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Ol

Bl

[#ifg | ( imitation )BE#Fi# B2 S | ( Observational learning)lIH 55
AR o MR » [HWENRE | H [EEHE | ( imitative learning ) AR of
BB E | HEB M W ER » ERBNSEED » BEENTRREES I HE
PERMANTR TBHENEE | AR » BEEE TN RS WA EEE M AwE 1E -
T AR T 2% Al A £ ) 1 S A2 T 15 A R R R 0 S 0 o HE R R BB S A e G » W50 [
HFEANWER | ( No-trial learning ) o HREM ASMERR—VER ZH » EH
BABNERES > EASBEREEN AR M R ——IRBABKAY Bk THE
HEE | ERFHF LEA AR EOERME -

[RENEE | BH (eS8 %5 ]| ( Social learning theory UL o B » AE
AR S EERRAR  DESWREEE RS0 DRSS R » — S sk
BB NS EER G2 E R PIRA  — 5 E AR RV RGNS R REE (88 ] (
learning) s M [ 5 %5 | (Performance ) ? ME B EME MG AR FEHTE
B ARFEZHGSFNR AT HEZEE?

2\ IBRELESHREEN

AL O L E  AENRENBESEABZ— %« MEugnRE  KESH
WAL > THERETETE—f ARV#5E ( human environment )#f» B85 %I X DA B HBEE
B ARIFTES o bW AFHEO B JT » AT « B« B8 L R HS G L EEIE QA o
0 1 0 R SO T G 28 AR @ ARSI 5 BB AT {638 A2 ( Process of
socialization ) o JHfl AR TR th— i A B4 20 150 BT A IR o T 50 8 46 V% 0 B 106 R e o
5 52 I BD R % i o B2 STt @& H ( Social learning ) (1 —518) e BHZ » Bi
Tt @ & & R 15 B ATTE 7E RV 8 2 P R A R it @ 2 o it @ (AR ~ ik @ B
WL s REATRHEISMS ( 3 —94 ) c LHBE 2 Hmel & EHn—REBECIH &
PSR I ABIE ~ (SOVEUIEE o I o it @b A S B R — A0 0E (AR STAE 13 LU AR iR
EX Bl

S



o iig238nRE

— » AR

it EBREFEES » i [4#H] ( external control ) #& [AM ] ( internal
control ) WYEER FRAML ( internalization ) o FER{LAPHY MYl B FEE S 1K

( imitation ) B [#F | ( identification ) o FiEHL{EI S ( modeling ) ik
o (R A AROTT RIS L 0 066 B S 04T 5 75 X S B IR o BB (R 00 /T S IR
s BERWEBMIBE » RUE B8 o EhBEEENER BT 3 e (
model ) o BFPRMEERHEAR [BWE] BRIEE] ;s @A TE] WABEER»
BECH [REEHEM] (2—327 )N .E .miller 8] + C . Dollard R 1941 %
EF [it@SFEp| ( Social learning and imitation ) » 3RF : [HIKEERE
Eiy2 & ( Observational learning ) DIEBFHFHTME ( 4 —541 ) o | fili(H5RaEHH
GRONAERRO  AABEDMWIIEE ; D> FIBTRZET ;5 SENRE ; 8
~ Mo A . Bandura BREMBA=MINEE : () EEABI WA RENTTE; O
» EFRAHERAENTRERALE B FEENTRELUIGARG B ( 6—212 ) o -
ERBBOBRTGRE  AER » O > FER > 0 BER - AURBDEBEZ LR
%Hjﬁ;&ﬁ °C.L .morgan @+C.A.Ellwood @~ R .S . Woodworth @%
AR ERBAT BOIAR R » 2 > 'E R — M5 EARAAEE o — L= O » MK
AREREWER » NZMEMREF . H . Allport @SE . B . Holt @)% AWERARAH
( The circular association theories ) e R LAY RavEE « BRA 5 BE Dy fmFR
) MEBAI AR T2 » BEBMENTFOERA M RVLESR - —ANOER > BEFS
B 9 5 BEGG i 2 % > BB R e MR e R BB R R T o !

s RFEE

MR BHUBIROBEEKROEBFHMHR (B ( imitation ) » HEMFHDH
PEIREES [38F ) ( identification ) : ElI{Hf648 SEygREE ( model ) BB HILTH) » i
B WA RS S o GRVL TSR » MR BBR —E A %E ( meaning ) 1
R > MR RN » SHE— LRI B F o b RREM A RS » BRI RIS %
i PE B o U ALIBEENTRDAEEARHEEY B - Ma8m (ERED EERKEEL
(% UBHESE ST © 1275 LABE (A 55 B 8 98 ( independent variable ) B SR 8 ( dependent
variable )@y o {2 » BEFTFHRMAER AR » RBUANSTS » [AEL] (
internalization ) REACTRARPHRENE » FAH « BESNRESE » LM ER
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|
 BERB®(4—541) ¢

RS BRI L B — SRR [ | B[ B | TEEAE L EBENER W
EREEREFHREZS o KB LR » BARE— 5 5E— BB o 4888 K0 8 1% T
B o ELT 5 % % B AR REANAT R MR+ R B AT R ey » B8R 3 A
LR R FEm 69 « TR ~ 1B o iAW BeEE » REBERMZHA » BHERBEOHNR
PR 5 EERRE AR 2 AT R RER TN A AN 0 (RTERIE R B
HEAEL THEAMEED & « Ktk » RMTLR » A RBUKM AL EEBRNER o
— EEMRERAY  BARRSMAREARN —@  BEADTRAEEANZE S © 2
FIAZTA S5 » FORER [HEEE] » 5B — S G o (HER MRS & A RIETr » TS
B A - RIESERE~ ATRE T B ABE0ER o A T LRE—EE AT GLOHEER -
8 AREER BL5) ASEMR » AR H » BEREY - MHAERSHESH » RREMGDY
BB AT 58 ety — L o GRAASBERR A D PT(R R » B B TEm » ERH ERAg &5
WEEARESE » T AN ZEAG T o B » EF —InE » B2 WoRE N HA
T AR > RN SN EE » MR ER (6 —214 ) o

= o g ER

it €12 7 a2 AR A (1 B AR ) o DB > SRR A 2 T U 1 B 5 ARRD S — i
» 7NFE A Ml 42 A5 o 8 0 o M 07 o T AR B ML 8 05 22 T R FRL BT L AT RS RS SR T o A
Ai Se— 1R it St o af BL A5 18 S 1 S AR » 65 S 000 15 TR 10 SN > BRI T AR B M sl
o DL TE A RN 15 ch g B TR AR T © B2 » T A T S — HE R 1 0 » 17 {8 ARSI 44
RN o RO T A RS SRR @ R AR AR 1D B N MR o PR > BEE—
P BT R 2 RE A ST » W A R B R 5 o RN T T E o iE @ R B AR A A
i 1k o EEERY R R TS A EE A i TR A e o B o L KRR R A ( 2 —
456 ) o BE 2 » HHAREER ek SRR i (e 9 R R IS R I REAT 2S5 R R T B
(B R RO o FEE2 7 AR BREE 2 RS0 40 B Mo 5 SR 19 6F Al e e S - R
B BT R B o 7N IR oh 5 A A AR B R S RS > BAMIPT B [ % (B MR R 5E
Bt ®@a8 ( 2 —327 ) o N . E . Miller 8] . C . Dollard E—AAQESE [ A
S HRE | ( Personality and psychotherapy ) — fKF ZRGE RS BUHCR - By A2 85/ — 4 »
BRAS  A BRMH T AR5 » A6/ BEAG 799 AP0 LM © ] . L . Freeman JRiilH0RE & Hiw
o R B e R B AT B DR M AT He R . Brown 8
BRA T IS S WFE B BIR » SRR ROBUER a2 5 R - s
WAE @ VR (4 —541 ) o R . Martens EEAB [Hi(i#® | (learning

by imitation ) Bl [B&E(K | ( learning to imitation ) Z[&5) » MR — i ffay R

~IZ2H o~



Al(30 )e N.E .Miller 8] . C . Dol lard IR £ Sl 3R i o 1 F LARS il 5 R

AW FMIER » B2 BB [ECHMEKET R W [BEsR | ( léarning to
imitation ) Hl&—fE [ 6 S22 | ( matched dependent learning ) 7RE|Im
T3 SR B SRS 2 R A — R R I o P9 oL 5 B I - A
B o EWMRIET E o BHEX /MR AL > e — (A B8 » B— R » #ANER
HfEI % B o P flE 52 R — R A2 R R & 48 LB e TR A B AT o
R RS () e il 358 4 A BT 2% 4RI 0 T RE BB o LA H R
B BRZ o WA TR o (MRS s » HBEHBOREE M —# o N . E .
Miller MREEAEAT RE BB £ R MR BN TS ; TR AR B B ST+ 2 R S 0 1 M (
BE ) SRR ( 3—96 ) o £ R DAY 7 RNEB#E ( learning by imitation ) B
BEE— AR ERANES » —HHXGEHRERERRRENRERS S o B
J'.L .Gerwitz 81K . C . Stingle 5E P & B BB ( learn to imitate
) » REF B 178 % ( learn by imitation ) cWZ BRELRBFHTERLEZ
i REFTBUESH ( 29) 00 . H . Mowrer DR N EE 2 TRELRED
TEZ B R5E o IRIAT S Z S B N i RS A E— i HRE (BEBE) BEOHFE
BRI % » o PG i M DRHEEMTRRE - 552 R mEs BREVE &
T)YFRS » % 2 4 IE R A /NFIRO R 2 o A0SR 45 40 300 8 e 5 Y AR R ( 31 ) o
Ry FEAE RO 3R O P o R R s (5~ KEERH LIS MR — s &

BIARHE » BRITRBE WAL TE » ERMIETHRER Z#5 :0) 118 552 i 5 LA RS M ffmeE A5
TRRECHFERBEEOTEE HELEE » BERULE » BURBEHE % ; =)« Bagsnx
DIRBUH 2 RN A R B E O b s A AR RAE AR EELTE o i LR
TE PR R T IR 17 TS 100 ] 8 B o

Ui~ #5098 & ( Observational learning ) E{E:

Fﬁ%m&@Jﬁf&W%&@J(hmmﬁwlmmmg)$ﬁ°rﬁﬁm%@J%
Eﬁﬁﬁﬁmoﬂﬂﬁﬁ'Eﬁﬁmgﬁ¢'§@%mﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ$&@¥ﬁAmﬁﬁ
a%ﬁz’ﬁﬁﬂ$ﬁEF%&JmE°Tﬁ%%&ﬁjm%%-&@%&ﬁ%ﬁ$@%$
@%ﬁﬁﬂamﬁﬁ:m@ﬁmﬁﬁmAMﬁm@ﬁmﬁ%@&%@mﬁﬁoﬁﬁﬁﬁaa
%@ﬁm%%'§¥m$§$ﬁmﬁﬁéﬁzﬁ’Eﬁ&@%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁmﬁﬁ’mﬁ
%ﬁ&$%¢m§ﬁm%ﬁmﬁ%(1—5%)0@%§muﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ§§ﬁmﬁﬁ
BT SRR - B S E0 AT R TS TS » hlsms e
XIBR &/ | ( Vicarious learning ) (3—96 ) » ’

B GEIRE ) 75 HRWEBRBHEF . D . Sheffield B B U B

> BRG~




R B Z M Ry B b > BB BB RS2ENER > EABZE [ #IE2HR | ( Contiguity
theory ) ( 32) fligyfiiii ( #:0E2E | BHBE « M3 058 « EH M AL Rilich=E
BH B EEE o HLURBEZE S DIERGWASRIYN —EER » 3 ESHR
H=#5» AM%ERRE (19) o A . Bandura 7 [{7BELE2ZFEA| » ( Principles
of behavior modification ) —@& > RN | [WEBEY » PMEIRLBEEAR
9 (17—135 ) o | A » AR Sheffield ZFP: : [BWEEEREHEhp S
FEED1F » (RBIMEIRE » AR ES) o | LA (B8 | ( EMEIF ) ZEKB A
P BEEMEROE A o B BILERE BN [EFERNBEE | ( No-trial learning
) o

' i~ I 7R BLER AR A

7 GRS 7Rk — T G375 (Rl S A S M B (R R I R W A T B
B2 KN TRE BY B o 38 50 i 4 TS A > BURAT R IR RIEE NREERE BT THOME o MHieE
R GRET o TREREEENN  FRHESNTH  EELAREHBERR TS
o A - it B2 EAEBANTIRERFHM (3—97 ) o

222y 2BEE

MEREERERA . Bandura FH [FTREEZFRL | HEEIEH - itaS8Z 40
f@RE (17 ) :

— ~ FER MR ( Attentional Process ) o

— s atl@i@f  ( Retentional Process ) o

= H4#B#E ( Reproductional Process ) »

P4~ B f2 ( Incentive Process ) o
ARIRALRYE L > 5 M AEEREBEE ( learning ) > MEMEBEABE THERE (
Performance ) o S — PR L BR NN EDBE 26T » % VU B SR A2 43 H1 @R B
EF .

— EREE  ( Attentional Process ) o

B HE®E  ( attention ) ZEH :

B R E I RS Serh R — B 225 1 (7— 168 ). o M A BUHER 3 MG 185 5 s (
focus ) HLE #Y ( margin ) @I 7 o BE A LUK F53E o A SRR eh 2 0 SR 0 R 410
AL G R B > LR P R EREEM S » BZRBEE (8 —161 ) o EER» A
B9 152 7 A5 SRR > QAR I BT A VB e R A A R R KR o AR 0 1R AR
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R R/DBOR B E o HREAE MR > BRIER (9 —207) o B ARIHFE » EREEF
SHEEDE B2 PR o AT b R SINIZE 5 BRI SR B o TR
IR o Bl > BAEARBEEBS (F5HE | (6 —242 ) o
() » BET 2 i -
[HR | BE ToIEH -
LVEREY [ORE | BT B IE H o TR S 2 WG | SRR b e
M [ | ROERGESET o
ATETM [ R M0 LIS 48 R Rk o
AVMRBAS (25 EEEE | 20t - MR - EF - WREBRSFERHM -
SHERAA [MERER ] 28 - BARREE « 85 -« b~ KREERY AR - &
BZHRAREER (10—236 ) °
(E) » B AVRIAS
L. EEMIES ( Voluntary attention ) : HHRMAZEMED » Q& HHNRERS
71 s EREAE A T o '
2AEEMETE ( Involuntary attention ) : ARHRMANER » AW EE®
o
3EMMENTEE ( Habiwal attention ) : HfEERAENEZIREIIMBEE » B
kPSS DS D (8 —161 ) °
o)~ Gl AR E
LEBRX :
(1) &k : ZEEL Bt > Biansb s KRS E 55 RERE -
(2) Wi : BEORE s BEWRE s RPN EREBIRSSB D RER
@) EX: BEAHSHH s EXWET « EAWBF - EARBHIR S5 IRER o
4) RIS A R T R RF R KR RRES [ AR ©
5 HE: FAOME s HFEORY « FINDERABTEEAER
2 EBWMEE -
(1) AEMERT : DR ERAAK » LR HER Al ~ I8 G5 B (L5 I TER <
(2) MFTHIGN : SHUEEAR » TEATERE GG F » B0 500 B 50A0 5 & 1R 305 U
BRAFZI o
(3) MEAEEIE : SERERBES « MRFIERMK A  REBTERR Y &% I A R RE i
ZRFNFE 2 o
W) WA — A XEKE S AR BIRTE  HRIAFBENINE SRR
o (8—162) » (10—241)
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f - BBRBFEEE ZFR R :

LA R

A . Bandura 5 H 7582 28 i B2 7 3 16K 2 B B 5 HH B o R B BER B2 - TERE
B T2 o [RS8 A MK e R A b 8 @ A DUT % (9 B 4 ( matching behavior )
B R AEID AT I TS o M [T B BIE 2 A | R =507 ¢ [ B
REFARLHE P @RBERERZIBME » 2% (R WiEEGEREHE « |

TR EGE M A . Bandura B C . J . Kuper Fisiaigy [4E0G ] (38)
s D .M. Landers pfis@aang [#6z] ( 20) » B ., Mausner FERME [BE | (
37)s D.M.Gelfand 88 R .A .Baron Fj#889 [BFER) (35~ 36)
W .Mischol $2 J . Grusec JFiiRmm [Fh@#ib | (39 )SEEDEESERWIE
BNHEBWR S .R . Yussen ¢ V .M., Levy fifzessREIEH » BO K
EWTREEA SRR ENTER - BIEEA » B E o Al 40 B3 0 B RENR 2 M A R
FHERR (N=78 Y= .53 & .57 2 »E .01 #FKE) (41) o S .R . Yussen
i — 45 bl — V0 P67 & B # B R R SRS - (SRR REE (EZ
VR o TE T B E 2 PR AR GO ERRT o AR SR E B R R fF 2 T AEEZ
R RS ( LA RS . 65F.792M » B 01 HAFKEE) o BN > iERmRbE
W THENEE T ERAEREEFAKRE ( 40—99 ) |

2. BB EMIER

BEENEESUTRENEE—#  PEBEARHEET . ] . Akamatsu  BM .
H . Thelen W A¥E ['ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁfﬁiiﬁﬁ#ﬂ?ﬂ — % HREEENEENEE
H 2R BAEEFRNR SRR M (44 ) © D . Ross HIfE [ &2 ] 52 7%
ki A RERARSEE ZHEMFE | BB WEE [ KBl | $REEEEE
W (45 )0 D .M. Gelfand HFZERERAER [ BRFE] HRURHSEE » K
HEENEE(35) ¢

3. REEM A

W. J .McGuire WWfZciltés iR « [ 750y s /& 8 S &0 E) fFEH ( 46
Jol G.T.Fouts REEBZEABFRIEMELGRZ : [HRARRXBHENZER
hizw@ | hBFEY : [ RHAEBARENSEBAREHEEENTE (47 )oyD . M.
Landers 76 [#)RAimMead AR 25 a0 RF M) —30PRIHEHE < [ 2
ST M RS RB RS E A EENE® (19) o) A#» A . Bandura s J . E
.Grusec * F . L .Menlove (42)8l% A . Bandura M.B,Harris(43) %A
MHERRNBE SR AN RBERS R L EHTWEE -

A FEPREERERRENEE
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A . Bandura B SSHH  BEXME CEABE TR %  ASBERY » HBEK
REBEHEMFEAMBES S .R. Yussen REBHBELUNESE (40 ) o

| B EAy SRR ERRY o 0 B AR BT 0B BERM A - R R o 4 e
AEFELBBTHMIER - ERSEX LR 26 » LT EE Femats » 0l
fE— PR 2

— » ffEi#i# ( Retentional Process )

['Retention | A5 KM% » MEEZHEEIE » RBEEDEAEPHEY Q22
HEPH [ Retention | RIBEEMF o
HRCIR Ay

B RGNk MM B L (11— 246 ) : FEIBENEY » HERN T4 > FREMR
A 8—132) o LRSI OIEREREMMES M : BIE# ( memorization ) ~ 57 (

retention ) ~ [Ef& ( recall ) BASEEE ( recognition ) ( 11 — 247 ) o REFEMRL BEH

v RC BB R = AT R N W A M o BN T T A 2 7 1 W 1 PR T S B T 0 R
T ] 3K e SIS I SRR R 5 (R - » B — S 0 F A0SR LB - 5 R
U ( retention ) ( 2—214 ) o WAREH » BEMAEL » A RWHTE > MEY
AR EREHARTERE - BEE —G-h MR » HE &7 R T 02O E g
s RPIPTREA R - ARBEXWTR  FFURTRUASSENEM » EIHAEEL
SRBENE - —WTZ > MRINNFREELEER S SRRSHE 5 nsE e
FRIEY #k i o BATRE R ATREEE S > BAR TN » H—HASMAA SR EFSME Fl
i ARMWRBFEM R » AR TH B o RIEORGERE » RS RS ERTER
 BERTRBEL KB ERE BB TRHEWER (2—252~ ) o

FieA [RE | REHEREZ — Wik BN E D R AR » ST - S8
RERRRO R 18 > RBEW— MR - B ENBLE T » BEODRRERIF » N ERA
e (11— 247 ) o
RS

RCHREREAF M0 R » VRS TS » 7R B2 T » HEXHRBE - &
—HRIASR VR AR o +PURRE+ AR » G0 RT DUBOR R R A B W o
(RRE - RN BRI — B RIGSEMETRE  —EE- BRI DSHRe
FRBR o —WARF > KFWRHTHED T » BT @ERASRI0GON » 0T 05 E S0
o KA ( Pyle ) HIFHH+ 7R WiR0RE & & SR B4 » 166 » BWRL 5 S0 hRs B &4
BSSER AL » B R ABHEE > BEAERNETE ( 8 —142)
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(SR st 3 iy e 44
LABEHENE (%F ) ( Frequency or repetition ) : EEMRMES » RO ER
[
2.7E% ( Attention) : FDIEFIARZA TR A0 ILE » BABDSNEER DL »
PR 0 SRR o
3.£8 (Vividness) : BERFHNASRBLEDUDEHREATHEA « FiHLH
» GRFBHIRME TR R hER IR R R o — R0 B R SR R
% o
4. THEMB ( Meaningfulness ) : BEMHRAEE - RESHTWE -
5. Bl &mBiA8 ( Association of ideas ) : BSBEEL » B « B S A REE o
6.8 5tk ( Methods of learning ) : B MY 7 ¥k % B17 7R BT (8—134)0
v ) 22 B 2 AR 1 Y e R 4
it @ & 29T 5% 7 5 9 i A2 SR D (0 RAF 1 BOEE 2 4046 N 2 R R ) Mero fU
Mo fF 2 AR S T o A . Bandura 30 ES7RAEE MR LRI S AR 5 K B R E0HE ;
R R SRR ( rehearsal ) 2 D4y BV 7500 RO S SRR » HRMM (17 — 139 ) o ff
SHIABMBBER » MEPDFE BEATERER PO EEEBVAETRNE » 7EbF2aE
W TR ST 5 | 45 R e BEE S (O D fF 2 SR 4TI ( 50) o BEAS th
FEARR [ERRRBF] E2EEERE > HERHEGHE] ZBX > [HERRE
B ey B D | KB EARRE (48) « BT » WG ANFEER LR [
FE2EREDREEEE W E o | A . Bandura 2 R .W. Jeffery ABIEZ =
5 R ) B () AT M R R o SR BN AT G
SHBEHHED 5 RRRARED FRRMRE( 34 ) o Jb#h M . D . Gerst [
ZAERUBZY O RERBY 2 IMEHPSEE 2 HE o LHEHHD G SRS DR ELE
A2 % » HBHWEHEHANLE & o BY » FRAS hEEMNE » 58 RITEw 5
(49 ) o
FERLSE B E Ik » BRI ( rehearsal ) T4 (B8] ( Covert )& 3
i) (Overt ) : B [ PYEGSERG] SR [ AhauiEeR | wis o BTl [ PR ST B i 1
Z# > R0 PENE % SR ) 1F o BTl 14 moBeiE | BIE SR E2 % 0 BEE e s
BE@fEe R.A.Vandell » R.A.Davis» H.A . Clugston =ALlIFEEm
RS IR 5k 0 W [P BTE] B [ AT 2R - B AR S E SR -
‘E?Jaﬁﬂ%ﬁ'ﬂﬂ’&%hﬁ( 54 )e D .N.Michael 8 N .Maccoby 785401k 5
(51)e H M . Perry JR@ BIgEH % ( hole lapping ) -.ﬁﬁﬁﬁ ( card
sorting ) » K2 fz ( Peg board ) » By Z#& 4 ( Symbol digit substitution )EAFE
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@ EE= Ry (ERESR  BESHRNE ) #HRTBERTF ZHEN - MBSEKRES
¥ ARFHEBTEASTERS  BREBZEBRTRS (52)

4 kSRR o B AR BT RD fFavan R o R R ARMEB R TR - FRRESR
B2 BOR o Rith » AN (FRySERN R R RSB R R S

=Ji4 32 ( Reproductional process )

4k A . Bandura Zit@BEER (17)HE  WENSEN - BEZULITERER
W F » W ISE (EHE R EE S AR M HRE0IE A AR EEREEDE > BIE A S
) 1F » CHED BT AR R R AR o HAEEEfFARKEAERE 2% G .T.
Fouts B @S EDEMNZ28E » MKERFNER » 78 ERBARE » WL 2 2
BTREHWEHE DURHEE (47 ) G . T .Margolius 8 F . D . Sheffieldk
R [ RNy A 2 S e o R A 1 A5 R A B B 5k S A R 7 A
(53)ec | MIHEAMEH» A . Bandura RH—FERTFE [ BHFIREZCHR | ( Graduated
Modeling Procedures ) » FEfSSfEBEmEHFM 2% > EFERFREE (8 )
mfES! o

w4 F 4@ 2 ( Motivational process )

WEBER - BEWHEEYE (T AREERTFEENG FHBRE LAER [ &
T | EmEEZES thE [HH ] (B4 ) ZFEDIEGHRED » ERIAEFM o HEH R
BWETIRBBEA R ZEER o GEBEPERBRR T
(R AVE 7 ¢
B — VA AR T [Movere | s BaA (HB) | ( tomove ) ZW e BE L W)
R A i ARIEE > D3R EE  LEEREED # 5 E—- A EETH—EAERE
£(2—402)  CAFTHRFMZYIAE > WEHBFHBE » LMW ( drive ) HFER
( need ) ; A HEEBPNE 4150 RE (RGO R K o BB ATHBER ( incentive ) » THER
HAEWEAT(12—890 ) o B . T . Cratty DISEREaREEEnRED o & K
T B 0 I R A 10 AN IR 5 AT — BTE )  R PR0S R i ( 63 —256 ) o
(CEEE#a Nz :
BEmBEhPESEDRNNRRS  BREEEXRINT :
LR RS i R ENEE D » A E N EEE » FREOER - FEHHIE
TREBHIAS «» RHENERAESERPFEDROAR ©
2. MRBEE i : IR E ~ BERE » BEMRT -~ $EEE - MR - HigAN
FRRER o
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LRSERELE :
(W EBRSEER : MBS~ B4 - RE - RE - BRE R 6% BEFEARBK
5 o
(2)it & BEREK : WAL TEQWZ - BREERHA o
QBAEEFR  MEHK s BE - HZE - SHELDR ([ &% ) 0% ( Unseen
audience ) %ﬁ%@lﬂiQ&EZEﬁﬁ o

SEAFSL UL 3 opoki 3

~ﬂﬁ§@%@&%@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ$%ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@Q@QEWWMQE'
BB SR - BmiE « BRME - TR BEIRHE HANGREE(8—14)
Dt @BE 2 rBME » BESEENTR  EAEMEEEENEE RSB EERENE
ERTREASESSEi @S &8 Bk o
() 985 2%t 2 2 LT 498 2 FHT (Yo R 4

HE2ENDRMEEDEE  AEHIPRNERRIENE - FE L BESENE
Bt REHENNME BISBMORME J . P . Flanders ¥ Ries HAZHE
» EEREM o GBS LB EREEIFE > HEREGEN - AR MK E L BEE K (
55 ) o AT » ﬂ_L.Bandt_u'as D.Ross » S.A.Ross (56) LIE D.M.
Landers % AMHZERRERH > AERERERSR  BENEAHE » R AR
Rfee E.Ulich ®HHESRFEVIBR2EMEHEMERE(SHE—) (63 —
377 ) o HZ=HLEHEREM N.E .Miller 82 ] . Dollard ZFBEE : [HEiEREIH
S AT S FREE A (28 ) e |

B — : BIRBE -~ ODHEHEE
EEBMEEARZLER

A e



KEY

Chsarvolion Group

Physical Practice Group

Cantrols

6376

Percent Improvement
|

20.3%

FIGURE 18-2. Comparison of improvement by observation, mental train-
ing, and physical practice on the same motor task. (Redrawn from data by
Ulich, E.: Sonie experiments on the Function of mental traising on the acquisi-
tion of motor skill. Ergonomies, 4, 411-418, 1957.)
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