Tsukuba Psychological Research
1988,10,91-102

91

ITENDRINSHTICEEY 5 EFEDRR

FEARFERZERE () OEEPFRE g wid
PR OEER WE NEEAS

Development of the methods for the sequential analysis of behavior

Katsunori Kato and Junshiro Makino (Iustitute of Psychology, University of Tsukuba, Ibaraki 305 ,

Japan)

In describing behavior sequences the way to categorize acts, i.e., discrete units of behavior
pattern, is important. Any behavior sequences are consisted of intra- and inter-individual behavior
sequences. Various methods have been developed for recording them. Some statistical techniques
for the sequential analysis are based on the assumption that any behavior sequences could be
described as Markov chains. Most others have been developed to overcome some difficulties
arising from this assumption. In some fields other than ethology, the sequential analysis has been
extensively applied to experimental studies of instinctive behavior. Recently, however, it began
to be used in studying learning behavior. Some students of human behavior have extended the
concept of behavior sequence and view the sequential analysis as a method for analysing

qualitative sequential data.
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WEo>Tid, bBI VS AERBLLEEICHFS
B A RRERR & 72 AR R D 9575\ L 99% D fEHH
XEPEEAENI L DD, BEREELD
YITEEOEEEFLEETHL LEZOGNEES
i, BAIFFRE%E a OFigIcER L TEH 0K CE
iz ME RV, MBS ERITL, a & b2EL
TR THLES LR LB PRI NS, &
B, ZNWoDFHECR OB L AN, lag & L
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T BTERRD R B D 7 A IR Ak - B
ERIFMEARETHY, THEOKEAVIHEEK
BRINEARETH S,

INSDFETE, TERIIZFRNE<va Y
EHEHE BT WO HMHREBIIIT TR WD T,
HWERRATINCED S FROBZ T NSNS RERN 2
B E s Z L idy, L Lgd s DR s
BOR E ARSI 270, 2045, BRO
FER LGS EENI N Z RS, 272500
FRFEOMES, SVEA LOREEIZIZE S0,
EROBRICBERE L THEb-TL 3, 361K
KRB REROFRIZ, WL DLOEERRII S — 1
ENTITbNDE ZENH VDT, AR OEE Y
DOMELHEL LS 25,

WRRITINICE O H L VST BRI
SERIINDSERRD Z & {EERRIIZD b0
CE IS SEEBMWFEE L L T,
MSA (multidimensional scalogram analysis;
Lingoes, 1968) DIGB 2T 2 Z MW TE 3 (eg,
Guttman et al., 1969), ZOFETIE—EDOREED
ERRID, RIS —> DB Lol b DI
PUTundbDidE, FRIL2—7 Y v RZEHAN
DRELTHBEIT NS,

>T, ZITRERDIN—-—E > ITBIThD
Z &Y, TERFIOKENMECET 2 BRIERE
Bohiniil, HBRTINKEDSSEEMRTELR
CHlf 2205, LarLkss, MSA QEHICE,
BARIIOFRFELESEELSEIC R 5B EnS
L RERFESD B, W—OHFNX O HET < ER
RIIDEETHBH, ThEPHITHAVLIEROH
PERGIIBRTE L2 L Th O RER L RETIE
TWEEZ 5. MSAREWT —5 DHEEMITIC
BT2FEDO1DTHY O, 1974), Th oA
BHELLED TRIIDHOSHROFER IRV E
BETRzWHhEEDNS,

MBSk 2T E 1 REEE

I s DRI, HESTCE I h Vol
FoTELFAEORDBESNBRLE X 5,
EEE CIRERRIIEHMRC 1 D0EEF L Ria
N, FOFERE (scanning) 21T5 Z &2 k- THE]
MHERWEZS> 9 2% (eg, Dawkins, 1976;
" Douglas &Tweed, 1979), % 7233EIC L 20Tl
BARRINIX EEMzE 2z oh, ZOHANMECE
ELTEARL LS &35 (eg, Marshall, 1965;
Kalmus, 1969; Bodnar & van Baren-Kets, 1974;
Westman, 1977). Zh 5 DFEER, SHORHED S

EU 2HIRp 2L i, HREITIICE D O
BRI T MEADBIEETE2RRT 3
TEMNTE D LA, w3 7EBEORER L -
TRIF/S ZEDTE Ry > REEEERS AN TEE
EVS TEHRKRORAIG*EEDR T2 2 L2
#8123 % (Chomsky, 1957), % 72fEROFRICDW
Th, ORI X 00T s 1e Fik 22 C
W3, B85, INSDOFESKRINGES S 1250
HHIE, A —FT b UPERSEERE oy
Fa—% A4 2A05ESE, (Hoperoft & Ull-
man, 1979; Winograd, 1983) & &#E 2R RO Z
EBTEZILRHB, ZRRITHHARKD >~
Pa—% «¥Yial—yarOuBElEsElSE 3,

B, BHOXENEZ ONS 258, BRLD
BBIRT 570121, ZoikEbyiar—yva
VORERDT I ANDUTREV DRI ZFET 3
L AEZ v (van Hooff, 1982),

L LR, ThORBERERENDL, Z
ix, ZRoBHTERREAARETNTY AL %R
WTW3ZEThd, EERINETLEIE LTER
T5LLTH, ZOEEDERIIRE > TEb
TR, EERRVEXE B2 THETY, &
TEEBE P HEEICGT 5 2 L —E3ET 312 LT
b, NERLDAT 2 ETCARARTHAES T I
) — 2~ ARG T 2 ORENTIRROL, ED
EIIRNERHERT 200 FOHRDENT VB D
TR, 25 LB THEEOAIR T
ENTWBEE->TRY, ZOERT, ZhoDF
EERIVISICED 2 2 L ICIZErEENH 20D
LR, £ U AR & 30 S, o Rl
DROFRE o NI FRCED T T NVEROF
ERLANEYTHL LB,

TV RP—USNADRESTFICE T 5 RIUMROIGH

Y aY—PANDOSEADRIISH ORI,
PIEREA> THOBAR R -7 &5 TH S, #
Zid Hutt & Hutt (1970) 1%, MRS R GRAER
ORI LY 0y —NAEORERFEADIG
RA%fTo%k, ZOEFED 1EE2RVISHFOFHE I
BTTWw3, 2 I THREBST, BEREWCL D50,
X L BMODEFIENAENTWBEH, 3K
LB MOEY AL MOTILE L i+ 2 LR
RpolE3Bbhd, £ L TIT0EROERE
Wi B &, RIS EETITERROERNZHW
EOBERPHER O THIRE NS XDk b (eg,
Norton, 1977; Hazlett, 1977, Sackett, 1978; Gott-
man & Notarius, 1978; Colgan, 1978; Lehner, 1979;



98 ABAZLAEHE 108

Cairns, 1979; van Hooff, 1982; Clarke & Crossland,
1985; Bakeman & Gottman, 1986). % #LLLRTIC &
ZFH LB N eholebI T2y, L,
Hinde & Stevenson (1969) 13k fin Tz
WL, Slater (1973) 12 LT % % D EE BRI T
BHY, ZO/N—=ARTT 4 TRFRVIKLS BTz,
NS LT, ZORPCESTECEE 2B,
e & D IREER, WS I OSEOMEE AT T
ENNT D ONRENBD D TH S,

RIS EEhryY oY —OFEROGE, B
MEPBREL L TRV 2EBBLTE»R D O
WDIES, Bl dTEHEEEPITREEE BN T
FZEDHDOERIRH L, FHERSmBRAwSR
TWwiz (e.g., Silverman, 1965; Bunnel et al., 1970;
Krsiak & Borgesova, 1972; Lehman & Adams,
1977; Mackintosh et al., 1977; Kr§iak & P¥ibik,
1978). 1980427 % & “ethopharmacology” &
WIEEIZHENTBY (Dixon, 1982), Ao
RIS OREE b BRI D (Kruk, 1985), #%
TINCED Wz 7 9 A Y =it EBIGHE LT
% (e.g., Brain et al., 1985). #7:, 1TEIEEFO
DEBWT Y, HWEST (eg., Northup, 1977
Wood et al., 1980) 4R L7z MSA(Guttman et
al, 1969) %z EBF|HEN T3, 23T, #5L
ToIBRE, BETH), MTEEwvwolz, WhWwaR
BETEIZ WS IEE CRcE{ Ron sy, IF,
FBETEHER D AT VT 4 A PORZRIISH %
{3 2% (e.g., Hann & Roberts, 1984; Iversen,
1986; Roberts, 1986) 2SHFR L 72 Z L IZFEEH T &
ZEeThHrEEbNS,

Fl, ta—<y VO Y—0REMH LRI,
RIS 2 Az ABHTEIORBR bIThhTs Y,
BT (e.g., Clarke, 1983; MacTurk et al., 1987)
DIEREIC L 2447 (e.g., Raush, 1965; Raush et
al, 1974), 777 72 L 39 (eg., Sackett, 1974;
Gottman et al.,, 1977), Z7:30RIZ &L 504 (eg,
Bodnar & van Baren-Kets, 1974) = EDIGRMNH
%, AT B WX, HETENCX T 28008
FRECENESTH S,

—H, [TERINE I MEEIRL T, BEOE
Hrwvo MBS RIS L > THhRE S LT 51
bR o5, ZdRINoHE, RN ER T —
Y DBENIEEBINT 2 FATHY, KX THRI

Fo e IBHBEOEZETHAE L 1RD LIATHE,

# 5 LI ABR0OWFeE» & 3B ES o OIS %
EbhrRBEsnTws (Dillon et al., 1983).

BRIZEEIC B W TRFFRE OB ORMED »
D, RS EBALTWAFRIEZFNIEES Lk

WX THS, BTENCEL TIE, HBEOTLE
HEIC L 304 (Torigoe, 1985), B (N,
1985), AT L BT E D W 7 TR Y —4
Hr COniE, 1986 ; fiEE - 4497, 1986) DA H 5,
—7%, ANETEIC DWW TR, BB L3RR T
BEL-FECRBEIRVDTHBH, <)o 7E
SRR L LT (MES, 1982) »MTbhT
W, LinLaens, B, HARREC L 28505 O
& HEE, 1984) DHRSNTEY, FREETY
RIS OICHAENT 2 2 L s LS,

£

RIS O NI EAIZITERY 2 T 2178
ThHD, FOHTITIA ADNERRFEEL ko7,
1TENRH I EIR T TEI R & (EHRRIFTEIR Y iz A B0
aN, BIEEREGROTE R, BEZEEEOEET
Bl tvdEuNh D, —RIzEEIIEE
PHEDHENnT, [TERIIOHSARNIIZHETH
D, ZN5RBHEDHHRHOFE L DFRLAEVEE
BLTHERENEZNETHEZE, 1DODFERLL
1TEIRY 23 2 BT IZRIEN A U5 Z L 2ER S
nie, FAAEMERTIOEEIC B W TSRO AR
HEERECBEERH Y, ZOEUSRSRRE NI,

RISHIATEN R D ERATINIC E D FE e &
THBVWFRELIZKEL ST onl, HIHERITER
T FE v L g 7EEHE B v S O]
REEIBHT T, Zresl TEEig,
ZORRI Lo TECLHNETRT 27201 TR
ENTFEREH -T2, ThODFHEORN, &L
HICHH AN T & R ERAN P RRCEHICEN & 1,
Z Z TS N MECES UTho FE 05
ETORCY WA

TV u =LA OENF ORI DI,
ARETEN 2R S AR ICEEE CTH - 12y, #E, 28
TEMECLRONE XD Tkt 7, TEIR
Tl w3 MR 2R LT, RIISH 2 R5IM L ER
T — 8 OENTE L BAENH 5 2 EEFEs k.,
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