DELS 1T RIFSE 2026, 242): 151~160
Studies of Psychology and Behavior

DOI: 10.12139/j.1672-0628.2026.02.002

AL B A UE X AR PRI A

hEZL' BExX” AEE” £ i

(U BRI RO B R S o B I T TS SR

O B S B R TR D (RO R ), JLEE B 3 e )

BEoEke, dbat 100875) (2 WM LLW /N, WYL 518000) (3 WIm IR K2 B, ¥ 453007)

W OE PIPLCEAE Dy — FlokE X 4 1A T BE 08 i 280 3R 45 7T 58 25 21 0 SOA M BT A T B, 70 DU SCAS AT Al i (9 RCR 18
ARFRR . AT 80 £ Al # 4 80 i SCA MY PI T LA, R DT T L5 ok Boxd VI P L B R RB I s o 45 3R
B, PIPG LRI R A A S 0, B S SOR MM SO AT 30 0 W 35 400G, BEAS L AR B g i, 5L
J¥ 72 1IN EOB TR E [ IR & VT A R AR X Ll 5 A RS, 3 R R A T T L A T DU A A T A o

Ha— e F k.

KA DUBRRIIEE, SORMER, PIRLLE, NEIESCEM .

SES B342

1 5lH

Bl HEAE S AR RALERERE. A
2014 Ak, AR —HEHE S 2 W E A
N TAERSEZh, s oR T B 3.
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¥ o G ) 12 A R M 2 — A T T Al SR A
B AR EO TR R WP L EAE DS SCAR ME
PRAG o 045 B2 R RPE DN R DTG 43 9 ) 32 AR
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IF 6 bR HE T BEN [A], ARAEDPAG & 22 5%, HoME
DLHEAT KL (Y 18R 2 B F b, sk DL AT
1L (Bloxham, 2009; Fry, 2002)., fij i 332 24 2
Z T ORI R 2 B RRAE (WRali 3 45, 2015; X1
i 45, 2021), AL ZMBHRZXRMEER, XA
SEAEAE, RO AR EL R L 1O B .
Ah, AR S S T K RN 96 IE 7 3 TR R
MEFE AR bRy B iR, XA AT st A
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K1 SORVEAE TT R K

A BB WA e B IR (Crompvoets et al.,
2020; Paquot et al., 2022): (1) AATXF A4~ XF G2 fchH
XF F WIS, B LB 4 — > X G D 43 T ERL T
R, WHAE ;s (2) WL AL, PEAS A X X
SRR IS F ey . X TR 1, AR R
PR 2 LB SO, L B 7 Al — R SCAS
SRR, PPAG SRS O AT EE (Pollitt, 2012), JFH.
T & VA, PR HL AN 2 1 A0 Kt T 1T A
TR S, G CAMmARSE, MR
BT A, I U RE A 0 AT S AR, A
I AT DA S B OV AG K SCAR I H . X TR
2, MMM BRAEEE TEER IE RNE
PE, WMSCARMER U —Fh i 24 Jm k. ATtk X
rRR L A AR R TANRRAE (9 45 A R RE T L v Ak b
RAESCAMERE , M SCAS IR Z IR YRR (AR # 15
B SCEER) XML EREE A, P LR R R A
PEA B T 504 T b VAL SCAS ME B, S S it i
HWDHRAZ . [EEE, PN AR SRR LA T

A VEAL R SCA 1Y ) K A5 3 00 SO HE B E E S
9, AR T VPG AT SCAKHE BE A9 2R H (Jones &
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B3 1 S o I FH iG55 o
12 AHELLER

5 7 L3 e 0] Thurstone(1927) $2H4, fcd] 32
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AR RAER — 8 PP %%, BB M L
B E.

Pollitt F1 Murray(1996) B VR 5 95 L 45 A8 5 15
N THE S, H T %4 0iEKE. b
J& , Pollitt(2012) i — 4 H i FH £ 9 SCSCAR PEAR
W IPEAL A A /SO iR (Bramley & Vitello, 2019;
Lesterhuis et al., 2018; Pollitt, 2012; Thwaites et al., 2024;
Wheadon et al., 2020) ., 1a{% B A X5 4EBE (Jones et al.,
2015) &5, I JLAEAT BIFSE & TT fh 2238 0 9 Le A
T SCSCARME B A9 Al H (Crossley et al., 2023;
Crossley et al., 2019), H¥3XFp 5 1k i FH T 50 3C
A (A XE BE PP AT A P AS ) A TP PR

I SO L BRSO TR PR L 5 45 R vl S
M . —J5 T, 32 {E B AR BTL B8 v it 4l
THE S e vl 58, PEAGE AR R B Z X
FOBAT: 55 B, BB AT 00 T4 SR W] S 1k
F 7, it 2 0 RO B 23 LE VT Al I E)
W57, HE R e DAL A5 R0 A v o AR R T
T, Bramley(2007) il Pollitt(2012) A, eI L
B — D R/ANEE, R B BOL P
fH, BLAEIRTS 2 08 2 05 BORM A LR 4
8 T 9 LE A OB BRI ST 430 % 20 25, 30 Al
100 f SCA AT P LR, S5 5R LM, “FIHR
A A D HEAT 20 IR ELECA RE IR F] 0.80 Y ] HE 4%
(Crompvoets et al., 2020), Verhavert % A (2019) #YJC
MR, PRAR X R PR 10 ~ 14 R4 RE IS F]
0.70 M5 B, LA 26 ~ 37 WA REILF] 0.90 15
BEo EHUEAT DL, TR LA R E B S 2 B LR
UCE e, TAERLE I, AU 2 &Ik
ST ARV SCEE TR, MW AIR S
FOM P I3 (G455 46 XF B AR PEAL | 48 %5 43 i PR AR ) 19
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45 A7 76 Hh S5 5 B A A € (Landrieu et al., 2022;
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2022) FI%E BAE B (Verhavert et al., 2019) TG540, 7
— BB APF 5 ) e DA 2 I SO T e i A R T A
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W3 5] A LA Git & infit (5 i & R4 & A1k
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LRI E AT 26 K, HF A6 HE W FHEY
37 . TMiFE Paquot % AN BIHFSEH, B TEAL X4
B 16 ~ 22 Wk, A R Ay b A ER AT e 1 455
T g ] R s Bk E, N R 5 €%
VP25 R 22 5 BeAh, A B9 [R5 Pk e ] G
SR AT 45 R . Lesterhuis %6 ARG H, H5EHY

LA PG B WSS F , 1 Bartholomew 5% A
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S ] AE 2 T BOUP AL A R AR 52 W T A LE AR A R Y D
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FEBR A SRR 0 2 BV B RRAE (T oll . 1 25 T SO
SRR B 155 > 158) 19 520 2
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AR X 58] 352 2J 1% [7) 45 (Comparative Reading Habits;
Chen & Fang, 2015) i 5 18 A% H A i, ZR AR
B O A R 8 N7 D e B A R AR AR
JE DR R R e A e R B S A
MRIMIEAT 7 SRR P4y, 1R “ TS
G, TR “ER/E 7. AN VEALE R
AFDRT ) 352 2T A8 3 B 55 1 B

£ 1 FHEEENEEIIBRS . infit EERGH (MSD) ROEBBER

TR SN N A B e > M5 o B infit{H 74 P
pLiva 29 21.45(3.26) 0.90(0.31)
Ll ) -031 0.76
SR 51 21.31(4.94) 0.93(0.40)
o 1195 KU 38 21.29(5.29) 0.98(0.41)
=5 T SO S -1.40 0.16
12043 & U I 42 21.43(3.44) 0.87(0.32)
o <21 35 17.54(2.95) 0.96(0.38)
RS T B 352 20 15 -0.94 0.35
>21 45 24.33(2.67) 0.89(0.36)
J=Say 80 21.36(4.38) 0.92(0.37)
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Liu %A (2024) BT B30, 1H8 TR RSCAR R
AL B O bR . BRI, AT O B
A/INSA T8 SO 0 M R M JE A A, e X B
PRSCER I 265 A SCARFE 2R F B HL AR ARCF S5 1)

AR s ML R ORI 27 = BB T R A T s e A AR A B
T AP LB AR S5 R R, SR 5% (Liu et al., 2024), 2 BRI SCAR BME
*2 MALBRIEAEXRER [MESD)]

. \ \ . \ . RS

W SRR R S i i ey i A

BEHLARMR SRl

1 10 70.20(36.67) 35.30(16.28) 52.40(29.27) 29.10(14.42) 4.30(2.00) 18.03(8.66) 1.24(0.13) 1.67(0.27)
2 10 115.90(55.67) 60.00(14.71) 87.30(44.49) 50.60(14.28) 7.20(4.21)  17.56(4.55)  2.04(0.22)  2.30(0.17)
3 10 163.60(48.80) 88.50(16.35)  118.30(39.34) 73.80(16.35)  9.40(3.60)  19.03(6.80)  2.97(0.17)  3.33(0.24)
4 10 237.10(61.03) 106.10(23.85) 174.80(45.47) 91.20(21.52) 13.90(5.26) 18.04(3.98) 3.86(0.15) 4.18(0.13)
5 10 361.90(114.09)  158.50(36.24)  253.10(87.20) 138.40(39.39)  19.40(7.63)  19.46(3.42)  5.06(0.25)  5.11(0.10)
6 10 434.40(54.73) 199.40(21.19)  300.40(45.40) 169.50(22.85)  17.30(5.33)  26.56(6.12)  6.22(0.16)  6.20(0.17)
7 10 513.20(66.14) 241.30(17.52) 333.80(51.20) 203.50(21.68) 21.50(4.77)  24.48(3.62) 7.23(0.15) 7.25(0.10)
8 10 716.10(175.72)  303.80(37.35)  458.40(127.33)  256.90(44.58)  24.60(8.07)  30.05(5.06)  8.36(0.24)  8.00(0.25)

psNal 30 326.55(224.95)  149.11(91.24)  222.31(145.33)  126.63(78.80)  14.70(8.56)  21.65(6.92)  4.62(2.39)  4.75(2.17)
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AR B2, BN E B 5E i 40 IR [
B, RESSCARBEEE T 79 ~ 81 IR (M=80.00, SD=0.42).,
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Ko IER g, B AL PEAL SRR 58 K 40 IR L
B, RATEE 60 5340, ik 3 74,
2.5 HIESW

B, %81 Ak (Verhavert et al., 2019;
Verhavert et al., 2018), AP LR E B 5 E
(scale separation reliability, SSR) 1E A 15 E 845 . H
W, VASCAIM L . SCARTT 2R 20 B b, dl
T 225 B FIAH G A0 A, IRE I LA AEE o A
J& . & BTL &840 5 12 28 infit 31T 22 546
5, DA o AT PPAS B REAE T TR R LG AR 4 R Y R

3 4

3.1 FEIERMEE

SSR /& Rasch #5154 vl 1 5 B 19 77 7% (Bramley,
2015), FRRFETARSE SRR E B E . Ttk
PSSR 7E W4 W EL 55 BB AR G Ml 2 e T Ak 5 1) PN
— 0 (Verhavert et al., 2018) FlSCAS 9 b 35 434K
fyRa E PE (Pollitt, 2012), HBufiMok, M —%
PR R . T VRN PR AR M5 B S oA
PR B Z M R, ABFEITR T AR R L5
() SSR B K FL Bt 2 SCAS B bl 35 v H50 8 hn it A2 4k 1)
e, a3 iR

iR WoR, WESCAWILBKRENIE X,
SSR Z W K If e THaE o M UL L 17 Ik
Bf, SSR L4 T+ 0.90, Jf HAE UG # Lk =k i
AL R R EEAE 0.01 AR, X Ui 17 YA G e
O & BA R HERENEE . YR KEGE
F] 80 Yk, SSR A% 0.98,
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SSR
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B3 SSRBE SCA B BB 2 (L

32 WALEBRHME

R T ARG SCAS FL BRSSPI B R 1 G
R, GBIt T SCARPI N L o BB B SCAS B L BIR
e b NTTRAE C i O = N N 1 S v R = 2 -
W [-6, 6], fR3R T SCARTE 80 Ja SCAS H A AHXT
frE . PIPT LB B ok, A3 SOAHE B Ik
R T B BRI, AR O P A

80 i SCAS P LA o B A iR G H & 3
N, P SCAR WA 3 & SCAR PR B34 B0%
WREAL, RASCARMEE T & . T RS [R5k
B s, DOBCh BAR R, SURMM LA
SRR A B, 43 S AN R B R BT A 45 SR
ITTHRHERTZ 0. SREY, KNRMEZHE
FISCARPIW L g 2 5 8% . HIRg R IT,
AR B A 20 R, F(7, 72)=10.21, p<0.001;
40 YRIE, F(7,72)=19.53, p<0.001; 60 I}, F(7,
72)=26.35, p<0.001; 80 WKHt, F(7,72)=44.86,
p<0.001, #H—S ok, BEE SCAY LR IREL
B 3G 22, AH LRIk ] SCAS 9 P bL A o B 25 7 B
WA &, AR R S B iR, R
B 22 1 A R BIOT A SN SCA M BE A A S0 o

3 TEIEEBURET B9 M M L3 50 BitiR G it [M(SD)]

[
W SCAS TR B
R=20 R=40 R=60 R=80

1 10 299%0.87)  2.88%(1.03) 3.27%(1.11) 3.661.03)
2 10 0.85%(1.19)  0.67%(1.06)  1.50°(1.47) 2.19(1.08)
3 10 0.65%(1.68) 0.48™(1.13)  1.27°(0.91)  1.48°(1.05)
4 10 —0.73%(1.50) —0.08*(1.13) —0.05*(1.32) —0.18(1.01)
5 10 —0.59%(1.39) 0.24™(1.17) —0.42%(1.11) —0.76*(1.07)
6 10 —0.40%(1.39) —0.92%(1.06) —1.26*(0.88) —1.17°(0.99)
7 10 —L67%(1.41) —129%(0.57) —1.65(1.11) —1.80%1.41)
8 10 —1.10%(1.95) —1.99%(1.24) —2.67°(1.46) —3.41(1.00)

E: BEEEAR R EARFROR ERARE, A LARFon 250
5 RIGRICRBEHERIUEEE YO, IR,
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B4 PP ECE B S M O R

PE— 25 SCAS $3 18 P L A5 0 Bk s B 4
S 8 AFHN, RS RBIALE 10 5 SCAR . #az
5B T, S wNRE IR, anE S RF
o K sa, EISb. [ Sc, 5Bt T SeAR
LA 20 ¥R, 40 K. 60 AT 80 R 2 5 5 W 4k iy
Gy, Jr B i ECFE AR AL TR ) SR
o

MBS AR DL H, Bl SCARBE R IR
Byg i, SO B X I O R B IS,
T30, SCARTE AR -l 23 A5 A6 6] 2B

5, AR TSR A 20 KL 40 1K
60 Y 80 YR I, PN LLA 43 5 ml ek o g .
MM R R, SRWNE 4R, AR E
20 K. 40 UK. 60 KA 80 YR, SCAS T HL A A B
AT EetE o B, RO AR G 3 (p<0.01), XTAH
J R B AT Fisher r-to-z 4t (Meng et al., 1992),
XX RBZ B EFHITRERY, 458 8RN
Bl LB B BN, SCA PR R LR o B0 el i
PEAR B MBI A OC RBCER A B B AR T, HhAK
Bk, MSCHOE, P LI 505 R AL AR AR T
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TEPE SRR AE S 7E Fo A 60 YRINF, 5 HL# 80 YR INFFY
KRB % 25 (Z=1.49, p=0.07). % LFTk,

TESCARHE LR 60 YR, SCAS P L0 73 B B A 4%
e ELARUE £ B AR

8 | 2 BN 1 1 3 8 1 .
7 | 1 WPl 1 5 7 1 EEE o
% 6 | 1 2 1 % 6 2 . 1 . 1
oy =y
§5 L 1 1 1 3 §5 2 1 2 1 1
3 3
= 40 1 1 1 1 E4l1 1 N 1 2 1
= =
ﬁs 1| 4 2 2 ﬁ 3b1 2 1 3 2 1
21 P2 S 1 WPl 1 211 i . 7 I
1 I | £
1 2 3 4 5 6 8 I 2 3 4 5 6 71 3
SCARMHER SCAHEL
(a) R=20 (b) R=40
[ om M
7t 2 . 1 3 7 O 1 1 . 2
ﬁ 6t 2 4 %6 2 2 BEE
£y £y
4<J§< 5t 2 1 I é&s 1 2 B 1
S o
=4 2 1 1 . 1 = 4 1 3 o
z z
§3 1 2 4 3 §3 4 5 1
2L 2 [ 9 2t 2 4 3 1
1 £ | £
I 2 3 4 5 6 8 I 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
SCASIEK SR
(c) R=60 (d) R=80
RS W B o B3 S A B TR I A R R
K4 TRXAMEEIERREX (1=80)
1 2 3 4 5 6
LU L4550 FU(R=20)
2. ORI L35 $U(R=40) 0.52%*
33O LR/ BL(R=60) 0.55%% 0.73%*
4 SCAR P LA/ BU(R=80) 0.57** 0.68%* 0.83%*
53N —0.59%* —0.76%* —0.84%* —0.89%*
6. SCATT S A3 A (REHLARAR) —0.58%* —0.78** —0.86%* —0.90%* 0.99%*
7 CAR TS B G R R L) —0.58%* —0.78%* —0.83%* —0.89%* 0.99%* 0.99%*

i **p<0.01,

33 EEEFEX A AL RE RN

N T AR GE VAL 2 R A X PP L R A R R 5
Wi, ASHEFEXS AN F Ll 2] e 2 S S e A
AR G ) 2 ~J 5% g AR 4L AL 35 19 infit S B (R 47

TR, MR R L infic (HAR T K
5 BTL BRI A LA o infit=1 B, G R A G4
5234 (B 45, 2021), infit {8 R B SR
P ARIE 22 LAAP 09I 00 A 4005 72 B2 45 2% (Pollitt,
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2012), TEAHESEH, —ILLH 4 MG RER2E
PIPEAG, (AMNBR 4 AR9EE)S, SSR 53UA LK
WL SE R | 15 R AE 22 5 55 45 S 35 5 M B it —
o MR A R R, A o A AT AR
HE T 4 AR EE

mR 1R, WF AR %SNS AR [
AR ) 352 > A8 0 PEAR 3 04 infit (B 2 A AS IR A IE 2
A, X3 % H Mann-Whitney U £ 56, XA A
Ll 11 infit (AL ST REAS K55 . 25K, A
] %l 20 VE A& 2 ( infit {5 22 8] AN 7776 B 3 22 5
(t=-0.31, p=0.76), =% 15 AL S0 = I 2 PFA & Y
infit i 2 [6] A A7FAE B3 2 5 (Z=—1.40, p=0.16);
X T 352 >0 1R A5 00 1 IR 4L PR AG & 1Y infit (2 B AR
TR 2R (Z=0.94, p=0.35).
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4 g
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B, X —45 R0 TR AT M (Verhavert et al.,
2019) 458 (B EAE 26 ~ 37 Z I8 A fig ik 3
0.90 {5 1), WAL T Crossley 25 A (2023) 315 L
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The Application of the Comparative Judgment in Chinese Text Difficulty Assessment
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Abstract

One effective way to obtain a trustworthy assessment of text difficulty is to employ comparative judgment, a holistic assessment

method that has not yet been utilized in Chinese research. The current study gathered 80 evaluators and evaluated the difficulty of 80

texts using the comparative judgment approach. The results showed that the results obtained from comparative judgment had high

reliability and were significantly correlated with the number of volumes and readability scores. The reliability and validity tended to

be stable with the increase in the number of comparative judgments. No effect of the evaluator characteristics on the comparative

judgment results was found, which implies that comparative judgment is also reliable in the assessment of the difficulty of Chinese

texts.

Key words Chinese leveled reading, text difficulty, comparative judgment, elementary-school-level Chinese language and

literature textbooks.
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