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W& 38 AR (reading rate) & 7F R BIRE I
W3 (reading fluency)FEAE » A& R 7
FEIRFENIF IS FE (word per minute » fi
i WPM) BRI IEREFEL (correct word
per minute * & CWPM ) 2KEHE < 2R »
* 7 [ 3 % B § (National Reading
Panel, 2000)H) ¥ & FE H - BERE TG HERR
1 A5 A B A H B (speed) ~ IE FifE BE
(accuracy)FlIFEFAZE (prosody) © #5 BAR &
SR FIERER » AIJEE HIGREREAR
RS AR AR G R AN E ORI - thRasK
ARG > HHSRI O 5E BB A PR AT
HIPRE (41 : GREZF ~ dRthIE ~ Bl
k74 ° 2016 5 Fuchs, Fuchs, Hosp, &
Jenskin, 2001; Kim, Petscher, Schatschnei-
der, & Foorman, 2010; Seabra, Dias, Mecca,
& Macedo, 2017 ) * #% FEREIIG E RERHEAE
i T A AR R (Pikulski & Chard,
2005) » s FR A AR AL L FRE I H
#11t (automaticity) L » GE# A RETRHE
ANET) HIEREER T ~ I - a5
REHA BRAVFZRIE T 5 58 e Fa R B
FRUEZE b o B T IR SC P BLERIE R S
(LaBerge & Samuels, 1974; Perfetti, 1985,
1988) o [ il » kDG L HURE E R H 1AL
B2 LIS TR~ JRIEESR 5 8Lt
KSR AEHRT AT F S pE T R SRR R
AR ANMNEG 1 HE P g IR

K, - REREHAR AR R MG 22
AR EEREN SN A 0T X (£
T 2003 s B ~ #5357 » 2008 5 Breznitz,
1997; Richek, Caldwell, Jennings, & Lerner,

2002) © Hrp s BREZFEA(2016) 83—
PRETER N B R 22 e B A G B
P HERTE P TSR R TR, - BR THasE
AR AR R o A LSRG W
Of o WRFRE NI NEE ARG P
F)3E (frustrating reading) [ B A HHERE
HOUERERE o PRITRIRE K HERA AR FERERE B
fir B AR 50% o ILIL > BRE AR
O H T TEHIZLE (predictive validity)fE15
%R T Ehta R e o DI ER 2
Bl > #HERE oy S F RS 104 {1
F o H AR BIAERS 50% » HIIER
R E T HE AL - SERHRE
T RIS o IR R M U Fr R

o PR AT B A U0 B A R 2 R
Hudson ~ Pullen ~ Lane £ Torgesen (2008)
S0 B R B A T S RE ) BB S B i
B 0 H S 6E ) 84 R 3 F B (letter
knowledge) ~ & 3 & (phonemic aware-
ness) ~ < & )ik (read phonograms)FlI1EffE
FERR o AR R B RE LT
(logogram)® H AT LRE /A 20 F5 i i RS
SO B b B > (BT W) B2 E T
5 THENERE | 2 PR SO RER
KT G RE (5 B A BEtE B M 1EAE R
AERYTEE o RIS E TR ) TEESEE
S 457 18 1 BR #E A (4 (Sprenger-Charolles,
Siegel, Béchennec, & Serniclaes, 2003) °
Traxler (2000)FH » iz B = B R
JEfR AR > HF Edinsae )] ~ s Ef
SARCEFEWEBEZ » BIERREERE K
FRR z— 5 T AN &8 B RyfEp
By A[REH S i HERe Al R R FERT
Bn 2AE - PRSI R RRERE ) B
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¥o g AU B ) B2 ) B A 2R B B 7 iR
(Moog, 2002; Geers, 2003; Spencer, Barker,
& Tomblin, 2003) °

P ol SR ] Hm e PR T RE & R
BTG IERGES] o RIFHUEEREE
WAL B P 2 PR SRR AR A 5 <5 35 SCRE
TIHESR 2 — > WS H 2 MO A
EYIEEH R (BEeR s\ TEFH) 1
R 2) 54 RE e TP SR A il LR AFRISR
FERUK % e 5% e H M T MR8 i 5 B 35
S AE 77 (Moeller, 2000; Tomblin, Oleson,
Ambrose, Walker, & Moeller, 2014;
Yoshinaga-Itano, Sedey, Coulter, & Mehl,
1998) < SRTI 26 Wb 5% 26 BT 22 Hn AT e 5
VPSRRI » B — DBl
SR EE A R R R T)

a1/ B P B £ B e G e 2R RH R T 72
ZIEZ » BUmAIEEERE L& D2
BRL > HELUFI PSR R o AT B 22
L RIHEEE - AL > AEF7EE
B H WTEPRET 22 18 s [ U ) FTIERE it
PREER T P NAEH AR PRI SR - RHA
FERE PR RIRBRLR o Lot > AELETERSE
KL FE B HEERERE R » AT
EHE TIFEREER TR - KRN
AL B o BR ZAERRERE Y - TRF R
ACEfniERe I —Fik e - THA
Wgeha - @E — R SR E A BERE )
ARECE - (HERETE H R R e B
Pl 28 R B 2837 (Speece & Ritchey, 2005) ©

Hef% > K TEHRE 1 (recitation) B J& 244l
BRI 3 > PR IR RS B
SR TERREGRIL - EIRTTE Ll TEmW
(R SCE RS (T742A 2 2009 ) » EAHT
FOEM ML TR THEE ) —FAcfaimes

SR T S FMEE 5B (oral reading) ) #%
I o

AL RIS

— » HEIRBEERREERR

BN Z [/ V2w ng R HHER 2 BT
SRIERET AR FE AN A A2 5L
T 22NN AE A ST B NA%EAE > 2kt
FRETHEBRIATT -

(—) FHRETTMFEEEE

W A H 2R R fE A E A WPM B
CWPM - Fii & &t 57 2R L & S AR iy
HAFH - BORIG 2R A E iR & &
(Leslie & Caldwell, 2009) - £ 5
WPM (% RE % 58 We 3l B B > LR
CWPM % 7l <5 AR REAR FEE AR - IRt
5 HE S Wl B 38 I W5 2 (Fuchs et al., 2001;
Kame’enui & Simmons, 2001) e CWPM &1
B R E RS TR ARG R J (curriculum-
based measurement) {1 A IS 38 17 15 FEE (oral
reading fluency)ifllfs » DIAERRIE NSRS
IR EERE » 37 ] E SEZS i I 2 A (2 22
= (158 DR (Deno, 1985; Fuchs & Fuchs,
1999; Fuchs, Fuchs, & Maxwell, 1988;
Good III, Kaminski, Simmons, & Kame’enui,
2001)  fEFFEERE » AEP CWPM »
A ANE [ IR T ik R E A AR
— ) B EMERSRE A B > RIS ST R S
% ( FH3EF ~ #2005 5 Fuchs & Fuchs,
1999; Hasbrouck & Tindal; 2006) °

LeSt > A ERFFE R RE TR B 5 53R
WA P S fE] > S RIE R E R
B S Ml o AR EEE LR E R
(rapid naming) * & 3K 37 1 1R B AS
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fife > 3@ DL TBOERE BEhiier ) Bisd
G ORI R W A T A A B A L o o
TRIVRHFE » ik gl S22 G e
TR 7 RE AN DUEE RS2 2 — Rk
TRIMAN KB o
(=) SCHPRASURIR HE RS

Rofi £ 22 Bl A5 7 HH (2008 ) (7 B B/ N —
NN R A [F] SRS AR Y LA
ST o RS RBHR RN R R R AR
HE A HNERE 2R 12 BRE LR A RS SCA 2K
130 o BRREIE(2009) /1 2 B BN 56 B EERE /)
R R AR B B HAERCEHRE ERONEEE
A BT BARE RIS IR - RCEEREN 2 iE M
WREELIHAEE S (W1E3) BRIEEER
# R FEI%R%(S4enz & Fuchs, 2002) °

B 1 SCREBRAUGL > SOAHY IR EERS 8
BRABEAI R o AT (2009)fF & AR T
R~ W ~ ERERER - BmEE
SCEEERT ~ amedB > SRR
01 A FE ORI ISR 1 > S — AR
T W NIDEG st In dUSE N
AR o 1 LGRS A RAF R CER
HEFE 1) € 5 > Stenner~ Burdick ~ Sanford
Bl Burdick (2007)/R#5/SE]/ ERREEE
TR VRIS SCAR NG EE R 2R e {RAR 2% > 5 RN
Graesser H1 McNamara (2011)#H/F 521
BL o TEEHS b3 B R AR m ) B A i
AN 0 S 5 BE R R SO R I 7R
7 Jaj 7 7K #E(independent level) » FEEEH 1
Tt RE A PR SCA > BISCAGH 28
i 95%LA L o AL T REAST Ak 7S A FE A EE
B RRIGE » MIECERRS L o

(=) HEEHE

HE R EBEEEEEE - BT

108 ARAMASG H AR N—Ff 22 HART -+

TERTBER ERE - AR AR B R R A I
HE B AT o PR #2009 B &
RSB \— AR RN i
i R RE R N e AR R ] i
Ko HRBETIEE - &EBE T
SRT > R EE SRR AN A A 18 > H
[RGB A s B - - R I A B
B ] LLE B — AR SR ARG 0 1R
FRRERE o SR > (£S5 — (B E S
Bl T BARE R IR SRR > SRUT (1990)AD
I — AR R A B TR B G A R T
TR RS o (R BRIIBLAS SR il RE
BHEE eV E SIS L R T o IR - 388
RS E ) R C s R EDEA A o S
B SR PR o

R FORRA{ER RS A > s E
DI & sl 7ok 2ISCEE > AT R SRR GE
FNRHZE AR IR LAY -
(1Y) B8 S04 A A

MR Fe 22 B AR g ba =
HE T B R E ST HRARRSEE (FHE
2 K5EH 5 2008 5 BRE A 0 2016)
(B FHER R R =R (S
157 » 2008 ; Carver, 1990) ° TEEE &R
HHEFIET AR NS A R AR R % o S
Bl 155 78 BH (2008) A IF 52 s SRR — AR AR 22
I IEFEEAR(WPM)E 131.01 50 ilfi
LU ERTFIIIRTT 24.97 FRUIRER R Z
FNAEARET 255.86 “F © FRIM > H H#EF#(2003)
HE— BRI R KA B R AR A
REH AR B R AR R 8 R B AN ] > L
AR o R AR 3 Bl -

LV PEFEE A E o B R 2K
o HE ~ BE AL A EEER
T H NS A S S E Y AR L g
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(Brysbaert, 2019) ° Calabrése 5 A (2016)3t
#1645 i 8~81 BRNAZINE ST R FERUR
JE 2 > 5EF MNread Acuity Chart 5% -
BB R AN R RS R N2 A E S
f)F- o BfERZ IR HR RIS AR AR BT =CR
WPM 5 CWPM a5 HH[A] » {EATY AT H 434
s SR A B I 100 2 P W A o A 8 e
HATIr = (HPEE o 26 —PEERRIRRIAN
2 8~16 % » WaAHHARREE e 137 F
BR R 202 F 5 B FEERIARE = [ TV
2 16~40 5% » WREHZRERHERF L 200 F 75
4 B SRR B R > 40 BRIRISAEHZR
FAPRDE 81 %I 175 Fo @R
(02 » BXIFSRG AR R RIS B E T2 A e
AR AR R > ORI A R IR
tinfg T2 B P BARE B IS AL -
~ - [BEEERR MR EIEAR

2 BN IH T C 3 B ORI
AR BRI S AR (B ~ 53
BH » 2008 3 PETS » 2009 5 FRESEA
2016 Fuchs et al., 2001; Kim et al., 2010) °
T SCASHERE LG 5 A A A A8 R
N E o HRER R A AT - HARREY) 2
B ARG » EAEEH) T B (word list 3B 23
ST A 1B MRS 1 SCA IS 3 R AR R
RE S R BHEE R 2230 » HESRM R H BhL
)38 - IAE TS A P Ve S ) ) 8 5 PR R
e (Chall, 1983; National Reading Panel,
2000) ° Kim ~ Wagner E Lopez (2012)}%
Kim B Wagner (2015)HYHF 52 5 HA fif 5%
B> ORI EE RS R R PR AR R B FE R R
BB N A R - BNiEd
AT LSRR R G PR AR 2 T P 48 B s 32% 0
FH W 17 BE 3 1 T 28 (9%) #1116 & 3% =
(30.3%) B = ERE ] -

LIRS » AR N — SR 2R w8k
FhREIERTER B - HORIRSEE S TT9%
(OB » ACEE T BERH R BL (MR L > 2009) »
TSRS R T S I Aok s il R A P
RUTWIMHBHRE L QR R EE © AfFTE -
AN Fie Y T STRPR R T EIUSET BN
1% - HBEREPEREHIER 1557 -

2 RGE

— - ARER

AR AL B UAH - 3 RIS —4F
BRI A Ry B U B 3 22 e B ) s
FHERHE o BRIEET)RH 28 R 5 2L
TIRZENE ~ {5 FE AP Al = Pl B )N
B 51 37 B — R AR (18 A2 A 1 48.6%)
129 % " F#E (14 2204 5 48.3%) °
5 e g S £ — AR R NER S pE
B HIBRIIRIERE o SELIRBHEIES -
375 I B R N\ S S m R R B
5o HE 23 AR A (7 % 2042:30.4%)
17 2 FEA (10 2204 5 58.8%)
HEEFHHRAE R YIa05R 1 - AR IR
Fe AR R R RSB RIGEIT - e
eSSy KSR i PPN R i
Z B G A ( Z57:201600296B0OD001 ) °

A 22 B LU GE SO F 20 mEE
B 0 R AR R R B i e ey
BIREE e o fite TEBENEETT
IRREZENES (HF57E ~ L2 > 2003)
FRRY B — o H0BE THEEIREOR L - SZHIE R
IR E R E NS A5 N FE S HE A T E &
% HE T 37 JE o HUHUEE THH SR BRI I
MEZRES 97.1% (SD = 4.3) J 4Bk 22w
(7R EHEZR RIS 92.2% (SD = 6.6); BfESR



34 TR
x®1
BB E ST
WOBTE . AT A o WERE B
EH B @%g’?ﬁ@ R A E ;g’; WL G T
(ilE) A (A) P ErH mER
74.8 28.3
—FR 31.7-113.5)  (13.8-41.7) 257 60.8 700 7 2 14
TR 78.0 27.3 34.6 66.7 74.1 8 0 9

(36.3-108.8)  (19.0-40.0)

o1 BERRMEEE T 500 ~ 1,000 ~ 2,000 ~ 4,000Hz FIFERRET Y 5 #EE (25— HA

WSS - —HMEAANETH -

2. HEGRAHERRRLNT RA T 507 2R fai F Eindk 2 P an B 2 HERE BRI A0 F i
3. HETE A findt 505 ZURHEH A finiel 2= BC e SR H s -

MIFHRBLERAE 75 5L 137 =-3.2 > p<.01 >
(HEIEREAEE LR LA L > s A
WA & SCARH P -
— “HRIA
(—) WSO iE A TH
IEiHI%& T . (Hung & Chan, 2020)3- %
MR E SR8 RERE )
A ~ BRI - EEAIRE ) - B EAIREE
IETERESE  WRRERERHEL 7 B ) ~ Fh ~ R -
o MR AR S Hh )R SR R
HA > FFE—FREHEE (MR
2009 ) > FISCANERERERT R Al (IR
T HEF 198 F o EFERAE 80.7%F1 47
=) 3230 F o mEEGG 78.6% 3 —AF
B B e 15 ) {60 FH 18 = 2 B A H o S
RIS RIES CEYERANY HEt 242 5 0 1
EHEEAG 63.6% Kl CHIRELF) a3t 241
T EERANG 62.3% o KSR R
BEAS Sy A E R AR DGRBS RS (1~6
AR 3 2015) ZIUARWNE > HET 6,234 (A
a5 e B AR Y SEZR ke 5 8 R 2% A HiT
18.0% °

PIRSE S AR 41 5%
FHEFT > DIE e - B RIS ~ B4
I BEEEBRE 17 - WAHRE - AW
TAIRE » FRFEE] 7 SO RI UGS 2 16
R EE > AR HER - AT
HH I T o SR ST Y {1 e A 2 i 38
PR - AR REHSE T T AR ) o DT R
MATEHUE R » iR E e TR
Mg ) WIRET) o EEEREE A VIR
(A — (A ERERRE - BOATZE AR RE B
BB HE 1Sy o i 2 RIFE R -
R B R SRR R (E AT
2001) ZI[RIRUESUE B 7 -

ATHFCRRE Z SRR A TR TR
B2 R o IE SN 2Ty
(CWPM) * B8 a S G E HERR Y 7
B B HER DS a5 i SCE T LB
L 60 (FF) » 1 70 FH Pl IERENSEE 84
{El5 > HI 84 /70 x 60 (F5) =72 AL
A R B E RS E N TR 72 (T o
FHEENE - —FHEEE U LUE
fEpraEE I EE R - EREEER
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IETENRRE R TRV EE - BRI RO H B
FKEMNBFIEFEERCE 52 WIRTE T
& %1 fE # Al (grapheme-phoneme corre-
spondence rule) tt % # H 5 & W
(transparency) H.—Z%{(consistency) * {H[EF
BB R b B Re B B A A IR
7 o (HF B FHREEERT AR » 5 L
Bl 2K > S s B BRI
NS — AR AR AT B B 5 1T
SRR ERE SRR R o SO R B LA
Frof BT — R IR EE N SORTERRERT &
S LB AR SR R - B B A EE -
ImAESF IR LSS ot B > H R E a8 s
e ELA7 BISE (EF DU HEVE B S SR o B
A Bl DU e R GET B ©

AR FEE AT T Btz Y
FRRLSC (—~ AR i ) AR S -
A2 B AR 7 (3 B S Ak 2 E B
= (ATEMMREREER 1 p HE/ DD
0.05) » FIMFHE LS HI%n Gk ST Ak
Ba) (BLEEX > 2004) Z AU T i i R
% (p fHE/ M2 0.05)
(=) B R/ NER A P At i T B

AR FERIGE I R VR R )
IR e A SR B B A B (RT3~ 2 imie
2006) E— TR AR B B AE R
B U H R R AN 22 I S R
REJI SR AU RTRENE © BLIER < —FEfRAs
19 @ wiGaTEH A ~ A BRI S
PHfg — FRE AL SOR(H S M F 28

TV 32 380 R IR B REAS RS — A
g7 KL 2 RREH I o USRI
R — EME (S B 1R ORI P S BB K
.70 » BT EE#E > mHE 2 A
ERFERE R K HE(p < .001) » AEEA

FERETUE [R)E VERIA A B e R P )
R o Btk > LI BR AT fth B A A BRI B
AESCr EAF R ~ B R b ~ B
T B A S e S AR MU AR
B R By e BN 22 B (1 BAERE ) -
= WRER
(SRR TS TR ARRE ke (3

77~ B3 > 2003) FIBEE/NE (—F
NI ) BGEBEARER RIS (MIIEER - &

N
4

s 0 2006) FRIEIREHEH] ; FEHEHHIE
BUGEH o KT SCREAER G B 75 4E A 7 Al
BUGEH - GRS LR E - R
#5285 (SONY ICD-PX470) LUHE K}
% s NRREF B B B PGB o NGl
AT A o AR T/ VIR AR
BTSRRIl  EH R TXXXJ o E1R
TERSHCEIR » BB IREHRF SRS » AN
R BARP RSB T LL T - B
FURIRANEIR NS o A0SRl B R A GEERAY
F o (RAEAE SIS B BE PR % o fik
HeRne et » BoE M URIUE AR S A R
[l o 5 — T GG - IREFAE o
TRUEGLF UG 2 (SFEREENIE ) 4fF > B
I

— AR B T e S R RAE T B
F )7 REHE AT SCHERE R o AR AR A
& Je T BHRE PR AR AR BR AR S
WRREEFY o WA E EN W R A S
NEFPRERETRE - BE R b <2 R A P AR B o
T RERE R I NS o WA KT K ER
—R - BEVRREEERIEE > HA 2
B S EE DLBE T B 5 B R 2% B A S A
(Samuels, 2002) °

2
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B2 - FESREERTR

B N AR T LU SR R SR
FRAEARET L o TNRRE SUAR I B E R AR 2R B
R IRAIRI 9578 o IRIATHIeER A
B N HE R AU 2 HIBRRAE (SO FERT
ity T 5L Bl GE PR A 0 B B[] R/ N2 R G P
ffm s ) 2IEH RN MRFI L)
Wifat T CET T —BEERE U H
& (Mann-Whitney U Test) > 77t (i {1
AR > BRI ) Bl e £ £ e N T
1 12 [ A A TS A e G At 0
FNEFEHAR RIS SRR
55— R 5 B2 2 S A AH R (Spearman Rank
Correlation) % » H#5C R 3 L i BN AE ol
3.2 [EI BRI © 2% 2 B At i 2

x2
BB E o R R IS 1 e B2

7o BN E o bR 7 —ERR UL AEE /) H 22
FENEAE M 2 B A e B 230 B
FEPIEREAHIL » BRI M EAEMET L
AE R N 7K HE o (2] R/ NV A B B
e G HEETENL > PIEEER

A EEADE BEREREREE (7T RNREAE Y 230 47 i
[ B B2 B AV (E 1% 25% ) RO U857 B
%10 /\aﬁ\*ﬁ%ﬁ%iﬁﬂﬂﬂ%@ﬁfﬁiﬁﬁ@ﬁ
e R A 22 8 o5 12 U)K o3 B2 B AR 4 Tl
93.1% <27 A) F182.4% (14 N) » KA
WFFERER ) — Ak 2R A M E TR Y
FRERRAR ST -

7 3 1% e P O L R A
RIGEPEfE FAOAERRE ISR o HRvTAl > —
R L A S 24 B 3 A A g A
SECEAERE - 1 AR U ) B (R i

HIEHH R

HETIHEA1 N

i PEER TEREER 0B

o WEDE 3
R I W 4
R T AL
A A B4 o
(W85 =4) — g oo/
: =R i 1
B WEDE 2
TEMIEE AL B
ARl = g 7
e SUHEERE 3
WA F g -
(EfeH/
IR
e g WHEDE 2
AL e

3.0 35.0 1,296.0 -2.6%*
2.5 232 534.0
35 25.5 740.5 -1.4%*
3.0 20.0 340.5
9.0 223 646.5 -0.8%**
10.0 25.6 434.5
82.2 334 1,237.0 -1.7%*
75.9 25.8 593.0
95.1 20.8 603.0 -1.8%*
106.1 28.1 478.0

*kp < 01,



B/ N ~ AR AR RIS S R AR i 2 WA A AR BB G P IR b 237 ¢

SRS T R R COE RS K HE > HE
FHBH - (HEERR 225 7F L — 585 - RIRAER1Y
AN o 18 1 I 2 2 R B = Y
AR VR Bl o e LU RRRIEE 7 st el
ARG BN AHRREEY - Horp - Bilf
ARG SRARRT o (8 1 B ) B B S e
SRR R HAERRE K o SRIH— R
o 2 A A o 4 G A A g S A 5
[ 2 WTHHBEEN SR 2| — A Ay SR ) B
T P} I Bl R ) B e B B e T
HAERE R g |y » GREA T AR A
)R B W R R B R A P g I A
A -
HrORSURHRE N e (KB LR R B
AR UG ) RONRRE AR » Hifn] 553
N A > BE B R 2 e R AR (B
RIEE ) CWPM = 61 ; Hifii CWPM = 94)
B RRE SR (MRS CWPM =
99 5 HHfE CWPM = 115) 9K 1T [KI B35 PR
HRAREE D (D5 ) R
TG T o W RN LA R B o
AT TR AT il R ) il et s £
B AR SO R 2 B ] G P A 23 2 B
BIER[A] o SeiTHLAUEE f) ER e iR Se s I

*x3

S ERAIE P E AR IR 157

ANGie B T B SURINS A A A i) A 3ot
TR (R P 22 B A BRIGEBRAR /) (40 = PR
HE S GE > 2008 5 BREFE A 2016
Kim et al., 2012) » {H[E A2 HE 52 2217
I 3 5ok 2 L 8] G AL A R PO B 4 RN 0 5 3
55 3 T I AN SR A SERERE M LA S MR
RIEEAE e = MR (I DE & YN o
ety s 5 e BERE PR AR AR o AIFTTHE R
ST ¢ (1) AR AU B s B2 e S,
SO R R T EL 2 R A PR AR B A
BRI A AR B MR AERH > ELRdE s th
IR (HpiRAE R AR S o hAUEE )2
HHIBEE A PR 2 e 5 (2) AR AR R g
T BRERR AR I (SO SO R
T H 2 A A A i B B R B2 B R P
BRI R ) SIS A A B I
FHEA - B RINEAE AR R - B RE 57 8
SRBET o (EABERRAH LA 2 FHERFI R
SEEIEUE o 591 > MR SRR (R R AE P
fige 3410 Iy L I B SRS 1) 8 T R
5o KRl > MEEEEE SRR o — AR ER
AN AE A B A PR AR AR {H A
Rl > HURUEE ) B N A A L o] s
PR GE PR g 2 2RI T [ i o it Gl = HI|

MO SCRRRERFG SO SR AR, B B R R B

T 5 P g

TR AR AheEE
Sli)

(W)
HUMEE SIS 1 2
R
| = 4
MBS
R =
bR A5

4% .6%*
2 .1

*p <.05. **p < .0l.
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— IR —IPER AU S SR

4.0+ » * L] e e o0 =4.0

&
ﬁ 354 L[] ] L] L] *e 3.5
e
iy ,//////
ﬁ% L1 (X ] L) ses e Y 3.0
i

"
I,
H o2 - o . .o 25
fant
P y=2.17+0.01%x
Ao
ﬁéﬂu{ 204 . o . y=3.5+-0.01%*x . . 2.0
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Abstract

In Taiwan, little known is about oral reading rate in children with hearing loss, an im-
portant index which education professionals may use to evaluate reading comprehension of
this population. In view of this, the purpose of the present study is to explore the relation-
ship between oral reading rate and reading comprehension in low-graders with typical hear-
ing and with hearing loss, as well as these children’s differences in the two aforementioned
dimensions. Sixty first-graders (23 children with hearing loss) and 46 second-graders (17
children with hearing loss) were administered the Chinese Oral Reading Assessment and
Reading Comprehension Screening Test for Elementary School Students. Two major results
were obtained: (1) the first-graders with typical reading outperformed their peers with hear-
ing loss in reading comprehension, whereas no difference was found between the two
groups of second-graders; (2) the relationship of oral reading rate to reading comprehension
was only evident in the second-graders with typical hearing, suggesting that this relationship
becomes more obvious with the increase of age. In addition, only when children with hear-
ing loss have mastered the skills necessary for oral reading performance does the relation of
oral reading rate with reading comprehension begin to emerge and be consolidated. Overall,
although oral reading rate could serve as an indicator of reading performance in the sec-
ond-graders with typical hearing, its application to the low-graders with hearing loss still

remains questionable.

Key words: hearing loss, oral reading rate, reading comprehension, elementary school
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