A
FREFE TRET
AEA LT AN B 8 FRRI AR > J - Al M F AR T
SRR P N T B S e R S S ]

5o

AR R HOHG IR B AT Y R B

‘\'EL
-n\.
e\
Ji
_%F
Y

% :ki?ﬁzgzt%ﬁﬁgkgﬂ;ﬁ,d
P BEEEA RO IRE RN T Fe &5 5 L A A KE > vES L
FHIEABEEEAREORMERZE R S I FLBETE FHEBLTE SR

/‘l"l;;"? Iﬁaf:’ Eﬁ’}'_‘{__; o




-8 FHpImAEY
FHEFIFALREESRT > BV R FMAHF I E 2 LY AL FlikF A
A fecrr TR EOT P IR G {8 nip ) AR B2 B RS VR (Novick &
Nussbaum, 1981 ; Millar, 1990) - i &g B kg » 4L T #RE - ~ = fehy »
£ A E R o fe § =8 (Nordland et al., 1974 5 Renner & Stafford, 1972
Sl MY, 2004)30 5 B4 A3MARF AL ME T > H R AE TR 4 G Lo

ERFFAPFLFPRELY 255 BTEMR N FmL 7 Ry ol

Flo w8 Y LR F AR A8 F M R T £ 0 % 3 F M B R A
VS BHRILE A2 g LA S T A -

& fi%‘f‘ﬁ (Novick & Nussbaum, 1978, 1981 ; Selly, 1981 ; Driver, 1985 ;
Anderson, 1986 ; Millar, 1990 ; de Vos& Verdonk, 1996)7= 3 # 5 4 B ¥ L s8-8
BRI SRR LR S e > B2 Y R BRI FlEEena F o Hd e
PHEEFBMEY REERY R DT R FlpF i 52 Rl S R AL E
B - 30 A RS c F AV FERERARLF TS TR A
WA T A A - BEFERDELS B PV RZTRIERY R T L8
FoF 2 Beh 3 8% 432 F BRI % FA SR 7] o Happs(1980)~ 4p 1 2 fdy i
MEFEFE S REND AR DERETVRBDERILE ALY 2 AN A7
RELE B g/ MRl R L N

B 88 A B erdR 3t > Doran(1972) ~ Novick & Nussbaum(1978, 1981) - Benson
FA(1993) % 3 (8 R M4 ARenE A HF MR Sy A RO L
A FAMenER? RWMOREARAFHEINBYTREFI AT EY 0 DLE
I —g iz o Novick & Nussbaum(1981)F % » # 5 4 B35 k3 F 5
BEZRE A B MERY A ORRAGF GO IR EARFLE
Fl BB ehi S o LG ETnE VAR M F WA > £ 2 Hrk S Al
AT F &b £ a & £ hik% (Doran, 1972 5 Jahnson, 1998 ) °

Wi k3 @B o F 2, Py ETE S AR 25 e



N

LRBRE S RACTES A a

= B iR F MRS A Y ENEH A F P4 o Benson

FA99)FME 4 30 F Wi d 0 5 8 00R - Laynd 2 4% 5 F ik - &
8 % 3Fd (Sere, 1986) 5 % 7 MM X B> w HdpFr > SIS B4 0L 5 WML 2

GG - B @ (@A, 1098 ¢ 5, 2002 5% b, 2005, 2006 ; 4 3EFF -

o

PE4,2006)53F FE ARG F A A B R R R (ERS 1987

\‘i\

1,2005,2006)° » FMEF - ~F=F2 FYELRLFHAPMIEAL > 5 F
W+ I RARFFEREFLPLE A RENSFHLFTFL IS FHET IR
R E (PR £, 2000) c AF AT AFOME S G 0 B2 iR I LT G B D
Boal4 s ae sy ik t”f?emfu vod RIF BRG] & R IRB BRI

(Benson et al., 1993 ; #4&=,1987; & &3, 2002) ; F#7% F hj Wk 3t h-k
Tgrdoeny BY > BEFRED EFES P L A RLFHESLS T LY £

T( £F, 2002 =84, 2005, 2006 5 LSRR ~ 5% 4, 2006) o

F_*

BT 5 REREAE Sk AR 2 B ePRE 0 304 B 4 R G F MALA LF e A f

ffe o FlUtF R S REAEAR S o G MR AR o % F Beng 4 0 F M

TERE D i F MM LG MRS B PL R X ¢ §F AR R
foo Bt BnRT B4 6 A4 F AR WIEERF AR % L hu L (Novick

& Nussbaum, 1978, 1981 ; Driver, 1985 ; & Ao fo #F4m, 1986 ; = 4>, 1987 ; #nd
#1998 & #5,1999; ¢ &, 2002 =8 % 41,2005, 2006) c § 7 F X PR WA
P o F 2 gL AF WS AP RELEEE] > a3 §F HANF R (KR

= 1987 2+ 85,1999 & &%, 2002 #8 % 41, 2005) -

Rp 5 h&EHF MRS DX F2 BT Z 98 7450 (Chiy, 2007 5 Chiu, Guo &
Treagust, 2007 ; Chiu, & Chung, 2007 ; Chung, Wu, & Chiu, 2006 ; /£ 3=~=, 1987 ; 38
Em,1998 0 & #,1999; ¢ %, 2002 Mm@ +,2004 ; My, 2004 5 ¥8 % dx, 2005,
2006 5 49k ~ K241, 2006) AR RFFIEN §F BRAOSFILIFFE > A 427

TV G RZEEFLME B REAR T T I HRAEFTE S F AT

BRI R o F RS R S S GRS R B S F A



FR AR H e o FlA F RS RS o AR ARG gt RREER
A GRS R)SREAS G RN AT R F PR R R R
Pk TR AF ML E TR BRESFR -

b fog § Baita o R w (1999, 518 € &3, 2002)4 % 364 % F7 frti s

FAABRNEHE 2 R FRFIIARIBREF 2 &g f ROTE - FRE 4
(2006)4-4+ 184 + 3 - 2 F=hF 2R e fri f B2 U frzf RaOFZ - T =

B - A2 PROF-FARIAFIUALTERHFER T oz B 2 AL
hE - D BAENER TR A fogf RaOTET D R -
MeF HAPMAT L ¢ ¥ Ryt LIRA /B RN Ao £ 2-1-1 -

£ 2-1-1 FHERIFETY ¥ Lo LA/ T RN

L (FLEE) ¥ Lk PR A /4 e R
FHLFHTH 1. #pg P bengd R 25§ 2FanzBIE 7T o

_ 2. ZA2RFHTHEIME L T E WA mEAE L
Novick & * * 7

% °
Nussbaum, 1978, 1981 ‘

3. mAF rﬂ/,,\—-rt’]—"&“? fe e
Lee et al., 1993 a A0 I b B o

I b ehm 2T 1

2. FHMEFIEFIHIC S ERBRE

TRy
B t al., 1993
cnson et @ . ST ANTY Y CATE EFAE Bt

Chiu, & Chung, 2007 ; # fom T A o

Chung, Wu, & Chiu, 2006 ;

B % 41, 2005, 2006

Lo #5004 e B R 2R
F AL B R
#wEmg 1998 5 ¢ &%, 2002 . . o e
- 2. MBS D ABE o RS UG LER .

£ 41 2005, 2006 ; )
N 3. FAh - HE D

R

iy ~ ¥R E 4r, 2006
4, ;T?%g—' F" % R - A e ds o




ML (P8 H)

¥ Lk LA /8 IR

# ¥/ F WS MR
Driver, 1985 ; Sere, 1986 ;

EAR L1987 5 £ 7, 2002

A, FHSEELF PSS S o

5. HAHTFHMMA N TREMAET 2 FH -

F RS ha F]

Sere, 1986 ; de Berg, 1995 ;
Chiu, & Chung, 2007 ;
Chung, Wu, & Chiu, 2006 ;
mAR, 19875 ¢ 7, 2002
M E, 2004 ;

Bt % ¢, 2005, 2006 ;

&

AR ~ ¥R F dx, 2006

I, FEREFSRE RS ARG FERELFH®RE
B ko

2. EEWN LR A F RS Lo

3. RIEBREN R kP RT RLBR A3 K

P oo mFHf < F o FREVARRE RS A&

4, FFIREN DRI R RFIR kE FRERD

4 s o BRA Lo

6. 314 H5C AT R A ahF e gptal s < B
FApA AR RS 4 o

T Ba/F BRAR B & 7 B R P A
LF RS RS GRE I

8. MEWN 1 HAAFRHFHRY 17 koS
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S ETACER oD ¥ LA /e R RS

I gt @ da i+ @ FoF TR i g%

\
= »
aw

g E£F, 2002 P £, 2004
%% 412005, 2006

i ~ ¥R dx, 2006

LRSS S 36 oo FlaEdiE F R

¢ &%, 2002; 2. BECRAPFEREF ER RS APRFE R

5% % 4z, 2005, 2006 ; G FRE AR S - A F IR 0 R R

SOERF ~ ¥ % 41, 2006 RApIe o Bl gednle o Bl @l g g Ap
Foxid okt s+ 27 AR

de Berg & Treagust(1989, 1993)4 ;8 M T EikAz 2 KHEFAT YL > F R
PEQARGFET ZATR S D RO RE FART X R AE T KT - R
B AN N R AEF AR S S (PR L2 BRI o AP R P
PR ERBFMGAE KM 0 0 - PRI FOIERFEEIRE RN
FAPHFUORFRESECRF BT - AR LB 555 F T e i
EAF X)) TR - FIFTPECFRY RS REEF MR S5 U
o BABERROM G ZEFHENE BT - 2RF AN EERY SERFA
BEEE D FAITTER TR LR PF 0 B 5 52 F B GREE E 25

=]

FR TG EPE FRMEY G @ ® R T 2 FFen 3 E o
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FRL S e AR NS § B ae 0 B 3 0BT WS 6 00 07 B
B BRAEY F MG HTE €0 % I HDF MPE I 3 B e
PR Y 4 BRI AP £ b A et KB % 3 EF 3 K
B B BB A 0 R R A s R R BT RS A
S R LA 2 B TR o B AR R R 5 A DI R ik

Hoit s s Sens® o AR S RBR G AR B £ b i A BonBcH  R8 Kodk

BARAM AP MBS B ARKAE A P S AT S B Y R

R PR A R AT o
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Fo8 oFESaRT

7 OB ECN it o B % J Kenneth Craik »t 1943 #3 » s AR A 45 ¢ p &
B deE SN Rl 0 S A L PRLA KR I A 4
BRI B gt A R o R oCraik 35 o R B - A G A s
B et (Johnson-Laird, 1989 )< Norman (1983 3! p Harrison & Treagust - 1996)
o e ARG AR T b cnb A B O gy o el g Tl p R
g e 3 1% o Redish(1993 > 51 p X P 3k, 2004) R 32 5 < 4 A0 &3
(propositions) ~ B #(images) ~ #2 5 .| (rules of procedure) -  PF(when) ~ 4-
e ig % (how) st i o 5 CFFRIHHN R LA FTFORE  PFFIRL
Bt hd d > B @ 2 P TR ARG A - BB B B ehiE 5L B
A A - AT T g A R o ST AR F et a0l (A7) S e
LBt AR BT PSR GREES o ¥ Uy (TR - BRI R AR A
+ % 1 & (Johnson-Laird, 1983, 1989, 1999 ; Gentner & Stevens, 1983;Rickheit &
Sichelschmidt, 1999 ; Staggers, 1993 ; Vosniadou, 1994 ) o o A8 % — 2 3 &8
AEhehmpr o R FE G F i d S E - ) Ad R RO &
Bfac e PR~ 4o F Bnd 2 34 0 B E BRI N o #  c0g B e
BBy L AR LT A R AR F TR iR e
SR MR 0 T R SR R R R K L R AT S S e YRR
GELR SEFNase & RS gl LI

T ARSI B o v A E g eh o e A g ot 2
ek # (Brewer, 1987, 31 p M %, 2004) - Brewer 32 5 & 5% fr%ﬁ?fi—%*}a — LM
RERE O A2 B RAOATERHE O A F BS 7 R AYARCEE G - ey
B A IR RIS A S T AT B A e R AT 8 s AT RS 2 TR
F e gk (e, 2004) c Hp R K@ Ea A F y a3 o SR AT R e g
SN AANER S FILF IR ME M AL E BE%R 0 AREM
FHRRAFe - L E S p iR v LT b0 § RO ATEGS Y g ek ke s
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48y i ,Tﬁ—ft'jiﬁ” (analogy)# ‘%%TJ (metaphor) # & e * (EREEHE 5 2002) o 2K
mOCHRE EE G E AN EEFRFSR T A2 %1 (Park&Gittelman, 1995, 3l p [

=L
T

T+

(ﬂn
4

$oim, 2004) o SRR T UED R 2eh s A AR TR T
#:% (synthetic model ) SEFzairsi4r ~ AHHF~ > T4 SR HE 2

q—f@iﬁ.ﬁ{ f& 0 I A ik /ﬁf'fﬁ-‘%f?ﬁ mﬁié‘fﬁ-’\ °

- ST A B R g

o HFficsN ghrt ac @ 3 o Rickheit & Sichelschmidt (1999) 325 gt v
WAL S — fBF o RF B AR 7§ SR AR 0 3 5L HE o Norman (1983) e A7 Hicst
PUET] o ABLEA P BRI AT b1 I P PF > H SRR TR § A i o g
b R s AP RERS S  S B e T £ 2-2-1

# 2-2-1 ~FHE TR - H# R EE R

o VA2 R s 2 g2 2 2 5 o
BRSO el A 4 G T o
e R AR AT AL o
Norman(1983) 2. SHFHEFSIL G P RE R AL A T O et
Pty 2 RA -
3. wAHES A TR ARG, A BRRED G
Rl 4 @ (R LR R A s R

1. %3 % (mental language):7:% & & 42 %
B EIIRF L RS BGE F a2 s Hfic
e BB 0 P AT AR -

2. AN m“g’t’f#}"i‘},@*" T d e o H S

Johnson-Laird(1983, 1989, 1999) 2o S R R R

3. PRAY CIATHY D AP o PRA A A AL

i %ﬁ WHER 2 AL PR F AR 0 AN ES #J‘u
F# % ¥ ~ (subconceptual level unit) &

Fed2Lm A 24 e

I - B ssg s PR ehZ J s HEp F o
W im gy i o
Rickheit & Sichelschmidt 0. BB B HE K i i & A P A
(1999) 248 o

3. ¥R AR Senk ok Lk DR 0

14



Johnson-Laird (1983,1989,1999) 25 < st £ fadd 4 vt & oo 2t & ik

PEAGHF 2 Rep ¥ ARl T PR o dofFiEto- BEE

T

-

BEFHSOEIZE B A

Skik o AL REER FREDHE S AT

s AR+ Tl o AR D R S 0 R P PR ] LR 2-2-1 -

o A
A
v
XS
APk H ~
AL i

® 2-2-1 Johnson-Laird(1983)#73& % 4 & < FrH-5\ el 4

TR REA B RGN AR T 2 3 R AR R x0T
PEA PN B 2 T e % o Kessler et al. (1999, 31 p =0&g42,2002) & 4 &2 A
BVAE (W 2-2-2) 25 - A d L ¥ ~ (subconceptual dynamics unit) > ¢+ — &

BH L fp P 2R TR 0 B R ATEOE SRS AR G R 0 v

PRI AR BGE 0 REBR DT A A2 3 s R e

X \\\\\
ZEA SR E A

B

A 4

S R

W 2-2-2 Kessler et al. (1999) < fFH-N B ¢ 24 220 A0 el %
15



M RN IR REE T A e o A IS YL A LS EHE T Al e
mAZ > A ARETEREAFTALLE AR R A JEL D Bgrita 158 77
3 v 3884 x(propositional representation) @ £ ¥ $ ey B & fic(spatial
representation) = f& » Fpt > § oS HH A 2 RFEAR AR - 4p #HiEd 13 g2z
TeiEd ki F BR(REE > 2002)-

Norman(1983) P4 1w iF ;8 & 2 Bl ¢

1. B ¥k s(target system) : #BF ¥ F & % & F Y ks o

2. P24 $-5° (conceptual model) @ d F15 Fo~ KEF & B FETHFL D - R4~ I FE
BRFI P TR B g 0 P A B A R E PR k.

3. BV F H P IRk sehe 03 (mental model of target system) @ ¥ £ p
LGB T (TR (5 TR IRk A 4 TR A B B e b Ak AT 2o
F#’&p?u{;‘i DI FEH . AR Pk siens dilEsEr > B Y ,+z CEE i Y
7 gTenig b B R st > B bnE T - R AR ko

4. 8 FFL 1 e B3 (scientists’ conceptualization of a mental
model) @ 15 R A BRE (T A HGFEpF - HH P Lo R - R
P& e
195 Norman 572 & > 3L i VB L & end § A BRT 28 g p) et

e B R AR g s VU F RN B AR R L o Fl apF
FAOPARR Y T AP RN L A TG U B R Y e ARG

gm AT E s (conceptual model) > M1 # B8 3 Fh @y pAF kb -

~ Vosniadou ¥t A3 ehg i

Vosniadou = Brewer (1992) Rz s <A #3825 7w & ~ f2 AR 408 £ gl }

\:t
/..’l

fakimer A2 oh- fEd R R AR T ] AR g B g
FEF QSN YL At 2 R E R R eh g ) F - Vosniadou (1994) %

F R TRk S P RIPR - BES r BRLDCHFHRFFAY R N 0E A
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FREE A AR PF G T AlEENY 1 (1) A7 4eBE¢ (initial model) #- fa& > p ¥
A RERRATERIR G R > B AFENG AT E S o A T A L R Al RN A
o (2) FEMHN (synthetic model) » A>3 EEHRY » 22 L F F 2 55
AR e feand fic o (3) FE R (scientific model ) > 22 44 8 pLEl— 5 e
FoRAARAFRLEG HEREF  AEHGR G A SRR RE T IRY
AR EREG A RERDE A Ao ¥ e

Vosniadou (1994) 305 AR Ao h P R A AP NSk G A/ ET A4

EHA2 A H %4 (naive framework) > v i & Rp*T 28 S ap ¥ 45
Eoy o X T A RLEHYE AEH 0SB IR (presupposition) s I 3TNt 4 RS

2 7R3 % (specific theory) 213 hp BTGP BN~ Lg%k (B 2-2-3) © %
WL B RIS AR AT BV R e A 4 o IS 5 LA A
#H oo 23 TR T

FERfel £ BB LU B ERATT R ip e R
F Brem B#q—'%;ﬁﬁﬁtﬁ ’lli(—%’\;iéialy,ﬁ/

v bR RN B ER

A 4

W R

W 2-2-3  Vosniadou 32 #; 2 4£.(1994)
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R ki Ok i Sl

i€ _Johnson-Laird & Kessler & A cnu VAP ¥ UF IR > &hI3E 3 &
WA AR DT 2 BRHFP - BRF D257 ko Ba 8 F & e
FAPENFEEE R - Ribeho & FY R L H kDA 0 22T
FI* - $h - RO FHOEEAME 222 TP TARREFAH B
fe A A PN FIAIER o dopt - R BN R B RS T H % s Y (Freksa
& Barkowsky, 1999, 51 p =R &%, 2002) o Flpt AF7 3 FpFER * g Bl N s e
RBENALRHR - BETEE S AR N RFRE A e RS
IHPETE A A R PEE SIS (TR B iR 44T e

Vosniadou(1992)d s X FAd P » A 47 41~ A3 1 o RSN T 38 - ) Rt e 3R
Bostit A S 2 S AR S A e et B S B PR A IR R S
A4 MYEEF O e PR - 45 2 - Fa i s AR R
PEHCF a1 4 B0 A R Al (PR 2, 2006) 0 FR Bl A IR BN T A 5 A A S R
P s B2 S HFRLATXNEXHEHG > &2 BFFLE L g

#AE 0 B A e s

Eo AR P PR - R

R AL LE NIRRT 6 - Ren i BAE o BB i A
(Carey, 1985 ; diSessa, 1993 ; Vosniadou, 2002 ; Chi & Roscoe, 2002) : Carey(1985)
e AR L © Ay kR s R M eha ke diSessa(1998) RlFF AR F AR,
Boo3nid R4 @R i d A LR 3 - Kb AU R4S % R
Rl (phenomenological-primitive principle)& # % %4323 - @ Vosniadou fr
Brewer (1992,1994) fi {7523 ¥ sk kA7 1 8 > » & i frdiSessa 224 # F

#

PR IR F Y F G AR R M Ao 4o DA A DR R R A

F o PR ERE DS TR B A SRR A A ZE A RE

‘."'_')\"\

= A7 7 2 (mental coherence) % % < ¢t b Vosniadou(2002) &4 hE & <47 3
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HEH - R B U{eR S - R AL RE2 % - Chi & Roscoe(2002)
RIE-$Ha R TR AFHES 2 S AR L2 @ (A SRR s AT 2 L RS AT
B TR CHEE G M R e R SR o gy s AT
7o Chi 3o s AR P ch@ ALy 7 a0 AL Freh e ATl g 4 3fen/2h j Rk e
Fla {3 R RETpplE B aE A4 - KL o 5E 4 (2006) 7 k377 ¢ RI&HK
w8 3P 2ABEFMMATI Y s - REERFHITE-HE st &
SR FAPEAEY Y GERF LD A Y E BRI o RS
ShFEM - RS R E 0T BF e o
A&7 31 % Gomez Crespo & Pozo(2005)>t 7 F ##5 4 chfp WA T ¢

rEk et A - R %8 (Cl: consistency index) :

R S0 MY R AAERS AT R M B B3 E

R RN (5F B Er, 2006) 4c b B 2g( 2 - fA)hE R FHED L A4 RIS,

=6 EH A4 A HEREG 2L - BESNE4nS=6-RCl &L 1o
FEME 5 A e RS & 4L RIS 5 VI8 M—%?jgfﬂj%oipia

Wt - BIANClI B R BT NAB Y s - R
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=& jmiecy
EEYERY BV AR oRhies AR Y S BMEDT R XTI
A % % (Carey,1985,1991 ; Chi, 1992 ; diSessa, 1988,1993 ; Duit, 1994 ;
Vosniadou, 1994 ; Vosniadou & Brewer, 1992, 1994, 31 p =0 &g4% > 2002 ) > F]t % 4 i
RAFAT B AGRE VA M P R LR R R e E Y S

E T I T

— s PRA R ] AR
Posner # * (1982)% & suibsh & 444 & 47 et & 5 B 323 14 Kuhn 4 & & o i

# 2 Lakatos 9% § AT HEH ATV GRS R 0 20 PSR IES (Conceptual

Change Model, CCM) » % ¥4 e ehe BiF it 5 P $IRF PEL 3 B K~ 3TEA R
AP IR AL L F R E R AL R E R FF L chv st o 2 & 1Y

e BiERLSEAEOER AR AL En EFIEA R RP he FP
Strike fv Posner % | Toulmin(1972) e4L & 47 § grerfa s » Mo A R ALz T
44 fi , (Conceptual ecology) kp $x4 2. A 4F 3eenbf % o o ¢t > Hewson(1983)#%

e 4 e (9 22 B~ 1%~ Thagard(1992) 441 8 £ #rik D e A FF & sc R o % 4

yob P28 ) L g 6w a0 Carey(1985) #73% &) ehi 4 3% 4 ~ Vosniadou
% 4 (1992, 199) s FPHES ~ PEA R G A b G Tadd ) 2 S
w e Chi(Chil992,1997 5 Chi % A 1994, 1995, 2002, 2005) s & + 8 % -~
Vosniadou(1994) 55 & FF R B R A enE R 3 0 TR AR/ & ) 5 g6 % g
Pintrich, Marx, & Boyle(1993) #7483 cnB * E ¥ &4 (p At )( 5l p @+
2004 ) - Harrison £ Treagust(2001 31 p mE & -2004) 55 & 7 U P L sa 2%

YRR A ORI AR A A 2-3-1 A 4
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% 2-3-1 #MAXBEHFEE(GLYp Harrison et al., 2001)

FLA R OEE s 2R

EimHe I H 2HE i H e Flop e
Kuhn(1970) PEIGELFREYS FTLEPE N
Lakatos(1970) FPEFE T HAR B ¥ ehig o A% et
LR
Posner & + (1982)  CCM #55¢ fe i B
Hewson(1983) PLA EEE P PEA A F P& 4%
Carey(1985) PEL H 4c 35 F 1% i F ik
Vosniadou(1994) 7 HIL AT e FREEZLEBD
Chi(1992) PEA AR NN S R e
Chi &Slotta(1994) BB BB
Tyson et al.(1996) 24 = » i B A 3308 LA 55 i3

= ~ Vosniadou 1% & T %

Vosniadou = Brewer (1992) # 17 % & #4#°5% (synthetic models) =gt »
ZE e P ¥ A g RE I s TGS (initial models) 150 7 EE Y an
FravBe (T fra 4 F0 052 S S MR S SR 1R 0 PRA SR I B fEbne iy A8 E
d A A A D ATCS 0 ST 6 LS R S I A P S (scientific

BATPLAE Se r I IR v ¥ - fAR 5 PEA 0 B (revision) — EATE M E IR

models) G Az PEA RPN AR5 A - LA DT F i (enrichment) —
ANLAE SR LE T AL -

Vosniadou = Brewer (1992) # 417 % 432 (framework theory)£r #7232 %
(specific theory)eni 5& » ZEHIZH 2L 5 # P HF1UEF HehAlh 2 uah i
&0 m PIRIEH R K R G B R IEIE o BRI Al A2 B Y Y At

WHRE > S R DA BARGREEEAT L B L SR 5

Jit
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(DEY § & LoEl g7 HAMERBPFRTR & (D@L TR S PRERE

WH > B)F EHEBRB DL P> v 2 AHABAELR G PIEB T o JEE <

A EERBEE R gugl o #T#:.gﬁf AR R E—i’(r’+mﬁ”’}"§ fEL o Ty -
BRI N AR I G AT LI o A e e i A (E A, 2002; B

%, 2004) ©

Vosniadou f= Ioannides (1998 ) a5 &2 &2 p A B H FIFF R fo iz & B L]

P 4
FEPaFEY > FE B P MEe R RS IR FE T UA 2RI o P A AT
iz, }*Fs}#-’r £ B FETE G h kA - R TR PR A SRt T i eh

FEBARTAZIRRICE ) S SRR BRMMAEROFE > Nt B Y E 2 -

)«m

P - RELEPRRESEGERE (lp FEL o R#FT - 2002) -

= ~ Chi i a2 H

*H e B 0LiE 3 Sommers(1959, 1963, 1969, 1971, 51 p Keil, 1979) 2
Keil(1979) chA #8478 45> P 0 S A WG BLERIR 1R & 72 B B AL 5 2 Chi(1992) #7ik eh
A%~ # (ontological categories)ZF i » it AT o PEL AL WA U
FE LR Gt kA ko B ATERPEA B Y 4R PEA fp 02 M LA A o
Chi(1992,1994)4p &1 » #£& 7 v s & 4 F (matter) ~ 42 (process) & = H# f&
(mental state)= * 8% (GEAB 2-3-1) > @ & - BAFFER R A X NFFW 4ot T @
AR AR T R g FUBRL S o X R AT R R aplE
AApREAZAN S A ER PSS 2 O F R RS AN EY)

T Egd L XA BEFEH 0

o

PR R RO R R o Chi 3 A H3F

v

EE g i a3 0Tt (CBI)A Btsgn] 3 $renig sc 2 it » i7# KRB 2y

<o v oo

s fi s B 4R A2(direct process) b @ - iE i G A e 3 iF* (CBI) A2 ic i T (i

a4

#2(EP) » @ o M i fL 5 R EAZ(emergent process) 5 « ik i B £ 4p i & 30
S FEA G RBIETES L gEn] o A ATFR Y 0 3 oA L5 H AMEN

FEL B AT Y A ARB R A SR R AR Y e d [N S 2 B AR
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|+
[l
3

MBI AR o A 2l BT 5

B 2-3-1 Chi *H#+s S ensr (51 f A, 2002)

Chi &« #r3) ehprf s> A4 4 AP F a7 B e pF o
Agd RAaigu > £ATFE A - AN o RRIEA A AT BARSEFA) > <
A Taglggsp ok s :c% ) (within ontological conceptual change » * #i & %
Af e Bt )il max A g w a4 sc % | (across ontological conceptual
change’ * 5 AL % B3t od ARG UF AHEEZ 7 2 &
I LD N Y e R R RIS S & F R i S R R

PIPEA e A R B2 ch F 2 A S5 2 307 P ign 2 B ek > F 5 7

FPRgulz BRarMBELF Apk > ML ey 4 A0 RAE G - 8 E GRS
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im@ﬁ@%{ﬁ@*k—ﬁﬁﬁw@ﬁ%’@d*%i%i;m@ﬁmﬁwﬁ,ﬁ

A 2R E e R Jih FIt T R A % 2 RINEARD R F R RA

PE 4 2% (Chi& Roscoe, 2002) o #- T AR &E S| p cpe 4 se | fo [ ESA% A RE4F B] chix
A% HEEP 4T 2 L8 2-3-2

(=) *HHgup g o

AN L e R AR A bl - B A SRR

Eble - AU TR R Ll T2 SR AL B Pl

o BlAcE X A mAE TR o AR TH T, el A Ty

B Rt T s aEnl o FIRE RS R4 A BT AL TR A

U REg PV A4 AP AR S ac R L E AR I F Lo

=) BAR A S PR L s

¥ HFR5BEE

f FA 3 et 37 Pl Up Az g
G R AT 2 B PR A R AL S AR A R AT R P A s 0 o 20
fPAREaEnl2Z B chARMBIEE T 7 X & FUL e af P £ s AR
F2 G g7l & Rk e & s % (radical conceptual change) » 3% &
& o bl4c Slotta, Chi & Joram(1995)4 5 ¥  $+ Lin ¥ 2L 5 ohig
RIEFT Y BV EF P RTIREARI PN P E RBIART IR G
WARAT S 0 B F A TN AR D B AT N PR e R ARG FIRLe o ]
PREA T 4 TR AT AR AE R hpt e £4F o

Chi(1992, 51 p Mm@ £,2004)30 % BAS AR chp g ea ¥y = B 370

1. &d BB &Y DFTenAMEY -

2. B BT EY IBUML DL &K

3. EATHALA AU TIATMER Y > T A Ny 2

(1) BY Fid i RRHR - AREDL AN LH 22 - BAT
HREPFRAR R ARL R -

(2) ¥ F AT BMAT 5 ATEMA NROPFPRIERE T F A
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7 o

(3) SBHE 1 a hB Il Pk R BV ¥ %D AT PRAL
%’ o
il M T R T i A2 47 5
PLETH T 5
4&?’ ........... 4 ....................... ST
B3 LR / ......................................
s Sk xﬁﬁiiﬁfuj\:' o
A | oF 3 th gakﬁﬁﬁ* g
P OREAR R
;A FEpen

Wl 2-3-2 AHPEHEFEAREYPN oL RN 2R
(F2p ChigEk HEEFL)

Chi # A P FipMAmE > L& ARV AhE R e A B F T #
WAL BITRL o SRR 5 A AN P o R REARSE W Y R T2 42 (emergent
process) = #f | 4~ §F & & F] % {21 42 (causal process) = #f %] * (Chi, Slotta, &
deLeeuw, 1994 ; Chi & Roscoe, 2002) - Chi iT# &k > &t ¥ 4 R iEfMAEH Y T 2E %
o o= BE W ok B > B i AR e T & 2-3-2(Chi, 1992;Chi,
Slotta, 1993;Chi et al., 1994; Chi, Slotta, &deLeeuw, 1994; Slotta, Chi, & Joram,
1995; Slotta&Chi, 1996; Chi, 1997; Ferrari &Chi, 1998; Chi, 2000; Chi & Roscoe,
2002; Chi, 2005; =R &%, 2002 5 F¥s 40, 2004 5 FR 2 %, 2004) - Chi(2002, 2003) #-%] %
WAz 5 B B Ae(direct process) > Fl i & ¢ Hi FEIRMEBRDBIE LS A

SeenflE T o T S EREAE o 7 R TR BAR(E LD R D A e T e

— L G AR >4 e % B PR A e f 5 R LB 4% (emergent process) > T E oz T
SR EIER R 2 TNl S B RIFE I E R R AR AR

e e 2o e
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# 2-3-2 ERMELE RXRRILFLDTRERL

® #iE4(direct process) % i 47 (emergent process)
S R AR S R AR
¥ 2 (event, 1992) ﬁlﬁ,(emergent) ) ﬁ“‘ ¥ 2= g e (1992)
— e fL i Fl %k L@ A2 (causal —RMEF 2 Bro st H s 2LF R T iEH (1993)
process, 2002) —erfirig i LA e 3 i (CBI, 1994)
— T f & E 4% @ 42 (direct —#&fi s T 72 (equilibration process, 1998)
process, 2003) - — 4F Fedd % # i 2 A (complicated, abstract and

dynamic concepts, 2000)
— T fl 5 RIMAE A2 (emergent process, 2002) ©

EAREARE RILEARDH T e 2-3-3(Chi, 2005) :

#2-3-3 ERPEBERRAVELNBLLIEIVR

ERERER R IE AR
A K xend B b i 2 % w4 a(Distinct) - &« (Uniform)
(Component level < "2 e(Constrained) 222 *2en(Unconstrained)
Interactions) g B e(Sequential ) e pF 50(Simul taneous)
ot i& ¥ c(Dependent) @t 2 (Independent)
% 2k en(Terminates) ## 4 »(Continuous)
KRS Ml o] A ¥ 4 # 1(Subgroup) 48 en(Collection)
(Component-pattern ® #E(Direct) £ % £ en(Indirect)
relations) 10 B eh(Corresponding) 2= & en(Disjoint)
i e e e L)

(Differential status) (Equivalent status)
o ap f e p

(Global goal) (Local goal)

H Chi 28 G & R ARy kg > S B arrT L €30 AR N DB
e LA AL RPN E Y F M EAs N - BRGNP DL R AR

13
B e A e N2 B R A e B AR T o ATl A Y Rl E R

26



WA TER ORI BT EOAMBE I EE DT S EERR GG M

TEREAR ) el g S R AR h T RIEAE o A&7 RIFEY Chi #Y A e
B BB AT FRAT  FRL T RS MR OE R S PA S8 S P T
PREALRAELE AH DFFAPFARET P ek R iR A
1E 2 ARF iy AL R L RFE TS T e DEag

DRCER TR F R LS R LT ER T L Y S

E o~ S E RADPEL TR
Tyson, Venville, Harrison, & Treagust(1997)% Venville& Treagust
(1998) % & w Be A e R g3 24772 %% > 7 Posner & 4 (1982)2 CCM =
~ Vosniadou(1994) 7 1 #7x 3L ok & oo A7 H05° BLEE ~ Chi(1992) ch & 18 & #83h %
Pintrich(1993) s % i 3 BLEL » B2 4o B] 2-3-3° Fla LA e R auT 7 Bow & d 105
I R HOLIGREE FEA - B FRICOF L FERRFLTETL AFY &
f2v PR g e 2 EEREHE YV ERY > Bl ioRd E i b AR BSOS
B4 AT R 2 B Y SR G AR IS 2 B Y A

PLA T g o

4 = )
FEHIL G E

~ < R
Chi Vosniadou

£ 4 gL o
. . NS BB EAT)
Pintrich FreREE

Posner

B 2-3-3 A BhsE€a P

v LA RS T AT T
AT LENEA AR B F AP B A se o B Tysonet al. (1997)

SRR s A R TR 2 B oe REEI A s o AoB] 2-3-4 -
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/ A
A ’

i Vosniadou
Chi

/ ’P‘%:u -

PEL =

EARH T G 0 AT IR A A K- P~ Chi(1992, 2000, 2005) e A~ #8 & 5 B
B gEi G- A PEnRE TS 0 1% B TR KB R A HNIL R F S A b

Ao AT ad FEF/ERFIFBARI RRAN URBEEL A AEHe e L3 F 2 0 M

B T G o AT R IR A # - B~ Vosniadou (1994) £ Vosniadou fr

loannides (1998) #LEE » 453 &~ A 7| e B w0 14 > & 4 $30 10 18 § R erUR

‘f‘s—%-/n\-ﬁ\iﬁ'gﬁ‘}é——j- % f—_;_uﬁgrﬁ_}\éﬁﬂllrﬁ%@ﬁlﬁ%fji"F‘iﬁgﬁiﬁ
(EANES: S L EX R i) KGR AE S e S I AU 1k e E UL LS

i o
BALENR S G 0 AT BH S E AR RS BB 2 o 1 5 A e
g THEmARR TRASY L THIEY S EFVERE G

B350 E 0 R B Y EATC 4R A (T P R TR o
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Sr & € AAAEIKS
EPHEAP AT B FYPHT UL A S - R RRE Y ka2
EAaEd o e b 2R B G AHTE R YR ARG REDEY > 7
Mmoo E NEH 2 (modeling tools) ~ 42:f %~ A (hypertext) & & ¥ 4148 » ot i fY
FooRpFREEE4L Y c Gl BV PHEEMY > X RET EE Pl R Ad &
ETHASAMmEY TR AHIHMEmEN Rl 0 THNB R %R

Reb ¥ 5 £ A h B fer i AR R 0 2 B 6 FHMYE § A R K ehicE]

FB it - h fE

-~ € A Hreag ik

Z IR A L R S il] 3= ‘-Lﬁémp\ o ATILR G PRPp AR R R A A58 > TR ik
(representation)& % » P33 Ja#hF (4 %, 288 5l p M@ +,2004) - I *
TFCRA CEFEFPE AR BEA AR R RP pE PR AL
Rk M arEhs A - T RFEYF 0 T ud ‘;;fgfjsmﬂjfb,j% HE e e AP F
WOARE T Rl R B B PR RN 2 - e e A
B Be e (i, 2004;m & %, 2004)
1. p A4 #(internal representation) :

1 & 4p w47 4 fic(mental representation), A A wiF ks A E Pl E e
- BEITOTHESE AFLEETESME > S BN SER o N AL RN R E
Vo AL L~ RN DR A R J T g
2. *h & & pe(external representation) :

BN A B AR Y P kS el A Y RBl -3 EE S B
YL e Bade 17 o ¥ 8k s . & (Salomon, 197951 p M & £, 2004)
CRELT ARG Ak Ay d AR ke s a S ERRE L F
B CREE T HE BT AR B R e R PR
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(symbol) » #HLA ST i dfle s WA FERRFL L& - i2- L PRALRET 3

pi)

~ (character) & £ %# = i (coding elements) » 7 & P& ¥ LG A% > 40
Poer e g A RSSO iy A2 R & L & A (schenes)
i a g

A¥F- 2 gt > W RE Y A i e NS A E o B4

mWiiL? P ié * L TE R P\?‘E’i’?%g{‘% ;\A ’ 'ﬁ\':']:_g] 2_4_1 °

ARSI ABILRFET - H—H
$E AR NERF A S
W2-4-1 & 73 b & &

PR T R REFER - BRI B F - A RDRPR A A Al o B

oo 2 FAREZE T BRI N BELA BB R A ARy AT FAAEY TR
i N R E B A AT NERD T F A BELA AR E(RFE,2004) -

Flp e g7 E Y BRI REDA R AR EREET 2 F C BRE T B Sy
B PEMA DL & o Ainsworth(1999)#- 5 £ 2 fci A#g 5 = fa= it 1 3444 ~ T
T~ Efpe- HammppGlpmp£,2004) - @ pteftdpeh s €AY 5 4
#z(Multiple external representations) fj #MERs o izt » #fic J3 % & > 3% EA-Fl 24
Fopenggit > AR REYEIE Aotk R A EHKRTE o KA AR Y
T B v BF o 3% 480 T Bl AR anT I o

Johnstone (1993 ; 3l p Mdede, 200D W 5 Y I §5 = B =chi ik ER
(Macro) » #cE.(Micro) » fo 7 5L(Symbol) = it §  ehE A ficheg Ltk A 2 ~ f 7@
AL B REIPRTIRRE B ORE MEAERES A3 R R
GG s E e kR oA BRLA RIS PR BF > A S50 Pt S B
SRR H B VB R A do2Het0:>2H0 o B 2 - AR g T Y - AR P A
4 FIEE o KEFArE RS A eendE i B EE 0 AR RE B A eendd g L B iR

HoFagd g g mR i ¢Imfate £ HFIEE - Johnstone(1991)+ 23k > 3 &=
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A MF afor P FauBa @52 50 d o= A1 F & o B 2-4-247 57 o

ML 4 i
W 2-4-2 “F A7 EE O AR o 54 bl

FY L FoREAmA A7 MEALEG- LT LA gk AR
PEA > TFREEFEITEFCE I AR B EF M E R HERREEF
PR e+ chk Bt AR E Y RERY TRBSI G AR I
W FaFAREPEPATRET FIDERLY  folgBahh T2 EiR T 5
(Gabel, 1998; Schank & Kozma, 2002, 51 p F ¥ 4, 2004) @ 2t F3d b o HKFFEEAR

BT RAPPRY SR BE RPN RHEL AT 0 PR PR L F 3

N KA

al~’ﬂ

A3 Egpramizand Koo Mayer(2001, 51 p Mg+, 200 RI3a 5 iF Ak mfE2 £

b0
=%
=

AT RV EB PR FELAHR I BT Rl T
MR de B RERABOTER R EDFLABE TG A RDEY o F T
Brz B B8 - Ao FRFEAMADT - B AWML 2 2 5 AF B
B~ MO st Y B A 2 IR e AR P APRS AR el
RS L AR FR P G HH B o T S 2 TR B AT
Y s ¢ ;;,5_;_4 B4 B 4 itg 5 & £ pidd 3k g 4 o ;ﬁéﬁiéﬂf‘"ﬁ*fg@m? !
BOPEEY o

P s L

D

B L T R A PP AR F AL B ET LG 1T R
FORPEFET A S 8 A FAGR G 0 LT R AT Tl A SR T h

Rhm A2RFEH LD > 0 7 g TH 4 #c, (dynamic representation) °
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S R Y SN CUEOREE & Tet iy 0L R A A
B MRF R BT FEY FV U EERE P R LRGSR -
Chi® 4 (1994)p F 2 7 i ML FFH s Fen AL > Fla B L ME 2 Y 7
grergg 2 o Chizii PPEMAY 7 5 LB ERBY > Ful L RRELDME > F 5
AEAHE NS TN L RER NS RFT R AE A LS R RRRELD
AR o PV AP RS FE A o Y FE I B S R
FH-E AT AR L A B A e OB R 0 SR B 2GRt 2 e AR A W e F
Ad PR MANELBRME > J B REAHRE I R RiEMA(Solota&Chi, 1999, 31 p
mEE,2004) - £ k- S 0 Y R NEE U S AR R R i R
FVHPEY BE 5 e HAF #5047 (Gordin et al., 1995, 31 p m 2
£,2004) > A2 nF Y EEY PERFESY L FIfoPE SN %“ﬁ%“ A W d
HPREAEL N DL > ) A AE AR A iR KE PR e R 2
82 A 4 o

TERBLRDOT R HRERERE > BPE A MBEL RS EF LIRS L
BEE DN ER blde o I F & F A K IFHW —echem s BB 4 gt —
Interactive physics ; %+ 2 3% & «né & % * —World watcher % > AR LR
AP UR Y FEEARTIRE GRS BME D 0 EREPEMEY B B
TLGALIL T BOBRPEE R o R 0 F Y F Pl e ik L83 0T A e
flratLg At (MFEE,2004) M3 G 2 HtRE YT 3% 5 0 gizdr
BEHP-RoFHFL G :F%,é Y o REBFOERaEET L F 4 B Y (Back&
Layne, 1988; Rieber, Boyce, &Assad, 1990, 3! p Fs &, 2004) - sp e & 5 #FF &
g o e FL DL REE GO e & 2 R % & (Peters & Diker, 1982
Rieber, 1989 ; Rieber & Hannafin, 1988, 31 p Ft4s 4, 2004) - k@ » & &\ 7 "otk g
A - L R E IR R L~ B G BEPE A o A AgRY K A hE Y
3 085 F (Park&Gittelman, 1992) o 5% £ 42 (2006) = 7 4448 - § 4 2 5 k5

EhPPFEY S5 0 UEF P REP P MR ER A ORE K P - Rl
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RKFZRFHNEIIRIML IO Faopiims > A8 A8 Y § WP niF
B0 UEGR LS FHBICER S PMIEA L c TR DRI R N A
g LA A N R *',ugg%i%gd BAl e 5 & £ ek

A0 R s RS

Bl S A oA e E
A - AA ) > B - B2 B FE RS FANERE
(Gilbert, 1997, p2; 3! p Buckley & Boulter, 2000 )- =] ﬂ—jﬁ“%" BHE e
MG KRR EY - BEFOER > LS ERE IS T REDS R %
p er(0gborn, 1994) « 1 8 7uvsE = HA 2 7 A7 7 A4 5 o e B oGilbert,
Boulter, ¥2 Elmer(2000)# ! iz e A 4% ¥ #4534 5 ¢ <~ H73] (mental model )
% 44 (expressed model) ~ — 4 4-4] (consensus model) ~ f ¥ #icA] (historical
model) ~ #A2H4] (curricular model) ~ % % i3] (teaching model ) & - ¥ P& % A</
Mok 8 & A (expressed models)AR ITA_L < cnvh Bgit » § - f 0 fendk oo
e o ke v k3832 (Kindfield, 1993-1994; Larkin, 1989; Larkin and
Simon, 1987, 31 p Buckley & Boulter, 2000) > # A frdcd #0747 AL 5 £ % A
A o AR R AL 1 B RS FARTER hamiivd o) 0 8- A T
A~y - fEfERAeTE R A (P 3K, 2004) 0 F F R EELGEAHE TR - R
P BERBAELE R ES Fla A2 0 - KA o Bdoi B IRACAAR - HEEA
BFHED PR BRPRE AEEE A i‘u%\ & 78 4] (scientific model) - 22 @
T2 f% - AHCR] (2 B3] 4T A HePIR g ) ¥ E_F R ?’r%‘ﬁsﬁi‘liﬁ?ﬁi’% B G Rles ez
- HCR iE A REHR T ) REFAF A F R R R A A3 b 1 a8
PREAEZFA PR BFEAN LR EA TR LR ey ko
AR BT SR SA IS - B PR AR T ARl > Fla e

WA E AR 2 B enfd GE L o4 3 APATRFR TR Y 2 F 2R A

RELTHGE PRy BEFp L e RS o Buckley (2000045 & 0 &SRB AL
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o AR Y I R S EVEVEE TS £t SR TSN s L S VY SRR R
Rt o PE RF BB bR gefrE A kg BERR L T A%
SRt R R R E EA SR S R LR i R S
FF R EHFOM G BFM OSSN FF R AN F  FAEY 2 R D s
R B R A2 B eh 3 R hER - HERERGE Y TRy R
3 JEr B D AR B A TR o TR Y AR ST P e
S RREE E i i SLUE S R S T R A R

BoR Ao B AR 2 B chb Ao ] 2-4-3 o

s A

(¢ ZR)

B 2-4-3 e ~wHFEN L REL NI ER
Buckley & Boulter(2000)

Buckley % 4 (Stewart & Hafner, 1991 ; Buckley, 1995 ; Buckley &
Boulter, 2000)z% 5 #:iE75= ~ B * #4] 2 M & it i) & i 942 B (recursive
process) » 4 - faFFRE iR aiTA N F Y 2 5V (generative learning) > & ¥ 425 4o
2744 o B A G AR Y AR 0 BV FRY B A AR AR g D
W¥AEP TEE DRI o b B B 4 ik 5i(Osborne & Wittrock, 1995) o
FVF gV ey 28R I RE R e RO P o 5 ERER B

NG A PR B Y YRR SR R e R R AT S R R
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AR - R 5 2 TR RF OSSP RS EIRAA G R Fla i R R
A EATHRF R RN A A0 3 T A AR Aenicd] > k- H A 4 AT TR
Foo oA S RRHCG T S i T X R R AR AR B3 R4 19
(reinforced) m 25 = #& ¥ e A #-5% (Kindfield, 1993 ; Buckley & Boulter, 2000 ;
£ o3k, 2004) -

e s \/%ﬁ'gﬁ?‘ B4

2 03]

SHEL ) ) | ET A gV o R
= DE
ARt E3 L

&3 53

W 2-4-4 A G AL A EY
(318 Buckley & Boulter, 2000)

Buckley = Boulter(2000) &%= 5 ® 32 i AN A S AR R E H s & 2k p
MG 5% FEERF A EROTAESR > KE LR TR R AR E 4
Moz Ben 3 18 % gy e dicd]uE = o Vosniadou f= Brewer (1992) 35 &%
IR AR R EREOEARY 0V RAAB T SR F B ol o
Kindfield(1994) R4 &1 & Rifeie 7 B AL fR L cniffe® > €1 (T B b a &3
SR TR A SIS AT IR S R g o FEF 0 LY e

it AARAIS BRI PR VML 1 TrefRenf F o RE 2 R
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R TR F A AR KEH AR FHERY il > VEBRKE LR
POREF R RS £ A B A WMk hE LG v R 2 o

B - A4 feen?) 3 PRFUEZHAEFRFEF Y 0 S R g2y
o ?fiéﬁ—*ﬁﬁﬂp;zﬁé%%ﬁﬁ BA ek et 8 s 8 Y (Gobert, Snyder &
Houghton, 2002 ; Nersessian, 1999 ; Gobert, 1994, 51 p £ p 3k, 2004 ) » i3] i* e 42

HEF2RY AN AR RESR  FY P ERELOEL > L RF2F Y oG h S

uE i o g HKr B A - AR 2 PR R - FY FEEHRG AR anT

gl 0 A S e kS G A R g T LR o Gobert # 4 (2004)3% 5
B F i F L HA 5 AFENE Y R4S G0 5 AHEORE v okt o
FlpF 2 HPEER O el A T LR A R g L g e o

Boulter & Buckley (2000)#% 12 % e N fren /b s B 72 o g ki a
KA REEA  Adch NA R4 LT fE— B Men(conerete) ~ 3 # eh(verbal ) ~ AR

¥ e(visual) ~ #&% sh(mathematical) ~ # i¥e(gestural ) » * ¥ ims 2 H - &R &

R N o AHBERA SR AT B EAELE A g B
T B2-4-5 -

A

H- 433 REER S

Y
W 2-4-5 HCAA A A kA
(51 f 8% 3, 2006 ; 4EAEFF ~ 56 % 4z, 2006)

R LRV HF A RGP TR G A R i i i Ak
o BR§

CRERE O RFARI RN E L ERFY 52 7 AR R s
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(=

£91(2006)F WA AL ¢ EE A P2 Piwend (00 5B R T E S — 5§
i BRI R 2 TR & F M ECE R ) > B 4 LB A il B T K IE R
FOHR S ECE R B AT B SR e 1 R % B PR RS MR B
A E RGP - BB ARE R E A mEI e Fadp A o S
B (2002) 44 - ~ FZ 4 @ FHICT? ST BEEA &I BF s 4 f

KB EROFRL G P :f?:f?’r_ul\i_"—%}z’w A E R SR S AR

PRER G HE Y G E o F AR R R R B R
TaE o

Z o~ BA A g
A g2 o R L PFRA DT ERE A DI RART S 0 TS
LR ERCA S R (multiple)s @ 2 HECA G B E REFRED7 B - REE o
L AFTE A FY 508 e 4 2 14, Grosslight & 4 (1991) #mE 4 @ * i
Al 4 (modeling ability) # VURER A G 2 BREE
Level 1: #3135 + L 'mE A2 F e EHAS > 2R F 5 54 Bkl
BER2ZFEEG 1] e RiEo
Level 21 M FsfL — W7k P AEND ehi® 5o 2 A1 ePil i 031 F ot dem it &
Pl Rl o B4 AR ERMBIEAIL - RNEF  Ka o
FAmRENHEALEFT LR E DR G > 7 L5030 R A E g o
Level 3: p* P B 4230 & R A chp 2 - F A BB RHA L5 7 iy B WL
RN e r R R TR IR 2 e AL AU R A 5

et SRS S ERR R RS S BN ESS RS 3

BERFE L DTN B Al P2 PERFEFPEMEKE R
FEF B RS A B Y Rt 8- HBF B IR &R FERAN(REIfoS 2 5, 1995) o
PERZ? OREFTLERAPENANGPEAL LI B P BEL FER L H
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Peenficd] > (R E 42 2 A IS uAva B a5 B (Treagust, Chittleborough, &
Mamiala, 2002) - Grosslight & 4 (1991)~ 2% — L i3] enis & D IRPFEA 7 g2 3
B g2 {5 Y AR FHBT AT ERY 3 R TR
g d o Tt BRFPERF G2 BERFFE KT LY 5L A il

FRE > blic* TP ECTHRSE LA FREPREY T T FAEE S RPF

Mo+ g @S > e 4 A3 8 R kAR B R
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I8 #ETE
PR E B % Fd Vygotsky (1978, 51 p % #=s, 2003) #7134 e:7 )% B % (Zone
of proximal development,ZPD)#i @ &y erpe & » 1T I3 B % Adp § 4 3541 L ehic
Pk SR R By H i BB 2 B enL e Vygotsky 3RE R E R R E A K
Az iR KRR EFRE AL B appd Ak B Flet I ZPD ®
WA P cA R R R FREE 4 Suaey B ohi Az o B G R A TRl
— A r LR PAEEFTE K TR RE DR AT L iy E o 8
EREARDOERE N EFE > RTFE AR S AL R A - BF LTV R
BRI R IREE > BN ERTE R R LA T BT E 2 SRR
PR AFEHEFETFEOLAE IR -V LELTFEAP e B ATFEER AR
B 1P i FR -
-~ BEFEOL AR TR
B PR AAg REF L TRl — 0 — R ORIER PN 0 HTE - AT 4 R4

B

TF AR TR LR VAR Jy 0 R A B R 48 0 S

RGOy iR F BV IR > M E IR Y kB TR

8 - @k d Feuerstein(1978)#1i¢ * » 2 #T g fi s Thfs > HRima &3

\_.

(BER ~ 210 5,1996) 1 R R FEH Y FAA DB ATEE 5 U5 57

GiRRie 7Y KEER K SRR M AT B0 Lidz(1991)3R 5 2 B i fov &
¢

B LTy B R i & R %5 = > 6 (Sternberg & Grigorenko,
2002 ; 48, 1999) 1 R fi 224 B SRR e 2]~ juAn TR B B LR A 2 B i
KyB-7F i FFsnuaB =g ng r FF RN R FE=LL S
VEAGEEE > @2 R ERFFLA L > KiFs 24954 08 Y 8o
AR PREHTERLEE LA PEY € Mg o FRt A RS EHR R
s LB e 53R S N 0 B0 A IR F R R AR 2 R Y B o

PR VTR IR G B ‘lﬁé ‘i};‘grr, & g B j\ﬁﬁ s BYALIEE A R TR AT A W
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