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Table 1 Top 10 core journals in foreign corrective feedback research (2014-2024)
4 LURE R ISR TN IF Akt (%)
1 Journal of Second Language Writing 46 1945 5.563 11.17
2 System 41 1368 3.892 9.95
3 Language Teaching Research 33 1154 3.926 8.01
4 Studies in Second Language Acquisition 30 1527 5.127 7.28
5 Computer Assisted Language Learning 29 892 4.768 7.04
6 Modern Language Journal 25 1235 5.346 6.07
7 Language Learning 24 1348 4.891 5.83
8 Assessing Writing 20 615 4.108 4.85
9 TESOL Quarterly 18 846 4.773 4.37
10 Foreign Language Annals 16 425 3.142 3.88
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Figure 2 Keyword clustering map of corrective feedback research
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Table 2 Keyword burst values of corrective feedback

research

KA RUBREE RS Z5RER  Rrgindn
feedback literacy 7.86 2019 2024 54
automated feedback 6.54 2018 2024 6 4
learner engagement 5.97 2017 2022 54F
multimodal feedback 4.32 2020 2024 44F
ecological perspective 4.18 2019 2023 44
artificial intelligence 3.95 2022 2024 2 4F
mobile learning 3.43 2021 2024 34
peer feedback 3.27 2016 2020 44F
working memory 3.15 2017 2021 44F
online learning 2.86 2020 2023 34
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Figure 3 Timeline map of topic evolution in corrective feedback research
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Table 3 Changes in the application frequency of theoretical frameworks in corrective feedback research

FHRAELE 2014—2016 44K 2017—2019 4EHFiK 2020—2022 4EHFK 2023—2024 4EHFIK
HER 21 18 15 9
i R B 17 15 14 8
HREFRAT I 13 11 9 5
e SCRIES 7 12 19 24
EREF 2 7 15 21
RIFNE RS IS 1 5 12 18
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Table 4 Changes in the frequency and proportion of research methods in corrective feedback research

2014—2016 4 2017—2020 4E 2021—2024 4
[GiEvR7S i ) )
AR ditt (%) IR kb (%) IR B (%)
Fegk 2 53.8 58 43.6 65 382
[ A 12 15.4 20 15.0 26 153
Uik 7 9.0 15 11.3 24 14.1
e 6 7.7 13 9.8 18 10.6
PREE WL 5 6.4 10 75 15 8.8
JLSHT 3 3.8 7 5.3 8 47
RETE 3 3.8 10 75 14 8.2
Ait 78 100.0 133 100.0 170 100.0
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A Bibliometric Analysis of Hotspots and Trends in Foreign
Corrective Feedback Research

Yuan Ling Gao Youyi
School of Foreign Languages, Nanchang Hangkong University, Nanchang

Abstract: This study examines corrective feedback studies published between 2014 and 2024 from the Web of Science
Core Collection and conducts a bibliometric analysis using CiteSpace 6.1.R5, aiming to sort out the research hotspots
and developmental trends in this field abroad. Results indicate a consistent growth in publications. Through multi-
dimensional analysis, including analysis of highly cited literature, keyword clustering and burst value, research themes,
theories, and methods, it is revealed that corrective feedback research has gone through an evolutionary process from
the verification of feedback effects to the exploration of influencing mechanisms and expansion of research perspectives,
and finally to the focus on feedback literacy ecology and classroom implementation outcomes. The research hotspots
include written feedback types, learner engagement, oral feedback strategies, technology-assisted feedback, and cognitive
and individual differences. Over the past five years, the research frontiers have centered on feedback literacy, automated
feedback, multimodal feedback, and artificial intelligence. The research themes demonstrate the developmental
characteristics of multi-line parallelism and cross-integration. The theoretical framework has shifted from the
perspective of cognitive psychology to diversified theories, and the research methods have transformed from single
experimental design to multiple mixed methods. Finally, this paper discusses the future research directions of corrective
feedback.

Key words: Bibliometrics; Corrective feedback; Hotspots; Trends
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