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Abstract

A Comparative Study of the Role of Simplification and Elaboration in
EFL University Students’ Reading Comprehension
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Comprehending what is read in a second or foreign language requires
adequate knowledge of language aspects. Morcover, teachers use different
strategies to present input that is more comprehensible which is particularly
considered significant in language teaching and learning. Over the past few
decades, simplification and elaboration have emerged as two types of
modification that are believed to have a great effect on enhancing reading
comprehension. Bearing this in mind, the basic aim of this study is providing
research-based answers for the following research questions: 1. does
simplification strategy play any role in enhancing EFL university students’
reading comprehension?, 2. does elaboration strategy play any role in enhancing
EFL university students’ reading comprehension?, and 3. which strategy,
simplification or elaboration, has more effect on EFL university students’ reading

comprehension?.

Based on the aforementioned questions, three null hypotheses have been
formulated: (1) There are no statistical significant differences between students’
mean scores in reading comprehension in the base-form phase as compared with

their mean scores in the simplification phase, (2) there are no statistical
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significant differences between students’ mean scores in reading comprehension
in the base-form phase as compared with their mean scores in the elaboration
phase, and (3) there are no statistical significant differences between students’
mean scores in reading comprehension in the simplification phase as compared

with their mean scores in the elaboration phase.

To examine the validity of these hypotheses, data have been collected from
eighty third year students at the Department of English/ College of Basic
Education/ University of Mosul. These students have been divided into two
groups: 40 participants in group (A) and 40 participants in group (B). To analyze
the differences between participants’ achievement in reading comprehension
through simplification and eclaboration, participants of group (A) have been
subjected to the tests of the base-form and simplified versions of the sentences;
while participants of group (B) have been subjected to the tests of the base-form

and elaborated versions of the sentences.

Students’ results have been statistically analyzed by using some statistical
means such as: t-test for two correlated samples and t-test for two independent
samples. The findings reveal that both strategies, simplification and elaboration,
have a significant positive role in improving university students’ achievement in
reading comprehension. Moreover, it has been found that elaboration strategy has
more significant positive role, than simplification, in improving university
students’ reading comprchension achievement. On the basis of the results
obtained, it is suggested that more attention should be paid to these two strategies
due to their importance in enhancing EFL university students’ reading

comprehension.
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