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MULTIPLE INTELLIGENCES/THINKING STYLES/ READING

STRATEGIES/READING PERFORMANCE/RELATIONSHIP

Individual learner differences (IDs) are regarded as one of the most important
variables influencing learners’ outcomes in SLA. The study of IDs has increasingly
contributed to the development of related learning theories. The purpose of the
present study is to investigate the possible relationships between Chinese EFL Majors’
multiple intelligences (MI), thinking styles (TS), reading strategies (RS) and reading
performances (RP). Three hundred and four EFL Majors at Kaili University
participated in the study. Three online questionnaires (the MI Inventory, the TS
Inventory and the RS Questionnaire) and a reading proficiency test were employed to
collect the data. Descriptive statistics, Independent-Samples t-tests, One-Way
ANOVA, Pearson’s correlation coefficient (r), and multiple regression analysis
methods were employed to analyze the data. The findings revealed that: 1) Students
scored highly on many MI, TS, and RS indicating that they were multi-talented in all
areas. With respect to MI, students’ linguistic intelligence ranked the highest, while
spatial/visual intelligence ranked lowest. Regarding TS, the executive style was
reported to be highest, while conservative style was the lowest. In respect of RS, the
most frequently used strategies were cognitive strategies, while the lowest were

metacognitive strategies. With regard to gender, there were significant differences in
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MI and TS between male and female students, while no significant differences could
be found between males and females on RS. Among the nine individual types of MI,
only bodily/kinesthetic intelligence was found to have significant difference between
males and females. As for TS, only global and external styles were found to have
significant gender difference. However, no significant gender difference was
identified in the scores on all four types of RS. Concerning ethnicity, only 4 individual
types of MI and TS were found to have differences among the four ethnic groups.
They were intrapersonal intelligence, anarchic, internal, and conservative styles; while
no ethnic differences could be found among the four groups on the frequency of RS
use. 2) Students’ MIs closely correlated with their TS in general. Most types of
individual MI correlated significantly with all individual types of TS. 3) Students’ MI
significantly correlated with their RS in general. Seven out of the nine individual
types of MI were found to have significant correlations with all types of RS. 4)
Students’ TS significantly correlated with their RS. Almost all types of RS
significantly correlated with all individual types of TS. 5) Students’ RP could be
predicted from their MI, TS, and RS to some extent. Among the nine types of MI,
only logical, spatial/visual and musical intelligences were discovered to predict RP
significantly. Among the 13 individual types of TS, only executive style was
discovered as a predictor of RP. In respect of the four individual types of RS, only the

metacognitive strategy was found to be a predictor of RP.
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