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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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(LR BEE R, T 51000652, )7 TRBUEEAR#EE, BT 530008)

B EREMRAANGHXLPAEANZINREF X, FBERAFI -EZBEXR
TR DGR P 04 L5 Xt £ A RIEHh, FBRPHABLIRFAZAY XRF I ELAl4
R, 53 3 A block Z Gt L ATAIS, KBRERAN (1) F I EHb AR —LANLEFTH
HAERBH RO ARG FIRBZREAE £ (2) £ RREA KT T G #R AN BH&
ARG K G T, BLF R E®, EBAI ST, RE LA A 5 T F 80 8L A W42 &

oA AE,

R F A F T AR B AL X

5% S:Bj42.5 CRKERIRAD : A
1 5|§

55312 3] (category learning ) ¥ S S5 38 2R
FH* 2 —iT# "R, 23 5 > B BRI i By B
FE2E 2T BB, 2 TR a3 o O Rl e RS
B1E B O IR MRS, 26 IE# 3K 3] 90% 24 78 il
T =2 ES ) (X EHE, 325 ,2009) , WA K
FAR T IR S AR I B B W R e I 2
BR o

KRR I MR ESZ—. BHIR
FESZHE AATTE AT 250 3= S B f v, X 25 TR
B T2, — AT Ao 2 R B R
AEFEFNE BRI BANNEE MR &
A B M5, a8 51 B 5L =2 1] 3L R ARRIE VRHE Z
[F1] B AR SC PR BUARPAE A8 ) 3 B s 2K 59 B 15 R W R A
BRTPEHNZ B X HIFERE R, w T LIX
A3 PR Z 18] (R AH S ARFAE Bl 2 X SR RFAE(E I A
HE. AANNE B MR BRI B Uk R0 iR E
BBFEE 4, 505 B RIER B0l & 3
PIRAIEI A 2 R7 , H A e MR B E 5
( Helie ,Shamloo, & EI1,2017)

AUTHERSEmENEBREFIER: (1)
155 BAR: 45 55 2 i R AR 5w (L gkl AT
KA ) 2 FBOE 2L 5 B 3RAE ; X2+
55 R AT 55 B (g 2 I AR 4, LR
Wrik 2k R AEMH ) 2 3 BOP U5 NS B B RAE
( Markman & Ross,2003) ; (2) B0 - fTE4H B2
2] (blocked study) #,i 8K ¢t Hidk ¢ +1 FrEI K
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RIS B [F— 230 19, S0 B 5 NG
BRI ; 23282 2] (interleaved study ) H1,i{IK t
ik v+ 1 Br 2 B RNEE Sk B AR 8, 2
BT B2 A 18] 45 5L 1 RAE ( Carvalho & Gold-
stone, 2014 ) 5 (3) 28I G544 : 2 > B T AL (ruse —
based, LA T 7k RB £514)) B2 5| 254 2 Bt idE
HZE N EME B HRIE ; % 2 5 B & & (information —
integration, LU f&jFR 1T 2544 ) (28 71 4544 T B e
TE RN AE B MFRAE (Ashby & EI1,2001) o

WA B E R RN GEXEEZmERZ
—( Helie et al. ,2017; Ell, Smith, Peralta, & Helie,
2017) . Helie 5#(2017) ¥t T Wi S5 X, —Fb
2825 ( classification training, A/B JI|Zk) : X4~
FIER T X B2 Y (i X” 5°Y” 43542k
W RRAE, T ) 5 55— R 2 A2 I 45 ( concept
training, Y/N JlIZ5) : XARIEC BT X 577, Ell 4%
(2017 ) Ftts 7 —Fp ) 2k (inference training, INF
YIGR) , et VResosOfNE A 2 5 hr 4, BERH: T iy
REFHEE, Z5REM, 3T I 45800817 M #E
RGN NE B FRAE ; X T RB 2544, A/B Y| 45 F: 30
B 2R El{E B R AR, K E PRI 7 008
BRI NS BRI,

FIRERAE RAEBI AR N T . Gen-
ter( 1983 ) 45 H Z 8k i > > A A — 2 5 ¥y i 4
Bl IA F TR REHNN B B, B EA
( comparison learning ) 42 [A] i 2% =] B 451], 38 33 %5
EATHAT LA R B W & Z B 3 R R s AR,

« BEWA M-SR ERE =0 MR H (202062YB91) ,2018 4F BT P4 H i 4F BUMAE i #8) 4R 7100 B (2018KY1137)
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BEMARAR A TR —Fh 2 2 O =K, AT R4y R[] —
HANH L T FIA RS RI I L= . PRE K
W, PR TS RAEH BRI R E AT 5, LR
2] B R L B ) B S , 9T HL el o b
BB WG RIS 22 18] B AR AL , X AR AL
gk ny 5 1 %8 O # ( Kurtz, Boukrina, & Gentner,
2013 ;Kurtz & Gentner,1998)

Corral ,Kurtz FI Jones(2018) A N A FZEHI 89 b
B SHART RAELEH WG, 1t T
Fhzg 3] 44 . (1) DCEE 4544 ( match condition ) S 245
P B — 28 5 B W08 5 (2) X E 454 (con-
trast condition ) £ J2 45 B 12 52 BUAS [R] 2 51 44 3 1 4
WMo GREI, BN A 2] 5 A s &
b3 D FC S IR B SR IF » T ELARATTIA R UC i
FM i bgaRUE RS A N AR B SRR, X L& TE
B A& 28 5 ()5 B R AE, 20 5 5 7E Carvalho F01
Goldstone (2014 ) [ L85 H [ 2 S S {F FRAT B 4514
X R

DAESAREAG) > (B oR vh R, A [F I I 45
JACT , #R 3] RB S5 T8 A R (AL, T ZE
Lhagead > v SN ZRiE S5 R BIME B MR AR 7
RB S5 2 —F 58 ) 52 (0 B4 B}, 0 S A7 7 LR
o7 WISRAETE LB, R — b tb Ay & s F)
T RB 45iMH3K457 LR U] Helie %5 (2017 ) HyAFF
SR, NG B2 S B A R 25 (A
FKvs BJK,C K vs D), TEMHABT B, Bl AFHE
X —250 (B 2 vs C28) o FFHOATEM R b B
B RERAT , WA AT 18 B 28 5 AR AT LATE
BB R4 8BS, Bl I B R 2R B AR
BHIRIE,

HT LR R AR B R (1) BZ PG
E—250 thdgesé > MR A B s — 2= I B
MR B St Z B A 2 55 (2) BZ A FZEH)
Eh s A W pk R BR a4 2= ] B B 2 SR A B
TR B, SN 25 2 —FP g R 287 4 B I 4 5
2, HENTE BRI NG B RAE ; (3) 832 i
P BB % B PRt 38 B 2% S AR, JF B2 T B By
G L I
2 WA
2.1 #K

fiiF8 G™ power 4T HE A & 14 %€, BN &
(Effect size) ¥ &4 0.25, Lt WAL S I E R
0.8, THEMGIN BAEA R 87, ffiF Pavlovia fE£% 41
FRFEBR 92 A, FHER 21.18( £ 1.48) %7,
A B EAL RS, HAE AL e, HoARZ
g, Hrh e B2 30 A, F—285 Hhisg

23] 32 N ARRIZEHI A > 30 A,
2.2 &t

FRAREER (R B, HEZEG], A
[F2E50)) AL s igit, AR B 2KYE C FEpyl
55 SR MR A
2.3 EHmMH

BRI —4Ezs Al P B — 41 point (AR3 . J
) & X, P iR (RIETEE) BRI E (epd)
THE, 71 CAKOF 5 ) i Bt e % ) DLIREE 38,
{§i Ff Matlab ] Psychtoolbox — 3 A= Il i 4E , Wil 4 o5

WRL 5 HMA
®1 OMEINNSE
e T e
A (1.90,0.30) (0'044 0(.)1)
B (1.90,0.67) (0'34 001)
C (1.90,1.03) (0'044 0(.)1)
D (1.90,1.40) (O'SM 0(.)1)

BEIBENAE AR AR T DR 2 R385, 5
TIOUIERGT AR NHSEME 1 PR, TER
FIRECEE J7 1) _E (IR LA 10°3 90° ( AZKF-J [ 3 Eisf
Bty g ) AR R 98 B (I R) RFREITE 0.2 ) 3.
85 cpd Z[H[AE{L . XELISHIFT LIk =P A 5%
I X AR A R T LA E T R 5
KR RO “ A P TR BE B9 IBOE “ B, 5
BES FHIEE  C7 , Bl 22 H B RIEOE“D” (BD, 5
BB, R AW ) AR ) o M 284310 Hh 7 AR
—£H 200 AFIFECARE 1 FR) o

BT JAVA REHRE A & 40 &l E 98 A~
Y s 2] B B BRI AR , FF7E B 2801 C 8P &%
B (AN EE &) 32 4 T A s e B 1 ofl
Wk
2.4 ZBEE

JE 2 B RS R BE I SR AR 2 i Psy-
chopy2020. 1. 3 HE 47 & i 0 $E B ( Peirce, 2007,
2009) . BEIRAEASESE R DIEE . A SRREB KM
T, AR R & X ige” H R e AR REREN
RS I BUTE B R (A X S A
ZUAT BT CCT DY B, B R 17 B A
“yes” ,“0” G EIE “no” AR IAJEE " 2 A B?7 &
R no” BYTE, AWK B B 28 iR 5] &1
BCRE B EREno” G, IR 4% MHIESE 5
AK([FMEMZEEERTC" D7),
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1 SREM RIS

TEF—JHI %M, B el & 2 BRI 3
(XPARIECR B R—250) , 3 HH R ETATER
# LB BRI LIT P EE RS X 57,
Hi XAURIRZA”“B”“C”“D” 25, gl
“17 B[ “yes” (IR AE X 28), 07 R [E] & “no”
CHIERANR X 28) , R AR LU BB R
A N7 LR no” T, A RIFHRE T B,
AR LUF P EITE AR B 1577 52 no” 1
W IR AP AR T A (R B g T
“C7“D"%K) .

TEAR R, Br 4 6] & 2 BRI
(XPIHIECR A AFRES) 3 B AR QPR
LR BRI e TR R X 7 Hoep
X ARERIRE“A”“B”“C”“D” 25, YoM “17 st [
& “yes” (M) X RAEZHN) , “07 S EIZ “no” (R 22
WA X ), R H B “ Al M EEE A
o7 B SR JE “yes” BTG, AR AZZ LM RIBR A A
R, ABRHBOK B B 3K, EFE “no” KYid, £l 1Y
POk A B2, AAMRBOR A A 25 IR AR
“IBEER L B 77 KSR “yes” HTE, IR AL
BRI A B K, AARRBORE AR, BERE
“no” I, I KYRITOR B A 2K, HARRIBK A
B R (FAEEFZEWEN T C" D" ) . Jfailtk
SOV, A RS A — e L AR
“yes” , H—F 07K yes”

PO SRLE , &5 B IE# (SR EF1E) 358
R (LLETAR) B Bt , [R5 B0 M I £ 45431 R T 7
HIPRAE o TEBLARG A (F R ARl 5 B BcA it
L (EEesE -~ a5 Hlad 10 70) , & BLR A TR
‘KT, BREERAKE,

TERBFEPIM R, 25 M1 4 block x 64 4> tri-

als 1AL, BRI R B — R . BB A AT I
TESIN— 255 > SC I, AT 280K 451 B oy
AT BT CTIDT I, (R BT,
S 3 block x 32 A trials F1 1 block x 64 ™ tri-
als 20/}, EFTWITIEHT, I RES SR RE
AT — MR, B R A A R G kA
FBE R AE . 1T 3 4> block #RRZ % block, Bk
BAEZ NG, R E N A7 2K “B7 K. “C7 KM
“D”,

A5 2] block §1, 78 —2F trials &2 A 2K vs B
2,0 —FJE CFvs DIE,A B.C.D WHZEH& S
174, ZEMAB B, B 8 C K& 5 —2F wials,
A block 7 — 2 trials IEFIZE SRR yes” ,—F IEH
B no” , WIBEHLSE K- 4 0.5,

MBS, SOk A B fE
BB, AT TR 2 AR5 > B B 2=~ BR8] 40
TATE MR Bt 2 B, (7] B g 25 AN PR 1t
B, FEE R, WA NS ERAES
1), 3 B AR R VLR AR R L2 F I o

— A2 trial QT R S 2B E E A
(TF48) , K 1500ms, $e 8 BB a8, X
ME RS — 2R L, A3 R
BEo Mg N ECE S BbE (R 10
PG RN K, AR 2 750ms ( Hedges: ]
A1 S A T 2 B 1500ms ) o B3 AT DA AE P A
block Z[A1F — 44 RS BT A, AT DL 5 AT 4%
RESE, LREBENE2 Fins.

Block4 Sl block , =F 254 Bl 32 i Bt &R A
AR , DU B B B 1 28 2 S R g 0K “ B 2
“CURRKIFR ., B Ak, FEMIA N Br Ik R4
WREBR— TR, REERE R L I B
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RRETEEI XA X o7, FAH R 5 55

Zh
0.4s

RS R
0. 75s

AR SRR
5s

R yes”

“no” , BN R .

ZR
0. 4s

2 EmERER

3 HBRESW
3.1 RRAZAFXHFIHRILEK
RK2 ARZMAREARE block HE)FHAEFE M(SD)
BI R, blockl block2 block3 block4
HPEF 0.56(0.10)0.59(0. 14)0.68(0. 16)0.68(0. 19)
[Fl—2# 0.57(0.15)0.64(0. 19)0. 68(0. 19)0.69(0. 18)
AFEIZEH] 0.59(0.14)0.76(0.19)0.84(0.17)0.64(0.24)
K P SOl #EAT 0 38 5 (PR B &1 block A4
R RN TE £3 MPRiEZE LN EUE) , I SPSS
21.0 X SEI AR AATBIE 47

100 BRHR
0.901 e R (e30)
- e (] HE 5 (n=32)
- i -+ RS (n=30)

0. 80+ &' .- '\
z ) )
& 0.701 ’ \

M 7 - N\

0.40

blockl block? blockd blockd (FLEE)

3 FAEEHFAAREA block HIEHR
BOAAE 3 4 block H K BGHK I 1 T1, 1 B¢
AT GRE BAR AR T JAHIR
Xt ER T SEHEE (R 3 4 block) #5847 3 (£ BUUF
o BRI, Rl —250, ARIZEH]) x3 (block:1,2,3)
BRI R J7 =041, 45 R B R block LN 3%
F (5 1759 =50.99,p <0. 001 ,np2 =0.36; 2R ER

BBE:F 4 =6.89,p<0.01,7,° =0.13; =&
HAEHBE Fm =5.61,p<0.001,9° =0.11,
VEHAFEN R B, 3 7E =R A R A 23 N
ARG R, 3 H A BAREH B Ui B goA
=PRI A B2 BEA 3

T3 EAE W3, B b 34T 8 SR R0 43 o
[E € block &1, 43 Hr A [6] 2 3 7 0 IE# R 14 %
M, f€ blockl 5, 2RI A BB A WE  F <1;
£E block2 1, %}%ﬁﬁﬁiﬁiﬁjﬁg F(2,89) =
7.77,p <0.01,7,* =0. 15, BRI, 7R 7] 28 51 B9 8%,
SpESTHFEF (M =0.59,8D =0. 14) 5%
p <0. 001, a2 5 B RSt 8.2 5 T IR — 2500 B9 B
4i:p =0.005; 7€ block3 b, 2 3 J7 =X 1 B 30 b
#:F (4 =8.85,p<0.001,n,° =0. 17, B4R A,
AFZEH(M =0.84,8D =0.17) MG B % = T 5
FEBI SR :p =0. 001, R RIZESI M S B & = TR
—RANM S :p <0.001, HEfkFAEE, BHH
B ESYIZRET , 2 B [F] 287 MRE B X fe i fd
IR E A S HEREE TN 251/, I B2
SHEFER, MEIE KBRS B S
T RAEREIM ¥ AR BGTWE ZEW
HERHENER,

[ BB A, S W 7E A [F] block Hr gk ik
WIET 3, TESRAE 4, block [y &) B A% B B % -
Fis =8.48,p <0.001,n,° =0.16, H{& 3k,
block3 ) %45 B 2 & F blockl %% p <0.001,
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block3 [ i %% 5.3 = T block2 By %5 :p =0. 001 ;78
[A]—25 515, block [ 7] R38N . 3 F(z,ss) =6.49,p
<0.01,n,> =0. 13, E{&3Ki%, block2 R 5 BE =
F blockl [f/ 45 :p =0. 013, block3 (WK% B 25T
blockl B %5 :p =0. 001 ; ZEA[FIZEHH , block &)
PR B F g =34.63,p <0.001,7,° =0.44,
Bk, block2 B 5t & = T blockl B HLSR : p
<0. 001, block3 (1) /5% B3E = T blockl RS :p <
0. 001 ,block3 (¥ i 5% B & T block2 [ Gi:p =
0.003, HEFKHARE, WA =FER T
ep, SR BRI FE A block [RHG AT 48 = 28 5 2% >
L
3.2 REERF X6 LA HRILE

R T HEFBORRE BT NI GR B B R 13 255
IR XS SL 0 B (block3 71 block4 ) #E4T 3 (2
P72 AR, Rl —285, AR RIZEHN) x 2 (block : f
Ja— M YNZRE B, MR B ) W) 2R S & Uy 20047,
LR block £ BE: Fe =13.42,p <
0.001,7,% =0. 13; 2T REMMABE F<1;
FELHEAEHBE Fog =13.23,p<0.001,7,° =
0.23, ULHIA A 23 X, gk BT 8 SRR
—2,

ZEAEHRE , AT BB 53T, [EE block
F, AR 2 W X Ef R, &
block3 Hr, 2 B Jy A BN B2 5 7 block4 i, 2
B RN AR E F <1,

B e 237 A, 4 BT ARl block Hh (1) IE
R, TEBEFIRAFT , block BB ARE F<1;
FE R — 25 &, block faj BN AW F <1;7E
AR 2 50 2% A , block A BA R N B F(1,89) =
39.18,p <0.001,7,” =0. 31, BRI, MR B )
s B EH KT RE — MK B gy st :p <0. 001,
VLEATE 2P RIS 5 B AR 5 ) b, gl i 38
SR TR MAERXE WA FES, AR
StHINZGH B R StRA XA,

R T EAFE 2T T, 8k
R AT BRI — BRI W2 )y
P BT BB 2 S R AR A, T BE (block4 )
B RS R — T VIR 9 B (block3 ) 39 15t , 15
P 28, AT E R T 200, 8RR B
T X RS RCR MM ERN B E  F g ) =13.23,
p<0.001, HELE KT RKALFEGOZI(M
=-0.01,8D =0.18) H[a —LH| LB F I (M =
0.01,SD =0.13) Z M EZ R ARBE.p =0.772; A~ [H
FKH B F (M = -0.21,8D =0.23) BT AR

BERTHAEGIEI :p <0. 001 ; ARESEH 2=~
HIEBRR BB TR —25 2% 3 :p <0. 001,
XULBABRTE 2= X A R RIFE XS B, T2 St 2
R BT B, R BB =% > [ B BT 3R A5 9 28 1) 1R 52
RS BN B o
SER R B2 A A 2800 Hh i = o) M pk il g
FEZ M B P 1 3R 45 28 00 AR, (2005 o B i
SURIREE N, TE T 250 {5 5 RAE ; 2
P ER [F]— 28590 Eb B > BT B 22K 5 R
BRI, RGEAHE TR
3.3 REEZIAF X R LA IE
#®3 FAEZHAFAERE block K
T E R H M(SD) (EfiL: §)
BIHE. blockl block2 block3 block4
BAREM]  1.68(0.44)1.56(0.48)1.47(0.45)1.57(0.46)
[ —2 2.51(0.67)2.02(0.56)2.00(0.69)1.56(0.44)
ANFEIZER] 3.58(1.03)3.25(1.15)2.80(1.07)1.58(0.58)
X 453 B B L B A TR AT o X RB A SRR
P& (TG 3 4~ block) #47 3(EIF = AL, [F]—8
L, ARIZEHN) x 3 (block:1,2,3) EEME 24
W, 53R WK block FHN BFE : F(; 17 =36.11,p <
0.001,m," =0.29; 2RI R EMP B E: Fop) =
42.43,p <0.001,7,° =0.49; " EXHENEE:
Fim =5.21,p<0.01,7,> =0. 11, HEBHEN%G
B gOATE = ROR A M 2B S X R N
B S, BBEIIGR, H H A2 B AR B U pATE
=2 = RN EEA—E
HFsEAER B3, B U178 RN 434 o
[ %€ block 2544, 3 M1 A ] 2 By X I R il B 56
Wi, 7E blockl ,%ﬂﬂﬁ:‘cﬁféﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬂjﬁ%:ﬂz,m =
47.96,p <0.001,7,” =0. 52, BRI, BAEEI R
R (M =1.68,SD =0.44) BT F—25]:p <
0. 001, [5]— 231 s it (M =2.51,8D =0.67) 1.
ERTARAEF :p <0. 001, BALE [y S g Btk 22 1%
FARKR (M =3.58,5D =1.03) :p <0.001; 7F
block2 v, B 7 F ] ER RN B % F(z,s9) =37.58,p
<0.001,n,” =0. 46, BRI L , BFE B 4 52 BE I (M
=1.56,5D =0.48) B EE TR —H:p =0.024,
R — 283 ) S B (M =2.02,8D =0.56) B Z{KT
RS :p <0. 001, BRI Y SN B 2 241K T[]
HH (M =3.25,8D =1.15) : p <0.001; 7£ block3
o, 2 ST B N B F(2,89) =22.36,p <
0.001,5,” =0.33, BRI UL, BB S R (M =
1.47,8D =0.45) B 2L Fn]— 2 5. p =0. 009, |7
—EHH R B (M =2.00,8D =0.09) BFHKTA
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[F25 50 :p <0. 001 , BRI 2 i B @ 41K T A [F] 268
(M =2.80,8SD=1.07) :p <0.001, ViF7ERZHE
A WNGRET , a2 > BB B i [R) 22 HL BRI, I
H 2 2 AR 2L B B 2 AR B T 20 T
B e 2 I 7 A&, 4 BT ZEA [F] block i
WIS NEE o FEFRRE o, block [ 7 BRSO RE A 3%
F <17 — 2857, block H ] BRLA5 N .2 F; 5
=12.76,p <0.001,7,” =0.23, BfA3 i, blockl f
F2 S H B BT block? 2 )i it : p < 0. 001, block1
) SR B 4 2 AR T block3 18 S iz 2 p < 0. 001 5 £
ENEES L ,block ) A7 B S % F(z,ss) =25.67,
p<0.001,7,> =0.37, EAR3Ri}, blockl fy 52 )i Bif i3
KT block2 [T :p =0. 010, block2 [ 52 i Bt
B ELTF block3 B R BT :p <0. 001, blockl [ K
i 2 E KT block3 B BT :p <0.001, HEHKMt
ABE . BWIHERFZERIM - B, ik > Bk
B R () R /D, T AE Rl — 23 2 2D v, LT3k

BT RIEARBI DL
4
3,54 } " e B (n=30)
' ~$ ) e 257 (n=32)
34 ~. - --#--REHH (n=30)
8 {
E25 §~ ) \
@ ~<L .
-
24 p SES R A\
-, N\
Q\ ‘~~
1.54 ——
1
blockl blocks blockd  blocks GFE)

4 FREMHRPEA block i KRR

4 g

7E Helie 55 (2017 ) FBF5E P O £ 0E HH BRAT ] 22
PRI 2 > 2 B BORATE B B A5 B W R AE
ISR SR, F—KHM LI TR S
HEFE T MER A BE, 0T R NG
BHRERIE, 5B /6. MEASFREGHE LS
I, RAEBBR SRR EREINEF BE,
B AT S A G B RAE , SBRIE AT G .
RNETEARREPEEFI P RIAT LB, 5/
W= RE -
4.1 REMNHITH

Helie £5(2017 ) A, T8 28 5 N 15 8 1 R AE
AIHE R RHET M BRNG R, RE - FFREIEW
eSS TR KB 25, (B F R 1) R4
SEEM R HINE B RIE, A =& — I RIER A
XAZEHN AT BB ZE 22— MR R B HoAth 3 51
FITTREPER BT B S e, (HEgs R

R A RRBI BT 2 R RAR I T
SR 1E 17 B IR AE

SV SRR — PR B A A B 1927 > 77 5K,
NEBBEH REhH—FRRIRE, 2T EHFE
BT RN KL RA BB TR, B2 R
BUR RO PATE HEBRTE X MR 8 T E M,
MR R ZERI TR MRS GRiedt T2 T 25
5 AL (BPAEBI N AE B M RAL) , A R AR B2
TRAMNZH #2257 B R (EL et al. ,2017) o {H5E
IEERAI, FE T PR B A RSB R Bl , 27
JEFERRE NG R I BT 265 A5 B B RAL,
O B S Ve R g A P SE
B L (58, HHEI AT BB R D RS I 4R A LR
AR BEREHARERNNAGHER,
MREMAERZ B REF X RKFER . S8R
BESWNGA R, TE LB 2 ) A TR 55— BRI AT LA
k5 3 HER, R BREGK A R — 20, 22
T RESE A S A i P E o  AR  E—
BB RAR PR B BURE A BB B0 B SR
AET7 =5 WSR-S FR IR B A ISR , 2 ) F )
RPN Z BRI C R E R, TR BEMT
AL BRI At B RAE T K
4.2 AV Gt A EAE B0 RIEG Y ra

AR N AL (AL R KFESHY) 21
1] 6 FZ B AU (Helie et al. ,2017) , 52 A7 3851
P B HIRAL A [H] 5 B R ILARA % B K2
PN o 250 P58 B RAE BN E - BEE 71 B3
R, A R ER 2 T i AR 5 T K1) 1) 5 8L B SRR
BRI - BB 22 T E BB B 2 B(D) , L3R
FEEE ACC) o TEAF KB 22 ) FH AL
BEAS IR BB AT 5 G, (ELR TR B B, 1 01 [H]
15 B IR A2 ) HE A GRRE 2 ) B B AT £ B9 2K 51 A0
Wi, RBVEURIEE T . B8R, 520 B
AL AR BERA — R FER R T LEBIINR
IR, Z R B A R R B SR AE 7 AR
KT BREENEM T, A HEE B 50 C 25
Z B RS, IF BAE = T B Bt A SR 5
X3 B 250 C 25, BROGBA & R AT 10 B
MANE. EEMIT 5T EEN KB BRA
8% MIER R MFLL, AT BEA B T B 25070 C
S B BEA — B (HR AR TR SR, 3
A2 B FREEOR SRR BERORT B AR LN o

AR AR T B BB AR A 19 12 8 RN R R R
AR 20T LUK B 2 2 50 2851 TR A2 28
MIXNE S, IRA R R B AEB N =K
Mo AISEIREE R AT, 25 A A5 B R AL 192 3R M
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T 2022 4E

WA R AR . B2 AN FIZE 7 Hedseay: 31 I
HEM R B WA RABHF B (B RE
— PG RN BEGTER TR T) , AHEBRHORA
FIREAE I B 4 T 3RNg , RILT B 5 C Z[A]
K& (CEBURHE C 2K50) .

TEMAR Berp, BB R B I AN E B R
LRI 3 38 A BE BB 5 2 ) By B 28 3 0 IR T i
B, BN I AR n] LAES Bl 2 30 38 R G4
BB, XA B T 5 0 B A i AT 55 AT i
TR A 280 A B T A28 A (R R P AR AL
Bk, BRI IMNE IR, BA T/ T %R E
JEAS R, A REEE A Hhis A e, Q2R 2 B KR - A
W S H BRI AT R, 48 T 55— 3id 5
VR, S BRAR AT HR H A e oK
4.3 EFZIWILBRALRE

MEER SR P AT DUR B BOalTE A [F] 28 5 5 ~)
A B EERBCR RV R T H eSS &
2, RHHE A 72 LU BB, SRT A PR 2 R —
BIE R A BE B M RIE R E /A =S H X
(Corral et al. ,2018 ; Higgins & Ross,2011 FJSZE 1.
2) . 545H) g8 (structure — mapping theory ) A
R AAE B R AE X 2% 2] R 285 M w B R
BMA—H o

SERBLSI LIS (Gentner, 1983 ) Ay H A S 4%
TTE P R4 B9 7 il e — > 548 X 5F (struc-
ture alignment ) F3 72 , TEIX 1 72 Bl il 24 W 4
e 2 R R L R R R R ok, I R o — A
B RIME S 1S TA S [R] A 2 53 WA W] % 55 B R 451
(R B[R —251) Harpl % I PINFE G S AR, B
5¥(Higgins & Ross,2011 1)L H 3) & BLTE LB
HE S R 2 TR R (HE S TR R 4 5 [ &) o, 2
>3k B R 5] T 18] @R (HES RTHES ) RS &
W TERX RS T, PIMEG 2 8] B9 6 R G5 7EH
REFHEPRIVEA T, IRME R I E A U,
2K 5 N5 B B RAE 2375 Bl 3 S s i g
R Z ] B [ B R (HRTE S > (8 8 i Ak
i, JE S B a5 B IR IE A =R B = 01 5 = ( Cor-
ral et al. ,2018 ; Higgins & Ross,2011) , [RIBfZ2 A
[E28 5 P SRR 2 BRI T RB G54 M 3R15, iX
5 Higgins #1 Ross (2011) M5 RA4T& , IR P
53 HBARAL (A [R5 Ry D'ttt Il AR B BE 785 ), B4
ENTH IR W] X 45, 285 5 B MR
AR R T RIS Z (8] 12 57

COVIS BRI R , ZE TR MAT 55250 2,
AURESHEZEMN LR, SMBRFERS
FE G AR MPIT I B A 26 (X JT 48,2007 5 7F

R, H e, LM, 2016) AR PE &8 AT 45 F B
S | my e m R AR AL T VIR (T /b
i, B E L, 2009 ), T 45 48 XoF 55 BT A o R O B TE
HERZHIANNFER, 4 TAEICILER TR XM
76 ( Corral et al. ,2018) , AfITAEINFABEIR 1 73 BE |
REE M, WX T RB G514 14 S A TFEIHFEAR
AZHIAARIREE T D2, 28000105 B R RIE B
B HE BB P R B AN Z B 2 =, BT
BB R 4R EE B (L &T7 M) , N ILREE AT B
TR EINTEFE.

BEENG S 028N GR A+, TR - B
I O A R R, R T LR # . Patter-
son I Kurtz(2019) 1ER] T #E 432524 3] o A A T
- R IEEA g 1 L 2 > sk, JF Bl
SRS 0 2 R RS IF 3 AR A 43 252 ) vh 43 B
Ko BEEIGRS 2N+, B IE LE gl R X
BB A S b, AR B R Z G B IEH T M
HERW R ME B X El SR T
X 2% 2] J7 1 ( discriminative approach ) , X fp &£
B PN - RIEFES, A I TR
37,4 P EETE B AN B AE (128 ) R Ve
(Levering & Kurtz,2015) , W24 3] B — Rl gl
~J 77 (generative approach) , XFF#AE ) 234 M Al
RHIEZ B AE P A . R RB 2518192
255 LA TR 2 (B R AR IASE T — AL IEJE 3R X 2K
FEE 2 PR T RO BN . TR RIS WA
I, 7 2% PR BB W , 8 3 2 A Sl — A
IEREAERE M%) 5 2, B KR TA 0 B8 5 4 fic 463X
AR b BHAS T AR LA T 2 S AN [R] 28
TR BI I, BRI BT MBI Z MR O &R, A
MR T A BW - KR . I 8 RO
BRI — SRR B 26 RARAE, B LASE T - 2
IEEA I BB R LA

X F IR B 5 ) SRS & R AR T R
L, R B E AT B 128, AR R AT RAAS & J0IA A
BT FE T , IR BRAE TR B2 B e T 3% .
5 &g

(1) TEMES D Zrrh, SaAE ] 52 BRI [R] — 28 531 b
B2 3 2 FERTE BRI N 5 B RAE

(2) AEIZEA g2 3 & B8O ATE BL2E1 8]
5 R HRIE,

(3) RTEARFZEAN B R BB E
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T/, BHER. (2009). COVIS #i &AW Eml. B EY
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The Influence of Item — Presenting Mode to Concept
Training in Category Representation

Huang Liuheng' ,Lu Zheyi' ,Xing Qiang' ,Liu Bianrong’
(1. Department of Psychology, Guangzhou University , Guangzhou 510006 ;
2. Mental Health Education Center,Guangxi Vocational College of Technology and Busines, Nanning 530008 )

Abstract . Previous studies have found that training methodology will affect the representation of category learning. This experiment a-
dopts the learning — transfer paradigm to study the influence of the presentation of the sample on the category representation in the con-
cept training. The participants study category knowledge through learning different item — presenting mode in the experiment. After stud-
ying 3 blocks, they will accept the test. Experimental results show: (1) there is no difference between the result of test phase and the
learning phase of the participants who study single item and the participants who study comparison learning of same — category item —
pairs. (2) The test resulis of the participants who studied comparison learning of different — category item — pairs declined significantly
in the test phase. Therefore,it is concluded that in conceptual training,comparison learning of different — category item — pairs will lead
to the formation of between — category representation to the participants.

Key words ; category learning; category representation ; comparison advantage ;item — presenting mode



