DHER 2026, Vol. 58, No. 5, 853-865
Acta Psychologica Sinica

https://doi.org/10.3724/SP.J.1041.2026.0853
https://cstr.cn/32110.14.2026.0853

=, AFERILEREZEHFEIEE R
ZREHBTEE

Zahi !

%A 2

ety % =

(FRALIBYE R DB B, KF 130024) C T ILILITE R S5 L R2A R H AR 8T b, Wi T 315336)
CHE RIS BE, Ak T 133002)

B OB AEMRIEARNA—Ze g, AUSERGT T = TARGLE D DB AR A e A R, LA OOR
AR L E AR AE R BRI B . A5 R A D= TAFERILEREA SR SOR N, K
AN BT BBERLINS 18] | 565 U ] 35 R[] 0 [ R B A28 P[] 42 0 28T — B s 2) SO AR OG IR RE I 1 B
fiff W P B, AEAIOC R SCAR N AR T T ARG B B I AR, 3) il MR BE RS U6 15 L2 A4 BEAPR M 7, )3
R BLEX A —EUE BB R R R 1R B EOR B AR, (AT DU i) A 6] 4 52 ) B

WGy, WRREARY], ZARGULEC R —E iR AR ), HaXAhaE 1 4 s 5 AR RS R
HEVIHIK

KA R, IR, SRR, UG
SES  B842; B844

1 55

l5e] 152 P A 2 — S Y A SO R AE B S
Sk g v B HTEOR T A T G, DT ST R 3 B0
FERAF Y 3 A (1 B LA,
1998), [N FI W (Cognitive view of reading)ih
Sy T5e) 152 3 A AN A AL 8 DAL 90 A5 5 AR AR A 3 LI i
TG, W AR F IR W R
(Kendeou et al., 2014), Fij & {H T 1a) L f# A5 (Ehri,
2014). BIBERIAPE(Kim et al., 2012)F13 03R4
(Quinn et al., 2015); J& & W7 2 & K VA 745
il 92 55 (Cain et al., 2004; Cain & Oakhill, 2006).
58] 352 A D0 N Sy, 3T S KT BN T A L 1)
B R R ARk FE R ph s HOEE B AE A
(Kendeou et al., 2009),

SR — 2, DAARAFST & B L AE
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AT . (B2, XA ISR 2 LERIARIGE )1 &
Bl — g K, (R 3 Fh B A W A i ) 2tk — 2D R
JLZE [ e HRA# RE 1 1) & J (Cain et al., 2004; Rapp &
Van den Broek, 2005), #R1M, BUARAKTEAIA KA &
CanTRl A A TR TR AR ) 5 e 7K e B A W42 14 O
&, DA AAE R . AR F I APIE IR
MST Y, FTREAEAEAR B, M e R L 2
R E 11 & B (Cutting et al., 2009; Hudson et al.,
2016). TESSUENFFEH, BiA B A BRI
PR 2 25 A1 a2 e 7K ST 10 B4k 1S 42 8 07 19 & Jié (Zargar
et al., 2019), #RT, WA WFIEKILPEFAAETE G R
A, AR RE 7 A A Jre 2 400 i) Bk W 425 1) 2 e
JEHRS T /NFARAFE S L2 (Kim et al., 2018) AT UL,
A RAR AT A DA 1 PR 2R R L 3 B W 9 1 O R i
AR TiE— L5,
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AN, (ER—R0JE, e MR, A
HARS BTG 8, W L 2Rl B [F2E i 5 8 5
(Cartwright et al., 2020), X FAEFEEH A &
PRFAE, 040 65 SCAS A B 1 47 155 (Kieffer et al.,
2013), 1M LAFEA QAR IS i 8 Z 46 b Tl
AORIAMA TR 2R |, 200 T SCARRHE XS )L 2 R
FERE T R R . R, ARBFFE IR SO RRE %
R, ZEAARRHIE R SCARRHE, Xt LT 5 32
PR WA HEAT IS o
11 JLERRERERENZRE

JHLfip Wi 455 S 48 T e B B A B R B R R
Hi I FH 45 B S e B BE VTAS AR T BB B Y
F(Cain et al., 2004; Connor et al., 2015), EAK 7,
T firp W A5 8 AR e B 2 i B AR B 5 SO b
P HBAE BASVC R (W S0 PAL L R ), I E A
BEAR A R AS S X PP AN VC I 14 DA 0 3t 2 (9 8 52 ik
) (Baker, 1985), fc#l, WFoe& Lt A G 77
O L 110 e 152 PR A M A e AT IE S B 3 A ) 1
AR AR . AR, BUCE S R RN o
AN 2, WL LR 2 75 RE U8 AT AU 45 ) 3k 26 R] A,
AT VA L 25 B At s 45 B8 ) 1Y % € (Garner, 1980;
Markman, 1979), @i B IKKE R A, FEEF
WK BERE S A ER T, LR SO TR g iy
WELHE S AR, HAH A PR, T
6 Z ) )2 1 AU A — EUF B (Baker, 1984; Garner,
1980), It Ah, RIS AE 4 il 3] 31 4 A 132 i W P s
PPk M 4 B8 0 4TS RB 2k <7 TN L = 6 %] 352 B A KT
(Cain et al., 2004; Rapp & Van den Broek, 2005),

SR, F IR A AR — R R &y I T B
i 3 rh W L A D) ok 5 S I i i P ey, ik
TR ILE X ORI TR sh &2, itk, 1 i
Tty 1t A5 7 AR M 4 A ) 52 e P Y 2 I s AR AL R,
SR e R 8] 2 Bk 28 19 F AR T BOR R 1 B e 455
FE T A Em ., BT, IRaetsny ZRemh
PR 7% L2 B i W 4 %) S I A R R T A AR R
(Connor et al., 2015; Eilers et al., 2018; Kim et al.,
2018; Vorstius et al., 2013; Zargar et al., 2019),

TER ZhF o8 iR oY L B S i, L3
SR A — B FE R iz U 5 A R AR,
TESCA P E 5 IR B H T S IRA— B
%%, #l4n, “The man used a strainer/photo to drain the
thin spaghetti yesterday (Warren &
McConnell, 2007), i i3 i & JLZE X A — 815 B
“photo”™ N T A IR BB, #4858 FL AR I 45 19 & A=

evening”

Mk Rt BAR S, AR ShHE bR b 0 &E 0 e [a]
(Gaze Duration, GD) A% — ¥ 5] 32 B [A] (Second
Reading Time, SRT) . [AI# 4 1} [3] (Regression Path
Duration, RPD)7E B /1 & ¥4 5 5 B A ] (Warren &
McConnell, 2007). #&ERLI B] 35 HR G B UG A%
X H A B I TR E e B IS, 352 S e 5 v i)
AR B B PR 8 I8 5 i, & T D 2 A R 4m
Tl Bt (Rayner, 1998), Bicknell 1 Levy (2011)$§ 1,
VNN CIE TR N N S O NS E U N DR 3
77, JUEETEW] A6 15 152 B Be st g bR s A I 10 1 S5,
XM T RS AR IR AR B TR] 8 N H AR 2%
AR DX BT A0 2 i SC PN 45 B BT A 3 A I A L
(Rayner et al., 2012; Rayner & Schotter, 2014), if %
5558 R el N [] (P8 DX Bl A [l 45 B 1) Bsf
(]G B ) i 5, T o e 35 35 8 a8 v SC IR XE s
AN T3 72 (Kim et al., 2018; Zargar et al., 2019),
[ 400 3% A28 s ] R 65— R el S R ) B, 3R W s
TEEMAEmEEN BRI THEXBE 5%E
(Connor et al., 2015) B 5 2, PR LS F0 T
(1B &) e [a) 44 B T ) 152 2 W s B T A% O B R
(Baker, 1985),

KRS A, Kim Z52018)0F58 & B/ —
FEYILEAR TSR e SR T
FERE Sy, RIAEX A — B H bria) (1) EE LI [a] 22 4,
55 R A TR AR K o DB AR LR AT AR
BB SR A —EUN A, 0] DX SCA AN
1B 4G BT B . SR, SRR LR
J7%, Zargar 5 (2019)XF 3~5 4R 2 L BT H145 1
TA—FEMZE R, W98 & BN R AF 9 ) ) L 26 2 A
RN AAEZES, S FIILENA—BUE B G
PR () 0 R RS 8] 5 — BRI 22 5, TR R
XA F AP AR — 205 B R B W R, (R
MO, FAREGILES, A—FH bR RS U S ]
WER T8O, R TSR . BT
W, =R LSRR b e m ek
PR R T, A MR AEAE R, 5L L,
PIAEF SR A 0 L3 i e e ) — i & e e, L
B 3 Ik — E A R 4 AR R B Ok (Gombert, 1992;
Kinnunen & Vauras, 2010), Fit, RALHEX JLEEH

MR 0 A 22 it TR . B A UMEIIAE, 4
HIBFSE /N2 AR GO GG IR ST, B Bt — B J2
JLEEICINHIRE S A SR8 B Be(Del Giudice, 2014).
1.2 FhmJLE R IR 7 ME 12 B8 ) & R RO R4 AE

JLEE i WA BE T 1 R R AMUAEFE AR ) 22 57,
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WS AR B TE T AR BN JCINATRE 1A K e
EWFIE R, WF5E 4 R M2 T3 AR (Connor et al.,
2015; Kim et al., 2018; Zargar et al., 2019). E5fE
J1. % ARIEF BE I (Connor et al., 2015), TAEidiZ
FASN R 3GV (Cui et al., 2024), 45 EMIL#HEES
AeJI . AREF RS . TAEICIC A R PR
JLZE 1 () 152 B W 2 ik B A AR R MR, Ty L
ERTE Z A EE S b, (R, Bl AR
IVERIT =, A B IE FEAE— 8 4B . 1L AR
SRR L T PR AN T IR BN SCA R A T B, BT
PTG A )Y 5 B R (Moats, 2005). >R FHHR 4%
R, Connor %5(2015). Zargar %5(2019)F1 Hessel 5§
(202 )X N AR A AE FE T T A5 . {HJ2 Connor
SRR R | R TR R B AR R G o
Ae T HEAT I SY, DRI TG 3% 43 i TR 0 TR 1) B A
o Zargar 25 & BLIRC AR GENS Y 3~5 AR L&
PR I R, EER AR B E BB, 1A
AR & LB, XA —2 B b in] (9 [0 st (]
R SR, Hessel & A & B, X T 54E9 L3,
W ARRTE J5 e B BOf R R B W /EA, 18]
TR A I VR H 2 A AR RS g B, T HL
2 IR R R BT R Y LB X AN — 35 H R e Y
SEALRT I . AT UL, FE TR N TR AN L 28 B A W 48
RN RN G R b, B ZRE Rk li—3, £
B3 I S AE TR AR B (98 263 218 2 B B LA
R andn] A 454 IR o

AN, (EAS IR, A OC L3 [ 3 2 A M 4
R KRR ZE Rl 5, R H 2 RAEFEIE F M
HECH —BONMEE T b, 28 T osiE 5 2R AE
Mo strh g s, oot 5 B IE R B RBE
WS LR EEAL S, HRBEINEIRILEEEE
T R I B Y BE )T (Liu & Liu, 2020;
McBride-Chang et al., 2005), H 35 P& SCF AN,
TSI 75% ~ 80% 1) 1 AT 2 Hh A B =) 3R
AT ALY & 417 (Chen et al., 2009), FF32 |,
AR A S, R —FERIET . R
AYARE R, DATEDT S A I E 2R IR e v SO L 2 ) e 2
i HE 1 B A Jé v B B 2AE H (Cheng et al., 2017,
Fong & Ho, 2017). #R1f1, iXFSF583 RAEAE L [
BERE M R . IFARB IR ER BRI OTIES
FERTE L3 R A W v A VR A TR ST

SIE R BIRMVE RSN S, 3R a2 ) 132
BOR ML (A Direct and Indirect Effect Model of
Reading, DIER)I\HIH R BEIHAUAE A2 L E

el 152114 2 8, i e ok 1)V PR - 1l U A5 i A
[i] 42 41 1 L 2 ) 5 A A 0 0 42 = (Kim, 2017,
2019), KM, WETAYRIESE 20k B T DL sE st
SFREUBESE (Kim, 2017, 2019), PRf# W H R AET
Bel izt A, 2 B SR TN R . IR ATER
ROHUE T E R A R R E A T L E
[5e] 15 B Wi 45 R R i, AR F AR ST 2 — A
A R
1.3  #o0)LE IR AR MR 3R BE 1 R FR B SCARHHE

AR, AR LB B W R ) S H 15
W2, (HXS SO Z TN R BTN AL . 2F
WA, B 5 RE I TERGATE SCAS B 6% &
S L e 1 B, 1T A U M SO e D A XA
Bl (Florit et al., 2025). KM, RIRAE I —Fhi& ik
SCARIE, A RE S SCA 1Y Jm) 00 5 R . SUAS
)T 2 A BT SCAH G, 1R — R R Al i & ARAE,
AT BEFE 1)L JZ TH 2 e )L B B AL B3R AR
# ¥ — 4% & 5 R (Construction-Integration Model;
Kintsch, 1988), (513 L 1477 01 By B At SCAS 114 2
BUPE A SR BRI RAE, FiE ARG 2 K0P
B BRI X R SR B BL i L LT E, T A
AR Ry — TSN B T LR, 7T AR i 4 3
AR PR 32 B AT 2 e e 152400 20 ) Ak A S

SR, HMHUNAH, 78 9~12 % JLEE B e
fift L R, ST I AR K B SORE &M VR I (Cui
et al., 2024), {HJE, {HFFERAYIE, Cui FF(2024)1E
W IR FEH BRI ZE T o R T AR
JLEE, o SR PE T AT RE AN R . 33X 02 K Ry Bl
BRI, JLE T STRFIA M GE ) 4R TE
T, McNamara £ A (1996), McNamara (2001)%
B, TEB e R b, SORE B SR 15 =M
WZMAAESC HAE M . X T8 SR E & A,
I B SCA BRAE (2 4 5 3= 2l i FAH DGR, AT fin
G INZERYIN T AR, 8 S AR B = A4
DN SRS SCAS A B SR 3% BT R, LA S8 iU A B
i o AR I A B, FRATTHHE DU 1 SCAR DG M i VR T 7T g
S RVEGA VAT, AN 2 e 1400 2 2 A I 1 in T
AR, MO R AR SO B VR AT o AR, H
Bt 2 F AT TR TR 18] A 1 SOMH DG PE 2 R 7EA
[F] A g b A4 AN ] VR

i b, S AR EARMA—BEgu, At
FEADHE 7R = AR L ] e LA WA AR T I K RE,
(] BN 5G  SCAS v 8 i SCAROG M, DA SRl R A
KEPEH P ER . BRI, ABFFEmI2 an
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TR )= FAFRHJILE g AR RE iy &
JRE 2255 2) TRl AR 1 28 OGS L2 o] 352 B A
PR ARG, DL R B YU I i AR R
FEAE T, 3) 1Al a1 SO Se s L3 Bl i3 ad 7 )5 2=
PR MR AR

MG LU WFE (Zargar et al., 2019), FATHH
SLHARGULE N A R RS R, T
ERILE AR R R I T AR L, A,
AR 3 L2 0 PR AR IS 4 1R . 48 T FR i
s 5 R B 132 P BE 0 B9 A G (Oakhill et al.,
2005), [] 3 T8 & B R L B S PR e 1 &
JR 1) L ] B2 BT (Kim, 2017), FRATHUNIE
BEPURNMU 2R L 3E ) LA W s ik B2, (W] 2538
ATNC M PURAEAE T o e, AR Al S A5t
(Kintsch, 1988)fil McNamara %5(1996) . McNamara
(2001) i 4 B, FATTHU T SCRH 5 1k MIAF S0 A7 A
LHAEM, SCRASCIETE = 4R 9L b R B )
I52] 152 T figp 0 LS M 4 A S e, AR AR L Y
U T

2 ik
2.1 #ik

A5 G-power 3.1 #4780 Ak 7T (Faul
et al., 2009), 2% Camblin Z5(2007)IBF5E, 1% B AL
N f=0.25,a=0.05,1-p=0.95 I 2x2x2 IR
G, R TR R 36, SLPRESEIL
T 124 %4, SRS R 3k 2 45 R R SR sh 3
AFHBILE 20 A, FA 104 #5048 b =4E5
JLEE 54 A(M 4w =9.08 ,SD=0.34%;n5 =23),
TAEHILE S0 AN(Maw =11.04%,SD=0.30%; ny
=26),

K i SCARESE BRI S ) (SPM)PFAG LAY
—BEONFNRE S, =G LE 155 K 40.54 (SD =
7.63), TLAEY N 44.82 (SD = 5.98), &% Qiu %

(2020)%F HH [ 8~16 % JLEAY K HUBL H BIEHR(N =
6970), 9 % JLEE (AR G0) % SCHE I 56 )5 4d 4 Y (E
436 (SD = 10.49), 11 % JLEE(HAER) K 44 (SD =
8.28), Pk, ASHIFE T A MEA 4L T 1 BTG Fl A,
VEWLER LB IEH o Beoh, 76wk b it
W P AT I, W REAS B 250 bR iE SOk
SR AR 132 PRIk L2

BTG 9 LU SO REE, 0 S8 IE A
B, TEIE T B 000 S5 A 2 D) R U T Y TG B
ST . P LR A S B0 i A R A A
[F) 745
2.2 KGNy

SRH 2 OB RS : A vs. AAHIE) x 2 (0
M —F M —8 vs. AN—F0) x 2 (B =Y vs.
FAER) IR G IRt Horp, 1 SO M 5 — 3
PERPAL N AR i, FYOR AR AR B AR A
WA S IR Z (A& AFAECHK, DL SR RAFTETE X
A, TWRURNSAE, MOREEFIINZER 1 R,

TG, AR T I G ) 45 S )L B AN B TR,
FAE 30 BAS HIERTEH = | HAEHAAX
B (PGB TEI TP (3 R, | TR LE G H
PRI S, 3 FR L S AR, &
Wi 48 dICHIR (W 2), =41 Kk inl 7 2 m %L |
FAFRAS A EVCE(Fs < 1, ps > 0.050) . tk4h, Ky
T A AR ORI, IR 25 HAS
HIERTIH = . ARG AR O 1) 5 A G ]
ANHH ) Z ] f T SOGHRBE A TP (4 S5 3R, 1 3R
AR RMISR) . SR IR, LIS A S X
I B A, 420 i) S5 R AH DGR DGR BE AR, o 2
S35, ((47)=15.21, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 2.10.,

FIFHIX 48 4 R g0 48 )T 53 H4E 86
HAS HIEA LI =AE9(47 2) M TAEH (39 44)
JLEE, VUM 32 /NS SCER S a) 1A B E iR
LR 1), R4 5880 = EFARHL, 4 =

F1 ZRVMHREGIURAFAEEEMEREESITNSER

A A E ) B A X
S A i)
o L3 =AEY TAEY
—HUAH R B 5 W G L A R AR R T 3.53(0.51) 3.20(0.35) 3.45(0.28) 3.52(0.30)
AN— K B GRJ5 1 h FE 3 S P SR A A A BT 1.34(0.27) 1.60(0.38) 2.55(0.50) 2.41(0.50)
—HOARH R B GRJ5 1 h $E 3 S P A A 4R BT 3.08(0.56) 3.07(0.45) 3.26(0.29) 3.32(0.36)
AN—FURH B SR U G H 3 S A 4R e A A R T 1.29(0.27) 1.58(0.33) 2.53(0.50) 2.33(0.58)

T RHRHT N AR SRR N A, EUS BAAFTE R
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®2 ZTHRBXBRMEXENE

AT 5] 2 imj REOES i) 4t AT ARG BE
01 Hi% 17.63(3.96) 4.59(0.73) 3.13(0.71) 1.08(0.31) —

1 A 53] R 16.08(4.27) 4.81(0.57) 2.91(0.70) 1.05(0.24) 3.32(1.05)

& WSl il 16.04(4.09) 4.69(0.71) 3.02(0.80) 1.03(0.18) 2.14(1.26)

JEH A UPHN SR AR &, — BRI DCE R
H AR R TR R E I R 2500, )LD, —
M FRN BE, F(1, 47) = 814.9, p < 0.001, 0} =
0.946, —E &M A FA M B = T A—E
Al RHOGME RN . AR SCHER— Sk i 28 TR I
AN (ps > 0.20) R, —2ei: E800 W&, F(1,
31) =203.7, p < 0.001, n3 = 0.630, —F &M FAIT4
VPR 2 i T — B R M =500 . AHE
PR —SHE 38 BAE A 53 (ps > 0.12),

W, T oS AR T = AL
K ULEAAFERMER, ST 96 £ —AFH (48 )
FFLAE (48 44) L EE ) PR Ak AR ME ) R B EA T
Hr, [FIRERIT 4 SR = RYEMR, 4 = IRAES)
) o SEIIPE SR ILTR 1, SR EEAR ¢ K50,
45 PRk I — BRI AE AN AR P ] Y 22 S R W 3
(—BUHE A A 1(94)=—1.27, p > 0.05, Cohen’s d =
0.29; —FAKIELME: 194) = —0.94, p > 0.05,
Cohen’s d = 0.33),

i B — S A SR A TR T 5 -, A4 B DY
A SR, AT 48 i)
(FA 5 12 ANEIF)FI 60 I T4, 1% /A)iE )
SER NS AR
23 XKERF

% Eyelink 1000 plus Tower HR 31X 5 Bk K},
IFEsRILE IR SIE B, SRR 1000 Hz, R
P HR sh A g 91 e S LB A IR, (6 A4
WD JLE Y S0 Bl o SEER A R BLAE 26 92T Dell
WoREs b, BFRREAPER N 1024 x 768 12K . JLER
Sl IE A IR B L A e AR LA AT,
BHEI S IR 20 5% H & A8 . 2304 Rk A
FEAPBHAR T 28 SR, R AT R I gk
RS R EE 2 [ A FE BN 80 cm, IXRE R LAAEIERES
DUF L0 1o SEER AT 0 L B A SE 56 o A e
KR ERFEAG,

RRBCCR I IR AT T TR HE, DURIERE A
0 2 B8 30 3% (A i M A YRR A A A e ot
(calibration) . % FEHG 46 (validation) M1V A28 1F (drift

SRUR BEAL Y BUAE S PO s DU Sl o 5 ofe i B
W, ZORPOLEMIZA, HEEZSA . KX ZE
SERUEERT S, AR BE 9 AAHES, FRIF FIRN —
Feo WARBUER I T, W T —RIERBIE, —
ANBME s 2 AL Y B B ) rh oL BRI ], 2R
BOXEE . AHER IR Tl A SR

BA LB B — AR R, 2t 108 4
Ao o, 20 AT AR A B B BEARET, EOR L
E eS| L] T NP B AR =PI N R 5
SER A RL . e AR, L ERE B AT e
TER e —Ft)a, HAREHBB T —5F. o8 T #fR
R Zhic R MEra P, f U BUBT N A Z T, THEAL
ST REBALIE . BR 22 b A 2 th B — e

HESA SR, F—hA SR, BRI R
S/ 1240 %0F, WHLEABLRRE, %4
AFAEIE R A S ETE H B, A KA HF
22 20 434p

24 \EgEAME

— M INFm AE A1 o SR B SCHE B 55 (Raven,
1960) I & L3 (1 — A HITBE J) o % 36 225k L
M\ 6~8 A~ I H B — A3l I BRI AR 4 EDE
IALIE 60 NI H, FEX—ATWH 1 415
(1 P 3 — B 15 BEAE 0.88~0.93 2 [l (Abdel-Khalek,
2005).

I Fe iR SR FHBRED UG (F 38, B
FASF- 1996) I HE LI A TR HII . 20 6 SR L
42 DU T4 . B, 45 JLEE S,
JLEE N LA “BE Ik . BEAE4E, R S A
FARGILE, it 100 A0 H o 2005 Y Py — 2K
PEAEEE R 0.93,

% % F % AT % KI5 T McBride-Chang %5(2005)
)16 5 ff B 35 (Select-Interpretations Tes), [A]AfZ
BRI (201 1) 2 il 1) fift BT M 56, BEHEIL
B A5 B I T U1 P RO 2R B T SCHE P S A A ]
Mo B, mJLE R AN, BER AT YA
PRIV Hb gk Y 4 E RO Y IR B R . A B E bR
LR, JLEFEMNCALTIRF; B.A TR
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WA A=A WA L CAEM &  HARTE A, DA
FE A1) 5 32K DU A28 I 3 H O A A A RE, T
1530 Mg ) N —BEAR FEl 0.75,

25 HESH

TERAR A Hr i f b, ) B 5 A RO TR
FE R RHEIX o R RV IR B 38 b A 45 BE LA A]
(GD) . 5 — YK %) % I [] (SRT) il [a] H f#% 42 ik (1]
(RPD), 7ERHE X N FLILER T 5232 IR S8 bR 1%L
Tt o Y G DX NS AR AR D FE AR 8O R,
R RAB o MR DG B IX PR 25 R B4 b v e 2o 1 34 %%
3 MR IEZE BB (278 0.86%).

K H R 155 (R Development Core Team, 2014)
F Ime4 Fu4ifu(Bates et al., 2014)FHITLe IR G
#1387 (Linear Mixed-effects Model, LMM), #(¥E 4>
Brisk NP F0 B 0 R i AT o 5, i Bl sk
R R B i WA SO0, A 2 R, DA Rl SR OGP
YERRAER 225, B . —3ME . 15 SO L
KW 8% — 3 A8 BAE AR R I R, B aalRn o
HAE R BENLE o X D8 DX P B BERL I fa] L 55 Ik
I52] 552 FSF 0] T[] 400 i A2 s ] 4 ) A Ay IR A e i A 7
B,

TEULIEA b, SR, O SCARRRAE A {4
FRIEA R A MY, FEFE S — BN FNBE 1 AL
FEhb b, B SO . — & L TR R B IR AENE
HER, DA a5 TR sk — 33 38 AR S [ 7,
BRI B AE AL, = AN HR ShEE bR e A
PRI A g g Ny 2 PR TR A AR SRR 2 R
T2 2000 4 73 VR X6 ) 2 B[] Y s e, TRl TR R —
FER R BAER | ER BRI —S0 38 BAE A
BT TR R A 2R R O LA W A e AR R YT
WA AR — BRI R H, R EH . A
I N — B ) 38 AR B SCA FRAE RIS AR RRTE 22
ER- AP R Sy

TE 2 AR B, SR B R Ak Bl BL AR D )
(Barr et al., 20134 gt A (R A SEE3 11T fe

VIR BT BEALEEE FBEAL AR ) . SRR TE 15 41
4, 2R Brown (2021)A4912 i =X J U] fa AL A58 .
MR BEALAE SCIT, AT ol st, R A 3 A%
A3 BT A 5 R i A S B AL, B A e, I
MR8 FL 7 22 DT RZ A0 N s, B30 WA 8% 5 A
A SIS ES . B, KIS A S BRI (N
[ 5 DA ) FEA TR LU A 95, DL g ik i S Y i A
B

3 4

31 ILERIEEMFEENAXESMNNERER

F3ERMT AP BARHILEAE AT
B AR SRR 0 - YE bR 22 . PRI A AL AT
SEER LR 4 AR E) L, — etk a0 W, L
BN A —EUE BB ) B K T —BUE R B
SCAHOCHERAE R B 2 HAR T .35 o i — 2P IX g3 = 4F
PN TG o3 AT SCRHOCME R R0, 45 R AR IRAE
=AEYLE Y, 18 SCHISC T A BRI A] 3 T
LB = —0.024, SE = 0.011, z = —2.27, p =
0.026); 1M 7E T AE 2% JL 3 T A FEAE X Fh 22 5 (B
0.014, SE=0.011,z=1.22,p=0.211),

TESR R B A ) L, AR — SOk 1) 8800
¥R, SEGJLEMW S R R R K TR
EYHILEE; A—EEEF T BT R K T — 3K
FA o BRIEZ AN, HABRN B 2

1 [l A0 AR A ) L, —S0rk 800 B, A—
BT A Y [l B AR B ) e K T Bk
o BEAh, AFYOM—E R B B —4
ST B, ARG L N R — B A 4 [l 4 A
Asf 1) k2 K T — 3B = —0.102, SE = 0.014, ¢ =
=7.06, p < 0.001); FAEZJLEB TR A —F MR
NE(B =—-0.064, SE = 0.015, t = —4.32, p < 0.001), {H
R/, F2 B PR A AN — B2 A4 1 T R B A48 s
() A2 . AFRGORIAR DG HE R A EAR I o 3, i —20
AT I, ARG LB R DG S ] 1 ] R A s

®3 =, AFRILENMEGT SRR BENIREE

pyn =AY FAEY
GD SRT RPD GD SRT RPD
— 387(231) 470(311) 856(569) 365(198) 427(292) 854(581)
- CNi:PS 397(240) 482(314) 892(591) 378(226) 452(301) 842(565)
AN—FUH 403(240) 554(358) 1066(713) 398(216) 454(285) 956(602)
AN —FUAHE K 428(241) 539(338) 1149(714) 379(224) 463(286) 942(576)

T WA R R RS, T GD fEBELIE); SRT £555 — U BT 6], RPD i B4 H A2 i ] o



%5 LW F = HFEGJLE R IR N kR R AT R R 859
x4 BERUEENERERUERHEXEEEFHNBATIEAR
- BERLIN 1H] 55 R B ] [ B 72 1 ]

B SE t P B SE t P B SE t P
i 2519 0.012 20752 <0.001 2572 0.012 230.22 <0.001 2.867 0.017 17176 <0.001
— A HIGE ) -0.001 0.002  -0.67 0.508  0.000 0.001 0.24 0.809  0.002 0.002 0.84  0.405
— 0.023  0.009 263 0012 0046 0.012 375 <0.001 0.082 0.012 6.60 <0.001
T SCRH G 0.005  0.008 0.68 0.503 0.014 0.014 0.10 0.320 0.018 0.012 1.40  0.168
R -0.022 0.023  —0.94 0.349 -0.066 0.022 -3.00 0.004 -0.058 0.029 -2.00 0.048
A —Ek -0.006 0.017  -0.35 0.729 -0.020 0.030 —0.66 0.510  0.009 0.018 0.53  0.600
AHIME: 4EH) -0.037 0.014 -271 0.009 0.018 0.027 0.67 0.502 -0.037 0.018 -2.00 0.049
— 3 R -0.009 0.013  —0.68 0.498 —0.029 0.023 -1.23 0220 -0.042 0.016 -259 0.010
M —2bk. 4£9% —-0.052 0.031  -1.68 0.097 0.003 0.056 0.05 0.958 -0.031 0.035 -0.86 0.395

e AIRSAEFR AR AWEEET . DEEIIE] = —BOANARES) + SRR x —8E < 9% + (1 + St —Soikpt

) + (1 + SO + —2lE + 1 SORSCHE: R0 + 38 ARG — Bk H); 2)58 ZRBI R H =

—IAHBE S + B X

AHCHE x —20fE x ARG + (1 + B SCHSCHE + i SCRISGHME: —Sui|Igaal) + (1 + 5 SOMSeME + 9 + — 20 + i SUHSCE:
— BT, 3)BIERAEIEE] = —BOARIRES) + W SOMSEHME < —EtE = 4EZE + (1 + WSO + 5 SOk — Sk
W)+ (1 + H ARG + —BuE + 5 SORE: F 9 —BEmiA).

[E]/NFASHH SE B (B = —0.038, SE = 0.012, ¢ =
=3.09, p = 0.002); i FLAFEHILEAE A S G 5%
PET 22 5398 B2 (B = 0.004, SE=0.013, 1= 0.32,
p=0.753),

Zi b, AT R BLTCIE S AL 55 B B (BE LS ),
W SEAEAE S W B (B Uk e 32 A 1) 0 [ L f 428 s ] ),
= RAEGJLEEERBL T AR, R
HERILE XA —BUF BB R, F =%
JLE, R HAEG L A — 2 By [ %42
i [E] SEE (CU E] 1A) o SCASAH SRR = | HARR L3
S AN ], A P 1 SCAR S 3 8 = AR gL ) 7]
BERSOR, RINAEAA ST (14 BE R A (1] 40 [l 40 (i A2
i (1R 2 IE TR AH DG SOAR, SR AR RL IR
AR XA 22 7 (K 1B F1E 1C).

32 AFHEMAMEFFIETEIR RIS IE R EE R

321 EXMEXME. WICHIRFNIE R ZIRX FiEE
i MR AIE T
AMERA BRI TEER IR 50 Bk, =4
IRhHEAR b, NEAMRA R0 B35, HR SR
U 03 G VR RN T R D E R RIS IR P2V Sy O
JHE ] 132 N ) A

R AR ] b, AR S — 8o . BR
HIRS B EAE Y B X — ORI — 3
ZAF, WACENC AR AE R BIRMEN . 45 R &8
=BT, NEATR RN AS B2 (B = -0.019,
SE=0.011,z=-1.92, p=0.057); TEA—FELMT,
FHCAR BRSO B (B = —0.031, SE = 0.011, z =
=2.74, p = 0.006), VLN AHEEEHILE, A

A *kookok *k Kk
% L 1050 —
1000 LIS 1000 |
7 * 2 400 g
£ g i =
& 800 = =
E = ]
N = L &
2 " 2
[El
400} 360k
0 0
—AER FAFR =R AR ZAER AER

1

T8 SC— BN A SR RN AEAR SRR ) 25 5 o [T B AR st ) i SC— BRSO AE = . HARILE RN 25 54 (A), #E

PR T AR A = . TLARZR L W] B9 22 5(B), [T ERAR I 1] EAHOCPERON A = . TLARR LA 122 5(C)o

#p < 0.01, **%p < 0.001, 17222 FARIER
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x5 ENMEXME., WICAIRMIERRIRNEILEREENBETEAR

15 bt HE AL B ] B R I A 1) (EEN = Zeing ]
B SE t p B SE t p B SE t p
i 2520 0.012 217.28 <0.001 2574 0.011 23595 <0.001 2.868 0.016 173.86 <0.001
— A HIGE T -0.000 0.002 —0.09  0.932 0.001 0.002 0.67 0.502  0.002 0.002 1.19 0.236
TSR DG 0.006 0.008 0.79  0.435 0.014 0013 1.04 0307 0019 0.008 2.04 0.045
FR 0.032  0.026 1.23  0.223 —0.022 0.025 —0.88 0.381 —0.018 0.034 —0.52  0.604
—Ei 0.027 0.009 262 0.011 0047 0.012 3.86 <0.001 0083 0012 6.66 <0.001
HREIR -0.003 0.006 —0.43  0.670 0.001 0.007  0.09 0.926  0.005 0.008 0.58  0.566
TAVC IR -0.029 0.008 —-3.44 <0.001 -0.026 0.008 -3.12 0.002 -0.025 0.011 -2.22  0.029
HEE WSO -0.004 0.005 —0.76  0.477 —0.007 0.011 —0.69 0.493 —0.003 0.005 —0.53  0.596
AR 3 SOR SC T -0.010 0.005 —1.90  0.064 0.009 0.009 0.97 0336 -0.010 0.006 —1.56 0.123
—EME . SO G -0.004 0.017 —0.25  0.805 —0.007 0.025 —0.27 0.782  0.010 0.016 0.58  0.559
HREH: —8 0.002 0.004 0.470 0.639 —0.000 0.008 —0.02 0.986 0.012 0.005 213 0.037
WCAHA . —3% -0.003 0.005 -0.72  0.473 —-0.007 0.008 —0.91 0.364 -0.013 0.005 -2.29 0.022
WRBIR: MM —8 0.001 0.010 0.11 0910 —0.028 0.017 -1.66 0.107 —0.014 0.010 —1.36  0.200
PCAIR . MIerE . —% P -0.006  0.011 -0.57  0.572 0.015 0.018  0.83 0.412  0.005 0.011 0.44 0.660

T S IRSNER A R AW SR . DEELI ] = —BIAMAES + A9 + WHEAR < I SCHEHE < —2hk + EREIR x iE
SCHHME < —EE + (1 + W SCHSCHE + i SCHSCHE: —BuE|Igial) + (1 + 38 SCHSCHE + AR + —80hE + o SO G HE:
THCANR + 35 RS —BhE + 5 SRS TR EOR + SO SeE: IR —Ek + 3 SOk RN — Bk
P90 ;258 kB = —BOARIBES) + A9 + FENDRR < 3 SCHCHE x —BulE + IBREFWH < B < —8uk
+(1+ SRR + (1 + —BOARIBES) + W SCHCHE + 4Rg + IR + B + — M R + 35 SO
WRBEIRTH); 3)IRHENE = —BIAARE + S5 + WIEAHR < e < —30E + IR ER < 35 R x
—BE + (1 ESOHSCHE D+ HERER + —2hE + —2h: R + SO EREIR B miE).

Sy SR, ST A B, S K ]
B RS AU . AR BT B, 4 A5

— B A B [P A P ) B, A AR R TP
XTERER, E—BFA-BRMT, FR0VY

AN (ps > 0.228), 38 HAEH W3 vl e 7E T—BOM
AN — BRI R T 5 AR ]
322 BEERIRERAMFB NS

T, &6 BRI T AARRIBIME . bR K
W Z RIPAROC R 8. b, WR B4 bR A — 3551
TR BEER]  ASHT B AEIR AR R B IR
W ARYE A FILE XA —8UE B i, M
BASE AT R, 18R E PR A —E4 A
AR R B A T A DG 2, DR A o3 Bt R4
55 R BRI R AT o

FIbRUEfLALBE . SR R 155 22 F2 ¥ PROCESS H1fY
Model 4 #E47 H ARV 73BT o

SRR, THER R k2 O ) B0 AR R
(B = —0.02, p = 0.017, 95% CI = [-0.032,
—0.0037]), BP AN 3 . a0 A GRSy v A AR
J&, R B HBRE IE [0 U RN AR = 031, p <
0.001, 95% CI =[0.153, 0.476]), i % 55 — Y Bal iz i)
[ 4 T AS - 4 25 (B = —0.01, p = 0.353, 95% CI =
[~0.020, 0.0087), IV NP [a] TN 55 — vk 5] 2 B
BB = —0.03, p < 0.001, 95% CI = [-0.051,

TEFE T —BOAFIBE T 2l |, OB R EIRE —0.018]). Ub&E R UL AR S R BIR S —
=6 TENHE., REERFELLZEBHEXRHY
A M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6
—IN I RE Sy 42.4 7.27 —
WL AIR 735 173 0.321"" —
HREHA 7.79 2.05 0.110 0.372"" —
BERLAST ] 351 90 -0.138 -0.369™" —0.146 —
5 R I T ) 409 118 -0.088 -0.426™" -0.233" 0.399™" —
(5] B A2 B 1) 861 287 —0.044 -0.262" 0.012 0.478"" 0.623"" —

W "p<0.05"p<0.01;""p<0.001.
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R e 32 ) ke 31 58 e v PR, 18 R RR B,
WRNCAE R S, JLEXAS — 80 i 118 2 5
R RN A ORI R -0.01, TR RN
62.15%, 95%I1) & 15 X[ 24 [-0.019, —0.005].

IR F, DRSS AR, R R IES
L PROCESS H 1 Model 5 #E47 FR A 8808 43 A o
gh L R IE R BN ENATC AR SRR B E P =
0.31, p <0.001, 95% CI = [0.153, 0.476]), )i -
FIEF R B 2 (] A RSN [R) A i 3 (B = —0.03, p =
0.001, 95% CI =[—0.050, —0.0137]), .45 5358 B 1] 42
AR (HF 2R T U B TV R TR 3 £ Kk e 32 s ) ) 7
P AE G R PR AR UE o

4 e

L5 A RN BAR A —BUe 3, AWFRERS
= ARG L B AR A 0 R R AT TR
G, LA R, A LI R, JL3E
P14 [ 132 s (B R AR e, 2 S (e 42 s ) 7 — e R T |
M (] 2 50K, 84 JLEE Y ) e OB AE 2 v, XM
Blythe il Joseph (201 1)#fF 58 45 5 — 2. 7E LA I,
TATAM =, AEHILETLIRECE N Bid 2B R
W BCER R B PR AR BE ), HOR s R AR A
BB, HAEGILEMFETTIEE R R, UK
IE 5 SR SC R R 2R 30 H XL 7 24 e 1o 42 0ok 7 1Y A
7, HSERF SAFERILER R R, W RE
B R B AR WS B S B B, RIS TR AR
wrJLE, BRI, HR BN AR
JLE AR WS RE D A R R, (B 23l i el iRk
R .

41 = . AFERILEREEBUEREINERESR

ARG LA AR LT 2 A 2 I D 5 B A
WEHERE Sy, DMEWIFREAFAE — & P (AN Kim et al.,
2018; Zargar et al., 2019), AT A Z4FEHE L
BA R B P 45 6E ), &SRS Zargar 55
(2019) YW 5 245 SRAFAE 4 B, PSR AE AR L
TGS SR TEBEOL AT R], JREER kB 2 ) |,
WA BRI —EMERON . PIFSY 0 535 — J7 T AT RE7E
TAMRA—ZUE B R E N NEE, Il Zargar 5
O1)IA—EfF BRI LT WA, X =
AEHILE UL, MWNIEE EAS W, A, W
B 53 B AT BB AN F AR G th iy AERRIL
BRI (Bai et al., 2008; Inhoff & Liu, 1998; Li et
al., 2015), 5 SCHEAR 2 b ST B 12 B Hh Y A
Ao I, W SCOLEE R AF B M4 o =R

SR, Joieuner, FRATT & B0 A 9 ) L3 A
BERe S T —AFE L, X PR R 22 55 F Zargar 55
(2019)F1 Connor 55(2015)AY & M —%E(, Connor
Z5(2015) % B0 PR Atk 0 42 BB ) 23 BE AR 8 1 15 1< T 28 7
o, RIMTE 8 MH JE¥ARIE T RESIH AT LE XA
—20{5 B A BEOL B [R) A0 B 2 B[R] F TR 4K . Zargar 45
(2019) & BLDY . FLAFZ L i R W5 ¥ e R B AE
AN—F ) FREE B, 1 —AF LB AT X
e 1o AR R = . HAEHILELFRIHXT
[oe) Ao AR LA WA, (R AR LB B TR,
PR, MR RS BE, JLEE A0 JHR i 0 455 8 ) R R el
U XAWATEILEITIANHIGE ) & kR, /e =
AE GO L TN A RE T T 46 & e 1) 8 28 B B (Del
Giudice, 2014), FEYBUNYILE, TAEICILAE R
B, T ARSI BRI, A AR 4R 9% ) L2 7 ] 132 2
fipd B P RE S I S 1 IR A B, T AR L EE AT L
VBT 2 B AT EE IR T — 20 Wi 45 (Kendeou et al.,

2012),
42 MARBFMEIBENHEREEILERENIERES
EhER

AR IS R, DIAEM s 2 R R A
TEARFFE b, 20 T SURFFERIVE T . AHHF 98
b BRYNTRNIIA] B 3 SCAH DG, X SCARRIE LA S SCA
SFAEFNIASARFEAE AT BEAEAE B 28 B EAT T 5T 5T
25 3 A BRI ] A 1 COCHK BE 8 2 T+ —4AE g L3
A B350, HE X HAR L E A W,
Ah, B SCRBRI AR R B X = | FAF G LTE B A
AR

T SCAH DG X =41 L 38 B 23008 i VR F AN
Cui 55 (2024) I WF R 45 AN A, Cui 55(2024)7F 9~12
2 LE R A CYERPERT . SR, B
VAR R 58 SCASAH AR A T ) 7 2455 AR 90 22
5, Cui ZQ024)IRE T 3~5 L JLE, HNIL KA
e R AHSCHERIVE T . ARG A — 20 B0 H, 76 3C
ARFAEPI N B, —FHILE R T MR,
[ =, 2 SR T a2 (B B AE S HE(A R AR
) KA HE SCAS N 2 Y L il R 4E (Kintsch, 1988,
McNamara et al., 1996; McNamara, 2001) . 1%} T/
ERILERUL, FAE P TERE ) A, LMY 5t
PSRRI IERE i1 [ RIERY ST T SN SN N AT wh i b W=y TR )
T SCRH DGR 1A FH A0 328 W s 555

SR, TCIeTE =YL = FAFRHILE F, )0
() %) SR G P o R i A 45 3 7 34 A S 38 9 Y A
o ARE B 2 IO, L2 D] 152 35 1] 43Sk 7
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58 4%

I, AR AR BT SRR B, 55—
Ak 2 S i K- ) B 7 W 9 B B (Kendeou et al.,
2009, 2014), MCYRTZSHRKE, SUARCHME ] el
T ARG LA 11E ARG RE, X K
B AR T AR AR R . (HE, T OGP 7E
it W A% B BOAS B ARAE T, A ] RE A PR A AR B 5 T
YA SCASRH DG M 230 o I ] A 38 SORIRERAS,
HRAFFE ] 25 JEARINB) T OK P B SORHR, #E— 2B 4K
FE SCAS 1 SOOI M L 2 D] 5 10 fip W 4 g ) & e
AISZIE o SR, JCig ], AW fa 7 SCAR FfE7E
JUEE ] 152 PRk W 45 8 0 A SR Ve B AT FR o
43 MEFERICAIRFERFIREILE R

IR IEE R RER

AN T SCARRRAE, AR A0 iR RN RE
A i LS 1) BRSO, I REA S50 19 LAY 15 152
PRI R . — 7, AT R BRI AR
L, R R, i L, R R A AR
Sl bR T S e R[] T A p A R R RS O . A
PR BH 3R R A A RE % Fo0I0 )L 2 Y 15 52 B A i
£5(Quinn et al., 2015), [ At GEA &JE 5 L3 A4 5
FERI R . FEMCERAL B, FRAT & BRI BE A AL
PAT LAY B e A e 4Rk B . 5 DIERFY — B0
S, TN AR A IR 5y 22 AR AE [ 0L A2 B ] iy i
Hle %) 465 42 i T 97 Bt (Connor et al., 2015; Zargar et al.,
2019), 5 UMEMIFEAFR G, RUF5EE— D4 7
JLER—BOAHBE S . 9% IEREIR, DLSUKR
PR DG o Fitl, AT A 2 B2, )R TE 52
JL 2 ) 3 Bl W0 45 R W 1 22 TR 3R b o i A% 0
Ao 458 P ISR ) R SRR 22 5% AR
Gy LB XS A —BUF BB HUEE B, FRATTIT
SC)LZE [ 2 PR A M 42 K e IR S A R BNy - BB
HE R EE SRR T, LB BN A
(B S T RE 42 T b & B A e 7K T 1) B A M 4 TG
K- BTN R R 22 Bk AR BRI Tk A
(Cutting & Scarborough, 2006; Cutting et al., 2009),
TN P s, L Y F AR 4 BB ) B

A ORIER B R IR R, DAMERESET
K ZR5E . HIE, IR SCiE SRR, DIk
R BEIRTE T 3L B B & R by B A
(Zhang et al., 2017), 45 0HE R B IR AA/E
R I N TR ESE SIS CVNT 9= VaDIR
B PR A R Y B RS, (HA AT DL a A e
PURIEVEN . BE R 2 Bm ny L, TRl R
P, X hgAE B8 S T PR CRIRDI R R Y 18 35

VERTT [l — 50 . Beal R AR [ L EE Bl 52 2 i
AE T B F 5% (S T O S8, 38 Ao 5] 152 Tt 1l 8 ) —
B, WA IR A B 2R T DG o 1R R R 4
PR T L 2 1) 52 38 % 68 ) 19 & (Jin & Song,
2022), AFFTAE ML IER I, dF— A UFS0iE R
T TR R R ] 5 ) L A 1) e B W i IR
— 7 AT Ay [) 22 ) 13 A0 A R AR AL T iE 3 (Kim, 2017,
2019), 75— FHRE/R TR ERAEP SCILEH
fif Wi A5 58 1 SR v R AR X

44 BERTEEHSRE

Teie anfuf, AHFIE [R5 SOARFRIE A (4R
ik, X4 L2 ] e A W S e ) Y B LA T
IVE R o B2 08 AR UL TA Ay foe] 352 BER At AN S D 3V
fE A TR R Ry O TR AT A SRR Y
R =) e A O ) | BN U O A A U B/ o
(Kendeou et al., 2014), AHWF5E 8 1 10 5% L3 B9 SEHS
Bel St B, E T AATTAE P S P BB A A b
5 F B B R o (R BT A DA R0 R 2R R K
BRI B SR B, AR IE K B T AR T
IR 9 A T R 25 7 BB A1 s 7 S ) R i U 2 i
N ERE, WEBMESFA Cutting 55(2009) 9 UL,
R AR K- 1) PR 38 58 B A 1 L 3 ] 132 2 4
MR, fESLIERt I, ARBFFE i — 20 w0 T #E b e
JUFE B 2 PR A W s 1 R S v, AR I IR VRN
F R L SOARRHE BT F %,

R, ST AT T 0 SCARRRIE A AR
TERRA R, ol & BRURR TR 2, UK
AR IRt A RN T R 1A 3 SCRY ARG . ol Ttk —
A GAR AT 1IN BE 1 A 2K 1 PR i W 1
KR, ARRBFEAT DL R R IR T X
SRR RE I A AESE o [ B iE— B3 SCA p
AR T R, M LR A AL, D
T VR A MR 5E 2 RN e ) R SCAS R AR £ L3
loe) {52 B W 4% & S b (R 32 AR AR . BBAk, 4T
WFFEAREETE = . HAFERILE, REWMERRE
TR W E BB, (A, RS AER A
. PR, ASRAFG 7 Bt — 253 KL AR i
E T /NI KA A7 38 o B X L B8 A ) 352 B A A 4
Re 1 EATIEE .

5 45

AR FEARMA -, AR EE
PRI = HARGJLE R ERE I kR, L
K SCAFFAE TS SCAE S AN AR A TR R L iR
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HIRTEHAER . IRAREI = HFEHRILE
T 1) B2 e TP AR RE A RO SUAR N R R AT i 4%, ek
AR, ENCAGE S EE AR . HRER
ANRE EAR AAFAR I, (ER i 1Y R ) 2 2 i L
4 ) 32 B AR BE T B R
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Abstract

Comprehension monitoring refers to the metacognitive process whereby readers detect a mismatch between
their current situation model and new information encountered in the text (awareness) and repair this mismatch
by reconstructing the situation model. Previous research has shown that comprehension monitoring plays a
critical role in reading, as it helps children focus on relevant information. However, deficits in word recognition
and decoding can also lead to reading difficulties and are closely related to cognitive abilities. At present, there
is relatively little research on developmental patterns of comprehension monitoring across grade levels, and
studies on how cognitive abilities modulate children’s comprehension monitoring have mainly focused on
second language learners or children with special educational needs. Drawing on eye-tracking methodology and
employing an inconsistency detection paradigm, the present study investigates how children monitor
inconsistencies and related information in texts during reading, and examines developmental differences and the
moderating roles of relevant cognitive abilities. Two studies were conducted. Study 1 adopted a 2 (Grade: third
vs. fifth) x 2 (Semantic consistency: consistent vs. inconsistent) x 2 (Semantic relatedness: related vs. unrelated)
three-factor mixed experimental design, with semantic consistency and semantic relatedness as within-subjects
variables and grade as a between-subjects variable. On the basis of the preceding analyses, we additionally
examined whether morphological awareness and vocabulary knowledge moderated the relations involving
comprehension monitoring. We also conducted path analyses to clarify how morphological awareness and
vocabulary knowledge exert their effects on comprehension monitoring. Participants were required to read the
experimental materials and complete comprehension judgment tasks. The results showed that (1) both third- and
fifth-grade children effectively monitored textual information, as reflected by significantly longer Gaze duration,
Second reading time, and Regression-path duration in the inconsistent than in the consistent condition; (2) text
relatedness did not modulate the comprehension monitoring process, but related text information enhanced
reading efficiency among third graders; and (3) vocabulary knowledge moderated children’s comprehension
monitoring, such that children with richer vocabulary knowledge repaired inconsistencies more rapidly.
Although morphological awareness did not exert a direct effect, it influenced comprehension monitoring
indirectly through vocabulary knowledge. These findings indicate that third-grade children already exhibit a
certain level of comprehension monitoring ability, and that improvements in this ability are closely associated
with vocabulary knowledge and morphological awareness.
Keywords comprehension monitoring, vocabulary knowledge, morphemic awareness, semantic relevance



