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e i) A5 32 R BN TN 4 ~ 6 %7 4y LR R 2

R B om o EER OREA ® 4
(1. B AERTAESKE, K 410081,
2. Nm EARTHhHHAELRELHE, K 410081

3. MR FRXAFEF R, KD 410081; 4. F B A B0 EA % Fr, AL 100101)

H EAMAELRTASHHEFTRAFASG4~6 FHILBFLEGYm, T8 135166 £ 4 ~6 F 4L
SEREAFHERFHA EREAA ML FH ANAHEF HAHEARAGHILHNRFLREARALT, ATF
BlWER, FH2H 2606 %4~6FHILMNSEEFRERTS HaRFH FHRFASATFHA, XK
P AR TR T HRREFEPATFH LA MATSE T R AR LM F LR P4, o),
MEFHER, FAALRFERFR YLK FARGRAE AL A WA R, LRSER AN, B S H 44k

PERAFHAAANT4~6 FHILHTHFLE LLRZFIRTFH.

KR HFLE RAF GBS B H L

SIS G442
1 515
1.1 #HIILBEER

Wi 2 38 2 4 ) LT 58 B SE iR R L 18 g
I FNE 5 200, 4% 0y 240 283 R 91 3E 17 BUA 1 fig
71 (Freed & Cain, 2021) . X AT T 4 JL i
B AIBAE Y, BRI T AT X ke S 5 A 0 B A R AE
RALRE N (Ew, i, 2020) WA aH ) 35
BB Sy M2l il ik & 5% B8 % ( Bharadwaj et al. , 2022;
E, FEE, 2020) 0 WIFMEALR R E R, O A
BT & T “ 40318 5 M3k ” ( Test of Narrative Lan-
guage, TNL) (Gillam & Pearson, 2004 ) . “ &Uk 14 PF
A5 ( Narrative Assessment Protocol, NAP) ( Jus-
tice et al. , 2010) “BUEHIEEHMEZR” (Stein & Glenn,
1979) S T H, “ME iR 5 Tl iEEES,
B sl o i s 5 s R SR ONAE ROV AT SR
frah AR AEEANER JFE RN ER PR
fR 1 (0 A S5 4 BB (Stein & Glenn, 19795 R,
2020) , OV e 45 48 1 58 & 1 AN A B BLAR AT
A T b S ke &)y LB 1 F AR R e OK S (BR AT,
2020) ,

4 ~6 %4l LYk 3 52 R B B W Y R R R R
( Curenton & Justice, 2004 ; Reese et al. , 2010; F

w5, Bk, 2020) , 4 A4 LR R EEE Y, H A
L) 52 % 58 BF 2R 45 F F 48 75 ( Curenton & Justice,
2004) o 5 % 4l JLIT 4 PR Az LR 1 iR 25 4
JUE, IR AP 2R G & R 8N IO N ( Reese
et al., 2010), %] 6 %, b A]AE B 5¢ B b 5 B ik =
5K, TR AN TE RV (£ 5F, 20165 E
s, AR, 2020) BB A HESE G TE S LECE R ik
(4 % Jee B An ] 42 i 4 )Lk — Be T3 15 5 TR AR o
1.2 EER#EEYILEEER

Pl i 5 [ SO %, gl LB B TR s R S
S EREE . g B sk A5, 4l LAY 3R] 2 2 ((Flack
et al., 2018 ) Fl ik 3= B & ( Sénéchal & LeFevre,
2002) AFAT B R HR TE o 1 AR B R KOl S 4
JLi SRl b3 5 H.3h (£ 46 45, 2019) 3l % 45 5
WEHAEFHM A 7, FiEE S R
(5] 5 | 37 A2 R iR 9 G #E 4% B (Lever & Sénéchal,
20115 E45 4, 2019) I F ke S MW &N T
B B AE % ( Bara, 2014; Zicat, 2018). Heath
(1983 ) #1 Rochanavibhata 5 Marian (2020) % 3, V4
T AL RE 48 T I8 T e B TR A 1 S R KU, S 2 A
FVEN B ot 5 AR R XA FHE R T
MG EEOR T B R DR B . XM Sk 25 AT
A FHER S L Wl e B4 5 iHs 2 =X,

# HEG I E - SRR R 0T B F 2l LR 8 R 1 i 5 mR AIL R K B TR S  (23FIKBO06) .
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WMFHRE A BT, AW 58 AR TR B
PR BT BN B AR AR I O b [ 4 LR R
A0
L3 FESHIHEER

F LR AR bR 7 2 SRS, T
HE T3 sh VE 1% 8 5 & (McNeill, 1992; Rowe &
Goldin — Meadow, 2009) . Xt#hJLT &, AN FHAH
B T3 RN Rk A AR S B R UG R
K (Rowe & Goldin — Meadow, 2009) , £ F i,
ABEE A R 1 5%A FHAL, WE Q& T
RS2 Y & LA TE A A R S R R, Me-
Neill (1992) #4fE FAE A 20K T35 73 o DU 26 < bp ik
FH AR LT H TR MR E T Rk
P F- 3 (iconic gestures) H] T R AE 55 ¥y 1] 19 16 5% , 1)
i, TR HE 7 B AR . 48 M T 3 (deictic ges-
tures ) H] T4 1m) B AR S5 Wy 5l 25 18], 49 40, 35 46 48 1)
P 45 7. 5401 T3 (beat gestures) Fifi
WO 2R, R R B SR 0, TR
i) R BT ZE AT T o Beer 1 T 3 (metaphoric
gestures ) AL G B bG gy & S, 9 4n, 2 1
TR ERR LT

41 LA ] 248 28 = 4 %) B fige Rl iz AR AR AR IS
Jie R 2% 5 b A M T A B R B A 1 1
K ag, 3.5 ~4 2 4 JLag R 3 bR ik v T #0181
filt Her L5 % Wy LR BE ) HE3E U ZK - (Tolar
et al., 2008) , &t FH P, 2L 9 N
P A8 BB A N TS I A 1A, 12 A H i R4
15 [0 G HR 9 P 1R (Murphy & Messer, 1977) o 54
PEFRR B SIE S MY ZEMEKE,S ~6 2L
HARie a7 2% & (Vila — Giménez et al. , 2021),7 ~
9 % I U B 30 A7 . 45 A4 R SR U EE 5L N 4 ( Rohrer
et al. , 2022) . 4l JL7E PR Ais FHAS [a] 25 A 34 I
FETEAR IS 22 5%, T BE 23 S e AN [ 288 20 - 345 iy s8R L (H
Y ILTE /N2 By B A 2 i L i B v T A e &
SCABIEGE R A B HAE g BEFE R B, H G T AR ik
PE R 1) 2 A A T

] — S B 5 SCHF T S B AE . B,
Sweller 55 N (2019) & 3, 277 2] FH R 45 T HAE &
HEAT O BRRAE I, B rp — o R AR IR AL BB 38
Ty — PN RE K HEAE o RUEE G 5 BB, T B Y
HEE T E IR, E ST AN E THE S 15 %
(Paivio, 1986) . 3xX P R 4 i J7 = AH B OCHR | 1Y 18 2
A W AC A IR i, £ 3E R B i 12 ( Kartalkanat &
Giksun, 2020) . fl &4, Aussems Fl Kita (2019) &
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AR EE T B0 WS B T3 M B T 1y 3 2 4L
AE S A M 2 SR i E . TS IR BEATIA N,
TR R W E AR RS E T FEWTEE T, W
B ABATT R 2 % A3 G B 5 L (Kushch et al., 2018) .
#4n , Wakefield % A (2018) & #,8 ~ 10 % JL# &
BN HON T35, 25 T &1 B H A (8] @UFD T30 &, 95
AL A5 A BYBOR 1

SR, IR BT A WF 584 58 42 S5 T o AR AR
H o Dargue Fl Sweller (2020) & 3, 75 & 16 58
T3 Jr PR v Be i 10 A5 E o 2 90 3 F Uy
BT 3 ~5 2 G LA HZ R A7 B H XS B K
BERTWERY ., LT FHRAMMHECH WG
BT BRI 456 . £F Macoun fl Sweller (2016) ) #f
P N R S i S I VIR " N VA
T, 4 R R AL 5 s 5 M T AR 4 ) T
REE I 4 2 7o A7 4 LA 44 14 [ 12 A A2 3k (Macoun
& Sweller, 2016) , Kartalkanat A1 Goksun (2020) f)
WL BB T3 5 2 4 LIE B4
P FHERA F BT Hny 4 LT E B 1 2 Fn
2R FE W F (Kartalkanat & Goksun, 2020) , 7F
IRAT S5 I B, LK AR T SO ASUR U
WAAE T HALT RATE BT SCH BRI B A
257 e 25 4k (Tgualada et al. , 2017) . fF lgualada %
A (2017 ) BIWF5E 3 ~ 5 % 4l )L ZEoR M2 1K 3T
FHEER 28 T 558 v b B A 4 S B AD 3 26 R S B R] 1 B
B A PR AR T SR R B A BT JE T AN
P T HXT 3 ~5 2 4y LRI R E i
RORIETH % . XL T 45 R R W], TR A XA
[ 45 1 &)y JL = 5 3R 8 5% el A7 78 )tk 22 S, (HL R K
bR R T Ry £ JE A AR XS — B (Kartalkanat &
Goksun, 2020 ; Macoun & Sweller, 2016)

HETHFR A TR S Z MR AL 1%
SRS A . AL 55 (P2 B — S 4 ) b T
PR T U (Aussems & Kita, 2019) | T 7E 75 5 8 &
ZRME B 1S AT 55 v, - F0RT BE 1Y A £
(Mayer & Moreno, 2003 ) ; U2 T # Bt FiZ A
Sweller 5 A (2019) 45 i & T ¥ A B Tid 42, %
NS A I 22 AT AR BOU e T (F R A IR
SEARWY 22 5 o AN [FAR IS Y B AR B AR BERE AN
[A] (Mayer & Moreno, 2003) , 4 &)y JL 2 L 4F K )L #
1 5y 32 B 06 A5 B 3800 52 5 B 0 R SR 4R
EAMRZRETEARY k= ARMNIES iz 1K
B & m A fE 3 5 (Aussems & Kita, 2019 ; Kar-
talkanat & Goksun, 2020)
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BT LU EAF S BUR, A BE 5T B R 2. 5
USRIt S 16 N A R i i R DR RS P TR
i 4y JL e B oA 0 Wl o A2 R SR B, HL bR AR AR T
XHAFE R AL fe 2E 1 B O B R . O e, A BE
BT T AR A S B A PR A A 3 A
Wt 8 3k A AR [R) SCA (67 B U8 0 A [A] 26 R 34 1 O
X, RGN FH LR 4 ~6 24 L F L
& B

P W R L S P iR ST/ R
Xt 4 ~6 %4 JLMCH b 1
Al

2.1 HW

KT R LR, WA FRAME T H A4
JUAE LT AN TR A 32 0400 5 1 e 5 5 R e 3, DA
BN TF B 4 LR 2R 52
2.2 FHiEk
2.2.1 #ik

2 G * Power 3. 1 1§15 (Faul et al. , 2009) , &
TR B 158 449k ik BE PR UE AR 52 50 7F P S SN (effect
size f = 0.25) WRTHE F A REHAKEARE -8 >
0.8), FAHLIEH H E A A4 LR 4 ~6 %
gl 166 A, H, 4 24 )L 52 N(5H4 26 A,
M = 4.52% ,SD =0.34 %) 5 541L57 A( B4
30 A,M =5.36 % ,SD =0.25 %) .6 £41JL57 A
(BEH30 A, M = 6.22%,SD =0.30 %),
2.2.2 SREEEIt

K2 (RAFHE. HFH LFH) x 3
(FEIRUL 4 % 5% 6 %) MR E 28030, 35T
BN TS RUFNAE I 40 4l L 2 iR g,
e, N T 3 S il I AR e PR AR A A 4l LK
FEEF TR WA R4 .
2.2.3 LIBHE

(1) Jo 7 & i 43
AT e PSSR - 01 /K B9 G P — A 5

o\ — A0 A — U ) A o 4l LA S K B
B, (e, AR 6 HEL 7)) A g el i 45 352 R A3 i £
Bk XM Z N T EAN 3 ~7 245 LI
WO A R R RE D WE T (4R A, 20195 £,
ZFiE, 2020) o BEFEX MIAS SR HL AR . H Ok,
FNEENA R G AAN, 595 &b K,
O A5 S R, R SRR DK 2% A, LA S A il
T IE B SR URIEE 5 4 LAY AR

7 RH A, HL G TR S BE A% HE B i S AR SRR
BRI (B4 45, 2019) s Jm, P IR @ — 4> & 81,
S i XU HE R — 2, A A T 22 i XU FHE i
XFE R o AT R AR AR L), (— A
B AR — HT5 M) 1 oA 1 A 5 T R
B W BT AE 2 LB K S I AR (E IR AR,
20195 #BIhE, PR, 2021)

(2) BUEPEPFAS PR (NAP) ——2) JLRUHR /K
(PP Ak T H

K AUA RS 1Y ( Narrative Assessment Pro-
tocol , NAP) XJ &l JL i A K- A7 PP Ak o % T A4y
R R R IR IR )T R s A 44 TR g
Wi ZhiEl KB S 4R (X R R 5, 2017) , 3Lt
28 AN I, A A ) R AR Y g 0 ~ 3 43, W6 4
84 /3,

(3) &1 i 5 P B AL A FI S 4 1

e, CF i RTE IR BL7) (49 15 IR 181 1 4
I F Photoshop 54 fy 640 x 480 12 & , B {5 i& Wi
JEo HR G #iE AR TR A HE R E
P AN, WA RRAS BRI F AR T
R, Pk A SR R SV (J0H T 833 1F ) RAE
WS NS T T3, PR BUE HAR R 3R, R UE
o F3, a5y 4 TR I8 R 50
L P 3 TR A0 B A B 58 R AR, I 2 S 3 43 30 B
PR TR R R R A 2k B, B
JERAS B 3k 2 Y T L TR DR — B, AR
TR,

(4) JEHAT 55— 5 K AE RN,

A5 2 B Macoun F1 Sweller (2016) WA 5%,
TEER SR FT AT — D HFEE 2 2 40 b 1Y 5 $2 4T
55 BER A LR N i 1) 20 1R B N D
KESS

(5) Mtz R ——4) LR SR PG TR

R P AZ ARG 26 DA WO A 4 Al
P2 FE VAL 4 LAY Bk 5238 . BE T Stein Fl1 Glenn
(1979) 1 il =5 235 44 HE 28 K R 531 (2020 ) 19 BIF 5T, 4%
CH W ARTEMP R ) R 3 A EAEMER TR (A
Yy ) M) BRSO AT SR R
WRy AT Bl S5 R AN, % G S e R [
I, 30 S A B A B A AN R R PP A
WA BTV . PO ARUE D - 4 L4 5 3R 1 — A4
MR 1 o, WS R W 5 o 21 4y s e A
SR BEAR M —A BARW A 6 FFE N
1 N R B R 3 56 43
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E1 E@EdaEasmaE
(LAXFH, T RAFH)

2.2.4 WEF

=

U, F 5w T S U, % AR L KA

25 S AL AR ER (1) BRI 32 R
AN BE L — KR — H ), 4 LA 5%
IR, & & I 68 BUR PRV B S AT I A
(2) WA PR AU ARG 52 30 o0 4, %y LWL AR B iR
2 P P SR 5 (3) wid I HAT: 55 - MU R L 4

SERERY 1
2.2.5 EHEE

A 43 45— R e, s 35 4 L
RiER, R ICC PRA PE A — 3k 45 R Bow
BLVFA3# AERF KT R L5 N2 1 ICC &R
A 0.76 ~0.90 Z[H](p < 0.001) , FKWIPF 5335 [1]
—HE R4 (BT, S8t 1999)
2.2.6 AN FHHKE MGG ILME KT HITHE

H#R

DA 1 F0 28 5] A # i 1) 5 22 3, DA LA K
oA g AT R T 2200 . AR BOR AR IR
W) RN B, F (2, 160) 5.33,p = 0.006,
1’ = 0.06,% Tukey HSD £ iF )5 H L B ,6 %
YL E KRB EFE S TS ZM4 24 IL(p <
0.01), 554 ShILLERBFEER(p = 0.961),
FHRAN) TN AN E,F (1, 160) 1.75,
p = 0.188,1° = 0.01 4R ##% Fl T 3 5 1) 58 544 ]
REZ F (2, 160) 0.85,p 0.429, »°
0.01, UK AL LA S KV T 2% 5, 54
-5 B AR 45
2.3 XWER
2.3.1 HRFKEIHDH

EMCFEME RS 48 556 Z 4L
W3985 M = 3.12(SD = 1.69) M = 4.65
(SD =3.04) ,F1 M = 6.14(SD = 3.57), £k
HNERERIEF T, 42 556 24 ILNY-TH
Bk M = 5.13 (SD 3.11), M 9.09
(SD = 7.48) ,f1 M = 11.72(SD = 8.35) , 1 W,

%

o, TN ER H ik o
WIE, L S EET S (O RFEER . 4ILE # 1
4 1\
HRATH .
P -
s "
o TTH J -
BB ﬁﬁ BUBMEREDY]| /L \ 0/ g\ | SEEES ﬁg HHRRE
TREGILAE GILATAEE ( po e T GLEREmS
Wb H, % /| s seni i PN R
T . A / AT !\ L
. AT ?
B
2
TR ., s
_ L E ] ?/

B2 XB1E5XK2HRER
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%1 IRIPFAERADIEREERESTHES

AR L Ryl M +SD B /ME N1

4 %4 LR RUN 3.12£1.69 0 7
Nk 5.13 £3.11 0 14

544 LR E-RN 4.65 +3.04 0 11
W2 R 9.09 +7.48 0 31

6 %4 ik R 6. 14 £3.57 0 15
N BBk 11.72 +8.35 0 30

J7 25 55 PEA 0 1) 45 2 7 0 25 R R =R Y
KERRI M7 AT Levene K555, F (5, 160) =
6.20,p < 0.001;F(5, 160) = 6.33,p < 0.0017,
RUIARF A (3 42 x 2 F#ELM) (8] 1Y Jr 2247 7E
2R TS B dH Kruskal - Wallis £ 5%,
R S Y

00 R HERES AN R RES
RAFHARKR

15F M EFH
fR kK
5 S =EES
ﬁ 10
% .
&

5 -

0 1 1 1

EFH AT EFH TR

B3 RAEEFHEHEXSILEESIK
(£ . AE)WEm
(**p < 0.001,*p < 0.01,%p < 0.05, FF)

2.3.2 ERMESH

Kruskal — Wallis Fk Fl 4 56 45 3R 275, 4F % 2H X%
YL H A E RS R ER, X (2) =
22.83, p < 0.001, 3 J5#: 5 (Dunn ¥ 56 ) & 9,4
BHES HH(p = 0.012) M4 BH56 L4 (p <
0.001) B i 3 25 5 b I 75 52 R 15 4% R BE 12 B
AR O ) (2) = 21.81, p < 0.001,4 %
HE5SHH(p = 0.006)F4 L4156 HH(p <
0.001) (A AP A7 AE B3 22 S . 18 T H KA 7, bk
FLEM IR (1) = 12,45, p < 0.001 ] FIiL
FNAEELRGF (1) =9.60, p = 0.002] #17
TE S E T . 2550 W1, 4 L A I RSN 1 T #
0 I W S A B AR IR K 4 LA
5 RS 4 R, LA A T A S R
WL R
2.3.3 EES#H

H T Kruskal — Wallis k1 5 5 B4R 5 41 14 %

VAT NS Wi e U T R R R 7 B o VT
N TSR RIAT U (1 Ay 7 2278 o) XF e 3 45 44 Fi
WO N RS S, e B AT T O 2
FEPERL S (Levene £ 46 ) , 25 R s, HF 4548 52 ik
85 [F(1,164) = 0.16, p = 0.69 | fIk ENEL
ERFFrLF (1, 164) = 0.44, p = 0.51 JWyJ5 2
FEARFFRBAA Z R B EER R T 255
PR . S T ORAIE 43 BT 45 SR A AR v, FRATT IR Rl
FHFG A M H A A (Robust Regression ) #4773 4T o

T fae [ U A5 A0 2% B 8 % | A O A T S 4 A
Hikf3 (B = 0.13, p < 0.001) FIkc WAk
f#73(B = 0.20, p =0.002) -3 B A B2 Y IE 4]
RN B, 4l LA R 3G n— 2, ORI 25 4 S 3R 15
GV EE N 0. 13 43, g N 2 R 1 4 o7 24 4
0.20 43 BUANA JCTF Xy 5 2 00 R 25 0 & R
(B =1.68,p < 0.001) 5 FFHFNELIL(B =
2.58, p = 0.002) 145y, BV, A FHAHTFHA
LA RGP w168 4 IR NAER
WS- 2. 58 41

FERE YA 3L 0 B 5 1T, T e 3 45 0 B iR A
SMRBERLEY R O 0,22, & 5 R® O 0215 B ik
FNAEL R RBERE R S 0,16, %5 R® K
0.15, B, PS50 10 43 03] fff B 17 Wk 5 25 40 &2 38
1553 21% M N E R 5 15% 7B 5

20¢ BSR4
S OB B STAAS
s B OB A
L BAFHAR
& 7 REEFH
50T REHFH
®
5t
0_

4 ERBAEEFESHEER
(B AB)BINXE

2.4 IFig

WIS R AE TR 1, UM L T T3, W E
A T Hn s Y 2 LAY S AR Y S R SR B
B A 0 ) IS, N T B o 4y Lk R ik R
VR RIS B o 3X — e IR S T 1 i A5 452 v
N TRy U 5258 10 15 b, 5 98 3 V8 J7 WF 58 45
W3, M ME YD PRIE (Kartalkanat & Goksun,
2020) , W% B T 04 &y JL A ) T R H T #0015 B
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ST AR 7 AR T IR R 000 BT L IR 8 4
P EORCR . RN V5] B R R A 5
1 T 75 0 4 TP E B M G B 15 B, (Koning et al.
2009) . £ Pl f5 £ 500, RN T 9 2k 2
Ge R Y ERRE B S 4 L T A
e 5 7 o PR

5 TSR R B, 52 1 P YRR
TERER T R R T (4 77.4% )
Bl T3 (20 11.3% ) R ETF (47, 5% ) Ffs
L5 (£93.8% ) i T4, McNeill (1992) 4 Tt £
TR For R 48 A T T
SRR, S 1 RS R R, TR L XL
Bl = A 0 D L B S 5 A R TR K A £
B 4 ~ 6 % G LT R B R A AE 2
[, 52 0 2 04 E— A B TR o M G 1 B T A
8 24 80 7 R 5 P e v 40 L A 1 B
I BRI 2 5

3 S 2 AP R R 2
WA T84 4 ~ 6 % 40 L
R

3.1 BH
TESCH 1A EAl b FR AT 45 1 17 A4S S0A

(AR | 2N i e A R A = L A R R P SR S B

B, LLTE T SR S R S, 2 4% 8T i A3 A 3

AN R 28 BB N T 300t 4y Ll g 2 R 19 52 )

2N
= | .Ag
(v ’
R
PR T
rro §
,", 1 ‘
= ‘ | .‘f
-
ey 2
.5 & ; A
T

3.2 FHiE
3.2.1  #it

£ G = Power 3. 1 RYiT5 , /DT E 179 £ #ik
R PR AR A 52 55 7F h ZE RN (effect size f = 0.25) 1Y
R T A RBRRKRARE(L -8 > 0.8), HEHLIE
B E A TG LI 4 ~ 6 %)L 266 A
Hr,a 22h)L83 AN(HA 44 A, M = 438 %,
SD =0.36 %),5 %1 JL91 N(HH 44 A, M =
5.40 % ,SD = 0.33 %),6 #4%1J)L 92 A (4 54
ALM = 6.38 % .,SD = 0.31 %),
3.2.2 ZIgigit

K 4 O F- AR b s T3 g m ik
PHETH TR x 3(4ERH 42 5% .6
) By R ] S g et . AR AL AR AR IR A
LN T2 AY 1 Ry gl a) A8 1, PR s A 46 40 L
[BERET ORI € AR Y G
3.2.3 ZImda

SEHS 2 SR AT RS SRR 1 BRACHH [H], DX AR
TR, DARR & Pk T S0 A 9] - 5 5, o e g
T 640 x 480 12K, M5, BIE AT A+
(DU 22T 2808 W52 35 AR 52 )y L Bl 3500 ) B 32 F
YRR IR H T HEE. 2% Zicat(2018) B4
FE L 17 A BT R SOR L E B
PO f e 1) T4 T okl . — &0 5 1Y 2=
HE VR BRI S AR v TR &5, %
R LA BY 48 S K 3 43 30 B0 A 8 EE A, I 1
PRUFRF G RS — 3 T8 T O

Bs EafsEnmeaE
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S PR AR A P RN T 4 ~ 6 2 4 )L SR Y R

T4 RE AL 3G e 18] BRI R s AR s AR
RSN A AT 5 22 B 40 T sh A s oAl VR i A S5 An 35
PE T RRAH[H]
3.2.4 LHBERE

5O 1AL, IR 2,
3.2.5 {ESEE

P ASE DT 3 5 78 AU 7K S 45 4G R S I 28
Ry ICC HNAH X REAE 0.84 ~0.91 Z[H (p <
0.001) , 4> — B3Pk R4
32,6 AEFHRERBABELILMEKFHITMH

#R

DLAE I8 20 F0 - S R il 1e) B A2 &, LA L
BRI A B, AT IR R D7 2 0 0. 45 R B
NG E RN B, F (2, 254) = 15.08,
p < 0.001,5° = 0.11,% Tukey HSD & IE M )5 L
BWR,60 ZYILMAHE KPR EGT S Z 4%
#L(p < 0.001),5 % F1 4 % %) LAY FHIKFTC
HZXS(p = 0.396)  FHERE FRKONA B FH,
F(3,254) = 1.53,p = 0.208,5° = 0.02, 4%
HMTFHLEAMPLZHEAENARE,F (6, 254) =
0.25,p = 0.960,n° = 0.01, % P %& 4H AL 3 K F T
25 RS T A B IR A 6
3.3 LWER
3.3.1 HWRFKITHH

TER S IR 550 ,4 2 5 B H1 6 2 4 )L
(EX45 50 M = 3.07(SD = 2.04) M = 4.85
(SD =2.90)FI M = 6.36(SD = 3.26), fElik=H
WERE RIS, 4 2 5 B F 6 2 41 LIYTF- 39155
KM = 4.93(SD = 2.71) M = 9.21(SD =
6.50)F1 M = 12.21(SD = 7.37) , ¥ WFE 2,

R2 RB2HARAERAYIERETERESFHNES

AL R3] M +SD /M SN
45 H 4k iR 3.07 +2.04 1 10
N A E R 4.93 +2.71 1 12
544 LEH S R 4.85+2.90 1 11
RSN 9.21 +6.50 2 26
6 4l ERE BRI 6.36 +3.26 0 14
TR 12.21 +£7.37 0 29

J7 25 R I 1) 45 L W B A R R
KR BRI 22455 [ Levene K555, F (11, 254) =
3.31,p < 0.001; F (11, 254) = 4.17,p <
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0.001),
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JUJE B AR Al i S A R B . SXESE T ARG T
P O E, I 30 R T IR A T N T
4y Lt 52 38 52 W B F 5 0 DU 24 A% B8 ( Kartal-
kanat & Goksun, 2020) T X — W &, 1B F K
S (AT BES i E MR B S S Ah i AR E
M H2 = 15 2 TAEAZ sk . it F 355
AR S HA BRI OE R, 4Lt
TR E SE R, R ah T F AR BT R TE A
AL PR IE T 4l L X kg By BE AR R 2 42 ( MeNedll,
1992) o X FbF- 32 B 5a o L od — =5 6] 2 A 7 =X
5 B &y DL 3 Sy 5V BT 1Y) 0 B R AR, A RORR T AR b
S5 1E B K HE M (Goldin — Meadow & Alibali,
2013) o JE Ak WL ¢ RN B bR AR v T, 4L a0 3
TR AN AL B R GE 90, AMUR & TR T
AR IR TIE IR . Se Ak, 5258 2 9 11 15 45
Mrat Lm0 br b T 3o 4 Lk &2 ik 59 1 2k 1
FHBE R A7 e 4 Km0 o o BEE AR I 3 1K, 4 LAY A
HIBE T OB T BRI TARICIC AR A TR
{75l 1T RE A8 T A 0t 3 5 0k [ 5 T AR i 1
B Mg B (Holler & Levinson, 2019) , A] DL & & A
LYY A R AN LT A R U S

4 Bihe

ARG LT B A T A TR AR
[ 27 F- 345 4 ~ 6 % 4 )Ll g5 52 iR 1 52, oy 4] )
P A rh BN T 0 AR T SR AR AR

SEH 1 R, E A T RS ) 4h JLTE
FRRRI EHAF XS5 5 AT AN 2, B
FHAT LA B 4 LA R 5 SR UM G MR R o AR XU
Gt BRAE 2 o H IR ES T 3R 247 0 BERAE
B A AT X 2% 20 b R B ICAZ IR 23 TE R Z 2 —Ffue
PR SRAE IR Ak 50 W35 X5, ) — Bk Be kR AE
(Sweller et al. , 2019) , Zh JLIEME A FH 4%
PRATE [ B 57 6 = 35RO 3R AR, JF A
TR TR AR 0 F AR IO X F Sk
= B AYi01Z (Kartalkanat & Goksun, 2020) , F#4E
RPN BRI L R, BER IR E RS
5 ARG H A3 C 4l LY v ) B 1R i AR U
WH b XA BT LR 0K iEF S R A R
K (Kushch et al. , 2018) o P, A AT LA T~
Pl T BRITE RS N SRR IK [R5
HLWTE By A S SR E B

SEH 2 KB, WA bR A T AR SR ) 4h L
FEBCF R R I LT UL At 2 A SR EF

AR, I LB A % i 15 1<, bp d i T i 42 kA
AR, X — 45253 551 ABE5E — 2 (Kartalka-
nat & Goksun, 2020) , %d B br & P T 34 BE 0% 45 Bl %))
JURT R AR B AT ) R SR, R0 B
FANN bR i Pk SRAE 2 AT B AT 5 & (9 S8 3K ( Tolar
et al., 2008) , HRFEMERF T P il 22 1Y 45 AE 5 5 F 18
W55 SR AL A 0 R R R, AT LAY B
o E PR A O BLRAE AR AR (Tolar et al. , 2008 )
bt T 3w TAR ST 5 0 — A, dlad T 58 sh A
RAEF Y B IL AR L KD B E S (Aussems & Kita,
2019) , 5 HAr 15 B # Bk & T B % ( Kartalkanat &
Goksun, 2020) , I B 25 5 # 4 L BR i 592402 0 T
WAAPE T NG 1) v TR R AL S PR B XN
2, T AR AL R m AN TE . R, 7240 L S i ik
FA SRR R T T R LA TR A 3
ALFHAG R T IR A0 3R 5 hn T, M AE B 4 L
X AT IR ZI ML AL, 7 AR B R AR
SEUS 1 AL ES 2 (Y [nl I oy B A R A R B AR IR
XiF &y JL S 45 ) R S TN S O R B 3 T A )
TR o X — & 5 A SCHERAE — 3, 4 LR ik
FA R 5 O ] A AR 1 1 KB 3 ((Curenton &
Justice, 2004; Reese et al., 2010; F &, 2= §k,
2020) , AERKIJLELE LI B AR F 40 0 IE A
AR B SR Y RE 7, (A5 A B A Rk 2H LR
A (Nicoladis et al. , 2007 ; 5, 2020; X £ 45
S5, 2017) o MK MR E R T YLIEE
FEIRHE Sy, AR BT At T X e 2 5 A i B A RN A R
ML (E s, 2, 2020) . FEAE R AT, 4h
JLRIC AL BE T3 A 2 D1 7K 23 38 T A 75 A ] B8
A A% B IR 2 AR B B e A2 AR A o A A
SEF& P (Gathercole & Alloway, 2008) . K ik, Bl &
ARWE B, 4 LT TR AT Ml P A S A5 A RN 2 JT R
BB 20 B0 AL IR o Ak DEIE IR R B, T3, R S
Je bR G M T, R A2 3 i £ A BE AR I 1Y K
MG 50 o 3X 5 L2 T H4 P i AR 5 e ) i & e gk
M—F, R ER,4LTE 3.5 & 4 2 i giag iR 5
P il Ve T 401 L O SO EABATT R S T RE B
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The Effect of Adult’ s Gesture in Picture Book Shared-reading
on Story Retelling of 4- to 6-year-olds

ZHANG Wenijie'*** YANG Li' WANG Yaqgin' ZHANG Xinyue' FAN Wei'*"’
(1. School of Education Science ,Hunan Normal University ,Changsha 410081
2. Cognition and Human Behavior Key Laboratory of Hunan Province ,Changsha 410081 ;
3. Institute of Interdisciplinary Studies ,Hunan Normal University ,Changsha 410081 ;
4. Institute of Psychology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101)

Abstract; The present study examined the effects of adults’ gestures in picture book shared-reading videos on story
retelling among children aged 4 to 6 years. In Experiment 1, 166 children aged 4 to 6 years were randomly assigned
to either a natural gestures group or a non-gestures group. The results showed that children who viewed the shared-
reading videos with natural gestures performed better in story retelling than those in the non-gestures group. Building
on these findings, Experiment 2 randomly assigned 266 children aged 4 to 6 years to four groups: iconic gestures,
deictic gestures, beat gestures, and no gestures. The results showed that children who viewed the shared-reading
videos with iconic gestures performed better in story retelling than those exposed to deictic gestures, beat gestures,
or non-gestures. Moreover, the facilitative effect of gestures, especially iconic gestures, on story retelling became
more pronounced as the children grew older. These results indicate that adults’ gestures in picture book shared-
reading videos are beneficial for enhancing story retelling in 4- to 6-year-old children, with iconic gestures showing
the most significant positive impact.

Key words:story retelling; adult’ s gestures; picture book shared-reading; young children
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