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BEFEDERHDBEHADFI Yy b7 =7 F ML, FELT200WFKHE»L £
Nz, —2l. EEFIRTHD . LI —D2lk. BEZENOMAETH L., HEFAH
ROBREEELS . BEFRETT I HFERIRTWE ., FXETIZ. ARO—HEE
L. EDEIELTAY hV =7 EFAPHRSATELDPERD LTS

=7, BEZREEMCERLAL20RME (RANCET SRR ) 13, BEE
DEFAFEOABEERFFCH D, FHAEFGEWVIZIEE VIRRERE TRM T
THHIEFAMSN T W/ (Solomon & Howes, 1951) . 2 /- HER BENICHETR
L7esed . ERAEEFGEVWECSNEF RS TLRMTETH S (Brown &
Rubenstein, 1961) . Z#H 5 DFRIT word frequency effecte FFIZNT W5,

g7z, Millers (1951) k. 1000 O HFEEE (nonosyllable) i 5ERE
FEE. BLPLOBRECMS LTSS BENCHEEL 82 X2 X SNLTH
AL, EER2HEANL, 2O0R. BREOBRE L LICEXEEPETTH I L
Lz,

g7z, Tulving & (1964) i3, OHFEH,LLRAINXZHED . BREDEROTDMER
217, BEOEZL WTFNLLSXF3ITHPORLIEHEENGVLOTH
s WHIEINZHRTHSHEEHIVIIRFDLEEZH LN LDORL ., BED
BEORFHBEEEEROEGREANRL, FORBE. KB OXREEL B
EWEBEFFTLAL., THLHDFRIT context effect EEITHATWS.,

Morton (1969) i&. WCeHBIRABICE SIS BEEEFNEEFRL. 5N F—
SEEEMICHERTHII L CRNILA, BOXETNMIE. BEEZLETHIEREMNZ
BMELTHBY . Jogogen LT TWS, logogen DFEIL. HENFEHEESLX
FROZIBFARBBCIMZ 5. ThiT L »>Tlogogen DRAEAETTHEVI LD
THHd (H1) . BOMATEELZRIE. LELDH R logogen DRE
(sensitivity) CXBLDTIE% <. BE (threshold) THETHI L ZFHS
PITL7ZZETH D,
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WD 2 Q log aVyy

IEE L3k

X1 logogen & b (RIBRRETORTHH log Vi Rlog 78,
BRHCMESANL TREL D, HBFRFIARES 5100 a
PMEINSE., BEOEREEILI a3 & T, log riggn
TwWw5b, —ficcriterion bias model E TN B LDICET 3 )

BEGOFGHETIE. R E4AXFEPLRHIBE (W) I, 4XFE2 TR LD
ENRAFEEE (NW) LERTHFECSWEAERSLELR S, TN L HEEMHE
(WSE) &£HX, Reicher (1969) . WSE . #HER (43xFdh. £ 3
XFEZ2HDEBGOXEVHRATEZ S ) L EHER (NWOBRITRIZEREL D
TRALPTV) 2HRIALDEC. KDE > %EBEET->Z (H2) .

—_—— E Word
condition
WORD RRRR |
D .
K Letter
D C® condition
N E Nonword
OWRD QR condition
Test display Mask and letter
alternatives

X2 Reicher (1969)» K&k



Fre il WHEELT “WORD” *BRERL. BHOXELITE “D” »
K" pLBEERSEEL. CORETIE. BUOWORSLH > T L RENLE
FRATEZV, Ly 1 XFERTRMI 0TS HBEREEEL A< TL IV, &
. 1XFERT (L 2IZD) 2FRLTHELERS S (213D 27RIEK)
etk (L) bBF7n, 2ORRE. EEFEWSL>NWOIETH -7,

L7e#o>T . #BER. SHEREZBRILILWSERBOAZOTHS., L
LHENONEOF A ERTEI N LEVWEEES B LS., SN HEXTES
(WLP) £BE, 2HZ &3, BEL VW) —BOXRCEDGRIALS LT -
CXEDREES ERF L2 RTLOTHE. SALIEVWERTO context
effectTd s,

SHLECT70ERIEAN. RETHANW (BHESLRX) OXFRIRETEL
WNWOXFLIEVWREEAEBLABS L. BIUBNEZEOTTIZEEXF L
NEVWREERBLNL I EHELPICIAL, 27, BE2HOBE<FLTL
WSERWLPHELNA, AL, BEXBRTLIXFOFHEXFILCE
AR AXFEITFLrRELTEZ - CLYREBERLDTH D,

2. WEERTNWREHEE TRXFOUEREF BV L FEEROED
PLoDEEEL>T WA L LB LA (he AR EBOXEL P S 2B A0
XEDPANDP > THESND) . S5, BIRELPLROL S CHEEMCHED
LTWwaHae. MEROESICHBLIWAVWEEEEBLAKER (PEAL,
EEAL,MEAL)\Eéﬁmﬁﬁ&m:tﬁa\%ﬁﬂ&ﬁﬁﬁ&éhté@
HRTHBEVLD., |
P EO#RISTRCHBINSY — o BIR SN R BT RN — > {455
TAHFRETELNLLDTH S, ﬁ%7X7@X%$&vaA7 YHBRAEWLSR,
BXEFRFINLHEBERIBREAL, LLIR IS~ 2 b CHBTTY
EHLDOTEWKERRLAHSE (energy- reductlonm# TIEWSELWLPLEE
LRz,

DT Tii. i:ﬁ:’éfﬂﬁ)ﬁﬂnthﬂxw " Br P LEFELIARTARL D,



1 —1 Mortono Logogen®: 5L
BOCHEEDENZIZ»ENDEHEELALETAN, 1968FE T 7)) v P John
Horton (2 » THRSAL., BOEFVEEBORGS T2 HOBEELTH
A logogen PHRVI->TWVE, H3DLSICBHBEBENRRINDEFHEHIET S
logogen FEHALENE . FAXRICL - T L ERCHEEASAS. logogen 12
FFTHD. METHILLASRECHAEET, Wik, BEOGEREENS
WL OIFEEVECEESAD,

Thra shoid
Normal sicle

!
/_:'\
—
b.
/\ Effect of context
R
[o]

—~C—
c . R
/\ Effect of stimulus
. i - :
' 0
—%-x
¢ 0 Effect of stimulus
i N~ plus conlext
S A
to— § 4 Lol
e ' H'F"FL'_F
' . Tl Effects of word frequency
‘ ! L ond word repitition
0 | 1
Y -~

B3 logogen oiE Mk

ST, BEBFCHAIR RSN L EORIGHERIT Luce DEIRAE (choice
axiom) CX->THRZDEFIHDLIEIELARBT -2 EEMICHPTE S,
23" Brown& Rubenstein (1961) OEREZENT 5. ®KoHd. S0EOBEFTHE
BEMBEECHLT, 00 BF21 370 —=7CHiF. TORDI300E (£ 70V
-7 100{f) 2 HEMNCRRLEREFCEZSEL, SZTL EIN—-TLCETS
BHED logogen OFME (RIGNAT7RAELEM) BV, , Vo, vV THBE
LndgZn—o%) .2/ VT CETHHEBNOERKEEM (=500 ) 95,

l
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Stimu- | Correct Incorrect rerponacs of interval .
lus re- Totalof
class | sponses ] . strengths
i f "
1 arVy | (M =1V MV MVa T
{ ailty MV, (Ar =1y MVa T4
o anVa MV MV (M~1)Va Tw ,

—

LEEFIERTEINS L B logogen HEHELLT ARSI T £

2. 0 FRHICET
L TBE Luce OBMIRABIZE T,

5, CHLERBBEERIRINDIDIEL
5HHEEED DEZFEFEc . 1T,

c = a1 Vg
Lot T,

2 | BEOIAN—TCETLEESERINL S

FHO/N—TUC

BoT i FHON=T

BT AMOBREZEZLSE Fe . I,

e, = (M—%BV
b, ML D,
— Q1
Ci--———--————-NI___1 ei

rHEEAEPNE., S2T. LLHBCL-> CERLSIA LRI AL OERER
ckshwhs, e li—FERDc, Le, BRFAMRICLS. FEX. Brownt

Rubenstein (1961) HRRIIERKEFRCL I HTHS (H4) .
&Kﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁé:ﬁd)%ﬁﬁﬁtE%ﬁ@ﬁ-ﬁ%%%ﬁ%m%%ﬁ?L5/\'7’:Hi!!er%
(1951) DHEEFTEFATHI LI D . : , :

29 ﬁﬂﬁ%t@f:bﬁﬁ?ﬁf;t-lé%c;&h%:@t L. ZoHBER2ED.

REBEEEREGETHOELERP. 3. #BREEEnE LT

P.=a/ [ea+ (n—1)] |

EhH., £oT.
logit P, =000 a—Qg(n—1)
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Brown X Rubinstein (1961) HOSEEER
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. 2
#2 R T % E
Response

Total of response

1 2 — i — n strengths

Context alone vV, V, - v, . vV, T=\V,
]
Stimulus alone 1 I - @ - ] a+{n—1)

Stimnius and context -V V., - aV, - V. T+ (e~ 1)V,

Z2iz logit Po =209[P, / (1-P)1THA.

ZZT Miller 5 (1991) OF =370y bLLBTELE. PENVOBETID
HEFEDS SR (K5) ,

Tulvings (1964) 13, RICFETEICHLIPLDLABELWLSBEOXRT S
ARBETEREEREPESOLOTEWS XTI FHHAE» ABMERL. B23¢ 5%
BEAZ-o%. TFTNVECEINEXREE LB EDORBICH T BEBEP . 1L,

Pee=aV, /[ZV, + (a=1) V]
J
ERD O XRETCE>THBEFEL LA BEEAP . 12,
P.=V, /72ZV,.
tb, T,
Pse=aP. / [(1-P. ) +aP. ]
I IN
logit Pe.e=logit P. +logit P. +E&
%5, Tulving 5 (1964) o F—2zR6nkitcrmay b LaBIT I EICLD.,
ETNDOTEBHED LN, T L3, Hortono) logogen EF AT EBMLAT
WRTF—2 22D aWEETEHBELLY, TOEFNVZIERDI2ODEELFRE
ErRLTWS,
(1) HEEFRFFTRIEATES.
(2) ERfboms (BE) GERERECL LW,
(3) FHEEIOSVWLDIIZEFEBENFEY,

— 8 —



BEOMATEREZ AL, LEDOFREN 1 ogogendEE (sensitivity) ik 3
DT <. BIE (threshold) CHET LI L 2BHLPCLAEZETHD . 5O
TF I —iC criterion bias mode] X MIFABZLDICET S

°©

®3 Tulving 5 (1964) DV 30HR & 858

Countries in the United Nations form a military alliance

The political leader was challenged by a dangerous opponent

A voter in municipal elections must be a local resident ‘

The huge slum was filled with dirt and disorder

The ten Canadian provinces united to form a2 dominion

The light bulb was discovered by an American inventor

June sixth was the date of the allied invasion

The talented young violinist eventually became a professional musician .
Occupationally his lack of education was a serious obstacle

He was sentenced to hang as a convicted murderer

A deadly type of bomb is made of hydrogen _

Her closest relative was appointed as ier legal guardian

The hermit retired to a place of lonely solitude

Many ethnic groups were representer{ at the folk festival

Honesty and courage are glualities which merit wholehearted approval
The first of the seven deadly sins is jealousy

Baseball games are covered by the newspaper’s sports reporter

He built his new house in a desirable location

0
(]

Prababilly correc! with siimulus and conlext | B,)

1 . — L x P N -
' o5 1 . .2 3 4.5 61 8
Probobilily correc! with stimulus olone (/77)

K6 Tulving & (1964)nEEER



1 —2 Rumelhart & Siple (1974) o Sophisticated guessing model

Rume lhart &£ Siple (1974) 3. BEmEaBE L REBBELOKLIBETTNVE
sml . BAROEBHPTRICL S2aLb—hTE22eRLA, BT ETFEALE
3 TEPSREIXFEIFEVLAL, HLDEFATIE. 3XFR D PR
Spk . 2. BEMEBETEZIO—SHOBRSTMEINE . KICT O
BMEFELEZVIXFENOREA LT LA, TAFANDIFR D HF L DR
BZE (M) CLEB->TRETHENILOTH S, CNXITXTTNIE. B%
% guessing model ¥ XS4, Sophisticated guessing model & FEITN B . 8
HEBEOIDFEL VSRR (1983) EH 5.

ICIEFGHT
JKLMNOP
STUVWXYZ
W
VAN

M7 Rumelhart xSiple(1974) HEEE
TR bR S |

[}

SIT. S, P3NEHE. FERESALBEROESE ThIZ. 3XERIOR
BWESC (F) 3. Rumelhart (1971) ERABRIC.

C(F)=(r, |[FE€S: & N(S.)-N(F) =c)
LEIFA, Solc. N(S, ), N(F) BFAZARBICE 2 M5 EENEERD
W OHMESASBRRORTHD . cIlIEHR (BR) ThHD. 2420 Ri5r. id
Baves KGR ER It » THEIRE N B, |



P(S:) C(F)=¢

o P (F ) P (S, )
P(r,)= %ppgk)p(k) r.e C (F)
reeC (F) '
0 ri1§ C(F) & C(F)=¢

ST, P (S ) DEBENS  PRERSINLEVI ETHENERETH L., ©F

NONT A= IRENTA—FTHD a k. MEEE & b TRT ORI
S\ ENTERBREOMEP (S, ) Thb. ONTA—FOET, ®ETHO
FBLOFPLWOIP (S, ) Thd., 3SKERVFBESABL LALIZS%
CLL3OBETS, 2PEIC. BETHL LEREALLOTH) . 2EAL
. YITALLIEY I TLDFE LTERESALLOTHS., B3k, EEK
AXFEAL LTERSABLOTH S, HHRMTIRT &S 2 BM% FEs #H
LT3, $4bb. P (S, ) s FBAEELLIIEL I 7ML LT Y4
A THBETIERBEOTEA S SR FHETH L LRELE.
P(S:; )=f& (S:) P (WORD) +f. (S, ) - P (8YL)
+f. (Sy ) - P (LETTER)

DIz, fu (S.) . HBS, HEETHBLVIREALLETHS, OX
BREETHH. P (HRD) 13, AMOBEL LTORBIES LA BELNES
FRLTVE, BLRIHEREFIE) OERNLAREEOBRREL> TV &
EL.

) 00 (aP (S: |w)+1)

WS, ) = Tap (S: Tw) +1)
o S [aP (S

L7, f. (S, )3, 1/26% & L7m,

Rumelhart Siple (1974) OF — S 3BMlEO SV HE 181@%&5&]%”1‘%5
CEERLTEBD. EFATIE. REBBETHEOYRE (W (S, ) I HEL LS

cHh T\ A, Rumelhart ¥ Siple (1974) OEFATIE. RIGEEP (r. ) 5.



P (r

— P (
=P (WORD) D

CSP(FISs)P(S))
J

P(F|S;)fr(s,)
P {LETTER) SP(F1S, )P (5,

FENTWE, Thbb, FlS: FERINLE3DOLAANTRESZENE
DTHE, bL. BEFSETIANZ, FOLRLTLHEARS B, FFREHE
REARE . BELALOEAIZEZ WV, LT
P (BE) > P (JE83H)
. BEMGMZHE (word superiority effect ) B o5h 5., FHEMIZEE (1983)

FBHEINT W,

1 -3  Adams OME(EHE (nutual facilitation ) £ 5
Adams (1979) IZHEFEMNDHREICOVWTIZ LS NDEREFT LW, £
SAPER S AMEREEFAERELL., BRORBRTIE,
R L . a2 D SOA (Stimulus Onset Asynchrony ) % 3\
RBINY — YRA7ERIFLI.
DL E &%%r4i#*%$tboﬁzé%f B8 1. 3@@X+ﬂ(¥m,
BOLEEE, JEHEE) I, 12OXFHITLELCEL SN SOAREREESR
+ETL7£®T%% Lfﬁﬁt%@@SOAkﬁﬁﬁé Blirb 2305
Yk, 10D XEFINRELICELLNDSOAT. FOBAXERL (HE ) F
BEEPERLTWBIETHS., TRUMTREDBLCLERELZEZIZIA SV,
SOREREPS adansid. B ko TRESTbLLZVWERHLA, 274, £S0A

AR
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Percent Correct Letters
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TR T e o6 e e 30 36 4z @8 54 eo
Relative Stimulus Onset__é»syn_;rjrony
X8 Adams (1979) 0 KE#H R
EE . BR. —RASRIE TR TREE,
HOUEE. JEREDT Y ZR7.
(NEIZEHRLT) EEHFEzLD MBNEER (4XFZ—Z LW

CLAIESEE) L HBRLZOPHOTH S, HEDHEIL.

&

%

n. HEE

P

DFERLAXFHPEILICREBINRATNEDOTIEZW

Probability Correct

(Quadrigram)

> P. (letter) *

o " 1 é L |'2 1 |[B 1 2:4 L 310 1 3'6 L 412 1 418 L 514 ! 6'0
Relative Stimulus Onset Asynchrony
X9 Pt (Quadrigram)& P t (Letter)#?

TNENRBREWRTTRIINTN S,

13

ZEtzFRLTWS,



NIEXFEONESFBEOEELINTRICUEINATWERLTH S, IO LS
CEEZPTZITCLEKRICEERZPETTAHALETTLULEOEFRIEILS 272, &
NI, BELHKOB L EDABRIFEP I OBREOELRHNEBERHTIZI L VW L3R

Wb,

D3ck
Sﬂdf‘

Glsi

G110 HE. HUHEE. FRZFOM

i, ROEBTEXTHRELSFC. BE) TEEE, (Hrbhn, 2
TEEZSEL, SHLIZZODRBETRIEE R 1 b2 EBRECH W, BREL S
Sty hrDFigEXLbEL, CHOLILZRKRTE. FHa%FEErPYICL L#E
3% <% BETTELS BAFRLETTHREZETHL I EHFFPENOTL LA E
RENMEFRLNBETTHS . EHPBRIZKAL LTHBEMPRPELLDOT
Hb, TRLDERIT.

(1) HEEEMZHRS. AETHNL sophisticated g‘uessing modeliz k- T
HmEATEE, LA criterion bias nodel Tk > T X< HEHTE B,

(2) HEEEHBEFAROBSTHLE., -

(3) BECHTIXFOMESAME ERTERICABEATWS S kA HE
EMHRO—HTH 5

CEERLTWVS,
LA L. criterion bias model Tlx.
BOE > BOEE > JEBEE



FWOIBEBERHTE R, 22T, Adans 3RO L S CE L,
(1) 420XFZFTHTICABESA . BREH, UEFH LA CHES
5., |
(i) ARCARTIHENBTVIFMI. EVWCREDRSAE S E8kiEs b
REHL,
SD2ODEERS .
BOE, BOBE > JFHE
WHETES, Ll
B OE > HMEE
* BT HOICIZ »
(i) BEOMBEMESD . CALBRIXFT L ORICTEF DR EERD
(positive feedback ) 2% 5
SEERLERETHILESAHB. SHL I, Adans (1979) 13, XFMOLF
ME, MEREER, BE-XFHOMEERRER L VI EFAEZELLOTHS,

1—4 McClelland& Rumelhart (1987) @ Interactive Activation Model
McClellandk Rumelhart (1981) ik, BEEMNF vy b7 —7EFNEREL. WS
E, WLPZEEMNCHHAT I I LLIRYILA., 2OFEIEERDLEBNTH B,
(1) WL, Xraddsa, EEREEN3IDKEEZRET LS. (H11,
512) : |
(2) BEHEGHAEZLLT. BEESIVAFNEDS 77 ATHEL TV S,
Lz#s»> T, #EROMBELBFICERT 3 (XFREZOEH L P
HPLERTHE. TP LEEROANZRTHEEREZDEH LN
LALERTB) .
(3) BERUFZECIIBEVWHENHIEET S,



(4) BEHULHPLXTFRHBCHEFEODEERR S T 7 ANPFET S
(positive feedhack ) .
(0) HBESREFZOGEHEAL NV oZEEEME ( resting level ) ISHEOFEHERE
NDEVNLDIFTEEWEICEELT WS,
(6) HFEHmLimlroXFEERCIE. BWIHAEET S (L ZERDHED
BUEIEXT “F" OMEHFCBOIHZ 2T TWE) .
PIal—=3yarTHWLRALNRIX—2DEZR4ICTET. 2T LEED (HD
ZHEPLWSENETSE, MNILIal—La OiERT. & (6)ick->T<
A7 NG —=VBRAEINDE. LEBCXEREBROENITIETTS. L2L. R
EADOHOEIZEEHEZED» 5D feedback #p» ). BHEAE XD LEWEE
BlZ->Twhd, /. HUEZONRIIKOL I CHHSI NS,
RANDEHC ., XF-HEOWHIIEBHFH VO TERC—FH L L WEE
(neighbourk fl:) LEHALENS, ok 23, BHEEMAVEZZ2L5.
DL EREOLEMZE TS RL S BEICIZHAVE, GAVE, SAVE%ZEN
HH.MEHTH enenyk RiZh 5. 2RXREOXELPMTH DL OMAVE L 3
XFEHEBEBADLDIIMALE, MAKEZETHY Mz 5 friend LN 5.

WORD
LEVEL

LETTER
LEVEL

FEATURE
LEVEL

Ml

VISUAL INPUT

11 McClelland® Rumelhart(1981) oEFF/
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S T AKE B 22
NSRRI TATAKEEZZ 1L ART,

A

SRR
% %"i“‘%'.'ﬂ' AW
J

.-_s S \_""" \
P, &;@4\

T | )

M12 BEOEROXFIIHATEA Y D=7 D,
(REIZEEE. LAEHFNFENEEZFRT. |
EREXFTOREEZRICIITRAP, TRIP
TAKE, TIME#»&ompositive feedback
BHB)

letter level activations

activation

13 READ®ERLNEEONEENREENE
BECEZHEBCERRLI-EEDOXEEOEY
HOGEE (BHISTTAZHRRINTWES)



Kd Izl —z iCHWSALNT A—2 @

Paramcter Yaluc

Featurc-lctter cxcitation .005
Featurc-letter inhibition 15
Lctter-word excitation .07
Letter-word inhibition .04
Word-word inhibition 21
Letter-letter inhibition 0
Word-letter excitation .30
MAVE CAVE

5 &

o) bet

o [s]

> >

po) -

3] [8]

314

MAVEZ®FLAL S, BUGEOEIRERSEELT S (H14a), SRS
SERLERECEELZIALZDT. MUSto TR 4, positive feedback
B2 b. Ll MUSAOXEREECIZEBREED 5B\ WIS 50,5 0T
BRI M -node R HEEALT S, RICHBCAVESERLALLES, &
N sz, BECAVEDRBEI B BB SN . HEIWE O Rneighbour i3
#WLHATLEY (H14) , EEHHEEHOMERFIZEZEL AL 02 EDEE



Er—ElTHEMICEHS. ZOBR. BELELEZOXFCREITHRCIIE

IRy [ . -r.
B 7ZtoTLEIDTH 5.,

y > AT, Aderman & Smith(1971) SeCarrs (1978) i Ll . IERLEEOS RIS

EBPCEHUBEZBRIFIE LI EEREN N> TWVWE L ESTHARET H ., Runelhart &
McClelland (1981) &, XF~HEOIHzH THCBUEZEDOHRIGET D IC
XL %LbZers. BRCBLTHEBRENZDIFINIA—FDEZZEITVWED
Tl3ZWwWhreEFZTWS,

HcClelland & Rumelhart (1981) & F/Id. FERYC logogeneE FA L FHL
ZiEUDObNEWVLE, ZzAdans (1979)DEFL L DEBAE . XFHOHE
BEFRLELTVWILETH S,

nd. RICEBRORELIZ Lluce DFR/BIHE-> T 2bh, /—RFROHEHD
—BOBENEZ LS. Thbb. /—RoFE#HZa, (1) £ETHIE.

CHEZE luce MERMNEBIZELD . RIEBEIZ

S (1) =el»’-a1(t)

LD, REoT. BRBENA LS. R, 2ERTIERE

(1)

S
P(R, , 1)= S, (1)

Jel

M

m

S LIZEL TWAE / —ROEESTHH.,



1—5 MHcClellanddC 1

R THENEFAMZIEBZCIZIKWSERWLPZ2HETHZ EHTAERTH -
oo Ll 2O0BEYRBICMETE L IRESE. TTAZEDL I CHKRT
ALV A S H, MeClelland(1985)1%C I D (Connection Information
Distributor) ¥ R EFAFHRELT WS, CIDIidprogrammable module & FEIX

HBEL DAy b —7 kcentral knowledge store SR INT V5B,

W W
IR AR
SR RO
AR PRI O
B TR PO
BN N}NALNLTi

15 702937l eEPa—LVOEEN

programmable networkz 15w d . BISEHEDLD . 2XFOHENAZE R
TWwa, MISOTIEENAL/—RiZ. ERFEGOXFICALETS/ — Kz &
Bl 2FBBOXFEHETE/—FERLTWE., BINOHERDE DD/ —Fig#
= /)—RkTHB. WE. IN, IS, NO, ON, SO%£1k3, ZDr& &
HoxsE/—KigI, N, O, sicHicL. AEoxF/—FKIEN, S, OZHE
35, INJ—REZIZED]I /J—REFGDN/—KPLANERITSH. LrL.
RENA LS CTS IR TNEL 2~ VTN ELLDEFTFANINTED.
ZhH gate EEC L >THBN . HEEESFH-IEE DRI, NO/—KERPLD
EERIN/—RicEHLHD BEINIGEEAINB LI >TWS,



Central Module Connection Activation System

a8 6% o0 oo%o
|+ |+ ’ :
}

7
O000 0000 \ \ /

\ / CW Nodes CA Nodes
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@ Programmabile Modules C% ‘
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— [000 0]
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Ot i<
O—gr<d
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O—< =
O
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o
v
=
z
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PL Nodes PW Nodes PL Nodes
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16 CID & subsystem

PoNEEFARCERLAL SR, HI60L3£2007a7ITTNEY
2 — )V HEEICE <. central knowledge store . Mo Xd . #EE Y 2 —)b
PEAFEELVATFAPLERENS . FREL 2 - MIETRISIITINEY 2 —
MErELE#EIE->TWSE, LPL. CL/—KRLCW/—-FKLPL/—FKSPW
J—RERLED. WTFRERFENAXFPEBCLLETENOTHS. CA/—
RIGCW/ —KPpLESRZIFEN . ETRIITTVEV 2 —INSIEHESER
5 (E17) . | .

CA/—F@CW/—Fm%iﬂéii&ﬂﬂ?éE%%zomfmfﬁvfw
EYa—McEYD. PL/—RDEEZENF—rELTEHL, HcClellandE
Rumelhart (198N EFALEHE. PW./ — FRECIZIHENH BE., 2 5ECPL
J—RECLEENHPEHL . PWHOTHSEEOBEBIUXF-HENETFR



Y
o]
O |0
O
O
O

Yy ) o

/U‘ T oo 0 0 o CPo ©
T T 0 o*olo o
L O—7~T\_

—
e B J‘Z/JJ‘O BNt f:‘trfo
> 'fff)’”o > 5fffo_
R R N o D [ O AN f}&f*o
FEFF FRPpF < FEFF BPPPF 2
TEFF FPPFF FFPF PP PP
[0000][0000] IeXeXeXellleJeXe)e)

F17 CID o#EmEl  (To2--575 programmable module, %= B3
central knowledge store,#5 E#3central activation system .
central knowledge store dTFECEIAT WS/ — KA central
letter (CL) /— K, HIEINLTWB /— KiFcentral word
CH/—RTH5)

HENBEIFRALBELTHS, CIDTIE. XF~EBEEOMFEREEIZTW, L
AL, PW/—ROEBEEANKEZIE. PL/—RPLDAFAEEL CWHrsLofeed
back (ZALPL/—KRSAOAARICHAL TS ) CEELTWE., Thbb.,
PL/—RD2RCHRATZOTHS., TORR. XEBEBEOMHSLITLHE
LS HERPEBOTHB. |
CHEFNIZE-T ﬂﬁk20®$§%kﬂ9é EBRTELN . BRAER
ShINLIOTHBHOBRSEL S, McClelland(1985)ix. CH &L 2 T EET—
FEETFNVTHEHIHALTWS,
YIal—=vsrTli. 2007as eI AR Y a - ERWUIT bR,
£707 5T TNEY a— N3, BEOXFOMEL D v b ESHENDEFDMNES
ZyrrbRSE, XEOUEI y MI. RESDE I L AXFREBTHWSELD,
AN =7 (BN —TIE4XFONEBLEHFBLTWVWS) CaiFonTwb,



%5 Mozer(1983) OEEBTHW LA, B

BAND BARE BEND BIND
BIRD BOND BONE BORE
LAND LANE LARD LEND
LINE LINT LIVE LONE
LORD LOVE PANE PANT
PART PINE . PINT POND
PORE PORT : SAND SANE
SAVE SEND SORE SORT

Mozer (1983)DEEETIZ. 1 ¥ HE (FIZIX SAND, LANE) 7EERA
NEHCHABEREA, BWTRRAZ NI —VPRRENTL, RAIZNT -V EH
BICrbLOBRELMETREPSERINA, S5, INORED2XFITH
BTLALEETAV2XFENIBIXFELI—FOBENRALGHCIHEL T,
RIZNBECZBLOLITHFREIZAL, FIZIE. SAND-LANE®DHE. LA
NEALLLLKIZEFZSANDDSZRIZDEED»ATL. RIENEE (LAN
D, SANE) o7t %, %6 (cMozer (1983)nEBFELHBRFFRIAT WS,
CIDDYIab—yarTid. da<ancrosstalk #FHP|TS 5,

703, McClelland (1986) (&, ZEFANEZHREHOMBETFNVCRESI LI L
HA T\ 5B (Programmable Blackboard Model) .

%6 Mozer(1983) HEE:

Method
Example Display SAND LANE
Target Cue titt
Results
Response Type © % of total
Correct response {SAND) 69.0
~ Single migration (SANE or LAND) : : - 13.3
Double migration (LANE) ' 0.5
Other . ' ) 17.2
Total g 100.0
Pseudo-migration rate* 5.3

*Psuedo-migration rate is the percentage of rerorts of the given single migration responses
(SANE, LAND) when a context word which does not contain these letters is presented. in
this example, the context string might have been BANK.



2. BBOEFN

0E AR, Atkinson& Shiffrin (1968) 8. Nw 77y —EFNAFTREL -2 &
BEMOL BN THHR. b s ELOEPLEMEE (STM) 3LUEMERE
(LTM)E%?%@@%?W%%%<%$§&T*’ S3z2TL%<.
Atkinsonk ShiffrindEFAL 2ABEEFATH -7, YBOELLEF NI
Norman (1970) 2% "Models of human memory; ¢ LT 1OFICZEDHTWVES,
MOBEEBTEEBOEFNERELEET LY. BRI AFLAFERTH 24
DT, WEMLE VHOPVBRELBE,P )T, MBEETIERLOL 0N
BAN . BECEHTLEELEERTHS. Ll ZALRWOPDKAERY
N—T kBT ES ([M18) . 1. Estes 25, 19584 (c Bk L RS Ed (L E
BEVIFEEBEHOGAELGLOTH N . BEETVOPDOERNEE L LTH
ZTWEIETHRLDOTH B, ZHOREFZBoverDE B (Attribute theory)
THB. B2, R VFEEBORAEILOLN, TAATEFAELLD L
NTHEH, COTFATIHEBEESS TMICEET B HRE. LTMIEHLET 38
. EHSAZRERZZ . REMOEBREL L LIEBOBAERORES
zﬁﬁﬁbij EVNILDTH B, 8831F. Atkinson & Shiffrin b FL 2 E
BIZLZLDOTHAH ( Atkinson & Shiffrin , 1968 ; Atkinson et al.,1967) .
B4, BOEEEBCEELTVWEY, W<OrOBEHOTESHE CEES T
bk y FY =7 ThBEVIEZLESLOTHS ., B TlaRaai jnakers
EShitTrin(1981)DEFABE DF N —T Iz A B,

—F . AEEHHESLE NRBWORES S REEBTHEEELLNT B,
CHDEREFQ/T7 4 —LDFROELELIEHS LT Wz (hologram metaphor
M%HdeM)o*Df%74-%?¢ﬁiéﬁ%®@ﬂ$%ﬁ%tLT
Cavanagh (1972,1976) OFEHH 5, LHIE L - CHRAMOBEHHETH B S
FTADHERELRT B LB P LELLNTEL, A—EESSA—DL+7 2%
BRETAETLE. BOLT<Ab LW I%E23. ~BCESHMOMEEECY 7
AHERERTEE VI FERRTHHE L SHEPILS R (2L 21T, HF,
1978BR) . FECHERBOBBEABAT 7V OTAN RS L2 (2 LU,
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1AM

Anderson &
Bower (1973)

sSDT

LEgan(1958)

Contextual
Theory
Anderson &
Bower (1972)

Propositional
Theory

Anderson &

"Bower (1974)

y

Fragment
Model
Jones
(1976, 78)

Perturbation

Theory

Estes(1972)
Lee &
IEstes (1977, 81)

Schema /
Model S“AM
Ross & Raaijmakers &
Bower (1981) Shiffrin (1981)
18

Stimulus
Sampling
Theory
Estes (1959)
Mulii-
ﬁroccss
odel Attribut
Atkinson ct al(1967) 'l'herolr);rJ °
Atkinson & B (1967
Shiffrin (1968) /"V‘” )
’/r\}tlribule :
1eory Alri
Norman & : T],lcrollr);le
Rumelhart (1970) Bower (1972)
Bond
Model
Shiffrin &
Cook {1978)
Multi-
Component
i midt &
ﬁogéll)ule Vorberg (1979)

dfEETFNDR

1311

-y
=

n

Drewnovwski (1980)




Kohonen, 19775 8) . DEEWHEICBVT L . BELFMEE 7L ABI S
WERBEErOEESESZ D O2H 5 (Hinton & Anderson, 1981;Eich, 1982;
Hurdock, 1982). LIEDX 3 % ER»6EBA ORENEFSBAT RO TH» 5 HE
SATWLDE BbRD.,

27 Jones (1976,1979) OFKZ B E . HHAREH-7 L DI\, BF.
BEANEEOSESELSRHSAB LS Ch-T &7 (8, 1981,1982; 71,
1982) . B (1985,1987)13 . BEMMAROBBEF AL RRL TS, &5, &
MLERE B BEEOT TN OBENL RS (1982)CH D .

2 —1 Raaijmakers & Shiffrin o®F)N — BHEIEELFLE - B —

Raaijnakers & Shiffrin (1980,1981)1x . RMFE M b DRI BT 5B %4
N, 2N *HABEER. —WELSETCLIBLEERICEHBEL TS, HH5NHE
i3 “search of associative memory” DEXFZW>TSAMERIIN S, £F
HoDEFNEHBAL LS. |

ST S (short-term store)icix. rfENEHLPEBICEIS I EHNTE LW,
FrfENEEPBEZSATWVASSTSEHLVWERSFAS L ST, BBCEZ S TW
TBBEOVWTNAPPEIALNETE, HLVWEREBRCHFISNTWLHELS
AnrbdBRIZL T THHERETSH., LTS, (1) XREBEFFEHRDE
MERE. 2) 10BECHTLHIXRTEEZRBROKSGLMDEZNLTN L DE
HMERPSEL LN TWS, §iEz word-context HH L B, %HZ word-word
F L B, word-context BHARIZISTSICHEBEFEEL TWARBRCIEAT
BLAHLT B, word-word fFEHIZ. 2ONBEEFERIC, STSICHFELLEKHEIC
HlgsbntEZonsd., word FHElI. BEOEZWEERT HDICLELRF
T, context L. BAOFHREZEERFRLZWLOT, BEEHMSTSIC
FELZZLZORBEFEHRCOMENRE,. BREL 22 0REN. TV CRAME
HTH5.



CLTSoOBUHLIZ, 23FFLPDASTSICEDLATLTSHirohe & LT
FMENRZLrotizs. TLT . AX—YERERL LT SORELLCES
BT )r7EhE, TV 3INEBEREZ FPPVELLTSICHLE
RDAR—LDEDEEDEIDERTH S

TV IINTA X DERIT “recovery” EFFIZRABEBICT 7 R E
NTHEMEIND. BEODLRHEZHEILLICERAHEHY recoverdv 2 EEIT . F8
PNEGFTV T IRNLAR—VDEDREDBIDEAHETHH. SAMIZBWN
T, FHEPNELTE—RAZXMWFLPPNC & RV AMFDOHGEW 17
Auwohnd, s, FZoA TV n{HOBEBOFRIZ. TRZFAW.s, Was, -
Wa.sEEBSZEWRT S,

IMAGES

wlS ..... wnS

C‘I‘ S(CT’“ls) ..... s(cT wns)

wl‘l” S(wlT,wls) ..... S(Wrr’wns)
w
w
g,
o

.Wn.r S(wn.r,wls) ..... S(wn,r,wns)

19 FHEPOPFzoNE S HEE ##/7wéhéﬁ+®”%v7z
(Raaijmakers & Shiffrin, 1980) ‘

XRECEBFENPNCr BEL SN L EBE | HYL 7)o 78RBS S
S(Cr, Wis) . BEJBFHERNELLTS26ALES . BE (B9 7Y o
FENBESES (War, Wes) £F55 (H19), t. 2BFE I 2Ny 77 —0F
FELRBME, LR EE | LB ARy 7 — CFELABEL TR



S(Cr, Wis) =2 t,
S (Wir, Wis) =b t ..
S (W.z, Wis) =c t.
PRIUTHELDETH, ZZla, b, clIERHTHD., 7272L. Lt B0 51T,
S (Wir, Wys) =d
ETh, Cr BELILNZES, Wi H U 73N BRI,
S (C-, Wis)

f)s (bwzs/c"r ) = ﬂ

}:1: S (Cr, Wis)
J-

Cr EWkeE5EZ 5Nk s Wi 7Y 7305 REED,
Ps (Wis/Cr Wgkr)
S(Cr, Wis) S (Wgkr, Wis)

ﬁ1s(cTwm>S(wm,WH>w
CORRIE. FEPNOILORFTEEBEE OGW A A= EINLAFOFES
NEBEERDEN AXA—PEVCIV I/ THERAERT. KICEFPDHEZ
SN EE  AAXA-—VDEBEORWMZAERTE 5BEIT.

Pr (W, /Cr)=1-exp{—S (Cr, Wis)}

Pr (W, /Cr, Wkr) =1—8exp{—S (Cr, Wis)

—S (Wgr, Wis))

5% < recovery BAELLL S, FHL0 LEESARAA—VLOBRENBR S IZ
il . incrementing & FRTY, HFOBEEFIRETT 5.

S'(Cr, Wis) =S (Cr, Wis) + e ;

S'(Wz'r, WJS) =S'(WJT'1 Wris)r

=S (VVM. VVsz).'i'f ’
S'"(W:r, Wzs) =S (Wir, Wis) + 0 ;



7)) r/REEFARALSATL ILWEEFSHBET PoltHEET TR
By EEFETE, EEDOBR. RUDBEZINALEF K TEZ 5 EFEH LD

E
BREELITHELDEREL TS,
ST FPNHFLLEL6NLTVEEEXREHROZEFLN LD ELTHWS
S probeli. FLWHESFBAEIASLZTHWLASL., FILWHESHASINS
FEBWDOTL. XRERMESL L SBESNTEEBEVRFES2DELTHWSNA,
XIREHREBEENELED Luax EHOFEHELAN—T7CF LT probe: LTHWSAL,
Lypd . 2<HLWNWHEFBESIAZWZ LI . HBEISTOHEZ probek LT
BELTICXRERNAE nrobek 375, FELZEEFRT T (Kuex ICEL
b)) BFev BT bbb, CRIEXREREBESNLEEFCE>ThR
¥R, FAFAEDVT Lux BORKHEI 52 THTSNE., COBFz v 7
3. ZOEBFTIZFHLWEESEB0E probeBRRZSATDIEH LT THC

FHECIHERNSIEH LN 2 Fo v I LESETRLDTHB,

BB EHERORE (buffer size ) &, BESFL7UL /S h bR
BILHTHEIBEREPLRIMEMBRDT S Z2HET DI ENTRETDH 5
(Raaijmarker & Shiffrin, 1980) . #5122 9 Hurdock (1962) DF—2ICEF
VI ZL<BEETHIEZRLAZ (H20) . XFX—=FEIZ. r=4, Ku.x =30,
a=c=0.05, b=0.02, d=0.004 , e=f=g=0.6 THb, LHPL. HES
DEFANNEHIZ. BHBARBCBST4BABHLBLEROHAGS. EHOHLE
BREEm (IRT) tBAROBEGRE2LII2Lb— a3y TERENnNITEITH D,
211 Roberts (1972) AF—2Dy I al = a3y ThHb, HOERBETIZ. Y X
FroRZ (10,20,30,40 FEH) £RREE (0.5,1, 2, 4, SHIC1EHRFR)
NEFEZELOLNRNTWS, 20V X MNEFKEOEME L &£ LICHARIIRMT S
SELVANOREOEME ELICHAROEIIIETTHILPDIPE., TFL
T, COBRIECEISHBELTWVS, NFAXA—=FHEIZ. r=4, Kuex =30, Luax
, a=c=0.1, b=0.1,d=0.02, e=f=g=0.7TThH5b, TFINDE

ADERCKuex DEZFEITLHZNEDLLLVWI EDREEPDLAT VWS,
Kuex 2FE25Z 3. BBRENVBALCEZ SN HIFEREZELS I LICHIET



PROBABILITY OF RECALL

PROBABILITY OF RECALL

PROBABILITY OF RECALL
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X120 SAM (=i Murdock (1962) mEBNHI I 2l —¥ 3 v
HadoFHsid. /-8 21310-213. 10EEE2 2B ECRRL
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ZEEXRT,



4121

22

13 T

o 10
a 120 F VoA
-

o]

w)

H*

W 9.0 .
w)

c

3

> 6.0 .
—

o

—

:é

5 o0t} .
—

o

H 0.0 ! 1 1 i ! 1 ! 1 !

(ROBERTS)

25 AL L t f Il : L

MEAN WORDS RECALLED

(MODEL)

o Lt oo . . ; ;
20 40 €0 80 120 1680 240 320

TOTAL PRESENTATION TIME (seconds)

Roberts (1972)DF— % LSAH £ F LI L B
320 —3% 3> (Raaijmakers & Shiffrin, 1980)

-2 2-3 3-4 4-5 5-6 -7 7-8 8-9 9-10
OUTPUT POSITION

SAM ik 2 BAREER:EBEAROBROTEE
(Raaijmakers & Shiffrin, 1980)



5T#HA 5 ( Roediger & Thorpe, 1978, Z o KB ) . 2/ . ExoRoberts
(M9T2)DEBEF—9 2 I 2L —hrLABLCHEHEINLNGA—=YT. IRTEH
EROFEFEE L OSXLOBHL2THE ., DT —FI3 Murdock & Okada (1970)

DF—=ZICEHLOTHMULTIWE, T4bd, [RTIZHBEVETZ LA VIED
TAHIL, BANEPRALBEHEELPZVWELIRTENINWI L EDEEL
EmP—FLTwb |

LI ExbA7= &3¢z Raaijmakersk Shiffrin (1980,1981) HEFIZ. /8T X —
SHMDEFTNELSLRNTLEVLDDREDEF N TRHATEZVWEI DER

ERZ2VI2V—FTHIEDPTRTH S,

BRERIEY. AEEPZHBEE LISV (Z0EEE Y —F v LX) |
ENHRS -y e =5y FLSIDER (F4AMF7F5ER) 2HRRL.
=Sy hPEIPZEISELEVIFHEZLSL, SAMTRTF«XANI272E
DEEBEEZZVWOT, BREFCELEZCZ>TLE D,

FZT. Gillund & Shiffrin (198H)IZBEERENE/NE (>0) Z2HD.

TRAERER A R—CERBELCL>THhTPCEANS T BICHERETI &
JWIETNZRELAL, BEFHREIEWLLABALTHLIPBEROHEFIIEE
(7Y r7) 273, TAPERB (=5 v rEX3TF4+XRZ28) &D
BEBEOBMOATHETHELEEL T WS,

Thbb. Cr EWBERIPY)DE &

N :
F(CT,VVJT) ES(CT,WKS) + S (Wir, Wks)

DEFFREBAC: LV KEVEEZEZI—Fy b THBEEZ. Cr ID/ISNEE
EF 4 AT 79 THBEBEZDEVNIETFATHS (H2) ., THEFNMICTE-
Z<NDHET—FHHATETH 5.,
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23 SAN HFEBL A

2 —92 McClelland & Rumelhart (1985) oS HEHEEE TN

McClellandy: Rumelhart (1985) EFNMIZ. BEMNZDELY 2 —NMPS5KD .

EADEY 2= NIBECRETIE<OMELIS y hpLBREATVE LR
Twp (E4) . |
Bt BTV a—AHAT. AFEVIHOMEL= y hPSRD . L 2
FAEAFEVIEYa— AP LBRIAT VA EELL,
By hOBEHLAME— 1o+ 1OMOERE D, OBBELAL
(resting level ) THH, LB ->THEIZy M. BERECLIFECLRY
B2, 1 BENLZy hAD (EVa—VADIZy hpbD) AR I 1

i1 ZZaJ VVU
J

Y33, SllCas BIFBOIZy FOBEAETHD . WldiHs i ADE
ERETHD., 22y b i NDHIEAAE e ETHRIE. 22y hi ANDEAT
net: i3

nety =11 +e;

TEHEZLHNS,
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24 McClellandE Rumelhart (1985) X9

Effect of Familiarity
on Perceptual Processing
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Pr;"o.cessing Cycles

(25 McClelland& Rumelhart (1985) &9



I PANDAD L EEKREE DRARFRIZ

Aa.:={Enet:-(1—a1)—-Dax (net1>0)
Enet.-(a: —(-1)) —Da. (net: =0)

CHEZLNB, Y3al—Y sy Tl hENa, HALTELEVWES ©
E=D=0.10 E/Ph3WVHEIZHEINLTWVS,
Rz, BAW,DZEZT (FFH) oW THXREL D,
(DD LZ Yy b PHD) ANEDEZF S £ETH, TX
1 =ey — i
_d)é: EWlsRkD X LS E S
AW, =701 a,
CHXILEENEFANIHBIERER, CHOFRT L HMEEADEATAT & —3K
TBETWOLAELT S | |

T HEBADEAET

a2
2

’\’S

L

#*7 McClelland& Rumelhart (1985) Xk b

Case Input or response for each unit
Pattern | . .
The Pattern: + ~ + - + + - -
Response to Pattern before .
learning +.5 -5 +.5 -5 +.5 +.5 -5 -5
Response to Pattern after :
10 learning trials +.7 -7 +.7 -7 +.7 +.7 -.7 -7
Test Input (Incomplete version
of Pattern) -+ -~ + -
Response +.6 -6 +.6 ~.6 +.4 +.4 -4 -4
Test Input (Distortion of .
Pattern) + - + - + + - +*
Response : +.6 -6 +.6 -6 +.6 +.6 -.6 +.1
Pattern 2
The Pattern: + + - - - + - +
Response to Pattern with ’
weights learned for
Pattern | +.5. +.5 -5 -.5 -5 +.5 -5 +.5
Response to Pattern after
10 learning trials +.7 +.7 -7 -7 =7 +.7 -7 +.7
Retest of response to .
Pattern 1 +.7 -7 +.7 -7 +.7 +.7 -7 -7




ST, DL I EFHELOEY 2 —VICRTICHRTE I /NI =% (458
E5ELT)RWARLTALD . RTHIZ+H1.0 0 —3—1.0 2R3, W..oOfHHE
Z0TH5., CHEcDHENIZNASIL TV 2 —ME THISLZ W Ny —2E LT
Hg Ll WERARLAZETIZ, RaQdHh2ET., —mEETH L. /%

— O—HHERFLTL., EY 2 —NELhONI— 2 FATEI NP L,
R ) A XCELTLEL WSS — Y 2 BALT WS, JONS —v i
RHTL, BMONS — 2 AATEEELSRIELT VS, CHL3 ey
Vig, /A XBRE. HBTFELPPOVICLIBBETLEDEBEZL DI LR LIS

S DTV A LB ORI — SRR DD L RS

MPNT— Y F AL S, REONS— VR ELLBRTEBNTENL I (2.
Y- FEEER. LAMOGRCHT TS L. BEFEE AN LS. &%
She DL AT LD,
ukN7%ﬂ®%%m£&2@%ﬁ?ﬁ%%ﬁifﬁbh”?—yéﬁﬁf%y
2= VEAALTALS . COLEDRADEHKENBEMBBE R L7 0 H25
CHB, BN =B REEL NS = DE . F LN P — S TH L
TREVHARETE L br s, BAOBS Ebrs L. Luce DBFRAERL
Fedio TRIEREFHETE S, Ll BREOSKOH OB S EFHLNT,
S TIEER () £ LT |
P(ri=e ! / (c+eke)

S@ﬂ

¢

1.0 f~
{amiliar
o8 - unfamiliar
0.8 |-

04 —

Probability Correct

02 —

0.0 .
-5 ) 5 10 15 20 25 30 85

Processing Cycles

‘B126 McClelland& Rumelhart (1985) X9



2—3 Waltz & Pollack (1985) o®FI

HBOWBELTMALT, I I/ PREEELRETH B,

BREIC, 2200XFEHzHENCRRL . 2FHCRRSINALNFEIFHEET
HEPEPEMD (FRPEFE ¢ lexical decision task ) , Tk & HE(C
ETHEME(RT) 28ETHE. 20DXNFEFHPE—DATIV—CETHEE
(72 & 213 Apple—0Orange) M &P DORBKAKESH 5 H& ( Nurse—Doctor)
CIERTHEREINDE., CNZ7 74 I /7R EFEE, Collins & Loftus(1975)
X, BEA Yy PP -2 2 BHPEBRTHIESI. IPTAI VPR FFHLA
(spreading activation model ), $hbb. B—HWIC L»> T —o>DBWANEE
t2hbe. ZOEHP Ay P —72EBL. ERAFEDBVWEEL XV E L
Fh. FRWE . BHRMICHRED BHEARCRTENLERTICERENESET
BOTHE. 4B, B—HBL B ABOMES 0NSEETLT 54 SV /BB
PET LT EHMLNT WS (Ratcliff & Mckoon,1981),

Waltz & Pollack(1985)ix. spreading activationk lateral inhibitiond i
FULOXNEBEDAy FI7 =T RTNVEFIL, CHDETVTIZEBORRREL X
DEXFEFRBFCHEERL L2 L8173 5. X27id TJohn shot some bucks
tuaithjtn9KWf RATELEDA Yy b =7 OMBKREZRL T3,
X28i% spreading actlva‘uont lateral inhibition 0)?%1?%50@<075)7L L
BOKRETHBH, Tshot; CIEITIRED, FIRE, BULLET, WASTE
NDADDERBHHAFFIREPEL S BIREA TS, SRR/ THS THUNT
CE>T TFIREI H#7IFA4LERTWBEPLTHS., EZAHT. FHHIZAHEN
FETHLETHAITRZFHEED (ERIPEED . EUPEENMDP . EXSNEDPE

\Emﬁﬁﬂﬁ\ﬁnfnéﬁtiﬁfn%#\%@@#—f—(ﬂ\%\%)\



¥

]
\\

o=

O O ’
e O T
) CONTEXTUAL

B127 Waltz & Polfack (1985) oEF N

O
e, O
L
GAMBLE N

28 Waltz & Pollack (1985) HEFIi




BH . BET (B A\ ede) B E ) % nicrofeature XU BIRixF micro-
feature L OEBETER ST LIRS EF L. HHBEEFEEA AL nicro-
feature 2B LTHETAEASR T T4 LE3NB LI > TWAHE2S., L2k L.
EzaToFic. [ John spent his weekend in the woods) ZH AL, weekend

 wood It >TFIRERDEERHBI7IALEND., DL . BRI

mxcrofeaturez BLTEL D> TWwhb,

CONCEPTS

4

SECOND & l |
MIRUTE € ;
HOUR ——¢ >

DAY
WEEK & &

MONTH

YEAR .

DECADE ; -

INSIDE m - I
HOUSE
STORE —&
OFFICE
SCHOOL
FACTORY
CASINO
BAR N <
RESTAURANT —
THEATRE ﬂ% I
OUTSIDE
RACETRACK P
CITY STREET G S
CiTY PARK —_— &

RURAL 3 ¢
FOREST S
LAKE 4 .
DESERT —t } :
MOUNTAIN © >

SEASHORE € - —
CANYON

b
b

h &

o

o

a4

MICROFEATURES

J-\\
9

.
4
LD
P
hy
4

H-

-
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MILD ASSOCIATION; WEIGHTING = .5
COULD BE ASSOCIATED, BUT CHARACTERISTICALLY UNRELATED; WEIGHTING = ()

NEGATIVELY ASSOCIATED; CONCEPT AND MICROFEATURE TEND TO BE MUTUALLY
EXCLUSIVE; WEIGHTING = -,
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