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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study is to obtain implications for future research directions by finding
out research trends in journals related to authority in the field of education. To this end, we
extracted the key words from 101 papers related ‘education’ and ‘authority’ published in
the Research Information Sharing Service (RISS) from 2000 to recent days, and conducted
analysis of research trends by research themes, period, journal, and word cloud, Semantic
network analysis. As a result, the research themes were classified into 5 main themes and
authority was the most. As for the analysis by time period and journals, about 5 journals
have studied in various journals each year steadily. 291 key words were extracted from 101
papers, and 26 key words were finally analyzed through filtration. The key word ‘teacher’s
authority’ showed the highest frequency. And as a result of analyzing the centrality index, the
keywords - teacher’s authority, the concept of authority, teacher’s rights, and the education
rights-, showed high value in the degree centrality. The keywords - teacher’s authority, the
concept of authority, parental authority, and moral education, showed high value in the
betweenness centrality. Teacher’s rights, teacher’s authority, infringement of teacher’s
rights, and protection of teacher’s rights showed high value in the eigenvector centrality. The
main subject of the study was the authority of teachers and parents, who are the subjects
of education. In addition, various concepts such as teacher’s rights, teacher’s authority,
education rights are unified, and studies are being actively conducted on ways to protect the
actual teacher’s authority. Based on the results, this study suggested a way forward for the
future of research on authority of the education.

Key words: Authority, research trends, research themes, period, journal, word cloud
analysis, semantic network analysis
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Introduction

Aol 2t 8o A= ‘A3 0 2 A 9] 3FSk(science as practice) = JZoHH, 2ok shute] AFS| A 5o 2
HFZTHNRC, 2012). 87852 53 SM8E 1H 18] 21 3 ga} WA Abo| o] Ao ak-8-2 ZF& 5k, 2|49
T30l AojA = eHgo] LA 0 & wfekR|Alat WhH-S ShEotal AR 7| tEFHDuschl, 2008; Stroupe,
2014). TAL] HGAA Aol A1 2] kel =824 Q17fol| A o] SHYol|A] Hlojut 4 2|42 7H 28
A2 A9 WA, AA g 0] Bl QLS A= AP A=A ] Mol ZIdeit). &, 2tek 429 Ujof|A]
AT} wAre] Dbzl oJsto] Q@ FEITKLee & Kim, 2019a). O] Fch 4w -goj| A vleh= woke shgat
WARe] A 8f517] fJoiA] Shale ojw gt S sfiof sk Z1Q171 o]of of 2 413 A (Barton & Tan,
2010; Patchen & Smithenry, 2014; Stroupe, 2014)°1|41= 8850] BH52] Adix} 2] A]2] 3g/do] Qlof Q1IA1A =
A7t E 4 U AL E Foid Fort lom, A} wAake] Hdet U] Fofg Fof b4l skl
7hsstotal 75kl ik

gkl 7Hg ol & oju gt ARl =A] BatAlo| i, Qb A 0 & [ x| 7] loiAl= Hel7FE Q5. wSoflA]
T HRl= 52 B U2 TRAA R Yobd 4= s 5= 52 24 F o E QIAE L Qlom, A
Sof| oJ5f oL G149l WL B4 4= QIthBantock, 1970; Park & Kang, 2011; Seo, 2012). ©]ol] E2H4{Q1
et g2 Qo Al= wAatek ey The] ek U9l 7t H e sk

of 7| A HLlet A717F A= 7] o] RE EAH - 22iE 7] 22491 7 Jouvenal, 1957) 0. & EF=to]T]
Ao A H Q= LAt Hofol| Al AFe] A o & QI J & S 7|17 4= Q= YAl o 2 A A = o] Qlrt. 22
7hatol7hs dgol| A &4l 152 whskal, U w2 2 A7 E Aok A9l 2 oju3t AR YA
2t AAE HEE f, 350 SHEE 7 E Fol7] oAl Hel7t ol F235t o] ol E-GiTt. o]
of| Hf]of) et A7 A &5 1 Lo H, wSol| M AL|e] FAll= A5 0 & =0 %] 1 Q= 7A|olth.

W-go|A o] Yoot wedslo] wARe] U] 9] 7H\(Choi, 2008; Lee & Song, 2015; Ryu, 2001; Seo, 2012), A}
o] Hz] e} shye] Q1 (Kim, 2014; Oh, 2010), 2. 2] H 2] (Jeoung & Lee, 2001), wHE S ¥t (Hong, 2014), 2
Holl gt Q14 A-L(Hur & Park, 2017; Kim, 2018; Lee & Kim, 2019b), 22 5}jof] thgt AL(Kim et al., 2020;
Park & Park, 2018; Seo & Hwang, 2020) 5-2] T}et FAIE0] A1l Jlok. et & Fofol| A e 1fek4:
A 5 A7 EE SAYE0IA olFeto] watel e e] H 9] Ffoll e A+L(Barton & Tan, 2010;
Patchen & Smithenry, 2014; Stroupe, 2014; Thompson et al., 2014), SHYSo||A| Q1414 A Fofgt gatol] TsH
A (Lee & Kim, 2019a) 52 Zo] eHAJe] Ao 24& & A7F Y= Ut 12|} AetulSof w3t A
Toll A A7t ok Jgkol] thisl - 7H A RS A7 o, wSof| 4 9] Aol thgt AE 3¢
2 BASH A Il o]l 2 Aol A= 2| Sol|x|e] Aol Tdt AFETFS ofetdto =/ 25t
Sol| A H)7F o7 ol & Htael] tsl] =25t A} gt
& Ao = AT SASkEA] Y AT H A E SO E WS o] Aok T A
e GotE 1A B =50 AFFA, A7, e A A W B & Al R4 Q1 A4S ffsto] A=,
ZEZ0| AAE NEES FE51 i Z=H-E(word cloud analysis) 2! 7HE U E-9] 3 £ (semantic network
analysisy= =385t 7I1d S5 A2 FAool AA1E 71 d 2] RI=E AlZ3}sto] Uepdog
H aSolxle] Helet telE AEsdE AHA o g njolsty] golgh i oloh doju|ELA A

AF=Y e
ZFA)01 =2 H(node) o2 AAIHL, 15 7He] A2 A(link) .2 EJGo] 7} FAl|oj7} oj st Al o 2 of

1

]
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-
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Helo] YA S HATO RN A0 ARUIGS 97129 Bieiol A slotdt 4 Y EE woprr) B ol
oA} 85} ute] Aglel that AT 5aES wofeto =M o gloiAo] Usle] el thsl A

B3, 9ko 2 Lo}z astar g o] Asjol chak vl g AAPE S A EE Zolct

Materials and methods

Subjects
2 A7 180 9lojAle] U del that ATEFS A5l gYstol SRATAD SAEEA], 5

ATEAE tF oz st3lom, shugatad B oA Al gote Shad T BAHIARISS)E E85
of BA tiiF-S el £3S A AE A7) 20219 110l AAJSHR o m, Aba R wu SheA] =
2O 2 A% % FAlo] 2ol 2 T, WS ALgto] AT 1 A} % 3027)e] =] ZFAlE|
QD:] 2()0015] Eﬂ 2021L=]7]]-x] _,_]:L 204 43 w/\]_i 74/\1-10}- 7{4-.5&2947]-]7]- /\_1'45]041—4- o] Zz 5 ‘:‘/\-l q-]/\]-
o 2L HH3L7] SIste] 18 A2 FA o], 252 A Esto] o] o] 2ol Fic}. o] ) STl A2,
A=g, E2R J|A 52 uiAlstich 2 2 2 E2 02 NAH 1017]2) =2e thifo g BAo] o]

o5t
Data Analysis

2| WSy FEol Wot AE AT EH ATAE, A7, e 24 2 FA|o] EAJo] FH 7]
0o 2 8531 Th(Shin & Oh, 2013). ©]o]| 2 Aol A= ALFAIE, A7, sha A 24 Bl & A5
Q1 BAS 2I5to] A1, 250l AAE /H 52 FE5t0] 711 S2he-E 2 vES 2 245 435t
U}, ALFAE 242 oM W24 EEoigih Y8242 3= she] & o]&5to,
P02 ERsto] WShE tiEA| Q) o] thSung & Cho, 2016). U-8-2412 918 7712 sl =22 ¢

|

LA, FA0, 25 55 HIRLR Y FAIE FHaL, S 2AISHITE I 2 2 AtollM= 5719
FAek14709] g2 HFSE QU A7 242 A SheA| A= E 71Eo R 11d Tl
2, 38 A2 A R0 e W= §3) 24| ofRojzict =3 A Sehes 2 Y
HEST BAS gJsire AE =RE0] A%, 220 ANE NEES
A2ele B3 HAISt 2 S AR AL wloir), FAIGES W7, ofol e 22 S cleansing)
2 ojmjsio], SAIRYL Fo onoi 52 EAstel s g oz e
T T ARG L FHET} 2 NS F oue eSS B4
hLee, 2014). 2 OﬂﬁLoﬂH—L—ﬂzﬁﬁﬁ wAke] g, ALl A 9] ot 2
2912 Eo) Solofut -2l ofo]| sigshs mAte] A, WAL UL, W8ALe] UL WA P2 SAlsH=
792 ATk Table 12 EANAE 71?1 oflA]o] Y5 Lpepd Zlolct. ohet w3, wAke] P, wAke] ¥
2], wAke] A, w8 H W&-o] PeloF 22 et g o] A= g, o5 7Hd Q] Aol 717t

F

A7ApHE Aofshs Qo] OzHA th2 1, o] 5 SR EUstel AAIE Aol Hol=|] okgt] whzo
Plo] TohE AHBSISiCh AR 2 ool e FAA X147 e AN 2 chol A
=it
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Table 1. Examples of selected representative key words
Representative key words  Key words

Teacher’s authority Teacher’s authority, Teacher authority, Educator’s authority

Teacher Teacher, Educator, Early childhood teachers, Elementary teacher, Special education teacher
Professional authority Professional authority, Authority of expert knowledge, Authority of experts

Teacher’s right Teacher’s right, Early childhood teachers’ authority

1013 9] =20l Al F 469712] FA|o|7F A=, WA S AXA 2 FH 02 F2H FA|of= 331
WAk, Aol e] AAA ] B = EAI5H | flste] 7id S2F-EE Eof AlZ3siqi) /1o HIESA
AoA BATVE FA1012] A2 tiZl SRR EE 7|08 AF9Rl o] ol & Zfeistl Q17| wio
(Lee, 2014) 2 Aol A = A2 Q1 FA2 9fsto] RIE4E 7] 23] o AN E 7dS ez 25 &
Aof| &5}tk

& o= HAH Aol 407 2 NetMiner 4.0 2= 1 0] ALY 2f|o]of2-5 &-85to] Aof U|ES
A2 A Z3}sigitt. Ay gojof-2 ol AA| &= HE2 AL2A| FESHES 5] HAA Q1 7Y
= Rl5}t7|o] golsttt. AlZtaHd o] U E L HollA H(nodey 4|01 & 2JmIstaL, Al(link) 24]|0f 7]
AZE YehdTt ojuf) o] F7]= FA0o]o] SR Tl o] F7]= FA|o] 7He] Ao Edot= RIS
et = 3= 31 zof v]2sto] A=t

HEQ T YoM /&S B AEE= A S 8o o, S4/4d-2 stk 7ido] A HE
3 oA FHoll fAIsks dthAJ A& Uehd= H 2 7id 7] A& 245171 9sl 7 d
2] 220]+= A 0| th(Cho, 2003). O] Fol|A = 71 To| E-8&|= AA 7 =F4/d (Degree Centrality), 117154
/d(Betweenness Centrality), ©F0|ZH E{F4] A (Eigenvector Centrality)°] -85 At AZH=FAAJ-L 571
Joll aE 2 7ig 2] 5 Bl SAloll A x[she W= Algslshe Aolth vi7lEAl -2 gt 7iido] o
E7Ndate] A /8 wl T70Ae] 92 o= A= £35t=A| & S45h= ZTolch ufA| 2o & of
o7 E| FA A2 shte] 7l ol A4H e 7fdEe A4 HAIE 1 A RE, U E A & oA
9] 2|9 = s HThKwak, 2014).

M

Results and Discussion

Analysis of Research Trends by Research Themes, Period, Journal

A-Sof| A HL)ek HAHE U k=] 1013Ho] ot A=A, A, Shax]d FAlo] o] Fo| Rt} |
A AFFAE 2 At AR At 3] 709 tiFAE & 14702] AFA7E 22 E] o). A=A
A5 3ol tigh 71414 91 W-8-2 Table 29+ 2Tt

Aol A= H9lol) tist A7} 543(53.5%) 2 7P Bk, The-0 & wo] 183(17.8%)°| 1Tt o] &+
H2oFe] A7} B 721(71.3%) 0.2 ¢ F H|S= AHAISHAL QAT TR0 2= B O|fSE =7t 15H
(14.9%), 250l thafA] 103 (9.9%), w4853t 3Hadsto] 43H(3.9%)] <=0 = LFERITE H ol thsh dtol]
A ARl H ], FE ol 9|, w52 H Qfof] thgh At B Q1 Ao tfsl} A= 1 QU= o] FollA & WAL
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S Lfoll sl 71 ghol A= L AT wAr] A 9fo] thsiA = S L= A g2 7 H de s et
747V sigton] e s AU Hsiet 2 A9 Fol g A7 22 o] 2ol AT Yok Br
oA <jol thsiA = H el J} of whg R 2o} 2hA 7+ pAlof thgh A7} OITOVI Ao, w52
Heloll tisiA = 7ol ot A7 .2 W80l itk &5t o5 H ol TRt shat wARe] Q1A of] thgt A
5 Bo] o] 2ojx| 71 g %iEP
Table 2. Analysis by research themes
. No.
Main themes Sub themes Total (%)
Authority Teacher’s authority Concept of teacher’s authority (15) 29 54(53.5)
Teacher’s authority and school education crisis (1)
Source of teacher’s authority (1)
Types of teacher’s authority (6)
Teacher’s authority from the point of fusion (1)
Case of teacher’s authority (2)
Legitimacy of teacher’s authority (3)
Parental authority Types of parental authority (3) 5
Relationship between parents and children (2)
Educational authority Concept of educational authority(3) 4
Legitimacy of educational authority (1)
Perception Teachers’ perception of teacher’s authority (3) 16
Students’ perception of teacher’s authority (5)
Students’ perception of parental authority (2)
Students’ perception of teacher’s and parental authority (5)
Teacher’s perception of educational authority (1)
Teachers right Teacher’s right Concept of teachers right(2) 3 18(17.8)
Teachers’ and parents’ perception of teachers right (1)
Infringement and protection of Measures to protection of teacher’s rights (4) 12
teacher’s rights Case of infringement of teacher’s rights (4)
Case of infringement of teacher’s rights and measures to
protection of teacher’s rights (3)
Teachers’ and parents’ perception of infringement and
protection of teacher’s rights (1)
Teacher’s and student’s rights The educational relationship between students and teachers (2) 3
Teachers’ rights and students’ rights (1)
Parenting attitude Type Types of parenting attitudes (8) 8 15(14.9)
Perception Students’ perception of parenting attitudes (5)
Parents’ perception of parenting attitudes (2) 7
Education Moral education Authority and freedom in the education (3)
Legitimacy of authority (1)
Character education (2) 6 10(9.9)
Teacher education Teacher’s education philosophy (2) 2
Science education Encouraging epistemic authority (2) 2
Teaching- learing strategy Authority of instructional material ~ Authority level of instructional material (1) 1 4(3.9)
Teaching strategy Discourse in class (3) 3
Total 101 (100.0)
Brain, Digital, & Learning. 2022 Vol. 12 No. 1 85
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2300] tfh i pol i Uslot 2o et 177 8 ol g0, BUsH Aot
LT Yore FH O A7} o] 2ol A1 Igick e wATH AL F3k WAe} 8P Atolo] w5
2] Aol o A7 o 20121 9tk 71 dol S mojoyFel ol oAl £t Q1A chshA, w5
oAl Eelmgol o] Aot AHE-do) FR, QUm0 B3t Aok WAkmS 123 S Q1A
2] A3]ol tieh Hefng0] A7 o] 2ol 2|3 SUgick. SR = Hap4e) Fol AASHE g A
oI BR 2 8 ool ST o) L) 78 1 Glslek 248 Rl st

OHH

gp4of Al EHEHHE— Aoz o g g7} 71,] SERP AR o1o%q o]

U|7F BE3SITHe A3 AT (Barton & Tan, 2010; Moll et al., 1992)2F Yx|5H= ﬁqo]q iUt 78t mgo

A BHYEo0] 4:9] B o] =7} 5]7] QelAls wAlo|A] Hae] Welrt wAle] Feolnka 2 kA 1=
= 27} ) th(Comelius & Herrenkohl, 2004; Rodrigues, 2013). ©]of] 5442] A Q]of] thot @2 A317} H Q 5)ct
aSof|Ae] Hejek TeiE Ao A7 EA S doti 7] floto] A A Hld e g 24

Table 32} 22Tk Hejol] tigh A= A7 2 11235] A7} o] Fo A 11 Q1o wlo] thst = 2012

o] %o TS a3l %k/\Lo]E} H o] kS Ef o] tht A7 &I A] 20114 0] Z0] JELT,__E] 757 9lom,

W7} wWEkso) ek AT AL 9lo] 7HEA 0 & o|Zo]| 1 YTt 2017 £ 0] ALo= Wt w
45150]] T8t 7L Sol A ATt W4T YA A 0 & Z7)s)qict

Table 3. Analysis by research period

n:2
_\3
Hor
i
ol
ol
£
1o
ox
o |n
1o

Frequency by year of publication

Themes 00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10  Total
11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21
Authority 1 6 1 3 2 1 0 1 5 3 4 54
3 4 2 2 2 4 2 3 2 2 1
Teachers right 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 18
0 2 2 3 0 1 3 0 1 2 2
Parenting attitude 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 15
2 1 1 1 3 1 1 0 0 2 1
Education 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 10
0 1 0 0 1 0 2 0 1 0 2
Teaching- learning strategy 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0
Total 1 7 3 3 3 2 1 1 7 3 4 101
5 8 6 6 6 6 10 3 4 6 6
U SheA]of HEHE wSojM Hejet U AT =22 ohaA] ¥R 7% Ve Table 42+ 2. &
X Aol 2m ‘TEAAT, S EAE LA, B Y AT 742} sHOE g wgkon]
st 4B, AR AT, WIS 2, WRU, WRASAT, WRAAT, B
FRATEAT7} 7 30, DEEE, THEADT, LEESAT, WA, eV, A
Sl 7, JURE DA, HARRA AT, 25W AT, e 18] 1|7} 2} 2ol girt. 3
2398} 4, Al2) 53 22 8 WHlolA] B A7} o 2ol a glglont Tekn g3t gk BhaAl e

eSO e L0 EREC [Re LS
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Table 4. Analysis by journals

Journal Freq.
“The Journal of Korean Educational Idea’, ‘Journal of Learner-Centered Curriculum and Instruction’, ‘The Journal of Moral 5
Education’

‘Korean Journal of Youth Studies’ 4

“Teacher Education Research’, ‘Korean Journal of Health Psychology’, ‘The Journal of the Philosophy of Education Society of
Korea’, ‘“The Korean Journal of Philosophy of Education’, ‘Korean Journal of Educational Research’, ‘The Journal of Korean 3
Teacher Education’

“The Journal of Education Studies’, ‘Journal of Research in Education’, ‘Journal of Education & Culture’, ‘The Journal of Education
Research’, ‘The Journal of Educational Administration’, ‘Korean Journal of Counseling’, ‘Journal of Parent Education’, ‘Journal of 2
Youth Welfare’, ‘Journal of Elementary Education Studies’, ‘Journal of the Korean Association for Research in Science Education’

‘Sociology of Education’, ‘Journal of Educational Psychology’, ‘Journal of Moral Education Studies’, ‘Biology Education’,
‘Secondary Education Research’, ‘Elementary Moral Education Journal’, “The Korea Educational Review’, ‘The Korean Journal of 1
Health Education’, “The Korean Journal of Physical Education’ et al.

Frequency of Key Words and Word Cloud

wsof|A Helet HRlE AT =FollA AAE FAol= F 46971 = &F T Hat 4.7712] FA| o1& AA
ST A2 AA 2 FA o2 5 FAlol= 91702 ol & VEES S eER 24T Ak
Fig. 10]t},

5 r.,_;‘

bk :'
A= Hn g
e ¥ -
rEERE 2y -
YAy, HBHAY NE
[=T=! =y
1-EE | | =

152U Byman 28wy : v &

Fig. 1. Word cloud related to ‘authority in education’

e S 2AS 5ol Uett= 7id ] A7 v, A4 Q] e 2 9fnlE YehA] %+
(Moon, 2017). tH9H 7l E} CojlA B =7E 2717 245 SR V7t =2 7 Y-S 9 nlgith
2 AtollAe) 7l SRt EE AT ER WAL H Y 7 HHIEo S & %@‘F o, ‘wH, AN,
‘aHK, ‘w%zgﬁo %EHE’, FROFSEE, WAF, HEOHLY, WSAHLY, WU 50] =
2 HIEE AAEH I S-S &N 4 Qlk st YW S WHES ‘X]'-(r)r’, SHY, St g, et A-g
S =2 HEE e 55 HojEth

TAH o2 FA57] foto] Ao HlE=ot HlES AT AAE FAofe] Hlz=e
71&0. 2 33] o]} AAE= EER WS AAelol sfgohe FAI01o] R}t =2 T4 T
H|-8-2 <=2H4] O 2 Table 501 A] A A= AT

n

oy
:
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Table 5. Frequency of key words and the ratio to the number of subjects

Key word Ranking Freq. Ratio Key word Ranking Freq. Ratio
Teacher’s authority 1 26 25.7 School education 12 5 5.0
Teachers right 2 12 11.8 School adaptation 12 5 50
Concept of authority 3 11 10.9 Authoritarian education 16 4 4.0
Infringement of teacher’s rights 4 10 99 Parental authority styles 16 4 4.0
Authoritarian parenting 4 10 99 Self-esteem 16 4 4.0
Parenting attitude 4 10 9.9 Professional authority 16 4 4.0
Teacher 7 8 79 Teacher education 20 3 3.0
Parental authority 7 8 6.9 Teacher’s right 20 3 30
Educational authority 9 7 6.9 Education rights 20 3 30
Authority of education 10 6 59 Authoritative discourse 20 3 3.0
Moral education 10 6 59 Dialogic discourse 20 3 2.0
Protection of teacher’s rights 12 5 5.0 Moral authority 20 3 20
Freedom 12 5 50 Autonomy 20 3 20

g Set-ro] B4 Ao B 23 v A 2 wake] i, ‘wd, UZNE, ‘wd sy, A=
ASSE ), BROFSE L, WAP, BROAH, WSHAHL, ‘WSl 7do] =2 HlEE YE}
W] 10712] FAlo| = A EQleH, ‘Eews ‘WHES, AR, Sl Sud-g, He|Fo A
& 59 F 20719 FAo1E gt 4= Uik FAo] Foll M 7HE =2 RIEE UERH FA o= WAL H
‘& 263 SISl oM, HA| =7 H4 tiv] 25.7%0] s ohs Hle2 UERdT.
o A1e] Hejet TAE FA|o] S Am| B WAL H L (263, 25.7%), W' (123], 11.8%), ‘W-84H
A (73], 6.9%), ‘W52 H L' (63], 5.9%), WA HE'(38], 3.0%), ‘WEH' (38, 3.0%)1} 22 FAFSHA|TE ChF
St FAo)7F Ho] AAIE AL QL= AS RIS 4= Uk §5] o] & T2 thi9] =2]= wHolet= 7ol
tish ojwl gt 7id o] SUURI7 ol thgh Aol H, ‘WAt ALY, WA ALY, WS, WAL H ], W&
Hap 22 oofet FAlol 59 dTolehe oA d 2+ 0|5 F F 714 o)) 7ide B xgheict
2 AAIoF7| = gHckHwang, 2014). 14 F o] E 7Hgol| sl A= of 2] skAkEa} HH A Ao 2JsiiA] oF4] 7
ot SUEA| gL, o]7do] BEsto] Zligol| thgh ekt ol S W 2 St 1 Ay} wdol thsk 23
0| Zt A, Ertt} O 2 JNE S 2 g0kl Jlow, wHS BE57]ofl= $HAI7F ITK(Cho & Chung, 2016).
AAA QI mgollx o] L E BAH7] oA WA 7HE S0l Tt Zlo] Q= olsiet st Aol & &3t 7h
do] FU4do] e Hh

7Nd Seke-sollA wo] AAIE w-5-9] th/d-S A EH, w8o] Yojif= thEA I A4l shuet 7H
oA W55 ot wAtet Fro gk FAo)7F Wol AAIE 1L Qi EE4 Q1 WSS e = W8S
= Abe] A97F 2=, wAl ek st 53] /] YRl 0 2 A HE] = wAke] HL|e} 7ol Aol 2
o] ARl A= Qlsto] w§ ARl S & go] Pojual Jlr. ofof] ARt H R E Tt o & g H|A|of
7h o] AAIE] AL Uk, wAkeh npRk7RA]| = B o] Z-e-of i HLH Ol U LY'(8F], 7.9%), T AR (43,
4.0%)°] AAIE L o, §olH 0w HrOJFZHIE"(102], 9.9%)7F & Hle 2 AAIE L I oH, 1
SOl = UAFIHLFEENE'(103], 9.9%)°ll tht TA = =A] Lebth o] = f-eluete] Ba14] uie/d
& Y S FEohs T ofAlo 47T rRRIZIR| 2 S Alo]] HR|F] A Q] Fr o] ofgto] A
&)1, o go] fofAgt7| wlE oz Y7 ot WSS ok wAtel B HEof| et FAo)7F FE o] F
1A om, sy T 2hE oF A Aol tishAl = A9 A= A] 2ot ]l

1o

]
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Table 6. Degree centrality, eigenvector centrality, and betweenness centrality of key words

Key word Degree centrality ~ Ranking E;%:tlr‘;ict;o r Rankng BEXZ?E;SS Ranking
Teacher’s authority 1 26 25.7 School education 12 5
Teachers right 2 12 11.8 School adaptation 12 5
Concept of authority 3 11 109 Authoritarian education 16 4
Infringement of teacher’s rights 4 10 9.9 Parental authority styles 16 4
Authoritarian parenting 4 10 99 Self-esteem 16 4
Parenting attitude 4 10 9.9 Professional authority 16 4
Teacher 7 8 79 Teacher education 20 3
Parental authority 7 8 6.9 Teacher’s right 20 3
Educational authority 9 7 6.9 Education rights 20 3
Authority of education 10 6 59 Authoritative discourse 20 3
Moral education 10 6 59 Dialogic discourse 20 3
Protection of teacher’s rights 12 5 5.0 Moral authority 20 3
Freedom 12 5 50 Autonomy 20 3
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