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MR B ) B, I8 23 A AU
G BT G R Ry 2 ) TR AR AT 55
SO0 A S | A SR e oy @ IR T B2
WRARFE LS EEI Ty o P rEan s —2
PEZ N ( Moreno & Mayer,2000; Plass et al. ,2013;
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T e 20z T A BRI A58 5 ( Wilson ,2002)

Ty S — 20, U H R AR A G BRI AHE SR Y
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T BRLER 5G54T Sy 25 B A AR 36 B2 ) 1 F o

(Evans, 2006; Jamieson et al., 2000; Mendell &
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TP X2 2] 35 I TA AT | AR BRI J A 52 il 2
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FEIR I I H [F 2 ( Gisselgard et al. ,2003; Gissel-
gard et al. ,2004 ) {fi H]1E L ¥ A& ST 2 4948 & R, T
SR ue A (O ) 5 & B R A ) 52 e A il 28 A T
S5 TAEICAZ S BEAR 5 i DI 175 A4 i i s
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AR, B> (B 27 2] FIN 2 P 458 AH AL I
O F I 4T (SM Smith & Vela,2001) , i0286&
R AR (S RS dOxfE RIS e
P87 M A5G 19 45 5 ( Tulving & Thomson,1973) ,
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R LI B ) 4 4 5 S 1C A IR 5 ( BIIA R I =)
() —3B 4, I AT FAAE NS 55 2k 2R A 2 AH R 2R 58 H 11
HAb A5 B X8 M E A (Godden & Baddeley,
1980) 5% 1 1% B XTI A2 (R 52 el , 38 2ok 3 b R T 1 UK
AEF KT 2 ) TR R I FOR BN 85, 25
ST SRR SO0, RIJK R 2 15 /3R] 7E K
T HATICAC I IS R ST TRl R, A o) i TR R
HuI 3 R 25 SR B A G TT T SERRAE A% 2 RRSE N
(Grant et al. , 1998) & B, 2% >J Fnil i 2 8] i) W 5
A RRDEIE ( R i 0T <42 i 1T 24 Xof T 2% ) I A T
LI TANUC I 14 W7 5 245 474 ( RID<2 x4 i
FeXTLEHR) o BR T AL AT 8 A B R b, BRI A
(Suss et al. ,2012) JiE B , W50 A% 55 2k 2R R A 23 52 1)
2] WG

SR BEE WL A — 2, RGN %R
ol /L 2 T A ) BB AR TR 2R ) 67 TR 3o AR AL
PR RN o AR ) BE RS A Ak A0 A R A
RN P R bR B AN A G Y BRI 308, X
TARICAC R RATHE N T 467 , X ol O e A HE 3
(Smith & Jonides, 1999) . & F 2% > B9 1% 55 HC B )
R, S PR R o ] AR R I B 2 A S R 40
SEM AT BE 3 WSRO B3X — i, Bt b o7 21 2
TEAS TR AR 58 b 2R 4T, AR T 108 1 15 B v 52 3
iT# (Paas & Van Merriénboer,1994b) .
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Bt 5 AR B BT & 1E AH ¢ (Scholey et al.
1999) . FT S8 PR E (A e SOS IR A=)
R BT 52 W Xk N 26 27 >0 RN 19 A 58 ( Kramer et
al. ,1993) , FATIN g 2 AU o A > BRI Y 8 R )
D3 ik 55 480 ASAH 56 04 AR AL TR e S N 2 ) 3R
Bo WESF A (Lan et al. ,2011) BT SRR X —1ik
Wo MATABIE BRI AP (30 R IRFE) 2
53 B Sl ok it SR R RE AR, A B TR I R R S
PRI (22 SRR ) A KRIEEAT 8 10 75— A3
5 B HER A B ] 5 5 B R IR K P B e A
Koo AN, A A AR & R K, T Ak
INFHTE: 55 AR BN, JUH I ZKG 0 Ab B ) N AT 55
(Scholey et al. ,2001) . IfiFE K- | 1L 404 FEE FIA
SRR I (] 1 TE R O 1 T LA Ao R Sy A 1 AR
o PR, RIE R IR R AT 55 U il 22
BIL T % 480 00 4 %) B A 8 5K 23 3 0 ( Scholey et al.
1999 ; Turner & Carroll, 1985)

TRBH R, 27 ) BRBE A998 IR 2 XN R B ™ AR
TR AR REE I o SR, At PR 2R X A R 5 ) 2 A
PRI 2 HoA T R AR IR B, Horp—A4> 5]
FRURST XS 22 S RS R 5 . —SE R R B, AT
R € T (A 55 v F) AL B2 (4300 5 15001x )
XTN G A i ( Hygee & Knez,2001; Knez &
Hygge,2002) . 3% 52 i w] BE & A= BRAY, (H 0 7] fE
JEHI I 22D R

(=) 35 3 HILY BB

Wy B ) PR X2 2] (50 AT DA 2% 2] 2 1Y)
TR IS ) 14 R FE 25 1 B 125 il BT A B o) PR
(ABr e 2s SO G 38 I BUE IR ) 02 2] 3 11
A B A, AT SE PR ARG S5 2] o W
FORRE PR S 48 S ML E W B2 ) SR 5 F
M R 2z (8] % R BV EEA ) (Erez & Isen,2002; Uline &
Tschannen-Moran ,2008 ) . 3% 3C # #1 3€ I F5 ( Evans
& Lepore,1993 ) Sy W 755t J L2 1 195 8RN 27 2] R I
EWr e PRt TR gE . BN, TR A = IR
(9 JLEE b 22 i A0 M P R S T RE G PR
{F: % (Cohen et al. ,1980) . 3= A1 145 7% ( Evans
& Stecker,2004 ) FBIFSE W, B ] REFEAR S, 7
A TCRR, T BUR 2217 ST 45 R

KT 24 2 BB HARY SRR R RAE T L, R B
JZRBFRE W 5 (the construal level theory perspec-
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tive) ( Trope & Liberman,2010) $&fit T 23 [a] 5 B X 2%
SIRCRSE R A IR o R R 7R T TR
P IS s ) A s A7 B, A8 v - Tt R 190
FRFAETRME 5 S e , Xob 107 vy M) 4 b = P R i)
0> H e AE (Bar-Anan et al. , 2006; Fujita et al. ,
2006) , 40, £S5 A (Jia et al. ,2009) A 1 25 i)
B 6] 3 P DA R ) 5 [ g R R S o FE RS
SR, 2 5EW R B s i B /N, 2K
PAT IR DR AT: 55, R4 AT 55 2 i A Y 38
UTAEI o GBI PR AT 55 DAz b T AS 2 A Ak 43 BE I
Z5HMENEGE) 7 R, e SR AR 5 )
I AT 55 AR 4F . DRI, BRSO 1 B A
R PR B ) B R IE AL 25 8 IR
5 2 R AR

X AN R R A B v s ] B, TR i ) B
BIVE 4R AL 2R B 0 SR 128 45 )46 437 ( Gump, 19805
Mehrabian, 1969 ; Schwebel & Cherlin, 1972) , (=
JERLZHERI T ST 2R B, 0 BC B AT HEFI & HE PO i 2
AE PR EHER P E R E S S EE
( Montello, 1988 ; Sommer,1967) , H ¥ £ 115 215 3)
(Marx et al. ,1999), W 4% ( Adam & Galinsky,
2012) i BRI FFE A , P BREAE ( B ARCEE I R AE 3
SO) 252 2] NI R B, o A e = ke Y
Z HETERPRETE B BRI T H A0
Z5%¥%.

A far BRSSP 38 ) A5 A BAACRRAIE
M EGEAE T IBHESR . FEWI AR REA M it
HTEHF B EAH /K (Paas & Van Merriénboer,1994a) 12
B, 2K H S5 (5 BYAR B AR AT RAE 2k AR
AFEE B R (02~ F B9 S AL ) 52 M A 80 67 i
HRPAFI AT A S HLVL (Paas et al. ,2005) Ay,
KRR B2 ) BRBE 25 50 00 o7 >0 35 1 1 25 RS, A
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TRHUIE T 1 2 A HO R SE A7 1 22 A AR AT
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RIR) BB ) T LA 27 > 5 57 AR B A 17 45 1
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1012 B = R B B AT 45 (Eysenck & Calvo, 1992
Eysenck et al. ,2007) , ¥ 3% % ( Hancock,2001) %
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EAGET: & X ERIS A S L)

WSR2 W) By ) IR I 2] 3 TAR AL Sy
SRR TR 25 vT LA Ao 4 P A 5T 2 D R
Mg~ o WATHHTAIY (WL 2) W, AT
oy 4 BRI 5 A RN G Ay (B BE R AT 55 oy
1) 1 = A BEER PR R Z 18] 3 0] A = ) 22 HAE
Fo XL AR BAE HIAb 58 1 2 R0 A8 DA 067 A 55
L, ISR 1R

(—)E X T 35 5AE 52 8] 649 48 ZAF A

YRR BT 27 AT 55 Z A 9 AH BLAE R B, 2L
SFROR B R (AN, ik e ) R85 R 4527 2T ) )
PHAF S PR AR (g R K F) A ], ez, i
YR T AN B AT, 40 L2 o] BRISE (A0 BE Y
) 1Y FARAS P IRAT: 55 2 BT AS [7) 2 23 7 2 S o
ROR (IR PR P SR T S5 IC IR AT 55 ) o

FEA|%% 0 ( Paas & Van Merriénboer,1994b; Van
Gerven et al. ,2002) 45 {2 , X7 T4 4£ 100 5, i
BT 0 AT AT LU AR DR A% e [ 0L ) 27 > ROR B
W52 . WFFE A G A Py 2 ) BR BT A T A
191127 > B DA R ) — A B R S o Tk
[i) 5L 14 S5fe i T LS o 6 S B ) PR 1 AR IR
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Kevpgho FHEAH - il 75 /K 2 (Grigori Perelman ) [ty
FHER 13X — WL, I 7 TSR 44 BB E o i
P 7B ROME RS e N 3 AR, AR T AR R 2% % (3
fAEZE 1) o O T AR DX A MER, At AT 7 TR AR
i A, AR PR B TR P ke ) R

A DI IR L P2 o) PR () ELA R AE X ) i
PRI B FE e, AR AL T . R AR S
Hr (McCoy & Evans,2002) ffF5E 1 ¥y B2 2] R EE X2
BB ERE o AT TR , TEARRIE IR E AT 55 1
AT WA FLL R Y B . AT T4
HER R I — S PR T AR, G455 40000 40 9 1 A 2
P A SRFREE (2 WA R 2 AE 2 AR SR THB1 3 )
R ) T R AR AR RIS i Ve B H, 5
2 AN TR IS 7 X SR AE X B R B AR
WS o [FIRE LN [ St AS [ 06 (4060 5
) ( Mehta & Zhu, 2009 ) . M35 2% 51 (70dB X} 5
85dB/fi 50dB) ( Mehta et al. ,2012) Fi1 K /£ i =5
JE (55 1%) (Meyers-Levy & Zhu,2007) , A] LA i
ANFZERINAITE 55 (BP R4 EARATE 55 5 03 PR AT
55) o MR B, Wt v AR Al RAEARR & 1
BIEAT S 1R B, AL RN & R IR R AEAR S T
MBS AT 5 R ABATIE I, 5 RAEHR L
75 B ARG, M6 T RALBE, AR R AE
M 15 BRI AR O AR &, etk 1 s e T H AL B
TESEgH, PIAS B T A R AEAR = B2 DA 10 R 8
PR, BT, AT [R50 % A [F] A
HUT 55 RIS BT T RIME5E . TEICICIT 558,
BRSSP L5 TS5 & RS LA 45
PR, TN TR AT 55, A5 R A B AT A
U, LA @ R LL5] & 57 2 A R 3L ; 06
CLEIBCAR 2052 1 F BB A5 ) s Lk sh AL, ml DL ek
AN AT S R EE, 5 AR XS, B (Ll N AR
RS, AT LAOE AL, O 4 & B AT 55 1 &
Mo KT MG AR, BRI RT RO,
FHOE RN ZOK- SR AL, AT R ) .
SEATER A , ARG AR EL , v i 2 e s S 3
MG AL B, A b S | e P 3 s A3 Ty, PR i
G SRR AL PR AR B . ST IR SR R
B, AR P 20 2 (BRI Y R AE AR 1) 2
BN 21 B 18] ) A 2 B 1 A ok 1] et 1) e A A 3
B, R B ST W] DA AN S T . MRS AR

. 60 -

(Mehta et al. ,2012) [} 55 45 R S Br & 276
2%/ R BN I RE e RS2 B, D PRI TN AR A e
(anmmmELE 0 R ), T LA R E O] B 4E (2 he-
tp://www. coffitivity. com) ,

E—F, Y X B3 M AT 55 B FRAR R i)
RIF- 5500 R S A O S AH S SR, FETA
AATEE I ST, W] B8 5175 =R 40 1 FA A
Ko —SEPE RN (U ] 5 5 ROR S ) 2207
BT —EB 53, PR B2 AT 55 08— &R 43, o —
BT A R BOTA S WS ) Ak, &
SRIG — TR AU 5 2 20 2 W) BRER B 1 — 347,
BE A5 AT RE 52 0 A R0 A R A% 2 o B (Rey,
2012) AL ik 2R WY, A S8 385 2R 40 5 ] RE 25 W 51 T
B, AN ERIA TR S A, T A — SE 5 R 4y a2
BSR4, T BT AE Z RRE ) (S
W BAMERE™ ) ( Bjork,1994) o 1 J3E ) M 75w 4
VE— TS RRMEAN Y 85 BRAYMERE , 7 B 27 2R 2
AT RES Ty WA AN A R gk — 2D b
G, 1A H R A LA AR B A A 2 7 AR S
BEAb, & BEAERE (ENANER TR ) B4 b s I 5528
R (I [P AR T 5 3K i XU ) T A Bl AS [

(Z)ExL: BBl 5 3] & 2 a6 48 Z A5 A

FRERR, 5 NGHEEIEE M (Nielsen &
Moos , 1978 ) #H—E, ¢ > # 1 k7~ BRI 5 {72 1%
WET MG VIR R s AR EE AR L, 2
M E Ak B B % B 4 (Hattie & Watkins,
1988 ; Wong & Watkins, 1996) . Al i 2&, F Flik
FE4 3 (Wong & Watkins, 1996) 1 & 31, ik B F Wads
AR 27 2] 3 5 PR 3 M S e B 1 R A
T B3 R R G 5 A S & A R IR E . Al LA
TG T2 238 1Ol R 5 R BT R AE 22 [H] A5 26
AIAREAE (S R R RO ™) o BN, R A
b S Rl NI AT e ST SR R PN Pt
8 e DR FLERIE Fp 2 o B - (TR DR AT T mT A 228 0% AN A
KT, I MU 5 FL SR AL b AR 45 )
2250 Gk = 1427 > 2 B AR AR AR D YRR TLEE
PR (R AT RE 23X 264045 ) ( Kirschner &
Van Merriénboer,2013)

ST 2 3] B, BB ELRIAT B ( Dowaliby
& Schumer, 1973 ) $¢ K224 9 £E IEAE LL2E ] & Dy b
O I RSN LAZO Ry v B R BE T 64T 1 A At
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TR B, o F B2 A T8 LA Sy vt 1 R 5 v 3R
ST AR A A TE LA 2] 3 vl i PR S v R
WhF, XGRS 1A 2] S PR SR I I )
& RER A A E A LA 2] 38 vl i PR 85 DA K B
TE SR JT I (0 e o7 22 A1, i g 4 2 2R 5 5 LA
R I EREE LA S T A B2 A

SRV, T AT R B, 27 20 3 1 B AR AR
(AR PRI 55 ) a] RLGEABAT T 2R 358 5000
UE AR, AR R S 3 X W) B ) BR R
PO N BB 2K - M N8 55 A (Doherty-
Sneddon et al. ,2002) %& Bi, 24 ¥R 5% 25 1548 >fe fk AT Z|
I, N LU /g A AN BB OIS L= ISR A R
BRI . B, SR LB AR L, R L2
FB N (Glenberg et al. ,1998 ) 7 [B] 25 iR L, [0] 2 fiy
BRI H I A b T 2 W T AL A, T S
B, XA ZE T2 5 ) F AL, AT AR A 3R
XFa 2 W o D7 111K ( Alexander, 2001 ) 45
AP A Y PR, I IR s A HE TR
PR A A B [ 5o 7R 3K 7 T8, HEHE AL (Mehta
& Zhu,2009 ) L2 3], [7] —Ff B XN HIE 55 79 52
W A7 AN [ i SO ORI (9 o, 2L 7 vh [ 5 B A
K AER FE AR FERL) o

(Z)EXTxL: BB AE5A 5] HZ A6
A8 EAE A

E W 9T # (Knez & Enmarker, 1998; Knez &
Kers ,2000 ) ]2 P HE I 05175 45 FITA R0 2 LAY 24 531
HEWR AR ST 58 v S 1 =07 . BN
FHIFEHT (Knez & Kers,2000) & B3 A IR B A 40 3
22 S QN R J31) R4 18—, 52 MR 15 25 AR R B
BRI AR TR TR ™ 10 6 IR b 2 TR A
T4, BAENTETHR " 1 EDG IR h R B [ R
T4 o AR 45 S BN IR B 2 (A A7 A
TEAHRIGFR (2 ) O A BB, B B AR
FBTIER) (Paas et al. ,2005) , dy Al HE I X 28 2R
ST 55 I AR AR EAE AT, RITEBE & OG5 1
T AR AR NTE S AAT 55 h I R B 7E R 2
JCHRB SR T 54, TR T B 450, W AT DAAE H A
T

IR AT IS b — A AR T R0 AH B AR T 2
LR (Kalyuga et al. , 2012) o i%0N &
BT, 0 T2 >0 5 AR5 27 20 v Lo DA Sigp e S5 25 [ i v

P L QU 5 127 ) A AR e fa) B L
WFE SRR h 2215 2 0 IR ATl e , g — 2
SR TR E R E R Y B2 S IR, B S
ZI0 T w12 2] 2 i A R ) RE AN (A
AT ElE s B B - R R ) A AR D B
ST KA, At 1 B 1 o] R e R 3 A8 AR T 3K
Flo BHEAT UL, X T = G B i A TR E L
WEFEREG, B T T A, S i AR RR 85 T 22,
BARTATARAZEIA WX Fp = J7 58 H R WH5E , HiX
SN BN L ERE ORISR . X T
WP B F 0 SRR S AT 55— % 2 & 5.5
(ANE A SR AON) TF IR s, i LT H A .

T3 A R B IA R A4 RO 23 A A
75X (distributed cognition paradigm) , FR A “ FE 44K T
YEICAZ %" (the collective working memory effect )
(Kirschner et al. ,2009, 2011a) . Z%0 0 A F 4244
=T H A, H ARG T AR B R 7 A I
T PME TAEBARFEAT 2 2 ORI, SRR AR IS 23K
PO A o AR, B AR B 7 AR Al gl
BRI R AL . BRI A 0 5F ST ( Kirschner,
2009,2011a) B, —4H 2% 2] 35 AT 4k 3 W) AR
TG 5 ) B AR AT B A
55 H A 2] R BUEEAF. HA AT IETE R
R TERTE 2 AT 55 v, AR 2] U BME# 2T 1Y
Sl St g , PRI Ay ) 30 5 AR NS i B HAS, A4
)N R . LR Ay 4455 (Kirschner,2011b ) 1Y
IR B T2 2 A 702 2 B Bod o A A E i e ) i
FEIgE 2 U UMERE 2% 2 RO BT 4T, A2 2 )
SR S EE R, A BRI, B W 42 55 ( Retno-
wati et al. ,2010) #1471 ZSRIBFTT, A& BUAH Lo [l figg e
BN , S AR5 2T 177 2] B AR AR B 2 o IR SRS S
W 127 AR SR AE (R 27 2] 5 (R e e ) 55 ) B2
IR (A NS Z B 52 5., WFoeHranif
Bz ) 5 B RRIE , 2 2] 2 Rl R IR R =07
B AR,

<O #®

164 R 1k IR A BRSO BIF 9T N BUAR D G T
Py o) BRBE RN A R T B R . TR SE G
Hh ) BB S R DR A A ) A
SCHR 2 R UE B B 2] SR Z AR A
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T PR R 3R, 527 2 R R A2 AT 55
FAEAEAERT . FRATTHR 1IN0 67 17 A T ) 8] A
RUCULEE 2) W 1 = A [] AR PR3 X0 A 0 17 i
IZE H M o B (] AN TR T ) PR 2 ] Al
ol RILZ AAEAE RO &R, Bl S 2 2 15 AT LA
T DRI A7 £ R0 A e R ) B 2 ) PR AR 2 D LA
P BETH ) B 27 ) PR I A5 2 A AR B g 2 2] 7
EEY AL A PN SR o R Ton NS N 2 B NG~ S Y (6 T
TR 75 B FIARF LI (] R, 48 327 >0 25 i) I 00 7 £
JE ) W OCHH R] i, DA TA R 670 fr B 1) A RE R 13
TSR BRER S S N B Y PR R R I 4 FT A
FENAGAT A B R P, A 2 2 Al
RIMREH R

TATI AT ] R AR F B 5 SCAE 30 5 B
5 2] BB AN A 118 PRLR PR 3R R A 97 i
e RT, X AP J 1Y 2 X H R i SR Y 4
IR 2 IR 5 A o) F B RHIE R BRI T S 2
[ A EAE ] o 33X T 2 — Mo OB 5 ok i
BEAY, I8 0 YRR ) BB XN A A 2 ) ol R A
Sl FRIAYFE . 2 BT BRIR 195 ST ROR Y
HE& (Paas et al. ,2005; Paas & Van Merriénboer,
1993 ), 4R R0 3155 J B BE AR 22 b 2 B 4F, I 2 4
JOL ) B2 ) R E AT B A AR 5 28

AN, A BFFE L s/ B e ) By ) BR
() ELAARFAE A A5 AT LS A sl A 7 7 B DG
Gy R AE B2y ) AR AT o DA B0 i ) £ ] ]
TARBIXS B W) B2 ) PR 05 1Y) B 4 R0 R IA R
JO7, 5 A R 2R 20 A BRA B0 AT R 51 A Y 52 e X 43 T
Mo AR AR AT Y R LR 9 )
TR A B T R B S £ A A& . ORI 71
7 A BT o HERE SRy 3 B 7 Ak B N A R 97 i
(Kalyuga,2011; Sweller,2010) B9 4H 3¢ TAEICfZ &
PR, AN CAR IS R BB TR (A K e
PCECGE 5L ) BN FE AT SR ELAN I R 35, ) B3R
St AT DAE 3k 5 T S O] R A (Mehta et al.
2012 ) Jit o0 5 B A1 Ay , 33X I 0 o 2 TR A K
WA AT AR, PR Sl W P AN AT RS i AR e 42 b B
ICR A

T3 — R T R , DA R 67 A ) ] e AR A
5 TAECAZ 1Y T8 722 ff B AH — 2 (Paas & Sweller,
2012; Sweller,2008) , 7 /KB ( Geary,2008) X3 T

.62 -

AV AR AE PR BN . FTIBRI g RR (i
) UL ) PR Sy 13 AR A P g T LR Tk
9, IRV (AR 2T By ) A Je A A5 SO i =
SR A BRI RNIR A B TARCAZ RS
SN/ N T AE MR GO AT AT ) ( Paas &
Sweller,2012 ) $H , JLAH AN 670 fif 8007 A T 40)
= ERIRI RO LR IR PR B AR, A G
RO B AE DM 27 2 SR8 v R A AR, 2 > F AT
FAA ) AR 8B T 7 AR 2 [R] 27 T AT 55 e
IS A (Paas & Sweller,2012) , ZRAIALH]
T AR TE L e AE ] ( Nairne & Pandeirada,,
2010; Otgaar & Smeets,2010) , %L XS 5FH 4
HFHTE G5 (fitness-based scenarios ) {41
XPPEICICRE I AT 7. B, 4% B 4% (Naime &
Pandeirada,2010; Weinstein et al. ,2008 ) B/ 55 FEH] ,
Z 5B IRFREE (B0 AL BB XS PEICAZ A ROR
FEAE BRI T BR R 4 o ERARIK BRI SR A M A
B far , (F AT I R 46 PR 958 X T AR IC A2 10 7 far EL AR
WK

Y HT W FEAFAE— & Ry BRAE , 22895 XTIk
S BLER BEAE AN B A R 2 2] vh R 4R T BT 1Y
B o AT JRy FRAE T 2 STy RS X 2 ) i S
WISZ , 20 T 2 ] 6 B ) A B, 3 ]
REFEAERIIS N N, A BFoE A B, A 094 i o 4
& B B B2 LB BRI, LU0 7 (Ev-
ans,2006; Needleman et al. ,1979) ;= A= 171 1 5 Wi o
HESE N (Hong et al. , 2013) % B, 2 @2 7E XU A 3
B e AT A B ) ks 2] AR, 1E 1089 44 8
—10 G JLEE rp, A2 o) R fig i RS, XL A 1Y)
PRIBIK 5 %71 ( Learning quotient ) fiUAH 5% Vi 4
A BRI 1 R W U PR, AR RE 4k 345 A
A5 R 156 T 40 3L 58 X5 DA R £ i A 2 2] A
Mo MRBFFEEA Rtk — PR A

BN Ry B ) BRBEA Ay 5 el A R 67 e A
AR — SR A SRR AR T
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Effects of the Physical Environment on Cognitive Load and Learning
Towards a New Model of Cognitive Load

Hwan-Hee Choi',Jeroen J. G. van Merriénboer’ & Fred Paas’

(1. Institute of Psychology, Erasmus University Rotterdam , Netherlands
2. Department of Educational Development and Research, Maastricht University, Netherlands)

Abstract; Although the theoretical framework of cognitive load theory has acknowledged the role of the learning
environment , the specific characteristics of the physical learning environment that could affect cognitive load have never
been considered , neither theoretically nor empirically. In this article, we argue that the physical learning environ-
ment , and more specifically its effects on cognitive load, can be regarded as a determinant of the effectiveness of in-
struction. We present an updated version of the cognitive load model of Paas and Van Merriénboer( Educational Psy-
chology Review, 6:351-371,1994a) , in which the physical learning environment is considered a distinct causal factor
that can interact with learner characteristics, learning-task characteristics, or a combination of both. Previous re-
search into effects of the physical learning environment on cognitive performance that could inspire new cognitive load
research is discussed, and a future research agenda is sketched.
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