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Abstract

Metacognition is a higher-level cognitive activity with its own cognitive activities as the object. Pre-
school children have shown certain metacognitive ability. Cognitive processing language is a kind
of teaching language involving metacognitive problems, intentional memory and strategy selec-
tion. Adult cognitive processing language can affect the development of children’s metacognition.
This paper will explore the mechanism of its influence on children’s metacognitive development
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from the five-dimensional structure of cognitive processing language, aiming to provide applica-
tion guidance for metacognitive teaching in line with children’s development level.
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1. 5|8

INFIIN A5 5 (Cognitive Processing Language, CPL)IX — & & ¥ 1 Coffman £ 2008 4] — i ¢ T
AR )LEICIZRILFE iR, Coffman AN IX il 5 il i g5l 2 AE 0 B B B YEEAT S B ATEAT,
BET AR HEXHE B RE N L. J52K, Hudson et al. (2018)3F—25 K J& TN KM T3E 5 rOME&, 48 il ann
TR S 2 PPAS UM AL 205 A8 S AR 2 O ARG R R IE S R fabr . AN TiE 5 A
X )LEITCNARE I R R RA HEAEH . RAIPTFTRY], RN L S ReW% B3 52m ) L 1807 e
(Grammer et al., 2016) ZRMB&# H (Hudson et al., 2018) LA K18 4Z 88 J1(Coffman et al., 2008).

JCINFI TR B O B4EE AT RS, FA s 2 P R OAFITE B (Flavell, 1976,
R, 2023). FHTTIAEISUSI AT 78 K2 VN AT LEA R T EGe ), AR R 22T LE TN
(1)K & (Coltman, 2006). AT, ITERIIBEFRIN, JTINEIRE ) RAEY)) LM Bt & T U6 I K e (Ebert,
2011)0 PRICFIZE N(Q2006)KI, 5 S EHERRERR, EAESSEFSREWER CHERE. ME
R, 5~7 & )LE M oMK I ANz 68 J 188 A B Ft(Bryce & Whitebread, 2012). JGINHI K &5
W %)) )L 2 7 T R I, AR R TCIN RIS AR 354l ) LIKT 3R R SRS 3 RE I (Robson, 2010; Chatzi-
panteli et al., 2014). FEFE R FE X T80 ) LE TGN AU R I FEAWIRN, ) LE R JeNFK I B LE 7l
W= > R E B (4511, 2021). ATWIFRLNLII TGN EUR B Fixt T i LU g LR R BA
HEEH.

BARZALE M TN ORI — 2k ke, (HIXMae I HAE —EMRRYE. O'Leary &
Sloutsky (2016) KPR ISREW 2035 5 % JLE W RIZKF . Bk mT DUERT, BN & PR S0 TIRE R L
HICINAI R R B EEMEEN . ik, ARSCE EREBEIAE HFFE AR T8 5 R 3 ol mK i
SETESE, BRI BN FIN TE S 2l ) LciAFn BIALE], AR T8 & 2808 209 I S S k%
RIS

2. NHINTIES X N AE e /E A AL

Coffman et al. (2008 KA HTIN 15 5 R NSRS I JolNEI RS, A Bl M #eE=msh i, &
BICZAN G @S S 3L, A B2 AT AIE BRI AN . Ik, AR SOR N L4 B S5
(1) FE R IR TN A% 5 52 0A o AR F TR B8 S I A A ST 9T
2.1. REGEBTTIAME M

TS W EARR I U0 LRI A A B ke iZ80n TA5 87 - R4 Siegler #1 Jenkins
(1989)%f T IR ME (1) X, B o oimg 75 B2 AEsm b ey, RIEHARM IS —i&E, Hik, RigHE
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LAE ARS8, B T A AT 5% 75 S SR AR AN R] 1 HEms 2 i

SEHT )L O AE IS8 FH 22 Fh SRS SRR Ve 1] A (Ashceraft, 1982; Baroody & Ginsburg, 2013). X &EEE %)L
R85 X P A7 A e e 100 A [R) SR AR A D 22 I e 15, FL AWK 1038 FH B AR 22 BB SR A IH 3R
W& ) #a 34 (Siegler, Adolph, & Lemaire, 1996; Reder & Schunn, 1996). LA Hkr AT A4 T 508 2 1 RE S 5 B
41 )LLE H b3 T 5 FH 1) SRS 2[RI S7ORHE, A7 Aif B2 i DUE T GRS 2R

Moely et al. (1992)iBid W ELHUMHE T ) LH AT INFIN LSS AIFELE, ESE T HEmE 2 U0 ) L2 A0 3
W2 o) B B, R H i 3 v A0SR e S ) ) L B A A T I R RN T Bl B A )

2.2. FTIAAIEIRERS TN HIE R

TGN ] B4R SR &) ) LA A — AN T BE A0 B O FH A S, 5 Dy fth AT A FH 7 SR s S AR A FH 3 e
Bl AR REAR B AR ) IMZRAREDOX A B 2 7 “AREESEFRE, A BEBEX R MEG 2 7 A
i Flavell (1979)%2 H FI TN FISEEAME SRR, TN KNSR MG AR R TEAT 45 b it vl LR FH W S, LA
% BEARFR 1 TR AT %A 5 I8 (Garofalo & Lester, 1985). AR TiE 5 BEM L34 ) LT (B O 8L B S mg
WRERAT RUB, AEFE AR E G IA N I B F AR KRR Z LI IGIAAIRE 7T, $R AN SRS AT
Hudson et al. (2018)7E 5~6 % %)L — T [ 0t 72 HFAIESE T A KIIN T35 5 % 5% i3 A A0 ol 0 B e
F, e B8 KT BRI A5 5 1) L3 P Ak B P DA N T8 5 1) L 22 RS B8 1 A b ] 25 1)
L. SR A R A P S

2.3. ARICIZANBFFEZHIILIX TTIAHEIE R

EACIZ A A S R IR 4R BOMAE 2ILHCAE BRI, ZR4))LAICAZ T - BUS UM 2 FT i
EIABANBEMRIE R CIZENR L0 5A AL, HF TER I EIR%) LI CIZ AT B,
B4 LHCAZ K S R FEAEAE R — R R e R, 4 2202 R B ORBE I WG AE )T, 1984). “Ai¢HTLE
FESEHCAZ I A AE MO 40 R B3 S B, RLAE BRI J2 I A A 75 2 AE AR AR (0 3 B
TARETEMGORT A, 2023), HBLATER, XA 3T HOFHR A LR 77 O LAEIZ PR 2R 5
SO 2R E T QG 1 BRI SR .

LN FERTHCE 2R LT A AU A S I sh iz, AR LSS 5% T
—BAASHENAE S, EORZ LSRR BUCIZ ARSI B R S 4 LIS 23R BUEE Sy, AT 4L
T TEIER.

2.4. BRICIZA\ A ITERIAIIL IR TN FEI R0

RACIZ AN KN AL 5 Bl ) LB 18 M AE 5l ) L 28 5 i OO AR RTINS, 3 & 4h LR IZ
R B IE R, DRI AIN T 31X LA IA A A TG S 5 R R 2 I T, andR iR ). 22 RA LN
B XHESRE. King (1999) MR, JLE —BASAERA SMBTE TR DL B A0 A A7)
CA IR IGSERT AR . BRI, ZREREIRG) LI s R OB B RE Sy, B EAE P I (K0 1 polad B gk gL
FRZHEE oS AL, AL PSR AN B SR EVER, AT S AN JE T B
WL E SR BT RE B IN L, DMERbATTAORIE 5 T ettt N BT B (Gillies, 2003). AL, 245U
BEICILAE B IRy, A A TE R 2 L B TR AR 4 L

EACIZAN R M TG S RS BR 4 L S AT N T, k4l ) L HTE L IR R RS, X
b= B 2 S — A RIE R . Hudson 55 AN (2018)ME AL, TS A S ahia J= Ui Tk ki
A 70 &) L S A FH A2+ 56 70 S35 ) T A
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2.5. ARICIZAITAAE BRI A AR

FEFRBLEAE R N s BRI, UM ZESRJLEMCIZ P IREUE B W “UR2E AL b5l
KIfE 2 IRE A RITE X BPE ROZEIX B ? 7 R B, 4 L GA R MBI GGk, fE5 8
RIS RS 2 W iAE R R IR B O BEURES, Wi« 8257 “RE3” fT 1043 ” &5 (Jacobs, 2004; Lyons
& Ghetti, 2011). P, BONLE RIS HOAE A G KRN SO R 5 32 T4 LIRYE B 458, s ol
RE TR AR i) R A

BN FH A 0 VS B0 )R 3 )X — i B9 BN R R I 95 . %) LB SR i AT A
i fRERT, 2L EXRHA RS AR AT B 58 G, VR E OB P BRURER HE H . 2T ool
KINE A B BE A 30 ) LIEAT &5 i R v B R A F DGR ARTE SR A Bh B U i) 8. DR, A
TSP E SN AE B SRR E 4l ) LG IA BN R &« Coffman 25 A\ (2008)WEE R I, BT %
AR 5 2 LA B AZAT 5 R ) SR IG5 RN (B2, 2 (B A7 AR B A 1) SRt 5468 R s/ A e 238 5 (R 200
BT (R AR B, 78 S0 A B O A RN T8 5 W 0 BT it ) L AT 77 0 L SR mg k(i 12
W, HARAT T ZC A AR ICAZ 5 0 B 5

3. BEERE

ARSON E NAME AR TS 5 5 70 BRI FUREAT 1 4838, D22l LEE Jo AR A FE AT (g itk
AR PR IR TIEF XTSI LR TTIA RN SRS . JTARSRIS AR D238 HL
TENFIARE A DL PP BB BRI S, X T4l LI e A kL 3 B4 o (EELA 70 5 T ik
PR RANY R, BARRIUN AT M AL

— 7T, AU LIS E 0 AT LE TSN RN K R B0 TR fr g3 . BUA B TCRIE 7o 52 /g
A, AR RIBCR G R R IR T S A8 ] S AR IZ B REAE T i o AR ATl ) & A U5 kS50 U H AT Ui
AN AINFIIN T3 5 (A S BU MR PR GE T, Rt 208 I S B BRI 70 W A RN T3 5 A
PR 41 JLTC IR FE (5200 o

HJrE, SN TR SR B A LA AR B, 4 LRSI e e R —E
Wk fe, DA D Z NS0T ) LB TC IR R SR B 5 B A A AROR AT T RERE 5 X S ER HUE4R =
PER BT TR 72, 3 RN T3 5 MR, BB AT (AR T3 5 A B Head, s
JLETRS 21 ) LB TN R e 77 A 7 sUBMEE4) ) Loc AR A3 T

E&WE

ZIR SO KA DI 2Rt Rl H (XSICX13069)F1(XSICX13086) % Bl

SE 3k

MR (2023). “ I AN I B BRFFIEA 5-6 401 70 A i e 7, WA SR S0, At UM v K 4%,
FRICRI, ERREE, H%5R(2006). 3~5 S4LICANIE T R B ST, OB 57T R0, 4(1), 5-8, 17.

YEHE )T (1984). 3-14 5 )LEICIZ K R M FELLRE il O FZRIZ T, (2), 20-22, 44, 67.
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