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Schedule-induced Behavior in Humans

Kaname Mochizuki

The intermittent presentation of food to a food deprived animal
has been shown to result in the appearance of a class of behav-
iros collectively referred to as adjunctive behavior or schedule-
induced behavior. Within the animal literature behaviors such
as polydipsia, aggression, pica, excessive food consumption have
been classified as schedule-induced. - While schedule-induced be-
havior investigations have been extended to include the study
of human subjects, the procedure and the way of data analysis
in human studies have usually differed from those in animal
studies. The schedule-induced studies in human are critically
reviewed in this paper and following problems are pointed out.
(1) Arbitrary definition of the operant behavior and the rein-
forcer in thé human studies. (2) The lack of assessment for
schedule performances. (3) The use of inappropriate control
procedures to assess the baseline rate of behavior. (4) The rela-
tionship between the inter-reinforcement interval and the amount

of schedule-induced behavior was not clear,
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0. 24— LEEHETE

5 1 {78} (operant behavior) 12, FBIOREE & Lk U T
FEROBR X WEHEST bR, MEBEIWITEHTHS. EREYHIRT
BMETEHRLE LD, RAVEBELEELLD, 2H#-YELLD,
BB VT AR, T0EQXART Y VTHTHS. T oF
7V FTEIOEREESS, RIEHECHRMMR -2 -3, FKikEHEk
ORARIZ X hELLEESN B, 25 LRIGEMLOBE GRAIM) 13,
B LA 2 o — (reinfox_'cgment schedule). & M, IFIEhhMEE
DAr YL -nE, TARFBCRETHERARL, EROT B
(the experimental analysis of behavior) ODFE/FFET —<=DOE D
LIt T 5.

AT, BIEAY Y a—n3AT Y MTH, 2% Y EOTECHE
LCBILF AR SR 5 X 5 B0, SREESER S — v R BRI
HH3 5 & A (Ferster &. Skinner, 1957), B8{tF 2 BE S TU e
WITE—BIEA 7 O o = LR EBROTE O ERBECH LT R E
WERYRET. t0X5%, WhEBRIEAY Y- L ORFAE LTAT
LETED S B, WA Y ¥ 2 — A X » TEREESHENT 258, &
WA ¥ o — L E5EMETTE) (schedule-induced behavior: SIB) & igi3h
1v5m“%tbu%@@%m%mvfﬁ&bhtﬂ%?m;mﬁ&ﬁﬁ
(schedule-induced drinking or polydipsia: SIP) & (Falk; 1966;
Christian, Schaeffer, & King, 1977), X278} (schedule-induced ag-
gression: SIA) 7% (Azrin, Hutchinson, & Hake, 1966; Looney &
Cohen, 1982), ft3ky7z SIB OFIE LR TR D, Mic b HREE b
BB Ay ¥ o — % — KR9I5 b3 5178y (schedule-induced time-
out) ® (Azrin, 1961; 81, 1993), 5 , + DiRE L (King, 1974), B&
(Wetherington & Riley, 1985), ERLRBL X ENDEANE (pica) 7x
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P (Freed & Hymownz 1969 Roper, Edwards, _& Crossland 1983),
@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ&éhfué o R
=0 SIB RO E SERBCREIN, o, b MokLThE
BOTE SIB L LCREAT B L BESh TV 5. 2 ORILTR,
e bREBRE L LTbhie SIB IEORBLYEEL, KXo
ERTH - FRIE R R BRI LIt DI RE L, B e
b SIB BROSEOREMIC OV TRERYRA B &L?é m%ﬁﬁ
ifkﬁiﬁhtbb@ﬁBﬂ%%%lhfkbt PERS B S Lo,

L EPORT Y = FHEMETE
1.1 ZB1T7E) |
BERc3, SIA 13 SIP K\ CEEAHENRS b, #Eg7 SIB
D—2LEZ B?/L“C\n B. E’i}%%ﬁgtﬁ%?@, 2 i SERBEHDOAY
Sa—nd SIA ORFAKE SN, BLAY S o — 2 OMEL B
¢, MRBICHBIETRRFT 5o e SIA REDOURE+HEMETHS
EDRBLIAC IR TS, b OBRTIE, —EHMHBLAY O a -1k
s oteth, A%y a—AREECE LS AT 2 30R5E, T
b bEEFEENERITE) (extinction-induced aggression) DELPFFRED

HHEIC T > TV B | |

Gentry (1970) ZSEER 16 4% BEE A\ CRBEHOER LT
ot BRI 3 oD VvA—L 3 o AWHRRIh, 1 DUvS
— ~ADREIL L — 7 v (token) BRI X Y 'B‘ﬁﬂ:&ht.‘ b e 7 VI B
RbodL* v 7 s —RERELTHB/TEL. H 2 VA-RBHB V-1,
BEBRRNRZDOVA -2 BET AL, 1L IEOABH LS 1 K0 ARLETIT
SBfFr L. # 8 OVA-IHBRLA—T, TOVA—REETS
L, B 1 ROARAELELBIEL Lie. 0L 5 HBEDS L CE 1
Vol — el (continuous reinforcement: CRF) 2% ¥ o — A &

(131)



L FDAY Y 2 — AHEETE

e

. | - HEED
1979 (&L

Bis  BEsaeaB  ERE 277 @
Allen & Butler fRE-ADEIX. K34 Ry s ¥y E
1990 R | vD1F
Clarke et al. 1977 fAOE)X A » z:i —%3
Cherek 1982 WUE BA REVEL B
Doyle & Samsdn K e /*/7/12:. j:”%"i Ary b=y &

1985 » — L — e ¥ Vi — AET
o — L DIEEL ¥3)
Doyle & Samson € — vEERT | B Aey by 3ok
1988 V=
% DR

Fallon ef al. 1979 fREfkodEjx. A Ny 7 ¥, =
, - ) BE : vDl3F
Frederiksen &  A~OEE  WRER  L<-3l%  %T 58
Peterson 1974 = — :
Gentry 1970 WE « JEWMEBY YRR vA-glE. . Bk
o NE#RE ' ' ‘
Granger et al. . —AER. 458 F 3L M&M
1984 BOEE - i
o [ ’ .
Harrell 1972 5= emcy Krs S7EE we

T .
KacShanof et al. KERH - AEREE  =-—-FEE b2
197 , : r . -
Kelly & Hake  T(E « JFOCBH) BTFEE 7 751 5d
1970 o fTE) _ : , ,
Lasiter 1979 thoE)x N - BEEERL k&
Muller et al. R N vAaA=glE K&
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1/4 73 PRP £
th

e e IB ¢
A Pa—v  N=ASALY SIB $HE 2\ O%E’? o % B
VTI10s, 22.5s, BTy —Li HECDIIMLE
45s, 90s w35 BrRic g
FI120s ¥ — 50— BL i~ FI
NSO YT THEERBEM
AERBCE
FI30s, 60s, L FI120s Gk 70% @ puff 73
120s, 240s OF USRI IR g1 1/3 10
S -t
FI30s, 60s el FI30s5f < FI60s Al o —
BN, E2VE DRRHBET
Bl ORKET TeBRE ST
: BOMORE
KLk
FI30s, 90s L .~ FI30s#: X b FI FI9s CILa¥E
. 90s FENEEE 1/4 CHREED
b g’ﬁ‘o Yol L Ay
FT30s W ' — s 4f7E)L 3 BL PRP Hhil
L ) gm&%%m% Y (o n
. n -
CRF—EXT Ay . —n EXT CHERN —i
s LOWRRE  Hn
mult CRF. . EXT REE BUEEHBIELsS
EXT Inliehots
FI30s, 60s, 90s FR1 - 378 & % FI —8
S 60s 7~ 90s TE
RO UFEIE]
FR200—EXT /gL EXT rh 81T
CipN =i
FI15-120s, . A% .—A FI90s THEAD ZEF 0 PRP £ break & run
EXT e LofREE wUSsRBIGR ER E’J%?F:Euaﬁe
: o3
FR200—EXT _ 7cL -~ - 7/9 7 EXT T
BRI S
VI, FI, FT90s #L FI ‘¢ PRP # FI < IRI #%
o ) B, VI Tik— o g
- bR
FI120s AP a—A 1/4 3\ Fl T
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Muller et al. Sxmb L BER S By
1979 (28 2) RO - -
Nation & Cooney TR « FBCRE) K%k . wmo FIEMF  #od
1982 o L ~f
Porter et al. 1982 {2&0)@]% . a 5, 6 FodL M&M.
— A&« BFE
meaaLwM oz agﬁﬁm@% EIVEY S
Spiga ef al. 1986 MBI« L. Kgk  ERESENS
MmER & .
Todd e al. 1989 éﬂmﬁ?am oRERE T
Wallace & Oci  (50BIE BEFORA - Ry
Yg%lace et al. Ro#hx kA 3L Fazi— b
yg’?élace & Singer (KDEjX « BE .j("%”i | Ky —a?
Wallace ef al. OB ki Amylwy R
1975 | Vb — B
%
(1) Eﬂ&Lfﬁ%ﬁkﬁﬁﬁk5xbhbﬁﬂ%éﬁﬁbk PEsT, B
Lie.
(2) RRBIER T ¥ 2 = ABRBWBRTHAEAILR{LHRER (IRI) RO
- T5,

(3) Z#/g—w#%ﬁéhh%k%ﬁéhbﬁﬁ?&ﬂLEO%w?&,%
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Ay Pa—n 2—=AFA4y  SIBEE Z{B ‘@;F%(ﬁ?? 2&%1'”%
FT6s, 40s, 80s A# . — FT BElAS0Z PRP &b |
el —i% gim, T _
CRF « PRF (4 7xL CRF iy EXT
HERAAT) A2, PRF %
- B CH
FI30s, 60s FR1 @jgmﬁﬁé,
‘ ~xmL%®'
&%,%Fm
1/2 cH§m
FT60s T—7%F TR FT T
. S8R
FT & BL o3%
EREYD
FI90s LH1s AbPa—A RI, Fl R
FI90s LH1s L PRP 1z ff & IX
8. O3 FI
#H» PRP b8
piji! :
mult FT12s L 5/6 ¢ EXT 4/6 »3 EXT o
EXT OWEMRFT L 5« 5L 2 50T
b 380 T
FT60s —¥5 REHILFT T
‘ ‘ BEYEM
F160s X#Q;—ﬂ'FIﬁﬁoﬁ%
s LOIREE A3
FI8s, 60s, F— 7% OB x i3 FI
120s, 300s ¢, %L {"E'h_lrl:ﬁ <
{ %E%Fl
¢kﬁ :
FI5s, 60s 7— 7%JE< BL < FI5s <FI

~ 60s DIETHIN

R BRETAERSh, BREhI S REShIHEL, (4] LR

ﬁ&,%maﬁfoﬁbﬁbﬁﬁmbhfma%émm,%%ﬁﬁ*@%ﬁ%ﬁ%

BEIC—ECERTAFROR-A54 v [~ LERLRE,
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xp,%@%s[mbhafxvya—»%—ﬁmmmf(ammmm
EXT) i@t Lin LIBEHRORIRY A — 0 RIGHER, 81 1A—
CHIEA 7 ¥ o — AR BAT B DT & AR B AR S o 7.
4ﬁjﬁwﬂmwn&PaawnﬂW®ﬁdﬁU(%ﬁ@@lG%%ﬁ%
%Kmb %k%#/;rwﬁﬁfrwé& RN A LT (hit)
ﬂ%%TLtb&%ﬁibfL% BEST EMxvy;—»ﬁﬁfﬁﬁm
B> THHEL, CM?@ﬂﬁkmébt#ot.:@%&f@ﬁi~w%
®A%CBdWEW)LﬁLT w%%ﬁ B, BHEBLYTLbI5Ck

s TTe, |

Kelly & Hake (1970) 13, EQBILAY ¥ o —A EFF LT F~vE
[3&6meawﬁmmﬂx%9;¥wé%ﬁb,ﬁ%®%kf@,@%
RIGOHMESHBICR D2 L BEL TS, COEROFBRE L 14
minh 18 BOBTHE 9 4T, BHRED / 75 EFIG% 200 Ec 1 @
DEETHERER L TR LE (% (fixedratio: FR) 200 = 4
s ). COECELAY U2 —A EEFLT, 1 HHFET 68dB 0%
IR S h, ﬁ%%@@ﬁﬁm%?é kf,_®?i%¢% »H5
WCIRKORRE L AREMT 5 Z £ CE o, MRESUG DO 1D iZHF LA
Xy AL, %kﬂy%vf-RFwGZOﬁ%ﬁéh %%%ﬁ&%%
CRIGLUTLRERZE#T 5 LA TEL. ﬁmx&/l—»#FR@ﬁ
i, TREBZAA %%#Lflﬁﬁf%fb,»bw%ﬂoﬁfm&m
o tehl, Ar Y. —nEHEECE xékﬂbw%ﬁot@ﬁﬁrﬁgb
QL. = ORI Harrell (1972) @, jCaLﬁzéf%E%%é§é:L,ﬁ_gég%ﬂf
%%%éht.HmnM(wﬁ)0%%Tmﬂ%w&ﬂ0%§%ﬂﬁéh,
AFir 201bs (9 kg) DIITIEEIT S 2 FAR LT, EEHMFIL
25 1bs (1 11.3kg) LI EDBREDORIEA, BWEETEL S EATER
7. Zhix 1.51bs (% 680g) OHTIEEIT A LAE vV « A o, FIL L
5ENERIG L BT 5 LEBVWRIETH D, Ay Y. —AHEECES L,
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BRI BT REBCES 2 L 2R L TCWWA. Fi: Nation & Coo-
ney (1982) 13 OEHEFHE VT, HEHF ORBYKIG ORH SR
B, FICETTBREAr ¥ 2 — A OBEIC X D ¥D X 5B k3 50
wHisr L, CRF L E el (partial reiforcement: PRF) ¢, o
BUOHED ORI EXBELT 5.

12 KA

SIP 12 SIB O TRIUCHEEINCEETH Y, B TORIEHIT
BB DIE S, SIP X7 A a— Ltk LT 2RYEREDETLE L
<HEE & (Falk & Tang, 1988), & P B o7 42 — L ERBHC K
% SIP D@L fTlebh T 5.

Kachanof, Leveille, McLelland, & Wayner (1973) 1342458 D ABEEA
27 &% EEEL L, TR (Fixed-interval: FI) 2 7 & o — A dhd gk
Bl L. TOERTIR, HREO= - P25 RECHLT, —&
OB T r— 7 VAR R I, REATIE -7 v e=2 )3
— o« A5 A (token economy system) BEHEINTEDH, P —27 ik
RPN CEEORE L LTUERATE . ERECITGKBIEL BN, B
23 KRR S LA TR BIEAr ¥ o — VR RS T RS
HEBREOPCHE LICREBE—-AF 1 v (baseline) &1L, thi&
BIHKERHET AL, BILAYr - A 2BATEE 7T 45 2 40
R CHKEIIE LM L. Fo FI Ay v o —10fEx 15 #
i 120 HEcEfbx e 5 &, Fllss 2vh FI90s Zcofix, FI fED
BRI AL TEOKE L3N L, FI90s » 5 FI120s offcix, FI {Eaik
XL B ONTERKEZFA LR, #HKELHB{CHEERE (interrein-
forcement interval: IRI) DI, Wb} 23 U 2R ORI D 5
Nz, Granger, Porter, & Christoph (1984) 13#5a#ic 4 BOEEBR
2 ZEFA, F-HWLEEEY FI1 A7 Y- A TFgar—1+ M
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& M) CTL LT, EBRFP DKL (V2 —R) OERELXHEIE LA, FI X
YU a—NOfER 30, 90, 120 Bk 3 Bl EL B L, FIELY
= — ADERE O LM U FHOBEMRIRD bh, EHEIR FI60s 7
WU FI90s ctHEAk%mL7E. —F Porter, Brown, & Goldsmith (1982)
3.5, 6 BB 4 ZaWERECA, FI30s & FI160s A7 o —A%ff
T Granger ef al. (1984) L iR OER % 1T - 72, FI30s & FI60s
WHDEETCRF X 0b v . — AQERE #IN L 5kRE T 1 K120
THho- 1. '

Fallon, Allen, & Butler (1979) 1%, K%4: 17 {4 #HBZICHL, A
» 7% » T (backgammon) O — AHZ i U B 8E & S kDB X 2l
L. ERT, dEkEomE s -7 vy, 1 FHTc0e s
—ABEHFCET IO LT, HEEHTRFIFNEREN DR L
RILCr — s oDl BWBRECIE X - 20BBOWMETHL] L5
%o DBFRNEZ bR, ¥ — 2 0FR, EBRCRERBIE (bW
B [&L B 2MTicy, HBREN T VA T 2REEES 30 Bicits k)
BIELE. COXSREHETTD, AFy 7ETLERSEKOEREY,
LERBC Y — 2% TR B LR T 5L, KB LCERSMETILE
ECEREN#EM L. Allen & Butler (1990) i Fallon ef al. (1979) &
FEOFEHRLZAV, HBREO T VAHEY 1 FECEH I, TOFHE
A 10 £, 225 5, 45 5, 90 B LT L& 8T. FOER, KEHHE
WMERERC Y — 2RI BACHENERCHEMLLY, v/ RBFs
EREOBICITETEOBERIIRD bl o7, i Wallace, Singer,
Wayner, & Cook (1975) iz vt a—& ¢« F—aRDAR , b=
v oo = n% B, FISs & FI60s 24 &0 —A D4 LT, KEHOER
B HEOBEOHEXRE LA, KEYOEREIC OV TIIEMAAER
Hohich s,

Doyle & Samson (1985) |3 k%4 46 B #BREBCH VT, K, 7=
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—AERACT, K, Tra—-azgEFhvwe—-nr, ¥=10 3 EEHOKY
oW SIP BELZLENERRIE Lc. BREBEZ2 V. —% ¢ -
LERDRA® o b=V v e F— B {Tle 50, ZOBEL FI30s A5\
1% FI60s 12§t » Tl S h T e, K> e BR T, BRERT7 7
v B —DWROHUBFOBRE | BRI, ERUMEC 2 7 » 7 —DRAELRT
ote. E—ADEBTCIE TE—- 1 OROHETOME | Th 3 E&ETF b,
ERERIC—ERBO Y — AR RAT. EBT FI30s #3%R%BRT 570
—7&, FI90s 2% &3 % 7V — 7 OB OEMEEYE (group desi-
gns) Tfifebh, WEHEOHOEBRENLKE I/, LOKR 3 BEHOK
#&Tie o, FI30s Bk b d FI90s BEOFHNEBIREN S - 10D,
FEARCERREVNRD BRICDR, KOBERTTH I, £DHE Do-
yle & Samson (1988) iz & MBEDFHRE T, € =127 x AT FI30s
& F190s ToOEREDEE LT\, FI90s Ho v - L ERENERC
vz &R LI, Doyle & Samson (1985) TiiKiex LT LAAETUY
ote SIP A, ZOEBRTIZE—AFHLTLEELZRR2WT,
Doyle & Samson (1988) 13, (1) = DEBROHFHERZ O FH HE OKBEL
Zhote. ) [€—-ADOWREHN | Of B CTERINCEL 5 -1 OEY
L. kD 2 GEEHBL VLS.

1.3 S&EOEE - EZETE) ' -

v MuERE L Lic SIB M Clx, HHE08iE (body movement) %
%% [E 5778 (ambulation), B&\ (grooming) 7 FMNEEOXSE L X
5. Wallace et al. 1975) a2 v . —& o« ¥F—2RXDAw , b=
Ve =AW X B &, FIbs & FI60s A5 v o —ADFT
%, WBEOFEELETHESEML, £ ORE X F160s 04 FIbs
IOREL, F—a%fThhbi PREEHCBETIER] OFTT —
TaE KT, Flbs XYL HEDEE 1T I 7. Wallace &
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Singer (1976) %, XEME% 1 B 8 B>, —ERHEBICRERL,
MExXBWTWARBRBEOFERDOEIELRE L. RERORRNEHRE 81,
60 #», 120 £, 300 B T2 &, TheWIS L THEXENTHE L
& LU7:. Clarke, Gannon, Hughes, Keogh, Singer, & Wallace (1977)
L, H—H—= e ¥ =2 FI 25—V BBAL, ¥— 2Dl — L%
HTAHEFAERTWBHE LY, ¥~ 2hOFRHEOEENLE D
ZEERE LI ERBRic TREFEL O ciihic Allen & Bulter
(1990), Fallon et al. (1979), Porter et al. (1982) 1Z8RATE) & FERG,
HEZEITHRELA AT 2 -V OBAR I VEMT 2 L2HEL T
%. &2 Granger et al. (1984) 1%, FHoghx & IRl it U
FEROBMMPE DILDC E &R L. Lasiter (1979) 13 ke 4 L L
LT, FI =72 o — A LEHR (variable-interval: VI) 27 2 . —A D
LETCOHEDOEEETEL, D IRl F-COMMBEE S fivRdi. &
o1, FI Tiisi{bR_RE# (postreinforcement period: PRP) iz
£ L TEUBEANED b, VI Tk IRl ficzigBEc o/ L
T

- —%, FI LERsR (fixed-time: FT) R4 & o —ADFCOHEX[ED
& HE L1z Muller, Crow, & Cheney (1979) DEEETIT, KZEAEDH
BB AAP1HE00 FI TCELOHEEVTEHOEMEY R Lics, fi
DOWERE I L OB E B (moderately retarded) DERIR 1Y, A7 o o
— A DEAR L B X E D TEOMBINE BE TR 7. ¥ Prior,
Wallace, & Milton (1984) %, %% (hyperactive) {HEDH % BE L&
BREWEL, Ayrv.—-A0DEEALLD, BREOHEOEZ IIHEML
7o, SEEROFHRTIIAY O o —LVEADYRIIENCH-T &%
HEL T35,

- LA Y Yo — A LEETEI OB R RE LS, Wallace & Sin-
ger (1976) £ Cherek (1982) = X hf7lsbn T\~ 5. Wallace & Singer
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(1976) 12 ERKMEL 120 B E e 8 BT o8BR L CHREZCEI S, F
DED #23 2 %557 (puffs) FEY, ERCHBELHBE LB
T ORER, FRICRERRR IR 5481k 12 4% 11 LOHERE T,
WU 1T B) D R E B M0 580 e, Cherek (1982) DB TIL,
AEVELRIEE FL A7 9o~V TRIEL, 2770 =M ER 30 B,
60 B, 120 B; 240 BLIELSeFe. 52 si TR FI120s TR
7%%? U, IRI L ot U SBOBFAHR S e Elelfko 70%
o puffs 75 IRI DEE 1/3 ORI R LT . .
4#55]&7‘5: SIB. 0){5]& LT, Spiga, Zelchner & Allen (1986) ihﬁ?‘;:o
Liﬂ%&%ﬁ&%#/;/w®%%€@ﬁbkﬁﬁﬁ%é T ORERT
1% Holland (1958) i< it » TEBRIR IG5 v b FEHIC AL, F190s
& ELEF b .(randomfinter_val-: RI) 90s 2 7 ¥ 5 — 40 %\ﬁ DERIRRIC K
ESHERIE L. WEShc AR, R ORK MER S
T, ZhDOBEDEE A r Y o= & ORIGBIRL B Shic. 20O
#2, RI L FI T3 PRP C—Ris BN E L, S FI i
IRP%@@%@%M,ﬁEQ@L%&&# &Bht.tyu

2 E |~o> SIB EHE(D#%%H’E

- F%Fﬁb e SIB. ﬂ%k@ﬁ%%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁi& Ltﬁ?‘ﬁ&ﬂﬁ:, %(D%%ﬁ%
KSR BB, Thike PR 200 bAE LS BRI
$BL0OTH B, BYERONR L OHBRE LTI S BEORE LT
B PRCR b ¥ O SIB REOFHLOMBRE 7 — X ORE RO
W, B L oo . 0

2.1 R&EyTa=—jLEFOEE .. . N AN S PRSI E
CH RS Y RATENT, R IR (discriminative stimulug) s AT VR
Rt » i{bF (reinforcer) 7575 %: 3 ZEMEHAE  (three term - contin
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gency) X WEZEINS. 05 bARF v FRIGEBIELTOREKREYHE
FELTWADR, BIbRATy v o —ATh5. SIB ORI, HEBRENR
bR 2= EBSh T3 o EDRKERTH Y, Fokdii, £
BSECET oA =7 v S RE SR TV B LRRBETHS. &
ST, BEBETF LAY ¥ o~ MO TR ML 5. E 1L, b b
» SIB BROEEYELDILDOTHSD. COEMID 25V K
Bl TBILFL TRrva—n] OERSR, -ORNCEFRTHHITH.
. o |

“Clarke et al. (1977) DEEBETIL, F—h — 5 — ACBRILA > 2 — 1
PHIAEN TS, BBREBIR-I — 7 —2cBiml, 120 BEECH
HOFNE T 5 L5 CHEleSd 5. HTTE, “hi FI120s A7
Ca—nERBLTWS. BAOFENE S T 2EMEREL A7 ¥ 2 -1
BELTWAHZ EMbHRIELT, 0BELBE THHOBCKS] =&
BT EERL TS Lb. L LEREZASDOENRE - TL 5 X
51t B, ArREETAEIROTHIND, =0ORLAY
Y o — VI RIGIEETE (response independent) A & / 22— ThHv, FI
Tzl FT LEBT 5 & TH%. Wallace & Singer (1976) D 3kpkf
Bl o b, REOMEV 255, - ORBTIL, KEMEL 8
HEETRR RS, HxTlEiv, RERTIh5ET, #BRE—
ERES RIS D wmX Tk hgy FI EEHLTW50, &
DHE L EBREFIEBMEORT LR 5o LI HFET 5 BB
WOTHBHD, EL W FT bT5_%¥Ths. BMWEROF— 5T
%, SIB 2 FI ¢4 FT CTLEUCISRBERTHZLBALRTLD0
B, 2D 2@EXLLAY Y a—n% FT LFABEZ I THE, ToOEE
HARMELZRT 2L OTIERG. LALE 5 LB YAEL B8k,
Preesfin 3B A RS v F RIGRBILTFOERIC 20T, HEEZEI +4
HRE LTI Tt Exflibe s, | :
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ATV - VREOHAD L, ERFRLFHCHRTLI L CESEET
ET5Z N cEs. L LERENFER L-HBETVERCEILTE L
TEBELTWASLEBNEHET 5 2 LB S Cinv. BLFirEsimc
RELRSEDOTIRERL, HIARGKERLLERC, »3ESYRTT
BEVBRIELRYIE LR, LORGORECEMSZD bhige
©, ZUDTEFOEEHBRILT & L TOBIEY B LR IALDT
b5, BWEROBE, WL (deprivation) & s 5 R X » T, R
ki E o BB BT LTS 252 LA TR 5. LinLe b OER-
LR A T 5 & EARAIE e, B BE TR RET 5 LAk
Bl BCERARIEIKEA Y U o — AR BT bh B AT, -
F7 Y REORENOBIETOBRYHET B L b oY, EBE
DB LT, EECHIET & LTl LTV 20 B 2 il 5.
C LRRAEGCE . Ry 7 ¥ vy v ¢ 1 F48»3] (Allen & But-
ler, 1990; Fallon ef al. 1979) & b [H—# —THADEN  FoTL
%] (Clarke et al. 1977) = &, %B7c L o [THEYM LR TESE
L' | (Prior et-al. 1984; Wallace & Singer, 1976) L\ o223, HE
EECBLT L LCBEET 52 L HAe s 0 £ 50, ERSECER
L DETRIC L o TH 5 WAL, BILT L LCHREET 20X 5 0B
bl ¥ — AER R OET 2 RHC S-S 52 & ©, ZORDHK
ARHEDOBE R EPNEMT D, LVOEELOL OIEERERR T
B, FhREDORLEFOMRMERCL VELS SIB LRALHEETS
B LT B, ERCHAShAERLT OBENER Sh T i
Wi, SR | IR

22 RESDa—LeKTr—">R
CEBREARE UL TFOERRCRILT E LTREEL, EREOTEE
HE L T Ewe & 5 BT, KL (response dependent) & &

(143)



& hDAY o — LHERETH

Vam A HOTHRIE U THLYEUTES. BPLES Te F DITENT,
B A 7 2w S VIR B RS (Sensitivity) 2MEL, —BIC AT Y
a2 = ADEIZZTI S W MR TS (FEE - FEBE, 1985): K
BIFEAR Y Vo= O5E, BIEAT Y 2 - APEREOTEHBA L TV
BB, HREOA TV HRIEDREELEDRIEEOZE (Ry v
am e ATy VR) ZEETHILTHBTH LN TES. A
9vbﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁx&y;-»@%ﬁ%%ﬁfh%%ﬁﬁm-ﬁﬁ%ﬁi
I/Q%U)K'}‘/_;f}b(/\_%E@Xb‘/g_—/lx-z\‘7 *—-*?/Xﬁs,'ﬂﬁ-ﬁ"z;
.(Ferster &Sklnner 1957).. _ L .

Lol }‘i\_’ﬁv)ﬁ_ SIB @ﬂ%ﬂi x&/;—-zu -J\yj—vzx
CER LT 553, FISHRIC LHFZE Lig\ . 38 1 ICFIB LA BI%ED
5%, RISKEOMKEICA S & o —r R HCICHBIE 11 k5,
ZDEBAY Vo VOFHRIEFR L T2 D1LED 3 FILLFELL
Ve fES T2 D 3 B DOBIRETIE, AY Yo — A D EERE OTE HIE
LT EEHRT 52 LA c&igw. SIB OFE T, HERE DA~
7/bﬂa#ﬁkxavi—w®ﬁ@% ZFTwHT EDKHRCH 2.
L%%B?,X#/;—wwﬁ%ﬁ%wéhfyﬁb SIERERAT
5.

2.3 «—X74/ c . . . L .

B 51 ﬁﬁ%mxvxa—wG%&TEMLt,&ﬂ%f%kﬁ&&@
KW T D~ AT VRBETH B, SIBPRCST 5N —AT 1 ¥ 0
ERCITE O DHADH % (Roper, 1981). By T3, BB % KRR
AR, #7v PREZIET, BIEAr v -2 3EA LR (H
&, BILFHRT LRV KRR SIB OR=ATA ¥ &F 5 Oh—BH
€H% (Bizid Cherek & Heistand; 1971; Looney; Cohen,: & Yoburn,
1976): - Zh LR LREBCy 2 7 P a2 A BA LR R I 5HEET
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DREX1IECEL, BRAECHAKERS®SHE (massed-reinfor-
cer baseline) i, SIP BgeC/AL AV B TW 5. %7 CRF vz, fE
DINE VAT P a=ERe25f vELTHEVLEEELH S (Carlisle,
Shanab, & Simpson, 1972; Brown & Flory, 1972).

e b SIB HRTOR—RFA vOEIE, FECLEDELELTH
B. BONDERTIEIN—-R 54 YREEIRTWEW. 203 bt
2D L S AERICE 5 B E U BTTE), % b EIB % BiRoE L
LT 5 S0, BIbAY Ua —ARERE ST 3 ER 2 RBAM &
7%: LT\W5BDTHAS (Frederiksen & Peterson, 1974; Harrell, 1972;
Kelly & Hake, 1970; Todd ef al. 1989). L#»LE# <o EIB 2BACiz,
Ay Y o —ARERLRVIREET, SIB OR—~25 4 v llEd s 0%
BTHB1E (Azrin-ef al. 1966), v + @ EIB FRCL Ay Y o —1E
ALIETO SIBEE» BIET 52 £ 23E % L. Cherek (1982) O FE §
A4 VERBEL TV & OEBTIIA Y ¥ u — VEY BRI E
&%, RELLTEHEAr v a—ELREIcH U FR ORGSR L
D ERERIR TS, it IRl FOFEOSHERTT — & L
b1z, RELFEHY SIB LUAKT TR 5+ BiHchs. Lo
LB DR b g, ~—251 v AHESA TV B2 EREE
Lo, S | o |

SIB DR—R54 vEREELTVAPETE, £0ON—A51 v OB
DHFRIEN S 2 L OB 5. Allen & Butler (1990) & Fallon et al.
(1979) D51y 7 ¥ % T VAl o ke BIgRciL, RERERE R0 FcEE
Wy — AT EREEER—ASAL VE LT B, & OREELLIERC
Feakt b, CRF KEMT2LELTVEDTHS). =2
54 v CRF %[\ 52 LCEFERE . Lal, &OERTIEA Y
Vo= ADEASRS L, BRI O L NEE L OMEY - F v T
b, BELRDCEATER, & R RRE SRS,
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#oT, ¥ 2T IEORENFKIE SIB OBGRERET 570D D
R—RFA4 v LTS, BRIy — 22T 5REBET T, T2 ThHS
5. BOLDHRETIE, RRTITRI V2DV —ABADOE T &R
D, ERIBEEREABROT - T MO 0T RN -AFS v E
LT\w5% (Clarke ef al. 1977; Prior et al. 1984; Wallace & Singer,
1976; Wallace et al. 1975). ZHiZA Y ¥ o — A ZBA LI WIREBO N —
A7AVRBEETHVOTHDS. LLBLEFAERL )T -7 &ML
e HRMICI, ERENRE LI BAEAHEIFELR. L LH
HAERC BRCHEAET 2 BLAHEEEE D Bah T b s, BLs T -
FREFARRTT HT LT, ERINCIBEITE R IRILMEHEE L BE
HICEA LT AT S 5. Fhut, +CHE S hi-ERE O
A RET A HELE, eV REREHTHD. 20X 5T
N—A 4V, BYEREOHEEYESICT 51X ) TR, ERER
HEHET 5 L CHEE b DCH B RMIES.

2.4 IRI a SIB ﬁfi@ﬁaﬁia SIB DR 5 | |
_ﬁmxv/;—»kc%tof%ﬁLtﬁE%:ﬂsféakﬂﬁ?é
i, —IC OB T L 5 etk B2 A T 20BN S .
(1) BUbAY L a— L DBEBAR X VBEOTEORERENSE 5.
(2) A7Ya-no IRI 2, ZORBOREOMICE U SmomEs
RT3
{3) %®ﬂ@®%ﬁ%kf@$ﬁﬁ§@%ﬁ%&ék PM’L%¢?
LHERBRD LS. o : - o
zw%aQB%%@ﬁi#éf,u@S%#%ﬁtbfb5&@@%&
Wi, e+ SIB EBROBELNLFIOMEL LT, 20 3 Ho5—x
PHiS CREN TV AMEVED TLIeV. A7y . —Affe SIB D
EOBFGRE2VWTE, 1 20R 7y 2o =~ ELIER U T o BB =
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(Clarke et al., 1977, Fallon et al., 1979; Laister, 1979; Wallace &
Oei, 1981; Wallace et al., 1978), 2% ¥ o —AEEXELIETE, 0
HENTR IO ERNE L (Bl iE, Muller ef al.; 1979; Porter et al.,
1982), Wi DOEASEIBRA HINT 5 & L 23 C R\ SIB ORI fIC DU
TAWHRITR - THBHEFZ I AL, £ @) & B) OF — xH
Hio T BDORMENIC 3 IR TH D (Cherek, 1982; Granger ef al.,
1984; Kachanof et al., 1973). f¢ » CEMHR CORERC B LABE, 1
REMLA Y 0 —A D ET, & b2d SIB #R4E & R HECR LT
213, =0 3FRTEVS ik s, % EIB B LTIz, BiYERT
L @) & Q) wounTtHokT — 2R Tuiawy (ChizEpee b
DOHBHELED 5 LCD, BYFRAORMEETH D). foT, & 1
w5 Flo EIB %28 (Frederiksen & Peterson, 1974; Gentry,
'1970 Harrell, 1972; Kelly & Hake, 1970; Todd et al. 1989) iz, ﬂ;}m
%ﬁ%%%wﬂﬁbtﬁ%&rbfuéa Bz EWRTE B,

5. o SIB FROERESEORD

v PR SIB BRI, IEIFMRWBEDOL L CELU L
RABATETRCETH, BRECERELYERBLTH 5. L LES
o ki, ¢ OBREBYHEEL OB, ERFHRLT - FHHOM
TEWHRL LN, HEEYLERHNT B0 L, T 5. TORED
%213, L EFESREHRORBCH D BILAr oo — 1 ORI e b
LEMWITIIE L RIS LR, b bR ERCHET 5 Ly BARK
7olgh, e b RS ERYEBIMLOR L TWAZ EXENLTHD. L
ML b CORELBNHEORELRE L, %0 SIB BifrRBEs
@étbmm,e»a>$Bﬁ%®ﬁ&%,E%ﬁ%f%x%hh%ﬁ%
E%%%ﬁkﬁoﬁ%%ﬁbmgfﬁé o
_tb%ﬁotnﬂBaﬁ%ﬂLA%%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ®§%ﬁ%&mﬁﬁ%,
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WHOEBCESTEATESEYE - TW5. BAWEE S BETEHOE
It (modification) X D BB 4, TTHRETEN VAR YT Vb (re-
spondent) ﬁi)ﬁ-f‘zﬁé#, ARGV MIETH I ERBY, TOTEY
HEL TV ER A ERT 5083 —BTHSD. ZOEE SIB 2E#E
KEDHZ LT, MBHTEHPVARY TV MIBLL ATV M TE&
SREBERIC T VAT TLATEELEET 52 L2 T 5 (Foster,
1978), Z LT VAHE YTV MEHERH T v Mt L - T SIB »
HENTHETSH 5 2 EARLEBWEROREE (Cole & Litchfield,
1969; Flory & Lickeftt, 1974; Reberg, 1980), SIB & L4 U 5 R3S T
BOBIECRIULDOTHD . . . |

| EBEFIRC R\, v T SIB oXBEAHERIhIC LGS, &
(species) DHETD SIB O—f@H a2 Ry DCEB L. ¥ic, MRy v
A= VOEBERPRTHBA T v VAT BRI, & b LEY
DEITKE e A5 5—H T, EHEEEHECTSHS SIB L
Tik, BEAY Y2 -0, e PLECL, BERCHELRELC
WHEER, b FOBER Y Y L —ATFRCH LW SRR T E 5
BEHD T 5. DAY Y. —ABHROMEEL, A SIB 0RBH
ok —z e Db TRARCER BT —ic b RA RS2
BHEREES B .

W FRIREOBEEFLCNE, FREESREE COAL S
ED SIB PR MBIk B RE A SO IS SR R
LES.
| | | 3 . S
(1) coR@&RTRBIL, [SIB] O (IS @djmctive behay-
ior)], [HRIHIFFEY interim activities), BR\ % [EIKEYFTE (collateral
behavior) | 7e E23B 5. . 2D 5 BT [SIB] & [AHEMNTE] RRABTE L
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- LTI B Z &350 h, ERCRAECERNERLY L OHAETHY;
B, TOBKRTOINARLE VNS D . (Overskeid, ,19'92)‘.: X T
BEZEZDLOETTATL LT BEOHERZNEE,ASHVEEL T [SIB]
EWVOHBERWD L ERT S, EIEREAY Yo - AEEREL L
X DEUHHEEFEMTE (extinction-induced behavior) i) (Azrin, .et
al., 1966), SIB. o &» 5z LieT 5,

(2) “Schedule-induced” DOFRFEE L UL (A7 Lo —AFEREE] 2SHOLRS
&R HBH (BIZIEPE, 1990; A « NEF, 1989), LEFAZETIL [F
F] & 5EEIZBER “elicit” ORZE &Lf%%bf%b ﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁét
’erv/i—wﬁﬁﬁlaﬁbt '

W)‘%ﬁé%ﬁﬁétb,ﬁﬁifurﬁ%th5nﬁ%rtbu%®@%l

OERTHWBZ LT3,

(4) %1@Fx¢/;—»J@%Lm,Emih@ﬁéhfkéx#/l—»%
BEDFERLIEA, & TREENRIGERERRBLA & 2 o — A LY
L ORFERZ TV, ERMERBILA Y ¥ o -4 L EENAV bR
BT, WEIMFOTEHICER LTV 54 DIRBR &b TR,
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