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34w, DX IICERTIA VERELZOPRHBE ARG AL H D, £ 2 TRIFFE TR, FIHEIE
CHMMAECEFCHMHAINCTCE 2, HERKEZRARLT 2 X5 2fIBERED -2 TH 2
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WF%e 1 <ld CAT TIREIN T L 7 4 v v ¥ —IElE (FIEHE) 2EEL L il ERT 2+
i, RERIMKfE 2 GAERMETATH S Q FHET VTN L CEA L 72, H—A T v 7 Cit AN
DK F IHFHE CERAREOh 2 bHEEREESE L 20 2 5 BRI AERK VAR, FoRT v 7T
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PEHET 2 Z L A CFFT SRRSO N, E72, FHIC X WV HEERBEZ I X2 2 LHHBRE D4 7
2Bz bNB LR, Q¥BHEFNMCE TS CAT ORE D —EREMHR S L=,

Wr9e 2 Tld, H—DE TV 2HE L THIB0ER 217 5 ko CAT %, HHOET VA2 FRFICEREL
THIBGEIR 2T 2 2 FIRICIRR L 720 COREFIETEHETVOALHEEERZE T 5721 Model
averaging & \» 9 Tkt CAT Z#flat bz, v Ialb—va VEROER, BolrETAEKEL -
CAT BHEERE D LS, HOETFAZKE L7 CAT XV Ehot, $HRETFTER, HoEF i
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WFge 4 <, WH3E3 2 2, EPFHCREINTOIERL VYT X — 2 DOHEEREE % 155
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TNERET 5 CAT 23EH L~ v CAT L H~T, #EEREOEKR AR ENL b Wb 2 5 2R
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AHFFECIE, EHERZERETAMICEWTS CAT 2SEATRETH 0, 72 HETHEE 28R Myicm b X
L ERMERE LTz, T, ETARIEECEHL, T AVFIEESMEICE b 2 WiRILe, FEIC
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1. B1E: 4obkRF023Y
1.1 ERABERROEEN

FERICT =2 ZBF L, T — 2o E2 TV 6 2 offGmE H 3 LDEYEHR O X 5 & 4 7 oflko
A, RHITAPE I GELRH 5, 2 DBIC, YO X HIICT =2 ERRL ED X 5 RO E1T 5 D53,
MR OZY WA AT 5, LEERIED 2 WL LR EOH T, BEovT X — 2 OfEZHEH 3 2 #E
E, BB 28MEOMERD 2085 2D 2{EHIM 2T OBRE, LOETABLD b Loz Hrs
ZEFARIRE VOFETASTETH 5, HEEICBL Tid, Bt 7 2 — 2 ofEEERIEE - <
HEE 21T 5 KEHEE, H20IFEICIED 28FONROKE T2 RIMREBOHED &L, BUEICEHL
T, BED LI ENIE D% L 33, MEMREEZ R — 2RI L THEMEITo T35 9, EFLERE 13,
B ZALFRAGE AT IC B W, HBOETAEHEL T, EOETARLED L LWL ET =25 b1
Wi 2RI TIETH 5, BIFEDHTICE O CTHAGA T RIAEE 2 IR T 2 ZHO0ER D £ 7 ViERO @
LEZXBILNTED, ZOPTH, (X7 A —20) fEERE (EEREDONBOYE) IHEICHET
IGERIC S BE T 5, XHEE TR I NAGEHERXEN 0 28002 ) 208, 0 2k L 3 2 WE
DEECTHLE0E ) e fERAINET 2 (FEE, 2002) & x2Ez2 2L, HERE LRI
BT RTFHETE S, AEARNICEIZOMEINECETAZFEIRT 22 1%, TT/LERD
HHED—>TH B Akaike Information Criterion (AIC) 7 &2 H 2 &, LEREE I YoRETHTE (K
W) TN7HEEMEZME > T3 (Akaike, 1973) T e 2b, #HELETFAVERBEEST 3 2L
THTE 5, KFFE T, BTN OEBCHMN RO L3305, TTRMEEHECERT 2,
HEERE LB o CIImE FFERFICRAETE 2, TAMERE L =7 VEROBEICOWTIE
FTETHNG, RBEARELRCTIE, HEBELS -GG, XTA-XDMERBEERT, [T 2
— 2D EWHEHDIIHLIPTHEDDE L TEHIET 3,

INHHEE, WE, TT VERIGEE T 2HRIIRA b D03dh 24, EFEMza Y b -1 TE
LHEAE LCHEERE, TV, £ L CEBIEREPD 5 (Heck & Erdfelder, 2019; Murphy & Brincke,
2018), #EEHEIZEL K DgE, &mAFE Myung, 2003) 22~ 4 XH#EE D (Gelman et al., 2014; Lee &
Wagenmakers, 2013; ¥4, 2012) TEZ 22 LB WIEA 5, RAERT D SR VEHIE Myung
(2003) ®AfLR (2012) ZSHL THARL Vo A XHEEICDWTE EFEED5IH (e.g., Gelman et al., 2014)
LEH (2015), A (2016) 2SR L T LV, ET T, IFEEORBL 2 0iBF 7 r e RIC k5 C
EE D, TUOPREESNRN T, RBHER EOERTFA Vit -> T, #E, BE 7 L%E
RoNT7 =< v R38R 2, b, KK CE S EFRE L 3, ERIGREICE T 2 EREE, 0
HPEICEH T 27 A M, RAIERRICE T 22MEF IR T 20cd 5, ZHMEBRDOHICF 21, H
FHORHAE THIEE A TH b 5 HEE, BERRERETHIHENRONE CRIECHB2 S 5
Z BHER), S & YA O M ERE TH UL, HCF O i EERM S N YRR o5 &
CHETH D, BT ICERRE X, SMEOICEES -oRT 2 fleRoZ & Th s, A
FECIIRIC, FEERESHEERE I JE w8 ICEH T 5, ERREUIEREAHBIcaY o —1T
X2HERNTH D720, EFRoOREIEEZEZ ZRICEELRERCTHE00TH S,

RIFTE ol 5 EFRIEOEIR &, EERT P A v 2 R8lEr ORET 5 & v ) BERCHEML, »2
—MREIC R LT B HEIBE LTI, v I 4 REEEF (Lakens, 2022; FHHE-#84%, 2017; 7k, 2003;
Schonbrodt & Wagenmakers, 2018) 23281 H 415, ¥ v 7% A4 Xakit, Mo cif, SR
NEZDLODT =20 5729, T—283+orE2 B LY, KICT—28»3% 3T E 754
iE, B8 d27—42%2 oL, 7—2IEa XM 2BO T ENTE S, RiMRBIE» b ERE T



FA VT LT, BN TERE OBEBAWLREL 527209 v TAH A4 X EIIEE LFILT
Hb, Iblc, FEBHER EOERT FA v EREY RS 0 HERTNE, 7 — XEHFE LT b HEERE
AT 5 (e.g., Bak & Pillow, 2018), X W A7 — 2+ oRticizy, 7— 2 IUEE
IR RSB AR H B, HER T LT, HEHWEEZHV2 2 LT, v T4 XCEEH
Wi L OEBT VA vEesa#Elt L, BB CERA oS W F cEMErERmTE L2 TH D,

1.2 2 HRIEHEIZ 115 Computerized Adaptive Testing
HEEREE 2 icm h X ¢ 5720 0IHHERZE L L T Computerized Adaptive Testing (CAT;

Chang 2015; Cheng and Morgan 2013; Gibbons et al., 2012; Gusten et al., 2022; McGlohen & Chang,
2008; Meijer and Nering 1999; Segall 1996, 2004; Tian et al. 2007; Triantafillou et al. 2008; van der Linden,
2018; Weiss and Kingsbury 1984) 237t & hC w5, HRMKHE-C A HESH cRHI N ET L L
L <, HEHAMGHE (Item Response Theory, IRT; van der Linden & Hambleton, 1997; Jlifg - (L - JII
Ui, 2014) 3B %, o IRT o<, CAT IZIHHFER KL L Tffteh w3, HE I, BERNEE®
TAMHEREDZ ETHY, KRWIETE > ERAH D Z L Th 5, HREKHESCEIAIER L CAT
OXNRTIE, HH (tem) EMFENZ 2 L 9% 003, AIFFETIRE & o THRIBE X,

723 CAT O adaptive & 13, SIMEDRKIGT — X % R THh 5, SHNE ITHEICHYIC A b 8 TR % IR
T3 FEEEWT 5 (adaptive design), il 2 1F, 10 1707 — 2 2W - KRS, 2D T — 22 LEEN
ICSINEDENCREAN T XA =X IIHEETE 5, ZDHEMEZ R THH, XD 11 347 H ORI % %
T2LVIHIBKRTH S, COFETIR, HEMICK > TSIME IR S N HMARLR 2720, SE
HICHlORIED R I NG 2 Lic/ b, —J7C, RO LHER T, ERSEMATIC BRI Z RE L,
ETOSMELFE—DOFEFRIEZ IR INDE Z L%\, TN% fixed design & AL TIIIES, Rif
7 Cld, adaptive design ® fixed design i/ 5 23, HELR I LIE, EHBLDOTHF AL VITB T,
PRI O FEHE L U CRERIIV AR SEEZ R L T b L w ) fITh 5, FIBUEIIEICE L TR AmN & IE
MEZREHIZ 2B CfTo & L, 1.2 @i CRERNATHEITI,

% { DLHEEEIC BT, I ORBHMZRT L, SNEPORIET — 2% b b\, HiH
DATEENL DR T A — 2 ZWET D22 L1k 2, PIZIE, FHMETIE, TAMEAEZERRL, RKIG
T2 LTCHE (B2 VWIRIERT—X) 2HIGEL, ZMEOFNANTA -2 %HET LI LIk D,
MIGT — 213, FlEoME & SMEOREOMAETICL>TEE S, ZoREESINE T A 2L n
IANNE, KET =205 HOOBREERTORETATD 5, Hl 2 1 F¥ESHEICE T 5 IRT (&
H,2012) <l%, 7 A MEE R0 ofEE L LTS E (REE 7 2 —%) pERfLanTsy, &
MEDFESNTG A =2 O BHEEE AT A —2 B LY KREWIGHICIFIIEEFEERL LAY, /NI IFHILIEEE
BE0SZEMEIND, TDXIIC, FHESME T A —2OMELICL 5T, ERIGT —F 0
BONLMEEDLZVIIHFONIERE HEORI) FIEDLL L ICERENIMETH D,

SME AT A —ZOHEETIE, TAEZMET S LZHEL LTS, 2F 0, KIGT — 2 2MEAN
AEERRL TR R bRy, IRT TR 7 A= 23R 2 ES 5 2 & B% v, i
A, FHNARTA=2020=055720 DBMEB LT 5, FhRPLEmwiloznE (eg., 0 =
0.6) FIEFREBZWCHML, ZhHP ULIEWHIOoSNE (eg., 0 =04) ZIEFESAWICHE ST 5
X9 %7 A MREE o 7256, 207 A MMEIMEAZZ KM L7-RWiETH b, —/7T, ZoOfE
IR ICE DD B VIR WSINE (eg., 8 =—-2%0=25) IR LT, BOREL IS 2%\,
R b ZORNATIEERPZAL 96w, 2F ) ZORIOAANEZRA OO WALTHL, Tab
B, Z DT A= X DOEMIET, IEEELCKIGT — X B 2BICENT 2 HEAR VR (F&E) b2,



ZD X5 RIEEROMBROME X 2PN T 2D, FHNATA—Z2DRILETE I HRDDEELD
LDHEETHD, 22X, HEOMHZCTH 2 2HMNOPER AR LRI LA THTE S, 2FHTH
NT274y v r—ERRBIZIECZDLI BETH 2, T, BVRT 4 v VBIREREL 72—H D v
Y INIRETMCOWTUE, BIHERD 50% DR, HE OZLERITRKIC 5720, HEIRMERL LT
Dt X0 RAENEE L (Matching probability, MP; Chen et al., 2019), BEi& (%, X b #E4E%x
ETADOEEL, ERMERL I H S L R 2R CiE R, 74 v ¥ v —IEHdE % FEHEIC L CRIBOER
fTbn s,

1.3 BHEBR~DERA
1.3.1 BANRERIC &1+ 5 RERHFEIR

CAT i35k, HRHGHAESLFZNMESGmCibhd 2 &2 % o7z, —/T, 2 E T3 % H5mN
BRE2Ez2 5L, BANEBRGHICEOTORERICMEZ 2 FETH D, 2T, RBAERICE T 2 EHR
FEEIN O 22 %, Hlz21E, XK 1(100%) TxHL25Fx v 7L AL, ERpTyMHL L
3% %y 70 B OMTOEBREREAE LS, < OWHC, %5 OBE< S X — X OHEE 1B L <5
YlZa(x,y,p) L WO HMOMEERFET 23T TH D, HH0iE, ST xHDOLZE R A &, d
HEZICyM D & 2 2@ UL B Ol coREERIE %% 2 2 EBCiEE s FEZ2 & z, EIEfiEs s <7
) (Madden et al., 2003) Z@EH T2 RN %E2E 25, ZOk, WERD 2FHE T A — %1%, BILIC X
> THIEAE Y 52N 2TEECH 5, T OFETITHMNEY, yZz Db D, BIEDOR X GEILFH) dic
XoT, ZNZTNOERBEOMESLET 2, MfEDOREIC X > GERMEELLT 5720, fEREL
CRIEROLELOKE ORIy, )DMEEEE LB LHTE B,

1.3.2 Adaptive design optimization

HIRERD» LE LN IEREICEIT 2E% (Lindley, 1956) 2»545% », QUEST (Watson & Peri,
1983) & MEE 2 RIHGEINEC, HERE BN b OREEREE LW A Y v F (Kontsevich &
Tyler, 1999) %% O FE{E[FiE (DiMattina, 2015; Doll et al., 2014; Kujala & Lukka, 2006; Toubia et al.,
2013) PREINTE 2, ZTOBKFOMTEL LT, —MIAHBEIROMHM A CTH 2 Adaptive design
optimization (ADO; Cavagnaro et al. 2010; Cavagnaro et al. 2013a, b; Myung & Pitt 2009; Myung et al.
2013) DMHREI Nz, TNHDOFEE, CAT @ X5 BEBEWELT & v 5 X 0L, & L AR HEE
75 EORMEBRBI CEm I N T EFETH 5, AT ORFEERIEICOWTHBIT 2,

RHIEER, RHETAOHTY v I ARESHE LCid, KAWEEE e S N80 H 5, vy
AT A4y 7R AFIHT 22832 0—fTh s LFE R DL, &0 bIFYIHEREOIIEICE VT,
T D X5 IREHPIERAIE IC BT, Z CRIEZ RIS CHE S 5 2 & & HIICHREOER o it
Ze 3TNz (Kontsevich & Tyler, 1999; Villarreal et al., 2022), W A v F (DiMattina, 2015) 7z &
DFFRICLY, HELREDOHELNRLIKITALI LB RINTVE, TNOLDFEIEE ATV bR
V—ZfiH L 72FETH S, v bue— & 3EMS, BRr I oA EREEORE LR ITE L WO HE
TARE LR 25T ECEEZR v, A IHEEOFHA TE 2 1E, PEEMEL » 2 REEE S 2 8T
HDEBRNMAOERERAELTE LR I/NEILCARD2L51C, 2Fh vt —DPENPRE (RS X
IICHELZEIRT 2 &) OREARTETH B,

Z DRI L RHER O A & LT ADO 23 2% S L7z, RIEIRIEIC BT, (52 Dftah
EHEIC X VRO RE BhH) ZERL <, 2O ERK L 75 2 02 ER T E R, ADO (%
IR OERZFFICHES T, FEEROMBEEZERL 22w I EIRT, — AR TH 2, HIHE
FEOWEE, LX) RBEEMAL LTERT 200K o TEDL S, 21T, HEHEOBIN 5T



YAV y POy burbv—0PELZIEEICT 223 EZ 515 (Myungetal,2013) L, &
T EIR OB H 5> & 13 Kullback-Leibler (KL) 1&#t&E (Cavagnaro et al., 2010) ZJEHEL 32 & & 3%
Abid, KLIEHREL L, ET VA LET LB OBVLCHINWEGZRTETH 5, AfFETiE, ADO
ZEZECH S DI TldZe v, ADO [ZRIBELERM R IC s W CEERMEL o 5 2 L, —&kilk
ADO ot CAT Zigims 2 2 & T, CAT oMHEBAL T 2890 H 5720, 2 &ETlE ADO ©
Sl % N2 72,

1.3.3 BBEIEERIZE (TS CAT

CAT 363k, ERMHAECANHESmcMHINS 2 8% o7, LA L 2 BRI FENARE
HEDHT L2, TOWRMMEEZ S L, LHER, BHAIET L~0@H D FRICT % X5 RFik
ThH2, £7- ADO DA TEZ B &, $HHELT74 v o v —THEHELZRAL-=TETH Y, ADO
DRFRT —AEEHI 2D TES, ADO OFHllAD» L E - Th, BARAARTETH S,

X 5ic, CAT %RMELR, BT T A~EHT 2 2 &, FHlE-CEMMERE ~ 0@ i b~, D
TO2RDORAY v FHHFET 5, 1 RHEIL, @ECYHFMALEZDORA T —ABTFOEE > T 2 HIH
#RHAT 2 EBROGE, FHHETT S £ 5 BB 7= VOER BB E R w720, a & b YKL CAT
EEMTEL VI HTH D, Hl2THEMKHAECHE S 5HE, FIMCHE A0 T 2% L VIHHOD
B Z T A —2ZHEEMEE U CEMEICIGH T 2 EED B 5, @k & TlERT — (Il 1E 0 A%
M7 HHEL L CHFET S) WD ORE - TS0, WEZR Y CAT W EHREEMmTE 5,2 14
Hix, FEEGEREE V5 2 FEERRR D < 2 — v LI EBEM IR ) T Wiz, REIN R RIHER T
#TH 2 CAT OEBBEEIC R VLT VETH D, Hl2iE, FHHETIIEE 7 — v B T H
WoARR—v BB LIChD, —FH, 2 ERETORERBRERE T, Fl2 135N O HWE & %
PSR & F 3 2 &<, ERIIAE & BHfE R D E D el 23 10 TS 2 B - 72856, BMicE 2 C10* =
1 7580 ORI 2 — v O OBESDEDR D 5, FIREDE 2 72 VIEREM I, I HICKE
DRI 2 — v DD SR A FEY)IC D 5 2 LIZNEEIC AR 2 & PHTE 2720, HIEER O HE
E Nl A

1.4 ERFZBRROME
1.4.1 $ETROBREEIC & BRIBEIRE

FEERI OFERAEL L Cid, HEEOREBRICX 5, A4 vy MIEZITOHRIO R X %253 5,
FATIR 2 L5, BRI O MARHE AR % iz 5 7 &% 5 O BEERIRILIC B D Tk 2 7x
EDTEBEZEZOLND, BiItED 2 2372 OB L EALZPBAHTHZ L, RY200FhZTE
D B 2 23, 2 ORFLDA LI R\ DA FHi 23T & 7\,

Z D7z, B L b FEHNREHEIC S W T, AR FE CEHt O EWFR & CEIRT
2ZEBEFE L, Al e, HEHNICH 2R EDRER WD 2% Ml © & X, % OfEHITE
BT A VERGIORICER 25725 5, TR O T ¥ A v, BERZALICX o TR ZHTEMH L
TWARHRT A4 v %iHliT 2 2 &R TE S, £ vy MIRZITIRED N4 vy FMFFEAKCHE
M3 25#%, 020 ROGERICY 2D 20 T2 2 R TE D LH1Ch b,

R, X0 @EMEARZRAET A LC CAT 2@ T 2 L W IHHEIEE 7w, ADO DTV 1
=R —Z2DFFEITWL OPERTFELET 3225 (Ahn et al.,, 2020; Lesmes et al., 2015; Toubia et al.,
2013), 74 v vy —lERE—AD CAT %2 EMRZBATT VICGEHT 2 &\ FFEILEER - FMH
(2019) %Fr%E, EHFOMBRY TIHAFEL RV, RELGRCOWZE 1 TiF, Q FHET L LW IKEFR
YUk % & AT T IR LT CAT 2#H L, Z0EEMRIET %,



1.4.2 ETILREDTE

1.2 fiCHBLZEY, HESME N T A — 20 L RIGT —Z OO & %, EFARRE
DT 2, 20720, FPUC XY IET — X ICE L HWREIL, ETVICHKFET 5, 2 BECTHIHT 528,
74 v ¥ —EREIONBOCEREBERE L 2 T NIEEIR cE v/ ®, CAT FETAR—Z2DFik
b, BEIERT A v, BERHRMORIIE, (RETE2ETMICE->TEAIEAbHL LI L
Th 5,

CAT %FEITTIBIUE L 72 ETADBE - TV, HEGERA L bWt EHE2dGET X
20RAHTH L, ETAPFEANCHERNTDH 2 RITIIFEBEOLEFEFETIZIZ LA ER WD, T
BIEEICX Y, HEERO N7 3 —= v 2R ED X S BT 22 3R E N3 & CTH 3, KL
XOWIE 2 ICHEWT, BT ARIEEI X 2HHEROFEORET B L O, HEoE TV E2FAKFCEE T
& 2 HBORIEOREERIT ),

1.4.3 RIEAERRIZBTIETIHREDRE

FERROLHEHE T, EEROSIMEFECSML T bW, FEZMEFIEEATE2IT-oTd LI, wb
W3 AFHERITH 2565 % v, TOXI BRATHONLE AR T — &, BET— 20541,
<2 L F L U, Generalized linear mixed model (GLMM), PERE A4 X (AR, 2012; 7&K, 2014; &
H#, 2017) 2 EOFSEET AV 2T 2 2 e R I N TV, ESMENTOT — X HU2E L),
WMAHHBE A AR L 722 fT o &, 24 71 27— ERA T2 ERMAD DO TH S (Walsh, 1947),

—HT7 4 v vy —fHREICHE DS CAT FREEET AV E2REL T2 b TldZwv, FlziE, 21
HIESH OB TE 2L, &< L TEEMADENHEED HICBALEDH Y, 7— 217 1 NDOEEDEEGEA
ToF—2Lirlbizv, 20, SEEDT —2FERICHICRbN S, KIFETIE, DX
BAAFLTOAROT = ZEEICNT 2 AD D DETAEHAL VDT TV LIRS, HEHICIE
(AEOEKTD) 74 v vy —fHHEE, AL roET AN L GHEAINAEETH S, LI,
AL _ADEFAEMKEEL TITS CAT ZHAL LD CAT LIERZ 035 3,

SAGHIERICH LT CAT 2 H T 254, HRCEZLNZ DI}, AT LI1c CAT Z#EHL TF
—2ZINEL T, REICEBINEDT — 221> bEETF A CON T2 HETH L, 20X 5 &Ik
Tk, CAT BEHEICRBEET L ZKEL Tk, TTAEZBRIBEEL TV EEZLNDS, —
7T, MADANT A= 2HEEOKEEZE L CENE, BTV CHEE L2k Lo ERI T 2
— X LIFEDREL D LEZL L TE S, AL LD CAT 2BEEML RNV DNT X — 21T ]ITT
WA, HIRAHTH 2720, AELFHRCOME 3 Tk, CoMEERRI ., & oA ELHR O 4
T, EBREAT XA -2 DHEERE X EERAMT 2 FEEREL, AL ~1v0 CAT OEK % §Hli4
2, Z2hicky, AL~ LrDEFTARKET S CAT %, WEET AL 2EAT 2 EBRICHHT 2L
DRER D P E D DT 5,

1.5 XBROBEK

AR OB Ix, HEEREOBIN D OBy R RIBEREZITS 2 & Th 5, FICFHMESMmICHE
bNTE CAT %, YOWFEICHMLZFEE RS L9, (REZKD T VEHABRZIAT TR E
B3, 1 TIEQHFEHEFLIINLTTZ 4 v v —EHREICHES CHEEIN 2T 2, 2 2T,
B—DETNVERE L7 ECRIBOERZ1T 5. 58 2 Tk, BT A% FRHICERE L 72 L chligE
REfTo FERREST 2, M9 3,4 ik, ALV OETATIEZARL, BEETLICHL T
CAT 23 RS 3708 2 et 3 5,
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F9E 1 Tid, Q FFETLICHE T, WS X CHIIRER & v 5 BRI, HESHEEIC R T
Bratd 5, W98 1 Tl fixed design IC 1) 2 EERIE O E 2 FiIcHat 35, 510, EEREUC
X0 Q ¥EETNDANT A =2 LRIOFHENT A — 2 DR OHBREKOHEEEIZENT 20, BLY
Q¥ HETNICE TS CAT (adaptive design) DFEEEMETT 5,

W92 2 ClE, EFABEEICL o T, WEEIRD 7 + —<= v ZABELT 2589 2 BETd 3, o
FVBES7ZETARREL CAT &, IELWETAZE L7 CAT T, ED L 5 WHEERKEISE LA
AL 20 %RT 5, 2D LT, BEROETAVEEKICERL 72 CAT L wi i aTEriREL, C
DIREFHED AT +—~< v A %HMERT 3,

fF9E 3 <Tid, AL _AVDETAERELZ CAT (AL LD CAT) 238, HER T X — 2 DHEE
W RIS T ARG Lz, W18 1,2 TRIBAL L D85 2 — 2 OHEEREEICE B LTwz28, B
92 3 TIIENIFE R EDEMAT X —2IEHT %,

WFge 4 <id, K3 2T 2, BHL VDT X2 — 2 OHEEREE * BRI T 2 fIE0ERE (%
L~ CAT) #IREL, 2R A2HMiIET 2, ZOEHNL ~ CAT BEHMICIZEN T X —2D
HEEREE OBLS D O BB A RIMEIRE L 0 b, 20 LT, ZoRBEAERL <L CAT &E~T, A
L)L CAT [ EDREREYH 2 DD, 2% VAL~V CAT OHEEREITEDL L WEKTFF 50
xRS 5,

1.6 RELHRXOEAL

ARG TS 2 ¢ CAT £ ADO O FIEGEIE Ot HZ 1T 5, 35T Q A IcBs
HZE 1, HBABTEBOETARRIFHCEE L 72 CAT B+ 2% 2 23T 5, 65, 6 =TI,
EEET7 et LC CAT 2B 3T 2R %N T 5, FBTEICBEOVTRAEER 21T, [fIRAICEL
T, WHAOBICHE L 7 2R IER A HHT 3,

11



2. H2E: Ak
2.1 CAT D#fEHRY4RHL

21fiClt, 232 bMEL RED XS RITARO P2 ED, RAFEDOWNLAERMEZ & D CAT O#fE
S =Ic oW TS %,

HEE & 13, HEHICIZE D 527 —20EAICH LT, RAL»DEZNICE R 2{THATH S, N A
FOT—Rx;~p(x),i = 1,...,N, IHLT, WMYV#EGEN AGFDT 2D "Kx—viytd 2L, fEy
Fy() =ED X ICMEIDEEER G225 Z L ICET 5, ZOMBALO D L)1, 7T—X2Z2IEEL
T2 DE % X0 & AU CHHEE(R) &~ 2, flx I, 4720 2R T~ vibd e
LT, ZOMRIZMELZWETE, TRHIZOYY VEZALTT—%x = (xq,...,x7) DEoNET
5, flzix, (1) 7—2% x cBfRAR< 1/2 ZRTBEy bHEEER) L2, (2) ¥720 %1, ITh
0 LT, XOBATIEOE Y Yz ) B, MG YL, x 25T 5 C & biEE LIP3, (3)
XA ZXHEEMIC(2) DEICT—2DAIPLIRE ZHHE(1) O X5 (F—2IcBRAR OFROES
THEEMZ T o R A ERD O AWMEHEEME L +2 2 L HHEE LIERZ, 2 b 3 DLMC b B HETE TS
KEWIHIDRFEZOLNL®, FHELRORI %G 2 LELH 5,

x; ~p(x|&) DX I, ERERX BDED T X —2E L FOMRE LR (x|§) DIERMGITHE S
L35, Zoky, HERYy()OFHEIEEEZE 2 5, ZOMERYy () IZEMHEEIGIVIEERVWOT, P
FICEMEE 2 SHERY () ENCHVEER TV 2 2 DR L L 3 iite

MSE = E[(y(x) — §)?] €9)

EZD, ThEPYLERTS L
MSE =Var[y(Q0] + (Ely(p) — §1%) (2
%5, SOXDEMIL, FHTHBIHEEDEVarly()] %, FIHAHEEE OWIFHEE[y ()] & T A

— X2 DEEE DAL, TADFH KL THY, MSE= HEEBOHE+ HEBDO A4 T RO TF] Lix
%, flich FHEIEEIEH D 5 2 DD, HAMICIZZD MSE 2N X WHEEARIGEEELWEEZ S
N2, =% OHED HINIEMEE IRV HEEEy (%R 2L TH Y, MSE 25/hX W2 & I3 HEAE & #
EEPIENWZ L 2RI PO THS, MSE Z/NIKFTEEZFHDO—2L LT, NMTADR 0 OHEERESL
BBV DD, NATANRO Lind, 2F W HEEBOWIFHESD, 7 A — X DOEfHIC—T HHEE
BOZ L NMRIEER LTS, T72bbAMaitER T

Elyn]=¢§ (3)
L BHEERyERT, FRAEERICREL 72854, MSEZFE IEH2 0 L2Vl 5720, HERDY

BOBZBMSE &—HT57-0) FHiik#EL 25, 2%V, HERBOHHD/NSWHERDO B LV E
FLVEWI LR E LD, MEHEERICKES X, MSE 358 NA T ADZFTDANT VAT
REDD, ZOXIRHMAZLRSA RV LICERILETH D,

LLEDAA S, AMEfERICHET X, HERDTEVar[é]2/ NS TN IZERW T LA
Dhbe L, HEIFEZETTH/NEILLTE 2D TRV, ZORADBEDOTR) %52 2 D,
LUF @ Cramer-Rao OFEHD 2 WIZEFWREAFR L IMEEINE K TH D, T XA =2 DEEDONMREHEE
BxE 74 vy —EHRBEAFE)ET L, 1R T A —208E, WYAEFEOT T

. 1
Var[€] = &) (4)
B L2 AR, 2017), ¢ ATTHICE T & FAEMRITAIF,(§) (52— b Y T AR Ly et al., 2017)
ix

Fi(§) =E [{%logp(mf)}{(%logp(yms)}'] (5)

LIERIND, 2L, y 3BNE 1 OFUT 1B T 2 BT — X, logp i |OIEHEBOLERIRL, 7] 1%

12



%E%%T%%J%bgmmwﬂ@ﬂif~ﬂﬁxl@ﬂ&7F»T%D,F%ﬁﬁﬂ@ﬂix~ﬂﬁx
NI A= 2EDITHNE Tn B, R ATEGY O FIEHRATHIF(E)1Z, £3iTo FIEHRITH O fififl citHE ¢ %
2, 2%, F@E) =Y F ()P Y o, WFMEE 3, BHll7T— 2L Tli->T w3, ZD7zofE
Hrigic FAEIRITAI 2 kD T, 87 — 2 1B U CBUER ICBAFHEZ I 2 B E 7 v, E72, FIE
WEIISME ST A= 27217 T, EBRIEICHDIKET 2208, HENICNEOCERIES F EREF($)
B L T, RS OIEIZEKT 2, BRI CIIEARKICEH 94 DIE (Ferrando & Lorenzo-Seva,
2007) IANTICEHEEIT S, 7 — 2B % L aiEn 213 Y, FHHOMADOHEDFEE NI/ X L
REDOTH B,

X (1) 1, FRHEERICIRE T, SHVar[f]sh 3 vIZE B0, ST 4 v v v —f5Ho
WLV DRI RTERVE VI ETH B, DD, (KNFTA—ZB1TRTOBEE) 74 v v —1f
WEOWHAZ DR T, WITE ) DB 7 4 v oy —EREOWE L —ET 2 #EE 5 X208 (Rt
EROHT) RBAIETRL F A5, &b, Varlf] = sk A3 HEER, 0% VRAONIET LS
HEHTR%E, AMHEER LS, D, 74 vy x—1EHE (74 v ¥ v —HWTY) 13 F 1EH=E (F
HITY]) LML T 26085 5, T XA =201 X054 FiERE, 2RTo%E FIFRITY & M
53

RAHEE & §1308Y) 5tk P e

&5 Norm(&, F(E)™) ©)
%ﬁt?(amggm@otﬁb,HemmwmﬁwéF%ﬁﬁﬂﬁééoi@%ﬁﬂ%%%b,K@
TS CIIHEE R DN IERS L W) IR T 3 & v ) BREOHE TRV, 2% 0, &K%
THEER IIWNEMNICHRETH Y, WHEEUE FIERITIICLH X b v s, sAHEE & ITHT i A shHEE
BEOWHEZM-3 720, WaAMEEZR>LE b5,

K@) COWTHBICT 27207 A =2 28 1 XuoGETatHT 2 L, FEREZ RS TET
2138, HEREDHEBEREELILERL TS, 2070, CAT Cli FIERELZRALT 2 &
) R A BRI NITRWZ £ 1C7k %, 2% Maximum Fisher information (MFI) J:¥#E & R3S, Sl
L7280, FIGME IR L IcED 2720, fEERC L O FEHREZ KD THWT, 2o FiEHE
DBERKE R ZRHEZHEBETNIEIRVDITTH S, X7 A =2 BLRILOHHL, HERIEICOWTIE 2.3
LA CRIBH T 5,

2.2 ADO

Adaptive design Tl, ST & ICEARWICLLTD 3 X7 v 7% %: (1) HEOHEMICHE S VTR
W 7 J 2 SR SHOEIR R 7 v 75 (2) Bl S IChen LG T — 2 2B 3 2 A T v 7,
(3) BIF— 2 %FH LT 2T HEERT v 7 (Myung et al,, 2013), T 7 utZ(FLTORITIC
BWliTbhd, 72, BERMICHEAL LD CAT TRESIMEICEL T, Hizic 2o CAT » % Wit
ADO O Ffe & 3FEMmEEI N5,

FIBOEIR R 7 v FIc BT, F O CIERERA TH 2 Jli 2 R T 2 mof{bE % g <
i b, 20, FEGERRT v 7L
d* = argmax,U(d) (7)

AR ETREEEE LTIRAB DB TE S, 2770, d BHT A v, U@ 3Rl d o (K
W) s %29, ADO Tl ARBIRRH I

U(d) =) pm)J  u(d, §m YnP Gl Em DP(Em)dYmlEim ®

LEFRIND, EEL, mEBETADA VT v 7 RAERT, p(m)IFETT NV m OHEFIEE, p(Yml&m d)
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FET NV mOREET I, y,EET LV m BRICEE > 725815 (RKIEK) 77— X, §uixET v
mDNT A= p(E)IEST A — 2T BERIDTETH Do u(d, &g Ym) 1ZXT A — &y T — 2 Ym
DFTo, FE d ORFRIATH 2, 2 Y, KEBAAU@E, R, & ym)Ic 2\ TET
N, RN T — 2, N7 A= 2B L CRENES) (By) 2M-oBE LTERIN D, b, T
NDHEEP(M) B L V8T A — X DRI pEp) L4 XOEHIC X W EH L T <.

JRATIR OERRE T, RBGEROWE 3ED 5., HEREZZFRWICH LT &2 7201iE, R
el

. PGmlym d)

EERINDLZEHRDH D (Myung et al., 2013), 2F 0, FHFIOMA L FEIMOLEEZN-TEY, F
B DAMEREEP KD IZ EMHAREL 22 E 25, Zhiizvitrev—EbEYRALTE b
O —R—=ZADFike —ET 25 & INT3 (Myungetal., 2013),

ETNFIRDO AT =~V ZAEPEICH LS 57201, RS LT KL EHREE2HERT 2
& R\ (Cavagnaro et al., 2010), KLI&HEIZ, BEDNfi%zq, IEL 0 fi%zpe L7z,

KL(g; p) = [ q(x) log%dx (10)
LiEFI NS (N - AL 2004), KL EHREIL, HEOET LV q ARELET NV p DX &l 5 HIEE
LRz TWDE, BT 51 KLIEREL, WEOUEOFEZEHH 2R Cw b, EIREE 2 0Bk
E'TAOEEE, KLIEREIX

T
p(¥153) i 1-n;

E, |log = 277* log—+ (1 —n;)log—— 11
! [ p(yl&;)l &7 e Y-,

LB, REL, £ ERENENEON, (E LA TD T A — ZEE, nin, 12 2 NENEDS
i, RE L 70 COERERTH 5,

¥ 72 CAT 12 ADO Offifk7r — 2 TH %, kD CAT TiE, ET VI —ETAZHEEL, T4 m
BT BN A B, AR LE—EFARKET 22 L IcBIL T, HEREOBLL D ADO T
FtkT®H % (e.g. Ahnetal, 2020; Kim etal., 2014), ¥ HICHEEIIC, X7 X —2flL L Tl mfEiEE
RIS 272055 X — X OBEFIMipEn) ICHIT 2R DA 5. SHEEHTIEA <4 AWAE 2
KR W TR rREo®EZ M HT 2 FiE b FET % (Chang & Ying, 1996; van der Linden,
1998), JmArhMix F 5B ZMA L, FIHFREOERD o BUIHIT — 2 1< BE3 2 WIFFHE 1 BT BT I
AL TS0, REET AP Yplém d) BT 2RISR B, 02D, MHPTLOFERETHE A,
KB HIC FIEHRE (52w 2.3 BiciiiH3 %28 F {HHRIT0T5RX) Lhs, 2ok,
Ty trE—x—2® ADO IcH~, FEHRE~—20D CAT RO FESSER -0, FHEARMH
e wdI Xy BB 2, 7272 L FIERITIIEERIIMITINCEHRE T 20805 5, BEREET LD
BE i e Xk o ST B (Fujita, Okada, & Katahira, 2022b),

2.1 fiCIEEARNICRAHEEEZE L CatHZ T o 72, —/7C, 3EMUETIZ, MCMC I & 32~ 4
AHEE Z 1T\, HHEEME L Tkt © MAP (maximum a posteriori) & % >3 EAP (expected a
posterior) #EEMAFIHL C FIEMEAFIHEH T 5, ~4 XMEEFHAT28AIE 2 b5, 1 mHIE,
MR RME T VLS E T A ~DIIE % # 2 12358, ~_ A XMEEO T BEN % BAT 274 LIC &
D, XVEMHRETATHOHETZTE LB 0WHALTHD, 2 5HIE, Stan &M:TN 5 MCMC HEE
250DV ATl L, ABRETAZA - FCRET 2720 T, 13 EHBIMICHEE 21T
S>TANEPLTH 5,

¥ 72, 21 i CIIRAHEE R D HDS, FIEMEOUL %25 IO E{To7, —77T, 3 &R
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T, FEIMA O (posterior standard deviation; PSD) #igf&2 & L, F 72 F [H#HE O
PSDZ FHICE 22 L 2R ¥, CORPIT 20D 2.1 HHIZ, 7 A —2DEL) HERDITHE (SE?)
ICHIGT 5~ A XN &IE, NT X=X DFESHOTEL (PSD?) 728 EZbNEHLTHL, EHbH
QNTRA—RDWEEBDITODZTEZRLTCnENLTH S, 2 mHIE, <A XFEHCEHIT 2 SHEEE,
Ffic MAP #EE 813, FHRTOM A EEHRBEF DML D 2 W ITHFIMOEEEAE BT — 205D
BFIRICHRTHVIZYE, RLHEEEIOED 2L TH 2,

2.3 CAT

NG A= BZRLRITCDOYE, FAERITIIEA N 7 —Clde\wiz®, 1 RITDORAH 7 —=ICEHT 54
WHH 5, FIERITIHCHBIEIBITIO L —x 2R HE L 52 A ot T b &b e
Ty 3% (Chalmers, 2016; Mulder & van der Linden, 2009), f4 ¥ odcFEAaFFEL LT, FIF
WATH D175 % AL 3% D (determinant) FoE L3 E W& T3 (Segall, 1996), AHHZE Tl
AR D it ZFIFH L 7z CAT 2R & 3 5,

Adaptive design IC 35 1 2 JIFGEIUCOWCHIAT 5, 2L 0, t i THE TO T — 2 235 b L7 IKf T,
SMED t MTHETTOMET — 2% R T2 5, t+1 3UTH ORI ZEIRT 2RI E2EZ T3,
Fi.,(8)% t fTHEZ o FIEEITAIE T35, 72721, H#EEME &3 1 25 t dfTHE T T — 25 b
ELMERTH S, t il fTHE TO F HFHREFIFFITORMMCEETZ 2, o+1 FITH CRE DR
WAEITR L7256 0 FIFRITIZFLa (&) e FH < &, DRElkcik

det (F1:t($i) + Ft+1(3i)) (12)
L) BEERHOEREREL LT, Zhzm AT 20z (r1 I THOR e LCidnd %, &k, R
(12) SHEOEINFEHEL 2 ), COBAHIMAEZ CEHET 28R H 2, 2O, HIOEIZERKL Tw»
5 LICHEESRERED, t+1 BATH ORBEIBER OEIC X 5 TFyq(§)DEPZED 2, tadfTH £ Tkl
WD BIGT — 2 BHEEL T 25728, Fp, (&)1 t+1 547 H O BRI ©Z D & 72\, Fuuq(§)720
7Z e ESEoETFTADOEE, TR 0 1B LT L ¥ 9 (Mulder & van der Linden, 2009) 7z, Fl:t(gi)
bEOTHELTNS,

2.4 F {HREIC & 5 WIHGERIR

KEICIE CAT I X 2 HEOEIR 2 7 v 71O WCEHT 2, FIEHREIZ ST A — 2l TR, il
WIS UK T 5720, KRHICE VT, FBICKE S 2 C L2 2 HIUTF(E, s) & Rl o Hs, % B
T 5, ok, HZRICOGERTIAEZREEL 3228, BEEHF(E s)% FIERITHOTHIR & Fiiad x
THL Y, s, l=1,..,L FHEOMEELRL TH Y, HEOGEGII LEEDZ &35, Hl2E, X,
TERMNEEx, 23 E 2 238U A &, 1EFpy THMIEEX; 2 E 2 2 BRI 2 R 2 E 06, s, =
(P4 X4, 08, X5) & 72 %, Bl 21, s; =(0.05,10,0.1,20),s, = (0.1,10,0.1,20) 7x & & HIHEZE 2 T <,
Bz 1L, pape?’ 10 BT O DAH, x,,x57% 9 T O DESFIOMEME L LCh 2551, L=
10%10%x9x9=8100CTH %, Z D 8100 DR X — vsiCH1F 2 FIEREF(E, s)%IH L T,
FIEMEPRARL R 2 HEEREDOERTRO RV ZHRE T 5, 72721, X7 XA —RECTDWTIE,
adaptive design DL, WEREEAD T — 22 bH#EE L 72 #EEM A M T %, Fixed design D6
X, NITRA—XDHFDMEREL, TORHEPOLEKL 23T A =2 0fEcRHT 5, AW,
fixed design D fvid, N7 XA — X DAL FIFHREOFHE ZEHEME VIR L, FIHHRED V%2 EH
L7z kT, Zo (FEWN%E) FIEHREZ RS 2R EERT 2, &5 W IEHBERBITH D37 A
— X EERLT, ZDENTA—ZOEERIE LT, RITE ORIBEEIRZ1T 5,
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3. BIE: IR 1
KB IR A = B &5 B2

i 2% (Reinforcement learning ,RL; e.g., Daw, 2011; Sutton & Bart, 2018; Watkins & Dayan, 1992)
ETNET ANy 72 EARENOBRRETH Z2HMT 28 e L THIEINTE 2, ZOHTH
Bz, Q¥ B E T NI ODHECHBERIECIER SN TE 2, Q¥ FE T A CILERKEOMMiE (Qff) %,
EERICT 4 — F Ny 7 I aiiaE &BERIK o fififE o et CERIN - HIEEZE) 1cEED W Tl 2 & RE
ENB, M5O EOMKRMRIEIESE, QFHETAMICETE 57 XA —225#d 24 Y ofc, i
RO DM THHEH T b (Huys et al., 2013; Robinson & Chase, 2017),

Q¥HETNE, ZhiSvT 4y PRECLGEAINS, ZofETl, EEROEREON S
—ORBERLTF v VTV %ITI, Fr v 7 THTUIHMZ D 52, BTITEIMIED > 2 kv, &
B, BoZeGBIc7 4 — PNy 7 S0 2 MEEOEAE &, W3S 5 N 2 TR C 5 2 HiilfE=R %
a2V bE—LTE %, SINEE, HwMHERIZHR I w720, iRz 78 LEEGITIC S T 23
M Ab % HiE 3. AR CTIHBIRER 2 00 2Ny 7 4 v PiREERK S

ABFFE T FIERLZ, SEITHITEIC 310 2 FEBORI CRIINEE, BuiER) oBEESTUIRTH 5 L&
WIRTH L, HlziE, NvT 4y PREICEWT, EER TR EZL I TRR VO E
IDPRAHATH L, WL DL DT (e.g., Dezfouli et al., 2019; Katahira et al., 2019) (ZERIfER % & rh
TELERTEY, DO (e.g., Beevers et al., 2013) TIIMIfERII TP —~ETH > 72, FF
2, NUT 4oy FEETTIR, BRI A LB B OWEER 2 AN 2 2 IR D ERE 21T 5
D%, 7, A ICBE L Tit, WL 22D (e.g., Gershman, 2016) T i3 3R o A
ZLICRET 22 eh % v, Tho OEBRIBUIMEE R a2y b r— LT 2HRICHEDL LT, Ehg
R L HEERERE OB# I35y h2 o CTH B3, HEE R D EIE C i 72 BRI D A CH 5,

Z 2 TR T FiEHE~ — X 0REGER (CAT) 2 Q¥ EHETMICEMT 2, 3k, FHHIEI
KAV LN TE 72 FIFMEX— 2OREERIL, KRIIKEY GAZRMET L THLQFHET V
THHAET 2 2 2R T, Q¥FEETLITE VTS, Wilsonand Collins (2019) 23" R WEE"F ¥ 4 v
ICOWTaEERI L TH Y, 72 Daw (2011) TIRMELEBEED 2 By (e, ~v > T v) ic X Y HEE
WEZTHET 2L icdbERENTW5S, Lo, Daw (2011) iCHW»TlE~y ¥ 7 VI X Y BRI
ED X ) ICERCHEREZFHMETE 2 D2 i/ TN Ty, Wilsonand Collins (2019) Tlt, HoD
NRIGA=2L v Ialb—vavi—2rbfEE LT XA —-2DHEEMME ENL S WEL2 2 %2R
7 A=Y ANY) HFHHL T, TR CTHRE T % two-step procedure (GE L < 13#2ik) 1<
BUIBIZE ATy TICHIGT 5, MEAEREED 2 WMoy, Fric F e %2 P 2 5977 %0 7523,
AHHAMBECE VI XY v b 2B B,

FIEHEIC X D, HHRMm oA (BRI, posterior standard deviation, PSD) 23 fE#TI
CTPHlCE 5, Lo LrlllikRel, BAT8 RIE, X7 XA —2{BEITREEL, &L hwalgeEdrd 5, 1k
ffE7s el & W O ERTE 9 &, MCMCH#EEIC X W FHE oM 28N L PSD 23 5 /720365 7 st ©
H2%, —HT, MCMCHER—ZDY I 2L —v a3 vid, FIEREOEICHAGFHEARMAE V&V
MIERD D 5,

% T CAMFE T, fixed design D5k e L T, two-step procedure & \» 5 EER T ¥ 4 v HiEERIRE T
%, Two-step procedure DE—RA 7 v 7 TlX, B4 L FEERROMEICE T 2 FIEREZFHHE Lo R
S &FHEi S 5, FIEWREITETN2ERIC X VEIRAR KW, X0 % < oREfEHofEIC O WT
FHii 2 SRS T) 2B TE B, F—RAT v 7T, KREDOHFEIEHMEOF 2 LHEEREZ HOZ 9 7x
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RWwiili#x BoF 2, Two-step procedure O 2 F v 7 ClE, H—RA T v 7 TRV A VED B
FIWIBIL T, MCMC ~— X CHEEREE DR %77 5. % Y, two-step procedure TIRE—RF v 7
TR AR S AT AR TH B F AR < — 2 CRIMOBEMIE 2 ) AA THE, H 2T v
7 TR AR FHIIC S 5 MCMC = — 2 077 CHEERIE ORI 2 17 5 .

AL DRIBLERIITE S L O Q FE 2 MM I 205813 2 EAaEHmlE, Q ¥HETVICHITS F
THHRITH % EH L two-step procedure DIRE B L VFfi %175 2 & ThH b, v Ial— a vEE (U
T Simulation Study, SS) T 1% Q 4 E 7 A1 351> T, HEEHEE & HITESR (SS1-1) 35 X UHHAE (SS1-
2) OBEERIT 2, XHICUTO 2 SOHEICOVWTHRAEITI. —oi, Q ¥FEFADAT
A= ERIDFE T A =2 & DMBARER O HEE L 1T 3 1T 5 KEORF DR E % SS1-3 Tt d %, 1l
BIRE D ML ORIE % % 2 % & (e.g., Fleiss & Shrout, 1977; Liu, 1988), EEHIBIC X b HEERSEAS
(IR IC 30 C I HBIRE O HEE S A TABKE B L FHEING, FI0, Q¥ FHEFLICE
7 % adaptive design (CAT) DS ZHEET 2 (SS1-4), SS1-1 7205 SS1-3  TIREBRFENRTIC 2T D
HE % JoE LT < fixed design ORI TO Y T 2L —v a VERRED, SS1-4 TET—2 21T 5
¥ % 25859 % adaptive design TORERBEEZIT ) o

32HiTIE Q¥ EEFADHNAFTS, T QF¥BEEF cH TS FIEHEOEE S HIT 5, 3.3
MCH4o0Y ab—y 2 YREE, 34MICENT Q¥FHEF 1Tk I B HIBERI OV T
BEEEITI.

3.2 Ak
3.2.1 OEBETIL

2NV T 4y FEETIE, SMEREREADZ2VIEIBOELL2EEIRL, ¥y v it
W% b 5% % (Steyversetal,, 2009), kZEIREDOA v T v 7 RE L, k=1%1EREL A, k=2%ER
BB &3 %, RPy, Rey % Z N2 kAT t OB k 12351 2 iR I X OBAE & 9 2. EhEfl
1%, WIHBRP, i, Rep 5 X BITELT 24T & 5, SRITHISETIL, Reyy = 135 K URP,, = 1 — RP, Dl
B ANnsZ En% v (eg., Gershman, 2016), Tt ICEFWTEIRE kK 2:#A T v v I &2iTo 72
D7 4 — NNy 2%y, CKRT, Fx¥ VI AT o758, =Re 20, BT75&EEr, =087
%, LWL 1 OFIIAH 25E1E, 1, lx 1 (B720) 20 (13FH) THD, Rey b, & XAl
T3 CHEBIMBETH D, RIFFED 7 TAF 2 VI3, RP,PRe,, (BLXUMITHT) 20X )ic
BEIGERTNITR WAL WS Z L Th B,

Q ¥HEFT i}, #RMOMiEAERT Qe 7 4 — PNy 7 SN WMMEDEE, ry — Qur(0),
QIO EHEERMET 2 LIRET 5. 272 L, Que(@IFFIT t OiFERE k icH1T 2 QfH, 0= (a,p)
WREAN T A =2 X7 P TH Y, HHENZQFEHETLVOERIFEENAIA-Za(0<a<1)EBL
DRSNS X — 2B (0 < B)TH 3 (Daw, 2011), {EHER R QFEETF MITHWTIL, RIFIT OEIE
k 2HE I 56, ERK Kk O Q flik

Qe (0) = Qr_1x(0) + a (rt—l,k —Qt-1k (9)) (13)
THEFIND, RBATATTER I NAd o B RO Q HIZEH SN e EI NS, 2F V2N
ZNOERLD Q fifi 1%

0,1(60) = Qe-11(8) + @ (Tie11 = Q-11(8)), if Yooy = 1 "
" Qe-11(0), if yr-1 =0

00,(8) = {Qt_l,z(e) ta(rigs = Qe120)), if Yoy =0 5
’ Qt—1,2(9). if ypo1=1

ERIND, Ly dF Tt Ic BT 2 EBERET — 22K L, y, = ULERLA 2EALL L %, y, =
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ORI B 23BA S C L 2 KT, Fhbb, QEEHBIMTFMEE, r,, — 0., (0). 1CHHIL 7= ET3H
HKallay ba— L INTHEFTINS, LEBal T T HEREZ EN O WEE L TRIRT & 5 0%k
ETBNTA—RTHD, a— FEEPLFERER COFEICENTE, BAST IV T1I2D
RTCERHAL 278k \w, FitoRXEdFTews e
Qui(0) = Qr—14(0) + [y(k — 1+ y, 1 (rt—l,k - Qt—1,k(9)) (16)

EET 2, 72720, L) =1ifx=1TL(x) =0,if x #1TH b, Lik—1+y,_DIFEFT 2t — 15T
H a7 CEIRFE k2 EATHED 1%, iBATWARL2->720 0 % BTEETH 5, AlallT TEIR
Ik ZBATWZD QEZEHL, BATHAEL 7206 QEEZEH LAV &2 RBTECTWw3, MU
B, Li(k—1+y_)ZL(ky ) L BT 2L BH 5,

2 MEBHREET D% I, BIRMOMIED %5 2 SHHERE T2 0P 25 4 v Z BRSO X 5
REFAME LT 5, BRITCICH ORI A %8RRI (y, = 1/0) 12

1
p(y: = 1|0) = logit {8 (Q:1(0) — Q2(0) )i = (17)
g L exp (5 (0e1(0) ~ 0:2(0)))
CIREIND, 2L T, BHlT—Xy,02
Vi ~ Bernoulli(p(yt = 1|9)) (18)

ET—RERI NG LIRET B,

Q¥ HEET NMIBIT B fixed design #WaT 3 256 1CiF LRl €7 VR Cl#E v, — /4T, Q%
HETVICET 5 CAT (adaptive design) & 2 2 561C1E, ETARBEZHMN T 4 — F Ny I DE
K70 ABHPPRIICE ENZTZICD LEE T 2083 H 5, CAT 232 ETIE, 1l TRAOMERZ
e L Ciex FIHMEIHOMBICHIFHER L bNIRENRTHLI0OTH S, 2%V, n iy, LR
ICHERRINTER I N BB R L LCTiex, ZoMFHEZGIRCE 2 X513 5, 7— 2B 7T vt X
rZznd

Tek = Rec1 Vi€ p + Reg (1 — yeqy, (19)

€1, ~ Bernoulli ((2 — k)RPt,l) , €21 ~ Bernoulli ((k — 1)RPt,2) (20)

LERBcx 5, ERdoRiL, HIAIHERE A 2@&AZE61CE, WEHRRP,, Trq = Rey, & 78 D HEERL —

RP, 1 Cryy =072 2L %RRL TS, BN B HEA TRV DMT R, =08785Z L ek
LCTw3,

3.2.2 Fixed design ®7=6 D F {EHREDEH

Q ¥BExT NVIIKRINKTFEZFHEob DD, oKERH|ET L EEKIC (g, I~V T 44,
Cavanaugh & Shumway, 1996), y \ZHTEAITICE T 2 (r_10 Veor, Qeorp) & SfF2 T 1UIF SR & B0y
(RPsT) L7 %, % O ERIEUIZ

T
logp(Y1.1; 0, 21.7) = Z{yt logp(y, = 116,2,-1) + (1 — y;) log(1 — p(y, = 1|0, 2,_4))} (21)

t=1

LB B L 2= (R Yo Qer(®), 210 = 22 2) Yir = G yr) T H B o 22p(ye =
116, 2-1), = 10gp(y1.710, 2 ) X FFLL, RFESTIE% 4 2 I F A1

0 0 '
Fi7(8) = By, [(%logp(yl:f; 6,211)) (55108p (1 6,711)) ]

X11 X12> (22)

T
= =1l0,z,_¢) (1 — =1/0,z,_ (
;P()’t 10, z, 1)( 11672 |6, z, 1)) X1y Xop

9 2
X1 = .32 [% (Qt,1(9) - Qt,z(e))] , (23)
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X1z = B [% (Qa(8) - Qt,z(e))] [001(8) — Qc2(8)], (24)

Xy = [Qt 1(0) — Qt,z(e)]z- (25)
th(e) (X Daw (2011) IC/RBINTWE XS
th(e) =1 - 1atk, ye- 1)“)[ Q¢ 1k(9)] + 1a(k, ye-1) (rt 1k — Q- 1k(9)) (26)

TR uufﬁ‘f x5, foRERY|E T v L FEERIC (e.g., Cavanaugh & Shumway, 1996; Shumway &
Stoffer, 1982), Q ##EH=ETFT VMICE T % FIEME D A AitH e &5, £/, po FIFREIT Q D%
57Q:1(0) — Qe 2(@) D HITHIRINITARIE L CTH D, ad F IEHRE IR T HEEEr_ ) — Qo1 x(0) B 5\
12 Z DR ICDIRIF L TL 5 2 &350 5,

3.2.3 adaptive design M1=H® F {§MENDEH

CAT %179 =012, StRAMDOH2 O, FROWM 7 4 — F o3y 7 ICBE S 2 WIfHE % iRt i ic st &
LAaFiEabhwv, BT —42 GRIMZ « — F Ny 27) OMfFEEXBITICEHETE S, avea—
2 ECBUERIR T 28546, BT — 202 - v 22 CHHELATE R R h b TH S, HlziE
10 aﬁﬁﬁi@ﬂiﬂzﬁ%‘«k&b 286, BT —42282MHe 32 L 10 7007 — %32 — 210 = 1024
WY OFHHEZIT) T LICh VEITRAMBEL 5 b, W7 4 — F Ny I REREHRE LTS L, F
HIREDEERDD, yti’o KO B L CHARFEAZ IS C & 272 5, S DIRPLIC I C F Rk 13

0
Fi.1(0) = E(uyprin) [(aGIOgP()ﬁ 10,21 T)) (—logp(y1 10,24, T)) ]
T

=Y o= 10,2, (1 - pGe = 110,2.0) (! §2), @)
t=1 5 5
X1 = .BZE(yl:,_l,rl:,_l) “& (Qt,1(9) - Qt,Z(e))] ]' (28)
d
X2 = .BE(yl:t_l,rlzt_l) [[& (Qt,1(9) - Qt,z (9))] [Qt,l 6) - Qt,z (9)]1' (29)
X = E(yl:t_l,rl:t_l) [[Qt 1(0) — Qtz(a)]zl (30)

875 %0 Egyy o [13y10 = 1 y0) &1 = (7’1,10 =Tt k) B3 2 WfFiE 2R3, o FIEHREZHE
T 5 2 » EE, Byl o Eouroll Eourol@c@] 5 Egyr [3500®)]
Egrorio| ek (@Qui (O], Eqyyry) [(% Qtk (9)) Qt,k’(e)] Eroreo [(% Qcr (9)) (% Qt’k,(e))], k'=1,2
ZEMET 2 0E R’ H 5, DL WEFEFIC D W T Fujita, Okada, and Katahira (2022a) @ Appendix T
EHX TV

1 1 A&
SSl-l “C“Gi, two-step procedure DF—RAT v FICHEWTHEREZ LT b2 X5 il il
FIEMEICKVERTZ 202l T 2 L2 HNE T 5, SS1-1 TiE, HMIER & HEE R OBE I

Ob\f*ﬁﬁ?’% LY b, WIERSEEOIICONTHFH NS, SS1-1(a) TIEHFHHOMEICEHT 2
PSD o Pl 2358 L, HEREARE Z 5 2z #ER L, SS1-1(c) T MCMC <~ — X COHEERE
D Z 1T 5 . SS1-1(a) 2% two-step procedure D — A7 v 7, SS1-1(c) FHE R 7 v 7133 %,

Ffic SS1-1(a) 1B % PSD o FHIfEICEE 3 2 ¥ c o lEFRfR &, SS1-1(c) BT 2 IEFEIfR A
—H T 2% MRT S, DL SSI-1(c) i BT 2 k5% 7 PSD FHifiic 3510 2 7Btk & SS1-1(a) iIcB1F
% IR 7z PSD #HifiiC 3513 2 E)FRAR S —E L T 5 72 b, FIFHRE N — X CHIFEOEIR % 1T 5 two-step
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procedure XARNICHERET 2 Z L DAL L 725725 9, FIRFIC, ThbDF = v 7 2T H5BRICE, Q%
BEFTNICE T 2HMHER DR 2 EET 27D ICLBARIERATFICASL -0, QFHETLICE T 3
FERRFL O HEEREEE~DRFBIC OV T HKIm T 5o

Yial—YavORNEBUTOMEY) Th b, 1. 3T, EBHEK, 72— Eflix L ZEE ST
2,2 Q¥ BEEFNMCEY F— 2 EKE1T 5 ,;3.551-1(a), (b) TlE FIEHE %, SS1-1(c) Tlx MCMC
HeEic kv PSD %#EME T2, Fiov Ialt—vavojing 50 EigEVELT, FIERED 20
PSD O P fEix L7z, 2DV Ial—va vEAERIMAEZ X CTHVIEL -,

SS1-1(a) T, MWMIFER % L4 ICZ(L X 2720 FIEME 2 3HE L 72, B A O WINER o el
1%, 0.05 25095 % 7%Hn3 5%MlB L 0.5 DFFIMEETH o 7=, BRI B (3, #IRK A, B DR
DM 1 ICRD L ICHE LTz, COXERRREZS Y TLiET 2200 b0THY, ZoflfyEst
TLIFARECTH B, FRWMIMERYIRA S VL R L&z En Ty Iab—va v afToT,
7272 USRI 0 338513 10 3T 2 & 1CiT o 720 $RIIAEIZ (1, DICEE L7z, (Reyy, Reys ) ILERAL A ©
AR Al A1 2 Rey ; THEIREY B OB A Re,, THZ T L BRT, NTA—ZX DL, a~
Beta(12,12),8 ~ U(1.5,2.5) CTHEK L 7z, alcBIL TIiZF3220.5,sd 22 0.1 ODR—=ZX 534 TH %, M7
1% T=80 & L7, FIEEIX LR CAM L 72 E2 EERMA L 72729, MCMC 7 &I X 2 HEE 1T
WME T\, THITEIFRARMMMENC & 2 ERT 2,

#%ihd 3 SS1-1(a) DFERICH T, SS1-1(b), (¢) ITF ) 2 HMiERSIE%(0.5,0.5), (0.8,0.2),
K T(0.8, 0.2) THRIMHERWHL D Y etF D 3 LMHICERE Lz, 72721, (RPyy, RP,, )1 2B IR A o #iiiie
HHRP,,, EIREB OWINEFR D RP, , 2 KT, i3 22305, 0.5) FEFIFHERBERRVDIFTIEZA
Do 72D T, ERED two-step procedure TIIH AT v 7 TOFHIXRICAN S L T, LaL,
AT I HRIER D2 B X U two-step procedure D Z Y4 MEFEMI %217 9 729, (0.5,0.5)%&F%&® T
b, FH_AT v 7 ThHDSS1-1(c) 1T I HTIC, t(+1 RfTHICHEWT ¢ ilfTH & 72K F 15 E 01
&% #ET3 % SS1-1(b) #1772, SS1-1(b) X two-step procedure IZEFEXILT % DT TiE 7\ 23,
RERFE DRI HEEREEOERTEEI Lo 2HiHT 2 0825 2 541C1E, SS1-1(b) 0 X 5 7%
vIial—vavhApEEh3, SS1-1(c) TlE MCMC HEEIC & v E#HEIC PSD #3833 Z & ¢
fifi %17 - 7z, MCMC #£5E 11X, 5000 [B]3-> 7Y v 7 Lig#]d 2000 B2 S —v 4 VAR & LCTHC, [H
Glix 1 <, 3 FxA4vEILE, FRinfilda ~U0,1),8 ~ Student’s t(4,0,3)so & L7z, 7272 L,
Student's t(4,0,3)IFHHE 4, fiENXT A=K 0, AT =N RXTF7XA—=R 3Dt HEERT,

3.3.1.2 R LER
SS1-1(a) 1CBdL <, Figure 3-1A 2»5 3-1D Id¥BER ML LB X OB Y &fFicE T ba, 8D

Fi&@Es S FHIL 72 PSD 2K 3, alcBIL <, MR LS CidiE3R(0.5,0.5) 5 CHEERE
DR 7o T % (Figure 3-1A), —J7 CHEFWHLD b SefF <, Ml e ¥R (e.g., 0-0.2,0.8-1) @
FiBHEERE SR (Figure 3-1C), F 7-fEFMilnd U S Cldze LA & 0 S HEERE 23 &,

BICBAL T, R MRRIC K & 37, HE =R 235 7 75 A HEE RS L 25w (Figures 3-1B, 3-1D),
T MERTHRD O RO Ti 038 LA L 0 S HEERE S K, 2h o DR 5, SS1-1(b), (¢) TIIH
#(0.8,0.2) 5% RORIESEE L LTS 2, 2N X VIR AMEIC Lo o 2 DlE, &Y icdmmiiE
KOIEIC 7 5 L HEAEH T &2 0 FIEREDOHELLELR0H DL TH b,

FIEREXR—RADY I 2L —v a3 VidEtE AN 2Ky, Dell Latitude E6510; CPU: Intel Core 15-560M
2.66GHz; R version: 4.0.4; OS: Ubuntu 20.04 & \» 95 5 HEE T, MCMCR—ZAD¥ Ial—vavic
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Figure 3-1

SS1-1 D&

SS1-1(a): (A) 2> & (D)1 &M o fiE
% /nT, Figures 3-1A, 3-1B (3R

NS o MED AR ITMEREIED Y

BT 3 FiFHED & FHl L 72 PSD o 7 #llfiE
itz 75 LS5, Figures 3-1C, 3-1D X 0
FERD P E e, AP SERELORETH 5, ;SS3-1(b): (E), (F) 1

(Asymptotic SD)

ViR ® O SRAFICHIGT %,
#HAITCo FIEHEOMINE %
FMIC I\ TR K 2 s L 72 itﬁ%?%?“ (Bo) #ixhE=R0.5,

0.5) &M%z, (Fo) MlvEikidiEx (0.8, 0.2) &z, ORo) stz EHR0.8, 0.2) 2 ORER L

B0 &ML S,;SS1-1(0): (G), (H)
PSD) DOfERZRT, MED sk 2R

Wil B 1)

I HARIRE R I 35 1 5 MCMC 2 5
St IC B\ T

% L 72 PSD (Empirical
Wil U 7= 30T
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B2 —2DRFEEMIE 1.92 530 h 27228, FAROREICENTID FHERR—RAD 12l —v 3
YT LIBBLy0dbkd ol HlaiE, SS1-2(a) Tld 90 MBS 25, 2 0Ga F iHRE~
—AD¥Ial—vavii, MCMCR—Z2D¥ Ialb—vav i) 17508 nwIeiczsd, dL, il
T EFRD, NTRA—-2DfE%RZEZ7ZY, BITHAKRIIEL Y, thoTF¥F 4 vERD
BB ICEKENT 254, ST 2, 20729, MCMC N—2D ¥ 32l —3aviE, HENT
BB RTINS, Hlz1E, 3ITE 16 fEE (e.g., 50,60, -, 200), HBHERSESMICEH T
WilEd 3 £ CoRMTE 6 i (e.g., 5, 10, 15,---,30) O oA F ¥4 v 2k 254, 175(5) x
16 x 6 = 16800 (4) TH 11.7 H»» %, FIEHREOFHE TIZ 1.13 () x90x 16 x 6 = 9763 (F) <
163 »THb 2, HNBEMBHEZ 2138, MCMC R—2DY I alb—3va vOitEARICET 37
AUy MIKRELS RS,

SS1-1(b)icBdL T, Figures 3-1E, 3-1F |3 F {5z OWINE, F..(0) — F1.,1(0), Z&XT, K& fl
X, ZORITICBF2BMT =208 ANT A= 2fEEICIVTFEG LI 2EBRT 5, alcBAL T, W
MR S8 L 7= 35 A F SR o BinE 1388 2 T3 (Figure 3-1E), D% 0, FESUHL 1 a D HEEHRSE
X LCIRBWHEZ LTS, ad FifREOR(23), (26) 2 HThH, MMMTPHEAEOHEHZE L -9,
fERWHRIC X ) PHIELAESH 2, FIGMESHA 2L E 22 LHARTH S, —HTRICEAL TIE, MR
Hn L 72385580101 F IS IE O BINE 12384 L <\ 2 (Figure 3-1F), BOHEEREEEICH L T, MR
BOHERRITLTEY, O LAMMEROEZDTVEETH L LB 005, pO FIEMEOR (25)
ZRTYH, QMEOESDOEEET -0, HRPHRIC X ) —FIIC Q HoENIV/NE Kk h, FIFHED
INEK e o72F 25 LHAARTH %,

SS1-1(c)icBAL T, Figures 3-1G, 3-1H i MCMC #E R — 2 IC B 1J b a, D PSD OfER 2L T, fiE
ifilindy D P LEFEL D B, 1050THH 720 225, a® PSD /N & {75 T\ % (Figure 3-1G),
DE D, aDHEEMREICE L CIIERSIRIIR WL MET 22 MCMC R—Z2D¥ Ialb—va
VChRENz, T SS1-1(a) e —EH LR TH 5, pO PSD ICBAL Tld, REMfESR R O HEER
JE~DQEEE A X 7 (Figure 3-1H), (0.8, 0.2) CHERWHE 7 L §ME 25 U HERE-Cilind v
XD b PSD 2S/NEArodz, Thix SS1-1(a) & RIBKDFERTH 3,

FReofERTIE, SS1-1(a) T F HHE R — 2 ORI o NE/FEAR O ¥l (Figures 3-1A %5 3-1D)
L SS1-1(c)icB1F 3 MCMC R—2D ¥ I 2L — a vicBIT 3 HEEREDIEFEAED FHl (Figures
3-1G, 3-1H) 1Fi213—E L T/, 2% Y two-step procedure DHF— R 7 v FIT B\ TR BITIE W HIEL
EROALC EIEMCITAS EMETE B, 7271, FIEHE~N—2D PSD FillliZiEad s 3\ 3@
KiHlis 2 2 e23H 5, T bbb, fIHORT HEEREE) (X MCMC R — XD IEMERFHIIC X > T,
M E N EREZLERL TS, INHDFERD S, AKiff9E Tl two-step procedure ZHE3E T 5,

SS1-1(a) T% SS1-1(c)TH /N X N7=28, WEFER A HEE R I KUTTHEIZ ST 2 — % (e, abp)
WKLo TEDbS, 20, REAERTFA v 0wHIDIE, HEEREBLLDANTA-ZICEHLTY
L0 CHRE 5, MREFIENCHIE (eg, a, fEHBHLDANT A =2 LHIDFHED ¥ T X — 2 DFHBE%Z HL
20%) REAEL, 5B ORER-CHGREN 2 E 2R L 72 Lo, BT VA4 v EHATHLRLERH S,
SEIOWTEH 5 1, (0.8, 0.2)5MF X Y fm 2 RiER OECEEZITI ONEE L PHINS,
RWHEEIT I 2 E D DL, akBEH HICHERD 201k > THRAE 2,
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3.3.2 S51-2
3.3.2.1 A%

SS1-2 Ti, SS1-1 [ABRIC two-step procedure DFHMiz1T5 Z & HIIC, F {HFIEIC K 2 FHle
MCMC R—Z2D ¥ I ab—a Vi X3RO NERFREfRO Fillos—E3 2 » %l 3 5, SS1-1 &
B 2003, SS1-2 TRHIWFEHOREDLEH T LI L THD, VI —F 7T XFave LT, LI
FAEN2ETH 2L, 1D XY dFIZIEA, 100D BLEE L VO E ) 0 2EERT 52 L TH D,
SS1-2(a) 1% two-step procedure D —RA 7 v 71, SS1-2(b) 13K HlL7 L & HlfI L 72 RIcE T 5
two-step procedure D AT v 7, SS1-2(c) IFMERMHLD Y FZMFICHB T 2E AT v TICxIEd 5,

3200y 2l —va vEESSI-2(a), (b), (c0)%175, SS1-2(a)icBIL Tix, SS1-1(a)d ¥ I =L —
va vORNEFERTH 253, WiIERZ T TR, ERK B OWERe, , D ZL T ¢ 5, Re, D
i3, 0525 10 % 3 HENT28MB L1 Ot 5 MEAKLZ, 2% VISR 9 GREMIER) X
S5CEMAE) X 2CEMIRESTHED /7 L) D 90 S&fFTH 5, EIK A OHilEE 1L, EEROFEETIZY
R —VARETR 728, 1 CREE L7z, 8THUE 200 TREE L 7zo RP, X7 A — X fili7e & Dfh D FE 1%
SS1-1 L[FAkkTH 5,

SS1-2(b) ¥ MCMC ~— 2 ® PSD & root mean square error (RMSE) #5HE L7z, ¥ I2L—v s
v DAL SS1-1(c) L ARk TH 2, alfT8UT 200 T, FIRSMIE 2 GRINAED < 2CGERBHAESR) @ 4 &
TdH 572, SS1-2(a) DFERICE DT, WMEEIZ(1, 1) & (1,10)D 2 FfF, HiiE3R13(0.5,0.5) & (0.8,
0.2) &0 250 2E LT, 72 LIIRERYIZIE R L TH D, ¥ Ialb—va VIZ50EEEVEL
7zo SS81-2(c) i* SS1-1(c) LIABRTH %23, WMEEA (1, 10) DFXE TIT o 7z, WMIERUR D b S
EEDTIT o 7,

3.3.2.2. RRLER
SS1-2(a) IKBAL T, «,® PSD O FHlfEDOEFEM 7 @ v + 2K L 72D A3 Figure 3-2A %* 5 3-2D TH

b, alcBILTiE, WNEHDOR T — L% KE L T2 LHEEREDL 2325 2 & 235005 (Figures 3-24, 3-
2C), % 7z Figure 3-2A |33 & MMEOLZHERZ R L T3, $hbb, WEED (1, 10) DI,
fiE3(0.8, 0.2) 5 (FRO) 121EH(0.2, 0.8) 5 (FA) XV HEERKE R E V. BB O HfHE A
XD EHEERE S K 7% & PR E NS, Figure 3-2A & Figure3-2C b~ 2 &, #HAE(1, 10)
Zic BT O MR IC X VIEEREREE 2 2 L8005,

BICBHL TiE, KE WD MEDH ICE WHEERE I O b I Cldzavn 2 L3535 % (Figures
3-2B, 3-2D), fEF WL 7 LSt <, fE(0.8, 0.2) SfF <l (0.5, 0.5) 5 & b b HEEREE & <,
F 72 W O Zh L BEE T ld e v, & BT, TERMTRD D SefFIC B\ TR o sh i3/ & < (Figure
3-2D), WMEFREMHIMEHETHEEICER 25605 %,

SS1-2(b) icBIL T, MCMC ic X b #E L 7= PSD & RMSE D# 5 % 7% L 72 @ #3 Figure 3-2E 2» 5 3-
2HTH 5, RN SSI-2()2oFHIEINELDTH o7, alcBIL T, KEWEEN4EIZ PSD %
T 23R H 572, Fric, WA, 10) 5t ic BT, WIIEE L, 1) SE o #)E9FEEE ¥ © PSD 28
A5 Twiz, RMSE ICBIL T, WMEE(L, 1DEMIC BTl RMSE 238> Tzl & v 5 RAEA
RBETH o 722, EEEZ KEC 35 L RMSERZAZA Lo Tl X Hic7z o7z (Figure 3-2G),
—7CRICBIL Ti, WM XV b IWRINRER O /7 0358 L Tz, SREIAESR (0.8, 0.2) 50523, %
(0.5,0.5)5cF X v & PSD ® RMSE X7  —= YV AR R Do 7=,
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Reward probability of A

Reward probability of A

Result of B
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Empirical PSD of B
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(1)

— Reward Probability:(0.5,0.5)
— = Reward Probability:(0.8,0.2), (0.2,0.8)
Reward Probability:(0.8,0.2)

04

0.3

02 3

Empirical PSD of a

N
s B 4
0.1 R R R,

0.0

Figure 3-2
SS1-2 DG

SS1-2(a): (A)2* 5 (D) IC KRB DfEIC I F % PSD @ F#llfi% "3, Figures 3-2A 2>5 3-2D I3,
x W23 ¥ERINAE % y Sl SRR 2~ 3 2 & ZBR\W T, Figures3-1A 2°5 3-1D LR TH %5, KO
1Z SS1-2(b), (c) THWw L NZZHIREMNE2 KT, ; SS1-2(b): (E)2» 5 (H) I KHESEtFicEs T 2
MCMC ~*—2® PSD & X U RMSE 0 #iH %773, O, AZ#HBE (1, D50, S 0.5,0.5)
FLUN0.8,02)5 a2 TS, + & X ITIHMAE, 10) 5k, WINHEZ (0.5, 0.5) 35 X 18(0.8, 0.2) 41
%33, ; SS1-2(c): Figure 3-21 (Z¥RkMMAE 23 (1, 10) Td % Z & ZFR\ T Figure 3-1G L [AETH 5,

SS1-2 ©% SSI1-1 [k, FIE#EE SS1-2(b) ToREHEo#EEREONEFBRZ EF < Fc
EL5bDTHo, T, SSI-1 LFEKKIC, FIFHE~—2D PSD o Pl 5 % I3t KFHil 5
52Z¢bdHote, ZD7=®, two-step procedure [IHINICHRET 5 LHATFTE 5,

SS1-2(c)icBdL T, Figure3-1G &FBkICad PSD DR % /R LT\ % DA Figure 3-21 TH %, il
(L, 10)EHFICBCT D, HEEIIREORIEICE Y, a® PSD 38T 25 2 L 2RI N7z, T 72K
T X 2 UHEOREIFIME, DEFODD XY bRED o7, £, WHIER2(0.2,0.8) DRFICITL
FILIEE Tl b 07248, (0.8,0.2) DR, FFiC 20 25 30 fTHICH W CHEERE O SE 1 BHE TH -
726

IAFHEN 2 HMEN, DEWIFHEPLEZT LD D2 IIAHTH 572, Broomell and Bhatia
(2014) <iF, BEE7 v x~<7 5 (Cumulative prospect theory, CPT) €7 M iCEH T, ¥RIIEE% B
RFT L THEERED E235 2RI NT W2, EICKS T BBALETH L2201, QFEHET

LICE W T O Z B3 EHETHERE DS 82 L) 2 & A3 SS1-2 Tl & iz, EBICHREE % E
TR0, B LlBEEORERICKET 5,

IS DRERD S, WEEIZ(L, 100D LS5 ICT v NS v 2RI R4 T, HiiE=X (0.8, 0.2) &L,

LA D 2D s, HMIERYIED ) FECRBEZ T 200EE L Wdd Lk, KifFEo v I
2l —vavebld, MelaREELZRZ 2 WIECkOEBRT VA4 v A fEEBEOERTCEE L hw]
BEZ /R LT3, FARMETIE, FIEREICX > CRHEARK S HETHEE T+ 2 iMoo %2 ¥
Hlcxzzerm#FLEw,

3.3.3 SS1-3
3.3.3.1 Ak
SS1-3 T3, QFBEFADAT X — X LD 7 2 — 2 OHBIRECEHEET 2 H1C, RIHGRIR
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BRIETHELZRGTT 2, O CIHEEL T chl, MHEBBREEHEL % ofimsEE,
Hm e T 2 ERB b TH S, HERBOAEILEE 2 5 L (e.g., Katahira, 2016), &\ HEERE
A O SR, AHBIRE DA T 2R DMHED NS Kb L TRTE S, v IaLb—vavoiih
12 SS1-1(c) L FIRETH 2,8 T A — 2 AEFICBE L T, EOMHBHREA 0.5 FEEIC2 3 X IcAERKL 72,
SHNEEIL 100, RITEIL 50 DIRMTL I 2L —v a v &ITo 72, EBRHIEGIEIL SS1-2(b), (¢) & [H
Hchb, vIalb—vavid 100 [0 R UHBGRE O FEEEZEH L 72,

3.3.3.2 MREER
MHBEIRE D Bfill & HEEMED XL (XA T R) &R L72D7 Table 3-1 TH %, 2ARNICHBIRE DR

b o, MHEIRBULEDFEHH S N TWwd, alcBL CTid, SHEE(L, 10) 55813, DL h A4
T ADRIHEA/NE v X 5T, (L, 10)E&FIC B WL, MERPRD ) &FECid N4 7 2Dl
SHEA/NE W, BICBIL Ti, RMIEEICBID &3, RIMME(0.8, 0.2) 5235 b N4 7 A DHHE AN
EYAN

NS DOFERIIHETKE 1CBI9 % SS1-1(c), SS1-2(b), SS1-2(c) DAER L AW TH 5, 2F D, EHW»
HEERG WS O < HREUE, MHBIRE D N4 7 2 DMEHES/INE {725 2 L 393D - 7z, SS1-1, SS1-2
THRLEZXIIC, HEERa,BLE L LICBELEH 20X > T, EANMTFA VIR A2, 77,
al HOFEOHBI L, BLAIOFFEDHBID &b LR KE K ) T i, EERET V4 vicdik
HFT 52 ebnhb, HlziE, BITHETIEIMN > 2L QFEHETATDONZ A -2 0BT —H LA W
FERICR>T 05, WL 22D (e.g., Beevers et al., 2013; Chase et al., 2010) T3 E Ko & DR
BEON, HlOTE (e.g., Kunisato et al., 2012) Tk & DBS#A R 5 Tw% (L ¥ 2 —: Robinson
& Chase, 2017), HBEIREOHEE I E T 2 HRIIEA b D03 H 5208 (eg., WIHI O EXWRE T 5%
&, WEH OB, @EHE»ERKREED), W7 34 v b —20BRK L & 5, FREGER BRI D H#E
EICED LI ET 200 EH o729 2T, ERAH L EEL 12,

Table 3-1. Bias of Correlation coefficient between Q learning model parameter and other trait parameter

(a). Bias of Correlation about «a (b). Bias of Correlation about B
Reward Reward
(1,1 (1,10) (1,1 (1,10)
(0.5, 0.5) -0.18 (0.07) -0.10 (0.05) (0.5, 0.5) -0.22 (0.07)  -0.20 (0.08)
Reward Reward
- (0.8, 0.2) -0.23 (0.08)  -0.09 (0.05) . (0.8,0.2) -0.15 (0.06) -0.15 (0.06)
Probability Probability

Changeable -0.17 (0.06) -0.05 (0.04) Changeable -0.19 (0.07) -0.19 (0.07)

Note. The numbers in the table represent the estimate of correlation coefficient - the true correlation coefficient. The
number of parentheses means standard deviation. Each row represents each reward probability conditions, and each
columns represents each reward conditions. Changeable condition means reversing reward probability from (0.8, 0.2) each
10 trials.

SEEWME LT, SHBGREIC oW TEMBIMGE %17 5 BRiC, M) 80% %M T 2 720 IC LT x ¥
VIAFA R (FER) BLOH Y A% A4 R0 100 AoEot ) (£X) % Figure3-3 KR L7z, &%
flilZ R @ pwr Xy 7 —JICH1F 5 pwr.r.testOBFE TR 72, EOMEIREZ 0.5 fhaoficdh b, 4l
ZEalcDWTIE, N4 T ADHEHED R D /N & WIS G2 (1, 10) CHRBHIRER 2 iR & 0
&) ©-0.05, TREEDO A TR G231, 10) CHRBIFERYRR L) <©-0.1 BE, ~4T7 20
HOHMEDS R D KE WEIFT-02RETH - 72, 2F 0, EOMBIFRE (0.5) EWIEIC, HHEIREK M
3F X% 045,04, 0.3 TH 3, AR THRIET 80%%EMT 5 720 1c B 7 NS, MR
0.45,0.4,0.3 DIFICZENZFN 36 A, 46 A, 85 NTH o 7=, OB AR & CHIE L 2Rk <7 2 — %
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BEMEEE > TW3 720, EERICIIAD LERFIIR A 21357225, 2 ofl<IidiidE, 10) &Ficsw
TR TRT 2770 TH Y TAHFA X 10 AyDaRbhy b3 TC&E5Lichs, /2, A
MiCEBWTH v T34 X5 100 Ao I, MHBEIREDS 0.45, 0.4, 0.3 DEFICZ 11Z 1 99.8%,
98.7%, 86.5% T\ NH FHWETH - 7=,

L, Q¥FBEETADANT A—2 OB & CHIE L 72557 2 — 2 DB R H T 2B
iE, QFEETNVNOANT XA -2 IRHEEEZEEME LCFHE L CHBERBEERT 2 2 L 2 EL
T3, HEEHEZE > CHBEZEHT 2854813, 72— 2o icET 38E2EHT 2 LIch
2720, RKIZMEAANANT A — 2 OMEICHAT 2HEL B -ETVEFHL CHBO T 2T & &
WHOERDB LB Lk, Figure 3-3 ICEB 1T 2 HRIFMHBEOFRICE W TR EMlEEFEHT 2 &
ZHRET 2D DT R, BLETREPLZSEBRE L TUHEIRL TV Z LITHEREL TIRL W,
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Figure 3-3

TAHBIMUE o B 1 B3 2 il s R

FEKNF AR B E 1 35 1) 2 T 80% % IEK 3™ 2 7z 0 IC b B v T 4 Xk RS, BB
O, HEIHE Ry TP A X KT, GRIZY VY T34 X203 100 Nokiotti 1% R 3, 1
il ZAHBACRE D fiE, bl IR 2 KT,

AKHEiTIX, Q¥ EICHIT S adaptive design (CAT) DOEhEEBAET 5, AKiL, CAT 050N
FTA=Z2 BT oz EBIRTZ 2729, fixeddesign XV $MEIXEL ARSI TTH3b, =T, Q
FEHETMEZ 4 — F Ny 20 X D IRERZ A8 35 &) BfERE 1, 1 5T & ki % 1
fF9 22 LigTE R\ 729 adaptive design T, ELHPICHFEEZLH L T FEEH T VHIEE 2w
EEAD, XD1Y, QFHETNMCEWT CAT OHMREBENIZED D DL IIHH 5 R\, SS1-4 T
X, QFEICHEWT CAT 217517037 v X LRIBUEIR X W HEERER T2 L) 02l T oL %
Hie 32,
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Yial—va VORNMEUTOEY ©h s, : 120 T2 MIMIRIT & LORMEEE L <7 — 24
KTV, HENGHEEELZIGT 5, ;2.CAT 2 0 iE 7 v X LZHIHGERIC X flEz#IRT 5, 7
v & DHIBGER © MR 2 T v X MSER L 72, JIE 10 TS & 1CZ5H T 5, 53,200 3
TET Lo 2MTHDT —Z 637 A= 2HEEZITW» PSD 2#8BHT 2, HX 7 v 7 ORFEGER
BT, tBTHE COFHBITHNEIN T — Xy rea 2 MM L CEHE 322 ) L, o1 84T
H2 5 t+10 31T H O FABRITINEY 10010 Ternerro R Z A L CRHEE (3.2.3 1) 2475

Ylal—vavORECHELTEUTOMY CHB, X7 A — 2 EfliFa ~ Beta(12,12), 8 ~
U(1.5,2.5), HIEAT ORIEITEMIEE(L, 1), @M= (0.5,0.5)TH 5, @MHEIX(1, 1), (1,5), (1,10)®
3EfFOVTFNATEEL, CAT &2\ 1E 7 v X LRIBGER C I HRIIHEE O 4 2 RIBCEIR L 72, Zhix
CAT TN TRAD b D& HIGEATLE 995 Th 5, HHEE O BEFEIE 0.1,0.2,+,09 ® 9
FtFTh o7, MCMC #EEDERGEIR SS1-1 LRIk TH B, I alb—a Vit 50 [H#EEVIEL PSD,
RMSE %515 L 72,

3.3.4.2 HRLER

a® PSD icB$ 2555828 L 72D 725 Figure 3-4A TH 5, Er LMW, D&M, (1, 5%, (4,
10) & DR TH B, £72a® RMSE, o PSD, RMSE DO#EH % /K L 72 D25 Figures 3-4B, 3-4C, 3-
4D TH %, alcBIL TIE, CAT ORRIIFFCHMEA(L, 5) T3 o7z (Figure 3-4A), 7272 L A
(1,1), (1,10) 5Tl CAT ORI TEE Tlr 7 d o 720 EEHERR Q FHEF LY Y TATELET
NTHo7-Z EMFERADD Lz, RMSE B L Td, HWiAE (L, 5)5Fic 35T CAT ® /54 RMSE
DMK - 72 (Figure 3-4B), D EIC X > T CAT ORBIIEDL B L WH T L TH 3,

B PSD ICBIL Tid, WA T 37 v 27:(1,5), (1, 10)5fFIC 51 Tk CAT OR#R» R o h 7
(Figure 3-4C), B ® RMSE 1B L TIZHMIFE(L, 5)i1c 351> CTit CAT o&hRA R &7z (Figure 3-4D).
L, EEPFRLIHOY L2 a YRETHE, BICB 5 CAT DHRIFLLILIETH > 7
I, BOFIHEHMEDAT —ABaDZNEHRTNIWILRFEREEZ NS,
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SS1-4 DR

BRI B0 S F 1c 31F % PSD (Figures 3-4A, 3-4C) ¥ X 18 RMSE (Figures 3-4B, 3-4D) OfEHR %R d,
Figures 3-4A, 3-4B (Za®, Figures 3-4C, 3-4D 3pD#ER 2K, £, HAWN, Lo xrizzhzth
WM (1, 1), (1,5), (1, 10) o&fFERT,
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3.4 ER

RFFETIE, HEHEETH 2 FIERES LU MCMC R—RDEVYTALRY 2l —Y g v (i
> CHRETHA v, FRICEBRFE A %G % 729 D two-step procedure L L7z, Q FHETLICE
W, FIHFHRITIIZEH L 7212ic, FIEREOFEHCHIM L HEBEOBELZH~7, ¥ IalL—v =
VERIC K o T, FREGEIRHEERE (SS1-1, 1-2) CHHBIREOHEE (SS1-3) T2 2 L %2R
Lize TDIC, JIHOEIANTA—RICLoTRARDZ LR L, 207D, RERFBEE VS D
T E DO TE (YOXTA—XICERHT25) KXo TRRL L0572,

SS1-1, 1-2 2> b iF, RMEAD R 7 — v, IRINGER OFEIREFI D25y, I X OHESRWIRERIE 3 HEERE
KBS 528, BRI TA—RIUKET 22 B ah o7, 2D, FEEIZHD
DOt D H Vi iks X O LRt 0 BRI 2B 2 B L 72 ool il 7T ¥ 4 vEkat 217 5 B8 23 H
%, FRiC, WNED X 7 — A B3 EEFICUTTHEIIFHm 2 HE L Wil ® 5, QFE 7 Tl
HORT =3, MEPOBTEHZZETIIRIRT—ATEILNTEL, VAT—AT LA
PCHRE T XA — X BOHEEMIZENT 2, LELAEDY 22— a v T, BRIRAZDIRE
TRIMEZITo TWniz, EBRIC, WEEZ K& L0 HEERERE 5 203, Tn S5 libiEE &
B OBIBBARRE TH Y, SRIIZOBEBBEBREHL PICTIHELD B,

SS1-3 T, HIECEIRVPHBERBDOHEE DANA T A EET 5 2 & 2R L 72, FEARRICHIEREIC
X O HHBIREITEDHEE I NS, KEWIRBIEED 2 WIZHERFEERFIC X Y, FEHEa L HlOFREL D
BRI D N4 7 A TR X Nz, BRI OMROESDBRKEWIZE, HRELLHORHEL D
BRI DN A4 7 R & 7z, MHBEIRE E B2 T CREER 2 B L 2 WB&a1H 5, HKD 1
DL LTHT A v BREYCH o720, HBERBOFELOBIELZ{TToCnhnI e AEZbND,
SS1-3D ko Iab—vaviy, MEEPERZEMLZVMBRLZY TR, S TABEN
CHLWEL 20T 21EHE G 2T Ld,

SS1-4 205 1%, FrICHRINEE(L, 5)5F T, CAT I X W A wikfT#Tc PSD 2 s ¥ b3 2 & 235y
oz, SEDOEET, WMED X7 —nicd, CAT OFhRIFFEIN TV, L oEITESNE R
CHRTZEICXVITMOENR T TV AIZADFHEHEING LT 2574 01F, CAT IFHEE ICHE i
ZEoFTZLICLY, ZOMEORRED iRt cx 5,

ge 1 <lt, QFHEETLVICE T2 FIEHEXEH L, two-step procedure IZ X ) H#EE M E O 55
DEFLVWHHT VA v ARG CTE 22 %R Lz, 2OFERIF XV RENE Q¥EET v (BHleT
)u: Tto & Doya, 2009; Toyama et al., 2017, 2019; #EHEDIENFRE 7 L: Chase et al., 2010; EFED 0
% 7 )b: Katahira, 2018) % Ofthd & F I b [AERICEHIEETH 5, WFFE 1 TlE, BERIKE 2 & A
CRAIE T VT H [FRRIC FIEHRE R — 2 ORBEUERBZERICHEEST 2 2 L 2m Lz, Thig, EAET
MTEWTHEINIC CAT FHTE 3 2 L 2T 5,
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4 E4E: BIR2
L1483y

HRICH MR EZEZ D LRMET ML TH CAT 3ED Y < HEATE 2, BiFEO LI I
R IUKTE D B 2 ZBHIE T IS [AERIC F IEHRE R — 2 ORIIE0ERIEH © % 72, FEARWICEEAFRE,
RHNE T VD7 B EAEE 7 &ML, TEIRL 3V T, CAT ORRIZZHET LD T HE W L
fFC& 2, Lol, HETA~DEMEHE 2 5 L AL T 2 MERFIET 52, 2N, RolzET L
ERELCEELTLE L WHETALRIEEDOHETH %,

CAT % HEEME 0Blfi2 & ADO (e.g., Kim et al., 2014; Gu et al., 2016; Ahn et al., 2020; Yang et
al., 2021) HFEEARMWIC, FRICHFEDETADVETH 5 & W IHIRED N CHEEIRZIT>, 2 V=T
M T 2R HEREZER L 2T Ao TLE>TH Y, TEFARES> TOEEAICE, HERS X
OREGERRFICBE W T 7 =AU 2 e Ex bS5, CAT CHIHE NS F ElES, HEBEOBIA
25D ADO THflEh s =Y o —3ET7 MRUED FTAHREINIETAR—ADRETH S, ZD
7o ®E TOVRRIREIC L 0 ORI IR 0 A T h, KR & U CRIEGEIR & REY)IC 7 2 nlREMED B
%, TMEEDFERIC, TETARED FTiTbNd, (KET S ET AH AIC (Akaike 1973; Symonds &
Moussalli, 2011) 7R EDOHHEIC LV T — 2 1L ERINZGETH>TDH, —DODETAEZEHDET L
EIRET DB L VI EHT, ETLVONEEELABEL CWb, ETVONEEEZEHT L LICLY,
XREHEE DRSBTS o T LE ) 22RO TS (Rightsetal., 2018), H5E o FEEREH IC
BOTRMEEIEDET VAL 72, FIHERRFO T VORHEEREIZERINLERETH D,

HEERFICEWTET VONEEWNZZET 2T L LTk, 74 FEE (Model averaging,
MA) 2MEE XN T3 (Banner & Higgs, 2017; Hinne et al., 2020; Hoeting et al., 1999; Wasserman,
2000), MA Tix, MAHEERBEETVOMEROEA DT L LTERI N, EARAZTLIOV LD L L
WETALDEANPKEL 2B X)) ICERINS (Rightsetal, 2018), H—DETFAEIE L 72HEE XY
b, MAEERDTHBTFHIERERE W LM SN TS (Kaplan & Lee, 2016), 724 Y7 v MA
(BMA) %%k, B2, Afey, 2 L COEY R Y4 oM@ S T3 (Fragosoetal., 2018),
SEFE F M7 MA H#EE 1B 4 2 B3R D (FFE S LT 3 (Mitra et al., 2019; Moral-Benito, 2013; Wang et
al., 2009), ~A4 Y7 v MA LHHE TR MA OEWIT#RE S5, b0 MA #EEICBT 2581,
FRHOEIRIFIC B 17 52 MA T3, B ETHEERICE T2 MATHL Z LICFERET 5,

FIHOEIRIFIc e T VO AT 2 E /T 51k, CAT KB 3 DRE{LE MA O FEEHAGDE
22l EZONSE, X T TR 2 Tik MA-D fa#ift (Model averaged D-optimal stimulus selection,
MA-DO) #£E94 3,320 Ialb—vayYEERICXY, MA-DO 23, itk H—DEFT A ZIKET
% CAT (conventional DO) X Y HETCKERE L b 2 & ZRT,

4.2 i<z MA OFZAT - 721, MA-DO OREZ1TH, 4.3 HiCiZEENT e 2 DORHET
NMCBETE32DY Ialb—va vERETI, 44 HiCRBRAEERZITY, REFEHOF#MICOWT

I b

4.2 Bk
4.2.1 Model averaging

% OWFETIE, H—DETARKEL CTHERZIK T 2 2 L%, H—DET A %ZRE L THE
ET 2RMICENTIZ 2 DD AR — Y BFICFIFET 5, —2I13F, OMEET V72 E1I3EFEZTIC, U
REVEANCHZERELZ2ETAO T THEEZITI L TH D, TNEAWETIE a prior selected
model-based estimator (ASME) &FER. o HIZ, AIC 72 EFOIHFHREREL TCIC L CTETIEIRZ T
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o 7t2iC, BBOETAMEMH O HBIEN B DT VEIE L CTHEEZIT ) HiETh %, 2Dl
iE & % post-model-selection estimator (PMSE; Leeb & Potscher, 2006) & M55,

—7J7T MA #EE LB TRERDET NV ZFRIFICERE L, €7 VORERNEZE 2 7 L CHEE 21T
5o My, ., Mg} KD EF B & $ 5, AR TIEK=2 AT IaL—va Y &{TH2, KA
3 U EDGATORIOBERMBKY LD, & ETETAMICE T 3SME i OSME ST A — 2T
pHEERET 5, ZOF MA#TE &1

K

Ei= ) Mo T 3D
k=1

TERIND, 2L, cMIIFETAMDERTH Y, YK c(M) =1L Il %ERAT LT 5,
D MA #EE OFfl A2 HF 2 %5 &, ASME «° PMSE 135 2 20T VOEAD 1T, ZNLUIHA 0
THDZEVHIFRT —RATHDL I DD 5,

ZDETVDEK(M)DFHFEFTECE>T, MAHEEICD WL 2DpDN) v avdbhHd, A4
YT v MA D6, c(M)I3FE%E T IE#R (Wasserman, 2000) & L CElHE I N5, FhE T LIER
HHET 220, ETFAMDRILE

p(¥ilMy) = [ Ll Mi)p(EurcIMi) d & (32)
FAHT20ER D D, 72771, pEIM)IZ T A =2 DFEFINATH S5, ZORDOFHHEZHEA T
5T LI MRICHEE L WA BAENICEIE T 22 ik b, BV T AN uFECEMEILO LY THE
ZINTWBEHDD (Fragoso et al., 2018), WWHIFIBHETH - 72 Y SHEAMEE 2720 5, %
D 7= D AFFFE TIIAEE F A 72 MA (Hjort & Claeskens, 2003; Wang et al., 2009) IC&EH T %, 2D MA

TRERETAIERTH 5T NVDEKZC(M,)IE, AIC % BIC ZFIH L <

BIC
M) = —2 (=) (33)

Z{, exp (_ %)

H BT

X

c(My) T e (_ % ) (34)
LElE NG, 27 LAIC,BICGIE*F N EFnEFAM D AIC, BIC TH 2, k¥, AIC, =
—2log L (vil&io My) + 2py, BIC, = —21log Ly (yil&igo M) + D logT & v 9 EEAMAST 2, 72721,
log L (wil&uo My ) (X T AM DIRANENIE, pl3ETAM D87 X =248, T Ealfi8cd s, ch
5 D&, smooth BIC % smooth AIC weight (Claeskens & Hjort, 2008, 7 %) & RN 5, T DEHRD
MEDO—2 35t HARDIKT TH 5, FILLEOFREICH R, AIC £ BIC DFtREIZIE22ICETH 5,
F7-R(383) FEHETAEROELEL LTRAT TR L INT 3B (Buckland et al., 1997;
Wasserman, 2000), X 51ic, 4.3HiTov I a2l —>a vERBRD I IIC, ETFTAMET AT X —Z2E0E
— DT — ZBHBE—THIIE, BICR—2DK (33) & AICR—2DA (34) FfELA T L &H
D%, 2% 0, smooth AICweight (X, (I) BIC2 (RA X7 7 7 2 —D3ED) Bwdfle L CrRE
LTHY, (2) NI A=2KIFTHEDE—TH 2, LI o023 x01E, FheTLE
KORWGIEEE L THRET 2 L E 2 b5, BIC O lEED &7 &I 2 W TIIAE TIIkb R
(B33~ Kass & Raftery, 1995), A% Ti3 AIC R—20R%ZF|fH LT MA 2175,

4.2.2 DE#E{EE MA DHEEE

Sk DE Y, kD CAT CTRIBUERRICIE—-DETAVZRET 2. 2V ET LVONEENZ
EHL T3, DRELOMHAEDO T CEEDET AN ZFEIFICEERT 5, H25VITETVOREENEE
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EET 572912, model-averaged D-optimal #E#EEE 2 2, 3 7nb b HIEHEINILHE (Stimulus selectin
criterion, SSC) #

SSC = 1 c(My0) det (Fye(Zue) + Ferae(Bue)) (35)
LLUCERT 2, 7272 L (Ea)id, 126t ITHECOT— 2205 H L7, =7 M, D FIEMWIT
HThb, Eqgi 1 20t BITHETOTF— 425 @%?/»Mk@iﬁiﬂﬁ’éfa %, ZOHEEMAMRIZ MA
HEMETIE RN LICHEBEPVETH b, Fryqp(Ea)dFAKIC, +1 RfTHTOET M, D F 1EHAITS
THb, c(M)IZTETLVDODEARTH S, {tKD CAT (conventlonal DO) IHFREMRE L 72T LV DE
A1 ELIERRTr —ATHDZ L2005, MA-DO icE1F% SSC #/R 2L, EDOETNLDOAEE
PR DI CRRICIEET AOEAIT 1 ICEDE, EDOETAEIKEL 7 CAT &) BHAEPRILICIED {
729, REFEIAEHENTHDLLEE XD, ET NVDEMC(M)IE smooth AIC weight IZ X 0§13 25,
MA-DO 0¥k —2D—2¢ LT, AICR—ZDETFVERIC K o GEIENZETLDEALE 1 L
LT, ZNLSNDOEAE 0 L T2HEDH B, 2OTHEEARMIETIZ PMSE-DO & FELY, HlEUFEIRE&M:
D—2¢L LTED D, PMSE-DO 1 MA-DO ¢ tR2 EETADOAEREZEHL T 2E5H H 5
23, PEkD CAT &H~2 L7 —2MfHs (F28) ICETVEREZEZ T2 TREZ, EHOH
5 Y 2 ® PMSE-DO DRI ZMGEES 2 W58 b [ 72 & 72\, PMSE-DO & MA-DO & “F¥fic 11[F]
CHWVDARNT7 =<V RA%ERTETHIL T2, 5% b, HDOET VEZERTE 2545121, PMSE-
DO i MA-DO X Y HEERSE R 72 D, HDET )V EERTE 72 o 7256121k, PMSE-DO 3 MA-
DO X W HEEREPEL 2 FHIENEI 2O TH S, REOHKEZBEIT L L WHIBEILE D &, FF
ICETVOELMEGTIE AV (0 11I2iE &) HEICE MA-DO 0B EELweExXObND,
320Dy al—va vERICKYVREFEOMRZMEES 2 HiIC, HEMAICANTH <, Minimum
description length (MDL) #i #E ic B 3 2 #f 5% (e.g., Myung et al, 2006) I & \» T (%,

log(f /det(F(fk))d$i>TE%é N2EFAOMME HTFAIC L > TRESC L BABAT S

(Pittetal.,, 2002), %7z, FIEMITHIOITHIRDO R — b —fRiCiZ= T AMCRAZEAYRH L, Th
%, ETAOANMHRERECED LT, X vEM T oE (F BT DE:) E7 0 2EEL T
FIBORIRAfToCLE S faltErd 2 2 L 2B T 5, CORBISHLT2720ic, YIalb—vav
T, I G Cdet (Fu(8u) + Feenn(@u) ) EFHSIL, V) 27 — 1072012 det (Fron(fu) +
nﬂﬂ%»@ﬂﬁﬁf@?km@ HhlEEEc ooz E 5 2 Lic kY SSC #EHET 2,
DFENEZETNICET BITHIRDMEE 0~1 DAT —VICEHL T b, MAICK > THEKT AL 05 T
LCHb, CORYHRIZ— I hORETH L0 E I B IIRHETHE0, S Ld Loy —1
DDA LIC X ZMEBPC LN TEDLEZOND, HEFDOMBIRY, CAT RHEENEE DA
225D ADO TlE, DX 5 RiEmQfTObN T EbIT TR WD, DX I ICATr— L E2HET 3
PRSEERINDILERD B,

v3a b—vaz%ﬁ
$S2 @hﬁﬁ

DY Ialb—vavTli, EFETHZ MA-DO D, #HozET A %EIGET S CAT X 0 HH#EE
DRI ;= VAPENT L ERT L EZHNET S, 2hzrne, HESHTREDE T VIZAH
570, REFEOBMMENARINZZLICHREES D, SS2-1 TlE, FHESCHEE OZEE 23y v 7Lk
E@}%ﬁ%&oo%W®%E1i$@F“ﬁ®ﬂ%%ﬁ RAEBTIRBONTWE R, FHECFE
D ETR2 ECIRWHlE 722 2 L8 AffE N2 20, FIFL 72, AWFE CRRICER T 2857
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AEFHALEY I 2L —va vid 432 8BTS .
tfTHICE T 27— 2 ERICBE L CIRUTFO 20T A2 HET S ¢
My:ye = Bixer + BoXp + €4 €. ~ Norm(0,1), (36)
MZ: yt = letl + B3xt3 + Et, Et ~ NOT‘m(O,l). (37)
71': fi th = (xt1) th} xt3) 6i§%ﬁ)§§§k’ B = (ﬁl, BZ, B3)Li,ﬂ£_€g a ‘—7‘ )( - ﬂ VC\\% 50 %Eﬁﬁu%ﬁk&ixt &‘:j‘j‘)‘_ﬁ:-j- % o
FEHYEHE R E2E 256 1E, t+1 RITH @%U?%{(xtﬂ%_» 2P —ALTXRLEZTHMER Y,
FIMDNRNTRA—=2%B = (B, Br), MyD¥XT7 XA —R2%B, = (B, Pf3) & HL . HET LD FIHEHITHIIZ

t t
Xi1 X11X12

, (38)

Fl:t,Z(BZ) = ( = =t (39)

E7k 5,

4.3.1.2 Ak

AIFETIILAT O 4 D ORBEGEIRGM %2 E 2 3 - IREFETH 2 (35) ZHFGEFILHE L 32 MA-
DO ; AIC R—RDET VEPFERIC L VFFEDET AV DEALZ 1 L LT (35) HIBEREEL &
% PMSE-DO ; EDE T AV EE L7256k D CAT (correctly-specified DO) 5 - 72 TV Z{KGE L 7=
itk > CAT (misspecified DO), —#tE% kb, M EDOEGEDHDHERERT,

IHLIETOTF—ABNELRDb > BRI T — 2 2 HCTHEEZITIBICE T 5, HEEHFECEL
T3 ODHEESM 2 FET 5, MAHEESNTIX, MA#EE%1T 5., PMSE &fFTid, AICR—2D%®
TEROFEFSEIEN 2T TV EE L CTHEE %217 9 ASME &fFCi3, FIEERCiREL 2T L&
Fl—DETAVEREL THEEZITS, 2% Y, correctly-specified DO & TIIEDET AL THIM, %
RE U CHEE Z#17\>, misspecified DO Z&fFTlaM, #RE L THEE%1T 9. 72 MA-DO &fFicisn»C
X, MAHEEZFIF T 2, RIBOEIRSGM L, HEESMFIRXMNEI N TS 2 LICHERL TIRL W,

b 3 DDHEESIFICBIL T, MA HEESAHIRIBOER IR 0B 2 TR DIcmnTn 3, 7
b, 7T 2IEROHEICE T 3T VIEIEEDHEL, 2TORBERSAMcIzIERF L &2
BFErO6THDE, 200, HEICET S ETNVIREEDRE L HIHERKICE T 2 7 VIRIEED
B RN EEL T+ 5 2 L8 TE 3, —J5C ASME &fFI3fERDHE—DEF A ZRE L 7= CAT
EEIGMAE 22 L ARGREIETH 2, e RO, HEER D FIREOEIREE D FFEE A ERTIC R 7 B —
DETNDAREZEZCEBRBE LI T —Z M%7 205 Th %, Correctly-specified DO & CHERE 1%
MA #EESEDBA, T—ZINET o2 R IH—DETFTADALEZEEL, RiLOHEERICIIERDET
NEEETDEV)BRTAARLRE 2S5, PMSE #ESLHREEDODEAFSLVDOFETHY,
FIREMATIZ Y R ETADBAHTH 0720, T—RXICXVRBZ I BETADLG o7 W HIRILT
» 5,

IHLICETADANHEELEDREZBIET 2 7-01C, BOEMHICEL T =205, g=(1,1,1),8=
(1,0.1,0.1) % i%E L 7z, HIEDOFMFITFETAMTRAR 257 A =2 Th B, [ B HBIIKE Wizw, £
T DREG CTET VOAEREIXEL 22 L FRIND, BFITFHIC DD T ILOEVHFEE T
Wz, TETAVONEFRMEFHNICE s & FREIN D, Ty, X, Xe3) DIEGEIX[-5, 5] D
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iz 20 03 28MHL Lz, OO 5 afTIWIHEIT & L CHIBUEIRGMIC X 53 7 v 2 2 iz
AR L7z, SefFe LT 4 CRIBOEISEMT) X 3 (HEESM) X 2 (O8I X — X Eff) Dt 24545 5,
RAHEEE (MLE) % R (R Core Team, 2018) THH L7, 31781320 T> I 21— 3 »iF 200
[F# VX LT RMSE o428 L=, £7-8EFAD FIHFRITHOTHIRB L NEFT L OEARZRE
HL 7=,

4.3.1.3 BRLEER

Table 4-1 3K XT XA =25 icET 5, HENT 2 —42D RMSE, FIEHITH 0K, =7 M,
DEAR % KT, ASME HEESMICH T 5 RMSE # /L % &, misspecified DO Z&fF THEE 23/ v, &
NWITHEER B X OHBGEIRFIC BT 2 2T ABIEEIC K DMED T 4+ —~<v VY ABEL ol HE 2
bid, T HIC MAHEE, PMSEHEESRFICENTD, EVDITETAMTRELREZ XTA—-X2TH 5B,
IZBH L €, misspecified DO 1C 3T RMSE 284> - 7z, Correctly-specified DO 413 MA-DO Z&4
EAEEDPCRNT =<V AREWEE T, MA-DO (I misspecified DO Z&tF12 EHEE DX T + —~< v
AN D I Tk %D o7, PMSE-DO efFiZ MA-DO cff & b 2R\ (Table4-1A) 2», [FISFFEEE
(Table 4-1B) TH o7z, b DFfERS S, MA-DO (B % i3 PMSE-DO) £&fFic X Y £ F L DA
KMUZ2EET 52 LT, RBERRHICE T 2 €7 AGRIEEIC X 2 HEEREOEB(LZPC b iTcE B L
ZEibihd,

¥ 72 FIHHRATHOTARICER 356 &, (CROE—DET NV EKE L 72 CAT i3 &ie—2 D175
BRENWTZTTH 7225, MA-DO &ETIRMADITHRBKE D272, ETLDEARIZDWTIL,
correctly-specified DO e CEDE T LV DOEAR DL LE L, MA-DO £ DE A 1E misspecified DO 55
Hob o bEFETH -7z, EEZDIE, MA-DO % & misspecified DO $&F 13 7V DEA1ZITIE[H
FICH2hb b3, MA-DO &40 752 misspecified DO et & » & MA #EESFIcEHWTT 5 RMSE
DINENZ ETHD, 2F Y, ZOHED AT 4 —~ v ADEGIIHEERFIT BT 5 £ 7 VEIEE O
T, FEERRICE T 22T ARIEEDORECTH L L FIRTE 5,

Table 4-1A. Comparison of four item selection methods on accuracy of estimation (8 = (1, 1, 1) condition)

(A)

Determinant of the
RMSE
Fisher information matrix Weight
B1 B2 B3 v Vs of M:
MA  PMSE ASME MA PMSE ASME MA PMSE ASME

Proposed MA-DO 0.053 0.053 0.053 0.053 0.048 0.053 0.017 0.001 0.017 176,592 177,384 1.00

PMSE-DO 0.048 0.048 0.048 0.043 0.043 0.043 0.000 0.000 0.000 176,086 73,772 1.00
correctly-specified DO 0.048 0.050 0.048 0.043 0.047 0.043 0.000 0.000 0.000 176,221 73,613 1.00
misspecified DO 0.049 0.055 0.134 0.081 0.083 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.159 73,796 176,670 1.00

Note. True model is M1. Each row corresponds to the stimulus selection method. The columns of MA (PMSE, and AMSE)
represent results of MA (PMSE, and ASME) estimation condition. The correctly-specified CAT condition use conventional CAT
assuming the true model, and the misspecified CAT assumes misspecified model. MA means model averaging estimation. PMSE

means post-model-selection estimator. ASME means a priori selected model-based estimation. True S values are (1, 1, 1).
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Table 4-1B. Comparison of four item selection methods on accuracy of estimation (B = (1, 0.1, 0.1) condition)

(B)

Determinant of the
RMSE Fisher information

Weight
matrix

of M

B1 B2 B3
MA  PMSE ASME MA PMSE ASME MA PMSE ASME
Proposed MA-DO 0.053 0.053 0.053 0.058 0.058 0.058 0.047 0.047 0.047 176,599 177,393 0.62
PMSE-DO 0.049 0.049 0.049 0.060 0.060 0.060 0.038 0.038 0.038 146,181 103,709 0.74
correctly-specified DO 0.048 0.048 0.048 0.052 0.052 0.043 0.046 0.058 0.000 176,221 73,613 0.78
misspecified DO 0.050 0.050 0.048 0.081 0.090 0.100 0.029 0.035 0.051 73,796 176,670 0.66
Note. True model is M1. Each row corresponds to the stimulus selection method. The columns of MA (PMSE, and ASME)

M M

represent results of MA (PMSE, and ASME) estimation condition. The correctly-specified CAT condition use conventional CAT
assuming the true model, and the misspecified CAT assumes misspecified model. MA means model averaging estimation.
PMSE means post-model-selection estimator. ASME means a priori selected model-based estimation. True 8 values are (1,
0.1,0.1).

4.3.2 §82-2: CPT £ TRARRY B
4.3.21 ETIL

SS2-2 Tl X W MR BEREE T MICE VT MA-DO ORIEMRIFZITH, ¥+ v 7 VA, TlRIER
pfﬁff‘%&@ﬂ*l‘leg) B O 2 iERL - pi(;‘;)f“%&@\l‘leg) Y 5z 5&4 3 (Lauriola et al., 2007; Nilsson et al.,
2011), L DWFETIEF ¥ v 7B, bREKOHE L LT, 2% ) BBUERDL D H - 72 FIN 2R L
TIVRIZTAFVIITEZMAEL T L, —HFTARMACTEAEEETOERRELIFIINS
(Ellsberg, 1961; Fox & Tversky, 1995; Kilka & Weber, 2001; Lauriola et al., 2007; Tversky & Fox, 1995;
Wakker, 2004) ;&K B DR KA ORECOREEREREEZE 2 2, HEDHI% Figure 4-1 1R
T BEMEEDL o T HERE A %) 27 7Y, BHEERITRR I N TR VWERE B 21K
VEMER, 2L, ERK B OERAKIIFEITRICETH 5 LM BRI N, £k EEIER
NIX—RE LTHEET 2MEEZE 2S5, )R 7 7 Y ORBIHERIIATH CEBEE B2, KL
BEDDICLIFETIZA) © (B) REDRATFEAMT 2561 H 5, Q FHET VL& IXR 7D R
B (Fry vy I AER) 07 4 = PNy ZI3SIE IR I 0z 0,

Q. Which urn would you draw from?

$1OQ if you draw a Red ball $70 if you draw a Red ball
$10 if you draw a Black ball $30 if you draw a Black ball
White urn Greenurn
Red : 67 Red : ??
Black : 33 Black : ??
Total = 100 balls Total = 100 balls

Figure 4-1
HEPEHEOWN], = O |T Lauriola and Levin (2001) 3 X OF Lauriola et al. (2007) #Z# 1Bk
L7,
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CZOFEICE TS T —2EKETVEE Z 5729, Tversky and Kahneman (1979) (37 v 2= 7 B
ifi (Prospect theory, PT) ##2&K L7z, PTEFLiCE T, Fv v 7L A Offifdix
V(Aij) = v(Xie )W Pier) + v(Xie2)Ww(1 — Di1) (40)
'C“ﬁ%é Nbd, 7272 L, v()IIEBIN 7280 F 8N E %2 R T MERE%, w()IZ&EBlERZ ZRREDE
23 L HERNERECTH 5 (Gonzalez & Wu, 1999), T O DD X HEFEE L Tl

%
Loifxj =0,
V(X)) = { itk ﬁltk (41)
Ai ( xltk) t lfxltk < 0
.
Pii T if x;;1 =0,
(pm +(1- Pit1)yi)yi
w(pir1) = p! 8 (42)
il 1 ifxitl < 0,
\8i
(pltl + (1 Pit1)61)

233 % (Tversky & Kahneman, 1992), 7272L, a;, B3 02256 1 DfE%R & 257 X — &, vy, 6; 1 XWX
HEBOMEZED 587 X =&, LIBRSHOBEEZKRT YT A —XTH 5, Figure4-2 ic, y;28 1

LTS BST) & 1o5a BIF) BT HERMEREOHZ TR T, Ky iar—vav
T i%%f%*ﬁ(?ﬁ, Xig =0, DAREWS 720,68, 11D TIHE X\, Tégﬂﬁfﬂ%é\/\fé% ESEAE!
HThd, £/, PMEEETOERERE L LT, Abdellaoui et al., (2005) |

= i
w(0,) = 1 (43)

(3)&' +(1—6;)7i)ri

EREL TS, 2720, 03K VICB T 2 EBERANIA—2THDL, 20, HICEBIHERD
EIC EBIER AT X =22 ANT, BEEAERIIIEOD D 2T 2L WwIEXTH 5, BEH - [MH
(2019) Tl DIERET MICHE W T, CAT Z#EH L 2w &, B L L T A —2HEEL XS &
L72RRIC, FRCy DA TABKEL BV LT W I LR RINT WD, PEFEETOEEREICES T
1, NTRA—RpIEHT 32 A%\, ZofEFORMEIRERTH B,

SHNE 1 DT ¢ TEINE A 23EAF by, =0, BRI B 2 #AE by, =132, PTEFAICE
Wi,

it ~ Bernoulli(p(y;; = 1|§))) (44)
1
p(yie = 1;&) = (45)

1-+exp(—¢i(V(BU)——V(AU))>
PRES NS, 72771, &= (6,via;,0)TH 5,

PT £E7 0k e L CHREME 7 v 2= 7 PG (CPT, Tversky & Kahneman, 1992) €71 23% %,
CPT & 7V CILBEPL A Offfififii%

V(Au) = (Xt )W(Dir1) + v(xltZ)(l - W(Pm)) (46)

TREINS, BKESE (eg., v(),w()) BEIZPT =7 VLR U ZKETE 5, H_IHE 20
PT 7 A TlIWDiy) = Wl — pijey) 72 272728, CPT ETATlEWwDin) =1 —wpy)il/k>oTWnb T &
CHERE L TIRL WK 2 & A ZRIEREREICEM T 2 7201 CPTE 7 MIZREI N T 5 723,
INLDETAHTE L LALD b LRI L2251V 7%\, CPT €7 Vick T % FHFHRITSY
DEHFEICOWTIE, BEH - MH (2019) TEEBIATWV?
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1.0 —
0.8 —

decision 0.6 —
weight
(w(p)) 24

= gamma=0.61(TK)
— = gamma=1(TK & P)
- == gamma=0.61(P)

| | | I I |
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

probability (p)

Figure 4-2

MEFME RS DB, FEHR 1T Tversky and Kahneman @ % 7 LI E W Ty; = 0.61
DLGETH 5, Hftidy; = 1056 TH 5, Ml AT Prelec (1998) DEFLICHE W Ty; = 0.61DE4
TH b,

4.3.2.2 A%

BT X —2{B1X, FfTHFFE (e.g., Liu & Onculer, 2015; Tversky & Kahneman, 1992) %#Z&#IiC L
T, 6, ~ U(0.75,0.85),y; ~ U(0.55,0.65),a; ~ U(0.85,0.95),¢ ~ U(0.9,1.1) & L 7z, EDEFLIE PT &
Tuh CPT FT AV CTH 5, FIMOMEFEIC D WL, IREEX 10 225 100 Ofiz 5 3O & 27
B, FBERICOWTIZ0.01 225 0.99 Dfix 16 03 2 Kl ZEMEE Lz, 72, FHEEM %2
537 &bxi(g),xi(g) X7 v X LITHIBECEIR L, xi(ﬁ),xi(g),pi(g)@ # FIEHER— A CTORIEER 2T > 7-,
2% D, 5 LB TORBMZEMEZRRT 2 DRFIHEAMAHTE L0 T, 2 KL 7 v X LICHRDOT 3
RICZEM DB Z R L 7z, 3 RITH ORIEGEIRZ T Th i, BWBRE KL L -0SME 254 T
LESEMRIED DR, 1D 5 GATIRPIEITE U<, RIEeEREAM Ik S TH—oRf#z A L
Teo 7272 Ly FIEHRESKE K 722 X5 ICYIHEITORBUIEE L7, ThiE T v X LIGEAZSGHE
i3y, DHETEHEE L2 LT 2 2 L Wb THh B,

SS2-1 & [FAIERIC, 4 D DRIELEIRZE (MA-DO, PMSE-DO, correctly-specified DO, misspecified DO),
3 ooHEESM (MA #EE, PMSE #E, ASME #E) 2 HE L7z, 7 VOBEMEC TR o 72 72 0 HEE 13
MCMC #EEIC & 7o 7z slfT80UE 30 3ATT, ¥ 32— 3 13200 [ VIR L 72, RHEEE I35
ARINCFZRFEE (expected a posteriori, EAP) % F|F L 7228, ¢;72F 13F#% € — N (maximum a
posteriori, MAP) %#FlIfl L 72, ZNIEGPIEDEE X FFOBALDMIE 07200 TH D, 7z FIEGHRIT
it e CPT o F A DERDFHEL 72,

4.3.2.3 BREER

Table 4-2 i RMSE, 174, CPT £ 7L DEADFER %R, ASME #EESM D RMSE OftR %
1.3 &, misspecified DO £fFic 5\ THiicy;® RMSE 285 K 7 > T\ %, MA HEiE ¥ X O PMSE #&
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T B BT, LV DITEDEFAN PT EF AL OK, misspecified DO 4efF1d MA-DO 4fF X
RMSE 23 <, %72 MA-DO Z:fF13 correctly-specified DO §eff & R D X7 4 —< VvV A TH o7z, &
No DfER2 5, MA-DO IZHIBGERFFOE T ABIEEIC X 2 HEED N7 + —<w Vv AL TP & 23
M CcE 3, 2hid SS2-1 LFAKEDKETH B, %72, PMSE-DO &fFIZEDEF A PT £F A DIR
P, misspecified DO Z&fFE & A U < 5 RMSE 232> 5 72, PMSE-DO &%, #EEE L BEfio X
L ORAES MA-DO £EOb DX Y KREWZ EXMHEREINTED, ZOREOHERICH sRLNT
RMSE O ¥R KEL oz EZ N5, THiE PMSE-DO X9 % MA-DO O BEE LWTiET
HHZLEEWRT S, o T 2 —% (6;,a;,¢) B L CIRRIBUERE COMEE BV IR O R,
N, yicBd 3 FIEMEDO N7 DEBKE C, HIBOERIC X 2528 1y, o0 3 258N KRE W20
THDILEZOLND,

CPT =7 1@ F HEHRITHI O THIcBI L T, Jt4 ik, CPT €7 L %{KE L 7= CAT > MA-DO >
PT €7 V% {KE L 7= CAT DJEF% FHIL Tz, L2 L, Table 4-2 Of5RTIX, TEEEICZD X S %
BfRICR > T3 bIFTldzrw, JEK & LTk MA-DO &ffEicBnTiz ) 27— L 72720175 %2 D
bDDAT — A TRABEIR 2fTbad 5722 LT bN 5, EFADERICTOWTIZ, misspecified
DO &M CEDET VDOEAI/NI WEHAHA R SN,

Table 4-2. Comparison of four item selection methods on accuracy of estimates (CPT, PT)

RMSE Determinant of the fisher )
) ) ) Weight
information matrix
of CPT
] 1% a [} model

CcPT PT

MA PMSE ASME MA PMSEASME MA PMSEASME MA PMSE ASME

P d

’\rﬂo/fosg 0.03 003 003 004 004 004 008 008 008 096 096 096 16641482247 2,281,375720 0.93

True Moge) PMSE-DO 003 003 003 005 004 004 009 009 009 094 095 095 18617199423 1593708983 0.95
- ly-

CPT comecth 05 003 003 004 004 004 009 009 009 097 098 095 18,821,888,886 1347,668642 0.9
specified DO
misspecified

o 0.03 003 004 005 005 013 009 008 017 096 098 087 673,962,000 1,860,070,599  0.89
Proposed

wnpo 003 003 003 008 008 008 007 007 007 079 079 079 3311576675 41930336461 0.1

PMSE-DO  0.04 0.04 004 015 016 0.6 008 008 008 092 092 092 1904413700 33,397,993,886 0.1

True Model

correctly-

- PT e 0.03 003 003 007 007 007 008 008 008 074 074 074 1,190773,737 17,092,991,701 0.07
specified DO
misspecified

o 0.04 004 005 014 015 019 007 007 008 1.02 105 088 315364303617 2,031,11859  0.29

Note. As is the case in SS2-1, each row corresponds stimulus selection method, and the columns of MA
(PMSE, and ASME) represent results of MA (PMSE, and ASME) estimation condition. The correctly-specified
CAT condition use conventional CAT assuming the true model, and the misspecified CAT assumes
misspecified model. MA means model averaging estimation. PMSE means post-model-selection estimator.

ASME means a priori selected model-based estimation.

4.3.3 SS2-3: Tversky and Kahneman (1992) E£F)L& Prelec (1998) E£TIL
4.3.3.1 EFIL

Kifior Iar—vavERTIE, Z2o0ET7 VETHEBIEOEWAZNIZERE L ZWEAICET
% MA-DO O#h R &4 %, FEEHE L SS2-2 L FETH 2, ET 2T T L0 —2 3R INERIEK
% Tversky and Kahneman (1992) TIRELI N7 DL T3 CPTET AL TH D, Affior IaL—v 3
VERRTIE, b —TDETNMCET HEFINERE % Prelec (1998) TIRE I LT~
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w(pir1) = exp(—(—log(p;r1))¥0) (47)
¢35 CPTETNET D, HERMEREDIZIC O W T Figure 4-2 I/ L T 5,

4.3.3.2 A&

NT A — XA, R, RRECEIRGE, HEESM, BUTE, v iaLr—vavoigEhiRLE,
FMAERE (e.g., RMSE) 7 &1 SS2-2 L[AEETH %, SS2-2 L DiE W F, HEDET A (FEXRIMERER) 28
Tversky and Kahneman (1992) €7 V% %\ (% Prelec (1998) €T L% &2 5& 52 & THh D,

4.3.3.3 fERLEER
RMSE, FIHHRIT¥]D17515, Tversky and Kahneman (1992) €7 LV DEA %K T D2 Table 4-3 T

» %, ASME #EE5F1c 313 2 RMSE % H % &, misspecified DO &4 Clafth o 5c4F X 0 icy,® RMSE
K E S, © OFEEIE SS2-1,552-2 L AMCH 2. MA HEiE, PMSE HEE 4t ic 351 3y, RMSE # i
% &, misspecified DO &3 MA-DO £ correctly-specified DO & & R D N7 4 —< v AT
B2, 2%, SEOIRILCIE, FIEGERFFIC ST 2 €7 VIRIEE X RMSE (B L CHEA&RFEZ 5] %
EZLTwZwy, 7272010, MA-DO Z&th134 7% < & 3 misspecified DO &L Y X7  —< v 2L
b 3oz, FIERITHOITHI e T A OEMCEET 24581, SS2-2 L IRIEFEETH - 7=,

§S2-3 itBW T, MAHEESRMFICH W T, e HIEEIREE M © RMSE 235 & 72 - 72 0 2> D A
EMEAT AL ITEECH D, FDEHIC, FETFALIE L ZHHIGER X -l % BRI F = v
7 L 7z, Figure 4-3 1%, %€ 7 L% {KE L T CAT %17 - 72K (i.e., correctly-specified DO & misspecified
DO) g, FHEANEIRE N-MEDE T A ORHE 2 £, D Figure 2> 5 1%, SS2-2 TIE, KE
TEETNMICK o GEIRINHFIL SS2-3 L HERT, XV EAZDIDICHAVLT VI LR DH DL, E
BRIC KRB 1 2 RHEE MM AT S &, SS2-2 Tid, HOEF A2 CPT 7 AL OKF 1812 T, HOD
ETA0 PT €7 LDKF 1806 TH o7z, —FT SS2-3 Tlix, EDET LA Tversky and Kahneman
(1992) ETVDIFT280 THoleo ZD78, SS2-31CHWTIE, CAT TIRET 2 ETLE - TH
BRI N RSB FELUL 2 b Dicz b 2 ik b, FIBEOERSHHCOECBIHE CZ b ko7 & F
Abid,
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Table 4-3. Comparison of four item selection methods on accuracy of estimates (Tversky & Kahneman, Prelec)

RMSE Determinant of the fisher
information matrix Model
0 v o ¢ weight
CPT PT
MA PMSE ASME MA PMSEASME MA PMSE ASME MA PMSE ASME

Proposed

MA-DO 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.10 0.10 0.10 107 107 1.07 12,359,524,667 2,706,981,823 0.54

True Model =  PMSE-DO  0.03 0.03 0.03 0.05 006 0.06 010 010 0.10 129 1.34 134 26,017,054,759 3,818,029,816 0.57
Tversky & correctl

Kahneman y 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.05 0.07 0.04 0.10 0.10 0.09 1.04 1.08 0.95 13,568,817,909 1,894,864,140 0.62
specified DO
misspecified

DO 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.05 0.07 008 0.10 0.10 0.13 111 116 1.32 6,092,070,634  3,929,609,051  0.48
Proposed

MA-DO 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.07 096 0.96 0.96 20,445,828,789 10,535,703,218 0.36

True Model = PMSE-DO  0.03 0.03 0.03 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.07 0.07 0.07 114 118 1.18 23,862,817,431 22,008,943,210 0.38
Prelec correctly-

. 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.07 0.07 0.06 0.08 0.08 0.08 099 1.03 1.01 9,016,058,629 12,439,530,692 0.34
specified DO

m'ssgeg'f'ed 002 002 002 008 008 012 008 008 008 1.05 1.09 097 13,950,105,126 7,042,905,168 0.45

Note. As with the case of SS2-2, each row corresponds to stimulus selection method, and the columns of MA,
PMSE, and ASME represent the results of MA, PMSE, and ASME estimation conditions. The correctly-
specified CAT condition use conventional CAT assuming the true model, and the misspecified CAT assumes
misspecified model. MA means model averaging estimation. PMSE means post-model-selection estimator.
ASME means a priori selected model-based estimation.
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BB TN RIGE L HEICRIR & h 7 B0 S 1 35\ 2 TRHERE, x Bl EAEIEEE (O %, v it
HEFAERE L CDRBEE L2 BICEIR & 0 R o SR BT 5 250 o M i x £ T,
Simulation2 PT, Simulation2 CPT, Simulation3 TK i3z F 0, SS2-2 iCBWTEDET LD PT &
T, SS2-2 1B VWTHEHDET LY CPT £7 4, SS2-3I2B W THEHDET L Tversky and Kahneman
(1992) EF L DEDRERAZEK T,
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4.4 ER

WEDHE—~DETNERET S5 CAT TIRRETALORMEREESEH I N TS 720, T ABIEEIC
X OHEERESRAICA L L AnwT e BZdb s eELLNSE, EFE, v Izl —va vERICENT,
Mo/ 'TNVEIRGEL 7 CAT 1%, BEOETAZRELZ CAT L0 dHEED N7 1 —< v A0 ED >
oo LT, AR CIREL -EHOETF AL 2 FAFICHEEL 72 MA-DO IF, H—DEFALZEDET L
THLEWRET LI ERAMOWIEERELIRTE 2 L %MERL /-,

ASME &R B TiE, SS2-1 225 SS2-3 %38 L C, misspecified DO $eF DHEE 238 b > o 7=,
Z i, REBOERK s X OHEERIC B T 2 =T VBB E DB E 2R L T %, & I MA #E, PMSE
ZMFIC B W T D, misspecified DO 513 SS2-1, SS2-2 TRHEED X7 4 —< vV AR D BN\ I & 23%
Botz, TORERIE, HBEGERFICE T 227 VEIEEIC X VHEEEEL LA L0722 L 2RL T
W3, MA-DO TETFTLDREFEEZEET LIk oT, ZOMEREREMTE 2RI TH
%,

X 1T SS2-3 T, HEGEIRKFO £ T LBIEER Z N EHEORBEICEL L R WG ARH L L %
N7z T, BETNVEBE L TG TORBUEREHU L 2 M2 ES» L TH L L FEZLND,
HOETNERSZETLOEBIEOECSHEE TR VEWIORFKNEZEEZ NS, TR
WL OVHEED AT =~V R EOREEEEL KT THEI 2L, ETAMKETH LS5, GhH
X o TIFETABEEEIC X 2 B/ NE { (Markon & Chmielewski, 2013), - 7-E 7 L Z{KE
L7z CAT T 7 BHIILEY] 2 {2 X T 2R D L U1 5,

Yial—vaVvERICBLWTEERHERO—21E, MA-DO REDOET AV EZGEL 72 CAT & [F%
DT =<V ABERTEZETHE, BEOETAZIKEL CAT 12, EOETARBAOLET
L2 AT & A WEAE R RPLIC BT 5 CAT TH % &5 2 %, HEGMTIE, Hi< CAT 2HEMAT 25
ICETAVBIEEDRIREH 2, 2D, EOEFARKAMORKIL TS, MA-DO IT & o THEfaic @]
ZRRBOEIN AT Z % & W) T MA-DO 13¥% L, 72, PMSE-DO (% SS2-2 IZ 35\ CTHIKIIA &
WIT7—%ELTCLEIC LD oT, 20D, REDOHRZMEIRICET 2L WIHBE»LDH, MA-
DORIVWVEFT LWFEEWIZLBERDLESLI,

AWFFEOHIFIE LT, ¥ Ialb—vavERICEVLT, €T LOFICHOETALD S Z & %K
EL T2 iBBET N5, REEDOMI CIRAFFRE OBOE L 7R fH€ 7 1 O hICHE ICHO 7 V38
TNTVUARNIERS VR LTHE, 20720 MA-DO 2175 IC, HOETFA2E T RwC, #EE
WEREREDIIICRLIDOPISEMFTEINERETH L, MA-DO PE T AVEIRPHEEET 20 L9
DS 5 7201 iE, EEOBRMHET VOPTHEDOET VICHRDEVET NV EEET V) 23, ED
BREEOETALRMEL TV PREE LRI THAH, COHERKT 2, T Ay b (BB
ETAEW) ORIZFHAT L2 LB TEL LRV, 7ty b OFHiiicoWTiE, 7.3 il T
DL S,

¥7- MAHEESD 2 ik MA-DO IcBAF 2 EERE LT, 7 Lr0EALZDORK (33), (34) 1k AIC, BIC
DEFRICEBT 2R —VITIKET 5, T TAT—ALIE, AIC, = —2(log Ly (vil&i Mi) — pi) , BIC, =
ﬂﬁgq@ﬁmMQ—%by)Kﬁﬁ&Z@Ckﬁ%éoWi@ﬁﬁ%%%m?%tb,ﬂ7}~ﬂ
BRETAMTRI—-ThE LT 2L, AT7—N% i a ERLEFE, K(33), 34) FEdicc(M) =
wmr%ﬂmy&n@wMg—mydnﬁwMgﬁat5o%fw@iéﬁ%kﬁﬁiﬁ@%ﬁKWﬁ?
22 LRERICAESTVED, ZRBENLOVDETFADERICDENREpE AT — vadayta
— LT3, RAMNBALEDESDFR CETD, a DHHED /N E WIRFIE, a DAEIHEIA Z WIRFIC
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RT, PHEFEES LD RKEWEHWL T (e, EFTADEAIZ 0.5 ITTWEERY) MAHET %2175 C
Lichb, MEEDBENICROONDE AT —NallX->T, ETLVDOEANEDL>TLE S Z &iCiX
FERDETH B, P EDART— L alicX>T, MAHEES® MA-DO Tl § 3 EF N DEALBLE
203> THELIEDBEET L, ED X)) REARETH 20 Wi+ 2 2 & I3HEL W»
D, AT —NEWRT L L, TELRIVAT—AZNEMTM—FT 2 eBEELVEFZLND,
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5. 55%&: HIR3
5.1 A4k 3y

itk CAT X O ADO IZEARICEAL VD ETNMICE T ZEAD AT XA =2 DL EEREL T
W3, 5.2 i CEtIHT %23, CAT dHEEMRE OB 5D ADO AL LD T X — 2 OHEERSE
AT 20D FETH D, —T, EREORAOMERZ LTk, HEHFIEAD T X —-2H
XYY, EHTFED 2 IESEMREIC X 2 EFVFOEE R EOERL V08T X —ZICBRLAD 5
:&ﬁ%mo%mtb,%%@ﬁ%%@%®&(mT%ADOTﬁ%énfméﬁﬁ@ﬁ*iﬁ#@ﬁ
FETIEEZ25, REMNERRTH2%201F, ZoMEx KT 572010 RILRIBIEGE T Vv
(Generalized linear mixed model, GLMM) °ME~f XETF A2 AT 2 2 & ﬁ)?&Héhfbxéo WA
MR &R E NG, v 7Y v 7 uav BT 2R R L 2854, MECESTF2247
Ili—ﬁﬁkﬁé*aﬁ@m®~0f%é(Wmhl%ﬂooib,MAv«w®%7»d,&@M
ET—2%FET YV VI T5DIC3ATTTHL, TD7®, HEERTFEICEWTDH, EHLILvDE
7»%&ET6,%6wi%lu«w@»7}~ﬂ%%Ebkiiﬁﬁ%&ﬁ5o

LL, BHIL RN T X — 2 OHETEREE % R I e KA 3 2 BRI EHR A D BLR > & 524
DEE L\ AWFZE & b BhE T 38 /THT9ETH 5 Kim et al. (2014) 3 X O Gu et al. (2016) Tl
hierarchical adaptive design optimization (HADO) 22 & T3, T ZT7F ) hierarchical & (%, 1
AH2 6 n-1 NHETOT =22 bhESMMEERL T, Tz n A\HOSMEOERICE T 5
FEIOME LCHMT 2 2 e 2ERT 5, 2% 0, &S LTiliszic CAT £ ADO #i#H$ %
DTIERL, RANUNOSINF DT — % EBINICHH T 2 MR TH 5, MO IZERL AT R
— X F EEENICEEL T 2 FIEGEIRFEMEIC D SR L T 343, ERRICEE I LTI v iny, RIREERE
HEHEIIHED S FHAL AT X =2 DHEEREZRALT 2L 05 b DTH 5, EHOBENIE
LFiiE, o 2MRELAZEHL L5 2 — & ZEEREL T 3 720 QBRI C 1L 3 B AR o
Bl CEITAARETD 5, BT T, 1 BORERA XET M X 2HEEIC 11 B2h 2 ESH
TWw3 GELWEEEEIZ Kimetal, 2014 #508), Kimetal. (2014) TIREZXI N TWEEMNL o3
TA=2D70 ORFBRIREHELRFIF T2 L E 2 25 L, FMIEHEORE T Z DRE~~ 4 X7 0IC X
ZHEERTbRVE VTRV, TIIFEBROERTIE, 11 F xR G SE % &R 1T8 & Ik
TLES> T Lichs0, HEMHHTE 2w,

FEHL VT A — 2 e EERET 2 FEITEHR AR OBIR 2 DBIEN TII R WAL H 5,
F AL XD T X — 2 DHEEREE %m0 L, FEENICEML N5 2 — 2 OHEERSE b UGS
TN EERNICEEZONI2D Ltk v, ARBEEETAPETH Z25EICE, AL LD
CAT Z=7 VIS EDREZ ATV D, LA L, AL AT A — 2 TR L VD00 bR
ANz exEZDLL, ALRLANT A= 2OHEEREED L3 NE, EHIL LT A =% (eg., &
M) oHEERE DM ET 2759, EHL AT X — 2 L0HFERICE TR K2 hedun
WNERTH2ICd 25T, ADO ¥ CAT ORFERIIFLICH VT, EBHIL VAT A — X~
By Ialb—va vEREECTHRIICHE NS 2 LIZEFDOHMBMRY kh o7,

Z TCOARMZE T, EBROEBTORL EFEERFEOF v v 72 Mo 2720, AL~ CAT
DEEFIL T X — 2 OHEERGEIC SIS TR e a9 5, b LA L~ CAT AEML L7
A =2 OHEEREE Z#E0 570 61, KEIERTICEWTE 2 AL~ CAT ZFHT 2 C & &4l
THILNTES, TDRDIC, RIIFETIIEML AT A -2 DHEEREKE 7 v X LZRIFHER &
AL~ CAT THIT 27200 22Dy I aL— a VERZITY, AL TIREEME T A% FIH$
3, —2H®DY I 2L —va vERIL, BEMEES €7 (Delay disounting, DD; Madden et al.,
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2003) HEEFHALZbDTHL, ZOHDOY Iab—va vERE, CPT =7 %2HMHLZbDT
»H5,

FATHFZE & LE_ARRTE ORI, SEFIL RV T X — 2 DHETERE # MR &+ %55 TH %, HADO 1
REHIERRICBECCHEET AV EBEHAT 2 2 L2 HEL Cw 528, BRI XA -2 2 EERELT 2
FEOERE IR REE I TES T, TAZRMSEX®PSD #F v 7352 Il Td, fAL_ALANT
A —2 D RMSE, PSD Zfffid L T\ %, —J7 TAWIZE TIZENIL ~ 85 X — & @ RMSE, PSD % i
T2, ¥7, L OWEHEOBIED DD ADO O L Hir 2 D 1%, FHREAMD X YK FIFRES
— 2 DORBGER (Le., CAT) ZFIHL THRETT 25 TH 5,

5.2 fficiz HADO DA% {T, 53 fiCidv I al—va vERICKVEML RLAT A —Z~D
AN L ~=v CAT O a3 %, 54BN TEREEZITI,

5.2 A% HADO

22 fiCRHEEBE BN LD ADO T3, FHHiINMA L BRIMOLLONE Z FFTIH & LTH x
2HEEHHALZ, CoTEDIRELE LT HADO 3% %, HADO Tix, %7 X — X DERIH (&)
DRD YIS, ZNETOBIEDF — X yyuopy & 5elED T 72 FH M (Emnl Yruon) EFIT 2. D%
Y hierarchical & i3 n AHOHEFIOMZXET HIC, 1226 n-1l AHECTCOTF—2%2fHT 2L %
84, =/ TEAL LD ADO & %\ (% CAT TIEFERINM 2 X ET 2RI fttosNED 7 — & 1%
LRV, 510, BHL LD T X —RICBT 2 HA0 & EROMOLE RN & L TER
T%:&%@%éoOibuwﬂW%ﬂ=b§%ﬁg%%%ﬁ%kTé(mmaﬁJMMOtﬁL,Mi
EHLARAVARFGRA—=R2TH D, L2L, ZOFETEHEAL LD ADO & [FEkIC, 2ToRlEma T (B
JExAXETAMICK D) HEERITORINET RS Rz, FHRAHMO N CHREIEL S, 2F 0, B
JERA XHMED 1 BTikborz e LTHHIOMBERM R 100 FEERE HEE 100 BSnE % ¢ 7- ¢
TLEHZLiCnb7z0, EEOFERICHE W THEERICHHAT i3 TE v, AL v CAT
X 2B CHHL -FE2FHT 5,

5.3 ¥Sal—Y 3 EE

KEICIE, AL~V CAT IZEML RAANT X —2DHEERE L, 7 v & LRE0ER X 0 B mic
M EXRZZeNTELP»RMERT LI EHNE TS, WREARZZEMET VT DD €708 CPT
ETNTHD, VVITNBRYRT 4y 7GRS RE L HRD L, b 2 DDE T VT HIIEHE
RRHIETNATH 5720, #EUIRHEE M OFAED 5 GERT 2L 3L VWEE 2 5,

5.3.1 $83-1
5.3.1.1 EFIL

DD 8 C I SN 03D HE D BIRFRI % % 48 D SEIEMM < H~ & DFREEAT 80 2> % GFAlT 3 2 RS 7
AL I X 0 WM OAMEIZE 0 Bl s b E A bNT B, COHEEIXH 3 BOEHIELH > T2 L%
o, MANT—ELTWwEEEINTWS (Odum, 2011), F 7GR L thDFRAEEI 2BHH L 72 0
(Shamosh & Gray, 2008), kD RINCHIRIIIERZ FHITZ 2 e bEHINTW S,

DD G 1, AR & BIRHRIHAER & h, SIE R L5 5 288 2 B ERERETH 5,
AP AD % 2 NENBIE | DRIT € 1B 5 BIEHM DRI, 35 X CHIRHI O BRI & 5 5, B
SRIEAS (2RI 72 L CHBEXS % b © 2, BIESREAD OB IER Rtime, CHRIMEY D255 © 2 5.,
i (x ), 6, timey, ) D 3 KTETH 5.6

DD €7 VTl
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Yie ~ Bernoulli(pi (vie = 11£)), (48)

P e = 118 = logit™ {8, (u(a) - u(4$))}, (49)
u(4g) = x, (50)
(@ Xy
— 13
u(Ait B 1+ kitimeit ’ (51)

EWIERETAEIRET S, 72720, &= (L&) = (ki B, ki (0<k; < DIFEFIHE AT X —%,
B (0 < B) BRHRIE ST A — 2T 5o u (A ) FHIBHERILIC 351 3 EBIOMETBH b HIED D %
Fffifie LCRtE I NS, u (Agf)) VTBIEES I 3513 2 FEEIRIMHfECH O, SHhHRBIECHmEE»3E »
Sl s, WHIFRBEEBIIIEEIE OB L VU TiFF oL e I NnTwsb (Madden et al.,
2003) 2%, fhoETFAEKET S LD TE %,

Yial—vavTlE, NAZGOETOT—203EE 720, EFHL_VELTEAL LD T R
—ZHEEEFT ) 2O ICUToERL o7 (BEET L) 2EHT 5, ZEMEEEAZRKET
T

&g ~ N(ug02),g=1,2. (52)
PIREEND, 72721, Ug 0yl q BHD AT A= 21CB T 2P LOEHERATH 5, BIE~4 213
BEECH A ICHEA I N0, BOA VT v 7 ATH D g 3BT 5, CATDOY 22— a i, i
72 1, 2 LIZISFRROICITEL T, & N A DLe7 — 22358 3 £ T, REBIceT — &I
LCHEET V2B L 72,

WFFE# X BRI, BRIRHE & R EE & i o B afEE % L 5 © & CREBREEDR)
Remaicz 2, HOoMOHEHZEZ R TNE, HEEDHEED T DX IIZHHD T A — X DHEED IF
LOXDME D, ZDOARIETIE, —2OHOEMTFYDOHETHKEL, 2 >OROEN L
DOHEER LD T ICEH T 5, FHCHIGIEBFRONR L 75 T & 03% 0,

5.3.1.2 A%
Yilal—vavoRnNRUTo 2203228 TE3 1 (A) AAL_ADY Ial—vay;
(B) ML 1Dy Iat—vayv, (A) MAL_ALDY Ial—vavTld, TTHEVO5RITEZ
HIEITE LC o v X LIl % BT — 2 B R 1T o 72, Z D%, HEH @ ADO ° CAT & Ak (1) #
BWOEIR, (2) EBRAT v 7, (3) _A XEEEEVIBE LITo72, ZOAL VDY IaLb—vavid
BSIMNE THALITAT o 72, RIEOEIRRZ 7 v 7l L ~v CAT (Kiff%E <id ADO-D, ADO based on
D-optimality L MERZ 2035 %) H 2DV I 7 v X LRFEGEIRIC X 0 {To7z, (B) ERIL LDy T2
—> a2 v T, N AREBHDOT—2%(A)ICL Y F—2ERLRIC, ERIL_AL AT X=X ZHEET
27-0MEEET A EREAL -, &EBIC, ERL_ABITHEAL LD AT X —%i2E1F% RMSE &
PSD #HH L 7=,
Yial—vavoOREFUTO®Y TH5, AT T, ZMERN, #E G lZzazh 20, 20, 2
THhotzo FHEIN/2 NE Lz, (1) FHOERR 7 v 7B L i, RN ERIEIZ 1,2,---,20, 2T
IR D fEfffiE 1 1,2,--,10 & L7z, (2) EFER Ty FicBALTit, B 1 ek 2 HoEMTFgE X O
HEMR 2213, ~ N(0.2,0.052), 4, ~ N(1,0.1%),0, ~ N(0.05,0.012), 0, ~ N(0.25,0.05%), #E2 Ic B 3 HDHE
M ¥ 5 L ORE#EfR 22 13, ~ N(0.3,0.075%), u, ~ N(1.5,0.22),0, ~ N(0.05,0.01%),0, ~ N(0.25,0.05%) &
L7ze 2% VEGIROBEORMAIZFE 0.1 THhD, TNHLD T A= XEDORTEIL, FRCHIBIE Iy
BB KEWZ LRINTEVFRELH L A, Ahn et al. (2020) D Supplement [H#R % ZH 1 L 72,
ZAE, TN OSIME ZHGIF 0.01 AT OHEEM L 2 2 56D b, MA2OSM#E X 0.9 KL EOHE
EMEL 72 256 H o7z, AL, 0206 1 OITIRWEICR > TV 727213 02,03 FREE L L
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Too HAHAL R DT X =2 DBEfEITA(52) 22DHER L7z TRHDEAL RNV DNT X — X BT
QERRAT v 7 TT —2ERT 2RICHHL 72, 3) M XMEAT v 7B L Tld, MCMC #E5E 1%
5000 [ 7Y v L= A4 VR E LT 2000l ZFEC, RIGIZIE1 T3 FoA v EEILE, gD
HHT A 12 B; ~ Student’s t(4,0,3) THIF [T —kNH U, 1) 2R L7z, FABEEAXETL0D
MCMC #E T, EHIL RN T X — X DFEFITu, ~ U(0,1),u, ~ U(0,100), 04,0, ~ U(0,100) &
L7zo BIBICERIL _ANT X —2I12E1F 5 RMSE #HHE L 72, 72BN O 720 ICfEfE~ 4 X
TATHE I NIZHAL VT X —2D RMSE b EH L7z, ¥ Ialb—3 a3 vk 100 B#EYIRL 7,

53.1.3 R LEXR
Table 5-1 1%, BHEOEIREEICEH T 2EML 8T X — %D RMSE, PSD #7853, CAT &thics v

T, 7V X LRHOEINGEE X D EML N85 2 —%2D RMSE b PSD /N & v, EF[HR AT 2 —xC
HHJ %, Figures 5-1a, 5-1b (3k; DERIFH D RMSE ¥ X U PSD #3£ 3, RMSE, PSD ifj/7icBdL C,
CAT &M CT v X LRIBOEIRGHF L VHEED N7 4 —< v AR R,

EEPFMEZZICBI L TlE, CAT §fFIE 7 v X LRIBuEIR G L 0 D HEERE 2RV (Figure 5-1c)e £
AL _RAST R — 212 BT B HBEOER RO RMSE DV (7 v & L08R — CAT 4&4F) 1% 0.01,
296 TH o7, PSD DiE L 0.06,0.73 TH o7z, & CTIETH %728, CAT 5t D775 RMSE, PSD %3/)
TN EEEKT D,

Table 5-1. RMSE and PSD of each stimulus selection condition

Random ADO-D
group mean groupsd group mean group sd
RMSE k 0.06 0.06 0.02 0.02
B 1.56 1.01 0.46 0.44
PSD k 0.06 0.06 0.02 0.02
B 1.00 0.91 0.40 0.42
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a. RMSE b. PSD
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Figure 5-1

DD #3513 5 #1715k, DL H T4 5 5 RMSE, PSD
(@), (b): k; DR FICBET 2 RMSE, PSD, B (F) B0t 2 b 27 413 7 v X LRIHEGER M
(CAT 4:tF) ofERERT, ; (0): kD EHTHHEZZICEIT 2 PSD,

5.3.2 §83-2
5.3.2.1 EFIL
i 2 RMEEE X ORMET I, IR 2 CHEFALZ CPT £EFATH D, ST A —RIFE =
(0i1,0i2,0:3,01) = M Vi i, ) TH B, 7277 Ly 3FBHER AT A -2 TH %, BEEETVIT SS3-1 &
[EEES
0ig ~ N(ug.02),q = 1,234 (53)
PRE SN D,

5.3.2.2 /%

Yial—va vt SS3-1 LFEEETH L, BT T, SMEKN, BHEIIZz Lz n 20,20,2 T
Hb, FEEN/2 & L7z, (1) FIEeEFOICBI L <, IRNAE O ERfE X 10,15,20,---,100, & EIHER O
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filfilx 0.01 225 0.99 % 16 HER 3 5Kl L L7z, (2) EWRT v 7 ICBIL T, B 1 0B X O
{7 X, py; ~N(0.50.12), u, ~ N(0.61,0.0252), us ~ N(0.8,0.0252), u, ~ N(1.7,0.5%) , oy ~
N(0.1,0.012), g, ~ N(0.05,0.012), a; ~ N(0.05,0.01%), g, ~ N(0.25,0.05%), #f2 0fEMF¥E Lk ViEHE
e 72 &, p; ~N(0.55,0.052), u, ~ N(0.7,0.05), ps3 ~ N(0.75,0.05%), us ~ N(1.5,0.25%) , o, ~
N(0.1,0.01%), o, ~ N(0.05,0.012), g3 ~ N(0.05,0.012), g, ~ N(0.25,0.052) & L7z, 2% Vy,IcBI4 2%
FMFEMEZ L8 01 TH B, T b D 3T X — XEDFRIE 1Z Nilsson et al. (2011) 3 X U Tversky and
Kahneman (1992) #S#I1C L7z, 3) _4 XHEE AT v ZICBIL TIZ, SS3-1 L FAKDHTETH 5, a;, ¢;
D HHi A 1T Z L% N Student’s t(4,1,0.25), Student’s t(4,0,3) Z M FH L 7z, n,y; B L Tldn; ~
U0,1),y; ~U(0,2) & L7z, BEE~A4 XEF LD MCMC #EEICHWTIE, EFIL AT X — X DEE]
IR 1F g, o, Us, thy ~ U(—1000,1000), 04, 05, 03,04 ~ U(0,1000) & L7z, > I 2L —3 a3 % 50 [AlfE D K
L7,

5.3.2.3 fERLER
Table 5-2 13 B HHORIRGEH1c BT 2 EM YT A — & D RMSE & PSD %789 RMSE iIZ2\W\ T, CAT

ZtF (ADO-D 5&F) 1B 2 EFIFHD RMSE 1E, 7 v & LZHEEIRSGFE X Y b /NEH 572, PSD i
DWTIE, a;, ¢;RBBT, CATE&MEIR T v X AHOERSEE L W X7 —~ VY 2B R Do 72,

RNT A =Ry ]lEHT b, Figures 5-2a, 5-2b 13y DM D RMSE 5 X O PSD %% 3, RMSE, PSD
M ICBI LT, CAT & T 7 v X LHIHOEIRSGE X VHEE D7 + —~ v AR\, BEH - [H (2019)
DHEEREEICBAT 2R Lt~ 2 &, T v X LRBUERSGFIC BT 2, BEETvICX 25 R
EREEL, AL _NVDETAZEHLZETATCOHERELVEVDLDTH o7, ZNTH RSB,
CAT &R 13 7 v X LRIBOEIRGM L D X7+ —< VY ABR Do 72,

EMEFIIEZAICBI L TiE, CAT £&Fix 7 v & ZRIBOEIR G X 0 S HEER A R (Figure 5-2¢) %
AL S~ 8T 2 — 2T BT 2 REUEIREHR D RMSE D#E W\ (7 v & L08R — CAT §&tF) 1% 0.01,
0.02,0.07,78.13 T& - 7=, PSD Di&\> (% 0.05,0.06,0.02,0.02 TH o7z, £TIETH 5729, CAT &0
7553 RMSE, PSD 28/N & W2 & 2 EIk T 3,

Table 5-2. RMSE and PSD of each stimulus selection condition

Random ADO-D
group mean group sd group mean group sd

n 0.05 0.05 0.03 0.04

RMSE Y 0.13 0.10 0.05 0.04
a 0.30 0.09 0.15 0.10

(o) 0.85 0.14 0.52 0.25

n 0.06 0.06 0.04 0.04

PSD Y 0.07 0.08 0.03 0.03
a 0.08 0.07 0.07 0.07

(o) 0.20 0.13 0.33 0.29
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a. RMSE b. PSD

40 30
— Random 25 — Random
30 — ADO-D — — ADO-D
oy z 20
= =
S 20 S 15
L L
L L 10 4
10
5 —
D — — - [ D . 1 I_I_I_F‘
T T T T T T 1 T T T 1
000 005 010 015 020 025 030 0.00 0.05 0.10 015
RMSE PSD
c. PSD of group mean difference
15 — Random
M — ADO-D
a\ —
c 10
w
=
(o}
L
L 5 ~
I n
0 - [1 M
T T T T T T 1
000 005 010 015 020 025 030
PSD of mean difference
Figure 5-2

CPT E7 Vic BT by, DEMHIFICBI$ 2 RMSE, PSD
(@), (b): y, D EHIFICEIFT 2 RMSE, PSD, £ (R) Htob R+ 77 213 7 v & LHIEGER &AM
(CAT &) oz, ; (0): v, DEEFIIMEEICBIS 2 PSD,

5.4 EE

KT CIIEA L v CAT BERIL VDT X — 2B T 2 HEEREIC R THER N, &
ML _noF 2 —2013% < OLOBERCTELONRICR 21T TH 52, AL~ CAT BERL X
NG A= L CRWIEERE A 52 2 D0 3AHTH 572, v I ab—v a VEROMKR, A
ETMICENT, ALV CAT FEML IV ANT X2 OHEEREZ M LI ¢ 2 2 B30 h o7,
ERHIL_A T 2 —%D RMSE % PSD 2B LT, CAT &fFi37 v X L MBI L D 0 %< D
NT A= RICBTHEERES @ o 7o FRCODHEAN 2B O Ic D &, SS3-1 Tldk;, SS3-2 Tldy;ic
BHLZ, o A= 1cB LT CAT &Fic X WiEERERE T > 72, T-BEET LV CHfEEL
7AEAL _VLDoXT 2 =R 2D TY, CATIZ XY RMSE % PSD i3 F23- 7=,

Fe1T9E (Kim et al., 2014; Ahn et al., 2020) <Ti, AL AV CATICX VAL A DT X — X
DHEEREDS M ET 2 2 L AR IN TS, AIFEORIED 2 e —HLEMETH o7, IHICK
e ciE, AL~V CAT ICX VERL RINAFZRA—-ZOHEREI 2D M ET 22 2R RINT,
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DT EHL, REMERIICET 2EBOSME» V2 ERNAERICELTE 2D, AL~
CAT #4423 LB TE 3,

e 3 oA L LT, AL ~L CAT IZEML 8T X — 2 R EHERELT 2 FETidRnwT e
BETONG, BEICIE, EHL AT 2 — 2 DHEEREEICH LT, RERIEERciRRvEn)
ZETHD, AT, EMLRNANT X — 2R EERENT 2 FEPER T2 LW EEZ,
BEREREE 2 S 2 X 9 Al AL~ v CAT %#FIH L CRIBUEIR 21T 72, b L, WAzt ziliz 4
L) BRERL ARV AT X2 DHEERD 20 IE AT D% 2 FHlT 2 HERELSFET 240613, EFLX
N5 A — ZICh L C Rl IEGEIR 2, Bl S 7 4+ — < ¥ A5 b HREBOfE AL < CAT 0%k
DM TED XL B,

72, W% 3 Tk, 7 v & LHIOEIRSME & CAT &2 L T3, EEOERBRTRERICT v &
LICHIHA RS L BHELOb W, 22T, AL~ CAT IZ X o TEML R T X — 2 fff
EREERMET 2L 0 L Z2RTD, 7V X LRBUEREFEIR—Z 74 v e LTHEHRALTWS,
KO LTI, EIREEOMELZ TE 2 72T 2 (e, ERMELRE 0.5 1L %; MP i) Hlli#
BIREREDEZOND, ZOMICOVTIRIFEL TMPEEZED Ty IaLb—Y a3 v i\, MPE
LHARTH CAT M ClIHEERE M L3 2 2 bR T 5. F72 MP k% &0 CRIBGEIR SRR < ¥
7 A= VAP L OREEAT L 2R A THEHT 2,
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6. E£6=: HE4
6.1 /4>ra8H a3y
fiff9e 3 THL T L 722 & id, BEELL T WAL v CAT 28, ETLVBIEEIRH L2 DD T

vV ELRBGEIRGEE L D 2 RIHEERERR 20728 0w 2L ThHh B, ERL R ANT X —2DOHEEREE
ZEEREL T 2 EH L~ CAT 13, FEEDOMBMY D7 &b LHFEHAKICE TR REE SN
T, AL~ CAT b, EHS T X — 2 OHEEREEE DB A b (35l 2 RIBLEIUE Tl ]
REVEDSTFIES 5,

WoE 4 <if, LHL AT X — 2 DHETERE 2 i KL 3 2 JIBGETGE 2 G52, AL~
CAT 23, HEERAVICEENI N T X — 2 OHEERE 2 L3 2 L ~ )L CAT L FRIETH 5 D2 ZifEE
5, 2%, ANV~ CAT IF, EFHL L CAT LR T, #HEREOEH®RTEN bWHELD 2
D > % BRI ICHER 3 %, BFEOLHERGH X, REMERI1ES W20, EHIL AT X —%
rEERET 2 FEXASNLITHRAMESSwEEZLbNE, 72, RKICAL <L CAT ofEk53
EAER DR, FEATRE OEBELCHBOERMEHEBIC B W TOFEDE MEGVWEEZ 5 L, A
L)L CAT BRI N2 R ECTH L AMREM D & 5,

% T CHFZE 4 TliF, PO —E8TH % pharmacokinetics/pharmacodynamic (PK/PD) & MEiEi
2 HEIN CIRE X T\ %, population-level Fisher information matrix (PFIM; Bazzoli et al., 2009; Breslow
& Clayton, 1993; Foracchina et al., 2004; Gagnon & Leonov, 2005; Longford, 1994; Montre et al., 1997;
Ogungbenro & Aarons, 2008, 2011; Wand, 2007) ZF|H L T D HiEfkzfr5 &5 FEICEHT S
(Hooker & Vicini, 2005; Ogungbenro et al., 2007; Retout et al., 2007), Z ® PFIM Of74| % g Kb 3
% L) RIBOEPGE 2 EH L ~ov CAT & AfFETIRIES, Z D PFIM R— 2 ORIHERZ, X b 1G4
BT T VICHEAT %,

M 1~3 AL TEX -8 E D FI1EHRITY] (Fisher information matrix, K FIM) 13, EEET L
N LCTIREHCTERZWETH S, 7EL I 6.2 Hi TRt 7R & 233 525, PFIM 3L ~LE
FAD=»OMED FIM 0fb Y L7 d, BEETAHO FIM OMIGES PFIM & \» 5 3% ok
Vo 2@ PFIM R—2® D fm#ftic & Y FLH L~ 8T X — 2 OHEERE S HRNICH LT 5 & T h
T 3% (Ogungbenro et al., 2007),

ML~ CAT ofiinvz, Kimetal. (2014) 1Z¥1F % Figure 1 25 I{ERK L 72 Figure 6-1 % {#i -
T3 %, Figure 6-1 1B 3 7L — DAY TAL 24 LTiibN s iBZHOSMEDFEHRE KL
Poibid i NHOSIE ORI D o 72 BICAH 7 74 vV TITONWAHEEFEZRL T b, 7L — DN
i, AT LDEEERLTEY, fEROfEAL <V CAT LFETH L, 20, () FHEERZT v
7, () RIGT — 2 OHFH 5 3R, (i) BAL~VETVIC X ZHEEZ#EVIEL T b, 7272 L
AL~ CAT & %2 i3 Kimet al. (2014) © ¥ I 2L —v a v CRFBGRIR A 7 v 7 O Rl o IR AL i
FEAL RV T X=X DHEEREE RN T 27200 TH S, Kimetal (2014) & 2 W IZAIE
DFHIIL, FBMEDOEBBK D ZEICAT 74 v CHEETVIC L 2HEEETTV, 2 DIEREZRD i+1
ZHoSMEDEBECHHT 22 ThH5, Kimetal. (2014) T, &7 74 v THEESI AL X
NRTRA—=RDEEZENERDOSMEDREHI DM E L THHL TWwb, RiffEcid, FHiifofme LCH
M3 223 L, £7 74 v TROLENL RN AT A — 20 GHEEMZ R DSNE O RN T
PFIM §tHE D7D ICfHT 2, 7L —OBNTIE, AL RVETATHRIA=ZHEEZITo TS T
CICHEBRLETD D,

7272 L PFIM R — 2 D Hll#LEIR % adaptive design D720 I T 2541k, —2MERH 5, %
i, FEEE T VIC X 2HEE IZEHRRFED IS < 20 255603 % 720, ) T A X4 LOFEETIT
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RITC L ICPEEET AV COMEEERITI) ZL L VWRTH D, ZD72®, Figure 6-1 D 7L — DN D
IYIAAL NV ET AV TCRAT2LERD Y, EFL VAT A2 FEITTLICEHR T LT
EhV, ZDEOEML RN AT XA —ZDfEIZA 7 T4 v RO AETRAL RTUER DS v, £77,
FEEET NV CHEE LZ2MMAL R T A= ZHEEME L AL XV ET A THEE L AL =85 2
— ZHEEMEIE—MRIC R R 2 EIC 2 2 e BB 5, BEET VCHET 2 LM MICEHE S, Wb
W % i/ (Shrinkage) & W5 HEE D7D TH % (i, 2016), PFIM OFHRICIE, HLRHIL R8T X —
Z2DfEE, BEET VCTHEE LEAL XINANT X -2 OREEERDEE D, 2D, Tt 4 DE
L ~n CAT TlE, #7954 v oKD 7-EHL A5 2 —2{li L, /NETEE (R& 4 VHETER) ©
K26 DL bWHE/NT 20 % THIL TGHELZZEAL AT X — 2 DHEEE%Z L <, PFIM ©
ARZITO e &35, ELCIZ6.2HITHIMAT %,

Z TOARIZECIE, HERIICENL ~A 8T X — 2 OHEFE % RiE{L T % 2 PFIM ~— 2 DEM L~ L
CAT #BHETMCEAT 2 2 &, BIXUEML XL CAT 25 DAL~ CAT DIER DORLEE % i
AT 2L %HMNET S, $EGENARY IaL—2a v LTUTFD22o9%{T5, —olF, EAMLE
HOF xv 27 & LT, PFIM CERL AT X—2D PSD BRTVHITE 200F =y 7 &, f/hEEE
NEHLALEEETZ2LDF 2y 727927200 Ialb—vavi{rH, ~2HIZ, FIM 073 &
PFIM 0K DiE W2 HEZ T2 2 & <, AL <1 CAT LML <~V CAT 0EWZ THlT 57290
Yial—vavEito,

i—i+1(ROSME) TRYKRL

FRDT (kg 02 Yriar)

i

BEEBETILICL ZHTE

t—t+1T#EEYIRL

|

T EETE
fi,t \ fi,t+1
R N reaon | [#rmm | [ mor—z |
LEisyir)| + | Fr1Gio) 4 X1 4 Vit+1 \
S | | BAL _LETIL
ENERR  pEAMAER  RRORE v

Figure 6-1
HADO % %\ 309 4 TfT 5 RIHuERE o g X

WEET VI 2HEEEATRERAL L CAT BT IaLb—vavddwidEROKENER
3, Kimetal. (2014) 3 X O Myung et al. (2013) ZZF /B L 7=,

6.2 Ak
6.2.1 PFIM

PFIM 387 VIcEHE T 2 FIEMEL W LB TE S, i2SMEDA VT v 7 R, EREEMR
NIRX=Z, bR BEBNREATA—2 LT D, 2%V, AT X—2&1F
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§i=$+b;, (54)
2
b; ~ N(0,Q),Q = (W“ W“) (55)

Wi W3
CEDAERINTHE T3, EHLNANTA—X(E, W= (§W, W, Wyy)ThDb, ENERFEY,
Wi, Wy, WEMODONZ D&% RKT, chdbi3A 774 vVIcTHERA XTI L W #EERTDR,
PFIM O FHREIC I FZ A O WIRHE%Z 3 %, PFIM Tt A 1 © LEERE %

L(¥;y:) = [ p(¥:il&, b)p(b;|Q)db; (56)
&%ﬁ?%okﬁb,wu%m%i@éﬁﬁ%@ﬁﬂ?—ﬁﬁ£éoOi@,%HVKWN?X~ﬂ®

TEREUL, p(yi|E, b)ICBWTEEMBICEHL THEMEELZRL LTERT S, INEFAHL TEA
1ICBHL T

B 0%1(¥;y:)
Fi(‘P)—E[— FITIFLT ] (57)
RERT D, COHMMEENL VD7 4 v v x —fFRE (PFIM), F(®) =3, F,(P)& L TERT

b, 7272 L N ZSMEHTH 5, FricAHE T, BEEFEED PFIM ;%Ej—éo
e 4 o Iar—va v THHAT IV A A EZRELZ-ETLVOEEICE T %5 PFIM
Ogungbenro and Aarons (2008) THIAI N T3, EEREE T AICE T 23EBIRMERp (v = 1|1E) % pie
& ZTIIMKEL T %, Ogungbenro & Aarons (2008) Tli, fEHICT 2 72 0QIEXMITHIZKE L T
%, MATHICiREWEabiEmE T3 (Ogungbenro et al., 2008), J; = ap‘ JZ = api LS5, 272
L, pi = Qi1 o, Dir) BEFIT D OBIRMERCTH YV, ], 2,137 — ZHX ST A — ﬂ*ﬁl@ﬁﬂfﬁ %, Bl
7 — 2y, DS EATH D23
Vi=Z,QZ; +W; (58)
EWwHAXTcT& 2 (Longford, 1994), 72721, W;idp, (1 —pi) % (L, O L T 5 MATHICTH 5, 13

T OB T — Z XNV X = A GHIHE D 728, BREHEBIFEEL 2T EEIp, (1 —pp) & 75 5,
DF 0, BREMHFOMEIIZOZICEYRFIN TS, £ L TPFIM i

F&) =) Jwil, (59)
i=1
TRfHTZ 2,

6.2.2 R34 VHtEE

3L LD R HEE T 2 B0CIE, EEHAVONS L5 AEARNAHER X v i/NMEEE & IFITh
LENTHEERBZFIET 5, AN, FEANOHERZIEE T 2BC, EHTFE DT ANICHI/NT 5
HERLZRD, AN ClRE/NHEERICOWTT M (2004, M) 2&5FICHHT 5, 5, X=
Xy, s X)), €= (&, o, &) 8T 20 EQOFRFINMDBEERE Z K b2 fio TpElo) e KD LT
%, FFICEDHRTS \afﬁk L TNy (&, Tl BIRE T 5, 7272 LIy m RICDHNATHITH B, & DRF~A
RHEE = O HHAHE

fot T (K= ) =X = = (X~ &) (60)

Y d, AFETIEZOREZFHALT, AL _AEFALLOHTEX 254 ZHEEE GH/NEE
B) #E L <HAT 3,

6.2.1 fioFHICHIGEE 2 &, XIFHAAL A EFATHTE LA L _A 8T 2 — 2 OHEFENE, &

347 74 v CHERA XET X O HEE L 2 EM TP OHEEME E tid A7 74 v T~ 4 XE7

VIS X O HEE L 72 sd OHEEME Wy, Wy TH B, ¥ Ial—vava—Ficklds PFIM HEOF

E% T 2, 3, FANCHE~A X7V THE L ZEFML V87 X — 2 O SHEEE £ Wy, Wy,
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BHDHET L, COMEMHEITIFHOSMEOEFHITFICFRILETH S, 2L, fMreicAL
ROLETCHIE LZAAL 3 F 2 — 2 offiEfE (X (60) ks F2X) 2HET 5, chek
(60) Tk 2x 4 VHETFBICEBELIMAL A NT XA —2EDHMEHEL TS5, 2hicky, R (54)
OB EDOWEEM b DR TE L, AL _A AT X—% &, BRMEbPRE 572D T, R
fe¥p,,, PFIM GHEICB), Z; b IR TE, REMICPFIM 2510 T2 L3 TE 5,

6.3 2alL—Y 3 R
6.3.1 SS4-1
6.3.1.1 A&

SS4-1 X USS4-2 ITBWTHIR Ry I 2L —Y a va{To72Ic, SS4-3 TAAL VDY I 2l —
va VEBREIT), SS4-1 FLATOREARNZL 2 AR T2 L2 HINE 35, —2lk, PFIM DO
KXo TERMAT A -2 DMERDO DA FHTE 2 20%2ERT 25, 2070, PFIM DFtH &,
MCMC R—2T® PSD Ot EZ{TWHiKE L2, Z2oHIC, fi/hEEBEoXEHMAHL T, AL X
WETNVTHEE L AL RVANT AR DERFARET 2 LR TE 20 %2R T 2, D720, B
JEETAVCHEEL AL R~V ANT X=X AL RXVETATHELZAAL RV AT A =2 ZD
DDODOTMHEEZR—A T A v LTHRS, 2O LT, BEETATHELZEAL L XT 2 — 2 LA
AL RAVETVTHIE L 2 BAL RN T A — 2 %M/ NEERO X A > CHRE L 72fE & O RHEE D
B2, BEORMENLE LA L/NE L hoT0E 0% ERT 5,

YIialb—vavomnd, REERE LIEEZRT (7 v X LR E0ER) BIcHEORITHR, S
BooT—2%%K L, MCMCH#E%#ITH) L WHIdbDTHb, 77 LT—21F5 7B ML &hd
HE DX 2R T 5, ERMHERMEETVEMHAALVET VO TIT 5 EEEORHERE &
ATEEBRTIE, BEETAMIC X BHEELRITS  LIZFHERFMMICEE L WS, Ay IaL—v g VHEERT
FEMANT A =2 D7 IEfRE DIEZ A Y 7o iz ofEEE T VIC X 2HEE DT o7, 72 FIM & PFIM 3
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A=V ADETFZEIERIEIAVRIOB L LI 2L THD, 7z, 53,4 Tk, BEET 11t
LTWEREINL VI EHTOETAVBEIEEDRIEIZA I W LRI N, W92 D X 5 7
ALV DETAICET 2B EORE L, BELL Tnd 2892 L) BIEEORBEITENICE
BLEbDTHDHLHEZLILHTELD, FFICMMALLVET AR TORIEEIC XY FEREL 256
CELRVWEERH L LICOWT, X HICHHEMICHEGRIICHIS Z EBEFE L, ED X5 hET M
Thhit, ETMREDHE L ZNIEEFEL R TRV O E, BESH LY CAT 23
WeTLn57259,

¥7- MA-DO 32 DFEL, BEOET A REET L L3 TE 255 DD, adaptive design D FEERIC
BuTid, FrEKEOMETH O THIRET L2ETALEZBEMTE 20T Tldav, HBEPET MK
TikH2b0D, HEMNT BRI LUNICHIEERD 720 0t HE Kb bR 5 7201iE, 3~5HfREO £
FTARBICR B THENE, COXI Rfrs, EDOX) REHETAEZNETE2ETALELTANRS
REP LWV FICOWTHETT 2 0ERH 5, Fl21F, 582 © SS2-3 THRZ X 9 T T Ao ERD
DYl 20DETNVIL, 13 LA ETH CRIBOETGERICE,R 20T, BRAICIIATL2rANLZS TR,
EEZLILHTELILD LR, T2, BETCOETADBEESTCLIEY) EEEE2EZ2ZZ L, ANLD

65



EHET VOES (FET 012y b)) BENENDBERR Y oA T —2%2KRBTE, EhproxeTu
DIERET L E LCHDICHET 2 L5 T4ty PICLAEADRRWEEBRNICEEZONSE 2D
LNy, — T, RGBSRz TAZE LT, BR—KT2bFTidhnl, =7 LE
RT3 —< v ZRWEMER BT 2T TRV, —chhoarz Al we 527,
FRELLDETAEANDEIREDPOREDTH L V2D LR, TNOLDMHBENE 2, MA-DO & \»
) FEICOWTE, SHIVEBIC LY, HEIRmEHZFHMICHX T BERH 57259,

1.4 ETLVEBEICEDIETILER~ADEE

AT, EAWICHEEREOAICEH LT &2, Mo BTEARKWITAL LTET LRR
LB 5, HE 2 DERDLS, BEOETAZIRE L CAT 2175 LEDET L% T T WGER TEN S
KPR LRI BMHEADB R A7, CAT %175 A1, CAT TIRE L7z T A0 E T VBRI CRITN 2§
ENEELDITHL, CNEIHLET LD FIERENKELS RS L, ZOETARET VERCEIL
NeILAhdrRBd s, AR TRMNERDL o728, BozeT L EEL T CAT 2179
E, BoE'ETAERERT 2MERDP LR T 2720, 20X ABERTHH DT LVEIEL CAT
YV AF—TH 3, CAT e T /VERICSUTTHEDHIKE NPy 7 TH D, 7¥%Rb, CAT iI%
TOERZFME L L CEEMNICEZ TIwAa v, EROMIETide 7 VERE HEERE O 5 037
A=V RAEMNT EUERDH L 0L THSL, TNE, HED L VEFREZETAR—XTITH 2 L
%<, ETVERLCOOMED 2 VEIMEET LI LBHLI LN ETHD I,

TEARKETAE LTHEE, B8, EFAERD 32082 b5, KELHCTRED R -7
23, ZICIE U TRk & e flOEIREEHED Z 2 SN 5 B 2 1, =7 WBEIRO B2 5 @ ADO (e.g., Myung
&Pitt, 2009) IR OERELH 5, T2, V7 & LKA CIIFFTES D v, HlsEE T IX
) DR & OFIBOERIICEE D 2158 (e.g., Ogungbenro & Aarons, 2008a,b) 23T T3, &
DX 5T, WEHHTT 2 P RIBOEI L IHEEREELANC D B Y, Zh o oBRED HZE X 20821 H 5,
il z1E, ETAERCERPEI»N TV L0, ZOBRORELCERPEI»NT LD L > T, #
IR T A v oI v IAd 4 X3 EDL V5,

b 3 DOMEHNIITAD 2 W ITHIBUEREEDRELZ Y, 3 22TH L IR ENRELOH 2
oy Eed T3 X 5 ICEBREITHY C EHMNTH B, BIFE 2 OFERIE, HEEHE LT ARROM
B H 2 L R T b, EMERE LR DERICIEFRHERECIYa Yy Pr— X
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RL T, 200 Bl YR L5 OREEEER L7z, 2F 0, 20 5170 ORIEAS 200 MI4ER S W &
7%, 20 AT ORI (1 Bl YiIEL) 13 N NoeSm#Ficinansg (e, SNHFME CRIEIE
[d]—® fixed design),

N ADOSMEDERZITH> L2 BET L2 _OHOZRT v 7 (b) TIE, UFOWNTITI, (1) &
FILRAANT X =2, AN RN ANT A= 2R T 5, (2) REIE TRl L 7273 CEA 72l %
HL, ZM&EE T LI PFIM %5159 3, PFIM 2258 L~ 85 2 — %@ PSD O FHIfED 2x1.96
5, FRZEANTZ A =2 030TH 2L »pORECHET 2MENOFIfEREIHT 2, 27y 7 (1) ©
NI A= ZERIIAIRED L LR TH D, 7277 LEML RV AT A =231 MDYV ERLT—2D
EEFHERL, AL AT 2 =2 N A (60 N) 53D T A — ﬁf%iﬁbimXT/7(@“C
PSD o FHlfEd 2x1.96 52 HH LT3, 7277L, EEHEOMBIRY, HEimic lv«»»7x—&

%Kﬁﬁ#(ML%u)Eﬁﬁﬁuﬁéuk#ﬂ%éﬂfwébﬁfiﬁw FESE L IER 2 I
UL 2 eB%nwa &b, SS5-1 xfed 2 2 2Ez2, LidostEMERER L2, B
JJC 2\ Tix, PFIM #&H L 721412 Ogungbenro and Aarons (2008b) @z (9) 25X (12) ickE-o
WTHME L 72, 7 L < 13 Ogungbenro and Aarons (2008b) % &M L CTAKL \», 7 BHIEGE Catib L 72 X
I, BERE ST A — 2 O BEHIZ T 0.05 TH %, Lt o#E51K k o E M 1cB9 % PFIM, PSD ©
THIED 2x1.96 5, HIFIEk ORFHIAICET oo PllfEZ AL T2 IaL—va v, Hi
HCVERL L 72082 v + 2 LC 200 [HIEE VIR LT, FEEEZEHL 72,

A1.2.2 HREER

HFIR k OEMEED 3 WIRERZE AT A —2ICB LT, ZELic () (Bio) PFIM, (b)
2 X 1.96 x \/P;W’ (c) T D FHIE% /R L 72 D2 Figure A1-2 TH %, 7277 L, FfloSn&#Ix
ZDONEETCOT =20 20 T eTEEINZb DL LT, flz i, #2110 oFA4 v ik
Zh#E 10 A x 17820 51T =200 707 — X 2R L 2o 1% %R L T3, PFIMIZDW»

Tl, det(PFIM) %At 3 % PFIM &, det(FIM) ZimAflb3 2 FIM SfEdmd RE L, RICE
PRI E OfiifE Z R & 32 MPEHBRE L, RO/NI VOB T v X LEHFTH s, Tk KL C,
2X 1,96 X sy 35 X ORI IS D1 Tt PFIM 46, FIM &SR % 87 —< v Z# R, MP 4
TERRICR L, 7V X LEMIEDE) 5 72,

2x196xJ___(HgneA12b) 22T, B2 Tt OfEZ 0.3 U FIcil 2 2 WiB&ic s nw T,
RIS PFIM, FIM (i 7 AET, MP & T 11 ABET, 7 v X L4ETIE 35 A
DECH D, H5IIHEOME 0.2 LT IcHl 2 72\Wi&iciE, PFIM, FIM £&f:Ci3f 15 ASLET
MP 45Tk 23 ABET, 7 v X LEMETIE 60 AL EASLETH B,

Bt 71 (Figure Al-2 ¢) iIC2WTid, FlXIEHmEN%Z 70%LL i Lz wiEEicsv»waid, FElic
PFIM, FIM &&ffCl3f) 40 AZ T, MP @Ti@60k%%y@ 7/&A*#fi6okf%ém
TERV, HBWIEHRENT%E 80%LL Eic L7zwigAici, PFIM, FIM & CTidf) 52 AL T, ftho 2
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TR 60 Ay DT — 2 D TERTE R\, £7-, PFIM &3 PFIM, Fillxf7- PSD, i
NoFTHREEBVWTHREATEER>TVwEEF 25, — T 4 TRanzLHiC FIM EFi
PFIM S&ff & te~Tla b A R v, Bl 2 i3 )<, FIM &FICB W ToASMER % 1~2 A
Roric e E, PFIM &fFofti i b AFICTE 3, 72, FIZIESMERS 40 N (&# 20 A3D)
DOIRPLTIE, BHIIIE PFIM §f4C 72%, FIM 4efFC 70%, MP 54T 53%, 7 v X L5MHT28%¢L
W FHIlCH o 72, S E DFITlE, MP %2> 5 FIM % PFIM ~ — 2 O RIBOEREICZE 2 5 2 & T17~19%
BEOMRENOUGESRATN TS, EEALLTL, ZomBhofEizd < % TR R FHlET
HY, EBITIIMCMCH#iEEZE2R—2t L2y ial—yvavitko Tl hofizkw 3 7o+ =2
BT o1z /iH R\, if9E 1 @ two-step procedure TF 9 &, KREIOHERIIRAT v 7' 1 OffR<T, A7 v
T2l TIERETo>T RN I I RbDTH 3,

(a) (b)

—&— random 0.7 ou —&— random
15000 _ == FIM \ == FIM
MP 0.6 | a MP
== PFIM Q == PFIM
10000 —|
=
e
o

2 x 1.96 x predicted PSD

0.0

] 10 20 30 40 50 60 0 10 20 30 40 50 60
Participants Participants
(c)
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== FIM
0.8 =¥
©
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(=1
8
°
T 0.4 —
a
0.2
0.0 —
T T T T T T T
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Participants
Figure A1-2

BREORINGE I B 2 85 ROEMFE, B2 ICE T2 PFIM, Filldfh7- PSDx2x1.96, HHih

(a) HHGEINEIC BT 5 &5 RO ENEE O PFIM % 4, i3 & 5, itz PFIM <5 3.,
772 L PFIM i3 Z OSINE T TO R TH 5, FHGEIREIL PFIM %&/F2° det(PFIM) % K{t,, FIM
ZME0t det(FIM) iR KA, MP 523 GEIRGER-0.5) DAt /M, random 5eff28 7 v & L 7 il 0%
RiExERT, (b) BHBEREICH T 2H51EOEHFHICEH T 2 Pl X172 PSDx2x1.96 KT,
B 2 RO, T2 LHtofE2 0.2, 0.3 2K 9, (o) FHEEINEICE T 2 E5 KoM=
B+ 2Eom o Pz £y, Bao 2 Koz, T2oMH1250.7,08 2% 5,
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A 1.3 RIBRIRFEZDOHRICONT
Al fiiZlgE oy Iab—yavidd £ ORBEMEES =T rICETE—20fTiEd 2205, Al

ESFICL DD, KREICIERAENERI CHEE T V&2 #H 3 % £ ICEs T, PFIM I X % Hl#E
R, FIM I X 2 HIEGER, MP RIS X 2 M08, 7 v X 2RE0EROEIC, SRIEEREZ#EH T 5
AV b HDEVIIRMWICONTEEERT 5.

PFIM ~— 2 DHIEGER 1Z, A1HiH 2 VIEMFE 4D I 2L —2 gV ORLAEX S ICENST X —
2 OHEERGE LR O B CRoE A FIECERIR L 5, /2, EEPEEL CIcBT 2R o Tl
%3 %7291t FIM TlIA+4r <, PFIM 2008 72 %, PFIM 2FIH 32 & 2 W I3 #E T 2B HLe L
T, ZoXkHicREAFETCHL L L, METTOTFHICBE L CRE R L BE T LS, HEED
PFIM Zffific&k 20 chiiE, ZHZzMAL CEBFEEZZITCEILREET LWL, TAY v FELT
i, BITHEOEER L L %)ufifmf Y CiIdiRnz e, FHaRMBLIiFa—FEEDD
2 FBENZ ETH B,

FIM R — 2 D H[ELEIRIZ, A1EiH B3I 4 D IaL—va v TRlizXdie, KERETDH
% PFIM R—=Z2DFE L R THBH 17 EDBEIBIF L A LR\, 72 PFIM kb~ % & FIM 0 )5
DEEPHET 2 2 EBRGTH B, HlziE, AlfiorIar—vavicksnaid, BB LT
1Z FIM _— X CHIEGEIR L Td, 1~2 AGRSICT — a%ﬁ%(b%w TR R Y) 2 & TR
H1E PFIM R—2X D FE L [HEF L 72 b, PFIM &R 2 L EeREa X+ offw» FIM %{#/ L C,
BIIE 1~2 ARDICT =2 %MD (H 5 IFSMERIZFE—CRITHEIGTT o) c LT
T L VIFEZHTHEHN2D LveVv, 2% 0, R Lo PHlZEHT 2 L, HEERAGE
W FIM R—=RDOFETIEEAETHTHLLE XD, TAY v P LT, MPikEER2 &%E, &
FaxtB|maz e, BEET BT 2RO PHIEMARIL FIM TR TEaWnwl L Th b, FrickHE
CoWnTiE, FIMOATH 2 &, MHEHNOFHIATE R\niz0, FEGERTEE LCiiEki/h s <M
R0, BITHPSMERDIREL LS T2 L, MCMC #E%%2N—2¢$23Ialb—vav
KRS Z Ltk 270, SHRAMOBED ORRER T2

MP i X 2 FIBOEIR 2 i 3 2 IR TR d KE vwold, W%&\#D%Té&% ORI TH
5, BT NVEBFEL GERIEEZFHE T 5720420 T, w&m%% ﬂﬁ@%%%&k&éou@iﬁ
DEIEDZAMOBANEIC BN TRLEHA IR TH R R HikweEzbn3, 7272 L MP iR
T A= REHEBERL, ETVICHE DO GERMERZEIE L, FEIRWEED 0.5 IR DD *U‘{ﬁfl’i’a&?ﬂ
T2 FiE»o, HBEICX o Tk adaptivedesign & L CHEHAT 2 Tk ThH D, HEIMNRIEHEICE D Tk
TH 5 ENMEE% 05 1TEDF 5 Z L X FIEREDO —HOHERAMT 2 LickoTEY (K (64)
D7r & HEERCREIRD HICE D CRHBEEIR L Y RORID TS nwi2s5, 74V v b e LTI,
FIMR—ZDFEL RS L, PRBRENRKZVW L TH B, mBRTEICHSR, oLl 507 5 —
< VADBMET T 5 &R &R E RS 2 2100 T OIIRE 2 HEHE 13 72 28, SS5-1 DT I3, 95%
BEXE DR % FHEICHE 2 5 & MP &l FIM &I~ 10 5T ERpICT — 2 308 L 72 %, SS5-
2 ofilci, M) % A %K%kMP&iHM%@&&«20A%%¢%u7~ﬂ#%%kﬁ%
20 N (BHE10 AT2) no7—2INEI R FREVWEEZ LD THNIE, MP EPCHEEK, #ERIC
T, AT Z LT 220 7720 5 FIM X — 2 D58 ﬁu@ﬁ?%uk%@ﬁbf%ﬁmott
L, Thixd < & CRICMHEE =T roflcd b, (BEoVFHEZER L) T XA—XDEfEPET LIC
fE3 %, HAMWIC, FOBEECRITHIEZ 720, FEC T T A PEMEIC 7 513 &R R o
EWIEE RS9,
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T v X LREOERIC O WTIE, 2N EEEROWFFE CEA T 2 RBUIEEARICFE L 2\, FRICHEE RS
o N2 EICE 2 20 THNIE, 7V X LHHEERII AN 7 + —~ Vv ADBEL 22 L) hTFETH
5, BZ O EROFERICEWTERICT VX LR ZERT2 2 1 3hnwiZs5, ¥ IaL—
vavilBOTEANTA=Z ) ANV ICENTHEALZ Y, HEGERGAR O N7 -~ v 2 EICE
WTR=Z2FA Ve LTHHT 22 1dH 5, AELFHXTDH, HBHRE LT7 v & LHBER S
ZRIHLTW3,

A2 a—F#H
A 2.1 FiERITIIOFER
KEfioFIZ, Fujitaetal. (2022b) #HEI1C LT3, AW, EREEE —>oERREET L

D%, BYRT 4 v 7 [AIESHTD exp BB O FICIERIEME Z AN EE L Cwb, 2D TR
DETNMCEWTIE, FIM 32X X o CEHREBTE 2, —RICPHDANNT A —XE=(&,...,p)
BROETNEZEZ D, NI DIRZFIIEAET 2, 1 20 THEITHETOT — Xy = (yy, ..., yp) DHEFR
ETF %

y: ~ Bernoulli(n.(¥)), (62)

1:(§) = logit " {g(A; &) — g(B; §)} = logit {D(§)} (63)

CARGET 5, B g 1B OAMifEZFIHE T 2B TH 0, FIOEZIEET LI I TIRL TV A
Vo g(Ap &), gB X ZNZNGFIT ¢ ICB T 28I A, B offifdz K3, iz, EEfiEEs <7
ﬂd:ﬁbvtﬁ,gQME)=BuQﬂQ)gGME)=ﬁucﬂw)G%Emiﬁ(HDJSD @J:ﬁu;u(A9)=xS%
u (Agf”) -1 oz, N (©ILEI A OBIRMERDOZ L THY, ~FTA—XIFE=(k,B)TH 5,

T 1+k time;

Z Ok, FIEHAITHIFE) D (m, n) K 5TF(E) . 13

9$n
£ 75 %o KD TR IRSHE S D] T B B 2 W RSB E 7 DB D@ = b {u(4) -
u(4®) s b, %mﬂ:-ﬂ%d&ﬂy[%mm:ugﬁymgwyéﬁéotﬁb,
:—ku (Agd))] = —x@ mtimetf“«?’o 5, TNT, T A—=XE=(k,B)F X UHIIK (xt(s),xt(d), timet)

Z [EE S FIERITIIEIR T E %,

F(©mn = im@)(l ~1®) [3=0®)] [0 @] mn=1.2 (64)
t=1 m

A 2.2 FIN R—RDOFIBGRIRD 3— Rl

Afficl, BIEMEE ST vicEs T FIM X— X CHIBUEIRZ 32 Ra— FE2Rd, 7272 L fixed
design ##E 3 2%, A CTHEHTZ R 2 — F d 4 Tt OSF (https://osf.io/zxt9g/ @
codeExample/DDmodel.R) TZMRT% %, &xF)IC FIM Z23HHE 5 2B E3H L, < OEBFEUEIR 21T
ST Da—FERT,
EXRNGEB « SMTHIC BT 2: 2P oMifE, ZERMER 2R T 2B EET 2, YUK, a—Frh
DEH L LT Para (37 A —% (k,B), Stimulus_j i t i{fTHIC B 1F 2 53T 2GEIRE) x 2GR,
EEIERER]) &35, LT @, CalcValue_j, CalcAllValue_j 13:@E4R I DAMifE % 515 3 % B9%L, CalcProb_j i%
R A OERMERZEITET 208 Cch 5, TNIRHELRERETLVEZBICKRRL 2720 TH 5,
library(psych)

CalcValue_j <- function(Para, Stimulus_j, cate) {
Value <- Stimulus_j[cate, 1] / (1 + Para[1] * Stimulus_j[cate, 2]) # hyperbolic model

return(Value)
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CalcAllValue_j <- function(Para, Stimulus_j) {
Value <- numeric(length = 2)
for(cate in 1:2) {
Value[cate] <- CalcValue_j(Para = Para, Stimulus_j = Stimulus_j, cate=cate)

}

return(Value)

CalcProb_j <- function(Para, Stimulus_j) {
Value <- CalcAllValue_j(Para = Para,Stimulus_j = Stimulus_j)
prob <- logistic( Para[2] * (Value[1] - Value[2]) )
}
Figure A1-3
ERE OAffifiE, FHFER LR T 2Bz ERT 52—+

FIN B3I BB 0[S D(| & 35T 2 B2 5E# T 5, T @ 2 — F Tl PartValue 25l
DES OIS % AT 5 BT, 1 D HOBERAHEIE k, 2 0 HOBRAWRE B O L 7%
ko 2B TH B, ZnbDFRENICONVTIE, A2] fitko@hThHY, ZoXERBL 72T
TH b,

PartValue <- list()

PartValue[[1]] <- function(Para, Stimulus_j) {
res <- - Stimulus_j[2, 1] * ( Stimulus_j[2, 2] / (1 + Para[1] * Stimulus_j[2, 2])"2 )
res <- - res * Para[2]

return(res)

PartValue[[2]] <- function(Para, Stimulus_j) {
Value <- CalcAllValue_j(Para = Para,Stimulus_j = Stimulus_j)
res <- Value[1] - Value[2]

return(res)

}
Figure A1-4

[%D(f)]OD%%%ﬁ SR EEET 2 a—F

FINEEZ1TS5B% FIM 2518E 3T 28 % €& %, LT a— FTix, CalcFisher 28 t iAfTHIC kB
\J % FIM %5153 2 BT, TestlF 282581750 D FIM (7 2 MEHRE) 2:51H T 27200 TH 5,
72 B2 Stimulus 13 23 T8 DRI A D 72 3800 T80 x 2GEIREED x 2GRINEE, EIERR]) ofdyl] <
»H 5,

75



CalcFisher <- function(Para, Stimulus_j) {
PNum <- length(Para) # the number of parameters
Mat <- matrix(NA, ncol = PNum, nrow = PNum) # Fihser information matrix
probj <- CalcProb_j(Para = Para,Stimulus_j = Stimulus_j) # choice probability
for(irow in 1:PNum) {
for(jcol in 1:PNum) {
Mat[irow, jcol] <- probj * (1 - probj) *
PartValue[[irow] ] (Para=Para, Stimulus_j = Stimulus_j) *
PartValue[[jcol]](Para = Para,Stimulus_j = Stimulus_j)

}

return(Mat)

TestIF <- function(Para, Stimulus) {
] <- dim(Stimulus)[1] # the number of trials
PNum <- length(Para)
Mat <- matrix(data = 0, nrow = PNum, ncol = PNum)
for(tin 1:]) {
Mat <- Mat + CalcFisher(Para = Para,Stimulus_j = Stimulusl[t, , ])

}

return(Mat)

}
Figure Al1-5
FIM Ot R 21T BBz ERT 52—+

RIBRIRETS53—F FIM 25t H T 2 B2 ER L 2720, Tz FH L T FIM R — 2 O RBEER %
152 &3 CT& 5, T2TiF 20 BT oz EINT 201273, UToa—Fojne LT, -3
7 A =2 % AR L, for XOPTRIAD R X — itk T 5 det(FIM) ZFHRE L, det(FIM) 23
BRARERZHEERETE VI 2 2RTEIToTwd, 2oa—Fick by, 2 Stimulus 1< 3785
DIEIR I N-REANE N TN B, ol E5[Ek DOMHIGE L L TiE, N(0.2,0.052)D54 £ U(0,1)
DGHEICH T TCRRIBL T2, (RETE57 A —2ICX o T, BRINZHHD, £l SRt
TA=REFFOBNMEFICL > TRV IRED B,
Trial <- 20 # the number of trials
#-- (REFT 287 A — 2 {H
rateCond <- 1 # 1: k ~ N(0.2, 0.05"2); 2: k ~ U(0, 1)
if(rateCond == 1) {
k <- rnorm(n = Trial, mean = 0.2, sd = 0.05) # prameter values (k)
telse if(rateCond == 2) {
k <- runif(n = Trial, 0, 1)
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beta <- rnorm(n = Trial, mean = 1.5, sd = 0.1) # beta

Para <- cbind(k, beta)

#--- A e

rewardCand <- seq(1, 20, by=2); NumRew <- length(rewardCand) # reward
timeCand <- seq(1, 10, by=1); NumTime <- length(timeCand) # time delay
#--- PRIFIE

Stimulus <- array(NA, dim = c(Trial, 2, 2)) # selected stimuli

for(trial in 1:Trial) {
ResFisherMat <- array(NA, dim = c(NumRew, NumRew, NumTime, 2, 2)) # FIM for each stimulus,
NumRew * NumRew * NumTime * mat(2*2)
ResDetTemp <- array(NA, dim = c(NumRew, NumRew, NumTime)) # det(FIM) for each stimulus
#--- calculating FIM of all stimuli ---
for(iRewA in 1:NumRew) {
for(jJRewB in 1:NumRew) {
for(ktimeB in 1:NumTime) {
# set stimuli set
StimTemp <- array(NA, dim = c(2, 2))
StimTempl1, 1] <- rewardCand[iRewA]; StimTempl[1, 2] <- 0
StimTemp|2, 1] <- rewardCand[jRewB]; StimTemp|[2, 2] <- timeCand[ktimeB]
ResFisherMat[iRewA, jRewB, ktimeB, , ] <- CalcFisher(Para = Para[trial, ],Stimulus_j =
StimTemp) # FIM
ResDetTemp[iRewA, jRewB, ktimeB] <- det(ResFisherMat[iRewA, jRewB, ktimeB, , |) #
det(FIM)
} # time of B loop
} # reward of B loop
} # reward of A loop

#--- stimuli maximizing det(FIM) ---

ind <- which( ResDetTemp == max(ResDetTemp), arr.ind = TRUE ) # index of stimuli
maximizing det(FIM)

# set stimuli

Stimulus|[trial, 1, 1] = rewardCand[ind[1, 1]]; Stimulus[trial, 1, 2] <- 0 # stimuli of A

Stimulus|[trial, 2, 1] = rewardCand[ind[1, 2]]; Stimulus[trial, 2, 2] <- timeCand[ind[1, 3]] # stimuli
of B
}
Figure A1-6
RIHOER 2T oD a—F

BRI ERIBEZSTMEIT D 20— F LFidoa—FPo@ERaInz 20 RiT70 05 (Stimulus) 28, &%-°
TA=2DEOSINEFICL 5T, ENLDOLWHEECHEERR 2252 F v /735283 TE5, UT
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TiRB=15ICEEL, E5RkDEE2E 252 LT, FEEILkDSMEDPSDH ENL HWIThR B P
ZTHITE 5,
#o-m NT A —Z2fH
kseq <- seq(0.01, 0.99, length.out = 500)
betaseq <- 1.5

#--- PRIFIE
ResFisher_para <- ResFisher_inv <- array(NA, dim = c(length(kseq), length(betaseq), 2, 2)) # FIM,
(FIM)”(-1), the number of parameters * mat(2*2)

for(ik in 1:length(kseq)) {
for(jbeta in 1:length(betaseq)) {
ResFisher_paralik, jbeta, , | <- TestIF(Para = c(kseq[ik], betaseq[jbeta]), Stimulus = Stimulus) #
FIM
ResFisher_inv[ik, jbeta, , ] <- solve( ResFisher_paral[ik, jbeta, , ] ) # inverse matrix of FIM
}
}
Figure A1-7
EIREN-HIcEH T3 FIM & PSDO Pl R+ 2a—F

#EFIRicE T3 FI5HEL, PSDoTHlfE% 7o v b L7028, FigureAl-8 TH 3, Lo <x
L HSHIEGEIREEICE 53R k 2 N(0.2,0.052) THEM L 72450 T, Tl 228 k 2U(0,1) THEK L 724
BTH B, HIETIRO2MEDSMELZHEL CTVB I Lich 3720, 0.2 fHECHEERE R &\, 5B
TIEO2H 1 IEPTCEARAGLKERELZES T2L Rl y bR oTWwb T LRnh 5,
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Figure A1-8
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