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g171] e Akl whe} WRT, S o)A Gl e ) o)
2hs 2o Zelus, AACE shve] 28 SRl Zo] A FE o
H1E o] Zo] vz Ao] glrlel Fad AT 20T AL =4 5
o) el 71 gl rsh a7k §A gl F2 WolsediliL, o] Y
=45 Balo] A7} ok ofnlg APSNE Aol B4 Fad
=3, Qe 05541714, A1E BAE AH]A(Social Network Ser-
vices, SNS)Z Tl EEE AREL 7]0] W el ge] Fu
olUigh 24 & 4 gl Haret 453 Ble] 250

AH|ET), o9} 2 A8l S} 28

==
sFstaL Ath(Leu et al., 2004). el 25 2ol I ¢l A A9,

Belglol Asln

18 I HA

2171 oﬁ ﬁ}ok— Awow eret 22 ol 3, ek BRE el
= 97) A7e] 7 Felolr,
A 97] A7} Fa3 ol fis Al AlelA TEA gilel 718
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7 ehgsteRe | Qi) SamlE 98 o A 2Rk - 1
SN R, 7% TS 91 ofe] B3 =8-S Ho} 9= e, Aol
s A delel v T A T raE vlase g Ak, 4
F 7o) A ofe] Algtol & 4 Tl 3718 s o wle] B
7] S S Tk 249 ANE ol olm, Betela s, of
gabain] Aolich FAl Ar) AloIA 4150l Tkt AnEs 4t

olalielar, H7Helm, ol g3 H 54t Raleh vl Sithsuahl erar.
1996; Wineburg, 1991), L&A THEA 97] AF2] 522, Ex7} the

@ ARE 74510 LAl L vBAolr] BAQ Bxm ks A

JE3} Althe] BFol] WEtEo], I 9] FojulS Eokll e ThEA ¢l

7] AL W 9] 9 7L ol AR Al Sl lTk! g &
] =

2
3
S
S
NG}
=
2
Al
©
A=)
EJ
o
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A
D
s
El
4o,
N
of
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g
I}eP7)EH, 2011: 54)”01E‘r l=e] R oleh vheA] otk ml=e] 2013
?i“’é* = 7}(NAEP)°11AH A #7ks A ool AA 283 5
"ol

M tHEA 97] 588 5023 w8 ZE 3 shE $H3IITHNGA &
CCSSO, 2010: 14), ]t v o2}, =4l S FH = B 7HPISA) A =
Al e7] 58S vAE 79k 3 =83 WrH9 9] shta st

FATHOECD, 2009: 28). THEA $71= St ALSlollA A} F=88kA vhfol

Ale A 244 Aotk

1 %LH«I THEA §171 # Ahs AEEAEA e A3 7 A (R, 2002), 24T
743, 2000), FEHLEA L o83 SR (M)A, 2014), HEEH= A% 27

JM B A= (Hh43], 2009; ©]6R, 2013; 5oL, 2013) B0l 3leH, o5
o2 wEIAP I APl ThEA 81719] e Sho] At wko] s

’3

TE

FAlolH

gl
w
h=
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T olefd BHEA] 9i719) S BRI, THEA] 917] ol 2]
ol 24 Hl 74 ZNE, sko me] Al Pale] melalaal gk o] AT

AT 47IE Soln 1, oz AT Wake zRFo M A
el AaE s T o197 9 g D ek ) 7)ol
sl shjel o] | 4= glrks HollA] elel} 9,

I1. ThA] ¢3712] 7id

THEA $1719] 7ig2 Fololal, thA ¢i7le shve] == ¢l A
ol 3k xfo] & Ho|=7}1? THEA] 217](multiple text comprehension = o]
2] S(EA)°l Fojsl ofn| & FAH oz A5k Pflolth B 25

2 THEA 7] &l dolet moldlA mdo] vttt A eFdA s A Ve
multiple text comprehension(Bréten et al., 2009), multiple source comprehension
(Goldman et al., 2012)", multiple documents comprehension (Rouet, 2006)’, ‘inter-
textual reading(Hartman, 1995) 522 A|A3}1L it} Fo = tsdl ~E 2]7]
(=, 2002), B 741 $171(3571, 2014), THEA] 171 (2 - A998, 2014) 2 A
B vk Qdrk o] GolEE 7] AIRAR] Aol tEANE EApt & oo §AE
AmE ¢at olaf gt ofnlE Adr) golo] multiple textell a8l Lol E4= H)
SEolHR ‘B HAE gl Hste] §olg AR 5 glont o] A% & ©]
Fe] 25 NEA R o= P Tk nvt 22AY < vk HellA] Al
Gk EaoA = o] 2H(EA)S Bt dlethes onelr] 2 Y - A58 (2014)9]
gol ALg-S wsith

3 ‘Multiple text(document) comprehension ©]g g0 HAE S.2 Fro] 9

E oo7kx] AT S=2.3F EAlo|th BrittZ} Rouet(2011)0A4] = Bl AEE
2 FAE FS dolx, £ 9 T8 B2 S A7 njA & el ,],] g€ 7]
o weltk oleld B T 9] A7l 9o GuRihe ek 2H Aol

E‘%

o}, 2y Fele] oA e] g (multiple texts)E vleHE 7%, thull Al (multi -
modality) $17]1& 23ksl= 5 A7) W97k AUAA S 4= 9long Hio] o
oAl AT, o] T=ellAe] thEa] ¢l7]ddA] dlAEl] HAE A 23} chet
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o A E BT oHEA] $7IE e, 2 7ide] Rae W ohet
AVUAA] ZZAolojA] Ate] tid ez 47l ot I8 thHEA
719] S AR 71k S1all theA 1719 g S & 7] A
WAE Bl A A gk T A A A thHEA] ¢17e] H9IE V)
221 7H (assumption )& F&l Alget= WHA]olth & ThE WHAS thi
A S71E &Y B4 917](single - texts comprehension) 9} B 1w gho 24 T
4 $71E FAlekE ol

A THEA §1719] 9IS Algksle WAl As Al o] WA= &
A7t & o] 25 Y BE 4ES thAl el7lEkal AolakA] ekt d)
A, AEUle 2 A Aab zeH 3 AR 72 7IARE Akl 92 s
A P9l TheA ei71Ep]Echs 7 Aol tiek EA ¢lrleta B
o] 1< gfgsith ofg] 2 A5E g PAE theAl ¢l71eh 1 99 ¢17]
P92 FEBP7] fl8le] B 7] 718 7P T A o] EfdetKE 1).

O_|_4

E1.0hEEA 7| d=el T THY

= 71 e
Xzo| 2an sie 2 A2E = ol 20[ck site| 22 eie F< kM 27 (2t
Fs| ofgct
8 2 AZE 2 717+ ol 8i= 2oofof Bict ofd 1|01| thstod 21
SHAl 715 AR QIEY | AR U 171(0]: 3t & Fol| ¢12 22t oM ¢12 2 el ])= tkEA
5
e 2712t 57| ofEet.
21 2 A2 E stel 2 FH sl AZ= 0] et FHIE ALK
FHH AR | k2 N2 S0 HFE MBARS HUMt ZZHAUZ A S el A
ER2A 817[21 27| of ek
sttel 22 Al LSS cf mhefd o= ts o] ofEL o2 X2 E
ch Rzeo| | BEoto] o2 moll 2 Aol LS Thetgt 4= Qict. of= sitel 20
iy E 82 Z23ICiY, 015 S8t SAte| ojn| o] Heke
27174 Uen, 20| 042 22 32 Bevt el
g0l CHEA SA AZolM eie 22 Z, Lol =&, Xxfel & 3 2y
u|;<TA+ M Lig S0l E°'5J FEORIIL 7Y °1 + 212 Che A SA
CTT Mgl 23l Zizte] F2 SEE[|HL} Clfsic]

Soz 748 2= dganA A
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G 1ol AR AP (] B, AR AR, FAA A
o T o] 9 ARA o2 A9k Sl of Sk % o
Uehe F25)7 28 29, thed ¢71e] sl st ol Sef, 5
el 2 Ame 9A, shel 22 ge F ThE 22 92 W) Akt
2 A7t BAL, AR S FAV AR AR ke A9l THEA ¢
7] ggolelal 2] ofek Umlx] F Robel S E Aasl aAl

9 Azl w5 A4)e THEA e7leld Bol Uehke Agom sdon
27HE e oA thed 9719 44 Eehlie Sl ¢
U Az AL el 2 Aurt ThEA Al ofnlg =Be) ofed

1, A48 2@ S FEH R ol Hellol v2A elV1E ded e
& 5 ok IS JERATHBritt & Rouet, 2012), AkE2] Bl 5242 @

&
& 971 Aol el 2o Az vEn, 29 53t AT W, A
A7} D28 =itk Perfetti ef al., 1999). 25PH, 1] Al 711] 7}
AES Fot] AT theA e7le Al o= QIshaL, FAlF 0=
AL Be] 2 AlRES 1AL ofelske @ eloltt

F AR TREA ¢1719] TiES AT R7) ffel A Holof & A&
THEA] $717F 9 22 ¢l A3 o AlefRlo] SIEA1E A E e Fo]
o BE ohe] 28 =AY Ui
A= A (source) 8t 1 & sk W-E(content) 02 =] 9]
ok @ 2 ¢719] Arells 24 BEE HEe] A RS 2l
ot SN T2 o[ GEAI, tHeA S48 E 23 AEIE &4
£ Mok, Helr Fdehs tl 528 viEkAkR (metadata) & ©]-8-Fth
(Goldman et al., 2012; Perfetti et al., 1999; Rouet, 20006),

ofef (a2 1) Perfetti £](1999) 2k Rouet(2006)°l4] A THEA]
$17] ol 25S Farsto] A AREE Aow, Y8 Huet 2 HRE
el T EAE Bk ele =4k Al]A 2 ¥ (mental representa-

tion)& WERHAL 1Tk

jub)
2

)

u
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sxel MaH BA
=M FHe

g e
= 2
uj 74 x| Al
a3 1. Ch2A 27| A=ofAe] SXte| M| At
HEAQ =42 gaN SAS A ol 2H9h U2 Belajol

ot i3k =2k ol EX S WS ARE iR e g A 11| ASEAE
2 A1/ (intertextual relationship)-S IFteljo} gk}, o] I e] Al 2pA|
= &5 e 2 29 U85 SHshs AeIthBritt e al., 1999). T
Al e, =2k S FOlE BREA wefeliA 7 2o eSS
4= Qlofof gttt Yot Exk= A1) ARdA| A (prior knowledge)S: ©]
f3lo] thEA1 Q] £33 2ln](global meaning) S 73] ¥ 4= glojof g}
(Rouet, 2000). o]wfe] F44] onjgh 7 417} A d ofn]E A og
Tl A o] delth! Tl BA o17] A A= flellx] AFe THEA] ¢171¢]
AeA 273 2 A (e 229 e 2, e AEA B glef, theA
o] TFA ewld)e] eks] aFHA] btk ool thEA 77T

o] B4] 917]0] ul3] BS BAe o2& 7AL neld)

4 elg 5ol Bl ATedail v 7 e 2 gl Abgakl vre) 2 AT
esle] gIglo] QIzbe] B glo] gl Folx, o] Fe H&wﬁm e
9l goleks Foltk. Al ejmlolre] thA g7l A e
ZAeH= AL gletsl= Aotk Bt E3A 0l on) AL =X 7} X}/\LJ w7
< o]g3te] AlFedstel] tisf =0l S A48k, F 2l
TRl =719k AN v B ZF 2 nlal, Seke A ;i_?é}?zﬁ}

O
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7R A 8Ae Sk, theA ¢1719) idS vt 2ol e
g ok vHEA e1e SAE = ol el 2 Akme evls sk 2t
7 sk, FAIH o= FARE Be] 2 AR
ek ejmlE %“éfi}ﬂr. dEAY e71E flaiM EAke 2 i Abse] W
2 SAHE FRlekaL, ol & HiEor 2 ARE e WAE defsi, A
A& Fgoto] theA] Aol TR 2nlE el & 5 glojof gtk
- THEA el71M e 252 29 2 W8 FE ARk s 9

Wl Tol vl EdA e, o= shue] Zo] thEA7F HaL Sl e e

s

5] offithe 54de AIdth

1. THEA] 8171 9] o] &4 vl 7d

ThEA 917] o] &2 derebao]A] ¢be 7 A7 55 7Iite =

3 z
Tl prel vlEe gEElsey Aol

4 41w
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fr
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El
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; —_—— ey — ———

19804 HH: MEY A I g 2o @7l 3y )
i 7

g;; 7! 3|E I (van Dik & Kintsch.

sjHo|= KIJSIEV;I B 1983; Kinisch, 1998) |

T/__

HTHAEY 7

1?9("‘1‘-‘33“:| sia E% HASEg AT 20| A 2|
Cl2M 97 5

ol=o| (Spivey & 7] A HEZFEESR
a2 o5 King, (Hartman, HlW &
e S S 1989) 1995) (Wingburg, 1981)

LS

I ChEA (Goldman, 2004;

Perfetli ef al. 1999
Roust & Britt, 2011)

27| ol=e| &—:E—?(wrmng
R | from sources)

— —

a2 ch=A 9] 0|2 M 5=

3 AT

1. 4sE A~

BTEAEA AT 7], 3 AR AARRE o] 1 ARl e] A

Ql FxEo] ofiH 7]E v 22| 2H8- 3 M ol2he Kristeva (1986)2]
A58l ~EA (intertextuality)of] T Ao 81T} SA47) gl
e g2, A1 951 s Bel 89 gl 2ol oz 1 39} 4
2 @A ov gl He A

% e AEAolw Shtel 2ol B S gl At
of e08 A e BaBol oheh, 7122 thE Zat AvEA 1L
Qslo] Yok ek, Boka, 71594 1S Uehich, ool 45

E

5}
ZEX o] Bo] HJAE Tte] A ?_71]9}1311‘—101] 24e -‘?C}i‘:}]_, 44

oA el sEgel WF

39
o9l Adetal Fgshrtel] TAlS Far Atk thEAQ] A= Spivey
9} King(1989), Hartman(1995)9] AA7-& & <+ At Spivey ¢} King-& =
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= 271 S8l AYAl 52 ket AAsE Addeta Adste] 22 5y
Sl Aol A1 Ak, HartmanS SA7F o9 thekdk A5 2 ‘o]
alf sh=ifel] gk Aol #ale] AT F EolA F A= she] 55
o2 &4 U] ol o9A 52HZ A7 2] ZolA & AHEE A
shal, Z2lskal, Adst=rlel #ale 7 AL 7] wEeloh
A4 Spivey 9} King (1989)2 S50 ofe] & ol 1.

- mlm
ol
o
%

9131 o7 Zg 2ol Bilo] SIITS o] AN Thekek Ehde] o
A7) 2H (12 W ool B 2ol Aol Bk 37he] 2L

Sl g Fol, GYSol 2 2l BASIT 22018 BAT A3k, 3

22 3L, FHSkE 2, olop], Sk, ARis 2 g dAtellA, -ero%}

T 2g 2 EC] olop] IRE & Sl vlsl ¥ B

QIS Hol= FS- 2 A o7 = t(Wiley & Voss, 1999),
Spivey 2 & TEHEG A7) BAR) shgEo] oA olel Aw

£ o] &35l T3 25 A=A S &%‘j"ﬁ, Hartman(1995)2

l‘ E

oe] 2% o= S 7] T AAE FEIIATE Hartman SHE
o] thEA] ¢17] oFdS- Akal & (think -aloud) W S 2 7]&sPHA], M)

Eo] A 2111 Y= S(primary endogenous) 'l 28-S FE=X], ‘Fof| ¢
]

=7
™!
A F(secondary endogenous) 2} A X o1 ¢1=x] v AR A7} 7L

5  SpiveyE A1e] G5 2] ARE 0|83l 22 2= YE et 2V E A%
E]“— oJnlellA ‘G3lEgH(discourse synthesis) o2t W sIth th2 %3 0 7 93l
< ‘Y] A7 E o] g-3}e] 7] (writing from [multiple] sources) 2F1l% F-27]% 3t}
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1:0

9l(exogenous) o] =4S Fex2 BEalgct 1 A7)

S dA ¢l 2 8ol X153k 2 F4 (logocentric) FA}, o] 2
S vlwebHA o= AT El A~ EA (intertextual) SAk A7) AJzho g Folzl
2 uHA 07 Q= AFHA (resistance) ZALE UrdS Wt} o] A=
SRS 2 A= o] B3 I i1 o, o2 gt o] ThEA] ¢
710l GEFE vl 1L 98- skt

FEEAEN AT FAHEAN 7 TR AR S o9 BRkeAll
WS Btk o] 5 AT B3l ZA} olulg A& AH bR A s
Meletal -gsk=Alol tigh Wo] o] FolAtt wat Exle] 2w 3
glo] Aol 1, ZiQIXErE 9l om, FhA| el Faks whgo] Bel Atk 4
WA o7 HSEXEA ATE FAL o9 AR E AYeta AZsh=A]
£ ol oA tHA] ¢l7] o] 29 o] el 7]1egisitt.

2. G} Kol Q] ART}- 2 H =R} v 5 AT

TREA] 8171 Aol GJ3ks 713 & T2 A= GAF wSollA o] 5
7 A E7}- 2H EAHexpert-novice) B]l ATt olt}, oA AG3E AASE

2B A7F 0] o ARE 01‘%*—741 Adsto] FgeteAldl +2

A& BT, AR - 2R EA U AT TN G710 5459 A
b 22 Sl vl S S 1A, T S0 v 2 o
A55 Bohsa RS SRR 28 Bilo] Ygich BB -2

=2 )3 A B2 (literacy) % P uTh oA} 18 HopollA
F= olRoliy) ol o} Lgeln AR 2A6 v TS AE
Aoz Fash o217 o]t 1 & ell7} 13k A2 (primary source)s}
27 A} (sccondary source)e] FHoIc}, Tl Gele] QEEe] 4%
P\ @7 e Aggol 13k Aol a, o) GA The AleliA
Helo) Ags) 7t 24E AeSol 25 Agolth, GALE FHeka TAel
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ARS8 fleliA =, o] e} ol AmE T 9 HUleke
491 g Ao]th(VanSledright, 2002),

THEA] ¢f7]e A AE7t-Z2 WA A AL o9 A thk
& AtRE Ak, ke, el ke 2R SRk} vlalst wEs
£ dlellA] AR AT Wineburg (1991)E SAF 1§ FokE THEA] ¢17]
A oo o 7 A7) o o] Z THEA] ¢l7] Ao 2 dgkS 7|2 %
2Rl Attt o] AFtalla= & DefAA] ek AR AR (Battlefield of
Lexington )& ©|alisl7] 918l HAte} w59k a5 SAP7E 22} thEA
£ oA olsfistal HrtehH Fitoh=Alel Alo]E AL Esisitt

AT 27 ks oY BAE Hrskal B8she vlol 15 =
ARzo] ARESHA] e Al 71 A =k heuristics )& ARS-SIATE A}
7Fe] A WA A ‘ZA 8l (sourcing) &2 A S-S BAE 97 A
o, 24& WA gRlskal o] ZA47F AFEHAEA], ARE2M 7EA7F A=A
& WHIt F AR JAPES AR b8 B ARESs - HE
oM o] TAEo] A ARlE 23] AT 5 UEAE BAER]
(corroboration) gt} oo Glge] A7 S Ak57) Zofzl AIZH F7t
Fﬂ—o] Ba] 2o o o 8ke- 7] 3 =4] ‘"MesH contextualization)’
AEeHY E2; Al ko] GA AR E
1%4 A ARl gt ofell = Ak
of wla] ZA ozl Zifli T Wineburg®= 11 o5 A5 E
2 ThEA] §1719] o] HEat AapEe] AREEE ol& Al HEE2 A}
&ote H ek 2371 Mg o ® ittt Wineburg®] - o]
2 22} vkt SARE olslietaL, o]8ate] o g JARE thesE

AL AP ARAS olsah=A] ol ek A7) A &4 07 o] ol o
(Stahl et al., 1996; VanSledright, 2002), ©]2]3F &5 W2 9}etw & o<
of|Ae] thHiAl 97 A= ] Fth(Braten et al., 2009; Stadtler & Bro-
mme, 2007). TheA $719ll4 E21Be] FaAdl tigh 434 A7t =

T
olr

2ol &

=

ut

Fa

Y
l
r°“
L
P
Ei
g
Xl
_OH
rlr

-
o
o,
o)
dlo
=2
b
i
ot
iﬂ

ru[
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2ol e, o] & ThEA 817] e o] &8} 7hs Al It

3. ohEA 217] 29

Q,
ol
o
r
re
-
o
[

o U o R, theA o] W8 2A4E st

7 = AT I A | o] 24 712E vl A= Perfetti £1(1999)°
A g3yl oA FAYl| #3l o] 2 (Toward a theory of documents rep-
resentation) 10|t} Perfetti £1(1999)= 71E2] @ HIAE ¢7]o] #gl 7]
9] o] 250 thEA SI71E sk dl AT Io-S A-sISH dl &
£°], Kintsch (Kintsch, 1998; van Dijk & Kintsch, 1983)2] $17] 2&-&
d = S3lE AHsts Ul de WolEaA| Al s AFH o] AAolth
Kintsch= A7} ) AE 2H4|9] RS EUiR on]& F4sk= 714
% (textbase model) 2}, 7|4 23S B2 Zxp7}F APAA]A]-E o] 85t
AR o] AEE AlFdsks 4% 2 (situation model)& AR
o} o] F BEL =Ato] vl FAoA Y] =3l FAel] thgh FEe A
o] lom o|% ofe] AR FA7} SizE o] de] Wolzoiz]l dAFteltt
(Goldman, 2004; Rouet, 2006),

Perfetti®] THEA] 217] o] &9] wp=™ Kintsch®] 7|& o] &8 =xpr}

714 2@ 3 mgs Sl T 2 vl elA s A Al 24

(e

of i

AL

(coherent mental representation)< F&3}1l 20 F-2o]2lt} tyk o] o]

2o TOEA $71'S A ofel e Aol ek theA 2l7] Agelis

S5 ele TRt 8171 B8l SAke oAl dde A
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d A 23S P81 Perfetti®} 19 EREL EX7F B4 Y] A

Ho| ZAE A5t %‘%9}3«] W8-S vto 2 A28 3919 AeA
5]

model)°|t}, o] FEEHAE Eﬁé% %7(}7]’ Ej]/\_E_ A]'O]A A ]E Agld e

2 yetsty LRSS e Aot} Kintsche] 2383} Perfetti®] 23 2]

A9l F2A Aol Aze AEEsE waoleh A7) By 29

Ao g thEA el R & v A4 el =Y, A
.‘1

=
T, Pfagel o] AB7b- 204 AT BES oby2E AT

’

7} 519107, o) F THEA 9] AT o] AT 7|E= Fol Heprow
12

WA E ) Perfetti®] tHEA 917 RE L thEA ¢17]E QIx|A o
2 Agste H 7127} Hof o] % thEA ¢1719] IR A& Aisk=

Goldman (2004)2} Rouet(2006)2] THEA] o]&of 9J3kS 713 21 Rouet
3} Britt(2011)2] thEA] Z}A| 7|4 S5 28 (MD-TRACE model; Rouet &
Britt, 2011) 2.2 ¥EASHA| =it

V. th2A e17] el i o8 5L A%

L ThEA $17] o] W oF%

o

Perfetti®] THEA] 817] 28] AT 2 thEA] 7] A= A|&4 o= vt
A g} o]2A 0 mi= thEA 2l7]|2 Arsl= A7) 23 (mental model)
o] AaA o & WAt A A uhe} o] Tl #AE AHske
Kintsch (van Dijk & Kintsch, 1983)2] Z3] 20| Perfetti £](1999)2] T
A 28 o7 T72]11 Rouetd} Britt(2011)2] MD-TRACE 28 &2 ) vt

Ak
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ol o] Wste} vkEe], thir ¢17] dAte] W7t =) 2ol
22 o) mRoe] SAtole GAbAQl BAE ofe ula - B7let
EAol Al Tk (VanSledright, 2002; Wineburg, 1991), ©]A1= 2}
23 & A}k Ao Al o] THEA] 9]7](Bréten et al., 2009; Stadtler & Bro-
mme, 2007)& A7-e] G o] 2T}, ATte] thd AA] 7]El= A
7ht tietlin} 22 553 =2 A ] T ATt Cuk(Stahl e
al., 1996; Wineburg, 1998), #toll&= 257X 2 1 tido] =1
2ItH(Rouet et al., 2013; Wolfe & Goldman, 2005).

AT FAE vhAStE AT 237] thEA ¢17] ddFtE AR
s1719 T8% a4m aHH = AR Adolu 24 21 7]s(sourcing
skill) S 4 02 AR o o] & Q12124 Al (epistemic belief), 23]
Z 5 o] o3t A 5 % (trustworthiness) (Briten et al., 2009), FA1| ol 3t 219
(topic belief)(Kardash & Howell, 2000) 522 11 7 H$7} A=)

ol g} o] tHEA ¢7] A7t AR o R 1 S We 7k vk
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ABSTRACT

A Review of Research on Multiple Text
Comprehension

—Backgrounds, Current Trends, and Future Directions

Kim Jongyun

People produce and consume a tremendous amount of information
in the age of advanced information and communication technology. One
of the essential proficiencies required in this society is a set of literacy
skills to read, evaluate, and synthesize information from multiple docu-
ments (i.e., multiple text comprehension). This study conceptualizes the
multiple text comprehension, reviews the previous backgrounds and de-
velopments of the research, and provides future directions.

Multiple text comprehension is defined as constructing meaning
from more than two texts that are timely adjacent and thematically simi-
lar. The research on multiple text comprehension has been developed
based on three relevant studies/models: (1) intetextuality studies, (2)
comparative studies of expert-novice reading in historical education, and
(3) document models. As a result, there is a growing number of research
findings about cognitive and non-cognitive factors that influence multiple
text comprehension, as well as reading process of multiple documents. In
addition, researchers become to focus on instructional studies of how to
teach and assess comprehension of multiple texts. Based on the current
research trends and findings, remaining works and future directions for

the research on multiple text comrpehension are discussed.

KEYwoRDs Multiple Text Comprehension, Discourse Synthesis, Intertextuality
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