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RIF J& FA 42 H 2 2T {52 (retrieval practice paradigm ) KMoy o %02 2% 21 AR T At =
AT B R, B ESR R A 2 — B AN 5 - FEBE ST (4N fruit — apple, profession — accountant , fruit —
orange ) ; SR 5 BERAMHE 2 IR 5H1) — BRI i) T Ze R Horpr—2p 2 51 op (i — 2 FE 481 R4 T B I 25 >
(AN fruit —ap__) 5 fefm >R FH 2 01 2k 2R [BIAZ I %0) S il 2% 2ok 08 B A 2 531) = FE 4911 3] % 2847 I 3K (20 frait,
profession) . BLAILERIE , 25~ JE0 T B9 ZRJ I H (PR Rp + ) 9 BHZ & 25 1875 H s T A2 H
CRZAIEBIT AL TH |, TR Nep) B2 St AHI, 2k 2T 200 1R 25> WU H (iR Rp - ) 1Y

75 B #5:20170520

ESWE H AN SCESREM I EEWUH (15YIC190013) 5 #iF 4 i 55 = BB #7840 75 5 AF 00 H (14B061 ) 5 B &4 2 = 4t
SR — I H (14YBAL66) ; il R 44 35 o AL B0 ORI 9 590 H (12801 [ 2016 1400 5)

PEE B XL (1984 — ), 53 ARG FHN, VR, 18, 322 SR IN AR J8 DA ] 5 AU O B 22 A 9T



110 URHE IS Sk 2017 459 4

12 188 2 i MG T LR 0T H A M2 1804 , 3 it A0 B O B2 O s

2 RIF gy 4 Fhet Bi45iE
2.1 FHRHEME

THAMA M (interference dependence ) &4 RIF {2500 M TR 25 > 0T H X2k 2] 00 H /9 T 072
JE o AL PE B DD RE e (o I ) B AR T2 B 1R s IC I B S A i s . TRt
ST SR TR AR . BRI R, R GR 2D T E X R H B TR, AR
B > b A vh sz B30 ] )RR BE OO, S 2 BN

KSR K B, RG5> 350 B 62k > 30 H B TR BE 255208 RIF, 51201, Anderson 55 A JH £ 722 k.2
) — BRI 53 SA R ) T SO i 8 AR o e O P LA B 4 2K R AR ) R A i
Tt H (strong items ) , T 28 51| N EAT IR 23 A3 A A5 DU BBk Ay I3 B2 30T H (weak items) o 4553 &3, H
A YRR REG A 5 43 A ZE (AN Fruit Banana) ), 322k > A 2551 & RIF; 1R 23 2800 30K 25~ B4
W H ANZ3 51 & RIF, Anderson 28 NIAZhy, Z It L Bk A gl SR, 2 DX Dy 3l H ik 32 8 , A B I 25 )
ARG AR RTES () Wbk 22, PRt 3k 26000 H o6 52 2 5 2 i 0 5 22, 52 B0 i ) 2 450
THEFRIR T R g SR AR ks . T U F2 0k, PR ISR 0 T AR A5 ik 19 25 ) I H 72 I ) 1112
I B B SR CEANTT— IRASTEARSRAFIE SR A AR 5 > T H Z R0 , R 78 B A1 S ARG
PR AR LR UH P24 T, B, AR I H A B By s B2 iy, HSHR IUR ) il 2~ il H SRR R
(1] ) DGR B ARAT T 35, B AT TR 23 A= RIF,

5 Anderson 25 A (BT 25 SAHZEAL, Storm Bjork F1 Bjork i 15 ¥ & [n] 35t o B2 7 ( directed — forget-
ting procedure ) 5 $i B 4% 2] {1528 (retrieval — practiced paradigm ) #1455 19 77 % T AR it gk 47 T %
2 RS AU IR T B B2 R A A i B — 24 FiF , EOR st s AR A TR A 2 5
25 — FEGIRRIRS o TS50 0 HAB R B S AR HE R S IR ST AR, &5 R R I, WOl e iIC e A T
LRI PR RIF HIEBE A R IUAZ . AT S 8aie27 i R i 25 AL 58 4, iX I
T BRI IR REAGSE S , NI 5 1AL 21 RIF; fad ok, M ZRgialist i 2 2 1) 6 i, i 301 H A K
Al RELEAR ISR D s B b A T, AN T S e T T30 ], B AR 2351 & RIF,

2.2 ZERMIE

LRSI (cue independence) 24 RIF AMEKHH TG R R GG MAR R Z W B —2tE, T
PLHLE IR RIF 2 i 25> 00 H 548 IR R Z 18] CHR IR B2 3 s 5 R 1Y . X ERE RIF HAA KRR
o NP2 55 AR AR R SR IR R I A 251 & RIF, #0308 A RIF 2 i AR 25>
T H LA RAEA B 52 BN 5 R Y . 31X B8R s 55 i v i 2 R RN 25 %) RIF 7 4= 52
RIF BALZRMA
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JP IR S B T EA TN RIF B . S5 SR B, RIVEE 45> 10 H e AR R T R
T S R IR SO0, AH AR 255 351 H R £ 77 A 35K RIF

Bl , AR R 2R > W H BsR)E 5 ARG I H s J0 e, B S MR TESR IR ) i R AR R
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2, 55 05 PR I 8 AR U SR U > AN 43 U RE A Eh 52 AR BRI ] 7 A T £ RIF . T3
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TR AT T BRI T T8, 45 R B, FUE RSP R [ O A6 T 2 ST A b R 3l kA T P9
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