2014 3 Mar. 2014

6 2 Contemporary Education and Culture Vol 6 Na 2
( s 730070)
[ ] .
L ] ; ; ;
L 1 G 456; G 420 L 1A L 1 1674-5779(2014)02-0068-06

DOI:10.13749/j.cnki.cn62-1202/g4.2014.02.012

~10 , a. b, c
1 [1]
b
° 1
’ 2 ’
b b
(Flanders’'Interaction 3
Analysis System, FIAS?), ,
, 4 ol ’
b
5
b
. o 6
7
( D, . ’
7 , 8
’ 9
o 10 1~10 10 : .
. 1~10 ,
[ 1 2014-02-27
L 1 2012 “ — N . .
7 (12YJC850029) ;
(SKQNYBI11012)
L ] (1981—), s , s

68



10 X'10 o ,

2),

, 3
(
3 ,
20 ,
40~50 o ,
2 ) o
800 1000

1 2 3 1 5 6 7 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
1
2
50
(G
s “O” “10”0 R “ 950
. 10, 6. 10, 4. 5. 8. 5. 8. 4. 3.
s , 10—6, 6—10, 10—4, 4—5, 5—
N 8§, 8—5, 5—8, 8—4, 4—3,
o ’ ) N ’ Nil °
o 10 , 9 o
s o , “10—6” 22,
, . “6—10” 10 10
, 6 22, 6 . 10
, 10, ) 10 1
, “10_435 . 3
, o , ( )
(G

69



( ) o ,
b
1.
12 ]s[a]s5]6][7]8]9]10
1
2 E
3
4
1
5
6
F
7
8
G H J
9
IRE ]
A B C D
1
Flanders N A. Intent, action and

feedback: A preparation for teaching [ ] J.

Journal of

Teacher Education, 1963, 14 (3): 251—260.
R JUA B, C. D
, 3
( “
7)., 5—5
. E 9
, (
“ ,’)O
. F N
. “g—7” “r_g”
o 6—6 7T—17
6‘6_67’
. G H ,
R G
, H
. 1 s
“4789; “479” i ,

70

b C b
2.
N 0[31 ’

(D)

1_7 ’

. 8—9
, . 10
o 3

(2)

1_4 ’

o (Nate Gage)



(3)
9[5]
) 8,
8) 8
91 ,
3.

5—4—10—5—5",

”»
o

—2—4” )

22

27, (8,
4, &

“4—10—5—

, “4—2—8—3

) —>2 (

5

Excel, SPSS

o

( ) =>4 (
) =5 ( )
20 60

71



10

) FIAS

@ N. A. Flanders,

o

72

, IRE
3
4 .
o 8 9

)

Flanders’Interaction Analysis

’
o 10
’
° ’
° ’
’
’ o ’
’
’
’
o ’
’
S-T e
(QTD M
° ’
, 10
(ITIAS),
[12]
3 ,
’
’
9»[13]
° ’
b Y
’
[ 14]

Categories (FIAC)

o

LU0 wubbles

17

10



(2]

[3]

[4]

[5]

L6]

L7]

L

Flanders N A.
preparation for teaching [J]. Journal of Teacher
Education, 1963, 14 (3). 251—260.

[M].

action and feedback: A

Intent,

, 1993. 229.
Flanders N A. Analyzing teacher behavior [ M.
Addison—Wesley P. C, 1970. 100—107.
s . Flanders
. ( ), 2005, (27): 62—
69.
Norman A. Sprinthall and Richard C. Sprinthall,
Educational Phychology, Fifth Edition .
(7l . 2000, (6):
40—44.
[D].
, 2007 48.

Lyl .
2009 (8): 3—8

£8]

[9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

L. » 2000,

(6): 40—44,

. . ( )
[M]. . : ,
2009 89.

, . [M].

, 2001: 94—100.
Good T L, Brophy ] E, [M]. R
: . 2009:. 29.

Wubbels T, Brekelmans M. Two decades of

research on teacher — student relationships in class
[J]. International Journal of Educational Research,
2005, 43, (1). 6—24.

[l

[J]. ., 2004, (7). 18—21.

[l
. 2010, (11): 7—11.
— (1],
, 2003, (5): 23—27.

The Technique and Features of Flanders

Interaction Analysis System

ZHANG Hai

(Research Center for the Educational Development of Minorities, Northwest Normal University,

Lanzhou, Gansu, 730070, PRC)

[ Abstract] Flanders system of interaction analysis is one of the most widely used techniques in researching

teacher-student interaction.
construction and data analysis.

methods of data analysis.

limitation of the analysis system are commented.

A literature review is made first in this paper.

The procedures of the analysis include classroom observation, data matrix

Matrix analysis, ratio analysis and diagram analysis are three main

Then, the advantages and
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