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Abstract

Metamemory monitoring is the core component of metamemory, affecting how people allocate
cognitive resources and control later learning. Many studies have found that the fluency affect
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judgment of learning, but these studies focus on the changes in the processing of information, for
example, perceptual fluency, encoding fluency and retrieval fluency. Few studies have investigated
the influence of object movement fluency, especially writing fluency, on metamemory monitoring
and mnemonic effects. The study explores the impact of fluency of writing on meta-memory mon-
itoring. In Experiment 1, the subject uses the dominant hand or the non-dominant hand to write
the words on the card, making JOL after 4 s, and finally freely recall. In Experiment 2, the partici-
pants watch the video of others using dominant or non-dominant hand-written words to learn and
make JOL. Experiment 1 found that the JOL value of the subjects in the words written by the domi-
nant hand was higher; while the JOL values under the two writing conditions in Experiment 2 were
not significantly different. The results show that the fluency of motoric fluency affects memory mon-
itoring, and the motoric fluency effect depends on the real sports experience.
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1. 51§

TCICAZ W2 TT A2 T IR O LAY, SEMA A 2 2 3 X 2 S BRI A0 G, I8 SR & ) Ak
7.5 70 (Judgement of Learning){E NFL3E R . X5 T ooid iZ M i THLH], 225 H AT A EROR 40,
Hr g MR U ISR R U OS, B W0 R BN S 7% 14 (Rawson & Dunlosky, 2002). 2wt i 1
(Simon & Bjork, 2001). #EHUI% M (Hertzog, Dunlosky, Robinson, & Kidder, 2003)5 1% 3] #r . 7E70id
LR SR, KEEMG RN 5@ AR5 28 5 MR RIE B b, B R B R TR S B AL
Ak b, ARADE T SR EGE BT R S Teie LB R &R . Alban Al Kelley (2013) 1 UH A4A(E B 5 tid
I FRER R AR A 7 2% SR S A B & s i AT eAZ Tl . B T aE s 2 AN S oo T A
1350 B B E R (A ASCOE AN TR EE R PPk Sk ) AT JOL ) H  (7E B sl ARl IVl b5 TR » 45
B, A B0 ENMEIE S, HEREEANGRE TR —MERER, AR EE
XF (2 AR G R I A 5 o

Susser 1 Mulligan (2015) 145 1 58 B AR B AAARAT S8 W{A] 52 0 i A2 8 i i 7, 485 T BE IER %
PEXS CICAZ W By s, ORI AR AR A F AR ATF-B 5 3R 115 Zh{ER 1 (motoric fluency)
S TGICAZ I . SEES R AN E, ESRERA A ) — RV AR A F R ERAFE R ERE
BRI A ([ g I 15 s), ARJEAE A IR, SRR EET B B EZIR. S s R RIS T 11
AR N T AR AT B SR, WIMIGIE 7 X S ER BRI . 7522 2 HIWHE B, $lxt Dl
R T7 N LA T) 15 1 5 ia] FLAR S 1t 7 sCF AR08 T7) 15 5 1 B nl 45 7 58 & 1K 22 >0
Wi (JOL), H7ER I BRI 2 2] I b 350 LRI RE A 45 51 o (R SEBRICZ R LA 5 S 35
Z5, WHUR U LRI A FAEHER AT RS BE SRR R0 o2 R A 5 S BR 9 [B12 R
i, SRtiatE. MR IEAE, BE SRR X TCIC 2 R ST 2 — R T R

Xf - Susser 25 A (2015) 0 FH B S S ERS A (X TAERBA FRERmE, MHERAFHE
MITH Ff JOL ERE &r. ), ot JOL HIsgmi 2 KA B S if MR, (H R REA H AR . 5280t 7t
Mgk Pl 7 eIt I B S SR R T E T RS 3 3 A R T 51 A PR R i
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FRX — A, IR TIPS R B T A 5010 2 15 & (Susser, Panitz, Buchin, & Mulligan, 2017). Susser
SN QROLAEHB TSRS 1 izt T A 27 W E], RS EREDE 4 s )% ) A% JOL K38k, 45
TR I R4 5 Il 1 2% 2 R E AR SR & T AR 35T 155 B RIE - 5256 2 (T4 BRI o s 5t ) FH 5
5 3 (45 TA AR S 5t) (1 45 SRR R 3T 5 AR A T 155 (AL S0 AT B AR TG 8O ™ A 520 o f
J& . SEES 4 SR 5 ) HT R (Pre-JOL) 1 77 U7 SEX M Bl /R It 1 0N A2 U T~ 2 56 R AU PR I =2 W HR N ) A5
oo SEREIR: BIEAE S SIHT I (Pre-JOL) T s I B S S ETG RN, X5 B X A 2503, 75 2
MAFAEMRAF BERIZSIAERK, (HEeWn5e5 2] HAER M E 1E &R,

ST HATN T 05 IME RS S el A2 AR FUBCR L. R, A B EEAFRNE S =T
HE—2P 258 E . Susser Al Mulligan (2015) A F & LADETE B/ 2 Ak, A8 508 LLDGE XGRVE bt
BE, A E R B RS S E R R e id iz S I R (5258 1) AW —EE EH R E XM
5 S E A BN AT S RIE RS, SOE g A N A TR AR AT 15 AT 2 2] 2
e A S SR OB (SE 5 2).

2. X4 1 BEINERMIMEXT 7T 0 1Z BN A S0

S 1 NWIEIRR LSRR, RO SCREE T B5 S ER g M x5 2] JI = A e . A2 DR
HCAZ S EEICIZ BB T, 8 R F AR TR AR TR RS AZ I SR R, R AR SRR DE XA
2 RPEL. Susser Al Mulligan (2015) A/ 745 R WY, Bl TR T 155 1l 45 1 5 m i 22 21 H
B, WEZRGHERBFRAERBFHMBE XM T EER. 5% 1 8 HRNETRIEBSIERG R
AR OIS TR SAXT TacAZ B il = AL gg e, o 4 SR R R iR 34T 5 5 i IRE Y JOL (H B35 K T-HE
AT HEE, W3S SRR R ] P 2 A 5218 5 S sgm, Eh ST HE
FHERAS AR SRR eI AZ W A FE e o

21. &

2.1.1. #ik

INTFHHZERE RS 40 4 R4, YWONARIF, Hodcd 26 N, B4E 14 N, 8 18~25 %, T3
FEWN 198 H S . TS5 WM NS EM AT ER, B0, BE&IHARFEERERE S, %
U048 R 5 T 3RS — e R

2.1.2. Bt

ARSI N R RN BT BERABEIMERG M, AHRAKT: SR%KT SRS AKT,
Syl A S MEARR AT B E RN AR N S FIWEOOL). 24T JOL HERiTE .
2.1.3. LM

FoMENER T4, LR, PERSE(2008) 4 1) (OUE B AT E Y o 40 XA (B2
] 6~15)2H F [ 25 > 11, 1] 3 1 R % PR AN 11 DAST46 1 TR Z8OBLRT T (R 208, B MG B 4 1Al A T 452 .
1] F H — 2 m A (100~500), — A1 (1~22), CACABENLIINT 230, By (b g = AN J LA 18] 3 A2 4
RIS &M AR TSR T BE WREE, SR T A 12 1A 2R .

214, SKWIEFF

LI N =B BG: o SR B FIE B BHZB B, RS AT oA 2 ) W B A AR sk
Rk,

HO) S5 HIWB B BRRER R e R IEML AL “+7 500 ms, B G BRI —ANEE, WA T EUE T
Jix AT E HEL (Y, $E R AR B R RAE R R 5 RIS (A8 1B 5 F & Oy BaH LT,
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PRAUEAN S = S LA EAaE AR R FE), 55 45 04k Space B . 55 45 05 X115 2 16 5f 4% F 4k 2 2 3
4 FOUE 5 B BHEN S S FIW TR, 5 o] HIW S B4R S U TOFERE T R [RMZ R 5 AR B 12
HAZia AT RENE” o BOR VNS 2480 1924 SIS T 1~6 B RN : 1 RoR B2 AT RETE N 0%, 6 1%
[EZ AT BE PN 1009%, 1 W7t R) 356 45 PR il o

T B FEALBY BB b BN IO A B B e e HRE,  BERAIE Space #H N IE
R, WE TR B EZEE RN 10 BRI Fr 2 zialiE, a2y 3 7.

MR B s AR mT A8 U2 TR S ST BT 22 (A)3E, 4% “Enter” BN, BEASGHIEHE N — N
W, 2T ICER, BHEA 5 438l

SIS 25 9H Edinburgh Handedness Inventory P8 25 i AL A T A4 FBE B w8t 5 F
SRR AT 1155 ] AR 2 1 iR e

22. ZERE N

SEIG T FE A UEE I JEAE B PSR 2E S FIWHE DA B A2 St . BT E RO B AL BN 43 BT 34
JEit Excel #1 SPSS21 5%, KHMIG T A BHERHIARG . AR t 1556 DL FCXTFEAS t K256

2.2.1. BERF

SRR S 0 IS I T T RO AR tAR S, 45 R IR F 1 B S I RI(M = 7.73s, SE =
0.36) {2 & /N T AR 4 T 19 H 51 18 (M = 14.07s, SE = 0.46), t(39) = —22.60, p < 0.001, d = 3.58, % W4k
AFHE LSRR EE, PENEERY.

Table 1. Descriptive statistics in Experiment 1 (M + SD)
1. 38 1 hEETEM/RGTH(M £ SD)

T T
25 ) H Wl 0.43£0.15 0.39£0.15
125t 0.31+0.15 0.31+0.16

2 > W ) 2 o] AR P 0.12+0.22 0.08 £0.22
2 ) AT AR R R P 0.25+0.45 0.30+0.33

2.2.2. FIJFIuRE

PARHA T SIERB T BEFM TR ABE L 1o SRR t RIS R K, R{EFHE
52 ST HIWTHE(M = 0.43, SE = 0.02) 3% & T AR 3ATF-1'5 2644~ 1% 21 #IWrE(M = 0.39, SE = 0.02),
t(39) =2.76, p<0.01, d = 0.44, KX TARHB-BEWIEE, BRI ANHTHE KEESICHE L L,
B35 S A i i P 5 M gk ) 2 20

2.2.3. EMZmE:

BRAER AT AR AT HFBE FA NP R RS, R WNE 1o XFF RS &8 FEZ
JREGTIATECNFEA i g, 25 R EoR: Pl EMBAFBE %KM T (M =0.31, SE = 0.02) 5 HF 15 %4+
N(M =0.31, SE = 0.03) [ [/ 1Z & % A . 35, 1(39) = 0.06, p = 0.95,d = 0.06. %45 5 5 Susser A1 Mulligan
MR —3, RWAFEINERG A LIRS
2.2.4. FIFERA LT RN

SKFH PA VLTS 2 I et Herf e, FiR Geih 4 SR WA 1.

BB FHIENAF S XM4 T 0 PA EHHATEOSFEA t 1850, R ER: Pl FRIERATF
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5 RS 2 S HIBHE e R P o R 2 R, 1(39) =1.75, p=0.09, d=1.77.

Ah, BB TFH5IERAFTHE XM TI PAED S O MEpAFEA tinl, SR ER: RBTFHEH
B FBE ZM4 NI PAEASEZE KT 0,1(39)ns+ =3.55,p <0.01,d=0.56; t(39)ux+ =2.38,p <0.05,
d =0.38. IR AT AR T35 Bl 1 2 ) IS R 3 1 il

2.25. FIJFIMTROEER M

ST HN W )T AR HERf PE (Gamma i) W36 1. MR AT 5 H TS %4 T Gamma {615 0 fif
BAREA KR, S5 REIR: WMBE &M T Gamma [E#5 0 257353, t(39)uss =3.58, p<0.01, d=
0.57; t(39)wsr =5.65, p<0.01, d=0.89. FIHAXMHAF HAEMATF 15 Ha s 12 > AW 2 A
HERPE, A BN LI AT B0 .

BRAFHIEMAF LM T Gamma EHH TR A t 56, 2R E R BER&MS FH Gamma
HIEZESR, t(39)=-0.49, p>0.05, d=0.08, PRI HAT AR FA55 11 15 K2 > FIWT7E AT
AR TE LR R

3. XU 2 PENERGHN B KRBT ESSHEER

SEAG 1 S SRS B M R 2 ) B, R BITE PSS T RS SRRt e oid 12
W A8 55 B GG O (17 AR D6 UK T ELSE RIS BRI 4 2 NN disr, A T I i
W52 ZH RN A L0 T B0 41 S0 W P 52 00 155 J 14 T 2 5 A0S T2 B 4k 3 X — 1] AR AT I BR 15T (De la Fuente,
Casasanto, & Santiago, 2015). SEHOERA M B HIEA T RTE - ZKGEEHTES, MEEWA
BRI 3k B2 Bob 145, WA R ER, MEAPIRIE “iF” SHNEANEBTFEBTFENTF)
R, “UN” H5MABFENTHEER. REWSEHKEERE RGN kL, Mt
AR —RER S EOCIE . mT L, WA B 7 3% BA BN E TR 1 R 1 4 W £ s el AN AR T BLSE (138 30
PRSI ISR AN FI B VE B B B2 R AT DL AR o 54 TGN AU R B R I i M 75t G 75 At
FSEMIZ S PRI OOE I I AE AT LIS 2 5250 2 Bt ix AN Wl AT IR ), AR g A\ F L34 T
JEA T 4555 17 15 AR 5 B0 L ST A (1 520

3.1 A%

3.1.1. #ik
ANTFFRZER K 40 £ K4, AR8ER 39 N, BWALFRIF. KA 30 N, BAE 10 A, FidN
17~24 %, “FHER N 194 F .

3.1.2. SERHH
[F] SE5 1o

3.1.3. LRIERF

LI F SRS 1, E=ABEB: o) SR B TP B, 2B, (R AES 2] 5 A B
HUTAMN: F—, WA RSN EMANRS I =, 5 IARE A 2 00
[ 15 #P(LATF-BE A0 A8 6.15 70, AEOLAT-BE5 WA 350 [0 12.35 7). SLins
il Edinburgh Handedness Inventory i 7 # i I L 35 F .

3.2. &R5454

3.2.1. FIFIMRE
FVHIWHE A R A 20 T FEA tI I SR, PR E & TR ST RN E T B 22 5, 1(38) =
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1.19, p=0.24, d=0.12. FPFE LM ICESLIHE SRS T 5 SETR A 2% 5] W, B shfE
TN AR T L SEIE S AR

Table 2. Descriptive statistics in Experiment 2 (M + SD)
2. %I 2 PRETEMIALIT(M = SD)

T et T

25 ) H Wl 0.48 £0.16 0.47 £0.15

Gk 357 0.35+0.12 0.38+0.14

2 > W ) 2 o] AR 0.13+£0.22 0.08 £0.21
2 ) AT AR R P 0.43+0.32 0.35+0.37

3.2.2. EMZm%

WARLERIAT R 15 26 2F T HTRNE L P38 [B1 12 B4 45 SR L2 2.0 5 R Gt A T L S BE A AR 56
g R IR AP LA T SR B F RS BN B2 Rgi = R AR, 1(38)=-1.49, p=0.15, d=
0.23.

3.2.3. FIFIMTAVE ERYE

2 FIWT IR AR RS R LR 20 AP RS T 5 AR HA T R E XM T PA ETHONEEA t
R0, Z5JEIR: 1(38) =234, p<0.05, d=0.37, RHHEIRFA PR HFRIER TS 1RE1E R
HHBHEEL S HEFTE LA REER, BT HSHEMETH PAMEEZE KT AMHTHIT.

BEAh, AP IR T S AR TP B E Z T PAED S O MUAFEA tR5, 4R ER: 7
P55 2% AF R PAE#RZE KT 0, (38)uss =3.84, p<0.01, d=0.62; t(39)usr =246, p<0.05, d
=0.39. Y HIBHALE POL T AR S T 155 BOIRIE R 22 ST A TR B T il

3.2.4. FIF|EFROERERME

PR 27 >0 W ST AR 6 v A P (Gamma E) LR 2. B AFEEMRBFHE LM TH
Gamma {55 0 fMURFEA t K250, 25 BB NP TR Gamma [H#85 0 ZR 2%, t(39)ssr =8.24, p<
0.01, d=1.32; t(39)4usr =5.90, p<0.01, d=0.95. TGRS LA T SIRRAFBE HEE
27 1R ER B YR YE, AN BEHLELSS .

BRI AT SAEMATHE E4E N H Gamma [EHHTECEEA t 1656, 45 R RKIMF S EME R
) Gamma 55, t(39) =1.02, p=0.31, d=0.16, BIFRXHHIAT SENATBE KAER
2 STHIMEE AR R E E R EE R,
4. Wi

AWFFRARE 2 NSEL, 28 1 BEPBEHER G CICIZ M s, 5256 2 BEIXFB 5
TGN A BT B LIS iR . 5256 1 g RER, M TIERAFBESETE, Pialsd T
FHERAIEE T E A S A, B8R T E ORI N B S S BRI AR R R Tid iZ M, EE
TIMER S eI L. SR 2 g R BN, RO g AR A F AR A B S i ek
PERGIATEIIN, POREXFF S &K NI AW ELEEEZR . REBS ShERSG BN AR
T HSERE SR, 25 ) Pe A R AR M I AN R ez I
4.1. P ERERMGRL =4 NIEE

AT 7T R B 1S SRR P E I E 25 F = JOL R, X B E sifERg IR A B 245 7 K
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() JOL ffi, FRATRRZ NP B Sh1ER %% (the motoric fluency effect). 7E TGiCAZ AT 58 & [X 4 & B
G005 ST HIWT JOL) SN, A0 Il 7 522 IR OC I AL, (5S35 Kk Tidic infaris 7k 3
i (Koriat, Bjork, Sheffer, & Bar, 2004). —#fiAA, HgMx G2 il BEE@Ed Ry LR, PETL
AR T (HR T LR R TE &, RIS R H A Sl . B 2 ik p gt A L
HER G EATS 7 B S E RS, BT E B RRE B S ERREE R X — AR,
BRI ANAFAE LRI B2 o B SR i S0 BT A7 AE 5 5 Sh VR T 1 2 R WA R SRS IZ I A5 & R4 e AR Hh 2
IR, A2 S5 2 rh AR S R T I ST P A 3 R, HSERRIAE BRI A SRR — X
MR ET B E LR B EIERG R Z IR H 2 2 R, B b T 525 2 %E B5ER, P
FE R NRE AW N TR 2R, XEEmER 8. Fik, ®OAEOUCA R TB5a1ERY
FE (R A RIS e Rk 32 3 1 AN R B i M AR 58, T 1R S A0 H AN () (9 2 =) T, 1X il Susser Al
Mulligan (2015) 5t 78 s 98 25 1) 45 (S48 3)IHIE T 155 S E i X 22 =) FIWT ) s L A 25 &
LKL

EAREERE, AUFREE SO E WM —f CEAFAERIE S (priori belief); 53 —F2id12#
Wi SEG T 5t N R B HORI &L, FONIXE 250 — B R RN 2 Lh—Fp 75 XX 7 — R A1 2 2] T
H, FTLABEFRVELE 2645 & (on-line belief) (Mueller, Dunlosky, &Tauber, 2016). Susser %5 A (2017)A T ¥4 5)
YRR RN SR T HORE LI R N RIS S, R % > H1 K Wi (pre-study  JOL) )77 =it — ot
Fo R RIM AR ATF-R S RER S T AHWHE % & T IR T, REBSIMER SR 2IE
A IS S (on-line belief) RISZMA T AU Z SR PE L IR FEM RIS T15 & - B+ 5 3
T RONATy 5 13— RS

4.2. BEPERIGH N Z—FITARER

WA FR . EHRAR ST AZ BRI R R — B n VA AU AR . SE 1 SRR, B53)
VERAATEFZ AN 2 ST W, AEANFE R L a2 I, B A T J6 il A% 58 (Metacognition illusion). &
HHFFERIL, TEVFZ 50T JOL 5 5bricdZ R I JE G H 2 2 4140 3¢ (Benjamin, Bjork, & Schwartz, 1998;
Rhodes & Castel, 2008, 2009; Soderstrom & McCabe, 2011; Alban & Kelley, 2013; 284, BR#AT, FRFHAK,
ZFHift, 2017). 1 Rhodes & Castel (2008)75 £ A R /Nof 2 ST FIMTHIFE R, 45 R BoRglss TR E
[P E Il TX (= NS A NS 2 25 o (g K (A< 2 PR 11X = R (20 Sy T ) 1 VAl o N 7 LA N o2 Ll 21 o T
75t . Rhodes il Castel (2009)#\ & 2t I 1 [FFERIAN, HXF L AMRRE R, TR/ NS & s Kl
PR AE 2 ) AR v A T AR I T AR I MR B T AN R 85 2 Il . ARSI, 22 20 Flik
LR 2 5 FVAGEMN G I EMZ IR A BEAS 10 E %5 I T H T BEtk . 0 2% 213 K0 JOL AT A e Bl 14 52 ik
TR AR YR HER, DR FL A PRk T IX e 28 20 AR SR 1EAZ R I B2 TR FE (Koriat, 1997). Wik
157 2 P BTSSR R ) 28 AR B IR AN 22 SE BRI A2 R I FI0I )2 i 14 25 2 (diagnostic cue), 4 4R 2 35
TCNAEE . 1L, FATAT LLUCH S SRR T RN TRt —, A SEBR B2 G W ik 12
PR

KA TR I B S SR A 255, HRETF 2B T, BAARYS LS S0
OB R BE, XM GOE R N B T30 RN (perceptual-interference effect). 1R 20 70 & BLE IR AAT]
—BUAN AT T AT, HSERRIICIZ R I I B IR AN R % 32 5 (Diemand-Yauman, Op-
penheimer, & Vaughan, 2011; Hirshman & Mulligan, 1991). BGEF ANyt & — Fh e 48 X B (desirable difficulty)
(Bjork, 1994), [ NE R LM i1Z . Besken F1 Mulligan (2014) & B4 e B0 W 5 81 3 A 227 PN /0 52
PRicAZ R I 1A B 74 B SEBe b ialT 5o 48 1 Bl 2 i 6 0 T DU BR I 22 Sl s i, R0 RN RIE JE R

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2021.114124 1109 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2021.114124

BRI

() TR AZ 008 A A 88 10 etk A5 oA T PRA (QOL), 45 2R S s i iRt e S 1 1 2% S0 1) 45 T B8 v 1R 2 = A Bk
B, AHRSERR FRHEIR AN RIS B I H W RS STE o 0T AN — iR, AR A
AT T E FECT AN EEEAIN T, X TR ARG R DR 35 SUE SR, X
LESCHR MR T2 7 AN I H E i I H 1242 3 & (Hirshman & Mulligan, 1991; Mulligan, 1996). {HJ&
AT, AT S BN PSS LT IEAE 012, BaE i B s sh e AR — R R
HMEFE” o FCJE R AT B 21X A A AR R A S R AR GO0 B T 2, 6 1 B8 = ) B i FE AN B2 52

E&WH
AHIE T8 52 BT A LRI 5 Bh (%% 5. 2019N41).
S 3k

ZRRETR, WRA, BRPHAK, ZEfH{#(2017). EEX CINARERT R INE M. O, (5), 1026-1032.
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