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[ Abstract)

Objective: The aim of this study was to investigate whether Chinese mothers would show child—reference ef-

fect and whether or not child’ s age moderates this effect. Methods: The study recruited 53 mothers(age=33.56+4.92, chil-

dren’s age=3.94+2.50). A five(self, child, public character, font and semantic) within—subject design was used with self-ref-
erence effect paradigm. Results: The repeated ANOVA find that the recognition score for child-referent(M=0.64, SD=0.23)
was lower than those of self-referent(M=0.70, SD=0.20), and higher than those of public—character—referent(M=0.56, SD=
0.21); F4,208)=37.24, P<0.01. And child’s age moderated the child—reference effect, demonstrating that the child—refer-

ence effect was stronger when the child’ age is over 4 than those less than 4. Conclusion: Chinese mother show child-ref-

erence effect on recognition condition. And it is much stronger when the child’s age is over 4.
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