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WRHIFAE, RN R EREFN: “HEEERNEF
, BOBERANYRMBRT20 . HXLyEnEfima
PR IR, AR E A A T " ( Wangner,1994 , 38 8 T1)
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By (Juler,1990) B £ BIWR4E 9, B IE IR P ERIEH, K
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ZHAHE P WA CAERASRGIRT THRB KR,
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R FENINB THRE XIS H " (simulated interaction)
M, A B R A — M E S ERATEF
W AT ST 2 S BB E XU, HR LB A B 1B R B
AZH.” (guided didactic interaction) , %2k F¥P ) ( Garrison
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BB Y XA N AR, b 2f AR AU 2 [A] #) 32 EL
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o 45 R ) O T JE R B9 . IR I R P BT 1 3
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REEE AP R B BRI, R REE S
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&5 Bl Y XM E 1k & 89 LR R 0o

L RE

BRI ANRPEKPHFEES
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Ry B 8 R MR R A  BCA R S MR A
(FEH)#ATIHEIT RN WA — T BEABE LA ER
B, PR M E E R AT T . B — BT
BT iE A EN R RGBS I, LR DL
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oms ) ZEAkk , K B — B IR T E SE I NEZRAIMNZE
JRE FEEWTEE T RAEAFE B B PHIET

—EEEEIMBEITH EHES S (McCrosky and
Richmond, 1992) , B3 18 53t R F %k Bl t: 1R A 28 AR Py 38
FRERREARRINGRHIT G224 2 WA E W5 H, AT BE
SRAFESHIMZ L FE, KPLORKEIEN, 7ER
FHFIE TS R ) B R AR )G B iR
Rk 2 Wi — B ), AT AR T A 2l B
B, T ELAT LASR 22 A B M SERRER FAlAE 51— TP 32 Y
bl (Slavin, 1995) , TEXEFHXMESIF, RETRTHHY 2
ESREZHNREENT HETHEINZ ML E,

HIREHEIE—/NFFEE R — BN ZE R TS5
BB 2 2 Jr A, 2 A S 2 AR 2 JHT B AC B RIS A S U
ZIBI RS KF , EH R A S T BUOK PR TR R R T
TEBFT A F IR, il Rk TR E 52 Z [
REMFEA SN Z A 3E 53T LR KR % T 3
RmE ERIRBET HAR M A R ERER S HI AL

e 2D .
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2. WG T AR RN REERT

PR, St T R S 22 T R R 2H AN
BAE AR LB SR ESEINRZRZE
R, EMRICC A IR R I NFEH R A
FEERIGHE, URTEX AR P AR FRFHHFE L
BOSRVE BN IR ¥ 5% I B ZMEKFRIZE,
FEANARIE BB, 205y 22 ST kR L 2 TR IR B R T O A%
iy , T L 38 3t ol Bl S 6 7 2R 90 RIS i 89 Java RRJF . B 35%
B R BT 56 4 R LIRS S B L B B, DL R
HA 3R N AR R Tk, SRR TR B iR
WEAESEANEZEWEE, R R RIS T LIRS
FIBETH R RIS, EIRBORER T X AR D 2R H
RICER . ST MRS, e ST 6 W 5 AL
FETRBAFTE Y, (B R R Z U ST ER U, BEHELT , b
S #HIMZ (87 A5 5B EERRRAK . BUEBI BRI 1, A
TIFERN IR T i B A2 LA {8 2 AR 71 R 0T B8 /0 b 5 U =22 8] &
A B RED T AT EA L T RS T, AR~
J1E BRI AT AT AL R AN BT B9 B AR AR 2 LB
TEREF k. PESHREZ RN ERERTLIR/ME, DR
TETEVRFR B 1 AN 25 TR 18] 9 L2 HF LA B A TR R A A TE
BAHENF PN EN RA BT ATk, Bk
A AU, TER ST B 28  J7 s, RK 2R ST B SR R e e 2
HHEINBEZM LR R FEEE 5¥EZ RIS
AN ST 28 H 22 B /IMERE L T SE B

B 5 BUM 2 8 1928 B 0K P8 F R AR R R
B9, (BRI TE A BRI AL 3 B0 R 0 T 3 R 2
A GHIMZ B AT, FF B RIEFTRE BATR KT & 1
FHORGE, AN LR @ (BH 7 X, 8K 12 /)
) AT HIR 15 55 0 B TAE A B, 365 H0 M TIE AR
WHEAE T 52 & hBH UL IR B A B0 P R K 40
— B BB B RE A R AR, B DL A 2 A e i
&R aE . ZAEFIE (Adria) MRS R ( Woudstra)
FIBTFE R & ( Adria and Woudstra,2001 )8 . 1 2 &
T2 A 4R 25 R A1 R, 80% LA L Y [BIRBUAR AR B T #5645
O TG A R AR, NTIREE T 5T BEEA RN ¥4
S5#MZ BB A, AR SERRENCEE L TE
InFERAYET [E] o

3. FHEARH LK

H Ak T A IR M B A B AR TE A A UM 2 18] T 1 AR A
BEA RERE & F A2 BT REWHIT 5 E8ITZ
] 2 A g 2 2 B DA R B0 5 2 A 2 TR Y A2 L, AR X SR 13
AR R M T — &, T B — e A At X T
S BCR, EME DT BNE S ¥R BN ER S 0%
1, B, BSR U, RAFFE SRR L SR Z M B3
H, MRSWREH[E T ERBMEEIFIRERRL, BB
H AT b IR 28 00 2 T [ PR LK N B S W R GE AT



FibRARA  — RO LA LNELTE

kAR - RiEE

MBI —FF, ARSI WA Z MR E ARG T %
KW, 2 AR 2 FIR KRR BT RE A, T L2 5
b XK PR LR SWUEET REFENZ RS
(mantra, B 48 5 T A ) ( Roberts, 1998; Parker and Olgren,
1980), HZ, FEAREGLEFHEHMN LR KM IYIER
(Kirby and Boak, 1987) 38 , UM B4 #9:5 U LF250#8
RARGRHBENANS. WRSWAEZHRITRAR
K B2 A 2 A 2 RS2 T R AR A B TEMUR R/KF 1Y
EIFEBEEAFRLERNE . REEAFRES¥EZ
[ 22 B B0 RS BB 19 B K 22 e BRI A 3t , R BRI
MW ER T RIBETTEI POEBE T RERTE
Mo, AT HERWRIE” (side-talk ) ——TE2 5 0 B A
MR A FEHALG AT BB SRR FESFEEZ
BIMIZEEAE Tk, RATEIAEME AR (F P, Xt
54 Z T R TUE ST, BA BT
#9( Anderson and Garrison, 1995) , F¥E, H THRATE L3t
2T EEmRES A BER MRS NERH B BT
BEIME NLRIE REWHBEZERK, 2E 54
EHAE 2 IR S, MEREEERETE
Gy b, BUE W b iR AR TR LB A A FEEWE
R EES A 5 Z AN E R E SHUTZ 6
M ERE T HEE M.

4. BT MG ERE

LA TR E HLA IS A T SR S PR TR AR
Bt , W B AR AE T — Rt & AR B AR o7 SRR
B, BAAXMRERE SRS, B ER—1 02X 0 R
SRR . BT P AR ML 4 07 SR I A0 Centra
0 E-Luminate i 5 SIE R RE, EREAR T EHEE S
THT 55 5 6 ot SR P ) AT 5 5 L R R e B LR AL 2
AR, ZIFFn AR MAHRSRERREEESH
AR , -5 B8 S 1 58 4 ph W 48 SR AR ST R R B0k T A
el 22—tk BLHASE T R ALRE B B 2 e R R 3
TR B, ANTMERE T HRBEE B R8T,
T 5 B TRTER , ROR IR ARG 1 Ji Sfe J0 W 1 20 & B 4 Y6 8% ( CD)
HIA T AR A

AR PR R LW E B RERA AT RIS
W4 B a5 2R AR e ST AR T I SR B ST TE SR B A
B RIHEN AL T T R, eI
B2 B IT R A B A4S AT 2 43 B9 2 72 ( Anderson,
Garrison, Archer, and Rourke, 1999; 2000) , 31X ERE = /K
FHBAFE B LAY, il ERE F a0 AR 8 A1
HEFETFUTER, XML ERATRAETTREEDR
Bk G 2 W AC L LART BT ARG BB, 13X 32 B AT 1A
BRAARFFL R ARRIEINLSE R IR, XFE
KT 2R Z R R 22 H B8 1 R BE R A S T 2 1)
RIZZ B AR T AT RE, A BN FE A s A R R A B L S 4 T
A §8( Rourke and Anderson, 2002) , B] LA 5% & 43 FE F i

WHEAWERUEWRESEIARN NI ER
( Collis and Moonen, 2001)

X 45 SR R A N BB RERE
TR ANEA BT RN A A U 1 B 3B R BB 1t 2 Bp
SREWRA 2RV, FRXBFHARRIES " (Open
Digital Markup Language) ftHAF R E T — 1 M EF/E S A
FBNE R BRI S5 S, LA R AR B B
KABTERMNRBENFERRNTEMIF R WEET HRAE
FIIES AL IR (B Fe Rl #E4L) ” (ODRL, 2002) , FFHK
B FANBRE = (ODRL) B B AT LA # B A € B T8 =3
T, AR T S AU N A A B T
B A, EA¥EREN - MHAGTERES -
¥ 7R (Jim Greer) FIMBTE Saskatchewan K2 (HIER) #[F]
F1— R & T RS S8 B R 4 (I-Help system) ( Greer et
al. , 2001) , XTRGEAFE—MFHEEBLR— L
HoAth g2 A4 AT HOE I 5 THEAT OB AIAE , LLRAE
FEEA NFRZ R U B F03E B (I o HC At 2% £E 5 26 o F A 44
B ERIRAS) o ARG ST R 2 A A B 07 T AR B
FHEFMMETR, RLIBLEEE S BN NRERNRRER
&R 24, SE TR IR VIR 45 B 1234 W 2% F S At (T3
U RT . EIEAT LU, X RERTERAMBEREES %4
Z M E., T EIE TR AU FRIB BT I S AR, e
FESHINZ AN LA FE FEINAEZERIZER
HHE/MEZ

5. — M EIARLERAMENETEIHEX

R HRET RN RETEERERH FENE
HERZBELHMNE =A X TSNS R, XFZEATL
R 2t RN LUR R o

M2 —HE ST

B2 PR R A AT R P E R AN KIS S B
R——% I EMPUN AN Z 18] 958 B A B Al 5 3
WA ZRRILE, SR, I ETUSEINEEET AL
MR, L REMSEIE T, X EAEXEME 2
Do (AR SR FRE T B 89 3 By x4 2%
HEAT RSN EEHEA S R, L RAR U 562 S G5 RAGIE I
IXFRAZE AT AT —1 3R B 4% B[R] B9 286 F PO 4% 9 [R] 22 AL 52
FEERR (MR TR ENSE RE, & B
HEFAE) MR A TR A = (B 2 FEMNER) o

$23.



FReBA  —F RN AL LY LR

HHHE - ERA

RIS, RS S 5% R B oM. &
HEEIRPAZIAB L REREI LB IBRTLNEE
SRR, BR, XHMBAEREI X ER RS S MY
T BB AT I A R T B— A
G — WAV A2 STHERE . BB UL, B A % T R A
JEAR T L T — 2, R Ay B VA AT BB 4 R B
BEETH, WK, PSR ET BN AWML I HA R
P IEIR SRS BE B0 , B35 PR 40— SO AT TR ) RO BE
FHE P HI /N T 30 A 9% Sk FITE Bl 2 1 ( Turoff, 1997)
TR IER (LE 2 RAENELR) BRA KR KRR
BT ) WIARAE 9% 3] T BARITE S, e R R, 2RI
TRASEEIEESE S 1% T3 M IISE, U EM
R4 FSTR S A R TSR M I S B & o 24 T LAZE KR
B SC I S A B B S R L, T s A 4R A
BT EMAT DU A2 5 Bl B TR, 4TERRI SO
(MEEZEAS P RESSEMER R T) KPR —
T A 3 BT X 2 7 2 7 B 03 A AR AN T 3L 0 B
KT, AR EERAE R, RESENES SEM ¥
T AE RT3 ) A H R I . %R, T
PRI b T 7l — s FE X A 1A B A 7 P28 45 7 1
RIRE, L R RBE R B 2%, 56 22 R B0 L A AT B A BB Sy
23] {25 3) B S HFRNAT B B IR (Potter, 1998)

X HERR T MR AR ST & R Ay i
TR 3 PR B0 R B R R 3T 3% BT e B 0, 8
i X F R KAE B F PR,

£t & it

RSP ATR B A R, AR H A i
HE WL R B LA I W ANE AR R (1,
Jaspers, 1991 ; Saba and Shearer, 1994), {HE, EEE M@
HEEXHERHFE R T NNRITFRARZE . bk
B2 HELHREZET I RWEAC AT BRET
(Seels, 1997 Garrison, 2000) , T HE B AIEEE LT E
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Getting the Mix Right Again.An Updated and
Theoretical Rational for Interaction

Terry Anderson
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Abstract. We interviewed with Dr. Terry Anderson Last issue. We will introduce his theoretical rational for inter-

action

equivalence of interaction. Firstly, the article defines and evaluates interaction in distance education.

Secondly, it talks about the relationship between interaction and education, the models of interaction. Thirdly, the

author puts forward to the equivalence of interaction, and evaluates the level of interactivity. Finnally, the article

presents the applying cases of equivalency theorem.

Key words . interaction; equivalence of interaction; equivalency theorem
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