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45 N o, FEB 2 T, K%4E 126 A2 =20 %8 FM M4 42 AT
DA R LT,
2.1.2 EREM KRPEOBmBIES OO oK xR MWK MEE R
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TEBRBZMELRBLDIRFEA 36 NEMRIIAI Y —=v T T A NEAT
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2.1.3 EBRTHAY ¥ 72— F1HHICDE 2EELE, 2HO
FR 72— AT HFERIIEOFHELELT, WTFRLOoFH 7 =— X
BWTHMEXTEMENRARICRRINDIEE — %8/ & MHE(SS &),
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Table 2-1. Aims of the present research

Table 3-1. Learning Strategies in Experiment 1
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1-1.

1-2.

2-1.

2-2

3-1.

4-1.

5-1.

5-2.

Massed and distributed learning sessions.

Massed and spaced study items.

Mean proportion of idea units recalled on the final test as

a function of learning conditions (Roediger & Karpicke,

2006b, Exp 1).

. Mean proportion of idea units recalled on the final test as

a function of learning conditions (Roediger & Karpicke,

2006b, Exp 2).

Mean proportions correct as a function of learning and

spacing conditions in Experiment 1.

Mean proportions correct as a function of learning and

spacing conditions in Experiment 2.

A schematic presentation of the composition and time
interval of learning phases for each learning strategy

used in Experiment 3.

Mean proportions correct as a function of learning and

spacing conditions in Experiment 3.
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5-3. Comparison between two learning conditions, with and
without blank, that were of equal study time for and equal

interval between learning phases (Experiment 3).

5-4. Comparison between two learning conditions that were of
standard and shorter (with blank) item presentations but
were of equal interval between item presentations

(Experiment 3).

5-5. Comparison between two learning conditions that were of
equivalent time and composition (with blank) of learning
phase but of unequal interval between learning phases

(Experiment 3).

6-1. Mean proportions correct as a function of interpolated

tasks and spacing condition in Experiment 4.
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RHIFAEH T EDICETE2RIT TCELLOTH D, LD R E
MARERN T 5T D TORARTIE, PREAE THALMHESWE IR
CH I e R EREEICRB LW TETLSEEZLA T, LaL
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1.2 HKEBHBREEF

bHEMEEETORES (FET7=2—X) NEXKBS 2605 &Lk
5, MEMICEPLTERT 22550, ThELEMBEEZ T TE
B7 2= X5 n8MIEDE2550, 2L<ONETHEPLCEEST L L%
BEADOTHAVWESI D, LL, EBERFH 72— X208 SE 50
BMEEHOGR, ZH 72— X eFEhSEI2E2FEHLV B RN T
HDH, TNEHSEHDR (spacing effect) & M5, 44 Bk < 13 1885
42 Ebbinghaus O FEIEEBRICH TV, T O % 1900 ER M, 1930 4
&, 1960 4% W22 5 1970 448, 1980 A4 L4 P T TEKMIC
W4 n4THn T & 7~ (Bruce & Bahrick, 1992), “h b D% NS,
H7 22K P SEDZEDV OB LTBPREEOKBFIHROD S
TEBRENTEY (e.g., Melton, 1970; Hintzman, 1974; Dempster,
1988), BAIL L > TiE, ¥ 7 =— X2 HhsE s FnEhsesk
DH 2R/BIFLEOHEE LD EN RSN TS (e.g., Madigan, 1969;
Bahrick & Phelps, 1987; Dempster, 1987; Underwood, 1970),

il 21X, Dempster (1987, Experiment 3) %, K54 48 A& £
mEzF L L, EBRBMHFICL > TCRMEB DN D 38 @D KD O
Bkt oamaRE s L, ERZNE X, RAZMHFICL T o0
s bhi (BPRREMNE vs. OB RRME), EBRZMET, £
RO AT, “AAABBBCCC...”, Wt RoEHAIFE, “ABC .. A
BC..ABC.VOETI_N—YIZox 1HANBRIND 114 X —V
MHRDL Ty Ly hEFEHL CHEOFEN ETo7, 6 ICHGEOD X
LRIFIZCZ200 X BB RINDINDICE S TEAETNL_2O0HIIHIT S
N, TORER, BIXPBRIINDINDEIDITHr2»bDLT, SEERD
FNERRRICHESRTHEERE LT LR RENT,

IAHT, FRT72—A 2 pWIEHCEFT_BVOSBIENERD
nNs. Thiz, PHEvvYarop@eETEERIOSHCTCHL, ¥EE
yarooieid, BERoOEHREEAE >0y varEtr, ¥H
Dy varvHENNTHABKIEDLZIEERL, ZhiEHEEY
(distributed practice) & 5 (Figure 1-1), —JF, ZHHEH O S %
i, BHEOFUHENLMEREINDL VA PMNICH LA M CHHS

F1E gEoER 3

Massed
Session 1 Session 2 Session 3
Learning
Bl - *@E +@

Sessions

Distributed

Session 1 Session 2 Session 3
Learning
Sessi A Bl ] - A Bl[c] Al -
essions

Figure 1-1. Massed and distributed learning sessions.

Spaced Massed
List 1

W B BIEACCRD]

Items Items

Al Bl [c]

Figure 1-2. Massed and spaced study items.

L5 LERL, TNICEVBELNRLZDREDHDIR L VWS (Figure
1-2), RO ETIE, AL OB IFERRMLTHLE LN T X
e, ¥Eryva Akt o0 FHHEAL LRI RLIE, ¥HE
vy arOaMLEEHABEOSBEEZXDI I EBAIRTH DD, K
T, T o0 AFEEZ —>D0b0L L TRZ, “OBBE"L
LTt 5,
INLELLOSBTEOBRFTECBNVTLIRENBELNAL TS Z &
Dh, SHHROWILVIEMAMGEcEsLEEx5, LoLlans, B
DL OFEFHG CRBEREZ M E T 5 H 2N 3EOELTH M A L
TTHBY, ¥BVHEAHGRFE 72— X0 BoMRBEHET > TR
MCThHs, LR T, ART LB mEDR %2R Lz ¥Eo T
W% ST THNEMND D, BIZ, elearning D X H 0 HZ T MR FH
ENFEZRECELIHACE, PHEOETHEPFHRICR LR VI DI,
MAEEETTFEH 72— AR 0BIND2 L0707 T 2T 20ERH D,



ORI HEBRTIMNIIBAIREMMN T2 ckoT, ¥HFORL
BRAZN ESE22LNTEDIZLEZOLND NG, DB EEE
MR T 2 HFLaemd  ERAFRELHSAFEERICE N THEET
HHLEWVWRD
TRTIE, DEPRFILEDIIBRADN=ZALTHEELTVWDLIDESD
e TIZT, KO T, BHIROREAEAI=ALIZOoVWT@m LS
[ I

1.3 AHPROREAD=XL

IRETHENTZELSIC, LEYORVWERON T, SEHRERTHE
BAERDP B BESNTVD, LOLARL, BEXAI=ZAAICOW
T, HELKOMPBPREBENTELDR, WTFhLOBMRICHLKIEDH Y, K
PRI EGLNDIICE > TR VWDONEK TH 5 (Greene, 1989;
LR, 2002 KB, 2004), LN -> T, ZITHEIHERBICO N TH
BT 28D D,

Hintzman (1976) & Dempster (1996) X, DR RO R E X h =
Ahk, FElbikil (b2 WIEEHFSHALEH) (encoding variability
theories) & L K 2 (deficient-processing theories) (T K& < 2D
CHaBLERLTHD, L2 LR, ETEFROLAFE, R—o
XRCHRPF AR RSN TZDHFE BN —FRholcd L, 2BTFEOLE
W, B2 XRCHBEARRTINDITZDHEZTIADNEZHETHL LD, Th
NpEENLEHAT IO THD, —F, MBEREH & IE, FEhiE
OB ATITONIAERAMBROEAICHXTARET LD, HH#S
BOHBEPLE IV LEBODRDP L LHHTL20TH D

IHl, AHARLFTEALTI2AMICHESZD T, FEMH LR
R LEEHWRUBEARO “olcnBiahd, FERBRQERE %2 ES
Lzl Tcxron2 o, [EEMH (consolidation hypothesis;
Landauer, 1969 ) & 18 {6 & ( habituation-recovery hypothesis:
Hintzman, 1974, 1976) T& %, B EH L X, WES LB TLE 2
HMAEE»S LV LELEBmEARR2REBEORYALBICBIT T L2201
RN 2 L L, HAERPEEINLDANICHEY KLERIH D HE
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F1E EoER 5

THRTOHE, THETRIZEAST, MEINDIHEROEN LR R o T
LESEWVWIHIEDTHDL, b &%, £hEROELAE, SHERICK
NT, M TAEARNEC DD, MBI R TSRS IE ST
LES>SEWVWWHIHDTHD

HRWMALBREEZER L LERELTCHETFLADLION, U —F 1
@ ( rehearsal Thypothesis: Rundus, 1971 ) & & & @&
(voluntary-attention hypothesis: Hintzman, 1974, 1976) T® 5, V
NP FLLE, DBRAOGTVPETR SIS TRERFTICHRLH
200, sBERroREG, ERRACHSTEMMZY A"—F A8 LY
2L ENLT2DEFRAT IO THL, 7, FEMEE, £HRTFO
Bh, PHMBERICESNTERMNREERNLZ VLR R D0, SRR
DIINFEHODENS D LHNT I HEDOTH D,
INLOHEEHNT S 7-HIZ, Greene (1989) 13, T2 fET 2 biC
Ko THEAEAA I =A% 0HT 5 WMFEH (two-process account) % #&
Rl 2, BRTAMNREINVFLEDOLISICHELMLDHKRF
MR HEZOATHAEEIE, RWELRRHICL s THAIL, BILET
ETRARDODELICHMBFERINYBE 20N VWE AL, FHZEHRC
ToTciiMlandelicboThsd, £, K (1997) X, ZhbD
ML RL S, BiEMALH (reactivation theory) ##2 R L 7=, 2N iX
EE R s ORAE, MY E COME OB END R0 FIE MR
D, HBBEAOLER, BFRECOEEEORMENZ VIO HTE
MERZL, Z2O0FHEHEEOEVWICL > THHAEINLEIELELDTH B,
COXIORFBHROFKLEA D =X LITONTOHEMAIESLTH
NTV2bnhrbbd, EROBRERE CEIBDIENMA I T
BRVOBRBKRTH D, TREMETH S50, K (1998) X, 5
RPN BEERCELPSATOVRVOE, DBAROKKRL A I = X 50
Fificitd I T, H B LNRLEEKEIRTTWVWELIEDE LTS,
LW ULAMETIE, AD=X20ABRRINTWRLTS, DEHR
ERTHFEMGEREDPEZELSBESNLTVEZ D, MR LHT
WIERT 22 LLREETCHLIEERXD, TIT, KOHIZE W T, o
RPN EEORERECBVWICHHASI AT RVWERAICSOVWT@HLED Z
P I



1.4 HNHBROFEREEHRORERRELEDORELY

INFETHBIRZ R THAEIEZSFAESARTLDICHL22DS
T, PHFERELOLERFEROIRNIRMTH I LIELBFELOLERLTWVS
BLIK 2N % % (Zechmeister & Shaughnessy, 1980; Simon & Bjork, 2001) .
Esgate & Groome (2005) X2 OB IZ 2\ T, 58 a0 25
EHHMTRVEEZLGELT D, 20 A2 EICEY 2EERE
WM RFETREODRICONTH UM EIT I D THDL LEL TS,
FBEIZ, DBEDIRCHFTI2MAERZOLICEVWRERLEZFOCLE 0D
53, MMEMBRNEBEOHERYLICHRY Anbnd Z L3z eA &nn
ShEwnoTky, ZOFEKD -2E LT, R ERTHREREE
EKBOHAEFHG EOMIIBEEZY BV EETIDLELEEZIDLND

Richland, Linn & Bjrok (2007) (X, SRR EEFHBHEICHET D
B2 FERMEO LR L EEOREER ORIV 2B 272012, =
DOT T —FEEBLTVD, =2, RRINEDOERT ¥ A I
DH/ELNTEFEDRCHT 28 E2, RBICHENSAD L5 REEBTED
% Mt (Neisser, 19765 1978) O @ W\ 8 R M O Fr I & v 72 E B
THEALA L THLFEIREHLLCT DL THDH, BRERDL, ko
BRFR o2 <R, Hll2% B ZM 20 LARSMbEV O TCHY,
FHFILCMLEPFEEM LR VAEBIBEZEALZ b0 IR0 0
bThd, bH)—2lF, KEOREREOT T, ERMHETRE INT
LY RE EHT L TH D, Richland 5 (2007) X, b
DT Ta—FhEDEDITE, ERIEREZITONELTSRERSEE CoH
TREATOMELEZED, A RHEKREOB NI PLETHDLLLTWND,
o, oFBMRLEHIC, TBAREFOMBRFEEL, HBHDR
EHEBRLICEANT LA OCE, FHRME B I D202 H R
PLEORERE»E Vo BB OFBHOMBENHTF 5N D (Vash,
1989; Esgate & Groome, 2005).

MEDE M

21 AEDROEHFAEZEELT

KRBT E, PMIROALERAG ~OF AL HEL, M#HOBER/ BT

SO ROENFHERNLEZSDO CTCHD, 22 TCATFRED ~EDRE
Bt TI!&, Richland » (2007) $#EMLTVE2T7 72 —F 0O -2Th?
ARFHZLAEO R VEEHEMEMEA ST S22 T, SBROIFOLEEFED
ZHPEIZ oW THAEL 72 (Table 2-1), S 62, DR E2HCHM
T L0, —o0MAFEERIAFLEZ, 2%, DEHIREMOEE
S EESGLTHATLIENWS FiETHD, R d, SWMHREEMD
YR EEG L THWD Z LT, ERIMENICH < 26X, S
REIDICHPZHHT D2 ERARIECRLIPLTHDL, T T, £
1L 27T, HBPREHLOFEIKEELS L TRIETHZ LT, o8
HRERIMBEORDREEZ LT NICHO>WVTRF %M % % (Table 2-1),
Ho -0, SWMHRICVLELRTEHESWMISE L7200 RH %A ITFH
AT+ shikchbsd, ERLEXIC, DS08R Z 4828
MLULABAWRY, 2HPREZBEEBRLICEAT LI IREROTH S,
FIT, ERA4TE, HBEIEIZLDOREMOAHFMIT OV TR Z
iz 7z (Table 2-1), AETE, ZHLZNOMRIEIC DV TFHEKRT 5,

Table 2-1

Aims of the present research

Experiments
Research Aims 1 2 3 4
Ecological validity o o o o
Incremental effect o o — —

Efficient use of spacing - - - o




2w HEOAN) 8 Fo2m WEORAN 9

HoOBEPORFTE ML D L, TNETOREL ORBEHRICE W

2.1 HEEZEHZEZIEICOVTOHEE TREINTWVWLI A MIRLEGSETHRAELEE, £, Byl
W OTRENEEZE LS 2DIC, FHBICEMRMAIC A XY LIEAW 2175 2 &
Loy, SWMHROMERENEROHEFB LG ICEANSIRD Z L ODHRESBEHREESSECHRIAELEZ, 20X, Thd-20%
Digp ol R D =218, EROEBRMEICL T L FHBEO L N H REZNZhOBIELEBEESETRAITLIET, DBOIER LS
YR NOHESHR, WREEZHEIFEOSHESEH R L, KBOKEY DHFEICEDLIWEMEN R E2 D20 THICOPVWTHRAEL 2,2 2 TiX
M CHFPHRBEE L TRV LFOEND2ZERRVWEIRBEDTHo I EERMBORELETAMIRLAZREHBICOVWTHMNTT D,
LN IF b b (Roediger & Karpicke, 2006a), T bbb, HEoH
BHHEICHH SN CERFROAEBEHRZUYECREN D72 L WE D, 2.2.1 TRLFHE
SR ICHTEEBHETCISHORAIORNHHEAZEH TH S
D, ZOEZLE, PPV ELY -y bENEDBECMEMTHLLHHEA % TAMIFEONMELRWVELEZFEDL, 1939 4 @ Spitzer © it & FEH I
MTHETBONEZERL, TAOMEREOCHABOXNEAHEZRD DD BEY, MBHURRILEFICODEZYVMAER 2SN TE TC5 (Roediger
DThole, RFFETIE, oL RBEMEAMOFHGZ%E EZMTEO & Karpicke, 2006b), TN L OM%ENS, BET A ME24TH Z & TH%
TUEY - RFREoORBEME ST, ABRFHZLUIECRTIb0TH D BLe%d L FZzhU Lo EraBRECHETEI LN RS
L Lk, ThiICH LT, EFBREBMEFICETRMTHDI M@ E X —F v TW2% (e.g., Carrier & Pashler, 1992; Wheeler & Roediger, 1992;
FELTHML, BMTHIBLE2MOEZRMELEFERNND & LTHEMT Brainerd, Kingma, & Howe, 1985; Halff, 1977; Nungester &
52T, HELBHROBRLVLI RHER2OFHF CLYVIEVHEBEERE Duchastel, 1982), &5, HHAR LT A M ROMEHRICERL
THZ LT, EEBRLITPRALTCEY, 7AMOMBEBERBMICKET LI &7 2
EHT, FEHEMOBEICYZo Tk, EBRBMEICLE > TEHT S ODMFEEZ —ECTH5LVLRABRFCHRODDI N RENLTWVD
AV FOLLIAMEMH T2 ENEET LV EEZL, BBRAKRSE CL (Landauer & Bjork, 1978),
bz —fE@MELZ2EEME L CHELEZ, — & HBEET R Roediger & Karpicke (2006b) 1%, V¥ v b K¥ED KA 120 A %
ZRMBEDO B TCHEMEI N TE Y, #l 21F Nelson & Narens (1980) EBBMFL L, “TOEFL LV S0 X RBEHLLTANT, 7
CEoT300HADO —MEMMEAIAEMESNA T WD, A% TIT, £R APIRPEMOLRERFCEAETREECOVWTORIEEZIT >, TR
ZMBEICE > TRAMOHMBETH D L E2RITT HDIC, Bl ERS ZMBEFZEEMEE L TCRNOREA»P 4B ICHRE 2T H5TH2E
MEFICHLTCAZ ) == T 7R METY, KAOMECTH DL &R M, bl EWMTANZTS (72 M) O T U —FHICEE
e SN ZMLM L 72, AHlZBov B Tbhi, SbCEKETAMNY TIok), TZAH%), &
Mg, onwdFhihrichzxbhk, ZOfHE%E Figure 2-1 IR T. 7
22 HNEHROEAFAICOLTOHEE BUEAPNERET A MIB TR, T2 MEBLIY LEYELMEDE
EEPEmM ol (75%vs. 81%). L2 L, —AH%BLXO—-HEEKICTITD
Likom@my, S REEthoEE FKEEESLTHERTLIZ LT, & N7 A MoBWTE, 7AMRESAHFEENEOESERE LT -
ERMERECH 2o, 2 MIRETLVADCHBT 22 LA TWwio (ZH#% : 68% vs. 54%, — M % : 56% vs. 42%) .

B, T TAMEDER 1-2 Tk, PHPHPICONTHARERNZY
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Figure 2-1. Mean proportion of idea units recalled on the final
test as a function of learning conditions (Roediger & Karpicke,

2006b, Exp 1).

& 512 Roediger & Karpicke (2006b) (%, I CHEA MM L, 4%
haEMFEOEO “ROFFREZOT RCoBSEmrEENT 2

FH%8 ) & (LT, SSSS&MEeHmT., S: %¥), YiIxB ok =
HOoOPERZO>bREEOERSETADMNIEATD T 707 2 b
Gt (LT, SSSTA&RMEELEHRYT. T: 72N, YIEHOBO ZHOFH
WD T X ToOHEZET7T A MCHEMNTLIT#EVELT A M &MFEUT,
STTT &Mt L #¥,), LLiERETol, OB, &7 A ML X
Skl bLL T IT—H#HB#E onwFauhrh—-FCTiibhile, ZOoME%

Figure 2-2 I2RT, I BICITbhiik&T A I W Tk, SSSS 4
oo E A ELLY b @D o7 (SSSS: 83%, SSST: 78%, STTT :
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Figure 2-2. Mean proportion of idea units recalled on the final
test as a function of learning conditions (Roediger & Karpicke,

2006b, Exp 2).

DEHOHFARIV L IR L o7 (SSSS: 40%, SSST: 56%,
STTT : 61%)., HHIFT N OLDOKRNL, HAKICE LN 78
TALPOHREN -HEELVEHNORBERECEVTHRNTH S Z
xR LT,

2.2.2 4 A2 EE ¥ B

APFRTIE, AXRBHONRLERBEOTLE~ODIR LI B RO H
LWEEFKOWREREIC O THRASZMATL, A ZRBMiT, HCOR
hOEZEREL, REBRZEH -H@F24L, ZEITKEFLHERE L
XN T2 (e.g., Nelson & Narens, 1990, 1994; Metcalfe, 1996;
Son & Metcalfe, 2000), Metcalfe & Kornell (2006) 1%, A ¥ #&m %
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W T 2R bEELBEBBHO—2L LT, AX@BEHMRFEYERMOE N RE
Nx DB GWERETDIEREREH DL E22F 0D, K%
THROHMI AXEHEBHBIZI oA YR FNMETHY, HHEAE %
CORELBCEENZHH T L2 L5209

Son (2004) &, FEBRZ M HF I 7B E&ICANBEREO A Z GBI Z 17
b, HMEHIZMWE KL LT, BMA2 T I08 T TIT) (%
H) h, BEEHT T (HBFH) », DO VIEHTEELELL
RN EBRIRSE L2 LT, A XRLIEHE RSN D 72H G OBR
PECOoWTHAMEMATZ, TZO/R, ¥BF BB h
LFTHABIOBEFEDNRR I, ThicH LTER T LI ENTE TR
WEHlrasnzHmHAOZ S FETERENBEBRINDI LB RSN, &
BMHIROBEPLZ XD E, FHTLZ2IENTE TRV EHELLHE
Az 2 2RTI20ER1HY, DRERMNE, EHRBMF LA
WO EERTLIEMPH D LR D,

¥ 72, Kornell & Bjork (2006, Experiment 2) X, 77 v ¥ a2 — K
EHEOFHITECRBNT, ZHFELELTH — FE R B A% M6k
AT OO 72D EFH BT ERBRE=X Y VI RLETHD L LT,
IRNZROFHEEALCHOVW TR N E D ol & 22BN
Th¥, AX4EBHUMO LI ICOVWTHRFNZMA 7, TOFER, ER
ZMEBEZAAEEAHICBVWCRZRICREAONZ L LZEE 2RV
Fr< T, PREOAXZCEHANEZ G AZEHBZ ZICRY R L
WO R AR LT,

INHORBEIEERBMEO A ZDENE A LT L LY Tl
TEERTHERTHDIEVZD, LOLARERDL, 9 Lk A X GEEIEHE
ZATHBRICE, RBICRFIANTZEBRZH Do FEELE LD
TCThY, THLLEEEEIZEOBRILCBENLZTEERNEZONS,
Lirl, 24 EBRICHETIBEOHEL, AL DEHAMEITH> Z L HK
NEERFICORE L 0T A EEICODVWTEEFEAL T ARy, K%
T, FMEFELEZET, ZOREMIECHOVWTOEBOEASWE AT
i, ZH LA XELBHMALEZLTERE~OHREICHOV THF %
MzxsZiclili, 7TAMBRICOVWTHEHRFZORBRRI L LT KT
ATRPRETCHDEVIRBRHED —TF DO XFF2H T 5 (Dempster,

H2EE WIEOAN 13

1996; Roediger & Karpicke, 2006a) 2%, ¥ %217 5 A & it 18 H Wiz
BWTbifid Lo rHEHBEZ L S MEFT L L 05 QmERsLT
EH >RETThHD, £, FEHoOME PEHEF 2N A, FHEX
ICHEBMIC A Y REHBEZIT) 2 LT, KOFEEBRIIBVWTED LD
RABEBEEZBEHTREDPCOVCHNIR T 4= F Ry 72 HB6h5H
DEMFHETEL, M, N2 HARBOLE, KOoFEBI BV,
FEHHAOBRRBRER L 2BMAMNTHO CTHREMEKE IR, LV
KM@ RoEHAezRyIBEcarrdbolBbnd (cf Bjork,
1994).

2.3 DEIESE-HORBEBMOADFBAIZONT DR

Dempster (1988) 1%, 2B OBREICB VW THL OB FEHEZW AN D
RETHDHEFRLTWVWD, ZoOFEHEITHL T, Vash (1989) ik, FEE
DRFERFBICBWTOBRFEZEANT H 2 & ERFH M2 EH K2 6 KT
HBHEREwm L TW5A, [MEIZ, Esgate & Groome (2005) 1%, 4y B B
EFMT20MFEHEITFE 72— X2 0B BL2LERH DD, £
FREICERTRKL LTHEERHNRARS D, 2ok, ¥H7x2—X
EoMISEL22DCHVCIEMBREREEDICAMLZVRY ZFEH TR
BRWEREBLTWD,

IHETHBFEHONMBBELZ EBRERE LTHELEZL O (e.g.,
Baddeley, 1990) A F TOMRM 2 EBEK & L D (e.g., Bahrick
& Phelps, 1987) 2 E 0B RICE L THE A RFER TObALT& ., L
ML, SBMINEEE 7 — oMo EVWNCEDHAT 20
WTHE, ThETHEIVRFEIN T Aok, TZTAHREOFER 4
T, PH7=—ABMoOoNHAEREORMOEFICXKRSEATEN
W, MEMICAEEE LTIV RRNICERCCED2LichbEEX, [
ROFZEMOFREEZHFALESEORBIZOWCHIEEZMZ S Z LT LT,
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T, MPHEEXTTAMNEIT I Z LR IO HEKIC A X REN
Wra4T5 2L OHRICOVWTHRHFAEZMZ DL L Thole, REBIC
PMEOEBEE LRI 2HEOFEBEICBTHOEE 2T &M
AL LT, 2HHAOZEBMASEHEZETCEZLTT A NEITY & &,
2 MoFEHRERICERLZTN A X TEANZIT S ZHEOHRELE L,
EHI, ENFRLOFEHELTBIZE T, 2 M OFREHE OB EY &
ERVWEHEAMARDZET, TRLOEYEFIEITH L o REs
MERZDREL LT ROV THEHAEZMAT, b, B¥ECEX
TTAMEASDEUETE, EREZMEORZICHLTT 4 — KNy 7 (E
ROWR) 52 mbhotz, ThiX, TARNIBEOEITHREICENT Y
U= Ry 7 2528 VEBATHLTAMNAREBALAS Z L (R

& Karpicke, 2006a) &, *HRZMORFZER B L OO 7 HEMIC
DWTH D FE G RN L 0K &KL Th o T,

oediger

3.1 EEBRAE

EREmME

HMALARXLVORAB Y EZH#HTO TMERD K¥A 135 N & Z DD %
BHMEMHEIC 45 AT O®ELICHE L -,

EBREHM

ERBMELC L > THERMB TCHLI2FHHAEZERTIITH T -

T, K¥LOBRBIEBH OO ORI R Wik MBIERZ EroIEL L
—MEMME 80 EHHAME L, $EHOMBEIZMER 1 X TET

F3WE KBl 15

boLLl, Z0OFEZIF1IHFBTCRT O L L, #l 2, MBI
DANEZBRSBN 2 EORA] »o BREDOMY AN § 20 Fl A v
RV 2ELSIWEMBEINE, "TRENT I~ ) —NT
APLWVWIHI LI RbDOTHo, THHSOHEHICOWTHBERSME LV
H EMEROKELE 36 NERMBICATZ YV —=v T T A MNEToZ, A
IV == 7T AN, MEFOAEEEZELT, 1 Abh 0HA K
40 L L, MET IO+ SR —ERBNTE 22RO, BF DL
FEELTC, SOEBHZMEBICAMITHT, Z20MOMEE &R RE
FaEEz i 12ty boTF A PHEEERL, ZELLEHFITH W,
AT Y == 7T ARNDORER, EEXRN 0% TH-o72 15 HHZAEREO
FTEHmHAE L,

REFFA Y

HE 72— AT 1HHAIZSE 2HE L, 2HO¥E T = — X237
LZFBENMEDOEMEL LT, WTFADOFHE T 2 — 2BV TH ML ME
ZERHERICRERTRIND FH %3] &4 (SSE&H), WTao%H 7
2= A CBWVWTHLHMBEXLEMEPRERINEHLECREZOR TN E D T
DNTAXREHMAZRD NS 578+ 2 2N —5E+ 2 ¥
B & (MM &P, 1HBO%HE 7 o — XA CIEIMEXLEMENR
IR END2BN 2EEOH%E 7 2 — XA TCIIMBEXO DR S L TH]
Erkoohsd 78 -—F72 M) &M (ST &) © 3 MEELZZEL L
(Table 3-1), WTFHRDOFEFTHEEMFICHENTH, FHAO 1HEA ORE
AHBENMHTHLI L 2EELTCIIBHEL, 2HHEORFKFERITID
L,
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Table 3-1

Learning Strategies in Experiment 1

Learning Phase 1 Learning Phase 2
SS Study Study
MM Study + Metacognitive Study + Metacognitive
Judgment Judgment
ST Study Test

INHOEBEFKEMBICEB T 22K OEF R O %2 X570
2, SSEMFICEBVWTRZEEHEBEORAZ KR EL 3BT T v
mE A ALz, STHRETEHIBNHOHAR TOKIZIZT 7 v 7 B
Z3PBMMALLZY, 2R AOEARTOBRICIE, EARHOLE 9/

MiER L, VW TMEL2ROZ2EE % 3.6 PRIIETRLEZ, MM 4128
YO, ZHEHORSFCHEVCTEEEZ 7TEBEE (1 2<KExb6n<T
WhW—T7: BRI XL ENTERL) THET LIHEZRRSL T,

TFEEBIXTERZMNERZLY T 28FEANT L2 ROBEH Y &b
HEOEHREIN TV,
SEHRCETLIEE B EEICO VT, ERO =20 %FE K&
ftozpnZnicks T, THEHAO 2HOFE 7 =2 — X0 MK A S
NEZMOMBEORMIZE > THRELL, MASHIMESIX 1 M, 15
Ml, 20w 11 C, I5oZFHEBZINb =20 ABEK
FEZHMTORELL, TRTOZEFHHHAZ =>0M AMBREMHEIC
BOWTHHEECMWL D Z = >0MBERRY 2 FEERL, EBRSMHE
W THEITMW I,

ERFHRE

kO RAFTAPMERE, FREI T XTLHEEIERY 7L
SuperLab CTHIfl S 7z, FHEBAIEL 2T 2aryEa—X@mo L
WCEEAM OB P, FEICEA BRI S T,
EBRZMEL, XILDICHBERAOH REZ T2, K

Z, SS &KMok

F3WE KBl 17

BEMEIE, Wmo L TFICERTINDEBENO WY L EGEMNEH A CTER
DEWEFY Lz, MM &k 0 E8B 2 NE 1T, SS &IE & H O M o
WTHEIR O ZEE EZT - e, W TR I 55 ENEO®#EIZs W
T, HAZRADIEDNTERLLEE I DIZOWT TEMCTH M ET
Sft, EBMSMERIEFEZANT 2L ROEAHEAOBEm@IZE Y b o
. ST AT, ERBMHFFX IBAOEN 7 = — 2B WT, SS4&
e omms xS, FHOPEEITo72, ST Mo 2 WA
¥R 7 x2—X (VT AN T, BHERICHNOHRIIXLOZNRERI,
BENT TEEmEe) CHRCELPAZEEWmE SRS, KRBME
R ZO#BMEERBYF I COETHEL L,

ERZMEFT VT OFH W EEHEICTB W TEH 31 M (=5 v
15 MIx2 BfE R+ 4 I —[M8E 10 1E4ER) oFHREE2ITo. £ L
T, FEBREKRT b 0% XY=y b0 15MEaHLELLEFRRMNT R
MNaeffole, KA MTF A MIERLKX T, MEHKO LM T2 E RIS
BRI NTCHEAORBA XN E S, EMICIEHEMPHRT 5TV,

3.2 WREEE

Zo0%E SN (SS, MM, ST) & = >0 AMEEK () &
I T CRODEFRA T A NOEYEXHFE % Figure 3-1 12573 F, KR
M7 A MOFERIZO W T, 28 M AERS N E M R G BREHD
KREMENEN TH S 3 (FH FHM) x3 (FMAMER) © 275l E
SEAMEEM L, FEHIFKOEDRIABKECEL R > DA
Bifm (F (2,132 =3.03, .05<p<.1) Z7-LTHEBH, MM %k,

MLV L SSEBOFBEARNTARNOEERIEGVEMEZ R LKL,
F7, AMBEROEHENAE (F (2,264) =11.73, p<.001) Th
D, fAMERE IMETE2 L0 50, 1I1IMELAEFRIFAARNT 2B
DIEBERERPRE N o, nF, FTHEKEMAMEEO ZE/EMITAHET
otz (F<1),
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Figure 3-1. Mean proportions correct as a function of learning and

spacing conditions in Experiment 1.

ST &M DOEZERN, SSEHOEZRE EHLEWVWolT A MNHRER
RonZgholiZid T, LS SSEHDOEZHFRLY L VWEH
KL, ZThiZ20WTiE, BETORZEZRMLTY 72 ST 5
BERER G Lo holld, ERZBMENR TV TR MNIBIT 5
WRICHMEICHIE CE R TREMEZE LN D, MM &I 5> 1T
b, RARMTAMOREN SS £z EESH Lol X X GEE A WL
EPREOLGNT, L LASSEMF LY LRENRTEZ & W) fHmzrLik,
IhiE, AZEREMHAZLZDEBRFCARLI LV EERTHO
b ZExohn5N, EFRTHVWEFHEFEOREERI LKW E <,
CHEBEICII2EESEAE ST ATREELEZ IO D,

FO—FTC, MARBERE 1T 5X0s 50, 11MELETRR
ARTAPDOEERDED L WD RN, Hichmsio B/ LD

F3WE KBl 19

FREoFEHCAMLEZRBEERICH L TGN, Z0E, PR D
AT ZYMEZ RTHRTCHDI LR D, £, E0FEGTIEICH

RAENTZAECRIrDLTHBARI GO LT,
ZRTHRATHDL LWVRD,
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ER 2 2BV RETRA IRV ASERBHEHEODR
— TALOREER~ADBELLEIRDIANDERZRFTA T —

ERIIZEWT, BRI INTEEOO, TAMIRBLORAS
AEHOSRIIR O o, TANIERA DN RN oo HH &
LT, 7V 7AMCRHTIHMEMER L 2ol l &b, KRR
SZMBERNFECORIZZEDRFREERIZABERLTHY, 2 B HOZEHIHE
ST CTERCTCERro L AEENEZZOND, Fiz, A X EEN
OMBENA N o mB e LT, 7B CONIMERD D5 Y E
ENEBRSMEC L > T _ERELRYVIEESH PN E &S TN S X
b5,

T, B 2 Tk, ST &4 57U F A MICo W T #E R
EHZTCHRERET S L L0, MM &I 5 2 & @MWk of

WERB T 2O FREFEL TEBEMNL ZFR—~ LML,

ZHhoDFHRFTBOHRIZHOWTHUORIEZIT > 7,

4.1 EEBRAFE

EBEsmE

HMALRLVORMBZ2EZH#H P OERR 1 L3O FMEROKZEE
126 A& Z oD% FEEMIZ 42 AT OMIELBICEEL -,

EREMEERT YA >

ST ZfFickB U 2MEMELE L THAOMBTHE CE 5 — ki
MEFICSMERLEZE, Cho 5MoMEMEIEEORNNAE 2
DT ERVESCHAMBA OME IMObLD LICRELZ, £/, MM
SFCBT 2 FHEEFEOMEEZ, TEBFMEZRDDI bOMDL, 52

Fa4w HKBr2 21

HIENRNTEELEN] EVoOMwvicxr LT vy 2> Twnwwnwz ) <TlA
ETDHHLOWELLE, TOEFIPOERZEMBLOERT VAL IO
THEEBRIEFALTH - =,

ERFEHKE

ST £FicBVWTCT IV F A MOMEHFEZSD W THEME KD 2T M
B sMiftTb¥L L, MM&MFIZBWCEFEEFELZ v/
Wz OZEFER -TITbE I LU EER LI ERETH -,

4.2 BREBE

3 MM OB HFMSEM (SS, MM, ST) & oo ARMEK (4 )
ST 2R KA NT A NOFHEZELRE Figure 4-1 13T, KA MTF
A PORBICOWT, FHHFMD KBRS MHA B K T AR BN KR
ZMENENCTH D 3 (FH M) x3 (Fi AMBE) © 2 5 f & 05 H
gk Lzl 25, %8 TGO B R ITAE CIER» o2 (F(2,123)
1.26, p=.29) W AMBEHEHO EDH R L AR TIE R o7 (F(2,264)
1.92, p=.14), KEERICAH B MM (F(4, 264)=2.04, .05<p<.1)
NR BT,

FEHBR LI CRLAEHFAMBEREO TP ER 2 TEAELRL -T2,
Kby, REFERABPAEER2BmEZR LA, 2k, STERED, o
2 Kt IR, AMEERILDRZVWEADHTNRA R NT R O
MRWVWEWISHBEMERLEZLICRERER®S D EWVWx D, Tk, £ 1
D STHRMEFTRRDIERTH D, STHRMICEL TER 1 LER2E
WL, ZEBREORICHEMEEZITbE LGN TH D, £ 2 TiTb
NMBEMEX, NEHTORHZICEALIELZDDOLDTHY, 2D
BB AR RV T X ARAVWI e, AMBEESOME LMD L O
CIRELE, BBT AN ~OHA P EBEORERBECEE L5 25
(Tversky, 1973) 2 LA d YV, 2 7 —X0MBAE T — A D H %
MEMELE L TCE 2R, MAMEREL 1LBOBE0FH IR LT
ARAMENREZ LD LETREESEZ DN D,
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Figure 4-1. Mean proportions correct as a function of learning and

spacing conditions in Experiment 2.
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EBR3: PR RLEZTROISVI/EEDOIRTOYRE

FR1-22B0WT, —HLTEOLDEERBEN-TZDX, 2EH O FH
72— R BWTHIIMERROBRET I FMHE T, LL, BB
RABAOHBEATD FME, MERAEZCAZRLEHH ZITbY 2 &ML
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Wi, 20, 7= XRMEERRE T T 7 EilOERT > LK
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k2o 2 R<RBOPCHLI2TFHEEMEZRAL TSV A —H L xR
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Peynircioglu (1982) X, #EHEHFE OV ~N—F ik, ¥H oy B <1
TS —ADY N—F AV EAITIN, BRETICONTRBEX—AD U
— ARV EDLLELT, ZOL OEFRMENERELLTWNS,
& 512 Johnson (1980) ¥, MM~ — 2D U ~N—HF LiF, G 0%HE
Mg 27202 BRITERUPIED LRV LG, HilcaS
NEEZBRAITTHIHIELTVD, ZRHDOZEDLREN—2AD U N —
PAOHFRRMBER—ADY N—F LT, EERFICHEELFOZ
BRI EZILOND, EBR 120 SSEMHTIE, 7T 0y EENRR
ERTWAEBIIZ, ZTH5LEREN—2D U N—H LR35 BH @72
EHEREZExLONLD, £2C, BRI T, 777 HmaRrd d5%M0
ERFLZWRMELKT 22T, MERRAERICT 7Y 7 Bl % #
RT DL EDBPEIT O THRIEZ MR T=,
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MALSNLORBME2EZHPOFERK 12 L 1XRRD TMHMEROK
FAE 144 N2 RS NMFL L, TiREART 3KMFICENETN 48 A &
MR IR E L2,

EBRREM

FEH1-2 CTHALZ IFHHAZAEROERHEM L LTAVWE, 20
Mo 10 HA2% =4y hEL, VO 5HAEFEHE 7 = — X0 Mk
eRizcMnic, ¥ 7 =—XOBFEOHKICAWLZEHAEIRZ T 2
DB E LN, =Sy bR 2B ELEFEHE T = — XOMKEO K
RICHWZ2HHBEZERZMEM THEILCHVWDI DI T ¥ —NT

A EAT o7,
EBRTHAY

T -k 1BIco& 2B EL, 2ROEE T 2 — X THT D E
BEhHmE LT, ERl1-2TCEMahz, 1HOEHR 7 =— X 2B W TH
BRTRBICIBMoOTY 7y 7HEERRT D5 EARTIE 7T
IR &ML Lz (Figure5-1), 77 vy 7 WmmE g Tz FE £
Mz LETDIERMELELT T 7T v 7 3EBR] S 2AE LI
(Figure 5-1), Zh b 252+ 2 2 &<, MERIORZ 5
BOLT, TONBMET Z V7 HEORRICEEHMI L2 EOHHMIC
SWTORAMZEIT>7-, L2L, 2Thb 25432 E 72— X0MREE
WOB A THEELWY, ERSZMERERICEHEEMELAICT S, ME
AOMBEVIBENTCEEVYRADD, £2C, 77 V7 RFAFMHICE
JoOMBERFrOMBE T T VIR RIEMEICET IMERTTOMR L E
L L7 THREM) & %Mz (Figure5-1), 77 v 7 ##RaR KM &
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Figure 5-1. A schematic presentation of the composition and time
interval of learning phases for each learning strategy used in

Experiment 3.
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Figure 5-2. Mean proportions correct as a function of learning and

spacing conditions in Experiment 3.
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Figure 5-3. Comparison between two learning conditions, with and

without blank, that were of equal study time for and equal interval

between learning phases (Experiment 3).
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Figure 5-4. Comparison between two learning conditions that were

of standard and shorter (with blank) item presentations but were of

equal interval between item presentations (Experiment 3).
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Figure 5-5. Comparison between two learning conditions that were of
equivalent time and composition (with blank) of learning phase but

of unequal interval between learning phases (Experiment 3).
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Figure 6-1. Mean proportions correct as a function of

interpolated tasks and spacing condition in Experiment 4.
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