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SHFTRAITE R A QFRFAT Y - BE & A o S HEH (“Theory of
Mind” » &%~ > 1998 ; 2F % F > 1999) L iR fER ARE S B2 Y B E
B~ B~ A~ ik (feelings, ideas, desires, preferences, expectations, intentions,
beliefs, knowledge ) % — *» b w32 & -4k i (mental states) it 4 - a3 2 o
)’j‘*‘u{ﬁ it A kR Tk gds | il A 4 (the ability to take a different mental
perspective )

oA % 2 B ﬂ&wiuﬁﬁ%ﬁ$%ﬁ@&izﬁ%ﬁ${ﬁ§%r%
#12 ALRRA ) o f2 (false belief understanding) > P52 & & F i BR fEB A 5P R

P

AR PR ARNRTETE (Ap e aE) * # & o Wimmer & Perner 3

"N

1%3&£4ﬂB&WW1M$#%FMMMmﬁi%%Joﬂﬁ%@ﬁﬁﬁpiﬁu

il F I - B EERE o - B L Maxi endei s3T5 4 BE AT 2 Ris I d =
8o V- Bl A Maxi W ol N2 2 BRI BBk REFTH
T 3L

Read PmaMaxi w ki gifﬂ%ﬂ"_ﬁﬁi% L ACIVGNIECE S5 T CIEE NI s
WEAE I HRlR 0 T2 L2 d VW sk A Maxi ehd B TR «"‘/E@*'v | ¥ B2 Maxi
%«frigﬁsu‘#r%@.zwﬁ;ﬁ%éé’ﬂﬁbg—i/%' FH oAk Tidpe B ARG LES

wme$ Wi L mi{é*é°ﬁ£&’ﬁ ﬁh*%bwﬁ%% W LR
Max S g R FEY - BA T 0 RT AN 2 AT UL ERE A K
ZOREDZ IR IR A R W PR o 4 ﬁ*‘uiﬁﬁb’%’«”%%ﬁé&ff%ﬁﬁi s AR
23 OIS F A 2T R BB E B AR o

15

195 Wimmer 2 Perner (1983) 2 Pl3#425 &% > ~ 4 2000a 2 2000b 2
THO6B L v AAF R Rz SN OER erﬁmRJ%Jﬁﬁm
meJFé o R BT IZE B R LA 4 dur e £ 80~ | 5 B (age related) o

TH AR Hf“mu%hwkﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁwﬂﬁﬂfBWéimﬂoéﬁﬁii
AT R E A RPN TRd a0 B Dot | s g

# o

A A 2002-2003 EzZ S FRRATFEFEDER S XA T2 2 2
(longitudinal case-study approach) » #2%3 % 2w HEHE SHEZFE - F 7y H%
MY 2 AT A0 Lo A RT B IARKRLIRY EFLIH BT ZERFE
ToREEAG LY TLI R YV EIFE e FR (T TR
I_TF;‘%&J N r%g’(J ~N r:]"ELJJf;I:‘—_) ’?I[%\1i‘k’ﬁl’tuﬁ’}‘qﬁk-§r4‘r’%\]P‘u\'&g]\/é)\
FrBEE SR E P PR ALE (B2 30 00 55 B RS i
sc 3 o pt— ZF IR ¥ Shatz (1994) 2 % Shatz, Wellman, % Sllber 1983 2T RENL o

1, &F



TEY AAF2 40 E A0 a kT LB ® Y HE R 0 4o know, think,
pretend, wish, believe, understand % - ie. + 8 3 N FFEREARAA RKLw e &

BPAFRY i AEE AP i ARG B R A g AR T
P A R IR A2 p FERY o DAY KPP EEA TR R R 5 A A
e fe o Ao T mwgﬂwﬁﬁwnJoﬂﬁ'vnguiﬁﬂmxéuwﬂgﬁggﬁ’
eGP R ALR A G SRk B R A A R L B B F R R - B
r%ﬁi%‘ﬁmﬁ‘u mﬂ:‘u‘? BRAFETABEY A LAG 2T ANET é%?‘é KAAATHRE

P 7 (Wu, 2000a, 2000b, % iz B 2003) f R ARR e > PR

K K/;ikkﬁg_ Fk 2 _}' ° iR " Maxi 77 5. 4 ']'%J '—%py‘pu;f'lﬂpé‘fﬁr ’F‘Ti ﬂét R
7R RETE - lﬁ:FF o TA R AW 2 7R rii 4 Q) 5 g R B RE S
ZE 7 EL%E’}_F e G w E oM A EIPEZL T f_’?fr'fé Fa,'Ja 24 > w BRI
AP AESHE . AHAFFATHER D TMaxi &% 5 BEATEIILA AT
wd e ?

w”@wgﬁi N EHRE % i‘mpiﬁ %%bww,% M
] LEag rﬂﬁl—*»u;: FI I 4 L
fr]biw'—i’loJ rﬂ§f93?674i315§94%§c¢_ oo | &R "fiffg"rﬁi%‘r'Jﬁ’JEb
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TS OHEALRREFLO TR pARE S FF A
T A BEEEL P o R Ei Ep,uijﬁ’rf@;—" 3: TEd B P 2F AEIRFT Y
FeR AR hiRp 2 BEPNEREF o L 07 HFREEREL DA
3 i@ﬁib’“r.i’ Fla wiFEAEF FE SRS é'j 2% 0 o 7234 (children's theory
ofmind) - 5> T (theory) foww i@ T4 RAg B i &
LB 1P rTv FROIHAELZE A .uégr#nnm~ g~ B2~ iz ("away of
thinking and talking about self and others that involves mental states,” Moore & Frye,
1991,p.1,notel) » E2a HH R AEZ L Fen- A28 ) -z TEE | A
TR~ FLERF > H 324 e d Aba s o2t TiaE Al
W SRR AP Ay REEZ G (con5|stency and coherence) - &— £
AEAF oADK BT I FF D A A HF RE N oA
- REZ @‘g'ﬁ. I eS¢ /ﬁrf‘fﬁfi\l*’ [4 p & r'\»%"«—pmJ °

LLﬁL“Léf#:@%iﬂ ’Jif‘:lﬁﬁflmp/z\t/z’ui bL3]‘+«Ej‘L7 N
FoPPIbgRo FAEP e R A AR B SR FR
# T - R AR > I E 2 AP B > 7 2 F 2 14 (universal) opF R R

A\

’ ?P%;z}é? 2 E#L2 AP B ra‘ ey HER Sk _'mn[?f‘% | £ 2 (individual differences) )
FeF BiEARY 7 R b ARG T AR TR IRDERET
7 AB s 3 (errors) i}%pmﬂ I F -t &k o HFTLE %ﬁ-’i\lrﬂ?u;br



B FHENQT CHFROR R FlErEG § R A L RS R g AP A foig
AT h .

AR AT OB By B SR RIEK B L F iR a ik S
Ro2gs pns bt BEARL Mo g 250 o Flt i e - H iR
AT B A TR AR i&,,uﬁgu;w~b—4;7§f,b4p LR F BB R
B L MR 0 4 % F s LR B e AT T A R R e it
AT - iR A A HE AL FA RNk T 2R 0 4 )J'*u{’&'? SR A
P T E2 e, po Aw 2 T FER, ] (R HEHELp vt B @ iv
e o

Byrnes (1991)~ # wliy J1 2 & ;ui B ¢ "z, o€ R 44 (“the role of
explanations in children’s cognition”, p. 357) - & fef s ¥ XML F EF —*‘Ff
( Carey, 1985; Gelman & Coley, 1991; Keil, 1991; Wellman, 1985) 3 523 2 5 M
ZE rﬁ#%ﬁJ (“child as theorist”, Byrnes, 1991, p. 357) > rﬁ#fﬁJ e R
A F P2 BFOM G DI RYR L Rohgia 2 a5 E- 22
£ A A F=x 833 , (“naive theories”, Byrnes, 1991, p. 357) o B 4ria§ ¥
pPRRAF sy 2 i T2 E 2458 ) (“naive biology”) ; & 8523 H AT
O A IRERLR T 2 5 T X B2 g | (“naive psychology”)

LY Gopnik LR A A ;ﬁa;’{’%‘ﬁ"‘iﬁ 1 & §F’“7}i§‘ B(ird HFE vm &
BEE)EH2Z K FLFRE TR » Bolz %F«#Fm’s?fé I A e
Tk kRO i d B oo g2l s T32% ~ =%, (“theory theory,”
Gopnik, 2001; Gopnik & Meltzoff, 1997; Gopnik & Wellman, 1994) - Gopnik :2.5 ¢ |
Bimer T, BHFAPL L e B F 485 T f@*—t&'ﬂ (structural characteristics) » ~ fjh{
LR 97 M (entities) 2 B AF e fe f2 pBl oo @ SR & HaE 20 TR B 1R
2 b EEAsG AEEes g mﬁzﬁaﬁ%ﬁﬂ%%iﬂ%%ﬁ%ﬁ
enfE 8 (“. .. theories are essentially accounts of the underlying causal structure of the
world,” Gopnik, 2001, p. 46) °F 7 Rt i*uv IDE SRR L= G 4 BT
BICERHIEREL T «—Fm'*’ "W EHRT - R E & q*ﬂJ"" g
FETTIRR ) o 5d A UTEK c RE T RSB BT R «#pwgzﬁfi\
SR ATERIRE > REHES L A A IR M E g L7 UTH TR o YR

;%L,éjf Yot \;ua F'QI\;’7 ?f" 7R he gl o

d P LAY R FREHOE SRR OEREN G TR R
ﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ%%ﬁﬁéiﬁwp;ﬁﬂﬁwﬂaﬁ@ﬁ*méiﬁm+%ﬂ%
e P ERIRG O HIBEN F R FRAREZENTFRM G o Y TR TR

BEHAZE T AFNFL fbecause”iz - TR M GV LAY &
RPN Ay T ) o B EESE S 550 (Bymes, 1991) o MBS R

4



AP AR Y 2 L AFH 0L FIRM A2 BApMES B E > T
- R R REROE 2 IR T Zheie 2 Fl & B R R IZ Y B (make sense of the
world) » e g3 & g | B/ p e &6 & gpw ki - &4 (2000a, 2000b)
2 AL VBRI S IREE CHFEhANL RE LR M R R A EE Y Sk iad 2
THRFR S - MR ARP 2 B o X AHE RO PRI Mg ks
ﬁ?ﬂm$,%ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂ%%%ﬁéﬁffM@o#”F‘ ‘f’ﬂ%%ﬂhw
B F 7 % B 5% (Hood & Bloom, 1979) » e w @A E i R 2 % B T 354
Bz RINT R ﬁﬂ”bﬁkaiﬁiﬁf&ﬂkaaufwﬁ’ﬂﬁa&afﬁ‘?@i'ﬁ,éfﬁ?%
TR E AL P EEE- HIF o FIP AT 23 & P PG

Brfa s s2%) % M i d 2 HApMGE S 2 ¥ @ (acquisitional profiles) -
BRfas oy AL B R o4 ﬁﬁéimamﬂ%rpﬁJﬁa,
%’?ﬁgggarﬂ%hgﬁ*ﬂxlgﬁﬁﬂ ﬂg! rﬁ*%&J %3‘—}\‘ <‘D;E‘Fﬁ;{ﬁ)\ 1 o

AdRiEEAa Ay (BRBEAFTE2IHRMREFAT) » HEBwr T

3‘“’\:}3%:
Lo me e RAge 2D R RE RS AN AL 2 S 2
3 18 % (developmental profiles) & = ?
2. WP A A Aidem R YRR ZFSEMG2HEBENZERP
Bt ?
3. P L AFH A2 TR GMAS 2E PR BEES (v ER)FEG R
P g ?
R el
Fle M GPA AP VA REHRY BT 293 o AFEZ ERYEL R

¢ANE #7a§%f@%ﬁz?é%&%$ﬁioﬂ%%ﬂﬁ AR Y LR
R iR, A BT A ﬁkﬁ%? &;ﬁ%‘u,l‘z F % PLA K —E‘F“ % & %5 % (“Causal reasoning is
a means for learning, . . . people organize experience in terms of causality” Schlottmann,
2001, p. 111) » & fyt AA#H 2 b Bae B E s 2534va 4 (Bower, 1974; Gelman &
Baillargeon, 1983; Schlottmann, 2001; Wellman & Gelman, 1998 ) - Byrnes (1991):% %
FlE B AP L 03 P E 22 28 4 (argumentation and explanation) g E 2
Fooom o ¥ it (narrative) i 4 { AE T EMGMAZFE G EROME oA



pF B L {8 (temporal sequencmg when, before, after) % % ¢ 3k 48% (conditional or
hypothetlcal inference: |f) S EAEFEMAA L LA o B A AR 4
ZRFM A RFRAFETAAY £ g o

ﬁﬁ* LW F PR T2 RT3 RF NG B4R > BT aprE 7 AR PR
TS PBx 28 Fdh?  TarRuevnd 82392, T baby £8A kh? |
rz@z‘%,@}%‘{ﬁ’{ﬁ‘? PENFEOEE S ALY F2 2T 22 R G TR

A

o @3 o AR FIRH 2 2% dofed £ F15 % @% L ﬂ’ B R R Y et
FENIROFIER AL FSM AL F IR FEE TN LFRET LB EFE
B A PEA S B pi&ﬁﬁfyﬂmWE%WWWﬁ7% PR IE Y S F-

( " because, cause, so, why % ) ~ Fl% 3 2 S ~ F] %5 o &1113; o;“gv} F) % B D
WHEFT EHE 2T ATTIPN TR AL DT R 2 S PRy 7 E Y
AP B 3T 4 2B E

SIS B A R A i S ET EF BT R L el H
TR AP QLA EEOATE A LS OFE - RE R AR % D
PHRREGBEALZ A o Y B2 LA AR IR R0 1 BiE 2T %Y G
Rz b o PP BB fR0E SRS 0T ARSI FRM A E L EED

B RPN REHE E L
N CEET A

B>t s23 7% B k94 (concept of cause and effect or causal concept) % & &
F5 AER z’v’%ﬁi"—‘ﬁ{ﬁi‘;@ (Piaget, 1928,1930) ~ A& Ty #3523 - ~ M2
oL F EANF M GE 0 RN A DT LY BERAGF R L A (inductive
reasoning ) & 4 & & L 4 (deductive reasoning) - @ s RN Tz ) B4R
(“transductive” reasoning) ° F BFF F1 5 % 0 F RS G F] 0 F EFFE 2 A 0 R AN
BhF3BAS BT EE A 4 (randomjuxtaposmon) o L LR L TR
% B %, & & (“precausal reasoning”) o Bfdet TS g gk B T E o
(9258t ) (Piaget, 1930) - & 7 # (Piaget, 1930, 1986 ) ' #-%]% i %%
Aenp F e L AR = ¢ 35w 32 (psychological ) ~ 4+ 32 (physical ) 2 :#4& (logical )
R =& (also see White, 1995) - 28 43 =+ > » i&{ﬁ R R @S ¥ (sensorimotor )
% v i@ L 8P (preoperational ) 2 fF > @ 55 feei ﬁ”:ﬁ'ﬂ—’_ﬁﬁfﬂéfé}é v e X IR pERE R
BY oI M4 T BT T SR %kf;r’z‘?h #-7¢ (“magic-phenomenalistic
causality”) » #TEEE R T WEIRLI T ARG A §F - BRI A K
P2d R Rh IR EF R -



Werner 2 Kaplan (1963) f7]% B 35 B #d2} 22 4 & B3 da 0 g 2 > 32
P A k2w 24 F Lo E B o ;askgfn PRGN g RO LA
(temporal sequence) % EILF EnFE B (5 > @ 2§ B 1 F) > Ferud b oo "]'}“
Ao 28 §EHT Vand” KfEEA EEHFORFIE S > @ 3 L% “because” o

Mg I wk (1928, 1930) 2 Werner £2 Kaplan (1963) 2 i 7%= 3 ‘*%;’M Fa
FueiphigEea ol (age norms) » H T892 sqppeit o HP Rz k£
gty 2. - 5 Hood %2 Bloom (1979) = 3 o 4 P82 F 2 355 RIFHH 5] 5 B
BILE > AT~ D D2 R QB R RA chp RI EFR O FFEF 2L R MG
PELZ BB 2 zuimﬂaa,g. TN ORI T2 e TR B s A E TS
GRS M2 TR F TS a3 (F2) -4 27 @8F » LG -
TR (S E B o bkt o 4R e P BSR40 D2 AR 5 BT - X T kB
BEOLF R RPD 225 - BE € DT %M G4 and,” X 4 £ “because” 2
“s0” - Bloom, Lahey, Hood, Lifter,2 Fiess (1980){- Bowerman (1986 ) %= 3 & 7+ %
2 ¢ 1¢ % “because” T IR ERE A R AR (2B 4) @ g IhT R
AAp-B? (342 +) -

"4r‘°1 F1 % B iR R0 o A% E e ag 4] (sentence types) * @ » Hood %
Bloom (1979) # 3= | = k% 227 MWD 2 F R A TE o F UE g PR+ +
FlEL el o0 BF A s RO FER o Hg B E R E4E F F] %3 ¢ (making
causal statements) » Ilw ¥ 1% B+ (answering causal questions by careglvers) il
# 9 71 % B & (asking causal questions) -

& %)% 3% o1 54 (sentence structure) = & > Hood % Bloom 4 3% # #4 b
2T F o &R IRERE 0 L F] ~ £ %03 & (clause order: cause/effect or
effect/cause) - ™ 2 4p 4+ e F) % B i 30 (7s0,” “because,”~ F #TER fE 0 It 4p
B FEeR o r A% 527 = ¢ J° i “He was hungry, because he ate 3 apples” iz
Hends i (T FEsher F 5 “He was hungry, so he ate 3 apples” o 3 & % &2 4F ¢+ T4
%115 % | (causeleffect) eher 3 » § 2t saipdrd * TL %87, (effect/cause)
715 o iefd o1 4] i 4F (clause order preference) & x4 52 MRk * iR 2 T B
(maternal input) F %7 B 7% o

gl A i T4 3 r’ﬂ“and"ﬁr“because"@ SR SR G R ;J_ﬁ_“if”
% “because”2 3 B % & 2 B en3 # B % o Byrnes (1991)% A e 4 & 2 “if”
% “because” 3" ¥ 14 A 2 Fl R B 0% 0 A F Fl % i mﬂ,\z Fer ¥ 5% B 4 o “if7 4 enE
Fo) 2T & el P53 4 (co-occurence) » ¥ & «hE. " F) % e o i+ (“covariance
relation between cause and effect”, p. 356) - 4r If X happens, Y happens - @ “because”
Foidenp| T F g TR 2 BTN AT % 4], (“causal mechanism between cause
and effect”, p.356) » FE hE F| & AR renA Ao 2 TH] g S X505 ME

i

7



(“X brings about Y”, p. 356 ) - 4 “If you turn that knob, the light will go on” - Byrnes
(1991) F]pt dp i % S22 F A A F 2 2 B eh= B R A2 15> (L) % 1 R 2I(principle
of covariance) ~ (QFRF ek S5 4 (temporal priority) s R (Q)PE R 2 B ehgp R 1

(principle of temporal contiguity ) > 4 5 ¥ & % B F1 % M P4 o

Hood % Bloom (1979) #%= 3 23 enF % M BMAZ F T\ F B2 i

FEEARAMER T o R A PAPE RS XA HEA L FFEFE P EFRR o S
AE SR AP AE T N F R KL - B kit F % M (i Hood 2 Bloom
(1979) 3% 42+ Ry £ 4 o IR &R chgcad > T K 3R 5w TB R S ehF] 5 B
% it (psychological causality ) - &]4- : ”She cried cause she was unhappy” » # > #%
5 $r 12 R =K ﬁp’?fﬂ (physical causality ) - |4 : "The bottle fell cause the ball knocked it
down.” - & Hood % Bloom s34l ¢ » BT 357 3|F 2 & ix v BER =X 0 F] % B %
gt - Kuczaj 2 Daly (1979) S Ap MR S TR M RPRL R B BT 230 S
A TR R R R R 0 @ L A TR T S B A

#2 @ Hickling 2 Wellman & #7&%= 3 (2001) #r¥ Hood % Bloom (1979)
7 7 5% % 7 e oHickling 2 Wellman 3 3. = ;&mé 2P K EY A bR
FloRp e A ER S FLIE SR A S RIRE X AFEFFLLE R
LI A2 g P Rt BART F ST R RA- AR m G - wen T
AN R0 A %{Ffu 52 € FRLE AR e & A4 58 (reference) 2
R efd T8 o 3 =g ﬁaﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁp’fﬂ DTAZARCIE > AL € N 4 #ﬁﬁ;rﬂo 53 ¢ ujr,,;mﬁr

K fazid W ol e e - Lo 08 R AR M hE 2 PE 2 2R Y chfE
FIHCR AP 5 4R 0 @ 232 - 2 o fos LA o ;j-fu{;;‘, 3% T BB AL S TE
FHA L L RSB PR Red P

Hickling fr Wellman (2001)4p 1> 538 4% 235 5 @& * A 4707 U2 al =
W e B3 AT R B P OF T AR SRR g Ru Bk
p’?‘flﬁﬂ#’“ £ ’é"ﬁ% § AP T FY ) EELR I ¥ R2ERET
PO T EEASGN R Y AR e e M o Hickling fv Wellman 32 5 #f i e 3
AT B gy g % 2 e B R R o A ST T REEE W e & 0 ]
FYECI i R ey 3 % 54 4 LR -ﬁgﬁé B e ,]aahLﬁ%;lm*,,/:_)ﬁ ) &
ﬂﬁﬁmo

<

\nLg

Schlottmann (2001)45 & 1 % B 2+ A & B =t 5 g o S HF % B R
(perceptual causality ) 12 2 3% = )% B % & & #8412 B7 f# (knowledge of the causal
mechanism) = 3 F] & 4|2 B 22— S A R TR M G L B g o ¥ 00V (%
B %.%E‘E N I o A SRR - < A I S A S i % % (Bullock, 1984;
Schlottmann, 2001; Siegler, 1998) = % 7 % 522 SR 25 & 84 > “700 fewm ¥ 3



B F SR RERAE (TE A ) B HF RO EEERAT L Y R RRAEE B
Bta Tp 2, (plausible) - Schlottmann (2001)3 2% 2 2 RSP e J

FRIEFRYG o e FHEOT SR @& & (¢ . . children lack
factual knowledge, not appreciation that there must be a mechanism) - 2 = ;& s %
F) % ] epp (2R 2 2 T E_F B 13 F) % %4 - Schlottmann  (2001) 33 i % 527 i
¢ I pF# g e (perception) % 84 (mechanism) k2§ 51 % B %> &2 L E & F
E‘ﬁ@%ﬁ’ﬂ“ﬁﬂ4ﬂerﬂ%JWO*ﬁﬂHmmmwwwmyzﬁﬂ%
MR fE R ena 472 2 < S e T RGP % 2T R S ]E 1T o

2 FpRRFELE L E

BIPp B FI%M GMAEE T TR PHMAT Y A F (1994) &5 -
ME2 v e fEaL o sE 0 (1994) #7343 I £ 42 528 s ¥ o2 v 0 g 3 (2003)
PR s s BB TR GAEAY Y 2 B 4 2 Mg o Hsu (1996)F 7
B2 ETYVE Y A AR FRM AL EAT B PR S 2 h - KT
%1@¢g@%ﬂ%wu@ﬁﬁogﬁﬁi%?m{T%J’%w{T.aJ’ﬁ
Porry RAZF 2T S GeoZ T e hen® iRy g% T% | - TR
6,8 XAt EAEFSEMAEFERER T v KRNI R X G
WG B RE AT R 0 @ Y i A TR M

%mg@%m%ﬁuﬂ?pﬂ§ B 5 % Kot i 4 o B ”%716
CZARLEIvRZBY ZH- ER B4R ARFME e TR AAG 0 FET
o THAT Y WH-F] % B ki 3 (causal connectives) 4o T % | 5 E R E it 2
P & & (temporal coding) % %z - (¥ a3 mgF L (1) "TEREEF 40
k02 (2) TEREASEEAER o TRE ) AT SRET ST %M G
Biw2 @t A2 1 K2 BT ERFR St Rz 83 AR R R
W RIMLAPM o L X ARFEM G MG R RE- g o

N
AN

W

& Chang (2000) F £ 8 » A= 40 & H 3n e 254 ,’;\EFL4 23 A E TR M
P 4 %%mf;:ﬂ,uf B PR IVENE S R BT N ﬁ*u ~TaRs
r ~ T E A % o 2 Hickling 4= Wellman (2001 ) 4 #f 4 47 Chang(2000)3%
%% ﬂ‘iﬁaw?‘é 35 N T mr]%ﬁp:r]wrig Brhoss (6] T8 £1%3
2t Moo IR Mﬁ»bﬁ% S MR FEGHES (b TPk s ok EREE DL
BEA bR ) o SRS (R4 R AR AR 2 (6 T2
S EAL W RESS ) o - A B oB B AN § B % 7 F (Hickling &
Wellman, 2001; Hood & Bloom, 1979) » # iy Fl 2 AL ¢ = it £ £ @ i# #ﬁﬁ?rfﬁi}—tz e o
47 g Chang (2000)2 &% Aot FFHATH F M - TR BITHIA FH 2 R g
(pilotstudy) » 3 & {&- Hamm g3 -



I FPL R REHR

AL FeEAamay 0 (1) BB %5 (Observational Case Study)
2 (2) % s ipl~ 5 (Experimental Elicitation Study ) » 4534 %4 52 %] % B 424 %
ﬁﬁ%?@ﬁ’uizﬁ% B AR 2 e T

BERBEFTHNMY 2 L 2F2 208 2279 1037 2 LR dh 2
A RV R T FRAL OB A OHE A2 8 A
AR BLRFT Y AR RS T @%w<§§1%@ai%%%i%§%&&ﬁ%im%
LR B AT Y 2 A & R T 524 3 B #7 7 (children's developmental
studies) 2 P e AR 2E L BREH2Z E so R 0 2F FIEM GRS EGZ
B A A bl v g,éggbg ok AT B S ENLRFT Y AV R MRS o
TE R E B BT 2 s g B %1 (changes over time)

ERR

\\\?{r

%*%E%%f&%ﬁﬁv%ﬁﬂfﬁ@%ﬁ%*ﬂ%?ﬁﬂw’ﬁfi%
WG - T FEGEN AR Z B 4 B A& A &R E ) 24245 Bloom, Lahey,
Hood, Lifter,%2 Fiess (1980)f- Bowerman (1986 ) == 3 &1 > % s2i¢ * “because”
TIEMEARANAB? of B DUFELEFAT LES S GFEFEI A KT T KRz

MZI e R EFBEZMED - FILAFETERBRR AL

1]

o ;’EIJE% L% ¥ o —
SR T RES TN AT F TR T - a4 FEHI 1T A A

o
TWLH2Z Vi wE M o

RARPFEFLHE -2 P2 R E DT RIS ERE L ARHES B

%o F- BETN TMaxd T4 gk 42 A (Wimmer & Perner, 1983)
AEAER 22T LA Maxi 270555954 0 ? | o 5= BE & T Maxi
T4 - RES TR TRE RN TSR Eﬁaiﬁoagugi%?‘;ﬁ_g&i_rﬁaﬁ’
*{”3‘”‘“"’”4’;3: TRAFZPAREL T B Heamhen ? Ay - L2277

FOREL: RS PAGI BB LIk ? 5o Bt Roge(?0 -3
iﬁ)’k?sbb%d,;ﬂ}%rﬁxﬁﬁp A E R A B L TE B DML BATE L T E PR h
lﬁﬁ‘*’ﬁﬂfﬂ?sbﬁm{ BALEAEI B agugn ? A5 2 a0ni 8
a;g—ibhﬁamﬁﬁl—* Eﬂi‘—ﬁévfp,l‘mg;—;g}ﬁgi W TR 9 e o
R AER T g AR 2 20 HEp 2 A Rl e e B0 T Ao 2 B
mh’t*ﬁ}’p RTRf | cFPL S BT e S - BT ST AR

saw B2 18 s HE TR Aot a4t o PF R 0V 0L W 4 SRR
g T 2wk o 1295 Katis (1997) dnfis » 2§ F /D ks &
BF Y E g (CRR I ol s b FEHRPIEZFRE X FFORS R TR (X H 2
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D) ETPEARAEFL B R FARE L PN B A A R PR i 4 R
BRI o gk itz A 8 2 T AR AR A o A g2 A e ]
PRt T ARErE s 4T e -

1L FLH%2 2821 R

3FEIBY (FZ it xx) 2 4K10HY (H3Ziv 22 ) 22502
22 H jeX g oo _’é‘—’é‘ﬁ??‘*ll{—:k‘ 5;5;;@@;@;7; B4 o 7 2% ¥32
HTBCHFERRN 2 - S R#x 2 T g FuBER % o

2. FHEANES S

FrARABRI PAREZRE 22 4 - B4 - 12710 R
VL AL e BB TR M BEE BERALR 2 2 LA R B BIDA % I RS 0 TR
PAS OB REZAEFR o ERF A LT R BB AT HRIER BT
PRERFE T AR p R2BRER ?f“‘%rﬁﬂﬁ‘ THEL e EeH

AR EA (W BB &% A R EF %) 2 jpkT & (spontaneous
interactions in naturally occurring S|tuat|ons) ’Mﬂ.ﬂf s A TR AR F T2 4 EE
TR BE 2 RA LA AT IEFELXE 222 fRr 2B L |2

Pi‘?ﬁv?l/‘g‘_;}i’fgﬂ‘7 &”‘Fﬁv]‘ ,1\2"‘%'&’)’4‘3—]{]3_?;"1\]_@""@% A o

FAEEL 2

s

PAREFY AR EREESTP LR 2 RESHae A TR EL (FT
= 5 :—f.) » T REREIZN L B Y etk LA @_E/ﬁﬁg ;}%&&a 2 ﬁ @ H S
PR B R MR o % s2ibnbr Y [ AR T AR 0 L BT RIT
FEHLZ dp

L FRLH 2 A

EARVERRLL BT A EZ T et B (transcribe )
Y 2 %E A5 58 3 CHAT transcription and coding format (MacWhinney, 1995;
MacWhinney & Snow, 1985) » 4 478 =123 & (utterance) % s ~H = » 12 CLAN
package of analysis programs (52 % 3% 3 F AL E & 088 A 474250 )18 (7 BEIR ~ sl ot
TN AR
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F1% B 3% » (causal utterances ) X3z % Yufh @ & B PFEFLiIe S L 2{rE 2 3 #
AR 2 Tﬂ% F:é 3% ¢ 30 8E A (transcribed texts )® 4r 14 2330 ik 45 Hickling = Wellman
(2001) 2. %75 = ;% (coding scheme) » % &2 T F1 % B 42BN F o4 5 T 72 88 8

(1) = 32 5% (Psychological explanation )

Bt ROV T o 2R R R L O TR N R R R E TR S TR S Bl 2 Y
A AR R Y A R enfEfl et T2 e A S e E A (Chang,
2000)s Mfgfpeeeed » F|2 0 4 B8 o

(2) $# @ 4#5% (Physical explanation)
PR EY R A e B RIEG MOF R RS Glhes S w4 s Glde T
FRLT s FAEL P HT ke ) o

(3) A+ ¢ /1@ XH5¢ (Social-Traditional explanation )
A - S ot IS S SR R R M R AL g e
B BARTRGGFF) > do T £ L Mo A EEF ] - (Chang, 2000) -

(4) # $# 5% (Biological explanation)
AP (G2 B AT )G MR ERSFRT > a2 AfEE R

o - 2 FEHEBEF o n P AT R IR GF R bAcd R SR
® 78 2% 5 o ¥ (Hickling &Wellman, 2001, p. 671), b4 @ T@EimafIen i ? -k » A&

si‘,%g & £ 427 | (Chang, 2000) »

(5) # & /% 5% (Magic-fantasy explanation )
BAAF SRR EREERTEERY B AZ R blde THA A3
o FENP IR | o

(6) 7 % #5% (Behavioral explanation)

TR fodd /e BHN 7 b2 b2 fERY 3 PEE 2 Paodivgd > Fa
T3 ¥ - BE &2 k7 (Hickling & Wellman, 2001) - Gj4c @ Tt jpae.pd > 3
ks ETIR L 0 A7 e s, (Chang, 2000) ¢

FHAIT I H A BV RE T B A 2IERY 2 :L'i’arggpi(mean length
of utterances, #§ - MLU Brown, 1973) » i* 5 # - &3F 35 ifﬁ o 2 2F R M %

: 1,1@6 2 EHE MR T A AT & E - F B F%@ SRS 3 € 2.

PFTFEFTR O Y GEREC w28 AT RARY ) s F AT EF S
}5—%& CHFR CEIRM GEEES ) LR BB AL 2T AL (REL0 B
i) 2 #anm AT RN AR E D kEarae R oo
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FFARYER  EP L 2 MBIl 2 S RFE o Vi FlE
BWRBIFOABARTARE > AAL I FAEBE L HRARE . FPE - 2%
Eﬁim4ﬁh& R B G 0 F Sz LA FEOEAET > P TR

GBI A b A KT RIS B g;mf; (Percent ongreement) ¥kH - R I“* o — IR
MBI 80%E It (T N AR Yk o B - R 80% 0 Bl S L R o

1. 7 2% pFF
B
1 384 R
AT EPBZ L LRI RS Qo QU ERLS LB AL

(1)3A3B FI3&9B? (2)4& LB F4Ak11H (3)5AKL5 643
2

I
A

BPo%—- 2% wsakp 54 AAMAT2Z - AT 5= ekp
Il 4 IR RS A AR L

) £ # K T I0E o AL

(1)39-45#® " (3;3-3;9) 42 B ® 14 (394 7454%)
(2) 49-59 @ * (4;1-411) 52 i * 10 (36434 44)
(3)66-75" (5,6-6;3) 69 i * 12 (364;5+%64*)

2. W H K

PIFEALR i B2 PR g T Maxi a9 5 4 4 s iR B 47 & (protocol )(Wimmer
&Perner,1983) » @ * F B L IRE B~ IREBIEE - REBRA ~TTR A B 3
Ld £ F-FN N2 BF £ I - N E - Bl rEREE (RE) A v FEE
s u+4949$4ﬂgi5;§ﬁéﬁwm—méwﬁﬁﬁk%4 B XW S
B - ARG E PR G PP A F R BER A G o RRER Y S AL L
F %27 AR ﬂéﬂ#£$W @%%V’@%%%@*’uuwiﬂ<
P5 Wu, 2000 2 i 71 F R Rz sk > B ARRE S F 2 )

RIS D E - TS TMaxi 35 R P - B E -
‘i”ﬁf‘}{lﬁ'g:ﬁ lpxr'(i r’tiprﬁ'&r’r .

LR ABATEA D A R H - REITR Y e ﬂﬁ#ﬁEJ%n&%éﬁ%@@$:
N TR o AT S JRenphip o T ATARAR AbIL TAR PR i 0 BT J e o 5
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¢

A e bER ke TS B ﬂ‘a”?&%&%f# TR A MY T] i d ) kAR T e
ﬁ%ﬁ%)}*i Brs %7 B w k28 BRI o

T
2
—n

#05 TMaxi 3T 4 gk SRR B AR A 0 LT R DT TG A
(memory overloading) @ § "4, » A f F AR # 2 TR DpFize 5754
W L ? | RIS FRg R MR A B 4T e | AE R Ap- R Birgd
PRALEF W AT A M ? A 2w F (Mg ) &9 (M) £ 84 Ok
)£+ (PP R AT L FEHEFRT IS £ 5@ A7 ¥ TR AR
BRAFENE M8 dpied § 3 5 AT BRI 278 050 p e DERFENZ
fra ) %7 ) ,p”i}g—gﬁp DT RmICL g-ifrs&mﬁﬁ;ﬁ W 9

BT RS OBRY - B o2 TMaxi 3754 45 ) - A4 0 R p
FHGF AR o &FP FAoT

BAToB A Aerd > & PIR@ g 2o BABB LT > B PBIR D TR B
AP AR Ee ] {b% ﬂ»iu ﬁ:quuwz,_. i d IR i R R eis s 1
B4 w3 j%‘?m%nffﬁ | Nﬂvm'iﬂwﬁ’iﬁif] Ji*—i%.,a kgD ko
BEA PR IRFIORERS T o RERIET B D] o W HRITE @ » Fedb fga

HE Ak S kBFw LT > B BRI=TE -

7L H R R % S27e IR R AL TR chpFig e avim? LI 5% BaE
RS RE AR 25 SO % — ll%ed; gAY T B m To B H4 NI iR B - B4R R /;grr{g;
SRR WA B £ F AL G B AR AEA LR TR k2

RES D RS P A %iﬁiﬁbﬁﬂﬁ”9juﬂ*4yW§+rbzﬁjw#
TR RS N R o 4 RIRP L o F R DALE S - iﬁgﬁgy@‘_gﬁ}ﬁ‘—r
RERGE T d £ T F G F S BT g el AL Fagrw %2 ¢
§27MLEH R ket 7,7 uﬁméwa@M&»ﬁ ﬁﬁ&aa%wg%;m
EAR

&

B APRARE - BEF LR BEF FLE S BrE e (0
— ARG ) L FRESORAEERITE R B L RPN s 0
BRE AL R BhFRE S e w0 Ao A SRS TiEE o

Pﬁﬁ*]@;&ﬁﬂi“ o

4. FTH LA 2R R
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it -
A PR

5

—N

. BRBXAT.

it

N

- o EWRGRSIE SRR o n 9 o s E 0 p 52001 04,04

AR

= ¥k e AR E &L i ek SRS
1 2005.01.04 3;9 - AR HLEE P8
2 2005.02.27 3;10 i R 1 E RS B LET
3 2005.03.09 3;11 AR E S SR LE
4 2005.04.10 4 AR B E R RS
5 2005.05.13 4;1 A W ERTE L
6 2005.06.12 4;2 S W E RS B LET
7 2005.09.04 4:5 AW E S SR LE-
8 2005.10.07 4:6 AW S SR
9 2005.11.15 4;7 il A1 HHT IS
10 2005.12.09 4:8 23 Wy Bt s

Foo o EARGRSSIE LR e o phn] ko i E 7D 519991204

= e SHPY PREEL ﬂiifﬁ & 78 8
1 2004.10.22 4:10 A3 bbb S T
2 2004.11.19 4:11 A2\ b SRS SRR
3 2004.12.17 5 I pod 2 P %
4 2005.01.14 5:1 b b RS R
5 2005.03.25 5:3 b b R SRR
6 2005.04.22 5:4 I pod 2 P %
7 2005.06.10 5:6 b b RS R
8 2005.11.04 5:11 A2 b ERTE L
9 2005.12.16 6 A\ wh HE AR




2z~ 20 TR GEREGS  F o AR RS

FEFHRIREE 2 FHEARAaEK

Tt I S R Y VRS A
Utterance ) 3% 1 Utterance )
i 3 X i 3 X *Uﬁf U R
U=238 U=729 U=153 U=427 391 1156
RS LS 0 8 4 7 4 15
Psychological explanation 0% 1% 2.6% 1.6% 1%  1.3%
5 EAELE 0 5 1 1 1 6
Physical explanation 0% 0.7% 0.65% 0.2% 0.25% 0.52%
A+ [ Bt I
3 s(;cifl-/ﬁadi;zgm 3 8 L 1> .
. 1.3% 1% 0.65% 3.5% 1% 2%
explanation
EA Ll 3 12 1 5 4 17
Biological explanation 1.3% 1.6%  0.65% 1.1% 1%  1.5%
A F /B 0 4 0 0 0 4
Magic-fantasy explanation 0% 0.55% 0% 0% 0%  0.34%
7 & s 0 2 2 2 2 4
Behavioral explanation 0% 0.27% 1.3% 0.46% 0.51% 0.34%
TRt B 6 39 9 30 15 69
Z L) 2.5% 5.3% 5.9% 7% 3.8% 6%

*Note: % % 4~ #p 3+ 42_ 3% & (utterance ) % #ic 5 238> MLU % 355 (6 F i s 8 s 729 »
MLU 5 460 ~ 2 4= 2242 Z o 88k s 153 MLU 3 4.6 (S 3 AR3F o e s 427 »
MLU % 4.66 -

d P AT a pHAF T AR FFEMBF oL BBV AP X2
A B ERL Y 5 259 & FlER M e 0 12, FRI e i 5.3% 2 248 59%,16 K 7% ) -

PR AN T FIEMGREIL AR FFEMGREZ NIRRTV LB ERE - LE

=% E (4 MLU 2/%) § 488 -

BEIRMBEAY XX OTEN BF AR BED 506 a0 § 3 g/t
B0 3 5 A R o AR G TN B R S B 0 RS RS R e B
Bos (126) AR g/ BAEN 2 TR 2 (£ 84) o2 2 P2 FIRMBFE

5090 SN BB B (4670 2.6%) ¥ 2 BT MBE AL fod 2
— o TR F O REH A BN S e ARG /BAETN RS (156 £ 0 3.5%) » oI
=z (T 01.6%)
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Il FERPRIFFT %

b A UrR R % 036 L 52W Y § 21 £ (58%) B B EE gy AR A R
F5 % (14%) - Bex¥ g faniopled > 7 10 & (28%) # 525 B ecd fRd i o
10 &¢ F 8 Zic#k M di7 & @2 (plausible explanation) - 14 == g2 a9 73 1
L - B E g iR iR 0 BB 2R A A R - 10 ¢ E}%‘« e Y WG 2
B 3R 0 Ak N RT A IRl o 12 T Al 2Ry 8 £ (67%) A B E4n
W2 e NBRT ELANRR S - B RRT Z LSRR R R EE S R AR

i (age related)

Fow L Maxi (777 5o 4 fEE R AR S &

TOM (1) =z, (2) el (I/~fE il
0 (Fail both stories) 13 5 3 21
1 (Fail one story) 1 3 1 5
2 (Pass both, but didn’t
com up with an 0 0 2 2

explanation)
3 (Pass both and come up
with an explanation)

E 14 10 12 36

0 2 6 8

*Table entry indicates number of children.

M % - BEE ORI FH 0B S - BRESERTRE TS T o
TH %3 i ALa R TRE Y k2 .yré KESE gk BAYE P A€
KEPB B skt 2 g M2 e TEIR ) ZEF RSN EBRTEEOEE kR
JREFE F o« FRp e - Z R a7 L ey fjﬁ{i&ﬂ{ﬁﬁ;ﬁ&%éﬁ e 15 F]
% M % R (“precausal reasoning”) > bl4e i T B L 6 dvif o ) AT A o 2
KEd A o ok BT meniad (6]:9999)0 7 K eplF 6= (50%) ,7 & H iz

2FFABSHE o B F 4T

b=~ 3% (55 7)

*EXP: |”jt [ s . N #;Iﬂjpj SR

*CHI:  [RES *gﬁ%i K ]ﬂj;p«;_ LLWU?MT;.
*EXP: [ ‘a@@p S
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*CHI:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*CHI:
%gpx:
*EXP:
*EXP:

*CHI

*EXP:
*EXP:
*CHI:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*CHI:
*EXP:
*EXP:
%gpx:
*EXP:
%gpx:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*EXP:

*EXP:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*CHI:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*CHI:
*CHI:
*CHI:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*EXP:

[T P
B PR R .

TR PR

H[THE.

CHI T,Eﬁzgmgfﬁjfr’”,
Pk g R

By e AU pd?
0(=!aughs).
0(="laughs).

‘*‘:’ﬁ[{l AUE[Pd?

PEL PR AT
ek

P,

TR

Pt 2] Fopu==
FE]fpo=<

%1% bubu ==

CHI By

SRATHEATE bubu o122 EfE 7

CHI &#Wp

fay 7)‘1—& q]ES'I}EIF PFTI
ﬁ% ¢ Efiw.

5 (5359)

9 K e SR bubu 215k ar s
PEEEE R
4, ‘E’ﬁf[tlff J‘DIE_?
PRI,
ZSELLT I
SN R RE T
I]F%i iﬂ[[(\ﬁ J )
PREL P ERHIR IR  F 2
l%ﬂkj*f?j?ﬁwr N
[ AR EITU
/71%%4?‘ \F ?‘é@

bubu?gw%ﬂﬂf$5ﬁ§M?Fﬁ%H¥?\ﬁi
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*EXP:
*EXP:

*EXP:
*CHI:
*EXP:
*CHI:
*EXP:
*CHI:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*CHI:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*CHI:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*CHI:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*CHI:
*CHI:
*CHI:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*CHI:
*CHI:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*CHI:
*EXP:
*EXP:
%gpx:
*EXP:

RS T 5.
3

R (55 11)

P9 R et ot 2 I P
mmm...
hah?

AR AR

P97 e SRR S 1A

Py Se S S I

PO 218 R 2 35 PIpa,

I PR g

PRIEE PR I

IO AL PR

P

S R

.

[i* RL PR (3 Ml e 2 o
PR o P

H"[Hﬂé F[fjﬁ'%‘[ s

BEHE HD SRR

P,

HIP 8 e T 52T -
FE.

o IR

ERF
Bt AT
PRIt

PRIUET, 4 2 AR ST

s P T,

e S

R

.

TR0,

AR

B P e R AL
CHI B
AR it i

19



*EXP:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*CHI:
*CHI:
*EXP:
*CHI:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*EXP:

[E

*EXP:
*CHI:
*EXP:
*CHI:
*EXP:
*CHI:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*CHI:
*EXP:
%gpx:
*EXP:

%EXP:

*EXP:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*CHI:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*EXP:
*CHI:
*CHI:

g
£ rE Rl

Bl 5 1T R 2
PRIET,
7#]% H'F q‘ J &k ]-
T - [ R
- [’[afi*%’?.

= [ty
I e BT AU
PEIF‘I'
T
e g,
fet.
fﬁ\'ﬂfﬂflﬁ R

#e) % (65 3)

S EN EXLE
T

T

S TR

ah?

P P S

P PG [%ﬁﬁjp$£ﬁﬁl
Pfr!

Y lﬂj pfw‘

SR ok g

SR R SR

EJ,

S R

CHI B,

o
IR R

S i R R
PF* Sha
%’iﬁ“i‘ [ SELPL?
e

B
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*EXP: P i

*EXP: [ﬁﬁﬁg

*EXP: %F,EE
*EXP: - E‘i‘, g
*EXP: Eff:,zip?)

*EXP: FRE P ?

*EXP: ﬂﬂfﬁ le%ﬂﬂlﬁ#'—j‘*@ﬂéﬂﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁr"?lpﬁ?
*EXP: thank you.

B

AFENFELIPNF CETHE S EFET R A 2B R
BETFRAMAT T T FoUBRRBER I ZREFHRPEREIZET Y 2 5AF
HO22 FEMGHGFTF R TR 2 IR TR p LA AT
AL ERRBY QTR FTHFRL AR A BB % T T H -
FOTR S TRESOFEEL FLLRIET 2 L mUE e -
I RAIEBE Y DL 2 AT R RS D8RR T R oA
ot TSR B mfﬁg&;t.}'}ﬁ;fgﬁa}ﬂ-;ﬂﬁ_@&frﬁ%?%%ﬁ%’ﬁ PR~ 203
. ST BRI AT CARP 2 AFBEFAT Y AR A
3

F

i
U

nF\’}’\A\;jr_]%Fﬁglﬁﬁnufa? ;/m; fr#gfﬁg‘:% = ’ﬁ,éﬁt—l—_i;gﬁ%a
%’K*ﬁ Faedp s U IR NBEAY %022 303 2 3 E (%/Q,éfg 2%T 4R EH
Y AT R AR ML TR RO B R 2 LB T

%
FLRE O FHE YL 2 QST FTHE -

AER B R

26 (20000).7 5 Bt o - $Ew KTE ho b WAV A F AT A RO
FIZ PG ~FHMEF2RE ) () F (T) o HZFAT % 73857 5
F1931 () » 2 5748 67 85 F 2542 (T ) o St ARAENF o

4 i;}; (2001). "Fr B T-BEF > AAFT AT EEEY I T REG

CHERRI R TR EY EARA § 2001 £ g TR QPR T - FG g
j:ﬁg&,;:r—u}gJ e~ B F 121 S REZE Ky Jr,,,,gé @",3‘@&\%

f il (2002). TEEEY AL L I AGETEVYHED R SBE D B QR E R
? A RKT s (Humanlstlc Education Journal) - % 158 #7 -8 * %5+ F 36-39 -

Brik g ’5‘-" F o oo CMEZAARKT i’x_%g
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T2k (2003). TH 7 ~Av it Y SEF AL AYA cFo i
AP B G A% F 8l-108. S v EMK AP o

HAF (1994) 23 FI&M G@iR@pai o # B - AY TR 5115 > 5 4
B0 F 2022 o R CBEREFAY €Y TR -

xS (1998) Mgz 2 gh P w23 chfephic 4 o P FomET - 40 50 5 ]
#oF 1-13> 2 87~

SEF Y (1994) 23 FAWOFE TR M GREREAIT L B o B2 F T
KT (AL #H= -

2 F (1999) o T34 (Theory of Mind) e p Fyg 23 i F e ® (o B £
RIS 0 % 278 > F 5T-59> A 88 & 6 7 o

Mk d (2003) B/ 54 H&Ee ASMATBrEE -Ra2P I A EXHTHY
TR LY o
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