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Abstract

Reading strategies are vital for junior high school students’ English reading and greatly improve
their reading comprehension and scores. This study investigates the current use of English reading
strategies among junior high school students, compares strategy differences between students of
different reading levels, and explores the correlation between strategy use and reading performance.
Based on previous research on reading and reading strategies, the paper conducts difference and
correlation analysis and addresses the following three research questions: (1) What is the overall
situation of junior middle school students’ use of English reading strategies? (2) What are the differ-
ences in the use of reading strategies between students of high and low groups? (3) What is the cor-
relation between the use of reading strategies and reading achievement of junior middle school stu-
dents? This study adopts the method of questionnaire survey and reading test, and takes 156 stu-
dents in a middle school in Ganzhou City as the investigation objects. A questionnaire on reading
strategies of junior middle school students was designed from three dimensions: metacognitive
strategy, cognitive strategy and social-emotional strategy, and then the social science statistical
software package SPSS27.0 was used to analyze and process the collected data. After data analysis
and further research, this paper comes to the conclusion: (1) The overall use of English reading
strategies by junior middle school students is relatively frequent, and the use frequency of reading
strategies from high to low is social-emotional strategy, cognitive strategy, and metacognitive strategy.
(2) There are differences in the frequency of using reading strategies between high group students
and low group students: high group students use reading strategies more frequently than low group
students. (3) There is a positive correlation between the use of English reading strategies and read-
ing performance in junior high school students. Based on this study, the author believes that in the
current English reading classroom in junior middle school, first of all, teachers should strengthen the
guidance of reading learning strategies and cultivate students’ ability of flexible use. Secondly, teach-
ers should respect the differences of students and implement personalized teaching. Finally, teach-
ers should encourage students to reflect on the effectiveness of using reading strategies.
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Table 1. Analysis of English reading strategies for ninth-grade students
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Table 2. Overall usage of three strategies among ninth-grade students
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Table 3. Mean and standard deviation of English reading strategies among ninth-grade students
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Table 4. Differences in reading ability between high and low groups
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HHEKT 3.9889 0.53594 24778 0.70945 9.309 <0.01
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Table 5. Correlation between reading learning strategies and reading achievement
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