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Illustration Effect in the Text Reading
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Abstract: Illustration Effect refers to the psychological role of illustration on the learner, including the role
of the cognitive aspects of memory, understanding, and problem solving, also including attention, interest,
and emotiona aspects of the role of non-cognitive. Early as the 1930s some researchers began empirical
study of the illustration effect; so far a lot of researches investigated illustration effect from a different per-
spective. Classifications of the illustrations, the theory of the illustration effect, influencing factors were re-

viewed in this article. Finally, ten principles of the illustrations using were summarized, and some thoughts
on the study of illustrations were proposed.
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