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(8 A0 AR BT S R, DA X 2 2 7 A AN R
M

2 UM B T B AR 1E X L85 3] R0 Y
EHEM

ESEUERIFFE Y, 200 Y TR 2 17 21K RE 15 52
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THURFF 9T 45 S W 7R B0 NSO R 1 1 3R 1 R % 42
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1280 0 2t T 3 W 20U AR 1 T S R 155 T A 8 1
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PRI, MR EA14s G R — BRI T i 5% (R 1
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RGBT 2= T H A NS, A 2 Wik
B R B T 2 1 o I A U 568 1l 5 Y b A
PV (KR 44, 2020, Exp. 2; Zhang et al., 2023,
Exp. 2), 1 T 58 A B0 T 2500 AR Ay T 8 2 17 %o B
A S BLAFEJH (Pi et al., 2021). JC KR, 2
T (0 TR 217 AR A 36 L RO PR d e
= 0.11, TRtk v {2 B 80000 110 ARURRG T 3 215 )L
PANREAE 2% ] F LA T i8R (0.0 < d <
0.1). {EFFERMIE, 164 A BURAE Y 6 TR
P, A 2 AT RN T R A R E R A B A
T8 140, Wang %5 A (2018) I 55 Fil Wang (2022)
B BIF 5 30 2o XoF bl 8 338 8 7K S TR 5 1 0w .
T 2% 3 7K V- TR 2 15 1) 2800 R 4 AR (TE 0O I
G R RA T B BB A AE IR A B A T 06 AR, 4
S8 A A RITEH I 56 v 22 RO AR T 3 2 1 Y IE
mAE R, R AR 2R SR I I 56 b 2 BT AR 1)
Ho Hrh, 78 Wang 25 A Q018)RYHF5EH, —fidk
7o 2 35 7K T 3 15 B 0 2 1) 2 2] 3 A R
Uk, S I ] 5 A ) R L b ] A A S AR A
R PR B RN, X EN R A, (R AT
FER A B W WF I A 2 T, UL, Bz
SO RFFE SR, KRR EE SR akLL
PR 250 T 0 2 155 XoF 2 20 25 40 3R 000 56 1) 5 )
25 b, FOM 0 T ER R 25 AR 2 IR 0y R R AN
TR b o 5 TP SRRV . R, AH R
I P9 B 5 00 56, 280 RS AR 19 T 8 2 195 1T B B A R
T 7R A SR (AT 5 s . 2t X RS
ST R, WIS A —E, A2 R AR
HATREA AT = AN o, BR T RE
Hb, UM T HERBYAEF IR R, filn
F#(Schneider, Krieglstein, et al., 2022; Zahra,
2021). BRSIVEE 218, 2022; Pi et al., 2020,
2023) . IR HITEML(PI et al., 2021)%, MiHEAES
TR T e 1 R R A7 A6 A R AR B2 19 38 BRI N,
T T HEBRAE R e . flan, X +F
k1, Schneider, Krieglstein 2% A (2022) % 8, 4
TG IR RN — AL, 2 2] 5 1 AR
22 ROR BT, X TBRSIERU, Pi 4 A (2023)
KB, TV BN B A PRAR I R T 15 2,

1O NG 5 B AR S AR A 3 1 1 2 — B
Af e, A BEARE > 3R, X FIRMEM DL, Pi
GENQO2N) KB, Y HN Y IR PR R B 2 5] &
T AR S, 2 BELA: Bt 2 4 T 8 2 1 ) 2 o) IOR
H R R I . YR, Bl Y 2% 5 TT BE 2 i AT
FEE XS A2 2 I RZ R, B, Zhang 4 A (2023)
HIF G LA B2 3 A 55, TRI B 44T T 200 T 38
FAFXE R JLE A A FAELE A, KT A
b T IE R JLE, 200 2404 1B 2R 15 % A I 5E )L
BB R E S RIS EHE B %, &
Jei, 2% >0 56 1 () Bl i 0 th, 7] B8 <5 52 i LA 2 >
BOR, BAR(UA 2 MR IRR T H BRI X 28R
BeA TS 52, HO2 AR TIEm Mg R, &
SR8 S I A R, (ELR BT Y T R 2
IO EEA S8R, BT LRI
SN, BB BRI ICIZ R IR NG R,
T LAAH B F RVES 043212, 00 A T 2= 55 AT BE X
F 2 H MK B A 25 (Wang et al., 2018).

3 TR E PR IEXT AR E S F A
B 13 12

31 M EMREETZMEIENER?
g Y 24 7R O 7 TS AR X R A 2 )
HYAE FHAILTR, AR SORE OG5 2 3 AL 2= T vh i
HEM TR, —Bokid, AMTHEERE 2 &%
B G T AS 2 A P A9 B (Graham et al., 2010; Pi et al.,
2023), PRtk, 2577 > G Hh (] 6 4 A T AR AR
15 B A% S N SN ZJ6T /)R, dn SR 0 i
TR R, R4 >) 35 7T Ge 4T £ Mol i
BABAEEI S ;a0 REIRTE AR Tk,
IR 22 2] B 5% O AN 5 2 N 25 (7 3 0 43 L T g
IR BEES B4, EFUERFR S, FUMH
BRZRAH RIS QAT 52 W 252 3] 3 R 1 A3 EL i e 7
HHT 2 A K A58 R R 8l AR BRI 0 24 >
HE RN T AL Herb, FE LR (E] BE A% S B
AR B — XS I TR EE . & 1 iy 9 Imiff
FER IR 38 SR BORSRT T DL R, X T
M > NS R (R, 6 TF5T &2 3L T AH b it sk
HICIMY TG, 5 2% 0 BN I S RS ik
SR Z A S NEE, 2 BRI b
225, VISR R T 24 ) I R 25 A
I NZRRIR ] o IR R BN, RV TR 2 1 A T
2 3] NS B[] _E P35O0 B d s =
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0.26, ZRON it v (B3R W] 2800 AR R 1Y T A R A5
2 2] B VAL ] NS R ) B9 A AE — /i
BN0.2 < d < 0.5)0 XT3 B0 i i B
5], 4 A58 A B T AH LT P sl 5 TR0 Y TR SR
5, 10 % I TR AT S BRI 5 | 2 ) 35 T 0 Y
TR, 4 TR FEBA kA 22 5, 1 T o8 & 8
AR LG T b P A T PR 15, BT Y T A R 17 T e i
52 A 1 BT R TS (P et al., 2021) VLB & B,
LN AU F18 RO T 58 9 175 10 3 A0 280 T 48 7 )
LN HEY d wenssmasn = 0.30, TR 1
PR 3 TR 11 T 08 27 X 02 R 2280 T 48 ) ek i)
HIE FAFAE— A/ DAY (0.2 < d < 0.5).

Zr b, M TR AR, R Y
FENG 23 Y14 Jm 27 > 25 6F 2 2] PN 25 R 800 T 1)
AL A, B AR shEUE b RS Reed M TRt
25 2] B AR ST RORWE? FELL 1 6 TR IARAR
[ HBRAE 23 ik > FHTE Z M E L2 2 WA AR
o, A4 TR LT BB Y TR A AT LU
M RO, U, X2 NA TR Z, XF
2 RO AT R R R, IR T 00 I 3 A AT
AE 23 3o 52 0 27 ) 5 (1 4OIR S Rz 2T gL, ok
e A TR o T P AE N (Q2021) &L T
PR T PR AT 23 I8 T AL A S N A AR ), 3T
RS oY T IR ITURIF T X L A 2 28 0 v e v 8 3
7, B I PR S e R R R, 2
RCF 14 THT P 2 155 027 > YA — R B e,
VTR R T % D F I hFar 0, 52 H T
PR T A I ) 2 B 22, S O AY T AR S
SRR Z TR T A8 T A, DA TG 5 22000 114 T
TS XA 2 2] AR 3] T B
32 HIPMEMBRIEET RIS SE N EREFR?

B T b3 0 T AT R X R A A ) SR 1 A
B Z Ah, A2 R FENRE (. AL A
I HEAL S H B RN 55— EE B ]
2K, LT RE SRR TR T SR AT Al 5 e 2 > 45
Ho SHTAPTEHE R, % H 0 R EZ T BE
S R R e 2 1 ML A ) ORI B R T R i
(Zhang & Fiorella, 2019; Lin et al., 2020). [F I, XF
2 2] 3 T WL 50 1) 5 4 30 AL 2 G 0 0 T S R
TR R E S

FEFR VLS Sk, A 11 TR 1
FOMTE AR XA 5 m, HobhAfr 2 Dbk
FEIN A B B T ¥ 2 15 2 1Y 27 21 3 B9 DR 67 £

MA 3 WHFTE & BN A 3R R SRR 2 &
FIASN 7 fer, LAY 6 TOURFF5E B4 45 1 B A T
RGN AT S R . S5, B
T #8245 5 M D B A7 P RN St R d s =
=0.17, h AU ) I AR R A% X T2 2 B B Y
NN B AR A B (0.0<d<0.2) . XFTIAA
BT AU, T 04 T b 25 4% 00 1R S R X 2 )
AN 152 AR A A, (AR R 2 HF 58 K
EED RN S iR s e - S N o1 e T LR
(Sweller et al., 2011)KF N A6 AiT 432 AR AR 672
faf (ICL) . M6 1A A1 67 faf (ECL) 1 AH 2 TA 41 671 Fif
(GCL) = Fp AL, Hoh, WFo &N K2 E =
TR 1% 2 7] 58 2538 i1 ECL (Um et al., 2012)F1 GCL
(FAES %, 2018), XF ICL Al REAN 27750 . A
W, B =Fh A AN S I AT B R T v
Al RE A A K HER 45

HRAE PSIT, ey WUAT Hh 2800 17 T 3 2= 155 v LA
e & S AR AR, o] DA v U A 8] 8 L 5
T, DT R AR 27 20 35 A2 AL 27 > o i IR, e
LRSI B, AR S &R (Dibble et al.,
2016), & 1 I 7 T FE R T R R X
AL R, 35 BUAH B JC 0 A TR R,
o 2 114 T 2 15 B RB AR 2 2 AR 2 s, 4
IR, BB I T A X 2 T Sh B RN
':F'ﬁjﬂ d EIHH T 0.90, %fﬂ—ﬁ\iﬁ?kﬁﬁiﬁlﬂj
(0.8 < d < 10),

[ FEAR S PSIT, 00 1 B 22 1 7T REHE 5 2%
2 H 5 HME 1S B SR R, b E
A PRGBS Y . BT B R 0 B E),
B2 PSI, £ 1 A7 3 TR EE T % H K
B et 5 K- (BRI A#, 2020, Exp. 1, Exp.
2; Pi et al., 2021), 35K & SRR 1) 50 2% 1% RE 2
2 B R S H S K g i A R B, R
e P T 5 2 175 X v k2 T 3 9 5 i ) KN R
dgnens = 023, B2 —A/PNHKLO02 < d <
0.4)o ML 50T P LATE e, 280000 17 THI 5 22 155
22 F IR 2 BB R R K, X AT AR A
Sk AR ek S B i Sl 1, D R Al 7 5 T 17
250 2 [ PR AL 2 B B (P et al., 2021),
Wb, AR I W 5 20K B A D 2 2 3
SR, AR S E ),

25 b, OB % T 2R 4% T LA 25 3 in =
L, EEFEREAR 2 2T 35 0D 57 77 084 o
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AR AL OREIRER - ROR - € B A N 4, §.0)
T A I, B E T [ R AR 8 S
11, MBS 52 B B MIBRZ A A, 25 5R
MIGEEARE . BN, BT LIS T 0L (G .
IHIGUE | 22 BL ., fERE S a2 Ak, A g
HER T BN IR . A RARR RS )y,
B FARBF B, NS A TR0 2 E,
% Sk 110 S UF BF 5T IO 12 T 4 T 1 0 2 > 2 A AL
2 ) i AR Y S UAA S DA AR AS O ELAR B 2 IR
33 HNMESMRIEHETHIEIZENELE?

T ZE0C VT TE 08 2 175 352 Wi R A0 2 2] 1) 80 2 2
B AR DL R i ad R, ) E R
U A% 2 (1% J8% 0 T RE GRS B — A A R A E
(Messinger, 2002). H b, 2% &2 REW RGN H
Ok 2250 T 8 4 175 1) 175 4 A — (B A5 DG T 11 )
BB, WRLTIR(2022, Exp. DEEET R¥EIENE —
AN 1 4B TG I T 2R 1 1) O R R Uk
VIG5 50M 2 ERE I . R A, M T
TG T FR RAH W B A, 55 24 S R A S T Y
A HEWE T ERAELESAM . Pi FEAN(022)H
YeSCHRAE AR RS B T R AR AE S . kel i,
2 20 35 2 T L JER A 3) 00 ) R T 5 B A5 r 35k
MR IG 26 o (R0 H Al 2 2 Wkt T T ix —
AT, T H R T XTI T R, X
I AR 4 T AR T AR 2 e, PRk &
) it TR R VAL o

2 3] 35 %o O 2 B YR AN R TR 2 1 R R
PB4 2] B 55— 25, T 00 0 T 5 R 1 2 A RE A
LM 2 > 2 (015 4 R AR5 S E B — o . CATLM
(Moreno & Mayer, 2007)Z% B, ZLUHE 44 5% i 2% >
B TR AR ) H R T S HUN AR R 25T
HTE L (ol an, & 2B w26 E R BUm,
AR BT ) [ RE 3, ECT N, —
NI RS Z 85— NIE 4 Rk 15
M (Hatfield et al., 1994). fil40, Pi 4¢ A (2023) A4 #fF
SR, HOME XN HMERRE T¥IEEL
PIRURE 26 . DR E 2 LR 2122 8)
ML, F > F LA 56 1 ) R B T 4

T 1% 28 6 5 34 4y R e TR 32 79 44 32 (Barrett &
Russell, 1999), A5 IE & M X WA~ 5 % 2%
BTG AT X TR 2] IR E Y
MR R, A 4 TSR IR T il
Xof W JE (1 5 0, 2 TUAF 9 R B T AR 1 T R

XAy 2 I e A AR EAE A, IR 2 TS
WA R EWRW . XA REZE Y, FEEHT
fRIEVE RS 2 THUR 5T A X b 2 v 7K 6 kR
WKk 5 TR MO, A LT A e
KB, 1R K2R 3K BT R] R B2 5 i 2
) BV RE ;TR & PR UEAE FH G 2 TS
Xt L 118 2 B R AR 1) T R, YR AR R A i
M4, BRIk, 2 ) 35 1 e R A AN TR) 4% 22 T
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e PR 32 (5 T B N, B TP d e = 0.84, U
A RN ) TR 500 2 155 o 2 > 38 TR 1) 11 e L 3 1) 1
FHA SR BNt o X T2 ) B 3 05 45 5%
Wk, 1A 4 THFIEA BTN T 2% 2 H 1
TR RV 0 1 155 4 5, 4 AT 9 4% S 149 S 00
TRV 11 THI 8 2 175 R A8 27 > 285 I 30 o vy 1 AR,
&4 (KR 7218, 2022, Exp. 1, Exp. 2; Pi et al., 2023,
Exp. 2, Exp. 3); 3 WIS /R T % H B ALAH
W& eh, 535 1 9T (B 22 18, 2022, Exp. DESR
WA RIX 450, (BREMBG T FARA 2
S E RGNS IRRH, &
A P REURRG T8 175 2 ) 2 BN B A 4 1 sk
Mo EHN d mews = 0.55, 7552 FIEATER S
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{1 2% IR TR 3500 22 155 X 2 T 3 TR RN 15 28 1
FE— AP SRR RN, X2 2] 35 IR R A 4 A AE
— M ABR RSN 0.5 < d < 0.7)., {HEH
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RS I o 00 460 T A 77 T R A o ) 35 927 T 38
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W Z BRI B e BT 1 IR R BE, FE it
FE e, B AE SRR AL 00 5 8 i [
LA ROR] FH AR T U 2 F Ok B B2 ) 3 B AR
P, Meier 25 A (2023)90F 55 20, HRngAE 518
LRRN DL ) RS R BRI T . X
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Using emotionsto promote learning: Therole of teachers
facial expressionsin video learning
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Abstract: Teachers’ facial expressions (i.e., positive, negative, neutral) serve as social cues that can indicate

teachers' emotional states, and play an integral role in video-based learning. Four distinct theories were put

forth to elucidate the impact of teachers' facial expressions in video learning: The cognitive-affective-social

theory of learning in digital environments, the para-social interaction theory, emotional contagion theory

and the cognitive load theory. The median effect size of empirical studies indicates that teachers’ facial
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expressions have a significant impact on students' learning performance (d ;¢tention = 0-53; d ranster = 0.41), the
fixation time on learning content (d gaze ime on side = 0.26) and teachers' face (d gaze time on teachers' face = 0-30),
learning motivation (d motivation = 0.90), parasocial interaction (d parasocial interaction = 0.23), students' arousal
(d arousal = 0.84) and positive emotions (d pesitive emotions = 0.55). Nevertheless, the impact on cognitive load is
minimal (d cognitive 10ad = —0.17). Further research is required to elucidate the role of teachers' facial
expressions in video learning, particularly with regard to experimental design, moderating variables, and
underlying mechanisms.

Keywords: facial expressions, teacher, video learning, multimedia learning



