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Abstract

To investigate the developmental characters and formed reasons of number preference, a total of
1186 subjects from the third graders, the seventh graders, Senior One students and undergra-
duates took part in this experiment. They were asked to sort number 0 - 9 in terms of the likeabil-
ity degree using rank-order methods. Results indicated that: 1) when the index is percentage, both
the third graders and the seventh graders least liked the number 0, whereas they most liked the
number 1 and 6, respectively. Senior One students and undergraduates both most liked the num-
ber 7 and least liked the number 4. 2) When the study uses the average score as the index, the
number 6 was the favorite number for the third graders, the seventh graders and Senior One stu-
dents, while both the number 6 and 8 were the favorite numbers for undergraduates. In addition,
the third graders most disliked the number 0; Senior One students and undergraduates most dis-
liked the number 4; and the seventh graders most disliked both the number 0 and 4. 3) The rea-
sons mainly include the implied meaning and luck, which may be influenced by different cultures
and personal experiences, etc. These findings suggest that the number preference of Chinese stu-
dents gradually develops with the growth of age.
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FKAFFHINEERE=ERK. ¥1— B ARZERFREFNRRIGREBRER. SREH: 1) ZHU
B2 ONRRR , SEFNY—2ERBER1IM6, BAER0; B—MREEZRERT, RAEKL. 2) 5
PLPERA/ S NN, ZE%. ¥R —2ERER6, KEERER6NE. A, =ZFEHEA
BWRO; ¥I—BRAEROM4; B—RREEZAERS. 3) HEMIFHERFEERE THEERNRES
1B, WHRZZITXWAMAZHFERRNENE. XERIZAREFDEZIHR “ER6M8, Bih
47 KIBFARE o

XKigid
By, RBRR, WEX, MAEH
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1. 5]

e il 5 T T RRBEMIRF RSCFR T 2R, ERAERIEAURSIETH RO T, RS
EFENAEE, TR T RA BT SR, AT ECT 16 2 f A2 H SO D RE IV £ 23R L (Ang,
1997; Hock, 2004; %Kik, 1995).

B HC R as, i8N R E B 10 Bk B 5% (Agarwal et al., 2014; Boyd, 1985; Kramer &
Block, 2011; 3%, sKik4H, 2011). Kendall A1 Smith (1938)WF 5T FREA AT KIN, T 1EE NN
U, FEARFRETFIA TR RMNBENL AT o X P AS F R T 2 Z R AR, e 4 N8 8 A7 1 14
MG, (HFR P SAMEE. PU7 NERECT 3 M7, FUONEN#EAE, REEMENET. 5
Ab, MIARTE (BJEHIMEY w, BRERARTE S+ = AN B KR SE, BJRfeT st 7+ Lk, X4
RAEEMTOGR 13 5. KTy B IR 13 #ARERRIE R, T AT RG24 RAEE
REM—K, Bl “EBEEHT” (Boyd, 1985; Kramer & Block, 2008; Palazzolo, 2005; Pokryshevskaya &
Antipov, 2015; Shum, Sun, & Ye, 2014). FEME—NIERE PR B & ORI E K, BA LI E S T
ZEMRZ N B, Fan 6 FlE &)y “dx” M 7, E R Ih ARG, 8 A1 9 & e “K”
R ERRMFIKA T 4 FEER “38”7 , ZEMRZ NRZIE REE (Agarwal et al., 2014; Ang, 1997;
Jiang, Cho, & Adaval, 2009; Levy et al., 2011; Lip, 1992, 1995),

SR, X ep B i 0 e 32 2k B T30 70 b, SSIERTEFRAR D> Ang (19971 F L i R B3R
69 4 O LAERH [ BE AR 87 0~9 WIsRis 2 it AT vF 7y, AR ERIH T 8 W EREmT 4. ©
S SRUEE (2010) 8 FHARE M B BEALHNAE T 1482 4] — R m = A, BRI 0~9 ik =
ARAE R E T, FHRATRES R 80 &8 e 3 NE A, S5 R 2 AR
Fbf, A1 ERET 6, K6 MREZWR: SAZRET 4, FOAAIZARIET,

P & — NBEE R R . SO AR I 3 2 & (Hamerman & Johar, 2013; Hock, 2004; [k
i, gkt e, 2009). CAEWFFANE 5L 7 —Hr BB M IT B0%5 20 FRAR MG I ) A PR B i 47



TE I RIS T e, EEES NI SR LB B4, AN Snd Sk i 5 s ml et (150, skiltal,
2011)0 HB4, MRITERBMESRLESICHA — @8 i rh A, Bermif 2 g sm? ik, &
SEREB BRI D AEAE A B L GO BREETT AP AR ROR Z2 3 (PRS2 1E, 2009), Al T Her Wl i 2 5 BAFAEAN R ?
H=, REF LR ERET 6, BFENRERIINE 8. HA, CEMFMHEMR TIERI KT SR
F 6 b2 87 BN, FREHATIEA TSN, E MR EE, FECRERE . A,
TEAEG S P87 ST 28 SCAR SR I 22, e w2 75 B B Rs 202 R R AT A2

AW T H R AR O R I R I R e R O R R, AT =7 I HERE: 5, R THE
RG], BT NE =R W — @ AR AR B A k. ok, BmT50
HANE RGBS WA T B EDWEAI N — 20, 2 B T 0, o i & 55
M(EF5H, &R, 20055 BB, B, 2009; Sudka%, 1989), MABFFRMAHIL T F=, &
T 50 A T 2 A 20 B Xk B e A 5 R AN B 9 i [

2. 73k
2.1, #it

KH 14 RN E =R W @ R A YA RSB BL T 1186 A4S T 588, B
B L AR ST 72 25, SLIEE RS 1114 4y, AREN 94.7%. Hrh,
—AEZL 230 4k, B 110 A, 120 A(M=8.91 %, SD=0.37); ¥I—4EL 286 &k, F 147 N, &«
139 A(M=12.89 %, SD =0.38); 44 298 &4k, 5 133 A, % 165 A(M=16.19 ¥, SD = 1.80);
KA 300 &R, 4% 150 A(M=20.06 %, SD=1.72).

22. 1=F

SR FHA )t AN AR AR it B A o 2. BRI HOAIESLF 04 1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 7. 8. 9 MK
BB IA BRI FEEAR AR E 43791 B $5 E XRAR B AN BT SR A
2.3. BURMIAR G4

BB ORI R B R R BT 0~9 IX AN ECFHEF S8 5 U 7 I F AN R S, AN B0 3 i
BB IR 1, 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 7. 8. 9 110, SRJG 41t DY el ont A B e B i =Xk
FRAERNB A G, 78— . &5, BIUAM RGN %588 ot T EE N
B EMNT, S Z 0 BE R R .
3. &R
3.1 RERMRAERBFEABENE

T AR NSRS A AFE, AT BRI EAT e, BATE =%, ¥—. &M KFEAER A
B B A E R AN S E o e T gt . SRR NRERIIAES, =ESHAERT AL
e LA 6, VI—FRAERPHARIS AR 6 F 1, m—FA00e 7 M 6; REFEAERER T S
&%, HUGE 0. NBAERMMAES, =FEHAY)—HAERTFEALIE 58 0 fl 4, & —FEHRAER
1535 4 F10; KEFARAER 4 ASRE, HUGE 7 (LE 1).
3.2. ENMNIFEHNEBHZERESSY

SHFAN B IR 34T 4 (A =R ¥—. m—. K¥AE) x 10 (B 0~9) 1t & 52 & 7 24y



M, Hrb, B ndHnER, APhHNERE. SRR MA NN ERRE, BE: F(9,9963) =
47.65, p<0.001, #°=0.89; ZH%]: F(3,1107) =2.71, p = 0.043, 5*=0.10. HF L5 158 HAF 5.3,
F (27, 9963) = 4.72, p<0.001, #2=0.01.

fRT N BT 5 SRR W, ARG AE T 6 PSR kS 8 TREEF 2, WmTHE
5, pfHEAHN0.003; HF8 51, 7 LREER, HEMENFHERRIHEERT 6, & THF
4, p{EAE KN 0.003; T 2. 3. 5. 9 M PIEHE 5 R ECT 6 F18, &K pEA 0.044; H7 41
PRERAF RE ST 0, MK THE 8 MY, p EMKAN 0.016; 5 0 M PHERG T RIK, R
EHRTHEHT, p<0.001.

W25 807 1R 6 P53 b S 5 ZRAEE 246, ¥m T e s, p Ei KN 0.048;
HWrs5ihh 9 LREES, HaTHEHT, pmmEN0.035; $T 8 Fl 9 M F%RME 5 BT AL
FLA6, TiE TS0/ 4, plEfkEh 0.035; 2. 37 PSR SMET 1. 5 /16, (HET
70, plEHAN 0.043; H7 0 fil 4 (PSR A5 Ik, p E i KN 0.043,

AR 6 R 8 PP ST i, S T HEHE, p &N 0.029; HE 9IRS 1., 2
T ZE R DAL, KT 6 A8 TMim T HEHT, p AR AN0.018; Hv 1 M2 P15 0457 & AIK
T 68, MmT 0F14, pfEHEAN0.002; ¥ 3. 57 MEZMT 6. 8F9, MimT 4, plAK
490.013; 7 0 (- PIR BUK, BrE 3. 7T BREFERZIN, RETHF 4, p=0.001; 74 1T
Bk, BEETHE OANMT, pH¥/NT 0.001.

REFARHE 6 F1 8 P IE 94T i e, BIRE S THEHE, p A& KN 0.004; 5 0. 1. 2,
3. 5. 7. 9P fEY, KT 6 M8 T =T 4, p{EAKA 0.004; HF 4 (- FI5E R4S i
i, BT HE 9 M, pfEIH/NT 0.001.

I, AR VU ZH A3 N & 307 (R P 3 5 4S50 SR B 0 3 SRS 2 AR R Z 0Bk )5 48 1T,
2009), HEEETTZEIMINEER, 43 5IHEF H AR 0 55 T (W22 2).

3.3. REZ#h

MR, B AERCT A SR R A
AP RV IR, (U E S HEFR AL, #7
AL B ) — (WA 3)s

/

wREE, BAER . REREFEMEI L. Rk
em RS RO o, EENE RS

Table 1. The percentage of the most like and least like from 0 to 9 of four groups
2 1. MAWRITETF 0~9 RERME AL ERMALE 77EE(%)

FERE 205 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
=R 6.1 17.8 10.9 3.0 5.7 6.1 15.7 5.2 13.9 14.8
Hl— 12.2 13.6 11.2 5.2 21 35 175 7.0 11.2 11.2
T EW
=i 6.0 10.4 8.7 8.4 5.4 6.4 13.8 14.4 13.4 13.1
KA 14.7 6.7 8.7 8.3 9.7 6.3 9.3 16.0 10.7 9.3
=R 40.0 7.4 8.3 5.2 20.0 26 0.4 3.0 35 8.7
Hl— 27.3 49 15.0 6.6 15.4 8.7 1.4 5.2 5.9 14.7
A E IR )
e 17.1 5.4 8.7 7.7 32.6 5.4 3.0 104 3.4 8.4
KA 11.7 6.3 6.3 5.7 29.0 5.7 4.3 15.3 3.0 12.0
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Table 2. The average scores and rand order of the most like and least like of four groups
7z 2. MAWIRTT 0~9 EXRIZE I EHFRE T (M) BFRINF

Al 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

M 3.49 5.75 5.44 5.54 4.82 5.64 6.57 5.73 6.25 5.72

Z8% Z % -0.28 0.36 0.28 0.31 0.10 0.34 0.62 0.36 0.50 0.34
e 7 3 5 4 6 4 1 3 2 4

M 459 6.19 5.50 5.41 4.75 5.98 6.47 5.16 5.62 5.53

— Z 5% 0.05 0.47 0.28 0.26 0.08 0.42 0.56 0.18 0.33 0.28
G 7 2 5 5 7 3 1 6 4 5

M 491 5.66 5.69 5.31 3.77 5.31 6.90 5.22 6.49 5.95

" Z 53 0.10 0.33 0.33 0.23 0.2 0.23 0.65 0.21 0.59 0.42
AL IG5 6 4 4 5 7 5 1 4 2 3

M 5.46 5.49 5.46 5.23 433 5.51 6.26 5.32 6.24 5.48

REE Z 5% 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.28 -0.05 0.28 0.53 0.26 0.50 0.28
= lilag 2 2 2 2 3 2 1 2 1 2

Table 3. The choosing reasons’ frequencies and percentages of four groups
7 3. MARIRIEFRERNSIUR R B S

ESY 2
ZH 51 HEEER RBUE Hit At
WEEE NV
=R 237 (49.7%) 130 (27.3%) 73 (15.3%) 22 (4.6%) 15 (3.1%) 477
Hi— 236 (47.8%) 124 (25.1%) 83 (16.8%) 19 (3.8%) 32 (6.5%) 494
m— 272 (49.4%) 152 (27.6%) 70 (12.7%) 32 (5.8%) 25 (4.5%) 551
KEEE 288 (51.8%) 147 (26.4%) 46 (8.3%) 45 (8.1%) 30 (5.4%) 556
s, \
4. g

4.1 BFWMFHRREFR

AR TR ERAANE, BERPAR 12 MR 5 B T A B IR 3 805 0~9 ARHRS . 55 DA
FOMLEL, BEA Bty MARZHAI.

B, MMNEmERANBE LRI EERE , B Rl AR — DR RIS . =R = 0T 1,
V)R 6, RIEREm—MREERER 7. ZFHFERERIE TR 1, FESEIRGH K,
PUOMMBATTIR 2 NAEHZE — 40 . SLENT SR 8, ¥ ERENECT 6 WAMRZ, RUIMATER
SV FEIR (15 5%, kita, 2011). A2, m—MREARENET 7 WASRE, IR
By 6 58, XAEAMITRKIAIN L —. EEFFRA=Jrm, K2 ihAy—EH 7 K, Hik7
FE AN ET K7 (Boyd, 1985); H T RMEKIRSZ 75, FriMbfIBmE sy 7, =228 H
A I R 5 PR R o

MEBA BRI AELRE, BAEREIET RN 0 BHIARRE 4 K. Hh, ZFEHNY)—AERAE



RIVBFHRSE 0, kA2 4, BHMELG AU ST 4 AE RIS BR LR bA1, B R
FEFEE . ATHRAER 0 FEEHERXMSTH K, HTHF 0 iEELE", BWEEARSZEED,
MABA T AR X A ZEHI RS, FTUERT T 4, AAITEE R 0. e — ARl A B X # 2 4,
KR & R “FE TV AT R, XGRS 7T —8 (10, skits, 2011; Ang, 1997; Lip, 1992, 1995;
Kramer & Block, 2008, 2011),

Fk, U ERAR 5 NIRRT H SRS, rlE IR E AL GRS N2 7 Bl A0S 1 1 KR
WO M R A, B =AM R R R A BB, UGPSR o e m A R L 6,
XU G A 6 REMET . NIRRT KEECEMmE] T SEReA, JFHRIRRE—EHAR
TEHAFAE . TR 2 8 BB WA — MARXS BT LR . =R AR - 6 A1 8 Y= S o s T
BRI 5K (2011) AR S — B W1 R A AR R 6, T SR R ) S A
X FEEAA A B ARE K. AR, Y8l 8T 1 MERERAESE =, R ] hE
AT A B ) iR R — A % B 8 WAL T8I, SEXMREEEER. s AEx 4y 8 1)
LI, BRI REEAEPEAN BT 8 MRS N, 5407 6 —EIHFIIH .
WL, Bl E T 8 BRI T IS YR, WERM, SZAEGCEENE (Ang, 1997; Jiang,
Cho, & Adaval, 2009; Kramer & Block, 2008, 2011).

B, BRI, UAMER BRSO R A BRI T Z 0 M 4, (HiEF - DIEERUKERE, 5
AN ERNBA 73 I Z BURM L . BARRBIE =R R A BT 0, kA 2 4, R BRI
MATRAEREE 7, WAER LA . XRUIHEG S Sy 4 ST~ A8, H
BT 22 ) G e N L, Fr DM TEE AR S XK 0 MiHE 4. W) — A4 P58 /0 sk 250y 0 fl 4, =%
Z A R 2, BN 5 LS 2 (AR 5 5 B T 0 28 DL ] e 0 A At VA SRR TR X P o T o —
RIRAEREE T 4, LA 0, ZERWE —AERERT 4, IFE ORI RGTHARHE G )
TRFHEG X 4 BRPERA S BERT A8y, RUMEG T 4 BE S WRAER
FAEISC N

W= WNEENECT ERAISERINE R B BEE R RE . WER 2 aTAEH, R Z 2 H s
R =G Y ME BN BT S RINFH 7 ANER, AR R RN B )
FIP N FERENE—FERRER . R, REEFARERIT RE =AY, EFED. BT &
WET 6 A8, EAEW 4 LS, HE-EMEFRF SRS REZR, KRS i
GRLITE K BEC AR REATE . 1522 MK (2010) R B 24 AR B B30T 6, Ang (1997) Ml B Hh [
FEHR TAE R N B R 8. T ASHIE 78 R IR 2 A i B B BE A 6, XA 8, XS R T4
AFEIR TAE R A N0, X AT RE S R AE I AL A N AL A 5% REMATC R RAEN, B8
RIERAZ M LAER A, R A AR BL R A5 EReE 2 T REAEARAT.C B Hh #5545 8 22
(Kramer & Block, 2008, 2011).

4.2. BFmWFHIREER 54

SR, SN DR I i B R R O R R RIE . Ry, R R TIH
o5 N R 18 [ E T (Hamerman & Johar, 2013; Kramer & Block, 2011), FEHHAKIH: H—, JHHE
TG AP E RS RS SR B, 37 6. 8 A9 M A BIUNIR. RAA, JERGA. &I
KAEEMNNEE: T 4 SN, MNMAETRAEFEE, XL R (Ang, 1997;
B, 1995; ign, sKiEEA, 2011). HAEGCA 6 MIE &I ‘7 AR, AREUFFRR A KRR
BHer 6 Ml NSRS RIRB R, H, RETMNANGET. B, FOoEI N EER %



S RINBT R K, IR BRI T . R, WRENMF AL 2], Tt
SR IRIXANEF (Hamerman & Johar, 2013). 3 H 118 & B0 N2 P 2 S7 8 - i 4 32 it AT
MR AR A2, YN BURE SN, BT REN—EHEF (Agarwal et al., 2014; Kramer & Block,
2008, 2011; Pokryshevskaya & Antipov, 2015; [Rskit, skiftfii, 2=, 2009; 435%, 7Kidkdd, 2011).

X 0 AL R AE AR SRR, TTRe S k. DT 0 o, FEAFEMAENE, &
HEAMAE; HOERBESUL—THEEATH. B, =89 ¥l—. & FREEROHEIK
FFE KUK L 45.5%-33.3%- 4% A1 0%, SILAWT T RIS 0 0 AT R A5 8223531 5 5.7%-15.6%.
16%F1 23.7%, W SEIZEH ETHEEaH: MSAE—TE A 73 5 45.5%. 46.7%. 40%AH1 38.2%, ZZALH]
W B RN K, H I LO B s o B AT, AR UG, 2% ) BRGT H (i o () BT ER K 5 17 4 B K
PR B RO, RSN, BB R R

G A O B <=7 HRREREGI G “ ZH R M R a0 HREZEAF XMEE. RN
JEA A R R IR A 2 5 FIRE R, AT ZHAE m L TIRATIY AR A B A&, A
NHEERFE, REEHIANRE. BE /NS AVCNE IR, RRBOEE R, TEREE,
BAWRME SRR, 2014). SAVCHEEE S TEMG gy <387, #odh 2 15 FigE EE
A RE 3 B2 9 2 AL R

b, S BT, RAAUEREEGUHE =AM, BERFF 6%, RIHERE
AT S BB AR G R IR . SEGWAEA— B2, AP A A AR BB “ LA
R DMENE” M— Mo, mRICYEBRIIAMEZ R T2 T 4G IR EC TR BT s R 1 B
DIET 0 A, TERE—ANEL e RV EXFRTERE, A BRI R Z 2 1.

5. &hig

1) U SRR A B AT BINECE 70 LM FRARI, = 4R ZORAT]— A A i R 0T 0 a2 1A
6, BAEMMIERE 05 i MRFEMBRERT, RAEK 4,

2) HLLFEISERAT o NTRARIN, ARG WAt A i AR 6, KA BRI 6 M 8. AR
FAERAERET 0, HUGE 4 ¥l —#AEHAENR 0 M 4, m—#EHRAEN 4, HIOE 0 KR
AER 4.

3) Huy-fwdy (R E R H T HA BN R EIZ, AR H U NG IR .

E&UH

AR R E K B RB AR H (eSS : NSFC31300844) 1% . B2 . g . f
L T KA. I AT B S B T SN .
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