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%ﬁj%ﬂl%&“&‘”’gﬁﬁﬁ'* T I & 2 P AR Ausebel, 1968; Novak & Gowin,
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.Fe E F P %*f%ﬂf@i_ﬁg“gj@% FIHRUE ORI U R
PAFTH T A Fig%’r%ip =R Hﬂj R LR
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Alaiymola, & Okebukola, 1990) » (i’ l}[‘ﬁtrﬁiifgl%ﬁg URRE R B F’—‘[ﬁ
s *'*]E' & Z=FF (Markham, Mintzes, & Jones, 1994 ; =i FHr > 5 78) < Willerman

E‘H?FH LN i !5" ['Ej#fr’[ﬁ'l* E’E—’ﬁElﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁfu (Willerman & Harg, 1991 ; =S
g @%ﬁ @8%’*wﬁW?;@@%gﬁﬁm—w<£a@~@m@’
S8BT 5 I I N 89) -

#r?F‘]é , ﬂlﬁ"?%ﬁiﬁ[ﬁﬁj,ﬁl_ » SIS AR R
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Applying Hypermedia Assisted Concept Maps to
Construct Accounting Inventory
Teaching Material

Chei-chang Chiou, Hwa-shan Huang, & Jia-hwei Hsieh*

ABSTRACT

The hypermedia assisted concept maps use hypermedia assisted to expand two-
dimensional to multi-dimensional concept maps. Through sorting and recombining
knowledge, the difficult and complex knowledge is extracted to put in the other
dimensions to simplify the complexity of representation. For the general learners, they
can learn simple and clear concepts in two dimensional maps; for superior learners,
they can learn those concepts in depth and width. This study uses the hypermedia
assisted and Novak concept maps to construct accounting inventory teaching materials,
and further compares the learning effects of these two teaching materials and analyzes
students’ learning satisfaction. The sample consists of 69 students from two classes of
Management College of National Changhua University of Education. The two classes
are assigned to be the experimental and control groups, applying the hypermedia
assisted concept maps and Novak concept maps accounting inventory teaching
materials respectively. The results reveal that the learning performance of the
experimental group is superior to that of the control group, and most of the students in
the experimental group are also satisfied with the hypermedia assisted concept maps.
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