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Impacts of different teaching models on the Chinese learning by children
of minority groups: The case in Dehong Dai Autonomous Prefecture
TAO Yun' MA Xie' LIU Yan® & YU Xian—u'

( 1. School of Education Science and Management Yunnan Normal University Kunming 650500 China; 2. School
of Foreign Languages and Culture Kunming University of Science and Technology Kunming 650500 China)

Abstract:  Through examining the development of Chinese speech recognition character recognition and se—
mantic understanding this study explores the impacts of different teaching models on the Chinese learning by
Dai children in Dehong Dai Autonomous Prefecture. A total of 520 Dai children between grade three and grade
five participated in this study. The result showed that the performance of Dai children’s speech recognition
character recognition and semantic understanding are under the influence of different teaching models and the
differences of influence find expression in the students of different grades. Of the three teaching models the
bilingual teaching and writing model is better than the mono-ingual model.

Key words: teaching model; Dai children; Chinese learning; bilingual education; mother-tongue education



