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Abstract

Judgements of learning (JOLs) is a form of meta-memory monitoring, a means of predicting one’s
own level of learning as a form of meta-cognitive monitoring. The study of prospective-JOLs is a
less explored area in previous research, involving cognitive and regulatory processes related to
one’s own future memory processes and outcomes. This paper focuses on summarizing some the-
oretical and empirical studies on prospective-JOLs. The accuracy of prospective-JOLs and whether
Judgements of learning itself affects prospective memory are still subject to debate. Understand-
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ing these relationships can help us better utilize meta-cognition to improve our learning and
memory performance.
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1. 53|

JCINEN, 2= TR, FORTREICAZ 2 = AMER IO ER RS, BT A B AT B S fidiZ i fE
ORI EIRIE ST . TG KN (Metacognition) /248 ATT%T H SRS FERLIRAS AR 5 &R B #1],
B, 2], FNAAZ SRR . ORI FE A FEEHRGR S TN FARER T A . ToIAEN
FRFR AT B CRAAIRE S, KBS, AIsgm R T k. JolEn s 21 AT B SN ENES),
Wik, AECEEE, A, FPEM IR E AT, JoidZ(Metamemory) g TGN EI — NS0, B ITTORE
AT E SR IZ i FE R SE AR WA [2]. 2% 21 #Kr (Judgments of learning, JOLs) & JticIZ M
W —Fh e, 5 ) FIWl A2 S B td — AN s — A0 H 2 f5, RN I i AT, &
We T AN B CARKIEIZ BRI TN E A, v 22 21 AW T35 S A= ST i, SRSk, M
22 STH 3R AE[3]. BT EICIZ (Prospective Memory, PM) /235 A 1% Sk 55 BEHAT (1 2 & 54T N E 12 [4]
(B, &R RARBEEHED). ATIECIZE B2 AR Z AT, ATiECAZ e MA L AE T
FAT S B AR HAT Z i e T RAT A . BIBEICIZ 88 BT BE 57 (prospective component)F [a] 3§ 5 7+
(retrospective component), HiTHE B 73 /& 753 24 B TR BG83 A ic e A B s 24, =200 RO ATiEidiZ
HAR(PM cue) iy = I # AR BI[5], BN Eer J & W0 & et A - 2 ) FE S RA ¢ B
T X T S8 ) R TR AT A B SR AN, 32 B RO e N A R CAZ AR R 6], ot s ) O S R
BXRIG, EREFE. o WATHEICAZE MR RS E RN TR, A e 2 3 2 m ar s ks, 6l
URTREICIZ 2R R s A7 SU IR 3% B [ e oy, G i e . DRI G A SRR AT B A2 P
SY IS AT A — R .

TCNAT 2 2] W 5 TS ICIZ 2 a6 R IR Fe i/, RN RO FEE U AT . ARLRIA
Yo 45 B R AN AT HEICAZ I 5 ) AU (1 — 28 = BRI B, I8 — L8 B IR A AR A 78 7 ]

2. TTINHSHIEIZI

TCNAHERTHEICAZ i B AR, DR & R 3 D 56 BT HE 12 AR 55 P b 75 1) M 4 A 9 g 7
[7]o WIRETCIZ B RHIRE RAE T, ARRERAT LI R AE IS J5 (R b — BN ), 723 B AR oL
HRAEN, @2 PSS, BAMEERAT — BT RS, RSB ATIE I 1Z & R,
EH KRS ICIZAES . WIS BREE R, 4ERF, TR, MR WA AT AR S5 Bk B
AERAPE ;s Rl R BT REICIZ IR I R R EUE 5 DAV R AT AR e ORI 25 5 . R FR s 8 E A
AR 4y BCiE S RN B AEREAT PR S AT IS ICIZAE 55 AT R 3h, AT, A2 baT
MEVEAT J9; DASOHRYE R E iz IE R B8], A LA Z 3R B2 2 so A SN AN AT 1L 1Z 2 TR 2R &
WHESAFIE . MEAZES . HIELR UKL K.
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ELSUPS

TR L HTIEICIZAT S5 7T DARSE & AT 28 B (5 T AR 2 T BT 1)), S (IS = A RIAE), =
BYE(FIERAR), FRBE(ERICRER), THIURIER )5 THTX 5. XKL R DU aTiEid12
55 BT il B8 R B TN En M BRI T BORR B o — ROk, A7 AT B e B E KR AT IR S R E 2
JLNENZ Y, T G S AR E R B R AR 55 R DTN A2 S . Loft A Remington (2013) & 31,
LA 2 53 1 I N TR HEIR 1 RDR, SR AR (focal) 1 3R A2 (non-focal) I i BE 1CAZAT 55 2 IR (0 IE fff 3R 22
FBHER T AR E MRS LIRS B BRI AT PSS ST LRSS I E & BERUIS, IR R ARSI
TCAESTEAE), TR 1 &) DLk N AR R BRSNS 5 E A id 2 sz, SEl kAT i AF 55 3
RTREICIZAT S e, e 7 aTIEICIZIEMIR[9]. MAZ R AMETTRELEAA T JCIA KnBE  J THiAF
EZES, WA B CRRTIEICIZEE ), JEns, RS E R I T s A BRI BT RTIEIC 12 1 8
XFATHEICAZ RIS QA E S . X B8 22 57 0] DLRE WA AMATE RTIE ICIZAE 55 BRI,  RASABAT e
A B SR RTIEICIZ I RE[10]. FREEA R BT R R Fa AN R EE A, AT DAE N HTIE iC 12
PERCIPE B B i e 2% o PRBEZR T DU T AT B3 (e A 1A 2 B REUS AR F]), SRERME(nEq]sS
AT A Z AR EE & ), SR (e AT H IR0 55 75 THEAT [X 73 o X LEHRFAE AT BASE AR A A
BRER R FATHTNEICAZAT S IFRRE, LI AT T an o] s BRIz I X IX S SR Ry ). —Meokilt, TERE,
R, AP R W] LS D oA 2 5 10 F5 ZORR AT IE 1L IZE 55, MR RE, KB, A%
MR RMA R [11]. SIHLE FE: SHHLE R SRS BB, BATTRT DM/ 58 i S 10124 25 1
JREUAREE . BIHLIR 3 AT LARLAE A EESIHL (A 55 IR XS BB R 3Z), AMEBIHL(AN AT 55 1 2 h 5 A& 5T), B
FRALRE (AT 58 AT 25 Re IS &), HAREUA] (AT 55 5 4 B3 I OG7E) 55 . I LB [RI 35 AT LA ma A
N EFTHEACAZAT S5 %% IR T, DA BARATTan o) M BRI S B SR RTIE IR 2 fE . — ek,
AR ANE LA F) Z AL IR 2 W] LLdE s B N 7oA A 2 5 KPR 52 e BT BEICAZ AR 55 ORI, 17 SV AR RN A 3d B
PR ZALER 2 A S [12] -

3. BB SAREIRIZ

% 2] #Wr(Judgment of Learning, JOLs)/2 yeic 7 Wil i) —FE 2, Xt B O 2% SRR BE AT T () —Fh
JCN I F B, RIRA B S 1070, ZR S S) #H TR RS AZ I, A 2 KRR A2 H 24
AT S AR . R 28O T Ieid A2 I 50 % S22 [BIPEICAZ, T BT IEICAZ 1 % 20 4 i —— A s 1
SESTHIT, AR BRI AT . HTRE TR 2 T 4K (prospective-JOLS) 2 B BE iCAZ i e ic iz e iy — Mo K, BNAE
GBS RTIEICIZAESS G, X H CRTIEICAZ R IR —Fh I [13] . BTRE A2 22 2] AR 5 o\ mn A i 248
K, AHEATHAT — LR [F A RR AR AR o AR ICIZ I B AR 75 EHAT I R B BT N, 1 1A
W B B O SR 0 2 P AT R B AT PRI S it o i B P 2 S 0T AR i AL DA B 2 3] HI I 75 23 %
ATBEICZ ™= AR 5 0 B AS- B F0 1) e 8

3.1. IR

AR T WA 2 ST PR 2 S Fax A S SRR A IR 2, BCARRMEME R EiRE
MR R G . BELEARULIE T Arbuckle A1 Cuddy (1969)% 27 =1 I Wit 4T A BT I SE:, A TIA ik
BRAERRE, NMa LRIHBIBAERE N ER, A3 5HMNIZEERNIXEER, WM, 5%
IS 1% B 05 3R PPl 102 IR 28 R 5 R R 2 ST W . BB A LA R, (B3 TIRZ HH M, i
1 Koriat 5, BB BTN 1 2% > JIBACAZ R I [R50 IEAR DS, RO P& # e 3 TA  i H & (il
IRTEHEFE) o 52 2] J Wi 5 S22 R I 2 [ A7 18 B 0 22 S 1R S 36 45 SR R £ [14]. FTLA Koriat 25(1997)
e, MM TTICIZ AT, AR R BREE OO NE, TRMRIE TR 2z, il B i
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B AT 10 BT IE], DL S AR I H A DG RN, W BT T £ 56 B R AH S B
T, SRHEWHCAZAZI0 H 3R . A A1 H 2R R A R BE i (cue-utilization theory) X 73 T INFEZR 2R . A
FELRREMPNAERR . WELRSUEERFTIH PR RE, Bln—xf P H 2 B XR. IMELR
SRR IZ 2 S SR Ak A, N S AR B 2 (A1 RG o BhicPELR 2R AATTHE 5 ) 1 FE v R 56 2]
M ENIRSZ, WAL ERR PR SE .  AATIFE A RS IS L T MR RS B SRR IR, Joil ETi 2
MEEREMAE, REECH “BZAERR” [15].

BT PRI AR B 75 TR I FH T AR I 2% 2T A, 1 S R Ao AT BT REEAZ 5 IRle A2 rn T
HFEZERANTF. A5 AW SR EE DTS, ot WRIATICIZHwmIT, SR M 2 ) A, RIETE
— 5 [F) B BT IR J5 AT [ 2 A e T A RS 10 P 2 = S0 2 2 2 SRR AE T o Ja OB B, |l T RTRE 2
FIER R IERUT 60 T, S5 REAERENE RS T ERRDERMMER, EREFHE
PRI LR B R IR RAT S, Bl ATaTiEICIZAT 5% . X RS pTiEICIZ AT 28— D 2 i
EREAEHBIMAR, $PRRIRBILRG, B E SRS RN, B aTiEE 5 A& m
PEEUE . XA IR AT — DA R, ATREICIZ R 2 R, DR AT I AZ i B R 3 B R S
PRI E AT W B R SR, 58 O B R A AZ SR B R FE I o b T R D I B 8 2 22 J N
AR (multiprocess framework) [16]. iZEE 1S\ 9 AWGA PN LB A2 AT RTIEICIZ, —FiR/Es 51T 5%
PR R IC 2 A AR FELE TAR I A2 P T, BANEZ WM BRIEE Bz b 5 — M e /AKX
HFENRIRIE BN T, RITET S5 I BA ZI R0 e ICIZ T %5, S R O, ArReEid
LI 2R “ SR M7 BB Hok” o PSR RTREICIZ M0 T A A R A A X PR 42, AR AT
Z5 BERPEAT R E B EHEAT, Flan SR RBETME, BT SRS YT IL AT S B SR,
TSP T S [17]. TR IZ P A I TigAE, mTDOS LR ER R NAE . AME. Bhdk R
FRHX AR AR HI RN R /N R B8, 9 G > A A 0] BT R 1C 2 AT 25 (it 27 0 IR, S Y FE DA N B ) 2
FATRELE A B AR ST IR 5 ST T o R 1 2 ) S P R A 2 ) ST TR 2 SR AL AR S

3.2. SEIEMR

N TSI 2 A Y PR L A [RI A TR 14 2% =) T, Susser & Mulligan (2019) s FHFEZR R - b
WD R RTIE L2 . 2 5 FWERICEEIER IR, s T eSS, S5 RZX L R o
TEATRS51T, 25 TN (8 2 23 PN A1 2 5 2 R B4 E R R, LA R B 2 RHZ 2
FIRNL o X 2T DA A BE B2y (7 = B 26 2R ) A0 1 B 23 (19112 9 = B ) B e ic AZ AN SEBR e A2 3EAT VR
fitie PUANSRER AL, IEANARAR Y FAR By F0I AR AE B B0 52 38 A AR 2 3R (B 4 1) SR BER) O L, 1T
ANZHMELE R (FELL R IAEE) RN o 245 AR T 2R R AR BT HE MR I AZ IR A4 o 1% 2
SRR T R TCICAZEE 0 AR - SN SRIR B R A Fi B 1 25 ) W, (EAN S i SE B R B A2 R B
MR R R AEVEA RN HTIE V22 > W, (HF20 SERRATIEICIZ . X R ATIEME o2 2252 3 ST BT
PETTICAZ B S 5 IN LHLHI[13]

TE [T C A7 Ak PRI AFE 7 R, 2% ST 0 1) S B2 280 (Judgment of Learning Reactivity, JOL Reactivity)
TR SR M 7 ST HI W AT AR B AR — AR LRem 1 B S HICIZR I . Bk UL, S MARAE = 1 i
X BT A SIS S TR0 A WIS, SRR I AT B S R A AT AE B AR BT 50, TR S AL ST TR
D5 21 T ) SR SR A 75 o AR AT E IS AZ R 2 e LD R L B T B IS AZ R o ) A W R RIE AT
Kvavilashvili #1 Ford (2014) LA 5 % )12 B BEAAREAT 1), 4 LAERR TR0 1 At AT J7E BT RS TCAZ AT 55 i 2R 30,
WAL 1 IHER SR 78%, BT 2 IIHEREZh 69%. W70 1 T AT 20 —Bul s, AAES NER
MEAE SR ORI SR IS B, S50k, RA VT MCRE RIS T ATBEICIZ 2 I R L, 7R
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ELSUPS

PRIRE B A N ERE T RTISICIZ ST BEAL 2 it B RIS 2 IE AR RTIEICIZ 4 Z (PM cue),
TN E A 2 A Mo TE B2 2 S AW, BT Sl A AT I R . T LR
(RIS A 25 =) LI A HE R PR AR AT SR, L2 ) AT o] 4 s SE B AT RS IC A2 B3R . X AT BB R Dl 2 ) )
W R AR AT AR 1A R S AN T, AT I T X BT R AZAT 5 1) EEANRR R B YR 43 IE[18] . — TR 5T
T i FE EI(EEG) I 3% T — /N B3R 22 ST M m RSB B, TRR T 5 2 1 4 Wt S LR A E s 20 %0
FRE BRFURIL, il 2 S AT DU SRR R B0, IF B 5 R LG, (i 239 200 A1
LPC #RkiE, FE(% o A1 B DhF[19]. FUNEICIZIE R et BN AT 1012 0 4R 2R R s M, DALk ml HE DU T
WEICZ P AR T BEAEAE 257 23 F W7 7R R 1 28

BEAL, Schnitzspahn %5 (2011) IR 78 G M i R EAZ HH B0 AT BE B2 0 [ 38 3% 20 R 6 A Jen W 5247
TR, A% 48\ 12 R B 3E R 2% 5T ) Wt 2087 (Delayed  JOL) #1421 B4 A% [ 15 2% (underconfidence-
with-practice effect, UWP)TE T HEICAZ I AN oy 23 AT T I . S5 3R ITHETCIZ [ TR B 43 A1
[ Jit ik 73 BAFAEZE IR JOL 2808, 1 UWP U8 R A7 T & 1242 (0 [l 73 [20] . (BB Y JOL 7245,
WA 2 2] e SR RS, AN 5y b A5 ST AW, TR AE 70 AT 55 JE 130T - B 5 BT 2% 2] 4] Bt (immediate JOL)
FXE, JEE A IR Z G SERIEAT (VTG o 2B IR 2% ST IR DA AT DASE v 2 S FIT O HERR 1, TRAY
BRVFEIEA BLN FRAEAELSE R RN RY, iR ) JW ] GEd i Hepr i id iz 1
PR BE = 5 T FIWT i 1 o 9, — TOURFF 0@ 4 N TR0 X ) 7 28 B 1 BV 2 50 ) W 5 e R 2 5T A
W AECAZ T TH 22 5, R PILHE S 2 ST A Wi F v s e S 5 v T BV BT 25 S0 S W P v s 2, 3k 0 B B SR 2 ST )
WA SEER = 1 ooiddZoK P [21]

3.3. fIRBER
2SR R R S XA R SIR JEUH PRAM JE R,

SURIFZIER
¥3 5 S H B Fik M
Sy =i -7
HIF BR-RE EE HR
o (0%, 20%. . . 100%) R e
BEFE 23t SN+ S B gl 3 [E]1Z#835]
ISR AT AL 1
PRAMFRZTSER,
%3] FIETRIENZ b Fik MR
e =B gz

BlF B¥X-RE H3%-? (0%, 20%. . . 100%)
e . EELUR3
72804 23 2 Sttt = 1 e S
ﬁ*i# 2 gzt S ElZ H EE VN5 0 B BrIEEiE @780
EHEEEZL#EE DT AR AT RETE
Figure 1. SJR paradigm and PRAM paradigm
[ 1. SIR 5 F1 PRAM 5B

SJR yuz, BI2E>](study) - HIWr(judge) - [E11Z(recall), EHF 524 > FI 2 s 5236 35 RO 1). %
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Jah, BEASEHATIUE 22 5], SRS AT ) A, BE T IRZ I, i A T g A2 S sk
PRiciZ g (A — SRR B, SR %22 =) W i HE R

PRAM Ju 02 7E SIR Yo AR BRI K. Nelson %5 A (2004)A 1 5 i i i i 7 2% > J1 1 4
RIS HE, XP 285 2] HIWE TR 1T, St 7 W T [R425 B vE =X (pre-judgment recall and monitoring,
PRAM) [22]. PRAM JuTEL G 700 Al B — 285 qh, BUAEZ: ) HIWTT S N — N Fp B, #0h
“FIWTHTEMZ” (pre-judgment recall). EiE B R B AE 22 =) FIWr 2 JT Se 5t B bRl 34T B2, SR )5 P
TR o JXFR < ITRTIEZ, BT CAPPAl 78 5 31 Wi 100 E (5 B2 B RHZ . R H 2 — MR/ SR,
B2 HONEEE TR E T R E AE R, 02 S R e i v B Al R, TR R v AEAR S T
HHRABESZIL . A£G 0 i 70 R RS (R AR B HE SR 8 i iR 7 2% ST I i A2 75 A7 A (R
T2, RORFRAR T 5256 i) 2 WM AT P S0 1 o X SURFF 58 Ay B AR 2% 2] HI KT 5 T 12 2 AR 5 A 00 R it 1
— LA T .

AT TCAZ IR R s256 = 78— B B 7 Einstein & McDaniel (1990) 42 H (i1 H AL (1) XUAF 5578
X [23]. HIER S5 FZEFB AT HAMES: AT HES AR ICIZATS, XPFMES I HcE LR 22
10:1, AR i S AT IET S5 4l ILE K E AT T 5 2 0], 2 5 BAEPAT AT AT % 1 A B iR A3 7
W A R AT RS G P RTIECIZAT 5 o 28 B B R SE AT REICAZ BT I R, BN
BRI A HTHE TCIZAT 55 5 1 — BOAN 5 P 1R BT T Py B U 4 PR 2R 2R I 4T

4. RKHFARFE

TEIA RN 22 51 4 Wons ATHECAZ B2 M2 — S AR TSR . TIE L1245 B CIZ i — A R 35
DA T RTIEICIZ RAEBCA W IR 5 0L T B ARV Z RS, XA B Ahic 12 52 B L [l
1230 KB 2 WE R IR R, BUA A5 S A I A58 2 15 [RIFEIE I AT RECAZ AR 7. 4 > Al
FIATRE 8 128 PR 52 0 8] 3 A0 27 30 4 W A B 5 75 2 RO T T P 0 12t e A S 00 HR) (BRI 27 >0 ) B 187 s 7 AP 2880 7
T AR RTHEICIZ A ? ) o ARRIIBEFCIT A PTARYE AT ICAZ 0 2 B LS, IRAATHEICAZ A F R A2 15
M R] 2 A 75 068 AT WE R 27 ST PITAT AS R 520 . HLR AT PR AT SIR Yz aEk PRAM Y, 4545 fiki FL 181 (EEG)
EEARTB, WAL STHB R AR 2] . BRI e OC R n] DL BIIRAT S 4 s ) Y ol ke
2 AR
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