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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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AEER, CHNTRAREAEANNGALER, ZABABRE—RAORFBEEIL—F K
HEWNERIRS, REAMABREFIHAMIBREAEARREAR SO R ERE A
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R 3 T HIBT LIRN e TR 5 M e TR

HE S HE S B842.5 NERAREAS A
1 5§

2 3] H W (judgements of learning, JOLs) &2 X 2~
I B RS d A g e A BT R MR R A, 2
%t B Fie iz RMRTREE I . FEATICZr E
BT —, F 2 A Wi th 25 2 S TTie A2 K 8
TR (BEIh 3, {8/ 22,2004 ; Nelson & Narens,
1994) . BF5ERH, MEHH B2 > WG B T &
BRIy BC A X W], S BEA AR 2 X s R =
34 (Janes et al. ,2018) , K %22 > #IWT AF ST
BEICIAHITFFE B 52— (Mueller et al. ,2013),

Koriat (1997 ) $& H “ e & F| I AL ” i 2 > |
WL O BHLH . ZAERLIA Sy, 5 ) FIWTAS i bR 5
HERETZMAMIREFITHIENS R, XL
REFEATELRR(F T H WS MATERE) b
LR (CFI FMMET B RN RIS R ) , LR
TCPZZRER (A A A5 S I TG 7™ A P R e AR 3 )
(Koriat,1997) , £k F FIAR 2y 2% > H B HL ] 1y
PR TRRSBNSHRESR, Z 5 PR EN
ZRTIX—HERR RS« 2 S — A — 42~
783 ( Learning — Judgment — Recall, LJR) ( [E 3N 3,
/22,2004 |, BEIGEER 2R 55 M2 >0 H I vEAf 4 e Y
HEHLHIT R T KEMR .

2 BMFEIFEARENEER

2 3] FUWT VR 48 27 S R A RIZR R X
Z 5 D3 A T R B, FIWTE 5 SE B LBt —
B, RUAMERR ML, RO T R AT 5 R 2 W) M e e
I, PO 2 (55 7° 46,2006) , R LR LR
FHBEAL” Xof 28 R 2 AU ¥ R 43 ( Koriat, 1997 ) , % &R 41
WHNEFPLRER SMFL R AL R = ML

MEHS 1003 - 5184 (2025)03 - 0220 - 06

FRA 2 2 HI W S
2.1 AHKk

WHTENR , AR R T8 = T WU MR AN
TR PFRENRN T FERD NERELEL
REIEH

H5E, AR NEBLR RN H W RS,
Rhodes FI Castel (2008) B RIET TE MHI LR T
FHR/NVER, BF5E b, B0 K D F R H
TEJ5 SE LS [BMZ R ] BB PEFEAT S 40T 41, 3 8 B 1E]
2R BERR B, R PR KRN R0 5 B [2]
LS (B e T8 R PR B w89 JOL {H, &
T H 5 20 FI W7 AR R /NN ( the font size effect) ,
HHRERETZRFET A (LR 2) A EF
FTETR SORRE (555 3) VB Bl BRI
ROTM 4) F2 TIPS EFERANRL
MiE Z PR WG B T RBILER (Yang et al.,
2018 ;Mueller & Dunlosky,2017 ; Mueller et al. ,2014 ;
PRE 45,2019) . Ah, H PRI (KRR F—H 5
WD) FERE AR, 2 ) R IR B R ), ghiAK
PELL R AHIT B AR iiC A2 v] BEYERT , i HIH T 55
AR AR /N e 2% 53 F I, L an Hu 48 A
(2016) ZEWIFR h R, EXRRUKRFHRER, $0R %
¥ JOL (HEE 1 , (HSEBRCIZ BT W 225

BR/NASESD T35 17 PR 2B A PO B |
THEEFRIE LA R iR 38 22 [A) B 1 SCRBRMESE N TEJR e,
MR FE AR EELR, EHEEMXE
(2019 ) 775 J 2R k1R 10 = AR 43 9 B 3R] , 3
HEAT B2 > HW A RZ , e BBt & 3R B A
1o B2 2 FIWHE, B T 5% > FIWT BRI AR , HLS
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Sz [EAZ  E AR RS B . Li 48 A (2016) I #F
REREA L E LRIEARR Y JOLEE R,
PRI T 2 2 FIWT B A= YRR B . L b, Witherby I
Tauber (2017 ) £RI 1 15 17 IR EAA X 2% 20 W 1) 52
Ml , A& B IA A B2 ) B R SO 38 (1 o) BB R
&, H2ZJ5 B2 5 R B, 550 RS
HREWRE THHLER, M BEEMEER
A2 2 SF W, LA R R R T 48 2 R WIAE T
58 4 (Hourihan et al. ,2017) , sI8EFFLEELTT
2 2 H Wi A SRR R, B4 3 0T A 2% TR X B 2 )
FIRKV- B2 R T A SR XS, ARG R (¥ E1Z2
Gt T 4 ( Mueller et al. ,2013)
2.2 ShHAKE

SRR R AIE R I WA B I RAE I AE 2 E
WSS RN (£ E, Al 4£,2018) . AHIFE
BRI, a2 YRR N, 27 20 2 ST 23 A% ]
2S5 B BP 20 4 W, 3 BRI 45 2 A BEAR Ak 38002 (un-
der - confidence with practice, UWP, Koriat et al. ,
2002) (LA PFFEE T8 T, 227 ) REGHOR B £
B, UWP S 1 28 ¥ 8 2k , 2 > 7 0 [ 2 L 45 1R —
BHEFEIEA, X -EREE TURARNE
e ( 97N 46,2013) o LB PIA-IF 55 W] 0, Koriat
2N (2002) BB 2 X PO > 3T BBEE = T IK
R N, JOL B 5 [B11Z B %7 ) 22 57 sk /), JOL
et ER M E R R, BRI MFRAREFEAN
(2013) WBFR —BHEa S FHitk, REPINTHER
RN 2R, HIFE A BB T Koriat 5 A
(2002) TESE T PR B 5 ) IRB D, BN e 42
WINVERRA B2 RE . ARRVIF AT > AL
BE— LI TE S S IRECAI I 22560 % UPW By 1 25
W, 5> 5 EZ2 (8] B ZERT (] bt 2 —Fp L8 fy 4h
HRE—RIE S A (2016) B RPUREE TG
XF S 4381 RAN1 8 )G 8 2 S S HI T, 2557
RN, 2 > Wi B a5 2 s [R]85 iR AIG , B3R
B 5 [ i — B R R 2, 2 o [R) B& X5 > ]
A LA v s L e S )
RBJ). AN, AP E T ER T RS iR EX —5h
BB R BT R I H > i 1] (25,45 8s) IRt
B (EREh ST , & 327 > i K i3 fin o
ERmDREE I A A RERE L, RA T F
AWM (B SO %,2020)
2.3 etk

CCERR AR F X B W EWICIZ k5, T A B
REBHSIN LR R, G5 R R e
RS TR SRR W M ( £5 K, i) 4£,2018) .
JRRHIIAE 5 1 1 1 A 0 B fom T 8 e 3R R oA
(BRIIFE , /1 22,2004) , BFR 2 B, F 8 K/ —2

£ (Rhodes & Castel ,2008) . #14} iy 2 353 BE ( Undo-
of et al. ,2017 ) & & ]V B0 Fi M IR VE 164
BOATRMARAICIZRIAIRR . wSHRG G
AR E I D7 0 A X T H AT N T S S RERE
(Begg,1989) ,—M&LL B € 15 2= 1 2 2T I [A] 46 47 o
H A8 I RS , 3R BH JR A i A , Bl iy 2 >
Wi Bt 2 BRI (Li et al. ,2016) , $RECI A TS M
Kz 3 BUE B B XE S 72 ( Benjamin et al. ,
1998) , W ARG B M E M ERR. HEA
IR L TR R RIS W —EETER T, R
WX 27 2 R AS 57 A R (B T 58,2019)

& Bk BB 43 B = KR RSN, RRE TR K
BRZ(Li et al. ,2017) FMIELR EE(FER
%,2017) bR RE S 5T Hl. Hln Li
%5(2017) TEB 5T T 48 ka8 /DA [R] B DU
TER/PAFE 7 Fg b, gaSRIB AT K7 R %
(R*“H”Fg ) BHZH T B8P & , (HEEBR B2 st
TREER. FEEHE(2017) RAPRN EEL
& L ARt FHZ RS B KO 8 & T RANE,
FRH TR DI FEREEL R T, (HE L E
SHERBEAREKF N REER.

B2, CHEPREN T 2L RXTF X HBrE
Fm It BAFAERAE— IR R R R AT &
VET A SAEH, ARl a5 o] B B A o SORBEE AL
SR NE MABLZRNFENELZRKDNER
&, VUM ) TR 2 ) BT B 22 . B AT R X R
1R 2= FF 7 JG TN H0 &8 5% ( meta — cognitive illusion )
(Rhodes & Castel ,2008 ; Yang et al. ,2018) ., XHifE
S E PR RTEF T AW R R
HHATEART .

3 FRFME S HEREA M PLH

HRENAAFRAE S &, RE T S
UL BEL RTEFE AW P RE LS. RiEES
WS H-LEE R IR T A, AR & T H
BLEN 2% (Hmte) M (F&) bi—
BEMEAMMIEEE.

3.1 EBZERL

FLBF SR 2 m R 2= X I ) R R,
st HisA 85 B RICIORS . &EMRFERNIE
1 5716 ( Direct Access Account) , iR« BHIEH
X7 AT LE B I B AR A B MRS, IR AR
XoFHATIZ IR B EAR A S 5 ) FI W (R A, /D =2
2004) ,{EANRAMARRE BRI S22 KF R4 B
SRR N2 E SN EHR FF— 3, AR TS 3
I, FEGX —FIS i 3% T B (Koriat, 1997) . H
I, SRR T HARMEEL (58 R I 22 > # W e
1. Metcalfe et al. ,1993) Z 8L A48, H K L TE B%, T fi
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TR 2] JIW & A AL P KBRS R ] o

WG, BAE R M R IE X —SMF R R Z 2
K, “ATHEHGEMRIL AR IRBEERE , BE
FIT 2 3 Hll, HeAb i« R BUE B AU Bin g
S5, W BAn 5 S & (Koriat, 1993) , “ 35 4
PERUL A M5 BB 8 G 7= 4 T, R <%
W7 1) U 4 M ( Schreiber, 19985 BRIV, /> =,
2004) . DA EPIAMRLERSR R T R R EWEN,
EHARHAMAR R EEAILE .. A ERE,
FIWrET T SR EURE B A R T BRE 2 R I e, Al 4
PR SR H 2 -G R 5icfZ Bin g &
HIRVE I, W 35 v R U S R (kPR B3,
2012),

3.2 2B (R FREL(EL) SN

PARITA Koriat(1997) $ i “ S 2 1 HI#L 1Y Sy 3
PL, A EFPSELRR AR > FIW o 7R LS 2 2 T
JTERTE, BT LA RIS,

XU TAEEGAY , ST R M I o, X2 R L
EIEWFAARRNSG X, 530 E T 28 9E 5
I AT 3RS 9 4 i T, w5 & O F A4
TLIE B AR I WAL (AR TR ) R — T
TERWI L FEERMEEE £ B MR
FAMIT T, &2 F R IR M L (Koriat, 2007 )
EXAN AR R AR 158 B A AR AT 55 in LAk gy,

AT ICIEIZ IS M

VAR, BB FF IR O I TR R S 5 &k
B RERXT AW i, B — 38 Bk R R
YEFRS . BRI A T ) 0004 56 PRI T i P AR
A 1] B B E S B

T3 P 48 A RN R AR XE B R Y AR
5, BEIPEM LR A5 TR T A 5 %
Z R E R T %I E5 KRR BB
FXE R | B R 25 B 2 2 B () 2 o) IR B SR BAE
PEFEAS , A LABA 5 i T3 09 1 0 2 >0 4 6 1) 52 il
(Alter & Oppenheimer,2009 ) , #R 4%l T %R
Ui, 2% > F W 22 DLn T3 4 g AR 38— T
BIZR Ty P S R 7= A BRI AR T, S BUE &
R4 7 {8 ) B ( Rhodes & Castel, 2008 ; Besken &
Mulligan ,2014 ; Yang et al. ,2018) . Rhodes Fii Castel
(2008 ) FBIFEE (5L 6) LASETE 2 1) SE g b1k,
TR 8K /NE BB —BOR MU )15 [ 2
B S TR, I8 R/ N R 5 B B ER], 45
RER, FRRNE - A=K B ER
i, BRSO Rl MEFRNE —2
(GitmPERD) &tk , R TN L R . Besken
Al Mulligan (2014 ) iy SEH S HHLLL & & 2 % (1
W EMRIE) A S (G BB AR ) B AIE XK

REI R, BORIATIR IR e 8 5], DA
W2 & B 1R 445 22 18 1 52 7 B AR O 1 W T 3
b, G5 R, A TE R B A I Tt e,
BB 2 3] F (et BB, R B TOhn T A
R S5 1 % 22 3T A B i s e R E A E A
Yang %5 (2018) RAZELHGNES , —Fp R IE LR
M GEZAL TR I (CID) , R BHRARX KF
PRI Sz i B R, B T v B ik, Eobn
TR PETE FAAR /NI 52 2 FI W 2 [ s AR
TRT TR, € Undorf £ (2017 ) fii FH
MR AR FE b, & BLAE I8 B AH R 5 OR
i, AT PRI S5 1 T 3= S FIWHE T 5, R i
s T R I E BN 2 3 AWy s e, R B T
W R TER. HeREwamlA
FE PR F IR (Li et al. ,2016) (% > % ( Un-
dorf & Erdfelder,2015) /i T w4845, & R
L R AR TR

MBI , AMMTTEAE EARR QT2 id
IR 50 s B, S v] DAZE TAEiC A2 B2 T
WRITEA M LR MM ZmmRE:” MES (" KF
TR EL/AINTARTEZS G030 ) M 7 , 15 28 7 2 > #
B 5 R e 5 b 7 ( Mueller et al. ,2013 ; Muel-
ler et al. ,2014) . £ Hu Z:(2015) [HF5E (L5 1)
ORI EMRENRNRIHAASMET N
B Fio > —1F, ERF RS2 30 FI e
HE S BT UWEE PR BT HTE A X
LRI LIRS, ARG BRUE S
9 E TSR BN A =X, 2R 5
THREST EHZ 1 R/ /MR R, Bl 722 -
FIWr — BHZAESS , 253 K BN R AR B T 2R
ER TN, RFE R T 5872 AW TR K
IS R IYEFS . Witherby 1 Tauber (2017 ) 2% Fi 2
> Eij JOL Ju=GE 3 WA L 5, Btk T {5 & a5
FIWr AR RN, LT, — A AR R AR
B2 3T I 1) R LA )l Al G AR S B HE AT 2 20 H
(% 2JHy JOL) , ) — B ATE S > J5 #5471 Rp A JOL,
SR R P A g% B AKE Y JOL A &, H A
RMERE T BB G id " ME &, milE
J5 SR A 43 2R FE RN P SR AT 55 19 J L e ( S5 56
4) .\ BRED TS R (525 5) SR IR EL
(5E56) DL R AR B B R R H) (5550 7) S48
b, R EAR AR M I TR ERs =5, H
B T T P = ) FIWT 4R ), Bk T 2 A BF
Fh W E AU (L et al. ,2016; Mueller et al. ,
2016 ; Mueller et al. ,2014 ; Mueller et al. ,2013) .
3.3 E4FEN

RAEM TR £ 3 MEEN SR
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WS BRE] TS SR SR, AR & R iR
T RAMBLAABREG , BN TS (S ST Rk
LY RPAR B SRR, H H X 22 2 ] W () 52 Wi 355 A 5% 45
SR A HERT, T dE A R AL A A A 1 3t 2 T P A
ST A YE B K /N (Mueller & Dunlosky ,2017 ) , %
Tx— AR, BFFEE T 16 Q1 T i &1
2P AW RO R B H TTER B 1 IR R, 408 Ay 2
M HWHLH] T TS ME BT B .

SrHrin T35 (analytic processing, AP) Xt 3% #%
PEBUL G BT T A, B EENN TR
Rl b A R A B AR TR, ZRIIRIA
K BT ARRACTZ S 5 > A W), 2R H
— A AR T R R ) O 1 - — T T - 3RS0 A
RILRR (AL G Z 8] 1) 22 7 1) kw2 st
T AN R A, 53— 7 T T8 N R R A s e
CI2” WIS R, SUNKBHEIZH R O A
W R, JF 6 3 26 15 & M 38 47 2 S H e
( Mueller et al. ,2016) . SN TRIBCAF B2, 4
B T3S A 15 & (L3S “ I L5 w1 an ] & 3
YER” MfE&) A5 S Al i by vh 5 S b, 2
M T IR R SRS S B T B R B3RS
ke, e E R (L TR ) B L2 #HER
(Mueller & Dunlosky, 2017 ; Mueller et al. ,2016)
ZEHBY RTEEHNE—EMCARN LR
W R EER” G &, REAEREM RN
FREPERIAME SR, AaEE T IN T, 256t
FEONULRAE T IEIR Mueller ! Dunlosky (2017 )
SR PRI 3 1 TG 22 5 1A W A 1) Sy 2 ST MR
AW R RN, RRCEE a8 m LER
W% {5 SRS I B 5 H By JOL AT &, iX —
SRYLE TR A TE B 5 A W i %L A 6
(Mueller & Dunlosky,2017) . BEFIZ(2019) HBF3E
WAESE , IMACSE T I T3 1 1 15 &7 XA [a] 2 4
BT AW N S R IFEEEAEM, 20 in T
BN L v K SRR g 55 AL, (RS
W PR E A 2R RIS A E B DGR , T A
HAEH, e [F] 22 5 2J W F2 ( Mueller & Dunlo-
sky,2017)

FEAIL Wa ] #0145 2R $52 #Y ( stochastic detection and
retrieval model ,SDRM) f$2 i (Jang et al. ,2012) , %5
AR EE s FH AR E BRI L&
JTCICAZ BRI AR FI R/, Hu 55 (2021) 7 I A i
R TS ) W 5 DO S 4 FR AR Y (bayesian
inference model, BIM) , {[#i 1k 3 #rE EH K E B
BAREL , I L& 50 FSG I 15 A e 2% X il b 1y
EYEAER BB N i 72 Sl 2 -S54
MZz5, e R AL & X 24 3 AW W sk K/ Al

43I Lh2E S HT R A% 3 J5 AW VE (5 & 0 A
B MEds, HE T BIM fIE A A X R R WG
&L, R IGOAAE 1T 25 > J5 100 i fin T 283 B 5T
BRI (P, LK), B 45 R 5 Tyiws PEAR U o
EBMICICIZE L ( Rhodes & Castel ,2008 ; Yang et
al. ,2018 ) A#H—2, i Timig R R4t 724w
R

ZE L RAL AT I THEAE A A P Mg &t
[FEREmA 2= > AW, EEARI NG S W UAEE T Tt
AT A, TR RE T B B RS ) A W in T
ML 3 B B . BIM AR B BRI S M S
BB B, ACEIL T I T s SEH W ELL,
IRA] DAHS BB HE 43 A hn T3S AW, R, R
PR WS, gl R IE I TR HERNES (A&
b B 1035 30 15 ) SR 4T 2% >0 I, I3 1k B
R TG SR L AT A/ DU EE, R
HOAPCEE A R R SL I SR UESE T A KW i
HIME & 1E & AE B (Mueller & Dunlosky,2017) , {H
{5 Bh BIM B8, @ 1 TR B i, v LR
S3HT N T RS R B A B SR
4 REgFRE

Zx BRI, BT A b2 3T 0 W W L A )
FA B B IR ——& R A ALY 32 ) (Kori-
at,1997) ,{fi P IR LA B e fZ 28 3R qnfar 5 2 > A
WT BB SE IR GEAL , I A [F] 2 2. T 0 AZ sk
ARER 27T & T “ LR W4y 5~ FI W i
7R, LT R AR IS A T I e R
LTI R E RS SR Hrin TIie R
B, {2 2 T B DA FAL AR B 0 B B aR ——
RESR A T 15 STE @5 AW R i\ 25,
WK T LMERTE S B EEER T, AN
FEMHEE R, LR EZFEAEF (Mueller et al. ,2016;
Mueller & Dunlosky, 2017 ; B8 %5,2019) , H T2
2T AT DL -SSR AL ( BIM) IURKE i M A1 A
WIFE ] LA B & AT 97K F (Hu et al. ,2021)

Bl WA I, T 55 2 W 2R R R w2 3T I
AL 3Rt B8 2 TR A, (B3 — B
B ORBEIY () B T AR AE 41, B s MRS &
BEXRR, BB LR X — SR 2R T4,
VLT PSS i R X X — (R R R MR Y 110
J5 el o

B, WA B m s MR SR A R TS R
L e SRUE B T 2 > I AL . J0 il Piradt,
DIMEFR R 2 ek i e S & N RER R/
IR (HSEER &, ZEAN TR 1924 20 MR FE A2 AT 55 5%
P, TG TERE AR KRNI 1 R, £ 2 4
“ILEE” . 40 Rhodes F1 Castel (2008 ) & 31, X BALinj 2%
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> FIWR AR /NN, E B I T 3R o S 8, T
Mueller 45 (2013 ) fiff FH i SCRHK (1) R X EESE T 15
DM ERER, EEATIRE NN, X Z E &R
KRR R 2B E S M AE I T amiE 24T A
Wr ( Undorf & Erdfelder, 2015), H: 40 Mueller 2
(2014) LATE I 1 S N B R 48 AT , 31 R &2 B
PEXT A ST HIWT I RZ A, TT Yang 55 (2018 ) SR %48
PRI SE 2 AR5, RIARE ARSI RN B e 4w, 3
KM EAE R I HIME A TEERH . JEURS
RIR MBS H W, v BB E T A S
SRR TG ICE AR SR, I X5 2 AR R E
SV U . X — R TE ETER kB 2
BsE .

HWR 5 SE M8 SR iC iz ML
%ff%rﬁ%jéfﬂ%ﬁﬂﬁm%ﬂo PLESsE S 2 3
W55 B — , — R ER S BT B & FAE

Zﬁd\ BT, 22 F 10 HiC IZ B ZE#E 1 T B, T

G AR BHCALE 5575 525 X FIWT T A2,

ﬁgﬁﬁi Stz I PL R R PR EE R K. i,
— T %A X FIMTRE ZL SN B BF IS R B, 5 il
%U%ﬁlﬂffTﬁEﬁ%ﬂuﬂTﬁEEAF?LTHE’J*UEEE%

(T EE,2019) , 1 %E 18] 1% % ( directed forgetting )
E%q“ AT AT 0 B RIE” A FTEAE,
FFEETINFD WX “ e ” R MAT sl 3= il 3=
R GEABE, BSCHE, 2021) , [, 72 58 BUE 1)
W RSB, X 3350 B e 3 HI A
Z TR S s g, Bk 5 Beie " 5 g
e G, XAER TG 8" HE SR
S (¥ 45 R T eI T AL, A 4R RIEIC
(false memory ) BFFYH il F i) DRM 5, ¥ KX
RERF A I, AH R kb, , g 7R X — 4 2
FIWTER TR BRI T AT H " BE&50, s
T IEBHERCRIBE” ME S, F S H LRt
HIERAE FRAME & A, SR 5 & VR 4R L E ) 52
FIUEYR . AR, FFTEUMEICIZIE AT 522 > HT,
RIEF ARG ST A R AL, °T AT gl >
FIT R A < Tiia P S ABH S 2R i
HES B IEXRBE MM MRk ES, Hh
BIPIE 5H8MICIZ M A W R IR A W] BT LA, K
10125 BAMIC T2 2 2 FIWT EAT LA, BB E 5
YER RINESIER RE S UMEICIC WA EAERA,
R JELRT 2 31 F T DA ML B2 BB M A LA o
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Fluency or Belief? The Processing Mechanism of Judgements of Learning

Duan Yajie

Sun Yaru Yin Yuanhua
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( College of Psychology,Shanghai Normal University , Shanghai 200234 )

Abstract ; Judgments of learning( JOLs ) refers to the prospective predictions of the likelihood of remembering studied materials in a sub-

sequent memory test. It is a process in which individuals make inferences based on intrinsic, extrinsic ,and mnemonic cues. The “cue -

utilization model” gives three types of cues that for JOLs and previous research on the mechanism of different cues has shown a develop-

ment trend of direct cues {luency and belief differentiation

quantitative integration. The future research should focus on whether

there are flexible configurations and transitions of {luency and beliefs and the corresponding strategies in JOLs. Research paradigms such

as directed forgetting, false memory, and collaborative memory can be used to provide new explanatory perspective on the cognitive

mechanism of JOLs from the results of multiple memory tasks.
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