"o 09
o

0 o
]
5K
N
b
M

n

Ho
ok -

i
AL}
kO

(o]
o)
Sig

=3
A

=
=

b 02
100 job |
EEHE

= = e

-

> T
4> ofn

Mgy AW

JE ol [E ok

ob pr ok
Txxxx
Mo mo nfo nfo mo
off of

Job Jok

—_——

of A2 ABCHED
A7 o x| ot
45t 28 AT

=
*0 oo -
g 1%

>
L o> 4o

> oy rdo

in

MECHStm HstuseT L

Seoul National University Science Education Research Center




0%
El
[l
re

DUEDD

B 3 ) } L
A% (1989). ek A 4o @ AAH 2. FHw, 70, 1-9. FUPY,
Lawson, A. E., Abraham, M. R., & Renner, J. W. (1989). A theory of instructionll“,‘{r | ver LLEX i i;';-"
= el 1

Using the learning cycle to teaching science concepts and thinking skills ‘“":—‘"-;)ﬁ{f_ﬁ

(Monograph of the NARST, No 1), Cincinatti, OH: NARST. g
Glynn, S. M. (1989). The teaching with analogies model: Explaining concepts in ;-_1::};-.;:;@:: 3A

expository texts. In K. D. Muth (Ed.), Children's comprehension of narrative and

expository text: Research into practice (pp. 185—204). Neward, DE: International

Reading Association.

Jones, A. T., & Kirk, C. M. (1990). Introducing technological applications into the
physics classroom: Help or hindrance for learning. International Journal of Science
Education, 12(5), 481 —490.

Osborne, R. J. & Freyberg, P. (1985). Learning in Science: The implications of
children‘s science. Auckland: Heinemann Publisher.

Wong, E. D. (1993). Self—generated analogies as a tool for constructing and
evaluating explanations of scientific phenomena. Journal of Research in Science
Teaching, 30(4)30, 367 — 380.

White, R., & Gunstone, R. (1992). Probing understanding, The Falmer Press: London. ﬁﬁr__{g..:\\

| ;f
Y M el W
bt f = \od
o TASMEA il

Syt =
= el
e Al [

5
¥ ~
LY L "
#'—&:}ﬁ{:ﬂm



