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Comparison of Selection Condition and Reception Condition, and
Examination of Strategy Change in Concept Learning
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Kolji Yokoyama
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2, URBEOKEIDOEVFETHD LA RN,
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VA VY2 AMRH DT ERERI,
HBoFFCOWTOLRTEERS E, kDX 57H

MARLID,

(1} =Tt Selection 0 7 & — 7% Reception
U TN —F X D LT CRATR TRERCE > T
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%, Ticbd, S-S<S-R, R-S<R-R,
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BEBOR—D 7A—7MICAEb h 5, Thbb,
S-S<R-S, S-R<R-R,

ZhODHEMIDOWTE /v — 7RO UREN fTiebh

oA WShAFETRITRL, 27/ v—FFoRRFE LD

Baie, S-S, R-S<KR-R, SR "L ShizokT

Hote, THIZA 7V —FLDWT, fi— - F-HHE&

R BERE Lic BTl ol o b, H¥BE

D EROACHREN R I RIS,
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Table 1. # 1 %¥Fk JO0H 2 ¥ FOEFERCELLRTHRD, ¥HE (2), BxEREE (SD),
hRfE (Mdn.) ROWPH (Range) ROTFGATHMIOESRE (G L FEORTH/H 2
HFHOROW) oOTHl (7)) RUERFEZ (SD)

g 1 % 7 o2 %= i B &
Group N P | SD | Mdn. |Range £ SD | Mdn. | Range | = SD
S-S 10 24.6| 15.9] 16.3 2| 74| 31] 70 8| 4.256 | 3.600
R-S 10 40.7| 31.5| 25.5| 100| 9.7] 7.1| 8.5 25 | 8.650 | 11.297
R-R 10 40.8| 21.3| 40.5 87| 22.7| 20.8| 12.7 65| 4.470 | 4.816
S-R 10 24.5| 9.6| 25.7 33| 12.6| 8.9 9.5 25| 3.001 | 2.665
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Table 2. 1 %% JIUH2¥HCRTH, EEERCED ¥ TOERARD, FHiE, (2),
Fidifpize (SD), rhalfi (Mdn.) s XOMHEPH (Range)

o1 % H o2 % ¥
Group N z SD Mdn. Range z SD Mdn. Range
S-S 10 8.8 7.2 6.5 26 2.8 1.2 2.3
R-S 10 10.1 8.0 7.0 27 3.0 1.8 2.5 7
R-R 10 11.1 5.4 11.0 22 6.3 5.6 4.0 16
S-R 10 7.5 3.0 7.0 9 3.7 2.2 2.2 6

Table 3. #71%% % O 2 FHOFYERCHE L Total Latencies o, Figfli (%), EEig

fiize (SD), ijrkfii (Mdn.) 3 X OEPH (Range) (Bifi: sec.)
w1 % B g2 % W
Group N z SD Mdn. Range Z SD Mdn. Range
S-S 10 689.3 581.5 407.5 1,898 122.7 96.9 81.5 287
R-S 10 346.3 257.8 200.5 715 165.9 148.1 94.0 398
R-R 10 730.4 609.8 408.5 1,826 297.5 279.5 173.0 809
S-R 10 803.6 585.2 677.5 1,813 156.0 137.8 89.5 416
Table 4. 1%L IOE 248 c k5 Mean Latency (Total Latencies/3 TH) ©,
Wi (), HWEEE2E (SD), kil (Mdn) 3 XOWHIPE (Range) (Mfi: sec.)
g1 % B w2 ¥ WH
Group N z SD Mdn. Range z SD Mdn. Range
S-S 10 25.09 9.00 22.80 30.4 14.73 7.88 14.70 24.3
R-S 10 9.36 7.29 6.15 25.9 15.34 9.72 12.45 29.7
R-R 10 16.59 11.29 10.40 37.0 13.74 12.60 7.30 41.2
S-R 10 30.80 15.98 30.25 54.3 11.87 4.83 10.40 14.1

o THbT &, S-S & R-RiZEIFELL, RS 2L
Q#, SR pRREV it id. LinLl RS 7
—~ 7D~ ADEBREDOH B I 50T, Thik
Lk 5.167 Eich, BIFMMESLL kD, BEBRED 1
ROk it s £ Th v, Ir—THICRT
LkDEDHT, R-R Z7a—7HWTENRDBRS,

S-S: 1% R-R: 4 4
S-R: 14 R-S: 2 4
EEFKIC OV TOERBS

EdguE, FEERE TOERTOD B O IEHFIN
L% bt BRFME LTS h, ok Table
2R LTH B, Table 1 2 izEnsicinnAbhs
#%, Selection % & Reception %ff & X3R4 LT
VBe BIESEIORE, EOBHLAE TRIRd 5T,
¥1e, LRFRuCT 5 ERGIKOLRE, Reception

SIS VTREREME LR THITH B, 2L Se-
lection DA D)H EEbAMEHAERLT5,
Latency (CDWTOERKISH

Total Latency &-2\~C Table 3 #§i5 &, Hfi—F
®Ieiz Selection ffhd 2 ZA—7A, BWITEE ¥
LR lEbhoTW52, H¥EEHETILLATEDLS
Hx e Twb, L LSO S3ho%E
WL AT CiRred » 7

Mean Latency (Total Latency /A& i{fT#0) &2
T Table 4 # B % &, #—¥FicowTit Selection
Sl Hp% Reception ZfF X 9 & WS RE IR
LTk H, URBKL X > TiiE #ED bhi, LML
e BRI, BN AMSVShoBA D,
sy 2 22 00 0% Selection Zeflf:d 7 4 — 7% Reception
S 7 — 7 LD BEVCHIERL TS (S-S<R-5,
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NAERR, LT h bAHEDERE LT —2
(Selection % f:Ci %6, FHEERE A0 L U° Latency,
Reception &ffCiddifl, FiW, HWEEL IV la-
tency) b UTHATE TR Tiebitv, 2T
i, M (1964), M (1965) oK EEMO S X
G, 7t¥s Bruner (1956) L2335 bR -
T Strategy O45¥x Tt ot Tk L, Bruner Gl
Reception Strategy iz 2 \» Cix £ A (wholist
strategy, &3k focussing strategy & dZmbh3) &
o BY: (partist strategy, #fi4rA&#H: part-scan-
ning strategy & bmbhs) O2EEXEHLTWHD
LTH BN, H#ix Reception Strategy %, Selection
Strategy & W[fE/c B b A—REHEY bob OGS
L7z, £ LTS OB EBRCHBNETH o e, T i,
1 TFHPBULE ¥ ©o Strategy X h Lz RT 5
RG> T ahis, &) LcEodLick
D X 5 fe ik Strategies 25 T his,
(1) &1 IEXRMAMBLE T Strategy

@ Selection Strategy
SUC.: ¥ 1 MO HS, K bIXEFONRTTD

HEDO—EE A B I e ic b DR RE,
SG.: #idfXy, EbaihEpe e,
HEDOEBLE b - THS,
SIM.: 2 Hfh DX, TEBREFT L ORBEERIEF
125 A b CEBHMEHS,
®@ Reception Strategy
SUC.: fijHiodGs: B T~Titiev] £ 55 ADEEH
ILTTHET 5,
SG.: WAL EBIRIC, H 100X DEFEOH
Hx & > THET 5,
SIM.: fAHGIDALETF Aid—T O Rk x W i s
HERV-TW L,
no.:  EMRAHBEMLELFCHF, L K5 “Stra-
tegy 7o
2) 1 ERAMBIMo Strategy
@ Selection Strategy
SUC.: E¥flo—RiEZEHE L, ThiEEELD
L RDOIERGIRET,
GAM.: | DOEHHAXESE L, To—EiEIorE
HUTES R -TTPL,
1 DOEHFLERE L, FORBIEONFEYSE
LT,
® Reception Strategy
SUC.: E#mfio—EELEHRE L, ThriEEIhD
L RDEHFAR R,
GAM.: 1| 2OEHHEERE L, To—RHETorE
HLTESH A 7-TTHL,

CON.:

Table 5. # 1 FHFISRE (HBZ) o Strategy o, Strategies I, £ 14 2 =B/ 54i

Group|
S-S S-R Sel. total R-R R-S Rec. total Total
Strategy
No. — — — 5 4 9 9
SUC. 4 8 3 4 7 19
1 %%
w1s SG. 2 0 2 2 4 6
SIM. 4 2 6 0 0 0 6
Group
S-S%* R-S Sel. total R-R S-R Rec. total. Total
Strategy
No. — — — 5 5 10 10
SUC. 3 7 10 3 4 7 17
2 %7
Bm2¥ S.G. 2 2 4 1 1 6
SIM. 6 1 7 1 0 1 8

* MoEDZ, N=11 LigoTwBDix, S-S-5 o#8HZ At Strategy Change * LT W30 56TH D, Thi 2

“D&&i"’:o
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CON.: Bl BB IEHNO Sl it i & 1
@<,
SCAN.: Bl ferfifill & [ARTE & 72T Bt (G314 s 4
LRLTP L,

F1EEPIETO Strategy 47

B— - S O £—TERILELE Tic Strategy
Change 2 HBh% D404 L 4Th b, RITHA Y
Wb B b, —fBIVETR LB, o Strategy A*
%2 L bhihk Table 5 KR2 L, Hi— . W
& b A7, Selection 4 ffcit SUC.>SIM.>
SG. T# b, Reception %f[Tit no.>SUC.>SG.>
SIM. & 72 5T\, no. Strategy #fx ¢ & SUC. Stra-
tegy P bHVERAD, SA—TICHRBL, H
HETD S8 /=7 RS I/~ OINCH

%  Rbh5, S-S 71— 7k SIM. Strategy
BEGDEH L R-S 74— SUC. Strategy »°%
< B BREMOREIHEERS, L L R-R 7
N—=FE SR 7 —F i3 Er" RS,

P B A0 Strategy Change % =
LTWBER L0/ 24 TH Y, #EH»FH— Stra-
tegy & ->Tb, S-S V1 — 7D 8HH\i]— Stra-
tegy L o TV DA, WD 3 Vv — Ak, #
1=226> Strategy Change o J7)iicii, — W EDM L
Rohigh o,

B1IEEFODOH D Strategy 47

B LIERGILIE % B R E D L 5 # Strategy
Table 6 iw/RERT\%, Strategy Change 2 5h
SHRHET 40 BF 31 4 (77.5%) TH b, Strategy

Table 6. #5123 - & 228 k1) 5 Strategy Change

S-S Group R-S Group
SUB. g1 o M R SUB. %1 % H P
S-S R-S.
1 CON, —|CON. * 1 SUC. —|GAM.—{SUC.
2 GAM.—|CON. —| GAM. 2 SUC. —|GAM.
3 SUC. —|CON. 3 SCAN.»|GAM.
4 SUC. —|CON. 4 SUC. —|SCAN.»GAM.
5 CON. —|GAM.—»| CON. 5 GAM.—|CON. —|GAM.
6 GAM.—|{CON. —|GAM. 6 GAM.—{SUC.
7 ||GAM.—{SUC. —|CON. —|CON. 7 SUC. —{CON. —|GAM.
8 SUC. —|CON. 8 CON. —|CON. *
9 CON. —|CON. * 9 SUC. —{CON. —|CON.
10 SUC. —|{CON. 10 SUC. —|CON. —{CON.
R-R Group S-R Group
SUB # 1 % B 2B SUB g1 % # 2 %W
R-R S-R
1 SUC. —-{GAM.—|CON. —|CON. 1 SUC. —|CON. —|GAM.
2 SUC. —»|GAM.—|CON. —|{GAM. 2 CON. —|CON. *
3 SUC. —|CON. 3 CON. —|CON. *
4 GAM.—|GAM. * 4 SUC. —|GAM.—|{GAM.—{CON.
5 SUC. —|CON. —{CON. 5 CON. —|CON. *
6 SCAN.~»{SUC. 6 CON. —|{CON. *
7 ||SCAN.|GAM.—|CON. —»{GAM. 7 SUC. —|CON.
8 SUC. —|CON. —|{CON. 8 SUC. —|SUC. *
9 GAM.—| SCAN.»{SCAN. 9 SUC. —|CON. —|CON.
10 GAM.—|CON. 10 SUC. —|SUC. —/CON.

* flowEFira{ Strategy Change #ig2z Sieh » L#RHE LIRS,
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Table 7. #1523 . & 2 2% ¢k bhi Strategy o, Strategy Jl, #1552 ¥ JloBE

G
w S-S S-R Sel. total R-R R-S Rec. total Total
Strategy
SCAN. —_ — — 3 2 5 5
SUC. 5 6 11 5 6 11 22
l“ﬁ"‘l
w15 GAM. 3 1 4 6 3 9 13
CON. 6 6 12 5 5 10 23
Group)
\ S-S R-S | Sel. total | R-R S-R | Rec.total | Total
Strategy
SCAN- — — — 1 0 1 1
" SUC. 0 2 2 1 2
p 2 25
w2 GAM. 3 5 8 3 2 5 13
CON. 8 3 11 5 8 13 24

Change ##Z X 7o ds o o #8RE 9 b 7 413 CON.
L DODFCD,

wic, &0 Strategy %< & b T\ %5h% Table
7T WCR3, BE—%F o Selection &2 7 L — 7 &
Reception &ff: 2 71— 7L, K2 EE—Hm2EL
h, Tk CON.=SUC.>GAM. ¢H b, #%HHETIL
CON.=GAM.=SUC.>SCAN. G %, E-%¥¥ A3
L. S-S Za—7ix CON.>GAM.>SUC. &7 b,
SUC. Strategy #3& bhicl->Txkh, R-R s —
7% CON.>GAM. > SUC. = SCAN. 1, SUC. »
SCAN. Strategy 2984 LC\%, &5 Lz S-R
In—7THRENEHN, R-S 71r—Foip GAM.
Strategy 2 &WEAER® T\ %, £f& LTI,

SUC. Strategy ®#dr& CON. Strategy o#gnst @b
hp, =oAL Table 8 i L2 E52ig o Stra-
tegy (T7cbbrOFE COFKK Strategy) TH
Rbhs, Table 8 ¢i3, Reception &¢:CM¥H
& % CON. Strategy OBEMAVRINTW52, Thik
Table 7 TR OShicE—%¥F o SUC. %=1k GAM.
Strategy O#fr2}, FEFPC T HIOTHLZ &
wERLT\V5, CON. Strategy »' 3T D Stra-
tegy D& D T5 Z L% Selection FKfTh[HE
¥Thsb, Xbic CON. Strategy izo\ € Table 7 &
8 LRI DL, 2N ELLEVT LMD,
ZDZ &A b, CON. Strategy iohic FEEHIED
Strategy LicoTWhWB I Mbhb,

Table. 8. £ 159 - 2 ¥FO¥FE TR &IT 5 Strategy

Group
S-S S-R Sel. total R-R R-S Rec. total Total
Strategy
SCAN. — — — 2 2 4 4
801 2 SUC. 4 3 1 1 2 9
GAM. 0 1 1 2 2 4 5
CON. 6 6 12 5 5 10 22
Group
S-S R-S Sel. total R-R S-R Rec. total Total
Strategy
SCAN. — — — 1 0 1 1
sy 9 2w SUC. 0 2 2 1 1 4
GAM. 2 5 7 3 1 4 11
CON. 8 3 1 5 8 13 24




BEFE P15 Selection 4fk& Reception 4ufd: & o It 57

Table 9. 451423 - #5258 %55 LT, Strategy Change
(B : Strategy Change » E# LA SR

&, &TH—%¥E5ERM O CON. Strategy
B FTII U GAM. Strategy ~

w 5o | soR | Ros | Rer [ rotw | EMETBBe ERM Mg
Strategy Change o Strategy Change o\ TH% &, 4%
SCAN. — SCAN. | — —_ | _ 1 1 DIjlEE F AL T B b D25 6H22
n  — SUC. — 0 0 1 1 i - T b, Strategy Change p—
n - GAM. — 0 2 1 3 FEatEERB LTV 5,

v - CON. — 0 0 0 0 Stragety (Z DU TOERISH
SUC. — SCAN. — 0 1 0 1 % Strategy &0\ T, %@ Strategy
. - SUC. 0 9 0 0 9 DHETORTH (b5 Strategy DFfE
» - GAM. 0 1 2 9 5 WITE) B XV%D Strategy 0§ & D
» — CON. 5 4 3 3 15 Mean Latency »'skbhiz, % Stra-
GAM. - SCAN. | — 0 0 1 1 tegy Db & TO FERGERTIL, H—-
# - SUC. 1 0 2 0 3 HoFBRTIRE I — TS -
" — GAM. 0 1 0 1 2 DTERLY ¥ L BRI T Table 10 iR
»  — CON. 3 1 1 4 9 EhTw3, chxR3E, H—F8Lb
CON. -» SCAN. — 0 0 0 0 %%:?’&‘Ojﬁb}—ﬁ&&:/bgwﬁa o C
s — SUC. 0 0 0 0 o Wb Z &, Selection i Ciigs— g2
» = GAM. 3 1 9 9 8 &b, SUC. Strategy O£\ =
# — CON. 3 5 3 3 m &, Reception %f[:Tik CON. Strategy
DEMMU L Y s &, AMEFE LT
Total 15 15 16 19 65 R&hb, #1: Selection %ff:& Recep-

* RETHBROUASIH TS MEPE, FhEEYTS
Strategy Change 2%, %o Group Tit, HBMHEE - T

gRLzEWE EXRT,

Strategy Change D JjjithicouTO#HE A, Table
9 WKRLTH D, hitf— BoFPOFE—EFFIE
T Strategy R\ oK TH D, £ Strategy
Change D7/ —7 JIERHE I Rb Eh TV B,
SCAN. Strategy #&tsd DL} 74— FlHjic KL s
WOT, FrHTHEH>E, WakET 5 Change 3,
SUC.—CON., GAM.—»CON., CON.—»GAM., SUC.—
GAM. Th b, Wi FiikFh &R Licy Change
¥, CON.»SCAN., CON.—»SUC., SCAN.—CON.,
GAM.—»SCAN., SUC.—SCAN., SCAN-SUC. T
%, =5 Li Strategy Change OYUESFixilo &,
WD L 5 ig Change OJjikn ' ExX b b,

SCAN.—»SUC.—GAM.—CON.

= OJjfbE 7 A it SCAN.>GAM., SUC.—CON.
D—B UL Change 3 @EhssT5&, Zh
(£ % Strategy Change (% 46 §ilvh 33 fil& 7 %,
FLTHEY LIy Change ] 13 @5 % 8 filit CON.
—GAM. o Change Tth%, =® CON-GAM. »
Change M#FEBBRO L ZCAERBLTWA 2 EHARD

tion Guff& o SPHRERTE R il L <
HBE, WIRLAEHRON A &
z., Fpic GAM. Strategy G L\ %4 R
bhd, —RRC FEERE TO RTHIC I\ T Selec-
tion D JidATFICTH B 4, T DX, Reception
%0 GAM. s L U¢ SCAN. Strategy DFfzic % <
#KHBDOTHBETZ LY,

Table 11 2% Strategy ¢ Mean Latency o 71
—7HOEIRERTVD, BT OWTUL, Se-
lection Strategy Cit GAM. O{fi»{£<, Reception
Table 10. Select 4{f: - Recept &R K-,
BIEE - feBesirs %
Strategy O FIREERATEL ( )

g N
% g Select Recept

Strateny~| T | w23 | Y | oy
SCAN. — — |23.4(5)|67.0 ( 1)
e 28.9 (11)|18.5 ( 2)|34.4 (11)|12.7 ( 3)
GAM. 5.8 (4)| 1.9( 8)[20.3( 9)|24.4 ( 5)
CON. 5.2 (12)| 3.4 (11)| 7.2 (10)| 4.6 (13)
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Table 11. #5123 - & 2 %8k 5, % Group
= L © % Strategy ofE N) Lt
Mean Langery OSFi5f# (2)

®1EE #o2xH
Group [Strategy| N I sce. N & sec.
SCAN. — — — —
s_g | SUC 5 33.2 0
GAM. 3 13.0 3 18.7
CON. 6 26.7 8 18.5
SCAN. — — 0
s_gr | SUC 6 36.8 2 17.0
GAM. 1 8.0 2 7.8
CON. 6 33.7 8 10.0
SCAN. 2 18.1 — —
R-g | SUC. 6 6.9 2 23.5
GAM. 3 8.8 5 19.7
CON. 5 6.8 3 11.5
SCAN. 3 13.5 1 7.4
R-R | SUC. 5 16.6 1 2.5
GAM. 6 16.5 3 18.9
CON. 5 22.3 5 9.9

Strategy CIX I IEENSFAEETH S, %7 Selection
Strategy ¢ SUC. ¢ CON. o Mean Latency %,
Reception 0t h b L v b 2 5 LDflix & - TwBZ
ErEHERS, FoEE Tk R-S Yo —7ofhik
Shdfaj— Strategy o\ T Latency 24 hs
e H b, ¥1-S-R 71— FOE—¥F 0% Stra-
tegy @ Mean Latency Offijji%, Selection &ft:co
e L R SUC.>CON.>GAM. #5RkL T
%,
I #% EC

Selection Strategy & Reception Strategy (t—fk
W, —mEHEE 2D L LTAPIT B o & AT
THY, ThHIEFOGBBICE T, Selection %4
{z—Selection 4f4:, Reception 4&f{f—Reception ¢
S I2IEFRBEIZ, Selection 4iff-—Reception %44, Re-
ception Feff—Selection ZMCHFEFEI R D = Lol
Ll ot WRITEER A +—ET5E—BIC, Se-
lection 4eff:2% Reception %ff:Xx » L H/FITH B,
Strategy Flic BB EXE L T HEFZD GAM. Strategy
DELELBLDOTH B Z L IRIN, Fi Mean

Latency i $s\~TiL, Reception &0 JiH% Selection
Sl & 0 AEFITH B C LR Ehics, Lhil Selec-
tion Strategy @ CON., SUC. Strategy ¢ Mean
Latency OB IICTEE L TLH LD HbL Lol

Strategy Change ®JjHkicov~Ti, Selection -
Reception & iz, SCAN.—SUC.—GAM.—
CON. oA R oA, ik gk Selection -
Reception &[] Strategy DEBR Y TL-31F T35,
ULind Z oFEdE, YRERMERIRCH LT, MENC
L ORI Db L Vb DO~ADFHFHE—FKLT
W3, ZOFEmcR bk CON.-GAM. o Change
MNEE 2 AR Lich’, ShiQMERE COM Strategy ©
WENLHBEINS B, T, Selection Strategy
& LTk CON. 13, TEFFfI% 3 Ch SEEIIT LT 2
AT TRERCES 2" RAMFEESHL, GAM. &/ 1
AT, ok 3 RATL P CON. &L WAEE
MR E . &5 LB ERYC, GAM—
CON. Change [ [f{ic CON.-»GAM. Change % H
Ehb, Reception Strategy & L% & OB
ATH5, <3 L7 Strategy Change o—Jjfdk
%, Strategy Change »'Bi T#{k] Tit/c<, Stra-
egy OFEEHLTO ER] THHZ LeFwTHL
DEEX b, FIEFEEHC, Strategy % MkgE] %
Mgl cidfel, WbIhcdoTchHs o &KL
Tvb, OBk HSelection - Reception 40
S L, Lhik Strategy i X BT (FREIM
WDFPC X BETERL), Bff1 0% ThH DL
(PIAE, HBEBORFMEDZER, HHFROH/DOE
&) vEZLRD,

PEDZE EHERMIZIDIK, RirSFFECHE TR
BRI TR EbRVTHS S, L Lo, &
BrEB TR (Pl E— B BT TR RE AR
B, BROBRIEC X » THRIh5588) & Strategy
Change pERLICS WOT, HFHCAIhD LB
v, Efo, T2 TRRE L4 Strategy KounWT, £
OU:PR X VEBCRET A ELLETHDH 5, HTF
D&z, Strategy Types DFEELD b O DOREEBRER
MBEMEIERTW WS, TOFETCOHER S EbIC
EHbhhicd Tk biwTh s 5,

531 B X #
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