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The Correlations Among the Related Variables
and the L ear ned Performances of Four Different
Chinese Characters Teaching M ethods on
Fourth-Grade Elementary Studentswith Word
Recognition Difficulties

Y eong-Chrong Hu*

Abstract

The main purposes of this study were to investigate the correlations among the
related variables and the learned performances of word recognition after four different
Chinese characters teaching methods.

The mgjor findings were as follows

1.There were significant correlations among learned performances of word
recognition and phonologica awareness.

2.The degree of correlations among related variables and the learned performances
among four different teaching methods were consistently  there was no
significant variation on different teaching methods.

3.There was no significant correlation between learned performances of word
recognition and most of the visual processing variables.

4.There was significant correlation between the performances of word recognition
that prior and posterior to the experimental teaching.

5.There was significant correlation between al of the learned performances of
word recognition on different teaching and ng conditions

6.Many correlations among performances of word cognition and related variables
were increased after the experimental teaching.

Key words word recognition reading disabilities

*Y eong-Chrong Hu: Professor, Department of Special Education, National Ping-Tung
Teachers College
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