L PEREREEE B

' F

g X}
. 249 #Z4s QARFE
A TFRAA A A4 AR A4
. 9m) Fds A4S 7]
CelxTFEY &4 uky
. AT Zo ghAulg

Fuid

X oo s W o -

2 e AFHES TEL ke AHY YEEE ok, AMIES Yrisle AR AFA7)
£ A QAFES WA W3s)E Falojet B et (Shuell, 1985). o] ® T8
4 & AT wopEelx W AT AAFEE
W7 25 £ T A7k she Aelsh ol A-Fel
W sbsgt AR S AAFEE st A F e delA HetE &
ek,
aFHH L Aoz 29 dae) AIEE FA= Uk Ausubel (1963) el 23}
H mAWge d4e A4A Az 4¥e FFF F4AH, ddbd Aol SAT Y
ol o|R& A9 w2y Fzewm 3tk ez 2 ase 723 AdL tEHA
4 9@, o|7o] aasld wrAel Aleld A4TE, F QA FZ7 Aek: FHA AelA A
Az A2$ ARE Y5314 AE HuAAd FaelA Y AxAsA, 423 P2

e
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of $4 HEE A& A3 o= AE A =gl web Derich Ausubel o 0|9 2
ol 2ol tigt Mo 2 FAF(1982) v AAY =e]d FE7 d5sy T4 ¢dH
Az A4 4 P F4AYe A TG uF AT sHch o4 W,
$Aae 243 A9 T4 A s -Aled T2 LAFe P2 o Fo4A
o, 59 437t Tostdcn e Aolwh

A F2E 7lEstEE de T /Y gl Edol ek st o %A Az ot
So| zgskevt, oAl §P Fol M-S, 4w A4 G FHEo £FIFHZ A, A =
Ago] Ao Udso] slert st FY FFAHQ o g, HE st ne-FF
A9 HubHel 8ol 2 Ao 9t (Shuell, 1985 ),

EE QAAFEE 7 E87] A8 =de o4 mHsel ¥ FA 2 F /HAE S Atk
shde 249 locus 9 EAe gk Zolx, whE s AR loci Wel Ak A4
o) A2 oh& FHol gk Aolch A 2 ¥ 42 locus o EAel A A G A
Aol e A AA 24 AA Gl EAstert, T2 AT A 24 Mqly v
& %o EAjshstel Wa =B selAeh B AREE Aot Al A
AR A2 5 G2 FAUHT dAsks Aol Ak oY HEL A
FabAell EAste HAelx, ol TP EAA FRAE =
oh dbdel] Q8 Az|EatEe A AL MY g Fol F2 Edte odd Aol
B wed, ofal Robe wEolzk 2 Fopeld AR AW Eag AJ: g
of 24 FAolebr 2E Fo|ch olEig FEEL TAAe = weld sy
B4 AdelgA -4 Fae] F¥oletx ¥ 4 A=} ( Shuell, 1985),

ey A4 o sy AAl 2 AR ] gl ( there is no one body of knowl-
edge ). §A FAldl g 4L ode] A2 =& Aedl fAst: AL + A2, ofF
g D49 FLEL AR Ao e i, T A A4z Aelst AL+ AT
Gilbert §2 33tg oz Sof, 42 ohE A4A 7 A5k A HH 9 ‘A2P'( loca-

>
o
-
o,
r_?l_:
iy
K
b
fr
po

tions ), & © F&=9] 38 ( scientists’ science), @ FH% 35 ( curricular science),
® mAtY & ( teachers’ science), & °}-&2 3 ( children’s science), ® 49 3
& ( students’ science) & A Alskdch, =3k West - T4 A4 (public knowledge )}
Al & ofal ( private understanding) 2 F¥3t51 2, Champagne %2 1932 &2 =4

( uninstructed students ), F4! 2l ( novices), A&7} ( experts) 24 Ao g g7



Hue)ygda a7 oY 3

E gteh olBgk npoFdt A4 Y FEE el A, FAH Folr} dow, A wHA
a7t 7HEsH] AL olBEldt Aol E oulde WA e A4F fwA4sA Yo g
Zolel (Shuell 1985).

AAFEE 71Est7] A F A 13 FAE AR ok loci ol MY F Ux =49
Fael gt solch e Alelgeld b nH el A4 FE w4 FHAH 24 ( pro-
positional knowledge ) @ A3 24| ( procedural knowledge ) 2.8 WFe ol
(Shuell, 1985). waAlz HAH 4L 245 A4 F 7lelsle Ao AAAFE2E 7
oAt Fhe A ZE AEE of BAA AAd FHE wE Aoldh ez HAH 2
AL od AAE s ¢ o Yo okt AxAELE FYPE + A MUY FE & e
Aok Gagné € o/ & ¥89 42 A 7|5 (intellectual skill ) ofeba ¥3l e}

22y AL ojd F sbH] F¥Helnl FsrsAke Bk Gagné o White (1978) = =
AL 71y 722 T A 75, @ 39 323, @ 94, @ A3 Y9 A ¥
& A A3 Topl AR 249 o8 {3 7k FEE ARsged, B 2
JAql AAetL 2 4 e AL Bloom (1956) o TR ELFED Gagné(1977)7F A
& st Aol choky FYolet shal o

GE A4 FYol TAUHE A A4she IL A4l AYA Easlestel o
3 3

A\
ta
P
kl
Ho

¢ o2 oSk A maH 4Ae Foe A4S ek A4 @ K f¥E S5¢
S Aol BE A49 RY e Eeshe B A FUE AFHez A5 e AL
bk =hal wabd, ofal el Wy FHL 2 AEAst 2 YuE wgHoe gy 4

A& Aolzkes AE ridtals e Ausld 22H22 A2 g X4 f¥o A
Aol 917] o Folrh,

230 QT2 4L %A SASZ, ofwl FH YH A of Tl A7 A
F9 =4 24l (associative network models ) ol 9/3t= 1A T2+ MAd & Jehs o)
o] (nodes ) & /M 4to[9) FAIE vebl= dZESY oz s]¢ Utk ( Hayes-Roth,
1977). 2 %9 53 59 A4 Fd A3 & def vied v HAsEs €4
steiey, apd 2de) QAT R T FFY el 2SR Yok e ARE A4
of gt FTAE #13 virjolx, HE shve 5% violet dFH o Axel g 4 W3}
o|t}, Hayes-Roth (1977 )€ A4 -A3% | & ( knowledge-assembly theory, ©|3} K-A

ol Bolzta &) ell4 of2fdt 49 U3 24, 22T AAHE AdBstn Atk of o[ ELX
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4 BEEERAA

429 A4l A4S 4%§ (all or none ) Ho 2 BAHSE A4TEY A TEA &
ol digr st AHEHA Aztgcie 2 & APk e FEe A4 B4 4
A4 maloz Sgen, ALHoz AANMGT BE Hdojvh TIHLE SAT A

Qo) 7zE w5t SRR AFEHos #43Y + v V1 2L et
ol Be QAFzAAe] YL o Fo| FHAE F Ak FTFL A
220 Az T4 A3l Ad B4 BAP oz Jojudrh A=t vl E4o| YA of
JNed FAEL ATEHow B4 HAuG 4L PG AFe| FeiAch ol N2H
re Ago| g oz o ZMAL 1 Aojdl A=A dgel HYdeh 22X

o

4o SaslEs AT ( ex-

4o £HL Aol A o ZsiAl o]

Aa BASe s 23he By, 2T A¢d 54 49 FHL G4 A
o2 gt

2] Al 21 & o] B2 Hebb ( 1949) ¢ 4174 -2 & o] & ( cell—assembly theory, °[3t C

—AojZolatx )¢ TRz Bmsbel g Zukd 4 Ak Hebbt dd9f AFTol 8

9 +79 AF5L AT APt ATEY AFL I C-Ad +FE 2

g wre A7 So| EojA sl el wAsol ek bk

Wy C—ASo| SAe] BEstd, vldlel FAAd] B#FE &3 e dFEl C-A

Apolol] Bsich ubis B4HE A AFEL ool F¥Ao2 T4 YR E AY

stel EAShE shuel C—AZ S¥Heh ojw AW EAse YTE UE3d BE

2 4+ gk
o]} B C—A oRol ZAY K—A o/ &2 AnTFxo 38 759 A (cogits

= 13 He Au7a) b dasde o A%, 28, 2eln g5t ek AT

z 2
Ao BAY 4+ Aok ALE F o= sue B4 1R¢ 2P
K

n°"
L
b
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& Samuels, 1974 ).

Gl A A B oupe} ol 49 EA4L A3 sHA] FHE AL 5 Yok L=, A4
o HNE a4 (AR ) Y H2A 2 Eopd, 252 A2 e ¥ = A9 Ax
ote] 4% AAAYL 7Rl FEA o YAH E F Ak oo 47K BAE ek

1. ZYF&x olelotdd4 sjejyteh
2. B 4L T3k Y + Adz 44U
3. T FE5Y dAA otk
4. g5t Y S99 HME gl o Ladir}

A7l HA 13 2+ FYH2 29 3L T, 33 4 ¥yRoe FF &= dF
el Aok of2gt A4 YL ohg (2P -1 )3} Fo| st A (chain)E o F
o Yk

@ @ ® @

Cag-1> X Alol 1x1HQ1 B

2dl of7lel ohge T sbA WAE Aslehd Be (21W-2)9 2L FAE o F
ol 9% AYAAT o e 45 BAYE A Lo

A. sl2aEre FFo2¥d $EE AAQY
B. sz g2t o welel Agold)

@\ @ 3 @

Cag-2> XlAle] 2 X}E ol HAL

ool vt B WAES /X ohE el A4E4e 4N wuA gk
1. 2o grdelolnh
2. AFolx o adolct
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3. WL Aol
4. £ Yol 4EE o delinh
5. m&ee QAR t Hopoluh
6. 2ol oletaol
oloh L WHEL 259 Ao fol AYAo2 s AE Aol ohim Lo}’
B qlzel Wt ek Lol'el Ry FrE Hesle e Helth =4 AS4

< Gube) el HAAE Helse] A Aelvh ko] e FAE 4A%n Y&
ZAfede 2 FAC AAZE A Arwke] o] TR Hr Lo FojlAlcl of
o} e A4 = Hro AAHQ z2A37 QA oA FuH e AL s ec
aela olgt 22 A4 AZHAE ] F2A wFdt n de Aol ory =z
3] ( semantic network ) o[t} (AFo]od~ 1986 ).

2 1~67t9 HuE ov]ef g2y (424 ) o2 T v (2¥-3)> 3
Zet

0 o

O O O
L) A= +F 248

S
N
/

Cag-3> olnly YxE9l 1X52 of

g9 ool FrAdqe 37bA Aol FYHoe Heldel UL IREL 4B 5
Agol Ak oley A4l AL WA, 7. Lole AFL wgBe S et
e (Y48 Ro| ol ‘Lof’el gt Bueh ‘@K ol WY st 45 B
Aslelxich oY AL TRt 2a e AL A Hrd BAL weh P @
oo £go ek
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HuAelsg st QX F2 g 7

qE3g
32l © 3
k. L %*3/@7; A o]
\ / \ shg-/ ot /
o O o) O
20 A= X3 PR

(a8 -4> ooy UxZ|of 2X1EI of

2. ATz AEH A9 FAY 4

TAA AN A s F5AY ATz Hske JdTFze JldFyor Y £
8 71472+ A4 €4 4] (declarative knowledge ) 22, 71 9] A& Hapx =4
( procedural knowledge) 22 %23 3t} (Ryle, 1949 ; Greeno, 1978 ).

of Fate 4% Aol o, Yo JAFzem € dde A&F 249 3
Yol A gt ol g 5o, Bl Ay 443 A4y FaA dod L A4A (s Rely 3
ol slalshe sMEEE 9.8 Mot ), A (7HEE), HAH (AEEE o ol 8
Art), ol E(2FL old o AL o deddrh) ojth HEH A4 F ¥ F
A% F4L 249 FRolH, o€ e MdH FA 2z dupolnt, HIE 7Y
BAE vtz dAse] gdow, o2gt MEE 7o A FHAS Y43t 4ok B
2 FE 2 AR 2 A TRl B A€ A4S THE o A4S 2
Bl o2l gt A EA A4 A A4 (ZAAA A d) o] FEL oA} (White, 1985).

o[l gt 7|7z FEE FTHY Ryle(1949) 9 “knowing what ~" 3} “knowing
how~ "2 84l {alslel o 714 “knowing what ~ 7 & “~gl= A}A L ol A" &
“16 9 Hurzo gh& o= 7o) # BEe, “knowing how ~" & “~& ¥ F o=
27 5 “tlolTefolef o] AbEWY” & ok= ol M3t (Kolers & Roediger, 1984 ).
ol o} st Gagne (1977) & A771d el A= AELE F2 ola] FAdl dgt 97
A Y2 FAs] o, olelgt el FuE & A ouH Feho} FxA L ¥

Ne




8 B4 EIERWAM

gstm o shelch ES Gagné 9 Glaser (1987) & #7171o el Y& oleg 90|
A gzAe A4 454 43 dxH A4, 248 ( schemata ), ¥ &% (capabili-
ties) 0.2 FE&h 74 AEd A4l FA o A4z FE A AL s,
A A4S 43 B3 2L AH A5el Adels 4L wareh (FEH, 1987, A
04 ).

g 7 Ao gk AT €3 2 =313 (motor processes ) 3 o] U} AlnE 712
2 3t S oz Fise f A2 5 75 WAH (procedural )3l A2 24 7|
Adolx Tulgl: Ao Fse] o, Ao WA Axm TEA o AL Adoln F
2% Aoz a8 b P e A G5 FF ARSelA 25 FAA
J AL S8 £2 uH4 2L 24 sk oz Ago| ofFo|H £ (Hovland,
1951) , olo} 715& s1@aSelA] Txlo| v} tho] BE o4 5 A oA 4
do| sodch 2y olE g o ¥H FEE, LEHAFL A glof oA AP + Ae
A AHq HPL $F B Aol A2A o FAR Lt s FAEF A feh (Kolers
& Roediger I, 1984 ).

of9} 2o A4x P WAY A4 L U e sas Aol TH HAHE 4
dats] Asked ATsle] Pop ¥ AP HAEL zeigt T Ade] Jdd FAE A
ARE Aolghs AYL ook Z 44" A4L ouly slods FUAge] fu (Collins
& Loftus, 1975), Tulving (1983) 9] 7|z Add & ofn A 7ol b8}y 7]d o=
7ol geh zelm WA AL “xd”o|u “Fo (attention)” 7t oYL A, 2
SHoz @4 FEYtT AARNE “F1% (skill) "3 FAA et (Hasher & Zacks,
1979 ; Posner & Snyder, 1975 ; Wood, 1983 ). f'f,_FS:-l;, g ¥ FaEL qlzkY A AL
o] 444 A4 sl zARE Aol ohz AAA A4l ejgr Rojetxw Fstn A+
(Kolers & Roediger [, 1984).

YA 49 F94¢ FRbe AREL, d7% EAE B delAE AAL AAA
( perceiver ) 2] Q1] 7]%e] o Egotm Fawch ol £ ol2g A AT -2y A
£2 QA FashE sl sl4aoletn FEsHe L4 ddelt &F, UM B, 4
zbe] ou me Zae ek Sol Jld WA =AE mAstE o d9¢ e e
o zeu alelel ojuld Zwolnk TFE AREL A FPAA QeIAE A

AAel 448 TAstdrh o2 A odeid BAbsb oW E 2ol W), AT 2A, e £

oX,
N

F
s
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Hede|ads 1Az 24 9

2] 59 ZAEE 7delA Feshl &3 gk

A4 FaFd ANE Fxsle A}E Tl A 4o U v 5L &
HHoz2 Fevhs dF AAE AAPch Kirsner (1973) & s wtol & 2
2 sEo] BodFE ol 2% ¥& wluy o A dobE 5 vk AL B oA, Both
kopf (1971)& AE=9 472, = 53 &5 slo[Ad4 dgAeg e, &
FaA 299 93 2L AL AEL 198tz Ak A H gk, =% Fisher 9 Craik
(1977 ) £ <1919 9rlHq §A3 wlwstd dE Hz = FHY 2ol 719 AFAE
xethe A& ASsdrh olAd A st AAA AP, Aol HAE TY3he
AAH 5 A% 7 Ae Aol 23& ¥FI2 Aok =Hetd HAlY Hol A H4q
g A" Agel o3 Axc} wFFslstn 2 Aotk o/} T2 A wHE FAL,
17ke] Al Ao FHdAQl Al Wi Fxele 9rlE TS Roe Y A 24X
alxl 2ol Flgole AAle} JlFol F12F Folof ¢obxm & otk

gk qlzkel el el A9 A4 Agd Ee YAdez FEH g BFLEFEA
of ohet of Fate| R 4lo] B o ALal= Aolwp B AFo] Uk o EHH, A
34 AL ofd gt 75 g T¥se A g Ao A5 AT AFA s,
old A% sls 7 £x& =¥AA ke Aol vk, #YEY Jle L a4
5 ez FASY AT Je FHL AZA AGg W] dgold vHR/RE, A
A 24 225 FEo Aoz FAEE YHAAR o FodH A4 FFo| ATH
o2 FYHEE Hoj gloyd, oA 555 715 g4 AFel Erkesta AHE U
7} 33 A= A4S oA gicke 2o/t (Anderson, 1981).

whRE F(1987) & ol9f & A4 F f¥o| Hg¢Hoz HEgrhe AT AP
sl “Aloj £ Bt FE" & B 3 Atk Alel4e B wWeld ¢t FAl 9 AHel g
dhala] WAIE ol AT & A A4 s, o[e{gt YelE TEE Add 4 A
o2 AHE A 7b Aol 4T & F oks A" A A4 s Fsivh dets A

ol42F e £35S Aoz 4H A4 AY o] XYY o2 Hgske A

o

o
N

3. 90 7ldn Abs) 7Y
Tulving (1972 )o] Q17+ 7]*1& 2u] 71 ( semantic memory ) 3 AF3l 71 ( epi-
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sodic memory) 22 ViF ¥, o€ FA7HY zto| & w7l g AF7t ol FolH et
(Mckoon, 1979). Blal2 2ju] 7] 2 clo] &3} vE adold 7| &, 2z ol 7|59
Ad7be] A 2L g FA, A Fol @AM Aol AUz Y A A AHolgtn
Heojslx gl ubwel AFsl Jld& A AE, dAHQ L=y AR, 222 o
g AAE Abol ] AzbA - Fzbd Aol 3t A Aol ol o] gteh

71l Ao ol2igt FEo| 7sdtel stdets o] Z|g L AR Jd & 2@ AF &
A, At dgdel malel Ziohs A4S gk, T3 AL AR Jl el Mg
o 2y ol Wadel w3 E dzied, A3 236 drke €L ofF 2ol 4t
AL shgslAl "o ol e e AskA oS WA TA L ol T4 shte ¢fn

04

Aedol sk ol oA * o, As ez vl AL Ao Sl H UFY 2
o 72% o|23 Yo 44T + gou, ohHld AT FeFEF F4Hol
I owgg Buvk Y 4 Aok o GlE s o SeluslE el a1, od Aol ¥

Ak o] 9 HE Y F UAAY, 9x59 FE FAL € & Udkd, o[ 44
2 ou] sl @ = Ak 2 Y sy wkely HoAE A, FAY WA
2 9% 42 A3ty ool d +x ek ot A4l F AL AgHdor Al
FEsh el Hoz [HAE = Avhe AE ouigeh o ol vy Hve A-FzHH
o2 g MEY Jdez iy & Aoleke Ao 7HiAog AAE dobdy
(Nelson, 1977 ; Petrey, 1977 ).

sk 71 el HRAAZE ou] Zlds A3 sl eg FE 4 Yokd, T Y A
A Lol e Fuy SY Ao skl + dojok & Zojvh McKoon (1979) 2 v|H
Axuol Atsld Huwrh S)AH o siobd + YR E dotrr] $std Yo sl HH &
i3] HA A ( lexical decision task) & AF&3lglch of A7 A3, A gl v
Huol M2 shfar ARl Y Hue A3 LS st dvke Zolth ojdt ATH(EL of
T 7R Aug FEIR 4 R4 dad oz vehdm dow, of2d F
By shue Al A A Lol AAgse] U7 @ Foll o| Y 4F AFEE HAAY - Slch

dhdell AMZbd Hweol or]d HuE FEG LAz 7 gEA Jebde AFER

Ao 4= Al Hel AL AFstdn, g 48H Z3E vehi e Aus} AAHUS 2
A el d slde MH AFE du, g AFAH A= vehtx] Bew, ®o 9T
Hql Ane A=t 2y ojeigt FRAAL AAY Ad vehd SAo| o I

55
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BEAEAYT AN T2 o4 1

ASEAE st Tshu ao

del AYedF AHE 2 o, ool Jledz 43 el AFHoe LEaAE ofFoe
A4g & 4+ Aok Aushd, AR BRI E Az Hag ASH gume o 2
PHA 4ol YE YA BAY 4 Yoo, ANl SAAE A% Aods ofu] 5]
25317 @] o Toloh wababm, ool slelo] Yelop @ Aol UMW 47 Am, A
8 sledo] glojol & Apdol L Alztel At R W FelE AdsE 47 ek wepd of
Ha ¥ oA Ads FEE AAAE ot FEE BRshl 4¥E + Qs 438 2

£ AT 4+ dolok wok

Konold 9} Bates (1982 )%= 9|n] 7| A8} Ald zhe] 38 v} 5384 sle o
FE +dsldeh 18L Aol ook QA FEE AAY 2 £7e] o EH YAY FL
T30l # & A& Aolgl= 7FAL Fx, Bloom (1956) 9 mSEE F59 Addlo
Zlqd el FE& stz stgch 288 T2 ( structure task ) 9 3 A3 oo fAl o
Fold, e A4 439 AY4Au £ A4 429 G437} FRAAN) o 2 4
ol Y& e WU 2T oy AYHH 453 FauAse ABRAE o) Ao
3 AFsh Aol BAAA X o), A3 ey AAH A4A HAuck:  ofu] el Ae
245 Adel 45 o galol UL At

A8 A oA A4 e FEE BEPFIA AL ok £29 A3 7
ZaA oo TS 7o) BA4E FHE o A5HAS Bloomd FTELFE Hw o
AR R (A4, o8l +3) A4S A2 ojd 5L Vo skt FE(
)2 Adse] 2ok oA Wk AN L o, FEI] A HAY 44 wrh we
4 4AE ML Aoz v

4. AAT2Y 24 A4

oAFe Az VXA 4L AEe] d¢ ASE Besy AEY $YEL AL
3 ghoh olelet wyle e ¥ AHAe AR Eel Azstz Uek
H
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P

olg g 7L AL Ae|sH QAzAdnche 54 S (xs) 9 e EAgs
B o ik ol 4w AT F AFeld FEa Aoz Frhioh ftev, A
2 Ao oA FHE TAYL stotgel Al d 2 GAE dehioldl o2 ofel
wet 249 EAH Q7 AATFEY el web AFL A Py ol Ause] &
( Shuell, 1985).

Shavelson 3 19 F2& (1975) & Mde ZzaAx4 Al (coefficient of concept
interrelations ) & AH-88h= o8 b4 Ael&4 714y, F =kl o4 (word association ),
a2 = 74 ( graphic construction) 7t=2% A ( card-sorting task ) T& F8& AT
N5 FAAE 23 o A8 gk 25 olEE F3 sde] UAT2Y WHE
22 2Ase g wyold, ol & F8 UANFEZE LT Vo oE T oUSE X
od 29t} =3 Driscoll (1985) & 28] QlxFX% %4 «dFol4 Shavelson %ol AH&%
A2 &4 750 A FZAA MFE Alolel olwigd A7 EFAStE A2, oHF I
A gl oWy £4S R YukE U Y gl

Ay el Ale]&a}E (Lindsay & Norman, 1977 i Estes, 1978 i Greeno, 1978 ) &
A g A 5AE dFHeR JEH FE A/A HA4LE Ml Qg 2L A
wabeich A7) 7l el A Fue Hele] o9A 29 A 43 HEertE AR
o geld F88 Wale] ®ekw mwm Ar7del AiA Hre FAH(AEH) P2
AR eke ANS gdgch ol Fshel et Ao ogA FAH PFHE AAE T
QE7H] g o] B mllel WG =¥ & 71 &gttt (Norman & Rumelhart, 1975 ).

Stewart ( 1980 ) = Z]’q_x&:_’ﬂ'gl Hel2 N3E (concept maps) 2 2 v =xA ( se-
mantic network ) & A Astgch 1 Az71dY ol EA E24 AEgH 4ol AHAH
o] JeAE eastnz stgod, AAFEE © J4 Bd, T AEH A4, @ FzA A
Aol Zwold &Hztual shgek AEd A4 4 792 o4 @ conept-map line
labeling task, ® tree construction line labeling task, (© concept relation task,
@ sentence generation task, (© essay test 2 T¥3hileh zelx AAH A4 F4
714-& (@ thinking aloud protocols, ® stimulated recall & 23}k

9 slx] qlxFE EHL & AT F Speller (1983) = vl 7H4 & — © A4A
gl 29 e, 2 EBAHE Fue FF, P A =, D BuY 4 2 #A

o 21 — & Adsdsh 1E old 39 TAZ A2 o o4 s AE4Y =



Hy ey s AT RS o4 13

A& Alokslgchk 23 @ MAd 2% ( concept models), ® HAH ¥4 =4 ( proposi-
tional grammar models ), © £7|°} 2% ( schema models), @ dAt%® ( algorithm
models), © % F& Al F#o]A4 ( computer simulation ) o o,

g3, Champagne 5 (1985) & Zel¥ #4439 1A TF2E HF47]7] A% AFel4
B4 7bA] QlAFE FA JlYgg AbEEdsh ol ol AHEd sy vl D free sort
task, @ tree construction task, @ word association task, @ concept structuring
analysis technique, ® DOE interview 24, & 4] 73] 7|2 Acloz 4=
2, oA F REE AEAH e A4S ol e 1y HAZ  S4selAl Fely 4
e AR, s 24 & J)Estn, 27 FHE dodshe, ddde AEs 48
tgo=H4 Mdy Fz2 243} Ad H & AP AZE AT F o] Ak

ol 4ol 4 1970 Wl Fo BUSHA AT AAF2Y 53 7Y & NP7 4dHu
stel 28 ol § J &L 2 HAF Bl FAl F4o] Adzes, 24 A3l
Age AMAT gFo| AJHY ok HdE2 AFAA =Y AR w|BAEY A
e AAH wuz} §cf

Hal 2 AgFe T4 25 ( Shavelson, 1971 ; Preece, 1976 ; Rudnitsky, 1976 )2 9l
Azt HETE 2 AA FAE sbHgen, FF Y QA TFERE oL AE 4
o4 BTz RBFZE 9T = dest e AEE 8 Stk o] E& QATFZE
F2 2= o FYstwal stgich Shavelson (1971) & QT2 ‘el AP o
g5 Aoz, ArIAelA ko] A7 T AETFRY Fa FES k@ s
dek ol d FHHE ke A7 dubd T8-S Fush Jeld e ekAwl Wb g
TAZE AT Adeld AT & Yn|dhe Aelz ¥ + Yok 2B Y Strike 9}
Posner (1976 ) &= ol2{8t Shavelson ¢ FAol =3 ubeh A& A8k Ut g Ql
ATz g5 HETFEY ZAietn @ 4, Ade Aol AdE dFse Yol A"
S vEbd v A7 gleks FHolth dlE S, o A TEE FHAl T dael vk o
4 Al A g 2 ubgg Ry cla sk

d4A: work, force, distence

4B : work, force, distence

< 22 dAF2E /gD € + derh? 2 AR ‘2¥d 1oust
[e)

7] oJF b= Aol AukElw, T4 AE work = force X distance 2f

rir
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o
=
ole

225 wev ulwe] &4 B distance = work X force gt A& 7 2

3 5 o] 2= FHAol HF o2 “mass — weight "% Fo] FUY 2AZE
23z shah o] & @ 4L Al T HETRY Aol AL FAYE ML

2 4% 92, 94 4L 2 AdEE FY R FHA 23S 2 A% 2 Y

T2 71 e A2 g e 59U FHo|t} ( Stewart, 1979 ).

oled Ao a5 el g UATE FH o] vl W] A MY
olx| 7% o F2}-5 (Newell & Simon, 1972 ; Lindsay & Norman, 1977 ; Estes, 1978
i Greeno, 1978 ) & Awxe2|E xo} Yuwsh stee AEE ok F A4 L o194 3§
A HAA Pz Ao ge) HPY £ devtel o o] FH 2 G NLIH T x=H{Yc)
o] Eo] AH-&3 QATE Y YL FE J4 AT hAY N H4ARA G4 Fo] -
Md Aol @sld 2k FA A FAE £EFETF sl Aok 2 olE &F
s s =3 @ shx] Aol Utk &, o W & YA ES m ol FFE =
o atell oAl A8 + da, IF FEVU A s g (A4 AdE Y A
of g T8 FFo] WY + Avks Zelth

o 2 ATz HE FH sy Eel A ASHA =47t AHGE AolA,
AF2E FUsH S $d g AV 4 o] obd Aolet Hgedle AW oAyl
A ol AHEs 2 2 JhA QAAFE 4 JlYEE Atz A g

rlo

1) Free Sort Task

o] 71& 2 F7x e Hef-go] AHEslo] fow (Shavelson & Stanton, 1975 i Go-
rodetsky & Hoz, 1985), &4 SolAl A48 +9 MAd¢ LF35F goay Y533}
£ Aotk $4 old A AdE EFdhe AT mdEceh aEln vle] vrelE 5
ool ol Fol HHYE 7HEE AWA & g, WA FIA & b Dl EE EHHA
ek o] W R UFE old WFUE stk A€ g &k g NE I
£ wpAlAl S, ole] wiy-g FAel EFE A4 AEE @k oA ERd A2

Mlh 2 v @3pAY Abd— A5 el dsid 79 AEE v adch

]

sl

poi
o
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2) Tree Construction Task

o] 7142 Rapoport ( 1967 ; Fillenbaum & Rapoport, 1971 ) o] o3} Tt H oz
Johnson (1967 } o] 7§28 $1A] F3 (hierachical clustering) & o] 7]|8le] Lo A
fated Ad bol Yulde AHeE FATE Yoz AL

+4A LA o gl FoR gt S5E ATeck FAEL A2 A AU

2 Qe F oo E te 554 A¥sly £ of dog odAF: ‘17 olgtm
b b5l ofv] AWM F whel s} sha wEHd Ao Mol EEY o glolE o}
@Y T otelel K3t dog @St ‘27 £c) 222 49 siglel wet o]
HA L ALstA Y, ubd dellA AAS 5S35 gGado] Hodd AR F cholr} alaloe]
Ao, ol &% AAsle MEF tree T AAAFeh 8} ol A tree T HEU T, tree
712] dA3t AAld FFY T ule] ol EEHA deh ol A 8 Fae 7
Mg zhell Zh Aol v A gdv A FoR I AMNES Jehizm, AHE 7Y 9u)

Ae #AE 24

3) Word Association Task

of e Bal Belw %45Y QX TEe| A e} AFoI4 AHEslo] ko m ( Johnson,

1965 ; Preece, 1976 ; Shavelson, 1972), o[21§} 3] Hell&= o] cHg d A &)n)
Bedsht Al ¥r ARG G4EL G 49 ATl (stimulus words ) ol
3 OE 1¥ Aoz Asae G 4 9Ue 4990 B sl Ao o4
ARAA S4shl A, HFols Aol E ETRsHE AL FHRES @tk ol
B+ Aspel WAL AW A4S AT AA4E B A clol4, A4w Dol o
&, AFolel et datels] W T2 A,

o

]

4) Concept Structuring Analysis Technique

o] 7142 Champagnez} Klopfer (1981 ) ol ]3] xolst wha]o g4 o
AL gsle] S4e Q| TF2E 1= 2 THILE sk ) yolch o] AL
A2 gdE2A Adsn govt o974 Stewart (1980) 7} ARE§ 7]
ghira} gkt

o,

g T A
Fapel el

o
< THez 49

okl
o
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F 2 WAE AEach B of ¥ Adel ol FAA FUR Ao

. fL8

o
2
g0
T
M
ox
_E_,
PRl

srz $e0 (29-59 Gs H). @ o4 AHdo] =& A% 2
o, 2L e Ads QAeA g2 adz B4 (2d-59 18k 1), oA RE
Adrel dAsgdohd, dad Aol M5S ¥olL 1 Wzsh AN A #AE 7

Eaidsd

T 4 :
J 8 \
E

(28-56> HE7xE B 71He o

5) DOE Interview

9] A4 g Z2Asls) 918 WA WS Piaget & 18 FEE A J4 "4
Agsgn 1 F £ JaAd 714 E Pines §(1978) ¢ o PollA ZolE 4 vk
DOE ( Demonstratc, Observe, Explain) #g-& &2 &3 &4 SolAl4 o w2 &
A7l g A Aelrk aAlrt Al&H o2 Eel AHE Mol F Sl T AHE
sAstm, AHeY AxE ddddty, ool TAE AW AEE AN H 4E F
QSoll g8 MAH oozt 4E S Az wrE sta, choFs A Eo] TS o Hel
A ojgA AL ertE A EdIE e, 25 A4 A vlad vl S RE

interview W& = g-sic}

A T2 WA u

wv S5 254 AAAA 3 Ao we

£
%
i
it
o
ky
N
il

AEEEE
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e w3E AgY AFANE 2ot §AA4H 6 AP ¥ vAgn AP e
U, A sld o] maet #Y4F lojo] EoledA Hel (White, 1979). F, “=:
+ — 43" 254 HHGdelA “mF - Jld - HAAAH" Y 3 = Hetisle
2 e n e Aot

olglgt sectle] W4 47 & sHA Aabe olA el T HE Hely Py &
27@che AHolth ol AFAEL nF Hypo] YAHl v dFE HA vl 2y
g}, olAlE T o] 7 F A F 2ol vAlE FFE viashs ol W 4HEte]
sigleh 23 whg QATFRA UAAY ol 2 F HFAAF AL HE o] S
=25 24 sl

g Fxe dF 2+ EAS dFshr] A 2 A €A ool ek s
£ 7Y oA} o1 A A4 2 vnE e HAole, HE vt IH 4Holu
#4438 A4S sdz 45 73 Aoz dre wielth olEd #M il o
A7z w3 4H 29 #AAA M€ Fm, F2 A5 F9 (pattern )HolA F
2 43T Rolx 43 & 4FHE volv A 2y AolFE H¥e ®l At 2y
A Aol Ay ATl FE AA 4Ae ¥ AA el G AW w2 U4
( Johnson, 1969 ; Traub & Hambleton, 1974 ; Hambleton & Shavelson, 1977 ). =}
SHA QA TFE FF el Aedd mc dus A el WashAl sl

Konold #} Bates (1982) & ¢l 725 wt¢d &4 479 43 #PdA7& o 237
2 g3, FL 50 & A4} & FF I AHA 2 QA TR ol E Aot
Bz stgel o A9 YL FL 4 9 B9 43 74y Yoy T2
ol & dh, B2 FFY @ A A g Ao Aol AE Aolee A
olch ol¥ & ZHAel wet 44U A7 A R Eze FMH AW WA
Aubd o2& o8 71 & BAAA Fiel wepd T2 gAY AdFH A A
3 sl drel gu] ey g A o AAPol Frke AR F Uokth

gt Champagne % (1985 )2 QlA7x5 w377 &l H3d3¥4 A ( ideational
confrontation strategy ) ¢l E#F AFsATL of ATl AL v AAFE F3 714
¢ 5 a4 Az w3 d4E9 A FxY WS dotumA gl o AT A
3 Y EL FdAAAA Ay H3E Jebign, A Asbe AR A4y wlmelde
23 g ozp d3key HE5}t chzA Jdepdel F 4% 53 |4 (Free Sort Task )

A
=N
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e Beal AxTFR #A3rl Ao B2 Al dE d3 Aok Ay ol
At A F2E dIA7E o 24y A dvks AL Yol

Huaje ol B4 E s Faskl HFR Y AL “olddl F5F Aol oAl A
2¢ dde A PR Aelshe o d&FE Feop ke Aolsh ol Awe]l T+
gulE, S4 dodo] FAS HZE FuE 2 Folol M MUAEY A4 Az =t 3
Aol oA AA Aol F vehuiAl B AHolzhe & AAZ sz A 2R & A4
S38L 7k AL B FuE A4y AAFER A A3 E zeln, HEIA Al
A (working memory system) ol 2 HRF HAE Aeletes A& 7MYt ok Chiesi
9} Voss (1979) &= okl wat A4o] o2 F AFxlelA A HEE 3| AshAl she 4
#g 3 A3, & A4 (high knowledge = HK) & 7kl 4tk @& 24 (low knowl
edge = LK) & 712l Abgizbol] Q= FzellAe ArAel w49 AolE LA A

9] Aol u] 7}x] 43 =3 ( protocol data)$ YubHel AmE xd, A, HK
slgdxs LK s gatec A3¢ o Yk, o 4484 e 4, HK 3@ #x
LK sl@=luc} ofdd 53 5o st of % Hug 753t n e A, HK 9]
e dust BIF2 (o, ofFlAY FEFZE Al o4 A, 4ol U= HL A
4% & A, AL baseo] Ebxrt o4 A, & "ol strike £ FHAAVIHAR F
o balle] +5 FHA7EE ¢ A F) o #AL o, Hus FAo W LK AF AR
o o g 49 Fb A, HK sldze $F 444 oF% (the third out) ¥ wt
=k (o]RL & 37 ByYee Lele T4 P2 FAHEY ok Fol djdted A
&84 24 AE A FHA o ol oA s|HEAEL obxd +F defdd FHojztm
2t ).

ol2igt Azbel] st Fo YuiAel 7iEE #l ®»ad, HK fIdAEL LK A¥ASH

B9 st o @Be FuE 34 n, TG AAsd PP FAE T

onl B AT PRI sastgdeh FEFE(goal structure) ol FasHAl A A

A HRE HKol os w14s sjdsigd o, 37z Ad= ¥ Jue LK 9
8 o 54519e LK 342 Aalg astsh wpAe e Agsld S5elgn £ F e,
old zAo] g7l st d4Hor YuE 2Asle o S A1 Y=k dbwel HK
s|g e 34 duel d&4de] dn, T8 AL s B o dFHE ¥

F3 gled, #H2Y A& s4ste o d¥EE A2 Ak

N

&z

—_—

7

u

r
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n

ol dell 4 249 F5o g T2 43 sbs4 S Axugel A2y AAF 29
AT walHe 7tge, ne-ds A4 A st F N gAY At
2o HEAANE HAs] AAAA 529 FY4AE 2 F A=kl A

A7z e o AgE dhge 2 aF-o5 H3Hd AAE E F Ae AL A4S w

AA, Q7] AAF2E A4 T FRE o W oz YSelfe wet oz e
& A4 F55S odd 2 2w, ox A2 A A3
3 2

% 3
¥ AAY 744 B A 4£fAE 2 T2 24 Ao ok L A4
AfFAE FuE FEo] deb TPHoln AAHN oz T4, B A4 £fAE BE
ool B Aol AT, wadSHols, Yol Hek

A, QA F2Y BES 4€d A7 AR A6l g8 o] Fojach bl wer of
A9 ool AL A%H A4ez odode Yol A} HHH AL BAH oz
Featm gk 28y o] FAE A2 BPHoe Aged

A, ARFEAH HEH A4E ofu] Fusl g duz iy 4 Yok AAFEE
AA4 de 29 Hoevy T +7¢ Aoz T4He Yo, o o & 4

e 42 (2% ¥44 44) 2 9o Fuz 3 +

ek 22 o] ke shue sldalA feld s A8 5w Uek

S, AA FEE 48 A4 el Y4 A2¥Y + Ak QAFz
g ol FW dt AEY AR FEEol webd lATFZE o|FT Y& Hue o
= 79 AAE dehd & ek 2 oleg AW wySe 2 2 WA EA ¥4 5
of 7heEsl of 2ol A HWgskol el el

N

e
rO
ol
lo
N
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