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Abstract  This study was intended to analyze the trends in music assessment research
over the last 30 years in Korea to find the limitations and suggest implications for future
research. The selected 74 papers were categorized and analyzed by research subjects,
contents, research method, and whether it is achievement or aptitude that is being assessed.
According to the results, the number of music assessment research increased gradually and
they diversified in terms of subjects, research contents, and research methods. Mostly, the
subjects were 'compound/no specific subjects', and the least frequently studied subjects were
adults and special need students. The most frequently used research method was content
analysis, and the mostly studeid research content was development of assessment tools.
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2ot WAL WAS ot BA, Yo TAH W W el vt o
clebelet. Qe Mgl 39S F Wlek AR WAPe A A5
S W SR AYWFR BRY 5 IT(Hyun, 2006), B7HHs 3o gl we
A 4EH 99, A8 39, JIA GUo W T 2= Uk 3o W P

T WEWIHAZIBY, BB ZEETL, WY, AYWrL ASAEE AE
7t & 1 E57F tsitkSeung et al, 2019). 2015 7WERSIHOIA AA| = o]

Y W WS B WAPEZE et ohleh SRS WWsL, TR £
He Bestel /15, BY, B, 4T AW 5 1T PES Hol k.

Wi 559 B 432 FeFL, 389 22 AT e, B89 hEL
WS AR GFL vk Hol e Fasl EF WAL A
g ohet Al9) tlt RRo] wae nd 4 ] dEd] 435 84T 4
Gl RHolx, o Hofo] BAkE ool ohich. olo] Sotig WAGES AUE
ARG 5 G SHE WS 906 A5H we gy, AnEoly et
BP} o|0ld 4 AES ofef Aet et BAsgY.

olgfgt =] dgtor FoAwSHIL TAE Rt At FEs] = o

=0, @St = fE A7Lee et al, 2000; Kim, 2003; Jang et al.,
2005; Byun & Hyun, 2005; Choi et al., 2008), HAM=TS] ASEFFE A+
(Hyun, 2006, 2009; Choi & Bae, 2015), 7} Ae}xAKByun, 2013; Jang,
2019), 9= H7to] gigt E4AHJeong, 2009; Choi, 2018)5°] 1 dojtt. 1
U 2ohgrier B vt A9t AfE IOl S5t SheRo AAE AT
oA B7F A9 AAE 35S AR =2 A9 gl AFold. B2 A
FF(Jeong & Seog, 2014)7F 2000WH¥ 2012¥7HA] Korean Journal of
Research in Music Education & A-otaA sig 7I7F &< W77 &4
ot SPENEA BASHIANE o] A= 4 TA|(Korean Journal of
Research in Music Education’)ol] A®l =75t o= 3 dA73lod, B7td
T AL AA =29 gFEEoIq. 4748 (Yoon, 2019)9] Zetus 3F
M J7b =g EAPANE o] 9A| A4S 25 BH gheAd ™ =ERte
& Ie6lGa, B7HRTE oflet 2otwso] off FYZ EASIVIo HIATE
Aol QA EXFHY BY]ol= FE7t ok

SeAo] £5E o B7F AEdol el Yot A2 15t AN =9
H St B FAES ¢ o AL 2o Bk ARk 589 A 9 B
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He T 4 ke FolH ok Uk webd £ RBL 3 3047H1990
920204 @A) sheAlol] A 2otme W = T4HS Ao A4
of FAAHY B AR, AU, ATHE, ATHHE WL BASILT, HH=
Wik AYB 47 H8 Yol Uk A7ANES EGE 2oL B L
AL ot AL LS E2dte] SepE B Yote] 7|2ARE AR, §
F pRRol 47 WS B £82 Rt o] o] e B,

SAuST HhE Fh AFE 24| A d=usctedRdet AT
o] AlZst= loleHo]A RISSeH KCIE &-&sdto] =25 HAsiglth A
i ARSRE Z19EE S W Be S WIFAAL, 7I7E2 19909 olF
FE 20208GE AR Ao, steA| SES SAXS SAFEAR
Attt =29 dole A= AFsHL, dEel e ==t A 23
AFT AN =2 A B E =1, etld] TRE, AR Y =5
o2 AAFT. olgA siH F 7489 =25 & AFE AT IS 24 de=
A7gstaet.

FC 2 ATE A ZHEAS A5 fs) Haret Aol 24 A7
A7, AEH, AFFAEA/ el diRt A= o 2o
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71, ATFHEDDT, 71edT, AT, ARG Hudr, APAT
MEAT, FEAT)/ FIQRAH, F9H, S, 716D, F7H=HAEY, +39,
718D, SEAREEA, vY, ¥, 7
734, 458, 444 (2010): St S
b, SHIRR(ERL S-gAl, S-oll)/ AA A,
AFCIE B, A, A, THAF, o2, TN/ BT
T =7 ASERL, =7 28), AR FAEANEE, A5, AEst,
571, A%, ), weFACEH, A, wp-ohE, wARS

A, A (2014): Foh 2594, FLESHY, tishkd, WAL, SR=7,

Soof, 4ol B, LEI AL, Sgeas, Jle gAEe, FsEeT,
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@A A7 123 TEHE
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ATE 7] ol A
© ATUE: WRE-ol2A YeCEvlel et Y, Bieh BE A ol
e AL A EF A, WhE? THENET 88 L 88 3
oF Loty s o]2 Hrio AL Byl Ay &L Hoh), FrieL AZE gU)
T A3/erdeD, WAEY R ALCE 4, A, T8I A7
: *éﬂ/xd*é Bk A% Wk Y Wk =R 4

L5, TP, IAKGIRIEAD, D A9l A,
Ehas gAAE egla, Shbel e AR i E o el AL 53
o] gl A9t BY/ SANY 9o BRsigt dvide Ueds o
, AT, BEAT, AW/UA A7, AATR ARt
T, BFE F 71 oyl Aol ASH A9 Judih. A7 WE F Bt
of dolt Hlet wiE ol 8 thw S Aol W/ olEoR
BRI S BIEPE A A A, £7el G 3R
FUA, HAET F8olt 28 Helo] thet A7 Wt WhET A, ke
T A% WET BEoT B @4 Wbt ol olRoiAT A A
£ Qo 7L BIAY/URATE WEIIAL, T 7H oyl o] o
o =20l Aol EFF] A vhuto R YH=et B BlelA A
4g ot WA BRA F A% £ £ Lopugltt oFA FA
weh B4 RS 109 B o] AT F A7) AAHA 55L You

e

S 8 748el AR 38280 gL Sl wet 14 BRI, A7
T ERE BE Ge F thl R4S sl 1% 2R Aslet vastank § 74

FEEES $9) GTPEL FHMA HOP| oleigd T Wl AT Aot
27} 24 AU FUH

1. THH A7 s

HAH 2Pt A7) BEE Wt ATty 748 B8 104 B
2 o] (1990¥~19994, 200019~2009, 2010~20204) &A% Aot 443/4
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(Table & 104 ©9IZ ARy, A7y, A7hge 2o +2 34 &
gl A 19909~19994 TAHAZIR, 200045 E~200997H4)E 2744]
7'E, 20109~202097H0% 3RA/IE BiEslel Attt 1044 Fold A7 5
22 siollE A% Blel BAE A79 Sk 1] 138, 2347) 214, 3%
A7) 40BOR Azlo] BERA HAF F7RIS & 4 Stk ATHYel dhet 2t
S iRy, 139 21 25 B3/54 o gt kRe] 1Y gol £98
AR Vb, 3% Aol 35S YR & AT 1 Btk 2344
71%% Archgol Tyt Bt 22 & 4 g, 1AV gUd A e
APt SHS B, 3% AVl THOR 35 stk 20004°] FATRAEH
o] TAHHA GATR0] EAOR ARHW] BhEol(Lee, 2012), Al Hhet
Wt AT G4 o] A7|RE AREI F7RE AOR HAIST Fiolth S5
e ARSIt 20104 o]F0] & T YlolA S5mRlAY g Bk of
A= Qltjo] AL Holze),

AT Wio] QoI SR A7t 1AY] 1385 128, 234417 219% 12
H, 3%A7] 40RF 21WOR A Al] AHA FFY gtk 1AAY] B 18S
ASIst BF hERAATIA SIS 24 AT Wilo] ThpsiAL Shgol
UehT, B3 VAT, JT/UAAT, AR AT 1 24710 Qe 3
710 APEIARe FollAl o] Hek

QTGS BT AU AR, 17 AVl BAET BEo] BA EEo| 13
W3 SHOE /1Y BOHL, 289} 33 AVl AT =7 A kEo| 2183 11
W, 4083 17602 7¢ golth Wk Agolt Aol He =R 14 Alof
Qolont 245 F/RI S BoT AT, ATPE, ARG BE 24
712 AR FH Friet vhps @e] Uehiie, 199840 7150 S
= 97} Alo] SR Wt Bl e ANk BAol koAl o]l Buprt it
%S 4 9k

HH/H3B719) 5L AWRA 748 F AP SORT9.70011, HEBH
7 158(203% 02 vebgied, AZlo] Aol wek HAE B9 RS 108
189, 31908 F715t, 24 WhE Mo 9BOR Z7KE A0R ekl




STk T o7 53 24
o

SUUSAT HM4A9H 45(2020. 11) 159

<Table 1> Research trends of theses on the music evaluation

Number of study(%, N=74)
Year 1990~1999(1st) | 2000~2009(2nd) | 2010~2020(3rd)
Number of study 13(17.6) 21(28.4) 40(54.0)
Primary school
students 3(4.0) 5(6.6) 6(8.1)
Secondary school
students 1(1.4) 2(2.7) 8(10.8)
Study College students 1(1.4) 1(1.4) 3(4.1)
subject
N=74 Preschool students - 2(2.7) 2(2.7)
(100) Teacher - 2(2.7) 6(8.1)
Gifted child - 1(1.4) 7(9.5)
Adults - 1(1.4) -
Special education - - 1(1.4)
Composite/No
specific target 8(10.8) 7(9.5) 7(9.5)
Content analysis
research 12(16.2) 12(16.2) 21(28.4)
Experimental
rescarch 1(1.4) 1(1.4) 1(1.4)
Survey research - 4(5.4) 6(8.1)
Research
method | Comparative study - 2(2.7) 3(4.1)
N Observational
servationa
100 ) . ,
(100) study 1(1.4)
Correlation/
Cause study i ) 1a4)
Case study - - 1(1.4)
Mixed method
research - 2(2.7) 6(8.1)
Applying 8(10.8) 10(13.5)
evaluation tool ’ ’
Content of
study Validation of
N=74 a a“’t“t"l ; 3(4.1) 3(4.1)
(100) assessment tools
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Number of study(%,

N=74)

Year

1990~1999(1st)

2000~2009(2nd)

2010~2020(3rd)

Development of
evaluation tools

2(2.7)

11(14.8)

17(22.9)

Evaluation status
and actual
condition

3(4.1)

8(10.8)

Assessment
concepts/
Theories

22.7)

4(5.4)

1(1.4)

Blend

1(1.4)

1(1.4)

Achieveme
nt/Aptitude
N=74
(100)

Achievement
evaluation59
(79.7)

10(13.5)

18(24.3)

31(41.9)

Aptitude evaluation
15(20.3)

3(4.1)

3(4.1)

9(12.2)

Total 74(100)

37 k=
7} AR vl Y53 we Aow yehygth o] Au=
A°] gt “AAHevaluation) Y ‘AF(assessment) 0]2H=
S AAE SHEY g Holel,
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(1) g=g g7 == =

7t Az g Ho] A7t aREHUEA €] A dEEE AT HeE 2
AFetitKTable 2). Ao WEH, 1990¥WFE 2002¥7H1= B7F ¥ A7 A
PFEA 2 si(199049, 19924, 19934, 19964, 19974, 19984, 2001~29)%=
UAPARE, 200397 El= ¢ e A=A kil F7F A7 APEUAL ojdET=
S7/hohe FAoIH ol S A FFIME ARl 2000 ©|F H71]
Ot Q143 o] gopl ZHEtal & 4 Stk ddz By Addeo] Hg) &
7w gaste st A s ol B HEE SH9ES] 34% S A4
7F HolA e ¢al A&Hor HESH APEIL lee &+ AT

<Table 2> Number of annual research on the music evaluation(N=74)

90 [91 [ 9293794959697 9899 [00]01]02][03]04]05
Sl oo 2lal - - -]elt ] -] -1al2]4
06 [07 o8 oo o[t |m2[13]14[15]16]17] 18] 1920 JTotl
2l 1l 2ls5]el3ls8laliralel3l1]2]2]n

2 o7 e == +

A ERAAe] e A7t 22H0E (29.7%=E 7P Bk, 259
14%(29.7%), S5 11H(14.9%), ARt JAZE Z442F 8%(10.8%), diehd 59
(6.8%), 1213 FoPt 4H(G.4%) % 11 FE olAKTable 3). B7hs A&FR]
A o] o|RojABR EoF/EATNY] Y& Aslie 2 SN B5E%
TEARD WAt A7 B2 Ao Helth 7P} AL 49 A 4 B
TSI =202 7 184 U3 o Aol SRR ¥ =22 24
oA A2t Aol == A0l YT viFE 7reAE AT, oA Eals

]

g 7l e ol PIERE Bl Aveld. E4ws okt 7
ol choF W AR FY U= W HIFH W SUFY WL 4
st of tie W7k thgol st 9la AeFHl AAHelT 71K 08 Wbt ol
Aok § BABK UrkWon, 2018). Sl BRag] TAH Brkgel
uet S4TSR Lo BAP olRolAel B BE, olot AL A A7
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& Sutelo & Aol

B0l ATE 7485 4O 47} Aot oldAilee, 2004 LY A
Folid] Byt Sdto] B 4 A4S FHHRA folnss|Bl BAREY A%
33 Wb B8] VBRS foluslel BANCR XSy, WE B4s)
£ 9 B8 WY Aa SolHIAl ge) Bane Fxsldc ek AT
BA e 208 ekt gHolet WA(ang & Lim, 2020/ FTSILE
ofje} ThstolAe] sield Al 49 ThE e Fat FS W B opet
SA0] ole] RQI50] RS Wy stk Bk L8o) ABo TS A
PgA G nAcks HolA folet oS Yo s 3o BT
7 Atk AL 058 TR she Sotmgo] WA SulolA uigsh e 2
solc}. webd folo thehy WrlekTo] thet o4 A4S B BT hy
o E4o] tigt ojs)2 vlgow Wae A7} Wasi

<Table 3> Number of research by subject(%)

Number of research(%) N=74(100)

Composite/ | Primary |Secondary . Pre- Special
. Gifted | Coll .
No specific| school school | Teacher | 1. OVCEC | school | Adult | education | Total

child | students
target students | students students target

22 14 11 8 8 5 4 1 1 74
(29.7) | (18.9) | (14.8) | (10.8) | (10.8)| (6.8) | (5.4) | (1.4) | (1.4) |(100

(3) ST Y =
7FE ol AMGE 94 S UEEAATIRCE, 74HFS 45HolH A9
60.8%°l €3ttt thao 2 W RARATH10H, 13.5%: o7t & H=g HE
ol Sith 7P A2 £9] AHS T A/l Al AR 7485 24 19
H(1.4%) UATKTable 4). SuS Aol dhsf Aek XS (Choi, 2011)
+ WEor A9 AFTAY] FAEE Adst Ao #32 &9 Korean
Journal of Research in Music Educationd o4& EHsH= Zlo] Qs
gotltt. A7) Al wEh AR GERRIAARE oF 7 Aol S
= A HEohs 39 3710 tidt ot BHER ojRojd S Eg Tt A
o] &&= Zo] Tasith
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<Table 4> Number of research by research method

Number of research(%) N=74(100)

Analytical | Survey | Complex | Comparative | Experiment | Observation Correlation Case
/Cause study Total
research | research | research research | al research | al research
research research
45 10 8 5 3 1 1 1 74
(60.8) | (13.5) | (10.8) (6.8) 4.1) (1.4) (1.4) (1.4) (100)

@) ALY =& =

A AT = BT N A 30H(40.5%)2E 7P wokth 1 o
&2 W7HET L8184, 24.3%), B7FAG/AHATH11E, 14.9%), B7PHd/0l&A
H7H, 9.5%), B7t=TAS0H, 8.1%) +oldoH, S&QH, 2.7%°] 7V A
tTable 5). W7/leT 7 A7) 7F4 we Ao J=o} oty galso] gk
ot AfAQl §oF HW7F &t LS Ao kolileS Holge duety & 4
Ack g 7HA] ofpfe ML WtET AT A9 47t Hrks Aol o k=
TE ARgol-ol wEt B7h Aalol] Azet G vE 4 JoBuE HrtETL
Hgfopdt 2AEE, AFE, Ad:, A8E)9 MHL 383 dolthKim &
Kang, 2010). w2 29t B7F =79 ZA AAT} A= g2 9o o=
BteT AS A7t v oA K= ojoF & Aol

<Table 5> Number of research by content

Number of research(%) N=74(100)

Development Applying Assesment | Validation of
Assessment
of assesment | assessment concept/ assessment Blend Total
status
tools tools theory tools
30(40.5) 18(24.3) 11(14.9) 7(9.5) 6(8.1) 2(2.7) | 74(100)
2) 2t BMYHO| TSt EF ¥ S

(1) SITHAO TS 917 W, TS, MF/AN Wt 53
ATl o AT, ATHE, HA/AY W $HS B4 At o
83} ZeKTable 6). 2584 B 4771 19 e A7
Herge) 3% OE ATtelA b Bol A8E hEEA @7t & HE g9l
o fot Tl ATE BE WET A ERolslid ATUAER teRt 24

N
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SEHY WAL o]F & Yk HolA fot
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A7 WE2
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A
_0_01-

eI SR 44 olnel AAE FRsAo)
w2} 45 golwgo] oj2olAok Sk Holx 7ol @go] Wagh Hiolt

<Table 6> Analysis of research methods, research contents, achievement/Aptitude

evaluation on research subjects

Research Research method Research contents Achievement/Aptitud
subject(%) (%) (%) e evaluation(%o)
Development of
Content analysis assesment tools 7(9.5) .

. Ach t/20(27
Composite/ research 19(25.6) Assesment chievement/20(27)
No specific concept/Theory 6(8.1)
subject 22 Validation of assessment

(29.7) Complex research tools 6(8.1) .
Aptit 2(2.
3(4.1) Assessment status 2(2.7) ptitude 2(2.7)
Blend 1(1.4)
Content analysis Usage of assessment
research 8(10.8) tools 6(8.1) Achievement
. Complex research Development of 12(16.2)
Primary
3(4.1) assesment tools 6(8.1)
school .
Survey research Validation of assessment
students 14
(18.9) 1(1.4) tools 1(1.4)
’ Experimental Aptitude 2(2.7)
Assesment
rescarch 1(1.4) concept/Theory 1(1.4)
Case study 1(1.4) P v )
Content analysis Development of Achievement
research 6(8.1) assesment tools 5(6.8)
Secondary 11(14.9)
Survey research Assessment status 4(5.4)
school
4(5.4) Usage of assessment
students tools 1(1.4)
11(14.9) Comparative — - Aptitude -
research1(1.4) Validation of assessment
’ tools 1(1.4)
Content analysis Usage of assessment
research 4(5.4) tools 3(4.1) Achievement 6(8.1)
Survey research Assessment status 2
Teachers 22,7 27
8(10.8) (2.7) (2.7)
Comparative Validation of assessment

research 1(1.4)

tools 2(2.7)

Aptitude 2(2.7)




SHIBOIMY It o7 58 &4
o

SUUSAT HM4A9H 45(2020. 11) 165

Research Research method Research contents Achievement/Aptitud
subject(%o) (%) (%) e evaluation(%)
C(;r(rj:iist;on Development of

research1(1.4)

assesment tools 1(1.4)

Content analysis
research 4(5.4)

Development of
assesment tools 5(6.8)

Achievement 4(5.4)

Gifted child 6(8.1? Validation of assessment
$(10.8) Observational tools 1(1.4)
' research 1(1.4) Usage of assessment
Complex research tools 1(1.4) Aptitude 4(5.4)
1(1.4) Blend 1(1.4)
Comparative Usage of assessment
research 2(2.7) tools 2(2.7) Achievement 4(5.4)
Collece Survey research Development of
& 2(2.7) assesment tools 1(1.4)
students .
5(6.8) Validation of assessment
' Experimental tools 1(1.4)

research 1(1.4)

Usage of assessment
tools 1(1.4)

Aptitude 1(1.4)

Infant child

Content analysis
research 2(2.7)

Experimental

Development of

aptitude 3(4.1)

4(5.4 h 1(1.4 t tools 4(5.4 .
(5.4) research 1(1.4) assesment tools 4(5.4) Achievement 1(1.4)
Complex research
1(1.4)
Comparative Development of

Adults 1(1.4)

research 1(1.4)

assesment tools(1.4)

Aptitude(1.4)

Special
"
e(sith)?elc(zn resei;lcrvhjzl 4 Assessment status (1.4) Achievement(1.4)
1(1.4)

Total 74(100)

(2) AT THet BT ChY, TR, AF/HETIL S8
WEEAATIL AT TS WOl g TR o® Uehdal, @
Wel 2 AH/AHEE WS AT 1Hel A9 AgstuE wE 43 Bt
o 47} o wokth. BYAT Wl AFEe WhEidel & 8¥E THOR
QrEAoz Wolth 1 o] ThE 2 Solge sy AgteKTable 7).
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<Table 7> Analysis of research methods, research contents, achievement/Aptitude

assessment on research subjects

Research Research subject o o
method(%) %) Research content(%) (%)
scsgggséfgi(c)t Development of
P 19025 7)J assesment tools 20(27.0)
- - Achievement39
Primary school Usage of assessment 507
Content students 8(10.8) tools 13(17.6) (2.7
analysis Secondary school | Assesment concept/theory
research students 6(8.1) 6(8.1)
45(60.8) Gifted child 6(8.1) | Assessment status 3(4.1)
Validation of assessment
Teachers 4(3.4) tools 2(2.7) Aptitude 6(8.1)
Preschool students
202.7) Blend 1 (1.4)
Secondary school
Assessment status 6(8.1
students4(5.4) @1 Achievement
Teachers 2(2.7) Validation of assessment 9(12.2)
Survey College students tools 2(2.7)
research - 22.7) Development of
10(13.5) Primary school assesment tools 1(1.4)
students 1(1.4) Aptitude 1(1.4)
Special education Usage of assessment
subjects 1(1.4) tools 1(1.4)
Primary school
students 3(4.1)
Composite/No Development of Achievement 6(8.1)
Complex . assesment tools 7(9.5)
specific target
research
2(10.8 3(4.1)
(108) Gifted child 1(1.3) Assesment
Preschool students Aptitude 2(2.7)
concept/theory1(1.3)
1(1.3)
College students
A t status 2(2.7 .
Comparative 202.7) ssessment. status 22.7) | 4 i vement 4(5.4)
P Teachers 1(1.4) Validation of assessment
research
5(6.8) Secondary school tools 2(2.7)
’ students 1(1.4) Development of Aptitude 1(1.4)
Adults 1(1.4) assesment tools 1(1.4)
College students Usage of assessment .
1(1.4) tools 2(2.7) Achievement 2(2.7)
Experimental | Preschool students
research 3(4.1) 1(1.4) Development of

Primary school

assesment tools 1(1.4)

students 1(1.4)

Aptitude 1(1.4)
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Research Research subject o o
method(%) %) Research content(%) (%)
Observational

research 1(1.4)

Gifted child 1(1.4)

Blend 1(1.4)

Achievement 1(1.4)

Case study
research 1(1.4)

Primary school
students 1(1.4)

Usage of assessment
tools 1(1.4)

Achievement
1(1.4)

Correlation
/Cause
research1(1.4)

Teachers 1(1.4)

Usage of assessment
tools 1(1.4)

Aptitude 1(1.4)

Total 74(100)

Q) G+ LSOl gt Athy, G WY, dF/&d o7 S

AOR ehdth. S4ESAR Adskn ol g 2E A7k SREsd
HOR ehgid, Aol Shtel o WEHA gtk He Wk A

W M Wol 283t Aos AN, U E/AH AT ATHEe] 54
P 2AS7E 7P B AoE uEith ERF B71E/AE AT A48 9
BF A7 ARl Ao vET. A% Aol HieiA dotEe Zl2 @
o] el HEll e dd= AMdE FotEr] ARt AFelEZ(Choi et al,
2014), 25710 AR 2AME wefslr] HsiAe 24487l didt I/ AdHd
T7F HE=A] 3Ejojop & Zo|tKTable 8).

kI o> o o

<Table 8> Analysis of research methods, research contents, achievement/Aptitude
assessment on research contents

Number of Research Achievement/
R h thod(%
research(%) subject(%) esearch method(%) Aptitude(%)
Composite/No .
. . Content analysis
specific subject
research 20(27.0)
Development 704) Achievement
Gifted child6(8.1
of assesment @.1) Complex research 24(32.4)

tools 30(40.5) Primary school

7(9.3)
students 5(6.7)

Secondary school
students 5(6.7)

Survey research
1(1.4)
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Number of Research Achievement/
R h method(?
research(%) subject(%) esearch method(%) Aptitude(%)
Infant child
4(5.4) Experimental
Teachers1(1.4) research 1(1.4) '
College students Aptitude 6(8.1)
1(14) Survey research 1(1.4)
Adults 1(1.4)
ite/Ni
sgzczrilfl'l)((:)s;uebje?:t Content analysis
h 13(17.5
6(8.1) research 13(17.5) Achievement
Primary school Experimental 13(17.5)
Usage of students 6(8.1) research 2(2.7)
g Teachers3(4.0) .
assessment S d ool Correlation
tools18(24.3) :tcl?(;lerftzy ls(cl :)0 /Cause research 1(1.4)
College students
%(1 b Survey research 1(1.4) Aptitude 5(6.8)
Gift&‘i :;“ld Case study 1(1.4)
Secondary school .
students 4(5.4) Survey research 6(3.1) Achievement
Teachers 2(2.7) ] 11(14.9)
College students Content analysis
Assessment 22.7) research 3(4.1)
status —
11(14.9) Composite/No
' specific subject . Aptitude -
22.7) Comparative research
College students 22.7)
1(1.4)
Assesment sizzrilf{:gs;f@ Zt Content analysis Achievement
concept/theory 6(8.1) research 6(8.1) 7(9.5)
709.5 Pri hool . .
©3) strlllrc;l;rtys slc(loj) Mixed method 1(1.4) Aptitude-
STeack(liers 2(2}1‘7)1 Comparative research
:tcl?(;lenzy 1S(C1 :)0 2(2.7) Achievement
Validation of - 3(4.0)

assessment
tools
6(8.1)

Gifted child
1(1.4)

Primary school
students 1(1.4)

Survey research 2(2.7)

College students
1(1.4)

Content analysis
research 2(2.7)

Aptitude 3(4.0)
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Number of Research Achievement /
R h thod(%
research(%) subject(%) esearch method(%) Aptitude(%)
chgggsiféizt Content analysis Achievement
Blend P 113 S)J research 1(1.35) 202.7)
2(2.7 = ;
@.7) Gifted child Observational research Atitude
1(1.35) 1(1.35) P

Total 74(100)

V. 28

309zte] 5o W7 =29 FAE LopEy 4t A9 1
RS ] 9 -'F*gﬂgit}, o2 %’JEHH 1990L% Ei 2020Lﬂ 5% iXH A
12

DUSEE PR LR B4 9 9ReS Tol qu}ﬁu} EoL Y257}
% H9P1e] w8 100 VAR A7 LI T 35S ol 4 84 9
ool gt B Golo] AT FIE Al
AP A T2 B AL T2 4B 28 Y 4 A A
e RS §80] 28O0 HF BT, A SHRKHA

7t 2 1H(1L4%) 2= 7P A9l A8 ERs Bk ATt 3015(40.5%)
o8 7MY B Zos vyt d7HAe WoRs EAAT} 45H(60.8%)%
7W wokon i, /A9l AR A7 4 1&5’—*4(1 4%) 7P Aol A
B2 19909 1999°f Hsf 20009 olFFE= A9 47t ojdE F7F
STl A7t T, A7 W, A7 U8 wolA E}OJOHZP Ao =R, FA
g7l izt Q9] HMaE A HAIFILh 74 EA gl ot v 249
T A7EREE 250l A7 WY HolM JFE qIgRiod, fotthdel
AU EF F7H=T AHEeIl, SESHYE EF AR ACE YERgTh
A7UHES THoE Hel Wk iEgo] 7MY bt e e d7E A
B, HeiRAks B AJFE7Ie Ado] ol

AFETIE EUE o3 22 dES 42 & Itk A, ddde W8
Aol BFHO e Ao UeiEt 27t B fsiMe tdRt a7 9
o] 285 F tAHQ A7t dasin. 53] Bl e 54, 3% 5
of s FEHoln HTHoZ Ayshs AR, ¥F 9] BASE ZIdE £t
ol WPt Bl 55 w7l $UoR 2olX gy w8 W EHok:
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2 @ 4 UES 282 F Aotk BA, ATIA B +2 3
A% gt fok, 4ol SSmETAl Bt 477 Sefslolor & Aol of

52 gos sl 289 g BEDY off, S AP AL T}
ske o] BRI A, SoMRt Fabt ABE oW S4Fos s
N2E A3 et} R Sopylel WAL dld BAET B3O et A7
7t gt AgElelot & Zoleh WA, A B4R 3 A AL

S0 Auglel oFY Supt Wast, 2ot Buwlel WY BAEE ot

otst] Siot H4Bl] e @R/ ATT B o|RolAer 3 Wast ek

Yoty Ast ok go] WY 4 ULE FEMY

o o Sk AU At SOl @ Aol

ST AT WS AU et ek WA, Seldet stmwsage] Wl

B 47 Wbt YAl i BHATE AR o ATE Sshd

A T W] el] v WATE Wbt 9SS

' 27e) 380l otisl] e Bl L;e; .
e

A T e mwu Hﬂam Wi
Fol ofE gL AEA, GO FAH 9L ol Loput A7E Uk
SOyt 58] stwgotst Bl £82 % & %S A0 s B4, o

o EESZUQ, B HTWL AW ALWL WHRE 5 e v
SO 7 B Sovte] whol weh el BS Uohui AR I
o) Sk Al 8 sk A s SIS W G sl 28er
§ 477k 4952 A oo, gotug

= Z
F
Ny, SomeEs, 89 BASERE 5 SotuRY toR 97 Hopd Bt
9]
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