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1. (EC®HIC

MR L2 ) =T 4 Y 7 &A7H 720101, SESERMNPLETHLESIND, 2L zIE, LFEH
OHEABLAI O HE% (knowledge of grapheme-phoneme correspondence) 2> S F ), FEZ DGR IEAR
B 7 — LV NV OFERFIC OB RNAT v THIZEDb AR L, L& L% D% CHkaH Bl O Hw#
(knowledge of discourse rules) ZHWZah D, o TWAERAGREZIRME L CTitAtEs, RHNGEZ N3
LREDTEDBEDI Ny T YUHIZE bS8 TH S, (cf. Grabe & Stoller, 2001) . L1 (BEiE) V) —
TA Y TOHHIZBWTIE, 1980 FAREIEZADLHR ATy TRBOBEZEENREINSL XHIXRD,
PRI O EFEREGERE B O A3 FEiik (phoneme awareness) 5o TWA D E ) 205, 5B O i
HNORDFL B V) FRMEH SNz (FRABREE, 728 21T Tcat/keet/ 226 /k/ B &, LA
BECRDL ] Lol T A NPLHLNCREHEIITH S,) (cf Bradley & Bryant, 1983) & % ilikA &
FHRINLDIE, TNDPEFOLFEHEOHEMBINZBF T LIBEL 2D EZONLT LIZL S,

FD LX) T, WAETIZIEEEZZMR (morpheme awareness) ODEEM L EH EINL L HIZHE->TET
W5, Carlisle & Nomanbhoy (1993) &, #hHRWARY) —F 4 ¥ 724791203, 5EICAHT 2 S0 2 &k
(phonological sensitivity) 2SEETH 57217 Tld %, FEORREBOMIEN, BRI LEHZHEL Tk
{TRELRVWERRTWE, DF )IEREFE (morpheme), 4FIZIRANIERESE (derivational morpheme,
7z & Z1¥ movement ® ment) &, F L {FHOMABMME ((movement IZ%4451] TH5) & EKRWMIH
(movement DEMIL [B1X ) OWMHEZA LA FHioTnwb Wz b,

AWFZETIE, RMAT vy TUHO—BTH HIEEFR (RAENEEE) OBBLY —T41 Y 7iel Gl
J1) OBRICOVT, T3 LI 5HOMEELMBIL, KIZ L2 5B OMZEICE T 2IH IO W TESE
T 5, SHIEHMETHREREEZRETT %o

2. L1 9HFOMREOBE (ERIRHE) —7F 1 > JEEADER)
2. 1. Word Reading (f#&%) &ERREZRD:

When children first learn names for objects and actions, such as fly or brush, they are learning

words, but importantly each of these is also a morpheme.
(p.79)
WA FETHRL, BBROEDVDEDON, EEHRTHY) HHEREFE (free morpheme) &IN5, Fiih
BEEERE B O T HIEZ 72 W72 0v 2 ~ 3% 2 A 121 tooth, brush 7* & toothbrush & W ) #HAFEDRE D & % B
T5E912% 1D, dogbrush DEMEZHEMNTX L L H12hD LI, (p79) L Tswi ¥ TIZIE, lovely,
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lover, lovable &\ 723 HIEEF  (bound morpheme) #WELEE TV E W9, (p.80)

JE & 3% 7% 2% Reading Comprehension (fi#)) WS RIZTHEBLZHLAIIC, FTRMoORBEL Sh
% Decoding (D FH, MattREN5) LREBREERDOBRIIOVTN TS & 72w, Carlisle &
Nomanbhoy (1993) &, B4 M b RV 1TEAZ RIS, Al FHEREBEEREHZOL L L8
£ 9 X< Word Reading CGEFEDFH#H, VWhHW 5 Decoding =) ZiiM T s 02MA L7z, WS,
115 Ao/NERR 1 AEA IR (CE¥4E RS 6.6 ik D WEREPEREREE) 202U, ROS5ODF7 A M &FE L7z, (1)
Judgment of Word Relations Task, 72& 213 teach & teacher, doll & dollar (¥ H.\WIZBARAH % 0% [
97 A b, (2)Production of Word Forms Test, 7-& 21%, Help &\ 9 il % 5.2 THB W, Father tells
me that I am a good helper. ® TH#iEB% [N TEH 2 &% 7 A b, (3)Picture Identification Test, & 5
W2 WT, HA3bLWEEESRT Z M, (4) Word Reading Test, Hik%& %9 57 A b, (5) Test of
Auditory Analysis Skills, ®» 2 HFENOHEEZRTHEZHIRLT, BV EZSEbEL T AN, 72E 21E “Say
the word meat. Now say it but don’t say /m/.” Z& & ZD 95, (1 2)DTLREE I, (3)2%FEs)), (408
Wb 5 Decoding (f#FE) LIFIENST), GIEERAEEWLT A M THS,

W E LT, (4)Word Reading Test (i) B L Tix, F3FG)EHEREME 7L QRICQ)IEEZELR
(Production of Word Forms Test) 238 &R EZRL Tz, T2 & XY Carlisle and Nomanbhoy
(1993) &, /N1 AFEAEBERED Word Reading (ff#E) ISR L T 21X, SRR T 9 29 EFREHE X
DHRELEBERZLTNDL L LTS, RERBRIIN VLTSS (4%) AREGZHWANDEZAL
THEY, TOERBEIIBWTT S, BERIAT 2EWRN - Hah 2 MH X Word Reading 1253V CTEMT S
CEIEHER W ERRT VS,

—7, Singson, Mahony & Mann (2000) %, /N 34E4, 444, 544, 6 EE O WEFERGEGE A
%412, (1) Derivational Suffix Test (AT 55 &M FEEZH W TORELEZHR), (2) Phonological
Awareness (FHH#Ri%), (3) Reading Measure (Word Reading =f#:%), (4) Vocabulary Measure (FE#77)
D 4AFHDO T A b & ERL, Reading Measure (Word Reading =f##) 23 LT, L ORESIA R D FHT
Wit Lz, fike LT, HRLHKETVRBIEFBIIHT 2E 41, PHEN LT EITEL,
AN 3 AR AR IRE BT T U FR Ak D A 7% Reading Measure (f#it) Z A BICHII L TW7225, 4 4F4E0 5208
FRROEIGHEINL, NERSAEAE L 6 EAETIE, EREEADIH 212 Reading Measure (fi#ii) % i
L7,

NS 20D, HRDZ DD T3, L1ICBIT S Word Reading e (i) 2345013
INFRE T AEEB B THIUE, TERBRIPRDIAENTHLEV) L THE, RIHENEDND L, Rl
BWTHBREFERBPER L LLE VW) ETH DL, ZNIZTDOWT, Singson, Mahony & Mann (2000) &
KD EHIZHH L TW5D, 4o Derivational Suffix Test (ZITHEHIZ L 5 b D, $H D WITEBREN LT %R
LCERTHEVWIIEE L 5Tz (eg The garage has no . A. electrify, B. electrical, C. electric, D.
electricity) o EEDFE L SHEICB T BB ERRII/DERL 3ELEDS 6 EEITHITTREERET L, Z
DI BT IREHK DS, NFRPD AR Y 7B WIto b2 L LdHnE o T, HEikOIETH %
FTHRENCEHMT 2D TIE RV L V) 2L THb,

2. 2. Reading Comprehension (F%fig}) &HREFRH

WAL REFE 7R & Reading Comprehension (Fefif))) ORHIZOWT L1 5 ¥ICB W TOWNREEZ BT %,
Carlisle (2000) (X, “. .. since morphemes are units of meaning, a central issue has been how awareness
of word structure is related to understanding of the meaning of morphologically complex words and how
these forms of morphological awareness are related to reading comprehension.” (p.169) & -X, Hifkl
VIZIMAT, T4 A2—=R LNV TORERBEHROKEN LA L 720 BBIEIE, 34 AO/NFR 3 FEAL 26
ND/NFERE S SR DWFERFERREHE CThH o720 MDD ADDT X b xFEti L 72,

(1) Word Reading Test (WRT)
TEREFMZHIME 735 (powerful, natural 2 &) 2 HH X ELHDTH S,
(2) Test of Morphological Structure (TMS)
Part 1 (Derivation) & Part 2 (Decomposition) #*5 - T 5%, Derivation &, 72 & 21X Farm. My
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uncle is a . (& :farmer) O X 912, Farm 2 HiREER LT A M TH 5D, #IZ, Decomposition
1%, 72 & 21X Improvement. My teacher wants my spelling to . (% : improve) ® X 9 I,

Improvement OFE#HZ ) FETH %,
(3) The Test of Absolute Vocabulary Knowledge (Definition)

WEHREZOEDVDDEND A V2 —FTHILIZE-T, IRENEEZZSLHGE (enjoyable 72 &)
DHFERENET 5, SVIRZ 2L, REWEEZRZELHELERKT 5J) (Definition) ZHEL T 5,
(4) Comprehensive Testing Program

ZRGRINADOFER )7 A b (Vocabulary) &, WX EAGmEE T, FFEZLEBICH LT,
Z N RINACTH 2 2RI 5517 A+ (Reading Comprehension) TH b, TNEFNDFEITS S
DLWLENPHEI N,

PR R WS LERII L L, BT %(1) WRT, (2) TMS, (3)Definition & L T#fT L72& 2 5,
KD X9 BAERDGF DNz INERE SAFEEICE LTI, FEFRIIICOVWTDH, @I owTd, WRT (fif)
DADBHBEIZHEL TWzo —FHT/AFERS AR L TlEEEEIICOWTIE WRT 2 BEICHBL TWwiz
B, IOV TIE, TMS OBEHRRMRK) OADPHEEICHEML Tz, 7272, WRT, TMS, Definition
D3IODIRAEMNIERZICE DL T A M2 GbE2b DL, NERIELEDERT % 41%, 5% 43%,
¥ 7o /NFRE S AEA DFERET) & 53%, wifE)I % 55% i L Tz, Carlisle (2000) 122D Z &i2onWC, B
RERRE, DERIFEAEIIBOTTI CTICHENZFH->TEY, ZORENIFHENSH VLI EHT LARX
TWwb,

& 512 Nagy, Berninger & Abbott (2006) (&, WFEREFERGHE O/ - WA OB TR & L RE RS,
BRI AT T B OWTIIGE L 720 HBRE 1L 182 A 4 - 54EA4:, 218 A 6 - 744, 207 Ao 8 - 9 4
HETHolzo KEL G TIMHEDOT A & EiL 72, (1) Measures of Morphological Awareness (g
AN ALI2DTHY, EYLRELZEST A M), (2) Measures of Phonological Abilities (¥ #H 2% % il
H7:0THY, BUFEE S 3¢5 7 A 1), (3) Measures of Literacy Outcomes (ZHGERNX DGR T A b,
ZRERIRKOFETI T AN, ARY 7 - FAMNOSHEIPO D), R L LT, BEEERI3IODF
TN =TT RTIZBWT, s, G, AXY) V7RISR L THER B 2o Tnwize —HT
TERAL, NS4 - BAEAEE 8 OFED AR Y TREIZORFEEL Tnize S HIZEELWIS AT D
K, 3ODOPETN—TTRTUIBWT, BRBERRIIERI LGB LT, AEEEELRIZLT
WBZEDIRENT, (72 LBREEFEH#OFWNE, FWMOL ) LERTISHFLTOIEIATREV,) &5
WZEEAEDR DD L (6 THAEL 8- 94FEE), FRmIVHRMINELIGOLZ LAY LNk oz, D F
DIEREREHRIE, EICHERIOMEIZHEKL2D8, T XTOFEET IV —TIZBWT, @iz LTl
DEBEG 2T TR EVIT LI b,

Z®l3%H, Ku & Anderson (2003) & FEFEDOHLZ LT 5, 5 X EGERGEG S & WiERGEREE O
INFRE 2AEHE, AAEAE, 6AEER NG E LT, ThENO Ll OERER LB, 5L oMREH
BL72o ZOFER, PEFEICBWTHEEIIBW T, BREZRIIFZED EVRDIZONTHEEIOAL LT,
PRI LB RIZLTWAZ L ZW ST Lz. $72 Nagy et al. (2003) &, JEFERFEERGE O/NFRE 2
EEORTYH, B GEAOIEMKS, ®E, Fit) (CHENH S L Bbh s B %2 RICEEilak E7
Pk, WRERRZ ELWMMIOBBRETRHE L. TORE, BAICHEDD L BHEIZBWTHIELER
TR EN Z S TWDL I EDRWHS Nk oze 2R LEBINDFEDSD ) JIZMENT, B
FRIT T TREEICHE L, ZOBRBMIITHEL THL T EWgr o7,

L1 5 OWMFRICBWTH LN R o722 L1X, EEHFFHRIE Decoding (f##t) & Reading Comprehen-
sion (FEefA))) MG LT, MEHOEBENZRF>TBY, ZHIFENPENLTEICHNTLEVWI D
THbo )& DBEIZOWT, Koda (2007) 1%, BEENEGINLEMAREZSEH L, BHROGH 5
FEARID M3 2 EE, SRICBIT A RAGEDOHEIIR L OO TE LRV ERBRTWS, ZOZ EITMAT
Nagy, Berninger & Abbott (2006) 1%, FERFHIIXOKEERO o 2R_ELTHDEIDT, TFA M
WCIERERIICHMERFENE Z 512N T, ZOY 7 FVORLTEHEENET 2O TRV LEBRTWDS,
ROEITIE, L1IIBITBEERNLEOMETERICE B L7242 Ml %,
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2. 3. Morphologically Complex Words D#izE1EFRDEH
Tyler & Nagy (1990) %, TEREFEIICHBIHEZRFEH D DOMAATH MO TN L £ DREIZ OV TR L 72,
P51 141 NOREFERFESE O 10 £ 8 1144 (HATW ZATERAE 1A, 28R ICH725) iR e
LT, BEZENICEMELZENPEEINTVAELONIE, Z9) TRrWILOMHHEEZ R L 720 X=X %5
XIERD 4D TH 5,
(1) a.Mary was afraid that a general indecision about the use of nuclear weapons might be a threat to
national security.
b. Mary was afraid that a general indecisive about the use of nuclear weapons might be a threat to
national security.
(2) a.Mary was afraid that a general debate about the use of nuclear weapons might be a threat to
national security.

b. Mary was afraid that a general bold about the use of nuclear weapons might be a threat to national
security.
(pp.22:23) (F#tE FHRIZER)
(1)IZ indecision, indecisive &\ JEREZRMICHEME 2 GEA & N TH Y, a. a general indecision (&, [—#%
ANOPRWIIDRE] L) EKRTHY, b. a general indecisive ~1x [~1ZxF L TR O L WEN] &
W ERTH L, 2F D, a &b Tk, XHEEFRLZ>TVEIOTHS, I LT(2)I, indecision,
indecisive Db D12, MREEMICIIHEMETII R VEESH WO Nz e, B, Al OBERNE D &
LT WwWHiEEE W) E#EC, indecision |21 debate, indecisive 121Z bold 25&IEN7z. ThHDH) HOV
EODI A TOLHIFIREN, 4 DD paraphrase DEFRIFTOHNLIEL W DO ZREITEALEDOT A M THo
720 722 21, ROWDPETH-72895E, UTOA4DDOF VIR END,
RS
(1) a.Mary was afraid that a general indecision about the use of nuclear weapons might be a threat to
national security.
Btz
a. Mary feared that if most people couldn’'t make up their minds about using atomic bombs, the country
could be put in danger. (Correct)
b. Mary feared that a military officer who couldn’'t make up his mind about using atomic bomb might
put the country in danger. (Syntactic error)
c. Mary feared that a public discussion about using atomic bombs might put the country in danger.
(Lexical error)
d. Mary feared that a military officer who openly discussed using atomic bombs might put the country
in danger. (Double error)
FREOBITIE, a OFVIEINIEME 2D, b AIMEN T T —, c FFERMNTT —, d ITHEN - s
I5— W) T kb,

S ORER, FERICEEZENS TN L3 (eg indecision) & F 9 ThWik (e.g debate) DM DIEERIC
BHEAEI P o7 Tob, (WM LT —) EERBICRERERIZTINDHEDIEIHIN, £ THrWVIELD
bEEIE o7 ¢ GERMNZTZT =) d (FaEWN - BT —) &, BRICEEENFGINL TR
WEEDIZI DS olze T —F 4 VRN B O TRALGWERS X, FoELHBRE X LIBREEN S
FNLHFEIIBVT D WRENE LT —) D% o7 TORPEEZIF T, Tyler & Nagy (1990) 1%, IR
HIEREEZ SLIEONIHEE, FERT 7 2 R ITHENICRVEEZ RIZTL TWDH S, Mk & o R
AT, LBRTWD, 2F ), WoZAMDEIRIZT 7 v A LRISHALH 217 ) BRFIC %2 5 &,
TRAENERBENEINLE I ZONHEZL LABEMICSELLVIDTH S, F-0EENEREIL, BAT
W5 b EITHEEN TPl (syntactic prediction) Z4T->TEY), ZOFHMIIKT S & XITREEIGEINT
WD FEORTREMHEIT X SICHM S 2T L LTwb,

Z OFERIE, Nagy, Berninger & Abbot (2006) OFHl OEREERIE N5 5EIIIMEEHERAH S %
THEEINTWS72D, BROMTIZERS) E—RFELTWE LIICAZE, LELEDD, R,
FOEIVHELGATLN S, BREVFEINLEIIBVTHENT T =L o722 &R, d. (k-
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RRRINT 7 —) Db 0, BEEVFGEINTOLRVEEDIE) %D o722 Lh s, BERORHMTTI
HAF ORI S D OEHERIZL TREBDERDL LN TE D,

2. 4 WEROMN—-ZCTHR

AREITIE, FFICEHRHRICHEZ S OMFIERISH LT, BERZELHEDO ML —= v 72T o 2R
T LB A0 LIOBHICBWTRREEZNRE LIBER L —= Y ZIZHE T 258§
TIXWLOP|ESIN, BREML VTP =T Y TICANTHL EVIHIRRADRZITOENE (cf

Carlisle, 2010)o L 2L & Z CHRAUCHEGHEJREONIZE 2 MY BT 2 D1d, L2 F#E T Halak I 2 5%
L7 EFBR2EDL T — AP LNOTHRZTON, £IVoFBHEIH L TEERN L —= V79

M DONEI DD FERENY)ERNILENLTH D,

Arnbak & Elbro (2000) &, /NFRK 4 ~5EED AL —F ViR OHFERE 2 WS & LR
FOML—= Vv IR ERT o 700 ERMIFEIEIR, HEICIZBEZEDO L —= v 72k - T, HHE s
DIEZRREZEHODLIENTELY, $72)—F4 VT EAR) Y RO LICEKT 52 EHT
ELh, L) DbDTHolze EBMD B AICWRIEEEEZGLHEO N L —= v 7 %4757, TO ML —
SUZRIEEAY (FEESETEAL) HOETITbOR, MBI EFEEROBEIL 272 TH Y, S5
LTl o BEBRICHIELTYRY) LAFA TV FL—= v 7 %7720 bL—=2 734N 15
ST, 36 h7oTH b EBBEO N L —=  ZIH LD, UTD32o0% 4 T Tho7s

1. compounds (GG

2. affixes (3EFE)

3. inflections of nouns, verbs, adjectives (%7, ®&, BAFHOREITER)
1. 1%, (EEBIZRI % S) stationmaster 7% L OEEIZIE (semantically transparent) 7Z¢ &% 70 & 4,
FNENOERZEZ SO 5S, 2. I L TIE, un- % EOFEFER tion 7 EHREFEZ DU 5 LFEDOEEK M
FANEDLLZ L wHHLHE X5, 3.1 ‘a murdering man’ & ‘a murdered man’ DEWEFH X0,
calves, stories DABHMEIZ KON E720) T5, (THEFFHEFSETIRRENZ),

M=V T ORMRENL 720, EBEN L SR GERIRHER O DIENS, KROWELZEH
b7ze (DHFE (mouse 72 EDOHREZEIMMIMEN TV WiE) OFH, 284 (e.g. mousetrap) D,
BRAENEER Z &L (e.g mousy) OEit, GWENEEEL ZLHE (eg mice) OEwE, (BEE®E (root
morpheme) O —EM:, (6)EFE (real words) O&Fwe, (TEEPEEDEH (non-word), (8)Ftf#IIT A bo #E
RELT, UM ETOEORBEERICBVT, ERHIIKHELE TN —= v 7 HBOBNE A
(gain) o> TWRHHIEH 720D, FETE G720 LML, BDFMIIICBNTOR, FERHE
ASREHIEE & L TEINAS A EIC B> Twie (p<0.05), 122w T, Arnbak & Elbro (2000) 1%,
TR OBIMBII B THELRED Rh o720, EBHIZBWT ML —= v ZIREICIEERIIE T
(transparency) D EWVEEZE HWTW225, HIEICB W TIXEAMEIMELVEED Ao Tz, B4
CHEINLE D722 THAH), LBRTW5E, T2V =74 Y7 GEFIITA M) 2BV TERKED

T, BREERSEVD LD LT L A5EDOFE (root morphemes) O E T D, TR OB W
WCEHB L7z Tl>ZWwhrE LTwa,

Arnbak & Elbro (2000) 12X 5 &, EEHIZ ML —= v 7B HEHEARITHODBASN 57212 2
b oT, BREEZRIIVSALEL T2 ehs, BREREFERIIGELREIMILTINL—=v 7
LIBERBLTVS, FREBHFIIN L=V 7RI, V=—T4 Y TRIBIVOTAXRY) Y FREIICBWT
OB ALNTZ ERD, BEESEIZIL ML -V Z7OEMEIZOVWTHRRTW S,

CZFETOLIAT, L1 HORBBERRHEL ) —T 14 Y 7IZOVTHMBIL T& 72, L1 5oz sw
THOLMNC o722 L, REFERBEIIBWTIE, HHEEEROIZ) IIERBER#RLVDIHNEZFR->Tn 5
HS, WERAEDL IS B L IEREE A Decoding (f##t) & Reading Comprehension (Fif#JJ) MjH 12k L
T, MHOEE 2> T AL 0I) bDTH b, FWERIIFENRERE SR RERZ - T
WA, BEEEREEIZTICIEER L ORI X 2 BRI E LTREBRZAHLTWE 5 LW Lavbho
7o SOICHFHEREOMIEICB VT, BRI L 2 FHEEIA T TH-oTh, Ak E Iy
W2, WEBEMNL -V 7L TR ERAIENTESLE LT
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3. LL9FOHREDLHLDHY

CNFETITHONPIZENBREL ) —T 4 ¥ 7 ICHb 5 L1 58 OWF7eks 5 2 RIEEIZ L2 5757 O 7E R
FERIIEH T2 2L E3RATIEI R, LYALKROMHERCEELTEEIRATRIE, ZEICTHILIITE
50 TTLILICBVWTIT@HEFE LSEIVLICHA SN, FESHIZORICLEINLI LV ZLTHD, F
XEWEYHTHLIAICE, HENRZENPSLER L TURERA LI ENTELIREICH L, —HTL2H¥ET
WL SHEEEISEOFHRIBIZII LA LR TH L, HiEEREZ L, (55 - B - 220 ©32
ZIZEALHKEIZEZZTNER 6T, AHIKEV, LAL—H T, L2006, HEEOBERIZEL T
HTOIA VLT MIFF-oTWAEL, FHLERLEFBEFTENILALFHRIEASNS 2D, HEEPLTE
FoTHREREENTVDELEVIHIFELH S,

FEBIZ, ERP (event-related brain potential = HR M EN) 2 H W72 0B SREFENFZEICB W T,
Bl LBFGEL - L2 B HIRFETEE LR L L H1C, BEBEIMINS NG5 755N - Fab s L
TWb EWI)IFZEREE L H % (cf Clashen & Felser, 2006) . Z Z T L2 2#H A BT L IEREZ OB IR D
T2, V=T YIRS PO BEE RIFLTWS EHEET LI EIRUTHLEEZ LN,

8. 1. L2EBEOMERMBE ) —T 127

VY TRNOBBRERE L. 7220 =T 1 VTR EARY Y IR, RO3DODY 4 TOEEHK
FRETHI LI THES T ONZ, IEHLEICEE 25D I N TE, /2P RICHEGE
DO ENTELHBE (Good Reader Poor Speller = R+S+), (20 F¥HLL FICEEZHTG I LIZTE S
B, WHFEZ OO L Z LIXVFHLUTOREN L%k wEHE (Good Reader Poor Speller = R+S-), (3)J:5kE
bl EICHLTY, RHEFELZ2OOLIEIZHLTLEHLUTOREN Lok E (Poor Reader Poor
Speller = R-S-)o ZZIZBWT, BEIROWNRE L LDIE, 2)R+S-F 4 TO¥EHETH Do W HIFTEHGE
DODNIZBVTHE > TWALEIEND, LFEEFOMBBANCEIL TE 5T Decoding (i) 2BV T
FGEL TV Poor Decoder TH5H E#E 2 bbb, 8%, Decoding |& Reading Comprehension (Ftfi#77)
DFHRE LD EEZLNTWALDT, R+S-% 4 7% Decoding BE I DA Z M7 THiio TW5B LM I NS,
PO G & U7-REZESI I & N7z 5512(1) Transparent (e.g. darkness), (2)Middle (e.g. memorize),
(3) Shift (e.g. ignorance) &EWHENS 3FIHTH o720 IO SFHBEOFEZFNFNEFET D, M 24FEICOW

TOHHZ, HEEO [HWR] L [RRIOWMG 2305 TT A L7z TA MIZLTIZET S, ( )
OHIZIFHAFEOERZ, ( ) OPIZRIBEIESPNIMS N e EIE

Bl) resemble (A T3] =%
His (resemblance) to his father made me feel nostalgic.

HRIZRDEBY ThHolzo FifAHIIT A PDFIGIL, 24 Kk 149 8 (SD. =57) THhY, AR v -
7 A b OFHEL 25 o 151 J (SD. = 39), BEESMHIMSNLHOFEFOERT A b ([EEE (X
) | EIER) OFIgIL, 24 A E O 151 A (SD. = 45), EREZ2MMTs7 A b ((EEE B | &
5 D13 24 A D 128 1 (SD. = 45) Th o720 HREVPNIMENZFEIZOWTOMEE ) —F 1
YIRES), AR Y 7RI OMGRE SERICIERT 572002, HBEEZDTICEIHT %,
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x1 FENITAN AXYUT - TR, HER (B, JUHER (PRB) OFEE
1. 2. 3. 4.
LHtE 17 A
QANY T e T AR 0.49%*
3IRER (B 0.68** 0.52%*
AFeRER (ERE) 0.71%* 0.60%* 0.74%*
**p<0.01
(p.62)
FTRTOELZOMICHELRMELED ), FFICEEERLE ) —T 4 YV TORBRPRNI EEZRL TS, 512,

ZTNENDY A TOFMEIT A, AXY 7 - F A, BERTAL (BK), BEETAL BE) @

R E SD. ZLTICHIHT %,

F2 3O0DYT « IN—TFOFMSITAE, ARV T TR b, R (B,

() I3RS

TERESR (PRR) D

N W] AN ERER (BW)  JEHEE (PR
(24) (25) (24) (24)
R+S+  17TA
A 21.76 19.18 19.68 17.47
S.D. 1.64 1.78 1.98 2.61
R+S- 9IN
b 19.67 13.00 15.50 12.67
SD. 3.23 1.41 3.64 3.57
R-S- 14N
S 9.00 9.86 11.04 8.82
SD. 2.15 2.28 3.62 1.79
(p.63)
R+S-% 4 T E R+S+ # 4 TR HPLICA TV &, E2DEH (EK) OFETIE, RS+ 24 T D

MICHEBEZ I D72 (x2 =119 ns)o R+S-E R-S-OMI21F, AEISEWVWESR SN (x* = 353,
005<p<0.1)o EREZZMNIMT ST X MIDOWTIE, R+S+ & R+S-DOMICAZISEVERD Y (4 = 272,
005<p<0.1), F72R+S-& R-S-OMIZbAHZFIZEVERRD SNz (% = 3.00, 0.05<p<0.1) -

H(2007) &, ook X, R+S-% 4 75 Poor Decoder TH 52D 2H b 53 Good Reader 7
DZTWB0E, FIREBEMNMUMOERTD [EKR] OMi#EE R+S+ LFEBEICH > TWI 6 THA
IE&LTwWhb, £L T, Bruck & Waters (1990) 2SS L TWwWiz &k 912, R+S-IFiE#R# (Fii>F 0
ffe) OF A MIBWT, HEHEENH T AHOXNFICRESEEINTVEEN) T L THo72,
MERICEDZ S TWEILERL TS, ZITRAISIEILHELANLVDY —F 4 ¥ ZIZBWTIE,
HEEOBKRZH VDD, A7 7 A MDB O THRELERICEHY 28O My T¥ Yy - 77u—F 2w
TWwa b0l sNhs,

XHIZH (2007) BEZE Y —F 14 Y ZERIOBRIZOVTELRL, KO XHIZHERTW5S,

R+S-1%, AR Y ZIZBWTIRE LA R-S-EHEVRHEZR L TWz2%, BERIZEOFHFITBVTIZ
R+S+ & R-S-OHBIAIE L Tz, 2, R-PR+ ICHET S L &, JBOEROAL ST, EOR
BIZBWTLDHLIBEORENALNLZ L EZRLTW5SD, R+S-1E R+S+ 121X % & Poor Decoder
THY, LFEFOHPBHAN RAS+IZEHBLTVE DI TIE ARV, L2L, iEOBEOBEEICE
WTIRR-S-Z EHl>Twa, 202 ki, HEROFEICLENTVAL I, V=FT1 v 7Lk
FOBRBOEEDIEHIN, V—F A4 YT EAR) VI OBBLEOMEEI Y HENI L ZRIEBLTWS,

(p.70)



104 * T

I8

2% ), Poor Decoder T&H 5 R+S-2SR+ IZHE T H L EDVEDODEER I ED, FEROBHRDOE
WA T, BWREZOBBIZHIOTREZVNELTWDLIDTH S,

3. 2. L2ABFOMREICH T HMRFE

L1 3 ORI BT, HREZEOBBIFEINEROPFIEL L) —F 4 710 EEZ RIZL TS
CEPMHIL, EHICL2ATHIIBVTHREBROBRLE ) =T 14 Y 7 3MAL2OHDLY) 2o Tnb I L
PO ENTze TP LOMERELEL LT, EBICL2FHEFIZED I HIZL TIROH TRERE M
MENTFHE LR LOOMAT VO EHOLNCTLEILETHD. XROPTOREERE) —T1 V7D
Mb) ZFRZEL L PELT, ROIBPEZOND,
3. 2. 1. RAMBOHADFELH»V) &L TOREROER

Ak L7z & 912, Koda (2007) &, WEESZ I N BHMAELZ O L, BROG» 252 32 L1,
BRI BT B RAFEDOHEIMIZ OO TIE WA LIBRRT Wz, 2F ) [FE%] 2O ML, ZOEKRLHE
WTBENH)TETHL, SOITHEBRTEHRIE, TOEELITHMIET, TORBWIFE,S [mEl] OFF
EERATI)ZERWEICEELDOT, HEMZIELWHIINIGEXRTWERDNL, 728 2 IEROLE R THAS,

Moreover, we often encounter contradictory or competing information on a regular basis.

QIS YNEE =)

L2FBANIOL ) B LITEB LAY I WDIE, contradictory % F 31345 72 & WEw L,
information & [A#T&H % L ik L CEKZHEN T L L VIR ) TH D, LA L contradictory DR D -ory
WCEHT 2L, TRIIEEATHY, competing LA TH L Z LD, EREZIELWIHHITHNT 5
CENTED, ZOXHIZ, FHEZMHB LI TWD L2¥EHIL, MFAOKFEEZ LOOUEHATVDLD
Tldwhr Ll sns,

3. 2. 2. HEWBITOFELH» VY ELTOREROER
JEiZak L7z & 912, Nagy, Berninger & Abbott (2006) 1, #LREIENT O FH3220 & L TORERICEL T,
BRI COMEE RO 52t L TwE 0T, 7F A MICBEENICHEMZEIMZ 21227 T,
ZOYTFNVORETEEPETOTEI LWL LBRTWE, ZOZEIZHLT, ROXERTHL,
a. The people of the country do not support the prime minister opposed to a tax reduction.
b. The people of the country do not support the prime minister indecisive about a tax reduction.
c. The people of the country do not support the prime minister rigid about a tax reduction.

L5id a. @ opposed EZBITEREFMENT2nbWw b [WESFEOHESHM | Thb. b. TIEE CHERT
WZIRATEREZ A3 I & 1172 indecisive, ¢. TIEZFDFFITIERERZ D v rigid DI TS, Thb 3D
D% L2¥HFITHTEGEI12E, FOERIAMFIZEB VT a. opposed — b. indecisive = c. rigid ®DNH
WCHER B 2T L S NG, %0, MMM oFER L L OBBREREH V206, a BITE
B -ed ViR DM MWL IFEAEETH Y [MWESTHOKREBH | & L THRERINART 2L, 2T
b IRAENEEE -ive ODEMRD 51 [BHEG] THALLEFETEL0T, LLEZNIREBEBHCTHL LD
Mho L LIBEZRNERE b2 verigid 2&58 X, dVWFOXOMEZET S, AT (BITHE) (&,
support & about @XM KL DL FHL THRATVEEEDRLVOT, rigid ® L 9 IZHES
R & L CORRBFBEZ R 2 WHARIRARIET I LI %D 5 5. H5HWIZ0MIZ the prime
minister's EFATLEY, —lEFEIILIIREDH LNV, EERAFHRZF-> TW5 L2FHA,
Fita Rb.OXEHLE SICREZEERZAIHLTVLEEZONLIDT, . LD 7R3 HHETES
bW NS,

3. 2. 3. HiAEIL (anaphora) DEFEAZHRET 2FHFH Y &L TOREBREOER

BIOETHRLEM LY =T 4 Y 7 RATHIICE, SESTLHBELELT D, TOFOVEDIIT A A
I—ADRER, 2FN)LEXLDOOLHN) BRENTWAHaE) 2T 58 6E0H 5. Grabe (2009) (&
Z DILEIYRIZOWT, Gernsbacher (1990, 1997) @ The Structure Building Framework (25 & L 72255,
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KDL HIZIRRT WD,

When an initial text segment (e.g. the first sentence) is read, the text-building processes
takes that initial input and lays a foundation for comprehension. As new text segments are
processed, key information is mapped onto the foundation by means of referent overlap (the
man is overlapping with the man, across two different clauses), pronouns, antecedents, use of
definite articles, simple bridging inferences, and other devices.

(p.93)
DF ), CEMF L IR DO — L&A TE DI (foundation) ZFEEE L, I TL 250 EEHT S (R
Z R BRG] TR EIN DL WD W S cohesion) ZFHDIZ, FLWIHEHEZ ZORBEICHAANRTHLZ
ThbhbELTWwWh, T THEEICRDLODN, cohesion (EH M) & coherence (HRE—EM) OHELDT
H%o
TERERLOMETW) &, —BEHTEXHEL, RITMHH &L XITRBNICEEZZZ TIRICSE 25505
%o Pretorius (2005) 1%, L2238 % 0%k H O i & anaphoric resolution (Fi 7RIS AME 3 564 2 2
TAHIL) OMBRERAT AHE, anaphoric ties DU & D% Repetition (B EL) EMC, KDL %I
BN ZFEOB 22T TV 5,

As a result of upbringing and personality, everyone in a society has preconceptions, positive or
negative, about their fellow citizens. Usually these preconceptions are based on emotion rather
than on reason. People are hostile to other social groups who are easily identifiable because they
are different racially, religiously, or politically. In fact, modern history is full of examples that
show how politicians, to divide people and realize their own selfish ambitions, have exploited this
hostility.

(p.528)
O, BERE T this hostility 2SE DR % 83 A %342, People are hostile to other social groups %
BZE3EHLEVIDBDTHD, b LHFHEED hostility 2% hostile DIERER RIRETETH 5 & > T,
HHROALR L THABEWICHIFEN 2T { % %, Pretorius (2005) &, Z ®137 Pronominal (X4 5),
Synonymy ([i]#%:%), Paraphrase (E\W#t2), Determiners (FRE#H) # ARTE 5208 FT) —CTill
HLTWD, BREWDIL, Synonymy (72 & 21X the idea % the hypothesis L FWiz 574 &) L IERE
F 12 X % Repetition (72 & 2 1F EFL® hostile % this hostility & Wtz 7% &) O TH b, FMiktH
DFFEFm W L2 FHEZEITB VT, &5 55w 21F Repetition D139 2% Synonymy & 0 b 155258 5
723, AR H OBGRAMR W L2 FEFICB W TIEME DM OEZITE A ERd 5720 Pretorius (2005) 13
THIZOWT, BGELTWAWIL2FEZHIITA AI— A0 ) 2 RTLEX, FEOLhEWVZITH
FEM R BEE X D b Synonymy 7 EOBEMRM ZBEIER LTI TV ADTIE WA LR L TWwb,
Pretorius (2005) O#EH L, M7 7 ) A DEFIRFOFEZETH Y, FMFHH b RFETHEATW 20,
FHFHH OBGES O EODIREELE o Tz, LA L, #% O EFL BB OFH FILHGEORER I L 2 sk
i s 2 &3 <, L2 TOHRADKEBR S L%y, 22T, MO EFL B O S B E D50 UG I BT
CRERZ TR0 L T60E) a2l d 58, BEAVB2o5H5, &I EFL BREEOFH & & #ibs
ETHYAE, FMFH ORI CIER C, @ OHEET) OPRBERERDEL) 2HEICTIRETHL LW
IMTHD, 220HE LT, BiHRIGIZHBIT S Repetition & Synonymy D HEIZBBRZE VDS,  FESEITHF
72 CTlE, Repetition (e.g. hostile = hostility @St z) &, Synonymy (e.g. the idea — the hypothesis
DOEWHZ) IHOTR, WOFERTHAEL Tz L2LERSLHUEXRICL CENOAEZEZ 5139
W5, WEDENDPEEHIZOD LD TIE R EEZ b, 72& 21E, Repetition 13 hostile — hostility & L,
Synonym I hostile = hatred £ 3 2%ETHb, WINIIE L, L2FEEEOREBRMRE L2Y) —T1 ~
FORBREELBICIE, YT VA - LRVOREZTTIERL, XROPTEREZEOHEHZ L0 X ) I12F)
HALTWBEDOHNEN), T4 AT—Z - LNVOERLEICRL EBbh b,
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ARETRBREZOFEL ) —F 4 YT OERIZOVT, LI E L2 0 Hofse28iL, L2 05ics
5 OFEBOMRREEEZIRR L0 ARTHOLNII R 722 28T E, T LIICBITAREHER
i1 Decoding (fi##t) & Reading Comprehension (Ftfi#))) WA Ik LT, MEHOEE I #FH->TED,
ZNRFEPR LV LT LIIWINT L 0) bDTH S, WIZL2HFIZBVTY, BEBEOBGEL ) —T 4
YZZIM S OBRMENRD H Z LARIB I NIz, BRER L HM I L OMEIZOWT, Koda (2007) 1,
CEEVTINLEHLEL WL, BROGDPZEEEZI) M3 &1k, SR BIT 5 RHEEOHENIZ&Z L
DD TIE WA LR TW/z, 72 Nagy, Berninger & Abbott (2006) 1%, HREFHILOMIEEHD—ER
GERBELTVWEOT, 7F X MIIRERWICHEMELENEZ 5122oN T, 203 7 F VORI HED
WMIoTERwhb Lz SNOORBER T Z T, SBROMEREEZ 3OR L. ZNoHidwind
L2%BEHEPELYTF VA - LRVRFL AT —R - LRVIZBWT, WHIIIEEZOWE 2T > TV 502
BT2ETH S,

E 5121d Arnbak & Elbro (2000) 1% L1 O#FHEREOGFGMICHE VT, SHERICLTLOBEL T
BOWIREOHAETY, WEZEMNL - 7R —F 1 Y RO EICHESA LR EHE LTz, L2
FRZLOTIZD HEHEAFED T A TEVEEFFHEETTOLTF—ANHY, €IV o2 TFITH L THERE
FMNL ==V AN SR IEH 5 LR TE S, L2ABHICBWTIE, T3 L2¥HBOBERM
kA AR ICHERR L, SDICFEEENE YT VA - LRURTFT L A=A - LNWVIZBWT, YD X)) ICEE
OB 2 T TWnEP 2L ET, P — VU FWRICHZELARETHA D). WTRIZHE X,
L2 —=T4 720w 2EROBMADOHT, HERB#HRE EIRTLIEOVWTEZ TV LEN DL LR
bbb,
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