BBS 07/04/11 Rep:00 O

Behavioral and Brain Sciences, 2005, Vol.28, pp.1-49.

The rules versus similarity distinction

Emmanuel M. Pothos
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A proposal for rules and similarity
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General hypotheses about rules and similarity

Certainty and compositionality
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Rules as abstraction
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Learning, Reasoning, Categorization, Language
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Auther’s Response

Preferring Rules to Similarity: Coherence, goals, and commitment
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