A LR
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B E RS TR R S

S 2 B 5E

%
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£ AR YL

ﬂ
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b
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EBARERE ’Jt%‘ C S AFR
FROFAL R EALRIRT > 25k
Bk R B P RS BRS SR - R
o REZ T —EH ZNEH R —
BRI 16 B4R
(2002) %22 7 31+ R > & & B (represent-
tation) %% F £ SF ey R fe AR A PR
T B W F ¥ 48 (free word association) ~ #2

PR TR A
# ik 32 4% [ (tree construction) & 7 #2 8
(flow map) 4b » 2 H —AMEAFEE 4 AR
7 5Z 4 & 4% [ (concept map) °

MAKE AR AHRRET T Lk
ZER KRB R AAIR 0 BIEHE - R
#2 % 3F % % (Chang, Sung, & Chen, 2001) »
HB NS HFSHFREN T Z RGO H K
M F 45952003 35 % 020055 Guastello
Beasley, & Sinatra, 2000 ) A AN RBHEAS
B ECEEE Rk o 3t B A e AT A
B e R BB A H AR e

Tsai #2 Huang

| (controlled word association) ~

BER
PR F

=
}4

BT R A

C LSRR

WAHBE X — AR TG T X A
BAMARM AR - R R RB A LR
Wi ihE WA E Y TR AEA S
7 B T o AT 405k B 3 AR AL 4o ik (Williams,
1998) o fax A& H 18 4 & — A %2 B 8 F Rk
(spatial learning strategy) » 4§ 4k i P4 84 X &
PR 4 0 By, — AEAT AR R AR IR A R A
EEEAMEER L FRNRKF R
¥ i 4 AR A1 Ao 58 P % (Chang, Sung, &
Chen, 2002) -
BE A A 6y 25 8 & Novak 5 1971 & »
?% TEMBEERAMBNEALAZTREZT
KE&Lsk o R TR RATRERK
(wen).EUE MRy X ks — A
75 & & % o 4R ¥ Ausubel 84 5] 1t 22 3 (theory
of assimilation) > Novak #& i3 #& 4n 3% 69 &k 84
(knowledge representation) s, & 1% 3% 3% %2 44
I A (metacognitive tool) #% & #t & 4 B
(concept map)(Novak, 2004) - Novak (2004)
S AR AR &S e & 1EME R
oy BE A 7 4 B 25 (node boxer) 3%, 5p A 42
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(oval)F > 3o f & Koy B F — B $ff 4 ik
R THEABRYGZTIHERHMZ L
S HEE -

Sencibaugh (2007)84 #F 7245 &1 > B 1%
MBS RS A ER o R AR A
ARG HE BT FEAE S R B 7 Wy Ak
FEARLER > AHEFRABESHEE
AT 0 TOME B E A RS Y LA
S (A > 2003 ; 35 % % 0 2005 ;
Chang et al., 2002 ; Guastello et al., 2000) -
HSEEEHRE MABBRY E
HRLSEFHH LR &SHE A 5 AME
GAEF KM AR ARy w
Kbk — ARG RAEEG 0 BAEE
NEH ZG ~ ARKR - H A G R
BHE—B TR AAEREE T 2H o
FTE5F s (REM 2005 R4
¥ > 2007 ; Anderson-Inman, Ditson &
Ditson, 1998) - 353 & (2005) 4t#H B A
52 AR Bl KRR EATR ST LB RMA
M8 8y o — A AR s 0 AR R
WohBEANELS S TREAHZETAEL
IE Gy R

BNt L E A 20
BRY 2

M3 mAME APy ER > BA B
CHFZAMG XA EHEEUF
R XBRIBEEB > MAMB R TR
F e 7 ) o £ AR > B AR AN TR R 4
4 B KA -

(=) AHEER A —REXEMEA
£21

A— AL RO RY > T 3AA
(2005) VA B s BS54 32 45 % & BT R ¥
o WAMAEBBEAZE B RIEAFTHK
TER gy | MR LI HBERA B RET
AR B T A SRS 5 A 0y B F R R IR
HEZNEE - REK (2007) AEA
B A%k 0 #1274 N B A AT A KA
RAZHR > FRERERBAEE XS
FARIT SR REHERIBFZ A LB
493 R o Guastello % A (2000) &4 #F 32 45
B B AR HAG LT T s
a4k A BE A MR B 5 Rk 0 AR Bh RS
R A A B3R Fe R BE > SRR A M Bl AL 4k
WHTAY SR o M EEHRYTTAEE > WA
HEH AN EE R BFEKARK
ks ko AR BAF R -
(Z)BEHBBRZRAAFART RS

4 2 SRR

B ERELANHRT £
F ot (2007) A =42 A B2k 20 g B g by
A B AT ¥ %0 4# A Inspiration 8 $k 52 (4
B A ) EATE LA HEE R
WA R RERBRATAF MR ER
AE Y 1R MREER @y RS A RS
o WX AE (2012) A 442 B NS HEBE R
PEF A LRI L AMAHE
R FETHEHANA > LR R
MBERERAS ARERERRE
KB H eE R Y e A ATRY > B8
MR XELEE BB ABERET A&
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ROBZREH >R ERNEREE k%
Aot — &Y Fuk NG 0 A5 R BN Y MR
A MRS S AR S
B ERBASE ORI o 4 LR RITF
Fo o0 MESHE B AL AR Y HE — AR 09 B H R
o ERBREREENKERER LT
FIRIFUIHRR - AL ER > AEAE
SR 7 XETHEAEE Rk 2E > ¥
ERE LR TFRBEASE T AR M A
WHRT 5 LERGHBR > LRI REA
04 5 H PR T By A o

BT AR E REAZIHE

BH BGRARE R 2 0 A E LA A R
TAR S AR H RR - w¥ E (1993) 4
#0523 5 B FRR A LER AR A
B AR AR B RAEY R £ R
HRB TSR ARG Y A KA S
5 ek Bt B 2R o {2 B R Ay
SHE TS o 5 H R IR 5 e Slotte $L
Lonka (1999)84 7% AL B S 46 B & 4
WA RRAZFERYRAERALILEK
4F o

ALl MAMECAEARLILLE
RGE N BT RS BER A BCER
JE T ) 84 5 BAIR BT ) 0y 5 K R
FIRFZRIEARERERBGFEN T &
R TARFAENEE KRR - HEHHEI
BREZE RSB G T XNEY - ARER
g TR jetT X 2H | RS FER
BiAZEGEST IR K RRREEAEES
2H BT

e~ TR MAERZAY
Z

W AME SR F i AR B kL
RoER o RF SRR ALLES TR

% LA & 45 B % F S v (Chang et al,, 2001 :

Chang et al., 2002 ; Simone, Schmid, &
McEwen, 2001 ; Sturm , & Rankin-Erickson,
2002 ; Williams,1998) » L & R&rda =%
HAAE R BB EE T o AR
WEH K o TAMEEF & & TR
REDEEHXRLE A MSIHE LS
Bt s o A sismEr ko
P B RSA R R 1 0 B ATEHRERS
By 2k Be 4k % > 4o Inspiration, FreeMind,
Cayra, XMind, Mind Manager, IHMC
Cmaptools % > &A= AR A TGS 58 %
S EMBAR RS LEH R -
ssh o KB E (2002) &5 F ek
F— B ME A% AR RS
O RARINRZEAREXFATE > RT
BRABIEE R SEE R 5 & B8R
FATRM ML BRI b AR B -
KM (2005) VA =45 A7 B3R 22 i3 )
B EELMRI L GBI RAEEE
SHMAME  ARERERA TS
e 8] T 3 0 A 1 KB E K E R A 28
BE Rowg o o BGh RE s A k42 B
MAEE R ER > LR MEARA A
K& AR RS A R R
B 7N B AL A AR B A OB & 4y = A% o
Shawn (2000) # Inspiration %k 52 ( 4 %
MAHE KBRS T MSHE A 2
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LA AR 8] T oA R IE B SR RO ARG
% R o Boom ~ Fore III ~ Ayres ¥ Spencer
(2005) [5) 4 4% JA Inspiration 6 2% % 3t ¥ 5k #2
G BERR S A A AR E A BB
BEERILG R A 10 e S kB
ZAR AL E > RS RBE T AT R A E
MEEZR H4FatefiikE— I
A e Sbdh 0 S B AR R kAT R
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1% F Inspiration 6> it i i@ p kLR EFT R
AT R B R R XE -

e Ll s RAR > B SR E
TAE A3 T 5 FF 5 H Ak 3 e 5 H By
Mg FaBmSHEnS 0 RRH TR
A EATS B AT H e R (2005) 4+

NSDL Collections by Subject

B IR A GHE RAACE F
(DLESE)# 3% 48 3o 3k £ 2 5 A H 18 % 5 R
3 B RN R B A IR 40 KR (AAAS)

A1 3 RRFFFEER S EGE -

HEA 52 BAaMXERETBE XIS
REFEmE -

£ Bl B4 {2 it 4 8k (AAAS) & B R A}
B CFH AR B (NSES) 4 B 4 & i £ B A&
F A0 EE > % i Web a9 @A BEA #
Beyr XEZR > AMgAHE ks F X
TARBEME N ZE R ZF > BREHF RSP
BHHTT AR K E 0 AR - B LA
AL H KRR B AR > Bl A
B ey & T AR F R A EHA TR (H
1) & — 18 3k % 12 A] £ % ¢ 44 55 (Sumner et
al., 2005) > = BRMAE LB B RAER
45 B % 48 (NSDL) #4 #g 5 ¥ ( http:/

strandmaps.nsdl.org ) e

Technc  Education (General)

Health

Star Tree Tu created with Inxight Star Tree Studio T

(31 p http://strandmaps.nsdl.org )

BB R AL 5 A% H AR B (NSES) P & i £
B AL E Ay LR o A SRR
SEuyRE (B 2)-
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B b AL B 7T 2AF] B b6 BE S AR B o
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I AR BT &)

BMEME LA —ETREEIHERE
W B ik 0 BEBAF R H A R k&
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o RARIE B S B B R 0 Ok B KAt
BXANHRELEY  BRNBHESTRL
HAyFAFZIHEEE
(—)BRABERERBEANEL T

&R

Frost (1996)3% th 4o 7 f2 FH 4 £ % ¥ £
A S A A A =8

LARZ M B RmSHKE -
T VA B B AR SR A 0t etk Ao ik 0 B L AL
T AHR S AT E B B R AL ERRAZ 0 A

B A qeAr Bl s ik o
QERBEITY > MAME TSR

A BEE S HUARAE 0 R RRE S A R

MAME B KL EY RSN

W o

SRR ERZE o MAKE TIARIE
SRR RLEINEE AR REBRME
TEOBMAMBLRAELY  BERAEESL

&8 B S e R o
(D)BEHBREABZINEEIR
J
MAHBARREREAEAZIIER A
EXMZHMFRBRLERS c EHEESTR
R H (REE - 2005 £2FH > 2007 ;
Shawn, 2000) Z # 25 %1% > I B AT
SRFEE
| HE 3 LEASHA
DARLET P EECHMAA ML i
A

2N
S

3.0 VTR M 69 4R B B A4
AAE T if 4 AR gk B3
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FEARGIRFEACIHEEHR £
Bk E K F AR O E 25 f g ag
KPS ETATLARLRA
| 2AAREEMASE » HEHFTRER

% 08

HHRFRFANEERIKSH > P
HEREMNPREER W8 0 ke b R
AR AR A 0y R s A AT > BT VAHE G5
A F I A A % E & o Ciullo Fe
Reutebuch (2013)4u 4% 2] - £ 7% A 91 5% ¢y 45
TR ER Y X F 0 AR R R E
A E 6 X ey A B
DEHARY > REARBMABBEZINT

HEFE AN T BB YL HEE
ARREIF TG AN o Bt EAE
BERORE > TREARKE R EA
HRmAME XK ERERAAEE F
RAESF R
3.3UM Z AR 1R it

HARMEE > FREFFEANR R
s MM AR E G RRRERD
A RINEREZIARMANETN S Tl
ABTRME S AW R REAE ETHRF @R
AEAtsE -

(@@ )L A AR B Z IR A

IRy N RN Sl G P
71

WA EH ARG RGN o Lo
FoTHR  F OB SABEBERM
SHEEE RM(ERE T £32002)
H Novak (1991)n3% & tix A 4 18 2 Ak 255
LA ZRRGEBEERS (FIAEXRR - £
£3%52002) -
QMAHEBEHRAZERIBRIKGELR

9 88 89 AR K

WMAME B % - A @ R
oy Fe A BB AL e BAR 2R R > B sk
FEEHE F R HARPHAKERRER
BHEART R —AETLHAGEY
ik RFed Ak X (FEE 19935 &
AR~ 2 £ 02002 % EH - BRAT -
HREH 2004 REK T8 E2007)-
SHARFERIKMRNEE T T FEK

F 69 91 4R B B

WE SR R — A A A 09 15 R e A
T HAFERDNEE o SRR A
SHE LHERILAE S FRH > Bt R
B A5 b ] g9 sk Ko SR B KR 4R R
A& PR 5 F AT S SR S R LA | 6
XA Wy (BiEsk > 2001 A4
2009) -

A HER L TR AKX

WABE R RMAE— B REA
EIAHE > B HEECEA A AN ARA
B gk o 2k B HAA G AL S B 5G 0 B A
FRAEH KSRGS EEE > Ak
A REEHERE > T HEPARE
AR sk (BEEB 2001 RRRE
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@




TS B ER PR B R E PR A 2%

530 F H A A B RS HE b 69 4B v
HEARMAHE T — A R FE R
BRI ETHEG MNP ELA
ORI RO R R 0 AR
AR (BRAE K 1998) -

e A M 1B $AA R E R e SR AL
TR EEHERGUERETH > RA
MAHMBEEZRN T L ERIAAR
MR RR B EAL Or KRR T e
oy & Bk 0 42 2 3L R ALAE IR X AR (text)wy
TR HABRFRAEBAABNE AR
TofEaET A BT PEHRT
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Z 4 SRR A AR By (e
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U TS KRG R EE ) SR HAN R T B SR
TP AR ARG A AR B B RBLEA ey (R
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Ao A kKOS s

3“(‘

ey ik ph e gk L
AT SEhiE Rk BELA K YRR
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FHEELEFEY P

L FremrFgUmeiEm
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SHMAME REAREMGERNE
MR E S 0 HAEE A — M E
B H o EAKAERE T F O AMYE
Sodk B4 BIGEAHERBNLE LS R
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Yuan, 2001) > 22 4 3= 0 A eh § o
Lo

6.5 @M% g EmE R
B4 A pd R o HEY R
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