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1.1.1 The Motivation Assessment Scale

(MAS)
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1.1.2 Questions About Behavioral
Function (QABF)
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©,1999,Dawson ©, 1998, Matson ©,1999,
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1.1.3 Functional Analysis Screening
Tool (FAST).

FAST(Iwata, DeLeon, & Roscoe, 2013)
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FTATER LRERERICHT 2 16 HHEND
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2. 2 HSRESHT (Functional Analysis)

Functional Analysis (UL T FA) [ZRi&E
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Lerman, 2013),
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51

@ Tangible
S
s 1 & & & A
=
g. 0.8
] )
o Attention
g 0.6 L Anthony
=
[T}
m
o 0.4
=
=] Escape
=
2 02 2 B :
= e
5 Frea Play /__/'/ “'x_x
o Honore . ¢ = - g
1 2 3 4
Sessions

X2 ZBERFTFALSICEBFAIREHST
REITEI S DERIERER o Z & BRE
Ehi-#i (Alter &, 2011)

D EZ£

ARFZE TITHERER T & 2 A > N &, R
Fds K ONE B 70 I o TR L 72,
TR THRAIT LT BEYERY 70 FA 1, IREATE)
DOHREZ RN T D7D T— )V RAX &
— RERBREINTHDA, B A M %
P 5 HNEREE WD BLENDEREO —
DLl oTND,

IEREZRERER T A A MW =T
— ZIZEEDW IR, FREREE N — 2 DR
LD LR THY (Carr & Durand,
1985) | &> 7o ATEI DREREIZ S D W T2 iRIR D
BIRC, 71 7T LORFHI GAEICE ST
FEEEZESIEDLZ LS 2H D (Iwata,
Pace, Cowdery, & Miltenberger, 1994) ,

MR 722 7L CIUE S iz 7 — 1,
B R EBEBZICESHN TV ARNWED, &
F I ERPAS B RTENRE L, i
BT —o/ A T ANFAE LT, B
FITIL LV EfERHERERN T £ A A 2 MO
DSWIIREE FHi T 5 Z &2 D mER
BN H 503 — 5 TIRHBLE L~ L ToOR
e fHE TN FIERRD HILD LW

s



IR h D,

MR it = DIEMEZ MG L72AF9E T
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