uM@UW¢MﬁA§ﬂ8§%15
202 04,

PEHEMCHIT A NIEREEHEZEDZEE IO R RIFTREY

EAER

R 2 GUBKEREREE EIIRRD

The influences of processing fluency in study materials on learner perceptions and performance

TIkue HASEBE and Takashi KUSUMI (Graduate School of Education, Kyoto University)

As an approach to exploring the design of effective study materials, we investigate the influences of pro-

cessing fluency. Sixty-eight university-student participants received two types of study materials; one was pre-

sented in an easy-to-read font and the other was presented in a difficult-to-read font. Our comparisons of

learning performance for the different materials focused on both monitoring (i.e., participant predictions of

own memory scores) and control (i.e., participant allocations of study time). The participants were

instructed to study the materials so that they would obtain similar scores on subsequent memory tests. The

results indicated that the learners predicted lower memory scores and allocated longer study times for the

materials in the difficult-to-read font compared to those in the easy-to-read font. However, no correlation

was observed between study times and memory scores. Moreover, the results suggest that individual differ-

ences in terms of learner control and performance may arise from learning strategies, intrinsic motivation,

and the efforts allocated to study materials.
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NT =T VR
4 RS (0-10) 6.51 217 658 220 025 0.03 .16 34%% — 13 — 11 32%% 18
FADRS
5 <4 ~<—2RAN 0.88 026 088 026 025 0.01 .03 18 07 —.05 = 35%% 16
6 RAN 1.89 039 185 037 1.25 0.10 .08 26%  —.04 .16 306 — 615
7 Word Chains 707 185 6.00 1.82 5.18%* 059 .10 16 —27% .05 .08 28%  —
#p < .05, **p < .01, #*¥p < 001
) RAN=Rapid Automatized Naming 7/
Table 2
JOL ZHENEN % BN AN 2 T BR DB ZE B DY - SD
g7 + > b JEFNG 7 + > b 7 % ¥ b O FEfiEF LHEA
M SO n M SD =n Ffii @  FiE  @dp Fii @@n
E=41)>% (JOL)
JOL Sl
g - JE (0-10) 458 148 33 321 141 33 50.88*** (1,65) 0.96 (1,65 4.56* (1,65)
JEN - Wil (0-10) 459  1.69 34 385 137 34
ay ta—)L (FEEERE)
JOL S/l
b - JEVIES (0-180s) 7639 1560 33 9535 19.09 33 24.62%* (1,65 0.60 (1,65 0.00 (1,65)
JEFNG - il (0-180s)  77.49 17.76 34 96.73 1558 34
INTA—T VR (FBEHE)
JOL Sl
g - JE (0-10) 6.67 237 33 633 212 33 0.06 (1,650 0.04 (1,65 189 (1,65
JER - Wil (0-10) 635 198 34 682 228 34

#p < .05, *##%p <001

e dH 3 2 bn3hie (F(1,65) =3.55p < .10).
&0, JEH 7+~ PAEOJOLRERK S, HFiC
TG 7 + > b LG LGRS 2 v & O K aE
1273 e R s,
FHESE DL

LR OE] Y YTV THIED H 3 REZIT-
FASHY, BhNERFG 7 ¢ > FERE & D LR 7 +
v PRI LT, BRICE L OB E AT Cwe
(Table 1). & o C, @iz bFrshic.

W 7 + ¥ P RAFICTCAER PR A TN O
(&, RIS & D L IRRGISRIT OIZ S A o R 0

— X 3 » - 72 Rhodes & Castel (2009) D5 3R ¢
—HL T3, 2L, FHEREOES OfRICOWT
—H L B\ VIITHIIE D & 3. Pieger, Mengelkamp, &
Bannert (2017) Tid, FHIFEH 7 + >~ + OFiHiTEIC
b LI REETH - 2. UL, AW 2EEEIC
L CEEHOBISME L ZER S vick 3 b i
WMaIhz., KPR TESMEOTNICZA < —2EVD
Z7C, 180 s DR & 17 AT RV # I 2 & 53K
®7z. %7z, Rhodes & Castel (2009) T, Z#H &I
JOLEFE- 2 W FEHDE=2 ) v 7% S¥2H AT, H
FEOMERRD 2L I DEFET 2 LI RKD T
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Figure 2. %l « IEFRIG 7 + > F O EH - O
AU
%. —JiTCPieger et al. (2017) Ti3, FH TSI
WrL7ZchF i TEXRT 2 LI RD TV 3. KIFFER
Rhodes & Castel (2009) ¥ [t-_X7C, Pieger etal. (2017)
BIEB WO F—&2 e ko T3, AT,
Pieger et al. (2017) T3, EERBINE 2 EZETICA E
PN ZEEINTCT, W7 4+ > b TTR L
SIMEHEPER L 72 X &2 B2 5 O 1hbh T
Wit EZLNLZ DT, HiWEOBELEF o Ty
WORAb YN,
7B, FErIcbEEoay tn— o LT, H
AR RIBARIC CE O OREL LS T LIch v )
MBBT N 55, BMETHPSHEER AN
FF—Il ko THRZRINZME 2030 s78%
JOLFEE RS FM L 727 + > Ml » S ihD T,
& o T, BANCHY MO PG S IR T & O
B SN TEY, PHOay bu—voEEicT 2
IIEY) TRV VR B,
RADEIICED W E B DR
R 7250 e L, il « JEE 7 + > MMEHIRE D
FADHS Z R T % 72, Papadopoulos et al. (2016)
W2 > TRANZREES S, < A =2 — 2R RANFRETE A,
Word Chains i G 2 B H L 7-. RANGBESGN, <
4 R — ZRANBEG IOV THRIED & 3 tHE %
To Tk, MAE B TRBEO IR IGEE TR
¢, HRIBAMRETH -2 (Table ). & - T, FEFME
7 x ¥ b ORI 2 R o 7o OIZHITE I IRF & 2
LR BB TLHIVARZWE S S, &,
RAN BTN & CICIERIG 7 + ~ b 230 s2H e B
RN B TRTCT, MIENT 4 2 v 7 05H
W&o T TGRS ITREIC 2 > T o 8BRS
N2, [\, BEZEIFROBRRET L 3T el

7) PHEREM T = 2 2D =B T T4 T
F=2THreAHRLTYH, MEKH: FH- 2%
(2009) WCEDFIEHMEZ V2 2 e icMEIZ vy
W23,

PIASTE2 LI o TCOIAREN A H 5. Lizhi-
T, JEFRIR 7 + > P BV TEE S E D &
N0, WHEHEOES v &b, DLAGAI
CIDFBUCE B2 LD THRZLIAINT 22 ¢TSI 3.
—J37C, Word Chains fffEFICD W TIE, HHHDH
BHRERIT - IAER, 7+ > &0 BIERG 7 + >
~ DIE D DMK 5 72 (Table 1). Word Chains 5/
T, DT 4 sOBICH Z I FOLTFHI» S HBELZLEL
THET 2 e @Rz, KESPar b2 MoK
SRV L BWEPRYBEZ THRIFC7 5 > F2HIRT
BHENDRETH -T2, 2D, 7+ v~ REEICH
HTEY, HNROLTORAYVEZZ I er T
ROBINE L EEIFRD R e o 1L ATREMED H 2.
%7z, Word Chainsa DR ¢ LT, SiBlls 3
TAEMPRTONG. ZDo, HENLIEREEZ O
bOWFEEE VI L0 b, HIHEN IR S L
2O & @R IO TG B KA LTSRS
FEFDP R o T U IT 2 Z e 3 T3 2852 5.
ZREOIAY FO—ILEINT £ =TV ZADEE
FERREICEH T 2700, HHESH (Table) » 6
avhrp— N7 r—2 2O A B L, ¥H
T O E] b T v R s v oI, ST
Moa o (r=.08), FEFHMESMT O ARRHREIZ
BN ol (r=—.13). FEE IR EKIM
IC/TM %33R %2 (Marton & Saljo, 2005). 2 2T,
BHIE, HOBECERL T2, ThbbLBREEEIC
R Z 20Tl )24 7, BORWEEET 3, ¥
OB NN R E U ORI 2 20 5 2 ¥
DTEBRATHCBEEZL. UITERIGRIR D 72 v
U, RO mSGMFIc B TR E o a > b
=T+ —< R OBICHEDSA LN o T
(Mgt 7z nzhnrs=.08, —.13) FKZ, Fid2xA4 7
DEBEOFER CEZ 6N, &7z, UIEFERhE
»H BT, JERG T+~ R RBED X4 T
PRlatisnaseEzohaiw, JEHRG7 + ~ F&E
CHEFHRI 7S 5 I Mic H 2 e EZ 5N, B2,
FilE 7 4 > PRI E SR 2 AT A 2 ¥ CIERG 7
VN EO SR T @O TR D 5. TR T
WATolce 7 ) v 2T, AR TH W I 2o 0
FBFLIL Toicic s, FilE7 + >~ FfE 2SR LI
TG 7 + > FAEREET B 00 ) g (B TSR
6] L % i R R ISR T 2) B Y oo 2 e BmE
240 bW s, 20, JERG 7 x>~ FEREE A

W 2 2200 2 O Cld <, il 7 + > bR IR Y
3 THEPHo T SE. Tk,

PG DL & - TET 3 MAEDFRRAT,
Diemand-Yauman et al. (2011) TOIEHRIGHEN RO
BHria 2 0TS HEICKRKL Tui
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(Bjork & Yue, 2016) D72 #HEHIS 3.
JEFSIET + > b CEAFE OBE

BB, COLI BREE SO ADIEF 7+ >+ T
WiEr D 2, 2EDr SOEHHEOH Y Y Tr
Mt L. ARG HOREOEHEEIC VL, #
T O NFEMN O (a=.83; M=3.38, SD=0.75),
PR ONFENEIES T (@ =.90; M =3.69, SD = 0.80),
EEANOHY A (N=67, a=.88; M=2.70, SD=0.56),
PR Y fH AR 085 (a=.77; M=4.38,SD=0.53), JI
Wi 7 x> P E AN O R ER (a=.76, M=3.78,
SD=0.94) T1n7k@E3»hEsE3hic. Table 3ica > b
BV« 87 3 —2 ¥ R CAHANRFEZE e O 2R T

FHBE AT DAS R (Table 3), JEFHM 7 + > F S0
TG v AN B T v o B8 IE o B s
(r=.30), T ONFNIHED T oBICPREEDE
OFED A LN (r=.47). BERTE D FEH0IE S
AHR AR, EEW 0D & O EEIICE TV e KU
2 T E BRI BT B IR R ¥ o CEHEER
YWz A, T, FE T 4 v b EEO SRR,
e A O WRINEIFEDO O ¢ Ol & 6 ik - 7
(rs=—.08,.10). %7, MEHH HAREDEE)) ¢ IER
W37 + > bR OFE S v ORI CIEOMR A A &
N (r=.29), FM7 + > bEGEOFE e ol
MBS AN oT: (r=—13). ZofthoM@ AR
R ORI S A S N o, EoT, W
FENBIED T O @RI B ) 2 T 5%
BETHRFCITGE 7 + > FHED ST 5 —< v 2D
O EARENIL.

R O NFER B T IETG 7 1 v O
W OE] D T v ofIcHIhCE O (s - #5H
Hzhzhirs=—.19, —.35) &b o Cichs, iido
¥ BYIERG 7 + > b0 v oI EOR

HIsKE 1S

B (r=.47) &6z, D30, BHEDO NN
DUDECE TG T + >~ FREICE 0BG ORI 2 A
T (B - BIGE 2z h 2 s = 41, 35), BE»D
JEFNG 7 + > FIEOBEED O e v S BE S A 5 R
72, JERIG 7 v EMEIC B0 ORI ¢ A A0
FRIBAfRIC & 20 3 FETS, EBICK T 3. AT, %
HRMEOACENT 2% 613, dikftt Qo16) T3,
INFEREIRE DT O FC A, BREREEEE A E o v v S
WA E/RS NIRIIC TN 3 2 8RB RK3
CHIRENT VB, 74 ¥k OFF G O R RS
e LTz e 37U, NWRINEIE-S O o @n
BEE, JERIG 7 4 > b R RO ISR L TR Y
MWDl EZ SN OT, A% TIEHRT
(2016) CIFEZ 2FERMBEFOLNICC VRS, 7B, fif
o7 e U Tk ¥ i (region-of-proximal-
learning) @7 L —24 Y —2% (Lt a—¥ L TMetcalfe,
2009) RHRH T 27 61, B aiEIciiy AT
b R AR EL D fHA TS ¢ L CREA D < 23, AWgE
T HIEAE B RN AR ISR LTy s v 2 K (1]
T2 E580RP LT3, D, FEHPIEE
B OEMEEY &2, X UK€ 7 v (discrepancy-
reduction model) # BT FhiI &2 ¥ > T\ 3.
Fio—HLARCHERICRT 2R LT, 27,
POy PR — Ve T +—= > ZADMHE] DI
TihTe, WG T 4 > bR ETEH L COIRA 7 4 v b
ALY O v AEEZ O NG, &7z, Tk
(2016) TOFMBICHT 2RI B @7+ —< >
DIzDDB SR BT, AWIETEHG 7 + >+l
FEOREH 258 L CIERNG 7 + >~ PO RIS & o
EreBhLTcvizoT, #diffft (2016) DR €
—HLTwarwz3. BRI Tofce 7Y vy
WLk o T2HDBINENE 5> T EH L I 5 125

Table 3
avhkp—ie 87 5 —< v 2 AR OB

. NFENEIRE D FRERY AR JERRG 7 4 > b
P N I A f e o )
ZH FEA~OHD A NFENEE- O G o B
W7 + > b A
2EHIEH (0-180s) .09 20 A41% —.11 —321
“EEIER (0-1) .10 23 .35% —.09 —.337
AT (0-10) —.08 —.08 .10 —.13 .08
JEFRNG 7 + > N E&AF
R (0-180s) —.11 —.24 —.19 .04 297
SRR (0-D —.10 —.23 —.35% .09 337
“FE B (0-10) .07 307 A7 297 —27

"p <10, *p < .05, **p < .01
PEEAOWY A (EN=67, ZnLIIMIN =34,

1) PR (0-D) ¥id, FEA - BOYRKMOM LR, il 7 + >~ bIE, 2 703IRRE 7 1 > P BEOIY AR 2 50

FELTHIILE, #RHEORATSH 2.
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EIRG, O VE 7 4 > N A R TR L CIERG 7
>R AEICE) AT v D g o B RS ¢, JER
W37 + > b CEPNIEEBIE, FEE OMIN 757
BITINC & > THiDN 2 L OO, FEFITE - TIMEH
Lobwolzl enftillsh s,

NFENBIE D O DA O ENRFEIC O VTS, FHERLY
FHAEDLS )G IEFE 7 + > b SRRE O s ¢ HHRE A3
Aol (r=.29), FHIEEC GHEMHETH - 7
(Migs - BlemE z 2 s =04, .09). K, JE
TG 7 + > bR R IR 7 ¢ > PRI BT
2 FEREM OE D T e ORNIcICIEDOFER RO s -
HGHEZ N2 s =29, 33) DA LRNIH, FEEK
B oBicadsnloseaotilEcd by, EorHR
A LN 5T (r=—27). FEWR BRI
Wl 2 2w EZ FRYRFER RIS L G,
1993), YR TFOEEE I FE NI BT 2 IEHE
HRIREEO RV VR B,

I r ®

AIIFETIE, JEFM 7 + > LR N 7 1 > LR
¥ FRET T A OE=2 Y v >, avta—
W, N7 Fx—=vR¥YOMBEERE L. AR,
Diemand-Yauman et al. (2011) DFEERFH A > &2 —i
FEEEL D0, (a) Hirc IR & JIE L TR
EHLA (b)) HEOZEG AL TR - R
W7 o+ > kR FARBEIT CECY AT & S SR T,
(o HigtrsingNER Y L TRASEZIEZ LI L
ToRTT, JTERRAINCHTRED B 2. AN, R
73 v FEEICH Y U oRERE0E =2 ) v 7, 2
vihr—wEF—2e LTHIEL, PHENEEYZA22
EOFURSNIRUTT, WA EEEDa Y -
WD &SRB RIET O 2 E LIS TEELS D
CEZD.

Diemand-Yauman et al. (2011) @ Study 2 %5 555 #f
R o R v FIREETCECD A D 2RI TH - 7o 2
Y RZTTC, AR - JEF 7 + > b i~ o
YA ZRRGETICT 2 BRI 2 Yo7, 2RI &
D, Uil - IETG T+ v FIIT Y O & 5 IR A 2
vhr—vER, 75—V RIEELEZ 00 %
Bt 3 2 HC»H o7, 22T, RIBIMENTOHR
W5 JEFG 7 4 > M EHRFO LI A L 7o ES R T 5.
AR THEHLMIE STl

Table 112k D, () T=%1Y > 7 DEETH 3 ]JOL
BIERIG 7 + ~ FREOIE S R FEE S R 2 e »
b, MEFHEZEOT=2Y) 22k, 7+ > ki
&0 LIERIG 7 + > FEEDIE S 2 o Hisk 3K { FE
EEnal EtD CerRahi. 61, () 2
Vb= vORREET H 2 AEIFE OF Y M TITO W T

&, JERIG T + > FERREDE D BRSO NT
WieZ ks, MPEEOE=2Y) Y AICESWIia Y
Fr—ic kY, T x> FEE L Y LIERE T - v
FEEDIE O HL L OFEEE BT LN S ] (URE2)
ARSI EEEE, BT v O T
> b X AR ORI RGN D 2 o iz, FilE7 + > b
LD HZ ORI Z B TREDH 2 ¥ ) EEE
b o T2 AREE I R S e, fofiL, W7+ vk
P v b 2RI R ¢ o BN R A S
ipote. T, EEICHD B ENRHES FBNE o
Wi, 2% Y ZEEY, RO ¥ B HHETLT:.
TENERE ARG IE ¢ 228 e OBHRICC O & 5 sy
JAET O e LCAER, Hs, NRENEIEO T o
VN EIERG 7 + >~ FREOB RSP T2, 2D
B%, JERG 7 + > PAE TR, T T 4 > F R
M2 78T % 2 ¢ TG 7 + > F A OB ik & i
LT, BIE~OL 7Y Y I bid, —EHoSl
FFARTOHENE 7 + > FEEPIEH LT, $iAcL
WIERIG 7 4 >~ FEREICH D FA TV Z ¥ A3 R
2. ZhIE, 7 —= Y RIFEEBOEI VI &
D LR L > THEASNDE Z 2R/ LT3,
JEFNG 7 + > b ERRE O R ER © BARFIE ¢ o BRI %
BT 2 ¢, HiAHIC O CEEH BN % 22 B e
HBECHIEEE, Sz ewEEE Gh,
1993) 2O A3, ZO¥EEBICHESCTEZ L 0YY
R 2 7280, SRR & NFEINEIED s -D W THLY
AT NG, JERG 7 + > g TR, 2R
ooy —=z Bl A5 wRloEEBR) L
TRVKEY CAI T RT I ZeDHA. B
U, AW OFEAEICE T ANE Y, IR
74 v b CEE RS E o . BRI R 2B
¥, FEKEC BT 2 IERGIERRSRENTH D,
ZAENFEEIED T O m AR E eI LB h
M2 EICL 26 SN ATREM DS RIE S e,
FEEM OB ERECHEREANDTS

EEEH OWETRIGNE 2 o & AW~ DF G R 2 v )
2. WHO () Ik T, FGEME &Y LIERBSMN
WICCJOLREENKL 22 Z e & H —Eufifd 2 i e
L ORSNI:. &7, AL TR EONNLZE T
B8 & clRAHET S Twizvngs, JiEo Gi) 13, 76k
EZ LN TERIFFRGIEIRO X B =2 1, D& Y IEAK
WAPEIC & - THRGULERKHE, 3 72 b b BRI DS | &
HEINZ2 WO FHEEET2HDOTIERVIEA .
BEREAOFG I 2/8H 5. 12, (D 12&-T,
JERIG 7 + > PRI AR Z AR TONZD0T
V2> ORI TEC A RF A IcH s vt L & 5
AIHEMEDS/R S 7z, Diemand-Yauman et al. (2011) O
Study 2 T B B CIRWRIGIERN R 25 & b LTz A3,
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AIRFEORERIIED L, BEFRIC B IERG 7 +
VREEHTA IR Z LV RS0V EA S,
722 L, AWPEOMRAZISHT 2 7% 61F, BE»EY
T D DI EANICEE L TE Ly e DOET 2 JER
BT iud e vz a. 25 3iud, B IERIGE
FHciEEDMES h, FPEHNEPECRTONEIEA 9.

B, AR oEIcoOvTE, FR T v b
P O R O NFEIIEIE O SR~ 043
DFEFESICEEINZCOIHL, JEFRE 7 + >~
FEICBIL T3 I3 v v BRI R s e, 2
BGEIC 3B 2 IETRIG ISR 2 2 D S Tw7awn )
% (Bjork & Yue, 2016), WFEMNEIHED1F O AR
WD 2 DB EED RN R T T 1 7508 % E
T7251F, PR LENEORS CAERE T, JE
WG 7 + > b RO EREM y — T 2 Z i
T TH 2 I AZNIEAS.
EREDRF R SEDFE

AWFE ORI % 452805 2. 15 H G B 28 R
W& BRATH 2. ARWZETIIM 7 + > F O [l
P2 180 s TH o 723, G 7+~ bbb
CEZ LN T B HECUI L AT 21213, 180 st
FTEARESESH 2. k7o, Fl - IERG 7 4 > b
%, 180 s ¥\ ) BRI TR HACHU Y FLE & v g, HE
OXEE v L 72 e 3SR e LT TH -
e E e, JERG 7 1 v FOEfipsREI NS &
SNEEEE A R L, IR OEHR YA 3 2
WS HBOMELE W2 5.

2R EERE OREIC L 2RRTH B, AIET
GIERRNG 7 2 > b EREIC RS EC FRT S e hs,
B 7 & > AR TCREE Th o L,
R 2 FE TR, JERG 7 4 > B O BUE DT

+ ¥ FEREO BREICIBV O WO, 2he bIEREG
74 ¥ IS ORISR TO N o LT
Wi 7 + > b SR TR HE D D372 22 5 T2 D > IE R
Thsb. UEEHLPICT 2012, AT - 72l
7 & > AR, R A A L7 5 2 R
IR 2 Z ¢S %OMEC VR B,

3HHRBTA MO 7 + ¥ FREDEATH 2. 72
kT MSHHEADS W & 4, IRIE S 72 2 A3, (HFHAENE
DB TR 7+ FPOMS P Yy 2 2 HELIL Tw
2. XHRMAFsRIc IS v, RGeS SRy
B e 72 PR T—BHL TV B 887+ —< Y ADE
{7220T, ZHHFERTIERGIES R DR k=
LicrlaeE L & 5.

MU ENE a4 OE S OREDRATH 2. AWIFETIE
BT + ¥ P DOFAOES Bl o 7o 0T, HIER
HTIREME BT T RAREEY H 5.  hig,
Table 212" & WIERIG 7 + >~ L DFiA DS ¥ 2

10

HIsKE 1S

S OtHED T oo 2 e b bRB I NS

kI, SO Y LT, Y BRS¢
OEFEDRI AT 6N B, KBTI - TR
7 x> bR LR L oo Rl B (B SRR D o
ARHF) REFUHTERFALED T VI WEH
2EH -7z, JEFWE 7+ ~ FEEIZIED DY Y — R B
PCEHLTTRT 2 2 e EO I 2 BER b > T
200 LNRC. BINEDSE > EHEL Th 7
Y —{EL, ST 5 — v AR ¢ o B 2 Rt
T3 2 THIBORE L RT3 UL, FRIGHEITZEOR
HICEHMTE 27124 5.
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