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Abstract
For SLA, reading has always been an important research subject. Many attempts at constructing
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reading theory from interactive perspectives endeavor to account reading for the collaborative
effort of multiple related factors. Traditional theories have been insufficient in offering satisfac-
tory explanations for reading process, and it is in terms of this aspect that interactive theories
outperform their predecessors and are widely recognized for their strong explanatory power and
extensive applicability. Yet even though these new theoretical attempts all claim themselves to
consider reading as “interactive”, they all do it in various ways, which renders the word nearly
unintelligible to those who are unfamiliar with this topic. This paper mainly differentiates three of
these interactive theories: interactive process by Kenneth Goodman and his peers, interactive
model by David Rumelhart and Keith Stanovich, and textual interaction by Grabe. This paper
serves as a summary of scholastic opinions taking reading as “an interactive activity” both at home
and abroad. On that basis, it makes comprehensive reviews on all three theories, and makes com-
parisons to elicit the connections and differences among the three perspectives. It is hoped to faci-
litate understanding of reading process from theoretical perspectives including psycholinguistics,
sociology, lexicology, and stylistics, and can furthermore provide theoretical justification for real
practice in second language classroom.
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1. fEik

BB A — B B SIS M E L FTAE . Carrell [LE M RIS,  BIRIET45 7 58 R EARAT 55
() 15 SIS VLT RS e BN R B H RS . BAR B A LI AR A A, B IH K R K,
AT N JE FHIRAE T AR Z B BEUR. Clarke [2]tB4R 1, FPSECE % 2 (0 REE S B R 58 18 5 HIR I
SR ZREVERUE T ORI TR SRR RS, 2 B S R B SR A [ AR, s
B S PR R R 4ok, AR A A =R R A BB i 2, R B o e R A AT IR B AME
SRR R
2. Zf#RZER LA R
2.1. ZZEiZFE(Interactive Process of Reading)

5 P A EL I R A 5 A AR AT LB e RV R . BRI I AR R R T SR 2 i R AR
(A5 IR, T A T 2 T ok G B A7 0, PR SR AR S RS R ABAI 5 E5IE A R R R AR SCAR
X PR R PN RIS R A ST, R S A BT SOR R B B IR . IE S
SEAER, I ARR Ay B T 8 B 772 (top-down approaches to reading). 228 B FEFE 16 3 EAA Wb,
— Pt Goodman [0 HRE 5 AR, 5 — o R TN R R B

2.1.1. Goodman LIRS FHEE

Goodman [31W\ N, B AER AATRAR M —FE, 20 s B NE B4 BT RS i F2, i
WEBIA KA NG BAERNE S AN, X S RN SCAE B —Fog Bt fE, s R A
MR E I 0 /> B G 5 E BAEEEHTUESE (0363 . Smith [419 82 B DA F5 1) Bl 523 R U 5 -
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PP - UESKAISRN, R ROV F T ROURE B o BUK, DU s A S A B s, IR

¥ Goodman MM kL, IEFIELE BEUSIRUFIE M B SRR S i (e ik b ise. 8 b F SR 5 i
ENTISCAAE R, TIFAREh . 2 OIS S . (HIZBRL F I 5mi 7 SRR T4 v 2 12
TG, BT XRENC . AL AP B SR SR A BT . (HAREREAT BRI %, ML (S S A AR B
AN 5 RS R REAN AT S o B ARSIAR B AT 7).

2.1.2. EREi(Schema Theory)

B BRR f 51 3 57 1 A8 R A (Emmanuel Kant)$ie 1, {H Barlett [5]72& 55— FL s By N SR B fig
TR T IR TR A OB AR R, BUR BUR AL BRI I e TR A, (R R A B AT AR (A
HMNZE, FEIE EdZ) (1932)— TiHeig L Bpkse SCh “ntid 2 g BRI IAR 4217 . Rumerhalt [6]0)
W BR it — D B EN IR A . AT R B A ARG S5 B A A TR AT A B, R ARATTE K
AT B — NN AZ BN, X R REEL S BRATA RN, XA HAE /7% . Anderson 1 Pearson [7]
R [RIE RN ZE R 0 R B Il R, AR a8 T 5 CAEAA7EICAZ R R R, R o7 X
THED Z IR R, FEHAE R B & 2R T 8rE AR AZ B2 1. Careel A1 Eisterhold [8]#8Hi, 7E
B, SCAAY gt AN A0S B AR R IR BT ], AR B R ST . DR, BRAR SOAR A R Bk
ES AN RN

AR BURBE, B SCA 5 KR B AR S2 3 (instantiation) S 25 M0 ¢ « BETS ) B0 1E 7 Al K b
WAV B AE IEM BRSO . SR Z 0 R BN, B 0 B R AR B0, BRARAE <2 7 A G,
X4 Bransford F1 Johnson HSZEGUESE[9]. BN BIMEGE T P RHERAE ST “H b7 Bl ika)
(concept-driven) =, RBliz i H S MAHRMA R FHRER A CATEENFEZ:; “H i b” 83
¥ 9k 7)) (data-driven) B X,  BIGHIWe v 2 ) 88 HPE X SUAR I fRAS, MRSEHEDR R FHR S ER . 18
Bl rf, PR RS XOgEAT, X CAEAE I R LA 2 ROy gk AT A, o 4R Y 78 (accretion), B
(turning) #1 % & (reconstructing) . /R fEAG LAAKIAE L, 328, MR ARRIFEE S5 .

2.2. ZHFEER (Interactive Model of Reading)

2.2.1. BT _4&&(Bottom-Up Model)

Gough [10]7E 1972 4F3—K$EH B N1 BBy . Brig 8 Nifi b, w28 B s DL ZE 14 i
FPiZ B m) kAT, BV E TR S AR ARG, A ) bR T A S B AR A
I FE Rl A e B R G A1 A5 B (systematic phonemes), & B & RPN H5iE S A S
(sounds of language)fHOCEE[11]. FEIX—RIAIH, S o i ()il i B e AR BE,  FF4%UF A 35T 7E & X
BRI, RVC R R e R R B, A A T ) A2 (primary . memory) BUFR 45 B 1K 4Z (short-term
memory) ', S5 I G SE B R E o 1R 5E A AR I B T XU IE N “R) 0 B IS 6 N3 T (Place
Where Sentences Go When They Are Understood, PWSGWTAU). 35 sl 2 i i 5 53X — 4T N 58 i

Laberge fi Samuels [L2]0U#2H 7 —MEE AR, EVFFE B N B SRR . eaE =)2id
ILRG: MBILIZ RS & RICILRGANE UL RS . FRIERII%% (feature detectors) R il SCAS 4 N 45
fE, IXUEHFAE AURF B ARIA B ANEICIL RS BliE 2, B Nl EBA SRR e, ms
SWE AR AR ED 5, FRIEANE S AR B 3R R RS T fE .

2.2.2. ZHERIER (Interactive Model)
FEF Morton [13]7F 1969 4 17 #1787 (logogen model)WF 5%, Rumerhalt [14]42 H 7 22 B 2 pel sk A,
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SRR ERGH B B Ak 1R A SCAR PRI % B R 1 S5 R P B 5 B R 15 158 L« H B4k (automaticity)iX — M
BT PO TE S AR ), AR T — M RS MR T S RIS 5 A et
T2 o A R A RS o R 7% B B AURRRG RE 775 I S5 Bel 134 15 56k el 152 5K Ui A4 1R B FE[15] . Stanovich [16]
B, R ) S IR A T G A ] H Bh . AER B SR RG], (IR RN RS TR S BN
BT o ARF5 0 R FIE S IR G L R, 17 2 5 TR A A B e s ME T B

Rumelhart tA>, 22 B ABERAE 5 2 20 5 RE R AR BE B RIS 347, FAHFEBh. A REIR 52 213
FRAE BRI R, RS SR, N2 B ANEREE . 1B ARSI SCARES IR . B LA
W, Rl R R 2 EIRA S IA MR A B, RN, 18 245 B (graphemic information) & 4G 3E AL 3
{5 A7 f# (visual information store), #RJi HHAFAEHE LA K HOCEAF AR SR I Ok, SRR fE 2, AFE
FEAEEL IBEEE. ETEER. WILE R, WA ZIE LS 3 (pattern synthesizer) 1 403,
AN ZR RS R, FAHEDUE, e A g5 nl e SO AR

Stanovich DL AFEREIR 1 728 H. - #MEAE A (interactive-compensatory model), X [l id f2 /R T 8
FEAMRfRE . Abda s, B LR AR BB 8 45 A R ) 2 (8] (AR E AP, AR R RE 2 = B )
GUEYE. MEAC A, RFEACEE AR 2, A LA B AAE B 73
—RENIAEIIHE, R RIR SR T AME . XA KT I #OE A, BIiE S Re AN R i
Al Re Sl FH IR B S 55 S A G ae J1RAME R, i (1185 5 R 0t mT DUR SRAME IR A5 BBk . Griffin
A1 Vaughn [17]42 H (0758 B 47 A F A (Interactive Parallel Processing Models) Il 5 5 5538 1 B30 5 RFAE
FRE, RS SCARRRAESL, A FIHRE . XAME ANES R R FRARB SR E T L R
B H ZANIEE 5 5 IR AR G R 12

2.3. AR H (Textual Interaction)

Grabe [18]7EIX 73 3¢ HOS AR FIAE HARAY 2 A, $RH T SCRN A BIIMES, FRIGH e SO “ BT SCAR N
WML EARR” « SCANT HEES N XS4, S BIEA WA P& 17 R
NEHIAE. WA AT BB, Xt E IR BT AT IERE . 1B F AL A B P A
F e HE R A BLYE 1 7 PR VR 15 5 77 #2 (cohesion) , 145 ¥8 1R (reference) , & (repetition), ¥ #(substitution),
4 % (ellipsis) Fl1 4 (conjunction) . - REME /™ A2 3C & 4t — & SCIR P J5i Y {3 SC3Z B (coherence) (Halliday &
Hasan 1972) [19].

Chapman [20]45 i, FE4BIE R AR G £ AT i B AR 1 B ZL A 3 . Cohen £ N R II[21], JEBE
EEAAERAA) A A TR (] S, X PRI Z 45515 IR /7. Steffensen [22]5%F BEiE ]
BEHEAT (ORI FCAE B T ) sk Hode i 6 SR G A R B W B R . B S 3 i AR T & A
HZA T HAER[21], BUZEA B O oA SRR AL ERIER[22], FERA rTRERIL. Alderson Al
Urquhart [23] [ FEIESE § 78 73 3 g ] B R0 B Bl 1 5 b S 2 1 B 24 . Pretorious [24]4 3 & i@ id v
ROCPBT T IR R BERXR, PR RN RFREMSCE P R . Trabasso 1 Sperry [25]
i b DR A B B S B . DL BRI AU AR, AR S A R 1 5 LS A T O B S B A K
=,

Grabe [18]#&H, AN SO e H: 77 AN E], PR SOAAR B 22 S5t TR 0] D) 52 7 AR 52 o AN () ST AR TG 5 22
R L5 SAE 1 EA T B AR I SCAR B b (textuality) (Biber 1986) [26], i Al — U A& B AS[H Bl 7 141 1)
ES, FEMHAA TR, BEEE, BOOmas R R0 AORMAREE . Grabe #E M Ui B M E IR A
REFSCAR M BRARHENE , DU L A FRVR A 2 PO AR 19 3CF . Carrell [27]48 HOE 4 MH L5 5, anH
RRHR B - XTHOR R, FEH - vhin 5, BRME, HUAE S HIRFILZ.
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3. XEMEAFXNMRLRAMELE ZIBESHFEFHNA

TEA G2 TR, BT R 2 B0k B SR AT I . VRS JOE S IR FEeE, 3
Tt SR A KRR R A U HE AT 59012 . W4 Silberstein (1987) [28]111 545, £ L tiheis N+
SEAR BN TR, ZEET R CEIREI, 155 0% 5 25 T07 3 2% 2% (audiolingualism) .
F T AR L AR SO A 1 L R AR AR F[29]. MR E R ES IR 2 S, BRI R
Wi 025 1 B I 35 SRR B B S . T SR . SO SO AR S R A Lk, OF
BRI AN B GHE S A B AR AT T, RIS T H IO R AR S

31 XESEERMMRAREZRRAEHFPINA

BT A B ARG, LR BN, IR, 5 (R R A5 A A KN R 7176 9K . Clarke F11 Silberstein
[307 548 /60,455 Yo U RS 1552 7 PAY FR) A (] 58] 152 S0 gk (1 B 24 o BRatb 2 41, Coady Ay 5 B 1) Bl i3 i R 7 0 465
B RENR S EE Iz B, LTS 1 e 3 e 78 43 A B P AP AR [31] o J T BURBEAL ) S 30
BEENRAN G, SR IEM R ERE ST . Carrell [11908, —iEEERICINRIRE S, B XEEEE
FNH MR AR, RS BOREAT R R ) R A 2

X T AME S I e, R R P RE S R A ok B AR BRI IR R . BT TR R R B =
XL AL 2SR, TR S 2R g TR, RIS 5 2% 2] 3 115 R 8 P B (8
N Y EL 2 Rivers [32]4& H AT DA d i AR i ST SR I e ] 1 5 AR 0 SO T SN T R EE S
3], Rigg [33]37 HiE = & e #2#(Language Experience Approach), #1824 3 IAME A#EF AR,
DALY R SCAR P A1 o Krashen [34132 1 14 0B 1, BRIV [ 52 1 9 Rl 4 /N AE B — 1 B0 i — VR 1R S
A b, AFERELE RS AR LA AR, /E#E XSS . Pearson Al Johnson [35]iAAFRATTHT LA
IS SO ZE T R SR R S g Sr BN O S TR e BN . BRRAR[361IC, AT LU A4
RN AT LSO DR R RS R a2 07 Ui Ak 2 A et B B AR AE H

AN e A RS SR R M B R SR R, fE— e R A TR AR I E . T
1, Jolly ANy, BARSRESE B S RBLRE 1, RONZRBHE Rt 2498 7[37]. B4R Goodman #5251
WAL, AP SRR FUEIIE B T AR R 4518« Bk = R 08 AR RE D 1 2 3 RIS 4R T D 52 S ms AN S el
WTE A TR AT BT 45 [38] . WFALEATHRIZHT IR, XHE AR R S5 CHIRIE . 256, STk
PR — AT o IR MR THIE B T 28 B AR R e 1) b B
32. FERBHNHREREIBFRIERFHIHRA

ACH AR RN, [ S B0 T % B R 355 77 25 A TH A AN () SCARIS 1) 22 RE R S 5w, SRk E
I ARAE S A0, TARR G BIAR Y E 504k . Devine [39]3E H i 1E 5 8 /1 548 1352 SR MG 1 BE ) R IE
G, IBERNELBEETY), HIESBUNAIRSE I, 1fi Clarke [40]#EH, BSEMIESREIE
EE] B EHRIEMR” A RERThH B, AR UG ER AR, o B IR R, T A SCAR B R E A
JK(Alderson 1984) [41]. iR T $Emmises 1 EshikBEJ1, Stoller [42]=E 5K {17 s B AP U 45 21
Herman [43]F1 Samuels [4413\ v & [ 52 [F] — SCA L AEIL 211% H 1. Grabe [45]F1 Carrell 1 Eisterhold 1|
IR IZ RSN 0 A I ) BRI on) B 5 25 A E B AR FETE 5 145 B8 T as . Hudson 45, TERA &
INEEBEARNTIE 5 8 7D 1 B R [46]

Grabe fi H 5 Bl i3 ) (1 26 A R e AR A CREMAIR” , i8S AR R i —F,
IRFIAE G BN B AR B 2. R (47148 H B i T A Dl s ot Bl 15 (9 2tk o 2800 7 D] 152 2 v B 2 EE A
WE . TRVESRE F AR A, ERRFR N A B ARHERT,  #ERf 548 o0 AR R RE T o DR sl R %
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WA ST . SCHE B FRRZ R A AR B RES IR 51 52005, (R B B2 i o A~ [l
FESCE, AR RA B, X5 Blau [48]HIML RN & o FRTEREAIMRE §# [49]90 08, EIEE b 3
b, O R AR B AT SIS A A Sk R I SRR S B s B B iE B 51 A AR I B A
AR, RIS SR A R RN, BRI B R

3.3. XAAXEMHREREZIRIFAIEBF FHIE A

SRR S P SCA R IR AR T A 15 A 3B, LR R S o [X 5% Bl 5 4 2
B, S A A L B P ) ) B A0 B4 E B A U, o 55 2 = SR BEAS T B . William
[50TH8 FH 742 R Tk 25 5198 25 (1) 22 4 % #4752 (cohesive signals) 31 427 7% . Cohen [201%5 A48 H &%
A S A R O B R B IR, SO AT LALE S A S R B R A SURTEEAT A
T 2 1R 7 2 A P ) T, 7 R S 2 3 SR ) % A 2 I FH VB BB 2R o Carrell [51] 0046 Hh iz
IO, VRS e 0 5 LA B O U0 S B A A (1

St AN ) S 58 R ) 5 458 6t T B 5t AR A B9 . Pretorius [52]3 T AE S 250 7 2 L AN ) S 4 7
R PRSI, R0 22 ISt T B 5 S 0 E . BF Grabe [45]48 H1, S0 78 HEAT PSR I I
AR IV B A R B — SO 2 B SO IR R, M L 50 3 78 25 0 (O A P 3R £ SO A 58
SIS [F B 7 7«

4. XREFH

FERT VA b = 5 T S S Qe e R rh il DRI, Pl ) B AN 7 0 2 R PR S . 2 I =
RO, RIS 7 R A VS F R R A . BRIEZ AN, iR F RE T &R IRt R AR B EAHRS R .
WNCAIR SIAA L A7 SCERTESE LU SCA S S s AT o S A A UEE AR AN ] 8 A 12
W AR T B B2 B AN X I SR SR A R 2 R SRR, B ERE S A
(5 SCAAHR I LD B 1352 SR o FER R IR R, BANT R EE e 2 DL e By s s, I HBHR 2 —
SE M1 .

HERZIR I A, X DR SO BRE SR 2 31 F R UL, PIANE 5 BB 3 A RAKAH . B~
O B S, TSR PR ST, B S RO SR AR B AR U5 3 BOMRLZAE TS 73 1 fiff X 93
ANPRSCIE IR TG, 7 AL A RS R e, A A Xt 08 ] 2 A ] 135 v S 4 31 ] 13 5
Ry A R ) PR R

WEE WA, NEERESENANAER. FEMNMESER. H2E 5. U, ik
SRS SE R A AR, MR, 22 ST SRS SR AR RE PRI I 3R B A BRI — R SR . BRAR T
PN S, e X —BEAERA WBEARR T I, BN R R B A ] B B s F i, JF
AT B R 5 5 T T R R A 2 A AR A N i T L. R TR S BRI, O RS R
WEE RS IR: XTI R INTE T 21, MINAZR e a2 D SRk . B SCIRRR LS
R o

FEHE A, SO 5 L% R 8 Pl 152 30 G, (R 0 T 20 HIOPE SCAR TS SR 0 DR SRS
EEMAERL T, AWEZRWK AL SRS R, T R R BN 2 S 2 2L
EIGE. SRR, TR SO SADGERR I IR BOE B 2 PRI SCE, WORSAER A, 16
SRR B AAE . AR TS BUR A B BAESS I R, 2[R seih 2 AR AT URAM BRI 12, A & 45 T8 30 2228
EOGER 7 TR BEAT 5 HHERE, JFsdib 2 ) AN (8 )5S . e, BOBRZIARENTE 5%
AR BT SCK RE, SRIETOR A, EmEE.
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5. &5

X BB AT — B IR E P H . ASON ) = A ae BL E T7 2CE E AT AR
P A — IR . (R S R OE 5 PR 1) FEERH MDA Z (8] FESCAR B A GiH2
RIS/ KB . W 2R AN R, SE RS IREhZ AR, IR EE SR AF
ANGEHE, I AR B S R b R M0 8 CRAE 5 RE IR RIRE o SO N2 e 3 e 52 v 28 T 2 224
NEEARBE TR DR . SCEAM AR KR 51 T . AN, 5T, 55
) 32 2 U5 T A LA A 5, S B A B B R P R AT AAE AT AL T AR L DA T (g RS T,
B LE X 23— EB 23 B P TRV, NI Lk A 2R A D B T 3R

SE
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