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This study aims to review the literacy-related articles published in the journal, Modern English Edu-
cation, in commemoration of its 20 years of history from 2000 to 2019. A total of 182 literacy-relat-
ed papers (27.62%) out of 659 articles have been published over the past twenty years. These were

reviewed in terms of three perspectives: main research themes, the subjects’ levels of proficiency,
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and research methodology. This study revealed that the research on reading has been productive in
the area of teacher and learner traits, and vocabulary teaching and learning whereas the research on
writing has been fertile in the field of text analysis and teacher and learner traits. This review indi-
cated that more research related assessment and technology use is required in the future. In addition,
this review showed that the subjects were skewed, and studies were mostly conducted at the college
level. Therefore, the future research should balance the subjects’ levels more. As for research meth-
odology, the articles displayed a heavy reliance on quantitative methods, requiring more qualitative

research and integration of qualitative and quantitative research in the future.
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TABLE 1
Research Themes of Reading by Periods
Theme 2000-2009 (%) 2010-2019 (%) Total (%)
Theory & text analysis 5(25.0) 7(9.7) 12 (13.2)
Classroom instruction 3(15.0) 12 (16.9) 15 (16.5)
Teacher/learner traits 2 (10.0) 25(35.3) 27 (29.6)
Assessment 1(5.0) 2(2.9) 3(3.3)
Vocabulary teaching 3(15.0) 18 (25.5) 21(23.1)
Technology use 6(30.0) 7(9.7) 13 (14.3)
Total 20 (100) 71 (100) 91 (100)
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TABLE 2
Research Themes of Writing by Periods

Theme 2000-2009 (%) 2010-2019 (%) Total (%)
Theory & text analysis 9 (50.0) 21(28.7) 30(32.9)
Feedback 3(16.7) 12 (16.5) 15 (16.5)
Teacher/learner traits 2 (11.1) 16 (21.9) 18 (19.8)
Classroom instruction 3(16.7) 13 (17.8) 16 (17.6)

Writing assessment 1(5.5) 5(6.8) 6 (6.6)

Technology use 0(0) 6(8.3) 6 (6.6)
Total 18 (100) 73 (100) 91 (100)
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Atk M. Ahn¥} N. Kang(2015)2 36'52] ojtjSo] £ &
Z independent essay writingS $=35l0] 2.5 EA4-8 51
ot K. O. Yoon¥} J. Lee(2014)= S247| ZRILEV} 3= 8
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AE rEE ATHCE Ytrol Al vl A 5HITE S. Kim2}
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1) o] A AR 4519 K. Parkd} E. Hwang(2019)
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BAS A E5H9Th C. Jung®} H. Choe(2014)= §H29l, &
<1Ql, EQ] S5A7F £ 30071 9] EE RS =35k
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AMRE = XS BA45199) I H. Lee2} Y. H. Na(2017)= St
= et FEERI 29 = FollA Uehs A A
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SkoiTt.

(2) 7] 17 T ==

27| Aol A g S4 A R o= FASE
T = AA| A 16.5%°] s Eo] ] A2 g2 A
7} o] Foj A= A0 2 HYA AT 20104 o] Fof|
1| = e ¥k =82 31(J. Lim, 2007; M. Song, 2007a, 2008)
of Ex}stl ot 2010 o] $2= T1H T 5Hj 7B 2 16
HO=E F7F6ISS & & Ut} tiF2e] A7} ey
S R s e 3 =Rolqled, 15 % - I
YT} WGARE O R §F T T =2 717 21
oZ AFog At A7) ¥4 mTH I A= A
Al w =6 ghsof gt e5Ate] Q14], =l R3] T
BIHY, 121 W e G50f| k] 42 A-go] of @A o] Fo]
A= 7ol gt A& E5 4= ok

A, ol gFof tfet Sh5Ate Q14 A= S.
Cho(2010)7} 3789] tield o 2R E| mj =l g5of Tt Ql
A1 AHATE Bo 2AFBHIAL, 1. Yi(2010):= 3078 o
SHgo] YA &5 Al U= &5 mT5Ho) oft 9l o]
of thet Q1241Z ARSI ERL C. Park(2012)2 37HA] o
£ e =S 8578 9] &0l Al AlAIsHaL 42574
O] A A& F-AI5to] 11 aakE BT

oW {0 WE Bt hAte] #o =
A A7 7S BWk=d), J. H. Hwang¥} H. K. Lee(2012)
£ 389 FFHE AN Esol Qlo] eRd mEw &

i 4R

Fo| v|A= FFoll st A5ttt C. S. Park} H. J.
Kim(2016)%= 247 2] 11-55H3E0] A =dollA st
AR Souy 55 v T 850] RIS AR, AR
EZRAR} A7) B BAE Bl et AR Adolet
L Zdo] 4] 45190tk H. Choeg} H. J. Yu(2012)= thsh
Yol JZHE oA IF O = XYo=& W EWY F
A S AL BAE S0l Poti At 5hlnk K.
Choi(2014)= 2374 9] ot Ao =2 7Hd 249l o=
I} AZol7]9] 2ot W& ARE-sto] A A5z T =)
&30l tisl A A= 53l B15]1 2L Q1T Manning} S.
Cho(2019):= AP Q1 453} ol - 271 Aol A tie =
o] &3k 7] n]=dof] Ztofshi= A7} o B A EEHA]
= 7toll gt A48 sttt

= &5 5 4220 Hiet f5= H. Ryu(2014)7F
ey o] ZHE oA & 4 S5 ollAl | |4t
o] oj@A| o]FojX|= A& Lot 7] Yl T=& 4+ 3t
£ =351 AARSt] HlolBE A Yot AR A o
2 A7E 53519tk 3. H. Lee(2018)% 43 9] 5194
T Fof T5AL} 479 HojrlS H|Woto] F& W Eulo)
FT2rgo] oEH| o|Fo|R|= A& 11 FAtT H] o] T 5l
A5kt

Hrof|, WaAke] | oA o] FojA = wE EF
of thgt A= 2ol EF=H], Burrell, J. Y. Lee?} J. E.
Lee(2015)= 2h?1 ThelAtel ofwl o eldAre] ZoiA|
DT 932 37kA| 2 B25lo] | WSFAT, S. Cho(2018)
= 1179 227] FEQF 159 wARS] m =3 vl w F4
Sto] S227] 78 9] mtulo] o] @A o] RojX=AE Al
AGE -S4l 71sstaL Al

(3) W/E5AL Wl B A+

WA} SHEARO] =, Q140U TS T A=
A4 19.8%0l S =|o] F HA 2 W2 A7} o]Fo]
A1 PSS L S At 20109 % o] Hofli= 3H(K. H. Kim,
2008; E. Shim, 2009; E. M. Yang, 2007)°] £3}5}3=0],
20109 o]F 2= 16H O R W2 Z7PF HEQIT}. v 2
A 16W 5 5 - S PSS Wl T A= 21
02 7P H ) om, wAl ¥Rl AT =Fo] 4301
= tishE9] Q1413 Aol gt =E-E0]Qth W
O} SR HQl 4] AR A WAk} shsAEe] 014
ZAL, SREAL 23 B0 ©E F247] AolE EA% =
2, 180 w4t S5A7E A3 Aol 224710 mlAl=
I AFE BeHch

HA Aol 4710 Yk /14 d++= S, Y.
Kim(2014)0] 555t 8h5A9] gof 7] gt &4l
A3t E]L, 183 F7]o] tief HERARE Bl okt
=, F5hgo] of st Ert ZHFo] gk Ekdo] H2 A
o F ZAME QL] S. Y. Kim(2011)2 tfshaj o] o}7|oF
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7] B3I o] Eofl 58 It Aol Sl AE 2AL
SFRAT:. Y. Kim} S. J. Park(2011)2 Gof 22 Aol A o

2t Z2HE 520l et SAEY v ARSI S.
Yun(2012)-2 tf} 227] QoA 7] D5of tigt sHy
£9] sk Aaof ot QIAS A A-E S5 RAKSHA
o} S. Cho(2012)= & S27]9} 74 22710 of
Sk sty o] 4=38 Axte} Q1] tigh A4+ Sklth H. Y.
Kim(2016)> 577 2] tshgo] 3y F4l 22471 o &
o]kl LA 7= /14] Histe] tis A4 Al A4E E
S ¥5] a7 Qi

ALY =23 B0 WE S247] Aol I AR
+ H. K. Kim} K. Lee(2014)7} 3}5} A5 thshgat AAF A
& tshg o] =470l A YEfh= metadiscourse?} SH5At
9] E/40] wte} ojw gl Xpo|7t Egjit= A& HA5H T
N. Y. Kim(2015) %= 4475 9] T} o] Al A =33k 1327]9] &
OFE 2004 shEAEY] ol STt 017 A7 FE0
w2} 2 2<% (paraphrasing)& Sh= ¥4]0] oj gt X}o| & 7}
A= 7HE AR ATE S3lA] B6]aL Utk J. Lee(2015a)
= 110789] tg} 419443 9] Jojr7| 88 Al HHY AR 2
FEA T ot P ERE Vet AeEs st
of 245190, o] THE [ough o= gli= AR
A= QLT H. Cho(2015)= ZHAE E-&5to] Sh5A]
Z5of W writer visibility A5 oG4, 71 & st
2247} writer visibility S Bo] A&5R= A 0.2 SFalHL) 1.
H. Im3} H. Choe(2013)= 3 - 1153} SHAE0] NEAT 2
27104 Ueth= 259 91A19k Zrofo] dis] 4 A2t
QIE|R-E E5lo] B9t} C. R. MinT} C. K. Min(2012)
23 9 Fx AT T e e Joj2r]of mlX]= FoF
of sl ZAFHA=E, £ - § F=E BT 2 Hdo] 2
& & ASoks AR ofFEolA ¥ U2 23 7t
A& et

A o= wAF Q1A o AT A7) T =2 A3
=o|, M. Y. Park3} J. W. Shim(2014)2 of|v] WAL} & A
Ate] Goj7] S=e4o] tigt o] ofgA| thE Z|of Tt
B7HAE £/ A= SFATE S. Cho(2015)= Al 2] thek¢d
AES HFo= A AFtsto] 2247 AR A 9] A4
ool gt A& SHRATE J. Ryu(2016)= 553t o
WAL AH| 9S-S9l multimodal composition 715}k
L] 9lo] o]H2-S ZASHIT. 1. Y. Sim} J. Y. Heo(2018)
= 227] s EWo] tfgt FojuAte] Aldat FE, B
st Ad 47122712k QIBHE S5 A el i itk

5

4 27 g AA 4 wa A

27) =4 AA 9D w5 A= AARA 17.6%E Al
HA 2 B2 A7} o] R0 A= Ao E AR 2010
H Q] AL A= 2H(S. Cho, 2009; S. O. Park & Y. J. Lee,
2009)°.2 A= QtHo] o] AL A= 135H O = 61l O]

3 S717F 2= & 5 Ut o] ok AR wAofA o]
FojX|= ofg] 7] &30 vyt o 2 9 AAVH
= | Tl A =EEE RS 5 Th

HA ZHE WAo|A o] FojR|= of ] Ty &5 Bt
‘de Gotki7] I3t =20l 7 W=H, tizhA] A'd27]
ZH=(K. A. Cha & S. Choi, 2013), S EZE A E5(Y.Oh & C.
K. Min, 2011; H. J. Park & K. Pyo, 2017)2} B 742 7] S5(Y. 1.
Lee, 2014), T A -8 7] 2Q(E. Park, 2019), Q]7]9} 2
7] E5FuF2)(J. K. Kim & E. J. Moon, 2019)3} g2 W A Y
2] =] ®PA] ¥ 1 (Hu, 2019)50] Ut} T3t S5 S5 4
7] 58 9] ¥5} G31(M. Cha & I. Shin, 2013)%. 9t}

MEA o2 AHEH K. A. Cha?} S. Choi(2013)+= ths}
Al AEATE 549 A9 7] 58 T AR
7= 3F9tk H. J. Park¥} K. Pyo(2017)= HEZZA S5
= &% 255 S5A] £7]9 7] AFHE E 94
oJ o] M3}E 15}91aL, Y. Oht C. K. Min(2011)%E 49
O] 1SS WO R B2 ST HEZEA 7|
o] gojr7] shgoll Bt Sl A& AE ATsHTh Y.
J. Lee(2014)= 507 2] teM S t o= WiAXY| &5
Bl 1719k 2271 RS 7ok W ol T A A+t
£ &l -85kl AP B ARS HAF B WE 53 1L 784
< AIAISEAL Itk E. Park(2019)2 T ¥ AE S8 7
Alo] thahg o] SHEA F247]0f 341 FFE 713 50
B &2 A= AFD AR HIAE A3 &9l B
521 9t} 1. K. KimZ} E. J. Moon(2019)2- 6375 2] T4
BHE 1719} 2715 Fotote] =21 Jda 279k 7}
2 9] Bl E F3f ei719F 2719 5% = HAlo]
o G344 Ql Aikg 7SS B Aokl QT Hu(2019)
£ 6789 =2l qUEE o= ¢ A3 227]
AT A9H S27] =149 AE A=, AEE
A Aol B £2 27E 7HRSS BAlskl Itk M.
Cha®} 1. Shin(2013) 39} ofst A= & 2799 tfe=
O] FAROl UEhd S Aokl AR AR ]
AEE H| 5o §9] ofst 4= & T159] FEol Hol
FFAFE] 1SS uFS| 1 Qe I. S. Park¥} M. B. Lee(2012)=
NEAT #5}7]9} 2£7] 71 Qlof tiu| et 1155t Fof &
St719f 7] w4 Shs AR LSS ARt e E
A2} QT RS B0l A5k

2 7|8F 7] $49] adtof| it =F 2= B. A
Ko(2012):= 50] A1 Q)= Tl 1 32Q1 17 2] ESL ©f
olE 57t 4 A4S B9l A= 7|5 47t olF A
o] 7] ¥rgo] mX]= 4R FaFel tish 7]&staL 8l
T} H. Park(2012)% 978 9] tiedS t o & Fof =Hw
S 7IEA Y FEE 7|90 R gt g Y] Aol thsf &
Aol YA oA R BASL 1159 W2 =ASHA
t}. S. H. Cheong(2012)-& NEAT #~7]| Eolol| A 15
ofj A m=roie} A29)=0]9] AFRHY AtolE 7HEA|= A
o] FaHdo] thaf A5t K. M. Lee®t E. J. Lee(2014)
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£ HE 7] HES BWFREY 27] A%7t o0l 3
SH9] Joiz] 52 ul Ho)H o] mlxe o

el Aokt

Ol

(5) 7] 7t A+

27| B7} AT =EL 2000 5E 20098 = Ato]of
HH =0l A= 13, Yi, 2009)0] EFsHA=T, 20104
FE 20194 = Atolo]] &7 =52 6H O 2 11 o] 5o
SO, o5 HAE Ao} ==, shaAt Helyt
22 o2 FA| Eofel vlgf ulu]gh It 2 F 4= A
T} S. Cho(2016)= B B7IoA S=rtist =2 =ollA
A7A5t719) Aol gt F40-S SFAL, Y. Won(2019)2 1]
=91 theh g} vl ofql e5A19] 497112] ol AHo]E B s}
of 03] E43} A7) 4= 7H] A TA ol thgt A& ot
ATk N.Ji(2011, 2018)= R4 Z5 £ Al 8.9k
£ 227] 3Qjo] A7) Hrp o 2 HAg o] thgh A+
S ottt T3t I = S5t 15T RE tfshy 414487t
A & 36475 2] SHEE2] 27| A|H AHE vl aste] A7) 5=
3 7} 19O 2 paraphrasing taskS AR&-5H= Zlo] B3t
7ol thigt A5 SHRITE K. Pyo(2012)= TS} 2k ol
A ThoFet 71e] L8 H3etol] thsf AlAIskar Qi

(6) 5 w4 &8 27] A+

WSIA -8 27] A= 20008 F-E 20099 = A
ojof I H =& FollAe T HE gllet 20108
20199 = Atolof E7He =52 6HO & F7}E|9 oL, of
5] o2 FA| 2ol vlsf Aty o= ujn|gt WiEr} o]
FOlA 1 1S & 5 Uk w& A &8 A7 A= =
ST S o2 St A =R R, F - 15T
A O R o =52 A g, AEdlat G4 =

gl
AUt

OlEYl &8 A7) AFE= 1. Lee®} Y. Park(2013)0] Q1E]
S 83 258489 gof £7] 5 Rt sl 24
9 A A4S B0 A5k, B A Ko(2017)= HE J
3} B]A|(scaffolding) S ARE-SHA] thEIE2] oY
A S5 915 221 = A YRk A5k Sl

Y. Ryoo2016y= 46739] FH3So] efel ol 72 9
AEE QORE FAVIE SI%e W offle P 22 A
= 7HE 5 = WS S. Lee(2017)= HiH3 9]
multimodal hypertext writing®]] 10{4] ]| 9] F1=0f gt
A= . J. Ha®F K. Ahn(2013)2 G- U4 28 25
of 27| 49 =g 7 & A-8of thisf A-ski=H, 307
9] 581 255t ehEAte] 9F1tof| AX AHATE B9
759) 27] 59 @ wole] viste] T 142 i
H. Pyo(018) 24 AH2S 0] 8510] Z47]% 3 chsy
yste) s il ofe] TSI

==

2. 478 AT 22

\
N

S A Y R ohe 3 33 2ok dA] 1821
ol =& F S A+ S o =82 F 105He 2
57.8%01 sig=|o] Ik oifo] thehiE& At Ao & 7
7 wo] AAstal 9l & 4= Utk o]= 2010 % RA}
oA HAE 7H B2 At tiggolglon, o#
2020 % RAPJA L -2 AIE HojErh = A= W
2 AT Y A2 5 - 15T o] 291, Ut E %

o 28H0|, ot R 253 YL PO AT

frot 2 258HS A = Bt =2 5 201 2
2 A4 10.9%°]] SHF= =, 201055 2009 Ato]of]
I =2 SH(13.2%)0fl EXYIL, o] 20108 =F-E
2019 Afolo]] AAE =2 15H(10.4%) 0.2 71 22
FZ AL QS & 4= AUk S Fot E 258
Ao R g =72 27| BofHT= 97| HofofA] o w

= A7 AP A2 L S -

% - 55t St iAo 2 3t A =52 F 291
O 2 HA|oNA 15.9%0] sFE= AHOoZ2 YA = ATt 2000

TABLE 3
Participant Levels of Reading and Writing Studies
2000-2009 2010-2019
Level Total (%)
Reading Writing  Total (%) Reading Writing  Total (%)
Kindergarten & Elementary 4 1 5(13.2) 10 5 15(10.4) 20 (10.9)
Secondary 6 1 7(18.4) 13 9 22 (15.3) 29 (15.9)
College 8 13 21(55.3) 41 43 84 (57.6) 105 (57.8)
Others 2 3 5(13.1) 7 16 23 (15.3) 28 (15.4)
Total 20 18 38 (100) 71 73 144 (100) 182 (100)
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WURE 2009 Atoof] BFHEH =82 7H(18.4%)0| 1,
201095 €] 2019 ol E7HE =52 227H(15.3%) 2.2 1
o] Bls=sHA| Hol ARt 917 T =82 2010 o]0
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EEE F 84T(57.6%) 22 A 2087 SUF FF= B
o]aL 3lol, & w=Alol Al el719h 227] T A =&
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4 7et EF A

71et T o 2= B A A & 7 A
u, digkeAgoly wAF Z18jar 5 - Aol eyt
IARE B5F ZEoiA A7 H =5 TEAIA ot
At 718 £ = A LR 3 =2 5 289
O 2 Ao A 15.4%°] = ATt 20008955 2009
Lo WY =50 2 57(13.1%)°] E5E o] 2010
UHE 2019W % RAO| A= 238 (15.3%)0.& & Lo
b AS 4 5 Aok T8 7| Eke 227] FEofollA H
W2 A7} o] FolF T

%
ofl
)
)
N

N

=:]

=
o g o] AREE A o R YA = I
F AR ol AR HE A+ 2 AF L A4 AT &
o]l o, Al |A7F A/ A+t Hiola, o] H £
A|A] At HiHo| 7H AL HIE g2 FARE QI 20208 =
o ZAHE & 144H 9] Y719t A7 T = FOolE H &
A A A= 11H(7.6%), B A= 84H(58.3%),
4 A= 26%(18.1%), FF2] Aot FH4 A9 &
Qo] 23H(16%) 2= YA = Q1. o= 2010 o] AR
A v sl BoLS o o]E ¢ FAA|A] A7F 20108 %
ofl= 10%(26.3%)°1 4 11H(7.6%) 2= EEUIL,
Z AL kL 77t 133 (34.2%)00| A 84 (57.9%) 2.2, A
AR AL 41H(10.6%)°1 4] 26H(18.1%) 2.2 Lojto
A Atk A4 A S SRR A= 113
(28.9%)°14 23H(16%) 2= 71 o] Eol& A& & 5= 3
o R 4= A0 fE =2 gk NleE 247
10 T9|= Lol Al AAI5EAL Sl

%

Dol& % £ A a+

d71et 27| A =E FolE L 2 SN A=
2102 A4 1823 & 11.5%0] =t 20108 = A}
9} 2020 &= RARS H| W3] HQHS wf 1 o] 26.3%0]14
7.6%= E01E A 02 SRIHET o= 20109 o]Fof WE
H=E2 012 4 28 34 A7 FEi7F AAoA 429 1
S AT AEE WoEo, 2010W % o] E &= AA| o)A
1029] 19] % =] A] ZohH, o2 Feje] A+ o s
O B =t I RE 5= 4 5 Utk

2) A A+

97|19} 27 B =8
& 3 53.3%0] sgsk= 97Ho]
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rE
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o
=
[\e]
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TABLE 4
Research Methodology Types by Periods
2000-2009 2010-2019
Level Total (%)
Reading Writing  Total (%) Reading Writing  Total (%)
Theoretical 6 4 10 (26.3) 7 4 11 (7.6) 21 (1L.5)
Quantitative 12 1 13 (34.2) 51 33 84 (58.3) 97 (53.3)
Qualitative 0 4 4(10.6) 6 20 26 (18.1) 30 (16.5)
Mixed 2 9 11 (28.9) 7 16 23 (16.0) 34 (18.7)
Total 20 18 38 (100) 71 73 144 (100) 182 (100)
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(34.2%)°]1 =], 20209 = FALO= 841H(58.3%) 0.2 &
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2 =52 ddgolussty] 9 20592 7de =
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