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FEAE

B d7dAe g5 obwe]l 4= Ade
ol&isty] AsiME Rt FAl FAE FA nHop I 53 g2 EAMESE

Bood
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7
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gAsk Fgstel ol LTS dolusih WEE
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(a; &, 1) AAg A dis] od olgEx VZSICtE AMLS o83 dF 1odME 4-7 A
ol EolA F 7FAe AR & A2 9EIA EFAS(d; MUy, IE 2 HAFn EHS9
AAEA A dE A== s 2 A3 5H 9 olFER AA AAe RA, & YZE 1@

e, BAL ARE BEoiz Fo(el;

Ao FAg B e FELE AT oS
2 fo} A7 20H%E 4-54 9 olgEL FA
of el 423l P& vedd +

Yk & A7y BHE YEE A
¥ 4 W) WA olURH ohEES FAS YEY APE TEY 4 UL

A%t 27t 2AT 4 AL AD2 BER Fui(d;
g2 o) woh o 2AE Aol AGAA AAY 5

Al 3 200ME 4-54] ol EddA & &
doz 1 B o Adzg BEFEINE o dis
o} Byel FHE FAd nEstd AA LA 2 Y:
14k3t e S Adgoez o)

¢ HaFZo} o] AR A

0 A 72 (Piaget®t Inhelder,1974;, Carey, 1991; Smith, Carey, & Wiser, 1985)¢] Zz st 2], o} E 50|

LHRE o8 EAH

AT 10dF¢ QAL dpdMs Fd9Y
BkA ¢l (domain-general) WH3tZ <¢lxle] Wy
Ardslels AEHQ Piaget] A<l s A=
< EFE ANk AR Ade AALDol
Ao E A (domain-specific)ol®], z} g ¥z
1 W3t olFoXxu vk FARTE
& Spelke, 1994; Gelman, 1991;
Hirschfeld & S. Gelman, 1994; Keil, 1994;
Markman, 1992). 954521 wge] A u}
29, bg 7] 2 d Aojell folt obgollAlA

(Carey

+2 =Ee UCLA WA A T

X1 T HO
7o 449l

29 4 hE olsfsn L& AT

doluke QA gl Al BHEL Bad A
s+ wge) A%, Ee QWA AXFze) W
AYE 4 9 =2 0 JHolg. 9954

7—<1 wge] Aol ostn, wae] 2706l o4 g9
dt 2 geldl A Ao Fvem Fele
ne 48e shel T4 ol golshl Lol

e HFE  CARA (constraints)(Gelman,
1990), 32 ‘92’ (principles)(Spelke, 1990)1} ©]
£ (theories)(Carey, 1991, Keil, 1991)0] &3},
z719] AFE § ol#lF UFES] EA= 4
B/FAE9 o8 (Gelman, 1990), €3/8]E 3 9
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o3 (Smith, Carey, & Wiser, 1985), ©@ol8%5
(Au, Dapretto, & Song, 1994, Heibeck &
Markman, 1987), W™“FAZt (Baillargeon, 1991;
Spelke, 1990)2} JAEdAN AEH oz YZH
t}. £3|, Smith, Carey2} Wiser(1985)= o5&
2] Axd O ol o= S, EFA uEA
o dig olsy AE/FAES ol v #A
A 9eds Rusgc
Carey(1991)ell ot sty A 719 oo}

Z
san APIEY A% 23} wEAY 7L
AsaAR, o Azlel otEEEe B E49
DAsh AR Ade TEstx R&d: Yok
@t

AcE R/EAlber FAHE Mdes,
Aol oldlE YliMes B FAIY F ¥
< BAd nEEol gt =3 M2 dE £33
(substance)oll Wt ZLx7t th2t} whepA], 2
A7t FL4E "o 27t & EAR wEo
EdE 9xrt ¥e EAR wEYW EA Ho
A7 o TR ol FAe Role= Hio
zlolell od BAE £ o 45 =4, FIAJL
598 u, AT AFow WA F By ¢
39, a8d, & Fol 493 F de 4%
2t o FAL F£= Utk ofd olgEL ol

< EAde] Bus} B3 dx, Euje] @A
&l olalgd 4 A=
Piagetst Inhelder (1974), Smith, Carey$} Wiser
(1985)° W=, 44 -7A4le] o5 EL F EAl9
Huzt 5Lsd, 1 EASe] A2 2 Zdxd
BAER HEARNS wox, ¥ &l £4 o
Al Bty @tk F, o] Al7]e] o} FELS
Mz gg A5 Uxe Aol A &
2 A nywg st FAl gig Bt

e

1'FA B A@Fe] o A&

FdolAw, Fo] 4AE W AFH ‘FA':
vlgste], £ A3 FAPAE oY obFolE=R
‘AFolge goldd ‘FA'R AHSSlHE.

sckil gtk Plaget®) Inhelder (1974)= ol E
A HFL BAFH I FH FAJ HZo}p A
2 AFoz & UEC Haa ALY, 4
Al -TAAASY olgEL FE T2 HATH Y
@ =72 vED, 277t 7] diel FAE #
o2 dig3-e Rafch Smith, Carey$d Wiser
(1985)% Piaget9} Inhelder7t AH2-$+ IA)S WY
g FAE ALSEtA, olEECA HFH} FAIL
T4 Rolgln AztEE FEF T o=l A
ANE #E 35 FoAM nEEE & o, 44 -7
A7tA e olFEL dtrt HFa 27 22
AE L AdEt o]de] Hda AFEC 9
3l o] A]7]9] olFEL "Wxe FAL AEE
THEA EsHy] ol FIst god dxrt
ME g E42 wEod EAd= FANG F
dsickn Az o

aeju, A3 Aol AHEE FfA A 2 7t
2] BAFER Q8 4-7A19] olsEo] Ede 7
T #F olds} glvke AEL 43 Aol
Az

317, Piagets} Inhelder (1974)2] A oH = 4
T ZE Fo FAE wLsA sl 98, obF
o] AAE FFE gL AVIE V=LV B 9
A& FE HFRG y ZA 9Eol}k d=stE
Al doja ¥kgo £EIHY. & 5
3 dehdes obsol R WHEAHJA ol
(implicit understanding)®& ZAs}7|xt} <olA

oz RS AN o&  (explicit
understanding) & 4399 a8, oleEL

dptH oz zpAle] o nlE QlolHoz M3}
71 @ Aol geHeoezys EA9 sdE o
3l 1t (Gleitman, Gleitman, & Shipley,
1972). @A, QoA g FHE ¢, oF
59 9] FAa HrHAE 7ol Aok

=4, Piaget®} Inhelder (1974), Smith, Careyst
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Wiser (1985) EFdlA oS FAle A
Ed3 ©eod §3 A3 FAe §& vE
B2 9EAY n2F 4ot A& E9,
Smith, Carey®} Wiser (1985)llA+= olFE<lAl
“of 4173 BYF (as heavy as’) FAE Ze

4% 32 2 W n AAE gk olw o

Fol 4FNG Y 2 FF & n2IIW S,
olEEel W Ade olddn e Row
B AAT, FESAL AFs Edsele
AA7} obd 4 giok. dhustE, AAR F FE
2 golux gut FAT PAS R FEL

r_t

g & gl7] gEold. walA olsEL ol
s ’2}53"1]1\1 oFFELS AAEY FYHE HAd=
WFE|ET o vsd A dAe] AFE AL
L3l o7t L4 7 L A4S VA
= Yo

AR Smith, Carey2} Wiser(1985)= oHgE A
o8] zZr]el FES AAEta 2 FAAM e
NEEE Y}, E3] oludx FHUA (target
stimuld)¥ 547 2719 A=A} (alternatives)
o] &4 AFHo oFEEL ETHAYA JL 7t
A= ATh

olge] A3 Aol WHEZAQ EAE oz,
My A7) obs e Yxold FHE AL H
14E 7HsdS dAEke 47 AFER Aok
Singer(1992)= Y=/ EXEe] “wE3}e] Y
2 AZHez HAHUL @ 549 obFEol
FEe 2xE vud 5 AL RiEHIY 2
1}, Singer A79] AFFL Lt AAHo =
FHEA) W El olsEe] dxuug ] W
A7 A4 ARE oxnAor FHHA] Yol
He= #AAh

3 Kohn(1993)2 4419] olFESolA EAle] =
i, 7SS ddseE P& u oS0 d
3 SAle] FATRE st #dA g1, FA

o} RIe] AW wEE
=, Kohn®l A7t 2=el g tig olsl
2 AHH oz dAxdrindg, EA =i slebek
ol dig oldlE ¥ AolAW, 1 A ot E
T ZAs B3I R w5E u3$E AR
T3+ Kohn(1993)#} Singer(1992)e] A& ob%
o] dojH ez FHSA Rate AL AP
gk g e AAG F, obEol ol %
A AH83ka e vE Ad sy 43S
£-3l= Aot} (Gelman, 1978). Kohnel Z-¢, &
s =a stetekdel @2 obFEAA oln]
AEL Tl I3 AKF dFolr] gl o}
ol A9 /g (A7IME 2x)ddl disf st
717} 482 7FeAdel 2tk Singer®l A-$-ol=
2 4A ¢l ‘wwglo] Avg ¥HI}= FaAHo|n
A53 oz AME-HAUL
Adre] Jidel digk A3 E 93 AHE 5 U
v A% Ndes ‘EFY APE & 5 Uk
A2 ge 532 gl 7 Eds fA ¢
Hate FAE s 4+ Ao s, 5 24
o] Ax7t d27] giel. oju, Tr+ ‘EZ
2 A'(heaviness of substance)2 AoJHY. 33
A olFEL B4 FTHU AR Y2 EAY 5
Aol A3l olv] B AL 41 Atk (Au, Sidle,
& Rollins, 1993; Prasada, 1993). &3], o} 52
Ed9 FAA dis 25 dHEE dE £
Prasada®] AToA], olsEdlAl ol £HolE &
do] g2 Bd B ¢ FAL/E AR
2 o, 34 ol%Fe 70 %7t AgE AFsHAG
£ old obEES AL T FHVE Tl =
g FA9 g B ‘HdAR =AXE FA
(felt-weight)el 7R@el % J438l2 2 (Smith,
Carey, & Wiser, 1985, Au, Sidle, & Rollins,
1993), B4 FACd g AES A 3
A obgSo]l Bk A%eA Hats AFelM 2

a2Fe » gy,
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=9 Ade Folue ol Wastelan 42HE
= :

A+ 1

£ dpdMEe WA Agdpedrs) niivtA =z
ol EddA M2 g A2 wEold F EA
g AASA, obgel EAM Rugt EFo 4l
A 2xE & w, F A FA s A
& £ Je7hE Fokrgid 2Ed, € A7
Aol AR oldle] F 7tA] FHelA Aeolst
Atk (1) oFso] Axe AEL odsty JUeA
o] oRE oL uPsA =33 98, dold
A& 87sriEd gAY v FHHA
% (2) obEELS AYPATAM XY ZFsiA &
A% ZAE 713 EAE n=du (2 wHEe
1) AA] (exact weight match)E& Wgke B o}
Uz, & A9 Juid FA vin
weight judgment) 9A] @7t}

ghef M3 ApelA] obgEel FAxo digt o]
7F 4% A9 dds F=F AU (AFE
A d<), 9A® AUk E (doly 47)
dlejs]l A HYrHQGE, A3y Ayl Az
g FAEdME obsEe]l HZRFE F34& Hol
HEE, olEg Bed AR E FAAdiE +A5
Z ol F2 YL Y Aoz gAY

(relative

Y

=

£ dyde T 44 obF (BT AP= 44 THY)
147, % 54 ol (W dH = 54 87H4Y), 64
obs (Fadd = 64 5714Y) 149, 7 otF (F
ZaHE= 74 67049) 147, F 567 2] obsEo] I
A4z ArMeAT o5 F 5M-TAlY obFES
o= AeEyol 2adAHs X9 FHIw
of A A KA, 1, 28hd TP EIU 44

o] o EL FY A9 Hold FRA tdyn
de obs sl olFEL AT F4FF4 vt
el obsEolRon, 7 A YA THLe o
of, yniz] 78L& ooyt

AA

gaal HgAqd AdAZ ARHUAT 7 obE
AA FANSHA, FAAAA, AW mHA
o] AAHER Al A3 AE)E =2F
AANHNew, Zt BA= AGstdald w) of
FEAA AASH(D Z FAAde 4, FE, 2
(wax)e] Al 7 EZE°] #xo] AAHA=,
ol ¥t 1/2& 4-FF AL WA AAL
gk, UH A 129 A5 AR-2H] 42
AA AAPEY

As 2 AR}

Au AP M olFEo] 4, &F, B olFE
AZ3AY ol 4 AR ARE FHARIY
t}. 4= Al (production session)dllXE #FHF,
AFF, 4TS sy AAST, oFFECA “ol
Fo|] F¢& AZ(‘what kind of stuff )2 THEO]
HeA oll?” st FESHAT. 2 thE olFA|
8 (comprehension session)dlAE 2] A F3}
7 15-F, F% (marble)o] AAIE L, SHeEL
“2Fg Fotrtel” FL2 “‘F & FTE Fohwel"st
£ AAE w3tk oldAlgo] B HelE ol
EolA 18°l EFQA EFESY olFL JIEA
FUd. 7 olF e MEde=zr durt fole
ZHE wWelA AAE Eton, AN AAY 4
28 AzHe 30-40% 0l Atk

¥ dFdMe A3 A7 AAEHRL] vug
93 Piagets} Inhelder (1974), Smith, Carey, &
Wiser (1985 EAY F AAlst Ha) ATE9]
EAEAE 2ET A2 AAE A AHEEA
2AI-23A| (weight match task)olA+ Piaget
9} Inhelder (1974)2] AAAXAF olsElA
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AUl He 3 Fge A 3& g
EAZ gEo] R xAs QT

A A task)l M=
Smith, Carey, & Wiser (1985)2] Axtollrjz]lg
B4 e 3 54 7oA ¥ & Fol A
Ao g EoA LEES Ao viARo R, KA N
w2 A] (which is heavier task)olAE A& A7
k= 28 RAUYY I 54 A TS
BEAY, Adsles il g8 Bde gEol
T F FoA o= Flo] © FARI} AdiH
J AEE FEF 87

A S BA, FANSHANAME obsE
AA HA FLdEF FIo HF-FE ¥ 4L
AAEA) obsEe]l AARA F F KAV F
22 I Fol ofsEAA F TS FEO
2 BolA FAE viud ratu AAsAn F
Ag BA v 4Fo] FEHT Bt Y59 F
717]) w2, olH ols = AEF Fol ¥ F3uxn
3l obE2 glsdh o] FAM|we] Az
AFAIEY Aol obgEolA 7 EFe WRE v
& 7132 Algstnal TFHAUG. ggells ol
Folz HFro ¢ & FE FHAToRE A
Alstn obEelAl #EH Wolg A A3 L
S FAlel 2E FE wHEo] Rl AASYTH

(Weight choice

.

o, olgl A7 Folal JFe obFo] BolrE A
< sgelA] Gt waA, ol Ee &A% F
E39 Wx Aolg}, R FAEZ st ¥
Satofor Hrh. U@ obFel FFow T WE
iod Aol F g 2718 okEseld duE

£ o}, o] AxE Al AAME HIHT
o 22 %34 2FTL AASte 102 5 Folst
Ak 1 o -] A dEAME LT
Aza}7t wkE-E

obso]l Wxel MgS oldd: o=
71 93l A=, Piaget & Inhelder (1974)9}= g#],

H &
RiANIE

ol-fE AW AU Rlo] FH L HITEG ¢
A wE7I A HAok au, d#E-F&el
BMEe EF L EET 2o o FAA e
oF #ct.

ZAAN A = Smith, Carey, & Wiser (1985)
o] FAE adE AMESReH, FAWSIA
T 7HA AeA 23tk A HA el oAnlA|
oA olsElA AT FE FTE AXNE o,
EAN-Eel HAAME =Fo] Bt gx FA
7} @A%, Smith, Carey, & Wiser (1985)¢]
AzE e FAAYRAAME F Fol KHAr}
g2, FAZ gk oleid Axk 4o Aol
AAFERE dls AR EECdA o ZAE dEE
gt obse ¥ Fol FAVF 22Ut B E F
o} iyt ¥ BALIIE B E g7y,
gkef obgol F ¥ F e AU o R
3 AR BIstd, ALE ol §ste] T o YA
7} 28 RAFUY.

FAAH A} FANS A A e
v F oA Aol A Y] o]t R Al A
AntAle]l PAAA-E ALSEE BA %Y TR
(F, H-ZF, 2¢-2F)d mat 2 Boz A
e, 2+ £ oA 3319 Ao s 74
ot g F 5o, 4-FFHS AT BHAME, 2
3o AL YaME FAY =270 gE
3 FE FAATOZ Ao H, vUrA] 134
M & Fol HAAFoRE AHEHUT ol
obgol FA= FAAFO HE HFT(FE 4¥
3T FAZE FEE¢ AHF(E 43S AN
277} e AEdiy fedlA 12E FHeolUoh
obgol dxeol /MdE ol s 93
A obEe 33 Al EEox AHukg-S B ofof
2k et

B Aol Az sgtd #AQl FAuaaA)
T A AquiA|gF Ao Adler FEED

—_
—
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quINPeNE, N2 =277t 2L 4-FEF 9
o o] 579 te A7I2 AAEn. od ofF
E2 4 g Solnx oY Izt o FAL7L
g ¥OSES Fnt o] AL FHA, obEE
A L% A71e] 4T & 2d 2d o
FAge A& A dnA Aok & BAe
FA, & dx9 Aol obFdA FAAIE o
Al Aape AT A8E A
= RARHI 23S0l dAw, & A7dA et
g FAvRRAE duAgE oS Fejste of
Fol AHE Az WxAolg 4 53
=5 u¢HATh FYF 2719 BE way F
T 1070 SE HoA, olddle A77t b
€ H-Z& Tule] 3 AAA oluf, Holx
a2 ZF guv A9 B #AYA, obF
o Huie & =4 By &4 o Fidx
AZse A FA@
ABA G 5] A717 g 4 s 3
el =277 g8 IF HdE AHETh ARA
PollA AHSE FHELS guiAlgelA Abgd 7
HETds F717F 92 M2 ASHAET 94
el Aut &, 3 3 AE s He)st
TLSL, YA 2709 g oF A& o
o oEo o A% g ge Ao B,
& il Hol7t #e Hudls obFelA rBo
Foi, “old 27t o] FAHE7, o] HAES &
oinz] ¢ w3 RAYU?HT AEIAG. o
de L & dE WA =277 gE 4
gefje FHHez #HAo] AAEEA i FL
B AL I ol Z2 Fas bgE& T
2% ol M WMoz Ayt o
A, zk 3o el e 1559 FAum (37
o] A& X 5709 4 =& 2 D)7t 87
2peacs

A RTANA ofF-2 MUyl FUF A7)

o &F 9l B ¢ Fd3n AL FAl6
Aolx 43 oL 2 Bt ¢ 71 FE uln
o= o FAG3 @dsteor Yok wEpA ofE
< &7l FF 2o 4 9xr) Bt Aol
ol&g W o] Alolr} =7le] xpold) old Ab4
g 7= ASE gotoput Ao

a3 2 =9
A7 0o ¥ 7HA ARE FHe=
olFHet (1) olF2 AdARE FAH, £y 2
T @A digk oldlE Jeldsrl?, 2) 9
2 d7% MyYe] ATE (Piaget & Inhelder,
1974; Smith, Carey, & Wiser, 1985)ellA] o}%-2]
589 A4 #HIHQJ=I)?
99 2z FAd g o] zol7h A= #;
Ak, 5A1] olFEXE dd Ui o= Hx o
et AN FAR A dME 54 obse
1/20] Ax9} B BFe ZASH FA e
P dE Eol, oksES A7yt axT o
1 FEF ddEgde ¢ FAL 3logti gul=
A AR, FAWNSHAANME 54 oHF2 2/3
oldol A& I3 4F FAU Zolxr] 98
A & Tl 43RG o Aok i da
.
FAAEA, FALAIAA, FA B mIA A
AWSE ¥l obyed = 5A9 Ag H-FE
o] &ellA 107, 39, THolen, ol FAAMY
FAg Addie TAFE ol wes nal
RolAdt (p < .06).
Ao AFAE B Y3 Z4 obEEolA Aukg
Aottt 13& Fo] & 633aAA X 283 4
HHyo g o] AFEALE AASAY. old 2z
4% 3 P 48" 74 71A, 10, 25,
343, 3.93°|1Uct. WFEAe Aa A FEI
7} Q95 (F (352)= 14.05, p < .01). Tukey A}

B0
“L‘&}'\:‘
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T4 Azke 44 Auel Hzol e 99 3
o] ol widl oJulA Rokok 3 54
drel gFe 74 ekl vjE e A 2k, p
< 06 2y AvEoe gz ofEel £y A 4
A Bl dF el met F4EHUS

54 ot Eol EH Wxd da REHoZ
ojafEtil S-S Mol B dve Aze 7, 84
7} =ojok olgEo] e Wxs FIAS FA
d nE¥ F AL BHig o A7 (Plaget
& Inhelder, 1974; Smith, Carey, & Wiser, 1985)
3 dizdo. asv, £ A7 Z3= Kohn
(1993)#H= FA == Aol

A2l Aol 2zt HAA BEE e AL
BHE obgEe 42 vlzsiych <d @
, EAAARA A Bt FAB nTA AN ©
2 ol Eol Wxe siEE odde Ho=
BEEAr), sign test, p < .05 2y, FAHE
A g FALmAA Y] Sl FAF zolrt
At ol Ao M A ol e
Zajo] I HIE AT ARG B ATA
E BYF okEol A FAE ZF FdsHos
2, Mg A Ao nld & GFA obFe]
sao] E AL A9 Aolz A¥E &
ot

Piaget$} Inhelder (1974)9] HAE A& 54
e AN olEES FolR T FAMN 2
IAEE FE F& HSojor Yt Y, obF
Eo] <lojFe]l Aol u} obyol 2w Y
& oA %2 ZA Plagetdt Inhelder
o] Azts}t g, ZANEHANME A2 obF
o] & ¥& ¥R ¢ A v=EIte 53
319 t). Piagetst Inhelderd+ ZAdol] g A
2l £X7F Ruso] YA ok AHHA v
TE YEAD, B A7 71%9] 54 obsol
¥4 43Rg FEF FE o A BEAH,

Mo &8 R hu

Binomial test, g% °l4d, p < 01. °l21%
A7 ol dojd FHHY wsFoR U
259 o] HAYst HASS A

A nFAA N 64%2] obFol W= Ay
2 oldsls Aoz EHHULE 2E2 T
oyt BLE =Y de st #FEF o
2o o AL ol AFS B ol 4
ozl &S 2o o AE gelx A%t
H 7% Aolgtn A3k ol okEE0l B
Aol Wzt o =78 BF nsty #
HwE 31 USE HoErh
obpEe] Fae FAMdA e ARA
t}. o] FAAME FoiR ¥ FAV TS F
& FL AAQ Zo7F e AET FAM AH
slot Ao, FrjE e A e F AANN F
2 8L noFE olFELX FALAAA NN =
Q Fukg-g yehie Fold HF3 27} %‘”

3 & T AdIdes otk THY e
/‘*ﬂ-ﬂ?} TE dAFFHDNA oz euHgo] E’l‘?i
39}k, o= Smith, Carey, 9+ Wiser (1985)¢]
Ao dAlghs Roezg, IS olFEY ©E
A M el $£8 F3ld AFo] B o, Smith
5o AalellA okFEY ‘F@HC’] A HIHEAS
£ Al AlARgH
Ede &9 7t EF A ©E ok Y&
vl watge u, oteE L 2y-FE ol A
H9L w 2oh 4-FEFe Fol AANHUS

H £ 238 RYth (sign test, one-tailed, ps
< .05). olEl3 BEAe ave 4, FE 4@

A dx ZoldM 7IQlshE ez HAG. Y
@3 ZAFe] 2xao] (10 1.5 ot #&Fe €
wato] (1: 25)el wla] zgkch. F £43te] dA
Aezlolrt #A ke welE 2 Aolg 1H
a717F o olEfe Rez R EAS] 2
wxtolel o &= AF 24IA T JFHe=
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ggolzth

a7 2
A7 19 AFAE T ASE A AFAAME
548l olFEE Wxe MEL olgdn ULl
g A dgel A7l AR FASTH N2
& A $9 vay A7 19 FAse A
Yol A7Eo) obpel $HL A WHASL
AAMgHEE,
a2y A7 1614 ALg" FALlelE Smith,
Carey, Wiser (1985)7} AM&-3F BH3tAje] Az}
t 47 19 Ao dAEA g Smith §
o] AH& ERFAANME obsEAA A7Vt ok
g 4 =t ¢uFe) BuE Folz A4M A2
ol Holx g7l @ The obgo] 7 e B
Bn 3 weizh @Foly doelx e
ol g E Jut o] ERIAANME o5 ES
AR A AN AP 8-947F F wrlx] 2o
o FA A8 FAlA nsA g1, FAT
& nsE WS A F olEEE AME
HedlE 45y dd=, FAL 4FvF I
£ oz /e oukg-S 1.
A7 19 54 oHgEo| B9 Ax9 HAUE
< o, FAC s #dg 5 JANQTH, Smith
5o ERFFA ML AZF P2 o9AH A9
& T AL
A JHeAHe obsEL FA, =], Wk
BAE oldg YA, A8 F B U
zlol7t 83 ZA F& W(SF, FLF =g
of FAle] ZolZt AR e Y EE2
+ ¥e-g HEE 5 Utk ol $ steAdL AT
1614 AH&E E39 4ol w} 489 folrt
freluoe A7t Ry
wetA A7 29A= Smith F(1985)8] ¥7F
AE Ae3tE M2 dxel XHol7t e &

#EE AFEsto] 4-54 oFESolA ANt
A7 19 AFelM HKo| 4-549] olFESo| B
A% Bule] ARE olgsted EAe AR o
3 Azt 4 AE, L5734 FAME Uxe
Aol7t & F 2AL BHIE Ao AP
o SFFEE $EFFE ol F3UE Y Ao
2 JgEr

By
YA 4579 4-54 oFF (HFAA =44 o)
o] A¥ol F7IsAT. ol5 olLldl A Wl
obFol duFARFAE FisdUoy, FUL
nhxx) Ratol & A FAE 4 YA o}
ge f= zaddds x99 fAdd gy
Ao M, BFE F4F 73 20U
AZAE 4-4F0F Bl B Smiths (1985)
o A-43uly % TAs vlEdA A=Y
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g 4 ANG. 58 FAA PN 229 2
Folol we 3o AL vErgow,
Bapole] &g Eshe PARAHANE veht

L= =3
T

it

olei g

A &gkt

7dA|:/\|iS§

Auka 8 AR 2- %}f—ru] e
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Young children’s understanding of density

You-Kyung Chang-Song
Department of Psychology
Chungbuk National University

Young children’s intuitive understanding of the relationship between volume,
weight, and density was examined. Especially when “density” was defined as
"heaviness of substance”, 4-to 7-year-olds were asked to reason on weight given
volume and substance information on the objects used. The results of the study 1
showed that 5-year-olds successfully predicted the relative weight of the objects
considering both volume of objects and heaviness of substance. In study 2, based on
weight and volume information, 4- and 5-year-olds successfully identified substance
kinds given objects were made of. The results indicate that, contrary to previous

studies, young children have an intuitive understanding of density.
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