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2007), RIS AR 7K AY 27 AR i 00 JRe s R B P 2
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I58] 152 17 W9 S5 ) ) i J S I BEPI o o TR o A [ia] 8 R
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RE I A % o il R 2 AR 4 - I8 R B A X
(Ehri, 2000), [Feisi & o7 in P g iE 2R, o miso
FIE AR LZ MR, W OSSR
SR (Verhoeven & Perfetti, 2011), WT5 2 h &
B SORESR IR By B R R, RIESE, T
Ak, &F4E, 1999), Venezky (199948 T 5454 T
FEMEX, E—HAE R E g R, X
— T B SR AR T G R AR JRAETER A
KRS . WS il R SaB R 250 7 i in 1
(Verhoeven & Perfetti, 2003)fie#F T 1EH1 5 TE B 4
tho i ERAT LA R GI R Ee 2 S,
BREREFREIN T B EEER .

J18h, DOERE SR E T3 AR T i
FEEME, B, DURRRE T, SRR SUHIE
TN, FRRIE TR, RAEE ONA &1
B, WUFFIREHE 57T R IE B R VI G
HIR, DU ZE % 17 (morphosyllabic)ifi &, WiH
AYTE R A TR O AR, 3 — A8 R —
WER, HFIUOE—H T BRSNS, N TREE
ZFYRE L, HR GIHRZ S — 2
WA G R G, B4 DGE = FE MR
Ko HERREE/DIE LRIT, X HH R M EATFHERAE
Ph Keiz 8 22 20 G F000) 2 2R 52 2 ih R i Y g
1 B8 K &R (Carlisle, 2010), J& Q] 5 i 3 8
TS K R IA AN TE R

T PEE L F (Apel & Lawrence, 2011; Deacon,
Wade-Woolley, & Kirby, 2007; Roman, Kirby, Parrila,
Wade-Woolley, & Deacon, 2009)if 2 UEHF 58 (Wu
et al., 2009; McBride-Chang, Shu, Zhou, Wat, & Wagner,
2003; Shu, McBride-Chang, Wu, & Liu, 2006)1) %
P8 2 R XS AN I ] g B Y S am] U B A B B
MVER], HF TER /2 #HE(Verhoeven & Perfetti,
2003), %41, Apel #1 Lawrence (2011)JE A T —4F2%
BOE LT, ARBER B IHO TR IE R LT
IR AIRE F1; Shu &8 A (2006)HF 5% th 36 W 15 R &N
SE DU LB SRR B S A T A S R, S A
AR REEIE 0.51, SR I LLAF 52 T 2 b 2 4400 4
P 7 R P B J B T AR e 2 (R A TN AR, 42
PR B R T . A Y (McMaster,
Fuchs, Fuchs, & Compton, 2005)iA %} JL# 15 5 fE
TT I PPAG AR B 5~ B 8] 55 A 7K, i HLA 2L
G ILE R R JRHE, X LEE T e KR
BAH LKV RS % 580 B S L. /N
B LB ia) 2 o] 1y 2L, RS (FE B, 2%

W, LB, BREM, AREE, 2014)K W], DUEILE
N T 46 D0 U BE ) BEAR 8% & AT B W i 42
Tho L, Xt 177 24 —4FgD0E LIE R4 2EA T
— At 3 YA BB BRI (M58 4%, 2018) K LA
AR PR E T TR GG K, (HIF
2 T i B 1) A R

R NG SR, i ES T s B
A B F W KERIFE SCFIIR R BRR
EIARHINT 5 5 &2 %] (Good, Lance, & Rainey, 2015;
Green et al., 2003; Kemp, 2006; Nagy, Berninger,
Abbott, Vaughan, & Vermeulen, 2003). 4, Apel,
Wilson-Fowler, Brimo A1 Perrin (2012)A44% WriJF 5%
FETEE 88 K —FHILE, SR KIMIERER
b O T R A LB R OE R L B A T 56
G XIINEE R 115 44 33 )L E HYIE ER T 5 (Deacon,
Kirby, & Casselman-Bell, 2009) & /R 7EFE 6] T 1Q.
Pdidr 4 . EHCIZ AR S R, ER IR A
T WIAEJE I BES 45 . Pittas 11 Nunes (2014) 1] A%
W FIE R AR 45 G DT RN A I LB AT T E, &
PAEFE ] 1Q i & SRR — R E R SIREA
TN — AR W 4, BB D — YU IE R
RS T 8 NMAFIRE A, DUETE R
Wit 5 (R, (W E, feZRa, FRfE, Pritry,
2016) /R TEREAS /N2 B BB R R X LE IR S
AW, W T —BONEES) . HIEREEL iR
RN IETFEERARE A, RN
fipkE TR, L BRSBTS 15%. 7%, 3%H)
W5, CAMNBUETTS (RS, 2016; T
T 2017, Tong, McBride-Chang, Shu, & Wong,
2009)Z KK 40T, Toi S22 R4 RS/
PR BRI . 7T A AR TR TRME L Y 52
WWTIE, B2 Tong 55 NMYEEDRIHT, M T7E
FAI A SO EILENITERE . BiRPE
B ST G RN DUER B 5T S PR Y 2 T R R
HRFIKFRIFEM, B0 ZEOWTE K R B R Tie

Zi b, WFFERM] T R R AN I ] A B9
FUUIAUT S 2w/, HiR R O 8 AR

B30 1) TN L %o S s ) 0 S LA S e S
AT ARER T A [ 38—, DUFIR BT S
B R TR ERER; 5B, 1ER BRG]
FT 5 35 R SRR RS2 E R4 TP
SCF R ST IE 45 HE (Carreker et al., 2007; Kempe
et al., 2011; Pfost et al., 2012), HItASHFZE 42 H
B 1 PUFPFOIRINT S Y e 2 B E R4 [,
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BETHR A i R o e S R &
J&(Verhoeven & Perfetti, 2003) M 15 & & {4 G
JLHE RS R R EZEMEEFE 4%, 2016; McBride-
Chang et al, 2003; Tong et al, 2009), ASHF5THEH K
W2 IR BB DU AT 5 () & Rk .
AN, EAHBIFE(Apel & Lawrence, 2011; 50T, 58
K, WL, KB, {HHr#, 2011; Shu et al., 2006;
Tong et al., 2009)IA N —MAFIRE Sy . & EIR . IE
FEBVGEWJLENES, Wik = H A5 bR
S il AE A THRAE
2 ik
2.1 #ik

SR AR IURE A 77 =X, 690 1L VG 48 I ¥4 T V4 e
INEE— AR 149 NAERIBEEXT S, A 80 N, L
A 69 No A 22 ZEEAETR, TR 15%, K
P I e —IRIY 127 NN R AT SR . ettt
R, R U AR LR B IR TE AR IR [1(147) =
—0.49, p = 0.63]. —MINFIHETI[1(147) = 0.52, p =
0.617. TEFA(1)=0.02, p=0.88] M EHRELR,
MR BT SCHOM R S e, AR A BB 1 5 g 3 5
I52] 152 PRI ME ) 22

WA i 2 A 24 DAl VR R R 7 o TE— 4R
ANZFH], PIFTRR )L B 22 S WS H P,
DI A B A D025 2T o PSS B IR s e
BNAL G, 8B DUF I Y Ry 20— £ — R e 2B
M b BE AR AT, R B REE A=A
AT F AT . Gk TS LB RN .
22 MIETH
221 ERER

FEEIZEREIR

F 5% LT X DU — 1 2 I B R R R
KA B AR 5 (20 45, 2011). Hk
A HAwiE, @laniE A A s e H - dlin, L
RN AT S H oG . HBR”, LIS IE 2 A= 20 3 2 W
A “yue” S BN ORMDLE A WA H A i
“yue”, JLEE BN AT BB AR CBEEY, AR
LEFME AT 2 AN 12 NMEH, JLEIE
W= A — A2 E T 14y, ARG A .
5 n o Z2ECH 0.90,

AIBREIR

FHTCAHME (LI & Wu, 2015), 255 L# XYL
HE AW IER JaE R X R IR A ERR Ty, 3t
8 AMNER2IH 20 AMEH, BHS WAL FH—A

MR AR BEERLLN, LR EH, 2N
3P4y 2.1, 0; SFE MBI EZLH 3 MERA
A, HE 8 ANMEH, BEN 4RI 3. 2, 1, 0,
IR RGE SR T A ATE? (2 57 B 153
HAH 000 T RRIER, SEAZERHIK
PEANTE) o BRI R R A BRGNS o REX
7 0.88,

2.2.2 XFIREH)

PR R A DI 56 (Li, Shu, McBride-
Chang, Liu, & Peng, 2012), 1t 150 NF, MRk
JEMRURIE I G HES o B 15 AL —4H, 38 10
H, 75 A4 402K, AR NS O
BN BT B 3, HESE 10 AR B2 B 1k A
TEIER— M 1 4%, i 150 4%, A6 R4 Bl it
M, EABFFE(Li et al., 2012) 7 o ZECN 0.99, &
— U A I 5
223 B

BUR AT G R S — AN, Fln . i
G rpE g erfr A AN B A AR AR L
B3t 1 AN 24 ANTH, JLEIER TS —4~i
14y, 3624 5, SEURIGEM .4 Y056 N — 20 o
ZEr R 0.75, 070, 0.74, 0.69,

224 —RRIAFIRED

SR FH S SCARFEAE PR 36 (R R 58, EIRF-, 1989)
XPLE AR SR A . s 60 4>
WH, EHRHR—N 148, 360 4. BATHA
5 1A~ BFRERZA BRI, 15 )L A eI ik B A
T ) — AT AR R . SRR, WA o R
oM 0.93,

225 EHER

FKHE AW (Shu et al., 2006) 7 ()35 A7 1 5
155, ZEILEX A BE . FREAEE B B A AR
BRERE ST BLH AN 3 41 MHBRE 59 A 1 A9 & 3
R RS . R A, & 4 N8 HE. Flan. X
(cha), NIk “ch”, EWFH 27 ZEikar,
6 N 12 AMEH, JLE LR FZE—NF 147y,
12 43, AHIHE . PR o RECH 0.70,

22.6 IEFA]REIR

AT 56 2R FH B A 5 (Li & Wu, 2015), FE %
)L XTI F LSRR, M5 h 4 R 5 =04l
B AEEGR . EASR . EBEELE | BT, 4 F
¥ g7 I B 52 150 15, 15, 45, 3£ 90
ATH . A7 BT R AL B bR 0T A Y,
{EJE RO RO AR IER, i, RS 1R 45 4
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FFR TR B TE FCSEDUF R AETER, W0 ], 45— R KPR 1 77 A M DT3RS R, = o +
s LS A bR AL EMAL,  p) 4o, SR R, R i EH £ AL
s PRSP0 MRE o, ST g o teint i IR GRIGKT), B, AR 1 0%
MRLEARIEN, (LRAVSID URTADURT P o sty 1, A8 6, IR 4 22T £ 1
Wi, EREERACA R EET T S ey
707 R FEAT X, PR A E e /R TIRBAE, A RAR AL
TR, TR e bk, g UL TR = ki =t e BT
IS RE E RS 2 N, By BRI, W ARERAGEIE, &, M &, 7350 8
R AR R R | R . EmALS = B RALRIOTE 2 . | R R AN
T, LR ESRIS T 14, 35 45 4y, iR WSRO K WIS EON, AT P, B

o MK o RECN 0.79. ATV R AL, AR i i BRI A Y
2.3 HARIERF AE, WEE P2l b [ Al R Rk .

S — N e 7E — 4F LR T A A A A e A BAG T, 5B — o )RR R B 23

JRREAT, ZIRERAEAREE IR, HHEER 4 Ko T <ol 5L DR RS AR AR [ B AT
5 —BAANAGE N MIE RO EAEN, A M4z, 5K, 2005; Meredith & Tisak, 1990; T
ASHEI o A SEI A R Sk LR, R, BEE B, 2018).
JLE RS, Flid sk PILE RN % HR, X T AR 2 A KA —
Ao AR S U I e A B B A SO BRI OAIRE D L I IR BRI SRR E
FHERDI A 0 TR R pobrifede, £ E RRESIEZREN, X 5 2R 58— e &
R R R 7 T AR AT S LB A, AT AR AR B AR — B A

A AZ G AF 7 AR AT 1 PRI UL AN 25 WE SR, IETEEIR =R R, Wi
2.4 HIEDH XEHMESER SR AT E, REEIER

K Mplus FAE53 5006 4 ASEHE G DCF RO R 1 2 i I IR BT 5 AR BR K OF AR
FIT 5 SR 7728 F 4 KA 8 (Latent Growth Model) 5 FE HH BLMA 22 SRy A H . 164 S F s B K
BEAT 3, AR RO ) R AR —A B, KA 2 B RIAT G . & 2 IR
KRR O o K AT S, 127 Z858 RIS S 09 SRS s B i K i e R
A e FR AR, Hoh A 5 2 8alre— A A BE 3 4
JII S ARG, AH IS HT PR B TR ) Ak B
T, A SR A IR B R il T AR RR 3. TEWREARSIT
flfiTti b2 1R T AR NHGRG T BEE B R &

e, BEIUF IR TS I &R As e RAME, JLEAICFE IR AT S S04 T R E MR
KALRY, I H [R5 a7k R A LR R dUE A J& AR 22430 R F(3,378) = 748.12,
oo TOAAE AR KR T S A ROE O BEE AL p < 0.001, fin® = 0.86, Wi'5 F(3,378) = 1854.08, p <
BERBA SRRz, E, 2005) IUFBI%  0.001, fil n®=0.94, 35 ] L2800 3%

TIBFRATE T2 FRBTE T3V TR E T4 TR E

T ! ! |

el &2 €3 )

BT DR A T 1 K Y B




55 W R A N R B IR R S A A Rk . TR BRI RUINAE 627

—BINFREIIT1

HEEIRTI

IEFHEEIATL

AIEIEREIRTI

EEHREERTI

T1 WFRF/NE T2 WFRFNE T3 WFHRFNE T4 LFRHE
! ! I
2 B e K SR
=1 TEMEA ST
12 1 2 3 4 5 7 8 9 10 11 12 M+ SD

1 — BT T 28.06 +9.18
2IEHE IR TL 0.17* 6.79 + 3.81
JIEFEERTL 0314 0.11 25.80 + 8.74
4FFHIBREIRTL 002 012 0.02 6.79 + 3.81
SEHAEZEEINTL 023*% 014 012 0.33%* 9.57 +8.97
6 IF I T1 0.26%* 0.11  0.45%*%* 0.12  0.30%* 25.99 +22.45
7 R T2 0.30** 0.18* 0.37*%** 0.20*% 0.30** (.88%** 43.90 +23.87
8 PLFH AN T3 0.22%  0.20% 0.28%% (0.24%* (.20%% (79%*% () 87*** 60.63 + 23.39
9 PRSI T4 0.28%% 0.18*% (0.20%% (27%* (.31%* 0.73%%% (,82%** (. 92%** 78.16 +£22.31
10 75 T1 0.07  0.23*%* 0.02  0.04  0.06 0.32%%%(.32%%* (25%% (.25%* 6.10 +2.41
11 75 T2 0.14 015 0.11 0.09  0.13  0.24%% 0.20%%% (,3]1%%* (. 36%** (0.26%* 1431+ 1.37
12 75 T3 0.05  0.18*% 0.15  0.22% 0.18% 0.36%%* 0.41%*% 0.47+%% (. 44%** (32%% (33%* 17.00 + 1.78
13 75 T4 0.06  022* 0.06  0.05 0.02 0.23** 0.25%% 030%* 0.22% 0.25%% 029%* 0.24** 20.65+1.88

T TS —BFTa) a2 T2 55 A E] A5 T3 55 = ARG T4 55 DU ) £1; %% p<0.001; ** p<0.01; * p <0.05,

32 XNFIRHNMASHELGETEHKER

222 B TP AT E 1 JC A AL b
KA 228 . ke, BUFPUINTE 4 /]
M ERPR AR R 00 1, 2. 3, BN
MRS, BRI ERCRYE, 5N df=5) =
9.95, p = 0.08, CFI = 0.99, TLI = 0.99, RMSEA =
0.08 (90% CI = 0.00~0.16), SRMR = 0.05, 35
TG S5 T AL e AR AR v R A ARLR A S 45K
kB T gt R, srhlh 26.02, p < 0.001; 17.51,
p < 0.001, BLEAJLZE D5 B 4h 7K - R 4
FHRERT 0, LEFEAFXVOLEE T —E8

BT, JF B LB MDA TR R LR,
WAk, BEE AR I 2 WB B G R E, 20l
488.91, p < 0.001; 26.76, p < 0.001, ViHHBLFiH 5
TERUGIKFFI K R B BE 34 B W B MR 22 7
DU PR B8 362 4 7K - R0 A J i B — 35 A G R BCH
—0.33 (p < 0.001), I FEMTRAC, ULHHERLHRK
PR AT A L 2 S 4R K R R B PR, DUER
Sl A RS B 7P o e i T BRSO

RS, T 4 IS BTSRRI IE
E, RPWTE WEIRAUG LM R B, s
A E MR B R P i KA (RN L =, 9k

®2 XNFHIMATENEZHBLERRKRBENSNER

- i CAES KR KRBT )y 22
TR (bifEDR) Tr 22 (PR fER) TR (bifEDR) J7 22 (bR ifEiR) PRAfEfL R %K
e 22Vl 26.02%%*(1.87) 488.91%**(62.94) 17.51%%*(0.47) 26.76*+*(3.73) —0.33%**
Wi 6.10%%*(0.20) 2.16(1.66) 8.21%** (0.20) 0.26(0.78) ~0.89%*

HE: #* p <0.001; **p<0.01,
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75, 2005; Meredith & Tisak, 1990; i, 5¢1m fH,
2018), XJWrH Ak AR R 55 = DU SRR AR
AT H AT, 1SR 4 AR R B R -
0.1, 1.33, 1.77, 2IAELMMN KRGS, X
RIS HE BN FRAR . ARG 1E H5 H50R % 1 [R] 19 FH DG
KA, TEBAI PR — RS RIS HE, 6
TR SR W S AH G, B IR BB ARG FE AL
Hiy*(df=1)=10.27, p=0.60, CFI = 0.98, TLI = 0.99,
RMSEA = 0.01 (90% CI = 0.00~0.17), SRMR = 0.02,
WO ABE AR i Shy dpe AR W 5 (14 G 2R R TR AR e G A
Rl R AR R ) T R,
MM 6.10, p < 0.001; 8.21, p < 0.001, Vil JL#ENTE
(R A6 KRR TR E AR W 5 AN T 0, JLEEAEA
PO AT SN E, HMEHWWE R 25K
& Ak, #EE R RNR R T 22 WA A B g e
R 2.16, p=0.19; 0.26, p = 0.74, Ui JLELENT
5 W 4R 7K 7k R B N A A I S R 2
5o B R G K MR R H AR ECH
-0.89, p = 0.002, EIEFEFAIE, KU ILEIT
5 1R IR 7K T RS 0 & R R R, R IR K
A 3 5 BAME 3R
3.3 BEREIRINNFIRAMAE L RTUNER

DU TR G A 5 08 AR e 4 B AR 4D 3
Y(df = 15) = 26.94, p = 0.03, CFI = 0.98, TLI = 0.97,
RMSEA = 0.07 (90% CI = 0.02~0.12), SRMR =
0.03, & 3 BT 45 T AR 2 X P U B K P
R M TAVE R . 25 Wos, 5 —mHE & m
M & a2 B IRAE A1 E B E W TR
S} B4 RS e 7K ST T S

W5 A ST A B B KA R B A, (df =
13) = 13.92, p = 0.38, CFI = 0.98, TLI = 0.96,
RMSEA = 0.02 (90% CI = 0.00~0.09), SRMR =
0.05. M3 3 ATLIEH, AWM EETERE
WRTE A5 R BB W3 0 T 5 ) 46 7K SF
FIkR JR

4 THE

4.1 NFRIIFMFTENEZRNTEARRE, —&IH

BEMMEYN

AT Es R T — . ZAEGILE R DU R
Ltk EEY, X588 3 ARS8 L
(BIEE 4%, 2018)—F, HFER AT RE DTk
PERGR A SRR 22— MR /N SCON RO 1L
TURIZER, 4 AN ] 5 0 5 2R 24 A 2510 400, 550,
450,400 PNILF, AT LR IE K Z97E 400 3] 500
ZIa), FAGEDAF R R & . B, TE Y
TCAM AR KB R R BT 5 R AR PR TR Y
Bt 4 A S FE RN E B R B 0.1
1.33.1.77, W] LAZE M50 — S50 A () 0 i A Jre el B
B, B RS A A A R R RN AR = B A
B I) A 1 R A 2, S — Pl e R
P X—RRHABAREMILEE— . RN
DUFHRE B S22 R A G TE—FLEE 1 he
BT IWIEEIE T A, 15 PN B ) 5 —4F
9, X B EEERMAT, — MR TR R
faj o, 1A LA FHPLMICS S acEdR, 59— Jrm
ST B AR K — B B AT S5 . T R
W, JLEEAETT P B ] A5 W 5 e ) kR A
MM ARG i L B AR T 2, A IRFE
HAEXS £ . WTEE 4R, FERE KA RME, JLET
BT FE AR R R 5% ok 2 2T o 23X — B 4
JLEE AN 2 2] 1) i LI 6 1A 152 17 4 A9 SCAS, 388
TOSUARZE TGS, AR S P RS U g
IR R e — I R R R . A, I
FAR BT S 3% & R Bk i A ) n] fE S o —
H N T8 B9 m T ML I B 20 (Verhoeven & Carlisle,
2006), VLR B B I8 R BUE S s LY
& #2(Ehri, 2000; Verhoeven & Perfetti, 2011), 1MWt
LORMIEE 1 ARSI Y 3 R (R K
8, 1999) AHXTT T, BUFIRBIESS LT 5 {55 &
L NS s S B W N T

®3 BN E XN FIRA TS B9 467K TR0 & R B A T 4 AR

A i o
B SE B SE
— BN EE 1 T1 0.14/0.11 0.08/0.13 0.14+/0.21 0.08/0.41
HEEIRTI 0.10/0.03 0.09/0.14 0.17%/0.04 0.09/0.29
EFEEINTI 0.05/0.22 0.12/-0.13 0.09/0.32
[FEiERER TI 0.40%*%/0.01 0.07/0.12 0.28*%%%/0.19 0.08/0.41
HEEEFEFENTI 0.14*/0.06 0.06/0.10 0.25%%*/0.06 0.07/0.26

e Tl SH—BFE S *** p <0.001; *p <0.05; 1 p<0.10, FATZHINIFRFNNRE, FHTZ G NS B RE
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[F s, AT 45 Rl B TR S iy
R HR 7K V-0 A Jre i BE A AE B TR OG, S T
D PR M 5 &k JE R b B2 8% N (Walezyk &
Griffith-Ross, 2007)1M3E 5 K50 (Bast & Reitsma,
1998; Stanovich, 1986). MR /R T4k 5
BEA LB Y & e S 4/ H, UL 46 KPR L
B RBEE ., X— KI5 E AR R
(Carreker et al., 2007; Kempe et al., 2011; Pfost et al.,
2012)JFA—3, XA REFITE 5 RHIEA O Carreker
Kempe . Pfost % (055 & DAFR & SCF I LB R iF 5
X4, AXFDOETTE, PF8E 307 BA T -5 X B
W, TR hh s — B M A A T e 5 5 1)
)iz AL, DG R E W BE AR X BAIR, LR AR
i) 2% ] T R T RN AL D, S R e A S 5
HIH 22 A ) O R AL, w1 2 4 R /K-
ARG R R . AR AETF IR RIS B
AR A Reil LE MR R L L
WA, XATREZR N H—, IHFEBEARZ R
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Abstract

Character recognition and dictation are two important skills for literacy at the word level. Because Chinese is a
logographic script and characters are visually complex, reading and spelling character are more difficult than learning
alphabet language. The development of character recognition and dictation in Chinese has unique characteristics. Many
cross-sectional researches investigated how morphological awareness contributed to logographic and alphabet language
learning, and its influence on the development of character recognition and dictation. However, few studies explored the
relationship between morphological awareness and the development of character recognition and dictation over time.

The present four-wave longitudinal research was conducted in two Mandarin Chinese primary schools for two
years, with a sample consisting of 127 first grade students. A battery of measures, including nonverbal 1Q, phonological
awareness, orthographic awareness, morphological awareness (homophone awareness, compound word production)
were administered in order to investigate the influential factors of character recognition and dictation development in
children. The analysis included an unconditional latent growth model to examine the growth trajectory of character
recognition and dictation, and a conditional latent growth model to examine the contribution of morphological
awareness to the growth of character recognition and dictation.

The results of the unconditional latent growth model showed that: (1) the developmental trajectory of character
recognition showed linear growth it grew at a constant speed. The developmental trajectory of dictation showed
non-linear growth, and the growth took place at a fast pace in the beginning and at a slower pace in the latter half of the
development trend. Instead of Matthew effect, a compensation effect existed in both character recognition and dictation
development, and the standardized correlation coefficients of intercept and slope for character recognition was —0.33
significantly, and for dictation was —0.89 significantly. (2) Homophone awareness and compound word production
predicted significantly the children’s initial level (8 = 0.40, p < 0.001; f = 0.14, p < 0.05 respectively) and the growth
rate of character recognition (5 = 0.28, p <0.001; g = 0.25, p < 0.001 respectively), but not the growth rate in dictation.

These results suggest that the growth trajectories were different for character recognition and dictation, and
the later growth rates of character recognition and dictation were not decided by initial growth levels. The role
of morphological awareness was more significant on the development of character recognition than on the
development of dictation from Grade 1 to Grade 2.

Key words morphological awareness; character recognition; dictation





