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The impact of bilingual education on children$s word awareness

QI Wen-hui
( College of Tongda, Nanjing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Nanjing 210023, China)

Abstract : Scholars hold quite different views and explanations on the impacts of bilingual education on chil-
drens word awareness. The recent studies find that there are not any negative impacts of bilingual education on
childrens word awareness, and the negative impacts exit theoretically. Bilingual education may lead to a smaller vo-
cabulary, but it does not contribute to the lower scores on word awareness tests. Bilingual education has positive
impact on childrens cognitive development, especially the development of inhibitory-control ability and selective-at-
tention ability, so as to promote the formation and development of word awareness.

Key words: children; bilingual education; word awareness; explanation schemes; cognitive development
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