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ABSTRACT:: In this paper the arguments for perception and concept category during the development of irfants category have been

reviewed. A supposition during the forming stage of category of infants was proposed that perception category and concept category are two different

stages simultaneously taking place in the same process. The forming of infants category is a process in which a judgement standard should be es-

tablished, and the forming of concept is a process of information analysis, which affects category development.
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