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Abstract The interest in online education has increased due to the spread of COVID—19. Especially, in
the online environment, the importance of scaffolding, which refers to the help and support provided
by instructors or peer learners, is being emphasized. This study aimed to review the antecedents of
online scaffolding at the university of Korea through the method of systematic review. For this purpose,
we collected 578 studies conducted from 2010 to 2021 and selected 7 studies according to the criteria
of selection and exclusion. As a result, we found general features, types, and effects of online
scaffolding at the university of Korea. Based on these results, we discussed suggestions and implications
for a follow—up study. We hope many empirical kinds of research will be conducted about online

scaffolding at the university.
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Table 2. General Characteristics

No. Authors Journal Subject Context Participants Methods Type of gnhne Typg Of,
(year) education communication
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u Writing Class
Kwon & |, Journal of The effects of Online
Learner—Center . o . 36 adult learners from |Experimental
2 Nam ed Curriculum scaffolding strategies| cooperative the one of university study Task—based class| Asynchronous
(2018) and IEStruitLilon on teaching presence learning o e
Journal of The patterns of Web—based Social
Lim et al.|Learner—Center interaction and team Collaborative 56 adult learners from network
3 ' . performance problem S anaylsis, |Task—based class| Asynchronous
(2015) | ed Curriculum - P the one of university . .
and Instruction according to the solving Questionnair
) scaffolding types learning survey
The effects of
Journal ,Of scaffolding strategles Online 99 adult learners from . Content—based
Kyun et al.| Information | and self—regulation . . Experimental
4 . . discussion the one of open class, Task—based| Asynchronous
(2015) Technology on discussion learnin university study class
Services participation and 8 o o
performance
The effects of o
Jang Journ;l of scaffolding type on Web basedl 124 adult learners from| Questionnair
5 Educational X Problem—solvi . . Task—based class| Asynchronous
(2014) problem—solving X the three universities survey
Technology ng learning
phases
Lee & Journal of | The development of | Web—based
6 Jang Educational scaffoding design |project—based 5 experts Delphi survey | Task—based class| Asynchronous
(2012) Technology model learning
The development of | , . Secondary
7 Lje:n& The Sj,gglriial of scaffolding guildeline Ezz?en?iiz:ie 10 tutor interviewees data analysis,| Two—way class, |Synchronous,asyn
(20 g . for improving tutor's p o ) case Task—based class chronous
10) Education d learning
performance research
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