .25 1.00) © 6%
HTH -1

SEEE#E R % Table 1 /R U, B (A o IRT A @i icsd LA H o IRT #igfb L
FEBEICL, Fey v 2 VOFYIRT REERBILA y o 2 — 10 &L EOFHIRT Y 3.25 #)
IO bHE < W2 1M TH- Tz, —F, Wik IRT £kefEmc L, Hxdticgy-F o IRT
LT AEE, Hvy v a vOFHIRT AR Ar v 2 — 1D L EDFEHIRT(#3.33
B wrEA U TcH2.8BThHo7, Pob. (S w2 Tiy, #HEED IRT 4fafEE eyt L
T b DR (selectiveness) DEV [ 7cbb, (PR 2—PR 1) ofErvNXV] &4TH
%, PCT (32, .75<IRT=1.00, 1.00), PCT (8, .75< I RT=1.00, 1.00), PCT (4, .00=

Table 1. {25 —F X HMADAST 2~ 2 DKL HRD A=t v 8 4 VLAY 2 o —
AT LIHED, P+ <5 v PRI E, BREIEE LR Gk,
L Shich <7 v NRIBOH/ 4 ~F v b RIGOR) UlRS, 19762 & 5)

Subject PCT schedule gllgan respor;)sg’sr Mealrll2 éeinforcements/rg%)’gnses
08 440 569 618 .241 272
09 440 439 818 .258 .271
02 421 465 818 .246 .326
12 421 628 742 .237 .328
01 1020 639 626 .241 .357
03 1020 325 577 .248 .340
05 1041 758 1102 .255 .247
10 1041 465 826 .258 .21
04 4020 360 382 .249 .406
07 4020 908 599 .234 .378
06 4041 414 547 .244 .293
11 4041 583 988 .257 .245




FISEKHFESISE Ay v 2 — A L X DR

IRT< .25, 1.00) Tt P ob. (S®) .25 X W &Eh o fond, fBOFMETIX.25 K-, Bk
DEEE L, wEk o IRT AftEm s U R OBIRE OB & T, BRI 2y vav A
CLEWEIRT #E<{T5 (HDELTE) VAR RT I LIRL > TP ob. (89
EFELT B ENTER, FREERCEVHO IRT #i{bT 2586 C3& 2y v a vOF
#IRT pVNE < e d 2 L TESG bR, IRV IRT 25T 2568103y
v a2 vOREHIRT kb T LAE @Y, 0L 5 RESITIB LI > 1o, Bk
o IRT A4 L CHECEVH O IRT 238 LGB0, Co—RFELLHERY D
Fob X B RO RIGBRIICHTIDEDTHS 5 b NHRLOHELIRT 51378 2
T Teb sy bR bR ESO— 2, THEBRED IRT 2wy v s VEIARFL b LIEVIZE <
e AERA S > T BDTP ob. (SN i3E < B, HEEAAy Y 2 —ATHERTSHIRT
I DA IRT A ERL TWALD, &1y v a v IRT 3R b0 ThHD ]
LB DTHDL, TOEBICIIE Ay 2 AL Ar Y2 -2 Ty e x X DIRT
AR LTI EVH o IRT 23 LB A, &1 v v a vOFEHIRT A8 EK
ED L VHIERRBL DI, FOL ) kEhdTEGIRT o ~5 v r RISOAR Y
B¢ o EALE LT B, ERT2EALEFTL GBAR-HE, 1981, FH-aA, 1981
D EF AR, TORBROEMND 1 DX IDERH D], BEAROEROBHRIZOVTE
B 7w 3B b e o 7o,

JIHR » 32K« KgfE (1976) 13, #EE 0 IRT ity L TELhelIEE L v bRV o "

Table 2. W 4 A2 — 2 X IHEAD AT A~ 2DERLEHR-D A~ v 2 A LAY & o —
AT LB ET, BRLACIRTOFREL VSEVCIRTIR “17 %, FR{EL
DHEVIRTIE “0” 2E T CRLIEEED I RTOARIBEFEFEROEHE

UiiRs, 1976)

2rd order 3rd order
Subject

00 01 10 11 000 001 010 011 100 101 110 111
08 34 19 19 29 22 12 g8 11 12 7 11 18
09 38 14 14 33 28 10 4 10 10 4 10 23
02 19 34 34 13 9 10 26 88 10 24 8 5
12 21 30 30 19 9 12 20 9 12 19 9 9
01 37 15 15 34 27 10 7 7 10 7 27
03 34 16 16 33 25 9 9 8 9 8 26
10 19 32 32 12 7 12 23 9 12 20 9 7
05 24 32 32 12 12 12 25 7 12 20 7 5
04 35 14 14 34 28 10 7 7 10 7 27
07 38 12 12 33 32 7 5 7 7 7 31
06 21 21 21 17 7 13 22 9 13 18 9
11 24 30 30 16 11 13 21 10 13 17 10




AR RE

3

x10 o—o PCT17 -10 HaL UL /0"\9/0\. .
3 X z
o 6o PCT 16 . 3,08 / o 8“ °~g -
2 —4 - 218 s \Q 9-0“'%‘ [ 9" .\ ,19- 8
% O/'o-_o>8‘—8 g g 06 ° -e
2, °—°>f:/°' b k
& 1T 3 5 7 9 1113 M
S / /\ SESSIONS
o e
% \0 ‘_ -0’ e’ o Fig. 3. vnm FRIBFEAD AT A .ﬁﬁz@,flﬁ&,%jo
> 1T ( Do B AAFREA Y 2 - T
% / 8/ BUIIBED, v > s viTki 5 s
M 8 oe gt~ SRIRALRER GRILEHER, S hr
w "‘(./° @0~ "e-../ ~e.
= ° . Tome—e NSy RIBDES AT FIRORD
T 3 5 7 9 11 13 IR « 55, 1978 11 )

SE SSIONS
Fig. 2. VREXIREADAT A — 2D

BhEDA—r v 2 4 82 s

Va—ATIHHLLEED, £u.y

Y avEBAASS v RISR O

Be Ul 57K, 197812 L 5)
E, b0 BED ST, FORIUKEMEABE L (Table 2), TR, X
CRWITOIRT Zifb L e & b RE L 9 & £\ IRT @i AR ERE L5 IRT o
L CERT 2HANR S, 8 H o IRT »idfl LB E I REL H BV IRT &
B IRT & O BER D A S Ao,

CORBRICTIEHT, JIHREK (1978) 13, BB IRT {33 5 5L DR 3
bo b BLVEBIEWT, +=5 v r RIGOBERYBE L, JIHR « 2k (1978) x4
Zﬂ—%@ﬁ@$ii%@ﬁﬁk%&&;~»f@%ﬁ@@%,tﬁ%mﬂ—ﬂy&4w%m
xyylwwfﬂﬁLto%mtx—&yﬂ4»%&%#91~meCN%M%%<mT§
1.0000, 1.0000), PCT (32, .5152<IRT<1.0000, .1250), PCT (32, .0000=IRT< .0606, 1.
00000, PCT (32, .0000<IRT < .4848, .1250) o 4 EHETH - I,

MR Fig. 2 £ 3 1R Lie, WBRGOET LRIGIZH135 IRT 05751k L CHMEICE
WHDIRT %583 584, Z0ibnBIRM A2 Ly PCT(32, 9394 <IRT < 1.0000,1.0000)
TRy Y2 YERDBELThy v 3 v ZLOFHIRT L 3ZMLIZE S h+, 86 BCh -
o =7, MBI EWH D IRT %30{b4 % A53AL IR M HUE L~ PCT(32, .5152<IRT=1.
0000, .1250) Tlxt v ~ 2 Y HROET I ON Ty ¥ 5 v & L DFEHIRT (11750 10k < 7t
D, B8y va v 1.2HICT 570y —F, HEMED [RT DAEFREE I L TR
WiV O IRT %igb+ 284113, PCT DFRYEDOBIE & IEBIRIT, € v > 2 v D LD
BIRT ey v a v AR D BFICOR T LRV ), B 14 v v~ 3 V1385 0.7 &



RIEERFEBRLA r & = — 1 & X DA

Feotie Poob. (89 3, L BBRENZEFITARIRT 45 v & 2 BFRIITEHET S &
F5 L EDEMEILE T 0606 & 7B, PCT (32, .9394<IRT=1.0000, 1.0000) 44 D #:E&
oL, 0606 L0 bE VP ob. (8F) #iRLT,, 2D X, I O&EBTRIEREIE Ly
> a VT, 2y v oa VEIRERCE WV IRT T <7 v ISR L, TOHLEVICIRT 2K
CFTBHECOIRIGEBE S » TicZ ExFRL TV 5,

R4 A (1978) w3\, WO IRT [k L Tk 0 BRE 23 LVBE T,
R cE T O IRT 25840 U 7B Sy o IRT 25k LIS ET, 2y ¥ a v
o IRT wEAR VG S hi, LaL, ZoERe, Axeycf v IRT b L s
R IRT A3 &b TEC A LD T L1nh o b LDV TAEL T, HRANICR VT
o IRT #ifb L7284 1w EH IRT BE L e bleh o o BT, JIEEAR (1978) i3, JIRE
& MG (1976), )R- EA (1977) OfER L ABNCERAHETH D, £, U—-1-D b
~ -, Alleman & Platt (1973) = Platt (1973) @~ P BRI L L s — v 2 1 A GE{EA
b oa — L TOERIERTY, ~ + o IRT ilgfErics L THEMcR o IRT gk L
BaADEy v a v tOFHIRT 1B THE, —uv & A AEILA Y Y 2 — L THXH
wEWHO IRT 28k L B4 1B b h s 2 oFY IRT o, KEESLELAr 2 =1 D
LB n 5 IRT (Richelle & Lejeune, 1979, 1980) & Eb#g L THEMCHEV, 2D T L3,
F Y FEIEOEFOERIIT T A A=y 2 A AR Y 22 = ORI DT D—D
DA EE LR D,

S B AN AT D a2 =L DH ETry v a v I EDPHIRT kiR il bis
WEREE LT, BRI A Y 2 a2 — A THRT S IRT L9 38 IRT »E&RERT L0 TH
3 LT EbhbnoEIET T dE, F0X 5B WIRT oF~5 v FRIGOAERZ <
Foab, EALEBS (B FE, 1981 HE - Hk, 1981, ; FHE - EK - B 1981) 3,
intertrial interval (ITI, TR &@ErMMLic =2y 2 A AGELA 2 a2 — 2
TYA4Ax—5X3RIEL T,

ITI L5 FEE & & bz, discrete trial (DT, SERTED LvWO HELIHCLR TV %,
4 DT &3, K (1982) i Liud, T4~ v b UGB ICHET R+ 1 o & OBRIFEI—IE
BERAWLE L0, HAHVGIRAESOABEE IR LTEOF T v b RIEWEINCA AT
I B b, T E OEBRISEAT TR T i W EEE & L CHIRF I EEBR R 2 B Uk
DTEFRIGE VD ATV VRIS S F LD L & Z0ErAV-bh b, DT &M
BHIDRL 247 v 2 — 2 icfvbh, T TEWGIRT KIG (20X 5 eRISEFERE &
EhE DBGEMATL, FREEELZE LWL Ih TV 5 (Krammer & Rilling, 1970)) o i3
BT AR A, DT £k FIRZOMOM(bA s ¥ = — At b A SR TV 5] LD
%, L, de Villiers (1970, p. 236) iz b b X 91, ~~ b HEEERE L LT 1 ORIFE
FERBORICHEES YT M (dark) T8 2 LR L o T P BRIEARTTBEIC e 51T,



AR ERE
DT L ITI DBEORTG VA SAD Z L b DD, ZOBE, MAOHEOBEROHEI & LT,

ldiscrete trial JHEET 11, trial R oOEERE] &, intertrial interval »aZZ Bz #7156 SEBEL
THELOPBYTHS 5, Ll, X IvEREL LG, ETREOBFELAS T —
FBoOPCHEEL TR, BLOBETS 2 Lot VRV ERBARTTH, X ARIE
THZENTETHD, O W—ERBIORICER LU s &2V bt b R 5IRIE
DB N e L >V C OB EEBE LM OWEL 5B ELDH D, LIh-T, ZDOL5
BE L, bt DT &3, ITI L 0oafs s L LT 5, ITI DD 5 EE
T3, black out D ITI BT L+ A REFIEICEDL SRIBENLA T v FEIEMVARTS
¥ OB Y K IEEE (response latency :RL), H 5 i, ¥ (latency) &\ 5, #EEFiX
BEANOBEA»LRITI LB LALRILERY b2 LE 2L LR D,

ITI &2 L HEHEESELL Ry 22—, 2% b, E#EKES (LML (differential
reinforcement of long latency: DRLL) A # ¢ a — T~ b &S 2 &, [T &GO

GROUPS OF RATS

e—o PCT(39, 90<RLL1.00, 100)
a~-a PCT( 9, .90<RL<1.00, 1.00)
o—o PCT(39, .00<RL< .10, 1.00)
-5 PCT( 9, .00<RLK .10, 100)

°/, REINFORCED RESPONSES

0337 EE 78 oonn
L ITI2sec-PCT

SESSIONS

Percentage of reinforced resgponses

( reinforced responses/ reinforced and non-
reinforced responses during trials) of rats
in each session.

Pig. 4. 94 A8 —3X I uflADA5 2 — 2 ORAFHRCETS, 2BOITINED A —2v x4
AL R 4 2 — A CIEL BE D, & v ¥ 2 VIZBTHEE S W LER OB (BRI
1980 ;A& « FFw L 5)



RISAR LRI Ay & o — 1 & F DB

T MBHAE DL LA U a — LTI Lo & 2ICHART, BWEROF <7 v FRIGD
B ie bz Epdnbh Tt % (Catania, 1970),

BLEDHEAD, SR LETS (BA- 55, 19815 -84, 198l, ; HH AR FH,
1981) 1 ITI &2 i Ltc =2V B A AL Ar L a — LTI A AZ—FRDY R F X%
g L 7o, [T choo sy, ITI ofiffia 2 W & L, CoMitd 5 v & A ThLHEF 2R
LSt # & A%+ —4% black out thEBwiz L, 2 oITIdic <5 v F RIGHERT S &,
ITIZHE clock (39 & » b ZhFhE ©o [T ic k58 bEEE Y 4 2 ¢ ITL 2B
F5 ke Ut ITL &k ftpniistis, Alleman & Platt(1973), Platt(1973) &R UFHe &
DotV BANLBRA 2 — A BT,

ok LR, BRI, 0 XY hFHE LT s KE— D, 2B ITI &2 MM
L #- ITI 2sec-%55% (variable ratio: VR) 10 38{b A7 ¥ 2 —AT10 £ v > a VL, S&
i, U280 ITI &ldfimLic i —wy 2 A A8 Ar o= — L THBEL 72,
W Frot — v B A LA U e — iy, PCT(39, .90<RL=1.00, 1.00), PCT(9, .90<RL=
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‘Mean response latency of rats in each session.
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MEAN LATENCY (SEC) PER 20-RESPONSES

PCT(39, .80<RL100, 100) SESSIONS
Mean latency per 20-responses of a
rat(Sub. No.4) in each session.
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Responses during intertrial intervals of rats in
each session(300 trials) .
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#hk L Tky (Fig.8), vrx X ITIERP O+~ v + RIS2SERLRBORTE b 72D
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Reinforcement rate of rats in each session.

Fig. 8. v122—-3X:i%22B0ITIHEOVRI0 &, FeD35 2~ 2DHAEHLRITEITE, 2
BoOITIHEO A~ 2 AL BEArS a—-ATIBLIBED, £y > a VICKITHHE
{b#E GRS hior <5 v RIGEBERD (B, 1980 Lak - 5%, 1981wk 3)

BELETERTLE -7, LT ITIho+ <35 v FRKISHEPRA 28 - ER i, HEk
P ITT Eag b A gE 7oA 2 ARSI X » THPITH 2 2B L T iedo DT 70 <,
%72, P ob. (SORHIBMEOE(TLRVDOTHA S, BEDH L, ZOMILAY Y = — i,
ITIRTHRILE LA T v P RIGEBR IS LV TERIRTELL LD THA 5, &
g, A= AR Y =V TR OB R RL L 15 E 1, FEERS
VR WERAEDEBPIRAE DD IBRNE L D Z L O WTORRENEET S L Bb
BN ITI &I LD L 5 WBECTHE N Th, =2V 2 A AHELA r ¥ = — LD
EDFTE)~ DMl & R LB ABEDOH D Z LR L T 5,

Ffo, FHEEA980) 1L, R A X IERBERIELL, 101 20F 15 Vv FRIGEDOEZERERN
RIZBTDE A~ 2 A VB ORI OWT, A=ty R AABRILA Y S 2 - LT 12
oy v a Y OEFET S 300 SUGT 1 ROEEEDHCHBERZEH L, TofR, PCT (39, .
90<RL=<1.00, 1.00) © 2 {Etkrh 1Bk & PCT (9, .90<RL=£1.00, 1,00) o 2 @tk 1 B4
TO0.1%DERBECTHBISIEAEBLS - 72, PCT (9, .00=sRL<.10, 1.00) @ 2 ik 1 T



RIEEBEBRBA v 2 2~ & Z O

5% DRERECEE AN S D, BS LEERTLERE T2 5% ICIEE I ERER
TAMBIND - T2, D 4 B CorEMABINTIT D - T 70, ITI & &> VRIO 2 2 = —
AOEL) £y v a v TORBOSIE, TXTCOMEETERBEAY R L, 20 &, #HERE
DRI ERME R LR B e W OB SR L L B E iy, S e v R AR LV S
VI AR A B L ARSI iR 0 B Xk 0, MRS R YR [EKE B &,
FES R TS RSB T A BRGS0, b, R JT O 58
LU RS & i, MR E SR SRR B o [508) SR 23 E T 5 mBRGESH
BEERRLT D, Fak L A)IHE B4 - HE (1976) Ty iR Vo IRT %
ML LA RE & 0 IRT ot diEnm & pREL vy IRT offERIEA1HD,
MRz 0 IRT 25840 L 7258w iab 9B L » 3 £\ IRT &80 IRT O3 B[R 3%k
HEINTDH T &L, B (19800 oS L HEANII—HTHLDEELON L,

Lhlbag s b, BALETL (BK - FEH, 1981, FEH - &4, 1981; HF - 5K F
#E, 1981) THILICTr el L OEDORY TH A,

1. A= g AL Ay o 2 — i3, BEREOBRARER IS L THNCEVT

DWREEIL TS 2 LIC L - C, BRVWEBKOSRYRE S8, MEECETZ b b L7

2. X E VT OB R T A 5E, BAEDAE VB ERVEROERYHER S

HDHZEEBLETHRIKREL D,

3. FOPE, o YHIEEBVWTEy Ve VEIELL LIEWIKERIAE (kD 2 &

ThH b,

4. TRy Y a VEBRDETICONTEL (L7
5. vy vavuREINETICONT, v ¥ a YEIARK OIS OER S LItk <

757,

6 . BEERIK OV A FE ) U R AR A SR T 5 2 L L o T ITI oo
~ 35 v RIS LT,

EAHKORED, Alleman & Platt (Alleman & Platt, 1973 ; Platt, 1973) Cig# Shichs -
ooy (1D BEREWELS P EFA T EVIEROLDTHEON (2) ITI G b Tidsd
VTN AVER X S T TR D EDERDO LD THHDH Q) -V E AAGRA Y
O a =TI 3 SOOI ER OB B G HEDOAREM N &b TH L <, £D 5 H Alleman & Platt
PERTERONTBAELEDENTIEENR e 5 SABENM LB - dTHD
DDy, BBETIHBECILER ., SOHERELMCT B DI, o~ PR EERE L LTITI
Gefthrftmlic =y 2 AAGEMA Y O 2 — A TIHRT 2EBRDBBETH A 5

(4—1—3) A=tV 2 AL AY = — AT PRI LSS CEAHE, 1981 F
B - Ak, 1981; HE < B - FE, 198D

Bk LEB (EAK . HE, 1081 HEF - £, 1981a, 1981b) %, b bk LEETHR LEUG




NSRS
40
GROUPS OF HUMANS
351 e—e PCT(39, 90<RL<1.00, 100)
a-a PCT( 9, .90<RL<1.00, 1.00)
I o—o PCT(39, .00<RL< 10, 1.00)
‘%’3 a-0 PCT( 9, .00<RL< .10, 100)
a
w25
o
o 4
§ 201 -
S v
Z 5 %
Y
tx‘
210
A-'A'A
05
.00

123
LHTZsec—PCT]
SESSIONS

Percentage of reinforced responses

(reinforced responses/ reinforced and non-
reinforced responses during trials) of humans
in each session.
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Mean response latency of humans
in each session.
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Mean latency per 10-responses of a

human(Sub. No.4) in each session.
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Ratio of responses during intertrial intervals
to trials of humans in each session.
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Reinforcement rate of humans in each session.
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FA=T=RAE =+ (Tighob, ROBEBEXYERI»LENEBADEL) L, 2¥0HER
PER L 7o & 2wt 0RO bin DERIC 1 2 (Tieb b, ROMENC % - T 1 23mE S h
%), ZDX STFIBIT L) - C scanning K OFEEO LM B F CFT 5 = L iz X » CEH
SRt TORDD, FF Vb RIEAR ORI B 2 i S ni8 %, Fig. 1625, DRL

"—rjﬁb\IRTj EMIRT]
GEfb &5 (é’ﬁ{téh;j————

#HHIRT EWIRT

(G A= N (b2 hs)

FIRT FL_L EVIRT
(GRfb S hinv) gk Ehiguy)
Fig.17. HAEBS LA 7o 2 — A e BT s v 14 A% — 5 X 01 RTOERIEF RFI0RRY €5

g



IR A 7 & = = LT D5

SEQUENCE of IRT = 6sEC.
DRL Ist ORDER DEPENDENCY

B-GROUP SuB. 7 SUB. 4 SUB. 10
E=56 E=50 E=62 E=57
50 —
8;.25 S 0 OO R T A O I . S
& -
i HHIREnEnn
R R N N
i ] i ]
R N R N
SEQUENCE of IRT 26
DRL 2np, 3ro ORDER DEPENDENCY
B-GROUP
E=.56
80 suB.7 sUB.4 | SUB, 10
[+
& -
Sl || A —
(=} i
i g Hﬂﬂ
N
. R R rf' N
g R N
ke
o
] .
g - o I : ] -
iR |
R N N

( R~ IRT 26 )
N--1RT <6

Fig.18a. E£30OBHISV T, DRLAY Yo —ARETAFHEARLALIRT ESECAERLLIR
T D 2 OKDBIEORIURGE M, 1 K00 Tizie <, 2% & 3RORIURFH IOV THIR
U7e QU - B4 - #5f, 1975w X %)



AR S

R.FREQ,

R. FREQ.

IRThn>IRTn-2

IRTh>{RTn-3

SEQUENCE o IRTh>IRTn

-0

DRR]
B-GROUP SuB. 7 SUB. 4 Sus. 10
E=.42 €=43 E=39 E= 46
50 5o} L
259 11 cen e 25 H—“* e H-— ﬂ‘ H
R R N N
R N R N
SEQUENCE of IRTn > IRTnx
B -GROUP DRRI
sl E=.42 suB. 7 suB.4 | SUB. 10
| ﬂ. ! i
AR
R RN
S0}
= 1L H | k
|

R |RTn>|RTn—1]
(N -~ |IRTRKIRTM-1

Fig.18b. K3 DOBHEH 2V, DRRIA ¥ v a —a w3 aiiENCAR Lo I RT E4EIERLICIR
T ORI OKNBEGORTUKGE . 1 IRiEn ) Tl <, 2 E IRDORIURFH OV TERL
fo OUER « 557K « #glE, 197512k %)



FICRIFEBRERE Ay v 2 — A L X DA

Ay a = A TERELRIE 3BT o IRT iz & A AR, SBMLB b T AT d
B33 BT IRT SRS 5 2 L0FD b D, Zh SR L TR BB A 7 = —
A TOBRMERF T2 &, b2 LT O IRT B4R T 2[R EbD ThEW—T,
FESRILBIT X2 WL T o IRT 4R TAEEAELDTRKECZ EBPHLITH D,

MR BEIRO LA 7 2 2 — A TR IRT (338LR B oR T2 o R s (Fig. 14),
WEREZIE DL S I RERFT o TR L 5, 1EEDIRT ELMLIhibT5, 75,
2EBDIRT 4B s, L, 1IEEDIRT 4 2EEDIRT 4 LL R LEECEVOT,
2 BB IRT »88k SN AMRILE0% < HWThHAH Y, b L2EBDIRT pdifbans & 3[E
BOIRT 4K\, 2oé %, 2EEDIRT @1 EAEDIRT X0 b RVOTHH 0L, SERD
IRT 222 @HDIRT & d 51k 2 AEEEELD TSN, T b 500D
ELhntcrd, #2C, SEREDIRT BH5BEEREVOLY, BILRE»LIETE CF
Bfb L 725, 4 B @ IRT GIERRIGERORIGTH 5 0D, A 4 @ E O IRT & Ik
E78%, 5 EE D IRT WL RIGH T H 5 2> b - (Iwamoto, 1981), L2:L 4 EHD IRT
MFEG O 5 BEO IRT (288 4 | H &/ CRECHE < Th ik Sh o R 50%6 /T
H%, b L5EHDIRT sk 2 6 BE O IRT @LRIGO#% ThH B bR T, 6
B0 IRT gakbyifbshs 2 Licis, 6B IRT 21EAOIRT tATEED &
DIEBOR SR 5, —%, & L5EE®IRT gt Shisdhig 6 mME o IRT $ 5 < 75,
UL, 5EADIRT x4 @EOIRT X b d40- bt Thobib, 6EB D IRT 5 EHE
DIRT L v XHTE L AT E LD T/NE Y, T2 T6 BB IRT gk Ins . 75
LTEEOIRT 3R ) niebdatSns, TEROIRT 21 EHOIRT EF LKLY,
LD, TOFEROBEACESD Z LILis, XL, 2EBOIRT sk 3hsd LEELR
2, LS h i, S¥caRT s IRT E ), S¥E0BERO 3EH O IRT 7%
B S CHEFTH 2 Liinb,

Lo Xk 5 72 IRT o4RERIIoe F A 2RRT5 & Fig 17&8/kcs, 2oxFADFEEE
Too T, kO IRT 13& e b, FEEMEO IRT 3B 85 L5 ZhETDES
DER» LR ShTV5— iy 2%ES (Iwamoto, 1981) DA TH 5,

CoEFARRET A HE, WL ShiA <7 Y RIG S SR LA T R
D AR O RIUE I 2V BT 2 7o (Fig. 18), Fig. 181 9, DRL 2 7 ¥ » — ATl S hts
FT v RIS 3 EE CEETAEENS D, WL R RF v b RGS FRECK 3 E

. B R .
R - 2 i B
woms ( morwr [ooks | morer [ ) 4R

Gafb & higy GEfEEh )

Fig.19. DRLA» Y o —AmRFb v 14 258 ~3A 3101 RTOERBEFRFIOLHER €T A



AR E

3‘_10 PRECEDING IRT
34
Z ~4 -6 -8 9~ SERIAL TRANSITION
-2
\¥ DRL 2nd ORDER
T 9
gm PRECEDING IRT
c 2 -4 ~6 -8 9-
\l DRL 3rd ORDER

B GROUP

Fig.20a. %3 0BBE > T, DRLA# U =TI BA TV F D2 E 3R OBIURE M.
A - R, 197511 B)

DRL 2nd¢  POST REINF.
SERIAL TRANSITION

8 PRECEDING IRT

& 10 B GrOUP
[

o«

~1§13~\

~3 -6 -9

13~
DRL 3rd POST REINF.

DRRI 2nd  POST NON-REINF.

PRECEDING IRT

R. FREQ.

DRRI 3rd  POST NON-REINF.

Fig.20b. £ 3 OBBIc>W T, DRLEDRRI R4 o o — MZRTD ATV RS IS 3Rk
RIE2 & - THEIL B8 0 2 ) & 3 RORFUKEY RS, 1975101 3)



RIEGEFEA Y v 2 - L 2 ORH

¥ CHBETAEAND D 2 EHSHE IR S D4 B EOBEFEBIC OV TIRE-> &) LR
i, —, HEHEBOL Ay 2 e —ATIEb I NTe AT v U 2 B CTERT
HEMSH O, I hicA <5 v RIS R 2 B CEETA2EH@EEH D 2 &0
FXINBEDH, 3EEDOF TV FRIGOEDITE-E D Lisw2, AEHEDOA=Z v P GOHE
M, LS 1ERDOANS v P RIGHEE SR T ABE T4 BEH DA< T v P RIGIIE
k& ieh, FR1BEREOF T v FREAIERILOBE TR 4EB O+~ 7 v+ ISR
SHBMEMDH D = EDHEE XN B, Fig. 1T 4 @O+ v KGO, FEELORIIEK
BFOTESETHBLI6(=2)HORTND KD IO DHERERD T DT, HECETE
BRIz DWW TR E SIEMASS W BRBRETH L2, BR S o ORI R X *Fig 17Tox
FARTHEL B EV 25,

¥7%, DRL A% ¥ 2 =20 IRT o4BERFA 07120 Th, Fig 190X 5 2
bihs, Fig 193 E <42 78B2HRE IR 5D, TOoFHEI DT, Fit Q977)
Nakahama & (1977) OWHEIHED LI TV 5,

o = eah~ts Figl7 & Fig. 190 % 5 43, IRT o4 RF KA %457 L /- Fig. 20a, 20b
CEoThHHEINDBEELLRD,

(4—3) BCEBMEIL RS a— L TH L EINE L 1-154S (Weiss, 1969 ; Weiss & Laties,
1965)

Weiss (1969) = Weiss & Laties (1965) 1, VA OEFHLUKIEE <7 v PEIG &L,
T— e KU v OWBORE R L LTEVT, EELA 2 2 — A THIBEE,
BEERMILA 7Y o — A TOIE~BT I8, HOERELA Y 2~ OFREETH:
ShBH (0 LHLHE () ORIOBIEE, y= 1o ™ ICEEI LT 7ops (Weiss (1969)
& Weiss & Laties (1965) TixZ D & 5 AR IR TE LT, ZOffEilbihvibh OHEEIC

Fig.21a.21b. Weiss » Laties D330 (1965) B35 I RTORRFID = v &= — 2 5587



AB RS

TER, EFR, EML TV A DRT, #50RTIEKTRINME & 358481 E—F L T
e\, BELN1.0 O & FIRRILRERRI2100%, FEA 1.1 0 & X 1EREESR I 15%, HEAS1.4
EEIHMERIORTH T LEdi-T, MUEXDIRT 2RO EIH S & X, bl
DR SN HHERIE D - 1o,

KBROMER, Fiktk o IRT X EH S 1 1359450msec 1B HEE A b DIB O v 257 &
e, IRT OGBILEbD TN ote, BT <5 v RIED IRT O2OERS %,
ATV NRIGDHRIEF %5 v & 4« v+ » 74 (random shuffle) U7-% & D457 & K
LR DD, AURIDIRT 238 L TAERTAEAA DS - LR SR, %7, Weiss
& Laties (1965) O siziB#i STV 5 #Fig. 6 (A#xic Fig. 212 L CES) 1o X qud,
BHNIIRT ORREL D &RV IRT KGO H & icizi - IRT B2 &, dhifE X vda -
IRT RIGD & &vzidfE - IRT 23 <2 S 0, FodfHEE &V IRT 084 chEu IRT
DHEETHAMETERDLND LABRRT B, Livl, v« TR TIXABEIRD LR
1853 = 720 5 AL E O BEE AN 2V TSRS BE R B T 7ol HOERBILA 7 ¥ 2 —
v EAIRERR LRI A 7 ¥ 2 — VBRI OV TR TH - TEb it 1 TH B, 52T,
INETHENTELAZERB(LA 72 2 — A Dd &0 IRT D4R RS &, Fig. 161058 L
R EIRR LSRR 7 2 a =D} L TD IRT DAFRERIIL BT 2 &, bbb TR -
TWBZ Ebnd, TOERY, WAy Y2 -2 Zk83s, 2AFho IRT 42 EAmCw L

Table 4. Blough (1966) DERMERAEELIE Lbt- b
SUMMARY OF THE RESULT

independent variable dependent variable
Ap P(S®) Ao
.25 .25 .34
.25 .50
.25 1.00 .36
.50 .25 .56
.50 .50
.50 1.00 .61
1.00 .25 .97
1.00 .50
1.00 1.00 1.06
2.00 .25

Ap ;responses per second, programmed lambda ; an independent
variable
P(SR) probability of reinforcement; an independent variable
Ao responses per second, obtained lambda; a dependent
variable



BUSKF BT A s & = — 1 & X OB

TR ORRYSMHET 2 IRT OFET AR OERFPKBLUICHERCEL L TRETS L
HEILTIWTHD D,

AOERELA Y2 —ADd & T IRT 4RI, £V IRT ob L iz W IRT
pAERRL, 8VIRT op Licizfg v IRT 2V Led v b4 5 5T, (4—2) Tk~ 7z DRL6
Al = ToIRT OAERERFI LT 5%, Lo, DRL6R 7 2 2 — A ToOFH IRT 21
6 S5HTHEROICH LT, BRENRRIEA 7 = — AT IRT OBRBAFHIH 450 3 ) F[Weiss
& Laties (1965) OR2SHWi+2 & FHHEL ZOEIEHD TRV ThHH &V RE &
BAFEAELTVD, Lictdi-> T, HEERELA 7 ¥ 2 = ic 815 FUGD IRT ~oifdli,
DRL6A Y & o —A DTN LRI HHEDD D EE L TINAS, Lo, BEBRREHE(LAY Y 2 —
ACEETED IRT & SERIL 72" IRT 2 kEC AR T IR OR T2 F I 5 HERIE
oL, DRL6A 7 ¥ = — - TixEiEl o IRT ik 2 Cuvhig, filldo IRT DlEoR 2o
IRT #ZkENCAERTIUED 7 bR ORTRBZ T ol s L WO BEBE L H B, 2ol
B, IRT o4 RIIOFELMEE L b Lcorrd Livial,

(4—4) Weiss BliBFMRIER T2 —NLTA X EIEL 12188 (Weiss, 1969)

Weisss (1969) DAL DTIX (4—4) DEfED & Z A TT Timili~Te, T DERFS
R, Weiss (1969) o Fig. 1T R 2 &, #WEAD 4 % D~ 5 V3 L RIGEFERE 2 & b T
IEF w0y, 40 BBl imdZ LTV 5, Weiss (1969) DL, 3 X Ol Weiss D &
HLTh, TOFHEELFOBERIOWGTORML EHEIL TV b7,

(4—5) BNEEBRIER P a—IL T/ 283 L 12354 (Blough, 1966)

Blough (1966) 13-~ b % VI 8ifk A2 = —u TR, &/NHEEMEILA 72 = — TR L
fro FOFER Y, Table 4 (Blough (1966) @ F — 2% % L1z, bitbhAMER L2 D] ©
L5 Thot, IS, R—{EPC Table 41075 L 7o st BR D%, 5 v b FUGAH
TETHETRA—E L, A5 Y VRIGHWEET 5 LRV EROEYE 2, STIcORET
5% TIL, “oXyic LT, MyZERDO S IEEOWMREBE L1,

Table 4736, IR, WEREIR L 1KICHE (obtained lambda, o) LR AY &>
WYKL, THD, P(S® Tl AW BLNTHD, L Eb5b L, -~ ORISHEE
1, A, DBELBOE L vy v a v LERYRL, OU 1 5 B SRRMICRET 5 MEICE
T5, ZOETIE @A—1-1) THEALI S P e A—w vy 2L AR AY Y 2 — TR L -
BEBEND A DAY D 2 = VOIS ER OB BTG LD LEFETH - 72,
Ap EBEREAUR L FUSHEE & OAEBIIC DT, A, 28 1 ICUT VI3 SRR UR LI RUCHRE
A, IERLT B, T, A 25 25% T < I3 EWEBRE IR LI RIGHE L A, X b o0Em W E
B2 b, T, SEIEFRA,OEEEL T, PR 10%DBE T2B%0HE LI LK
ISHEEAE ERN S D, TOEAIISRKETEETH -1, HEEORL 72 IRT 5413,
KRB ORE Lo Ebhd TL{—F] L7,



ASCRHEE RS

(3=5) Tkt X 5, B/ EEMILA Y ¥ 2 — AT 0.8 BT o IRT 28 SRREEL,
SEZIFE A, OECERICE b LTEbER I, BEM OB K E L BEATH 2y
va VEITOBBRKER ST, (4—1—2) T, VA AL -2 X I AWRE L L T -t 4
ANBRAL A & o — L THRHTIZE VO IRT 5@k Lol a, ITI&E2 ML cnoTo
& (IR, 1976, 1977; JIHR « B, 1978) wit, IRT BEL b ich» oy, ITI &
FAMUIEE (A - FE, 1981; FH - &4k, 1981, ; HH < &4« BFE, 1981 i,
IRT 30U 2 YR leoic 2 b T Tt~ 2R L, RNEEMRILAY Y2 -1 T
DEWIRT BT 2R L BEESTTELERNETHS 5, RIVKFEER LAY = —
AT VE A DRL 27 ¥ o — AT, & TEWIRT I (burst response) 1338
B &b & DBRA <, % oEEkELE L < (Blough, 1966 ; Krammer & Rilling, 1970),
ITI Gtk DA X o T, b TEVERO A <7 v F KIS0 7 < 755 (Catania, 1970)
ZEBTTIU—L-D T, BUNMEHFEBIELA v = — Ty, BEVIRT w32
BRI OME A U P TR GIER S 0RE T 2 EAERCE G IRT 24 nElgr bbb
i, FOERERCE &S0 THIE SR A IR LRI 3 5 5 L 8 0B E s,
EERENHREDOET A TELE T TLONCERILS L5 BT & » T, WEME
TILIs 5, LIchh->T, DX 5 mBHODICY, FISMKEESIEAA r Y 2 -1
BTy, Blough (1966) » & 5 i\ IRT RUSOEBFIEALR b A THICRET 55,
HBEIE, BERFHDL (BK-FH, 1981, FH - B8R, 1981, ; FEH - HA - BiE 198D
DL 5 IT &4 DT £ oIz X » CEVERFORAEXIEI T2 2 Lk, ska s
2 a = Db O LRI X B EIT~OFEHID, U IRT RPBEEOREIC L » THE IR
WX DT H I ERRRNTHA I,

Blough (1966) 126 = v > a v D F —~ 256 0.8 LA LD IRT #Fo4 <7 v FRIGKDW
T, IRTs /0P 75 &, sfifb & hich <5 v RGO IRT MR ER DA & 2 B L7, F Ok
& Blough i3, 1,=1..00 ®84, Mib3hiot~7 v GO IRT R ERKH A E—FHT5
Dy, IRTs /0P A X v &, IRTEHRSHTH -1 BB, 61T, A,=.50 &£ A=
25 DAL, B3t <5 v RIS IRT #stE# 50 3 IRT BRI k@mL T
Tshso fo LT B, dohdsinhs Blough DF2(1966) 12#5% 2 Ty % Figh, Fig6, Fig.
BT T A, 1,=.50 & A,= .25 OFE b E oA <5 v GO IRT HyER S
fitk, IRTs, OP iz il Tv-5, LasL, Blough (1966) »EEE e iil /s
d235 v RGO IRT R EE D Sbhb & L Reinf. /Hr. 5463, 1,=1.00 ©
BEXIRT B oA LS IRTs /OP 54 L b—FK L TE BT, 1,= .50 DF A& IRT EH S 1
ERRRL, 2,=.25 DBE T IRT EHHA L b IRTs /OP 5/ & b —FK L Turiod o 1,
Lchi»T, A, D3 o0fERBU T, IRT BS54 IRTs /OP 4545 &, st Ehicr <5 v
FEOED IRT #xER 576 Reinf. /Hr. 5 oMic—HT58RYAHTI L3T&n X



RIS BELBRRILA 7y a — 1 & F DA

S bhbhiciitBbnsd, LiL, Blough (1966) iz k¥, IRT EfoAm Ligfb ShicH
~ 5 v FFIEO IRT st ERSH ORI X 0RENRS S 5, ~ FREWVIRT ot ~35
VORISR ERE SR 570 (,=1.00 OBA) i, s@fhd3nicd <7 v P RIED IRT Y E
#odik, IRTEHSAMI VLB CIRT 0 MR -» TERYE L TH5ER DD, iz, ~ b
CEWIRT o4 ~5 v FRIGEREE I LD (A,=.25 DBHE) it LI hictr~<7 v

FEISO IRT st ES S #i%k, IRT ERAH LD B VIRT 0 NRE-> TEHAYE L T50
EhbH D,

Ll ko Blough D5 ¥R 4, S — v 2 A AHELA Y ¥ 2 — AT BT BEAERICH 558
{LH¥EALER T 5 IRT og o) OFE, HEAMES R A Yy v 2 - LB TURLTE
Figldo & 5 e IRT MBS ER 57 &, F D e ToRb ke IRT o4 foEROFE L BH#E
BRTEZDEDEDIHINE 2L 5, WREDCKTEERI RS L, BAEMCHL
T, b E3ns A3 v FRUGOEBPBE RO 2R L TW 50Tk, BAE X HLE
EAECZ LI > TEDRYIZHIS L -YEE L L TOMRILBRE NS LAIBE—EL TW5
ZENMETH B,

(4—6) RIKBELEREBER/r P a— LD b & TOR—M L RETBEICE T 58448 (R
BH2l2>ouwT)

N g AN A 22—, MRS LEELA ¥ ¥ 2 — v, Weiss BUBETR(L A 7
2o =@ 3T, IRT, B, RSEHHEER SV > T ThoRIGHEOER IS > Th,
BILEhB 7 v RIGORIGHE O AOBEREFAOS T AR LIcdi- T, &
ORIGHEN L DV ELBHA2HH VL 0 8D e biE, TOMILAY & o — L XBERED
FAYEDFHH L Tl w2 b, ThETEBANALTERLEEAr Y 2 -1 DY ETD
BRI DEIT OBED b, WK OEIT R B CHEI L rcififb 2 7 2 2 — v & LT, Weiss 1
WAL A o a — ) ITL DI Xt — v 2 A VLA Y ¥ o — A EF BT BR
Do ITI & ORI I R TV TIRS =y & A B R & ¥ 2 - A TOFHIE, IRT #E <
TAHE A HPOd i, ITI & fmE i — 2V ZAARILA Y O 2 — A5 &
1B ICEE X HIRRIEIL A 7 2 2 — L IEBRE OBRT R B CIMB LB e oo kv 2
5o

HEEEBRLA 7 2 2 —aTid, IRT OG8N ETeh 2 &0, 58 A Y & 2 — 2R
EOBITEHH L T DT TH D, (4—3) THlRAERER, L aTEIREL A 7
Ca = A IEREORTEHE L Qs b w2 b, BAHESRILA Y Y 2 — L THEREOD
LI LHED TR A, DEILH VOO GHBLICHBRAED IRT O5MHs—87T 5 Z L5,
B A 2 a — A DEEBREORETEHE L T 2 L DT H D, (4—5) THli~I-ERiER
2, BNBEEELA 7Y s - MV IIEREOETAHREIL T b v b,

WEREDOEFTEEB LD LIHEIL Ay & 2 — A THhDH - ZAAHELA Y 2 —



NI B R
s, Weiss BUBEIR(LA 7~ = — A, HOEERBLR ¥ = — 4, B/NEEBILA Yy & a — L
Db & TOBRTRBICH LD L CHEO RS> 5 TH S 5 b LORELL, B8O
BT R LR EEDOWEYL LA 7 2 — L Th BB A 72 = — v TOE
THEROEE EPRICRIL > T2 W2 5DTHS D by

BERAEDBITHER SR LAYy 02 -0 5 b, EMEARIC OV TOHHT
PERE R T Ty Weiss BIEEIE(L A 7 0 2 — LRI &, EDMb Ay Y a —ADd &T
3 RfEfER FR L b BV IRT 234 58681138 IRT o kEm L8 IRT o
EEARBRS L DIBE IS hic, TR &R, BREOERTYES I YL 0K LM
SR LI A 7 & 2 — AT EVIRT L8 IRT i zhFh 2 EEEOHEFEA 1HD
EhEZXONDY, TO2BORIEDTEMAS E1E L, ZDZ ik, DRL Arva —n
s\, £ IRT odEgs Akt L&y IRT oBEg At o b 5 o & (Iwamoto, 1981 ;
#1981 ; Krammer & Rilling, 1970 ; Weiss, 1966, 1969) B X R TEETRETHA
5o %@%Kﬁ%ﬁ@G@@ﬁ%@&vﬁﬁfmIRLX79;~wm S~ & A el
ARl a = CREARPER KK E , iy IRT 2k Lo e, RREMRL
X791~Wﬂﬁbflp@@%éb®fﬁ<Lt%ﬁkﬁwabéoLtﬂof,mﬁmﬁ
EWIRT 28t Lt = v 2 A A LAY & 2 — 2, A= .25 TOR/NEE(LA Y & a —
Db ETOETERE, DRL A4 ¥ 2 — L CORMBEAELL T 5 2 LSRR THS &
bz b, I, HACEVHD IRT #58bLict— 2 v 2 A LG{LA 7 ¥ 2 — s
T, HIRT tEWIRT onBEm s R ol (-1 Tl 2E L FbE5 &,
£ IRT O&RERAE  7ed L\ 5 BE LRERCEIET 210, B8 E 2V IRT LRy
IRT OREMEROREL I L C, &£\ IRT o#FAfEn &5y IRT o R iEm oK

Table 5. RIEEELEATBLA» & o — A DL O 2 DMIEH
2, HIED ETes LT FELEELN LD dD

Rit&EfToO b S VAN S DX 5
ThoBis

BEoH @ | TTL | AR | P | i s

I RToWEy | & B 40U ELSH | EHF PCT

BT, (NFE R DRRI
Fhr ki, L F

IRT®RERY | & B | &8 % | &HE& ARG

PRI

a5,

I RTHR Y ENE & B8 R SR PCT

BT 5,

PCT :percentile reinforcement schedule®#f
DRRI : differential reinforcement of relative intervals?®Bg
L F :least frequency reinforcement schedule®g

ARG : auto-regression reinforcement scheduled®%



FOICHRIF LR A ¥ 2 — 0 E FDRHAE

BN LBATH I ENBELRBTHS S, LL, coC L, DRLFBOFEHIL &4
KRV, FD X 5 KETREOEENFEL T 0D I EXEENICRRL T 5D TR,
AR 2w — 0 IRT &GS 5 XU AR & k38 T 5 IRT oZIRYE (B84 IRT
RO L OB R IRT 23T 5% L o MU B EOER &, BTRROER
DBNEHEEDO S B 2 ERR LIS DTH D,

BAH b, RN DETE, KRTTBEAN LR OERERODHH 1, H—178
Ft5 Y N RIEORFEREY RIHTCEE 6 - L L, BREOCETEER S
BT e BT ENEDTH DM E I BEAN S, B—6) Tl Ar & a -0
S 7T X OFE L OBIE TR & EMTRETH Do THIET T, BANTELI LD
BHEEAHESSV0T Table 51tk L TRLTE, IRT RERERESTHAS &, HLTH
5L, BHECIIFERETHA S &, HEIT AR EEOMTER Y, BAEEICH L T
ThAT Y RIEHEEOBEE, S% 0, BEREOE X ThHS, Table 5T, 1T &p1E
A, IRT R E < TAEGICOLEMEH < &5 & &, IRT @R eRT5C
CEEETAL L L, PREMTCNEI VALY TH T LR, HRIFIC L > TRE
PE oK BIAERY L > T HDTHE Z RS E D,

B5E RIMEBERRRLRY P2 —ILORIGEITOERIC
T amE (ME3E>WT)

Table 6 17, “hF THE LT X eRIGEKFEERIBLA 7 v 2 — 1T, I IRT <P EE
BN E MOy v a2 vEBRITEDOL LWL LD EYE LD TRLIL, Thitd &
w7, DRL, DT—DRL, DRLL % & = — L OFFT DL T 5 W& B L7\,

bR WEREE & US4, Catania (1970) 1 ki, 20 o ITI S&fEoftin X7 DRLL

2.4 Ay e — L CEWERY 22.3 B THIET 2 L0 CE, 270 0.2 B ITI RHEOM NS
MFDRLL 244 27 ¥ = — A CIOEHERE 22.5 B ¥ O3 o £ CE 1, Z0ITI 4418,
ITI oo+~ v b ok ITI A BB S ¢ 5 2 L & i, Alleman & Platt (1973),
Platt (1973) 233 — v & A AL A 7 & o — A THHICR VG TT 0 IRT 2381 T > %3
BUABAETIE, 20y v sy (1ey v a /350 SB{LTHRT 27 DIl b b3
%@mT@%l@Kiiotomw@(w%)ﬁ%¢ﬁg%m1#9mwsz%&bfﬂ
PRI L AL, 0wy a1y v a v i280 M) CEHIRT #0038 & 7o
Foo LLEDZ b, o b AR & LIBE T, BAMREEILA 7 ¥ 2 — AT A, 502D
EVETER S LR g TRLd T2 2 LTy ITI &0 T
Tt v B A ABRILR D e — A PEFT OLEE AR CER SEL L 2T
EDBBHLENTH S,

— 43 —
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Table 6. FUSRELEBHMLA Y & o — L ORTOEFCHTBHRICOVTE LD LD

y ¥ B ERoficks ol |1ty 2
Arva-iL | BBEk | BiLoFE I(%I}J)T Bt ) o o U ?;&gffé 3l B X B
PCT ~ FPIRGIRTYE |1 B Ay o —a0yfgo | 500k | Allemand Platt (19
BB BT 555 73), Platt (1973)
EHbmHuE, LEVWREL
THHELD 1,
PCT ~ b EVIRTHEEL | 0.258 ” 5038k ”
PCT X | RWIRTHHEG |6 B| v, vavEOELTS | 3000 | JIE- 24K01978)
Tlidich o1,
PCT F A L ECIRTYMEE | 078 | Blde,va v 3054 ”
ITI-PCT % X $|RVIRT®WL |14 B| Blle,vav 05 | EHE - HAR0B8D,
B« FHE98D
ITI-PCT |4 X {|HBUIRTA¥MEL |2 ¥ w,vavik@BoBLTL | 3056 ”
Eludic ot
ITI-PCT PIEGVIRTRME |10 B|#le,>vav 3073 ”
ITI-PCT FEGCIRTREL | 058 |  Ble, vy v 3051 ”
L F ~ b=l 3 B Bot, . 8047 | Blough (1966)
L F ~ M=l 2 B g6y, gv 805 fA "
L F [ b Ap-_—l 1 ﬂ" %g’hxy’ya v 809'FEE] ”

PCT ;percentile reinforcement schedule
ITI-PCT ; percentile reinforcement schedule with intertrial interval
L F ;least frequency reinforcement schedule

VAAR - F X IREREE LSS, B (198D, EK-AAR (1974) Xy, DRL 12
A Va—=NTET 2y Yav (1wy ¥a 23088 w7, IRT BERSAORERE T
14 8~16 D IRT O bin ICHEET S X 51 leot, 722 L, 0 F~2 B ickits IRTobin @
B L Lh i, AU ER (198D), HAEA KA (1974) kg, EFRE-Rirtodic 2
MREEFIR LGS TE R DT £ L DT—DRL 12252 2 —ATo 4 A% — 2 X
IHIBLICES T, ET vy vay 1wy >avid3058) kv, IRTERS A
BIRMEIL 14 B~16 B IRT o bin iIcFEET S X 51c/c -7, 0 B~2F 0 IRT o bin DELH I
Tz E LRI, XD TA b - 12(Fig22), FIH « F8 « $4K (1982a,b) i X hulf, 5 R
DITI & ofFn 27 DRLL20/LH36 A 7 & = — ATy e 22 I L84, IRT X
SROTBEL 2B E B0 20 vy v ay (1tyvravdy3048) OMNEINLECH-
7oo T ITT &L ITL dh DA~ 5 v b RIS ey ITI A BEIIAT5 = & & Uic, B38(1977),
BEARFE B =B (1980) wmrtud, ITIdica 235 v b RInsA kR LT d IT] 2~ HE A
ST DT FREAHET IR EFRHRE D5 WM ITI & fthnXh 7 DRLL 12,/LH 20
YA - T AAR =3 X I IR LA, FHBEA 12 WA - 2501016 v > a
v Ay yavid30 58D OEALEL L, L, JHR-EAR (1978) kil
N BANFROA Y O 2 = L THRIZER WG IRT 258k LTy 1 22 -5 X s 2 L7
BETIE, Uty ravQ ey ravF300EDIBLTY, 1 vy > avynbFEHIRT
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Fig.22. BIAZEMETF % F\-, ARz L 5 IRT/RT o5 %R LIch D

BHED o8 Xl 3h IRT/RT 2R LT 5, DT
P0F, DF DERAE VAT B~2 B0 IRT ¥ oK%
Wk, DT 231 8, 28, 8 B0 44T i 2 ¥ 5 i+ 5 RT 240
EnTuwb, DT 16 B o&teciz DRL12 o3z o g orfio
SR L CHER LT BB VTR G 6 UGB ~ KA, 1974
I,
MO EETE LT, BE - FE (1981), HH - #4& (198D, FHE - &4 - B
98D X i, 2 BRID ITL KA i Sh e — v & A V(LA 7 & 2 — L THXHIIC
EVIRT #58 L L TV A A2 — 2 XS HPELIBE, F 1l vy v avQ €y ¥ a v 33045
D CEHEEII U Lo T, BEDEERS, X I 2ERE L LcEaCch, ITIL
ORISR T WBE L, A=V &4 ABELA Y 2 o — LV ET OB A M CFE
WEEA LT AT EDB LN TE B, L, ITI&ESIiIndnt i — 1y & 1 A58k
At a =Ty, DT—DRL, DRLL 2 4 2 a2 — i L 3igABRE O CERITOER Y ER L
vz B,
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Weiss BIRRE AL A 7 & = — A2 4 2 ORIEFFRRM A 40 B EICET 5 T, L oRE
DIFEEAR 2 LB & Lok, Welss (1969) ITEE I T 7oLy, &7z, Weiss (1969) i
REIh TV EBRMEL I EEOLTHD, REOEILA Y ¥« — L TIFEEZ T OE G
L FEBROBETART OOV TORE L, Liai- T, Weiss BIEEB{LA 7y & 2 —
NEDRERE, fLOFH &I CEPBCEREDOETALE I 5120 THARETH
B LvL, B0 Tili~rck 51z, Weiss BIREMILA ¥ & o — L0, 00 L IEsR{kig
THYLHEDRETEN R D L5, MORIGKREEEIELA r v 2 — iz B bhisus
BHELHERRAL TR, BREOETAEBICIWROR VFHETh LR S
DT EHEBIND,

FOE NMIKBERBMBERFZCa—IL0Ob & TOREXTBREODDIF
hHEEIND E PUADHEEGD IRT - FICBEEEEBEIZ>L
THO—RMEE (BE412>0WT)

(4—6) TTTIB~NI L 51T, WHEDA~F v FRINIkIT5 IRT 2O ARER O
BEECHI) LT, Fpgic i IRTCER LT 5 L\ 9 =2 v 2 A AL A 7 & 2 — 1,
BEERELA 7 ¥ = — o, BAMAERILA 72 2 — 1Ty, £V IRT DBEOH & itz E
WIRT @O ARTAEE I E <, 8V IRT B0 H Lo i35y IRT o4 %
BRIVBE > T LT, 2R, DRLAFC a—A D & TOER & LT, 4875,
BB O IRT el £ AR OB CR K L B ER LI A 7 v = — o &, Hstiie
FCIRT LT 50— 2 v 2 A AR 7 ¥ 2 =2 TEGIRT 2480 IRT 073s LT H
B 2HmNE Ld o, BV IRT 245 2858 OFTOEEEE L LT, JEgmiic
WRWVIRT L8 IRT OZBHEESFAEL T, BB s L8 IRT o#fERERS
LWV IRT o#EFARERASESI TS L 5T/ BRE IS 5, L, 0 X 5 RREXK
HLODL 9 BRASICEMEICH L AERI N E CIREF b TiEbE, Lid-TC
B OHIZ D\ TEARR L TEE - Ty,

BErtE D IRT B0 ARER OEFICHII LA 7 ¥ 2 — AT, EBREORFE L
SEREDCER LD TELLEHL TR, IBE—TCREA T, AL
T, PRk D IRT DARER ORI KY L ol REBO LA 7 ¥ 2 — Ty 7otk
{LREDMEL, X5V PRIEDAERI ICELDTELLIERL T, T0OZ Ehb, b
PLIAAD S bRy 4 A8 — 2 X3 I EOWBREIZR T B IRT ORI, BBREIEEICERE L
72BE O IRT 2o, o IRT o4 iER, IRT 0 X, MLBMMEEOEED 3 >DfE
WMARBECHEL TR TV A0 TIHRVOTHA S, 03 >OFHY HE Lttt
FiE D IRT X9 B\ IRT Z4ETHEEREAB LR 5 LV 3 TENIR LB, 1L A,



FISREEREB Ry 2 2~ E XD

E2 13 IRT 0E X, ¥ -RRICEREROE S, WLEEOHRZD 2 2OEIC DLW T OEHR
DHDEBREICRE S h, BBREOENI, £ IRT bin & & 0E{LHE (Reinf. /Hr) 2, %
IRT bin & & 0ff{kiE=R (Reinf. /IRT) REBENLHTHIZLTWDBDTHA S5, 1720,
BEIRABART VY PRILOR, BTOEF R T L0 BEEETI V. 202 &
ir, (4—1) T, AP 40 2 & TH(LHRBEOBEIEEN T HHE D, WREORTLE B
SEHICBRTE ZENLHLNTH D, HHRERVEEICEE S IRT LR+ 558
{EHEE DB IOV T OFRIPBHREL S XERESRTWE (D L BT S
&) E i, (4—1) TosE{kEdEo—E (temporary) FEICEBRAEDETH L <
BENNERT A I LR IEHBLTVS, dbbHA, ZDOLHET L, HREDSNC
BIRE 7 (overt) BRITBBOLER L HH T 5 120 OB O [ OMIT ZEBIBIT 5 B3 % 5705
HEgEFATHD, ZOX D RIABEEBINCE 25 2 » =X 6 L LTOBBHET LT
P75,

BI7E REKBEREBMLERSyCa—ILOPREHHE

(1—-1) FREEROAEIE> VT

RIGREESRBA r & = — L OREOLEHE L, 2 2 FreTHLAy ¥ 2 — iy, FIED
HLBIRIE 2 A 7 2 2 — VOBIFICE D PR Sh 2 HECBE Lib 0L, BRICTDL 5k
BEOHD LRS- 0b ODiD - 122 L BT TR, 2 2B SRR BRI
2 a =, TRTIRT (@ R et 3 5 g ibagfbayr o a — A ChHB I EnbT
% &, RENTD S 2 TRt T ORUMREESERL» 7~ 3 —r0b LT DRL ¥ 721 DRLL
S Ay 2 e — AR ECRDBRD LD T, BRI WG URIIR(L S A DT~ D RIS R A
B ST, £OT, AT e - Al X AL LA LR (X el 2 TRIRT,
RL 0 < 72 5 H () ~ & FIEHTRR & h i ROGKEEE BRI A 7 ¥« — VBB F 5 &, ©
FOL S mn L LTS h D, 81 CROPERILA 7 & = — AT, 150 B0y 7
AE, 0.8 BT ORGOBE, * L CamoRd o HBIEE ¥ 7~3 @i IRT w4 558
L i 525 LB A B b b, 88 2 1= Welss Bl A v & = — AT, JE51L
JT IS R AE M D TEBNEE 2 2 BRI R BT By O E D, BR{LBEED DB R R
P BEERER L THE LA, SRS L DM R T Sl X X D e A
rYa = ERT VB, SOX 5T, KEYY T, BRI RGO, SBICHEOE
5~ DI 2\ o 12 LIS A DR A 7 2 5 — A RS S AT 3R R 7 s —
ARSI, CHICK L ARG EL LN B E ORISR E TR A 7 = — 13D
ED LS EEAE S, Ch LIRSy T (F R 3REORIE &V - IR
#y (local) 74 & DILED, 79 —<A <5 v b, BCREOEBOEH I IETHSH, £LT
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IO XS TR GBI OB R 2 2 — T, SEERIZ L 2 B IRT % 220t RL o4
RIS AR, TSR D 5 ISR 358D bivisu sy, foid LI o 8 RS IR AR
SEALA v a = Th, YV IARDINKE, DT &g OBIEC L b T /HE ) o
FIGHREREBRGELA 7 ¥ 2 — L LEBORISTER 2 8T & 5,

Gibbon (1977) ¥, S8{LHI¥E & 7o A RERERFRIICHHT 2 R D 2T 5882 S LHS &, 71k
FIBCEETABEO R TLEVICE T 28BS TOMEY & S@BROWS I X 5800
ALl LIe T2l T b, ZOX 5 IR0 % L i bis LR 2 R E T HHH &,
BRDORIE xR RETHHE &£ 2400, IRT ¥ 720 RL D49 Hie a2 BE) 285 RSTHR BT
THORBEMELEET 2L, kOL21h 5, H£11%, BCRBOKSTH L, #xomil
BISHRAFERBAA 7 ¥ = — VR E LTS 5 75 DRL 2 DRLL G#{b A 7 ¥ 2 — A 23%
DA & e D, T BBV TR —Z OB L L THIEE T 5 05, Mo R
BOSHERAFZEBBRLA 7 2 2 — A TSR LEIR O MR RIRR I EE) LT <, NMEETH D, Weiss
& Laties (1964) WR &5 X 502, SRALRIBE0 E— O B BERFR 4 B I BB AR IC D D D
DT, 7 ARHRL T OMOME X G » THERMCERD b5 L il IRT®RL®
DAOFLNET L OIEERZ L TH D, Lib -, MR OIS KREL TR
LAy & a - A THRBEOHERPTFHIND, 8213, RISERF L CERT 5B EOHE
BB OS2 H 5, Uramoto (1971 1XDRL L A 2 2 — A2 AT x 2 2B L 722, Bk
{ERISW AAEF8 h RIBRRE A S 5 LiR(bBREL Eo IRT ofHE &, IRT o458t 5
TERRELTD, b, DT £HIc X 2 RICHROER L, KIhc X Bith a5 DT 41
D & O AR BIR B IR, IS PIRE (response available) iR RS OFF > RIBHH O MR %
BATHZ L IHAHH ORI B EBRTE 5,

— R FUCREE BRI A 7 2 2 — VDBRUCTERVCBRTH B L5 2 &, §i{kosk
WORENCRIEDEER GRS Z LR TEA LS L ERU TRV, Z0L5
Tsf® D (ISR L DB DT SR L TRBE N5 b D TH D, ir L A5k ORI 2 HXHHY
TSRE INIG ML > TIRET 5 2 & T, ERMGHICRE L TR E AR 4B, &2
AEM L RISERICE D RS SN B RUGHBEIC > TOBBSER Y BIFCH b T 5 2
RIS EEBRRRILA Yy o a— L DR ET S L ZHTH 5,

(1—-2) RIHKBEERIAIER T2 2 —ILDIkER

RIGERAREBRRLA 7 ¥ 2 =i, FOFEED (LH2) K- T, BEIhHIRAY K
IS D LIb R AR L L, Ll (7D wilifo Xk 91, Ribis oz
BIL CIREEA L BIE I 2 Hiviaw s, BV iR b O RIGEICS T 5 LR 0 (R 7r HAHE
ELTEZILZNDICEE D, RIKFEFEFELA 7 v = — 1k SHCIREL, iR
DWTh, TORBEOEEOME OV TRAERLZERL, ThinkBicl - T2>¥ 0if
LR DR ARE T HEIEABINT 5 LT, SLOBIBHFHEIC OV THHEATEEL D D &



RIAREERIEA Y & 2 — A L E DA

THIENTES, FRILIIERED DL SRR E 0D T TORBHH O/l
T FRCEAEMEZBR L, Thbicd &0 Tbpyiffba B E¥ s 2 LIk b
FESHT A DD Lo, X0~ SICEREEBIMLA y v 2 - ABE S D, &
DX o, BEATORGEKEESEGEILR v o -t X 5%, ToRET 2580~
WONEMENR TV AIEE L,

(T—3) RICKFEERFEBIER 522 —VDOMA

RIERETERERL Ay 2 a — A OO, E5BELHEETRRCBELEET
BANSE VD, KBTHUTIEE LD THERLTLL I T D,

IhETIAV BRI BEORIGERFEERIRLA Yy & 2 - L OFERELLY, TOL5
TrARfb A Y a — A RERLIEBR, TRLDWILA Yy 2 — A OFOHLVBHLLTE
ZTCAEREEELNE LDDB L, BHICDED2H LD, 1L, LAy a—1DYg
L TORIEEROMECFTEx b (behavior contrast) ORBEOHED - HDOFEE LT, 17
B A LT A TR D H A MY AR A EHEAAEHE T, T3 v be - Db LT
Erlkd B ¥, BMUTRAERENBETLISRL T, BREOCBRRIEOAERYIREL T
WCAERYERINCRE S LT HHATH L, To Iy, BNIERE L AHEECEEOHE
THAGPHRARETHD LD 2 ENEHRTH -, Alleman & Platt (1973) 28— v & 4
AR A O 2 = A BRER LI L EOHEDBINLI DBEILH - 12,

B 1 AR, TELRITRL D HEEORIGHEE Y HRECEB I DOHELLT,
FSHRERERRR Ay 2 — A EHWBETH S, Weiss(1969) 25, IRE OBME e
Ay a—ABEELLERIIOECHDH LI THbH, JIHE -« HAR - B (1975) D%
MRS LIRIL R 7 ¥ = — A REFERIEOESBEO MBI Dbt ie S hi, LiL, Weiss
L Laties (1965) @ H O EE#{L A 7 2 2 — 1< Blough (1966) O /NAEMEILA 7 ¥ 2 —
3, BIHO 2 S0 BRDE S & LRE LA, HWALOREREE DR ToE O KERBTRE O
i L TRESHbRE 5,

56 Bl X 5, BRRIEOEEEBROFR K LT, RISKFEENELA 7~ 2 —
MVEF NI CRISBE ORI A S 7o b X5 L 5 3 EORN R ST icw, fLofETRE
BRIVEDEENB LRI LML TH S, Livl, TELRIRLIDIBEORICE
BERAIEB IS L5 BRI LTI, 58 5 Bealiic X 51 Weiss BIOWRER{LA Y v 2 —
MIFDHREL TBEDR, = 2 T ARy 2 o — O EIR S b A 7y o2 —
A3 DRL 2 DRLL A% ¥ a2 —ARERTERIZET SN T VBT T, 2DOX 570
Ly, A, A—wv A AATLA Y O 2 — L RHAERS LR A Y 2 = AT E BT
B HHBEDORIGHHERAEICER IS LV HNO DB ERYREL TS
TR DTHEND, BROFRED V2L 5,

%513, Lo 2 onBERO»IE, RIMKERBRBEMA Y ¥ o — A 03 h DIE - ok
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B, T, AV Y- AOBNERNERSHY, ThbOHMERFE YR EEROME
THBEHED I ENARETH B AL, TEHLTE L HHEEDISH ¥ WHEES ¢
% 1o AL L IR OB RO ERDFNTE - TE DD & OMLREDHEFEY Ric- 1
LDETAHIIIEY, HAEGHELI LI -T, §BI LIz 1 7DORIKEEALM
(bR a L HBRETAHIENARETILV D EE 2T b, FDOX 5 Tedhbiciciifb Ay
Da =, BRI D S RTE A ES T 5 0BT ARMYERT S LEABIL, TEHOZE
BERETHERCOVCTERMICKEFT5 2 LA 2 S v EHOEECEAS
%y, EREBCHLCAREETHLDOTHD, BTy, Weiss llOBEEILA 7 = —
Nkt BANBA T O a - AL EDORTO— LI EBSL EE LT 5,
DL 5 e b OFR E R ETTHIIREKOEIA Yy v 2 — A DFEFFTLID G ZOREA T Y 2 —
NDEH T DBREDDTELDFNEETHTHS Y, Lo, BFEHT LD, F14%
D Eh BETLENE ol RIS RS T 7 4 — DR B EI1T, KIS (shaping)
FHEITL > THEREIC L > TAH_F v PRIGE LTREIND L 9 i fopd, FUG A2
57 4 =, IRT LRGEHRHEOZAL BCER L < WBE Y, Z ORISREERTE
bR 2 a =i BTN ERE DR LD, Rz LA LE—DHETHS L 5 icBbn
Bo

PlbEoX 5kehBicing <, £E51, RIEKEEFEERIAr 2 -1 Db LEBT5HH
REGOFEFH B2 2 7 = X & L, DRL2DRLL Kk 3 aRIGOTH ENEL-> T
HAEEMHIZ OV T BERIRETH S, FABELHECE TR L S, IKEESIM
LAy v a—nob L TEPEREC"RETEH OREIRD LNV L, DRL £ DRLL
Al Pa—nDh LTI "RETE OFETHIENSE, ZOZ L IRT RRIGHER OS5
TR & ZA—Tho b LTh, BRIEDKKDTENZDL DITRL > TV D ERIRL
T b, DI L E, A=V A AREAr Y a2 —A BT, 1 2y v a v ATRICER
EULLELA LI L, ThETRLICKHMANTEIORRICEEL > TEREELITL T,
EIF» (genuine) BEANTE TH S LEHEE D - T 25Dk, DRLLDRLL 27 2 —
LD ETOFTFHLOIG LAY ZAARUAY O 2 - Dh ETOFTHTHL LV H1E
RICELL, 0k, RIGEKEERIEIA o -1 0b ETW, SEHRENRITICK
B UCERT 5 b, HHREOIG SR E IO ICEWCEERE L 1o T8 b Y I -
Twb, 2 LT, MILRENEE L v DRL 2 DRLL 7t K D8R A o 2 = — LT,
SEALEREE DU & B DRTEIT I 1T B0 5 O RIEA~DRIGH, BRI REL LS 2
WHEMED D D, 7ok 2 E REFE” MR INDRIAEK E ©, FUSKEZEE T =
Y =M RITE, B ERLEEOEOFH ) &, MLHEORT LO—REDH D,
RIEREERAMLA Y 2 2~ L DOBETH D,
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R B AN A 2 s — b, BNRESLA O 2 — o, FER RS LI R 7Y = —
v, BEEREILA Y 2 2 — 1, Weiss BlOBEMILA 7 ¥ = — 103, ERUEESES HRE
DoORCELBEDA~F v FRISORIGHE YR L fo—ER A EAER L L, HlRE
DEE L OEAERIC D LSV THNIICRE Sh b, £07d, 12512045 Y FRIG
OIEFNARE L CRILBENER TS L VO BIE LY, hbDHM{LAY v a — /LTI
HEBLTE-ThY, EEILHEAERTERF TV RGO« T4 LT L REOMH
& R R L B E SN T AL A 7 ¥ 2 — 4 b T BB T, RISKELR
B A 2 a2 — L ERRFRT A T ENTRETH S 5,

RIS G EBRER A 7 & 2 — LBEREDO A <5 v F UIGOFETER 2B HIHE L 7o
BT, WEREDL TV RIS HE L BRI, BRI T <, LR
DEEREIME BB L T 32— EREREN OPICHFLET S HENAME OB S Th - 7
T YAy e —A0d T, B IRT ot m &8y IRT oSGt
ME ST, BT, SDLEMEGIERELA &2 2 -0, FHRREY v ABIRERMA A 7
2o b BHESRLA 7 2 = Dh ETDA TV FRIGOERD LLBH 5 (Weiss &
Laties, 1964) 7c & bEE I N5 S F X hBR L —HT 5, ¥, BE G, EEESERL
ARl a = Dh ETDFT v FUSOERINGIICE LR TH D, DLEomnrb, K
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In conventional reinforcement schedules, the reinforcement values such as inter-
response time, response latency, response duration and response force is fixed in-
dependent of the subjecfs response tendency. On the other hand, there is another
group of schedules with different experimental manipulation, in which the reinforce-
ment values are dependent of temporal response tendency. They have been differen-
tially called percentile reinforcement (Alleman and Platt, 1973), differential reinforce-
ment of relative intervals (Kawamata ef al., 1975), autoregression (Weiss and Laties,
1965), least frequency (Blough, 1966) or special application of titration (Weiss, 1969).
In the present article, the authors will describe several common characteristics of
these schedules and attempt to analyze them for better understanding of the experi-
mental modification of behavior. Therefore, it seems convenient to categorize these
schedules in a class and to term them “ differential reinforcement on sampled res-
ponses distribution” (DRSRD) schedules.

In these schedules, sample size of responses large enough to give the reliable dis-
tribution of response properties is previously decided, and succesive sets of responses
prior to the response to be emitted are taken in order to reconstruct the response
distribution after the last response. In this way, the sample distribution presents
local response tendency of subjects under the schedules, and the reinforcement values
are decided according to the relative position in the response distribution. Thus,

while the exterme of the reinforcement values to the subject’s response tendency is
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always kept constant independent of the subject’s response tendency at any local
segment, the reinforcement values vary from response to response and are given a
relative position in response tendency like temporally varied distribution of IRTs,
response durations and latencies decided from the fixed reinforcement criterion such
as percentile ranks, programmed lambdas and exponential functions.

Therefore, DRSRD schedules have two independent variables as schedules para-
meters. One is the sample size, 7. e. the number of responses, and the other is the
reinforcement ctiterion which specifies not the direct reinforcement values but the
degree of extreme of reinforcement values in comparison with local response tenden-
cies. In percentile and least frequency reinforcement schedules, probability of
reinforcement is also an independent variable, and reinforcement is executed only
when the conditions of the reinforcement value and the random ratio value or some
other functions of the reinforcement probability are meeted. Some of the original
investigators of DRSRD schedules might have considered that the introduction of
these three independent variables could not only accomplish but also analyze the
behavior modification systematically.

Comparative study of performances under several DRSRD schedules clarified the
following characteristics of the schedules. First, the main factor which controls the
subject’s performance is neither the probability of reinforcement nor the reinforce-
ment rate, but extreme of the reinforcement criterion. A positive correlation
between the extreme of reinforcement criterion and the superior efficiency of
behavior modification was apparently found in the conventional DRL, Gaussian and
linear stochastic reinforcement schedules, described in order of decreasing strength of
the extreme. Second, short runs of non-reinforced short IRTs and short runs of
reinforced long IRTs tends to alternatively appear at earlier training phases, and at
later phases they are replaced by long runs of non-reinforced short IRTs and long
runs of reinforced long IRTs. This phenomenon is the same as in the course of
serial transition of IRTs under DRL schedules. From these findings, it is inferred
that the modification process of behavior under the DRSRD schedules is the same as
under the DRL and DRLL schedules which have been called IRT-reinforcement
schedules.

On the other hand, probability and mode of occurrence of the “ superstitious
behavior 7 is different among these schedules. In the conventional IRT-reinforcement

schedules, the “superstitious behavior 7 is easily formed and well maintained, and it
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might be considered a state of organism whose behavior is not contacting the
environment. Under DRSRD schedules, this behavior fails to occur during distribu-
tion changes in the sampled responses. Therefore, DRSRD schedules seem very
useful for the purpose of eliminating the “superstitious behavior ”, and for analyzing
the “genuine” time discrimination behavior.

Another advantage of the DRSRD schedules is the superior efficiency of behavior
modification to the conventional IRT reinforcement schedules. However, except the
special type of titration schedule of Weiss, these schedules have not been originated
for eliciting longer IRTs or response durations such that there seems yet room for
improvement in this respect. The main difference between Weiss’ titration schedule
and the other DRSRD schedules is that, in Weiss’ titration schedule the reinforce-
ment criterion after a reinforced response is specifically different from the criterion
after a non-reinforced one, but in others, the reisforcement criterion after a rein-
forced response is the same as the criterion after a non-reinforced one. And this
difference is considered to have induced different results through acting on the
‘response tendency of alternative appearance which was observed during earlier train-
ing phases under both the DRSRD and the IRT-reinforcement schedules. One of the
most important factor to accelerate behavior modification seems to exist in the
procedure that different specification of reinforcement criterion is selected according
to whether the last response was reinforced or not. It is probable that the experi-
mental analysis of the advantages of these various DRSRD and conventional DRL,
DRLL and DRRD schedules is promising. For example, a pilot study in our labora-
tory to introduce intertrial interval (ITI), a procedure of DRLL schedule, into
percentile reinforcement schedule eliminated the occurrence of short response latency
and showed progress in the promotion of efficiency of behavior modification.

Information processing during behavior modification can also be speculated by the
study of DRSRD schedules. From the anylysis of the relation between the sample
size and the accomplishment of the behavior modification, it is implied that the
capacity of memory for species as rats to utilize information of IRTs and their
contingency of reinforcement for effective response is limited to several dozens of
responses most recently emitted, and more responses to have already emitted become
ineffective. This result agrees with the experience of response shaping for naive

subjects to acquire an operant response topography.
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