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Abstract

Estimation is a common way to solve problems. This paper aims to sort out the research on the
execution of the estimation strategy in recent years at home and abroad, and summarize the key
factors that have an important impact on the execution of the estimation strategy. Based on this,
the future research direction is prospected to further promote research on estimating strategy
execution.
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1. HX8&

HE AT, AMIAHE 2B )& Modd O J M DUR R THE R B, AMER S s Sk E ., Pl
PrIAZ ., Wb (Al PR B A5 A5, Ik JRATVT ) T il 5 A5 B — NBONTERR I B 2 . R IR BN
BT ST T, AMAIE A B e R0 ) R e AT O B, TR AR AR e i 4 R Al IR A R A
2 (Hinault & Lemaire, 2017; Lemaire & Brun, 2016). AATTEAN 5L 2 A o 2 F B 25 Fh o mg o SRES 2 M
52 B R KT B ARBRAT 25 1 — A Bk — R 3L (Lemaire & Reder, 1999; Si, Xu, Feng, Xu, & Zhou, 2014). %
&3z F fe F8 A S & 45 AT 55, I & PRI SR (MG 8, DL KA Y A 45 5 SRS Ak he ) e iod e (5
B%HAT) (Lemaire & Lecacheur, 2011; Siegler & Lemaire, 1997),

AR SRS AT R M AR RE ST by, R SR S M R R, AR
R, AMETESAFAH R KRG 2 J5, BB BRI, ToiEARYE S bR 75 5 RIS ik B8 AT 25K
W&, B RMEAMAPAT 7RG, (HARARA R N 3R aE, A AT IX AL R “ R PESREE” (utilization
deficiency) (Miller & Harris, 1988; Miller & Seier, 1994), #ff 703 [ SeF H LSRG R IT TIRABF T, FEEUS
T—RINFEE IR, 45 IR LG 28 2 E /2R =L RE SR, T ok ix ek it
ATAREE

2. B RBEHITHRNENER

TS, SRS ME R 2 AL B SRS BT B ROR . AE— WU HTHE 9T P (Uittenhove & Lemaire, 2013a),
PR T RS FH (T PR i M CROHEIRY) b 8 SR S Bl T 5 SRS 50 R (S B B AT 55 . A SR
TR I BRI GRRE A ECRAE, NMLECE N 0, SRS R TR i, 34 +52=30+50=280.
b WS R R K B 0 ORD 0 B ) AL B s g — A, DM ECER 0, AR F AT A . fln,
27+79=30+80=110. B& KB EIRR BINE A AR DLEA N 0, Ao fodt—1Ar. ML N
O(ERAIN KL S A R BN B ), ARJE FRREATTHS. i, 24 +58 =20+ 60 =80. 45 RER, SfijH
(1R &SRB AN B, FERATBOHMERS b 1 SR 2 S5 B AT oAt SR W I B i1 S B2 SE G o IX A I A PR A 5
W 7 1) PR 3t 2% B (strategy sequential difficulty effect, SSD effect). 1M H. il RS AN AELE T BEAMA, tHAF
FE T B IR 2 BRORE B3, Y62 B O RRE IS AR IS . Ak, 2 J5 220 Fi(Taillan, Ardiale,
& Lemaire, 2015; Uittenhove & Lemaire, 2013b; Uittenhove, Poletti, Dufau, & Lemaire, 2013)H1IF 82 T %%
PRFEAFAEMR . LA EBFFILRIRIT, SR 7 4 R HE AR, B A At 10 i N i PR AR E 12k

FUR, AR5 S 07 2R 22 A 55 A 55 AR B0 505, 2 52 M SR e R AT (R 2808« Bl an, ) 4k 48 A ()
A, ARHANN, XRuT, 2011) KL, [FIRER SE RS EARS, SNBSS, AR T AME
PIERRE & APEE Q013 RI, 5 M Ry SRR Feiofnsfe = #1078 [ e A B L IOAR L, #h

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2019.95109 889 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2019.95109
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

R 55

FAEIFAR T (BE R B4 B T3, IR F B PRVE AN R 20 FE 1 DR/ A48 17T 1 SR 58
P BTy A B ) IE A R AR, R BEK BhAk, 4kingE N4k, ke B, m ks, A, gk
HE, 20160) 85 G/ eiie, B WA EBOINEM FAES M REEAUES, F5E TS 27 FXUE
25 SN WAL S SRS PAT s . P P BB AES M BAA S Ln~: H%, ¥ 58 AL B. CfI D
WIRAE 9 1. 24 3. F 4 HIR, BAERMWADNFREEE N—X, S3L 12 xF, IERESLIR RG4S 7 BEx)
RIS BEAR PR I, 58 AN BRE R R U 245 R A~ BRI i, WA — AN EEh C,
EATEEA D, #RANZEIA 7, SRR . WHES BRI AR BAA RN Bk,
N 2 Ak B AN - BE H ( — AN BE, SRS IR (R kB, 42255 ) A S 30 T DA B0 R = B
55— Bk BHE, GEARS £ 07 AR E A N R B RIS A S 1) RS B BIRE
BoRts b, HAWORMAANERZ G ATHER; 2) HIE5E, HIPRmASZEHN T Al W
FESAEBEMT 7 N 1) el FAE S, Rl e RESS: 2) SRRl EAES, &l HAE
%o SRR\, MMESFEMITME, SMEBEHERML, fESEAERZM T MEzHiE
S TR (1R SRR U SR ) SE I A AT S IR R T . LR, USSR T, B
SO AR AT 55 0 2 s il ik B SRS AT I IR 28, (H G 26 58 U7 BE AR 58 )5 58 il AT 55 A4 2 0 AN Al
RS PAT B B I o o IR g5 S R R AT 55 S 7 sORIXUT 55 AR AN [T 55 IO AR 0 07 320 22 o Ak
SRR AT (1) 28 R s

=, AT A AT 2 R AN A SRR RS AT I RO P A R o A LA R I S G S
Wb (al gk, e, BIEAEL, AR, 2012), ZRPXEA R b RPAT 7w KA T REAUES . o il
R R E LTS, KEAT S NECT BT BT 55, Hh P AME 55 A AT 55 FEL AT 25 1 8 SO —BUE S,
ARSI BT S5 8 XA —FUE S o A SRR FA T 1) —Bum At 5. 23—
= E,  EORBORAE S BB BRI FOESE 2 RN 3 AFS, ARE EIUINEAE R, Bl A
SR (FAEST), T RERPORG 1N 3 AL A RREALSS) . 2) —BURTRTALSS: Je BB — IS8
TR, RS AL B FATSS, BETORBEAL I — N7, BRI Wz 2 5 AR S
AT I AN F R e 3) A —BUm MRS BV — s BE, ZORPOS T HEF, AR5 5E
RIEAL HAT S, B FRMAHF RS 4) A —BURAG TS : L2IFRE, S5 58
HATLS, BT RACERZFAE AR TR 5) BRMATES, RAWMEIEMFAES . 453K,
YT ER—BUES S, o IRPAT S X ik B SRS AT B IR 28 5 M AN K, (H 5 AMA R B BE U L
B R R AT SRR R (7N, AR IVE BB () . X FIRA—BUEE M F, BARK - RPAT Fag XA
A B SRS BRAT R LR 26 A0 S BN AN 2 7 AR 2 R . AE SO i — IR e, M RSN A, ik
BOE, ZRLLEE, sRAECE, nldkf, 2018)85 Ak nimBE, DAECE IR AE ) LEE AME RN R AU R
WE T AR ) RBAT FAAESS: 1) mfAmEss: Bonds LR EI S ANHifasT, A2
— MO EIER R, BN ORE R LN BRI RIS BT RN E AT HE T, B i i e R R
A RS TS FIWr, SR IE G5 R 2) RSS20 3 MRThifades, Hih
W7 5w AR S AR 3) LRSS BT HET S, W& e F . 4550, kIR R
5, LR THEFEWAME) LEIL R TAEREAMAT S, A RPAT S far 1) SR 5 M IR 22 R b, B
HR AT R BRI (R, AN RS SRS () . RS BRI 7RI A R . UL BB SLRIRE,
SEPHAT A7 AN A Ay S5 SREWE AT 1) R ST 2 36 A 2 50

S0, ARG R RIS PAT AR 2 Z B F R . B, Ao Rm, MEFRIEK, L=
1% F F5 5 SRS 52 LAl AT 25 A i G2 TR I (Lemaire & Lecacheur, 2011). fEB—WF R, Eras b
2 Ay 52 B0 s Fiole ik B 1, I A 2RISR B R R 0 — 8 A d R SR ) P Vil A5 FH VIR M SR iR A7 A B
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BN RERFENER, EAEARRER, Pl IR GR &R R 45 € 1 SRIS R C A FAE S, B
A DL PR AR SIS BEAT A B, BRI, BRR SR B TENE AN S B R SR N, AR AR A S A A S e T
FH 5 £ & R 78 Al SAE 55 (Taillan et al,, 2015). MABIAKIN, SCLERFEME, TERFEELMN
FHHRE— SREmE B A B vy, T L T4 2% B B2 A FH e HE SR R4 2 SR AR 2 IR 2 AN R, (H=AE 0
A B AT R 5 SRS ISR & T1E 8 5 SRS K402 (Lemaire & Brun, 2016; Lemaire & Bruna, 2018). &
HH5T(SH, Li, Sun, Xu, & Sun, 2016) &I, SPUHEFZAAEMEL, FSEEFA RN AE 25 2 S 5 B A2 20
DA EAT SR, thAh, AW (Hinault & Lemaire, 2016)3 8, 4 A\ ffi F 45 & S0 58 At 55
FESS RGBT RN ZE . IR FE — SR WA e 2 0 Al B SRS AT ROR 7 AL RS

FIL, SO ZE TR 2 A Al S SRS PAT ROR ™ A2 52 . #1401, Zhou 48 A(Zhou et al., 2007)ik%
[ AN ) 2 20E AR S e B AR AR ) 2 AR ROR B 2 AR e A A AT S5, A5 RN, SHoRH R
BN LB, 3 x TYREEL, KB A 1 58 BB RS LU SR UK R SR A SAT S5 1S, FEAL SR S I 120
=750 ms XN A B A5 B ERP R EE R, T o AR M XM 22 5, IX AT e e T KB
AN T U L3R RS2 e SR B L e /), T P 2 A BT A3 R UL MR BR L 2 i afe S L
FHOR, ELE B IE LB NG BL . AT T U] S PE T B SRR LG, K 2 A2 5 Al 5T 55 I A7 2 It
PR, BIOK R 27 A 58 1l e LE e BN it BB S B U . Ib4h, Imbo 1 Lefevre (Imbo & Lefevre,
2009) BLik EERI AL IHEE R AN TR B, S5 R, I8 € SRS S8 UIEAG AR S50, BN
FIPEZ B fe i, EERII N, NS RN U et o A N3 AT g 55 AR 16 7 [ St B8
B35 e S I ER UARER ST E A K. Jaeaited, DIt 7R El
% (Imbo & LeFevre, 2011; Zhao, Valcke, Desoete, Burny, & Imbo, 2014). LA FR I, AR R S
WS HAT RCR A 2 2 2SR R AR

BeAh, BOWSE N, PEFEE, XIRZE, 2018)FR M, UM AFIANMA i Ak 9 SN E IR 5t 4 5 M0 SR
PATIRCR . R BTSRRI AE 2 I BLAL, ROZAA HARZ IR R 2 R M A4 1 A 5SS AT ROR
XA TAE S SR 7 Pt — R

3. MMk ERBEHITHROENE R

B, B EIE S ARAL FARRE PAT I BOR A . B RS R TR 5 MR S BT S ORI
Bk, DR BRI 4 M 1S 48 K 6 (Asheraft, 2002; Hill et al., 2016; Ma & Xu, 2004; Maloney & Beilock,
2012)0 H AR RS AT DU R0 P A 807 i, B AR S K 5 AR I B St 2 1R AR 5K
EART S, BT, MERRIEUCA ST 2 (Caviola, Carey, Mammarella, & Sziics, 2017; Hill et al.,
2016). WFFLR(AI4EFG, ARHENT, IR, 2011), TIRRIEMBFIET AT, ER1ERHBER%
PR, ARAE AU 45 % SR 58 BORIZEAN 54T 55 1O S N AR b i B P& il . IR T — Bk W], 3
SPERS YR ERNBCFRD, X5 T A FEAE T (the Debilitating Anxiety Model) (Hembree, 1990) 3 AN
M2

FLR, DTS 2 X AN Al B3 SR AT (R 8CR P AR R o A0 XU 2 PR AR N AR IUE B R H ok
SRAEZ KIEE B2 BN AR . 2 B AN A AR B, DA KA S8 20 9 3 ST R Az ik
R . ST RIANRSE ) - A H BN SR, A5 2 AN BRI RE I, T3 kA7 R4 S A 1) T B
FHAL IR E NS IR, 2R 5 S ANERIR B3 (K0 (Weymer, 2002; Yan, 2010). 57 [F#7(2012)f# F R 3h i AR %
BTN R 5 AR A SRS AT BOR Z 6 &, G5 R, AR A8 b R SREmE AN U SR 5 Js 9 o7 4
FVEAL ARSI, EARIAKR AR X AR F B R AT I SEms 56 Bl AR S5 O IEf S 0 & e, (H 51
WAF AR, ST RAMR R B R . IRV SRR, 5 RE R, sr e
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IR KB . BbAh, TR NGKLLE, TR, WM, 252085, w4k, 2015 K3, A%
AR B IALE 58 RO AL BT Al AT 551, SIAKAF BUANMARAR L, S ST RISV LB e i 5 e+
LB F A B TR A S o AR B2 18 AU B AL B N — ANEL 23, RS AR TR B
(R G AL T o (R TP IS e I 1) DX ) A2, AT T2 ST 0 % R eI W R AL i, R BRI K2 S A B
TR IR BN FE bR, ARk KbRA, 1 B AN BN [R] Y SR BURAE EAEXAR Z2 . AN B AR 3 o sy (ke
filige, mESCFy, 2006). PRI EIREE LS REW, SHIRKAEAMEMLL, S r RIAMABAT E IR U 5
& F) 205026 B 1

=, LAECAZ 5 S XA Al BRI PAT B RURIE s . 78— TS AT T (Imbo, Duverne, &
Lemaire, 2007)9, #3075 ZLA8 H 1 18 SEHE (0 B2 AT 55 FRON S22 4E 55) B ) SRS ORF B2 AT 25 F h 137 B4 T
2558 UM T BV Al SAT 55 o It LA 1 A BT B AL 52 300 P 7 SRR 1) 2 T s AR A I i A 2
Bifar o o — 240 58 BORIEAS AT 55 (6 TAR A2 4, SRJE S8 BeAH R R Sl SBAT 55, FE75 A Wy
55 e AT 45 IR i S LA 75 5 R & W s R O AR A2 7)), 0 — 2 i I E 20 3 W A e« &5 2R I
N, TLAEEIZ A 48R, AMEAE R B SR8 (1974 ms)fE 2 53 EU A6 R SEmg (1316 ms) P8, 1 H.
TAERIZ AT e e X A Z B ok, B ARSI g 260 T, AR IR 560K (2644 ms) 5 T 4 5%
(1815 ms)VE& I E Z [MIAMNAEEZ S, 1 HAX PR 22 57 b G TARIRAZ A 264 N RO ZE e R0 . thdh,
WA S (Uittenhove & Lemaire, 2013b)3R 8, SSD N5 TAFICIZ At B AARSG, BP TAEICZ 5 far K
IF, SSD RN/ e BbAh, AR AR 2 A s A AR 58 P AL SO Al AT 55 I 2> B SSD 287, (H
TAFCAZ A A A 58 A AT S5 I 20 SSD . IR S AL A 7R 1 AR 0 A2 A7 mr 5o fik B SR B
AT IR o

S0, MBI FHR KT 20 il S SIS B AT (RO = A N, B RS N A, TR IE,
AL, RAEAE, mIgRfE, 2018)RAIER/ IR EIERA, FH A E R A A Hs LA IEE )L
HAL R RGN . AT SRR T, AN R TR S P AL BOIEAL AR S AT . B T 264, Sk
RERZ AT, RGBS A E R AT 8 SRR 58 B AL BOIE A AT 55, 456 T RN e wi B0 s
Hr A MR BT HET . FB AR5 1T I E 8D, MRS, e, e . Siids
REW, HIEEHME, JToiba o, Foss w2 A A B AR U SRR T8 Al BT S 1 IR R A
HAETE A AR AT 25 A, B0 PR M 2L %) s ek L TR 2R I 87 fr 2% 1t T 248 0 5 A1 AT 55
PR A IRAFAE 22 S, X RIS N IR0 R KT o A B SR PHAT 28R 2 7= AR T Al sl

AL, IR S R A S SRS BT IR . B, A (2013) K B G JE iR B e i B X
g FHFATE, FHEE TN RGO BRI PAT I sg e . i, BRI, ARG H
IS BE 7™ 2 3R (5 A8 A I A2 T U SREMES 52 RS T 1) R 67 e Al SRR, 52 T SR I — AN E,
SN AR, #liEER FREN T T, BRI TF RGOl 258 O/
A5 (A W 1 TR 52 AL 4D 19 1 250 A B DK B335 0 € R 3 ) BT A 5% () B T 52 300 1900 7 A S W A 4 3 £ B
), AP AR 2 5 I B 2 5 P SR IS = AN, eI B KRR DR/ IN BRI TR I AT 55 R o
B R UUE =N, R BB R G, AR, HEREPRMASR. LRERKI, HTFKR
/INHC AT 25 R C R 33 A BRI 5 R il B4 5% IE A S S e A 2 [R) 22 S AN 3, R S5 R 33 1 I A 45 A
bt Hr e RN HE AT 45 3 30 T B KAl B4 55 I BB i 48 AR« 3X AT B2 BT FHEI E R v I T AT 45 AH L
H - KN HEIAT 55 RO 54T 55 10 Ja8 2 B DA e (350 /2 B - 0 AT 5%), B DATE SE Al AR 5% 2 Ml R T 2 1)
WINHIB R AT 7 KN BAT S5 3T HIH], 3 E 2, 58T RNHBAESAHLL, MR PUSE R 1) B
TR BT 55 F M B SHAT S5, BT DA IR VAT 55 15 R B B8 s I T A% 46 Flg AR A LA
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4. TRV ERILER NG H R ITHOHR

R R, AR S HIR AT B RORA 2 7359 32 31 % Fh 3 O 2R B R s, o [F
W52 —F B SLE g, B, SeRiaFi(Si etal, 2016)KH, 41 45 E SREE S8 UG HAR ST, AR IEA
R IR e R e M, T H S IR, XA 2 RN ER PO RIS IR . ¥
B £ P8 AN AR i 2 3L R S M AN A O Al 5T SIS HAT ROR « IEARTFL(DT [ AL, 2012) A8, AETC b SRPAT S 2%
PFR B SL BRI AR A7 B A L R R T U S 5 R (7 feid Al S 55 (1 IR A R 2 IR 22 5 AN R 3%
BAEA R BAT DT KA T, EIRPISRNHE SO R 55 I IR R 2 (A 2 5 B2, B AT i 5
NI SE RS AR (A SR S R TR AR AR SERR U TAE D, S RAESRIGH o R b, #N LR e
HRE LR EIA RN, AT 5 AR Ak S5 SR AT AR o

5. RFKHARRE

B, BTAEAR TR S, WA RZRAMERNAT LR S HEE, BRI ERE sk
A BT B IATVR M RIS ST RO 5 25 M LR R Z (A 8 &, (HIXA R R DU B AL R JZ T,
IEERPARIPLR NS A« BRITAE J5 St 7T, Al R A ERPy IMRI S5, A 25547 9 24 4R bn Al
AEBRARRR, RN EEAN R DR 2R R Al S SRS AT ROR AL o

H, mtis ST S, DA BT FUAE 5 Sl 5T RS AT BRI, 32 ZEIR AR A28 AN [ LR 30 A
JH 2% Tl 5SS 58 BRANVE RSV A ST 55 B RE IR, Ao A3 B 5 8 AN [ TR 30 A A B0 SR s 56 Fl i
FBRVEAE SIS0, DRI S SR T, n] 4RSI IE XA 58 BINVE A 3Ry Al B4 5518 e 5 i 1 18] 36 0
520 T S8 R AT B3R 2 0 ST 5536 AR

=, W AR LRGBS, BARATIIRT T TR I T AT T 5 1A 4 A 3R A e A SR
S, ERXEEER TE R AR MR B 2RI, B T HCEERIE, MRS b
PG LE RIS, 5 SR TT R AT DATR N5 G407 A RE LA IR LA 175 28 6 A SR SRS ST Hh s 4

e HE

RN IEE TR VLA A AR S s F it kI H (B kS KYCX17_1962). #H
HEN A2 B0 TR I B 4 100 B (T H #EHE 518 YTA190008).

SE 3k

Idktn, FRLLEL, mI4RR, E, IKEIE2016). £S5 EIMITA . RUE S SONTT 520 F AR AL SRk £ S5 AT, O
IR, 48(10), 1248-1257.

TUEA(2012). LAAMIMBE . FRHAT RGBTSR, TR0, BRI RITTE K.

A ARER, ARHENN, XIT(2011). BRI 0 s EI . O HEFL, (2), 407-413.

kR, M, SEEL FARB2012). HRPAT S AL SRR S F ISR, O BE IR, 44(11), 1490-1500.

W, IKEIE, ZRL0RG, SRR, AI46H(2018). H IRXE ) LB SRS F A SR AT ST AL, BT, 50(5),
36-48.

B, PAESER, XIHLZ(2018). A SMGIERE . PAT HRAIMTNR TR, M AFZIRHEFIFR), 6(1), 47-56.
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