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Abstract

The primary goal of reading is to comprehend textual information, known as reading comprehen-
sion, an ability crucial to children’s learning and development. This study aims to systematically
investigate three key factors influencing reading comprehension: reading frequency, contextual
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predictability, and morpheme position probability. The article will focus on analyzing and compar-
ing the mechanisms, similarities and differences, as well as the interrelationships among these fac-
tors in reading comprehension.
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1. 5|8

SOARBE R —MERIAT RN, WA R B SRR ) S DR A DLRT A 7 AAS [R] A
SR TARZ RE . MINEIR IR, BTN T 3 RO I 2 Bl R 8 B)VE 5 8 M AT 52 ) 2 )
(Hudson & Bergman, 1985; O’Regan & Jacobs, 1992). MKJEMIMERE, RN RCEHE T LS H
T PR AH S A e B RE . I AR BRI E 3 iy 4 (RAN)FITE S B I (Landerl et al., 2019; McBride-Chang
et al., 2005). SRTM, B IR AIAES5 Ao BRI B0 Pl e ek 3R A 8 AR s b B AR Bl s A2 v 22 g FR A
THREMA S, HpSCARRIES TSR . Ak, RIPEERFRIRAL 7 — AN oK T R 7w 2L [R5
R A FIE R

FEIX—80E, YT 7 AR R — 8 B0 T FE 5 B i s IR 5kig 5)),  7E b BEAl B PR 17 AH
K THEARAY . SR, PRl RO AU T ] JE e, IR R T AR S 0 X G e 1 1Y) 7 ) R FE (Perfett,
1985,2007). Ak, [T R M4 22 3 1T e 2 5 Ml B 150 R P I IR BRI Bt A R 9 ET 1

Bribz Ak, PCFRIE RN (Yan & Pan, 2023). M FEEE MR . IFRDOE RS KRG MHEAH
fro FAPFIR G R W, #BG4EE M E T . ASIRNE LR B B IR iE 3h A A2
AR 7E B AE 3R SCF AP SO A) 7 R B VR B, AR ARG & 1y I — N 5], K& 150~300
R —Fh i ) H T SRR, REHNE N 8. REEEFE BRY. BXFAEEEZ
[k R ESHFE CFARARAE, (HIE S B3 W2 @0 D0E A+ b s b sk . flan, 54570
D, 53 % FEE R 2653 Sl 5 W A B A AL () o 7 [ S ) LB AR LB (Y LU, i A i v A
[A], AW FL. W0E 6] B Sl A h IR S ) E B EE A T 3R B, 5 HARIE 5 —FF, R ErE,
BRI L AR . L A R T TN, R YA AN, R A (] (1) 32 BRI R 2R

MAB R —BERY, STERIEE NN TR R BER . N2 E, ED0E
P& 22 RS, AR MRS 215 K KIREER N400 fsr, S HiiE UG HE B R (Dambacher et
al., 2006; Kretzschmar et al., 2015); TEAT ARIUZTH, i TR 318 A AR AL TR BE AT, 3 IR
BFE] S BB [R) 5 B AT Fm A B SR A ARG, (R ke 28 38 B vy, i B 38 76 TP I B B T i BB R 4
FREE R 1A VC IR A (Ashby et al., 2005; Rayner et al., 2001). 13X —MUEEAE DUE SO [ 132 R RE 1S 21 £ 4E 1
IOUE: TR T IR PO AL N CARAR, 12 HE T RS BAT il &, 357 H P R Y i A
RS E (R H (Rayner et al., 2006). {HfFVER M)A, XFPFRINE RSN AR AL TR A2 H, 38
S — D RO JG B AE S M IS SR G IR BE S R0 . SREAENME 5T AW FURIESE 7T &0, 1B ST
PEAE N —FhESE & A7 £ B AN AL, ol R E R BRI IR RIS . s B
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GBAEEZEEN, REMEHEWARBELNES N TERE. AAERH, AMIEXDGER S d R,
TEFE A [ A7 B BN s M AN ], b a0 35 [R] — AN 18 5 (9 o S0 07 B AN 2 30 8 0 im) 15 (1)
SN2, 5 IR I RV PR AN [ 0 2 e 5 R Bl 1 07 2, R) b ) Y1 R 030 23 o Y - £ ] i 3 A2 ]
RIS [F) A7 B 75 ZERA VAT 1 — PR (), 2023),

MR HE TR RTC AR AR (40 McClelland & Rumelhart (1981)38 ELEERR . Davis (2001)) H 24H 234
B Taft (2004) 1) 2 2 BOEAERY), RS0 S0 R IE A B AR W SR IR 25, REfS R G0 T A [R5 0
T 773 Li 5 Pollatsek - S i Se 8 S AL — B e, WAV E4E Tl B 72, ILRe
s A TN IR Bk 42 AR K

ARSI T X E T A (2017) % T IE B N 82w 1]V T RSN 98, LR R A5 (2023 )% i) R A B
MERAE R SR 0T, REHRCHAM . 18 AL E SIBSE =# 7 SRS MBS X R WHERN
AT AR, HERKCE 2 B3 i = AL B G B SRR IR E I BREE . T SCH 2 i a1
BEVE R VR R, AR R AR iR /] R R B L B AR I 2 S R e 7 g TR T R IR

2. IBETHAR FiRN TR

FEDTE ) S B A AT T8 e 1B A B 0 TOUA 6T 1] 5 1R AT B, 6 B e TOURA A 1 ] 0 140 B[] B
/D FAR T M 3R] 1E (Clifton et al., 2016; Dambacher et al., 2006; Rayner, 1998, 2009). AAITENUESF S HI
SR, B A ] TR TE S RO BE AT T3R8 B BEAE (Schotter, Angele, & Rayner, 2012; Schotter, et al.,
2015; White et al., 2005). %7K B B % (Hyond & Pollatsek, 1998; Rayner, 2009)F1 A] Fllll {4 (Lavigne,
2000) 5] Tkt — DR LR, SEL FL B s in oty . IR SRR FARAE ) L3 () 3 - BRE 5 N R Bk IZ
B R AFAE H (Hyond & Olson, 1995). 5K T-15 5 PR 305 3l BRI 3l 8 e (14 2R 0 23 AR # A2 A8 FE R EE 73 47 07
AT . SSBIE S ERAEA L, TEREEE 23 M Rl T R BT E A SC I TN B o ZERXFME LR, 2
181 FH B 1t VR A A L A G P A B AE Gt 4 1 A Tt A1 (1 ] e s DA S s 25 AN I H 7K b ANk 22 S
(Kliegl et al, 2006).

2.1. FEFRAS A SIRCME. FiaazEE s misiln TERNESR

FEFESEFH SCA K R Bl AR, 33 7 20K HOGHRm SCAR AR B, DERICHE HE R . IR3hE
EEEEAR CHAIE IR HIE 7 B SO AR T R A RS AR A BUR LR . IR 20 FE F A O R FTE I =K
EEHEE, AL rmE 2 =B WA R 2 —, (Hudson & Bergman, 1985; Monsell et al., 1989; Sereno
& Rayner, 2000, 2003), #5458 iR AT FIUA 1 45 1] VAR 26 22 ELA'E FH 3R BT B 000 W] SO0 P 44 B 2 M ok 4] 35 1)
W SR . AR R AR PR, IEB ORI B4R B AR, I B UM AR 2R )
I B 5> TR T PE(Balota et al., 1985; Schustack et al., 1987), Jf ELia T8 414 J& 75 5 M Bk i 0 1 7 13
FRUEA BN, A EIRRE CER] B PRGN ATEE L AR 1 T R I 8] A2 W 4/ T Bk s A
HER) U (T TA), EH VT 2801, 15 5 0 AT F R X AT Bl 152k 1552 () B2 0 L 1) 5 4506 1) 5 ) B K (Rayner & Duffy,
1986; Rayner & Well, 1996; Rayner, 1998, 2009). Bkitf7 K52 2 RS S0 TH 5] F(Engbert et al.,
2005). BTSNy s I TR ER 2R, BE S5 PR TH s e s 1] 43 U R ¥k DAAE FIORL Y B A3 B B, %
B eSS EE . X — BRI R T A ENE S AR B LN E ERE g BSOS kN T
HRUE AR TR AT S M A S o PR R4, B AR B sk A B IR AR A 23 TG R I Ve
R ERAL I T Bt T OGRS -

22. BRSNS EFFN. BEFFHAERMGENTIHNER

FEESEINE S T L BARH L, 3 E 53 R 2 AR, BRI, 6 R 705 i 5
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TPEAF LR Z 22T, SRR 2 TR SR bR, 10 5 7 U AR R SRR LN o X 22 57 m] e R
ZHEAEEIN LA A R A

BABIURY, ESE SAEDOE R VI PR RBIEN . HBREAVI SRR S8R, JL R
BE5 1R B T 1k S i e P SN AFAE LS o BT o, FRATHEIE S I T R 5 hn T R A HAR A,
REFLRIR Bl 1 DR D) 3 B EI B . X — BRI B 15 5 SRR FT it — P B0k .

3. WRMESBEDIERIEPHOER

AR AR AW S IR BB ERBOR, 5 1 1A 3 AL B MR SRR 5 Yl i fE i s, DY
TSI 45 RN, W FAL BT P EAT N RAT 51 S, HI RN S BRI A RO 3] R
B TR R A BB RE R . EREERR, WE XA BRI TR R, Rehfait— P&
AN BN B RN T3 S R I B . eI AR RS AR R i ) B, 1A R AL B R R
HHARE FIFEMT o R SCRE 7 R I 2 R 3R AE b SCRTE IR 590 73 v B BAR A L Sz e mi e 2K

3.1. AR EHREFRCIRAN S 5P aERIE

AWFFCUESE, A F AL E MR XHANE R A 510 U)o BAAREEEH . BARRI A B2 S,
[ ERAE, ZEE S 2R ik A S0AE, ST — 5.

AR Li 5 Pollatsek (2011)FIE Bl S2 AR, A7 T-R000) FE P I B 2 S AT 380, gk i s 3
RN . FEVEAR H AR TR RS, A B Koot A B A5 B R0 0, i 36 A B 0w i R S Al
MR B A W RIEREE A E MR s, BOEACESR . BEERRA R R, S IR B A
O WAL B AT, A TSRAE R S A B A B OCH . 1A R bR A B S O — S, WEYI A
gt HA—E W EF A B B RECE Z IR, SFECEMR AT,

WA FEE G, DOERNC IR A F 2 GO A s oc i FE RS 3. | TAEE R A
GUFAE, O B R JE I 2 POl R — A B X S A R A B R R R RS, B
A G A B AL B R o TR AL BRI MR T IR M, SRS, AN IS HE R
P, A RIUAFI R AR LT,

WEFTR M, 1 i A B AR RV R B A L GBI R, N A1 R iA R A B T
%R INIRAS 2 TSR SR Taft (2004)F8 H U0 2100 T A B i) 328 EZA R B I0; Perea Al Lupker (2003)
() B AL 5 o 18 8 AL B AR ) SR N RIARFE SR s Ma 55 Li (2015) 3 — 5k sk 7 52 28 PEAOR 3] 15
TFPAR R R o X SRR SE R B TR RN LA A O AL . MOAEIALEIE, Davis (20011 H
RAHAGHERE R RS K i, B IR 0E IR . DOBT R FIFESCRRZ B Rk MES(2018)K
L A5 BAR 2 B3 KR A 454 Inhoff A1 Wu (2005) (K B (A ) /- R ¥, o ST RSl I6 M Je [ 4
MERERRRE, MBI INFI R . 2 A FH )] 1 98] 32 5 0 WA B DTG, 2l mi s -
SN R R, AT A SR A IR AR

3.2. ASRRHARALE SR L F A S ER RN

A FEAIE S 1) F AL B A S AR SR 1 s SRR s 25, TGS AR s s .
BUHRIZE T, Sl R B AR SRAE, TSR AR 7 i m L, DRI SE RAE B R A B AR . AR ER,
ATA I TR FETE 2 0 UR, AN 8 & (Rayner, 2009), I iE ZRAF 56 5 (0 i, 1A =07 B AS A
AN AR R R . ML N, mAIA AR B . I TR, AR RS R R s
AT O 78 BB RN, AT A S5 1 % 18] 3207 BAFAE ML, FERAC T 7 B b R AT R SR I 400 -

Chu 5 Leung (2005)#F— 45 tH, mditia LA H BT KA oA, JRHRHIE 5 bl 200 s RS )
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FEZ M E T AT, AR B A SR S AR LA R R R AR R AR B AR . i,
B R e I IATERSR UL B SC, MA Ry Ul IS sl s, b
B vt 3R] A X I P BE AR AL T

AW FCRTR, T 5" XIARPUR N, o0 B sk 2 e B BAA R AL, BE R R
MR AR 2R B 8 BRI R ) 5 18 SGE L . iR R AR SRR, DUERNCIN LR — sl i,
(RIS SR 3R 0 5 R R AR Z A R A L0 W 32 G oy Bl R S (A At e 73, i 48R )2 4%
DR Ly R ER S S v | i

FRT S, ARSA dy 8 P ACBA R ] S X 2% v vl AT Rl R 1A B8] R AL, [RIE B 22 DL Y
it 3R B A7 Al o XA RALRS VA AR AR I R B 5 52 B3] SRR AR (i B R L 15 SGEWI
S et —— 23 R RS WAL B, WIE Y SRR RCR B - T . A B, AR DR HE R R AL
A [ LSO BRME AR, G RENS FLR R R IR L, IR “ BRIt s (N TSRS PR 7 o0 R AL B AR JR
FRRFIEROACH, S BUA AL BRERAE S AR A AT AR -

MANRUR FEI F R 2 L B R AE DUE SN AR V) 0 P E A, IXAhRE I REL 1 i
FT KIS E I T R DAL B vt WU B B e A R, B 1B AL T I AE AR
B B IR 70 A, T LA RN ) 73 SR

ARARHT TR — 20 Se 1% AE 1 A R R U R IRANAR R Sl BTt FE BN [RE R, bRt JLEE
e B G N S SR TR R TR R A R A5 S R R 5 R ok, S0 v BRAR DU B 32 RE
(R AR R ) e B i () T IR A R 7R . [, S5 SRR A BRSO R B AE N Lin 3 A &
BRI AR AL 22 5, R D s DU B 152 R 22 St S AR (V) IE 4
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