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1 55

BE 2024 12 H R EM R AT A 11.08
ACK CH IR ) 2% £ s, 2025) 26 B T A A
FAUERAI LT, HBRFEI ST LN
R, NATH R AT 2 T 55 o A 24T 55 (media
multitasking, MM) J& & > & [f] i P47 2 S E 55, H
B — AR AT 45 (Beuckels et al. , 2021; 5K
Hy, TAE, 2020) , A BN, 56 EAER ANV A
KA 2.5 /NIl e A BRI ) 19 1/3 ) B AE 1547 18t
1K ZAF 45 ( Poplawska et al. , 2021) , X} F K224 %
UL AZAL S AT MR BEAL T W, R RSN
(2017) Ay 4 K B, 1224 24 Ko7 A A ) — I i)
Y47 3. 59 ARG B, Ak TR K P, Hwang 25
A (2014) KB ,90% (1) 5 [ R 27 HE AE 2 2 5 AR T
SATAAZAT 55 o h I B A B A K Fh
Kfe 5 A ZAT 55 6 & B AE b [ SO fe 5
TR ZAT 54T A A AR AR X = (FLE A
45, 2023)

WA ZAT 5547 — R CE SUE A PR ST 5T TR
R, SR, OG- H XS 2l 3% B 1 52 o v oK 8 i At 3R
(Kong et al. , 2023) . 71l , £ BF 55 201 28 7 i
s AT 2 AT 55 Ab B K A R S R ((Lau,

2017) o 53— J7 T, WA WF 50N Ry AR 2 AT 55 4k
e HEAER B A F0 R 3G P ( Matthews et al. , 2022) F1
KSR (TR 5, 2023) . BRILZAL, 0 A
WFFE N AR 22 AT 55 1052 0 580 o 2% A R 40 119 1)
B R BAR Z AT 55 A B AT B X BB R B L EA
KK F & A 45 T2 > 19 (Hwang et al. , 2014)
HAA ) A AR 24 55 59 0 3 56, B B9 AE BT
MWW PLIT % 9 ), — Ok 8 T 42 i) it 47
BEUR T HRAEAT S 23 5 Wi 2 3 i 72 ( Strayer & Johns-
ton, 2001) ;4K T, WA WF 5T R W, i 24 1) AL 5547
fi T B, BT 4 i E # A8 F B /) (Nijboer
et al., 2016) . [N, & 2 dt— 2 R HI 2 Fh 7 ik 25
B IR AT 55 % R A 2l AR IR 20
1.1 HESZEZIVAFERZZIHZMN
TEZUE I BE v, Bl 13 4 R4 0] 2 >4 /i BF 5% G i
(R R, B A R B 3 ) B R R (R Bk
S5, 2017 ), B 52 B B | B 3 I A AT A A
(Naylor & Sanchez, 2018) , ¥ F K45, ¥ W
18 27 > 55 v 4 ] 1 0 475 R o DO X 2 i B R
SCHRAE o DITEMF ST ke B, B2 38 7 B 45 b B 32 ) L 7
BA b B B2 A AT RE AT £ 4E 55 4b 3 ( Baron
et al. , 2017) . BLA WF 5% 5 >R H 3 K WAT 55 58
B9 A BEAR 2T 55 X R B SR 52w . I 5
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3K S5 R AT 55 X0 A 2 A B 3 S U ) B D < A 45 W EE R 2K R A 9 T

— PR AL B AR Sy AT 55, FLVER R | IR K A
FE AR S W 132 B0 005 4 4 O T AT 55 90 AT 55, He
THEAf 38— M AR Ry 48 P KS 50 B AT: 55 81 2495 b ( Clin-
ton - Lisell, 2021) .

FLAT , X T 8K 24 55 15 50N B 32 S 380 F 52
58I A — 2 (May & Elder, 2018) o MR i &I
AR UL AR Z2AT: 55 T WO S — Rl A I 25, W] $ 7
KT B8 1, JE T 452 T B 32 B %, o an, Tran 55
A (2013) BYF5E A 30 24 SCAS 3 B2 B I I, DR 22 AR Y
B 152 B A SIS s A . AT & ) BRI
ZAT 55 M I BB OF I Wi (Cho et al. , 20155 Pa-
shler et al. , 2013) . #RM, |34 % 26 5F 5% 1 2R 1 Bk
BB, e AT R A o B SR 22 R B 3 A Y S
2 ATA Y B 12 R 5 TR B, AT TR 2 R B AT 55
Bk, AT REAFTE BN AT S AR IR 2 AT 55
BN TCRLA ) R, 2SR, B 2 HY SR 5T 3 W AR A
ZAT: 55 2 BEAR M B2 5720 ( Clinton — Lisell, 2021) , #
P o UR UL, ) R — M A IR B, R 2
A1 55 B T B YR IE AE , DT A 5 B 352 7 4% ( Haverka-
mp et al. , 2024) . P UATE 55 0] fE 2 b BT 4E 55,
T AT 5 BRI IF H Y0 w4 O, 45 8 S
T A 5 o PR X, PR S mT R B A BR O T B D
(Clinton — Lisell, 2021 ), it , 4% 55 {5 B AH 5T
P, T BT 55 15 5E A5 B T L 12 LA R A 2 i
WA HEHG (Meade & Fernandes, 2017) . KA FE 1A
I %Y ( Theory of Threaded Cognition) , £ £ 1T 55 ¥
Firp, — M55 R AL BRZ AR 23 b AU T A
A1 55 1) A B2 TR 0 A0 45 1R AT 55 Ak B 52 G, AR I
12 A8 H A 35 AE F (Haverkamp et al. , 2024 ; Sal-
vucci & Taatgen, 2011 ), ] 4, Haverkamp Z£ A
(2024) YBF5E K B, HEAT 4 28 A 22 4T 55 T4 ik
XL SCARMZEA I TR 28 & Lk b, AR
FEHE B HL: BRI, A 22 4T 55 61 52 e K
AR BESTAL
L2 FESEEMFATER

R IR 22 AT 55 TN 1 S R0OC R 1 G BUA 1T g
HlZWHWTHNEA L, ARPFRCE T FHT
3, 0 Wannagat 25 A (2024) By 55 & 8L, 5 4F
N, AR N AR 22 AT: 55 5%k b 352 20 A OF Gt 3%
SO o R ZHTTE T B9S2 R 24T 55 72 X AH O
R, WA dlae 1 (FLEE %,2023) A5 )
(JEITE 45,2024) JoHIARJE (Shin et al. , 2024 ) 251y
S o BRI, H TR AR AT 2 R AR AT 55
AR B BYRFAE , 0 H 2 R 2248 55 X A2 26 19 BF 5

B P, AR RN LR R 2 1, BB A
ZAE S WM RALEAT T ST

PATEWF S A 3, A1 S IRAR 24T 55 %k 1) 32 B 5805
el B4 BIF 5 Th, FE AT 55 X, BRIV ) AT 55 e 2 A 2
TRZAT 55 XN HAT: 55 R B Y 52 0 ( Tugtekin & Oda-
basi, 2023) ,fHHZ5RIFA—F, —Jrm, A5k
WAL S MERE XS ZF R T o )4, Adler 55 A
(2015) W BIF 9 K B, 50 J00 IR E 1) 2 B 48 R F2AT 55 1Y
[F) I, AN 38 0 A5 HEAT B2 W2 e AT 55, HAT: 55 B0
PS5t o oy LW SN K AT 55 MEFE I T LR
fi4n, 175 (2020) BYBESE R T 5 R A7 2 AR T
B UVAR OC I 15 7 R0 2B AF S TR R H | 45 2R Kk BRAE R M
FE FAE 55 R 24T 55 X 2 2D BURAAAE FRAR G
T AE ] B AT 55 b, SRR 24T 55 0 2 S ORI T
Z 520, Adler #1 Benbunan — Fich (2015 ) i #F 5% %
FABOMAE R FAE 55, e 18 R A N AL 55, 45 21 3R
B, AT 55 M B A ), 224 55 Ak B RO S IR T
AL S5 AL B, FAT 55 Mk L BRI, 24T 55 Ak HE 4L
MR ET I S G, DRI, A A X AT 55 3k BE AT W
X3, SN AT R0 5 G4 AT 55 M B TE SR 22 4T 55 52 il
2 A B 8RB PR 1 RO o TN A R A
K TAE AL B A BREAY 5 ( Tugtekin & Odabasi,
2023 ) AL, AT 55 B AETE (BRI EE B e A7 AR 2
1155 ) 22 BRAR AT 55 W B 24, 9 i, AR B 58 32 R ik
H2 ;AT 55 M B2 3 95 AR 24T 55 X0 R 2 Ak B i 4K
IS o BIPETR] 5 AT 55 b SR 224 55 %) B 352 &5
ROBA S (H2a) ; 76 ROGE £ 4T 55 1R 24T 55 B
B iR (H2b) .
1.3 BESESKAMFATER

PLAEAIE 58 M S HIL B £ B2 R o AR 24T 55 00
A By Ak 2 B AR 22 AT 55 P AR 2R AL, O e BT
A DA A A X0 SR 8 N K- T U BTG R
FIAIKFE (Deng, 2020 ; Kononova et al. , 2016) , %%
1T, R F 5 R o SO AME #AE e SCHEAT B A
T o ABFFAETT AW A I8 o s R 2 AT 55 A
SE AR AT R BAR AT 55 A LEDF ST bR
Z i i B S A PR PO R N AT 2 0T 55, 4
Bl Bl 32 B Rk AR b, o i R R IR R A R 4 K
Facebook ;4 3= sl 1A Z AT 45 A Ak A = 20471
AR ZAT 55, LIAEBE 58 b i R 22 mT LL A s I J|) 43
AT AT 55, il 1) 13 6kt 72 op Al Bl A A
Facebook AN PR il 42 23 fisf [1] , 5 A FR il 8 B 8K

M, RZ B R T s B AR 2 AT 55 RS
FL Q0 o] BBARG  WAT: 55 45 3¢ ( Haverkamp et al. , 2024
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Kononova et al. , 2016) ., 1E & —F 436 vf Wt , 76 8%
SR AT 55 AR TR ) W ) 23 BCR AR R
155 v, 2 100 3 B AT 55 TR AR, 3 W2t T
T, ez, EENHAR ZAE 55 v] DL o — i o &
T, B G AN T B — A i 2 BT 55 DT R F
AR K AT RE R Hh T AR IS A BRAE Uy, B A HOR
AT 55 I 75 #E 2 400 0 1 9% 5 DL A
TAETT 2, DT REARAT 55 584 ( Adler & Benbunan -
Fich, 2013 ; Kononova et al. , 2016) , {H 2, B33 &
B AN B P E AR S5 VIR 9 J7 2, X AT RE e b
Wr it 17 17 52 W ( Adler & Benbunan - Fich, 2015),
IS, BAR 2 WL E R AT FT RERRAIR  AE AT 32 WL 32 B
SNFRG , I A AE 5 3L s 4t (illusion of productivity ) , HJI
MNATHE AT ZAT: 55 Ak BRI JEnt %038 AR &5 ( Poplawska
et al., 2021) ,#EMMi45K A C B2 A5 b HEE Ty, /I
i % WL b H 4 300F JC#2 = (Sanbonmatsu et al.
2013) , ST, AR HE— 2P 4G KA SR A
5 iR i H3 . 35wl sh B RR 24T 55 X0 R
Az B 132 BT8R S WA A Y 3 28 5, B S A 2T
F5 VYRR E WL 13 S AL (H3a) (B E ) IR 2 4T 55
PETT Wb 3 5% (H3b) o

25 b OE S R R A AR 2 AT 55 R B 2
LS, 38 i =TI 5T o AR B Bk 3 MR, B AR ]
B IR ZAT: 55 0 5 23 0k B 3 4 %™ A BT S e DA
Lo AT 55 M JiE 55 A 22 4T 55 26 AU AE HL b 2 g ) 9
YERIPIASTa) . BIFSE 1 B) v w020 2R H o A
ZAEF AT G KRR REG A ZH1X R, Wik
HI RS 2 SR FH S50 2 R 1 B4R 22 AT 55 % 1) 132 4 2K
AR5 R, IR 1 13 AT 55 X BE A 8 35 4R ik H2 5
WF5E 3 8 3 T A A0 XU 55 92 96 9 =4 7 32 3 Ak 3
RUEAAR Z2AT: 55 X6 K2 A B 132 S 38 1Y) 2 Wil S 75 A7 AE 2
St WUk H3 o 4t 420 Il g DAAE: F 9% A OC 1 Ak 2 4T
55 5 B SO 1L, O TG b B AR 2 AT 55 AT
Ry VR 52 2 PR RN B T A A B D 32 AROR BRI R K

2 W1 HEEKRZES1T
5 R AR T BE SR [R) B 5 B
2.1 it

i 3 BT B BEDLEE 55 K2 A pial . il
Bn) A 283 oy, Hirp B3 A= 121 A (42.8% ) , %t 162
A(57.2% )5 Kk —F 10 A (3.5% ), K — % 98 A
(34.6% ),k =% 121 A (42.8% ), K DU 21 A
(7.4% ) i+ 029 N(10.2% ) , 1 +4 R 4 A
(1.4% ) s Bt SE R 4E S 21.95 % (SD = 2.61)
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2.2 IR
2.2.1 BUEZESEER

K A Luo % A (2018 ) % il 135 & v B 7 2 4F
AR Z AT 55 F 6, I (2021) A 46 T iZ R TE R
SRR TR IE R RO RAF, A RR
SRS S s 4 AN EH GRS T
PoHF S (AT L L0 3 AR 7 7 AT
) ARBARE BT AT ARG S (It —ih
—IWTE AR (DL SRS 5N [F B AT 2 A R
Bl (40— 34 A AL/ A, — il el k%
5 AR, B R A A R w3 ) T
SR BUB R SR H R AR 2 AT S R
R REME R, B o 2404 0.80(Luo
et al. , 2018) s AHF5E 1% 6 3R 19 5 B b o B4R
H0.90, HEAT R UEME N T M, x/df = 2.10,
RMSEA = 0.08,CFI = 0.92,TLI = 0.90, H: 454
RBE R AT
2.2.2 XHEHBEEGEMER

3 AT YT R LE KA AR X B A ST b ik
B B SCFAORNBEAT B, 95 S0 rh SCSCERE B o
i P45 o BRI, AR B ST DA SCHR A R R T 9 S
R, ISR Tran 25 A\ (2013) B BF5E LA H , A
PG ER, BmRILS DA (LE 1 HE R
THA R, 13 Bl 3k 0 3 R TR T B 28R A BL s ) 1 S
BR”) RS BT, B B AR AR AR
& G H H T el 352 SC Rk B4 B A 50 LA RR B i P 2
MICAZAE R o B E G0 3R A8 2R SR i R
A S S L0070 T S Wl 1 o = = A % M 4
AR, FRR H R R R R AT . AR iR iR
() E R bk o ZREL K 0. 86, HEAT B IFIE B 1 43 47,
X' /df = 1.60 RMSEA = 0.05,CFI = 0.99,TLI =
0. 98, A5 3 R 4f
2.2.3 FERHEER

K H B R F (2020 ) 1 17 . Derryberry 1 Reed
(2002) % H) By 1 = 35 H 5 26 ( Attentional Control
Scale,ACS), ZwmKLGE 16 MEH , GHF T EE
H (4R 22 R PR % i AR HE v — TR E AR
557 ) RN B R (- 3R AL SE ) [A] A4 B FLOE A
) —TUH AT 57 ) PN 4EE . 2R R 4 45
R s B S A T i S e S € =
FORMRIE BRI B R . 2% R A R E A
PR S RO AT, B R o RECH 0. 78 (B,
2020) , ABFFE T, ZE BN LELH o« RECH
0.90, FHATWAFER T20H87, x°/df =2. 89 ,RMSEA =



3K S A AT 55 X R A

LB R I A 55 Mk S 2K A g 9

F1 HRAMFITSHEXIH(n = 283)

A5 M + 5D 1 2 3 4
15
2 AR 21.95 +2. 61 -0.05
3R 3.65 +0.65 0.18* -0.05
4 BEAZ AT 55 R 2.73 +0.71 -0.24 " -0.02 -0.53 "
5 SR B BT AL 3.89 £0. 66 0.23 " -0.02 0.74 _0.57
TR AR B, Lk = 0,8 = 1, p < 0.01, ™ p < 0.001; R,
K2 BESESMENREEZHNHNIER
T A% t p
AR? B SE B
142 4] A8 i 0. 55"
P 51 0.14 0. 05 0.11 2.57 0.011
H R ae 0.73 0. 04 0.72 17. 61 <0. 001
2 PR ZAT 55 4R 0.04 ™ -0.22 0. 04 -0.24 -5.25 <0.001

0.06,CFT = 0.94,TLI = 0.92, H. 5% 8 B 4F
2.3 ER59MW

h K 6 B R 22 AT 55 MR 5 SR 1) 13 4 A Y K
£ 2R Pearson #H5C 0 %5 5% 1 4% 78 ] A AH O
3 BT VS 651 I =X ol N DA RS IR PSRy &8 3
IEAASG(p < 0.001) , 85 1A 2 AT 55 93 5 5 B 152 5 3L
ERETMI(p < 0.001), 4F i 51 22 42 19 A ¢
WARZF(p > 0.05),

PAES S A A2 S, AR 24T 55 93032 5 SOk 1
BRG0P AL B EAT o KNG, 5 R Ok B, TR AR
ZAEF AR L, L B E s, 0 (281) =
-4.22, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 0.69;7E CHk[#
BERCE, B R S B, 0 (281) = 3.96,
p < 0.001, Cohen’sd = 0.64,

Hy T 0 R A R O 5 B S U A
FHOC, X AT 2 1 5 Bk — PR 0 1 AR 24T 55 0
RN SCHR B T2 S O . S5 SRR (3R 2)
PGB = 0.11, p = 0.011) JFEEEHGEN (B =
0.72, p < 0.001) & 25 5w A~ {4 i ) 352 & %, H 3t
[e) fift ¢ 55. 0% B 18] 132 SRS 55 fHUR: 22 o i >
AR 25 AR AT 55 R ATS RE AR R 4. 1% B4 1] 12
BUEESF (B = -0.24, p < 0.001),

2.4 it

WFSE 1S ) 1 B 58 T R H W A %
1155 5 CHRBI R ST MG R VR AR —H R R
UG, HHAOW A 52 48X 1 1) 0 0 3 42 11 E 1 4
S B T HL, 5T A 5T 45 18 — B0 ( Clinton —
Lisell, 2021 ; Uncapher & Wagner, 2018) ., [GH}, #F %%

HE— PR T IR AT 55 P P 001 22 5 L B 5 2
FHLE, AR B R AR 24 55 i R A S AR, L Sck
B BRGi & . X 5 Cotten 58 A (2014) FMFSE — 2,
R rp g2 AR W55 AR ] REEAT AT 55 A0 B IR 5 LA
TR B 5k HA SR A b SR R By 2
1155 A BROE S I BIF TR 45 R (Lui et al. , 2020) , DL N2 &
B 2 I8 2 S W E 5T 45 2R AH X)) (Hirnstein et al. |
2018) , ABIFFEAE R 22 A BEARIEAT 1 10 22 53 90 #r o
TERIPRAE T H W AR 2 AE 55 5 B i S 501 K &
J& e R S g s i — D IR R A AT AR 2 AT 55
A 55 X %o ) 132 S R 1) R R 5 )
3 M2 BRSNS TS

M JEE 50 DR 2 A T 52 23 R0 ) 2 i
3.1 #ik

@t G * Power ¥ {4 (Faul et al. , 2009; J& it
8, 2024) T REAS &R OV R SIE N 0.25,a K
0.05, 472K 8] 0. 80 LA b #4814 46 ) 5 2 =2
128 Z Wik, LU A 55 144 & R R, Hrh 5B
466 N, Lotk 78 N B4R 21.83 X (SD =
2.63) . BEMLIr Z= VUL, Horb i B H R 24 55
4 34 N, TR H XL 34 A, RIMER B K 2 4T
540 38 N, RIMERE H X BR2H 38 A
3.2 gt

KM 2 (A WAL 55 AR ZAT 55 20 X IR x
2 (AT 55 M i - BT 5 DRIME ) Y Btk ) 52 g i, A
A5 15 SRy e 52 S A% (R TE B 23R R B 32 B G ) TR
fE55 (A2 A5 BacAZ i) IE 8 % 3 A e br, 6 2
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5 PR N e T KA o MR A sl PR At Y LR e

T RLET, s B B TEACFIRAE A 1~ 10 20 (LA

FINSHAR T 110 734550 0 1, NPl S T 550,
ERS T 6.5 4TSt T 100 04320 10) o

3.3 XBmMH
3.3.1 AEEESFSHH

7 18 3 R A B B i SCHK B 12 5 D Y LS
90 25 1A A 3l P, MR A e B R S AR, R R TR
15 75 FI7S G0 ) 132 0 e AT PR B2 B0 B o R R R R
PEATARMEAL AL B, BB I 10 44 K2R 4% IR 8
JE(1 ~10 PF45, 1 AR 0 AR #E) VIER & AE%
I =S ARUERT 3 0 = 5 R 3 G S TR N 0 H
FTTRTSE o R R K A5 70 S AR A AR Sy 512
B AERE, T AR R AL b R R S H R 5 R AE 75%
PLE PEZ W 6 43 B A A0, R XE L H IE ) 5 78
50% FeAy N IFTA] 10 3P 7 A 9 b o 7 2 3 1] 52
SRMESH & 1R, 6 E Sy 2021 4E 4 E # s
% 1 A5 o P 2 PR D G (3 287 4R]) A% 4 18
R s RMERE H Oy 2014 A2 R T il /N gt 1Py
Section C — Passage One H.78l (4L 444 6] ) , & 5 18
R, [ 152 1F A 25 i Bl a4 250 0B 5 R L A B
MH S T
3.3.2 ZBWRESHH

B4 Tran 55 A (2013) 058 o 2 05 BAE 55 %
MR 10 515 B WA & GRS, H RSP iy

N A0 N S (| R N =2 = 7/ » L
SRR AT ) S AT 55 0 kB v el 2B AL &
% B9k A ) FHL L
3.3.3 REKIBIZEENRE

A Tran 55 A (2013) AFFE Y 10 38 P 2 2
A7 ek, 8 5 35 R 18] 280 2 (™ /0N B 8 309 0 66, 2

?7) EREXTIC 14 B AIE 0 43

3.4 XRBEF

ABESE S g FE LA, TR L PR 1R R
S0 v B SR AR I SR b 5 I — e S I RN T
BACAZ P IAT: 55 o 7 W AT B 35 D Ay o AR
F 0K 5 B 90 BB 45 Bl T A B T LA 2K — IR K
NI A SE B R (T LT O E
Sl MR T MR A e E) o % IR R Pl B
FE V)40 B RS B 5 1 DA B SRR R R A 08 BE 1 L K
FHLE THMZAM . S50k 148 FE R AR 2T
%6 T AR ZAT S A g BT B R R 5 T AL
R4 F AL B I A T B N A X IR gl 2
B RS LHT L AR THH L, 58 BT A 3
EF RS —EFIFICHEHELNE . /DNA L2
TR AT 55 W2, 78 900 58 B 3 4T 55 B 13 A
H & 5 #EA 71842 0
3.5 ERESW

XoF 8 2H AR Y B 132 1 RS R AT 55 TE B R A T 4
WG SRR 3 R .

~ REMR ||y oppia
FAE%: — fZ 90 BUS R
Bl #
90s— A1
BT
b SAEHM: XA
i FEEHE AN
Bl LmiREE
£3 FAEAEANTHRAEGZHEXRESZSERHE(M = SD)
s i B R AT 55 4l a7 BT 1R 4 PRI M B A 22 4T 55 40 Rl e Xof i 2
i (n = 34) (n = 34) (n = 38) (n = 38)
58] 32 780/ 1E #ff 2R 0.82 £0.23 0.87 £0.21 0.48 £0.22 0.67 +0.18
Bl K /s 495.21 +180. 04 394.71 +91. 96 798.29 £161.55 718.13 +182.09
WAL 55 1IE % 0.82 +0.21 0.92+0.17 0.76 £0.20 0.90 +0. 11
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3K S5 R AT 55 X0 A 2 A B 3 S U ) B D < A 45 W EE R 2K R A 9 T

R T RREHZBINERZETRE A
WF 8 o0 3 LA R H OE A 32 B s BB DL R IR AT
55 IE A 22 ok DR AR S, 1 ) R UL 0 15 7K O Sy P AR o
HEAT T 2 (AL 55 MERE ] B RIME ) x 2( AL A
TC R Z AT 55 4 X B ZH ) P IR 3R P 7 2590 T o 45
REW .

AT 132 0 OE 6 232 R DR A B A 55 e Y 32
OV B L F(1, 138) = 55.04, p < 0.001, n’ =
0. 29, FF X H 20 % 3ak /Y 1F R & 35K T sl J
W AL S5 AN FRON &, F (1, 138) = 9.76,
p = 0.002, u; = 0.07 Ik AT 55 41 TF 1 R 35 1%
T HRAL 5 AT 55 M 2 AT 55 4O 28 B AR 3
F(1,138) =3.93,p = 0.050, o’ = 0.03, pf—
A HEAT T BN A3 BT, S5 R B T SRAT 55 AT,
AR Z AT 55 21 A B H IE B R 5 0 IR 4H G I8 3% 2
SLF(1,138) = 0.63,p = 0.433; [FMEfE 55 41
T AR 2 AT 55 21 Bk Y B B IE A R 3 IR X R
41,F(1,138) = 13.61,p < 0.001,5> = 0.09,

=i e i T
O4h DRI
1.0 [
ok k
| — |
0.8 [
" J 1
&
0.6 F l
mT
=]
04
0.2
0 1 J
fi 2 e
FAEL AT

2 A[E)4E 5 4 i 7E T8 B A AN
FEMEEERGTHEEERE

LA 58] 33 B K AR Sy R BB 4 55 M T2 1) = 2800
WE,F (1, 138) = 135.29, p < 0.001, 5 =
0. 50 , PRIl RS F 2 1 3 ) 35 i K 2 35 22 T () L R
H AR ; 24T 45 40 ) F 800 8. 3%, F (1, 138) =
1112, p = 0.001, m} = 0.08, B 1K % IF 55 4B

14 e ) 52 1) 0] (2 35 22 1 5 BR 2 AT 55 ok R 24T 55
AN L EAEHARF,F (1, 138) = 0.16,
p = 0.693,

PLURAT: 55 TR 324y RAE 3 I, AT 55 M 1Y
BB E (p = 0.229) 5 Z4F 55 40 5 19 800
F,F(1,138) =16.81,p < 0.001, . = 0. 11,4
TR 24T 55 Ak 9 R AT 55 1F i 256 I 35 (IR X IR A,
ESMEEMEESAMNMLEERARZE, F(L,

138) = 0.45, p = 0.447,
3.6 itig

WF5E 2 8 3 Sk HE— 2D AR 1A [ X 0 4
TR ZAT 55 X 1) 132 B S B S Wl o W5 495 2R — J7 Tl &
B, WA 2 AT 55 41 A0 el 52 B i (Bl 132 A8 I IE A R L
BRI FIAT: 55 IR 5 R ) B R T 0 iR 4L, if — 2 5
UE T H1 5 55— J5 1 4 3, AT 55 X B2 V8 5 AR 24T 55
5 HIER RO R IE T H2 o XA —E
JE B W7 Shin 55 A (2020) B 0F 584536, B IS B2 Y
WA AT 55 XHE 55 BT WA Ko BRI, X s
2 LK R 1 7 B8 H ke 5, R A AT A 2 AT 55 0T
S AN SN R SN TPO N S S S A &
TXRE B R MR e 18, R AT AR 2 AT 55 0] 2> 1 3
i HIE# A, FaRSE Rm] T 2 v A IR
HEAT AR, RV AR 24T 55 B I 7 AR i S g a2 A2 mT
AR I R EUE B, B E e 5 A AR
BEURER 2, E TS B0 AT 55 10 12 UE Bl 3 2 AR
(Madore et al. , 2020) , =z, 4@ B X & &K,
TER AT FE R, T2 0 W8 F4E 5 b s H
TEAf R O, AT 55 09 0 8 3 IR A AR X AR 2, R
FOBH A RAR TR R . RS 2 SUR TR 2
155 WA JCRy s, B AZ 50k H T %0 0L 5 152 9
AR AR, TE LIRS b WP 5T 3 HE— 5 AT 55 X FE
AR T A AR PR [F] S B AR 24T 55 2
A0 3 B UL 5] 152 2t R4 34 7 A AT BE
4 W53 BHRZAE 55K BX K
e RS2 53 R i)
Wik
Wit G * Power if 3 H: A< & ( Faul et al.
2009) R fBEE R 0.4, 0 BB N 0.05, 45 B ik
#10.80 LI ERYGEIHR I T3 2 5 66 £ 4k, A
WEFEHIBR 5 A2 25 B A i 1F 4R A TC &L Bl )
RAGA R 2R 100 A, B A 45 N, oA 55
NGFEARERE 9 21,71 2 (SD = 2.28) , Ffiflr &=
= H S BAR 2 AT 55 40 34 N, ES A2 AT
55 32 N RN EAIA Z AT 5540 34 A
4.2 XIigit

KRR =Pl it . A AR 8 o B
ZAE 55 WA R O SR R B B 5k 4 s
Forpr, BRI A 22 4T 55 20 BV BH. 1F B K 5] 132 4 R ) 2
FFHLE L A F 0 0t B . R AR & ok % 0 )
PGS CIEA) A B BRI ) IRAE 55 1E A 3 00
H A R 45 FE R B (RIR N AN 52 T 40 i i il &t
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NN _ Ik A AT E M A E FHLE B A " )

, . e " N
R £ 1T Bk 3 ok B T s kAT R 2 AR T 5 2 A T %Mi%ﬁ%m@’zns% SRRl 41 0

1E:% e WHER

WiHE

_ b e g M P LR & ] gk T S WA e =
B B AR AT 55 ¥ FIRE R IAT AR Z AT 55 L A T WA ZT SRR E

A R SE e e e
WL 1k 2T % EZAESNERET kA RK s EE FHEE A M SIBRIEAT 7 8k 2 4% 5 ok

EEZESy

15 a5 — &I ICEN R NE 0 R

SRS 2S5 St 1 REZFE /NS A
FeXFIENR) (FEWAT 55 ME FE (Bl 0T 55 M BE i 17
H V5,5 st ar, L AGRAR R B, 5 AURAR IR X )
DA K 32000 4300 2 B (3 ) 35 A Rk B i 4 19 32 T4
WH) 6 DR . 048 5 R 9l By 1 o) L % W0 i
IR B AR AR T
4.3 ZWHE
4.3.1 FEFESHH

R E B 52 R H 3 P, BE R SE 2 v i
MERE TR B 2021 4R 4 EH % 11 46 2 e i B it
PR D AR R S bk
4.3.2 ZWRESZHH

[ 5T 2,
4.3.3 RESBZYRENXBEEEZREIFKE

[ 5T 2,
4.3.4 FEEHEER

5T 1,
4.4 ZWERF

SCu AL BR R GE 2, AR K 4 T ik R 48 = iR
B\ =k,
4.5 HERE5HW

SRR EAR 2 AT 55 R A AT B ARG 5, D) A 2
155 OB (B A B 3 o B b B R — IR F LR Bl
AT — WA Z AT 55 ) A RS S AT I &R
LR BERR I R AT 55 2B RO B
F(2,97) = 107.66, p < 0.001, 5> = 0.69, %5
2 . 1138 ( Bonferroni ) 3 B, 4 2l 4K 22 4T 55 20 4 1k

MR Z AT 55 EL (M = 4.85, SD = 2.09) B3
TEIHBEKRZESH(M = 3.72, SD = 1.30;
95% CI[0.28, 1.99], p = 0.005) F B il & £
44 (M =0, SD = 0; 95% CI [4.01, 5.697,
p < 0.001), H F A 2 AT 55 4 0 K 24T 55 Ik
B F o TR B A 2 AT 55 4 (95% CI [2.86,
4.57], p < 0.001), % B IA Z 4T 55 R YL
B

5 R AR W R AR R AR LA R S
I AR AR bR 22 R A W, ER LUV
A, B VR WLBESUR 6 A8 br o AR & Bk
AP A1) L L o K P R R L RE ) R B AR R
177 6 TR R P Jr 22 504, 45 R AF -

FEF AT 558 B IER R L AR 2 AF 55 2/ &
AW F(2,94) = 0.37, p = 0.695, 7’ =
0. 01, AP IR A& ZAT: 45 28 RUAR 52 i) [ 132 3 H 1E 8 %

1 B I AR AT 55 A F2 0N B
F(2,94) = 4.40, p = 0.015, = 0.09, H5Z
i L4 ( Bonferroni ) & B, 9k 20 41 93K 19 1) 132 B K
FEZ T WA e bd e K (95% CI [17.38,
178.79], p = 0.012); F3hH S5 # 41 (95% CI
[ -29.98,133.96], p = 0.376) . Esh4l 59 zh4l
(95% CI[ -128.26, 36.07], p = 0.524) Z[a]y
TRFEER,

TERAT 55 1R % b K 24T 55 0 A Y 32 88007
B F(2,94) = 4.11, p = 0.019, o> = 0.08,
JiJ5 2 5 L H (Bonferroni) R B, 3l 2H 19 AT 55 1

£S5 ARANTHE.FEUAEENMR(M = SD)

[l 7% BENEARZAT 5 A (n = 34) FHBARZES A (n = 32) FRHIEAR Z AT 554l (n = 34)
) I I /s 495.21 +180. 04 447.36 +132.63 394.71 +91.96
8 H IE R 0.82+0.23 0.86 +0. 18 0.87 +0.21
WAL 55 IE W R 0.82 +0.21 0.79 +0.22 0.92 +0.17
ESUAEsaR Bk 3.71 0. 72 3.25 +0. 44 3.35+0.73
FE AT 55 ¥ 2.94 0. 81 2.47 +0.95 2.26 +0.94
ESP VI IR/ &' 4.74 £1.71 3.41 +1.50 3.06 +1.48
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3K S B 22 AT 55 X R A A B

SRCH 5 W < A 55 Xk R 2 R 5

W 25 AL T R 4 Bkt (95% CI [ - 0.25,
—0.02],p = 0.022), a4 5 F 34 (95% CI
[ -0.08, 0.15], p > 0.05) g sh2H 5 BR il 2
(95% CI[ -0.21,0.02], p = 0.115) Z AT &
FES

TE 32 08 1) 32 TE B SR A AE | AR 2T 55 2R
FHINBEF(2,94) =472, p = 0.011, o, =
0.09, )52 @ 4 (Bonferroni) % W, #% 2l 2H 9 ik
F 08 ) 52 IE B R IR AR B E 2 T R34 (95% CI
[0.08,0.86], p = 0.013) ;9520 5 R4 (95%
CI[-0.02,0.74], p = 0.073) . F 34 5RHI4H
(95% CI [ -0.50, 0.28], p > 0.05) Z[a] ¥ T &
FES

T8 F AT 55 ME B2 b, SR Z2AT: 55 26 A By R0
B ,F(2,94) =502, p = 0.008, o> = 0.10,
FiJ5 2 5 HH (Bonferroni) 3R B, ¢ 20 4H 9l 2 19 3 W
155 e B2 B 3 s T BRI Z4H (95% CI[0.14, 1.19],
p = 0.008); ¢ s 5F3hd (95% CI [ -0.07,
1.00], p = 0.114)  EshH SR H 4 (95% CI
[ -0.33,0.74],p > 0.05) ZHH LR EER,

TE F W53 0 AL b AR 24T 55 28 80 A 32 3500
B3 ,F(2,94) =10.24, p < 0.001, 5> = 0.18,
FiJ5 2 H L (Bonferroni) 3¢ B, 8% 3l 4H B i Y 430
WE R EZ T EHH(95% C1[0.35,2.23], p =
0.004) ;9% 2h 2H B il 19 30 R e 3 2 T IR il 4
(95% CI[0.71,2.577], p < 0.001) ;3 541 FkR
W T E 2R (95% CI [ -0.59, 1.297, p >
0.05),
4.6 itig

5T 3 B — 2 R SRR TR 2T 55 28
BRI (5] e S 0 52 45 3 — 5 T R W, B Bl AR
AT 55 A AE AT 55 09 B2 R | 38 00T 55 M B L 200
GO UREL3 A RAS AR bR b Y T BRI 55 4 &
S UE T H3a, 35 DUAEBF 58 45 8 — 3 ( Clinton -
Lisell, 2021) ,#F —254ESC T HL, 5 —J7ifl, 53 k&
I 3= 2 B IRAR Z2 4T 55 28 {CAE 3 00 1E B S8 R AR 32 00
AN/ W RO =R i W A e 1} ) 2 N L S B R N
ZAT: 55 1E THI 52 S WL B B G AL, SRk T H3b R T
PLFERF T ( Poplawska et al. |, 2021 ) 45 5 &5 40 4 o2 7
Sy g BARR B, BIGRT BT 55 A5 R, E S R
ZAE SRS A O a0 3 | 3L AR B
FEERWEE T HAF BT R (IR SR oy ) il B A
PR S L (Wang & Tchernev, 2012) , Hi 4%
AT BEAAN SR 2 2 5 1) H FRIAZ AN HER -

W Ah  ABE ST IE S B 3 B S AR 2 AT 55 5 %)
MZATE FAE 55 IEH % 22 R A W, BITE @) SR AT 55
15 58 T AR 24T 55 % B 32 B OB A 5 ), E— 20 B
JET H2a, 581 A 45 B 4 — 2 ( Bowman et al.
2010 ; Kononova et al. , 2016)

5 Mg

AR SO 3 =TT FEARSE T WA 2 AT 55 X Kee
B 32 SR 2 o B ST 1 T ) 3 8 A I, A
AT 55 (R 0 ey, ) T S ASRAT 5 IO 2 G S
B 7R 1 AT 55 MEBE R AR AT 55 5 B S )
MG F , B 5 RMEAT: 55 A0 LG, 76 1) B4 55 2451 L 1t
TR ZAT: 55 JF A Sl 15 132 51 445 B9 3 7 1) AT 55 2%
PN i — 2038 3 S 90 1 E S AR 2 AT 55 2 AL 25
A5 X 32 UL B B SR S e B S A 2 AT 55
T THT 52 W) = W 15 32 S 24, 2% 36 i v R O
51 BUEZESHRFERESGEHNZIT

AT 38 1 1) 4 5 S 0 vk 3 W) 0 T A 2T
55 3 BEAR 27 AR 1 ) 132 41 A%, 3 AN AN 3R 3 A A I 13
A H A IR A AR BRI UUE S5 IR AR 3 I W
Fabr , 10 3 BLAE BE AR 32 00 1E 8 R AR | 0T 55 M
JELCEM A OWE 3 WM AE bR, X A I
1R TS T A 22 AT 55 52 w80 1 4 8L, Sy
TEE T EUR UL, BVAR AT 55 B T A R B9 =
FIGEUE, DT REARR I8 132 284, 1 R I B it V80 A 745 31
THFo WFSE 1R A A RS A WA AT A 2
155 B9 AN A B 32 1 4T 22, X 5 DA F 5k B ) 1Bt
TR ZAT 55 BRARN AT 55 5 7l R LA 45 1R AH A5 (Al-
ghamdi et al. , 2020; Clinton - Lisell, 2021; Lau,
2017) o [A)m, 53X — &5 2R 5 DLAE A F 90 & B 0 1t
TR ZAT: 55 X B 32 S R 52 Wi ( Cho et al. , 2015) (]
He %20 ( Tran et al. , 2013) IR AN —30

WFoE 2 50F5E 3 i — DU S SE e o T A AR
ZAE 5 PR BE ST, X 5 DLAE S50 45 18 A — 2
( Carrillo & Subrahmanyam, 2015; % Ji| 2| 2018 ; [3]
G, 2020) o JEATSCAS BRI, 0 T AL SO N
ZEAY I BT0 BRAE , WV AR 5 iy g A7 AR B 3 2
itk , A DU 0 ] I R B 22 A 5 B A AR 3
TAEIC 12 58 %7 B /1 ( Hildenbrand & Wiley, 2023),
AMETE ZABARAT: 55 Z (8] Y] e ), AR ICAZHS B
AT PR A7 X 2 AT 55 AR A 0 BRI, LA (S PR A A5
TEAT 55 8] V) #& ( Liefooghe et al. , 2008) ., 1 F T./F
IR B A B, A AT 55 25 U T AR X SE B
FECE AL 55 SR AT 5 19 £ T B (Wannagat
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et al., 2024) , FH R E I ZAL 5 0 T MR D
TR, T R 0 1 4 B, T g 2 B3 SOA
(Zhang et al. , 2018 ) , FE A B BEIF ] o [R) I, 23 HECAY
T 12 S BOCALIRVE Fl 1% (Fernandes & Mosco-
vitch,, 2000 ) , & B 158 132 7 ff 58 B AR
5.2 HREEZESEEIRESHHFMN

AT A I, TEMEBE B 15y 10 9 o B 52 R H
PR ZAT: 55 [F) I 52 i) B 32 1 5 3 15 B 132 IS (T 58
2) , M7 faf S8 B o JF A 52w 5] 352 1E B %, {0 HE
Bel 2 (WFSE 2 F003) o X 5 DAAEAIF 9 K A R e
ZAL 5 2 AR ARAT 55 R A 45 R — 2 (Adler &
Benbunan - Fich, 2015) , % 4F TN M i 35, M
NHLAE B R A R, 24 PR 55 b /% 3 438 1 P )
AT 55 0 23 e Az AN B b W, LT ZEBUAME AN T
HOHT R A FEPAT T8 BRAT 55 B, A TR 23 3 R K
I8, R A WK S AE 55 T i 1 AR 7 £ 5T () B 2
RS 5 F W AT 55 00 A R A 8T, X T REA B T
Uil /> AT 55 A B A ( Wannagat et al. , 2024) . 1M
TE AT 75 28 B A vh R 2 B 2% 19 &2 AT 55 I, o
Wil BE S BCBRM T, B W IR EAE S W H 2
At ] A1 TN 260 %% Y8 ( Oulasvirta & Saariluoma, 2006 )
Bogunovich F Salvuecci (2011 ) #) 8 28 1F 25 24 1A %1 171
i BEATC I, BV BT 55 195 B2, A1 788 vl W 18 Tl R 4 A
ZIN v DT 5 B I R RN (EO AN 2 S SRR )
BT f% ( Bowman et al. , 2010)
5.3 BEZESEBNFESZNZM

DI SRR AT 55 (O B 53 450 /0 %o L ik A 7 2 7Y
X3 BFTE 3 KR K 2% A H w52 B AT A B 90 75 5
B X A>T FE B B AR = AL B T
F B BRSO, A5 R B HEAT fA] ERL E
155 0, 76 R ST & W8 b b, FE3hdH 58 sh
I % 2 S B AR b, EEh A
HREAA Z2 AT 553 I ) T M R EE 0N ) 52 T A R LA
BEAR, X 5 B A BF 58 45 2R — B (Bachmann et al.
2019 ; Kononova et al. , 2016 ; Marty — Dugas et al. ,
2024) , Marty — Dugas ¢ A (2024) T 52 £ B, =
BNBEAR Z AT 55 b B8R 23 X002 38 B 7 A= 17 T 52
X AT RERE N 2 5 RS AR A O B AR FIXE 55
SMEBE A BRI R R 3 O p AT A, B o T A L Ah
5 e DB ) BT S MR AN o BRSEIE S T AR S R R
P B, REAATTIN O [ i A 3R 22 AT 55 2%
A B O BCE 5 (Poptawska et al. , 2021), F3)
WRARZAT 55 Z B L7 AR X R R i, T 0 A B i gk
i #e. M A F& ok E B8 1 &, Bachmann 55 A
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(2019) f8 M2 AL 5517 2 A LK, & 5
B 1 O T AR G o RIS 4 A5 N (2022) kB,
PEAE A FEREFER LS AT LI R 2 ) R RO PR
KA R T HNERShHL B AL FN N ERSh AL 7= A HE
SRy MR E 2 5 3 X 2R AT 55 AR Al
PG 2 BRIR A, HEAT AR 2 AT 55 2l AT A 4
% (Bardhi ot al. | 2010) 3472 B4 e
Dol 2 I MR O 42 v g R R R 5 R Y 6 2 (X1
= AF, 2014) 3K — it JER A AR A5 AT LA T S Y
2 2] 5554 ( Johnson & Sinatra, 2012)
5.4 PARBEXMAE

AW FE SR T R A AR 2 AL 55 4 003 3
P IR AR T O ) 13 B R A, R AT T 3 AF Y
HASEZEMER S CERMAE. 5%, R A EwE
IR E L o DIENF 2 R I A Z AT 55 18 B0k
( Ophir et al. , 2009) 5 [a]#:¥5 (Luo et al. , 2022) i}
FURAR AR ZAT 55 R0 (H T & B R R
H 2R 52 AR i R A, 5 S T 18, th T
FI 3R, X LA Sz e i 388 4k 22 4 55 {6 P A 1 460
WA, ARG FECR S i T E R E
7 WL LR A 00 48 b, 5 DA AN OG0 AR 24T 55 X
WL 98] T 5 3805 Wil 94 A9 5 AH 1, T B Ay o b 21
W AR AT 55 52 o R, IF Y B A A SR
JA K o — 7T BIFSE B 7R R A AT B B AT 55 N
A B Rk 57 (Poplawska et al. | 2021) , & % St
RWUARFE , U HAEIEAT = N SR AE 55 I o an, Dk 4
AR Z2 A 5547 S X6 2 2 B4 1) 070 THT 5% ), S A TR A
Hh Ak F A FALEA A PP (Bellur et al. | 2015) . 55
—J5 T, WF 58 A AT: 55 ) B A5 B T O R A AR
ZAE 55 AT LIAR TE AR, s b 4L F- A F A
by oy e DR C ez N (AT 45 ,2024)
AR P BT AT 4K 22 ) T IX — 0 B A B AR T
TAERCHE

ARBFFEANAFAE— LR Zhb 1 2, 5540 2 Fi 3
Hh 2 T X e S 3 B R AR B A M E AR
HEAL P NSRS B, R T BB 3 1 25 AR Oy &2
155, ARk AT LA 22320k ) 2% ) 50T AR 3 5 b SEBR Yy
AR Z2 AT 55 T B8 (a0 R 2% A e 32 1 SR ™ ) #4 ok,
— I UEABE I B 4538, JF XS LR R385 B 326 R
1 25 55 HAR AR B S AT F2 4T 55 MEFE #EAT T #R A,
RS TT N AWFSE— B (Adler et al., 2015) Xf I AE
55 M AT 55 XE B2 [ If R AT #R N, PR 3 X B 132
R ) L R 2 ) 5 P UK, AR AIE 58 R X w3 B 352 I R AT
R, R Sk A58 AT LA 2o BR ] e 352 I 4K ke R 98 7R



3K S5 R AT 55 X0 A 2 A B 3 S U ) B D < A 45 W EE R 2K R A 9 T

A IE] 1T, BB & 35 R B AR A T R B 24T 55
BiR o AT 45 2 [8] B 1 2 43 i 1% &0 ( Clinton — Lisell,
2021) ;B A, ARR T LLEICE I F & 19 E MR AR
538 B, s R R, U IE FE S R IR 24 5551 &
BV 1 FBRZ , PR 0 PR
6 %5t

(1) WEAR ZAT 5547 R B AR XS R 2 A 1Y 1) 352 G 3%
H AR R 5 (2) 4 45 XE I AR 24T 55 5 0 2
SR Z B R B EAR 24T 45 835 52 i FR) A R
Y 58] 152 1 i 5%, 0 AN 52 ) 7 SR B4R 4 D) 52 1E A % .
(3) FEfA] BAT: 45 b, B AR 24T 55 3 B 32 Wk i
5] 2 35 R T ey, {H S 5 0 sl 3 e R T i R B L I
TBEER,
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The Impact of Media Multitasking on College Students’ Reading
Performance. The Moderating Roles of Task Difficulty and Type

ZHANG Mei' HUANG Yang' YU Jiawen’ HUANG Silin’
(1. School of Sociology and Psychology, Central University of Finance and Economics, Beijing 100081 ;
2. Shenyang Nanchang Middle School, Shenyang 110000 ;
3. Institute of Developmental Psychology, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875)

Abstract; To investigate the effects of different types and difficulties of media multitasking on reading performance,
three studies were conducted. Through a questionnaire survey of 283 college students, study 1 examined the nega-
tive impact of college students’ daily media multitasking on literature reading performance, which was not influ-
enced by the participants’ gender or attention control abilities. Study 2 further explored the impact of media multi-
tasking of varying difficulties on reading performance using an experimental method. The research findings indicated
that, On the one hand, the reading performance of the media multitasking group—measured by accuracy in reading
questions, reading duration, and accuracy in secondary tasks—was lower than that of the control group. On the
other hand, it was found that the task difficulty moderated the relationship between media multitasking and the ac-
curacy of reading questions, meaning that the negative impact of media multitasking on reading performance is
mainly evident in high-difficulty tasks, and it has little effect on the reading performance of simple tasks. Study 3
further investigated the impact of types of media multitasking on reading performance using an experimental method.
The results showed no significant difference between the active and passive groups in objective measures; however,
in subjective measures, participants in the active group perceived less interference and lower loss in reading accura-
cy rate. In conclusion, this research is based on the social reality of college students’ media multitasking phenome-
non, focusing on the controversy over its impact on reading performance, and possesses significant theoretical and
practical value.
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