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T L RR-iE R i i £ st p Norman ¥ Skinner (2006)% & (g + 2B 3 £ £
(eHealth literacy scale) > £ 8%Z » 45 * £ s F 528 £ o 4P ¢ 7 ! LA g 4oie ARt

A3 ed b2k SR 9 F JR(I know how to find helpful health resources on the
Internet) ~ 2.5% Frig 4ofe f] # e K f2 F AN HF & 8 i B REE R° 48 (T know how to use the
Internet to answer my health questions) ~ 3.3% Iri;éi Pefr oy TR T B E E B 2 R B IR
i# ch 3 R (I know what health resources are available on the Internet) ~ 4.3% Fr3f Je i+ oizg
TS PG i fe 22 i B e hF R (1 know where to find helpful health resources on the
Internet) ~ 5.0 Frig hofe I * et F P Pleni@ e 2 i B REE T ok Fe4 p ¢ (Tknow how to
use the health information I find on the Internet to help me) ~ 6.3% & & 3% g b @ # £2 i
B 188 F R chdk e (I have the skills I need to evaluate the health resources I find on the
Internet) ~ 7.3% i¢ JE S 5B PR AT E R WAE T R A RN RE & F 07 (I can tell
high quality from low quality health resources on the Internet) ~ 8.4 3 3 & 11i& * it 7

Wi A 3E # R i B e 2 (1 feel confident in using information from the Internet to make
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o st 1
| The conversation focused on the generation or validation of claims or explanations.
JEA R e ERE AL RN R B %R
) The participants sought out and discussed alternative claims or explanations.
Jad R gFE L BT ANLES B
The participants modified their claim or explanation when they noticed an inconsistency or
3 discovered anomalous information.
Conceptual FHER -RAEFIRLF o JeL g T HA%RA R
and cognitive 4 The participants were skeptical of ideas and information.
aspects EA R HEZ o L R RR
PLA B . ; ; ;
’ 5 The participants provided reasons when supporting or challenging an idea.
JESR AAFAPR- BREFEHR KT
6 The participants based their decisions or ideas on inappropriate reasoning strategies.
e Road s B0 LAY R ndeh Hox
The participants attempted to evaluate the merits of each alternative explanation or claim in a
7 systematic manner.
i B g R e N A BEF AR AR
The participants relied on the “tools of rhetoric” to support or challenge ideas.
§  hmE R AT BRI Ltk AR POR
*or ol B BN SR e iE
The participants used evidence to support and challenge ideas or to make sense of the phenomenon
9 under investigation.
Jaad B ¢rR*FRALIFoPREZ > MTfED AN A SRR
10 The participants examined the relevance, coherence, and sufficiency of the evidence.
P R g ARSI M BT e A
Epistemic The participants evaluated how the available data was interpreted or the method used to gather the
aspects 11 data.
Frah AR E AP T g R d B B en 2
The participants used scientific theories, laws, or models to support and challenge ideas or to help
12 make sense of the phenomenon under investigation.
AR HEE s R EAEA R F PR B2 AR AN 4
The participants made dlstlnctlons and connections between inferences and observations explicit to
13 others.
JER R A HIEE R E Y il B
14 The participants used the language of science to communicate ideas.
N fiéwpkiﬁ“ﬁ%
15 The participants were reflective about what they know and how they know.
R R R LB P AR P e A o
16 The participants respected what each other had to say.
e BB E g
Social aspects 17 The participants discussed an idea when it was introduced into the conversation.
kg B BRERI CEEF L ESL gHRERRE
18 The participants encouraged or invited others to share or critique ideas.
L L e T
The participants restated or summarized comments and asked each other to clarify or elaborate on
19 their comments.

JEdEgEY ARBLL SR AR EFAEeEP E Pl L

D. 3> % #-01 SPSS R #47 T AL R LG AR R A R R D2 B A IR R
EFF B HAH AR AMAARN AR AT N BRAT T RER S

0.05 -

P R RRERARR (R Y ek F L RS R RE HR L L A Y
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()% ¥ 1 + % (Teaching and Research Outcomes)
1 BB SR ER TR

2T AP REAFRE L LARGRL TOEAEREIRFLL > LR 22 AT RP
em ot LG HEAREATF o B At IS YRR EE T LHEL T P
RN  HFEITCERAVR BEFR S W ABFITRE i e G (0~ SRDE G

AR BRI AEREFLE >0 B e RHwFFTE

%7 ERE S D EA TS U R N AT RREEEL A
2 =% 0 (N = 40) P8 ke (N =36) the T
b1 e B v y
hE Ton  BEL TmE pELi 16 p
5 i8] 2.88 65 2.81 62 _ 475 636
B B gk
s 3.08 62 3.03 56 348 198
98l 3.24 50 3.44 49 1762 082
LR % &
i8R 3.46 46 3.47 48 148 883
T3 LR 0 iR 345 .53 3.47 .56 098 922
if At is R 3.71 47 3.64 .67 485 629
0 B 2.71 .49 2.56 45 -1.321 191
w7
¥ PE. ¢ -
is B 2.93 .46 2.77 45 -1.596 115
TR A P 2.65 44 2.62 41 _314 754
L B3 fs R 2.89 42 2.83 42 -662 510
0 P 2.70 48 2.43 .57 2242 028
TR AT
i R 2.88 46 2.63 52 2023 029
i B 2.79 .75 2.66 .65 -763 448
IhTEIE S AL g
FERE &l 3.07 78 2.88 61 -1.189 238

*p <.05
2. R%EAHRELLHER R I LN-EREN - HREITH LR

. 44 ; 3 % 2 4 . . = A 2P 2L B .
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% 8 FHREHPEED P~ SR SHEA R T

R 5% (N = 40) ¥R e (N =36)

o 1 R

tie piE tie pE

i s w0 iR~ 18 iR -2.449 .019 -1.958 058

LRl % % ap-18 iR -4.791 .000 -572 571

T ERE-RE R A W p-18 B -2.915 .006 22.059 047
T IE G p-18 iR -3.388 .002 22.640 012
oAy S A L) 3 B | -3.920 .000 -2.482 .018
PR T I s w0 Rl 18 R -2.136 .039 -2.374 .023
TR AL € w0 Rl 18 R -2.873 .007 -1.981 .055

*p <.05
EARFKEH LW AL L3 LM-EREN - HETCLEFLENH

R-HAFA T4 AL EE T IO ERYL AR ERL T ST LR
EFH TS L REA T o g ARFEN A FE%’* Btk (dod 9 #r7) 0 BR AT LA
A thaTRzZpEAs b i 677~57TT(p>.05) 57 £ %18 (FplEs) B Rgn (SRE%)
LML L R A AL RN ﬁ?%iff‘}’ﬁ%.‘“ﬁ_%ﬁfr;o B AT EH-ER
WA XTI R FEEAY 0 A P E R AT AP R AT

BHREE REAT SRR P AR AR R > B L LB (F=5.00,
p=027); hE TR AN F2L oM L8 - H04 10 R A4 P E 2B ETT o
W B G PRIZ LT A R BLBRFRL 284 3) LTF L T
W B S AT R4 BT 284 PR R R RS A0 TR OTHBL > RE S BRD
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209 & wuly Rhk THY %L 4

AT KR

3B AME=4e pd B o F piB
L) .040 1 .040 .553 459
L2 % LR & R 11.085 1 11.085 154.804  .000
PRk 3 K 013 1 013 175 677
] 1.040 1 1.040 4.618 035
T LR
T3 - | 7.128 1 7.128 31.664 .000
T P
B i i
IR ROl P | B
968 1 968 4.302 042
EE YT /F'J
K] 021 1 021 138 712
hEiE G Eok AR TS| 4.320 1 4.320 28.916 .000
JE RS T IEE ah p 047 1 047 313 577
*p <.05
210 & ewispls s 1R
7 A3 kR AT = 4e pd B el F piE
w0 B 11.102 1 11.102 156.812  .000
E LR B %) 360 1 360 5.090 027
=S 5.168 73 071
w0 B 7.127 1 7.127 30.291 .000
A
‘ ] .095 1 .095 404 527
B P it
=S 17.176 73 235
w0 B 4.522 1 4.522 30.552 .000
hEiE G K] 156 1 156 1.054 308
WA 10.805 73 148
*p <.05
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