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3. 1.1
MANOVA )
F(3,132)=0.539, p=>0.05;
F (2, 88)=29.250, p<<0.001;
(F (6, 264)=20. 819, p
<C0.00D), 1(A), ,
( 2), R
, F (3, 132)=26.86, p<<0.
001, t , R
, R )
R . K . F
(3,132)=16.41, p<<0.001, t )
K , K
) K .
,» RVK , F (1, 44)=123.20,
p<<0.001, K ; ,
R.K , F(1,44)=2.46, p>0.05, R.
K ; , R\ K
L F(1,44)=6.82, p<<0.05 K
3 , R.K , F
(1, 44)=10.29, p<<0.0l, R

- R , R

3.1.2
MANOVA :
, F(3,132)=0. 445, p>>0.05;
, F(2,88)=25.914, p<<0.001;
, F(6,264)=10. 822,
7<0. 001, 1(B). :
( 2, R .,
F(3,132)=9.98, p<<0. 001, t
. R : R
;K
F3,132)=13.46, p<0.001, t :
K : K
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1
P M P M P M P M
N=38 N=13 N=11 N=13
38 )
R .08 2 .38 7 .27 5 .27 6
K .85 21 .51 12 .50 10 .59 13
G .07 2 .18 5 .24 5 .14 3
38 )
R .43 11 .47 13 .43 12 .43 10
K .38 10 .31 9 .35 9 . 36 8
G .19 4 .22 6 .22 6 .21 5
35 )
R .14 3 .35 8 .28 6 . 40 8
K .49 14 .44 10 .49 11 .42 8
G .28 7 .22 5 .24 6 .18 4
49 )
R .41 17 .68 28 .57 22 . 60 21
K .55 23 .26 11 .32 12 .32 11
G .04 1 .08 2 .11 4 . 07 3
39
R .12 3 .24 6 .34 9 .32 7
K .82 24 .65 16 .59 15 .51 11
G . 06 2 .13 3 .07 1 . 16 3
38 )
R .21 7 .30 8 .50 14 .41 10
K .62 20 .40 12 .40 11 .42 12
G .17 5 .30 8 .10 2 .17 3
37
R .25 7 .27 6 .34 9 .37 9
K .64 18 .54 13 .57 14 . 46 11
G .12 3 .19 5 .04 2 .17 3
(GIUNED)
R .26 11 .50 18 .43 14 .54 17
K .63 26 .37 13 .44 15 .33 10
G .10 4 .13 4 .13 4 .13 4
, 1. p = probability; M=
» R.K ,» F(1,44)=16.98, p<<O. .
001, K ; » RWK K )
, F(1,44)=1.31, p>0.05 R.K R , K )
; » R\ K
’ F(1744):8-859 p<0.017K ’ ’
; . R.K F ,
(1.44)=0. 14, p>0.05, R.K :
. K ,
; , K , 1A.B
. » K ,
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’ , FQ2, 8)=49.926, p<<0.001;
, , ,F(2,88)=0.826 p
o =0.05, 2(A). 20) s ,
3.2.1 : MANOVA , K ’
, F(1,44)=0.687, p>0.05;
2
R K G
—0.193" " " —0.059 —0.332°"" 0.243"°" 01177 0.244" " —0.050° —0.061"° 0.082"""
0.134"" —0.140 " " —0.126 " 0. 0001 —0.011 0.132" " "
—0.273" 7" 0.127 7" 0.1427 "7
—0.95°° —0.044 —0.18 """ 0.178° "7 0.084" 0.499° " —0.081 " —0.0037 —0.017
0. 051 —0.091" —0.094"" 0. 027 0. 044 0.064 " "
—0.142"" 0.121 0. 020
3.2.2 : MANOVA s 05 ; , F(2,82)=60.965, p
, F(1,44)=0.622, p>>0. <C0.001; , F(3,41)=0.
05; , F(2,88)=35.611, p 790, p=>0. 05;
<0.001; , F , F(6,82)=1.082, p>0.05,
(2,88)=7.759, p<<0.01, 2(B), ’
, F (6, 82)=2.796, p<0.05,
b R b ©°
, F(1,44)=09.98, p<<0.0l, s R .,
R H K , , F3,41)=1.77, p=>0.05. K
, F(1,44)=4.39, p<<0.05, ’ , F(3,41)=4.08, p<<
K . s 0. 05, ’
b R b K ° K . K
3.3
’ 3.2, . K .
3.3.1 : MANOVA s K s K

, F (1,41)=0.505 p>0.
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The Progress of High School Students’ Acquisition of Knowledge is One
from Episodic Memory to Semantic Memory

SuiJie's Wu Yanhong', Wang Jinfeng®s Zhu Ying'
(I Department of Psychology, Peking University, Beijing: 100871 2 Beijing No. 11 Schook Beijing, 100039)

Abstract This research was to explore the process of high school students’ acquisition of knowledge. Two sub-
jects (Chinese and Physics) were chosen, and two class tests for each subject were administered to second
graders of a high school. For each multiple-choice question, the students first selected an answer and then a
memory-aw areness response category: remember, know or guess. The results were as follows: changes in
memory-aw areness during learning were dependent upon the type of subject, retention interval and grade. Dif-
ferences of memory-aw areness categories between subjects were observed. For Chinese, remember was the dom-
inant category, but for Physics know is the dominant category. Higher performing students were diversified in
their responses because they knew more. There was a shift from remembering to knowing during the learning,
which suggests an underlying shift in know ledge representation from episodic memory to semantic memory.

Key Words: acquisition of knowledge, memory, high school students, R/K judgement, autonoetic aw areness.



