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Abstract: Asymmetry is a typical mental phenomenon in category-based induction, i.e., exchange of premise
category and conclusion category may lead to significantly different inductive strength. There are two kinds
of cognitive models concerning asymmetry: similarity-based model and knowledge-based model. Similar-
ity-based model includes similarity-coverage model (SCM), feature-based induction model (FBIM) and fea-
ture transfer model (FTM). Knowledge-based model contains hypothesis assessment model (HAM), the
relevance theory and Bayesian model. The current paper reviews these models and presents their merits and
demerits, and the future research directions of asymmetry in category-based induction are further discussed.
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T R A HEWT IR A HRIE N AT IS5 1 . i a4
B, FRATTREAR R FE R F O A B0 R0 A A 5
HEATHEM o

HORlT, O B 2 A5k i 9T a2 1 UE G 2
A, BT A AV HERE (category-based induction,
CBI) (Heit, 2007; Sloman, 2005), Rl 325 B4 5
JEMEAE TR, HE DR A 27t B A X o 8 1 i — 25
WAL 250 LI AT BEPE KNl A2 H g0 T .
TERBNHNHERE F, ATFRAE R A Ak &
EAEE, FIERIRTRA R RR R, T
RIRE i P R R IR 3 53 o 200 U 290 p e R 1
I 5 Rips (1975)7E X0 AT IG WA o h g . B
wimE, WEHRETRE S S0P RRN SRR E
SRS KA . BN TR ey, X ETIR S 451k
MG, KZHENN AL W 1) B 094 77 B R
(Osherson, Smith, Wilkie, Lopez, & Shafir, 1990).

2 RAXE M/ iRiEE X)E v 1(a)
i
Wi A X 1/ R X R 1(b)

AU A NBER, JLEE BB AE R I H XS B
Pt Carey (1985)HIWH LR, 4~6 & JLE X T ¥ A
FRIE, SRR AN EEIAE AR A ghHERE, ik
S FHERE,  RIE I 2(a) 2 B9 T8 W 2(b)f

AR P X 4 P A TR i 2(a)
st
KA P9 A I RS/ N A P A VR 2(b)

2. EEMIRER IR
2.1, M RRER

Rips (19754 AEXTFR I G IA T B A P p 22 5, B
AN A B I T4 N — A SR R 451 3 R S A A T
)= PR E|YANE | 38 il 17 R aeel s e R IRl <o = EZ P (P
P ASEARY 357 R R T AR M XoF U 490 B ) S X R AT
MRS o ARAAMEBC Y () 32 SR B 4G ARDUZE R 152
(Similarity-Coverage Model, SCM), & T~ fiF 45
(Feature-Based Induction Model, FBIM), DA S 4 HEiE %
F& 7 (Feature Transfer Model, FTM). 1, SCM LI
FBIM 2y A] i+ SR A
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SCM AN IAEN 73 BE 2 PIAN R ZR R s AR UL AN
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i P2 58 U T A A 2A 03 S /0 S R 2 £ A i 57
5525 AR Ve 52 (Osherson et al., 1990). [R T 24 i
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X, (A/B)=aSIM (A;B)+(1-a)SIM, (A[A,B]) (1)

IR, 1ET 1(0)AIIHAN I BE R 5
X, (B/A) = aSIM; (B; A)+(1-a)SIM, (B;[ B, A]) (2)

A1) (), SIM (A;B)FR3 2 5 i 5 A
FEARAANE ) [A B B X 7 A 288001 1) A
IN RIS —— LB . LR, o R R A
NRTHRIE R RAENATHE, & AR 2 1E e 1,
BRI T SIMs (A;B) = SIMs (B;A): #Eif, T3 B 50
FLENPI AR A = T W S5 FLA AR A, Rt
(1-0) SIMs G F; WAL > (1-0)SIM; (Wil P 5L
S, DRI B/ 0 ) U 490 77 P T i 0/ 2 B A U
PNIIRE . sz, AR A4 ) FERR S, B SIM (A
B)AI SIMg (A;[A B IME W s AL AH [FI
I S EBRF STM (A;[A,B])F1 SIMs (B;[A,B) IR/,
B AL B WA SEAITE Hods /s BT RES  se R .

o, ARSI SR SN R R R —— A5k
A RHE A 22 /0 5 FT 4 2R AL —— g 1T IH YA
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[fi(A), -, f5(A)], B F(A)e — R THRAERES . [
FERH B, TR A 451058 B A9
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o, (A/B)=F(A)-F(B)/|F(A) &)

T BITATEEA B 4516 A BOIBITT S , JLAYy
TIE TR

a,(B/A)=F(B)-F(A)F(B

ARG @) A%, AT A8 77 H BT
F(AFI FB)FI /N, — TN S, WigHETS
MURFIVRFAE, I a B, R IANES), FE L.
IXLCHREE RS I N IE R 8 B i — 7T, 3K
T2 R, sl RaKER, k.
KECRHE LEFRATARAS 2 A 4 AT B0 B Wl 2L 3 )
()8 DRFAE (s A H RS FE 3 R ). fEIX
FERIZM TR, F(A) # F(B), B4 7 AExfrt. —
EAERXFERIE DL, X THAZ Dy ETfis, DK
FHIERIUR E BNMEE, M E7E Dy E fs/d FAiiE
Arp i AP, I, SCM 5 FBIM T3 814516
RABSRAHR T .

FTM W\, RFIEVAZASERT _F e — N I ANRFAIE B AT
PR BN WA TR LR, AR ATHE 28 250
FHIEIE A M IE S5 R R T Be ik, HEWT A9 AE
H AT KT R B S50 KA T RetE (A &, T8
¥z, 2007). MXFITEE R B AERFRISFE, HTE
SRR AIE U5 0 REAAE T B2 I B 458 I8 1)
AIRETE, BYREA RTHE R MRRIERE AR L7 B 451028
SRR L), BRI A I T xR . 2545 K
BT 2 PR I ARy, TR A I LB A, BR T
THEEAE WA — B, R E TS
MR AESAYRRIE. ORI R BANHE a, b, o
¥4 BAHREa, b, d, e f, g. FTULEEEAAEH
FHIE x, P40 x REAEAREZE S5 [F) T A O RTRFIE RS
KGN R RIEQ MBI, BPR

336

2/3; [A13, & OB A B RHIE x, HaT# Ll 2/6.
ARAE AT HE SN BN 2510 2 R R LU B R,
RE A% T 2 5 30 27 28 10 VA 90 o T B 2 B 5 i 5
. %M FTM IR, ZIRHI CARHERE A IT#
FI P A (R RRAE L) 22 v B 4 1 2 R AR AR A P E
e BE SRR LB o Fir A RT AHERE B2 5% 1n) B 4 1)
R B b R R R A s S E S

2.2. M ERESIEMN

PR AR IR VRS 4R LR O ARERE, AR B AR A AE
LR R . e, R EARACH R, AR
AR Z A 5 X ? XS 1% R 22 4 R T 1% [ml 1
. G AIEIFARE SCM S HS HRIREE & 48 00)
XEPRIT, ARBIR B — M5t AT AU LR SOCR,
ARV ILT . =, RSB R)
T RATRIE 2 AT ZBE I o AUV B0 B 08 AR RE
HANHEBR I VF 2 AR, 0 ARG, SR
RSN AR o (R ENASBE AR T4 [a) 3K S A
3y BARFIR A SR R o LEAR AL SRR R BT
Fot, SR JLFHECSR A “ 28 H(blank)” JEIE, PAORIE
B AT A R IE &R . Hbr b, XA
Al 17 H m ik, FO RSB mT BE IR AVAH A - i,
BERAMINIXN B O A7 T, B NEAEIHTHEmt
WA a7 BIERERMER, RZKT Ak
FINAHFERVERSIRMER . Her)imdt, AT EA
RARNA “IE” B AR S, X HlgsA
IE L, ERIANHERR AR B . EON
EISLAENE R, AT RS R BARTE 29 K12 H
PRJE M, 2 AR X FL AR M (0 R SRR TR W i) ) B2
BEATVRAG . V2RI E IR “IEE8a” )8
PR F0 A0 UM 22 50 8 A 9 HE B BE 0 (Heit &
Rubinstein, 1994; Ross & Murphy, 1999; Smith, Shafir,
& Osherson, 1993).

S0, RHTHR. S50 R AR Re 2L ) A
INHERR Y AERIARYE . B0, iR W AT S-S5 1R 1 250
AIAFEAEAR M, (EAAAE IR G RIS, XM R OC &R
E S MO AR P SRR T AR S RGN, A
G T HER TR - SR R AFAAE R R K
%, EAELE EAME 18 Wi(Medin, Coley, Storms, &
Hayes, 2003; Lassaline, 1996; Rehder, 2006). 11X F[X|
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R R WAL A AR PRk
N AAGERX/ RTAENALELERX 3()

i
RFENHRERX/AE MNAEREEREX 3(b)

FEIX—] 1, W7 3(a) I 958 T 18 T 3(b)-
{ETC TR TRA1AZ R — AR AP AR R AR AL, AN RRIR
P REX — LG, X RFAREE 7T % b
AT R ER(EFELR).

R A A AR R 2 2 T H120, ReRlR S
PRI SR B 2R T R PR A RS

2.3, M mRER

5 RFRMRRE SRR OC T AT IR -SG50 M AR &
B0 T HAERTRR VT B2, BRI DUARAE F 9 2Rk )
BEAY . VR A ) R B Y 32 LA AR AR B AR Y
(Hypothesis Assessment Model, HAM). % B:#H it
(Relevance Theory) LA & I i # 4% 7 (Bayesian Model).
Horpr, DU S AL g n] SRR A

McDonald 2582 H 1 HAM WA, VA44 71 5 B e T
B & 50 2510 R R AL B AR I 58 S s e, BAR

15 B RS 2 I 55 U9 40 77 % (Macdonald, Samuels,

& Rispoli, 1996; Macdonald, Fran, Samuels, & Castillo,
2012). HAM [z O . AMATEB BIAH & 115
TERS, e @A AT RERIERRE, R T AR T AR IR
PEAER, PR &ML R T REE . AT REPERI PR
IR, BT AN HE S50 1 g R 1 75 (Hayes, Heit,
& Swendsen, 2010); Z5R AT REMEER S, JHA9IE WY
Tt aE . HAM $2H 1 DOM ] se Rz 940 )
BIBEIER: 1) ARG R A RS U R %,
RV IA) (0 56 S i, RS 5 1 95 450 B0 VA 9
fZ. 2) Wik 54w RN —Ert. 3) Hirgie
KEH G, 4) TEGEGZACHTER: Z AR VE
K, WWIHIEGN I EEERN . SaTde S S5, B
VUM RS R AR, BT E s R AR
b, BRI A T AR PR

Medin &85 IR, Al 5451017 1E
AR G A2 IH A I BL Atk VAR T RAH G
T, T AH DG — MR I 2R HE RFAE AL 9% 2R (Mediin et all,
2003). FREKFIBHISLBUE: BT3RS 450 RIS
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PR, FraR AT AN SS Dyl A9 ) kR
o BN, Xl CREMF7, —MoEiE T <P
THEET X — 1R, FEAMAIRE 2t e g 1 R
—NWRHIEE S BV AR AL BT, BRI
BEMAAFAE: BA)ih v, ERT—MIE T, MER®
BRUMIES DT, BRI RCR, A R AR A
KA =y, V4R B DRI BE

ANEIT PR EARRE, UL R A
HEL TR SR A R 2 ) VA 0 2 o 1) 00 B B R (HLeit, 1998;
Heit, 2000), BRI HE O RIRFIE 7R SRFAE H (1) 2> A 15 3
FEXS T RHE R SR S0 e, 2 i ) A DL A B IR
Jel e, THE R IIMEA . Heit SR DU
HE TSR T RN ARSI VA G HE B ) — LR 5, AL gt
BIVERRL 2 FE I RS AAR A 2255 . Tenenbaum
S5AE Heit FZEAN EIRNGFTE 1 IR GHEER 1) DLt st
B, R T BAR AR S BR ME SR 1) 772 (Tenenbaum &
Griffiths, 2001; Sanjana & Tenenbaum, 2002; Kemp &
Tenenbaum, 2003). IXFP 7775 T FFIE S AH, Bl
AU P PTG S 0 2 8] 96 R ) R BN R P SRR AIE 2
YRR A T IR B8 5 R AR . IR R AR Al ik
NEER S FMEENLAE S 2 FIBENLIERE T: AIERAE T
FKAZMIRER, J5 8 WRAE T HRFE 2 e 75 288 51 ]
i, N R A 2R gs i kEos, Hil
BN BV EIERORGE M . PUIRGE R 242451
—4E [a) 2548 . Forr, WRIRZE 1 F SR RALHI P 2 18]
MR, DN e 8 ELEMR RS T GhHE R 1) JE XS
FRIEI S o

BT A% O r - A2, 285 R X R
FRAERRE . RSEREE B X, KRG RS X K
Ko B B AR AR B ST R e B
HOL, HEDR: 1) ZEMFEERE X; 2) 28
HEMX, HERE; 3) FaEMEX, BERES;
4) ZEAGHEEBRYE X 2 F MR e E
285, X VUFHE G REE AT VRS : A 60% M
FXEO DANE, B Py=0.6; RN 2), 3), 4)
FITTRETE 5N : Py =02, Py=0.1, P,=0.1. iXul
MERSEIR NS . AR AR, 28GR
X IR N 100%, ik, MRS H O g
RHATE, WEUEREZ, P(DIH)=P(DH,) =1,
P(D|H;) =P(D|H,) = 0. [Flt, fEZREH B X AT
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B X BRI

~ P(H;)P(D|H,)
P(FM|D)__}:11P(Hj)P(D|Hj) )
=0.6x1/(0.64+0.2+0+0)=0.75

R EREW P I, S B HRE, A
PIRRIE DUAR AT REIE OB AR AL . 55—, IR _EIRDY
Tl DLCHT$25 5 1R ST ) B RE R AR, 7R AT
JETE X MIRTHE T, ZREA X R

___P(H)P(D[H,)
P(Hi|D)_Z?_1P(Hj)P(D|Hj) 6)
=0.6x1/(0.6+0.1+0+0)=0.86

S WUR B DU SLIOME R R AL, ik
W RS AR AR T RE R A AR H . IRITIAE DAL P
UL, AT RE BRI IL, 3E BN T
TEF S, MBS RRE .

2.4, FNRMEREREITEN

RMARU A A o R % 1) S R 22 6 £ 2K 03 VA 0 4
BT, DRI R R A M AR AR LU AR A e
R BE EAOR RAFIRR — I R . (HIX LAY
HOAT YLK LE R W ERAT, AT A R (e KA
5, 2005). i, DU AR BERS AR 4F (1 B A AR XS AR
PEAE A IIVF 2 208, e T RGN B VR T ST
R, EBATIFATE R AA T2 A FA L X A it
ATVAZNHERE, RIS BT FUENTA 5 DU SR A X
MR R . DR A IS AR B R R P AR A
FRERMAARE R, X AME R LR EAR DT, 2%
AR FT 0 A5 Al DR 1 1] L o

3. ZRERE

IHGAHREER e — R ERIR KT . AN AU R HE
HEEURE, w5 HHEAEE P HORE D HEPLAAR G
TR RN — B NFIVERS, BIRAR A2,
W FEAER AP )R AT 1, IX LA ST 40 HE
B AT SR ST AR “HEPL” X — QU AT R
FCo VAZNHERL AR AN AT AL o BEFC R A HE R 1 AR
PRYEAT A A LW ? AEXS BRI % O AL T AT S 5 &5
WA RIS HRENS SN I LA . Hia ik, dExT
PRUERIRT T AT CAAS BhBAT] T e WAl 3. Z5ie bl —
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AR LR TG HER TG B BRI AL PEH
Fgzmg, ok, PRI R AW H I, 7
HILET AT NS R R A BRI A, 5555, X
T IX G i B AR TS RE 8 B OR AR T AR T X A 4l 4
HHAH,

ST O B AR XS BRI AR, iR
WE—FhH B ORI, BERIRRESE A (EA AR
IR R X RR I G o IX SRR 7 [ A B 5
1), AHFRATRE AR I, A Lei Ry () I 42 BN
FEAMEFRR WX RIIRATAT DU, 4
MNAVEE RN Z (e, AEAEARYE 70 28 AR A
AIPEBEAT A GRHERE, DRI A AL 4SS 2R e A% T L g ok
XS RRIE; ARG TAHSCEIRNE, Bl T3 —
I E RS, WAEAEET R R RN T
L, GREE R R I T IR, IR T AR
R & B R . A LSS PR R
e, IRHHTH. SRR,

AR FE T 0] AR AE LR LA T T . 1D
FURPE SARAME IR A o XA R PRI R
FEAARE: SRR AR A AR Y BE 3 T B R
T, A E AR SR R IR M AR R B I T
H BRI, B AN ZE e IX R A
— ML TAMA R S L, B A B =)
e BIEE AR RS 5 AR AR R AR 25 B X B S 34T 43
Mo ESRFRAIBZLTE (2006) 52 H (1) SCHRAT IS AL 5t 2 Xt
BEMATRER — R, 2) B, SCIR SRR = X ERT
FRIEERIRZIE o X AFEAR S, ASFEHLIX, AN [F
EZTMMT . R¥AET LR G RIMZ R,
{HJLENAEE(Lo, Sides, Rozelle, & Osherson, 2002);
WA AR R 22 B0 i S AR R IR ) B a2 b, 2
AR U R LB I &5 BB A ESE I . 8 H
WEFER I, BN AR DR G B oA, L
(A ) AAE AL R 3t (Sloutsky & Fisher, 2004); 65—
86 5 294 HE B B 5T 46 B BRAS [F] SC Ak (Bailenson,
Shum, Atran, Medin, & Coley, 2002). Hh[X [&] ] % 5
(Atran & Medinl, 2008; Bang, Medin, & Atran, 2007;
Shafto, Coley, & Vitkin, 2007). 3X LEHIF 5T ) L IR AE 15 3%,
IR EE: X X RR I (AR 2 15 BT X AN [F] (1) 1%
BUEMAF PIREEL. 3) INFIPR L I 7T . LA 1)
WFFEVE N R e k. 31X 52 3= 0 o 52 1R
K O IEIESE RHEAT 0t 208 1 A9 4 B 72
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an fMRI. i £ 22 55 07 AT 7T, st Re e 41
7 AR GNHEER AR PRI A A AR, T 45 T 2
R LU S FO MR . . BV F— SR AR S VA 4
1) ph 28 L AT ) 28 3R A5 K R (Goel & Dolan,
2000; Goel & Dolan, 2004; ##5%, 2010), 7E AL
PRICAERTARVE B R ML, B2 AR SRAH TE 1) 7
2
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