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Categories IIIustration
- i e L R
General Explanation This category deals with general discussions and explanations
that have no constructive knowledge.
R EHArEELT R RS SR OLETH
Organisation This category organises and integrates information from books,
websites or other members’ thought.
gl % 51 H s e N F A
Quote
B 42 i P E g
Question simple This category deals with simple questions that usually generate
short answers.
B B MAK & T FRARDE
for clarification | This category deals with clarlfylng information concerning
questions asked or answered
it 1 (a2 407 - BHEDY o TSR/ FPET
extended Ay
More expansive than a simple question and usually generates
more than a simple response. Because the question may not be
very clear initially, a QC may be invoked.
AT F NI M 7 e
Analysis Students propose the related or contrasting viewpoints
W R FE - BAFRRR AL T Bt A eAp B
Elaboration Focuses on a complicated problem and provides elaboration or
context about it.
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Response simple A short reply to a certain topic or other peers’ response as a
simple feedback or praise to others’ contributions.
213 { i L ov i
explanation More detailed and expansive than a simple response.
and/or
elaboration
R 23 B AT AR EAATE L R RSB R AR

Brainstorming

Attempts to introduce new ideas or provide innovative opinions
to solve the problem.

ARy ERES
Problem-Solving

F iR g
Solution to certain questions; usually providing an explanation
or revision for errors.

FA LB RFE L AR R

Reflection The process of examining their own thoughts or feelings on the
dialogue of team discussions.

R R EROERFL T ETHERAFE

Administration

Management of affairs of the project, such as arranging
meeting, writing reports, and monitoring the progress
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3% 3+ (planning and design) 3 75 %
g L& o (completion) 3 27 #3530 4 5

HIL(55%) - w2 B

>~ BRFE > 15 é‘ﬁf;éé‘ﬁw ° A 'E‘]‘bﬁ/\

' % JE g (project
SRS 3 V)

3530 4 ~# {7 (imolementation) 7 15 $#3% 30 & 3= (evaluation)

m IS8 EF RN Y - LjEEy 25 B %

A5 (04%) -~ 51* 5 15 B¥E A (3.3%) HH A 39 B

a3 L (85%) ~ iF R AT 20 BHE (4.4%) ~ R R AT 10 B A L (2.2%) ~ A4

FO49 BEFEL(A07%) R RiEF 24 BHEHEALGIN) - FEF G 145 BHERL

(3L7%) - f#f v I 21 i i,

L(4.6%) ~ "6 4 el § 28 B EERL(6.1%) ~ K ATEA




10 B3 L(22%)~ F L F 8 B¥#E L(1.8%) s #12F 35 BHEALTTIN) - 2L AT
26 B ¥ L (5.7%) 0 4ok 20

2 ARREBESFTY Y OLHER LYK
2 B 4T 5 B Y P B (WPBL tasks)
HEdl
_ BATFERL [WEEH R (RIIER
Dialogue- 7 T AN 3N
. Project Cognition & | Planning & ] ] ]
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1~ dxfzff
17 6 1 1 0 0 25
General
) (13.3%) (3.2%) (1.3%) (6.7%) (.0%) (.0%) (5.5%)
explanation
2.0 5 0 0 2 0 0 0 2
Organization (.0%) (.0%) (2.7%) (.0%) (.0%) (.0%) (0.4%)
3.51% 5 3 3 0 0 4 15
Quote (3.9%) (1.6%) (4.0%) (.0%) (.0%) (14.8%) (3.3%)
475 H PP 48 11 22 6 0 0 0 39
Simple question | (8.6%) (11.7%) (8.0%) (.0%) (.0%) (.0%) (8.5%)
5.7 i I 4L
6 13 0 0 0 1 20
Clarification
) (4.7%) (6.9%) (.0%) (.0%) (.0%) (3.7%) (4.4%)
question
6.2 ¥ [ 4E
3 6 0 0 1 0 10
Extended
) (2.3%) (3.2%) (.0%) (.0%) (4.2%) (.0%) (2.2%)
question
7.5 47 7 22 8 2 6 4 49
Analysis (5.5%) (11.7%) (10.7%) (13.3%) (25.0%) (14.8%) (10.7%)
8.ife it 1 4 10 5 3 1 24
Elaboration (0.8%) (2.1%) (13.3%) (33.3%) (12.5%) (3.7%) (5.3%)
QHHEw 51 63 20 1 6 4 145
Simple response | (39.8%) (33.5%) (26.7%) (6.7%) (25.0%) (14.8%) (31.7%)
10738 v &
) 2 15 3 0 1 0 21
Explanation
(1.6%) (8.0%) (4.0%) (.0%) (4.2%) (.0%) (4.6%)
response
11,74 i 0 13 12 1 0 2 28
Brainstorming | (.0%) (6.9%) (16.0%) (6.7%) (.0%) (7.4%) (6.1%)
12,5 X iz - 1 5 1 1 1 1 10
Problem-solving | (0.8%) (2.7%) (1.3%) (6.7%) (4.2%) (3.7%) (2.2%)




13.5 & 0 3 1 2 1 1 8
Reflection (.0%) (1.6%) (1.3%) (13.3%) (4.2%) (3.7%) (1.8%)
14,8 12 10 5 5 2 4 9 35
Administration | (7.8%) (2.7%) (6.7%) (13.3%) (16.7%) (33.3%) | (7.7%)
15.4 % &, 14 8 3 0 1 0 26
Off task (10.9%) (4.3%) (4.0%) (.0%) (4.2%) (.0%) (5.7%)
23 128 188 75 15 24 27 457
Total (100%) (100%) (100.0%) (100.0%) (100.0%)  |(100.0%) | (100.0%)
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# 3 w7 B $E L [ 3hAp M (Pearson correlation)#ik 7%

o | 510 i Y Y N P PRI
B RR 3 A %‘T'_ N 55 ‘f“é p <) * i C] =
¥ HE |z | e * HE | 2 ' i
~djaf® | -23 | 63 | 55 | 55 | 56 | 24 | -39 | 75 | 21 | -13 14 | -36 | 60
P 12 [ -03 | -31 | -3 | -01 | &8 | -08 | -04 | 59 20 | -16 | -13
e 46 | 42 | 32 | 25 | -26 | 57 | 19 | 21 12 | -37 | 90
HErE 9%+ | oax [ gzex | 02 [ 96 [ 92+ | 65 86* | 44 | 17
BF R 98** | Q0% | -24 | 92| 90% | 48 0% | 49 | 22
Wi KA 0% | 25 |92 | gox | 42 8 | 45 | .15
¥ 09 | 8% |99 | 75 95+ | 62 | -02
#h R 1| a1 | es 00 | 23 | -57
HEw R 79 | 48 72 | 20| 35
R 76 98* | .71 | -10
4 f 67 | 56 | -20
2 AR 79 | -13
F R -.61

* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).

** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). N=6
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