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Abstract

The non-symbolic number system is fundamental to human numerical cognition. Current research
on the relationship between the non-symbolic and symbolic number systems is divided. Some be-
lieve that the non-symbolic number system underlies the symbolic number system, while others
argue that the symbolic number system enhances the non-symbolic one. Existing studies have
overlooked the impact of representation mechanisms of the non-symbolic number system. To elu-
cidate the relationship between the two, it is crucial to focus on the concepts of representation mod-
es and the role of representation mechanisms in the non-symbolic number system. This will allow
for a more comprehensive understanding of research in this field.
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1. 531§

RN FIE NG BN T EZEHRG Sy, HAAENERIRE, 04550, 2GS mAEAEE
TER, TEAEKRIEL EHHEEREMAE. KR THA R RS TES /RaMF58EZ 579
(Symbolic Number System, SNS)Z 4k, EAFFE 53PN %6 R I HERT 5 208 % 4t (Non-symbolic
number system, NSNS) (Rugani et al., 2014). X Fah¥okid, XFMEFSHERG W o HE, Fla, =
W2 I AR BB R AIAE RN S, f o e Bl N B K I vt 3R DA ILBE A4 £ 1) XU (Agriillo et al., 2016;
Gross et al., 2009) . TR, K THAEFF SHUE KRG T HE RSB HI KR B BN 1A (Peake &
Rodriguez, 2020), XFULBFARENI S HFA—E. BRHAAE NN, EFSHERELFTSHERLNHE
fith, M AN R E AT SR RGN ERF SR KRB A (EHER . A, K2 EW 20 T R
HIFEF R, TR 2 A R AE 7 O ARAE . RS HRAE . T RAE)RAE — 2, X AJRe 1S A )
JRRZ —o Rk, SRAENLE A DT 5T il e e U it 7RIS . RSO WIERF S HE RGFH K, X
HFRIENSFATIRNRD,, ) BB B R AENL D A R G2 R0 RIS MR AL, SRR BB 32 4t
R

2. EFFSHERS

WRAEHMETO R, AT B AR5 08 RS0 ARSI R R 4 (Exact Number System, ENS; /T 4)Fi1
I ALhEE: 5 48 (Approximate Number System, ANS; KT+ 4) (Feigenson et al., 2004). XM & 1E NEUR R S8 H)
HEHM 7, LRI T NEECEA R R R IRl (Hyde et al., 2014; Park & Brannon, 2013).

21 HHBERS

AT 1~3 57 4 MERIHMTREF R . POEMIN T, JERERFSLB RS IR, NIz R RS
PRRONFE TR R4, 8K 1AIE 5% 2 45 (Object Tracking System, OTS).

R RAINTEERRE 3 382 4, XA 4. AT RFLELL PRI 7 #E 3 KRG, 4
a1, Hyde (2011)&I4h)LTEMN T. 3 MRS R I H B m I wERa v, (2 980 3 AN, gL HErfs i
B TR O FOs R e BRI, BN IR A BRER 3 MR R R4, (A7EERER
4 ABYE 2RI ST R B, RN E RN T 3 AN DA (ST A R 2 38 21 PR 3 (Franconeri
etal., 2010). 4RI, WAWAE KIEHEE RFMVCEWRIRE 4. Glan, GOAE K, BEAETFE Y
K, JLEAEINT 4 NIRRT RS It 2442 5 (Starkey & McCandliss, 2014). 1X—45 F3E B, BEE LIRS
HIEIE, FHREERSGMWRIRATEES M 3 NS 4. EsMIMBT ARt RBT 4 MERHl. i, B
HRD, ERRE A F RN A A R R UAE 1A 2, 2 A1 3. 31 4 Z (AT RN,
ENEESEFEMBEFEZNE T MNAE 455, 35 6 ZABHTEBEN, ENEESHEILIER, X
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FIEIRIRAE X 05T 4 ECER H I T B2ABR I (Wood et al., 2008). PA EARIZEREH, HEHLER
SR BRYE BB AT Be 22 R SR B0 AE 55« AR BN FUK B KPR AN RN T A BT 22 57

Pylyshyn 71 Storm (1988)#2 th ZARIB R RGE 16, H TR IAEE R R0 THLH . 3R\ ks
AR RG R — PRI . — X —HRAETT 2, B AT DU I 22 J& Mgk AT R AE(Mou & Van Marle,
2014; Revkin et al., 2008). 7EAETIECE RGH, NI FAELSRIMK R BOIMEEA AR, &
MG B — S FRIE. SRR 5] 587 [ s E BNy, OTS i R EATHIE B
(Van Marle et al., 2018), filtn, P MAEE RIS —NEHR, BIRRAH BT R R ZE a2 m “W
A7 ARG, H OTS AJ BLHH —X— i 0 A R R R e b o e & rh WA I 0 . 4 MR [R] I Y
WS, RGENEANVRSE—MME— RS, TPRRS SRR B A R E T —
MAERE TR E R B, OTS Refg kil 2R 51 HE 5 2 M 2R, MmEFSERI . Zh—xf
— W A REAE TS OTS HERA LR MR AL, HA RO IR R S rh IR . RS R RS
FEIBR ), 12 B8 H T A0 B2 U 20T P PR 1) 5 380

TEGHLAI I FE b, BIF 83 R IR 1t 5 22 4 RO X A 2 XU T P 7 (Intraparietal Sulcus, 1PS) AR
Ut j7 JZ (Prefrontal Cortex, PFC) (Cantlon, 2012; Nieder & Dehaene, 2009). A, IPS 7E MR TEii A\ #e 4
FIHCRFAER S AP E CHAER, T PFC U2 5 %0E I EL BB R (5 (Nieder, 2016). BL4F, Piazza
22 N(2012) KB, K R [ T B2 J2 (Bilateral Lateral Parietal Cortex, BLPC)/EAG i £ i R 40 th
HEME, I HEBEACHE B K SR LWL A AAE ] 2 2 5

22. iKW BERS

IR R G MK T RSO T, X2 KT 4 MEAERF S R AT T B R R e (O H
PH, 2019). XFFRT 4 FEAERFSHUE, MAMRMEEA LTI AR, 58493510 2 (Weber’s
law), RIS/ NECERIPERSER, RSB, IEFZREE . TR RGN R R R R T
Hefiti(Dietrich et al., 2015), JEEZERE ST IRZ O 5 -

IR R G0l F W2 — N R4 P05 B i 2 (Cantlon et al., 2009), B 4AERFS5E KT 4 5, A
AT 32 PP B0 A U5 0o R 0 A B R (2 il e 1) 5 B8 ) O bt 22 S B T “ Wi ” AR
AN, T MRS BUR IR AR 4 P 0 R B(w) (Mazzocco et al., 2011). BR T HMA &%, EfFEHEEE
NI AL KR RGELE AR, (BB RECE U AT, A5 R AR T A0 R A T 4L
{2 (Halberda et al., 2008), RBI/MATE LU AR5 50EmT, I E RS0 0T A JJBGR T
MR R AR SR 4 E . seAh, TEMSCT A, BEAE RIS R R, IR R
G R 2 S . 4L 3 3] 6 & I IT AR R Gt B 7 AT i (Halberda & Feigenson, 2008);
5 2 2 IE AR A 16 11~30 2 K Ia EUE R G E /AN, 30 % A Ak BT, 2 )5
52218 T F#(Halberda et al., 2012).

AR RGN TALHA 2 A R0 A i B A Y AR . I i EL R 7 (1) 72 DU B BB 284 (Four
Stages Model), ZBAYNITAIEE REAFEBWE B PRI B, RIS B S G B B 5 Y
M B (Piazza & lzard, 2009). {EEGEMT B, XA BV S BTN T 7ERRAELLIT B, AN PR
& Rk HECERAS S, T LB bR ERS X, IR Rk B s s SRR R AR e RS B
S, BE, FERIEABER OIS, RMBNE: REHIAEEEN R, ST 28R
SRR, A REECR, XN IERRIE R T ORI W, AR R . DU B
RIZE Stoianov Al Zorzi (2012) Kt E AR 45 3] T ESZ .

PEHLE BIRIFFE e, Kb TH - X35, G L2 T 4 V4 (Intraparietal Sulcus, IPS)7E TV EUE: R 48 b 4y
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e E

BE R A G WD RMILIR SR (MR AT 7T, RIS AN TARRF S BCR H AR5 B, T
1 NG R (Mock et al., 2018); A BUARER A RE I ) LB BT T X Seea 5, a8 R 0 g 2 i 2
T B K SRR RIRE ) L# (Libertus et al., 2014), b4k, 7EHAZERZMIEFTEH, P2p BRSH A0 A i B i AL
AN TR CEETER . Rubinsten 55 N i@ s LEEUT S, RILTIALIX HIARAE 180~300 ms [H] () P2p 47,
LB AN AR Y1 32 2 B0 L 2R A B 2 SR (Rubinsten et al., 2020); Park 25 A FEF 1] 1 B oL it i 1 (1
ST, SRR TR IX AR 1K) P2p B3I 52 2 30 AR IR 520 (Park & Brannon, 2013).

3. I SHERGHIRIENH

FEVMAE MBI TT, BIFF03 MR 0 TR BCRVE B AR 5 B R G R ALy SN PR, —Foxt 3 Bl
4 LU B/NSCR RS HRRAL, 53— Fixs 4 BLE KRB CRAL . 2R1, I ERE], (URIESCE T
FIFANRESE 4 X p RAL M Z Tk, FEAG B ECR R e b ] BEA7 AR IR AL, B /INEURT I T AR P REA7AE
ARBRATT R FRER, TR R G thr] BeA7 A2 R R AL .

3.1. FEMRRIE

DAAE —SERF FE 3 D R B R AIE B2 AN Gl /N T 3)RAE, 11 5 — et R E I, iR
Bk /N, ANMARE T REXT AT RS IR RAE, 0 — SRR SED, B ARME LR R 45
it AT REAELERS IR AE. 40, Wang, Zhang Al Gong (2016) 78 £ 8, BIMELEIN T AT 3 %ER,
JLEE A AR R I N B RS B PR AR . X R BA A AT TR T ANS BN TRE 77, T HLRe8S HEif Hh3&
TEM B AR AR BB #E— M, Gallistel A1 Gelman (2000)3] N\ T JERF 5 308 R 4G h ks i R A 0L,
fAITERH, ZhP AL L] Recx it N AE 30 RGURFG I RAERE . X — W AEkAR 115 HIA Az
Ay ) UNAEIN TAF5 BN 7 B R IS IR AE W o AT A8 7R 1 RIS LE 38 B B 155 S HF
AL T, AN P R N AL AR T e 3 R EAT RS B v BRI SR AE 38 3o bR, Revkin 45 A (2008)
PR Tt — 0 a1 SRR RGN, MRS AT — e R H . A sk
B, FEHEAT IR AIECFE ER, B R AR S FECERAE, MR AR I LTI B & A 2

IXFPRAET7 SAE AR ) T VPTG o R BN B I 2o Mk s 2, B 32 VT A (8 5 S B Bl 2 [ A7 7R 2
KF. Xfit, F7E 1996 4 Case F1 Okamoto $2 H 7 £k R %! (Linear Ruler Model, LRM), ZF it WA
KRR RN, BFMEAEZ MRS —X— KR, B m—A A, MR )%
AR B3 0 — AN B A7 (Hyde, 2011).

SFAEHRAE, BT 2R —xf—MILE 73R, I n] it — A5 VAT RS B R AE A BN A A
fiEo AT PARSHRAEYS KB ECRE RN I T XEWE, i TR KA, MR — AN e
(RIS ) P 56 SRR BRI o N, FEAR o 37 s b (BT 230U, AATTRERS TLT-Bk (B3R A7)
R, SRR AN ERAE— VA N (0 4 ANECED), XFPREIHARA “REL” (subitizing). XN
TR ARE &, FEAE AR THE N2 D, et YU ik it 5 = il . Mk, 2w
KRR AL R R D0 LA ) B 5 R i B4 . AR R U, MARTEIN TRCR M EER, F5 2751
PR BAREAT N T, SR RN TR ) B A B0 3 i 3 in o X Fp o5 SAE AT D Sk B0 A i T
BORHIBER IO, MA TS B — 0 I 2 naA> S i, BRI RS 1 FEFER B4 (Anobile et al., 2012).

3.2. IE{AFRAE

SRERARALARXT R, S AARAL RS, T AN LA AR Sk S 7 sSORRIE AR S BEGE S, #0E
SCN— R B B T07 58, BT — X 2 (100 A sUR ALK -
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—Iji g Starr, Libertus A1 Brannon (2013) @47 BT, AT, SRS THUE THE R, Hik
FAE T RF AU RAL, 1X 3 B RIS LE N TR B 0 25 2% i I, AL ARt mT Re S B4 Bh /R - [RIISF Odic
S5 N (2013) IR L 4t — 0 [ B T T ALRAELERE MR LT O B PR, RIS IR E R, MATEE
ITRERTH AT, AR A — @ W, HIXF “Bi” FIKCPRE e, X s
i, BMETERSHEE RS, T RAEH 2 A RIE R E .

TR AEAE AN 2 PG P (1 SE I SONST AR 5. Dehaene L7 1997 4l & BLE I LR AL I £ =
TR AELEST R B, DRLMTE 2R A 9N BOe AR R SR A 3R 7 S B, B LR AE IR AE AT T B
Wetbo ZAERLULI, BUE R X AL, AR AATIAE 7R 3 6 /N B B sk . S RO B
AECTRSORA B s HL W00 B - 4 R TR 2 LB R0 5ok B Bk AT R4 i), LA R B B AR A2
TEE(5 2 T, 2013). 2 00 B4 ) LAN B N AERF 5 BUE A TF 0T 78 80 SCHr 17X — 7Y (Libertus et al.,
2011, 2014). B FZ, ERARAERA “—x2” WomRaEr X, HEES R r#un g1k
LRMERAE

4. REFABHBERGZEXRHRN
41 FFFSHERZNFSHEBRGNXR

I AUEE R G (ANS)MIRF 5 80 R 48 (SNS) 2 NBECAANRII P RIZ 0 R S8, B0 A 5Tn TAERF
SRR (AR R B E) AR5 SR (B R ER) o B K 2R G e AR ELVE T B R SRR
e KRB R EE ., Il 5 1% (Approximate Origins Hypothesis) Fl1 44 5 3¢ B 5t (Symbol-Symbol
Association Account)FE it T P FAS R AL AR R REX PR RS AN R 2R

AR IREAA, ANS & )LE FIARCERE 1, 2 SNS RIRHIIEa . ARYEX —id, 2L A
R RGN AU, B X O ARFEEBENYIE. BEMERRI, XRAERS R0 % ST H e R
THE RS A ML SR AL T 2 mt . R H A AR AR S 8 E R A 5ECA G, I AT IR
AFRAEAEHFBE S 1 R b R 4% T Sk /E I (Libertus et al., 2014; Keller & Libertus, 2015). %11, Hyde et al.
(2014) £ HAIF 78 b R I, 6 — SR AR AT 61 R R AT 5 B0 25 20 W] DARS S Al A5 SRR RS B A 5 SR 4507
Schneider & Preckel (2017)% N FC i A AR IEUCE R, IR ECE R B, T 58 ) (BDIE LR AE) 5
HHA S 2 TR AEE AR Y G H. s Libertus et al. (2014) I 78 R B LA AERF S5 HHECR AL 11 5400 )5
S SR RS, IR T IR ARAETE ) L R R ) R R I SR . LRI L 4R
H, SNS MR st SR AE(R#E ANS FIRJE, TER— MH SRR . #1a0, Gilmore %5 A (2007)7E
Ht e RB, JLEMIEFSHEM A/, B ANS S04 1)5 KB fE 12 AFEAE B R Bk, 1Ak,
Hyde (2011) e Tt SCFE T ANS fE 775 L3 J 2R 50 e F1 2 A1 IE A e

SRIMAF 5 KRR ENEE T — Fhug A A R PIALE], SR 74, BIRoRA B B0 F M, 76 SNS
REFHIZOAER . X —RUIAK, BRI R R T 2 M TR RAE, R F5 -5 20 1 et U3
AR, FPECEMA R )LE R B SHEE RGN, 10 B0 48 e 08 (R 3k 5t 58 72 B0 1) 3
fift. 1l De Smedt (2013)55 AW 70K I LB LERT 5 B R a0 T B8 05 5 AT T 00 SR R 4% DA 5%
Holloway 1 Ansari (2009)#R1+} T 8 F3RAE S EARRINZ B0 RIEE K IR A4, kI RE 35 4 8 3
K, JLEXNFFSECF IR AR S HEAR R B R BR IR . SRR, 755
IR UL A SNS ¥ et 2 O k(2 i ANS 1f1& J€ . Lyons, Ansari 11 Beilock (2014) (5L B, Xf 7
RS LB RE ) 2 MAAE R R . IR R, PR AR R RE ) — N A
oy, i HTRE A L R R AR R R O B . 5 LRI A R 1A, AR E R R IR
RSB RN SR B35 A (Inglis et al., 2011; Sasanguie & Reynvoet, 2014), flfiTxfIER 5 4
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e E

RAGHF MG ATEE . V20, ERF ) T 30 n i AR AE e 71 5 A KN &8 ) (an 4 i1
REJN)E, BT S EE REFEEE RS A8 R AR A B2 5T B (Kolkman et al., 2013; Lyons & Beilock,
2011). B, JRE KBRS R PR RIRAE R RS H2E 68 0 A, (R4 FAR A 50 & 0 1 AL VR A i idk
17 7 B (Reynvoet & Sasanguie, 2016), #EIAXS 755 AW HIN T E M. IXpt et TiEdE, *
BA 755 T I AE R IR B AR RE 0 TRCEE IR I B, REU L2 R RIL TR
R RAERTH 2 ) 22 g mn, (HIXFEA BB N E R E IR RER R B RE) . FH5E IR
fERT Re AR E sz FIkh 78, SLIRIHES)AMASF B JT 1 K Jé (Moeller et al., 2015)

4.2. FEIRIES AR

Xof U A S PSR AN 55 DI U TR R o i, — W e A I e i VR T 20 T A [F) R AE 7 5
Wi o EJTALERIEAR AR A FE b, 040 SR FH IR MR LT 55 o IR RAT 55 SR LU A )
B R, M EATAE TR0 X RE S5 RN B I BIRS A B A P BB SR AE T A2
BT HEMEN KN, B # (Sasanguie et al., 2017). 40, Halberda, Mazzocco 1 Feigenson (2008)
FEHHFFCFARDS T ILEA SR ANS fe 71, SR TR LUEBATE 55 RIS 2 5 38 0 T R BECE U
XTI TR, SRR A TR SIS LT, BeRE X/ AN RIBCE RS ¥, X SCRE T ANS i
LRGP AEAS B R AL RO o AR, 5 SRIRARR 18 Hh 0 40 S50 R FH PR 807 LU 55 U1 K 31 T A e
FAEAUTALRAE o X AT S5 ZRAR EEETR AT IR, A e 300 H50 s 1 T e (R > S
R EARECE), IS & BB RN AL . ZEIRXFEOL T, 7RI LK B i a2
BEATAEERUEEL,  JF B OB ANS SRl I .

BRubz Ab, TEMBYTE S B R R, 5T e BIP RAE T e 2 0 B A 4 B) RO IR A0 G
R W RAH RIT RAEMI S0, SEI0 S BT Be AN IERF S B RIE S HF MG AR R
#lan, Laski Al Siegler (2007)3R % 1 7 1AL ) LB BT Re 1R R I A, S5 00N, ) LB B (i
PR 5 5 B B0 U AAFAE B VIR &, X R WU S A AT R 2 B0 2 ST ) — A B A i o0
Paterson % A (2006) 8 BF 78 BRI 5 SRk S, R0 T R B RTE RS R AR RS B KN T e,
WEFEE SR SCRE T P BOR THCE I TR B2, 32Dk 707 RAICTEZCE R /IR I o X Sert
FESCRE T MIUT A1 5 2 FE A 25 ST A, e T 7 B AR AR T 8T I A G Sonf TR R BE A
B H R E BN B, EFRIETSHE KRR SRS R RN, FE TR SHA 42
IRL A o
5. BESRKRE
5.1. B4

ARICE R T AR S8R RGN RN, 15 ekt B R ST (ANS) RS B 40 2 50 (PNS) AR
R R UL TALI AT T 438 80R, i — 28RN TR S BE RGN RIETT . itz B, A30E
T TAFRAETT A5 SIS HE RR KRR, T 12U AT 75t 1 58 9421 1)
HfE. MAtHiAel, B SR RARR SR RGE R R R E A AN B A, B
I BRI R DA Rt — 2P T, SR, X T AR S E RAMRIET AR5/ 5 RE B H
AR FIAT f5f 2 375 T 140 RO A B2 R SR I 9 SCHF o
5.2. RFKRE

TERB AR SHE RARRANRIN, B RZH ST RO A TTVE, 75 Re S 00 4T Hh P g
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RS AR5 B RGN F T M B Z M ZhA R R . XM Mt DA e st B A I R4 5 o
FAERNANIL A, FRHRRIZ AR 580 RGN 5 H0E R G2 W el AR BLAE R4 o

Hk, P IIRR T BB B IR W FOREAT, B IX ST 7T, FRATRT DA B R R AL
AFIFE BAE T B A SS o JTIL L EE A2 A e TR LI S B R AR B R SR TR oG, Lhtn, LA
JUEAE K AT R BE B 2 AR T AR S B R 48, MR F R IS RMAF NN, FF5HERS
A COZHTHE o XA AL B AR IS AR, IR REON RO ISR L 4R 3.

RIS, B AR RORAU AR AR 5 AAF 5 B RS A )R RO E R, XS T3
AHPNRLODES: . SRR TS, (A TRE NS B 4 s B AR X Y b 2R 8 T A2 K P B R A, BLA
A AERERE 1 DL R FAT R B -

B WRRARBETT, e 2 A Zh RETE WAL AR AR (FMRI) AT H [ (EEG) S BRI 22 LR SR, 9iX
—UUAR B TRA IR TR XL R 1 AR B AR S AT S B A R RN A A X B R
DU T XS ) 52 . DA SE iR 2% MO BICRE A AR 55, D9 BRI B AR BLHI3R At 15 5 0 DL

e, SAEAT TR RE N TR ZEAT S BER AN S HER I MR R EREE., JELSL
WAL AHIEB BRI TT, R34S E I E T IUEE T, TR DAL S I P §E 77 1R F ] 52 25
Wi o 3R 75 2% S0 VEFRATT I AL S o M bt R R 07 VR R AR P A R I AR A U A ) J L R R A5 A
R ARG RIE M, TR IA T T8 T BCE AR B, PN A R A HE LB
e M.
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