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English Abstract

The Newest Theoretical Advances of Science Communication Research
and Their Implications to Chinese Science Communication Studies

Jia Hepeng
( School of Communication, Soochow University, Suzhou 215123 )

Abstract: In recent years, science communication scholarship has been experiencing major theoretical
overhauls, which include the challenges to the theoretically dominant public engagement with science model;
mainstream communication scholars’ attempt to renovate science communication with typical psychological
and cognitive science approaches; and the theory of science’s medialization and the impact of social
media on science. Based on a systematic review of the three newest theoretical threads, this paper offers
objective comments towards their development and suggests possible China resources that can contribute
to the theoretical development. Finally, this paper discusses the inspirations these international theoretical
developments can bring to China’s science communication study.

Keywords: public engagement with science; science of science communication; climate change
communication; scientific controversies; science’ s medialization
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Abstract: With China’s economic and social development into a high—quality development stage,
the development of civic scientific literacy in the new era is facing profound changes, this is the
evolution from communicating science knowledge to advocating scientific spirit, mastering core skills
and methods, and having competences of continuous learning to adapt to the new situation. On the basis
of the current scientific literacy evaluation system, we will optimize and upgrade the scientific literacy
evaluation system from three aspects: first, develop new indicators of the civic scientific literacy which
reflect the new era; second, add the scientific literacy behavior guide and core skills for the new era;
third, integrate the scientific literacy behaviors as a part into the comprehensive evaluation system.
Keywords: new era; scientific literacy; evaluation system
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