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Developmental interrelationships among reading comprehension ability in English
and its components: A longitudinal study

Yamashita, Junko

3,400,000

This study longitudinally investigated components that explain reading
comprehension in English as a foreign language among students from grade 9 to 11 who were learning
English in Japan. Commonly across all grades, the contribution of linguistic knowledge (vocabulary
and grammar) was the largest, followed by listening comprehension and L1 (first language) reading
comprehension. However, when indirect effects were considered, the influence of L1 reading
comprehension increased. Also, although its effect gradually diminished with the advancement of the
year, we observed the influence of L1 writing system on the English word recognition. These results
indicate the importance of literacy skills acquired in L1. Regarding the reading rate, the
significance of phonological processing, as well as word recognition, was identified.
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