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Coff-line) 173, HARLIU I Xz zh Yk
BN AR A SN W AR BB By o Tz B RS
0368 6 0 A7 RIS I I L Con-line) J7a(, did
XTI P B RAE AR BE-123)) (sensory-motor) [
k4t 518 B WA R A AR B AR L

R, A SR Y BOE Bl 40 R 4 2 21
UL, PANEIIR RGN 0 22 i T AL R4
HSAT I & fr), TEAEE AR R . i H.
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Children’s Naive Theory of Motion Cognition

Zhao Junyan'

Yu Guoliang®

('Institute of Psychology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101,China)

(Institute of Psychology, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872,China)
Abstract: The article introduces children’s knowledge systems of naive motion theory from two parts: one is the
explicit knowledge which can be verbally and consciously accessible in daily life, another is the implicit motor
knowledge which children can access by dealing with moving objects. In addition, the article sets forth that the
implicit perceptual knowledge and the explicit conceptual knowledge are of little or no cross-talk. There are
dissociation of implicit motor knowledge and explicit conceptual knowledge. Dynamic imagery may become an
important bridge between motor knowledge and conceptual knowledge. Yet it remains controversial whether the
false beliefs are highly task specific and what the relation of the two implicit knowledge system is, etc.
Key words: naive theory, explicit conceptual knowledge, impetus beliefs, representational momentum, implicit

motor knowledge.



