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— NRHEMRENEFTERATETFEECRRECTH  FABCEEEEEWE
A %W%Exﬂﬁﬁﬂm@%‘gﬁkixiéﬂﬁﬁéﬁ@ﬁ‘kuﬂlﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁk TRENE R A
A G ANERIIRCEBEERR TR ARRBRERSEA R - HAERMRIE DS
%$E1§EE§J\{%§\ CRED S RRRAEREMC  BHANET A AN GHER
TLEE - 47 P8 URERTUEHRES - 25 88 DEEKLIREMR
U E R EEBRUR -

REAZREHEEFREN  AETEANS  FHECHERNLBELETE -
BEZHEBNERETENZEETE EﬁifﬁmZ{ﬁﬁﬁﬁBﬁ%@FlﬁﬁFg(%E*’
I 86) - FTER MG LT B REBEMHEREZENBERH  UEHRRERS
HAMEREML HERANAERESTETE OREERAESTENER E%Ié&b”e
HELERTBEENIER MM BILE 7 DR MR BbR - DRESE
NAEERRECARMM SRR UREBERAEEEEROTEMLE 2T
MBBFRERTRERNEEEES  MERILHEEELSEBRETBRNEBEEE S
(REE > R 86)  RFHHAENRENES  SLHEFIEERTRELER  REEALS
RK - NEREERHEILN > BENEREEER2ERRERR R BARNTH A
REMARMNZABRG R RS EOEEE  ERumMER gt RIRE
ATl DIEARBEHEN -

EHRMAREESTBRERENEE  MEERN L LIRS R maE
NIHBE > FEWAEEL > MEARHESERROREENTELENED > NEES
PERANZELEHERSMASENRERENE AEFREROIETRERIE
PENRRBABARS  WEERZEEAZLENRRGILARBENEESESS
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RS ER G RR LR R AR

(Rivard & Yore, 1992 SRE R 86 ES BHEL HEE HYFE K 87)° Ausubel
(2% A1 k.3 (Assimilation Theory for Cognitive Learning) A& ¥ EHCAEREES
B Y22 (rote learning) - £2#§ ¥ # (advance organizer) ° Wi 771t (progressive
differentiation) - & #& 2 % (superordinate learning) - i 8 58 0 (integration
reconciliation) + & 2 7% (subsumption) B 5 2 # #J 2 % (meaningful learning)(Novak,
1984) - BEW G IR FHET S > RESBRANOEE > JHLIERE - BFEMEO LA
EHAEERERNERT  TREEBABEESNEE M AHRER AT
EHREM SIS EME  CAREEEEHSE (RRE R 86) REREEX
CHEBEWED VARG SMEES  2EMHNLARFREBEFUFER ARG
HAEHRNE ) 2L LVESCARREMEH2EHRSNBRARSRE 284
DEBE TEEF RS EREOM SR  DEBEAERNER RRE R
86) « 2 [E (concept mapping)fl R LREEHENBERINERGTELZ— €
B F Y 2 B (Concept Map) » REFTARHZMBE M S M SHKNBHE
B B SEEETRERKSEER SHMIEKE(Novak & Gowin, 1984
Novak & Musonda, 1991 ; R » K 86) -

G HEANEREH B E R TR AT SR AR BT
el WSS RGERS SR EAMERBESHRANERE  AMBEEE
wg@HBYHE EFEHARY TEFLEUFEAXRRES  MEER Ik
ezt G AR B ERE > B AREFEER B DRI BT RRE
BANERERGES - AR NHERERABCBECEERENBEHENEGHHE
b ENEAHAKEBASEETHEBTHEERRENN—EXE - ARRENE
EHMNE :

- BRESEREUURAGH AT RS -
CRRESEEETUARSEHAEEETA -

= RS R RSB A RETILENEE MR -

- RS L SRS ESEETNEERTYELEE R -
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AR AL AR R 2R B S BRI SRR S - BRSNS
HBIR% > AEFRZEZH P85 - 138 Beissner, Jonassen, & Grabowski(1993)#)if
% TRABEPHRELR  SIRS2BETANROEE A28 Ethe T 14 -

AR LARTEE — A RREENEE S - ER LA TR S AT 0 2t o
FTENFREMMA A RS RENEE LS B ERERHAHRE  SHae gy
TR 5| B (pattern-index schemata) » EEERAINEZHNHENRE IS
B Tk o T8 & B AR ED 2 B R 09 45 #% 1L 41 3% (Larkin, McDermott, Simon, &
Simon, 1980)- K jit; » %%{t%ﬂ%%%H&Fﬂ%ﬂ’gi%f&%ﬁ:(cm & Glaser, 1985)- Robertson
(1990) W REERT  REERHEFABLARKEHN—EACTRENEEERZ -

ERGHBLABREEVHRL ? RBHR SRCABRNERESEERTERE
E0 > FEEBERRMIIEN - SRR KB 5N AT e R
BT 2 BT A 155 4% 7 (Shavelson, 1974) o

DER A AREEBLABORTIEEN  ER5ESBEE N2 EEUNEE > I
WG L ERMNMNG  EFNEBLNET BEETUERS S H & CBRIAE &
G —RME  BERRBRYES AR RAE (Leader & Klein, 1994) - B E K
B A BRI OB R S R R AR SREEY BB —
A -

BB LNRNERYREH XL ERAME  —EBME = (hierarchical) » B RS

(concepts) MIMMRRUER FRER  REENMSNIEER LB REHAT
BERZF UTEBERGESLUMLEN (Barron, 1980): B—EBIERE R
(heterarchical) » BB SHNBELR—CUELFXXT  REEEH SRR EN
RARERAEFE  — B S EEMRE  F L HFT7ERE K218 - 4k Beissner, Jonassen,
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& Grabowski (1993) Z BiE - BEANRFIUREEE ' ERP P REERES
#7[E (Linear, Matrices or Semantic Features Analysis Maps) - & & [E (Semantic Maps) -
¥k (Spider Maps) ; JERE BRI ERHMREEH * EAE 5 (Pattern Notes) + {3 [E
(Concept Maps) - #8#% (Network) - HE 2 ¢ (Schematizing) ~ 3 ¥ [&l (Text Maps) ¢

4% Beissner, Jonassen, & Grabowski(1993)fE & A E N E RS 5| %R FE R HIE
H — S87 - #EHk (elaboration) ;8 & (integration) » L= HE ERAEEN =B ; %
f SN B 4T B 4 (components) » P 5E A RREE K > W ANEA B - SR H
F 7 AT A B L R B A A HERU LA W =R A - R - RAR
MERBEGHCH  LERREENKRNG T BEFEZFRABLFERPLHD
IR BRAR -

s Fi X5 4 e 38 (R ) 2 R B S D B AT B HER — RIRE - FEBE 18 A R AL A
MRAEEER RO  HRREA=H6E RBEEHREREMEFANEZERR U
Merrill(1983)# 5 17 B>~ # 3% (Component Display Theory, CDT) » 7] LAG 2] T34
SN ERE2EHRRE "THH] - ARCEE HEN T EBERES TR IR
BENTESEYREDS "HEFESREENRSEY Bt BEASBAIETOE
EE ZEEBUOTERNKEREEHN2EEERERARMBNRR  MIEREBEAEHE
fLaEgh e aE - WA - AFE - EREREE - AR RESEFRNAEH
MBS -

— - EEENEE

Ausubel ZBESBEBET > —ERIINAARNENBERAESR > LALNEER
[E A5 1 30 401 45 WS 6 I (Lefrancois, 1988) - Ausubel(1968)@ 37 : ' BEERBHELHE
BEERs—El RABYESEREE R —NERE2EECHNNE A2
FREREIIIL R EEM Y LI E 28 -  Ausubel, Novak, & Hanesian(1978) k& Novak,
Gowin, & Johansen(1983)tH HMAAKERUBEER T L WHEEE T HEBENESR
THAarEE BETHRE  ARIRLASZELIRESEECHNRAGHE  BiRE
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PR NS B HEBEER AR AR -

HEHZREREETR L Mo, RAERES il "o, > THRESES
— AR AE B B M (attributes) - HW AEMSIRECHER Y - B4 - BEREY R
AR ARNEHEYENEYE  EAMSHEYOHUETARSERECHE  ®
R TR - SR ABLIERER  BEEDNREN AMEMaNEStEeREsY
g EHMOEEMMSRER  EgRRNES . NEE S E (proposition) - £%
FEERTASEED MO SNa @GR FEENSBEFEE S (Ausubel,
1968 . Ausubel, Novak, & Hanesian, 1978) -

Ausubel # 1% :% & B B # i® (Assimilation Theory) £ L\ #f & % & (concept
formation) E#E 3% (concept assimilation)ZR AR AR B ERE » RILER > &
AMSEREEHSRE  FYRLUBMIPRNEERS  MEERILESRRNS
BIES > MRELERBIBRE T EARRAEE - BERE NS KR a2
HEENEE FEAEENS2ERE BN H BT AR E S LN T NERIFER
B HEBEA 51 (Ausubel, Novak, & Hanesian, 1978) - h Af ISR EE EHWEE L
HERAMNHER R HE AN ENEBEEES% B 74  hESFEB24THE
HRNBHONEM SR FCHANER ARG EN RS  FEZNEERB 4
T (BEZ K 82)-

= - #iZEE

FriffioBE R ERBASHMESENEFNMS  LIERBEIENSH - 1
7RF R TG 1B A R U A R S 2 A A R RS B 0 DUBBBh R M S A
SEKBERR > RRE R —EHREEE (Novak & Gowin, 1984 REE > E 86) -
ENMETUNERBETRETE - Ru{EBH BT M E % 5KHEE (metacognitive learning
strategies) » DUE{ Bh 22 4 B & 404 25 B2 % (Novak, 1990) -

1S B (Concept Map) 2 H Cornell A2 Novak ##57E1 H F{E7E Ausubel ZL41[E
REIIEEIT - EETERFENRMARELY > Bl EEE—HEE  hEBTTET
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—4ARE S B # (Novak & Gowin, 1984) : SRS E K B FAF SR AF R A BRC &%
S % S - R T MRS FE T a AR RS (Novak,
1991) % 2 kEE Th R BIRE S BB ) —FE 5 & (Stewart, Van, & Rowell, 1979) - FEl—%
FIR il > BABEMAENSRE BRI E LM GBS - Stewart, Van, &
Rowell(1979) K Novak(1980)3& M &AM < AB KM SN BE CAMERLERER
{27 - Malone & Dekkers(1984)fRFAFRIE M (WHEEHEH - EEFGE) KIEEMS
B B AR BRBIREEEE BB RS - R -

1 &8 T DLES i 22 5K B8 & &F & 1. B (Cronin, Dekkers, & Dunn, 1982) ; A[# %2
EREmENEE RESLEREREENERESE I HEBHE MBI RES
(Novak, Gowin, & Johansen, 1983 ; Trowbridge & Wandersee, 1996) ; ] {i£ #2842 3]
RAGEHHES (Merrill, 1983) ; #fE# 8 2 i & (windows to the mind) » FRENA &
BEARBEEEE ST W HBHM K2 A RE - SRR E S (Malone &
Dekkers, 1984) : fiEfE2AMBEBR TR RIMMBERNREERREL LRI H
WA A1 (Cliburn, 1986) ; A ARFERAMNBE B K EBE WA (Ridley &
Novak, 1988) ; RE##E H 2 4 MFTE M R MG (Cliburn, 1990) s $R A BEE R BE
BEE RG22 EH HB(Jegede, Alaiyemola, & Okebukola, 1990) ; R EEEE
20 47145 R (cognitive structure)iU B EHZ AR TH » RENTSRAMBEE B ZIW LR
T G0 e] 4E % H 4113 (Wallace & Mintzes, 1990) - Al DUE i BT A 2 2 S e B il (advanced
organizer)(Willerman & Harg, 1991) ; A DA E B2 A MB SBMWERLE > RHE
B et yfEHE (Markham, Mintzes, & Jones, 1994) e

Novak 7 =E  RYEERAENELE L #RFHEGSERREIEMEH
b BREERELUE/NBEBERNS  HIEER S)EETR/NREAT RN
RS RMAE  TERARSE-HTBENREM SRS BEEN - TREM
#EHMAEE FRALM PR REETHERE  RRE  BEKER SNURNAFRELE
EBRANE  BEFASZENSLNESBEAMSEBLEGEMAR @ B
S RE(RSHUBIAERELBEE  BHAFE2ERCBEANSELREZRS



BNIBUE R BRHE /1 —

BHEBHNELE  EEBRORERCEETVRE L RERE  BEER 8)UERS
SLEVHRPREY  BESMSBEETT R - ERFNTRE % RUEBBINEE
HENHBREEEM RERBENBERE  RRE - BMERR 8S) U EHMEH
EEHEZARNE  BEMSEAS LU EEFEELEETIRNFE:  BEE - B
Rt BRE - BNER NI HIBEEAZAZEHEE L KL SR aR0e
FRERARRBEFME B TESERTA -

Roth & Roychoudhury % A & ¥ & E % & #% B (collaborative concept mapping)if
7RIS it GEBHABRERERE BB ESFEBEE T A E(Roth
& Roychoudhury, 1992, 1993a, 1993b, 1993c, 1994 ; Roychoudhury & Roth, 1992) ;
Okebukola & Jegede(1989)8 S FR B EHE T WM SR E LLM B HE T SEE
FRREEFEENWEE | Okebukola(1992) R B A2 M IHEEN B ENE - thE
PIRE L RRE B  ME(R 8S) R G MM SR LM 5 g s
FEEBERR EELF -

e LERER TR MOBE R Y AN S E R/ B OB RS
REFNBERE  BABLURARMASERETRANEEEE L  BEE - M
i ®WEE  BXBEBRINMERTSETNERBESMOBEER  KFRES
HMCHEERERET L EREEREACESR -

%~ BRIk

— - FiREs

BB AR ET LRI IR SE RS HE B4R 2T & T H  Cronin % A
15 R B W] DU 222 3RS B ¥ & T B (Cronin, Dekkers, & Dunn, 1982 ; Schmid &
Telaro, 1990 ; Moreira, 1979 : Novak & Gowin, 1984) ; Novak % A FE R #E (L 228 | »
HEMSHEE —ETEEE R E R (Novak, 1991 ; Pendley, Bretz, & Novak,
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1994) : RRE BER(R HERINBRHEAATRAEL  REMSETRET
UER—BERWTELR  DINAERNFELN BB EER 8B ERRE
RPZ22YHREL  RUMSBESIII RS —EHFWFRELE  EXHEATH
B BT URRERARRAABANS - BETREE (BXH ERE K82 g
T - BKIER - K 82); E#EBENME — BB SBET RS —EFE&
ToT0 A 8 58 — (B R SR

Hol: fiSBEFE A EHAHRERATEICT N BEEAZTEN -

FELBERED  BURREERES  BETAMER R EIEE SRS U
GEENTE  HRFERSSTE AR EEERILEE BB AT LR IEE S
#5381 2 (Cullen, 1983) ; E RS E H) 23 - ZUH o] DABR AR 2R A O RE A AS A KL FT DA
PR HEENERE S  WHE TRETHEAE  ABERRIEFIENRR(ER
E%E B 86; @THl - BkIFRE » K 82 Novak, 1983 ; Novak & Gowin, 1984) - EEfE
BRAEBEESEERB SR BEMBZMTEEILEIERTELF - RIETE R AW
F2 58 (8 AR S ARER

Ho2 : RIEHRPBRENZHASEEIBURBEEY -

EEZEHBENBEFRAFTLAECHERESR > Roth & Roychoudhury(1993a)
BREFEETLIREEENBERR M Okebukola FARMMTHBEEARGER
BEE  TRRAFEZEIBEILENZERCBETRERETEECEE  kiER
B4 v B2 (Okebukola, 1984, 1985, 1986a, 1986b ; Okebukola & Ogunniyi, 1984 ;
Okebukola & Jegede, 1989) : EIFNBH A RESFRBAEREHET 2 H2HEILE
NBB SR FREBERE(RERE  BHES  ME R85 RER  RRE -
E 87) @it S e g aBE L E 2T R E  HILYRAHTRE = @R



MBIERBEEE N\

Hod : RRSHFABICRERFRAMANAHCBECPERAMUBBEER -

FRE BEMKRS)BRAMSHBENVEER TRAKMS  BEERIERNE
BEREE  THEERREREMR o RILTH 5728 ek EHReR

Hod : B4 HRAMCERBESHIBERBER M R EERM -

=~ ARYER

AHRHRAEBRUIABTIREHER _FRIEMA —ERECIRGHENEL
BRA > BEZIFCBLEL 35 A 2H2HEAER > AMBEARTHEN  BlER
g LIERY  FSFENRGHELZRE  JEHMERTH FTHEHRELSH
BEZVIMEE (AR -

SEE2EMOBECHHAN  AhBMREZ2EHGHBERAMAN B4
HMEE (SERAEHE) I BRIASHET (RSP EZMERLELHNEE
SZMHAE—f - BEHEEMTI RS A ZR St o8 A HRRL R GBR
v HBRCE24AREEAASASH X088 (HhE-HEFAA > BHEH
REER/D - BAANZ/DMETBERALMHENHE < = AP EEMN—HAEED » U
WHKETHECER  HEEREFANE FAERHENEMK B EEEER 1
HARBELHN A XERELECARE  NEREEEZHE  BERANBEEIK
A2 B R B Bt & & (social loafing) 2 IR » JH B K& KR B 20 B e R R A SR P 52
B S BN E R ERBRE -

= RREBE

ARFEETAAREFRERRAAEIETERNHE  MUFHEEEREE
THSEC AR RS  BRIGETEE  SFENE  BEET /NI &R ThE
WrEEE (R 81) RKHCTR (BRRH 15 S BERME) MELENEEK



B REN G R RETR AR

MEEEZRECHER - HAUBRRAE LFR -

# 1 HEEERE

BB H B H &

— YEERHCECEREREB TS LUE | 1LEREEB
AFRERZHERSD FIRHEERSHEEL | 2HEBERBRSEZE
A SHE  WHELEHCORERR t

- BEME DBSEERZERRCREN | LEHEAREREARK
o R EARBEECEE 0 (HE | A EHAERSE B
oA THEAERE HRENRE | #

il EERSHE)

(1l

HIZEEE 20 EEHES  UEF2EE | LARGHFEEHCHEE

FHEN - AR -HHCE Z B

lE] HIZEEE 20 EEHe > HB4AMENE | LURENZ2E R SHE
S E 3K

kil SHHEIRE TR R  HEETRMRAELRE | LERRBRELRE Y
HHBA 2 RS ETHEEE TS

~ HIZEREE 20 fEEHES > HBLMENE | IRERSEESTRH
R E SEETH

+t HEBLEEEYMRALERR  WRE | LRESLENBIBES
MOBERENRME BHCRER LN BER

HMIRE

BB HhHAMASSEESEIE B EH2E 0 EETHSEE - LXK
AARBECHSESE 0 (HEESAR > ShHEAERE  ARHEARBES K —
BBEMSE) FNENBEE2ERIEE FLEARMENSZEHMORE & RE



BT BUARBREE\+—H

RIEZAFTEMAE  HAMEAAELRANGRIRSESLERBEZIRE  REA
EETHRAZ  BEENSETENEN R EE 58/ GERR BB X
MEESERRE - WER (R 87) ik "HMSHBEERENENS ) SURTRKNHE
(2EW&2) BT2ENMIBECRENE 55 RARETHPRETRIESE
—RER AR ERHTE (F2E) RIFARE S B BARECHEMAET IR
BH - THEET AR E LR RRE - BRHRFEELE 20 EfS (25 1)
ERZBEMSEIBHBERARE D IR IR REETRK > LA Novak &
Gowin (1984) #9t 4730 SHEERZBH/ Y -

CEHoH

AR B4R B 5 - RIRA Novak & Gowin(1984)2 5t 73 = » W4
£ f 78 (propositions) ~ P& /& (hierarchy) ~ & X Bk #E (cross links) 5 Bl-F (examples) ; %
REAIT ¢

(—)il  RERESCHAARE R REEERERERER IR Al g
AER HETHE CHTHTHE ) CBHEERE ERBSECREERESE Ak
fRlfs 177 ERERAREEENER AT B8R0 mE 15 19
RE LR 1943

(CEE FRERTERZROREEE SENBRER GRS R ?
plian - THEEAEK, cKBER TEE > BAKER "RBEE, BABER 'F
B, %% SEAZEERT S ME1F3EERLE 54 -

(MBS - REX RS MRS - RN M SHBREREEREL
MR BERFELECSEELERY Bl LT REEE BN THRBAE, B
EREEERIEOEARS  ARERSTERLRARAERS  REEERSER
HEHERE  HET 100 ERAEE AlisT 240 IE 1 F 6 EEABTELE
60 7> -

()P : RiRBAEMSBLEBR LEAERHBGRMEREF - Bl "B
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BRESHENGHHRETRIAR

ZBIFAIR TRIBMA BESITRET 10 -

KL F G HBEEA AR LATHEEAMBRECREE  FREMD X
HBEREXNEGEH—D2EHMCE (WE 1 fR) MEBEERFSEEFTRL
SEBMSECTH(E 1 ZBIRE 94 77) BREEDBLULZE BT EATRL 100
BHELEZHENTH -

B
e X §-1 SR —
N
%ﬁ*mA
e ” ® P =
f Js 4 M\,
& |8 7
# ¥ | |% R =
||
¥ A A PR

B1 gtmaBis

Bloom(1981 )8 HiZF B TE R R T B F » B T8 R B FASA R4 2 1 E 174
Kk AREERERAER  L2RAEE - MER(R 852 MAHE k&L iR
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BUFRE " WAGH MSBEREARNSE , (2EHE& 2) HAAME (k221
E8HEME) UAMFRRERRTOER  HECERFEE AR - THE - T& -
FE FERE #EREKFR1-2-3 457 BR{EEIEESBNBERS
NELNMSEBPECEESE  BRARE (M2 9- 10 11 =HEMHE) R
B BERESBABEUGALGIIRRE 4 DHARBAHBSEBEZE L
RREEHD -

AR TTRRA SPSS 8kl - DUEER RARBR 2 AT TR B 47 - DL ¢ RERAT
PHHEZENERE -

B HREERSH

— - BRERSORABBRNBITRSE

ERERAFEERITF DR BIRE (FE5H=73.609) HILHHE (Fi55H
=70.63) £% > HRXZFHLBERANTEE  THEEERR A SE 2 R B9EH S
HRITZH > MBTERAET BN  HSEIEE2REERATEIR
€ WBBHRE CES FEE  PHTRESRERIBE  REMRE T2
ANEIED 8% - MWEKHE  LELTAFRERAFECAETHEESE  Shist
BRSGHR NEXBLAE it BRABENGICMESCER  HEND LEER
W HESTREFEREERGHTEE L (BEMSBE IR ERETEARAL
HoAEEREETATR  AHABSCBEFRATRAGRINABZRER L) ER
wME  BEZOBNREAEMES T RRIBL LR ARRRILEEBRZ 0
R HERMRARRCE - XENAMSHBEAR S8 ROEESNHERHEN S
—RABMSBEHEN O ERRERE  QITRCE2ECMSERE  LERTREZ
ECBERREEERERS -

AR AR — AW S R 8 B S B R R R A IR & B R RS



R SHENG T BB ET RS

B BUMSE R T EHERE T BETER ST RS HEH 2R
ME  BREMSEETUREERE MRS —ENNAETELE  EEEAS
avgtra = f(avgcon) = a+ b * avgcon »

b avgra R BABE AP RBRENFHSE

avgeon K XFA B ER R E RSB TG0 8 -

ERRAERIE 2 Fm & 2 BN ERARBIEZRE KR (1=2.178, p<0.05) - BN
TETEEHERTEEEEEZRE  HE H 1 EREEBNR 12.6%  FrhEHM
FEETUABERE  EERRPRMCET EENE T UABRERATEE > MRS
—HEHTE G

%2 AT ERCHERBER

A | RAEEERE | M MREL | MBARER R?
constant 62.226
(12.737**)
avgcon 0.193 0.089* 0.355* 0.126
(2.178%)
*p<0.05 **p<0.01
B REEMREL tE -

- EZEERTSURASERNEEEIR

BREEEER " MR ELEEESE - R SBE R - B 7eE REEt
Rt R B2 W e R EBRIENC R REANEEHNEE ZERM
SETEREE  ELEEUEMMSEH —X DRSSO ERTIER  HBEG
HRHE L VNS BES 7.70 2 0 UK EHEAE t B E (paired-samples t test)RRi
7 s LB TH B B K HE (1=2.734, p<0.05) > 1E#E Hy2 > BUREETHREER B4 L
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BB AR\

MeBEHNTEERECES  WERRNUBECHCEEHECET  BVHREE
BT > AL eBE TR BENEHREARTERMRERIRE  LERTR
DERHEAE  DEFSEERACES AT BOBERE TSR G R
BHEBEETR - LABRTERT R BB EERS -

= AFRESCREC R RES L ENREHN T EE < BRT

Johnson & Johnson(1988)f5Hi & FEEE REIQHEZEHE ik - Okebukola & Jegede
(1989 A SFR2EEMSBEEARES  TEASFEEMSBEILAEN 2E MO8
 FRREEAEZECEE  FRUMEA[APEFRECEY  AREHERELHE
BBEME  REELHEMEEN - RREZERNRP BRI CME  WERst
Toife & 1 U S A B 2 0 B R ) 2 B P 1 =R A B I B 2 T > S R DU R B A
Ry I 2R S B R E AR R BB ES N T EBRE - EHERE RS EAM
SHE TS BILEN M SBE L TS EEE 726 5 DBEIER t BE
(independent samples t test )i i &5 53 5% 7K ¥E (t=2.605, p<0.05) » 48 Hy3 > iR
EHEFEEMSBEILEN2EMIBEEESNEERR B WREBHRH
SRZENAMCESMESEXNRTEZ 28 DBIIER TR EE
BrmEREREER BERENIESFR2ERSBEC2ERE 228
Bl FTAE I E C R EHR  BERRE(R 8OEILR T REENZ2EMSEE 2B
A GFEEMCHEERELTER

LEREBHRESHNYBRAR T RERENHE -

2FERRMEH R EE SR VLA ERRAEERE S -

3. R AR B e S T SR AN E AR WTDUR 2 & R B HEARBBAL -

AERHBMERRNER  TUE2EEMHRRZERNERANES  RESE

EmEsfk -
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Abstract

The main purpose of this paper is to study how concept mapping can be used to
help improve accounting students’ learning performance. In particular, this paper
examines : (a) the applicability of using concept mapping as an accounting instruction
and evaluation tool, (b) the effectiveness of different concept mapping situations
(individual vs. cooperative), and (c) the effect of students’ attitude on their learning
performance when concept mapping is adopted. The experimental data reveal several
important results. First, concept mapping can serve as a useful tool for accounting
instruction and evaluation. Second, adopting cooperative concept mapping can better
improve students’ performance than using individual concept mapping. Third, the effect
of concept mapping on students’ learning performance depends on students’ attitude
toward concept mapping. In particular, students who like concept mapping tend to
perform better. Finally, more than 80 percent of the subjects suggest that concept

mapping can help them integrate accounting concept.

Keywords: concept mapping, accounting education, meaningful learning,

structural knowledge.



