Advances in Psychology ‘U>¥ 23R, 2015, 5, 207-215 Hans X
Published Online April 2015 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
http://dx.doi.org/10.12677/ap.2015.54029

A Review on Primary School Children’s
Meta-Cognition Development

Xinyu Li, Haojie Ji, Weijian Li
Institute of Psychology, Zhejiang Normal University, Jinhua Zhejiang
Email: xyli@zjnu.cn

Received: Mar. 18”‘, 2015; accepted: Apr. 6th, 2015; published: Apr. 9th, 2015

Copyright © 2015 by authors and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Abstract

Children’s meta-cognition is one of the important fields in modern cognitive, developmental and
educational psychology. Meta-cognition can be defined as the evaluation and control of one’s cog-
nitive processes, and is an essential capability for individuals to effectively regulate their learning
activities and improve learning efficiency. The present article analyzed the relevant literature on
the meta-cognition development, which includes the two components: meta-cognitive knowledge,
and meta-cognitive monitor and control. The research methodology employed and the issues
concerned widely by researchers were also introduced. The present article also emphasized on
the developmental trends of each meta-cognitive component. Finally, the summary and prospect
of the study on the meta-cognition development were given.
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1. 5]

Flavell (1976; 1979)F EAMHAD 70 FARE et “ooilEn” #EE, IR AT B OME BN LH
REM AT, AR SN AT SRR A, RO ST 45 1 S, LA R 55 0 DR B B 15 AS s A ¢
HIPAAT B RE (Schneider, 2008) IX—BE&EH R E WA 1) JTOAFIHNR; 2) BRI GRY) (Brown,
1987; Baker, 1994). JGINHIAHTR(WFRAERRIA M wicdZ(IL(Fritz, 2010)), #8— N ARSI L2 FA %0
FIBONRRE BRI AR, X SRR T K me 2, ATk T &R B (Pintrich, 2002). Jeil Al
P (WARAERE 7 M eic Az (WL (Fritz, 2010)), 248 EARIEIHTINEE SR, B B S IEFEIT A ENTE 3
VENRRIT G, Rt E AT AR T St a0 . s A S5 O RO 2, [R5 A, 2010). KESEIE
BF 9045 SRR B Jo A 22 21 3 R R el Ends il B 22 24T A IR 22 I RUR (Metcalfe, 2002; Pressley
& Ghatala, 1990; Thiede, 1999).

RIS FIOA R 5 R B R T A CRFAE), W ILEITGNAUE R T AT D . TR,
— LG [E] S} 222 I 06 5GTE ) LB R TGN A BE T A R W] B4k Ay 2 2] SR (Son, 2005; deBruin, Thiede, Camp, &
Redford, 2011; Metcalfe, 2013; Koriat, Ackerman, Adiv, Lockl, & Schneider, 2014). %8 % kTN
RSP A R 2 B T G D R R, B I FC 8 AR T e A RITE N | 4k 2 A0 55 5 TR F O BT LA
W2, INFLE RTINS ——JCIAFIER A TN R W%, RO ARl Ok R A2 % R e
I AR 2 A SO P9 A0 TN N R TR AT SR AT Al A T 2 A 28 0 DAVE IR

2. NFEJLETTNHAIRNA R

JCINFIENRFE A SO0 2 R, BFEAMA, AT55 A1 SRS AR & — A7 4 (Lockl & Schneider, 2006).
I 8 TT I KN AR B 5 R AR E B T 2 S AR (Puustinen & Pulkkinen, 2001) 122k %45 (Wang, 1990;
Neuenhau, 2011)H 4 T EERIMA M. FlUn, JTIAEFIRX JLEEE LRI A RIS RS 7 20 H
B/EH (Haberkorn, 2013), 43 58 52 2 SR IA R AR K 22 AL 7E AL 1) % SIAT AR IR 1T (Handel, 2014).
OV G AR R R FUR BN AT AT . A RIGAFI AR = A F s & AR R % DUk
AT Z RS HAE R RSB . MR AR R JONRAIR I = AT —— Mk R4
THEWE A B (1 R M/ INFHTHFF 46 B 2 5 4 R Ak B T4 (Schneider, 2008). #lln, A4 AT 5545 i B 2
PRI FIRFNCAZ SO TE LB HE NN B PO 5 R, DIZSRIE IR 11 & B AT R R 3 (Pressley,
Levin, & Ghatala, 1984). A}t 55 # KiFCAZ A L& (Justice, 1985; Schneider, 1986; Sodian, Schneider, &
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Perlmutter, 1986), X SR 58 145 F 2 B R R (1 OB A 8 Vi 1B 32 BEAE %)) ) LI A /S SR 4[]

TCINHVHTTR Z A 803 A8 5 1R A8 B 280N 8 A AT AR LA R AR 8 %5 . 5 n, Wellman (1978)I) 5 % 10
& )LEBIACIZ I8 . A ) LB SR T RO T BRI B 25 AR B AL ) R, SRR R R R AR EE R
FRIRITCZ 10 50 2 I H R —— SRR AT 2% X B2 AT SRS SO A8 BLARSE . JUT A B8 LB R A v 7 52 %
IR, I HEcs, DZIERE, B E R I ST, (HE A D E A LR DU R . — e R
AR WA AL AL B AT B AL FIRLE N5 TS IR 2218 ) 47 22 e (WL 4738 (Schneider, 2008)). —A
AR 45 B, Wellman, Collins 1 Glieberman (1981) % ¥l BN /&4 JL B )L 2t 7] LA B AN 1248 &,
TR I R B e E I o BF S0 D AN A [R] 1R 45 50T VH R T AN R 50 7 vE I R 8RR AN, i —
AT AL E BT LA FEKT, W E— el Ac iz g & R A — AN K

BHOLAT L, —J7 0, /N LA TR ER I RE 70 R IE B B AR5 I B R A R T AR . 244
FAL T, ) LE W] DU I IAE — @ oV A FR, TSRS R AR, BB L s s
A2 B JCIA A AR 2 I BLR (Brown, 1983; Schneider & Pressley, 1997). 5 —J7 i, /% )L#
K 7C A F0 R FEE#S 1 K (Flavell, Friedrichs, & Hoyt, 1970; Markmann, 1977; Wellman, 1977; Monroe &
Lange, 1977; Bizanz, Vesonder, & Voss, 1978). J2, SZUEWFFUESE52 /T LE S 2 A MRk ol mse 7 (0L
23R (Schneider, 2008)), 7E/N#M Bk g R, FrEE% )L M1 A & @ (Brown, Bransford, Ferrara, &
Campione, 1983),

3. (NFJLE TN AR & R
3.1 FTIAFEFEHIA0HES

Nelson £ Narens (1990; 1994) & i —AN 2 B e INEE R, R FE IR T AN K F: BARKFEFII6K
Vo BARIKF HNFIZ R, 38 H e X R AR A BN O U 2 A KA R R . FE IR A A
B, FENEERKFRIAIGAKT, B “RI7 , 850 8 SR A AR E . B, 23 #1E
o) FE O ST BT MR . BB AN, FETOUAKCEIN TSR, JOKP B AT R R A e B
A e T IE VAT, IR ARAE R (EE W ). BN, oK BRAR ) s W, i
Hld B2 5] S AR P OOR, B &R 3] o AR T W AT B A B R AT DARRRR g 4 ) R
4, UK A APl A KT (9, SCARBRfEA N F I T), I HARSE 2 A4 AT 3E 28 (i, B
AR A A B 5o A4, Toxt T LI 2 N, A5 FH RS A B0 e o\ i s R 288 0 4 o 5 05
RIEBMNF IR, BT AWM R B CHEN, R, WA I a R H
H 55 (Metcalfe & Finn, 2013). KESLUEHEF R, )L H K70 IR W32 0] P ) A g sl gt A R
Uf A ¥EE (Desoete, 2002). B FRMAIN M, JLEAE/NFH B TCIARN R 4% 2 SER PR & I8
TP NG SE TS T

3.2. NE)LEFTINAENE & R

K2 H BRI 70 SRVl O 2% ) E R (Schneider, 2008), N4 % B HIKi(EOL), {5
CrFIWT(C), 2E AR OOL), AANBEECHIWT(FOK). B 708 % SiE R it , B E A &R 5%
AR I 8] ) — SRR (I G MR (&R (75 12, 2003)), AERA R w5 2 B A4 (8142 1550455 A6 T 0 e v
it

A R IGN AT I A R L — BOA N 1) Jo A0 A B B B AR e 3G K, TE/NEIY B RR SR R R
(Wellman, 1977). @, A )L W00 HERR % 4F T 4E 40 JL#E (Destan, 2014). Destan (2014)% N\ &)L
il Cls 51 & RIEFMEEIBEFRIEK, B 5 Z)LEMSERERZELNERRN “BER” , BEo
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JERDHVERIIN “BisFAl” , FRKJLEIX — B I 2. (£ EOL HIWr, %)Ll )L Mia T &b
I RS R I, TR 4 N2 1) EOL NI 24 v . — BB AF 78 3% 18 A EOLs. CJs 8k# JOLs (Roebers, Linden,
Howie, & Schneider, 2007)¥8kx, EFFR VG N FEE TS 10 5 19)LE, 25 R RIEEL)LI JOLs trE
— EREE b AT DA b TR0 B AR 514245 B (Schneider, Visé, Lockl, & Nelson, 2000), {2 W il v i 1 i
PARSRBE F RS 1 I (Koriat & Shitzer-Reichert, 2002). A 5 WM HER R TR E 0 B, — SR & AN
RIff 6 % )L 0 REAH 24 HERfR 0 0 B 2 iYic 128 Bl (Schneider, Visé, Lockl, & Nelson, 2000). fltn, —/ ik
G 1 AR 552 1] K FOK I Wit 7538 B 6 %7 L2 ¥ FOK ) W 42 Lk 10~18 & A& #fy (Butterfield, 1988),
TARIIANGE R 5 2 w45 A5, (B4, Lockl £ Schneider (2002)1# FAH [E] i 925675 2% F & #i
Butterfield 55 AR & IS5 R, 585 Rk F45 R —H.

B P A 703 35 S B 2 S SR AR JOLs BT, AR T RO Z 00T, )L 2 P 4 W o 1 Y 3 32 5 (Schineider
et al., 2000; Koriat & Shitzer-Reichert, 2002; 5 °4%, 2011; B¢, fUktfE, 2012; I, XI#HF, J7
%, 2005: [1%24, XA, TRAENL, 2006). IXZED, BIZIH WK HE gt im i v, 1 G R ) W 142
it , @ mie, 2825 B b R 200, MR R R, 3 I W R R B i R
FZMRPPIRAS, R R PR AT B . 59— Lo 708 WA A L3 ) 2B R Tt AN fry,  FOR 4 TR
ZIFI W (de Bruin, 2012).

2) RGBS RAFLEHRADSEBERES, ZIESEME OSSR, UHRESR
— AN SRk (Koriat & Shitzer-Reichert, 2002). 4418 EEOK ) LEEA B 2 (105 )2 B3 44ESJLE )
JUFE 2 AR I ATE RS, AT AIE N SECRLEONER) 2 B2, SBAJILEME, F4)L
AT g A A RN E O SEANANIE £ (Schneider, 2008). XA “ BEELLBRZE 7 (Schneider & Pressley,
1997), BI—AAARME A CANE— L H QIEANFIEN, XF o2 ST I H 8= AR m .

3) (R4 M SR 4 LB MM HERf 1 o T B 00 B 1R A S S (B, xS, AMERIREREXT), R’
ARSI/ ) LB RE S AR I I WA AT 12 B S5 (de Bruin, 2012 FF LI, X757, 2005). 44F55 8 4 5w
H B TAE G2 s S ey, B0 SCARERARAT %%, AU R RBOEHIAR, 4N EEATIRA B DUA B
UFHITHR MRS . ELRIRE) 12 %, 24 Re 8 R o 1F) M SCAEE A% (De Bruin, Thiede, Camp, & Redford,
2011). AEPISZE, Metcalfe £l Finn (2013)f 5 JOL AL JOK YEK, ik/h 3. 5 4EZJLEXTAN 1
SRR SCIADGT, FRIR A6 A — A5 R I ) AT “R3E 7 BLRE REE” W, JLE RSB BEE R
T XA JOK HI itk T JOL(M 0%~100%k # Hofth 2 S 40 W) I &2 24 R, (H4E4) )L B
Dy BCVE R RUR R I O I RE R . Dk, MR RO A S, R R R ECE 22 0 AL R ST
S, /N2 L3E W] RER I H e 9 o A e ) it

33. MF)LETINIIEFN AR

A5 70 0 o T F — A B S R AE 51 5 AT 210 — 7 T My vs T RO L A e
PARR A 5 3 1 — RS F 70 3R B AN A FAEAZ I, 50002 JOLs, ke 2% S WRELI0T H DL J 2 3] 2 K [
(Metcalfe, 2002; Nelson, Dunlosky, Graf, & Narens, 1994) . #£2 JG I\ FFEH ) — A Z f i 2 « 2 ST [R] 40
BL” o A7 SR S I B) 43 L AT FE L E% 7 2 20 35 anAe] TG At AT (0 v RN 53 0t R, e efs B e 5 1
= SIBF I FIITH 6 #%(Son & Sethi, 2006) 2% =) B[] 43 B2 AT A AL ) 60 468 55 7 DA 6 0 8 ) SR A 20 A
TURIRATREAY, B2 R A SO MR A7 A 23/ 5% ) LB il sl 1) R SR 35

3.3.1. EFTAmIER AT
ST 2 ST I A] 23 BE 0 N ZER LG S B R AR TR . 22 Rl /DA 7R (Dunlosky & Hertzog, 1997)Fl il 2
> X8 (Metcalfe, 2002; Metcalfe & Kornell, 2003) 1% 4 A5 4 #8 U Aop B P 7 DA 0 0 T A2 18 19 1R 64l O
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HEREZE, NR-DUHCAEER, NMINIZFIEE-—PR55 ), By B L4 AR i 15
H A& TR

—E R AT O 1) LEARYE ST R AR T ST RE S, SRR IR B R T AR
JLE R B BRNTFEE S BRI R 2B 2 538 /A R) (40, Lockl & Schneider, 2004), iX4&
WHREA—BUNSE R 2 1) PraX st Rk g 1A J00 2 I E] o BCR aE i B s 2) BCKJLE (S 4
LA B) 5 R EEAEMAR 80 A0S i 5 22 i [ 45 R XME I H Bl ik Bk RZ 0 H B2, RPUH — & 1 g
P47 R (Metcalfe & Finn, 2013), T— 4L E AR (Masur, Mclintyre, & Flavell, 1973).

A—B G R IAE T AESE, Masur 25 A\ (1973) K I =45 2% RE W 06 A8 56 1 B BOR B2 1IE A 11112 1)
Ui H#E%%, #Rifi, Dufresne fll Kobasigawa (1989)IRFFE MK =4ERILE, 5—FH—F, HBARES
TR A 3] 6} (16 2 ST I TR) K EAH 24 (WL 25348 (de Bruin, 2012)). #RT, K2 EUK—EL M =4E2% ) LFEREWS X 2
PRIRE AN Zy 1m0, T HOK 22 30 LB 7= B 18 9l B8 22 1 [R) 52 =) IR E AL X (Dufresne & Kobasigawa, 1989).
REEL LWL 6 0 )LEMAR PR H M2 M 20, HR AT R X i 23 Be 2% > i 7] (Koriat,
Ackerman, Lockl, & Schneider, 2009). Pk, A J& 2 R AEAEE T W8 2 B 70 A A1 R0 IR B 76O A B A
B, A R0 B B SRS A

W J5 FIBIE 90 5T B8 AF 4)) 5 21 2 AR R 5 25 S AT 9 BTG REDN 0 40 H MR 1R 22 S =l R H A I 25 1 (451
n, JEE AR, FARBMER), BMER—F g4 aea SO 5 1470, 1625 2 [ [ 45 A 24
I H (WLZEIA (de Bruin, 2012)). Roebers 25 A (2009) 8 F RS T R R B ¥ ) 2 J5, 15 3 (FM 5 4F
P)LEVE AT BRI ERYE, JF HAENGRT 2 b A A KR BT R o NS 4 2R e HE A b
WIMER ST BeA, AT IEMITE , MA125 A E# I H S 4L JOLs JF HEE Z LA EMINE, &
DU IE M R R SR, AT 5 AR, 3FEHJLERE REIEMIUE ;s 5 L 3 ERE Z HMA
A (A1 &0 H & AR R T H (Krebs & Roebers, 2010). i 2, 1424 FIR 18] 43 it fg 4 SR BE A8 48 4 (1) 451
Jrk&, 2005; 2006a; 2006b).

3.3.2. ETFWIEM0ET

PA_E AR I SR T H e FERS T ISAMA, MIAE SEPRA 22 S i R o, e s R e 2 1 35 1
2 ST E] 43 AC , R0k, Ariel, Dunlosky 1 Bailey (2009)$& H T i F2 3K 3 1 5 8271 ”(Agenda-Based Regulation,
ABR), ZARRIN Y55 22 i 45 K 0 27 2T Ik 8] 3 BC FRI S MEGER B 1 300 I ME L, 2 30 2 S8 ) A 9 2l 2 e ok
iR 27 ST TR) ) BE R SR, PRI 20 B 7T A M 2 20 38 (R 2 ST AL 0 S . A RT3 W L B AR RS E H Ap s
PR HAT AR I BE IAFAE R SRS . 2R B LB AR IS 22 Aok 5 827 20, 30 B AR LE L &7
BT H 43 Bic B8 £ 192 1 A (Koriat, Ackerman, Adiv, Lockl, & Schneider, 2014). —S68F 57 % LA A7 545K
FARE 6~18 SV HIREAS, S5 AU LZE XS m o E I H K2 TE 4, P 2 s 7 fE T H R SRS B
AL I0(Castel, Lee, Humphreys, & Moore, 2011; Hanten, Swank, Gamino, Roberson, & Levin, 2007; Hanten,
Zhang, & Levin, 2002),

B TS AT R EABACZ M R B, o A kA ST AW 0 T Y B A 2 R
IR T AT DUAS BIE R R R M A SR S o Bedh, SR LTI I A R0 2 1 9 B B /1K T 55
Rtk DL IR A HR 2 o BTSSP RHE SR, JF B4R & & S AF#E ) (De Bruin, Thiede, Camp, &
Redford, 2011), WA A EESE: /a7 ) LB BERS AR 4 st 5 T M 00 W AT 357 2% 23 AT

4, REERE
41 INF)LETINAELREANELE
g2 T, TEW R TR R e A A ], LR R R DL R = A, 1) g

D
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JLEICINFIRE I BEAERS R, FEH R 2 MOLEHE /N TP IR AT s R R B B . X — L% AT g2
FILEBANFK G, TEREMNSHEY, BRRATHEIKE, Wifedk & mmolmeg amitl. X
— SR BE MER R, AEFER T DR TGN RE T K RE - 2) /N3 ) LEE TGN BN RE 1 2 AE 55 M 2 52
X =R Re 5N E R IR IR B OG, AT B OV 52 2% B 1 PR b — — /M A TE AT A Bof 0 40 B A 1A 3] A
& B A BRI 4 (Dunlosky & Arial, 2011). 2% 31 5E BOA KT S 28 5 BRI YR, Moe N FfE4 &
e, NEIESS R TGN EIE ST FE S B LB A R R R, TRERSMAEL) ) LEE I eIl s fe 13k
Bl WRFFERIGAITE S E R, SRS HEFERENTEYILEN N RFE LR, F4HILETRE
R BRI CINRT S, A AT REM AR T . X — IR BB R, BB AT
ACRER] DA FH AR KT 8] 5 AT 25 ISR 2l LB I eI AT BE o 3) JeINA & o K IEAFID . BRd eIk
BT R M T A RN R R (Fritz & Howie, 2010; Bjorklund, Miller, Coyle, & Slawinski, 1997), 7277t
NI, TCIAKN W I LT TN RN % ) & & (Schneider, 2004 S A JF, XH 2, 2006). 2EHSHT)LE B
A JCNEANR, NAE L O BB A AR A i s I R I T, (ER T8 W E RN w4
A BERE T AR B W I 25 SR TR, o sl R R T IE T R AR, X — IR
HE R R, MREE E ORI HR R EI —— NS g —— AT so il il e 1 I 25,
AL L ZRE ST R

4.2. INE)LETTNHE BRMARHAE

B, AN T/ LE TCINN 5 7 Kl 3 B HA AR AN BB o X LS F TEmT RER Dt 7T
WA, ARFAELENZER], LSRG TR SRR Z 4 T A 8L BREMERE . KK
BT UCRE AT 5 32 I () At ARG, DR R 0 SR LA IO SRR Fe B AN 2, Teixt LB 2R T H
AR FRT T B 7732 AT T T35 BT ) 40038

43. INF)LETNNERMATREE

4.3.1. HIEESREFITR

e M, CAVAREBUIT 0N B0 T A, JF BRI S 0RO SRk
AR AN, BEATA S TTIA RN IR I B B R SRR 2R, AT, 1E40 Koriat A1 Efklides FrvFig iy,
PATHARAT A ST IR TN A BOB 18 S8 S 78 . B E T 75 25 e e /R mT REBai 20 &
FVERBE, KEHE MBRFER, W& T8E B B R 75 T

4.3.2. XFIBAMERI TN

DA A TN 0 DA B R TR AT 98 K 22 S N BRI 3 0 Je A (52, Efklides (2008; 2012) ¥ &5 i1 (1,
TCINENHIF 7 SV E B ) — AN R 322 7T I\ S8 o (metacognitive feelings) FO1E - Efklides [X 73 T JCiA &b
RTCINFI T, 5 8 vT LA BB W 4% 2 1) & 48 AT VA, B, AR R AT, Bl Xt i
FPER W . 5 RTINS, JONEIBGEHE T 50 2 (0 S ULEEA, i S O PP e . FRATTAT AR 20
T HEAMUE SN R PR, R IR ST, DLAE “ Wil - 7T - 2307 fEEaE
FEWF0 AT 2L &R R 22 ST TRE R 2 . JE T BRI A SRR A T — AN AT LS oA Enin T
] Yo AR AR R AR R 20 . A T 7R B GIA RN TAE =R BEE P AR e, B FisE b
M 2 M RS ETS Y AT BRAAE OB R R IR, DA OK S R 0 e SR 2 3

EHEWH

AW TS B E K B AR5 4 0 H (31170999) 1 7 B o

G2
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