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Abstract

This study focuses on the situation after the reform of the English reading comprehension section
in the 2019 middle school entrance examination in Chongqing. Through an in-depth analysis of the
four key dimensions—themes, texts, question types, and readability—of the English reading com-
prehension tests for the Chongqing middle school entrance examination from 2020 to 2024, it ex-
plores the multi-dimensional feedback effects on junior high school English reading teaching. The
study found that the middle school entrance examination English reading tests positively promoted
the alignment of teaching content with life, society, and culture, prompting teachers to focus on the
cultivation of students’ comprehensive abilities such as information extraction and logical reason-
ing in teaching methods. The setting of the readability of the test papers was also relatively scientific
and reasonable. However, some teachers overly focused on exam-taking skills, resulting in narrow
teaching content and single teaching methods. Students’ learning motivation was driven by scores,
and their autonomous reading interest and deep thinking ability were suppressed. Moreover, the
proposition in terms of theme balance, proportion of non-continuous texts, proportion of high-or-
der thinking question types, and gradient design of readability had room for improvement. Based
on this, this paper proposes targeted suggestions, hoping that teachers can optimize the selection
of teaching content, enrich teaching methods, cultivate students’ good reading habits, and promote
their professional development, so as to correctly exert the guiding role of the middle school en-
trance examination English reading tests and cultivate students’ comprehensive reading literacy
and lifelong learning ability. This study provides beneficial references for the practice of junior high
school English reading teaching in Chongqing and offers empirical evidence and improvement sug-
gestions for the improvement of the education evaluation system. In the future, it can further track
and investigate the long-term impact of the feedback effect of the middle school entrance examina-
tion English reading tests and the effectiveness of teaching intervention strategies.
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2.1. PEZERIEIBENIK

P BV B S T BB R B T R R b 2 T D SR AR A 1 S AL S .
WH I Z AR FEM . AR, WEIRAT. PO, VUSSR, A HE
AeiE L SCAEE . BRI RIS AR, SR AR S I B R TR b, 2
RO, AR, HUR M, WS AR, AT . SR AR LA B i
VIZH . TEASTEM. 15 BRI LRI £ Oy T P B . X — AR SR e T S A i B R
BURIIR . FRARMS BIAE A, SR R AR S LA B R I R bR . —, IR R T B IR
A EES K.

P Y AR T R R P R M, B R AR R A E A AR, T
A AR M . AT GG Fr, TR A AR ML I IR ) B A R AR,
PR AR . IR B (S B TE R e . RAS RS LM X 1 P i B R L S
W25 T TAEE— 25 5, (EL B SL AR 40 (0 A3 5 bRk, 3o o™ 2 1 PR S B 5 g 7 o 5 0 i o
(O EE . B, (EHC AR, SO R T A 1 R S SRR T, 4R 2 A 1 DR L A
FRARAE ST, LS ot S B PR OB o RTINS 260 2 A 0 P MR ST TR, 3 9 2 2R 0
LR, RTINS B

22. RR1ER

TETE 5 MHASIE, 3R AEH (washback), TRFR IR 08B 5 8, 38 5 48— T 5 100 T BOm A 4=
A R I 45 BT P= AR RS . [ 1993 4E Alderson AT Wall 32 H 15 WU R 1E B &5, 35 & Mk
RN RN QBB M [1] . XS NBORI I A2 . 7k #ERE. P FRRE. RS2 A
HFE, REMR TS M BT Re 2= AR, FERA NS T IX Legmm (38 fE DL e 1T

Alderson 1 Hamp-Lyons (1996)% s #kAF - IEAT T 4h 78, $if th AN [RI380MR 5 A 22 52 BIAS [6] ) Pk AR
R, X EEme [ SR %, SR GGFE REA AR o T X 28 e SR AE B 1 BA A% Hughes (1993)%
RIEF=AZHEN 3 5% . Mg R K5 E[2], Bailey (1996)) 8 T SR E AR A3]. iZFH AN
Ry O T I 2 R R 5 A ) 5 DY SRR AR BRI, 8 TR 5 M T PR B BROSORR A A ) 5 ) s
R XA R T RIRER R 2, R ITE BE 3 &5 2 f AR 2 S, T X
HEZ M.

Bachman #1 Palmer (1996) U4, — Tt i) & SR E i At B E RAILEoE, HxrEee A
2 ST B A R S A8 I PR S R A FHI[4] . Watanabe (1997, 2004) [5]3E— 35 % S #R AV FH A BAR4E 5 34T
T9tE, BAE B AR (specificity) . 5EFE (intensity) FZEET[E](length) 7 B % (intentionality) A1 14 Ji (value) &
HANTT I IXEEHER I M IRIRAE R 5 X B MR FE 20 T e T IR Va2 ALZATHL
i, AR SEUERE LR T e SR it 1 IR S BB JE R AN S HHESE

MIXLEHE FE R T AE H, RARAE FAETE & Wl B S AL B B 5 o B2 A A
TEFI BN, AN EINBFE NS FAEEISE RIS 2 SRR .. 15 brEE
o, FOUMRLFE S AR B R IRVE R A M, BEEER] A AR S PR A F R 7, 3R i &
LG T3 G T W FRAE IR R 2 R R R AN RIS o RN, 3808 B B 7R T H AT St 2
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3. BT 2020~2024 £ FKiFRIEEBRNR R G 98

7E 2019 4F 5P T o 2 S0 P SR B AR OO 2 /0, B 4 RO, ST 15 JEEH, MEN
304y, M A, R EHEMMES R, B8 A, B. C. D. EHRBE N, SHEEMNG 41 HEH
59 @, JL 19 /NI, ST E 354y, Hih, 5541 & 43 NN A RSO, A1 ;5B 44 %59 fll
SRR, B2 5y, ERTTHEINERES N AL BHE. 2020 5 2024 4, 35 EHERXSE,
HERGWEE 5 MRECE, Bl 25 /. NRIERE e i mE S e, A0t 43 25
ROCEEHET T VEAR T . 4% Bachman (1990)FT HE 18 & MINRAT SRR AE BRI, LA S 52 11 4R (2007 ) il 12 F) )
AR R S WTHESE[6], ASHIF 704 M I 152 S 2 1) 32 R0 VB R R o o AR B T DA K B s R I DO 4
X L B SR AT A TR AN BRI NT, DA R 25 DG T Hp 2 60 [l 13 2 A D TE i R i B i S
e, BRI OO B B S R IR, OB SRR A IMEN S E SRR

3.1. £/

TR e SR A, R e R I R A HE R S, AR 4E Bachman (1996)FIML AR, 1 EATA]
PR “CERPARMNE” , JFEIEN ARG RIETEMZHE . NSRS, AT B R
SR ARG AN . BAKTT S, 5L R 0 R 8 1 B AR, T A S22 0T ) — 3 A
XPAAER, ATRES SECE G R AL TYE, BEM M RETR I A RO EX — [, ik
WHBON GBI E TR, LA ORI 25 A4 BEAE AR 21 (R iR 2 i B dEAT 24

(XA A TERRAIRE022 FiR)) W AT 7 RG0K, IR I BRI S =K NS
B NS5Ha. ASEART]. REFEESAPONE SRRSO AR F S S 3248 7T sfa R, @
NIEFFIRE 1A BN, N, EEIESAHES 7B SEMMMENSEER, fif5
AAMGEFIRIR R, EREEARE M E R BB IE RS RE, AIMERE T2 A% 0 R IR A A .

AHFMRE NS B NStha. NSAER=KITERE, H45 7 2020 42 2024 )% Jeik[H
BRI R B, R L.

Table 1. Chongqing high school entrance examination English reading topic data table in 2020~2024
7= 1. 2020~2024 EXHEHIBFIZTAMBHER

G AN5aHK TR YNS=E/S
2020 (A %) 2 2 1
2021 (A 45) 1 2 2
2022 F(A 45) 2 2 1
2023 (A #5) 1 2 2
2024 F(A %) 1 3 1

Mt 7 11 7

op=d 28% 44% 28%

P35 1R, 2020~2024 SFE PR E IR R B A B b, NS B s, A F]
44%, L1175 “ASER” 5 “ANS58R” EBELHE, %504 28%, 72HlH 7 KXE, BERE,

DOI: 10.12677/ces.2026.141083 675 eSS G=R I


https://doi.org/10.12677/ces.2026.141083

HHRAY

BB BB, H “ANSHa” FEIRA G 3 AL X E R 25 301 [ A
R B S ) T A A S SN BR LS A R, IR KA R BRI SI R . NBR R RS,
YRS ERLRKAREY), 5 THKA AN S B, BR2Et e tE RS s
He

SEEWRFEHERE,  (CUSHE FIERFEARHEQ022 FRR)) Bkl 43 1 =K 3 RYE s A e Sed Rl 13
BERAE T I AOHEZL S0 [, s TN A2 s0fE . BRSNS A . T E R
BT P AR 1A £ PR G IRIEARHE R EOR, RBL T BO AT 0 1 U i . (AERERRZ, X
TR 22 RN 5 S0 2 T 22 TF) W BEAFAE — € I iR AL, RS Bachman (1996) 00 £, i T HAKEA TR
AT e 3 BN S AL R T S22 5 M BUR S 22, SoMa 5wl ATk DL, FE i B 125 R
Mgt tE, WNSGEEMAEYIE, SREEFRE S R 2R A BB AR AR 52 AU A, 38 G TR 3 ROt
TM3& R G R AN

gi bRk, H PR rh 2 s ] B AR AE TR Y R RN MER TR T, R M ES
Ao AR AT AESL A b, BE— DA AU A, RN AR = K W, [ I SR
PEE S SRR, DUSE S M Gt 2 AR S B S R TR A A AT

3.2. i@

FERE AT, REERD RO SRE, 0 Tt B RN B ORI R A E
B BT AR A SOA, A LR AR TSRS T AR R EE S 2R, R
PREIBAAR R A R SV SOR AR SR SO PR o IE SV SO B XTS5k 1280
WWISC, NISC. AR dkllly BE . BISCRE B AIE R, X SORIER DU P15 R % BT AN 25 4 52
BN AT AR R R R A A S BRI R A R T ARIE S SO A R
Bloss BI04, eATEs UEM. fse s A2 PO E,  9R U(E SHPROE SR ORI 2 A -
(S5 HHHERRERRME(2022 £EAR)) XTERRAL A ZORRIL 12 AthE . SR PEALE B . SRRt
PR 7 22 A BE S SR SR 2 S P iR L B RS TR 2K, DR R S 4T R R SC A s 38 P PR D SR ik
WA ZEH T AFX A S 5, AT 2 AEEARRE A b RGeS, @R
o XEE AT PN 75 N 2 AR AR« IR AN SE ST B BORULECS,  DABOR 52 AR 1 2 ST AT B A5 0
AT (U BE TR RIEARHE(2022 4ERR) ) AFERR BI04 T 2020 4R 2 2024 4EHY
o Sl S R I R R SRR, L 2.

Table 2. Chongging high school entrance examination English reading passage data table in 2020~2024
2. 2020~2024 ERHERIERITIERBIER

2020 4 2021 4 2022 4 2023 4 2024 4F
(A) (A) (A) (A) (A %)
H# G A C
LR c C B\D D D
Yi A B\D\E D\E E B\C\E E
NS A A A A A
T I E C B
TAR
WIBARIE R
H BRI B
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e 2 [k, 2020 & 2024 4P HOE BT R AL, R T i i AN R R A
HFRRE . @ TS ORI S SR A AR, PTDUR I, SRR S R, JRESHE
SCA 5 HUARAG . ERUC 15 B SORT R, FH SR D AR 0 Hh M A s s B R 8 . ML, RSkt
SCARWEIRR . ) EAAEANNF I, X 3R a3 I SR SCAR I EALAR AR, JEH, B
BB R DRGSR AN &, FrER LB D . M5 iE R A e AU Ui ORI SCTE D ik
FRFSE I, T R AN B A AR AT R A B, B ) e A . X AT REE
T R A G5 SCAR B AR AT DA KOG 3B 61 R T U RS A .

REEFTGER LG, (A EE L GiB R B PR PR AR & (U5 2 E T R AR E (2022 4
FR)Y PSR o SR SOA i AU BH SCRE 8 5 3805 1 2 AR R 1 4 0 1 R 45 ) e B 1 B i e
T AR S SCAS DU 5 1 5 2 RO DR SR BRI AL e B AR o A 03 B R T ) 3 S AR B T iy RO %o St A
R S

BROCAR G AL, AR T — 0 R TE R MG B 45 58 SHRHE. TR, 1AL R A IR
S F R R, B DARAR WIS v s UEEH SO AT . 228, 20 5 R R A, 1R
T GRS T ) OR[N SCan 45 3@ EnaE, EEEE R, REMEAERE L. (HRER
2, WOR SO IR ARAG, HEvZ 528 “ E5K - B4 - KB 41, X SECEAEZHIRIE
SRHERBYE TSR =Z RG0SR soh, RS SOR (B 5 AR D, H2 A0 E B 1B,
KRB EFAEREZIUEE B SCAR AR

CE LRI, HR A BB R DR S SO &, R RIEICAUC. BB SRR SCEE R 4
T, MARESE SO S LU mAR, BB R o 1 Ph o A 2% B iy A0 70 18 R S ALk % b o i 1) T
G, DR AT L OB R SR SR . SR, KB AE RS A 2 0 e D v KT i 2 R ) 2 A X 30
RAS BALFERE JI B F5 o AR SR Ay AT 3@ 2 3 0 =l 7 SR SOAR R M R TR R L), s E PR T R B
VB DR SR R ) A THT R B A, DU B AT R 3 A 2 AR Y ) A RS B R TR

3.3 A&

MR LS5 H0H FEEIRRERRME(2022 SEAR) ) W18 5 BCREFPI “ 87 AOREOR, AN PRI 4] h Halk 2R
SV v AR AE S U, DA Alderson 2 1) 8 A LB BLE BE SR RV HEMT AR, SR, B
AR AR VRO IR . SR, AHETURE 2020~2024 45 H KT DL [ 1 AR DI
FIREAL Iy 9 9 38, WAL 3.

Table 3. Data table of English reading question types for Chongqing high school entrance examination in 2020~2024
% 3.2020~2024 EXFERIFRIEH B IR

2mq¢ zm;i 2mg$ zmgi 2m4$ foe Ll

(A %) (A %) (A %) (A %) (A %)
ZH AR 11 9 8 9 9 46 48%
EN=PN-Vi 1 2 1 1 1 6 6%
ER & 2 2 1 1 2 8 8%
HERE ) Wy R 2 2 3 2 1 10 11%
Sy B 2 1 1 2 2 8 8%
1E# = B8 0 0 2 2 2 6 6%
7 1% A) 8 0 1 1 1 2 5 5%
SCEAREE 1 1 1 1 0 4 4%
AR 0 1 1 0 0 2 2%
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7 3%} 2020~2024 A7 B P 2 S0 B AL BEAT 1 3 2R Ge T, 45 R WS AT B R & B e, 1k 48%,
L 46 B, XK AT N A BRBE BB AN EMN, FFERRERAER “3” MEsR, dEEE BRI
REJJHIEE IR, £ B REM G E 6%, Al 2 i i S8 2% A 2 AR G 46 . fEIR SCE RO IIRE T . 18]
X DR o5 BY 8%, ¥ H 2% A 2 A 4 G TR B I ] SCIRTRE 7, 2 (R SR A 1 B B — 3 HEER AT 5 L 11%,
FEEE LR RGBS E S HERTRE ), Il B4R EIk . 850 BUl fEE IR, S HE )
SCEAAEE. BRI A& A ], HSAR & R

gp LRrid, PR R g [ 15 AR SR DA B Ay 2, FLAREIRY |5 PR G I, AR b EE
ZOPA R AT, BONEEEY ., KERRET), BT SRR H P S B sk DL R K R
REJINE pi, Rl TR REMAE N B, RS A S R4 4T IEAE R R I B, H AN [H
BB LB AR, W R MCE ARSI IR, B G HRIER . ARk RN — 25 Ak
RAGERY, S0 T R S = B A A A (1 LA, 98 A SR SR AR A (A, DA 7R A 45
BRI RS
3.4. BELWAHIERX

Rt — D 7R T R AU LA e B A e, AT 2 AL S AL 1 B AR E T IR (Anderson &
Krathwohl, 2001) [8], L@ RT I EAANAZ K, BARZE R F % 4 FioR.

Table 4. Cognitive level distribution table of Chongging high school entrance examination English reading in 2020~2024
F 4.2020~2024 ERHERIFFZTMEIAMB R R

IWHIZ IR X R A s i E
2z REL T BV 54 57%
i fif FE R, G585 B 14 15%
82 F 73 ik 6 5 5%
v LA R R 16 17%
A (B AR HI) 0 0%
Bli& (CEE) 0 0%

Pt A BE BoR, WIS SEARSE  Eh ik 72%, WG 17%, VPO 5 A& g et
Peo XYL AT B SN BUE BARBUMER R BV E O, XEbr BRI EEYEA L. X —aml
1) °] e S ECUTE B W “ e AL - Ao R, 2R 2RI B BRI S B0
IBRESTHIRE IR

35. SiEE

SCAR G 13 BE AR 1 2 SO ) 52 5 B 1) N ZE A ) 7% P (Gamison, Lu & Eckert, 2013) [9] £ % b 91 b 152
o, REREE R, BOMAEAT: 75 2 B0 g 45 5 152 P 55 07 THE A 1R SCARAE 200 1 3 i A 25
FEVE I, BT 3 tH 75 B X ) 150 P 6 36 1 S AR SO JiR SO AR AT i T 42 HE 45 0 ) 0 P
3R[10].

AHF 72 4# ] Flesch Reading Ease (FRE) ! Flesch-Kincaid Grade Level (FKGL)A R, 15 2020~2024 4
DT A 25 S0 SR AR Y 5 S [11], WK 5.
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Table 5. Chongging high school entrance examination English reading readability data table in 2020~2024
Fz 5. 2020~2024 EXHEKIBFIL 5 ILE HER

2020 4 2021 4 2022 4 2023 4 2024 4

(A %) (A %) (A %) (A %) (A %)

A 78.3 775 84.2 82.1 80.4

B 65.2 85.6 71.2 73.6 62.9

C 74.1 63.7 64.5 61.5 68.5

D 55.8 58.9 62.1 66.8 60.7

E 57.1 56.3 59.8 58.3 61.0

FRIME 66.1 68.4 68.4 68.5 66.7

%5 K SiEESYE, 18T Flesch Reading Ease (FRE) 1 Flesch-Kincaid Grade Level (FKGL) PN & britt
TR . BEKRE, SEMIFERR, SORSGEEEANFFEG AL E ks, (HERAR IR A
MEFETE RN o 3X — 5 B BE /KIS AR RF A ) P AR I DB D B 66 0 R R A s RR AR ARME M R, BRAE A 205
AR 1 R SRR R JT, SO BT IR M B o vy T A 0 90 25 A eV X

MEARSCAS T, A R 5 3 w5 e, G0 2022 E ) A RSIAEI T 84.2, R SCATE A G5 TN
WVCIE R EEONTER, & R A A BB . T D ) 2 s B A XIS, T 2020 4 ) D X
N 55.8, VLA REA SR A ER MR, XS A i D S Re A iR T R m R . X 5 1
2 A BT X o ANRDKF 2 AR R B B e 70, 3o 1 B i X A Rtk . IR B, Al i AN R SO
(1) 5 B BEREAT T A AT RHAE /DA — e 5 5 B SR (A ) — s AR 5 3 SUAR (D Fi), XA iHBE
TRE TG ERERX 23 B, AR T AR BRI AT S . [N, SEMRFESS
PR R AR R, RO B A SO b L B — s AR e M S

LE EPTIR, 2020~2024 A K 25 v B S ER A SCAR IR 2 B BE B VHAR I 1R AT A B iy
G SRR, BORAERERA X R, XREEN A JZ R AR 2 SK . RoRamdr, W]
DA SO 5y B B oA 38 2 3G I S FE SCAR I A, DL SRS v b 7 A A Y R 3R TR . [RIE,
iR AR DR R AR HE AN 22 S B, A SCAMEE 5 22 A ey R R AR FF [R5, DI B 74 2 v 25 0ok
B S EAE

4. PEZGEFIEMAN ISR FNRZIER
4.1 NEFARTEFHRRIER

MG S HE IR RIEARHE(2022 FhR)) MK, KA IR N EE S T A S
o NEHE. NEAR=KENE, HUANSHETEESCE ST &g HUm e £ WA ik
B EEEMIT A EA . AR A SRS RN A, e I 2 A . FUT R
FRIEFEAENNBK . HEAAE . ARMET I B SR, DG B R . XM e
B oA A AR 2 S I R S B A LR, B IR AL & SURIBON SRR, DA R K A i R B L

RAEHEREBEHE, HEAITE N RE L RERM 2 S FUTERFEHARRI, ATREd 152
TE MG 2% 1A A T A T — 1 B AN L AR 2 P (B B R A AR 5 R PR T B S R 9,
— L8 B AR (0 N AR SCAG R R BER LA, 2 (2 AR R AN R QU R IR B R A AN ), AT
BRI B BE R TR
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4.2. WNBEFHFFEANRRIER

HPRT A A S B e Il i R A B Oy T, GRS B R BSOS A b A
S0 IXARAEBUMAE B ik G IR AR SRR RS I RE AT, RTINS S BT SC 25 B8 1A B A2 AR HE B g
WIUIGR. T R AN R EARAE /1, #UN SR 2 M #eA T3, WbRaENE . R My Wi
HERR 2555 . UM 5] S o AR Bl AR v 2t U G BEA A S i /), B e B A s[RI, i
RN R, HiFrA R e

BT WU R A [ 52, M AT RE 2 Id e RTINS, 102 1 X 22 A B AT 3
BIEERE I HIBE IR B, BOWFRES kA RELRCIRMR P B H, DR M2 B AR &, (HIX
RS BURAT B S RIS 4, ShZ BRI B S HE Fy. sAh, BOWRRE &l 1o ARk
BRI EENE, R 1A IR O RS PR SO AR [12] -

4.3. MFERESIRFRARZIEA

H IR AL (R 22 A R R B e (0 I BT O 7RI, AR @ IREAT B SR ), B B B
FERPEMERE ST . 2B G B H B LT (8], SR PR o [, 3 Bl AN [R) SR A ) B 1544
B SRS S RN TRI, MY IR AN [ SCASTE AR & I b R

B FECAER BB I BT e T IR, FECINGON H K, SR T A S R BT 2 . 2
Az wr fig RS R B S 2 BRI RL, T A T A AT e (0 Pl 132 B SR DR 1R 1) Bl 152 2] 5 T i
BUp AR WG Sk Z RPER I BRI B0 J0, AR T & B2 S RE IR IR

4.4, WEIMELE RO RIRIER

MBCEERE IR, BIMFTRIRANT BRSNS ER, KREMATAWIRRE 80 5%, ,
La] 5% 77 S AR RO FEFE AT 58 D AENC BTG, IR B B#EEae 1. A5 VRFEE, AR EIR
WA Z R E 241, BUNFET Z AR BAMERT A, XA BT 5 At A0 50 R T A1 AR
B, @Rt RIE.

B3R K 7 v BEAF ¥4 B0 T ooy e 8, MWmEZEE R A T 8 —riEn 7=, i BAE R
SIRVEAG 22 . IXATREFR 1) T HUM N Z oAb 2R RS A 2K, Il H A I ME1E2= >, #Emsm T #
TR RN
5. BERR
5.1. A BFEARIEE

UMK YE XL 55 B TOE IRFEPRME (2022 SRR Y FIEESR, 456 A 25 T i [ 1523k i) =36 R4 A ks s
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