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Gradually increasing spacing does not increase vocabulary learning:

A critical review of the literature

ool gE

1

Tatsuya Nakata

Many second language (L2) vocabulary researchers have claimed that expanding
spacing, which involves gradually increasing spacing between retrievals of a given item,
facilitates vocabulary learning. Recent studies, however, have yielded inconsistent results
regarding the effects of expanding spacing. This study conducted a critical review of
earlier studies on expanding spacing. The review found that the study conducted by
Landauer and Bjork (1978), which is often cited as evidence to support expanding
spacing, has several limitations and does not necessarily demonstrate the value of
expanding spacing for L2 vocabulary learning. This study also found that none of the
studies examining the effects of expanding spacing on L2 vocabulary learning found the
benefits of expanding spacing. Although several non-L2 studies have found the advan-
tage of expanding spacing, the benefits were found only under limited conditions: (a)
when the task difficulty is high, (b) feedback is not provided after retrievals, and (c)
learning is measured by a posttest given within 24 hours of the treatment. Taken
together, this study demonstrates that gradually increasing spacing does not necessarily
facilitate long-term retention, and the pedagogical value of expanding spacing for L2

vocabulary learning may be limited.

F—O—R

expanding spacing, equal spacing, retrieval, spacing effect, expanding retrieval effect
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ETERE (LT, L2) FEEEAICEAT AM%E0 6. MERHE (retrieval practice) 7%
FEORMN LR 2GS 2 2 L AVREN T2 (Barcroft, 2007; Karpicke & Roediger,
2008; Nakata, 2017). = Z TEIMFE L X, LETCHEE L2NEZDEOH A SH ) ¥
T EERRT. I, apple & W) EHFEN [DAT] LW BERTH DI LEFALY
BHIZ, Tapple LI EI VI FERTT 2 ? ] LJQLLT D, ZOHE. FBHIL apple
T 2 HEHEZREOR A SIY) BT 2 LATRO 5N D720, ZOFFHENIRE DO —F]
Thbo MEMBIINROLERFBEBHTH 200, KL & bI2ZoiREIEmzEL.
RHETEHENTLE ) L7zAo T, R ES S 5700100, MBEHE %2
BT ) S EDRPE R ED XD B A ¥ 2 — )V THRERIRE 21T 2\ $FEROE Y
R TERFEAMRAE S LB A Id. L2 FRRE MRS B 2 EELMRRED—D>TH 5,

FEEDEE A Y 2 —id, £H25H (massed learning) & 73 E157E (spaced learning)
LlICKEN G, EhER LI, BBEZED»TICH 25 HE 2B R 2 L &
To —HT, HHFF L. MRETEVCHLZFHEH 2 EEEMETI L 2T, o
NETOMZEIZ LD BB L) SR O h P RN 2R ERF 2 RES 2 2 &8
RENTWS, THUE, HEIE (spacing effect) ENFENABIRTH B (5Hoh 512
T % A5 5HIZE L Cid. Cepeda, Pashler, Vul, Wixted, & Rohrer, 2006; Dempster, 1989,
1996; Janiszewski, Noel, & Sawyer, 2003 &% 2H), £F5H & LKL T, 58EEE 1L L2
AR ORLIERSE 2 2 L EARE S 2 2 EAVRENTEB Y (Nakata, 2015a) . 7 HUS) R % F
AT 52L& o CRERBEAIAET 2 2 L HIRELR S,

R OMFE R T AHBIC, absolute spacing & relative spacing & V) 2FE3H spacing
wXHTAHZ EAELETH S (Karpicke & Bauernschmidt, 2011). Absolute spacing & (.
HHFHEAPEEBEFEA S NLE5E60, FHERBORETOZ L THL, HIZIE, HHH
FEN2ArHIRT, GETAMER SN LT 5, TOWE. 20 Mo MRS EET 31
HbH7D, TOHFED absolute spacing (£ 6 77 (247 x 3= 6457H) &%b, —h
T, relative spacing & &, il # OFEEIVENZTNED L) IG5 LTV D9 EiET,
relative spacing @ BARHI & L Cld, LRSS #4E  (expanding spacing) - #5585 8
(equal spacing) - fii/N3#EE  (contracting spacing) & \V¥9 3 DD AN ¥ 2 — VHEIT
bMb, RSHFE & 1 HEEE— 2 B G- 3HEME] Lv) LHic, mHrEAR
BI2oNT, HEOMBEZLLTOEL LTV A Y a— DI & %3ET (expanding

spacing (X, expanding rehearsal - expanded rehearsal - expanded retrieval & & IF-EIL S &
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EYH D). WESHFHE LR, [2 MG~ 2 BME—-2BRK] L) XHIZ, 55
HEHZ ~FEOMBTHVBRT AT 2 - VDI & Thb, #Mi/hrssHE &1, [3HEMT%
— 28R 1AEMEK] Lv) X912, BEzEzER[LIZONT, HEOMEZ D L3 2/
ELLTWK AT Y a— v &iEd,

THEFEE AT Y 2=V OR T, JRGEFE PR ORI GHEA 7 Y 2 -V Th 2 L
% OLHFEFED L IS EEFE DR L T 5 (Baddeley, 1997; Bjork, 1994; Ellis,
1995; Hulstijn, 2001; Mondria & Mondria-de Vries, 1994; Nation, 2001; Pimsleur, 1967;
Schmitt, 2000, 2007; Schmitt & Schmitt, 1995) o JEHRDELFAEHFE 2 IGET 2 &) B
3. PR EE RS (expanding retrieval effect) & IWHIN S, WHOHESEE Y 7 b T
b WRASFEFEEERH L Tn b 00%E Aot (Fl21E, iKnow https:/iknow.jp/s
Anki https://apps.ankiweb.net/. Word Engine http://www.wordengine.jp/vilash %) . JLiR45
BB FR AT D L) BRI, IRBOA LS T —RICHIRATEE > TDH L
EF Ay (R

LA L7d s, EEOBZETIE, JERHE: B T 7 SR i b 2 e 5 5 W et
HHLOD, EMNLGEREEFHIEEL 2V E VI FBENMELNTE Y. ILRREFEE )
ERLTLIEEEIN TS L ITF VW (eg., Kang, Lindsey, Mozer, & Pashler, 2014;
Karpicke & Bauernschmidt, 2011; Karpicke & Roediger, 2007; Nakata, 2015a; Pyc &
Rawson, 2007) o ARG TIE, IR EP R ERERIFZIRET 2 LE 2 5N TV 57
A % R R R BT MR E ORI I N E TOMERE R EHETT 5 2
LR HWET D,

1. IRV ZFBOMRICET 2HEROVER

PERT BB DRLR SR 2 IES 2 L\ ) BEROHGHIE R & 2> T L D0, B
AxhE] (the retrieval practice effect) & [MRERZE K] (the retrieval effort hypothesis)
LWV 2ODRFTH S (Ellis, 1995; Karpicke & Bauernschmidt, 2011; Karpicke & Roed-
iger, 2010; Logan & Balota, 2008; Storm, Bjork, & Storm, 2010) . MZRHERNE & 13, L&
ZIELCERET S Z LT, RIIMARRERBPRESNLE EVHIFHTDH S5, B2 1T,
[apple DEIKIIMTT 2 ? | LHFERALNLEAE, ELVWEZ (DAZD) 2 BwHe72078,
Bl o726 50 4, apple & W I REICE T AEDREIC LD &) 2 & xR
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Fo ZAU. BRICHKIIT 5 2 L TRIEANE D % { 2D ORI IRIL S 1L, FLEATHLY
LRI 25720 THILLEEZLNLTWVA,

2HEHOMEKRGNMH &1, WEERIRETRELEES 2 2 & ¢ R ZLRERED
RESNDE E VI TH S (Pyc & Rawson, 2009) Bl 21X, apple &\ ) FEHFEEZFA
PRI DFEBRFEN T2 E S B ZOFHFIL, FEDERIZ [apple DIERIIM TS A ? |
L@halga e, FEO VEMRICECEMEZ L72Eha L TR, BEOH LY itERE
EMET D EEZOND, T FEO 1BEMBEIC apple DRLEE R L2, 58
DEZRIZERST LX) XV RELRLOHEDZLELE L, 2O RLERT & 28
FTHEEZLNTWLZDTH D,

MERIRE R EMBREDEIL, ZNEHHLT 2NETH . %6, MEEIR
B LML, EEHOMBIEIRIFIUIRVIIERWI LIlh b, TuE, HEEEREF RN
EEWEIEXL ) REDUIWEDIPLELE R RLRERFPMEES NP5 TH L, —T T,
MFRENRI L 2 & FEOMBIIEF I NIZE RV, BMBEHERRIC LU, 5
FICHTLEEYIEL BV LRI TRUEASRIL S . 188 L 1EE M) 22
ETETCLE) L, TOHFEORBEIEL KT 5 Z EARWERIZ R 5720, MRHE
BRICE L LEEMBARS LT EL Z LGB AHET 22 L10% 5,

MFRHEE R L MBEEIGRIRIE T 5 2 Lk, WHEICH Y AV Eo, ESTHS
NEENE) ORHTZOHBICHT 2RLE2 I L 2B, RERESRORES L
EVH)ZETHL, BIZIE, &5 HEIIHET ZRLEN 60 BRICEHSINLDOTHIUL, 59
MRIZZOHEFOREZ BWHT O, ORI LEBRAr Va2 -V ThHb L) L

N

b,
RN R EMBELEIRFIE S S, F Lk e P8 L2hE13, FEOBERIIHR
BB A LI2HPEWE W) ZERRIBT 5, FEOBERIIHEHRE L Lewve, iEE
IELCIET 2 2 e R W20, RUEZIEL KT 2 2 & TRz LERR M2
HEIND V) REREDRICKLTLE ) o 2B HOMEKEME L, 110 HOBRKEE L1
bEVHEZ 22T 5 2 EAMHRL, Zhud, 1 E OMEHE TRz oitEo Mk S vz
T LT, REOBEEESERLPICLY ., MEEZAVEC L TOIEL (RIS EE 2
GNLPLTHL. SR HOMEHE X, 2HEL) b o L RVEETZET 2 2 LR
bo T, 2RIOMEME ©17-o722 LT, RREFL DML, HEHBEZ ILIIE
CLTHIELKEREBERLEEZONLIDNLTH S,

L
A
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FLCEIICLT, MBREIER L ZEICHBEZEHEAICEC LTWZ LT, BESE
HENLEY EYORET, TOHEHBIZHET 2REERER L TREMEN R 25, 22
TEIMBERA IR LTWEHBAr YV a— b &id, HRGHEFEE MR 5 v, W
RN WRERBRE AR L MRS RGN & 5 & BRI E v b R 2 Re e R 2 )
BEICT A EERXBN L,

2. WERSEIFEICEET 5 LS BAYEAR - Landauer & Bjork (1978)

RGP EABE OMREFEIEL 28 L L TROIECHON TV L0, LEEFTHD
Landauer & Bjork (1978) |2 X » TIrhbN /242 TH A 9 o M5 OWFSEIL. “influential paper”
(Roediger & Butler, 2011). “landmark paper” (Roediger & Karpicke, 2010). “often-cited
chapter” (Balota, Duchek, & Logan, 2007) & 5FEENTWa, 5O % <. Google
Scholar (https://scholar.google.com) (2 & % &, 2018 4F 3 A B 7E T Landauer & Bjork (1978)
13700 Z B HHFZEICHIH SN TV 5. 2B, TONOHK 200 A% 2010 4F LA IR S 1
725DTH Y MRS 40 FEZETHTISHEFIH S AURT T HEENORE %iH3LT
HBHZENIDDR B

Landauer & Bjork (1978) (. $LiRDEEFE - HESEEET - M/ E & v 3l
D relative spacing DR)FZ I L. ILESFEEE RS MOURLERFFHSHE > L)
WA 1572 Landauer & Bjork DL, (LHFHOA LR LT, IWHERSHICORER
WEEG R L2FERBREOTETY RSB R ORI LR AB A Y 2 —
WTHDHEW)FEPLIZLIER SN S (e.g., Barcroft, 2015; Ellis, 1995; Hulstijn, 2001;
Mondria & Mondria-de Vries, 1994; Schmitt, 2000; Schmitt & Schmitt, 1995) . Z D F RO
e LTETSNTWEDIFE L D4 Landauer & Bjork D TH S, LA LA S,
Landauer & Bjork D78 % FEMIMRET 5 &\ 1S OWFZE & TEIZHLIRHES B AV b 7R
7% L2FEmFBAT Va— Vv TohhEFRTHI LI, HEIIRLIREZEEZLN
bo THUE, LIFO5OOBHIZ L %,

# 112, Landauer & Bjork (1978) 1352 H OEIAIAT - 727 A N DA TEEE R WE
LTED, BETF A MIfToTW RV, $4bb, S RFEAMRZIEL TS b0
O, BN ZEEAFHIHIEL T iawv, Lnw) 2 EThL, HFEOWZETIL, Ml
BT et 2 9B ED ., RPN ZREREZREST L LERL2nE ) ZEHURSN
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T\w5 (e.g., Bjork, 1994, 1999; Karpicke & Bauernschmidt, 2011; Pashler, Zarow, & Triplett,
2003; Schmidt & Bjork, 1992; Schneider, Healy, & Bourne, 2002)o L725%> T, FEHOE £
(AT 2727 A N TR HEFEE DT L) BB RICHE T OV e LTH, &
It B A RE T B LSRR O A 2 LT L b sk v,

5212, MR T L2 BH B B 12D e v v ) G EOREL BT 6N 5,
Landauer & Bjork (1978) (ZILIRADTFE R H5 0 HFEBEORBOFE Lo R % It
L7225, ZNENOERMEICODE, 129502 00FHEA LR L T, 12
DFBEFFIIOEEDL S VOHBEDNEETH B IO W TIHIE R FLEIT R Wb DD,
FERe — AT 272012135 "KL CDHBZHWD ZEDEE L e v ) #5di (Schmitt,
2010) ## 25k, 1~20EHLA2MHHL TV Landauer & Bjork DRFZEHRS F A5+
WZZBRDDTHLNE) DL, BAPGIPNLEZHATHA ),

4 312, Landauer & Bjork (1978) OWFZETid, MEME DHRIZT 4 — PN 7 (feed-
back) 2352 5N TV, 74— RNy 7 L3, BEEHE ORISR SN EREONE
DO L THD (Nakata, 2015b)o Bz 1L, [apple & lx &) V) ERTI 0 ? ] EHA5
. ZOEMR () AD) PFEEIRENIGE, ThE T4 —FNv 7859, L27E
FEBE TR, REMEORIZIZT A — FNY 7 BE525N 09— TH Do Bl 213,
Nakata (2011) (£ 9 DDFEHRFEY 7 b7 2 TIZOWTHAZITo 720 WihoY 7 b
7T TOMBHEDORIIT 4 — FNy Z7IFFREIN TV, 72, HEERSCHED —F
THEFEZ T LIS, HEFOBERDPIEL CRVWEERITIUL, BR2MRET LI N
— I TH S D o MBEHEDORKIZT 4 — BNy - E N 2072 L9 BT, Landauer
& Bjork (1978) OHFZEIE— i) % fhs B ORI & I T RN TH Y . AREFR 41
(ecological validity) IZKITTWBEF R b L7zh > T, 5 OWFEHR % L2 fEmyH
W TIEDLIEIE, HEIIRLIRELELEZLNS,

% 412, Landauer & Bjork (1978) TIIILIRGBFE O S %55 B L 0 L E il
BRI DD LV RERIEO N 0D, ZOERIDTIELOTH 72, FHO
BRI TbN T A N Tl IR HEEE OIEEFD 45% TH - 72DIZxF LT, HE5H
FEROIEERIZA0% T, ZOEITLWITEE 2o Tz, PR ETFE L HEFHFE D%
IREICHE TH o 7205, SHIIEBREEPZ o722 & (ZNTROEMIZO & 468
N) I2EBETAPRENVEEZ bILD, Landauer & Bjork I35 R &% & L TW 2205,
WiESNTwaietaE CEBLXCHBE) 2XICMREEZHETL L, r= 21 L% 5,

J
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P - KA (2014) ICE DR ENTVETN A FTAY (I:0.1<r<0.3, H#:0.3<
r<0.5, K:r>20.5 1I2&5 &, TN SVEIR (small effect) &R SNLHPATH
%o § 7 b5, Landauer & Bjork (ZILRTEEFE L EFTHFEEHOMIZENH /22 L %
RL72bOD, TOEPFEANMNIEERDYE DL LIFLT LISV VL W) 2L THD,

%12, Landauer & Bjork (1978) 13 2 DDEEE R A2 IME LTV 525, Wihd L2 5
wTIER L, E—5E (LUF, L) 12815 AZ0O5E (name learning) ##HA L7720 D
THDHEVW) ZLIZDVEETRETH S, Landauer & Bjork 23T - 721 2 HDFEEETIL,
SHE I T & AT OMA S LS (B, Elizabeth Grant) Rz 5 &9 RSN, Z
D, ZRIHR S (B, Elizabeth ), USRI T AHF (. Grant) 2% 2
B E)IHRS Nz, FEBR2 T, NoEZR T, TONDAHIZER L EPRDL
Nize NGERZDIEE, L2FERERZL L IEERIEZH L 500, ZOTHL A
IZEREZENDH Do BAEMIZIE, L2FHAHIZBWTE, £9 L2 HEFORE (Ax
)Y TREE) BREA. TNEEREMEOOT L EPROEN D, BIZIX, HANKEE
FEED apple &\ FHEEEZ R BG4, £ apple DANRY) Y FRFEEERZ DL
EWVHETH D, TD%, apple VI FEEE [DWAT] LW IHIBGEHT2IT L, —7
T, LI BT E2AHOFEBRIIBVTIL, BBRIIHEATHLIEDBIILAETH L, Bl
(X, FEFERERREG E 7Y “Elizabeth Grant” &\ ) A% %2R 2 %56, “Elizabeth” 3 X U “Grant”
EVI)FERIEBRAO L DTH Y, HrL WiEEE R 2 LE IR\ 2O X )12, L2 FERY

FEREEIIGH L TRV, Bl S, DD L) 12, RSHFENENTH L Z &
ORI E L CREBEMIEG ICLF I S5 2 £ 2%\ Landauer & Bjork (1978) TH 5
A HHICHRES L TR L &L O OWFERi R % L2 FimFEICH TdH b 2 L ITITHEEC
LhHREZEEZLNDL,

PR HFEOM R EZR L TS &L LT, Rea & Modigliani (1985) X° Siegel &
Misselt (1984) OWIZEDTBIHENLZ b H D, LLAPH. I OWIZRIE, IEES
B L FE  (massed learning) ORIFED A LI L T, w9 2 & IER
TRETH Do Bho@ Y, Fh7EE L IMELE»TICH 5 FEEE 2 EHNHE Y &5
LRI WMRGHEFEPETEE L) b EWRFEERISE O wer b o T, BHE
OMFEEL LT ORL LT ZEDPFRITH S LITLT LIFTVUNR WV, 8% 5,
WIRSHFE P ERFEE L) SEORFEERISE DWW L LT, Z0ERAEE M %
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BLTOETTCho oD, H5HViE, HICEE LEEOMICHBESEC TV zh
S5HOM, Eo &) LawhSTh b, WIRGEFEBRPNRO L FHFEATr Y 2— 1T
HHIEEFRTOICIE, MO relative spacing (3% 58 R fi/ N i %)
LI T, WREEEE N L VRN TH S 2 L ARTLEND D, HETIL Rea
& Modigliani (1985) % Siegel & Misselt (1984) DOWFZeId. DEEE S EPEE L) L5
WIS DD L W AL N T2 BG (FHEIE) #HBIL CW A IC#\E T,
PR HFBOAREICE L T, [—2RBE G2 TWARVwDTH 5,

>

3. L2EEERICH T BLRSBFEBOHR

W, L2 FEEER B W TR §EAE & Mo TEEH O relative spacing D R)F % L L
72WFZEIC DOV THEET 9 % o Relative spacing DFEFH & L CTld, LIRS HEEE OB I 55-HL
FH (BAHFHHA Y —ZORB TR KT A7V a—)) EH/hMriesE (Ax Ei
HIZONT, HEOMEZ VLS ONAES L LTWC AT V2 =) BHONTWEH, ik
RAGEEFE OB G E L THVOLN TV A DI, £ OLEHEGFHFEETHL (ot
AYIZ. Karpicke & Bauernschmidt, 2011 O &A% L2 fEsS 8 12 Bl AR5 ihaEE &N g
FCAB ORI R LB L T 5) o M/ BE B D IER S E OB R L LTHWH S
ZEMBLAELRVEBE L TE, M REEE D EE 2 RET B L) BRI R E R
FEREM AL RV 2 EAE R s (Nakata, 2013) 0

L2 FEs B 12 B\ TR S E L5 E o R e i L 72if7E & L Tid. Pyc
& Rawson (2007) - Karpicke & Bauernschmidt (2011) - Kang, Lindsey, Mozer & Pashler
(2014) - Nakata (2015a) - Kanayama & Kasahara (2016) ® 5 22% 5, 7 3. Schuetze
& Weimer-Stuckmann (2010, 2011) - Schuetze (2015) ¥ L2 FE3SH (2B L YRR S
B EHEGHAEEOMRE KL Twb, LA L, 5O TIEM S B1T 5 absolute
spacing 23l LT 27z FEB AR B E L HE S E OENI L S b
D% DN, itk b absolute spacing DEWIZ L L DD, YN 55 2 EHRER
Vi, L72A%o T, 2 2Tl Schuetze & DWFFEIZOWVCTIEERA L 2 v,

L2 FER BN B W TIRR S L3950 B OMR 2 LB L 725 2OMETIE, »
FTNEMEHDOMIZKE RZEIES N TV, Pye & Rawson (2007) OFFZETIL, 161
ANOT X)) I NRF D48 D AT v 1) G E RO HFENRT & PR B &M H 5 \vid
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BWEGTFBREOCT NP TEE L7z, FHD 40 5RIATONIHE R T A MIBWT,
MO BIHEIICE R R 2T Ao e h o 72,

Karpicke & Bauernschmidt (2011) OFFETIZ, 96 ADT A1) ANRFEN 24 DAT &
VB P FEOHFERT 2528 Lz, 185 OWZETld. relative spacing (JEiREEAE - 39
W - NV EEE) & absolute spacing (8 - HU - R) B 2 D OBER AR
BlEE N7z LEMZRIATbN-FHET A P OKR, relative spacing D Fx)HR. BL Y
relative spacing & absolute spacing DX HAEHIZW TN S EIHICHEETII B o7z, Z
ORERIE, 3HIHO relative spacing DRIRIZKE RN Loz L2 ERT 5, — /T,
absolute spacing D&IFIIEE TH 1) . absolute spacing 23 WEFEH LT &, BIET A b
BEDE 2o 7z U~ 149%. 1 64%. K 75%). Karpicke & Bauernschmidt OHfFZE4
R\E. absolute spacing 23R 2 fRIFERIZEEE L 5.2 5— 75T, relative spacing |36 &
RWBEGZ VI LEREL TS, T4bb, RINAGRERRFZIET 2 72010E
T DIFE absolute spacing # WA Z & TH Y, FHEMBEIEL LT THLNED
PITEETIE RV, L) T ETHD,

Nakata (2015a) (&, 128 Ao HARNIEFEFEH 26 R, IR HE L %578
DHhF % LB L 725 Karpicke & Bauernschmidt (2011) &[] U <. relative spacing (FL3k
ST - BESEEEE) L absolute spacing U - - K) &9 2 D DBERDIEIRELZ#E
RSNz, FEHMEIE, FEREEB IO 1VEMZIITbIZET AN (L2206 L1 ICH
RELFAL) BLOERTAL (L1256 L2 IHRT L7 AN 12X WillES N,
7 2 MZBWTIIRIR A L 858 L OMICHEIICAE 2 ZII R 5 e
o720 =Ty RET A MIBWTL, RSB OGRS EGEFE L) biat
BICEZIZE D272 L2L22 0, LFO200MIZL), MEOEETHE) v
Nakata (2015a) (ZfFFRL TV 2%, 55 112, IR EUFE L% 0 e E OMISHREN 26
HERIAONZLO0, MERBIINE Do/, S50, PHEOEL DTN THY) ., EO
EHEIXM (confidence intervals) 133k72> 72 ZIE OFEFIE, IR HEAE L %58
FEROMROBENIFERN L ERE (T LA T LW EERIET 5, 542 12, Nakata
(2015a) DWFZETIZ, EHT A N EZET A MW 2HEOFHT A A FTb Iz
FE T A MEROTTHFE R &) IEFEIC R L T 5 EeMEA5% % o Nakata (2015a)
OWFE TR, EHT A MOBERICZET A M Tbhzas, EHT A N CTHE (cues) &
L CTHIRENIHRD, BT A P CTRIERE 2o Tz, L72BSo Ty BT A PO
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REZOBEFNATONEL T A MBI N TV RENH 5, 612, FHPOM
B IZE N (LI IRSER S, 2B T 5 L2 HiEx ¥ — R — FTANT 5
X)) Thorizd, FEPOMEME LA —H L CULERT A N OFPEEERE
L0 IEREICE L TV B ITREMA D 5o DO 5| Nakata (2015a) OfZETId. #E
T AN EZHET ANV 2HEEOFHRT A M2 trbi/zns, BT A OB D E%)
B2 IVHBBEICHMLTNDEEZONDL, EHT A MIBWTIIILRSBFEE L1955
HFE L OMICHEITICE R EZDP RO N o2 2 E2EET L L. MHEIITIILEAL
BN RVERRT LODZBTHL LEZEND,

Karpicke & Bauernschmidt (2011) - Nakata (2015a) - Pyc & Rawson (2007) OWF5gid.
WD within-session spacing (H—D%FE v ¥ 3 YINIZBIT 5528 ME) =81EL 72
bDTHb, —7 T, Kang et al. (2014) B £ U Kanayama & Kasahara (2016) (% between-
session spacing (HEOFE v v ¥ a Y HOMIE) Z#MEL 72 LT, RS HFE L195%
SHEFE OMEE L 72 Kang et al. OIFFETlX. 37 AOSINE DS 60 O HAGE & Jeik
DOHFERT %8 L7z, FHIE 4AMIIb o> TiTh:, BEMRFESLETIE, 1H
H-10HH-19HH -28 HHIZ, RS HFESMHTIZIIHE -3HEH -9HH -28HH
BT O NIz FEPOIEERIILRSFE O D& ->72b 00, 83 HHIZATH
NIFEHRT A MIBWT, WMEDIEERICEERETIRON o7 S HFE @ 4
%, YLERDEEH © 49% ). Kanayama & Kasahara (2016) Tl. 53 A0 HAR A KA A
20 DPHFE L RO R T YRS TFE H 5 WV IZEEGHFEOVT N ORMTHEE L
7o VESEEEESMATIX. 1HE -8 HE - 15 HHE - 22 HBIZ, RS EEFEE &M TR
LHEWC 21, ZO%8 HH - 22 HHIZFEMMTbN /2o 3HEMBOIRIET A MIBWT,
MHEDIEERICAEREREZIR SN h o7,

FITR L2912, L2 3B I B TR A L S5 i B o R e L 72
WP Tld, WIFN B IR B OMRE T 2/ RIIB SN TRV, Lz > T,
FEOMEEZ DL TOREC LTV I EPRN L L2FBRFHETH L L) FiREL
FE9 5 EREWREI AT 0 ISR 5 L IE BV EEV,

ol

»
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4. IRDBFEOHRICHEEE5Z 5 ER

PRERII T L ST O R W L 72083, ISHERETOA R 63, (LEY
DFEFTHLROND, L2FERUINOIHE (L1 OHFER AAE) 2 Lot s &

O, PLRDEEAE LIFETREEE ORI L 2RO R E T L0 b L IFOME Y
Ebo

(1) LR BB O HIEFHEAE L0 SRR (7T H58)
Cull, Shaughnessy, & Zechmeister (1996); Dobson (2011); Karpicke & Roediger
(2007); Landauer & Bjork (1978); Logan & Balota (2008); Maddox, Balota, Coane, &
Duchek (2011, 2£E% 2); Storm, Bjork, & Storm (2010)

(2) PR HAE LIS HEEE L ORISR E BRI (11 BF%R)
Balota, Duchek, Sergent-Marshall, & Roediger (2006); Carpenter & DeLosh (2005);
Cull (2000); Kanayama & Kasahara (2016); Kang et al. (2014); Karpicke & Bauern-
schmidt (2011); Karpicke & Roediger (2010); Maddox et al. (2011, % 5% 2); Nakata
(2015a); Pyc & Rawson (2007); Shaughnessy & Zechmeister (1992)

(3) BEDHAE DT LR ESE L0 SRR (30F5E)
Cull (2000); Karpicke & Roediger (2007); Logan & Balota (2008)

EO—BEARTEY) . T OO TIE, PR EEE O AESHEEE L) DRIR
THDHEVIERIELNTND, —HT, 11 OFFETIL. LIRS EEE & 3% 5 8E
EOMICRE LRI/ SN TRV, TR0 0 3 DD TIE, HE5HEE O J h RS
B L) ARRNTH 2 L VI RERERPB LN TV L, 2D &) I2, IERGHEE ORE
WELT, SNETOMRICL > THELNFERIILT LI —HLTWARV, ZOHEE
LC. Nakata (2013) 1. JIRGHFEOMRIA % LD 3ODERICELG I ND 05
TharERBLTL, TOIOOER L, (a) MFHEOWEEE., (b) MBEHEHD
T4 =Ny 7 OFE, (¢) FETAINORM, ©D3>5Th%,

PR EFEE OMPAHEE 52 2 1 DHOERE LTEZ LN DX, MEHEOW
HEEECd % (Logan & Balota, 2008; Storm et al., 2010) o $LHRHEEE DEIRITH 5 &
3 HERIIS o 1 221, HEIR I E T 1 1 H OMERE SSFRERIATb NS 120,

45



HLERR IR 45 19 (2018 4% 10 H)

BERARE DS 2 TR & 2 b LW EXDH S ([1. IR EFE ORI
T HEHmWTR] 22 BERE OREEEl R AL, REOWEEREPRE W EE R
SNL720, BERVPIT 57201208, 1 [ HOWMEHE D % 5 X R LATD NS LED
Hbo LIziio T, BEMEOREEDSE AT, 11 HOBEKHE P FEERIZITD
NBIRDEEAE DOF PR OBIIRDPEL 2D e LGz iE S 5 L E 2
bNb. — /T, MERNEEMRCG AL, SLEOBEIEEE IR P TH L7720, 1
B H OMERME £ TOMBEAEN o728 LTH, MEPHIIT 2 RIEEE . 20720
RRERIE OWHEEE AR W6 X, 1 [ H OMBEHRE O RSFMO A EA T ¥ 2 — v
LD Om %D &) JERBEBRME N ROFIRALS L iz Sk vizo, JERTEEE:
HoOBMMEPRONG b EEZ H114A, Logan & Balota (2008) - Storm et al. (2010)
2 X o> TUTONHFETIE, BB R W6 12 B> THLRIRER A 2D R BIE S
THBY . BEHRE OWEEEAFRDBAE OMBRICHE LG 25 &0 ) WP FENT
Who
2OBIZ, MRHBRD 7 4 — NNy 7 (L) OF LR EEAE ORI E %
52 2 W ReEER S LT\ % (Balota et al., 2007; Cepeda et al., 2006; Cull et al., 1996;
Storm et al., 2010)o Z4Lid, [ 74 — K23y 7 i3] (the feedback hypothesis; Cepeda et
al,, 2006) EIFIENZER T THHo IRDEEEE T, HETHEE L LEL T, 1 H
DMFHRE»ITOND T TOMBIF N, L72hso T, BESHEFEE T, RS #E
£ 0 RN L 7 IREE TR 25T b % 720, 1 8] H ORERE O =13k <
5o 1M BDOMEMEPAIEHTHY . 74— FNy I BRI N LG, FEEC
EHEWZETIET 2EH5-2 SNz vz, DIEORERHRE b [F U AR 2 % W he
P EN N 2D, BB ORI T 4 — BNy 7 PR SNz WiE, 55 HFE
Tl MBEME OBIRPIIRTEFH L DO B L TR 22 L ERObND, L72h o
T, ez IE LR 5 2 & TRIIMZRLERFF M S N D & v ) EREMERIRIC X
L 74— BNy IR EN W6, WEGHFEORIIEN b0 L PR
1% (Balota et al., 2007; Cepeda et al., 2006; Cull et al., 1996; Karpicke & Bauernschmidt,
2011; Karpicke & Roediger, 2007; Storm et al., 2010) — /T, MEHEDHZIZT 4 — PN
v 7 BRREND A, 1 HHOREHEDPAER TH o728 LT, FEHEFIITHEN
TEIIET AED G2 6N ATz, DIREOREME OIEERICE L T, R HEEE L 19
EWFEETERELEVIIEON LR ETVREND, LIch > T, ILRGHTE
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AIGEGHEFE L0 SRR 5 DId, BB RIZ 7 4 — PNy IR S Wi
BIHREIND EEZOND, TN TOWMIRTY ., SRS HTE DN 395 HerE &
DHRIRINTH L ZLRIRLITODOMETIE, WINOREMBEORIZT 1 — F Ny 7
FHRREN T v (Cull et al., 1996, F25% 1 & 4; Dobson, 2011; Karpicke & Roediger,
2007, %2 E% 1; Landauer & Bjork, 1978; Logan & Balota, 2008; Maddox et al., 2011, 3% & 2;
Storm et al., 2010, FEEi2 & 3)o — /Ty 74— KNy Z IR ENWZE DT, Lk
FEEFEE ORI R L72b Did 7\ (Balota et al., 2006, 3572 & 3; Cull et al., 1996, 52
B% 5, Cull, 2000, Z£5% 1-4; Kang et al.,, 2014; Karpicke & Roediger, 2007, %52 & 3;
Karpicke & Roediger, 2010, 925% 2; Nakata, 2015a; Pyc & Rawson, 2007). Z 1L 5 O 7EkE
RiE, 74— NNy 7 OFEPIIRGAFEONRIEEZ G2 b)) 74— Ny 7
BT HEDTH L,

PR HEEB ORI E L5253 OHOERNE LTEZOLNLDIE, FHHRTATD
YA IV T ThbHo WRSEEFEIEINICEIHEDT D 2S00, BIICIZEEI 2w
L) IRIEAH A (Balota et al., 2007; Karpicke & Roediger, 2007; Logan & Balota, 2008;
Roediger & Karpicke, 2010; Storm et al., 2010) o JEFEELFE Oy FE G L RS
NWEHS, 1 HHOMREHRE L TOMBOECITGERT L LEZ 5N TS, 350
B LI LT SRR CUlE L I H OMEREHE M Th NS £ TOMESE . L
7235 Ty WERGHEFEIC BT, 1 HHOMEBEHREIZB VT, BRIEEL?S TlERL<
—KELE (primary memory) >SRN THILL L 2 5115 (Karpicke & Roediger, 2007;
Roediger & Karpicke, 2010; Storm et al., 2010). —J5C. ¥&0EE IcBWCid, 1 HH
DIFERE I THONL £ TOHEBIRV2O, —IKFCED S DT H IS R R,
—KFLED S ORI, EHW LR RE S 2 b o0, BRI RFHIE L 2w,
Z D728, PR ECAE IR I3RIRDH 5 b 0D, RHIZIIMRP R WEEZEZD
N5o FEETHS 24 M DAIZHFHEZT A N EATo 72T SRR §E OB/ 1%
RN TWSEH DD (Cull et al, 1996, £5% 1 & 4; Karpicke & Roediger, 2007, F£5% 1;
Landauer & Bjork, 1978; Logan & Balota, 2008; Maddox et al., 2011, 5£5% 2) . 24 B[ DIBE
ZRIRE WE L7202 T, JER A E OB MIEIERE STz (Cull, 2000,
%3 & 4; Kanayama & Kasahara, 2016; Kang et al., 2014; Karpicke & Bauernschmidt,
2011; Karpicke & Roediger, 2007, 2010; Logan & Balota, 2008; Nakata, 2015a; Storm et al.,
2010, %R 1) o TS OWFFEERIE, SRS HAE ZEMIC 3R TH 2 b o0, K
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BNZAIRIRD RN &) TR Z LT 5 5 D TH 5o

INETIATONIIIEE AT 2 L. (a) MEMBEOREE I E . (b) MRHEH
W74 = NNy 7 PRESNTESL T, (c) FhT A PAFEKT % 24 FH DINIZATH
N7HEIZRY IR B SRR 2 T 2 TR H 5. L) T e A8
R2Bo TOXHII, WIRGEFE ORIk A LHROFE T, L3 LHHERHE
T\ L7255 T, BATIIgEOfERZ otz [EEHOMEE L L3 2mifcnd 2 i
B2 EREAIET 2] L FRT 2Lk, ZUTEAVE ) ICBbR D,

Fio, —EOFEMET THRGHFBOMRPRONTNE I LIIFETHLLOD, £
DFEMITI2FBEFIIL > TLTLIERLZ DD TH D LITF Vv, 112, MRHEE
DRIZT A4 — FNw 7 PRSI N T WA o T SRR HEAE SRR iR R FF 2 R
FTAHUEEEIR SN TVED, L2EEREEHICB W TIE, MBEHEORKRIZT 1+ — FNy 798

PRENDDOP—HEHTH D, BEFEEHV T b7 27 DL TlE. MEHEOKRIZT 4 —
FoNw 7 PFREN TS (Nakata, 2013) 72, HFRIRRLHEY — FCTHEZE X35

]
BIZh, BREMRT LN THS ) o L2ZFEERFEIIBWT, MEHE ORI
TA—= RNy VPR ENDZEDNS VI L ZEETHE, 74— FNNy 7R ESh T
W WA o TRURIRFF 2 IRHE T SR EFE A, L2 FBEIC L > THRRTFETE
THhbHEIEEVE,

55202, IR HCE BRI R R IEAE T 5 0%, BRI 2 R R ORE A L
BOWITRMED S B L) HIZOWTHRETRETH S, [MHT A M2 2O THEZH
ZI2WH, TARNORIIENTHEHED W] Lo RIS, L2FERr 78T
LHE, ZoREY EHWICRETAZETHA I, Lz > T, HEIKIZ L REER
FER IR L 2 VB DS, L2 B I o CTHICAR L IZEZ I v, Do X Hic, ik

RAFEFEICE L TINETIATONIEORRZE 2 5 & IR EEAE 2 W R 72
IR E LTHEOL I LIRS TR LEVEERL L ).

5. AT

FRERHRE SR & RF LN L AU, JERD A E SR 2 il iR 2 e 213
TToHs (1 WERSHFEOMRICHT 2HmIER] 22, LrLad s, %
W TIINT L 20 L) Z#ERIEIHESN TRV, ZOHHE LT, BITD 320K

48



HEEMEZ L L2 T Z EERMMNZRLRARF 2 RET 207 (HH)

M EINTWD, 5112, IHRMBEHERROBRIE RO 1 O Th 2BEMENRIC L
d, RERZIEL KT 5 2 8T R ZRERFMEES NS, L L, MEHE
BIFITERFZEIC L > T L O LS T vy, B2 IX, absolute spacing D#H % L
B L 72WFFETld. 49V absolute spacing @543, MRERMEZ B Tdm W IEEZRITHE O
<Cboon, BMIMIZIZEV: absolute spacing DA% & ) B WRFERISH O 2 LAVR &
NTwb (eg., Crothers & Suppes, 1967; Karpicke & Bauernschmidt, 2011; Nakata &
Suzuki, in press; Nakata & Webb, 2016; Pashler et al., 2003; Pyc & Rawson, 2007), Z4Lid.
IR R (lag effect) EMFINLZBRTH 5, WRMBEHBENROMRHET RO 1 OTH
DIRFERE R L OB R TR 2wz o, JBRMEREDREE D BRI N,
WD B B o

2OHOHME L THETFOLNTVDEON, —KilE L RIREOENILILEDTHS
(Karpicke & Roediger, 2007; Roediger & Karpicke, 2010), BE¥R D@ Y |, HEE5HFE Tl
1 B H OWMEBEME P THONL L TOMBEIREVZO, —KGEREPS TiE % CEHRE, S
BEPITbINL EEROND, —F T, JRSHFE T 1 EHOMEME P TS
TOMEE20, REIFEES S T %  —REREL? SRS ITO NS W R S o
—ELED S OBRIE, FHRZRRREEET 5 b 00, REMZERFMEEL v, £
D7z, PIRSHFE I ENW R ERFFICEILT LI o0 0w EE 2 55,

3O H®DFHHIZ, the desirable difficulties framework (e.g., Bjork, 1994; Schmidt & Bjork,
1992) 12& % b D Tdh %, The desirable difficulties framework |2 & ALIE, BZEHE OIEE
Ko @0 5 FEFTE I TRE L RAE T 225, BN RFIHES 5, JRGES
BTIE L EOMBEHED»ITHON L £ TOMBAE VO, BERIE OIEERITE 25,
MERFRBE RN RN LA T IIFE L v b D725, the desirable difficulties framework (&
bl MBEMEAOIEESR 2 E$5Z LT, RS EIIENN 2 REZHEST L L%
Z b b (Karpicke & Roediger, 2007; Roediger & Karpicke, 2010) o

Landauer & Bjork (1978) Dfiff%t% & o 2512, Lok B E 03 R 72 S B FR & 12
ETLENIEZREEFo T Tl ehotze LELEYS, ZOBROEINZETIE,
PR E OEIEZ IFF T HRRIILTLIEON TR, ToHEE LT, ki
WRART2 L9 7% 3ODFRDPZET SN T b0 IRGHCAE PR 2 /2 4697 L b e
LawvE v Vit FEEEWIC S BRI b A LEZ O H TR ERICR ) >oH 5 &
S25Th» 9 (eg., Karpicke & Roediger, 2007; Roediger & Karpicke, 2010) o
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6. ¥&hi)I(Z

PR E RO RN BEE AT V2 -V ThH LI EREZ AN 00,
PAEOFETENIETIZ, LT LD ZDO L) ZRRIIFHFLEN TRV, £ TARIGTIE, LR
ST DR RE WEE L 72 BATIIR DR R 2 R L7z 2 ORER, IR E ORI %
FERE L 72WfgE & LTI <51 T % Landauer & Bjork (1978) OfZEiE, 43 L bk
IR FFE D L2 SR O RN REF 2R E T 2T R Z R L T 5 bIF TIE R\ I EAVR
Iz, F72. L2 FERERIIB VTR E O HA L 2ETid, wihis
B THIRSHEAE OFNEIT LTSN T o7z, L2FEEB RO RIZBWT
., IR B OAENE R R TIRIE O OPFIET 2 b 0D, (a) MEREE O EEEE
e (b) MBEBERIZT 4 — PNy 7Pt S T, (o) FHT A PPFERR TR 24
BRI DI T 72 a & v . TR BN 50T L ARG S OB PEILFERE S
NTWHEWIZ ESHSLNI o7z, HEOMEEZ D L2 T Lid, L2FEROE
WM il 2 RS 2 L RSN DL 2 &0 5 EiFiEx ARY . 20 XH %
FiRZ T 2RI AHHTH L L FEDID 2R\,

PR WEEE DR RN % L2 FERFEF ATV 2 — VT b L) FERIE, 1990 ~ 2000 4F
fRIZIE < R s 7z (eg., Ellis, 1995; Hulstijn, 2001; Mondria & Mondria-de Vries, 1994;
Nation, 2001; Schmitt, 2000; Schmitt & Schmitt, 1995), LA L&A 5, LIRS EEFE A5
LR ZREEE ST ET 2 b1 Tlde v b v ) BEkiE, L2 FERB s oric
bVLIDIRENDOH L, BRI, L2FERBFIIB TR OFEID D 5 EHHEIL, Paul
Nation @ Learning Vocabulary in Another Language (Cambridge University Press) T
H5 9o 2001 FFEIHR S NZHFIM (Nation, 2001) Tl LIRS E AN Rz B 5 & e
THEV) BORBAED->72b DD, 2013 FIZHRRS 7288 2L (Nation, 2013) Tl
PIRGHF B IV LD BEFFE LR CHSWHRITH S L) Ll IcEE S
TWwb,

ZO—F T, EFERRSNIFESLHRLOR T IR E 23R b BRI 258 A
T a—=VThHbHLENIBBEPVELZIHEOENL ZELFHEFETHS (e.g., Bareroft, 2015) -
PIRGEEFE DL K OHFEFET Y 7 b7 =2 7 THRASN T % (Nakata, 2011) T & %%
B35 &, MIREVIIRSHFEOEMEE TR L 722 L ORBIIKRARERN L E 2 b
%o ARRDPLRD TS B ORI T 5B b 2 L2 .
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