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ok P JZ T, $2 T 3 B AR IR F P 7 (1(41)=5.77,
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TIURF AR (AR T e 55 T “UE 38 —HERE— R0k
7 IR

*3 HIENEERIRES

=2 BT M(SD) JEI M(SD) Mean Diff (J5-Hl) t(df) p Cohen’s d
My 65.38 (5.52) 71.24(7.50) 5.86 7.53 (41) <.001 1.16
CAF (30) 19.83(3.03) 21.08 (4.01) 1.25 3.67 (41) <.001 0.57
mELAMEER (15 10.53 (2.36) 10.90 (2.85) 0.37 1.59 (41) 119 0.25
W R (25) 16.15 (3.56) 17.35 (4.28) 1.20 3.24 (41) .002 0.50
IERAE A E (200 11.48 (2.60) 13.80(3.02) 2.33 5.77 (41) <.001 0.89
ZARMTE (10) 7.39(1.36) 8.10(1.73) 0.71 2.99 (41) .005 0.46
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M Clauses per T-unit 1.41(0.14) 1.48(0.19) 0.07 2.77 (41) .008 0.43
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Explanation/Warrant (1] 3555 2 2 19 0. Evidence M
HII M=4.12 $2F+ % J5Il M=5.55, t(41)=3.70, p<.001,
d=0.57; Explanation/Warrant J\ M=4.21 $£F+ % M=6.19,
t(41)=6.24, p<.001, d=0.96. 5 UL[AAf, Rebuttal 5
Qualifier PR ZIRTE () p<01) , T 2EAEE M
IF) T AE TR IE P A B s 7 W AR 0T 2518 A 80T R gk AT R
JE. HHEZ T, Reason ZEFIGEALZE (p=365) , i
BIAT-TI00 “PR Bl ” MM IR, mxs “ FHIESRE 3C
FEIEMREIEE T SCHF 5K IS BE R .

Fo6 RIEMLIEERERNHEN

=R B SB35 M(SD) JEll SRR M(SD) Mean Diff t(df) p Cohen’s d
Claim 6.29 (1.35) 6.64 (1.72) 0.36 2.19(41) .034 0.34
Reason 8.36(1.74) 8.55(2.23) 0.19 0.92 (41) .365 0.14
Evidence 4.12(1.93) 5.55(2.94) 143 3.70 (41) <.001 0.57
Explanation/Warrant 4.21(2.07) 6.19 (2.80) 1.98 6.24 (41) <.001 0.96
Rebuttal 0.98 (0.95) 1.48(1.17) 0.50 3.11(41) .003 0.48
Qualifier 1.14(0.81) 1.83(1.34) 0.69 3.45(41) .001 0.53

T g RAN B BRI N Bk K.
X AR S “UEE- S RS 1 H bR — 2L
H W “UEHEFR (Claim - Evidence - Explanation -
Source) " VEASMEIAR, FHAEE VRS UM S5t b Rrsk
REE CUEHEM R SRR L, TR A AR e <R
HIHES " Fen) “UEE—HERLPA . AIREHERE
4.4 BN
Nt — B JRORBE IR R REN L, AT T B
A S AT Z 0T GaiebadE: ATILE AL T2,
AR, A ARVEACRL R, S AR IR S R R LE R R
THED o BUF s X237 K-
(1) FIIBERHE: EIRIIFEUESR 5B A 2
[Claim] Social media harms college students ’
learning.
[Reason] It distracts them and wastes their time.
[Reason] Many students cannot concentrate in class.
GZ B /b rT 1B 3 Evidence, H.# = Explanation
e “orn” W SE “ IR AT IRENE. D
(2) FHiH A GIEdEER 7 BonfiD
Btk 5K (Claim) = HAZEEARAE N K 557 2%
VNI GZEPS
*iE# (Bvidence+Source) : [CRIF A: HEHE/
WHFUIE] (2 RS/ 51 SChLED
*ffi % (Explanation) : #iB] “BIHK t —yE B I

AR S I a] |7 R

BRI (Rebuttal) = KA “HA8 A4 ] F

T BRI, (HBRE HARERE (Qualifier)
(3) Jail B&RE

[Claim] Excessive social media use is associated with
lower academic engagement.

[Evidence] A recent survey of college students
reported that heavy users spent fewer hours on sustained
study compared with light users [Source A].

[Explanation] This gap matters because sustained
study time is closely linked to completing complex
assignments; fragmented attention makes it harder to
maintain a coherent problem-solving process.

[Qualifier/Rebuttal] However, when social media is
used purposefully (e.g., following course-related channels),
its negative impact may be reduced.

(A] I, Evidence 5 Explanation/Warrant % 2 56 52 %8,
FH I Qualifier/Rebuttal, FF&3K 6 K AE@E. D

S AR, “UERER— IR IR
W7 SRR RS T R AMESC I IR
KB BEA T BRI BOR SR, PR
FERRSEAE IR R SRR, R EAHES SO
MR B “UEHRIRENIRIE” .
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