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Overshadowing in human contingency learning
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Abstract

Two experiments were conducted to demonstrate
overshadowing in human contingency learning.
Experiment 1 was consisted of two learning phases
and one rating phase, and experiment 2 was inserted
the rating phase between two learning phases in
experiment 1. In experiment 1, overshadowing was
clearly demonstrated in suppression ratio and rating,
but extinction was not clearly demonstrated in rating.
Moreover, in Experiment 2, this hypothesis was
supported. These results suggest that performance and
verbal report have based on different learning
processes.
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