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The functions and measurements of monitoring: Gazing upon our minds.
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1. FL®IC 2. EZAVCITOEE X ZTHHAEH S DHER
[ROLMA ) ¥y 7 oBfEIZES | [455 ik » X 7 Fe1E O 4y % HFlavellid, Z O &

&, TLUEICHMS 2RI 2 & & v v EREIET, A7 AG (metacognitive
LT, MEPZEZZH>TWABIZTHZDIZE) LT knowledge) & %X % FB 1Y # 5% (metacognitive

bREVHEZRV, L) BRI ZRWIES ) h 2O experience) D 2 DO DHEREHZED S 7 5 FBHE T
I9% [EETH2P>TVBEDICHTI R, & #IEME L7 (Flavell, 1979). X & &BAIN AR & 1%

W9 IREEZ, TOT (tip-of-the-tongue) Bi% & IE5, RLIE R E 2 KOk 4 2 AIIEENS D W T ORISR
HHVITEHEOEMIZOWT, FULOTHEE L BE&ThHy, BTaxidETrLECITFERsLE
DTHIL W, LHMT2LE6bH57259. W PEMTHD] Lvolz—KkRboR, [Hi3E
IR X, ThOORBIZEL L, A7zba T ZENRTW] s AANLR L DR AT,
RIZOWTORE] 2F) [ XA 2R-TH RIMCEIT 5 20 & 9 e iikiL, Mo MmEAsR & H
D, HOORBSLHAROHMZ IR L TWD 2 &t FICREIGEICEZ DN TWwE EEZ O, Eikly
HiE & %5, HHVITHBIN RIS L > THEE LS A S h
Z DX FERIIAZZE OHBITEENSRCIZIHH S b0 bbAA, FRIIIEHLAY, HEORARN
NTBBY, [ASHIOREEIT-> TV LERPICIE, H WZOWTHES BB SN/ TEH2 LD
SOLHNEEIOIRIEZR £ 52 5 X ¥ BAME=5 1 5o
> 7" (metacognitive monitoring) 2ThHbN TV %, — A & AR, MR L > THEL S
AWFFETIE, A YRBANE=SY ¥ 7O ELllE A, EENRBTH L L EF#SIND (Flavell,
FiE, FOMRRIEIZOWT, FRICERALLB A 1979) . Z O EIXIGEB ORI - PSR D, F)
RICHEEZ Y CTTHEBIT %, 72, E=5 U 27D ETREFEIT -V ERE L TEITHO T L AD
A8 N 725 205 AR B L SR O ML BRI AT T RSO W T HEERLHNEOFHIZ AT ) o A & RRANREER I [ IFF
HWREREERIC X 2 ME 2179 6 2, A Z B AESRL 2050 T— V&2 FE -
BIEL, @Y 722 RIS 2, 2512, EOK
B P 7202 X 7 AR AAA THETTHDT
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HbH, TDXHIZ, Flavell (1979) OEF I T,
TI—)v GRUE) &ATE) (5ig) ZEEE L6 X
& RAM AR E X & RANREBRPMHEA T %, £
LT, TNHDOXYBEANGEZHELT, €245 ¥
IRFETEND EHEL T,

A 5 RAREERIC K S N B IHE L, BIET
EES, RRANGE)OIRE 2 5§ 2 X & ZAINE =
¥y, EATHORANGE 2R 5 2 & A
BWay ba—no221240F 515 (Dunlosky &
Metcalfe, 2009 ; = &, 2008 ; Nelson & Narens,
1994), Nelson & Narens (1994) 1%, FRAITGEE) O
FEEETVERSEEL, XYL 5E=5 ¥
FRaybu—VofExEHEHL w5, HHDE
TIVIERLER SRl LB, R 2 & Ol £ DA
Tt A% EZITHRLNL (objectlevel) &, FD
AR TH ) 2 7 BAAGRRIAH Y T 2 &% &
A7 LX)V (metalevel) D255, E=
Y UTIE, WHRLRNUNH AT LARUANDR b A
TV TOREROWNTH Y, FEITHOUHDIREEIZ
OWCHHliT 2 & TH 5o Bz, A& LN
DRELNXUAND Ny T 5T Oy ha—
VTHY, FETPORMT T RO PRk, 2
HIZOWTHELIT). ZLTC, EOIT— IV & E
W5 FET, A7 LX)V ENRL NV THERD
T4 — NNy Zfrbh, WEEERICHERET 5
EHEIN TV A,

3. RITREEELLTODE=ZRYT 1 T—F2 T
AEUHRDLSDHER

A Z AR E R HNZRE LT & 22 EHne s
V2, Baddeley & Hitch (1974) 2 X W B% S
727 —F 7 2% (working memory) »°dH 5o
T—=F 72XV, BT ERIZEZSY)
YrRa Y ba—) i EOERHIEEERE 2 RARA
TWh, T—F 7 AE) 32T T COEMFIEE
TV (B 21X Atkinson & Shiffrin, 1971) TP &
N5, FEHlRA & ORFFEE LKA L 2255, H
FEFRIE D B 2 B 70 WLEE O 1] % SRR L 7250
AT L TH5H (PR, 2002 ; Baddeley, 1986)

T—=F T XE) ORI E %D OE RIS R
(central executive) T&H 0, Z O F Iy e
ELTHET AV T VAT LAZENWTWS, T
AT MMIEWMOMENIL LT, SilEMEME R 5
TV — 7 (phonological loop), HEA * —JIE

(94)

WERFFTHHHE - ZEW AT v F28y K (visuo-
spacial sketchpad), RMFLED S OEHMRE I
gAYV —F - 3Ny 77 (episodic buffer) 7%
MEINTWS (Baddeley, 2003), Hded247 %
&, YT VAT ATEITINDTEHEE=Y ) V7
L, RANGEIC 2 MBER &2 W) me L, B
BOBABZA»> TV AT AEKET Y ba— )Ly
LIEEEHS o DX BEEESS, T—F TR
EY) OHRFETRIERX FBADRA N = XL DML
LCTEBHZ6NTW2S (Shimamura, 2008 ; “%BK,
2007) o

L), PRFTRIGTOW U EREEZ, T
SELE RIS AEMR Y AT AL LToORE 525
nNTnzbon, HnFniaiaTH- 72 (Repovs
& Baddeley, 2006), »HWA 7 a0t A% T —F
TAXAENVIZHUIET 57200 [F84ED (raghag) | &
WO a2 o> T2 TH 5 (Baddeley, 1986),
ZOOWNRT VY TV AT ADWIEIZENIL
Lo, MEOT—F 2T AEYHIETIE, ok
FAT R D BARN R BERE &3 22 12D W TR AT A
LNTWS (B IZRepovs & Baddeley, 2006% %
M) o

EATREROTEL 70k 212oW T, Smith &
Kosslyn (2007) 13RD52% HiF T 5,

1) $E4T%R{EE (executive attention) @ 7 —F ¥
FXE)ONFEINEH L T = VIZHpoTT
7ot 2 %L

FE O (switching attention) : & DD
TH/R T ZARLHDOEDONEFEEERET
FOS @3] (inhibition of response) : 3 TIZ
AR L 72N & A D B X 5

R A7) (sequencing) : G B DNEF D A -
Va—=)rr

E£=%1 2 (monitoring)
ZEERT 5
CITOE=S ) Y7, RERTTOHCO S
TA—RVRAINTHEETHD EERSN, D
4507 ALY BELIC A5 ] THDHLMEE
ENTwb (Smith & Kosslyn, 2007)

Miyake & Friedman (2012) Tix, 47 %8
(executive functions) (WM 2 B OHIEH 2 & =
AL ELTERSN, HOHERACHEROH
WMTHbEEZLNTWVD, Miyake 52 & % —3il
DOIfFETIE, FATRBEREOZHEMEIZ3 D0 a v R—
v MIZEHEIN TS (Miyake & Friedman,

2)

3)

4)

5) R T F— VA



E=F ) 7Ok L B

2012 : Miyake et al., 2000). #& S DOT —F
YT RAEY RN ZNS PG T D ETRERE
DOHRF 2T 2N ERT 70 —FI12X D,
OEE DR EE-DE-S JOFF: Rt ) I
(updating), @% 2 7 O F#k 7247 (shifting),
@ BEF 75 UG O F W 7 $0#] (inhibition) @ 3
Wz LD0TH b, FATRERDHE—%
E LR 2 MG L 72| 7 )V (the unity/diversity
framework ; Miyake & Friedman, 2012) Tii,
noH o 3HFICIET 5488 (Common EF) & L
T, O T—) & Z B L 72 2 idm P LR
FL, TRLVNVOWMBIZHIRGIZNA T R % h 0T
L720IZZNEDEHREMNTLIPHTFToNT
Who TOBMATIX, T=F Y ¥ ZITHEFHERIC
FEND EBE SN, FEICHE L - EHoENR
AL GO ZAT D 72012, #IFHIZT —F >~
TAEY KGR T HEE M,

LIERE AT 2 MAEZ T T L & v Bl
7 &, Unsworth & Engle (2007) & 255 b 2
WA LMBICER LT —F v 7 2 E ) OfHl
AERBLTWVWS, ZOETFTIVIZ, HEBEDZE
BB L 72— KGR (primary memory) O i
¥# (maintenance) & IERIHEEH %2 & & KR
(secondary memory) 725 DM (retrieval) #»
DR S NG, SITRY—F V7 AE)IZHEY
7o OB % ¥ 2 % 720 OFlEIARD 5 b 5412
VEEINDLIERFIREL TS, 2OXHIIH
Wy - A% T30 2 IR T T, — KL OAMER
&, B ER A LRI OB & 241 o [AlRE
2, T=F VT RAEY VAT ATIEEICHFFTE
B EHEIIIHIRA B 2 720, FRIIEIRE O A 1E
WM EFNL ZKRLEDL S, TROFH, D I1I2HED
T B JEBE AR O X B ATV, R
WMEMKET L EDVERSIND, ThHDO—KILE
TOEENMER L O KR Er SO Y fu—L &
NIZRBEOMRETIDS, T—F 2 7 ATV HROMA
HIZHGTHERESN TN D,

-
—

4. E=H2YTORE

CITE, AYRBAME=SY) VT OWE S
DOWT, FEBEICIZMEENE L TTEWT %,
A F R X FREIZOW TR MR EIC X 51
AHHAONTVED, KFRTIEb R E LT
Bo BRED X ZRMNEICET ALY 2—1%, il

(95)

(2009) % EZZRI NIz,

X S ERENEY ] Wi

RBATOXAIIBIFLE=S) V7O E &l
ETAHHEOOEDIZIE, HEOWHIZAEL %78
IR, RIS RRRERIC D W TR D A & FR 51 R
(metacognitive judgment) ZRKD 5L DD 5,

% 21X, Nelson & Narens (1994) TiZ, Fi# -
REF - BED 3 o ORLREEL W TER SN D X ¥
AR 2SR PE IR ST b 9, £=F
) 27 OMBERETIEIREIC T - T, BRI RE
WEPHBDICE o TERS LW LW HEL WA
DWTTHlEN, FEESM (easy of learning) A%
W E b, HHZICET 2 HEMOMERBERE A
L, BAREL TV AHENRICEDORE B
a2 5 & v FF W (judgments of learning)
Pirbih b, iLEOME, SF ) IHEHROMEKER
DEZH) 7T, MEINLEZIIHT L
{5 (confidence) VFFfliz N5, ¥ —47 v b O
FKIZERM L 72561203, BERBETREVRE 2w
UhEDHETEILIETES, 2FDH->Tw
5 &) AN (feeling of knowing) JIWrA7: &
Nod, 61T, WEOEWRESMTH STzt w
IV —A+E=%Y 7 (source monitoring) A%
TONIYEL DD, TS0 A7 BIMAHIWNI,
ECDITHIR L7z &9 2 — a3 2 v
% (Schwartz, 2008), H.EE #E%% (Nelson &
Narens, 1994 : Nelson & Dunlosky, 1991), X ®
wtf# (Maki, Shields, Wheeler, & Zacchilli, 2005 ;
Thiede, Anderson, & Therriault, 2003), Fihtt
T—=%YZ7AEY T AL (MR 2010a: 2010b) %
E, BICRETe A2 E40kA 2 Z H Tl
EENTWA,

ZTNEN O X FBANHBIZ, BHEHWIZHW
EIOVDOORZIZHMBEONEHE XML T3
(Schraw, 2009), E=%"Y ¥ 7O JHEIZE LT
Koriat (2007) 1%, 7% FIWr & BEAIEHIB % 3%k o
N7+ =P AT HFMEELTOANRT T 1
ThHhEZS) O 7ELT, —H, —HLHEREEH
Wiz B St BofrEE &L b ARy
TATHEZSY Y7L LTREIIT TV,
i) &, FEREDEHBIE T AR 747,
V—=ZHWEL bRARZ T4 TTHDLE VR D,

EFEITHROWbIEF V54 VIREETOE= 5 Y
YITDHL, HHROFGILERFFORETICED LD

-
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MEEHBTH B0 A (2009) 12X 5 &, FEH
Wr oW EIZ#E - FHAW - TA D3 DDy
YaryTHERSNTWwS, MR RHEFkE T
X, EBBINEZFE Ly Va3 v TH#EEIRRE
N, Thei#ds LIRS, Hid 8%
Wity e rTid, TRETNRORFIHBIZOVTHE
DFLET A P TEDRERZTWHN LD ZFFET
P T MBEOT A MLy ¥ a v TR,
FEBIFLSEE AR L, OIS T 52%HH
Wr DIEFE S %KD 5 DTdH %, Nelson, Narens, &
Dunlosky (2004) Tl&, Z=EHHW 24T H N 5 K
T =7y MR ENE ) 2EXFI L ETX
D IEREZR M AT 9 72012, FRAMORIZH 7 —
ry b O E RSO HPARM (pre-judgment recall
and monitoring) EF IV ZHBL TS,
SEHIWIE, RBFHOBERBRIATDONDLI LD D
— B R ASREE L 7212 12T b 723 6 1R BE 25 1A)
a2 mMoN TS (Nelson & Dunlosky,
1991)0 Z OIS HWiRhA (delayed judgment-
of-learning effect) 2 2 \» T Nelson & Dunlosky
(1991) &, Z#HEAIITEICHEPREICH 5 EH
WCHEDOWTERHW AR SN50I1Zx LT, BIE
BOFEAM TR BEANOFBRICIESEITHR
HEw) “EEEE=FY v 7K (monitoring-
dual-memories hypothesis) % £ 7k L T W %,
Shimamura (2008) X, ZOBIRIZOWVWTYT —F
YT RXEY OBHAD OME Z MR TV 5, Fikd
WY T —F 07 XY EFICHIRZ o7z
O, T—F T XEYNTHEELALDHE 1N
MOBFFRMBICHEICTHEIAE LT S5 (Baddeley
2003 : 1986). fto T, FEBERIZIZY —7 v ME
ST — % v 7 X E Y NCHVEICF W RE R IR T
BREFEN TV D20, ZOHEHPSEYREICH S
NTWEPDE=SY Y ¥ 75247 ORI E S
NA R TR ST b (Shimamura, 2008),
ZEHWEF L, BORET A MTHETX S
MNE) DM T S D0, BRI H 5. 72
2L, 20X F BRI EOHH S BIE AR
TERVEWVWHIRRTORITOING, TDI2D, B
HIROWEZFE Y ¥ a v Ok, A —HW -7
L w9 RIR (recall-judgment-recognition) 2 A%
Hnbhb, EBRBME T —BAGKMEZ & OHE
22T, ORMICEZZFHEL L) LA, OF
D, MEIH L CEDIEEEZHRTE 20 ) v
HIW L, OmBICIEELZHAET S, Lwv) Tl

(96)

&ML THD (Dunlosky & Metcalfe, 2009) .
Koriat (1993) (&, BEAUHIE2S, & —7 v MCH
W 5EHRE L)L BBIIRET L) T2 &
ARG T A EZRIBLTWwAE, 2% D,
BEAEHIWNE, =7y FEMELEHI ETEH 7
LAIBWT, =7y bZOHOTIER LN
BEMOE=F) Y 7O THN T 2 X TH
hrEz oMb,

TOTIE, BEABEIC LB ZRETHY, b &
NPLERTIAPL—varzr)md kL 58
KB Thb, TNH 20D X ¥ BABHMIZE LT
Schwartz (2008) (&, —#erYHIRRME & FLRGEE %
RS —HREEE A HWT, 7T—F 7 AEY
DB OHGEL TWb, ZOMEE, SiEtEoiE
BB RK E WA, TOTOEREI LT
5Tk, F72, EICHLTCTOTHS 2KER L C
WAAEIZIE, 9 THRWIEE XD b RLEEGE YR
W EERRHLTWSE, ThonZ Ehs, BEAK
W23 L CTOT T REEDOMBEDOETHLETH 5
2L, FREICTOTASEMREO R L @D 7
Ot A ZREOM R RIE SN S, 72, TOTR
BV A B S 72 M5 A B EMERLR o A VR
TLzZERDD, HHRORFEE 2 & RBAHK D4
BAZB G Z A L Twb LRI D,

AZBAMWE=%) ¥ ZIFEBRTHROF VT4
JIEBZTTIE AR L, EORIRICE 7 I 4V TEF
i) dbDEEHEATYS, FHHDOX BT =
)T ThHFERESDVEE, HEOEREN 2
FDICUEREMR T N2 EETHHDTH S
(Schraw, 2009a). 2% ) =B AS TR ICHEE LT
&, EoOT— VL, BEORERIIKED A F M
ke #IE LT, ShhoFE /T LM77 ot
ADMS R B ERE=Z Y —SNTVBEEEZD
N5,

FHROXTBHME=5 ) ¥ 7 Th DS R
T, B AEFEHbLT X ) HMBETE S
ZAZX U CEMiAYE < 72 4 (Koriat, 2007), 2O Z
Eh5, MEEHAKICBVWTE, =4y FOitE
RIFOMSRLAHELI D ST LA, MFRITE L 2R
WEZF—ENTWLI LN Z B, /IE (2010a,
b) ZFEEEFFEICB VT, A ¥ A W O
ST —F 7 X E) OFERMK R CRIGHRD & 5%
BEZIITETTAZIEZRABLTWS, 2F 0,
MEM THRIATDND L ba ARy 7 4 TRHWT
HoTH, AFVRBAME=F) Y T IIHLELXVD
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BMTRER LT —F 7 AR ONBEEEE A
LTWbZEDHELEINS,

F2V—A - ®=F ) XTI HHHREIRE
O, MENR (- RS, ZHAMEER &
MG, BRI, EEHESR BS LA
B (4 A=1k, BEEES) % EOREM 2 5
EHETH D (Mitchell & Johnson, 2009), =i
OFgo MBIz, Vv —AHWX, EHo %
KB HAZ R CAND B0 89 &R A
WCHAFT 5 2 EHMESIN TS (Dunlosky &
Metcalfe, 2009).

INHDX T BAMAHIB DR E o T D D
DI E ) BRI T 27 Tu—F & LT,
Koriat (2012) ZDLTFD L9 R ERLTW5A,
1) EET7TZER - 77u—F Il S zidE
JEBR (memory trace) DIFAERHR IO
W7 72 AHEONWT, LRI YT Y DE
= I b o ()

HHAR—A - 770 —F 5w I K
L, AERICEMNT SN AT A H I
5 E TR, O OMEHEIBE SN D
PN — R - 7T a—F t JENRNT =3 v
AWSA T4 Y TRIBENDERETHH2
(mnemonic cues that) IZfENE2H TS, h
LOFERDDIZEFENICA ¥ BANR X %
) AT

BT 7u—F LMo T S u—F 2 L T
Koriatix, * & ZBHWIEICHEEDL LWZEHRDITE AL
AR Z RANH B IR 2 2 H D, B 5IR
PWISHEE L7k A RESERa— VAT 4 v 7 (£
DOWf %4 THd T—= N2 DO LR W E %
AONDHHE) IMAFTHEBEL TSI AT
L Twa,

ZZT, AZREARHEICEDL b0 Tt
AWZDOWT, T—=F V7 AE) OBFANHE 2
THhiz\ve ¥—7 v bOREEBR~NOBEET 7 &
Z1%, Unsworth & Engle (2007) ®EFNVIZEBW
T, HEIT—IVICHED S — KR O PR FE
DE=ZFYY TINS5, 72, Miyake b D¢
W9 LFETROH M ZRMEET IV (Miyake &
Friedman, 2012) Tid, BEEHOMEEILRERZ
FFEITRIT AR —F Y MIEOMEEE L TRES
Nb, WTFNOMGmIHAAIIBWTY, ¥—7 v
MR REARE O E R I B W TR EANKTH S
EEZBNL, LAMLEDS, XAFBEANE=FY

2)

3)

(97)

YTIIBVWTE, YTy b2 ok LA
ZOMEFRICE I N Fr0) 2T 56Z &8
BETHD L7, HldD 2 VIR — 2 D
a7t A (Koriat, 2012) 1Zix, 7—F 7 A%E
VO ZRELED S Ol S 723 (Unsworth &
Engle, 2007) 2"ER XN b, EHIZ, ZH7ak
AE, TEMORRMN M (gating) & RWIELED
5 O S N72MER %2 AT ) FEATROEHFERE Ol =
(Miyake & Friedman, 2012) Xz 6N TwW5 &
HREIND, TOEHIE, AFBEMPE=5) V7
DIEfESIE, T—=F 7 2E)IIBVTY—7 v b
JBOTEHRD S H N F0H00 BT HHE0) & 3%
WHRSH B EEZOND, FIFIZ, TOXL LN
NV TOLREEIE, MRLNVORM7T XA LI
L, T7=F U7 28)OREFIFOKETICH S
LR B,

X S ERENEYH M DB E

A 5 BIFZEIC BV TIE, A 7 RBAIOIEE S %l
ETHIEILHEMPBTONLI LSV, ZO
7o®, A F RN O FF & il & IR o IR R
D OB EEZFED < $REEASH VW 515, Schraw
(2009b) 1%, * & AR OWEE & LT 5 D DIREE
ZRIBL TV,
1) HMixbk5EE (absolute accuracy index ; AAI) :
PO R & X 8RR T O RFEAE O 22 SRS
HKoL 2a 7T, HKOEMS 2Ry, HH
T & DM AT RE
MR BE (relative accuracy index) : i &
FEMOEOMEEZ, €7V oMERED
LWty REBEHCTRENT %, EOt
M EROFFEICH Y, BHH Z & 5IZiEAs
WE
N4 7 X (bias index) : A& & FEEME O D
ZOHFMEKRELS L 5T, MAD R F BN
FIr 8/ 8 REHl O ) 2 23
BB (scatter index) : IE%, &ZNZEN
(XY % BFE DO E NN I H D 7
F#5ll (discrimination index) : il AN TIEEIC
X9 B R & BRI B RFRE D EE KD,
[LE ki Y VKN
INLOW|BIXZENENHL TV B EHRAREL -
THEY, RIS THBOREZRHATLZ &
PHFESIN T D GHREA % & O FE#l iESchraw,
2009bE MO L),

2)

3)

4)

5)
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Bl 2 1ZMaki et al. (2005) Tix, KR¥FAEOSHEM
fRICB L CSEREI X 7F A VS O 2 RIC X
LEBEITV, B L O E=5) v 7%
WA LTwb, ZONETIE, SMFIETF A
b & A CHIFEERFE 21T\, RICERSNE T A
FOWHEE T L7z 6HEOTF A MIDOWTZ
DIEEZVBELIZOL, TXF A MNOWNEZMH %
IR T A b &2, 72 MR TRICHEDOREERE
ZEPE L7z BRI 57 A M FMELE 7 A
NMEMESEEZNZNICOWT, HR RS EE & AH R
B (y) WX B000Mrbh, Wl X 5 200
Bl B & S 5 2 EAVRBRE R TW5b, Bk
M, TR IX SRR T A M OHSEIC
KRELMIFEL TR B0 LT, y REIC X A A
FEXWThOZENICH EELZ T o720 TH
%o

EITRKAERE

J—% 7 AEVHRICB VT, FICETR
R DI 2 A B XROMTE= ) ¥ 7 HW
D EIFSNE T ENEV, o T, HEETHO
FVIAVTOE=S) V7R ELRENV S
5, Miyake et al. (2000) <Tix, HHHEREIZT —
FUTAERYVNOMEERE T 7 T4 TITEIEL
TV REDBDDLGEIIATTRTH S LR LT
Wb, 22T, HHICXE—HOWNETIE, E=
)y ROCEFHEE LT, OBHHE (keep
track task), @ b—> « F= %Y ¥ ZE (tone
monitoring task), @XFFELERE (letter memory
task), WN’Nvy 7 #{E (N-back task) ¥R S
Tw5 (Miyake & Friedman, 2012 ; Miyake et al,
2000f) . IS OBEIZTRT, EHINLEREX
HHPREDO T VIR Lo TVEHOD, T—F
Y7 A NOTEROMMEFN 2T =5 ¥ 7 LW
& ATWA (Miyake et al, 2000) o

Bz X, CFREEE (Morris & Jones, 1990 &
D) ODFBEBRDL) DD TH B, ERSME
&, I XFIFORENLIXTFOVATIDH L, K
BICHBH L3 XFZ2BVWHELTE) L)1k 5
N, COFETIIER L2 ERKOLN,
ZINF T LOF THEF ORBIZIEFO 1 LTFE2MZ
AN THZHE LD, rLlwv3XToRN%
FICH SRR S 2w, B2z, [T, H G,
B. S. K. R] &) RFIDHER S N6 o m%E
&, [T... TH.. THG... HGB... GBS... BSK... SKR] &

(98)

%5

Za—uA A=V Y ITHETHL ICHWONRAN
Ny 7 BEIE, e L 2RIBRYI R &, BUTE
ERINTVLRBEANEF O S D E—HT L0 L
ADPDHWZERDLDDTH D, ok bzl
Ny 7 TR, EBRSME BRI RIS TW S
R EERNICHEI L7250 ERFE U E ) & Z
%o ZMEICHEBOBTEMEEZRTILITEST,
HEIZEHICHEL < %% (Shimamura, 2008). i
ZNX 2Ny 7 E&TIE, ZMEEBER RIS TY
LA LSS, 2 ORI ORI & BE L —3K
T20E)EHW LI o wv, FHRFZ, K’
B 2 C 1 DT O E, K4 FI2AE 2 TBIAED
A REEL 2RI 2w Th b,

A S BN 2 B Ry &2 B LIS D I Ll
55 7 ARG (generate-random task) =,
B — NIZHirhlT¥L vz, EHLEZVWEIIC
& RIEFRTEATHL, HCERPATIRE (self-
ordering task) & ESE= ¥ Y v EREEIRE L LT
HIFS5N % (Dunlosky & Metcalfe, 2009),

5. EZFVCIOMBER . 2 —O4MX—-D >
TJHEH, S5 DR

LB 2 B v TIZIMRI (functional
% PET (positron
emission tomography) W/ —a4f x—¥
YITIBRIC X o T, BRkA L IG B ORhE SRR 2 PR
KT DRADB L ENT WD, B 2 I THIB D FELTR
FERERE Z W2 ZE R E LT, 7—F 7%
B ORI IFEATR EHTE A (prefrontal cortex :
PFC), %#IZDLPFC (dorsolateral prefrontal
cortex) EDOMIZIEVHEDL Y PIEHIN TS
(Shimamura, 2008 ; %% Fix, 2007 ; %% P, 2002 ;
Smith & Jonides, 1997Mt1), * % FRHANIEI L T,
Shimamura (2008) 25X # BHMWE=F ) v 7L
Yhu— VIZHERENTT, SRl —%1To
TWb,

Shimamura (2008) &, =% HIWr, RIS B,
TOT, V—AHWEZW ) Po7/c=a—af A=
YU BBIL, X yRBHME=S) v kaYy
I T — IV DT AP BN PRCIARAE L T % Lo
T Twa, & 5T 5PFCHERA R 2 5
A RHBRBE ISR T 2 L 2B LT 5, Bz
&, WM ODLPFCIZY —F » 7 X B ) N

i 4R,

magnetic resonance imaging)
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WoEH, FIV— MUCED S BRI ALE S
% VLPFC (ventrolateral prefrontal cortex) 1 &
WM Z BINL T —F 7 A YN TENZREF
LCTwb, BHMEIZH %5 DMPEC (dorsomedial
prefrontal cortex) IR R L NNV OUEE TH L
LHMEDE=S) Y TIHEFH T S, F 72Simamura
(2008) IFCNFTHEVMA SN T A oiehs
JEANMOVMPEC (ventromedial prefrontal cortex)
ZIEB ORI G5 Lk RT W5, EHIZPFC
BT A BN 2 AP E R, RO OHCHE
EWRERICED Y, O AL L XV X 8 FR
Marra—VvoRHBEMTH L EHEIR T
5o

PFC & [AARIC X 7 GRANGE) & O B AR 6 S
% 4H 1 28 ACC (anterior cingulate cortex) T &
5o ACCIRT—F v 7 2EYRZMTHI 7
7 MBS 5 Z EAHEE N TS (Botvinick,
Braver, Barch, Carter, & Cohen, 2001), & &
WCACCRIEEOMEIZE S L, HHhoEHEILIREE
ZfT)DLPFCL O THE SN L Ay b T =27
T—F T RXAE)DEHEXLE-EINTVD
(Osaka, Komori, Morishita, & Osaka, 2007 ; 4%
B, 2007 : %B, 20021t) o

6. T2V TDOEANE

ZITIE MEEHNOBEOBSEFERE L
T, AZBAME=S ) Thy—7y b EHEHR
DU LD X HITHEET MOV TGS L72%E
B EBAT 5o

Fik

FEBRZ N HARGERERERGE O LT R A43%
(19-22i%) Th ol T ¥ IR DOEMKIC
L BB ZAT S 72012, HARGEMLST 2 v
W27 o720 BB BT OLST P& (45
B, 2002) 2z <C, &FRITOY =7 v M EEE
L7-ERIC, BHEAERICHT 2MERTE (0 -
100%) %KD 7z e OFEM % IEIZFEED N
T4 =< Y ALDEXRTAAI (Schraw, 2009) %
BHL, ®=%) Y7L L7zs AALIZZE O E
VNI E Qs e R IV 1 = AN 3
B, KR HITH (AAIS056) 2 E=%) VUi

T, AAIE# N EI8% (AAI=Z080) #E=%1Y »
JEEEE LTI L 72,

KBRS > T F ) U IREILL DBINER
(7 - A : BB SR X G shah o &AM (2 > b
O—)V - RIFA4T - 2AHT 47 HBENEN)
D 2 ERIR AT TH - 720
g SRR 2 FRGEO B ERE TH o
720 FIPEE X H RIS (AL - KH, 2001) 2%
DX, 20K RY T4 Tk (P), 35-45% a3~
Fa— ik (C), 60U EZ AT T 4 7TEE (N) &
LT8R BEI L, Fl24iE0itsny 2 M 2EKL
7oo B, HWEEROMHAMEE, FEAELHNE, G
E—FxFEMMTHRHAIL, VA MNTOMBINELZ
YE R A K ) ITEE L 7.

FHE EBT7ur L=V FLav
¥ 2—% (ESPRIMO K551) E®Power PointlZ &
DS, FRMIEASINE ORI HKE S hi-E
=y —IFRE Nz, HIMERIERIZ 45, 2R
BIHEFEE 1B CTH o 7z SINE G I ICHRR S
NLHHEZLEL, VA MTHBOAERIIHES>TH
P L7z MEITRRARTH - 720

BREER

RLE ) A D BAAES 2 HE & IR 1 HE 2 BT
ST EICHEREZEN L2, MBI L DY
iz Fig. 1 [ZRT T=% ) ¥ 7 EHEOFEHEE,
C:.34(SD=19), P: 45(SD=19), N : 50(SD=16)
TdH o 72o KB TIE, C:24(SD=16), P: 29
(SD=17), N : 40 (SD=.14) THh o7,

FBoF ) VRIS X BB X RSO 2 BEK
SRR AT o 7RG R, BINERIC X 2 A E58)
BB Nz [F(, 33)=1079, p<01l. F 7=,
EIEMIC L 2 ERDAETH Y [F(2, 66)=833,
p<01], N, P, CONETHAEBEIFZEIZHEH - 72
(NPEB X UCP : p<.05: CN : p<.01),

HELRXHEERIIRD N o700, T
Bz BT, M4 TEIMEREIC & 5 Bt
ERNRDOINY — PR L EPEEINT, BR
B, SIE RO BB R IIPS&RFICB VT
HETHY [FQA,99= 1733 p<01], CEHTIZA
BEm O sz [F(1, 99)= 352, p=.064],
NEHFCRAEETIE R 2572,

JEAEM O HALE R R IWEE BV THETH -

1 Zo7F—%1F Uh# 2012) CTRONFERT—2ICH LTHSMEMR 725D TH 5,

(99)
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72 [H: F(2, 66)=393, p<.05:L:F(2, 66)=4.76,
p<05], ZHULBOKE, €= v 7@ TIZCN
M CHEZE (p<01), CPH THEEMIA (p=069)
MR b NTze —, KB TIZCNH (p<01), NP

M (p<05) OEVPHETH -7z
0.55 -
0.50 -
0.50
j 0.45 -
S
5 0.40 1
= 0.40
a ] .
= 0.35
Q '
-
0.25 s
®0.24 - L
0.20
Control Positive Negative
EMOTIONAL VALUE
Fig. 1 EZ&ULJEIEDOFHBEER

RFEBR T HFELRIC B W TRRIFMRI R 25RO &
M, RIS £ 05 BAEERA— R 2 R L
7oo FRIZA N T 4 TR ROBAMIZE=S ) ~
TRNICEDLDL T B LTI, — /T, A
YA E=%"Y) v IREOE S, RYT 1 7&K
TEEMOMBIELZ RIE LT, ThH6DZ End
T=F ) Y 7RI OE BRI O S I~
JEEEAS L ) BV, B B\ X HAEEERAT 0 723D 0 5
HELTEEZ ) £ ML TV AR £
5o

7. 8HYUIC

INEFTEMBILCEA LT, Bie 2FRiGEic
BT ¥ EANE= 9u/7@$£&&%%wo
TWwh, TXTHELLDN, ERE=FY ¥V 7H
B bOBMEFICED I EEEZL-20FT D
», VAN —F - JITAF 3 THbD, NI
B3 L CBol & Hacker (2012) (&, < 2O
FECBWTE= S ) v 7HEE L ELERE IS IEOH
MraRohsZ s, F-ACRMELLGDT7 4 —F
Ny 72 EHWEIICE > TEZS ) ¥ ZHE50)
EFaZLaERHLTNA,

(100 )

bR LgEcid, K¥EoFMEz@E L THO
A O AR % 2 7222 A0L, IR Z T v wn
FHREIDDE=ZF) Y IRABMEL, E5I121F
AR 2R D H Ao 72D THh S (Nietfeld, Cao,
& Osborne, 2006). = DHFZEIZIB T4 D H
1o 723lfE, OF O HOBRENEOIFIE % iFE
T 5, QIEFETHIEST SO0 L 2o 728213 A
BEZDL, OHLWERUMeZ2 T 5702012
EDEI BT RE LI EEZL, ORFENEICH
TLBIRMEICE R, ZOMBEZFEET S, v
ILDTHo720 TNHOWZEMAIL, HERICH
NDORBIZEATZLDTH 5,

FAETE, (WAL CE2HAME L
F—LV 7 NHBATT AR E, FRAIRE DI _E R
AREBEICX T A7 v F A4 Y i3 — sk % 5]
CPEYZERSTWSE, B V72 ED, %
TR E LTERBMICEONDEZLDEh o7
il % DR, X ZBMTAEAIONWTEHELEL
HMEER T TITL 282X, Thsoitam
Z=2B LoD TR RV EMEFT 5,
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B[]

51 A3k

1) Atkinson, R. C, & Shiffrin, R. M. (1971). The
control of short-term memory. Scientific
American, 225 (2), 82-90.
Baddeley, A. D. (1986).
London: Oxford University Press.

Baddeley, A. D. (2003). Working memory:
looking back and looking forward. Nature
reviews. Neuroscience, 4 (10), 829-839.
Baddeley, A. D., & Hitch, G. J. (1974). Working
memory. In G. H. Bower (Ed.), Psychology of
Learning and Motivation (Vol. 8, pp. 47-89).
Academic Press.

Bol, L., & Hacker, D. J. (2012). Calibration
research: Where do we go from here? Frontiers
in Psychology, 3, 229.

Botvinick, M. M., Braver, T. S, Barch, D. M,,
Carter, C. S., & Cohen, J. D. (2001). Conflict
monitoring and cognitive control. Psychological
Review, 108 (3), 624-52.

Dunlosky, J., & Metcalfe, J. (2009).
Metacognition. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage
Publications, Inc.

2) Working memory.

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)



8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

E=F ) 7Ok L B

Flavell, J. H. (1979). Metacognition and
cognitive monitoring a new area of cognitive-
developmental inquiry. American Psychologist,
34(10), 906-911.

INHRZTE (20102). T—F U T AEY) OFE
HRIDS 2 & BIE=5 ) ¥ TITRITT R
TEERAFZHE, 7, 34-42.

AFHR=EL (2010b). VA=Y T AT AL
B BT 5 =<V AREEEL T —F 2 7 &
EBVHEEIIOWTOME. HALDHFZ L2771/
ARFZ X5, 814.

IHRERE. (2012). HEERLEOEIBMRIRIC B
FHT =2 F 07 A ORFME- X5 B0
o5 ) Y REE O IRE - g A
SG O 25 7 X .

Koriat, A. (1993). How do we know that we
know? The accessibility model of the feeling
of knowing. Psychological Review, 100 (4), 609-
639.

Koriat, A. (2007). Metacognition and
consciousness. In P. D. Zelazo, M. Moscovitch,
& E. Thompson (Eds.), The Cambridge
handbook of consciousness (pp. 289-325). New
York: Cambridge University Press.

Koriat, A. (2012). The self-consistency model
of subjective confidence. Psychological Review,
119 (1), 80-113.

Maki, R. H., Shields, M., Wheeler, A. E., &
Zacchilli, T. L. (2005). Individual differences
in absolute and relative metacomprehension
accuracy. Journal of Educational Psychology,
97 (4), 723-731.

Mitchell, K., & Johnson, M. (2009). Source
monitoring 15 years later: What have
we learned from fMRI about the neural
mechanisms of source memory? Psychological
Bulletin, 135 (4), 638-677.

Miyake, A., & Friedman, N. P. (2012).
The nature and organization of individual
differences in executive functions: four
general conclusions. Current Directions in
Psychological Science, 21 (1), 8-14.

Miyake, A., Friedman, N. P, Emerson, M. ],
Witzki, A. H.,, Howerter, A., & Wager, T. D.
(2000). The unity and diversity of executive

(101)

19)

20)

21)

22)

23)

24)

25)

26)

27)

28)

functions and their contributions to complex
“Frontal Lobe” tasks: a latent variable analysis.
Cognitive Psychology, 41 (1), 49-100.

Morris, N., & Jones, D. (1990). Memory updating
in working memory: The role of the central
executive. British Journal of Psychology, 81,
111-121.

L. (2009). £ & FLIEOBIE. HKEZ
(%), *2ilE REoE=rVyr7Lar
Mo —)v (pp. 41-63). dbKEEER.

Nelson, T. O., & Dunlosky, J. (1991). When
people’s judgments of learning (JOLs)
are extremely accurate at predicting
subsequent recall: The “Delayed-JOL Effect.”
Psychological Science, 2 (4), 267-271.

Nelson, T. O., & Narens, L. (1994). Why
investigate metacognition? In J. Metcalfe &
A. Shimamura (Eds.), Metacognition: Knowing
about knowing. (pp. 1-25). Cambridge, MA: The
MIT Press.

Nelson, T. O., Narens, L., & Dunlosky, J.
(2004). A revised methodology for research
on metamemory: Pre-judgment Recall and
Monitoring (PRAM). Psychological Methods, 9
(1), 53-69.

Nietfeld, J. L., Cao, L., & Osborne, J. W. (2006).
The effect of distributed monitoring exercises
and feedback on performance, monitoring
accuracy, and self-efficacy. Metacognition and
Learning, 1 (2), 159-179.

ThOE S (2002). frox EH v—F 2
XE. gLt

Osaka, M., Komori, M., Morishita, M., & Osaka,
N. (2007). Neural bases of focusing attention
in working memory: an fMRI study based
on group differences. Cognitive, Affective &
Behavioral Neuroscience, 7 (2), 130-139.
FEPREAT. (2007). A ¥ BAILAIgHRE -7 —
Y7 AEY) ORBMMER LS OT T —F
(5 A ZBAIGE D Z DB O ER) . 5
#Fam, 50(3), 216-226.

Repovs, G., & Baddeley, A. D. (2006). The
multi-component model of working memory:
explorations in experimental cognitive

psychology. Neuroscience, 139(1), 5-21.



TREMRARLE 9 93-102 (2012)

29) Z“EHEBERT. (2008). A ¥ RBAHIGEOERLE
. ZHEHY (W), X288 FE X
Z B E kAR, ALRERE .

30) Schraw, G. (2009a). Measuring metacognitive
judgments. In D. J. Hacker, J. Dunlosky, & A. C.
Graesser (Eds.), Handbook of metacognition in
education (pp. 415-429). New York: Routledge.

31) Schraw, G. (2009b). A conceptual analysis of
five measures of metacognitive monitoring.
Metacognition and Learning, 4, 33-45.

32) Schwartz, B. L. (2008). Working memory load
differentially affects tip-of-the-tongue states
and feeling-of-knowing judgments. Memory &
Cognition, 36 (1), 9-19.

33) Shimamura, A. P. (2008). A neurocognitive
approach to metacognitive monitoring and
control. In J.

34) Dunlosky, J., & Bjyork, R. (Eds.), Handbook of
memory and metamemory: Essays in honor of
Thomas O. Nelson (pp. 373-390). Mahwah, NJ:
Erlbaum Publishment.

35) Smith, E. E., & Jonides, J. (1997). Working
memory: a view from neuroimaging. Cognitive
Psychology, 33 (1), 5-42.

36) Smith, E. E., & Kosslyn, S. M. (2007). Cognitive
psychology: Mind and brain. Upper Saddle
River, New Jersey: Pearson Education.

37) Thiede, K. W., Anderson, M. C. M., &
Therriault, D. (2003). Accuracy of metacognitive
monitoring affects learning of texts. Journal of
Educational Psychology, 95 (1), 66-73.

38) Unsworth, N, & Engle, R. W. (2007). The nature
of individual differences in working memory
capacity: active maintenance in primary
memory and controlled search from secondary
memory. Psychological Review, 114 (1), 104-
132.

(102)



	千里金蘭大学紀要_第9号-098
	千里金蘭大学紀要_第9号-099
	千里金蘭大学紀要_第9号-100
	千里金蘭大学紀要_第9号-101
	千里金蘭大学紀要_第9号-102
	千里金蘭大学紀要_第9号-103
	千里金蘭大学紀要_第9号-104
	千里金蘭大学紀要_第9号-105
	千里金蘭大学紀要_第9号-106
	千里金蘭大学紀要_第9号-107

