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The Role of Oral Reading Fluency in Chinese Children’ s
Reading Development

ZHOU Xuelian' CHENG Yahua® LI Yixun' HAN Chunxiang' LI Hong'
( L. Beijing Key Laboratory of Applied Experimental Psychology School of Psychology Beijing Normal University Beijing 100875 China;
2. Department of Psychology Ningbo University Ningbo 315211 China)

Abstract: The role of oral reading fluency in Chinese children’ s reading development was examined in a one-year
longitudinal study. Participants were 192 students from 8 second grade classes in one of Beijing’ s elementary
schools. Results showed that oral reading fluency positively correlated with language and reading skills. After con—
trolling for age 1Q character recognition and vocabulary oral reading fluency was unique predictor of concurrent
reading comprehension of Grade 3 but not uniquely related with the concurrent reading comprehension of Grade 2.

In addition after controlling for autoregressive effects and other related variables oral reading fluency in Grade 2
was an unique significant predictor of children’ sreading comprehension performance one year later. These re—
sultsindicated that oral reading fluency playeda significant role in the development of Chinese students’ reading
comprehension. Researchers and teachers should payenough attention to oral reading fluency in future.
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