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Abstract

Critical thinking lies at the heart of scientific thinking, and argumentation instruction is a key means of
developing this ability. Taking the teaching of the section “The Structure of DNA” as an example, this
paper explores how the PCRR argumentation model can be used to conduct argumentation teaching in
order to cultivate students’ critical thinking. The lesson design is based on the four stages of the PCRR
model, guiding students to construct scientific arguments regarding the structural characteristics of
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DNA, thereby providing a practical reference for the cultivation of critical thinking in high school
biology education.
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1. 5]

(e E R AR SRR FRUE (2017 4ERR 2025 FEAEIT) ) ¥ “RIZEBYE” TN ERFEZ —, BRE
AREn “RTUEYERE A, 12 F AR B VR DAL G5 1 SRR R A A IR RO [1]. it
FIVE R R EAE SRR RIE SR B P A3 LUK RS, SR U AT B SE B, %4 B A A AR B, #0
W T RALZT P TR VPR M BN R A RIS, A B R B A7 R
[2]. WIEZCFEBONBOE TR B As 5 SC B 1 CEM 4, L+ PCRR (Present, Critique, Reflect, Refine) &
R FLEh ki e G edt, T REIEISUESR AL T E MR I HESE[3].

2. #FIEBERPNE

A B ABURAE %0 Birz —, HEWIRRERZE. LRI AR BRI E SCh “ Nk
FEAEA A BT 2T S BN REFEE” , R TR R B 095 B (BE/REE
et ) WL GEE R, BIHRTE e S A L SRR RE (A s PEAL S ) 5 R e (o
Ut BARTFR) AR R 4 . B IX — 2 g B TR E s A e BARES T, Y
SEECER A B, HARR AR GERN, s, PSS A E e, DLETE.
REMZSE, X “sLiRuirl” o “RIEsp” S22 nibiRdr@ s = s E . RS @M, Nk
S IE R R ) B4R AR 5 LR ). ERE AR, R R SRR A Rk, s
MR R 40 PCRR, [RIIL “#tH” 5 “REB” B4 5 L BgEre I RE, NRGINGEETE
ot BEMEHE ARG IR TIE MR ERENELS, ORI A H b IR A S B ) O
BRR41
PCRR iRiF{=EEiA

PCRR L IER A f 56 [H %34 Kujawski T~ 2015 5T G —RBFHFEE Anik) 3, KBRS pirid 2
RN CRBL CHER” CRIB” CREIER” TUANREE EFHRIEATE[5]. B MiBE A BF R, PCRR 45
K TR TG, AMREUR A2 5L50 2505, RERERINH HURI 2805, %A GRS R —HEE7 ftitE
RFEE6]. R PO —— “HLH” 5 “RE”, BB MNACAERgES a7 o TR
5 oM EORBN AT RE . BEATUESE, FERME IR R RGN MRS MR IR A, B e
AR TR HEEE . AR AR S B IR I ReI[7]. B AR R R TR OO AR R % PCRR B
SRR, BINZ 2SSl IR RIRER " A, R T inflis s G| SR g 2.
L SRR S BARUE R R, N R AR R R R R AR T AT S IR R 61[8]. ¥ 1 A PCRR

ik
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Figure 1. PCRR argumentation model
[ 1. PCRR iLIE&R R

3. fEmEELFIE B UEIE SRR PCRR REUZEA

e A AT, DL PCRRORTERB AN, & B i /R BOSIER AR BT AR TEIC S Rk %
SFAEYV AR AR I RE, AR 2R A BT T AT RRAL 9], 51 S LA “DNA il s A E H
REZR B IHEAE B SR IR A5 1 7 X — %0 BUE,  F G = AN Bk A% O o) REHEAT 1RIE

3.1 BlEEEREER, MEAERRER
UG, HOTLL DNA SUBHEAS IO FOUA R (4 Ar) BESE)AVIA A, SR “DNA Ayfil

SIS RXUR e ? H T BRRRE ERREAEZE? 7 ksl RS B g
R — D IRFUAT X — S5 2 5] 22 R0 B SEKER T 5 DNA XU IE 25 44 IR T 2 ik o

32. 2URFIEE, EHAMAIERE

FEEMIRE AR R IRE R, VR 2 OB U2 LASR IR VRS, 2T HSR Sk ORI IR, R 1
WARAYIKEN T £ RBUIESRAZ IEVGR, e R ESIRL 2220 . DR i 0 7 70 R 22 Fh
FEE, AR HSR AR A AR, B REE R - FER R T RIA L ISR & Rk
AR R, IR SR A R R

3.2.1. B—1EH: BiEMENRESREMREE

EHP)MBL: UM EI DNA (1) X SFLRATH B s 3 B AT K, A g 5, 2
KICHEFRSE Y0 15K “DNA ARG —FB e . 7 AR BHRE S IIE L3R (% 1), ¥ 28
F5k. AR S HEFE AR

HEFNC)BrBe: 25 S 24 BL« AT VS 7 WA gk BEAT L) o &/ N A i UE e SR B AT 5 L,
X FARZE (K 325K R AR R AT B, DGR I S AT B RS ME - f e R L ? 7 <R
T SR A B BB T 11?7 A B e BN B A AT R A IR, SRR k. IR
FEHEVREE RS 7T, BEEBNEY “ R4, HUWNEE “ARecF 4 .

BUB(R) S S R (ReNI B : FAEAERAIEAE B AT SR R, IR B LA TS HEDN, IR BIY B
Wb RS 7 3 BOMIREA S| T2 A0 il R A Ry A2 45 ) R LA B R i 2 i )38 3o Aol
JRERE? 7 BONE A AR RS R EGEORIEIL R, TR 2R, MBS EHERL .
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Table 1. Argumentation record sheet for DNA spatial configuration
7= 1. DNA Z[a i BPiEiT Rk

LRI H WRHNE
i) &t DNA B BRI 5 2
Fik DNA J3 & — R e 544 o
R 1) DNA 7 X S LRATHT B ( “X” TRHFAE)

2) PEEBUATH EAAL
EPE JEEL TR T 4R (A5 28 AT ST D, HHE D DNA DBt Y

A BR A BT TSR, Toim s IR A (/XU =) Je FAL (e A Tie) o
FFR T i) WERHGE Y LA BEAA AR Y B B e 4 2

3.2.2. F1EH: WEEAEXFEME LM

EIP)MBL: HUM5] 525 DNA L2205 KA B8 S R, B2 RUBEHES (R 170 FAT vs &7
SPAT) AR BT o (22 Fh g - g A IR R . 2 AR AR IR BOR S BFIC £ (£ 2), EIEnEik
KR

HANC)MT B & /NAZ WU R RIAT S, X E TR UEHR ARSI FEREAT [ . BUT 40 B B 5
N SRBEE A IR B 25 A AT HE ) s SR F PR B D45 1A 1 AR (2 2nm) 5 2540 e s 180° ANAR (1 X FR M IE
Wi, SBR[ TAT B TRV A RO AR LR, K HAE Dy, W &R AT
SR 4RSI NEMRIENI(A =T, G = C)IX — K5 @ SiEHE, ZETRBRBENIEC O R, 1R ATE
C-G IR S PERC 0T 5L 0 o

S (R) S FE R (Ref I B : 2 Al SHIESE FIALFIVE A, BB MR, M T S PAT .
o E AN A XUE DNA BEAY . #00ii 5] S22 4E 2% IX— P S5 M il idt— D4 B R AR 5 2 I8 e )y
] 20 IR AT e 2 T AR 5] HE B AR A AR AZ 0 )

Table 2. Argumentation record sheet for DNA double-strand linkage mode
= 2. DNA MiiEHE AR IRIEE R &R

eI H ICRENE
I 7 DNA XUEanfa[HEF ? B an ey B Xt 2

BN PIZERIAPAT I 2 IR SR, BAEZ A-T. C-G HAMILK
UEHE A ST AN BEAREEL 2 nm; Srhoxs ik, ERENA =T, G=C).
i N R BAREE S HL XK, LA AT ANRVE N HERRBENLECY, #5E A-T. C-G.
RRERFEO IR AT O AT T JT AR R 5 2 MR E 77 [7) 76 el 2 A g 2
RS VAR SPT. RESPAT . Bk EAMICX XU DNA 157

3.2.3. B=1EH: AFBERENRERIL

SIP)M B 22 AR 58 A PR SIS T DU R R SR LR A S A E AR AR A e S A e i s
By, KN AR RTEE AR AT .

HEHNC)BrBe: HOmIRARE B, — R INAEERLIEE ——DNA R4 . RNA RABES ) THLAHN
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OB — R FARE DNA VARSI . — R B RIE Y —— 3 /2 FARE R FE i A7 7E , 4H R
i A P EAN R A4 5 RAC B R 48, IR 5 E dr RGN T 2P RN AR T 22 45 BIRIESE T i ig,
KIA FIZHEOEARIR, T2 5 400 A DI REAT 2R Gt b [F) BEAL Y 45

SOBR)SHEHR(ReRNINT BL: A ELR S AR TEM IS5 L, AP I BER T 50 TR et RAE A
R 58 B2 1) DNA A FXURBE 45 MY (2 3), R LA N AR5 BB i & L

%%

Table 3. Argumentation record sheet for the three-dimensional conformation of DNA double helix

%% 3. DNA SUZHE (R RISIEICRR

e Ul RN

] K5t DNA XU e /& 7 el 2 45 e ?

Fik DNA F: UL B A5 T XU A4 -

i TR AR5 LSRR % 40 PR G M S TR AT TS FoE i T2 e i,

AR R B RS, L BN,
R ST OUE [ SR 3% MR SRR A IR SIS RS R AL 25 5B, JE i 5 fr RGNS
SAEIRE] SERT AL T £ 3R (B-DNA), W& T e A7 oAb %

%ﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬂgﬁﬁﬁ¥ﬁ%,W%E%Mﬁm:tezq,E?%ﬁ,%%—%iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂw,W%E
3.3. HFWRIEMERRE

PP 22 ALAE PCRR GIER R P b #IVE B 4ER I, AW St 7l ke TR

o BRIBIEIDRE

Ak, R 4 FrosvEn &R, MIRIE IR OB 2 R 2228 e KE AT 4y Z VR . b #E n]
AR BV, fJE BB, U E A B IEERE, BRIHRIERE .
Table 4. Evaluation rubric for student argumentation quality
= 4. FEIEREFNER
PP 2 KT 1 (WIS K) KT 2 (BB R E) KT 3 (RIFE#%) PR T
RO, AT EER L Wi, REREUEIEREEGN.  JEMT. R5uE, RERLESM
FIRMBHME (W0 [RHE “DNA ZE R ERRMEEIE (o 312E “RAPTEE JREEREE
5k R H7  ARIX A B R N R HRR AR E” LTI, BRI TR dRRM
SR 23 XERZ: AT D) E7 X ZpHE. HEHD)
e LB PO BHIE Y,
REFIESIEYR, (HELZHEH  GEAEPSOMERAMIGE M HTENE. 2ots
WEPRIEREG (0 FUHAEMFENER 4, el HE@: A "R 22607598 TERRHT
RSP Tt B A ] SCRFCS 5 18 52 EAUEDY R A AT BHAE. AmREN, fqH BRE L
SR D) HFRE e ) BAFHRMRPR s X
s 43HT)
NP e B GHERE, FERIS TR @RS, feEshit
BB, fRBRE O BT e P T
HERAGEHE (. SUNGT B e LD RPEO: SEEE AP HIRIOA SR
i XuRie aWsibrae ST, (0 RER CARRAES g g e
"%&j%@) ’ WoRAREE AT X SRABBER” HRIE; ‘
) M. $EEE. iTY) MR HEEE. PEAR)
DOI: 10.12677/ae.2026.1661217 989 HaidtE


https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2026.1661217

H#IE

RERGETTARRE,

REARFEBIEAE BUR B, [ T RA =R, KRR

HMERE R R BB 2 1R

BRI 15 . 03
RN T ki G T o
BENRE  emsE ek oIS EEEE gy o ren | MIE

it ) P
PN
SR, SR
A, WEK B RTH, ERERIE I SRS BT,
RN AL ASRIME A ERAEE  SRERRAIEEL o

SRk ¥, SHEBAIZE AR S, (EHEEE R “URJiE— XU — A7 FRUR
fills XN pHT. PRAR) OB XL AT EAE) B AOESKIEAR XM
T TP HERE)

4. INGE

J£T PCRR HRL ) DNA S5 A4 #0748 SL i b T REME 21 2 AL AE “ b7 PR FSE RTS8 . BRZUIRY

Wi ELPFIR LSS B, 7 UM R A BT s A r) L i SRR IR R XA RE ). AT UM ey
BOFEG], MARBCER B SEEE, RORAERMHECASLREA 78 4 VBRI Z AR HA 1 8 4
BYEFERHRTIRCR, IFIRZ LA AR . BEAC IS5 Al R A S e T L A8k . AT, PCRR H
R 2RI - HEH - SE - RERT RSO TR SRR B ERE L, DR AR R R
FITE R YRR IR IEOE T AT RAF R S B A2
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