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[#HE] EHEFPREASEGMAEDTERAEN DGR —AE R A4Z, B, EMRAZTEM EEDAME,
ORI BT RS BEBRERXKERX, HARZGALETY, TRYEF AN TR, B,
HRERIEHRA LG XE G HA Qe BA) AMrE—MA, Ah, TARBEAEH IR LY, 2HEEFH
K FUHARTRAR, ARAZLENEHAR, KRARRE LS SHBEMGEEA (MM-R) £EF
X, AAERFRELET, ARKRAETRL, KA TEHEAENEYT, LB ETAHE. AERTHEMeIR
ARG FTROTE, ARHRALEEFHRERE RS A, LA, AP —AHTHE 25A) , %A
MM-R 7ik; % —#Ai=daE (23 A) , HRAEGEHEBEA (C-R) Fik, & FHT, MM-R 7 ikay 50808 2K
RASLAEGEY RN, BT R, AEE DHEME G RIPE D4 EHK,

[X4kia] SHE-. HEHRBEA. SEXEEA, UFRET. ABREIXMEG

Abstract: Fostering students' critical and creative thinking is a key educational goal. Art courses emphasize both
artwork creation and theoretical knowledge for identifying artworks. Traditional lecture-based teaching often lacks
student-teacher interaction, affecting learning outcomes. To address this, researchers introduced interactive
technologies like robots. However, without proper guidance, their effectiveness may be limited. This study proposed a
mind mapping-assisted robot (MM-R) approach for art courses, using a quasi-experimental design to evaluate its
impact on art appreciation, digital painting creation, and critical and creative thinking. Involving 48 university students
in central Taiwan, 25 formed the experimental group with MM-R, while 23 in the control group used traditional robots
(C-R). Results showed that the MM-R approach significantly enhanced learning achievements, digital painting
performance, and critical and creative thinking.
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tendency
1. #T%

B BN RALIE T R AIER BN B T A fo 00 S, WAL E M T ERL T 2
HE B, REONARFFLEGENET A, AL THEELEN T, 3 LR8I KRR
35 % M & £ (Ulger, 2018). & EATHKF 094k, FATRNH LHIF R LG, R RF T
I IE ARG, ARBT, SHEMAERRA ST RAEAMER S, O IEEH
AR BT AR, BRAKFIENEQHEBRXRNHKRZ LY, TRYEZALSY
SRS AR, B AR P45 3 2 PP B B 4F(Le, 2023; Lukaka, 2023). KA #ER T RA
MR, BRI FER LEFTHYEAROBBARN, FHEIIE, KT AN RA LR
B R AR SRR S H X 4. AR T, BBEAMPHAEARIGIRF LA TLE, DA ELE
B AARRRAE ), R, AREHEFRNT, FAEALHRZ A HIRE, TRIFUZIEHEAL
# e, FE L HF w3 (Chiu & Hwang, 2024; Ospennikova et al., 2015). Z 2 &R, K&
wd O BMAEEA (MM-R) #Fk, F9FAEAEZBRBNT XAKFETNE, SHHE
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CAE R RIRIT W AR AR S o AFTR G A4 MM-R 7 ik #8478 . Sz 4]
feo WPV RIS I B AR H R, 3% A0 M BT T MAAIRE H AR AL
(5) ALK BEA LIRS (CR) Fiktark, SHBMHMBEA (MM-R) 7 EEEY
AT 8RB A C-R T ik?
(6) 3% CR7i&Aat, MM-R 7 X & #iz 8 E A7 @ R G54 C-R 7 k2
(7) $& C-R 77 ikAatk, MM-R 77 /2 A& B 118 77 d & T4E75 C-R 77 42
(8) ¥ C-R ZikAark, MM-R 7 ko fT 3| 2% 7 @ % 54275 C-R 77 k2

2. XEKE R
2.1 RAMBAGGETHEKX

WFR, MBEALEKF T RAARRAAL R, CEFART T EOBRIARLAE KEE
Bho BEHFEDF, MEATUELLN, XFLAXBH, AAES. AEREHNKF
FAAMR, ATRE, MBAREKRE T HBARBRT M, RAFAGRAEZSLE T F R
X (Altin & Pedaste, 2013; Benitti, 2012; Chang et al., 2010). £&HFHF T, BBEARMI T4
RAATHNEBATE, THAMR., TERETETRRAE, B2 E0HR, AERHETHHR
MR RAGAE S o FARAGH, MEAARNFALAZHULBEREZA T AR EXE ), M
ARBT, A ABBEAGNEZSEE ZHIBAE, RRESANSETEE, HEHFEEN
BOGERE, ARG RS AL, MEAMYPE T ZRMLMAANE K, #EF LB LN (Cuietal,
2022; Hu, 2024) 9k, R TSR RLF. DU MERBEREFFET LY, FABEA
RIABLGMALEE RIESFANRDBREFZFATDE T, LEZHBETERLS
Fn 3k LA AR (Engwall et al., 2021),

2.2, % &

S E Rt (Tony Buzan) 74 1970 SF A A8, MR AR —HAF AL T L,
FHIE, SHFEA—MANAFHGITE, RARELTARG T XFE Y Ha8NE
NE. FRBET, SHETHAEOMSELARENE R, ¥HFEHEELHE T, L
e ML E NE, BILEAEM T4 (Edwards & Cooper, 2010; Kinchin, 2014), b9k, &%
REZEEE S FB A fr R MM B, RmRA RS, AEFIFEAR, ©
FEGRRAAAZEHEREAER TR RMAAER ), TEFFE IR, LRI
A, CHBEEREAFEAGERAFRES, FOHPEAREIFTETPOIELE, TRE
#t4#745(Tseng, 2020; Zubaidah et al., 2017). FF X & A, &4 B feAF LR T, A A5k HLF)
M EEEA MG REAE, RAZHALEFPHEZITL, CHEASAREITFER,
HEARVIERDTERERE R, EEPFMLY, ILAELSFoRILME kMR T &5 45N sE1E
Ao sbsh, FH4E, SHEAESEHFBERFTTEE ), THERAZAGEESTHER )R
£ 8 X B (Balci et al., 2006).

3. SHEMBIMBAT X

B 1RETTEMMBEANEE ZGEH, %7 %18 Kebbi Air 4h8F T B 45, ARIEHET
REWZHFNEETER, ZAROSHEFHEM, Wi, NEKEEE, #E
THE, BRXTHBURKE T B, §AABBEERETHBOEARAZEO LR EA
I, AARGEMBEALP, HFEFREA PPT HAAETHE, EAKF AP SH—HEH
PEIXNAHT, HAFAEKRTFZERK, KFAHFELUHLEMBAEAEERE K. FEE, Kebbi
Air F AHFRBABLABFIRS, WwETARNRDN ., BHizhBESAHEEREFLHIR,
TRUESBRELHRES Y SHENERET, b, CLBSE S BZMOHARAELYNE,
il e B Ko

AHF AR Kebbi Air f AR EHBEA, BBME L HFE A THEIRLIINRAREIR.
KAEEAT, A TR F IR HEF A B DI SR A N AT AR B GG A KR, e
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REBER R, BRFERAEMBSE, T80 NEHEEZARMERERIA, AABBANT
BB, FATREBATR, MAEREY A, LETERME, HFHEEAET 2R
AUk A

oMme
Shident Teaching Material
| m r Database
= - * Test Datab
U\ ‘\c‘é L :
Video Database movie
e - o Mot e
(Kebbi Air S) T e B Six categories of artworks
Programming laboratory
‘module
B 1 48
1.2 .5E #F X

KA 5. 5% Bybee A= Trowbridge (1990) #2689 SE # F B A AT S F X3, A 0K
BB B BB (Engagement) . 48 % (Exploration) . f##% (Explanation) . 45 %& (Elaboration)
Fa3F4% (Evaluation) , 5 & 7T /& 548 £ F 8 42 op 18 18 F B\ IR 47 F (Trowbridge & Bybee,
1990). #F5L kB, AFFFHEH AN SE X ERARA ZRAE WA RAAENR BHME, &
i SE 09 BIRAE X, SATEFBZRAEY, MRS EBAZ PR, (28 KL EMIH 03
3% #(Koyunlu Unlii & Dokme, 2022). B 2 &= T & 6S4 B s X A8 SE HF X+ A
RAF B A SE R A HELAZ W EHF, BEFAETHRZENE TR, B8 KB 7%
Wk B, MRS AR, TETHERLEGETAMER. KA, HFEBEE ANET
ARG, FHFAFBEYRBLEELE HRE, SERFH AL AMAF LA T OHMBIR
HERX, BBLPLHRED, 51 FE4LRR, FRABRANRKEMAE, RELALIHE
EUNSRERNEFT ES, AFARXHEA SERXAREREALDY, BAFEIME T B RHz
HERER S, AFHEHWOIITIe T Rk

(1) BE (RBEAHFE)

A S A, AR SHEMKEAS., FRLEME., TESAHFZAELES, 5
FAEZ,

(2) Tk (AEBAZHEHNT)

SABBEEARER LR ZAAM IRk, TREEMF R RFOMA, FEH—MBF—%
(R

(3) M (AMEALD), $4& RN SKEH)

TRESEMERALH AL R KB (GitMind) ST EME T Sk, @I EH
MEFRBREAR, TRCHETRAFRSF. =HANEREY ZHBEEALSD, TR
FOTRGT ORI BRI A, AT T 2B IS A S E ORI,

4) #EE (FBBBANBLERKEFREF LR LELE)

A A R E AN B4 TR T AIE, BB ARE ABAL M F 5 5 4 A,
EAFRFERAAD TR, T, RTIERY, RIAEM D LR

(5) F4F GEBAEEFBRIARELHFE, FEL QLML)

FET BB ANRAZIE TR, AR F AR E ARM QR AHT AR B K1,
Hon e ARALEHRE, FEMEKL% A Chang 5 (2022) , &4 12 BRI,

4. ARFLHI
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AR B ESSHBOERBEA, WA LHREFLEERKTRA . Bl2E T AHE. A EHR
A AP TR EROTE, HARAKRFBRIEN R LT 7, FAERN R Z EHEA
(kR E &R, BREEN, IR, MELET. BREZAFHEAETR) . REEHER
VESudF &, Fmgaritst. 284, FEAI ., TRAMLZARE T L, $@8:BEFE 5.
Kendall’s o425 & &4 #5471 (ANCOVA) E/THFE o
4.1. R A

AFRBAEGHEPIAEKRS 48 LIEM B MMA RN =FUE L, FHF# 20 £ 21
Ro SHENBHERE (25 A, KA MM-R #Z:%) Aizdlsa (23 A, #RMA C-R#EEX)
MR L+ S F X ERKPERE — KRR,

4.2. Ko 42
B 28T T KR, $—8, FARKEHINTRE T AR, AE T ARG A
HRGEEROMEARCEEAENSR. FoEF T8, RTRERSEER, FRERAY

SE #Z R0 AN B . mA—E, FAETEH RAALA], EE A Z D HILIH M E 4
A, EA2HH,
B2 Bt

9 ¥ 4 (N=25) 154 8 (N=23)
[
AR B A (D58 A RQ)E B4 Q)b B4
FAEL]
B E A ER
—
AP A BB A B A — AR BB A B E X
LA AP £ (3135 3. 4) LA AR £ (34 35 $.48)
24 ks (4 < 2 $)) 248k fL (T B F 2 #)
3R B (s A B o H7) 3. AR e (1know $ B 4) EZi&:ﬁ
AR A (BN E F A ) 4P R (B R FHEE) Wit
SR RE S GBI 4E) S F PG AL MEEE)
—~ ~—
B A (DB B R QfBHEEH QA EH DEERL F128

B 2 ThRAHE

4.3. A/ F LA

KA G2 H AT AR Rz LA 10 SF ol B3R PEBROKME, AATEELE
BT E SRR BB DR A o AR A EATE Y o R IE A A B B G EA R
MAEEM (AR IR, BEEH., B ZRF) , ATAREA 254, #5100 4, KR20
A5 % 0.74 31 0.82, ATRIFFAE S A 69k MHsniK, 04 0% AT B 142 2 A& 20%E A7 B AL 1
REBM RO R RS, KA HERE ARG EETIRIN BAGE AL HERADM
W, A& DM E M A% A Lai 3 Hwang (2014) , &4 67814 B, flde [ K EHRM A
AALB A MR |, #& 5 B Likert ® %, Cronbach’s o % 0.80, = & N3F— . #AIME
BT M A4 B Lin F (2019) A& Chai % (2015) , Fl4R#k 5 B Likert %, .4 678
{58, 4o [ 22 F8EP, KELEBITFNEAL R |, Cronbach’s fi % 0.83, HAz4eE
BIVESF ) AZ %7 % B Lai 3L Hwang (2015) 89 Z8h X &R R EF A2 %, @R 333 #
REARARER, Fo0hBE. =M, ALATAWMREE, £785483Fy (1 4R
1%, SH®&®) , AHFE-FHARERE . 354 K69 Kendall’s ofE % 0.925 (p<.001)
AU M & E— B M.

5. &%
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1. FE k3
RAF AL A B AT £ BOM(ANCOVA)EAT T A ABR ORI, 4-I% (Learning

achievement) &9 AT Al = 4% 8] 5%, Levene W < 4 RBAT 7 £ Rl H MBI AMER (F=0.162,
p=0.689>005) , RAREEHE ARy fLBEEZ LR, EFHFAAHER, k| iR,
ﬁ%fz%]ﬁiﬁ'l/n\%:%ﬁ%ﬁ EEm (M=79.68, SD=13.61) 9% H m A BAEIEA 548 (M=
63.65, SD=16.66) . 4L 2 HE k£ E8E (F=12. 827 p=.001<0.01) ; #J/&ME (52
%0222, R, A MMRHKZEOF A EEKNRT B TR EBEEZEAEA CR
HEERNEA,

&1 MALFE Mt e R H oA (ANCOVA) &R

Mea Adju
Variance Group N SD sted F n’
mean
FER 4R 25 79.68 13.6  79.66 12.82  0.222
1 7**
2K 2
FH A 4] 40 23 63.65 166  63.68
6
** p<0.01
5.2, B¢ . BEE

AR BT 8 H 5 M(ANCOVA)EAT T 2 AR E AR« ARIE A 1% 1 B2 48 &) 09 AT B F= 14

B, Levene AR <& RBAT 7 2R E MAEZAMER (F=0331, p=.568>.05) , &%
WAATR I mBAE £ R, FERTHER, REMERGET, TREEA awu%wﬁmu A
m%*%%%\%4w 1BAEE K 0.65; HMA-FH A 425, BEE A 074, BB
BRTEEHE,H (ANCOVA) . 4k 377, £ (M=4.83, SD=037) #A & L4k
ﬁﬁ@éﬁﬁﬂ%#&«h%léﬂ (M=4.13, SD=0.89) . M4 {4 E’«M?fiﬂ'tﬁﬁ_l:éﬁf%ﬁﬁ%#“ﬁﬁ
M (F=12.734, p=.001<.01) , #&IE (57 %4 0.221, &% 22.1%49 8] & D418 & &
VAR #% E AR, & REBT, éﬁ":)ﬂ MM-R # % aﬁ—é’amiﬁﬁ'}a/uﬁﬁizﬁiﬂﬁ#\éﬂﬂCR%M”
FOF A, BT, MM-R HZ AR A ZE T REAIE ) ERA L ARG ZAME T
MR fR R AR 7

k2 WA NS EEeYEE R, (ANCOVA) &%

. Adjus 5
Variance Group N Mean SD ted mean F N
25 4.83 0.37 4.82 12.73 0.2
@ 3= 41 23 4.13 0.89 4.14
** p<0.01
5.3. #A &

AR AT % HOM(ANCOVA)EAT T A AR AR BR o ARIE D) bE B2 AT 8] Fo 15 78] 2 3,
Levene # & BT 7 £ B B B HEAMER (F=0358, p=.553>0.05) , %BAM4LLATAH
ABFERE, R REBRER, REREELG, TRAMIE D %nu RME-FH K421,
KZEEZ 5 0.65; 1EHI4L A 4.59, if‘“’ﬁf—ﬂ%osso AT B HF % 554 (ANCOVA) .
dmk 4P, RGP T F B ﬁ’f%:_%léﬂ (F—11.377, p—O .002 <0.01) , }s‘u@%ﬁ
(n?) ;:.%0.2020 p)%]méé'a FRE-FHE A 481, =5 ME 415, 4 R8T, MM-R %% %
oS AR EATE R Sk, "‘4’an‘1’ﬁ%ﬁk’}3@fﬁﬂ#§ i —F AL MAME j:;a
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% 3 MapLF|E B E L o4 (ANCOVA) 4%

. Adjus 5
Variance Group N Mean SD ted mean F i
25 4.81 0.36 4.78 11.37 0.2
P B o 7 02
12 ) 41 23 4.15 0.77 4.17
% p<0.01
5.4. 12 4 F A/ EX RS AT

Levene M2 B 7 2 F) A B EAAMER (BE: F=0.701, p=0.407>0.05; =H: F=
0.120, p=0.731>0.05; &%: F=0.006, p=0.937>0.05; ZH: F=0.737, p=0.395>0.05),
EOAEE T EART, MEMGIET, TRAE [BE | G 0aal-FHn s 448, 128
£5078; =M ] £3.18, 1Z®Z A 154; [E&H] BH342, 12EEK155;, 48] %
330, 1B Z % 149, =4 E S W B E 69T 0 BAREZ 50 A 43542 1.07, 2.83 4=
1.70, 2.96 #= 1.46, 2.89 #» 1.53, #EATEH T EEHK 24 (ANCOVA) #, &RETERA
AL EAMEN R LB FIEA A (BE: F=4.663, p=.036<0.05, n°=0.094; =HH:
F=17332, p=.010<0.05, #2=0.140; 3&: F=7.672, p=0.008<0.01, 5?=0.146; F4:
F=8.853, p=0.005<0.01, n”=0.164) . %R %%, MM-R#ZFZRFHF AL LRI ENA
Bl AR, BT RAERZE T AMENRABEZIEAIRA C-R K E Eayi=H 4,

& 4 MAF BT ARG LS EH S (ANCOVA) 4R

Variance Gro N M SD Adjus F 0
up ean ted mean
5l 4.2 4.663" 094
. 25 6 0.71 4.25 663 0.09
® z 3.7
- 23 ' 0.77 3.79
) 48 8
5l 25 3.9 0.91 7.332" 0.140
= 1 Bran 8 3.97
- 2 23 3.1 1.07 319
) 48 7 :
5l 25 4.5 0.68 7.672" 0.146
b % Er4n 0 4.49
x5 .
7 & 23 3.9 0.72 20
) 48 1 :
= EES
R 25 4.4 0.66 443 8.853 0.164
s Bh4a 2
] B 23 3.8 0.79 3 80
) 48 0 :
*p<0.05

6. 3%

AR E MM-R %5 %, $&BEFTRIRALHFELBRT, BaeTAME, AT

BHEAR RPN EEOHE, ERERBET, TREE LR T @HBAEIEA KA, MM-R
HEFRZELHCHEESEHERA, AEARAZFABEILY, BESFHILERBETHRT,
KEZYU R A, SHESEBRAELSTIR S S AZM, RGIAEDHETHAE YK
R, Rdn, AFRHLAHEZFREXRLARSHIREANL, AEE K12 %X FHALMAR,

237



GCCCE 2025
EHRART R ERAHT AL, BABRIE AT, 35 N RICHA AR A 4
SRR

#
AR B AA TR E I H, TE4%%: NSTC 113-2410-H-025-042-,
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