(LEZFR) FRELSEERE N

FRLH 2 2PN R ABACAZ I S LA RN
e B, W, Rt BER, PR

$—i

Tt

wmEA1=N:

5

% K HI DRMYE SREAT 34 S50 2% 5% 27 21 JI W QOL) W REABGCIZ I FE M, IR 30t H H
FH5RAHL. LRULILZETIOLHIW (L IEFICIZ, FRREMAICIZ: Sie2k I AIOL
P et e BACAZANIERAICIZ; SLI 3R DLEAAIJOL A W AN i IEFRIC 12, (HAZ2REIRE R
12 ASCHEBEA — @A, et Bo™iE, (ERRAE LR 2.

B AW —AEEHARZ B JOL MIH B &101Z. BUH WG SO R E [8)1E
MR RGN RV o (HRAEF L S MBI RAE N AT H X TR AR A 5 k35 A
i o BIUNIERAS 1AL 7E Hh — SR SR AN AR A T H S R 27 ST P Fond B2 AN AR A 5 H
[JICES . VR BT el S X PR . 9 8h, HIRAE PRl or S SR A — AT H, 55 3
HH 5 2 16 (R0 SRR S B P AN 71 32 P PR BN 5T ) ) 1 SRR, T AN 2 P AN S R AE A
Tl H Z [AAFLETE ORER . VR ROZ SIS X 7 Rl TUH | 52 SEMES Lk 5 4 i 2
FRAE TR I 1) R
IR : U A R T . TEAE SRR, AR5 I FIRAE N BT H R R AT 154
(FEWLP7 (CBEED. P12, P16, P19 (3 =B, LAEEFRID).

S T G TR RSN FE AT ReAA PSR, EDTH B & 56 KRR A
W, BERE R OG RidIZaE— P X 4y RITH P K R (intra-item  relation) #1151 H [8] 58 £ (inter-item
relation). BAKTI S, B4 SRR N B H Z RIS R FE N H W RN T (B, 2%
LR E AR L RO AR B UH N DR R, T H FEAN ) 2 SRR Z B e & (i,
T H Ta) =2 R PP BE SOR 2D S ATE (B8 RN L. JeRii 7o &I, T H Ak R AIHE
8] 5 RICIZ A PIFIAFE B OC RIAIZ B, FFHME AT A5y & . 4N, Peterson A1 Mulligan
(2013)K FH I R W ALV S BRI H B & 50 REAG,  ERF FTH R B DRy Sai bt
BE, BEANERT 2R ZR IR AN H bria 2 B AFEIE S IR OCR (i, tape-grape, wear-pear), H.iA]
XoF ) H bR 2 (AR AR RIS ER (Filtn, grape A1 pear J& T /K525, wFgtdr, WZHukik
B2 SRS, RSP SIS LS, B A A 1A
TMAAHE RS I — R BZIA CBIRYE L RN 2 B ARia]D . 24958 R 2SI 450R



J&, PRABE e 0T H AR B B EHZIE (SR8 1) MR BHZINA (S5 2). 451K
B, ELREIZIRA, MR LR FIZREUEE T ESA, RIH B, 1%
25 LMK RE B X T H 5 R iCAZ = A AR BEVE Y SR1, AEEEXT B Al 1 B B B2,
DAL H 2 RS R T 2, R R I8N . S B2, £ H H Rz
AR IE CRZE L (ARC 2030 BT E 2, 1245 BRI 00 H (1) 56 R
A2 B WIAER . iR HE 7045 BEAE Mulligan A1 Peterson (2015) (1) J5 £ A 153 T EE L
E. UL, T0H N ORISR H ] 2E RIS R FI O RIDIZ 88, H HaT DUsE A
[ P A =R B AR AT 4%

gi bRk, RATEFAL 7T H WA H A SCRICIZHZRIE, PUISE 2 FIsE 3
SCRAPRH ZE R, AR B EIE UH B Sdiz. BUE WG SO RIAIZANITHE )15 O R
WL ZE . BT R ITEIE ! BRI

3R
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B 2: 5258 2 RILT JOL X IEICIZAREERON, (HR2524 3 WA KL JOL X IEMILZ
PRI o SEHG 2 RSN 3 (127 ST B BE LML, 135 B tH RN AR 34 2 BORIBUT: 55 6
X PR AR R S IE Y TS5 20 (EARERE IR A TR A A S R I T AN E] 45 A
[B1R7 : R Ao TR R L, FRATARIE R = S @ WCGEAT T A . BT &, BARSEE
2 FISZut 3 7824 ST BL ELLACHIEL, (H/27E DRM AR I IR E, WIS ATk
Z5, RAEERUN.

SUI6 2 KA DRM 45138, B3N 1A S aiE A7 e SL [m 1078 i EC R, BsE
P9 AR VBT R AH [ ) OGBS A s AR, SEEG 3 SR A/ DRM YR G HIFR, RIZIR M4
WIEAAFAEILRIAIE UK R . MR JOL MZRZRFI S, AMACH T 4 3 T AR (]
WG i JOL WPEFI IR FEMZZR, HdiE LR R JOL i E Mg R —,
REAMA S FH ST % 1K) JOL AE i T~ o %A X (Castel, 2008; Koriat, 1997; Koriat et al., 2014;
Koriat et al., 2004). fESZI 2 o, 45136 4 (1315 2 (M A7AETE LR RN, 4k JOL K il 3%
584k DRM 251 2 (1) AN ) 1 )18 ORI, R 92 iy O 5 ) TH A B FOCEEE TR e 2. It
i, FHEL no-JOL, HEfk JOL 2514 EAT 58 i (1) O A 1l 8 P A o v 26 R0 OGRS VLA (¥ R 4 26

E, (EAERNR, 555 2 MAIFIRAR, 7E3250 3 s Ml i i &AM iE 2


https://doi.org/10.1037/a0031337
https://doi.org/10.1037/xlm0000056

) FEAAFAETE SRk MR U, Bl EAE e 2 ik Az 6 N TooRHia s, JE5emk
P A IR AR JOL. [RItL, FRATTHR H W b mT B MEATL i A T A Re sieg 3 h 2 S 12 )
I A AR5 2 4D JER AT = — b ] e 1 2 22 4R JOL Xt DRM YR A F1I 36 rh 8 23] 1 (A A 2552 )
B2 A T S50 1 AR 1 52 W (Namias et al., 2021); 53— r] BEPE /2 B4k JOL W] ReE A ME
T T EAESZ WL TR, XPOUE ST AT 1 JOL Xf 23 Y L2 1 R i
(Mitchum et al., 2016).
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B 3: ASEIEMICIZ A BERCAZ I S5 R TFHET t ke . X PR JR BR 2 Jo i R I IE
WAL A AR R o VR 2 AT LU AR CEFRICIZ. B RIdiZ) fER—AA
B, O EERHT R 3R AR E T ?
BIRZ: W F R I W RS P RATRN R T =AN I 7 2 04, HE
P11. P15. P18, LAWfabric. RAEBEHMUNEMT:

“SRE 1 LhdAZ st (E BRI AR T 2 (%1773 JOL vs. no-JOL) 2
ez 8. mIadiz vs. wRIdiz) EEME T 200 SREI, %77 X FEBRA
B3, F(1,63)=0.90,p=.347, 5, = .01, iCIZHKA 1N B %, F(1,63)=17.10, p < .001, ,°
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= .21, AEACIZ G R E AT S22 O AAHCZ R A 2 [ A HARH 2.2, F(1, 63)
=49.32, p <.001, 5, = .44;

S8 2 DUSAZ s GE el ds) NIRRT 2 (2207730 %44 JOL vs. no-JOL)
X (ICAZZRAY: BAUdZ vs. BAEICAZ) EEMET E5Hr. ERRI, 23107 %00
B3, F(1,54)=10.32, p=.002, 5, = .16, Bik JOL %A HMACIZK SR 3 w5 T no-JOL 414
IO 208 582, F(1, 54) = 136.66, p < .001, 7,° = .72, BT IZ ST R LT H LT
2 317 RAHCAZ K 2 A HAR AN 23, F(1, 54) = 0.08, p = .78, ,° = .001;

S8 3 LI Z s G b el dise) NIRRT 2 (572217730 #4& JOL vs. no-JOL)
X ez BAHLIZ vs. RARICIZ) ERMET Z0ir. SRR, %2177 800
R, F(L, 48) =3.29, p=.076, 7,° = .06, iCIZK RN 23, F(1, 48) = 79.06, p < .001, 7,°
=.62, MEBICIZ SR IL T HSE2 . 52 2107 ARHEIZ R B 2 [ 2 BAE A B3, F(L,
48)=220,p=.15,7,"=.04. ”

B 4: 51 F R MBS 1 fdRe o FE P i R 35 B 18] (015 SORBRINVE R, 2% 1 Hofth
INFIIE R B BOC 2 AE . Bln, MR ZE W, TH B ST (item-specific
processing) 1] LAFEAIRES 21212 -

(0] 7 = JRU o A 22 T ) B o FEAS SRR R AT 51 B0 BB P AE B R R 34T
TIESMEEE (L P6, BB, DAEGERRID), FHIERHEHM A — 0 T BRI 2 12
XA ST A5 RMARE I R L (FEL P20, /e — B, DA BARid).

(L HIF B BB EW T

ORI AT 32 BEHE TR R 78 A RO W A LKA RE DRM R ARACIZ I P TE = A2 AL
i, BRI BRI R B AZ I 7 A AT REAEAE AN R RSO AL EL2 PR R AR W A3 IA A
DRM il 8 [8] 118 9 & A2 B B2 77 AL 1) 25 2 JR IR (1 IL4#3&, Chang & Brainerd, 2021; Huff
etal.,, 2015). #iith, AHIFRH] DRM HFIMEJsciatl, B %¢ JOL /& 5xt i itz ™
A IR S REI o X IZB SN AT B ST, Re i B UK ES JOL 2 AT A B SUOK Rid T
AT AR R SRS I . ARYE I H B B 506 KRB, FRATHUYIZE 2= >) DRM %I i JOL Al fE 4>
BEERANMART DRM 3815 [HE 6 RN T, 6  FRE EC 2 24, kR, % JoL
ST DRM HIE F SRFAE RN T, HEim et O H M Esdiz. >

(2) W R B &

“Hegh,  RIREE R FTE R ARICAZ ORI 2 B8 (fuzzy-trace theory) fi# % (Brainerd &
Reyna, 2002; Reyna & Lloyd, 1997). %45 H B2 N FEF=ENLETZ, ATTES BN
TR 2 BRI T B SCRAE (P 22 SUR IR, gist trace), i JEAH T 15 S5 00 B AR A0 5 AL
(BT JR 28, verbatim trace). #AT, BEE NS B H SRHEEE T BRI m, Btz
K BWR N B R . 5IZPR R, BER BN DRM 18] 51 v i 4 TR i JOL I,
WU AT 7 B B TE R R AR B AR A, AT 8 HH E R 1 JOL (Zhao et all., 2022).



1T 3Z 00 JOL 3 iR KB AR BRI ST H B B RHEIN L, S8 R4 A F DRM
TR A SR RN T RN SRR S /b, - BRIz JOL Bk 1 e ic iz iy 4.

EEPUE
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B 5: gl 5 R B D RE . Blancss ST AIWr. L DUERE FT R A I Tid
A2 W B AR AR X — R IR R LEXS A 75 S i S N A RAONE )BT 9 1 SR FH 3] 0 AR g SI2 56 A4
Bl BEI0OL XS H Wi SR RICIZH SOSAPERN. .. ... A W 7R F AT 1 SO R
PERIIE TR Z A AR, 255 JOL XS I H W 1 SR R ICIZ B S SV SEIR o I A 135 Hi J5 o i
O] R = R o A T

(D IEBEH T, FAMES T 51 F B ORI B, «<Horb, 21 W7 judgments
of learning, JOLs; Ball et al., 2014; Dunlosky & Tauber, 2013)#% LIAEHF 784 )32 48 F B ogic 12
W AE bR 2 —, BR&M AT A & % 2] 80D A2 R 2 1 — B 3 0 15000 14 1F £k (prospective
metacognitive assessment). ” (P£0L P3, LA faFRic).

(2) SRR TE A tH IS 5 70 JE B o), AT F S AT SR AR B, BB
WAITR: “SERTHEFLESE JOL XTI H W5 LK RICIZ I FE IR I AR FTAH G0 (ldn, 2k
- KD AENSREATEL, H—BUR I JOL B 88 s Wt i B2 i NN A SSIRDA i T H N 15
XK RidZ(e.g., Rivers et al., 2021; Soderstrom et al., 2015; Zhao et al., 2022). #Rifij, 24K H
B S BIRE 51 RAE N SZIG R, JOL BE TS XI5 H G % RICAZ 72 AR B 20N
AARAT . > (VEWLP7, 2B—B, DRI,

B 6: U BRI A R KRR
BIRz: &SR EIMAE . ECPREIE . 925 1. S 2 MISEss 3 iyfRay, A1) n



N T XA R OES R BB AT

D BRI “WRIETH A S5 RHEE, RATHILES:>) DRM 1511} i JOL 7]
BE S BIRANMANT DRM ] 35 [ 5% & A0 T, 3k PR B2 S IZ /0™ 42 5 R, i JoL
SR AT DRM S A SRHERIN T, JEmedt O30 H i SHaiZ. » (PR P6, 28
—B, LUEERRID),

KTTHAE R AR “BH B 5XRE RS, HHNEUOCRE
TIWH B S —FREE, FIHZE IR TR JOL 22X I H P9l LR &R = AR I R
M. (FEWL P, 3—B, LLEEbRid).

2) SHG 1 RFFURY: CRAEIH B S50 RIIE, FRATHIY JOL K 7E RS B A2 k15
HE &L, Wifisg @i H B 5012, (8 RN IRITH (815 O &0 L, g AR RIeZ .
(P8, LAHfakric).

3) LA 2 WA “HRIETUE B & 52X REE, AT JOL ¥t DRM 4l
RO AE SRR, BEffEst R Eacizmr-=E. » (P12, AR,

4) SEEG 3WHFLR Y RIEIH H &S5RI, BATHHI SR IFAFLERE ORI,
ek JOL K2 kT H (RIFIZR P I &AMANE) HAdiZ, FRIRFIR E O R T (Bp
R FIRIAISC RICAZ), HEM PR Bz~ $5 2, 76 DRM B & FIFRH, Bk JoL
RIHA R BACIZIIEISSEM .. 2 (P16, LAEfbRid).

B 7: Sttt asii 3 Msein i E R A 22 BB Mskds: 2 A SRR B A i =AM Be?
BIR: R HHZIH . T 5200 2 MISLI 3 fE70 0TS (10 7B B ATS5) Al
RS CHEP RGO g e, FUbESCsss 3 Bre B &g 1 7 AT
PIAESS o N 1 G R SEAG 3 IVRAEAF AERE M), DL CAEBER sh b 7S 1 S28 3 B
FEMY B, B IMES . S OAES R (P17, K5, DL FRID).

B 8: Gk B B B A X H] /& 95%Cl .
[B1R7 - ek o A o T ) W

BB Gt 4 L A 7R ) 95% CI, FF4scf&sek, 1L P10, P11, P14,
P15, P17, P18, LAfitabric.

b

09 HEER A AL 2 RS IR R A kS . Namias 25 N\ (2021) (ITF 7T . B A& 3 5 ik
S K BRI AN A FE K156 R DA SO R At 72 4 SRR
[B1R7 : B o A o2 T o A o

fEfstfih, WASEPMHMAREL CGERA 2 BRI 6), EFAMN T AW RLE
FRRLAERF TR R, A BRI AL A VIN, SRR AR AN TR IS T H 5 &
H5XRAM® (N P19, SHM=B; P20, DAIEEFRIC). 1% B0 12 il 83 22 [m] 25 0

¢l

I



AHE T SSRGS 1 R ILIZT JOL RS et 2% H i L SddZ, HIRI BRAR AR e 121
FEA o ZILGAE R I T 5 AR AZ A ST U b [FIRE B, FE R AR R 2D (the generation
effect) Fl 2z % ] (the drawing effect) /& 3458100 H H & MREI4: F i g, IX Lo uRE g i 5k
B REAS B = T H 5 1 IR 2, (A AR AR PR R R0 12 147 A2 (McCabe & Smith, 2006;
Namias et al., 2021; Starns et al., 2006). & ARSI TALA, MEFES ST K Coilan, Wi,
A EECO IR GO (LT BUH B SRR T, H T AR R A RN TSR A R
(1, FLEI AR DRM 1A T8 2 815 SR RN L, WX A SO &N L S 8UE ol
1P AR BN o BRI, SRR bs 7 sCa (it O a1 5 0 3242, BRI PR R
1Z.(Brainerd & Reyna, 2002; Roediger et al., 2001). 52criffFe R —5, AW T b 2= > i
JOL 2 — A gt i H B S URe i N L4t 77 28, ik JOL I v e [F) I kAT 55 Sl 1t CE
)7 A G BRI [H SRER gD A E deRetE (R E A FRFED . BT
JOL 1458 7 Wi H B S HMEHERAE, MASBRABEZHREERERIE AL B, S5HEN,
AR BRI E R, REEDRINM IS N B H BRI T, Fit, f# JoL
RERS I I H EH Sd1Z, BRI BRI H A SC RS2, FEESHLIZ A RARICIZ S SR
SR B ILG

3R
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FORBL: (1) B3 JOL Mg fE il H B S RpIEin 1, #Effe gt m9eidiZ; B2, & JoL
H2x PG DRM G ] 135 SO RN L, 3Ef FEARRRICIZ . (2) %4k JOL RES (Lt H i
TESCRRINT., HIPEASITE [HE ORI T, EHE b, i FONTE B & 5 R EB iRt
THWRUESE: fESEE b, WSS AR O IZ R R 48 3 o A ST HE H IR 5T 1]
RBUEA —E IR IR, SIEMBIEW, BdEathnsy, MARgRFEE. EEITLALITIL
Rt BRI

B 1: PS5, “TEIZAFFUH, Wi i 22 o) — Se il (filln, A RE-BEEE . RBH-1LE.....),
Horh 2R A0 F1 H AR Z [AAEE S MBI R, (A LR R R At A B HE S
FREIOC AR IR0 2
R : R AT E)E W . Zhao F1 Yin 25 A (2023) fAIT 78Rk F 8 & 41 B i ) (0 SR R T

D #BAXMEREE T E B & 5R AR R PBONE AR SRR, #1401, Bums
(1990, 1992)F% %< H H & 55k RIS HE T FH T MRS I0 Vvt o A2 B S2 i =5V I,
HIF FCH LSRR 2 5] — SR 2R 2240 Al H A iA] 205 = ¢ KX (B4, moon-spoon), 1
ANTR] 2 SRR E b i 2 [ AR RS SCRAIE R Horpr, — R 5e 28 07 2 S AN
S — R A T 2 SRS A R (R, moon-sp). e, M B sk H ks ial i B
[EZI . S5 R, FLL T 5E8E %A, A sk th R IEMZ it B bR 52>, R H R A
&4 N (the negative generation effect). Lb4h, 75 R B FT A 705 2 DATE & 1318 XA N sk
M KL, Z22IH B & 558 RELRRE T [FIFEH TR A DA R4S (the negative testing effect)
1 H B (e.g., Mulligan & Peterson, 2015; Mulligan et al., 2018; Peterson & Mulligan, 2013;
Rawson et al., 2015). Ft, 7EHH H G5 R[REWHIFF T, &SRR BN H A
AR S E AL .

2) AR R E AR R RILIZEIERR (B ARC 2380 BHEZER. T
H )15 O B2 RENS S i H AN 1] HH [RIZ B SR AR U A DG H 1 SRR L, Jeni it 7L
K FHiE B2 (semantic clustering analysis; Roenker et al., 1971), #f— B &AL MARIH H
E) 15 SR RICAZTREE o SRR E O RIELLARIUOR H [ —18 S M ITH i, E SR
KL (e.g., Chan et al., 2020). Zhao 1 Yin 25 A (2023) {14 95 % ARC 43 %52 JOL
o T ] SR RACAZ I RSIVE RN, R ) H AR R B AN RIZE AL, B H bRid 2 [a]
TFAEVE IR R o AR B AR E H EMZ IR, 85 T 5 4 1 SR B [ 2800 H b
W, TR RNE ORI HPARER LI, JOL ZA4FH ARC 7342 E 11K
T no-JOL 244, FHAM JOL W3R T H bnial 2 [A144 HEiE SUOC R JR R B B AR B2

3) X R B E P RIEHE 5 &2 (CARIE WRRILIZ) MBTHER R
itiZ. 7£ Zhao F1 Yin 5 N\ (2023)HIt L, R IAA H brial 2 [ AFEIE S L R, A
R H bR i) 2 (B A7 AEVE SRR R IRIETH B & 50 REC T, 2R E M H bR 6
FAETH R &R (B, MEICHR), BH A KR AT E B SRR —FEC, Bk JoL



AL H R RIEIZ. Ml 5 2, JOL R (et 22 3a A H Amin] Z (8 1 B R AE A 2 5 . (EAE
H bl 1) B A2, 3115558 25060 H AR S22 O FE ) L AR, 10 H ARid 2 18]
(T8 SOR AR RS VAL GRS o fa o R, AREE 2001 CE iRl Ik R s n] 1
A% B AR 8] 1 58 RACZ) B SR (I H AN H [8]15 o8 R R AR IE ) S5 4KL,
Zhao A1 Yin 55 N\ (2023) (IR R R BE A ARG “aliiE 25 2 JOL X 15T H 18] T8 L5 £ T 1Y)
SR o
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