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Development of Deaf Children’s Emotion Understanding
ZHENG Pei, MA Wei-na
School of Education Science, Hangzhou Normal University , Hangzhou 310018, China

[Abstract] Objective: To discuss the developmental trend of deaf children’s emotion understanding at different levels.
Methods: 119 11-18 year—old deaf children were tested by emotion understanding tasks. Results; (D11 and 18 years old
deaf children’s ability of expression recognition didn’t have differences; @In affective perspective—taking task, there were
significant differences between 11 and 12-18 years old (P<0.05), and no differences between 12 and 18 years old; In
second-order emotion understanding task, there were significant differences between 11-15 and 16-18 years old (P<0.05).
Conclusion: This study suggests that 12—year—old and 16—year—old may be the two key ages of the development of
emotion perspective—taking and second—order emotion understanding. In these two tasks, the better their hearing ability is,
the better their emotion understanding develops.
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