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Abstract

The causes of moon phases is a difficult unit for secondary students to
understanding, so this study hopes to develop a multimedia animation instrument to
assist student’s learning. To do so, we used to Mayer’s(2003) cognitive theory of
multimedia learning(CTML) and Sweller’s(2008) cognitive load theory(CLT) and
instructional designs to develop the multimedia animation instrument.

Ninety-eight students took the spatial ability test, and then were randomly
divided into animation graphic group(AGG) and static graphic group(SGG). After
multimedia learning, students completed the self-reported scale of cognitive load
and multiple choices learning outcomes test.

It was found that the learning outcomes showed no significant difference
between AGG and SGG. Learning outcomes had a negative correlation(r=-.298, p<.01)
with cognitive load. Spatial ability was positively related to learning outcomes(r=.471,
p<.01). High spatial ability students’ learning outcomes were significantly better than
low spatial ability students(F(3,50)=10.458, p=.000, f=0.616). High spatial ability
students reported lower cognitive load than low spatial ability students (F(3,50)=2.56,
p=.065, f=0.361).

Keyword: multimedia learning, animation, cognitive load, spatial ability
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SR AR TS SRR L) ER RN LY

ta)
o
o
i
"
5
q
4oy
W
g

fisgierT - P g o

9.4/ P (Signaling Principle)
B4 EY S EMENE . AP RERRREE S T B e

AR hP e vt g 4 ABZER R BRI Dol T e L AT v Y

H”

RS PR 1Y AR A BT B T ER Y E R

BT AR RO §Tes 5 2 e oo
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AELAHEHEERAERY FLAEY ) PEEY AIMAL R Aok

AT AR P AR R A T R MEH O FE o E Y H R

AEREHRATE PRGN E S BRRERTl F R FE T kS

el BT AR T R - HEART PHRP DRI L F AR D
S EEF LD KE D

SRR R

Jex (1988) suaivf WA EY o HEV N5/ R E0F Y RIEA -
AR B L ERE FA AR oA BRI EaE R BT binaen 4
2 I AR ARER o

Paas (1992) fhashirf - B 5w Remig » ¢ 37 8V F + & onpr
Mo bldo v A A ES%E > NEEYEE > Glde YR
TR KM HREIN CFEYRREFTRS X o

Sweller (1994) = & f mAEY ¥ A7 FiTZipr o308y —‘*F’f
mw<ijﬁéﬁ’%%%ﬁé§?ﬁ%ﬁ£@ YR ez £ %5 4
FY F oL FY o AgjEia 4 o

FAE (2000) Pl z &R f FABHRGERATEDERY > FEEHF
HArF ARt AT T R @ A ks (A B £ fRgelh) G YR E -

T ipge (2003) sRinirf mABMAT FHE (FYHHR) T g2l
PR XD A PRy A FRE B L RN BTN R
Tocnfe B> M-ERBHORRT S RE 2 4 88 ACZA Tl g RS
gl f ok 2RFIR (EY) iR e

Mgt (2003) g Mo g dF A BR AR F R T TRy o
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BAWATRE R PICA A R A S P ORI RIEER A S 0 TR

Jo Adp 1 TERE R JF e
s & < B AR i % { .
FIREL Rl R ARRRT R o R F A RIS ATy

TEATE 0L Sweller (LR v w f i L8 Y H &8 Y ohilfer o g g

¥ gne s g

SRAT R A Ase s AWCE B Rt L AR R L 0 -

A A B & gL (R 2000 5 Sweller, Van Merrienboer& Paas, 1998)

et § BHRBEATALME ok F R - AL BRLPF ATy

o G AL LS A SR Y 2 g

F5 R R i 2 R AR 2 0 b WA RS PR i Pl ek B R

E"é)%ﬁ%"\ﬁml

EX ya -
RATE g e

(=) wwa B A Hena) R s T30 £ el v

NN

AHCE AR h 1 Fre R R AR E X - BATRDAN > A7



TaiPehy FLERE

(2) f i LARSHEY €8 ig i

ABE Ao ¥4

P F A AT RIS o A u] DR

P
dhEliefl 0 T RS a1 (FEREE AR ASERR D £ R
T AR 1 EReF B o 5 B A S B R A
F R Y

BEM I HRRATE FOORAMNBRT ) HAGFIRTEY A T 0 1 TR
BT EPeRaFZ ELE NG Ao HERPFER Y 1 TRk
s AN R F R L 1 SEF LR DD RS
pfs it ed o f EiE G RS AL PR BEBTE M TBAERE T
Fp ¥ i 5 ha iF e

472 BREA aRRATE g7 e
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= > p.\.},ré "\5‘
EIpIRATE R H A Y AR uf e e~ = = #A5E 21(Cooper, 1998;

Sweller, 1994, 2005; Sweller, Merrienboer, & Paas, 1998):

1. a3+ g &= (Intrinsic cognitive load) :

PR FEEYRM AL A FOIIMNG M FRHM A F DT TR
(B B A R JHHL I BT R B PR R O B P BRRAf
WE SRR Y AL ORAR AR RS P B F M EEFA
RCE R EC NS S R CORE i Pk SIEE (SRR
S g AR e PR R ARSI R KERRE M AL kg ki~
R I Ca ,-aﬁﬂg—‘ﬁj\,ﬁ/ﬁvﬁi)";ﬁ & ﬂﬁ*m 3 5 (E* o
2.t dzav f = (Extraneous cognitive load) :

ARl R KPR O GRG0 ¢ ZHRHDINEFY FdH
FY AL FRTAL DI oo RHP FOLEREEE D7 o GlAcR 7 &

PEFAHPEREM A RP A LI ROFFTE S A BV E ARV BT

AT FEREEIPN L PR T ARl A FARFER
BAFELS RIRPT M MIRATE Jr oo FpF R GtAvf m A e T UG
WERE P R E E o

3. 7 »x3xsr f j7 (Germane cognitive load) :
§ ok SRR RIS B Y N AR e
—’z‘r@ﬁ_o PRI R = 'fr b BIATf JTEER B %’F LA R ) EI 1] y=3 g
REVFEV o m joralif FRRERH AT Y f i dF Lirg Hedia
S TN F A RF UG A FEOERS A A F ARSI Y KT
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FEFG T > ARFERY o KEFNRERI EFEE L b
FE G Al o B p F e BRI AR EE Y —*ﬁ_’rﬁp\ hindr g o d 3ol

BT R AT B ERHMRPR T RELL FE > e FHFY HEFY o

Swelle (2008) 134w f 2 » SR HA L iF S 4 BFRIREF X
A2 g
1. & e #»< . (Worked example effect) :

FEATE R Y HAAR MR ek § R ARV ERY k- BRE
MEY 3 faik o FERER O S FE Y F R AR o
BIATE g e

R TP s AAORE R o PIELE YT Mt ot - B AR AL

FR R B Y KPR Bl MR LR e o

2. 447 R * 2/ (Split-attention effect):

FEYHRH? FRAd AN DR RN R e FRPAE LR
DREEEPF O HILEY A H- YA
R RV b S I -
PRI B e F AR @ gt 5 £ FEAE L ey o b ERE
VAR e T ARHRT RS ET AN B 4 4 WY L R
BBEY e

ER D 3 HEROE R RN F R R RIS N R

PO o H R P Y G R B Re ¢ 3 e E o
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3. 35782 (Modality effect):
e A AR A - o A Ay REY P BEARRER
Y a s RAEPEEEY - TR S BRSPS E Y AR

TERTELFE LT REHPN Fo97@ 0 gk g0 £ 5 H - AL & B e

AT RP R AASRE L o R TR H Y B g o B R R

TEFPNFERAREES NG o

4. % #»7i; (Redundancy effect):

STty R Y BT DR AM DT o BF Lo AR eh
SRERAPR AT GRS A TR SR EE Y FTF R AL b PR
ML i F A AR EFEEY V- BE TR TR bl
F AT NG R S I T

FIf AKE RV ERAR T REA LI IMER S FH - L R

|\
~=y
™
k2
ol
RSN
[k
A

PR R IA L o Gldod Hi Y B R B BRI RpE s A S R

BT ZAERP O AR A LEFE A RN ERAPE T B F R

&

B BRAEETRP N ALLE S WLt e Y FRAM SN LA R

5. & pap sy (Expertise reversal effect):

W BAEOA S BER AL HITEEY F AT 0 2 S A b
VPHEH PR BT o R E Fe T o EF L LB s 5 KA S
%?ﬁm%éﬁﬁaﬁﬁ 3B FaE S SRS A2 G hsnae i o blAct
BRE T RY fRA DR AIRG N FY ko & A RE TR
WA G RErRAMY FEBAP G5 HATEFVEF A T ER TP H B
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B FE R R AFGAE Y i AR L PR T A RR e

= gt et

6. 4p #4232 »7fk (Guidanece fading effect):

BB IFR VTR B R ETE T R M T o AR Y SuERY 0 N
FEE @R b ATEE Y F 4N A 5k fo FALERY 2T b
B Y sl fkt EAE O FIREHEY F AR -

T B YR R R 5T R

i
=k
i
e
3
%
3
=&
by
b
=\
d

PP e s A T REBPTZ (S B RS AL o

7. & tfoe/ (Imagination effect):

oo 2 LV Y & REY H2 Bif- BEASM L - Bk
FOF Yk g RNEY HERTV S EASM L LERASTRLEY 4 5
BE IRz E s R B Te R AL R Y BB s AT oip
o o

BRER L R - BB Y F R R @ Lo TR G okenfe -
BEANML FREESET WA REY HFRER I EEEY
FEE RAHH Y Sre FOT I RT Y i i £

) Ry i%'%\zéf? % o

8. ~% 7 #»c/k (Element interactivity effect):

sl FIA Y BN AR ) FH ARSI BT Mo A B LR E

<
fulg

SR ES RN AR FER 0 BEEY ok o
5 *

i
o=
=
F_&
=
ik
[\
A
—
=~
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T

BIINEAEOERE A RRE AE
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9. b 3 # ¢~ %2k (Isolated interacting elements effect) :
FRHPFPOAFIBRARIRE  FY FRRRLREHP F - &2

Ao B AT 2 A BT N hA R o AP LG & AR BT fo B8 Y

BEBLRALFR OISR TR AFORE S 2RZREV FEHR

BBz, P REY I LA ER NI B EEEMPN E o
BRGHBRKEFRAR - AR 5D I BB FORMPN G BN E R

HRHEY Fasnal FEFA 2 3 EE Fa? - BEFARK - THA

AR ONRE G RF LR Y -
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¥ 3%

AGRF R FOTE UEBFERYAET P ERAE ST

SRR AT L B R B F IR o
PR Ed - KRG E R RS G AR o Bl i B

BERR I ARG T HRE TR TR AR Ak

(ChanLin, 2000) » 1 A4 + & 4 & g % (HR B 4% 21996 ) - Bétrancourt

\‘3
w&»
w
5
=k

& Tversky (2000) = A R #ig - 47 (frame) @ - % 7
G- B LML REF IR 22 #F o Schnotz & Lowe (2008)
WAPEARG - BARLCOLREFET ORI A e T R
Fo b oand e g o

Mayer & Moreno (2002) = &®F E & = B i &k 2
1. B % (picture): # % & - BB A hE R o
2. % 1% (motion): #* & 45 5§ 7 P B eivde 1% o
3. 13 (simulated) : #H &d * S BB H L LH w3 FEfpae

TE K KA NSRS Rt L HFRT O FR

23 P L e F B 255+ (Ploetzner& Lowe, 2012) - Gonzales

(1996) a5 dH A E M- ;73 bR 1§ 2 & i chA)38 » TgF i 2 U %
oo Fles i Fa B L el e

Park & Gittelman (1992; Park, 1998) iz ®#F &* **RE+ L5 = 3%

P 1A

—_

ARSI E IR o R Y F g o
2.0 3 E R ey i E ] # it (motion) # #F* (trajectory) eh®E i o
3. v SRR PG AR L R IR G Do R e g 2 Y A s S B

AT

i

o
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TrEEOR T 2T BB FE- BB E2BEL e
P B Y i 34 g Y s TR RHER ”*m%?(bwk
1997 ; Wright, Milroy, & Lickorish, 1999 ; Tversky, Morrison, &
Betrancourt, 2002 ; #% & %<5 2003) -

ChanLin (2000) %" 3 %% R i #E T 2 F2EFSL a4 3
BN RT REER R R OB A JHRY FRE T rEE R
> VR e F AR R A AR T o g EY FREFLERT FY
Pro R p 7 e Y R e Bk BB M B Y ARl e e
Ploetzner & Lowe (2012) » ;a3 & F+F MF A F Y 4 boo iyt & RALE (- il
A2 o fo— AFEF R B P ARV T RSl g e

L fs FAIERBEET EHEV FRIRF i) FEREY S0
% i¥ o Tversky, Morrison, & Betrancourt (2002) %= 3 %% %7 ~# & 7 &
RM GG AR HEY F A 5 o B RV E P DR R Y

CHREFEFEEN VRN FEFERGE LR ARR DY &

*
-
P
E

S RREATE RS RN SRR F A gV e R

)

FadgsFRazrmiiap 2V 28

Rgper 7 v o g s 2 (2009) sFm g ¢ IR~ B G SRHAR
Ao @HEY S Ay #R (£ 2.3 1) v R 3 5 3F 5 885
FH SRR A5 ] B3 P AR R IR T ] 3 5 7 ek
R0 RAT ARG E R G R R ERIFER IR G o4 3F
SEEWRAAFEAD LA P A RS FIMA ST LA D PR

Fa? BA oy Es 0o FEFR- HIFH -
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FiF Rl R et gt A 3 F S * T
Baek & Layne % ¢4 . F 3EY 2k BHEWFLR
(1988) ¥R E Y B R By @ET: 2
B EI T 3>2>1
Rieber (1989) |52 LF -5 =»cm £ 8 & ~FL 7450
L HEE B T . B ARE
EHRE B+> F IRy .
s
Fhie 3
Rieber (1991) ] 52 L F 3 Y Frxr B HFENHELE
4 HEE T B+= 3 Po@dsigE e
ERE e F 2R AR
PE
Park & g4 . B 2T BHBRNELR
Gittelman TREANR w3 L] i
(1992) 2 e F i iR 128V Eila
A3
Asoodeh < H4 . B 2ho g p BEH RN ELR
(1993) Exa ik B3 EE A R ST
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=% L WER SR KM R RS %3
Hays (1994)  6-8& 1. 3 AR LR 4 LN - RS
£ Bl 2. B+~ F BolmpgEitle MEAGERLE
B FE Y F
ChanLin - 42 I 5 &k if B % R )
(1997) LR CF-S 2. 3 1R 5
3.3+ %
4. F+R4E
5.3+ &+ 3
Hutcheson - i 1. ® 1~2&84£8 LI = K
(1997) ANCOVA 2. %% WA e R LR
Hatade
Wilson (1998) &2 1. ® 1-4 & % B LIS 3 R
LEE g 2R WA e om LR
i 3.5 %
4. %% +p8 7
Kim (1998) - 41 1. B+~ 3 1 gt 2 RS B
AR 2.0 % +2 3 1-28%fiRE %
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ChanLin 51 ARG (324 28y 3 kit #LERY R3H
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Miles & ~ g4 ¥ 5+ % 1~23 248 - & ~#Ff55H
LeeSing EFR 2. B+~ & WEnELR
(1999) 3. B & F it
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Smi ther I #5d L#EET+ 3 g1 FRETRFR
(1999) i H R F) % R 4 it 2 W E T
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i
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GENEET
4, % 5B T+
SR
Morrison * g4 1.5 el ﬁ i =2 TR A
(2000) B ks 2. B 2~3 WEAHaLl
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Brickley (2003) =~ %4 l.gined 12 @3 HER oY
EL 2. # L BT BRI SRS A
3.%%
McAuliffe B¢ 1.5 # &8 1-28%£ 8 Tgd s FR S
(2003) = A5 F 2. 284 157 % i3 BT Ao &
I e JERERL Z 3
E
Tsang (2003) +%2 1. B 1~22£ 8% LR < IR
T E 2. %% AE N HELR
Koroghlanian & &% ¢ 2 1. B+~ % R 4 LI = K
Klein (2004) THhiER 2. Bl+fE#E WMo m LR
3.8 H+e 3
4. % F +fEm
Angarola 12-16%& =k B 1. BB 2 +f3m 1~ 2Rl &~ G54
(2005) PR E SRR 2B P HER EAR AE AN B AT
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FiF Rl R et gt A 3 RS %3
Puente (2006) 18-56f% &3 & 1.3 5 & & o F 8 Y A
ERL P ESE RS 2. Btz 7 [l Y Ry
BT REW BRI 3L B4R
s e
4. B+fzm
5. ¥ & HfEHR
Moon (2007) - i 1. 3 g 21 fiele W EL- RN
U] 2. M2 3 B R Y

Chan (2008)
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AL 2. 4> 3 BB RS BNBERE S
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5. E Y42 3
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TER+2 343
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mzia (2004) R EL 1B+~ % IBVARE LS S S 2 52 =
LB o 2.0 %42 3 2 A5 LR
L.E 42 3
24 (2005) /Y2 1. & - § 3F B ERE HUWIIRR
B ot 2. %MW i *
3.+ % 3. A axifat 1.2
FEATE: (2005) B4 1. ¥R BAFTRE 3 BFF IR
Rl & 2. 5 %M B2 it Mz
3.8 % ML opy g it 4FEE
£48 ZiR
5 (2005) BHA 1. H 3§ 3PP B HPFY Ak
Rl & 2. 5 &M B R Y
WEFE = 3.8 %
wEE (2009) WP 4 L#d+s 5 pROAGE A Y Ep A
¥R S 2.8 %+% ¢ 2 B2t 1+3 T B
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£ S

- v RFRAAAETE

RS DRI NI FF AR AHTDERT R A GG
ez &2 38 - Kelly (1928) i s Fac 4 A Ao weiefh » 4
B A8 (TR K8 Ak 2 SidE it 4 o Thurstone (1938) sk A~ ific 4 2H P #%
N ARG B L 2 5 S AR a4 ol T
Ad o Bli- BEABOT A%E P A E A g BT AT ¥
PR B2 Bl e 7 $ehie 4 o Guilford & Lacey (1947) 225 5 R ac 4 &
fe s B AT e P RS RER T G BB 2 BEA
BRI R T B A 4 o

McGee (1979) E32iEd ehg Bic ? F|22F > B2 B4 o232 FARE
(Spatial Visualization) £ % B = i+ (Spatial Orientation)- % FFAL &
i 2D & 3D e R AT i T R B e 4 3 B 4 A

W& F) 7 B 0 B RS F MY DR e 4 o

Lohman (1979) ena 5/ 3 % B2 B4 enF 2L L LB FE > a8 ¢
gL v (Visualization)~ % B = = (Spatial Orientation) ¥ 5 B R %
(Spatial Relations) RIEFFEZ B4 hi & Flx « L LT P 4
B sz 2P d BRAETFERBRF IS 2 FM LB
BIE o IR R R AT 4 o

Linn & Petersen (1985) R|E_#-% s + » & 2 FF ¥ (Spatial
Perception )~ %>z 3% (Mental Rotation )% 7 B 4% (Spatial Visualization) °

FRCELBHS Y p e DR 3 FERIEM G2 oL B

Boadd 2D & 3D B iric 4 S 2 BARE L BRFiv- B 4f e IBdE#

LR S R
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Carroll1 (1993 )iz z i 4 B4 5 BARLF i (Spatial Visualization) ~
% R % (Spatial Relations)~ %25:% B (Closure Speed) ~ 25k & :d
(Flexibility of Closure) % g “4vit & (Perceptual Speed) I # 1% & I 1
TR KL o

Bt 6~ g wAfe (1989) 3ui 2 B av 4 &d AR e & At e
G EBIEAG ALK A B (1995) RE T4 A F s

Fﬂ Z’; ﬁl ﬁ’*\ ﬁb‘lfj'i F:\_;J‘\:'Bb ‘; Zé& - }i F’“\:‘ L g E%f]]g‘«\, ﬂ" }iw

%ﬁ

¥z R o treid P OB ot ik FERB I B e 4 o ZIF
(1996) i s Bac 4 Eav gt FadEds s R - SARE o RB o Ris oy
oo FES CRURGERGEOR B RS o7 TR AIES B R {
77 ME R BB ITIRR e 4 o

e TR ST SN Ay F I SO P

Y y Lo g B

*mlt

g P RGHMEY OB 2 T A H IR Y

%‘J

%]

A

N

odm I HHMEY R > s B AR TR AP R STl b

bl

g 4 0 R Rk ane ek iveni 4 (Brunken, Steinbacher, &
Leutner, 2000; Mayer & Sims, 1994)- @ figdt 5 M E Y a7 3 ¢ Fm > 3
BALE L M AEa 53 La FRplR o 27 2 i 4 chisa 5 53

ST Y &3 M % (Hoffler, 2010)-
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BRSSP E T B i M RS R S SR A
R3S SRR E Y B B 4 bl k- ERF Tk e R TOE B a4 [E3
WHEY P 2 F- BIMELEDEI (Blake, 1977; Hays, 1996;Large,
Beheshti, Breuleux, & Renaud, 1996; Yang et al., 2003) - Mayer (2001)
A FHMALEFTERABEE TV FF RS R AR
Fu A2 e B 2B 2 a4 A AT RFF I e 2T F A
Y i LFE*FZFNA Do
SR Y e g 4 PR A T o TR ERManE Y Y Ly
4 4t > Ability-as—compensator Effect ) ¥t 7 B it # g ¥ J
BETUAEEPEY TP ERE- BEANRA DB RS N §e
FV F gz oqicd] (Mayer, 2001 5 Mayer & Sims, 1994) > Flp & 3§ 4F
¥ #H0 susol 2 (cognitive prosthetic s % (Hegarty & Kriz, 2008 )-
Hays (1996) e g g%« M MEZF i 4 DEV FR ¥ BFEXFTEY Fh
MR EN R R ECE B PR 2 Fenmu e AT T 4 RIS
PH - JIr RPN EREHT RSP ARY U REDEA R BA T
EEEVYFEIA G WA R Y S AV B B2
IR AR BB FREPRE R A FF 2 E 2 IR A
Hicd 2 EHFEYORF - Jgs 8y -
AEHNLEN A HIYMEY PRE L 3 T BPELFR 2R
Bt s Y P i end i ok (Ability-as-enhancer Effect) > & 3
Pi BV FRAE S BARP Y B ek B KIRL Y BV X o g
Tﬁiﬁ'n&ﬁ‘é*’ﬁﬂ%‘fﬂs—%"ﬁ;\li@%ﬁﬁ&i‘réﬁ’f (e T 45”—?{#&&?&%@
B3¢ EP-3 skenet ¥ (Mayer & Sims, 1994; Hegarty, 2005) -

Mayer (2001) P > $#*3%K3* 72 LR H T RDFN > 3 ~ Mz Fa 4+ &
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W BV YRR PR FIREFAFOREMF BTN FRE
PR HEDR A MICFE Y Ao XS B LA ERE Y Lok

BOSEEA EY F RS PR AR TR A e R A A AL PR

(‘v’)

FESOT IR AN R A e v Az B Flpt > 3 2 B 4 g
ERAREA LR T . i TP VPR E WL EF T F a4 W dFen
SA8 2k s s (Mayer & Sims, 1994)

FRELOF TSR SR A EAE Y Y B h R R
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Pichbkd paivg LR FREFIRIEFFFENMIFLSEYHEY > F
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BV OIFREAE 2 OCAPRCA] S F R AT RIS A PR R %R

N B Y A EERKEEA I BY ks B F PR )
FREY NEFLEIRINAFEY AR I F G ERAFL Y

R EE ] Eaini o
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Faired 2584 o REY ¥ LAFLE §T4 ¥l e ARy r B
FL FAF T > AFIEANREP WA S HIR 2 2 OB e L e kd 5
Mot A A A T e R Al i A2 LB A kg TR A B ERY 0 £

PRI G RE RE AT RS U B NG Rk ERE L FRE
B mR TR B 22 RAI R B ot AdRs 8L o AP B

Blv2b3ArA»F22604%427TA Bl~2454,F227T4A %4 1840

% 3.1.1
LRS- RIS RN S

K A (&) FockA (0 4)
#E R e 60 (29,31) 53 (26,27)
B2 e 57 (30, 27) 45 (21,18)
w3 117 (59, 58) 98 (53,45)
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%+ Mayer (2001) % 4id8 443K R P22 Sweller (2008) v i m 2%
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48
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B4, ¢l de 27 E T3 ¥R 8~ 47 (Analysis of Variance, ANOVA) > 12
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ORI ENEY KM 2 gt FEEY Sl BE R
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FUEDEBEA ARECEY N s BERTE T LA B0 T T R 7
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igﬁ 353 o AT — Fl\\fr’é /fF
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KA AT TR RIS SRR R AL L g S 4 38~49

A2 RQTA GBI FIEF AL S B4 R A0 2T A2 B
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# 3.4.1

F A LB

HERE B~ = BA K
-l A 15 12 27
[ T 15 12 27
oA 30 24 54

PR A e

REFHT O FEEL 00 FER BYR B DR S T LD

AR A S BRI B HFlY Rie T TR % A B F 4 kg

M AZHEFALR O FIPARLA BB 4 EFAp gk oukae R o

# 3.4.1

R R BBl w54 R e ks 47

Group n M S.D. t p Cohen’s d
ER e 53 80.7 10.3 4.14 .68 0.08
Bl = 45 79.9 9.8
*p<.05
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samples )o it {7 T 308y Hw & F g TS B AT 0 dp PR5 L FIR Y ARl
ABRETREFESRIEREEKP TR FTHRQEATEFR S 2 g
IR FOUEFRER TR EHFIR 2T 238 G AEF AT
FREBENEAGANEERE FRERAF L A2 B EF RED p< 05

MEp<. 04 MBEFRELSEFHIRANT I % AT %404k o

#4.1.1

FERCEAR e g b T AP R Y SR ARDLE AT

Group n M S.D. t p Cohen’s d
4@ e 53 11.8 4.7 -0.076 .94 0.015
B> 45 11.8 4.5

*p<.04 (AW E ¥ itk 2 iR Ed L 05% 11, 04)
d 2 ehEE v ET BL SR PRE TR ER YR ANE S A0 4p
FEAFE Y A0 hi R (M=118) R LB R ATE 4 2 IR

(M=11.8) 23 M E LB (p=.94)-
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Bl ) P BT AR A AAp M 53t (Pearson’ s Correlation) 8
HAM Gl NBREL DT FL S R FEEY ok Bl ik

At %¥dci 4.2.1-

#4.2.1

TR AR~ TR R R A B T Ap s IRV SRl AP M

A 4
ER L AT E T B3 Lo

TR A o
F‘\_rrr'é /fF '.289** -

33 A 34 AT71** -,298** —
S
* p<.05
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d AR T @i B4 2 a4 Rl A BB AT R A A Hehp M
MERFE > RILMAE L PR (r=-289,p<01) B4 2 W+ Plrikd? p@is
X FE Y XA Berip IR F o TIY BApk (r=.471,p<.01); B2 2
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EEA A T2 Pk SHEARAESAhEIFRAE > A2 - L
SABEIRRAF O BFAL S AR F o RERFL MR F g
FHmeusde 81 gz B FRYBEMT BTN FR* B 2
MEZFRA R PR oMz By B e 20T pgs
= FE Y Sl | ¢oane B 27 H 713 8 R #ics 17 (Analysis of Variance,
ANOVA) > MBife2 ez B it ? R R hE A R * B F B2 /Bl RKHEY & ¥
Va2t AR HFALAR BB HEA O AT 2 F AT lppsa
FIE Y SRS A BT AR T B R R R TR TR

SHER I R A Sl IO R R TR CHER Y g 2 B a4
FaxgamAEd Gdsm § &828EF A FDiEEp Ft s i
TAFZEERED p< 05 M ME p< 04 MEE KBS EFRB AT

FHFL PR Y Tukey' sHSD e7Post-hoc % & = 1t 2 = j2 > By favmet =

%

Wz BRenZ B ERE > AP g Skt 431
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#4.3.1
£y S0R R BSR4

Group n M SD  F(3,50) p f Tukey’s HSD
1 #4M>2 15 141 4.9 10.458** .000 0.616 L1>34
3R 23,4
2 Flv o 12 145 3.6
3#4W+2 15 81 3.5
e T
AR 12 89 29

*p<.04 (AWEF LR wi@hEd . 05%1K1.04)

**p<.01

d 2% T UET A B gL Ay BBl AR KM
e BEn gy Xt P EFHLE (F(3,50)=10.458, p=.000, f=0.616) -

i * Tukey’ s HSDerPost-hoc % £ s v > Z 2 F M 1 F 2 B + 4
RrFEB RHE AT Y A A R F RN NEITN S RAR Y FHH
FH (= 000) iz a4 B2 @%@ KA (p=.005) ; 35Fid H4 0
TR KIS AEY AR FRNRLIENS RS R BB K
(p=.000) &z i F2 R W2 kit (p=004) s FZFis FYHw
PERERIEMEABIRMA BEY S A R X EFLE (p=.995) 5K
FRERAAFYFRYEIR Y FHEB Y KA 2B Y i mbr 58

FE2 (p=.952) -
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Frd FIENS RV R FEANRIELS EY

ol

EEA G WA R, SHARANE L S BAER 0 B AL S
- BT R "F*f’%é’p”/v\i: i O el o ‘ﬁ’fﬁfé@%‘fiﬁ?i%’* R
Ftehaus e @3z BN FRYPBFRYLFIFLA FRTB e
T‘ﬁi{ﬁ'ﬁﬁ‘é"‘ﬁfé’**?fﬁ%?]@ﬁﬂﬁ?f‘iiﬁ&?é"‘ﬁf%“?}*.&ﬁ’ﬁé—%‘fﬁ_*r%ﬁffﬁﬁ
T4 P s gk 2i7H 75 2R #c~ 7 (Analysis of Variance, ANOVA) s 12
BfAPFIFLIRREDEL Y FEIRY B KHEY & e it 4
FIHFLAR LR E B O L A AR w2 TRl R A A AL
THREFEERIERBER TR O FHRAEAFEFR v 284 ha y
PUET AR TEREAER TR - RFEFR I FEHFLER
¢ * Tukey’ sHSD e7Post-hoc % & = $1t > 2 » B favRet e w2 FFeni 83

BE o AR Rk 4.4.1 -
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% 4.4.1
AT f R B TR 4

Group n M SD  F(3,50) p f Tukey’s HSD
l#4 B~ e 15 3.7 1.7 2.56 .065 0.361

B A A
2 & 12 42 13 1<3
3HEmM>e 15 51 1.1 p=.057

e
4 Bl= & 12 4.8 1.2

*p<.05

d 2257 NES AR ZELA PE S AR Y HEBC AR K
v B en] hinief Lt hd BT (F(3,50)=2.56, p=.065, f=0.361) -

i¢ * Tukey’ s HSD:Post-hoc % & = $H+- o> 2o M b 5 B2 Kt
HEY P F R RV FRE LIl R Ma Fid FY F LR ARG

¥ (p=.057)
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KR G B A B Y e ] A g inief e A 0 R0 Soh
se% o B Bfs > 27 H F]3 % B %k~ 17 (Analysis of Variance, ANOVA) >
BAFZENIREDES R HFE Y B Kk o

EEFRgEEs AT 2B Y TiHses: | A BLFHLTAME

B ERBER TR THRAEATEFR e 283 BB F A
RTEREEFTER L -BRFLEFRE R P Z 3Pl * Tukey s

HSD s Post-hoc % & =4t 2 » RVl wwlz FRehZ B2 HF > A7

B ded o

# 4.5.1

Foht vk % B BA 135 & £

Group n M SD  F(3,50) p f Tukey’s HSD
1 #F R~ e 15 0.61 1.2 9.985** .000 0.606
B3 R d
2 W 12 044 08 1>3,4
3#%M< e 15 -0.93 0.9 2>3,4
el T
4 B2 & 12 -0.67 0.6

*p<.04 (AEEF EMEE T wihiEed 00 i, 04)

**p<.01

d 2257 NE A RTEFNADES AR Y HF B NB 2 K S
w Bl w A gt ek P E DI F LR (F(3,50)=9.985, p=.000, f=0.606 )

i# * Post-hoc % € = #+* faeTukey s HSDZ 2 s m 3 2 F i+ £ 4
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Fob- BRPHFET R AR Y ARRIR SN AR RS
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SoEREIFAHEFAFYERRY SR KPR S kB LR

(=) ZBRAEEY S cTREpM - FEFEY S22 L R { P
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1996;Large, Beheshti, Breuleux, & Renaud, 1996; Yang et al., 2003)
FPEREScRMEBR (1995) Ay RNz Fad s EREFAEY I AL &
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