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On Theoretical Foundations of Curriculum Transition between
Kindergarten and First- grade School

Zhao Yanjie
(Education School of Southwest University, Chongging 400715)
Lv Xiao
(Education Department of Chongqing University of Arts and Sciences, Yongchuan
402160)

Abstract: The issue of curriculum transition between kindergarten and first- grade school, as a hot topic
in the field of preschool education, is receiving great concerns from teachers, parents and the government. In
hope of furthering the curriculum transition between kindergarten and first- grade school, this paper presents
three curriculum transition’ s theoretical foundations including the body and psychology development on
children, the continuity of learning experience and the theory of ecological transition.

Key words: curriculum transition between kindergarten and first- grade school, body and psychology
development on children, continuity of learning experience, ecological transition
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The Cross- cultural Research on Language Development of

3 ~ 6 Years Old Infants in Han, Hui Tribe and Tibetan
Xia Ruixue
(School of Economy and Management, Gansu United University, Lanzhou 730070 )
Zhou Aibao
(School of Education, Northwest Normal University, Lanzhou 730070 )

Abstract: The research takes 347 3 ~ 6 year- old infants in Han, Hui tribe and Tibetan as subjects, and
conducts the cross- - cultural research on their language expression and understanding development.Following
conclusions are obtained: There is a remarkable difference in language development among Han, Hui tribe and
Tibetan children. Han children’s development is best; Tibetan children is superior than Hui tribe on
understanding everyday language; Han children is superior than Hui on exchanging and quoting and Tibetan
on exchanging, quoting and understanding time; Different religious cultures, life style and mother upbringing
have potential impact on children’ s language development.

Key words: 3~6- year- old infants, language development, children of Hui tribe, children of Han tribe,
children of Tibetan
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