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TE 155210

The purposes of this thesis were to compare auditory — visual intermodal numerical
correspondence and visual — visual numerical correspondence ability in three — to — four — year — old
children, to compare auditory — visual intermodal numerical correspondence and visual — visual
numerical correspondence ability between the more proficient counters and the less proficient counters,
and to predict their above chance auditory — visual intermodal numerical correspondence and visual —
visual numerical correspondence ability.

The subjects consisted of 120 children, 60 boys and 60 girls. The instrument was modified
from the study of Mix et al. (1996). Two-way ANOVA was used for statistical analysis.

The study shows that :

1. Auditory — visual intermodal numerical correspondence and visual — visual numerical
correspondznce ability in three — to — four — year — old children increased in accordance with their
increasing agc (p <.05).

2. Three — to — four — year — old children had significantly better visual — visuai numerical
correspondence ability than auditory — visual intermodal numerical correspondence ability (p < .05).

3. The more proficient counters had significantly beiter auditory — visual intermodal
numerical correspordence and visual — visual numerical correspondence ability than the less preficient
counters (p < .05).

4. The proportion of children’s above chance auditory — visual intermodal numerical

correspondence and visual — visual numerical correspondence ability increased in accordance with their

increasing age.



