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Table. 1. Schedule of experiment.

1. habituation : 3-7 days, 30-60 minutes per day
training : 20 trials per day
day 1 : training of running to géal boxes
day 2 : training of running to goal boxes (10 trials)
discrimination training (10 trials)
day 3 and subsequent days : discrimination training
till meet the criterion (909 correct responses)
(6 days interval)
3. retention test 1:20 trials with reinforcement
(20 days interval)
4. retention test 2:20 trials with reinforcement
re-learning and 10 successive reversals : 40 trials

(2 days) per problem
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