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Objectives: The purpose of this study is to investigate the characteristics of school age chil-
dren’s reading comprehension of expository texts based on different text structures and
question types. Methods: A total of 54 children participated in this study. We presented as-
signments that tested children’s comprehension of expository texts specifically designed
with different text structures. Results: First, students in higher grades showed better per-
formance across all text structures. However, significant differences in performance based
on the text structures of scripts were only found between 2nd grade and 6th grade stu-
dents and between 4th grade and 6th grade students. Students in every grade showed
high performance on comprehension of process writings but low performance on com-
prehension of persuasive writings. Results from other text structures varied between grades,
while the differences between grades were significant for comparison/contrast, listing, and
persuasive text structures. Second, students in higher grades showed better performance
on all question types; however, analogous to the previous result, significant differences in
performance based on question types were only found between 2nd grade and 6th grade
students and between 4th grade and 6th grade students. Students in every grade showed
high performance on identification of details but low performance on identification of
main topic. Results from other question types varied between grades, while the differences
among grades pertaining to question types were significant for text structure and infer-
ence questions. Conclusion: These results demonstrate that children’s strategy in identify-
ing text structures and comprehending expository texts develop notably during later grades
in elementary school.

Keywords: School-aged children, Reading comprehension, Expository text, Persuasion,
Text structure
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics of reading comprehension according to exposi-

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of reading comprehension according to type of

tory structure question
Value Value

Comparison/contrast Subject of explanation

2nd grade (N=16) 3.94(1.569) 2nd grade (N=16) 3.63(1.204)

4th grade (N=19) 426 (1.661) 4th grade (N=19) 3.47 (1.806)

6th grade (N=19) 5.32(1.057) 6th grade (N=19) 4.00(1.247)

Total (N=54) 4.54(1.538) Total (N=54) 3.70(1.449)
Process Details

2nd grade (N=16) 4.94(1.237) 2nd grade (N=16) 5.44(814)

4th grade (N=19) 5.11(1.410) 4th grade (N=19) 5.63(.684)

6th grade (N=19) 5.79(.713) 6th grade (N=19) 5.89(.315)

Total (N=54) 5.30(1.192) Total (N=54) 5.67 (.644)
Analysis Structure

2nd grade (N=16) 394(1.611) 2nd grade (N=16) 2.81(1.377)

4th grade (N=19) 4.63(1.739) 4th grade (N=19) 3.89(1.286)

6th grade (N=19) 5.21(1.398) Bth grade (N=19) 4.95(.970)

Total (N=54) 4.63(1.640) Total (N=54) 3.94(1.472)
Cause and effect Main topic

2nd grade (N=16) 3.87(1.088) 2nd grade (N=16) 1.50(1.265

4th grade (N=19) 4.42(1.387) 4th grade (N=19) 1.68(1.827)

6th grade (N=19) 479(1.228) 6th grade (N=19) 2.21(1.653)

Total (N=54) 4.39(1.280) Total (N=54) 1.81(1.614)
Listing Clues in text-structure

2nd grade (N=16) 3.75(1.528) 2nd grade (N=16) 3.94(.998)

4th grade (N=19) 4.37(1.499) 4th grade (N=19) 4.00(1.291)

6th grade (N=19) 5.11(1.286) 6th grade (N=19) 447 (.964)

Total (N=54) 4.44(1513) Total (N=54) 4.15(1.106)
Persuasion Inferences

2nd grade (N=16) 3.44(1.094) 2nd grade (N=16) 3.281(1.0323)

4th grade (N=19) 3.58(.961) 4th grade (N=19) 3.842(1.6077)

6th grade (N=19) 4.74(1.147) 6th grade (N=19) 4.711(1.1585)

Total (N=54) 3.94(1.204) Total (N=54) 3.981(1.4074)
Values are presented as mean (SD). Values are presented as mean (SD).
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