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Abstract

To address the new demands of the information age on education and resolve the long-standing
superficial dilemma in classical poetry teaching during the third learning stage (Grades 5-6) of primary
schools, this study adopts the perspective of deep learning theory, focuses on classical poetry instruction in
this stage, and explores effective pathways from traditional symbolic knowledge transmission to meaning
construction, aiming to promote students' core competencies development and achieve deep inheritance of
classical poetry's cultural value.

The research first clarifies core concepts through literature analysis, defining the connotation of
"classical poetry instruction under the deep learning perspective", highlighting its characteristics, and
reflective teaching outcomes. Supported by constructivist theory, situated cognition theory, and the Deep
Learning Effective Route (DELC) framework, a theoretical framework is constructed. Secondly, employing
mixed research methods (questionnaires and in-depth interviews with teachers and students in S City primary
schools), four critical issues are identified: (1) utilitarian teaching objectives prioritizing knowledge
memorization over emotional immersion; (2) fragmented teaching content lacking cultural-life connections;
(3) mechanized teaching processes constraining cognitive depth; (4) unidirectional interactions impeding
meaningful dialogue. Root causes include teachers' conceptual biases, students' motivational deficiencies,
and classical poetry's linguistic barriers.

Based on these findings, this study proposes a six-component classical poetry instruction model under
the DELC framework for upper primary grades:

1. Thematic Orientation and Pre-assessment

2. Contextual Creation and Knowledge Activation

3. Text Deconstruction and Artistic Conception Exploration

4. Extended Application and Transfer Innovation

5. Cultural Reflection and Problem-solving

6. Multidimensional Evaluation and Reflection

This model organizes instruction into three phases (Preparation-Learning-Evaluation) through a
"Cultural Immersion - Cognitive Progression - Transfer Innovation" pathway. It employs contextualized task
design and multidimensional evaluation systems to facilitate students' transition from "symbol decoding" to
"meaning construction", ultimately achieving comprehensive core competencies development. To validate
operational feasibility, an instructional design case using Three Classical Poems from the Ministry-compiled

fifth-grade textbook demonstrates enhanced learning motivation, knowledge processing capacity, higher-
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order thinking, and reflective abilities through interdisciplinary context creation and critical questioning.
The study confirms that this model provides innovative solutions to traditional teaching dilemmas,
effectively advancing students' core competencies. Deep learning-oriented classical poetry instruction
requires meaning construction as its core, utilizing systematic strategies to overcome shallow learning
limitations and unify symbolic representation, logical thinking, and humanistic values. The theoretical
contribution lies in constructing an instructional model that expands deep learning applications in primary-
level poetry education and advances its localization development. Practical significance manifests in
innovative task designs and multidimensional evaluation systems, offering empirical evidence and

operational paradigms for poetry teaching reform.

Key words: Teaching Ancient Poetry; Deep Learning; Primary School Chinese
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