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2,

WERE FTRBEME: PETLEEGE NIRRT

B4 BHE TAAS
(PHALIISE R A= ¥ Be, 220 730070) G & ETFIAM L R0 HR, R 2K 30302)

W E BGRLEFIG—HZENS, @FAILETERG AT GTE Y, iz TR2E RN A LE
M A, B RIEE & TR A H R AR ? K — PR AT 10 FRABCEE, R F feit AR
FHa St A, FN G RET REERIEE LFE AL, FREFABRAGHEZTILEGEGF T
A, X THRRXAZBEAZRLEADRARSABREFEER RFRIL ATHAIEAERBEARRAER
FFe B RECH RS, 484k, IR MR RFITA IR, Bt EEOAX FEEReAak b, RIBT
A — S i 6 BT LA IR BBABIR, B F AL E A R F R R R T RS A 5 MK et Az,
EEE B &FE; BE; F I

HEKES B4

1 5|8 (Tomasello, Kruger, & Ratner,1993); i Butterworth
A
Bl A I TN ey, (00O W SRR AR, B
o I B0 AR R X WA RE T 0 AT . A
DT RE T B0 3 AR T E AR, T - o .
o S T LA R R ST U OB MR
R LU MBI R BT IO IE, R Gy -
DRI B DX 2 — A T AR TR, Al 1 éﬁ;ﬁ%3®%§%kx R
PR MBSO R .~ DTS5 Baldwi SRR AR
PHRULIRIGEDRA. " DIFFEC Baldvin SRR, B A B O 0 LR L
(1906)3A g /1 3 158 3 2 7E A0 A ) AL A L F T ) \ SN
o \ o BT WA, B H AN, LR
JLA RO ARALTT DA B L 82 3 4% Rl LR A o ,
i 1 s AR | HLAAY L A2 (Horner & Whiten, 2005;
(Barr & Hayne, 2003; Nielsen, 2006), £ JL#IA L v & Keil. 2007- L b L
%ﬂﬁ%([’iaget, 1962), ﬂ:ﬁﬂﬁﬂ:JLiXﬂ’ﬁﬁiiﬂj yOIlS, oung, €1l, 5 yOl‘lS, amroschn, Lin,

Macris, & Keil, 2011; Whiten, McGuigan, Marshall-
SR RIS Be 2 21, AR HERE 22 P A mean
rh 1.?3F LRNE R ’J.% PR AL 2 PR Pescini, & Hopper, 2009). {115 5 L7 2—Hi—
TR & B (Meltzoff & Williamson, 2013),

MR 0 5 S 3 LA ik TR 07

LR R R, e e
LA SR B2E 5T LR | : FRR TR EI P A
(AT A5 , WIRVIL BUEC oo b st s e 0, L A2 3 1 B
#1, P25 Thorndike & AR 47 23 i WLEL Al

o ~ " o - (overimitation,Over & Carpenter, 2012); 522 #iX¥,
>k A1t T I, ] 7S . N o
ANSLHIE ) BAEAGILR (CBEAOCEAR gy e w5k, LR 09, A
T SIVERMEZ (cf. Subiaul, 2010): Bandura (1977) HyKE0)5 % (Brugger. Lariviere, Mumme, & Bushmell,
AR B 2 38 2o 5 AR FRAR S MEAT 1 — T s

e o 2007; Carpenter, Akhtar, & Tomasello, 1998; DiYanni
e, 1 e )y S = ¢
Tomasello S W HBLDS A LOUZXIAT AL 9 & Kelemen, 2008; Williamson, Meltzoff, & Markman,

RN, B RN ORISR 0008y L e 0 i 1 o % 0 A0 28 P
(Carpenter et al., 1998) il 17 4 4% & 1) 2

Wk BB 2015-07-17 (Williamson et al., 2008), # 1 HAEAS 5 52 it H A5
* RN ST AT S BT S R R F (12)JD880018). EEAREMBIME, IE 10 453k, XASIR BTN
BRAEE: 44, E-mail: zhengming003@sina.com b i S L NS L 2 BT P NE T oy O A
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B A5 BRE BRI

LA U £ 77

Sl T SR TE R AR . RS SR T e
X7 B WL RE SHE SO TR A, 8 10T B R R 0 T
A RUAR GBI i B, ERUETESEA I, 22ilde
T — A R AR 0T ) B B B S IR
B R S IR o

2 “RLEIEHEREMZF

21 kB“BEENHIER

B SRR S A AL A X R ) T AT A
KA (copy all)sems, AKX I3 ) 4R
fio RIMETERLYT & TR R AT o0 5k il H T8
PR KR, A AL i st gy . flan, 4
S N G ) L R AR T s & T I (R R
M), RIFITIF & FIERTT ], TR0 —1
NBUELN, 3 2 LB TR W HE R & T TR 3R AR
BeRITCHI RIS 0 N MR RSB T AT R, TR
PRTERME A T HER GG 2, BETaHET
&£ B i) It H (Horner & Whiten, 2005),
fil, A WE5E R BT Fh o BE A BLAT 5 SCfb i —
M, Nielsen Fl Tomaselli (2010155 & 3, 241h]
Tl AT L g AR L R ] —
A TCRAT R S VLA BLAT 25 58 8 H A B HR AR I
P X T s 19 T8 06 VA DG AT S B AT TR s
(Nielsen, Mushin, Tomaselli, & Whiten, 2014),

AWFERM], o By 3 R A e L 1k
WA IR AL A7 2 J2 JC AT N Z )5 - 7E Lyons 55£(2007)
By Sz b, Sedm N 7R SR 2 H S A L —
ERGSEIT A RFTCRMZE, ZR kM 3 XL
FAE BT S5 AR IA XS JEOC SR AT TR .
FHEILEGE L O AEE, H— AL
HEFEARTF IR, JLEA SRR BT A TE A K
YEHAITIRIR 5 Lyons 55(2011)48 th 4~5 % 2#HiJL
7 AT AR (A b L BE, R RE AR 2 e )t
SN TCRAT AT SR o RS, LR
HYRILE, — 40 Felix Do 22 B AL {18047 e
P, HBUARBE M S A, RILEM
A EBE RS, I WS TE AT R (% Bl & 1 T
WRAR IR AT, BB BT A (EEATIFN),
DM AT gttt & 3 & 7 i i B H, HE5 R R
P ATATS SR 1] T AL AR LT S AT R, MR R ke A
BiLLFE

1E Nielsen, Moore F{l Mohamedally (2012)F)—
TR 5 oy, Y 78 3 A S < 00 1] 3 43 A Ry iy 2

HUWILE B RAT N, J7— L JLEAE A =5 R
PIEAT AT S . BRI, B RAE R«
HY MJLE, BRAENMEEE ML, Xk
15 R B AR IR B A — K o XU IR e N
BRI ILE, I RAE R 55 W 1Y L E XS
TCIVH N T A A AELAT T ) #B AR 5% . Kenward (2012)
WFFEIN A B 3~5 2 )L HE A R G e S 6 rh AN AR
P IE KA, T ELAE AL A PR I 45000 5 —JE 5 3l
YERIREAT I, A ATIE 233 o T (i an, AR FEA
KD, WA (BN, AR, .), BOR B R ()
mn, FHMRIEFEER) S )7 AT Rt
22 RB“MERALIERE

JLE MG BA SN, JLERERE, EK
HOR BYILAJ & (Brugger et al., 2007; Carpenter et al.,
1998; DiYanni & Keleman, 2008; Schulz, Hooppell,
& Jenkins, 2008; Williamson et al., 2008), % W5,
N LB TERLA I 2 7] i 2% P& 8 s & A7 o
(Carpenter et al., 1998)F117T MH % (Brugger et
al., 2007; Williamson et al., 2008), 5 It P i 45
it A B8 A4, A T2 A0 X3 H A £
BRE NI

WEFE ], 2L AT DA 0 A Y& Sk 4T T
S KT B AT . HR, SRR
FRAEARA PR N, o BRI 2 7 B
JTATIRES, 14 A 22UTE 22 09 FSL T A & F 4
SKHFITATIF o R 7R & T DU AT, HAD i
PR ATIAT, JLE AN SR & R TEZ AT 40
fapdee HR, A SRR 2 AR AN BE FH O T (TEAR IR Y
PR PDTEO T HBELEST T, JLE SIA R
HWA M TFRF AT AR, HACEW] LA
T LA RBEA R 7 ZORAT AT o X U] L 2
FRVE IR (Gergely, Bekkering, & Kiraly, 2002),
Nielsen (2006)%t 12~24 4~ A JLEHITHITF&T
segeh, JLEWAE Fiali i T REAT I — &R 5
&, MEHESE B TR EABER, 4
R 12 DA ILESWRE S BirA 55k
R B T BAT R o HA 2 5250 1) JL 2 [W]
I 38 7% B — A7 S 1 A 2l VR 0B A S AR
JLFE 25 9000 ] 4% )5 1if % (Carpenter et al., 1998),

5T R BT LEA I 5 28 2 id 4338 SR AT 8K
R E T ZMNATH EE A DiYanni 1 Kelemen
(2008) T2 g vy, W R H R PR A, sk
BSE REIAT 555 Bl s A S S — R 8
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WAL S R TR, 2% it 5, A HB
PE S VR LE A C BN R, 4Rk
WILEZ AN EERME W, HHEERE T REA
RE AT 55 1) T H i A5 Ay L By 2
VEFEERY, JLEE 2 RIR RORE & . T —SEaf
SR, L AT LI A5 il 5 000U SR W (Subiaul,
Patterson, Schilder, Renner, & Barr, 2015; Wang,
Meltzoff, & Williamson, 2015; Williamson, Jaswal, &
Meltzoff, 2010). 4 JLE T REAT A I I B i) A
R, A 2> RO N BAR AT o A,
2 )LFATEAE X LRI, AT A2 b7 1
NHIHNMEST A (Wang, Williamson, & Meltzoff, 2015).

3 XTHFRHMBE

JLZEB B R R 2 WA 7 JLEXT
THR AT A A 3 %) SR B8 M 30 HOAS b R R 2
R AAE—LE g, L EE A W 0 B BB B A o ok
T T AR SR XS BT 47 R AT A SR, I AE D) —
SR FE v, AR FIRCE 2 L R B T
FWE? BIRGEE NAS [ B X G A 7 A
31 ETEARXREEAENHRE
311 BxRERKERIR

— T 5% E A EE i LR FH AP R R
(PR R TR A TR Horh 2z —J2 <A ZhA
YA 5 (Automatic Causal Encoding hypothesis,
fii#k ACE, Lyons et al., 2007, 2011), iZ{E¥%IAN
M)LE UG R — RYVEOR S ERE, 14 B 3
Fr A B VR gm A SR 5 B ¢ H bR 58 A TR 6
R, WANEYL, JLEI N ERAT TR SRR
eSS R HRTEA T2 %N R, M@
SE R SR IO Y s VR A B T (T 3L B AR
YEPLHI AT N EBEE 1, F BB & T E A A AR
. HILAREAR” (have to)Xf Fr A /R SIEHEAT
Bl o P R L2 e e B AT 5 4
SR HIR R (BAR AR A B3R 0Y), B
i e Bk S0 3 LB 7 O 5 58 Ak H AR T S B AR SR 43 X
HHATHA o
312 EBETNERK

AT LE 58 0 L X TE AT A A 1 SR
PR LB 8 R AT 0 h IR L S /R 5 i 4 B An
BRBEMERKER, B AT E AR 3IE
MR EEAT A, PR 4 WL SR R (5 B,
NI ) —40” (everything the adult does)’R W,

DL 27 2 2 N B 92 3 B 19 1] BB 1 (Carpenter,
Call, & Tomasello, 2005; Williamson & Markman,
2006) o AT FE ARy, JRECIE” (copy all/
correct later) [ 5 o X & NSk ke A 11—
o 2] SRWE A A B FR Sy < SR M S g
(cultural Pascal’s wager), %W 1A A JLEE ZEREAS
HIRIEDE T T — R B0 2t A A AEAT
PR, B E L REA Sk . B RS T LUR i ]
VIBCIE

H2 ST A C A EGE A 52 U H bR
UF IR, AT A0 23 Bk B M L4 JE G AT
(Williamson et al., 2008; Brugger et al., 2007; DiYanni
& Keleman, 2008), ttin, 34 3 % JLEFE 2 A
—FPE BN VEA — D A B — e B, Al
T2 X N SR S SE B (s 1T 24 A AT A H b
78 SRy BRI B A TR AR, R AR Sy SE A
2B AR 0 — AR A, L R Sy S0 T TR R BR b
B AR vk XS T R B VR R0 R R
(Williamson & Markman, 2006), 5 —~F58 | &
PR, T S HON SR AR RS AL E (F 2
BIMEER BT, LAREZERENILEHECS
AL SE B H A ) B M A SR O B R B T A
TR, NERTCRN, BIEA KM (Williamson et al.,
2008).,

B O A L A B T LAXE L B — 2k 1 S
o RO R AT RS, HAR M T e L E AR
IR R R —— LT [ B 2250 L) R s 5 1 2
AL, H IR I AR B2 0% PR R R U RS e M R L 2
Bt 00 BE 26772 5 58 1 H AR A TRER G FR AR
SR ST T RAT I LA
32 ETHEXERENRE
321 #HRKFERE

BT X PR G R 41 24 B2 4 1 B AN 2 1Y
Fah b, AU At 2 A4 A B 4R L R B L
HELGIAT AT IR . AT BGR L B 2 T DA S
A5 118 J5 TR A AT T 5 2 ) AR R 5 R 2R DR %
X & (Nielsen, 2006; Tomasello, Carpenter, Call,
Behne, & Moll, 2005)m A8 i f 18 7R #1022 1) Jid 28
(Lyons et al., 2011), Z RN FHoE%
F R (Social Affiliation hypothesis ), JL#“A8
87 (be like) A —HE 5 BT A 21 H Ay B al LI
HAZAR, HIRE SRSt S0, F
L L Z BT AR 43R 8l A 2 B Dy <At T 4 40
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IR

SCRPZAR I IEYE K @ Over F1 Carpenter
(2009)AF5E o FEWFFTH, L EETE S8 U (1T 55 2
i, SeWE — D, —HBOE A
BUBEARHET R, 5 — ARG N E — B
PERLA ., S53RH, TR A S LB AR RS
BT AT 55 v B 3 S S T RN AT . B
B SRR R R S5, LA S 2 L
SR N AT A LA SR A B AR U5 )& J2% (Watson-
Jones, Legare, Whitehouse, & Clegg, 2014),
322 BRUEBEERBE

Csibra il Gergely (2009,201 )41} T F SR %
BB (Natural Pedagogical hypothesis), TAN
NEA —Fh B FHARC AR UL 28 25 A C Rk
MR, T mtReE AR, NEKR T — e
TRt 2 Or A, R E . BE AR
1% 136 100 IR IR I SRR R e 3y, L iR b
AU, BOEF IR, G as  JLE XX A A L R
AR BUR, AT R AR AT — BB AL 1B 25 B AT THY
HVEh FHRAR, PIBEHE K OF 477 ) i
] o FERLOT I LB 2RI . A B 14k 2k
K, PR PEAT R A B SRy o i, A
BEULALGT N FHAK T I s AT e g,
Gergely 1 Csibra (2005)¥ 11 T P s 5. —F &
S, BRNTEBRET, ST LA R YA i,
Mo, IRMACH; 75—, RS
BOUA AT AT AL s Vb i, R AL AT I =
I ERAT . SRR, BULTER — R S
WK ATIT ST b XT3 — S Ry e R 3
IR, M2 e AT IR SR BT

Nielsen (2006) JIr i) 5 %6 [ £ UE W 71X —
Fo TEIRSEYG rh 2 5200 5 SR LAY V8 L 1] BE I, 18
AN B L fl 1] 4 BEGE R R PR ORI A TR
Py M9 RO AR B i aens, 2L
RGP, S R AT S

VYRS, O 3 A FLTB IR AR b, AR
JE 565 4 AN I B 2% i B A A R A TR 3 A L
Wo (R, X 3 AN HRBARNE, T 4 A0
WM. 54 WG, B 4 TG AR LR, JfFh
A BR AR R FE S OLE ol 3 AR IS S50 H A9
JRKHZ AT, I ] A5 2 00590 A Ay A A
B BEAHE R

IR R FE A T Ak S X L AL AT
S EE N, AEZ R 4[] 5 figp AR AR i A AR AR
B () JLEAAL H O R 8 S0 ) ELIds 23 % 3%
A B IS B 5 =07 BEAT IR T AR 4% (Kenward,
Karlsson, & Persson, 2011); (b)JLEML{7 L L2
Bl AR I At 2 1 S AR A AE AL (o) B
S AR AT ATE — 8 A2 BE b A R L2 SR ey, B
SEABATTAE T T Y 5 — T b SRR A R B —— g A
AAE— A 5 rh LB 2 20 T SR b 1 B A,
WRRFRCRAC SN, BB AT 8047 N 58 AT 55
(Brugger et al.,, 2007; Williamson & Markman,
2006),

VoI5, A W50 a5 223 19 7 50k
fip Tk L B AN ] A 75 SR s (ARG S )7 /280 R A0 ) )
$&, Over F Carpenter (2013)7E S 251 AW 5T H Al
AR LB AR i AR S 15 S b 3 Aok
FE AT LI R ) o S st At e H
PR, LB S, L ANTE SR 5
L LA B E Y HEFR ek, I8 4 Ml AT 7 B J 5
7 S 50 v 23 A ) T R SR R AT R, LU
B 1k B 2 9 HE)% (Over & Carpenter, 2009); # 2%
A HARTE SR b o 3 AR, LB S ek
RS E 2 E R i 2 2 JL#EAE I —F
TE SR 58 AT 55 S8R 0 2 o) B AR, B2 R
PeREE | ORI A D) — R UF L # R
56 4 VG i (match) AT M UEXE AT, B £ 7= A i
FHEN (Yu & Kushnir, 2014), R, iZ IS HIME L
[ 25 ) LB 2 Q] R I 52 56 17 5 e Js MR A L A, EL
R AT b 2 ZRAE P 7 (1) A 7 AL 55 1)

AT I 7 1k PRT 3 J 14 FR JE A  iX
MG, MATIA ARG /)N Y L2 B 22 b ) 5%
By, BEE IR, JLF AR 2 AR B ok
B, JLEE B W TR SRy, BAETE— B
AR R KRN R B R R e i i R
(McGuigan, Makinson, & Whiten, 2011; Whiten et
al., 2009), Whiten %:(2009)%f 2~4 % JL#E#if51T
HHIWFFE A, R — BE T R AT N FIAT AT N
B — MRS, 3. 4 ZILEW 2 ¥ )LEDR
RINEZ MR IAT N, HiE, MRASILEA R
UF AL S PRV N, 2 2 2 A i LB () S S i A
D5 T N 7R 1977 0 7 X (Nielsen, 2006). Pk,
Bl AR I ) AN BE SE AR L BE A7 SR 1Y

prirEE
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4 “HamiRE R

AR s, JLEBFT AR w2 4R,
AATT 2 AR AN ] 175 5 R A S S Ay 3 R
IR AWK SE W H b o SR A 2 R
PE, PRI, SCEE DA 3 A AR 3 i L <Pt 4 A A
(benefit-and-loss trading)ffi%, Z=id Xt JL BB R
W P 8 PR AT A R o BT IR 4L s AU i i, R L
BRI R, A SR 25 A, P
Pt 2 AR5 A 2 B 3548 2 il — b <o i > AL
I A BERE IS 1L R AF KF 25 (maximize  benefit)
(2% (e.g., Meltzoff, Brooks, Shon, & Rao, 2010;
Steyvers, Tenenbaum, Wagenmakers, & Blum, 2003),
TE R I S b, 20 T AT R AR 05 AR
AW By, HAE ] R R AUAMR 45 I, L 2
HEAT SRy, Rz, JLESRIFROREN, H
FR A RAT AT, LA SE AT 55 B AR
(Kendal, Coolen, van Bergen, & Laland, 2005),

4.1 ZRMEBRE IR LI IERE

TEAF 5T i ARG — > <4 i 3 2R 4R E S 0
(Wang, 2014), JH/RFHRE R A FX 4 -1k
HEFTAR2, F A E PR TA — DB, KA
BV D) — A o BARBURE, A
UCHRFE B W PR A AL T B ) SV SR A 30
— YR E R, SRR, JLEXERTT AT
BLAs L A5 B DR [A) — K o FEER — A 53280
B, AT T UK A 2 A LR 56 A
YRR SR, H 2 R B R, B
SRAATAR AR T LA IR E i Wy R dE A 74025, H 2 Al
IR RAT IR LU R A R R T e — 1)
M, X AR A = 3 S i AT LA
B LB B A RN R, BRAFA T O T TE B 2 SR AL,
TR L EE R H AT R ST A I
BT, B i A S VAL O BeAT 4h L B R B
MR g, BCMAZR T B XM R R EE, T2
WA T HEE, HEER T RJE T RAR . X
ULBH, fERL0h i rp L3 — H AR s R,
S A LT RS BT S b, E X B S i
749 8 SR B A PR AN (BLAS T A HEA T RS

1E 55— 5256 i (Wang, Zheng, & Williamson,
2013), SEgv AL LR 4 AR
1R 28Ul & N Bol, M XAT I Z G
7R S AT N, 23 T 7S AR AN R Y & 5 AR AL

Ly A—AERT, TRARBNILERR 4 4
720, (HEFITPAT G WA N E S RRE
EFAREEAL B 25 R ER, JLEAER —F i
s ZHLB T ORAT R, R — R st AR
T RCRIEN LB . 58— s, BARJL
HHE TR EX R B H AR H, (AR5
K FNAE B AL B AN — A5 TR], T X R T B
R 1D 52 i) D) 78 R 25 75 B R0 B 5 — A R4 %
#, HLESRPRAAE Z MR R, %G
SIVEBLDT 8 KT, TR LB S0 alad A
ff5; TElG—FIES, WALARR MEZLT Al
AT R R RIS, B Al 2 RS 2R T,
THRJLEARRGTCOAT N, MR HSEREN,
T3 — A SRR 25 AU R R SE Sk A T
DiYanni fll Kelemen (2008) (I HF5% . 7E L8+, 2~4
% )L T B8 — A TR — gt 4%
%o —F&EMT, AR — AR TR
LR AMES; i —F AN, AR
— AR BRE RN TR LS . AR
WAERN THEE, MR, <R X
AT H, Z5REM, ILEZNE TR A,
TAB TR L5 WAL S R T1E55 X 2~4
ZILEFFAT A, MRELEIT N T H, ATaEE
PARK I R A TS, BRI K F 5. L,
AR AHACH M ESmILEEERNERA
B TR, JLEE SR AE <Pl 25 AU I R

5 REERE

I 5T 5 e S S % A 3
R A BILE 0, B Tk, A —
A T I8 AT AR EL, B L i
5 B F T AR L B A 4 1 5 R S ST 0, A
LR R S IR . YR, R
T L 9 R AR S, e L S T
A AR T PR B O R,
A 2

ek LR G52 ST B BF S 76 L F L
A7 AR

Ui, LA Lo R A R OBE R R
L5 AT 485 R 2 B
A R 2 L B R R,
I R A 24 S ) OB 6% (Clege & Legare, in
press), JLHHERESE RIS G SR | SHHLAE 0 A
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FIeft 4o ARG AT LI IRIRE i 38R AT R,
MR AN EE S, &AM aR 2= ligs
AR, DR ILE ARG 5 i SR mg e B 9.0
PR A FN 5 H (Meltzoff, Williamson, & Marshall,
2013),

B, BN S ALY R R R R R,
B N fb =z ik BEIR AR R SR AE WL ¢ 21 7]
FEBURAT ABE ST, BT LR [R] A 455405 5K 1k,
T2 %k P 25 A4 2 > 0 BRAIL ) 22 5 B AF 52 4 A B
TIRATHESM A & 5 HAMBF AR, SOk BRR
15 (cumulative cultural hypothesis)IA b A& 3Cfb 22
Fr A Re s Ak 2 AR, — MR E TR A
AT AR B A SE s B R ok AH G e . ST . AL
SUCFAE G255, I8 PLFE Al b m) B2 55 19 O 1) B R

(Tennie, Call, & Tomasello, 2009; Legare & Nielsen,

2015)0 XA R s B RS IR Y
i SR A S, A SC B e IR I ik
B AR A RO, TR ME S TR R H
PRofs—, ANZEXAR 20 A5t B A AL AR 4% 52 vl B
WINEIR B B, fRAR 2R AT DLAE R 52
R Z 0] RAG e 4, AE T A 5 30 R
TR, TRl SCPRAIE T 4 RE Y S5 . RS AE PR G
RIS LA 547 0 (Horer & Whiten,
2005), Bali A< Rf 3 U a2 TG R B S
R — DI ORI m R R KR
Sl s s AL TR e mT LU i L
ATV AR DS RN B A I 25 S, i — 2B
AZEHEALR )8, fln, #F5T3E 8 BEG %R
1~7 AR A AE 1] R R A A0 A 55 vh i 2290 16 5
T OCHEAT DN, I8 o LB R AT 55 T~ 5L
LIk 2 S R R BN 28 KR I R 4 B
(Ferrari et al., 2012),

S P RIEW LE S B HAE L E R
PifT R OB e, 2 3a0m Ay S0 T 900, 2% it
F PTRE JLEESE R . X F PTAE L 3 i BF o 3, b
AEAE AT DA AT I a5 2R, (H2, X9 Biah )
1Y BT 2 HI B D AR {)f (Marsh, Pearson, Ropar, &
Hamilton, 2013), X FlIE % JLEE X Jr XA 45 58 1
AR R 2250 o WESR B SRR A L E AL
SRR AT, T LA RGE A I 2R 8 AL
FAH DAL RE J), ok B AW AT R HE 2 A2 AERE D,
Rl R AL 22, SAFAE TG . A Chevallier 5542 1
B S T F M, ISR A E LB IR

BRSBTS, Ok B R 2
BESRT 0248, TR SRR, fREHt
%2 1 (Chevallier, Kohls, Troiani, Brodkin, & Schultz,
2012).

U, RIS HLA LA 2 35 A 1 5 ek I
A BT, JHE AN TR, HHEHE
RN N EETEE, YEIH MR, B
D5 & A AT I IR A A B R ok, KR
M5 258 85 A4 (Just & Carpenter, 1987). R34
NZEBLA7 LI XA R T 2 Be LA A Bl FE A R K
JA R EFH (Billard & Grollman, 2012), &, fE—
AWEFE T, BESEE R ALAS 2 > b i DL B ARk,
BB A A 2 2 L3 A6 A S 56 v JR B0 A <« DA A
NI W AT S v B8 i At I 1Y g 77 (Rao, Shon,
& Meltzoff, 2007), X AL A GBI RE T —
B WS, HEHLE RIS (redundancy)
A8 B — XE AN TR P JE, A0l 38 B V8 BR T 4%,
303 B AR B B R AL — R AR TR DLRL A K
19— MR, JLETERLPAT 55 h 15 Wb Ak B s %6
Fve sz, R RS o P JE AN AL TG S8 45 3
AR K G 7R, W DA% 38 A 48 45 L B AL R 41 5
B T AR 2 A A )L 3 3k B4 SR A O R
It 4w 15 A A8 B 77 Az 2 &R 46 (Production-system) F8
ATHEML, AR PRl A FAE SR AR (] 595 4%
e, PRAFFTHT, Sk R A TR RE B

B, IR ES SCALBA LF5E T B, R 9T
AT L FE < 5 S g 38 2 HIL I S B Y B R
Wi, JLEERL A ) R — R AR R A A A AT,
ZAL S R AU EE R W, MR84S X
DL ZE AR 56 W6 328 438 114 s i EL {2 3% L2 MR 2 75 T
R R FT, SCB#5 7 R
PHRUEFI R M (Jose, Huntsinger, Huntsinger, & Liaw,
2000), JL2E 275 B G E < S R, AR [ — i
fEaerh, WP Sk b ) LE RS 2% ST AT AR
B MR A 4, XS ER AR FRATIR D, E 4
AH GBI 5T O HUAS — S0 B, T N 20 A X 8D
TNIAE A 2 > HLA A< S W58 ks o i 22

SE
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Efficiency or fidelity first: A discussion of preschool children’s
Imitative lear ning mechanism
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Abstract: Imitation is an important learning mechanism. However, do preschool children emphasize
efficiency and copy actions selectively, or emphasize fidelity and copy indiscriminately? This debate on
preschool children’s imitation is becoming a key question among developmental psychologists, comparative
psychologists, and evolutionary anthropologists in the last 10 years. Some researchers proposed the automatic
causal encoding hypothesis and the intention misunderstanding hypothesis based on how preschool children
reason causal relations. Other researchers proposed the social affiliation hypothesis and the natural pedagogical
hypothesis according to how preschool children communicate with others socially. To date, no one
hypothesis has been able to explain all the evidence. To understand this debate from a new perspective, the
“benefit-and-loss trading” hypothesis was proposed, which states that preschool children copy other’s
actions by trading the benefit and loss.

Key words: imitation; efficiency; fidelity; learning mechanism



