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Study on the Meaning of Gender in Mathematics Education Research

Kim, Rina
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Gender might be interpreted in different roles and meanings depending on social and cultural backgrounds. Based on
the premise that understanding of gender may change the direction of mathematics education, this paper confirmed how
gender is interpreted in the preceding study of mathematics education in Korea by applying the literature research
method. In particular, predictive model based on empirical perspective and gender schema model based on constructivist
perspective. Based on the analysis of gender and research methods in cultural and historical composition models based
on historical perspectives and postmodernism models based on postmodernism perspectives, this study analyzed trends
in domestic mathematics education. As a result of the analysis, it is confirmed that gender is recognized as a
biological difference in domestic mathematics education, and that analysis of gender and related elements of
mathematics education is mainly used using statistical analysis techniques. This suggests that various approaches to
interpreting gender's role in future mathematics education are needed. The existing mathematics education research on
gender is composed in terms of gender differences. Since biology at the time did not explain this difference, however,
it should now be based on the concept of gender, which is socially defined gender. Accurate understanding of gender

and gender can be the basis for clearer understanding and interpretation of gender-related mathematics research.
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