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          This study aimed to develop an MCC model to enhance the multimodal literacy of Korean undergraduates in an EFL environment. To this end, classroom instruction combined learner-centered metaphor analysis and digital storytelling production. Participants (n = 50) explored metaphorical language, uncovering implicit meanings and analyzing idiom-based expressions under the guidance of an instructor. After acquiring foundational knowledge and experience, they selected and analyzed their favorite films to produce learner-centered digital storytelling content. They experienced five stages: (a) knowledge acquisition, (b) resource and information collection, (c) organization, (d) reorganization, and (e) presentation of digital storytelling content. In this process, they developed their MCC {R² = .971: Integration of verbal-nonverbal nodes (β = .416), Sound & music (β = .295), Metaphor interpretation (β = .290), Visual resource (β = .246)}. Correlation and regression analysis show that MCC accounts for 53.7% of idiom usage with a strong correlation. A one-way ANOVA revealed statistically significant linguistic development across three proficiency levels (low, intermediate, and high / r = .881, F = 36.836, p = .000). These findings suggest that the MCC model holds considerable potential for enhancing learning effectiveness, promoting self-reflection, and stimulating creativity as learners engage in multimodal literacy practices.
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