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SCAGHT R o
*giE JLE gl BREE

T

FHZILIZ 2T ARG S IICIZ (iR B
1999) . fER—Fh“IMER AR, BRI
MR IFAR . HRBESEMAX B C R
WARIRIPEAY, R— N2 4 2 B INH A L5
(Marsh,2005) , | AR A B RBEE K —Fhst
TERIE, B2 R B RBEE IR sl & KR 4t 32
ESIEE: 7 RS A NP NS R LA RVA S E T N RAR | Erodiid
(Conway,2000) , MAI) B ALK LM 5 A L1142
FHH I o

MG R BT , 15 SCAL LRI S A B,
JUE QAR R SR AT B A IR b o A8 LB i
LN R GRS <22 g IR TR VA = RN
LA R, M HAREHIC 2, 4Bk L
WEME MmN, IR A EE2 WL R
(Wang ,2004) ,

ML H RS R IRRFE , 250 E A SMIFFE
R, BARRE—3, HA RE B H IR, JLE A
BB REF I M A S, 4 : Harter (1982) A4,
PP ILELIN B RS R SRR b 8 S DB
JRIGAEIRFAE . BEAAEIR NG, LB B 2 A
PRI S SR 2 0 (Marsh, 1998) o /v L
T H RS RJRINBITE B, e R R
MM B, MAM/INFIT IR A5 LA 0 B 3
W&o ANALETTIG ST S 2% I Rk X 43
e, 0, A5 SNSRI TS (R, G
R, PREETE,1995) o B SCAL LU BB SR R, BB AR
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T JLER PG 7 L3, AR BR LK H R AR L
FIRBUNLEEEREZ . 6 HRAMR K& (or-
ganization ) Jy AT, 47 & 8¢ K JLEE IR A 44 ) 3R ( collec-
tive self) 223k B 3 (public self) #iiRE L . AFREEL
RILEE ST AR AR AR, A
PR ) B L 1K) A Bt (Wang 2004 )

1E90 B A2 5 B RIGBEFE, BF5EH sk
PRI 3R (cognitive self) fy HY LRI &SR H 15
FF AL T A T (845, 2005 ; Howe,
Courage , & Edison,2003 ) ; si 55 ¥4 HA B B35 10 HKE
S A2 I LA R XHCAZ 7 A2 5 ( Conw-
ay, 2005 ; XBT I , A ,2002 ) ; sl a4 SRR B 21 52
B XS T3 2 3 388X B R 5102 m (R
45, TKEEHT, 2008 ; Nelson & Fivush,2005) , HI LA
(ARVASTEE: 7 v SR ST R

AR A JLE AR ICIZE U R SRR SETE R
JEAl EARSGHE W AR — 1S S 5T, #H53C
LR H R R RN, BT LE A 0125 RS
RIBIKRER , AUFRITE W LI BBE:5 -9 2 )L
K B ALICIZ R B BN R R A BEAF e i &
JRIEH H AN 25 B BRI JLE B %l
HHBRBERRACAE L T m A e, Horb JLEE B %3l
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Pkt 98 A, HIBR Pl By sl M A A S22 gk 17
N AR5 81 Ao HrbgiJLRPE2S A(M=5.44
£0.26, 5 8 4 17) ;/NFE—AEG 22 A(M=6.53
0.33,55 11,2 11) s /MR =A4RS 34 N(M=8.72 +
0.21,512,% 22) , FAGORE NP E LM A< 1 L
B, B RE . A SRR WA E T rh &k
H & EAKF
2.2 pIEELHE
2.2.1 JLE AEICIZUIREH

M EAGIZ M R E , X B IC I MR
BRI B R M2 A 2 IRZ (234 5%, 2003, 2004 )
(I, R FLREBR ATLIEHE) . MIBLOAH VR
(Wang,2008 ) Sz Hi SBIERIY , B 4~ ] : 1 B A
BAMOLA 2457 Ph—Prg 20T, 2. RZ/h
JH AR BEICAMtbAT AR /M /N K B4 2 28 1) 43, 4K
FRICAMB /MR IR R A I SR e Ph— P&
URITIT
2.2.2 JLE [AHRBESVIREN

M ARSI EORE , XG4 L A RBEER
P, BR P E — S G BEAh (Wang, 2004 ) , 23R A
TST ( Twenty Statements Test) [ 2% =X,: “ & &
TR [ LK 447 ] 7o FTLA, A
H RS VT RIS BE AT IUA PR

S— 20 8 I XXX (P A A ) , K S
W(IEEMEI) IERE —5 XOUMNITAFTEIER)
BER/NITAC, oA — B B R E B IRINIR, 1
WeE XXX(MITAKA ) M. RITEREM, RTE
BRI XS S 2 W87 28— Fik—A7E
R Y [T G TR IR E R
7 — 3 JLE YRS H S X, BLULE AR
BLIARFH B S RME IR )L B O s H
Mirdie =4 FIX—ALELK RS H 8~ XXX
[JLER £ 7] 7, — ) JLE PR H
SC, PULEE A UL 47 6 8 BARE R RliR 4 L
HUgARE H Wbk,
2.3 BFSERUY

SR 12 24 AT 80F Lkt LR il
IERIEW S PR SY , 55— 53 AAE R NIZ R B
5 435G AT 8 JLE H RSB iR
SRR ARG RS, TR, R
We” 5, IR R T,
2.4 4y

VIR R AL RSB . S A
F (Jefferson & Peter,1993)

WA FRRBUGSY . MR RE iR
HRKB AR ABH 4 S, i3 1 K
A 143 e Bk RAREAC R 1, — il
R0, CICHEA IR A B A 1, TR
PRER 2, DR 3,

HREH: AFHFFARARKRAR FLAR
AL ARPE U fAMA B A AR AN IE
o PEHrHE AUEBUR B BITFHr HR BRI FI
AP, Al AR A RA BRI RA G
AR . WAE ALFER IR H RANIE (trait self - de-
scription) 147 & H i 1A (behavior self — descrip-
tion) o F FAEHN KA PERITEA P T35 1H43, H
A VARE L 235 A R h PR AR I A Sl 1
RN A, 3000, I 1 At 1 43

FIIR AR A 34 WA P 5> 4 45 BE S A A
721 -. 923, QAPEIIERIED . 804 PRAMER LUK
—H

3 HRE5HH

8.1 JLEAfLicii kg

e LB AZ R RO B0 1P B
JLzE A2 R B (Wang, 2004) o [ B/
(ARABN = 38 0 KB (A8 B RKEL + i
A AKE) ) AL ER R BB LB

JLEE HAICIZ I — iR e DL AR 1o L
BEICIZIN RIRSTOULRT , J5 2250 i SRR W, 212
A (F(2,78) =10.646,p <.001) . fiiAft A% H
(F(2,78) =3.305,p <.05) Mz (F(2,78) =
4.213,p <. 05)AEREZ R W, ZHILBIRHA, =47
YILEMICIZ A B IR N B H RS2 1 v 8 B 5
HT YLK —AE R IL#, — ARG R4 LR B2

AR
®1 )BT BRI

iH M SD N
iR 102. 14 81. 47 81
HiR AR H 1.64 1.04 81
IEE 33 1.02 .81 81
iR e 2.19 1.87 81
AR/AEA .59 .17 81
Hik AR KE 4.01 2.50 81
HiR A A KB 3.63 2.97 81

t K SRR, Pl id 2 & (0 =1.522,p
>.05) JiRM A H (2 =.723,p >. 05) A& h (¢
=.822,p>.05) (¢ =.700,p >.05) A H K/
fls N (t = -.609,p >.05) %54 JE 2 BeAT B 252,
JLE HAACIL R B E R 225 . ZI0TTRMTER
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KW, L QSRR AR MR S AR

®2 IELHMREZ.RREZ—RERER

S Ha 2R R AZH JIEE 54 M AR/ A

(%) M SD M SD M SD M SD M SD

HAk=EH: 67.90 147.22 145.67 2.05 1.70 1.38 1.24 3.18 3.43 .54 .21
by — A 32.10 72.04 43.38 1.15 .83 .85 .88 1.31 1.41 .60 .28
% Bk 28.40 192.65 202.76 2.26 2.34 1.82 .89 3.70 4.70 .60 .21
iz A 56. 80 95.25 43.50 1.83 1.19 2.08 1.56 2.67 1.92 .51 .21
TR 14. 80 95.57 68.62 1.50 .98 .67 .84 2.00 1.98 .55 .25
HAk=H 46. 90 85.80 59.43 1.53 1.18 .95 1.15 1.82 1.59 .61 .23
b4 — A 53.10 71.46  52.42 1.53 1.18 .58 .64 1.73 1.80 .61 .25
%% BUR A 9.90 98.43 70.79 1. 65 1.03 .91 1.35 1.96 1.49 .61 .22
1z A 67.90 74.25 40.11 1.58 .67 .58 .51 2.00 1.54 .53 .16
TR A 22.20 74.39 52.83 1.41 1.24 .85 .94 1.65 1.77 64 .25

JLEE B A2 I AR R4 45 28 AL L 3%
2, M RIS R (e LB A
Wiz, BRI A A R B 25 R T T AR A
g (F(2,78) =5.331,p <. 001) , P dift:
H P T A BT S /N T B U AT 4 A R A
R4 (F(2,78) =15.891,p <. 001) o HARAF
W2 A R B R T — B (p <. 01) o HATHAE
HH B A AZH (p <. 05) AISEHEEAT 9 (p <
0L, feJLEER B2, MRSl
LR BE R T kS (p <. 05) o TR AT
JERRAE SRR YT, BUR FA LA A5 4 P 3 i 6

MeE ST g F(2,78) =3.908,p<.05),
TR A I A2 ARG 2 W 28w TR PR (F (2,
78) =4.152,p <. 05) o TEIHBZFATHAlAM AR
BEL, HARGMCiZ R B RT3 (p
<.001),
3.2 JLEHERMELRE

M EBRIERN TS AR IR CHR DURE , ¥ E
FoA IR SR A FIAERSAE Dy b8 B 45 5 (Wang,
2004) , SAH R Fk HRFCR AR L BE N
X (p <. 01) , PEBIERAT AR 4 SOk K L 32 R4 18
SFRBERER KR AR AR,

®3 HEFREILEARMAEHER/IER

S #)LABE —AEg% =S
N M SD N M SD N M SD
SHhRAR 25 2.68 1.70 22 3.05 2.34 34 4.76 3.29
REHR 25 3.72 2.41 22 4.18 2.46 34 4.32 2.95
2\) R 25 3.44 2.14 22 4,27 2.76 34 5.97 3.22
b 25 3.68 2.39 22 3.55 1.99 34 4.12 2.54
AMEER 25 9. 00 3.48 22 9.91 4.65 34 12.59 5.85
SERAR 25 1.36 1.15 22 .91 1.06 34 1.56 1.74
AFEER 25 3.16 2.37 22 4.23 2.74 34 5.12 3.48
BUR B TRVEM 25 2.96 2.46 22 3.23 3.19 34 4.26 2.88
sk B RVEAT 25 10. 00 3.62 22 11.14 4.19 34 13.06 5.59
W ARV 25 .56 .77 22 .68 1.29 34 1.94 2.12
i A RAEAR 25 6.24 3.22 22 8.00 4.50 34 8.44 5.03
Ak B RHR 25 3.64 3.04 22 2.09 1.63 34 2.97 2.39
R B RHEIR 25 .88 1.42 22 2.32 3.09 34 4.26 2.62
FHARNR 25 2. 64 2.38 22 1.32 1.36 34 2.35 1.79
BRHGR B 25 2.68 1.70 22 3.05 2.34 34 4.76 3.29

L A BB KR I IR YR B L2 3
T B B a ke e R AW, L A RS A
BRI w2 (F(2,78) =6.307,p<.01) , A
RSP R SRR Z M R Rk, b, &
HHR (F(2,78) =5.306,p <.01) &l H IR (F
(2,78) =6.264,p <. 01) MK R (F(2,78) =
4.308,p<.05) HAJt (1R (F(2,78) =3.112,p =

-05) AR 255 B 8, AR R BB W T — AR AL
JLKRHE, 18 HEVEY P, ARG A b 3T
Yl = T ALK BE, T B HE A B T —4F
YANLILKRIE, 18 H RS HE AR b, —4F
HEYILRILER B F, ZAERR T %ML L
RIPLE, eI AR AR AT [ R I,
SAMEYARA BE . BAEXRR AR BHA
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ik it
Pk ar B e e

ok XE 0k e ‘
gy R HR pR AR AR O b %
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VIA % B % B %k A %k B %k B kB ok H kB kB kB KB &XHE %A X

N 3 5 31 5 31 5 3 5 31 5 3 5 31 5 31 5 31 5 31 5 31 5 31 5 31 50 31 50
M 3.67 3.64 3.96 4.18 4.41 4.92 10.8710.68 1.35 1.30 4.03 4.42 3.29 3.76 11.4811.66 1.48 .98 8.03 7.40 2.67 3.10 2.67 2.70 2.00 2.26 16.16 16.40
SD 2.91 2.71 2.91 2.48 2.47 3.26 5.30 5.02 1.60 1.31 3.01 3.10 2.79 2.93 4.55 5.00 2.11 1.37 3.94 4.75 2.44 2.52 3.21 2.61 1.73 2.07 7.10 6.61
t .059 -.349 =132 .163 .168 -.552 =712 -.159 1.301 .619 -.141 -.035 -.582 -.153
P .953 728 . 466 . 871 .867 .582 478 .874 197 531 .461 913 .562 878

M B B AIR AR AR SIS A DR
B AEARIEAPRIERR A R JLEH H R AR
PRINAT R RR R AR O O, 76 A R P I KL
W ASE AR, RIEMAH R LERABLZH
B FT BRI
3.3 JLEAMEICILS HRMERXR

R AR A E TR BB Ay By A A s
J&i (Wang,2004) , JLE H £301215 B BRI A E
WOLAR S, WRPTLED, A3tARS Al

2RI 5L B AR, HR B RAE T8 H i
5 AL 4 MR E, AR B RS H
AL 4 MR R B EPESME . AT
BRAN W BB 2B B L, 7 B RS HE
O RIER R A HAAIL A &, HAE LK A
BVEYY  AERIR BRI R LR BT o HiiR . i
Te At P TR IBZM RS A LA | OH
PPk B BRAGR R TR H BB B

R5 EFEN GRAMARBRESEILEAFICZSARMSOEXER

EEELEEE RN NY
idfZ4E -.031 .249* -.172 -.280* .093 .269* . 033 -.191 .276* -.252* .333** .049 .281* .347**
ﬁﬁ{g‘ -.082 .252* -.133 -.287* -.022 .335** -.021 -.115 .222*% -.082 .330** -.027 .258* .226"
e -.033  .180 -.174 -.227* .046 .237" . 150 -.152  .009 -.101 .274* -.152 .275* . 097
A -.050 .383** -.219 -.332** -.092 .462** .084 -.136 .140 -.165 .399** .049 .374** .097
?ﬂ?j‘l\/ . 207 -.214 -.016 .219 -.011 -.257* .127 -.077 -.101 .101 -.119 -.025 -.074 -.084

**RINP<.0l xFRp<.05 aFERp=.051

4 tig
JLE Afdie k%
MILE A0 I AR BDR R , AR 012
H, JLEL I 2 DA P SRR S S 3, X S DA
B FREST RAH HIE (Jefferson & Peter,1993)
TR D, B A R L A B R T
L& DI LN o P 8 T Ay Ta VA LI & X L o T
LR BN T YRS, MAERE N A Ak
PVEZEAE ML g R A AR BRI 1 22, B BB P 2 A
IIZ, g % A A FE 48630 WY s TR, DA TG S B 1 R ) 4
F-(Wilson & Ross,2000) ,
MAERE RIERTE , A BRI LB L AR B 48 /)
LR R AL A 58 A, i T 58 &2 IR A 4 )

4.1

E[IO TR rAL R 3o (WS § S R B N RS R A A
Forb R R T BRI A RAE o R A7 8 R 1Y
K, JLEGE B AR, FEARR R LE N
AL HRAEAN 2 0y 1T LLAR RSB/ L B ST TR AR
%,

HUABREERA W W, ROT&A LAY B
WML o 1852, R A L5 R K P-4
BERHRRERTT, P R E B R T R
LI . KK H 218 B Tt
BLAFIY LG I S BRBE, {53 (R B4 ) VR TG 2%
A ZEA K (Wang,1998,2008 ) ,,

4.2 JLHEHEBES KR

M E BB R IBAS DLRE , DF T4 R S BAT

BT B A B R AR . A RAES
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SR DH AR N R R I e . BEAAE IR IR 3
K, JLH I 2R BB R, 2 B R B FRIK &
LEEEANEZAF EIAR AR, X5 Marsh
(2005) | SDQ T X JLECRN 1.2 424 JLE KB
FERMIEAF G o Marsh 1Ay, 2Hi JLEERI 1.2 4E4%
JLEON E O A BAMR IR IA IR AR SC R B R
Rl B FRAE & R B B AR e B K 1T T R IR o
LB ARARHIAR A, ARBE A C K
AR, NTTEXS A PP A EFIRA RS, BR—4
P JLBEARRMR AR AR AR ATy B BB Iy i
PR, HBA A ME AR - REATR” A%
H R - B A RAER” TR 5T B R AR - 17
o ERAGIR” 43 IHEAR B BRAG IR KA P g R
WG (Wang,2004 ) , AT 18, 8 LR BEIL S
—AERILHIF R B E R, AR B ERT R
JLTE, JLEDXN H R PR B KAl B AR e 1 4 i &
JRo PEIRGERN D, XX 5 3 AR I
K& bp A JLEE 5 3R 1K & Jik (Harter, 1998) , A%
SCHRYON IR 14K 3

15 H RS RR T, e B R IG LR, R
AR 5 & ik A SO BRE, ST
P Bl A DGR I LB AERIR B BRI T B 3L RAR 1Y
1iAHE . XE5OAHPFRETRAMAT .

HPEPITE AR (Wang, 2004 ) A 2, 7e%F
IR AR TR B RARK AR R D AR E R
T—AEg G JLRPE, TERFR LR HRAIT LM, B
FAERWNK, AR ILEP SR T B2 R
VAT FIRE R I B, LR AHRE I8 , JL BRI AIE S
R HBRAR G EIE .  HA LA L
F AR AR T HR A D X R MARIR
RGP P TR o LT | R I SR B AT W 4 Py
2%, 3T BRI TX B FRAE A IR A TRl i i) s
K5 (Janis, Stephanie , & Osgood ,2002) ,,
4.3 JLEAMEICIZS ARBEEWCR

M AT T R AR SR A A U i A
#5if (Wang,2004) , 2500 5 -9 2/ JLE H&1012 5 8
RS RIRI KR : BI85 41 W Bk &
s A5 B RL B, A6 B RS AR P RIER R A
RN AR, JAE LR B RIPH, TEAlE B
IR AR AR . e A RA BB R
TEAMAE BIRJLE, H AL IR R R 4k, R A3
FABASGS,, AR/ BN EBIMXT R . X R,
HRFIENE AL 2L R IR INA AR, B RN
RIERICR G R E A ARG sh 5 B AR KR

SR TR 5 1024 13 FRARAE A Ay A A AR B S
AR, B FRME SUBER] TR 8 A CAE B
S AL HEL (Wang & Brockmeier,2002) , XM 5
— SRR U, BAR AL 3 3RS 7 A BRI
RIGIAMLGRAE A AR VG T ST 22 52, IR AFTE T
AR, AL A A AN N 3 SCE i R dk = 30
{817 ( Wang , 2004 ; Singelis, 1994 ) , 1 H., PAISE %1
FE2 R FOR R SCE FRIKAMATIA E 2 1A A A
IR %, A RXRE A RE S MEAER S
AR GaAA KGR AT AW AT A&
IR BE AR 5 (TR AR, SR 18, T8 J7, 2008 ; Wang &
Conway,2004 ; Wang & Leichtman,2000) , 43k &% %
EFRBAER, % N I8 R AE B s (3K I %%,
2005) .

HUOAEPIREIRA N K A B RAE P E
SMAXRRME, AR ICICARETL S ER
o (AR A B SO LB 58, R B R IY
JLE, BICIZNAE T8 . X2 —HEH A &K
ik, HEMESHZNAWM KB RY, A
HRRE QRSN MAER G IS S A
AHRBFER . TEE L5, X MA A R IMIL
B AL R ELZ W A E170. AR
H, SETEAMA S G R I L ELE A 42012 b &
HEMMARMLE R BT, B W45 R
PRAEE R —P. FH, CTICZ AR I 22 70
T BRI BRI R KA BT, X —&5RB T
—fmRY AL Ry L A R JRE M TE
ARL2F 5 8 B AN 5 T < %L 2546 B 3R (self - perceived
connectedness ) FIX 73T A )4 H 3R ( self — per-
ceived distinctiveness) , fERENILE LA LEE
HEEE L IR TR B R, (H IR R B A S B
WA ER  1E AAEICIZ R X B 2 A A B,
ot ARAMAE B BIE AR REA 1 Sl A H.
A WA J5 T (Harter, 1998,1999) o %4 f5 ¥
W RRABHE— 2L OCTE BARICIZ S AN B MR K
R, RPN AR A2 T R A A ST o

BMZ, LEALICIZ S A RS L I A
BRI fER—FhoMER B, L0125 AR
SHEAEM LR L RO AR, R,
TEF—AE R T, RITR B R R GMAKRR
LE, A0 T0 BN AR 0 el e h i
BERMAFLAER . MOGEAMAE B ILE, {
I BAICIZ B R 2k, ¥ R A A AL 25 B E D
XWAE—E R BB UIEFE T Markus F Kitaya-
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5 AR R IR, DA M AR RA 3
A o APFTERF YOS TR
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The Development of Autobiographical Memory and Self-Concept of
Children Aged from Five to Nine and Their Relationship

Lin Linlin' Qin ]inliang2
(! Normal College for Pre-school Education of Lishui University, Songyang ,322400)
(2 Normal College for Pre-school Education of Zhejiang Normal University, Hangzhou, 310012)

Abstract Many researches indicate that self-concept plays an important role in one’ s autobiographical memories. And the relationship
of autobiographical memory and self-concept is complicated. But almost all of researchers started from a cross-culture perspective. To
examine the purer relationship of them, this article controled the cultural effects so as to discover something new.

98 Chinese children aged from 5-9 participated in the interview. And 81 valid data were used for analysis because 17 children
didn’ t finish the interview. Before the procedure began, 12 postgraduate interviewers, all preschool education majors, spent several
days in classrooms to become familiar with the children. At the beginning of the interview, the interviewer chatted with the child to es-
tablish rapport. When the children seemed relaxed and comfortable, the interview began. The first step was autobiographical memory in-
terview. The children were asked two questions: 1) Could you please tell me one thing that happened to you recently? 2) Many children
remember what happened to them when they were very young. Do you remember yours? Would please tell me one thing that happened to
you when you were very young? After that, the examiners played with the child for 5 minutes. And then the second step started. During
the self-concept interview, the child was asked, “ (the child’ s name) , your Mom/ principle (head teacher) wants me to write about
all of the children in our class. And there must be something about you. So could you tell me what I should write about you?” After
that, the examiners asked the children to complete sentences “I am ” and “ I like ” and “ (the child’ s name)
” until the child indicated by speech or gesture that he or she was finished. At the end of the interview, the interviewer gave
each child a small gift to keep.

The interviews were transcribed verbatim onto paper. The volume of the memory narrative was coded by counting the total number
of Chinese characters spoken by the children. Each memory was coded as either specific or general. And each memory was coded as
positive or negative or neutral. The number of times children spontaneously mentioned emotions was also counted including both emotion
words and feeling states expressed by verbs. The number of other people the children introduced in their memories was counted and also
the number of instances that involved social interactions or group activities. “ Self/other ratio” was used to index children’ s social ori-
entation. Children’ s responses to the four open-ended questions of self-description were pooled together for coding. Propositions, de-
fined as subject-verb constructions, were used as a coding unit. Each self-description was coded according to the following four coding
schemes ; organization in which children’s self-descriptions was coded as private, collective, or public; evaluation which was further
coded as positive, negative, or neutral; abstraction in which two mutually exclusive but not exhaustive coding categories were used to
capture the abstract-specific dimension of children’ s self descriptions and also the content which indicates the trait-behavior dimension.
Besides the four coding schemes, this article also adopted the physical self, the relational self, the academic self and others to indicate
children’ s self awareness.

The results showed 1) Children’ s autobiographical memory including memory volume ( F(2,78) =10. 646, p <0.001) , number
of others( F(2,78) =3.305, p <0.05)and interaction scenario( F(2,78) =4.213, p<0.05) developed with age. 2) Total scores of
children’ s self-concept developed with age especially from Grade 1 to Grade 3( F(2,78) =6.307, p<0.01). 3) There were no gen-
der differences in the development of autobiographical memory and self-concept. 4) The relationship of children’ s autobiographical
memory and self-concept was remarkable.

Key words children, autobiographical memory, self-concept





