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Rev1ew of Attentlon
' Naoko Sugiyama & Shigeru Watanabe'

~.Behavior of organism is controlled by not all elements of its
environment, but a small part of it. In the paradlgm of operant' _
conditioning, ‘'such selectivity has been called “attention” or
© “gelective stimulus control”. E
The authors critically reviewed studies about this pheno-
menon. Four factors, which determine the phenomenon, can
be classfied as follows. |
1) innate factor or factor of salience,
2) - selective association between stimulus and reinforcer, - .
3) predictability of reinforcement, o : .
4) history of stimulus control. | - } |
Two different theories about attention have been proposed
‘i. e., selective attention theory ‘and gemeral attewtivemess theory.
The former claims that attention to one dimension reduces
attention to other dimensmns and the latter claims that atten- .
tion to one dimension increases generai attltude to attend to
‘other dimensions. " “Recent experiments seem to support the -

- general attentiveness theory.
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L Lo

EESETEL T B BEPICIZE 2 ORBAEREL, Lid EhEAE
Cixil. DEFTHOME TS, FRETHSTCHmOBREY
G S 25 = & SEEIC oo b B 5 2 b ik KBRS
5Z E TR SPWTOMAXESRTS. 2% 0, TEIXHE T RENE
R oied s ETBRLYS ET5L0THS. ERNTEHIIC
BT A TR 2 AEROFSE, THSFH#E (discriminative stimulus) |
FA~5 v} (operant) TRE:: YA (reinforcement) I bER A T=1E0 LA
i (three-term contingencies of reinforéement) 1 THDY, lﬁﬁ:%o@é{,%
T Wﬁﬁé%ﬂ?ﬁ] (stimulus control) |, # " FDOBEIE MRILA r £ o — L
(schedules of reinforcement)| & LTz bR T\5. #- T, WEHES
HWEHLrTHZ L&, b LTENCKT 5 AHHE L BREOhCHE
THI LR, LONHERMTILDOVLEODHETHS. BhLEE
ICHAET B M ORI D2 TR RIET 5 C LIXRAETH Y, Fh, H
HORIFEPRFEEL T TLERLD 3 bOEEDL DML TOHMIGL
TW5 2 L REBRNCHER I\ % (Reynolds, 1961). {EkD{TEI A5
BANOMNORBKRITEFA 20 ELTHRESh DL E2BENT5 2 &3,
AR 2H L 7B RPREEECTSZ EThD, TEE (attention) |
MREOBRIZ D 5. Hib, ERNTESTCET? ERL &,
TR IS 31 2 UMD I DFIREC Al e b 7o, B g, T
125 B RIBHOE T 18 b ik RIBERE DR & b 514 (Ter-
race, 1966) £ Ex X 5. #-C, EWo BHRALAERENEL T EE
%% % 538 (Blough, 1969; Cox & D’Amato, 1982; Lamb & Riley,
1981; Maki & Leith, 1973) L3R5 DTH%B. ERNTEFITCH
o T, TEHORRYES KR K- GERT2 2 L2a3RkDdbRS.
EE 2FERECHEDLIALR, ThRESWHIBRRELTHBEILS
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By 2RISR L T, Skinner (1953) 230 & oD EE x5 2 Twb. Hlb,
(RO 5 % AE 2 EL S 270k, Thictt - CTERBEOTEI BT E
Bl biE, BEARLOMHECEREL TS L5, RIBELHRIG
Dafba AL IR RTIEE D FIBARITIC HEEL TW5H Sk z i, |
— ChHERD BIENEFETH 5. T, THEEL 1D HEKRTT
BoniciBESEORCEEL, ERORBKITEIZS 5HBKTO
BEOMEARIGEZHEL CH 2B 5 BB HV-ORS. 2D
MELRTFHDYZESEENHANEECE 0RHK L ERBEHRFT LicD
2% Reynolds (1961) <5 5.

2T, N REREELTC, ¥4 R Tk *%@EV:%%SﬂJ‘
MGRERoAVE (5) ) 2ERLCEAHNBRIAT bR %20
®, 02 00RFIREOLER Rt W, O, =AM 04
FA MM E L CEHEERE CRIGBZAE LI L 25, 2 HOERED
5 bDO—HR=2/AF, MRt L IRGHAEF L. ib, Bk
- BB Rk T DA BEAREOL £ T, BET X - T, e L TR
R R HE Y EE TS b0 L, Btk L sk ss2 %5845
LONRHBEELD. ZOREEID Reynolds 1 THFHIDOFEL 2 D22 FE
HoTh, » MHE—20RTE UPERBRATHZ ENTERGIE L.
L2 L, BEHEAINFERBERS W TRERI D X 5 a—KRITDHRDFER
PEBS B B ol Cid Te\s. #o & %.4F, Johnson & Cumming (1968) ¢
i, TgaEgoRER S & MREAFEOKER ()1 0 2HMT
FRIEEEY Lt FERHBEOWCT A N efFltolk b onh, filhd
B ARG TORBESIEREZETH - cd OD, FRFICHRIGIC X
2HELED b, AEOBREFHEHEAORBFELYEZD LT
Farthing & Hearst (1970) @ X » CH R I LT 5. '
utzo@%%@FAW&@%ﬂﬁﬁm#ﬂﬁk%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ?a
AREM AR L T\ 54 C Reynolds DR LIZRL-T w5, WEDH
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EOREREYE LT —2 kR HBKTOECEHT bhbicw, Wilkie &
Masson (1976) 1% Reynolds & F UHEx BV CHERX TR £
%a%%ﬁﬁ&?@?xbﬁmemMsﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁ@+ﬁi@amg
U7y, Ftcloti Ak e UTlD TRIGE O 70k TG D skt w2
BT % 0w ER) B (Hearst, 1972) AL E 25, fllOR
6T h R bhid bivke. RO RTRETNE CE RS A
WIS bR H Ui Kendall & Mills(1979) THED LR T 5,
DEDX5ERFDOFE LY BILRKE D 5FRBRTORBOERNI,
Reynolds (1961) & 5 L 5 b FL b —h TR L TDHARENB DT
e, BBEOEEL - TRIRTWEEEZLIS. ABTIE, =251
TR HIE oM E U s BRY, (DRMEo b o0k, QLT E
D&, LD TFRIME, UBRCHES I hcHMkHH—o 4o
DRETEHET S LR LT, EEDOMEYH LN L ThEb.
. 2 EEEHETSER

2—1. WHORHE

BRI BEADOMIOKRITICK L CRIBEEHELERL > 508 E L
BEE, O EDORIIEA 4« DRIBEEZ BB L gl by,
SARIBA R D RIBR T B D T » TV AR, BEOHBKTIED
HEBESTNTERETHIHZ LiE, VARVFTV FE&ESFcs\T lover-
shadowing (GE#ZIR) L LTabh 5. Pavlov (1927) 31 2%
HWTHFLEOEAHEE CS, BE8%E US LU THERLEE, £40
KTECANTEESTORERT A L LIk o5, BAMCHLTORE
HRIGHRET . Z 0K, FXAXEYERLCEVS. ACL 5> REARIX
CER (&HEHBEHXG) TR \WTHiARD bR TS (Kamin, 1969 ; Mac-
kintosh, 1976). -

CEREIREA RS v F&EST Y A B R b, Newman & Baron (1965)
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B LBEABREL L TKRD XS5 eliER LCwb, ~ AW TRaE
ROEBEMRE St LL, STHELT@OREXE OFREY OFRaFRORE
B TR BB S Ltk MOBEORTROWTRIETF A bR Lk
LB, @FOZNFRWHHELESE L. - 2 TEAXIEOEE ORI
B IR 2 R L\ B & 1T B NERE N
R REBE LS 0ENT L ERENER L e EARIROK TR T &
IZBR & 7eby. Guttman & Kalish (1956) 13 4 f& o> 3563 81 (530;550, 580,
600nm) % A\ CRERIRE D & B—RIBII L 770 - 208, EXBLT = b
ERRI L oh, HRORBMIECS VT S RTHEAHLEBL 2% &2
%% Jenkins & Harrinson (1960) 1223 (1000Hz) % i\« [ U Zisk
BT o 7ot  RTHEIHY BB L 2 /0 - T WEOEWE, HEEE
Bk 5 v F ACERL S AMhENECSRELETEA, —Ee b ic
BTIEE L D XA THE BT (salient) | &b hcus, (Lovejoy
& Russell, ‘1967 ; Chase & Heinemman, 1972). Jenkins & Harrinson
DR, ﬁkTﬂbﬁV%Wﬁﬁﬂﬁ*4hk%ﬁ%%§hfLﬁj_
B, BELHHEEHEOBELERLEEE L B;hza
AR ESTRIMEDTHE LTI TH B = LXK OERNE
BRI R L C\~%. Van Houten & Rudolph(1972) i, % 1 D FH i 522
B T5 (BEE30< L) HREET, (@FE=+HE 1, bBEE+REF
, OFE RS 4, D3&BTF A oOFRIGERLLE. 104, ¥y
V@%ﬁ@%,%ﬁ@ﬁﬁ@&mf%mrx+%ﬁtot&_é,@%#
TOLPETRTHEEELES L 2. €T, @), b) mEETid, L
B2 B WRERIK OF) KK ORI L A 5 ER L LB 25,
Jenkins & Harrinson (1960) DERICHEWTh+ 4 KOBREIL LD H
X ARTHHEESENZ >N S (Rudolph & Van Houten, 1977). -+
Fho, b UFABRRREL LABATY A MCkE S 0B
Fbd H I T\ B, Randich' s (1978) 1k, HKEXDL LCxEFO L v
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Fu, T46HZz DfiE DS & TREDO PV FARBEL I 2B LE, —h
LOESHMTTT AL Ltk s, £ TOFEBEXEAED UV FARFERL
el ERWMEL TV 5. A |

TREL, Mh OB L ) B DR T OMIEC L » TRLD. NP ES
WA T2 ER T % (Jenkins & Harrinson, 1960; Randich %, 1978)
2, XX I TRBCFINELERTS. oL xiE, Wagner 5 (1968) i
IR IRHEBRAT TV A—HLEIEL, ERBEELME o E & 0 #
(L+T) % S* £ U, HsEfloMEomanm L+T) & S" &L
. TO, BERFBROEEHREHEET CERLREREZREL /-
&Zh, T & T, ORI TH » fobs, HRIERO A& O B EIR Tl
BEAERIGBELSPE 5Tl E2BEL TS, [ 2BV THHHFE
EMT A Lk, BiRo Paviov (1927) wabh .
ZHhBLDOFEENDL, FEAERECTECH L TH BRI BEKHE
DEBNEBRRDZ LEL NS, LirL, ZoOEBHIECARE R
D TiEew. 2R IZHAWT CER #BE L LK, 5F (60db) 1
Ko X - TERR IR, BOFiL I hied - e Mackintosh, 1971). $¢
- THEBHRIFBMOBENHEE CEL >3 LE2bh5 (Kamin, 1969;
Mackintosh, 1976; Mackintosh & Reese, 1979). 7

¥7-, Miles & Jenkins (1973) X~ 2 FHWT St L LCHETFoE
AW (TL), ST L LT XEHEOA WX vBL X3 L »b L
BROBEDZECELTS) AV TEHHATEORIME Tt 7
A MR ELT, XAy, L., Ly, Ls), F&¥ (TL,, TL,, TL,, TL;)
DSRWMELETRL, HEIORTLR2OWTBEAEYRDL. FORKE,
BHEOBRCHIHLLT, IR, SOENKRTHLRE, RITEHEL
BRI e o, o THRPBORINOELE (AN &EL CERK
L HRTHEHEPERIATET LS.

DED X 5w, »HaREomoREesT2 BRI, REMCEE
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B % FTHE

R ORI OB B 5 25, = E—BET S O TR, KX
BERE SR L s TBIEEhS EE 22BN,

2—2. BILFEOHEEM

HiZETx, W&%@%@@ﬁO%@ﬁ%ﬁ%kﬂﬁﬁ@@%ﬂﬁ?é%
FrELTEI LrL, ZOEBNBBEEANOHESCEET LI
Ty, BARBOBERDO LY 7 4 A& R - TS, LT o
BEIC X Th, DLV T 4 ORBSHIBMEHEYEET 2 nREX
hBZERDHB. o

25 LS s 1 5 A is ik E g Es2E (taste a-
version) B EIRI R I h 5. Garcia & Koelling (1966) 1, % X 3 D&
KITBERREE LT, F -6 - BRENB: LR BEAREY CSY, &5 -
R - BRoZFEECS &L, BRNIEY v 2 BELXRBH (£
TEIERHCREORBEELELDS) E USLTH VARV TV 4
BT EfT-te. ZO%, BEIBOZERCOWTEESTHOFEY
FAMLIET S, BEY US L LcBACRIXLFTXTEHLHAT20
ERL, ¥ FvaBELXBRRHOHETIIRERIE O L H T8 % HH3
B rEHEL. EEoZ=SE X Domjan & Wilson (1972) % Miller &
Domjan (1981) /e ¥ e d A bhs. O, BROBELYHRILTDH
BRERBIZTE 2L 2 v (Green 5, 1972).

ZRHBREMERE L RIEN D RBRTH B I E TORBI R W CHRER M
AEBE L Y BALCHEY L BT HR TR, VA7 TREERNEAE
L fTE % HIEd 5 v ®BELH B (Wilcoxon, &, 1969; Wilcoxon
B, 1971). F7, B0 FBRNBHFLELIRD HET, AENEOE
=7 b Y CLHMEI T\ 58 (Capretta, 1961), -~ + (Clarke &,
1979), & » (Brett &, 1976) TIXERERBMOFTHMEA TH B,

BREMBRERRLSC b US e X » CiTBx HfEd s48E o CS 2#e
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ShBHEEHB. Shettleworth (1972) X, = 7 + v OEKTEITH L,
RERIF ko@H»d), BEERE (79 78BHME) & CS, £=—x
ADDKERZBRZUSE LCEESTRTRo TS, il d US
DBETHLREFE OB THYEHE Lo X BEL TS, B, B
BY US L, XrEoEAHEEY CS L LTL&EST R LICE, FER
FBCHLCT A b TRk b, R EEFMOL) 0223 T8 %
HELI. LZARAUEAREY AT, CER ZIFELLLHED
=7+ ) OFBEEEHR(Z ) » 7)) OHBE T D 7e. £l T o b
Th ¥y bRy 7 A ACTOEBEEIWRER B CRI+5 (Parker
& Smith, 1981). ZD XS HEDE VAR LB E A EDLRBIE
Y, BT L » CEBOARNPBISER I W D EENEET S 2 L3HE
EBTEI.
ARG v P EGESTDRT X A AT Foree & Lolordo (19735 1975) =
X 5EE2H B, Foree & Lolordo (1973) Ti, -~ b i BESE T < 440Hz
DERBMEFOIE OESRIBICH TS v PR BE F LT X
o TEHEDSTIR, BERBEENLDOERIMORITEERLTT A b
TR ot DR, BRYHBILTFL LB EIESRE SR
HLTOAGT H5—F, By LcBERdE@laRE LB
DERIETHZ EEZHWEL TS, Larl, ZOHENELIBEL WS
BoBECIbb0n Thid, BEEL AL BLDOEEL VS
FHOBNCE B S DOE, = TEB LTI, Foree & Lolordo
(1975) T, LT & L CoEREERE OF) oRlBkHIEERS & Bk
LTWB I EEHRLTWA.
T OBOREEREOER T, %mﬁ%ﬁ%gﬂ@&#@o<tﬁf
F7e, BeHEARBMEED EREOOERT VO ERREI R T W3
(Rudy, Iwens & Best, 1977; Rudy, Rosenburg & 'Sandell, 1977). #¢
C Garcia 50FETS L oK, WIORBEH L THIBMEFIEHLESRL
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5 BRIBIEC & » TEBHCREINTWA ERMIELIRS W b
DHEHTHHBEE LTk, B SED B#RIG (species specific
defence reaction) | EIRAYESEE (selective association principle) | |
T EDH B, [RICE X RIS D B8535 < EYFER IR X S
BEhHBHC LRFEEBEERGLACL S CTEELMETHA .

2-—3. mbo TR |
O GERAREEEEYRET A EROO Lo, ERYEEXEL THE O
BREBLPTIOMENELLID L EB L. ol Ihug,
& 21X Jenkins & Harrinson (1960) D REETC, T B O RILHKIT
MEHELZERSL 2> eDEF A ANF I BE LR TINEWIH T
HDHEFRBEINRD. LrL, oAb T IREBNCHEIR TV
D& BT [BEDOFEME] X322 20 THREDZ E] THD L
5E2TH5. JERICEWT, ERESBRE LM (FRE LH
B AR L T P BRE AR (5 406) 1, FEALIBRIL R B 5 & &
THEIBEIEOFRMLESR TS Lol, HEOMBEOET, ~tick
TR L D DB T o T e DICER BAE Ul b B2 5. 1,
Wagner & (1968) DEARIBAI T, FHWMOLH YT BIH A RS L
%7013, FRIPE ST L S REETH - OLH L, SHBILRAS
FUBE 2 B\ C AR LR AT 75 o Fo 2S e DI B D F R A B L 2 7
B EHBETE S, FogiRe Newman & Baron (1965) o(e)&E:T o

EHRRBCOWTHRALZENTL LY. 25 LicboFAINLEYL
.kaﬂ@#ﬁ%ﬂﬁabf%&bﬁm,%%,Wﬁﬁ%@k%ﬁbzﬁ
W LR LELESE S AT 5.

fo & ¥, ko Switalski & (1966) o EERFEFRITERZY R CIXEBE T
R0 OTHD. LTI T, P RAGTREIEEBEER I LD
& RAWE LT, mult VIEXT, mult VI-VI o 2 4&#-ClizFr -
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fo. ZORER, BEeX L CRILOF R Fo8E (mult VI-EXT) o
SHEBDO BB LDRTL DV CORTEEHEEEEL TW5. = ORI
BEENERC X 5B8RTL I, (Lyons & Thomas, 1967).

Flo, ~PEEREELC FAOERXOHED X, BRBMOBES &,
BRI O AESR BT 4 0L AT, mult VI- VI- EXT o
T 5 &, B UKW CHILBILE 1778 » 7RI TE D H 23k Toik I
PHEBL 5D EARET A X » THEZ X iz (De Paulo &, 1977) .

B DORBRIMAL, B ERE OB TGN U Tl fEs
BT 5 1001IE, T OREBILI 35 S LT R o o & A4
EThDEERLTOND. B, Ay Y.~ HiETEns, AkEaso
HEIHTRIGHR D 2EORME L TEIETIFC X - THEIh T3 &
Zzxohsh, BIEOTAEEY A SREOM NG D X 5 RIS
I AR E T w5, (Pearce & Hall, 1978; St. Claire-Smith,
1979a;b). %t ¢, Catania (1968) #4541 % k5w, ARIEDOO &
DODEHRELY, ARATEFEORB] i%%%tb@%@kbfﬂxé;
EMTE LS.

2—4. ﬁf@%ﬁﬁﬁ@
ﬁé%ﬁr%H%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ@%ﬁ@%kﬂibfﬁtbh%ﬁf@&
<, ThUMMcER IR X 2 FBEHEORELSZT5 Th

El. EEEWEEANTAIRRTIFS v

Mo omoras | %29 X i
T | A Bior (Ai+B) | BUHH

v (& |[BelGIR | snmosnas
"m_ [ & | BBy a@ﬁﬂﬁ@"q‘—;é“ﬁﬁ
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B % B BE

55 LBBCELORD. BB RN HE RS A K DR W %)
HeEErb5E2 5o 23, —cix TR (transfer) | L L Tabh T
LTI S OEBROREE, BE, H5FEKT % B\ FRIEIBE
(true discrimination training: TD) & JE4-fbi/bIIEE (nondifferential
reinforcement training : ND) #1772\, Zhdieg 2 JifEoRBK T TD
FIHERECRE TR BTS2 LTRSS, O, BELL
T, BEDE, FAFEOEEL H-bh225, TD, ND offhni kb
B RIBENEAYEE T 50T, ERCETAEBHENRNLTS. O
&0k DERMER (selective attention) | L Ebh B L DT, O Lt
B BRTICH LTS HEIEE Shiciebil, MoRTees3 2
TERIhCS WETAIET, FIHOMIEIND>T DR2BEHE X o
THEEIh5D., —F, T4RAES (general attentiveness) | 13, » 5%
T3 % LR 23 L DR ITE D 278 BB DR ITTIExE L T & FIHE I
HWERIRDHLEE2DLDT, HIHOMIETD>NDERZBEFRIZL T
TEIh T 5.
EE A ORRIER S D HBAITH LRI DL S,

IRORBETE, FLIRRELTC2EDOFE Ay, Ae AW TTDE
IND DI RATIe - 7o, H2IE L THORTOFIH B & ok
(A1+:B) 1= X % BRI LT (B &% Av5BE Tkt
(extradimensional) ##, (A,+B.) 0o%a ikt (interdimensional)
BB LTINS, RBEC BRI ETORICGENLTD, NDCHhEIRS,

Honig (1969) &, ~tr &AW TRIECHEBOFIET, AZHREN A,
»EEX B ¥ A LOEEHRLELT, TD>ND OEFRELZE NS,
Thomas & (1970) @, ARTHXEROEE, BRTEELETHRTHE
EBROFETLRAROBRALLNS. o
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¥, THOZFRBETLC, F1IHETBRITTOE—FIBIBELZ T
W, 2P CARTCOND AR TDIIERY L, *OBBRITTORB
(CGR% BT 5 2\ 5 MAROERL 55, = OHA TS Honig (1969)
b ERIE, TD>NDOBFRZHE W5 (Honig, 1974; Turner & Mack-
intosh, 1972). -

TDAX b BRI B HA 2 %583 58k & L, Hall & Honig (1974)
X, BROREZHACTRO LS diB 2Tk, 22 TRREH b
AWT, ARTEZERFEORILT, BRILE>F 1 LoBREEL, E£13
famult VI-EXT (TD) & 3%84%, mult VI-VI (ND) &3 584
ETRBRITTCORICABIETD OIS, 51 J1E4 mult VT-
EXT & mult VI-VT & L#d oMo kE Ca A EiE-Ex ik
HELTWS., VTAY Y . — A T CRGHAERED TEVCEND, Hib
FRZ v CRER L CTHR IS KA —BORRIRE - L CiiETs
23, N DTz ORI 35 b TR Flloncd, Bk
L TCORBERHELHT 5%, LRIBL 5.

NHRBRTIE LI EE 2IE L TRITOE L DINFEL T b s.
FB1IBWTAKTOTDERINDOFIEEE L, 523 cBRITDOFRY
IEETIo, ZORORIEHOEELZLETEL0THS. (B2
R 1IFORNH L ER L THEGFBEELB VIR THER DXL
»5). |
Eck & Thomas (1970) iZ~ 2 HWT, ARTEXEBEHEOHEE, BKRT
O ETLHRTHERERZ TV, B2IHOFEEREXTDEND
DETHE LI LS, UOLLETDOHBRERBESHTH -1 D
HIE LI TROBE RN THRHEEHELERLFE (TDH) 2,
E2IToENATHHEY—BiRd L EL DN, SRMERYS
FT5EETHD. FEOHERIT Eck & (1969), Shermans, (1977) &
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THRDLR, ARTLEBRILETER VT 4 BREIBETEIR IR
BWTHUERAHREIR TS (Thomas &, 1971). o
—F, BIRWEEOIE S Mackintosh (1977) 1%, N D TH¥ENE
haz ki, ERENBETHHBLSOBRE BRI B X % 8 L%
B (blocking) TH 5 LFHB LT3, B%, TD Ccaofbisibic X » ¢
Fe Rl AR BB e 32 TR o0 L, N D e Il
W& AR HFETHSRENE L PRABECHEIEOTFTHMELEERT 5 DT
BBE LI ' : AT LA
I hERET S e, Newlin & Thomas (1978) i~ b VT,
22 IR BB OBAT L BT T/ E LR WHERR T 2 F e X
D, B1IREE 2 IMOBRERBAL LI/ Lal, REHNHOK)
REAHLHIT, NDTRETORBMITTEX T 2 RBAFELTED 5 &
WO ERNERYXRT HEmEHL Tw5. j o

4, Hﬂ%%TH%1%ﬁﬁDﬂ%ﬂﬁ#%2ﬂﬁ®$%ﬁFK%ﬁ%
R EA O A i&iéihfb Z) (Sutherland&Andelman 1967; Waller
1971; 1973). | |

mﬂ%%@mmkﬁmh%%%fﬁ% DT, H1HETARTD
#%%ﬁkv %2%%1 hrB&m@ﬂﬁ#EE&%#ﬂbkbfﬁ
mEhs. = OBOERBRT, TD&ND@%EID% TD&%lﬂﬁ
2o bl RO BN TR s BaANE.
hanawm&i A&m%ﬁ@@%(m$,ﬁ )iBMm%é%
(mmm 551nm) L, %1%%% ﬁbﬁtﬂﬁﬁ&ﬂﬁbkbﬁ%ﬁ
ﬂﬁ)k%ABﬁﬁmf@ﬁkﬁm%h?&Lf%FLt %@F%ﬁ@
@%@&mf@TDﬁ @%&mf@ﬁﬂﬁ®ﬁﬁ%bﬁﬁ?ﬁfbé
AﬁmaBﬁm®%ﬂ)74ﬁ£k5%AV%m¢ﬁ%# wﬁhfb
5. CM%&memmmwm)@AF%W%%&L%&E@%ﬁ#B&
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HEAFBERCT, TDHIHHBOLBE YT - Tnb. ZOBRE
1 IR DRI DRI TH - Th, HEFEDH H BIRIL T OIS
WEEBREL WS B, BT 2BEERNOBEERICHTS
HE (Miles, 1970), EXAFOWEAICTT25F (vom Saal &
Jenkins, 1970) 7¢ & CLRHIBRIED BTV 5.

B, SREgsESsEs (Willner, 1978), B#KIGHEK (Leyland &
Mackintosh, 1978) R\ THFHIEFREBBEZI R T 5. ,
PRIEZROBE, 8 1 I ofEE (Johnson, 1970), Hl#maE (Johnson
& Cumming, 1968), fRIEEOH HE (Mackintosh, 1965) &35
LA, 2 THMS b BRITOMMBECKE TS (Feldman,
1975). %7, -t TR, HERNROBEERSCR T LM, ¥
FOIESR X v < (Chase, 1968), HIREFIMAITH BIE &L BERIB T
EHE % (Farthing & Hearst, 1970) &\~ 5 B & 258
BDLRTE. | ~

T Of, FLUWEEFF v ELT, Robles & (1980) I 32D HiEL
%% BT, Mackintosh (1977) DRBRGEEX R L. 2 TIZA
REEROEE, BRERELETS | BER RTHESR) Rofic,
551 ITE, * 1 O EESH B RN L TG99 5 R V5
BERT, £ > CTDENDORBETk-E b, AhoRT
b, BXREARCE T, TD>NDORGREBLAL. ZORERE,
SEORE - BRER © ThTb BHTETSHS. Lona I Ao
TD (S*TD) & 3%TRDTD (OTD) DB T, MZEOTA L v
o te. EREERORAMA TR, EROBE ORTHRHHE BT S
Hf% T 51, SPTD<OTD OBIEA TR I B TTH B, T,
Newlin & Thomas (1978) [k, 2BNERLIHTLAIRREETZS.
L L S*TD>OTD 237383 % DI Ehich Tidis. 8 1 I o)
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WA TCO R TCHHE L 180 5 O 57 b (EfEE 3 S*TD=0TD &
75%), 811D S HENEh L RRICHIET B RIBK TS O U]
HWaxi@Dds LBbhb.
3 kbbb |

iﬁ@,@ﬁ@ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ®ﬁh®ﬂﬁmiofﬁﬁﬁhfbéﬁ,
BB EIRRRI BRI E L<o TEE] aHETI2ER IO W CHE L
o TR, FOBRE, (1) HHO BE LTS OME, Q) BEOR
{EF LFEV O ERTWRIBORME, (3) LD T B - TR DR,
(4) B S B H S > D HBOME, O 4 SOBEN DI
X Thic. 205b, (2) DEWHHERT BT, Zhbk HET5
BEmAUSR E LT, TampyEE] (Thomas &, 1971) & TERANER
(Mackintosh, 1977) »3& % bhT\%. Newlin & Thomas (1978) %o
HEEN D, WHCAHRERIIS . BED Robles & (1980) D#ies
CiY, FREEOEBC ST - TO 2 dOBEEIEE ST 5. b,
(1) BURIRES DRI & W TR R DORIBA & OBERC I\ TH R T
LY, TERERD 28<. —75, QFNFEREORB DR b0
RORTCEBRNC LT B R, [BEMAYRHAE (active enhancement) |
R EE2BHLDTHS.

filhee X, X9&L ORRNLEROEFRILERILIE > FTH
v, E5 LIeHT, E0biEZDNE Sy 2 EEHT5 2 & CABO
UL Lo o L

1 ow, RIBATORMBETS . Hall & Honig (1974), Jenkins &
Harrinson (1960), Van Houten & Rudolph (1972), Wagner & (1968)
EDEBRTIIL TERTTORBO LB TisbhTkb, RIEMOMKE
MR EIRNEEY YT AR L - T\W5. LaL, Miles & Jenkins
(1973) wHihbhd X o, Tk 2R L CEBEEZHT A LT
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i\ REEOKBEAIIECT 5 Rz, RTHORIMEE 2 5~
XThY, ThICIEERIBUECOREIEL A > TR
SRLERBBHETHS 5. UL OORBKTTORIEN & ORE
g - felh, MORTHIBREEEER T2 02 KRBT L2 &
WX oT, FIEOBBNECEETS L) HERMRSETE LS.

it,ﬂﬁﬁﬂ@%mbaﬁwhfmﬁbﬁm®m,F%EJ@%%T
%%. Robles & (1980) T, MIBMEHMIBILIRAIEEL L Th~
Bh%ﬁ,%5ﬁﬁfﬁaht@mm%GWﬁ%@%@@%ﬂ%kﬁ@f
F7s<, ORI S DFEC X 3 L EflERT L HEL T 5.
%%, Newlin & Thomas (1982) 12, ISR+ 2 KK L LD
TR MR s I8 (excitatory stimulus control) &, bEBtOHE X
I 5 TkctEI# (dimensional stimulus Control) 1 i, FhEhEE
C3F D BT e fE R T L T B & RNTW B, Bllb, B Il
BoE R L ES, BERE S B X > THEShD EHEL
o BT, EAREMBE IR R AL, BT D b OROLKEH
FBOBIHTF, BRI D4 a BE L T\ S RS bR X
5,
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