Rep. R. Nakaike

— A Theory of Graph Comprehension —

Steven Pinker

Artificial Intelligence and the Future of Testing, chapter 4, pp. 73—126. Lawrence Erlbaum,
Hillsdale, New Jersey, 1990.
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Fig. 4.1:E%(hominal scale) & GNP(ratio scale)® 2 £, HED/KEMLZAEINEL, BOESE
h% GNP D1

Fig. 4.2: A(ordinal scale) &RE (interval scale) M 2 #H, BEEDLEICE>TH%A, TDHAS
SITEHTRE

CORIFEITDPYAE, ZLHDITIRELI=DIE, Bertin(1967)72E& 85

‘Bertin &, F57DHEHAFIL 3 DD EETHREITNITESEEIERE

(1)“External Identification”: ZEEFDINILZREEL, COTITNREHFTDEDLS%GE
RIZOVWTEHBAL TV DO EHEATD

(2)"Internal Identification”: ¥ 27 DB ERZHAIY, vidual dimension &J 5 ThVR
TG EREDRIGAFT

(3)"Perception of Correspondence”: THNZ M visual dimension DIFEDEEL, BT
DIEED T AT T

-COIEREND, TITDFmAFNMTOLETNIELESEN 2 DDOIEA TN S
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SO oBRATOTINEHRAMBDE (Fig 41 oL, BOBEBEIZH-HEDLTOR
S, BOImOMGE FLELRLY)

TZIMRLEVDRBCZTORMREL, J57ROFT oD G
ZDHIBEIZHITAHEEZE"The Visual Description”, £EIZHTA %" The Graph Schema”
ERE S

OTHE VISUAL ARRAY

JITREIE, FIRELEIC2 RITDEE/NZ—ELT, AT LICEESNS.
BUHICEITARMIORMIA—IVEEEEEMNIZ"Visual Array” EFER
NSRRI AFLEZEDT—EDOFEFLGDT, BRLGNST FTEERICITIEL

OTHE VISUAL DESCRIPTION

-RIEBRICBITOHEER

“Visual Description”: 57K IR DE &AL R

“Visual Encoding Processes”: visual array /\3—>H\ 5 visual description Z{EA 7 A+t X
»visual description [ZDUNTIZFk R AL 50 A iE MR ESIN TLVA(Hinton, 1979; Marr & Nishihara,
1977; Miller & Johnson-Laird, 1976;; Palmer, 1975; Winston, 1975)

-ARERNEERALEER AL (Fig. 4.3)

1 DOEHDFHIZDLNTOERR : Circle(x), Convex(x), Flat(x), Horizontal(x), Small(x)

2 DDEFIZEET SR EE : Above(x,y), Below(x, y), Higher(x,y), Top(x,y)

3 DOBHBAINIEFNULEDEIIZEE T H5E 08 : Between(xy,z) - x I vy & z ORIZH 5B,
In-line(x,y,z)

EHOMAOEICEET HERIR : Arealx, &) - x [ o BDFEIEFEZFFD, Width(x, &), Location(x, o,
B)

WV Constraining the Visual Description

*Fig. 4.3a ) &S% visual array M5, Fig. 4.3b, 4.3c M K57 visual description HMERK SN S
ERIEEZAONTERICKSTELSEZAID, ABDBRERATLOBEICEET HHEMN D,
3 DDKREMNGIRANZEZZEATL

(A) The Indispensability of Space(ZEfE] DA~ 7] R 14)

AT VDO ERMMGEFMNIE, BOHISHEEELIBMMEMEEZR OILNHMOENT
AV

Kubovy (&, COMBEZEARRILTTERAL, 2 DOEMMGRTICEAT H4FHEELTUTOLS
[S4DIZFEHTLS
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1. Perceptual Numerosity.
R LETSTIBRARGAFEER DOILNTESLY, HEICRHTIMEZEEMICHMEL,
BHICEN-AT Oz IMERDLEDELTIRZ S
BIZIE, Figd5a DES%: visual array Hdpo1-1B A, Figd.5c LYU+H Figd.5b MDA AE visual
description &9 %
ZLT, ZOER DA T DI BERIRT DEEEX AT T3

2. Configural Properties.

Kubovy [, 2 DD ZEMBIGERITENIMERICREN TELGUVVFIEZ T ST TSI E
ZHEFELTLDA, BN OEERMGRFEEL DI I710H5

LA, Figdba ICBVLWTHEARDMEBELLLICSHEINELOTULKILITIFRIELT LA,
Fig4.6b DED AR EBEVNSBEFRIFTRIEIL

FBLEVDE, BET S 2 DORTEVIRTDI6—ANERMBLDITEY LT L
SCETHD

BIZIE Figd7 TlE, —DEMEAMDMERZET HEXI—DDRTIEHASESTHDS

HL Figd b 5256015, BHEEVLIRTLUSMIDVTIE, I<IZEKINELESS

3. Discriminability and Linearity. (RRI| CEAZEEETE)
BB EICDLVT 2 DD box DENDOTMGFZEICIE, 2D 2 DOEMNIFIFRALCLSIC
(lightness(x,17), lightness(y,17)EBNBIELH D
Kubovy [&, REEEMNTELGUIMFEICE>TRIT AN 2 DDEDRIIEZHIBLOT N
LEERE
Bl Z X, Weber D ZERERIZRILEHY 0.04 THY Stevens DILIHN 1.0 DEFTDHHD, thDWEH
B EFRALEZLYD 2 DDOEDHBEREEFIBL LT

4. Selective Attention.

LIZEST, 7T DIMIEREWNI A= — VR EAR G Tohd. DFY, MEF, HEM
BERIZT ORI DDA T YO RELTEK

NITEREEDHEERS, Kubovy [F, 2 RITDEEFRD, tDREMLEEFELYE
BIRMTHDHLERLTLND

BIZIE, MEMGERELIC, BOSSBHRENTRHFBITTIETHEFTEHLL.

MEFRRICIVEHZHEL, TOEBICAT O IMBEETEINEOINEHRTHILE
BHETHS.

(B) Gestalt Laws of Grouping
EgENELI-YSELIYVT 582 ICET 51858
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HEIRENMMEDFIRERXFNESNEHIEERD, Gestalt DEFEEFICLKSIFERINT

EoIEERORMEMICERT (T2 T DEEATEFMICHBHEREBICE SV TWWSEER

the Gestalt Laws of Perceptual Organization: IT$#(proximity), EA$H(closure), $B{l(similarity)
$88l% TTIZL1=5 48 : Fig.4.8a, Fig.4.8b, Fig.4.8¢

Fig4.9 & Fig4.8a M, F-BID DA *

(C) Representation of Magnitude

EHYBEEDONIADEIRTIL, visual description D TIX, ChoRTIFERTT SEMRER
EBIC&E o TRESN TSI ENBERDRERT=>T=.

B Z (£ height(x, @ ) ENFNIZLT=5.

LHL x DEN/MBIREIBZE 2L, tallx), bright(x), short( )R EFRIEMBEEEDITHEEDE
WCIEERAT .

ZLT, CO&IGHFHRGREIIEVMEE THRNSZLERET S

(D) Coordinate Systems (FE{Z %)

BREORTEESIVSTIDET, EEREATOIMNERRITIOITEULEFETHS
EERRRICIE, TAILMERERK )P ZRITIBEZ R, 0), ARMIBEEZERF 0 2%, kAl
LONFEET S

Marr&Nishihara(1978)I%, BICE I HRBERZREF TV RDDOARHMEZRRZRTRET S
CEFRE

COER/THERTS

(WRBIIZHORB IIBEERDHIVETHILNEEZRTRRT (AR MIBEZRERS
AR BHEIBEZER)

QELGDIERDUEE A ITTRERETS.

EEZROBPTEDF T ILDEOLEE Figd 10 DKSITHH, KYBRREIZT H1=HIZ,
FEEAMEKEAMIZHITT Figd 11 D LS17H<

OAN EXAMPLE

*Fig.4.12 &% @ visual description Fig.4.13

top—down [Z, 9, L-shape EHEDY )L—F

L-shape &, BEEARDHREKELRDEE

BIIL—TJI& Ex0#HEICBELT

ISRTEIISE LG & (X near”, BERRZEEAK T DFFDR K& coordinate system” THRIF
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OCONCEPTUAL MESSAGES, CONCEPTUAL QUESTIONS

-Fig4.12 T, [ROCAIREEA H DL D

(1)graphium & March [ZETHELESTLNVS

(2)5%£179 %A &Y3 March [EELY

(3)March M5 June [TMNFTTEAR LENTHA->TLS

(4)Jan [ZEITHIERRIE$20/ 4 R 12

(5)6 ADMBER(F x 1=. (x [FIDHIRE, 1 ADFRFELE)

CCTIR N HDARTEBREL-LDET HE

R7D 1 DHDOER NFHFRGIMILE R (March), ZDEFE DT (March vs. February), %%
WIEBEEGED 4 7 AIEE TS

R7D2DOBNER BEE, HEXFAE$20/42R), H:&(larger), M (decreasing),# LY
[ELA)L(high)

SN EHMEBNDNTNSESIEN(E) VI = months, V2 = price-of-graphium] D X3%:
conceptual message MEMIND

JITDHEAFIE, T3700HMELEZVETOERERS LI, ThTNDOVnEHED
DURIVTEEMAS LTI > TRYBRENLGAYV E—ORBANBEEHRZS.

*“Conceptual Question” [EFRAFMNT S ITNSHEL-LNEEZ TSRO A

(7) V1 absolute—value = April, V2 absolute—value = ?

(8) V1 range = January—Februaly, V2 trend =?

(9) V1 absolute—value = ?, V2 level = low

OTHE GRAPH SCHEMA
-Fig. 414 [, BRDIO—F (4TI LA
‘ROFT ? " TIRENT, FEHONTHEVMERERIZDOVTHATS
(1) visual description D DIEF ——> conceptual message [ZEHT EH%
(2) conceptual questions D DIEFR —> visual description FDREET BIFERIZTIERTS
Jo+x
() EARAATDISITHRRELNTLDD M DERHE X
(MEDNFTFTDIEFEIZE>THLELGDAREMEDHIITNRI T vs. BT F7)
“UED 3 DEERT DD BRI ANFHZ " graph schema” EFFES

V¥ Schemas

DUTNEEEBESDIHDAX—T Fig415
BSDRHEE JIL—EVT, A-d DRBYE(NTA—E)
INTA—RDEEZIZKS visual description DHLIE.
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V¥ Graph Schema: A Fragment

HANSHELLTWADIL, BEIFHZE, conceptual message P THREINDERRFRIC
T 5T /31 X(device)

*conceptual message DRAMNSIBRHREINBZDT/\1M X% "message flags” EFESRZEIZT S
*Fig4.16a [CHELT, REET/—FIZDEHANTND D flag

ZDEE, FBHFD, Figd.16b D KS7%: visual description [CHEDT=5, /13TA—5 A—4B—37
EXEATFHIENTES

FDT=8, RO ES%: conceptual message F{EDHZEMNTES

1: V1 ratio—value =4, V2 ratio—value = 37

VA Bar Graph Schema
“Figd17 [FBT STERMT DO DAF—IDEELE S D Chunk ZRLTLVSD
-EXRIIZ, Fig.4.13 @) visual description [l 7=
-L-shape (1&EHHR, #MtEHIR), B, EFRR
«“IV”: Independent Variables, “DV”: Dependent Variables
- /—RIZDEANTUIND flag (FEE TIEGL, BEAFITKOTHRARIZEILTES
HIZ L, Figd.18 DELSIZ, HEDHEDSIICET 24FH T T, BHOEOSTDER 2
AOBEOESHRICET S flag G &

OPROCESSES
JS7BBOMIZEDESICLTHRALGEBENRESN, HENDIDHEEHA
JSTERERRTHEEICTIERT D 4 DD FHiE
(1)MATCH process: ERIDTSITDEEDNT T4 TIZBLTNDILERHET D
RYREROBLLBEEDT ST7RX—INLBDRIZH ST FTIEATESLDEHI
L, #RT S

(2)message assembly process: BHlITRENT=F ST RXF—< D1=8IZ conceptual message 15
FAEFERO OB RFEBRADEBRETIOIEONLIFHRE
J57RAX—TRAEREL, 2Avt—C I3 HRRE DM o1=5, conceptual message Z1E5
IR EMEBFHREDRAMND, 2T flag HY conceptual message [CEHEN DD TIXRL
flag DA THLIY B WNERNGINBEDIZDULVT conceptual message MESN D

(3)interrogation process: conceptual question ZITIZH LIMEHZEER, T>a—K3 5

conceptual message [ZHITB " ?"EHHEH SN B E, conceptual message E%5 D
visual description P CRIG{TIFSNE LB S, visual array DY top—down [ZEE SN D
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(4)inferential processes: conceptual message MEEADT=OIZEFHH DL IRIBRIZHERIR
Blz#&EAY 5
conceptual message ERLDT=H DRI FIL—IL
EDEMDEEEZHAH=DIZ, HAHEISMDEESIL=Y, HEHETEI-=YT S
BRARGHRBAAEZONDA, CCTIIFEMISOVDTRERALL

‘Figd.19 (&, L EZFED-ED

OWHERE DO GRAPH SCHEMAS COME FROM?
CCETIEERMLBEIS TN ST7RAF—TOMBICOWVTHREALTED, BHRITZDM
DT Z7FFNETZ7, AT 57, 27 752) 2OV THERBALGLLTIF RS AL

« Nd"general garph schema”ZHWTHEEDZATDI STAXT—IEE->TVSEWNSTEE
RETD

— MBI, TITRREDEIIERET RELGDONELSIHBEEAZLD

"Figd20 T ZDHE. EELGF—H3D2HD

(DT ZTEVKODODRERFEZTS, TR ENOREFEEIBI SN LERELSEL
T&RLTWDS

HEIBZHLEHRD n BAOEZFOLLIE, XETHEENFESL n BOEEZED
Q)— I, HHEOEESORER, F577L—LT7—ID—ER CHIMESh iz EZEREL
SERMLRIESNS
graph schema [ZF VT, coordinate system ZHILMIEZ S ETER T AREHEL DI D
AT FAMERDERERIE, 7T/ bOMIMEEEET D
T27RDTHRRANERF) L, BETIVSTBREBRLERF TN, TP IMD

HGEELTRRAEINDS

‘ANIE, HTDRAT DT STIZHEST=5, general graph schema ZFIFALTHED graph
schema Z1E%

«ZL T, “pictorial content”, “associated”, “attribute”, “geometric figure "% EE, FHLLNVIT ST
DHRTHELEEDERMYBALGLTIEGLAL

FLWNTSTDEATH, general graph schema EFFLIL TLVDHLIEESHRZIEIBZ THSL,
BRDiibiE(descending—staircase) D F|FAEHAIEETH D

LHL, BITWWEAWESIEERREDOFAECAD, BEAMDREESTBRA LA T SHaT6EM
NHd

s FNTIL, FDES% general graph schema [FETHLFIZANT=DI=HMN?
COEMBISHLTERASZLFEKRFEND, EXLFLETERATHS

—DDEZE, BHDTITI2DLT, ERNGHEASEZHRMICEAONT=ND
ERZDEZIE, FRTEIFEEICLHERD T IT7EHMNS—MRILTEHHEICDOVTOREME
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EAHET

"RURVEZELTIE, ZLOMRMEGBEIE, ZOMDARBIZHEHOTLNDELSIBZBZATH
z

(see Clark, 1973; Cooper & Ross, 1975; Jackendoff, 1978; Lakoff & Johnson, 1980; Talmy, 1978)
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