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: This project concerns a theoretical study of psychophysics.

We investigate the properties of the law of similarity (on
the Weber sensitivities) within the Fechnerian framework.
Instead of assuming differentiability, we rely on regular
variation to characterize the parameters in the law of
similarity. We also link our results to those in Iverson
(2006).

Fechnerian representation, functional equation, law of
similarity, Weber sensitivity, regular variation



Final Report

1 Introduction

Let &(x) = x + A(x), where s represents a discrimination index and A, is the ‘just
noticeable difference’ of the stimulus x, be the (Weber) sensitivities in psychophysics.
Iverson (2006) introduced a law of similarity on £, and studied its impact on the Fechnerian
representation. This law states that

fs()\l‘) = ’7<)" S)gn()\,s) (x)a (1)

in which A > 0, y(A, s) and 7(\, s) are continuous in the two variables, (), s) varies
monotonically with A\, and 7(\,s) varies monotonically with s. Further, the follow-
ing boundary conditions are imposed: ~y(1,s) = 1, n(1l,s) = s, v(A\,0) = A, and
n(X,0) = 0. A special form of (1) assuming that v(\,s) = A*) was investigated by
Hsu and Iverson (2016) to show its impact on the (weakly balanced) affine representation

U(z,y) = F <%) , in which F', u are strictly increasing and o is positive, and all
are continuous and differentiable (see also Hsu, Iverson, & Doble, 2010).

Equation (1) is an interesting and yet complicated functional equation. Working jointly
with Dr. Chris Doble from the US, in this report we summarize our attempt at character-
izing (1) from a different perspective. Specifically, differentiability regarding 1 and ~ in
(1) is not assumed a priori here. Instead, we rely on the property of regular variation for

most of the derivations.

2 Properties of the law of similarity

In Hsu and Iverson (2016), 7 is postulated to satisfy the multiplicative translation axiom:
n(AN,s) = n(N,n(A, s)) (Aczél, 1966), which implies that 7 is permutable in A. In-
deed, n(AX, ) = n(N,n(\,5)) and n(NA,s) = n(A,n(N,s)) so that n(N,n(A, s)) =

n(A,n(X, s)).
As shown in Hsu and Iverson (2016), 7 and  in (1) are somewhat related. To see this,
we iterate (1), yielding

fs(/\)‘/x) - ’7()\)\/,8)&7()\)\/75)(1‘) (2)

= 7<)‘7 5)577()\,5)(/\/1') = ’Y(Av 5)7()‘/7 7]<)‘7 5))57]()\’,77()\,5))(‘7;)'
3)



If (A, s) in (1) does not vary with A, then the boundary condition 7(1, s) = s implies
that (), s) = s for all \. It then follows from (2) and (3) that y(AN, s) = (A, s)v (N, s)
and so v()\,s) = A®) for some function ¢(s). If n(),s) varies with A for all s # 0,
then from (2), (3) and the postulate that n is multiplicatively translational, we have that
there exist continuous and strictly monotonic functions H satisfying H(0) = 0 such that
n(\,s) = HAH'(s)).! Moreover, fix s = sy # 0 and denote K,,(\) = (), so) and

Jso(N) = n(\, s0) = H(AH'(sg)). This leads to y(X, J,,(\)) = KKZ(EX)/) One can easily

check that in both cases 7) is permutable.
More can be derived about v in (1). Indeed, applying commutativity of £ to (1) yields

E(YN )00 () = &(V(A, 8)Eq00,9) (), (5)
YY), )&, Enonny () = Y(Y(A, 8), 1) Entvns).0 (§nns) (X)) (6)

To facilitate the development, we now postulate that + is permutable in s, i.e.,
Y(v(A, ), 8") = v(v(A, &), s). Then (6) implies that

Entynt)s) (Enont) () = Eniyins) ) (Enirs) () (7)

We note that Equation (7) holds if n(y(\, t), s) = n(A, s), which implies either (i)  does
not depend on its first variable, in which case (), s) = s for all A and (), s) = A\“®) for
some function ¢(s), or (ii)  depends on its first variable, in which case (A, s) = A for all
s. These results are consistent with Theorem 5 of Hsu and Iverson (2016).

Equation (7) also holds in other peculiar ways without assuming 7(y(A,t),s) =
n(\, s). To get an intuition, consider the particular form v()\, s) = [e/*(\® —1)+1]/# and
n(\, s) = —aln[A"#(e=%/* — 1) + 1] discussed in the last paragraph of Section 6 of Hsu
and Iverson (2016).2 A simple computation reveals that v (and 7, respectively) satisfies
permutability in s (and in A, respectively). Since both were derived within the Fechnerian
framework, (7) must hold with these two forms. To see this, we first note from Falmagne
(1985) that being Fechnerian implies that

Es(&i()) = Eope(). ()

Applying (8) to (7) and inserting the forms of - and 7 then yields
1A 1), ) +n(0,8) = —alnA (e 5 — 1) + 1] ©)
= n(y(A 8), 1) +n(A,s) = (X, s +1). (10)

Note that in the last statement of Theorem 1 in Hsu and Iverson (2016), the expression of H and y holds
only for s # 0.

2This was done by first setting 7 = 1 in (15a) of Iverson (2006): &,(x) = T(e%/*(x/T)? 4 (e%/* —
1))1/8. We applied the form to &,(Az) = (X, 5)&,(x,s)(z) and found that on both sides there is only one
term involving 2. We thus have two equations and two unknown (v and 7) to solve for.
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We also recall that 7 is assumed to be multiplicatively translational. Thus for the case
in which 77(, s) is non-constant in \, we apply (), s) = H(AH ~*(s)) to (9) and (10) and
obtain

H(y(\, s)H™ ' (t)) + HAH '(s)) = HAH (s +1)). (11)

The form of v and 7 described above satisfies (11) — we obtain H(s) = —a/In(ks™ +1)
for some constant k # 0.
Following (9) and (10), we now focus on solving

H(y(\)H () + HOH (1) = H(y(A, s)H (1)) + H(AH ' (s)). (12)

We know that if (], s) is a function only of A, that is, (A, s) = h(\) for some strictly
monotonic function h, then v(\, s) = A for all s. (We know this because of the boundary
condition (A, 0) = A.) In such a case, we get Equations (13a)-(13c) of Iverson (2006).

So, suppose that (A, s) varies with both A and s. Suppose also that  is monotonic in
each variable, except for A = 1, in which case v(1,s) = 1 for all s. Letting u = H1(s)
and v = H~(t), we rewrite (12) as

Hy(A, H(v))u] + H(Av) = Hly(A, H(u))o] + H(u) . (13)
Theorem 1 in Hsu and Iverson (2016) states that (), s) = W for some strictly

monotonic function WW. Thus

_ W\ H(q) _ WHAH(H(g))) _ W(H(A\))
D=y T Wiy wagy) Y
and, with 7' = W o H, (13) can be re-expressed as
T(\v) B T()\u)v "
H(T(v) u)—i—H()\v)—H(T(u) >+H(/\ ). (15)

The following table shows the solutions of &,(Az) = v(A, 5)&,(x.5)(¢) obtained in Iver-
son (2006b). It also shows the respective H obtained from n(\, s) = ()\H 1(s)) and the

T obtained from y(\, H(q)) = T((Aq)) where it is also assumed that 7'(1) =




§s(7) (A, )

11a, 11b, 11c
es/og A
os/a \e/e
xefs/a )\675/04
13a, 13b, 13c
es/og A
(z° + g)% A
1

(==)

Py A

15a, 15b, 15¢, 15d, 15¢, 15f
(e5/92P + 5% — 1)F (e/°(N — 1) + 1)7

(e=%/g=8 y e~/ —1)F  (e¥/*(A\~F — 1)+ 1)_71

=L

(1—e/o +eslox=B)F (/oA P —1)+1)7

[

(1—es/afes/agf)s  (e~s/*(NP — 1)+ 1)7
(1 — s/ 4 es/agh)s (e/°(N = 1) + 1)5

(1 — =5/ e=slag=P)F  (e=5/*(A\F —1)+1)F

n(A; s)

S
AP

M

—alog(A\ B (e™¥/* —1) 4+ 1)

alog(N(es/™ —
(

—alog(M (e~

alog( A\ B(es/* —
—alog(A\ A (e s/ —

alog(MP(e*/® — 1) + 1)

ks=P

ksP

—alog(ks™? +1)
alog(ks® + 1)
—alog(ks® +1)
alog(ks™ +1)
—alog(ks™ +1)

alog(ks® + 1)




3 Toward solving Equation (15)

Without loss of generality, hereafter we assume that 7'(1) = 1. Recall that Equation (15)

H (7;?:)) u) v HOWw) = H (??JS%) + H(w).

Setting K = e!! and rearranging, we see that (15) implies

() K (3)

K(/\u)

Here are some thoughts about (16).

1. K,T :]0,00[—]0, co| are continuous and strictly monotonic. We have y(\, H(v)) =

((U)) forall \,v > 0, so T((’\”)) is strictly monotonic in v for all fixed A # 1. Note also

that (( )) is strictly monotonic in A for all fixed v because 7" is strictly monotonic,

which is consistent with the fact that we are assuming (A, s) varies monotonically
with \.

2. A fixed point of 7" is an input A; such that T'(\;) = Ap. If )\f is such a fixed
point, then letting A = Ay and u = 1 in (16), we see that T(A(f ;’ = Ay, that is,
T(Apv) = AT (v) for all v > 0. It is straightforward to use this to show that if
Ay is a fixed point of 7', then (A;)™ is also a fixed point of 1" for each integer n.
We know that 1 is a fixed point of T; if there is also some other fixed point of 7,
then there must be infinitely many fixed points, 7" must be unbounded (above), and
lim,_,o 7'(v) must equal 0. However, we know that 1 is the only fixed point of 7":

Since y(\, H(v)) = ((’\”) and since for any fixed point \q of 7" we have T(?O;’ =\

(this is true because of (16)), it would have to be that v(\g, H(v)) = g for all v,
meaning H (v) = 0 for all v, which is possible only when A\g = 1. So, 1 is the only
fixed point of 7T'.

3. It seems that a natural thing to use/investigate is regular variation
(Bingham et al.,, 1987; de Haan and Ferreira, 2006; Dzhafarov, 2002):

A measurable function L :]0, 00[—]0, oo varies regularly at 0 iff lim, g LL((’\”)) =

g(\) for some function g, and for all A > 0.> We will assume that either K or T'
varies regularly at 0.

3 It turns out that in such a case, necessarily g(\) = \? for some real number p.
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4. There is also the notion of regular variation at co: A measurable function L :
10, 00[—]0, 00| varies regularly at oo iff lim,_e 209 = h()) for some function

L(v)
h, and for all A > 0.%

Attempting to make progress on (16), we utilize some well-known results.

Proposition 1 Ler f :]0, oo[—]0, co[ be measurable.
(i) f varies regularly at 0 if and only if

i £ (0V)
v=0 f(cv)
Moreover, it must be that h(\) = A for some T, and for all A > 0.
(ii) Define f(x) =f (%)for all x > 0. Then f is regularly varying at 0 with index p if and
only if f is regularly varying at infinity with index —p.
(iii) If f is regularly varying at oo with index (, then

lim f(\) = {OO’ ffo>0

b
=h (—) for some function h, and for all b,c > 0.
c

A—r00 0, ifit<0.

(The limit can be finite and nonzero only when v = 0.)
(iv) If f is regularly varying at O with index p, then

{0, ifp>0

lim f(N) =1 ro .

(The limit can be finite and nonzero only when p = (.)

Proof. Let f :]0, co[—]0, oo[ be measurable.
(i) (=) Suppose f varies regularly at 0. Let b, c be positive real numbers. Then

he b
m m = lim M = lim M =h (é) for some function h ,
c

o0 fev) 250 f(et) T 2o f(0)

where the last equality uses the fact that f varies regularly at 0.

(<) Suppose lim,_ ;Eﬁzg =h (%’) for some function A, for all b, ¢ > 0. Setting c = 1,
we see that f varies regularly at 0.

The “Moreover” statement follows directly from footnote 3.

(i1) This is from page 18 of Bingham et al. (1987).

*It turns out that in such a case, necessarily (\) = A" for some real number 7.
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(ii1) This is from page 22 of Bingham et al. (1987).
(iv) This is an immediate consequence of (ii) and (iii) of this proposition.
O

We have the following results about the K and 7" that satisfy (16).

Theorem 2 Suppose K,T :]0,00[—]0,00[ are continuous and satisfy (16), with K
strictly monotonic and T'(1) = 1.

(i) T varies regularly at 0 if and only if K does.

(ii) If either K or T varies regularly at 0, then

K\ u)X  (TOw)\’
o= (7o) 47

for some real numbers 6 and T, and for all A\, u > 0.
(iii) If either K or T varies regularly at 0, then

KA\
ROy (A’ (18)

for some real numbers 6 and T, and for all A > 0.
(iv) (K, T) is a solution to (16) iff (cK*?,T) is a solution to (16), for any c, p # 0.
(v) Define K (z) = K () and T(x) = T (%) for all x > 0. Then (K, T) is a solution to

(16) if and only if (f(, 1/T> is a solution to (16).

Proof.
(i) (=) Assuming 7' varies regularly at 0, we have that lim,, 7}%”) = A" forall A > 0,
for some real number 7. Since K is continuous, we can take the limit of the L.h.s. of (16)

asv — 0 to get

T(\w) : T'(Mv)
K < T0) u> B K <hmv_>0 T u) K (\u)

li = = )
050 K () K(\u) K(\u)
So, we must have that the limit of the r.h.s. of (16) as v — 0 exists and equals %, that
18,
K (5080) k()
lim = ) (19)
v—=0 K (Av) K(\u)



Setting u = 1 and using the fact that 7'(1) = 1, we get from (19) that

. K(TW\v) K7
1 = 20
00 K () K\ (20)
and using Lemma 1, we see that K varies regularly at 0.
(<) Assuming K varies regularly at 0, we can set u = 1 in (16) and take the limit of the

r.h.s. as v — 0 to get

iy ) _ (T

for some 0, by Lemma 1. When we take the limit of the 1.h.s. of (16) as v — 0 (with

5
u = 1), we must also get (@) , SO
T(\v) . T(\v)
T()\) d . K < T(0) > K (llmyao T () ) (21)
— ] =lim =
A v=0  K()\) K(\) ’

where the second equality in (21) uses the fact that K is continuous. From (21) and the
fact that K is strictly monotonic, we see that lim,_ 7;()‘:)) depends only on A, that is, T’
varies regularly at 0.

(i1) By (i) above, both /K and 7" must vary regularly at O if either one does. In such a case,
T(\v)

we must have lim,_,q Tw = A" for some 7 and for all A > 0. Taking the limit as v — 0
on both sides of (16) and using (i) gives (17).
(iii) Apply (ii) above with u = 1.
(iv) Obvious, based on the form of (16).
(v) Recall again Equation (16):
T(\v) T(\u)
K () K ()
K\ — K(w)
Defining T'(z) := T'(1/z) for all z €]0, co|, we get
T(5) T(5)
K (foe) K (F5e)
Ku) —  K(\w)
And defining K (z) := K (1/z) for all z €]0, oo] gives the following:




Then, with @ := 1/u, ¥ := 1/v, and \ = 1/A, we have

K (7s5n) K (F557) 22)
K(a)  KO)

Comparing (16) and (22), we get the result in (v).
O

Remark 3 Looking at the solutions 15(a)-(f) in Iverson (2006), we have the following
(arbitrarily choosing the solution in 15(a) to be (K (x),T(x))).
15(a) and 15(e): (K (x),T(x)) is the solution

15(b) and 15(f): (=, =

K(3)T(3)
15(c): (K(%), T(ll) is the solution

15(d): (ﬁ, T(x)) is the solution

is the solution

VRS

We also see from Iverson (2006) that the values of 6 and 7 are limited. Theorem 6
below gets at how ¢ and 7 are limited. First, we introduce a lemma from Chung (1975).

Lemma 4 (Chung (1975), Lemma 2.3.2) Suppose that [ :]0,00[—]0,00[ is a non-
decreasing function and the following condition holds for a sequence {a,} of positive
numbers with a,, — 0 as n — co:

- flan)
lim =zx° where c €0, 00| . (23)
n—00 f(an) ] [
Let {a,'} be a sequence of positive numbers. If
!/
lim 2% — 3 (24)
n—00 (,
with 3 € [0, 0], then
/

noo f(an)

Conversely, if (25) holds with 5 € [0, o], then (24) is true. (The analogous result for a
non-increasing function also holds.)



Remark 5 Suppose that g :)0, 0o[—]0, 00| is a non-increasing function and the following
condition holds for a sequence {a,} of positive numbers with a,, — 0 as n — oo:

lim 9lan) _ ¢ wherec €] —00,0]. (26)

Let {a,'} be a sequence of positive numbers. If

a /
lim =~ =7 (27)
n—00 Ay,
with 3 € [0, 00], then
/
lim 949 _ e (28)
n—oo g(an)

Theorem 6 Suppose K, T :)0,00[—|0, 00| are continuous, strictly monotonic, and sat-
isfy (16). Suppose K varies regularly at 0 with index 6. Then by Theorem 2(i), T also
varies regularly at 0; let its index be 7. We have the following.

(i))If6 =0, thent = 1;

(i) If 0 # 0and 7 > 0, then T(\) = A" and K(\) = K (1)) for all X > 0;

(iii) If § # 0, T is strictly increasing and T = 0, then limy _,oT(\) = ¢, where
0</l< 0.

Proof. From Theorem 2(iii), we have

KON

forall A > 0. If 6 = 0, then clearly 7 = 1 because K is strictly monotonic. This means (i)
holds.

For (ii), suppose that 7 > 0. Suppose first that 6 > 0. Then lim, .o K(\) = 0 by
Proposition 1(iv), so /K, already assumed strictly monotonic, must be strictly increasing.
Since K is regularly varying at 0, we get that Condition (23) applies with f = K (for
every such sequence {a, }). Consider (16), slightly rewritten as follows:

KEOw) K (2;/5()\:;)”)

K()  p (T(Av)u) '

T(v)

(29)

10



If 7 > 0, it must be that limy_,o 7'(\) = 0, again by Proposition 1(iv). Let {\,} be a
sequence of positive reals such that lim,, ., A, = 0. Let a,,/ = TOnw) ), and a, = TQnv),,

.. . T(u) T(v)
for each positive integer n. Then a,, — 0 as n — oo, and

ol S wTw) L TOww) o T) fuyT
lim — = lim —~ =— 1 = () ;
n—oo A, n—co _;(Z;’)u U T(u) n—00 T()\nv) U T(u)

(%

where the last equality uses the fact that 7" is regularly varying at 0. From Lemma 4, then,
we have

Now, (29) gives

T(Anu)
K(\v) K( T(u) U)
K()\nu) N K (T(Anv)u>

T(v)

for all n, and taking the limit of both sides as n — oo gives
v\ 9 vTW) runt\’
2) = (= - ) 30
(u) (uT(u) (v) ) 30)

, 5
Rearranging (30) and setting u = 1 gives T'(v) = v". Using K}?(/\“u))’\ - (T(A“)> from

Theorem 2(ii), with 7'(v) = v™ we have

and setting u = 1 gives K(A\™!) = K(1) (A1 ie., K(\) = K(1)A. (Note that
this derivation does not hold for 7 = 1. Indeed, 7 = 1 also does not work regarding
the condition mentioned several pages above that 1 is the only fixed point of 7'.) This
completes (ii) of the theorem when 0 is assumed greater than 0. For § < 0, the argument
is similar, except K is strictly decreasing, and Remark 5 is used instead of Lemma 4.

For (iii), we proceed by contradiction. Suppose & > 0, T is strictly increasing and
7 =0, but limy_,o T'(\) # ¢ for any finite, positive ¢. Because 7 is strictly increasing, we
cannot have limy_,o 7'(\) = co. So it would have to be that limy_,o 7'(A) = 0. (Note that

11



limy o 7°(\) must exist because 7" is monotone and bounded below.) Again using Lemma
4 and proceeding as for (ii), we get (30), that is,

v\?  (vT(v) fu\T b
<u> B (uT(u) (v) )

Since we are assuming 7 = 0, the above implies 7'(v) = T'(u) for all u,v > 0, which is
impossible for strictly increasing 7. So, it cannot be that limy_,o 7'(\) = 0, which means
we must have limy_,o 7'(\) = ¢, where 0 < ¢ < oo. Similarly, we derive a contradiction
assuming limy_,0 7'(A\) # ¢ for any finite, positive ¢ while also assuming § < 0, 7" is
strictly increasing and 7 = 0. (This time, Remark 5 is used.) This completes the proof of
(iii).

O

4 Two interesting cases: (i) 0 = 0,7 =1, (ii) 0 £ 0,7 =0
in Theorem 6

We will assume that the solution K of (16) is regularly varying at 0 and that the index of

variation is a. By Theorem 2(v), we have that (K (), T'(x)) is a solution iff (K(%), ﬁ)
is a solution. From Proposition 1(ii), since K () is regularly varying at 0 with index a,
we have that K (%) is regularly varying at infinity with index —a. Now, we assume K (%)
is regularly varying at O because it is a solution of (16)—we are assuming each solution
“K” (whatever its form) is regularly varying at 0. Call b the index of regular variation
of K (<) at 0. Then again by Proposition 1(ii), K (x) is regularly varying at infinity with
index —b. Now for 7T'. Since K is regularly varying at 0, so is 7. We will call ¢ the index
of regular variation of 7" at 0. From Proposition 1(ii), since T'(x) is regularly varying at 0
with index ¢, we have that T(%) is regularly varying at infinity with index —c, so ﬁ is
regularly varying at infinity with index c. Since K'(1) is regularly varying at 0, so is #;)
(by Theorem 2(v), because (K (%), ﬁ) is a solution). Calling d the index of regular
variation of ﬁ at 0, we have from Proposition 1(ii) that ﬁ is regularly varying at
infinity with index —d, so that ﬁ is regularly varying at 0 with index d.
Let us distinguish 7., oo defined by

: . K()u)
000 —

12



from 7y, o defined by

A — fim LAY e = i )
u—0 T(u) u—0 K(u)

The cases we have narrowed down to are (i) 69 = 0, 7o = 1 and (ii) 69 # 0, 79 = O.
It appears 7., and 7y are related to the solutions in Iverson (2006), and ¢, and J, are
related as well—for each solution (K, T'), it appears that (0o, Too) = (nonzero,0) iff
(60, 70) = (0,1), and also (doo, 7o) = (0, 1) iff (do,70) = (nonzero,0). (See below.)
Further, it appears that the solutions in Iverson (2006) come in the forms (K (z),T(x)),

1 1 1 1 1 :
(@’ @>, (K(;), @>, and (m, T(as)) . We note that these forms of solutions are

consistent with the forms (cK (x)?, T'(z)) and (cK (L), ﬁ) of Theorem 2(iv) and (V).

Can we conclude by some sort of argument that ﬁndiaﬁg solutions for only half the
cases—e.g., finding the solutions only for the case (dg,79) = (nonzero,0)—will auto-
matically give us all the solutions? To get some insights, in the following we summarize

the solutions in Iverson (2006) to see how they are related to ¢ and 7 in Theorem 6.

1 1
Al of the forms of T look like either T'(\) = (35) " or T(\) = (X544) 7, where

B > 0, and all of the forms of K look like K(s) = (ks + 1) (that is, K(s) =
(ks + 1), K(s) = (ks® +1)7, K(s) = (ks P +1)®, or K(s) = (ks + 1)), where
a, B > 0.

1

15(a), 15(e): K(x) = (ka# + 1) and T'(x) = <xﬁ+k) B

k+1
-8 —a -8 BY—a
g KO0 BQu) T D7 (RAT U)o
u—0 K(u) u—0 (ku_ﬁ—i—l)_a u—0 (k’—{—uﬁ)_a
-8 —a
lim SO0, RO TEDT

U—00 K(u) U—00 (ku*ﬁ + 1)*04

8 5 3
hmTO\U):im M ) k+1 521
uf +k

kE+1

1 1 1 1

lim T(Au) lim (M)P +EN? (k+1\7 lim (M) +E\? lim N+ k/uP\ P _)
e o =afand d,, =0

e p=0and 7, =1

e lim, .o K(s) =0andlimy ., K(s) =1

13



1
o limy o T(A) = (£5)7 and limy o0 T(X) = 00

-1

15(), 15(0): K (2) = (ka? + 1)* and T(2) = (£535) 7

im KO0 _ o GO+ D
w0 K(u) w0 (kuf + 1)
KAu) . (kQw)?+1)* (kA 4+ 1/uf)”

li = = =\
oo K(u) usee (kuf + 17 uboe (k£ 1/uf)e

—1

k+1 u b+ k 1+ kuf

-8 5 5 -8 B\ 7
T :hm<()\u) +k) ( k41 ) i (A + ku )
u—r

u—0 T(U) u—0
L TOw) ()P T k1T ,

0o =0and oo, = aff

To=1land 7, =0

limg_,o K(s) = 1 and limg_, o, K(s) = 00

limy o T'(A) = 0 and limy 06 T(A) = (£5) 7

15(c): K(x) = (ka” + 1)~ and T'(z) = (ﬂ)T

)
limm = lim (k()\u)ﬁ 1) =1
w0 K(u) w0 (kuf 1)~
KOu) (kQw)f+1)7 (RN +1/uf)

Ii _ _ :A—aﬁ
umoe K(u) woeo (kP + 1)@ woeo (k+ 1juf)—o

-1

—1 —1
-8 N B -8 B\ B
lim —TO\U) = lim <—()\u) i k> . < il ) = liII(l) (—/\ - ku >
u—

u—0 T'(u) u—0 k+1 u P+ k 1+ kuf
1 —1
. T(\u) : ()P +E\ 7 k+1 \7
l S A (. AL? i B (LS S [ |
e T(u) e ( E+1 u b +k

e )o =0and o, = —af

e p=1land 7, =0
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e lim, ,g K(s) =1andlimg ., K(s) =0

e limy o 7(A\) = 0 and limy_,oc T(\) = ()

15(d): K(z) = (kx=% +1)* and T'(z) = (w5+k> B

. K(Ow) . (kQw) TP+ (kAT )
1 =1 = lim ———— = A"
R A R r e S e

lim K(\u) - (k(Au)™P +1)>
ul—>oo K(U) - u1—>oo (k;u—ﬁ + 1)04 o

1 1
. T\ . (M) +E\? [ k+1)\7
| =1 7 = . _
) L“( ol die) ~!

LOTOw) L (Qw)k S k417 (D) 5 (N R/ 5 \
= . = _—_— = 11m _— =

e p=—afand i, =0

e p=0and 7, =1

e lim, ,o K(s) = oo and lim, ,, K(s) =1

e limy ,0cT(\) = (kiﬂ)% and limy_,, T'(\) = o0

S Further thoughts

Note the result in Theorem 6(iii) that limy o 7(\) = ¢, where 0 < ¢ < oo. Let us assume
it, with 7 = 0 and see what we can derive. Consider again (29):

K (TT((AJS)U)  K(w)
K (T(Av)u> K’

T(v)

Assuming 0 < limy_,o, T'(\) = ¢ < oo, taking lim)_, ., of both sides gives



which is the same thing as

1/6
and remembering that T'(\) = <@> A (which is from Theorem 2(iii) with 7 = 0), we

()
K(,U)l/é 1/5
K (f—K(l)us : > o

K (M(u)“f‘ . 2)1/5 v

K)o

have

S

Now, with w = % and M(z) = K(x)"/?, we get

M(v)
M (ﬁ N (1) w) o
7 M(wv) 1 ’
M (ﬁ M(1) E)
and with > = 2%, M (2) = M (3%5), we have
M (M (z)w)
= W s
M (M(wz) - )
that is,
M (M(z)w) Y (M(wz)) 7 31)
w w

which holds for all w, z > 0. Maybe we could take good advantage of (31). One property
that looks good for it is the following: Replacing z with M (z) gives

MOPEw) (i)

w w

(%)

— M? (M) ’

w
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and continuing in this way, we get for all positive integers n,

This property of (31) is appealing, as it says that applying M to
simply applying M to z in

K is.

M (M"(2)w) _ (M) _ (32)

w w

% is the same as
M(wz)

w

. Furthermore, we have that M is regularly varying since

We wrap up the report with some final comments for future work.

We have made good progress in getting to Equation (31):

MGy (M)

> 0).
- . (1,2 > 0)

We know of at least two solutions consistent with our various conditions, namely,
the solutions M () = ka for some nonzero constant k, and M (x) = (1 + 27)'/# for
some nonzero constant 5. Proving that these are the only solutions, or finding all the
other solutions, will be a challenge. It is very possible that either M has every point
as a fixed point (namely M (x) = z for all z > 0), or M has no fixed points. More
work needs to be done if we are to solve (31).

There are a number of properties of regularly varying functions that one may take
advantage of. A summary of some properties is in de Haan and Ferreira (2006),
pages 366+. Here is one of those properties:

If f is regularly varying with index o > 0 (a < 0) then f is asymptot-
ically equivalent to a strictly increasing (decreasing) differentiable func-
tion g with derivative ¢’, which is regularly varying with index oo — 1 if
a > 0, and —¢’ is regularly varying with index o — 1 if o < 0.

This may help us in solving Equation (31).

We have been eliminating the differentiability assumption and instead assuming reg-
ular variation. It looks the regular variation assumption is weaker, that is, there are
functions that satisfy regular variation (and are defined on |0, o[, are monotonic,
continuous, etc.) but are not differentiable. It would be good to have an example
and an intuition for the difference between regular variation and differentiability.
Also, a natural next step would be to examine the relationship to Dzhafarov (2002)’s
multidimensional Fechnerian work.
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e Assume a Fechnerian representation P(x,y) = Flu(z) — u(y)]. Suppose some
‘initial measurement unit’ has been chosen for measuring the stimuli. Then for any
A > 0, where )\ is the factor for converting the initial measurement unit to a new
unit, we have Py (Az, A\y) = F)[ux(Az) —u\(\y)], where Py, F) and u, may depend
on A, and

P(z,y) = P\(Az, \y) . (33)
This means that
Flu(z) — u(y)] = Fx[ux(Az) — ux(Ay)] - (34)
That is,
u(és(7)) — u(r) = 5 = un(A (7)) — ua(Ax) . (35)

Define \&;(x) to be the intensity of the stimulus judged greater than x when the unit
given by \ is being used (and the index is s). Then we have

)‘£S<x) = )\£S<)‘x) ) (36)

which is a “meaningfulness constraint” (see Falmagne & Doble, 2015) relating the
functions in the family S = {,&; | A > 0}, where & := £,. We also assume that
the “initial code” &, satisfies the law of similarity (Equation (1)), that is,

Es(Ax) = 7(A, 8)E 00 (2) -

Following Falmagne and Doble (2015) this would mean that assuming (1) and (36),
it would be the case that all of the members in S satisfy the law of similarity. Toward
examining this, we see that, for any 6 > 0, using successively (36) and (1), we get

600) =26 (§0) =47 (§5) 6.0

So we have somewhat of a law of similarity propagating, namely,

Aa(07) = Ay (§ S) (s,

which we can think of as

(@), (37)

>

)\53(0];) =7 (97 3) 577>\(0,s)<x> . (38)

In (38), we could have that v, = 7 and/or that , = 7, which would give a stronger
propagation result than if these were not true. From Iverson (2006)’s solutions,
it does not appear that v, = ~ or that , = n for the interesting cases, (15a)-
(15f), or for some of the other cases. It would be interesting to look at from the
meaningfulness viewpoint whether something like (38) helps us in solving Equation
(15).
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The main purpose of this trip was to meet Dr. Chris Doble to discuss our joint
work on ‘regular variation’ in psychophysics. During my stay, we made some
progress on using regularly varying functions to help narrow down the possible
functional forms of the scales in the Fechnerian representation without assuming
differentiability. Some of the results will be summarized in the final report of this
project. We also briefly discussed a related work by Prof. Ehtibar Dzhafarov on
regular variation to see what it means for Fechnerian scaling via the ‘law of
similarity.’

The discussion with Dr. Doble was critical and beneficial, as after the trip I flew
to Europe to present our work in the 2018 European Mathematical Psychology Group
meeting.

On a side note, while in Southern California Dr. Doble and I also spent time
discussing the work being done at ALEKS on modeling retention of mathematics
learned via the ALEKS system (an adaptive learning and assessment system) to

address the issues of forgetting curves and testing effect.
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B #Y
The purpose of this trip was to present my work in the 2018 Annual Meeting of
the European Mathematical Psychology Group (EMPG), which began the late
afternoon of July 30th and ended the afternoon of August 2nd in Genova, Italy. I also
took a detour before and after the conference, flying to Irvine in Southern California,
USA, to discuss the current project with Dr. Chris Doble.

B

In the EMPG meeting I gave a poster presentation titled “Characterizing the law
of similarity in psychophysics”. Here is the abstract.

“Let &s(x) = x + As(x) (where s represents the response criterion and As is the
just noticeable difference) be the (Weber) sensitivities in psychophysics. Iverson
(2006, J Math Psych, 50, 283-289) introduced a law of similarity on &;and studied
its impact on the Fechnerian representation. This law states that

$s(Ax) =y, s)éna. (%), (1)
where y(A, s) and (A, s) are continuous in the two variables, y(A, s) varies
monotonically with 4, and (A, s) varies monotonically with s. Following Hsu and
Iverson (2016, J Math Psych, 75, 150-156) and imposing the notion of regular
variation (Dzhafarov, 2002, J Math Psych, 46, 226-244) on some of the functions
involved, in this study we attempt to characterize the forms of y and n in (1) and link
the results to the solutions in Iverson (2006).”

The feedback from several participants was informative; it gave me some

insights into how the research could be expanded in the future.

NP3 3

The EMPG meeting has much smaller size in attendance than the US-based
annual meeting of the Society for Mathematical Psychology. Nonetheless, the EMPG
meeting is more focused and provides more opportunities to interact intellectually
with other scholars. For example, during this year’s meeting I got a chance to meet
Professor Karl Klauer after his keynote speech on extending the multinomial
processing-tree (MPT) models to response times. I chatted with him, mentioning that I
had applied his latent-class MPT model to clinical data in Taiwan several years ago.
Some of other talks were inspiring too. For example, Professor Yutaka Matsushita
gave an interesting extension of measurement theory to derive a hyperbolic-type of
discounting function in intertemporal choice---a topic that I also have put some
thought into recently. I chatted with him and we both are open to possible
collaboration in the future. Overall, attending the EMPG meeting turned out to be a

very rewarding experience for me.
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