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In terms of science learning for students and of scientific literacy for the general public, understanding
science terminology is very important. Aside from the science language education delivered in schools,
we assumed that supplementary materials are necessary to search and study the meaning of science
terminologies for students or the general public. This study aims to investigate whether explanation texts
of portal dictionary, Pyojun Korean Dictionary, and science textbooks are easy to read or understand
for students and how the students perceive the explanations they present. The results show that science
textbooks are easier to read and understand for students than the portal dictionary or Pyojun Korean
Dictionary. However, all three materials have very low level of readability compared with students’ average
level. There definitely are rooms for improvement to increase their readability.
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Table 1. Science terminologies and their grades
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Figure 1. Questionnaire for investigating students’ perception
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Table 3. Distribution of word grade
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Table 4. Percentages of science terminology in text
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Table 7. Dale-Chall readability scores by material
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Table 8. Difference of students’ perception about explanation
text by material
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Table 9. Differences of students’ perception by text variables
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