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Abstract

Cultivating students’ thinking quality serves as a core requirement of the Compulsory Education
English Curriculum Standards (2022 Edition). As a key carrier for curriculum goals, textbooks de-
serve research on the thinking-oriented design of teaching tasks. This paper analyzes the thinking
cultivation features and progressive rules of task design in the new PEP junior high school English
textbooks. The results show that: first, textbook tasks are dominated by critical thinking and coor-
dinated with creative thinking. Specifically, critical thinking is based on analysis, and creative think-
ing focuses on construction; second, critical thinking intensifies year by year, with evaluation and
argumentation tasks highlighted in senior grades. Creative thinking presents a U-shaped trend and
rises again in Grade Nine, following the principle of “solidifying basics before stimulating innova-
tion”. The new textbooks feature systematic arrangement and clear progression in thinking culti-
vation, yet lack sufficient design-based thinking activities. It is proposed that more diversified high-
order thinking tasks be added in future revision. Frontline teachers should fully interpret textbook
compilation intentions, flexibly use teaching materials and make targeted adjustments according
to students’ needs, so as to give full play to textbooks’ value in optimizing students’ thinking qual-

ity.
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JR I SRR AR s AT 8 0T H T A B B v S L 5 T RS 37 T 100, O — /N A B AL B

1EMYER IR IR R DT, EANSMEHF IR T 2 EA RN, g, EE “Hm/REDH
ZH” (Delphi Project)$& i 1 fitFIPE AL W AELE MBS [2]; Paul SF[3FEE T = a5 By s MREZAE[4] )
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Table 1. Overall distribution of textbook unit structure and thinking task levels

F 1 BMBEREMEREESZSRERE2HSE

EGI K iﬁiifﬁ$ﬁ: IESUE TG ‘ E% 1&%5@%2& %‘mjﬁé& BT % 5 E
HE () K (1) SH(T) EEEE) S EOR) (%)
LR M 3 7 226 29 197 87.2
LEL M 0 8 202 18 184 91.1
J\AEZR Lt 0 8 232 8 224 96.6
I 0 8 241 2 239 99.2
JVEH AN 0 14 341 0 341 100
it 3 45 1242 57 1185 95.4

2.2. MRIESR

ARWFFAESSHTHESE |, FEEAE T 22 ROP 5 A0 I8 (2024) 1 (SE1E 0 v )i 1 R A A0 4t a0 R 4 11
B —— T2l AE S e A ) — BRI RS, AU FR T, B4ER
JR R R AT BARVE T B YR S QIS VE B YR RYERE, PN AL TSR SRR A R . X —
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Table 2. Analytical framework of thinking quality [10]
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W& ALEHHK <77 RPN Ea e
Hl I EPSYIESRY (X B = AR EE
e I R B 3 1 73 RS R LAY
i A, SRR LS BN
B ‘% %?Wﬁ%%g&%% ﬁ%?%jﬁﬂﬁﬁ%@
- ERA it FHIEE SCHE R 2 S E AR TR A
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TS IEN PRI B4 7RG E . £ B ARGl R rh, BE LR RN AR5 shi K2 A
U7, WDAH T ZERIUN YRR A RK S, ATERIUN; A B4 RER AMESHER
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N ORBE GRS SE R AT SENE, AT TR I DI B GRS BEAS I8 T 1% A g b A X th it U3 Jhr 58
B HARAZINN: Ho, BHAEEREE —RammiL: MR- HE, fEARS%E RS RIHi T
ITEE R SL Y B ZS PR AL 45 RAEAT LR 5 Gt . WP SRR, DI IL{E Rl B4k
SHEAEBYE T IR E LR BER O 91.6%, RIS EAF I RERUE, BHAUAIREA REFERE. B
FeB AR B A H . AW E T EHE RS SRS WA, IR AT B R WU S & E FUR
A EEEE ] Excel 2019 BEAT LS GEit o34, DA DR Bicha Ab BRI E R 12 55 T SR
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X —HE PR ZE RIS MR B, B N B Hh 08 B AR B ARAT 55 Bt b D ) R A e
BYERE IR TR . XEIRE, (EEEMIE )R, B MR T 23T 0. P T
WHRIERBYENZGNL2, BERFRHEREA. BHEEWNKNES 5RER. SLAR, AEkE
YAT S =2 — I L BB B, B R R B 22 AR A RS QITRE I R, ARBL T LA
PRI N R, DABIE M Y N I R JE SR B R R T

Table 3. Overall and specific distribution of higher-order thinking tasks in new English textbooks

= 3. MABIRZERM SN BHEESBESRESH ST

— Y Y F5HE A EMT S E ) AT T 4 L (%)

Vi 634 53.5 86.0

P SR WHIE 23 1.9 3.1

PR 80 6.8 10.9

N 737 62.2 100

e 150 12.7 335

O3 T R 4 wit 11 0.9 2.5

3] 287 24.2 64.0

It 448 37.8 100
it 1185 100

3.1.2. AFESmiER

X YT 55 — G5 = AR RE ROURBERINT, AMLEIE T 200 B A, S — bR T B
R4 A TEROUL BE J1 15 77 FRIREHE SR R (PR LR 4). BRI, At B4 S5 001 v B4R Py g5 1 2 30
v FE B T 5 A I REALE

T, MCAMERYERE I FRLL T MRED, HEREREET CHERT Be . TEARLAIME VO
W, M RS HYR4E R T (634 T, (HAYERE 86.0%). Midid, “HEH7 (X HEE . RBI L)
{155 ik 352 T, o5 e v AT 551 47 8% A m T 5 B 1) 29.7%. X5 “MERE” (113 TiT),  “#
A7 (156 B)ESILFEMBL T W REINGR “=B 5”7 . 52 EREFHXTLRZE, “WiE” 5 “9F
W7 AR5 LUK, 103 T, At i ARYERE 14.0%), o 7 a0 ) “HHe” AT s LT <A
W7 AT SSECEA D . XIS B, Hobh R P T 4 B SR 0 T R S B AL EE S EEE S, N
R PIVEH SR UEFT R RS, R B R SR A R

R, Qg YR R IR0, CEMT AT AR, JREFRAHLER A CBrET Ry RO Y
TUWEPN,  “EAT RATS5(287 T, HAYERE 64.0%) 48Nt S N, “HnE” ATSQBEIE . S
) EIA 205 T, 5 B M B YRR S5 1 45.8%, AR “AMAET AT55(82 T). IX R IHFM X3 i B
SRR T B A RN AESE, SN A AT A BSTIE AR AR, “HEWT” 84T 5% (150 I,
b ARYERE 33.5%)F N EE AN, b “HRAR” (75 T)AN MR (38 W) b7 EELE, MR TR AR R U
BYERGI S BT RS LTS (1L L, (5 ARYERE 2.5%), 3 EHBOM R SR SE ER AR 1 7
ES 57)i
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Table 4. Specific distribution of three-level dimensions of higher-order thinking tasks in new textbooks

T A HBMEMBHES=ZREERFSH

— R YEE TR =T i 114 4E bR E TS H L
e 352 29.7
AN 13 1.1
Saiin
MEFG 113 9.5
BE 156 13.2
bk o4
E A 23 1.9
WiiF \
L 0 0.0
PF 55 4.6
PEAN
| Wy 25 2.1
il 16 1.4
T 21 1.8
AR 75 6.3
% 38 3.2
Bt Pk o4
i 11 0.9
Wit
K 0 0.0
b4 82 6.9
A
ik 205 17.3

3.2. FEFHESMBLEESHIHES I

3.2.1. MFIMBUERFEEL, SEHBRELLLE “UR” BEH

TENFRRA] A 518 IO B, AN RIS 0 = B S 4 AT 25 R M B4 (CT) 5 3 M S 4k (CrT) i)
I3 o e B R A (W36 5) o FREER T, LSRRI B 4E(T 4% 381 T, HA B 197 1,
HEAPE LTS5 113 T(57.4%) B3 451155 84 1 (42.6%), CT/CrT Hufi#) 1.35:1; T/ 184 mi, it
FIVE BT S 109 151(59.2%) . Blid P B4E(F 55 75 15(40.8%), CT/CrT Hufil%) 1.45:1., -G FIME S5
SIS E T N, EEB TN T = Starter Unit HLGMTSy, MmE EAHEEAXN 2, X UM
R B2 HE T 2 TS DU L I BRI R Rl . )\ SEGUT S B BN 463 T, b4
{245 S EE EFE 65.7%, GliskEgE 5 NS 34.3%, CT/CrT ELBAE] 1.91:1, SR \F
W B g s A AR N 2, JCIAE RS, HEHIPEAT S5 i LN 62.5% [T % 68.6%, flidE AT
ZHARL TR, M 37.5%F % 31.4%, S RIEHES . LFELEMEIES 341 T, HeA MR 5T
61.9%, @i PE B4 L L 38.1%, CT/CrT Lufil%) 1.62:1, B&AKT N\, EhmE T-BEH, W LERTE
FAEORFERE A I e S R, & B e ) 1 R AT 55, AR DA 4% ) s B SR I P 1

%L%ﬁ,ﬁﬁf?ﬂﬁﬁ%&%mﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ@%%wﬁkiﬂ@%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ,ﬁ@ﬁﬁ
ST S5 AE AR IR SR [F)B 2 I0E PR . X P HERE A & 2 A R T I R SRR, 0 St HE 8
Mme \AERT IR I RS SR

3.22. “Srtp” RE, “VHN” #HM: R REFBERE
NRNRTCERAE S BT HgaE e, AR FUA M 5 7 HAIEYE(CT) 5 Gl B 4R (CrT) I Wi
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o HORHT 8 R EAT TSR AT (R LR 6). BdEEIR, HOM g E EA R BT RETI
Bk RIS ERIME. ERAKIRRETSE,

Table 5. Comparison of the distribution of critical and creative thinking tasks across grades

F 5 BERMFIMBUESEEBLEES NI

sty VLI RORET awnateon (SRS wimsivon oo e
LEg B 197 113 57.4 84 42.6 1.35:1
THEL 184 109 59.2 75 40.8 1.45:1
TELEIT 381 222 58.2 159 41.8 1.40:1
J\AEZR BB 224 140 62.5 84 375 1.67:1
IR 239 164 68.6 75 314 2.19:1
J\EEG AT 463 304 65.7 159 34.3 1.91:1
JUAE A0t 341 211 61.9 130 38.1 1.62:1
Bt 1185 737 62.2 448 37.8 1.65:1

Table 6. Grade distribution of task proportions in sub-dimensions of thinking

Fo6 BREBHTHEESHLNFERSH

—RYESE TR BER M%) EER NN%) \FER LN (%) \FER FH%) JLER %)
FEHI S 2 il 56.3 51.6 50.0 58.2 51.9
i B 4 WA 0.0 2.7 1.8 2.9 2.1
P R WA 1.0 4.9 10.7 7.5 7.9
B I 2 HHEWT 6.1 14.7 17.9 11.3 12.9
BIE T Y weit 1.0 1.6 0.9 0.8 0.6
Bl P S 4 e 355 24.5 18.8 19.2 24.6

Er RS R IR E R s AR B b, FEH S 2 fIZ9% T 100%, FEMMRZERTIE
L

o, VBN EBUE N RN B LRV MITEWEN R, T REJIMR
FRa A MBI SRRz 0“7 TS 7 BUAE SR AL JE 1 AL (7 L3 50%), HAE\ L T A
FIUEAE (58.29%) . IX K BHERFEMRTE B BE V72 T 28 AW I B iz O B BN R H bR, e 22 g
MrBfs Bl KRR Ak . “VPN” 5 “RIE” REIIER RS R E R VPN RS HIEAEFEY
M 10%EATHE NG EM 10.7%;  “RIE” AT5 G LN-EEL LM 0% b K B SLER T
2.1%. X —WEBTEW AR ES, W\ELITM, BOMTEFTSL “Orir” BERifEIR, SR T x5
AEAME W7 5 B 5V E S m P AL AR RE ) R R

Hk, QLEMEBAENBAIE “HEBOEAT, SR M BRI E .  “HEWT” ReiBsIRaTE HAE
Bk “HERT AT 5% B AR - BAELE T (14 7%) 5 EIN6.1%) A RIEIR TF, IRLE )\ EEY LA R
WA (17.9%) IXAAIL T 30h o 75 h % o I B i 15 97 2 AR AT & BTN S AR (0 B 0, A R0 e R 4
TEERME. CEM” BEIRE R E AR TUE S E AU @M AR5 S HEE LA BN ik 35.5%, #
B AR 4 47 2 ik v L ARVE 5 AR A 0 RV L o5 EU B J DR At S0 4 4 B s T A BT R BR, B JLEELR
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4.1, SHEH RS AR
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ECLEYE B4E T, (5K 5 HL(37.8%) A HE, (HIL WA FA B R, “wit” MES%
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H, YarREZBE SRR R F BN, WE—EREE LI 7 EERR i RS
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