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108 73.3(7.5) 80.4(10. 5) 80.5(11.2) 3.8™" 56.9(12. 4) 55.9(11. 8) 7.8
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24 47.0(10. 4) 60.3(17.3) 36.2(14.9)
D* p<0.05; ** p<0.01; *** p <0.001
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M (D) t M (D) t M(D) t
18 3.00(0. 000) 2.45" 2.05(0. 802) 2.60 " 1. 61(0. 608) 4.06""
25 2.80(0. 408) 1.36(0. 907) 0.76(0. 723)
71 2.95(0. 203) 299" 1.78(0. 877) 5.52"" 1.00(0. 775) 448"
59 2.75(0.512) 0.96(0. 809) 0.421(0. 532)
19 2.84(0. 375) 0.82 1.32(0.82) 1.26 0.68(0.671) 3.00 "
24 2. 71(0. 624) 0.95(0. 999) 0.17(0.381)
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Experimental Sudy on Metacognition Training to Improve
Ability o Middle Schod Sudent Solving

Mathematical Application Problem
TONG Shi-hin
(1. Irstitute d Physical Education, Southwest China Normal University , Chongging  400715;
ZHANG Qinrlin®

2. Psychdlogical Schod o Southwest China Normal University , Chongging  400715)

Abstract : S&f-made teaching material s about thinking srategic training and metacognitive controlling booklets were
adopted to train the second grade junior middie school sudent on the thinking srategies and metacognitive control
ling in solving mathemeatical goplication problem. The results showed that the thinking grateges and metacognitive
controlling training could inprove the gudents ability in solving ecific subject problem.

Key wor ds:thinking grategy ; problent lving; metacognition
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