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The Transfer Effect in Learning:
According to Problem Type and Earlier Examples

Sulhye Won, Kwanghee Han
Cognitive Engineering Lab., Yonsei university
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A Fol FHAHNM FEH  FAH(structure

similarity)d] 9¥& Zzgon o AFEL

[3,4,5] £84 FAHd(surface similarity) B3 &
H ARE JdEdHuicd QoA e T g
< ud 5 o F3s.
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