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Time Course of Delayed Judgments of Learning

Liu Chao'”,Chen Gongxiang',Ti Kaiyun'
(1. School of Education and Psychology, University of Jinan, Jinan 250022
2. Shandong Polytechnic Technician College, Liaocheng 252000)

Abstract ; As a form of metamemory monitoring, judgments of learning( JOLs ) are predictions of the likelihoods of remembering previous
learned materials on a future test. Previous studies found that the relative accuracy was higher for delayed JOLs than immediate JOLs,
which is called the delayed — JOL effect. The current study investigated the time course of delayed JOLs by adopted Event — Related Po-
tentials ( ERPs ) technique. The results showed that there were significant differences between high JOLs and low JOLs in the time win-
dows from 400 to 600ms and from 800 to 1200ms. The early old/new effect(400 — 600ms ) reflected the recognition of the cue,and the
late old/new effect(800 — 1200ms) at right mid — frontal area reflected evaluation stage behind the retrieval. The current study firstly
provided ERPs evidence of the two stages model of delayed JOLs.
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