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A Comparative Experimental Study on Emotional Body Recognition
Capability of Children Aged 3-5
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Abstract: To explore the development trend of 3~5 year—old children’ s emotional body recognition ability. 109 children aged 3~5
were investigated by forced selection task. Results show: (1) The correct rate of children in recognizing the four basic emotions was:
66% sadness ,63% fear,59% happiness, and 57% anger; (2) The main effects of age were significant. In the recognition of happy and
sad body postures, 5—year—old children are significantly better than 3—year—old children; In the recognition of angry body postures,5—
year—old children are significantly better than 3—year—old children, and 4—year—old child is significantly better than 3—year—old one;
In recognition of fear body postures, 5—year—old child is significantly better than 3—and 4—year—old one. (3) Boys in the 4—year—old
group have significantly better accuracy in recognizing angry body postures than girls. But the main effect of gender is not significant.
In conclusion, this experiment show that there may be differences in children’s physical expression processing of different valenc-
es, supporting the theories of mind from the perspective of body emotions.
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