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ABSTRACT

This study used action research to explore the effects of mind mapping teaching for reading comprehension in an elementary school

class. Twenty-four elementary students participated the research. The data were collected by both qualitative and quantitative

methods. The results showed as follows: 1. The mind mapping can enhance students’ interest in reading and stimulate them to

study actively. Most students can master basic principles of mind mapping and complete their mind mapping independently. 2. After

the planned instruction, all students showed a tendency of improvement in reading comprehension, indicating that mind mapping

can be used as a learning tool to improve students’ reading comprehension. 3. Some students had difficulties in choosing key words

when in mind mapping teaching. Teachers may teach students the way of choosing key words by using textbooks in the Chinese class

. 4. The students hold the positive attitude toward mind mapping. The mind mapping can enhance students' reading

comprehension. 5. The researcher herself realizes that the mind mapping teaching is an effective teaching strategy, and she has

improved her teaching through this action research.
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