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N E OFA4H EBH
(LIRS K3 0 BB, 57 250358)

O E SHMIRECARAEANKF AN EZTAZ—. AT ZARE 10 FRGHALN, 47
D EHF R G I GR. E AL \ﬁ&?ﬁ;zﬁﬁéﬁﬁi% Rig B ENBHBIMEF NIRRT X E %

\

SR AR EEFANEFATFRAE., I, BEANKRT SR BKETAEEEH. P HBFREGR A 5K
. AR EREEEN BB EREGNRES, 3 i%u&%ﬁ%ﬁ@mﬁﬁga

KER o KEERAE, R KL, FIREAE

SRS B849.GH4

IR — R RS R AL, CIRTE H R A BCF I RR RN A, D EOR G  EE
A SRR HOR th R Iy O AR W B A PEAIR) 5 Z BTl 2 5 2J 153 B 8CE iR & DA G
— NN ARG DU AR T B, L EIF IR IE TR AR FEUESE, 3 B & M R R A R
o) OrE . BRAR R BT S o SR, AR T PRI Z 1T > 153 1 508 5K PR A DG (Hecht &
Wk R3] LB XA BN IR B R L i Vagi, 2010; F]4kfh, 2012). 43U RITR CRE 2 BE &
Z JLEIFAREH IE B AR - B B 2 L R R PRIt BE AR AR (Siegler, Thompson, &
P, L XA B S SR A AR K R, Schneider, 2011), A%k S (Bailey, Haord,
VP4 % FOR R A AR A1 B(NT & Zhou,  Nugent, & Geary, 2012; Siegler & Pyke, 2013)1 %
2005), AW, Mt 0% a2 Afe BB I (Bailey et al., 2012), XU
3580 N IE B HE 9] — 4143 B (Mazzocco & MORAEME A PRRAHEUBE & LR K i B o 0060
Devlin, 2008). AT LI, kRl SMECE S p Rz R BEAVIOAEE. BRTCARIL, i ik hg o Bt 2
e [ 56 L % B i I 9 — /> 3% 38 5] 85 (1 sotani , ?Eﬁ%jj EAR X6 3 5T ) B 4 47 (Booth &
McLaren, & Altman, 2010; Mazzocco & Devlin, 2008;  Newton, 2012). 535k, Jh KUKk R AL Y His i
SIBE, I 2000). K R E s g TESHIA ST R B i ) (Segler
$4:455] AR (Bonato, Fabbri, Umilta, & Zorzi, 2007: & PYKe, 2013)o IR, $6 /0 By Bk At [l AT
Schneider & Siegler, 2010; Stigler, Giwin, & Thompson, AL
2010). SPHCR AR 5 RS0 T A B OFE & IR T RS E SR R
o WU EULEIER, M1 2. 3%, 1 LRI, Siegler %L (20L)AYHFE RV

FRERIE 12 ZWiRcer, oy 0 7 OERCRIERLS R ILRAL % M
M. LR, MATUEGE 12 ZifofEesey, 0T ERORHRT I, A A
K. 0 AR 8 RS . AR BB A RS R, B H AT B B BT
R — [ E BT /N o AR F A P B )
(22 58K, Bl SO Bt | IEAf 8 R, X —
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FEF)MRIER . 75 NP AR5, ORI Wi
AETE— ZR b AT A6 R 2 BE AL E, TI7E PN
FE55 v, WIEORBORAGTHE — AR AR I A 4
BB A SR AR M BUE, w5 R 2 B
B B N TE RO SRAE . R, Bl THE
55 AE T+ D) A A 1) e R AR B H R TR R L
(Siegler & Booth, 2004),

AR SCAUL N3 BOK 1) K Ji Be AN TR R AE 7 =X
I3 BOECR FRAE 5 BB RAE M DO SR L 73
B 55 /N BB FAE B0 5 [R) D7 T, X b U - 4
oK 1 32 B 5 o R AT 1] 2L Il BRI B, I AR 1
Benih b, X SRR BT A R

1 SHHBERTENAR

MNFIE RN MAESR, —SL%HINN, A%k
1625 LI SE e R AF B A B0 A R
McCrink F1 Wynn (2007) 58 & BR, 24 6 N H K
FEL R T A & e s T RRNIERFS T
BB, B L4 A B A B B [ 3 A8 5 ) L 4]
gk, Mmite s T 2 LRI FRAF 4 6E (R
AEFF5 50 80) » B LAE 5 HEW A3 BB BU(E 22
S, AR TN BEZ L, Wi ER
k2232 3 L B R BRI o 3 A Lo 49i] BR i) < B o 47 0%
HeRm & A ARk, 6 AN H B Z L R BEH B E
B L2 Wik, mEl 10 4~ A B 2L RE B
BB LB 2:3 BHIAR(Xu & Arriaga, 2007).
25, MEHCEN S REEIME R, JLETF
TRBENS RAFFF 5 040, Siegler 45 A (2011)% %
FRAG IS5 FR LA 55, IFR R I/
B LS ARG AR R A BB SRAE RS I, i EL
ARG R BT R AT R M LS B B LS 4R
H2F B IF . Siegler Fl Pyke (2013) % 3Rt 25 4F
IR AR B R RILRE I 108 . R WBAE
IR BFER LB, A ERL Ty | R4k A PHE (2014)
B — I 56 FNEHFERMMAMIE R LN, &
0~1 BFLATLS L, LIRS B L FRAE,
BILERIEMMEMER BT A . S
5 RGFAE (2014) 48 1, L ANAERILEX T4
BF LA R HER R = TR — AR
e, HIE ONFYILE FETREUT LR, i
=AU E B B A R M A SO BRI Y
T . B UL, AR A4 BUBUR: AR B AR I 1
WK MAWT &R

B SR R IEAR R B &, TR ) Al

MRS R o A B BRI B R AE 5 R
MRS R, MRS AH, Wil TH 4 2%
A4 LI, AT L R 2 L B Al
TG, IR ERIE (Ramani & Siegler, 2008;
Siegler & Ramani, 2008, 2009) . Laski il Siegler (2007)
XF 6 & LI AR T TSR, S5 k0,
THAEHE T ILERCF LA R R, XL R
HH A 0 B5OME A 8 7RI LAHS BSR4 o B0 R A
Aetr. AR EIN Y, BomRIEDB SR
PR B 0 fE 1 9 % % (Nieder, 2005), #4%E(2011)
RIILE B BCERE )« BN & KT 53 b 5 A
UNOR S = 1 w1 R 1 G O N NEOR & S G A g
e RO A KPR e, OB R B R, B
TE R MERCR RAE . HI, BUm RS A
A BB R, TREAAAEAR B2, A A B
Bt FRAE I AR R i RO A, T RSO A 1 R L
A LLHS B A M AT 1R B B0 2 AE (IR 9
2015), FfEAFIIGR, AR RAERE J1 3
S, ) A 0 SR TN A BOME S A AR L B Ak,
Stafylidou 1 Vosniadou (2004)55 45 1AM ART 43 %%
MR A 0 B 22 22 D MR B 1 R =AM 2 0k 5
— AR, AL S BERAE R Bk ST A
REL BB AR, AR S BORAE S — > 1k
LAY, 56 =AM R, AR BRIE R 4
F 543 RE L X R BRI A 58 (2010) A 5% & B
i L EE X B SRR AT A I R B B, B
HELSW T, K2R B AW, &R R
BRI, B0y B0 & Kk K A T
155 o W D A XA 18 (2008) IA K 40 B SR 2 — A 4,
AN T 5 B PSR R RO B A AR
IR, AR B A R AR RO R
(Y LGS, B UL A A AR T L e R A 0 3
P, WHEE BB AR — R LY e
AR, WINHR R MR,/ BO8aE R/ AR
AE 71 23 Bl AR (Y 3 T A kg i, (R AR % R
SRR, AN RLE FAE 53 B A7 A5 R PR M 2 e
AL AR TE A 1 R AE 43 %57 ST S A Sfe 3 4 ] JT—
BN E WFoE A, AR B A DI e [a] B, Sk
B AN TSR LM 407 SRR B0

2 DHHMEREAR

2.1 RPERIE
HEiA A2 I AT B A T 50
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FAEEE, 25 LU Bt (o0 BE 4 ) 19 07 2URAE
3B, BB FRAF . Bonato 28 A (2007) i1 #s e 4
BB RN A, 13 A USSR, S5 R
RILT B85y (O F o0 BE) 0 BE B8 2000 A2 8] 5%
TN A I S0 (fRT PR SNARC 2¢87), I it
g, sl O a0 i A BB (4
F oo BE)RAE L, WA RE BB R A4 B Ry st
BE (B K FEAF), Thompson 1 Opfer (2010)M
B, BANEM T BCE RN, 2%
BSE A B B . Hedn, gk 17150 B 11
WA SZES 1/1000 JEAF, fibfi143IAh 17150 B U1
T, (HCPR B, B4R 1508 1 LR 1000T, 1H
1/150 #§ 1/1000 Bk, i U1 #iE, bE)s, Liu 5%
JNCRFH SNARC RS . 8 3580 K /N ik iy o 4
TILEE Al FRAEAT e [ 4 (5 F) B 40 8. SE 8
R L 5 W A 52 8k (.2) 8 23 B (1U5) 9 B R 1Y
IS . 45RRY, MBS RALS HER),
1 HFR B0 S B B0 /B b, AE7E & AR
1Y) SNARC RN FIEE 2SR N ; 72 SLAAH h, Bhosd
WEEH| T X =FRO8E(Liu, Xin, Lin, & Thompson,
2013), X, JLEARMH T O BRI LR RAE
38, T ER 2 U 3RAE . Zhang 4 A (2012)
TE AT BRI A2 24 PR R 25 1 25 5 1T I ol o T A7
HFSF 5, ERRAEHT, G2
R FEE R, IR BEALY 2 B BN
B PIFh AR PG H AR SR KT iR
JE/NTFARUEBU(US) . 1T BRI, T RTE
f B2 iR S 2 5T, W R T LA 3R
TR AR HEARAE, ERP 45 R AR S5 Bl T
K AT B 4> FAE (Zhang et al., 2012),
2.2 EKEIE

WA — LTI F AN B B RAE 450
fa, BERRAE, X — WS WA TR X
#%, Schneider Fl Siegler (2010)2% %% 1 24 i /0 4k
BE R, BRI B RAF A AR RAE, 7F 3
AL, BOR KR A AT F R R R — R
LB 8, 45 B R B T B B R
X 2 B RN TE 3o BB I RE A8 X 4 B3t A 7 8
RSRAE B, Siegler 55 AR 11~13 X L AT
T OB, R T BERAN (Segler et al.,
2011), ¥ A A2 FH2013) ] DL/ = BN AES
2 R, SR EAERR S A O R AT TR SR,
PLO R 2R BB BIE S RE, 44T T 8l 5E K

BT 5519 SNARC U0, 45 936 W kit g
X o BOIAT AR RAE . BRI, 13k 2o pF 5 2
SFHR IR T a1 42 EE . Faulkenberry FiI Pierce (2011)
FEBIRSE v 42 ) ) a7 43 5 L A 1 s e v 4
THRRPLBEERAE, & B SRR T £ R R g
e LB o B, LG UGBS 2 L il B0 ik
IR B T R YRR P R B A 2 . HAE TR 1)
SR T, T U 43 AT 2% B 43 5004 B AN 3
TR, AR IR AT TR R AR . X O
PRE I R AR SR AL T TR B TR

5 1 i A BRAL B 5 A S 48 TR
Ischebeck, Schocke #il Delazer (2009)7F 3 figs 1k
PRSI, B8 T B A e X, 25
R, SR TEAT I B v e 5 3 9 i B K
IF (43 B8 43R A 1 5 A5k 57 R o BB 1 I R Ak
BE), {HRAE TR N8 R 2 % BT 23 B8 (8 i B s %)
BT AR o 3K — 2 S U AR BRCR T Ly
FTAE, ARTE NI 43 B0 DL AR 1) 5 B (i 3
TP RAERY, WAL BT 201 43 BF B BB 17
FAE . Al Jacob Fll Nieder (2009a) 4 ik i 15 B 5%
R, BRI BT LA e A T S
FNFRAE, I HAE T 78RR AR X805 B BCERIEA
HREES, FEMTE T TR S8 T T
WF5E, [RIRE R AR TNV SR RIE A .
H i FA5 0808 BAE X ——807 2R 04341
FILR) FE 7R 1 40 40, 10 UE W A3 B R AEAS 32 5
PRIE 219 5% 1 (Jacob & Nieder, 2009b).,
23 REFXRE

WA — LW E Ny, AMTHEX BT 3=
fER HEAT TIRA RAE, Wl fEul, AMTSRET
S5 BIR, RUGRBUN > FRAE SR RAE . FiL L
TR 5 2 0 B0 LA 55 11 0 B R AE 52 T 4t TR
& FAFEBYIEHE . Meert, Grégoire il Noél (2009)A
I HEARRAE 5 o FAEAS RARE SR . A RAE5E
] — A0 B HE AT 45 1, BEA ] s {68 3 i i
I REAE . BE ARG S5 T LE R
SYBURAE, KBRSy B0 O sholili, o 2/5
H1 203) R 3 KA (2/3) il Js2 o7 4 FE K R ) L 43
BE(H bR, 3 A1 5) K U (5) A9 R
(Meert, Grégoier & Noél, 2010a), 13t JE¥E, 44>
BEAE TP %5 43 B 22 E S, Bt 24 1 % 5 A
SRR . PR, BT LA R L EE 7R %o i A7
R R RAL A R0 AR AL B RAE . 538k, A ATTxT
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A BB ARG T [FFELS R (Meert, Grégoier &
No&l, 2010b). 5K i 55 A8 1 {57 ] S HfE A ] {H 4%
O AR R 05 U2 5 208) it 7 %58, K
WA BESEAT T B0 RAE, AT TR RAE, B
P felt PR A SRAE 5 23 0 R 0 Wi 2% U AH DG (TR I,
SEHR, TR, 2240, 2012),Gabriel, SziicsFil Content
(2013) I WF 5 LA 3] T [ AR RO 25 21, AT R W)
PRI /IN LB R/ LB PRI 455k %5 88 N
X A BB ) FRAE R B R RAE I 2 14 3R AE . 45
R, POl AEHCF VT RLAT 55 vh AT R AR AL,
M 76 40 B0 /N DG LA 55 Hh iF A7 4 R AE . B i
Faulkenberry, Montgomery F11 Tennes (2015){#i ] T
TN ERUbR BR B BOR KT e [n) B TR R 58, b T
MYk 80 12 HE T R RS LE . 4
REMAAER B ETLE R T, B RIE B ARIE
ZIAAAESE S, B2 WA RAE 15 e A 19 TE R
S SRR UL T A A RO B, MARAT
BT RAEFIEERSRAE, FURME WA S Te 4t .

Barraza 55 A\ WS 45 R W W os, 43 R AE7E
SEOT HBLE S R ZEMA T alpha A6 % [R]
Ak, TR A SRAE D) 43 551 5 | R A5 RN e TH X

thetai #1 gammafi FEAL R A5 (15 1l (Barraza, Gomez,

Oyarzin, & Dartnell, 2014), 74k, 7E 400ms ZE 47,
B SRAE LY 43 FAE AE A A e B 22 19 11 S
FHIHLAL . XA ERP {G 35 theta #H [R5 134 n
K, XERE R DIHE 0 w28 P 2% 11 ) IR e
TN T 4508 B - AR R R AE . A Zhang
S5 N(2012) WYBESED, BAR ERP B RW, 1Ef
HEST, RS RIENARIE R T P3 4T
B2, FFBA A 10 AR R A T7E R 4%
FAF T AT AT FRAE

3 SHHEREMHARE

MG LA Ligid, ANHE R B TE X o B 17
RAEBT, 7T RE 2R FH A3 AL s B AR SRAE, R4
S AR T AS 6] AR PR R AT 2087

B, HiEE 5 R Ganor-Stern (2013) Ay
YK TR, R S R S PR A [ e A5
U, SRR A3 B0 B R AE AN SRR 1]

W RSB AR RS 1
BRI A5 4 BIOR X 7 2R (18] 3 BR B R] 40 5 40 8K, Bt

Ul AT 36 e SR P 23 AR R 58 I B AT 55

1113 58 4 BEAT o B /3 B SR . (RO, Y

I3 B0 A SRVF R FH Lo RAERT, AT fE
BE S B SEBUE T TR R AE . Bonato 55 A
(2007)(fF T 0.2 8% 1 5 HARSHELLER, i Liu 55
A (2013) [ k5T I I T 1/5 5% 0.2 5 H AR5 4L
B EE, PIASBIFFT R T L 25 7 50 14 1 2 434,
SERPRIEAT T R RAE . SR BB 55 ) 2ok
R LA 224 B0, XA BN R T
K R 4» 22 4E (40 Meert et al., 2009, 2010a, 2010b
Schneider & Siegler, 2010; Sprute & Temple, 2011),
Schneider il Siegler (2010)i# 442 B4 5 $ i &2
Ze M HERR T B A3 FRAE 1 T R (M 0 L A
4/9 F1 3/5, 20/97 il 3/5), MIMUESE T ZE AL/ FRAE
TCRLEE, BN BRI X o3 B AT R AR RALE . 2
b, BEREAF RAEFR BRI R A=A .t
Sprute il Temple (20115728, M5t i
KR FLVF AT AT FAET, AR A 20 iR R
fiF . [F#E1, Obersteiner, van Dooren, van Hoof i
Verschaffel (2013)% 3, RIfli24ree &5 HA
T4 X BRI O (A, 24 A L ] B A ) A
AT B AR

= S SIEMS 8L T Rk, Wl
VLRI, ARTEXS 755 20 B A7 RAENT, 1EAW]
DIARF8 43 B0 52 2 i B 1T 2 305 MR P Ao e A1E B
BARRAE . W ITEN K AR AR5 B B L AT
S5, MMRAEHERR BB A 1Y T3, R X
S HUE I AR RAE . 2 A 381281 H(2013) R FHAERF
Sk BB B B 5 T N AR I A BORAE, SRR
WIB R T IR A o A o AR By b i B TR
FIWFA BN, RS BEAT T AR RAF . B
IT Matthews 11 Chesney (2015)1 525 % T % &
FEEBAT %, 08 1, bl B S5 hE
FRCELAN AT 25018 (T 26 I 1) A9 ) s LIS o3 0, 52
5 2, IR LU AT 4 B g 22 0 5 B 21 B
B ERRATE . SE 5 3, Lhwiat B oS A A 1Y E R
S3ACS IR R 2 B L B B, SRR 3 ANSE
5 Hr i A R BB A EAT 5 LR AL A

DU, LTS5, Gabriel 48 A (2013)%
BTABCEIFFIRWEB T . N, BAERILERM
BN BB RAE . SEE0 R BT LB AT 55 Fn
DCPCAT: 55 75 S AR A BOBOR 0 o 70 B A
{245 1 B0 7 B (B0 0 HE B0, (H R AR VL i
fE55 AR R B . U8 B S EE 1Y B B A8 I AN
T W BB AW AT 55 A SBOE Y
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S, KT 5. Ganor-Stern, Karasik-Rivkin
1 Tzelgov (2011)%5 % T B4 43 BN FRAE B Ho A7
T ECRE I AR o A B TR S, R
TR S B AR FRAF AYTE S, A SRR E 43 B R
B S, R U S 4 B AL F B 43 Bt A 4
O L, 23 HIxt g i i o — Bk s A B 435
5 0 1 LRI BE B R0 AR R B T AR RAE . R
M, 24 FR SRR AT LR, IR R
FAEMUEDE . X2 % R T 0 BOERIEHA 5 5t
WA o T A — TOUAIF 5 1 3 1 38 Ak Fn 5 5
T B T S AFLE R BOERAE ,
A 448 SR 2 BH s A AL B R AR TR A9 O =0 T4
o TS L(ELE T RIS EL U5 5 5007 150 F
1E45 3CRIBOR A T 3B B 43 BOR/INER) o HLAE
TSR RAE, MTEAL S5 200H0R S T AR S48
W, T ERCRAE, XU R R e T A4
FAE, NI TR FIL#E ST AR RN (Zhang,
Fang, Gabrid, & Sziics, 2014), Huber, Modler 1 Nuerk
(2014) % HIHR 2l 42 R 25 42 T AN R[] 26 8 43 %5
of (A8 3[R AR 4343 50 R0 6 3 18] AR 443 506 ) 0
PLERAE . 255K, A BERAEAH 32 4 Fion) 28
HISZI, W2 BT SR, M2 A E 2
AU S B0 B, B 2ok AR [R B RAE . Q2R 43
O A LR 4y F 30 o BE, SO S SR
TFAHOC I3 o RAE S04, PR R A0E 1B bE A 3
[F AL B A3 B e . [RIB, B S A4
FARTE N I T . Yl N — A B
SPBORTIRE, B RAE S B A, S
AR AT A0 iy A B B A S 4y o T HL,
FE— AR N, B SE R R AT, B R
5 /0 o A AH 9 B4 Y T LB

AN, WEFTIR KB, I Zr R 28 B0l
H-AMEREMEIE A R, wae A~k 3 shin
T R A BOE, T A 2R B B R U R,
NIARBEHEAT H 3 hn T.(Kallai & Tzelgov, 2012), X
T, AEBR T A BUS s s, B ARG RE
BT B BOR AR K A2
4 HEEBYVERTEHNXHISHKR

O3 BOBURE FAL 5 BB R RAEAAE W B X
Bl B, AEUEE R R AR BB R R AR
MR JEM . Zhou % AW R, —MAIEH T, JL#
PRAPINGDN IR ¥ N % S E S R R L L & =2

-(Zhou et a., 2007), Ti{EizHL(2013)M K& B, +
FEl /N2 A T 30 DU AR GG AN RE K o3 B R AT 7 0 B AL
T4k b, Hk, WK, 7 0~1000 $FLe 5L
IS, EE/NEIELILER PAE (percent
absolute error, fAjFX PAE)Z) 10%~13%, 1M H.4k
P [0 5 05 R o R T AR S B R B LB 98%
1 99%(Booth & Siegler, 2006; Opfer & Siegler,
2007); T iz 42 (2013)K A 0~1 il 0~5 F+4k
B AT 55 75 58 38 /N3 DUAE 9 32 A 19 0 B Ak
i1, EBULESEAGTTN PAE h 24%, gkl
U5 R Xt 3 R M 72 S 1 A R LE A 53%.
FE UL, A B8R RAEAS(AEAS B 1 AN T3 B8
HEFRAE, I H 2R MR R AR A

ULAl, Fr 85 R BB R R A Z A B R
. Thompson il Opfer (2008)%4 i — & =44 %%
e 5E BT R AT 55, 4550 & BUL 3 B H R/
At T A B 2R R A3 BNk T Y o a8 M 2 A7 A
X, T Siegler, Fazio, Bailey 1 Zhou (2013)%} i 4E
HILE TR WoR ZEH A B IEA G, KN
S5 N (2014) th 5 g b 1] iR AT 5 5%, M fiTLA 155
HEBNERILE NI, R T 0~1 /350K
FLRAGHAT 5 F1 0~1000 HYEBOE FL AT 5,
45 T 3% W R ROSCR R AE AN 20 BRI RAE S B I
A%, @8R, Thompson il Opfer (2008)-5 Ji M6 & A
W25 RAFAEAR R 22 5%, X A g2 K o W98 TR
FMBOLAE S AT o (A2 3 AMFSEABULE T4
A 1) BSOBUIR FRAE 5 43 BB R AE A S = A7 AR AR
K)o AN AR B I SRR T X — WA . Jacob
1 Nieder (2009b) & B, A4 FHEUFIA & i) FR
149 3 5 B 1A 4 N 2 KM 110 45 - T b e Joi 1 o 45
JG. fE BOLD fF51G M T # w805, MEIHT
SR, A5 O T, T LR R BORNE
L4380 R B0 B 1 bR B S RO IR AN 23
SR 8% ol B ) Ok 2 B4 T e AR AR Ak, i L
ol 25507 7 TH P ¥ 2 Fe s B 1, 33X SR B0 T
SCHEMG X . X BT B, K (8 AH [ )
2 o Bt i ) e 6 iE 4 of ik AR G B

IRl S BCEE A S B R RIETRE M
LA AR R R o B R B, —EREOL R, L
B (R R HORCRE FE A £ vl X B AR 1) 2 v R A kR
I LM RAL £ Z Wi 1 35 (Opfer & Siegler, 2007
Thompson & Opfer, 2010).{HJ5 3k Siegler 5 A (2011)
I VA 52 B BB e AE KT B A 17 28 1 R AE
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(4 & SR AR AL, 33X AT g AR B Sy AT AT A A U2 7
ARRRN ARG 24 A, T K 2 k3 L 28 RE A8 X 43
OB A T R AE

Siegler % A (2011, 2013)i# — 4R T8 &
JEE A BRI, RESR I T o ORI BUR IR Y X
B, WERA T B RIRNBKR . ZIIS AT
(1 S BOAR RE AR A T2k EHET B AN SEBCRR A Ly
FE AL E, W2 UL, BT SCAR AR E A BT
BREk . Ganor-Stern (2012) % P 7 %% Fl 557 43
B AR RAE 72 o Y B (e 9 IR
)5 B BOAT BT A BT B AN, i 24
5 0BGEAT H A AT & BLBE B AN, X 6 B IE
B B 4 B0 Al U — R SR AR AR O AT 2
| . Ganor-Stern (2013) I 55 R, NARRER: 5k
FUNBAR R — R O R FA E, il
Matthews F1 Chesney (2015)fI#F58 2, AZKT
Al A7 A< RE 119 2% 0 Al R AR AR b 52 1 2 BB L
I H N SE AR5 i Kl ol DUR A 5 3 5 155 3%
TIE A 43 B0RE LA a2 e, A mT DLGE 2o SR A
PR En TAEFF 5 HoR B, NIRRT IR A
SR, ST AR N T, X

AR BAE R P S TR 5 A — R Y A AR KL

T SR 1 850 5 R 4 i
5 AHSNHHERTHFRE

I3 RO/ N FEARBCT I PR Rl s 1 X

B SCRAEER N, a7 8O/ N 8] B8 AR 5%
oo A5 BRIV B RAE A B RN 5
FIWE? 158/ P AR, NG R AE Y &
JRELRLT 43R, T H/NE R R RAE AR LA 0
g RAE TG (FEiZ e, 2013). BbAk, 50/
B AT 1 SEBCRAE DL (£ 3, 2012) SEHTVAT
FERY, ANAFEI o0t 2250 w0, & et
SEETANT 1 R TFLAE L, SR
S — 25 RS B B 3R AE N T.(Kallah & Tzelgov,
2012), fHXFT/E, RS RTE RS E RN
AT, A A] LA B2 0 1 R 9 K/ (Cohen
2010).,

IR S /NVER R RAE R A AE X, 3
RBAMMZA . B, 1R BCR/ NI U L
AT 55 b, ol iak i R I 0 2R I B A I 1 18 K
M, I B BORM/INECR R RAE M 2 M R FE
BEAE I 138 K B B e (TR as kS, 2013), Hik, 7%

BOR/INECHS RE EAT 1L 4 R AF AN SRR SRAE, 1M HLEB
A LARR G AN [ 14T 55 36 6 2E 47 AS 5] 1) R AE (Meert
et al., 2009; Cohen, 2010), 1L4k, 4% Fn/ NG
i RAEABAEAEAT 5 55 5 P 4G5 AR S 1 3
Ferk(EHr, 2012), FRfg, T RPFI5K N (2013)i8 it
SRR R I 25 E T 14 4 K2EE S
FRAT 55 W I S5 R A S L7, 38 B4R BRI N B
SN T 2R F R HEA . A5 SRR
B R/ANERAE R4 28 B0 B B BE B 22 5% . AT 55
T ORI R TR To/K S 25 52 mi B30 A 755 S vk 3
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M agnitude representation of fraction

SUN Yu; Sl Jiwei; HUANG Bijuan
(School of Psychology, Shandong Normal University, Jinan 250358, China)

Abstract: Magnitude representation of fraction has become one of key issues in contemporary mathematical
cognition field. Based on the latest ten-year studies, some new developments of investigations in fraction
magnitude representation were reviewed. First, it was summarized how magnitude representation of fraction
developed. Then the different fraction magnitude representations were introduced, and some tasks and
background factors that affected magnitude representation of fraction were systematically analyzed. In
addition, the relationships and differences between magnitude representation of fraction and whole number
or decimal fraction were also explored. Future researchers should pay more attentions to individual
differences in fraction representation, and cross-cultural investigations and other intervention aspects to
strengthen the understandings on fraction representation.

Key words: fraction; magnitude representation; componential representation; holistic representation



