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Abstract

This study aims to explore the mechanism through which critical thinking and language factors in-
fluence high school students’ second language (L2) writing performance. Based on the causal model
proposed by Gao Xiao and Wen Qiufang, the study selected 240 students from the basic education
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stage to construct a hypothetical model of the effects of critical thinking and language factors on L2
writing. The model’s effect pathways and impacts were tested using confirmatory factor analysis
(CFA) and path analysis. The results showed that critical thinking and language factors jointly ex-
plained 16.8% of the variance in L2 writing performance, with critical thinking directly explaining
6.2% of the variance and indirectly explaining 9.5% of the variance through three language factor
pathways.

Keywords

Critical Thinking, Language Factors, L2 Writing Performance

Copyright © 2025 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 53|

MEAER, v A A U R AR HE R DA 2R IR0 B I R B S, R RE ) (B B SO BRI
MU B SSBEIATT T HTARHERE S il ey b B A SR TR S L) IR “sifbiney
B IR ZOR[1], #OF AR SR B M AN A RMZ DR IR R [2], #0E M5 Wb L R d
SEAL R R AERE T B INVE T 3] ARV AR, HAIE RS R R AOE AR R R AR S RS O
REST, fRAE 22 A ORI e 2 515 5 BE 1 R R AZ ML .

IR SRR S ZYEE S RORKEN, DGR AR, IR AR AVERHEANE R A S E SRR
bk 1 EEAEF[4]-[6]. 2RI, RFHLAIVE R4 518 5 A IESEP RIS M= RE0 T,
RE AL e T AR A E RIHLEID A TR . A TEAEBE T 50N, B AP B Y 515 S I E =
AR AR S AR BRI A R

BHETE S IRt B S/ AR . EALIRSE H BRERNR AT REiE 2 SR E - iR S 4E,
WRIRLR BN Th A RS AF AT RE7] . SR AESEUERT ST, Cheong K ILEHELR G 1F SCHE Jixt —iE
[FIZRAR 25 HAT TR FA[8],  Zhu 38 %42 3 #r S B 1 B 5 T e S SR AT A2 RE i — i S A B [9] -

FERLAIVE e s, FEANZRXMA FMARR IS SIFRKE. Normore Jid KM HESL LG
RILBAENZRAT BE RIS TH S ERBU[10], Xu £ b [ g h AR ORI ST IR B, SRS AR 55 it Al g fie it /8
HERE 15 GAE AT IR D R R[] a8 5 SO O7 B0 X KRR T s b i 7 B - 1R 5 - BRmE
IR, SRRV B AE R AT RE B S (R R, R BRI T B AR A AN [12]

BUA W7 CBOMIR AR 715 5 BIE IR SAERR, ER TR 4E 538 S 23 REM
T BESERRT REONA IR, H2 8P T RN A OH07% L, S5 PR R (SEM)ERHIE 2 IR
Xt B AR RIS T B A0 . ASHE AR TR AL L, R HEA P B % 04, 4
FHANE SRR, R FEHX L ISR I BN R .

2. IREFERSRE
2.1, IBPHER

AT LA E 5 SO OT B SRRy Eg SR At [12], MEEH TEhBE s R g 5E S
DRz IR SRR R, 2R — M AN T T AR R (L] 1) e R it 8 AE 4

DOI: 10.12677/ae.2025.1561165 1529 HaidtE


https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2025.1561165
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

RIA, b

TERE GBS, BHEMR, ZiBEFREESERERATN R, ZBE5ERIENRLE, BERNY
AR g A 2 4R 42

AR ) S 1 B A 2 AL SR 515 5 AR A B S B SR NIERE R . LA
PR NS A RIS S, RBUE S BARIZIE[13]. 15 5 ARV 520 B4 R 0E O UERfR . AMALE IR E
BIES RIEMEG T, A8 SRS U R EUE X RS RIRI @R TE[14] [RIET, s eI s
FNHAES), (R FRBICTZ, XN RS M AT Zha 0 A [15] o XA X el /E F AE S 1
HRIILA R JE T TR & T [14] A2 T R AL 2L 2R [16] LA R B 2 T E BT ss A 7], RIES
fie 15 B4kRe 1 ER AR T BRI E O .

AR 5 ML S Yk AR T A P AR [17]. E ABE AR, L R A i X R AR R AR
e —RAEAEIIRSIHLE], 51 S BIE . IR NE S SR [18]; —RAE N n N En iR s pLE], B
TR T SR AR AR PE[19] DR, HEAME RGBSR S EE BHEKWEZHBIESH, H
SCATE R ST R I e o e B R IUEAL[15]. AN, TIES R R IR T B4R R IA S GE S
B, XA AR REE AN SRS AEE S AR S AR BN R R A AR R [12]

AT, SHPERLECT) BT Xt Frd A BTG B SRR R AT
PE. HEFRPESERT I RE, &0 B ORI AT RN, A A R — R R R, A SR A )
(CTDT) Rt M B4k BE(CTST) [19]. 18 & ARLIK. L2K)EERNE. 8 SiBksaE /), Horpialirsnilon
VA2 SIS FE S IR FE R AR, BVERNR T AE U IE T, 18 RS RO AR I A SCARIE B 5 454
HYUNERMA20] [21]. BHESIEREI(LIW) B )38 FHRRERIA AR IRE 71, BRRIUNE S AR
PESWERATE, DL N ARARRZ BN S R B SRR (L2W) 5 2% ) 38 F G 3EAT H i R I M Re ),
HoKF32 B AR SHEAIME B 4ERE S SL FIE R [22] [23], IXEERE LRI R T OB EIA R .

2.2. HRMRIK

ARG TR (L IE] 1), SR B YE 515 5 R3O0 B SRR I RsemadLa . s o Hritt
FIVEBYE 155 RIR(RHE S iR L SIERE/I(BHE S iR Z R 2 4E5C R, R I FU BB, L
BN M EESAEERRE. XERBOVRIER R M T RGHESR, BN AL 1.

Figure 1. Hypothesized structural model of CT, LK & LW of high school students
E 1 A RERESEZEEMEPE BB ERNRIRRE
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Table 1. Research hypotheses
F= 1 MRS

P55 IR

Ha IR B A — 35 565 2L 1E [

Haa AR BT BHETE 5 A% 4 IE [ 5

Has IR 1815 & AR A A 5

Hao LR R AERS BRI S R 7 2R 1E 0] 5

Ho  REHETE S AR RHE B 6 4L IE 1A 5200

He G S MM SIS ER 4L IE M W

Ho  BHESEX 285 fER= 4 E

Heo MBI 150G S AR A 15 51k
Hez  HEHIME B4k i REE S 1F [0 B — 15 5 {F
Hes oA 4RI BEE 5 AR RRE SAE R 8 S

3. fAREItT
3.1 WREN

AT LA RECR B BOY T 5t M HEAI R B 518 5 IR 15 SRR A # )7 RE (R iz
HT AR 0 AR RS ERMEAP A RRENEIBHELR, SERGHRI IR R (1) #A)
PERBERIE 5 R R S0 P AR I B RS ERI? (2) AR, AV B LN IS ER
G ELHAE IR B2 (3) LA B Yk TS 1 1 5 TR 3R ()3 M — 3B S A st ?

3.2. FARIR

AHFFECLS R S m R AR R A G SR AR MR 7 SRS S, iR 250 1
PRI R A FTA B R ZE T — B A 2 5, FHA3 3146 R4 240 4y, A RN 96%.
FEEBHEE R, BAIL 102 4, HEFEA 42.5%; 44 138 44, HEFEA 57.5%. 755 /A EES)
fi b, WERFE 92 N, Atk 38.3%; JiEE 148 A, Atk 61.7%.

33. MIRFA*

AW R G50 7 RE AR 5 7%, SR A SPSS 27.0 1 AMOS 28.0 Gttt ft:, 45 4l S AL i 45 fg A 784
IAFERS AR o W B AR 368 3 56 U 2 IR 720 T (CRA) A I AR B 5 8 AR 2 RV 96 JR, A6 0 T L)
TEEERIUE ;s SE R BT WE I B A2 A BT R TV R e 2 IR R G R, e 7m EL I RS AN (A1 HE 380N o i 4y
MK B RAUARVE (ML) BEAT AR R A 1, JFiid 1000 Y& Bootstrap filiAfEAG 56 o A 250 w7 (R fa . AR 7R g 0L
HEEERL R TT E L (df). HRBHL AR E(CFI). Tucker-Lewis Fa#(TLI). #LA10 R 18 $(GFI)Flil
LR Z TR (RMSEA) S Fa R HEAT VA, B CRASE Y 5 250808 (R & Tl

34. fARIE

WO 2% AN YE . RREE SRR, CIEES IR BHESE. CIESESCERNER
T H . BRMBAEEEE 2.
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Table 2. Information of instruments

F2 BREFRER

TH W& i ki 1] S8 ST
L) R A ) R 14 TN 4 N ER 56
R 5 5 e e F1R 4 16
N N 2 NI ] BE
HOHPEBgE OSSR 7 40 44h 28 Bl [ 25
W (2020)
HEFR 5iAERE SR 10 40
B 545 1 /g 74 3 12
DOERNL KR 20 30
% W R
PUBTEF Hif POBEVEEN 15 60 44 30
DB AE s R 3 B+ T 30 VR
BB IR 15 2 30 i
JEIEE F FniR FOBEEVE AN 20 F W 60 4 30
FOEE R AN 3 W 30
PUEEAE POE S EINR 1 W 50 43k 100 H 9
HEEE FE S RN 1 B 50 43-4F 100 EET]

FAE R BRI R0 F5 W TF A B 3 e v 22 AR O MR RE T 1R SRR AN
r e AL IVE B AERE R R R, BALN SN, SBIT 5B RR R AR — 20 R0
0.750, RE/TERMIINM— Bk REON 0.753, A FNGEiHEKR[19].

POBFISEAETE 5 A0 HEACE DI U0 325 2 R SRS AR, B H i B A v 4 2
A RS W E . POEEHEINRERPANM “ P S A7 R IOES — R, thid
AT BN 2. PR KA G AR Al SRS EMNAZE R “RHIRE) T Ak TAE
AR R IR R S, JOE SRR BT BRI SN [24], 53505 18 2w vh AR D2 TR B B Bk
FES T R, TR A ] PIEER L. MR BRAE 2 MIRIE, AR IR T i AR R R AR (A
KAEE o EEHEMRS, W ERPAXAS A PIERT TR, DU PRS2 I TS 5 12 F RE AR KT

35 MIRZE

AT T SEM HEZLAE A BRI A th — N MRS AT AR AL AL R S5 AR 5 5 ANEAE
A, RS b — AR Rk S, L 16 A WLINAR B AR EACRY R L) G R WK 3.

Table 3. Relationship between latent variables and observed variables, code and explanation
#*3 BETEEYNTEXR. KBRIEA

A FI A% R0 A 5 15
BEFIACATHA(LLV) BEEIR AR IR R 47
BEETE S AHA(LLK) BEETEREAIA(LIG) BEEER AR IR AR 47
BEEE RS A1 (LID) FEEE RS AR R St
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M 4 5T ) (CTDI)

A FERESI(CTSTL)

L B T 1) B2 Bl

REE FERE IS

St FEE(CT) ST 5P AGRES(CTST2) Y BT 5 A B IR R
2 512 1ERE 1(CTST3) HEXR S5ERe 1A St
A 515 IERE J1(CTSTA) B A 515 1E B8 A SR
ZiEaCAnIR(L2V) BN AR I S
TABEE AR(L2K) ZABEEAIIA(L2G) BRI RS
AR R RIIA(L2D) BB AR RS
FHESEW 3 R a WA SR (LIWRaA) RHEBEITI: 51 a 1FAl St
BHE S E(LIW)
BHESEES 52 b iF4l i (LIWRD) RRESIEITS) 72 b vFAh SR
TAEEIEES B ¢ W S (L2WRC) TABSE A ¢ PR ST
TIEHEL2W) TIEBERS B d FRAL BLST(L2WR) TABEEWAY R d AL R SR

ZABEBEA R e Pl S (L2WRe) TIREAEVEN A e TRAN ST

4. ARGRSH
4.1 BNFEF ISR

4.1.1. BERERER

AR T RIS RUAR AL Al THEE R P AR an ) 2 FoR, BRI Bl RS T s S5 I FE bR 2
KR, S5M T PRI AT 45 IO LA Fe R 0, SR S AR R, RRg R T: £
755 H HE EAE (Adf) N 1.902, AR BU(GFI) N 0.918, HLE L& 485(CFI) N 0.979, Tucker-Lewis

ERU(TLIA 0.974, EURZES THR(RMSEA)N 0.06. DL EFEARIIE B AT 25230 Bl (0 kRifE, R UIHBAL 5
HARIIE B R AF, Rt SCCRe I FUR B R 5 .

ARG B, #E CTST1 Fl CTST4 B & 1% % (e4 1 e7) 2 (8], LAJK CTST3 I CTDI Hyll & i%
Z=(e5 F e8) LI 1 P77 22 . IX LR EE 2 o 1A S 485k (p < 0.001), ELHE CFI AT TLI HI$2 T+,
PLJ RMSEA FI-RGE T % . ed 1 e7 5 ZIRT CTSTL 1 CTST4 788 H A% AFIVE43 7515 BRI AR
P, AT RE-F BUL [F) 771k 22 [25], 110 e5 1 e8 #7722 ) e i 1 4tk 4 1 JEL 4 A6 1] (CT DI x JEL 4E 45 RE(CTST3)
(IRZIA[19]. IXUCUREERF G BICHESS, SG58 1AL A R

4.1.2. FHERE
AW 58 FH SPSS 27.0 1 AMOS 28.0 3 W8 ()45 RLBEEAT 3, WA A, S5 AR DL K.
AR AT R S . SRR 15 P2 AR SO AR B 48 R 3 4 o U8 IX 3 38 A B0 an 55 5 BT .
W8 —EUE(E LT Cronbach’s Alpha (W43 (& FE i@ THE ICC R0 AL & 15 (CR)EAT R %6
R 4 mTA, P W AR & 45 350K B T 8252 K *F,  Cronbach’s Alpha 5% ICC {57 0.66 1| 0.985 2 [H],
YEid 7 0.60 I SIME[25]. PR AL =M CR H7E 0.856 % 0.974 Z[d], #HKT 0.8, BT REHEKX
). 254 LBV SRNR, 1200 R AR 415 B A
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Figure 2. Standardized estimates of the SEM
2. EFEEBSRERG TSR

Table 4. Reliability and convergent validity test value

=4 FEERESEREE

B VLA yl Cronbach’s Alpha ICC CR AVE
CTDI 0.83 0.75
CTST1 0.73 0.80
CT CTST2 0.82 0.78 - 0.906 0.661
CTST3 0.92 0.85
CTST4 0.73 0.75
L1V 0.93 0.66
L1K L1G 0.94 0.69 - 0.941 0.826
L1D 0.86 0.71
L2v 0.91 0.67
L2K L2G 0.88 0.71 - 0.856 0.644
L2D 0.82 0.79
L1WRa 0.94
L1W - 0.904 0.929 0.866
L1WRb 0.92
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gk
L2WRc 0.96
L2w L2WRd 0.98 - 0.985 0.974 0.919
L2WRe 0.95

W REETE ICC,

AL SRk S 3k R T ()RR AT VT A, A ORI AR B (W IR T e 2 R 3, Y REICE 0.73 £ 0.98 2], 3
KT 0.7, [N, Frf A& i-EA A 58 (AVE) Y KT 0.5 GEF: 0.644 % 0.919), #t—304F Tk
SHARE

X )25 K Fornell-Larcker #ENEATR S, ZORBGANEAZ ST AVE ~FI7 RO 2 I ) K T34
55 H AR 2 AR OC R EL(AEXT M ZRAH) [26]. FHEE 5 mIAN, Frfi /i e X —HEN . CT 1Y AVE “FI5 iR
(0.813) K T H: 5 L1K (0.743). L2K (0.767). L1W (0.521)F1 L2W (0.249)[\AH 5% 2 %: L1K i AVE “F 5
(0.909)EE L Hi 5 L2K. LIW FI L2W A K &% L2K 1) AVE “F77#2(0.803) T 5 L2W (0.330) I 4H
KEH: LIW AT L2W ) AVE T 7R 2> 514 0.931 F1 0.959, Hidid H 5 HA AR B A< 2 8. & BT
W, MEAAEA RIFMEEMRE, BB NS S M iR gt nT S S0 HE.

Table 5. Discriminant validity test value

=5 XAMEKIKE

CT L1IK L2K L1w L2w
CT 0.813
L1K 0.743 0.909
L2K 0.767 - 0.803
L1W 0.521 0.420 - 0.931
L2wW 0.249 - 0.330 0.330 0.959

e MR Q)RR K AR

4.2. BEDWER

B AR AT, e R DR R AL (5] 3) s T At I E R AR AT 5 DR B I L A (R AR 3[R R v
fAE AR S ARRBLAE LA

421 BERBTH

AW AT IE I B TR IS T A R A R R R, B4R R A I R 2E PR /K (FE T 1000 7K Bootstrap
HFE) WL 6. AT REERAII7E p < 0.05 K F ERE, R THEAMAE M. BB RN, #H
P IESE, BHEIES AR, EE S AR EHESEY BA B Erm R, BhREE S AN EE
TN BHESE: BT AR EHESEN ZIESIERMH B EREH . ARk, #ta
PR E T = & AR R AR S M B OEE S AR B RHE SR DR RHEE F AR
EEEREERRAT. A BRI (Ha~Hes) G R I0AE, 2 BB NEZL45 3 50HIE .

Fe v G R 2 S E F AR A S AERD . BHEE S ANRA I8 T AR B B R T RHE S R A
TABREME, METIETRAESEPNEZE. EAERNE, A BYEE R R A R it
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BYE—~BHEE F AR~ BHESE— B 5 BEPWM IEEE, RUNESRAEMAEE4ES —iEY
VEZ IR RAE 7 RBERAER, [RINHEZR 1 BHER ZiERE IERSUE BER R I R EK R,

Figure 3. Causal model of CT, linguistic factors on L2W of high school students
3. #FMBERESERENSFE B ER IR ERRE

Table 6. Hypothesis testing results
= 6. RZKILEER

T A% 12 R H HARR R p T %
Ha CT—L2W 0.249" ik 0.016 o ava
Ha2 CT—LIK 0.743" kA 0.002 o ava
Has CT—L2K 0.767™ kA 0.002 BT
Haa CT—LIW 0.521™ kA 0.002 BT
Hb LIK—LIW 0.418™ ik 0.002 o ava
He L2K—L2W 0.332" 1EA 0.001 |52
Had LIW—L2W 0.334™ 1EA 0.002 &AL
He1 CT—L2K—L2W 0.255™* kA 0.001 AL
Heo CT—-LIW—L2W 0.174™ kA 0.002 RS
Hes CT—LIK—LIW—L2W 0.104™ kA 0.002 AL

H: p<0.05, 7 p<0.01," p<0.001 (FH),

4.2.2. SRS Hr

AR SC NS B[R (R A R B RSN IR B RN = AN MR, A Rt v A B S AR
S o

(1) KL

B2 7 A, SRR OB S (A B (R ARHEIL ALY B = 0.781, p <0.01), fERET B
FAERIL 16.8%(KA8 T . Horb, HLFIME B4R B S A B, Bl E S R R iEE
VB, 155 PR/ 5 0 4 S 52 £ 69.3%. IX 6% I 5 Schoonen 25 A 122 i 23 R R — 3,
SR T S A AN i DRI B S (AT P R LR AR A 23]
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(2) B

HEHN R B YExT —AE S B A T SR B ) ELE RN (B = 0.249, p = 0.016) (4% 8), % [T 2. X
— BB G A B YR SN 30.7%, REIRLAME B AEE TR AR T B SR, B T aEK
FAR, BAGE AL AR R T SORIE . X452 5 Manchon BIIAEIMEBEAE T
FWIHE IV B AL R % a0 SR R AN H IR, IRAME T RE IS R [27].

Table 7. Standardized total effect
F 7. BRYMKIE

CT L1IK L2K L1w
L1K 0.743™
L2K 0.767"
L1W 0.832™ 0.418™
L2wW 0.781™ 0.140™ 0.332" 0.334™

Table 8. Standardized direct effect
< 8. HIEMRWRIE

CT L1IK L2K L1w
L1IK 0.743™
L2K 0.767"
L1W 0.521™ 0.418™
L2w 0.249" 0.332" 0.334™

(3) IHI4Z KN 4 A

9 HEuR T UM e B S RN =& B MR AR, [BIE T AL 3:

TABE T AR AR (CT-L2K—L2W) 1) [l 42 308 ¢ 5% (B = 0.255, 95% CI [0.538, 0.779], p = 0.001), 5
L L SN 32.7% 0 1 EE AR R AL AINE AR SR T RS SR (A Ve B TRVEUHER M) R
IYEH, 5 Schoonen £ A [1)if 5 BIE B UL — [ 23]

BEE S AE B 12 (CT—LIW—L2W) [ [A] 32 RN 71 45(8 = 0.174, 95% CI [0.196, 0.452], p = 0.002), 4#ttH]
PEYE DN 22.3% . bR R Y@ R A RHE S ERE ), B AR E AR BB, e
Cummins I AH ELAK A A [28]

BHEE S HHH— BHE S 1E B2 (CT-LIK—LIW—L2W) K308 £ /ME 5.3 (8 = 0.104, 95% CI [0.064,
0.239], p = 0.002), 5tk B4 RN 13.3%. LKA R B M B Y@ A RHEAVE R e,
SF BN RN IR E B EE, BENTEER[29].

5. &g, BR5RR
5.1. fiRgEiL

AT TR T 7 ISR T PR SR, Sl A I S a5 D7 R A AT, SR T AR R A
F RN E AR RS ERB L . WEFCAT AR, SRR 4EANE 5 I Z LR R SRR
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WEW, AL AR E S RIRE IR EER RN . BARTE, #oAr B e SGEE B
X AR GAE AL TR, R IE =S AR AE T AER, AL T 2RI (LK 10). 1E
LA, IR S AR N B, SR 1R S BEBGR, RYITE S RE TR AR S R E VR
KA PHESEMARI BN PSS, SO T IO, SR 1A ST I E M, BHETE S AR
—~FHEEERARRI AN E/MER S, FFE@N T m R e, RS e A R FHIT R RHE TR

Table 9. Standardized indirect effect
< 0. [BIIEMRIARLE

AR PRAZ BNAE 95% & 15 [X [A] p 1H
L2K CT—L2K—L2W 0.255 [0.538, 0.779] 0.001
L1W CT—LIW—L2W 0.174 [0.196, 0.452] 0.002

L1K, L1IW CT—LIK—LIW—L2W 0.104 [0.064, 0.239] 0.002

Table 10. Path effects between CT, LW & LK of high school students
F 10, #itFIEBERIBEEERRMNSPE ZESIEMEZINRE

EAEAT] S AR RUNEAE filRETT 22
AR L2W =CT 0.781™ 16.8%
HERW L2w =CT 0.249" 6.2%
L2W = CT + L2K 0.255™ 6.5%
EIEE3- Al L2W = CT + L1W 0.174™ 3.0%
L2W = CT + L1K + L1W 0.104™ 1.1%

BEAh, BT Bl vh A R RO AR R SR B AR, EREETE S RERTE, BB A IS TE B
AT A RO BUR, HoTARBE A R R, SR ST R IR 5 TR Bk, fE
WS B f O R AER BT IS F 3R, AN RGBSR 5 LU, BRI A ST H I
W7, i, FUMREE IR AR A VB e, Sl Uil 5 HeA kg, ST E AN IR SRR

52. IRBR

(1) RHAZHRRAGHERIE L B SGIEVT

AHFFECL R AN B, ZCRN 2 R RGHEL, R BRER iR 15 5 KRB A v A 1 B 4k
frrp Az, YIPHRIR 1 HAE B S 0E BRI R E A RO R . X HESROR R SR T g
b7 — M RER B ES, (HMH D ERHE S 5ARE S RIERA A RS A P BN, U A
HR AR GIEE R, JCHRAE R B BOX — SRR I AR R BN 75K

(2) —iESIEHEESR B BT

HFWRAR, T HEARME AN IR B HAR e 2% . RS IE S IR G . 1
AR Zrrbid AR B AR5 (N LL B E B AE . FHEESS), RN S5 & AR B0 B0 (i) JE R4
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