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fiE 32 LSS Sl A 5 A T — T BT R —Jm 4 B, T B g s T O R BIE YD, Al
PIAT X A AP RE KB /N i AR LB, el /255 35 L2 QBRI F06f i IPDT Sl 40 Ex 7
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BCREAS AR AG AT TR RE T 7K, PRI S kAR
1A FH AR HEAL R T3 56 (Grigorenko & Sternberg,
1998).  HI ML HT 736 2 35 i & v T JF A2 Wi Pk Al
PRYE RS 2 T 2P LB 2= 2T i he, LA 3 T8 )
W55 B A5 1 L3 B g J1 K o A4ER B B
“fx it & e X (Zone of Proximal Development, ZPD)
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. RS AR, DR TEXE L G R PR
B CHE RN 2SR, #ILEINNEE—FA
RRERT, Bz R VAR, ARt 2T
JUTE & % % 68 1Y 15 B (Grigorenko & Sternberg,
1998). AR &I, AR L« it K JEIX (ZPD)
FRAE DA CR} 22 10 2807 B8 RT3 i R BT ik i
RBE BEFTIR) NEF . ZPD EIA BT A
RE 1 Z R BEEY, B BE ) Al am o B ) D 5 34,
M TERE T H R AR AR AN FIE — 22 R T TE g
1, BRTCIEEH ZPD WL . TEAL e A 5 1Y
AT, X—FXEARAHR, (B2, MR
e AR R B o0 25 0 56 T LA AR 1) 2 2T BB 7 (B 4 B
VPAR 3 2% ) BT PN 25 BT AE 25 08 B[] R /55 B A7 ]
JIr A B Y 25 £ ) P RS BE ) 48 ok s L E YA
UL JETERE, HULIFR] T X ZPD HEg BARERTT Y
S - 0 R = W | ) IR 1 (| ST A
2003). BHAM & — RV E L [F AR A IA
HIRE 1 DU 30 ) GE AR, A BE T e ) AN W & J RN f Jt
g e DX RELAEUTT B2 L0 0 P Al L 2V B Y D 55 T ik
(Grigorenko & Sternberg, 1998). 1 J 1% 5t i 25 1 56
A 25 H b BE R b 78, 2l 25 DU 56 388 2k 7 1 F e i
5. FE AR PR LSO R, BRI . K
ff M 2% A L EE A DA & oK -, G R T 1) I 26 %8
KA RAFFRI . A4 1] BRI 3 R4 misi i = v g L
#(Calero et al., 2011),

RS IS AR R . R U I =, R
I B 38 43 L BE AN B AR R 55 25K L AN 38 g
T PR 25 R 0 B B 5 v 2 PR, ek R A BLE
) ECIERE 17K o 11T S 2RI 46 S AR X —— T i [
1 {52 (Response to Intervention, RtT)J) i jat it il &
(AT EH)GZWH (BZAEH)NES, TEAK
2R T S A 2L FE N e o, TR
IE | AT AL RS | S LE AR R RN 5%,
2011) o FR 40 2 AL B e Fpe il i X B 5 ) 2 S 5
DA K S 2500 95 I 8 % i 55 4 itk B i3 (T zurriel, 2000
SKENER, 5KFT, 2011), S5 EOA L K i 2s
W05 B FE Jy, SSRGS TR TR
S B NS AN /0 B B 3 U G Y 18 N S P 1
FRKAE (RPN A3 R 20 19 5 W 43, DL K% 4 v
PERYIERE 71 o X LLF) MG 7 86 T B 2 AT AR
RIRAEE, RE T ILENZWEN k2, "I,
H 3 28500 5 DX 43 1) v v e L 2 I 2 I 4 B A A
K 5B AENFIK - Z Rl 22 BE 5 R L2, R/
XT3, #eE TR A L R 5 B R
IR RS A H R S e R I L, RifE

U dbzE— 2 = SR L .
12 RIERNNMKZRER(IPDT)MILEINFK

T B

“HEANNH L JE 53R (Inventory of Piaget’s
Developmental Task, IPDT)J2& Furth (1970)3&F 57 I
ANBILE N & 3, R O AR Lhilm R DR
A LEINAUR RS 2 2 SL 90 00 AT ARE AL,
o —Er ALY . £56 ) LB HUR S B B4R A5
B2 Wi e AL T H . IPDT ¥ RN H g5 F ) <P e |
KFR . RIE. sPEMMEZ DGR, DIEIE I ik
THEEE, BEAL T XL F 5 Fb e Re ) 2R, ib
B XTI DL L E A R K #E 4T 22 A TR Y
2 Wi (Patterson & Milakofsky, 1980; 77 & &= %%,
2004). 54 )L EE — BN EN e J7 0 i SCEDE HE
g (KRS, EBEF, 198941, IPDT [AlFEAZZ
Ak FE K BT RS2 B BRI O = %
5§, 2005), IPDT 8 A TA HI SRk, 1 0E 450 6 7%
B, dEa, APUMPEESHE 4 DI, CRM
WAL E T . HEF AL OC R 3 TS, RAR4
BWALE AT 55 0 WA B s MBGERAE 5
TGS, 2SO A S IR A AR
3 AT R L B e A P AR AR n] R 3
ASFIES o AT A 4 IR, B 3t 72
AN, B 4 A0, Hod HA 1A ER,
0/1 3153, &3 72 430 WFSEEAE T B LA o
IPDT FHfF AR AT TR O & 3 5%, 2004),
BT T EI T EBLCOr & % 5, 2005), IPDT %
J& T IUEE RN GE R RE o SO R e 78, PEAG Y 2%
ARG B AL EN R Y B &, 251
B N ERMERE HE AR BB THE O s 7 55, 2005),

W58 E O IPDT Hidi &% A/ NI L
Y ~FIE 5 0GR GRS D Ry s S, PRAL 1 /e =
ARG 22 Bt L ZE A R A SR TR BB o & B AR £
1% G D0 562 € Oy vh 85 B 22 N ROK P L,
Z2HAE SIS AT AR 43 i e L, JFAE
Je I v R B 5 A 2E Al B SL EE (AR Y DN G
g, HR ST BRSIGRIES %, 2011), &0t
FEUESE T IPDT a5 %7 55 % L Ge Ak it
RS HAelr Bt 0 R AFF . S 79K IPDT 1
TG VG, 7 X A e R Y AR I g, 56 iR
Tk 2 SRS ) shAS s g . J3h, TE4E
YT HAS A T AR R 2 B, IPDT H A RAE . 402
5 Al 0 8 P W R AR X B (R AR,
2005), MIMEINZE F&, 3% =S40 -0 4678 H
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PRIFHL . St 1 Bl AN FI 1) ZR 2 AR B R L2 R T 5
TR TR S i -1
1.3 RHASLEFHAIILEINNERFZF K

;o IR

FKNE 2GRN BE A2 BB K 5 LA
RERZE N B BA B V) 6 R AE— LRI A FE 4,
JLEE (TN R0 & SR AT A1 52 35 3l i J5 75 # (Alderman,
2011; Grantham-McGregor et al., 2007)., Fi & £ 5 &
SRRt 2D, SRR . AR Al et . At
G IR R A 22 T T AL T A B IR LEE
R ARG T RIXT 4, PR TR e L E R IA R K
Bt BB, XA E R R SR R AL B
A2 R REVER . IR EE AT AR IE
SN BT IR R EE R B R SRS HERR R, X TR R
A AR S T SO A B EE A N R S

22 5 i (socioeconomic status, SES)&—
AE SR HMELL 88 8 L RMES, w5 L
FREWOA | ACEEZ HH AR RSSO iy 2., 3
MRV R T — > FBE WA 1 2 B iz (Boles,
2011; Bradley & Corwyn, 2002). SES 4% 2% F5 b5 X}
JLERARIRE ) A BUAER] . TCit Xt 6~11 %
MJLEE, Xl 12~15 B4, K2 HE
IR R T LB YA B ) Tl f) (Lemos et al.,
2011; Mercy & Steelman, 1982; Scarr & Weinberg,
1978); i 2044 k% Jre B, Ao 23 5 e 27 08 HiT 40
JLITE 5 R & 8 M AHE 12 (Meir & Armon-
Lotem, 2017). 534k, ZEEWAX F L8 J1 A5 i
iR R e . PR, &P R
JLER 1Q 43t NAR LD ZH A JLEAL 9.1 43
(Duncan et al., 1994); BIffi4=ilHE 4505 . SSURAR
O, HE T SRS AR R, 1Q 43 i iX Fh 2 1R
WIRAFTE(Wood, 2003), ACBET AN JLE N1
R, TAEESFRE | MRl sl e
PACHE, SR mE T 2R
a5, METFRAE TR S IERE S (Parcel &
Menaghan, 1994), Jr IMIRISCA K ) LE 13RI 3 48
(Levie et al., 2017)F1 5 i ik (Alloway et al., 2014)
AR S TS5 o 1966 4F, 3[R UM 4 fif R 20 H Y]
BUTE 2 L AT T R, MR T &4
“BHRZHME, X O ik AR5 R 2

11966 4R, ML E AR G I BHR & 1 [E 4R 22 i (O T
HENE PR ).

“GEEFE 232 T M7 5 2l IS WO TEAR 38 A AH OG>
PIAE I Ry BB N 22 A SCAR 2 AT A AR Yy = 22t 1A
TE TSR I 25 . BUF BN E, (B2
R, PEHHBE . RA TR . SRR . M
AR A A U S AR N, R 302 R 2 E AR
M2 R AL S 2l RS2 L, K
BEAEW ARG 1 T3870, JLEMN A&
5%~6% (Duncan et al., 2011), 3 [E 3 44 B <“H it
X1 (Head Start)f 7~ Ik SES JLEETE B 152 . K255
ol gt T E BRI
SRR OUAT ATk, H 22 FEAR SR AE A
14 ZhENEAERFEASEFHALILEIAA

ZRPHER

DR E B, #R0F SES 5L E L R HAHHOC R Y
HIY, B2 B IE SR fe e U] S04t i 55 3L
WEAEEI R, OH%EE . AR TILE
DA KB RS R 8 55 ) T R0 & J 2l ik i 1 F 4
M 5e R AR, BEr, —ERIBERC AL T AHRN
MHBEALIF A T TR, =R a s
TAK SES JLEE 2 77 I n 4 o By A KT AL B
¥ Fr(Miller et al., 2014; Reynolds & Ou, 2011), 7£
KE, hZREEM b EA SR L S AR5
WA L ) B 2% AP A B N SRR A St L X
A LT I AU AN T B 5 9 < 280 TR R e fgt
FRERE HETR 22 B A8 525 5 (BB 4%, 2020)7EAH
FRRE bRk 1 A 2 IR L2 i 2 > 3 v . B —
D7 T, XA H T AR Ms TR L2 TR
WM T NI RS 53— T, X L)
T H 2 s B, TR0 20 an e
% SES JLEE St A £ 2027 . el & 8 T3 A AT H
SR Re s 1, BT ER R A AR R

MR S50 1 5K, FIRERAL Ge i A0 55 1
FE RN A Bk 5 5 LEE, TERA T 3l
20 55 vh B A I A TR TR K K, R AR g3
H 3k %5 & (gainers) FI TG 3k £5 & (nongainers) (Budoff,
1987; Fernandez-Ballesteros et al., 2003; 5KARE: 4%,
2011). B TAFERARITE RE R JLEXTEF T Hrd il
JEVEARTE], T sh PG Ao 280 TEFE %R
M 28 0% & B B MR ORI AR THE A 5 B2
HH L X (Swanson & Howard, 2005; Tzuriel &
Kaufman, 1999; van Geert, 1998; KuN%R, KR,
2014), XFAK SES JLEDRBE, FHx e K- F-itfT

% http://aspe.hhs.gov/hsp/StrengthenHeadStart03/report.htm
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ME ST, T LA [R]85 B L il 58 £t
PER TS G5 % o XAERE AT ARRARHEA A | 1
B A BR 2T B IR A R ORI, SORT DA T il 25 A
NS B P, XA e i &) 43
SEAEHEIN SES JLEE A& F=4 0l 035 1 A 2L
JEATRME 2 — o ST BhA 46 X RE DA B Sk AR 11,
S [ER RS % Sternberg (1986)IA N E < L
YR LSk FHN 56 5T D BCEL TR A M B A S —

R, AWFsE B fEEEx IPDT F£AE, /32K 5
TR S008I0 56 AT B ASFR A, DA TR /N2 i A
G SES JLIE BN REHEA T IPAL o B T 3 SCHE R
MEAE N TPDT WS R bR A e+ B (r =
0.82,p<0.001) (F7 & & 5§,2004), Ifif IPDT 542
W GAEAE W E A (r = 0.55, p < 0.05) (Bender &
Milakofsky, 1982). Jf HWFFTUESE, IPDT ] LLHE Bl
X 3 R 1 2% A R A T SR, DA St B A A X
PEMEE; B0 FILEBCAR A, L
7 B TR R TN 2 O 22 2E B9 A MK T (Patterson
& Milakofsky, 1980), & T 1, A 5L T FHERLIN
TR, DA R 82 e 55 35 L2 A A Rk F gy
Sl SR T2 B T R BUMORE, 5 1
BIEAEE IPDT #£AF , 4028 RS i sh 25 00 56,
i 2Z 0 /N AR UL E I REVEAS; WF9E 2 428
FHMIEERY IPDT Sh45 0560 X3 Ik SES JL I A P BE /K -
AR 43, HE S AT HE A TR, DA A A
SRR Y T O AN R RE AR SES JLE N AIGE
FzEll B A2 R4, NI Tk 21 IPDT 3
A5 ING0 B A AR AT BRI

2 W38 1. IPDT FE4E. 4028, M
AT 1) ) 25 10 56 2 )

21 MEREBERE

RAE IPDT 4 FE B S, HFRME ., 452,
TSI X /N AF AR LB MERE S Y | X4 R4
(7 &7 5%, 2005). I, BF5E 1 LUNFERARHIL
HONP, ME IPDT RAE . 4028 5 ARSI o))
AINES, 2525 Zh A5 b 1505 B AT a2 A
B, BERE 1R FTASEERY IPDT RAE. 735,
R G538 1) 20 245 0 56 R 8 A7 R A /N2 R AR L
NIV RE
22 Fik
221 #ik

TEECT BRI T 58 /N AR GLE 1000 A,
R 2 NAERR 7 N, BRI 91 N(&

A 40 N), FITERR 9.75~11.33 (M = D =
10.75 + 0.90),
222 IHR

IPDT RAEGUER 5 A~F W5 . 4328 3 >+
DS AR 3 AN O A 4E, 2005).
ASFINEEIIAT 4 ASEH, 3 40U 3E 44 SETH
223 EF

Sl 1) G ) LG PR R A N4 B ST it
T2 RN i e, LR i i A 1 T
T BRI AT R A TR

(1) HEMIFEFF F0I0 B IR B9 5 E

2 B8 LA 20 25 I 56 i) 1F 5% (e.g., Beckmann et
al., 1997; Fuchs et al., 2007), ASHF5% 3 2500 46
RV B R % o 1 A 1 7 AN =1 [P 0 2
Fe IO IPDT A0 56 19 JE 4 P R4 7t , Ak Ay
AKOFIRIRAE . SRR . £F5RIE . WEERIE . 2
SRAE | TR . AR BOERAE . RS R
MRS ), AR 4l 0 AT g 4500 K BT 2%, 45 A A%
I H i, KR RIS ELE IPDT sh2s 5
AR TR B B

(2 FTRESBHFIESKIE

Fi I8 IPDT ~FHE 5 ¢ Z S il e 1 30025 B 1 3
15 LBl A4 4E )7 35 (Fuchs et al., 2007; Hasson &
Joffe, 2007; KENER 55, 2011), ¥ THULIRIT N 6
AEEY, BN ARNES o SR I5 T8 A it 00 A6
65 FAE TR A Rk o 2R3 IR 0~V Gy T 120 R
BRIERPIRNEL, R V PR R A fE
IERVEZ, WIHEAT —iE BB Bl . -9k
B it 0 B B 7 30~40 435

23 #&§
2.3.1 |IPDT zhZ5iMLE e T2 F 8 B s I+

UG IPDT 3200 56 fy it 00 2 1 o ok AR
4 DB B (WEFE 2 BRI R Y 64T IPDT sl 55
) -

FE—Br B BT R ST VR I,
FRRG TR, KR LB 7 A&l i 1 I 5
(RE 7, 99 1E) 323 Mol B X g R B A PR 28 D R O

ISR
ST W AT B OB TR
FER YT

E=ME: EB TS ARE EOR B S AR
TR, LIRS TS 15~ BE R R BRI AR 5
i) 5T g 2 A AL o

SEMME: B TSR HERTR
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HRYEHT AN IPDT 45 RS XE B 22 500 313345 A
(7 & 7% 55, 2005) L S AS BiF 5 i 3 900 52 56 v % 3R
I A2, BT AS I R o SR 0 S0IE, i 45
BB IR, AR AEAN T« &I 4 S8 H
S i e 0 A H R iR RS R, 5 TR TS B ik
T TS (R), mE 0 H ZUR AT BRI 1 A4
h—mXERE R H; FERS R ENAEE e 1 A
MEFEATIT (UL ZE V)0 40, W5 FAET- 56 4 40
X RE 2 B0 R 0.31 (25 1) .0.36 (26 1) .0.52
(27 7). 0.49 (28 ), K H i B2 de i 1Y 25 40T
EIER M BE, K 26 Fl 28 @43 Bd 2= 55 5 I i B,
B 27 B R T B

&1 IPDT RAE. 573, MBS &M B AR

i FWEAFR O AE TS ERE R
W w FRAE 26, 28 27 25 26, 28
B RAE 50, 52 51 49 50, 52
RIE  BBhFEAE 31, 32 29 30 31, 32
5 RAE 21, 23 24 22 21, 23
AFHEME 5.6 8 7 5.6
KL 17, 18 19 20 17, 18
a3 MR 54, 56 53 55 54, 56
Bt 61, 62 63 64 61. 62
HE= 70, 71 69 72 70, 71
Ma e 42, 43 44 41 42, 43
fAEE 46, 47 48 45 46, 47

T RPN S, Wil IPDT JENEFE S .

2.3.2 ™% |PDT &G M F L B

M L B DN A Je vy ELAA 1] il G2 5% AR )RR,
HilE 6 ANSFHMTHETE, NICHR/REE 0 2032
BRI EE SHMCE V ). B\, T
LI OARA T 0 g, BV CAE 4t s, Bk
B0 37 AR 28 T TRURE . Wi 28 A 15 R /o e
BRMFEATEE T T 10 A A A i U, D 4k 2
T2, DA, AR V GRS g

ANRE IE B VR 2z A, W iE AT By Bl s, AE
IPDT FRAF | ZrZ A AT b A7 A ) 0 1 7P 25,
AN [ PG R ) BAR T T3 25 I3k 2.
233 BRETFHMERMBNERT

T G 87 AN R R AE A A SR T T Y
WAL, X 0T UL BR A R A R R T
BGAIF ., SERESRAE . 42 FI A AU T 00 A e owf
XT3 AN H (AN A 51, 53
44 BOPEFTRGES . S5 A, Wi i R b AR
PR R AETHNE , MPREEEE vV RARRR, i A
PR A AT IS, BB AR R T T PR
YIHA (IR 3),

3 WESE 2. FETHRREITAS B T Hxs
ik SES JLEINHIRE J) -5 80y st
e ot

31 MERENER/RIE

Bl B AE VAL L M /TN HKF- 0 [F B, 38
REA R A R AEACE, SEmixT LR & v iefE
Fb AL G5 e 2 DN 6 B S B T o A Ry 55 RE (AR 1Y)
fiX SES JLZE, 785 M i A0 56 vh A A R BUNAE,
T A 2 25 0 56 %o R A K ST % v AE K g AT
WAL R, FETHFSE | BT Ry IPDT E£AE . 5
FE AR Y shAS M5, 5T 2 K X AR [E SES /)N
YL E RN ANE REIET T IEAL, 4 IPDT 2h4
U SY VRS E e 99 S R 18 ) S e SO B 81 e
T—J5 A S8 B, 25 A AR T RE K- K SES
JLEE 28 53 4 B0 T 1005 HoA 0 68 1 Aol il st
P SEE T Bk p 2 56 PE AR R 4 1 AN )
AT B L ZE DA 7] B A 0 T BN 25 RN B 2
TG Az e B R, UL asE 2 Rk st
IPDT 50055 X 43 i 09 AS [RIA TS g i Ik SES JL
H, SR TS, AR 5 5 sk
G RAFTE 3 25 55 ARSLAIX SES =iV e JLE0Ks
IR R B G R RUR 22 K B B T, — e R R

&2 IPDT RIE. S, ARTEBHTFRLSRSTFRAE

TP T U ik
FAE4TUR Essite FL Ak
0 P% 7N & J
I Ik RER A/ TR, R TR, BRI TR PR IR, AU
1 il SNk SR ST LU LA SRR 2 SR S L
m BARBR—AJRR P 1 AR, SRR 280 B Ay — 2Rk P 1A SRR TOR IR JE AL A
v BAREAARIEE R DA A e 55 DR A e 35 PR Al LI
\ i) H ALy $ 7 HINVASR, IbOEE IR AR, BB EE I AR, IEBuEE I AR
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R 3 THSEBEEKRELE T AR EITETZR%) (N=91)

FAE TR V) PR
TR GBSUE) (4 53 i) (4 44 1)
FR i gibE m 2ihE i RibE
U SIS SN S SPN SEEUE
0 46 50.5 27 29.7 31 34.1
1 19 71.4 14 45.1 13 48.4
| 11 83.5 13 59.3 26 76.9
m 8 92.3 23 84.6 20 98.9
v 7 100 13 98.9 0 98.9
\% 0 100 1 100 1 100

E#i/NT 50 SES i RE L E A A 2R

3.2 FHik
321 #ik

LT BT S 45658 2 /Ny 5 907
A g, it 320 A& 139 N), ARRTERIE
9.33 & 13.51 # (M +SD=10.28 +0.62), #5524
i Z AR, B SR TN T 2253 B itk AT 4R ] 1
BBFEA TS 125 N IR 7 22 0 I iR A &
ENEM, i G¥Power 3.1 #4115 Post hoc 52
FHINROG B (Faul et al., 2007), 2% LIERF R H 93
BOR B (HHETE 25, 2020), ¥EREUM 22000, W E
RNy 0.4, WK 0.05, BEACE Dy 125,
HECH 5 WA E R LI, 1158153 power (H4 0.96,
T AR 0.80, A FEFEARTEAF A 2K .
322 IERGitotr

(1) (KEHSEFHAAAER) ZHAR
AEEAR I NE: DAEE . KRRZHF KT L
RO AR GTIR . Hovh, ACRESZ2 Z0F 7K1 10 1 3
Hy: OW it @/, @wih, @ethakih g,
OKL, @AFF KU L, OREE, AR R
Wiy Q@R TN, QBEUMS NG, GBERES
NG, @OFBRS, @T) TN, OERS5K, DA
CiAERE, @A% 6, OAFBR, OFIF, @F
B B Te, @FHAh R TR E SCRE R BAR TR, SR
2018 A pr2g A PEA I H (Program for International
Student Assessment, PISA)’F %A BEER i) 2% 25 )7
A, FaBMm 3 AN LR A SRR . D “IRE S/

> EBRFAE ARSI H (Program for International Student Assessment,
PISA), AR &S LK RALI(OECD) A . XEEBERHAE
it (NCES) F I B — IR BRyEPPAL, 45 345X 15 22 4E R
Be i . H MR E R SR IAT AL, BAEME X SUF RIS
A 22 A BT RS I Dh e MEEL BB . 145 N 2R UL https://nces.ed.gov/
surveys/pisa/questionnaire.asp.

0 H AT TR —287 (&R TAE. I TAE.
WA TAE . IEAERTAES);, Q“RES/ISIGM 3
TTAERA A7 (N2, KIF . 2BHE)”; O
T FH — A0 3 1 AR A /0 AR T AR I S A
27 (R E SR T REEBITHE A
Y WA B G AP Eaabk, At
9838 33 Z B IR HAE AT e, ) LR B
JEARE . B, FHL. UK . IRAME A
21 WF Y . 24> YRl 2] A 45

T IR PISA (OECD, 2003) L4 Iz J7 ¢ X %5 A(2008)
FE AR SE N (2012)8F 58 it SES M7k 5O
H, W, Bk, RECHZUERERSN—T,
W HZ HOE A BRAE R A Z 2B K BT b
G/t 6 48, Bt 943); Hak, IREPRS
2% U Hb A WL 43 25 & 5] (ISED)  (Ganzeboom &
Treiman, 1996)%5 SC NV AT K43, DA 70 1Y
— VB ACRE R A T AR By SRE B R I A5 1B 2
FHRHI, B LITEE 14y, BAE 0~21 432 JA);
SR 5 iz 0T H N BRS X 5 RE 9 7= FECE 8 IR
BN, 1B RBERA TR bR B4,
TR A B A BRI AL 1 ). O, H2
HEKF. Bl . FKEERIR 3 A8 slibr i 43
AT R 0T, FIARIEAT(SES = (B X Zuwir +
By % Zwu + By X Z sunu)/ef) (OECD, 2003)i1. SES.
Ho, Biy Bay Bs MHEFHEAM, ef R —AHF 14
fEAR o SES My45 -t m, R FEEHH S 2T Hu o7 B
o AW, SRABUS I SES AR H 4T 43T,
SES MY F-31%h-0.003, tRiEZEHN 0.996, 4rE0E
TE-2.94~2.64 Z 8], 5380501 I 2 R ECh 0.11,
U FE R AN —0.15, F3 A B AU IR E IR 28 53 1 o

(2) M 4mHI IPDT FRAE. /7K. METHHB)
e waENTSE 1 FBrdadilny IPDT RAE 5325 .
AL S 35K 1y 25 0 56 1 i I e AR AT T Sl 2 5
Do G 10 AN a > 27 SN (= s /1B s N o T
PRI IE AR T WU H T 4R R 59, F )
M AR S A, VS04, S EGEER
0~55 4% TR WO IE MR Z T B 153, 7
SR 0~11 435 Y53 R aaalm D e o i il i
SEL, JERE 0~22 43; SR ArdE R RS S
MRS, S ECaEEE 0~22 45, AT AWsE Y 5
L JLFE DM IPDT B9 Cronbach’s o 2%0°M 0.77 (N
=130) (T 2% 45, 2004), ABFFEHH 0.85,

(3) E =R MG  BE I HE S A 2B
(2005) 4w il 1Y) (4~6 AFRZ TR )



966 N H

L

53 %

SrERAEIE AL B AR /N 5~6 FEREA R
S S AR ZKOF, AL FREOME S . Fas L B .
JURTFEHERE 5 S sriigs, 3 46 SEH, W5 46
I o BT AT 27 3R A B B4R Cronbach’s
o BB 0.94 GELERS, FBIEYE, 2005), AWF5EH
A. BUAH) Cronbach’s a 250051 092, 0.91,

(4) WmXARAEENIE HEKERM LR
(1985)E 1, It 60 AT H, it RETTE M E
FES7 0.95 (N = 158), A5 0.89 (N =
249),

(5) HEIAELESIM B H Bk [ AR LEE
PR EE, JF M4 e B X B E 0 R AT R R, AR
(BB e 2 EEHERE )(1 . 2 ) (=B, sk,
2005) . € 2 EERUEA R IR ) (R AF, P ZEIR, 2000) .
(PTG ) (&=, MG, 2004), 3t 240
AEH, 438 24 W, A 1 BHEIES 24 iR vk
.
323 #BF

5T 2 BRI R an F (WL 1)

(1) AR SESILERIX 5o X 320 £ L it il
(REM ST A SR ), R4 Lk SES /it
B35 SES 4380 # SES S BUK T 4%k 0.5
AR UEZE R 2% SES 413t 128 A, H
7k 54 N), BT 0.5 MhRiE2E RN
h SESZ (3t 121 A, HrhZeA: 54 N), #3249 A
SRR R Ay AT R, X A LB A BRI A2 3
BAEREFT LR, KK SES 41 AR5 T 41

IR REITAY

HEEHM = 8.37), 1 SES 4 N h HE
KM =12.83), 1 SES 4 JLE LA 35.3%
B2 RESHARABHEFE, Mix— HHITER
SES JLE AR A 1.5%,

(2) X F IPDT h&MIEXt A E SES JILEHIT
5. KB, KR4 2N FO
#, IPDT Hiiil o g A S VRS, &% 18T 1 4 4R
@, Tl B 1 BENTHERME 2)
AT SO, TBMK; FH@F, IPDT J5.
SRIGHAE IPDT sha8 T8 . B8, K
YRR N4y, XEANTE SES JLE R TE . IRTEEERY 2
4. (i) XFIK SES ILE, Joxt 4 KahBM 5434
ST HER, BT 5y B80T SV HEZERT 50% 19k 1k
R0 R ie (3t 43 N), 4 B08E L TS 50%
AR R MR BELLAL 41 N); PRk 9kt
B3 BE 28 T2 FGE R 28 (PR 1) B 4 KB4 o B
2, I SES @i pe T Hidl 20 A(&cH 9 N), Ik SES
TR REXT IR 23 A (& 2k 13 N); % SES IR fET
TizH 20 N(Z&E 12 N), K SES IR fig vt R4 21 A
(&A= 10 N). (i) 3tFe SESILE, LI EkFEFER
IR s aE L 41 A (k20 N). KTk
JLEE 40 AN (& 28 N)o MRIEHFIFEHM, # SES
FTERELLAE AR, [UE R Z AL SES m/ARiE
i w14 £ BB S 1B A S - 3 O VS B = 8 i s 1
Jer, AT AT B AR5y, HORBE T T

(3) BIMMEE, %Mk SES. H' SES JLEE 175
SCHREHE S I 56 R A o i 3R A B IOETI, 4645 L

SES4y4 OIS H i>‘ L CIE s ) — S5
-
: | FEa. T R(=20) |
T AL SHIRAL: BERSN (=23)
{%SES A A
L (R ae THH: FEARTH(n=20)
: 5 XHIZL: BIRERAN(=21) -
rHSES EERBLA HHIH (n=41)

BT WSS 2 Aot I i e
TE: A EESCRREERLING, B 45 (4~6 AR BN R ) HEEAD R A &, BT IS (4~6 AFRZ UL ) 2k

FOEE BB
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TR AN S B R A I

(4) BN T KA AT g CHEHIA
IR 210 ) WK SES =5 | IRV R T A L E AT
FERE I T T LAZNE(5~9 N /4H) N B A5 2 )
HEIAT, B 3 He R AR X B R (B 1
Z55 24 JEHEBE R RIS IR SE R 1M, X R
10 1 TR UCGHAT T30, B TR 2 13588,
AT HL RO 8 W 1ok, FIKESRILE AT
Be 32 H IS, SRR R, FiE R L E X
IR AT AR LA RE S I A 25 Y W LEEARE 2B R IR,
FIAA )L E RS AR, R IERVES,
F R — 25 PR H SR 2R, R
JLEIERVES . Ik SES &, IR REXS BB A2 T
T, AR N B A — R B SR RN )

(5) Bl T TZs A5 HEA T S SO A B 55
By 3 BB IR, R4S )L E B AR
S35 WD ERTE e

33 &R
3.31 |IPDT FR{E. &3, MEFEHTNENT
MG E

Xt IPDT shZS 4k A RER K B 76 LR A
Bl 25 0 56 4 0% L HE DA 0 R 2l B e 8 AN T T
PR, LA 25 Sl 25 0 56 1) 5 B 0 5 11 B 4 T 1k
T 2 25 0 56 7 PEA% L 2 A R R A K SF 1 TR
B, AT DL A OB AE KT, PR AT A 2 285
6 43 B0k L FE A HE B DA 0 R Rt A T
58 H AL B S5 DU 40 502 B HEE A il
(R, DRI A A G431 R ] U 434 v T T 20 L 3
(40 ) BRI A,

B, X IPDT A0 56 20 55 (R i 43 ) M sl 2

U508 (G R 1 NI 273 N = 1L 3 N N3 RS
“EF0E SCMBG R eI Gt e AT A A B, 45 58
PN 111 S 1677 N G 7 27 NN =8 3 S S R =
it SCIU B8 I L J5 DU s A I 3 IE AR G (L3R 4), &
B IPDT #5540 . shaS 50 2548 45 5 L
TP ECE R SO ST Z MAFESYIER, v RLitE—
AT IPDT A 50 BN Sl 25 56 43 B30 552 Al By
SCA BRI TN AR -

FET R T as 5, 43 50 DA i SCREL 2 I
Sy EOVE R R AE B, B SCRNECSA RO RGN 4% . TPDT
FE A I 5 3 5 (R I ) R 8 25 0 565 4 B (T Ly | i
B3 MG DU 40 VR S W00 A% &, 1647 B )2 810 0 By
(D32 5)o G5 BRI, % SCRIEL 2 I T 43550 1) Foui
BRI IPDT shA& MBS e b, R 3 il
1 RIS T 4.7% 3.1%., JLEEFERR ST |
ARG 43 %0 (B = 0.58, p< 0.001), VLK IPDT T4y
(B=0.16, p= 0.012)FiEF 4B = 0.15, p=0.009) 7] LA
i TN T SCF AR = 52.7%, p < 0.001), 1EAX
25 1 A HTI 4340 = 0.48, p < 0.001)LA K IPDT
TH4H(B = 0.20, p = 0.006) 7] L) i 32 T $ 24 )5
IPBU(R =37.5%, p<0.001), I EZ55E, 5 IPDT
FRAS DN ES A8 AR AH b, B2 55 R FH 2 T4 45 % A
JLEE SR ANFE A, mT LN 2 07 R A JLZE A
e ST, WA N LR B 2A S
3.3.2 A[ SES JLEHIAA K RBK T FNE R 5

BB Eb

XIANIE] SES JLEEAE S SCRECF I 5L AR 43
B AT B (WL 6), KUK SES JLEERYHERIIA
FIRE S BEML T SES JLEH (p < 0.05), HM4lLE
TERC U 46 b BRI 4345000 .35 22 5#:(p > 0.05),

x4 BLEEMARSGITR IPDT #HEMATNE ISR, HFENERT. FSEEHEXNN = 209)

HUES &2 M + SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1. IPDT Hijill 53 14.28 +3.13 1
2. IPDT + 43 49.84 +3.97 0.342"" 1
3.IPDT %45 6.14 +1.80 0353 0.375"
4. 1IPDT J5 43 15.65 +2.87 0.428™  0.599™  0.521™" 1
5. IPDT 34 K43 1.44 +3.37 —-0.563""  0.194™ 0.103 0.458"" 1
6. i SCHT I 43 39.41 + 8.01 0.244™"  0.268™"  0.250"" 0342 0.074 1
7. BT 4 23.89 +5.07 0.164" 0.212" 0.227"  0.188" 0.024 0.308"" 1
8. i SCJE il 43 42,56 +7.14 0.257""  0.376"" 03677 0372 0.100 0.678""  0.319™ 1
9. HHFJEM 5 30.08 + 6.09 0.225"  0.336""  0.1977  0.252™ 0.028 0.308""  0.559™" 0.331™

H: "p<0.05 “p<0.01, "p<0.001,



968 AL i £ it %53 %
R 5 |IPDT ZhaMIIE 5 #3543 ST A E 2 5 45 R T (N = 209)
o A it SC 5 W 43 4% B T 43 AR
B t R AR F ) t R AR F
1 TR HT I A4y 0.64 12,05 0.473  0.473 92.40™ 0.15 250" 0.333 0.333 5133
eERTI A3 0.12 2.28" 0.51 8.57°"
2 TSCRTIAY 0.62 11.50™ 0.480  0.007 63.05" 0.13 207" 0.344 0.012  35.89"
EERTI 43 0.11 2.12° 0.50 8.40™
IPDT il 43 0.09 1.66 0.11 1.92
3 BSR4 0.58 10.78" 0.527  0.047 37.44™ 0.10 1.60 0.375 0.031  20.20™"
BE T 43 0.08 1.44 0.48 8.12""
IPDT w43 0.002 0.04 0.07 1.07
IPDT Tl 53 0.16 2.52" 0.20 2.817
IPDT T84 0.15 2.64" -0.04 -0.52
IPDT J&5 il 43 -0.01 -0.20 -0.02 -0.03
F* 6 A[E SES)LERIH X FEZFRIN 4 S LB (N = 249)
w51 i SCHTI 43 %k BCFRTIN 534K
M D 95% CI M sD 95% CI
fi& SES (n=128) 37.92 7.84 [37.87,37.97] 23.41 5.31 [23.38, 23.44]
i SES (n=121) 41.33 6.11 [41.29, 41.37] 24.65 5.09 [24.62, 24.68]
t (247) 3.917 1.66
Cohen’s d 0.49 0.24

333 K SES HAREEILEZ THEINFR

TF5Y 2 BAEHRE i IPDT ZhA8 M5 X 43 iR
[ BE L3, 20 )m sedfE BRI T 151, Hol A
B2l B & RO A TR B, DS fir 4
() IPDT ZRAE . 43255 HUAE AU i) 2l 25000 90 % ) L 2
INFOVEREITAN A 85 o AT SCRITIN 4380k A8
XoF N () 4 90 L 36 1) Bty SC s I 43 B4 B O 22 0 B
(W2 7), UUZAE SES A EEfE L E &t TS
TEMERA A 225, S5 R WoR, B SO 55
B L 22 5% B3, F(4, 119) = 31.58, p < 0.001, 0}

=0.57, FJE A M, LA, Ik SES
o TR BB T T 1) 3 S D K 3 v A 3 MK
SES #i(ps < 0.05), H 5 SES = aEL G b 3% 2=
5t(p>0.05); 1K SES V& AE T 41 (4 5 SC s Ik 4t
B3 T HA R4 (p = 0.01), 1E475 K T SES
TS RE T 4L FiH SES i RELH (ps < 0.05), itk
— %A SES AW AE L= 2 T HiUS 78 St
ik b2 5, 0 E SO K 43 (B SO I 4 v R
AT AR L I i B R R O 22 AT (L3R 7). 4
REIR, B KA ES B3, F4, 119) =
8.01, p < 0.001, np= 021, FJ5LE LM, K SES

K7 ARAFNILEHRX. HFEREWRIENLRIM (SD)| REFB S ARFA AEN (%)]

ZH 5 it SCHT i SCJE i SCHE A3 pieeaaipll] BF s BUE R BeEE LR
X SES milfie T . , ,
fie Qﬂ(':jfii';qﬁﬁ 40.42 (6.44)  49.25 (4.71)" 8.83 (6.46)"  23.60 (5.07)  30.75 (4.63)*" 7.15(5.72) 12 (60)
X SES =il fig X e ,
fie Qﬂ(':fizb)f 40.00 (7.14)  42.00 (7.59)° 2.00 (4.25)°  24.39(5.79)  29.30 (6.59)"  4.91 (4.37) 9 (39)
L SES 1Iki# Ak 1 . .
fie Qﬂfjfii';qﬁﬁ 38.65(5.47)  43.79 (5.65)° 5.14 (4.62)~° 23.15(5.88)  29.73 (6.72)°  6.58 (4.72) 10 (50)
K SES Ik aE X 1R . }
fie Qﬂfjfiﬁf 37.10 (6.25)  38.29 (5.28)° 1.19 (6.38)" 2210 (4.22) 26.71(5.78)*  4.62 (5.08) 8 (38)
2 ok b 4]
i S]?: ?4‘;““’E 4491 (4.59)  47.36 (4.22)° 2.45(4.17)° 2550 (4.15)  33.31(5.22)°  7.81 (4.94) 22 (54)
F(4, 119) 31.58"™ 8.01™" 18.39™ 2.13
n 0.57 0.21 0.44 0.07

T *C FIRHIT LR 5 L (A LB A3 BOKT, AR LARR R 40 25 5 R B3, AR _LhRaRon 41 16 25 5 3%

“*p<0.001,
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1 VR e T T4 L3 Y il SO K A i R T G R
ZH(p < 0.001), 51X SES fIL¥ e T gl L3 o %
Z5(p>0.05); 1Mk SES Ik HE T Wigl JL 3 5 H X}
MR TC 22 7% (p> 0.05)

DAECE RTINS0 B DA i, XA R 200 L 2 7Y
B G D A BT U O 2 0 B (L3R 7), R B 5
25 W%, F(4, 119) = 18.39, p< 0.001, n;= 0.44, F
Ja AR, RIAE RE AU SES T-Hil4H 5 v SES 5
WEREZH I T 1825 2% S (ps > 0.05), 1Mk SES ] fE
X BRZH BB JE I A 54 B I SES mnidkakdl
(ps < 0.05), DAEEa Ko AR & 2000 A A8 i
B 2T 22 0 T 45 SR i, B RS A i 4
ZRAEE, F4, 119)=2.13, p>0.05,1°,= 0.07,

Jp it — A A LE R CE I, XL
08 €= 31N =1L DN o IVAGAY i 5 2 = 4
Je M S A BT B LR (ILFR 7) Ik SES
e VR BB T 0T 4 v 2R B B e 1 2D i L )
55 (60%), HSEH SES B e 2 (54%) K SES
I B8 T T4 (50%), die & S P A X B 4 (39% FlI
38%)0 X —4E R UL, HEFIA AT B Ik SES JLF#E
H R E U EA — 2 PSR HEVE T, JCHJEXHIK SES
e v B L A0 fE S8R e i W W o

4 e
41 BHE IPDT RiE. HEEREFBNHE
e

AT FE M 2l 2500 56 24 ) A 77 1% (e.g., Guk &
Kellogg, 2007; Swanson & Howard, 2005), 7 IPDT
AR 5 O AR U Bl 25 0 56 g ) Y L Ak b (O R R
2, 2005), SEAT IPDT FEAF . 4328 AL 40 ]
WS S gw, BHIE R TR RERR IPDT )
WG . FEA W B H BB E b, X g 2800 56 10 1if
W B, TR RS 4 A B By i B AT T
HMECLZHE . KIS TS AR H Al R, ek
%I 56 R JRE A v ) SE D A, B A LR TR
28T B RE A DI BE J7 3T 7% 3 T = e B K P AT
% b o HR, %83 TS 75 B R T A ],
P JG DN 2 AT REHE PR IEAT 1 38 rb — s X 2 Y
Hy [ T % AR ZH0L# R B i iz 1
BRURE ST, HUEIE H A 1 xR .
HE 0 B AEAR Rl B B, 2o T H JEC R R T
P fefm, VRS IS D — ik EE DU A IR 16 5
e X P ) DU AU SRy T T8, T TN 2 B LT X

i AL T B B i) 2 2 25 00 56 24 i ) A%

DN Z— o FE IR EO AN A e i b L3 1) 2
T LA PR B ) 3 R 5 AR )RR AL, IPDT gl 2800 56
) D PR A 12 e O F iR A LEE I N 3% A%
T TR ARG B ARYE Campion A1 Brown (1987)/ &
A FBR HE Ak T T 25 3R 19 34 25 £ 7R i 20 (graduated-
prompts approach) L& g b i i 7 00, A 11
REG IV RS I T INEECE 1HCRHE HRR
fAT B ER ) R B T F il 52 B 2R Y S ) A8 Ak R
XTSI, W& B2 LA IR
825 HAR, (R ILHS B L3 SCE MR, XA 4
RS T ILE L R s, B JLE R
g S AN BE T 9 BE Sy s, IEEH AT E B &
JEIZEE ST 71 (Vygotsky, 1978), i H., ABFFEHIEE
RAIESE, R TSP S, BOln Bt
RN B R, UETHTHE T USRS B H AR

ASBIFFE 25 BT TPDT 8 25 00 56 60 20 25 00 0 %
JLEE DGR 7 R 7 B i F0 g AT L8R IR
Sz, A ERRE e bR (TP 5 kA% 4 ) Al L
XL AR g 7 AR U Y A JR A T A A8
5/ T U ol @181 B BS R & S R AN R 0
MVER . Bk IPDT RAE . 202 ARl A s 2 25
5638 F T /N2 e AR G LA ANR IR A
SRR T A B <A il R R XL 5 SR B B A
Mg 57 TSR I h A e = L AT IR FRS
7RG A LEINAUR el Be, e & L Y]
TN S K P [R] B, S o s 0 JL 35 v e A e K
R . IR s | i aed. T
b o . R IR R A T A S ) fif R D) K
PREE T F0U5 A MR AR 7 SRR 2 2 W e s ZPD %
(1 7 55 F8 FR(e.g., Brown & French, 1979; Brown
& Ferrara, 1985; Vygotsky, 1978), KItt, shZSimL:;
SEEE THEZMER KRG R, XERREILER
SEA PN AR, AL G R AR I 56 A3 B8Ot L g
Al Ot B4 R T (Grigorenko & Sternberg,
1998; Sergi et al., 2005),
4.2 |PDT Zha&ilge xt 55 8 )L &N E0 & ge B iTfh

LS ES B S

i TIK SES K& TN F . A FE w7 =, HAK
SES ZFKJE H A0 K Z2 R B 1] T4 Fnss iR 1 i #E
TRAATTRE P4 BB R AR XA D, W 75 R A
(9 SN PR B, E DL DR B AE 2 A8 1) 2% L Ak v it
LTI KR BT R (Guryan et al, 2008; Kalil et al.,
2012), H AT R X i 26 52 i 1 L 28 TA 1 e 2
M B AN RS20 o ASBIFSE TR AN ] SES L #E B
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L

53 %

NN A 2 RUFSE T B WA, K SES JLE 7E Hii
SCHEFRIN 46 b w0 st i AR T SES JLE L
2% 6), 1Bk SES A& REH Z WA B #2517
BUFHTN AL S L, RS SES 41 LML T rf SES
HILE, (HMZ)LEIF AR W% 22 5 (W3R 6).
X5 LIER XKML SES JLE T i MBI 27l st (1)
ZE LR E—%((e.g., Klibanoff et al., 2006; Melhuish
et al., 2008), ZrAT IR, AHFSERT . S5k TG
Ibe ¥4 FIZB I 55 (2005) 4 il 19 € 4~6 4FZ% 2 1 st
55 ) HY 5~6 ARG o i FRAE R Ut 0 i
TH, ZeRUFEEME . Buzsihi . Boy . JLff
FVEHERE 5 A0 55 o iz RIS G 5~6 AF2E,
X5 ARG AE A R UL H R BEA S fE, SO SES
Firh SES JLZEE R 1 DU v 12 S 0 4085 O 41K 1) 2R
RAFFHER 50%LAT) . HAE, B TAB W T
NGk, FERPREUT— 220, T2 AEAS R 2 3 Y
RS ) 95 PR 0 R PN 5 v R MRS > T 0 T A A
&L, HOMERE WA I AN [R], PR 7E Xk DA A T 0 o 25
RGO T JCREHEA T T IS A9 LhAL, HReksea
— 7 M (400 56 N A2 AR T A

1 58 25 I 50 DG T 1Y L2 B B & TR K,
FE KA AR [ 2 AS A2 19 (K TR B 55, 2003) 0
VE Ry R 2500 56 1 — oA O B #b FE, B2 56
MR RN BE T R S AL BEAEH N —
Fh sl 25 % e i F2 ) W A5 (Grigorenko, 2009), 7EJTE
S S N ) i B Ly B SO 2 B B e
AW IPDT FRAE . 53 2R SRk 1Y 2 245 0
¥, FEHRA AR SES JLEE BLA A0 & R 4 [l st
i —2 X 4 T SES JLEE A R HTE BE K- o
Bk E, BRx LB T [FAE R 55 BB,
HAA K -1 e BIOAR (R il &) KRB 24, HH:
INANEREHEI A AR o FEZE D7 3E S i T 1,
ABLEAIE SES mivikfe LB LA BE 1158 T
FARTE, WLUEE B SES B GE LAY K. Ui
ik SES JL#E H & L% H SES JLE AL K1)
WhE, HEWES THZ T4,
4.3 HEERINAF I SESILEINAMBEHN SH#

=)o % 0k

AT R T EAT Sl (K HES 2R T 0E ), DA
5~9 N/NAL A B, X SES JLEE St R 2 4~ H .
it 24 WHYHERLRE ST ZR . 5 RS T ERIM I
BERYXT B4 AH He, A% SES T 4H JL 3 1 His SO Ik
S 85 2 v T R, HEREA T WOCHIR SES L2
BB TR, I HAE— @R L] LK

AR RS BN AH CE 2= U b, UESE T RO T HiA
X2 WL F P o A DA B TGS A T R
FIH R BEE 20— SRS TR SE . Bilan, ST A7
TEB A IR RE 1R AT AR B4, BFS &
KB — B 2k T 7 R T A HERE (A,
ROBAHERE . 25 WRK)T . afEPa . Ao £y
LAY BRI RE 1 PR SEVE T, (S5 ARIF5E A
K ) EE R, PR A BT G DU A 2 )L (B R
e A, 2017) RN 2ERT 4 L(BRE 5%, 2009) 1A A
RE S5 B R ERUR . TRERHE A (2012)%F 60
S AN FR AT 12 R (R — ) YO BR A
PRAE AT, & B 4 7 0 B BRAT: 45 R0 L
P AT B 2 T 04 S5 05432 2 v T R R AL (F (4,
87) =25.36, p<0.001), MAh, ARWFFER A AE R HE
A9 7 e X JLE A0 RE 1 A9 4 R RO A 3 T
HABMFFE IIESZ . #]4n, Rothlisberger 25 A (2012)F%
FHRTI - 10— J5 W5, 3 G A X RS i R 51
TR (AN Ry B 4 )L 7E H 3 s b b4 7
TR 4l LERAT DI REHEAT T 0, A 45 i il 434k
Ja R, T4 Z TN S I 45 2
THHI4(F(1, 67) = 3.0~12.8, ps < 0.05), JESZ T IE
B AL T 10007 3 A et

PR AT 10 0 A St R B AT, AR 2
B NN S, X FAaFS% WS
PAT PR ILEE, BRSNS, LITEXE
B LIS S U AR N R R LA SR R M
IHE R R R FINTE TS, 35 1R R A2 2 5%
Hiu AV X 3k 6 )L A A R R TR Al R T A R 1)
T, EHE TEEMBEE A NS0
i, TIREE AR,
44 K SESARIEsEILEMNEE AN TFHRHH

KEARRE

AT ST P T S, A [ Y B K S A
SES JLEEAEHG SCRBCAM B b e ks &8, 4
i HEFA I T B, I SES B A L Z A B SO
40 3 = TS R T Hldl, X1 R
SRR T LSk 2641 SES i R )L ik A] LI T
TR RO N2 56— 8 B B 38 B4 G,
A I AE R I BT T 3 3L 1 9 34 2 A B 91
1 = (60%) . MK SES IR e i 25 )L 2 1% 3 SO
B 1A 5 HOG BEZH A HORAE A A E 2200, (BT
Goit b a2 5 AT TBC 5 A B T L
B1(50%)HKFH, 1£ 4 MK SES HH IR Tk SES & il
fET L, & T HAXT IR (39%M1 38%), 454
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BF R R GOR U, A BT R IT T4 AR T X
HRZH B k20, (B —Segn iy 22 5 3R 8K, BRI,
FAR 44K SES A Z M A 25 5%, (HMIK SES T
TiZH 5 SES 4H 2 M A 22 5, 1M Pk SES X R
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Abstract

Low socioeconomic status (SES) has an adverse effect on children’s cognitive development and academic
achievement. The dynamic test is based on the concept of Vygotsky's “Zone of Proximal Development” (ZPD),
which is an effective and necessary supplement to the conventional intelligence test. It can identify the cognitive
potential especially for children with low SES, more comprehensively and accurately. This assessment can
classify high-potential children who have not yet shown good cognitive performance but are likely to perform
well through the intervention and assessment process. The domains of conservation and relations in the
Inventory of Piaget’s Developmental Task (IPDT) have been proved to be applicable to children’s cognitive
potential assessment in the lower grade of elementary school. Purpose of this study was to construct a dynamic
test based on the representation, classification, and regulation domains of the IPDT in senior primary school
children. Furthermore, the newly developed IPDT dynamic test was applied to the cognitive intervention study
of low SES children to examine the improvement of cognitive ability and academic achievement of low SES
children with different potentials after the inferential cognitive intervention.

In order to evaluate the effectiveness of the dynamic test, ninety-one children in the fifth grade of a primary
school were randomly selected as participants. The dynamic assessment consisted of four steps: pre-test,
intervention, migration, and post-test, with each step having a set of questions. According to the theoretical basis
and operation methods of the formulating intervention steps in the conservation and relations domains of IPDT,
the intervention steps were divided into six levels, and the participants were prompted to answer step by step.
The results showed that the passing rate of the participants increased with the interventional levels, indicating
that the intervention was appropriate and effective at all levels.

The study further distinguished the SES of 320 fifth-grade children from two primary schools, and
evaluated children’s cognitive potentials through the adapted dynamic test of IPDT. Furthermore, the procedure
of “pretest—inference cognitive intervention—posttest” was used to explore the cognitive changes and
mathematical academic promotion of the low SES children with different potential. On the basis of controlling
the pre-test scores, an ANCOVA was performed on the post-test scores of Raven’s inference test in children of
different potential groups. The results showed that the post-test scores among the groups were significantly
different. In the intervention group, the scores of the low SES children with high potentials were significantly
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higher than that of other three low SES groups, but withoutsignificant differences with the performance of
middle SES children having high potentials. The post-test scores of math achievement also showed similar
results. The scores of low SES children in control groups were significantly lower than those of middle SES
children. In addition, the growth scores on Raven’s test of the two intervention groups were significantly higher
than the other groups.

In summary, according to the results of our research, two conclusions can be drawn: Firstly, the revised
IPDT dynamic test in the domains of representation, classification, and regulation can effectively evaluate
children’s cognitive potentials. Secondly, according to the revised IPDT dynamic test, it is inferred that
cognitive intervention has different effects on low SES children with different potentials. After the intervention,
children’s cognitive ability and math performance were improved in varying degrees. Low SES children with
high potentials benefited more than children with low potential.

Key words dynamic test, low socioeconomic status (low SES), Inventory of Piaget’s Developmental Tasks (IPDT),
zone of proximal development (ZPD), cognitive potential





