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Abstract

As an important tool for global communication, English reading ability plays a crucial role in aca-
demic development during high school. However, many students encounter language ambiguity
during the reading process, leading to difficulties in understanding. Tolerance of ambiguity, as an
individual’s ability to cope with unclear or ambiguous language, may to some extent affect students’
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reading comprehension process and effectiveness. Through reviewing relevant literature both do-
mestically and internationally, it was found that students with high tolerance for ambiguity are bet-
ter able to understand texts containing ambiguous or multiple meanings, demonstrating strong
reading comprehension abilities. On the contrary, students with lower tolerance for ambiguity are
often prone to confusion when encountering ambiguous or unclear meanings in the text, which af-
fects their overall reading performance. Therefore, this study concludes by elaborating on how
teachers should focus on cultivating students’ tolerance for ambiguity, helping them better cope
with language ambiguity in reading, and enhancing their English reading abilities.
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