J%EBZ DERISZNE

T e B FS R ZM\E'I‘E

BIlS* mXE
EISIEEETEAS RSHETZH

B =

P ) 0 2

BAEEES HREEE

MEEED -ENRES  MEEEKE

BREAE ZEMNEESENES2ENIIEE ZMBEER - AMMNEREEERENE
SEMTE - Al 2 S A g SE AV SR A o IR B B R oy HY BT o S ST B SR R B S B

it B B S

PR Y & T RN W SRR A 0 D2 T R Oy o (B DUE A R R AR R

A G et P o 4 32 B ) 3 2 A A R B A HE B NI RE 2R B R W 1 1) - B SRR ME R R

At URE (L AR A R R AR A 2 R MR AL
SCREH R AR

AIEMWEFIE - WREB A E 2w

 EREE TR B R B S A 2 1 S R B (A

BREE - MIERES - BE G - BN - RNEER

H
||||

CHIS

T R R R S AR > B AR R
IR E B2 — KIHBE(Wellington &
Osborne, 2001) - ARJEE - Bf jRFFE2 B E2
HURRL SRS RORARLEIE 2 28
b 5258 Ko i PRI B 1Y [ 2R BV AE o B2 5 2R il 56
(FEfR#T ~ FRIEE » 2001 ; Barrass, 1979;
Brown, 2014; Fang, 2006; Nagy &
Townsend, 2012; Wandersee, 1988) » B
EERERAEMBER GREREL - BUBERE
if 5 DA A S R SRR R
io R TEZ B EAERL (Carrier,
2013; Marzano, 2004; Marzano, 2009;

* RASCEIEE

Yager, 1983) - ¢ By [5 ) £5 B it £ 1Y fla 55 #
fg > By T oK, (big word) (Wellington &
Osborne, 2001; Zwiers, 2008) °

BEHELE  MEFESTFRLIEAFE
EMREME - REEBENER > HE I
Bg -~ Fik RHEMAVESHE - FEE
&2 5 W 2 ( American association of
colleges for teacher education , 2011 ) f5H
B2 gy 5] Fe i BLFE T BB R 7Y 5B A and, but,
because, therefore, however & » ZE 2K
BirsE s E 2 —  BHEBER S ERE2
FERNI B2 3E U5 Al e /D WA e o A [E R
FIEZAFRBTENREESF K > LiED
R S BE B oy B 22 7R KR 1 A R Y AR
g -
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R AREBRNBBRES HEAR

BB

FHEE SR FE MG T 5T % FH 20 B 35 57 %8 )
GHRES BN > BiREhEE - A o HBEK
oo BRI EMEMS  MEES - K
R E%HE%%B’JEEE?F&% HPERL ST
ARTEE > HEEERE (5 Ry (] 2 R 7y SO A
Ug ?

- ~BEM G- LB ERES AR
LIl
R SR EREENA = EE R
MR SOR - BISCRRSE ~ E PR (B 44
YILiEFE (Martin, 1992; Halliday, 1994)
RE RS B

Linguistics) AT 55

(Systemic Functional
) 3#E $2 8 {%  (conjunctive
Bl 5 % 8 B %
relations) - {£ 56 = 5 %7 € 1Y 56 5L 55
N SAN ERCIRSRPEE S o R =R [FRc R IRt
AR ENEERM GBS EEHETE
SEZWanE - WEEZEEET TEE

o R T E B R RE R A

Halliday #1 Hasan (1976) # 82 5% 53
HYEE % o0 Ry WU R B AR (% ¢ (DB e B (&
WA ] - (R S FE I P 2 32 5 (2)
R SR B (4 (causals) = W &) 1 Z [E] 2 TR A A
GERAVEE (7 0 (3)E TR (R (adversatives)
W ] R H R
(4)Fff IR 5 (additives) © 55 —{li &) 7~ &
— {8 &) TR E AR - B4 e -
(2001b) Al fE VU R AL AR (5 b - $2 ) et
Y o3 5 - Fi5 H R ER SO o i B Y 2 2 )

relations) ° (logical

(temporals) :

Unsworth

i%%ﬁ*%ﬁ%é@@%*ﬁ}ié@ ?

-10 -

HEVERESES 5 K > ohlE - B F ~ &
B PR~ WD~ L E o WS 13
EICBHEER G 2RE -

S gL AXERZ BT

[B8 IS BB il oy TR (TR 7 %5 PR (R 4 5E
kb Ry P SE RYEEE o I ER AR T
BER Y o THYEE MR FERE S 28 M A Fr
ANE - BRSOy 2R R MR R AT B T -
Halliday #1 Hasan (1976)3% Fy 7% 35 38 7 5k
4y (conjunctive adjuncts)g =F& : (1)glz -
BE LA AR (A5 R ) -
but, 2.8 G|l e -y oo
subsequently - 3. there- I

so, then -
accordingly,

where-HJ & & Bl &5 > 41 © therefore, whereat-o

(2)1. H fir # & Bl & > 41 : nevertheless,
instead, besides ° 2./ 55 55 2 > {741 : on the

contrary, as a result, in addition < (3)7 that
s HAtr 2 REEH T e FaE 0 (DEE
HY > {540 - as a result of that, instead of that -
(i) 5 il 14 7 > 401 * in spite of that, because
of that o
fEEsR st - BA BB R
A% 5E 5 AL Z T AV BB EE R (% > B2
) N1 6] gk ] 3] W OKHE - LAY R R M PR
Ao~ BB mHE s PR B e
R RS SO T B 0 AR R B R
HPESy A 2 MR EEEEER - AL HE R
ar) (DK REGE A~ PR~ DU~ A H. -
()R PP - 2R1& ~ IEAh ~ B3 - (3)IE

PR AE ' E [ o (R E
Peg)  BRIE > fESm > 2 o (5) H AV R



L E AR S & TR YEER b Ry S EMUE el

BT L%~ DU - (O) RS 250 © 40 2R Rl 5] 45 Bl 56 Y ThRE AE ) T L ph (5 2 2 432
B~ AR e (BT E R 2R~ A s Bl TG T T (FT
BSE - (8) A SRRz - Frbh~ [ Ry~ BREZR ENIEEE > 2009)

(9)EL HipEga - ghR - &8 - BI{E - BR

21 BB GBS R b

H R A& H R A&
5 KA B
: =1 EE NN > B R R A B R -
iRy simultaneous
temporal 135 4 - S e N s
il E W EY e R B R > TR ESAEET -
successive
Ik BB S Y 0 R B S AR E IR -
manner
S PRy 205 B B 3 T+ L 1) TF £ O R T 43 B
4o consequence
consequential e WERRMEEE XN ELES > REZ2gOHE
condition =i
HEFg BZRMAEBEYS  HEEMEAEENYIREITEE
concession EHEEE -
H TEART  RHESE -
purpose
A [ELBEH, - 1 o 5 T B 9 B 2 Y
similarity
= it & KGO E E B Bk R > R ER 0 B K
HE reformulation EAFBETH LB -
comparative Bl 58 EFEERT  ROZEEAE Y BE 1 #2300 722 il 5] 22
exemplification R > EFLE MG o Gl ¢ FEFRAMRF TS £ IS -
EaRiE: WARNIRF SRR RNESE > HEMS - 8/
contrast oMM ES -
s Jm s PR S - o T EL PR B — BB
additive addition
L fir 15 ACK e T 2 IS (0 7 - 0 BR ST B SR
ocative location

BRI AR - B3 [ Unsworth (2001b)F1 2247 7 (2006) -

S11 -
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Z i ES A AR EARZ BT

R FEEREEENE - it sH
"REE S BB ZT o R BENE B
ENESRBET TN
(Zwiers, 2008) > #15 2 » BHAFIIEREH
EMENFAEMENESR  Zwiers FI A
B B g 35 BH R 8 AT/ Ga] B R RG> RFERESE
flrsB & F2 " a5, (brick terms) - 7
SCE R O o T — e B~ LR
I N EREEERERE T KRS
terms) » FJ iz 5L 2 R B (o) MHEAE —
o T EE CTHRE S EMEE T
PS5 ERHFAE -

GEESHNRRE-2 8 J ik R
g, WIREMENS > A " KEFE%, 2
NIRRT R SRR R S UECE )
FIEEENZE MSUR 15305 2008
RETE 30 BUORS > 2014 5 S
2007 ; #5304 0 2007 5 ZE{fE - 2009 ; BE
{BEE - B304 0 2010) 0 112 B2 B 57 Y52
WL Ry /b BIAMITZE B 40 Gardner (1975)
f1 Gardner, Schafe, Thein, & Watterson
(1976) 38 & M th 224 2 & R E R 2 SUK
YRR Y R R 0 BB AR TR
TR PR YRR o BE o Ee T Y A
Z2/0FH 75 {# > 2 conversely ~ moreover~

(small word)

(mortar

as to ~ essentially ~ further ~
respectively ¢ » F[1EE A H Rl ¢ A HLHY
A BT R R T B A R AR G A o
By FE T R RE R 0 45 R
REALDEPE "8, T, FTRAN

ZEE (ERE 54020105 B - 15

in practice ~
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X~ METR > 2014) 0 FERFESURBIFE A
SyRTTE AT Cor’ MY HEEHEE FIEAICGELE
2o 83~ BORYS ~ SREAL 0 20145 %
£F5 0 2016) > DA R FFE2 i 1 3R R 1 X
BHrReE o G TR T, F
GRS ~ B (E TS 2012 FHER
2009 ; JE{EFS > 2013) -
ZHUMEHENHEZE R L
HE R EFER Y GHA= H— > &
PR PS BRI £ - BV AE
FHASE BRI - REEREEMEFEE
e A8 (Zwiers, 2008, p.22) s HX » 2
EERBEEXANEEITEEE > B2
2 BR B i ] R I Y 22 BE A - ) 5 T B Y
BRT  (FEMEZE G — 55
BFEHEPER Y - ARG E A BT
Hedm A o2 BAYE R (Pinker, 1994)
o 2 % Traxler f1 Gernsbacher (1995)F5
o fEEE S T EEN SR
B2 B & O AE X E 4G T e 5 % RS
i =E (discourse markers) > ELFEHEHBERK 47 5
H = - Nathan F Petrosino (2003)#2 1 fi7 55
I E % 55 (expert blind spot) » 5 B E 5
E#AEE T ENERSEHRAR T8
=5 Ty 0) 52 5 I B2 E BB R 3R A IR B R
% NILE SR T W EZ R EIE
(518 Zwiers, 2008, p.70) °
B BT A AR AE 0 Bl
PRAEE - B R E2HEEEE CH R BT
BRAEBEBERTER  SEENEEERER

EATHE S @ Wi UFRAVGhZE - = IR EE
HEXANER - alg  HEURER R



PRed s P FREFF AT RE LR

& HEEMEHNE  HAREREERR
B o

2 EEm S ERREE DS ER
At
EEJEES Foia s riE RSl
B 4 D IFS O  E RC S AH
B+ Ak B 5 R T B R AL i o

I BE& {4 (Wellington & Osborne, 2001) -

MAIEERE > I A HBER Sy o HIEE DI E

FLELAE RERIR 3 -

- B A T R
2 U 22 I 9T TR RE AT HE P CRY AR
HIE &G Enan R & Fy A R am e 0 FERZ U
o] Fo 4 s B2 H 2 S0 Y B FH 2R 45 T R s B S
Fro EFfEe0VmmE -
(—) BHBEROHER
B2 FEGEACE  MAM
JE HY B U B {5 o BRIZKER - R B HA
BEROTYEE] T AR T 0 BRET
GR 2 T B AT R B AR AV FT RE AT
RERTA) A T IR R AR T 0 P DA
BT s Hu R RERT 2 AL A E
BT EREERET WA RENE
A [5] R 2 3710 3t 3% 2E - V2 H RSBl A%
W TEEET > MHEBET -
35 5t B W) I T ) 48 S A B R o 1Y
Bt RE PRI — B 2R ?
IR — = (4 2 SRR 2 B Lb 5 A HE 1y e
e L BE R oy 7 RN E R oy
O N =N R (= I BTN S
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i) 7 Z I RYEE 3 2 B T T3 & Al
e R -

e BSA - EEMEH O ERE
PR/ &5 SR Rt 42 /45 5 > 38 % %k 7T DUBH
il 15 0 i AL & i 2 A JEE - S R0
JIE R - R R AT SN R ) 22
FHARBM T HEY > VEELA RSN
FEHES REREMA SR 2 E
T Z YRR  BESh > S BUR AT
A4S 5 BY 56 50 et K 2 B BB R 7T
gE "THE, CTHA
(since) ~" BLjA - HH | (for)% %5 » ik
fErFRREMATE > M "R
(therefore) ~ " [RIffi ; (hence) ~ " ¥ [t
i N45% , (consequently) ~ T Ff DL |
(s0)F % - Q&K M AR B R &4 A1 45
oo T 2 HBER T IRERER (R E
17 (Unsworth, 2001a) » 8k 45 52 28
= - B8 14 #Y # % (Gardner, Schafe,
Thein, & Watterson ,1976; Wellington
& Osborne, 2001) -

C) BEEZERRENEE

iy e 2 5 FH 7 5 2k RS Tl 1Y 2 R
B o R B ) o SR R B (e A
B ] B B 1% (5 BT DA FH 5 R B9 757 55 2
TR BEERES T~ (BEHE
mUAIE TV (BER)FRR T B
B RS G  2004) -
L AE—EFrafd—f X £t

B B)EFE M Y F8 -
IL e T E—EEFaa —@E X4

o e

(because)
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I Jit- Bye—EErFraa—@EY

o fg -

BB LS WamEN
BEERAERE > bl 1~ 10 A0 10 5B 4] fs—
A MV EmeE - [~ 1 R Ai$E - 1T Fy &
oo HEEEERETT TE, (VMBEESAW
TR [E & 5% — 2 HEF # (exclusive)
{ERHESE > v T 20 A - B0
B, ®E BsHEPEPAE—-HAEIH
2VPE—RE HS—EAEEHRER
(inclusive) » B & A f1 B Wiy 1 &
DPHE—RE - —EHBET TEL F R
T EEBFEFEGES > B S ZLE
AT WEABEES (ESURE
2004) o o

£ ISR I Y EmsE o EHE—
FifE Ay "B, FE AR ACHER T B
TrRAMN RS - B BEF T8
BN EMIES Bl TarhE D
— R, AR - SRR EF
R BF4SGm T E—EETFas
—{E Y Ftfg - WREmFNE—
Erife R "8, RERRAEER
T P 35 {18 G 58 KF 2 Y IR Ry AT AR
LEFRA "E—EETFREER X 3
AR Y Je e fe ) WY TTREME - T DAED
[ERIERTHE 11 AR S H R4

- 1A
\Z\\D il °

BERR 2 - HFEEANMET
sl s © A et 56 2% PR R A R B Y OB A
eI B AR RS AR 8

o S EHERRAEEAINELS >

- 14 -

PR R R TT B R - B EAVAS
Ry B mEGARESg -

BT TEG, 2 BERET X
BEA WEEE "mE T/, ®
FyEE i (RERS > 2008 5 [ -
2002 3 HESCHEE 0 2004) o Bl &
F o UInE - HZRR "B/ By
PR 0 BN E BT B T A
Hertwig ~ Benz F1 Krauss (2008)#5H{
and” B M G W B OHE F 2 OB
(conjunction fallacy) . 5t I& 55 B R EE
= and’ N E RS N B R ALK
A & 5 & B 5
H) R £ N3 ‘and”F W [ 11 JE 7
AERE (union)fyFERE (v 50 - 40
fE—2K > BAGE S Y and’ AR
e TH, BHEEER - HIt
—fR B E AT > B E
‘and’ » DL R GERESEE B E —E "B/
Ao [F) B A7 AR 2 b 200 0 e 5 0 - T
RBRE R & B R - 2
EEE -

(intersection) (A > [

- RS A HE RS
(—) BERANETHE

AR PRI R B SORHE
it 2 G2 - B LR Ry VTSR TR
[R5 & P bk 28R A S R B Oy S 2
MIE > A SOR B AL NEA —
RERER ~ BT - HEURE » W5
SR BPURTBREAFMHE - K
ARER - WA — BT - BURT T



PRed s P FREFF AT RE LR

HWAER T 0 B2 yet ~ nevertheless »
however~ but> & fE 4 K ¥ T~ — (&5
GILNIEE- R I TR0 ) | O £ 57354
7718 /& moreover ~ furthermore ~ also »
and > RII72 A 2R 88 & BRI
BRI ho e B ple oy - ELRSE I A0 A M
& 725 (Murray, 1995) - 40 #UE A
S 1 PE R oy AR A PR H R W ) AT 0 R
SRR E R M & (Murray, 1997 5
SIEEm - MEE > 2010) -
MBI FTLE R - Murray (1995)5%
Ry PR oy 2l B G R VB YRR %
MEFEMBEFR IR » G2E
PR I REEE RS - EE —
3 B e HI A8 B A SRR B #5058
TR S o AR S N BE R oy
moreover ~ furthermore ~ and A §¥ 1] &
Forw g > BEEEFENRG > A
RERREEEAR A o AR L ATREER
ARV R o BRI A H BB 2
PER Y - A BREERRE - B4R
TBAEREE R R -
(D) BEMDUREDTRRE
PRy — T E RS TR
FHA T AME /Y E MR W S 2 R
HYE SRR (5 (SHHBE - Rk 4 ~ RIE
FEAIZEH#E 1220055 Unsworth, 2001b)»
55— 77 I E B oy R A SR G
HEEFESER » HyHEERMHEE
XA SEREEE N - BIATIR ~ &5
o B~ %1% (Gardner, Schafe,
Thein, & Watterson, 1976; Halliday &
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Hasan, 1976; ¥ - 2004) - iE W
HeE = EWIhEE » AR IAR 2
[l 2 I RE BE R B RVRANE - A SURHY
HEME -

HE HY SO B EE A KR L H
BUIEEMS  HEIEFEKR Rk
HEAL M AT B E 2 (Ainsworth &
Burcham, 2007; McNamara , Louwerse ,
McCarthy, & Graesser, 2010;
McNamara, Kintsch, Songer,& Kintsch,
1996) - B 4017 B hfF 52 B R W15R — {6 5
KA EERTSEERERS > &2
(A &)~
(EEHEHZ) > 'in
(&EEm)EF > ABRNEE X
BT EH R EZN A ER % £
[l 5 B e ) B 4T Y [] % (Degand
& Sanders, 2002) ~ {EHfEFE (F & 5 &
B Y 2]
2000) -

‘because’ ‘this is the
reason for’

conclusion’

(Sanders & Noordman,

B EBRAENBHBZER
RHEEK P HESNWE RN GEHE
LR E M HAE > MHABREREES
5 41 1 T RE AR Y 3R B 2 BB AR HY AR
# o BB B R R B R 0 RO (R
A E R PR (RS - N@AMAELLR H R
T o RHERSE I Fi 5 A Y R R R i R
{E.(Schleppegrell, 2004) - 4 Rif i 2 [ff i1 2
BER oy - BT ARy - AR E B % -
TERFE A2 BB o - il A= 8 05 7T 4 4 HE T
J7 Y S BB AT RE TR AT E SR AR Y BE R
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BRI A B I
T U338 - DR YR SRR B 5
[0 R SRR RS LU
S (2 TR (5 0 AR A R
i R -
- EREF RS F LS
o

ot B ) B % EIRAERTHE R -
SN BESE 190 9J (BRI F
A SR RIHE T 2 R (Murray, 1995) > 2 £

\

-

‘and’

‘and’”  HEARMEMEEES - TORKE
"MH, WER > ARAIEHEMEES - R

I T e IR E (Hertwig, Benz, &
Krauss, 2008) » R/ #E 8 & & 4 2 RM
ATRE o BRI ANEIE R o DUESERE
XARFFTHE "B RO R HE MRS
T TEANAE R EE R B NS T IR N
BRI GRS XY o M a] DUE 4 R fE
B —HEEAE X{ER  5—HEAEAY
Sl (WERFENE) - MEHRE
HYER AN L5 (BS54 0 2010)

"RRAL S G- BXA- B

Y %¢ 1

aH TE, NEA) M2 REE aE
(disjunction) - # = @y 8
(inclusive) #E = I HE & (exclusive)#E = i
FE PR+ 2008 1 B + 2002) » FIH 5
S EZEE PR DU S IE BB S &
BETH P HREEE N —IH (BRI » 2004 5 5
Tiag > 2004) - #am) GEER > B — A R Em
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AR EE AR A R o B T SORE AR
THREAGHE —E XLl TERER
—fE Y e A REER &R XA Y H
g o AR ERATRR RS RIS 2 5541
s — A Al RERE R PR SR R 0 B T SOHE
ARV TEHESHE M X ffe > BHES
A—MY ROl FEEREEHE XY H

@Es  ERRMREL T E IR EM -

JBRIS ~ 153 (2010)f5H » P84
AW T CHEANE TR —# X 5
—{E Y Fetafg PRy T e, REEEEE
I EEIRE - 2457 TBRIRRERE
B T MR AR AT E AR RIS T
MR RS AR B+ 5 PRy T B, IR R
AWML EEERERE -

T8, (or)~TEA/FI , (and)/E & H
B W (1 B A # B2 5 (Halliday & Hasan,
1976) « HEA TR EA - HE2EMATES
HYEEER SE 32 T BRI A 5 X %ot - 4105
e BOEF S EEBEHES BITE
AR HAXR FERBHRAR (BE
B o0E o BIRS  SEAD - 2014) - 41
RIEEBETREEBENZEERAGIEDN
BERE - EEEATE AR AR
o R 4 A Y SR M FE L 0 KO NER R
H 25 B B oy DA Al 8% BH R Y 5E = & R HL
R BEGEAHEN "8, 2#HAE I
I TR AR B B aR s RV ) RIFTRLES
FC" R A BE R B 7Y S 0 R B AR o
1 5 1) 2 15 ~(AVB) R B ~AA~B o K[
TR SCORBEENEETS - B RER
BRI E R W) B o B2 E R B RS A i
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B % > B 1S LR B B 5B R R AVEE S

oA pEERRY S DBEF A

T DU TR R T Hoke & AR
PRy o B A T Y R B (R AV RE
REEH - AEFLR IR b A A 2R
e BV EEL L E) > JRFI R A R SR
MR OIS - PR ST LS
HIERRE  BRSES R - 5
25 g0 L YDA + T R
HORIE I -

pransyy U sz A L R T A L H
6 o AR/ E RS TE R R E R A
W8

B2 As en S S35 T e 55 0 fe T aE 0

FASF AR S A PR (5 82008
T 23)

% 5] - o [E] B AT A {1 A R R oy
PEC L ELTRD ) FEAN R AR 7 T B TR
FESE AR R 2 i BBy B AT
1& Fr $2 HY 58 56 ) 1% A0 (AT o3 i - DA R LR
pkoy TR AR T R A S 56 1A A A A o)
Fo ? s RfEmE A AR T B H L, M1 TR 5E
H oo g T T ) MEIRRE -
BIGH & WERE - IESLA T HEERY E5Z A -
"TFRERITZ A T E TR R A 5 BUR
"ETHTZA » HINER B E S E
JEEFE RS L T A & oy ? T R R
G IEMERY ? (o] a2 R & LLEURS HEVE 7

BRIV HEHEMEYEE
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AR HIZREE - — J7 1052 & s ol R - DA
EHEENEANEHBN IR — T HEE
WAEREREEER G - BIMEREEE
JiTH > Patterson (2001)HJE BURR R H
ERVE RS > WiEREEERESM
AHEPER Y > AN B AR LR - 280
HEEEENRE - SFais > FEEE
T R A R Ry Y BB SR R AL
B E A B I R B B (A Y R S R
Z % HE RS A B J T B RE B R SOA

5, 313
2E5

NE TR
Pz MR
FREFEESMGEEE - RALEE

THTHEERE BEHANEEE N REN

BETEEZEHRZER > Pl 7T YEEFEN

HEZS s BREREEEAR SN KA K

B o BRI - TR EREE

MR R AIA =R - Degand, Lefevre, &

Bestgen (1999)#% 3% T 4 i # 5 5 73 1Y 5

A B BRE AR A TEH E O/

EER - ERGTAEHEE A B

F B R AR A AR A R A 2 —

BEHY » W] SR AR 58 58 SCAS 1% 1Y il 38 2 A ) 7

Hy[EE JTE - BUnE S A PR T SR

[ % HE LL S AN 2 B oy SO AT -

RG> FFE2ER 5 o 2 il 35 2 21 7 1 %5 2 32

J oy 5 3 L AR o (5 B A RE B S B AR

2 FHE B A -

Zwiers (2014)f% 1 BR = A2 ZUHl

A LABR FHHY U570 - a2 T B MR S 58

B Y - BN ER B T T B

AR e e it 5 P

Jit
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HUEFERAABEIEGE © R T
s HYATHE > BRER B~ SCRPRVEE R
A wEE i — R 2T > R THREMESX
G G o o AR o R R Y
WOEEE - RIEEATE At Hs T 24 0 fE
[ FREL Y 8 o AR ] > & SR R LT By (T
HyRE R - HER AN - HE AR
EARE AT o P T e B2 A Y (] E
LLSE By A) T 2RoR > (e b BB A B2 E 5
BAVEE R SEZ WA

o T R AR L5

B M TRy HEHEE
arENESE B0 ARERE

BEREY TR DL, ARFEAF B3 sBaEn " A
DLy A2 ded "IEAE - REAL
PEEIAE LAY T AT Ll o SR SR R4S
FUERHE RS A ARRR G > EEL
WIEADER - BEIHREZF R AEEME E
SRR B T HEREEFRY - B2
AN IE A B O ¥ R Ry YRR 3B
HY 1 R AR > A REAE I SERGR F > BA
AR TN T AREEFE T EFE
IRRE R GRILVE - #HEE -~ EER
2012 5 #E{EFS > 2009 ; JEEETS > 2013) - Tk
HRRHETRE R AR %S TR, B
FE LXE%JQ%I%%%%E’J TRTEL L EY
T2 EEEME TG TEBHVRE -

f - #5E
HH L TR 0 R Ry AR R AR ER A
s BRF 473 U6 [ 9 A €0 o bl Y B B 00 BR R

T R B 56 O B (28 U > 502 LR Rl )
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B DIREM RN E P& A E
R - MEESHR T HEHEEMN
g2 ARRER - EERNEEFN
%”7&&%%%%%%@&%?%&
ah o 5 (8 T AR R EE B i 5E Y E
A R E S (8 T ER ﬂ%%%mfﬁ ﬁm
HHOFEB AN RARBREEG 2B
BERE (o EROMSEF R AATEL
oE g o NI B ER ST B0l 828 & ]
ke H ‘%&%m ERHMEEERERRA

BEANER
BL Y i R R o7 2 T R 2R R B Y B
S BE BT RHER R RN e S5 AT (R

BER G Rt KX ERBEBERDH
DE B EREMEEHNRE > KT
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The necessity of ‘conjunction’ for science education
research and practical topics

Pin-Yin Liao* and Wen-Gin Yang

Graduate Institute of Science Education, National Taiwan Normal University

Abstract

The teaching and learning of science always rely on delivery and communication through language. It
is the key factor to affect the success of science learning if the science language is able to generate the science
knowledge. However, when talking about the teaching of science, we usually prefer the terminologies to the
importance of conjunctions- that connects the terminologies. This study claims that the conjunction plays an
indispensable role from the viewpoint of the construction of science knowledge. Without the conjunction, it
would become more difficult to generate science explanation and argument. Moreover, the uses of
conjunction have effect on learners’ to make plausible inferences and their semantic comprehension. Only
when being aware of the importance and the necessity of the selection of words and the grammar of
describing the relations, the science learners can have the clearer judgments of the logics between different
science events and the more complete understanding.

Keywords: science language, logical relation, conjunction, reading comprehension
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