Advances in Cognitive Sceince

Vol. 14, No. 1, 2012

Sialib pole Slao )l dolikiad

B35 3L 9L b YT 395 (L) S pShos Sgag 3 A luablpd (i jgoT (ks il

#0040 deses )b Ao
3 Ol Sl (b0l 05 S Lok
Olginal o855 gt 5 ¢ ske

3151 ol e
(ooliiOlyy 0g 8 liiOly,y Ad | wlis,lS
oleso! oSl (s f}k‘ 5 a0l 0SSl

e bs 0l ezl Olghol oK ils Olghon! 1 pwled  SLES 3%
Sl s

yarmo879@yahoo.com :4.LL |,

ool

522 Shas g S S5l i sy e L Sl g 1aa
Jold sy el amelr 1) o 4 S ol ) (6 S3L SIS L Ol s
M-8 ez Jlo 3 Olghol e o5l S5k Sl & e bl o g &y 013 ol 250
S Wsadbgda ooy 653k JIPUL gl G (e ol sl shite 3y
o =053l U 3 il s b b s sl (ol b e i (sl 4t 2 sl
Sl G213 V0 5 ulailes 8 s 5al (R 0) s 03,8 U 28 5 el (sleas S 4 0 g0
ol 23 8 el hleilos S (555 bl sl 4 g I (U 5S 05 5
03a3l 5 b Sl il 0 ge3l b S5 O35S hsa i 5l e aslil 3,50
w325 3550 oS o (bl s b sdel iy (gl o3l 3y oSy e 3 S
3 Sy 303148 5l DLl A )y e L Laesls tlaaily 3 S 515 Lo
%.L)\}Q)wV;'JL&-;JC».Q_?}CA-MUQ-N-}l{'%wﬁt{&)weﬂﬁj‘w)@b
LS o £ 50 island o s b s 331 s 5 ol s L a1
2 i St A e dalie 0 S 95 s (5laliae gl plbe 5 Ol 2ol (558015 50
b sl 53 CHES U5 oS sy o S w3 ol gla el ) ki
5o el ol &S Cdlp g g0l Sl ilisn Do s 4SOl 23 0,0 O35l 2005
3355 plozal 2r (6 S5l (sl Ol gel 2ol 53 bl b niy a2 03 S Jlab & L

ol O gel il e ool s Shes e clidl b e sl 6,850 Sl 5 ibaejly AdS

Effects of Metacognition Training on the Improvement
of Mathematical Function in Children with Mathematic
Learning Disability

Objective: The aim of this study was to investigate effects of metacognition training on the
improvement of mathematical function in primary school students with mathematic learning
disability. Method: The statistical population of the study was third-grade students of a
primary school in Isfahan. To conduct the research, 30 students with mathematic learning
disability were selected through random multi-stage clustered sampling. The sample was
divided randomly into two groups (15 students in the experimental group and 15 students
in the control group). Interventions of metacognition training were administered on the
experimental group. The instruments of the research included Wechsler (4) Children’s
Intelligence Scale, the Mathematic Disability Diagnosis Test and Mathematics Function
Test. The data were analyzed through covariance analysis method. Results: The
results indicated that metacognition training affected mathematical function of children
with mathematic learning disability. Conclusion: The findings supported the notion that
metacognition training could be employed in teaching mathematics to students. As other
studies concluded, too, the educational system should try to utilize metacognition training
in primary schools in order to improve students’ learning ability.

Key words: Mathematic learning disability; metacognition;, mathematical function; primary
school students.
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