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Resurgence and the Matching Law:
On the Resurgence as Choice Model

Shun Fujimaki

Resurgence is typically defined as an increase of a previously ex-
tinguished target response when a more recently reinforced alterna-
tive response is placed on extinction. In the past decade, many stud-
ies have revealed various independent variables affecting the
magnitude and pattern of resurgence. Some theories and models also
have been proposed to predict the effects of those variables on re-
surgence. Recently, Shahan and Craig (2017) proposed a new model
of resurgence called the Resurgence as Choice (RaC)model. This
model assumes that resurgence can be viewed as the same process
as that governing choice behavior. Specifically, the RaC model sug-
gests that probability of a target response is a function of the rela-
tive values of the target and alternative options according to the
matching law, and the values of options across time are affected by
the relative recencies of past experiences according to the temporal
weighting rule. In this article, I briefly review the general findings of
resurgence and the quantitative model of resurgence based on be-
havioral momentum theory. I then give a general outline of the RaC
model and finally discuss some implications and problems of the
model.
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1. 1FC®HIC

AAETIE, Shahan & Craig (2017) 12X - TS N7z, RISEEIC
B2 L VWETIVIZOWTHHR T 5. ZOETFVIERINMERZ~ v F >~
FEMOBEPHEFL LD LT 2B 2R - TB Y, RUSEEOERIT
BJE7 )V (resurgence as choice; L'F RaC) ETF IV EMIINTWAE. XL
OIZ, BUBEIE L VI BIRIZOWTIRIAT 2 L L b2, ZhETIHL A,
IENTELVLOPOHIBERIZOVTHERISHBATS. 20O, RaC
EFNVDPRIBENDIZE - R IZ OV TltioD, RaC €7 )V % ki
L, SOETIVDOREIZONWTIERG,

2. RIGEEICEAT 5 —MRAVEHMER

WFEESINBUNE, BICARZ AW TIIEA 22 L2 58, 58
ZOLDOBRERORELERT 20T Tlde\v. ZORMBIIAFENEIEL X
U, HESNLRIBDFRA RERIC L - THEBHT 2 L \vw o) EERFEFE)
SOHLNTH L. T LAHERDOUCTHFHBICHEET 23S0 1 27°
PUBEETar A, PUSEIEE, XD iREE THIL S N W72 RUSAHE RS
HIEIZEY, BEIEESNSPFHERT 2L THL L ERSN
% (Epstein, 1983, 1985; Lieving & Lattal, 2003).

— MR ERFREE L, UTD3 74 ATHKSNSE. 724 X1 T
1, BEOMNR L % B E LT 5. 7 oA X 2 TS % 1
L, RESEELT 5. 724 X3 TRESEHEET S, ORI,
QUGS AU, FUSEEAME L7 2 &1l 5. DibEdmd &
CHWOHNLFRRETH LD, WODDEESHFHELTWE. Bl
72 A X 22BITHEHUCOHEE ERBIEDHELE 2207 = 4 X2
SUTCERL7ZEETYH, JOSMEEHE L S (Epstein, 1983; Winterbauer
& Bouton, 2011). T2 kiE, 7 x4 X2 CRERGZ LT 52 L1
Lo T, BEHRISDOMEENE SN0 UNMIESE L TWD &)
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Fik (Leitenberg et al, 1975; Rawson et al, 1977) ~OFEEE > T 5.
ZOMZh, Tz A X 2128 TEEM IS & MATE LR L (differential
reinforcement of other behavior; LN DRO) TiHZE L, #5470 45
2R B SOE % 5RAL L 72 20 - 72354 (Doughty, da Silva, & Lattal,
2007) R, 7 = A X 3BV TRELUS ORI E AR Z 3R L 2 Wi E
Th, EMHCOFEEFILONE Z LG SN Twb (Podlesnik &
Kelley, 2014).

—RIDELHMEFHRETH L LHIICERDD, 32007 =4 XZBIT
B R PUG & R PUBIZ 6§ 5\ <2 b OFEBIRIEDS, PUBEIE 04 LT
RIS T 5720, ZORIEERIIZEII RS, B, BERIGIC
BILTIE, 724 X1ICBTAENRIGOMILE (Kuroda, CancAdo, &
Podlesnik, 2016; Podlesnik & Shahan, 2009; 2010) < K& J& % (da Silva,
Maxwell, & Lattal, 2008; Winterbauer, Luke, & Bouton, 2013), 7= f X 2
2B HEFEDFE: (Doughty et al, 2007; Kenster et al, 2015; Romano
& St. Peter, 2017) 7% &S 5. REBEROSICELTIE, 7214 X212
B1F 55816 % (Cancado, Abreu-Rodrigues, Alo, 2015; Craig et al, 2016;
Sweeney & Shahan, 2013; Smith et al, 2017) =*°5#{b= (Craig et al, 2017),
Tz A X3IZBIFBHHEED NP (Lieving & Lattal, 2003; Podlesnik &
Kelley, 2014; Volkert et al, 2009) 7 E2S52%8E9 4. w#3: 10 SE O 7RI,
29 L7z 4 et L BOSER L OB T 272007 V0
JRIGE ZOMGHEEIEN SN TEL, RIEEFTHEIBR SN TWIZET
VS, RETTIRARBATEE A ¥ ¥ AHERIZEDOCET NV TH 5.

3. TBHEXVALERICEDCETINORRAERR

TEAMEIBTE, L0 L) RIBESEO®RS, 3 74b b RIS
EEBYICEBT 50 vo ZMEDPEC PO FER SN TE 2, flIR
Skinner (1938) Tl, HMAIEMAH 72 ) QRIS 3% b b RISH % KIS
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BREE LTI W) E -7z TOMNTIE, SHEE TR T 5K
JEEERWEUSIREZ A L C\wA 2 e Z2HEK L, MW USSR IL ViR bER
DOTTEREINDZ L4 D. L LaAS, RIBEE LRI NI LD
ELBIOBRICR S B Lid, ZOBVObOWFEAIVRLTE (f
Z 1 Baum, 1993; Blackmann, 1968; Hursh, 1980, 1984). # & T Nevin
(1974) 1%, HAHMISIIKH LT, TNEEESE D L) A% IIH5M 2
LN AL, ZORIGATR IR AW ASFURTRE & @I KT & &
272 TbBIMI I LT )W 2RI O THIUL, TOR
JBEERVEREZ A L CWwhE W) 28k b, T LTID LD % KIS
DWE %, BREZICH T2 00|t e ) Blar s, Zikit
(resistance to change) &%) 7z.

R L7z & 90, BUSERIEA T v Mo OG- b RieE s (R-S
FEE) ICX o THIFE N T D, ST LT, BIURFUIL AR 7>
MO REREYE (S-S BEREME) 12X o THIBS N CWwd 2 &7,
B4 K OFEBRTRENTWS (B 21F Nevin et al, 1990). Z OFHFEIE
NE&IZL®, B (Cohen, 1996), T b (Grimes & Shull, 2001; Harper,
1999; Mauro & Mace, 1996), > ¥ 3 (Igaki & Sakagami, 2004) £ 5
 CHRIA W CIERR S LT 5

Z 9 L7z Nevin (1974) 1296 F 5 ZACEITOBEIERITEIC L o TH S A
ENEREEICIC, Nevin, Mandell, & Atak (1983) 3ATEIE A >~ &7 28
AR L. BEA VY A LIIWEROEHORELR LT 72ODOWEETDH
D, HHRFTEHCTWAWROERE L EEORTEIHI NS, Wiz
S21E, COHBENRIBILEA VY ALV MET, TEICBLTE
L7200, THEA Y Y 2 HHmTHL. fTHIE A V7 AHGHIZOWT
DFEM R, RO HW D HRN L2 0BMET 5. L0 L
I22W T, Craig et al. (2014), F48 - 3 (2003), Harper, (1996),
Nevin (1995; 1996; 2002), Nevin & Grace (2000), Nevin & Shahan
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(2011) ZZHLTIZL W,

DIFCid, fTEE A vy a8 La L L2 USEEO €7V OME
&, TOETUDPEZ TR 2B, B & B L2 JH 5
%. Shahan & Sweeney (2011) A¥EME L7z, TE)E X » & A5 % BUG
BIEOTFINIEH L7z €7 )V, Nevin & Grace (2000) |2 & % HEHIT
EFERMNICTHTL7200ETVELRE LTWE, b, X104k
WA EILEONRFEKE L CRABEINZ I LN TWD
(Nevin, 1992; Grace & Nevin, 1997).

log( g’ j—:bt (1)

B XIS EBEDTIN 2 5 N BBO RIS, B, ldN— 25 4 ¥ O REE
P EN=2 T4 Y OEERILE, (ISR EREAEA STV L0
Rl 5kt v &g Vs, o 3B T2 RETH L. 1A
SN/ A F AR FE, RIBEPEA T L2 H AT L7000 TH
% (Nevin, 2002 2 ZH). RUGIKABIEICOWTHIZE L TH < &, LK
PLOWZETRINE A S5 7201V SN D IEIL, WEATF YV 2—L
RS 2w, Zofiicd, EEBt vy P a VRIOFFHER, Ly avd
DOZEFEERE (variable time; IF VT) A7 ¥ 2 — Wi X AL TR E
Vo 7z, BIRbOFER EH SN S, FakLzEB Y, B LIRPUIEE
BT B UG OEILE V) BIREWEHA TV 20, HEEDUZ
BACIEI A YR A T ¥V 2= VTHGEL 24 L L TRRT 200 %45TH
5., ZoZElprH Y, ATIIHEREUILLZZET LV TIE R, 20K
PFUCETLETNVTHL I EDNDLND.

Nevin & Grace (2000) TixZoi1 %, HEEIE FAT L7200 E
TWACHER L7z, WEAT D 2= VIEs LT 23R L2 Wik A 7 ¥ 2 —
VTHBHH, LOmHICE, R-SHEEL R 2SI L, BILTAHR
ENBL BB EEV) 2O00OMEICHEETE 5. HEICHL T, 4
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7RI D ZA AL A AT E V) BRICB W TRICEZETH Y, €9
L728CR I D Z A IE LIZ L IZBA LA L Ccw 2z (Bl 213
Capaldi, 1966). Nevin & Grace (2000) (£ A7 ¥ 2 — VARSI D
O TR EZO22O0MMENGIZEL, TNHE2R1IHAALZ &
2L oT, WERESUCH T 2IRET VR REL (R 2).

log (g’j = L:—dr) (2)

o r

¢ 1 & R-S HFE D IEASFURICH LT 2 2808, 4 (&b TR ashik
ENDZ LI L BHMIRM DAL, §%b bR 2R, FEERIZ,
K21 EES A D FLTFUTED I ENZOHROIFETHSL A ENT
W2 (#2113 Nevin et al, 2001).

Shahan & Sweeny (2011) &, KISHEEO FH A WTHEIZ T 572012,
K2E2DUTOLHICHE L.

) B ) —t(kRa +c+dr)
oy 9

B3 {HZ:d 5 I FOS AR O R 12817 5 OGS, B, 13N— A
FA4 VEEORUSE, 13 R-SHEEMEoIRIZ X 2808, 4 13 LB 0%
R, rlIN—RA T4 YREOREELE, b ILRIEFEANOKEL LT, Lk
L72&9102, BUBMEIEO—#m % FERFH & TlE, 7 A X 2 TEHYRIG
¥WETH—HT, REBERLE#EIET 5. X1 Tk, R #RLT %
CLOEBEEERL TRV, RUSMEREOFERFEEIC BT 20 UG
OHFEIE EHICTFHT 22 e TE RV, 22T, X2 TIHENS
RHET D7 24 X228 2RBEOMALELRT/NT A—F R,
FBMEN b THDL. BRI RPN DHT) —I8F XA =5 T
HbH. N2THE, 7z X3IEBTRECOBILTIRRAF IS5
EFOR, M0 LR, RAIENRISZHHIT 28K EKH. $hbb,
FOSAEE S 5 2 L2 FMT20THL. —HT, 58O R, \IEE %
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ETH7 x4 A3TH, 7o ARX2EHUMEERFELET S 2 &AL
oTWwh, 29 LAAHREZEL 2 LI2L - T, RESRILED &V
HIHNERED T 25 V) FMAITREICL T a. 2B, R2I12Ek
HMOINT A= PA4DETNTND (Thbbb e d k). LHL Nevin
(2002) 12 & o THALEADKE 01X 05 LIS A2 Z EFHL ISR
TWa7zw, bidERE LTifbh s, &512, Nevin & Grace (2000)
WEBHEOT=2 12T X1 0L TR ENS, BLiEd 41
0001 & L, E#HE LThbhs. #EReLTX212F, 220K b
d), ZFLTC22007) =G 4=% (k&) NEINLEI LIRS,
CDETIVAZEA), R PRULR U PR DIRILER 2 A SUSIEIG IS T
FTRELBEYNITFUT LI LARSN. FlE, 2200KGH»5H5%
TEAT ¥V 2= VIZBWT, K DR UL % 5270 2 L= TR L 723
BIIIEE OB SITEW DS 515 (Podlesnik & Shahan, 2010) 7%, il
AT Y = &R W TCRBROBIER 1T o 256120, BSOS TR
WEWIZR S vy (da Silva et al, 2007) &9, FIET AR RIS
ENTVD. fTEIEA V¥ 2HGROBED 5, [F UGN TRR SN
ETOMALTBARICHRE BT 5720, SIRAT V2 — IV EWT AT
Va— VTROLNLHEROAN—H%E ) E AT LI EBTRETH o 7.
ZO—FT, FETIIR 2 TEHABTE L WAIRI S HHmE SN L L 12
o7z, 2% Shahan & Sweeney (2011) (&, EAYRISOMHEHIZ
BRnEmibT s L, BOKROMHESLVRES D L, 2 L THIE
L A I EOFRAETREICT 572912, Nevin & Grace (2000) 12
Lo TREINAXNL 2L LZERPH L. LarL, BHNSOHEEZ
HpreEhs L7286 00, RBRGOEILEZFEFICIT ) HE LD b, &
WIHRIIL A R T & ) R AS, Shahan H & OWFZEE 2 H i S iTw
% (Craig & Shahan, 2016; Sweeney & Shahan, 2013). .2 Tix, £57I
DOl 2 OfFEREFNT 2 2 LIIAMETH L. KBS OMILE L K
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IO S L OBRE Ko T, WM THET 2R RME SN TS
) (Cancado & Lattal, 2013; Leitenberg et al, 1975; Sweeney & Shahan,
2013; Winterbauer & Bouton, 2010), L DOIEILFRATE T G D
Wl 252 e TlT A2 oM EEHR ST w2512, K2
TIESUMEIE A MFET 5 7 2 A X3 A2 72 EZ IR D EWEG S
N, ZOHRITE Y ¥ a3 YFEEIC L7 o TEERYBUG O LR AR FE AT HL R 12
PLTWLZERFHT LA, 7oA X3OHEMBETIERL, Fbyiay
BRI HMWEIES R 55 22 85 (Podlesnik & Kelley, 2015). 2
NOOFERFELNX 2 TEFWTE LW LIz, 2b2HETIVHF
OEEBERORES D ik STy (Craig et al, 2016). 29 L7
=5 Nevin et al. (2017) (&, FTBYE * > & A Bl T RUGE T O 1ERE
HYMIZREECTH S EERPL THBY, FE L Shahan & Sweeney
(2011) AR L7 2 2 /M3 512 o 7.

4. RaC ETFILOBE

TEIE A v & A BT IV ORA & 34T L C, Shahan 5 1%
~ v F v ZEROBLE D S SR % Tl 2 720 O L\WE T )L & 5Ehg
LCw5% (Shahan & Craig, 2017). &L % Shahan 5i&, ZOETFT V%I
KT D201, THEA VY AHEGmICEDSET VR BERWIIHET 5 X
IS EfPo Tzl ) THD. =2 Hh 5% Shahan & Craig
(2017) 72SRME L7z, BIUTH & L CORISETHOE TV, RaC ETIVIZ
DWTIRHT 5.

41 Ty FJiEAlE RaC €TV

Lo, RaRCETNDOLAETH L~ v F ¥ ZFEINI D W TR ICH
/3 %. Herrnstein (1961) 13/ b & #ERA L L-CHVy, A7 VI VI A4
Va—=VT2o0F =T ARBOEEERGEE L. ZOME, £%—

(80 )
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VRS B RUSOEEL, KX —CTEONLIBILTOEEIIBB L F—87
HTEEFRBL, ko kD R E N,

B R
(B,+B,) (R +Ry) (4)
BB,
B R
B, R (5)

B) & By (& E R 35 HISEE, R & Ry (35 ERE CosmLEZ IR
9. Herrnstein (1961) LIBEOWIZETIE, ~ v F ¥ 7 OBMRIZHRILEZ T
IZEEFESY, RInE L kE (Catania, 1963), FUGEE & 5@k oo BIREE:
(GE LR 0% Chung & Herrnstein, 1967), KIGE & @b+
(Holland & Davison, 1971; Miller 1978) & & T A 615 Z LS I
&7z, 2512, Baum & Rachlin (1969) (%, #ZIREUI%$ 2 IS0
Bl &b, ZEREA~ORMOES, SF U*ﬁﬁﬂﬂfﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁi L~y
FrrEMNE RSS2 R R L7 (Brownstein & Pliskoff, 1968 & %
)., 2L CHlfbFoRREERRZ EOME L F Lo Tilifi & IO,
6 D~ v F >~ 73l (concatenated matching law) (Z3EGE L 72,
T R A D, X,

LR 4D T ©
TIX S ERPUAERE T B, A Z by o=, DISMLEE, X3z
NSLUMOZR, VIIMiE, RTITEEREEZ RS

RaC E7)IVIE, Zodfli~ v F v 7l OB IY, DTo

o IR ENS.

PT= ZTVAH (7)

I B D S ST, Vi & Vi SRR RS & A BUS 0 3R
DSHAEA L TV AIIMEZ RS, ZOR 71, 5L D4 iR

(81)



POSHEE &~ v F > 7 LA

13, L DEEFE TREBRUGC L > THRONTWFRFROMMEL, @
IR ROE TR REROME L DILEIZ L > THRES NS Z & % HIER
5. v Ty TENEE DG, VATV a -V THEES LS.
bbb, KPS L CHEEINISST 2 2 EDTRETH L. LK
IBAEE D — M 7% Fofie & T, UG O AL & KBS O5RIL2 7% 5
T AXTEBEIND. 612, BHNMIRESOmLE R, &%
VI F RPN E SR, HIGOT A MEM IS E LICHEATr YV a—
W ENHEBCEBEEND. 2000, vy T 7FENEZ0F 8
H¥5ZLiET&%\wv. £ZTRaCETNTI, BIKIEH7 x4 X2
THEEINIZE LTH, BWIGOEIRBAIT§ 2 MM (Vo) 25T
LEET S, 7 x4 X3NIBWTREILNEZE Sz, B RG
DB T AE (Vi) 2METF L, A7 L 72 S offifE (Vy)
PHAFMICREL 2 D720, HEINELLLHELTVD. ZoOffEs
R 7TIWCEET 2720100, FRRGEIC L72A5> THERNEOfiED &0 &
ICEETHhEHEL AT IR 542w, £Z2TRaCET VTR, K
M B A AF U BLAI (temporal weighting rule; VLT TWR; Denverport &
Denverport, 1994; Mazur, 1996) ##H 3 5.

4.2 BEEAMTRA (TWR)

TWR I, EAESEEOREEZ EDO X HICEAMIT L 25ET L7290
OFED1D>THY, NS THRIAEINS. M1LAMIZE, o8 EH»
THEE L7245y 2 a VICBITREMMITOY I 2L —2 3 VEREZRL
7.

W, =1k ®)
D/
i=1

W AZBEORERIIN 2 EANIT TH 5. 51K O L THh

(82)
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SOt OFHTH Y, B LEFIZ BT 2 #HEORERO IR % £
HLTwa, 34bb, IVREOKETHE A/ EW) 13, L)
KRECEALDTONDL Z LR D, 5FEHIBERIIBIT 54 TOREROLIR
TEDATH V), BREEROWEEE, 2T ORBROTEEOBHTHRE
s, DEXD, TWRIZEEOREICBIT 2 —HORERE EATITSZ
EI%Y, A w, A R TR R

K8 TlE, WEORERIIT H2EAMTIX, Z OO % FikelE
WKLo TOARREDTONLZLEEKRT L. LaL, HEHEHICBITS
RENOEAMITE, TR T, &5 WVIIBAEDFEEFRER & O REE
T ROIRIEE R, ZOREEZEEL, KITlEc )T x—5H
mEn w5,

wo— 1k 9)

C S
i=1

BI2121%, 789 XA =% ¢ DFEWIZ L ABEAMINTEEOLILER L. ¢ )8
1 THIUE, NI GIZHEL W, ¢ WINT 512N T, L)RIEIORK
BRlZ X D RECEAMITON, L) HEEORERIIHT LEAFITIZNES L

e
S

10 20 30
Sessions
Figure 1. Sample weighting functions generated by Equation 8.
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l -
=
2 o
N
=
o0
§ 0.01
0.001
T T T T 1
0 2 4 6 8 10
Sessions

Figure 2. Sample weighting functions generated by Equation 9 with different
values of parameter c.

%A ZZCTHMBEERLZOE, EOX)BERD c DEICHEY KITLI
LmEvi) 2 ETHD. Shahan & Craig (2017) 12O FIZE LT, &
LEPHVIGEIZ L) REOFRIZL D L L OFEEFLLNDL EiE
L, KT c DI FORRHEIG U T T 5 2 L2 MELT
BY, K10 THEENEZLDE LTS

c=irt1 (10)

i3 BRI BIT bty v a vyl U efk bR oBEIFY, 1
LR OBE T r ORBEAMET 287 A5 THY), 71) =37
A=F L LTRDONT VS, ID—ETH S ERETIL, WLy K
EVEIEcOEIZREL LD, WROICEYVREORERIZIE LY KE(E
AOTFENDLI LIRS

43 BERBEOMEDE L

KLy varilBids, BERRLERBISENTHOERIZIZE T %
iz 2720121, 58y ary TOERAMIT (W) %, &L
T a B AENUG DI (Ry) & RBRISORLER (Ruy |

(84)
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Value
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BHY A, TOLETENSOBMER TS LT, EIRS &S
OffifExHHF 22T s (1),

Ve = Z WRy Vi = ZWxRxAlt (11)

BRI RS E RBRISZ & B IZ VI TRET 2 L) FEOY I 2L —
asllkoTHELN, KLy a ilBITh Ve k Vi, OfifEOZE
BT, M3OLEKIIRT. 74 X2 TENKSAEESNL L, 0
BRIV ZAEISHD L, vy Y a VB LD TRV DOES NI
BRI H. TINEIEIIRAYIC, Ve idimL Tnd. 7214 X3 TR
BRIGHEEEND &, 72 A4 X 21285 Ve LRBRC Vi BT 5.
B3 D4R, Ved Vi 27T ICRALTHL L., BEYiTE 04k
R (pT) ZRY. pTI 72 A X2 ML THALTWLA, 7oA
R I~NBATT B & Vi ORI 2 ABEASHIN L 7245 R & LCpT s
5. RaCTlE, 2OLI B pT OMINERKIGETGEE L TWLIDOTH L.
72 A X 1IIBT LIS OHEAERE, BHITEOfhE V, & LT
T xARX2E3ZE &N, RS OME Vay, 2535 2 LT,
FlEMA NI Ve DBEIEALT A2 L2 b, 2D XD, BMEANITHR

250 1.0
Phase 2 Phase 3 ) Q Phase 2 Phase 3
200 5 2
1 - O
150 ".. ; %
. O
100 ",.. P “ 0.5
3 \' 2% /
015 — Target S
of e Alternative e S
1 1 k 0 1
20 25 30 35 20 25 30
Sessions Sessions

Figure 3. The value function for the target and alternative options (left panel)
and changes in the probability of the target response (right panel)
across Phases 2 and 3.
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HIO @AY, BERE %28 U EoZLE pT o (T 42b b niE
%) ZUHEICLCWAHDTHA.

44 RIESHEIEEH
FOSEFOTRE L LCid K {HVO N0, IS0 15 M b 7
DOEREE, $abbMIGETHL. F0D, EBEIZRaCETIVE
VDB, B OERESE pT OZAL% JUGEOELE RTET
2T ADNFEHBTH A, Shahan & Craig (2017) TlE, Fosi
TR E LT, NI2%|BLTWD

kVry

- 12
Ve +Vy /b+1/4 (12)

By =

P EEH OGO ISR, RIEN—=Z2F7 4 ¥ (724X 1) 2B 2
oI NA T A, AFREEKE (level of arousal) /R, 1213,
~ v T 7 FEE 2 000 A UG Tid % <, 1 2 O@ERIBUI T
LTRSS 2089 2% EIRT 27200 FRNIER L 72, mAxhE o3
(Herrnstein, 1970; 1974) & g0 TH S (X 13).

kR
"R +R,

Herrnstein (1970) 12X 2K 13128V T, R 13dH 5 MG B; YA THES
NBETOBLFETH L. 12 Tt Killeen (1994) DL H 12, ZOHS
BUAICEESEZONTWS, VAPGRIZMAZLNRTWAZ LIE, &
Bk ADBBNMETHNEH 51T, LVEOKISRPERT L L%
BERL T, Rikd 2 L9120, EREKEIEIROMEE L THIZMIC

BT 5720, b E 7 x4 XTEAAT 5 SUSETE O EHRFE T,

LEEOISPAN TR O N 250 L% HEKHEICE X2 7213 ) DR L% DT
BHbH. ZITH, CORBKIEAZEDLIICEBTLIPNSHEE 2L,
FWRLA-E912, BlziE Killeen (1994) 1%, HEEKMEIZRILEOMIEE
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BehbZl L RRBELTCNS, E512, Gibbon (1995) % Gallistel et al.
(2001) &, FHOHEIZ BT 2 HEKREDL, ETORRLTHS NS 4K
SALROBMIEEBE 55 2 LR LTWD. 2 OBRMEZ OSSO FER
FREEICHEEWZ 5 &, HEKEEIAEN BUL & AR RIS B3 2 U o
i (Vp& Vi) OBEREKEZY, K14 TSNS,

A:0<VT+ VAZf) (14>

a IEEKHELIMEOBEBREICB I 2EETH L. bbb, 200N
Bzt L CRIAF N AMMEIC X - C, RHEKEPFES NS LEL T
HEOIITHAE. TDd, 74X 3NIBW TR DM T 35
TEILEST, ABABICET T2 818 %. R14IZBIT L85 A —
Y ald, 724 RX30D%tyya BT AENIGOERR Y — 128
B L HTEETHL, 41, k=60, 1=0006, =S & ARG
OLERE VI 15 & LZBRIC, /39 X =% q OFWAERN IS0 48,3
T —NIRIFTHEZRT. NI A—F a /NS s, 724 X328
WO BUMERIERIZMA T 5. —FHT, /8T A =% a PEINT 5120

°///""""“""'moa==.0010
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Figure 4. Rates of target response across 5 sessions of Phase 3 generated by
Equation 14 with different values of parameter a.
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N, EWHMISIE 724 230ty ¥ a VEBIZLD - CT—REEIdHEm
L, ZORICHALTLZ LIRS, RaCETIVIZEZ ZOFINL, AT
BE X ¥ AHEGEDHH T & % H o 72 Podlesnik & Kelley (2015) ®%Ex
HROTFMETTHEICT

B, RIBIZBUFB/NTA—=F biINA T AZRLTVED, KSHE
WHICET 2% COMETIE, BIZIET v FTHIUTMIS & b 12 LN—Hf
L, NFThNEF—o0 &R L, BEIRIG & ERBIL O SISEIA5E LT
bbH. Lol BerzREMEHOEHRELOEEL TS (Bl 2L
Epstein, 1985; Lieving & Lattal, 2003). & 5125 21E, BHES R CTHEL S
PO O, BARIL & BB OTIDH—THh 5 Z L I3HE LI
<\ Baum (1974) 12 &k B —fefb~ v F > 7L, ~ v F v 730
WENA T AERRT 8T A= DPSHAAFNTE 72, Herrnstein (1970)
OEMFFEOF X13) 12BVTH, WA 7 AZMAATLHADHE
2THY (McDowell, 2005), RaC EF N ZOER A BEE L Tnp, /3
FA=% b2 1L ETHNIENIS OB S N4 7 A%, 1L
TTHIUIRBREOEIFLN T 254 7 AZRT. S &K
IEOTINE—Tdd B 856, —MIIZ b=1127%5 LEEIN TV,

45 RaCEFIDEED

RaC EFNVOHFHEZIEL TWEDIE, UWTO3IODRETHS. H—
W2, R SUSORESE pT 1%, HERYBUE & AR BB B 2 U o At
RAGEDOBCTH 2 L VI RETH . HI2, FHEEKEEZELZ2o0
EIRFE DML, Z N 2N ORI CTHE G S N2 ORI 7 ITEE
PIZE o TREDITSNS. =12, USRIER 12/ 1R LA USH B
BickoThgsns, K121, USHIIER=RAF 1 VIO UL,
JUBNDONA T A, Z L CREBKEOHBTHEZLEZRLTS, H
WK R121CEL A a bEVIA4DODT) =T XA—FHRETNTVES.
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TR L7z k902, RS & BB OTIASE —Th 56121k b=1 &
BRDLD, FRODIODOINTA—=FIFT) =T A= LFbNDLZ L
% %. L7L Shahan & Craig (2017) da_Twv:% X912, BIKD RaC
ETVIE, Ry F 2 DS BUMEG 2R ET IV ED X9 HREEE)IC
RO BWERLICTEY, SHRELICYURIN T LD THLLE
Abid.

BRI CTH, ZOET IV TRIGIGICHEE RIZTEROMEE, 178)
EA Y LAHEIIEDOCET VLD S BWETCFNTEL L) THS.
Shahan & Craig (2017) Ti&, 5fbmERHILTOBEORNE, EHKER
BB 2 H R S LB, HETiER ik, 551k, DRO A7 ¥ a—
VERGIEGEORER, S HIEREGE BRI L 72HE%, K
(multiple) A7 Y 2= Ve w0 r—ATh, RaC B FHIT
ELILRRLTWD, 6L, fTBIEA V7 ABEmTTFNTE 2o
7okE S (81 213 Podlesnik & Kelley, 2015) &, RaC E7 )V CIXHHTE
559105 TwDET, RIMEGICET 2 HEmMLET IV E LCIE, 3
B TRDBOTFHNZL5TEFTAVTHLEVZSL. L L, 2OET
WISEBROERFE R COBREIEMHICTFITE 20220, 2+
IHRE ST v, RaCETUHREGHED L) BB THEBIE, HBELT
W g, BRE TR TH 5.

5. BHYIC
Skinner (1950) (* “Are theories of learning necessary? &\ &

ZBWT, RO L HIZIRRTW 5,
B#EBL LAV, LaL, FEOMRICIOR, LR b AR ERIE, M
RREET 272010 F A Y SN OLIRRA LRI Lo Th L8R D

RS S 5. - ROWEER IR S B BBARE RS 5 2 L oliiFIcid s
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BV 5% bIEZEMET 2 EMAER SR, HEShBICBLT
DHRULHNL DS THS. ~ ZOHKT, HRAOEMATE TLZVES
DL, (p. 215-216)

Skinner |2 & 2 Z O FERIE, 455 T0FEEL AR EINZZH D TH LA,
POBEEZE % KB ESORIICD, TOFFHRTCEELLHICEZS
Shahan 5 Z4%), fTEIE A ¥ 28msx tH e L BEWRET V2R
BL7z UL, ZOETVTIRHEMATE RWEREEIRE S, DT
MTELELTTETNERMIAT HICE 7. 2O THEOMIZ, 1TE)E A~
¥ NGO BT NVORLE AT 57201247 b 7z, WhIXEE
EREIOME R, Rz HidED L) BRI T L DS 2? 118
ERA VY LAEGHORBLE L DIZ, ENHLOMAL Lo/ bDE LTER
NELVDEALIH? FHERX L 2AHHICESCETVOMEZES
L7z Nevin et al. (2017) TiE, ZoOHIC2W T snCizni
V. RaCEFIVICELTY, FAMOREE D M 2 HETE &2\,
FEEE, 3 TIZ Trask, Keim, & Bouton (2018) #%RaC £ 7 )V CIEFHHT
ERVERMEZHELTBY, RaCETIVIEZOHREZ LD L) ITH
HT 200 MbTnsb, £72, RaCETIVEINE TR SN o
2FHE D251, HLVWERORERALZEET 208 L) iTh,
ZOEFNVOEMAE DTS,

FOGARGG IS B3 2 e i 2% 10 45 CIBEEERIcmL 72, Loy L, Eo
& A RUBEIG &) BIR &5 Il L CW A ZBHoOREICIE, £K7ZE-
TWZWE W) DOPBURTH A 9. EBEIZ, REBROGO LR A US
RTS8, MERT—ELTBLT, TOHHET L L RZICHL D
N Twiwv, ZOMOBIEERICE LT, HoamBlERIIITbR
TBHT, MESNHROGBEESTHICHREIN TV S LIZFVEE
W, BHEEHELADGELZD TS ET, MEREE S, VESN
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72, FEIOART G TR & TITONERFNELL Ao TELI LD, 29
L7ZBURICES72—HTH A, ZDLH) %P T, HLVEFLVLEGH

BEEEL T 2 s, BUBEIG &\ ) IR OGN BRI O G35 E
IPIXENTIRR, Z) LZRAL D L LA, HSHER L) HKRIC
R BT D ERZEEICHEE L T A, I TIILVEELD
TERWES ) D, UEFEO T &GN HFS T 2 HmRLET VI, £
I L7ZRAD T SN, ALBHNLLONE LD,
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