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(REXFHF FR, RF 300350)

B BEHRBEALETERR, ENRRFRERRNERZR, AHREAL R EFELSEN, 2
ERFERHSDBENE REZFHATRTABNERPORELRHAR, EHARERA L RAE . “HE
T AERAINLENMEA R X —FEAPAALELEFEENFRFNZF . BT, K5 R KA T
7 ik, A E S 28 R ILEMER RN LI 5L R AT E M FRAA: (1) BEEF
B MNFREEIHBEN 0.61, 4 F %k LAF, & A4 LR IE @24 (R 3 L& W AMER RS
(2) BAthk B, HEEDDFHRRRAFENANBLEATAXRULGEREE; (3) §ANFRF
HAE, HRATENBASLEMLREGERAMRERY; (4) 5 HMKNREEDHIL, HHE
BREHFILENMAK RN RIERE AL E; (5) HEFAHT A DR 3ILEMR LR ER K
RMBETH AAEHEREKR; (6) TRBEDRNGERBZRLE, P F#HE 52T ILEMRL R
CRENEE. HELRAARXAEARERKILERENT LG LREREL.

KA LE R MER R LA ML E

—. 58

TR RERT AR, HAS . BE . Fromd . P& R 2 AR B E E G R B A GBS m R L
H, W SR HE RS RS GRFF ], A28 2, IR, B 223, 2011; A5 FH, 2018) . MR
WILE R EE R LB, BRI G RS E % B 2017 FEE T G — RN T8 g & J ) iy i
A (A N REFTE e RO, 2017), $2 40 “ ZE /g B Br i BN T RBAH G UR AR, B 1) 4
BAH, St & &S 58 AT RO ECEE AR I 2R, R i sh T L3 g e 3
BT AR & R . 2018 4R “ T2 FRUGR A T N TR RE 45 o B A1 ol B9 7 sE ML, 280 F g A0
ILE G FENA /N ESE R MEIRIR R Z d o B, WiV AR YL, g, R, ifg . REESEE T
FHAE 5 BRSO, Bl 2 S PRAR OO, S n R B0 dE /N BR A . HUR:, BOSR AR VR L R v A SRR
K, SVEATWMZE. KERIIERERE, WEAFTRE SO 2N T HARMZEF RS B, Bl
BB L T AR B S DRI % N H 30 B 5 2w E T S Rk, R g AR R A
JLEAEEF AR, ILERBEAREGNEAEAE? Eed i ERFILENMERE? XBE
ENZ FAK BB F A R A Ty, o BB B T L 4 A O I A ] 25 £70) R [

R, R BT T R B SRS, (HAFIE 25 RN AS A R, 31X 5350 L 38 g A X A1 & J 134
RATHELL R . — &R BSR4, LB TR dn B0 2 b Al 3845 1R B 12 7% (Clements & Meredith, 1993;

*EETH: AEAFTR RN = EREERE I ENA SR L E SRS IS 5L
(CCA190261).
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Clements & Sarama, 1997; Palumbo, 1990) ., & 4k 1) $2 F} (Johnsongentile, Clements, & Battista, 1994; Lye &
Koh, 2014; Moreno-Ledn, Robles, & Roman-Gonzalez, 2016) . [n] & fif o 8 11 19 5% % ( Bernardo & Morris,
1994; Falloon, 2016; Fessakis, Gouli, & Mavroudi, 2013) DA X4+ 32 WMEAT M A9 > #5 (Popat & Starkey, 2019;
Resnick et al., 2009) 5514 £ J7 10 10 & & o [A]H}, Psycharis & Kallia(2017 )i 15 Xt 66 44 15 W0 A= 3647 40 4 %)
MRS A5 R R, 2 5 RF EOIHREN 24 5SS 58P RO HIREE 0 7 AR TEHE R e ) & A FRAL
REIRPPAN 8 45 L A7 7F i % 22 5 Bernardo(1994) il Palumbo( 1990) f4 - 7F 53 I 1t 1 [v) 5 e ol BE 7 114 %
Ji&, 235 2R U 30 G R 0 5 2 1) e DR BB ) 1) RS W S R T RO S A e AR A T AR T A s e L
() — 00 2 A 1% B0 2 90 v & B, G AR A5 2 ) L BE A R (] B AR 45 B 25 5 (Papadakis, Kalogiannakis, & Za-
ranis, 2016 ) ; B HLAF N AR A AL gn B al A L Z 22 o R AP AR S5 0T TR & 5%
A R HE T £ e R AT VPAG I, & 90 L A9 HEF BB 07 1 3 1 9 (Kazakoff, Sullivan, & Bers, 2013) . #K1f],
5 FRWF RS R B, 53— B0 & g FE O I A o AR LB MRS IR & JE . Fal-
loon(2016) | Kalelioglu & Giilbahar(2014) %& 3, 75 /N4t 4T Scratch #2# 1Y T AT &, 2% A 1Y [R) 25 g e
e 11T Wk 3 25 %5 Psycharis et al.(2017) BAEAFFE & UK B2 2020 51T AR 45 6 Bk AT DAAR &
B ) R RO RE T, B AR GE it 28 X RS IE N LB AT #2527 G R B2 2 20 W A il A A B Sl A 4 s 5 TR
R, — WU R B, 2 5 AR TS S 0 SE R 2 L 2 5 R S 5 Y R I Bl B 6T REZH Lo 7% 19 il R 0] R ol 4 2
(8] %A o35 22 57 (Miller et al., 1988); £ %, Hayes & Stewart(2016) 57 Fb 4 T 18 A Scratch F1 FH R
H: & Z i v (Derived Relational Responding, DRR) 5 i)l 34- % 4 24 A= I HT AR 4k, 145 B 4518k, 1l
Scratch (127 A4 25 B /N

BT U, AWF5E R H T/ BT (Meta-analysis) (9 71, ML i fe & A (2 2F JLZ A MR R 7 X — 0
P, BRI TG DG R XA A R R B e 1) SEREAIE AT, O X LA Y A R AT A AL VRAR, A5 A
BXTILEME L RN IFH, PR — 200 T AR B mf I X AR A RS K S50 A 1
SEPH T AR T AR LB AR R R 1 25 5, USRI R 5 B S5, M S L E R A E i
T LR LA TES %

= BB

(—) ARAE

JC4T AT (Meta-analysis) J& — PR 8 FE e 3280, E o 8 G O A RS R, i Hg T2 24 M Sr a5
(45 SR AT B AT W58 5 15 (Glass, 1976) o BT BETE— & BB LAl By 1k F 2] IEAZ Semit 58 7 i h A 7
19 UL 5 2, BB 15 B T 2 A R | R AR R B SR 458 (RS FH, 5 IR T, 2015), PR G2 i
BCR —FP g Tz A R R 0 A 9 7 o IEARE SR IT A B VA TE UE S p )iz DL A A E R
FEHE ZCEEN P AR RS, BRI EA — & S UM, S8R, 2018; F32 40, #
A, 20183 I, #R3CC, MFLL, FARZE, 2019) o A SCRHITTIHT 5 % 28 WUOE T L3 g A2 XA
R A BRS80S MESE B R AT R L b, B TEVEA AR R A SR 7R 2 KRR B AR L EAS
KK, AT LLbR AL ) 2 (Standardized Mean Difference, SMD) E R &4 v 1=, FH LA FAE L # 5 72
XA F ) 5 e R

(=) R

1. SCHRKL R

A5 HL Web of Science, EI. EBSCOhost, ERIC, Elsevier, Springer. Wiley. Taylor 25 & % ¥z
i, KRR E N W KR, fE R R R A O T i 8k A, HHA AR R AR BN, K
FHME 5 AR R A (students or child* or teenager) and( program* or code or LOGO or Scratch or un-
plugged ) and( thinking or ability or influen* ) and(research or study) "1z 17K 2, J-¥ pr 45 SCik S L B . 7E
WAL Z b, ARYE S — 30 R TR BOSCHR 1 225 SCHCR I R S k7 R R T8 el R, U
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HARRAS T 22 UM OCSCHR o FRATTHRE PRI S SRR 26 I 15 508815 2 Excel AT 4088 1 Uk, M % 52 52 1 SC
ik, et Az 322 ATk E— 25 0 43 BT A 468 358 SR o

2. SCHR

SCHERANAHERR SRR WAL 1 s o 5T 2R B0 0 SCHR T R ERAF A vk oe 2 B (223K, PR L AR BF 5 il
VT T AN R A o (1) Sk 32 RN 0 g R X L3R & R 52 i iF 9 . JLEE " 48 19 2 6 A B L3
RN 2y YA R E /Y 18 2 LU 55— A (UNICEF, 1989) . [H i, 44 A SCHRBIF 5% %F 52 48 5 31 BBl Yl 5
0~18 % . (2) SCHERAL I — A S U0 sl il SR i 5% o v, PR 5200 55 A 17 i 00 %) %o B, U2 552 4 o
AL & — TG R IR T 202 o2 2T S0 4, DA RS 2 A g ) oAt RS T 4 s B2 . (3) 3
ik PR 4 8 0 RO £ B CREAS B L S4B FH A 00 B SMD, Ak b A 3 e b ofie, 400 48 0 1 1Y
SCHk A 28 T ST YA A EESR AN r Hr (LR 1), AR5 R 35t AR 74 AT L F O o A
R R30I 2 (H rp 8 43 7 AF 98 A 458 2R ) o

Bl PERE R I A TR R
SCHRBOE: N=438 BB N=163

! |

F A SCHRECR: N=322

l HEBR SCHRACER:: N=165
WITESCER A N=157 [ AR #EBEFRIE 1: N=73
l AN R EEEARAE 2: N=92

5] 52 4 SCSCHRER HEBRSCRR B N=129
:N=157 ST S s BT 3: N=129
v
AT Y SCRiK
HEr: N=28

1 XERANHERRRIZE

&1 N HTHY 28 BUR T AT 5T

% £ 4 % FE e FE
Fridin, M. 2014 Clements, D.H. 1986 Chou, P. 2019
Hatice, Y. D. 2018 Pea, R.D. 1984 Rose, S.P. 2017
Séez-Lépez, J. 2016 Stoeger, H. 2013 Jun, S. 2017
Cetin, 1. 2016 Grover, S. 2015 Yadav, A. 2014
Berland 2015 Wang, X. 2017 Zhao, W. 2019
Hermans, F. 2017 Kalelioglu, F. 2015 Papatga, E. 2016
Clements, D. H. 1990 Allsop, Y. 2019 Calao, L.A. 2015
Moreno-Leon, J. 2015 Kazakoff, E.R. 2014 Kalelioglu, F. 2014
Corral, J.M.R. 2014 Roman-Gonzélez, M. 2018 Brackmann, C.P. 2017
Browning, S.F. 2017

3. FEAEAE g i)
FE ST TG A M AT, 75 %8 F LA S B B 0F 5% SCHR AT RRAE AL AR A% o AN [R) A BIF 90 A 1 45 5 A [R) A R AE
(B, WK WFFE ARSI 2 R EAFEEEF B . R RN SCRaF ] BT e B REACHARL . SI256 a9
2 AR TE 3 LA B 3 2 R 4 2, BRI N 36 2 s . AR E, ST 58 i &k FAE G X ]
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1984 4F 2 2019 4, M5 L EMBEH T KRS . 5w R ILE(0~18 ) 2= & A B 5L
I REARHARAE 5~260 A = [8]; S5 R 0976 1 B LA, KA 148 Pl i gt i 2 s 2
Fetk, W 55 R A0 LOGO ., it AY Scratch fe— 63 A 2R B2 A4 U0 Alice, IR Ab, A4 B 4 2 (Unplugged
programming ) 1, 2 — A 37 Ul i JE K

2 HEEHREE

FRAE A 7 S WA

SE o i J8] 20054 DLAT=1, 2005—20154=2, 2015%F 4=3
FREFE A=, NF=2, FE¥=3
HAMAE /NF20=1, 20~50=2, K F50=3

S5 A # IMA =1, 2~6MA=2, #Bit64 F=3
TR LOGO=1, Scratch=2, Unplugged programming=3, Other=4
K 2k A BATHR=1, AR K=2

4. JLIT T HEZR

MR A A 6 8 A 0 bR 20 8 D 3, AR 06 L B G A X A A i T 1 R B R 53 Sl R
JE ATt R IR = AR O R DR R AL AR S R A BRAT L R A AL | T R A
7 ROHE ) e FRE A5 AT D 4R v T A o S U T ) B RE, 491 40 TR DR RE T | 3 ML RIBE Ty L HEFP RE
PMERIHTRE 1 1 345 555 TS FR 0 B 2 268 | 2 T gL, 22 ) 25 K H BRSRE AR A . S
(1A, FATTT LA G R X JL B A A R 5 ey 64 9 9 22 B, RIS [~ B AN ) S 38 F 39 . A (] 4 R P 5 S e
AR J LB AR R SR FARCR B2, LS B 255 PR VR RTSCR 9 H B Cnlsl 2) o

SR

‘ IR

P WA S
| I
|

I s B AR (e W
: HMERIRT
FEALEL A
A o g
N MR wsyny
[T R

B2 FToIESR

BT A TS AE 1) TR, ASBIF TSRS BT FEHE 2R T 0 3 B, LAY [ 37 40 i)

RV 1. B PR35, 2 P RE TR L IE At itk L2 A PR JEB 7 sy 2 A X T L 28 9 A Bl I o 38 i A
M, HAERIBCR R 2 07

)l 2: BAACRT , e BE A (e E L A e A TA T L A7 0y B A D7 Tl g4 Tt Hoxh X =
AN 5 T BT 5 1 A4 2 1 5 T ] 2

[ 3: N2 ) H AR, ARl Beiy LB AL i PR 20F P T SRA AR R SR A B THE AR 7 anfy
257, WA~ B ity J L 3 RE A 2 R 3% 2l P AR AT B 2 Rk R

) 4. DA SEBG: R IR R, o e Jo] 400 ) SR A e S Wi L A A R OV TR 7 IR I A 4
i I B8 S0 A 3 0 L A AR R

)L 5: IREA RUBR KT , AN [RIREAS UL R 7 22 5 Wi 25 A MR A B O A PSR 7 WAL 19 L 4
A f AR e 2R L2 R A R 2
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[ 6: M 2R FEIE 2R E, AR i B O LA R & R E HRCR BB 2257 WEAh e 7=
T F Tk L AR & e

5. B s ot

AW 5T R FHIC 20 B 54 Review Manager 5.3 (RevMan) 1 2 328 1980 A 38 5 00 T L, $3k H A
I b ST AR5 Y AR B R A B RE A B (N, S286 20 . % R ZH AT IS I B9 241 (Mean) , bR 22 (SD) 5 A Re-
vMan 84, AT B G E . B SR Hedges & Olkin(1985) 32 H i bR AL 14 2% SMD 11575 ¥4
J A AR AR 5 e (A 3 1) 5 FEURAR 3 Ui = T %o R A B0l A 7 2 3 i £ A 3968 9 (6 OC /0 A e 1 =X
2. 3 AT SR PEAG I, FE T A0 Wl SR H S R ] R s b B 5 e S K U I I 1 S 24 300 R K Ay
AR e, FERT RN e 5 RRAE S AT ST M, DA T T 5 AR G RO A LA T

X1i — X2i

BONAE bR HEAL IS 22 (SMD)d; = ,i=1,2,3-k (D
(nij=1)S7,+ (2 = 1S3,
n1,-+n2,-—2

2 wid? — d*Zw;

fesp it fonr = S TEIN Gy g 5 @)
8+4d?

2 _
S RpESER T = S X 100% (3)
v, S5 iTURIE 5T 19 S 56 28 RN X BE L B RE AR 5 530 A my; B my, YAELG3 000 R 0 R R, A UE 2253 510 R Sy, A

.
Sy [ HIIE K df AT 2 8w R A Bk 22 11 Oy hy) s IR0 = 2" PR e i 1
wi
VSO LA TR R i
= . MREREH

(— ) xR REFRRE
& Z i fa (Publication Bias) J& 48 H TS . B F A S 1) 20 8 7 0 08 & 3R 98 SCIS 2ok TR A 2
S5 R0 J7 ) 5 0R EE I B R 25 (W8, TeaE M, B ii, 2003), S BO0 AT BT g B k2 F A T g
s R 48 M AR 12 8 B L 58 1) B 90 VAR T 8 1 06 43 B 8 SR AR AR A Aoy (FL I PE, 1 B0, FLISE, 2014)
R, A F3 B O 43 B 435 SR O R 22 e, 75 X8 A T 49 A B ST AUE 9T R AR AT e 3% O e B TEA FIRS:
B o ASHIEGEAE F R S AR A e 3R 0 17 A6 9 A A 4l , HG v, Rt 5 7S 1S4 o 22 B %00 B, ANl R R 00
AR MR 22 . MR 3 B, KFR 3 9 A T 43 T A S8 A AR 000 1 Ak 1 s = B b B BB A A 8 X B
AR 187 5 b6 R ESCAT 1 YR80 1 B O, S A7 A B Y SR, F U I A AT A B B A9 T SR
KA LG T Re MRS, IS e 45 S n] SE 3 =
(Z) FRMEE
WFFEREAS Y 5 00 PEAG 3645 5 1 755, Chi® AY{E A 466.11(p<0.001), 3% 2 B IFFTREA 22 (6l fE 16 5 STk,
PP ORF 5T 1 BE 438005 20 B L 356 {0 84%, WK 24 84% [ WLEE AR S ph 45k iy 4 fY) L5 22 53 S 3, i
A 16% 1978 5 2 F B AL 22 38 B (L3 3) o Higgins et al.(2003) 35 H, 24 1P= 0% B, FWIBF 53 [ A
TEAE ST 24 1P<25% BF, WA A7 70 52 5 S5 I 5 24 259% <1 <50% Bif, WA Ry 7778 v BE 3 I 5 24
1> 50% BEBE W0 7778 1 BE S Tk o AT S MR AG 06 1= 849%, e W X 1778 15 B 7 vk, 7o 5
JoT PE AT RE A X A SR E] L AR G A B S S g LI Y 22 R A 2 N R B . B, A PR UEE
FER AT EEVE, YR T o0 B 7 A ARG, 23 T 2R A7 5 e Ak P SR P B AL A% 455 Y (Random Effects Models,
REM) {H B3 5 Bk, IR 478800 &6 91, 2000 &t 19 45 X 8] (CD) 24 95%.
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2.0

R
SMD
3 HARRRWERNREE

x3 RERMBELER

95% % 1z IX A 7 i T A B

%R pisl TR HE % F ESMD
R %l REE L B T Z " .

% M AEE (FEM) 74 0.45 0.40 0.50
FEALZ AR (REM ) 74 0.61 0.47 0.74

(=) ILEREREBHEEAYNENER

h 7% YRR AT J LB AR R S R AR FE ), T AR N A S Y B IR R i SMD 2 0.61(95% CI,
0.47~0.74), & IRV K 50 Z=8.76(p< 0.001), ik B HE 11 b /K- o HRHE Cohen(1992) £& H1 A 2800 7t 4t
THERE, M N 0.2 B, R B MAR /N 2500 H AL 0.2~0.5 B by v SR B 52 5 244500 1 =0.8 T Ky
W EARBESE R, SR LB AR K R 1 AR A 19 B IR 800 B SMD=0.61> 0.5, 3X 7 B 4
FEXT L A Ji B Th S5l b B R T 1] 9 i #E A 1

ARIFGE BTN = ANGERE AT, AT 0 18 8% Sl il i g B L 35 AR % TR i BLRPE . v, DU
T EZVEAG AR X LB 2 iR L R RS | VO A R SR 0 VR T RIOR ;s A7 O 2 T R B4
X JLEE [n) R DR RE T L oSS PRI AE F1 | HEFRE 1 . BIMEQE RE 1 A1 SR 5 i A JER 2 1 A
FEXT LT 2% 2 4R | F Bl ¥ S5 K A RABRIR M VE SR . 03 4 R, ENRNZ 1, G Xt
JLEE AN A5 W 18 45 2% 0 2 (SMD= 0.86, p< 0.001), I B G124 8 X b i B EKF, KRR 5
2 R AR P27 AR B IA N 2 R . G P 2 R A B0 BB 4 (SMID= 2,68, p< 0.001) A 1 280 AR 3t A 0 2
T B AR K T, 2% B g Ao L B 0 B A A E AR oy B3 . T 2Al iR (SMD=0.61, p< 0.001) , Al
I (SMD=0.82, p< 0.001) Fl 35 E 4k (SMD= 0.50, p< 0.001) 4 1 FH 5007 2 W& T IA 8122 T 1) 2% 4
K-, Uh W g AR A R el R R RS H e L BE3R LEE A R e 1 (VR A A AR TS IR FE
oM 2, g Fe X LA AR & AR R 9 & R840 12 (SMD= 0.34, p< 0.001), B i FE X L 1T R &
JiE BAT 35 m T AR VE TSR . Hoh, HERFRE 1 (SMD= 0.65, p< 0.001) 1 F % 50 d5c oy Wb 25, HoAt 75 1 4n 43
KA (SMD=0.31, p<0.05) . [f1] i fif e (SMD= 0.25, p< 0.05) FIMER]HT (SMD= 0.40, p< 0.01) (4 1 %k
RABER U . SRR I, i AR XT LA A KR AR F 96 1200 124 (SMD=0.31, p< 0.001), & B %
FEXT T L A 18 R e B 3 0 SRR ORI SOR A Bl B 2 ) 2% R (SMD= 0,51,
p<0.01), LAk, gRAxt )L B Fe Rk HEIR 0 3145 (SMD=0.22, p< 0.05) -t B AT 8 5 35 1Y v 25/ I ROCR
EFSE & B, gnAexd T )L 2 i 2% > shHL(SMD=0.19, p> 0.05) F1%: 2] 2 5 (SMD= 0.20, p> 0.05) 1 /E %k
TEIFAS B, 3% I G B A K S T 1T 42 1A R R A B R 3 T 25 (R 244K, 33X A BB 55 AH G 52 i 1A
WFFEAE AR AN AT G, PR 5 B30 75 A 3 2o 4k B T JF g 8 22 19 1 5%

CEAINENZ T | AT o8 2 WA BRZ A, g A LI BN R L AT O K R A IRk R AR A
B2 B E AR, BRI R AR RO o 8 o DR A5 SRR B, X T LA R R R 1Y
50

84% 73 0.000
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fe e IR 2 0710 . Z2 20, i BE AN 0T Lhfie 2t L2 AN & i, 32 7o ~ R | 3 o 2% 20 8L 4 g
J1, WREAEHE L (AT O A, 35tk ] R PR A5 S B PR S BE o A, gk REAE E L B A AR I K R, Y
I, A 2 P T 2l PP R 5 L P 2 > R [ Ak R TR A A IR Y 3R A

T4 WEMIETELROERYRD

95%1h & 15 X | 95% Wy & 17 X 4|
9% %k KE HHESMD 718 43 %% ML ESMD
- TR kR ; TR LR
ZUYRE 13 0.61 0.36 0.86  4.73%**
i wmREH 6 0.82 0.57 1.08  6.35%k*
AmE® s 7.98 %% 0.86 0.65 1.07
WHEEE 15 0.50 0.30 0.80  3.28%%*
B B4 6 2.68 2.07 3.29  8.62%**
AR 6 0.25 -0.09  0.59 1.45%
. KK 6 0.31 -0.05 067  1.67*
THEE . 3.52%%% 0.34 0.15 053
HF N 2 0.65 0.30 1.00  3.61%%*
TR Fr 6 0.40 -0.01 0.82  1.89%
Ly 0.51 0.14 0.89  2.71%*
! F3 P 3 0.19 -020  0.57 0.95
WREE 3,12k 0.31 0.12 0.51
¥3% 5 1 0.20 -0.18 0.57 1.04
HEBEER 4 0.22 -0.30 0.74  0.84*
i #=p<0.05, **=p<0.01, ***=p<0.001, T,

WHTATA, gARA B FIEdk LA R & B 0 iE 2 07 1, SR, ST XA TR 24 B SC 0 R | AR B

B AR 20, AR LA R R R R e R BAEE 2257 AR T 8 — 25507 .
(M) FRIZEMREMEBIEAYURNES

AR 2 2 B BER B, 410 )L EE S FEAE A H0 . /N DA 22 0 T #0A AH S I gE A, {3 3=
FERAE RN BE . W3 5 TR, SRR S [R] 24 B2 A AR e (4 VR i B 38007 8 R /NHE )
MK 2 (SMD=0.77, p< 0.001) . #Hij (SMD= 0.56, p< 0.001) }2 /% (SMD= 0.52, p< 0.001); & 500
I 2=8.76(p<0.001), ik 2| i F /KT, WA gifE x24T L | /N o2 e MR R R 2 B oA
0 R A L A VR P Pk DR A 8 45 R R T, U R (Chi= 2.67, p>0.05) , AT L 2 i X AS [
FRCEEAR R R E AR EZR . BAORE, X2z A AN & R 52 i fie ol 193
T 2 1T B /N7 i BE A RS AR 22 5K, 33 ml DA B Ay o 2 A TE AL A R % e i S et 309, R L 4%
B R E I BE T RN 2L, B 522 ) BRBE AR AL O S i HLAS AR L3 R/ AR T o, ] LA Ak
AN HIBE J1, 255 8 Z AR AR . BRI 5, SR R X 45 24 BEF AR AR & SR AR AF A AR L 1B 1]
A EVE L, Hehout 2 A VR AR L 28 1

x5 TRZFEMEENMMARIEAYRNER
95% & 1z IX |d]

FB OHE BMESMD MNEZE FREAR () (%) 24 1A 2 i VAL
TR IR
FH 14 0.56%%* 150 028  0.83 39 ,
NEF 35 0.52%%* 496 032 071 84 Chi 267 8.76%*
K ' ‘ ‘ ' p=0.25>0.05 '
F¥ 25 0.77%%% 354 053 1.02 90

(&) SEEAMMEEN L RIEARRIES
h 7 BT SL 56 JR 4 A R L B AR T SR 22 S, AT TR S R o0 S AN RE R, o
O LA H RN, i (2~6 N A) XRITOEE 6 ~H) o R 6 /T W, & JF 00 &2 K 5
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Z=22.36(p<0.001), ik 2| I E /K, X 5 B TCIE L 50 A 22 1, g A X JL B A i 0 EL AT Jnd 2% R 412 F
YEF . AL K 7, Chi*=24.68, p< 0.001, 1K £ 40 127 ik 25 K F, Al 0L [l i Ay 4 2 52 560 J) 30
XFILEE AR K JE 0 5 W A7 7F (8 35 22 57 o e LR T A1, K S 56 A A IR AL B 4 i (SMID= 0.43,
p<0.001), K 5ZE K Z (SMD=0.26, p< 0.001), 1fij H 39 52 56 19 A 2407 2 B {1k (SMD= 0.24, p< 0.001),
P O AT R0 6 0 ) s e S 6 L r S RT JBT ) G R S e X LB MR R RS I Ty 3 . EIR RIS S
FEHH, S TR A i A R e B g A LB A K R RV F SR o ) S 0 A R JR AR T AU ek 58
Hh L B e G 114 DR T i S e S 6 L B K A R A 5R B BT O B R T A AR RN, 2R T
ANBZ, TR RO A S 28 5 1 I 25 52 60 o) 300 10 B K, LB 0o 2 R 1) S0 2 B8 R 348 7 8 AR 4, T
fE H B B0 BT, o AL AR & SR A ORI IR B B IR 4 .3

F o6 THWABMERENMARIEAYRERNER
95%% 1z X 4]

L EE %E HNESMD MNE ﬂ BRESE (1) (%) 2 18] 3% b & VA
4 26 0.43%%% 713 039 0.47 91 )
Chi’=24.68
+ # 37 0.24%%% 209 0.17 0.31 93 $<0.001 22.36%**
K 11 0.26%%* 78 014 037 91

(73) TEHEAINBESRENMERIEAYRNER

k2 52 N [R) B AR BB A 2 2 X L B A R & R B S W, AR AE 5 40 /N (/N TF 50 ) L H (50~100
N KROKRT 100 ) = FpRIA 53 A1 G B X644 & Jg AR R H

126 7 RIN, ZNRRASE | v S RARE K R RASEAE AR (18 A A 2 J8 5 I 5 1 2800 IEARL, B I 500 B A 56
Z=21.53(p<0.001), i 5 i F Ko X UL ICIRAE AR 2 K, 4 A 40 L3R ke B A b 45 M
T AR B B L 20 1)K B R Chi’=23.53, p<0.001, 353 i B K F, WA FENT A, . /NI
FEA 22 R AR R TR 5% W A FE 1 35 25 5 0 DV ELAR O 5ok & /NS Y 5 I 200 i (SMD=0.41,
p<0.001) = T 1 4FHA (SMD=0.37, p< 0.001) H /5 T R H G IF20% 5 (SMD=0.17, p< 0.001), X 35
A /NI 20 2 305 2 B HP A5 RS AR K RIASE 119 2t R 16 s e )L B8 A R J A R e A S 3 o T L, AR AR
SRR 38 AR AR DG, Bl 25 R AR FUBE A 185, 1 RS8OI B R AIG, (CIBUAF 92 B0 RT hy Jis 282 Gt
W SRR AR LS5

F1 TEAHAHENEEMNMAREAYRENES
95%% 1z X |4

AR #HE MNUESMD WE ﬂ BRERE () (%) 2 18] 3% b & VA
MK 53 0.41%** 815 037 045 92 ChP=23.53

WEHE 11 037%% 51 022 051 70 p1<(;00'1 21.53%%%
KHHE 10 0.17*** 134 008  0.26 96

(€£) TRFEEAMRET L REAYIRNER

AT, LSRR AT R A RPN RS SRR A e TR PSSR . AR
R LB i B 1 H ——LOGO Zid WHURY B AL, 725 400 Kt TN R B 2R A i o R B WF 5T
H1, LOGO i & Ml Scratch ) {2 i 1, [ f, AN 470 A £ 752 12 328 ¥ il o A0 0% )L 3 A A A2 Wkl 1 5K
BEAb, BEAE BRI K, B WA AR A28 B 1 2 Re JE 2, 49140 Alice, Code.org &5 . 4 1 1A 2 7™ i
X JLZEASA K RE R SR, ARIFFE 2050 o3 M7 1 A ] 2 R S 3O A4 i i i 2 R

ke 8 FioR, & I RN AR Z=25.76(p< 0.001), 1K 2| 1 K F-, F WA [ 4 4 21 0 L& 14>
TR & JRe ¥ B o 2 BRI o AL T80 10K 7, Chi’= 32.72, p< 0.001, 35 5] & /K 7, R IR 1Y
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AR XA RS L AR R R MVE ] EAEAE B 28 22 5 o Ho, ANl S AR 1 5 1 8800 1t e i (SMID=
1.47, p<0.001), H¥K N LOGO % 2 (SMD=0.78, p< 0.05) FI HAth s #2 /2  (SMD= 0.41, p< 0.001), ifij
Scratch 19 & I 200 2 Ik (SMD= 0.23, p< 0.001), 3 & B A4 Hi 4 2 7 01 o L 254 1R & J O il i 35 0
FH A G AR TE 2, AR I ASHERR S R JLF 4 A 0 2 ) 1 R A I 1) 2 S5 T 3 1Y)

*8 ARMERAMBEMLRIEAURNER

95% & 1z IX 4]

mEHX HE WHWESMD WE — ———  RAMERR () (%) 21 [8] 3 b & 718
TR kR
LOGO 15 0.78%* 02 0.03 1.54 74
Scratch 19 0.23%** 19.7  0.15 0.30 97 Chi2=32.72
25.76***
Unplugged 4 1.47%%* 0.3 0.88 2.05 52 p<0.001
Other 36 0.41%** 79.8 037 0.44 88

M. ARFLSBR

(— ) HARLER

A58 5 70 4 B ik 28 TG T G R L BE A AR R FR S ) (1% S 0% 5l o SIS AF SY EAT T R AR
PO IR 5 20 BT, I AR 5045 B 25 R0 g B2 00 A R AR VR FHEAT T & W o T S5 0P 4G o FE /A i 1A
YERBCR R 2 F, SORAE FIRBCR BART 20 S A A7 1B A2 1, IFE 5| A B SEEe A
| FEAS RIS K 2 AR A A 18 1 A8 B 2 BT e g R L35 A R R i/ AR S22 5

L. g xt JLEE A A K e B IE AR SRR, W 3 R IAE N L A7 SO I =AY 2 1

T TS A R, AR LB AR Kk R B A 30N 1 R 0.61, &b T &5 L AKF-, 3R B R ] LLFR
W AE [ b AR 1 L B AR 2 S . BT, da i 6E o 3 MU F 24 A5 DA TR T (SMID= 0.86) H R 240l %,
WL HNRGERS | TP R R R s X T ILE AT O kR B WA 0 b SR VR AR (SMD=
0.34), A1 B TH5 3% )L ) g Yefig )1 . o 280 e 71 . HEF 68 1 X MERI BT 6E 15 dmfR X T L 2 A1
R R BA W R P S E RSO (SMD=0.31), RZARMAE JLTE 2 > 48R & A IR ae IR 3615 . Fds
T, g ARAAT AR T L 19 g PR 42 R AN T HEALRL 2 R, 0 W] AR T LB i oAb He BB N2 5%, DA SE
IILEM AR KL R . X 5 Popat et al.(2019) FF & Al iR 32 80 S (AR BE8Y b 7R B 98 45 SR — 3, Rl 2 A e
> Gt TR A Ao AR v AT DA 2 ) Bl B — R A A BT R, ) N KR R A e L LR LA L A s HRE
ARG AR B RESE . oA 8, Nouri et al.(2020) 48 H, Zi #2 A RE (L 38 2 32 4 FEAE &, 1 HLib
AT AR TR A T R e R e e ) e 21 2B RE R R . RIS 5 AR T R T L e R 19 A AL
KI5t. MPE S - UK H14F (Seymour Papert) LOGO 957, {85 “ Z ik L A T F ML N, R AL
AR AT 2% > A TR 7 X7 (Papert, 1980), 2K 1K -5 i JE 52 (Mitchel Resnick) 9 Scratch $7 i i
“4P” 2z > ¥, B I H (Project) YA, M #IE (Passion) &, [A] ¥ (Peers) PME B Bl iE %k (Play) )5 sl N
9K, 38 o A 1 P 2 2T R e 1Y 22 Rk AR R L E A i M 0 BB L R S8 Ry 43 A B E Y BB U (Resnick,
1998), 2|3 #5408 -U- D #r (Marina U. Bers) ) ScratchJr T 3£ 5K (9 “ g5 L HABAT ] 15 5 — ¢, 7T LA R
FIk H O MMES . BrREAUE 4k S0, 1 B IRATH B a8 5 U S R 28 i (Bers, Gonzalez-Gonzalez, &
Torres, 2019), JoA I L2 4 F2 (158 R BHE TEH .

2. AR XT LA K e AR VR 32 22 B . S Tl D) L AR A RS R s RO o A6 R AR i 1Y) 5 e

R YT AR AR K g 4 SR SR, e R XS L EE R R R A I RCR AR AR i B A, E R AN 2
Br. SLue A MR K AR IR A . 2R BORER, g A Sl LEE L VAR AR Rorh s A iR
RIEVEA BEMRHER . Hrdr, gafe 2z A Ak e (VR HACR 550k 1 3 (SMD=0.77) , T 7E2%
Hif (SMD= 0.56) Kz /N (SMD= 0.52) [ Bt 20 2 9 52 i 4R AH 28 A8 K5 21 18] R0 A6 36 45 2R 7, 2 R X A
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2 BOLE AR L R R S E A 5 25 5 0 AE 5200 TR 0 0 1w, A () J 01 1) 4 R 3% sl e LA
A SRR ELAT v A5 A T 2 B 0 02 R A T, AFLAN [) K %) 0 2 S92 560 S 10 %o )L 4 4 e Je 19 5 il A 7 I 35
255, HAISE5 A (SMD=0.43) (VR FHRCR T i 2 . MR, 4 B XA [R] BB AE AR 2 A
AR R SR AR B35 25 5 . A T rh & B (SMD=0.37) AR MR (SMD=0.17) , 4 B 76 /N LA RE
A (SMD=0.41) "FIFE FHRCR B R 3% . g B IE 207 1, & 18000 i A 30 3k 31 i 2 /K7, R WA [R] 4
FEIE 20 L2 A0 A Jie 35 AT 0 38 A B 80, L A ) R0 e 32 WA AS [ %) 4 AR X7 A kL 1A
RIROEH LA REES . Hd, R E 4R (SMD=1.47) e 42 9E L EE AR & & )7 i 2 B &0 T
LOGO %if2(SMD=0.78) . H:Ath w2/ X (SMD=0.41) K& Scratch 42 (SMD=0.23) .

(Z) AREB=

LERORAE, U MTES R 2 T g RE it L2 a0 J B R HOG AN AR R T i B A A . (HE A
WFSR 45 A ] LU Y, G B2 208 6 U0 AS [R) 9 2% 2 2 B2 )G B, 2 2 IURTR PR FRICR o TRt 4
PR ERANRE E BT R, MW ARYE 2% RG4S B R AN R, SR = A AT 588 .

L. g A%t JL B A A J i AR AR I A 3 R AR 25 1]

G FR AR — o R L 0T DR A L2 AR & R, (I 55 L 38 2 i 11 0 S IR 5 B BSR40 1 Jr 42
W HE S S B AR L e fE B Ay LB E MBS — e iR . WP R, g L
()24 S SIHLAI 24 2 2 5 0 SR I B3, BT L 0SSR | Ta) 20 fige ok K2 PR 1) 35 25 5 1 114
VB R AR I A 38 B AR i K F- o T ) AR 1 30E 7 2 e KT e b N T RE (Andm ) 5 N2
FEAS VG R B BE . A EE AN (LSS & ok (SR /R, 2020) o L, FEEAT i AR S B #E T SL ks, HH
N A AR B, BB RS R SRR BE ) — DAL S, (AR E R N T L g is) iz A8 £, I
FEHF I AR B IV & 5 S R R R ) AR BE, 15 3R LT B R AR BE 75 SO T T 4 AR X R R IR BB A 1L,
SR FILEAMARLE G & R AR HEVE L, 3 3 BT TR 2 B B0 02 7 S8 A b g R IR BB VE FH 1 & 4%
UL Al BURF ST 75 4% 22 HE 3 4% 00 AH SC B3R 1Y & Bl 2 5 S 90t AR R LB 2 8 BN L &
JEEAERT . ARRIETEBUN | L #h S Z Tr BC S UM, B A 4 g R L B A K R 1 A TR
F i 7K -

2. M g AR TN R, B R R B BT R

HOARWE S5 Bon, Mg B2 b/ BT R A 2, BAE RO B 3, JEF I, R0 5%
LTI A T AR AR N OE R o A R A5 b TP N SRR FRRR R g AR E UEAL E T B, R
AUHE ST ) 2 R R, O L A S — B ek ol ) W s A N & T 2R 22 v TR, 3
B SR ) R O L2 Gt 2 00T P A7l o A B o, R 3 o R DG 355 I AS W 382 TH 2800 1 2 R 8 A B oAb,
WFFE I K B HT 208 W BB S R 30 B IF IR R 30, TR, 78 5 2T v, I AR i 0 7 27 i 208 o B
T 2 P2 0 SE BRI Bl A g B B A5 4 HE 2 AT B B L 3 09 Mk R SR AL FE 4 i SR A RS . DL —
BHomE, AR /N L E B E A X AR BE 1 (Bers, Gonzalez-Gonzalez, & Torres, 2019), 1 iz IV 78
(1981) 7EH: SCA)R AKX Hr, tFs H — AR ZLAR G I S ASCHE S 0, 1 5 75 22 HLA R Ak s A il 3 s
Jio BRI, AR IR LEATGR”, SR R LT (10 4/ VW) i SRk 2R W By e g R i, B IR
R TSR AR AT CRRF 5L, MRS T LS M IS AR N TR et Sy, Em AR R
J& B3R Bt F IR, OSBRI AE P B AU IS 2, T R L U A R AT RE

3. F ARG REXT LA K AR AR F RSP 1 -1

SIEHG R A ) 25 SR B 25 R R B, g R LB AR R T I 1R FH 82 256 SR B A s e, e B S5 04 4
AR B o W3, I T I SE I S A S . T S AR L EE AR R R B A P AR B A S S B A A 4
BB AR A I O, R DA R B G R T LB A A R A R R 2 MR R, Ok R R AR AR
Mo g — R0 R, B 7 > B A, FTR RIS A0 AT Re 7= AR 46 20 3L, F
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M F B AR HRCRREAR . RL, ge %t JLEE R & SR AR E /R F A Re Sk 5 E— 20 i, i A3 7
AT TSR SR . —J7 T, 200N 25 T35 Y el A SR, R JLE RS = > 1 sh 15 55—
T, Bt . 2R RS B BOE B, AN WOR  AE SR AR, SR L AR = A g
BLEE R 8 B 0 B A K P, TR G B 2 > IR RIS A e JR AR 200 SR 1%~ A7 0, 2 T 398 3 s 2 AR A i
YER B HREetE, SR AER R R E B AR .

4. BN T% S B R EUR , R AR AR VR 2 i /NP 5

i 2 X0T AN [) RS A AR 2 A 1 IR A J 118 5% W) £ 7 I 3 2 5, S AR T Bl FE /NS AR R S B vt )L 2
AR JE A VE PO B8 R b 2, R AR RS 55 0 FH SO () A AE B ORE G, BRIVt A A AR Ay 38 O, A 3%
BT U, R OREE S R 0ROV RICR, g0 AR 380 1% 52 0 SR A5 /N BRI 2, R4S & S A 45 Tl
50 NRLVF o oA N RILATE A F(2010) (T 07 30 8] Jn 5% 27 48 AR S8 F0 800 14 35 L )% g v
B /N B BLRAR AR S T TR AR A, B Ak 7S 4 i DE A &, SR 5l P2k R 2R A 45~50
N, 3 /A 40~45 N (HE TIREJLE A D8 m A2, /NIESI B 205 B AR — 88 R A& 3k 1 DXCATS ¥ LA
S, A I BUR R IR WA, 0 5 R N A B S S X R R R B, SR T A L R S I 45
B o HAA KA, WA BeA T 78 0K 7 R0 B ] DG RE AN JLEE Y 2% 2 I8 0, >R B R it 22 %) =il o
PR 2 07 58, BT R AR A BRI A M A AR 2 0 B i i o AR AR R TR

5. A LB A SR AL, dede S Z DL e i g R B X

IR 1 2 AT 20 L3 AR e e 25 B I 38 (R BN L, (B[] 1 2 A R =X AR L 3EAS
R RMEN LA EREZS . b, ANl i gm0 RO RO 2 1, HkCh LOGO 4% & i
g FEIE 3, M Scratch BUVEHRCR K. A R B 2 F2 08 X5 R R B9 4, DR IL, 76 T i 4 P2 2804 3 3
BF, 0 ARG L2 0NN A AL, 45 G ZU B G B AR IE, 1545 5 Z DL BC By g A B =X, Jf il i 4 1T & FRAY
R FE BN DL S TR B R T B, R KRR LR 2 A MR R R R R o e ah, [a]—Fh g 72
X AEA R H b S G A E R 2L, Moreno-Ledn et al.(2016) 7E0F 57 Hh & B, 15 0L 4w A2 A9 48 FH ek 1
JLEE 2 2 4, (A SRR AL T (8 52 e K/ 2 BB IR A iy B A% . Rt 760 g B 5 At 2= R
G55 TF AT, N AR F R SR B A R K

I &E

AW T HEAR M TS A 1 ) 22 00 ARG , SR IO B BAT Z A S e e A 7 ik, B PPAG T
I R X LR R i B4 HTSCR Bg i, O il i o & A DR 9 285 B0 A, 19 10 2 R ) L8 1A
JEE 1 SRS ey B D ARORE i, SR FH e Al S0 0 R 1K A A X DL i O e J e R X 1 4 2 A
I, E X 24 R 2 AR A 4 SR TR 20 e R A L E (2 1 L2 B OR A R Al IR . R, AT ST £
XA ) B o B S 300 A AR RIS I o AR AR O i e AR TRl A T A 22 S T ik — 2B R 5T
e, AR I T BB LE PR 3R 2 52 00 2 X L8 AR R e dE AR T X — IR, AT AR A2
WA B s AR MR AR STHR 9 ZE Al _Eoin LR AL 3 B A 1 1), oA — 5 B nl SR PR AR 2k . (E i T o0 i
T A BA A — L/ IR, 15 2] (AT S 4518 8 T HERT PS5 18 T F AR T PR S5 I8, NI BT 45 2R 19
)7 T T R
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Can Programming Really Promote the Individual Development of Children?

A Meta-analysis of 28 Experimental and Quasi-experimental Studies

Sun Lihui  Hu Linlin
(College of Education, Tianjin University, Tianjin 300350, China)

Abstract: As a basic accomplishment for children to face, adapt to the future and transform the future, program-
ming has been constantly paid more and more attention to and attached importance to. However, how much educa-
tional value it has, for this reason, many scholars have carried out a large number of experiments and quasi-experi-
mental studies based on the individual development of children, but the results are not the same. The question of
whether programming can actually promote the individual development of children remains a subject of academic de-
bate. Based on this, this study uses the meta-analysis method to quantitatively analyze 28 foreign experiments and
quasi-experimental studies on the influence of programming on the individual development of children. It is found
that: (1) overall, the combined effect size of the included studies is 0.61, which is in the upper-middle level, indicat-
ing that programming can positively promote the individual development of children; (2) specifically, programming
can significantly and positively promote students’ cognitive development, behavioral development and emotional de-
velopment; (3) compared with primary schools and preschools, programming plays a more prominent role in chil-
dren’s separate development in middle schools; (4) compared with medium-term and long-term programming activit-
ies, short-term programming activities have a more significant promoting effect on children’s individual develop-
ment; (5) programming has a greater effect on children’s individual development in small-scale samples than in me-
dium and large samples; (6) different programming forms have different effects, among which unplugged program-
ming has a more significant effect on children’s individual development. Based on the findings of the research con-
clusions, it is expected to provide reference for the future research and practice of programming for children in
China.

Keywords: children programming; individual development; meta-analysis; effect size
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