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ABSTRACT

The estimation technique of psychophysical magnitude is useful tool which measures to
subjective feeling or opinion of human. This paper introduces properties of the measured data,

scales(nominal, ordinal, interval, and ratio scale), and right analyzing methods of the measured data.

I.H = U s 54 5 AEAEL 249 HIFH =

Ao AMEHAE HWE st Aok 1

Psychophysical scaling 7|32 e 4329 211} psychophysical scale®] # _g_aé A7F Wl
7] (loudness), o] 7] (brightness), &% A3 hFsE L AA T AA AL O &3
(pain). %% (touch), F%(cold). 7|7} (taste) W AR S804 Az EA4E FFE HoF
S B3 A2 o ¢7te Angw of Z1dlatd o FE Wy 4o #FER
(sensory magnitude) & X837 A=F9] A scaling 718§ Al&3le] de Rg= gy
719} AAHE 7re] BAES gtetsis] 9se d ArEHd AR ¢4 Wil o] 27
HOoZ AMGHAS Y drtR] ALF A YHAto) S0 HgE FA71HE AgsdEls A

. Folysm NdTeD v BAAHARYG AT A5 5T




40 =EOAREHRNEE (1996. 8)

Ry 12" AFEA & 2nuE AAE
S2d F glon =3 AT scaling 71
Hgol 2% e8gd ARIAE £471H 9
QR M BEH AAE FEITG B =
oA psychophysical scale®] o olEl&A 3
2ulE BAubgel oig 7|E FAES] AE
#F 2AY B4S B AYstd 948 AT
lals YY) Z71GAANMRE old /W
A& AAs LA et

4 gA T FAEL HL2IE AME A2
= vzt shseth @ A @A A2 AR
o #AARAY F 2NE wudtd dREC F
Qg A o Hol# AIE BEY
£ Qlrh gebo] FabsEE FAd wEg e Al
Hrd dg Z4Ads 18 o A4 9y
o AEE ZAANPFoEA APz oA
ARt o doE 27E AYEES ste 3
AwW3le &, o] (difference threshold) ©l
Auil7tE EolE & Utk oA HAVHA
Z}o] (just-noticeable difference, jnd, H3ITA
o) E AEgt jnde YA ASe @M=
Az Hdsd e velde Zel7]l HE
o A £4& Adopi

Al 9ol %71 2ol ol TA 5 BF
A2 Addom Busted Qo §37

Awel AFHERA I

=

T = el o Be JUE %

oeng o tigh Aozt AF I K¢

= owdAoR He ¥ Hsiew "o
3}

A7k WstE Goldls] ANA A
gol Z7HA 3¢ FdT el

Fechner®| 4=l

Fechner®] % 2

o
ARAAE $UF FVOEM Weber B3

g Es s Yisia Aol
S = klogl
S AP (FHA)AE
[ AFEE
ks

Aol ofw gt LA AlRstel whz %ol 2
23 pEEE g8 AFA L =L, = [0+
Hayse 2AH02 7E W [ES AFH

og Z7laH lgl,ES HEHOE FrhdTh
Stevens ® &l

A I BAWAAZE) S ZlE o
oo e Hgs DA fAEE AR
AFo] e e 4L B wHAL

logS = alogl + C’
s=Cr
s 7
I A5



Psychophyscial scaledi| 2|

wE

dielet7t ztes &

]

)
B
2

g
ol
mo

1

O 32 magnitude estimation®] cross-modality

ofl

5
ek Q1A

Agel B34 7

& F

matchingS 3 &7

Aol

ol x ¥

‘:]_[1]

]

W
oo

o]

o

A

il

i

i

o
&

<

¢

¢+
ol

il

4r

N

m. <t oA

57 ol e

HAl A st

]

z 34

¢

o

of

=
[s]

o] 4]

Mzt

XA

253

A, v gL 4742

=

+

ol

ol

wr

i

(1) % %3 % (nominal scale)

(3) 2t4 3 = (interval scale, S7F I x)

]

7

]

27 Bo

}
F (classification) v}

o] ARH AHLHE Bx

=)
R

A} & 2]

(symbol) &
2] 9 (identification) &

;O._

Jd
=

—
N

il

£A7F AgHHBE ol&

Sk

Z2d37]

KN
=

+
ed
1o
of

iof
E

)]

<1

T
H
)

g

(<)
H
"

Hr

s}
=

.
ol

ol A% 9

A
&

&

A g,

=
g

i

ol
tlo

o]

o

&=

A &%)
teh 2y ey

pel

o] =
L. |

4 A (absolute zero)

SR

e A o

A &

=
.

3o
o

&

DEER!

(ﬂ_

=

J

A 8]

=
T

gol A8
b A7k 00] obd 7

B
<

1. A
1

&

RS

=
=

st

L
e

SR

BEPN

BE A el

2ol

e
A

o

1T Aol

—

0}

1
o}J

A2
H
"

1
N

W

1H

X

N

i

a
©

Aol Z A}l

}

as

ol
3K

A A FelA 7hg

=z
-

2 575

o]+

A ol

Aol 7 B

~u
N

e

A gshu

o]
S

9] 9]y

4

ol A
=

=2
L

]

o

4
a%

™

<

.

o0

it
A+
)
.Ao

(XS
T

ol

gty

o] EAZOEM B

=%
[¢]

Al
~

o

A=

i

r
ofy

ﬂmo

A

(2) 4 ¥3 =(ordinal scale)

H

"

Jl
K-
°
76

it
=
ol
T
P

N
<0
o)

A



W2 @HOASRBIHSE (199. 8)

(4) 8] &3 = (ratio scale)

A7 glem M2 TE T gel sel Bk of
Yeh 245 Alele] wlgA el b5 HE
ot} W& Aol e Re FHHTLANE
£od0] AH EARA e Azt 02
Aol EAF) GO MEHER 5
AL WEE AW, A, A%

= 5
ete] diate BRAS #AE

A% ool
Ae MBS AFE Fs] YFL WA
A e 14 @4 Wolm oW Heje A

scaling 71HE %
g 74, vgz Y 2 AR 54
=

7R gt

(1) vj2s FAEAY

R By g stHe] EHQE A
$-9} 279 EAJo] ¥4 X4 (nonmetric) ¥ o

HgHE PHYOEA H2AES HEAE

A9 B4 T2y FESFO wEia BEA
e g HEAE BAste HEE
¥ AA, olFEEHAY 1YL run AAWEE

s

>
op
Qﬂ
kJ
&)
i
o
e
ﬁi
H
N
o
o
b
b
[y
Iz

E2 oY B2 2AMY

x=el Y 24 gy
X - test
HE 28 run test

binominal test

Kolmogorov-Smirnov

ME A8
¥ 18 A 28 4 vy & HAF one sample test
o,
B OHEZH XE 224 gy L o
Table 1. The classification list of data
. B} HEZIs
5 KA WY | BRE 2F = Al b o
—_ /| o =
MR R Y PR R,
F2HE | GARF | A HRE EA FERYEF
PR E A EA&F
FEABES,
NggwaA | S £
MEdHE | &9 F 9 # e =7 FEFATA
H 24 A _ .
° AL A F
EAe B =) Z+ A8 % | e HF 2554 22X, FRAF, FEHAIZE
Aoy 27 | ) 8 W
N = (] - ~
H & 3 = - z | zana 2554 u & of ol & & A A5 ol




X - test
McNemar test
Cochran Q test

Kolmogorov-Smirnov two sample
test

Mann-Whitney U test

Median test

Kruscal-Wallis one way ANOV A
Friedman-two way ANOV A
Kendall

Wald-Worfowitz test

Wilcoxon test
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dependent and independent variable
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