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The Progress and Prospects of Online Learning Engagement
Research in Foreign Countries

YIN Rui & XU Huanyun

(School of Information Technology in Education, South China Normal University,
Guangzhou 510631, China)

Abstract ; In the contert of online learning. Promoting learners’ online learning engagement to improve the quality of
education is a highly important issue around the world. In order to get the status and the latest development of re-
search of online learning engagement, this study collected all foreign research on online learning engagement, and
systematically analyzed them from different perspectives. The literature review demonstrates that the definition of online
learning engagement has been extended , one of which is defined as online interactive activities and behaviors, and the
other is extended to all kinds of online learning experiences.

The study indicates that existed research on online learning engagement focus on three types, including describing
the structural dimension of online learning engagement, analyzing the relevant factors of online learning engagement
and making the assessment of online learning engagement respectively. As for the structural dimension, online learn-
ing engagement involves behavior engagement, cognitive engagement, and emotional engagement essentially. But
agentic engagement and metacognitive engagement are also proposed and integrated into the structure of online learn-
ing engagement. As to the relevant factors, learner, teacher and technology play different roles in online learning en-
gagement. And to the assessment, some measuring scales are developed and widely used.

The research of online learning engagement in the future will show the following five trends First, the ecology
perspective on the interrelationships of learner, community and learning environment will be emphasized. Second, the
study on emotional presence focusing on emotional engagement will be highlighted. Third, the presence of teaching
knowledge innovation orientation will be emphasized. Fourth , it will emphasize on guiding and measure the depth of
interaction. Lastly, due to the impact of technology, it will move from a single confirmatory study to rational dialecti-
cal analysis with online learning engagement emphasized.

Key word : online learning engagement; cognitive presence; social presence; emotional presence; teaching pres-

ence
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