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Abstract
This study reports the outcomes of research investigating the relationship between two variables; percentage of
word knowledge in an academic English text and reading comprehension scores the participants got for the same
text. The study was conducted at Prince Sattam Bin Abdulaziz University, Preparatory Year Deanship, during
the first semester of 2017-2018. Seventy-one Saudi male students participated in the study. They came from four
groups of students selected from the Preparatory Year population to represent four various levels of English
(Groups one, seven, fourteen and seventeen) based on their achievement in the placement test. Data was
collected using two instruments: two word—meaning association test-lists and a reading comprehension test.
The results showed that there is a statistically significant correlation (r=.702) between percentage of known
words and reading comprehension in general i.e., for all the participants. The effect of word knowledge on
reading comprehension was very high R square =.49. However, results for the groups separately showed that
correlation was positive but not statistically significant for the higher levels i.e., groups one and seven. Also,
there was a low effect of word knowledge on comprehension. For the lower levels i.e., groups 14 and 17, the
correlation was positive and statistically significant. Results also showed a very high effect of vocabulary
knowledge on reading comprehension.
Based on the results and analysis of the study, the researchers provided recommendations that will help improve
reading curriculum selection and English teaching practices, and suggestions for deeper research into the topic
that will include female students and other related concepts.
Keywords: word knowledge, vocabulary size, vocabulary breadth, reading comprehension
1. Introduction
Reading as a complex, dynamic and multidimensional process (Anderson, 2000) has taken superiority as a
language skill in an academic context (Grabe, 1991). In the instructional process, reading affects language
learning remarkably. According to Mikulecky (2008), effect goes to different language learning aspects such as
the use of textbooks in general, writing, developing vocabulary, dealing with grammar and structure etc.
Scholarly efforts confirmed that there is a strong relationship between reading and comprehension. Even though
reading has many purposes, scholars such as Linan-Thompson & Vaughn (2007) and Grabe & Stoller (2002)
viewed ‘comprehension’ as the most important purpose of reading that also aids the other purposes. Reading in
its nature is not only the process of mouthing words but seeks to get what is beyond the written symbols. Thus,
the reader interacts with the text using his linguistic knowledge i.e. vocabulary and non-linguistic knowledge for
comprehension.
Reading comprehension is inextricably connected to vocabulary knowledge. The relationship between both is, in
fact, reciprocal (Güngör & Yayli, 2016). Readers require vocabulary to get meanings from any reading text and
by reading they learn new words (Eskey, 2005). The aforementioned relationship motivated researchers, such as
Nation (2006) and Nation & Angell (2006) and others, to conduct studies on the effects of reading
comprehension on vocabulary size. Other studies that also investigated the effects of vocabulary size on reading
comprehension are going to be discussed in the literature review. As a result, many researchers considered
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vocabulary the best predicator of reading comprehension (Nation, 2006; Qian, 2002; Bernhardt & Kamil, 1995;
Ulijn & Strother, 1990).
From a similar perspective, this study was conducted to investigate the relationship between vocabulary size that
Saudi University students have in a reading text, not their vocabulary knowledge as a whole, and their reading
comprehension scores of academic passages written in English. Results will, hopefully, trigger new ideas and
shed more light onto the effect of word knowledge on comprehension.
2. Research Questions
The current study addressed the following questions:
1) What is the relationship between percentage of known words in an academic text and reading comprehension
scores in the same text?
2) Does the increase in knowledge of word-meaning lead to statistically significantly better reading
comprehension? (Measured by better scores on comprehension test)
3) Is the relationship the same among low-level & high-level students?
3. Research Objectives
The ultimate goal of this study is to explore the relationship between text-based word knowledge and reading
comprehension. The researchers looked at the correlation between the percentage of learners’ word-knowledge
and their reading comprehension scores. In addition, they investigated whether the increase in word-knowledge
lead to a relative increase in reading comprehension. Last, they investigated the groups separately to see that
relationship for lower and higher level groups.
4. Significance of the Study
The significance of this study stems from the following points: 1) There are very few studies conducted in Saudi
Arabia to identify the correlation between vocabulary size and reading comprehension. Thus, it is a seminal
attempt to fill this gap in Middle Eastern academic classrooms using English as a foreign language. In addition,
it strengthens the previous findings in the same field. 2) Although this issue, as shown from the literature below,
has been addressed thoroughly before, this study is unique as it is focused on the Saudi context as well as on
foundation/Preparatory year English program students. Findings will help gear curricula selection decisions with
the increase in students’ comprehension in mind. In addition to that, it focuses on EFL methodology that utilize
methods of teaching that assist, based on the findings in improving students reading comprehension, a skill that
will be so much needed when they join their academic program the following year. 3) The results of the current
study will serve as recommendations for curriculum designers in Saudi Arabia, as well as the EFL community in
general, to take into consideration the structural relationship between vocabulary knowledge and reading
comprehension; and 4) the study’s findings will facilitate the process of instruction in which teachers are aware
that vocabulary is a good predicator of reading comprehension.
5. Literature Review
Laufer (1989) conducted a study to identify the required vocabulary to achieve 55% on a reading comprehension
test. Data was collected from 100 first-year university students, who have Arabic or Hebrew as their native
language. Participants were given double tasks: First to identify words they did not know in the text and adjust
their answers using a translation test, and the second was a reading comprehension test. The results showed that
the participants who knew 95% of the text words were better able to score 55% on reading comprehension test,
and based on Ostyn & Godin’s research (1985), Laufer pointed out that those students knew approximately
5,000 words. Although, a pioneer in addressing this issue, Nation (2013, pp. 144-148) criticized it and brought
about doubt to apply the results of Ostyn and Godin’s study to English as their results were based on Dutch
language and they used different genres of texts. In addition to that, setting the threshold, 55%, set in the study,
was low. Schmitt, Jiang & Grabe (2011) pointed out that reading comprehension out of 55% is lower than what
students want to achieve in reading comprehension tests.
Hu & Nation (2000) studied the relationship between the lexical coverage and reading comprehension of fiction
texts. To examine the effect of density of unknown vocabulary on reading comprehension, four versions of the
text 80%, 90%, 95% and 100% were prepared by replacing the words that are less frequent by nonsense words
and simplification of the text. The participants were 66 adults attending a pre-university English course. They
attended university in an English speaking country, yet they had various mother tongues. They had a variety of
language backgrounds. The subjects read a 673-word story and completed two tests: fourteen-item
multiple-choice (MCQs) and twenty-seven questions cued written recall (WR) tests to show their understanding
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of the main ideas and supporting detail. The findings of comparing the four versions of vocabulary coverage to
reading comprehension scores in multiple choice test showed that: Fifteen out of seventeen subjects, who read
the 100% version, got at least 12 correct questions out of fourteen. In other words, twelve correct answers
referred to the adequate comprehension. Only six out of seventeen subjects, who read the 95% version, got
twelve and more correct answers, so this version is not adequate for most students to gain good comprehension.
Only four out of sixteen subjects, who read the 90% version, got twelve and more correct answers. The results of
reading 90% and 95% versions were quite similar. All subjects, who read the 80%, got less than twelve correct
answers so this version is the bottom standard. The range of scores on the cued written recall test for subjects,
who read the four versions of the text, reported that most of the subjects, who read 100% version, achieved
adequate comprehension. The minority of subjects, who read the 95% version did, fewer of subjects, who read
90% version, did and no subjects, who read 80% version, gained adequate comprehension. The research
supported the notion that 98% coverage may be required to gain adequate comprehension for pleasure. As a
general conclusion, this study confirms that reading comprehension scores increase to a certain degree as the
knowledge of words increases. In spite of this fruitful effort to investigate the relationship between vocabulary
coverage and reading comprehension, this study presented its results based on only four versions of the text. In
addition, the researchers believe that the number of subjects who read each version is small.
Laufer & Ravenhorst-Kalovski (2010) explored the relationship between learners’ vocabulary size, lexical text
coverage and their reading comprehension. They also tried to define ‘adequate reading comprehension’ and find
its threshold with regard to coverage and vocabulary size. The participants of the study were 745
academic-college students in different departments. They were taking a course in English to improve their
reading comprehension. One hundred sixty-seven participants were native speakers of Arabic, 73 of Russian and
495 of Hebrew. To investigate the three variables, the researchers used three instruments: First, the learners’
reading comprehension was measured by the English part of the Psychometric University Entrance Test. To
measure Learners’ vocabulary size, the researchers used the revised version of Nation’s (1983) Vocabulary
Levels Test. The third variable “lexical coverage” was measured by three tests analyzed by a new version of
Vocabulary Profile. The findings showed that learners with less frequent vocabulary have smaller text coverage,
and that increasing in vocabulary size and lexical coverage is beneficial for reading comprehension. This study
proposed two thresholds: the optimal one suggested that the knowledge of 8000 word families indicates 98%
coverage including proper nouns. The minimal one suggested that 4000-5000 word knowledge predicates 95%
coverage including proper nouns.
Schmitt, Jiang & Grabe (2011) conducted a study that aimed at answering three questions. First was about the
relationship between percentage of known words in a text and comprehension level of the same text. The second
question investigated the possibilities of reading comprehension when the percentage of vocabulary coverage is
low, and the third, which is not related to this study, investigated the effect of background knowledge about the
topic of the text on the relationship between vocabulary coverage and reading comprehension. The participants
were 661 from 8 different countries. They were different in level, intermediate to very advanced; different in age,
16 to 33 years old; and different in gender 241 male and 420 female students. The findings showed that the
relationship between percentage of known words and level of reading comprehension is linear at least with the
vocabulary coverage of 90% to 100%. Thus, having more known words means gaining better comprehension.
The findings of the second question showed that the learners with low levels of vocabulary coverage had lower
levels of comprehension of the text. On the other hand, knowing 100% of the words in the text does not mean
gaining 100% of reading comprehension. This study confirmed Laufer & Ravenhorst-Kalovskis’ (2010) study
that 98% level of lexical coverage is reasonable for sufficient reading comprehension, but it did not find a
vocabulary threshold where certain vocabulary knowledge causes a serious increase in reading comprehension.
Unlike Schmitt et al. (2011), Mahmoudi (2017) who investigated the relationship between background
knowledge of the topic and reading comprehension of Iranian EFL students, found out that there is no effect of
background knowledge and that the proficiency in the language is what matters.
Güngör & Yayli (2016) focused on the required vocabulary size for reading comprehension of expository text in
the Turkish EFL context. This study scrutinized the probability of threshold level of lexical coverage between
adequate and inadequate reading comprehension, the relationship between lexical coverage and reading
comprehension and necessary percentage of coverage to achieve adequate comprehension of expository texts. To
collect data, the study used two instruments: 1) a vocabulary checklist that consisted of 168 words completed by
the participants to measure the number of words they knew. And 2) reading texts and comprehension tests: two
expository texts were selected based on student, text and context factors. The findings showed that there was no
specific critical point at which comprehension increases remarkably. The vocabulary coverage and text
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comprehennsion increasedd gradually at level 88%, buut the increase started to go sslowly at the llevels of 90%, 92%
and 96% coverage. Thee correlation bbetween text-bbased vocabullary coverage and the readiing comprehen
nsion
level was m
moderate and the
t relationshiip was linear foor the first 80000 words vocabbulary coveragge.
Moinzadehh & Moslehpoour (2012) toook another turrn in investigating the corrrelation between vocabulary
y and
reading coomprehension.. They studiedd vocabulary breadth and ddepth and theiir correlation to comprehen
nsion.
Their findding was that there
t
was a poositive correlaation in generaal. However, ttheir study ressults indicated
d that
vocabularyy breadth was a stronger prredictor of readding compreheension. This ffinding confliccted with an ea
arlier
study of Q
Qian (1999) whhich found thatt vocabulary brreadth was a w
weaker predictoor of reading ccomprehension
n.
Kang, Kanng & Park (2012) study, whiich found a strrong relationshhip between voocabulary know
wledge and rea
ading
comprehennsion, affirmedd Qian’s (19999) findings as they found ouut that vocabullary depth prooved more effe
ective
than vocabbulary breadthh in predicting reading compprehension. Thhe study was coonducted on nninety-eight Ko
orean
High school students.
man (2016) toook a little diffferent perspecctive in addresssing the issuee as they added the
Reed, Pesttcher, & Foorm
spelling faactor to the correlation and iinvestigated booth vocabularyy knowledge aand spelling onn both English
h and
other languuage learners for 2813 studeents from the state of Floridda. Results shoowed that vocaabulary knowlledge
accounted for more readding comprehennsion than speelling.
In a very recent study, Hacking & T
Tschirner (2017), having nooticed in the liiterature that m
many studies have
shown a positive correelation betweeen vocabularyy knowledge and reading ccomprehensionn of English text,
investigateed this correlattion for 48 Am
merican studennts studying Prrussian. Findinngs were similar with statistiically
significantt correlation.
The currennt study is goinng to focus onn investigatingg the correlatioon between woord-knowledgee i.e. word mea
aning
and readinng comprehenssion in the Sauudi context. Alll the participannts were male Saudi Universsity students an
nd all
words in tthe vocabularyy test were takken from two aacademic textss and reading comprehensioon test on the same
texts.
6. Method
dology
6.1 Particiipants
The currennt study was conducted
c
at thhe Preparatoryy Year Deanshhip at Prince S
Sattam Bin Abdulaziz University.
Participantts were 71 Saaudi preparatoory-year male students duriing the first ssemester of 2017-2018. In their
English prrogram, for thee first semesteer, participants take a total of 12 hours Engglish instructioon per week th
hat is
divided innto 6 hours foor reading andd the other 6 ffor writing. Innstruction is ooffered by natiive and non-n
native
English instructors. The sample of the study was 71 male undergraaduate studentts, aged 18-20 years old, and
d they
studied Ennglish in privaate and public schools for 7 to 10 years pprior to their uuniversity adm
mission. The sample
was groupps 1, 7, 14, 17 (18, 23, 16, aand 14 studentss respectively)). Students in tthe preparatorry year are gro
ouped
based on ttheir placemennt test with 1 bbeing the top annd going downn to group 19. Students are divided with 20-25
2
students pper class. Engllish instructionn in the prepaaratory year, aalong with thee sciences classses, is meant as a
foundationn year before students
s
were aadmitted to theeir either mediccal or engineerring fields at thhe university.

Figure 1. D
Distribution off participants aaccording to grroups
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6.2 Instrument & Procedures
The study used two instruments. The first was two lists of words taken from TOEFL reading texts about
rainforests and human memory used by Alsamadani (2009). These TOEFL tests are highly reliable and valid
(Pierce, 1994). Initially, the list ran through a pilot test with a group of 20 students other than the participants. In
the pilot session, time needed was observed in addition to issues with length of the text and the variety of words
used. Various native and non-native speakers teaching in the PYD, at Prince Sattam Bin Abdulaziz were also
consulted. With notes and observation from the pilot test of the list and the ideas collected, it was decided to
minimize the number of columns in the words test list. Initially, it contained the following headings: Words,
Check if you know the word, Meaning in English, Meaning in Arabic. After the pilot study, the Check column
was eliminated, and the participants had the option to write the meaning in Arabic or English. The second
instrument was a reading comprehension test. It contained two reading passages of about 215 words each and
each was followed by 7 comprehension questions. The readings were the two TOEFL texts from which the
words-lists, i.e., first instrument, were extracted. Participants of the study went through both tests i.e. words
meaning test & comprehension reading test on two different days in the same week.
6.3 Data Collection and Analysis
Collected data from the first test i.e. vocabulary test was checked. The result was converted into percentage of
the total maximum correct number. The same was done to the comprehension test. In both, group number
reflects the level of the students in a descending format (group 1 is the highest in level and 17 is the lowest).
Both excel and SPSS were used in analyzing the data.
7. Results
In the following, results of the study will be explained starting by doing the analysis for all the student
participants, then by doing it by group (4 groups were selected based on the level with group 1 being the top
followed by 7, 14, 17 respectively).
7.1 All the Student Participants
Table 1. Descriptive statistics: all student participants
All Students Vocabulary Test Results
All Students Reading Test Results

Mean
52.48619
49.89940

Std. Deviation
21.147203
17.349644

N
71
71

A two-tailed Pearson correlation analysis was conducted to find out if there is any statistically significant
correlation between the percentage of known words in an academic text and reading comprehension scores for
students in the Preparatory Year Deanship at Prince Sattam Bin Abdulaziz University. This was done for all the
participant students (table 1).
Table 2 shows that there is a statistically significant correlation between percentage of known words and reading
comprehension (r= .702). The correlation is strong and positive according to the coefficient of correlation (r=0
no correlation, %0 < r < % 30 weak correlation, %30 <= r < % 70 medium correlation, %70 <= r < % 100, r=1
perfect correlation) as the table demonstrates with significant value less than 0.05 which is less than α (0.05).
Table 2. Correlation between percentage of known words in an academic text and reading comprehension scores:
all participants

All Students Vocabulary Test Results

All Students Reading Test Results

Pearson Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed)
N
Pearson Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed)
N

All Students Vocabulary Test Results All Students Reading Test Results
1
.702**
.000
71
71
1
.702**
.000
71
71

Note. **. Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
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A regression analysis was conducted to investigate the effect of known vocabulary, in general based on all
participants, on reading comprehension. The effect (table 3) is very high as R Square is .493. In other
words, .507 can be ascribed to other factors.
Table 3. Effect of known-words knowledge on reading comprehension: all participants
Model
R
R Square
Adjusted R Square
Std. Error of the Estimate
1
.702a
.493
.485
12.446878
a. Predictors: (Constant), All Participants Vocabulary Test All Participants

7.2 Group One
A two-tailed Pearson correlation analysis was conducted to find out if there is any statistically significant
correlation between the percentage of known words in an academic text and reading comprehension scores for
students in group 1 (table 4).
Table 4. Descriptive statistics: group 1
Vocabulary Test Results G1
Reading Test Results G1

Mean
78.9441
68.6508

Std. Deviation
11.34618
13.67143

N
18
18

Table 5 shows that there is a correlation between percentage of known words and reading comprehension
(r= .306). The correlation is medium and positive according to the coefficient of correlation as the table
demonstrates with significant value less than 0.05 which is less than α (0.05).
Table 5. Correlation between percentage of known words in an academic text and reading comprehension scores:
group 1

Vocabulary Test G1

Reading Test G1

Vocabulary Test G1
1

Pearson Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed)
N
Pearson Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed)
N

18
.306
.217
18

Reading Test G1
.306
.217
18
1
18

A regression analysis was conducted to investigate the effect of known vocabulary on reading comprehension for
group 1. The effect (table 6) is very low as R Square is .093. In other words, .907 can be ascribed to other
factors.
Table 6. Effect of known-words knowledge on reading comprehension: group 1
Model
R
R Square
Adjusted R Square
1
.306a
.093
.037
a. Predictors: (Constant), Vocabulary Test G1

Std. Error of the Estimate
13.41792

7.3 Group Seven
A two-tailed Pearson correlation analysis was conducted to find out if there is any statistically significant
correlation between the percentage of known words in an academic text and reading comprehension scores for
students in group 7 (table 7).
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Table 7. Descriptive statistics: group 7
Vocabulary Test G7
Reading Test G7

Mean
47.9702
45.9627

Std. Deviation
13.14158
12.52569

N
23
23

Table 8 shows that there is a correlation between percentage of known words and reading comprehension
(r= .068). The correlation is weak and positive according to the coefficient of correlation as the table
demonstrates with sig value less than 0.05 which is less than α (0.05).
Table 8. Correlation between percentage of known words in an academic text and reading comprehension scores:
group 7

Vocabulary Test G7

Reading Test G7

Vocabulary Test G7
1

Pearson Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed)
N
Pearson Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed)
N

23
.068
.757
23

Reading Test G7
.068
.757
23
1
23

A regression analysis was conducted to investigate the effect of known vocabulary on reading comprehension for
group 7. The effect (table 9) is very low as R Square is .005. In other words, .995 can be ascribed to other
factors.
Table 9. Effect of known-words knowledge on reading comprehension: group 7
Model
R
R Square
Adjusted R Square
1
.068a
.005
-.043
a. Predictors: (Constant), Vocabulary Test G7

Std. Error of the Estimate
12.79045

7.4 Group Fourteen
A two-tailed Pearson correlation analysis was conducted to find if there is any statistically significant correlation
between the percentage of known words in an academic text and reading comprehension scores for students in
group 14 (table 10)
Table 10. Descriptive statistics: group 14
Vocabulary Test G14
Reading Test G14

Mean
40.6077
38.3929

Std. Deviation
16.68959
13.52121

N
16
16

Table 11 shows that there is a statistically significant correlation between percentage of known words and
reading comprehension (r= .745). The correlation is strong and positive according to the coefficient of
correlation as the table demonstrates with sig value less than 0.05 which is less than α (0.05).
Table 11. Correlation between percentage of known words in an academic text and reading comprehension
scores: group 14
Vocabulary Test G14
Pearson Correlation
1
Vocabulary Test G14
Sig. (2-tailed)
N
16
Pearson Correlation
.745**
Reading Test G14
Sig. (2-tailed)
.001
N
16
**. Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
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A regression analysis was conducted to investigate the effect of known vocabulary on reading comprehension for
group 14. The effect (table 12) is very high as R Square is .555. In other words, .445 can be ascribed to other
factors.
Table 12. Effect of known-words knowledge on reading comprehension: group 14
Model
R
R Square
1
.745a
.555
a. Predictors: (Constant), Vocabulary Test G14

Adjusted R Square
.523

Std. Error of the Estimate
9.33648

7.5 Group 17
A two-tailed Pearson correlation analysis was conducted to find out if there is any statistically significant
correlation between the percentage of known words in an academic text and reading comprehension scores for
students in group 17 (table 13).
Table 13. Descriptive statistics: group 17
Vocabulary Test G17
Reading Test G17

Mean
39.4633
45.4082

Std. Deviation
16.25953
14.17738

N
14
14

Table 14 shows that there is a statistically significant correlation between percentage of known words and
reading comprehension (r= ,703). The correlation is strong and positive according to the coefficient of
correlation as the table demonstrates with sig value less than 0.05 which is less than α (0.05).
Table 14. Correlation between percentage of known words in an academic text and reading comprehension
scores: group 17
Pearson Correlation
Vocabulary Test G17
Sig. (2-tailed)
N
Pearson Correlation
Sig. (2-tailed)
Reading Test G17
N
**. Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).

Vocabulary Test G17
1
14
.703**
.005
14

Reading Test G17
.703**
.005
14
1
14

A regression analysis was conducted to investigate the effect of known vocabulary on reading comprehension for
group 17. The effect (table 15) is very high as R Square is .494. In other words, .506 can be ascribed to other
factors.
Table 15. Effect of known-words knowledge on reading comprehension: group 17
Model
R
R Square
1
.703a
.494
a. Predictors: (Constant), Vocabulary Test G17

Adjusted R Square
.452

Std. Error of the Estimate
10.49414

8. Discussion
Generally, the results, presented above, showed that there was a statistically significant correlation between
vocabulary knowledge and reading comprehension for the Preparatory Year Deanship students at Prince Sattam
Bin Abdulaziz University. The results also showed that there was a high positive effect of vocabulary knowledge
on reading comprehension. This correlation and positive effect is in line with previous studies such as Rashidi &
Khosravi (2010) and Li (2015). When correlation and effect were studied for the groups 1, 7, 14, and 17
separately, results were a little different. For the higher level groups i.e., 1 and 7, results showed there was a
positive correlation but it was not statistically significant. The positive effect was low with R square=.093
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and .005 rrespectively, which
w
means thhere is a higher percentage for effect of oother factors oon the particip
pants’
reading coomprehension. On the contraary, for the low
wer level particcipants in grouups 14 and 17, the correlation
n was
statisticallyy significant with
w a very hhigh positive eeffect of vocaabulary knowledge on readiing comprehen
nsion
(with R square=0.56 annd .49 respecttively). This rreflects a highher reliance oon knowing thhe meaning of the
vocabularyy by lower level students. Sim
milar results w
were found in sstudies such ass Harkio & Pieetilä (2016).
It is imporrtant to point out here that w
within the higgher groups 1 aand 7 (same ffor 14 and 17) results showe
ed an
unexpectedd disparity inn the results. A
Although grouup 1 is higheer in level thaan group 7, i.e. as per the PYP
placementt test, results showed
s
that ccorrelation to as well as eff
ffect of the voocabulary know
wledge on rea
ading
comprehennsion was highher in group 1 than 7 and in 14 than 17. Thhe researcherss believe that tthis can be ascribed
to other faactors that coulld not be contrrolled by the reesearchers suchh as the mood of students annd their desire to do
the study ttask especiallyy if they were to do an impoortant quiz or work on somee other markedd project. The time
the task w
was done couldd be a factor. In addition, tthere could bee other factorss. For examplee, it is allowed for
students too move from a lower-level ssection to a hiigher one and vice versa to aaccommodate students’ sche
edule
when apprroved by the deeanship.

Correlation andd effect differeences among grroups
Figure 2. C
9. Conclussions
From the rresults pointedd out above, itt was found thhat previous kknowledge of tthe vocabularyy meaning(s) has
h a
significantt positive effecct on the langguage learners’’ reading com
mprehension in general. How
wever, this effe
ect is
very high when focus is
i placed on loow-level learnners. It becom
mes lower wheen learners reaach higher lev
vel of
language m
mastery. With that, it can bee concluded thhat language leearners in earlyy stages of leaarning the lang
guage
need muchh more focus on
o vocabulary and their meannings which w
will facilitate thheir reading com
mprehension.
10. Recom
mmendations and
a Future R
Research
Based on tthe results of thhe study, the rresearchers maake the followinng recommenddations:

1) A foccus should be placed on teacching vocabulary extensively to lower levvels. While thiss, according too this
research, iis needed for the
t learners’ rreading compreehension, it iss also, a predicctor of languagge improveme
ent in
general Raashidi & Khosrravi (2010).

2) A high level of im
mportance needs to be givven to vocabuulary instructioon when desiigning the En
nglish
curriculum
m for the founndation/preparaatory year programs. This w
will lead to beetter language learning outco
omes
(Nichols, M
Mraz, & Blair,, 2012).
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3) A future study should be broad enough to cover the female learners of English, in addition to the students
majoring in English language.

4) Another study should explore not only the vocabulary knowledge, here referring mostly to vocabulary size,
but also the depth of vocabulary. Studies such as those of Qian (1999) and Zhang & Yang (2016), found that the
depth of vocabulary knowledge was more indicator of reading comprehension. However, Li & Kirby (2014) did
not find a statistically significant difference between size, i.e. breadth, of vocabulary knowledge and depth, yet a
stronger effect of depth of vocabulary on reading comprehension. It will be interesting to investigate the depth of
vocabulary knowledge and its effect in a Saudi college students’ context.
11. Limitations of the Study
The study had the following limitations:
1) All the participants in this study were Arab male university students. They shared the same mother tongue,
religious norms, social traditions and economic status. And they were all enrolled in the university level
foundation classes during the first semester of the preparatory year at Prince Sattam Bin Abd Al Aziz University
2017-2018.
2) The study was text-based in nature in that it investigated the subjects’ known words in an academic text rather
than their general vocabulary knowledge based on standardized vocabulary size tests.
3) For the sake of this study, it focused on only one level of knowledge i.e. word meaning. A future study will
address morphological, syntactic and semantic awareness.
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