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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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W B MEKFREEOERE ARRTILEERZALASG—~FELRE, RILERAT T F
S AEGUARFILE Y LIV, R NG R, SRR TIL TR B G 0 23b
MREAIL,INERFRLGH AR TLEAPRARMLZRO R o R EL RERIME AEL
FEREETALRAGESAMRAGRRE LE A LERGEANTF BRELEHALER
At iRt S R A A4, TUB S E R ZAMHFE & F XK ST 7R
BLEAL L BB R AR ILEXN R LR TRARALEEORFRFHILERANFA T F T
Ee, RAMAEETRIEMRERR— TR ERENAER S F &,

FEW TG E ;2R HBES R ERAE; RAER B ML A

FE 5y %£S:B842.5 XEkFRETG A
1 3RS 5) R PSR BE 0L
1.1 JLEFHBARFT

Bt ELHE PO R, AR L — B AR
VRS FE T A B (McClure et al. ,2018) ,
BN LEM R RER T A R 200520 (b
%,2014), 7E 4% 0 ~8 FEEIILEM A
(Rideout & Robb,2020) &M, IWE VLB HBRXMNE
B AR B 8] 29 S — /N B =N, HoH,73%
B e LA I (R A LB S . 72% B JLEEAC R
Iy, BT AR BT 09 22 > T LA B 0F 1) 42
YEFH ( Rideout & Robb,2020) , iResearch 7E 2015 &
Hy“ o EH DA IO LE B A R BURIER” R
BT 3 ~15 2 JLHE WK EIRE RS, &R bk
W, 68% )3 ~5 ZILER KIS, LEK
“FEMEIBFEREAUFE B TR
BRATEFET . R8T T 1 A0 B 0 %
L SO

PRI, R4 LE 2 B R NI 32 5 & — 1>
£ % 4 W 1% 5 ( Anderson & Subrahmanyam,
2017) o JLEXSE S AR 2 5 T 0L
A B BT Y, AR IR B/ B L E ] BRI A RBAR 4T
HIRREALAT 315 B, , ol WHLAR i 1T B 2 &
o BEXFX AL JLE MPRAT b 22 T B A N FH IR
R MERI IR , Anderson FiI Pempek $2 1 T “ P47 5k
B4 ( Video Deficit) ” B &,

A SCNE L LEXT SIS SRR 25 R

MEHS 1003 -5184(2024)05 - 0416 - 08

AT HG AEGE” G B45 LEAE LS
B THRRI, M ILENRIGE ) DL AL &4 6 W
TS T AR B B 5 7= A B L o0t ko L B AL
HRUBR G K T 5 o

1.2 AR

X T RAKYL, AL — A SR B AL R

o BERXS 3 B RUF G LR A K, JLEMN
Ao 27 3] R 7R P I L TR S5 R S AR 3 b2 B Y
WA, R T AT BE " B (video deficit
effect, VDE , Anderson & Pempek,2005) , 7 L% 15
~24 A~ QB OV AR IO B 2, BT 36 4 H i
JFHE Z T K& ( Kirkorian, Lavigne, et al. ,2016) ;{H
TE—E G R W RBE S ARG MES b
(AL 3RIEE, 15 5 5 A 45, DU B A 2800 25 7E 36
MHEZEFERER Y ILES RS 3k (Dick-
erson et al. ,2013) , X —3 N £ F &) JLE MRS
(Barr & Hayne,1999) 155 248 (Zimmerman et al. ,
2007) ¥ 5% ( Troseth ,2003) .. H & F1A ( Sudden-
dorf et al. ,2007) . 1% 25 2 i/ ( Mumme & Fernald,
2003) OIS (Reil et al. ,2017) &N FEHY
A BRI,

& BhX B 55, B 5T 3 %o LB W AT S5 g ) . BRI
T EZHHRR, RN TARMMEISHE, £
BRSO ERE AW A — AL 8 BiAF
BB R R A B &, R LB XS AR B R dm i |
LA ; —RREIILE A S ER AL

« EETA: BHAIFr 2030 (2022ZD0205100) , “ + = 17 B 5 £ Al IR A 7 % 0 (2017FY101106) , x4 &Rt 22 EGEHRH A

(19ZDA021) ,
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R E X TR R, 1R T S R Z A&
KHRFIIA AR E AT R B R A o
2 IAEIEE N1 SIS PRI B X B

IR AR M = AN 4 A X LEIA A
R AR O AR 1R BT B B M
FERyRESZ M T JLE X LAE B A A AR, 3k
HTHIRER G, X RT, LEM AR BEE
FRITA 0 BE 7 A2 AR AT B P 7 A R S B
2.1 st pmARZ L

PSR () 561 08 05 B = 2812 (perceptual en-
coding impoverishment theory ) B £ T JLEXT MW [E
BIGRig L 72, A AR5 4k i 0 5 RRAE 1 AR T 4R
HILEA R WA BZ, #2387 95 5k A
( Barr,Muentener , & Garcia,2007)

SRS =4t B L, 08T 2 B 4R A
B ILERENIUEERE D, B
M=4E 15 B, 138 3 ¥ 22 (motion parallax ) | £ 3
(texture) JREESE, JLEE BB MAILA b 5 105 B 5
> (Zack et al. ,2009) . {H7E# & SR PEATIR
SUCHEL2: AR5 B, JLE T B e ic A L H (4
KAFE, I BAE I BUIC FL 2 R B AR DA PR R A K
HEE . T M 4t 145 B 2R BRI, 3% AT
RS EOLE M B2 15 S, X DLAE T
RS RZE R S ELE BHET IR, S350
BRFE

HT X ISR, B & A W LETE W
B ISR A R K AR sh R AR A A EL g 5 B
HIEGL . BT E Y s R 20 BRAE A R A 55,
BREsmp B ILENRISI SR, 4R EHU,
TERURZMET 24 A0 KA ELTEREE 3 ) &
L& BT B LB 45 400 T, (H 58 U 55 YIS 2L
DB S LGB S50 T 22 AR B 51T, BfE SR )L
BAX RS BRI S B R, HE s RE
SRR FEKIBE & B TR S, FEL
HRE B Z R EER I DB B K K AT E
( Kirkorian , Lavigne et al. ,2016) , X V60 24 4~ A K
B ) LNARSIE 7S Hh HEAT 15 4 T v BB R X
AT TG 25 T 75 BB 2R T 2 R Rl E A Al
ig/

BRithZoh, B LX Z e =455 B by =
1T BB HH BN, 7T BB AETE P A 25 8L 5 B Y G B
225, Carver 58 A (2006) fif FHZAFAASCBAIRSE T
18 /1~ H R B2 LI — 2 A0 = 49 (R W L BE D 5T
HiL LB E R BB E ST B D
VERCIABGRILETRCN . S5 R A, 18 T H K
H 2 LEE R R 1 A G BOst RE XS =4k mh 4T

P (R RIS MR N2 B4r) , X —
A it PR FU) U L SRR R R A R B B (R
RN Ne i) , Uil 18 > H R L
=25 B I B AR T AT A5 B

{5 g5 B = B WA R R, |k,
D SR [T 2 B 5 U ) JLEE A = 4R — AR h
Hithd 5 5 R IR A B (Troseth et al. ,2006)
B, e KRS S, B I AN B R
Yy it B ) L, T A S e AT B A SR BB, L
B AR AR A s X B ES R E B
T RAMERF. HIK, Troseth Fl DeLoache( 1998)
PR A A BRAT 55 ARl BT T — DR
FE 3N, 1k 2 3 B4 LT E BT E 7 i AHAE B
CIeTESES & P WE R, X422 4L
JRINFE R TR RAE S5, 3% 1 B )y JLAE LA i LA 27
AL By xfe LA A AL S R 615 R, 3B T
e LM R & FEH .
2.2 RERIERA

B T LR AR, A B BT B RS
RV T BEXT AR )L 2 B SUEE RAE N T RE I U
RIGPRAL , 34 0 35 )L ZE X WA 15 5 1 n T v
TG AL S B 255 0E 1 T B R AE B3 ( theory of du-
al representation ; Barr, Muentener, & Garcia 2007 ) .

XA TR AL L R B4 LR, 775 2
FHXTXEF R BOME S . 401 LT BEXE DATRARAF-5 1) LR
PR B RSBRART SRS (B
PIALS) , 3 — M HA T B RAL (R LB R
B LMIRE) o XELNILEH IRE RS Rt R 48
Y, MELLK 4R E R S B R R AR, FT G
X PR Y 94 AH Rz 1 S A T X Ah B, T A B
T BUARBRBERRL

CAPIGERE AR, S LI E R I &%
Ji= B Bt B &% & ( Barr, Muentener, & Garcia,
2007) o BB, 2R HWEILABREIREI =
iy | 7/ N: U L I S N == Wi R/ X
“ ~JLFEM=" ( Pierroutsakos & Troseth,2003), &
XA |V R AR R & A b A g, B LB
WIANR B 2 B G =4 R A W D B M (o
Sz Y ERJT , BROAT LAk, (HBR 1 B AT A
BE) o B TEEBEL, 1 ~2.5 Z M4 LITFIRTE B
YRR =2 {2 18] DX A B IA A, {E HIAR HE 2
R _EZANR R X, g LAREAIRE
e R BB BN R EERTIRER X, R
KO B2 M5S0 T 3L 5 (Troseth et
al. ,2006) , FHALAL T55— B B R 25 LR B s 38
B BERRE ( Zack et al. ,2009) . 2| T =FrEk,
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3 WA JLE I IR BE 65 X LA B 45 S B E R
ik , BE A% B A7 DL A3 AN 9L S 22 18] R R AE R R LA S B AT
Z a2 % (Troseth & Deloache,1998) , Fit,3 ¥
FILE IR B A0 A AR AR B W E R, ta]
DUFI R S5 B ok 48 AR TE L SL 1 A 97T 8,
PRAT R B PR 52t AH B 378 25 T ( Barr, Muentener, &
Garcia 2007 ) .

Pierroutsakos 7l Troseth( 2003 ) FIBT 3T E 43 ER IE
T ILNERAAF BB SFTE, BrotEeR 9 ~19
A H RIILERE AR E R W e E M, IFid %
TILEMRR ., &REH,9 NMAKHEILAEER
TP X Ay AR =4 (R, iR T3 R S
# ERBCE ;19 A KBS LN BT AR S T —
R =YX, RSB ERE LA A S
ETZA B RIAT 5 T 14 S H R ZE LRI
FHiJE HAMER B Z M, LA SF B L
IR, R B HHF R E T EWIT N, Bar,
Muentener Fi Garcia (2007) £1% 6.12.,15.18 I~ A Kk
B LEF TR BT 4500 T BT 5K, &
6 A RME LA L ARG ;12 ~18 A
KEGEEL LN R B T AR B (Barr & Hayne,
1999) ;3% —SL W 45 SR TE — B R E Lt 5 E R
it M =B RSB G .
2.3 RAERHEMWES

JLER R A A FZEEME SRS T AN 2 A
PRI B RE W S TR 2N 8 e oA AL 5 B ## 7 5
HIBE T, BRRLATISR B B B RAE R 75 318 (theory
of representational flexibility ; Hayne et al. ,2003)

FAT R 15 1 (representational flexibility ) 5 ) &2
REEMBIFE B m R R KA T 24k, A
REFEATICIZAER , AT K 22 > HE ) BIFTIH 52 i g
JI1(Zack et al. ,2009) . 7EMA K FEH 245 LM H,
RIERTEESBIMREN KRR, TEEL LR R
3, B LT 2 1 BT £ AR T HE AT S B AR 2 B
2R B BEUT I ; B R R R (B /D AR TR C s 25
HBILICZ RN PRR, XBEH & ERR”
HRETEYILA BRBEKENBIZKRRENINZES
BB PR A BLEE B R AL P C b 88 L, 2 LPT Re &
ARSI — R =R LR ER (—S
JL) REBRSI S R SR RN ER (WYL
JLBE“REBHEMA M =HLROER =TH
B, NTAE SR I 8 J TCAAT B B 77 A AL 5k B A
AR PE TH 2 =B Bt Zack et al. ,2009) ,

SRR LI, it Yy B 32 B BOR 0 22
Ao ILEREIC IR I, (e A JLERAE R i
)% & (Hayne et al. ,2003) , 33 71 52 0 32 8 1 2% o

4, Hayne 55 (2000 ) £ESER BT 55 R 2L, 5
TR B AR R (8 B B S 1 B ) sl i 4
&858 (LI B B ) AR XHE R By B & 4k 2R b, 6
A H KRB LRRE R ST 12 4~ H R R
USRS ) 28 A0 T W, A 2ol IR 4R 1 2R
ABER T8 18 A KA E LI Bt e il i
EREIEN T Rt R BARahE.

2.4 ABREBEGILE

X DAL BEAE #EAT HREE, VT DA R BUA (A EE 2 (R
FEEMEFEZAL

B, SN gnts B = HIe A i, W RAERE
WAEIHETT W Ry R4 5 1 e Rt iE
JUEMELRE R SRR ER . ERAHIEXTI
AR 119 A SRt AR AN [R] R TR0 AR 4 R i A i
ZHiG, WA JLEFRINK , LEXN 455 8 4
A7 B 5, P AR SR i I 0 1) 9 K T 935
AR TG W E RALH I, 440 LEX TS AR
SG N =AY B, (LA i i 22 17— a3 i e
/D i) 1) 2, Barr, Muentener, Garcia, Fujimoto #lI
Chavez(2007 ) 3 1 & R T 12 ~ 15 4
ARBIUMA: R, — R BIRs T /5
ASEE Z MR 1A B 5 /B 55 — B 5% ( Barr, Muent-
ener, & Garcia,2007) &3l 6 A RAZ )L HEE
RO HLAREE 12 ~ 18 A KB4 LR A T
PRATBR A , X TE—E PR B b 5 00 SRALF IS 32 ) Y
=B BRI G . RIS GRS IS TR KA
IS AT REE T ILEARM & R B, A a4
I — R,

FR & L2 AT Bk B B R R AR TR A
AR R R A B R SR e AR R, R 4R
T Z HES FIRAE R G EEIS A B T AR B
R RIS gnhd B = e, LB | T 48 R Y R0
FRYEMTCE: S AP 3R BUE B, #E T R AT 4
&) {5 B VS EC . T AR 98 R AE R 15 S, HR AN B
ARONE 7 A B SR ANTE S A B I, TR 78 T )L Z
TEEMAERM IR, &5k M =E1NER
NS, AT R R B HE AT AN [R] 4k B 25 2145 B [
B AL, B 2B AT O OB (T, TE B =4 & T
jjZ2 L0 I uk VA S E i G % T Sk A BN e R RS
MEE) o Zack 55 A (2009) I8 58 B 41 X X — 2=
)RR T L 15 ~16 A~ H UL 707
. MRIXE 7RI RERAEN Bk, IFik
BB RN (Z4EER + 4N 4 BUR
+ ZHEMNR) FRAEBE N A ( 4R + Z 48
PR + 24N o SR BN, BYEEE &M
HEERNFMT, LEAREIAT — M7, B 4E
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FENSM T ILEHATRN W RNE W T YR
k. X—E5RUL], B JLE mX R 4R E
BEAF X, EAEREIATEAETE KRS,
PSR BER I B AT 1 15 B 4 s P B A e 7, S 81 2
{5 B AEZ IR FBT A B 2= R A4 LEE L T
B X — G ISR T RAE R TG PRI
FiAh, RAE R 5 MBS A E R IE IS e L
BEHMRIT AR AAE—0E . BB HIBHE
W LERAIRERE FT Be 2 I — S 5ess s wib
B F=2E () BEERRMNA KR, HRHA
B, AE RS R FE R ILEXNF R M T,
HIELILEEGE RN TSRS, ATRSRE =
AR —HEE R X 4R 4 15 B AR B LAY
SPETT R, T FRAE R E R AL EE X E R R
AR &, BRIEAMATE R IO IR, SRR
— LR IR, B se X R ROk YR AR Bk
FTVCHCR AR ; A A HIRY R e, JLE A BERT A [RI M i
KRG R HFITRIEX B, 7E Zack 55 A (2009) &
P LERAE RGBT LR A, 15 ~ 16 41~ A
HSL JLRETE 4B + 4RI A 4R AT R
DX R b B ) AT RS ERAE . DO RARELE
HAERE XMERBMIILESTET 4=
Y Ja M 22 ] B A DX, 1 B A AT T 7E 2 7
FERBIMYIEFBSIVE R E S, B AR R
XTI w i SR, (HARIRRAL R 15 PR3
WL LEMAT R 25 B AL G iR B R v i 22
S, HE SRS AR BT AR 15 B 2SR R — 3
Y, JLEE SR AT LA Sy s AR BRI R A S, , 364 7 AH B Y
FEHAE. K Zack 45 A (2009) AR M —E 2
BEEXFRT RAEREER IS, {H Zack S8 At AKIA,
XE A ] BEAEAE LN AR AT R T R Y
T (Zack et al. ,2009) , 5% BE LKAL T 16 5 R AL
RIGEHEHISZ 0 2 T A Rl — 2R,
3 EFIANEsE N E IR EMSRELEA
HRYEHT SO SC I B8, 35 B )L 22 v AR A3 35k
IR A T E AR A AT BB 8 1E a8 S8 1042 A3
FIMER . B, TEMEBM R T EH R
R, XIS RG R, it fF B RER
AN, F R B R Bl — R/ D EE R, A R4~
1228 20 ) 48 N 19 15 &, ( Barr, Muentener, & Garcia,
2007) o R THEZYHEE &M T BB =405 800
WO RS8R BE MR RALE , 41 1 )L E AT REFR Z L4
KIWJLEREEZNEL, AH i fR4R S5 18 MIA
35 72 ( Barr, Muentener, & Garcia,2007) . HIt, B
AR, ERE R BIE R ] e —E R

g JLE WAL B ARV . 40 Barr, Muentener,
Garcia , Fujimoto FI Chavez(2007 ) ZE8F 5T 7 43 B 13
PSRBT R ) 12,1518 F1 21 A~ H K2 LR
T WA= EINETF, MR B L IER BT
Ho 21 A H K BE JLAE W F {8 7= B ] 19 15 2
TR T B 59 UAT ¥ B %0 5 78 HE A B Y
BURRBOE —f5)5,12 ~21 S HMBILKE XA
HBASTER G . Barr, Muentener 1 Garcia (2007 ) 7EBF
G — RN E B M BsEF 5], | 6 ~ 18 4~
F BB LS BT 40 A0 B35 55 1 B o 38, e g%
SRR IR BT A s TERUAIARIE T, 2 B I
[E RGP, SBREN, 12 HWEILM
PRAT Bk (15 B M B s, T 15 f0 18 A3 22 )L 3R
S MR B B A o

LB Ui, R R IR RE A —
PR ks T4 LB R Bk, (HH s AR
ARBIE ST S XERE RSN R B B A6, Bk
5,EE I EEHER T LEXE R BRI
SRR, ZE R X BE AR, R0 G PR 3G N B
LS e b e S BB O, (BB M B A 38 o, L
AT I T ARACIRELEE J1 A AR 7T AR
HXMEE ML, 750, RN ERIEHIS, LEX
THER =4 A RA R SR AR R 2 T = B
Ak, Hi, ARERITBRLEEEEZRNNFMGS
REAS 2B E At AE EARR . H I, REMIFR
NG 7% B BIS E R R AT S XERE AR
FREXMNBEEEIAX —MET NG ZM,
4 #HESEZWEWINERAKAE KX R

— BRG] AL 22 30 S At AT R A,
DU SRR o B B DA B A0 > AR 5 B4 21t
JRi R ISR
4.1 =Bt

#r F0 & Ui ( discounting hypothesis; Kremar,
2010a) Ay, 40 JLZE XA AT A J5 A B F 2E1 F ) 9L
THXTAE B EARE, #FMRI L T W
BRI o

BiEmE, £ LEV BBUCAMATABRR BE
FMATERAEXRHAELERY, —H W, EELIL
BERRWA&E S, BEEWGFEREEEHEANMEREN,
MFNAEN Z A TR A%, A—7H, 5)LEM
NEHIMERLT A, AL R e R4t i
HEALE 5 15 18 ) {5 B ( Kirkorian, Choi, & Pempek ,
2016) : FAHELYILER ST B 525 7L
E AL SEAE T P AAELE S ) (Troseth et al. |
2013) , IF BB R 1) e R HF & LR 4E © LB It
o XA RESEEYILER BT A
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SRR S, sy A i 5 8 % B S
ARG RTITREZEN . MiXFET L5 K HE
SITERL, M T 8 LA THE S AL 3R, 2T 288 AR
B 1) £ S5 S HE S SR, 77 A T A R R
( Strouse & Troseth,2014)

i T UEHR X — 53, Troseth (2003 ) 7ERF 5T 11k 2
AW JLEAAER A e R B R ERR EERAD
HY S WA ER W R 5,2 & )LETE MR R o
HTHEBRESFTHRRIBELTRES A%
VR HIE . X EPRAR T BER B LR T
M5B S BLSE BBR R, (AT I IR 5 W A
R S BB
4.2 BARAZEEE

PR T] fEBt = LE S X S R T BB AL R
&, (Strouse & Samson,2021) , S8 JLZE L E X W5
{5 BHEATHE R T, JF 1 AR B o

B A 5757 ( Tamis — LeMonda et al. ,2014) %31,
LACBRRE AT X 4l LINAT AT R T4 LI R
TR AR SR B B ) BB [ Rz, A &1 J L st 2 B8 44 )
T AAATITR B > 45 3 1R 5 T T 4 5% kil ) 08
FIZRER , 0 AR A3E P 1565 X 2 () AR A 4, X 4l Lk
PRI B A ME DA 08 22 Al B B ( Strouse & Samson,
2021) . FEtL, Bt = 4 A2 A5 B HE AT P 25 7T BB 4R fit
BPHESER, BB 432 B Z (social impoverish-
ment ) ” ( Kremar,2010b) , 3 T 3 41 JL R A3 55k B4
N, 13—, 5 FE (O’ Doherty et al. ,2011) A
N B S fE R FERFEESIILEZ
] (34 25 R K 1 (social contingency ) , AR & B 21 1
IR e E W E B SE, X it £ B
11 R tets 3 B4 L H i IE7EAL 3 B)A5 B A X Y
FIRF G, 3% B 2 F 22 4 JLAE AR ML A5 B B kAT
TR, A INHE YR (Masek et al. , 2021 ; Strouse et
al. ,2018) , #E474E W B2 > (Kirkorian , Choi , & Pem-
pek,2016) ,
5 FIRAHSLWNIE L EINEL
5.1 MAZHIHF

MRIEPTHER UL, M B FE IR T2 LE S
PN TN ERA L. I, ey JLEXTR
1) 22 55 REAE S B b (T B AR BRI B M BB M, B
HILEMMGRE . 57550, &5 1) > 15 BB
— B LR L IR RS LS R XT R R R
REFLEX TS MRIERE S (NERIEHE) ,
HE T 4R 5 T O A5 S IR R o

EFHMEN(2019) ik 2 ~5 & JLE AR X LA
PEAT IR 2 1 ] B 422 f P 430 op 2 300 190 4[] 40
RIIR AT LASE i U2 0 R A A0 0 SR R Y B A, R

P F I HRIL 2 X . Strouse F1 Troseth (2014 ) £F
WIRME T Wi Aits, ;24 ~H R JLERE
B I B RR, H TR E AR S
SEH AL R SR 5 (B 25 )L E I ACEEFE B SE
IR FAREAR H B R R bl BX R R R
J& .24 SARKILEM RSO MY R SEE T
AT XN . Myers 58 A (2018 ) 38 12 34 it A
WE & (co - viewer) SN E.F), 35 i T HHE B
158 5 BSLMAH I R L Se I, 3 T 24 ~30 A4~
AR UE XS B N 25 B 2 A0 R0 1 B A, F
TR B AR A A th i T .

B HF A X AL 2 6 A S LA B i P T 0 18 )
AP B T LB MR )3 7 A B LK A3 FH B S
FRIXT IO BB T, R A A X 8 R T L 2 R A 0 4 9 5
ERTRETHNERIAR MRS, C-ETH
PO B AR (R E B R ) . Rokppt
Y] 22X ] A A 2 B %o LB B AR LR A 8,
WIS [FIFE T, BE G R o L BE3E i AR = ]

52 ARKRENORF

HAFERIEISR S, AR B = B AR R AT
A B4l LICE: A B AR BN, A 45 8, , 2 i o
PUARST IR FE 0% ( Strouse & Samson,2021) , 7E3X—
MAT B8 R % = A s Ak &k
Bt EHAT 3 B 4 & E. 50 ( reciprocal social interac-
tion; O’ Doherty et al. ,2011) , # B JLZ H & M55
WAL RS B, 2E T2 L U 3= > 1BE T 6

CEMR A, 4L R RR s 3 2 B R U
L ILE AT B BE AR . U Troseth 55 A (2006 ) 3%
BT ERBPR AT P R SR, B AR
A SL T E AR A VR 24 N KRB LEFREE 57 H)
BIRE MBS B R AT BT, LE
RENBA B G B2 & THIKE . fFEX 85
o PSSR X A T AR AR HE T 4k &3¢
RS, anbiF e E e ] JLE 24 5 R
HREYKA T FERE T ILE Y m AR5 1R R
(i, /W F T HA —KWE) %, Roseberry 5 A
(2014 ) JE T & B, 76 5 3% 28 5% 14 ( Skype ) 1 [ X%
HRESRMET ,24 ~30 A KB LER BN S H
v 218 H M Bhin) , (B VLE fi A B3 1% S A
BEX—HOR. HBAEAN2022)158) T st
7, B INEES) ) L3E 1 W50 % 26 55 1 1 2 X )i
(d=0.33) 5311E(d =0.90) MBOCREBEM T 1%
PS4 T e I BUR

FAb Ao RBRAE X L2 B LA 5 S S B
AREIF AR T3 & 5 LEMEE T,
0’ Doherty 5 A (2011) (R 5R & I, ZE 55 W&



FAMBHESW

PrRstss LA BGOSR 421

AT (AU E R 25 WSt 36 & 5 B T 4T .
), RESEE 5T Z R T U W A
THASHI (R ITE W EE) , LERBEMAX
—if R IR IR M AR M, R L
Bz EEA R RNt EE), LEEL T
B T o A — i FE i 1R BL R 24 R
WL, MR DUE Y, R R RAEMATIR T, 4
SIRTRIE X T HEAT R s B AR T LUABLTE 2 7
FME A, #— 2P, Kremar #l Cingel
(2019) FI| F 1AL 5% 2 A 55 AT W3, £ %% 18 ~ 46
MARBILERE T A 655 WEE
NTERA B 3l (455 HERf AL S 5. 3l) PIAP &4,
RIGUTE HH SR A O E SRS T A B8
WLF A E5R . XEAARK BB LT [F] 5
H A LB ARSI IS AR TS 22 2 1Y
S5 B E X Vs R B ) LB AR #1752 o
6 BESRE

LEEHISC, AEA LB R LRI B S5O0 A A
MBI AL AR B, TEEISRRLAY |,
JR SR X AR S R B B T TR R . Aok
HIFESE AT RAZE BB LA R LA T 1] o
6.1 SATHRWRES A, AAELLER KM

I RIXEAS W28 5C 3R B Bl PERF S AT R A FR
FEAREAR 57 #b Ul B B9 RO A B ) I S BT L 1
IR R SO B gD B Z BE , WA ) LE AR 1Y
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The Mechanisms and Amelioration of Children’s Video Deficit Effect

Chen Yiqun'?,Zhu Ligi'”
(1. CAS Key Laboratory of Behavioral Science, Institute of Psychology ,Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101 ;
2. Department of Psychology,University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049 )

Abstract ; With the development of digital media, video has become a crucial way to obtain information for children. However, young
children of ten demonstrate less learning after viewing a video presentation than after viewing a face — to — face presentation of the same
information , which is called video deficit effect. Explanations like perceptual encoding theory, theory of dual representation,theory of
representational flexibility were proposed to reveal part of the mechanisms of the video deficit effect, suggesting that the immature cogni-
tive ability of young children is the key to children’ s poor leaming from video,and which may be ameliorated by prolonging video pres-
entation. Discounting hypothesis and social experience theory suggested that increasing video experience and scaffolding children with
social hints can also help children learn from the video. Future studies could further investigate the ways to ameliorate children’s poor
learning from videos, clarifying the relationships between theories and exploring the ways for children to benefit from digital media.

Key words:video deficit; children ; perceptual encoding impoverishment; dual representation ; representational flexibility ; social contin-

gency



