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Abstract

When it comes to learning strategies, most people think of re-reading, re-study and other rela-
tively inefficient strategies. The retrieval practice refers to multiple extraction of information
from memory through testing, free recall and other methods. Compared with learning strategies
such as re-study, retrieval practice promotes the learning of materials, further improves the
memory performance, and increases the memory time. This effect is called the retrieval practice
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effect or the testing effect. This paper briefly discusses the topic of retrieval practice, focusing on
the mechanisms, limitations and application perspectives.
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1. LS

FEHU LR 2] (retrieval practice, RP)fRIHIIMA . H H[FI125% 77 WMLIZHF 2 R $EHUE S, ke gr ]
34N (retrieval practice effect, RPE) ik Fx il i 24 v (testing effect), F8HEENZR S L T % 22 ST A RHIEAZ,
5 T IR EIZ A8 /1 (Carrier & Pashler, 1992; Carpenter & DeLosh, 2005; Roediger & Karpicke, 2006). A
5] F R AR ) 22 S eI Sk, WnE R 243 . KIZE(Dunlosky et al., 2013), W &SR X2 S M RET 2
RER, MR B, WHEAEHYE. Wi, 5ZaiesEE % id IR, FEH
R ) RS T L A2 ORI ORI (]

BTN S S5 4T S B0AE B, SRR ST T2 SR AZ R P32 T DU BELEEAG, ) DASE Tl 1 .
SCEUEE R, RS S IR AT, AR TR SR T 45 8 5 S MR B S dAZ R I (1zawa, 1971;
Karpicke et al., 2009; Roediger & Butler, 2011), a2 L > iX —1T A B X 22 21012724 T B
Wy, S5 7O E—ARHR S SR 2], LRI AT TRk, (5 AR IR RE U L S R
I [a](Knight et al., 2012); B 7 REREHE 0 45 8 MR B 302, $RELSR 2130 BR IR 4202 dE % )5 S RL)
2], AR SR 3E T 2 5 FR 5 21 o E B gt g 20, KA 1 50 280 4 77 20 (Szpunar et al.,
2008; Wissman et al., 2011).

TRER T P DM PPAN 5 SRR I —Fh B, BT DU R 5% S A2 i — o LU AR SR, [RIR
BA—wmEtt, uo, stANEH T 2Rl 07 O SR I #E47 TR S, BFEHIL - 4 7R
(Carpenter & DeLosh, 2005), #hE1dJL(Karpicke & Roediger, 2008), #xH 5.1 BL Xt (Carpenter, 2009), —f&
HSLANH (Carpenter, Pashler, & Cepeda, 2009), SAT 3% [E %A &8 77 PFAl 4% 7 @ (Marsh et al., 2009), As[F
WE& 2K FE A (Jacoby, Wahlheim, & Coane, 2010), Bt¥& 3L A%(Chan, 2010), %t /E% B [=11Z (Smith, Roediger
& Karpicke, 2013)%%, #B& M 7 HR-RIANIAAAE . HAR, SRR I ASZERE BRG], AT AWFFORI, ke
B LB HL & 3 rp 245 N HA $REZE ) %08 (Szpunar, Jing, & Schacter, 2014; Karpicke, Blunt, & Smith, 2016;
Fritz, Morris, Nolan, & Singleton, 2007; Meyer & Logan, 2013), &2 4, Rowland (2014)iid o0 #7 &K N,
FEENGR ) BUSAE SN R B RN 22 5 I F A K B Jm, AR SIS R 2 B IR ST 3G s, 4%
SRS Z 07, /N, 2560, BT, 2013), EEERIRE /1 (Brewer & Unsworth, 2012), 124768 71(Coyne,
Borg, DeLuca, Glass, & Sumowski, 2015), [HiLAE /1(Karpicke, 2016)4% .

TGRS 2 & Y, AW e BT a8 e S HUSR o I B A3, ALt 3 A £ B2k 2T 1)
B DA R JR3 PR 4 % T 58 B2k >0 1 R FH o B B B S, AR SORFSILIX TUAN 77 T % B8 B 5 =) B FE 7 A gk
TR .
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2. L S RHE X EIRR
2.1. BHRRIR

2% J13E U i (Effort Retrieval Hypothesis)ih A, AHLL T E 22, RAIESRE, R —dEFEFEL
(AN B IR LA KON TR BE, AT AR st e AZ RRS n T DA 38 n 5 B B4z, DR e 12 280 R o8 4 T R
A(Bjork, 1975; Gardiner et al., 1973). Bjork AN, FRHURE S9mSIn TER AL, SR ME. PRA R
HOAT AR Sic 2 R0 o AT AR Fot s e 7 AR e, AR, 48— IR R R 5 IR A gm S A
UCEC, {EFEEURIIES, 55 U B R s b 5 — AR (1 28 R AU RS 32K, WF A& =2
T IR (P B B AR 3G I B 1] e 2 1C M2 IR e AR B RRFAE RS 0 7 (McDaniel & Masson, 1985). 534 iE
P, e L 5 20 I TR R B AR — RN IR e) RRE S N, AE S T R I B 2 ) (R AR H 2 % (Benjamin,
Bjork, & Schwartz, 1998). Pyc 1 Rawson (2009):8 izt 34 A X ) b 38 o B HOHE B, B 25 2 EOHE B oK
PR TE fE T B R R A, SCRE T B IR BB L . 3B — DT 5 I8 I B A G R A K R
ANEAE RIS MHAFN GBI T, 3 3G 3 BN AT R I 1 5 = BAEAZ g (kiR b gkARI L, 2020).

Bjork Fl Bjork (1992)i#t— ¥ f& 7 HiL, X7 1 {7 95 5 (storage strength) Fl 4 H 5% & (retrieval
strength) o fifg 7755 5 [ Bt T ACAZ IR AR B 2% 3] A RHRE AP, T HR HCRE s B T R 1) P e AZ SRR Y TT
SRAFHERBUR ), a2 R T MACAZ A RSB . Bjork B3, A7 00 S5 R BGER E 2  AR %,
BARKUL, 255 PRI (PR BORFEAR) FEA S BN A7 5, (FR 7 B0 2 5% ) B4 BB SR I 1 it A5
FE, R 7 AR K AL .

2.2. PAMERY

Hh A 2as B (Mediator Effectiveness Hypothesis)ih oy, AR BOE L 78 g fid i B2 o = AR R H 1 58
ARG EFARLE) A, BT W] RETE 2 5 B PR U ARAS, M0 7 6 H AR (5 B2 DLt ks
EIZRI, X BRI RS B AR R JE & (Pyc & Rawson, 2010). Pyc F1 Rawson iAA,
BRI FEIRT A KCEREER: © PRI, 808 R%E SRR, J/r 2 mT DA Rz R0
@ WA RED, BT AR JOCAZ R B ERE R

Pyc 1 Rawson J& i — IAT A SEEG RIGIE, fERVIRI %] 5, ATl vmd: © Wbk -
HYH, A -ADEEDHZEHE AR ZRREIZINS; @ F=AEH, il R s > i,
I HLEE SR A w1 7 2% =) I 2 B BB AR T i A B EMZ K oo i a il =4 © 4
R, HEKER; @ L% - had, ZRAMATE AR E; 6 LR - hAieRd, LEME
KIEMZ AR . SRR, ERGERREIGHT, M- FE LRI i T E 4. EIMAK
A S, PO T AR, M- E AR A EZE R, XRAENR - HA
MR B RS AR, IR SRR A s . BJE, IE R 1 I EE A2 R R O
WHELZ, EREERE.

Pyc FH Rawson A5 SR SCRE T o/ i B, 7EZR 2T IR EUH A BRI Inic 12 5, 1 AR EL
SRICAT RE AR A A B ) SN S5 A o A AT Tt 280 o A R0 R 00 AR VAN A P — Ll AR
ERPAFHIGRE T R E B 1EH (Pyc & Rawson, 2010). Miyatsu Al McDaniel (2019) )5 3 ) — J5#f 57
LTI B 7 AR, AT TR I, B ELSR =) R DG 1] B0 3 79 o SR S 445 R AT DR 58 X A ATV
ORTRRAE 32

2.3. R4 ERYE
FE AL U U (Elaborative Retrieval Hypothesis)iAh, 5 #i5 ) Rk & 20k 2 30F BRI SLAH L,
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PRPAT AN TFE SRR, EldfEdid iz N EgEeE, USR-S A RO ERERE. i
FEICIZ Y BUsE EL e (Collins & Quillian, 1972), TEFREUSFE S 1S BT o B Fo A St &
b FFRAE A B 2 AR EAT IR0 H R RS A RIS S 2%, X MORS 4 1 0 2% 25 46 R TR A2 R
R, POAEIRME T 3 2 RE0530E H FRI19{5 2. (Carpenter, 2009).

Carpenter 3833 AT 9 SEBR I UIERS AR BB 5, ESEE T, Balse ot 4R - H bR XS w46
figh, EFE R OCIRDAT (Hh F] - TR IS R IRAN (W - W), ZJE il SRzt (. k& - )
BCEAE (N rhAE] - )T, BJE TR E B EZI, 25 S R BT H L E R S I E Bl
2RO L, BEARSECBARHE T BIMRR CAZ R, (HREE [ HERS , 55 50K T B RF1S S 4T
PAZ T 5 G R 34 B S MR B PR Bl 4% . TR 47 - EAR R RINRSS, EH¥ I H &S
DRI 1) 222 AR . Bk, #FFEF NN, HHEPAML, )R A S 415 B %
RS 41 SUR 2%

3. FfR

BRI ST ARG, QAT SCHR B I 2RI, AR T RICZ RS, (BRI
W] BE P AT IR

3.1. REWT IR

BAR RIS 2] RE 8 18 = MR AT R TEAZ R B, ER A B {0 2 453 5 B0t Ak P LAt A sk
PR,
A SIS A ORI T PR BSOS IR . 1 — U FH RO G S U se e, MR oo 7
WRARTH I, I E 75485 MR B3 BTl e 305 22 (Tulving & Arbuckle, 1966); Roediger
(1978) K I, TEAFRANRFRICLIG, 4T T #hrm R IR rI sk BRI R I M id iz R A
PRIIREATE L, (HRBEARRIA WA IR A, RFBEIER ISR ENZ 37 ARSI I E F1Z;
Anderson. Bjork 1 Bjork (1994)i@ it 25 - Hbrial S AT L58 &I, FER ST BRI R I H i A2 R IS
TRIEWIE, HE5FIEA SH RPN IH AR I G2 RIE 2, M Hil 7
BUi% K 10 S B4 (Anderson, Bjork, & Bjork, 1994).

EARE RIRIU TN, AHX PP TP IEA R LIS AAAEN, P anTE B SCARM R, $2HL
B4 AT DL 3k HAth R A R B A SR B, A iR, s - T el i g 2 i
PEREE AR, WAyl $RBCEIAE T TP, E ISR AR RS R AR ), BRI P
B AAS B S48 5 MIE SE (Roediger & Karpicke, 2006).

3.2. iR AR

Smith 45 A\ (2013) 42 H HE Bk =) OB 1 — AN bt Jg MR B TR U Ty, HAA W70 R I R A 4k
XSO S B R RGEIN, ARATA BE WS4 XSk =] 3R 25 (Zhang, Chen, & Liu, 2019). PX Bt iF 4k
IR 0B A i G SR A R HB AR O B, AR A W] REAE LUJS T % HH I B () e«

FE—TUHT AT, AR 55 R At 52 R Bl 15 3t R AR ) 1k P B v Rz Bk, ) siod P B 1) 1E
TR TR Bl S B E, (R B R RIE TG 2, B Rk 2 o J5 R F0 & LR Kk AT
7B R, AR R A e B R R AR e iR B R R H BRSO B s ) B v
BRI IR, (R I VARG S8, BRI g i 000 B A 1 A S B2 A 22 0 B3I b i R
EIEERIBE L0 T [(Marsh, Fazio, & Roediger, 2006).
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AR PRIV R 2 7 A TR 7R RUOSE, EAF SCHIE T8 UE 3 2% W 4 AE 2 0 e B3 A8 5 AN 0k 43 31 I 15t
WU AT DAIS 5 1 S A% % 7R 2408 (Butler & Roediger, 2006) .

4. NARRE
41. #IFARRE

FEHLGR 2] AR 2 4 ALk VF 2 0F 70 N S 3R AR A A AR A 13 27 2E 13X A2 R FF (Bjork, 1988; Dempster,
1996; McDaniel, Roediger, & McDermott, 2007; Pashler, Rohrer, Cepeda, & Carpenter, 2007). B F T
XM, ERLR R IR (Butler & Roediger, 2007) A0S b i 20355 @ 1 56 24 ST, 22 I WA 1)l
2RISR T o, RO AT EERNEARCR (McDaniel, Anderson, Derbish, & Morrisette, 2007; Roediger &
Karpicke, 2006; Carpenter, Pashler, & Cepeda, 2009),

HEG YOI, BRI VIIRN Y STEEE, ENITFIR RN )R I AT &,
TRk B 4R A SRR ] 012 o P H T2 AR 22 A 2 i A PSSR R 1 (BRI )V 9 24 i 27 IR
DURGIEYS,  PRIHRHR 7 22 AR P RE S I PR A 2 ST SR, BRI s i, RIZkss, ml disa il — sk ds
SRR AT AT AR PR T AN 2575 RO I A A T K124 2] (Jacoby, Bjork, & Kelly, 1994; Dunlosky, Raw-
son, Marsh, Nathan, & Willingham, 2013). #EWZAEA T, BELEAIIG S 3] PR B S AR Tig 21K
WIRFE: FIRE, SELF IR AR I s iC IZ IR KF,  EEInFR IR > ot SR~ A AR L 4 1T s
PESR M AR AR 2% ), W RES R BRI E 0 M, AR SRR IR T SR & B (Bjork, 1999;
Jacoby et al., 1994; Koriat & Bjork, 2005); {EANGXT2AREAT RIS T, S URMATTHR BUZR 2] 45 4L DA
KT, M a2 @it B R, B R PR ISR 2] B 5 ) AR (Ariel & Karpicke, 2018).

EFEARINGR > e o — Rl & P N BT 1 DL 7 ST SRS IR R 2 18, Bl — It e A8, $R
ZRoIBNH NAS T TARICAZ 10 2 8 2 18] AR O¢ R BOF AN mi(Bertilsson et al., 2020). T2 BT A W FL&
B, MHT TAECIZ AR AA, SR ST T TR A BBAR I = AR UL, T BRI 2 o
& (Agarwal et al., 2017); B 1L ) SCAM RHESENE M A VER SN, BEATIRINGR ST A fi i, T 0% 4E
PR IR P AR, A e S B 2, H R [FI SR AT $E B R =), AR B 2% 2] (11 2 KT 2% (Roelle &
Niickles, 2019). W#iZU, RIS EARBAIAHIT, XA N RER ™ A 0 2 1 2t A7 51,
TESE0 H FOR 5 52 R ST BB SRS R 202 A7 2], AR 78 AT DABE — AR S B R >0 1)od I 1
OLE TR, DA Hith o 2] SEms ) LA

42. IR RARRE

PRSI T REE N B AR AR 2] b, SR RERS R MR A BERIICIZ 7). Wong. Stolwyk I Evans
(2020) K BLHREL S5 >] Ae e 1o 2 45 b KUBR N T2 A2 KA PG S i (DLD) I ) L 2838 5 7E B 1R 2%
S5 A WA, TR E G S e B I 2 A () B 3A] 2% =] (Leonard, Deevy, Karpicke, Christ, & Kueser,
2020). PAICHRERZR T 5 IGIRFAR R WA B A/NISEEE,  AKIIBEFE 0] DL — PRI SR LR = v] LA
TR ARE DR, DA B e 1) F SR >0 1) R Gl T EL SR A Bl st

SEEk
FERI, K45 (2020). HnhD-S EREUI AT FRELSR S N R, O R, 43(4), 785-792.

AR, B, 228, #51(2013). FEM IR R B SIER PR JE TN A R AR, DR,
45(8), 849-859.
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