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( Phychological relations ) 3 ifi T i 47 ¥
#IBH{% ( Physical relations ) * &%+
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Huang 1943 ) ° # Bullock 1 Gelman 135
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& B AN RN E Y S35 0 B SR B R IRF o @
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2R S B AR P SRR (R M58 S 5 AN FR AR
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causality ) ° fZuif% ( Piaget * 1955 )
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