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% 8] & 4K (spacial quantification) 2 = A 4n 3 69 K ah, R F L2 RHAENEAEL. BRE

(discrete magnitude)L 1% 4 & (continuous quantity)a~ B R B T = A o A=k 4L 69 R, = A £ AaNLed
FTABE, EAMERE LR, EE, ZEEREET T 24 T A £ F o) RAEN B —AE WK AE
(analog magnitude representation). #k= & 8] B4} (number—space mappings)RE T K EL5 T X A A
AR, 2R E BN T ER K S AMZ ik, do: THBANHSEIE. BNH G LRE, A
REFM, AL LETRGEMNT. EEH A% (embodied cognition)d)ER T, =R E/LH) SR

FEAF 53t = 8] 6 R A IR & ey E A,

KR B =N E4F; BKE; KT E N RS

SES Bs42
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) B2 [R]85 IR IR A A3 AL 23X A 1)
JILTHER—ERRE L HFMR ¥R, EAHA,
T ) 2R R G 8 76 ) B 22 AT 6 2l T B
W%, BLAE, OFE R4 B 22 5T N2 i) AL
) 1 PR A0 3 — Il AR T 30 4 [l 5

5245 [ua] () 7 b mT B (0 M AR S R, 2 T 1
WRIEA IES MR B X A XT3 e
fh, FATIRe 8 I8 H R AR i, AR AR
AERS F H I 30RO AT BR B (Miller, 1956; Cowan
2000). MY ABEIE 2, FRATMUN T A AR
AR 2« HE SR SRR R AR .
B AR 6 AR AE A 11 20 &2 (numerosity) R 1A A 1] 2
R (), AE A (RO B R AE AN — s R IE S . 1M
WFARS B mEEES Y, RATRARRE
AHEIFHREL RN Z D, EMRSHAER. 2R
SRR B R Sk R L HAR M & . FIFE, X
Tl 2 B TA A B 3R WO B ATV SR AE A2 12 I
ANE )R IE — J5 T T B 5 8, 55— U7
o fe e 7 A ) AL RO BEAE Sy . B R AE 1 A
FEJE, ANFNZ RSP R BCRAE R IESE . 1Tl

WA HA: 2009-10-12

* EHEAL SRR A — K] 2008 R EHE MK
W (BBA08004T) AT f K 4% 211 =3 T2 [ 5K T i %
AL B0 H (NSKDO08017) % B

HHAER : 240, E-mail: lihong@swu.edu.cn

560

PR, 530 S8 ) R AE R I H AL AE . Tl
Tob %o 3% S M RN, KR AL Y % 4 e R AL L
B VIR OCER, 44 ke v 28 = ) 1) 3% 28 1k 43
SEVERIMT

Bram . WFTA) L S8R R H A 4 i () R AR AR AR
T A (AR, SR ARSI 7R T 2 (R AR S (8 0 1 rh
[ K% 0o 3t 37 (Walsh, 2003). {H 2 3% 41 50 2
HB 2 T H 2 ) AR M AN 2 DLR B S A1 JE R 1
RAEHUA], IXFh SV Al v] B8R 3 8] 1) e Y AL
FEAR ) o BRI, BEIE B B SR AT AR S s e T A [
PR, a0 25 i) B 5 ) 2 )RR P O TS 2R T A
W B A FERIE R B Ao T 2cE 2 (Al B i Bt
FUN BRI BE T HB 0 UM o AN SCRES T B AR ANE
SLREIAEIT, LLRCE R S ) WU (W AT, AE
BEEEA R AR T AR A A

2 EEE5EHMERRIE

AR DAy g 22 1) S0 1) S Wi, 2 SRR TR AR
7 H A I A 1 SR AE AL AT BLAE 2 28 50 = 18] DA 40
PEUIAT R A6 b o X 5 {E (magnitude) A %1 09T
R, DU (A RBO AR I BRI R IE S
KN SERE H RS RES B RIEAFER K
PR, e AT I LA AL R A 0 2R 0 22 LR
(Fias, Lammertyn, Reynvoet, Dupont, & Orban,
2003; Cohen, Henik, Rubinsten, Mohr, Dori, Van
de Ven, Zorzi, Hendler, Goebel, & Linden, 2005;

Kaufmann, Koppelstaetter, Delazer, Siedentopf,
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Rhomberg, Golaszewski, Felber, & Ischebeck,
2005; Cohen & Henik, 2006; Tang, Critchley,
Glaser, Dolan, & Butterworth, 2006; Rusconi,
Kwan, Giordano, Umilta, & Butterworth, 2006),
2.1 ITANM

P HCR I L AT AR ORI, BE AR B A
AR RN — LA R I S . 1 58 2 BE B 3O,
(distance effect, Moyer & Landauer, 1967), HI7E
EE 28 P A BTy A1 B R DR /N IR, A 43 5 R Je T
I 5 B T 0 S22 ke S T Tl AR Ak o 2 T ) )
BIANARINE, R I R 15 246 I 5 i P 384 R
=, X Et A& K N BN (size  effect, Dehaene,
Dehaene-Lambertz, & Cohen, 1998). 1993 4,
Dehaene %5 A (Dehaene, Bossini, & Giraux, 1993)
RILT 7 6] H RN g B 1Y 1 G 2R (Spatial
Numerical Association of Response Codes,
SNARC effect), R Ze T3 N EC7 LER K H07 S
P, TR R XS N RN AR IS . 7
ZRCA T, BRI R A 4% TR 2 B AT 38 38 1 IRt
A, ANEFESIAE 2, KRB SR, 31X
AL % 4 FR by o0a B 0T 2k (mental number line;
Dehaene, Bossini, & Giraux, 1993), ‘& xR T %
G H RS X FR . Dehaene 58 AL
SNARC M5 #0748 DT 2% BN B4 1
FEFIAT G, T Ao g 2% ) B9 5 1) % B 5K 5% AT g
e A B E B SR R AR A ) 2 S R
) 152 A S0 A0 L, B0 AR O B SR AE AR AT ) R T
(Zebian, 2005), XLeRG YR, HEERES R
A 245 i) J401 s PR 5 L A7 A S TR o

AR, (R SR B AR o R
SR I TR RN o 56 F 1R B/ MR,
1E 1906 4, Henmon At 7F 28 Bt K & 1 LL AT 25
RN, B Ze BURH XS BE IS, SR I R4
HH T T (Welford, 1960). J&ok, W50 1E 2 F
TEZ AR HEI R AH N AR S P AR R LT BB RN
BN, b, K JE K /b (Fulbright, Manson,
Skudlarski, Lacadie, & Gore, 2003). 5 K/
(Tang et al., 2006). % /% (Cohen & Henik, 2006).
& &1 (Cohen, Brodsky, Levin, & Henik, 2008). £
¥ (Fias et al., 2003)%5 . £ % ) IE S AT 5%
AR R B T 2500 SNARC %3 1) JBE 4 2 il 2%
Rio 1, B NTEXS ¥ e EAT LU IS 2 I H 2 18]
5 I 9 B B 5 %80 (S patial-Musical Association

of Response Codes, SMARC effect, Rusconi et al.,
2006), % B i) HEAT LU 2 IE 2 0 HE % ) B 0] e
Y £ ¢ & 2 N (Spatial-Temporal Association of
Response Codes, STEARC effect, Ishihara, Keller,
Rossetti, & Prinz, 2008),

S Ak, KA Stroop 145 HIVE 2 & BILIZE £
AR RS AR EHAEM, RIE KN
BN (size congruity effect). Lbin, [HIFLAIEL
2 (Hurewitz, Gelman, & Schnitzer, 2006). X /NFl
¥ (Henik & Tzelgov, 1982). 55 & F1 % (Cohen,
Cohen, & Henik, 2008)%5 #8224 HAEH], 1N
TSR A ) L — AN B R AT Y T 2 5y —
AYEFEIF, RN — B B G NS — B0 B
SR R R o T A N A T PR A8 AR gk
—SWR T A et AL Tl R, RET RE
AFLEBUST F A I T s &l B . 9 4h,
X BERIE 5T A AR O R IT I, RSk A 51
0 TR 0 4 2 (B AH A RS
2.2 WMEHFIRAR

JUT B A 20 T s n L T 58 CRLES B A I
IR ITEM TR, WiEwW A Om A . oA
J D 3 A A 22 R ) AL sk B TN A (the
Intraparietal Sulcus, IPS)X 11753, {H &KX —
X 35 A& $U i (number) i L (1) 45 5 X 35 (Brannon,
2006) ik A& — f Hu 12 4T & E (magnitude) il T 17 X
3 (Walsh, 2003)iE 7RG+ #t— D AeT &
IPS J% JH [H] DX 3 )2 7% [A] 18 ¥ (where pathway) ] —
oy, w5 25T 1 EE 3 (Goodale,
Milner, Jakobson, & Carey, 1991). IPS i& 5 T /)
I (the Superior Parietal Lobe, SPL)JL [/ 5 H I
M & B A & % I (Sapir, d’Avossa, McAvoy,
Shulman, & Corbetta, 2005). 53 4h, IPS & H A IE
o ) VE & I Th g, ) dn 7E 4 = B i (attentional
blink; Marois, Chun, & Gore, 2000). FF&EPEH =
DL K ZE Sk A AF % K% {5 B (Wojeiulik &
Kanwisher, 1999)f I i th A IPS HI¥HOE, thi
IPS AJ REXS S B AH G I 4 B i ik 9% . sl 5 2%
# (Jung & Haier, 2007)4& tH T 57 J22 )& T 01 -4 ¥
I — By, PR A A LU L b 5 R Al
HEBAT 45 o TS I T 9 b AR R T 31X
— W 4% 1 7% 3 (Izard, Dehaene—Lambertz, &
Dehaene, 2008). &2, IPS 5 3| £ fp 2% (0] F13E
2 B R AR IR ST 4 b, ErE RN T
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R R R AT S5 ER A IR KRR, AIfE
T f e R A A DA [R) g D ) B 0 L
T ARSI R TR RNVE
PSRRI B SRR, IPS 19 ) ] g 7] 1 £ b
HABMG K WG B)o FATT U HT BT SV E M2, 76 IPS
DA 08 S A5 AT 7 3 8 e R R I ) 4 2

Cohen %5 A (2005)7E— 1 fMRI (functional
Magnetic Resonance Imaging)iff 57 1 ik 45 14 6 %
TRIBCREAE . RS BT EUEL, R IPS JR
PSAE T A A 55 84T B0, T H. BOLD 1 5 (1K
VB2 R B OV IR . 3K — R I AR G 0 Y —
MEAPESEAE T e . 5 b —2 fMRI WF 50K
B RN LA I A A R L MR
(Pinel, Piazza, Le Bihan, & Dehaene, 2004) UL J2 i&
2L 25 7 BF (Fias et al., 2003)M0 00 T id #E#E4T
P, ORILTIAN X RS AR KRR ES .
FH A SR T VR RS RS X 0 TR R BR Bk
LI S X3 ) M 2 T A [RGB A 50 e — k)
T 00 H AR BRI ST R B T TN VA I X
(Ventral Intraparietal, VIP)A3 20% 1)1 £ 70 BE % %
B R BE AT S B, AR S A 7 A T AN TR
(Tudusciuc & Nieder, 2007). IPS £ 7T % i 4L
B B RAE R I AT e, — Lo 2250
REfy [A] I RALE S f S il e, — Mg o AR
AE— P A, T IX Le AN ] {4 44 42 S0 AR 78 TIPS o,
WA BRI E . T2 R R I HE i L
RPN L PG TIPS X 3 (Eger,
Sterzer, Russ, Giraud, & Kleinschmidt, 2003;
Castelli, Glaser, & Butterworth, 2006). 5 #&
AN X AT g T AT R 1 8 3 n 138
ffJ(Cohen & Henik, 2006), ifij HAth (1) & 18 75 2 4%
A A RO B R AT N L, DRl L ) B n L
SN SO EEE TIPS,

IPS AAEH RN L RPN, mMEs5
& FhE B B0 L, — R T RE R Rt 2 R R
AN KT IR RDX L% g i R DL R D TR A SR
it 1 (Vicario, Koch,
Caltagirone, & Oliveri, 2008); Y3 —Ffa] Bg i il B¢
AENN TR E R RS, M AT
[A] f) s N ML ] (Cohen, Lammertyn, & Izard,
2008) X PRI RUHAF B T SUEE K SCRE, b
i Verguts (Verguts, Fias, & Stevens, 2005)f/l
Cohen (Cohen, Brodsky, Levin, & Henik, 2008)%5

Pecoraro, Turriziani,

N R 0 i 2 R SR A PR B R K/ AR AE S
[ ) ¥k ML, Cohen % A (Cohen, Tzelgov, &
Henik, 2008)% 8L 3 75 K /NN b A7 AE 3L T 1
RAEHLH o

BN, X TIE A 2 WY 0K i P T R 1 X 2
ICA R Al EEE M EHE T RIEX
B EAFAE B AE X, FEAT B R A
LRI o (EJE A8 A R AR 1 A7 AE A — SR
STV PR I A B2 o BRI T — b g B ) A
BN, AEpR 2 ik b 5 28 () RAE I 5C 2 5N Y,
HA AT, HEATMAER & X 2Tk,
AR AT 9% SR, 0) 2 AR R I 49 6 A R Y
Ko
23 BURIE—CIBEHESEEENHE

5 T) M & B LU T O AR S R
(¥ % 17 (Lefebvre, 1991), 1X 55 5 415k 125 K & 1
RAEN AL — B0, (HE W EBERIR 2 HAfE X
I3, AT ok HE AN AR . B
Al (analog magnitude representation, Feigenson,
Dehaene, & Spelke, 2004; T /5%, Pk, &4,
2006) A& XF K Hr (=4 8 K B 1T LR AR
(approximate representation), HAA Tl KLBE 1
WA BUURAE R A B WM T, B AT AR R
B RAL S B R AL R SL R .

2004 4, Feigenson %% A (Feigenson, Dehaene,
& Spelke, 2004)7F 45 T 47 b RIA 2200 7 27 06 4
0 /&% (number sense B¥, numerosity) i K A 57 A 5
fill B4R AR AR IO REE UL B BOAA
NN EREZ O RS KRR
IERGEAPNEIAEHRAER R . — BN AN
B 2 1 ST AL S % A R R AE R R 1) S Atk
BSR4 B [ N o NP U5 1 SN = o T
Kaufman % A\ (Kaufman, Lord, Reese, & Volkmann,
1949) 108 /) $g Fy R 29 1 7R A £ R 01 68 0 R 4 Jek
#(Subitizing), FI LLFE A — I 5] AL B 128 0 00 #L B
b BRI H (R, X5, 2007). U
XF o> B ARG R S B AL, XA ) LSy B &
TG XAFE BRI I R I . e A2
AT S TR AN B R IS R T R, et AR
Bl R Y08 R B0 0 66 g 1 2 EL N BV
Wi, AT 2 KPR BT & 6 A0 @ 0 7 5
WE. #HE, KREME AT KBTI
REFCR B, MR PRI H R L B Al Tk 3 5
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) Ko 38 A5 22 Ty S R BORAE 1R I R 0 2
= 1A % f# (Piazza, Izard, Pinel, Le Bihan, &
Dehaene, 2004; Pica, Lemer, Izard, & Dehaene,
2004; Cantlon & Brannon, 2007; Dehaene, Izard,
Spelke, & Pica, 2008; Izard & Dehaene, 2008), H
THAEREAKEE. S PIRGFELSM AR
V180 9% 30 o s T 2 i) e R R A S A, i KB
(RS ME ELAT AL BRI 2k 56t bl 2 AR Ab 1)
U, X 5% R A B AT R R IRR R, WM,
HAk S ORI KW R AE X AR, B,
BT A0 A B R AE v e R R BOGRAE A
S B R AE 1AL R

3 HET E S

BRI S EEN T RN RIEAFTTZM
BL PR 2R, BB RN OK /N 3R . SNARC 2 W
(SMARCH N AISTEARCH W )2, I HoKH R AE
5 g VAR B R PR AR 0 s A, XM R T A 1]
{1 A0 DA R Al 2 ) s f A LA — e o
Bom g e H . R E, Boeasi
HIL S5 XTI R AAE 8 2 1) 140 T S A RUHR #% -
M, — S35 R0 T BT 26 (Dehaene, Bossini &
Giraux, 1993)KaMy FIHER T, DLECRRAE N o,
e T A A A O R A AR Y

1990 4E, Dehaene %5 (Dehaene, Dupoux,
Mehler, 1990)7E— 4> o 5 1 807 FL AT 45 PR
T e P ) et IR N 2T
FRR, X RBP4 TF AR IS . B 5 7 Ay

I 5 ) ) RRASE Y

FARAH

0 2 4 6 81012 14
K

E A

AW S5 b, AR A B o e vk 33— e
T X T ET 1) 2% (8] 3L W (Dehaene, Bossini, Giraux,
1993), Jf¥ a4 A SNARC %MW . 2003 4,
Fisher Z¢ A (Fischer, Castel, Dodd, & Pratt, 2003)
P T Hor s e o B AR Y IR . 2007
4, McCrink 2% A\ (McCrink, Dehaene, & Dehaene-
Lambertz, 2007) % EN TE M2 18 S5 B0t
1) 2 AIE £ Ml 1) /0 B 007 82 1) A 0, ABCosk v 3 B T
W AH 2, BI3E 5 #P 8)) %Y (operational momentum
(OM) effect)o 1X— F FIAFFEIE 7N T H 2% [A] B G
AR B . AT 2N EE Er. I
TR — B S0A Ry, B 1) 9 R AE DL B
B T X AFAE . Dehaene Fil Changeux (1993)
LR v R VR A~ s S 3 I TP O ]
(logarithmically compressed)fIE X, BIAHAR %=
2 BT B B T B KT S, PN
SRR T AT M LR, 8RB AR 40 LUK
B s i, {H A 5 (noise) O A2 AN A5 1
FEUG, PN 2 e B A0 Ak A R R B AL AR AL,
BRSBTS 5, ST PO R )
5. Gallistel Fl Gelman (2000) U3\ Ay Do P 72k %
T A 6 i A5 Ak, (scalar  variability) 928 1 % 28, EIAH
AR HCEE 2 (A (BRI AHAE (1), (H N S B A v 22
Bl £t )3 KT G R, R I — ol B AR AL A
KK Do ZHAAEM R ZER: —SHE RS
ARG, RO IR SRS (R AR
TR B HE A AT R AT A A E

BRI LAY 2R AT TR

0 2 4

6 8
EWH

10 12 14 16 18 20

P 1 St A 7R R g M A TR et 2 W 5 5 AL 17 5% 2R 11 T
(fR ¥ Cantlon, Cordes, Libertus & Brannon, 2009 fll Feigenson et al., 2004 £ )

Fischer (2006)¥5 H £ 1) 7% (7] SR AF 7T g & 4%
TR AE SEUGAT 55 10 B2 Sk R R A i —Fh SR, AN &
OB BRI SR . H IR 2R 25 [ -

B AL bR FR (1) 3% B S 52 BT &% BER A A )
M (Di Luca, Grana, Semenza, Seron, & Pesenti,

2006; Lindemann, Abolafia, Pratt, & Bekkering,



-564- Oy BERF A

2010 4F

2008). fEARRIM A, 52 345 55 R (5 152 20 4511
W, Ba ) RAE T BE R H 2R M A Y, R g
BA AR, 3 H TR IAT % 7T LT3 1
2% [ FRAE (Lindemann et al., 2008). Dehaene 2§ A\
(Dehaene, Izard, Spelke, & Pica, 2008)tHiA K, +
F R 5767 )L E TR 2 () W B A,
M5 VG 5 B NAFAE — BRI ZE e, X Bl R AT
Ae o tH30A D s ) . WS ph &R = It A [
FEHE I T A — BB E % o lzard % A (Izard,
Dehaene-Lambertz, & Dehaene, 2008)%%%‘&%
3\ (adaptation paradigm) (P 5T 1 &K L2 JLAE XS
NE2~3) R B (4~ 12) I RAE b, L AR f 2
I H 3% 22 (1B . Hyde AT Spelke (2009)% H] I8 4
BIFE 2, AT N P i FE AR A 7 S B P (1~3)
X 4t ) Bt BB, T TR TF U (counting) ¥ [ Y
(8~24) X} b A MUK o IX LOHIF UG 78 T B3 2 )
ST RAE T B R R RN, — T 1 T A (R A A
R, XA R AR R, 5 — T
T SCAFIBCE R RE IR, S 25 1] 1) A B R
Gk, Gk B i PR R AR B Uk, B A
KRk — SR A (AR AE, PRI T 0 A ) B T
Z R

B2, TN B 9 e B R AE 15 G R A Y
TR 4k T4 1 2 1 (Piazza & Izard, 2009), ¥4k 11
AU VR AT LA 5 A TR 4 R 56, 0 % A
TR AYLE w5 1 A5 AR (Gaussian coordinate) | WV iZ 42 il
XTECRN EE AT, MRS M AR AR b R 1% R
A 1A TR ARt T 2 P R A i T AR AR b Y %
R NEZ B AT, RS SR bR b Y,
1% 3% B My 1] 2 ) A &) (Dehaene, Izard, Pica, &
Spelke, 2009) . 18 ik 45 il Lo FE M 5 (1) 7K OF, AT e SK
MBI R AR R B4 (EARER R,
o 3 S H RN R HCE ) DX 4 BE 7 T R (] N 4R R
AEASE R B 25 145 R, D1 0be ) S 9 31 i
) R AT 9 ] R A AR P iX — ] /L) 5 — A Ak
B

4 RESRE

N 25 ) B A R R 23 185 % 4 i Kk
E 26 35 % AR R ) o 550 PR 60 2 20E 43y R AN
B S, T R K R B A A SR A
VF SRS, 7E 7 PR IN it 2 SR P R s .
P02 AIE 0 0 K 10 30T AL % A R 3 4 R 1 3 AF B
Rk, M A ) 5 1 5 % ST R 4 A K A

o BRI S WM — 2R E LA,
i AL S s B A B e AR A R A
2 A AR Hb A 2 = R0 LA % 2k 2 O B — 4 25 (A
LB T2 b, EE R AT IR AL 7 &
B4 1] LABE 9 5 Ay 45 400 ) 5 (Terrace, 2005),
I, BEUL R AT T BE A RS B — 4 2 (] B h
o B R WG 0 Ak e — RIS B A e A,
BIF 50 8 B8 L 5 1 (%) 0 J00A8E B 0 B 8 AR 4K 1)
PRIk R R M AT AT LS R, —F e B ME
25 i) B SR A AN TRT IR S ML, (FR U AR B R
R . XNECE PR T R R R, X
R AE RS 5 A0 7R BT 18 1F 2 B0 S ) i ) R
WRMENX . W52, FATR T 250 2R AR
FAWR R, W73 B 2 AR I Al B s &
PRI Ak, e 2 TR RS FRORS At M A T H2 v o

BRI nE S i MY DI SRV RN
il 3 28 1 10 OC FR DA B B A% TR) W S ) SR AE J K
R, AR T H A 2 2 7 DL ) R i A 45 3
EIEE A T . HiRAE 5 2 A2 YA G,
R 2% 1 2% Ta) 5 4008 () WO 56 ROE AR > A
5o KRB SRS I Af U LR ) 3

(WBEFN R IR . RIETTR R =
VA AT TR e P B AR RS T G, TEAE A AR —
KRR, X—RBGEH— HFFEE2 L ER
H(Halberda & Feigenson, 2008), JLZ )% & #%
MR JINX A3 Lh ey 1:2 i B 3Ok R B BEIX 4
Eb hy 7:8 HI0 H $(Feigenson et al., 2004). 24 Hi
BRI, N B H A R K 2R3 i B 0l e
B AERE T A R, d5 J5 1K B R B 2 oK. 4
R e A — e FE T AR 0 ) R A R
B~ BIASI, IX2 0] % (] J2 3 2L ik J2 43 3L IX

I L RREIE [R5 g | Tk, FRATTS AL

R NESFEY R &, FFERAT AREH T 45
B 2 BRI AE, WK
— K o 7 TG R ) i FRATT AT B SR A 2 A%
SR B RAE, R B8 SR A8l /N 500 2 1
FRAL. R EZISRIE RN T JiEYy
HESL R BCAS T Z UL, B S s b e
WEME I SV A, Bk, OB E R X —
] IR DA R AT 2% W B
Vi) 2 JBT PR R N R A o

(2) 7 [A] f 2t A R AL ) B A 3 ol e 2 2
B PR I AR R AR SRR S
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RN 2 ) A B R I AL O, A ST B
X B R 4% 0] 48 i 55 40 (Cohen, Henik, & Walsh,
2007)8% 5 7] (Vicario et al., 2008) B4 H %K &R 48
PEORIBE . XX 7R T 2 i) B AL O L o) LY L 20 0L
b w] DR AR R AR v T S A DL R A
T WS A A O I SR AR AR &R o (HRE XS TR =L
FIAS S, UAE g 5 38 15 (rotary tracking). & &0 12
(phonological memory)%§ [ LL AT 25 5 £ 5 il
A LR FEAT I A & R AR L E & AR
(Fias, Lauwereyns, & Lammertyn, 2001; Walsh,
2003) 0 IX M\ I 7 T 40 5 2 0 ) 22 ) S
AL FALHI ] RE A R AE RN 3R b, iR TERAE
o PRI AR SRS 0 & A B E 5 A ) S R FAT
)RRl b, BE P R R S0 AL
i 7

(3) 24 i ) M WA A B R AIE S K
HVIE S5 R AR A FEAHLS], (R RECRAE S /N
(BB RAL SE A RAFAE > B I HUHE Ak T g
(Gottlieb, 2007; Nieder & Merten, 2007; Izard et
al., 2008; Hyde & Spelke, 2009). 4% [ A 41 (KA 5%
(Wu, Ooi, & He, 2004)h & IR i (1 £ 25 %0158 X
A 2~3 2K, . HURAR ECE AR S 5
Wi B 60 B (R R 1 o D0 TN B DR B e e
Sy s A AR, T A 5 4% 10 25 ) A
ENEIRITTTA WIRIIT 4, okl 2t — PR R )
AT & 2 A A PR .

(4) 2477 % F 2 8 B3 #1Li2 1A by (Cantlon,
Platt, & Brannon, 2009) {8 tL % 02 #E — AN IE 4k
BT, Dl RUEAE N Z R, B EER A
ERRTHEZREGNEE. SR ARAMER
Ly i X —EUVE RV (semantic congruity effect),
B4 LR AN BN IR 0T, S Wi AN H s /N 2 ()
[ 25 BB, 2 L A R R O, ) <<k A 4
K ? ) [B] % & B (Cantlon & Brannon, 2005).
B S B R 2 5 RO R AL I 3L AT 1) (Shaki
& Algom, 2002), JHTEHAL R KK G FABRIH
>k (Cantlon & Brannon, 2005), 1X 3% IHAEH) R A4E &
—HFrHE ERIARIRE S . N FEHR R DL G A R
DAL (FRBRZE, 2008), 2% ] A 40t 3 i it (W,
Ooi, & He, 2004), Al 1 B2 4 37 4 P 22 (] DA A5
A3 5 H 5 I\l (embodied cognition; 2% H 4k,
2008) [ HESE N I3k — L I LU 5 b 2 i
LRAEF T

B

)Y BLAF & 2 4E 1Y, A W5 (B AR 2 B
Bl — o 2 0] LU AN % B e . A ST R I
W5 A B 16 10 5% W) 2 ) A 0 16 ORS 6 2 (Ooi, W,
& He, 2001), 48 = 4k 7 ) () 4 15 1] fE 55— 4
TR AR . Ak T 25 2 (B sk
RO AN 22 A0 T B R W 5T A AT AE 2 4R )
AP g AR, U — DR R 2 4 25 ) 1) 4
Tith FH B AL AL -

b4k, BERLRAE AL L], (0 % 2R
JUIEBURE T 18 B 9 R I % A T 32 4 P R AIE 2 Uk
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The Psychological Representation of Spacial Quantification

WANG Yi-Feng; ZHANG Li; LIU Chun-Lei; LI Hong
(Key Laboratory of Cognition and Personality (MOE), School of Psychology, Southwest University, Chongging 400715, China)

Abstract: The quantification of space as the basis of spacial perception, is associated with particular spacial
characteristics. Discrete magnitude and continuous quantity reflect the discrete and continuous
characteristics of space, respectively. Similar behavioral effects and overlapped neural representations were
found in the both processes. Evidences from behavioral and neural researches suggested that there may be a
common characterization of the two types of magnitude, namely analog magnitude representation.
Furthermore, number-space mappings provided a direct evidence for relationships of number and space.
However, there are still many mysteries in the domain of spacial quantification now, such as the dynamic
representation of spacial quantification, the pervasiveness of quantitative mechanism, the problem of anchor
point, the quantification of complex and multi-dimentional space, and so on. Future studies should make a
more profound answer to the mental representation of spacial characteristics, within the framework of
embodied cognition.

Key words: quantification; space; continuous quantity; discrete magnitude; number-space mappings





