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CHAPTER 2: PERFORMANCE AT INTERNATIONAL BENCHMARKS
ePIRLS 2016 INTERNATIONAL RESULTS IN ONLINE INFORMATIONAL READING
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Exhibit 2.5: ePIRLS 2016 Online Informational Reading at the 
Advanced International Benchmark (625)

Advanced International Benchmark 

When reading and viewing relatively complex Online Informational Texts, students can: 
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• Make inferences from complex information to support an explanation 
• Interpret and integrate information from within and across webpages with interactive features to 

explain relationships, and show thorough understanding 

• Evaluate the effects of textual, visual, and interactive elements and begin to consider the writer’s 
point of view 

Exhibit 2 .5: Advanced International Benchmark (625)
Exhibit 2.5 describes the reading comprehension skills and strategies demonstrated by fourth 
grade students at the Advanced International Benchmark. Students at the Advanced International 
Benchmark could make inferences from complex information; interpret and integrate information 
within and across webpages to show thorough understanding; and evaluate the effects of features 
to begin to understand the writer’s point of view. 

Exhibits 2.5.1 through 2.5.6 contain six examples to demonstrate the range in the types of items 
successfully answered by students achieving at the Advanced International Benchmark. Each exhibit 
shows achievement results for the countries that participated in ePIRLS, with up and down arrows 
indicating a significantly higher or lower percentage of success than the international average. The 
reading comprehension process and scale anchoring description are provided above the item. For 
multiple-choice items, the correct response is indicated. Constructed response questions were worth 
1, 2, or 3 points. Each constructed response item is shown with an illustrative student response and 
the amount of credit awarded the response is shown across the bottom of the exhibit, usually full 
credit. 

Exhibits 2.5.1 and 2.5.2 show examples of students making inferences from relatively complex 
text to answer constructed response questions. Example Items 2.5.3 and 2.5.4 illustrate how students 
at the Advanced International Benchmark were able to interpret and integrate information across 
websites, Example 2.5.5 shows they could evaluate text to explain a writer’s point of view, and 
Example 2.5.6 shows that they could evaluate the use of a timeline.
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Note: Results based on students who participated in both PIRLS and ePIRLS.

Norway (5) 65 (1.7) h

≡ Denmark 58 (1.6) h

Sweden 57 (1.9) h

3 Singapore 54 (1.3) h

1 2 Canada 49 (1.5) h

International Avg. 42 (0.4)  

† United States 42 (1.5)  

Italy 42 (1.7)  

Slovenia 41 (1.6)  

3 Israel 37 (1.2) i

Chinese Taipei 34 (1.6) i

Ireland 32 (1.9) i

2 Portugal 31 (1.1) i

1 Georgia 26 (1.6) i

United Arab Emirates 24 (0.7) i

Dubai, UAE 36 (1.1) i

Abu Dhabi, UAE 21 (1.1) i

h
i

( )

Process: Make Straightforward Inferences

Description: Make an inference to provide an explanation

Exhibit 2.5.1: Advanced International Benchmark for ePIRLS Online 
Informational Reading – Example Item 1

The answer shown illustrates the type of student response that would receive full credit (1 point). 

Standard errors appear in parentheses. Because of rounding some results may appear inconsistent.

Percent significantly lower than international average

See Appendix B.1 for target population coverage notes 1, 2, and 3. See Appendix B.4 for sampling guidelines and sampling participation notes †,  ‡, and ≡.

Country
Percent 

Full Credit

Percent significantly higher than international average

Benchmarking Participants
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Note: Results based on students who participated in both PIRLS and ePIRLS.

3 Singapore 63 (1.3) h

Ireland 48 (1.7) h

Chinese Taipei 47 (1.6) h

3 Israel 42 (1.3) h

† United States 40 (1.6) h

Norway (5) 39 (1.5)  

Italy 38 (1.4)  

International Avg. 37 (0.4)  

1 2 Canada 35 (1.7)  

≡ Denmark 32 (1.6) i

Sweden 32 (1.5) i

United Arab Emirates 25 (0.9) i

1 Georgia 24 (1.7) i

2 Portugal 24 (1.1) i

Slovenia 23 (1.4) i

Dubai, UAE 37 (1.4)  

Abu Dhabi, UAE 17 (1.0) i
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Percent significantly higher than international average

Benchmarking Participants

Process: Make Straightforward Inferences

Description: Locate and reproduce textual evidence to support an inference

Exhibit 2.5.2: Advanced International Benchmark for ePIRLS Online 
Informational Reading – Example Item 2

The answer shown illustrates the type of student response that would receive full credit (1 point). 

Standard errors appear in parentheses. Because of rounding some results may appear inconsistent.

Percent significantly lower than international average

See Appendix B.1 for target population coverage notes 1, 2, and 3. See Appendix B.4 for sampling guidelines and sampling participation notes †,  ‡, and ≡.

Country
Percent 

Full Credit
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Note: Results based on students who participated in both PIRLS and ePIRLS.

Ireland 37 (2.1) h

Sweden 33 (1.9) h

3 Singapore 31 (1.4) h

Norway (5) 30 (1.2) h

† United States 26 (1.4) h

1 2 Canada 26 (1.4) h

Slovenia 25 (1.5)  

≡ Denmark 24 (1.8)  

2 Portugal 23 (1.3)  

International Avg. 23 (0.4)  

Italy 16 (1.2) i

3 Israel 15 (1.2) i

Chinese Taipei 14 (1.0) i

United Arab Emirates 12 (0.6) i

1 Georgia 8 (1.2) i

Dubai, UAE 23 (0.7)  

Abu Dhabi, UAE 7 (0.9) i
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Process: Interpret and Integrate Ideas and Information

Description: Integrate information from across multiple webpages to provide 3 objects matched to their functions

Exhibit 2.5.3: Advanced International Benchmark for ePIRLS Online 
Informational Reading – Example Item 3

The answer shown illustrates the type of student response that would receive full credit (3 points). 

Standard errors appear in parentheses. Because of rounding some results may appear inconsistent.

Percent significantly lower than international average

See Appendix B.1 for target population coverage notes 1, 2, and 3. See Appendix B.4 for sampling guidelines and sampling participation notes †,  ‡, and ≡.

Country
Percent 

Full Credit

Percent significantly higher than international average

Benchmarking Participants
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Note: Results based on students who participated in both PIRLS and ePIRLS.

Norway (5) 42 (1.7) h

3 Singapore 38 (1.3) h

† United States 35 (1.7) h

Sweden 33 (1.6) h

Slovenia 33 (1.3) h

3 Israel 30 (1.4) h

Ireland 27 (1.6)  

International Avg. 27 (0.4)  

1 2 Canada 26 (1.6)  

Italy 22 (1.2) i

≡ Denmark 19 (1.5) i

United Arab Emirates 19 (0.9) i

1 Georgia 18 (1.7) i

2 Portugal 16 (0.9) i

Chinese Taipei 13 (0.9) i

Dubai, UAE 28 (1.3)  

Abu Dhabi, UAE 14 (1.4) i
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Process: Interpret and Integrate Ideas and Information

Description: Integrate information from a webpage to provide an explanation

Exhibit 2.5.4: Advanced International Benchmark for ePIRLS Online 
Informational Reading – Example Item 4

The answer shown illustrates the type of student response that would receive full credit (1 point). 

Standard errors appear in parentheses. Because of rounding some results may appear inconsistent.

Percent significantly lower than international average

See Appendix B.1 for target population coverage notes 1, 2, and 3. See Appendix B.4 for sampling guidelines and sampling participation notes †,  ‡, and ≡.

Country
Percent 

Full Credit

Percent significantly higher than international average

Benchmarking Participants
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Note: Results based on students who participated in both PIRLS and ePIRLS.

Ireland 48 (1.8) h

Norway (5) 47 (1.4) h

† United States 45 (1.8) h

1 2 Canada 42 (1.6) h

Slovenia 27 (1.4) h

International Avg. 25 (0.3)  

3 Israel 21 (1.3) i

Sweden 21 (1.3) i

3 Singapore 19 (0.9) i

≡ Denmark 19 (1.5) i

2 Portugal 18 (1.3) i

United Arab Emirates 13 (0.6) i

Italy 10 (0.9) i

1 Georgia 8 (0.7) i

Chinese Taipei 7 (0.8) i

Dubai, UAE 25 (1.0)  

Abu Dhabi, UAE 9 (1.1) i
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Percent significantly higher than international average

Benchmarking Participants

Process: Evaluate and Critique Content and Textual Elements

Description: Evaluate textual elements and content to show how they exemplify the writer's point of view

Exhibit 2.5.5: Advanced International Benchmark for ePIRLS Online 
Informational Reading – Example Item 5

The answer shown illustrates the type of student response that would receive full credit (1 point). 

Standard errors appear in parentheses. Because of rounding some results may appear inconsistent.

Percent significantly lower than international average

See Appendix B.1 for target population coverage notes 1, 2, and 3. See Appendix B.4 for sampling guidelines and sampling participation notes †,  ‡, and ≡.

Country
Percent 

Full Credit
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Note: Results based on students who participated in both PIRLS and ePIRLS.

Sweden 63 (1.8) h

Slovenia 62 (1.5) h

Italy 58 (1.5) h

3 Israel 54 (1.4) h

≡ Denmark 52 (1.7) h

Ireland 52 (1.8) h

3 Singapore 49 (1.4)  

International Avg. 47 (0.4)  

Chinese Taipei 47 (1.4)  

1 2 Canada 47 (1.9)  

† United States 46 (1.7)  

Norway (5) 43 (1.7) i

2 Portugal 43 (1.6) i

United Arab Emirates 29 (0.8) i

1 Georgia 17 (1.2) i

Dubai, UAE 37 (1.3) i

Abu Dhabi, UAE 23 (1.2) i

h
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Process: Evaluate and Critique Content and Textual Elements

Description: Evaluate the use of a timeline to convey information

Exhibit 2.5.6: Advanced International Benchmark for ePIRLS Online 
Informational Reading – Example Item 6

Standard errors appear in parentheses. Because of rounding some results may appear inconsistent.

Percent significantly lower than international average

See Appendix B.1 for target population coverage notes 1, 2, and 3. See Appendix B.4 for sampling guidelines and sampling participation notes †,  ‡, and ≡.

Country
Percent 
Correct

Percent significantly higher than international average

Benchmarking Participants
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