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( ) ABC BCA CAB , (M+ SD)
2.6 ()
:(1) M + SD M + SD M + SD
4 0.68+0.48 0.84+0.37 0.80+0.41
) ' 5 0.92+0.28 0.96+0.20 0.86+0.34
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® . 3C x4l ) ,
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, X3 .5 =2.882,p>0.05; 6 7
X%y =27.320, 4 X2 6 =
p<0.001X {»s =31.750,p<0.001;X{ys =20.167,p 5762, p<0.05 X3 .; =5.762,p<0.05
<0.001;X %37 =20.167,p<0.001 5 3.2.2
4 ,
3 (%)
() (%) (%)
4 21(84.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 4(16.0) 17(68. 0) 0(0.0) 2(8.0) 6(24)
5 23(95. 8) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(4.2) 18(75.0) 1(4.2) 1(4.2) 4(16.7)
6 23(95. 8) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(4.2) 21(87.5) 0(0.0) 3(12.5) 0(0.0)
7 24(100) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 17(70. 8) 2(8.3) 4(16.7) 1(4.2)
, 14.480, p<0.01;X %35 =33.000, p<0.001,X%6 =
Xwae = 13.500, p<0.001:X %7 =27.667, p<0.001
11.560,p < 0.01;X fys  =20.167, p<0.001,Xfys = 3.2.3
20. 167, p < 0. 001
X %2) 4 =
4 (%)
) (%) (%)
4 20(80) 3(12.0) 1(4.0) 1(4.0) 3(12) 2(8) 18(72.0) 2(18.0)
5 21(87.5) 0(0.0) 2(8.3) 1(4.2) 1(4.2) 2(8.3) 21(87.5) 0(0.0)
6 24(100) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(4.2) 22(91.7) 1(4.2)
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An Investigation of 4 —-Year-Old Children’ s Attribution
of Human Goal-directed Action

Qing Sulan®, Fang Fuxi?
(* Chinese Nationd Ingtitute for Educationd Science, Beijing, 100088)
(2 Ingtitute of Psychology , Chinese Academy of Science, Beijing, 100101)

Abgtract ~ This article probes 4-7-years old children ’ s cause attribution of human beings god-directed action with three kinds of
cartoon settings shown on the computer , basc human biological needs of eating, drinking and deeping. The results show (1) the
preschoolers have norrpsychologica attribution of human goal-directed action of biological needs, thereisafast period during from 4-
year-olds to 5-year-olds; (2) there are differences in children’ s cause attribution; socid factors will influence such biological needs as
“ eating” and’ desping” , but drinking isapure biologica need and is not influenced by socid factors; (3) the preschoolersexplain hu-
man biologicd need action by flexible multiple cause attribution.

Key words: children, god-directed action, ndive psychology , néive biology , cognition development
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The Effect of Hearing Aid on the Lipreading
Phonetic Identification of Hearing Impaired Students

Lei Jianghual’ 2 Gan Linglingl, Fang Junming3
(* College of Educational Science, HuaZhong Norma University , Wuhan , 430079)
(? College of Educational Science, Nanjing Norma University , Nanjing, 210024)
(® Secid Educationd Ingtitute, East China Norma University , Shanghai , 200062)

Abstract  Our exploration of the hearing aid &fect and the viseme efect on the ded in lipreading phonetic identification obtained the
following results: The interaction of the degree of hearing aid and the difference of phonemesis sgnificant in correctness, but not in
regponse time. The vighility plays an important role in phonetic identification , while the hearing aid has a dgnificant functionin thei-
dentification of dngle vowes and compound vowe s.

Key words: hearing-impaired students, lipreading, phonetic identification , hearing aid



