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AtE QT REF AR E AT THKalina & Kéln, 2000). ©] 4
A TAARE A9 BE ARE VAR Hddl= o] o), A
dol w2 A ARE dlsta on] 725 a0 XA ske dE
= TAFHOF gHt(Setton & Dawrant, 2016).

TAFE A WA o] 8ol B3] T o] A 7] &% &
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, 5
A e 4e QoY Aefshe T AR TEE A ow 2Ag
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o HE AR FIHow TRaln, WA oFE ] 98 v 9=
BRE sl 1 Famd weh Neg zAsslo drkSeton &
Dawrant, 2016).

olglel AW A= we] XA FES P} Eoil= AuE
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n Fxo ok et ARE MEFor AHelshA ®THZou & Guo,
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@8t 72 WM Fdle] TadrPE Adsta I AS TR A
Ag Yo AT s gy itk

et o] AN 2R F <Nl
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gst= Aoz YEFITHZou & Guo, 2024).
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Y WA Fag FH BHoE A FUKEAE, 2020, TAHY,
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2012; Agrifoglio, 2004; Krapivkina, 2018). 53] AH & 15
Fyoz WAAT AR SAS A=t 0§89 Aow Wby

21 thBabayev, 2023; Li, 2015).
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el Stk T 0T A9 ARl FaR uE Aus
o2 At olald Qi FEl AxASE HAL AN, kA9
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AR Aot AFAdelehs $oo] BA4 AA 15T 4 ArKLijewska
et al.,, 2022).
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S Z el Agrifoglio, 2004; Shreve et al., 2010).
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4. QT 47
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The effect of information prioritization competence on fidelity and
delivery in consecutive interpreting: A relevance-theoretic approach
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Abstract

This study examines how sight interpreting (SI) training develops information
prioritization competence and explores its relationship with fidelity and delivery
in consecutive interpreting (CI). Based on Sperber and Wilson’s Relevance
Theory, information prioritization was defined as the ability to identify, select,
and reorganize essential content to achieve optimal relevance within cognitive
constraints. The study involved thirty-seven undergraduate students from two
intact classes, who were randomly assigned to experimental and control groups.
Over a 15-week period, the experimental group (» = 18) undertook SI training
with structured practice and guided feedback to strengthen information
prioritization strategies, while the control group (n = 19) received conventional
CI training. A linear mixed-effects model analysis of 110 recordings from pre-,
mid-, and final examinations, which were evaluated by six professional raters,
revealed a significant midterm improvement in information prioritization in the
experimental group, with an upward trend continuing through the final exam.
Information prioritization correlated with overall CI performance, showing
greater association with fidelity than with delivery. These findings support the
view that interpreting involves meaning-oriented and selective re-structuring of
information rather than mere linguistic transfer. They also highlight the value
of integrating targeted SI training into CI curricula to develop information

prioritization competence.

Keywords: Information prioritization competence; consecutive interpreting; sight
interpreting; relevance theory; interpreting training
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