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PERT NN P AREPT @ (ERPPHRA RFLEFPFL
% (scientific thlnklng)ab 40 IESE X A A ¢ chigdh (Longbottom & Butler, 1999 ) -
R eaERE T §_AGE ﬁigi?fa e R4 EF o ”T’ﬁﬁ g dgeskia -‘g«’fﬁm
LS EP G (bl P2E S T4 e FL YR ES (e R FH)
«ﬂ¢%£f§w34m%mrkangpihjﬁww@?mﬁw&ﬁ(mmm&
Fugelsang,2005)> X% Fl3 f#E LT hp 25 F L ¢ g AP 4 ﬁf.f«,,gig,r
TS &R R D e AR ul-lzr" W& ETF ™o KAV S R REAR A r]%;}a
o F| Mo ok K YR Imhgtiﬂ S A E R b L IR R e 4 o
HAEBFE NN F Y R w:«*%mp\ EHE o APERT Y o FELIT LR I“*" At
L é‘,\;figrr Rk F

B PERTOT - BLRDNELRE L O AL R AP T
L E PN R EREERT OER PR Kuhn 35 8 fehl 4 2 NN 4
ML 2 FW*UEFE%J (the coordination of theories and evidence” ) =2 % it # (Kuhn,
w%mﬁmﬁﬂmﬁﬁawufﬁﬁ ¢{wymﬂ%g%ﬁwgmﬁﬁﬁ9%*
T amER R PR PR 1 P s TR, g - B S BEmERE
%uo*“’ﬁ%%?%ﬂ%{Q%%§4§”%@@ﬁ§?&ﬁﬁﬂ%g?’%
PRI A 2 I8 F - Rl & o dofe s B¥ 2 ch1® 4P (FiE 3% (Brewer &
Mishra, 1998, p.744) - izfa 15 L4 = ;42 & & :,V FY o S X2 eIV R C RN o
FeeAiphp ¥ 287 B @y T TA2 A ABRRELER
(Crowley, Callanan, Jipson, Galco, Topping, & Shrager, 2001) o F]Pt o Tid B H A4
DESR RN F%igﬁ A ATEVRET IR 0 B o aEi e e 4 Pl Ak ﬁi?\,i" P
REF R P E AR A L o g PR A ITIEE R 0 L G e IR A o

dt SR OP R R PR LY S SN E T R Rk 6 R
B9 Az i 5% #eh (Evans, 2005 ; Kuhn, 1989) > %]t > & 18 &7 X
%J.J‘r' g Y }ﬁﬁ—f/ o) a,[k\,,,%mﬁ_}ipi*;;ffig mF‘B B Y R
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R AR RRAPEAE L (T AR Flf? PR O L S
i bR A 1 i*’i i ¥ % < ( Devine, 1992 Meece, Parsons, Kaczlla, Goff, &
Fetterman, 1982 ; Wilson & Boldizar, 1990) > Jf%#;ﬁxiir OECD e & » g g =~ %4
OECD M e+ B ¥ » g L 4 4 > Am EF@1 H =% 4 1 ik 30%(0ECD,
2006 ) > ety BIP chs TRt BEor 0 S8R BT Y PEEER Kt b
1996 # % § # 66.35% ~ ~ # 33.65% > 2006 £ 5 § 24 68.0% -~ % 24 32.0% > + & %
- DAY 4 iruth BE (KT 2007)c oA E LRI PAR > UAFIFY "
FRAA AT fF F AP E L 4 (4o 0 Lauzon, 2001 ; Spencer, Steele, &
Quinn, 1999 ) ~ é.ﬁirrﬁ‘é 4 (bl4c > Geiger & Litwiller, 2005 ; Robert & Savoie, 2006 ) -
s b end B ()4 Buldu, 2006 ; Hyde, Fennema, & Lamon, 1990 ; Johnson,
1987 ; Weinburgh, 1995) > FJpt <% b kar TA X —f8 2 v 41834 & | ek o 7
BT TR oA ARARIoN S P aAx and B (Spelke, 2005) 0 #]
PO NI fi%?ﬂ #ILL end Bop W LS Senfr e (process) & & )RR

*b (Khan, 1999) Bg Ry v s e (disposition) snd B kL 5 4o > Miller
FAPFTFABFAERDFR (L) PHRALBIZL > &40 5 4 535 fask
R G (people -oriented aspects ) ; (2) % fié B, &4 ERp&BEDE 4P ;(3)
ARV PE R ﬁ#“mﬁ?? L EAE s B A F L FRASFLPEF
Fo(4) &4 E 7?% FonAd S NG a4 > Fpt 2 B E L E (Miller, Blessing, &
Schwartz, 2006 ) -

ek et E R kg 9 4 Bt 8 4w 12 (arithmetic reasoning ) ( Halpern,
1997 ; Hyde et al., 1990) - & -~ 4 #&3t3+ 5 (computational skills) (Halpern, 2004 )
B e o PRI S ALY &Art 2 F 5 p Mule o R B Y RS L F
PEFAEEY > A LA &L;}i%‘fﬁﬂ‘ LR PR A BT RTF] 0 pRELER
PER AP BFRIUAFLNER > BREFFHIAF2 APFLART
LRAFEAERY N FUA kBT 2 BRI DI
EHARBEERERA? X LA RT3 33 S L8 20 AL EEF
FTELehe bldo AFAAVWPRAZTF R 7 §AVPOITRR P R EFT 2R
? PR A BB Y 2 B ATFAAVRATFIEMG T2 RAR
GIVHE s TR A A4 € DB S hF R RE? E R ﬁb“’fi—i'\m 5 ¥ B EGR
SR A STFERAAEEY AR L BRA o R r[##‘rmiﬂi d e o0 5B phepgl
FH5 LR -
PELY A FSBIELY
HELLDNFT —Ez[@ AL A JRERDE R 0 ¥ AR AR T
e T > 7 Y {W JEIL S FF a‘am gl T’?.“M&Tﬂ'éﬁ %, % %7 %] (Dunbar &
Fugelsang, 2005 ) ; j&ficiLend R 5 > RIFF RT3 348 2P R/l m 2 s (F
FPIL B AL By E o %ﬂi’%ﬁumia ) (Kuhn, 1989) m 2 { A#1 F
?I&lepﬁg‘?lﬁﬁa—xpw(‘?F“'J"'V)’Kﬁ‘* ii-"‘i' RE o & b"’u?fjg-’ﬁ—écu%ﬁ%;mlpﬁ,
TR § BT A Bt 4 0 & er;,ﬁ B IFA?M:L) (Flavell, Flavell, Green, & Moses,
1990) £ 4 A% o 7 G SAER 0 dok 2 £ F 12 (scientific reasoning)
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A RFREG > d AWM AR S BER AR IFRES  TRIEDL Y S AR
R AL 4832 (reasoning) - 14 Rips (1998) 78 ki » 8L £ 4 4 F IR £ S X LG
ﬁ adaih (inferring) B4z > » 8.2 A B - fa43 W) chhf % B (*;}E:sa’ ) - A
AEY - 2 AMERX (24488 ) ”...a relation that holds when accepting (or
rejecting) one or more beliefs causes others to be accepted (rejected)” (Rips, 1998,
p.29) o 1 pintknA 47 0 FE R L ik ’;?;‘I&{:}&Ijllfﬁ%i °
PR LY Py JFi\:a‘” teArk g - fa 0 BATV A B g X g
AR EEAR TR I AR F PN L o A a f AR
FTEFLRT S S FAEHRT (deductlve reasoning ) £ jF 3 4432 (inductive reasoning )
BN FE o R E L %‘fﬁwe BITV LA A SR Bldoiw &~ % 5 (probabilistic) ~ 28
v (analogical ) ~ ¥]% (causal) #a;ﬂ'éﬁ % (Rips, 1990 p.326) o d ¥t AFT T A JEFL
BIrT ndk B FIp T A FE s IR A A fipi"mq—\,{q—\ﬁig A
AR AV 1w Popper (1962) 7 & b ryfi%‘fa‘a,;J (SC|ent|f|c reasoning) = sk A =
¥ 1 F % B iR (hypothetico-deductive method ) ( 31 g Deloache, Miller., &
Pierroutsakos, 1998, p.836) T2 FE L ¥ efrwp 5 » FlL - ¥F I L wny
'F‘f m T TRl AR IR sk AU % 4632 (... deductive thinking...most often equated with
reasoning” ) (Manktelow, 1999, p.2) ; @ ¥3t3F 5 v w2 %Jf W TRE R
PR HERY OFA PR A AFE AT 4 (O DonneII Reeve, Smith, 2007,
p.296 ) -
RRId o F G I g s G drenf 484 0 seang 3 (valid conclusion)

— G dhiptc oAt F B (true) ’4—\!?}» (false) o Bdre socnd 3L (4
» Ak o premises) & E o BB G AREIRI F ARG T DO o ApE R BF

AT g R Arenm i dad i’ﬁ EEdak F,F{ya s Pl rs Eam ki v R o
(plau5|ble conclusion) - - B ¥ sh A - BApy VoA s Rk oo AP lfk;’ﬁ?

&5 E oo i H i G zmﬁﬁ‘*%#&l“’%?fﬁ’”\ PR EAD ~ BT TSR AT T R o
B RF IR L liﬁg 58 BV RS 33 AL F“éa‘dr#ffkppé‘um' oo P Fm T o {5 =y
RIAAL R 0 TR AFH A R mPB FoER o A AT 4 i B A
Brs B M»”k{ﬁx‘é‘-@ml i ig‘ AEELEFEY 59 B A NEFERE
B AL IR REAR R B 2 R F] e

FEBELI R EAY

WEEr LS ERAFERE P TR AFLE AL Evans, Newstead, &
Bryne, 1993 chw g )0 i d > S IZH R A Aot EALIT R IIL Y L EFR RS K
¥ ooom A F] G A A IRA g Aar L 8 R (cognitive scientists ) FK;&:; I g E1 L
AR A FRE A SIS e (Evans, Handley Harper, &Johnson Laird, 1999 ) - f;;‘,_
BB R I RS E KBRS G R SR PR L
mﬂ‘%’ﬁ:ﬁi’)ﬁﬁi’ RARFET A B E%*’*’ﬂg Evrfrm’a‘ﬂ‘.h" oo

A E G IR ik R 2 2 R endish R (inference rules) 0 kg 7

:fa’f ~ 51 g ﬁﬁ #’f’# Ap B a3, ¥4 (Holland, Holyoak, Nisbett, & Thagard,
1986 ) - e o 4 ik 95 LB H_E FE i B BEE B0 o8 cnfi i [ AUR A ¢ f ok



(deductively valid ) sndish o Flot » & oFE ey ST 0 T ik 05w S B2 ) 10
A oo ) IR o v B AE A TR B BB P o - B T EAC
e (false» 2 X9 72 fen) il BOESh & T & Phiw S BB R A
& oo (valid) 8% - F kI TR TR B EHHLE (true> £FF )
?ﬁﬁﬁa%ﬁinﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬂ’?ﬁ%ﬁﬁlﬁyﬁﬂme>ﬁf Fet o
i “%#U‘“é‘-i"‘ ¥ 3838 BB, 50 (logical form) > @ 2L 4% 22 B3 hE B JF R
(B2 PR 2ne BB AN Y o @ 2R R R g3 DR m* L Zha g
Fwmenp g oo

Bo ki BERAT T ELATFERLEE > Lo Pz KHS
(syllogism):T 4 % & 5 (Fp Rl q) fEfedAEA (p) Fp “@kfé#“%ﬁﬁ (q)y>

S m AL (argument) (g sh G 2xdn e FIL ERWALS § - B e i e

’]/’\ o hr ¥ e rﬁélJ'J j\lk%ﬁaﬁjr&J’w r'{%‘le‘/x%rﬁ%#}%J

% T TGRS g B R A W FPEE € BHhAATE I ek
WBLIR T DR R o Ak AT R L kR AL B A R R AR 5N

A fE (mental logic ) 2« #4570 (mental model ) =775 2%
WA R - F"’% RenB R P Iy 2 b4 c S BIAF 5 &S
To- PRRE Rk 0 KA 0 I R R IR E8 L §
,,#\ EHu R (A3 &Jip%) gk T T‘ p R ¢ & * 3P| (Braine, Reiser, &
Rumain, 1984 - 31 f Rips, 1990, p.331) > Fli* § — %L 4 wILF 4 3 58 > L 4G -
® X Ko HrBdE (mental logic) ¥ & & * (Braine, 1978, 1998 ; Brame & O’Brien,
1991 ; Braine, Reiser & Rumain, 1984 ; Rips, 1983, 1994a ) » iz— m%‘?%&ﬁvfg—a M
B4R ) ek e
rwﬁﬁﬁjmté§””‘¢~ﬂ<ﬁﬂ LR L sl R
v % R 4%Aw’—a&ﬁ$ﬁmﬂmiﬁ’ﬁ? AE G Fa
K e m&g;’—(Evans 1989 )0 — # A crfa 3T 7 e X AL TR N 2 BN
WAL P F PP e blde o A4 T %&ﬁ%ﬁWM,fﬁﬁﬁm,%w
FARE R TG EEETRAYR R RAY B Y R B &0
Markovits&NanteI (1989) %3 » Aa3®in iv% (evaluationtask) * - Ap¥f
= ’ff"%f W BE R FI‘LB!"%‘ }a PTEndR 0 ¥ '*‘F'Jﬁ&dﬂ %@f’é‘r\‘;” o J& ke
Fez FERREA GO R TR EH D] f«#en % (production task )
P X '?lz ' FF 4R d -&Pav*—%‘m“”’/‘ 0
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Bk 2 BimdEn p = 24P P B30 > R - 8 a pcde s mzw;;t ’ f** i
LB AR TR R GRRALEKDTRENT

B ERF R AR i;éi‘ SR IR o d AN TT
s A T E - BEOHIE ArF R EAP RS
e i o F i ORI d 3 r“fijé B3 BE ) mEHE- S8 *EL" ll?#iz
B ff;i.'rﬁe%%\ P FR A g NI L B e B E M- B A AR B S
FF R ADEIEARBIEY P aiEheanS R L L R RIER % 0 LG ng;g.g,é;?j
(belief bias) ( Evans, Barston, & Pollard, 1983 ; Markovits & Nantel, 1989 ; Oakhill &



Johnson-Laird, 1985 ; Oakhill, Johnson-Laird, & Garnham, 1989 ; Revlin, Leirer, Yopp, &
YOpp; 1980) °

B AR G B ARE AR A AT Eondey X 4 o irBiE s L g
RS L S PR EF SR > A I 4 B0 S A REAF G bl
doi(1) A Sedn iR AL & ;g FoEa ;E%.qt&;‘é f( Evans, 1977 ; Markovits, 1988 ; Wildman
& Fletcher, 1977 ) (2) A% T LT S AT A A IR e R A G
1 (Evans, 1977 ; Pollard & Evans, 1980); (3) A% >4 % a3 Y » 5 #ic X £ IR
e gL BRI 4 (Wason, 1960, 1966, 1968 ; Wason & Johnson-Laird,
1972 ) - r4 Peter Wason (1966) 7 %+ % :E4# i % (selectiontask) % &> ¥ 3 7
7 10%:+ B 4 X ’éjéﬂﬁﬁ I Frefi+ 52 oo

v

Peter Wason & 3% % iz~ ¥ ik (confirmation bias) (Wason &
Johnson-Laird, 1972) > & - e > FH ¥ THF DB LF B SHF R
R UEERG A TS ERG SRk o Rn 0 3 ARG B
— A B Wason chiE (T E P ARAL o R E PRI A PIITITE > 4ok 2 R
FASBEEP PR AEE > A AP EMA S RF O F A RDOEF T
¥ € F B R7 Fhd o v Johnson-Laird & 4 (Johnson-Laird, Legrenzi, & Legrenzi,

972) B L B > *Eﬁ—gtxpéﬁn&t pe R#iri B oI AatkEIMEG G @
Fao™ an@fga i) ol Ritents B JEpEE T AERE o 5B IF'.;F B9 g i e 3R+ 4
TS ;:-D}_#Bp\;gﬁq;;t s e {;;é aieBIEE ot ks B Erd 81% 0 3
AEE o - ‘F_i;é'%‘ mitee R+ FEHITE L 3&&4}5 15% e fe sk o e
e A ¥ - BT XRFFFER G q\ﬂgf%uﬁﬁﬁ T ZE R 19 KA Ak
Tl R EG RFAREF > AEBERT O HWA G B EREGHN LA %
+ R T2%nE EE R DA B R - #upéﬂ‘f % Wason =1’ 3 # —#cF |
HEFERITEY > J a4 ¥ $ (Griggs & Cox, 1982 » 51 p Rips, 1994b, p.156 ) -

&-%F ¢ it erpT 7 4 % > Cheng £2 Holyoak (1985) # i1 ¢ * 432 A i (pragmatic
reasoning schemas) 235 K 4e 2 o 18 PP A 3R NP K R L FE P F %Y
R s ;H#(* ﬁ*mﬁzﬁfﬂr}’ IRl R Eﬂ'fii”‘ P e g EE s

TEAE T EERM G EEBR SR Y o 37 AH (permission schema) ~ &
zzjtk%s_ (obligation schema) -~ #]% R % & = (causation schema) % 4 % Fo3s. *ﬁ&

R AR 3 T AR R TESF B P AR, DEFER] o FT ARG 6
AN AR R ET A LIFRMARGE DS Gldes T ur s & @4t S0
FERIF BB -

g I ARGE- 0 4 B RA G cRESL TemEN | %4 (mental
model theory ) (Johnson-Laird, 1983 ; Johnson-Laird & Bryne, 1991 ; & 7&K A
Johnson-Laird, 2005 ) - fg km%—“‘ A% AZLBIEPIRALE (A2 FE) fj}am
AP F 2 BFRIL o eI E a‘&”’{ﬁz{@“#& LA R R UL W G S E
T3 B ﬁwjgﬁ%Wim%&ﬁﬁﬁrwbg&mpu%ﬁ’* Yk &
£ﬁpn%ﬁ’%pﬁ@ﬂ ARG - 4250 B G- HLERE T RIS
Eok] FI SV LIS o I SOV I 2 F LA i‘puiﬁéﬂﬁr SwA REwm o F R )I;F:\}
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d ek F"’*‘g%w’“ IR X REE R - P2 W R R G e PR
T A2 ETE o Fli oo dvk s ATRER —*z F’H—m’?lzﬁ' AR g NE.EL-N;\Q—"%@
BRI P EEFRY w4 0 B TE e wé»gt FIV OIS PE KT QR B R
P EEANS S B A K PERTDER R APLLE fJ‘
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\bmﬁ%Jﬁ”@ﬂiﬁ*ﬁgﬂj71i$@4ﬁiﬁk%@ﬁﬁi—1%&
el M e S S S e et s e
'ﬁ‘?{ﬁigrrpg ) ’\:ﬁur, ;’vfﬂ“ _'rJ’JB.—“,ijg_~k s 2o I8 475N 5N el 3 ) Ay 1?{‘@7}4%‘3&“; ?
S TS A I IEEAE T ALY R BN M HERTIEL TR

KEROE R 7 FEBELY

G & mﬁ%t 1% F4IL 8Ty 0 F 42 Piaget % (Plaget 1972 ; Inhelder &
Piaget, 1958 ) » #f 3¢ chE 81 & neﬁJ;,ﬁ FBEN 4 LT ZANER mg(fonnw

operational stage) R GEL L B PR > R D EY > rANEN
Ho A3 7R B EHEBIEG c ERMELDTE TR AT L RAREL
BN p e E g o ¥ 8§ 4 - & ade® (counterfactual reasoning ) ( Spellman,

Kincannon, &Stose 2005) 2«34 % N F e 32 R 42 (Moshman, 1990 ; Overton, Ward,
Black, Noveck, & O’Brien, 1987 ; Markovits, 1993 ) » %‘uﬂ E AR AR .

Markovits f=is i i B A P 423244 F 7 # £ (Markovits & Barouillet,
2002 ; Markovits, Fleury, Quinn, & Venet, 1998) » xr’“ AT A4 F BE{ed B3
feran (blde> ML 2@ &k ~ 1 ivef > MEZEPREE) DFEF 37 b
oo A S0 I A RO R AT PP e & i (semantic memory ) &
g # i 2 sV pit (familiar conditional statements ) s:@ g 5g & o 8 P iE % 2 IF L A
b mﬁ'ﬁé%ta‘ti B P id (antecedent) Brigid (consequent) el B B 42 d AR
raw & EE (condltlonal) (E-- ) BNEIEE (blcondltlonal) (F2rag...

L) AT R cIF@v’ B3 05 1% 4p Bl m*%'l« 70 i (alternative antecedent )
:Lﬁ i&n%i@%i %7{ T mﬁ?ﬁhﬁdé\‘ b k2o e Aok B om it H e

BRERMOE R BRRR R RE S E B EarE- RF] e d NG HE
"‘*éf" B A Eaia s FP s FEKTH U B R 0 AT E R
(causal bias) € # > (Thompson, 1994, 2000 ) -

'ﬁb‘W#er‘#’,ﬁiggﬁge 2O G B IR AN Y o A 2B
o FK

m\.

BB EHhb Y o 4 AR BB RGN FPY o Ra naE T RE T 0 23
gRUMoTRBEEHOM G A B I FEMGE S EHUALNFAEHLTEL
jﬁﬁm'w°ﬂ“’¢¢tﬁwwpi’&%@m&&’ﬂnﬁuwﬂwfm&

(D) A RIER R EE R R LR E P PRGSO EE 2E &
ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂmew%&g“*‘mﬁ°@)%ﬁﬁﬂ%%ﬁﬁﬂﬂ%%$¥iﬂa
L ETE FIGRE @A 2 o(3) QEHEEFAF DEEAR & HIERZ FI R



ﬁ:‘a.;;“;/ .' /}f;\‘ 2 lﬁjpﬁ‘

BT PR S RE

R RSB L g T R iR T 0L iz S i
oo VAR ZRHIOP FHREZTE S T ER kPR o REIEE 2T
R v % (Manktelow, 1999) - # @ » (T A ficrif > p AL EEF T P
ﬂ’%%&*t?fmimﬁmﬁc&ﬁoﬂﬁk—@ﬁgﬁ%,#ﬁgﬁgzk
LT AR P R A RIZIEE > S Tk EMEIFE 3 JL fr 47 o 2 Peter Wason
(1966) F #eriE & (T % (selectiontask) 3 b > d *tigip (P & XK EE Bk
+ e ERR o F E%ﬁl"?qgﬁgﬁxf;’4ﬁLﬁﬁ&£o%a,%#ﬁiﬁv
Bmfﬁg\-‘ﬁi?é'ﬁFL"éﬁ-'ﬁ‘f—ﬂf—l*vﬂ N g (Fes 3 —}—‘* RS R
fgf""rfg?“%i“’E‘J—ﬂﬁbmﬁ‘%ﬁtu)m?ﬂﬁ’ oo A B BRITE -
FHE o TER Bk AHIEF T GUIRAE 0 - TER AR ARITE A
RRMAR S BIETE o SRR R R R PRI TESAULET LML F R
FRF LA A LM

KO s %?hg,gﬁigﬁ?_’ 1 A
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fié'&‘j@i}i@m@i“ 3 PFEEAR R G PAE ) DIERHA o a
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HE % 4e357,5% (Popper, 1959) - iz fh 4 & 0 B EHPE KT HE R I RE 2T
ﬁﬁ&%ﬁﬁﬂ’.@%iﬁ%ﬁgﬁigﬁahgo

TR oA AT RERT SR E PV NERI LR FEE
BB FP BT R RILR E S A B A5 o B F S e E R
PR IL R P et ﬁréﬁl’”*’ﬁ g SRE e o #TF hE e R EL > F 0 o

GER -3 318 S RN n\%’ﬁ g vk = B 3 (categorlcal syllogism ) »
fre g R ENFE R oRN T E - P ARRT LS Fau o o F
WA F P o FRa e r? DRIq > » ¥ 2 2bp & q o Jp2t o
MY PRI TR G 0 E i e (7 S R A5 .
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TIEERF RN A5 ’7» VE TN LR IINE . B s R ST i A3 S S
BREOL B PEA IR EAEEAREA Y @ F Rl éﬂﬁ’gﬂ;‘?g\«—‘ﬁ )

P2 AT "’?’?ﬁ}a T IR G A R B R R o R P E L AR
FREMNAERIDL A PR > G PET R RN AR FRIEE ¢
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Fi i,ﬁﬁ&:}a‘.iﬂ' g3 R i

SO R AT A AT 0E . M@L;ﬂ'ﬂi FEHEY g ER
RAF SN ERE P F A RS SR BRI LA T AL 2
fé/}:’ﬁ’“ e U fézl-\ﬁ&—r;\- Az B e BE O~ 28 nbimﬁ':#ml;{ P2 3 AR
(written form) » &)4e > T Bdriz 8.4 5% F 0 7RAE m‘l’. E o %:E%’;L PRz o7
PR Es e  RENPIEBREAHL -2 T H > BE T Ty
4 % ¥ i # % ,(Shapiro & O’Brien, 1970)- % = f&p| £.2 & 855 5 (7 ¥ 3] fi (task
form) > m&r"‘?%;—’m_xﬁ,— Bk ,?f;"_w 2 ’_} FRECFREM 3 T
RieR g p el wr;ﬂgq T A€ Fe jenda a2 ik 2 & (Ennis, Findelstein, Smith,
&WMml%% ﬁﬁ%ipwfﬁﬁﬁ’@ﬂ f W'r%%ﬂéﬂﬁﬁ

Med ekt o g REN2E rf\%aﬁiﬁ‘\’lli‘*ﬁi I < AR g
( eel, 1967) (31 p Kuhn, 1977,p.344) - % = AR I 5 & Pﬁrr’ﬁﬁ‘% ESRI P F‘i"“#}ﬁ

PRI R IR AR F kA lilHif’ » Inhelder ¥ Piaget &= ;g T
I Bid >3] fgd‘ﬁﬂ"f’ 'I}E_ ¢ = A3 ﬁf‘d\ ’ ’J‘ly F] V’B Iy @;Wﬁ’;'r 7% {Ei"sﬁ —";Zm‘?é“
(Inhelder & Piaget, 1964 ) :

“t4 iz 4 AR ) (pg)
Féfr (~p)
Eé 227 ()
AR hE BN o PR ER (evaluatlon task ) » B A p # F*E A
£% (production task) A ik » + £¢ ¥ o PR 48 - iR g famivEd » &
'{ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ’“ﬁ{?JM(WM)““kB?—%ﬁWQ
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