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This study seeks educational implication by analyzing research papers dealing with science assessment
in the most recent 30 years in Korea. The main purpose of the study is to analyze the trends in published
papers on science assessment, their purpose, methodology, and key words, especially concentrating on
the cognitive and affective domains. We selected 273 research articles and categorized them by research
object, subject, methodology, and contents. To examine the factors that affect the research trend, we
also tried to contextualize papers’ theme in terms of changes in national curriculum and assessment
system during the contemporary period. As a result, an overall research trend reflects changes in science
curriculum and assessment events such as implementation of college scholastic ability test or performance
assessment. There is an unequal distribution in various aspects of the researches, showing a superiority
in cognitive domains than the affective ones. By using standardized data obtained through the national
and international assessment of educational achievement in science, quantitative researches were superior

domain to qualitative ones. Studies on cognitive domain use variously written- and performance-based tests,
whereas most studies of the affective ones prefer written tests. Applied research and evaluation research

are predominant comparing to basic ones, which most of the research methodology is based on statistics.

Lastly, we found out that key words and subjects tend to be subdivided and detailed rather than general

and comprehensive, as time goes on. Such trend will be helpful to elaborate and refine assessment tools

that have been regarded as a problem.
| N2 710) 45 Ago] FRsNHIL 1 G5 S k] T 7h B,
= e % 3 D T2 Frhe} U o WP AE nek
e} w4 1O Wisks Wk Ug W oole) gale] wistel Wy OF RS Wtk Ao} oy Wrke = w7 WA *14 87}
57 AFEITE Orpwood(2001)= TaFe Al)7] wigtol] = WA o4 o FAED PSS A, wAfe] = A9l wa Y] B
7|8 71t W80 QRS Byt T JRE T YA o= A& 7RItk SHollA 7917 A5 & okdzt @Ff;; Bl I8
olZ|71A] o]= whepiA] Bkl §le-S XAk, Wyl st A= IOe H7kks w54 grkzAe] oulE AdtKim e al., 2014;
S Hae st AXEHR] ekod we 1A Q) 7st=1 )7} A Pellegrino, 2012).

2 4 9o Augrh Frk= w8 YL o]F Q4¢] B A71H o8 et wie) g Rt shkaAle WUt A
WS I BebE o AT agFtH Cowie, 2012) a2 el F ke ks mEOR ke WA e F7ER U] Balske
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HrlolA 9] Ha e 23 9] 4%, 54 2ok Jdestet
3l L= A2 FEoz AHulga, w20 ML st Ao
<7kt 719 Ja} AZ A AFFcHLawrenz & Thao, 2014).

Lyon(2011)2 @4l $-%2] 37k A7 F2 o] uret 57t
F4, WA 3, 5P 49 A MR BRET B 3 e

7} wrel ehgel Ao} o] Ble] F1ed Astk AEA A
Qﬁoﬂ 761/&]-9_]. EHQ_}FQ] %7]- X—]E]:gq E_X—]Hoﬂ Z A0 \:!1—2_37_, _,37_/\]_ XA]

at=

R B B = =1
(Cone, 20129] ] glonh, 34 T4 He e o)
dheba] B} Heko e HEEs Aok 5712 =
ol A o} 0] ) G TR BRCIA 24,
3R BRAL e e WP} Eﬂu(gug, _/,:c?_]j, i:LEEH, =5 B Y
*@(ﬂ il weh chepet fmo@ SRl
2 H7F 998 &8 ko] £48 Z]L]7](Lawrenz & Thao,
2018 W] A% oI5 29} el ek o] efl 4
2 A7k W SRR ghom 1 2uE SAstel =g Hu
AAystr] ok Hrts vho g Holx| o= AAlA 583t 1
J_].XL_ e WA AREEL 2A5EE o EAE A= AAE
o}x] %tHPellegrino, 2012). Ao} A= S4gkolzh= At
& dESpEL, BrHe RS Sk Y WelS
£ols] SR 4 gle B ofle B Zo] Serh wel oy
3 = ¢l 3Pgolck NRCROODE B7ke] e
& sy om A, ol Ak B
S o]E 0] 7k H S Stk Pellegrino
QO E0] 7 S AE FER S YEE FAZ STl
WP ozA F7HE NEstsPEA Q1A W, siio] Az dAdE=
AR HEE AL o] Eﬁé% A 2] B7F ER B
S&E U ohe I S = e == 28I
(LYOIL 2011; Liu, 2012). 31, 4 P N2 B7HE He doh %
off whef gepA)7] wiZof| olef wet HriE Fdshe 8o dit
thekel o7t rdd 4= glom Bt myo] FA|ERE) Lawrenz
& Thao(2014)'= Zzhs-olo} Fq0], Fojaeole} theizold 71|
AlolE u7bHEA FHsl= Hrie] AAut 7, Stufflebeam &
Shinkfield(2007)2] THAl 7FR] 212 H7l 83Q QA 7L, AR
S AR A B AR S, ARl A GAleh S5, HE Y
502 40 5ot AFE Hrl Bnge BEqct
FAfe] et 15 F7F A A A9 Al H7He
N GAE Al FF e Al 7H] SOl st als It
Apgo] FEsfor & Bart vk A, AR A 3
A=< A3, 784 A-dollM 2gshuA nFe] Fods A5
Stk =A, ok w50 A 5 bl k] ehdE EjIge

A G Bk gol Wt S5 AT Slat 1

F

ARE3HE NS Es] sl A7 Lo B
£ Qhfgich *iWH, B AT Foprt FAA R sk Aol
A AL 222 AR oS ke 71318 Ao =a A4
ZQ] wtol|A] ou l%— AABIL Hoh A TS A 4= glek
=90 A} w8 Frlof gt T A= ol w=2oloF el
a2 207 Ay|Ho 7 Aoy} wojL vk, 2] w8t we
H7t AT FFE ol2A WS olF = £3 A7t AE Aol
A= PAlow %i_ 7ol glow 5k us wed il o
TE Zopi7] otk 53] fejuirt
=4 3t 4= Jﬂ7}°ﬂ X‘Oilo}ﬂl EHA Q1AA, oA g9
BHE AAFCR Blwd 4= A H o=, JAAA AJF ol ulsf
5] e AolA AF|(Choe ef al, 2013)5 S5l A9 WS
o] Lpepsitt. o= 11 ek HeEo] gk e} w8y o] Farot
W7HE 23 3 B 58s] H oA AplollA el Hotof
3 dage sefyint aaba 2 Aol 24 3017F tfollAl
S W3t w4 B7E ALY TS A, HoA gAe
FHOR "ofstal I AnE IAR H8F 1S ket ws 2
WA el TS AXSHE SHA, T Aol gk AAREE A
A ek ofelgt Ao wet 74 30137H(1986d ~20154) e}
SollAl B7F T Ae) HAA FF AAA G FoH F99
%7} ATt T, AT WHED ol gt B A B3 23t
Wb Aol o A9 5 2 dobduA) gk

JegelA] HolukA] o

[l St B

12 oy

=] 23} Ko xfe] Brh e Aol 23s YEo], 19861
20159714] 30 &2t =} SsA]of AE w=i 5 A8t w5 F7}
e =ie FAR deuaska o] Alsshs HiolEH| o]
(RISS)E 53| ‘H7} and 2}t w8, ‘B7} and E2] W7, “H7} and
s} w2, ‘W7h and AJE WS, W7} and A lEF W8, <=A
and Tt T8, 2 and £ 78, 54 and T3 0, 54
o B, S ad AN 5] AR Goled i
75647 5 39 I SR 3 AP BT 2ok
o 2 9 e 5 ) ool oyl 81
A|LJgict o] 5 KCI(Korea Citation Index) -5AJR|2} KCI ?XH SHZ|
of| ARE & 273H 2] =H-S 25 KA tjafoz AAFCKTable 1).
A = FollA AAA F9e T ol 5T.1%E 7P Bl
%]_X]X% Oﬂoﬂiq— X—]',]X_—} Cﬂcﬁ.‘_% g]:]—’{s_ 7]- 20.5%, X—]_,]Z'] Oﬂcﬂol

128% QIS SHT 4 Gt 7leke] A9 0.5% HAHrk KCI

= dyte] I S warsl & gletl ol AN saaeh A FRA) =R ulee 247 912% 8.8%SC.
Table 1. Research papers analyzed
== 5 (%) (N=273)
Rk EEE) =3 71et A
KCI 34 136(49.8) 35(12.8) 55(20.1) 23(8.4) 249(91.2)
KCI SA] 38X 20(7.3) - 1(0.4) 3(1.1) 24(8.8)
A 156(57.1) 35(12.8) 56(20.5) 26(9.5) 273(100.0)
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2, £A1 o34 A1y
B e T weolN WS R mES BAsl] IS
sjolgtomn 75t 8 34 A, 1, A SO e AXIshe

o, g

A Lof| thgt AAFES A3z} 3ot E35] TIMSS(Trends
in International Mathematics and Science Study)%} PISA(Programme
for International Student Assessment)?} 72 =4 &+ AFH = H7}

]A—1 —?—E]L]—E} '81—%(1)4%0] 504_2,_ =o fﬂ—g /\-L%] \4—9_ 7(4_/]2—1 /d_%]
7] AX|(Choe et al., 2013)= 1 5] 13t w8 H7p Lol A
offl A7} mEw o] fheA] Auiolop g da/dS =itk of
o A7} TR Gl th8 T 4 T olglelE 91X ol
Aoz oS 2AoF A HHHE(Sung & Si, 2015; Fraenkel,
Wallen, & Hyun, 2015; Gall, Gall, & Borg, 2007; Miller, 1991)
A 1A B, 2 QAIEH i, T B, g ] B2 Bl
T, AT g SHelAE AST B7h w44 RS BAg
(Table 2).

AT vl e

W5 AL, ofle] AL
Golo} B4 W% IS gito s
Wt - Aol AYjE= 73 4
25 345} w83 ARAA] ok, S5 0% tpdrke) st
W TP Thorst Q12| A, AojA AR A Y Blolo s
SHE o Qlrk= Aol oot A= ZEMW % AT M= 24
dpgoR EYAA it W s

Z = =
, 35 A

a5
A, AAL
A=

Fez  opjet At B4
SR ng Egste] BA
AL 712 25, 35

5o
JLAIRL ROF T3} BE

u

A,
o—

2 s

&E

Bl 9]9ls 1 AARS o]ajaly] QsiAl meke] uhe
ohefet A HES ARESfoR skt ](Elsner 1997; Sung & Si,
2015), o] AFAISo] ARL3F AL HHL FAbofA] WA AL
A1 S ol ol @—ZL ‘ﬂ of siggtct At A
off A7t A7 WS AMEEHA] Fow AlEE AR AlF=et
A U89 HEE=S Brishe Wie] 2k E}L Z(Kim,
2012), AA7E A Al HZshe 2AdolzaL &
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d

5;
Jgﬂé

flo st

2 qlefe 2 o 2] olojs} gl it by
S, <142 e wple] wjel 2elel 7] Azl 17
3} oF2] oo}t A A4 Sung & Si, 2015; Neuman, 2011; Chae,
1996) €Jof 71 & 8% 7 S7HSung & Si, 2015; Creswell,
2008)9} 7]EFR BRI, = v A7 B uel 7z AT
8 oI+, AY(HAA) dKaction research), H7} A-4Sung & Si,
2015; Miller, 1991) 502 E&gct 7|2 d3= dEly ARNS
ASHAL o] 25 WHAIA A4S A= A8E sl
AT A BA| Al Uehts o] 24 o] Ak,
At AT AfHsHs BAL AU ANE AT &
Sttt s T9follA dojub Aol et sige i AAl &
£2S FARZ]= 9 BZAHo] Qlom(Johnson, 2005; Fraenkel,
Wallen, & Hyun, 2015), B7} d3t= T2 3oy ZMo] ail=
A5l atol| =ERE s SASks Atk Al WA A
£ & 71 e ol met oAl A1) W & w A
71e ATt - 2AF AL A A5 AT Hla AL A AL A
AT, T AT SO LRItk Chac(1996)= AT WHES £F
3 o) epihs Adare] Eek Box40] g g e T
g BASEL Bl Alom BRels Aok HEEr Ak
2 olaolA] @17 o] met Lk o4l Ae] WRE gl et
A AR e zYoer EEE7|E ik Fraenkel, Wallen, &
Hyun(2015)-% o] d5tef AR AF Ah Ak A, 2AF A,

[‘

\1
=

©° 9
S

AFslo]

[elne)

0

Ay

1

=
=

P

Rt Bl A7 2ol 1 AN A A AT bt
P T3} 717 @70 A AT TFYLTF Sk, HE T
BE /lEOR WRSKE Ay 479 Wt 478 2 40w 4
AR, Sung & SIQ015)E AT el Wk Y AT A AT,
P A, 29t 71 owa} o e BRI 0|4 Avat
of wfe} 713} W} ehge] FBste] £ Aol ofef eat

9] 71%(Sung & Si, 2015; Fraenkel, Wallen, & Hyun, 2015; Gall,

Gall, & Borg, 2007)& FaLstal 4] Ol w=ollM Al AR

= T~

7L HpH o 2 HE oAl 71X T HPHS mEFTh

o H=
Table 2. Analysis Criteria
Cha R
71 A I e 2. A 3. SHEAECLAA) 4. 3 Sk ws 34 9
L) frol, 2EMY, M, s, tistl(elln] A, SR AL A S 54 s AR 54 AR gl
L as), gl S AE A7) 37, 7l
oXEZ A
A oy T AT 2. 3% A7 3. 8% AT 4. 7]e}
H‘ﬁ; A7 B4 L7z A7 2 8§ A7 349 A7 4. B} A
° gy LD ET 2 7)& AT AL AT 3.4 AT A Hla A
0 4 AY AT 5. AT 6. W AT
o101 Lo Bl ARE, B e, AACH, AL 2 QoA ), wlE, 571, Aobid, 1t Bek AA
o 3. £ IAA Fs Beld Qelg A ke 4. 7]¥f
A 1 ALY ey, A9, e
e b =T 2 5 94y %%(iEia& Rk, 3 5), A7) - AT BL 4 - ue, B
3. 7lek gt EpaE 22ad |5, A3 el =76] 949 71 AW 34 B
SR AR ARA WY (AP AN A4S 5 (A7) B 1S 2E s
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AT WHE2] A5 dAIA, Ao, 7 Gl S 9, F ¥9
T ol Holle &3] oh= 71E 99 5o Wl dH9or ERAh
Bloom(1976)0] 917+ B4 1A%, Hel4, 4157 gelos B}
of g3t olel, QAA QI TR A4le] ALg 9 A
BT 5402 A, HelE, AT, A4, 1) Wk o, Al
(Lee & Kim, 2013) 52 Atk T}t
A2, B S clereh A 9ol STS el Wi, sle) 2y
=9 o)z|7 ddoz waAZ} Aol oo

| Bl S4oR H, 7, ok A, Fo, 71,
58 5 4 ), o AT ASIY B4 Bl 9)
£ %2 ofg] golo] BEHOR Uehh A4, 71
(Lee & Kim, 2013) S5 A0 %9lo] ZHAZACE 71 ol
o] st ERILbA) Ok 4] ZAR} Ale) 24} 58 7]
Sk W7} mE Aol A AL, B8 B
MR 0] 9, S 0 ASHS) BRI 9 §
wslelel 27 Am, S, Tk Be
Aeg I AER(Kim e al, 2014), HAEFOR, S8
NEE, A7) A W), T W B R BR of W
= YA SO B 5§ F S8 W) mas
AL, ShSol B ek E2kl 7154 A7l 3 o
Al AR} -2 Al ﬁﬂg}ﬂ(neuropsychologlcal) E74Cluss-Ehler,
2010), A4 347 5L AgT A9 sk B
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Hyun, 2015; Neuman, 2011; Kim, Klm, & Kwon, 2012; Kim, 2012;
Gall, Gall, & Borg, 2007; Miller, 1991)& 1&shdaA] 12} BEHES
57510l A2a 22} BAE(Table 2)0] Bo] =8-S FAI.
4 SO A 73T RS Table 2] HAHEo] ufe} A
G2 FEC 718 2R|A 4. T =7t S 3w =
] S8 At o, At BA] did sHdell sfidehe als
& 7|R0 2 FEFL oE Sof 200971% w8 3Hgo] Al
2013 o] EE “TIMSS 20113 NAEA 20119 Uepd $-gue}
SS9 18}t 5k A3 EAP(Dong, Lee, & Shin, 2013) =504
oAk 3RS 2011 ThA| 23k 38R shgoln] oS- ATt W
TPl oAt mabMe) mg TAe) FRS weron s A WS
Aoz BEFI= Aot 27} w8 3] AEst AL A7E
Hesp] ofele o] Ak A, At 5] A9t 25e
S 7120 S o] e B8 I TAS Ak oot
ol W7k w8 WAL A TeRFoRK e WA § HEow
A H7be] J3he Rk Q. mg 2bge] watel] 153
Brhw Weksha Qlen] S| ofig woket 4 gick
o TSt A GTe] Bi whERH o R ARe] 44 by
7]Z_E F-E3517| = S (Neuman, 2011). A&X], A%, 7}
T 2 S8 lo] S 18 18T Ao
T2 W v & &sto] AEARe] o o]

1814

Sl rulo

0%
2 oo

2 oo

ASAL hE 54, et 714 B R4S AR A9t
4 AP SR, U3 479 9 47 A A800 2
HESt £2E 22, WY, 94, 1 weicd 23 o

A WS ARESE 7-9(Sung & Si, 2015' Neuman, 2011)= =3}
WHog Basigict 7leks At o] LAIA R AR oA
U 71E ArE A, ARlsle] o= Zog BRsh| ofge A
CHKim, Kim, & Kwon, 2012).

°4¥ B0 whE 7|2 A, S8 A A¥ A, B7F A4
Z Sung & Si(2015)2] Y] 714 22 wlgrov), Miller(1991)%=
3 A= ARIRE Al 7HA] FYor ERsP e Frk AR A
=38 U BF AR 5 BERE 4 Sl o] dtel
OE?LA IS YRISIA7|= gl Qo] AlRHA] S Aol

W5 AJRolA dofuki= ZA] sidel Hrk & 2o Sl B¢
FRICE AFIA B 5 sha(stw) sl et 43 B
(Chung, Yoh, Park, & Kim, 1992) =549 3l sHE2] 4]
e AFE B7E w2 st A8k e A At HX
°ﬂ Hetthar gkt Ao 1 ook W7k A4te 54 229
Fapt Bito] Tk AEE S0k A9t diE &
21e Brt 25sHEe] wst et 59 9 et Bl ejee] vjl=
PP (Kim, 2002) +=-> LEEQ 7] avks, oMY i
Rt FF‘M 2:9F 7P (Chung & Choi, 2007)= 3d HIES]

—Llo%
;

9¢ rr

—.~HU=”.:3:[‘.RHJZ:EE
O
O
N

O

CSLEXL
=

Hop4 4oF AES WSS Sold %7k AT BR
AT el T A AT Gl SR AFAES W

(Sung & Si, 2015; Fraenkel, Wallen, & Hyun, 2015; Gall, Gall, &
Bors, 2007/ Aatsfel 273819 ol £40el g 172
o, AA SRS A A A w8k 7eA] e

= UEREA| ¢hobA] o] 5 AlQfslal 2 U= o s E}
AlZstglick Es] At Blal d4e SAIE AREshe AR A
HRo] AR AR AR AL, 2AF et Ve e (@l
tigt 7] oleks SH(Kim & Choi, 2008)0f4] 22 #F== ‘Z‘%“J/P

ek 3 Y] o) ARG Gl WHo) 3 7hA] o)l A9}
GiRolul, i3l WeE Fol oIS el TR WAE Eo
4 = HAXHKim & Choi, 2008)E ik weks AR BERox=

T2 AR A9 WS AR R
HpEg 2212 Hgalo] 13 g Flew
thTable 8). 1x}} 22} BFHo] B&= 7k A
He3k A9l sk

2 ANE A o, S0 AXE ARk o b uls) Bet
o 3t ApaIzro] REskm Fuif £ Aalsis ol
| W& A v)al &5 AxlChoe et al, 2013; Kim et al., 2009)
= e} °l°ﬂ we} 9174 oJell Hojd ofele Zow A
ﬁm lw A =RAA TR Gl Al
sl 24g whslo] A, B
,711:4 ot % %3 5 25 3401 Fito]
 ojel, - o 3 Wbl AR eloR st
(Table 3)3}o] 53-8 7|2 31 Le] Wg} Ak we- 1go] W)
B7ieh ARt Ao Wt Fat g oulE aEFick(Table 9).

S} RAH O AR AT
2}}- H]—lﬂi 6‘1—7;]] X%a]g}\
391 3 7 AT WS

1o
o>

al
¢4

WE M ok 2
N N
it L
ol
K3
ﬁ
¢ 3
0_9,

_19.

:Ciz
ofl
ol
o
fr



Table 3. Categories of key words from research papers analyzed
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ur A% WE
e e, B 8 AL AoE 99, Sl Hek wee| BE

W S B o 2 pEE B 9 o) 99, Bkl 9FS vAE 8l
Wt 1% WY, A%k A, A, oy

1. z-lz.”z o E_I:

1986 A LE] 2015 7kA] 17| 30\:7F 8t weof A ‘7P e
S %S KCILE KCI 54 SHEAo AR =t Fof L2450
™ QIAA B2 A ojA] Joof thgh ==29] W=, wwf A ool
gk =50 =5 10d4 Fo] FAFPTKTable 4).

1986 WEE] 1995W7}A] Q] 7|7+ 27} w8 wpgAko = A4z},
A5z}, Aexke] adstiLeem & Kim, 2013). A4xk2} A5} 1S
g 5 A= 9 F7F A oA ol Y sk il Bt

of thgt ARFE AAF AL, Alozfolli= H7Y ek 508 HHshd
A W8-S FASITHMOE, 1992; MOCE, 1987; MOCE, 1981). &
5] o] s M= He, ARSI e o2 ARl st
oigtk e} A5t} BieE Aloxfol A ‘wfetA ] B = WA
APALRE Als2L aS To A HoH Aol Brk= ot %3t
=90 Aol A= Aol o] LAIAQl 543k 1ol A

A Bl o8, 4 B5 38 £F0E HE 52 o3
1 Gte] A 5 Bk EE AR 7| DA e
H7RE 2 AN 1994l el Aol w9, A

et ool 1017t el w8 e i=FoflA] Hrtof gt A=
28ﬂ(103%)°l BAE QL XA Go(7 7%)e T T TR
T LEolu) gL SR W7t i ) i)l theksls
Eﬂ/\]zﬂg are s 3 o= 22 1990wt 1991@101] A=A
Al Bl giro@ 3 o] ZalE ek o)A o9(1.5%)A
S SAohe 9] et B d7sdck o) A7)

o} 2 oL tjato] zcixg(z 6%)-\} G 5%)01216 Zu%ﬂ Hl

01] EH ﬁ?ow FEAY %
%’%2 6%)5 31211:}
1996 L] 2005W7FA] ZAF 717Ee] T Al 109 Foke =7}
WA Aozl A7AF WS o) S-S Kim ef al., 2014). ©]
7|17k F<F 1999dell= w717 ZAF gefjE $lal(Park & Yoo,
1999) =4 &}¢] A% 712l TIMSS1995, 1999, 2003} PISA2000,

Table 4. General trends of assessment researches in science education for recent 30 years(1986~2015)

Tt 1S W) A =R %) (N273)
1986 ~1995'4 199614 ~2005'4 200614 ~2015 A

R 21(7.7) 53(19.4) 82(30.0) 156(57.1)

e IR 4(1.5) 13(4.8) 18(6.6) 35(12.8)
=3t 2(0.7) 29(10.6) 25(9.2) 56(20.5)

7)e} 1(0.4) 13(4.8) 12(4.4) 26(9.5)
a5} 24(8.8) 61(22.3) 61(22.3) 146(53.5)

2y 1(0.4) 6(2.2) 11(4.0) 18(6.6)

a}s} - 8(2.9) 8(2.9) 16(5.9)

wa} NS - 9(3.3) 23(8.4) 32(11.7)
P 1(0.4) 3(1.1) 10(3.7) 14(5.1)

3 2(0.7) - 1(0.4) 3(1.1)

7)e} - 21(7.7) 23(8.4) 44(16.1)

go} - 2(0.7) 2(0.7) 4(1.5)

ERS R 7(2.6) 25(9.2) 25(9.2) 57(20.9)

Z3Hy 15(5.5) 28(10.3) 47(172) 90(33.0)

A= 7(2.6) 24(8.8) 43(15.8) 7427.1)

e ofskAl(ellE] AP - 5(1.8) 13(4.8) 18(6.6)
° WAt 4(1.5) 24(8.8) 23(8.4) 51(18.7)
SHEI 9] 1(0.4) 2(0.7) 2(0.7) 5(1.8)

A7) Ay - 6(2.2) 14(5.1) 20(7.3)

54 1S At - - 3(L1) 3(L.1)

=4 gy 9 3(1.1) 9(3.3) 5(1.8) 17(6.2)
7 28(10.3) 108(39.6) 137(50.2) 273(100)
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20032] A3}} BHEE|ICKChoe ef al., 2013; Kim ef al., 2009). 1997
Ve = st 1 aistgAfso] 2= %L 2000 ell= FA
Aol AP E K Park, 2012). o] 10do] Hs) HiEE=
= e T8 A, R S 5 TR olfE AR e R St
Sk FAIG 0B o] it =2 Hlgo] ThE ol vl 5
7Tl 3] oA, B7RE ThHE 0] 4= 28%HollA] 108H
oz o wjs] FIHCE QXA FH(19.4%)°] ol AH
(@8%)°] H[3l AH3] oLt QIXA gt Yoy JdS A thE
T =154(10.6%) 9] Hl&2 AiH o0& obxlth IXF oA
£ =7te] ws A, ws 3ot Wt Aot weiste] =gt
oF WA A=A S A=, dieshegAIE e BES S
431 321 HUHES E8eh ATEo] YEREIL AolA Yo
o] el eolgt =elE]E EAJo] Atk 94, &ul, X 3714
SO tFsH| o]Foi2]7] AR aik= URkAQ] 2k8H(22.3%)
o|9]of| AE(3.3%), TH2.9%), EE|(2.2%), AF2eH(1.1%)0] HF
R, WA Ql4jolut 7} Alel, 2is} w8 Urte]| gt Aot
Zo] & wit gz FfE ek AT tdelAE GA A
(2.2%), thel(elm] mAR(1.8%), +0KH0.7%)0ll thet A7 vehd
= S, WARE d(8.8%) 02 gt QIAlolu M| 2AF A W4
et A xAout 58, wat wssh 5 e wAF =20 29l
< WFsH= A Sol 7RI 53] dAaSHSH o] AgE L
Aol Far]o] oA & 7|Ho] Ay o] %= g Yot
FA S Ak gt At S Sk SHAITh
20001+E] 2015W7k2] =AF 71712] A WA 10099] 717k A7}
WS I FRREe} 20077074 2 20097178 1S 1Y A7) Siggt
THLeem & Kim, 2013). 20077174 a5 dolAl= 218 AARF Atk
P, AEd, =EF 508 AL AR g A Eglem,
7} oA Aol Foof| tigh Ao #ET AATHMOEHRD,
2007). Aloxret A72}F 1S5 o= EHA Ejiee] IdolA o)L,
A3 Fs, SAE EFc e B7HE FEFchd 2007707, 2009
oA sl gt Fulel 7k Q14), 2} sisy ol e] A4,
A, Lo s ZAE sfdshe He, F94 & L4 H=
o]elof| Ztstol thl ejreo] HrHE FAHH SR A FTHMOEST,
2011; MOEHRD, 2007). 2008 oj|= =7} 45 819] A2 w7} 4=
AAZ A Y=EAA A=t B shdel x - 5 - 532 1 A4
5 BN 0 20139 HE= 25 ALl S 158
Aol dhsAlrt AAISHA = IthCho, Min, & Park, 2015). o] 7|3t
B2 1AA o] Hrt A= o] 10W71] 194%¢] H]s) 30%=
T3] S7FIANE A F6.6%) 01t T3 A7H9.2%)= 2t
7AW 238 Atk A4 o= A2 HA] ES
NBEAY EAsk= e A7t B ol R0l L, siss B,
4, I 2, 49 5 ol thst AgolE EXdol| tigk 24
=7 N A7 WAHYTE HEEA%), E(4%), ATt
(3.7%) 52 A= HAF H7te| tist AF7F S7H3AL, ate]
A glo] T} S A9 84%)°l it 7125 A= At aE]
Ak F8(17.2%) 3 AEEHE(15.8%)S L= 3t B2 A=
o] 10\d7kol| Hlsl| Z+2+ 6.9%p, 7%p7t 571 3=dl, Z5stuol H]
3l & - a5t A] ko] Ashrt Wol o]FolH L F - 353t
Stz ot A1A, 9714 sh AFH T Aledo] o EWokES
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M Efdth ERF & - B - ASeE e R o AR
WA ) ARLE, @A ke T ohRf o] WA AR
BrPel gt e5E AEE 4 3k SHe tlde= o A+

19861 o} 3041 <k T} KA o|Roll B}
Bk Aefshe, 27 8 3o wislel sl Brleh v
ol ARAS uIRl 297} Hekh QXA AS(T.1%)S e
o) Qe28%)oltt QXeh Held G il e
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Table 5. Research types
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9 E JHEA T PRl HE O 78 = 5 (%) (N=273)

174 24 =% 7|Ef A
oFa A 118(43.2) 28(10.3) 43(15.8) 17(6.2) 206(75.5)
Az AL 9(3.3) 4(1.5) 1(0.4) 4(1.5) 18(6.6)
=3t AT 12(4.4) 1(0.4) 8(2.9) 2(0.7) 23(8.4)
71eH 17(6.2) 2(0.7) 4(1.5) 3(1.1) 26(9.5)
2 156(57.1) 35(12.8) 56(20.5) 26(9.5) 273(100.0)

SHHLE = oA Aot AA A4LE E9dt At HAk FTkeke
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A7 WSS AR o]} vlusl BrF AtoA= BIRE A
B9 Avp 24, QAT A 2AF At oot Eot A A
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o] ¥} H=g wfolsty| ffste] AHE $Rloke EE(Kim et al,
2014)0] 7]i2o] =, 1 Bz oF FERE =47t ARGE]7]
fzoltt & Ee SAste e S AEs] sofslal, Hele
HEE 2 Eefuie] wsA deks Welr) 4 AdEE TEe] 771
tizol] ¢+ ZpAoflA thie B7kehe Ttk Aot WollA] ARgRE
BW7b Ehs T AT S 295k Sl SR e Al
& Eolre 5% ARk 2EgE onjofA & tollA] 2A
E 7} oM =75 sk ATH37.4%)7F HE dtol] H]
3 =4 Yel7| = Jck(Table 6). H7} =L 582 Kim ef al.(2014)
oM F7HE Aldshs o= AARE g, A, BuA/aAE 2
EET|e, ¥, WY, AR 55 aLste] 228319 =Rofld =EE
B =S Ao stk

7HE wol B8 §FE AE wrE AU46.1%), AHE
(30.7%), BAEF(26.3%)°] =02 Uehg=tl, QXA FYolAl=
AER(32.0%)7 AEHI24%) S WOl AMSSITL 27 ER(2.6%)0]
A2 whH, AolA FolMs HAEF(10.5%)9] HlEo] HE
(L3%)oIut AER(1.3%)Eet A Uepedth dutd o= Qx4 o
o= A FIES, HoA ool AHEAA BrE SR
8 AL Holut HAEF S = HAEE A7|HaA 57t
= YHbA UGS B, o S A HIR, Hald] AEA
ok £A1%(Song, 2010)0] Al7]%o], K} theft H7F B Het
sflofar ezt qlrk ARA FoolAe 7]E0] A Frto] gt
ek B7E =7t AlE] AARE SR B E AL QIck(Holling &
Preckel, 2005; Bailey & Bailey, 1974). Lee, Kim, & Jung(2006)2-
A7 21 25 HAR] 7hs/de BARE AtollM B4 29 ek
A A 7R A2k AMgst] Al AAR 7Rs 3t B e
LAgT) 7)Eo 2 AME B7F =Y £ Qo o /39
TS AR S BT ASelA] SkgAke] ditt S5t ofsiE
FIAA = ks ol A=l whet 21ds] 2-8a 4 Q= T
e F39] B7F =k AidE Zavk Qlok ek onjoflq A2
B7F olejoll S FAHCRE T WIS AR Ayf HalA, XEE
2e, IAlE 59 AEES ERt B7K17.1%)7F 71 wol 8=l

Table 6. Types of assessment tool

om HHFS3%), T - WHGI%), WAA8%), 27| - 45 B}
(.1%) £02 BAjo] Hoirh. FEI 4 oA oL 293
TR G A9 AR 3%)0IL T - MR09%)E A9fs)
1 79 ol Fojx]x) ek 21A|F ool HFE Ik Aol
S ofele SEAE B PA B, LS SR
ol B89 w7 48P F97} dholn 44 Wl ol
L Brshe 297} AS) ARSicks W Ay B ¢
9 W ohet HoA S A HHe uE Brke 4
FA18 H2Kim e al, 2014)012K= ol ol ol
of That B4 B A ol AP BRHH ST 5 UwS
copg o) wol gk B AL, B8l ek 975
wHlo] Z7heolok & Last ik

A8 Gt 20 WY 28 Bgel

y c

X 1o

r
12 r X

ny
of 2

Al

& IRk 3HA
SH= A9G.1%), ¥ A4 7ol AIA ZAT} 28 417 ek
ETH2.6%)5 AHEShe B A E 5}
7IRo® QXA ks Wels 9] 7sS A4 diAdat Aust
of theFsHAl H2Skal QthWang, Huettel, & De Bellis, 2008;
Huizinga, Crone, & Jansen, 2007). =+U] #}8} wSofx= = 7|4t
Tt 8 =9lo] WaAS AIstA tlkt 24 ARlE malsta
Qr] 53] mamsie mRage] Agel] AFHoR SIS
wlske 7R 4 9l 7R3 BHISKL Slopi(Lee, Lee, & Kwon,
2010), oFH7HIE QIRI2] Gelol] g7t Sasol ek

QT oA el e A} Table 70) AIwIlck ot
A(33.0%), TESHYQT.1%), ZE3A(20.9%) 202 AF7} =3
HQIcE oS0l tiRh IR, oA P = = ARA Fo]
o)A Foof mlgl - 5 - LG A 421 ~4.8Hi = =2
Holu}, QIA1A] Foi} FojA] Fode T vhe £ A9 v
I Zpol7t thas ARtk AR o= QA G FrF AR
HolRk oA golof thet B7he oj= e HhFskaL ik
ti ol whE dod B7F Aol Aol FEIsHA e He
ofA|ul, A sHY(7.3%) 0l e ofH] 1AK6.6%) 2] 5ol

QP BE T 4 = 0% (V28)

21X 93 =3} 715 A
e 73(32.0) 3(1.3) 24(10.5) 52.2) 105(46.1)
2= =t 51(22.4) 3(13) 14(6.1) 2(0.9) 70(30.7)
27 e 6(2.6) 24(10.5) 26(11.4) 4(1.8) 60(26.3)
i 26(11.4) 3(13) 10(4.4) - 39(17.1)
HAF 8(3.5) - 10(4.4) 1(0.4) 19(8.3)
23y 1= 6(2.6) 2(0.9) 3(13) 1(0.4) 12(5.3)
o 6(2.6) - 52.2) - 11(4.8)
27 - s W7} 1(0.4) - 3(13) 3(1.3) 7(3.1)
et Zoby w1 5(2.2) - 2(0.9) - 7(3.1)
A7 el w1 4(1.8) 1(0.4) 1(0.4) - 6(2.6)
A (A) 186 36 98 16 336
2B AAE =5 2 (B) 54 5 46 3 108
37 (A-B) 132(57.9) 31(13.6) 52(22.8) 13(5.7) 228(100.0)

F 5 7HA o] Wl sigEE A S5 A



Table 7. Types of research object
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P9 A A 5 =5 5 (WN=273)
174 394 =% 7|Ef A
Ho} 3(L.1) - 1(0.4) - 4(1.5)
ZE3HAY 33(12.1) 8(2.9) 15(5.5) 1(0.4) 57(20.9)
Z3}A 57(20.9) 12(4.4) 17(6.2) 4(1.5) 90(33.0)
TESHAY 47(172) 10(3.7) 15(5.5) 2(0.7) 74(27.1)
cfsg(fm] LA 6(2.2) 4(1.5) 5(1.8) 3(1.1) 18(6.6)
AL W WS ART} 24(8.8) 2(0.7) 6(2.2) 19(7.0) 51(18.7))
ECAn] 1(0.4) 2(0.7) 1(1.1) 1(0.4) 5(1.8)
A7) A 103.7) 5(1.8) 5(1.8) - 20(7.3)
Es w8 i 3(1.1) - - - 3(1.1)
4 g 9 9(3.3) 3(1.1) 3(L.1) 2(0.7) 17(6.2)
A (A) 193 46 68 32 339
5 A" =& 4+ B) 37 11 12 6 66
34 (A-B) 156(57.1) 35(12.8) 56(20.5) 26(9.5) 273(100.0)

F 5 7HA o] W sigEE A S5 A

= g} 4o)H dole] ngo] Q1|2 delat §AeA Uepta
29T,
3. 7 Ea} LGl Cigt Tt A7 55

o] w24 3037k
=S EA9TH(Table 8).
el <N

Sung & Sl(2014)7]— xﬂ/\]s} 71% A 28 A AlYY AL Ho}

JMOHH E’—E}Dﬂ ;q:yz};q = %%ﬂ A grbele FAle
ol A5 Age] 2Aste] AEel Yk
ato] 241 gAl7les V1%
AR 0] Hrke] 7|AE o]F =
ola} o] YA} 22 ol el

718 leje}

|3 o Q I=R=]
\_E%Zj" 002‘1 FL

M, o] 28

QUL

oq;u} AH o AL A(2.2%) S

HspA 1, Az

o i ol 71goln glon, o Tl Rotel AT AP W

ATz ;Lfo}oq HEshd 198615E 20 lsmm st weola U S 9l X7} QS-S ARRIE Bt A Wb E 2R
WG T B 2R U 4 BAE 8 A7060, W U U 220U AE SYSIC Aot AT o) i
ATH(15.4%), *E‘*E ATH(5.5%), 7% AH2.2%) L02 ERgT Tt A s SAske A § F 3R EAE Yoy
Table 8. Analyses by research purpose and major methodology
8 A 3 A7t = mE == (%) (N=273)
12} 22} = & 2Ry 37t A
= dF - 9(3.3) - - 9(3.3)
& RAF S - 65(23.8 4(1.5 69(25.3
A o 71& | a5 (23.3) (15) (25.3) 102(37.4)
A 3t - Jek vjm At - 11(4.0) 1(0.4) 3(1.1) 15(5.5)
A - 9(3.3) - - 9(33)
= o - 27(9.9) - 1(0.4) 28(10.3)
ZAF A 51(18.7
7re - 24 A ZAbe 7)e At - 21(7.7) - 2(0.7) 23(8.4) (187
A AT - Ak 74 - 2AF A - 26(9.5) 1(0.4) 12(4.4) 39(14.3)
43(15.8)
e A e A S e i - 4(1.5) - - 4(1.5)
VN s | - 16(5.9 933 4(1.5 29(10.6
B2 ol 7% - AL AT (5.9) (3.3) (1.5) (10.6) 30011.0)
A AT At Bl A - 1004) - - 100.4)
75 A - 1(0.4) - - 1(0.4)
& A A - 2(0.7 - 11(4.0 13(4.8
e 7% - 24} AT 0.7) 40) (48) 20(106)
A AT - ok vl AP - 6(2.2) - 5(1.8) 11(4.0)
e - - - 4(1.5) 4(1.5)
3 97 53 A 6(2.2) 12(4.4) - 18(6.6) 18(6.6)
v 6(2.2) 210(76.9) 15(5.5) 42(15.4) 273(100.0)
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Table 9. Periodical

analysis by key words

= T (%) (N=273)
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78 74 Azt A2} A2k A7A 2007 2009
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- -PISA2003  -Ay B AT
N 7k - 1(0.4) 1(0.4) 1(0.4) 40.4) 7(2.6) 14(5.1)
(Hff;) 5 - 1(0.4) 1(0.4) - 8(2.9) 14(5.1) 24(8.8)
T ey - 1(0.4) - 1(0.4) 1(0.4) 7(2.6) 10(5.1)
B PR - - 2(0.7) 2(0.7) 1(0.4) 2(0.7) 7(2.6)
_— ;g;} o)A - - 1(0.4) 1(0.4) - 2(0.7) 4(1.5) 136
=" 7)e ; - - 1(0.4) - - 1004)  (49.8)
o1& 5(1.8) 5(1.8) 13(4.8) 7(2.6) 6(2.2) 6(2.2) 42(15.4)
=7 AYH - 3(1.1) 6(2.2) 2(0.7) 5(1.8) 7(2.6) 23(8.4)
7)€ . - - 3(1.1) 2(0.7) - 5(1.8)
A=z ZHTL - - 1(0.4) - 3(1.1) 2(0.7) 6(2.2)
AN H = - - 1(0.4) 6(2.2) 4(1.5) 8(2.9) 19(7.0)
vakly - 1(0.4) 4(1.5) 3(1.1) 2(0.7) 2(0.7) 12(4.4)
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=7} &
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B ek,
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R
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Table 9. Periodical analysis by key words(Continued)
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