z
&
-
=R
g
i
pictd

>\_.
it
S+
3
RS
32X}

G k- S LPARRERG 4 ¥ &A% Chi s A4

%o I SHCIES - P 4 58 F e & 4 % Vosniadou s AN B RE A
KR BT g R

- ARG RAT > TR RI S PHETE e FoBET R
# » Popper 7% i > £ | Kuhn(1962) %+ 4 # (Paradigm ) H 2 % £ Lakatos(1970)

%7 7 4 4f (research programs) T3 o FLHAF 3 5 ML L re R I crud = 450
Posner ~ Strike ~ Hewson 2 Getzog(1982)% = 4 11 3uz#h 5 A# » 4% Kuhn e
& §o 9 45 ¢1 Lakotos e % (hard core):x % » Rt AL FIL A & K A e B R iR
WAL B TR R A E A F Y AT 0 3 e A 2T % HE5S (conceptual
change model, CCM) o s i 2 3R P A & ay 7% > % Jf 5 M T agiE o
1.5 ¥24 2. # 7% &_ (dissatisfaction ) °

. 27 72 {3 ¢ (intelligible ) °

3.ATHE A A0 & 12 en (plausible ) ©

A4FTHEE chE msr N % F_% 5 0 (fruitful ) o

Z ~ Posner &z 4 3 Tyrs 4 it 5 (conceptual ecology) =i 4 A3 R
1 TEE TG A rﬁwﬁ%ﬁJ\~F§mrﬁﬁﬁ%Jr =

g
Benigs | %o Pas L TERRB L Y <l B2 % SLE ARG A
e B - Bt ARG A RRIZATOIR §o e gL S TR
(assimilation) ; @ % G PEL 0 F R kR AT % B fep*"?‘?““‘ it

A BB N RTEIE s I A A e o 2 5 Taag



(accommodation) °

= ~ Hewson(1983):n% » ¥ - AL ane® > FY 7 {%’TIF"‘\'L’W/J‘ 4r

a4

PR 2 DIATABE G SRR T Y > A K2 BREF 2 RN
(reconcile) o @ ¥ af F¥cE Lk @ 45 ¢

1. % & (integration) °

2. /> it (differentiation) o

3. % #&(exchange) °

4. {24 %4 (conceptual bridging) -
2z ~ diSessa(1988, 1993)e7 ‘p-prims’ i 3& ¥ 5 32 E 305 wEE_ 8 ERd(knowledge
in pieces)’ @ #T3} F LPLL T UARAR 5 Ad FFFRp-prims “7fF 5 o £ % p-prims
B I G0 A PRA TR o Tt o A R E B 4o ) 30— R {r p-prims

e,% Kot o 112 p-prims # i T o

I ~ Chi(1992)e A %834 -
= ~ Thagard(1992)s % 4 & ¢ (conceptual revolution) °
= ~ Vosniadou(1992) 3 £ 32 3 (framework theory)

Pintrich et al.(1993)*hot irrational”f%§# - 3% 5 & 4 hp 24 20y (self-efficacy)

4§ HFLHAS L R AR Y .
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% = & Chi et 4 A8 %

- PRA R AP T

Chi(Chi, 1992; Chi et al., 1994)¥¢ 4@k e A B 3% 41 7 A R AReHIZ 45 2 ’]‘#K *
#p % 3 (incompatible hypothesis) « 24 ¥ A £ = B#F %S » A = BAp T b oh
~RY A
— ~ 4 F(matter) (2 FF 58 © entity )
= ~ #E 4% (process)
= ~ AR s (mental state)

WEAZKE W ¢ ¥ A A Gfrocedure) ~ F # (event) ~ i * 3 A e 3 8% (CBL
constraint-based interaction) = B =t #F W] o B 5 & > FAE AR F 28 CBI
AF W T 5 B i A7(direct process)¥? % JiE #2(emergent process) s B =t #f
ok TN ocChi P oy €01 & G4 A NERL > iS¢
FEwAR .

Chizni » AMEHBEB ML e v 4 = T A Hags p P 4 s | (within
ontological conceptual change)¥? " §5 &~ §8 %F W] % 4 2 % | (across ontological
conceptual change) °

LA REF S e g se

FART L AR - AMAP P SRR TP LA - AR A i
o e ] o MIFP R H o ok KF a5 4 4R~ WA
I AEOAEA (oS4 B L B4R ) BEAR W F 30 F i (event) ik & A A SR
T g (equilibrium) & = > v § H % & + 03, & (Chietal, 1994; +#F T &5t 4
b1 2006) 0 Fl L TEH AN hPEL e B RIS A AR L e B R TR B o

2.5 A WA L chPE A s B

7 AR~ 5 W] B e 3 (transition) 2% 18 4% (migrate) » §_5 B A R 2p 9] eh

11



FEA TR AL E A APy FI¥Ea 21 8 0 3072 Bk {9 A 4 a0 4§ HeT

S LIRS
PR T LA | 9

Chi feif L4 a3 + o "f PRI R R N R R LA s
EANRREHEFI I ARG RIENBEOAT LR 2Chi EEFR - B
A 32 (domain-general)sf2§f > “THE RPEH S F LA A AWE S
(ontological level) » $+#% & 4% %4 #f (miscategorization  °

Chi chA#m:s » 2 aPEFY 2T g A2 LML > L & L F]5
oo R —ﬁ Fipl fEMAPRF > R &350 Tm\;' 7 (misclassification » {4 #t %
miscategorization » ™ & 22 {8 ko0 F Fleclass (R %) 0 G|do#-F Sk (current)Ai B A
- P F (bldejuice izfddr F) e Ra > TR F - BELOEE o T T
R BREE A AEAR > @ Ao FH A L AN R s 2
BE 2 b (BArE R RS AME L L RERTFYL Y ) B #Fah
§8 23 F (commitment) > & * 45 3% fic(schema) e & » B2 irdn e et 4 & 4
7 #p % (incompatible)efi-iw > 3k LPEL I E A 4 o

hodk RS MA A AR & T T (matter) 2 AL 5 7 48 (entity)
F o Ble R RS S A AL AR A T3 B B A7 (direct process)¥
Bldoden R RO RR L, LE AR T 2 A A D LIRE T A

§ 2L 8- e(nonrobust) > F] 5 iHil ¥ & A - AFR N (R AN A E

N

F B AR5 W] ) ek g (branch) b e4s Fﬁ'—fpﬁ Ko b AR PRA TR A FohyE
My Bt KHEHRF A% R L2 it(modify) » )4 e (addition) ~ #1° T
(deletion) £ ## ' (refinement) ¥ # o

FR L o B4 ¢ A i v (predisposition)#-H 45 384 Hc 5 F 48 (entity) -

Blde R w0 i AT L RSB ARAR 5 b T e0s 38 3 — “processes-as-substance”  ©

12



A FCEPRE BV FIRE NEATA ’

b
el
=
[N
Wy
_\‘\
P
S

' oA - flditabrisphiciofiddl
categories) °
V- s B4 AT e BRRBAF ARG L REEF L T
L R IREAZ A (schema) > F]t o Aok T B Y o 00 T A R
ROF o BE Y RREACEL P JT L § T AL UL T dok
PE AT RIEARY > L B BL PR LMEE VAR
(robust) » F]Z HE 4@ ¥ iXF RIAH > Flm e BHARL - B2 HEFH

(commonsense direct processes)FE & » 7F X EF P A - AHFFADR REAEM

A it BV - By AL MR IEATAR 5 P R AL s IR A 0 —

“emergent-as-a-direct” - A fTPEE G = B E
- CREFARERIG FREFTAMSHACE o
S~ F e B E 2 RIEARR N -

=~ AR AR
Vb i LR A B O R BT o T 2:2-1

2-2-1: % 4 ﬁ”ﬂ\ﬂ;’ﬁi Kk LA B FIEA ‘I(:}’L Y52 iR

# LR 3 7 % b1 FOR A ACH i R
- sl (7 1) | Bfrdifins A | 3 4e(addition) ~ # 'J“ﬁtf (deletion) | # ¥
B B | 4 - % 4% % (refinement) o
fo— BRI P (AR) | Medk R EIRFSS | H 4o (addition) ~ #1%7 (deletion) | 3
e pF e R | A H %k & # 4 (refinement) o
BB ARAR G R | BT ONEERL S AL | AR A W AE W 0 (shift FIEL
£k SR KR 7 . across ontological categories) °

MRMBRAG | RECEERS V|- EFAFRIG FREF | i
IREARSE | FAHE - BT i@ﬁﬁm&%o

Ak 4 Fogi o 2 F B4 RIEARD
AN

N ABBHE -
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Chi shAfH Y AT =2 BF 5 RA DL Ayt - Hvb e
(- ) * %8 2 (ontological attributes) : ¥ § HA K Y i BV acded o R LY
£ 3 (plausibly have);% Hid o 7 Fagwl s A Bl E 5 3 5 3 fe £ (mutually
exclusive sets) °
(= )& Al #F Hx(characteristic features) : £ %] } & 5 (typically has)& %3 # i & 3
(most likely has) =4 fic ©

(=) %_& 4+ #x(defining fatures) & JE & 7 (must have) i3 i -

o~ E AR A R ATE ] 4
Chi T/ 7 R E w3t @AM A ST 4L - Chi(2005)F * #w %

Tk % %u(circulatory system) ! % 34z (diffusion) 3 &) » #5331 5 @ F 4HiB 42 & A
PEE 0 F S LA 0 B FFrg 2% R (nonrobust) & 2 (robust)2 £ £ 4 -

A RE R UETR C G Z A & b7 (@omponent) S B s F v R o i F
S H(structure)fr ~ i# 11§73 % (behavior of component) § # 3% I » & ~ i ehrt 5~ 5
W o i 2 B enfl e fovg e

o b f@attern) B AL 5 ALE BLE SO0 (A M R BRI RER
J = S R AR R B R ) 0 A BE L PR E M =T PR % (visible
aggregate level phenomenon) » 4 & & = i (aggregate components) #7 % = o 4o #7

d o FAE R 2 BRI LR T (specify) » B4R AT SR D o g

L AR F] 5% 84 (causal mechanism)— & PR 7 b § ) = gt e B 50 o
L o ,;,‘Lﬁ—':ﬁf;\ ¢ ’-"'-i’”}s e R ANV ﬁﬁ;f»}';;fﬁ_,é - B 3:(p0pu1at10n) r’f’ ’*’TF Ak

T E R SN G (R S A 3 B E B e X2 A 3 o

<k

ERBH D HGER 4 i R e 4ok 2 B R AL TR B 2

1 R £ ~ * (aggregate components)f# £ I 4 + ¢he = < % (constituent

14



components) > 7 € i = iF LPEL o

a8 BN e = K eeonstituent level)s% 3 1% * (interactions) £ 2 £ £
collective(or net)»c &5 * % 2 ¢ 2 4B AF 2 kAo F s A2 k(75
(constituent components level behavior) £ #-5% (pattern) & =& {7 & /8 . F] % 184

473} FhR F(emergence) © RILAATF Jo A i i N E vl o M PFETIE

AR RMASTF AT AR T E i g () B% o L
BT s e Bt A A RN 2 T R B T E B ‘ﬁf%i
RIche G FHFT L G R BT 0 RO LAV R S @ PEET
WAL P R H F A R o p ¥ ;zﬁﬂjbifp a1 f’ﬁ‘l %‘5(}3 wALPE

G LTSI G APMAT ] BRI R A M L RE L w5 ) o 4ok
R P A AR “,f SR S L EITRE PR B LA AL PR A B
foo BB BE LR L P AT LA Ede st SRR R T B L
PEA IR DY B A T kR R F o

FRAACS § AR RS S pP EE o 2 Bk LR
REE AR LSS S CUERE N A E L R A
LT A ] R T E 2B AR R ILABAZ SR 01 A similarities) &2 4p B A
(differences) 1 #F 1 5 P8 4 b TR ik LA F b B x% RN T

PLL AP 2 B % °

I~ EEEAAE RILER TP I
- A FFRE G RO 2 3~ (global patterns and components) ,]*1‘3_
ToALMEF I frE REA B e F Ao AT 222977 (iR TR

A2 5 8 FRiEAR > PITER G RIREAR)

15



2-2-2 B 3B ATET R AR 0k (BEFN)

B s 7 P TR B AL WFT B AL
i bl et G LS B | Bilde T ARG R R RO MEAR
@R s R o Ee e FAFRATE-R

= ﬁf%u;u Em B —'F% 54 & K =1 (multiple levels): ¢ 7 % & 4§ = (aggregate

level) ~ k2= § =& (constituent level) = B & = » % 7] I} P fodficns B 4o

223 7
2-2-3 7 FiE ALY RIIBALP 00k (2 12)
e xR TR B AR ATE AL
F & WA = (aggregate level) | %~ L F > R Ed A8 5P R
2o f = (constituent level) | it 3f ~ R enime | FopAF ke

Flet A IR L AR $E G AT R Tl T B S e g

CREUEEEEEE PO EENE S UL

W

ViR ®% (interact)® % » @ B % > 2 H EH R EMAE TN 2 k= >
FRESIN AR BT i o T2 3 iF% >z %q\gs\ﬁ;ﬁbtyﬁ&.
BB Y R F] e de T 2-2-4:

224@%&@%4:'*’ Iﬂuﬁﬁm#ﬂﬂ/ (‘?fﬁ"*’)

—=t

REME TP R RATEr |
]

S 7 TR +
A E }3

=

N ‘T%J’é P §_% ¥ A (visible or invisible)@ % > 7| 4o 2-2-5:
2-2-5 % HiEA2E RILBARSAP L (F RETT L)

w R VTR AR FHAcE A
#-3¢ (pattern) 77 A v i
R & WK = (aggregate level) | % ¥ & G
s 2 & = (constituent level) 7 ¥ AR ¥ A
BT G R T R B LL»;T‘} rgzv CIRCRIE TS VIS SR T RN

FOL UETRELI Y R F -
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f#ﬁ i3 % (descriptor)®@ % 0 PR frdpic it fo 2 L Rk p g H {rdp
ey E T o AT AT 2-2-6:
2-2-6 B B ARLT R B ARGD A (F5 EEZ)

s it 3% 3 (descriptor) R TR AR WACEA
B3¢ (pattern) MERHEF T (HEME) | & ppd i

RS (el | B B Gt
~ it (component) | i E&mitiF (FEME) | v~ ) Bl

AR T GEREB ) | e E iy | P ER

BRS¢ R PRELSFICER S FFE P AL R
¥ gAg e cngy 3 5 0 Bl PR AL YTl 5 S 0 RUlE > R

O g -

\-a&

gk o 3B 3F 5 B 5 F1% B Tk (cause-effect relations) e i+ & F] & o € B
FERE 3¢ (global pattern) 2 F_~ i e115 % {7 5 (local behaviors of the

components) o fig izt F]F € FIN N A B F R R R 0 2 F A Aig At R

2 et 2 B e %] % #5 4] (causal mechanism) > @ ¥ - B4 S F € FARFI M % o

M E MG B Y EF Sr3can(Linn & Hsi, 2000, p.92; 31 g Chi, 2005)  F]* > F] %

B % 00 3 R S RAC RIS SR ] -

PR R ILE AR B

BRI FF S AP e R0 AP FRAL AR gAY T
B nE g2 b (dp & Pdoie R B8 ) o ETR G B 0 R s ALK
Pl ehg T o £ A0 E R FHE g 4 o o BB AR E Rt (e
TR PR AT A A RSN )

EE O PR AP B R PR R s BRI E A ahle s it

(all the constituent components) s %8 £ 3 ¥ * (collective interaction) .5 % © iofd
AR AR I 50 o
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O #EARL RMERLT ZBd w2 P!

()~ EdDiFE IR oo

(=) $~ 274 5§~ &2 {7 f# R (treatment of the components as either

classes or collection)

(=)~ i B I3 9 %) % 8 41 (causal mechanisms) 7 & o

R A Bo o T RN B AR L B e

2-2-7

2-2-7:

B A EEAOAMEEE (518 Chi, 2005)

PR
(Direct Processes)

RILUE AR

(Emergent Processes)

Ry A

(Component Level

1.3 e s 0BT R

lipfe e~ - Rl

Interactions)

(Distinct) (Uniform)

2.3 "Llen 2.7 e s B
(Constrained) (Unconstraine  random)
3.58 B e 3.f e

(Sequential) (Simultaneous)

4.1k 50 4.0z

(Dependent) (Independent)

5.3 ¥ eh 5.8 4o

(Terminating) (Continuous)

6.5 BAY (& f847)

Subgroups (or classes)

6.4F =& (= fi R

( All components (or a collection of components) )

(Component—pattern

relations)

7.8 Feeh

=<

7.25% B

Py RS

(causal mechanism)

(Direct) (Nondirect)
8.4p ¥ Jis e 8.3 44 i
(Corresponding) (Disjoint)

9.7 e e i

(Differential status)

0.4 & ehipr =

(Equivalent status)

1058 chp s § Bl

(Global goal or intentional)

10. /3% enp ehgd 2L 3 Bl eh

(Local goal or unintentional)

18



O~ ik = p 03 #(Component Level Interactions)
1. # lenvs. 4ple fagenis 5
Distinct vs. uniform kinds of behavior

FREMR LBEIARDELLR P UBERL G MRS E AL R

e o
F

A

‘o

ok

;‘51?,_‘55;}_ u;y%g;:; &) 7,;\;4;,,1(4\ f”?“f'é’\’* s fﬂ%?&{%&k’ﬁﬂ,—}g&} LR

Eh oo
2. F levs. 2 UG e BRSO T iE R
Constrained vs. Unconstrained(or random) interactions

EREAR e g4 LT % (interaction) ¥t % HF FUF 0 BlAcETR T

kS

=

HRT LN EeR A T ER AR GBS EERF A LT TR o

RILEAR e~ B2 T 8% ot % 87 U eh s S8 Bldedic? o ok
FRAFAA S MR T ks S A, S o

L BMEH vs, BT IR

Sequential vs. simultaneous interactions

EARIEAR AP IR b o B EREAR A AT IR s 5 B e b

RILEAR: = 202 T (77 AP & & AUl (7 ine Dledidc? drk A S R LA
+ A Adp I B o
4. tkizenivs. e 3 R

Dependent vs. independent interactions

=
F_*
b

ERAEAR DR I e pE s EirGz i Aok oG TR Gk o

>
o

2

RILEE © RILEADAE AT T B b o Aok Foa B an) 3 o

T

50 % Babenvs, FHEHOLT E
Terminating vs. continuous interactions
REAR D REARADE AT EF P LR e BleiiTR Y o dok s
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5" (flow pattern) % ik > o jfe %0k Jnds o Rl F R T
RIEAR D RIEAR N AT T B F3F e TR ad RN B 23
2 R E I U s o
©~ #2338 2_ fF enff % (Component—pattern relations
6. X BAY (%) vs. 75 ~ B (2 R

Subgroups(or classes) vs. all of the components(or a collection)
Chi:n i A MM e Wl 2t PR S B P errd, LFr i 8m
A s it T B %enfE B (collection) 0 F it 4 4 A = fEF (classes) K ILfE o
BARIEAR D E RGO JEFPHET FOES AHN AT A S EY
(subgroups) & & #F (classes) » iz 7 I =t A8 F M B H RS & 2 G 050 (pattern) ©
RILEAL D RILFAR P > A5 2 3 8% aff R(collection > @ &% A
= = BIAY BT -

<

7. B dxehvs., 2

\
<

\\\

EEE

Direct vs. nondirect effect

EEAEAR Aot ik > B REMAOR EeniT 5 7 LB $(direct) & B E(indirect) §

RILEAR | 72 HHGEF 228 5 (nondirect) B2 48 -
8. ApeF uevs. W4fen
Corresponding vs. disjoint

_ﬁ_ 2FAR L~ EhiF Lo g'#'ﬁ._;\ {#E vk }@m v Gilde s PR LT v B

Differential status(or contribution) vs. equivalent status
DREAECHERES O Fh At Bl A LR AT ERE

20



RIBEAR: T AR AT F* chifer P mEfpEa B pEad &1
10. BRenp (7 ic /P B/ B ) vs. hINenp en(# it /P 1&/2L 1 Bl )

Global purpose(function/goal/intentional) vs.

local purpose(functional/goal/unintentional)
ERERAEDEFIAP IR R B ASFREN PRI E S o bl
X R VAR % PR LG 0 @ L R ) I L R TR R T o

RIBAEAL: 2@ HL T (v £7 L P s

A

A2 FRMOp A bldciRic? o A

FEAARFIERSAPT AR > 7 3 A F R RS TREHG o
EEAIZE AT BAERET S {H RS A IR w2

FI0 BRI GEN BT 6T -9 10 Sa-A= 2 v 2

EBAE "¢ i) | centralized control) » @ RILBAEE_ T2 ¢ o it g

#] , decentralized control ° G4 §FH B = FAIEEF o FLPEL €3
- BAE A dlE o EHFEABI P ORI G o & IF
AEBRTR AR B PEMEY > REIWNEF e BRI

=N AR R

Chi " ~ %83 , (ontology training) » &_Chi #7if # ! 572 3 (Slotta & Chi,
2006) » ¥ A= 4 24 e CBI $c 4 (Slotta & Chi, 1996) ikt it o o *0 2 & 8
WO R RZF Y o Ay Rt £ Chi DAY R BRG E
R -

Chi # AR FRRIBREZEFF BNEF 2 DL TRET) > bl4cF 2

BT R AR P TR M i3 (commit)>t juice HHRA 0 i G BN BARA D

Y on ERRE IS Y 25k Eodr gk 3 A 48 4 4 (wrong ontological

21



category)#-7 4p % (incompatible)*t {6 Xk (RF I » R i& i HF Y R 1T FIEL 0 Y

i B 24 ch2n > (Slotta et al., 1995) o 4o 2-2-1 #575 o

4 £ B ET A SN P R 0 3P (commit)>? juice ePPEA

v

(8 RFprent BB EALH L E42 ¢ 9 CBl(constraint-based interactions) °

v
B~ e4 34 4l 4 4 (wrong ontological category) # #p % (incompatible) *+
kT REEY S I AE

2-2-1 Chi(1992)1% 4p % Bif(Incompatible hypothesis)

(- ) #=& ~ %Lk (Assessing Ontological Commitment)

TS FAML R o Chi A5k 5 TR E T PE R L T #F AL
AT bR SRR R RG22V 2 & 21 H ALK (ontological
commitment) ° 3 7§ igtk N 5k 0 F]P F & BT (assessment) o Slotta et al.
(1995)F1* SHe4p iz ~ 1 F 7 I 7R 4 (isomorphic problem) s ¥t ki (7 » » # 1)
* PP REfE ¥ pFene 3 it @ (verbal predicates)~ $7 K 1 fEH AREILE o bldo R ik A
RILEARPEL > fefap TRMP AR o Apinaw §7 0k prdigpinear £ 4

ke R B A e e ARET A A e LN Sk ek B ehbl

PR\

7 o WA PET T L AMILE AR o

1‘3\

2-2280 0 2 L HFFWBL S P EREBE O A 2 HE R A
B e T MMANAR Y R T AR MR (B2 24p0 ) SR R AL
* ?‘Lf’ mi@fi%ﬂ"ﬁ— o gt eb * {Qﬁ%é’ AR U T *K&E:r —g#pﬂ?mﬁ_
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(pattern) = ¥ 2 & Fgrd £ D (R4 2

- KRB QFEFFL LB A s

Fa
X P s
- Substnce Procicules
= [
| 15 ! |
o ' —-
§: e, S Expens:
a ra, ‘;" Process Predicaics
o 14 ""i.
) Pay -
H : .zt |.'h.ill|'ll'-
= .-l..i- - "‘l-lll‘I ‘___-" subslance Prodicates
-
E =] T - U
5 e
pe ﬂf“+ r-__,_-"-\ W
a & Proweess Predicales
=

Substance |samamrph
Problems

1
Physics Concepl Problems

2-2-2 & g4 L agnt e (51 p Slotta & Chi, 2006 )

(=) &Erp ¥t Fes

PRET LR

Chiihs » 4ok t()BRFPREF GLEME DT A AETE S (b)# P A
A 332 *ﬂfﬁm‘ 55;—\‘;?,'(:;‘,;4& @%Fy_mjxgé‘raa},t hid ﬁ f#_—r ,§4;L

WH € TR E -

7 7% 95 % 7 (Clement, 198
1995) » #+184 PE (735§ 3 W EAE
PR o e B P R
LI I TR EN Y-
(differentiate)~ fe 4r 7 #F 4 {8 &
8 (substance-like) 1% & #7f it ¥1 ?

N
£

e s 252
(R ER) TR BEFRT I

(A -{1["1}[‘

fe it e

WMcDermott, 1979;

BATIOPEA B EhE 5 1

#7 ¥ 1 i A7 (process-like) A £

51 p Slotta, Chi & Joram,

D TRES- RS G EES ST
# 3 2h(Slotta, Chi & Joram, 1995) - F]pt

B de® s i e L R A

PLEM T 7 IR

i 1§ #2 (process-like) & %‘r B RE R AR Ep A

B LGRS TR R A ol P g

VUG A LR G A AR X R I ML T
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(z) B2 pg

FHHbns:  »i aF RAUBEHRFFRELT > T 2 B TR
B ipRaREF P AT R Y o

LAY > AR RE AE A B I P (robust)iF LPEA LA
+ o Reiner, Slotta, Chi and Resnick(2000) /& ;£ ¥ BEARBE A7 3 (& > FIEF 4 2 4
LR FHFHDPER S TR -

Chi(1992, 1994, 2000, 2002, 2005)s7— 7 (21 5k3u 5 » 2 - L HERE
BXINEY FEE o L F 56 PRGE A RS & FF 4 (material substances) 1%
iy AR i (status) 0 @ 2L E F cH R ILiE A2 (emergent processes)d 7 ETR o ¥
BT EEMARE B BRI P REOEIL A e PR - BREE K
Sy FAFT L o 5 7 RSN - LR E g PR
M &3 4 (challenging topics)’ b4r: T i~ 4 B ok~ 4 F 4% 4 > Chi & Slotta(2006)

AT IUERA- BEKEDAHT 4 R TMAL AP S (ontology training)-

BERET O REVATROAEVIUET L FT A E L A o
Chi ¥ A FX B MR e Y RIEA > R gAY - 4
ERFEER i A R MY AT o v F R oLk AL R

/L?#‘l%ﬁfr FHREF A HT I }i PR I iR o

(2 ) Slotta & Chi(2006)s1 & § 2" 37 7 K-8 = 2 4 &
1. B3 o fohradRe
(WF sk 04 L LBLTRPDRILEMLANEY R > HFRET e A7
EHRF TR AMOT LA

Q) dle 1 i2F RMBAA NI I AR RN F R

e iSRIRIE Y o RRF AL EERAEY TE > BFUCFIEMEE -
FoHReEARAIEDRY X RITE L A FIHE AT MR >R LE SR
B AR A R D RS o IR R B e eh SF AR € R PP A A R
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(transition) = { /| PF R LI AZ A BY o

ELE S

FRTEMET ~ SR RMFAME e e | 2 B e il
B ped e SR FIEEY X K HEE PSR
()= ~ & iBl(pre-test and post-test)

WISRIN FARR 0 RATERIT IR B A% 0 B AEB~ A Slotta et al.(1995)
XHEFERFRERL RR HHERAC FEH ok %;‘fc"*rfﬂ fpRlig* 2
T FHPH AR R 3T 0 Chi 8 A ik X pé R AR
Ra ok 2 Pl £ &7 Bl 4E R TR AL RAN A RIS B
% @ Frpc(surfacefeatures)m & o
(2) & 18 423" - 2 (Emergent Process training module)

PR KBTS D BA R L AP v AR F BT T
S SEICEER N P S EES St TR RN R R
el I8 RIT R iR T 4 o LR B F AR LR RRER
Blre-rr 225 e BAHPEMEPRRELS T - RET AP AL &
P RILBARG I T @ £ B A H P F8d (recognizable) ~ 5 g X 1
(accessible) » ™ % it FRY ATV o Te AHEEE
I 4k ¥ (System-wide) : 27 P FE %% f2§ -

II. & #-T fr(equilibrium-seeking) : % Jep 3 #renfe = >+ Aif 2| T H F &

T o
III. F 4% @ B+ (Simultaneous and independent) : % f& 4% & "L 4|(constrainst)4 i®

* (behave) » F R E d 3 k% F F i A i F 4 anuBAR2 B A ok

% (combined effect) °

IV. ## 4§ i {7 (ongoing) © i1 7 A= BLE? ¥ gL
Wep A8 RMERHES- ST BFL BRI EIR > AL R
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- BT AR o JEY - MH R ARG BE L MOIT P o K R R
5 - B U g o
3)3" | > A 2§ ok 3 (Training text explanation prompt)
PRV RN REHN FORE BoF LY B HE R g §
84 (Chi, de Leeuw, Chiu & LaVancher, 1994)
(4)2" 4 {4 pl(Training post-test)
B BB R e 7 X R A AR R SR p L B R RE w
R EGF P e BAAMNFP R FERAI D Z o BT AATHH

F¢ (S FE RSP IRE) o LRF ML L v T (positive effect) SHIEHP

(—?'-r ) Chi ﬁjﬂ\'gﬁ)l"éﬁ:}, Ib%*;;d’
LChizea » g o 5 BV AP FIE SR E 2o L i 93x(Chi, 1992;

1993; 1997; 2005; Chi & Slotta, 1993; Ferrari & Chi, 1998; Slotta & Chi, 1996; Slotta,

o

etal, 1995) > & &7 F & o Btk ek IR it (specify) It — % ~ 48 & 42 (ontological
boundary) » /i3t fAfEfREEL R F 2 FA g & B EPERE DL o

- PEAR- BMAR ST - BHFTNAIYE B (&) RiRpTHAEL FFE
fRZ {8k EN T o a B Y FEE - Fli & () #3399~ 433 F (ontological

commitment)friZ &5 N F frER * AR > § 7 127 d(mismatch) o Flpt o R o4t A
73

Rpr g @t v B R EF S F 4 BT R BB T DA o

2. Chi(1992; 1993; 1997; 2005): 55 » B 2 o > #dt « %~ 4 ~ TS LA £ e
7 4 B 7 %8 (material substance) o &AM e K p A fEAI B (2 L2273 4B )
R F] ol

(1)3% % 04 & ik € (materialistic biases) ©

QLAY 2 FFFWMAMDER > URNT L LRI BRNIERE

(default) -
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(3)¥ 3 # % (alternative ontology; e.g., the emergent processes) i+ 244 7 o

(R EUPACRE S SEL ETE YN £ R S BN P SRCIEN | EALREE

SRR G P L D BRI

3. AREEAR (Dldo ! RINER) E BEKE > ABER LI ELE AL
BY o F A 2 A e~ 3 M RILEAZ A HIE F P R (preliminary training) #A%.

BiE R 5 R (treatment) ¥ > H 3 A % BBk AL T TRk o %ﬁ—v’ R

A

R0 FRETA T RATY S o b dn b TR
B grd F AR A E el S R BHA R B AW AT K 3 HE B bR
BAR(PHeRin ) ng ¢ B 5 o f £ 3 4 RS DRy R (bl

wRPRE) RARAE T FEETEARAGE

() MHDRAFE P D i s F

. ERRTBABFDNEFREROKE? KA I - BHEP R 2577
AFa- BEROEFI I FEMAAEE T L B/ 2 A48 48 (ontological
issues) » H & L& HF ¥ B ikyp 2 A R84 F (ontological attribtutions) k & ¥ o &
KERXR3 2w AP AL TEA AT € FLE 2 ALk (ontological
commitments) < % i A2 o § L 3 AL > bi4e 4 88 757k & 5L 0 Chi(200a; 2000b; 2005)
SHTT G ORI B4 kS 2 B F WA I (revision) 0 @ F F & A A
(ontological shift) & #73} eEs4% & #8 I 4 (crossing of ontological boundaries) - %] &
B4 g RRE B pendho @ 4 L5F (pump) > B ARED B AR
AR (KRS R B T AROAER) o Ltk T o

CEET I R R R ES T CO T

2. B RMAEAIA Y 0 GlacFEE TR B k4 R BURE s R
EREABAELAT R 2 FEHIE H S £ ARSI AR
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PRr i FRES KFILRIRINGREIBART P chdi il F5p2 B3R
P ARAPRE - FFIER KFRE- S0 RAETRMANE § OREE
ek R 412 (characteristics) > - * & H BAR T P TR WAET VA F
o PGP RS BEGMADIERE gL RITRERS

(formulate) » 1 if FF*(adhere)# & fF A it - 3 F ¥ F2 R F
WFIC Y P s k]I > B (mediate) E P Y RILhE % Hip M

LB -

3.Chi i 5k fmh $Hig® 73] 47 fe 2 B P [ (challenging) sl 5 4 XL pF 0 J0FF 2 ok
ﬁi‘:&g-‘-—%’? NAEREDAREE - BAPRESO? s S - PR AR EARE I
WA T A L2 > R FAHMEDE HRAG TRE o ¥ o PR
AR A T (nature) # B 4o A TR LA F AR oo F ko

TE#SYChi 88 F e Fisk  RPIFRNG- BLFF - T HAe -
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- e RE

F OB RSN P it 0 & A 1943 & T d Kenneth Craik 4% 41> 5 335 A 1 ¢
pEpeEot RendE A SN et TR AL BRAKREFRE
0 B RIEE BEE  Ae B R (5 SMELLKHET > 2002) B4
LR A G Ao T g b p P e R AR F O Bl S
KF|- Brad duS s fravig %ol @ 2 A7 Fl 5 AP S 2 5 - B ARGY
B e BIE o BEASEE s 5 O IR AT 0 (R &R T
Lo fAp A e - BV U kit~ fER S 4838 S FERI A Fpdl et
IR G s T2 b B 0L T AR o

3 AR g ﬁ 23 e I E Ap R 0 Franco & Colinvaux(2000)4,
0 T (access) s AHES 0 2 T A HRRI B 4 e 32 H05S (expressed model)
HHP e FRIFENARE (grasp) B A S 0 RFREFTS Baow

(- YIS H e B ) kb o

(Z)F BARY AR E LT RV AR N R

Vosniadou & Brewer(1992) % #7 3 3% & b 3R PR30 5 A HV U5 0
FERRLf% AP 72 & e fd ds i R R 0 Tt o i L PEA AL R AR ARIGE (testing)
PR BF T (spot) © — B & 3 e ff(spontaneous constructions) ¢ @ ZLIF R £ §
7R IE % (specific theory ) (30T &) o

Norman(1983)7% & = A/ HEE § X B - s % 2 ' U4] > Bldeit * F ka7 4
B0 AT AR O E G A AT AURIE SRS o # 5B R LR
B Vs AHE e B R A

3 % fEen .

} 1 ST SHPHER P LT U
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* f& ¥ en SR ek S - BT R (g r‘f»ﬁ’ﬁ R e

2GRS D Ap i e
*o g Bt F ERA o

Zi—lﬁm EO R I BN ,Afyﬂ'ﬁ‘rg Bk 3 T 5 f
FAV

e AR e B e S 0 4 AR o A k2
dldein g LB i 5 o R B TR Y SRt

TRy T IR s R T X
Franco & Colinvaux(2000)3% 5 «& A H-3% en & Fjfcde™
1. 2 &)} (generative): & {7 M #5382 AAH B A € A A TRRoATE 2 -
2. 2 H3|p TE v (tacit knowledege) o APt endE G F 17 g BT p Loy
W R A e R AR RR YR .
3. & = e(synthetic) © 5 7 R HFHGNEFE L G oS o RS FF L PR
GOSN E e it & o
4. 2 g(world-views) D S AR € X T - A AT G 2| A kA
5
Gilbert, Boulter & Elmer (2000)#-#-%] (model)#-%] » % = 4 3% (mental
model) ~ % £ #-3¢ (expressed model) - ¥ ;" (consensus model) ~ # & 5%
(teaching model) % - # i #5% » &~ f& = 4F 3 (public domain)e?h & 4 fe > 7 U
FHRE IR > KA 2 BFenEil od FIR RN 2% 2 Pt F R
R H ARG P A o & A73) “expressing it changes it” o & R EE
dAFHE I Rz SRR o A HERAP T R AEEE S LS
Buckley and Boulter(2000) % #+4&35% (model) ~ = 5% (mental model) ~ # &
7" (expressed model) ~ 3 % (phenomenon) § 4= ;2% !
1. Model: 3l * CMISTRE(Centre for Models in Science and Technology: Research
in Education)eh1 iF 2 & 5 — 18/% (idea) ~ # %8 (object) ~ ¥ i* (event) ~ iE 4%
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(process) 2% ,x Fu(system)ii# fix(representation) °

2. Mental model @ P fe~ 3AveE fie o 44 % K334 R % (phenomenon) » & &
Foif ~ R - ER sy FE ARG -

3. Expressed model : ¢t frendk e 2 W REE o 4 * Rduh o - RF T
“representation” - ¥ & dp *t & fc o T “expressed model”

4. Expressed model ¥ % # ¥_phenomenon # ¥_mental model » % #cH ¥ 5 iF
i # o v (represent selected aspects) ¢ F] i > mental model ~ expressed model
fr phenomenon ¥ 123} = T @l 3 B 7%

s HRCE (Mental Model) o & 3 #5558 (Expressed Model)
& “=(Perception)
I % (Phenomenon)

2-3-1 IR s A E RN eI % en T B 2 (51 B Buckley and Boulter, 2000 )

Buckley and Boulter(2000) 2.+ ] - 5 148 12 Milne(1999):21# Scholes (1981)
fv Carter (1993) {3k (semiotic circle)* 7.4 (7™ B » Ayt — H 7|0 (4 v ig
i)

#2f (Interpretation) » ¥ & (Text)

£ £]3% recreation & & f- & meaning&value
% © (Events)

232 %E 8k (%:p Milne, 1999)

Boulter and Buckley(2000)3 33 R 5 2 7 f@ -3 e h Fo 0 2 {3 o K F o
€ & {2  Boulter & Buckley(2000)4p 1 » #E 3 F ¢ 7 5 it > v gt &

Jedh B AHRIR G B T~ Ao At Fo s Ao P AR JEF 2 FYHFR* - bkx
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POoFAT Y fEE P AE TR N REE - Bk AP F B R R
HE2 83 AT OGN F oo iril g FeitmE AR B EG  a
M (Gilbert, 1991; Grosslight etal. 1991) - & 4 S ¥ - - @it ~ 2 =& ~ 3 £ F
TR G A SR e N IR B A . I AR LY AL F G H Bk
st o BRAFLAFT LG LR AT A G B e et
BRI GEAE R X S F BRI RS F AT he RS
(Johnson-Laird, 1983) o #cfF (&% ™ p £]eh3cF i K { et & 4 123 % (Brown,
1994 )o fe F0pF o 4 IRFout FrpF~F * chg F Ho3% 42 £ 2] e 8 Treagust
etal, 1992)c #fFfcF 4 4 2 7 fBR G fori 555 R A 2 B e d o - 8P

FE~ BB i e enge B 3 B4 34 ST dE R 4E (Boulter & Buckley, 2000) -

v FFHE 2 52 i (modeling)

Grosslight % % (1991)% ™ 33 B 7 # %R & 4 F1H 4 > {o22 B 11 # % F
EITE 4 > B (model) P A 2 B AFLE g o 27 BA T

B pFeng ey =
l. 4+ %5 2 p 3 {2 (spontaneous) § % i fic -
2. LETE 4P R omet e ar poE A s Rt 2 B R i o
3 BE R RHEL DR LR S i £ P P i e -

B A A R N AT RFIE S A Pl 0 3G F R
e E F & 48 . (naive realist epistemology) o s % b & T a; 5‘2"1‘”}"1 T8 -7 I
FEEEWI LT (reality)2 F AT E 0 & 3 LA 5 (TR IR GEY
LA ehd ez 2 o § B2 3 L F S5 (sophisticated) 2 {5+ § T BEHCR] 5 1

F i#Fap okt #9457 A (communication) ° & RN E R B £ Tﬁi

e

F OB T N R WA X WA R S i -
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2-3-1 & 4 & & 73] (model) s 18 72

B4 g
HA 8 B R (reality)2 ¥ #84F @ > S F TP 2 K bl A .

#% 779 i (sophisticated)

& peniiz o
2] &8 2 (ideas) s e ik 5

Grosslight & 4 (1991) e 3 305 > F 38 4 82 & RO en B2 2 aui o

ForEs M kM 4 BB E RN 4 (modeling ability) ¢ B & 40T

1.

2.

o BRI AT R (reality)2 FHMATH R RS Ty -

FoOBA T S AETP h2 K3 ks A ALT d R EGR D ha AR

B0 T LB 1 RETEAREL > 2 B AR o e gk
RS IR SI-E FAE S PO

¥ = B A = A R 82 (deas) i fE rie &

Grosslight % £ (1991)*" & 3 1 2% » 1%

B4 2R FnE%—{ 5@ %3 554 1 E (intellectual tools)e5 5 o
F2R3L L 58 Rm—0 57 MWEAIN AR Rik- BAHROE
i BLEE(contrasting conceptual views of phenomena)

FLREL P At — U 2 M| e fl e Ry L i ehd § 2

b o

S AR Y R

AT TR gL T AT K R AT TR ¢ A el

W3k PF iR % (protocols  ~ KE HE o A Y £ Bl w HChi e A 4835 0 11 2 Mayr
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(2001) ~ Shtulman (2006)s7% £ &2 @3] 5 Eam ¥ F & i A ik dy >
KERZH - KEEFZEY M3 -84 FF 47y 0 70 R B4 SiFH

SVenA R R PEA L O A R

A

o

PO E L BARPE AR A PR FE A REBWLE )
WRFE 2 w@E R FL e BER MG LWL > 2 E RS
F) % B T o e Fr Zovd 3 EF (population) i it enE & Fid 0 1R R GV 4
R I F] % 5 4](emergent causal mechanism) o 3% 02" F_i 5 A R HE5

T 4/’”1%’”?{? LR v 'g‘q‘%‘w‘:xio
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A

— ~ Vosniadou(1992) ¥+ ¥23 7 B &

Vosniadou 3% 5 ° 3F % 523 o Ik 4_F)¢

g AIRH T 3 RS A A IR P T

1=y

oGS o P e Ay

Mo TG vtk patp AR

PRI IUE e 8

% = & Vosniadou < AP o B PE 4 s B I

T]!( mlu %"’}’3_;\‘ '% /2-1;‘

a3
EN
=t
~=ie
Iz
N
ey
(dm
Y
v
=)
F_*
0
-

T A AR o P g RBBE R e R B R RN RS

AL E 2 T R AR RN e 52 A

—
=

SRR KR LA AL g

AR O 2 B A RATE S PR E ey AT AR R

fEE A Ik o

823 chirg 0 B3 B Avii(intuitive knowledge)sh A B0 AR P f ik

WARR TG LB g TR 2L TROR R S B EEL R o
123 AhceF B Y 3 AT

3 P EA
2P EMELTFARRFTEIBR L - RIEA R .

B AR A WE AR P AR A LR AT -

H 528 REpEfEE R A IR & Fb S

e
\

R

=t
-

A VAR S E W03

4

LA e

1"‘4

.
£l

7 \:‘ o
“~

W A hF M (WA R) 222

SR E ERA (BRI T ) frhaa- R e SR TEE LT R IFEE 2 £

~

e 2 F7 3 L4F o blde > Piaget & d

Y23 B RAR 5 Vlayer cake” ek S+ o

Vosniadou 3% 5 d ** % B presuppositions (FE 3% » & = H - 2 ) 044

PEA > REF2F R Er R — (a) e L Tra(b) Ldils 2

WeEET oipd BIRMT 27 FHEMA D il 3o U A2 e o AR

A3 #E 2_ {5 Vosniadou(1994)3% !

-

]
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L AT > 43 % ‘dual earth’ £ ‘synthetic’ (552 ) <RGN Y A H h o F)
PURG RHIIL S BAR A Dlhod A o A fe A e T2
BoenzkA) ) o 2R R A CFBRE A L i A - freconcile’ () o
- IX(donsistent) > 6 - Vosniadou? %L 40 — & F  chg ik > MG &
SHEE LG R E - R M T 0 b § e iR A SR 0B Bk
WoaF M 1 BLad- R B RLp AT RED § A ED

2

£ & A G BT s A 05 (coherent mental models) > A 3 i¥ & 38 L (operate)
Fidr o d ARy fo AFI PR RYP X ARES 5 FlA B REME

(coherent) ©

g3 ¥ A FNEREHRETEZ U] L RH R T A F LR
B R T 2d EW% o vE £ 2 (reinterpretation) > £ AT T LR 2 1Y
AR A S I A ES: S AU A S

~ Vosniadou(1994)52 " 28 #3234 | (framework theory)

Vosniadou 4p 1! > 3L e R IT AL G F IpEHp e sE >, FE
* R B A MRS R SRR AR Ao 78 HEIE 54 137 3K (presupposition) 0 & 5 1B 4 f
R TR T 0~ 2 FfT e R i FE R (specific) Fr SLIL G PE P o

M IR IL G (specific theory) i #27 € 7 %74 AL £ § (enriched) 2 i3 &%

(modified) - 7 P¥ © & 77 3 2 7% 4r (addition) & IR 15 L4 -*iﬁﬁét’ » R AR D
£

WLPLE AR RS 0 B A EBIEATE W 1 (assimilate) I IR 75 L L JE T?‘l ’
ATPLE BB ¢ B G TR

94 b e IR T R AL BRI G HRIG TR B A L BRI
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BT BA RN AR 2 e R TER (B - PR 0 A BRI

Pl Gk BLR A TR T hE A (5 2 ] ) Tk a 258 23 g i S S o

= ~ Vosniadou ¥t ChiZ2 5 et 3=

FHEH K H §_Pfundt & Duit, (1991)2. % » ¥ #hid 5 A s % A
4 0 Chi(1992) 7 $F F if # BE4% 2 B 5% o I 14 & 48 4 7 (Ontological categories)
7 VT A (concept) A = 4 #F 14 B (matter) ~ 3 #Z(process) ~ = F 5 Ak (mental
state) o Fo— < Fg 2 B K55 ﬁp: b o AR5 B 48 I (beliefrevision) » #& 5 %
25 7 R X820 B a8 (migrate) » PERELR o T s Ptz A HEY - A AERT
MR FEE R P F L 0 A e A A R T E -

7 i » Vosniadou fpt ¥ Chi 3 #7#3%> * 40T (31 p ¥ % 4z > 2000) :
. 2HAF- XA RN A pw@ﬁ%— CALI I - s sl I
2. A& F f¥7(arbitrary) © 5 B-E_4 = matter ~ process ~ mental state % = %F ?
3. H3%#(syntactic)m #L3F & (semantic) ek 2 (7% Tip B RIFE B EEEE

R F])

Vosniadou 3% 5 * ¥£4 z‘L % (embeded)" i7* %13 2_ $» 1B H F e *}?
(framework theory)® » ¥ 2 B #7ged] o igd 5 & R p ¥ 4 G% SRl
(confirmation)2_ {5 » 3% EHEEPN ZLFH ~BEFA > S HM G TR

| R RREA SRR T TR (45305 1R % HIZ% ¢ 3R (presupposition)

o4

TR A g MmERE)
Y ﬁ w18 1 Vosniadou(1992, 1994, 2004) 2 7 4% 3 i1 5 P g Teh e
REATFFEE, - B “YesorNo”en§ % > 4 £4R ~ B e d_ T IER {Agpec > v

IEER TR IE

Ak
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2 ~ Vosniadou¥tdiSessa(1993)s52 § frgth— R4E (i 5 1) et

i T g

Vosniadou 1 & diSessa ¥f 52 & chimiik iy 2 A
(Knowledge is pieces) %R ix 5 — Rt~ 2@ | > yj&.ﬁ EFEY O R Ry E 2 F b

-~

theory % @ ? # I % 43 # 4L theory-like - Vosniadou B 2* 5 &7 fr 5 /% o 30 5 Frgh

I

& (belie)*TH =~ > @ 7 & 3 802 5 f(in pieces)sh™ ;% %iF X (operate) * &
$ A% i 7 (coherent) s 4 -

Rk Rged g B #2bd Londe g P Ra a B RA| - R BT

SRSV TR e & B UER  ER o EE SN S Lk d
ERA D HAAMPNEH T ARSET - B2 PR

#t #F > Vosniadouid & 4+ L EE 7 e > McCloskey(1983) ~ Carey(1983) 12 5% »
305 F RPEE A G ARR R (testing) Rt § T (spot) 0 & 33+ 2 ff(spontaneous
constructions)® = > @ Zbh £ 7R R 3§ cdFsRIE 4 (specific theory) o

WA RGR
1. Vosniadouzn % 524 . AFF® T S P A FEH S d E - &
o EFR el - RPFL-Zob- REPDIEF I EFR g 57 - K1
(Vosniadou & Brewer, 1992; Vosniadou, 1994; Vosniadou et al., 2004) - ¥ #F » P2 4

P AUbrE fh(gradual) > ¥ r 4 5 REE <03 4e (addition) & E % (enrichment) £ 4

t"\&

A enig I (revision)® * #F W] PEA e 5 F 4 o FIH T I mA R R T
3R ARRE 2] WA PRA e o fA i) D RS FIIE & 5 Tl
A

LendiE o 5 g ;,1’rm‘*ﬂ}§’ IV RBIARRERL A GBI ERBT T Y
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E £ il e

(addition, enrichment)

_ﬁ,
~('

¢
i

A

PE A cig

nNa

W

(revision)

2. Vosniadou 3% % #£4 22 % e 45 AUPr:E 3% 3+ (gradually) > 4= 450 F 50 & 5

SIPHEE S R EIPE AR o BB AR AT RIATT

A7 s F R

(Initial mental model)

(- ®%KE?)

v

5 & S Aot
(Synthetic mental model)
(- L)

v

L8 AR

2-4-2 %

£ o S B AR

A 4

(Scientiﬁc mental model)

(- ®1EF)
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Enrichment or Revision

( %% p Vosniadou, 1992, 1994 )
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N RS T e s

B AFP > - |4 (consistency)¥? f J 2 (coherence)s ¥ ~ B F G F AP
o efF AR RAFEEARM Y Y o - R A Y B RS A
(isomorphic):h7 AL A ¢ » & * Aple ch7 N g A ARG Y R £ 7
R gren 8 Ak 1T 3 U (operate) 0 @ Ak ALt oo

Vosniadou # F+ & diSessa #73} T & £ < A HES hgix o L5 WAL P &
(belief)# & 12 % £ (in pieces)=1> 3 fdf I 2 & X (operate) » & @ F )=
(coherent)shig 4 o H =t » 44305 ST & W BRE FHAIP 0 2 EROEHEHE
£ 3 - R{¥(consistency) > H - RpEefe B H T NP IG5 BT a0 AA AT
3T iR S Bt 7 (Vosniadou & Brewer, 1992; Vosniadou, et al., 2004) -

R ] A L
Lo@iskpsaihfagp §28ag%e+5 TRE GG

(coherent mental models) = = % pt @ 4 5 » w2F e F ¢ XA FES G o

cy
15:\1.

- R o

2. d A i hw BRGNS E S o K K

A\

Chi & # ¢h2 554 Vosniadou 3 4P F e > 23 { % ¢994p £ fe o Chi & Roscoe
(2002)#- FFHFS (T4 ™ G A
1. b 1 (BURs) < A7 HE5¢ (incoherent/ fragmented mental model) :
¢ 3L (proposition) » 4p A M- Bk Bpbandrgt o - Bo T ik o @ b
TSR Y e frou st ket N Ap T kg o Bt v F RAERE S TR

REedpipl > LA A 2 RPEPER o 2f7 - RPE-FApe v ugrdk,
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(1) e e F 405" (flawed mental model) :
R ENEHEY o L CBMEE R L AROT LN R B PTG EF kR

RoFlai-REALBTERE s P WEEHMPE B PFT R pRED

N

< H Ak

Hf 4k 2Rk 0 2> 33 85 rikfE o
(2) I Fxerns F 3N (correct mental model) ¢
LLAPEME S RESRIE G fRMESS NpT e

BE >t b i i = AR5 0 Chi & Roscoe(2002) % # L %0 #2148 F =% e i 1 7k &)
FHRPH RG] bldel B ARG R R E Bk PRE - B8 L A eD
Bt md v E A LG - BApR AT P B anig kb (BRI g R enid
%) Fla o FHEP Le,j*{ffkmw??ﬁs—‘\ °

Chi & Roscoe(2002):% & I (theory)#73 = 14 §& (proposition) » A& = i 3¢
TEAACFE2 An HARORE S LELFHEF IR OAER > AT R
DR REAN AR () DS R e RiEEE 3

Vosniadou sf#f £ 4o b aten P A g ? ehd F o L3 aw F P 3 EF

Foo Rl B2 U EBARZ 0 Bl LA 2T G - BARMSHFRT
RFEEIFAAY R E A F I EALFE N L R FAR
FARY FROTTCFHABEIRE G R IF AT NEREY FRAE?Chi&
Roscoe(2002) %t - i dl 7 f2 4o
Chi & Roscoe(2002)7% 5 » = % 14 (completeness)#& = 7 & 2 7 & | 4L eh

Ao SR ek F A ) RREFR L R ERSE () T
MG R A H R E TR0 (F]A ARAR B AR S TR )0 2 F R FT OUE
O M R AR AL AP F o ok § 4 5 1 FE(correct) sHBE i TR ATHC
;9 0 i 4p B Bk B deo(with sparse details  ~ 422 = B BIE @ F A DR R
BT DR T BB R 0 REFRT U R BE L aEHR Lo (R

A
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F]# Chi & Roscoe(2002)3% % = A H-54 3 = B & #(3C) :

1. = &4 (Completeness) °

2. p R 1+(Coherence) °

3. i x4 (Correctness) °

REP LR B A EAr T £ F (orthogonal)in g 4 fut dpdfAp & > 3
TAE S o AT H 305 0 Chi & Roscoe(2002) 0= i A st ~ e 1L s B %
JE IR B B 00 12380 f3 98 Ferrari & Chi(1998)57#7 5 ¢ » 4 & 24 5 7
PET L ESHE RN fr] FAEOARA N (BRTI?) AL e

Rofarrad e R (22 Fth ) FFESRMIRFF S SR o A3F R

ARREDERT NG SRARY - BRE2SL ARLEFL WEA ] S
EE X
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FI & RS

- ~ ¥R HeE A%, (Variationism & Transformationism)

BT A K RATE PR F AL S Ui g R P ek
B ooigB K- & DERE > o 8k 45(The Origin of Species)# % {5 1 7 &
FEehfad o df v d SHRBERENZ BRG

1. 4% % 7 (superfecundity)
% B (variation)

3. if @ (inheritance)

EEed iz BRRIED T2 H | (natural selection) © Bif TR B 3‘53—:-4
Fm R F) P e - A (species) ¥ i TR B 1k (adaptive traits)rt 5 4p $i
W2 TR Bl o {2 IR, L fE T (speciation) £7 4+ 4 i & (species adaption)

N 2B PNHALET s 2ERT G BS%OATERE T ESRT

778 5 £ 45 (Newport, 2004 ; 51 f Shtulman, 2006) > <~ F & ¥4 L |3 - 2L >

FOOS%ARRER Y IEmF A AT e R T Lk (ER %Y
WOR LA R L AF OIS ) AP IR B AR Arif e

Shtulman(2006);% & » A i PR 32 -2 £ A BT i (essentialize) » @ i@ A~ B 4
# (essentialism)¥? % & §_7 4p % “h(incompatible) » 72 3 ¥+ > & & foip e o
AR e P B 7 L A AR DA - 82 K F] % 4 (causal power) g A BT
(essence)(Gelman, 2003; medin & Atran, 200 5 3! fShtulman, 2006) > Shtulman 4j
S ipfa A $ AR A & (biological essentialism)i i fA S B B PFE R F A e 2
TRk A v ired Bkt L FEAR R S5 A - (species
identity) it B4 87 pF e 4 1 4% 4 (transformation) & X 7 ep AR A @ aiFE 7 ¥ o
Gould(1996 ; 51 p Shtulman, 2006)Fi&#" M- B 2 g8 v enyfif | (fallacy of

reified variation) o iz Z fAHR-BEH A LA AFTLE A BEES LR TT £

43



AL P FRER Fta jrd AR PR A R & B
A e i @ (Lamarck, 1809) « P & 5 Apsf i B2 2 A5k n7 B £ 5 5
(Lamarck)- % - :E3 {% % » &4 o Chambers(1844), Haeckel(1876), Cope(1896),
Eimer(1898), Bergson(1911), Butler(1916), Berg(1926) (5! p Shtulman, 2006) °
Mayr(2001) i f 2 03 5%k 5 % B i (variationism) > £.5 503 3% 5 #3530

(transformationism  Shtulman(2006)-K &8 7 1 % s APV IRE - T 4Rt

PO AR S B F A - 2 AR ITNE 2 F AR A RRAp Y D
LAk o FRUE Y PR IRt IUR A AT

TR ESHRY - B PR L REFAR PR o

~ £.58 so# (Lamarckism)fe37iE fi < # (neo-Darwinism)
Mayr §F & f: % o0 " f8 1 4> (The Origin of Species) - # 1 % & j# i+ ¢h3
? 25 (Mayr, 1997; 51 A% 7% > 1999) 4T
(- ) 34 g EPRAETR O (I 30)
Z ) ARadERp ik (R4E3)
(Z) g g (PR )
(2 ) - BB EEEbrecn @083 (H%H%)
(T ) Fit el LT 53 5 b BHEL 3 " UhT iR » KR4 F{0F

£ (xEH)-

1=t
N
&

EREAoRF L CEF B ARRN IR RCEE S RN Tl
i (pangenesis) ~ " #4213 @ | (blending inheritance) ) » i f < fole P i e B &
SEFFHEEATR  PRFAF L ABFEF Y REAERE TR
X o— 23| ¥ - =i 85 < fF A{I(Morgan) e 4 —if @7 i* & R _Theodosius
Dobzhansky - # ¥ i® i @5 22 % f 4=k | (Genetics and the Origin of Species) !

BAs o o R OTRE 0 A B B F SRR Ak -
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AMEFR RV AL CREFEEE  RE CRRCATLE ~ER R K
Heee® GFit ) EE2MMPFRLG REDL I RBFL F o A p o b
r»aF B BEGEE 2 Hr T A ATEE 2 % (neo-Darwinism) o

d Geraedts & Boersma(2006) %1 £ 32 e 2517 w2 g BATE ¥ A
$po 3 WE D NITERE 2 HEHIIRS A v RE A R
PO AR o flmiE ko R oL e A A T4 (gene pool) A 2 L FI R R il AT o
AFIREER (AL oW R) 1 %ESR (Y T250 T25BH ) £
(3%) Zl(phenotype)iiZ & o 2 AL R R L A P BT FEF LI B

B oo B fsd & E%Imzi% IR I AR e

2-5-1: ¥ 5 5. (Lamarckian)fr#7i£ i < (neo-Darwinian)% 3t g it cna§8 £
(ontological differences) (5! p Geraedts & Boersma(2006) )

£5 5w AR H
ERUAETE I g5 %
EA S AR R Y N %
25 A
KaRER TN
L . A L s R =
L5 T2 & 4 4n # /3 Re(instruction/adaptation) i ik (selection)
A2 N 7 E_# (deterministic) # & # (probabilistic)

A BREEBRERE D bt 2B LRauT g A e 3T
SRS E RN RN R RS £ SR HE ST A R
FREL FR T - BAGRDEAR R ATEE T RArEBIm AT -
A E e heFil g LR L BHE V- BB R NG EEL s E
i A R m A R eie g o A RE oL B A P A (random) g AR o (R
rEET UG E TRE, - F)
Geraedts & Boersma( 2006)134x F  2-5-1 £ 5 i e f 2 Hhs
170 % - B TIIENE AT ) (guided reinvention) svkAR 0 A7 F & 7
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o ERUP R RHY RN A AEL Y o TR

BB L RALRIER R RART BERE 2 hAE
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