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Relational Category and Learning Mechanism

Zhang Hengchao Yin Guoen

(Academy of Psychology and Behavior in Tianjin Normal University, Tianjin 300074)

Abstract: Relational category is defined that category membership is decided by a common structure of relations,and its signifi-
cance is the relationship with other entities or the relationship of a series of internal components. Relational category emphasizes
the systematicity of relational structure. The current review focuses on the types of similarity, the relation and difference be-
tween entity category and relational category, the learning process of relational category as well as the learning mechanism —
structure— mapping theory. The direction of future research is to explore the new research paradigm of categorization, deeply
understand the learning of relational category.explore how the process of alignment and mapping interacts with other basic cog-
nitive processes.and provide a more consistent view of cognition about the learning of relational category.

Key words: relational category;similarity;structural alignment;structural mapping
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