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Research Progress on the Relationship between
Children’s Spatial Language and Spatial Cognition
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(Education College , Shanghai Normal University , Shanghai 350000, China)

Abstract: Language promotes the development of children’s non-verbal skills in direct or indirect way. When the category is an

abstract category,language has a greater impact on cognition. For spatial language and spatial cognition, which one is leading?

Or the two develop simultaneously through the interaction of daily experience? No conclusion has been drawn. Cross-language

research, spatial language cues and spatial language expression are the three main paradigms for studying spatial language and

spatial cognition. Future research should further discuss the spatial language and spatial cognition of Chinese children.
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