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FERFIMERYINBELHERE

B R ml#E

I [

HEI A AAF

(IFRIBIE R B2 BE, ThHg 250358)

M OE REARDARREANMRTRRF LG EETILEF MG F Jo i B,

i 2wk T

THEILETMEFRAMAN T @, L5, F AR R R A BT 46 %02 K % & R £ (Spontaneous
focusing on numerosity, SFON), BF ARSI F L& 40 K15 & B £ 72 & 49A 4079 . SFON #AL A b de 5 %
BTG A G b, 12 A X3 F R E(SAN). g K FT4i185F R E(SFONS)F= A L # & X £ R EA(SFOR)Z /]
IR A AN T B —F AT, A HF R I HBRKE TN B F, AR SFON #9 K RSk faE ) L) 2 4 AT AR
WEEI . ARTAEFENN. S EEF AL —F KT SFON e94E A ALhl, #5414 SFON 2F T
£, BRI EREANEL R IF F A A 49 SFON T HAA.
KR AAXHMEFRE, FhFHe, FEKXFKE, LE

SEE  Bs44

H 8 Az i 0T TG R L R fig ) i 55
FEAEEEM. JLELE HF A D E S HE e
J7 2% fi e 1) A 15 B B Y R B 2 19 O
(Jansen et al., 2016), K ¥h K BCAHE BRI+ e/
GAHARNRAEREXWZEI AT, MELE L
H7E H #1355 ¥ (Hannula & Lehtinen, 2005; Lobato
etal., 2012) (HS5EAPRAEAIR, HH A6 hIF
B NTE T4 KB H1HH (Gunderson & Levine,
2011), HEBMKEEA A B LA BX S IE AL T 5
Bt et . EARHMEBEERNEET, AR
A 5 g O E A ) B R R AR AN
[7](Hannula & Lehtinen, 2005), /A% %2 5 1 1Y
A ) s, IR AT B B 2 S ML gk
Wiz, TR TIEMAC AR AR &R, WS 8CR
L /N b B B BRI 22 47, 78 i 4000k okt
FE R EE2 2
7522242 Hannula F1 Lehtinen (2001)#% G2
KA AT PR 58 v B0 AH G N s R Bl A &

%y & 52 £ (Spontaneous focusing on numerosity, LA
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TfAFx SFON), B7E4E/R4ILAE 1 2- 01 5
BT8R . SR REAE) A 2% 5 i I R (Hannula-
Sormunen, 2015), ITAFRIZHTFIE T H LR E
B ETE , Hannula 25 A%} SFON (AL E & —FhH
KR, AR AR R 19 B & 0
T A — 2 S RS B R D T,
TETE Bl X 2445 B (Hannula & Lehtinen, 2005),
AR A A bt T R P T AS [ 35 A e ] o
VRS ) — B HEI IR R SFON i) P (Hannula,
2005; Hannula & Lehtinen, 2005, i [ 4 (1) 0] 4
BR N ZEREE T A & RSB SR 1977 9 (Hannula
& Lehtinen, 2005), 52 & AN, SFON Z i LL7E
ILEE MBS A EEAEH, FEEEN
TR G T B AR B A 1) P B kR A RS B B &
FIRCA 2520, I T 22 3z PR A 7 A9 502 e
% AE(Hannula et al., 2010), i 3% 46 5 fifi [7] T 56 1=
B A E BT B AL, R LIRS AN SE TR
227 T B LZE B A F) T4 & J'é (Hannula-Sormunen,
2015),

TEt W ILARER], B 98 3 BRI T 5T R %
W R B2 B JLE, 4% E (Batchelor,
2014; Batchelor et al., 2015) | JE. /R Z /R (Bojorque et
al., 2017). LLF|A}(Rathé et al., 2018; Rathé et al.,
2020). [E(Tian & Siegler, 2015). 3% [E(Edens &
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Potter, 2013; Tian & Siegler, 2015). i Fl{% [
(Kucian et al., 2012) . #ICF| T (Gray & Reeve, 2016)
H M (Sella et al.,, 2016), LL{G%1(Sharir et al.,
2015)% . SFON IE H £ BUR Y i £ FANAIR /2 41
2ERE )RR R — AN S T A

1 BHRBERMNBLAMIER

BILMA Z s s A — A YA Re )
KBEAE T, NIERMAEH R R L (R
%5, 2017) RSB BREE AR S, MBRESHY RGEA
AT AR AR i 2R 0 AR B0 /N R At L 52 1 BR
(Pelland, 2020; Shusterman et al., 2017), B8 W5
T, MRS EAME S ERM S FIES . S0k
AEW FIR 2 F (Piantadosi et al., 2014), MAPR
ERSAFIALER, EE . 82, 5SSk E
Fi{EH (Pelland, 2020), U1E—E% A (2011)$2H,
TERE BN AL o, B2s (8] TAEICIZ B E i
T AR — YR BB B A 5 B 1 R AR, T R
FE TR Btk ARLES 8] TAEICIZ . SRS A S
FIAMIT ZA R A EER, WM SFON fEER
i) b — DR T AMATE S R B 25 S w]
I 2 2o G P 3 1) T AL T 7 A 1

HHHEH, MR TEAGTH MR
HT, b A B i G (9 400 J7 T (Spelke,
2003), A E SRR ] P o ARG i 450 i TR0 iz
M mEE BSR4 A (E—1% 4,
2011), Ti/2& B &M # & . Hannula F1 Lehtinen
(2001, 2003)MAFFEEE REH], RERKEMHIL
HA&THERE 1, EAATEA TS R A H ke
WG, HARFHECR AR, Flan, R A e
LB, AMATT DI B I A . B s
o TR AF MR HBRRE, Kk
SR AR TR, H X R B — A S Y R
11 ## (Hannula, 2005), HA, A58 JLEEFINHAIN
1155 2 25 | S I B G I I (Geary & Vanmarle,
2016; Lira et al., 2017), T~ ATE X $E4T 55 H % 41
T RSN . 38 AT 0L W S
Bl AL D 1 ) 2(Geary & Vanmarle,
2016; Lira et al., 2017), F-AAE 52l th I 5 )L 25 70
SEVE B A 3 72 (Hannula, 2005), B, 3184
PR OGO AT 55 OF R RETE D7 vk B3 e i 4 21
JLE W BT AR B Kb R, DL AT REXT
JE B R R kR TS B R AR 22 S, RD

JUEAERCR AR DG Bk R AR 22 5

LR G S (VN S W RE =S R -2y =R~ RN
[F] 27 ) BREE T L E M RN AR RE, 76 H W A0
rh 2 ] B E A DGR RE B 2 1 L BE L TE A T A R
g2z 2E > e 1 & JE (Hannula et al., 2010),
JUEE TERCF FR T3 100 8 A PRS2 Hy 5 0 o
LB RSP T DI RER 25 301 (Hassinger-Das
etal., 2014), FH)%, BEME T 1T EF 1M Z WA G
B B A B T L T PR 2 4R R AR A B 4
o AR 2T AnAarR i B AR TP e R T Y Bl
H, BRI RRNEEITLRZ —, BEEE
PO AR AR AL T b B R ) o TR R Y DG AR
JEE DA R A o F P03 v o 80 RO B RE Y ds TR EE,
o3l A A R B R i SR i 22 S AR T T RE
fift B . SFON e J2 ik 7 B 52 2 % v A4 X0 s it 45
YR TR R 1 PG T B L Y, S
WEAREMIES| SHEMNES, Diihe it LE
65 16 7 DG 1 R e R AR Y B

2 BRUEREMEXMEED

LA, BT TG B B R TR
07 1 5| ABIREFE 0 A % H 2 b e ) o
TG RS P R (SFON) . BT A% 5-(SFONS) |
B 2 W] 56 2 (SFOR) LA Je B 2+ 151 8 (SFOP, Wijns
et al., 2019)%, IS —FRZ Iy Bs R AR )
(Verschaffe et al., 2020), Hifth=p# 42 H i A & 3¢
123 []3 & (SFOL, Hannula et al., 2010)5 H k& %
HHF(SAN) (Baroody & Li, 2016)U A IH Hy %
R AR

Baroody % A (2008)#EH T A A B+ R £
(Spontaneous Attention to a Number, SAN), F§#
EGILN TN (S 4)BRS BBCR 10 [ &
Je—~5 SFON A& 1 AR BLH SA 22 31 A &
(Baroody & Li, 2016), Li 5 Baroody (2014)AJHF 5%
FKLLE SAN 5HFIEHFMIRMN A RA L,
) LTE NG 2h b ot RS B B0 1 e TR L B L
WERf . Hannula-Sormunen 55 A (2015)% 45 i SAN
(L5 F R T 5 SFON MBI, %62 %H RS i 5 F
BECR A K ERE, H SFON &+ Z4EMRE
Bl 22 G M il A S — AN TR G T AR, e T R
sk 25K B A B, 2 A 0 B8 R B T
1shist, ATLGE A RScE . R, Hannula-
Sormunen 5§ A (2015)IA 4 SAN RiE 19 H 2 T
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X, R SFON MERAMME .. 25 Baroody
HILi (2016) M) —238 i SAN F= 2 )3 FH T X /v
FHIRE TR S B A A R R, 1M SFON
RENES B FENH L EE, fl, — TR
RN E <27 A S <37, Bl SFON EE 545
T 5 IRER 0 A T X 4 R, T SAN S EEX /N
Bor e G Z AT e (L R — N R B YT
Z M HARAE ), IEA Baroody 1 Li (2016)
T, SFON J& —~ T fiil & B30 JE A 1) — e
B AR, B fih A v AR Y BCRR S ABE IS A7 o
FIE A FH B B 3 B R B T I TR L
SAN JZH SFON fiil & iy k2 JE 2k Jir 5| & (A %G 1
BN 0 B AR (B, o SFON B3 (93
AN HE S AT AR <3 M R ) . TR AT
NN, SAN #[fEJE SFON fl—AT Wiy, =AE
SFON 2 B Hoxt TR 8 /INECT 1 A R TE 3

Rathé & AN (2019 & H7E H W A1,
2 )L FE B 2 [ & M T ) A R BT B A
e o 1 E N WS OF 6 SN s (I D 1B
— B NPR 23 R B S, IR TR B
HEmmER . AT XA FRN A ZRTHA
=% f£(Spontaneously Focusing on Arabic Number
Symbols, SFONS), 5 SFON A [ii], SFONS £ %7
DL X B 7 17 5 = P 55 B 1) =2 I g BB R L % o
A BT FOER 22 6] A 106 2R I BLAE I O 5 o AR
J(Rathé et al., 2019), Rathé % A (2019) JTJR K —
T3 s = AF 3B BERF AT R, %) LAY SFONS 2x it
A I S I A ) B 5 . AT, LAY SFONS Al
SFON 4388 7EB BRI — A WE MG, X
A ik NEEI A58, K24 SFON AR 2N T A5 iff
Bty e, (AW PR H LML 5755 Hut R
fiE A IE AH ¢ (Batchelor et al., 2015), Rathé %A
(2019)IA>K, SFONS I BES2 %l 37 F SFON [ 1 — 4>
W&, (HEEFHBRMREARIA 111 Z4L,
SFONS J& 75 B IE#M 37 F SFON /377 i ¢

HHN, McMullen A (2011) X T A &%
10 X AR 3 H (Spontaneous Focusing on Quantitative
Relations, SFOR), SFOR fii[m] # 5 X A H A& (Rl JC
T ) ) b A AR T RO G R R R A B B
7 BE Hh ok 4856 R 952 T . SFOR i [1] ¥ K Xt
ASECHE Z 00 H (TR A SO0 e BRI T,
A A OG T B — 00 8 B A i) 8. i)
0, AN 2 O HEAS [ SR R (A 2R

FNPYASLEEIRL Y, T AN [ P 2 R i1k G
RN R BGERGBAE, SF =52 — M3
RGO, 76 EEATY 2% F A RN
JLIFFEh, 2 # AT SFOR & —Flal 43 B fiA
PRI 3 A (McMullen et al., 2011, 2013). [f]
SFON —7#¥, SFOR fii ju) 1 FTF: Sh Bi 2 & e A~
Z R, TEILERPINECES I LR
Hh i 3 B 2 500 A T (MeMullen et al., 2011,
2013), JLEEAIZEAE [ & B0 AU 5 R M0
PR & R RO 1) S EE 4 L 43 (McMullen
et al., 2019), {H HHEIXTT SFOR (#5614 £ 15 ¥ 7
T K FR L, MK EINDIERMcMullen et al.,
2011, 2013).Degrande 5 A (2017)FF 1 X FE I Al
Tk ZPER CR . ARG MBI — %R
MMEFBIAFR LRI RE IR, WINEKEER.
BRI RE,

B, Cicchini 25 A (2016)4: H T AZExt$a
1 A & B (Spontaneous perception of numerosity).
Wt — MU E R AR S ), il
T 5 B0 Al 3 X 5 A A Y 2 0 B L T AR B 2 T R
AR 22 o BRIV 7E I 00 45 s A0 2 B o i AR
FIWE RO AT 55, ol St Boe o B R AR
Mo P, BFFE AN ESilat  TR P
e A R M PRI AR B, BRI R B R
(Cicchini et al., 2016) . FilL, X —MEA1E 2RI IL
EHARAE] T IRUE, BIXT T E 00 5N L TR
B % M (Anobile et al., 2019), 5 SFON
AT, X—WEEHEZ U T AR E N ER
ORI AR Z L, A A Bl x4
RSN T, R AR (Y [ & RN I AN TR IR
ARG R S, RS REAEANER, A
T B 575 WA L E B T AR T RO i R T
RPN FRATIR, SR Y A R
JAVHT 22 0 % A AT I AR RS SRR e, T AN
AR PR, FL W oT R TR A R
o i 19 A8 b B L TR RN 2 BE 104 A8 Ak T Sk UK,
Tl A2l A IS AR 3 v 1 R b G T 330 BB 1Y
fGE. 7£ SFON myFEH, BrREIN XM A &
B SR AR AT I 2 T B WA, AU L EE
RIBCE I & R M HEBRAEYE 2 b . AZEXT
LB (4 [ % B AT B J2: 5 4 R Y (Anobile
et al., 2019; Cicchini et al., 2016), {HXf T LI%k
T K SR AT B T B B IS AR T R R R
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K, AT B AL ARl ES i 9 28 A AT 1 o

AR, TR H S SFON Ak 3
T SFON i & J& tH 5f ity 7 iy e s 17 F &>
X—FEE, B, o AR SRR TR K
HYTE R U, BB T SFON M. BT
ZH I DV S —Fh e B 2 RN [ & I EE R AR
fifi 1], SFON 55 oAl Y & 502 SR A8 A0 ) 22 [] ) G R
AN TE R, W B iE— 25 B W (Verschaffe et al.,
2020). H:H, SAN 55 SFON BY£ R HEIIRA A
o ALK SAN J2& SFON —A~Faifs,
JETE SFON it 8 i Xt TRE 1/ NECF 1 B R T
X SAN 4 T A/ NMER L, Tk F
BRERMILEMRANZEERE XN, X+
SAN %24 F SFON ZRif & A, X
FH R RBTTEES— LR 534, KT SFON
5 SFONS AR R AR WIHf . SFON Y & Jre sk 177
PLHEF SFONS (Verschaffel et al., 2020), KW
SFON ¥ B WA A F & &, 1 SFONS
WP Je %75 PR F R /R 1 67 o {H SFONS J& 75
ELIEMMALF SFON R ZTA KM R — TR,
RKMWFFEH A 1 s SFON 5 HA | & Bk &
FEMW] B R .

3 BRUERENESZNE

S92 WL i SFON {8 ] 43X — B 27 AH DG A 1
45, Hannula (2005)42 H AT 55 75 & F LU T
JEON s (DA I AECE T AT 55 B (2%
S0 Z R BRI M B IR AR L) Q) BB
XA I HERE 25, (45 H R E B A
RAYBE VLN . B Hannula #1 Lehtinen (2001;
2005)f% Je 2 i 1) SFON 47 24 il & AT 55 (0 F5 A 475 4
45 (Imitation task). F-#%{T:% (Finding task)FlIt5i 7
{45 (Model task) =Fh, HETCZIHREZHTEN
A A Ff# FH (Hannula-Sormunen et al., 2015; Mcmullen
etal., 2015; Nanu et al., 2017), ®fifE % 2iLJL#®
e EI A 5 TR RIS 1E, AR4ER B
JLE BRSBTS SRR 55 21k L
FAE AT 10125 4 Hu e MR — T30 S I
BT 55 IS Lk L ZRE F O B SO 32 iR
YL F-(Hannula & Lehtinen, 2005; Hannula-Sormunen
etal., 2015; Mcmullen et al., 2015; Nanu et al., 2017),
BT 55 SR AT 55 A BT A S, Hog—
B FAT R, — DR R, Ko

SRR YRR, B LR R R R il
AT, JLERAT N2 8 FiRAT A 2y, 78
SRR AT AR S bRy b L DG B R AR
—ERESE S VWITE H W AW hilee A 2 B k¢
TEHGR {5 B o PEHE (T 55 (1 /2 Hannula (2005)% 42
W —FP AT AR S5, W, R JLE SR F B S
B2 AR FRATI W RDR A Oy 28 HUT: 55
HizAES LR LENAT B A, midEZ] s
B3 XA R, A F) T G EL S SFON i) 14

Z JEWEE X SFON il T 2174
B, ZRF IR ELS, i, A L5 (Hannula
et al., 2009), & F 1T-45 (Batchelor, 2014; Batchelor
et al., 2015; Rathé et al., 2019), LR ¥b & 13k %k
FEHCFELE N AT 4545 (Tian & Siegler, 2015), & A
1155 e W1 & 1 Batchelor (2014)#fF 78 P, ik
JLEFE Fi S T AR, Bk )G
AR E R, FAREICRE R, EERA
[a] R (B B 7= B 7T 2% Batchelor, 2014), Rathé
25 N (2016) A& I >4 [ i R F AT S T 2 (R 05 4 5% )
MEFIE N E(E 5, B R 52 A5
55 SR AE4) LY B2 AR i (R B SFON 8 1) 4 )
YERL, i B 4555 T S s SFON it ) 4 )L
WL R B A DE AL NE . Rathé
SN (2019) 550 3T H 4 T LG A I XUAS B B R AT 55
ATPLEJLEE A Rk, HARVER B, 35 HIVE
BT, HEaE A JLER SFON i, A
% 5E AT 55 S DR AL, BT 5 B0 A AL kL
A, J& HHEEXT I SEIE 3 14 B 72 BT R 1Y SFON
AR5 Ha i, iR AN BE 2 2 P e L B G T A
SCECE I T, R TT LLZA A ] I s P Y [
5%# 5] 5 (Hannula, 2005; Hannula & Lehtinen, 2005;
Hannula-Sormunen, 2015), SFON Il 56 i) - 73 # 35
JLE R EA A R R AT BT 808 &
BT 2y, TS0, 1734 ((Hannula, 2005).
AR, %ﬁﬁﬁﬂ%%%mﬁﬁ%r'ﬂﬁ%(numerosity
bias task, NBT), #is i R I e sl 2 64 5 Wi X 72
A R AT R, R 55 G T B
i (Ben-Shachar et al., 2020), E#AT 5 1 5 A &
J P AT 55, g i — > HARE A F A
T, AIARARIEIR . B BRI TiE$E(Chan
& Mazzocco, 2017), i P FlAF 55 B2 AL I A
i, AHIX AT 55450 Tk 2R R, 5T
B IR e, AR A R D B
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REANFR SFON L5 A BTN, HH
X 3 8 AT 550 B 6 5 M 10 IR 48 A0 R A R
(Batchelor, 2014), Hannula %5 AN A HAT 45 1) T
T30 RN X 43 0O R AL T — %€ UE 4 (Hannula et al.,
2010; Hannula-Sormunen et al., 2015).{H Batchelor
(014 AR I, BT 55 | BEAUT: 55 Fn -4 AT 55 1)
HIE ARG BERE, T HZKE, A
o A5 R B I R AR A 2 32 B I H AR 5
(Batchelor, 2014), 5B {IK AT fEJE H T SFON 5%
1B B S WM, SH7EVF5E P SFON
155 kK. 7eit2r 07 L, BUA ) SFON il
T HZRMC0. 115, 8T AR RIJE o7
7 (Batchelor et al., 2015; Hannula & Lehtinen,
2005; McMullen et al., 2011), X AR X i 6 i 12 11
AN R B T P, FRTTT X B 3 A ot 5 S ik — 20 2
o IEAh, SFON X2 FH A TN 32 B SCAL #REE 1Y
B {2 52 (Batchelor, 2014; Bojorque et al., 2017;
Tian & Siegler, 2015), F#X Tian fl Siegler (2015)
FERFFE PR T ELE, (EX A5 R R
Z 3T M TRAERBUERH 2. B, SFON fyA
LA T R R . HESr MSEE SFON & A
PR TG A T IT R IR E )L SFON AH Y
B, MARTE A RO H W 208 . R 5
BRI, A ATTAE G RS B D T A T RE AR AE
AR 2 5 o e SRR M A 4R B A B R OGTE
A0 ) 2 AR A 9T Y H 2 E . Hunnula % A (2009)
B2 ER ST A SFON By #f1 48 S¢ B (Hunnula et al.,
2009), 45F R SFON AT 55 s T A K 2,
MFEE R, 5 A R AESR U R b o (A
F 48 S A, Guided Focusing On Numerosity,
GFON)AHEL, F & Ut i I R Hoh i) MR ) EEG 72
VW, X3, SFON M MA2Z R REEH T
XSRS Y 22 5 . i iZ R AL LS BUE SO
KIATH AU, FHFARANIT K, KRBT 22K
KA R EHOR, W4 br B HAE
FETERE T SFON B[] PR B, LA S o Aff 1 )
SFON fhit ] 4

4 BRUE=EREHNZIZIERIE
41 EABFRIMSEE RN EFH SFON
BT SFON RYMFSY T B4 A ILFE A W)

ITERCA R R AR 2 > RIME b 3R i B A
1A 2 5 (Krajewski & Schneider, 2009), 2[5 B 5% &

W, 3~12 B RYIER L HILELE A LT E %
FRERE B AR b A AR AEAR K24 7 (Hannula
et al,, 2010), i ELAS7 F2F 2] FRIMERN & R R (Edens
& Potter, 2013), F /b —LEEHE N IR, JLER
SFON 5 RUNHEC#H RE(N, 5& T RE WA . 1t
B, BFFI e MR ARE GE) (Hannula &
Lehtinen, 2005; Hannula et al., 2007), %% %%
(Hannula et al., 2010; Hannula-Sormunen et al.,
2015), LI I A 22 EOHE & 5012 (Memullen et al.,
2016)#0 A & B VIHE R o 24 IE 1T JLE ) SFON {7
PE T LA RTINSk —4F 4% (Lepola & Hannula-
Sormunen, 2019)F1 T 4F g i (195 AR 57 BE FIEL 2=
H(Nanu et al., 2017), LIRS FEEUK
241 (Memullen et al., 2015), A U, %% 9
SFON i [ 4 W] S A7 B T 02 ik )L 28 i 30 v e
MK .

O E TN E, A 0D G R R,
SFON i [ AN %o L 28 J5 01 %) 53 AR 4 i e 38 3]
PERT, iR B 32 452 B8 55 H A 75 1 (Hannula et al.,
2010; Hannula-Sormunen et al., 2015; Nanu et al.,
2017), SIEH®KE R AL, A8 1w
MERY L (40 & SR PETHRE AT SFON i ] 7] i
2% K (Kucian et al., 2012), %58 W57 H f it g
TR ETE A3 BT A B, AR BUA AT 55 EARRE T Y
AR 2 B A 22 1 SFON i [7] (Gray & Reeve,
2016), X B, SFON i ] P ol i & A R FE 8k
ST PN 1) B R S TR0 Rl F 2 — (Hannula et al.,
2010, BX T ILE G I B2 5 B AR R R
AR CHAE, P BA B SR 5
PE, AR AT BE 2 1R A R 4 01 e e B B A
BEERE LT JLE B — A E AR
4.2 SFON /¥ = RIH1ERHLH

MG H TN T SFON 5543 Bl 2 a] A 1K
3T I B AL i R B8 (Batchelor, 2014;
Batchelor et al., 2015), EZA77E MR % (Rathé
et al., 2016). 55— F B A RE R W DR I R A1
H, ARG I AE F %, SRINECE R R
VI A2 (Moll et al., 2015; Purpura & Ganley,
2014; Purpura & Napoli, 2015), W57 # & 3, SFON
SHILERATIIREZ 0 B A B E R IEA K, He
5 A B AE 45 5 80 R AR 09 88 B (Fubs et al.,
2018), MidEFF5EiE RAEXS T /5 WAF 5507 2
A B RECE R B B R4 JE A ] (Geary
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& vanMarle, 2016), Batchelor ¢ A (2015)t{ESE,
SFON 5 JLEMAF5 RIEMEA I, s v] LLAST
S AR LB RE 1Y 22 5 DU KRR S R AT 55
2 ZRAF [H] Y ST RE 77 SR A% B SFON IAE FIAIL I
R, SFON i ] 14 5 74555 Lb 35 H B 22 B 1) 06 R AR
55 LA H e A 58 1 T 14 . Ben-Shachar 45
AN (2020) B SR UE 3 735 300 1LL 4K i 22 4t (Approximate
Number System, ANS)tH 7] fig & 5 2 SFON i |1 4
MEZESFWBE, EREGFERARELT, BEET
PERNAERF 5 H i )L #4525 T = 1) SFON i [
PE, W] SFON 5 ANS =[] T8 ] 8 & W] B VE
KFR, HIL, INMEEZN SFON 5HFRMZ
[¥) BBk 22 A B KT AR G I A3, (R AT ER A
BREHRZAE SFON SFAMEBEARIMER
BB RE T AR EFE R RERNEM
Lo JLEEM H R ARG BT 2 B AR R A
PURMLE T 5, FRATLE N FIE ¥ I AR
FERRIE L 10 2 5= R (Melhuish et
al., 2008). [AIRE, ACB:AYEL 2= AH 36 38 R B Bl IE BH
HILE PR WA AR K JBA L (Gunders & Levine,
2011)0 AT HEWFFEE X BB IR T I gE . #iln
Batchelor (2014)&#ACH:R) SFON 5JLERY SFON
HSr AT HE G . Rathé 25(2020) A4 i 5 F 58t & 31
JLE Y SFON 5 5 e B MR 50 1o 2 A 3G,
AT I A I A SRR B B B A O SR BE R B
Bedatn. BATA R, HBF5R45 R %75 SFON T
BRI 2, H AT A B S R IR 8 3
X SFON il [ P 9 5L 5% M . SFON i ) M 5 /5
B EERIMZ M IR T UL H &
A OO B R R AT R A R B R A 3RS
YRR AT R, XA ER T EEFH X ILE
AT T WIS SFON, B A WIHIEEIES:, i
JUEAEALHE 1B iF 7E N 1Y SFON T 55 h 3k
ML F R E ML, XAR T RER A REER
JE PR 5 R T 0T I B T A TR 25 T R B
(Tian & Siegler, 2015), H ik, WAFEGIAF XL
HEC T RYJLE SFON il 1] P4 (14 455 s S L5 i st
PAEMREFRL, HTRE5 SFON B/ME
22 R AAE T — U SN, R SR AR A
ATREAR/IN, 22 AR R H 2 (Pelland, 2020).
Bf B HLAY Ry 30 RN 0k B A5 2 W R S (Wang et
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Spontaneous focusing on numerosity (SFON) of children
in informal lear ning environment

CUI Shuang, GAO Yaru, WANG Yangyang, HUANG Bijuan, SI Jiwei
(School of Psychology, Shandong Normal University, Jinan 250358, China)

Abstract: A large number of studies take an “ability” perspective on children’s early mathematical
development. They mainly concentrated on children’s early mathematical knowledge and skills, thereby
ignoring other possibly relevant aspects of young children’s early mathematical competence. This study
focuses on spontaneous focusing on numerosity (SFON), which is a tendency of individuals to spontaneously
pay attention to numerosity-related information in the environment. SFON is likely to be the basis for most
other mathematical focusing tendencies, but its association with spontaneous attention to a number (SAN),
spontaneously focusing on arabic number symbols (SFONS), and spontaneous focusing on quantitative
relations (SFOR) remains to be clarified. As one of domain-specific predictors of mathematical performance,
the development trajectory and mechanism of SFON should be paid in future research. The mechanism of
SFON may be explored from mathematical motivation and math anxiety, and the measurement of SFON
should be improved and innovated. Meanwhile, the research on educational intervention of SFON also
should be promoted.

Key words: spontaneous focusing on numerosity, early math skills, informal environment, children





