&
—

an

g 5

o

fif

e WT

]

-[_
L&

D svuensmtxe

o

M

o

1Y A

)

A

1

B

&

H

i

B



‘IL m.!i

A, o 144 X
D isvusnsmixn Bhnanee

iy
i
1l
) ] o g o
(b T4 1 A R A o
et R T B y o) | '
75y > i .
A 2 el 1 0 P i
Ryis L N B 2
i T Flal L%
3 y::' : Py |
; . )|
£ ni
" L Il
V 15
7
A
% y,

" %W;@kﬁkﬁ{&%&%Mﬁ

B i k & ingas



BB #ERN S B (CIP) MR

BESWAHERFEEERRIBRANA LS/ B
B . — ¥ .8 B RFHREE,2004. 12

(TSP 30E

ISBN 7-309-04256-5

I.2&... 0.%... N.BWA—ESH¥E PR
IV. H018. 4
o E R A B F1E CIP BiE ¥ (2004) %6 115823 &

BEEWMHEEFZEERERIBMIATLLLE
BER F

mEes 1hL k% wrmat

FETTEARE 5795 HE4E 200433
86-21-65118853(R1T&): 86-21-65109143 (MBI

fupnet@ fudanpress. com http: //www. fudanpress. com

BERE FRE
AR E REE
W@ A BXR

Rl AR

2004 £ 12 AE—RE—KEHA

% 850X1168 1/32
#* 5.625 W 1
W 126 F

x

ISBN 7-309-04256-5/G « 555

En
*
21l
L
K&
E ] =1

£ #r 10.00 7T

WA BB R AR T B A R AT IR AR
BEER RS



NERE

AHR-WEREEHEM LR TR
EREAKKAR, FAE - HAU DL B
WEERAREE,

LHAEFRRREBEME (F—.
SE) L RAELBRFR (=, NHE) RE
HABEE (FEE) $=84, £5%,

HEERTHERF AT %, UEREH
AEE, RALHEREMELED, RN
W3 A Mk SRR G HEH A R R,
HEERRUAREEE T ES ¥4 RF
TEEHEAMABLRFR, & H 0=
FEE.ABCEEREA, URHAKE
REEBIHHRASE P,



=2

BERE PR N(EE 50 5 E % %4 EEERLT BN
B ) — BB E] L R AR SR R B e S B
AT A N BRI A IR S BN, R ARBIERE
. EASEIE AR SE 12 3T R0 BE T A R R B
REBHKEEAELBOAE S, BARKBENEELTRE
KB b, M T B RE S RE , RBBIX LK.

ST VR B e 5 T B9 S0 SR I A, 2R AR AR AR
9Tk B 2 T B DU B, DR R T A
B —Fh KA B RS R M T A SR T
FEREAT . MAAE I T AT A » DR 5 R X T A 9 B i T
EENTABAEMSEBMTAR, MRERERT RN OEE
S , T B A ol U £ B0 B R AR SR P A, fE
A1 TE B B3 A AT 3 5 U7 7 69 2 7t 2 18 20 040 2 TR A 9
EER? E, M RN E R R R, TR
AR, AR TFRE R 5 B M, (L X OF 7 IF % 002 A e UF , AT
W LA R AT R AR AR A B, R B B
BOR R ; (ELXT T8 4 U7 1 MO 4 Sk, R 7= 2 B I 8 0 TR MK
B B, A0 A 2 A R R, 92 5 AT A9 45 8 B T AR
BB E RN S A MR BB R 0

DA [ 4 22 B BT S B B e A B 4 O SRR 2 A



2 BELSTAERFLBRERLENALLR

SETE T ML, BP 7 SR B 4 65 60 R, X AR, XA
KEMNARBSMIHFTRB IR, REEFRERTRGALZ
FWERTRBERERIENOM I, SR REBEXHEN
RHEAM. ERER XA EEFBIATLHAE, FTERREAS
HMELEHRERRRAREEREES W HERFAERERESM
T BAAR RS, AR —FRER R, R — A RN
BR.

ERRELABRD . EEBRTERERR L, RAT YiERE
MEBEE,RATRIMTESDN SEREE SRR,
LABE R V8 SCBOM D B 158 0 BB B £ i o, A ST A 0 T 5% [ 1 B A
BAMBAE  BARN TRAERREREHET ORAFEE, %
I A B A TS e SR AT 6 R R AR AR R R T
HERI.

FHEHBE =TS B-WOIAREREGREAHIEZ
WARRFILB b 6 MEBRWHR, S HERE ST HIEY
FEEATRE . BYXFRBER AXFRAAS 5 TREIX
FRUER AEAERARSETREIXARGER EFTRA
WEE5TRUXAEAERWMIAMTRERME @2
o 6 MERIRFAEI, BILRBLU L —KRERIERM;B=
W R RIS URBEARE.

EHPHRIILZBHEGRENR: BEERBRWLEBLEEE
RERIBHAOTRIERBER BAERMIHXSBETH3
TMERHTHERZEHRA, BETEARNLBSATEURE
EFRONEABEBEEEHFAMRS. REESRELESE
L. ARBRHMTHEXAE, BEMTHR L ESRENLE



)4 3

BREETERTHANMEROWAERFE. XTHRELTH
B A B TR E R A, BPE AR 5 W7 07 I % ik B R LR B
THAME,BRRHE:; RRTESXRNLBFEREE IR
FRBBUTFENRIERER, DEFERMWEEFLEEER
HEIBRMAAFRERDBER BAER.FRERNBBE ML
XEREBWMERY LSRR ERA A,

ZBEHPRRRAT & RFAE TR E A FKE, bR
ROVE— BN T B4R EERA S, 84 HRHE B R
ERAREENSEME. FHPHLBRMIRENBELZENRLERN
BEEEERB R THNKE, W - PBE T HEREHEL
B—EaE, VBT A XRBEANENERERERRAT .
B B, A% 45 BT 52 AR — T 5% 1 2 A DI ) 5 0 el B T 5
R —IEH KRB AN AR

B . RABEEEEERD, B8 0w RE R A,
UAENEVRKAEREF IR MERNRRARRS . &
S5, AEBE.

ERMAFHET SHRET #5

A,

“EFNER



XBREE

BEBEMOCRNCEBTEIAAREMATERSESER
MR AR . IR SN B MR R ER M EE R
Fou WA B MR RS TR ABE. WBBRAGIREMREEN AL
B, ST TR B RR AT AR U 0 3 A B B R M Rl B R A B B IS A
TREX. EX-FRT .EZFREEEFEE LHUBEFABLE
RBARRERENRTHRANDENR. ik, fEH U SMERE
R N BN, R BN B ik SN [ REKAESE,
LB 2335 SCHOM B AT W IEH R ERNRE . EXEER
FRR BT 5L 3 B SO B T B F SR B 1w Al B, R BRZ R R
EHRAR,RATESARNAESEEMNERFEBRER
AR ARSI T E S TRCRAA R 8. B Hh =184t
AEHAR ‘

F-MORFRERESBEEAD, QB —ENH &, £
ERGEEBRAEENMRERERMBANMBEERRHHE
ARTEARBEFRFTFENREARRFRN BN . FEILERM
. RETRFRBEME. .

BOMARIIER . AEBZFMNBENE,H 6 M LRA
B, XR1ERNIAZBERENT  BABSIER, LETIE
BREMEBZELRASKTHINMMRAWHERFAENRA
EAFREXAFEHMTEIMM TR, SRER. XREAHE



2 BESTAERFLFRERAEN NS LR

MTFREMM TR LS50 BAMRA, BENTER I BEERE
£,

T 2 MISEH 3 SR R O 5% 30 B A0 M R N 3 L 4 B LU RS
T 3ol 5 % R4 7E R 30 e B K T A SO T B4 G R A M
EBAKT LR, SRERI, HANRE B & 8 EEE )R
3 BRSO B B 45 U e 2 M Ak BOK O B TR,
HEER.

W 4 RIS 5 40 BRI T R B vk FUBR 543 57 k% BD A
Broisk SERE, KB T ARBRES RARS S FTXARER
SEBEBNBAERAT EMn TR 58D XEBEBE
BRFRXARBER N XEDLERONHES. ZREBF,
EFRARSSMRAERS, TRA S BRALA RGN T
B ERPERATRARS Sk Ry L, HERRt
T 5, BB A DR B E R E R 780 T 2648 8 600
B0 b, M0 B 3 T 0t B4 7 B D 5 0 v WA I L 2k LA
BB, ARG A 2 57, 878 W AR KB _E 58
RAEAHBEZ TR BAMNSEA.

SXPB S R ERARBHBR S EAAAS THT R T HAED
B3BBG LR SRRG RO TR, 32 6 RIIRM BAR, B T 38
FRRNRARRESETHANMERNFHERSEABTRES
B LM TERAMTRE, ZREV, ETRRTLB%A
FREEMENENEEETRTH 4SBT HES 24,

HEEARBITRABG, DBER, EENFRERES
B2 MERAFRALERETT BE. RA: BT RBEW
SBELEAESERTEN N TRE DR R Bk S E i TR



x FHE 3

REBFHINMFERWWHERFEMABESRBHNESESE
ARBEAURBERONEABRBSFEEHRANORS; REER
REBME L, AAEEKMON TEAMR, BENIHR L, &S
ARMEEURAEZTRTHANMFEENTAIEREE. FHR
TESE T HATE A GIBEAY £ JW A, BB 5 0T 0 IE % AR 3
UEMM TR, BEREE AR TETRBRWEEEER
ERABTRRBWEENBIARRH,NETREIHLE¥
AEFRREMRIBRNOTFREREER EEAER . ERELM
WG MEXE RAE BT LR,



ABSTRACT

As a favored study field of psycholinguistics, cognitive
sciences and artificial intelligence, much about discourse
comprehension remains unexplored. Preliminary research about
individual differences pertaining to discourse comprehension has
offered valuable clues, but special individuals’ difference in this
respect keeps untouched. It’s of great practical and theoretical
significance to delve into the nature of deaf students’ trouble in
reading so that we might solve this urgent problem in special
education fields concerning deaf students. The present research
finds its way right here to explore cognitively the reasons why
deaf students’ show mean comprehension in reading. The present
author mainly bases her paper on the updated discourse comprehension
theory for a comparison between careful subdivisions of the
processing models and processing results in reading of prelingual
deaf students and hearing students respectively, keeping it in
mind that the research is swerving from text-based study to
situational models investigation. Methodologically, the author
combines on-line research and off-line question-answering, taking
the average reading comprehension of Chinese discourses taught

in school as the selective standards for hearing control group.
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The book includes three parts, which are 5 chapters,

The initial part, which contains chapter 1 and chapter 2.
Provides a research framework founded on a general retrospective
study about discourse comprehension of hearing students and deaf
ones. The author also points out the prospective investigation
direction and problems concerning deaf students’ reading here.

The second part, which contains chapter 3 and chapter 4, is
a six-experiment. Research of which the first one, with time-
limited experimental materials, uses prime technique to compare
the processing model and results in sentence representation of
prelingual deaf students and hearing students 3 grades beneath.
It demonstrates that the same processing model is shared by the
two groups in sentence representation, but the experiment group
display distinct differences in processing results.

Experiment 2 and 3 apply self-paced press-response technique
to explore the variation of the two groups in local coherence and
global coherence and find no significant unlikeness.

The forth and fifth experiments utilize such as press-response
technique and eye-tracking method as well as the off-line of
comprehension questions answering in an attempt to distinguish
the two groups’ processing models and abilities in global
coherence with background-knowledge, their storage of evident
information, their establishment of local coherence and inhibition
of irrelevant information. The same processing model is detected

in global coherence; no apparent variation appears in local
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coherence and global coherence between the two groups, only at
the cost of longer time consumed of the experiment group; the
control group is superior to its counterpart in inhibition of irrelevant
information; the groups concerned show no dissimilarity in fixation
duration, fixation frequency and saccade distance but the
experiment group do exhibit a remarkably higher frequency in
fixation and regression.

Experiment 6 implements probe technique to compare the
processing models and results in background information
activation of prelingual deaf students and hearing students 4
grades below in the hope of accounting for the defects indicated
by the higher frequency of fixation and regression discovered in
the above experiment. The conclusion argues that prelingual deaf
students show apparent inferiority to hearing students 4 grades
below in background information activation.

The third part contains chapter 5. In conclusion, the range
of experiments in this paper demonstrate that prelingual deaf
students share the same processing model in sentence
representation, local coherence and global coherence with hearing
students 3 grades below, but it takes the former more time to
achieve equal results. In addition, though no variation turns up
concerning processing model in background information
activation, the experiment group is far more inferior to hearing
students 4 grades beneath in processing results. It's evident that

the current experiments verifies the mainstream idea about deaf
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students’ reading — deaf individuals share the same processing
model with their hearing counterparts in reading except that they
are lagged behind. Furthermore, parts of the ultimate reasons
why prelingual deaf students are in a inferior position in reading
lies mainly in the problems they are confronted with in sentence
representation, local coherence, global coherence, background
information activation, inhibition of irrelevant information

and etc.
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