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: Reading English papers is important for the implementation

of academic works. Nonetheless, some research students lack
motivation to read English papers. Accordingly, this
project developed an E-Pictorial Book that integrated text
description and graphic illustration to encourage such
research students. On the other hand, gender differences
play an influential role. Thus, personalization was
incorporated into the development of the E-Pictorial Book.
Furthermore, two empirical studies were conducted. More
specifically, Study One and Study Two investigated the
impacts of the E-Pictorial Book and the Personalized E-
Pictorial Book, respectively. Results from Study One
indicated that the E-Pictorial Book could enhance the
abilities of English reading, regardless of female students
or male students. Additionally, the E-Pictorial Book could
minimize differences between female students and male
students, 1n terms of test performance and task
performance. On the other hand, results from the Lag
Sequential Analysis indicated that female students and male
students shared some similar behavior but there were also
some behavior differences. However, they showed similar
learning perception, irrespective of positive perception or
negative perception. Results from Study Two were similar to
those from Study One, including test performance, task
performance and learning perception. Nevertheless, some
differences also existed between Study One and Study Two.
That is to say, female students could benefit from the
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Personalized E-Pictorial Book while the Personalized E-
Pictorial Book was not significantly beneficial to male
students. Furthermore, female students spent few hint
scores and less task time than male students. To sum up,
the E-Pictorial Book and the Personalized E-Pictorial Book
shared some similar impacts but there were also differences
between them.

English reading, gender differences, E-Pictorial Book,
personalization
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