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The Roles of Varpus Character [)ecod ng Sk 1]ls
m Childrer sReadng A cquisition

HU Tian tn€ TAO Shd XU Qinmei BIHongyar
(1 StateKey Laporatory of CognitiveNeuroscience and [ eam lng Beijng Nom alUniversity Beijng 100875
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Abstract [eaming hov 10 decode the Print is the Prina1y task Pr children after enering nto elamentary schoo]
Decoding is ahout converting written s¥mho|s nto sound and mean ng Researchers often tsted decadmng skills by
word readng accuracy grapheme phonane correspond ng rujes ( GRC mjes) usng and word reading fluency n
alphabetic Janguages such as English decoding was repeated V revealed as P hying an inportant oJe in reading for
early graders However the inportancem ght decrease as children entered nto higher grades In Chines’e tere
are a lar€e nunper of semantgc— Phonetjc canpound character§ which contapn a senantic canponent Hat gves a
clue tomeaning and a Phonetjc canponent thatmay gyve a clue 0 pronunciat'pr} In con trast 10 Eng]'}s];l there are
no direct and transparent corresponding rules ke GPC for Chinese character reading (Chinese character decod ng
skills also can he examined w ith respect t0 character reading accuracy Chinese character orthograp hY.-PhHLono pgY
and ortho8raphy— semantic connection mles and characer reading fluency

The Present study ained t0 exanine the mles of varjous Chmese characer decoding skills m Chinese read ng
canPrehenspn among native Chinese— speaking chillen in gradep and gradeq One hundred and wop™ graders
(45 boYs 57 girls mean age=g 33 Years S=() 33) and]06 4" 8raders(50 Vs 56 Lirls mean age= 10, 43
year§ =0 35) canPleted Chinese language canprehension test Chhese read ing€ canprehen sjon est Chinese
character readng accuracy est Chmese characer readng fluency test Phonetic decoding and samantic radical
decading st

Resuits showed that after contro]|ng for he effects of Chinese Janguage Ccmplehensiop Chinese character
decadmg skills si€nifcantly accounted Pr consideraphle anmount of vargnce of Chmese reading canprehension at
bothp™ grade and4" grade Among the pur charcter decod ng skills afier conto][ng for the effects of language
canprehenspn and other Chinese character decod ng skills characer reading accuracy sgnificantly accounted for
un flue variance of Chinese reading canpPrehension n hoth 2"d grade ar1d4“ gradg character reading fluency
accounted {orun Jue varjance of Chinese readng camprehension n theznd grade but not in 1he4“’ grade Phonetic
decading and smantic decoding didre t account {or unjue variance n ejher grades significantly These results
were discussed wWith reect t0 the educatpnal mp fications of Chinese reading€ pstruction jn elanentary grades
Key words read pg comprehensop  decodn@ reading accuracy reading fluency pupj]
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