XA HE 3 22 6935 55 848 HE s & s 2

ZBA A
PR ERER PR
F ke 8% (analogical thinking) RABRERZHESN 22— BRMAELE BEERE
AN ANE LSS ERE AR MR P& BRI ( Gentner & Jeziorski ,1990 ;
Vosniadou & Ortony, 1989) B AP EREBERAE S ABKK L0y 7rOEfH B
BTREHE '@ﬁﬁ%%f@ﬁﬁ KEBRFHLNKERBEY 2K~ LB S (niE
E-E8) > ABEEANENSHREBNR » BZAEFLBUNHT (EX >R 79);
EVBEFHERERE ~ 7 RBEE > WRFBHOUMEANLK - ERAELAEE DT —
EFRKHPIEBER o
EEFREER L » LB ( analogical ability )AEAEREET R » Rl HE
TEEEAE REZEN » mARHE ~ KB ( benzene ring) AYFSE ~ EBUMKER
(Natural Selection Theory ) % (Dreistadt, 1968) » ¥TjEE Ble8 LAYE S »
BB T ABARKHRESE - At - EREERRH AR BE R 2L ﬁ%ﬂ)ﬂﬁﬂ:ﬂfﬁ
HERE » ESZHE—EEEEEN AR o

o HILAE R

BEER AR AR ERE TR ERRDE » LUER RS » RER
FIER—EES [ @A | AREBRE - ENES B » BIRE f—
EEFEEH - RUERRBFKRBOERRES - BERRAFIK o SEA S L
BHO—EE% - MRS HBEBEARSENRE : (BhE - EHE D EE
( domains ) BYEIRRME (SE—) » B e &S 5] AAaLlE » a6y S
e EHE B BB SIR9 AR » FE TS S MABEABE ( Curtis & Reigeluth, 1984;
Gilbert, 1989 ; Neufeldt & Guralnik ,1987 ; Stepich & Newby , 1988 ; Vosniadou
& Ortony , 1989) o | ( 2HE— ) —BM S » B R —EHEH LT R GBHES
B AR ERIRESEMABLNE o



BN FORRRE RS X

I BRI |

L5 43

P .

H—  EEEHNWE o FEANEERREYIES (representation) » H B
BIRR B 02 - B kO RBUL (7 27 1R BB 4 ( 3¢ Duit, 1991 ) o

R -HAREFVERYHRFEG AL

Rumelhart 1 Norman /A 1981 sE 4R 1} B35 ( Schema Theory ) » I LUHER
E =P Y %%@ﬁ%i@ o B —RAMEBYR I ( accretion)» MBI BB HMA
T LIRS ( encode) » HLHRF I W FAOEBE L » EREEBE LI ML (Piaget)
P B9 R 8% ( assimilation) REM o B FEE RIS FURFS ( tunnning DR LTS
#E ( schema evolution) s> R ( restructuring ) B{ 2B AR ( schema creation):
EHELERETEENAG » NEHFAEEEAELME 489 » B R B
BEKBENTY L ; ROIEN » SR EEEE IS TR 199955 ( accommodation)
ESMM ( Duit, 1991 D o

DI## £ 2 (constructivism) MBIBINS » BE BT HHEHE (active construct-
ing) AYERE - M AR A DM 03k ( prior knowledge ) BEEE » BB FAlgE B4 »
FTUSRBREZER FRFEHEH CRBNEYE TR EMFEY 2B (Duit
1991 RBERRLY FTRAREEAERMATND » FELCAENES - AR LR 45
BYEERE - MA LR REFRDBEBEFLR - LUK FRES AR » aeEs
BEEAHBE L - REFEREKEAMAG (Duit, 1991 ) -

f Collins fMMichalski ( 5|EMichalski, 1989, p.128) Fiia i #9/4m Sat (B

_.3__
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D =P ABEHEAERDE

el 3 EE L BB IR T

—e B 35 P AL #2 ( apprOXimate
deduction ) M#&=

—_— EhEEhE
—> EAABEHEE R A

- .
" >

AMBHEE
B BaE 5 BRI JEER (5 B Michalski , 1989, p.128)o

AyBIP S R ( Trumpet Model YRE ( B —FR ) » Bl b sk B ERE £ R
BRI - h AR EAR G TEHELANBRRERER AL EEN —B .

A~HIWWERER G GE

— N EHBBEFHFE R EE
AN MM EE DR EL  BECEEN BB REBER | X2 —E it
B E2A95LB 2 Curtis 70 Reigeluth ( Curtis & Reigeluth, 1984 ; Curtis, 1988 )
IE8HR (RBIEEBFTBEAEID » 59726 AR BHRER 26 AT B EBHBIE HE
HEABNEY » SRBAEANBEEARE - NAEFANBERFE (2820
EXRBAFTHE.IM 4 MBEHES0E 18 E; B BRHATBEAR2.5MH » 4 fils
HROE13ME) »MABK ~- RBHASE (HPREEMLAE BEEEH ( simpler
analogy ) » (B EH R » R4 2SR LIAY I THEEMESE H ( functional
analogy ) | ; BB LMNERE P RESFEENTE) o
ToHERFANER
E%E’J," EEEBBFHER B EHLUMAEY o Treagust £ A (1990) BLIBH
R IEAM ( BE BB +E8R B8 (BiEEYw 98 ~ L8, RBELRES S
EE20F) ERELFARLBEENEY 408 RNB 20487 » S AK

—4—



B FGARABLHEEX

BEERE (RAAK) » MAS$RAERRL » R34 ZRREEAT » HER
fLP R E—ERF AR REERILERAE » RIFEFR FhRAKEEE - &AM »
AR BERYRE AN T » BE N BATER R IEE BB L 9B B AR
M ER T HREER WEFENRRE NS AET » REE P AR E IS mF

E SRR BT » BT LGB MR LA B MES R BREEARA -
B97E Tierney ( 1988, 5| H Duit , 1991)BHH%E H /R » MR EFEANE
HRBERBEER LT REHNBNRELE IREN 8 MR SELeFERRE
REFMTE » BEBARTTLIACER o MHEE BN EEE - REAUEEE
ENBEGEH  RIUZEEBENEERYE - FURESEEELSS - '

= BENFEER ERNEY

#% 2% ( Gick & Holyoak, 1980, 1983; Thagard,1992 )58 » HIEAA
#PHE B 3B I ( spontaneous analogy ) N 2BE » HE A S HEEE i LS 7 (allusion)
5|8 (guidance) o MRAEHEAEF - HEHBLNFEAEEEE - ARER RS
2L ~ B RBAFEHEEE LU TFHRRE SEHELARKE NI

B~ B EEX

s GMAT#H# X

BB E AT AT HRIE 7 Zeitoun (1984) 8L I BMES » BR 1 —K
HEBERNERES (WE—) » TERLEREERRE S K28R B S
GMAT ( General Model Analogical Teaching ) (W1F& =) » &4 S EEXE D
Rumelhart il Norman 2 Hi f9 2 S5 S5 2 B » SB% A T — B M2 8
( Duit,1991) o {AR ZeitounZB BH B— ( BE—) T LW s MR R » T 3185
1k 638 7 B 40 BT SRR T AT © B4t » A SRR EER S - AIITRAD T
T AL ST o % » MM % AHUE Hir 8 By SR 3 18 A R o
G 5 AR B SUR MG TR o B8 » MUFTIRRAY 1T RAR - RS S
FyBER AR AE S (R B9 B A (Duit , 1991) o 4S8 BB S - ILBIK % RAy/R s
HNEEHE REARZE E (MR VTE—5 BH F0E » S £ 82)o
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K— GMATHERZER (KB H Zeitoun, 1984 )

Z i

A =

1B A EFE ( definition
of analogy )

BREBE AR (topic)

4% (analog)

$H It Bt (analogous attributes)
AHEE8 B (irrelevant attributes )

2.5t 2% (analogical

learning )

DENFENEEER FEY
ESEE A AR AE 34 (analog
schemata ) 3 £ —EH A EE ( topic schemata)

N T I

3. BRI bk B2 7 AH A g B

(related variables )

=

B4 9% ( characteristics )
A, HEHYHPEE
B. HKEBE0EY 2% 50
C. HtHHEES
D. HEEGERMBRE i
E. .LEFH (visual imagery)
F. ZAEEE (cognitive complexity )
2. HEBH (instructional variables)
A, BHEHEEE (complexities) ,
. B. BMEAREE (B8 -BAREIHES)
C. s By (BE—RSEHK)
D. BHERHNHR (EAHSBER)
E. BUCHHBRE (240 RBRAELER - 58
A BB ~ 37 AR HEBEE )
F. 2B YOS (RE - EH9 - mgses
ANEL > O > B B S BH D

4 AMER LB E SR

BREBARTHERAELEE

wo PR M B A9 RK B S

1.
2. MEBRLAHKBEED B AE AR
3.
1.

FELLUF1EOL eI RER A 2% -
A. 24 HERYRHE

—6—



x—

GMAT B34 200 ( % H Zeitoun, 1984)

ABEFHARRB K EEX
(#)

B

A =

5.0 ¥ b # 22 A9 R

B.
C.

SLEHRBENEYHE TRND
SEARERR Z e (R s BE LS
e EHEE )

D. BBy HHER Bt K%
2. FREEBOKEMS

13 DEHEBY FMER B EARBBEY S F

BB

e

GMATHHHBEK (EEH Zeitoun, 1984)

7 &

A =

1.0 EERE b H BB fHEE A9 22
¢ (characteristics)

1. BHHEAES (analogical reasoning ability )
2. REBRABEREE

3. DLEEMH (visual imagery)

4. RABHEEE ( cognitive complexity )

L SEh AT LAGE A nBE 3 R R

PR BRI REIOR | P AR AT LS R4 BRI SRR B HR
B2k mEk ;
Yk
3o MR BEEYHIAE BRNEBENEYR TR IS |
(learning material of
the topic)
l. BBe&sHERRPE
4 PR E RS 2. ERHEHEE BLrZESEEER (FABMK
EFR)
1. AEBMEE (E8 - BAREGEYH)
5.0 M A 2. PiEAAEEE (BE-R2EHL)
3. E2EMFR (BEHM A )
1. ZHEReg (B4EE BEHE LR - 5 BRNHBEBE
6 R EHBRENELEH A B R )

BYIE A (medium )

EHB LN (RE ~BELRY - REEE
AR~ AP BB B8 S B SBAD

N

_7_.._
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£ GMATHHHZBEX (BEEH Zeitoun, 1984 ) &)
7 B A 23
1. HEETEBHNBLEEGT-EEENRE (LS
HELHERMERRLBNSE)
2. 2BWERF :

A BENKEEHGEEY

5 AV A LI A B » BT M2 B8 Bk (
TERR L RE L EEESFRERL)
SEBE R BT B

BRI H B ( SR R R T e A )
SHEBHL | MBEE MY

R AR Bt » LS TE WTAE S BUAOSE S
. BERBLEAEARLKEBEEY

8 7 M8 HLA 2 2. FHEA HNKEE N NG 2 B R

3 B PR AR T P 3K B
ETEBANS B AR LSBT A EE

™

S L

—~ TWAEEK
Bx T Zeitoun LSt » Glynn% A (5] H Duit ,1991) hERBEETHEMNEE, B
1989 fF42HH 55—~ R LB BER » BE TWARR ( Teaching-with-Analogy Model )o
HEREATERANBEURRLER - BLEEEENE » AWWBEEN SRELERE
BoMmELBREBERMK - EEFLUTABELSE :
L NERBENES -
wr R R o
e FA L2 B o
BR&t ( map » gE= D HLIERS o
BHBEBAEH
ARELBRILZE o
LB WEASEEE YR - RAMATHARE B H—BERAD . B GMATHE
AHRZ T - ERREB RER o 78 » SR FUR Bz B I 8UIERS » [ESIRWEM -
fZ#%:& ( superordinate concept) s ARE& LI & 00 LAEHE ( subsuming ) » 777
BELUNCESNEYIFE—BML ( generalize)s jﬂéﬁﬁ)@ﬁﬁﬁf&i@ﬁ@ﬁ@%@i o ik

—8—

S T S



AR NE R BB RSB

St BEHERE ERAPROETE S » —EERBEEEEMATMITH A 0B L& s
HERELERMNEHEMOTIBZBOMULEER KR ARERE T LHEEENEE
ARELE o

{ﬁ_\ﬁ%‘ k.

o

HEBELEAREFEEELENR : BAEEBRE , REMOEML ] o REEHM
GHERE HSRBMBEM BEABRBREBETTLEAOED ? B AT LTS » BAM
FHAE ? BAEEMEE TR REME S ERE R » BE LEMBRSH [ 65
BIEM ) #HE » b RRF BB EVRE - FEXANELATIERBBREGRS - Ik
EREBEEAENEBRS  FEEFEXBEENER ; IFANEBERERESS
ERRTERNEE (NWEEBER ) » bW EGEMMB4LNHRE - RIS HEAT
FeAlE MR EB A - AR LUERE o
[ THREHLSE  NEFIHR L » ERABMAROREERE » THEEREBANEER
B WA BEEIEF o B8 LR - AEEHRNEH AR E—SHEE - WHE TS
PER - IEFERYEA o
H—: RSB YEBZPRA 81 | SESFAXRFNEEN S RSN » BENESE
W4 (analog » B K R EGAE 28 EY ) 19 E e B0 60 IR 5 5
(source domains) » Mk BEHNANS B S HEHEE (target domains ) e

F=: BRI A EERNE ESHEAECE S c RAEEAEHEERNSEE
BB -

2E R

— FLES

EFE M (RT9) #5268 EX - H62 °

BEER (B 82)0 BirhEE WEE AN HEBE 2 TR - By %M akx 2H8KE
BRFEBTEL © (SRt M)
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