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MERERETERBNGENNE R
REBESEIBIMN"

SRC T

—ARER

B PR — R A WA R R R — A on AR R B
JCIAH T 3 8 4 #7 ot 38 i (metacomprehension) , B K X 43 2 o¢ H & W il
(monitoring) FJCH# i 4% (regulate and control) ., B & EFEHE W EHC
D] 123 A5 4 SRAE S TR G DA I, J5 A 2 A T A SRR b SR BURE A 3R
28] 152 v T 388 B A9 (5] 81 (Mlatlin, 2005) . PR b 6 0 0 00 2 A O B2 O T4 . 7
SEBRBIFFE P, 6 T 0 PR AR A 00 R A T R O e AR A A UR Y O L i R S
WL B v 56 F 55 (] ) — BORE BE R ARAR 1 . A SR UAR SCREVT A2 1 S BT 5
EATTE R HE DU 36 A5 20 14 e (R — 35, 136 B 152 4 BB A 0 2 o 4% o S L i 7
] 25 5, BIRE WP 0 s SOz s MRS R MEAI . E A, IF 5 330 SR ) 0 {5 000 56 o
4i1[8] f) Gamma # 5% £ £ (Goodman-Kruskal Gamma correlations) {E 4 i & ¢ 5
fife W MRS R K- i FE bR . Gamma R B BUEFE B —1, 1], BUE SR R o
i W ) B8ORS i (Nelson et al. ,2004)

i T EEE X B B B AR AT (% 05 1 1) W A 6% 5 B L R 8 ) o L R A FR AR 2K
bR B R BB, Rt TR AR M R I F ST TR R A HEEE L. &
1 3T 20 AFEF X BEE (L1 5] 5352 (4 18 25 2 B . 70 351 A 10 100 ) 5 7 7K 15 3 482 (I ( Lin
& Zabrucky.1998) . A5 2f# X BFE N HiE 60 BUAE 13 & (T B W K SE kAT T
W&, % BOEYIMAAE 0. 27~0. 32 Z|a](Maki & McGuire,2002; Maki et al. ,2005;
Dunlosky & Lipko,2007) , i F& i3 111 (20171 ) X 3 8 o2 A 135 70 28 A W kS i 7k

*  ARSCARAG HCH E A SCHEBE I E T BB AP T B R A ORS o T R o R B AR A R e T
(10YJC740117) [y BE By . A SCHE# 200 B CBACH MR D B 44 B R % 20 &R B HH A9 S5 L.
JRSCER T OB ANE D2013 4R35 5 35,
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Sy B 45 SR AR F A AAE 0. 11~0. 13 Z[a], ifif B b A58 84 & & B B F 1
AERRERAERE S . K A R IBIIIT I IESE 878 (Svietlana & Igor, 2006; 8/ 3% X
fE111,2003) . 10~16 % 515 701k I T BE 1 J R A S B8 000, 16 %7 J WU BE AR R 45
TE— SRR E K B B2, BHE G W RE ) & R B BAE P B s » AR E
i 3K 3 R4 — 2 K, (B S AN A

T 48 7 TG PR A I AP DR IS 1 B B B S R BE AT THR &R . SCFF
“2% il 1A B 1% (Accessibility Hypothesis) ”[{2## 1A by, JoFRAR W A B T 332 34 %)
T SR R 0 R R SR A T o e N TR B T ) SO R AR R IE (Glenberg
&. Epstein,1987) .55 M (Weaver & Bryant,1995) fI{&# (Lin ez al. ,2000)%
B SRR L AT, B B T QAR B R T a5y iRk T
FHLFR I T T3 BT O R L B A AR = e R % T ) ) K 1 v (Korriat, 1997
Thiede & Anderson, 2003; Weaver & Kelemen, 2003; Dunlosky & Rawson,
2005; Anderson & Thiede,2008) ; [fij43* & 24 1T F% Wi % 1% ( Transfer-appropriate
Monitoring Hypothesis)” i#2¢ 25 W45 i » 7035 i a0 06 o 1 -5 i 22 2= i n 1
AT FOBRHEAL I B AR BOR A 1 — B A OGS RN SR A — SR U O 5 14
B R ML (Mulligan &- Lozito,2006; Thomas & McDaniel, 2007), S8R
T 2143 B T R N R R A R A — R 1 L (E R A AR AR A T oC
F Vst BT £ 2% 110 B A

25 LR IR  BARC A AW 5T K B o B AR W 0 £ 0 o Ak T IR (HX
SEZSIR RS T BHE (LD AR Y RE T8 TAME (L2) B B A fe e, A
1717+ AT A& L2 B oA Fe 72 . 6 R F ) 45 s it R 4 5 i i S o
AR AN ] 245 BB B) A5G R R AT 2% 88 (/N L 9l SO, 2002 X1 #OH, 20045 L
SCEE 4. 2008) | A WFFE RE S 76 B2 SRR AR (4 1 78 b, B S TG TA SR8 B9 £f BE
X JCHR AR I A TN . 5 LD (R A X, L2 (AN S 4 21 3 0 B B iE K
AKX ELZRNEAN ERERERE I SO 5B X FE K 5w & SC
El,2005) . R4 . L2 3 a3k B KA 5, 30 5 132 70 P A W Il )
7K Qo] s 2 B A AR SRR 3 2 S R B A R T BHE I R R i B TR
EER e S

YK S e 48 7 JO PR W RS 6 1 A AL ) o T B ST SR AR 1 e L1 ST H R
eI ST X TS L2 e R WA 1 A O R R ik = R . AR R T2 F)
BB BRI ARERFZE R L1 A0 L2 JTRR A Wa il ik 7 2 18] 9% 35 A7 75 /8 FE 1 1B
F AT AR . B Y 5 ik 4 {1 (Reading Universal Hypothesis)”
W BAEERE ) B i . L1 BBERE J7 2 B AR HLE R 3 L2 o (Coady, 1979) 340
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“18 2 B{E 8% (Linguistic Threshold Hypothesis)”M|#8 4 , 3E& TN A 7E N K L1
PR 2R S1 1) L2 iR B2 LL L2 35 5 7K b W iR GA A 3 3 {22 oK , iE R
A2 4 (Pichette & Segalowitz, 2003) . R4, L1 JoERf# Wa i aE f1 R B4 X L2
TG B figf W IR A = A S T R 5 5 X R 28 R 5 A (58] 15 ) 0 e
FiE & B KA 6 R RE S BE B AUARE T B 7K S = & v ], 4T
T BB B LIEA.

BT R AR R AR LA = )

(DX L1 ADGE, L2 B MR E MG # 1 5 - L2 P2 o 3 Wb
WK F- ], REFES L1 AFEERBESMR L (2)L2 RETH g =25
S22 3 L1 Wil gk Ay i 52 e B B E S B AN 7 (32 KR 2 A R R
JLERf VI RE N R AR S IER M AR E?

—MRFAE

1. K

AT HORBEPLE B E R 97 B AL AR . 5050 5 SRR GRL
B, AR 90 &, Hp— R K 298, —FR 2 A BE2TH,. L
4634,

2. FEAA

G il e L U PR A S0 5 D R B REE ks B A
FANGUR BB 1 R R 3C . R IR 4RI 850 FAG . G R AHUEE— RIS
S Ay o 000 56 0 5] 952 2 A B R A 00 i, BL TR U 18 JE R, 35 25 G
R S AR 18 4 Fn 25 43 40 TS HE R L) 2 o 38 O TSR B X SCE I R
W\ 3 AR AR B AT IS BB T Fe & i 30 B GRS N30 7 B %
SE ERBSCE 7 SRR RHATIEE . MHEREAR T K Bo g 220, wlixd 3 L LB
K30 B F AR [£(29) (0. 01) =11, 327, p=>0. 05 ) F FR A 3k 2 [£(29) 0. 01)
=8.304,p=>0. 05 W@ M AFAE R E 2R . o, Jif 8 i o i 3 I 45 B A
SyAefZ EEAY IR 0. 931,0. 883, ILiE4T Rk 0. 954.,0. 906,

AL AT B B—Br B R 2006 EFEARIREIR = MERFTA B

@ JEEF B S E 2006 SEIEE Rl PRl A GR R sUE DUE B AR S F 2007 SERAE
% [ A
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RIEHRLE G RE N BATINRD I LA Al it L2 KT s R 25 1 3
BGHE A i L1COGE) KF I R . SEiE K 0 o 0. 919, 58
T BOR R BETTER AR WIS . SEKRTT ARG - B TR R SO 4 Bk, BEORTE 8 b
PYEESE » e 1) 3 G5 — WAL (0] 5 B35 2 20 B islom B e M ) 3 6 » SR Se X S
RRRBEVEAT 1~5 FFPVRE (1 =52 BN, 5 =5C 1) . | 2085 G — U ¥
i 2, P DR 0 A H 2 2 K, 5K 5 20 A SE BT A DU — 4. 5 TR
R S BN R AR T 75 B3 s BIKE = 4 20 R0 e BB A BB AIL 43 A 5
B 7 N EAV/DA 5 A HCE — B, B A58 —%&,C.D.E 4725
=00 HE S TR A dMCE L B 458 =%, C.DE 44 %3 /g, Fofn
R AR WG B9 W IR AR R T R A B T IRJE TSR
& DUTC P S 36 SR BORH [R] B A8 P AT« SE i 53 7 g2 A R RFE &0 F - (8]
B — J J PRt Ui

= HREGR

L. $hEBF R AL ML AR LSRR £ F(FFREMA D

>k FR R B 3R 7 -5 b o Ak ] 12000 35 s &t (8] 1) G A OB Al 5 i o 2 A
WK WA Hadn . 2R 1 F0H T ASRIAE G A 50 R 2 A e 0T B A 10 RS A 7K
) S R o 25 -

®1 LLLEEAETERENERKFHOBEESTER

X A i L HE A I (G) FEiE 3 0T M B W (G

FE 5 1 51 n M SD M SD
B 6 0.12 0. 41 —0.14 0.41

l % 23 —0.'13 0. 46 —0.10 0.44
B 9 —0. 34 0.42 =012 0.52

’ * 20 0. 42 0.35 0.17 0.45
] 12 0.09 0.50 0. 34 0.38

’ % 20 0.37 0. 56 0.16 0. 65
Bt 90 0.13 0.53 0.07 0.51

HI3R 1 R A1, = MERORSE A L2 T B A I 0 i 2 (9 F 248 D 0. 07,
R T L2 (DUH) I 0. 13, LAAF AP 51 g il 18] A2 Hik i 35 28 B oA gl 9 AL i

OSBRI VR E A o R Y B A B
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Xt 12 JUER A Wil K P-4 7 3 R Iy 2540 B A5 R R R F(2,84) =3. 907,
p<<0. 05 ] FER A F| B FE K i HAER SHHF(2,84)=4. 041, p<<0. 053 H.
YEF 2. BEAh AR PERIRNE S 20 Z 18] (428 B0 F ik 31 Bl & 7KFLF (2,
84)=3. 103, p=0. 050 ] fHP:FILF(1,84) =2. 921, p=>0. 05 Fli& 5 2 9| F 24w 14
AEEF(1,84)=0.271,p>>0.05],

M TR ERANE S B Z B3 EAER AL [BlR R X5 18R =F L
RN AT B A ABCLFIEAR . o TSt a5 R el gtk RN A A RES
2R 591 %ot A [ A 0 A 1) ol ik ) o R A ) 7K A T R R O 25 4 . G R B s R
F L2 JoR R WK, A9 [ F(2,84) =3. 384, p<<0. 05 ] F RN B %, BHHI[LF
(1,84)=0. 201, p=>0. 05 ] FRN - Ak 5 2 8] (A8 B AE FHLF(2.84) =1. 490,
p=>0. 05 ¥ KK B EKF-. LSD HEHKE KW, —FEHM =49 L2 Uit
K2 (B A B & 2= 5 p<<0. 05, i 6 H A F % 2 [a] 2 R ¥ A 3, p>0. 05,
F I FRE A5t L1 JuBRA W K b 470 i, 45 SRR R R B W 3 AR R LF (2,
84)=1. 864, p=>0. 05 ], {53 F=3% 0 B [ F(1,84)=5. 708, p<<0. 05, Zr A= oM
file W RGBT A

2. SME R F AU MM 699595 A (B P 2)

a7 B TR A W BE ) R B AEAE 51 S RS RN, FRAT 1R Pearson #5€
Xt L1 A1 L2 e W R 0 7K 7 LA B B RRGE 5 B 2 R4 1a] ) AH OC R BT
ZERREL L HR NS L1 R E (-=0. 232, p=0. 028) 1.2 JCIEf# Wi 5
L2 i 2Z [A] (r=0. 314, p=0. 003) ) J& L1 TR 5 L2 RiEZ B (r=0. 412,
p=0. 000) H KL F B F KT %55 RARENIE T JuERxT T3 80 M 8.5 %
Wi, peAh, L1 L2 o B A W K OF 8] AR 5K 0k B B K - (r=0.367, p=
0. 000) , bt BB o HL i W o] RE 2 1) B 1018 A A 515 5 148

I FRATT LA L2 e A s TR 0 NP A A bR o, DA L1 B A W K
KA L1 K20 B0V by Jiuml 2% 5, SR FH & 20 05 sXE AT 22 Ju 4 ok [l 3 73 , 45 21
SR R L1 oA W g gy A B 98 (8=0. 367,¢=3. 702, p=0. 000) , 3} H
eI MR L2 JURRAR I AR i 13, 5% (R*=0. 135, F=13. 702, p=0. 000) , ffij L.1
HKOEFRBEAA BITHEE (3= —0. 042,t=—0. 379, p=0.706), FRLEFULH, 7
A% 18 H B K FRIRTER T, BB JCHRAR W RE 7 i B 2 a] H AR R A IE W% .

3. BEYEKFAARBYEME A3EZTIES P PR EFFREM 3)

AW T BT S — R SR, B B K B o g RS SR RS
HAPNMER . 0T 85T BEAF £ B {E 200" (threshold effect) , ATRA T
A3 JZ 538 B E 2k GBS AR ZE 5K 7R . 2005) .
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B, LA L1 JORRAR M L1 K R B AE &, DA L2 SRR WK b SR AR
LR —ZEIEMT. G5R AP L1 TR VI AL A L2 JCHE AR Wi K ) B
E WM 4E bR (B=0. 382,t=3.602, p=0.001), fH L1 7KF i i 3 A B % (5=
0.117,t=1.107,p=0.271) , FEANE R ERE T BAERM 19. 7% (R*=0.197, F=
10. 692, p=0.000), #H.BIA L2 K. 5 L1 JTCHM I L1 A F—'AE R
W72 BEUEATES — 2 A 50T, (Rl S AN bu 4R L1 JTHRAR WS B (EF0 P {E AR
GRFH L2 ACER R L2 JCIRAR W ) 5 2% 48 AR (8=0. 463, 1=4. 623, p=
0. 000) {5 L1 T3 A W &g F53000 5 7 ANk 330 B & 7K F- (78=0. 208, 2= 1. 960,
p=0.053),1fi L1 KM A 83 (3= —0. 096,t=—0. 963, p=0.338), =4
A EHRRR T MR R 30. 8% (R =0. 308, F=12. 765, p=0. 000) ,

e A Fa PO B A B 25 51, 29 L1 o BRI L L2 A L1 7K R A g A
BlEFEAR e, A L2 /KR B 3, L1 JoRR A Wi B IR 5e i 3 K28 4k il
bR Bk, B B 0. 382 TREZE 0.208, w1t Al LASENT . B 8K T HHE
JCHRAR W RE A 1) H 91 R A T R R EE — EREN R ERGNE 1
7R .

8]
0382 v
0423 AF L, Lzﬁﬁﬂ
0317 Ui
LIKF
£0.096

B 1 L2(3F) REEETER RN mEE

N - \éi‘j‘m

KIALIE A 0 & P e o B AR A B ST B A L [l 4% L1 (Rl JR JF, 4 F L2 oG
it s W AF B KO- A o], B ERER R R AR KR AE L1 A L2 JoE g
W RE ) Z M T FE B IR R B Z IRA R TR T AR UREG
BORF A Ty Xt B M ETE TORRAR WOl B8 ) 0 & SRR s AT T %5, Fh it — R
W7 TR I RE T i E IR RS AL

1. $1E 3 D0k 70 22 AR WA 4k A 9 B 4% &

H AW ES R AT, L1 A L2 JCIRAR I RE /1 00 & B AFAE AN R B 4 s Fda 3,
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5 Maki FIFE S (125 5 458 — B (Maki & McGuire, 2002; Dunlosky & Lipko.
2007; BARJE 1L, 2011) , ABFFE AR TEA & BRUDUE TC IR AR W D /K P18 BB AR = 7,
SR » =4 Bl i TSR W ) R W O 20 8 3 R T — AR il 4SSl
B R E KA L2 JURR AR W RE 15 8R b 1 2 e B B 1 HLAEBE A B A4 > i)
[ FOTIN R B34, HOoTH g Wil g8 e Al @, B 5 L1 AR %
JEFF R X TFHRHE— = FRZ A EFA BB B EAF, FE A RS = F% %4
A& EZ H NG RE2 R ATAM RN A 6. M B =595 . %4 B iE KA
— A P 25 B P S A T S 3RO A e LUK e R e A X R R

T EE RE Bn . L1 A L2 Jusfg Wil g R AR . o %, gk L1
JUHLR WS RS T K IS & T L2, REERIFREBIG I ER L LB ERE,
B2 /DR 50E (R A Lt o A2 A 6 0 i 158 52 A B0 W 00 B 1) AR X G,
WP 2E e AE L1 A L2 WoillK-F R A —BA 5, AR A DUE o
filt W RS B KT B B T A A B R 2E ORI R SLIER . g, D
FERE ST 8 15 i ad 2514516 (Sheorey & Mokhtari, 2001) ,{H % F A WS o 5 48 Fir
o7 FE R A, PRt X B I 00 G W 1 R 5 L E Z B B R R i m , (UFE
LA BRI R TCH: 18 . W7 B 2 T LLBRHIE .

2. ShEHRFHETARMBERNE AT ETEBRL WMEHL"

B HAT A 1k o 2 A FE X 702 W00 Py AL R A A M 2R R At
36 R 0E 55 7 T (BRI L8 3, 2009) o X6 F S0 2 fife W I BB g J 8 P AE 5B & 138
HRW, JLFRAFRW . SR, 5 L1 B EEANTR] L L2 5] 132 38 60 0 2 s 6 4 1)
F WA BTl 22 B e ACH E L1 oI R S sEm . A T X — B ERE &K, D
EtRRZ EEHER. ATREGRER . EAFEHMEKFEMRTIRT.LL T
P WO R h B S ) L2 KA RS IEXT L2 RIEERCRE A . BRI AT
8 X g Ak R R A X K2 A 00 0 B W I BB E AT a0 5 18 HE A (Louise,
2004) EAZBIFFEANLY e [RGB FBRE 5 AT 45 R W i — 20 0 AR T
—FpiE B TN I8 FN R A2 X 5 5 — s 5 0N RIRE 1 7= A R, T
HX W A EZEE S AW EFHH 2.

AN 7 — B REFE B MG K EE LA TR TP EH. waifr
R EFXT L1 AT L2 B 3ERE ) ] (9 56 3R . — BELARAE 0 ok R 1 R Rl 1 R
FHERIA B S, A T RS BN "1 AR AR ToC B R BE S S TE =
iR IRNTR 425838 [B1E ) 726 B 0918 AT 19 sh A 808 847 7564, B
G RAE— BB 3 T BERR” R 2 A Y H A KRB — B,
BEE R L1 JUBRAR W GE A RESE M1 L2 xE RS IFAE i v RAEMER . X F Lk
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(B BIAFAE » B A AN FT 4 e ST R O UE 4R - {HL 48 K 22 502 MO R A B
B, (BN, S T A E B WF9Y (2006) AL T 3 5 0 A i 2 0 B R £iF 2 44
WIS, 1T ELAE e # 0 B 80N 2 i B 8 KCE- SHIpLE . TAE IS 1245 2l
MAREEAMERRNEE R . A7 M 5 s B AT B8 1 BB RN A5 A
HEA X, hFFE A A oA R & R i i 5 #% " (Clarke 1980 203—209),

St bR BEON "8 7= A FRATTIA R A AE LA 95 7 1 ) R A -« 5 AT
TR PR SR A 20800 AT RS G R AR A P 9 DA U A B T 2k 2R 1) B R 5 )
K. ST SME > L o 55 7K V- A e 3 it 2 B8 33— & sh Ak iin
TORZS o DT A 48 25 A9 0 0 150 1580 452 P 0 W e o A i L o ) e ) 5 9
. T—EXFR A SN THATI B pE A4 RLE S ESOUAR N A S SR
1% H et LAl Bk Bl B 2K A5 9 0 PR AR VR 2 SR W R R FELA B 6, X LR AR
AT REAAE TN L1 pElirp KRR R & R MR AT RE R . SR X T
AEBGRINEE T T 5 - B TS R K BROK 25 B TA S AN B I8 R AR I
RIS 5 RS B g v iRl R B 24k N X ok A2 2 H
IR 25 7= A 4 SR 1 70 T 52 ] B 2 T M0 W I 2R 26 A AE WA R 438, PRSI B IO RIUR
FRREAE Thiede e al. (2010) f9—IREF5E 0433 TR EIENE. i 1A (K5
BE/K - IO S AN B (TR R R AE 8 R IR RN E L L R R
FAATICHRAR T TR 1 W s it AR i

LUK DA G54 £ S BT » AR 2K SP3BT B A AS R T A i o A
PRt SRR A A L, MR A B A48 i A2 e R B, 12 48
e ) 35 A R A NG5 ¥ 6B AT 55 ik AT 40 b B A5 R 19 R R — Yl
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