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Abstract  
 

The current study intends to objectively assess the English-language publications from the Google Scholar database in 

relation to student involvement and academic performance over the time period from early 2013 to 2023. The research uses 

a bibliometric approach and the program VOSviewer to describe the composition and evolution of the field. When 

searching the Google scholar database for the terms student involvement and academic success, thousands of documents 

come up. 50 papers were eventually found by the search engine. Aim of the current study is to visualize the relationship 

between student engagement and academic performance in online education using VOSviewer software.  
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INTRODUCTION 
According to all of the literature, student 

engagement is the level of enthusiasm, drive, or curiosity 

that students show for their studies [1]. It is a complicated 

concept that includes a number of elements [2]. From a 

classic didactic paradigm to a contemporary co-created 

collaborative one, the frameworks for student 

participation have developed. The current frameworks 

have acknowledged gaps, nevertheless [3]. A framework 

of learning stewardship is suggested to fill up these gaps 

by John 2022 [4]. Additionally, elements including 

students' sense of agency, connectivity, self-efficacy, and 

achievement orientation have an impact on student 

engagement [5]. 

 

Student Engagement 

The conventional didactic style of student 

involvement has given way to a contemporary co-

creative collaborative model that is student focused [6]. 

Engagement can be shaped by teachers' activities. 

Numerous good outcomes are enhanced by student 

participation [7]. The idea of students participating in the 

teaching and learning process is crucial [8]. For credible 

educational institutions and the promotion of good 

learner-instructor relationships, student involvement is 

crucial [9]. The idea of students participating in the 

teaching and learning process is crucial. Pupils who were 

female engaged substantially more than pupils who were 

male [10]. In order to keep students in school, the focus 

on student engagement has traditionally been on raising 

attainment, encouraging positive behaviors, and creating 

a feeling of community [11]. The assumption is that 

engagement is changeable, receptive to contextual cues, 

and susceptible to environmental factors [12]. 

 

Academic Performance 

Performance refers to how well a task is 

completed [13]. Academic success in academia was 

heavily influenced by individual variations, the 

organizational environment, culture, and technical 

infrastructure [14]. Academic success is the extent to 

which the goals outlined in the academic curriculum are 

met [15]. The interaction of many different elements 

affects academic success, which is a complex process 

[16]. 

 

Academic success serves as a gauge of a 

student's aptitude [17]. Learning new concepts and 

having the ability to work quickly are key components of 

academic success.[18] In the teaching-learning process, 
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academic performance is a fundamental, complex, and 

multidimensional entity [19]. The faculty's performance 

in terms of professionalism, dedication, topic 

knowledge, teaching for independent learning, and 

learning management was extremely satisfactory [20]. 

To determine whether academic departments accomplish 

their set goals, performance measures must be used [21]. 

 

Online Learning 

The newest and most widely used type of 

distance learning nowadays is online [22]. Online 

learning is the practice of receiving instruction 

electronically via a variety of multimedia and Internet-

based platforms and tools [23]. More people use Edmodo 

and Google Classroom as online teaching and learning 

resources [24]. The definition of teaching and learning is 

renegotiated in online learning [25]. The discovery 

learning methodology is ideally suited for application 

[26], online education is a fresh approach to 

contemporary distance learning [27]. Online learning is 

defined in terms of participant interaction, flexibility, 

and availability to learning opportunities [28]. Online 

education can encourage changes in teaching methods, 

teaching philosophy, and teaching quality [29]. 

 

The Relationship between Student Engagement and 

Academic Performance 

Significantly predicting reading success were 

behavioral involvement and emotional engagement [30]. 

Students' participation in school activities plays a 

significant role on how well they do academically [31]. 

Better academic achievement can be attained with more 

academic devotion [32]. Increased student engagement 

improves learning and future performance in the module 

[33]. Academic success is significantly predicted by 

student engagement [34]. Academic achievement was 

predicted and 10% of it was explained by cognitive, 

behavioral, and emotional involvement [35]. More so 

than classmates, pupils with the lowest abilities gain 

from interaction [36]. Performance in school is predicted 

by cognitive engagement [37]. 

 

METHODOLOGY 
Research Objective 

To search research papers with keywords from 

literature database using google scholar in publish & 

perish database [38]. To find the citation metrics of the 

paper in publish & perish software [39]. To find word co-

occurrence and co-author using full and binary counting 

using VOSviewer software [40]. 

 

Co-occurrence map based on text data 

 

Fields are extracted from title and abstract in full 

counting and binary counting [41]. 

 

Full counting 

 

 
Binary counting 
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Co authorship full counting 

 

 
Co authorship binary counting 
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Source: Citation metrics from publish or perish software 

 

CONCLUSION & DISCUSSION 
Due to the limitation of access to scopus and 

web of science database further research can’t be 

performed in biblioshiny software [42]. Both for 

individual modules and across the cohort, student 

performance was positively connected with their level of 

participation [43]. Student involvement is positively 

correlated with motivation to study and self-efficacy 

[44]. Students are more satisfied and achieve higher 

order learning outcomes when teachers are more present 

and use the teaching technology resources that are 

accessible [45]. Certain forms of involvement may be 

benefited by online learning [46]. 

 

In terms of group learning and teacher 

engagement, online learning is still far behind traditional 

formats [47]. It is shown that the impact of online 

learning quality aspects on students' pleasure and 

engagement [48]. The ability to interest students is 

crucial for their learning, retention, perseverance, and 

fulfillment [49]. An essential component of student 

learning and academic performance in the classroom is 

self-regulated learning [50]. Engagement is seen to be 

pliable, responsive to contextual cues, and adaptable to 

changes in the environment [51]. The benefits of blended 

learning should not be directly attributed to the media 

[52]. Anyone interested in the practice, policy, and 

promise of higher education must read the book [53]. 
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Students' college experiences are influenced by 

academic programs, instructors, and other factors [54]. 

In the face of challenges and unpleasant experiences, 

coping activity is either launched, how much effort is put 

out, and for how long is determined by expectations of 

personal efficacy [55]. The creation of a complex, 

situational kind of knowledge is required for the 

thoughtful pedagogical use of technology [56]. The self-

efficacy mechanism could have a wide range of 

importance to hear from the "virtual generation" of today 

[57]. This study looks into the connection between 

academic success and student involvement in online 

learning environments [58]. It focuses on how students' 

academic performance is affected by their motivation, 

engagement, and academic success [59]. According to 

the study, there is a strong correlation between academic 

success and the degree of e-learning involvement [60]. 

The study also looked at the characteristics of student 

involvement in online courses and the effects of high 

touch tactics on academic performance [61]. The results 

imply that improving online learning engagement may 

have an impact on academic success [62]. The study also 

discovered that loneliness lowers learning engagement, 

which affects academic accomplishment [63]. According 

to the study, giving students access to proper teaching-

learning facilities can help them perform better in class 

[64]. 
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