R E O IEZETR

2024 £ 10 B 655 10 81

i AL 2 W RS A

TRE #hOE

1. BEHEFFREARK, B#A;
2. ATMTAFREF, K&

i ZE | BYBEBRZEN) RIS IR IR, TR FZERNONCIERESE I AR RE
BIER. BRRIW: (1) ZRXNNZOZEIAN, B2OVNE_BAEBNER. (2) MBS
WHNFRANESZICHES. (3) B FETCERBBNZIFZIANT, TMERET KR
SRBBNZIAMSREN THEOTE. (4) THRETASHRERBMEZ IRZIAMATRNER
NFEFNSHRERMEZ IS IFWPTRBNE. HRERKE, ZIAMOSERBNLE—PIT
WIS, BERIUE—EEE CREZIHMTENNBLPNERE, BO0R T ERRIL.

KR | ZIHWT; B SHRNENT; IR I AT

Copyright © 2024 by author (s) and SciScan Publishing Limited
This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial 4.0 International
License. https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/

1 3§

i 2N AR ST N <1 82 5 M U S e A e B ) R e S0 B 151 I WS i e 7 SN
>JHIKE (judgment of learning, JOL ) S35 25 >] % 0 28232 BT F 78 B 5 A0 b B BUAS BGR A) 190 ALk
FE

DITERFIE R B, R R/ IN G RE 2 2] 35 (2 > 0T . LRSI R R S AT )2 20 A 48 1
FXPINFARIT H A2 T 0T, SRR A2 S FIBT AR RN L BHERE AR TR (2008) B
FE A48 L8 pt 75 1 LR Ay 2 ST PP RRIESE TR KNGO 7 o I HLZ SR IR 258t 52 iE 134
B RSN AR (2017 ) AR SCHRMELR R RE AR/ B, BT R A ) J W [
UL AR, P H ARSI TR N RAIE, e ) F B 2D IR TR
W, FARKNENATIRAFAE . BRFR (2012) SBRIFHSE A (2018 ) LASGETRIN Ry 2] iR & B T2 )

HEME.: 3TRYETAXRISHR—MINE (JYTMS20231078)  “SEFIMNA TEEMNES I BREVRERNFIFAR" o
BHES: BOE, STIBEAFINESREHE, HRHA: KRSHEINES,

VESIH: ERE, HUE SEREFIHMTERNBNDEER [J] . DPEESFAENS, 2024, 6 (10) : 1809-1818.
https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0610200



. FERTES TN NI ERS

WA FORINGON 7 o BB AR T LR BT R/ NN — RTINS S B S, BEE T )
Wr BN ORI H Z (B 225 3, SRR R I AR T/ANF I, (R RIZ RS L, AT
FFto

WP, A5 &R B A FIW b P ROONEO P A R R R T FERR S T AR R
B MNP IR B TTE , 27 2] B X R R 2 BT H A E RS LIRS &, SRR e
TR B2 2T AR A SRR R A X AR B i TIPSR . KRS E 14
AR R TR /NP ARITE B2 ST I . F RTS8 0 00 2 > BT i f) 75 xR B 3%k il 4
THGRPERCIC IR T (FEAHESS ) 0 AR AL ORI T T ) A
o5

TEAR S FIWTAL 55, X 27 2 35 2 5 XS [v) AR ) J00 A AR A ) B A7 7 el i WA O B 32— o
AR SRR R, 2 ) BT B THIX A UL S8 v 927 > 8 XA ] R A2 2T 00, RIVER QU
S B2 2] T 2 2T P . W SRR 55 B A SREA T M, BT By 2] 20 [ A
KT HAEARREE, IFH% T E SRR SRR~ o FESIUAEA (2015) BIBFS
o, ARATE Soikas ) F S S HIWAE 55, ARG AE— K Z 5 SEABAT 58 s~ IR AT 55 51 BEA T [ 12 0
w0 o AT T AR — MRKA R, AN 1R 2347 B 07 SRR S P RN
R . BRI TR N NP AR 1252 2] PR 22 (B AR B, UGS &R 55 AR A
TR R A 05 &I AR AT M 20T, 25K, (S HIWifE—ERE b (19.5% ) BT
RAAA N Z (8] 25 > PR 22 5 o XA RS AR L, ad i [T VA 2 B it 30 3 P o = ) 412
SPER R R MG T A AR BE 25 S B AR Bt 1 3O A kgl

T2 ) H—IEEFALS T, WOl A, — 4RI, e . TEsiduh, BORk
1 T BB — 227 ST ARl TR/ N I 465 2 T P, TGS 2 FURAE 27 T A2 ST AR A 1A 7
RINLRRANBA HIER =T, AR AN 225, PO T2 4, W4 HaEidE A 2
MR SR 22 >0 R . AR A A~ > FIBTEAEAR R R E DN T E 248 LRI, A0
FE BT A5 5 & T REAE A ) FIWT AL RO A% T ZA R AOTTER T 2 ) E— W E AL 55,
WFSE T RIS 22 2T FIWE i N FEALIR © o B ZIRE R, JCIRRE T IR R WAL, XL
DRI A2 2] SRR 2 i T /N ORI H 2 T I {EL, (HRERE R, X T 424>
5, MR AT A2 2T SIS /N AT B2 >0 B 2 A ) 28 53 B8 8 38 T2 > A R AR
T 5N AR 8] 692 T PRI 22 59 0 X TR A 27 > JUT 7 AR R/ INORE F 7 A2 32 31) TAR Z  FL R
Wi JE AR XA fHA ) F— IS HAL S5, (RN HEEL G SZ T8 G, It~ H
Wb SR o AT SRTA AR, (HRAE I AR T BB, WAL i BN A BORIC I L
BIFAFER (qwert) o ABATHY A S SR FARION, AR R T R T FIBME, AR5 ISR 7~
FIWHELAE R AL, S 1TSS AR/ N RO, S53RR, (5 X AR/ NG H A —
TEMTTER (9% ), AfE&BSRHL 7 5.

A HAE T FIW 2 ) B AR S 2 B DL R AT = R, BTLAZE ) B T A TR
FRESIT SNEAR S MG R RN T80 . 2027 ] iy~ J s i o gl e S 851

https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0610200 Www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc



ERAES ISR RN PR 811

— e 2 E A AL, — U 2T AR ST RN, AR G 2T FIWT . SRS B S TR 12 )
FABE 1Y 22 5K MR RR (S Akt 2 S HIWTR M ME . B TFIE B AERFTEA At 27 20 W7 b ) AR IR 5%
Wi A B 9 R T2 ST e 2 I o IR R, S A TR S RI E )2 2T A 2T R W
o X NI B 2 2T T2 T I HAFIE R B, BELL (220 A > FIBT LR G 2] FIwi 4 )
ZINZE S AR E . G5 RRI 2] ST P R INEOR 32 8 T2 2 F SRR . 878 B 5Tl A
5 2) 35 H I SCBR M RIERRIN, ARRZIF ST 5 2 ML) 2 ) i 2] FIWRE AR TR 238 T — -2 2T Hi#
SR AN ) FIT R A AT A SR 2 o SR, EMERT AR RN S, (S mAEsE ) FreE > H
Wi AR BT BB . XU B AR NN R (1432 1) T (5 A S

gi b, 2 E R ARR/NTH A R S A TR 2R W O Y B E A
A FWrh A BN AEA PR R RHE T AR TR/ E 7625 2] 1= 2 Fl . B
) FIR R ZE A 15 S FIR e B SR 9, B 5 545 T LALTE 2 KRR b e 2 20 T ) A K/ Nak
R BABRAEA (2015) FikpESEAEN (2018) Ik, FEARDT SRR S UL TESE B, T 1R10E 45
AT B4 T 1 20 A3 M A 2 X 27 20 W - AR R/ NSO F) g R R BE R T T o BT LAAS R 5 e
TSR AIG AR (2017) MBFFEIER, 2 S TR/ N 27 2] i 2 1 JIK R A7 2] ST i s, JF
R T U3 2047 94 7125 43 BT AR A R 2 20 I SO /IO T (R i BRI . SEIRBRE N - 2% ) Y2 2T il
o 2] AN A 2] F W7 23 32 BN PR KNG RE I, O HLOG TR AR K/INB AL AR 8T 27 2T HI i AR /N
A TR

2 SRAE

21 #Hax

POk N34 KA, AR (1918 o RAVAY &5 00 S ga,  plasig ol ) slosr IR 7 1k
o ISR AR o

I

2.2 SCIST

TR ZHAR M ST . DU/ (K48pt; NF18pt) W E AR, D2 3T T2 50 )t
(8. 2SR ST HIT RTINS IR . 2 T U7 S I B A2 B 55 DR A

2.3 SCIGME

36 HEESCHEE (AR EBMEA Y T2.3255.18, M=3.65) HIRUFHEXT (W, Wm#—EAN) fENIER
SRR 36 BRI BEALAY S AL, AR A 18RI, I LA IR 4 S RN R i 2
SARE, I ARIER AP T R RH48pUR IR R, NTFARFHI8pR IR R I, AR E
Wz, iR AR IR0, DRSS, I H T ORIESOR 7SR R Y, TTHER
SRS IRBEA A TR

www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0610200



81 ERAES ISR RN PR

24 SLWiER

RE-Primef F4i AR, XIHOKBE NI . BARRETF . fEsr T Hiss I FIRTE B, Frash e 2 3
500msPYTEM AL “+7 o BE, SIMLATLRR:  EWEREAE ] — D RUNFRBYTERT, 5P ESTERE S Y
Az IEE R T e, 7 R ~ 6RO AT S T RS ) FIWT (IFTRIANER ) o R OK,
S IG 2 T AE 2) FIWT Y B B 20 G B ZR AN L —ZER0RE, S5 AT Ss I ) 259042 50 45 BB
R IEXT . SsIETXSIE A, B B4 A TRl b i KA, LRI ZE BEE 4 R i
M REDS IERR M2 I AHNE AARTE B Al BEPE . 1 ~ 6RYRCFHERR R o AL A~ T iy > 4 W A ] g 52 >
BrBr, BERFWIFFEETA R RIE, #ET20ZEA B RS (SER100-3R98C= R, 11k
&), BEERZME, APOABEHLE BURTI 2R, ZORPOE A AT RS AR B ARial . S8
FEUNE THT 7 o

1 ZERREE

Figure 1 Experimental flow chart

3 SRS,

G, HIBEM £ 3SDZAMABEI, PAKITA ASNESE AT 55 pkat, B2z ) FIWHE R 1 s 24
EAALRI R, BR300, SRIG, LLFRR/AN R BASE, Rl LLs 2T aiss ) B 2 2T wiss =) H il
SRR 22 W 2 2 TSR B RN R 2R & ok RS 1 A T X REAR ARG 58, SR B S bR 25 B 45 SR
WL TR,

https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0610200 Www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc



ERAES ISR RN PR 1813

=1 ARAFERNEHTENEERA#R R

Table 1 Descriptive statistics of different measurement indicators under different font size conditions

M8 n 48pt (M +SD) 18pt (M =SD)
=2 SR HIW 30 0.58 +0.15 0.51 +0.16
2 S i T W 2 g 30 2.33+1.90 2.58 +2.00
2 3] H) 30 0.49 +0.08 0.45 +0.08
2 ) F| Wt B g Bsf 30 1.14 £ 0.36 1.20+0.35
[ 1% 5% 30 0.43 +0.18 0.44 +0.19
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K, S5 IAINE 2] FAE R TGRS B G S/ NF R s 22 A 2, ¢ (29) =-0.17, p=0.86.
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Table 2 Difference test of pre-judgments of learning, judgments of learning and memory performance

under different font size conditions
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Table 3 Difference test of pre-judgments of learning and judgments of learning under same font size

conditions
W EFE bR n 25 S Hi2E > F W 272 F t p Cohen’s d
48pt (M+SD) 30 0.58 £0.15 0.49 + 0.08 3.98 <0.001 0.59
18pt (M+SD) 30 0.51+0.16 0.45 +0.08 2.48 <0.05 0.42
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The Role of Beliefs on the Font Size Effect of Judgments of

Learning
Wang Jingyu' Qu Kejia®

1. Kunming Campus, Army Academy of Border and Coastal Defense, Kunming;
2. School of Psychological, Liaoning Normal University, Dalian

Abstract: This study assessed the role of memory beliefs about font size in judgments of learning by
examining the effect of font size on pre-judgments of learning and judgments of learning. The results
showed that: (1) The font size affected the judgment of learning, but had no significant effect on the
recall performance. (2) Individuals have the belief that large words were easier to remember than small
words. (3) Compared with the pre-judgments of learning based on memory belief, the level of learning
judgment made by individuals based on font size cues shows a significant decline. (4) The time it takes
for individuals to make pre-judgments of learning based on large-font cues is significantly less than that
for individuals to make pre-judgments of learning based on small-font cues. These results suggest that the
font size effect of judgments of learning is a phenomenon of metacognitive illusion, and belief can explain
to some extent the variability of the font size effect in judgments of learning, which partly supports the
belief hypothesis.

Key words: Judgments of learning; Belief; Font size effect; Pre-judgments of learning
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