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Abstract
 According to the gender research in science education, girl students stay in the margin of 
science learning is without a doubt. The only dispute here is how to interpret the differences between 
boys and girls. This study focuses on the science education studies in Taiwan, and pays close 
attention to their awareness of girls  science learning in a school system. Therefore, the researcher 
in this study collects 21 gender and science learning related articles in Chinese Periodicals Index 
from 1995 to 2003, and then analyzes the authors  gender, their gender viewpoint, the aim of 
their articles, their interpretations of girl students  role in science learning and their suggestions 
about promoting girls participation in science activities by qualitative methodology. The research 
results show that most female authors in these articles held feminine viewpoint while male authors 
who even show their care about the gender issue in science learning did not show any feminine 
viewpoint. As regard to the research methodology, the authors who held feminine viewpoint usually 
adopted the methodology of literature review to generate their discourses or suggestions, while the 
one who held masculine or neuter viewpoint usually adopted large scaled quantitative analysis. As 
regard to these article authors  suggestions about gender issue in science education, five types 
were categorized. Among them, using teachers  authority  was the most common suggestion. 
Finally, this study provides several suggestions for following researchers who want to devote 
themselves to the gender related issue in science education bases on the results in this study.

Keywords gender, science education research, discourse




