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TEC BB LRGSR F W GBI ) 5L
TR COBMEOR T R 15 61,62 =43 jiliE ik T #
“AUBE (Pedagogical Agent, faj #% PA) Fl & I £ A
( Adaptive Learning Technologies, fij # ALT) ({T: /&
#,2015) o 26 61 B F L H SR ACHEAY FIE LA |
IO AR B AR e Joe =y T JR I3 45 62 55 M\ H 3
2 ST BRI 2328 LN e 4 JS WF5E O 1) 45
XPAMPEA 2 2 AT TINE R i 5 8%

— . WEBALR

HeE R T T AEZe S > FREE LU R AN R 2L
2 HARER A BN A A, BIEFE
IR S, FIURE R 52 L
T A H R ATELR F I B, 2 2] F AR AR
SCFF(Baylor,1999) DL R A 55 4k 45 SCAR ) 2% 2 AR 56
(Gulz, 2005) . #~AAQCHBEEE UL M iY B &
CANEI )8 ) | 922 2] 35 1) £5 BB RN TR 236 (AR 3R
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EREERIF IR B S B, XAE R RER SR EZ N
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BT HAIIEE, W2 DUE = 4R 8 kR
ERI o IR, B e T R S8 & 7F i 1) /g 40U 10
Wy Be—— A 5 2 0 AT AR =X, G 5 i 4k B
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g R ZFh A 40, A4 BB 20k L o< JBn) U
B AESE

H 38 27~ BOR SRR 7~ & O PR AE 5 R
PO, e 52 0 2415 B 55~ Ok St S st
ORI AT & 5 2 8 2 R R 2 ) IR B i 4L
ARo HIE R HORWFR B350 ) RS, B
TR 2 2] B P & 5F ( Learning Management Sys-
tem, AR LMS) o % 2] 4 FL R Geid W N B2 S &
EIGE M IREE 52 T WA, AFEF T EHR
APERFIE A A OS5 5K, XA — I VIR 75 AU E
TEARMUR, 2 T RE 5 R B 8 (Dagger et
al. , 2005 ; Karampiperis & Sampson, 2005) . fi#Ht
XA, T Zeffi2 o) L R G AR08 B SR IR
522 bR 22 215 3, AT 6 27 20 3 I PR R ALE
A NIEBL G 7K, I Ay 27 2] 38 S A Pk i 2 >
PRI, X B N ) RGN k. XN RSt
TDREA ) B B 22 e 5 2 A RRE A fifi
I FEAT A R I (] 5085 g B AT 3R 327 ) H AR, A
M4 E 2 > B SRR, BN, B IE N %~ R 50
A L 2ok i 2 ) A RL B 2 1 Bl R 3 Ny A 2] Y
ITTSINAE RS DN ) SN =3 R s A i D B E B A
] RGEIEBEA ROHA 27 2T R RN A7 ] R
45 Bh/E I ( El-Bishouty et al. , 2007 ; Martin et al. ,
2008) .

Z Bk B RARRRRRE R

(—) &t Kl

R AR VAR INE A ey SN R )
FEHRER T Z R A 0 X — S AT RS, i A
HAE IRy K 2 ung, b i EEARYZ LT
R ARTHENI 2516 B (CACS) A2 A A
FSFIH AT HE

L AR A2 1 B

A R K B SCRRERE T AL A 2
15 3h# (See computers as social actos) YL HIHEFT T
WF5¢ (Nass & Brave, 2005) . iXZFWHIAN , AR
PLEA A A SO X G BHARHET 5. BT
) B X — W s5, H R A 1448 3 ( Reeves & Nass,
1996 ) @ At 25 0 Bl SR WE 5T, WOAR 1 AN [R) P A%
SN D UNES Nl 11 i O R N I VS S K i W O
R B Z KT A E AP, FIA K
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ANWSEHATHEE, 5 CACS WF5E 4 il e i 72
(HETTRAMAL N A 218 Sh & R R 7 ) 15t Y 25
Re—2 Hom) g vl AR A rG Bm (an A A
H AR b ) B st ) AR R R 5 N5 KN Z 18] Y
Wi—2 B, i LAS 20 7 U8 7 [,
AN DA 2647 9 07 20 XA IR AR 02 7K
MAE AP A 582 —30) o Frix—LInsi iz
AT H AR E R E 2 2] & S VOl i iy #L 20
T (RNER I ) SR ED, X
TESEAB AN R+ L2515 2 # RR A1 h BUs Ak
Brn A B ARAE . S92 B BFFE el - 2% 2] H g
WA AR ST X H B A T R A7 % AL ( Veletsi-
anos, 2010) , 1fif HACHEAY AT HELAL SN LA Bl T 53 47 b
RARH B I AR 2 M AR D BE (Kim & Baylor,
2006) .

2. 2N S

R R GBI S it 2 —IA e A LA
PR o i TR W 1B g 3 L e S BN N )
INH A THER EARZ B MA TR A E Y,
A RZTE R R . XA E, 207 A
(R 2 2] ke, AP —Fh A ER Y i) 56 42 m] LA
W SRR AR RIA S R . N, AR A 4R
R R SR I 5y S AR BV AT A 5 SR R
i), RS HIE ., ZIIRIAK, =
P RS N DN RS PN VT OE O S N )
DLRESE B AL 58 1) AL B 2007 LA S BOR B 5 Y
PR RO B R M B P R — R ik
W5, I 1 5 AR B 3 A g 2800 L [ 1 | DM 5 Bk
Jih& 5 # H ) W S A, BN, AR AR
Xof Sy A RN | SRR RN SR ) 2 A IR AT
Nz ) BT BRI R . =R —IA IR
Wo IS, ARl WA AR IR 2]
XA AT U2 I 1 SE PR R , ] DL — B sk
Brrd 48 A/ A0 A3 ( LL i, B 46 J6F 55 K e Sk 19 #R A AR
W) o TEAEEE TR A LS, FRATA] LS T A A e
TESEPRE G BE A BRI O [R]BF | PIME B
HIRREVE IR, BB ) 212, B X 36
TN E S TR A IR AR Lo A i D R 5, A o7
HERNTSINEZ N LA 25, O RN H
R GBS AR L) IR A R4
B4EF ( Wilson et al. ,2010)
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3. I fr B

A 1 faf B 38 ( Cognitive Load Theory, ] FR
CLT) X [ fifp R A [] 19 AT 55 an A $EAS ] 11 A 60 5K
AT A BRZS 5B TAEICIC . ARG B2 530A
HOAE ZHRRGEAGEL, X =R
i B 0 A2 B R IE 12 K B2 2 (Baddeley,
1992) o ARG AT RIS 5 NSRS AL 1 A IR 12
(WA TAEICAZ) A B CAZ A AR G . INFN 7
i R G T 9 A U IR R A B TE AR S A2 Th o
T BEFEFI(Baddeley,1992) I\, TARICAZH A
ZANEIE . TAEICAZ W 5 f ] BE 52 2 2 AT 55 M
(NTEINR SRR ) LA B 22 p B B i s el . 1
n, BUEA BT RESZ R -5 57 A (SR D) A
SRHIA A AR (AN B A ) BOAH S TA RN 4544
AN s e B S AR E (RHSGAJ BT ) o

PRI 70 7 BT 198 A D DU) 2 165 R DG A R £
far , P/ ANERIN D A7 fe ( Kester et al. |, 2006 )

(AT T A A B fr BRI, 5 NS/ AT
FHRKME MZ G R (B, KiES5H%H
PRCIHRE D R TR R ) , 1 TR Bz ) H A —
TERIINANES Iy, IR 2 48 g > 5 9 SR 67 Ao 5
A BRI IR B S 5 22 2T 55 A KA Y
BB SR I IIA I AT , DTN 27 ) 7
A1 TR ( Clark & Choi, 2005) , [Fl Ry ) F 8
AT B A BN B B K T T R
(AR S ST AR RS ) L B0 2 B e A
B B A B2,

(=) BRER

R K 22 B80S HR I H 48 1) 22 497 B 3 2 [] 7 SO
O CPM YRR ) 26 61 Tk, e A W H]
ROR F AR IAE A 5T

L ZUA AR B s e 5 2 D Re

A AT 3 N A A RBSE 1 2 ) AN T
5 2] M CIAEIRE s LA AN [T AT R A S5, DTG 5%
A2 (Sklar & Richards, 2010) . Z LA
X L 2 PR AR RE LAY B 5 2 [l 2 )
JSE S BT A N AR 2 ) il AR A
52 AR I HOoTIA R RE

HoA AR Z2 D RER SR I <l A
BTN, AT AR 2] 2 T i o S B o AT A
By, SR )5 P BAT Fdl A A RS B s s R

1 s BRSO R 27 ) 1 5 Tl R 68 g 5 1 1 35 Bl
Sfd i, MORHEX 2 2 F R RS B (il an, ik 3
BIL X P45 ) 5 TR ) SR S 5

FUF A0 IE BN 2 T RE M A B 58 73 HLAK
Iz 5 IR S84 & AutoTutor , B 8 07 TR M A 45 %
WS R IE SR R S DL T B 2
MEORAE . H AR R H AR T 58 438 4 Auto-
Tutor S0 2% > 2415 RS B2 IO AIFFE IR - X R GERE LA
RA FFIBX G220 8 52H., IR BGE R > &
T B B 5 2 2 U ( Graesser et al. ,2007)

2. HUFACHRE S A LS

e AR o 52 TR\ AT o AT SR BB S i 1
155 AN, 20 AR ] T R 40000 24 28 T LA
H— P RS A P AR AU B R AT
AL, TR R N8 27 20 A7 R 0 R A AL 2547
B, IR, OB AT 3l B
RIDL KA 2 A R B A B o A, B AR
EREFTH AN LA B 48100 7 205 %7 2 #5380
B AT 5 (Woo, 2008) o ZA AR R Y B 52
DI ANRA B R E R, i I FHIN A C 2
SRS NPME , AT AR A A0, IF 45 5
PR (AR R R . AR BRI L 5 2% 2 4 il
F RIRWA JRBLASE AT S IR S5l >k 4 BT
52 H A 2T 1 3CRF (Gulz 2005 3 Woo, 2008 )

3. HUHACHRE R o AR B 2 ) F A2 S0 qk

Hee O A SR A AL S A AL, AT
RN X VE 7N AR R A N B ([T A
FIA 538 1 RE AN 2E R RN, T AR Ay ] 27 >
BN PME T s B B 4R ) S
VP HAth A A A e A Y 27 > B 5%, DT 22 A
AP AT R, O A i 2 2R e AR Ry 7 BRI Y K
(Sklar & Richards, 2010) 1A Ky, #FACHAE 2>
BRI LOAE A 0l 2 5 5 T BR o > EUE , 1
FJENEZ o WA AN EIFIE A RUAS [R] SCA T R
27 2 X B AR T, 5 S AR TR 2R A R Y
FEos SCAE A A0, T X S8 A 40 A7 1] BE X 27 ) #1925
PR B FARBIERUA S N A BRI

SCAEWFSE ( Hubal et al. |, 2008 ) B, 24~ >) &
WA SH AR Z R L B S, 5 & o4
IREE S 2 R ARk, AT AL AE, I 77 A Bt
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& R 2] F A 8] 58 B A LS XY AT 55
TooR A FI T8 38 2% 2 K AR i Ak 2 1 B A AL
WF5E (Kim et al. ,2006) i % B, 27 45 5 52 5 Hil
AT A B A A DG BC ) AR B IT 52 e AR AR o

H I, K2 BOCHRAER A B AR08 S Wt
PRI 7 ) 5 AL 2 SCAE 3R BN Bl 7 A O
FAREAERS IR P BT RS2 BT B 1Y, 76 J5 22T gl rh]
REAE ARG B SR A 4 19, AR 25 Uih
(1 & 75 3K 187 (talking heads ) , i RE7 HL~% ~) # 10
TR, XTI T A B 2 LR SRR

4. FUHRBRRR UK 2 S B ISPl TEAT IR, 2
[SE 250

PEFF 2 SHLR B O Y E . AR
Mo S BRI R T2 ) 3 Y S TE 5 %K, 3
RABATHIBIHL, XE A 1) AL S0 T LIAR 3R
AR AR 2 A (8 (Baylor, 2011) 5 2) fUBHEAE F & A
Wi E SIHEILZ ML B NE, IE it EL
POFR TR 2 2T S LA & IR R R S, DT
) FE M S 5 (Lusk & Atkinson, 2007) .

AP T 119 £ €0 SCHROCTE By B o AR &L
SR B A AE A 27 2] 285 K vl o LA g — 4
S, T B AR 3 25 B B 29 % 2 AR5 (Dun-
sworth & Atkinson, 2007) . H4h, fCHE T 52
HWE S AR TR S WS (T3 RS S0
S PRI S ANZE R, e E 25
J& (Dunsworth & Atkinson, 2007)

A WG (Chase et al. , 2009 ) & HL: Q2R 2L
Agp ) FH HRBLZ AN O BN, s BCA ALy
AR (AR A 327 ) 3 T ke ) &
EHEEH T E) , AT RES G N RSPl S BT
SR D R LA 2] BB ) Bk R A BT ( Chase ) 55
NI R, 27 ] AR, ST ] h e 2
I 1], REALTR KA B E AR IR

5. HUAAHRRE B S ROR 5 TAESIRL

H1 T2 AR 3 N R 2 D RE M, e A
IS, SR IR A7 2] 8 A SO oK Ok
AR S EM IR G S 5E, T ER%
PSS I RBOR 5 TAESTR. S ge s s ia il
55BN EAR L, 3R e AR DG 48 2
> E W PRAR IR EE B ) ERR ) DA S H FRAK
BB 5T A2 € /1 ( Dunsworth & Atkinson, 2007 ; Gil-
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bert et al. , 2005)

U TR AL Z MO REA B T2 ) TR
TRIZ R PR o Ban, AC3 A T3 mT itk 2 o) i &
TR AT 55 W22 HE 5 AR A T 30 R A% X272 21 25 1 IRk
AR T A R RO — Y SCAS B AR A L, A
WA A E EARE S A A AR R, A A SR
2 E A5 B AL FE (Dunsworth & Atkinson, 2007)
HAah, B % F ( Dunsworth & Atkinson, 2007 ; Kim &
Wei, 2011) FFR: B AR RETY B 27 2] F Ff A i
TG B, SR U R RE ), SR RIS 5 244K,
FERETABR A ERGE b, A€ 1 R13R 5 HRE 1Y SR8 34
FIBHCF R IS s ], A RS A 1) 5 (Kim
& Wei, 2011) ; 52 F 0] R e I d5c 5 B 0 gk s T
)4 ( Lusk & Atkinson, 2007) ,

SR, BT B Y e A SE RE PR
MIRCR 5 TAEG &L, A i A WF 58 (Clark & Choi,
2005) F B, B AR B8 77 AR B 1Y 2 ) BOR
IXBERIFFE IR I < o g 0 O e AR R B (B
FEXTACELAI AN AT R KW 5| 1y cit) , LAl A
2 F RS B AR S R A B 225G T

(=) RREI

R 7 S SCHR G 20 e AR BT Sy (g
P EHE) S5 RS 5] 055 Fi
R F WEASFPTFEAN, 55 61 T AU sR X AR
SRS R R T RS Y B SURTZE T A 855
SCREVAZEAE D vhol IR 58 45 = AN AU Y SE SR BT
MR BEHCA AR R K e . el an T

LA H S U R A

MICHRE , A R B E A TR
HIE) AR A IE R0 2] 0B BRI
0] 5 AL AR AR 38 2 2T Bl AL DA B e i 3 2% )
S5) o SR, KA Z 19224 (Gulz, 2005 ; Kramer &
Bente, 2010) M-I, i B 22 4 ¢ 1 4L 25 SCAL AT 52
X, BT AR 7 ) S o A 7 msioxt
“REE— ) F T Z R B S SRR R RS, &
Xof B AR AR e 7 R AR A T o

2. e m i

1 T ACRBOR B 22 e 5 31 52 e ek
) BB (AN AU SR iRk ) BRI T
iR PRI AN A S 202 AR B LR A %o 2 ) 5 SR 2
M) , SR T A2 ) A A G & S AR
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PP P A BR5E DL R AR BEAE X R R 5 R 7 (i
VER S0 B A SR & B9 PE YD) o Bz, S 1%t
RIFEEARGRAFIRA  ZICHFEA , T 2R A 7L 55
T 2 FRT A B AR I % foft P AR 5 BT 3t Ay
52 (Adeock et al., 2006) ) S5 32 X HAFFE 18 3L
HR e 0 I AR 2% 2 A58 w] R A PEIR , R b Fe AT
(2B 25 5 5 4k )Ry P4 BT 3 30 ( Veletsianos , 2009 ) 1
FEUESL R T S HUAR FEIS 45 &, F T 1 B 02 AR
IR UL B A SR AR B filt R 28 S Af
T A B P G E35E L7,

3. FETFICAEE SR LA A R D IR 5T

A AR PR 58 UG (A ) BT S5 U H
BOR B F WA IATIE b AT L, Bk UL, T
)27 2 FRIE (Ungd <8 sl AR T T XK ) L A2 2R Sk
O TGS, IE BB SZ WG, R 7R 3K A 1Y)
)R A 5 B U P TR ) R 5
ODE IBEEES S 514 5 3G A B S e 7E
LA ) BT A S AR, [H2, H R
I i 2 AR £ A 6, RES DL 4R
e T AR LR D IR R TG B,
I, RSB B H AN B LA PR AR I

1) FEBCFARF 2 A8 AR e b ST i A0

2) IR 2T A R AR,

ZRERF] RENFER E,

(—) FEHIIK

ST S A IS N A B AR, SN A RS
F14) STt AT T A B

— N E A NG R FIT 5. R
A BRI BE AR 22 RS T O SN R
A5 2 FRIE (T RS F R A A Y s R A
WA 7 2 2] B I8 St A 8 307 % 9 07 2 ( Brusi-
lovsky,1996) Ty , 2% A= AT DMEFI B 3l Ak 9 Fif
i AEUMET A, 2% 20 38 N SR A AT IR g 7 e
B LR BT S (N, S A R A B2
5250 s/ Ak ik, il a2 2 5l A S
2 2] RGAT R G ST R R F AR AT 2 A e
143K A 7 3 3 P B A, B R Sl
b2 ) F W Rk B B ORI IS B B

AR, 2 ORI S s v] LR S sl gl

o A RS HB B — A A R R Bl B A Y
(AR E R — Ui RGN BCE ) 5 s S
DN M 5 > 3 ey ) 35 T AR A% 85, I A iy B
B AR I B A 15 B

ORI E A AN A5 BT TS A
B~ o C M E 157 4 RRAE B 2 w2 2 R DL,
ARG 2] E R 2 ST IR . X A5
il A F DT AR B B, S R e R
PR IR R (BTG 3h) 15, S EAL R 27 > (R 5
5 i I D0 R B B R D PR A A
ALY (A1 Sy 5 S BT 2 RO RD SERT R B IR
AL S5 o A1 & 3079 R i Bt ( Brusilovsky , 2001) 45
P S R DR 1 R R R 7 2 A R AR R SR
38 B AR AR DG S, BV 3 S A S A
HIE N NI H -SSR o A SR R 5
PRI D7 =X, DOREA - B3 T L b BT A 3 T 4
PAR IV 2 | BEOt | 0 R RN B 2 1 2E 055 s B
N AEZIN I B NEA S RG24, 4
5 I NI 22 AR S | 38 D SCAR S BELA N B
T AR AR

BEAN  AERE S ANZ AL T B R, B 3 L AR SEBR
SRS WU S PN 25 S BT A, i T LA
FE B E M SR TP AR I X G fli
> BB R A HoA 2 ) sl K (A2 B
A AL ) I REARE IR RAE , 98 =l
VeBEAE e M ##H( Graf & Kinshuk ,2008) .

FI I8 o7~ BRGNS, B 1 A A ik
PSP BROD B W R I — A H S &, fI2E ) kA
I RS AR DL , 3 2 PR oAy 300 0 o o7 1 i R B 2L
R GUEAEAC B A A R H AR YRR
L BEEMI IR B A B AR S ITA
1, AT 2 456 B 22 AR B 27 > 7 9“7 2T XUk IR
R B RORAS 4RI o7 ) ShHILAE E il PR AR A
IS . R AR, G BT BOR A K, # 5)
5] A 5 A T MOk AT . T, R
RARITEELFRDL , A R W N A 38 0 7~ R G A
TR 73— R R

(=) X5 xA

WA 21 3 1 2 20 XU A FIRE ) I IR 2
TS ANIREL Y AN [R], B o > R 58 (EE 3
2R AT RASY R YR
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L T2 o] AR A [ 38 AR

5 2] Wk A Z2ME S, b A0 A0 SO0
ZIEMBH1E(Honey & Mumford ,1992) 25 i # . il
TR, 27 2 WAk 46 6 T BB Aff o — > N2 2T O X
UF AR LA T Ry RIS B B A o

WFFERH XA ] 27 > KU R 1, 7T DA g2
> U B ) O 4 w8 27 2 3 04 R 1A B (Graf &
Kinshuk,2007) . F 3 W27 > R GeA0 UM 5 i
I AR AN ] 2 >0 JRURS - 8 B RH N 1Y 20, A4
1) A8 IR ST R R B BT I 52 ) e
g By 2 i 2 5] XU AN DT E 1) 27 2T XF 4 2 2 X421
TCIERNE 2T X0 R SR 3) X 2 ) X R AT T A,
DI B AT G SR 2 ) S B 72 82, 7 R Al - )
ANR) 2 A HERE B G AT SR 22 2 W 4 .

R T A A ) AR R BRI
SIS N E R S s S AN S N (k==
A7k RG] KURS S A T AR
R, mAERE ML) |, B LUHAE B 580 =
KEE, JUFEC KRR B sh b2 e 7 >
WA o B, 27 ) 2 TR AT AR R W] IR
WrHsy o) KU o T3 A, ARl 2 2T %R n] DL o ~) 25
PEAT IR ARG o 2R R HE IR A AT THY 7 2T XUk

JE S8 Fn 3 ¥ )8 2 (Felder & Silverman, 1988)
P& P IO > 4 B R 2 ) XU < 1) B 32 3/ TR A
PUESY2) St/ B ;3) ML/ T kAL 4) I
Fp/ a2 Ja o B R 2 2] KRS R 2 v B ax g A4
YeRE , AR A I 1A AN E T E

DL A 5625 2 WA I I, #F4R vh T — Rk 1947
R (BN, 27 2] 35 U5 0] B AR 2 2% 2 X4 i)
] B o SR, 3T AR R A BB A R B AT S B X
(S ) Wt ie =2 3 e, SMEXREHE H
52 QAT I E TRAR , LUART R 7 [8] A ] 26 24 1)
PG T By T 2] E A X TG By ) R B, W]
DUA S R R 27 2] 5 2 ] WA R . ARG
X RS WFFE ( Paredes & Rodriguez, 2004 ) , R T &+
T AT WA, i A T RS T 20 e 2
WUt B T2 2 AU S S R R BIE S, H RIS #T2
FPARFEM, ITAER I 2 AR B oAy OG22 2] A%
A5 B E A TR A, TR AR, H A 24 A4
1105 R G mlic s 22 2 05 AR — 30 R
F IR RHZ A2 2 WA L5k o A RLR AR YD 5
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( Graf & Kinshuk ,2013) iA$2 H—Fp& 1 1B 3 A%
> AR B EICA AR RL, B X B 3l 27 2k AR B
) EHARG T,

2. JETINHNRE T By B AR

CFWE) 55 62 T2l Ky, INHIAT 5E A AR IUATR
8L BN el A (R 3 TR R HE R T 45 )
NZERIINAIRE A6 TAEICIZRE T A2 HEREfRE
5L ARAE R OTINFIRE Oy WL RE
T3 I HTRES) IMREETISE . HETINRIBE I Y B 3 N
BORE S BN~ & BN HIBE T, 2R FRAI T
BefE BN FEARIBE ) 17 ) F RS s

BRyb oAb S (Kinshuk & Lin,2003) #7548
PR R TAEICACRIA R RE 4R AT
A XTI TARICAZRE T 97 2 3, B3d W R GEv]
PLs/D PRAR AR A , DR 03k 28 B AR 1O AH S 1 5
[ Ff 07 22 B3 /L B ELAA 18y P 2, 5 0 mT P A %
B, X T TARICIZRE I my 5 2) 3, i S 3
SRR O BR A, BN N A A Rl B N A AR R

B (Jia) 55 55 52 Y — T RORT A LB 1 B
N RGO X RGEREE R OWEE T L id
10 RAE R g g HERT AR RE
To MR ) F AL 2] BRI, 33X S AR E ) LA
Loz B FIEOK O %8R i B #R A5 AR I 5 [ 1)
B AR T — b J e B 4 2] R i [R)
BRI 2 A AN RE )7 B AR B

T3 — P E S AN RTRE I 0 07 B A LR R
FEAT Jy 2 B L HE KT, LR 1) 72 B v e AR SR ( Kin-
shuk & Lin, 2004 ) 42 H #7A 045 iE 45 AU ( Cognitive
Trait Model , fij K CTM) o X & —>if i 5 2 2 ik
HIBE S ik 27 ) F A B R & IR AIBE Sy T
VEICIZRE Sy AN HE AR T Ak B RE FHIBR AL~ ~) g
To INAFFERY REFIAT 27 2 Ak B, S b4 e 177
AJEGR, DMERN AR Rt i, T AW
INHIRE A L, BT LI R G T LIRS SR K —
BRI R XIAHIRE ST O R T2 S B TE R
GEAT O M RE I #E T BRI SE BA,
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Abstract: This article includes three paris. The firsi part expounds the connotation and origin of “teaching a-

gent” and “adaptive learning technology” (also known as “adaptive learning system” ). The second part discusses

the theoretical basts, application effect and future development of “teaching agent”. The third part elaborates the im-

plementation , classification , application environment and future research direction of “the adaptive learning system” .
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