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AES7Iet BAUM “B7I(dragging)"el H&tol| CHsE T&"

I

£ 18 BAelA “Boe) g nFSTA B B EEL o
AR ek 28e] AR 43 olF Aole] BAE Uehi: Bk
HFsdl She Fa% 4US Dok ek B ATE day dve] BHS F
of Al M BHOE, F AFH T, =FFLYS,
L AL EFIAT B ATAAE B9 Agol
Zzte] BAe A ATE FHOE Avngich Jelm o2RE (1) AY
Y47 AB75E APrtoR M2 & WAl e B A B
39 Aol A Brle] Rl WE g B4, 3) 7 DGS Aol9 =T
£ 715 sirel Aol BAL, @) Bl olF hFolt W fael
B4, (5) ZHARA Bl o8] suEE 34 /e 4 £4, 13 6) 2]
o o 713k el Helo] TR S ANEH WS el wAET 4
A7E G AQeR AL Uk

L2

o

m
™

How WA BT A8 FFolATh.
.M E Azkel A7 AAE 1 AAe) FALL wHst
Al s Azk )R mo] s zshE o]

5 A3} olsd BE A AF= 3 TP(Rivera, 2005, p. 125 A<l stAA <
FAZE 8 A2ls ojgA FAS=A o AFAANA =T FEe 9TS AxsHth
g F9% AEE AFHFE Aok 2ZAR <l ol2ld M2 FIHuFINE YEhtes o,
e BE AP EAAo 7|EH, F3hE Al F8F AT EAS A9 S5 Al A o]
AE F3 FxsHL wiETE AR AP ske Ao H2 Fus dTelA e
AdE B3k, o|Hd AdTE F B2 979  vigie B o]thMoreno-Armella &  Sriraman,
Aged AaFe AAHRGAA =7 9TE 2010).

T AAIS A Th(Rivera, 2005). Bruners, “3l g y)smuk ol 48 7% 743
ol A4l ARES RIZte] TH wEE AdE HFHe T S 7lsket 33t A
BFEHA st FRANATE =Y FEE & FXEed F2 =Folth ELS HFH
M AHEsHE T8 Fe-dch. QIgte] & & ARBFOEA Z]Et tdEdd sl tF dE
7k ARSlE WA ZE (e SEERTH B, 7Y don, olF thide] mEke A
2 FHE 7M7) wiEe] ofdet Azt FelE &% & dx, 2 Jlsk gl s oheket
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® AZAE 4 JTHClements, Sarama, Yelland,
& Glass, 2008). 7|3} sl&oll A ZFEo] Hahe
71 & Fsta Qe Aol EV(dag) 715
A 7o ETE ARSI e FE7Istelth
“d 57|85 317 (dynamic geometry environments,
DGE)’& Sl AR =AY} e 8
25 olFAA Y S WIS s =
stHoA XE vlE = JAE 3 Foh oY
gk A Ol H8d RE F=e} ®ige A

e

 th(Laborde, 2005). @w =9 718k gl

gk o]3ll= Cabritt GSP(Geometer’s Sketchpad)
9} 22 “HF7)8 AZE Y o](dynamic geometry
softwares, DGS)"E Alg3le] ZFE IhHolA

718+ ASS Egdor AT o 7 A
g % Utk WA cabre] B AL A8
o AAAEE AxEshs o Sdss AAT
HolzZI(2001)9] A-rellA HR, o] StE°] 4

718k 24, & =382 WAEE ol FoA da
WAE FEHH fAHolH= A

opSo| A 2 ARzt

ol&

R

instrumented actions

H%7135 8HDGE)S 74 &4

453 ¥y
dynamic representations

DGS9 E7]
dragging

3 Tall(1993)= DGE°lA E71E5 & S5
718k e O9e s =A% 4 glomg 1
el 954 wskE 1o d-&sh= 718k Ad
I AFAZIGE AMES BT ek @
o] 718t Mdell gk olsirt FAH o=
g sl¥=t, Talle I °]FZ DGS7}H
&4 slFowZM WELS Vet =39 B
17 JA FolE HFE 5 7] wEelga
SHHA olZle AR A=o] A (principle of
selective construction)”2Fal W IUTE AF3 o]
23 d3 dATe] AFAE DGE FHolA EHA
E7] 7159 F87480] tFEHH o] 7I%5°] DGE
o] Ztolgta & & Stk

oA AF3 DGESF DGSl tigh thafgk A
3 ATE 1EAT Ao w=d, DGES} DGS
oA EBZlE A () 988 FEoEA BV,
Q) ETFEAEA BY], 283 (3) olxHx
24 Brge= Al 7K #dew FEE 3
w5 ABCE 2% 4 Itk weEkA il
ToAE EZ] did ol #HE “dEVIst
S7H OGBS Al 7HA] 74 847F Fshal
st olEe #AE [1¥ [-113 Zo] Yekd

J

o
=

B
b ox
A A 1

. 4
f

—|—‘

T AAD]'—L 7]—X5]§1—E]-' ]_ k=] %Sl_ ~| -,’]“5‘]—04 n
R
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TFFG O, o] ZRE
L5l N B71E FACE DGES DGSE
Q
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& 715k weshed F4 ATE A

s

i

1. DGS9 & 718

Cabri= Computerized Sketchpad for GeometryZt
£ 59] Eo] “Cahier de Brouillon Informatique
for  Geometry”ollA4] U ol 1985d
Cabri-Geometry ProjectE A|Z}3}Al o] Z 24
E FdA 5 3 oUW Jean-Marie Laborde:
715kl A Al ZtSh(visualization) S 3 E7] 7%
olg ofejtjolE ks itH(Laborde & Laborde,
2008). AHd 718tollA 7HE Tad 54 9] st
U= el ofelto], 7id el Alzakelt.

Bosch$} Chevallard(1999, Goldenberg, Scher, &
Feurzeig, 2008 #4318yl maw, A5

HIRAI A M A A e OF
Zole stk QyzsteE, WAREAE At
Sy FAH, tolold, 4, el
o 2 52 9A ANES FEolM Hx

A gt she Zo® AR Cabri 713 2
2~

RIS

AFE 24 AANAE F
oo Abgel #E A} Thelol1@e Al
A Al We shEel Ax 1shd 44
Qo] ol B AT FejE FYHY
o olefdt AWe ATE wek nFME 197049

o2} 1980 At & Ztolut 75”‘]'7—1’3§T+ 7&—3— 7]
std e o AZA Rl
ol 3 2 HES Eﬁ%oﬂ 2
I e omAE FAskE HA #3
7b AP AT 2ZA T oA = 7]t
ol thojojage] A&} Ao thik o
Eo] EA5HA ekskrh. 1980t 2t 1990 =
7} HojAof Z]stell A trojo] 1R Aol T
3 Aq7h ZRzolA AFE A THDuval, 1995;
Parzysz, 1988).

Cabri 7 #gollA “otid Mgl & 3PS &
ZA#(selection then action)”¥} “A3& F2+ Al
S t)’d ZAA(action then selection)”e] =Aol &

@ BAZ B A 5% m=AE =AL o

O AT
vl

r

z L

ItH(Laborde & Laborde, 2008). ©]E F+ DGS2
o] A EAlE wFdH o R Wz EAYlo]
AAZ A=A} Blanc-Brude(2000, Laborde &
Laborde, 2008 AJ1-8)= GSPS} Cabri®] X Ab
S2H103hd FAE)E o R FE FA o
3 F AZES Y] ARES HIWEIHTE 72 &
= Ao HaiAE F AZEY 0] Al u}
£ &5 zole gAY B 5348 A% A
o A% A=E 7412'8}5 Azt A GSP7} Cabri
Hoh R ] e ARte] aTdthE AME
gtk o]f Zolr}t A AL FAI g9
Aol 71908 Ao g ®HQIYh & CabriZ ,\}g
A dFES A= o T2 & A

d ARgol FE AY AME E9S dii L
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olE] W, GSPE T ldEolA o Bgd
A, ~o] FHE AL 0 A

Sl ~¢]
$A7L DAL ABof S A% AT Az
o] H ol Wag o eyt

2. 4713k 547 AB7Iskste] Aol

Cabri9

AsHE 27 7es AT 2

7N Aol A Jean-Marie Labordet=
AL oz &
THGoldenberg, Scher, & Feurzeig, 2008). 12| &
AL 7e e 575 s 4A AHSIES

stk ZlolAdnk. RFHEE 718k
EE71%59 8 flole FE8 AgEA =3
< O¥tE Zlo] 493 oEsileng AgA
7F £49A4 Andd a28es 18 F A A

725, Ak

1

= Zo] 19 o=tk Laborde: =&l ¢l
£ BA% AdEges 220 BAd 24E&
T 583 AFE dEo] LIAIIESF S
€ i &FE& 9571skE Btk DGEClA
2Azd od =32 53 £3o] oyt 1
E3o] dFEHolu ¥hE BVISHHA Eola &
ol & e =9 IFE vEsi=
S+ 7}A] o]tk Goldenberg, Scher, & Feurzeig®ll
mE2H, =P E5F dAdnos 2244 44
g FAE0] A ES DGE7F E9of k=
T2 g4y ¢Eid AT d54 =3& VA
3 S Rl Al 954 =¥
AMgElA AEE 3R, stHY B3] BYE
A AE o T FIE FEA T AA

3] FEAoznk 4 vk ok
57157} “x]27]|SKpaper-and-pencil geometry)”
9} =2t AL EHI ARHolth Colette
Laborde(2005)+= Logo, DGE, Supposers$} 722 7]
3t =7+ MacPaint(2+= 1817] 9159 293
P 2L Oy EFokE tE2Eva A,
3 olfE 7] =79 FHE AL Psu

2

o 30
ol R
=

ol
b

Aol Q7] wi&olzgtr gk Laborde”
713t =5 AFgAAl o=" BAES

2

% g

-4

Aths Rolth & F Aol %

AL T Aol FE olf 1A ol
=% Jeig7] Wil ol T HHe] BA}
23 ARAEY] WEolth o)@d Aol 1

27l =778 £ )Y 718 =7 A
ol ME FA Yeht=d, o] Ael7t =9k A
87e dsAgel dFS VAL 1 =ETE F

@ 3¢ WA= JgL %a}.

Olive & Makar(2010)°] W=H, 9573} 37
& 9 A (2, BAHE 5HE AT A
Ad s2E B fEEE 7IEe] 71EA e
H, A, A&, 42, HE HEA ske =1
o} o]& 7|3t tiE Atele] 7184 #AA(Hl: B
golup 2 #A, 4] AFE Ave A B
& A5 F e FHE AREAIA AlFshe
F3Hd = 93 FHE A Wtk 9%
Z18ke] 7%, 718k o] A ZA=FH v
olE tie] ojmgk YRE(H, A, ME, 9)
< EVge=H dstA olgs E01AY &
oA WHIPAZA F k. o] TS FAE0]
AFHY F Je ANZL 73 AAEE AT
Fodl AF7EY olnA] Fee AH dAs
otz &3] TE  FFol|th(Laborde, 1995).

Goldenberg & Cuocu(1998)= 9-5713+e] &4
EAo) Hal, 9575t 3L 1 74 K4S
< A =" &

a4 GE718elA A % Al e AEE
AbzHe

ddsA H= HE} I8R5 o 9o Zol
HOﬂ Al JRe] MBS THA THEolX HYF

1 dsl eralel ohieh Radoz -
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DGEOl| A 8tsate] 718) Shol] ik A 2
I BHY, 9F7Iste] vt EAF AFr]s)
o] zolE £W3sl & F AUtk Olive(2000)=
AF A ololrt GSPE A}%ﬁs}lxﬂ R
5 fﬂoﬂ g AdR

Lehrer, Jenkins, & Osana(1998)2] <1
Z25F8u FAE0] 713 EHE AelY FAME
_% 3

45 =

“gaHog (Efsﬂ

“ERE AR ofgiue Fotgrv Y
< s F e 1423 Aok o] A= o
g S A e =3 ohyR} @y
°] THoR FE}

rr

i)
N
I-Oll
B
Y
o
H
oSt
2
<t
_1
o

o L2

= 7% ol A4 Hstom viE
£ AFsiFa Aok Fstu 33d A
oAg 7] 712AR ALE A A izt
A AHoEs Zﬂ%’uﬂﬂ. GSPE A&l A

A E g3t
—r?joﬂ/‘i{— Ay
N, 35 Hol=

125709 At dxE WE, GSPE ARES
Aol g 2 o 207, 353 FHele 300719
et EREATk L gtk

A57]slelE AGr|stete E2A dide] ¥
Fe A= 9o F&HF 9AE Aok Cabri
o] 7% Balacheff(1996)7} dlA3I3L Q1= AAH
CabridlA =38 A=st=d Zad S2E9)
9] EAE AT £AY FaAE AR E

R AR eIA o] WY A T8
%
_]

ol

R PAPAFAR=N oq]% E0], Cabrie= thde] W
F4e B F A ABA 4% A7t Bell &
Al AEE7] w&e] o] A& ABE AclA BE-"/I
WEES 717t A SN E O %

o

51“

1— o
oAl AN e @ ols ddES BN
7R kethe Aol T 3AEe gEd

02‘:‘,
o)
Lo
A
)
12

& me =
AS7HA B A=E HEgA de d,
AA A=E ASHE oA AR e
ol &y BAES Atelel oWdt A=A
WAT 7F §l7] WEelth Holzl(1996)
o] AFelME Cabrie 549 AA,
g el A, a2la wxd Abele] F549
Alell mE AolE Woksl SHASIE AT 2
AR AR A e BEEe] B
Atk

As7lstehs gl Adriste] FAEe 784
142 7122 84 das & 5 Aok oAl 2
s, tololle] SS9 78t Sue moks
= o] ohdzt 71ste] o2 8olE AMgshe

A

Sﬂ /K] 24

N

229 UEeR FozH 237 7184 A
15 WaEishs ale] Hth o] 2XE Laborde
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r\l

(2005)= ZIstollAl FFh-1EizA d ZH(spatio-
graphical properties)¥} ©] &2} o]
(theoretical geometrical properties) AFo]2] z}o]el]
#AE FAS AE 50, AW tholojasio]
HPARFE S F4Fstal Yok skak o] thelo
aelA I3z JHdues «F WHol 3
olth, «(BA FAZ FEA E o) UHA F
HE v aFsiTy, «HEe F e Aoy} o

A Qe Solth, o5 HABL Agoh} W

H
o olE Ek1AEA HHE F 9 A ]
k2 o HNE 5 YA, | gase

pud

X
718+ DA A 1HTY WE ErE AHEo)
1

ofth el Fol, Fol o] Ted tholo
Fol YXE J|stellA YW ow IA wHs}

A s AR, o2 BYAEYE S dEE
Al A el 7ol A=TE Ao ol
H2 &= A 2ok 1A thelo]1iie] W
] AAL2 TNE ZAAM R

A4l ASE QAN HYPAwEe] JASHY

N
=~
XN
o

N
T‘“
.
=
[kl
Y

AT EAAAE S5 kel mast o
Foll T3 B2 dFoA dEl AMEHIT e
0] o|CH(Patsiomitou, Barkatsas, & Emvalotis,

2010). E/gel] digk tF-EY dFe dT=E
A
[e]

J
TR ATk 9F TS FHNE
7oA o= BEolAR, WA

x SJE AT
o) AlaE 3w YuHoz o)H =

Aol FAE, S8 715, 2, ® 28, tol
o)7L, Wolu} EA ol 3A|THLesh, Behr, &
Post, 1987), dE71stelME 18, =8, 28w
tholol1e Fad o) Edow BEw .
cholo] T diagrams) & DFel 91H el
el 718 ZE)o|th. Diezmann(2005)S THS
I 2L Ul 7HA olfolA tholojgieo] Fagt
FRY: () A EAE

T8 HARA A 72| /N33
)y FAAZ AR #Bg A
o, 3 F& #8S Ad
= tE2AN o)™

4 FES S o]
o] ggEe] O™ tolojaslle 1Ee
| ofsfiol A4 e] o} el iR FES
A &3l <= h(Patsiomitou, Barkatsas, & Emvalotis,
2010). A& E°l, o" o] Foizl EA¢
Ttz s ez tolo] () 78k =
Fe Z3hHe IS u, o] HolojayS 1 5t
Aol o] Aol WAE e w5 dEH
ol tIFE Atole] BAE olPSE UE
£ Zlojth wehbA] A Eo] thelojage 1™
T Aok 71EHE tidEel disl oes THE
T e Aola, 7eHE tidE Akele] dwAE

olaiatA EAT tololnde 18 5 e
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AEo] I =¥ g 7Istke] olEF AAE I EF g BHE Atold TAIE UERY
AHEEA 718 SAlNA &5 A& sk ok o] ™A BY T 7R £F, & A
i A= AAEQ ka2 Awt  E/J(close representation)”I} “PAE] E/J(distant
HEHA A 249 BE5A7]3 3 gk o] representation)”’ 2.2 B4 S TR Uk
£ B0, FoI HE AUHA el Hats A FF (A HS s =39 42 A

£ A=3tghe DGS HA el FAES A o fFARBH YEe ®44S ZEiH, £ 2

A
I HAY] wHE FeA Fa FolX He A A e Vs =¥ A4S A E u
i

P

B

d

= AAS olgAE EEA el HESHA B Bl 284S 93t
o5& w2 ZAse =9 A =T A A7IA FAR FERT 52 F£FY BELS
ZAElan ) 2 o|5T " iz ox HHE £4do] Y
As7Iete] 7, o8 AT AS(el: Hollebrands,  3hH 1 €9l bttt & 5o, = 00l
2007; Laborde, 1993; Parzysz, 1988)-> 7 7}Al & A & 1& Adyste A-F, HHE 2 o2

Fo 718k il ¥ (drawing) ¥ =¥ (figure) £ T Sl
S FESIT Ytk Parzysz(1988)= “I1y”2 7] HAA F
st el A Ao, =372 O Y AeE

& Aoyt Baeol o8 leHE /1A W 3] WEel FAoR wys
A

do2 Aottt olwl =Fo] Freakd) 71 stk old A #HF R {IeHA FdEtr]
Blol| &3le AL I BAL o)y, BIF Y3 AML MRoz HHe AXNAPoZT ®
, At o] 7)) skl maAe] A7) F

5
Zl8toll &t 2ol HTh Parzyszol WEHW
e de ages mae WU W WY U= A
How Yuo| &alo] MARTE HUSS T 0 Y, Pargysz®] Ao E TS HHAA Laborde
Aol o5 Mg B8 AmeA 19¢ 28 (99 19, =4, B4 Jlet delehs Al
2 QU= Azb g olRE magte] glo]  skA 1A AES ALl a8d 8o 3o
O ooge Yoz w4Y 4 & Jledsich saRe Fol Sl 2d s
e =@ 199 oS WE 1ge) £4e Qo BYH Adolm, “=ge <REo| gl
o Parzysze Aol Moltbehe REUSY AEAY 7)eHA
W ogeks AAAR ol&d el “F3A J1s oy

2ol =3 3 a8e AR AAANAFTE Aol EFelt 7]

30
v
2
ofN
ot
o
il

e~

719
FHAD) | 3THEAY)
22 =9
= SET A= =] %]EI—%}%—'_]
g B | e F ] I R ETA]
e w4 | 1+E 2 ag

[2% M-1] SAE 233 A F39 B (Parzysz, 1988, p. 80)
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35 wle w, 34 el e =32 3
EolA 1¥ow A AAEL 8 28
& g a2 AAQE e, age vE g el

& 7HA Al 4B15te] §oig Aga

A e, "o owal= Zxel Ao gho}
Hol7A WE Aot} o|9= thxHow EFS

Poem g JHA OEE ofd =¥ dxH
A2 A o =¥ a3 ol#g o)+
718} 5o A7t @ = Q) thHershkowitz,
2002).

AolA AFT ATE Fste], B AFolA

£ QuHow B
£ ool

2. 9%4 BHOEA B

DGSE SIS A= 1HE &4 =

FE E71

A& 4 A siETh DGEQ| “o5rolghs 54
€ dsEshs BV AxT 299 oW 4%
< A

Aol ggsts BE dEss EA e

S Arke 2e ABelAE GAYSe] =43 7}
A 5 g ARe 9% wgolth ol Aol

Axr)shs “ARL 7|5t fdolgt & F g

TH(Olivero, 1999). Goldenberg(1995)= EH71& A

-

S3A Yol WFo g A% Jhed AR A
oz 7t7 Ad F e AL AI7A
9l fFEFEE 7St R s
e 9AE] e AoE, oZlo] dulshs
A MEL 73 78k FE0] AF7]stl
Al dojub= Zlolgtal gtk & AFolAE oA
& DGEolA 7153 =8& E7]d 23 WA

b
oz
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f
l.«_}g_‘
N
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Rl
_|>i
<
)

of e oy 7Hx WHos 77k A

]
glgol BrEHE, olze Ed wAo vy

|

Jo=

E 4 At} Olivero(1999)= “4+2+

3]_3[_
3 ABC7} 914 Qlal, A P& ABY FXo|th

)
1L
rin
i
N
>
O‘:)(:,“
B
to

A7 E71

AAHE 271 Al 27

(219 M-2] 9 7k 7] §38eo Tx3}
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<¥ II-1> DGE(Cabri®] 7

9014 AHgEE B 7 B #3

B7] 7Fed H CE 3L 33| HWA AP-PC-PBE RI5oh= #e A
A E Hohe. o) BrlHE ol xaol HYsHE AT e &
£, % 28 S 9T AP-PO} i A 26 1 A7) 598 A
Z}E 2ot —rOVL HA7E Fol S A2A "ok
< 12 *Unsaved w 4l 12 *Unsaved w Fiolx]
AR 2] . =
AP-PC-PB) o AP=PC=PB? 3

(wandering dragging)

11.4cm

o'

12.1cm P

EHAEA 27
(lieu muet dragging)

=

121cm P B

o 21& UE3= 72 A-E EFHOE FAZL o] EFOZHE P

2 U202 F dYS #AFT £ ) oA F
ZZ(liew muet)’} £H3] UERA "t o] BAZHE “PE F4,
PB(EE PAE HEAZ07 A 9o A 7/} AL v, FoiRA Az43o]
o5 tgo] Atk FE& A7 4 Atk d Yot 443 ABC
7} ABE A FoZ = ol A =R, “ABC7| 222l APCe}

N .
BAWI B | ppe ojsmyagel kbt o AR =04 228 A + Aok
(]]Ile draggmg) <« 12| *Unsaved w Ml < *Unsaved w Falx]
- 1om AP=PC=PB> 1am
AP-PC-PB> K.
12.1cm P B \ 12.1cm P /B
t *Unsaved w i3 B
g = 4 cE Qo 4 folN A%Hoz &
AR B ol £% slw o] WL 9 9o How
= Agsior k. A Cc<=¥ A9
(linked dragging) by N
c (redefine)”-¥ o] A2 A=sta Hr} o]

ARA287 71%9)

1’ lcm

A FolR 24L BEFE ZE 4P E
S d&Hoz 7Y 4 Yk

AN 27
(dragging test)

W ) *Unsaved w o[ ]

delel Azpite ABCot AB7F T3, A
¥ peE AEdA o) Wrkle Bl b
 EE e EuA Foldl A4S wE
Sh=A] AARR
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2+7ke APCS} PCB7} o] 5Wsztd o] =7
gk 2H21E ABCo A dig 7Hd S REEA|
2. ot FAE ARESH <E IM-1>3% 2
o] A 7HA9] B7] H¥& AAskATh 183
“¢hi® E7|(guided dragging)”$} “Alekd T7)
(bound dragging)”? F3& F7late] S| 7
AL AMEAE o Agdte B F8S [O" I
213} o] Fx3}sHTh

Arzarello et al.(1998)& SHAEo| Al 7}A] ©&
Feie] E7], & () AR E7], @ A
£ 7], 3 EWHAEM E7|(lieu muet draggin
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e e FARE e B2 FAo] nf
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AL DU WS BE B

o Hn
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Hoyles(1995) % A
7] 9& W 1 =F0] dile =
| 29 A e e
= Zolgkn doh E=F AL
2AlGA HojhA s1s Awe] o]ex
=4 sleth BV 559 S
<H, 715 B3 =8& oA B
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¥ 4 o deEe s B
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Review of the Role of Dragging in Dynamic
Geometry Environments

The purpose of this study is to review the role
of dragging in dynamic geometry environments.
Dragging is a kind of dynamic representations that
dynamically change geometric figures and enable to
search invariances of figures and relationships
among them. In this study dragging in dynamic
divided by three

representations,  instrumented

geometry  environments is

perspectives:  dynamic
actions, and affordance. Following this review, six

conclusions are suggested for future research and
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