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Some Problems in the Psychologicai Approaches to Knowledge

Hiromitsu Inoue and Hikohito HIRAIDE

SUMMARY

Without knowledge, no one could live his life. Without concepts, our life would be
chaotic. If we perceived each entity as unique, we would be overwhelmed by the sheer
diversity of what we experience. Fortunately, concepts give our world stability. They
are critical for perceiving, remembering, talking, and thinking about objects and events
in the world.

Previous research and theory concerning concepts and knowledge have treated them
as a part of the study of concept formation or memory in the field of psychological theory.
However, an essentially new field of research and theory concerning them has emerged,
supplied by two major trends: I The study of naturalistic categories (e.g. “ mammal,”
“bird,” “sport”) particularly as influenced by input from anthropology, philosophy, and
developmental psychology; II. The modeling of natural concepts in the field of semantic
memory, an area greatly influenced by AI (Artificial Intelligence).

This article is a selective review of these newer developments (with the exception of
developmental approaches), and is to discuss some limits on what an analysis of object
concepts can tell us about how we may think and understand, and also to dispute what
to do next in terms of educational approaches.
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3, FORBEDOEEELSOWTORIIBLORTRNS, 2V Ea—& - ¥4 =V ADEA
Wi A 5\, AT 4nBE (Artificial Intelligence; Al) DBARMESILL TA LW
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210 HE Bk FH B

D MEH) OBEEDINC D, ﬁ%%ﬁ%kbfﬁﬁéhfétoﬂ%abfwuﬂ
Fi, MEY BERERBRALCIOMBER L) CATERR, BRLE2ZE TARO
hamk &I, TARZRWHCHEITH D D), TARIDEE L1327 BIEE2 ) &
5 —REFER L BERCALAHECEBL W50 ThHb, =D IE#H 01-o0Hy
HELT, RBEMRRENDDT T e ~FREETE, WFhd Thhad k), TAMN
BhhB LMD L L0 BRENAMCOINCER Y& ShTwb, F1L CHRE
Pre - BAREWR - BEWERLED TABMOR#) 2#HET 555, FoEMLEL
DRTER TRBZ L LAY, TMBZ & L3 s TE# ~:eeBL,
RER L EBANOBRLBHBL TN DLW lESDTH B,

CCTE, ARORBBEY TMm#ke e, TaROBEY) LW BENLE b
BrEDBR AR, Al HE»LOMRAL & HITHFEORIER - % DFELYHE LML T
ol R AN

L m#srrosmmn

MBHRBAEDOLOSCHEEL DV B L5l s F TR, ABOMIEITEALTBERYE -
TET5%, Ei, MBEROMEREERRHODT /e —FRIS L, XL LCES
DRELELTELZBLRTELDTHS, FLTCREDHBHEL T2 B5+EEnleD
1%, EEMETOERTHS, Tulving, E. 1972) 3B x 2 @EC AL, 1o
Moo TEZ ) CREBL 1B/ =Y — FREET, fd Nl - MEc ) ol
LTIV, X TROHBIh Wb X5 AEB%REBTHB L LT, HOS
B X hX, a#saRPEBOPOEKRIEE S = ERIED, LrL, TRTHES
ThBHEEBLR, mlE—ENED ORRT, TPO 2 BAEETH D, o Mgy &L
TERENBEELRD D, Lk TERIIRCKT S MM 0L b ol 358
CREERDHD LD 2L ThHb, FHE, multi-store model® & L ToBEMEIL, &
HrAIEElE, working memory FEEDA OB AELM I 5 2Bk, B
F£ working memory OWTOERIIHIZLL TR ST, HHIERE - ST Fh?
MR OFDOERLINAIMALE LTOREFT T B, ¥ HNASEELTD
Tulving oW Th, RREBECHTTELD L5 REARH > T 500D, FE
DREABRHREL Lighs, B, M 2~ L EELOBBREOVWTLERLTED,
TORBEIDHPBF y + 7 —7 - EFL——bDDHH - BROAH - KLEOEH - 1
D&M EDHBOGFRE, TORHTKWCEEY node (BUH) & LBREIGH
FOBRELTELZBEFA—RFEBLTETCWS, UL, FAlK, ESEhAA
A=V OWEND, WMBENLESE (ol xE, BLE) BLSBELLELL, BANAHE
& (e, ¥V v) BEBERI TR, FREHETHIESENI A~ L ThiE
IRTEBDTH%5 (Hampton, J. A, 1981 ; Bourne, L. E., 1982), ; ,

COXSRERHRCE T, BE 14— MBORERLELHELS>SH 50D
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ThbH, LL, TaEe s BERCST R3] S WAL T, RO
WA 5% %, Winograd, T. (1975) 2% TEEHINFit X x#k (declarative/proce-
dural knowledge)] HCBB LA b0 D, #o#% Rumelhart, D.E. (1979) AR
(1978) X b *OREENERHIh 52, i, H@E%O B (==51) THS
(54| BF%eCTd, Mervis, C.B., & Rosch, E. (1981) »8#EL T\ 5 X 5K, ELiEHI%R
R LT & AREOEREHLOATEASHC X - T, BECK - THERSOEEEN
b, CHAFROEH L TETWDEDTHD, £ LT, B 1 A~ YOWE
ConTh, T4y CY0oETzencEd, rotbins Ta@E OMELXELE
BERBA o The DED, WS ONDERRIHRGTENLDT 7 —F 35 LF
CHiETEL GBI\ 12REBDTH B,

Bobrow, D.G., & Norman, D. A. (1975) 1, TARDEEIC & » CEBOFHD 12
EHER B B\ BRI 7o ie R (references) # R BT H 51 LIEHEL, 155 2
SOBRSEEOBRIL, & EIRLDENLEZT 3V AAKREDETE L, HIFRIOW
COHK I NI T T DT EFERND L LT, ThiEoBERCEKRITSC
LA WD THY, DL 5 hFHRECEUEREEOFEC T AHMORROESR
{icTH 5| & L1, Hampton, J. A. (1979) 124 4& (polymorphous concepts)
L5 FEREGT, BEOEREETc- T\b, ¥7, Flavell, J.H. (1977) TERIE &
oW T Nob@ B REE M3 E ZEALEL, ThOREVWRIERALS » T35 ]
LR, fhi FRbolRreownwT Mo u=ey — FigkBERickyv»Td MEERED
DABRRZE L, DRTIAOLABBROBELNBELEERCARTIRIE, o/l
B TERNC ERBELNBRAEDDOHS ] LHRBLTVWEDTHS, WTh LEIENZE
LEEBFR L DOBAE - ML LCERRET 5, & HIZMBIERDT £ 4 Ab5ER
DEBEHRA L OLEEOFEREZ YY) #RETAHZEEZRLTLNVS, RALHE
FoHIEL, FELEY SEOEY - RARE - HEOHEFELL - WL ORDFEERD
BRI DER L LT, 12008 AL ERIERL WS, ThEhoRELK
B F a1l BHRZRLZLRTHEDR, Hi— - REMNRAE L - DR FEREAE
FRTWwiclh, FEBRCETAELODYH, BROLBEENZEALHERD Z L25, &
AEHOBELYRBECIRTVWEEEBLhDEDTH %,

II‘ % &: mu..\

Eﬁmmkiofhréhé$%%$M®&%m AE, BAMES (natural concept)
BT EREEWS (natural language concept) &N %, —BAVICIY, HABES
HERRYERL L CES SR BENOEYCELRET 2 TN CoMBLIL L0
Thy, FhRERCEBENERECHEL G (label) %3 - Tnh3B & Eh w5, '

1970ER IV T, &5 LEBABEESCOWTORBELAEE Y, LOBECERER
EOWTHEBHCHEINRD LRI TE, TOHEREL TR, EROMEMHRELTE
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TBMEHECOCTO #HHPRKEHH S (Brunswik, E., 1943; Erickson, J.R., &
Jones, M. R., 1978 ; +J&iE3, 1979; Mervis, C.B., & Rosch, E., 1981), ZEEaz= {0
N7 EA ARERBRI e EBRM B OZBEIRI E T A LR B7eHiZe D KR DWW T DS
7, BRAMLEFOERE D E - T, RENARBRMBIERIA~DTHREEA DT B,
REMREOTELL b, ERCEFIHEFEBCHEAIRD BRSSO EE b
Breie b, MEEEL LCOAABECEOAEE F L OBBATEN THH2D, AR
BRI 2 ERN LT — 2 DEBENEZ I h T 5,

III. WMEICHT 3 EHEE

Smith, E.E., & Medin, D. L. (1981) 12, 4 0OEE & L T4 HAE (taxonomic func-
tion) &5, LD AKBHAKY, O% 7 =V —4¥ (categorization), @S DR XE
BIC X %#54F (conceptual combination) 1, % 7-BARFIHED 723 DA (FE DML,
O BRI D #E (constructing propositional representations), @& EHEE D EE
(interrogating propositional representations) & LT\ %, #hicH L CTRRDOEE L
LT, SREEMT BHR0 EERLEYL RS 0mAMC b &3 < &(fitk (equiva-
lence) XV HEL, IYVRIGLLTWEREC ERL TP BIEMNLTEY —Ric#s
TE%FY, FMRGOERYHATR & ¥ A Ty %, Bourne, L.E. Jr. (1966) %
Bourne, L. E. Jr., Eksfrand, B.R., & Dominowski, R. L. (1971) iz, SECHETS
REREDR - 8BNS OTHY, BRI IESI3EB L AL B L+
NODORERBEEIND D EBRT 3B,

EROBEWBRERD 5 51 & TIE, WS ONDIMTLKRTEOEA LS HEN BB
PHEEC L LS L CATHRBEEYFE IR, TORELYITL0THH2, ML
TEEL 5 2RBRTOEZEDLEPHERLC L » TREI RS ATHESIZ, XhHTEE
b DTHY, FBBECHR L CHEOLRER S, ¥, BADEES L VIHR
THETHERER, MErRAETHEBESE HE) C—BLEREERLENE 50
VIO EREBIHAELSBR I 5%, T2 Twd Tifs]) L RPRCEEST LR
ZTHY, ExDBAIHEORELLCEMTHD L INTWBEDTHS,

BRBRGCHWTLY BT LR 300E R, —BICHEPS (class concept) & MEi¥
NHLDTHD, TOEMAE, Bad MNE) 2L —BAtBEtErd &S B o
M1 CAREINRTD, LVEBBRRBECI ST IOl SEIRD &\ BB
i (hierarchical structure) #WRT5 L W5 HME L - T\ b, TDX 5 REBELED
DEFHRTE BWOMCIRB I, B4DH7 =Y —{L (categorize) DEERE DM
HEERHLICIhD L & b, 2EHNEERCE % DN ED X 5 IR0k &
h, COERBERGELED L SCHRETEDh L5 BEBOGEEIE? &b BEbhh
i b,

BERLB R\, BLEEDBRYERCEVTE S 2 5EHT (semantic field)
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DAV O, BHRBERLEMPBEGRERTHREL X 5 7554 (Osgood, C.E.,
Suci, G.J., & Tannenbaum, P.Y., 1957) 718\~ 23, Zh HIXEEELDOTFr Y~
X -twa (Miller, G.A., & Johnson-Laird, 1976), % 7-&Emkzef] (Osgood et al.,
1957), EBkpyiEEE (Rips, L.J., Shoben, E.J., & Smith, E.E., 1973), &4 58 (Moyer,
R.S., & Bayer, R. H,, 1976) /s ¥ 23 COLBEERZEEL L THAVWLR TV 5,

FRTEY HFHHEO BEHEREGKRLY, BER (Be) HMo#EREfREZ 0L nER
BRI 1T % LRYHEE (mental model) D 1 DL LTREL TV B LW 25, ETF Vi E
LT OEEABEL &k % < (Collins, A. M., & Quillian, M. R., 1969 ; Mandler, G., 1970;
Miller, G. A., 1969), BIEEORL B Oh7cI T & (Johnson, S.C., 1967), =
nix, BEOERSOEBEECOWLCTORED, LDEFENETLEL THRIFBEIEDL
S TWBHZ &, ThbbULEFHEEERELBEEELBV LV T LIERL T3,
TR DOANBRICH L TR 7 BRALEEE ChHMEHILOBREL T, HHVIE—
%%k%ﬁﬂﬂ%@kkﬁ%ﬂ@@%%ﬁ@%fwm&#B?Méhéu%%%@m%k
LT, FOEUBEZHRHLDTWEWLD S ERNERBEHD L2 B,

Miller & Johnson-Laird (1976) 1%, &% EERITH 5HA X, BRER JEX
BCeh o BRI TRTERLRV] ELT, BUTD320BFRE T w5, OMNER
HAEBREHD DT, TR & THR] OoFedb) L5 2000 RNcEE
BER, OWO—&EoBFRT TanE) wik THEl b5 k& 0BR, OHETIERFK
T ITR] & T8 Ths) el X572 20D R,

Miller 5%, Thb 2 o0BEMOBBRERORE T v A%, BEZ NV EX O
FYOMBERNAEEL TEFALLTWAEY, Thieils:@®, @, @LitriconT
L) EROAEBENLEL IhE, 2E0QEQLE, 200EEGEEVBERTHLO
DEHBHETE, ThRl - THEOBFREBETCE 0L, @DEIETIE, TR
2 TE ) CBTONE > NDRECELT, 2204 mR (referent) &35 D
1o EBRTWS, ZOHAEE, BECHMETELy NEH] 285 CHERHMERE
EORBERBTHY, %%ﬂAk@£F@ﬁ$$%ﬁ%ﬂ®%ﬂha@ib%&@u%ﬁﬁ
HREETELETFHRINDZDTH S,

LAL, LR3I OOMBEREYLTU AL CLNEELRETSEHBA L L\Vb T
T, FREFRCHFED, HOVIELDO A I =X 2% FEL CHEORBESY RWWHL T
P Edh, BREBEREANTZ L » = xA@%%LaofaAﬁoﬂﬁfé
%%,

IV. ERERCET 3EHEOEERE

FREEATEN CEBHCAFIEIRTWA LW REER, B2 T =) —EBRDH
WIERERIC & & DWW R T —~ 2 R EHLCRB L 70k Collins & Quillian (1969) ¢H -
fro B X IUE, BWROHIT I~ CHRBEARCH S (FHEINB)E—T L 21,
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NFYVT BB —R, £HT T —EEOBR—N Y 7T TEE-), B
T DRSS ) 7o — BT 2 BRERLOERHMNER I W, ZORRE, BT
H HME XD, XA 2 DOBEED 5\ 3L, BRI BBEO LoV
~AEBT B b0l v S EREKEROERORKE L trshic (Fig. 1), Hxo» 7

1500 ’
(P2)A CANARY HAS SKIN (P)A CANARY

p(78) HAS GILLS §709)
(S)A CANARY
200 1S A FISH ) (723)
! (P1)A CANARY CAN FLY, ,ﬂ)
(PO) A CANARY CAN SING
8)
o 1300 (318)
s
= (S2)A CANARY IS AN ANIMALY, (g5,
o — i
lu—: 1200 —
(S1)A CANARY IS A BIRD L~
z A
<
w /
= 1100 £
Pz 4 @@ PROPERTIES
O ——0 SUPERSETS
/ THE NUMBER OF REACTION TIMES FOR
SO)A CANARY IS A CANARY] EACH POINT ARE IN PARENTHESES
100‘) ) SENTENCES SHOWN ARE ONRY ILLUSTRATIVE
%0 9 2, FALSE

LEVELS OF TRUE SENTENCES SENTENCES

Fig. 1 Average reaction times for different types of sentences in three
experiments. (Collins A. M., & Quillian, M. R., 1969)

=Y —XHENEROMEBHZEBER L RFCEBHCAEEIh TR Y, FEETS
BRLFNARLVBHN T ) —KETREINRTWB EWI, LichisT, BEK
EoRehBEEOHKITIZ, Thbe ok @K (path) oL, AEHMPLELEIR
OB I, A ESLRE LEEL DR, Thilvbyws THEBNAy +7 -7 -
EFN| ERERDLDTHD, PHBOBRITIEFERC KT ST NVBROERL v o170
FHRIHR L LTS h T\ 20 Th %,

TCRFy b7 —7 - EFARBT B LD WL OHEhTw% (Anderson, J.R,
& Bower, G.H., 1973; Collins, A. M., & Loftus, E. F., 1975 ; Rumelhart, D. E., Lind-
say, P.H., & Norman, D.A., 1972) 25, ZhbDEFAREBL TA BN HEE SR
DIRER, T{KEDELSPCEMEIEE v b7 — 7 ORTIRE AWML/ — F (node) ¢
fRFE2h, HEBEROBRIZ O/ — FHOBEKREL CTTCrREFRINTED, 7/ ~F
iELSY v 7 (link) O 24 TRHBETREIR TS 2L ThbH, bz, T2FE
D & TEy] LolEaEREIE, ISA (“is an instance of ”) LW HED Y v 27 IR L D
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WINGS <*—HAS—

}
INST—@—ACTOR-———» BIRD ACTOROBJ-» <*WORM>

IS I5A ISA ClsA o 1sA 1A IS
MOCKING- ROBIN SPARROW WREN  CANARY  EAGLE  PARROT
BIRD nas THAS o PHas  HAs” a a  a
P V4 N Y : l l
WINGS |RED. SMALL|  WiNGS YELLOW
| BREAST | " LARGE  GREEN

r y
<*WORM>  <*WORM> <*WORM>

Fig. 2 Models for Long-term Memory. (Rumelhart}, D.E., Livndsay, PH, &
Norman, D.A., 1972)

BHEBEFENHD, BO—2BEARCHESABEROBRLEDV V7RIV EKEINDELT
Wwa (Fig. 2), LichisT, BHREBARZX Y bV —7HDOY v 7 &cED, BEMOBR
BPRBEL, Vv 2D TEBHIL TP TR A LR INTHBDTHS, ‘
HEWRIEEo L5 1 o0RENEF AR, —e TBEEF V] EFFERh T3 (Meyer,
D.E., 1970; Smith, E.E., Shoben, E.J., & Rips, L. J., 1974) 2%, E&#ECOWTT
hoDEFAEZ, BxORaRRIEELERL V3B, 12 —~v, BflEhE0—
BOBERNLED, %y b 7 —27-EF LD L5 REEHEC OV TOBEERIIEL bR
TWRWETHONEHTH D, BlSET 2y, BEET2HEHEOFFALEXL
ST Eh-BREREIREIh, ThbO—HKOBERENLD M, T EEE (HLBIHE)
INBEVWIFERTH D, LIctisT, BRI/ BREKIIBEDOES DT LABEOEM
HOBBEEL L TELERTWSE LW TIV, BT LB+ 5EBI, HET5
77 ) ~FEDOKEIR, HECAHNEL ShBEFORE SRHEKY HRESHh, H
WiRSFIC BRIEH OB X b —EHEs D bR T 5 (Meyer, 1970; Schaeffer, B, &
Wallace, R., 1970), 77, BFEZBR I Zo®BERLY, Meyer (1970) 13 NRFERZE
=5, Smith & (1974) 13 MggkttEce 51, &b Glass, A. L., & Holyoak, K. J.
A975) X T=— A —FFEEeFN] EHBLTWED, WwThi BT O—BTHS
Wz B, ,

Lk 2 onBREEE 7 OEBABEC SV CORROEE, BEBHNLEAEGD
BEAEDBRE X T CREBOFEERINTHBNEFRT S 25, BaERE
LT, »LEEEELIhBERYEBNCHEBRAREIIETS 2y b7 —7 - F10
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MBI, e FAMEET S ISA R HAS (has an instance of) DY v 7 oR>, =h
LAy PV~ DERFBETED I S A INBRINBDONRETBLE A 5 = %
LERFETHLERDY, TOMEEF VXY fbiRF b i,

V. ?ﬁﬂhk&ﬁéﬁﬁmﬁﬁ@ﬂm

REELE» D OBHRCHBORBENEERD LN D TR, EREFHTOANER
ELTEBER L OBECETABRERNEL ShcBe, TEChREDBEBTIA
DREDL O CHEEBELAEINDEDIES 5 b, Fhtr I RIERINAKBIND DRSS by,
Bousfield, W. A. (1953) 23 » 7 =) ~SHHOBA LA DI S AROABLES28EL €
u%,%ﬁm%ﬁ%ﬁ%kﬁﬁ®%%m%<Dﬁ%%miofaD%ﬁ%h,%Lf%h
X 2 ERPIE LN e ShC &% (Tulving, E.,, & Thomson, D.M.,, 1973), #3342
KRN FA AT, ANBRELTHT =) ~HENAGLRDZ LML, “hbe
BAERIG & OXIEH LEFE SR 2 h T 5 (Tulving, E.,, & Pearlstone, Z., 1966),

Q%%t@ﬁ&%ﬁ%%%?éi5t%%%%,t&kdkﬁ%ﬁ&%%mmﬁﬁbk
bOTEDTHELLLD, BEBLCH T I ) —ZCERND R 52 BE e L1, s
DREREFEDOHE R LB NSD, &5 L MEREOHKE] 3, T el h
TWB EEREIND X5 RAMBE L —BT 5 X 5 AU CADERRE L bhi-BaKT,
R & B Ru2 T (Bower, G. H., Lesgold, A. M., & Tieman, D., 1969 ; Broadbent,
D.E., Cooper, P.J., & Broadbent, M. H. P., 1978), L #2555 C, RRHICADIEHOH
BIEERFL T, LOBHRDLERNOMERRELHET 5 L\ 5 HENTHEL LB DT
BB,

Bower 5 (1969) 1%, Fig##thia Fig. 3 o X 5 M A B BEEL: LR
RTHENE S LOERE, Hﬂ%é%ﬂﬁkzﬁ?éb%ébmt#ﬂ%#%%ﬁ%k%
r?éﬁ@%ﬁa&ﬂ&Ab%t%&%#f BARERIE L%, FRIC X B L,

LEVEL

1 ’ ‘( MINERALS
2 METALS o STONES

' v ]

Platinum Aluminum Bronze - . Sapphire "Limestone
4 Silver Copper Steel Emerald Granite
Gold Lead Brass Diamond Marble
Iron - o Ruby IR

Fig. 8- The “minerals” conceptual hlerarchy (Bower GH Lesgold AM
© & Tiemen D., 1969) : }
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HIERARCHY ’ MATRIX
MAMMALS i
MAMMALS BIRDS
Cow Chicken
FARMYARD Sheep Turkey
- WILD DOMESTICATED Pig Duck
\ Goat Goose
, Dog Budgeriger
PREDA- NONPEDA- FARM- PETS Cat Canary
TORY TORY YARD . PETS Hamstter Parrot
Lion Elephant Cow Dog Guinea-pig Macaw
Tiger Giraffe Sheep  Cat
Leopard Gazelle Pig Guinea-pig

Cheetah Hippopotamus Goat Hamster

Fig. 4 Structures used in Experiment. (Broadbent, D.E., Cooper, P.J., &
Broadbent, M.H.P., 1978)

YR MESLIREL A RBAGEORESBIFEETHY, TDOX I REETIEBEES
T 120457 Y —ERF2RTCRERLECHE SR, MHEEHERIKXELEREN
Botee Ei, WMOWREREFC I - TEROBEEE (evell, 2, 3) #FEEL T3
LERAE, FOTMAT ) ~HEOBAEIMEDOEHHC DNTREIR TN, T0D
EEND, TEMOBWREEDREMN THEEORML BECRENREL L O LAVRE
nic] Evwd, ‘ '

% 72, Broadbent & (1978) X, Fig. 4 R L=k 57 2 DD ERERDHRELE L
fro FRICL D E, AERRFABRCIERI e td, BEBNER TCIBEDTTH
FLOTHEEINED, FLELEFH>TRELLTVWEWIFERZ-—VDO BV D -
fro ZORERL, BBHLAETMEDEMITREL CWB L0250 LD THS,

IhbDEREZ, BEBEENLEERROE—DBETHSZ LEEBENCEZHTHLD
TR DS, BERAVcHE BRIR R T 2 AL 1D OLHREEERETE D LTRRTH DD
EEZLNRBDTHDS '

VI. EREEEICH T 3MRKE

T eRA—DEE R K T 5 AEBRIC OV Tithich, RicsHMEKETR VT,
FD X5 b s 5 ) ~(boRBEEETESTHS 5 Dy

%%, Rosch, E. (1976) 1%, B4« METHHATE, NEWORBERERIE
CEBCINEHFET SO TIRAL, EWCHELEBELSh T, Z0L5RBRT
TEAWRRMINSE IR TR BERIE, HAROEELEYRKBRL R FTEIhT
WEERR R 2T 7 )~ REHH TP HBKEM HBDTRIEVD] L5 HERE
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&, HEBENT T Y — (basic category) &\»5 BEREALRHL T3, =0 M@y 5
TV —] DEBRELEHDOKRIED7-51C, 120FEBN B b T 54, EBNE S5
HBKEDRHP L OBBETE L CROBERBE I NI, EWHF 2 ) — LREIRS
bORX, QA7 =) ~H{O 2 YA —-HOEBRBELR LS/ V-7 ThD, OXaly
AL 7 MEfER R FH B4 OEBNEB ORFIN, F—»75 =) — T CHEL
LTw%, QMEOMBY AV BT, £ v — OFRBIRERN RO B —F,
Z DR ISTRBC X D DR 7 5 2 L DBAIBRLBHTHD, @HF =Y —DA 2
—VBRABRC O oD, ONEWE BWMCEREH T F) ~D 4 v~ L LT BaIX
, THIEMSNDRMLBC L D DO Vv _ABHEAIZNS, LvnkbDThy, X
LI, HENT T) ~ 3B YL 7 5 AMEIR TR BRTREL S DR YR OB EHRS
bbb, DA T T —2LbRIPAECRI I, FOBCERIND LT - FEo» > =

)~ D% (core) LichHBELXLO2LDTHLEWS5DTH S,

Wk O—FEOBFEL, [ OBEKBIIT HEMEL FOBEROTBRICONT, h#
THEBENLHEERPHCHRE L V0BG L LTHB I h B HE ORI - Bk e, £
BRI OBEHEIC L > TRELL TPSTRARD S L\ 2%, HROHEHOFEHERT
ERR) AT T) — RS W2 HBKEDODH B & LHBERINT — 210k o THE IR T
ETVARTRE, MMACENT, 77 2V —DRHRKET, ZDOFREFROILE el
BrRESh, Cho2ZEERREILER W CRATRED Konw T B bhcIh s
DERBDZ EHFTLDELTHMEhS 50CTH5,

%7, Newport, E. L., & Bellugi, U. (1978) 1%, 7 » ¥ » 0FEESED (American
Sign Language; ASL) i\~ C, N T IV —~ L D& 4 DHFEKENRED L 5 wip s
LI B0EREL T2, #EHIE, ASL Do AF AT, Eh5 =) ~poy
RNVEERENT T — - VRADI AV REBEEAT L 7 TSR T\ & AR SR
e, COTLEDLBEFEOEFEEREOBRMEC LR WBEDEEEER, #5721V ~{bic
BT BRAMPNELRARCHAL CO BV LRRI M D TH S, Lirl, HETRE
i EHEERLOBDAT T Y — - VA LS FETOEBILE I o o1
Med s,

Berlin, B. (1978) & Z—ry RV AT AOEETRAWX 57, BEOERE
A DRI S &0 < REAEWFENR (ethnobiological) ¥ A5 Acid, AdH5 =y
— L DRMBET DABEAL R I T B L FHL, FOSEEDBEIC S ThR~T
Voo HiC L, B - EHOTRCEMBET L L0 AREK VAT Ak b o R
WFRITRCBT 5 RREDID, HBLARE v RBBLELTWBDTHSD, Fh
3, SEFEINECEERLMBEUECL LS50 TnWb ok, ¥BMEIhi2 5 20L
BEENLIEANLAHESh, SEOUEHRESL L bRBER Lo L, DE D, Ik
DHEBRIZ v 70350, v 7 NI DEYENERNKE 5 X 5 KK bR
BN L2 FARB5ENH52LThH%, Berlin 13, cDr5hr59Y —~ . o254
DLEFERIR L. Rosch LOMRCETHEREL T =) — BT 5 b DV b2 S
BWEELZ TS,
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5 T, Bruner, J.S., Oliver, R.R., & Greenfield, P. M. (1956) 1%, T#4&x»7 =
) —RREBTHOTHLEBHTEOR] &, #72Y —(LOBEXOEBREEHIT Y —
DEEHLHRFL 720K L, Rosch iz, HRO» 7 =Y —OIEER e AELMAL T
WBDTHD, Hubfs (focul color; Berlin, B., & Kay, P., 1969) <[ L (family
resemblance ; Wittgenstein, L., 1953) iz d L3 # 5 =) —DOHNAIEE D, HEEAD
FEBEULRIL, FoBARAIEEFECD LW THEPHBR I T3 EBEIRT
WB, A7 2 —HoBBHERCOVTL, FHOBRECERIEOR LK &V IFELIE
S ERNY AT Y —DFERBERAT LD TH S,

IDXSCHBEBAOEERCOWTHENE DAL - TETVB2, WThbiER
(HEDEX] DLDELTEDLXORTERAD, #7 2Y — L A2 TOERE
HoRFZe, ERHED RS S h, RRORBEHECIT HRMEOH 7 L2
CTLEENRDOLR TS, ZhHLOERLCOWTE, 77 2 —HEROWTDO#NR
XL, Stadler, S. M. (1982) ik »CE &®dHhT\% (Table 1, 2),

Table 1. » 5 =) —BEKT 5 EHEOMEE (Stadler, SM., 1982)

e (BT LY —DOHE N HEAR

Ashcraft (1978) %26 @TOREGOD S 50(Fh*h101) 6 EOMEBE (B &
17D Btk H 5 =) — FhENDESE

Battig & Montague 56HDRLDLHITFT Y — 442 BE, $—MIhro

(1969) oD

Cordier (1980) SED7 5 v AEDBMN 280 BRERIGE COHE
T - ’

Hampton (1979) SEDBMHIT Y — 32 EBEND, BEHNLHO

A& e

Hampton (1981) SEOMBEHF TV — 5~32 EELEHEERRE

Loftus & Scheff 50D R AEHED 1 @Y 200 A FTY ~ D@4

(1971) >0 BAB B

McCloskey & 18EOEEKEEH T TV 30/34 ERE L BAE ¥

Glucksberg (1978) — & FRFR30MED BRARG (FhFhoEsRk) &

Rosch (1973) SEDOEGLAF Y — 113 LAV D HITE

Rosch (1975) 10D RMEN T =Y — 209 IV D ¥|TE

Russell (1970) 100fE D R/ O BFE 331 F—UEDOBE

VI BEfisoEESE —ZOMER

B RS T 0 BN AR { 5T, BENAEOERNTIRCIZERIAD
ND. FDi=, REULERE FDESR L OERPLERELELILCL TP ST, &
HLXRIAEE L L CRELLR2TVWERGC W TOLHRBERYHALATL T
PLT7 IR —FE, ETETHIDLEEBbIhD, TOBMBLRL0R, FaEETCs
BB RS, B 5\ IS (Miller & Johnson-Laird, 1976) o#fEx LD X 51
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Table 2. B ISHREINTVUDIITF T —LDOVTDTA 7 7y bNE—E

(Stadler, S. M., 1982)

T~ bteE

AT Y —

)

1979

1981

ASH B&M COR HAM. HAM L&S M&G ROS

1973

ROS RUS
1975 (d)

Animal
Beverage
Bird
Building X
Carp.’ tool

Cloth b d
Clothing
Crime
Disease
Fish
Flower
Fruit
Furniture
Insect
Kitchen Utensil
Mammal b4
Musical Instr. x

Natural Earth
Formation

Precious Stone
Science

Ship

Sport

Tools

Toy

Tree
Vegetable
Vehicle
Weapon

Weather Pheno-
menon

Mo

w

MoM oM oMM

"

MM oMK

x!1
%2
X

x3

e T T T o I I B R

MM

LI -

T B B B T

X

x*

X*
X*

~*®

x*
x*

W

- I A

v

HoWmoWo

x*
X*
X x¥
x*

x*

x*

x*

x*

X 3k

ROHH :

Wi tslt 2581 Table 1. k5. (f)={AZE, (d)=¥hz%E,
*=TBAEGl—HT7 =Y~ ] OBR, HBL [HF =2y —BEG] wowT.

l.=uAxRoE.

2. =7 N 2 — kLT 2 — kKL
8. =@#Hpo—/ ANRDERDx 1 7.

EH2XBHNTHD, ThET, BMEEECHEL CX1 20K EHED EM— T (super-
‘ordinate—subordinate) BifR, 2% » HDOBHRADELNRETCH b2 B, LL,
HABS CHRE IS BBENLEBES TSR, BERCT TIREN L T 58U
LS KBTS 2 EHONTBEOERLLORE XN, BED LMEEORIIPE
e AT 22BB S0 2HEELRBERE L TKELEENLRTETFHEIRADTH S,
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fbd 12012, —BOCHLELNHMETLH 52, BREMSC KT HELBMEOBRT

b, BABEZ, WELES <) ORIEHRENHECHETS0L L THbhT
WAHL, FHFOLIRLDOEEAREE LV S HALHENY, bBAHA, ThEFEOHFEH
DN, MHMELDITE ST F—DOBZEEHERT S DO ELTHELNTNB T XS
LDTRAEV, LAL, BelaEEofllehLe LT, BATELRELTHIMET
X, HREFOERB L ZheHETsHMe0ER, ELthriErnTsHa0AE, £0
WTFROBGR L A—FHCIET B DRDONE 5 hBRTHELERSBHL, ElthX
HOBEREL L TOGHR, MY LIHEDDDAT L4 A DERENECIE I EE
IBRBDTHS, BEMBLRRETIEROBRITE, HRENRL - T HERIE
WEWSZ ERDOWT, BEORMAEDB EBLIEDTH S,

VIII. B >4

BECHLCERZHKHL TP 5 L THERMFEORA & LT, BABEWET
12, HBREEROFAIF OIS, BHEMEOLLELTHEENEZELYLE STHL THLID
NEDNWT, RROFHEIFEEIRBRE TRV EBbh3™®, 2%h, MEAZE]
YEBCANIAT EAL 2AETHLERDBDOTH D, RHREN KRBT 2 —~F
2, BADERBEC LEESTWBHEWIERR, FHRCKBTIRET — 2DIL
£, 5L L, VBT - 205805 0OLESRYRTLOLBbRD, ¥, BILL
BB TAERLIRRL T B, BEORBR T, REXKRIET S LeaeTeE
TN, 0k, FEHRIENTD TBRE] BRI I IR THERELTLHDHT LD
EECTHD, —BHLE LT, RRIZLOKEFD, FALIHD 2TV THDH, BEERE
BoREDL, ANBOMBEECHTS1IODEF LT ERNDTHSD, BELROKHE
HEELCEFARRBLCWADTHS, AONTEELEEBR TS LR
THDHLIBTE VAT 2 DOWTOHELRDTH B, DD, EFNVOHERBRESRME
NEIBEZZT, HABEDEBDOLIERHTETHILCTERLDTH %,

Al BH3eCi, ADR, BE - - 2TR HBHIRThZThir7r 75 1 v 7 2SR
BLtwewnwdavie.—20lBEY 50T, HEORBHH REOEH, ©3hhT
Who BB - AT A BE - BERAD LS &R, HRCETHLDODARKD
T, BHOLDELBELERBBETHD, SR, =V IV YV AV E~T7 24 ADE
2T, ~—Fo=7 3 ABEEoRSY 7 v =THENEREK-TWD, EXDh
AR DABORIGER L TE I REL TP hEERI TV 5D ThHD, TN L&
3, BEBEDYAT A (BtkeF ) #AARELTHEEIR®RS LW FELLHRT
BEREAIEDTHD, FORBPELIDODLELT, =F A - VAT AIREE R
FTh BN, FITREBEEDBRERDLHDOF ~ 2xWOML, ANIhLTF—2%3
S B (KE\W) EEEROFIC LEBEST S MmiEESE BEMBEE; Biler )
DI~ A DEMCHE IR T W5, BEE 7 A TTTIRART ¥ Bobrow & Norman
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(3 R )
A/57) =%
BoE B E | (EREE)
(a~—=z) | HERzrYv fede MmO

HHAHEE * A2 b Fe =2
EBERE R EFN
i #® & N s

Fig. 5. =F R 4— 1} - v 27 AT EER

(1975) 3, BAALT B ERIEDOHDOIEM: (activation) ORK & L€, XREKEZBEA S
CER LT, ANTF—2LEELOHETERL, ThLBHHDOERCEL TP S &
THHALALTHS, 1% TERLS S DOMBEHEREEOE 2 1, working
memory'® kL THbh T 5,

LL, TOXREFEDOELS, 2% b, MBRHAOIRKAHE: (context dependency)
2, SHOMRCIENLINTRWD, ERECOLRERROLIZ, £ ERE) T
Fo MEBRIAA ) RRWTFD THEBRE | W I2&EXBIShTWBDTHY, 0
BOERICL CHRBEORETH B3R ET B,

HBEZXOBANEE SR TWABE L R = v o — 213, AEERLE > 2 5 4 (Know-
ledge Information Processing System; KIPS) + 4 Li¥h 5, HETE, ABELE2 v
Ea— 2T, #HHRAER 2V Ca -2 RZORRERKD, BiEELT T v Rr ~ 7
(PROLOG: PROgramming in LOGic) 23S L L CTHA SR, DI &%, AR
DHIBED E B2 F%, ¥3 THEE) 2EDRICWHeBTEIRE BN E0 THHK LTW
T EThDIeDEEZDILERIBOESLS, L, #HFABYE—-FCE Y IS,
ZDIDDOHBR~AFHABTHECIOWRSTACIEL IROA D HE1E W, HEOH
B - MR T, ABOERCHTET 7 —F 8RR LA S LR,
FEER EIE S DB INS ] L WHIMERIZ ES5BE2DRERDIEA S, FD1
DDEXELT, THERDL - TEXLBLDOMBIWE S WEMCHL T, Bihik
S eBE2 R RVHT DR, ABZEDX 5 g a v 50, [Fo#kBEY A
CEDIORELDZENTESDN] EWOITTr—F205bHER5, LT, ThixH
HEUHEBERAL QIR b DTH S,

ANEOHEMREZEL2DLE, BELRIEIWOIMNEBERLTLIDIEAS >, TDANAMK -
ANTHEDD, R kEn EFRE) Thrrblilkv, #LT, 2 TCFHLBIEMA
BEEBTBEORA I D DINRBEXHEAT, ThEBBLLENE S DELDTHRB DT
A HEBINSEVCOHISHOBEAREBITSZH D SR, brdE T¥E) 2H50
HEOEREWRLEBIRDIDOTH S, LI TR, wheY (F% EBELEE .
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REE) LHEBNFEMOEE L bt BEGTHEVIBEBREL THBDTH
%o

Milxd Tl TS MERELL] 27T, LW ELHIL, EE) it s
BRETF—<&2OF00 5%, £ LT, 0 FEF) Shicd o, Tk 0ih 5 h,
TAMRID ZERERNDZEAPIENBRE, CORMEN [T&) Wi LEES WS
ZrleDh, TRIERB N TES] &k TRIERMEL o0 mM#EsY b o T3]
WS T EER, RBLROEAS, ThbX, WTFhd Tx 2384, 2 xHEEl, T2
M) OMBE V2B, TLT, 2O LR, FHbrd-T, THDRbHM>TWL
BNEI D, BB EWI T ERHIETHDTH B,

FHE- B, BB TR 128 DA 5D, FREEIRB I TFORMBCHL TFHE
ShBBEEXFLEDIEA I 0, AN THHT) BEDEAS D, TOET, LEF¥ED
PRIIR > TL Do EREDMCENBFEETINDLTH B, THIBIL, HETHZ
5 2 ERIZTNRT, HREHBELE - THIbDRES b, BEHECZTANLDEAS
i ‘

CHhOOREMIHL TR, E5BXBNETHALI 0 THMBLIMES DHERSH
5] LWOMBECHTE7 I r—FLEAULRBEY LHXETERWIEALI 2, [HEED
5> TEX D IDDOEHBH L 5B L T, BraksmEx e RulHTicni,
ABEED X 5 iAW R AT B &5 Ty © TER) #F4A00 LLTOH
% & BRNETRANS DD, £5Tlhel Tk, AEOMBER Y L1531 » 7tk ReE
LTEBZBIERTERVWERLRS, EbK, MABEEIhh, Shithoitoh)
B 5 s WABEFEE 0 T, BECHET 5 EBYE S BESH OWEI L
Bried, £H5THILREST, ®RLTHLEEHEMAOCHES BRI HHITHTC
LMTEBDIESS, |

AR ED L 5 CHBEBTHDON, FTLTOBBLLABEYED X > MR - &4
FHET A D E WS T EDOWTL, HABEMRVEAERE I TELLORCBL
o L L, AMDB ZDOHMBEEED LS CFE ST BENRDONWTERELDTART TH
B, BRAEFARCLDEBPEEDY 1 2 V- a VA DRTER\, ABIZER
AF 5 (BER) THY, TOVAT AN THHLEBTS) W52, TOYART
ARFNT D7D D | N T LBTHEZONLEVIDARBCIDHREINRT
WBEDTHD, WHNCEBLERERTH->Th, ZOMWREZ B, &IrHBEEN
BBHLODTHB,

1) Atkinson, R.C. & Shiffrin, R.M. (1968) i X % 5%,
- 2) TEERNES XER] HPTHO VTR, Al T3S (F—2x7r 754 ] HiF~LRE
L, Al FRELLORBREDL LV - RBTH %,
3) J i Neisser, U. & Weene, P. (1962) iz & v lEBM: D FENHM - MEEREFLE LT
BohbihTnb,
4) Miller, G. A., Galanter, E., & Pribram, K. H. (1960) ©» TOTE v A5 A{fEEIhT\5
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5)

6)

7
8)

9

10)

11)
12)

13)

14)

15)

FE X PEH 2O

TS5 uRT7 40— Foly 7 ROMBREE, C : '
BLEESG BHr—26BFR) D220 BeEEoE WY, BMEDOESOLDREEME LR
MBOENE LUTCREWT 7 = —F %, Markman., E.M. & Seibert, J. (1976), Markman,
E.M., Horton, M. S., & McLanahan, A.G. (1980) %33 Z7c - C\ 5,

McNamara, T.P. & Sternberg, R.J. (1983) X o CHEFLOBIEL LV NN
ThbhTwd, bR, BREDETFTANBNTWENREEELT, =703 ORENSE
— RO EME, —AEE—EFEROBR L OBERFEVCHEYBELTVW5, =F L

CROBRFROWCIREAR (1981) 7o BifREE BM 2 T 1 T\ %, Anderson, J.R.

(1983) & ACT HHiwh o OB LRI L S i -> T 528, %2 Tk Collins, A.M.
& Loftus, E.F. (1975) o [spreading—activation theory| %, Craik, F.LM. & Lockhart,
R.S. (1972) o [levels of processing | ®& 2 FHENLIN TV B, =D L 5 EEL [meta-

theory| 2i—oDfihbic>TETED, H—NBR AT TCORERINALTH S,

AT SRR b0 2 L RPHRRBREMN TV AR ELD, —BOALEELE2 LN D,

ABOBRT DEEL, FHbE v —BOAEMFRIC Y > T ¥ T 57 EEE 2R3
5LDTHb, A7V~ VARILBEEMEOFFHELE, AMOBEBOY AT AR
R Cirb oot Ly,

Rosch 2, ¥ TATHEOEE»LHERXII LD, BREATE~ENRZYRL, XEEH
PRALBELEDB LT A, ZOBTEECHI » T OEFEN D Tl KRBT 52
Brmta it LT, —~BHOWERSE XL LT\ 5, ‘

& oB&EOMEL LTRLELAS T LB WA, CoROEEELIZ, BiE—E—B4Y
DEARELTEDLZDE, EHLDTHVEFNLLDTHAHIENSE, ZODVEWILHHNA
THFRELTC, HOLBLRENREUEL VI EREZAVTVWL20TH %,

Bas 205 <N EXUNETFOBRESD D &,

197045080 Journal of Verbal Learning ani Verbal Behovvior Wi} % Hikic o\
TOHFL, ANOVA i35 HBEER L SEMHERE DBV EZDHSHLEDTH o1, &
hHDERY random L3 57 fixed LT 50%H-T, BEFBEIWF— 2 42BHH
THRERXNTHFLBREAL T2, LL, CORPFIRELOVTHELT, SHLKMETHZ
DX, EBRFETERCREDTITENFIREINERETHIORL»1bLT, 0545
1 L2BRFCBELTREBROES LTl ETH D, R, BAZERE SIS oW
TOMETHHN, HEAEZEERRET 2% LHZLTEENLDORELLTEL 2D ZE M
BIxhicEiioTkh, RRBRIHT Yr—5 TR EAZYZERBCANRL T £ 4 A3HE
BHCHEREIRTESTY, BERHORRT 7 v —7 T 2LEBEBFHC L 5 EAZE T LOMBRN
TT AT,

=3 A= ERCAFALLEDRS, TTORERAEIATHELDE LT, BRZEO
tedD~ 4 v, MYCIN; (bZSHDed»DF v F54, DENDRAL; #E#EED-HD T
g A~27 %—, PROSPECTOR; MiE#Ei~ 25 ADAH» 5 —, SCHOLAR; FEHiEA5)E
BB EL TP kdD ) AT LD v, LOGO; FIEEOEY & ROTH T~ F—,
BUGGY, %&b 5, : , '

B BHOBRED BREBLMBOKECO VWTOE = 2 —~WEH (£ 235, Bamye=x
Yy v ) ELTOWEFTEID 5,

D BREM] ORBBKEXZERL T BHEELEV LW LhWES S, EEWEKD, HEE,
MW, =, E Lok 5gc, Bartlett, F.C. (1932) oX&; (scheme)
CXT5E2ZRREXR, 40 TRRXBH| L LTENRERL - THWAER, ZoRARTE,
ABOBBRRiIRE > TR D, HBEgHF - ERFWCHT2AMO GEAEBEE TLRARL
EMEL, RREEMRE - AT, RXBRIGHECER»LOT7 Fa—Fr b L
FoTCLREBTHD, 2% Y, BmREM (high-order cognition) & {#\ 2 in3d AMOEIEY
WHrEVS I DD, IHVEROBHVSL ZRLhD I 7 e laieo L REDRLIENFE
DoTEY, ANEBNRERTZ2LE05 ZLRBDLRELHES L - BmE, BN D ThS,
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