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Abstract

This paper reviews the methods and techniques of identifying and explaining learning strategies
from the perspective of perceptual category learning. Based on the summary of the current re-
search situation in this field, this paper combs and analyzes the mainstream research in the past
20 years from the perspective of perceptual category learning and the identification and inter-
pretation of the learning strategies. By analyzing the application and shortcomings of previous
models such as decision-making boundaries model, explicit reasoning model and process learning
model, this paper explores the principle and application of IDBM model. This study aims to pro-
vide references for the improvement of experimental evaluation methods of cognitive psychology
and neuropsychology in China through the study of the identification and interpretation tech-
niques of learning strategies based on perceptual category learning.
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1. 5|8

DHLC RS, R S 52 S0 bk BT FE 10 S0t T AR REAT A S i 45 SR 4y L. T
STRRFE M TR AR AT 3025 =1 U\ S T PR L b — ™ 2 B ) 0 b, R 28 2 0 % Tk S
SR R S R, LA 4 BB . ASSC AR 2 ST AR R, TR K 2 S AT S
RIS RRER AT b, XA S I SR A 6 P A AT R IR . I R 22 AR SR I A S 2 ke
FOATUSRITE R T AERE, R 2R K 1 R A 35

2. HImAEHIES

S FAT R IEE N & E H S LA D M HH S 2 ST & B RO, BRE
MIEAEMCE BT BT R R AIRER . 0% 2] @AM BRI AN 73 28455, S0 AW g g, Biae
SUMATK R RNEOEEAT 7 2R AR . TESN A IR FE R, AT 28 1 53 Dy A ok 8 AU 2 A . e
S0 28 T2 HE A R 1 B i P 2 10 (1 3 ) T TR B — PR A s TR 5 A T 2 i DA
A PR 5 17 TR 1) 25 WA (Mandler, 1998) 0 AR SC T2 BRI (142 S0 5 S 5ol 27 = RIS %

—HLR, WFAREANIISO) T MRS XA — A i) —— N RG-S 50 AR A i Jed R 2 dn o] SR AT 1
(Ashby & Madox, 2005)? £XF X —WF A EM, KIEHRZSAFFEIRER. XLEBEIR AP N8 R G
WHZ RGER. RREHBUIAENINE RFREGIENKR, FHIANIERSE I HE— RS
KSCHL . B e i ) IR — T R G R DI FE
2.1. BEAMBAFE SRR

W ) IR R AR RS 2 5T, W ST A R 2 A FE M2 (1) P Ve A S A R b v SRR A T A
X T EENATRE T A B AT JE 5 AR A T T SCABE AT o AR o 28 S B SR R 8 HE A M A TR H AR
AR, O FLASR IR R, AR IR ¥ 5 ) T BEAR SR A S HE R A ) AU S 25 e T . SR
KPR A REMRREAE H W AT R TR 8, SEBR o N SRS RIE B A B A AT, H
AR AR XS A 2 R 2 0 (5 4 775 B 114 4 BT o

Z BT AR bR AN 7 a) X 35k R R 32 A A R ek R S S A vk 2R PR #E i8 (Boundary model). %
RN I 5 2 F SR 5 SR S R A ) o 3 SRR B 1 B 115 5 RS Vs o T i e J o ) —
ANFELR, YOS AMRTE A — S HTRRT 7RSI RO G DX, AR S PR LRI N IX A
2R o IXRE— SR RS T AR — A PR I e 5 S PR
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JasR L T DA D SR AR RS 2 ST B, S MR B P A —— SR B AR B 1R SRR
& (Prototype model) & —MRAE. JBIEHIZEA UM, & —F 2 ZUHERIRB. BRI NN ST s
SRR RIS, B FY S AN R R B B AR SR SO, IS ABRATTH AT LUK
HALRIANZSA o Biln, BAT—1RE1S, MR 2 AR, R85, Xate A B RN .
FEBIEE 18 (Exemplar model) WME M4 FTE B IR BLAFAETE 2 IORED,  HLIXEEREG - BURFHIE . 2475 EE AN A )
PRI FEGIHEAT R 70 20T, FATTHERZSE SR B BT BIREB, A5 B AR I RALAE N IR R . AESEPR iRl
MR b, CRERIECS B 5 TR RSB HEAT XS LA, DLOR B s R 20 o XA ER IR AT AT 28 IE
H RS T VAR IER LS . Love FI Medin (1998)5& H T —Fft I SR 23 BT A AR5 K 5l g A 20— —
SUSTAIN #74(Supervised and Unsupervised Stratified Adaptive Incremental Network). %8R, 7E52FR2E
TR RE A, FRATTAT LSRR se M i SR AR Sl A, AR BRI B0 AT UEAULH — R R A MR A o T 7%, BA
BERABUEZ AR B R IE. FEIX N R T AR L IR SRR AN i, Bt xtiz—%
ISP REAT IR, AT B — R B FR SR T Bl U o A2 AS S E F AR R o, AN 232 B LA R 3R IR 200
WAZ S22 5] BB HAME ST (50T, T THEB 5] MBS DL R S S B 4645

22. AIRXFNFINSERGIRR

1998 4F, Ashby 1 Turken ZEBFF PR 2 ) 2 H 2D 70 B I RGedkAT 3510, JF HAKHET M
AEAT HIhRE EAH BRSNS PR ARG T — N RAAERIREH FET /BRI FIES LRSS, H—1
WRABRRETRPEANESEDIRRG . EXNFINERET, BRI REHFEERFHIRR
(competition between verbal and implicit systems). £ESLEEA |, AAT15EH 7280122 ST 2 B KRG E1B(COVIS).

SEHE IR TRt SRAT 1 KB SISO ) SR IR AE 800 27 2 UsER A 1 T2 iR . X b ds I
PRI T VF 2 Rl RGEAE LI R IR . FTE A BILR, RARE €I T, HELSIg S H g
Mg Forp () — bR S5 K, TRET 59 A Bh 2R S5 K AT e, e St i VBRI HL(Smith Z8 A,
2014). $&5 A B 17281k (Natal, McLaren, & Livesey, 2013)- 1155 2% 2J B BE [ HE E (Spiering & Ashby, 2008)5F
XG53 B I AL K E B 78 AR T 58 T (rule-based) #1555 4 (information-integration) 7} 54T 45 1]
LA T LAIESE . %30 20 35 P b 2 1) 45 #) (category structures):  FEF- KU 128 Bl S5 A FIA BB A 26
TG o FEIET RS Sk, BRARAL R 70 2R RN AT DUEE A 5 AT RA T2 S G R SRR KRR
FE BB Re ST IR . XA S5 A4 1 SER AT RL ISR BN 02« Konishi Al Miyashita 25 A(1999)
8] WCST SRS B 5 BivA b AT S I A2 o, R BIE <R 5 B PR R i o 0 22 Lk 5 i U R BRI
TR, FERXAPIR LU RS e 0 25T G DX I 48 50 4 78 e, 30 17 UM 4 AR B 1) 22 LR AP AN T %
O F X3 K I 2% 2] 41 BUE K IIR2 M . Ashby. Ell Al Waldron (2003)7E 4 i KA T2 047 f5 R BN, M
SARAE BE AR ST R AR, AN AR B E R, W2 BN RO FENE , X St R A T X
THRUAE S RS2 IE 2 LU LR 1 TS B GR ARAE R gk, BB ISR AR 73 N AZ R AE AN B2
ZAGEZ G SRR UG IEE R, HIX PG 4 R TR RIE S TR . MG WA NS5
MHRRE, HAAJE B BB G BLZ 2 5 R 0 S BA B8 RV Y, FL AR ZEAMAI S5t E Bk sy 5 &
IR, Segery Miller 7EXT L] EHEAT W 7T 0 A L AR P A MR BORBEATHI T, e NRIAEREATE
BEEGI, MARISCIRE SR 280G . X — RV AT TSR EA ot S B A5 BRGS0 2% S FER
KREPE EMHI T SO G o AL S — 40 B SRR 9, F B e 1 25 TR B 2R 454 515 8.
AR EAIFITN o FE 1A EETHE RIS S5 0 BRI BE B V5 b b L1 Skl ik Oz
T300 173 A 38, KT 300 K90 B 2K o SRR 2 IR B SE F AR TR 5 RGN ML
ORI, AR S 1% 2 5 NS IZ AR SRR R, SRt RBUE R, B ) BHE B 5 ZiT R
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WFEAAEE, IBAZ A S U BAAE— R, e, ERNERLLE, HATIER a5 3
B HLE R TTERE (B IR 8 22K I 0 B0 75 B £ M PRI AN e —— BRI
FLICELABIH L AR, BFLL, 5 BMEA MR % 5] il — R AR SRR S R A S, A
ETCRE IR T AT AN, TRERELS S LU B - RS (Filoteo & Maddox, 2014).
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Figure 1. Examples of rule-based (A) and information integration (B) stimuli and category structures
L ETHANAFEREEB)EHNEHREE

PR RS , BT ARSI RISAR 4 FEECR SO O, REAR 287 30,
AMARFAE, INEIBRIR, TSRS EAR, Bl R — @ RIS 1 Ex sSeis Bl AT 2 i
JEHE, BANGE AR BIBEAR 70 SRS ) T EE M AR G5 SEIG 45 1R i SR 52

3. MBEAHF IHF KM

N B 2 27 2 ZEAG PR SR —— ) 5% s R AR AL SR o AMRTEAS 5] A 17 55 2 00 ) 2 3t A5 FH
FE— MR . A SO TR B R ) S R R TR T R R SR A S B i, Hrp A B
VRG] B 10 JH SR 2 — P B TR AL PR () e, Sl i 5 i A B9 a3 AT A AL S 1) B BCR 3R 4T 73 2R 1
FETEAT 5 ST A AR R AR SR . T AE 2 B R E i, RBEE S T A 2800 % 2]
ANATEAT PRI SHEWE 15 D0 Rk B B R 70 AR s SRR, 7B B G 128000 7 >0 Hh 48 R AR BL 1 Sk
A eIk BB AR IR V2 RSO T WX PR 2546 SRS EIR4F Ao Smith 55 N idEid 48
MBI FE T NI I BV A N B2 ) (R IX ) (Smith 25 A, 2010). 56 25 F 3% BN A E T A% 1 g
TR 200 5 S G A, BB 7RIS R BRI R = ST R )1, X — A R RHAR
(IR P ST REJJBOR IR GG, HT 32 S I K J 2 BB IRl IB4h, Couchman 58 N TE R, AKE
PEVA]AEAF LG, A ) R0 SR, TP R A B A4 ) AH AP SR B (Couchman, Coutinho, & Smith, 2010). i
HAESEI IR T, N KRBT 55 18 BEAHIE S IR 7 R BRI, X — U TE AR AN BB o IX P > 5250
Y 1 N A R KB WA 73 2R & R e M, T N SIS R % AL 0 A T3] 175 455 1) A A 5 3 L S

EZ H RGBT, A0S RIAE S I RE B 78 55 10 S {8 FH D) S5 mes iy 40 i) 14
R AR 2 T B S N S 0 40 AR S5, AR5 S TCIERA € 73 A5 BB, #ial ot v T-am i
PR R AEREAT 73 2R (RIS ), PR 93 b SRS AT SE 4 (A S5 N 36— Bk (Griffiths, Hayes, & Newell,
2012)0 FLRIBE IR I 24 1 ) SRS FEANRE A AR B o FEIEZE I, A 2 1818 o3 R R B 24 1ip IR AT:
%o WAJTEYL, FEZHTBA 7035 SR IN RIS BT, Al il SR BURNEUN AN 2 — T an sl
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FIARACLAE S o

R4 ST, 70 2RAE55 Hh BIE 78 3 B AR I 70 9 B4 T 0 3 B IS 2 A SRHH gt bl 5 e 1K BT A5 P A 52 s
HIFEAN B E B AE 7 ) IR Th ) SRS AR AL I 0L . AEIX A OL R, SEIG e A rhond B Y SR A R 3
7 R ESR,

4. RAAGERANEF I F S REHFTESER

I X T SR AT IR BB ST 25 Logan (1988)WF 78N Ay: IR B i 7E S 5 S e v 4 P 1) S
X ARRAT NSRRI SR R BREE M. fln, PalAEFARBITM g, i %Gz Rk
AINECT- o QURASRER E A8 VA SRS, LR XEMRRE BB (8] A 7> R IE R R SF AR B £ =12
e, S TR AR SN (R VAR 2 BT LA N BL R LA 5 T -

4.1. FEN B ARIEE AN A

Ashby 1 Gott (1988)ME FEH T “HEHLEIAR " HAGIN S B2 HE MG Th AR A AAAE, DU DRI 73
K. Ashby M Gott I : FEREAR N RSLYGH, PO ERE A S h h e S BRI, il #2 T NS (S
A BRVARRERIBE S B I A IR (10 B ) Re T 6 38 0 S5 S SRR B — 01 o 47 S ML) IE
P B Bl ((EAS B R FE R AN IS 2 S S B o BE LA 52 AR AT LSRR 078 AT S i i 48 P2 AR AL
R Ao P B I SR, (B K 22 MO Y R T R R

4.2. REFAREZ(DBM)BIN

— BRI EE (GRT)ZE W N TR S8, e RS2 B ARV ) AR AR 00T, 8 i 0
SERELIT AR R BRI, GRT BRI KV 2 2 M0 e A A A, Fo e S0 22 18] () 70 A1
TrAUE B RS, JFH S VRS AN RO S I R o s 18] 8 B A A R B 7 22 FB U5 %2 (Ashby & Soto,
2015). FERHIAEILIGH, WE 2 Pos, FISIRELE A TR . SR, R ERARTRIEA I X
TRALIE BRI, T2 T A RIS T IR TR SRS o AR R, TR SRS BR AR (DBM)AHXS T GRT
P fo JE8 FH A P 1 v PR TRl A O 00 B S o

a b
100 100 T
e %
o
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Figure 2. Decision-spaces of two different participants

E 2. mAMIKE R RS 8]

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2019.91006 45 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2019.91006

WL

DBM #& GRT [ MF#l(Ashby & Soto, 2015; Ashby & Townsend, 1986), [FIAJ LLA K H A& 2 4k1k,
5 SR . 5 GRT —Ff, DBM BEHIFAURI RGHERELN . Kk, SR 2P, S48
SR —ASHI S SRR, B AN AT OB i . AN B R 2 4R s (] i — A s (R
AL — AN 4E )RR, H T A v BB NG & i 2 B B /0 fi K 7K. GRT F1 DBM &1
(1) R SR R0 R 2 R R o0 R R X3 FERE— IRSEER R, TR R R SRR AN BT AE (1 X3, SRJE R
HAH S IR SN

1 455 [ e 5 FL PR A (Ashby, 1992; Maddox & Ashby, 1993)44 — 645 45 R0 e 56 4% 1) b () By 64T
LA, 2 B A P R S S (1) 2K 2 . DBM B T 308 0 i 2 B K 4 R LA B2 X 3o PE R — IR
Segg BRI EN W TR X, SRS R ARG SO o = PA [ (R AL 38 O R B ) B
—— R AE A SIS AT DU a0 =R BEAUSE I AR L BB A S A B S (1 A A AR R
J7 P SO AR X AR R ER A VAN AR R R . FEREAN R L, YRR AN B B FE AR B S
AR . B, WERAR VAR LA A R S 4R 2, A4k T AR S 4 I A {5 FH T o
FRI A S A

eIt 20 25 4B, DBM LGPl E A RS SCEE FH SRR B A0 5L 43 28 SE 6 i i ) S L SR o B L B U Y
RGBT (Ashby & Lee, 1991; Maddox & Ashby, 1993; Maddox %5 A\, 2002)#2 4L 58 4 173 KB IE &,
I H Dy Hh I i SRR A I (RIAM ) S5 78 5 1) >k 7 il B Gntt, DBM A s R, BP: el
S8 W AE SEIR T R T AN AR AT G (R — Fh S SL SRS o 249K, B FE AT R A K ) e SR SR s A 2 2] i
FERMAE, HHFLHR C&I05 T XFAE K (Haider & Frensch, 1996; Kalish %5 A, 2005; Logan, 1988).
AT S, XU RRY], SOl SOR AT S NSRBI, MR AN SRR 1) BARRAE T AR EER
R 2) BORAIE KRS . T IR SRR S 2RI R A AT B, DRI SR 1) R R A R AR
i ELAR ME S o

4.3. INEHBEBNN A

A S HE B R RO A 7 — > 5 TR AT R (Ashby, 1998). X EWRFE %R ) I A A6 7Y
MARFEEET A EE D RIBLEL A RFTL T 2R ) 2 MR R R s oA e — 2 P E T
PSR B0, BeilnT DA T DU AN 73 S skt i RGO As i SRl 98 WIS i B
R RGN B S8 —— SR S B 75 05 22 . i, 14 20 BoR T — Ml i R MR
B, BlZAOAHOE 1N 2R A1 DBM.

R RIANEHERA AL E T BN, AR (B, AR BT IBE, R A5
WS B2 B” yel—4E s B (Bln,  “ W AROeHbE Th AR, WA Ay IR AR BUKSE, WIEFEB” ).
KA R RIS BIE A =4 A S H: BRI A, DLRH MR 75 7 2%

44. BFEEIERNMA

FE PR 5 SRR R AE R TR SR 1T, 2R B R A AH Dk 4 4 P R IR 5 Rk AT 5 .
54 ARSI RYIY e BT L, A0 S HE B AR AR A 1 O B AN A DG PR RINBAE B AT 7 RSk, SRS TE TR
B2 T AMrERIIE 0 A AR R IE . R A (5 B A T DUR M B AR e . B
DL N R, I F I 7= 2 PR Y e Bk O — MR 26 7 73 248 (general linear classifier, GLC). GLC &
S8 WS F B 1t SR R K A s ) A B — s “2R A RSIAESGER, T — Ml “3h B”
R, 1 GLC B =S4 MR AR RN, DB 2. 18] 2a AR
Y5 23 [A] H g R 9 8L BeiE AT GLC.

i
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PEZIE R, X A2 5 BR S A PR e P S S, RN EATT R AN W 1 11 St 52,
USRI E AR A BRI, BB A IR A A S R SRR, (B ISR (R AT PEARAR
PR Gl AN R R A [ ) o o

4.5. FBEBRENNA

5 RERE TR AR B T ARAE B R S0 P AR BEAL AT o LA TR AR S e o A A RS L E S 2 “ A A8
R EE Y “B” RIS ) ZARREI . BRI, SRR 75 AN BE A3 I SE T RIS, E S AR i
AL EHERIRFIGER o A, SRR A QAR T 2 28 AT IR WSS AR, —RRAS B e A
SRR RN RO, ZB A H BB 58 MR BRI R p SRR “A” , FIME
Fp HERN “B”, Hrbp Z2EHSH.

R R B S S HRE I VAR, #8020 2 0 2 SRR 1 SR 1 A AR o TR
JULAE VSRS PRA R (% AR v, SEA BN R A & TR BRI S o BBk (K B 8 o 4 2>
B 50 MR HREZAHOT, #2100 NEE L k. BRI & 2 Al o, fiid
SR KPR TH(Ashby, 1992), S G AR TRLE 738 1 U5 S HE N (BIC) e % :

BIC=R><Lr1(n)><2><Ln(L) 1)

Fo N 2 IRE RN, r B H RSEEE, LIRS EEA 0HHE T RePE(Hele, 2006). BIC 4t
THFRESIAE G IR BN E S o TE— g R B AERS, N RN BT BIC
B, REEFAA R/ BIC MEA, FEERERE, B8R H BIC TR MEE HSH, AR
W B AR A RS AR 2 —, BRI 7 AR 223848 ) BIC 20 HR A TR A M 2 B ABLAR M (Neapolitan, 2004).
UGPSR R RE I £ =240, RS B S g T g A A, {H DBM TIFE— &
A o WNRTHTIR, DBM J7 3k — A [ R i 2 AR A0 1 g 0 S 6 v fa P A () 90 e SR SREm o 76 TR
RIRBIWIR LR 2 J5, IXAMRBERT S50 I 5 2 B el B . SR, X TS ER A R BOR B, X
B LT R R I AT B/ MU )3 o] BE 7= AR R ) R, R AR A R B A F R A DT FE Y
DBM [ F2 5 38 5 R RO/ B 50 IR A2 A (B R B IX RO it 2 R, BRaAEBEAG 175 R LE 51
101 MSEEG )3 skms . I, RIS — 2 SRR R B ROSLKS B 2 AN R B PR SR SRS AR R, 45 R T
TG RO B A RIUE . B, Al i g — Rl LG v, LAY DBM ixX 26 f5j iR 1,
BRTEAR R X H T AR SE LA, SR SRIGUERA I, O DAL R 7 .

5. BHRRAPREREA

Ex} Fid DBM BEAAAAER ), BT84 T EORR B bR, B 1) B A FH 0 Py S s
FWg, 2) RPRBSHIAA, 3) AR SR RE, R T Mo R AL R, FROAIE AR
o F+ PR 7 A% (iterative decision-bound modeling, IDBM), ‘& PR GER 17 =06 DBM #4726t B 78 %
1 P B HERS A 51 N FRI0AIE IDBM, BRI 17 AN [RS8 50l ) B 38 068 801 3 24 1) S5 L S g [ S 1

5.1. IDBM gy /B

Hélie et al. (2016)JF & 1 3 F Atk 56 FLBR @ #3E(IDBM). IDBM #] LLiiE DBM TH2%, &k
PP — N SRR A . B2 AR 25 2 i F (i s I F 2 . B9 SR ms A gl
U5 DA R B — SRS B RS 5 AR I AR DRIk A B —— X S AMA (S 2., DBM FT ARERR ALY . IDBM 1]
AP X 28 1) 2 ) AN 2 S (R TR U AR, 9 AUV 2R 2 ST BB RIS R 34T 5 R 2 k. ol
COVIS (Ashby, 1998)Till, #al7E 2 52 > F 3 ) T8 7 00, B RAEABATEGE 74N RIS

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2019.91006 47 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2019.91006

WL

WS J5, ARAIA 2% B R P TSR, LR TR R P I g RIS AT R k. SR,
T = — Bl REOE TE T o v W SR S B AR 1 AU, COVIS a8 I B8 S TEAR KL RE b A b 56 4
TR HF,

IDBM 4T DBM 2 |, ¥ DBM & CRFEARBRL, XT 4B RN, 557 7 YN SEAREIR: 1)
KA 2) BT X 4ERIBE A — 4B AL (1DX); 3) 3T Y 46 HIBEDY) I —4ER R 4) —
R 248 (GLC) . IDBM BRTESRIRIAN], A PRIE B AR 2 (M HEAT T — SR A 2420k
Hr 4. SRBEY) 4R BB Be Y] 3 R AR I R RS B AR R AR A . X TRAEURESE, XK~ KE
AIREMFE AR A . IDBM A8 A — Rk AR I 7 ik BT X Sk AT HE i, IR IR B —FhdH & R IR (A
PR S B ) B A 10 A

TEAG BRI ST, RAIMES I 1RGN SR R b, B 178 TRRF
SR T TECFE R U] e 55 (R I RSB0 B . IDBM. i A3 FH (0 A S B S SESREMS IR AR AL . AR
R A TR S 6 R B T TR A S S SR JEAT R, o 3 S BR AR Y 5 Ja 1 4 8 S s v B A A )
BUSLEG R N AT LA . EE SRR, IDBM RE857E L0l R R AT SRS D)4, IR RERE R HL
AT AR 3] &5 75 2% R T M D45 1) SR 50 KK

5.2. IDBM 753E91T8

AE T4 DBM, IDBM HAMEE # AR5 AR FI R SR e ms, AR —AN S8, AT EHIR AT &5
PR TR G . IDBM G 56 UE FLAE M 7S B R i) S LSRR R RE 77, BRAIE TR TR R
FEUEATT EL4E L B IDBM BEUS A AT 51 S IV o 6 v 7 25 1 SRS AR A T A LRGN, B ARG it
XECAR RN . EENZ, IDBM R A R . MBI R s )
P A S ARG I o FEHENNR G B IE R H, IDBM ELZ: $it DBM A 110 35 it 25 Kb sk 75 10 B ARG i 488

IDBM X HEFi 741 T Ell F1 Ashby (2006) 5% T2 5 B 4 {a] 50 SR MG BE (10 SL 00T 7L 504 . IDBM [
CERR, SR LE, B AR T SR v A O A AN N T Bt U L g, i LD
TR T TBET U T SRR R P R0 B 75 BRI R S B0 R B o X — 45 R 5 LA B 7T (Spiering & Ashby, 2008)
—Eo SHTHE R, IR I S RO AR T M SR A P AR AR ) FAER R, gl A S K0k
A, BUEETEN, BUETEVFZ R NRMG Z IMFREE, M AKRIHE — MRE R HNE . X EeEE 5 Jehi oC T SR
DI 8 5T (Kalish et al., 2005) & —FU, X245 %G HILAE EIL A Ashby (2006)) J5itssC &, Ry R
A B 7 VRS FO VR VA A IR VA A A 4

5.3. IDBM 773ER— AR S PR 14

IDBM AR T-BEHLAC LS, 1742 v LASLH TAE 2R B 1) 4 s . dk—20 i, iz id DBM [ 7 #
AL IDBM HEAT PR AT T HL, e AREEE T LS AT ) T DASFH e RAUSR R BIC UL Se it i AT
LG A — 2 ffi H o 491 40 Donkin et al. (2015)& 30, 7£48 F DBM IS 3 in 58 22 588 m) DLk A28 285 SR 1) ke
3 H A5 S B e T IR A 8 AR RS, JF H— S H A AR IR AR 7Y ] B LU AT AT SE AR A T3S o
DAt IDBM Hffi 58 F9 SR i 7 AR 1 54X 7 8 2 B aF 1
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