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HERIFurge DEREIERNTONESTITHE. K2 AIKRENSKIIT, urge 125 3T

1o, BERATABUT, MUK BEMBMSEMLLTEY ., KElLInICLVL T EBHERIN

%
(1) Matrix of Average Proximities
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
1. Inventor
2. Professor
3. Highway 79* 78
4. Mast 7T |9
5. North 76 70| 79 86
6. Structure 73 64 | 9 85 95
7. Assault 55 52 47 52 67 57
8. Quarrel 48 45 38 43 61 48 | 10
9. Captive 64 61 60 61 76 70 | 97 88
10. Execution 68 65 65 80 80 75 89 80
11. Decree 58 53 68 80 82 86*| 82 173
12. Urge 64 64 69 68 79 8* 70 67 76 176 76

Note. Entries are expressed as a percentage of the maximum possible
value, and have been rounded (decimal points omitted ).

(%2) Matrix of Average Proximities (re —analysed)-
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

1 Mast
2 Highway 463
3 Inventor 322
4 Professor | 392
5 Structure | 329
6 North 400 622
7 Urge 167 341 674
8 Assault 009 036 222 142 000 212 330
9 Quarrel 042 080 142 110 017 185 29511000
10 Captive 110 167 111 133 133 309 442 560 893
11 Execution| 298 212 170 259 170 353 414 327 593 940
12 Decree 392 167 071 083 430 386 348 244 437 519 730




Trial3: urge quarrel  assault captive decree execution mast protessor inventor north
Triald: urge north quarrel assault captive execution highway protessor inventor
p=9 p=10
Trial5: highway structure decree mast north urge execution captive assault quarrel  inventor professor
p=I1 p=T p=l11
Trial6 : quarrel assault decree execution captive urge north structure highway inventor protessor
Trial7: quarrel assault captive execution decree north structure mast highway inventor protessor urge
Trial8: quarrel assault captive execution decree urge structure north inventor professor highway mast
(X2A) Recall protocols for one subject in a free recall task.
Single — Link Method Complete—Link Method
T 1 Lo L B
Inventor\
Professor”
ighway
Mast
Sy ctth re
ructu
Assaul
rre >
Captive
xecution
Decree
Urge
1 1 i 1 1 1 1 | i Ly
08 09 10 10 09 08 07 06 04
Proximity Value (Normalized )
(K2 BJ) Single —link and camplete— link clustering solutions for
the data of Table 1.
Mast
Highway
Inventor \
Professor v
Structure
North
Urge
Assault
Quarrel
Captive
Execution
Decree
1000 800 600 400 .200 0
(R3] Single —link clustering solution for the data of Table 2
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28 BziE. VAPAELBORAY R M) 2. 1B 2WER. BAERKD. 8RTEMRR
TRV, A& TR, 3BED ) X tokiAs¥, B»B+C. C—»B+C., A—»B +C»
513207 -4 -2 LEREER4 A, B. C,. B5A, B, C. B6 A, B. Ck
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1000 800 600 400 ,200 0
(B 4 A) Singl—link clustering solution ESel)

for the data of Ss A. &in
(condition B—B+C, Part learing, Trial 2—5) soc
UdA
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Eya

1600 860 6‘00 ,40’0 .2(;0 6
(X4 B) Single —link clustering solution
for the data of Ss A.

(condition B—»B+C, Whole learning, Trial 1—4)
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&,‘;? I (B5 A) Single—link clustering solution
ng sy —————— N for the data of Ss B.
‘;;g;\: (condition C—~C+B, Part learning, Trial 2—5)
D>
D5 BEL
N p2o30)
e . Bec
1000800 w0 400 20 0 [
(4 C) Single—link clustering solution BRL
N for the data of Ss A. 5D
(condition B—B+C, Whole learning, Trial 5—8) il
LA X
1A L:B
S v
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FsL (AR
E7o R
E e85
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reB5 451
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BAK
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TR N e (15 C) Single —link clustering solutio 0
' Singl —link clustering solution el - ring solution
B5 B) g for the data of Ss B. for the data of Ss B.

(condition C—C+B, Whole learning, Trial 1 —4) (condition C—C+B, Whole learning, Trial 5-8)
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(6 A) Single—link clustering solution ne-
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(condition A—B+C, First learning, Trial 2-5) 1Ak
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s (2 6 B) Single-link clustering solution
Lz for the data of Ss C.
B (condition A—B+C, Second learning, Trial 1—-4)
BLEC ‘ CNODRRIPORDT EMRENS - B
¥65 2%Biz, 3AELLA—YA L (B+C) T
5HEA
A BBIcbhhbod ., KELOBEICERH
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B0 BEELTWVWRLE0VZLD. B2EHDAHILD
75 — n—
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(=4 aP ) . . .
WFA | &% Hierarchical clustering scheme
EROTHRT2HA%E Licds., DEoKER
1000 800 600 400 200 0

M6 C) Single—link clusteri i . -
(B16 CJ Sing Coang solution . pp. coFRERNT. KEILOMRBR
(condition A—~B+C, Second learning, Trial 5-8)
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